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+ No envíe solicitudes automatizadas Por favor, no envíe solicitudes automatizadas de ningún tipo al sistema de Google. Si esta llevando a 
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+ Manténgase siempre dentro de la legalidad Sea cual sea el uso que haga de estos materiales, recuerde que es responsable de asegurarse de 
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Abolitionism, concerning, - - - 62, 95 
Accounts, reports from the Committee on, - 582 


Accounts of certain acting officers. (See 
Treasury Department, ) 
Acts, list of, - - 1086 


Adams, Benjamin, & Co., and oiher: bill for 
the relief of,- - - - 361, 462, 872 
“Adams, John Quincy, a representative from 


Massachusetts, his illness announced, - 383 . 
his death announced, &c., and funeral hon- 
ors, - - 388 
Adams, Louisa Gatharine, the widen of the 
late John Quincy Adams, bill granting 
the franking privilege a; - - 403 
Adjournments over, - - =- - 78 


Adjournment of Congress, propositions for, 

and discussions thereon, 804, 828, 834, 870, 
892, 897, 1009 

Adjutant. (See Military Academy.) 

Advances and supplies. (See Alabama.) 

Agents and attorneys, bill to authorize the 
payment of equitable commissions to 
the, of perons in whose favor awards 
have been made under -three several 
treaties between the United States and 
certain foreign powers, which awards 
have been retained in the treasury in 


payment of debts due the United States, 110 
Agriculture, election of the Committee on, 19, 21 
Akranfeldt, Charles, and John F. H. Vogt, 

bill for the relief of, - - 870 


Alabama, bill authorizing the payment ofin- 
terest on the amount advanced by the 
State of, to the General Government, 
pending the Creek hostilities in 1836 and 
1837, - =- - 74, 397, 694, 700, 763 

bill to cede to the State of, the lands un- 
sold in that State belonging to the Uni- 
ted States, and remaining ‘unsold after 

— the ist day of May, 1848, and for other 


purposes, - - =- 540 
resolutions and memoriale of the Legisla- 
ture of,- - - : - 230, 361, 520 


(See Boundary—Indian Reservations. ) 
bill granting to the State of, the right of 
way and a donation of public lands for 
making a railroad from Mohile to the 
mouth of the Ohio river, 999, 1010, 1038, 1051' 
bill authorizing the State of, to apply cer- 
tain lands granted to the State for inter- 
nal improvements and use of schools in 


the valueless sections in said State, - 1052 
Alexander, Columbus, and Theodore Bar- 
nard, bill for the relief of, - - 508, 887 


Alexandria, bill to retrocede the ccunty of, 

in the District of Soma to the State 
of Virginia, - - 170, 230, 874 
Allen, William, of Ohio, l, 4, 111, 121, 184, 217, 
248, 249, 342, 383, 384. 388, 403, 468, 476, 540, 
558, 580, 581, 593, 639, 642, 685, 695, 728,744, 
773, 784, 808, 818, 854, 883.899, 947, 982, 993, 
1009, 1038, 1039, 1044, 1050, 1051, 1052, 1056, 
1059, 1065, 1066, 1067, 1085 
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Allen, William, of Ohio— 

resolutions by, 13, 69, 384, 387, 403, 549, 982 
remarks concerning his proposition to print 

the President’s message, ~ = - 13 
remarks on Mr. Calhoun’s resolution con- 

cerning the conquest of Mexico, - 53, 54 
announces the death, and pronounces an 

eulogy upon the life and character of the 

Hon. Thomas L. Hamer, deceased, - 
remarks concerning the bill for the increase 
‘of the army, e e © > 80, 
remarks on the resolution of Mr. Man- 

gum, calling for General Scott’s plan of 

future operations in Mexico, - 184,217 
his resolutions concerning the law for the 

et al of uaauthorized persons 

olding correspondence and treating with 

any nation with which the United States 

may be at war, - - - - 384, 387 
remarks on the Appropriation for a minister 

to Rome, - - - 512, 513 
remarkson his reaalutian of congratulation 

to France, 549, 558, 567, 569, 580, 590, 591 
remarks on the bill concerne the Supreme 

Court, - - - -- 594, 640, 642 
remarks on the sesoluuion to purchase the 

full-length portrait of General Taylor, - 
remarks on the resolution of Mr. Johnson, 

of Maryland, concerning the failure ofthe 

President to lay before the Senate certain 

military appointments,- = - 745, 753, 783 | 
remarks concerning the contract for carry- 

ing the southern mail, - 854, 855, ae 
remarks concerning the reporting, - 


Allen, Alborne, bill for the relief of, 817, 853, 1056 
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American Colonization Society. 


Allen, Charles H., bill for the relief of, - 1016 
(See Pas- 
sengers in merchant vessels.) 
Amerjcan vessels. (See Vessels.) 
Amistad case, concerning the, - - 917 
Anderson, Timothy P., deceased, bill autho- 
rizing the renewal of the patent for the 
widow and heirs-at-law of, - - - 640 
Anderson, Charles G., proposed compensa- 
tion to, - - a - - - 1043 
Anderson, John, bill for the relief of, 309, 520, 1011 
Andrews, Asa, of Ipswich, in the State of 
Massachusetts, bill for the relief of, - 74 
Angus, Anne W., bill for the relief of, 309, 625 


Annexation of new territory to the United 
States, resolution of Mr. Dickinson de- 
clarative of the principles which should 
regulate the,- - - 21, 27, 54, 157, 349 

remarks thereon by Mr. Dickinson, - 157 

Appeals from the trial of issues in thé Dis- 
trict of Columbia, bill to regulate, 853, 1066 

Appointments. Resolution calling upon the 
President for reasons why certain ap- 
panan of civil and military officers 

ave not been presented ta the Senate, and 
debate thereon, 744, 753, 761, 763, 770, 783 
Appropriations made, and offices created, the 
resent session. (See Officers, new, 
ouse index. 
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| poses of internal improvement, edu- 


Appropriations, bill to supply deficiencies in 
the, for the service of the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1848, 453, 462, 476, 509, 520, 536 


remarks thereon, by— 


Mr. Allen, - - - - - 512,513 
Mr. Atherton, - - - - - 510 
Mr. Badger, - - ~ - - 513 
Mr. Clayton,- - =- -= - 509, 510 
Mr. Davis, - - - - - - 510- 
Mr. Foote, - - - - 510, 511, 512 
Mr. Hale, - ° - % 5m, oll, 912 
Mr. Hannegan, - - - 509 
Mr. Mangum, - > -— - 511, 512 
Mr. Niles, - - - - - - 509 


Appropriation bills. (See Savannah River— 
Dry Dock—Indian Department—Military 
Academy—Post Office Department—Pen- 
sions-—-Army—-Navy—-Light- Houses—— 
Fortifications—Civil and Diplomatic Bitt 
— California operations.) 

Arbitration. (See Claims.) 

Argilla, instead of marble recommended in 
the future construction of the public 
buildings, - - - 

Arkansas. (See Judicial Districts. ) 

bill to grant to the State of, certain unsold 
land subject to overflow, for the pur- 
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cation, &c., - - - - 738, 1043, 1047 
bill to revive and-extend the provisions of 
an act to settle the title to certain tracts l 
of land in the State of Arkansas, - 862, 1073 
Arkansas. (See Volunteers.) 
bill allowing exchanges of and granting 
additional school lands in the Stateof, - 
Armistice with Mexico. Resolution of in- 
niry concerning, &c., and communicà- 
tion from the President, - 384, 387, 402 
Arms, public, resolution concerning the man- 
ufacture of, - - - - - 700 
Army, memorial of the affects of the army 
in Mexicn. (See Pensions.) 
bill making an appropriation to supply, in 
part, a deficiency in the appropriations 
for subsistence in kind of the army and 
volunteers, lS the year ending the 
30th June, 1847, - - 67, 75, 85, 110 
bill to raise, for a limited time, an addi- 
tional military force, 63. 78, 86. 111. 122, 137, 
171, 197, 217, 264, 271, 284, 301, 
310, 328, 338, 342, 350, 362, 379, 384, 
462, 467, 477, 483 


892 


remarks concerning, a a 
Mr. Allen, - - - - 80, 469 
Mr. Berrien, - - - - - 79 
Mr. Butler, - - - - - 90, 92 
Mr. Badger, - * - 90.91, 92 209° 
Mr. Cass, - - 78, 79, 80, 81, 89, 90, 91 
Mr. Calhoun, - - = 79. 80;:89. . 
Mr. Clayton, - - 19, 1505 ASL: 
Mr. Davia, of Mississippi, - 92 ` 
Mr. Donogias, - - 92 
Mr. Foote, - - - - 89, 90, 91, 92 
Mr. Hale, - - - -. -_ &, 81 
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Army, remarks concerning, a a 
Mr. Mangum, - .- -= 91, 92 
Mr. Webster, - - - ° - 150 
Mr. Westcott, - 89, 92 


remarks on the above bill, upon which is 
fully discussed the policy of the Mexi- 


a can war, by— 
Mr. Baldwin, - - - 310, 468 
Mr. Bell, = -. . - 292, 299, 302, 303 
Mr. Berrien, 483 
Mr. Butler, - 


164, 184, 233, 273, 499, A 
Mr. Breese, 350 


Mr. Calhoun, 114, "115,174, 477, 496, 497, 498 
r. Cass, 86, 113, 114, 150, 151, 302, 321, 
462, 468, 490, 496, 500, 501 

Mr. Clarke,- - - 942 
Mr. Clayton, 151, 160. 219, 213, 934, 236, 
491, 499, 500, 501, 502, 503 


Mr. Crittenden, 111, 112, 113, 114, 150, 151 
- Mr. Davis,of Mississippi, 114, 233, 311, 321, 
497, 498 
Mr. Dix, - - - ` =- 250 
Mr. Douglas, - - 500, 501, 502, 503 
Mr. Downs, 27 
Mr. Foote, 209, 912, 217, 235, 303, 310, 495 
Mr. Greene, - - 379 || 
Mr. Hale, - - - - - - 322 
Mr. Hunter, - - - - - 310 
Mr. Johnson, of Georgia, - 479 
Mr. Johnson, of Maryland, - 137, 147, 150 
Mr. Johnson, of Louisiana, - - - 501 
Mr. Mason, - - - - - 467 
Mr. Mangum, - - - - 468 
Mr. Miller, - - + «=  -*, 320, 321 
Mr. Niles, - - è - - 328, 503 
Mr. Pearce, - - - - 171, 174, 236 
Mr. Rusk, -7 - - - 374 
Mr. Sevier, - - 174,236, 237, 302, 310 
Mr. Underwood, - - - - 338 
Mr. Upham, - æa Žž - - -= 362 
Mr. Turneyp - -e =- - - 342 
Mr. Webster, - - - - 484, 495 
volunteer force, additional. (See Mexieo— 


Medical Staff—Major Generals, &c.) 
bill to increase the efficiency of the army, 
. by a retired list, for disabled officers, 214, 361, 
, 827 
joint resolution to regulate the discharge . 
and payment of the troops returning 
from exico, - - - 839, 843, 844 
bill concerning the pay ae partment of the 
army, - - 906 
joint resolution ‘for the speedy payment of 
three months’ extra pay to the officers, 
non-commissioned officers, musicians, 
and privates, who have served in the 
late war with Mexico, - - ° - 1009 
bill making apprupriation for the support 
of the, - 1047, 1055, 1056, 1068, 1076 

Arts, the useful, bill to amend an act to pro- 
mote the progress of the, and to repeal 
all acts and parts of acts heretofore made 
for that purpose, - - - - 633, 640 

Ashley, Chester, of Arkansas, 1, 13, 26, 59, 63, 

© U4, 75, 85, 86, 110, 136, 146, ]57, 170, 182, 
197, 209, 930, 241, 250, 261, 262, 292, 299, 
306, 309, 320, 327, 361, 363, 377, 378, 423, 
453, 456, 461, 466, 503, 507, 509, 526, 540, 
558, 567, 581, 590, 623, 625, 633, 640, 642, 

g 648, 649, 665 

yesolutions by, - 52, 59, 209, 262, 284, 526 
remarks on the hill concerning the 'Su- 
preme Court, - - 593, 595, 640, 642 
his death announced, and funeral hon- 
ors 714, 715, 716, 723 

Asia and Eastern Africa, proposed appropri- 
ation to collect statistics in, - 1029, 1044 

Asylum. (See Military Asylum ) 

Atchison, David R., of Missouri, 1, 19, 26, 51, 61, 
62, 74, 78, 91, 121, 135, 214, 230, 270, 327, 
328, 337, 33x, 377, 378, AAG, 456, 476, 520, 
526, 625, 633, 676, 728, 761, 792, 793, 798, 
804, 803, 841, 843, 844, 853, 862, 865, 870, 
883, 892, 897, 903, 906, 907, 917, 954, 997, 

1001, 1009, 1028, 1038, 1068 
resolutions by, 26, 526, 530, 676, 797, 193, 844 
appointed President pro tem. of the Senate, 291, 
873, 1010 

remarks on the bill for the settlement of 
the California claims, - - - 561 

-remarkson the propesiuon to adjourn Con- -> 
gress, - - - 865, 866 

remarks concerning ‘the appropriation Yor 
the marine hospital at New Orleans, - 921 
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Atherton, Charles G., of New Hampshire, I, 18, 
52, 75, 85, 135,-136, 234, 241, 462, 476, 477, 
479, 508, 509, 520, 521, 536, 540, 541, 580, 
593, 642, 694, 700, 773, 783, 785, 793, 798, 
805, 809, 828, 839, 840, 841, 844, 854, 858, 
876, 883, 903, 909, 916, 917, 921, 926, 927, 
932, 937, 947, 949, 982, 997, 1008, 1009, 1011, 
1016, 1024, 1025, 1029, 1038, 1043, 1047, 1051, 

1055, 1056, 1074, 1076, 3077, 1083 


resolutions by, - - 123 
remarks on presenting resolutions of the 
Legislature of New Hampshire, of 
thanks to Generals Taylor and Scott, - 52 
remarks on the approprianon ae a minis- 
ter to Rome, - - 310 
remarks on the loan bill, - - - 526 
remarks on being appointed een of 
the. Senate pro im s < = 808 
remarks on the Indian appropriation bill, 828. 
remarks on the proposition for ne adjourn- 
ment of Congress, = - 834 
remarks on the Indian apnoe anion bil, 840 
remarks concerning the contract for build- 
ing mail steamers, - > 964 
| Attachr ments, bill to make attachments which 
are made under process issuing from the 
courts of the Unrted States, to conform 
to the State laws regulating such, - 182, 196 
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Badger, George E., of North Carolina, 1, 21, 61, 
67. 76, 77, 95, 131, 121, 122, 136, 146, 150, 171, 
177, 210, 239, 301, 320, 338, 349, 350, 361, 378, 
383, 467, 483, 508, 511, 520, 582, 640, 642, 648, 
649, 656, 685, 700, 727, 761, 764, 765, 773,°777, 
785, 786, 793, 798, 804, 805, 809, 822, 827, 828, 
834, 840, 844, 854, 858, 865, 870, 871, 876, 898, 
903, 906, 909, 917, 922, 927, 932, 936, 949, 964, 
983, 1008, 1009, 1011, 1024, 1025, 1031, 1038, 

1044, 1052, 1065, 1066, 1076, 1077 
resolutions by, 78, 337, 379, 623, 633, 676, 684, 
694, 744, 765, 827, 840, 844, 946, 949, 1065 
remarks on the bill for the relief of Ws B. 
Slaughter, - 
remarks coneerning the bill to increase the 
army, $0, 91, 92, 209 
remarks on the bill for the relief of Colonel 
McRae, - - - 378 
remarks concerning franking privilege, 379, 350 
remarks concerning me proposed mission 


to Rome, - - 417 
remarks on the bill respecting the franking 
privilege of members of Congress, - 508. 
remarks on the appropriation for a minister 
to Rame, - - - 513 ||. 
remarks on the bill concerning the Supreme 
Court, - - 596, 642 


remarks onthe bill to ascertain and pay the - 
California claims—concerning operation 
of the army in California, 627, 677, 704, 705 
remarkg on the bill for the relief of Captain 


Jesse D. Elliott, - R - 636 
remarks on resolution to purchase the full- 
length portrait of General Faylor, 694, 1695 
remarkæon the proposition of Mr. Bagby, 
asserting the principles which should 
govern the United States in the acqui- 
sition of new territory, - - - 772 
remarks on the Indian o bill, 809 
remarks on printing the report of the Com- 
missioner of Patents, - 828 
remarks concerning the establishment ofa 
branch mint at New York, - 936, 937 
remarks concerning the mileage of mem- 
bers, - - - - - - - 1016 


remarks concerning the plan for reporting, 1065 |} 


remarks on the bill providing for the Mex- 
ican claims, - - - - 1067 

remarks on the bill to establish temporary 
governments in Oregon, California, &c., 811, 
818, 1001 
Badger, Thomas, bill for the relief of, - - 623 
Bagby, Arthur P., of Alabama, 1, 67, 74, 196, 208, 
930, 264, 349, ‘361, 377, 382, 387, 403, 467, 501, 
520, 540, 541, 571, 58), 604, 619, 624, 633, 656, 
694, 700, 722, 723, 727, 728, 763, 772, 773, 793, 
798, 804, 809, 833, 834 


resolutions by, - 78, 241, 320, 380, 765 
resolution declarative of the powers of the 
Federal Government, - - = 196, 241 


resolution declarative of the principles 
which should govern the United States 
in the acquisition of new territory, and 
remarks thereon, 241, 261, 284, 361, 617, 772 
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Bagby, Arthur P., of Alabama— 
remarks on the bill for the relief of the 
heirs of John Pau} Jones, - 
remarks on the bitt to eede to the’ State of 
Alabama the pubie lands tying i in that 
State, - - 
remarks on the resolution of congratulation 
to France, - - 
remarks on the bill to repair the dam at the 
head of Cumberland Island, - - 633, 634 
remarks on the bill for the settlerpent of 
the California clarms, - - 697 
remarks on the bill to take temporary mil- 
itary possession of aueaten, - = 
resigns his seat, Š 
Baker, John H., bill for the relief of, - ao 
Baldwin, John P., bill for the relief of, - 850 
Baldwin, Roger S., of Connecticnt, }, 3, 51, 59, 67, 
74, 85, 136, 182, 196, 230, 233, 249, 264, 270, 
378, 379, 387, 388, 508, 520, 526. 567, 625, 161, 
890, 927, 998, 936, 989, 993, 999, 3001, 1008, 
as 1024, 105], 1068 
resolutions by, 67, 146, 171, 196, 931, 299, 309, 
320, 397, 377 
remarks on his resolution calling upon the 
President for information as to the ex- 
tent and value of the pape domain in 
Mexico, - - = 231, 232 
resolution "inhibiting slavery i m new terri- 
tory, &c., - - 
remarks concerning a fact in the history 
of the Mexican war, - 
remarks on the bill for the increase of the 
army, - - - =- 468 
„ remarks on the resolution of congratulation 
to France, - - 572 
remarks on the bills i establish territorial 
government in Oregon, &c.,- 9818, 988, 1002 
Ball, Amos, bil} for the relief of, - - - 8&3 
Bangor. (See Poris of Entry.) 
Barclay & Livingston, and Smith, Thurgar, 
& Co., bill for the relief of, - 309, 872 
Barney, Harriet, widow of the late Commo- > ` 
dore Barney, bill for the relief of, 309, 327, 723 
Barney, H. M., bill for the relief of, - - 625 
Barney, J oshua, United SARIGA agent, bill for 
the relief of, - 936 
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Bayard, Anthony Walton, an act providing 


a the payment of 'arrearages of pension: 
- 1028 
Bayless, Israel, bill for the relief of, - - 753 
Beale, Robert, elected Sergeant-at-arms, - J9 
Beard, Archibald, and twenty-one other . 
Tennessee mounted voluntcam; bill for 
the relief of, - - - - 906, 1017 
Bell, John, of Tennessee, 1, 18, 74, 85, 95, 136, 
284, 293, 302, 303, 309, 403, 558, 590, 593, 617, 
624, 625, 656, 665, 676, 728, 792, 798, 828, 835, 
840, 841, 844, 858, 862, 874, 909, 932,- 1001, 
7008, 1009, 1011, 1028, 1030, 1038, 1056, 1073 
resolutions by, - - 665, 684, 187, 1052 
remarks on the bill to increase the arm 
concerning the Mexican war, 292, 299, 302, 303 
remarks on the bill to repair the ‘dam at 


the head of Cumberland Island, -  - 633 
remarks on his resolution to f arnish Hous- 
ton’s Senate Debates tothe House, - 684 


remarks on the Indian appropriation bill, 809, 
$28, 840, 858 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 


government in Oregon, - - 1074 
Bell, Samuel W., late of the Cherokee Na- 

‘tion, bill for the relief of, - - 214, 636 
Benns, Charles, bill for the relief of, - - 936 


Benton, Thomas H., of Missouri, 1, 18, 250, 263, 
970, 291, 303, 327, 337, 378, 397, 434, 462, 466, 
467, 476, 477, 520, 548, 549, 558, 569, 581, 590, 
622, 623, 723, 727, 737, 787, 793, 822, 839, 843, 
844, 870, 871,873, 875, 880, 883, 884, 890, 903, . 
909, 937, 947, 949, 950, 954, 964, 1059, 1066, 


1076, 1077, 1083, 1085. 


resolutions by, 85, 147, 284, 292, 309, 403, 466, 

520, 694, 822, 839, 844, 873, 927, 1073 — 

remarks on presenting the memorial of | 
Charles Frémont, praying an investiga- 
tion by committee of the claims of Cali- 


fornians against the Government, - 261 
remarks on ‘the bill for the relief of the 

widow of Colonel McRae, - 378 
remarks on the bill for the relief of the oo 

heirs of John Paul Jones, - - 381, 383 
announces the illness of Mr. Adams, - 383 


pronounces an evlogium upon the a and 
character of Mr. Adams, - = 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Vv 
Benton, Thomas H., of Missouri— i Bounty lands— | Bridges, appropriatron to purchase the, across 
remarks on presenting a petition for a na~- | bill to provide for the unpaid claims of the the Eastern Branch of the Potomac, and 
tional printing office, - =- - - 434 officers and soldiers of the Virginia State make them free, - =- = = — = 1025 


remarks concerning the proposed mission 
to Rome, AUT 
remarks en the Supreme Court bill, - - 581, 595 
remarks on the bill for ascertaining and 
paying the California ciaims, concerning 
the operations in Mexico, 604, 630, Ori, 685 
remarks on the Oregon bill, 804 
remarks on the proposition to collect stë- 
ienen mformatgnN raen the Fatet 
ce, - 
remarks on the bill to prevent the reduction 


817 


= 


y» 
Bradbury, James W. , of Maine, 


and Continental lines of ue revolutionary 
arm 927 
1,19, 22, 59, 74, 
78, 110, 121, 136, "146, 170, 182, 209, 230, 319, 
363, 387, 409, 403, 433, 480, 503, 507, 520, 526, 
571, 582, 617, 787, 792, 827, 844, 854, 865, 
866, 916, 936, 949, 965, 997, 1001, 1008, 1010, 
1051, 1066 


resolutions by, - 
announces the death of Senatör Fairfield, 


and pronounces an eulogy upon his 


- 997, 1010 


bill for same purpose, 446, 665, 700, 1029 
Bright, Jesse D., of Indiana, 1, 59, 136, Q71, 319, 
337, 446, 633, 665, 773, 177, 183, 792. 804, 805, 
869, 811, 812, 818, 862, 866, 870, 871, 873, 983, 
891, 898, 899, 902, 906, 907, 909, 921, 927, 983, 
1001, 1002, 1008, 1010, 1016, 1017, 1038, 1044, 
12096; 106), 1066, ee 
785 


— 


t. 


resolutions by, 
remarks on the bills to detain ierra 
government in Oregon, &c., - 875, 928, 992 


Brown, Mary, the widow of Jacob Brown, 


of major generals and brigadier gene- life, ~- TO bill for the relief of, ~ - - 9327, 785 

rals,-  - - - ~- 890 remarks on the bill for the relief ofthe heirs Brown, James, deceased, an act for relief of 
remarks concerning Whitney’ s railroad of John Paul Jones, - - ~- - the legal heirs and representatives of, 378, 850 

project, =- = č = - - 1011 remarks on the bill for the settlement of Brown, Eliphas C., an act for the relief of, - 862 
remarks on the civil and diplomatic appre: the Mexicanclaims, - - -  - 1067 || Brow nell, homas, bill for the relief of, - "182, 636 


1029 
1065 


priation hill, 
remarks eee the plan for Poper 
ing, 
remarks on the bill providing for the Mex- 


Bradley, Edward, late a representative from 

Michigan, his death announced, 
Brady, William P., bill for the relief of, 
Bragdon, Elijah, bill for the relief of ae 


77 
623 


Brunswick, Georgia. (See Collection District. ) 
Brush, Nehemiah, bill for the relief of, — 
Bryan, John A., joint resolution for relief of, 
Bryan, John R., administrator of Isaac Gar- 


753 
633 


ican claims, - - -= 1066, 1067 widow of, - 858 retson, deceased, late purser in the Uni- 
remarks on the bills to establish territorial Brent, George L., bill for the relief of, - 1008 ted States Navy, ‘bill for the relief of, - 52, 840 
government in Oregon, &c., - 1074, 1075 || Brereton, Amelia, bill for the relief of the Bryan, Joseph, bill for the relief of, ~- - 623 
Bent, St. Vrain, & Co., an act for the relief legal representatives of, - - 309, 1051 


of, - 1011 
Berrien, John McPherson, of Georgia, 1, 54, 63, 
68, 77,78, 85, 126, 147, 177, 182, 209, 214, 230 


Breese, Sidney, of Ilinois, 1, 4, 13, 15, 18, 9J, 22, 
51, 52, 59, 63, 74, 76, 77, 78, 85, 95, 110, 111, 
136, 137, 146, 170, 171, 182, 314, 230, 937, 


C. 


Cadets, resolution concerning promotion of, 309 
Cahoone, Penjamin J., purser, bill for the 


248, 270, 299, 322, 384, 387, 456, 462, 479, 480 270, 271, 284, 301, 309, 320, 327,340, 343, || relief of, - 261, 785 
. 483, 617, 623, 636, 648, 805, 811, 812, 834, 835 361, 377, 387, 403, 410, 438, 456, 461, 462, || Caldwell, J. F., bill for the relief of, - ~ 636 

840, 844, 854, 862, 870, 871, 875, 876, 898, 899, 467, 477, 503, 508, 622, 625, 640, 642, 648, || Caldwell, Sarah- D., wife of James H. Big- 
906, 922, 949, 983, 989, 994, 998, 999, 1000, 665, 675, 722, 727, 728, 737, 744, 754, 773, ham, bill for the relief of, - - `- 617 
1052, 1061, 1068, 1077, 1084 T77, 811, 817, 822, 823, 828, 834, 840, 843, || Caldwell, John, bill for the relief of, - 341, 850 

resolutions by, - 182, 214, 230 853, 854, 865, 875, 879, 892, 899, 903, 907, Caldwell, Captain John, appropriation to 
remarks concerning the purchase es the 909, 916, 997, 1009, 1010, 1016, 1024, 1048, ay the claim of, - 056 
Madison papers, - $ 1051, 1052, 1055, 1056, 1073, 1077 Caldwell, Joseph, bill for the relief of, - 170 


remarks conceming the bilt for thei increase 
of the army, 
remarks on bill adding ten regiments to the 


resolutions by, 59, 63, 77, 242, 284, 377, 438, 
530, 558, 949, 997, 1008 
remarks on the bill lop the relief of J. M. 


Calhoun, John C., of South Carolina, 1, 3,26, 50, 
63, 75, 89, 100, 135, 184, 186, 209, 214, 342, 
330, 461, ‘467, "469, 479, 590, 571, 656, 704, 


army, concerning the Mexican war, - 483 Moore, - - - - - 171 723, 727, 728, 738, 765, 766, 804, 809, 811, 
remarks on the prdposition to pojoum Con- remarks on the bill concerning reservations 812, 822, 827, 828, 834, 835, 840, 844, 850, 
gress, - - - - 865 under Indian treaties, - - - - 337 854, 858, 872, 874, 897, 910, 921, 922, 927, 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial remarks on the bill to increase the arm 932, 937, 964, 982, 1001, 1009, 1016, 1024, 
governments in Oregon, &c., 879, 928, 992, concerning the Mexican war, - 350, 375 1038, 1043, 1051, 1061, 1068, 1083, 1084 
1061, 1074 remarks on the bill for the settlement of the resolutions by, - - 6, 727 
Bessece, Anthony, bill for the relief of, - 467, 604 California claims, - - 697 |} resolution declarative of the policy which 
Biddle, Commodore, proporiuen to pay the pronounces an eulogy on the life and char-. should govern the United States in the 
claim of, - - - 1039 acter of the Hon. C. Ashley, late Pena prosecution of, and closing of the Mexi- 
Board of Claims. (See Claims. ) tor from Arkansas, - "15 can war, and debate thereon, 26, 53, 54, 96 
Bolon, Edward, bill for the relief of, - 136,309 remarks on the naval appropriation bill, - 903 remarks concerning the distribution of 
Bonds of the State of Indiana. {See Indiana. ) his card explanatory of former remarks, - 942 | books to Senators, - 
Books to Senators, Proposition. to “allow, Black, James Augustus, late representative remarks on bill for increase of army, 79, 80, 89, 
and debate thereon, - - 22 from the State of South Carolina; his 92, 114, 115, 174, 477, 496, 497, 498 
Borland, Solon, of Arkansas, 665, 122, 723, 738, death announced, - 582 remarks on the peogiadien of coneratula- 
744, 772, 804, 822, 834, 840, 844, 858, 873, |! Black, John, bill for the relief of, - 170, 380 tion to France, - - - 568, 569 


879, 891, 892, 898, 903, 942, 949, 964, 983, 
1001, 1002, 1008, 1016, 1043, 1047, 1048, 1051, 


Bounty to volunteers. (See Volunteers.) 
Bounty tands, bill to allow further time for 
satisfying claims for, for military services 
„in the late war with Great Britain, 52, 75, 
110, 122, 284, 858 


~ 


| 


Blackford, William M., late chargé to New 
Granada, proposed compensation to, 617, 1043 


resolutions by, 
remarks concerning ‘the 
Madison papers, 
remarks concerning the Mexican war, a 
the bill to increase the army, 90, 92, 164, | 


purchase of the . 


i 


| 


remarks on the bill concerning the Supreme 
Court, - 


we ~ oo 


remarks on the bills to establish emio. 

rial governments in Oregon, California, 
875, 928, 953, 988, 1060, 

1074, 


1084 
California claims, bill for ascertaining and 


and New Mexico, 


1056, 1059, 1066 ee Richard, and alhet; bill for the relief remarks on the bill ia on the dam at 

Announces the death of Sçnator Ashley, - 157, 264 head of Cumberland Island, 634, 635, 636 
of Arkansas, - 714 || Bull, ” Archibald, ‘and Lemuel S. Finch, bill remarks on the bill for the payment of the 

remarks on resolutions of i inquiry concern- for the relief of, - - 582 | California claims, 697, 704, 705, 706, 707 
ing certain nominations withheld from Burress, Elizabeth, bill for the relief of, - 604 remarks on the President’s Message con- 
the Senate, - - - - TTO || Buter, Andrew P., of South Carolina, 1, 59, 63, cerning the massacres in Yucatan, = - 
remarks concerning the proposed appro- 121, 136, 164, 434, 490, 520, 526, 581, 592, 649, remarks on the bill to take military pos- 

priation for Marine hospitals, - - 949 656, 695, 705, 722, 723, 793, 808, 809, 810,812, session of Yucatan, - - 1738, 754, 770 
Boundary, between Missouri and Arkansas, 818, 822, 834, 840, 843, 844, 853, 858, 866, 870, | remarks on the proposition: to adjourne 

bill to confirm the, - =- 292, 299, 327 871, 883, 891, 892, 898, 902, 903, 907,909, 927, Congress, - - - 

between Alabama and Florida, bill in re- 932, 936, 937, 942, 982, 1001, 1008, 1009, 1010, remarks on mileage, - - 1017 
lationtothe,- - ~- - = 403, 604 1616, 1025, 1044, 1048, 1051, 1056, 1061, 1066; remarks on the bill providing for the ae 

. of Texas. (See .Zezas.) ` = 1073, 1077, we ican claims, 067 

| 


bill to amend an act to raise, for a limited 
time, an additional military force and for 
other purposes, approved 11 February, 


184, 233, 273, 499, 501 
remarks on the resolution of thanks to 
Generals Scott and Taylor, - 


342 


paying the, 423, 549, 558, 640, 642, 676, 685, 
696, 700 
remarks on the above, by— 


1847, - - %44, 763, 777 announces the death of James Augustus Mr. Atchison, - - -= - - 561 
joint resolation relating to the evidence Black, late vepiesentatiye from South Mr. Badger, - - - 627, 677, 704 
which shall be satisfactory on application Carolina, - - - - Mr. Bagby, ° - - - - 697 
for, - remarks on the bill concer ning the Supreme ~ | Mr. Benton, - =- = 604, 630, 677 
bill to revive an act authorizing certain Court, - - - - 593, 640, 642 | Mr. Breese, - - - - 697 
soldiers in the late war with Great Brit- remarks on the bill for ascertaining and r Mr. Butler, © - - - - 630, 685 
- ain to surrender bounty lands drawn by paying the Californiaclaims, 630, 685, 701, 705 | Mr. Calhoun, - 697, 704, 705, 706, 107 
them, and to locate others in lieu thereof; 834, | remarks on the proposition to adjourn Mr. Cass, - -o -. =- = 706, 707 
879, 964 Congress, - - - Mr. Clarke, - 696 
bill to amend an act entitled An act supple- remarks on the bills to establish territorial Mr. Clayton, ~ 700, 101, 106, 707, 708 
mental to the act providing for the pros- government in Oregon, &c., - Ski, 928, 997, Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, - - 107 
ecution of the existing war between the 1060, 1075, 1001 Mr. Dayton, - - - 619 
United States and the Republic of Mex- Butterworth, Samuel F., bill for the relief Mr. Dix, - a 558 z 
ico, which concerns, - - 728, 942, 949 of, - =- - - = 6 5 | Mr. Johnson, of Maryland, - - 709 


A 


“i 


California claims, remarks on, hy— 


Mr. Mason, 623, 630, 676, 685, 696, 701, 704 
Mr. Phelps, 631 
Mr. Rusk, - 628, 630, 677, 696, 698, 706 
Mr. Underwood, - 708 
Mr. Westcott, - - - - 697, 707 
California, territorial government for. (See 


Or egon—Land Claims.) 

appropriation to defray the expense of the 
civil and military operations'in, -  - 1056 
Callaghan, Bryan, bill for the relief of, - 906 
Cameron, Simon, ‘of Pennsylvania, 1, 13, 78, 95, 
110, 111, 136, 147, 157,-170, 182, 196, 249, 
261, 262, 301, 319, 320, 327, 350, 361, 446, 
466, 476, 501, 508, 511, 520, 526, 536, 548, 
549, 622, 633, 636, 639, 648, 656, 665, 676, 
699, 700, 707, 765, 828, 843, 855, 931, 1059, 
1066, 1073, 1085 
resolutions by, 1, 22, 182, 230, 26T, 549, 1059 

remarks concerning the purchase of books 
for Senators, - 22, 23 

announces the death, and pronounces an 

eulogy on the life and character of John 

W. Hornbeck, late a reprecentatiyg 


- from Pennsylvania, - 223 
remarks on the bill for the relief of the 
heirs of John Paul Jones, - - - 382 
Canada. (See Duties.) 
Canals. (See Clinton and Kalamazoo.) 
Canfield, Lisur B., bill for the relief of, - 927 
Canton, bill to authorize the issuing of a ree 
gister to the harque, - - 78, 171, 182 
Capa, John, bill for the relief of, - 85, 299 


Capella, Peter, administrator of And rew Ca- 
pella, deceased, bill for the relief of, 85, 299 

Capen, Phineas, administrator of John Cox, 
deceased, bill for the relief of, - 233, 378 

Carpenter, Phineas, administrator of John 
Cox, deceased, of Boston bill for the 


relief of, - - 850 
Carson, James C., bill for the relief of, - 887 
Carrington, H., executor of Paulina Le 

Grand, deceased, bill for the relief of, - 722 


Cass, Lewis, of Michigan, 1, 21, 26, 51, 59, 63, 
67. 74, 78, 89, 110, 111, 121, 122, 146, 147, 
156, 160, 177, 182, 262, 264, 301, 302, 309, 
322, 327, 337, 341, 342, 349, 362, 367, 374, 
380, 383, 384, 397, 423, 467, 476, 477, 480, 
483, 495, 503, 508, 520, 530, 540, 558, 580, 
581, 582, 590, 592, 593, 604, 623, 625, 627, 
640, 642, 648, 676, 685, 722, 723, 727, 738, 


: 744, 770, 783 
resolutions by, - - 4, 76, 95, 196 
remarks oaceriine the Mexican War, on 


the resolution-of Mr. Dickinson decla- 
ring the principles which should govern 
the annexation of new territory, - 54, 55 

remarks concerning the bill for the in- 
crease of the army, 78, 79, 80, 81, 150, 151, 
302, 462, 468, 500, 501 

remarks on the above hill concerning the 
Mexican war, 86, 90,91, 113, 114, 321, 490, 496 
remarks on the resolution of Mr. Man- 
gum, calling for General Scott’s plan of 
further operations in Mexico, - Š 
remarkson the resolution of Mr. Mangum, 
calling for the instructions to General 
Scott, concerning the Mexican war, 215, 2 
remarks concerning the suspension of Gen- 
eral Scott from command in Mexico, 
remarks on the loan bill, - - - 
sitet on the bill to pay the California 
claim - - 706, 707 
a on the bill to take temporary mil- 
itary possession of F ucalan; - - 
resigned his seat, 
Cass, General, the published life of, remarks 
concerning the, 
his political opinions discussed, 898, 899, 907, 942 
Casseau, Francis, bill. for the relief of the 
heirs of, - - - 361, 378 
Cazeau, Frangois, late merchant at Mon-, 
treal, bill for the relief of the legal rep 

resentatives of, - 
Census, proposition concerning the plan for 
taking the 6th, - 

joint resolution in reference to taking the 
next, 2 
Center, George, bill for relief of, “872, 1011, 1052 
Central Railroad and Banking Company of 
- Georgia, bill for the relief of the, - 633, 835 
Champlin, Stephen, bill for the relief of, - 625 
Chapman, James, administrator of Thomas 
, Chapman, bill for the relief of, -  - 


754 
792 


& - 


183 
893 
292 
850 
90 
62 


f 


INDEX TO 


Chaplain, the election of, - 19 
Chappe'l, Charles, bill for relief of, 467, 508, 1011 
Chargé to Rome. (See Rome.) 
Charles Downing, bill to change the name of 
the steamboat, to the Calhoun, 446, 872 
Charter of the city of Washington. (See 
Washingt city.) 
cea ae Ann, joint resolgtion for the re- 
ief of, - =- =- -= 
Cherokee Indians, remarks concerning their 
removal, &c., - - - - 840, 858 
joint resolution allowing the proper ac- 
counting officers of the treasury to make 
a just and fair settlement of the-claim of 
the Cherokee nation of Indians, accord- 
ing to the principles of the treaty of Au- 
gust, 1846, - - - 809, 932, 1008, 1030 
Chicago. (See Court—Harbor Improvements. ) 
Chinn, Thomas W., and othiges; bill for the 
relief of, - - = 884 
Christian, William A. bill for the relief of, 75, 110 
Chouteau, Padra & Co., bill for the relief of, 617 
Chilson, Samuel W., bill for the relief of, - 772| 
Civil and Diplomatic Bill. Bill making ap- 
propriation forthe civiland diplomatic eX- 
pensesof Government, 992, 1011, 1016, 1024, 
1025, 1029, 1031, 1038, 1043, 1065, 1074 | 
Claims of the Spanish’ Government against 
the United States, appropriation of fifty 
thousand dollars to pay t ie. 1025, 1029, 103], 
1044 
Claims of citizens of the United States against 
Mexico, joint resolution to create a board 
to ascertain the amount of each of the, 85, 96, 
122, 157, 467 
bill for the payment of liquidated, 916, 927, 1008 
(See Treaty.) 
Claims, bill for the liquidation of certain, 
therein mentioned, - - =- -1085 
Claims of Individuals. Bill to refund money 
for expenses incurred and subsistence or 
transportation furnished for the use of 
the volunteers during the present war, 
before being mustered into the service of 
the United Btates, 
Claims, joint resolution authorizing the sub- 
mission of certain, to arbitrament, 882, 902, 906 
bill tosamend an act in relation to the pay- 


ment of, - - - 906 
Claims, Committee on, the election of the, 19, 21 
authorized to employ a clerk, - 21 


reports from the, `74, 110, 133, 196, 214, 230, 
431, 462, 467, 590, 617, 648, 844, 853, 858, 
1024, 1051, 1064 
bills and resolutions reported from the, 59, 136, 
146, 230, 270, 292, 341, 361, 378, 379, 387, 
434, 456, 462, 483, 508, 520, 549, 580, 582, 
617, 642, 648, 665, 700, 728, 744, 834, 844, 
853, 858, 870, 879, 882, 884, 906, 916, 927, 
936, 1008, 1016, 1024 
discharged from the consideration of sub- 
jects, - -  - 59, 182, 196, 793, 834 
resolution authorizing the, tu employ a per- 
manent clerk, at an annual salary, - 949 
(See Bounty Land Claims— Revolutionary 
Claims—Indian Claims—State Depart- 
,menl— California Claims—Cherokee In- 
dians.) 
et for losses in Florida. (See Testi- 
y.) 
Glapper: “Elizabeth, of Muskingum County, 
Ohio, bill for the relief of, - - - 309 
Clarke, John H., of Rhode Island, - 1, 15, 221, 
230, 271, 402, 723, 822, 884, 942, 965, 989 
resolutions by, - - 476, 483, 665, 763 
remarks. on the bill to increase’ the army by 
ten regiments, concerning the war in 
Mexico, - - - - - - 242 
remarks on the bill for the settlement of the 
California claims, - 696 
remarks on the bills to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, &c., - - 992; 1092 
Clarke, John, bill granting a pension to, 361, 850 


Clarke, Catharine, bill for the relief of, - 1059 
Classification of Senators, - - 873 
Clayton, John M., of Delaware, l, 12, 51, 85, 


135, 170, 261, 262, 309, 340, 462. 541, 676, 
684, 685, 700, 127, 173, 771, 782, 785, 870, 


875, 883, 897, 898, 917, 927, 965, 989, 987, 
99, 997 
resolutions by, - 78, 110, 694 


remarks n ihe bill for hes increase of the 
army, 79, 150, 151, 160, 212, 213, 234, 236, 
491, 499, 500, 501, 502, 503 


| 


| tional fees in certain cases, - 


l 
Collection Districts, bill concerning certain, 
f 


Clayton, John M., of Delaware— 
remarks on the bill for the relief of W. B. 
Slaughter, - - - - 
remarks on presenting petition of Passed 
Midshipman Rogers, who had been a 


prisoner of war in Mexico, - - - 340 — 
remarks on the proposition for a minister 
to Rome, - - 509, 510 


remarks on the bill to pay the California 
claims, - 0, 701, 703, 706, 707, 708 

remarks on th e bill to take military pos- 
session of Yucatan, - - 729, 773, 178 

remarks on the proposinon to adjourn 


Congress, - - - 865 
remarks concerning the opinions of Gen- 
erals Taylor and Cass,- - - 898, 899 


remarks on the bills to establish territorial 
gavernments for Oregon, California,and ° 
New Mexico, 927, 928, 950, 953, 987, 988, 
1000, 1001, 1031 
Clements, Bryan, & Co. j Joint resolution for . ° 
the relief of, - - 270, 777, 834 
| Clerks, examining, in the Patent Office, bill 
| to provide for additional, and for adedi- 
| 74, 271, 284 
Clinton and Kalamazoo Canal, in the State 


| _of Michigan, bill to apply certain alter- 


nate sections of the public domain to- . 
ward the completion of the, - - 146, 1056 
Clothing for volunteers. (See Volunteers.) 
Coast Survey, the map of the, to be printed, 78 
Cole, A. H., bill for the relief of, - - 642 
and for other purposes, - 21, 63, 96, 262 
Collection district of New Orleans, bill re- 
lating to the, and for other purposes, - 467, 


| , 617 
of Brazos Santiago, in the State of Desa 


bill to establish the, - 882 
of Brunswick, Georgia, bill to establish a, 902 
bill for the establishment of a, in the State 
of New York, at Whitehall, - - 927 
in the State of South Carolina, bill to es- 
tablish a, - - - - 936 
an act to annex that part of Indiana bor- 
dering on Lake Michigan to the Cea s A 
- 1 
Cainiue: Eevi bill for the relief of, - - 1047 
Colonization Society, the American, bill for 
the relief of the, -  - - = T2 
Colquitt, Walter T., of Georgia, - - 1,3 
Colt’s revolving pistols, joint resolution re- 
quiring the ‘Secretary of War to purchase 
five thousand of,- - - - = 676 


resolutions of instruction to the Commit- 
tee on, 19, 21, 27, 78, 264, 337, 361, 446, 503, 
526, 744 
bills refmrted from the, 63, 78, 110, 327, 363, 446, 
558, 567, 593, 598, 623, 642, 648, 694, 777, 785, 
840, 873, 902, 927, 932, ‘936, 964, 1038 
discharged from subjects, - 327, 410,1086 
Commerce and navigation, statement of, - 20, 21 
| Commercial agents to Asia and Eastern Afri- 
ca, appropriation for, - - - >- 
Commercial relations. (See Treaties.) 
Commissioner of Public Buildings, proposi- 
| tion to authorize him to employ & CER; 1029 
report of the, - - 182 


Commerce, election of the Committee on, 19, 209 


concerning the dutien of the: - - - 827 
|| Commissioner of aoe as upon the, for 
| information, - - 230, 571 


anpual report of the, ‘and ite printing, 431, 785, 
822, 827 
to report annually upon the prices of labor 
and the amount of the productions of agri- 


culture and manufactures, -  -  - 1052 
Commissioner of Pensions, proposition toin- 
crease the salary of, - -  - 1038 


Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
report of the, to be printed, - 7%, 699 
Commissions. (See Agents and Attorney s.) 
Committees, standing, the election of, - 19, 21 
select, 86, 182, 208, 797, 804, 853, 875, 932, 1008 
to wait on the ‘President, 3, 1086 
of conference, 997, 942, 991, n 
proposition to increase certain - 


joint, - - -~ 1025 
Compensation. (See Postmasters. ) 
Compromise on the slavery question. (See 


Oregon Bill.) 
Comptrollers, proposition to reduce the salary 

of the Ist and 2d, - - 1025 
Conant, Artemas, an act for the relief of, - 840 
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Congress, bill to punish the violation of the 
secret proceedings of, - - - - 
joint resolution to close the present session 
of, and = fix’ the ti ime for the meeting of 
the nex 798 
Conley, J ames H., bill for the relief of, 309, 625 
Connecticut, resolutions of the Legislature of, 51 
Conquest of Mexico, resolution concerning. 
(See Mexico.) 
Contingent Expenses, report from the Com 
mittee on, - š 
Contractors for carrying the mails. (See 
Disabilities.) 
Converse, Elizabeth, widow of Josiah Con- 
= verse, bill for the relief of, - - 
Conway, Elias A., assignee of Wla Bar- 
nett, bill for the relief of, - 964 
Cony, Samuel, bill for the relief of, - 623, 1051 
Cook, Anthony, Mahon, and others, bill for 
the relief of,- - - + 264, 785 
A punishment in the navy, concern- | 
-  - 983, 1008 
Caron. Levi H., bill for the relief of,-  - 809 
Corwin, Thomas, of Ohio, 1, 26, 51, 59, 78, 85, 
: 121, 135, 182, 270, 299, 349, 453, 875, 927, 
8, 1055 
remarks on the bills to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, &c., 988, 993, 1000 
Courts. Circuit and district, i in the district of 
Vermont, bilt changing the places, and 
fixing the times of holding the, 22, 26, 1059 
‘bill to change the time of holding the ‘dis- 
trict, of the United States for the western | 


622 


district of Virginia, and for other pur- 
ses - 52,157, 906, 942, 1051 
bill supplementary to the act to regulate 
the exercise of the appellate jurisdiction 
of the Supreme Court, in certain canen, 
_ and for other purposes, - , 204 
circuit, of the United States in the district ' | 


e of Maine, bill to change the time of 

holding, - - - 74, 209, 862 
bill to establish an additional court of the 
- 136, 
9, 299 
bill to amend the act extending the jurisdic- 

tion of the district, to certain cases upon 

the lakes and navigable waters connect- 

ing the Tame, approved 26th February, 

1845, - 241, 250, 363 
bill to change the time of holding the cir- 

cuit and district, of the United States in | 


United States in the State of Texas, 


Kentucky, - - - - - - 932 
bill concerning the, of the United States in 
and for the district of Michigan, 361, 378 


bill supplemental to the act entitled “ An 
act concerning the Supreme Court of the 
United States,” approved June 17, 1844, 446, 
453, 456, 558, 581, 593, 623, 625, 640, 642 
bill to amend the act to regulate the pro- 
ceedings in the circuit, of the United 
States, and for other pur pases; passed’ 
August 8, 1846, - - -= 
bill in relation to the terms of the circuit 
„and district, of the United States for the 
judicial district of New Jersey, 593, 737, 1051 
bili to promote the despatch of business in 
the Supreme Court, and to repeal the 2d 
section of the act of June, 1844, entitled 
“ An act concerning the Supreme Court 
of the United States,” 656, 700, 854, 858, 872 
bill to change the place of holding ‘the dis- 
trict court of the United States for thé 
middle district of Alabama, - 665, 1030, 1059 
bill authorizing a term of the United States 
circuit and diatrict, at Chicago, Hlinoin, | 
bill to authorize the district judge of the | 
S of Tennessee to hold a special | 


- 7128, 737 
| 
| 
| 


| | 


467 | 


erm, 
bill to change the place of holding the cir- 
cuit and district, in the district of New 


Hampshire, - - - - 744 || 
bill for the better organization of the dis- 
trict, of the United States within the 
_ State of Louisiana, - - - 844, 1010 
(See Judicial districts— Fees— Fines.) 
Courts Martial, concerning, 


bill to amend the 65th and 91st articles of 
war in relation to the practice of, and 
courts of inquiry in the army. of the 
United States, - - - - 

bill to release the late, which tried Colonel 
Frémont, from their oath of secrecy, &c., 1047 
Coxe, Richard S., bill for the relief of, 110, 299 


! 
= 
3 | 


“i 
g l 


Crawford, John, bill for the relief of, - - 1047 
Creek Indians, bill and other propósition® to 
provide for the payment of money due 
to certain, - - 997, 1038, 1044 
Crimes against the United States, bill to amend 
an act more effectual y to provide for the 
punishment of certain, - 
Criminals, foreign. (See Treaty J 
Crittenden, John J., of Kentucky. i, 4, 50, 51, 67, 
77, 78, 85, 89, 93, 111, 137, 241, 961, 320, 340, 
341,349, 462, 477, 502, 526, 530, 536, 558, 569, 
581, 592, 593, 596, 604, 625, 642, 656, 685, 722, 
723, 738, 782, 792, 793, 798; 812 
remarks concerning the purchase of the 
Madison papers, - - - 68, 75, 76 
remarks on the bill making an ‘addition of 
ten regiments to the army, concerning 
the Mexican war, 111,112, 113, 114, 150, 151 
remarks on the resolution calling for ‘the \ 
instructions to General Scot concerning 
the Mexican war, - - 915, 216 
remarks on the resolution of thanks to Gen- 
eral Taylor, - - - 363, 364, 366, 367 
remarks on the pean anon of congratula- 
tion to France, - - - - 
remarks on the bill concerning the Supreme 
Court, - - - - 595, 597, 640, 642 
remarks on the bill to repair the dam at the 
head of Cumberland Island, - - 633, 634 
remarks on the bill to take military posses- 
sion of Yucatan, - ~ 729,754 
Crosby, Andrew D., bill for the relief of, 75, 110 
Crutchett, James, bill to pay $2000 for light- 
ing the Capitol, - 292 
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Culver, William, bill for relief of, 309, 520, 1011 | 


Cumberland Island, bill to provide for the 
repair and improvement of the dam at 
the head of, the Ohio river, - 593, 633, 1029 


remarks of— 
r. Bagby, - - - - 633, 634 
Mr. Bell, - - - - - - 633 
Mr. Crittenden, - - - 633, 634° 


Mr. Calhoun, - - 634, 635, 636 

Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, - 634, 635 
Cumberland road, bill to surrender to the 
State of Indiana the, in the said State, - 1059 
Cunningham, Christopher, bill for relief of, 622 


Currier, David, bill for the relief of, - 327, 785 
Customs. (See Revenues.) 
D. 
Dam. (See Cumberland Island.) 
Darby, William, bill for the relief of, - 1055 


Davis, John, of Massachusetts, 1, 19, ‘90, 110, 174, 
182, 999, 311, 327, 361, 381, 383, 521, 536, 540, 
/oAl, 558, 580. 581, 604, 623, 633, 635, 640, 648, 
649, 656, 665, 693, 694, 713, 737, 738, 744, 753, 
754, 763, 765, 770, 777, 783, 793, 797, 822, 827, 
854, 855, 858, 872, 873, 882, 883, 903, 907, 917, 
922, 932, 964, 1002, 1024, 1043, 1044, 1048, 
1051, 1056, 1059, 1064, 1068, 1076, 1077, 1086 
resolutions by, - 27, 540, 567, 617, 737 
announces the continued illness of Mr. 


dams, - - - - - 383 
announces the death of Mr. Adams, and 
pronounces an eulogy upon his life and 
character, - - 388 
remarks on the appropriation for a Minis- 
ter to Rome, - - 510 
remarks on the bill to repeal the act con- 
cerning pilots, - - + 626, 627, 685 
rémarks on the bill to take temporary mil- 
itary possession of Yucatan, - - 761 
remarks concerning the contracts for mail 
steamers, - - - - - 982 
remarks on the hill to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, - - 


Davis, Jefferson, of Mississippi, 1,-1D;.01; 67, 15, 
93, 121, 187, 188, 209, 214, 933, 241, 299, 349, 
360, 364, 403, 431, 433, 434, 438. 446, 453, 476, 
526 548,571, 592, 622, 625, 656, 708, 727, 730, 
738, 745, 763, 787, 805, 811, 827, 828, 834, 854, 
871. 873, 883, 891, 899, 903,910, 921, 949, 954, 
1009, 1016, 1038, 1048, 1056, 1061, 1066, 1076 

resolutions by, 434, 540, 809, 884, 949, 954, 1051 
appointed a regent of the Smithsonian In- 
stitution, -~ - - - - - 78 
remarks on the bill to increase the army, 
concerning the Mexican war, 92, 114, 233, 311, 
321, 497, 498, 499 
remarks concerning pensions to the ordi- 


nance corps, - -= - + 292 
remarks on the resolution of thanks to 
General Taylor, - +» œ. + 868 


Davia, Jefferson, of Missiasi ippi— | 
remarks on the bill to rppair the dam at the 
head of Cumbérland Island, -.. -. 634, 635 
remarks onthe bill to pay the California 


claims, 707 
remarks on the bill to’ take military pos- 

session of Yucatan, . - 729 
remarks on the bill concerning the reduc- 

tion of general officers in the army, - 890 
remarks on the bill to establish a territo- 

rial government in Oregon, - - 927 


Dawson, Frederick, James Schott, and Elisha 
Dana Whitney, bill for the relief of, 872, 887 
Dayton, William L., of New Jersey, 1, 59, 1, 
136, 147, 171, 177, 230, 248, 249, 270, 320, 327, 
341, 423, 456, 520, 526, 581, 593, 608, "676, 700, 
737, 744, 811, 827, 834, 835, 840, 850, 884, 887, 
891. 902, 907, 909, 917, 946, 1000, 1001, 1008, . 
1009, 1011, 1043, 1044, 1048, 1051, 1052, 1056, 
1059, 1067, 1076 
resolutions by, 3, 59, 146, 182, 765, 818, on , 954 


remarks on the bill for the relief of W. 


Slaughter, - - - - - 
remarks on the resolutions of congratulation . 
to France, - - - - - 


remarks on the bill concerning the Su- 
preme Court, 593, 998 
remarks on the bill for the settlement of the 
California claims, - - 619 
remarks on the resolution to purchase the 
portrait of General Taylor, - - 
Debates. (See Houston’s—See Reports.) 
Decisions of the Supreme Court, bill pro- 
viding for the purchase and distribution 
of the, among the several States ana Ter- 
ritories, 7 
Defalcation in the United States Mint, Phil- 
adelphia, resolution concerning the, ru- 
mored, - - = 182, 242 
De Kalb, Major General Baron, the portrait ° 
of, presented to Congress, - 722, 811, 872 
De Kay, Commodore, appropriation to de- 
fray the ex pengea of the aceuonian to 
Ireland d, - 1044 
De a Francia, Joseph, the “claim of. (See 
State Department.) 
De Lirac, G., bill for the relief of, - - 728 
De la Roche, G. F.,and W. P.S. Sanger, bill 
for the relief of, - 467, 625 . 
Dell, Charles L., bill for the relief of, - 95, 299 
Dell, Bennet M., ' bill for the relief of, 549, 1011 
Devlin, John, bill for the relief of, - 361, 1051 
Dickins, Asbury, elected Secretary of the | 
Senate, - - 19 
Dickinson, Daniel S., “of New York, l, 12, 13, 
21, 26, 27, 53, 54, 56, 63, 67, 74, "28, 91, 110, 
121, 122, 137, 146, 230, 241, 248, 262, 984, 
327, 423, 433, 461, 462, 530, 536, 540, 569, 
581, 604, 617, 737, 744, 753, 761, 763, 765, 
772, 783, 809, 827, 828, 834, 854, 858, 870, 
899, 906, 921, 928, 937, 953, 965, 982, 988, 
1001, 1002, 1016, 1025, 1031, 1044, 1051, 1056, 
1059, 1061, 1066, 1068, 1076, 1077, 1085 
resolutions by, 21, 27, 54, 214, 262, 932, 982 
remarks on his resolution in favor of the 
annexation of new territory to the Uni- 
ted States, and declarative of the prin- 
ciples which should govern such annex- 
ation, -~ - - 54, 56, 157, 349, 374 
explanation Ly,- =- - 433 
announces the death, and pronounces a eu- 
logy on the life and character of the late 
John M. Holly,a representative from 
New York, - - 
remarks on the bill for the appointment 
-= of additional examiners in tħe Patent 
ce,- - - 
remarks on the resolutions of congratula- 
tion to France, - 591 
remarks concerning the establishment ofa 
branch mint at New York, - - 936, 937 


503 


508 


Disabilities under the 28th section of the act 


of July 2, 1836, joint resolution for relief 

of persons who have incurred the, 873, 879 
Distribution bill. (See Public Lands.) 
District of Columbia, elechion of the Com- 


mittee on the, - - 19, 21 
bills reported from the, 121, "196, 230, 349, 446, 
536, 648, 665 
bill to prevent riotous or tumultuous assem- 
blages within the, - - 648, 656, 723 
bill to regulate appeals from the trial of 
issues in the, - - 853, 1066 


(See Alecandria—Slavery. ) 


YII 


INDEX TO 


Dix, John A. of New York, 1, 12, 13, 20, 21, 22, 
'26, 50, 51, 59, 61, 63, "i, 1, 78, 110, 146, 
147, 171, 196, 241, 244, 270, 299, 301, 320, 
397, 363, 410, 423, 438, 446, 453, 461, 476, 
520, 526, 536, 540, 548, 549, 558, 567, 571, 
580, 587, 590, 593, 598, 617, 623, 625, 639, 
642, 648, 656, 665, T37, 144, 753, 165, 772, 

"1713, 705, 787, 797, 817, 818, 834, 839, 855, 
872, 875, 883, 884, 902, 906, 909, 927, 931, 
939. 936, 942, 949, 964, 965, 982, 983, 997, 
1000, 1001, 1009, 1011, 1015, 1095, 1029, 1038, 

1044, 1056, 1066 
resolutions by, - =- 2 >» 
remarks on presenting the memorial of the 

Officers of the army serving in Mexico, 
concerning pensions to the widows ot 


wy 


those who die in the service, - 50 
remarks on.the bill to increase the army, , 
concerning the Mexican war, - - 250 


wemarks on the bill to ascertain and pay the 
claims of citizens of California, concern- 
ing British seereencns on this Conti- 
nent, &c., - =- 558 
remarks on the bill ‘to repeal i the act con- 
cerning pilots, - 625, 627 
rernarks on the bill to take temporary mil- 
itary possession of Yucatan, - 777, 778 
remarks on the bill to prevent the import- 
ation of adulterated drugs, - - - 858 
remarks on the Oregon bill, concerning 
slavery, &c., - =- 873 
remarks on presenting she memorial of | 
Mise Dix, - -© 870 
remarks on the bill to ropal the act of 2d 
March, 1837, entitled “An Sclconcerning 
pilots, " - 
remarks concerning the establishment ofa 
branch mint at New York, - - 
remarks on the bill to establish territoria 
government in Oregon, - 
Dobbin, Hugh W., bill to allow: arrearages 
+ ‘of pension to, - 299 
Documents, and other ablications of Con- 
gress, bill to regulate me sacaang of 
m certain, n - 858 
ocumentar istory, pro sition to a 
A á d Po j y 1044 
Dodge, Henry, of Wisconsin, o- 870, 873, 1085 
Donation rights. (See Surveyor General for 
Oregon. ) 
Doniphan’s ex edition. (See Trophies.) 
Doniphan, Col. Alexander W. (See Con- — 
gress, Thanks of.) 
Doorkeeper of President of the United States, 
proposition to ereatea, - - - - 1044 
Dorr, Gustavus, bill for the relief of, 625, 1051 
Douglas, Stephen A., of Illinois, 1, 15, 22, 74, 85, 
- B6, 92, 136, 170, 214, 217, 216, 284, 319, 462, 
467, 526, 648, 656, 685, 723, 763, 764, 765, 
772, 1000, 1009, 1030, 1043, 1048, 1051, 1052, 
. 1056, 1059, 1061, 1076 
remarks on the bill for the relief of William 
B. Slaughter, - - - lll 
(For remarks on the army bill, see 2p- 
pendix.) 
remarks on the bill to increase the army, 
concerning the Mexican war, 500, 501, 502, 503 
remarks on the pean of, congratula- 
tion to France, - 
remarks concerning the contract for build- 
ing mail steamers, - - - 964 
remarks on the bilis to establish S 
government in Oregon, - 0, 1061 
Douglass, Thomas, late United States ae 
ney in East Florida, bill for relief of, 209, 636 
Dow, Jesse E., sesolution re-admitting him 
to a seat In the reporter’s gallery, 214, 262 
Dower, bill relating to, -. - 582, 623 
Downs, Solomon: W., ELARA 1, 26, 27, 51, 
74, 122, 137, 157, 214, 264, 284, 293, 320, 349, 
361, 363, 387, 438, 446, 456, 461, 476, 507, 508, 
540, 567,.568, 571, 581, 593, 604, 617, 623, 639, 
792, 797, 808, 811, 822, 828, 834, 840, 870, 873, 
882, 883, 891, 892, 899, 903, 906, 928, 931, 942, 
947, 997, 1008, 1009, 1010, 1025, 1031, 1039, 
1047, 1051, 1056, 1066, 1074, 1075, 1085 
resolutions by, 26, 209, 261, 363, 625, 817, 853, 
902, 1065 
remarks on the bill to increase the army, 
concerning the Mexican war, - 
remarks on the resolution of congratula- 
tion to France, - - - - 571, 591 
remarks on the bill concerning ne Supreme 
Court,- - =- - œ 


884 
937 
873 


361, 804. 


Downs, Solomon W. „of Louisiana— 
remarkg on the bills to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, &c.,  - 812, 1061 


Doxey, Joseph C., bill for the relief of, - 309 
Dromgoole, Hon. George C., late a repre- 
sentative from Virginia, ‘his death an- 
nounced, - - =- =- Sf 
Drugs or medicines, adulterated, bill to pre- 
vent the importation of, -  - 593, 855, 858 


Dry dock at the Brooklyn Navy Yard, bill 
making an additional appropriation for 
the, - 137 

Durrive, Frederick, bill for the relief of, - 1085 

Dutailles, Joseph, bill to confirm to the legal 
representatives of, the location of a cer- 
tain New Madrid ‘certificate, - - 403, 872 

Duties levied in Mexico, message from the 
President concerning the, - - 

bill to remit the, on books, maps and charts 
imported for the use of the ia of 
Congress, - ° 431, 536 
(See Lumber— Tonnage Duties. ) 

Duties, the remission of. (See Red River 
Railroad Company.) 

Duties, bill to admit certain articles of the 
growth or production of Canada into 
the United States free of duty, upon the 
condition that the like articles of the 
growth or production of the United 
States are admitted into Canada free of 
duty, - - - - =-= =- = 964 


E. 
Eastern Branch of the Potomac. (See Bridges, 


l free.) 
Edwards, Abraham, bill to provide for the 


642 
19 


settlement of the accounts of, - 
a of officers of ne Senate and Chap- 


lai 
Elliot, “Captain Jesse D., bill for the relief 
of, 157, 636 
Ellis, Robert, bill for the relief of, AGT, 926, 10 


Emmons, Calvin, bill for the relief of, - 540 

Emory, Lieutenant, and Colonel Cook. Re- 
port ordered to be printed, - 483, 884, 954 

Engels, Peter, sen., bill for relief of, - 157, 397 


Engrossed bills, election of Committee on, 19, 21 
Enrolled bills, Committee on; 


report from, - - - J82 
Entries of public lands. (See Public Lands.) 
Espy, Doctor J. P. (See Fentilator.) 
Evans, William, bill for relief of heirs of, - 590 


Everglades. (See Florida.) 
Examiners. (See Patent Office.) 
Expenses of the Senate, committee to audit 
and control the contingent, - 19, 21 
Exploring expedition, bill for the relief of 
the forward officers of the late, - 157, 636 
Extra pay to messengers, &c. (See Pay.) 
Fairfield, John, of Maine, - 1, 26, 51, 59, 67 
his death announced, and Preperauions for 
funeral, - - 70,73 
Farnham, John, bill for the relief ‘of, 823, 1056 
Fees and costs, dill to regulate the, to be al- 
lowed clerks, marshals, and attorneys 
of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States, and for other purposes, - 509 
Felch, Alpheus, of Michigan, 1, 49, 52, 59, 135, 
136, 146, 182, 230, 241, 248, 299, 327, 361, 
403, 438, 508, 530, 539, 582, 590, 623, 625, 


642, 665, 792, 797, 839, 844, 857, 870, 879, 
899, 902, 997, 946, 954, 1024, 1051, 1056 
resolutions by, - - 1008, 1 


announces the death of Edward Bradley, 
late a representative from Michigan, - 77 
Fellany, Ferdinand, bill for the relief "of, - 157 
Fellauny, Fernando, bill for the relief of, 388, 397 
Felton, Skelton, bill for the relief of, - .- 999 

Fenwick, Martin, bill for the relief of the 


legal representatives of, 110 
Field-pigces, captured at the battle of Ben- 

nington, a joint resolution giving them 

to Vermont, - 902 
Field, Richard, bill for the relief of, - 870, 882 
Finance, election of the Committee on, -19,21 


instructions to the Committee on, 374, 642, 648 
785, 906 
reports from the, - - 74, 722 
bills reported from, 75, 397, 462, 540, 593, 839, 
892, 916, 926, 1008, 1011, 1047, 1051, 1055 
discharged from subjects, 9 
Fines in the courts of the United States, bill 
for a modification of the laws regulating, 946 
Fisher, George, bill for the relief oi the legal 
representatives of, - - =- 617 


19, 21, 744, 872 |} 


| Fitzgerald, Thomas, of Michigan, 857, 927, 1039 

remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, ° 993 
Fitzwalter, Jonathan, bill for the relief of, 590, 879 
| Flag, Mexican, presented to Senate, Sil, 818, 891 
823 


| Flanagan, Andrew, bill for the relief of, - 
| Fleischman, C.L., concerning the pay to, $27, 840 
| Florida. (See Treaty— Boundary—Settlers— 


Surveys. ) 
resolutions of Legislature of, 121, 135, 402, 431 
bill concerning the school lands i in, 456, 508, 770 
bill to confirm the location and to grant a 
quarter section of public land for the 
county seat of Hillsborough county, 617, 649 
an act respecting the puoig archives in the . 
State of, - - - 123, 727, 737 
an act to grant the Everglades and certain 
lands contigaous thereto, in the State of 
Florida, to said State, upon certain con- 
ditions, - - 723, 1025, 1073 
Fontain, Philip J., bill for the relief of,  - 840. 
Foote, Henry S., of Mississippi, 1, 51, 59, 89, 
172, 188, 197, 217, 293, 320, 349, 350, 362, A9, 
380, 387, 433, 453, 469, 479, 480, 484, 500 „502, 
514, 520, 539, 640, 642, 656, 665, 107, 708, 723, 
727, 730, 738, 754, 764, 770, 772, 778, 798, 818, 
871, 891. 892, 893, 898, 907, 909, 917, 999, 927, 
936, 982, 1008, 1009, 1029, 1031, 1038, 1044, 
1048, 1056, 1061, 1065, 1066, 1077, 1083, 1085 


resolutions by, - 798, 909 
remarks concerning the purchase of peor 
` for Senators, > - - 


remarks concerning the Meriai war, on 
the bill to increase the army, 89, 90, 91, 92, 
209, 217, 235, 303, 495, 50} 
remarks on the resolution of thanks to 
General Taylor, - - -  - 366,367 
remarks in response to Mr. Yulee, con- 
cerning certain misquotation of authori- 
ties, &c., by that gentleman, - 397, 338 
remarks on the appropriation for a minis- 
=~ terto Rome, - - - 510, 511, 512 
. remarks on the resolutions of coneratula- 
tion to France, -  - .- 569, 570, 592 
remarks on the bill concerning me Supreme 
Court, - - 59%7 
remarks concerning the affairs i in Yucatan, 713 
remarks on the Oregon bill, - -  - 810 
remarks on the proposition to adjourn Con- 
gress, ang concerning ra ume pro- 
viso 866 
remarks on the bill concerning the redue-- | 
tion of the general officers in the army, 890 
remarks concerning the political opinions 
of Generals Cass and Taylor, - 898, 899 
remarks on the bills to establish a territorial 
government in Oregon, -810, 992, oa te 
? 
Foreign Relations, the Ponu on; &c., of the 
Committee on, - = 19, 21, 462. 
marae to the Committee on, 727, 765, Í es 


bills ad resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee on, 157, 170, 590, 617, 622, 642, 737, 
811, 997, 1028, 1043 
Committee on, discharged from subjects, 284 
Fort on Proctor’s Island, appropriation for, 1056 
Fortifications, bill making appropriation for, 
for the year ending 30th June, 1849, 880, 883 
Fougieres, Marquis de, bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of, - - - 463 
France, joint resolutions tendering the con- 
gratulations of Congress to the people of, 
upon the success of the revolution, 549, 558, - 
, 580, 590 


remarks on the above, by— 
Mr. Allen, - - - 567, 569, 580, a 
Mr. Bagby, - - - - 580 
Mr. Baldwin, - - - - - 571 
Mr. Calhoun, - - - - 568, 569 

- Mr. Dayton, - =- > =~- += 591 
Mr. Dickinson, - - =- - = 59I 
Mr. Douglas, - - =- =œ - 569 
Mr. Downs,- > - - - 571, 591 
Mr. Foote, - = - - 569, 570, 591 
Mr. Hale, - - - - - 568, 591 
Mr. Hannegan, - - -  - 591, 592 
Mr. Johnson, of Georgia, - - - 592 
Mr. Niles, - - , - - 581, 591 
Mr. Underwood, - - - - 569, 570 


decree of the National Assembly of, re- 
sponsive to the congratulatory resolu- 
tions of the Congress of me United 
States,- > >æ >œ - - 1050 
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ae 
France— Grayson, Colonel William, deceased, bill for Harbor improvements— 
the message from the President of the Uni- r the relief of the heirs and legal repre bill making appropriations for the improve- 
ted States announcing the establishment sentatives of, - > 327, 850 ment of certain riversand harbors,  - -4086 
of a republic in, and covering the de- Gray, Samuel, an act for the relief of,-  - 862|| Harding, William, bill for the relief of, - 623 
: spatches from the American minister in, 579 || Greene, Albert C., of Rhode Island, + 1, 13, 22, || Hardorp, John, an act to refund a penalty 
joint resolution authorizing the presenta- 59, 62, 63, 78, 264, 349, 375, 530, 737, 738, remitted by the sechet y of the Treas- 
tion to the Government of, of a series of 153, 177, 572, 1056- ury to, - - = 1038 
the standard weights and measures of resolution by, - - - 1024 || Harrington, Charity, bill for the relief of, += 1017 
the United States, - - 857 remarks on the bill io raise for a limited Harris, Oliver C., bill for the relief of, 230, 636 
Fredien, Hegry, M. Vercher, and other citi- time an additional military force,- - 379 || Harrison, Robert M., bill for the relief of, - 1028 


zens of Louisiana, bill for the relief of, 567, 887 
- Frémont, John Charles, the petition of, ‘for 
an investigation of the claims of the 
Californians against the Government, 
and action concerning, - - - 26], 284 
call for and report of the proceedings of 
the court-martial in the case of, 397, 403, 593 
proposition to print the above,- - - 623 
map of Oregon, proposiuens to print and 
to distribute, - - 822, 844 
his Geographical Memoir on Upper Cali- 
fornia, - 
pay for his services in preparing map, 949, 954 
Select Committee on the continuance and 
publication of the explorations by, and 
their report, - - - 1008, 1024 
proposition to appropriate $30,000 to pay 
the expense of further explorations by, 1044 
Franking privilege, remarks concerning the 
inviolability, &c., of the, - 379 
bill declaring the true intent and meaning 
of the acts authorizing the exercise of 
the, - - - 483, 508, 590, 623, 648 
(See Adams— International Exehanges. 


Frick & Haddock, bill for the relief of, - 787 
Fugate, James, an act for the relief of, - 862, 
Fuller, William, and Orlando Saltmarsh, bill 

for the relief of - - - 844 


Fulton, Catharine, of Washington county, | 


Penn., bill for the relief of, - 467, 526, 1011 


G. 
SAN i H. B., joint renontioi for the relief 


- 456, 872 slavery question, - - - 804, 805, 810 
Galphin, Milledge, executor of the last will - on the bills to establish territorial govern- 
and testament of George Galphin, de- ment in Oregon, - - 810, 988, 989, 1060 
ceased, bill for the relief of,- - 75, 197 Pai PDAS Ruth, an act granting a paein 
Gardiner, David, of Southborough, Massa- 893 
chusetts, bill for the relief of the legal Halsted, Henry N. an act for the relief of, - 823 
representatives of, - 870 || Hamer, "Thomas L. -» & representative elect 
Garland, Abigail, widow of David Garland, from Ohio, his death announced, and an 
deceased. a bill for the relief of, - 182, 636 eulogy upon his life and character, - 68 
General Land Office, reports of the Commis- Hamilton, Alexander, bill to authorize the 
sioner of the, -- - - - 18,327 purchase of the papers of, - - 264, 1044 
resolution of instruction to the, - + 580 j| Hamlin, Hannibal, of Maine, 827, 882, 898, 902, 


bill so to amend the act of 1836, reorgan- 
izing the, as to authorize the President | 
to detail a clerk to sign his name to He 


patents, - - - 233, 237 
Geological Reconnoissance, by David Dale | 

Owen, proposition to print, - - - 8925 
Georgia. (See Judicial Districts.) 


joint resolutions of the Legislature of, - 387 
Gibson, Charles M., bill for the relief of, 483, 887 
Gibson, Colonel George, bill for the relief of 


the legal representatives of, - - 862) 
Gibson county, Louisiana, an act in addition | 
to an act entitled ** An act for the relief } 
of the inhabitants of the reserved town- 
ships in,” approved llth August, TSAA - 997 
Gideon, Jacob, bill for the relief of, - 700 | 
Gillet, Shadrach, bill for the relief of, - - - 1043 | 
Gilliss, J. M., and others, bill for relief of, - 642 ' 
Giynn, James, bill for the relief of, -~ - 625: 


Goss, Russell, bill for the relief of, 327, 850, 872 | 
Gordon, Susan E., bill for the relief of, 59, 146, | , 
320, 337 | 
Gott, William, an act for the relief of, - - 823 | 
Grady, William B., bill for the relief of, - 770) 
Graham, John Lorimer, late postmaster of 
the city of New York, bill for the relief 
of, - - - 590, 665, 1066 
Graham, Th orias B., bill for the relief of, - 853! 
Graham, Joseph, bill for the relief of,-  - 1008 
Gramillion, Francis, bill for the relief of the | 
heirs and widow of, - - - 1056 - 
Grandin, Henry D., bill for the relief of, - 
Grants of land. (See Louisiana—Clinton and | 
Kalamazoo Canal-—-Illinois—-Florida—Mis- | 
souri— Indiana—4rkansas—Iowa—Mich- 
igan— Wisconsin—Alabama—Mississippi. ) 
Gratiot, John P., bill for the relief of, and 
the legal representatives of Henry 'Gra- 


tiot,  - - -`= 870, 1086 ` 


d 


Greer, William, bill for the relief of, - - 665 

Greer, Samuel A., bill for the relief ‘of, - 858 

Grice, Samuel, bill for the relief of, - 434, 872 

Griffin, Anna, of Wyoming County. New 
York, bill for the relief of, - 


H. 


Hale, John P., of New Hampshire, 1, 15, 21, 26, 
51, 62, 63, 15, 95, 110, 156, 309, 327, 340, 402, 
438, 456, 462, 494, 509, 520, 526, 530, 536, 549, 
558, 567, 604, 617, 623, 642, 648, 656, 665, 676, 
685, 694, 695, 700, 723, 727, 728, 792, 793, 804, 
809, 818, 828, 833, 834, 840, 853, 854, 855, 870, 
871, 873, 876, 898,899, 906, 907, 909, 916, 922, 
928, 949, 954, 965, 983, 987, 992, 1001, 1002, 
1009, 1024, 1025, 1029, 1039 1047, 1048, 1055, 

1065, 1066% 1068, 1077, 1085 
resolutions by, 160, 699, 723, 728, 817, 906, 954, 
983, ‘999, 1008 
remarks concerning the bill for the increase 
of the army, and the Mexican war, 80, 81, 122 
remarks on presenting petitions for the 
withdrawal of our troops from Mex- 
10, - - - 156 
remarks on the resolutions of thanks to 
Generals Scott and Taylor, 341, 342, 364, 366, 
remarks on the appropriation for a minis- 
ter to Rome, - - 510, 511, 512 
remarks on the resolution of congratulation 
to France, - - 568, 591 
remarks on the bill for the relief of Over 
tain Jesse D. Elliott, - - - 636 
remarks on the Oregon bill, concerning the 


1051, 10 6, 1066 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, - - - - 989 
Hannegan, Edward A., of Indiana, 1, 4, 26, 50, 
147, 175, 182, 188, 196, 214, 231, 233, 235, 270, 
337, 338, 350, 361, 363, 378, 383, 397, 509, 512, 
520, 521, 527, 535, 536, 541, 562, 569, 570, 571, 
580, 581, 593, 608, 617, 622, 642, 656, 665, 676, 
694, 722, 727, 728, 745, 763, 764, 765, 773, 777, 
784, 812, 818, 858, 862, 893, 903, 916, 917, 954, 
982, 983, 994, 999, 1009, 1010, 1028, 1039, 1043, 
1044, 1052, 1056; 1059, 1061, 1065, 1068, 1085, 
1086 
136, 214, 520, 590, 723, 765, 
769, 927) 954 
hig resolution concerning the annexation, 
&c., of Mexico to the United States, - 136 
remarks on the resolution of Mr. Baldwin 
calling upon the President for informa- 
tion as to the extent and value of the 
public domain of Mexico - 
remarks on the bill for the relief of the 
heirs of John Paul Jones, - 381, 382, 383 
remarks on the appropriation for a minis- 
ter to Rome, - ° - - 509 
remarks on the resolutions of congratula- 
tion to the poop of France, - 590, 591, 592 
remarks on the resolution to purchase the 
portrait of General Taylor, -  - - 695 
remarks: concerning the affairs in Yucatan, 713 
remarks on the bill to take military pos- 
session of Yucatan, 728, 729, 738, 773, 778 
remarks concerning < the published life of 
Cass, - - 893 
remarks on the bills to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, - 804, 805, 1000, 1016 
Harbor improvements, remarks and ropo- 
sition concerning the memorial of the 


Chicago convention for, - 853, 883, 890 


resolutions by, 


231 


Hart, Benjamin F., late purser in the navy, 
bill introduced for the relief of the legal 
representatives and excutors of, - - 

Harrison, Michael, bill for the relief of, - 

Baii Ar James Morton Noah, pay allowed 


Hassler, Nina J., bill for ihe relief of, 
Hastings, Lewis, an act for the relief of, . 
Haup, John, an act forthe relief of, -  - 823 
Healy, Bethia, bill granting a pension to, 403, 872 

Hemp, American, joint resolution in relation 

S na purchase of, for the use of the 
397, 467, 526 

Henry, Dr. A. G., of Mlinois, bill for the re- 
lief of, - 858 
Herrington, Charity, bill for the relief of, 823, 1073 

Hickey’s Constitution of the United States, 
resolution for the purchase of copies of, 623, 
625, 633, 694 

Hickman, Edna, wife of Alexander D. Peck, 
bill for the relief of,- - - - 617, 874 


783 


Hilbert, John, an act for the relief of, - - 62 
Hildreth, Sarah, an act for the relief of, - 1028 
Hillary, ‘Reginald, alias Nick, bill for the 

relief of the heirs of, - - 676 
Hillsborough county. (See Florida. y 
Hoban, David, deceased, bill for the relief of 

the legal representatives of, - - - 1010 
Hockett, John , bill for the relief of, - 906 
Hodges, Benjamin, an act for the relief of the 

legal representatives of, - = = 1028 


Hoffman, Catharine, act for relief of, - 823, 1038 

Hogan, John, proposition to pay the claim of, 1038 
Hogan, William, the administrator of Mi- 
chael Hogan, deceased, bill for the retief 

of, - - 580, 1085 

Hogan, Jahn B., bill for ike. relief of, - - 997 

Hoggaitt, Nathaniel, bill for the relief of, 136, 301 

Holland, William T., bill for the relief of, 728, 942 


Holland, Isaac, elected doorkeeper, - - 19 
to carry the remains of Senator Asniey to 

Arkansas, - - 723 
Holland, Nicholas J; authorized to act as 
assistant doorkeeper of the Senate in the 

absence of that officer, - - - - 765 


Holly, Hon. John M., late a representative 
from ae ras of New York, his death 
announce 


503 
Holton, Pe M., bill for the relief of, 744, 793, 
1052 


Hornbeck, J. W., a sopresoniative from 
Pennsylvania, death anriounced, - 
Horses, bill to revive an act to provide for the 
ayment of horses and other property 
lost or destroyed in the military service 
of the United States, approved January 
18, 1837, and the act approved October 
14, 1837, and August 23, 1842, amenda- 
tory of the same, - - - 782, 834, 840 
Hospitals. (See Marine Hospitals.) 
Houston, Sam, of Texas, 230, 592, 744, 778, 812, 
1038, 1044, 1077 
remarks on the bill to take alley posses- 
sion of Yucatan, - 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, - - - 1075, 1085 
Houston, Dr., his letter concerramg the re- 
ports of Senate proceedings, - 135 
resolution for distributing to the House, 665, 684 
$2, ve tor for copies: of his reports, bound, 
- + 1038 
Humphreys, Gad, bill ‘for the relief of, - 700 
Hunter, Robart M. T. , of Virginia, 1, 13, 26, 63, 
110, 146, 170, 182, 930, 248, 292, 303, 337, 397, 
461, 520, 604, 619, 811, 844, 854, 892, 898, 917, 
999, 1010, 1055, 1061 
resolutions by, - 85, 230. 625, 844, 1055 
remarks on the ten regiment bill, concern- 
ing the Mexican war, - - -= - 310 
remarks on the Indian appropriation bill, 
concerning the Cherokees, &c., - - 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, - - 
Huntington, Jabez W., his death announced, 


15 


858 


Dy 


Huntington, Jeanette C., widow and sole: 
executrix of William D. Cheever, de- 
eeased, bill far the reltef of, - 74, 18, 930 

Hussey, O! ned, bill for the relief of, - 769 

Hutchinson, Thomas, bill for the relief of, - 636 

Hütnack, Francis, an act for the relief of, ` - 1028 


a , bill authorizing aregister for the 
arque - 
IHingis, bill to grant to ‘the State of, the right 
of way through public lands, 13, 52, 309, 648 
bill granting to "the State of, the right of 
, way through the public lands, and a do- 
nation of land for making a railroad con- 
necting the upper and lower Mississippi 
with the chain of the northern lakes at 
Chicago, 214, 230, 723 
resolutions of the Legislature of, 174, 340, 410 
C bill to grant land tothe inhabitants of town- 
ship 18 north, of range 1, 2, west of the 
fourth principal meridian, in the State of, 1016 
bill to grant land in lieu of the 16th section, 
in township 2 north, range 9 west of the 
fourth principal meridian in oe comity 


of Adams, - i - 016 
(See Judicial Districts. ) 
Independent treasury, concerning practices 
under it, - - - - 187, 897 
the specie operations of the - - - 897 
Indiana,. bill authorizing the Secretary of 
War to surrender certain bonds of the 
State of, held by the United States, to 
' the agent of said State, - - 136, 462, 773 


resolutions of the Legislature of, 319, 446, 571 

bill granting the right of way through the 

- public lands in Me Sate of, for certain 

purpnses, 

. bill to grant to the trnstecs of tewnatin 8 

north, range 5 east, in the county of Elk- 

hart, in the State of Indiana, so much of 

the public land as may, with the frac- 

tional 16th sections therein, make up the 

entire section, - 1016 

(See Cumberland Road.) 

Indian agents, concerning an increase of, - 858 
Indian Affairs, Peon of the Committee on, 

9, 21, 476 

374, 530, 754 


- &e., - á é z 
resolution of aateuctiotl to the, 
renorts from the, - - 137,844, 897, 906 
bills and reaohitions renorted from the, 78, 147, 
214,230, 309, 337, 456, 580, 593. 617, 633, 656, 
676, 853, 870, 872, 892, 909, 997, 1073 
discharged from subjects, 378, 387, 656 761, 1073 
Indian claims, joint resolution to authorize 
the adjudication of certain, under the act 
of 23d August, 1842, - - - 854, 870 
Indian department, bill making appropriation 
for the current and contingent exnenses 
. of the, for 1849, 558, 593, 793. 798, 895, 809, 
828, 840, 844, 858, 862, 917, 926, 997 
Indian reservation, bill to relinquish the re- 
versionary interest of the United States 
In certain, in the State of Alabama, - 
Indian tribes, bill regulating trade and inter- 
course with the various, residing within 
the limits of Texas, = - - 582, 853 
Indians. (See Cherokee Indians— Wyandots— 
Delawares.) 
Imprisonment for debt, concerning, 
Interest due Alabama. (See Alabama.) 
Interna! improvements in the State of Mich- 
igan, bill to apply certain alternate sec- 
tions of the public domain towards the 
completion of works of, š s 2 
remarks touching the power of the Federal 
Government to construct works of. (See 
Cumberland Island.) 
resolution of Mr. Baghy declarative of the 
powers of the Federal Government as 
regards the right to construct works of, 


&c., - $ : a 2 : 
(See Hickey g Con- 


© ~ - 


438 


327 


136 


- 196 
International exchanges. 
stitution— Documents.) 

bill to facilitate international exchanges, by 
allawing the franking privilege, - - 
Iowa, resolutions of the Legislature of, - 
bill granting to the State of, the right of 
way and a donation of public lands, for 
making a railroad connecting the Mis- 
sissippi and Missouri rivers, - -= 


J. 
Jackson, Jesse Washington, bill for the re- 
_ lief of, - 


916 
410 


163 


840 


137 


INDEX TO 


Jackson Monument Association, petition for ` 


1016 


cannon taken by General Jackson, &e., 
joint resolution granting to the, the cannon 
taken. by General Jackson in his cam- 
paigns,@for the construction of his man- 
ument, - - - - 1025, 1051 
Jameson, John M. o resolution continuing 


him as postmaster of the Senate, - - 165 
Jefferson, Thomas, bill to authorize the pur- 
chase and publication of the papers and 
manuscripts of the late, - 823 
Johnson, Colonel Richard M., the dain of, 805 
bill to compenSate, for the erection of cer- 
tain buildings for me use of the Choctaw 
academy - - 870, 1028 


Johnson, Harechell V. ok Genwin: 349, 387, 403, 
479, "855, 898, 903, 907, 988, 1016, 1051, , 1032, 


resolution by, - - - - TT 
remarks on the bill to increase the army, 

concerning the Mexican war, - 479 
remarks on the resolutions of congratula- 

tion to France, - - 592 
remarks concerning slavery in the Terri- 

tories, and the opinions of Generals Cass 

and Taylor, - - - - - - 907 
remarks on the®bills to establish territo- 

rial government in Oregon, - - 906, 1076 


Johnson, Henry, of Lonisiana, 1, 21, 26, 51, 52, 
63, 67, 74, 110. 111, 122, 136, 157, 170, 182, 
196, 208. 209, 237, 249, 270, 984, 291, 999, 301, 
320, 327, 337, 341, 361, 374, 378, 384, 403, 456, 
467. 468, 476, 483, 501, 508, 520, 591, 596, 536, 
540, 642. 699, 722, 727, 728, 744, 753, 763, 764, 
777, 782, 783, 785, 823, 827, 828, 835, 840, 843, 
857, 862, 872, 874, 879, 880, 882. 884, 897, 903, 

+ 906. 921. 949, 953, 983, 987, 999, 1008, 1010, 

, 1016, 1028, 1038, 1039, 1043, 1047, 1048, 1051, 

1055, 1056, 1059, 1064, 1066, 1067, 1073, 1077, 
1086 

resolutions by, 19, 21, 85, 171, 264, 309, 337, 
361, 476, 503, 699, 737, 753, 763, 765, 884, 
1038, 1064 

remarks on the bill to increase the army, - 501 
remarks: on the bill to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, - - - 1061 
Johnson, Reverdy, of Maryland, 1, 50, 51; 59, 
63, 67, 74, 75, 78, 81, 95, 110, 115, 122, 140, 

"163, 171,173, 174, 175, 177, 230, 320, 327, 361, 
380, 384, 387, 397, 410, 453, 540, 548, 569, 582, 
590, 597, 599, 640, 642, 693, 694, 722, 738, 744, 
767, 827, 843, 862, 871, 873, 875, 879, 883, 890, 
891, 893, 898, 903,906, 910, 931, 947, 949, 989, 
938, 999, 1002, 1028, 1029, 1030, 1038, 1043, 
1044, 1048, 1051, 1052, 1056, 1065, 1066, 1068, 
1077, 1083, 1084, 1086 

resolutions by. 67, 361, 699, 728, 738, 744, 154, 
763, 783, 853, 872, 992, 1038, 1047 

remarks concerning his call on the War 
Department for military statistics, - 
remarks on the bill for the addition of ten 
regiments to the army, concerning the 
Mexican war, -> = 137, 147, 150, a 
remarks an presenting the petition of John 
S. Skinner for an appropriation for the 
establishment of an institution to instruct 


78 


in agricultural science, &c. bes - 617 
remarks on the hill for the payment of the 
California claims, - - - 702, 703 


remarks on his resolution calling upon the 
President for reasons why certain ap- . 
pointments of military officers have been 
withheld from the Senate, 744, 745, 753, 763 
remarks on the Oregon bill, - - - 871 
remarks on the bill for the ‘relief of Fred- 
erick Dawson and others, 
remarks concerning the published life of 
General Cass, - - - - - 893 
remarks concerning the Mexican claims, - 906 
remarks concerning the plan for reporting, 1065 
remarks on the bill providing for the Mex- 
ican claims, - - - - 1066, 1067 
remarks on the bills to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, 871, 917, 1000, 1061 


Johnson, Walter R., bill for the rebief of, 59,96 
Johnson, Joseph, hill for the relief of, - - 722 
Johnson, H. D., bill for the relief of, - - 858 


Jones, John Paul, bill for the relief of the 
| heirs of, - 4, 13, 381, 467, 503 
Jones & Boker, bill for the relief of, 147, 337, 875 
the law for their relief to be suspended, - 873 
Jones, Elizabeth, and the the other children, 
if any, of John Car bill for the relief 
of, - 196, 636 


=> = = 


Jones, Harvey, bill for the relief of, -  - 722° 
Jones, Charles Lee, the petition concerning 
promises by the Executive to appoint 
im lieutenant colonel if he should raise 
a corps of volunteers, - - 548, 1028 
J udd, Amzy, an act for the relief of, 309, 508, 1011 
J udges i in Louisiana, propomüon to increase 
their salaries, - 1039 
Judges- of the western district of Virginia, 
“concerning an increase of the salary of, 906 
Judgments against the United States tn cer- 
tain cases, joint resolution In relation to ` . 
the rendition of, - - - 209 
Judicial district of Arkansas, bill to divide 
the, into two districts, 13, 86, 320, 327, 744, 
844, 862 
bill to divide the district of Illinois into ` 
| 22, 59 


two, - - - - - - 
bill to divide the State of Georgia into two, 
and organizing and establishing an addi- 
tional district court of the United States,. 
with circuit powers and jurisdiction, - 328, 
526, 1051 
Judicial system of the United States, bill to 
alter and amend the, - - - 10,146 
Judiciary, the eleetion of the Committee on, 19, 
21,75, 86 
chairman appointed, 122 
resolutions of instruction to the, 59, 230, 327, 
384, 438, 461, 526, 549, 723, 727, 906, 909, 954 
bills reported from the, 63, 85, 110, 157, 209, 
250, 261, 292, 299, 327, 341. 361, 363, 378, 453, 
526, 567, 623 633, 700, 722. 737, 744. 793, 808, 
834, 844, 853, 862, 882, 909, 942, 946, ae 
1059 
discharged from the eonaideration of sub- 
jects, 157, 208, 423, 737, 844, 1059, 1086. 
reports, 299, 378, 467, 862 
Juvenile delinquents in the State of New 
York, bill for the relief of the Society for 
the reformation of, - - -617, 862 


@ K. 
Kavaaales: Photius, bill to change the name 
of, to that of Photius Fisk, - 467, 526, 648 
Keen, Elisha L., bill for the relief of the ad- 
ministratrix ‘of, - 59, 86, 96 
Kennedy, Lewis, bill for the relief of,  - 917 
Kennedy, Joshua, bill for the relief of, - 892 
Kentucky, resolutions of the Legislature of, 5l 
(See Courts.) 
King, William R., of Alabama, 931, 942, 953, 982, 
983, 999, 1008, 1009, 1024, 1030, 1031, 1038, 


1043, 1047, 1048, 1051, 1052, 1061, 1065, 1068, 
1076, 1077, 1083, j, 1085 


resolution by, - 
remarks on the bHI for the metbienient of the 


Mexican claims, - - - 106% 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 

government in Oregon, - - - 1084 

Knight, John, bill for the relief of, - - 753 


Kuykendall, Nathaniel, bill for relief of, 182, 636 
L. 


Land claims in Louisiana, bill supplemental 
to the act approved Juy 6, 1842, con- 
cerning certain, - 

bill to amend the act approved “1th June, 
1844, entitled an act to provide for the 
adjustment of land claims within the 
State of Missouri, Arkansas, and Loui- 
siana, and in those parts of the States of 
Missouri and Alabama south of the 30th 
degree of north latitude, and between 
the Mississippi and Perdido rivers, - 
bill supplemental to an act to confirm the 
survey and location of claims for lands 
in the State of Mississippi, east of Pearl 
river, and south of the 31st degree of 
north latitude, approved March 3, 1845, 
Land claims, bill providing for the.examina- 
tion and settlement of claims for land at 
the Sault de Ste. Marie, Michigan, - 
bill for ascertaining claims and titles to 
lands within the territory of California 
and New Mexico, to grant donation 
rights, and to provide for ne survey of 
lands therein, - 

Land districts, bill for attaching a portion of 
the northwestern land district of Loui- 
siana, to the district niort of Red river, 
Louisiana, - - 604, 640, 822 

Land office in the Alachua land district in 
Florida, bill in relation to the location of - 


the, - - 363 


604 


163 © 


‘844 - 


954 


`~ 


- 1016 - 
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Land officers, compensation to. 
Warrants.) 
Land sules. (See Saline Reservations—Sagi- 
naw Tadians.) 
Land warrants, military, bill to allow further 
time for satisfying certain, - - - 22 
bill to require the holders of, to compensate 
the land officers of the United States for 
services in relation to the location of 
. these warrants, - - - 230, 665, 676 
bill further to extend the time for locating 
Virginia military, ane returning surveys 


(See Land. 


thereon, - 128 
an act relating to, - - - =- 137, 1085 
Lands. (See Public Lanls— Bounty Lands— 
Reserved Lands.) 
Larabee, Charles, remarks concerning the 
claims of, for a pension, - - 208 
Laws of Congr ess, resolution and cemarke i 
. concerning the distribution of Little & 
Brown’s edition of the, - -— = 540 
joint resolution, authorizing the Secretary 
of State ta furnish theclerk of the district 
court of the United States for the western 
district of Virginia, with four copies of 
Little & Brown’s edition of the, - 809, 1017 
Lawson, William, bill for the relief of, - 874 
Lawton, James, bill for the relief of, - - 665 
Lee, William, bill forthe relief of, - - 676 
Leech, Samuel, bill to provide for the com- 
pensation of, for services in the investi- 
gar ation of suspended sales in the Mineral 
oint district, Wisconsin, - 170, 182, 263 


Lewis, Dixon H., Senator from State of Ala- 
bama, 121, 230, 284, 397, 466, 520, 604, 622, 
665, 700, 772, 850, 853, 899, 931, 965, 1010, 

1030, 1038 

resolution by, - - - 1031 
remarks an the bill to take military posses- 
sion of Yucatan, - - - - 

Le Roy, John, bill granting a pension‘to, - 827 
Lewis, Jonathan, joint resolution for the re- 


lief of, . - - - 230, 636 
Library, the Joint Commies on, the election 

of the, - - - 19, 21 

bills.and resolutions reported from the, 264, 434, 

823, 857 

instructions to the, - 361, 540, 665, 737, 927 

reports from the, - - 3971 


discharged from the consideration of sub- 


jects, - - 699 


Library of Congress. “(See Duties. ) 
Library of Washington, inquiry concerning, 665 
Lighting the Capitol. (See Crutchett.) 
Light-houses and buoys, an act to change the 
location of certain, - - 
joint resolution to change the location ofa 
light-house on Lake supenan in the 
\ State of Michigan, - - - 902 
.joint resolution extending the time for the 
erection of certain, - ` - - 723, 783, 949 
bill making appropriation for light-houses, 
light- boats, buoys, &c., and providing 
for the erection and establishment of the 
same, - - ~ - - 873, 932, 1059 
Live oak, bil] to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act to provide for the punishment of of- 
fences committed in cutting, destroying, | 
or removing live oak and other timber or 
treea reserved for naval purposes,” ap- 
proved 21 March, 1831, &c., - 320, 349 
Loan bill, an act to authorize a loan nat to 
exceed $16,000,000, - 378, 462, 521, 526, 


6, 541 
remarks on, by— 

Mr. Atherton, - - - - - 526 
Mr. Cass, - - - - - - 531 
Mr. Niles, - - - - - - 541 
- Mr. Phelps, =- 7- - - - 549 
Mr. Rusk, - - - - - - 534 
Mr. Webster, ` - 930 


Loomis, Walter, and Abel Gay, bill i in addi- 
tion to the act for the relief of, approved 
July 2, 1836, - - =- + 136, 309 

Louisiana, dill to grant to the State of Lou- 
isiana certain tanoa; for internal im- 
provements, - - 952, 540, 649 

(See Land Claims Tank Distriets—Courts. j- 
resolutions of the Legislature of, - 291, 476 

Loyd, Wallace, and Sylvester Gray, pay of, 817 

Lumber, bill to admit lumber cut on the ter- 
ritory of Maine, and manufactured in 
New Brunswick, into ports of the Uni- 
ted States free of duty, - - 


328, 558 


530 


M. 
Macedonian, the United States ship, propo- 
sition to delay the expense of tne, to 
Ireland, - 1014 


Mackall, John G., bill for the relief of, - 844 
Madison Papers, bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of the manuscript papers of the 
late James Madison, formerly President 
of the United States, - + -67,75,78 


Mails, bill supplemental to the act to provide 
for the transmission of, between the Uni- 
ted States and foreign countries, and for 
other purposes, 214, 483, 625, 694, 793, 870 
southern, a resolution to authorize and re- 
are a renewal of contract for carrying 
the, - - - - - 822, 854, 876 
(See Public Steamers.) 
Maine, resolutions of the State of, - - 19 
(See Courts.) 
Major General and Brigadier General, an act 
repealing the proviso to the act which 
required the President to reduce the gen- 


erals to one at the close of the war,  - 890 
remarks on the above, by— 
Mr. Benton, - - - - 890 
Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts, - - 890 
Mr. Fonte, - 890 


Mangum, Willie P., of North Carolina; l, 13, 19, 
51, 52, 59, 17, 81, 86, 91, 122, 136, 147, 182, 
208, 209, 233. 937, 272, 284, 291, 293, 303, 
320, 343, 350, 377, 384, 403, 462, 469, 483, 
509, 520, 533, 571, 591, 592, 593, 623, 625, 
642, 656, 694. 707, 822, 828, 833, 834. 840, 
841, 844, 862, 870, 871, 897, 898, 907, 917, 
997, 999, 1001, 1028, 1029, 1031, 1038, 1044, 

1083, 1085 
resolutions by, 19, 171, 182, 197, 209, ee 320, 
62 


1085 
remarks concerning the purchase of books 
for Senators, - - 22, 23 
remarks concerning the bill to increase the 
army, - - - - - 91, 92, 468 
remarks on the bill for relief of the heirs of 
John Paul Jones, - - 382 
his resolutions, and remarks thereon, call- 
7“ ing for General Scott’s plan for the fur- 
ther prosecution of the war in Mexico, 182, 
183, 184, 197, 214, 215, 217 
remarks on the appropriation for a min- 
ister to Rame, - - - - 511, 512 
remarks on the proposition to adjourn 
Congress, and concerning the Wilmot 


proviso, - =- - 866 
remarks on the proposition to adjenrn Con- 
gress, concerning General Cass’s views 

on slavery, &c., - = 892, 893, 907 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 

government in Oregon, - - 1000, 1060 

Manley, John, bill for the relief of, - 467, 1011 
Manning, Cornelius, bill for the relief of the 

legal representatives of, - = + 1028 

Manufactures, Committee on, - 21 


Maps, proposition for printing of, 51, 56, 78, 301, 
309, 397, 817, 829 
Maps of the battles in Mexico, proposition to 


print, - - 617 
Marine Corps, bill for placing the sailors and 
‘marines serving in Mexico on the same 
footing as officers and soldiers of the 

army, - - =-= > - + 1029 

bill for the aanza dn of the, = - 1038 
Marine Hospital at New Orleans, tie pro- 

posed appropriation for, - 921 
Marine Hospitals, remarks concerning an 

appropriation for, - - 949 


Marvin, William, bill for eliet of, 137, 320, 328 
Maryland, joint resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of, - 540 
Mason, James M. <a Waveinia: 1, 21, 26. 51, 52, 
59, 63. 85, 136, 146, 270, 319, 379, 384, 434, 
445, 456, 467, 483, 593, 617, 619, 627, 640, 
642, 665, 676, 694, 696, 699, 700, 704, 707, 
765, 777, 823, 834, 844, 858, 862, 870, 874, 
879, 883, 906, 936, 942, 1008, 1011, 1016, 
1024, 1043, 1044, 1047, 1048, 1051, 1061, 
1064, 1066, 1074, 1077 
resolutions by, 122, 147, 804, 862, 906, 949 
announces the death of Hon. G. C. Drom- 
goole, late representative from Virginia, 56 
remarks on the hill to increase the army, 467 
remarks on bill for payment of the Califor- 
nia claims, 623, 630, 676, 685, 696, 701, 704 
remarks concerning the contract for carry: 
ing the southern mail, - 854 


r 


Mason, James A., of Virginia— 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, - + 902, 1048 
E E resolutions of the Legislature 
177 
May, Reynolds, bill for the relief of, - 261, 636 
Mays, Elizabeth, bill for the relief of, 309, 625 
McAlee, Joseph, ‘pill for the relief of the heira 
and legal representatives of, - - - 1008 
McGarr, John, joint resolution in relanon to 
the naval pension of, - 875, 879 
pace pe Com. James M., bill for Aele 
McIntosh, Je ohn, bill for the relief of, - - 642 
Melntosh, Betsey; gout reseruliey for relief 
or, - - 
McKenzie, William, late a seaman on körd 
the United States EDIP Vincennes, bill for 
the relief of, - 


McRae, Mary, the widow of the late Lieu- 
tenant Colonel William, of the United 
oo army; deceased, bill for the relief 

22; 147, 378 

Medals and certificates, a joint resolution 
authorizing, to he given to officers and 
volunteers for gallant conduct in battle 
during the war with Mexico, - 337, 476 

Medical corps of the navya a bill for the in- ` 
crease of the, - - 642, 822 

Medical staff of the army, a bill for an in- 
crease of the, for a limitedtime, 147, 337, 343, 

349, 361 

Mellen, Eliza A., bill for the relief of, - 823 

Messengers, &c., in the Senate; extra com- 
pensation to, - 327, 337, 582 

Metcalfe, Thomas, of Kentucky, 892, 1009. 1048, 

1061, 1077 
remarks on the Dill to establish a territorial 
government in Oregon, - - =- 1061 

Meteorology, Professor Espy’s report on, - 604 

Mexican Claims. (See Claims.) 

Mexico, the war with. [For remarks con- 
cerning, see speeches under Army, on 
the bill increasing the army. See also 
California Claims. } 

Mr. Calhoun’s resolution declarative of the 
policy which should control the further 
prosecution of the, and remarks there- 
on, - ue Š - - 26 

remarks by— | 

Mr. Allen, - - - - 53, 54 

Mr. Calhoun, - - - 53; 54, 96 
remarks on the resolution of Mr. Dickin- 
son, declaratory of the principtes which 
should govern the United States in the 


annexation of new territory, 54, 349, 374 
remarks hy— 
Mr. Calhoun - - - - - 54 
Mr. Cass, - - ° 54, 55 
Mr. Dickinson, - - - 54, 56, 157 


resolutions of Mr. Bagby, declarative of. 
the principles which should govern the ` 
United States in the acquisition of new 
territory, - - - 241, 261, 284, 361 
resolution by Mr. Baldwin, on the intro- 
duction of eres, in territory acquired 
from, - - + 9 299, 387 
bill providing for the further prosecution 
of the existing war between the United 
States and the Republic of, - 74, 113,593 
bill to amend the act providing for the pro- 
secution ofthe. (See Bounty Lands.) 
resolutions concerning the progress, con- 
tinuance, and policy of the war with, &c., 


by Mr. Hannegan, - - - - 136 
Mr. Mangum, - - 197 
resolution of Mr. Baldwin, concerning the ; 
revenues collected in, - 377 
resolution calling for General Sent? 8 slain | 
for further conducting the war with, and 
dehate thereon, - - - 183, 214 
resolution calling for the instructions to 
General Taylor, - - - - 214, 230 
petition for the withdrawal of our als 
from, = as a l, 1, 156 
resolution of Mr. Baldwin, calling n 
the President for information as to the 
extent and value of the public domain, 
in, and debate thereon, touching the 
policy, &c., ofthe Mexican war,-  - 231 


resolutions of State Legislatures in favor 
of bringing the war to a close, -  - ~ 402 
. message from the President concerning the 
duties levied in, - - - 339 


- 567, 1011 
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Mexico— 
call upon the President for information re- 
garding any contemplated movement by 
„ citizens of the United States against, for 
the establishment of a new vepublic; 1038, 1047 
response to the above, - - - 1050 
Miami Lands. (See Preémption ‘Claimants. ) 
Michigan. (See Infernal hnprovements— Courts. 
resolutions of the Legislature of, 530, 539, 593 
bill granting to the State of, a right of way 
and donation of public lands, for the 
construction of a ship canal around the 
falls of Ste. Marie, - - 
Mileage of Senators and Representatives, 
proposition and remarks concerning, - 
Military Academy, bill to place the officer 
who performs the duty of adjutant at the, 
on an equality as to pay and allowances, 
with the adjutants of.regiments, - 230, 642 
bill making appropriation forsupport ofthe, 
for the year ending 30th June, 1849, 642, 785 
Military Affairs, Committee on, proposition 
to increase the, - - 1, 
election of the, - 
resolutions of instruction to the, 26, 76, 85, 95, 
284, 320, 341, 363, 765 
reports, - - 9384, 540, 549 
bills reported from the, 59, 63, 74, 95, 147, 214, 
230, 241, 341, 423, 476, 548, 549, 558, 582, 590, 
617, 625, 642, 676, 744, 809, 840, 858, 873, 890, | 
- 906, 949, 997, 1024, 1025 
discharged from the consideration of snb- 
jects, 75, 136, 146, 170,209, 214, 844, 858, 890; 
= gt 


844 
1016 


to employ aclerk, - - 
Mr. Benton appointed chairman ofthe, - 
Military asylum, bill to provide a, for the 
relief and support of invalid soldiers of 
the army of the United States, - - 1548 
Military force. (See Bounty Lands. ) : 
additional. (See Army.) 
bill explanatory of thes act erititled “An act 
to raise fora limited time an additional mil- 
itary force, and foruther purposes,” 558, 625 
Military reconnoissance. (See Emory, Lieut.) 
Military BLOKE Hee pers bill to increase the 
pay of,-  - 590 
Militia, Committee on the, siecuon of the, 19, 21 
(See Vermont Militia.) 
Miller, Jacob W., of New Jersey, 1, 22, 26, 50, 63, 
121, 182, 230, 299, 311, 340, 349, 397, 403, 
473, 536, 558, 582, 623, 625, 642, 665, 676, 
762, 773, 777, 804, 809, 822, 1016, 1043, 1048, 
è 1080, 1083, 1084 
resolutions by, - - - 264, 284 
remarks eoncerning the Mexican war, on 
the bill to increase the army, - 320, 321 
remarks on the bill to take temporary mil- 


itary possession of Yucatan, - 165 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
government in.Oregon,- - 988, 992, 993 
Milikin, John, and others, to secure certain 
rights to preémption in the State of Lou- 
isiana, bill for the relief of, - - - 230 
Minesota, bill to establish the Territory of, 136, 


656, 772, 1052 

Mint of the United States, bill to establish a 

branch of the, at New York, 13, 21, 540, 

617, 921, 936 

Mississippi, proposition granting the right 

of way and donation of public land t to, 

to make a railroad from Jackson to the 

Alabama line, - - - - 1038 

memorial and resolution from the Legis- 

lature of, - - - + 526, 589, 656 

. Missouri, bill granting .to the State of, the 

right of way and a donation of public 

lands, for making a railroad connecting 

the town of St. Joseph’ s, on the Mis- 

souri river, to the town of Hannibal, on 

the Mississippi river, - - 728, 853, 

an act to authorize the citizens of Ozark 

county, Missouri, to enter Jess than a 

_ quarter section of land for the seat of ~~ 

justice in said county, - - - - 737 

(See Trophies.) 

Mitchell, George V., bill for relief of, 438, 467, 872 

Mitchell, John, bill for the relief of, - 772, 785 
Money received from customs. ie Customs. ) 
Monument to George Washington, joint res- 
_ olution authorizing the erection, on the 
public grounds in the city of Washing- 

ton, ofa, - - - 22, 26, 121, 230 

the laying of the corner stone,- - 875, 893 


1051 


INDEX TO 


Monuments to the memory of members of 
Congress, resolution concerning the pre- 
servation of,- - - 214, 264 

Moore, James, concerning per diem and extra 
pay to,- - =- — + 467, 665, 1068, 1085 

Moore, Jonathan, of the State of ‘Massachu- 
setts, bill for the relief of, - 467, 526, 1011 

Moore, John M., bill to compensate, 22, 52, 74, 

171, 337 

Moor, Wyman B. S., of Maine, 132, 526, 536, 571, 

694, 722, 144, 777 
‘resolutions by, - 926, 530 
Morgan, John, bill for the relief of, - - 728 


Morrison, John, bill granting a pension to,- 623 

Morton, Seth, bill for the relief of, - 122 

Moulon, Jacques, bill for the relief ‘of the legal 
representatives of, - =- + 157, 388 


Mount Vernon, petition praying the Govern- 
ment to purchase, 456, 722, 765, 834, 916 
oS Elizabeth, bill granting a pension 
- 727, 1052 
Mie, David, bill for the relief of, 508, 625, 676, 
727, 793, 871, 887 


N. 
National Medical College of WV eehington; 


petition of, - - 

Naturalization, bill to aiiend the benefis of 

the actentitled ‘An act to establish a uni- 

form rule of naturalization, and to repeal 

the acts heretofore passed on the sub- 

ject,” to the wives and children of citi- 
zens, - - - - - 827, 834, 844 

Naval Affairs, proposition to increase the 
Committee on, - - - - 19 
election of the Committee on, - - 19, 21 
bills reported from the Committee on, 59, 67, 75, 
137, 157, 182, 261, 271, 299, 508, 526, 625, 642, 
727, 728, 744, 783, 792, 793, 840, 997, 1038, 1059 

resolutions of instruction to the Commit- 
teeon,- - 446, 476, 520, 540, 737, 792 
Committee on, discharged from subjects, - 728, 
783, 792, 797, 1073 

Naval establishment of the United States, bill 

to authorize the President to increase the, 

by adding thereto the personnel of the 
late Republic of Texas, 264, 879, 921, 922 

Naval Pensions: bill renewing: certain, for 

the term of five years, and extending 

the benefits of existing laws respecting 
naval pensions to engineers, firemen, z 

and coalheavers in ane navy, and to their 
widows, - - - 728, 173, 997 

an act making appropriation for the pay- 

ment of, for the year ending 50th June, 

1849, - - - 


Navy, bill to promote the efficiency of the, 

ny establishing a retired list,- 526, 765, 827 

bill making appropriation for the support 

of the, 872, 874, 903, 921, 947, 949, 954, 964, 

982, 1008, 1016 

bill respecting the pay department of the, 744 
(See Medical Corps—Retired List.) 

Navy Department. Calls upon the, for in- 
formation, - - 765,954 

communications icin the, 7A, 214, 466, 529 

Nebraska, ‘bill to establish the Territory of, - 467 

Newcombe, Francis D., late surveyor gen- 
eral of the State of Louisiana, bill to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
compromise with the sureties of, - 942 

New ee sa resonon of the Legisla- 
ture of, - =- 51,52, 74 

Navy Pension fand, bill in addition to the 
act for the more equitable distribution of 
the, - - =- 623, 792 

New Jersey, resolutions of the Legislature of, 397, 

423, 433, 558 

New Mexico. (See Land Claims.) 

New Mexico, territorial government for.— 
(See Oregon.) 

New Orleans, bill to provide additional quar- 
ters near, for United States soldiers, or 
volunteers returning from or going to 
the seat of war in Mexico, - nays 328 

(See Collection District.) 


Newspapers ordered for Senators, - - . 1 
(See Postage.) 
New York, odi E of the Legislature of, 12, 


241, 327, 461, 530, 617, 737 

(See Mini—Juvenile Delinquents. ) 
Newton, George, bill for the relief of, - 327, 850 
Niles, John M., of Connecticut, 1, 3, 13, 15, 20, 
26, 27, 51, 67, 68, 73, 170, 182, 196, 214, 262, 
= 270, 271, 292, 301, 309, 320, 322, 349, 350, 374, 


98 =} 
, d D 


ee eee 


Niles, John M., of Connecticut— 
397, 462, 508, 520, 526, 530, 536, 581, 590, 617, 
622, 625, 648, 665, 685, 694, 699, 723, 727, 137, 
738, 745, 765, 712,778, 783, 787, 792, 793, 798, 
817, 828, 834, 840, 844, 853, 854, 858, 862, 870, 
873, 875, 883, 892, 893, 897, 898, 905, 916, 922, 
936, 947, 949, 954, 965, 982, 1001, 1009, 1036, 
1025, 1029, 1033, 1039, 1043, 1044, 1048, 1051, 
1052, 1055, 1056, 1059, 1065, 1066, 1067,°1076 | 
resolutions by, 21, 70,374, 476, 483, 642, 777, 
» T&T, 936, 946 
announces the death and eulogizes the life 


of Jabez W. Huntington, of Connecticut, 15 
remarks concerning the purenga of books 

for Senators, - 22 
remarks on presenting the memorial of the 

Legislature of Connecticut adverse to the 

introduction of slavery into new terri- 

tories, - - - 51 
remarks on the resolution of Mr. Dickin- Eoy 

son concerning the annexation of new 

territory to the United Seer and tonen. | 

ing the Mexican War, - - 55 
pronounces an eulogy upon the life and 

character of the Hon. John pained late 

Senator from Maine, - - - 
remarks concerning: a pension “to Charles 

Larabee, - 208 
remarks on the bill extending the patent of 

Jethro Wood, - 
remarks on presenting a petition for indem- | 

nity for Mexican spoliations, - - 2l 
remarks concerning the Mexican war, on 

the hill to increase the army, - 9328, 503 
remarks on the bill for the relief of the 

widow of Colonel McRae, - - - 378 
remarks concerning the franking privilege, 380 
remarks on the appropriation ne a minis- 

ter to Rome, - is - 
remarks on the loan bill, - - - 541 
remarks on the resolution of congratula- 

tion to France, - - =- 681, 591 
remarks on the Oregon bill, - - = 804 
remarks on the bill to reduce me rates of 

postage, - 862 
remarks concerning the reports of the de- 

bates, - - 936 
remarks concerning the aniablighinent ata a 

branch mint at New York, - - - 937 
remarks concerning the. contract for Suila; 

ing mail steamers, - 964 
remarks concerning Whitney’ 8 s railroad to 

the Pacific, - - - - - 1011 
remarks on mileage, - - 1017 


. remarks on the bills for establishing terri- 
torial government in Oregon, 811, 928, 988, 
| 1060, 1051 
Notaries Public, bill to authorize ta take and 
certify oaths, affirmations, ann acknowl- ` 
edgments in certain cases, - 100, 744, 777 
Nourse, Joseph, deceased, bill to authorize 
the settlement of the account of, - 136, 264 
Nye, J. W., assignee of Peter Bargy and 
Hugh Stewart, bill for the relief of, 379, 850 


O. 


Oaths, official, in the District of Columbia,_ 
bill concerning the taking of, - 874 
Obituary, 15, 56, 68, 70, 73, 77, 293, 388, 503, 582 
Ohio, resolutions of Legislature of, 121, 639, 808 
Ohio and Mississippi Railroad Company, bill 
granting the right of way through the 
public lands in Indianaand Illinoisto the, 1055 
Ordnance Corps. (See Pensions.) 
Oregon, memorial from the DEEA of 
the Territory of, - - - 12, 792, 811 
(See Surveyor General. ) 
bills to establish territorial government in, 136, 
309, 656, 804, 818, 862, 870, 875, 883, 891, 
898, 902, 932, 1031, 1043, 1048, 1056, 1059, 
” 1074, 1077, 1078 
bills for the organization of territorial gov- 
ernments in Oregon, California, and 
New Mexico, 950, 953, 965, 987, 997, 999, 
1002, 1010, 1016 
remarks on the bills to establish territorial 
overnments in Oregon, California, and 
New Mexico, (in which the subject of 
slavery was discussed,) by— 
Mr. Badger, - - = 811, 818, 1001 
Mr. Baldwin, - - - 818, 988, 1002 
Mr. Bel, - - - 1074 
Mr. Benton, - 1074, 1075 
Mr. Berrien, | - - 879, 928, 992, 1061, 1074 
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Oregon, &c., remarks on, by— 
Mr. Bright, - - >» 


875, 928, 992 


Mr. Butler, 81], 998, 997, 1001, 1060, 1075, 
Mr. Calhoun, 875, 928, 953, 988, 1060, es 
1084 
Mr. Clarke, - - 992, 1002 
t Mr. Clayton, 927, 928, 950, 953, 987, 988, 
1000. 1001, 1031 
Mr. Corwin, - - - 988, 993, 1000 
Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts, - - 909 
Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, - - - 927 
Mr. Dix, - e - - 873 
Mr. Douglas, - - - ~-1060, 1061 
Mr. Downs, - - - - - 812, 1061 
Mr. Fitzgerald, - - 993 
Mr. Foote, 810, 992, 998, 1061, 1084, 1085 
Mr. Hale, - - - 810, 988, 989, 1060 
Mr. Hamlin, - - - - - 989 
Mr. Haynegan, - - 804, 805, 1000, 1016 
Mr. Houston, - - - - 1075, 1085 
Mr. Hunter, - 92] 
Mr. Johnson, of Md., - _ 871, 917, 1000, 1061 
Mr. Johnson, of Georgia, - - 906, 1076 
Mr.J ohnson, of Louisiana, - - - 1061 
Mr. King, - - - - a -1084 
Mr. Mangum, - - -  -J000, 1060 
Mr. Mason, - = - = - 902, 1048 
Mr. Metcalfe, - - - - - 1061 
Mr. Miller, - - - - 988, 992, 993 
Mr. Niles, - - 811, 928, 988, 1060, 1061 
Mr. Phelps, - - 883, 993, 988, 994, 1031 
Mr. Rusk, - - - - 1084 
Mr. Turney, - - -  - 1075, 1083 
Mr. Underwood, - - - 818, 997, 1060 
Mr. Upham, - - - - 1000 
Mr. Webster, - - 1060, 1061, 1077 
Mr. Westcott, - 805, 811, 928, 988, 998 
Mr. Yulee, - - - - 1074, 1076 
special committee on the subject, and their - 
repart, - - - 932, 946, 950 


Owen, Thomas G. V., decbased: bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of, 744, 1017, 
Ozark county. (See Missouri.) 


P. 


Paddy, William, bill for the relief ofp- - 
Palmer, M., authorized to make his state- 
ment of the commerce of Siberia more 
complete, - -  - 540, 549, 571 
Palmetto, the ‘American brig, bill to authorize 
the issuing of a register to, - - - 
Papal States. (See Rome.) 
Parker, William, bill for the relief of, - 879 
- Parker, Commodore Foxall A., of the Uni- 
ted States navy, bill for the relief of, 67, 110, 
67, 623 
Parmenter, Welcome, bill for the relief of, - 785 
Passengers in merchant vessels, bill exempt- 
ing vessels employed by the American 
Colonization Society in transporting col- 
ored emigrants from the United States to 
the coast of Africa from the provisions 
of the acts of 1847 regulating the car- 
riage of, - 110,171 
Passenger vessels, bill providing for the ven- 
tilation of, and for other purposes, 694, 770 
Patent Office, bill to provide additional exam- 
iners in, and for other purposes, 467, 508, 783 
appropriation for the purchase of a library 
and providing salary for librarian for, 1025 
Patent rights, an act to provide. for applica- 
tions for the renewal of, in certain cases, 1064 
Patents and the Patent Office, Gommittee on, 
the election, &c., of the, - 19, 21, 209 
resolutions of instruction tothe, - - 63 
discharged from the conarcetaten of sub- © 
jects, - -  - 737, 1064 
bills reported from the, 74, 230, 248, 508, 526, 
640, 763, 1064 
reports from; - - - -= - - 378 
(See Clerks.) 
Patents, in a certain class of cases, bill for 
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the i issuing of, - -  - 136, 874 
clerk to sign. (See General Land Office.) ` 
Pay department of the navy.. (See Navy.) 


Pay department of the army. (See Army.) 
Pay, extra, to the employés, clerks, ages, 
and messengers, about the Senate Chan 
ber, - - 1056, 065, 1085 
Pay, extra, to the volunteer: (See Army.) 
Pearce, James A., of Maryland, 1, 3, 21, 164, 177, 
214, 264, 431. 582, 590, 633, 636, 665, 684, 694, 
_ 699, 700, 182, 822, 854 857, 931, 982, 1044, 
. 6, 1066, 1073, 1085 


Pearce, James A., of a 
resolutions by, - - 15, 54, 906 
remarks concerning the Mexican war, on 
the bill to increase the army, 171, 174, 177, 236 
remarks on the bill for the relief di ‘the 
widow of Colonel McRae, - "147, 378 
remarks on the payment of interest on ad- 
vances hy Alabama, - - - =- 700 
remarks concerning the contract for carry- “ 
ing the southern mail, - -= 4, 855 
Penrod, David, bill for the relief of, - - 604 
Pennsylvania, resolutions of the Legislature 
i 319, 466 
Pensions, Committee on, dlesion ofthe, 19, 21 
resolutions of instruction tothe, =~ 67, 997 
discharged from the consideration of sub- 
jects, 74, 126, 157, 378, 625, 823, 840, 1047, 
1051, 1055, 1059, 1073, 1086 
bills reported from, 74, 136, 157, 170, 196, 299, 
337,361,374, 467, 483, 508, 526, 590, 622, 623, 
625, 722, 744, 753, 823, 827, 840, 862, 879, 927, 
999, 1008, 1028, 1038. 1043, 1047, 1059 
reports from, 157, 209, 361, 397, 625, 171, 872, 
879, 953, 954, 987, 1008, 1016, 1047 
joint resolution ‘relative to evidence in ap- 
plications for pensions,-  - - -= 
to the widows and orphans of such as may 
die in service, memorial of the officers 
of the army now serving in Mexico, 
praying that pensions may be granted, 50 
bill amending the act granting half pay to 
widows or orphans, where theirhusbands 
or fathers have died of wounds received 
in the military service of the United 
States, in cases of deceased officers and 
soldiers of the militia and volunteers, 
passed July 4, 1836, - 136, 301, 309, 949 
bill continuing the pensions of certain wid- 
ows, - 63, 67, 74, 111, 170 
bill for the relief of certain widows of offi- 
cers of the revolutionary war, - 999, 1008 
bill making further provisions for survi- 
ving widows of the soldiers of the Rev- 
olution, - - + 110, 264 
bill for the relief of the wido wsand orphans | 
of the officers, seamen, and marines of 
the brig of war Somers, - 261, 785, 947 
bill to revive a portion of an act for the re- 


823 


lief of widows of deceased soldiers, - 1043 
bill granting pensions. to the ordnance 
corps, - - - - 292 


bill making appropriation for the payment 
of revolutionary and other pensions of 
the United States, for the year ending 
30th June, 1849, - - - 777, 839, 862 
(See Navy Pension Fund—Naval Pensions. ) 
Percival, John, a captain in the navy of the 
United States, bill for the relief of, - 625 
Perkins, Benjamin G., bill for the relief of, - 753 
Perry, Jean F., Josiah Bleakley, N icholas 
ors and Robert Morrison, bill for the 
relief of, - - 361, 850 
Perry, Reuben, and Thomas P. Ligon, bill 
for the relief of, - 467, 549 
Perry, Joseph, a Choctaw Indian, “bill for the 
relief of, or his assigns, - - 853, 1056 
Perry, Gideon A., an act for the relief of, - 823 
Petit, Elijah, and "Hannah his wife, heirs of 
John Beardon, deceased, bill for the re- 
lief of,- - 299 
Petty, Elijab, and Hannah his wife, heirs of 
John Beardon, deceased, 
Peyton, Balie, bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury, with the approbation of 
the Attorney General, to purchase the 
interest of, in the tractof lan upon which 
the light-house stands at the southwest 
pass of the Mississippi, - - - 270 
Phelps, Samuel S., of Vermont, 1, 26, 74, 249, 


257, 263, 264, O84, 301, 403, 527, 536, "541, 967," 


571, 582, 592, 640, 685, 694, 722, 727, 858, 880, 

887, 902, 903, 949, 982, 1044, 1077 

resolutions by, - 250, 906 
remarks on the army bill. (See Appendix. y 

remarks on the loan bill, 549 
remarks on the bill concerning the Supreme 


Court, - - 
remarks on the bill. for ascertaining and 

paying the California claims, - - 631 
remarks on the general appropriation bill, 1029 
remarks on the bill providing for the Mex- 

ican claims, - - - 1067 


remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, 883, 953, 988, 994, 1031 


Powers of the Federal Govefnment. 


Philadelphia, frigate, bill for the relief of the 


captors of the, - - - 1059 
Pike, Mary, an act for the relief of, - 823 
Pilots, bill to repeal the act of March 2, 1837, 

entitled ‘‘ An act concerning,” 59, 110, 388, 

623, 625, 884 
remarks by— 

Mr. Davis, of piaseachurets, - 626, 627 

Mr. Dix 625, 627, 884 
Pistole, Elizabeth, widow of Charles Pistole, 

bill for the relief of, - - =- 157,636 


Pittman, William, bill granting a pension to, 582, 
753, 1008, 1073 
Poindexter, George, bill for the relief of, - 879 
Porterfield, James, bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of, - 
Port of delivery, bill to make Ship Island, in 
the collection district of Pearl River, a, 
and to authorize the appointment of a 
deputy collector of said port, - 
Port of entry, bill to make Bangor a, for ships 
or vessels coming from and beyond the 
Cape of Good Hope, - - - 882,932 
Postage on newspapers, concerning, - 12, 1059 
bills to regulate the, 862, 936, 1059, 1065, 1068 
Postal arrangements with Europe, call con- 
cerning, - . 476 
Postmasters, bill to amend the act to red uce 
the rates of postage, to limit the use and 
correct the abuse of the franking privi- 
lege, and for the prevention of fraud on 
the revenne of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, passed 3d March, 1845, 271, 378, 765, 
1059 
Postmaster General, proposition to increase 
the salary of assistants, - - 1025 
Post Office and Post Roads, Committee on, 
the election of the, - - - 19, 21 
bills reported from the, 67, 147, 170, 182, 214, 
264, 271, 284, 397, 438, 462, 590, 622, 625, 648, 
665, 694, 737, 172, 183, 787,817, 822, 844, 853, 
862, 870, 873, 916, 936, 1052, 1055 
instructions to the, 171, 182, 242, 309, 379, 
— 526, 727, 737, 753, 884, 949 
999 


discharged from subjects, - 
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Post Office Department, ommunieaion 
from the, - - - 1921 

bill making appropriation, for the service 
ofthe,- -~ _ > 839,876 
calls upon the,- - - 78, 309 
Post routes, bill to establish certain, 1052, 1056, 


1059, 1065, 1066, 1068, 1073 
Potomac river. (See Eastern Branch. ) 
(See 
Internal Improvements.) 
Preémption claims, bill to facilitate the entry = _ 
o - 2 - =- = = 931,997 
Preémption claimants. An act for the relief 
of those preémption claimants on the Mi- 
ami lands, in Indiana, who, by their ser- 
vices in the Mexican war, are entitled 
to bounty land, - - - - = 1017 
Preémption land claims. An act providing 
for the adjustment of all the suspended, 
in the several States and Territories, 
approved August 3, 1840, - - - 
Preémption system, bill to establish a per- 
manent general, in favor of actual settlers 
upon the public lands, - 13, 74, 136, 301 
(See Public Lands.) 
Prentiss, Wm. H., bill for the relief of, 270, 785 
President of the United mats committee to 
wait on the, - - 
proposition to print his annual » message, - ad 13 
refer it, - 
calls upon the, by resolution, 85, 146, 171, 182, 
196, 197, 209, 214, 230, 231, 264, 284, 292, 309, 
320, 321, 377, 384, 387, 397, 403, 453, 476, 483, 
526, 530, 549, 558, 665, 676, 699, 727, 728, 738, 
163, 798, 804, 946, 949, 992, 1038, 1047 
communications from the, 49, 67, 270, 293, 363, 
402, 423, 526, 593, 604, 632, 744, 769, 785, 926 
. message concerning: the duties levied in 
Mexico, - - - 339 
his communication announcing the success- 
ful revolution in France, accompanied 
by a despatch from the American min- — 
ister in France, - - 
-message concerning the affairs in Yuca- 
tan, - sG «+ ies - -= 
message in response to the jolien call- 
ing for information touching a rumored 
movement to segregate me Mexican Re- 
public, - - 1050 
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President of the United States— 
resolution calling upon the, for the reasons 

why the appointments of certain officers 

in the military service have not been laid 

before the Senate, and debate thereon, 744, 

753, 761, 783 
message communicating the decree of the 

National Assembly of France, respon- 

sive to the congratulatory resolutions, - 1050 

Prevost, S., proposed compensation to,  - 1043 
Priee, Brigadier General. (See Thanks of 

Congress. ) 

Printing, Committee on, the election of the, 

&e., - - 19, ‘a, 77, 78, 209, 722, 1056 
_Instructions to the, 110, 209, 250, 262, 604, 1024 
reports from the, 121, 170, 320, 327, 337, aes 

. to sit during the recess, - - - - 1086 
of Dr. Wislizenus’s tour through Mexico, 

resolution providing for, 85, 147, 170, 520, 529 
resolution eringquiny: concerimg the delay 

in tlie - - ce. - 676 
ordered, - - - 699 
action concerning’ the public, - 209, 262, 765 
propoaition to allow the, to employ a 

clerk, - =- =- = = 230,261 
proposition to repeal the joint resolution 

authorizing the, to be done by contract, 623 
extra, ordered and proposed, 423, 446, 483, 

520, 642, 822, 827, 840, 844, 883, 884, 892, 

906, 954, 1073 
Printing office, national, petition of printers 
of the District of Columbia fora,- - 434 


‘Private bills, resolution concerning, -  - 902 
Private Land Caims, the Committee on, the 
election, &c., of the, - - 19, 21, 209° 


bills reported from the, 136, 137, 157, 249, ‘270, 
361, 438, 508, 540, 567, 604, 617, 623, 873, 
882, 892, 916, 927, 997, 1008, 1043, 1047, 1055 

Teports from, dischar ged from the consid- 
eration of subjects, - 157, 387, 4030, 1051 


Privileges. (See Vessels.) 
Provident Association of Clerks, bill to 
amend the charter of the, - - - 196 
Public Buildings, Commitee on, the election 
of the, - < - - À 
instructions to the, - = - - - 827 
resolutions from, . - - - 1055 


Publie lands, bill to graduate and reduce the 
price of the, - -~ 13, 21, 284, 462, 648 
(See [llinois—Bownty Lands—Internal Im- 
provements —AMlabama—Preémplion Sys- 
tem — Clinton „and Kalamazoo Canal — 
Reserved Lands—-Arkansas—Michigan— 
Missouri.) 
bill to repeal a part of the act entitled ‘* An 
act to-appropriate the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands, and to grant 
reémption rights,” = -  - 284, 665, 777 
bill in explanation of the act to apportion 
the proceeds of, and to grant preémption 
rights, - -  - 817, 828 
bill to authorize the relinquishment of the 
16th sections in certain cases, and the 
selection of other lands in lieu there- 
320, 387 
biH relating to the, - - =  - 467 
bill to discourage speculation i in the public 
lands, and to open the public lands for 
the use of actual settlers, - 
bill to amend an act, entitled ** An wet to 
amend an act for the correction of errors 
in making entries in the land offices,” - 916 
committee on, the election of the, - 19, 21, 722 
bills reported from the, 74, 75, 78, 136, 137, 182, 
280, 241, 270, 284, 309, 363, 387, 403, 508, 
590, 604, 617, 622, 625, 640, 642, 727, 737, 
817, 822, 823, 844, 853, 373, 879, 892, 916, 


oT, o æ - - > -æ 
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927, 954, 964, 997, 1010, 1016, 1055, 1073 || 


` yesolutions of instruction .to the, 76, 261, 284, 
526 


discharged from the coueiserauen of sub- 
jects, - -~ -  - 136, 270, a 
@eports, - - =. > 
Public E bill respecting the employ- 
ment, by the Postmaster General, of 
public. steamers to carry the mail along 
the coasts of the United States, - 884, 983 
‘Perkis, Robert, bill for the relief of, - 13,59, 777 
Pursers, assistant, bill to provide for the ap- 
pointment of, in the navy, 67, 110, 122, 137 


Q. 


Quarters for soldiers. (See New Orleans.) 


Reporters, concerning desks for, 


INDEX TO 


Quackenboss, Mangle M., al ihera; sure- 
ties for Samuel Swartwout, bill for the ` 
relief of, - - - 13, 21, 292 
Quinn, Edward, bill for the relief of, - - 625 


R. 


ats to the Facite, wv biney: 8, concern- 
182, 423 
joint: resolution providing for a survey and 
exploration of one or more routes for a 
railroad from the Mississippi river, be- 
low the falls of St. Anthony, to the 
Pacific Ocean, under the Secretary of 
War,- - - = - 


- i æ 
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~ to connect the upper ‘and lower Mississippi 


Avith the chain of the northern lakes. 
(See Illinois. ) 
bills to set apart and sell to Asa Whitney, 
of New York, a portion of the public 
lands, to enable him to construct a rail- 
road from Lake Michigan to the Pacific 
Ocean, - - - 875, 903, 1011, 
(See Central Railroad and Banking Compa- 
ny of Georgia— West Feliciana Railroad— 
Missouri—Iowa—-Red River Railroad Com- 
any.) 
Ralaton William, bill for the relief of, 617, 834 
Ramsey, Robert, bill for the relief of, - - 840 
Ramsay, , pay allowed to, - - - 1065 
Red river, in Louisiana, bill and other prop- 
osition te provide for the survey of the 
mouth of, - 110, 122, 363, 874, 897, 1038 
Red River Railroad Company, bill for the 
relief of the, - 467, 892, 1051 
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Reed, Calvin, bill for the relief of, - - 744 
Reeder, Charles, and Walter R. Johnson, 
and the legal representatives of Thomas 

P. Jones, bill for the relief of, - - 7X 

Reefsnyder, Benjamin, an act for relief of; 753 
Registers to vessels. (See Sarah and Eliza— 
Canton—Robert Henry— Wilhamet—Pal- 
metto—Incarnacion— Tridente and Cetro.) 

Renner, Mary B., bill for the relief of, - 858 
Reports of the Senate proceedings, letter om 

Dr. Houston concerning the, - 135 
resolution and remarks concerning the con- 

tract for making the, - - = 936, 946 


plan for printing and publishing the, &c., 1025, 

1047, 1051, 1065 

- 78, 86, 182 
Reservations, bill to authorize persons to 
whom, have been made under certain 
Indian ranen; to alienate the same in 

fee, - - - 13, 52, 147, 337 
public, in the city of Washington, bill to 
authorize the sale of reservation num- 


bered 13, and for other purposes, = - 349 
(See Indian Reservation. ) 

Reserved lands, bill to authorize the sale of, 

and for other purposes, - 604, 622, 1056 
Restaurador, bill for the relief of the owners 

of the Spanish brig, - - - - 840 
Resolutions by— 

Mr. Atherton, - - - I3 

Mr. Allen, 13, 69,384, 387, 403, 549, 567, 982 

Mr. Atchison, 26, 526, 530, 797, 798, 844 


Mr. Ashley, `~ - 52,59, 209, 262, 284, 526 || 
Mr. Borland, - - 723 
Mr. Breese, 59, 63, 76, 1% 242, 284, 377, 438, 


"530, 558, 997, 1008 

. Baldwin, 67, 146, 171, 196, 231, 299, 309, 
320, 377, 387 

. Badger, 78, 327, 337, 379, 623, 633, 676, 
684, 694, 744, 840, 844, 946, 949, 1065 


Mr. Bagby, 78, 196, O41, 261, 320, 380, 165 
Mr. Benton, 85, 147, 284, 292, 309, 397, 403, 

466, 520, 694, Sad 844, 873, 927, 1073 
Mr. Butler, - - 95 
Mr. Berrien, - - 182, 214, 230 
Mr. Bradbury, - - = 997, 1010 
Mr. Bell, - - 665, 684, 787, 949, 1051 
Mr. Bright, - - - - 185 
Mr. Clarke,- - - 476, 483, 665, 766 
Mr. Calhoun, - - 26, 53, 727 
Mr. Cameron, 1, 22, 182, 230, 261, 549, 1059 
Mr. Cass, - - 4, 76, 95, 182, 196, 374 
Mr. Clayton, - =- - 78, 110, 694 
Mr. Dix, - - -= - - 361, 804 
Mr. Douglass, - - - 765 
Mr. Davis, of Mass., 27, 540, 567, 737, 765 
Mr. Downs, 26, 209, 261, 461, 625, 817, 853, 


902, 1065 


. Dickinson, 21, 27, 54, 157, 214, 262, aah 


Resolutions by— 


Mr. Dayton, 59, 146, 171, 182, 765, 818, 850, 


Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, 434, 446, 540, 617, 
9, 949, 954. 1051 
Mr. Hale, 699, 723, 728, 817, 906, 954, ate 
0 
Mr. Hannegan, 136, 214, 723, 765, 769, oo 
5 


4 

Mr. Hunter, - 85, 230, 625, 844, 1055 
Mr. Johnson, of Louisiana, 19, 21, 85, 171, 
264, 309, 337, 341, 361, 476, 503, "699, 737, 
753, 834, 884, 1064 

Mr. Johnson, of Maryland, 67, 78, 361, 699, 

- 728, 738, 744, 753, 754, 763, 765, 770, 783, 
853, 872, 906, 992, 1047 


Mr. Johnson, of Georgia, - > 137 
Mr. King, - - - =- =- -4073 
Mr. Felch, - - - - > -1008 1065 
Mr. Foote, - - - - - 798, 909 
Mr. Green, - - - - - - 1024 
Mr. Lewis, - - - - 1010, 1031 
Mr. Mangum, 19, 171, 182, 197,209, 214, 320, 


844, 862, 1085 


‘Mr. Mason, 122, 147, 804, 862, 906, 949 
Mr. Miller, - - - - 264, 284 
Mr. Moor, - 596, 530 
Mr. Niles, 21, 27, 10, 264, 374, 476, 483, 642, 

113 3, 187, 936, 946 
Mr. Pearce, - - - 15, 54, 906 
Mr. Phelps,- - - - 250, 906 
Mr. Rusk, -` - - 301, 309, 549, 604 
Mr. Sevier, - - - - 3,19,76 
Mr. Sturgeon, - - ~ - - 727 
Mr. Turney, - - =- + 309, 549 
Mr. Underwood, - - - - 153, 964 
Mr. Walker, - - 954 


Mr. Westcott, 63, 230, 337, 493, 483, 596, 549, 
571, 648, 873, 1056, 1065 
. Webster, -- 793 


. Yulee, 196, 362, 520, 540, 558, 737, 744, 
892, 884, 1085 
Retired list, bill to promote the efficiency 
of the military and naval establishment, 1030 
(See Army.) 
Retrenchment, Committee on, election of, 19, 21 
Retrocession. (See Alexandria.) 
Revenue cutters, proposition to build six, - 1038 
Revenue, public. (See Treasury of the Uniled 
States.) 
Revenue collected in Mexico; roan con- 
cerning, - - 
Revenues from customs, bill requiring all 
moneys receivable from customs, and 
from all other sources, to be paid imme- 
diately into the treasury, without abate- 
ment or ceducuon; and for other pur- 
poses, - - + 483, 1047 
Revolutionary Claims, Committee on, elec- 
tion of the, - - - 19, 21 
bills and resolutions reported from the, 110, 
327, 862, 1010 
reports from the, 230, 271, 337, 582, 590, 593, 
622, 676, 1008 
Revolutionary claims, bill to provide for the 
unpaid claims of the officers and soldiers 
of the. Virginia State and Continental 
lines of the revolutionary army, - `- 462 
Reynolds, Richard, bill for the relief of, 722, 1080 
Rhodes, Thomas, bill for the relief of, 67, 96, 110 
Rhode Island, resolutions of the Legislature 
of, - >- - 15, 264, 402, 822 
Richards, Elisha F., bill for the relief of, - 927 
Richardson, Robert W., bill for the relief of, 873 
Richmond, Charles, bill for the relief of, 387, 872 
Ridgely, Charles G., bill directing the mode 
of setthng the claims of, - 
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Riddle, Hugh, an act for the relief of,- - 840 
Right of way through the public lands. (See 
Ohio and Mississippi Railroad Company.) 
Riots. (See District of Columbia.) 
Ritchie & Heiss, resolution renewing to them 
the right of privileged seats,- - 122, 147 
Rivers. (See Savannah—Red— Cumberland.) 
Roads and Canals, Committee on, election 
of the, - ~ - - >. 19, 21 
bills reported from the, - 593, 884, 1059 
Robinson, Daniel, bill for the relief of, - 309 
Robert Henry, bill to authorize the issuing 
of a register to the schooner, - 327 
Roberts, Eliza S., an act for the relief of, - - 1028 
Rogers, John B., bill for the relief of, - - 916 


Rome, the appropriation for å chargé or min- 
- jsterto, - - +» «+ 462, 476, 509, 520 
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Rogers, R. C., "passed midshipman, petition 
of, asking remuneration for losses in 


Mexico, and remarks thereon, - <- 340 
‘bill for the relief of,-  - - 642 
Rule, the 40th, proposition to abolish. ” (See 
Senate.) 
additional, ° - - - 964, 1008, 1085 


joint propositions to suspend, 1073, 1080, 1084 
‘Rusk, Thomas S., of Texas, 1, 26, 51, 77, 85, 110, 
122, 136, 147, 170, 174, 175, 182, 209, 230, 264, 
984, 338, 362, 367, 368, 487, 388, 409, 403, 431, 
535, 536, 540, 549, 582, 604,622, 623, 639,.640, 
642, 676, 809, 811,834, 835, 840, 844, 854, 858, 
876, 879, 882, 890, 899, 903, 906, 907, 916, 917, 
921, 922, 927, 949, 983, 999, 1025, 1028, 1073, 
1076, 1083 
resolutions by, - - 301, 309, 549, 604 
remarks on the bill to increase the army, 
concerning the Mexican war, =- - 
remarks on the loan bill, - - - - 
remarks on the bill for ascertaining. and 
paying the California claims, concerning 
the designs of England in California, 628, 630, 
677, 696, 698, 706 

remarki on the bill to establish territorial 
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; government in Oregon, - 1084 
Russell, Esther, bill for the relief of, - 467, 590 
E ; 
Saginaw Indians, bill to provide for the sale 
of lands purchased from the, - - 593 


Salary. (See Judges.) 

Saline reservations, bill confirming former 
sales, by the State of Illinois, of the Ohio 
saline reservations, and authorizing the 
sale of residue of such reservations, 137, 309 

Sanger, L. P., bill for the relief of, - - 

Sarah and Eliza, the barque, bill to grant a 
register to, - - 171, 233 

Savage, John, bill for the relief. of, - =- 733 

Savannah river, bill making.appropriation for 
removing obstructions in the, 85, 110, 301 

appropriation for, - - - -1029,. 1031 

Scantland, Major J. M., billforthe relief of, 1038 

School lands. (See Florida—Arkonsas— Hù- 
nois—Indiana. ) 

bill to authorize the relinquichment of the 
16th section, in certain cases, and the se- 
lection of other lands in lieu thereof, - 
Scott, General, his plan for prosecution of 
the war, call concerning. (See Mexico.) 
call upon the President concerning the in- 

structions to, - - - - - 209 
‘concerning his suspension from command, 242 
resolutions of thanks to, - 320, 341, 350, 363 

Reott, Thomas, bill for the relief of, for ser- 
vices connected with the duties of his 
office as register of the land office at 
Chilicothe, - - 640, 874 

Scott, Almedeus, bill for the relief of, - - 858 

Seamen navigating waters in public and pri- - 
vate vessels of the United States, &c., 
bill to amend the act regulating, 13, 21, 854 

Seat of Government, petition from Cincinnati 
for the removal of the, - - - - 833 

Seats, privileged, to certain officers of the 
Government, resolution proposing to 
allow, - .21, 27 

af Senators, concerning the, - - 853, 870 

Sebastian, William K., of Arkansas, 804, 834, 841, 

844, 862, 902, 903, 916, 917, 827, 932, 1008, 


1030, 1043 
Secret aaa of Congress. (See Con- 
ess 


Basten of the Senate, resolution of instruc- 
tions to, 22, 320, 337, 466, 520, 617, 623, 625, 
633, 694, 699, 728, 765, 804, 822, 827, 954 
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é 


Secret sessions. (See Senate.) 


reports from the, - + 135, 529 
extra pay to, - - =e è e - 1085 
Senate, quorum thereof, - 


resolution to abolish secret. sessions of, 384, 403 
Senate Chamber, A appropriating 
$8,770.to ventilate, &c. - =- + 1055 
Senators, newspapers to, -~ 
Settlers, bona-fide, under the act for the 
armed occupation of Florida, bill for the 
relief of, = - - 693, 642, 700, 753 
Sevier, Ambrose H. , of : Avienaan, 1, 4, 13, 14, 21, 
22, 49, 52, 54, ' 63, 68, 74, 78, 81, 85, 86, 91, 
93, 96, 100, 110, 111, 121, ‘122, 147, 157, 164, 
170, 187, 197, 209, 217, 300, 311, 322, 327, 328, 
249, 361, BT, 379, 380, 383, 384, 387, 398, 403, 


423, 431, "434, 438, 445, 444, 456 i] State Department, calls upon the, - 


| Eerie Ambrose H., 


of ETT 
resolutions by, = - 3, 19, 76 
remarks concerning the purchase of books 
for Senators, - - - - 22, 23 


_ remarks concerning the Mexican wae: on 
the bill to increase the army, 174, 235, 236, 
237, 302 

personal explanation, disclaiming the avow- 

al of the doctrine of right to acquire by 

force territory to which there was no 


claim, - - - - - - - 9271 

his letter of resignation, - - =- 466 
Solicitor of the Treasury, cal upon mhe, by 

resolution, - 182 

report of the, - - - 3861 

Shaffer, Peter, ill for the relief of, - - 1024 


Shaw, David, and Solomon T. Corser, joint 
resolution in favor of, - - 22, 67, 96, 853 


Sheflet, Nathaniel, bill for the relief of, - 840 
Sheldon, Thomas C.,-late receiver of the pub- 

lic moneys at Kalamazoo, Michigan, ss 

for the relief of, - - 642 
Ship Island. (See Port of Delivery. ) 
Shoemaker, Captain George, bill for the re- 

lief of the legal representatives of, - 870 
Simmons, Maurice R., bill for the relief of, 823 


Simonton, John W., bill for the relief of, 738, 792 
Skinner, John S., the petition of, concerning 
the establishment of an agricultural i in- 
an - i , ; 617 
Skirving, John, allowed for ventilatin 
the Senate. eee e 625 
Slacum, William A., bill for the relief of the 
personal representatives of, - - 737, 862 
Slicer, the Rev. Henry, elected Chaplain, - 19 
Slaughter, W. B., late Secretary of the Ter- 
ritory of Wisconsin, bill for the relief 
of, 85, 111, 157, 850, 874 
Slavery, resolutions of the Legislature of 
Connecticut.against the extension of, and 
remarks thereon by Mr. Niles, - 
petition fram Virginia for the abolition 
of, = 2 a 
Mr. Hale’s resolution to inhibit it in any 
new territory to be pequired by the one 
ted States, - e 160 
Mr. Bagby’s resolution touching the same 
subject, - 242, 261, 284, 361,.617, 772 
Mr. Baldwin’s resolution inhibiting, innew 
territory, &e., ~- - = 299, 387 
Mr. Yulee’s and Mr. Dickinson’ s resolu- 
tions touching the same question, 362, 374 
Mr. Hale’s proposition _ to proni it, in 
Oregon, - - 804, 809 
(For ‘discussion on ‘the slavery question, 
see Oregon bill.) 
Slavery in the District of Columbia, bill to 
abolish, - - - - œ a 
Slaves, fugitive, concerning, - 
bill to provide for the more effectual exe- 
cution of the third clause of the second 
section of the fourth.article of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, concern- 


872 
51 


ng, - - č -o č =- =-= =- = F22 
Slyler, Jonathan, an act for the relief of, - 879 
Smallwood ca as Martin Latruite, con- 
cerning - = 1085 
Smith, E. ee fi for the relief of, - 526, 1011 
Smith, David N., bill for the relief of, 337, 850 
Smith, George R. P joint resolution for the re- 
lief of,- - - =- = 467, 737 
Smithsonian Institution, a regent appointed, 78 
joint coves appointing Ara regents 
of the, - - >- 
the report of the regents to be | rinted , 809, 906 
Snyder, John, deceased, bill for the: relief of 
the legal heirs of,- - - 309, 378, 850 
Somers, the brig-of-war. (See Pensions. ) 
Sothoron, James F., bill for the relief of, - 850 
South Carolina, resolutions of ag Legisla- 
ture of, - 121 
Spanish steam vessels, bill concerning, - 785 
Speiden, William, purser in the navy of the 
United States, joint resolution concern- 


ing the settlement of the accounts of, - 625 
Spoliations, Mexican, petition for indemnity 
_ for, and remarks.t ereon, - 291 


Spoliations, French, prior. to 1800, concern- 
ing, - - - =- 737 
Spruance, Presley, of Delaware, - 1, 327 

Stable authorized to be built for use of Con- 
gress horses, - 44 
Stalker & Hill, bill for the relief of, - 872, 837 
e 1010 


431 


Surveying District of Ar kansas, bill to attach 


State Department— 
reports from the, 12, 121, 261, 539. 763,827, 
1015, 1047 
‘bill supplementary to the act to authorize 
the Secretary of State to liquidate cer- 


tain claims therein mentioned, passed 


18th April, 1814,- - - - 292,:636 
Statistics, army, - e > 86, 88, 242 
of sugar imported, - =- =e - = 785 
of- expenditure, - e = «a «s 785 
of hospital money, - = - 861 


(See Asia and Eastern Africa. ) 
Statistical information, the proposed collec- 
tion of, through the Patent Office, and 
debate thereon, 7 - - - %58,817 
agriculture, appropriation for, - -  - 1024 
appropriation to send agent to collect, in 
Asia and Eastern Africa, - - 1029, 1044 
Statistics at large, joint resolution concerning ` 
the distribution of the, - - - 927 
St. Clair Flats, bill for the improvement of, 1038 
Steamers. (See Public Steamers.) 
eer by the Government for bnilding, 
954, 964, 982 


Steam- ‘boilers, the causes of explosion, - 520 
Steam Navigatian Company, proposition to 
advance money to, &c., - - 1066 


Stewart, Matthew, an act for the relief of the 
heir of, - - 309, 520, 1011 
Stokes, Sarah, the widow of John Stokes, 
bill for the relief of, -  - 467, 483, 1011 
Stokes, Wm. B., bill for relief of, 397, 872, 1085 
Sturgeon, Daniel, of Pennsylvania, l, 15. 21, 26, 
95, 182, 208, 214, 249, 264, 319, 438, 476, 
122, 737, 744, 761, 172, 185, 817, 833, 853, 
903, 1024 
. resolution by,- - - 2 = 72T 
Sullivan, John B., proposition to pay his 


claim for binding, = - 1066 
Superintendent -of the Senate ante-chamber, 
resolution to abolish place of, -. 7 4, 761 


Supreme Court. 


(See Courts— Decisions. 
Surve 


or General of the public lands in the 
erritory of Oregon, bill to create the 
office of, and to grant donation rights to 


settlers therein, &e., - - - 95, 270 


i 
the territory af Nebraska to the, - 1008 
Surveys, plats, and field notes, resolution re ` 
lating to errors and EE ERINE returns in 
certain, - =- œ 
Surveys. (See Red river—Reilroad. ) 
certain, in the State of = Ore: bill re- 
specting, - - - 623, 625, 665 
appropriation for, in Michigan, W iscan- 
Ji Iowa, and private claims in Hlor: 
ida, - - 
military, west of the Mississippi, appro- 
priation for, 


137 


1025 


- 1065 


T. 


Talbot, Thomas, and others, - 78, 197 
Taylor, Gamaliel, late marshal of the United 
States for the district of Indiana, aN for 
the relief of,- - =- >- 5, 853, 891 
Taylor, David, proposition to pay claims of, 1038 
Taylor, J oseph, an act for the relief of, - 823 
Taylor, Creed, bill for the relief of, - 146,170 
Taylor, Mary, commonly called Polly, bill 
for the relief of, - 526, 887 
Tayloe, B. O., bill for the relief of, - 858, 942 
Taylor, General Z., resolutions of thanks by 
the Legislature of New Hampshire to,- 52 
resolutions calling for instructions tn, 214, 280 
resolutions of thanks to, - 320, 341, 350, 363 
resolution for the purchase of. the portrait 
of, and debate thereon, - - - 684, 694 
his political opinions discussed, - 898, -899 
Tennessee, resolutions of Legislature of, 182, 402 
(See Courts.) 
aes Government. (See Oregon—Min- 
esota 
Territories, Committee on, election of the, 19, 21 
bills reported from the, -~ 85, 309, 772, 1052 
remarks concerning the appointment of ad- 
ditional membere of the, and the organi- 
zation of territorial governments, 907, 909 
Territory, the con bruset of new, resolutions 
declarativeof the principles which should 
govern the United States in the acqui- 
sition of, 160, Al, 261, W4, 361, 362, 374, 
387, 617 
remarks by Mr. Bagby, = 2 >- = 617 
(See Nebraska.) | | : 


XVI 


Tear ee ren 


Testimony, bill concerning, - 59, 327, 869 
Will providing for the obtaining of, in rela- 
. tion to claims for losses in the late war 
> in Florida, - - - 341, 777, 870, 1010 
Texas, resolutions of the Legislature of, 402, 410, 
- 536, 639 
bill to provide for transcribing certain State 
papers of the Republicof, - 403, 431, 642 
an act giving the consent of the United 
States to the State of, to extend the east- 
ern boundary of, so as to include within 
her limits one-half of the Sabine Pass, 
Sabine Lake, and Sabine River, as far 
north as 32d degree of north latitude, - 882 
(See Courts.) 
Texas volunteers, joint resolution providing 
for the payment of, called: out by order 
of Colonel Curtis, - - - - 840 
Thanks of Congress, joint resolution of, to 
Colonel Alexander W. Doniphan and the 
officers and men under his command, - 337 
joint resolutions giving the, jo Major Gen- 
eral Scott and the officers of the army 
under his command, and also to Major 
General Taylor and the officers serving 
under his command, - 320, 341, 350, 363 
remarks thereon, by— 
Mr. Butler, - - - 342 


. Mr, Crittenden, - 363, 364, 366, a 
6 


Mr. Davis, of Mississippi; - - 

Mr. Foote, - -" >- 

Mr. Hale, - - $41, 342, 364, 366 

Mr. Underwood, - - - - 341 
joint resolution giving, to the officers, sail- 
ors, and marines of the navy, for their 

efficient coöperation and services in the 

late war with Mexico, - - -= - 1025 
joint resolution presenting, to Brigadier 
General Price and men, for brilliant vic- 

tories in Mexico,- - - - - 1073 

Thatcher; Joel, bill for the relief of, -  - 753 

Thomas, David, of Philadelphia, bill for the 
relief of, - =- _ - - ~- -1051 

Thompson & Hutchinsdh, bill for the relief sie 
of, e -. a 2 = = 2 VY 

Thompson, Henry W., act for the relief 
of- =- = =- œ = - 1011 

Throckmorton, J., act for the relief of, - 1011 

Timber. (See Live Oak.) ' 

Title, to lands in Arkansas. (See Arkansas.) 

bill to vest the, of the United States in the 
purchasers of certain lands-sold under 
execution against Gordon D. Boyd, - 873 

-Toles, Jesse, bill for the relief of, - - 604 

“Tompkins, Nancy, bill for the relief of, - 625 

Tonnage duties on Spanish vessels, resolu- 
tion to repeal or-amend the act of June, 

30, 1834, concerning, - - - - 700 

Torry, Dr.,.of Princeton, proposition to pay 
him four thousand dollars for classify- 
ing botanical specimens from Oregon, - 1044 

Trade with the Indian tribes. (See Indian 
Tribes. ) 

certain. (See Vessels, American.) 

Treasury of the United States, bill supple- 
mental to the act to provide for the better 
organization of the, and for the collec- 
tion, safe-keeping, transfer, and dis- 
bursement of the public revenue, - - 214 

Treasury Department, calls upon the, by res- 
olution, 4, 52, 196, 284, 540, 567, 699, 765, 

787, 793, 797, 853, 872 
annual report fromthe, - - - - 1 
communications from the, 15, 26, 49, 74, 110, 
208, 301,327, 461,617, 625, 777, 782, 811, 861, 
. 872, 897, 949, 992, 997, 1008, 1047, 1073 
bill to authorize the accounting officers of 
- the, to settle the accounts of certain off- 
cers therein named, = - - - - 9271 

Treaty, the Florida, bill further to carry into 
effect the provisions and stipulations of 
the ninth article of the, with respect to 
certain losses of Spanish subjects in West 

, Florida, S - j a 22, 81i, 927 
bill for giving effect to certain treaty stipu- 
lations, between this and foreign govern- 
ments, for the apprehension and deliver- 

ing up of certain offenders, - 341, 1008, 1053 
with Mexico, proposition to print proceed- 
ingson, - - č < č = = =- 
bill to carry into effect certain stipulations 
of the, between the United States of 
America and the Republic of Mexico, of 

June 22, 1848, 909,927, 1043, 1052, 1056, 1066 


2 
` 


- 366, 367 || 


INDEX TO 


Treaty with China, &c.— — E | Vermont militia, bill for the payment of the 
bill to carry into effect certain provisions - fourth regiment of the second brigade of 
in the, between the United States and the third division of, for services at the 
China afid the Ottoman Porte, giving | battle of Plattsburg, - - 582, 891, 906 
certain judicial powers to ministers and | Vessels, American, bill extending the privi- 
consuls of the United States, - 299, 633, | leges to, engaged in certain mentioned 
l 648, 665, 822, 1008 | trade, and for other purposes, 642, 648, 777 
Tridente and Cetro, bill to authorize the issu- || Via, William, bill for the relief of, - - 777 


_ingofaregisterto, - -- - += 785 || Virginia. (See Courts. . 
Triplett, William, bill for the relief of, — - 1085 | Virginia military land AEA (See Land 
Trophies of Doniphan’s expedition, resolu- Warrants.) E Do 
tion to relinquish to the State of Mis- Volunteers, bill to provide clothing for, in the 
T ou cenai, E : gr , service of the United States, =- - 74, 86 
n, an act for the relief o - orce, additional i kico. (See 
Turnet, Jesse, bill for the relief of, 157, 636 |; Mexico." a A o 


) 
Turney, Hopkins L., of Tennessee, 1, 18, 121, || bill to promote the filling up of vacancies in 
147, 182, 245, 248, 249, 264, 293, 339, 340, the regiments and samipanics of, newin ` 
343, 349, 378, 402, 446, 508, 536, 567, 623, || the servicé of the United States, - - 121 


665, 684, 728, 744, 782, 804, 809, 811, 834, || subsistence for. (See Clai a 
853, 870, 892, 898, 927, 1009, 1010, 1025, ||  —Texas oleate) du comes 


1038, 1048, 1051, 1056, 1065, 1076, 1077, | resolution to regulate the discharge and 
1083, 1084 | payment of the. (See Mexico.) ; 


resolutions by, - - - = 309,549) extra pay to. (See Army.) 

remarks on the bill to increase the army, Arkansas, and others, bill to allow pay and 

oceans ae peice sala Ps z: 342 | subsistence to certain, who have been 

1 e proposition to furnis i i i - 

Houston’s Senate debates to the House EST werk TOER ee a 
of Representatives, - - - - 684 W. 

Bm 2 al extra pay to the Secretary Walker, Isaac P., of Wisconsin, 873, 949, 954, 
of the Senate, - - - - -= 1085 1000, 1002, 1010, 1016, 1029, 1038, 1047, 

remarks on the bill to establish territorial | 1061, 1077 
government in Oregon, - - - 1075, 1083 resolution by, - - — eee 954 


| 536, 541, 571 
Underwood, Joseph R., of Kentucky, 1, 21, 22, || Wall : far IR 
51, 52, 75, 77, 122, 136, 182, Jor, 961, 263, allace, Cadwalader, bill for the relief of, 78, 299 


» || Wallace, Colonel Robert, aid-de-camp to 
284, 322, 329, 349, 361, 431, 462, 502, 526, General William Hull, bill for the relief 
anh ro = oon a 617, 640, 642, 648, of, - - - - 530, 558, 582, 887 
i, 679, , 744, 753, 761, 777, 793, || Wall, John, bill a 
817, a B28, 853, 854, 855, ese 87o; S71. a a o n, bil r tie renet o ma ee aa 
» 873, 380, 883, 884, 892, 903, 906, 917, || Walleston, D. A., bill for the relief of, 508, 887 
922, 927, 932, 947, 965, 983, 994, 997, 1001, || Wal ; abi i i i 
1003, 1 10, A 999° 1038, i ; 48, hosi 1052 aln, S. Morris, bill for the relief of, 309, 378 


: U Walker, Patrick, bill granting a pension to, 374, 
Ward, Joseph and Lindley, bill for the relief 


1056, 1061, 1066, 1068, 1085 of, = 2 i = - 309, 337 
resolutions by,  - - _- 153, 817, 964 || Ward & Smith, bill for the relief of, - 906, 1028 
remarks on the bill for the relief of J. M. War Department, calls upon the, by resolu- 

Moore, - - -= - - 171 tions, 15, 59, 63, 67, 78, 95, 170, 182, 196, 


remarks on the bill to increase the army, 
concerning the Mexican war, - - 338 
remarks on the resolution of thanks to Gen- 


`- 380, 530, 558, 633, 694, 787, 844, 884, 999, 
4 ant 1008, 1031, 1051, 1059 
communications from the, 19, 85, 121, 135, 146, 


erals Scott and Taylor, - - -° 341 , 208, 241, 261, 270, 309, 380, 604, 632, 827, 
remarks concerning the franking privilege, 380 843, 857, 1030, 1055, 1059 
remarks = the resọlutions of congratula- War with Mexico. (See Mexico. di ? 

tion to France, - - ~ = 569,570 || Warren, Daniel H., bill for the relief of, 840, 999 
BE on the bill to pay the California Washington city, bill to continue, alter and í 

claims, a A e - = 685 amend the charter‘of, - - 536, 773, 777 
remarks on the resolution to purchase the Washington Mutual Insurance Company 

full-length portrait of Gen. Taylor, 694, 695 and Savings Institution, bill to incorpo- 
remarks on the bill providing for the settle- rate the, - - - 625, 633, 648, 665 

ment of the California claims, - = 708 || Washington, Henry, late deputy surveyor — 
remarks on the bill to take temporary mili- of the public lands in Florida, bill to pro- 

tary possession of Yucatan, - - 778 vide for settlement of the claim of, 241, 636 
remarks on the proposition to collect sta- Washington, General. (See Monument.) 

tistical information through the Patent . || Washington Gas Light Company, bill to in- 

Office, - - - - =- = 817,818 corporatethe, - - - - 648, 891 
remarks concerning the appropriation for Waterman, Silas, bill for the relief of, 309, 361 850 

marine hospitals, =- - - - =- 921|| Watkins, Elenor B., widow of Sossaway 
remarks concerning the mileage of members, 1016 Watkina, bill for the relief of, - - 858 
remarks on the bill providing for the Mex- Webster, Daniel, of Massachusetts, 1, 49, 77, 160, 

icanclaims,- - - - - | = 1067 182, 197, 230, 327, 445, 462, 480, 499, 513, 

remarks on the bills to establish territorial 520, 527, 793, 798, 811, 827, 834, 835, 840, 

government in Oregon, - 818,997, 1060 843, 844, 853, 1061, 1076, 1083, 1084, 1085 
remarks on the bill to enable the President resolutions by, - =- =- =- 327,793 
to take military possession of Yucatan, 778 remarks on the bill for the increase of the 
Upham, William, of Vermont, 1, 22, 26, 51, 77, army, - - - - > - =- 150 
230, 264, 351, 520, 590, 593, 622,642, 676, remarks concerning attachments, - - 196 
699, 737, 744, 772, 812, 891, 906, 909, 916, remarks on the bill adding ten regiments 
989, 1001 to the army, concerning the Mexican 
remarks on the bill to increase the army, war, -. =- =- =- «= = 484, 495 
concerning the Mexican war, - <- 362|) remarks on the loan bill, concerning the 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial Mexican war, &c., - - ° - 530 
government in Oregon,- - - = 1000 remarks concerning the naturalization laws, 834 
y remarks on the bill regulating the discharge 
i of the troops, =- - =- -~ 843, 844 
Van Ness, Eugene, and John M. Brush, ex- remarks concerning the memorial of the 
ecutors of Nehemiah Brush, bill for the. Chicago harbor convention, - ~ 
relief of, - -  - - - - 700 remarks on the bills to establish territoria 
Ventilator, conical, bill to direct the Secretary government in Oregon,- 1060, 1061, 1077 
of the Navy to purchase the patent right Weights and measures, concerning, - - 
of: the, &c., - - - = 59, 157, 850 (See France.) 
Ventilation of the Senate, proposition to con- Wendall & Van Benthuysen, printers to Con- 
tinue the, by J. ae =-  - = 1085 gress, complain to Senate of the Presi- 
Vermont, resolutions of the Legislature of, 737 dent’s refusal to furnish them his mes - 
(See Courts.) gage, - - - = «= - > 42 
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Westcott, James D., of Florida, 1, 13, 19, 20, 2, 
29, 51, 59, 74, 76, 85, 86, 89, 111, 121, 136, 
147, 157, 177, 209, 214, 930, 241, 249, 262, 
264, 971, 284, 292, 299, 320, 328, 337, 340, 
341, 349, 361, 378, 397, 431, 462, 467, 476, 
497, 499, 508, 520, 521, 526, 536, 540, 549, 
570, 571, 580, 582, 593, 623, 636, 640, 648, 
‘656, 665, 684, 685, 699, 700, 722, 727, 728, 
737, 738, 753, 763, 765, 769, 777, 785, 798, 
805, 809, 811, 812, 818, 822, 827, 828, 834, 
840, 841, 844, 853, 854, 858, 862, 870, 871, 
872, 873, 874, 884, 891, 897, 898, 899, 902, 
903, 906, 907, 909, 922, 927, 965, 982, 1010, 
1016, 1025, 1028, 1029, 1043, 1048, 1051, 
1051, 1052, 1056, 1059, 1064, 1065, 1066, 

1067, 1068, 1074, 1076, 1083 
resolutions by, 63, 230, 337, 493, 483, 526, 549, 
571, 580, 648, 827, 873, 1056, 1065 
remarks on the bill for the relief of W. B. 
Slaughter,- - - - 85, 86,111 
remarks concerning the Mexican war; on 
the bill to increase the army, - - 89, 92 
remarks on the bill for the appomtment of 


assistant pursers, - 137 
remarks on the bill for the relief of J. M. 
Moore, - = = =- ele Il 
remarks concerning the franking pra- 
lege, - - - - 379 
remarks on the bill for the appointment 
of additional examiners in the Patent 
fice,- . - 508 
remarks on the bill concerning the Su; preme 
Court,- - 593 
remarks on the bill for the settlement of the 
California claims, - - - - 697, 707 


remarks on the resolutions of Mr. Bagby, 
declarati ve of the principles which should 
poveru in the acquisition of new ey, 
»y the United States, - 712, 773 
remarks on the Oregon bills, 805, 811, 928, ae 
99 
West Feliciana Railroad company; ult tor 
the relief ef, - 
White, Zilpha, bill for the relief Of, -  - 590 
White, Benjamin, bill for the benefit of, 467, ie 
101 
White, Monen; bill for the relief of me heirs 


of, 7 
White, Alfred, bill for the relief of, - 462, 872 
White, John H., bill for the relief’ of, - 508 
Whitney, Asa. (See Railroad.) - 

Wigens, William M., bill for the relief of, - 823 
Wilmot Proviso, remarks concerning the, - 866 
Wilhamet, an act to authorize the i isaning of 


a register to the barque, - 328, 337 
Wilkinson, Daniel, bill for the relief of, - 549 
Wilkinson, David, ' bill for the relief of, - 887 


Wiliams, Joseph P., bill for the relief of, - 927 
Williams, Henry, and others, bill for the re- 
lief of, - ,- - 617 
Willis, Elijah H., bill for the relief of, 567, 1011 
Wilson, Arthur, bill for the relief of, - - 753 
Wilson, William H., bill for the relief of, - 823 
Wilson , Joseph, bill for reliefof, 13, 21, 59, 86, 95 
Woodbridge, William, and Henry Chipman, 
' bill for the relief of, - - 361, 850 


Woodcock, Bancroft, bill for the relief of, - 769 
Toa y ethro, bill further to extend the pat- 

of - 248, 25A; 271 
Wood, "Sarah, bill ‘for the relief of, - 840 
Worthen, Judith, bill for the relief of, - 927 
Wright, Beriah, bill for the relief of, - 753 
Wright, , pay allowed to, - - - 1065 


Wisconsin, bill to grant to the State the mil- 

ape reservation at Fort Winnebago, in 
said State, - - - 954, 1024, 1029 

memorial and resolution from the Legisla- 
ture of, - - 1016, 1047, 1050 

bill for the admission of the State into the 
nion, - 463, 772, 785 

bill to modify. the fourth clause of the 

seventh section of the act to enable the 

people of Wisconsin Territory to frame 

a constitution and State government, and 

for the admission of such State into the 
Union, &c. - 949, 1010 

Wislizenüd; Dr. ' Adolphus, bill for the relief 
of, - 936 

Wyandots and Delawares, joint resolution 

to sanction an agreement made between 
the, for the purchase of certain lands, 580, 870 
Wynn, William, bill for the relief of, - 590, 887 


30TH CONGRESS—FIRST SESSION. 


Yachts, an act to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to HERONS, and for other 
purposes, - - -= 1038 
Yarrington, Hannah, bill for the relief of, - 823 
Yeas and nays— 
on the proposition to lay on the table the 


motion to receive an abolition petition, 63, 567. 


on the bill for the purchase of the Madison 


- 78 
onte bi bill for the i increase of the ences 81, 115, 
467, 501, 503 
on the resolution of Mr. Mangum for esti- 
mates and pans regaramg the Mexican 
war, - 197 
on the resolution of Mr. “Baldwin calling 
upon the President for information as to 
the extent and value of ee puoig domain 
of Mexico, - 
on the bill to extend the patent of J ethro 
Wood,- - = 249 
on the adoption of the eesclition of thanks 
to Generals Scott and Taylor, - 363,368 
on the resolution of Mr. Allen concerning 
the armistice with Mexico, the unautho- 
rized action of Mr. Trist, &e. a -= - 387 
on Mr. Baldwin’s resolution concerning 
the acquisition of new territor - 388 
on Mr. Allen’s proposition to a olish se- 
cret sessions, - - 403 


on the proposition 9 send a ‘minister to 
ome,- - - - 814, 520, 521 
on the bill concerning the purchase of 


American hemp, - - - - 526. 

on the bill’ granting a pengion: to Patrick 
Walker, - - - 536 
on the loan bill, - - `>- - = 549 

on the resolution of congratulation to the 
French Republic, - - = 569, 581, 592 
on the bill concerning the Supreme Court, 598, 
623, 642 

on the bill to repair the dam at the head of 
Cumberland Island, - - - 636 


on the bill for the relief of Captain J esse 
” D. Elliott, - - - 
on the proposition to furnish Houston’ 8 
Debates to the House, - - - - - 685 
on propositions to suspend the rules, = - 685 
on propositions to adjourn, 903, 989, 994, 999, 
1009, 1010 
on the resolution to furnish the full-length 
portrait of General Taylor, - - 
on the bill to make a free bridge across the 
Eastern Branch of the Potomac, - 
on the bill for the settlement of the Cali- 
fornia claims, - 
on the bill making a grant of land to Ili- 
nois, - 
on the bill to take military possession of 
Yucatan, - 
on laying on the table the resolution of 
r. Bagby declarative of the principles 
which should govern the United States 
in the acquisition of new territory, - 
on miscellaneous and unimportant propo- - 
sitions, - 812, 898, 909, 1052, 1076, 
on the bill to carry into effect the meaty of 
China, - - 
on printing the report of the Commissioner 
of Patents, - - - 
on the proposition to withdraw a petition 
for the removal or the seat of Govern- 
ment, - - - - - = 834 
on the bill making ‘appropriation for the 
Indian Department, - - 840, 841, 858 
on the resolution concerning the contract 
for carrying the southern mail, - 855, 876 
on the resolution for the adjournment of 
Congress, - : - _ 871, 898, 899 
on the question of leave to introduce a bill 
to abolish slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia, - - 
on the bill for surveying the mouth of Red 
river, - - 874 
on the proposition to print ten thousand of 
the Chicago Convention memorial, - 883 
on the fortification bill, - - 883, 884 
on the bill to increase the navy by the ad- 
dition of the Texas navy, - - =- 
on the Oregon question, - - =- 928 
on the bill for the establishment of a branch 
mint at New York, - - - - 937 


B 


123 
728 


872 


94, 696. 
700 
708 


Yeas and nays— 
on propositions in the naval appropriation 
965, 982, 983, 1016 
on the Oregon compromise bill, 989, 1001, 1002 
on the bill < concerning the delivering up of 
foreign criminals, - 1008 
on the Oregon bill, 1031, 1060, 1061, 1074, 1078 
on the bill providing for the Mexican ` 
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claims, - - - - 1067, 1068 
on the proposition to regulate the rates of 
postage, - - -~ 1066 


on the plan for reporting the proceedings, 
” 
on a proposition connected with the steam 
mail service, ; - 1066 
on the bill to remit certain duties i in favor 
of the Red River Railroad Company, - 1051 
on the bill granting the right of way and. 
certain lands to Alabama, - - 1051 
on the appropriation to pay the claims of 
the Spanish Government against the 
_ United States, - 1031, 1044 
on the proposition to create a doorkeeper 
to the President of the United States, - 1044 
on the proposition to purchase the manu- 
scripts of vane. Jefferson and James 
Madison, - - - - 1044 
on the proposition to strike out the appro- 
priation to the Documentary History, - 1044 
on several propositions embraced in the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, 1029, 
1031, 1038, 1039 
on giving the thanks of Congress to the 
navy for services in the Mexican war, - 1025 
on the proposition to collect agricultural 
and other statistics, - - - 1025, 1044 
on the appropriation for Savannah river, - 1031 
on the proposition to give extra pay to the 


secretary, messengers, and pages, - 1085 
on the hill for the settlement of the claims 
ofthe Cherokees,- - - - =- 1009 
on the Whitney railroad project, - - 1011 
on the proposition concerning mileage, - 1017 
on the sppropration for fort on Proctor’s 
Island, - -  - 1056 
Young, Jesse, bill for the relief of, - 309, 327 
Yucatan, message from the President con- 
cerning the affairs in, - - 712, 744, 805 
remarks by Mr. Calhoun thereon, - 712 


call upon the President whether a squad- 
ron was sent there, &c., and answer, 766, on 

` call for the correspondence of Don Gista 
Sierra with State Department, 727, 728, 738 

bill to enable the President to take tempo- 
rary military occupation qf, - 727, 738, 745, 
754, 761, 764, 765, 773, 117 

remarks on the above by— 


Mr. Bagby, - - - -- - 7B 
Mr. Cass, - - - - 75 

Mr. Calhoun, - - -` 738; 754, 717 

Mr Clayton, - =- - 7129, 773, 778 
Mr. Crittenden, - - - 199° 754 
Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts, - - 761 
Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, - =- 729 
Mr. Dix, - - 777,778 
Mr. Hannegan, 728, 729, 139; 773, 778 
Mr. Houston, - - - - 738 
Mr. Lewis, ~ - - - - - 745 
Mr. Miller, - - - - - 765 
Mr. Underwood, - - 778 


Yulee, David L., of Florida, 1, 18, 26, 50, 51, 63, 
74, 75, 78, 110, 121, 122, 137, 156, 157, 182, 
196, 209, 241, 961, 271, 319, 320, 341, 349, 
397, 402, 456, 508, 526, 536, 540, 723, 721, 
728, 744, 765, 770, 773, 783, 792, 797, 804, 
827, 834, 840, 854, 871, 902, 917, 932, 949, 
965, 982, 983, 997, 1011, 1016, 1029, °1030, 
1031, 1038, 1043, 1044, 1059, 10966, 1073, 
1074, 1076, 1077, 1080, 1083, 1085 
resolutions by, 160, 196, 362, 590, 540, 558, 137, 
744, 872, ‘884, 1085 
remarks on the bill for the appointment of 
assistant pursers, 137 
his resolution concerning the ga ls of 
new territory, - - 160, 350, 362 
personal explanation by, and defence of his 
former position, Sei on the above reso- 
lution, - - - - 397, 398 
concerning the increase of the marine corps, 1076 , 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
government in Oregon,, ~- 1074, 1076 


~ 


INDEX TO 
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A. 
Abbott, Amos, of Massachusetts, 1, 49, 82, 104, 
130, 208, 438, 775, 778, 875 
Abert, Colonel J. J., proposition] to print the 
report of, - - 94, 294 

Abolitionism. (See District of Columbia—See 

speeches under the head France.) 

Acker, Captain Joel M., proposition to nay 

for clothing for volunteers, - - - 1041 

Accounts of certain officers. (See Treasury 

Department.) 

Accounts, Committee on, - 20, 23 
instructions to, 103, 267, 268, 269, 457, 527, 994 
bills and resolutions reported from, 238, 699, ne 
reports from, - - 


discharged from sensiderauion of subjects, 724 
(See Post Office Department. ) 
Acts and resolutions of the House concern- 
ing the expense of printing for distribu- 
tion to members, - - - 1006 
Acts, list of, - - - 1086 


Adams, John Quincy, 0 of Massachusetts, 1, 2, 24, 

56, 60, 82, 135, 152, 153, 167, 216, 779, 937 

resolutions by, - 57, 60 
remarks concerning the refusal of the Presi- 
dent to furnish all the correspondence 
and instructions touching the relations 


with Mexico, - - - - 167 
his illness in the House of Representatives, 383 
his death announced, and eulogies pro- 

nounced upon his extraordinary life n 

character, - - 4, 385 
testimony of respect by the House, and ce 

Gane: 87, 389 


20,000 copies of- the proceedings conse- 
quent upon his death, to be printed, 390, 459 
resolution of inquiry concerning the fune- : 
ral expenses of, - - - - 
(See Monument.) 
Adams, Louisa Catharine, the widow of the 
late John Quincy Adams, bill allowing 


the franking privilege to, - 390 
letter from, acknowledging the honor con- 

ferred by the respect paid to the remains 

of her deceased husband, - - 403 


Adams, Green, of Kentucky, 1, 383, 164, 942, 1007 
resolution by, 932 
Adams, John J., a bill for the relief of, by 
' extending his patent for flattening cylin- 
der window-glass, 103, 300, 353, 483, 570, 571 
Adams, Benjamin, & Co., and others, bill 
for the relief of, - - - 882, 923, 1072 
Adjournment over, t - - - 67, 829, 852 
‘of Congress, proposition for the, 459, ‘604, 791, 
825, 989, 1011 
Adjutant. (See Military Academy.) 
Admirals. (See Navy.) 
Admiralty, bill to ree ulaie proceedings in, 
` and for other purposes, - 
Advances. (See Alabama—Maine and Massa- 
-= chusetts.) 


riculture, the Committee on, - - 19, 23 
instructions to the committee oni, - - 459 
report from the, - 951 


Ahrenfeldt, Charles, and John F. H. Vogt, 
bill for the relief of, - - — - 548, 698 
Alabama, Florida, and Georgia Railroad 
Company, bill granting to the, the alter- 
nate sections of the public lands along 
the route of the conten plates roads; on 
certain conditions, - - 
bill authorizing the payment of i interest on 
advances made by the State of, for the 
use of the United States Government in 
the suppression of the Creek Indian hos- 
tilities in 1836 and 1837, in Alabama, 
and for other purposes, - 771, 850, 1012 
an act to increase the sale, and promote 
' the settlement of the pasig lands in the 
State of, 60 
bill to cede to the State of, the public lands 
lying within the State, for the purpose 
of education, - 269, 459, 923 
memorial and resolutions from the Lezisla- 
ture of, - 237, 268, 390, 438 
bill to authorize the State of, to apply cer- 
tain lands heretofore granted to that State 
for internal improvements, and for the 
use of schools, in lieu of the valueless 
16th sections in said State, - ° - 1049 


434 


; Alexander, Columbus, and Theodore Bar- 
nard, bill for the relief of, - - á 


Alexandria. (See District of Columbia.) 

Aldrich, Polly, bill for the relief of, - - 683 
‘Allegiance, the rights of, discussed, - - 818 
Allen, Alborne, bill for the relief of, - 140, 263 


Allen, Charles R., of Richmond, Virginia, 
bill for the relief of, - 548, 698 
American Colonization Society, an act ex- 
empting vessels employed by the, in 
transporting colored emigrants from the 
United States to the coast of Africa, 
from the provisions of the acts regula- 
ting the carriage of passengers in mer- 
chant vessels, - - - 245 
American Nautical Almanac: (See National 
Observatory.) 
Anderson, John, of Missouri, bill for the re- 
lief of, - - - - - 140, 263, 300 
Anderson, Samuel T., joint reso lugon for 
the relief of, - 


' Annexation of New Mexico, &e. (See 
Mexico.) 

Annexation. (See California—Mexico. ) 

Angus, Ann W., bill for the relief of, .153, 300 


Appropriations, to bring from Mexico the 
remains of deceased officers and soldiers. 
(See Mexico.) 

made, and offices created, amount and list 
= of, during the present session. (See 
Offices created. ) 

Appropriation bills. (See Deaf, Dumb, and 
Blind—Land Warrants— Public Lands— 
Mississippi River—Army—Buffalo, N. Y. 
—Dry Docks—Naval Service—Military 
Academy—Pensions— Hudson river—In-: 
dian Department — Fortifications — Har- 
bors—Marine Hospitals— Savannah River | 
—Civil and Diplomatic Bill—Post Office 
Department — Washington City — Light- 
houses—Indian.) 

bill to supply deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for thewervice of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1848, 264, 391, 403, 412, 423, 

436, 439, 521, 529 

remarks thereon, by— 


Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania, - 443,444 
Mr. Cabell, - - - - - 425 
Mr. Dickey, - =- 2 © 436, 443 
Mr. Duer, -. - - - - 397 
Mr. Ficklin, - - - - - 417 
Mr. Fisher, - - - - - 437 
Mr. Giddings, - - - - 393, 395 
Mr. Haskell, - “” - - - - 434 
Mr. Henley, - =- =- = 395,396 
Mr. Ingersoll, C. J.,- - 392, 393, 439 
Mr. Levin, - - - 418, 441, 442 
Mr. McKay, - - -= - - 392 
Mr. Maclay, - - - - 442 
Mr. McLane, - - - 407, 413, 414 
Mr. Rockwell, of Connecticut, - 404 
Mr. Sawyer, - - - - = 393 
Mr. Schenck, - - - 391, 392, 396 
Mr. Smith, of Connecticut, - - 415 
Mr. Smith, of Illinois, - - - 436 
Mr. Strong, - - - >- - 423 
Mr. Stewart, of Pennsylvania, - - 395 
Mr. Thompson, R. W., - - =- 412 
Mr. Van Dyke, - = = = 437 
Mr. Vinton, - - - - 437 
Arbitration. (See Claims. J 


Arkansas, bill to create a new judicial district 
in the western part of the State of, 64, 269, 
868, 951 
(See Boundary — Land Claims — Title to 
Lands.) - 
bill to divide the district of Arkansas into 
two judicial districts, - - - 951, 1010 
(See Volunteers.) 
Armory, national, at Springfield, proposition 
for the purchase. of land auacent to 


the, - - - 1641 
Armory. (See National Armory. ) 
Arms for associations going to Oregon, con- 
cerning, - - - 1041 
| Armstrong, Amos, bill for the relief of, - 698 
Armstrong, William, bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives ofthe late, -  - 951 


Armstrong, Andrew C., pin or the TENE 
of, - - 400 


Army, bill making an appropriation to sup- 
ply in part a deficiency in the appropri- 
ations for subsistence in kind of the, 
and volunteers, during the Year ending 
30th June, 1848, - - - 60, 65 
bill to increase the efficiency of the regi- 
ments and corps of the, and to provide 
for disabled and infirm officers, - 197, 891 
bill to amend an act to raise for a limited 
time an additional military force, and 
for other purposes, 57, 152, 181, 269, 298, 
322, 434, 449, 463, 549, 673, 717, 730 
(See Certificates of Merit— Major Generals 
= —Medical Staff—Pay Department.) 
bill to increase the pay of the regular and 
volunteer soldiers in the American, - 493 
pay of the, on fatigue duty, concerning, - 1041 
bill to raise for a limited time an additional 
military force, - - 537, 571, 642, 725 
joint resolution fn relation to the trans- 
portation and discharge of the military 
forces of the United States, at the close 


of the war with Mexico, - ` - 836,932 
remarks by— i 
Mr. Botts, - ~ + 932, 935, 936 
Mr. Boyd, - - - 933, 934, 936 
Mr. Burt, - - - - 933; 934, 936 
Mr. Haralson, - - - 35, 936 
Mr. Haskell, - - - - 934,935 
Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, - - 932, 936 
Mr. McClernand, - - - 935, 936 
Mr. McLane, - - - - 936 
Mr. Richardson, - - 434, 934 


bill to found a military asylum for the re- 


lief and support of invalid soldiers of the, 197 
joint resolution allowing all the army who 
served in Mexico extra pay, - - 1010 


bill making appropriation for the support 
of the army and volunteers, for the year 
ending June 30, 1849, 873, 953, 1027, 1029, 
1030, 1031, 1039, 1042, 1044, 1062, 1063, 
1070, 1073 
_ President’s message concerning the num- 
ber of troops, as a peace establishment, 1025 
the strength ofthe, - - - -  - 1006 
call for the strength of the, when in Mexico, 1012 
Army Register, resolution concerning, —- 
Arsenal of construction at Atalanta, in the 
State of Georgia, bill to establish an, - 680 
Artillery, captured in Mexico. (See Missouri.) 
Arts, the useful, bill to EO the progress 
of the, - 197 
Ashards, Wm. K., bill for the relief of, - 856 
Ashley, Hon. Chester, late a Senator from 
Arkansas, his death announced, and fu- ~ 
neral honors to the deceased, &e. i3 - 713 
Ashmun, George, of Massachusetts, 1, 24, 41, 82, 
103, 104, 167, 266, 280, 281, 311, 336, 377, 
399, 402, 417, 565, 572, 579, 599, 788, 791, 
792, 798, 804, 806, 807, 810, 825, 844, 849, 
850, 851, 855, 857, 877, 999, 1006, 1007, 
1011, 1017, 1018, 1041, 1042, 1049, 1050, 
1058, 1064, 1081 
resolutions by,- - - 93 390, 1011, 1050 
remarks concerning the call on the Execu- 
tive for the instructions to Mr. Slidell 
and others, - - - - 103,104 
remarks concerning the delay i In reporting 
the appropriation bills, - - 
remarks concerning the delay in executing 
the public printing, - - 
remarks on the resolution of congratulation 
to France, 599, 600, 601, 602, 603, 610, 613, 
614, 615 
remarks on the civil and diplomatic bill, 
concerning the Whig Convennon, Wil- 


mot proviso, &c.,- - 889 
remarks on the financial report ‘of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury,- -  - 806,807 
Assistant Secretary of State. (See State De- 
artment.) 
Agel um, military. (See Army.) 


Atkinson, Archibald, of Virginia, 1, 95, 311, 612, 

621, 675, 762, "763, 764, 784, 823, 838, 845, 

894, 996, 999, 930, 964, 995, 1071, 1072 

remarks on the bill for the relief of ‘Mary l 

Brown, - - - - 221, 222 
remarks on the appropriation for meteoro- 
logical observations, and in reply to Mr. 

Stanton, - -= - 826, 846, 847, 848 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


XIX 


` Atkinson, Archibald, of Virginia— 
remarks concerning the proposed appro- 
priation for a depét tor nava! atores at 
' New Orleans, 
remarks concerning the appropriation for 
the coast survey, - 

Attachments. (See District of Columbia. ) 

an act to make attachments, which are un- 
der process issuing from the courts of 
the United States, conform to the laws 

- regulating such attachments i in the courts 
of the States, - 

Attorney of the United States for Missouri, 
bill to ascertain and fix the fees taxable 
in favor of the, for services rendered in 
the circuit court of the United States for 
the district of Missouri, - - 264, 322 

Attorneys, district, of the United States, bill 
to regulate and equalize the compensa- 
tion ofthe, - - - 1, 269, 836 

Auxiliary guard, concerning the, - =- 931 

Averill, Canfield, bill for the relief of, - - 994 


B. 


Badger, Thomas, bill for the relief of, - 238, 535 
Baker, John H., bill for the relief of, - 641, 698 
Baker, John M., bill for the relief of the rep- 
. resentatives ‘of, - - - 1050 
Bandonin, A., and "A.D. Robert, bill for the 
relief of, - - - 9563, 698 
Bangor. ( See Port of Entry. ) 
Bank. (See Union Bank of Florida.) 
Barclay & Livingston, and Smith, Thurger, 
& Co., bill for the relief of, - 152, 263, 300 
Barney, J oshua, United States agent, bill for 
the relief of, - - - - 641, 868 
Barney, H. M., joint resolution for the re- 
lief of, - - - - 449, 592 
Barney, Mrs. Harriet, the widow of Joshua 
Barney, bill for the relief of, 103, 263, 300 
Barnitz, George A., husband of Margaret 
Barnitz, the only surviving heir of Lieu- 
tenant Colonel David Grier, of the army 
of the Revolution, - 449 
Barringer, Daniel M., of North. Carolina, 1, 14, 
» 25, 36, 47, '56, 71, 152, 169, 383, "399, 
507, 525, 538, 539, 548, 563, 680, 763, 764, 
774, 807, 836, 901, 905, 924, 925, 951, 1026, 
4041, 1049 
'- 3, 58, 179, 269 
537 


830 
939 


384 


resolutions by, - >- 
remarks on the Indian appropriation bill, 
remarks on the subject of certain abducted 
slaves aaah the privileges of mem- 
an - - - 652 
remark gon the Indian appropriation bill, 904 
remarks on the general appropriation bill, 940 
remarks on the arm appropriation bill, 1036 
remarks on the financial report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, - - 807, 808 
Batrow, Washington, of Tennessee, 1, 41, 207, 
241, 247, 590, 675, 723, 727, 761, 943, 948, 
976, 1039 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message, concerning 
the Mexican war, 
remarks on the civil and diplomatic bill, 
concerning the appropriation for the Sa- 
vannah river, party policy, &c., - 979, 981 
Bates, Lewis H., and William Lacon, ‘bill 
for the relief of, - 867 
Bayard, Anthony Walton, bill for the relief 
of, - 103, 263, 300, 453, 535 
‘Bayles, Israel, bill for the relief of, - 563, 698 
Bayly, T., and others, resolution authorizing 
their accounts to be audited and aid, 563, 768 
Bayly, Thomas H., of Virginia, 1, 104, 208, 240, 
400, 455, 572, 577, 642, 649, 683, 768, 769, 
772, 786, 793, 832, 837, 839, 841, 855, 890, 
925, 926, 995, 1007, 1014, 1030, 1080 
remarks on the President’s veto of the har- 
bor bill, - -= 35 
remarks on the resolutions of congratula- 
tion to France, concerning slavery, &c., 577, 
578, 601, 602, 603, 609, 610, 611, 612, 613, 
614, 615, 616 
remarks on the subject of the abducted 
slaves, and concerning slavery, the priv- 
ileges of members, EC., - 3, 659, 662 
remarks on the resolution of i inquiry con- 
cerning the importe and (exporta in 1847 
and 1848, > z = at 
remarks on the Post Office appropriation 


bill, on the subject of slavery, &e., 775, fas 


169 


Bayly, Thomas H., of Virginia— 
remarks on the civil and diplomatic bill, 
concerning the appropriation for the Sa- 
vannah river, and concerning the opin- 
ions of Mr. Tyler, Washington’s veto, 
&c., &c., 957, 958, 959, 960, 961, 972, 986 
remarks on the bill to establish a territorial 
government in Oregon, - - - - 10 
personal explanation concerning the Oregon 
question, and in reply to Mr. Holmes, 
of South Carolina, - 
Beale, Robert T. L., of Virginia, - 1, 130, 519 
resolution by, - - 269 
Beard, Archibald, and twenty- -one other Ten- 
nessee mounted volunteeru, bill for the 
relief of, - - - T10, 787, 1027 
Bedinger, Henry, of Vireinis: 1, 930, 238, 278, 
298, 450, 454, 455, 139; 84i, 853, 855, 859 
resolution by, - - 58 
remarks on proposition to appoint a com- 
mittee on commerce among the States, 
and concerning harbor improvements, - 29 
remarks on the subject of the abducted 
slaves, concerning slavery and the pri- 
ileges of members, &c., - - 
remarks on the report of the Committee on 
Expenditures, concerning the finances of 
the Government, - 798, 800, 806, 862, 864 
Belcher, Hiram, of Maine, - 
Bell, Samuel W., a native of the Cherokee 
nation, an act for the relief of, 726, 774, 787 
Benedict, Lewis, bill for the relief of, - - 238 
Benns, Charles, bill for relief of, 152, 263, 300, 422 
Bent, St. Vrain, & Co., bill for the relief of, 140, 


651 


300, 422 

Berri, Emanuel, and John M. Keese, bill for 
the relief of, - 434, 810 
Bessee, Anthony, bill for the relief of, 238, 423 
Bills, private, concerning, - - - - 1052 


Binding of the public documents, resolution 
concerning the, -  - 699, 708, 745, 835 
Bingham, Kingsly S., of Michigan, 1, 64, 73, 154, 
270, 344, 423, 548, 570, 583, 598, 778, 97, 
894, 993, 1045, 1064 
Birdsall, Ausburn, of New York, 1, 864, 899, 939, 


990, 1011, 1027, 1030, 1062 | 


remarks on the bill for the establishment 
of territorial government in Oregon, 1018, 
1020, 1021 

Black, John, late United States consul at the 
city of Mexico, bill for relief of, 422, 563, 698 


Black, James A., of South Carolina, - 1, 447 
his death announced, - - - 581 
funeral honors to, - - - 582 


Blackford, William M., late chargéd affaires 
to New Granada, bill for the relief of, 449, 592 
Blake, William, bill for the relief of, - 322 
Blanchard, John, of Fennsyivanid, 1, 104, 452, 833 
resolution b ; 95 
Blodget, Sylvanus, bill for the relief of, - 953 
Bloss, Richard, and others, bill for the re- 
lief of,- - - - 301, 398, 642, 810 
Board of ‘Commissioners to adjust claims 
against the United Stated; report con- 


cerning, - - - 
Bocock, Thomas S., of Virginia, l, $ 322, 643, 
5, 855, 884, 

resolutions by, - - 58, 269 


remarkson the bill granting further time for 
locating Virginia military land warrants, 
Boggs, Eve, the widow of John Boggs, bill 
for the relief of, - ð 
Bolon, Edward, bill for the relief of, 312, 329, 187 
Bonds. (See Indiana. ) 
Bouton, B. M., bill for the relief of, - - 


17 


923 
Books for the Library of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. (See Library.) 
Books, maps, and charts. (See Duties.) 
Books, resolution for the distribution of, to 
new members, - + 1045 
Booly, Hubert H., bill for the relief of, - 698 


Boston, Jacob, bill for the relief of, - - 951 

Botts, John M., of Virginia, 1, 39, 42, 59, 60, 61, 

62, 64, 93, 100, 105, 153, 197, 286, 304, 322, 

431, 432, 446, 449, 622, 683, 712, 836, 894, 

903, 904, 907, 918, 919, 928, 929, 930, 932, 

933; 935, 947, 951, 1012, 1041, 1045, 1049 

resolutions by, - =- 61, 178, 269, 304 
remarks on the joint resolution concerning 
the ransportation oi the great southern 

mail, - - - 83, 105, 129 
remarks concerning ‘the reduction of the 
number of general officers on the close 

ofthe war, - - - - 680, 681, 682 


l, 60, 62, 675, 929- 


Botts, John M., of Vir ea 
remarks concerning the bill to repeal the 
act of 1846 requiring the President to 
dismiss at the close of the war certain 
generals, - 894 
remarks on the bill for the fetention of 
certain officers in the army, - - 904, 918 
remarks on the joint resolution providing 
extra pay to the army, and the continu- 
ance of certain officers, - - 932, 935, 936 
remarks on the bill making appropriations 
for the army, 1032, 1033, 1034 1036, 1063 
proposition to pay per diem to, while con- 
testing the seat of J. W. Jones, 

Boundary line between Missouri and Ar- 

kansas, bill to confirm the, - 7 - - 268 
(See Teras—Treaty.) 

Bounty lands, bill giving further time- for 
satisfying claims for, for military ser- 
vices in the late war with Great Britain, 152, 

263, 312, 391, 398, 853 
roposition to regulate the location of, - 1041 
bill granting. (See Military Force— Cana- 
dian Volunteers—Marine Corps.) 
bill to revive the act authorizing certain 
soldiers in the late war with Great Brit- 
ain to surrender the bounty lands drawn 
by them, and to locate others in lieu 
thereof, - - - - - 882, 923 

Bounty land system, resolution concerning 
its extension to officers of the army, - 548 

Bowdon, Franklin W., of Alabama, 1, 4, 60, 399, ` 

546, 547, 588, 926, 1006, 1010, 1055, 1064 
Bowlin, James B., of Missouri, 1, 178, 208, 264, 
309, 312, 322, 360, 376, 377, 452, 453, 483, 
503, 570, 598, 730, 742, 785, 786, 788, 790, 
791, 811, 849, 850, 856, 865, 867, 868, 870, 
872, 877, 896, 919, 921, 942, 1026, ‘1039, 
1040, 1041, 1049, 1053, 1054, 1063 
remarks on the bill for the relief of the 
‘heirs of John Paul Jones, - 
remarks on the bill or me relief of Mary 


Brown, 
remarks on the bill concerning the bas 
ness of the Supreme Court, - - 399, 432 


remarks on the bill to pay the expense of 
bringing home the remains of deceased 


officers and soldi iers, - - - a 
remarks on the proposition for a monu- 
ment to Mr. Adams, - 856 


` remarks on the bill for the relief of certain 
surviving widows of officers and soldiers 
of the Revolution, - - 952 
Boyd, Lynn, of Kentucky, 1, 14, 17, 23, 56, 58, 82, 
102, 152, 166, 178, 180, 200, 294, 244, 265, 
322, 345, 434, 447, 449, 463, 506, 507, 537, 
538, 598, 639, 651, 664, 680, 683, 725, 774, 
825, 930, 1006, 1017, 1028, 1044, 1080, 1081 
resolutions by, - - 179, 268, 853, 855 
remarks on the joint resolution providing 
extra pay for the army engaged in Mex- 
- ico, ane the continuance of certain offi- 
cers, - v- 933, 934, 936 
remarks on the bill establishing territorial 
governments in Oregon, California, and 
New Mexico, - - - 1006 
Boydon, Nathaniel, of North Carolina, 1, 247, 257, 
632, 642, 789, 904, 914, 1030 
remarks on the bill for the relief of Mary 
Brown, - - - - 1, 222 
explanation of former remarks by, - 291 
remarks on the Oregon bill, 1017, 1019, 1020 
Bradley, Edward, late member elect from 
Michigan, his death announced, - . - 77 
the Sergeant-at-Arms directed to pay the 
mileage of, to Ellen S. Bradley; the a 
ow of, - - - 238 
Brady, W. P., bill for the relief of, - 322, 535 
Brady, Joseph. So of Pennsylvania, 240, 312, ‘361, 
401, 457, 461, 875, aa 
resolution by, - 344 
Bragdon, Elijah, deceased, bill for relief of, 698 
Brereton, Aurelia, bill for the relief of, 152, 300 
Brewster's Island, appropriation for the de- ` 
fence and security of, and remarks there- 
on, - - =- 
Bridges, free, across the Eastern Branch of 
river Potomac, in the District of Colum- 
bia, bills to provide, - - = 725, 774 
Bridges, Samuel A., of Pennsylvania, - - 432 
Brockport and Clarkson Plank Road Com- 
pany, bill to authorize the, to import from 
Canada a certain quantity of lumber free 
of duty, - - E 


= 


- 1072, 1073 © 
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INDEX TO 


Brodhead, Richard, of Pennsylvania, 1, 4, 12, 15, 

25, 47, 56, 57, 82. 84, 100, 102, 103, 130, 

179, 268, 281, 286, 300, 307, 311, 391, 432, 

~521, 527, 649, 653, 679, 709, 725, 730, 760, 

764, 775, 786, 853, 907, 921, 929, 930, 943, 

1024, 1026, 1039, 1040, 1049, 1059 

resolutions by, 12, 67, 94, 100, 214, 281, 311, 457 
remarks concerning ‘the appointment of 
additional clerks in the Wat Depart- 


ment, - - - - 4) 
remarks on the proposan to refer the 
President’s annual message, - - 101 
remarks on the naval appropriation bill, 
concerning slavery in the territories,&c., 812 
announces the death of John W. Horn- 
beck, late a F epresentatve from Penn- 
sylvania, - 214 


Brooklyn, New York. (See Port of Entry. ) 
Brown, Charles, of panne vlna nis 1, 61, 62, 83> 
85, 103, 307, 224, 371, 431, 436, 446, 562, 
598, 796, 804, 813, 839, 995, 1012, 1049, 
. 1052, 1073 
resolutions by, 94, 129 
remarks on the resolution concerning the 
transportation uf the southern mail, 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
Prerident’s annual message, concerning 
the Mexican war, - - - ; 
remarks concerning the proposed chargé to 
Rome, the mob in Philadelphia against 
the Catholics, &c., - - 430, 443, 444 
personal explanation by,- - - - 453 
remarks concerning an appropriation se 
meteorological observations, - - 826 
remarks on the army appropriation bill, 1037, 
1 
Brown, Albert G., of Mississippi, 223, 269, 326, 
a 391, 505, 535, 536, 550, 558, 679, 680, 698, 
730, 764, 778, 788, 833, 836 
resolutions by, - 268, 505, 592, 823, 1052 
remarks-on the loan bill, concerning pme 


Mexican war, - 333 
remarks concerning the proposed chargé to 

Rome, - - 430 
remarks concerning ‘the opunens of Gen- 

eral Taylor, - 587 


yemarks on the subject ‘of slavery, the 
privileges of members, &c., - 
remarks on the bill granting "bounty land 
to volunteers, concerning the revenue 
from lands, - - - =.> u 
remarks concerning the establishment of 
a territorial government in Oregon, 790, 1023, 
1024 


672 


732 


Brown, Mary, the widow of Jacob Brown, 
a revolutionary pensioner, bill for the 
relief of,  --  - 56,178, 221, 263, 264, 267 
Brown, Fielding G., bill for the relief of, 779, 787 
Brown, Eliphaz C., "bill for the relief of, 698, 787 
Brown, James, bill "for the relief of, - 82, 263 
i Brown, William G., of Virginia, - 1, 947, 1054 
resolutions by, - 269 
_ remarks on the pill to grant bounty land 
to certain volunteers in Mexico, in vin- 
dication generaly of the present Admin- 
istration, - 720 
Brownell, Thomas, an act for Mercier of, 726, 187 
Brunswick, Ga. (See Collection District.) 
Bryan, A. C., and others, bill for the. relief 
of, - 548, 698 
Bryan, Purser Joseph, bill for the relief of, 322, 535 
Buchanan, James, Mr. Wilmot’s attack and 
Mr. Thompson’ s defence of, - 304, 307 
Buck, ee bill for the relief of, - - 855 
Buckner, A lett, of Kentucky, - - 1, 399 
Buffalo, N. , bill making appropriations 
for the repair and improvement of the 
harbor of, - 94, 298 
Bull, Archibald, and Lemuel S. Finch, bill 
for the relief of, - - 257, 535 
Bull, Amos, bill for the relief of, - 698, 728 
Burriss, Elizabeth, her heirs and assigns, bill 
to confirm, in their title to a tract of 
land, - - - 312, 535 
Burt, Armistead, of South Carolina: 1, 64, 93, 197, 
268, 285, 399, 344, 362, 375, 383, 411, 460, 
562, 564, 643, 680, 710, 723, 724, 726, 738, 
764, 774, 784, 786, 787, 794, 814, 841, 849, 
855, 891, 902, 903, 904, 908, 918, 919, 930, 
935, 934, 940, 941, 949, 951, 954, 959, 962, 
989, 999, 1012, 1013, 1025, 1026, 1039, 1040, 
1041, 1049, 1058, 1064, 1069, 1070, 1071, 
1072, 1081, 1082 


resolutions by, - - - - 269, 943, 1012 
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83, 118 | 


Burt, Armistead, of South Carotina— 
remarks on the bill for the payment of the 
Texas volunteers, - - ~ 375, 376 
remarks concerning the militia claims of 
Massachusetts, - - - 941 
remarks on the bill to indemnify individu- 
als for advances made to volunteers, 550, 552 
remarks on the bill to pay expenses of 
transporting the remains of deceased of- 
ficers and soldiers, - - - 
remarks concerning the reduction of the 
general officers on the close of the war, 680, 
. 681, 682 
remarks on the bill to pay the Texas vol- 
unteers, - 726, 727, 738, 739, 740, 741 
appointed Speaker pro tem., -  - 850, 855 
remarks on the joint resolution providing 
extra pay to the army, and for the con- 
tinuance of certain officers, - 933, 934, 936 
Bush, Price, Suasey, Captains, bill to pro- 
vide for the payment of the companies 
of, for military services in Florida, - 903 
Butler, Chester, of Pennsylvania, 1, 49, 104, 308, 
360, 374, 461, 680, 174, 951, 1049 
resolutions by - 344, 457 
Butler, William, bill for the relief of, - 400, 810 


C. 
Cabell, Edward C., of Florida, 1, 49, 60, 62, 73, 
267, 322, 422, 433, 529, 614, 680, 683, 716, 
727, 730, 735, 778, 782, 803, 831, 833, 843, 
852, 877, 901, 926, 930, 952, 983, 995, 1024, 
"1026, 1047 
resolutions by, - - - 267, 778, 867 
remarks on the appropriation bill, con- 
cerning the Mexican war, - - - 425 
remarks on the bill concerning the taking 
of testimony, tocne claims for losses 
in Florida, - - -~ 1026 
Caffey, Medford, bill for the relief of,- 257, 535 
Cahoone, Parser Benjamin G., bill for the 
relief of, - - -  - 785,836, 1072 


562 


Caldwell, Captain, claim of, allowed, - 1064 
Calfwell, Sarah D., wife of James H. Pine 
ham, bill for the relief of, - - 449, 592 
Caldwell, Joseph F., act for relief of, 725, 771 
California. (See New Mexico.) 
California, Upper and Lower, joint resolu- 
tion to annex, to the United States, - 268 


California claims, bill for ascertaining and 
paying the, and other propositions con- 


cerning the, - - - 725, 1049, 1064 
Calls òf the House, - - - - 926, 928 
Campbell, Thomas Jefferson, elected clerk, 4 
Campbell, John, bill for the relief of, - - 400 


Canadian volunteers, bill to revive and amend 
the act granting 'bounty lands and extra 


pay to certain, approved March 5, 1816, 459, 


874 
Canby, Richard S., of Ohio, - 1 
Canfield, Lizur B., "pill for the relief of, 400, 810 
Canton, ‘the barque, bill to authorize the is- 
suing of a register to, - - 154 
Cappel, Charles, bill for the relief of,-  - 399 
Capella, Peter, the administrator of Andrew 
Capella, deceased, bill for relief of, 312, 399 
Capen, Phineas, administrator of John Cox, 
deceased, bill for the relief of, 56, 178, 221 
Capitulation of Monterey, resolution appre: 
batory of the, - - 95 
Capo, John, bill for the relief of, - 312, 399 
Cargoes of vessels from foreign ports, bill to 
“provide for landing and storing, and for 
other purposes, - - - - - 
Carondelet, Missouri. (See Missouri.) 
Carrington, H., the executor of Paulina Le 
Grand, deceased, bill for the relief of, 400, 592 
Carson, James G., bill for the relief of, - 908 
Cass, General, cali for the pay of, &c., 942, 1039 
his opinions ‘alluded to, and discussed, 966, 970, 
971, .972, 973, 974 
concerning the extra pay to, - - 1057, 1081 
Cassels, Peter, and others, bill for relief of, 951 
Cathcart, Charles W., of Indiana, 1, 57, 181, 269, 
399, 536, 563, 680, 839, 999, 983, 1030, 1057 
resolutions by, - - 181, 458, 1057 
Catlin’s gallery of pictures of North Ameri- ` 
can Indians, joint resolution to autho- 
rize the purchase of, - - - 
Cazeau, Francis, bill for the relief of, - 
Central Railroad Company of Georgia, bill 
for the relief of the, - 864, 
Census of the population of the United States, 
remarks and proposition concerning, - 
the next, a resolution in reference to the, 


460 


399 
951 


788 
908 


—- 


- 1050 || 


Census, bill to provide for the taking of the 
seventh, '- - = 836, 1049 
Certificates of merit to the officers and sol- 
diers who served.in Mexico, joint reso- 
lution providing for, - - - 446, 458 
Champlin, Stephen, bill for the relief of, 177, 422 
Chandler Price, bill to compensate and reim- 
burse the owner and erew of the whaling 
ship, the losses and expenses incurred in 


ransoming the ship Columbia, - - -- 923 
Chaplains, resolution to elect, - - - 15 
the election of Mr. euney as, - =- 24 
extra pay to, -` - - - 1052 


Chapman, John G., of Maryland, 1, 41, 60, 64, 
208, 240, 361, 374, 452, 460, 503, 519, 527, 

529, 548, 624, 641, 675, 679, 764, 772, 774, 
784, 833, 875, 882, 951, 987, 995 

resolutions by, - - 3 43, 1049 
remarks on the bill for the payment of in- 
terest on advances by the State a Ala- 
bama, - - - - - 
remarks on the appropriation to improve 
certain avenues in Washington city, - 

Charles Downing, bill to change the name of 
the steamboat, to the Calhoun, - 

Charter of the city of Washington. —(See 
Washington city.) 

Chase, Lucien B., of Tennessee, 1, 103, 380, 381, 

954, 1021, 1027, 1031, 1049, 1054 
resolations by, - 179, 380, 457, 549 

Cheever, William D., deceased. bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of, - 398 

Cherokee claims, joint resolution author- 
izing the proper accounting officers of the 
treasury to make a just and fair settle- 
ment of the claims of the Cherokee na- 
tion of Indians, according to the princi- 
ples established by the treaty of 1846, - 

Cherokee delegation of Indians, the protest 

of, against the settlement of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, 

Chicago. (See Marine Hospitals— Courts. ) 

bill for the preservation and repair of the 
harbor already begun at the city of, in 
Hlinois, - - 

Chicago Convention, the memorial of the, in 

behalf of the river and harbor improve- 
- 852, 867, 894 

Childs, ie bill for ‘the relief of, - - 856 

China. (See Treaty.) 

Civil and diplomatie Yy. Bill making appro- 
priation for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses of Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1849, 446, 857, 861, 865, 872, 

873, 875, 877, 878, 882, 884, 887, 891, 896, 
919, 923, 930, 938, 943, 947, 953 9054, 965, 
983, 1054, 1058, 1062, 1070 

remarks on the, by— 
r. Ashmun, - - - - - 889 

. Atkinson,- - - = - 939 


851 
944 
398 


1026 


836 


269 


Mr. Barrow, - 979 
Mr. Bayly, - 957, 958, 959, 960, 986 
Mr. Clarke, of Kentucky, - 957 
Mr. Cobb, of Georgia, - -= 888, 1055 
Mr. Crozier, -. - - 941,942 
Mr. Edwards, - - = - - 940 
Mr. Evans, - - - - - 938 
Mr. Gentry, - - - 957, 958, 959 
Mr. Goggin, - = = 971, 972, 973 
Mr. Green, e a - 986, 987 
Mr. Hilliard, - - - - - 889 
Mr. Hudson, 938, 940, 941, 956, 957, 963 
Mr. Ingersoll, J. R., - = = 938° 
Mr. Ingersoll, C. J., - - 940,941 
Mr. Iverson, - - - 962,963 
Mr. King, of Georgia, - - - 9 
Mr. McKay, - - - - 955, 956 
Mr. Miller, - - - - - 919 
Mr. Palfrey, - - - 919 
Mr. Sawyer, - .- =- 938, 939, 984 
Mr. Schenck, - - - 939, 961, 984 
- Mr. Smith, of indiana, 965, 967, 970, 971 
Mr. Stanton, - 939 
Mr. Stephens, - 942, 959, 960, 961, 962 
Mr. Stuart, - - "968, 969, 970 
Mr. Thompson, of Mississippi, - 975 
Mr. Vinton,’ 920, 924, 925, 938, 940, 941, 


942, 943, 944, 946, 947, 954; 955, 963, 
1054 


Mr. Wentworth, - - - 966,986 

Civil suits and proceedings i in the name of the 
United States, bill concerning costs in, 57, 459 
Claffin, George S., bill for the relief of, - 856 
Claims, the Committee on, - - - 19 
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Claims, the Committee on— 

resolutions of instruction to, 267, 268, 269, 458 
bills and resolutions reported from the, 56, 60, 
82, 140, 152, 177, 197, 237, 257, 298, 329, 
398, 450, 460, 463, 548, 563, 641, 679, 723, 
770, 797, 835, 867, 993, 1099 
reports from the, 56, 64, 82, 152, 177, 197, 237, 
257, 298, 398, 434, 450, 460, "463, 548, 641, 
679, 723, 770, 779, 797, 835, 867, 923, 994 

discharged from the consideration of sub- 
` jects, - - - - 463, 797, 923, 1029 

Claims for losses in Florida. (See Testimony.) 

Claims against Hayti, resolution concerning, 457 

Claims in Louisiana, bill providing for the 
final settlement of certain, confirmed, 181 

Claims of certain citizens of the United States 
against the Ottawa, Chippewa, and Pot- 
tawatomie Indians, bill to provide oe 
the payment of, - 562 

Claims against Mexico, bill for the payment 
of liquidated, ~ - 983, 999 

Claims, Mexican. (See Treaty.) 

Claims of American citizens for spoliations 
committed by the French. (See Spotia- 
tions.) 

Claims to arbitration, joint resolution autho- 
rizing the submission of certain, - 983, 1049 

Claims of individ uals and States. . Joint res- _ 
olution to refund money for expenses in- 
curred, subsistence or transportation fur- 
nished, and money advanced by individ- 
uals, citizens of the United States, for the 
use of the volunteers, before or after be- 
ing mustered into the service of the Uni- 
ted States, 375, 537, 550, 563, 683, 766,.808 

Claims against the United States, bill to pro- 
vide for the settlement of, - _ - 679, 943 

Claims. (See New Hampshire—Index .to— 
Bounty Lands—Land Claims—California 
—State Department. 

Clapp, William H., of Maine, - 

Clapper, Elizabeth, bill for the relief of, 103, 263, 300 

Clark, Franklin, of Maine, 1, 179, 642, 849, 954, 

1054 
remarks on the Indian appropriation bill, - 538 

Clark, Catharine, bill for the relief of, - 856, 1050 

Clark, Thomas B., bill to provide for issu- 
ing a land patent to, - - =- 505 

Clark, Satterlee, bill for the relief of, - - 867 

Clarke, Beverly L., of Kentucky, 1, 507, 521, 538, 

786, 873, sae 930, sa 991, 1058, 1080 

resolution by, - - - 457 
remarks concerning “the purchase of the 


manuscripts of Jefferson, - - 920 
remarks on the civil and ‘diplomatic bill, 957 
remarks on the Oregon bill, - - - 1017 


Clarke, John, bill for the relief of, 864, 994, 1072 
Clay, Cassius M., bill for the relief of, - 460 
Clerk of the House, Thomas J oeron Camp- 
bell elected, - - 
report on the expenditures of the House 
by the late, - 
instructions to, 57, 311, 505, 527, 563, 943, 947, 
1006, 1045, 1049, 1052 
report of persons employed by the,- - 154 
letter from, concerning small documents, - 586 
Clerk of the district court of the United 
States, joint resolution authorizing the 
Secretary of State to furnish to the, for 
the western district of Virginia, four 
copies of Little and Brown’s edition of 
the Laws of the United States, - - 
— {See Index.) 
kart for foreign Claas; an appropriation 
or, ~ 
Clerk of the district court of the United States 
for the western district of Virginia, joint 
resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
State to furnish the, four copies of Lit- 
tle and Brown’s edition of the laws of 
the United States, and also to the clerks 
of courts, - = - - 459, 
Clerks, certain, in the custom-house New 
York, in 1841, bill for the relief of, - 
Clerks, resolution authorizing the Secretary 
of War to appoint additional, for the Pen- 
sion Office, - - 70, 93, 135, 152, 166, 223 
‘additional, to be appointed i in the Treasury 
Department, - - 529 
Clerks in the Executive departments, bill 
regulating the appointments in the, and 
for other purposes, and debate thereon, 298, 
329, 483, 713, 800 
increase proposed, - - - 920, 923, 924 


184 


920 


1027 
679 


Clerks in the Treasury Department, bill to 
authorize an increase in the number of 


the, - - 770 
Click, Henry, bill to increase se the ` pension of, 248, 
380, 856 


Chogmelts Thomas L., of North Carolina, 1, 12, 
14, 34, 60, 65, 103, 240, 269, 374, 403, 411, 
422, 433, 505, 583, 638, 641, 673, 679, 699, 
905, 908, 918, 958, 983, 989, 1027, 1055, 1058 

resolutions by, - 179, 269, 457, 459, 505, 638 
remarks on referring the President’s mes- 
BaZe, concerning the annexation of new 
territory to the United States, - i 
remarks concerning the printing of the cor- 
respondence of General Scott with the 
War Department, &c., and concerning 
the Mexican war, 514, 516, 519, 583, 584, 586, 
685, 686, 690, 692 
remarks on the report of the Committee 
on Public Expenditures concerning the 
financial report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, - - -  - 805,806 
remarks concerning “the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, - - 1055, 1058, 1069 
Clinton and Kalamazoo canal, in the State of 
Michigan, bill to apply certain alternate 
sections of the public domain, towards 
the completion of the,. - - 64, 154, 1064 


66 


Clothing. (See Volunteers.) , 
Cluskey, Charles B., bill for the relief of, - 9% 
Coast Survey, report of toe Superintendent 
ofthe,- - - 48, 103 
Coast Survey, remarks concerning the appro- 
priation for the, - - - 938 


Cobb, Howell, of Georgia; 1, 12, 16, 43, 47, 59, 
60. 93, 103. 104, 121, 152, 181, 225, 244, 257, 
258, 269, 281, 322, 330, 337, 391, 398, 423, 
433, 439, 521, 537, 548, 563, 570, 571, 572, 
579, 603, 624, 637, 638, 641, 643, 653, 679, 
683, 698, 699, 710, 730, 754, 771, 781, 782, 
785, 791, 792, 793, 796, 797, 798, 799, 810, 
814, 821, 841, 853, 855, 857, 859, 860, 867, 
877, 887, 889, 896, 910, 918, 919, 926, 931, 
937, 942, 943, 946, 948, 950, 955, 983, 987, 
989, 990. 999, 1006, 1024, 1027, 1029, 1030, 
1038, 1039, 1041, 1044, 1045, 1046, 1047, 
1049, 1050, 1057, 1062, 1072, 1080, 1081, 

1082 


resolutions by, - - - - 3,179 

remarks concerning the one hour rule, - 45 
remarks concerning the rule to reguiate de- 

bate, - - - 127 


remarks on the resolution for the appoint- 
ment of addidonat ECAN in the Pension 
. Office, - - - - 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message, concerning 
the Mexican war, - - - - 
remarks on the proposition to print the me- 
morial of the Yearly Meeting of the So- . 
ciety of Friends of New englane cohn- 
cerning the Mexican war, - 329 
remarks concerning the financial report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, - - 806 
remarks onthe proposition to print the ab- 
stract of army contracts, . - 470, 471, 472 
remarks on the proposition to print the 
Scott correspondence, - - - 691, 692 
remarks on the President’s message pro- 
posing to give aid to Yucatan, - 709,711 
remarks on the bill granting bounty land 
to volunteers, - - 
remarks concerning the public printing and 
binding, - 746 
remarks concerning the establishment ofa a 
territorial governmentin Oregon, 789, 790, 
1013, 1014, 1018 
remarks on the bill making appropriation 
for the naval service, - - 
remarks concerning the report of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce on the Chicago in- 
ternal improvement memorial, - 871, 872 
remarks on the general appropriation bill, 
concerning party organizations; peme 
ples, &c., - 


223 


286 


888, 
889, 962, 981, 986, 1055 
Cobb, Williamson R. W., of Alabama, 1; 24, 60, 
95, 103, 120, 268, 298, 373, 445, 449, 470, 
548, 550, 564, 791, 899, 923, 986, 1012, 
1041, 1042, 1054 

remarks concerning the latitede of debate 


under the rules, - - - - 796 
remarks concerning the exploration of the 
Dead Sea, - - - - - = 961 


Cobb, Williamson R. W., of Alabama— 
remarks on the bill for establishing terri- 
torial government in Oregon, - - 1019 
remarks on the army appropriation bill, 
concerning the bounty to soldiers, - 1032 
Cobbs, Elizabeth S., bill forthe relief of, - 994 
Cochran, Lieutenant Richard E., bill for the 
relief of the widow of, - - - 679, 698 
Cocke, William M., of Tennessee, 1, 4, 25, 82, 93, 
103, 130, 135, 152, 179, 181, 223, 238, 263, 
267, 270, 322, 377, 381, 400, 429, 433, 445, 
461, 476, 541, 562, 664, 665, 683, 724, 725, 
761, 768, 771, 777, 784, 787, 825, 852, 855, 
881, 893, 894, 929, 952, 981, 1040 


resolutions by, ° 58, 268, 825, 942 
personal explanation by, - 263 
remarks on the resolution for the apponi- 
ment of additional clerks in ne Pension 
Office, - ~- - - 224 
remarks on the Post Office appropriation 
bill, concerning the Mexican war, ` - 779 
remarks concerning the report adverse to 
extending the pensions to certain wid- 
ows of revolutionary soldiers, =- - 829 
Cod fishery, bill for the relief of the owners 
and crew of certain vessels i a a in 
the, 398 
Cogswell, E. B. „bill for the relief of,- - 774 
Coins, foreign silver, select committee on, - 70 
United States. (See Counterfeiting.) 
Cole, Edward, bill for the relief of, - 356 


Collamer, Jacob, of Vermont, 1, 26, 43, 47, 49, 
~ 58, 60, 82, 83, 93, 152, 170, 197, 237, 267, 

279, 286, 287, 290, 311, 363, 370, 372, 376, 

398, 431, 548, 637, 639, 641, 679, 683, 699, 

717, 751, 764, 784, 787, 790, 797, 814, 822, 

857, 867, 868, 923, 930, 982, 948, 995, 1006, 

1018, 1023, 1024, 1027, 1041, 1049, 1064, 


1070 
resolutions by,- 15, 152, 177, 723, 853, 891 
remarks concerning the appointment of 


the standing Committee on Commerce, 16 
remarks on the refusal of the President to 

furnish all the correspondence and in- 

structions touching the relations with 

Mexico, - - - 170 
remarks concerning the Mexican war, - 282 
remarks on the loan bill,- `- - 370 
remarks on the resolutions of congratula- 

tion to France, - 611 
remarks on the bill granting bounty land 

to volunteers, and soncem revenue 

from jands, _- - - 733, 734 


remarks on the bill for the Admi on of 
Wisconsin into tke Union, - 748,749, 752 
remarks concerning the establishment of 
a territorial government in Oregon, 789,790, 
79 


remarks on the resolution for giving to Ver- 
mont the two brass field-pieces captured 
at the battle of Bennington, - - 
remarks on the resolution granting certain 
brass cannon to the Jackson Monument 
` Association, - - - 1045 
Collection district, of New Orleans, hill rela- 
ting to the, and for other purposes, 57, 60, 152, 
4 8, 461 
of Brunswick, in the State of Georgia, bill 
to establish the, - - - 237, 398, 784 
of Wareham, Maninent geti, a bill to es- 
tablish, - - - 311,784 
bill concerning, and for öthéi purposes, 154, 197 
bill to transfer the towns of Vinal Haven, 
New Haven, and Islesborough, from the 
collection district of Penobscot, to that of 
Belfast, in the State of Maine, 463, 797, 867 
of Pear! River, i in the State of Mississippi 
bill relating to the, - 641 
in the State o New York, bill to estab- 
lish a, - 641,784 
bill to establishes a sollecian district of South 
Carolina, and for other purposes, - 770, 784, 
983, 1030 
bill to annex that part of the State of In- 
diana bordering on Lake Michigan to 
the Chicago collection district, - 
Collectors of the customs, bill to regulate the 
pay of certain, and for other purposes, - 103V 
Collins, William, of New York, 1, 643, 766, 930, 
952, 987, 1007, 1030 
remarks on the general appropriation bill, 


concerning the salaries of clerks, - > 923 
Colmus, Levi, bill for the relief of, - 563, oa 


Commerce, the Committee on, - A 
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Commerce, the Committee on— 
resalutions of instruction to the Committee 
on, 57, 58, 67, 94, 95, 178, 179; 237, 267, 268, 
327, 329, 343, 380, 450, 457, 459, 505, 764, 
l 778, 867, 877 
bills and resolutions reported fram the, 82, 152, 
197, 237, 298, 311, 398, 433, 434, 460, 463, 
529, 548, 563, 641, 679, 723, 770, 771, 788, 
797, 835, 867, 923, 1030 
discharged from subjects, - =-  - 1080 


reports from, - - =- =- = 460 
Commerce and navigation, proposition to 

print the annual statement of, 103, 263, 438 
Commerce among the States, proposition to 
appoint a separate standing committee 

on, and discussion thereon, - - 16, 25, 27 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, remarks of 

Mr. Clingman concerning the, .- 1055, 1058 
letter from Mr. Medill, the, in vindication 
of his character, personal and official, 

from the charges above, - -  ~- 1068 

remarks on this letter, by— - | 

r. Clingman, - - -- = = 1069 

Mr. Faran, - - - - - 1069 

Mr. Fries, - - 1069, 1070 

Mr. Houston, of Alabama, ° - 1069 

Mr. Thompson, of Indiana, - 1069, 1070 

Mr. Woodward, - - - - 1069 

committee of investigation authorized, - 1071 

Commissioner of Patents, call upon the, - 390 

report from the, - =- =- + = 423, 459 


proposition to print, &c., the annual report 
from the, and ninety thousand copies 
ordered, - - - - 438, 480, 505 
* charges against, and committee appointed 
to investigate them, - - - 947,950 
report of committee exculpating the, - 1063 
Commissioner of Public Buildings, report 
from the, - - = - - 154, 725 
call upon the, by resolution, - - - 457 
Commissioner of Pensions, call upon‘the, 57, 94, 
80, 457 
instructions to the, - ° - - 268, 1012 
resolution not to give to the members ori- 
ginal papers on file in his office, - - 400 
Committee, to wait on the President, - 3, 1080 
joint, on the library, - - = =- 15 
select, - - - - 20, 70, 349, 604, 723 
standing, proposition and remarks concern- 
ng the appointment of, - 16, 25, 27, 70 
standing, appointed, - « - - 19 
concerning a, on the Smithsonian institu- 
tion, - - - - - - 18, 47 
of conference, 725, 774, 908, 931, 995, 1006, 
: 1012, 1062, 1070, 1080 
Compensation. (See Postmasters—-Attorneys. ) 


Compromise on the slavery question. (See 
Oregon.) 
Conant, Artemas, bill for the relief of, 400, 810 


Conley, Jamés H., bill for the relief of, 153, 300 

Conger, Harmon S., of New York, 1, 126, 177, 

337, 363, 368, 374, 377, 400, 401, 412, 438, 

449, 463, 466, 503, 637, 643, 699, 747, 764, 

771, 835, 859, 866, 908, 928, 937, 942, 947, 

996, 1005, 1006, 1019, 1071, 1081, 1082 

resolutions by,- 57, 459, 724, 747, 764, 1081 

personal explanation by,- - - - 267 

remarks concerning the public printing, 410, 411 
remarks on the proposition to print the 
annual report of the Commissioner of 


Patents, - - - - - 480, 481 
remarks on the bill concerning the foreign 
mail service, - - a š : 


remarks on the proposition to print the 
Scott correspondence, - - - 688, 692 

remarks on the proposition to print the 
report of the Committee of Claims con- 


cerning a board of claims, - a - 724 
Conger, John S., bill for the relief of, - 592, 897 
Congress, congratulations of. (See France— 

URiited German Republic.) 

Congressional Burying Ground, bill for en- 

larging the, - - =- =- = = 951 
Congressional Globe and Appendix, con- 

cerning the appropriation for, - - 941 


resolution to stop the subscription to the, - 1057 
not agreed to, - - =- `=- = -1057 
sonn aicn resolutions of the Legislature 
of, - - - - - 82 
Constitution of the United States, joint reso- 
lution to amend the, - ~ - - 
(See Hickey’s Analysis.) — 
Consular system of the United States, bill to 
revise the, - - - > - 


Contracts for supplies for the army, remarks 
on the proposition to print 10,000 copies 
of the abstract of, - - - - 463, 470 


remarks on the, by— 
Mr. Cobb, of Georgia, - 470, 471, 472 


Mr. Crozier, - - 470, 471, 472, 473 
Mr. McClernand, - - - 472, 473 
Mr. McKay, - - - - = 473 
Mr. Stephens, - - - - 471, 472 
Mr. Thompson, of Kentucky, - - 473 
(See Mail Contracts.) 
Contractors for carrying the mails. (See 


Disabilities.) 
Converse, Elizabeth, the widow of Josiah 
Converse, bill for the relief of, - 399, 592 
Converse, John P., bill for relief of, 788, 810, 923 
Cony, Samuel, bill for the relief of, - 322, 535 
Cook, Mahon, Anthony, and others, bill for 
~ the relief of, - - - - - 785, 1072 
Cook, Anthony, Mahon, and others, bill for 


the relief of, - - - - - - 95l 
Cook, Caspar B., and others, bill for the re- __ 

lief of,- - - - =- - = 398 
Corporal punishment in the navy, remarks 

concerning its abolishment, -  - 837, 838 
Corson, Levi H., bill for the relief of, and 

for other purposes, - - - 774, 787 
Corwin’s call on the General Land Office, 

concerning the printing of, - - + 937 
(Bs, Jose Argote Villard, Marie Rose, Fran- 

cois Felix Marquis de Fougeres, or their 

heirs or legal representatives, bill for the 

relief of, - - - = - 632) 


Costs in civil suits and proceedings in the 
name of the United States, bill concern- 
ing, - - 

Counterfeiting the current coin of the United 
States, bill to amend the act for the pun- 
ishment of, and for other purposes, - 836 

Courts, bill to change the plan of holding 
courts in New Hampshire, - 57, 95, 836 

district, bill to amend the act extending the 
jurisdiction of the district courts to cer- 
tain places upon the Jakes, and navigable 
waters connecting the same, ‘approved 
February 26, 1845, - - 60, 181, 311 
bill supplementary to an act to regulate the 
exercise of the appellate jurisdiction of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, 
in certain cases, and for other purposes, 61, 
154, 197, 264, 726 
bill to change the place of holding the 
United States circuit court for the middle 
district of Alabama, and for other pur- 
poses, - - 64, 521, 679, 874, 951, 1027 
bill to alter the terms of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts for the northern district of 
New York, &c.,° - - - à 
bill authorizing a term of the United States 
circuit court and district courts at Chi- 
cago, ìn Illinois, - - - 60, 269, 562 
bill supplemental to the act entitled ‘“An 
act concerning the Supreme Court of the 
United States,” approved June 17, 1844, 


263 


398, 
432 
bill to change the time of holding the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the 
western districtof Virginia, and for other ‘ 
purposes, - 412, 548, 877, 1061, 1070, 1080 
bill concerning the courts of the United 
States in and for the districtof Michigan, 422 
bill to amend the act entitled *‘An act to 
regulate the proceedings in the circuit 
courts of the United States, and for other 
pomo passed August 8, 1846, - 
judicial, of the United States, bill to repeal 
so much of the 30th section of the act to 
establish the, as authorizes the taking of 
depositions de bene esse, without notifica- 
tion tọ the adverse party, - - - 
bill to authorize the district judge of State 
of Tennessee to hold special terms, 771, 836 
bill to change the time of holding the terms 
of the circuit court of the United States 
in the district of Maine, 868, 951, 1050, 1057 
bill to ba the despatch of business in - 
the Supreme Court, and to repeal the 2d 
section of theact approved June 17, 1844, 
entitled “An act concerning the Supreme 
Court of the United States,’® - 882, 1049 
bill to change thg time of holding the cir- 
cuit and district courts in the State of 
- 983, 1049 


449 


Kentucky, - =- - = 
(See Georgia.) 


Courts— 
bill for the better organization of the dis- 
trict court of the United States within *° 
the State of Louisiana, - - - 1026 
bill in relation to the terms of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States , 
for the district of New Jersey, - : - 1064 
Courts of inquiry, call forthe proceedings of 


certain, - 
Courts martial, the proceedings of, comuni- z 
cated, - - -= - ~ - 1057, 107] 


Cox, Nathaniel, deceased, former naval agent 
at New Orleans, bill for the relief of the 

legal heirsand representatives of, 152, 263, 300 

Coxe, Richard S., bill for the relief of, 312, 398 

Cranston, Robert B., of Rhode Island, 1, 41, 56, 

i 62, 208, 374, 450, 452, 503, 598, 804 
Creek nation of Indians, bill for the relief of 

the, - - - 1049, 1055, 1058, 1059 

Cressey, Benjamin, bill for the relief of, - 683 
Crimes against the United States, bill to. 
amend the act for the punishment of, 
approved April 30,1790, - ~- - 

Criminals. (See Treaties.) 

Crisfield, John W., of Maryland, 1, 200, 390, 411, 

476, 865, 1021, 1024 

resolutions by, - - + =- 9348, 457 
Crossman, Eunice, bill for the relief of, - 

Crowell, John, of Ohio, 1, 41, 56, 62, 73, 82, 85, 

104, 130, 146, 152, 197, 208, 240, 241, 263, 

267, 268, 270, 284, 298, 309, 319, 322, 337, 

398, 434, 450, 453, 459, 460, 461, 463, 520, 

548, 570, 624, 641, 788, 797, 850, 852, 860, 

865, 867, 923, 999 


resolutions by, - - 179, 268, 458, 505 


57, 459 || Crown, Thomas, bill for the relief of, - 460 


Crozier, John H., of Tennessee, I, 57, 82, 181, 
267, 412, 463, 505, 921, 1030, 1040, 1053 
resolutions by, - - 58, 457, 505, 1057 
remarks concerning the appointment of 
additional clerks in War Department, - 71 
remarks on the loan bill, concerning the 
Mexican war, - - _- - - 351 
remarks on the proposition to print the ab- 
stract of contracts for supplies to the 
army, - - - 463, 470, 471, 472, 473, 817 
remarks concerning the appropriation for 
- the Congressional Globe and Appendix, We 


Crutchett, James, joint resolution to pay, for , 
lighting the Capitol, - - -= = 
joint resolution to pay the amount allowed 
him by act of Congress passed recently, 
compensating him for lighting the Cap- 
itol and Capitol grounds, - ~- - 
joint resolution for removing the big lamp, 
and. authorizing further construction of 
pipes by, to light the Capitol grounds, - 825 
an act to pay $2,000 for lighting the Cap- 
itol and public cronos, 301, 344, 787, 933 
Culver, William, bill forthe relief of, 64, 263, 300 
Cumberland road, bill to provide for comple- 
ting the, in the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
Illinois, and Missouri, - - 57, 60, 177 
bill relative to the, in Illinois, - - - 
(See Indiana.) 
Cumberland Island, an act to provide for the 
repair and improvement of the dam at 
the head of, in the Ohio river, 726, 771, 792, 
| 825, 853, 910, 942, 943 
Cummins, John D., of Ohio, 1, 62, 95, 178, 267, 
` 269, 322, 390, 399, 400, 422, 453, 458, 459, 
461, 592, 599, 641, 683, 771, 774, 798, 803, 
805, 830, 835, 853, 855, 897 924, 930, 953, 
1050, 1069 
resolutions by, 58, 179, 268, 390, 458, 521 
his resolution of congratulation to the 
French people, - - - ~- - SR 
remarks on the resolution of congratulation 
to France, concerning slavery, &c., 575, 592 
remarks on the bill granting a pension to 
those who served on board the Intrepid, 
under Decatur, - - ~ - - 683 
remarks on the bill regulating the. appoint- 
ment of clerks to office, - : - 802 
remarks on the bill declaratory ofthe rights ` 
of naturalized citizens, - - - 818, 822 
Cunningham, Christopher, bill for the relief 
of, - - =- =  - 632, 698, 728 
Currier, David, bill for the relief of, 785,-856, 1072 
Custom-house at Wiscasset, bill to provide a, nye 
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‘ 


in the city of Charleston, concerning an 
appropriation for, - - =- 943, 948 
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Custom-houses of the United States, bill to 
abolish the use of certain oaths, at nine 


and for other purposes, - 449 

Customs. (See Revenues.) 
D. 

Daley, Lawrence, bill for the relief of,- - 548 
Dam at the head of Cumberland Island. (See 

Cumberland Island.) 
Damrow, Polly, bill for the relief of, - - 855 
Dameron, Martha, the widow of Christopher 

Tompkins, bill for the relief of, - - 952 
Dana, Joseph, bill for the relief of, - 952 


Daniel, John R. J., of North Carolina, l, 152, 197, 

291, 237, 263, 298, 398, 463, 536, 570, 598, 

641, 679, 788, 812, 843, 846, 850, 867, 923, 

i931, 943, 999, 1030, 1032, 1058 

resolutions by, - 931 943 

Darling, Mason C., of ‘Wisconsin, 823, 965, 1007 

Davis, Lot, bill for ‘the relief of,- - 683, 128 

Davenport, James B., bill for the relief of, 312, 535 

Dead Sea, exploration of the, - - 960,961 
Deaf, dumb, and blind, bill making an ap- 
propriation of the public lands for the 

education of the, - - - 57,181 
Deaf and dumb, bill to promote the education 


of indigent, - - - - - 641 
Deane, C. W., the Sergeant-at-Arms autho- 

rized to pay to, the per diem and mileage 

of A. Yell, late a eptesentatiye from 

Arkansas, - - - 877,880 


Debate, resolutions to idee: and remarks 
concerning the rule to regulate, &c., 119, 126, 
152, 221, 224, 244, 264, 267, 351, 362, 422, 
434, 637, 125, 730, 745, 769, 777, 825, 861, 
867, 872, 999, 1029, 1047, 1054 
limitation upon, proposed, - -= - 391 
remarks concerning the propriety of *re- 
stricting debate to the subject-matter 
before the House, - 793, 794, 795, 796 
remarks on the proposition to amend the 
rule concerning, - - - - 994,995 
Debates, resolution providing a plan for 
reporting and publishing the, and action 
thereon, - =- 1011, 1012, 1049, 
Decisions of the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States, bill providing for the pur- 
chase and distribution of, among the sev- 
eral States, - -~ 
De Kalb, Major General Baron, bill for the 
relief of the grandchildren of, - 312 
portrait of, presented to Congress BY the 
heirs of, - 728 
= saad placing fit in the Library of Con- 
- 882,994 
De eae G., bill for the relief of, = 298, 535 
De Kay, commander of the Macedonian on 
Ber trip to Ireland, resolution to pay his 
. . expenses, &c. - 852 
Dell, Bennet'M., bill for the relief of, 197, 422 
Dell, Charles L., 'bill for the relief of, 312, 400, 810 
Departments of Government, the heads of the 
several, to make their annual reports, 
and.to have them printed, immediately 
, _ after the fiscal year, - - 948, 779, 835 
Deposits with the States, resolution propo- 
sing to call for the deposits made by the 
Federal Government with the States dut 
of the surplus revenues, - - 58,344 
Depositions. (See Courts.) 
Des Moines river. (See Iowa.) 
Desks in the Hall, repon proposing their 
removal, - - _ -_ 457, 1080 
Detroit Straits, bill to-resrve the islands in 


1050 


951 


the, from entry, survey, or sale, - 641 
De La Roche, G G. È’, and aw. P.S. Sanket, 

bill for the relief of - - = 238, 423 
Dibble, Orange H., bill for the relief of, - 923 


Dickey, John, of Pennsylvania, l; 309, 322, 589, 
616, 680, 730, 184, 832, 878, 894, 921, 931, 
1034, 1036, 1038, 1041, 1062, 1070, 1072 
resolution by, - - - - 94 
remarks concerning the mission to Naples, 436 

. remarks on the deficiency appropriation 

bill, concerning ne proposed mission to 
Rome, - 43 
remarks on army appropriation billl, 1036, 1040 
Dickinson, Rudolphus, of Ohio, 1, 56, 60, 82, 130, 
146, 181, 208, 221, 240, 270, 284, 319, 377, 
402, 098, 693, "744, 772, 774, 948, 1021, 1041, 
1050, 1054 
resolutions by, - 858, 181, 268 

remarks on the bill “for the admission of 
Wisconsin into the Union, - = - 747 


| Dickinson, Rudolphus, of Ohio— 


remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, - 2 = 
remarks on the bill concerning the taking 
of testimony upon cleims in Florida, - 1026 
Diplomatic intercourse of the United States 
with foreign nations, bill to regulate the, 154 
Direct tax, Mr. Wilmot’s proposition for a, 
and debate thereon, - 281, 298, 300, 304 
Disabilities, joint resolution for the relief of 
such persons as may have incurred the 
disabilities of the 28th section of the act 
to change the organization of the Post 
Office Department, &c., - - = 1049 
District attorneys. - (See Attorneys.) 
District of Columbia; the Committee for the, ia 


reports from the, - s Š 
discharged from the consideration of sub- 
jects, - - - - «= 804 


bills and resolutions reported from the, 64, 238, 
312, 460, 641, 723, 774, 1049 
bill to repeal so much of the act ‘approved 
February 27, 1801, and all other acts 
and parts of acts concerning the Dis- 
trict of Columbia as in any way inter- 
feres with the restriction of slavery and 
the slave-trade therein, - 459, 852, 857 
petitions from citizens of the, and else- 
where, for the abolition of slave-trade 
in the, - - - - 60, 63, 73 
bill to authorize attachments on mesne 
process, in thé county of Washington 
in the, and to provide more speedy and - 
effectual legal remedies in the said Dis- 
trict, - - - 64, 244, 263 
resolution of Mr. Giddings, concerning ‘the 
suppression of the slave-trade in the, 179, 268 
bill to extend the right of suffrage to all 
white male inhabitants of the District of 
Columbia who have resided therein for ` 
twelve months, &c., - - - 181, 269 
bill supplemental to the act of 9th July, 
1846, to recede the county of Alexandria 
in the, to Virginia, - - 
bill to retrocede all the, to the State of Ma- 
ryland, except me eae puudines and 
grounds, - 
bill to prohibit the importation of alaves 
into the District of Columbia, with cer- 
tain exceptions, - - - 459, 786, 787 
resolutions of instruction to the commit- 
tee, concerning the abolition of slavery 
in the, - - - - 788 
(See Slaves— Washington City. ) 
Dixon, James, of Connecticut, 1, 399, 1059, 1070 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annua message concerning 
the Mexican war, &c., 227 


882 


269 


Dixon, James, bill for the relief of, - - 641 
Documents, public, concerning the distribu- 
tion ofcertain, - - - 521, 730 
public, and other publications of Congress, 
bill to regulate the exchange of. (See 
International Exchanges.) 
public, concerning the printing of, &c., - 1050 
Dodge, Joshua, bill for the relief of, - 683, 1059 
Doniphan, Colonel. (See Thanks of Cmn- , 
gress. ) 
Donnell, Richard S., of North Carolina, 1, 154, 


197, 240, 400, 457, 460, 476, 572, 683, 915, 
931, 952, 1010, 1050 
resolutions by, - - 329, 457 
Dorr, Gustavus, bill for the relief of, - - 1064 
Doorkeeper, Robert E. Horner elected, - 14 
concerning extra pay to, - 1052, 1057 
Douglass, Thomas, late United States At- 
torney for East Florida, an act for the 
relief of, - - - =- 726, 836 
Downs, Isaac, bill for the relief of, - - 856 
Doxey, Joseph C., bill for the relief of, 140, 300 
Drawback on wheat imported from the Brit- 
ish North American Provinces, bill for 
the allowance of a, when manufactured 
in the United States, and exported to 
foreign countries, - - 398, 1030 
Dromgoole, Hon. George C., late represent- 
ative from Virginia, his death announced, 42 
Drugs, &c., imported into the United States, 
committee on the proposed bill 2 ap- 


point inspectors of, - -~ - 604 
(See Medicines.) 
Dry dock in the harbor of New York, bill 
making an appropriation for the con- 
struction ofa, ~ - - - 103, 1046 


Dry dock in the harbor of New York— 
at the Brooklyn navy yard, bill making 
an additional appropriation for the, 154, 197, 
785, 788 
proposition for an appropriation for, - 842 
Du Barry, Edmund L., bill for the relief of, 683 
Dw Buys, William, late postmaster at New 
Orleans, bill for the relief of, 60, 181, 398, 
810, 823 
Duer, William, of New York, 1, 57,94, 104, 120, 
180, 263, 336, 337, 344, 395, 401, 438, 449, 
453, 454, 458, 542, 572, 612, 621, 622, 632, 
642, 724, 727, 736, 752, 771, 794, 797, 813, 
821, 865, 914, 925, 940, 948, 1010, ‘1034, 
: 1046, 1050, 1069 


resolutrons by, - - œ 94, 391, 178 
remarks concerning the rule to regulate de- 
bate, - -~ - = 126 


remarks on the loan bill, concerning the 
Mexican war, - - : 
remarks on the bill to supply deficiencies 
in former appropriations, concerning the 
principles af General Taylor, - - 
remarks concerning the personal difficult 
between Messrs. Haralson and G. 
Jones, - - - - - 454, 455 
remarks on the resolutions of congratuli 
tion to France, - - 578, 579 
remarks on the subject of the abducted 
slaves, concerning slavery, and ne ae 
ileges of members, - - 649, 651 
remarks concerning the spirit ration and 
corporal punishment in the navy, - 837, 839 
Duncan, Silas, deceased, late of the navy, bill 
for the relief of the widow and heirs at 
law of, - - æ - 3 
Duncan, Garnett, of Kentucky, 1, 398, 641, 771, 
784, 822, 836, 868, 938, 940, 970, 987, ate 


58, 268 
865 


344 


397 


resolutions by, - =-= =- - 
correction, - - -= 
remarks on the President’ s message, con- 
cerning the value of California and New 
Mexico, and the establishment of civil 
government there, 992 
remarks on army appropriation bill, ‘1035, 1036 
Duncan, Daniel, of Ohio, 1, 41, 82, 85, 104, 152, 
237, 240, 269, 337, 374, 438, 453, 471, 550, 
570, 721, 761, 772, 784, 797, 814, 833, 835, 
836, 843, 867, 877, 939, 940, 1023, 1028, 
1049, 1072 
resolution by, - - =- =- T44 
remarks on the bill to establish terntona! 
government in Oregon, 23 
. remarks on army appropriation bill, 1037, 1040 


Dunn, George G., of Indiana, 1, 49, 85, 130, 152, 


237, 269, 298, 308, 322, 398, 450, 458, 460, 
463, 548, 570, 641, 723, 736, 797, 835, 923, 
969, 1007, 1030 
resolutions by, - 59, 181, 458 
Durire, Frederick, bill for the reet of, - 
Durrive, - 
Dutailles, J oseph, bill to confirm to the legal 
representatives of, the location of a cer- 
tain New Madrid certificate, - 882, 923 
Duties. (See Tonnage Duties—Plank .and 
Timber—Drawback.) 
bill to remit the, upon ¢éertain goods de- 
stroyed by fire in the city of New York, 434 
bill to remit the, on books, maps, and 
charts imported for the use of the library 
of Congress, - - - - 463, 529 
bill to admit certain articles of the growth 
or production of Canada into the United 
States free of duty, upon the condition 
that the like articles of the growth or 
production of the United States are ad- 
mitted into Canada frée of duty, - 723, 923 
resolution concerning a reduction of duties 


on French productions, - e =- 
resolution proposing to increase the, on 
luxuries, - - - 852 


Dye, Sarah Ann, bill to provide for payment 
of seven years’ half pay to, &c., - 


E. 


Eagle Steamboat Company; bill to nt 
rate the, 
Eastern Branch of the Potomac. (See Bridge. ) 
Eckert, George N., of Pennsylvania, 1, 104, 240, 
322, 400, 402, 461, 563, 570, 590, 638, T9, 


resolution by, - - =- 457 
Eddy, Joshua, deceased, wll for the reliefof, 460. 
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Edeail; Joseph E., of New Jersey, 1, 459 
Educational purposes. (See Public 
~ Deaf and Dumb.) 
Edwards, Thomas O., of Ohio, 1, 208;. 241, 270, 
298, 309, 361, 42], 622, 730, 736,761, 810, 
i 861, 949 
resolution by,- - -- - - = 764 
remarks on the appropriation for the sup- - 
port of pauper lunatics of the Washing- 
\ ton Asylum, - - 4 
Election of officers, - = - 2, 4, 14, 24 
Elections, the Committee on, - - 19 


resolution reported by, - - = - 93 

reports from, - - - 536, 1072 
Election, contested, from ‘New-York, the 

taking of testimony concerning the, - 93 


testimony presented, ordered to be printed, oe 


reperts concerning the, and debate there- _ 


on, - - 536, 624, 631, 643, 643 

the majority réport, - 644 

the minority report, - = 645 
Elliott, S. B., of the United States Navis bill 

for the relief of, - - - 724 

Ellis, Robert, bill for the relief of, - 238, 423 


Embree, Elisha, of Indiana, 1, 103, 237, 241, 319, 
377, 503, 585, 641, 719, 723, 732, 845, 868, 
812, 874, 923, 1053, 1054 
resolutions b - .268, 458, 771 

remarks on the bill granting bounty land: 
to soldiers in Mexico, - - - - 449 
Emmons, Calvin, bill for the relief of, ie 263, 

9 

Emory, Lieutenant, the report of, to be 
bound, - - 994 
Engels, Peter, Sen., bill for relief of, 422, 449, 592 
Engraving, the Committee on, - 20 
reports from the, - 390, 412, 463, 764, 779 
instructions to the, - - 457, 459, 937, 942 
Enrolled Bills, the Committee on, - 20, 339 
report from, - - = 1080 

Entries of land. ( See Public Lakai. ) 

Envelopes and wrapping paper to members, 
proposition to furnish, and debate, a 
Espy, James P., bill directing the Secretary 
of the N avy to purchase from, his patent 


right for the conical ventilator, for the 
use of the United States, - - 864, 951 
pene, Alexander, of Maryland, 1, 56, 82, 95, 


103, 153, 166, 257, 362, 431, 434, 438, 446, 
447, 448, 449, 453, 457, 461, 463, 465, 503, 
521, 525, 527, 548, 550, 563, 564, 579, 620, 
622, 637, 641, 642, 673, 788, 797, 802,,810, 
868, 892, 896, 914, 918, 943, 948, 950, 959, 
981, 999, 1010, 1019, 1021, 1040, 1041, 1045, 
1046, 1047, 1052, 1059, 1069, 1071 
resolutions by, 4, 14, 57, 95, 268, 329, 343, 457, 
995, 1012, 1052 
remarks on the bill granting bounty land 
to soldiers in Mexico, - - 434, 435, 446 
remarks concerning the appropmation for 
the coast survey, - 938 
remarks on the .proposition to ‘amend the 
joint rules, - - - - - 994,995 
remarks on the resolution granting certain 
brass cannon to the Jackson Monument 


= Association, - - 1045 
Evans, Wiliam, bill for the relief of the 
heirs of, - - - - 322, 535 
Evans, Nathan, of Ohio, - -> - 1, 377 
resolutions by, - - - - 180, 943 


Evidence. (See Pensions. ) 

Examiners. (See Patent Office.) 
Exchanges, international. (See Documents.) 
Executions, public, i in certain cases, bill to 


abolish, ~ - > - - - 449 
Executive departments. (See Departments.) 
Expenditures. (See Public Expenditures.) 

in the State Department, the Committee 
on, - 
in the Treasury Department, the Commit- 
tee on, = - - 20 
resolution of i inatruclion, to the, - - 269 
in the War Department, the Committee on; 20 
reports from the, - - - 412 
in the Navy Department, the Committee on, 20 
in the Post Office Department, the vem 

mittee on, - - 20 

on the Public Buildings, the Committee on, 20. 
Expenditures of Government. Speeches in 
which the, are discussed by— 

Mr. Stephens, of Georgia, - - 910,915 

Mr. McClernand, - «= = 913,915 


Explorations. (See Fr émont.) 
. @ 


24 


al 


Exploration of the Dead Sea by officers of the 
navy, remarks concerning, - 960 
Exploring Expedition, an act for the relief of 
the forward officers of the late, - 725, 779 
Exports and imports for 1847 and 1848, de- 
bate on a resolution of | inquiry concern- 
ing, 768 
Expunge from the Journal a certain declara- 
tion against the justice and constitution- 
ality of the war with Mexico, proposi- 
tion to, - 
Extra pay. (See Pay— Cass— Taylor. ) 
Extradition. (See Treaties.) 


F. 


Fairfield, John, late a Senator from Maine, 
his death announced and funeral, - 12,73 

False swearing, in certain cases, bill provi- 

ding for the punishment of, - - - 
Farnham, John, bill for the relief of, - 698, 787 
Faran, James J., of Ohio, 1, 60, 141, 181, 269, 550, 
811, 849, 867, 881, 890, $o, 926, 931, 1024, 
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1026, 1041, 1046 | 


remarks on the bill to pay to individuals 
_ the expenses incurred in mustering rc 
unteers, - =- 

. remarks on the proposition to take the yeas 
and nays by a machine to be erected in 
the House for that purpose,-  - - 856 

remarks concerning the letter from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, - - 1069 

Farrelly, John W.., of Pennsylvania, 1, 41,62, 103, 
"197, 266, 312, 322, 361, 400, 402, 439, 450, 
536, 563, 693, 725, 774, 779, 857, 920, 947, 
950, 994, 1054, 1063 
remarks on the bill to provide additional 


563 


examiners in the Patent Office, - - 400 
Farrow, Nimrod, and Richard Pee bill 

for the relief of, - - 298 
Featherston, Winfield S., of Mississippi, 122, 


519, 527, 590, 623, 161, 762, 857, 862, 865, 

868, 872, 873, 1054, 1064 

resolutions by, - 2 =- -= 181, 268 
Federal Government, the powers of the, and 
its several Pranchas, defined by resolu- 


tion, - - - 458 
Fees. (See Land Warr ants—Altorney, ) 
Felton, Skelton, bill for the relief of, - 400, 800 


Fellanny, Fernando, bill for relief of, 422, 449, 810 
Ficklin, Urlando B., of Illinois, - 1, 4, 14, 56, 60, 
140, 178, 181, 267, 268, 311, ‘369, 380, 448, 

458, 460, 552, 558, 612, 639, 665, 713, 751, 

771, 774, 775, 792, 848, 849, 851, 852, 857, 

882, 887, 890, 892, 920, 921, 924, 931, 939, 

943, 946, 951, 953, 955, 983, 1019, 1024, 

1930; mee aaa 1049, 1050 


resolution by, - - 458 
remarks on the bill to supply deficiencies 

in appropriations, tonceming the Mexi 

can war, - - 17 
remarks on the bill to change the name of 

Photius Kavasales, - 460 
remarks on the bill to indemnify individ- 

uals for advances made to volunteers, - 552 


remarks on the army appropriation bill, - 1036 
Field-pieces, the two brass, captured at Ben- 
nington, Vermont, resolution to give 
, them to the State of Vermont, - 891 
Fields, Richard, bill for the relief of, - 887, 923 
Finances of Government, remarks concern- 
ing the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the, by— 
Mr. Rockwell, of Sonnecucul - 
Mr. Sawyer, - - - > 
reports, majority and minority, from the 
Committee on Public Expenditure, con- 
cerning the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the, 798, 855, 859, 875, 877, 908 


756 
159 


remarks thereon, by— 
Mr. Bedinger, - 798, 800, 806, 862, 864 
Mr. Strohm, 798, 799, 800, 806, ae 864 
Mr. Hudson, - - 798, 799 
Mr. Houston, of Ala., 799, 800, 805, 807 
Mr. Hall, of Missouri, - 799 
Mr. Clingman, - - - 805, 806 
Mr. Thompson, of Pennsylvania, - 806 
Mr. Cobb, of Georgia, - - * 806 
Mr. Ashmun, - - - 806, 807 
Mr. Rockwell, of Gannecieat, - 807 
Mr. Barringer, - =-  -+ 807, 808 
Mr. McClernand, - - = 807, 808 


Finances of Government. For speeches con- 


cerning the, see Loan Bill. 
Fisher, David, of Ohio, - - 1, 267, 319, 774 


Fisher, Divid, of Ohio— 
resolution by, - > - - 
remarks op the loan vih, - - -= 
remarks on the deficiency appropriation 
bill, concerning appropriations to the . 
Quartermaster’s Department, - 437 
Fisher, George, deceased, bill for the relief 
of the legal representatives of, 339, 398, 592 
Fitch, Horatio, bill for the relief of, - - 1050 
Fitzwater, J onathan, bill for the relief of, 322, 535 
Flanagin, Andrew, bill for the relief of, 698, 187 
Flanagin, Thomas, bill for the relief of, - 6938 
Florida, resolutions of the General Assembly 
= 73, 267, 432, 433, 716 


181 
322 


of, = x 
( See Surveys— Treaty. ) 
bill concerning school lands in the State of, 771 
bill respecting the pusle: archives in the 
-~ State of, - - 771, 835 
bill for the relief of the bona fide settlers 
‘under the acts for the armed occupation 
an settlement ofa pare of the PaRa 
# ? 
Florida, Alabama, and Georgia Railroad 
Company, bill granting to the, alternate 
sections of the public lands along the | 
route of their contemplated roads, &c., 1011 
Flournoy, Thomas S., of Virginia, 1, 60, 152, 298, 
322, 450, 460, 770, 867, 890, 891, 1029 


875 


Forage, proposition concerning, - `- - 1041 
Foreign Affairs, the Commitee on, - - I9 
reports from, - - - = 166, 322 


resolutions of instruction to the, 57, 73, 267, 456 
bills reported from the, 61, 103, 154, 322, 449, 
563, 683, 1049 


discharged from subjects, -> - - TO 
Ford, Augustus, bill for the relief of, -  - 835 
Fort Massac. (See National Armory.) 
Fortifications, bill. to erect, and to establish a ' 
military depôt at or near the mouth of 
Genesee river, on Lake Ontario; New 
York, - > - 57 


bill making appropriation “for certain forti- 
fications of the United States, for the 
year ending 30th June, 1849, 267, 844, 900, 
908, 916, 938, 942 
Fortifications. (See Genesee River. ) 4 
Foundries, National. (See National Armoru. ) 
Fontaine, Philip J.,bill for the relief of, Tit, 787 
France, resolutions of aympathy with, and 
congratulations to the French people, and 
debate thereon, - - 521, 572, 592, 598) 
remarks, by— 
Mr. Ashmun, 599, 600, 601, 602, 610. SE 
Mr. Bayly, 577, a 601, 602, 603, 609, 610, 
611, 612, 613, 614, 615, 616 


Mr. Collamer, - - = 
Mr. Cummins, - - - - 575, 592 
Mr. Duer, - 578, 579 
Mr. Giddings, 576, 577, 578, 579, 611, 612, 
614, 615 
Mr. Haskell, - -— - se 576, 577 
Mr. Hilliard, - - - 572, 573 
Mr. Ingersoll, CJ- - - 574, 577 
Mr. Ingersoll, J. R, =- - = 575 
Mr. Johnson, of Tennessee, - - 610 
Mr. Meade, - - - 613, 614 
Mr. McClernand, - - - - 5 
Mr. McLane, - - - - 611, 613 
Mr. Palfrey, - - - - 609, 610 
Mr. Pendleton, - - - - 616 
Mr. Thompson, of Pennsylvania, - 614 
joint resolution authorizing the presenta- 
tion to the Government of France of a 
series of standard weights and measures 
of the United States, - - - - 868 
message from the President communicating 
the decree of the National Assembly of, 
in response to the resolutions of Con- 
gress, - - - 1057 


Franking privilege of members of Congress, 
bill to repeal so much of the act of the 
last session of Congress as increases the, 
57, 755, 171, 1012 
bill entitled “An act to declare the true in- 
tent and meaning, so far as respects the 
franking privilege of members of Con- 
ress, of the act of Ist March, 1847, to 
imit the use and correct the abuse of the 
franking privilege,” &c., 726, 762, 771,1012 
(See International Exchanges.) 
Fredieu, H., M. Vercher, C. Sanmiguel, P. 
W. Gagnon, V. Carbanaux, and F. 
Harbo, of Louisiana, bill for relief of, - 908 
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Freedley, John, of Pennsylvania, 1, 238, 309; 400, 
461, 683, 693, 761, 112 827, 855, 952, 1024 
resolution by, - - 457 
Freeman, Rebecca, bill for the relief of,  - 1050 
Frémont, Colonel J. C., appropriation to con- 
tinue the explorations of, - - -109 
French, Richard, of Kentucky, 1, 56, 311, 538, 
549, 550, 825, 833, 836, 853, 882, 1031 
resolutions by, - 17 9, 268, 505, 178 
French productions. (See Duties. ) 
sda B. B., prepestuon to appoint him 
lerk, - 
Friends, nemoral of the representatives of 
the Yearly Meeting of the Society of, 
concerning the Mexican war, and debate 
thereon, - - 329 
Fries, George, of Ohio, l, 25, 449, 458, 471, 472, 
698, 725, 891, 929, 939, 1050, 1054, 1068 
resolutions by, - -= 
remarks concerning the letter of ‘the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, - 1069, 1070 
Fugate, James, bill for the relief of, - 400, 810 
Fuller, William, and Orlando Saltmarsh, bill 
for the relief of, - - 197, 399, ‘788, 810 


Fulton, Andrew S., of Virginia, 1, 103, 146, 154, | 


- TT, 197, 322, 400, 449, 453, 454, 459, 562, 
698, 779, 784, 855, 884, 903, 953, 994, 1006, 


1050, 1063 
resolutions by, - - =- 179, 269, 433 
Fulton, Catharine, the widow of Samuel 
Fulton, bill for the relief of, - - 238, 423 
Fulton, Robert, deceased, bill for the relief 
of the legal representatives of, - 398, 810 
G. 


Gaar, Staunton W., bill for the relief of, - 797 
Gaines, John P., of Kentucky, 1, 105, 298, 361, 
"383, 429, 438, 541, 570, 590, 675, 693, 989 


resolutions by, - 539, 891 
resolution to pay him from the first of the 
session, - 343, 539 


Gaines, Major John P., bill for the relief of, 548 
Gaither, H. B., resolution for the relief of, 882, 
951, 1072 
Gallatin, Albert, the proposed thanks of Con- 
gress to, for his anti-war strictures, - 308 
Galphin, Milledge, executor of George Gal- 
phin, deceased, bill for relief of, 221, 398, 1072 
Gammage, Thomas T., bill for the relief of, 923 
Gardner, David, of Southborough, Massa- 
chusetts, bill for the relief of the legal 


_ representatives of, - 257, 535 
Gardner, Henry, and others, bill for the re- 
lief of, - 951 


Garland, Abigail, widow of Jacob, deceased, 
act granting pension to, - 726, 952, 1072 
Garrison, Darius, bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of, - - =- 797 
Gas apparatus, proposition to remove, - 18, 25 
Gayle, John, of Alabama, 1, 56, 60, 62, 82, 95, 179, 
197, 207, 300, 344, 390, 434, 452, 459, 672, 
763, 174, een 1049, 1062, 1064 
resolutions by, - - 197, 943 
his card correcting an error, - - Al 
remarks on the Oregon bill, concerning the 
right to establish territorial government, 542, 
1021 
remarks on the subject of the abducted 
slaves, concerning slavery, and the priv- 
ilezes of members, &c., - - 651, 654 
remarks on the bill for the admission of 
Wisconsin into the Union, - - - 743 
Gasaney, John, bill for the relief of, -  - 1006 
Gay, Abel, and Walter Loomis, bill in addi- 
tion to the act for the ree of; approved 


July 2, 1836, - : - 535 


General Land Office, reports of the Commis- 
sioner, orders to print, - 152, 1006, 1026 

bill to amend the act of 1836, reorganizing 

the, and authorizing the President to 

detail a clerk to act as his secretary to 


sign patents, - -= 197 
General officers of the army. (See Major 
Generals.) 


Genesee river, bill to erect fortifications and 
establish a military depot at or near the 
mouth of the, - - 154 

(See Fortifications.) 
Gentry, Meredith P., of Tennessee, 1, 56, 64, 83, 
120, 127, 281, 286, 612, 649, 831, 851, 908, 
930, 931, 945, 955, 958, 961, 995, 1010, ee 


resolation by, - - e =- 
remarks on the loan bill, - - - - 969 


18, 180, 458, 1071. 


Gentry, Meredith P., of ‘Tennessee— 
remarks concerning the latitude to debate, 796 
remarks concerning the continuance of cer- 
tain officers in the army, - - - 904 
remarks on the civil and diplomatic bill, 
concerning ayer s opinions, the expla- 
ration of the Dead Sea, &c., 957, 958, 959 
remarks on army appropriation bill, 1033, 1037 
Georgia, bill to divide the State of, into two 
judicial districts, and organizing and es- 
tablishing an additional district court of 
the United States, with certain powers 


and jurisdiction, - - - 181, 269, 311 
resolutions of the Legislature of, 398, 433, 439, 
459, 505 


Geological observations. (See Mineral Lands. ) 
Gibson, Charles M., bill for relief of, 1029, 1072 
Gibson count (See Indiana.) 
Gibson, Char es M., bill for the relief of, - 908 
Giddings, Joshua R., of Ohio, 1, 56, 60, 64, 66, 
67, 104, 140, 146, 152, 167, 178, 180, 268, 
279, 984, 319, 360, 376, 383, 402, 435, 453, 
454, 456, 507, 550, 558, 570, 571, 637, 641, 
127, 739, 764, 784, 1019, 1026 
resolutions by, - =- 179, 268, 308, 641 
personal explanation by, concerning an 
attack in the “ National Whig,” - - 23 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message, concerning 
claim for certain recaptured Africans, - 101 
remarks on the bill to supply deficiencies 
in former appropriations, concerning sla- 
very question and General Taylor, 393, 395 
remarks on the bill granting bounty land 
to the soldiers in Mexico, -  - 434 
remarks on Indian a propriation bill, 523, 524 
remarks on the resolution of congratulation 
to France, concerning abolitionism, 576, 577 
578, 579, 611, 612, 614, 615 
» remarks on the subject of abducted slaves, 
concerning the privileges of members, 
slavery, &c., 651, 654, 655, 657, 662, 670, 672 
Gideon, Jacob, bill for the relief of, 140, 300, 570 
Gillet, Shadrach, and oer bill for the relief 
of, - 64, 269, 641, 1045 
Gilliss, J. Meliville, and others, joint reeolu- 
tion for the relief of, 153, 300, 598, 632, 637 
Girard, Joseph, bill for the relief of, - 237, 789 
Girard Railroad Company, bill to grant the 
right of way EAFOUE the pubie lands 
to, 950 
“Ayn, James, and others, bill for the relief 
153, 300, 598 
Goggin, William L., of Virginia, 1, 47, 57, 62, 
82, 83, 93, 104, 107, 126, 130, 153, 167, 180, 
181, 197, 237, 240, 260, 263, 276, 285, 286, 
311, 398, 460, 548, 583, 598, 621), 622, 723, 
726, 730, 754, 755, 771, 774, 823, 894, 830, 
835, 850, 853, 855, 859, 860, 864; 865, 867, 
868, 878, 910, 919, 920, 923, 930, 932, 937, 
940, 950, 983, 1006, 1012, 1027, 1049 
resolutions by, 57, 103, 130), 179, 197, 269, 343, 
457, 463, 824, 922, 1012 
remarks on the general appropriation bill, 
concerning appropriations for the Savan- 
nah river, partisan politics, opinions of 
Generals Taylor cad Cass, &c., &c., - 971, 
972, 973, 974 
remarks concerning appointment of addi- 
tional clerks in the War Department, - 71 
remarks on the joint resolution concerning 
the tr abeporiauen of the great southern 
mail, - - 84, 119, 127, 128, 130 
remarks on proposition to refer the Presi- 
dent’s menenee, concerning Mexican 
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war, 

remarks on the bill “amending the act to : 
provide for the transportation of the 
mail between the United States and for- 
eign countries, -- - - 619, 620, 621 

remarks on the bill granting further time 

to locate Virginia MUNAY land war- 
rants, - - - - 716, 717 
remarks concerning boundary of Texas, 860, 862 

remarks concerning the proposed renewal 

of the contract for carrying the southern 
mail with the railroad line, - - - 868 

. remarks on proposition for the purchase 

of the papers of Mr. Jefferson, -  - 
Goss, Russell, bill for the relief of, 57, 103, 263 
Gott, Daniel, of New York, l, ‘41, 56, 62, 146, 
267, 374, 377, 390, 402, 421, 431, 461, 843, 
853, 1019, 1028 


resolutions by, = = - 57, 390, 505 


XXY 
Gott, William, bill far the relief of, - 698, 787 
Goulding, John, bill for the relief of, - - 699 


Gove, W ilham, bill for the relief of, - ‘- 683 

Graduation bill. (See Public Lands. 

Gramillon, Francis, bill for the relief of the 
heirs and widow of; - > - 312, 535 

Grants of land. (See Illinois—Missouri— 
Michigan — Louisiana — Wisconsin —Ala- 
bama—Iowa — Indiana—WMississippi— The 
Florida, Alabama and Georgia Railroad 
Company—Florida— Wabash and Erie 
Canal— Hillsborough County— Mobile and 
Ohio Railroad Company—Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi Railroad Company— Wisconsin— 
Clinton and Kalamazoo ` Canal Com- 


any.) 
Graham, John Lorimer, late postmaster in 
the city of New York, an act for the 
relief of, - - 725, 804, 1072 
Graham, Thomas P., bill for the relief of, 450, 810 
Gratiot, John P. B., ‘and the legal represent- 
atives of Henry Grat'ot,. - - 723, 787 
Graves, Samuel, bill for the relief of, - - 856 
Gray, Robert, deceased, the discoverer of 
the Columbia river, bill for the relief of 
the widow and children of, - - - 679 
Gray, Samuel, bill for the relief of, - 400,810 
Green, James S., of Missouri, 1, 49, 127, 208, 238, 
267, 374, 499, 483, 503, 642, 643, 736, 822, 
831, 843, 849, 882, 896, 912, 921, 926, 973, 
987, 1017, 1018, 1054, 1059 
resolutions by,  - - 64,267 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message, concerning 
the Mexican war, &c., 238 
remarks on the civil and diplomatic bill, 
concerning the a appropriation for.the Sa- 
vannah river and harbor improvements, 


&c., - - - 986, 987 
remarks on the Oregon bill, - - 1018, 1019 
Gregory, Dudley S., of New "Jersey, l, 49, 369, 


370, 372, 373, 434, 460, 529, 570, 592, 644, 
679, 699, 746, 867, 1030 


resolutions by, - = 457, 459, 699, 994 
- remarks concermng the public printing and 
binding, 746 


Grice, Samuel, bill for the relief of, 882, 923, 1072 

Grier, Samuel A., hill for the relief of, 641, 698 
Griffin, Anna, of Wyoming county, State of 

New York, bill for relief of,- - 400,810 

Grinnell, Joseph, of Massachueetts, 1, 25, 57, 64, 

82, 94, 130, 152, 154, 197, 208, 237, 240, 

245, 311, 360, 372, 398, 401, 433, 438, 452, 

463, 519, 536, 548, 592, 656, 679, 723, 744, 

769, 770, 788, 792, 797, 849, 867, 882, 923, 

940, 943, 1029, 1031, 1054, 1063 

resolutions by, - - - 57, 94, 457, 537 
remarks on the proposition to refer ‘the 
President’s annual message, concerning 

the true bounds of Texas, &c., - - 259 

remarks on the loan bill,- - - 370,372 
remarks on the bill requiring all moneys 
received from customs to be paid into 

the public tréasury, = - 

remarks on the bill to establish territorial 


government in Oregon, - =- = 1020 
Gurley, Rev. Mr., elected Chaplain, - - 24 
H. f 


Hale, Artemas, of Mass., - 
resolution by, - 
Hall of Representatives, peavited for the use 
of the Colonization Society, - =- 135 
proposition to provide a new, &c., - - 836 
Hall, Nathan K., of New York, 1, 25, 49, 56, 57, 
60, 82, 55, 94, 104, 146, 166, 263, 264, 267, 
312, 327, 337, 363, 390, 402, 421, 422, 433, 
447, 452, 459, 460, 519, 521, 525, 526, 536, 
562, 570, 590, 615, 622, 637, 675, 739, 744, 
763, 782, 787, 806, 849,850, 877, 882, 902, 
924, 944, 950, 951, 1007, 1018, 1019, 1024, 
1032, 1041, 1049, 1053, 1080 
resolutions b - 94, 263, 327, 390 
remarks on the bill ‘requiring all moneys 
received from customs to be paie into 
the public treasury, - - 466, 474, 475 
remarks on the bill oi paying | the Texas 
volunteers, - - 739 
remarks on army appropriation bill, 1036, 1038 
Hall, Willard P., of Missouri, 1, 60, 73, 129, 130, 
207, 269, 327, 380, 381, 433, 459, 483, 536, 
562, 713, 738, 735, 940, 942, 970, 992, 1007, 
1024, 1046, 1073 
= resolutions by, - - - 64, 267, 459 


1, 49, 56, 363; 186 
456 


Soi 
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INDEX TO 


Hall, Williard P., of Missouri— 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message, concerning 
the Mexican war, and the refusal of the 
President to furnish all the correspond- 
ence touching the relations with that 
country, - 
remarks on bill to pay Texas volunteers: 726 
remarks e the anances i Gov- 
ernme - 799 
Hallenbeck, Ruth, bill granting a pension 
- 400, 810 
Halstead, Henry: N., bill for the relief of, 698, 787 
Hamer, General Thomas L., late a repre- 
sentative elect from Ohio, his death an- 
_ nounced, - = - 69 
Hamilton, Alexander, an act authorizing the 
purchase of the papers of, - 725, 900, 948 
Hammons, David, of Maine, 1, 60, 104, 154, 131, 
269, 298, 392, 373, 571, 641, 698, 735, 788, 
850, 855, 880, 952, 1050, 1059, 1062 
resolutions by, - 93, 301 
announces the death of John Fairfield, a 
Senator from Maine, - - -.- 
remarks on the bill to pay the Texas vol- 
unteers, - 739, 740, 741 
remarks on bill to regulate the appointment 
of clerks in the several departments, - 
Hampton, Elisha, and others, of the State of 
Iowa, bill for the relief of, - - - 1063 
Hampton, Moges, of Pennsylvania, 1, 25, 284, 
361, 450, 452, 461, 505, 642, 764, 771, 835, 
836, 872, 875, 1019, 1020, 1040, 1053 
resolutions by, - 95, 764 
remarks on the President’ S veto of the bill 
for improvement of harbors and rivers, 450 
remarks on the army appropriation bill, - 1040 
Hampton, James G., of New Jersey, 1, 49, 56, 
322, 360, 459, "461, 679, 693, 744, 867, 902, 
908, 939, 9432, 969, 1030 
resolution by, - - 874 
remarks on the general appropriation bill, i eer 
7 


Haralson, Hugh A., of Georgia, 1, 41, 153, 180, 
778, 284, 294. 298, 319, 344, 369, 375, 398, 

448, 463, 516, 523, 537, 550, 563, 564, 616, 

766, 803, 855, 894, 930, 935, "940, ‘947, 1010, 

1012, 1033, 1034, 1039, 1040, ‘1041, 1054 
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resolutions by, - + 268, 868, 873, 943 | 
remarks on the President’s veto of the har 
bor bill, - - $ - 35 


remarks concerning the ecluien of 


thanks to certain officers in Mexico, - 381 
remarks on the deficiency appropriation 

bill, - ©- - 435 
remarks concerning his personal conflict 

with Mr. George W. Jones, - - 453 
remarks on the bill making appropriation 

to bring home the re mains of the officers 

and soldiers who fell in Mexico, - - 504 
rémarks on the bill to indemnify individ- 

uals for advances made to volunteers, 550, 


551, 552, 563 
remarks on the subject of the abducted 
slaves, concerning the privileges of mem- 
bers, &c., - - - 652 
remarks concerning the establishment ofa 
territorial government in Oregon, - 789, 790 
remarks. concerning the mail service along 
the coast of the United States, - 
remarks on the joint resolution providing 
extra pay to the army, and for the con- 
tinuance of certain avi - - 935, 936 


548 


ka ae ane, a 


memorial of the Chicago e convention con- 
cerning, - 852 

résolutions of the Committee on Com- 
merċe relating to, 869, 871, 894, 900, 918 

proposition to print ten noone copies of 


the, 936 
Harbor bil, the President? s seë of the, And 
discussion and action thereon, 30, 39, 181, 
450, 459, 639 
rérharks thereon, by— 

Mr. Bayly, - - =- - = 35 

Mr. Hampton, - - - - - 450 

Mr. Haralson, - - - - 35 

Mr. Pettit, - - - - 39 

Mr. Stewart, of Pennsylvania, - =- 35 


Harbor bill, remarks thereon, =) S 


Mr. Schenck, - -= - - 36 

Mr. Vinton, - - - 34 
Harbors, bill for the improvement of cer- 

tain, &ce., - ~- - 60, 181, 825, 1012 


bill making appropriations for the preser- 
vation and repair of the public works 
upon certain harbors and rivers, and for 
the survey of certain, 298, 825, 1046, 1047, 
1050, 1052, 1062, 1064 
bill and other propositions, making appro- 
priation for certain rivers and, and for 
the survey of certain other rivers and 
harbors, - - 771, 825, 835, 1041, 1042 
debate concerning rivers and, 1042, 1043, 
(See Michigan City—Buffalo, New York— 
Chicago— Wisconsin.) 
Harding, William, bill for the relief of, 434, 592 
Hardorp, John, bill to refund a penalty remit- 
ted by the ‘Secretary of the Treasury to, 1030 
Harmangon; goha H of Louisiana, 1, 60, 181, 
238, 402, 449, 570, 949 
resolutions by, - 58, 268, 458 
Harmony, Manual X., bill for the relief of, 563 
Harper, Francis, late representative from 
Pennsylvania, monument authorized to 
be erected in the Congressional barying 
ground to his memory 197 
Harris, Samuel W., of Alabama 1, 103, 268, 995 
Harris, Oliver C., bill for relief of, 699, 726, 1050 
Haskell, William T., of Tennessee, 1, 129, 178, 
304, 330, 435, 548, 513, 784, 873, 929, 1045 


rexglution by, - 13 
remarks on the bill granting bounty land ’ 
to the military forces in Mexico, - - 434 


remarks on the bill making appropriation 

to bring home the remains of the officers 

and soldiers who fell in Mexico, - - 

remarks on the proposition to print the 

correspondence between General Scott 

and the War Department; concerning the 

Mexican war, - - - 17, 523 
remarks on the resolutions of congratula- 

tion to France, - - - 574, 576, 577 
remarks on the subject of the abducted 
slaves, and concerning slavery, the priv- 

ileges of members, &c., -— 
remarks on the resolution providing extra 
pay to the army, and for the ECT 

of certain offices, - - 4,935 

Hassler, Anna J., bill for relief of, 785, 875, 1072 

Hastings, Lewis, ‘bill for the relief of, - 400, 810 

Haup, John, bill for the relief of, - T79, 787 
Healy, Bethiah, the widow of George Healy, 
deceased, bill granting a pension to, - 
Hemp, American, for the use of the navy, 
joint resolution- relative to contracts for 

the purchase of, 371, 598, 604, 639, 683, 725 

Hening, Gardner, bill for the relief of, - 856 

Henley, Thomas J., of Indiana, 1, 12, 14, 16, 17, 

49, 57, 95, 103, 126, 140, 141, 178, 181, 197, 

257, 263; 269, 281, 304, 312, "362, 368, 411, 

438, 439, 449, 450, 453, 505, 527, 529, 583, 

641, 686, 699, 745, 747, 766, 779, 797, 822, 

877, 896, 220, 921, 929, 930, 931, 1050, 

1081, 1082 

resolutions by, - -16, 154, 181, 459, 745 

remarks concerning the one-hour rule, - 44 

remarks on the proposition to refer the 

President’s message, concerning the 

Mexican war, and in defence of the 

Administration, - - - - - 

personal explanation by,-  - - -= 

remarks on the proposition to print the 

memorial of the representatives of the 

Yearly Meeting of the Society of Friends 

of New Denes concerning the Mexi- 

can war, - 329, 330 
remarks on the bill to supply deficiencies 
in appropriations, concerning the prin- 

ciples of General Taylor, &c., &c., 395, 396 
remarks on the bill to provide for ‘additional 


504 


246 
266 


examiners in the Patent Office, - - 400 
remarks on the proposition to print the 

annual report of the Commissioner of 

Patents, - - 482 


remarks concerning the Scott caveeapond: 
ence, and the management of the Mexi- 
can war, - - - 583, 584, 585, 586 
remarks concerning the printing and bind- 
ing, as done by the contract system, 746, 747 
remarks on the bill to amend the charter 
of Washington city, - 766, 767 
Hennington, Charity , bill for the ‘relief of, - 1026 


653, 654, 655 


Henrie, Captain Dan Deale, bill -főr the re- 


liefof,- - - . = = §48 

Henry, William, of Vermont, - 4 =- l 
resolution by, - 456 

Henry, Dr. A. G., of Illinois, bill for the re- 

lief of, - : 398, 535 
Herring, Charity, bill for the relief of, - 1068 
Hibbart, John, bill for the relief of, - 400, 810 
Hickey’s Analysis of the Constitution of the 

United States, proposition to purchase 

copies of, - 
Hickman, Edna, wife of Alexander D. Peck, 

bill for the relief of, - - 449, 592 


Hildreth, Mrs. Sarah, bill for relief of, 322, 535 
Hill, Henry L. W., of Tennessee, 1, 433, 999 
Hilliard, Henry W., of Alabama, 1, 18, 47, 48, 56, 
64, 108, 153, "154, 521% 548, 564, 572, 583, 
711, 126, 779, 790, 817, 857, 861,°874, 889, 
999, 943, 948, 951, 990, 1024, 1062, 1064 
resolution by, - - 12,943 
remarks concerning the progress and oper- 
ations of the Smithsonian Institution, 47, 49 
remarks concerning the proposed chargé 
to Rome, - - - 430 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
overnment in Oregon, concerning the 
exican war, &c., - - 565, 791, 1021 
remarks on the resolutions of congratula- 
tion to the French people, `- - 572, 573 
remarks on the proposition to print the 
Scott correspondence, - 689, 690, 692, 693 
remarks on the general appropriation bill, 
concerning the Wilmot Droviens Party 
organization, principles, & 
Hillary, Regnal, alias Nick Hillary, bill for 
the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of, - 152, 263, 300, 422 
Hillsborough county, Florida, bill to confirm 
the location and to grant a quarter sec- 
tion of public lands for the county. athe 


of, bed = = ° 725, 950 
Hinds, Lieutenant Bartlett, bill for the re- . 
lief of the heirs of, 774 


Hockett, John W., bill for the relief of, 152, 263, 
300, 598 


Hoffman, Catharine, bill for the relief of, 698, 187 
Hodges, Benjamin, bill for the reljef of the 

_ legal representatives of, 154, 300, 764, 784, 

Hogan, William, administrator of Michael 

Bogen, deceased, bill for relief of, ie 263, 

0, 422 

Hogan, John, appropriation to pay claim ar 1059 
Hogeboom, Abraham, bill for the relief of 

the legal representatives of, 294, 391, 680 


ia aei Nathaniel, bill for the relief of, - 312 
Nand, William T., bill for relief of, . 322, 535 
Holley, John M.,a representative of New 
York, - - I 
his death announced, - - - «= 503 
concerning his funeral expenses, - - 724° 


proposition to pay the widow of, the mile- 
age due, -~ - 824, 825 
Holmes, Elias B., of New Yoik, 1, 56, 57, 60, 180, 
154, 238, 240, 244, 263, 298, 308, 309, 319, 
377, 383, 291, 402, 421, 431, 459, 461, 519, 
548, 590, 624, 638, 693, 744, 762, 774, 802, 
841, 849, 856, 864, 874, 882, 897, 923, 987, 
1031, 1047, 1054, 1058 
resolutions by, - + 14, 390, 459, 
his eulogium upon the life and character 
of John Quincy Adams, - - - 385 
Holmes, Elisha H., bill for the relief of, - 400 
Holmes, Isaac E., of South Cardlina, 1, ‘4, 46, 103, 
143, 146, 153, 221, 241, 268, 269, 311, 319, 
339, 363, 400, 536, 590, 598, 599, 631, 641, 
642, 682, 691, 713, 772, 786, 796, 797, 817, 
822, 833, 849, 875, 877, 892, 929, 943, 951, 
961, 995, 1012, 1015, 1026, 1030, 1052, 1064 
resolutions by, 38, 58, 268, 363, 818, 1027, 1052 
remarks concerning the proposition to have 
a standing committee on commerce 
among the States, - =- 17 
resolutions by, declarative of the policy 
which should govern the further prose- 
cution of the war with Mexico, - - 38 
remarks on the refusal of the President to 
furnish all the correspondence and in- 
structions touching the reldtiona with 


Mexico, - - 167 
remarks concerning the affairs i in Yucatan 

and the proposed aid to that Government, 711 
remarks concerning indemnity to the offi- 

cers and crew of the United States sloop 

of war Peacock for losses, &c., -  - 831 
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Holmes, Isaac E., of South Carolina— 
remarks concerning the custom-house in 
Charleston, South Carolina, - - 878 
Holton, Francis M., bill for the relief of, 562, 698 
Hopkins, Colonel David, bill for the reljef of, 399 
Hornbeck, John W., representative from 
Pennsylvania, - - 1l 
death of, announced by Mr. Brodhead, - 214 
resolution concerning funeral expenses ‘of, 31] 
action of the House concerning the pay, 
and mileage and funeral expenses of, 527 
Horner, Robert E., elected doorkeeper, - 14 
Horses, bill to revive the. act to provide for 
the payment of, and other property lost 
or destroyed in the military service of 
the United States, aaproved Januaia 18, 
1837, and the acts amendatory of the 
same, - - e 269, 329, 449, 864, 1049 
bill providing for the payment of, and other 
property lost or destroyed in the a 
service of the United oleae 
Horton, Ira T., bill for the relief of, - - 835 
House of Representatives, i its organization, - 2 
proposition to amend the rules of the, 3, 12,14, 
18, 20, 24, 43, 47, 49 
hours of meeting fixed, 1,537, 857, 922, 932, 1012 
calls of the, - - 926, 928 
Houston, George S., of Alabatia, 1, 39, 47, 56, 
59, 61, 62, 64, 83, 94, 100, 104, 126, 140, 
167, 170, 202, 203, 269, 298, 303, 304, 308, 
343, 432, 438, 448, 455, 459, 505, 514, 528, 
529, 571, 698, 713, 717, 723, 730, 782, 792, 
793, 794, 800, 818, 824, 825, 850, 867, 891, 
892, 897, 900, 901, 904, 905, 908, 920, 924, 
925, 926, 928, 930, 841, 944, 948, 995, 999, 
1006, 1010, 1039, 1040, 1046, 1047, 1057, 
1058, 1059, 1064, 1062 
resolutions by, - =- + 64,308, 818 
remarks concerning the appointment of ‘ad- 
ditional clerks in the Pension Office, 71, 72 
remarks on the refusal of the President to 
furnish all the correspondence and in- 
structions touching the relations with 


Mexico, - - 168, 169 
remarks on the loan bill, concerning the 
finances, &c., - -= - 353 


remarks concerning the reduction of the 
number of general Omens on the close 
of the war, - - - - 681, 682 

remarks on the proposition to print the 
Scott correspondence, - 688, 689, 690, 693 

remarks on the bill for paying the TORES 
volunteers, - - 

remarks on the report of the Committee on 
Expenditures, on the finances of the 
Government, - - 799, 800, 805, 807 


remarks on the bill for payment of interest 


on advances by the State of Alabama, - 851 
remarks concerning the letter of the Com- 

missioner of Indian Affairs, - - - 1069 
personal explanation by, - - 699 


Houston, John W., of Delaware, 1, 25, 57, 95,105, 

@ 135, 165, 197, 244, 257, 309, 344, 376, 381, 

412, 434, 458, 505, 536, 564, 572, 654, 684, 

692, 693, 708, 710, 724, 744, 748, 771, 777, 

779, 785, 843, 849, 853, 861, 916, 931, 1054 

resolutions by, - 5, 27, 57, 95, 825, 856 

remarks on the Indian appropriation bill, 538 
remarks on the bill to regulate the Appoint 
ment of clerks to office, = - 


remarks on the plan of voting by machine, 856. 


remarks on the bills to establish territorial 

governments in oregon, California, and 
New Mexico, - - 1007, 1018 
Howe, John, bill for the relief of, - - 923 
Howison’s report on Oregon, proposition to si 


E Samuel D., of GContieationt: l, 82, 104, 

208, 337, 401, 642, 867, 1054 

Hudson, Charles, of Massachusetts, 1, 12, 64, 93, 

. 102, 270, 374, 402, 421, 454, 529, 638, 764, 

768, 797, 803, 849, 857, 916, 921, 922, 925, 

926, 928, 946, 295, 1050, 1070 

resolution by, - - 93 
remarks concerning the delay by the Com- 
mittee.of Ways and Means in reporting 


the appropriation bills,- ~ 266 
remarks on the loan bill, coneemmng the 
condition of the finances, © 355 


annoynces the death, and eulogizes the: 
life and character of Mr. Adams, - - 
` remarks on the bill requiring all moneys 
received from customs to. be paid into 


the public treasury, - =- - ~- 475 


Hudson, Charles, of Massaċhusetts— 
remarks concerning the pay, mileage, and 
funeral ca penae of the late John W. 
Hornbeck, e 5 = ç = = 
remarks on ‘the report of the Committee 
on Expenditures, on the condition of the 
finances, - - - - -~ %98, 799 
remarks concerning the appropriation for 
the coast survey, - - 938, 939 
remarks concerning the auditing and set- 
tling the accounts of Massachusetts and 
other States for services of militia, 940, 941 
remarks on the civil and diplomatic bill, 
concerning the appropriation for the Sa- 
vannah river, - - 956, 957, 963 
Hudson river, bill making appropriations to 
improve and remove obstructions to the 
navigation of, above and below the city . 
of Albany, in the State of New York, - 264 
Hunt, Washington, of New York, 1, 42, 49, 56, 
62, 64, 82, 208, 237, 294, 298, 303, 304, 311, 
337, 363, 381, 383, 391, 398, 41}, 421, 431, 
432, 434, 438, 447, 449, 450, 454, 456, 460, 
465, 529, 542, 548, 563, 620, 622, 639, 641, 
771, 784, 788, 792, 801, 808, 810, 833, 850, 
867, 875, 877, 887, 894, 916, 923, 926, 930, 
931, 937, 939, 962, 1012, 1030, 1043, 1045, 
1046, 1047, 1050, 1052, 1053, 1054, 1058, 
1062, 1063, 1082 
resolutions by, - - 3,57, 303, 867, 1080 
remarks on the bill requiring all moneys for 
customs to be paid into the treasury, 464, 465 
announces the death of John M. Holley, 
late a representative from New York, - 503 
remarks concerning the latitude of debate, 195 
remarks concerning marine hospitals, 836, 837 
remarks on the reference of the memorial 
of the Chicago convention, in favor of 
river and harbor improvements, and the 
report thereon, - . - 852, 871, 894, 895 
remarks on the harbor bill, - 1052, 1053 
Haunter, Alexander, marshal ‘of the District 
af Columbia, resolution concerning the 
petitionof, - = - - 390 
joint resolution for the relief of, - = 449 
Huntington, Janette C., widow and sole ex- 
ecutrix of William D. Cheever, de- 
ceased, an act for the relief of, - - 
Huntington, Jabez W., late a Senator from 
Connecticut, his death announced, - 20 
Hundorp, John, bill to refund a penalty re- 
mitted. by. the SETELAN Y of the Treas- 


528 


125 


ury, - - 679 
Futehingon; Thompson, act for the relief 
z 726, 952 


of, 
Hutinech, Branca: bill for the řeliet of, 449, 592 


I. 


Illinois, bill granting lands to aid in construc- 
tion of the Central railroad, the Terre- 
Haute and St. Louis railroad, and the 


Northern Cross-cut railroad in, - - 60. 


bill to grant to the State of, alternate sec- 
tions of land along the line of the Cairo 
and Chicago reseed, to aie: in its com- 
pletion, - - - 
bill to grant a quantity of land t to the State 
of, for the purpose of aiding in opening 
the navigation of the Kakakee and Iro- 
quois rivers, so as to connect with the 
Iilinois and Michigan canal, which con- 
nects the upper lakes with the Missis- 
sippi river, - - > 
(See Courts— Cumberland Road—Mail 
Routes.) 
bill Peete to the State of, the right of 
ver and a donation of public lands for 
ing a railroad and connecting the 
apei and lower Mississippi with the 
chain of northern lakes at Chicago, 725, 867, 
1027, 1070, 1071 
bill to grant lands to the inhabitants of 
township 18 north, of ranges 1 and 2 of 
the fourth principal meridian of the State 
of, for school purposes, - 
bill to grant other lands in lieu of the 16th 
sections. to the school commissioners of 
' township 2 north, range 9 west, of the 
4th principal meridian, i in the county of 
dams, - 


181 


380 


385- Improvements. (See ‘Rock River—Missis- 


sippi.) 
Indemnity to officers and crews of naval ves- 
sels. (See Navy.) , 


Index for private claims, resolution authori- 
zing the Clerk to have prepared an, and 
debate thereon, - -~ 140, 152, 257, 263 
Indiana, bill to grant to the trustees ‘of town- 
ship 38 north, of range 5 east, in the 
county of Elkhart, so much public land 
as may, with the fractional sixteenth 
section terenn; make up an entire sec- 
tion, - 
bill in ‘addition. to the act for the relief of 
the inhabitants of the reserved township 
in Gibson county, 
bill granting to the State of, ‘the refuse 
lands within her limits, for eoucaton 
and other purposes, - 
bill authorizing the Secretary of War to 
surrender certain bonds of the State of, 
held by the United taice; to the agent of 
the State, - -  - 779, 1071 
resolutions of the Legislature of, - 322, 459 
bill granting to the State of, the right of 
way, and a donation of public Jand, for 
ma ing a railroad from New Albany to 
ek Wabash nyer opposite Mount Car- 
mel, - - 
bill to "surrender to the State of, so ‘much 
of the Cumberland road as lies within 
said State, - - - - 875, 881, 1050 
Indian Affairs, the Committee on, - 19, 64 
resolutions of instruction to the, 73, 181, 268, 
344, 457 
reports from the, 64, 152, 197, 563, 774, 817 
bills reported from the, 152, 399, 462, 562, 680, 
.T7A, 779, 836, 874, 951, 1049 
discharged from subjects, - 951, 1049, 1080 
Indian Department, bill making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the various Indian 
tribes, for the year ending 30th June, 
1849, 264, 476, 505, 523, 537, 864, 884, 887, 
901, 904, 908, 931, 995 


950 


874 


remarks on the, by— 


Mr. Barringer, - - =- 904 
Mr. Thompson, of Indiana, - 904, 905 
Mr. McKay, - - =- 905 
Mr. Stanton, - - - 905 


Indian hostilities. (See Oregon. ) 
Indian reservation of land, bill to relinquish —. 
the reversionary interest of the United 
aay in a cortin, in the State o aiar 


bam 

Indian territory, bill to provide for the organ- 
ization of an; west of the AARG ppI 
river, - 

Indian treaties. (See Reservations of Land.) 

Indian volunteers called into the service of 
the United States, bill for the payment 
of a company of,- - 

Indians, New York, bill to refund to the, the 
moneys withheld from them by Janus 
Stugker, sub-agent, appointed for said 
Indians by the United States, - 459 

Cherokees, in North Carolina, bill for the 
relief of the, - - - 779, 787, 817 
* (See Wyandots, Delawares, and Shawnees. ) 
Inge, Samuel W., of Alabama, 1, 73, 180, 237, 309, 
373, 426, 454, 459, 519, 529, 651, ‘902, 996, 
95; 974, 1040 
remarks on the loan bill, - 373 
remarks on. the proposition ta print the 
correspondence between General Scott 
and the War Department; onean 
the Mexican war, - 521, 523 
remarks on the subject of the abducted 
slaves, privileges of members, &c., 651, 652 
Ingersoll, Charles J., of Pennsylvania, 1, 3, 16, 
18, 25, 39, 41, ' 43, 47, 48, 49, 56, 57, 58; 60, 
61, 62, 65, 93, 94, 120, 127, 154, 166, 168, 
304, 307, 308, 377, 390, 391, 412, 430, 431, 
438, 525, 570, 572, 577, 675, 744, 762, 768, 
769, 779, 784, 796, 895, 896, 920, 931, 944, 
948, 1040, 1043, 1052, 1058, 1069, 1070, 
- 1072, 1081 
resolutions by, - 3, 57, 94, 197, 343, 638, 1068 
remarks on the refusal of the President to 
furnish all the correspondence and in- 
structions touching the relations with 
Mexico, - - - 169, 170 
remarks touching the sub-treasury, onthe . 
bill making appropriation to supply de- 
ficiency in former appropriations, 392, 393 
remarks on the bill to provide for addi- 
tional examiners in the Patent Office, - 401 
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XXVIII T hi 


Ingersoll, Charles J., of Pennsylvania— 

remarks on the bill to supply deficiency 

in appropriation, concerning Catholicity, 

the proposed mission to Rome, &c., - 
remarks on the resolution.of congratulation | 

to France, - - > - 574, 577 
remarks on the resolution concerning the 

abducted slaves,’ the privileges of mem- 

bers, &c., - - =- 649 
remarks concerning latitude of debate, 195, 796 
remarks concerning the purchase of the 


papers of Mr. Jefferson, - .- - 920 
remarks concerning the militia claims of 
Massachusetts, -. - 940,941 


Ingersoll, Joseph R., of ‘Rennaylvania, 1, 24, 25, 
41, 44, 60, 62, 94, 152, 178, 197, 238, 264, 
311, 372, 398, 412, 418, 432, 433, 449, 453, 
457, 460, 549, 589, 620, 637, 638, 642, 665, 
679, 708, 712, 762, 774, 784, 788, 794, 797, 
803, 825, 835, 836, 868, 872, 878, 882, 884, 
929, 926, 933, 935, 939, 943, 945, 1026, 1049, 
| 1062, 1070, 1080 
resolutions by, - - 18, 94, 343, 679, 951 
remarks on the bill concerning theSu preme 
Court of the United States,- 398, 399,432 
remarks on the nga of a man to change 
his name, - . - 460 
remarks on the resolution of congratula- 
tion to France, - 575 
remarks on the bill concerning ‘the foreign 
mail service, 20, 621 
remarks concerning the contested election 
from New-York, - - 
remarks on the subject of the abducted 
slaves, concerning slavery, the privileges 
of members, &c., - - - 
remarks concerning the affairs of Yucatan, 
and the proposed aid to that people, 710, 711 
remarkson the bill declaratory of the rights 
of naturalized citizens, - - - §2], 822 
remarks on the memorial against the mo- 
- nopoly and exactions of the New Jer- 
sey railroad and canals, - =- = 824 
remarks in favor of an appropriation for a 
fort on Pea-Patch Island, - -~ - 
remarks concerning the eppropuaton for 
the coast survey, - 
Insolvent debtors of the United ‘States, bill 
, to reénact and continue in operation 
certain acts for the relief of,- -  - 562 
Inspectors in the district of New Orleans, 
bill authorizing an additional number of, 311 
Internal improvements, resolution affirming 
the power of the Federal Government 
to construct works of, > - - 58, 62 
resolution denying the power of Congress 
to appropriate money to coerce works 
Of, in the States, - - - - 179 
remarks concerning the power of Con- 
gress to construct r works of, 131, 141, 143, 145 
statistics of expenditures for works of, and 
remarks thereon, - - 913 
International Exchanges, bill to regulate the 
exchange of certain documents and other 
AEN E of Congress, 723, 811, 828, 852 
bill to facilitate, by ne use ec the franking 


privilege, - - - 983, 1049 
Internal trade and commerce of the United 
‘States, bill to provide for obtaining accu- 
rate retu! rnfand annual statements sof me 459 
Invalid pensions, the Committee on, - 20 
resolutions of instruction to the, 57, 94, 344 
bills reported from the, 103, 154, 238, 329, "400, 
449, 461, 463, 562, 563, 698, 779, 856, 953, 
994, 1006, 1050 
reports from the, 103, 197, 238, 399, 449, 562, 
563, 698, 779, 855, 856, 1050 
discharged from the consideration of sub- 
jects, - - 177, 698, 855, 856, 994, 1050 
(See Pensions. ) 
Iowa, bill to amend an act granting certain 
lands to the Territory of, to aid in the im- 
rovement of the navigation of the Des 
oines river, approved August 8, 1846, 
bill to donate to the State of, certain alter- 
nate sections of the public lands, to aid 
in the construction of a railroad from 
‘Davenport to the Council pluta; on the 
Mississippi river, - - =- 380 
resolutions of the Legislature of, - =- 438 
Irvin, Alexander, of Pennsylvania, - - 1 
Iverson, Alfred, of Georgia, 1, 439, 449, 457, 680, 
951, 967, 999, 1063 
resolution by - - - - =- + 457 


269 


fP 


INDEX TO 


Iverson, Alfred, of Georgia— 
remarks on the civil and diplomatic bill, 
concerning harbor improvements, the 
veto power, and the appropriation for 
the Savannah river, General Taylor’s 
opinions, Whig policy, &c., - a0) 963 
Jackson, David S., of New York, - 1 
report concerning claim to his seat, 536, 616, 643 
Jackson, Jesse W., bill for relief of, - 400, 810 
Jackson Monument Association, joint reso- 
lution granting to the, certain brass guns 
ais mortars captured by General Jack- ; 
- = 1045 
jackson, Johh, bill for relief | of the heirs of, - 1049 
James, the schooner, bill to authorize the 
issuing of a register to, - 
James Mitchell, bill for the relief of the own- 
ers of the ship, - 683 
Jameson, John, of Missouri: 1, 15, 16, 56, 60, 95, 
126, 129, 130, 156, 177, 178, 180, 519, 603, 
664, 675, 896, 991, 1030 
resolutions by, - - s 14, 64, 269 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message, concerning 
the Mexican war, &c., - - - 189 
personal explanation by,- - - 221 
remarks on the army appropriation bill, - 1037 
Jefferson, Thomas, appropriation for the pur- 
chase of the manuscript papers of, 919, 948 
Jenkins, Timothy, of New York, 1, 64, 94, 360, 
391, 402, 449, 461, 643, 812, 931, 995 
his report on the contested election from’ 


New York, - 646 
Jett, Thomas, bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of, - - - - 680 


Johnson, Andrew, of Tennessee, 1, 48, 57, 82, 
85, 103, 104, 105, 120, 179, 181, 263, 267, 
312, 380, 383, 423, 529, 675, 728, 786, 787, 
811, 849, 852, 857, 860. 862, 881, 882, 892, 

920, 985, 991, 992, 1028, 1030, 1050 
resolutions by, 179, 268, 457, 811, 879, 937 
his resolution for rotation in ‘office, - - 457 
remarks concerning the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution and the report of the regenta, 49, 105 
remarks on the resolution for the appoint- 
ment of additional clerks in the Pension 
Office, - - - 
remarks on the bill to provide for addi- 
tional examiners in the Patent Office, 400, 403 
remarks on the resoluuona of congratula- 
tion to France, - - - - 610 
remarks concerning negroes in the East, 
&c., in explanation, - - s 2 
remarks on the bill regulating the appoint- 
ment of clerks to office, - 800, 801, 803 
remarks on the appropriation to improve 
certain avenues in Washington city, 944, 
45, 946 


Johnson, Ales M., elected posttasicr of the 
Hous - a - 14 
Johnson, Tabet, bill for the relief of,- - 
Johnson, Joseph, bill for the relief of, - 449, 592 
Johnson, Marcus Fulton, bill for relief of, 312, 539 
Johnson, Walter R., bill providing for the 
ayment of the claims of, against the 
United States, - - 154, 197, 423 
Johnson, H. D., bill for the relief of, - 788, 810 
Johnson, James. H., of New Hampshire, 1, 60, 
104, 207, 270, 361, 7712 
Johnson, Colonel R. M., remarks concerning 
his Indian school, 537, 538, 1031, 1039, 1045 
bill to compensate, for the erection of cer- 
tain buildings for the uséof the Choctaw 
academy, - -  - 1049, 1072 
Johnson, Robert W., of Arkansas, 1, 56, 60, 64, 
84, 85, 93, 178, 221, 238, 268, 269, 329, 373, 
422, 436, 452, 453, 506, 519, 529, 538, 550, 
590, 622, 641, 690, 699, 712, 726, 735, 736, 
753, 771, 782, 832, 835, 837, 853, 887, 901, 
908, 930, 951, 1010, 1022, 1046, 1054 
resolutions by, - - - 438, 459, 877 
remarks on the bill providing bounty land 
to soldiers in Mexico, - - 448 
remarks on the military bill granting 
bounty to volunteers, - 
remarks on the proposition to pay the ad- 
ministtator of Colonel Archibald Yell, of 
Arkansas, mileage, &c., - - 
remarks on the general appropriation bill, 
remarks concerning the mileage to messen- 
gers with returns of Presidential election, 940 
remarks on the Cherokee claim, - - 1026 
announces the death of Chester Ashley, 
late a Senator from Arkansas, - . - 3 


” 939 


$$ 


| Jones, George W., of Tennessee, 1, 4, 14, 83, 93, 


100, 105, 110, 115, 130, 166, 178, 224, 237, 
263, 281, 307, 336, 337, 343, 359, 376, 390, 
398, 399, 492, 430, 437, 529, 550, 558, 563, 
564, 565, 570, 571, 598, 616, 643, 679, 108, 
723,725, 826, 728, 736, 751, 761, 764, 771, 
7172, 781, 786, 804, 821, 823, 825, 826, 828, 
835, 841, 843, 852, 856, 861, 865, 876, 877, 
882, 892, 897, 901, 903, 919, 921, §30, 931, 
943, 946, 951, 999, 1019, 1027, 1039, 1041; 
1046, 1054, 1061, 1062, 1064, 1070, 1071, 
l 1080, 1081, 1082 
resolutions by, 58, 70, 93, 129, 179, 457, 877 
remarks on the memorial against the mo- 
nopoly and exactions by the New Jer- 
sey railroads and canals, - - 
remarks on the joint resolation allowing 
extra pay to the army serving in Mex- 
ico, and for the continuance of certain 
officers, - - - - - 932, 936 
remarks concerning the appointment of 
additional clerks in the War Depart- 
ment, - = - - 71 
remarks concerning the contset with the 
railroad for carrying the great southern 
mail, - - 115, 128, 129, 130 
remarks on the resolution for the appoint- 
ment of additional clerks in the Pension 
Office, - - - - 224 
remarks on the bill granting bounty land 
to soldiers in Mexico, - - 
remarks concerning his personal altercation 
with Mr. Haralson; - - - 453, 454 
remarks on the proposition to print the | 
annual report of tag Commissioner of 
Patents, - 
.remarks on the bill concerning the foreign 
mail service, - 
remarks concerning the reduction of the 
number of penera officers on the close’ 
of the war, - - - 680, 681 
remarks on the bill for the purcuase of 
American hemp, - - - 71725 
remarks on the bill to pay the Texas yor 
unteers, - - 
remarks on the pension appropriation bill, 
remarks on the bill to amend the charter 


824 


of Washington city, - - - - 767 
remarks concerning the appropriation to 
improve the avenues in yvasmngiin 
city, - - 944, 946 
Jones, eee Ap Catesby, bill zor the re- 
lief of, - - - - 400 
Jones, John W., of Georgia, - - 1, 17,361 


Jones, John Paul, bill for the relief of the 
heirs of, - - 25, 60, 263, 300, 339, 377 

Jones, Captain Samuel, deceased, bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of, - 449 

Jones Elizabeth, and the other children of 
John Carr, an act for the relief of, - 953 


Journal, corrections of, 56, 59, 63, 126, 300, 339 
(See Expunge. ) 

Jones, Andrew A., bill for the relief of, 39$ 
Jones and Boker, bill for the relief of, 339, 449, 81 
Jones, Harvey, bill for the relief of, - 322, 539 
Judd, 'Amzy, bill for the relief of, - 152, 300 
J udge of the United States district court for 

the State of Louisiana, bill authorizing 


the appointment of an additional, - 459 
Judge, Thomas L., bill for the relief of, - 867 
J idee of United States courts in Virginia, 

concerning the pay of, &c., - -~ 877, 878 


Judicial districts. (See Georgia— Missouri. ) 
Judicial system of the United States, bill to 
amend an act in amendment of the acts 
respecting, - - - - 3l, 549, 774 
Judiciary, the committee on the, 19 
resolutions of instruction to the, — 57, 181, 267, 
329, 343, 390, 398, 456, 457, 458, 624, 639, 
23, 835, 868 
discharged from the consideration of sub- 
jects, - 61, 152, 238, 679, 836, 1049, 1050 
bills and joint resolutions from the, 61, 197, 311, 
312, 398, 399, 412, 449, 460, 549, 562, 642, 
679, 774, 835, 868, 951, 1049 
reports fromthe, -  - 197, 311, 642, 7174 
Jurisdiction, appellate. (See Courts.) 
Juvenile delinquents i in the city of New York, 
bill for the relief ee the society for the 
reform of, - - 868, 951 


K. 


Kaufman, David S., of Texas, 1, 60, 63, 103, 104, 
197, 200, 267, 269, 351, 369, 377, 380, 431, 


” 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


XXIX 


Kaufman, David S., of Texas— 

583, 590, 610, 613, 624, 717, 723, 725, 739, 
741, 762, 769, 774, 779, 792, 822, 835, 859, 
868, 872, 874, 887, 932, 937, 943, 946, 954, 
992, 1006, 1011, 1023, 1044, 1046, 1050, 
1054, 1062, 1070, 1082 
resolutions by, - 64, 67 

remarks concerning: ‘the true boundary of 
Texas, - - 200 

remarks on the bill to pay the Texas vol- 

unteers, - - - 727 

remarks Ronee we the boundary of Tex- 


as, 859, 860 
remarks on the Oregon bill, 1013, 1014, 1017 
Kavasales, Photius, bill to change the name 
of, to Photius Fisk, - 460 
Keen, ‘Elisha L., deceased, bill for the relief 
of the administrator of, - 154, 177, 423 
Kellet, Charles A., bill to refund tonnage 
duties and light money paco on the Chi- 


nese junk Keying, - - 548 

Kellogg, Örlando, of New York, a 60, 64, 505, 

127, 197, 843 

resolution by, - - 344 
Kennedy, Joshua, deceased, bill for the relief 

of, - 298, 788, 850 

Kennedy, William, bill for the relief of, - 994 


Kennon, William, of Ohio, 1, 103, 208, 238, 240, 
oi 284, 400, 622, 699, 1054 
refolutions by, - - - 18], 527 
remarks on the proposition to pay the 
mileage and funeral expenses of the late 
John W. Hornbeck, - 528 
Kentucky, resolutions of Legislature of, 311, 764 
(See Courts. ) 
Kidd, George W., bill for the relief of, 269, 329 
King, Thomas B. ' of Georgia, 1, 4,56, 60, 61, 73, 
82, 103, 135, 153, 167, 197, 238, 241, 284, 
285, 309, 322, 372, 399, 400, 431, 459, 460, 
521, 597, 639, 641, 642, 679, 682, 683, 692, 
725, 728, 730, 761, 779, 782, 792, 805, 831, 
833, 838, 839, 841, 842, 865, 900, 916, 925, 
926, 931, 944, 951,953, 954, 987, 995, 1011, 
1059, 1072, 1081 
resolutions by, - 58,179, 268, 457, 1081 
remarkson the bill granting to the Florida, 
Alabama and Georgia Railroad Com- 
ny the alternate sections of the public 
lands along whe route of the proposed 


railroad, - - =- č ~- = 376 
remarks on the bill for the purenase of 
American hemp, +- -~ - 125 


remarks on the proposition to indemnify 
the officers and crew of the United States 
sloop of war Peacock for 10886A of clo- - 
thing, &c., - - - - - 
remarks conceming the spirit ration in the 
nav - = = = -- 838 
remar s concerning the salaries of certain 
officers in the Navy Department, - 925 
remarks on the civil and diplomatic bill, 
concerning the appropriation for the Sa- 
vannah river, - - 960, 961, 981, 984 
remarks on the resolution granting to the 
Jackson Monument Association certain 
brass cannon, - - - - 1045 
King, Daniel P., of Massachusetts, 1, 25, 56, 126, 
152, 178, 221, 312, 372, 373, 422, 439, 460, 
519, 642, 699, 724, 774, 782, 804, 836, 849, 
855, 902, 931,941,951, 1030,1049, 1053, 1073 
resolutions by, - 94, 103, 457, 856, 994 
remarks on presenting the memorial of the 


Society of Friends of New England, on 


the subject of the Mexican war, - - 329 
remarks concerning the Mexican war, - 368 
remarks on the bill to provide for addition- 

al examiners in the Patent Office, - - 400 
remarks on the proposition to print the 

annual report of me Commissioner of 

Patents, - - - 483 
remarks concerning “the pay and ne 

expenses of the late J. Hornbeck, - 527 
remarks on the proposition for the erec- 

tion of a monument to Mr. Adams, - 856 

Kingsbury, William, bill for the relief of, - 1063 
Kinħey, ‘lizabeth, bill for the relief of, - 855 
Kae , Hannah, bill for the relief of, - 952 
Knight, John, bill for the relief of, | - 462, 698 
Knowlton, Sally, widow of Elijah Bragdon, 
deceased, bill for the relief of, - - 548 


Kuykendall, Nathaniel, act for relief of, 726, 771 


L. 


Lachance, Nicholas, bill for the relief of, - 450 


Lahm, Samuel, of Ohio, 1, 178, 458, 774, 784, 857, 

894, 895, he 897, 928, 929, 971, 1022 

resolutions by, - - 181, 458, 943 
remarks on the proposition to print the 
annual reper of the Commissioner of 


Patents, 481 
remarks on the bill to indemnify individ- 
uals for advances made to the volunteers, 
concerning PATENG me Mexican war, 
&c., - - - - 552 
his excuse for absence, - ^ - - 926 
remarks concerning the appropriation to 
the Savannah river, - 4, 986 
Lamp, the big, on the dome of the Capitol, 
ordered to be removed, and appropria- 
tion for that object, - - - 825, 931 
Land claims, in the State of Michigan, bill to 
amend an act confirming certain, - 64, 269 
in the State of Louisiana, bill supplement- 
ary to an act approved 6th July, 1842, 
confirming certain, - - 312, 535° 


in Mississippi, bill supplemental to an act 
to confirm the survey and location of, 
east of Pearl riverand uth of 3]st de- 
gree of north latitude, approved March 
3, 1845, - 505,680, 778, 787, 788, 882, 951 

bill amendatory of the act of 26th May, 
1824, and reénacted 17th June, 1844, en- 
titled “An act enabling claimants to land 
within the limits of the State of Missouri 
and Territory of Arkansas, to institute 
proceedings to uy the yaldiy o their 
claims, - 

bill to authorize the location of certain nadie 
dicated claims in the State of Arkansas, 
commonly known as. LoKeY Donation 
Claims, 

Spanish, bill to provide for the settlement 
of conflicts between Spanish land claims 
and purchasers under the United Platea, 
` and for other purposes, =- -= 

Land officers. (See Land Warrants.) 

Land offtce, bill to remove the United States’ 
land office from Upper Sandusky, in 
Ohio, to Defiance, in said State, 269, 368, 641 

bill to remove the land office from New- 
nansville to Ocula, in the State of Flor- 


680 
771 


197 


ida, - - - - 641 
bill for abolishing land offices under certain 
circumstances, “and for other purposes,- 797 
bill to establish an additional, in the State 
of Missouri, - -  - 822, 1017 
Land districts, bill to settle the boundaries of 
the land districts which border upon the 
boundary line E Neen Arkansas and 
Missouri, - - - - 60 
bill to attach a portion of the Northwestern 
land district, Louisiana, to the Red river 
district, Louisiana, - - 548, 698 
Land warrant, bounty, No. 7943, bill to le- 
galize the transfer of, - - - 398 
bill authorizing the Secretary of War to is- 
sue a duplicate of land warrant No. 1469, 
which originally issued in favor of Adam 
Hart, February 3, 1829, - - 449, 810 
Land warrants, Virginia military, bill ma- 
king further appropriations of land to 


satisfy, and for other purposes, 57, 154, 181 


bill to extend the time of locating and re- 
turning surveys thereon to the General 


Land Office, - - 181, 237, 716, 852 
bill to Authorize soldiers to locate their land 
warrants in forty-acre tracts, - 60 


bill to regulate the fees for the location of 
military land warrants, - - 
bill in relatior to military land warrants, - 
an act to require the holders of military 
land warrants to compensate the land 
officers of the United States for services 
in relation to the location of those war- 
rants, - - - - 725,771 
soldiers’ bounty, resolution concerning, - 523 
Lands, swamp. (See-Louisiana.) 
Lands. (See Miami Lands. 
Lapham, Hamilton, bill for relief of, 450, 453, 774 


La Serè, Emile, of Louisiana, l, 49, 60, 62, 64, 
181, 270, 361, 459, 638 
resolutiong by, - - 58, 181, 268 


Lawrence, Sidney, of New York, 1, 60, 82, 322, 
400, 459, 461, 503, 550, 562, 825, 855, 874, 
902, 951, 952, 1050 
resolution by, - - 97, 456 
remarks on the bill for the relief of My 
Brown, - - - 


Lawrence, Sidney, of New York— 
remarks concerning the proposition to ex- 
tend pensions to certain widows ef rev- 
olutionary soldiers, - 
remarks on the bill for the relief of certain 
surviving widows of officers and soldiers 
of the Revolution, ‘a - 952 
Lawrence, Zachariah, ‘pill for relief of, - 398 
Lawrence, William T., of New York, 1,103, 154, 
178, 197, 238, 322, 369, 400, 449, 456, 461, 
562, 683, 698, 779, 856, 990, 994, 1050 
resolution by, - 456 

Laws of the United States, bill for revising, 836 

Lee, Oliver, bill for the relief of the legal rep: 
resentatives of, - 

Leech, Samuel, bill to provide for the com- 
pensation of, for services’ in the investi- 
gation of suspended sales in the Mineral 
Point district, Wisconsin, - 263, 311, 535 

Leggett, Thomas H., bill for the relief of, 679, 728 


Leggett, Aaron, the claims of, - - - 107 1 
Leffler, eae of stasis 1, 103, 380, 438 
resolutions b - - 267, 459 


Levin, Lewis sof Pennsylvania, 1,3, 24, 197, 
"343, 390, 431, 444, 712, 822, 839 
resolutions by, - 3, 4, 24 
remarks on the bill to supply deficiencies i in 
appropriations, concerning Catholicity, 
the mobs of Philadelphia, and the pro- 
posed chargé to Rome,- 418, 120; ni 442 
personal explanation of, - 453 
Leverett, Mary G., bill for relief of, ~ - 855 
Lewis, Jonathan, resolution for relief of, 725, 836 
Lieutenant-General, remarks touching the 
votes on the bill of last session for the 
appointment of, - - . 887 
homas W., of Maryland, 1, 63, 140, 398, 
460, 64l, , 679 
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time for the erection of certain, - 298, 726 
bill authorizing the erection of certain, and 
for other purposes, - - - - 679 
joint resolution to change the logation of 
the site of a, on Lake Superior, - = 894 
Light-houses and buoys; bill to change the 
location of, - 
bill making appropriation for, and providing 
for the erection ang establishment of the 


Ligon, 


assign by, - és : 
remarks on the loan bill, - a ʻ 


‘Light-houses, joint resolution extending the 


same, - -  -983, 1030, 1031 
Lighting the Capitol. "(See Crutchett. ) 
Library of Congress, proposition for the ap- 
pointment of a joint committee on, - 15 


Committee on the, on the part of House, 20, 110 
bills reported by the Committee on the, - 1050 
resolutions of instructions to the Commit- 
tee on the, - - - 458,856 
bills reported from Committee on the, 723, 900 
(See Duties on Books.) 
of the House of Representatives, resolution 
authorizing the Clerk of the House to 
purchase sundry books for the use of, - 563 
Lincoln, Abraham, of Illinois, 1,56, 57, 64, 103, 
119, 146, 181, 197, 449, 550, 571, 721, 762, 
797, 857, 878, 928, 950, 990, 1006, 1027, 
1049, 1080 
resolution by, - - - =-= = 64 
remarks on the joint resolution concerning 
the contract for tranaporting the great 


southern mail, - 107 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
. President’s annual message, concerning 
the Mexican war, &c. - 154 
remarks on bill to pa Texas volunteers, 727 
remarks on the bill for the admission of 
Wisconsin into the Union, - - 155 
Little & Brown’s edition of the Laws of the 
United States. (See Clerk of the District 
Court of the United States.) 
Little, Henry, and Jacob Felch, bill for thë 
relief of, ° 797 
Loan office certificates, bill for the pa ment 
of and final settlement Certificates issued 
for money loaned, or for services or sup- 
„plies during the revolutionary war, - 867 
Loan, bill to authorize a, not to exceed the 
sum of $18,500,000, 197, 322, 344, 351, 363, 
368, 562 
remarks upon the, by— 
Mr. Brown, of Mississippi, - - 333 
Mr. Crozier, - - - 351 
Mr. Duer, - - - - - 344 
Mr. Fisher, - - - - - $22 


XXX 
Loan bill, remarks upon the, by— 


Mr. Grinnell, - - 370 

Mr. Gentry, - - - 369 

Mr. Houston, of Alabama, = - 353 

Mr. Hudson, of Massachusetts, - 355 

Mr. King, of Massachusetts, - - 368 

Mr. Ligon, - - =- =- = 3dlo 

Mr. Marsh, -— - - 331 

Mr. McKay, - ž - 310, 311, 372, 373 

Mr. Nicoll, - 359 

Mr. Palfrey, - - = - 370 

Mr. Rockwell, of Connecticut: 370, 372 

Mr. Sims, of South Carolina, - 347,352 

Mr. Stewart, of Pennsylvania, - - 371 

Mr. Thomas, of Balak - - 325 

j Mr. Vinton, - - 312, 369, 370 

London, Giles, bill for the relief of, - 856 
Loomis, Walter, and Abel Gay, an act in ad- 
dition to an act for the relief of, approved 

July 2, 1836, - - 312, 322 


Lord, Frederick W. » of New York, 1, 60, 433, ie 
3 


resolution (ee 
Louisiana. (See Claims—Judge—Courts. ) 


bill to ae lands to certain parishes in the 


State of, as a leveeing fund, - - - 181 
bill for the i issuing of patents for lands in 
the State of, in a certain class of ome 
issued for other purposes, - 882 
bill to aid the State of, in reclaiming the 
swamp lands therein, - - 1049 
Lowndes county, Mississippi. (See Missis- 
pec John H., of Georgia, 1, 49, 181, 240, 


269, 284, 309, 311, 399, 505, 7 19, 735, 875 
resolutions by, 268 
remarks on the bill granting bounty lands 

to volunteers, &c., in Mexico, - 
Luxuries: (See Duties.) . 
Lynch, William, bill for the relief of,- - 1050 
Lynde, William Pitt, a representative from 

the State of Wisconsin, - - 818, 872 
Lyon & Howard, bill for relief of, 298, 850, 872 


M. 


Macedonian, the United States ship, joint 

resolution authorizing the accounting 

officers. of the treasury charged with the 

settlement of the accounts of the navy 

to settle and pay the expenses of, on her 
recent voyage to [Ireland and’ Scotland, 


resolution conceming, ang remarks there- 
on, š - - 851 
proposition to pay the oe onsen of, to Ire- 
land, under Commander De Kay, - 1068 
Madison, James, ex-President of the. United 
States, bill to provide for the purchase 
of the papers of, - - 154, 725 
Maclay, William B., of New York, 1, 56, 64, ‘377, 
598, 665, 699, 727, 761, "782, 994 
remarks by, on the deficiency appropriation 
bill, concerning evenly and Jesuit- 
ism, - 
Mail contracts, joint resolution directing the 
Postmaster General to renew the contract 
_. with the Richmond, Fredericksburg and 
Potomac Railroad and Steamboat Com- 
pany, for the transportation of the great 
northern and southern mail, 39, 42, 82, 93, 
100, 105, 115, 127, 130 
remarks thereon by— 
Mr. Botts, - - - 105, 129 
Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania, - 83, 118 
Mr. Goggin, - 84, 119, 127, 128, 130 
~ Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, 115, 128, 129, 130 
Mr. Lincoln, - - - 107 
Mr. Murphy, - - ~ - 107 
Mr. Meade, - = = 118, 129, 130 
109 


442 


Mr. Root, - - - - 
joint resolution from the ‘Bennie for the 
same purpose, - -~ = 864, 868, 910 
(See Railroads.) : 
remarks by Mr. Goggin,- - - - 868 


Mail between the United States and. foreign 
countries, &c., bill to amend the act to 
provide for the transportation of the, 311, 463, 

83, 598, 619 

southern, joint resolution of the Senate to 
authorize and require a renewal of the 
contract for carrying the, - - -~ 
bill to limit the amount of compensation 
to be paid for the transportation of the 
mail over railroads and on steamboats, 
in certain cases, - - -~ 


1027 
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Mail service, foreign, appropriation for, dis- 


cussed, - - 825, 842, 843, 900 
on the coast, - - - 900, 901 
Mail route, bill to aatablish a, from Belvidere, 
in the State of Illinois, to Shullsburg, 1 in 
Wisconsin Territory, - 0 
bill for a, from Elizabeth, in the State of 
Illinois, to Freeport and Rock kanyi in 
the same State, - 
biN for a, from Freeport, in the State of 
Illinois, to Monroe and Madison, in 
Wisconsin, - - = - - - 
ae propositon to pay money advanced 
(Sea ‘Courts. ) 
Major generals, brigadier generals, &c., bill 
so amending the act of June 18, 1846, to 
increase the army, as not to require the 
reduction of the number of, regardless 
of the date of their commissions, 181, one wey 
726, 894 
bill concerning the continuance of. (See 
bill to amend the act providing for pros- - 
ecution of the Wer with Mexico, under 
Mexico. ) 
Major Generals to select their aids-de-camp 
from captains and lieutenants, - - 1041 
Manly, John, bill for the relief of, - 197, 423 
Mandeville, John, bill for the relie? of the 
legal representatives of,- - 836 
Mann, Job, of Pennsylvania, 1, 208, 298, 452, 
503, 642, 188, 882, 884, 902, 921, 1054 
resolutions by, - 94, 457 
Mann, Horace, of Massachusetts: - 623, 817 
Manning, Cornelius, bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of, - - 154, ~ 784 
Manufactures, the Committee on, > 19 
Maps and charts, ordered, and proposed to 
be printed, -  - 390, 412, 461, 764, 779 
of surveyed public lands. ( See Surveys. ) 
Marine corps, joint resolution to place the 
officers, musicians, and privates of the, 
who have served in the late war with 
Mexico on land, on a footing of the reg- 
ular army and volunteers in regard to 
_ bounty land, &c., - = =- -10 
proposed alterations in the, - - + 1064 
Marine hospital, bill to establish a, at Chi- 
- - = = 60 
298 
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bill 1 providing for the repair of certain, - 
bill making appropriation for certain, there- 
in named, - - - 
at Chelsea, Maseachunclts. bill to.author- 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to sell 
the, and the lot of ground on which it 
stands, and for the purchase of a new 
site and the erection of be near the city 
of Boston, - - - - 

Marine hospitals, appropriations tor, and 
remarks thereon, - - - 836 

resolution of inquiry concerning, - - 1080 
Marsh, George P., of Vermont, 1, 326, 410, 570, 
622, 675, "683, 929, 948, 1028, 1030, 1049 
remarks on the loan bill, concerning the 
Mexican war, - - 331 

Marvin, William, bill for the relet of, in 
confirming the title to a tract of land i in 
Florida granted by the Spanish Govern- 
ernment to Bernardo Segui, c on the 20th 
December, 1815, - - 339 

Marvin, Dudley, of New York, 1, 399, 421, 536, 

730, 762, 774, 778, 849, 1040, 1047 

remarks on the proposition to print the 

annual report of the CornnesIOnCE of 
Patents, - 

Maryland, bill giving the assent of the Uni- 
ted States to an act of the General As- 
sembly of, passed December session, 
1844, chapter 287, - -  - 238 

resolutions of the Legislature of, - 390, 548 

Mary Theresa, bill authorizing the issuing 
of a register to-the barque, - - 

Massachusetts, proportion to pay advances 


197 


481 


Massachusetts, r resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of, - 537, 778 
Mathews, Wood, and Hall, “bill fortrelief of, 398 
May, Reynolds, an act for relief of, 725, 774, 187 
Mays, Elizabeth, bill for the relief off- 153, 300 
McAvoy, James, bill, for the relief of, 152, 263, 
300, 422 
McClelland, Robert, of Michigan, 1, 25, Al, 49, 
64, 73, 130, 208, 237; 269, 270, 294, 319, 322, 
326, 372, 402, 403, 411, 432, "453, 461, 505, 


‘McGaw, John, a resolution in relation to the 


McClelland, Robert, of Michigan— 
597 1551, 589, 637, 683, 709, 716, 727, 730, 
761, 774, 809, 841, 849, 852.. 856, 887, 923, 
935, 938, 944, 953, 955, 960, 974, 983, 999, 
1006, 1015, 1025, "1039, 1043, 1053, 1063, 
1064, 1080, 1081 
resolutions by, - - 64, 267, 459, 1052 
remarks concerning the proposition to have 
a standing committee of commerce among 
the States, - - 17 
remarks on the propositions to refer the 
President’s annual message, concerning 
the poliey of the Federal Government 
constructing works of internal | improve: 
ment, - - - - 
remarks concerning the. par, mileage, and 
funeral es penseg of the late John W. 
Hornbeck, - = + + 527,528 
remarks on the bill making appropriation 
for the support of the Mi tary Academy 
at West Point, - - 
remarks on the resolutions in favor of har- 
bor improvements, - - - 894, 895 
remarks on the appropriation to remove 
obstructions in the Savannah river, - 944 
remarks concerning the appropriation for 
the surveys of the public lands, - = - 
remarks on the army bill, , concerning river ' 
improvements, - 1042, 1043 
McClernand, John A. of Ilitiois: 1, 14, 60, *102, 
263, 269, 270, 300, 311, 370, 372, 377, 380, 
434, 447, 503, 550, 603, 622, 624, 717, 730, 
738, 753, 788, 804, 813, 817, 853, 864, 867, 
887, 894, 896, 902, 961, 991, 1006, 1007, 
1012, 1019, 1038, 1039, 1040, 1041, 1042, 
1054, 1072 
380 


resolution by, - 
remarks on the bill granting bounty land 
to the soldiers in Mexico, ~ 
remarks on the proposition to print the ab- 
stract of army contracts, - - 472, 473 
remarks on the resolutions of congratula- 
tion to the French people, - - - 573 
remarks concerning the testimony of Gen- 
eral Taylor regarding the movement of 
the troops to the Rio Grande, and his 
opinions, - - - = 584, 587, 588 
remarks on the bill granting further time 
for locating Virginia military land war- 
rants, - - 
remarks on the bill granting bounty land 
and pay to the volunteers in Mexico, 718, 731, 


T17 


32, 734, 736 
remarks on the bill for hë admission of 
Wisconsin into the Union, - - 


remarks concerning the boundary of New 
Mexico, the expenses of the Mexican 
war, &c., defensive of the Administra- 
tion, - - - == 913,914, 915, 916 
remarks on the bill providing extra pay to 
the army, and for me continuance of 


certain officers, - - - 935, 936 
remarks on the financial report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, - - 807, 808 


remarks on the proposition to increase the 
appropriation for surveying public lands, 948 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
Ml athe in Oregon, California, and 
w Mexico, - 4006, 1007, 1015, 1019 
ena on the resolution granting to the 
Jackson Monument Association certain 
brass cannon, - = © -1045 
remarks on the bill making a grant of land 
to Illinois to connect the upper and lower 
Mississippi, - 1072 
McCormick, Cyrus, bill to authorize the Com- 
missioner of Patents to renew the pacen 
of, for his horizontal plough, 450 
McDowell , James, of Virginia, 1, "14, 938, 641, 786, 
852, 1058 
457, 851 
994 


449 


naval pension of,- - - -  - @82 
Mellvaine, Abraham R., of Pennsylvania, 1, 49, 
130, 197, 207, 208, 240, 402, 529, 567, 680, 

119, 874, 877, 891, 905 

resolutions by, - 87, 344, 951 
Mcintosh, Betsey, bill for the relief of, 339, 399. 
McKay, James , of North Carolina, I; 65, 67, 
102, 103, 130, 181, 197, 265, 267, 281, 283, 

297, 298, 329, 344, 369, 372, 373, 390, 396,- 


resolutions by, - > 
McEwen, Capt. Meria. bill for relief of, 
McFarland, William, deceased, bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of, - 


. THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


XXXI 


McKay, James J., of North Carolina— 
433, 450, 461, 463, 465, 476, 483, 525, 526, 
527, 529, 537, 538, 539, 548, 564, 570, 616, 
622, 638, 639, 641, 665, 683, 713, 747, 760, 
761, 763, 771, 779, 784, 800, 803, 811, 830, 
831, 832, 835, 836, 837, 839, 841, 843, 844, 
849, 852, 857, 880, 881, 887, 891, 896, 897, 
901, 902, 926, 940, 942, 1006, 1036, 1046, 
1054, 1057 
resolutions by, - 179, 269, 458, 639, 1012 
remarks on the resolution for appointment 
of additional clerks in Pension Office, - 224 
remarks concerning: the delay in the public 
printing, - - - 265, 266 
remarks concerning a ree tax in support 
of the war, - ` - 281 
remarks on the loan bill, - 370, 371, 372, 373 
remarks on the bill making appropriation 
to supply deficiencies, - 392 
remarks on the bill requiring all moneys 
received from customs to be paid into - 
the treasury, ‘- 464, 466, 474, 475, 476 
remarks on the proposition to print the ab- 
stract of army contracts, - - - 473 
remarks on the proposition tọ print the an- 
nual report of Commissioner of Patents, 481 
remarks on Indian appropriation bill, 506,507,538 
remarks on the bill to refund advances 
made to volunteers by individuals, - 550 
remarks on the bill concerning the foreign 
mail service, - 621 
remarks concerning the reduction of the 
number of general officers on the close 
of the war, - 
remarks concerning the binding of the pub- 
lic documents, - - - 
remarks on bill for paying Texas volunteers, 
remarks on naval appropriation bill, con- 
cerning proposed foreign mail service, 825, 849 
remarks concerning the appropriations to 
marine hospitals, - 836, 837 
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708 
140 


remarks concerning Spirit ration in navy, 837 
remarks on the naval appropriation bill, 861 
remarks on the Indian appropriation bill, 905 
remarks on the bill for the continuance of 
certain military officers, -  -  - 918 
remarks on the civil and. diplomatic bill, 
concerning the appropriation: for the Sa- 
vannah river, - - 955, 956. 
remarks on the army appropriation bill, - 1036, 
1037, 1038 


McKenzie, William, late a seaman on board 
the United. States ship Vincennes, bill 

for relief of legal representatives of, 312, 535 
McKee, Colonel William R., bill for relief of 

the widow and children of, - - 548 

McLane, Robert M., of Maryland, l, 4, 43, 58, 

61, 94, 95, 103, 120, 178, 999, 958, 959, 260, 

363, 369, 372, 417, 446, 454, 465, 529, 564, 

589, 590, 592, 683, 709, 762, 768, 785, 836, 

841, 865, 867, 908, 910, 911, 912, 916, 924, 

929, 938, 946, 1007, 1010, 1012, 1014, 1019, 

1034, 1041, 1057, 1062, 1063, 1071, 1072, 


1082 
resolutions by, - . 57, 178, 638 
remarks concerning ‘the call on the Presi- 
dent for the instructions, &c., to Mr. 
Slidell and others, - =-  - 103,104 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message, concerning 
the Mexican war, &c.,- - 
remarks on the bill making. appropriation 
to supply deficiencies, concerning the 
finances and the Mexican war, 407, 413, 414 
remarks concerning the rencounter between 
Messrs. Haralson and G. W. Jones, - 
remarks on the proposition to print the 
correspondence between General Scott 
and the War Department, concerning the 
Mexican war, 518, 519, 583, 686, 690, 691 
remarks on the resolutions of congratula- 
tion to France, - - - 611,613 
remarks on the bill for the admission of 


200 
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Wisconsin into the Union, - - - 743 
` remarks on the bill to amend the charter of 
. .; Washington city,- =-  - 166, 767, 768 
remarks on the expenses and policy, &c. 3 
of the Mexican war, - 916 
remarks on the bill providing extra pay for 
the army, and the continuance of certain ` 
officers, ~ 936 
remarks on the’ bill making a grant of land 
to Illinoig to connect the upper and 
lower Mississippi, - - =- - 1071 


McLane, Robert M., of Maryland— 
remarks on the Oregon bill, - -1017, 1019 
remarks on the army appropriation bill, 1034, 
1035, 1038 
McRae, Mary, widow of Lieutenant Colonel 
William McRae, late of the United States 
army, deceased, bill for relief of, - 422, 562 
Meade, Richard K., of Virginia, 1, 104, 109, 129, 
130, 180, 197, 208, 281, 298, 369, 412, 547, 
548, 564, 623, 641, 766, 767, 768, 865, 878, 
896, 951, 957, 1024, 1046, 1053, 1062 
resolutions by,. 129, 179, 269, 623, 877, 943 
announces the death, and eulogizes the life 
and character of George C. Dromgoole, 
late representative from Virginia,- - 42 
remarks on the joint resolution for the re- 
newal of the contract for transporting 
the great southern mail, - 118, 129, 130 
remarks on the resolutions of ete 
-tion to France, - - - 613,614 
remarks on the subject of the abducted 
slaves, and concerning slavery and the 
privileges of members, - - - 653, 670 
remarks on the bill to change the time of 
holding United States courts in Virginia, 877 
Meade, Richard W., deceased, bill forsettling 
the claims of the heirs of, 154, 166, 300, 637, 
730, 763, 825 
Medals to. officers and soldiers in Mexico, 
resolution concerning, - 
‘Medical staff of the army, bill for increase 
of the, for a limited time, -~ - 339,344 
Medical corps of the navy. (See Navy.) 
Medicines, bill to prohibit the importation of 
adulterated, deteriorated, and misnamed, 810, 


861 
resolution to print the report thereon, - 872 
Mellon, Eliza A., bill for relief of, - 562, 698 
Merchant vessels. (See Passengers.) 
Mesne process. (See District of Columbia.) 
Meteorological observations, debate concern- 
ing the constitutional right of Congrons 
to appropriate for, -845 
Meyers, T. Barley, and F. F. Marbury, res- 
olution auihorizing the Payment of the , 
claims of, - 459. 
Mexico, resolution of Mr. Holmes, of South 
Carolina, declarative of the policy which 
should gover the further prosecution of 
the war, 38 
resolution of Mr. Richardson justifying the 
war with, - - 59 
resolutions concerning the. policy, &e., of 
the war with, by— 
Mr. Botts, - - ~ m - 6l 
Mr. Chase, - - - - - 179 
Mr. Dickey, - - - - - 94 
Mr. Hampton,- - =- - - 95 
Mr. Hudson, - - - - - 93 
Mr. Lincoln, - - - - - 64 
Mr. Palfrey, - - - - - 368 
Mr. Richardson, - - - - 6l 
Mr. Strohm, - - - - - 343 
Mr. Thompson, of Indiana, - - 6l 
Mr. Tompkins, ~ = = - 481 
Mr. Toombs, - - - 7 - 6l 
Mr. Van Dyke, - - = - 6) 


remarks on the post office appropriation 
bill, concerning the, by Mr. Cocke, - 
bill to amend an ‘act supplemental to an act 
providing for the further prosecution of 
the existing war between the United 
States and the Republic of, and for other 
purposes, so as to retain certain officers, 
and to-allow extra pay to the army, 890, 903, 
907, 918, 947 
proceedings in “corgia concerning the war 
with, - - 505 
resolution of Mr. Thompson, of Pennsyl- 
„vania, to expunge from the Journal-cer- 
tain declarations against the justice and 
constitutionality of the war with,- - 343 
proposition to print report of all troops 
engaged in the war with, - - 852, 866 
resolution adverse to the annexation of the 
whole of, to the United States, - 269, 298 
calls by resolution on the Executive depart- 
ment for instructions, and other matter, 
connected with the war with, - 103, 308 
remarks on the proposition to print the cor- 
respondence between the War Depart- 
ment and General Scott, concerning the 


war with, by— 
Mr. Clingman, - - `- 6514, 516, 519 


| Mexico, war with, remarks concerne pia Bo lew 


Mr. Haskell, - - - 7, 523 
Mr. Inge, - -= =-= = 32, 523 
Mr. McLane, - - - 518, 519 
Mr. Thompson, of Mississippi, - 516 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message, concerning 
the war with, by— 
Mr. Barrow, - 295 


Mr. Cobb, of Georgia, 
Mr. Collamer, - - 
Mr. Dixon, - 


Mr. Green, - - 238 
Mr. Goggin, - - 276 
Mr. Grinnell, - 259 


= Mr. Hall, of ‘Missouri; 
Mr. Henley, - -= 
Mr. Jameson, - 
Mr. Lincoln, 
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Mr. Robinson, - 
Mr. Thompson, of Indiana, 
Mr. Tompkins, ~ 
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Mr. Tuck, - 197 
remarks on the bill to indemnify individ- 
uals for advances made to volunteers, 

concerning the war with, by Mr. Lahm, 552 


remarks concerning the land acquired by 
the treaty with, and the cost, and the 
policy of the war with, &c., 910, 911, 912, 
913, 914, 915, 916 

resolution for the interdiction of slavery i in 
any portion of, which may be acquired 


by the United States, - 391 
joint resolution annexing New Mexico akd 
Upper and Lower California to United 
States, and to extend the laws of the 
United States over said territories, - 182 
(See Santa Anna— Claims.) 
speeches on the Oregon bill, concerning the 
war with. (See Oregon. ) 
_ Speeches on the loan bill, concerning the 
war with, by— 
Mr. Brown, of Mississippi, ` - =- 333 
Mr. Crozier, - - - - 351 
Mr. Duer, - - - - 344 
Mr. King, of Mass. m - .- = 368 
Mr. Marsh, - - - 331 
Mr. Sims, of South Carolina, - - 347 
speeches on the appropriation bills, con- 
cerning the war with, by— 
Mr. Cabell, - - - - - 425 
Mr. Ficklin, - - - - =- AT 
Mr. McLane, - - - - - 407 
Mr. Smith, of Connecticut, - - 415 
Mr. Strong, - - - - - 423 
Mr. Thompson, of Indiana, - - 412 
remarks on the bill making appropristion 
to bring home the remains of deceased 
officers and soldiers in Mexico; bya 
Mr. Haskell, - - - 504 
Mr. Haralson, - o- - - 504 
Mr. Sawyer, - - - - 504, 505 
the President’s message communicating 
the treaty of peace with, - - 901,910 
Miami lands, bill to duce the minimum © 
rice of the mands acquired of the Miami 
Indiane, - - 57, 181, 548 
(See Pr eémption Claimants. ) 
Miami Reserve, the Great, bill to grant pre- 
emption rights tor certain islands in 
the, - - =- =- -= 868 


Michigan, bill to grant alternate sections of 
land to the State of, for the completion of 
the Clinton and Kalamazoo canal, 64, 154, 1064 
resolutions of the Legislature of, 423, 583, 716 
(See Land Claims—Courts. ) 
Michigan City, Indiana, bill to provide for 
the prosecution of the work upon the 
harbor of, - - 57, 269 
Midshipmen. (See Naval School. ) 
proposition concerning the number rank, 


and pay of, &c., - - 841 
Milam, Elijah, bill for the relief of, - = 450 
Milam, George W., bill for the relief of the 

legal representatives of, - - - 463 
Mileage to the messengers who bring on the 

returns of Presidential election, - 940, 948 
Mileage, the Committee on, - - 20 

instructions to the, - - - - 458, 174 
remarks on the proposition to fix a maxi- 

mum of the mileage of one and . 

Representatives, - - - = 896 
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INDEX TO 


Mileage— 
bill to alter and establish the compensation 
for mileage of Senators and members of 
the House of Representatives, 774, 841, 856, 
74, 1070 
Milford, William, bill for the relief of, - 867 
Militia, the Committee on- =- - - 29 
Militia. (See Vermont Militia.) ° 
Military Academy, bill making appropriation 
for the support of, for the year 1849, 237, 586, 
589, 616, 784, 787, 4193 
bill placing the officer who performs the 
duty of adjutant at the, on an equality, 


as to pay and allowances, with the ad- 
jutant of recruits, - = - - 725, 836 
Military Affairs, the Committee on, - 19, 23 


resolutions of instruction to the, 58, 59, 64, ‘93, 

95, 181, 268, 269, 343, 344, 433, 438, 456, 

457, 855, 874, 1011, 1012 

bills and resolutions reported from the, 152, 153, 

197, 238, 322, 375, 463, 523, 562, 680, 683, 

724, 803, 836, 903, 918, 951, ee 1071 
discharged from the consideration of sub- 

jects, - 153, 449, 723, 774, 951 

reports fromthe, - - - - 683, 174 
Military force, bills to amend an act entitled 
‘s An act to raise for a limited time an ad- 
ditional military force, and for other 

purposes,” &c., - 57, 152, 181, 269, 298, 

322, 434, 449, 463, 549, 673, 717, 730 
joint resolution explanatory of the 9th sec- 
tion of the act of 1847, to raise for a 
limited time an additional military force, 

°” and for other purposes, - 182, 446, 583 
bill explanatory of the act to raise fora 
limited time an additional milttary force, 
and for other purposes, approved peu 


ruary 11, 1847, - 771 
additional. (See Army.) 

Military forces, joint resolution in relation to 

the transportation and discharge of the. 

(See Army.) 
Miller, William, bill for the relief of, - - 698. 
Miller, Henry, bill for the relief of, - - 779 
Miller, John K. , of Ohio, 1, 82, 103, 550, 558, 564, 


724, 926, 939, 1020, 1030, 1041 
‘resolutions by, - - =-  - 180, 1011 
remarks on proposition for the purchase of 


the manuscripts of Mr. Jefferson, - 919 

remarks on the general appropriation bill, 939 
Mineral Lands, the synopsis of the geologi- 
cal observation of the, of Lake Superior, 

ordered to be printed, - - - =- I7 


Mint, bill for the establishment of a branch 
of the United States, | in the city of New 
York, - _ = 57, 623, 624, 923 
statement of the pperstions of the, - - 301 
_ Mississippi river, bill making an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the, 57, 269, 298 
Mississippi, bill to grant alternate sections of 
the public lands in, for the improvement 
of certain rivers in that State, - - 269, 391 
bills granting a quantity of land to, for the 
purpose | of i improving the navigation of 
certain rivers in that State, - - 505, 950 
resolutions of the Legislature of, 527, 535, 698 
(See Land Claims.) 
bill for the relief of certain citizens of 
Lowndes county, in, - - - 623, 950 
Missouri, bill granting land to the State of, 
for the improvement of the navigation 
of the Osage river, - - - 64,269 
bill to pay the State of, two per cent. upon 
-the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands sold within that State, or which 
have been reserved for the purpose of 
constructing a road to, - 64, 269 
bill to grant ‘certain public lands to the 
State of, for the purpose of aiding to 
construct a railroad from the town of 
St. Joseph to the town of Hannibal, and 
for other purposes, - - =- 269 
bill to establish the western judicial dis- 
trict in the State cf, - - - 269, 380 
joint resolution to give to the State of, cer- 
tain pieces of artillery captured from the 
Mexicans by the volunteers under the 
command of Colonel Doniphan, - - 
a = l the State of, the two per cent. 
the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands sold in said State, which has 
been reserved by the United States for 
the purpose of constructing a road to 
said State, -  - -  - 1049 


943 


Missouri— 
bill for the relief of the inhabitants of the 
village of Carondelet, in the State of, - 1049 
(See Land Offices—Boundary—Post routes— 
Ozark County—Land Claims.) 
Missouri compromise line, on the slavery 
question, rejected, - =- + = 1062 
Mitchell, John, bill for the relief of, 154, 300, 422 
Mitchell, Robert B., bill for the relief of, - 836 
Mitchell, George V., bill for the relief of, 882, 
1049, 1072 
Mob in Philadelphia against the Catholics, 
remarks concerning, - 441, 442, 443, 444 
Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company, bill to 
grant portions of the public land to the, 774, 
943, 1059, 1063 
Moor, Jeremiah, bill for the relief of,- - 
Moor, Master James, compensation to, - 1059 
Moore, John M., bill to compensate, 339, 423, 641 
Moore, Jonathan, of the State of Massachu- 
setts, bill for ‘the relief of, - - 238 
Morehead, Charles S., of Kentucky, I, 64, 103, 
360, 363, 447, 399, ei, 29A, 1047, 1072 


resolution by, 2 - 9268 
remarks on the Indian appropriation bill, 537 
Morgan, John, bill for the relief of, - 393, 535 


Monroe, James, of the city of New York, 
contests the seat of David S. Jackson, 94, 93, 
536, 616, 643 


to be heard before the House, - - - 549 
resolution to pay per diem to, - - -1072 
Monument to George Washington, joint res- 
olution authorizing the erection of a, on 
the public grounds ı in ine city of Wash- 
ington, - - - - 245 
to Mr. Adams, proposition for. â, and de- 
bate thereon, - - 856, 882 
to Jackson. (See Jackson Monument As- ` 
sociation.) i 
Morehead, James, bill for the relief of, - 835 


Morris, Jonathan D.,of Ohio, 1,312, 449, 562, 836, 
68, 951 
announces the death of Thomas L. Hamer, 
late a representative elect from Ohio, - 69 
Morrison, John, bill for the relief of, - 400, 592 
Morse, Isaac E., of Louisiana, 1, 73, 130, 267, 
308, 337, 529, 536, 548, 622, 746, 782 
remarks concerning the one-hour rule, - 46 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual miessrees concermtg 
the Mexican war, - 279 
remarks on the bill for the admission of 


Wisconsin into the Union, — - - 749 
remarks on the naval appropriation bill, - 839 
Morton, Seth, bill for the relief of, - » 092 
Moulon, Jaques, bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of, 
Mountjoy, Captain John, bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives or heirs of, - 951 
Mount Vernon, petition praying the overn: 
ment to purchase, -. - 726 
Myers, Peter, bill for the relief of, - =- 994 
Myers, Edward, bill for the relief of,-  - 683 


Mullin, Joseph, of New York, 1,49, 64, 221, 374, 

391, 392, 402, 429, 536, ‘548, 902, 946, 1007, 

1018, 1020, 1024, 1050 

resolutions by,- - - 94, 456 
remarks on the appropriation to improve 

certain avenues in Washington city, - 945 

Murphy, David, bill for the relief of, - - 856 

Murphy, Henry C., of New York, 1,26, 57, 60, 

308, 390, 391, 412, 438, 444, 446, 456, 463, 

464, 465, 604, 723, 777, 788, 789, 811, 839, 

842, 843, 852, 1050 

resolutions by, - =- =- = 57,94, 344 
remarks on the joint resolution for the 
renewal of the contract with the rail- 
road for carrying the great southern 

mail, - - - - 117 
remarks concerning the contented election 
from New Yor! k, - - - - - 
remarks concerne oe spirit ration in the 
navy, - - 
remarkson the proposition for international 

exchanges of books, &c., 852 

Myerle, David, bill for the relief of, 103, 300, 536 


N. 


National armory, bill to establish a, at Fort 
Massac, State of Illinois, 60, 263, 1039, 1041 
bill to establish two national foundries, 


and a, - - - 724 
other propositions connected with national 
foundries, and, - - - = - 1 


National Observatory, appropriation to the 
superintendent of the, and for printing 
results of ‘observations, - 

Naturalized citizens of the United States, bill 
declaratory of. the rights of, and to pro- 
tect them in the peaceful exercise and 
enjoyment of their rights and privileges, 
against the acts and influence of for- 
eign’ Eovernments; and their diplomatic 
agefits,-  - - 9, 798, 805, 818 

Navigation within the States, concerning im- 
provement of the. (See Tonnage Duties.) 

Navy, resolution presenting ne thanks of 
Congress tothe, - - - 363 

bill to increase the medical corps of the, 864, 951 
bill for the creation and appowtment of 
admirals in the, - 951 
bill to indemnify the officers and crews of 
United States vessels of war for losses by 
shipwreck, fire, and otherwise, -  - 
bill to authorize certain promotions in the, 
bill to amend the act making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year 
1848, - 197, 398, 592, 778, 812, 822, 861 
bill for the relief%f certain forward war- 
rant officers in the, - - - 197, 423 
bill making appropriations for the, for the 
year ending June 30,1849, 450, 623, 812,822, 
825, 830, 836, 841, 844, 994, 995, 1012 
bill providing for a retired list i in the, - 683 
bill providing for the construction of twenty 
sloop-of-war brigs, - - - - 
(See Thanks of Congress.) 
Navy Department, communications from the; 73, 
412, 463, ee 


841 


951 
153 


calls'upon the, - =- -= 

Navy pensions, bill for the relief of widows 
and orphan children of officers and sea- 
men of the navy of the United States, 562, 

592, 772, 774, 117 
bill renewing certain naval pensions for 
the term of five years, and extending 
the benefits of existing laws respecting 
naval pensions to engineers, firemen, and 
coal-heavers in the navy, and to their 
widows, 779, 836, 882, 908, 943, 1006, 1058 
bill in amendment of an act concerning, and 
the pension fund, approved June; 1844, 683 
Navy Register, received, - 571 - 
resolution concerning the plan of the, - 836 

Navy Register and Naval Laws, Concerning 
the compilation of, —- - 1049. 

Naval school, bill to regulate the pay and 
emoluments of the professors in thesand 
in the National Observatory, - - 

bill prescribing the age at which candidates 
for the appointment of midshipmen in _ 
the navy may enter the, and the number 
and mode of appointing midshipmen in 
the navy, and for other purposes, - - 683 
Naval Affairs, the Committee on, - 19 
instructions to, 153, 164, 177, 181, 268, 269, 457 
bills reported from the, 103, 153, 177, 197, 332, 
376, 449, 460, 562, 623, 683, 724; 779, 836, 
855, 856, 943, 951, 953 

reports from the, -- - 103, 449, 562, 1049 

eee! rom the consideration of sub- 
jec - 135, 463, 562, 724, 951 
Nelson, William, of New York, 1, 298, 377, 380, 
398, 401, 402, 453, 459, 461, 462, 536, 622, 923 
resolution by, - 390 
Nes, Henry, of Pennsylvania, -1, 62, , 208, ach 
3 

Newark College, in the State of Delaware, 
bill to authorize the trustees of, to im- 
port certain philosophical apparatus free 
of duty, - 531 

Newcomb, Francis D., bill to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to make a 
compromise and settlement with the 
securities of, late surveyor general of 
„Louisiana, - 

New Hampshire, bill for the settlement of 
claims of, against United States, 57, 95, 238 

(See Courts. ) 

New Mexico and California, the President’s 
message, concerning value of, and estab- 
lishment of civil governments in, 989, 1006 

remarks thereon, by Mr. Vinton, - 991, 992 

New Orleans, an acy to provide additional 
quarters near, for United States soldiers 
and volunteers returned from or going to 
the seat of war in Mexico, - * - 245, 323 

(See Collection District— Inspectors. ) : 
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New Jersey, resolutions of Legislature of, 450, 459 || Orezon— i Patents for certain lands in Louisiana. (See 
(See Courts.) message from the President concerning the Louisiana.) 
necessity of organizing a territorial gov- | Patterson, A. H., bill for the relief of,-  - 923 


New York, resolutions of the Legislature 
of ye e = tn = 42, 311, 459 
(See Courts—Collection District.) 
Newell, William A., of New Jersey, 1, 360, 431, 
836, 944, 1030 
resolutions by, - + 94, 344, 387, 874 
Newspapers to members, provision for, ~ 18 
(See Postage.) 
Newton, George, bill for the relief of, 103, 263 
Nicoll, Henry, of New ‘York, 1, 49, 64, 130, 
359, 360, 624, 632, 788, 791, 803, 838, 919, 
920, 923, 924, 931, 939, 1055, 1072 
resolution by, - 57 
remarks on the loan bill, on the condition 


of the finances, - 359 
remarks on the bill concerning the foreign 

mail service, 620 
remarks on the bill regulating the appoint- 

ment of clerkg'to office, 803 


remarks on the civil and diplomatic bill, - 1055 
Noble, Thomas H., bill for the relief of, - 923 
North Carolina, resolutions of the Legisla- 

ture of, - 459 
Notaries public, bill to authorize them to 
take and certify oaths, affirmations, and 
acknowledgments in certain cases, 779, 835 
Nourse, Joseph, deceased, bill to authorize 
the settlement of the accounts of, - 266, 322 
787, 788, 823, 872 
Nullification, remarks touching, - - 285 
Nye, J. W., assignee of P. Bar yand H. . 
Stewart, bill for the relief of, 723, 864, 923 


, 0. 


Oaths. (See Custom-houses.) 

official, in the District al Solumbia; bill 
concerning, - 868, 872 
Obituary, 20, 40, 42, 69, 72, 73, 11, 214, 384, 503, 
581, 713 
Observatory. (See National Observatory.) l 

Offenders, certain. (See Treaty.) 
Offices created, and appropriations made, 
during the session, - - 


á 
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Ohio, resolutions of the Legislature of, - T16 
Ohio Saline reservation, .bill confirmin, for- 
mer sales by the State of Illinois of, 
and authorizing the sale of the residue 
of such reservations, - - - 398, 449 
Ohio and Mississippi Railroad Company, bill 
granting the right of way through the 
public lands in endian and Illinois to 
the, - - - =- + 797, 1030 
Ohio onea, proposition i to pay for cloth- 
- - 1041 
Ohl, John F., bill for the relief of, 7- ~ 867 
Order of debate. (See Debate.) 
Orear, N. C., bill for the relief of, - 177, 463 
Oregon, the question of, as finally adjusted 
with England, remarks concerning, by 
Mr. Bayly,- - - ~- 996 


Oregon, bills to establish the territorial gov- 
ernment of, 322, 457, 529, 542, 565, 639, 713, 
188, 995, '999, 1007, 1010, 1013, 1017, 1027, 


1062, 1080 

remarks thereon, by— 
| Mr. Bayly, - - - - -102 
Mr. Birdsall, - =- - 1020, 1021 
‘Mr. Boydon, - 1017, 1020 
Mr. Brown, of Mississippi, 790, 1023, 1024 
Mr Clarke, -e - - 1017 
Mr. Cobb, of Georgia, - 789, 790, 1013 
Mr. Cobb, of Alabama, - - - 1019 
Mr. Collamer, - - - - - 790 
Mr. Dickinson, - - - - 1021 
Mr. Gayle, - - - - 942 
Mr. Green, - - - 1018, 1019 
Mr. Haralson, - - - - 789, 790 
Mr. Hilliard, - - - 565, 791, 1021 
Mr. Kaufman, - - 1013, 1014, 1017 
Mr. McClernand, - - - - 1015 
“Mr. McLane, - - - 1017, 1019 
Mr. Palfrey, - - - = = 1021 
Mr. Root, - > 1018, 1019 
Mr. Sawyer, - = 2 >= = 102i 
' Mr. Schenck, - - - 1020, 1022 
Mr. Smart, - - -> - 545 
Mr. Smith, of Indiana, 790, 1013, 1014, 
: 1015, 1020 
Mr. Taylor, of ends, - - + 1018 
Mr. Tuck, - - - 1022 
Mr. Vinton, - - - 189, 1017, 1020 
- Mr. Venable, `- - - - - 7911 


30TH Concress—First SESSION. 


| Parmenter, Welcome, bill for relief of, - 


ernment in, and debate thereon, = - ,788 |; 
bill to provide for suppressing Indian hos- 
tilities in the Territory ¢ of, and for other 
purposes, - - 
bill to establish territorial governments in 
Oregon, California, and New Mexico, - 1006 
joint resolution accent it expedient and 
proper, - >- 
resolution of the Legislative Assembly of, 
’President’s message approving | the Oregon 


803 


1057 


bill, - - - 1081 
(See Surveyor General.) 
Osage river. (See Missouri.) 
O’Siris, John, bill for the relief of, - 398, 810 
Outlaw, David, of North Carolina, 1, 449, 459, 


798, 931, 970, 1030, 190; 105%; 1053 
resolution by, - 179 |; 
remarks on the harbor bill, - - - 1052 

Ordnance corps. (See Pensions. ) 

Owens, Thomas G. V., deceased, bill for the 
relief of representatives of, 1026, 1049, 1072 

Ozark county, Missouri, bill to authorize the 
citizens of, to enter forty acres oF land 


for a county site, - - - - 64l 
P. 
Pacheco, Antonio, bill for the relief of ‘the . 
legal ‘representatives of, - = 322 


Paddy, William, bill for the relief of, - 563, 698 
Palfrey, John G., of Massachusetts, 1,56, 60, 64, 
82, 85, 240, 453, 521, 536, 541, 548, 638, 

649, 652, 761, 786, 828, 849, 872, 908, 921, 

951, 1007, 1019, 1050, 1052 

resolutions by, - 368, 456, 459, 649, 994 
‘remarks on the proposition to refer the 

_ President’s annual message concerning 
the slave question, - - - - 
remarks on the proposition to print the me- 
morial of the representatives of the Yearly 
Meetigg of the Society of Friends of New 


~ 245 


England, concerning the Mexican war, 330 
remarks on the loan bill,- - - - 370 
remarks concerning the delay i in executing 

the public printing, - 411 
remarks on the bill allowing Photius Kav- 

asnles to change his name, - - - 460 
remarks on the resolution of congratulation 

to France, concerning slavery, &c, 610 
personal explanation by, - - -= 637 
remarks on the privileges of memoers; and 

concerning slavery, - - 664 
remarks on the proposition for the pur- 

chase of the manarcepe of Thomas Jef- 

ferson, - - 919 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 

government in Oregon, - - - 1021 
remarks on the resolution granting certain 

brass cannon to the oo Monument | 

Association, - - - 1045 

Palmetto, brig, bill for the issuing of a ne 
tér to, - - 2, 641 
Parker, Commodore Foxall A. of the United’ 
States navy, bill for the relief of, - 632, 855 
Parker, William, bill for the relief of, - 562, 868 


Parker, Peter, and Jacob L. s Martin; 'bill for 
the relief of, - 683 
Parmenter, William, bill for ‘the relief of, 185, ie 
52 
Passengers, on nos resolution con- 
cerning, - - 237 
in merchant veida. bill to amend the first 
section ofan act to regulate the carriaggof, 237 
(See American Colonization Society.) 
on board of vessels propelled in whole or 
in part by steam, approved July 9, 1838, 
bill to provide for me better security of 
the lives of, - - - 264, 322, 398 


Passenger vessels, bill to provide for the ven- 


tilation of, and for other purposes, per ig, 598 
Patent Office, bill to provide for additional as 
aminers in the, and remarks thereon, 103, 263, 
266, 312, 400, 403, 41l, 125, 774 
Patent rights, bill to provide for applications 
for renewal of, in certain cases, 19, 784, 822 
Patents, the Committee on,- > - 
resolutions of instructions to. the, - - 879 
bills reported by the, 103, 154, 197, 449, 450, 
462, 699, 779, 994, 1050 
reports fromthe, - - - 197, 322, 1063 
discharged from subjects, - 779, 994, 1063 


C 


Pay of the army, 
Pay, three months’ extra. (See Army—Ma- 


Pay, extra, to the empoy ees under the 
1052, 1057 


Clerk, &c., - - 
(See Army.) 


rine Corps—Collectors of the Customs. ) 


Pay of Generals Cass and eayion call fora 


resolutions by, 2 Š 
debt due to the heirs of, Š Š 2 


130, 241, 285, 345, 874, 402, 449, 888, 
resolution by, - =- 
remarks on the resolution of congratulation 

to France, - - 


Pennsylvania, joint resolution of the Legis- 


lature of, - : a "329, 
resolutions of the Legislature of, - - 


Pension Office, concerning tig delay of busi- 


ness in the, - - 


Pensions, bill making provision for the wid- 


ows and orphans of officers and soldiers 
killed in the present war with Mexico, 
or who have died or may die in the ser- 
vice or after their discharge on account 
of sickness or wounds incurred while in 
the service, - - - 57, 237, 798, 
bill to extend the provisions of the act of 
June 7, 1832, entitled “ An act s uppie- 
mentary to the act for the relief of cer- 
tain surviving officers and soldiers of the 
Revolution,” to those who served three 
manths, - 60, 269, 
joint resolution relative to evidence in ap- 
plication for pensions, - - - - 
bill for the relief of certain surviving wid- 
ows of officers and soldiers of the Revo- 
lutionary army, - - - -= 
bill making further provision for surviving 
widows of te soldiers of the Revolu- 
tion, - - - - «© 103, 
bill granting pensions and annuities to cer- 
tain widows of officers and soldiers of the 
revolutionary war, - - -e -= 
petition of the officers of the army in Mex- 
ico, for their families in case they fall in 
battle, and report, - =- 
bill to provide pensions for all the officers 
and soldiers, regular and volunteer, who 
have been injured and permanently dis- 
abled in the service, in me existing war 
with Mexico, - - 181, 459, 
resolution concerning, - - 
bill making Sne opran for the payment 
of revolutionary and other pensioners of 
the United States, for the year 1849, 
622, 755, 769, 
bill authorizing the payment of invalid 
pensions in certain cases, - 
bill granting pensions to the officers and 
men who in 1804 volunteered, under 
Captain Stephen Decatur, to recapture 
or destroy the brig Philadelphia, then 
lying iw the harbor of Tripoli, 
(See Navy Pensions.) 
an act amending the act granting half-pay 
to widows or orphans where their hus- 
bands and fathers have died of wounds 
received in the military service of the 
United States, in cases of deceased offi- 
cers and soldiers of the militia and vol- 
unteers, passed July 4, 1836, - 


report of the, - - 876, 877 
Pay of the private soldiers engaged in the 
war with Mexico, bill to increase the, - 433 
Pay Department of the amy, bill concerning 
t - - 908, 1071 
Payment of volunteers and regulars. (See 
Volunteers. ) 
Peacock, proposition to indemnify the officers 
and crew of the United States sloop of 
war, for loss of clothing, &c., - - 830 
Pea Patch Island, remarks upon the applica- 
tion for the construction of Fort Dela- 
ware on, ` - - - 848 
Peaslee, Charles H., of New Hampshire, 1, 57, 
82, 955 503, 598 
resolution by, - - 
remarks concerning charges against the 
Commissioner of Patents, - 947 


Peck, Lucius B., of Vermont, 1,73, 698, 836, 994, 

1030 
456, 462 
Peltier, Antoine, bill for the payment of a 


450 


| Pendleton, John S., of Virginia, 1, 41, 49, 62, 73, 


914 
269 


459 
505 


179 


894 


459 
698 


828 


269 


102, 153, 989 


698 


- 1012 


- 237, 


771 


- 1006, 1050 


- 269, 683 


312, 461 
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Pensions— 

an act to extend the provisions of the ex- 
isting pension laws to enlisted men of 
the Ordnance corps of the United States 
army, - - =- = 812, 400, 884, 903 
report adverse to the extension of he pen- 

sion system, - - 
proposition to reconsider the action on this 
: report, and debate thereon, - - - 
Pensions under the act of 1832, resolution 
‘concerning the erage Y of the, - 9539, 541 
Percival, Captain John, bill for relief of, 400, 592 
Perkins, Benjamin G., bill for relief of, 563,698 
Perkins, Hector, bill for the relief of, - 994 
Perry, Reuben, and Thomas P. Ligon, bill 
for the relief of, 7, 423 
Perry, Joseph, a Choctaw Indian, bill for the 
relief of, ~ - 238, 787 
Perry, Gid. A., bill granting pension to, 779, 787 
Perry, Jean F., Jonah Bleakley, Nicholas 
A and Robert Morrison, bill for the 
relief of the heirs of, - ; - 864 
Pettit, John, of Indiana, 1,14, 24, 4l, 60, 61, 519, 
. 641, 679, 710, 730, 808, 817, 822, 825, 856, 
910, 928, 929, 955, 969, 1006, 1023, 1024 


resolutions by, - - 58, 788 
remarks on proposition to elect chapla: ns, 15, 16 
personal explanation by, concerning a re- 

port of his remarks in the Union,- - 4l 
remarks on the President’s veto of the 


harbor bill, - - - 39 
Petrie, George, of New York, _ -= 1, 463 
Pettibone, Daniel, bill for the relief of, - 994 
Petty, » Elijah, and Hannah Petty, his wife, 

eirs of John Beardon, deceased, bill for 


the relief of, - - - 312, 399 | 
Peyton, Samuel O., of Kentucky, - 1, 930 
Phelps, Noah A., bill for the relief of, 322 


Phelps, John S., of Missouri, 1, 41, 49, 56, 60, 64, 
130, 269, 329, 359, 361, 380, 421, 431, 519, 
520, 539, 549, 558, 570, 624, 693, 797, 835, 
887, 905 
resolutions by, - 64, 267 
: aya apparatus. (See Newark Col- 


TA Eoin H., bill oF the relief of the legal 

resentatives of ; 

Pike, Ma , the widow of Ezra Pike, bill for 

the reli ief of, - - 779, 787 
Pilcher, Josiah, bill for the relief of, - - 836 
Pilabury, Timothy, of Texas, ], 15, 49, 207, 208, 

204, 390, 452, 519, 740, 860, 911 » 912, 989, 
1050 

Pistole, Elizabeth, widow of Charles Pistole, 

deceased, arPact for relief of, 725, 855, 1072 
Pittman, William, bill for the relief of, 856, 994 
Pix, Christopher H., ot sean; bill for the 

relief of, - - 450, 592 

Plank and timber, bill to release from duty, ` 

imported for the construction of piank 

roads, - - 563 
Pollard, Mary Ann, bill for the relief of, - 994 
Pollock, James, of Pennsylvania, 1, 14, 25, 43, 56, 

65, 140, 153, 178, 208, 221, 997, 240, 257, 
267, 284, 337, 343, 363, 371, 375, 377, 401, 
410, 431, 435, 437, 449, 450, 453, 476, 507, 
529, 536, 542, 548, 551, 563, 964, 565, 570, 
624, 641, 787, 788, 796, 808, 836, 837, 841, 
849, 868, 872, 879, 882, 892, 923, 924, 926, 
954, 969, 981, 995, 1007, 1026, 1030 
resolutions by, - - - 15, 57, 343, 450 
remarks on the proposition to amend the 

rules, - - - 44 

- remarks concerning the rule to regulate . 

_ debate,- - - 126 
remarks on the bill for the payment of the 

Texas volunteers, - - - 376 

remarks on the ceaciency appropriation 

bill, - - 435 

remarks on the bill requiring all moneys 

for customs to be pud into the public 

treasury, > - - - 464, 465 

remarks on the proposition to print the an- 

. nual reportof Commissioner of Patents, 481 
remarks on the Indian appropriation bill, 537 
remarks on the bill concerning the foreign 

mail service, - - - 

remarks on the bill to regulate the appoint: ` 
ment of clerks to office, - 

remarks concerning pensions to widows 
of revolutionary soldiers, - - 

remarks on the bill for the relief of certain 
surviving widows of officers and soldiers 
of the Revolution, - - - - 
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INDEX TO 


Pool, William, bill for the relief of, - 
Pope Pius IX, of R 


322, 535 
ome, joint resolutions 


commendatory of his political course, - 57 
(See Rome.) 
Port of entry, bill to establish the city of 
Brooklyn asa, - 
an act declaring Whitehall, in the State of 
New Yorka, - - - - - 
bill making Bangor a - - = 983 
Port of delivery. (See ‘Ship Island. ) 
Porterfield, James, bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of, - = 9398, 535 
Portrait of Baron de‘Kalb, - - - `- 728] 


Postage on newspapers, bill entitled “An act 
to repeal so much of the 13th section of 
act establishing certain post routes, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 3; 
1845, as authorizes a charge of, convey- 
ed in the mail within thirty miles from 
the city, town, or other place in which 
the paper may be published, 15, 57, 103, 422, 
641, 643, 771, 853 
(See Franking Privilege.) 
bill to establish the rates of postage on 
steamboats and other water-craft not in 


the employ of the United States, - 459 
bill to regulate the postage on, - 723, 853 
bill further to amend the act entitled An act 
to reduce the rates of postage, &c., pass- 
ed 3d March, 1845, so as to establish a 
-uniform syatem of five cents on all let- 
ters, - - =- - = 868 
Post Office and Post Roads, Committee on, 19 


resolutions of instruction to the, 57, 58, 64, 93, 
105, 179, 181, 237, 267, 268, 269, 343, 380, 
: 390, 433, 456, 457, 558, 459, 505, 778 
bills and resolutions reported from the, 82, 197, 
937, 398, 463, 592, 641, 723, 771, 778, 804, 
835, 868, 950, 1049 
discharged from the consideration of suh- 
jects, 197, 237, 548, 549, 641, 723, 771, 868 
reports from the, - 31], 398, 449, 460, 641 
Post Office Department, calls upon the, b 
resolution, - 58, 179, 197, 244, 877, 943 
reports fromthe, - - 412, 459, 725, 1006 
bill making appropriations for the service 
of the, for the fiscal year ending 30th 
June, 1849, and debate thereon, 774, 779, 792, 
793, 797, 804,.882, 884, 892, 894, 900, 901 
a resolution for the relief of such persons 
as may have incurred the disability of 
the 28th section of the act to change the 
organization of the, and to provide more 
effectually for the settlement of the ac- 


counts thereof, approved July 2, 1836,- 882 
Post routes, joint resolution to amend an act 

entitled An act to establish contain; and 

for other purposes, - - 57 


bill for thie establishment of certain, in the 
State of Missouri, 269 
bill to establish certain, 398, 792, 797, 835, 850, 
859, 862, 872, 887, 943, 950, 1070 
Post routes, bill to amend the act of the 3d 
March, 1847, entitled An act to establish 
certain post Joatea; and for other pur- 


poses, - = 1582, 237 
Postal arrangements, Dill concerning the for- 

eign, - - - 804, 805 
Postmaster, John M. J Fohnson, elected, - 44 


Postmasters, bill authorizing, at county seats 
of justice, to receive subscriptions for 
newspapers and periodicals, to be paid 
through the agency of the Post Office i 
Department, and for other purposes, - 449 

Postmasters, bill to teguiate the compen 
tion of, - - 94, 391 

Potomac, the, resolution of i inquiry concern- 
ing its improvement, - - 1049 

Preémption rights, bill to grant, for certain 
islands in the Great Miami river, - ~ 

Preémption claimants for Miami lands in the 
State of Indiana, also by their services in 
the Mexican war are entitled to bounty 
lands, bill for the relief of those, - - 

Preëmption land claims, bill to extend an act 
entitled An act providing for the adjust- 
ment of all suspended, in the several 
States and Territories, approved August 
3, 1846, - - 

Preém ptions. (See Railroads—Public Lands. ) 
Preémptions on the reserved public lands. 
(See Public Lands— Miami Reserve.) 
Prentiss, Susannah, bill for the relief of, - 
Prentiss, William H., bill for the relief of, - 


825 


953 
785 


President of the United States, nmi to 
wait on the, - - 
the annual message of the, debate on its 
reference, and action concerning, 4, 65, 67, 94, 
100, 131, 141, 154, 178, 189, 197, 224, 225, 
238, 2495, 258, 263, 264, 267, 276, 286, 294, 
438, 459 
his veto message accompanying the return 
of the harbor bill, - - 
calls upon the, by resolution, 57, 58, 73, 94, 
103, 178, 179, 267, 268, 269, 303, 304, 308, 
456, 459, 638, 876, 877, 910, 942, 948, 1027 
communications from the, 65, 05, 244, 312, 
339, 476, 505, 789, 1057 
secretary to the, to sign patenta. (See 
General Land Office. 
call upon the, for the inatructions, &c., to 
Mr. Slidell and others, and a communi- 
cation from the, in response thereto, as- 
signing reasons for withholding certain 
of the instructions, &c.8 and debate 
thereon, 103, 104, 166, ' 202, 205, 263, 457, 
459, 461, 463, 505 
communication from the, enclosing the de- 
cree of the National Assembly of France 
in response to the resolution of the House 


of Representatives of the United States, 1057 
communication from the, concerning the 

Indian war in Yucatan, and proposing 

to give that Government aid, - 709 
the rights and powers of the, under the 
Constitution defined, - - 458 
his message communicating the Geay of 

peace with Mexico, - “901, 910, 987, 1045 
his message concerning the value of New 

Mexico and California, and the estab- 

lishment of civil government there, 989, 1045 
his message concerning the instructions to 

Messrs. Sevier and Clifford, ministers 

to Mexico, - - - - - 1025 
his message concerning the army neces- 

sary as a peace establishment, - - 1025 ` 
his message approving the Oregon hill, - 1081 


Preston, William B., of Virginia, 1, 247, 461, 519, 

563, 891, 900, 1027, 1050 

resolutions by, - 269, “461, 1050. 
Price, Brig. General. ( See Thanks of Congress. ) 

Promotions. (See Naval Service.) 

Price, William J., bill for the relief of, - 1049 
Printers of the House, letter from the, con- 
cerning the non-receptton of. the abe 


dent’s message, - - 48 
Printing, Committee on, - - ~ 64, 70 
joint “resolution in relation to the pening 
of the documents, &c, - - 
resolution to authorize the committee to 
_ Sit during the recess, - -  - 1081, 1082 
call concerning the progresa 3 in the, T 
report tħereon, - - 82,126 


remarks concerning the delay i in ie execu- 
tion of the, - - 265, 267, 410, 937 
resolutions of instruction to, 179, 438, 458, 459, 
505, 514, 747, 852, 867, 877, 891, 937, 951 
extra, ordered, 177, 375, 438, 822, 825, 866, 923 
reports from, &e. 3 294, 368, “410, 412, "438, 463, 
466, 583, 699, 829, 866, 908, 937 
remarks on proposition to print the report 
of the Committee on Claims proposing . 
to establish a board of claims, - 
Privileges of members, debate concerning. 
(See Slaves, ee ). 


Privilege, breach of, - - - - - 453 
Private Land Claims, the Committee on, - 19 
resolutions of instruction to the, - 269 


bills reported from the, 238, 312, 399, 449, 680 

774, 951, 1049 

reports from the, - 152, 312, 449, 680, 951 

discharged from consideration of subjects, 680 

Professors. (See Naval School.) 

Provident Association of Clerks in Washing- 

ton city, bill toamend the charter of, 312, 787 
Public Buildings and Grounds, the Commit- 

tee on, - - 20 

bills and resolutions reported from, 197, 856 

instructions to, - 434, moss 549, 836, 1006 

report from, - - 779 

Public documents and re orts, joint resolu- 

tion authoriaing and directing certain, 

which are required by law to be made 

by the President and the several Execu- 

tive departments to either or both Houses 

of Congress, to be prepared and printed 

ready for delivery at the commencement 

of each session, - ° - - - 


f 
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Public Expenditures, the Committee on, - 19 


_instructions to, - - 390, 877 
report from, on the national finances, 798, 805 
Public Lands, the Committee on, 9 


- | 
resolutions of instruction to, 64, 94, 177, 181, 
257, 268, 380, 390, 450, 456, 457, 458, 459, 
505, 539, 771, 778 
82, 237, 311, 434, 449, 548, 641, 
771, 797, 835, 867, 950, 1049 
ee from the consideration of sub- 
jec - 152, 641, 867 
bills iad fror 152, 197, 237, 311, 398, "434, 
449, 548, 641, 679, 1, 797, 867, 868, 874, 
23) 950, 1049, 1063 
papers referred by resolution to, - - 457 
(See Miami Lands— Railroads—Alabama— 
Indiana—Missouri— Rock River —Mis- 
sissi. Deaf and Dumb—Preémption 
Land Cleims—IUinois—School Lands.) 
bill > make appr erage of certain pro- 
ceeds of, in aid of education, being 
amendatory of the act to appropriate 
the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands and to grant preémption rights, 
passed Sept. 4, 1848, 57, 60, 181, 771, 787 
bill to graduate and reduce the price of the, 
to actual settlers, - ° - - 0, 181, 269 
bill in explanation of an act to appropriate 
the proceeds of the publit lands and to 
grant preémption rights, - =- 311, 867 
r@ht of way through. (See Ohio and Mis- 
sissippt Railroad Company— Railroads. ) 
sales of the. (See Missouri. ). 
bill to discourage speculation in the, of the 
United States, and to appropriate them 
in limited quantities to actual settlers, - 
report on the graduation and reduction of 


reports from, 


18] 


the price ofthe, - - - =- 867) 


bill to cede to the several States, on certain 
conditions, the, Within, their respective 
limits, - - - 181, 380 
bill to reduce the minimum price of certain 
reserved, in the Territory of Wisconsin, 
and to grant preempign: rights to the 
settlers thereon, - = 
per centage on the sales. (See Missouri. ) 
grants of. (See Wisconsin.) 

ill to authorize and require certain illegal 
entries of, at the land office in Columbus, 
Mississippi, to be cancelled; and for 
other purposes, - 762 

bill to amend the several acts providing for 

the correction of errors in ‘making en- 
tries of, atth@land offices, - - 398,899 

bill to give to actual settlers the benefit of 

limited quantities of the, for a nominal 

- compensation, and to prevent specula- 
tions in the same,- - - 549, 583 

Purkis, Robert, bill authorizing the payment 
of a sum of money to, - - 779, 797, 1072 

Pursers in the navy, bill to direct the Secre- 

tary of the Navy to settle certain ac- 

counts of, who hava been required to 

act as pursers of the vessels of which 


380 


they were placed in command during 
the war with Mexico, - - - - 
(See Rank.) 
Pursers, assistant, in the navy, bill a 
for the appointment of,-  - - 154, 238 
Putnam, Harvey, of New York; 1,25, 49, 152, 
237, 241, 269, 298, 311, 319, 361, 377, 402, 
434, 438, 449, 450, 503, 624, 641, 730, 762, 
771, 186, 797, 924, 1050, 1063 
resolutions by, prohibiting slavery in terri- 
rory which may be acquired, 391, 434, 1006 
Q. 
Quackenboss, Mangle M., an act to autho- 
rize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
make an arrangement or compromisé 
` with, and his codbligors, orany of them, 
for claims on bonds given by them as 
sureties to the United States, - 


Quarters for saldiers. (See New Orleans. y 
Quinn, Edward, bill for relief of, - 103, 263 


R. 


Railroad monopoly, by the Camden and 
Amboy Railroad Company, remarks 
concerning the proposed mtenerence of 


Congress touching the, - 823 
Railroads, bilt to grant the right of way and 

of preémption to all railroads which may 

be: constructed over the public lands, - 60 


2 gı 


ip: 
Register to vessels, 


Railroads— 
select committee concerning permanent con- 
tracts with the, for carrying the mails, - 
Railroads. (See Illinois—Red River Railroad 
Company— Florida, Alabama and Georgia 
— Whitney—Mails— West Feliciana—-Mo- 
bile an} Ohio Railroad Company—Ohio 
and Mississippi Railroad Company— Cen- 
tral shel ta Company— Girard ia 
Company.) 
Ralston, William, bill for the relief of, 152, 263, 
300, 422 
Ramsay, Captain William, his memorial, - 
Ramsey, Robert, bill for the relief of, - 
Randall, Susan C., bill for the relief of, - 399 
Rank, assimilated, to surgeons and pursers, 
resolution of- inquiry concerning; and 
debate thereon, - - 153, 164 
Ransom, Captain Samuel, an officer of the 
revolutionary war, bill for the relief of 
the heirs of, - =- ~- 
Raymond, Warren, bill for the relief of, - 
Rea, Matthew, a lieutenant in the revolu- 


T23 


1049 


tionary war, hill for relief of heirs of, 181, 269 


Rēddick, Willis, bill for relief of the heirs of, 1049 
Red river, in Louisiana, bill to provide for 


the survey of the mouth of, - - 882 
Red river Railroad Company, bill for the 
relief of the, - - - - 237, 423, 923 


Reeder, Charles, Wm. R. Johnson, and T. 
P. Jones, bill for relief of, - 153, 300, 598 
(See Canton—Sarah and 
Eliza-- Wilhamet—Robert Henry— Encar- 
nacion——Tridente and Cetro—James—— 
Mary Theresa— Palmetto.) 
Remains of deceased officers and soldiers of 
the army, joint resolution to defray the 
expenses of transporting to the United 
States the, in certain cases, - - 562, 680 
Renner, Mary B., the widow of Daniel Ren- 


ner, bill for the relief of, - - 322, 787 
Rent, debate concerning the, paid bY the 

Government for the § use of private ae 

ings, - 4, 925 


Reifsnyder, Benjamin, bill for relief of, 562 698 
Reporting. (See Debates.) 
Reservations of land, bill to authorize the 
sale of, and for other purposes, - = - 
bill authorizing pérsons to whom reserva- 
tions of land have been made under cer- 
tain Indian treaties to alenate the same 
in fee, - - - 339, 399 
(See Public Lands— “Ohio Saline Reserva- 
tions— Detroit Straits— Washington city— 
Indian Reservations. ) 
Resolutions submitted, by— 


1064 


Mr. Adams, of ‘Massachusetts, 57, i 
Mr. Adams, of Kontuek Ys: - 
Mr. Ashmun, - | 93, 390, oti 
Mr. Barringer, - - - 58, 179, 269 
Mr. Beale, - - - - - 269 
Mr. Bedinger, - - - - 58 
Mr. Blanchard, - - = 95 
Mr. Bocock, - - - 58, 269 || 
Mr. Botts, 61, 178, 269, 304, 639, 1045 
Mr. Boyd, - 179, 2 8, 855 
Mr. Brodhead, 12, 67, 94, 100, ‘214, 281, 
311, 457 
Mr. Brady, - - - - 344, 457 
Mr. Brown, of Virginia, - - - 269 
Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania, - 95, 129 
Mr. Brown, of Mississippi, 268, 505, 592, 
8 , 1052 
Mr. Burt, - - - - 269, 943, 1012 
Mr. Butler, - - - - 344, 457 
Mr. Cabell, - - - 267, 778, 867 
Mr. Cathcart, - - - 181, 458, 1057 
Mr. Chapman, - - - 343, 994, 1049 
Mr. Chase, - ~- 179, 380, 457, 549 
Mr. Clarke, of Kentucky, 457 
Mr. Clingman, 179, 269, 457, 459, 505, 638 
Mr. Cobb, of Georgia, - 719 


s Cocke, 58, 268, 400, 433, 664, 625, 942 
. Collamer, 15, 152, 177, 723, 853, 891 


Mr. Conger, 57, 459, 724, 147, 764, 1080 
- Mr. Crisfield, - - 343, 457 
Mr. Crowell, - - 179, 268, 458, 505 
Mr. Crozier, - - 58, 457, 505, 1057 
Mr. Cummins, 58, 179, 268, 458, 521, 572 
Mr. Daniel, - - - - 931,943 
Mr. Dickey, - - - - - 94 
Mr. Dickinson, - - 58, 181, 268 
Mr. Donnell, - - - - 329, 457 
Mr. Duer, - =- - 94,391, 778 | 


Resolutons submitted, by— 


Mr. Duncan, of Ohio, - - - 744 
Mr. Duncan, of Kentucky,  - 58, 268 
Mr. Dunn, - - - 59, 181, 458 
Mr. Eckert, - - - - - 457 
Mr. Edwards, - - = - 764 
Mr. Embree, - - - 268, 458, 771 
Mr. Evans, of Maryland, 4, 14, 57, 95, 
268, 329, 343, 457, 995, 1012, 1052 
Mr. Evans, of Ohio, - - - 180,943 
Mr. Featherston, - - - 181, 268 
Mr. Ficklin, - - - - - 458 
Mr. Fisher, - - - - - 181 
Mr. Freedley, - - =- - - 457 
Mr. Fries, - - 18, 180, 458, 1071 
Mr. French, - - 179, 268, 505, 778 
Mr. Fulton, - - - 179, 269, 433 
Mr. Gaines, - - - - 539,891 
Mr. Gayle, - - - - 197,943 
Mr. Gentry, - - =- - - 38 
Mr. Giddings, - - 179, 268, 308, 641 
Mr. Goggin, 57, 103, 130,°179, 197, 269, 
343, 457, 463, 824, 922, 1012 
Mr. Gott,- - - 1, 390, 505 
Mr. Green, - - , 267 
Mr. Gregory, -  - 457, 459, 699, 994 
Mr. Grinnell, - 5, 94, 457, 537 
Mr. Hale, - - - 456 
Mr. Hall, of Missouri, - 64, 267, 459 
Mr. Hall, of New York, Pi 263 327, 390 
Mr. Hammons, - - 93, 301 
Mr. Hampton, of New Jersey - - 874 
Mr. Hampton, of Pennsylvania, 95, 764 
Mr. Haralson, - - 268, 868, 873, 943 
Mr. Harmanson, - - 58, 268, 458 
Mr. Haskell, - 73 
Mr. Henley, - 16, 154, 181, 459, 745 
Mr. Henry, - - 456 
Mr. Hilliard, - - 12, 948 
Mr. Holmes, of South Caroline: 38, 58, 
268, 363, 818, 1027, 1052 
Mr. Holmes, of New York, 14, 390, 459 
Mr. Houston, of Alabama, 64, 308, 818 
Mr. Houston, of Delaware, 25, 27, 57, 
95, 825, 856 
Mr. Hudson, - 93 
Mr. Hunt, - 3, 57, 73, 303, 867, 1080 
Mr. Ingersoll, C. J., 3, 57, 94, 197, 343, 
638, 1068 
Mr. Ingersoll, J. R., 18, 94, 343, 679, pte 
Mr. Iverson, - = 457 
Mr. Jameson, - - 14, 64, 268 
Mr. Johnson, of Tennessee, 179,268, "457, 


Mr. Johnson, of Arkansas, 438, 459, 877 
Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, 58, 70, 93, 129, 
179, 457, 877 
Mr. Jones, of Georgia, - - 40,877 
Mr. Kaufman, - - - - 64, 67 
Mr. Kellogg, - - =- - - 344 
Mr. Kennon, - - - 181, 527 
Mr. King, of Ga., 58, 179, 268, 457, 1081 
Mr. King, of Mass., bi 103, 457, 856, 994 
Mr. Lahm, - - 18], 458, 943 
Mr. LaSere, - - - 58, 181, 268 
Mr. Lawrence, Sidney, - - 57, 45€ 
Mr. Lawrence, W. T, - - - 456 
Mr. Leffler, - - - - 267, 459 
Mr. Levin, - - - - 3,4,24 
Mr. Ligon, - - - - - SI 
Mr. Lincoln, - - =- - - 64 
Mr. Lord, - - - - - 390 
Mr. Lumpkin, - =- =- =- -~ 268 
Mr. McClelland, - 64, 267, 459, 1052 
Mr. McClernand, - = - - 380 
Mr. McDowell, - - - 457, 851 
Mr. Mcllvaine, - 57, 344, 951 
Mr. McKay, - 179, 269, 458, 639, 1012 
Mr. McLane, - 57, 8, 638 
Mr. Mann, of Pennsylvania, - 94, 457 . 
Mr. Meade, 129, 179, 269, 623, 877, 943 
Mr. Miller, = - - - 180, 1011 
Mr. Morehead, - - - - 268 
Mr. Mullin, - - - - 94, 456 
Mr. Murphy, - - - au 94, 344 
Mr. Nelson, - - - 0 
Mr. Newall, - - 94, 344, 381, 874 
Mr. Nicoll, - = - = 57 
Mr. Outlaw, - - - - - 179 
Mr. Palfrey, - 368, 456, 459, 649, 994 
Mr. Peaslee, - - - - > 457 
Mr. Peck, - - - - 456, 462 
Mr. Pendleton, - - - - 269 


811 ’ 879, 937 


. Pettit, > 58, 788 
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Resolutions submitted, by— 


.Mr. Phelps, | - - "64, 267 
Mr. Pollock, - - - si: 57, 343, 450 
Mr. Preston, - - - 269, 461, 1050 
Mr. Putnam, - - - - 391, 434 
Mr. Rhett, - - -= - 179, 624 
Mr. Reynolds, - => - - 390 
Mr. Richardson, - 59, 61, AcE 268 
Mr. Richey, - | - 1, 434 
Mr. Robinson, - - - 181 
Mr. Rockwell, of Massachusetts, 400, 457 


Rockwell, of Connecticut, 140, "835, 
eG 943, 1029, 1052 


Mr. 


Mr. Roman, - - - 178, 457 
Mr. Sawyer, - 13 
Mr. Schenck, 58, 153, 164, 180, 1012, 1049 
Mr. Shepperd, - -= 269 
Mr. Sherrill, - - - - - 390 
Mr. Sims, - - - - 269, 450 
Mr. Slingerland, - - 57, 456, 459 
Mr. Smart, - - - - 457 
Mr. Smith, of Indiana, - - - 14 


. Smith, of Ilinois, 
3 Smith, of Connecticut, - 
. Stanton, - a 58, 71, 438, 877 
Mr. Starkweather, - 563 
Mr. Stephens, 82, 268, 303, 304, 434, 549, 


Mr. 


825, 852, 910, 937 || 


Stewart, of Pennsylvania, 57, 94, 344, 
128, 768, 852, 876, 1011, 1039 


Mr. Stuart, of ie a - - 267 
Mr. Strohm, - - - - 343 
‘Mr. Strong, - - - - - 343 
Mr. Silvester, - - - - - 456 
Mr. Tallmadge, - - 387 
Mr. Taylor, - - 458, 716, 852, 1012 
Mr. Thomas, - - - 179 
Mr. Tompkins, - -= 181, 458, 1012 


tae 


Mr. Thompson, of Pennsylvania, 237, 343 
Mr. Thompson, of Miss., 59, 181, 454, 458 
Mr. Thompson, of Indiana, 59, 61, 93, 315 
‘Mr. Thompson, of Iowa, - - 267 
Mr. Thurston, - - - - - 94 
Mr. Toombs, - - - 61,179 
Mr. Tuck, - - - 457, 788 
Mr. Turner, - - - 459, 505 
Mr. Tweedy; - - - 267,505 


Mr. Van Dyke, 


Mr. Venable, - 457 

Mr. Vinton, - 25, 27, 58, 65, 28] 
Mr. Wentworth, 62, 181, 380, 505, 539 
Mr. White, 18, 177, 390, 429; 597, 824, 825 


Mr. Wick, - - 58, 181 
Mr. Williams, - - - - - 267) 
Mr. Woodward, 


Restaurador, Spanish brig, bill for the relief” 

of the owners of the, - - 

Retrocession. (See District of Columbia. ) 

Revenue from customs, bill to regulate the 
cost of collecting the, and also to require 
all public moneys, from whatever source 
received, to be paid into the treasury 
before the same can be disbursed, 181, 433, 450, 


463, 474 
remarks, by— ` 
Mr. Hall, of New York, - - 474, 475 
Mr. McKay, = - - A474, 475, 476 
“ Mr. Toombs, - - - - - 415 
Mr. Hudson, - - - - - 475 
Revenue, Maine, bill to increase the efficien- 
cy ofthe, - - - 548 
Revisal of unfinished business, the Commit- 
. tee on, - - ~- - 20 
Revolutionary Claims, the Committee on,- 19 


bills and resolutions reported from, 56, 312, 399, 
”460, 680, 774, ‘951, 1049 
399, 562, 680, 774, 951, 1049 
discharged from. subjects, 449, 679, 836, 951 
Revolutionary Pensions, the Committee on, 19 
resolutions of instruction to the, 57, 58, 70, 93, 


reports from, - 


103, 179, 181, 268, 269, 343, 462, 592 | 


reports from, - 103, 154, 197, 238, 322, 400, 
449, 460, 461, 562, 683, 698, 779, 836, 855, 952 
bills and resolutions ‘reported from, 103, 197, 238, 
400, 449, 461, 683, 698, 836, 855, 951, 952, 953 
discharged from consideration of subjects, 152, 
154, 463, 562, 683, 698, 855, 952, 1050 
Reynolds, Gideon, of New York, - 1, 401, 590 
resolutions by, - - 390 
Reynolds, Richard, bill for the relief of, 400, 592 
Rhett, Robert Barnwell, of South Carolina, 1, 57, 
61, 127; 153, 154, 180, 229, 260, 400, 649, 764, 
782, 784, 792, 793, 794, 808, 892, 894, 895, 896, 
900, 961, 999, 1080 


Rice, rough, and paddy, concerning,-  - 


Rhett, Robert Barnwell, of South Carolina— 
resolution by,-  - - - -~ 179, 624 
remarks concerning the proposition to have 

a committee on the commerce among the 
States and harbor improvements, - 17, 18, 27 
remarks on the resolution concerning the 
transportation ofthegreat southern mail, 83 
remarks concerning the assimilated rank to 
pursers and surgeons in the navy, 165, 166 
remarks explanatory of his, concerning 
the Mexican war, &c., - - . 285, 286 
remarks on proposition to print annual re- 
port of the Commissioner of Patents, 482, 483 
remarks concerning the mileage, pay, and 
funeral expences: of the late John W. 
Hornbeck, - - >- 
remarks on the subject of the abducted 
slaves, concerning the privileges of mem- 
bers, slavery, &e., - -  - 649, 663 
Rhode Island, resolutions of the Legislature 
of, - 96, 450, 804 
Rhodes, Thomas, bill for the relief of, 154, 238, 326 
312 
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Richardson, William A., of Illinois, 1, 59, 109, 
264, 304, 359, 431, 439, 447, 457, 458, 592 
797, 831, 881, 1030, 1062 

resolutions by, - - 59, 61, 181, 268 
remarks on the bill granting bounty land 
to the military force in Mexico, - 434, 447 
remarks on the resolution providing extra 
pay to the army, and for the continu- 
ance of certain officers, - Fe 
Richards, Elisha F., bill for the relief of, 298, 787 
Richmond, Charles, bill for the payment of, 882, 


934 


993, 1072 
Riddle, Hugh, bill for the relief, of, - 238, 787 
Ridgely, Charles G., bill directing the mode 
of settling the claims of, 61, 263, 300, 322 
422, 423 
Right of way through the public lands. (See 


Ohio and Mississippi Railroad Company— 
- Girard Railroad Company.) — 
Rights. (See Naturalized Citizens.) 
Ritchie, Thomas, editor of the Union, Mr. 
Wilmot’s views of, - 6 
Richey, James, of Ohio, I, 298, 374, 377, 402 
642, 1054 


resolutions by, - 181, 434 


Rivers. (See Hudson—Rock—Red—Savan- 

nah. 

River fe N (See Harbors.) 

Roads and Canals, the Committee on, - - 20 
bills reported fromthe, - - =- - 177 
resolutions of instruction to uie; - - 179 
discharged from subjects, - - 1050 


Road from the Falls of St. Croix to La Pointe, 
on Lake Superior, bill making an appro- 
priation for surveying and opening a, - 1050 

Robert Henry, bill to authorize the issuing 
of a register orenrolmenttotheschooner, 339 

Roberts, Robert, bill for the relief of, .56, 178, 221 

Roberts, Eliza S. , the widow of Lieutenant 
Moses A. Roberts, bill for relief of, 440, 592 

Robinson, Daniel, bill for the relief of, 82, 263, 300 

Robinson, John L., of eee 1, 152, 431, 503, 

708, 1080 

resolution by, - - 18) 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message, concerning 

the Mexican war, &c., - - - - 3 
Rockhill, William, of Indiana, 1, 104, 241, 402 
431, 455, 459, 905 

Rock river, in the State of Illinois, bill appro- 
priating a portion of the public land for 
the improvement of, - - - = 269 

Rockwell, John A., of Connecticut, 1, 20, 25, 47 

56, 57, 60, 64, 73, 82, 126, 130, 140, 141, 146, 
177, 197, 221, 337, 257, 263, 264, 267, 285 
298, 300, 322, 339, 360, 377, 397, 398, 422 
481, 463,'529, 535, 536, 548, 563, 565, 570 
571, 598, 622, 624, 631, 637, 641, 642, 679 
698, 708, 723, 728, 730, 736, 784, 753, 762 
764, 770, 786, 787, 788, 791, 797, 799, 807 
810, 823, 824, 835, 839, 844, 850, 852, 853 
857, 867, 868, 872, 875, 884, 887, 904, 908 
920, 921, 923, 924, 930, 932, 936, 938, 939 
950, 953, 965, 969, 999, 1006, 1012, 1015 
1029, 1031, 1045, 1049, 1050, 1052, 1053 
1062, 1064, 1069, 1070, 1072, 1081 

resolutions by, 140, 835, 877, 943, 1029, 1052 
announces the death and eulogizes the life 
and character of Hon. Jabez W. Hun- 
tington, late Senator from Connecticut, - 
remarks concerning the one-hour rule, -~ 


20 
45 


30 
19 
g a 
9 


Rock well, John A., of Connecticut— 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message, concerning 
the power of the Federal Government to 
construct works of internalimprovement, 145 
remarks on the loan bill, - - 370, 371, 327 ` 
remarks on the condition of the finances, 
on the bill to supply deficiencies in ap- 
propriations, 404 
remarks on subject of the abducted slave: 
concerning privileges of members, &c., 
remarks on the proposition to print an ex- 
tra number of the report of the Com- 
mittee of Claims,concerning the proposed 
board of claims, - - 
remarks on the bill for the admission of | 
Wisconsin into the Union, - - 749, 750 
remarks on the bill making appropriation 
for the payment of revolutionary and 
other pensions, concerning the financial 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 755 
remarks concerning ue spint ration in the 
navy, - - - 837, 842 
remarks concerning corporal punishment 
in the navy, - - 838 
remarks on the financial report of the cca 
retary of the Treasury, 


807 
Rockwell, Julius, of Massachusetts: 1, “49, 95, 152, 


178, 221, 257, 64l, 712 
resolution by, - i - 400, 457 
remarks on the President’ 8 proposing to @ 
‘afford aid to Yucatan, - - - 709, 710 
Rodriguez, Simon, bill for the relief of, 312, 535 
Rogers, John B., of South Carolina, bill for 
the relief of,- - - - - 398, oye 
Roll of the House called, - - 
Roman, J. Dixon, of Maryland, l, 60, 238, 239, 
267, 402 
resolutions by, - =- =- ~- 178, 457 
remarks on the appropriation to improve 


certain'avenuesin Washington, - - 945 
Rome, remarks on, and concerning the prop- 
osition-for a chargé to,- - - 418, 430 
remarks, by— 
- Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania; - - 443 
Mr. Dickey, - >- - ~- 443 
Mr. Ingersoll, C. J., - =- += 439 
Mr. Levin, ` =- 418, 441 


Root, Joseph M., of Ohio, 1, 24, 62, 166, 180, 208, 
245, 263, 307, 339, 398, 446, 461, 463, 632, 
637, 641, 709, 797, 804, 805, 806, 810, 835, 
838, 928, 983, 987, 995, 1011, 1018, 1024, 
1047, 1049, 1050, 1070 
remarks on the proposition to appoint 
a committee on commerce among the 
States, and concerning harbor improve- 


ments, - - - gg 
remarks on the joint resolution: concerning 
the contract for the transportation of the 
great southern mail, - 109 
` remarks on the subject of the abducted 
slaves, and concemmg the privileges of 
members, &c., - - 662, 663, 664 
remarks concerning the affairs i in Yucatan 
and the proposed aid to that people, - 711 
remarks concerning the proposed appropri- 
ation for meteorological observations, - 827 
remarks concerning corporal panienment 4 
in the navy, - 838 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, - 1018, 1019, 1020 
remarks on the harbor bill, - - . - 1052 


Rotation in office, Mr. Johnson's resolution 
proposing, - 457 
Rose, Robert L., of New York, 1, 49, 146, 207, 
208, 240. 298, 921 

excused from service on the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, - - - - 312 

Rules of the House, propositions and re- 
marks concerning the, 3, 12, k A 49, 119, 
6, ‘238, 639 

committee to revise the, and RRP o upon, 
&c., - - 20, 24, 41, 43, 47, 238, 412, 456 
proposition to amend the, to ‘punish ren- | 
counters in the Honse, - - 456, 1039 
discharged from consideration of subjects 779 
propositions to amend the, =~ 1050 

of the two Houses, addition to the joint, 
and debate concerning, ~ 994, 999, 1006 
proposition to suspend the J7th, - —- 1080 


Rumsey, David, of New York, 1, 238, 298, 312, 


319, 336, ‘374, 401, 437, 449, 461, 527, 548, 
558, 680, 797, 808, 827, 839, 897, 918, 925, 
946, 951, 1023, 1040 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


XXXVII 


Russell, Esther, bill for the relief of, - 
S. 


197, 423 


Salaries of all officers, propositions to reduce, 921 
Salaries of the officers engaged in the coast 
survey, concerning the, - = = 938 
Saline reservations, an act confirming former 
sales by the State of Illinois, of the Ohio, 
and authorizing the sale of ne pondu of 
such reservations, ~ - 312 
Salomon, H. M., the legal representative of 
Haym Salomon, bill for the relief of, - 680 
Santa Anna, communication from the Presi- 
dent concerning his return to Mexico, and 
assigning reasons for withholding certain 
of the instructions to Mr. Slidell, &c., - 166 
remarks thereon, - - 202, 709 
Sarah and Eliza, bill authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the T temury to issue a register 
tothe,- - - 82,154 
Sargent, Nathan, ected Sergeant-at-arms, - 14 
resolution for oppomting a clerk to, - 64 
extra pay to, - 1052, 1057 
Saunders, Thomas R., bill for the relief of, 953 
Savage, John, deceased, bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of, - . 449, 563, 698 
Savannah river, bill making appropriations 
for removing obstructions in the, 312, 398 


debate concerning, and vote ypon, an ap- 
propriation for removing obstructions in, 943. 
948, 953, 955, 965, 983, 1058 
Sawyer, William, of Ohio, 1, 24, 60, 71, 104, 178, 
181, 263, 269, 296, 303, 3638, 369, 391), 450, 
452, 453, 465, 504, 506, 507, 592, 598, 613, 
632, 641, 730, 743, 760, 768, 786, 788, 797, 
837, 842, 843, 849, 861, 865, 868, 904, 920, 
923, 926, 930, 939, 941, 948, 951, 965, 1013, 
1028, 1; 1049, 1070 
13 
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resolution by, - 
remarks on the loan bill, ~ 2 >. = 
remarks on the bill making appropriation 
to supply deficiencies in former appro- 
priations, conceming the delay oe busi- 
ness, &c., - 
‘remarks on the bill making rovision to 
bring home the remains of the officers 
and soldiers who fell in Mexico, - 504, 505 
remarks on the Indian appropriation bill, 506, O37 
remarks on the pension appropriation bill, 
in defence of the financial report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, - - - 
remarks on the naval appropriation bill, 
concerning the Wilmot proviso; &c., 813, 814 
remarks on the civil and di iplomatic appro- 
priation bill, - - - - 925, 930, 931 
remarks on the appropriation for salaries 
of officers on coast survey, - 938, 939, 984 
remarks on the a ane to improve 
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certain avenues in Washington city, 945 
remarks on the bill to establish ieeriiotial: 
government in Oregon, - 1019, 1021 
remarks on the harbor bill, - - - 1053 
Speaker, the election of, - - - - 2 
his inaugural address, - - - - 2 


his indisposition, and a Speaker pro tem. 
appointed by the House, - 850, 855 
Scantland, Major James M., bill for relief of, 1039 
Schenck, Robert C., of Ohio, 1, 12, 17, 41, 58, 
59, 62, 85, 94, 95, 103, 120, 197, 153, 165, 
178, 208, 240, 319, 398, 401, 422, 429, 536, 
572, 598, 687, 782, 786, 788, 792, 796, 825, 
830, 831, 836, 841, 842, 843, 856, 881, 912, 
913, 914, 915, 923, 924, 925, 930, 941, 951, 
966, 990, 1012, 1018, 1045, 1050, 1055, 1058 
resolutions by, 58, 153, 164, 180, 1012, 1049 
remarks concerning the proposition to have 
- a standing committee on commerce 
among the States, - 17 
remarks on ine President veto of the 
harbor bill, - - 
remarks concerning the appointment of ad- 
ditional clerks inthe War Department, 71,72 
remarks concerning the joint resolution for 
the renewal of the contract for carrying 
the great southern mail, - 
remarks concerning assimilated rank to 
pursers and surgeonsinthe navy, 164, 165, 166 
remarks on the refusal of the President to 
furnish all the correspondence and in- 
structions Orune the relations with 
Mexico, . , - 167,170 
remarks touching party policy, on the bill 
making appropriation to sup ly defi- 
ciencigs in appropriations, 391, 392, 396 


‘Sexton, James B., bill for the relief of, 


Schenck, Robert C., of Ohio— 
remarks on the proposition to indemnify 
the officers and crew of the United States 
sloop-of-war Peacock, for losses, &c., 831, 832 
remarks on the appropriation for naval gun 
practice, and other propositions in the 


naval appropriation bill, - - 832 
remarks concerning corporal punishment 

in the navy,- - - §38 
remarks on the proposition to pay the mile- 

age, &c.,due Archibald Yell, of Arkansas, 

latea representative, to hisad ministrator, 881 
remarks concerning the appropriates for 

the coast survey, - 939 
remarks concerning the exploration of the 

Dead Sea, - - 961 


remarks on the civil and diplomatic appro- 
priation bill, concerning appropriation to 
the Savannah river „party policy, &c., 984, 985 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, 1018, 1020, 1022, 
1023, 1024 
School lands, bill granting a half section of 
public lands for the use of schools within 
fractional township nineteen south range, 
eighteen west, in county of Lowndes, 
State of Mississippi, - - 
bill to authorize the relinquishment of the 
16th sections in certain cases, and the 
selection of other lands in lieu thereof, 


868 
779, 
1049 

(See Illinois—Indiana—Alabama— Florida.) 
School purposes, lands for. (See Illinois.) 
Scott, General W., his correspondence with 


the War Department, resolution calling 
for, and proposition to print, 638, 641, 679, 698 


inquiry concerning the suspension of, - 639 
Inquiry concerning the other correspond- 
ence of, - 679 


call for his correspondence with the War 
Department, and dehate concerning the 


printing of such correspondence, 459, 514,521, 


583, 673, 685, 698 
(See Thanks of Congress.) 
Scott, Thomas, bill for the relief of, 152, 300, 571 
Scott, Almedius, bill for the relief of, - 548, 698 
Seamen, bill supplementary to an act ‘for the 
relief of sick and disabled, and for other 
purposes, - - - 
on board the public and private vessels of 
the United States, bill to repeal in part 
- the 12th section of the act for the regula- 
tion of, - 679, 864 
bill to repeal the 5th, ‘6th, ‘and Tth clauses 
of the act in addition to the several acts 
 relatingto the shipment and discharge of, 
and the duties of consuls, approved July 
20, 1840, and to amend the act of 28th 
February, 1803, relating to consuls and 
American fenmen; - - - - 
Seats, choice of, - - - - 4,14 
proposition to have hein emased from the 
all, - .- - 
Seneca county, Ohio. (See Titles to Land.) : 
Senter, George, bil] for the relief of, - - 1064 
Sergeant-at-Arms, Nathan Sargent elected,- 14 
instructions to the, - - 8 
Settlers on the public lands. 
- Lands. 
bona fide, under the armed occupation act. 
(See Florida.) 
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(See Public 


Shaffer, Peter, bill for the relief of, 322, 810, 812, 
823, 1006 
Shaw, David, and Solomon T. Corser, a re- 
solation in favor of, - - 54, 398, 810 
Shawnee Indians, joint resolution providing 
for the payment of certain deficiencies to, 680 
Shepherd, Isaac, bill for the relief of, 548, 698 
Shepherd, David, bill for the relief of, - 548, 698 
Shepperd, Augustine H. ae Carolina, l, 93, 401 
resolution by, - 269 
Sherrill, Eliakim, of New York, 1, 208, 240, 401 
resolution by, - 390 
Ship Island, bill to make a port of delivery, i in 
the collection district of Pear] river, and 
to authorize the appoinment of à sur- 
veyor for said part, - - 963, 726 
Shiflet, Nathaniel, bill for the relief of, 400, 810 
Shipwrecked persons and property on the 
Atlantic coast, bill for the rescue and 
protection of, - 57 
Shoemaker, Captain George R., deceased, bill 
for relief of the legal representatives of, 298 


312, 535 ||. 


Shreve, Captain Henry M., hill for the relief ` 
of, - 103, 263, 300, 483, 536 
Silvester, Peter H., of New York, l. 130, 154, 
400, 449, 452, 400, 461, 855, $91, 952, 1054 
resolution by, - - 456 
remarks on the bill for the relief of cerlan 
surviving widows of officers and soldiers 
of the revolutionary army, - - 
Simonton, John W., bill for AP relief of, - 
Sims, Alexander D., of South Carolina, 1, 14, 36, 
47, 58. 63, 64, 103, 320, 154, 99). 945, 263, 
276, 298, 311, 453, 460, 507, 539, 589. 679, 
683, 766, 793, 794, 804, 830, 831, 852, &55, 
860, 867, 876, 878, 892, 294, 928 
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resolutions by, - - 269,450 
remarks concerning the rule to regulate de- 

bate, - - -  - 126, 127 
remarks on the loan bill, concerning the 

Mexican war, - - - - 347,352 
remarks on the right of a man to change 

his name, - - - - - 460 


announces the death, and pronounces a 
eulogy on the life and character of the 


late J. A. Black, - - - - - 58l 
remarks on the bill to amend the charter 
of Washington city, - 167 
remarks on the hill declaratory of the rights 
of naturalized citizens, - - - 820 
Simons, Maurice R., bill for relief of, - 698 787 
Simpson, Richard F., of South Carolina, 1,311, 


398, 908, 923 
Skinner, John P., and the legal representa- 
tives of Isaac Green, bill for the relief 


of, =- -=- - =- =- = =- 3I 
Slacum, William A., bill for the relief of the 
personal representatives of, -  - 868, 1050 


Slaughter, W. B., late Secretary of the Ter- 
ritory of Wisconsin, bill for relief of, - 177, 
238, 788, 810, 875 
Slave trade, international, concerning, - B2 
Slave trade. (See District of Columbia.) 
Slaves, resolution concerning the prohibition 
of the sale of persons held as, on any 
precept in favor of the United States, - 
(See District of Columbia.) 
the question of, as connected with the ac- 
quisition of new territory, &¢., dis- 
cussed, - - - - 5, 393, 395, 552 
Mr. Putnam’s resolution for the interdic- 
tion of, in new territory which may be 
acquired by the United States, - - 
Slaves abducted and recaptured, belonging 
to citizens of the District of Columbia, 
resolution conceming; by Mr. Gid- 
dings, - - - 
Slavery, debate upon the subject of, and con- 
cerning the privileges of members, grow- : 
ing out of the excitement consequent 
upon the abduction of slaves, 649. 657, 665 
Slavery, concerning. (See District of Colum- 
bia— France— Oregon discussion. ) 
remarks on the Oregon bill, concerning the 
power of the Federal Government over 
the subject of, in the organization of ter- 
ritorial governments, - - - - 
remarks on the post office appropriation 
bill, upon the euect of slavery ,the Wil- 
mat proviso, &c., - - 775 
remarks on the naval appropriation bill, 
concerning, in the Territories, - 812 
Slavin, Parmelia, late the wife of John Blue, 
deceased, bill for the relief of, - 463, 698 
Slidell’s instructions, (See President. ) 
Slingerland, John J., of New York, 1, 263, 264, 
374, 390, 431, "461, 549, 583. "850, 65, 930, 
932, 937, 943, 951 
resolutions by - - 97, 496, 459 
Sloop-of-war brigs. ( See Naval service. y 
Slyter, Jonathan, bill for the relief of,- 463, 698 
Smart, Ephraim K., of Maine, - 1, 82, 361, 772, 
197, 1057 
resolution by, - - - - - 457 
remarks on the Oregon bill, concerning the 
power of the Federal Government over 
the subject of slavery in the organiza- 
tion of territorial governments, and the 
Texas question, - - 545 
Smith, Caleb B., of Indiana, 1. 73, 82, 93, 121, 
j ‘181, 238, 258, 268, 285, 286, 291, 322, 395, 
448, 538, 542, 563, 665, 738, 747, 753, 788, 
851, 875, 88], 943, 964, 987. 999, y95. 999, 
1006, 1007, 1017, 1024, 1027, 1050, 1062, 
1063 
resolution by, =- - > >- -a 4 


457 


391 


641 


545 


322 . 
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_ INDEX TO 


Smith, Caleb B., of Indiana— 
remarks on the proposition to appoint a 
committee on commerce among the 
States, and concerning harbor i improve- 
ments,- - - 
remarks concerning the adoption of the 
one-hour rule, - 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message, concerning 
the Mexican war, ma the finances of 
Government, - - - - 
remarks on the proposition to print the an- 
nual report of oe ee anuesioner of 
Patents, - - 482 
remarks on the bill to pay the Texas vol- 
unteers, - - 740, 741 
remarks on the bill to admit the State of 
Wisconsin i into the Union, - 742, 751, 752 
remarks concerning the establishment ofa 
territorial government in Oregon, 790, 1013, 
1014, 1015, 1017, 1018, 1020 
remarks on the bill to cede to Indiana the 
Cumberland road within her borders, - 88] 
remarks on the civii and: diplomatic bill, 
concerning the improvement of the Sa- 
vannah- river, partisan politics, &c., 965,966 
967, 970, 971 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
governments in Oregon, California, and 
New Mexico, - 
Smith, Elliot, and Nathan Fameworih; bill 
for the relief of, - 
Smith, John B., and Simeon Dardon, bill for 
the relief of, - - - 459, 679, 728 
Smith, Larkin, bill for relief of the heirs of, 836 
Smith, E. Goodrich, bill for relief of, 103, 300, 422 
Smith, David N., bill for relief of, 864, 953, 1050 
Smith, George R., bill for the relief of, 197, 422 
Smith, James Y., bill for the relief of, - 835 
Smith, -Captain Charles, bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of, - 951 
Smith, Robert, of Illinois, 1, 12, 27, 4l, 49, 56, 60, 
64, 177, 182. 257, 267, 269, 309, 337, 421, 
436, 447, 476, 503, 598. 604, 623, 683, 711, 
121, 743, 751, 761, 778, 808, 823, 824, 874, 
882, 1038, 1050 
resolutions: by, - - - + 446, 458 
remarks concerning the appointment of ad- 


294 


ditional clerks in the War Department, 72 
remarks concerning the appointment of ad- 

ditional clerks in m a reneury RP 

ment, - - 436 


remarks on the bill granting bounty land 
to soldiers in Mexico, - 447, 732, 735, 736 
remarks on the proposition to print the 
annual report of the Commissioner of 
Patents, - - - 480 

remarks on the bill to admit the State of 
Wisconsin into the Union, 742, 743, 747, 752 
Smith, Truman, of Connecticut, 1;3; 49, 56, 100, 
101, 102, 103, 127, 153, 167, 322, 1050, 1058, 


1072 

resolutions by, - - e - -3,57 
remarks on the propositions to amend the 

rules of: the House, - - - 43, 44 
remarks on the bill to supply deficiencies 
in appropriations, Concerning the Mexi- 

can war, -~ 415 
remarks on the proposition to “amend the 

jorntrules, - >- -  - 995 
Smith, Francis H., of Baltimore, his plan for 

ing yeas and nays,;- - 412 


Smithsonian Institution, concerning a com- 
mittee on the, and resolution for its ap- 


~  pointment, - - - 15, 18, 47, 179 
remarks by Mr. Andrew Johnson, - - 48 
regents appointed, - - - - - 67 
remarks of Mr. Hilliard, concerning the 

Operation of the, - —- - 47, 48 

report of the regents, ~- - - 105 
an act to change the title of the, to that of 

the Washington University, for the ben- 

efit of the indigent children of the Dis- 

trict of Columbia, &c., - 181 
resolution concerning a modification of the 

law establishing, - - -~ - 458, 1050 


Snavely, Mr., of Indiana, bill for relief of, - 797 
Snyder, John, deceased, bill for the relief of 
the legal heirs of,- - - 152, 263, 300 
Somers, the brig of war, bill for the relief of 
the widows and orphans of the officers 
seamen and marines, of brig, 785, 836, 1072 
Sothoron, James F'., bill for the Telief of, 864, 923 
South Carolina, resolutions of Legislature of, 154 


Spanish steam vessels, bill concerning, 
Speculation. (See Public Lands.) 
Speiden, William, purser United States navy, 

joint resolution for the relief of, - 322, 535 
Speight, Jesse, late a Senator of the State of 


Mississippi, - - - 40 
Spoliations committed by the French prior to 

the 31st July, 180], bill to provide for the 

ascertainment and satisfaction of the 

claims of American citizens, - - - 103 
Stafford, Aaron, bill for the relief of, - - 953 
Stafford, Abigail, bill for the relief of, - - 836 


Stalker & Hill, bill for the relief of, 237, 423, aa 
90 
Stanton, Frederick P., of Tennessee, 1, 16, 24, 103, 
p 119, 120, 141, 153, 179, 181, 197, 238, 269, 
363, 376, 400, 415, 438, 449, 461, 562, 598, 
623, 637, 656, 693, 724, 753, 760, 761, 796, 
814, 817, 830, 848, 861, 905, 924, 930, 936, 
951, 985, 1006, 1020, 1023, 1047, 1055, 1064, 
1082 
resolutions by, -  -58, 71, 438, 877 
remarks concerning the TOLE X regulate 
debate, - - 127 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message, concerning 
the power of the Federal Government to 
construct works of internal improve- 
ment, - - - - 133, 144 
remarks concerning the pcduction of the 
number of general omer onthecloseof 
the war, - - 680, 681 
remarks on the bill to regulate the appoint: 
ment of clerks to office, - , 803 
remarks on the naval appropriation bill, 
concerning an appropriation to the Hy- 
drographical Office, - =- - 814, 830 
remarks on the fortification bill, and in re- 
ply to Mr. Atkinson, of Virginia, con- 
cerning an appropriation for the contin- 
vance of certain meteorological observa- 
tions, - 844, 845, 846, 847 
remarks on the Indian appropriation bill, 905 
remarks concerning | the Appropriation for 
the coast surve - - 939 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
governmentin Oregon,-  - 
Starkweather, George A., of New York, 1, 4, 339, 
377, 402, 548, 550, 563, 571, 642, 643, 699, 
14 6, 768, 880, 929, 1030 
resolution by, - - - 563 
remarks concerning the public printing and 
binding, - 746 
State Department, calls upon the, for informa- 
tion, - 9, 60 
communications from, 18, 154, 263, 423, 535, 1071 
bill to create the office of Assistant Secre- 
tary of State, and for other purposes, - 269 
-an act supplementary to ‘* An act to au- 
thorize the Secretary of State to liqui- 
date certain claims therein mentioned,’’ 
passed April 18, 1814, - - 726, 836, 1072 


Statistics, of receipts from custome, - 317, 357 
of commerce, - = - 9357, 452, 758 
of taxation, under the Federal basis, - 359 
financial, - - - 404, 405, 406, 756, 757 
of foreign immigration, - - \ = 547 
expenditures for works of internal im- 

provement, - - - =- =- - 913 
army, -~ - - = 1006 


Statutes at large, resolution concerning the 
distribution of, - 983, 1049 
St. John, Daniel B., of New York, I, 49! 146, 31), 
377, 401, 449, 641, 693, 804 
Steamers. (See War Steamers. ) 
Steam navigation; qoini resolution relative ‘ 
to, - - ~- 953 
Steam Packet Company. (See Washington. ) 
Steenrod, Daniel, bill for the relief of, -  - 398 
Stephens, Alexander H., of Georgia, 1, 61, 62, 82, 
93, 121, 152, 166, 178, 179, 180, 291, 268, 
286, 290, 298, 337, 344, 351, 363, 368, 374, 
381, 390, 432, 434, 446, 448, 454, 455, 457, 
459, 460, 461, 481, 521, 537, 570, 584, 603, 
643, 665, 698, 699, 724, 728, 735, 736, 738, 
746, 747, 753, 755, 768, 772, 780, 784, 785, 
786, 833, 839, 850, 851, 857, 874, 877, 910, 
916, 942, 950), 982, 992, 1006, 1007, 1010, 
1011, 1012, 1014, 1025, 1045, 1057, 1062, 1064 
resolutions by, 82, 2638, 303, 304, 434, 549, 825, 
852, 910, 937 
remarks concerning the personal difficulty 
on the floor between Messrs. Haralson 
and George W. Jones, - =- =- 454 


1020, 1023 


785, 792 || Stephens, Alexander H., of Georgia— 
remarks concerning the limits and bound- 
aries of New Mexico, expenditures of 


government, &c.,- 910, 911, 912, 915, 916 
remarks on the proposition to print the ab- 

stract of army contracts, - - 4711, 472 
remarks concerning the correspondence of 

General Scott with the War Department, 

and General Tayor s opinions and let- 

ters, - - . - 586; 587, 588 
remarks concerning the abducted slaves, 

slavery, and the privileges of members, pe 


remarks on the proposition to print the 
Scott correspondence, - 689, 690, 691, 592 
remarks concerning the affairs in Yucatan 
and the proposed aid to that govern- 


ment, - - - - - TH 
remarks concerning the appropriation tor 

meteorological observations, - 826 
remarks on the civil and diplomatic bill, 942 


remarks on the appropriation for removi 
obstructions in the Savannah river an 
concerning the policy of the Administra- 
tion, veto power, &c., 944, 959, 960, 961, 962 
Stewart, Matthew, bill for me relief of the 


heirs of, - =- - - 152, 300 
Stewart, William T. - proposition aulhonzine 
pay of salary to, - - 


Stewart, Andrew, of Penjiaylvania, - 1, 56, 135, 
998, 309, 354, 355, 371, 374, 401, 431, 570, 
598, 603, 725, 747, 776, 799, 873, 876, 1039 

resolutions by, 57, 94, -344, 728, 768, 852, 876, 
ll, 1039 
remarks on the President’s veto oi the har- 
bor bill, -= 35 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message, concerning 
tariff, the power of the Federa} Govern- 
ment to construct works of internal im- 
provements, - - - - - 
remarks on the loan bill, - - 
remarks on the appropriation bill to su apply 
deficiencies, concerning the principles of 
General Taylor, - - - 
remarks on the resolution of inquiry, con- 
cerning the exports, and’ ampere for 1847 
and 1848, - - 768, 769 

Stokes, Sarah, bill for the relief of, - 197, 423 

Stokes, William B., bill for relief of, 882, 950, 1072 

Stakely, N ehemiah, bill for relief of heirs of, 774 

Storage. (See Cargoes.): 

Stone, Colonel John H., an officer of the rev- 
olutionary war, bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of, - - 1049 

Strohm, John, of Pennsylvania, 1, 104, 466, 798, 

841, 855, 859, 863, 874, 1081 

resolution by, - - 343 
remarks'on the resolution from the Com- 
mittee on Public Expenditures, concern- 
ing the financial report of the Secretary 

of the Treasury, 798, 789, 800, 806, 859, 864 

Strong, Wiliam, of Pennsylvania, 1, 103, 238, 

240, 361, 400, 459, 562, 564, 759, 769, 779, 

792, 925, 930, 952 

resolution by, - - - =- 343 

remarks on the loan bill, - = - - 371 
remarks on the appropriation a concern- 

ing the Mexican war, - 423 

Stuart, Charles E., of Michigan, l, 41, 64, 119, 
120, 127, 128, 178, 207, 208, 291, 241, 267, 
277, 298, 309, 336, 337, 380, 401, 402, 421, 
452, 461, 503, 519, 541, 548, 550, 563, 590, 
603, 624, 632, 651, 653, 693, 716, 744, 824, 
828, 842, 864, 897, 923, 953, 969, 985, 1030, 

1049, Beet 


141 
371 


395 


resolution by, - - 
announces the death of Edward Bradley, 
late member elect from Michigan, - TTI 
remarks on bill for relief of Mary Brown, 221 
remarks corcerning the proposals for 7 
ing the public documents, - — - 708 
remarks on civil and diplomatic bill, 956, 968 


remarks cones appropriation for Sa- 


vannah river, party movements and 
policy, General Taylor? s opinions, &c., 
&c., - - 968, 969, 970, 97], 975 


Subscriptions for newspapers. (See ’Postmas- 


Suffice free discussion concerning, 765, 766, 167 

Suffrage, the right of. (See District of ‘Co- 
lumbia. ) 

Suits. (See Civil Suits.) 

Sullivan, John T., the claim of, to be settled, 994 
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Supplies. (See Contracts.) 

Supreme Court. (See Courts.) 

Surgeons. (See Rank.) 

Surveyor general of the public lands in Ore- 
gon, bill to create the office of, and to 
. grant donation rights to settlers therein, 
and for other purposes, 269, 329, 380, 679 

bill to amend the act entitled “An act for 

the discontinuance of the office of sur- 
veyor general in the several districts, so 
soon as the pice be therem can be com- 


pleted,” -~ - = 797 

Surveys, plats, and field- notes, joii resolu- 

tion relating to errors and Celgclive re- 
turns in certain, - 64, 269 

a connected map of the public lands i in each 

State authorized to be procured by me 
Clerk of the House, - 123 

Surveys in the State of Florida, an act re- 
specting certain, - - - -~ 725,868 
ee ae for, - - - +1054, 1064 

ee Land Claims— Coast Survey—Roads— 

Red river.) 

Sutton, Jesse, bill for the reliefof, = - - 774 

Swamp lands in Louisiana. (See Louisiana. ) 

Talbat, Thomas, and others, bill for the re- 
lief of,- - - 221,399 
Tallmadge, Frederick A., of New York, 1, 24, 


. 57, 60, 64, 67, 13, 103, 312, 623, 641, 675, 

680, 797, 818, 827, 836, 843, 877, 882, 926, 

946, 949, 1030 

resolution by, - - - = 387 
remarks on presenting a memorial asking 
the interference of Congress against the 
monopoly by the Camden and Amboy 


Railroad Company, &c. TE 823 
on the appropriation to improve certain 
avenues in Washington city, - 944, 946 
Tariff, remarks concerning, - =- - 442 
(See Duties.) 
Tayloe, B. O., bill for the relief of, - 257,535 
Taylor, Ed ward, bill for the relief of, - + 698 


nay os David, proposition to pay the claim 


- 1059 

Taylor, Mary, bill for the relief of, 908, 959, 1072 

Taylor, Creed, an act for the relief of, 725, 1771 

_ Taylor, Joseph, bill for the relief of, - 779, 187 
Taylor, Gamaliel, (late marshal of [ndiana,) 
and his securities, bill for the relief 


of, 908 
Taylor, General: (See Thanks of Congress. ) 5 
letter of, to the Secretary of War, concern- 
ing the reprimand, - > - 301 
remarks concerning his prineiples, - - 395 


debate cqncerning his corroapondend; and 
his o inions, - 584, 585, 586, 587 
his pledges, opinions, &c., discussed, 889, ‘890, 
967, 970, 971, 975 

“call for the amount of money paid to him 


by the Government, - `- - 942 
the extra pay of, -. -= 1057, 1080 
Taylor platform, the, - - - 1011 


Taylor, John L., of Ohio, 1, 41, 49, 82, 85, 130, 
154, 181, 208, 241, 298, 319, 399, 449, 452, 
871, 590, 679, 716, 717, 774, 797, 921, 1030, 

1039, 1041, 1050, 1054 

resolutions by, - -= 458, 716, 852, 1012 
_ remarks on the bill to pay to individuals 
the expenses menrred in mustering vol 


unteers, - - 563 
remarks on the bill granting farther time 
for locating Virginia miary land war- 
rants, - - - - 853 
remarks on the Oregon bill, - a - 1018 
Tee, William, bill for the relief of, - - 779 
Telfair, Mary M., the heir and legal repre- 
sentative of Israel picnic’ bill for the 
relief of, - - 951 
Tennessee volunteers. (See Beard, Archi- 
bald. ) i 


Tennessee, resolutions of Legislature of, 179, 390 
(See Courts.) 
Texas volunteers, joint resolution providin 
for the payment of the regiment of, called 
into the service by Colonel Curtis, com- 
.  manding officer at Camargo, 103, 269, 375, 
726, 841 
Texas, resolutions of the Legislature of, 267, 390, 
3, 774, 779, 989 
(for remarks concerning the bounds of, see 
rises peal under the head of Mexico, on 
esident’s annual message.) 
the acquisition of, ane its policy, &e., dis- 


cussed, ~ - 545 


Texas— 
joint resolution giving the consent of the 
Government of the United States to the 
State of, to extend her eastern boundary 
so as to include within her limits one- 
half of Sabine Pass, Sabine lake, and 
Sabine river, as far as the 32d degree of 
north latitude, — - - - 1774, 836, 874 
. remarks concerning the boundary of,  - 859 
(See New Mexico. y 
Territorial Government. (See Oregon.) 
joint resolution for the erection of the Ter- 
ritories of Oregon, California, and New 
Mexico, into States for admission into 
the Union, and providing for the organ- 
ization and admission of other States 
formed out of those PERRONER; upon 
certain conditions, - 908 
jomt resolution declaring it expedient and 
proper that Congress should, without 
delay, extend the protection of civil gov- 
ernment over the Territories of Oregon, 
New Mexico, and California, - - 
Territories, the Committee on, - - - 19 
resolutions of instruction to Committee on, 943 
bills reported front the, - - 238, 322, 623 
Testimony, bill concerning, - ~-  - 868 
bill providing for the obtaining of, in rela- 
tion to claims for losses sustained in the 
late Florida war, - - - 1026 
Thacker, Joel, bill for the relief of, - 461, 698 
Thanks ‘of Congress. Joint resolution of 
thanks to officers, sailors, and marines 
of the United States navy, for their effi- 
cient coöperation and services in the late 
war with Mexico, - - - - 1012 
to the navy, resolution for presenting the, 363 
joint resolution tendering the, to Brigadier 
General D. E. Twiggs, Brevet Major 
General W. J. Worth, Major General 
G. Pillow, and Brigadier General James “ 
Shields, &e. be - 380 
joint resolution of, to Major Gen. Zachary 
Taylor, and the officers and men under 
his command, for gallant conduct at the 
battle of Buena Vista, - 57,95, 304, 571, 725 
joint resolution expressive of the, to Major 
General Winfield Scott and the troops 
under his command, for their distin- 
guished gallantry and good conduct in 
the campaign of 1847, - - - 173, 303 
Mr. Giddings’s resolution proposing the, 
to Albert Gallatin HOF his anti-war stric- 
tures, - - - = æ 
joint easolutioné ivin the, to Colonel 
Doniphan and Brigadier General Price, 
and the officers and men under their re- 
spective commands, in the late military 
operations in New Mexico and Chihua- 
hua, - - =- 327, 433, 459 
Thibodeaux, Bannon G., of Louisiana, l, 57, 60, 
69, 152, 398, 430, 433, 563, 641, 770, 784, 987 
remarks on the bill relating to the collec- 
tion district of New Orleans, ~ - 461 
Thomas, David, bill for relief of, -7 = 422 
Thomas, James H., of Tennessee, 1, 60, 64, 152, 
177, 221, 298, 322, 398, 463, 548, 570, 637, 
641, 683, S6; 872, , 994 
remarks on the loan bill, - - - - 


325 
remarks on the President’s message, con- 
cerning the peace with Mexico, -  - 1010 
Thomasson, Elisha, bill for relief of, - 312, 535 
Thompson, William, of Iowa, 1, 103, 263, 269, 
309, 421, 619, 624, 632, 642, im 926, 1054 
resolution by, - 267 
Thompson, Richard W., of Indiana, 1, 6l, 224, 
247, 248, 284, 399, 410, 616, 624, 643, 644, 
890, 901, 908, 946, 1039, 1041, 1050, 1058, 
1064, 1072 
resolutions by, - =- + 59, 61, 93, 375 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message, concerning 
the Mexican war, &c., - - 258, 259 
remarks on the bill to supply deficiencies 
in former eppropriations, concerning the 


308 


resolutions by, 


Mexican war, - 412 
remarks concerning the contested election 
from New York, - 624 


his report on the contested election from 
New York, - =- - 644 

remarks on Indian appropriation bill, 904, 905, 

remarks on the appropriation to improve 
certain avenues in Washington city, - 945 


Thompson, Richard W. , of f indianas: 
remarks on the army appropriation bill, 


concerning river improvements, - - 1042 
remarks on the letter of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, - - -~ 1069, 1070 
Thompson, John B., of Kentucky, 1. 49, 293, 31], 
36 60, 632, 727, 736, 738, 523, 884 
remarks on the proposition to print the 
abstract of army contracts, - - 
remarks on the subject of the abducted 
slaves, concerning the priviieges of the 
members, &c., - - - 657 
Thompson, Jacoh, of Missisaippi, 1, 30. 41, 56, 
58, 93, 104, 120, 126, 141, 178, 223, 438, 
439, 446, 447, 452, 454, 458, 462, 470, 526, 
538, 539, 563, 564, 583, 653, 683, 718, 724, 
742, 744, 752, 753, 771,.774, 786, 787, 792, 
817, 825, 827, 836, 861, 868, 872, 875, 880, 
881, 887, 888,. 929, 93U, 935, 1026, 1027, 
1037, 1044, 1045, 1046, 1049, 1053, 1055, 
1070, 1080, 1082 
resolutions by, - 59, 181, 454, 458 
announces the death and eulogizes the life 
of Jesse Speight, late Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, - - -= 40 
remarks on the bill concerning the busi- 


ness of the Supreme Court, - - 432 
remarks on the bill granting bounty land 

to the volunteers in Mexico, - 447 
remarks on Indian appropriation bill, 506, 507 


remarks on the proposition to print the cor- 
respondence between General Scott and 
the War Departments. concerning the 
Mexican war, - - 516 
remarks on Indian appropriation bill, 525, 539 
remarks on the military bill, concerning - 
bounty and pay to volunteers, 673, 674, 731, 
734, 135, 736 
remarks concerning the reduction of the 
number of general officers on the close 
of the war, - - - - 68 
remarks on the Oregon bill, = - - 1018 
remarks on the joint resolution concerning 
the Cherokee claim, - - -  - 1026 
remarks on the proposition to print the 
report concerning the sstaohghment ofa 
board of claims, - 
remarks on the appropriation for the Sa- 
vannah river, concerning the opinions of 
‘Generals Taylor and Cass, Whig pol- | 
icy, &c., = - =- 975 
Thompson, James, of Penn. sy os 12, 47, 129, 240, 
307, 337, 344. 373, 374, 459, 599, 803, 835, 
852, 853, 859, 860, 873, 875, 895, 896, 902, 
- 914, 944, 995, 1011, 1026, 1050, 1068 
resolutions by, - - 237, 343 
remarks concerning the one-hour rule, - 46 
his defence of Mr. Buchanan against the 
strictures of Mr. Wilmot, - - 307, 308 
his resolution to expunge from the Journal 
certain declarations against the Mexicap 
war, e = 843 
remarks on the resolutions of congratula- 
tion to France, - 614 
remarks concerning the irrelevancy of de- 
bate, &c., - - ~ - 795, 796 . 
remarks concerning the financial report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, - 
Thompson, Mary W., widow of Lieut. Cal. 
Alexander R., bill for the relief of, 779, 787 
Thompson, Robert A., of Va., 1, 400, 698, 730, 856 
Thornton, Presley, bill for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of, - 836 
Throckmorton, J., bill for relief of, 140, 300, 422 
Thurston, Benjamin B., of R. Island, l, 41, 383 
resolutions by, 94 
Tillard, Captain Wiliam S., , bill for relief of, 398 
Title to certain tracts of land i in the State of 
Arkansas, bill to settle the, - > - Mı 
197 


T24 


to a tract of land in Seneca county: Ohio; 
bill to confirm, - 
bill to vest the title of the United States i in 
the purchase of certain lands sold under 
execation against Gordon Boyd, - 882, 951 
Tobacco trade, resolution concerning the, - 343 
joint resolution concerning the, - 995 
Todd, Bernard, bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of, 398 
Tompkins, Nancy, bill for the relief of, 153, 300, 
429, 644 
Tompkins, Patrick W.,of Mississippi, 1, 103, 170, 
' 178, 181, 246, 304, 312, 399, 431, 459, 461, 
521, 592, 644, 680, 123, 736, 760, 771, 951, 
1040, 3041 


XL 
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Tompkins, Patrick W., of Mississipni— 
resolutions by, - =- + 181, 458, 1012 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 

President’s annual message, concerning 
the President’s refusal to furnish all the 
correspondence touching our relations 


with Mexico, and the Mexican war, - 202 
remarks on the Indian appropriation bill, 

concerning Indian schools, - - 538 
remarks on the bill concerning the foreign 

mail service, > - - - 620 
remarks on the pension appropr iation bill, 760 
remarks on the proposition to pay the mile- 

age, &c., due Archibald Yell, of Arkan- 

sas, to his administrator, - - 88! 
remarks on the army appropriation bill, - 1037 
remarks on the bill granting the right ‘of 

way, &c., to the Mobile and Ohio Rail- 

road © ‘ompany, - - 1062 


Tonnage duties, bill authorizing “he geveial 
States in the Uninn to lay tonnage ‘duties 
on all vessels or steamboats entering their 
ports or harbors, for the purpose of im- 
proving the navigation of said States, 57, 154 
debate concerning, - _ - 894, 895 
preposition to allow Missouri to collect, - 1054 
Toombs, Robert, of Georgia, 1,4,71, 104, 169, 279, 
286. 373, 400, 450. 453, 465, "482, 483, 884, 
887, 944, 995, 1033, 1035, 1037, 1042. 1045, 
1055, 1058, 1063, 1070 
resolutions by, - 61,179 
remarks on the refusal of the President to 
furnish all the correspondence and in- 
structions touching the relations with 
Mexico, - 
remarks on the bill to provide for. addi- 
tional examiners in the Patent Office, - 
remarks on the hill requiring all moneys 
received from customs to be paid into the 


169 
400 


public treasury, - = - - 475 
remarks on the proposition to print annual 

report of the Commissioner of Patents, 481 
remarks on the subject of the abducted 

slaves, concerning the privileges of mem- 

bers, &c., - - - - 649, 655 
remarks on the appropriation to remove 

obstructions in the Savannah river, = 944 


remarks on the appropriation to inprove 
certain avenues in Washington, - 945 
remarks on army appropriation bill, 1035, 1037 
Towle, David, bill for the relief of, - - 856 
Trade, certain. (See Vessels.) 
Treasury Department, communications from 
the, 18, 25, 69, 73, 154, 244, 412, 463, 571, 808, 
868, 1057, 1070, 1071 
calls upon the, 94, 179, 181, 343, 398, 457, 505, 
‘548, 764, 768, 1012 
remarks concerning the alleged alterations 
‘by the Secretary, of his annual report, 265, 266 
(See Finances of Government. ) 
an act to enable and authorize the account- 
ing officers of the treasury to audit and 
settle the accounts of certain acting offi- 
cers therein mentioned, - 312, 399, 891 
Treaty, the Florida, bill further to carry into 
effect the provisions and stipulations of 
the ninth article of the, with respect to 
certain losses of Spanish suposi in 
West Florida, - 
Treaty with Mexico, bill providing for pay- 
ing the award of, commissioners under, 
bill to provide for carrying into effect the 
fifth article of the treaty between the 
United States and Mexico establishing 
the boundary line between them, 1064, 
bill to carry into effect certain stipulations 
© of the treaty between the United States 
of America and the Republic of Mexico, 
by providing a board of claims, 1064, 
Treaty of peace with Mexico, message from 
the President communicating, 901, 910, 
Mr. Trist’s letter concerning the, - - 
bill to carry into effect certain provisions 
in the treaties between the United States 
and China and the Otroman Porte, giv- 
ing certain judicial powers to ministers 
and consuls of the United States in those 
countries, - =- - č =- = > 
Treaties of extradition, bill for giving effect 
to certain treaty stipulations between 
this and foreign Governments for the ap- 
prehension and delivering np of certain 
offenders, 868, 951, 1026, 1049, 1062, 1070 
Trebon, Francis, bill for the relief of,- - 856 


983 
938 


1070 


1072 


1010 
1057 


1026 


Tridante and Cetro, bill authorizing the issu- 

ing of registers to the Speman steam ves- 

sels, - - 785, 788 
Triplett, William, bill ‘for the relief of, 312, 535 
Trist, Nichdélas P., a letter from, concerning 

the making of ne eey of ‘peace with 

Mexico, - - 1057 
Tropical plants, an act supplementary to the 

act to encourage the introduction and 

promote the cultivation of tropical plants, 


approved 9th July, 1838, - - - 950 


Tuck, Amos, of New “Hampshire, 1, 60, 82, 177, 


178, 196, 197, 240, 455, 463, 548, 570, 578, 

598, 622, 642, 675, 683, 724, 742, 764, 784, 

788, 827, 833, 964 

resolutions by, - - - + 457, 788 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message, cone ane 


the Mexican war, &c., - 197 
ramarks concerning the proposed appro- 
priation for a depot for naval stores at 
New Orleans, - 830 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, - - - - 1022 
Turner, Thomas J., of Ilinois, 1, 64, 103, 146, 


178, 181, 182, 208, 267, 268, 269, 309, 361, 

374, 380, 383, 402, 461, 536, 570, 641, 675, 

725, 736, 784, 894, 896, 900, 947, 948, 956 

resolutions by, - - - 459, 505 
remarks concerning the Mexican war, and 

the Whig party, - - - - 589 

remarks on the cil and diplomatic bill, - 956 

Turner, William J., bill for the relief of, - 770 

Turner, Jesse, an act fer relief of, 725, 951, 1072 
Tucker, John, and Barbara Lancaster; bill 

for the relief of, - - - 39$ 

Tucker, Aaron, bilt for the relief of, - 322, 535 

Tyler, John, his opinions discussed, - 957, 967, 

971, 972 

Tweedy, John H., of Wisconsin Territory, 1, 4, 

73, 103, 104, 208, 269, 270, 309, 319, 337, 

360, 377, 380, 400, 431, 476, 503, 505, 519, 

520, 536, 570, 590, 622, 637, 675, 693, 742, 

743, 744, 751, 761, 786 

resolutions by, - = = ~- 267, 505 
remarks on the bill for the admissicn of 

Wisconsin into the Union, 742, 749, 750, 752 


U. 


Union Bank of Florida, bill for relief of the, 
United German Confederation, proposed con- 
gratulations of Congress to,-  - 


Ve 


Van Campen, Moses, bill for the relief of, - 1049 
Van Dyke, John, of New Jersey, 1, 65, 103, 281, 
450, 551, 581, 622, 624, 631, 761, 929, 1018, 
1024, 1053, 1072 
resolution by, - - 61 
remarks on the deficiency appropriation 
bill, against any additional a i in 
Mexico, - 437 
remarks on the bill to establish territorial 
government in Oregon, - - -102 
Vattemare, Alexandre, a citizen of France, 
petition from, concerning his proposed 
system of international exchanges of 
books, maps, &c., - - - - 412 
an acknowledgment from, - - - 1062 
Venable, Abraham W., of North Carolina, 1, 62, 
103, 269, 322, 411, 453, 483, 525, 536, 571, 
764, 768, 779, 784, 824, 838, 853, 857, 896, 
919, 928, 929, 932, 940, 944, 946, 954, 1006, 
1010, 1020, 1029, 1041, 1045, 1050, 1052 
resolution by, - - - 457 
remarks concerning the terms of the reso- 
lution calling upon the President for the 
instructions to Mr. Slidell, - - 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message, concerning 
the power of the Federal Government to 
construct works of internal improvement, 
remarks concerning the pay, mileage, and 
funeral expenses, of the late John W. 
Hornbeck, - - -5 =- 
remarks on the subject of the abd ueted 
slaves, and concerning slavery and the 
privilegesof members, &c., 653,654, 655, 672 
remarks on the bill granting bounty land 


867 


105 


143 


528 


to volunteers, - 735 
remarks concerning the establishment of 

territorial government in Oregon,- - 791 
remarks on the appropriation to improve 

the Savannah river, - - =  - 944 


Venable, Abraham W., of North Carolina—— 
remarks on the bill for relief of certain sur- 
viving widows of officers and soldiers of 
the Revolution, - - - - - 
Ventilator, conical. (See Espy, James P.) 
Vermont, resolutions of the Legislature of, - 
Vermont militia, bill for the payment of the 
fourth regiment in the second brigade of 
the third division .of the, for services at 
the batile of Plattsburg, - _- 908, 519, . 
994, 1049, 1072 
Vessels, American, an act extending privi- 
leges to, engaged in certain mentioned 
trade, and for other purposes, - 725, 771 
Veto, the President’s message returning the 
~ harbor bill, and discission Bubacquently 


952 
698 


concerning, - - 0, 958 

- of the army bill by Washington, - - 958 
House resolution concern! + da the, - - 1012 
Via, William, bill for relief o - 562, 698 


Vigo, Colonel Francis, bill for relief of the 

legal representatives of, - =- = 922 

Vinal Haven. (See Collection Districts.) 

Villalobos, Joseph Argotte, Marie Rose, 
Frangois Felix, Marquis de Fougeres, 
their heirs and legal representatives, bilk 

for reliet of, - - - 679, 867, 923 

Vinton, Samuel F., of ‘Ohio, -1, 16, 17, 48, 56, 

60, 61, 62, 65, 67, 93, 196, 131, 170; 180, 

189, 197, 224, 225, 237, 264, 267, 280, 281, 

286. 287, 300, 312, 326, 339. 353, 354, 363, 

369, 373, 387, 391, 398, 399, 403, 412, 422, 

429, 430, 433, 436, 437, 446, 450, 463, 476, 

481, 505, 506, 507, 523, 526, 529, 537, 538, . 

539, 562. 583, 586, 589, 592, 611, 622, 638, 

639, 665, 673, 674, 683, 639, 710, 713, 722, 

723, 725, 738, 753, 755, 759, 760, 769, 772, 

774, 777, 784, 785, 786, 787, 788, 792, 793, 

794, 797, 803, 808, 810, 812, 817, 821, 822, 

825, 826, 830, 832, 833, 835, 836, 837, 839, 

841, 843, 844, 848, 849, 850, 857, 859, 861, 

864, 865, 867, 873, 877, 882, 884, 887, 891, 

892, 894, 896, 897, 900, 901, 904, 905, 908, 

913, 916, 919. 920, 921, 993, 924, 925, 926, 

930), 931, 936, 937, 938, 939, 953, 992, 994, 

995, 997, 999, 1007, 1011, 1014, 1019, "1024, 

1028, 1030, 1035, 1039, 1040, 1041, 1046, 

1047, 1054, 1058, 1059, 1062, 1063, 1064, 

1070, 1071, 1072, 1080 

resolutions by, - - 95, 27, 58, 65, 281 
remarks concerning the appointment of the 
standing committees, and a committee on 

commerce among the States, 16, 18, 25, 27 
remarks on the President’ s veto of the har- 

bor bill, - - - - 34 

remarks concerning the one- Jour rule, - 45 
remarks on the bill to supply deficiencies of 
appropriation for the army, - - - 


remarks on deficiency appropriation bill, 437 
remarks on the proposition to refer the 
President’s annual message,- - 102,297 


remarks concerning the delay in reporting 
the appropriation bills to one House, and 


public printing, - - 265 
remarks on the loan bill,-  - 312, 369, 370 
386 


his eulogium upon the life me character of 
Mr. Adams, - - 
remarks on the Indian appropriation bill, 524, 525 
remarks on the subject of the abducted 
slaves, Savery, privileges of members, 
Ca - = 652 
remarks on the bill giving bounty lands to 
FOUMNIEETS: and concerning the Mexican 
war, -  - 731,732 
remarks on the bill for the admission of 
Wisconsin into the Union, - - - 743 
remarks on the pension appropriation bill, 760 
remarks on Post Office appropriation bill, 782 
remarks on the naval appiopuanon z bill, 808, 
25, 838, 861 


remarks concerning the establishment ofa 
territorial government in Oregon, 789, 790, 791 
remarks on Oregon bill, 1017, 1019, 1020, 1022 
remarks on referring the President’s mes- 
sage communicating the treaty of pence 

. with Mexico, - - - - 
remarks on the President’s message, con- 
cerning the acquisitions in Mexico, their 
bounda, value, &c,, - - - 990,991 
remarks on the general appropriation bill, 920, 
924, 925, 938, 940, 941, 942, 943, 944, 946, 
947, 954, 955, 984, 1054 

remarks on the Appropriation for the coast 

survey, - - - 
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® Vinton, Samuel F., of Ohio— 
remarks on the mileage to the messengers 
who bring the return of Presidential 
election,. - - - - 
remarks concerning ‘the appropriation for 
the Congressional Globe and Appendix, 
remarks:concerning an appro riation to im- 
prove the avenues in ington city, - 946 
remarks on the afmy appropriation bill, 1027, 
1028, 1032, 1033, 1034, 1037 
remarks concerning the. appropriation for 
Savannah river, 955, 957, 958, 963, 968, 1058 
remarks on the bill granting the right of 
way, &&., to the Mobile and Ohio Rail- 


940 
942 


róad Company, - - -= F - 1062 
Virginia, proposition to pay certain ju g- 

goon ae as DIE. 1059 
Wirginia. (See Courts. ) 


Voltigeur regiment, concerning its retention 
in the service, = - 

Volunteers: (See! Texas Volunteers— ‘Cana- 
dian Votunteers—Indian Volunteers.) 

bill to aHow subsistence to certain Arkan- 
sas and other volunteers who have been 
prisoners of war in Mexico, - 908, 1071 
Bill to provide clothing for volunteers in 
the service of the United States, - 154, 197 
Pep to pay for COMBINE of Ohio 
volunter - - 1041 
bill to provide for filling up vacancies in 
the volunteer corps now in the service of 
the United States, - - 154, 322 
Bill for relief of the, engaged in the military 
service of the United States, 269, 380, 463 
joint resolution directing the payment of 
certain volunteers and regulars under 
limitations therein presented, - =- 
advances to. - (See Claims ef Individuals.) 
extra pay to. (See bill concerning the dis- 
charge of officers, under the head of 
Mexico.) © 

Voting by machine, resolution authorizing 
the erection of a machine in the House 
of Representatives for taking the yeas 
and nays, - - - 9x o- 

W. 

Wabash and Erie canal, bill in additien to 
an act therein named making a grant of 
land to the trustees of the, - -` - 679 

Waldron, Charles, bill for the relief of, 298, 535 

Walker, Patrick, bill granting a pension to, - 571 

Walker, Gideon, bill for the relief of, 398, 535 

Wall, John, deceased, bill for the relief of 
the heirs of, - - - 908 

Wallace, Colonel Robert, aid- de- camp to 


- 1012 


269 


856 


Gen. William Hull, bill for relief of, 298, 535 | 


Wallace, Daniel, representative from South 
Carolina, - - 824, 999 
Waln, S. Morris, bill for the relief of, 140, 300 
War with Mexico. (See Mexico.) 
War Department, calls upon the, by resolu- 
tion, 57, 58, 64, 178, 179, 180, 268, 269, 457, 
505, 680, 824, 873, 931, 1012, 1052 
instructions to the, - - - 891, 951, 1080 
communications from the, 105, 154, 244, 301, 
326, 339, 390, 412, 432, 571, 725, 771, 785, 
808, 1006, 1071 
War steamers, joint resolution proposing a 
line of, from the port of Monterey or, 
San Francisco, i in California, to Shang- 
hae or Canton, in China, - - 724, 728 
Ward, George R., bill for the relief of, - 460 
Ward, Joseph D., bill for the relief of, 856, 1050 
Ward, Joseph and Lindsley, bill for the re- 
lief of, - - 152, 300 
Ward & Smith, bill for the relief of, - = 1045 
Warden of the Penitentiary, resolution di- 
recting the Clerk of the House to fur- 
nish the, with fifty copies of the report 
of the officers of said penitentiary, - 641 
Ware, Lieutenant Francis, bill for the relief 
of the legal representatives of,  - 312, 787 
Wareham, Massachusetts. (See Collection 
Districts. ) 
Warren, Daniel H., bill for relief of, 327, 400, 810 


Warren, Cornelius, ‘of New York, »- l, 797 | 


Warrington, Ca ~ Lewis, and others, bill 
for the relie - 683 
Washington Gas Light Company, bill to in- 
corporate the, - 460, 836, 868, 877, 894 
‘Waterman, Silas, bill for the relief of, - 154, 300 
Watson, James C., of Georgia, bill for the 
benefit of the legal representatives of, - 867 
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Watterson, D. A., bill for the relief of, 908, A 
Washington, Georgetown, and Alexandria 
Steam Packet Company, bill supple- 
mental to the act to incorporate the, - 1049 
Washington, General George. . (See Monu- 
ment. 
Washington’s veto message, =- - >= 
Washington Mutual Fire Insurance Com- 
pany, bill to incofporate the, >- - 
Washington, Henry, late Deputy Surveyor 
of the public lands in Florida, an act to 
ee for the settlement of the claim 
725, 797 


958 
460 


Washington city. (See Slaves. ) 
bill-to Con Unug; alter, and amend the char- 
terof, - - - 679, 766 
bill to authorize the sale of a part of public 
reservation No. 13, in, and for other 
purposes, - - - - _ - 864,951 
bill concerning an appropriation to IM pEONe 
certain avenues in, 944 
resolution of thanks by the authorities of, 
to Congress, - - - 1071 
Watkins, Eleanora B. widow of Gassaway 
Watkins, bill for the relief of, - 641, 698 
Ways and Means, the Committee on, - 19 
proposition for a clerk to the, - - - 126 
resolutions of instruction to the Commit- 
tee of, - 27, 58, 343, 344, 456, 457, 638, 852 
bills and resolutions repoged from, 60, 197, 237, 
264, 267, 298, 326, 446, 450, 529, 562, 793, 
797, 835, 850, 867, 884, 908, 993, 999, 1071 
discharged from the consideration of sub- 
subjects, - - - - = 463, 723 
reports from the Committee of, - 797, 994 
Weed, Elijah J., deceased, late Quartermas- 
ter of the marine corpas bill for the relief 
of the sureties of, - - 152,300 
Weights and measures. (See France.) 
Wentworth, John, of Illinois, 1, 34, 41, 49, 60, 
6l, 62, 135, 146, 181, 208, 240, 269, 270, 308, 
309, 361, 372, 373, 374, 380, 383, 399, 402, 
412, 422, 520, 529, 536, 542, 548, 563, 572, 
590, 624, 637, 638, 639, 644, 675, 693, 744, 
761, 786, 787, 788, 825, 833, 841, 842, 852, 
_ 874, 880, 890, 900, 918, 926, 937, 949, 950, 
966, 986, 987, 992, 995, 999, 1018, 1024, 
1027, 1045, 1047, 1048, 1049, 1050, 1054, 
1064, 1068 
resolutions by, - 62, 181, 380, 505, 539 
remarks concerning the public printing, 410, 411 
remarks concerning harbor improvements, 


General Cass’s opinions, &e., - 966, 967 


remarks on the civil and diplomatic bill, 986 
West Feliciana railroad company, bill for the 
relief of the, - - - - 764 
Wheat. (See Drawback.) 
Whitcher, William, bill for the relief of, - 856 


White, Hugh, of New York, 1, 3, 15, 18, 25, 71, 

130, 153, 263, 270, 322, 361, 400, 421, 422, 

431, 439, 449, 452, 519, 529, 536, 550, 562, 

728, 772, 774, 778, 779, 785, 786, 788, 797, 

822, 830, 831, 836, 837, 839, 849, 850, 856, 

857, 860, 867, 872, 908, 918, 923, 925, 942, 

1006, 1007, 1049, 1058, 1062 

resolutions by, 8, 177, 390, 438, 527, 824, 825 
pronounces an eulogy upon the life of 
Hon. Chester Ashley, late a Senator 


from Arkansas, deceased, - - - 714 
White, Zelpha, bill for the relief of, - 238, 535 
maT Mos g; bill for the relief of the heirs 

- 908, 953 
White, Benjamin, bill for the relief of, - 237, 423 
White, Sarah, bill for the relief of, - - 683 
White, Alfred, bill for the relief of, - 882,951 
Whitehall. (See Port of Entry.) 
Whitney’s proposed railroad to the Pacine, 

select committee upon,-  - 604 

bill to set apart and sell to Asa Whitney, 

of New York, a portion of the public 


.\ Jands to enable him to construct a rail- 


road from Lake Michigan to the Pacific, 716, 

868 
Whitsett, John, bill extending to the heirs 
of, the privil e of purchasing a quarter 
section of land, which was given to him 

by an act approved March 2, 1839, - 771 

Whittell, Robert, bill for the relief of, - - 698 

Wick, William W. , of Indiana, 1, 49, 57, 73, 127, 

152, 179, 180, 312, 339, 435, 449, 459, 542, 

564, 680, 736, 786, 787, 849, 850, 857, 877, 

896, 897, 1041, 1047 

resolutions by, - - - 58, 181 


D 


Wick, William W., of Indiana— 
remarks on the bill granting bounty land 
to the soldiers in Mexico, - - 435, 436 
ta on the denciency appropriation 
ill - - - 
remarks concerning the persana dificult 
between Messrs. Haralson: and G. 
Jones, - - - - - 455 
remarks on the bill to indemnify individu- 
als for advances made to volunteers, 552, 564 
remarks on the subject of the abducted 
slaves, and concerning slavery generally, 664, 
665 


1, 938, 322, 327, 462, 
98, 772, 856, 994 
Wilhamet, barque, bill to authorize the issue 
of a register tothe, $- - 311 
Wilkinson, David, bill for relief of, 908, 994, 1072 
Williams, Hezekiah, of Maine, - |, 96, 73, 361 
resolution by, 67 
Williamson, Elizabeth, bill for the relief of, 683 
Willis, Elisha H., bill for the relief of, 311, 535 
Wilmot, David, of Pennsylvania, 1, 298, 308, "322, 
395, 813, 835, 850, 1030 
proposition for a direct tax, and remarks 
thereon, - 281 
remarks concerning the editor of the Union, 
and the proposition for a direct tax, and 
strictures on Mr. Buchanan, - - 304,307 
Wilmot previso, debate concerning the. (See 


Wiley, J ames S., of Maine, 


Slavery.) 
incidentally alluded to, &c., - 889 
Wilson, Jeseph, bill-for the relief of, - - 154, 197, 
788, 810 


Wilson, William H., bill for the har eae 698, 728 
Wilson, Arthur, bill ‘for the relief of, 563, 698 
Wilson, John, bill for the relief of, - - 698 
Wilson, James, of New Hampshire, 1, 238, 380, 
l 675, 744 

remarks on the bill for the admission oi 

Wisconsin into the Union, - - 

Winans, Ross, bill for the relief of, - - 1050 
Winthrop, Robert C., of Massachusetts, - 1 

elected Speaker, -~ - 2 

his innaugural address, - - 

announces the death of Mr. Adams, - 
Wisconsin, bill to amend an act grantin 
certain public lands to the Secretary of, 

for the purpose of opening a canal con- 

necting the waters of Lake Macnigan 

with Rock river, - 269 

Mill to grant to the State of, the military 
reservation at Fort Winnebago, - - 1045 

bill for the improvement of certain harbors 
inthe Territory of, - - - 311,623 

bill for the admission of the State of, into 
the Union, and debate thereon, 380, 905, 665, 
742, 745, 747 754 

the constitution of, - - - - 476 

resolutions of the ‘Legislature of, instruct- 
ing their Senators and requesting their 
repre entatven against the extension of 
slavery, - 965, 1057 

bill to modify the 4th clause of the 7th sec- 
tion of an act entitled ‘* An act to enable 
the people of Wisconsin Territory to 
form a constitution and State govern- 
ment, and for the admissjon of such 
State into the wena approved August 
6, 1846, - 1026 
Wislizenus, Dr. Adolphus, bill for the relief 
of, - 548, 868 
Woodbridge, William, and Henry Chipman, 

l bill to provide a ‘compensation to, for 
services in adjusting titles to land in 
Michigan, and for other purposes, 864,951 

Wood, John, deceased, bill for the relief of 
the heirs of, - - 449 

Wood, Sarah, widow of Major James, me 
for the relief of, - - T19, 787 

Wood, Jethro, bill further to extend the 
patent of, - - 301, 462, 476 
Woodward, Joseph A., of South Carolina, 1, 30, 
4l, 47, 127, 621, 683, 730, 762, 764, 793, 
882, 890, 891, 1013, 1021, 1069 

resolution by, - - - 643 

remarks concerning the one-hour rule, - 44 

remarks on the subject of the abducted 
slaves, ee slavery; thie privileges 
of members, &c., - - 

remarks concerning property in slaves, - 
remarks on the post office appropriation 
bill, lea the Wilmot proviso, sla- 
very, & - =- -æ = 774, T76, 71 


' 
Ə 


650 
764 
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Woodward, Joseph A., of South Carolina— 
remarks on the general appropriation bill, 
concerning the appropriation for the cus- 
tom houseat Charleston, South Carolina, 878 
remarks concerning the letter of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, - - - 1069 
Wolfley, Lewis A., bill for the relief of the 
children of, - - - ~- - = 994 
Wright, Samuel G., resolution concerning a 
monument to, - - - - - 344 
Wright, Beriah, bill for the relief of, - 563, 698 
W yandots and Delawares, resolution to sanc- 
tion an engagement made between the, 
for the purchase of certain lands by the 
.. former of the latter tribe, = - - 882, 951 
Wynn, William W., bill for relief of, 908, 1049 
Yachts, bill to authori# the Secretary of the 
Treasury.to license, and for other pur- 
poses, - - - - ~- 94, 311, 1030 
Yarrington, Anna, bill for the relief of, - 238 
Yeas and nays— _ 
on the resolution declaring the power of 
Congress to make river and harbor im- 
provements, &c., - - - - 58 
on the petition of citizens of Washington 
for the abolition ofthe slave trade therein, 60, 63 
on the resolution of Mr. Wentworth, affirm- 
ing the power of the Federal Govern- 
ment to construct works of internal im- 
provement, - =- - - = = 
on laying on the table the petition for the 
abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia,  - - - - - - 
on the petition concerning international 
slave trade, 7 = œ æ č 
on decisions of the Speaker, - - - 94 
dn resolutions in any manner touching the 
policy of the Mexican war, - - 94,179 
on the resolutions approving of the capitu- 
lation of Monterey, - - =- - 
on the adoption of the resolution calling 
on the President for the instructions, 
&c., to Mr. Slidell and others, - - 
on the joint resolution for the renewal of 
the contract for transporting the great 
southern mail, - - >=- - = 130 


Yeas and nays— 


Yeas and nays— eae 
on the bill concerning the retention, after 


on propositions to terminate debate, 178, 351, 
l 363, 999 the close of the war, of the majors gen- 
on laying on the tahle the resolution of Mr. eral,&c., - - - = a ‘= 7 
Giddings, concerning the slave trade in on the bill to amend the charter of Wash- a 
the District of Columbia, - - ? 180. ington city, - - - - - =- 78 
on the propositions to refer the President’s on the bill for relief of Cornelius Manning, 785 
annual message, - - - - =- 298 on the reference of the memorial of the 
on the proposition to print the memorial Chicago (river and harbd?) Convention, 852 
of the representativesof the Yearly Meet- » on the resolution to increase duties on lux- 
ing of the Society of Friends of New uries, - =- - a + - «=| 859 
England concerning the Mexican war, 330 on the bill establishing certain post-routes, 860, 
on the resolution to expunge from the 943 
Journal certain declarations against the on the resolution of the Committee of Com- 
justice and constitutionality of the war merce concerning harbor improvements, 894 
with Mexico, - - - - - 34 896, 918 
on the loan bill, - - - =- =- 374; onthe appropriation for mail service on the 
on the resolution of thanks to the generals coast, &c.p - - - =- =- - 901 
and other officers and men who served on miscellaneous propositions, - - 919 
in Mexico, - ‘- - - - = 880 on the appropriation to remove obstruc- | 
on the resolution of Mr. Putnam, for the tions in the Savannah river, - - 949 
interdiction of slavery in new territory on the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
which may be acquired by the United bil, - - =- =- -  - 954,984 
States, - g - ~- ç - -Pl on the bill to establish territorial govern- 
on the bill concerning the Supreme Court, 433 ment in Oregon, California, and New 
on propositions to amend the deficiency Mexico, - - =- - =- = 1007 
appropriation bill, - =- . ~ 438 on the Oregon bill, - - - 1027, 1062 
on the bill to raise for a limited time an ad- on the army appropriation bill,  - - 1043 
ditional military force, - - - 7, 125 on the harbor bill, - >. - - £1063 
on propositions to suspend the rules, 572, 598, || Yell, Archibald, late a representative from 
= 639, 852, 910 Arkansas, remarks concerning the prop- 
on the resolution of congratulation to the osition to pay his administrator the mile- __ 
people of France, - 572, 598, 603, 616 age, &c., due, - - - - 877, 880 
. on the bill making appropriation for the communication of the Clerk concerning the 
support of the West Point Academy, - 616 payment of the per diem, &c., due, - 1057 
on the resolution proposing a reduction of | Young, James, of the city of Washington, 
duties on French productions, - - 638 authorized to make an alphabetical list 
on the resolution concerning the suspen- of private claims,- - - - = 263 
sion of General Scott, - - - - 639 || Yonge, William B., bill for the relief of, - 770 
on the contested election from New York, 643 || Young, Jesse, bill for the relief of, - 154, 300 
on laying on the table the resolution giv- -~ Young, John J., bill for the relief of, - - 449 
ing protection to Mr. Giddings against {| Yucatan, message from the President con- 
an apprehended personal attack, - - 673 cerning the Indian war in, and proposing 
on the bin concerning the continuance, after aid to that Government to arrest the In- 
the close of the war, of certain general dian massacres, and debate thereon, - 709 
officers, - = -= =. = = 683 || Zantzinger, William P., bill for the relief of, 398 
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Tus is the first number of the CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE for 
this session—the first of the Thirtieth Congress. We shall 
print several thousand surplus copies, for the purpose of 
supplying those who may subscribe within a reasonable 
time—say by the 10th of January—with complete copies. 

We will print the first number of the APPENDIX early 
next: week, and will also print several thousand surplus 
copies of it, to supply all who may subscribe for it before 
the 10th of January with complete files. The APPENDIX 
will be printed like the CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, and will 
coutain the President’s Message, the Reports of the Heads 
of the Executive Departments, and all the Speeches made 
in both branches of Congress which the members write 
out or revise. 

It is believed that Congress will continue in session at 
least eight months, ahd that the CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 
and APPENDIX will each make about 1,500 royal quurto 
pages. . 


For one copy of the CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE ........ $2 00 
For one copy of the APPENDIX...... cecccceececcacs 2 00 
For six copies of either, or part of both ............ 10 00 


The money may be remitted by mail at our risk. Bank 
notes current Where a subscriber resides will be received 
by us at par. 


THIRTIETH CONGRESS, 


FIRST SESSION. 
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SENATE OP THE UNITED STATES. 


esident of the 
enate. 


GeorGE M. Dartas, of Pennsylvania, Vice 
United States, and President ef th 


The names of Senators, with the expiration of the term of 
service of each. Democrats (32) in Romun, und the Whigs 
(22) in Illic letters. 


From MAINE. | GEORGIA. 
Joha Fairfield........... 1851; Walter T. Colquitt...... 1849 
James W. Bradbury..... 1853! Jno. McPherson Berrien.1853 
New HAMPSHIRE. | KENTUCKY. 
Charles G. Atherton.... 1849 | John J. Orittenden...... 1849 
John P. Hule.....sc0e08 1853 : Juseph R. Underwood... . 1853 
MASSACHUSETTS. TENNESSEE. 
Daniel Webster. es... 1851 | Hopkins L. Turney. ....1851 
Juhn Davis. ...s.ssasees 1853 John Bell........ese0e . -1853 
Ruopg ÍSLAND. Ouo. 
Alert U. Greene........1851! William Allen.......... 1849 į 
John H. Ciufke......... 1853) Thomas Corwin....... . 1851 
CONNECTICUT. LOUISIANA. 
John M. Niles........ . 1849! Henry Johnson...... oe 1849 
Roger S. Buldwin ...... (a) | Solomon U. Downs..... 1853 
VERMONT. INDIANA. 

William Uphum........1849| Edward A. Haunegan...1849 
Sumuel S. Phelps. ...... 1851 | Jesse D. Bright......... 1851 
New York. MISSISSIPPI. 

John A. Dix............ 1849 | Jefferson Davis......... (b) 
Daniel X. Dickinson. ...1851: Henry 8. Fuote, eseese 1853 

New Jersey. | ILLINOIS. 
William L. Dayton.....1851; Sidney Breese.......... 1849 | 
Jacob W. Miller........ 1853 Stephen A. Dougias..... 1853 
PENNSYLVANIA. ALABAMA, | 
Simon Cameron........ 1849| Arthur P. Baghy........1849 
Daniel Sturgeon sierse eines 185i; Vacant........ esee s oe L58 
DELAWARE. Missouri. 

John M. Chanton. .......1851| David R. Atchison...... 1849 
Presiey Spruunce. ...... 1853| Thomas H. Benton...... 1851 
MARYLAND. ARKANSAS. 

James A. Peurce... ....1849| Ambrose H. Sevier...... 1849 
Reverdy Johnson..... e e 1851! Chester Ashicy......... 1853 
ViRGINIA, FLORIDA. 

James M. Mason. ......1851 | James D. Westcott..... 1849 
Robert M. T. Hunter... 1853! David L. Yulee...... .. 1851 

NorTH CAROLINA. MICHIGAN. 
George E. Budger....... 1849 | Lewis Cass.......+.+0+- 1851 
by ullie P. Mungum...... 1853] Alpheus Feleh...... e... 1853 
BoOUrH CAROLINA. TEXAS. 
Andrew P. Butier....... 1849 | Thomas S. Rusk........ 1851 
John C. Calhoun........ 1853 VACANE. aacncncecrcies 1853 
_ (a) Appointed by the Governor, in place of Jabez W. Hunt- 
ington, deceased. . 
(b) Appointed by the Governor, in place of Jesse Speight, 
deceased. 
_ IN SENATE. 
Monpay, December 6, 1847. 
In conformity with the Constitution of the Uni- 


gress commenced this day. ° 
The Senate was called to order at twelve o’clock, 
py its presiding officer, the Vice President of the 
nited States. o- l 
All the Senators were present except Mr. Cray- 
TON, of Delaware; Mr. Pearce, of Maryland; Mr. 
Ca Luovwn, of South Carolina; Mr, BELL, of Ten- 


1 


ted States, the First Session of the Thirtieth Con- 


The following are our prices for them: | 


| nessee; Mr. Benton, of Missouri; Mr. Yuuee, 
| of Florida; Messrs. Datis and W EBSTER, of Mas- 
sachusetts; Messrs. Nites and Batpwin, of Con- 
necticut; Messrs. Cotauirt and BERRIEN, of Geor- 
gia; and Mr. Baasy, of Alabama. 
| Mr. ATHERTON presented the credentials of 
| the Hon. Jonn P. Hate, elected a Senator of the 
| United States, from the State of New Hampshire, 
| for the term of six years from and after the 4th 
| day of March, 1847. : 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the credentials 
of the Hon. Josern R. Unperwoop, elected a 
Senator of the United States, from the State of 
Kentucky, for the term of six years from and 
| after the 4th day of March, 1847. 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of La., presented the creden- 
‘tials of the Hon. Sonomon U. Downs, elected a 
| Senator of the United States, from the State of 
Louisiana, for the term of six years from and 
| after the 4th day of March, 1847. 

Mr. GREENE presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Joun H. Crarxe, elected a Senator of the 
United States, from the State of Rhode [sland and 
Providence Plantations, for the term of six years 
from and after the 4th day of March, 1847. 

Mr. SEVIER presented the credentials of the 
' Hon. Jerrerson Davis, appointed by the Gov- 

ernor of Mississippi a Senator of the United States, 
from the State of Mississippi, to fill the vacancy 
occasioned by the decease of the Hon. Jesse 
Speight. 

Mr. BREESE presented the credentials of the 

Hon. Srerpuen A. Doveras, elected a Senator of 
| the United States, from the State of Illinois, for 
| the term of six years from and after the 4th day of 
| March, 1847. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the credentials of 
the Hon. James W. Brapgoury, elected a Senator 
of the United States, from the State of Maine, for 
the term of six years from and after the 4th day of 

| March, 1847. 
| Mr. CASS presented the credentials of the 
' Hon. Atrneus Ferca, elected a Senator of the 
| United States, from the State of Michigan, for the 
| term of six years from and after the 4th day of 
March, 1847. 

The credentials having been severally read, the 
Senators therein named thereupon had the oath of 
office administered to them by the Vice President, 
i and took their seats. 
| The following Senators, whose credentials were 
i presented to the Senate at the last session of Con- 
| gress, severally had the oath of office administered 
to them by the Vice President, and took their 
| 
! 
| 


seats, viz: 
Messrs. AsHLEY, MANGUM, 
MILter, and SPRUANCE. 


On motion of Mr. BREESE, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary acquaint the House of Rep- 
resentatives that a quorum of the Senate bad assembled, 


Foorre, HUNTER, 


and that the Senate is ready to proceed to business. ° 


On motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, it was 


Ordered, That the daily hour of meeting be twelve o’clock, 
until otherwise ordered. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, it was 


Kesolved, That each Senator be supplied, during the 
present session, with newspapers, as heretofore, not ex- 
ceeding the cost of four daily papers. 


‘On motion of Mr. MANGUM, 


The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. . 
First Session, Thirtieth Congress. 


| Alphabetical List (by States) of the Members of the Thir- 
| tieth Congress. Whtgs (117) in Italies; Democrats (110) in 
' Roman; Native American (1) in Small! Capitals. 


MAINE. 
Hiram Belcher, 
Asa W. H. Clapp, 
Franklin Clark, 
David Hammons, 
Ephraim K. Smart 
James S. Wiley, 
Hezekiah Williams. 


Charles H. Peaslee, 
Amos Tuck, 
James Wilson. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


Robert B. Oranston, 
Benjamin R. Thurston. `° 


VERMONT. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. Jitcob Collamer, 
James H. Johnson, . William Henry, 


George P. Marsh, 
Lucius B. Peck. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
Amos Abbott, 

John Quincy Adams, 
George Ashmun, 
Joseph Grinnell, 
Artemas Hale, 
Charles Hudson, 
Daniel P. King, 
John GŒ. Palfrey, 
Julius Rockwell, 
Robert C. Winthrop. 


CONNECTICUT. 
James Dixon, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, 
John A. Rockwell, 
Truman Smith. - 


NEW YORK. 
Ausburn Birdsall, 
William Collins, 
Harmon S. Conger, 
Willinm Duer, 
Daniel Gott, 

Nathan K. Hall, 

John M. Holley, 

Bilias B. Homes, 
Washington Hunt, 
David S. Jackson, 
Timothy Jenkins, 
Daniel B. St. John, 
Orlando Kellogg, 
Sidney Lawrence, 
William T. Lawrence, 
Frederick W. Lord, 
William B. Maclay, ° 
Dudley Marvin, 

Joseph Mullin, 

Henry C. Murphy, 
William Nelson, 
Henry Nicoll, 

George Petrie, 

Harvey Putnam, 
Gideon Reynolds, 
Robert L. Rose, 
David Rumsey, 
Eliakim Sherrill, 
John J. Slingerland, 
George A. Starkweather, 
Peter H. Sylvester, 
Frederick A. Tallmadge, 
Cornelius Warren, 
Hugh White. 


NEW JERSEY. 


Joseph E. Edsall, 
Dudley S. Gregory, 
James G. Hampton, 
William A. Newell, 
John Van Dyke. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
John Blanchard, 
Jasper E. Brady, 
Richard Brodhead, 
Charles Brown, 
Chester Butler, 


. John Dickey, 


George N. Eckert, 
John W. Farrelly, 
Jehn Freedley, 
Moses Hampton, 
John W. Hornbeck, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Alexander Irvin, 
Lewis C. Levin, 
Job Mann, 
Abraham R. McIlvaine, 
Henry Nes, 

James Pollock, 
Andrew Stewart, 
John Strohm, 
William Strong, 
James Thomps@, 
David Wilmot. 


DELAWARE. 
John W. Houston. 


MARYLAND. 
John G. Chapman, 
John W. Crisfield, 
Alexander Brans, 
Thomas W. Ligon, 
Robert M. McLane, 
J. Dizon Roman. 


VIRGINIA. 


Archibald Atkinson, 
Thomas H. Bayly, 
Richard L. T. Beale, 
Henry Bedinger, 
Thomas S. Bocock, 
John M. Botts, 
William G. Brown, 
Thomas S. Flournoy, 
Andrew S. Fulton, 
William L. Goggin, 


Richard K. Meade, 
James McDowell, 
John S. Pendletons 
William B. Preston, 
Robert A. Thompson. 


NORTH GAROLINA. 
Daniel M. Barringer, 
Naten Bojan 
Thomas L. Cli 
John R. J. Danish” 
Richard S. Donnell, 
James J. McKay, 
David Outlaw, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Abraham W. Venable. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 
James A. Black, 
Armistead Burt, 

Isaac E. Holmes, 
Robert Barnwell Rhett, 
Alexander D. Sims, 
Richard F. Simpson, 
Joseph A. Woodward. 


GEORGIA. 
Howell Cobb, 
Hugh A. Haralson, 
Alfred Iverson, 
John W. Jones, 
Thomas B. King, 
John H. Lumpkin, 
Alexander H. Stephens, 
Rotert Toombs. 


ALABAMA. 
Franklin W. Bowdon, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
John Gayle, 

Sampson W. Harris, 
Henry W. Hilliard, 
George S. Houston, 
‘Samuel W. Inge. 


MISSISSIPPI. 
Albert G. Brown, 
Winfield S. Featherston, 
Jacob Thompson, 
Patrick W. Tompkins. 


LOUISIANA. 
John H. Harmanson, 
Isaac E. Morse, 

Emile La Sère, 

Bannon G. Thibodeaux. 
OHIO. 

Richard S. Canby, 

John Crowell, 

John.D. Cummins, 


- Rudolphus Dickinson, 


Daniel Duncan, 
Thomas O. Edwards, 
Nathan Beans, 
James J. Faran, 
Davil Fisher, 
George Fries, 
Joshua R. Giddings, 
William Kennon, 
Samuel Lahm, 
John K. Miller, 
Jonathan D. Morris, 
James Ritchey, 
Joseph M. Root, 
William Sawyer, 
Robert C. Schenck, 
John L. Taylor, 
Samuel F. Vinton. 


KENTUCKY. 
Green Adams, 
Linn Boyd, 

Aylett Buckner, 
Beverly L. Clark, 
Garnett Duncan, 
Richard French, 
John P. Gaines, 
Charles S. Morehead, 
Samuel O. Peyton, 
John B. Thompson. 


TENNESSEE. 
Washington Barrow, 
Lucien B. Chase, 
William M. Corke, 
John H. Crozier, 
Meredith P. Gentry, 
William P. Haskill, 
Hugh L. W. Hill, 
Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, 
Frederick P. Stanton, 
James H. Thomas. 


INDIANA. 
Charles W. Cathcart, . 
George G. Dunn, 
Elisha Embree, 
Thomas J. Henley, 
John Pettit, 

John L. Robinson, 
William Rockhill, 
Culeb B. Smith, 
Richard W. Thompson, ‘ 
William W. Wick. 


e 


2 


— eee a... 


a EE e oP a 


ILLINOIS. . MICHIGAN. 
John A. McCilernand, Kingsley S. Bingham, 
Orlando B. Ficklin, Robert McClelland, 
air chem Lincoln, a Charles E. Stuart. 

illiam A. Kichardson, FLORIDA 
`” Robert Smith; ite 
Thomas J. Turner, Edward O. Cubell. 
John Wentworth. TEXAS. 

MISSOURI. David S. Kaufman, 
James B. Bowlin, Timothy Pillsbury. 
James S. Greene, IOWA. 


Willard P. Hall, 
John Jamieson, 
John 8. Phelps. 
ARKANSAS. 
Robert W. Johnson. 


Shepherd Lefer, 
William Thompson. 


WISCONSIN T. 
John H. Tweedy. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, December 6, 1847. 


At twelve o’clock M., Benyamin B. Frencna, 
Esq., the Clerk of the House for the last Congress, 
(and who by the tenor of his appointment contin- 
ues to hold office until a successor is elected,) rose 
and said, that as the hour of twelve o’clock had 
arrived, he would, in pursuance of usage, call over 
` the list of the members by States, for the purpose 
of ascertaining the names of those present, and 
whether a quorum was in attendance. . 

No one objecting— 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll by States, 
commencing with the State of Maine; when it ap- 
peared that all the members were present except 
Messrs. Kine, of Georgia; Bownon, of Alabama; 
Brown, of Mississippi; Gaines, of Kentucky; 
Cocke, of Tennessee; Ficxxin, of Illinois; and 
Piiussury, of Texas. ` 

The Clerk then announced that a quorum being 
present, it was competent fôr the members to pro- 
ceed to the election of a Speaker. 

Whereupon Mr. JOHN Q. ADAMS moved 
that the members proceed to the election of a 
Speaker of the House for the Thirtieth Congress, 
the members voting viva voce. 

The question being put by the Clerk, it was 
agreed to. é 

Mr. Danyet P. Kine, of Massachusetts, Mr. 
James A. Brack, of South Carolina, and Mr. 
Ricuarp W. Tompson, of Indiana, were ap- 
pointed tellers. 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll alpha- 
betically, and having called it through— 

The tellers reported that the whole number of 
votes given was 220; necessary to a choice 11]; of 
which— l 

Mr. Robert C. Winthrop, of Massachusetts, received 108 


Mr. Linn Boyd, of Kentucky..........0. ese cecces 6l 
Mr. Robert cbienand, Of MIChignAn...eesoosoooooo 23 
Mr. John A. McClernand, of Illinois........ PETATE ll 
Mr. Henry C. Murphy, otf New York........ epee 1 
Mr. Howell Cobb, of Georgia ......sesosessesesoso 3 
Mr. James J. McKay, of North Carolina. .... one 5 
Mr. John P. Gaines, of Keniucky...... 2.0. cece cece 1 
Mr. Joseph R. Ingersoll, of Pennsylvania........... 1 
Mr. Timothy Jenkins. of New York. .........00e0. lv 
Mr. James Wilson, of New Hampshire............. 2 
Mr. Charles J. Ingersoll, of Penusylvania........... 1 
Mr. Charles Hutson, of Massachusetts. ........... . il 
Mr. John Gale, of Alabama............ccccce cece yaa | 
20 


The following is the vote in detail: 


Fer Mr. Winthrop—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, 
Green Adame, Ashinun, Barringer, Barrow, Belcher, Blan- 
chard, Botts, Boyden, Brady, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, 
Canby, Chapman, Clingman, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, 
Cristield, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, 
Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, 
Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, 
Fiournoy, Freediey, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, Goggin, Gott, 
Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, N. K. Hall, HE: Hanıpton, Moses 
Hampton, Haskell, Henry, Hil.iard, HMey, Elias B. Holmes, 
Hornbeck, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Kellogg, D. P. King, W. T. Law- 
rence, Lincoln, Melivaine, Marsi, Marvin, Morehead, Mul- 
lin, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Outlaw, Pendleton, Pollock, 
Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Roman, Kose, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, 
Shepperd, Sierrill, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman 
Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Sylvester, Tall- 
madge, ‘Thibodeaux, Taylor, Richard W. Thompson, John 
B. Thompson, Toombs, Vandyke, Vinton, Warren, White, 
and Wilson. 

For Mr. Boyd—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Black, 
Bocock, C. Brown, Burt, Chase, B. L. Clark, Howell Cobb, 
Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Faran, Featherston, Fries, 
French, Green, W. P. Hall, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, 
Hill, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Iverson, Jackson, Jamieson, 
- Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, 
Lahm, Sidney Lawrence, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClernand, 
McKay, McLane, Maun, Miller, Morris, Morse, Murphy, 
Petrie, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, 
Robinson, Rockhill, Sims, Robert Smith, Stanton, Strong, 
Thomas, Robert A. Thompson, Turner, and Wick. 

For, Mr. McCleUand—Messrs. Binghain, Cathcart, Clapp, 
Franklin Clark, Collins, Edsall, Hammons, Henley, Isaac 


l 


| 
| 
| 


E. Holmes, Jenkins, James If. Johnson, Nicoll, Pea=lee, 
Peck, Sawyer, Smart, Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, 
Thurston, Wentworth, Williams, Wiley, and Wilmot. 

For Mr. McClernand—Messrs. Bowlin, Brodhead, La 
Sére, Leffler, Ligon, Meade, Simpson, James Thompson, 
Jacob Thompson, William Thompson, and Woodward. 

For. Mr. McKuy—Messrs. Beale, W. R. W. Cobb, G. S. 
Houston, A. Johnson, and Venable. 

For Mr. Murphy—Mr. Birdsall. 

For Mr. Howell Cobb—Measrs. Boyd, Lord, McDowell. 

For Mr. C. J. Ingersoll—Mr. W. G. Brown. 

For Mr. Guines—Mr. J. W. Jones. 

For Mr. J. R. Ingersoll—Mr. Levin. 

For Mr. Jenkins—Mr. McClelland. 

For Mr. Hudson—Mr. Palfrey. 

For Mr. Gayle —Mr. P. W. Tompkins. 

For Mr. Wilson—Messrs. Tuck and Giddings. 


No member having received a majority of the 


.whole number of votes given on the first ballot, 


there was no election. 

The roll was then called a second time, when 
the tellers reported that the whole number of votes 
given was ?19; necessary to a choice 110; of which 
number— 


Mr. Winthrop received......... E E T 109 
Mr: Linn BO) Gissiidicasws ees secind eesesscuceeses U2 
Mr. Howell Cobb ..... 5 dieses Weed w wena uke Mes 3 
Mr. Robert McClelland ....... ccccccscvvcccccvcses 13 
Mr. McCiernand........ ccccccccvccccececccccevces 5 
Mr. James Wilson........00 ccccccccccccccec cocces 2 
Mr. Joseph R. Ingersoll....... cece. cere Sahiba Pasae ace l 
Mr PNGtt iiss ee0's sd aed ease Sarnese See ciledateres wonsi 1 
Mr. Burt ...... P TERE EI A T AOE E | 
Mr. Harmanson.......esssessoso EE AT 1 
Mr. FRUGSON sis: sru dean beescess se aeeeas , 1 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Winthrop—Messrs. Abbott, Jolin Quincy Adams, 
Green Adams, Asiuuun, Barringer, Barrow, Belcher, Blan- 
chard, Botts, Boyden, Brady, buckuer, Butler, Cab ll, 
Canby, Chapman, Clinghaim, Collusner, Conger, Crausiou, 
Cristieid, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Lounell, Duer, 
Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, 
Finbree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evaus, Farrelly, Fisher, 
Flourney, Freediey, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, Goggin, Gott, 
Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hamp- 
ton, Muses Hampton, Haskell, Henry, Hilliard, Holiey, 
Elias B. Holmes, Hornbeck, John W. Houston, Hubbara, 
Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Joha W. Jones, 
Kellogg, Danicl P. King, William 'T. Lawrence, Lincoln, 
Mcilvaine, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, Neison, Nes, 
Newall, Outlaw, Pendleton, Pollock, Preston, Putnam, 
Reynolds, Julius Kockwell, John A. Rockwell, Romin, 
Rose, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Sher- 
rill, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, ‘Lruman Smith, stephens, 
Andrew Stewart, Strom, sylvester, ‘Tailmadge, ‘1 hibo- 
deaux, ‘Taylor, Richard W. Thompson, John i. thompson, 
Toombs, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, White, Wilson. 

For Mr. Boyd—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, 
Birdsall, Black, Bocock, Bowlin, Charles Brown, Burt, 
Catheart, Chase, Clapp, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. B. Cobb, Collins, Cummins, 
Daniel, Dickinson, Faran, Featherston, Fries, Freucu, 
Green, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Harris, Henley, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Jackson, Jamieson, Roveri W. Julmzon, George 
W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Lahm, La Sère, Sidney Law- 
rence, Lether, Ligon, Liumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, Mce- 
Clernand, McDowell, McKay, McLane, Mann, Meade, 
Miller, Morris, Morse, Murphy, Nicoll, Petrie, Petit, Peyton, 
Phelps, Rhett, Richard:on, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, 
Sawyer, Sims, Robert Smith, Stanton, Strong, Thomas, 
James Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, Turner, Venable, 
Williains, and Wiley. = 

For Mr. McCiellund—Messrs. Bingham, Edsall, Jenkins, 
James H. Johnson, Lord, Peaslee, Peck, Smart, Stark- 
weather, Charles E. Stuart, Thurston, Wentworth, and 
Wilmot. * 

For Mr. McClernand—Messrs. W. G. Brown, Simpson, 
William Thumpson, Wick, and Woodward. 

For Mr. Howell Cobt—Mezars. Boyd, Brodhead, and An- 


drew Johnson. 


ur Mr. Wilson—Messrs. Giddings and Tuck. 
For Mr. Burt—Mr. Iverson. 
or Mr. J. R. Ingersoll—Mr. Levin. 
‘ur Mr. Hudson—Mr. Palfrey. 
Fur Mr. Rhett—Mr. Jacob Thompson. 
For Mr. Hurmanson—Mr. I. E. Holmes. 
No member having yet received a majority of 
all the votes given, there was no election. ; 
The roll was then called a third time, when the 
tellers reported that the whole number of votes 
given was 218; necessary to a choice 110; of 
which number— 


Mr. Winthrop received............ sels Steen ew eens 110 
Mr. BON rc oes cedenseae-e cesses eee eT ee re 64 
Mr. MecCiernand......... Miele E ER EER B 

Mr. McCleland.......essoscssesosesecsesesooeoo . 14 ' 
Mr ROC aoideanan r aaa POPE OC 
Mr. Howell Cobb,............ er re ee scoe 4 
Mr. Wilson.........00. Cuter Mee ee Keke a Makes ee 2 
Mr. But ics sess wens sant Teao eaa s.s.s... 4 
Mr. Woodward......ss.esssesoesesesosssessseeoo e 1 
Mr. French......sssossssocsssoo E E EEA e 1l 
Mr. Hudson.......sescscsesosoe oo EE E T E ae | 
Mr. Jacob Thompson..........00. Kan oiees ee | 
e Mr. I. E. HoulniesS.....sscsosoecesuuasasessssosoo on ] 
18 


The following is the vote in detail: 
For Mr. Winthrop—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, 
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Green Adams, Ashmm, Barringer, Barrow, Belcher, Blan- 
chard, Botts, Boyden, Brady, Buckner, Butler, Cabelh, 
Canby, Chapman, Clingman, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, 
Crisficld, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donneft, Duer, 
Daniel Danean, Garnett Duncan, Denn, Eeken, Edwards, 
Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, 
Fiournoy, Freedjey, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, Goggin, Gott, 
Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Han, James G. Hamp- 
ton, Moses Hampton, Haskell, Henry, Hilliard, Holley, Elias 
B. Holmes, Hornbeck, John W. Lionston, Hubbard, Hud:on, 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, John W. Jones, Kellogg, 
Daniel P. King, William T. Lawrence, Levin, Lincoln, 
Mciivainc, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, 
Newell. Outlaw, Pendleton, Pollock, Preston, Putnam, Rey- 
nolds, Julius Rockwell, Jobn A. Rockwell, Roman, Rose, 
Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, Slin- 
gerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stephens, Andrew 
Stewart, Strohm, Sylvester, Tallmadge, ‘Thibodeaux, Tay- 
lor, Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, ‘Toombs, 
Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, White, and Wilson. 

For Mr. Boyi—Messrs. Atkinson, Beale, Birdsall, Black, 
Bocock, Bowlin, Brodhead, Charles Brown, Chase, Beverly 
L. Clark, W. R. W. Cobb, Collins, Cummins, Daniel, Dick - 
inson, Faran, Featherston, Fries, French, Green, Willard 
P. Hall, Hammons, Haralson, Henley, Hill, Inge, Jackson, 
Jamieson, Kaufman, Kennon, Lahm, La Sére, Sidney Law- 
rence, Letter, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, MeCliernand, 
McDowell, MeKay, Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, — 
Murphy, Nicoll, Petrie, Pettit, Phelps, Rhett, Richardson, 
Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Sawyer, Robert Smith, Strong, 
Thomas, James Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, Venable, 
Wick, and Williams. 

ur Mr. Mc Olelland—Messrs. Bingham, Catheart, Clapp, 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Lord, Peaslee, Peck, Smart, 
Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Thurston, Wentworth, 
ant) Wihnot. 
i For Mr. Burt—Messrs. Bayly, Harmanson, Harris, and 
verson., ; 

For Mr. Rhett—Messrs. Bedinger, William G. Brown, 
R. W. Johnson, Simpson, Sims, Stanton, and Jacob Thomp- 
son. 

For Mr. McClernund—Measrs. Boyd, Howell Cobb, G. 
S. Houston, G. W. Jones, Ligon, McLane, William ‘Thomp- 


son, and Turer. 
For Mr. Hae Cobb—Messrs. Burt, F. Clark, Wiley, 
and Woodward. 


For Mr. Jacob Thompson—Mr. Edsall. 
For Mr. Wilson—Mexrsrs. Tuck and Giddings. 
For Mr. I. E. Holmes—Mr. C. J. Ingersoll. 

or Mr. Woodward—Mr. Andrew Johnson. 
For Mr. Hudson—Mr. Pattrey. 
For Mr. French—Mr. Peyton. 

Mr. Winturop having received a majority of 
the whole number of votes given, he was de- 
clared duly elected Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States for the Thirtieth 
Congress, and was therewpon conducted to the 
Speaker’s chair by Mr. McKay, of North Caro- 
lina, and Mr. Vinton, of Ohio. 
On taking the chair, Mr. WINTHROP ad- 


dressed the House as follows: 


Gentlemen of the House of Representatives 
of the United States: 

l am deeply sensible of the honor which you 
have conferred upon me by the vote which has 
just been announced, and 1 pray leave to express 
my most grateful acknowledgments to those who 
have thought me worthy of so distinguishéd a mark 
of their confidence. 

When I remember by whom this chair has been 
filled in other years, and, still more, when I reflect 
on the constitutional character of the body before 
me, I cannot but feel that you have assigned me a 
position worthy of any man’s ambition, and far 
above the rightful reach of my own. 

I approach the discharge of its duties with a 
profound impression at once of their dignity and 
of their difficulty. 

Seven years of service as a member of this 
branch of the National Legislature have more than 
sufficed to teach me that this is no place of mere 
formal routine or ceremonious repose. Severe 
labors, perplexing cares, trying responsibilities, 
await any one who is called to it, even under 
the most auspicious and favorable circumstances. 
How, then, can I help trembling at the task which 
you have imposed on me, in the existing condition 
of this House and of the country ? 

In a time of war, in a time of high political ex- 
citement, in a time of momentous national contro- 
versy, I see before me the Representatives of the 
People almost equally divided, not merely, as the 
votes this morning have already indicated, in their 
preference for persons, but in opinion and in prin- 
ciple, on many of the most important questions on 
which they have assembled to deliberate. 

May I not reasonably claim, in advance, from 
you all, something more than an ordinary mea- 
sure of forbearance and indulgence, for whatever 
of inability I may manifest, in meeting the exigen- 
cies and embarrassment ®which I cannot hope to 
escape? And may I not reasonably implore, with 
something more than common fervency, upon your 


labors and upon my own, the blessing of that 
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Almighty Power, whose recorded attribute it is, 
that “ He maketh men to be of one mind in a 
house!” ® w 

Let us enter, gentlemen, upon our work of le- 
gisiation with a solemn sense of our responsibility 
to God and to our country. However we may be 
divided on questions of immediate policy, we are 
united by the closest ties of permanent interest-and 
permanent obligation. Weare the Representatives 
of twenty millions of people, bound together by 
common laws and a common liberty. A common 
flag floats daily over us, on which there is not one 
of us who would see a stain rest, and from which 
there is not one of us who would see a star struck. 
And we have a common Constitution, to which 
the oaths of allegiance, which it will be my first 
duty to administer to you, will be only, I am per- 
suaded, the formal expression of those sentiments 

„of devotion which are already cherished in all our 
hearts. 

There may be differences of opinion as to the 
pose which this Constitution confers upon us; 

ut the purposes for which it was created are in- 
scribed upon its face in language which cannot be 
misconstrued. It was ordained and established 
“to form a more perfect union, establish justice, 
ensure domestic tranquillity, provide for the com- 
mon defence, promote the general welfare, ‘and 
secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our 
posterity.” 

Union, justice, domestic tranquillity, the com- 
mon defence, the general welfare, and the security 
of liberty for us and for those who shall come after 
us, are thus the great objects for which we are to 
exercise whatever powers have been intrusted to 
us. And I hazard nothing in say that there 
have been few periods in our national history when 
the eyes of the whole people have been turned 
more intently and more anxiously towards the 
Capitol than they are at this moment, to see what 
is to be done, here and now, for the vindication 
and promotion of these lofty ends. a 

Let us resolve, then, that those eyes shall at 
least witness on our part duties discharged with 
diligence, deliberations conducted with dignity, 
and efforts honestly and earnestly made for the 
peace, prosperity, and honor of the Republic. 

I shall esteem it the highest privilege of my 
public life, if I shall be permitted to contribute 
anything to these results by a faithful and impar- 
tial administration of the office which I have now 
accepted. | 

The oath of office, as required by the sixth arti- 
cle of the Constitution, and as prescribed by the 
act of Congress of June 1, 1789, to wit: ** That I 
will support the Constitution of the United States,” 
was then administered to the Speaker by Mr. Joun 


Q. ADAMS. 


The SPEAKER announced that the nextact to 
be done in the organization of the House was to 
administer the oath (or affirmation) of office to the 
.other members present, and to that end he would, 
therefore, direct the Clerk to call the roll by States, 
commencing with the State of Maine. 

The roll was then called over, and the same oath 
(or affirmation) as stated above, was administered 
by the SpEaKER to all the other members present. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, it was 


Ordered, That a message be sent to the Senate to inform 
that body that a quorum of the House of Representatives has 
assembled, and that Robert C. WINTHROP, one of the Rep- 
resentatives from the State of Massachusetts, has been 
chosen Speaker, and that the House is now ready to pro- 
ceed to business; and that the Clerk do go with said mes- 
sage. ° 
Ar. C. J. INGERSOLL moved the following 


resolution: 


Resolved, That a select committee be charged with the 
revision, amendment, and simplification of the rules of this 
ouse. 


The resolution having been read by the Clerk— 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL remarked that he had 


merely to say, in reference to thjs resolution, that 
at the beginning of the 28th Congress a committee 
was appointed for the purpose contemplated by this 
resolution—a committee of which Mi . Davis, the 
late Speaker, wag a member. That committee was 
industriously employed for several days, and he 
recollected that they expunged about forty old 
Jaws. There were many laws which nobody un- 
derstood. For his part,4f others did, he confessed 
he did not understand them, and he wished to see 
this House disencumbered of a multiplicity of laws 
which were of no utility. The laws to govern the 


House should be as simple as possible. They were 
not now embarrassed with the slave question, 
which was involved:on previous occasions: they 
could, therefpre, now frame simple rules, by which 
the public would be benefited, and every gentle- 
man who has had experience in such matters 
would be satisfied. At present they had more 
rules than were for their good. That was all he 
had to say. 

Mr. TRUMAN SMITH suggested to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. INGERSOLL] a dif- 
ficulty which would arise if the course he indi- 
cated were pursued. Adopt the resolution of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and until the com- 
ae shall report the House would be without 
rules. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. So much the better. 
We shall then be governed by the common parlia- 
mentary law, which is preferable. 

Mr. TRUMAN SMITH apprehended that that 
would not answer the purpose; and, if he mistook 
not; the ordinary rules of the House must be 
adopted, at least temporarily, to enable them to 
‘consummate the organization of the House. Until 
rules were adopted they could have no Sergeant- 
at-Arms, as no authority for that appointment was 
found in the old parliamentary law. And, if he 
mistook not, there was no rule in the nature of 
the previous question in the parliamentary law. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. So much the better. 

Mr. TRUMAN SMITH, (in continuation.) 
The difficulties in which they would be involved 
would be interminable; to avoid which, he would 
move to amend the resolution by striking out all 
after the word ‘‘ resolved,” and inserting, in sub- 
stance, “ Provided, That the ordinaay rules and 
orders of this House in force at the end of last 
session shall be the rules and orders of this House 
until the third Monday of December, 1847, with 
the exception (and he made it at the request of 
some gentlemen around him) of the 33d, or one- 
hour rule—[several voices, ‘‘ Oh, strike it out?’]— 


and that a committee be appointed to take the en- | 


tire subject into consideration. 

Mr. BARRINGER said he held in his hand. a 
resolution which, with the permission of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut, [Mr. Smiru,] he would 
read, and submit as an amendment to the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. 
J. INGERsoLL,] believing that it would accomplish 
the object contetnplated by the gentleman from 
Connecticut. It was as follows: 


Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives, 
as they existed at the close of the jast session of Congress 
be for the present adopted as the rules of this House, an 
that a committee be appointed to revise and report to this 
House such alterations and amendments therein as may be 
deemed advisable. 


Mr. TRUMAN SMITH replied, that if a reso- 
lution were now adopted in that general form, the 
rules would become binding on the House for the 
entire session; and hence, instead of the words 
“ for the present,” in his amendment, he had pre- 
ferred the words ‘until the third Monday of De- 
cember, 1847.’’ He, however, adopted the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina, with 
a modification. : 

The Clerk, at the request of several gentlemen, 

„again read the resolution as amended, as follows: 


Resolve?, That the rules of the House of Representatives, 
as they existed at the close of the last session of Congress, 
be, until the third Monday of December, 1847, adopted as 
the rules of this House, except the thirty-third rule; and 
that a committee be appointed to revise the rules, and report 
to this House such alterations and amendments as may be 
deemed advisable. 


Mr. TRUMAN SMITH further urged the ne- 
cessity of limiting the term of operation of these 
rules. Ifthey adopted them indefinitely, it would 
be impossible to pass through this House any 
modification of them, and in many respects he de- 
sired to see them modified. The one-hour rule 
should be modified; and there were others that 
equally required modification, which he would not 
now allude to only in general terms, simply men- 
tioning the object he had’ in view, and that was so 
to amend the rules afd orders of this House as to 
enable the Speaker to maintain order, and make 
the proceedings of this body what they should be, 
as orderly and dignified in every respect as was the 
Senate or any deliberative body or assemblage in 
the Union. e had consulted several friends on 
the best mode ofaccomplishing this, but he would 
not now dwell on this point. He would simply 
reiterate his conviction of the necessity to limit the 
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operation of the rules to the third Monday in De- 


cember. 


Mr. LEVIN moved that the House do now ad- 


journ. 


Mr. HOWELL COBB hoped the gentleman 
would withdraw that motion, for the House had 
not yet adopted a resolution to inform the Senate 
that this House was organized, and ready to enter 
upon business. | 


- By general consent, Mr. HUNT submitted the 


following resolution; which was adopted : 


Resolved, That a committee be‘appointed on the part of 
this House, to join such committee as may be appointed on 
the part of the Senate, to wait on the President of the 
United States and inform him that a quorum of the House 
is assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any 
communication he may be pleased to make. 

Mr. Hunt and Mr. Cons of Georgia, were ap- 
pointed said committee. | 

The question recurred on agreeing to Mr. Tru- 
MAN SMiTH’s substitute for the resolution of Mr. 
C. J. IncersoLt— 

When Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL accepted the 
same as a modification of his own resolution. 

After some suggestions, the resolution, as modi- 
fied, was agreed to. 

Mr. LEVIN moved that, when this House ad- 


journ, it will adjourn to meet again to-morrow, 


(‘Tuesday,) at twelve o’clock. Agreed to. 
Mr. LEVIN then moved that the House do 
now adjourn. Disagreed to. 
Mr. LEVIN moved the following resolution: 
Resolved, That BENJAMIN B. FRENCH be, and he is here- 
by, appointed Clerk of this Mouse for the Thirtieth Con- 
gress. ` i 
Pending. the question on the above resolution— 
The House, at ten minutes before four o’clock, 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. l 
Tuespay, December 7, 1847. 


The following Senators appeared in their seats 
to-day, viz: 

Messrs. Batpwin and Nixes, of Connecticut; 
Catnoun, of South Carolina; Coreuitt, of Geér- 
gia; and Pearce, of Maryland. 


Mr. BUTLER presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Joun C. Canon, reélected a Senator from 
South Carolina for six years from 4th March last. 

Mr. NILES presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Rocer S. Batpwin, appointed by the Gov- 
ernor a Senator from Connecticut, to fill the vacan- 
cy occasioned by the death of the Hon. Janez W. 

UNTINGTON. . 

The credentials having been read, the Senators 
were severally qualified and took their seats. 


A message was received from the House of reais 
resentatives, by Benjamin B. French, Esq., Clerk, 
informing the Senate that a quorum of the House 
had assembled; that Ropert ©. WintHrop, one of 
the Representatives from the State of Massachu- 
setts, had been chosen Speaker; and that the House 
was now ready to proceed to business. 

Also, that the House had passed a resolution for 
the appointment of a joint committee to wait on 
the President of the United States, and inform him 
that a quorum of the House had assembled, and 
that the House was ready to receive any commu- 
nication he might be pleased to make; and that Mr. 
Hunt, of New York, and Mr. Coss, of Georgia, 
had been appointed the committee on their part. 

Mr. SEVIER moved that the latter message be 
taken up; which was agreed to. 

Mr. S. remarked that the resolution of the 
House (inadvertently, no doubt) provided only 
for informing the President that the House was 
ready to receive his message, instead of both 
Houses, and he therefore moved to lay it upon 
the table; which was agreed to. , 

Mr. SEVIER then submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed, jointly with 
the committee appointed by the House of Representatives, 
to wait on the President of the United States, and inform 
him that quorums of the two Houses have‘ assembled, and 
that Congress is ready to receive any communication he 
may be pleased to make. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER appointed Messrs. 
Sevier, Maneum, and Farrriexp, said committee. 
Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to : i 
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Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be instruct- 
ed to communicate to the Senate a map of the country in 
the immediate vicinity of the Sault de Ste. Marie, in the 
State of Michigan, exhibiting the military reservation and 
the private land claims at that place; together with copies 
of any evidencejrespecting said claims to be found in the 
General Land Office. 

Mr. HANNEGAN gave notice that he should, 
on to-morrow, ask leave of the Senate to intro- 
duce a bill for the relief of the heirs of John Paul 
Jones. 

Mr. WESTCOTT gave notice that he should, 
on to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill further 
to carry into effect the provisions and stipulations 
of the ninth article of the Florida treaty, with re- 
spect to certain losses of Spanish subjects in West 
Florida. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the committee on the part 
of the Senate, jointly with the committee appoint- 
ed on the part of the House of Representatives, to 
wait on the President of the United States and in- 
. form him that a quorum of each House has assem- 
bled, and that Congress is ready to receive any 
communication he may be pleased to make, re- 
ported that they had performed the duty assigned 
them, and that the President stated that he would 
make a communication to each House forthwith. 

The Annual Message was received from the 
President of the United States by Mr. J. Knox 
Walker, his Private Secretary. 

‘ After the reading of the Message had been pro- 
ceeded with for some time, 

Mr. SEVIER remarked, that the message was 
a long one, and that Senators already had it upon 
their desks. He therefore moved that its further 
reading be dispensed with, and that the usual 
number be printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BREESE then moved that 5,000 extra 
copies of the message, and 2,000 of the message 
and documents, be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN suggested, that as the message 
was very lone, and on that account might be ex- 
cluded from many of the newspapers, a larger 
number would be desirable. It was a document 
of very great importance, and looked for with 
great interest in the country; he would move to 
amend the motion, by making it read 25,000, 1n- 
stead of 5,000. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. What is the motion? 
Do I understand that it is to print 27,000 copies of 
the message? 

Mr. ALLEN stated his amendment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN suggested that the smaller 
number would be sufficient, as the document would 
find its way to the public through the press. 

The amendment was then agreed to, and the 
resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, December 7, 1847. 


Several other members appeared this day, were 
sworn to support the Constitution of the United 
States, and took their seats in the House, viz: 

Mr. Tuomas Butter Kine, of Georgia; 

Mr. Franxiin W. Bowpon, of Alabama; 

Mr. Witi1am M. Cocke, of Tennessee; and 

Mr. Ornzanpo B. Fick, of Ilinois. 

The Delegate from the Territory of Wisconsin, 
Mr. Jonn H. Tweepy, algo appeared, was quali- 
fied, and took his seat. 


ELECTION OF CLERK. : 

The first business being the resolution moved 
yesterday by Mr. Levin, he modified the same to 
read as follows: 

Resolved, That this Heuse do now proceed to vote viva 
‘voce for Clerk. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. TOOMBS nominated Tuomas JEFFERSON 
CAMPBELL, of Tennessee. 

Mr. BRODHEAD nominated Bensamin B. 
Frencu, of Washington City. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, nominated 
Samvue. L. Gouverneur, of New York. 

Mr. Tooyss, Mr. Bropneap, and Mr. Ho_mes 
of South Carolina, were appointed tellers. 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll alpha- 
betically, and, having called it through— 

The tellers reported that the whole number of 
votes given were 225: necessary to a choice 113; 
of which— 

Mr. Thomas Jefferson Campbell received. ...... .. 113 
Mr. Benjamin B. French......-. weer. 109 
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Mr. Samuel Gouverneur....... serieei tav o 
Mr. George Kent....essessssovoesoseooessesersos È 
Mr. Nathan Sargent........ a re ee eee | 

o 225 


The follewing is the vote in detail: 


. For Thomas J. Campheli—Mesers. Abbott, Green Adams, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, Belcher, Blanchard, Botts, 
Boyden, Brady, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, Canby, Chapman, 
Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, 
Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Daniel 
Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, 
Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Fiournoy, 
Freedley, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, Goggin, Gott, PAET, 
Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses 
Hampton, Haskell, Henry, Hilliard, Holley, Elias B. Holmes, 
Hornbeck, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas 
Butler King, Daniel P. King, Willian T. Lawrence, Lin- 
coln, MeIlvaine, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, Nelson, 
Nes, Newell, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pendleton, Pollock, Preston, 
Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Roman, Rose, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Shepherd, 
Sherrill, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Ste- 
phens, Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Sylvester, Tallmadge, 
Thibodeaux, Taylor, Tompkins, Richard W. Thompson, 
John B. Thompson, Toombs, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, 
White, Wilson, and Winthrop. 

For Benjamin B. French—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, 
Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, 
Black, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, Wil- | 
liam G. Brown, Charles Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Chase, 
Clapp, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, | 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Collins, Cummins, Daniel. Dick- 
inson, Edsall, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, Fries, French, | 
Green, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, Haralson, Harmanson, | 
Harris, Henley, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Iverson, Jackson, Jamieson, Jenkins, Andrew 
Johnson, James H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Lahm, La Sére, Sidney Law- 
rence, Leffler, Levin, Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, Mce- 
Clelland, M eClernand, McDowell, McKay, McLane, Mann, 
Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, Murphy, Nicoll, Peasice, 
Peck, Petrie, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Rhett, Richardson, 
Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Sawyer, Simpson, Sims, Smart, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, 
Strong, Thomas, James Thompson, Jacob ‘Thompson, Ro- 
bert A. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, Turner, | 
Venable, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Wiley, Wilmot, | 
and Woodward. 

For Samuel L. Gouverneur—Mr. Isaac E. Holines. 

For Nuthan Sargent—Mr. Giddings. 

For George Kent—Mr. Tuck. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, having received a majority of | 
the whole number of votes given, was duly elect- 
ed Clerk of the House of Representatives of the 
United States for the Thirtieth Congress, and ' 
accordingly presented himself, took the oath of 
office, and entered upon the discharge of the du- 
ties thereof. . | 


. CHOICE OF SEATS. 
Mr. ALEXANDER EVANS offered the fol- 


lowing resolution: 


| 
| 
| 


Resolved, 'That the Clerk of this House, immediately after 
the passage Of this resolution, place in a box the name of 
each member and delegate of the House of Representatives 
upon a separate piece of paper; that he then proceed, in the 
presence of the House, to draw from said bog, one ata 


' time, the said pieces of paper, and as cach is drawn he shall 
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announce the name of the member upon it, who shall then 
choose his seat for the present session : Provided, ‘That be- 
fore said drawing shal) commence, the Speaker shall canse 
every seat to be vacated, and shall see that each seat contin- 
ues vacant until it is selected under this order. 


Mr. GEORGE W. JONES moved to lay the 
resolution on the table. 

The question was decided by yeas and nays as 
follows: Yeas 77, nays 138. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 


THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. HUNT, from the joint committee on the 
art of the House to wait on the President of the 
nited States and inform him that a quorum of 
the two Houses of Congress had assembled, and 
were ready to receive any communication he might 
be pleased to make, stated that the Committee had 
performed that duty, and that the President re- 
quested the committee to report that he would 
forthwith transmit to the House a message in 
writing, 
And soon the SPEAKER laid before the House 
the Annual Message from the President of the 
United States, which was read, as follows: 


Fellow-cttizens of the Senate 
and of the House of Representatives: 

The annual meeting of Congress is always an 
interesting event. The Representatives of the 
States and of the people come fresh from their con- 
stituents to take counsel together for the common 
good. After an existence of near three-fourths of 
a century as a free’and independent Republic, the 
problem no longer remains to We solved, whethe 
man is capable of self-government. The success 
of our admirable system is a conclusive refutation 
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of the theories of those in other countries who 
mamtain that ‘“'a favored few?” are bogn to rule, 
and that the mass of mankind must be governed by 
force. Subject to no arbitrary or hereditary au- 
thority, the people are the only sovereigns recog- 
nised by our Constitution. Numerous emigrants 
of every lineage and language, attracted by the 
civil and religious freedom we enjoy, and by our 
happy condition, annually crowd to our shores, 


! and transfer their heart, not Jess than their alle- 
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giance, to the country whose dominion belongs to 
the people. 

No country has been so much favored, or should 
acknowledge with deeper reverence the manifesta- 
tions of the Divine protection. An all-wise Cre- 
ator directed and guarded us in our infant struggle 
for freedom, and has constantly watched over our 
surprising progress, until we have become one of 
the great nations of the earth. 

It is in a country thus favored, and under a Gov- 
ernment in which the Executive and Legislative 
branches hold their authority for limited periods, 


_ alike from the people, and where all are responsi- 


ble to their respective constituencies, that it is again 
my duty to communicate with Congress upon the 
state of the Union, and the present condition of 


| public affairs. 


During the past year the most gratifying proofs 
are presented that our country has been blessed 
with a wide-spread and universal prosperity. There 
has been no period since the Government was 
founded when all the industrial pursuits of our 
people have heen more successful, or when labor 
in all branches of business has received a fairer or 
better rew From our abundance we have been 
enabled to perform the pleasing duty of furnishing 
food for the starving millions of less favored coun- 
tries. In the enjoyment of the bounties of Provi- 
dence at home, such as have rarely fallen to the lot 
of any people, it is cause of congratulation that our 
intercourse with all the Powers of the earth, except 
Mexico, continues to be of an amicable character. 

It has ever been our cherished policy to cultivate 
peace and good-will with all nations, and this pol- 
icy has been steadily pursued by me. 

No change has taken place in our relations with 
Mexico since the adjournment of the last Congress. 
The war in which the United States were forced to 
engage with the Government of that country still 
continues. 

I'deem it unnecessary, after the full exposition 
of them contained in my message of the eleventh 
of May, 1846, and in my annual message at the 
commencement of the session of Congress in De- 
cember last, to reiterate the serious causes of com- 
plaint which we had against Mexico before she 
commenced hostilities. 

It is sufficient on the present occasion to say, 
that the wanton violation of the rights of person 
and property of our citizens committed by Mexico, 
her repeated acts of bad faith, through a lonz series 
of years, and her disregard of solemn treaties, 
stipulating for indemnity to our injured citizens, 
not only constituted ample cause of war on our 
part, but were of such an aggravated character as 
would have justified us before the whole world in 
resorting to this extreme remedy. With an anx- 
ious desire to avoid a rupture between the two 
countries, we forbore for years to assert our clear 
rights by force, and continued to seek redress for 
the wrongs we had suffered by amicable negotia- 
tion, in the hope that Mexico might yield to pacific 
councils and the demands of justice. In this hope 
we were disappointed. Our minister of peace sent 
to Mexico was insultingly rejected. The Mexican 
Government refused even to hear the terms of ad- 
justment which he was authorized to propose; and 
finally, under wholly unjustifiable pretexts, in- 
volved the two countries in war, by invading the 
territory of the State of Texas, striking the first 
blow, and shedding the blood of our citizens on 
our own soil. 

Though the United States were the aggrieved 
nation, Mexico commenced the war, and we were 
compelled, in self-defence, to repel the invader, 
and to vindicate the national honor and interests 
by prosecuting it with vigor until we could obtain 
a just and honorable peace. 

On learning that hostilities had been commenced 
by Mexico, I promptly. communicated that fact, 
ccompanied with a succfhct statement of our other 

uses of complaint against Mexico, to Congress; 
and that hody, by the act of the thirteenth of May, 
1846, declared, that ‘‘ by the act of the Republic of 
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Mexico, a state of war exists between that Gov- 
ernment and the United States. ”? This act, declaring 
“the war to exist by the act of the Republic of 
Mexico,” and making provision for its prosecu- 
tion ‘*to a speedy and successful termination,” 
was passed with great unanimity by Congress, 
there being but two negative votes in the Senate, 
and but fourteen in the House of Representatives. 

The existence of the war having thus been de- 
clared by Congress, it became my duty, under the 
Constitution and the laws, to conduct and prose- 
cute it. This duty has been performed; and though, 
at every stage of its progress, I have manifested a 
willingness to terminate it by a just peace, Mexico 
has refused to accede to any terms which could be 
accepted by the United States, consistently with 
the national honor and interest. 

The rapid and brilliant successes of our arms, 
and the vast extent of the enemy’s territory which 
had been overrun and conquered before the close 
of the last session of Congress, were fully known 
to that body. Since that time, the war has been 
prosecuted with increased energy, and I am grati- 
fied to state with a success which commands uni- 
versal admiration. History presents no parallel 
of so many glorious victories achieved by any 
nation within so short a period. Our army, regu- 
lars and volunteers, have covered themselves with 
imperishable honors. Whenever and wherever 
our forces have encountered the enemy, though he 
was in vastly superior numbers, and often en- 
trenched in fortified positions of his own selection, 
and of great strength, he has been defeated. Too 
much praise ¢dannot be bestowed upon our officers 
and men, regulars and volunteers, for their gallant- 
ry, discipline, indomitable courage and perseve- 
rance, all seeking the post of danger, and vying 
with each other in deeds of noble darifig. 

While every patriot’s heart must exult, and a 
just national pride animate every bosom, in be- 
holding the high proofs of courage, consummate 
military skill, steady discipline, and humanity to 
the vanquished enemy, exhibited by our gallant 
army, the nation is called to mourn over the ioss 
of many brave officers and soldiers who have fallen 
in defence of their country’s honor and interests. 


= The brave dead met their melancholy fate in a for- 


signify a desire to do so. 


, in the prosecution of the war. 


eign land, nobly discharging their duty, and with 
their country’s flag waving triumphantly in the 
face of the foe. Their patriotic deéds are justl 
appreciated, and will long be remembered by their 
grateful countrymen. The parental care of the 
Government they loved and served should be ex- 
tended tg their surviving families. 

Shortly after the adjournment of the last session 
of Congress, the gratifying intelligenee was re- 
ceived of the signal victory of Buena Vista, and 
of the fall of the city of Vera Cruz, and with it the 
strong castle of San Juan de Ulloa, by which it 
was defended. Believing that after these and other 
successes, so honorable to our arms and so disas- 
trous tosMexico, the period was propitious to 
afford her another opportunity, if she thought 
proper to embrace it, to enter into negotiations for 
peace, a Commissioner was appointed to proceed 
to the headquarters of our army, with full powers 
to enter upon negotiations, and to conclude a just 
and honorable treaty of peace. He was not direct- 
ed to make any new overtures of peace, but was 
the bearer of a despatch from the Secretary of State 


of the United States to the Minister of Foreign 
Affairs of Mexico, in reply to one received from 


the latter of the twenty-second of February, 1847, 
in which the Mexican Government was informed 
of his appointment, and of his presence at the 
headquarters of our army, and that he was invested 
with full powers to conclude a definitive treaty of 
peace, whenever the Mexican Government might 
While I was unwilling 
to ae the United States to another indignant 
refusal, I was yet resolved that the evils of the war 
should not be protracted a day longer than might 
be rendered absolutely necessary by the Mexican 


Government. 

Care was taken to give no instructions to the 
Commissioner which could in any way interfere 
with our military operations, or relax our energies 
J He possessed no 
authority in any manner to control these opera- 
tions. . He was authorized to exhibit his instruc- 
tions to the General in command of the army; and 
in the event of a treaty being concluded and rati- 
fied on the part of Mexico, he was directed to give 
him notice of that fact. On the happening of such 
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contingency, and on receiving notice thereof, the 
General in command was instructed by the Secre- 
tary of War to suspend further active military 
operations until further orders. These instruc- 
tions were given with a view to intermit hostili- 
ties, until the treaty thus ratified by Mexico could 
be transmitted to Washington, and receive the 
action of the Gavernmentof the United States. 

The commissioner was also directed, on reach- 
ing the army, to deliver to the General in com- 
mand the despatch which he bore from the Secre- 
tary of State to the Minister of Foreign Affairs of 
Mexico, and, on receiving it, the General was 
instructed by the Secretary of War to cause it to 
he transmitted to the commander of the Mexican 
forces, with a request that it might be communi- 
cated to his Government. 

The commissioner did not reach the headquar- 
ters of the army until after another brilliant victo- 
ry had crowned our arms at Cerro Gordo. 

The despatch which he bore from the Secretary 
of War to the General in command of the army 
was received by that officer, then at Jalapa, on the 
seventh day of May, 1847, together with the de- 
spatch from the Secretary of State to the Minister 
of Foreign Affairs of Mexico, having been trans- 
mitted to him from Vera Cruz. The Commis- 
sioner arrived at the headquarters of the army 
a few days afterwards. His presence with the 
army and his diplomatic character were made 
known to the Mexican Government, from Puebla, 
on the twelfth of June, 1847, by the transmission 
of the despatch from the Secretary of State to the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of Mexico. 

Many weeks elapsed after its receipt, arid no 
overtures were made, nor was any desire express- 
ed by the Mexican Government to enter into ne- 
gotiations for peace. l 

Our army pursued its march upon the capital, 
and, as it approached it, was met by formidable 
resistance. Our forces first encountered the ene- 
my, and achieved signal victories in the severely 
contested battles of Contreras and Churubusco. 
It was not until after these actions had resulted in 
decisive victories, and the capital of the enemy 
was within our power, that the Mexican Govern- 
ment manifested any disposition to enter into nego- 
tiations for peace; and- even then, as events have 
proved, there is too much reason to believe the 
were insincere, and that in agreeing to go throug 
the forms of negotiation, the object was to gain 
time to strengthen the defences of their capital, and 
to prepare for fresh resistance. -o 

The General in command of the army deemed 
it expedient to suspend hostilities temporarily, by 
entering into an armistice with a view to the open- 
ing of negotiations. Commissioners were appoint- 
ed on the part of Mexico to meet the commis- 
sioner on the part of the United States. The 
result of the conferences which took place between 
these functionaries of the two Governments was a 
failure to conclude a treaty of an 

The commissioner of the United States took 
with him the projet of a treaty already prepared, 
by the terms of which the indemnity required by 
the United States was a cession of territory. 

It is well known that the only indemnity which 
it is in the power of Mexico to make in satisfaction 
of the just and long-deferred claims of our citizens 
against her, and the only means by which she can 
reimburse the United States for the expenses of 
the war, is a cession to the United States of a por- 
tion of her territory. Mexico has no money to 

ay, and no other means of making the required 
indemnity. If we refuse this, we can obtain noth- 
ing else. To reject indemnity, by refusing to ac- 
cept a cession of territory, would be to abandon 
all our just demands, and to wage the war, bearing 
all its expenses, without a purpose or definite ob- 
ject. ‘ 

A state of war abrogates treaties previously ex- 
isting between the belligerents, and a treaty of 
peace puts an end to all claims for indemnity—for 
tortious acts committed, under the authority of one 
Government against the citizens or subjects of an- 
other, unless they are provided for in its stipula- 
tions. A treaty of peace which would terminate 
the existing war, without providing for indemnity, 
would enable Mexicgq—the acknowledged debtor, 
and herself the aggressor‘in the war—to relieve 
herself from her just liabilities. By such a treaty, 
our citizens, who hold just demands against her, 
would have no remedy either against Mexico or 
their own Government. Our duty to these citizens 


must forever prevent such a peace, and no treaty 
which does not provide ample means of discharging 
these demands can receive my sanction. | 

A treaty of peace should settle all existing differ- 
ences between the two countries. If an adequate 
cession of territory should be made by such a 
treaty, the United States should release Mexico 
from all her liabilities, and assume their payment 
to our own citizens. If, instead of this, the United 
States were to consent to a treaty by which Mexi- 
co should again engage to pay the heavy amount 
of indebtedness which a just indemnity to our Gov- 
ernment and our citizens would impose on her, it 
is notorious that she does not possess the means 
to meet such an undertaking. From such a treaty 
no result could be anticipated, but the same irrita- 
ting disappointments which have heretofore attend- 
ed the violations of similar treaty stipulations on 
the part of Mexico. Such a treaty would be but 


| a temporary cessation of hostilities, without the 


restoration of the friendship and good understand- 
ing which should characterize the future intercourse 
between the two countries. 

That Congress contemplated the acquisition of 
territorial indemnity when that body made provi- 
sion fur the prosecution of the war, is obvious. 
Congress could not have meant, when, in May, 
1846, they appropriated ten millions of dollars, and 
authorized the President to employ the militia and 
naval and military forces of the United States, and 
to accept the services of fifty thousand volunteers, 
to enable him to prosecute the war, and when, at 
their last session, and after our army had invaded 
Mexico, they made additional appropriations and 
authorized the raising of additional troops for the 
same purpose, that no indemnity was to be ob- 
tained from Mexico at the conclusion of the war; 
and yet it was certain, that if no Mexican territory 
was acquired, no indemnity could be obtained. 

Itis further manifest that Congress contemplated 
territorial indemnity, from the fact that, at their 
last session, an act was passed, upon the Execu- 
tive recommendation, appropriating three millions 
of dollars with that express object. This appro- 
priation was made “to enable the President to 
conclude a treaty of peace, limits, and boundaries, 
with the Republic of Mexico, to be used by him 
in the event that said treaty, when signed by the 
authorized agents of the two Governments, and 
duly ratified by Mexico, shall call for the expendi- 
ture of the same, or any part thereof.” The object 
of asking this appropriation was distinctly stated in 
the several messages on the subject which I commu- 
nicated to Congress. Similar appropriations made 
in 1803 and 1806, which were referred to, were 
intended to be applied in part consideration for the 
cession of Louisiana and the Floridas. In like 
manner it was anticipated, that in settling the terms 
of a treaty of ‘limits and boundaries’’ with Mex- 
ico, a cession of territory estimated to be of greater 
value than the amount of our demands against her 
might be obtained; and that the prompt payment 
of this sum—in part consideration for the territor 
ceded—on the conclusion of a Tea and its rati- 
fication on her part, might be an inducement with 
her to make such a cession of territory as would 
be satisfactory to the United States. And although 
the failure to conclude such a treaty has rendered 
it unnecessary to use any part of the three millions 
of dollars appropriated by that act, and the entire 
sum remains in the Treasury, it is still applicable 
to that object, should the contingency occur making 
such application proper. , 

The doctrine of no territory is the doctrine of 
no indemnity; and if sanctioned, would be a public 
acknowledgment that our country was wrong, and 
that the war declared by Congress with extraordi- 
nary unanimity, was unjust, and should be aban- 
doned—an admission unfounded in fact, and de- 
grading to the national character. , 

The terms of the treaty proposed by the United 
States were not only just to Mexico, but, consider- 
ing the character and amount of our claims, the 
unjustifiable and unprovoked commencement of 
hostilities by her, the expenses of the war to which 
we have been subjected, and the success which 
had attended our arms, were deemed to be of a 
most liberal character. 

The commissioner of the United States was au- 
thorized to agree to the establishment of the Rio 
Grande as the boundary, from its entrance into the 
Gulf to its intersection with the southern bounda- 
ry of New Mexico, in north latitude about thirty- 
two degrees, and to obtain a cession to the United 
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States of the provinces of New Mexico and the 
Californias, and the privilege of the right of way 
across the isthmus of Tehuantepec. The bounda- 
ry of the Rio Grande, and the cession to the Uni- 
ted States of New Mexico and Upper California, 
constituted an ultimatum which our commissioner 
was, under no circumstances, to yield. 

That it might be manifest not only to Mexico, 
but to all other nations, that the United States 
were not disposed to take advantage of a feeble 
Power, by insisting upon wresting from her all the 
other provinces, including many of her principal 
towns and cities, which we had conquered and 
held in our military occupation, but were willing 
to conclude a treaty in a spirit of liberality, our 
commissioner was authorized to stipulate for the 
restoration to Mexico of all our other conquests. 

As the territory to be acquired by the boundary 
proposed might be estimated to be of greater value 
than a fair equivalent for our just demands, our 
commissioner was authorized to stipulate for the 
payment of such additional pecuniary considera- 
tion as was deemed reasonable. 

The terms of a treaty proposed by the Mexican 
commissioners were wholly inadmissible. They 
negotiated as if Mexico were the victorious, and 
not the vanquished party. They must have known 
that their ultimatum could never be accepted. It 
required the United States to dismember Texas, 
by surrendering to Mexico that part of the terri- 
tory of that State lying between the Nueces and 
the Rio Grande, included within her limits by her 
laws when she was an independent Republic, and 
when she was annexed to the United States and 
admitted by Congress as one of the States of our 
Union. It contained no pravision for the payment 
by Mexico of the just claims of our citizens. It 
required indemnity to Mexican citizens for injuries 
they may have sustained by our troops in the pro- 
secution of the war. It demanded the right for 
Mexico to levy and collect the Mexican tariff of 
duties on goods imported into her ports while in 
our military occupation during the war, and the 
owners of which had paid to officers of the United 
States the military contributions which had been 
levied upon them; and it offered to cede to the Uni- 
ted States, for a pecuniary consideration, that part 
of Upper California lying north of latitude thirty- 
seven degrees. Such were the unreasonable terms 
proposed by the Mexican commissioners. 

he cession to the United States by Mexico, of 
the provinces of New Mexico and the Californias, 
as proposed by the commissioner of the United 
States, it was believed, would be more in accord- 
ance with the convenience and interests of both 
nations, than any other cession of territory which 
it was probable Mexico could be induced to 
make. 

It is manifest to all who have observed the actual 
condition of the Mexican Government, for some 
years past, and at present, that if these provinces 
should be retained by her, she could not long con- 
tinue to hold and govern them. Mexico is too fee- 
ble a Power to govern these provinces, lying as 
they do ata distance of more than a thousand miles 
from her capital, and, if attempted to be retained 
by her, they would constitute but for a short time, 
even nominally, a part of her dominions. 

This would: be especially the case with Upper 
California. The sagacity of powerful European 
nations has long since directed their attention to the 
commercial importance of that province, and there 
can be littleidoubt that the moment the United States 
shall relinquish their present occupation of it, and 
their claim to it as dennit, an effort would be 
made by some foreign Power to possess it, either 
by conquest or by purchase. If no foreign Gov- 
ernment should acquire it in either of these modes, 
an independent revolutionary government would 
probably be established by the inhabitants, and 
such foreigners as may remain in or remove to the 
country, as soon as it shall be known that the Uni- 

-ted States have abandoned it. Such a Government 

would be too feeble long to maintain its separate 
independent existence, and would finally become 
annexed to, or be a dependent colony of, some 
more powerful State. 

Should any foreign Government attempt to pos- 
sess it as a colony, or otherwise to incorporate it 
with itself, the principle avowed by President Mon- 
roe in 1824, and reaffirmed in my first annual mes- 
sage, that no foreign Power shall, with our con- 
sent, be permitted to plant or establish any new 
colony or dominion on any part of the North Ame- 
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rican continent, must be maintained. In maintain- 
ing this principle, and in resisting its invasion by 
any foreign Power, we might be involved in other 
wars more expensive and more difficult than that 
in which we are now engaged. 

The provinces of New Mexico and the Califor- 
nias are contiguous to the territories of the United 
States, and if brought under the government of our 
laws, their resources—mineral, agricultural, manu- 
facturing, and commercial—would soon be de- 
veloped. 

Upper California is bounded -on the north by 
our Oregon possessions; and if held by the Uni- 
ted States, would soon be settled by a hardy, en- 
terprising, and intelligent portion of our popula- 
tion. The bay of San Francisco, and other har- 
bors along the Californian coast, would afford 
shelter for our navy, for our numerous whale 
ships, and other merchant vessels employed in the 
Pacific ocean, and would in a short period become 
the marts of an extensive and profitable commerce 
with China, and other countries of the East. 
These advantages, in which the whole com- 
mercial world would participate, would at once be 
secured to the United States by the cession of this 
territory; while it is certain that as long as it re- 
mains a partof the Mexican dominions, they can 
be enjoyed neither by Mexico herself nor by any 
other nation. 

New Mexico is a frontier province, and has 
never been of any considerable value to Mexico. 
From its locality, it is naturally connected with 
our western settlements. The territorial limits of 
the State of Texas, too, as defined by her Jaws, 
before her admission into our Union, embrace all 
that portion of New Mexico lying east of the Rio 
Grande, while Mexico still claims to hold this ter- 
ritory as a partof her dominions. The adjust- 
ment of this question of boundary is important. 
There is another consideration which induced 
the belicf that the Mexican Government might 
even desire to place this province under the pro- 
tection of the Government of the United States. 
Numerous bands of fierce and warlike savages 
wander over it, and upon its borders. Mexico 
has been, and must continue to be, too feeble to 
restrain them from committing depredations, rob- 
beries, and murders, not only upon the inhabitants 
of New Mexico itself, but upon those of the other 
northern States of Mexico. It would be a blessing 
to all these northern States to have their citizens 
protected against them by the power of the United 
States. At this moment, many Mexicans, prin- 
cipally females and children, are in captivity amon 
them. If New Mexico were held and governe 
by the United States, we could effectually prevent 
these tribes from committing such outrages, and 
compel them to release these captives, and restore 
them to their families and friends. 
In proposing to acquire New Mexico and the 
Californias, it was known that but an incohsider- 
able portion of the Mexican people would be trans- 
ferred with them, the country embraced within 
these provinces being chiefly an uninhabited re- 
ion. 
These were the leading considerations which 
induced me to authorize the terms of peace which 
were proposed to Mexico. They were rejected ; 
and, negotiations being at an end, hostilities were 
renewed. An assault was made by our gallant 
army upon the strongly-fortified places near the 
ates of the city of Mexico, and upon the city 
itself; and after several days of severe conflict, 
the Mexican forces, vastly superior in. number to 
Qur own, were driven from the city, and it was oc- 
cupied by our troops. 
mmediately after information was received of 
the unfavorable result of the negotiations, believ- 
ing that his continued presence with the army 
could be productive of no good, I determined to 
recall our commissioner. A despatch to this effect 
was transmitted to him on the 6th of October last. 
The Mexican Government will be informed of his 
recall ; and that, in the existing state of things, I 
shall not deem it proper to make any further over- 
tures of peace, but shall be at all times ready to 
receive and consider any proposals which may be 
made by Mexico. 
Since the liberal proposition of the United States 
was authorized to be made in April last, large ex- 
peor have been incurred, and the precious 
blood of many of our patriotic fellow-citizens has 
been shed in the prosecution of the war. This 
consideration, and the obstinate perseverance of 
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Mexico in protracting the war, must influence the 
terms of peace which it maf be deemed proper 
hereafter to accept. 

Our arms having been everywhere victorious, 
having subjected to our military occupation a large 
ortion of the enemy’s country, including his cap- - 
ital, and negotiations for peace having failed, the 
important questions arise, In what manner the 
war ought to be prosecuted? and what should be 
our future policy? I cannot doubt that we should. 
secure and render available the conquests which 
we have already made; and that, with this view, 
we should hold and occupy, by our naval and mil- 
itary forces, all the ports, towns, cities, and prov- 
inces now in our occupation, or which may here- 
after fall into our possession ; that we should press 
forward our military operations, and levy such 
military contributions on the enemy as may, as 
far as practicable, defray the future expenses of 
the war. 

Had the Government of Mexico acceded to the 
equitable and liberal terms proposed, that mode of 
adjustment would have been preferred. Mexico 
having declined to do this, and failed to offer an 
other terms which could be accepted by the United 
States, the national honor, no less than the public 
interests, requires that the war should be prose- 
cuted with increased energy and power until a just 
and satisfactory peace can bée~obfained. In the 
meantime, as Mexico refuses all indemnity, we 
should adopt measures to indemnify ourselves, by 
appropriating permanently a portion of her terri- 
tory. Early after the commencement of the war, 
New Mexico and the Californias were taken pos- 
session of by our forces. Our military and naval 
commanders were ordered to conquer and hold 
them, subject to be disposed of by a treaty of 
peace. ) 

These provinces are now in our undisputed occu- 
pation, and have been so for many months; all re- 
sistance on the part of Mexico having ceased within 
their limits. I am satisfied that they should never 
be surrendered to Mexico. Should Congress con- 
cur with me in this opinion, and that they should 
be retained by the United States as indemnity, I 
can perceive no good reason why the civil juris- 
diction and laws of the United States should not at 
once be extended over them. To wait for a treat 
of peace, such as we are willing to make, by whic 
our relations towards them would not be changed, 
cannot be good policy; whilst our own interest, 
and that of the people inhabiting them, require 
that a stable, responsible, and free government, 
under our authority, should, as soon as possible, 
be established over them. .Should Congress, 
therefore, determine to hold these provinces per- 
manently, and that they shall hereafter be con- 
sidered as constituent parts of our country, the 
early establishment of territorial governments over 
them will be important for the more perfect pro- 
tection of persons and property; and I recommend 
that such territorial governments be esfablished. 
It will promote peace and tranquillity among the 
inhabitants, by allaying all apprehensions that 
they may still entertain of being again subjected 
to the jurisdiction of Mexico. invite the early 
and favorable consideration of Congress to this 
se a subject. 

esides New Mexico and the Californias, there 
are other Mexican provinces which have been re- 
duced to our possession by conquest. These other 
Mexican provinces are now governed by our-mil- 
itary and naval commanders, under the general 
authority which is conferred upon a conqueror by 
the laws of war. They should continue to be held 
as a means of coercing Mexico to accede to just 
terms of peace. Civil as well as military officers 
are required to conduct such a government. Ade- 
uate compensation, to be drawn from contribu- 
tions levied on the enemy, should be fixed by law 
for such officers as may be thus employed. What 
further provision. may become necessary, and 
what final disposition it may be proper to make 
of them, must depend on the future progress of 
the war, and the course which Mexico may think 
proper hereafter to pursue. 
ith the views I entertain, I cannot favor the 
policy which has been suggested, either to with-- 
draw our army altogether, or to retire to a desig- 
nated line, and simply hold and defend it. To 
withdraw our army altogether from the conquests 
they have made by deeds of unparalleled bravery, 
and at the expense of so much blood and treasure, 
in a just war on our part, and one which, by the 
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act of the enemy, we could not honorably have 
avoided, would be to degrade the nation in its own 
estimation and in that of the world. 

To retire to a line, and simply hold and defend 
it, would not terminate the war. 
it would encourage Mexico to persevere, and tend 
to protract it indefinitely. It is not to be expected 


that Mexico, after refusing to establish such a line | 


as a permanent boundary, when our victorious 
army are in possession of her capital, and in the 
heart of her country, would permit us to hold it 


On the contrary, | 


government adapted to her condition, be a free, 
independent, and prosperous Republic. The Uni- 
ted States were the first among the nations to recog- 
nise her independence, and have always deégired 
to be on terms of amity and good neighborhood 
with her. This she would not suffer. By her 
own conduct we have been compelled to engage in 
the present war. In its prosecution, we seek not 
her overthrow as a nation; but, in vindicating our 
national honor, we seek to obtain redress for the 
wrongs she has done us, and indemnity for our 


without resistance. That she would continue the || just demands against her. We demand an hon- 


war, and in the most harassing and annoying 
forms, there can be no doubt. A border warfare 
of the most savage character, extending over a 
long line, would be unceasingly waged. It would 
require a large army to be kept constantly in the 
field, stationed at posts and garrisons along such a 
line, to protect and defend it. The enemy, relieved 
from the pressure of our arms on his coasts and in 
the populous parts of the interior, would direct his 
attention to this line, and, selecting an isolated post 
for attacks would concentrate his forces upon it. 
This would be a condition of affairs which the 


be on the side of the enemy. We could levy no 
contributions upon him, or in any other way make 
him feel the pressure of the war, but must remain 
inactive and await his approach, being in constant 
uncertainty at what point on the lme, or at what 
time, he might make an assault. He may assem- 
ble and organize an overwhelming force in the inte- 
rior, on his own side of the line, and, concealing 
his purpose, make a sudden assault upon some one 
of our posts, so distant from any other as to pre- 
vent the possibility of timely succor or reinforce- 
ments; and in this way our gallant army would 
be exposed to the danger of being cut off in detail; 
or if, by their unequalled bravery and prowess 
every where exhibited during this war, they should 
repulse the enemy, their numbers stationed at any 
one post may be too small to pursue him. If the 
enemy be repulsed in one attack, he would have 
nothing to do but to retreat to his own side of the 
line, and, being in no fear of a pursuing army, may 
reinforce himself at leisure, for another attack on 
the same or some other post. He may, too, cross 
the line between our posts, make rapid incursions 
into the country which we hold, murder the in- 
habitants, commit depredations on them, and then 
retreat to the interior before a sufficient force can 
be concentrated to pursue him. Such would prob- 
ably be the harasging character of a mere defensive 
wag on our part. If our forces, when attacked, or 
threatened with attack, be permitted to cross the 
line, drive back the enemy, and conquer him, this 
would beagain to invade the enemy’s country, after 
having lost all the advantages of the conquests we 
have already made, by having voluntarily aban- 
doned them. To hold sucha line successfully and 
in security, it is far from being certain that it would 
not require ab large an army as. would be neces- 
sary to hold all the conquests we have already 
made, and to continue the prosecution of the war 
in the heart of the enemy’s country. It is also 
far from being certain that the expenses of the war 
would be diminished by such a policy. 

I am persuaded that the best means of vindica- 
ting the national honor and interest, and of bring- 
ing the war to an honorable close, will be to prose- 
cute it with increased energy and power in the 
vital parts of the enemy’s country. 

In my annual messag€ to Congress of Decem- 
ber last, I declared that ‘‘the war has not been 
waged with a view to conquest; but, having been 
commenced by Mexico, it has been carried into 
the enemy’s country, and will be vigorously pros- 
ecuted there, with a view to obtain an honorable 
peace, and thereby secure ample indemnity for 
the expenses of the war, as well as to our much- 
injured citizens, who hold large pecuniary de- 
mands against Mexico.’ Such, in my judgment, 
continues to be our true policy—indeed, the only 
policy which will probably secure a permanent 
peace. 

It has never been contemplated by me, as an 
object of the war, to make a permanent conquest 
of the Republic of Mexico, or to annihilate her 
separate existence as an independent nation. On 
the contrary, it has ever been my desire that she 
should maintain her nationality, and, under a good 


| 


t 


orable peace; and that peace must bring with it 
indemnity for the past, and security for the future. 
Hitherto Mexico has refused all accommodation 
by which such a peace could be obtained. l 
Whilst our armies have advanced from victory 
to victory, from the commencement of the war, ıt 
has always been with the olive-branch of peace in 
their hands; and it has been in the power of Mex- 
ico, at every step, to arrest hostilities by accept- 


ing it. 


| 


One great obstacle to the attainment of peace 
has, undoubtedly, arisen from the fact that Mexico 


successive governments 
each has been deterred 


to prevent the war, as is fully confirmed by an of- 
ficial correspondence, which took place in the 
month of August last, between him and his gov- 
ernment, a copy of which is herewith communi- 
cated. .‘* For this cause alone, the revolution 
which displaced him from power was set on foot’ 
by General Paredes. Such may be the condition 
of insecurity of the present Government. 

There can be no doubt that the peaeeable and 
well-disposed inhabitants of Mexico are convinced 
that it is the true interest of their country to con- 
clude an honorable peace with the United States; 
but the apprehension of becoming the victims of 
some military faction or usurper may have pre- 
vented them from pee eir feelings by any 
public act. The removal of any such apprehen- 
sion would probably cause them to speak their 
sentiments freely, and to adopt the measures neces- 
sary for the restoration of peace. With a people 
distracted and divided by contending factions, and 
a Government subject to constant changes by suc- 
cessive revolutions, the continued successes of our 
arms may fail to secure a satisfactory peace. In 
such event, it may become proper for our com- 
manding generals ın the field to give encourage- 
ment and assurances of protection to the friends 
of peace in Mexico in the establishment and main- 
tenance of a free republican Government of their 
own choice, able and witling to conclude a peace 
which would be just to them, and secure to us the 
indemnity we demand. This may become the 
only mode of obtaining such a peace. Should 
such be the result, the war which Mexico has 
forcéd upon us would thus be converted into an 
enduring blessing to herself. After finding her 
torn and distracted by factions, and ruled by mili- 
tary usurpers, we should then leave her with a 
republican Government if the enjoyment of real 
independence and domestic peace and prosperity, 
performing all her relative duties in the great fami- 
ly of nations, and promoting her own happiness 
by wise laws and their faithful execution. 

If, after affording this encouragement and pro- 
tection, and after all the persevering and sincere 
efforts we have made, from the moment Mexico 
commenced the war, and prior to that time, to ad- 
just our differences with her, we shall ultimately 
fail, then we shall have exhausted all honorable 
means in pursuit of peace, and must continue to 
occupy her country with our troops, taking the 
full measure of indemnity into our own hands, 
and must enforce the terms which our honor de- 
mands. 

To act otherwise, in the existing state of things 
in Mexico, and to withdraw our army without a 
peace, would not only leave all the wrongs of 
which we complain unredressed, but would be the 
signal for new and fierce civil dissensions and new 
revolutions—all alike hostile to peaceful relations 
with the United States. 

Besides, there is danger, if our traops were 


| Mexic to resist. 


withdrawn before a peace was concluded, that the 
Mexican people, wearied with successive revolu- 
tions, and deprived of protection for their persons 
and property, might at length be inclined to yield’ 
to foreign influences, and to cast themselves into 
the arms of some European monarch for protec- 
tion from the anarchy and suffering which would 
ensue. This for our own safety, and in pursu- 
ance of our established policy, we should be com- 
We could never consent that 

exico should be thus converted into a monarchy 
governed by a foreign prince. 

Mexico is our near neighbor, and her bounda- 
ries are coterminous with our own, through the 
whole extent across the North American conti- 
nent, from ocean to ocean. Both politically and 
commercially, we have the deepest interest in her 
regeneration and prosperity. Indeed, it is impos- 
sible that, with any just regard to our own safety, 
we can ever become indifferent to her fate. 

It may be that the Mexican Government and 


| people have misconstrued or misunderstood our 


forbearance, and our objects, in desiring to con- 
clude an amicable adjustment of the existing dif- 
ferences between the two countries. They may. 
have supposed that we would submit to terms de- 
grading to the nation; or they may have drawn 
false inferences from the supposed, division of 
opinion in the United States on the subject of the 
war, and may have calculated to gain much by 
protracting it; and, indeed, that we might ultimate- 
ly abandon it altogether, without insisting on any 
indemnity, territorial or otherwise. Whatever 
may be the false impressions under which they 
have acted, the adoption and prosecution of the en- 
engeti policy proposed must sonn undeceive them. 

n the future prosecution of the war, the enemy 
must be made to feel its pressure more than the 
have heretofore done. t its commencement, 1t 
was deemed proper to conduct it in a spirit of for- 
bearance and liberality. With this end in view, 
early measures were adopted to conciliate, as far 
as a state of war would permit, the mass of the 
Mexican population; to convince them that the war 
was waged not against the peaceful inhabitants of 
Mexico, but dgainst their faithless Government, 
which had commenced hostilities; to remove from 
their minds the false impressions which their de- 
signing and interested rulers had artfully attempted 
to make, that the war on our part was one of con- 
quest; that it was a war against their religion and 
their churches, which were to be desecrated and 
overthrown; and ‘that their rights of person and 
private property would be violated. To remove 
these false impressions, our commanders in the 
field were directed scrupulously to respect their 
religion, their churches, and their church property, 
which were in no manner to be violated; they were 
directed also to respect the rights of persons and 
property of all who should not take up arms against 
us 


Assurances to this effect were given to the Mex- 
ican people by Major General Taylor, in a procla- 
mation issued in pursuance of instructions from 
the Secretary of War, in the month of June, 1846, 
and again by Major General Scott, who acted upon 
his own convictions of the propriety of issuing it 
in a proclamation of the eleventh of May, 1847. 

In this spirit of liberality and conciliation, and 
with a view to prevent the body of the Mexican 
population from taking up arms against us, was 
the war conducted on our part: Provisions and 
other supplies furnished to our army by Mexican 
citizens were paid for at fair and liberal prices 
agreed upon by the parties. After the lapse of a 
few months, it became apparent that these assu- 
rances, and this mild treatment, had failed to pro- 
duce the desired effect upon the Mexican popula- 
tion. While the war had been conducted on our 
part according to the most humane and liberal prin- 
ciples observed by civilized nations, it was waged 
in a far different spirit on the part of Mexico. 
Not appreciating our forbearance, the Mexican 

eople generally became hostile to the United 
States, and availed themselves of every opportu- 
nity to commit the most savage excesses upon our 
troops. Large numbers of the population took 
uparms, and, engaging in guerrilla warfare, robbed 
and murdered in the most cruel manner individual 
soldiers, or small parties, whom accident or other 
causes had separated from the main body of our 
army; bands of guerrilleros and robbers infested 
the roads, harassed our trains, and, whenever it 
was in their power, cut off our supplies. | 
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The Mexicans having thus shown themselves 
to be wholly incapable of appreciating our forbear- 


the manner of conducting the war, by making 


them feel its pressure according to the usages ob- | 


served under similar circumstances by all other 
civilized nations. 

Accordingly, as early as the twenty-second of 
September, 1846, instructions were given by the 
Secretary of War to Major General Taylor to 
‘s draw supplies” for our army ‘‘ from the enemy, 
without paying for them, and to require contribu- 


fied he could ‘“‘getabundant supplies for his forces.” 
In directing the execution of these instructions, 
much was necessarily left to the discretion of the 
commanding officer, who was best acquainted with 
the circumstances by which he was surrounded, 
the wants of the army, and the practicability of 
enforcing the measure. i 

_ General Taylor, on the twenty-sixth of October, 
1846, replied, from Monterey, that ‘‘ it would have 
been impossible hitherto, and is so now, to sustain 
the army to any extent by forced contributions of 
lies.” For the reasons assigned 
by him, he did not adopt the policy of his instruc- 
tions, but declared his readiness to do so, ‘‘ should 
the army, in’its future operations, reach a portion 
of the country which may be made to supply the 
troops with advantage.” He continued to pay for 
the articles of supply which were drawn from the 
enemy’s country. 

Similar instructions were issued to Major Gen- 
eral Scott on the third of April, 1847, who replied, 
from Jalape, on the twentieth of May, 1847, that, 
if it be expected that ‘the army is to support 
itself by forced contributions levied upon the coun- 
try, we may ruin and exasperate the inhabitants, 
and starve ourselves.” The same discretion was 

iven to him that had been to General Taylor 
in this respect. General Scott, for the reasons 
assigned by him, also continued to pay for the 
articles òf supply for the army which were drawn 
from the enemy. 

After the army had reached the heart of the 
most wealthy portion of Mexico, it was supposed 
that the obstacles which had before that time pre- 
vented it would not bé such as to render impracti- 
cable the levy of forced contributions for its sup- 

ort; and on the first of September, and again on 
the sixth of October, 1847, the order was repeated 
in despatches addressed by the Secretary of War 
to General Scott, and his attention was again called 
to the importance of making the enemy bear the 
burdens of the war by requiring them to furnish 
the means of supporting our army; and he was 
directed to adopt this policy, unless, by doing so, 
there was danger of depriving the army of the ne- 
Copies of these despaches were 
forwarded to General Taylor for his government. 

On the thirty-first of March last, I caused an 
order to be issued to our military and naval com- 
manders to levy and collect a militar? contribution 
upon all vessels and merchandise which might en- 
ter any of the ports of Mexico in our military oc- 
cupation, and to apply such contributions towards 
defraying the expenses of the war. By virtue of 


the right of conquest and the laws of war, the con- 


queror, consulting his own safety or convenience, 
may either exclude foreign commerce altogether 
from all such ports, or permit it upon such terms 
and conditions as he may prescribe. Before the 
principal ports of Mexico were blockaded by our 
navy, the revenue derived from impost duties, un- 
der the laws of Mexico, was paid into the Mexi- 
can treasury. After these ports had fallen into 
our military possesston, the blockade was raised, 
and commerce with ‘them permitted upon pre- 
scribed terms and conditions. They were opened 
to the trade of all nations upon the payment of du- 
ties more moderate in their amount than those 
which had been previously levied by Mexico; and 
the revenue, which was formerly paid into the 
Mexican treasury, was directed to be collected by 
our military and naval officers, and applied to the 
use of our army and navy. Care was taken that 
the officers, soldiers, and sailors of our army and 


‘navy should be exempted from the operations of 


the order; and as the merchandise imported upon 
which the order operated must be consumed by 
Mexican citizens, the contributions exacted were, 
in effect, the seizure of the pyblic revenues of 
Mexico, and the application of them to our own 
use. In directing this measure, the object was to 
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ance and liberality, it was deemed proper to change | 
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tions for its support,” if in that way he was satis- | 
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compel the enemy to contribute, as far as practi- 
cable, towards the expenses of the war. 

For the amount of contributions which have been 
levied in this form, I refer you to the accompany- 
ing reports of the Secretary of War and of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, by which it appears that a 
sum exceeding half a million of dollars has been 
collected. 

This amount would undoubtedly have been 
much larger, but for the difficulty of keeping open 
communications between the coast and the interior, 
so as to enable the owners of the merchandise im- 
ported, to transport and vend it to the inhabitants 
of the country. It is confidently expected that 
this difficulty will, toa great extent, be soon re- 
moved by our increased forces which have been 
sent to the field. 

Measures have recently been adopted by which 
the internal as well as external revenues of Mexico, 


l in all places in our military occupation, will be 


seized and appropriated to the use of our army 
and navy. | 

The policy of levying upon the enemy contribu- 
tions in every form, consistently with the laws of 
nations, which it may be practicable for our mili- 
tary commanders to adopt, should, in my judg- 
ment, be rigidly enforced, and orders to this effect 
have accordingly been given. By such a policy, 
git the same time that our own treasury will be re- 
lieved from a heavy drain, the Mexican people 
will be made to feel the burdens of the war, and, 
consulting their own interests, may be induced the 
more readily to require their rulers to accede to a 
just peace. 

After the adjournment of the last session of Con- 
gress, events transpired in the prosecution of the 
war which, in my judgment, required a greater 
number of troops in the field than had been antici- 

vated. The strength of the army was accordingly 
increased by “accepting” the services of all the 
volunteer forces authorized by the act of the thir- 
teenth of May, 1846, without putting a construc- 
tion on that act, the correctness of which was se- 
riously questioned. The volunteer forces now in 
the field, with those which had been ‘‘accepted,’’ 
to “serye for twelve months,” and were discharged 
at the end of their term of service, exhaust the 
fifty thousand men authorized by that act. Had 
it been clear that a proper construction of the act 
warranted it, the services of an additional number 
would have been called for and accepted; but doubts 
existing upon this point, the power was not exer- 
cised. 

It is deemed important that Congress should, 
at an early period of their session, confer the au- 
thority to raise an additional regular force to serve 
during the war with Mexico, and to be discharged 
upon the conclusion and ratification of a treaty of 
peace. I invite the attention of Congress to the 
views presented by the Secretary of War in his 
report upon this subject. 

1 recommend, also, that authority be given by 
law to call for and accept the services of an addi- 
tional number of volunteers, to be exercised at 
such time and to such extent as the emergencies 
of the service may require. 

In prosecuting the war with Mexico, whilst the 
utmost care has been taken to avoid every just 
cause of complaint on the part of neutral nations, 
and none has been given, liberal privileges have 
been granted to their commerce in the ports of the 
enemy in our military occupation. : 

The difficulty with the Brazilian Government, 
which at one time threatened to interrupt the friend- 
ly relations between the two countries, will, I trust, 
be speedily adjusted. I have received information 
that an Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Pleni- 
potentiary to the United States will shortly be ap- 
pointed by his Imperial Majesty; and it is hoped 
that he will come instructed and prepared to ad- 
just all remaining differences between the two Gov- 
ernments in a manner acceptable and honorable to 
both. In the meantime, I have every reason to 
believe that nothing will occur to interrupt our am- 
icable relations with Brazil. 

It has been my constant effort to maintain and 
cultivate the most intimate relations of friendshi 
with all the independent Powers of South Ameri- 
ca; and this policy has been attended with the 
happiest results. It is true, that the settlement 
and payment of many just claims of American 
citizens against these natiéns have been long de- 
layed. The peculiar eee in which. they have 
been placed, and the desire on the part of my pre- 
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decessors, as well as myself, to grant them the 
utmost indulgence, have hitherto prevented these 
claims from being urged in a manner demanded by 
strict justice. The time has-arrived when they 
ought to be finally adjusted and liquidated, and 
efforts are now making for that purpose. 

It is proper to inform you that the Government 
of Peru has in good faith paid the first two instal- 
ments of the indemnity of thirty thousand dollars 
each, and the greater portion of the interest due 
thereon, in execution of the convention between 
that Government and the United States, the ratifi- 
cations of which were exchanged at Lima on the 
thirty-first of October, 1846. The Attorney Gene- 
ral of the United States, early in August last, com- 
pleted the adjudication of the claims under this 
convention, and made his report thereon, in pur- 
suance of the act of the eighth of August, 1846. 
The sums tg which the claimants are respectively 
entitled, will be paid on demand at the Treasury. 

I invite the early attention of Congress to the 
present condition of our citizens in China. Under 
our treaty with that Power, American eitizens are 
withdrawn from the jurisdiction, whether civil or 
criminal, of the Chinese Government, and placed 
under that of our public functionaries in that coun- 
try. By these algne can our citizens be tried and 
punished for the commission of any crime; by 
these alone can questions be decided between them, 
involving the rights of person and property; and 
by these alone can contracts be enforced, into 
which they may have entered with the citizens or 
subjects of foreign Powers. The merchant vessels 
of the United States lying in the waters of the five 
ports of China open to foreign commerce are under 
the exclusive jurisdiction of officers of their own 
Government. Until Congress shall establish com- 
petent tribunals to try and punish crimes, and to 
exercise jurisdiction in civil cases in China, Ameri- 
can citizens there are subject to no law whatever. 
Crimes may be committed with impunity, and 
debts may be contracted without any means to en- 
force their payment. Inconveniences have already 
resulted from the omission of Congress to legislate 
upon the subject, and still greater are apprehended. 

he British authorities in China have already com- 
plained that this Government has not provided for 
the punishment of crimes, or the enforcement of 
contracts against American citizens in that country, 
whilst their Government has established tribunals 
by which an American citizen can recover debts 
duc from British subjects. l 

Accustomed as the Chinese are to summary jus- 
tice, they could not be made to comprehend why 
criminals who are citizens of the United States 
should escape with impunity, in. violation of treaty 
obligations, whilst the ‘punishment of a Chinese, 
who had committed any crime against an Ameri- 
can citizen, would be rigorously exacted. Indeed 
the consequences might be fatal to American citi- 
zens in China, should a flagrant crime be.commit- 
ted by any one of them upon a Chinese, and should 
trial and punishment not follow according to the 
requisitions of the treaty. This might disturb, if 
nat destroy, our friendly relations with that em- 
pire, and cause an interruption of our valuable 
commerce. 

Our treaties with the Sublime Porte, Tripoli, 
Tunis, Morocco, and Muscat, also require the 
legislation of Congress to carry them into execu- 
tion, though the necessity for immediate action 
may not be so urgent as in regard to China. 

The Secretary of State has submitted an esti- 
mate to defray the expense of opening diplomatic 
relations with the Papal States. The interesting 
political events now in progress in these States, as 
well as a just regard to our commercial interests, 
have, in my opinion, rendered such a measure 
highly expedient. 

“stimates have also been submitted for the out- 
fits and salaries of chargés des affaires to the Repub- 
lics of Bolivia, Guatemala, and Ecuador. The 
manifest importance of cultivating the most friendly 
relations with all the independent States upon this 
continent has induced me to recommend appro- 
priations necessary for the maintenance of these 
missions. . 

I recommend to Congress that an appropriation 
be made, to be paid to the Spanish Government, 
for the purpose of distribution among the ‘claim- 
ants in “the Amistad case.” I entertain the con- 
viction that this is due to Spain under the treaty 
of the twentieth of October, 1795; and, moreover, 
that, from the earnest manner in which the claim 
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continues to be urged, so long as it shall remain 
unsettled, it will be a source of irritation and dis- 
cord between the two countries, which may A ae 
highly prejudicial to the interests of the United 
States. Good policy, no less than a faithful com- 
pliance with our treaty obligations, requires that 
the inconsiderable appropriation demanded should 
be made. 

A detailed statement of the condition of the 
finances will be*presented in the annual report of 
the Secretary.,of the Treasury. The imports for 
the last fiscal year, ending on the thirtieth of June, 
1847, were of the value of one hundred and forty- 
six million five hundred and forty-five thousand 
six hundred and thirty-eight dollars; of which the 
anrount exported was eight million eleven thou- 
sand one hundred and fifty-eight dollars, leaving 
ane hundred and thirty-eight million five hundred 
and thirty-four thousand four hundred and eighty 
dollars in the country for domestic use. The 


= value of the exports for the same period was one 
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hundred and fifty-eight million six hundred and 
forty-eight thousand six hundred and twenty-two 
dollars; of which one hundred and fifty million 
six hundred and thirty-seven thousand four hun- 
dred and sixty-four dollars consisted of domestic 
productions, and eight million eleven thousand 
one hundred and fifty-eight dollars of foreign arti- 
cles. 

The receipts into the treasury for the same pe- 
riod amounted to twenty-six million three hundred 
and forty-six thousand seven hundred and ninety 
dollars and thirty-seven cents, of which there was 
derived from customs twenty-three million seven 
hundred and forty-seven thousand eight hundred 
and sixty-four dollars and sixty-six cents; from 
sales of public lands, two million four hundred 
and ninety-eight thousand three hundred and thir- 
ty-five dollars and twenty cents; and from inci- 
dental and miscellaneous sources, one hundred 
thousand five hundred and seventy dollars and 
fifty-one cents. The last fiscal year during which 
this amount was received embraced five months 
under the operation of the tariff act of 1842, and 
seven months during which the tariff act of 1846 
was in force. During the five months under the 
act of 1842, the:amount received from customs 
was seven million eight hundred and forty-two 
thousand three hundred and six dollars and nine- 
ty cents; and during the seven months under the 
act of 1846 the amount received was fifteen million 
nine hundred and five thousand five hundred and 
fifty-seven dollars and seventy-six cents. 

he net revenue from customs during the year 
ending on the first of December, 1846, being the 
last year under the operation of the tariff act of 
1842, was twenty-two million nine hundred and 
seventy-one thousand four hundred and three dol- 
lars and ten cents; and the net revenue from 
customs during the year ending on the first of 
December, 1847, being the first year under the 
operation of the tariff act of 1846, was avout thirty- 
one million five hundred thousand dollars; being 
an increase of revenue for the first year under the 
tariff act of 1846, of more than eight million five 
hundred thousand dollars over that of the last 
year under the tariff of 1842. 
The expenditures during the fisca] year ending 


"on the thirtieth of June last, were fifty nine mil- 


lion four hundred and fifty-one thousand one hun- 
dred and seventy-seven dollars and sixty-five cents; 
of which three million five hundred and twenty- 
two thousand and eighty-two dollars and thirty- 
seven cents, was on account of payment of prin- 
cipal and interest of the publie debt, including 
treasury notes redeemed and not funded. The ex- 
penditures, exclusive of payment of public debt, 
were fifty-five million nine hundred and twenty- 
nine thousand and ninety-five dollars and twenty- 
eight cents. 

It is estimated that the receipts into the treasury 
for the fiscal year ending on the thirtieth of June, 
1848, including the balance in the treasury on the 
first of July last, will amount to forty-two million 
eight hundred and eighty-six thousand five hun- 
dred and forty-five dollars and eighty cents, of 
which thirty-one million, it is estimated, will be 
derived from customs; three million five hundred 
thousand from the sale of the public lands; four 


. hundred thogisand from incidental sources, inclu- 


ding sales made by the Solicitor of the Treasury; 
and six million two hundred and eighty-five thou- 
sand two hundred and ninety-four dollars and fif- 
ty-five cents from loans already authorized by law, 
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which, together with the balance in the treasury | ceeds by more than eight millions of dollars the 


on the first of July last, make the sum estimated. 
The expenditures for the same period, if peace 
with Mexico shall not be concluded, and the army 
shall be increased as is proposed, will amount, in- 
cluding the necessary pay ments onaccount of princi- 
paland interest of the public debt and treasury notes, 
to fifty-eight million six hundred and fifteen thou- 
sand six hundred and sixty dollars and seven cents. 


On the first of the present month, the amount of | 
the public debt actually incurred, including treasu- | 


ry notes, was forty-five million six hundred and fif- 
ty-nine thousand six hundred and fifty-aine dollars 
and forty cents. The public debt due on the fourth 
of March, 1845, including treasury notes, was sev- 
enteen million seven hundred and eighty-eight 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-nine dollars 
and sixty-two cents; and consequently the addition 
made to the public debt since that time is twenty- 
seven million eight hundred and seventy thousand 
eight hundred and fitty-nine dollars and seventy- 
eight cents. 

| Of the loan of twenty-three millions, authorized 


by the act of the twenty-eighth of January, 1847, | 
the sum of five millions was paid out to the public | 


creditors, or exchanged at par for specie; the re- 


maining eighteen millions was offered for specie to | 
the highest bidder not below par, by an advertise- | 
ment issued by the Secretary of the Treasury, and | 


published from the ninth of February until the 
tenth of April, 1847, when it was awarded to the 
several highest bidders, at premiums varying from 
one-eighth of one per cent. to two per cent. above 
par. The premium has been paid Into the treasu- 
ry, and the sums awarded deposited in specie in 
the treasury as fast as it was required by the wants 
of the Government. 

To meet the expenditures for the remainder of 
the present and for the next fiscal year, ending on 
the thirtieth of June, 1849, a further loan, in aid 
of the ordinary revenues of the Government, will 
be necessary. Retaining a sufficient surplus in the | 
treasury, the loan required for the remainder of 
the present fiscal year will be about eighteen mil- | 
lion five hundred thousand dollars. If the duty | 
on tea and coffee be imposed, and the graduation | 
of the price of the public lands shall be made at an 
early period of your session, as recommended, the 
loan for the present fiscal year may be reduced to 
seventeen millions of dollars. The loan may be 
further reduced by whatever amount of expendi- 
tures can be saved by military contributions col- 
lected in Mexico. The most vigorous measures 
for the augmentation of these contributions have 
been directed, and a very considerable sum is ex- 
pected from that source. Its amount cannot, how- 
ever, be calculated with any certainty. It ia re- 
commended that the loan to be made be authorized 
upon the same terms, and for the same time, as 


the act of the twenty-eighth of January, 1847. | 

Should the war with Mexico be continued until 
the thirtieth of June, 1849, it is estimated that a 
further loan of twenty million five hundred thou- 
sand dollars will be required for the fiscal year 
ending on that day, in case no duty be imposed 
on tea and coffee, and the public lands be not re- 
duced and graduated in price, and no military con- 
tribution shall be collected in Mexico. If the duty 
on tea and coffee be imposed, and the lands be 
reduced and graduated in price, as proposed, the 
loan may be reduced to seventeen millions of dol- 
lars, and will be subject to be still further reduced 
by the amount of the military contributions which 
may be collected in Mexico. It is not proposed, 
however, at present, to ask Congress for authority 
to negotiate this loan for the next fiscal year, as ıt 
is hoped that the loan asked for the remainder of | 
the present fiscal year, aided by military contribu- 
tions which may be collected in Mexico, may be 
sufficient. If, contrary to my expectation, there 
should be a necessity for it, the fact will be com- 
municated to Congress in time for their action | 
during the present session. 


In no event will asum , 


exceeding six millions of dollars of this amount be | 


needed before the meeting of the session of Con- 
gress in December, 1848. , 

The act of the thirtieth of July, 1846, ‘* reducing 
the duties on imports,” has been in force since the 
first of December last; and I am gratified to state, 
that all the beneficial effects ahich were anticipa- 
ted from its operation have been fully realized. 
The pnblic revenue derived from customs during 
the year ending on the first of December, 1847, ex- 


| 
that which was authorized under the provisions of 


amount received in the pf€ceding year under the 
operation of the act of 1842, which was superse- 
ded and repealed by it. Its effects are visible in 
the great and almost unexampled prosperity which 
prevails in every branch of business. 

While the repeal of the prohibitory and restrict- 
ive duties of the act of 1842, and the substitution 
in their place of reasonable revenue rates levied on 
articles Imported according to their actual value, 
has increased: the revenue and augmented our for- 
eign trade, all the great interests of the country 
have been advanced and promoted. 

The great and important interests of agriculture, 
which had been not only too much neglected, but 
actually taxed under the protective policy for the 
benefit of other interests, have been relieved of the 
burdens which that policy imposed on them; and 
our farmers and planters, under a more just and 
liberal commercial policy, ‘are finding new and 
profitable markets &broad for their augmented 
products. 

Our commerce is rapidly increasing, and is ex- 
tending more widely the circle of international ex- 
changes. Great as has been the increase of our 
imports during the past year, our exports of do- 
mestic products sold in foreign markets have 
been still greater. l 

Our navigating interest is eminently prosperous. 
The numLer of vessels built in the United States 
has been greater than during any preceding period 
of equal length. Large profits have been derived 
by those who have constructed as well as by those 
who have navigated them. Should the ratio of 
increase in the number of our merchant vessels be 
progressive, and be as great for the future as du- 
ring the past year, the time is not distant when our 
tonnage and commercial marine will be larger than 
that of any other nation in the world. 

Whilst the interests of agriculture, of com- 


-merce, and of navigation, have been enlarged and 


invigorated, it is highly gratifying to observe that 
our manufactures are also in a prosperous condi- 
tion. None of the ruinous effects upon this in- 
terest which were apprehended by some, as the 
result of the operation of the revenue system es- 
tablished by the act of 1846, have been experi» 
enced. On the contrary, the number of manufac- 
tories, and the amount of capital invested in them, 
is steadily and rapidly increasing, affording grati- 
fying proofs that American enterprise and skill 
employed in this branch of domestic industry, 
with no other advantages than those fairly and in- 
cidentally accruing from a just system of revenue 
duties, are abundantly able to meet successfull 
all competition from abroad, and still derive fair 
and remunerating profits. 

While capital invested in manufactures is yield- 
ing adequate and fair profits under the new sys- 
tem, the wages of labor, whether employed in 
manufactures, agriculture, commerce, or naviga- 
tion, have been augmented. The toiling millions, 
whose daily labor furnishes the supply of food 
and raiment, and all the necessaries and comforts 
of life, are receiving higher wages, an® more 
steady and permanent employment, than in any 
other country, or at any previous period of our 
own history. | 

So successful have been all branches of our in- 
dustry, that a foreign war, which generally dimin- 
ishes the resources of a nation, has in no essential 
degree retarded our onward progress, or checked 
our general prosperity. 

With such gratifying evidences of prosperity, 
and of the successful operation of the revenue act 
of 1846, every consideration of public policy re- 
commends that it shall remain unchanged. It is 
hoped that the system of impost duties which it 
established may be regarded as the permanent pol- 
icy of the country, and that the great interests af- 
fected by it may not again be subject to be injuri- 
ously disturbed, as they have heretofore been, by 
frequent and sometimes sudden changes. 

For the purpose of increasing the revenue, and 
without changing or modifying the rates imposed 
by the act of 1846 on the dutiable articles em- 
braced by its provisions, I again recommend to 

our favorable consideration the expediency of 
equine a revenue duty on tea and coffee. The 
policy which exempted these articles from duty 
during peace, and when the revenue to be derived 
from them was not needed, ceases to exist when 
the country is engaged in war, and requires the 
use of all its available resources. It is a tax 
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which would be so gepprally diffused among the 
people, that it would be felt oppressively by none, 
cand be complained of by none. It is believed that 
there are not, in the list of imported articles, any 
which are more properly the subject of war duties 
than tea and coffee. ‘ 

It is estimated that three millions of dollars 
would be derived annually by a moderate duty 
imposed on these articles: 

Should Congress avail itself of this additional 
source of revenue, not only would the amount of 
the public loan rendered necessary by the war with 
Mexico be diminished to that extent, but the pub- 
lic credit, and the public confidence in the ability 
and determination of the Government ‘to meet all 
its engagements promptly, would be more firmly 
established, and the reduced amount of the loan 
which it may be necessary to negotiate could prob- 
ably be obtained at cheaper rates. 

Congress is, therefore, called upon to determine 
whether it is wiser to impose the war duties re- 
commended, or, by omitting to do so, increase the 

ublic debt annually three millions of dollars so 
ising as loans shall be required to prosecute the 
war, and afterwards provide, in some other form, 
to pay the semi-annual interest upon it, and ulti- 
mately to extinguish the principal. If, in addition 
to these duties, Congress should graduate and 
reduce the price of such of the public lands as ex- 
perience has proved will not command the price 
placed upon them by the Government, an addi- 
tional annual income to the treasury of between 
half a million and a million of dollars, it is estima- 
ted, would be derived from this source. Should 
both measures receive the sanction of Congress, 
the annual amount of public debt necessary to be 
contracted during the continuance of the war would 
be reduced near four millions of dollars. ‘The du- 
ties recommended to be levied on tea and coffee, it 
is proposed shall be limited in their duration to the 
end of the war, and until the public debt rendered 
necessary to be contracted by it shall be discharged. 
The amount of the public debt to be contracted 
should be limited to the lowest practicable sum, 
and should be extinguished as early after the con- 
clusion of the war as the means of the treasury 
will permit. 
ith this ‘view, it isrecommended that, as soon 
as the war shall be over, all the surplus in the 
treasury, not needed for other indispensable ob- 
jects, shall constitute a sinking fund, and be ap- 
plied to the purchase of the funded debt, and that 
authority be conferred by law for that purpose. 
The act of the sixth of August, 1846, ‘‘to establish 
a warehousing system,” has been in operation 
more than a year, and has proved to be an impor- 
tant auxiliary to the tariff act of 1846, in aug- 
menting the revenue, and extending the commerce 
of the country. Whilst it has tended to enlarge 
commerce, it has been beneficial to our manufac- 
tures, by diminishing forced sales at auction of 
foreign goods at low prices, to raise the duties to 
be advanced on them, and by checking fluctuations 
in the market. The system, although sanctioned 
by theexperience of other countries, was entirely 
new in the United States, and is susceptible of im- 
provement in some of its provisions. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, upon whom was devolved 
large discretionary powers in carrying this meas- 
ure into effect, has collected, and is now.collating, 
the practical results of the system in other coun- 
tries, where it has long been established, and will 
report at an early period of your session such fur- 
ther regulations suggested by the investigation as 
may render it still more effective and beneficial. 

y the act to “‘ provide for the better organiza- 
tion of the treasury, and for the collection, safe- 
keeping, and disbursement of the public revenue,”’ 
all banks were discontinued as fiscal agents of the 
Government, and the paper currency issued by 
them was no longer permitted to be received in 
payment of public dues. 

he constitutional treasury created by this act 
went into operation on the first of January last. 
Under the system established by it, the public 
moneys have been collected, safely kept, and dis- 
bursed by the direct agency of officers of the Gov- 
ernment in gold and silver; and transfers of large 
amounts have been made from points of collection 
to points of disbursement, without loss to the trea- 
sury, or injury or inconvenience to the trade of 
the country. | 

While the fiscal operations of the Government 
have been conducted with regularity and ease, 
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under this system, it has had a salutary effect in 
checking and preventing an undue inflation of the 
paper currency issued by the banks which exist 
under State charters. Requiring, as it does, all 
dues to the Government to be paid in gold and 
silver, its effect is to restrain excessive issues of 
bank paper by the banks disproportioned to the 
specie in their vaults, for the reason that they are 
at all times liable to be called on by the holders of 
their notes for their redemption, in order to obtain 
specie for the payment of duties and other public 
dues. The banks, therefore, must keep their busi- 
ness within prudent limits, and be always in a 
condition to meet such calls, or run the hazard of 
being compelled to suspend specie payments, and 
be thereby discredited. The amount of specie im- 
ported into the United States during the last fiscal 
year was twenty-four million one hundred and 
twenty-one thousand two hundred and eighty-nine 
dollars; of which there was retained in the country 
twenty-two million two hundred and seventy-six 
thousand one hundred and seventy dollars. Had 
the former financial system prevailed, and the 
public moneys been placed on deposite in banks, 
nearly the whole of this amount would have gone 
into their vaults, not to be thrown into circulation 
by them, but to be withheld from the hands of the 
people as a currency, and made the basis of new 
and enormous issues of bank paper. A large pro- 
portion of the specie imported has been paid into 
the treasury for public dues; and after having been, 
to a great extent, recoined at the mint, has been 
paid out to the public creditors, and gone into cir- 
culation as a currency among the people. The 
amount of gold and silver coin now ìn circulation 
in the country is larger than at any former period. 

The financial system established by the consti- 
tutional treasyry has been, thus far, eminently suc- 
cessful in its operations; and I recommend an ad- 
herence to all its essential provisions, and espe- 
cially to that vital provision which wholly separates 
the Geecrinent from all connexion with banks, 
and excludes bank paper from all revenue receipts. 

In some of its details, not involving its general 
principles, the system is defective, and will require 
modification. These defects, and such amend- 
ments as are deemed important, were set forth in 
the last annual report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. These amendments are again recommend- 
ed to the early and favorable consideration of Con- 
gress. 

During the past year, the coinage at the mint 
and its branches has exceeded twenty millions of 
dollars. This has consisted chiefly in converting 
the coins of foreign countries into American coin. 

The largest amount of foreign coin imported has 
been received at New York; and if a branch mint 
were established at that city, all the foreign coin 
received at that port could at once be converted 
into our own coin, without the expense, risk and 
delay of transporting it to the mint for that pur- 
pose, and the amount recoined would be much 
larger. 

Experience has proved that foreign coin, and 
especially foreign gold coin, will not circulate ex- 
tensively as a currency among the people. The 
important measure of extending our specie circu- 
lation, both of gold and silver, and of diffusing it 
among the people, can only be effected by convert- 
ing such foreign coin into American coin. I repeat 
the recommendation contained in my last annual 
message for the establishment of a branch of the 
mint of the United States at the city of New York. 

All the public lands which had been surveyed 
and were ready for market have been proclaimed 
for sale during the past year. The quantity offer- 
ed and to be offered for sale, under proclamations 
issued since the first of January last, amounts to nine 
million one hundred and thirty-eight thousand five 
hundred and thirty-one acres. The prosperity of 
the western States and Territories in which these 
lands lie will be advanced by their speedy sale. By 
withholding them from market, their growth and 
increase of population would be retarded, while 
thousands of our enterprising and meritorious 
frontier population would be deprived of the op- 
portunity of securing freeholds for themselves and 
their families. But in addition to the general con- 
siderations which rendered the early sale of these 
lands proper, it was a leading object at this time 
to derive as. large a sum as possible from this 
source, and thus diminish, by that amount, the 
public loan rendered necessary by the existence of 
a foreign war. 
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It is estimated that not less than ten millions of 
acres of the public lands will be surveyed and be 
in a condition to be proclaimed for sale during the 
year 1848. 

In my last annual message I presented the rea- 
sons which, in my judgment, rendered it proper to 
graduate and reduce the price of such of the pub- 
lic lands as have remained unsold for long periods 
after they had been offered for sale at public auc- 
tion. l e g 

Many millions of acres of public lands lying 
within the limits of several of the western States 
have been offered in the market, and been subject 
to sale at private entry for more than.twenty years, 
and large quantities for more than thirty years, at 
the lowest price prescribed by the existing laws, 
and it has been found that they will not command 
that price. They must remain unsold and uncul- 
tivated for an indefinite period, unless the price 
demanded for them by the Government shall be 
reduced. No satisfactory reason is perceived why 
they should be longer held at rates above their 
real value. At the present period, an additional 
reason exists for adopting the measure recom- 
mended. When the country is engaged in a for- 
eign war, and we must necessarily resort to loans, 
it would seem to be the dictate of wisdom that we 
should avail ourselves of all our resources, and 
thus limit the amount of the public indebtedness to 
the lowest possible sum. 

I recommend that the existing laws on the sub- 
ject of preémption rights be amended and modified 
so as to operate prospectively, and to embrace all 
who may settle upon the public lands and make 
improvements upon them before they are surveyed, 
as well as afterwards, in all cases where such set- 
tlements may be made after the Indian title shall 
have been extinguished. 

If the right of preémption be thus extended, it 
will embrace a large and meritorious class of our 
citizens. It will increase the number of small 
freeholders upon our borders, who will be enabled 
thereby to educate their children and otherwise 
improve their condition, while they will be found 
at all times, as they have ever proved themselves 
to be, in the hour of danger to their country, 
among our hardiest and best volunteer soldiers, 
ever ready to tender their services in cases of 
emergency, and among the last to leave the field as 
long as an enemy remains to be encountered. Such 
a policy will also impress these patriotic pioneer 
emigrants with deeper feelings of gratitude for the 
parental care of their Government, when they find 
their dearest interests secured to them by the per- 
manent laws of the land, and that they are no 
longer in danger of losing their homes and hard- 
earned improvements by being brought into com- 
petition with a more wealthy class of purchasers 
at the land sales. 

The attention of Congress was invited, at their 
last and the preceding session, to the importance 
of establishing a Territorial Government over our 
possessions in Oregon; and it is to be regretted 
that there was no legislation on the subject. Our 
citizens who inhabit tkat distant region of country 
are still left without the protection of our laws, or 
any regularly organized government. Before the 
question of limits and boundaries of the Territory 
of Oregon was definitely settled, from the neces- 
sity of their condition, the inhabitants had estab- 
lished a temporary government of their own. Be- 
sides the want of legal authority for continuing 
such a government, it is wholly inadequate to pro- 
tect them in their rights of person and property, or 
to secure to them the enjoyment of the privileges 
of other citizens, to which they are entitled under 
the Constitution of the United States. They should 
have the right of suffrage, be represented in a Ter- 
ritorial Legislature, and by a delegate in Congress, 
and possess all the rights and privileges which 
citizens of other portions of the Territories of the 
United States have heretofore enjoyed, or may 
now enjoy. 

Our judicial system, revenue laws, laws 
lating trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes, 
and the protection of our laws generally, should 
be extended over them. 

In addition to the inhabitants in that Territory 
who had previously emigrated to it, large numbers 
of our citizens have followed them dyring the pres- 
ent year; and it is not doubted. that during the 
next and subsequent years their numbers will be 
greatly increased. 

Congress, at its last session, established poat- 
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routes leading to Oregon, and between different 
points within that Territory, and authorized the 
establishment of post-offices at ‘‘Astoria and. such 
other places on the coasts of the Pacific, within the 
territory of the United States, as the public inter- 
ests may require.’ Post offices have according] 
been established, deputy postmasters appoitiied. 
cA made for the transportation of the 
mails. 

The preservation of peace with the Indian tribes 
residing west of the Rocky Mountains will render 
it proper that authority should be given by law for 
the appointment of an adequate number of Indian 
agents to reside among them. 

I recommend that a surveyor general’s office be 
established in that Territory, and that the public 
lands be surveyed and brought into market atan 
early period. 

I recommend, also, that grants, upon liberal 
terms, of limited quantities of the public lands, be 
made to all citizens of the United States who have 
emigrated, or'may hereafter within a prescribed 

eriod emigrate to Oregon, and settle upon them. 

hese hardy and adventurous citizens, who have 
encountered the dangers aud privations of a long 
and toilsome journey, and have at length found 
an abiding-place for themselves and their families 
upon the utmost verge of our western limits, should 
be secured in the homes which they have improved 
by their labor. 

I refer you to the accompanying report of the 
Secretary of War for a detailed account of the oper- 
ations of the various branches of the public service 
connected with the department under his charge. 
The duties devolving on this department have been 
unusually onerous and responsible during the past 
year, and have been discharged with ability and 
success. 

Pacific relations continue to exist with the vari- 
ous Indian tribes, and most of them manifest a 
strong friendship for the United States. Some 
depredations were committed during the past year 
upon our trains transporting supplies for the army, 
on the road between the western border of Mis- 
souri and Santa Fé. These depredations, which 
are supposed to have been committed by bands 
from the region of New Mexico, have been arrest- 
ed bY the presence of a military force, ordered out 
for that purpose. Some outrages have been per- 
petrated by a portion of the northwestern bands 
upon the weaker and comparatively defenceless 
neighboring tribes. Prompt measures were taken 
to prevent such occurrences in future. 

Between one and two thousand Indians, belong- 
ing to several tribes, have been removed during 
the year from the east of the Mississippi to the 
country allotted to them west of that river, as their 

ermanent home; and arrangements have been 
made for others to follow. 

Since the treaty of 1846 with the Cherokees, the 
feuds among them appear to have subsided, and 
they have become more united and contented than 
they have been for many years past.. The com- 
missioners, appointed in pursuance of the act of 
June twenty-seventh, 1846, to settle claims arising 
under the treaty of 1835-36 with that tribe, have 
executed their duties; and after a patient investi- 
gation, and a full and fair examination of all the 
cases brought before them, closed their labors in 
the month of July last. This is the fourth board 
of commissioners which has been organized under 
this treaty. Ample opportunity has been afforded 
to all those interested to bring forward their claims. 
No doubt is entertained that impartial justice has 
been done by the late board, and that all valid 
claims embraced by the treaty have been consid- 
ered and allowed. This result, and the final set- 
tlement to be made with this tribe, under the 
treaty of 1846, which will be completed and laid 
before you during your session, will adjust all 
ee of controversy between them and the 

nited States, and produce a state of relations 
with them simple, well-defined, and satisfactory. 

Under the discretionary authority vonferred: by 
the act of the third of 
due to the various tribes have been paid durin 
the present year to the heads of faniilies instea 
of to their diich or such persons as they might 
designate, a8 required by the laws previously ex- 
isting. This mode of payment has given general 
satisfaction to the great body of the Indians. Jus- 
tice has been done to them, and they are grateful 
to the Government for it. A few chiefs and inter- 
ested persons may object to this mode of payment, 
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but it is believed to be the only mode of prevent- 
ing fraud and imposition from being practised 
upon'the great body of common Indians, consti- 
tuting a majority of all the tribes. 

It is gratifying to perceive that a number of the 
tribes have recently manifested an increased inter- 
est in the establishment of schools among them, 
and are making rapid advances in agriculture— 
some of them producing a sufficient quantity of 
food for their support, and in some cases a surplus 
to disposé of to their neighbors. The comforts by 
which those who have received even a very limited 
education, and have engaged in agriculture, are 
surrounded, tend gradually to draw off their less 
civilized brethren from the precarious means of 
subsistence by the chase, to habits of labor and 
civilization. 

The accompanying report of the Secretary of the 


| Navy presents a satisfactory and gratifying account 


of the condition and operations of the naval service 
during the past year. Our commerce has been 
pursued with increased activity, and with safety 
and success, in every quarter of the globe, under 
the protection of our flag, which the navy has 
caused to be respected in the most distant seas. 

In the Gulf of Mexico, and in the Pacific, the 
officers and men of our squadrons have displayed 
distinguished gallantry, and performed valuable 
services. [Ín the early stages of the war with Mex- 
ico, her ports on both coasts were blockaded, and 
more recently many of them have been captured 
and held by the navy. When acting in codpera- 
tion with the land forces, the naval officers snd 
men have performed gallant and distinguished ser- 
vices on land as well as on water, and deserve the 
high commendation of the country. 

While other maritime powers are adding to their 
navies large numbers of war steamers, it was a 
wise policy on our part to make similar additions 
toour navy. The four war steamers authorized 
by the act of the third of March, 1847, are in course 
of construction. 

In addition to the four war steamers authorized 
by this act, the Secretary of the Navy has, in pur- 
suance of its provisions, entered into contracts for 
the construction of five steamers, to be employed 
in the transportation of the United States mail 
“from New York to New Orleans, touching at 
Charleston, Savannah, and Havana, and from Ha- 
vana to Chagres;’’ for three steamers to be em- 
ployed in like manner from Panama to Oregon, 
“so as to connect with the mail from Havana to 
Chagres across the isthmus;”’ and for five steamers 
to be employed in like manner from New York to 
Liverpool. These steamers will be the -property 
of the contractors, but are to be built under the 
superintendence and direction of a naval construc- 
tor in the employ of the Navy Department, and to 
be so constructed as to render them convertible at 
the least possible expense into war steamers of the 
first class. 

A prescribed number of naval officers, as well 
as a Post Office agent, are to be on board of them, 
and authority is reserved tothe Navy Department 
at all times to ‘‘ exercise control over said steam- 
ships,” and to *‘ have the right” “to take them 
for the exclusive use and service of the United 
States,” ‘upon making proper compensation to 
the contractors therefor.” 

Whilst these steam-ships will be employed in 
transporting the mails of the United States coast- 
wise, and to foreign countries, upon an annual 
compensation to be paid to the owners, they will 
be always ready, upon an emergency requiring it, 
to be converted into war steamers; and the right 
reserved to take them for public use, will add 
greatly to the efficiency and strength of this de- 
scription of our naval foree. ‘To the steamers thus 
authorized under contracts made by the Secretary 
of the Navy, should be added five other steamers 
authorized under contracts made in pursuance of 
law by the Postmaster General, making an addi- 
tion, in the whole, of eighteen war steamers, sub- 
As further con- 
tracts for the transportation of the mail to foreign 
countries may be authorized by: Congress, this 
number may A enlarged indefinitely. 

The enlightened policy by which a rapid com- 
munication of the various distant parts of the globe 
is established, by means of American-built sea 
steamers, would find an ample reward in the in- 
crease of our commerce, and in making our coun- 
try and its resources more favorably known 
abroad; but the national advantage is stil] greater, 
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of having our naval offi made familiar with 
steam navigation; and of having the privilege of 
taking the ships already equipped for immedigte 
service at a moment’s notice; and will be cheaply 
purchased by the compensation to be paid for the 
transportation of the mail in them over and above 
the postages received. 

A just national pride, no less than our commer- 
cial interests, would seem to favor the policy of 
augmenting the number of this description of ves- 
sels. They can be built in our country cheaper ` 
and in greater numbers than in any other in the 
world. : 

I refer you to the accompanying report of the 
Postmaster General for a detailed and satisfactory 
account of the condition and operations of that 
department during the past year. It is gratifying 
to find that, within so short a period after the 
reduction in the rates of postage, and notwith- 
standing the great increase of mail service, the 
revenue received for the year will be sufficient to 
defray all the expenses, and that no further aid 
will be required from the treasury for that pur- 

ose. i 

: The first of the American mail steamers autho- 
rized by the act of the third of March, 1845, was 
completed and entered upon the service on the first 
of June last, and 1s now on her third voyage to 
Bremen and other intermediate ports. The other 
vessels authorized under the provisions of that act 
are in course of construction, and will be put upon 
the line as soon as completed. Contracts have 
also been made for the transportation of the mail 
in a steamer from Charleston to Havana. 

A reciprocal and satisfactory postal arrange- 
ment has been made by the Postmaster General 
with the authorities of Bremen, and no difficulty 
is apprehended in making similar arrangements 
with all other Powers with which we may have 
communications by mail steamers, except with 
Great Britain. 

On the arrival of the first of the American steam- 
ers, bound to Bremen, at-~Southampton, in the 
month of June last, the British post office directed 
the collection of discriminating postages on all let- 
ters and other mailable matter, which she took out 
to Great Britain, or which went into the British 
post office on their way to France and other parts 
af Europe. The effect of the order of the British 
post office is to subject all letters and other matter 
transported by American steamers to double post- 
age, one postage having been previously paid on 
them to the United States, while letters transported 
in British steamers are subject to pay but a single 
postage. This measure was adopted with theavow- 
ed object of protecting the British line of mail steam- 
ers now running between Boston and Liverpool, 
and, if permitted to continue, must speedily put an 
end to the transportation of all letters and other 
matter by American steamers, and give to British 
steamers a monopoly of the business. A just @nd 
fair reciprocity is all that we desire, and on this 
we must insist. By our laws, no such discrimina- 
tion is made against British steamers bringing let- 
ters into our ports, but all letters arriving in the 
United States are subject to the same rate of post- 
age, whether brought in British or American ves- 
sels. I refer you to the report of the Postmaster 
General for a full statement of the facts of the 
case, and of the steps taken by him to correct this 
inequality. He has exerted all the power confer- 
red upon him by the existing laws. 

The Minister of the United States at London 
has, brought the subject to the attention of the 
British Government, and is now engaged in nego- 
tiations for the purpose of adjusting reciprocal 
postal arrangements, which shall be equally just 
to both countries. Should he fail in concluding 
such arrangements, ang should Great Britain insist 
on enforcing the unequal and unjust measure she 
has adopted. it will become necessary to confer 
additional powers on the Postmaster General, in 
order to enable him to meet the emergency, and 
to put our own steamers on an equal footing with 
British steamers engaged in transporting the mail 
between the two countries; and I recommend that 
such powers be conferred. 

In view of the existing state, of our country, I 
trust it may not be inappropriate, in closing this 
communication, to call to mind the words of wis- 
dom and admonition of the first and most iHustri- 
ous of my predecessors, in his Farewell Address 
to his countrymen. 

That greatest and best of men, who served his 
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country so long, and loyed it so much, foresaw, 
with. ** serious concern,” the danger to our Union 
‘ef charatterling parties by geographical dis- 
tlantic and 
Western—whence designing men may endeavor to 
excite a belief that there is a real difference of local 
interests and views,” and warned his countrymen 
against it. 7 

So deep and solemn was his conviction of the 
importance of the Union and of preserving har- 
mony between its different parts, that he declared 
to his countrymen in that address, ‘it is of infi- 
nite moment that you should properly estimate the 
immense value of your national Union to your 
collective and individual happiness; that you 
should cherish a cordial, habitual, and immovable 
attachment to it ; accustoming yourselves to think 
and to speak of it, asa palladium of your politi- 
cal safety and prosperity; watching for its preser- 
vation with jealous anxiety; discountenancing 
whatever may suggest even a suspicion that it can 
in any event be abandoned; and indignantly 
frowning uporrthe first dawning of every attempt 
to alienate any portion of our country from the 
rest, or to enfeeble the sacred ties which now link 
together the'various parts.” 
. After the lapse of half a century, these admo- 
nitions of Washington fall upon us with all the 
force of truth. It is difficult to estimate the “‘ im- 
mense value” of our glorious Union of confede- 
rated States, to which we are so much indebted 


for ‘our growth in population and wealth, and for 


all that constitutes us a great and a happy nation. 
How unimportant are all our differences of opin- 
ion upon minor questions of public policy, com- 
pared with its preservation ; and how scrupulously 
should we avoid all agitating topics which may 
tend to distract and divide us into contending par- 
ties, separated by geographical lines, whereby it 
may be weakened or endangered. 

Invoking the blessing of the Almighty Ruler of 
the Universe upon your- deliberations, it will be 
my highest duty, no less than my sincere pleasure, 
to codperate with you in all measures which may 
tend to promote the honor and enduring welfare of 


our common country. | 


JAMES. K. POLK. 
Wasnineton, December, 1847. 


The Message having been read— 


_ Mr. BRODHEAD offered the following resolu- 
tion: 
Resolved, That the message of the President of the United 
States be reterred to a Committee of the Whole ou the state 
of the Union, and that 10,030 copies without, and 15,020 


copies with the accompanying documents, be printed for the 
use Of this House. 


Mr. HUDSON moved to strike out 15,000 with- 
out the accompanying documents, so as to leave 
provision only for printing the message with the 
acapmpanying documents. He-etofore there was 
some propriety in publishing the message alone, 
but now, since the establishment of expresses 
through the country, there was probably nota 
section of the country that would not receive the 
message by private enterprise, printed in the daily 
and weekly papers, and it would be read by nine- 
teen-twentieths of the entire population several 
days before the pamphlet which this House would 
issue could be transmitted to them. It was there- 
fore entirely unnecessary, and a useless expense to 
print the message alone; but, with the documents, 
it was proper that it should be printed for circu- 
lation. He moved, therefore, to strike out that 
portion of the resolution relating to the printing of 
the message without the accompanying documents. 

Mr. BRODHEAD would not question the truth 
of the statement of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. Hupson] that the message would reach 
the different portions of the Union before the copies 
which he desired this House to furnish could 
arrive there; but he hadvinserted the provision to 
furnish 15,000 copies without the documents, with 
the view of giving it to their constituents in a shape 
in which it could be preserved. This was his de- 
sign; this had been the practice, and he only asked 
for the customary number. : 


Mr. SCHENCK, in corroboration of the obser- 


vations of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Hupson,] remarked, that this message was now at 
Pittsburg and Cincinnati, and other parts of that 


section of the Union, unless the telegraphic wires 
~- were broken; for he was advised that arrangements 
had been made to transmit thither the entire mes-, | 


sage, where it would arrive before the House 
could take the vote on this resolution—certainly be- 
fore the House would assemble here to-morrow 
morning. It was, therefore, unnecessary to print 
these extra copies of the message alone, and ‘this, 
he was of opinion, was a very proper occasion to 
break through the custom to which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bropueap] had referred, 
and to discontinue this useless printing. 

Mr. HOWELL COBB agreed with the obser- 
vations of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Hupson,] and the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
ScHENCK,] but he was willing to increase the num- 
ber with the accempanying documents. He there- 
fore was in favor of printing fifteen thousand copies 
with the accompanying documents, and none with- 
out. 

[Cries of ** Agreed,” ** agreed !”’] 

Mr. HUDSON suggested that the mover of the 
resolution had it in his power to accept tliat modi- 
fication, and thereby save the necessity of incer- 
porating it as an amendment by the vote of the 
House. $ e 

Mr. BRODHEAD accepted the modification 
Poep eres by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 

OBB. : 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH moved to add 5,000 
additional copies to be printed in the German lan- 
guage. 

[A voice: ‘* And the Cherokee.” Another voice: 
** And the Mexican.’’] 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON moved to amend by 
adding ‘* 10,000 copies without the accompanying 
documents.’’ He thought it of importance to cir- 
culate copies of the message without the documents, 
in which shape it would be very acceptable to their 
constituents. 

The amendment was negatived, and the resolu- 
tion, as modified by the mover, was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. HILLIARD, it was 


Resolved, That the daily hour to which this House shall 
stand aljourned shall be twelve o’clock, M., until otherwise 


ordered. 

Mr. HENLEY moved a reconsideration of the 
vote of yesterday adopting a resolution respecting 
the rules of the House by which the one-hour rule 
was abolished. His object he explained to be to 
oe an amendment to retain the thirty-third 
rule. | 

[A voice: “Then I object. ”] 

Unless the course he suggested were agreed to, 
until the Committee on Rules reported—and the 
duty intrusted to them would require some time— 


the House would be deprived of the salutary one- 
hour rule. 


The SPEAKER suggested to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Henxgy] that he could accomplish 
his object better, and not embarrass the committee 
to whom the revision of the rules had been com- 
ee by.moving the adoption of the one-hour 
rule. 

Mr. HOWELL COBB ‘inquired if that would 
now be in order. 

The SPEAKER replied that the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Henxiey] might now give notice of 
his motion, one day’s notice being requisite. 

Mr. COBB inquired if that could be done when 
a motion was pending? 

Mr. HENLEY persisted on his motion. to re- 
consider. l i 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved to lay that motion on 
the table. 

Mr. JAS. THOMPSON moved that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to, and the 
House was adjourned accordingly to twelve of 
the clock, M., to-morrow. 


IN SENATE. 
© WEDNESDAY, December 8, 1847. 


The Hon. Joun M. Crayron, of the State of 
Delaware, and the Hon. Joun Davis, of the State 
of Massachusetts, appeared’ in their seats to-day. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read— 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, whose creden- 
tials as a Senator of the United States from the 
State of Massachusetts, for the term of six years 
from and after the.4th day of March, 1847, were 
presented at the last session, after having taken the 
oath of office, which was administered to him at 
the hands of the Vice President, took his seat. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
the following letter, which was read: 
WASHINGTON, December 7, 1847. 


Sin: Holding the relation of printers to the body over 
which you preside, under a contract made in conformity 
with an act of Congress, it may have been expected that we 
should have been prepared to place on the desks of Senators, 
printed copies. of the President’s Annual Message at the 
time it was read by your Secretary. This has been the 
practice of our predecessors; and a failure on our part to be 
equally prompt, may, without explanation, operate inju- 
riously aginst us. 

We cannot but be sensitively alive to any imputation on 
our trust-worthiness, even by implication; and not Jess 
jealous of our reputation as printers, which may be affected 
by the fact, that Senators were indebted to a daily news- 
aper fur copies of the Message, which the official printers 
had failed or neglected to furnish. We, theretore, deem it 
due to ourselves, and due to the Senate, whose printing we 
have contracted to execute, that we should state the cause 
of this unparalleled omission of a congressional printer, 
and thereon rest our appeal for the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate, for the delay in furnishing the document in question, 
in the ordinary form. That cause was simply the refusal 
of the President of the United States to furnish us witha 
copy, according to well-established usage, in advance of its 
delivery to the two Houses of Congress. i 

We trust that this fact may be our sufficient apology to 
the Senate of the United States, to which we respectfully 
ask you to communicate it. 

With sentiments of great respect, we are, sir, your obe- 


dient servants, 
WENDELL & VAN BENTHUYSEN. 

The Hon. G. M. Dautas, 

President of the United States Senate. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a report of the Secretary of State, made agreeably 
to law, accompanied by statements, showing the 
appropriations and disbursements for the service 
of the department, for the year ending June 30, 
1847; which was read. 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a memorial 
of the Legislature of the Territory of Oregon, pray- 
ing that the settlers in that Territory may be con- 
firmed in their titles to the lands occupied by them; 
and the adoption of measures for the promotion of 
education; and for facilitating the navigation of the 
Columbia river. 2 
Ordered, That it lie on the table, and be printed. 


Mr. DIX presented a preamble and resolutions 
assed by the Legislature of the State of New 
York, requesting the Senators and Representatives 
of that State in Congress to vote for the passage 
of a law granting public land for the construction 
of a railroad from Lake Michigan to the Pacific, 
according to the plan proposed by Asa Whitney, 
a citizen of New York. 

Ordered, That they lie on the table, and be print- 


Mr. DICKINSON presented resolutions passed 
by the Legislature of the State of New York, in- 
structing the Senators and requesting the Repre- 
sentatives of that State in Congress, to use their 
best efforts to procure a repeal of certain provisions 
of the laws regulating the franking privilege and 
the postage on letters and newspapers. 
Mr. DICKINSON then said: Serious exception 
has been taken to the clause of the postage law 
charging postage upon newspapers within thirty 
miles of the place where they are printed. That 
clause has been, it seems, received with great dis- 
approbation by the public; and in moving to refer 
these resolutions, as I shall, to the Post Office 
Committee, when appointed, | shall think it proper 
to call the attention of the committee especially to 
this subject. . I move, at present, that these reso- 
lutions lie upon the table, 

Ordered, That they lie on the table and be 
printed. 


Mr. DIX presented the memorial of Sarah Ann 
Hart, widow of B. F. Hart, late a purser in the 
navy, praying a pension. 

Ordered. That it lie on the table. 

Mr. DIX presented a memorial of Sarah Ann 
‘Hart, widow, and Monmouth B. Hart, Joel Kelly, 
and William Close, sureties of Benjamin F. Hart, 
deceased, late a purser in the navy, praying that 
a balance standing against him on the books of the 
treasury for certain stores which were lost by 
the wrecking of a United States vessel, may be 
cancelled. 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 


Mr. DIX presented the memorial of Francis O. 
Dorr and Andrew C. Dorr, in behalf of their bro- 
ther, Gustavus Dorr, late a captain in the army, 
who, they allege, was unjustly dismissed from the 
service for acts done while in a state of mental 
derangement, caused by an injury received while 
on duty, praying that he may be allowed a pension. 


ed 


1847. 


Ordered, ‘That it lie on the table. 


Mr. DIX presented the petition of Phebe Wood 
and Sylvia Ann Wood, children of Jethro Wood, 
deceased, praying an extension of the patent granted 
to their father for an improvement in the construc- 
tion of the plough. 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 


Mr. ATHERTON submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: .. 

Resolved, That on Monday next, at one o’clock, the Sen- 
ate will proceed to the appointment of standing committees, 
in accordance with the rules. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent: 

Resolved, That additional copies of the documents 


accompanying the President’s annual message be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 


Mr. ALLEN: The number is left blank, be- 
cause, upon conversing with a number of gentle- 
men of this body, I found they were all agreed as 
to the necessity for printing an additional num- 
ber, but they disagreed as to the number that was 
` thought to be adequate. I believe it will be gen- 
erally conceded, that there ought to be, of some 
of these documents, a very large additional num- 
ber printed, and it has been suggested by some of 
the intelligent and experienced members of the 
Senate that it would be well, probably, to oe 
a very large number of the report from the War 
Department and omit the printing of the others, 
because the events of the war in Mexico are of 
the highest degree of importance——as interesting 
not only the public feelings of the country, but 
interesting in a high degree the private feelings of 
so many families. I think, sir, that there are cir- 
cumstances connected with the whole action of 
this Government which make the reports from all 
the departments peculiarly interesting this year. 
For instance, the same reason which gives extra- 
ordinary importance at this time to the report 
from the War Department, gives almost equal 
importance to the report of the Secretary of the 
Navy; so, too, as regards the report from the 
Treasury Department. The operation of the new 
system of finance which the country has recently 
adopted gives a transcendent importance to that 
report, in connexion with the report proceeding 
from that department of the Executive Govern- 
ment. So, too, of the report from the Post Office 
Department. That report will disclose the results 
which experience has elicited as to the efficacy and 
the policy of the new system of postage. The 
same yeason, too, which gives importance to the 
reports of the Secretary of War and the Secretary 
of the Navy gives equal importance to the report 
from the State Department, as being the political 
feature of this war. Itis perfectly manifest, there- 
fore, that the reports from all the departments, 
owing to the peculiar circumstances of the coun- 
wil and the peculiar developments of the recently 
ado 


pted policy of the Government, are of tran- 


scendent 1uportance to the country. For these 
reasons I have left the number blank, in arder that 
any gentleman may suggest a number with which 
it shall be filled, which may meet the general ap- 
propriation of the Senate. I will vote for the largest 
uumber which may be proposed. I ask the action 
of the Senate, at this time, upon the resolution. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move to fill the blank with 
ten thousand, whieh will be about two hundred 
for each member of the Senate; and I am induced 
to do this because by the recent act in regard to 
printing, the additional number will add very little 
to the cost’ After the types have once been set, 
very little cost attends the printing. Besides, the 
message will be published in all the newspapers, 
and the ete will have an opportunity to read it; 
but the documents being so large will not obtain 
equal publicity unless distributed by order of the 
Senate. 

Mr. NILES. Ido not rise to oppose this mo- 
tion, sir. I think itis a very important one. If my 
honorable friend from Ohio will move to reconsider 
the vote of yesterday, ordcring the printing of twen- 
ty thousand copies of the message without the docu- 
ments, and five thousand with, making twenty-five 
thousand in all, I might-be inclined to sustain that 
motion. We are certainly beginning in a pretty lib- 
eral spirit in regard to the printing expenses of this 
body. And I wish to say a word at this time to my 
worthy friend from Pennsylvania, who, somehow, 
stuck an additional daily paper upon us. Now, 
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three are more than I can“find time to read; and, 
if a very distinguished gentleman, who was a Sen- 
ator from Georgia some years ago, had been here 
when that,motion was made, we should probably 
have had a very serious debate before what that 
gentleman would have denominated a gross abuse, 
and in fact a violation, as he thought, of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, would have received 
the santion of this body. However, that is a 
small matter. I admit, with the honorable Senator 
from Ohio, that in the present interesting condition 
of the public affairs, the documents which are laid 
before us, are perhaps of something more than or- 
dinary importance; and I would therefore be pre- 
pared, sir, to increase the number-that we may: be 
disposed to publish of those documents. But in 
regard to the message standing alone, I consider it 
altogether idle; for Í hardly think I should under- 
take the drudgery of sending off the number that 
would fall to my share, particularly after the cir- 
culation of the newspapers containing it. There- 
fore, I see no necessity for increasing the number 
of copies of the message by itself. And I think it 
better to include all the documents, as it would 
be difficult to make a discrimination which would 
meet the wishes of every Senator. If the honora- 
ble Senator will make the motion that I have sug- 
gested, I would prefer it to the one which he has 
now made. 


Mr. ALLEN. 


I ‘will say, that as to the form 


in which the motion is put, I have no particular | 


solicitude; but if the reconsideration of the vote 
which was passed yesterday, to print 20,000 cop- 
ies, should result in a modification so as to print 
10,000 only, and the motion, as proposed to be 
amended by the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
should pass, to print no more than 15,000 copies 
of the message and 10,000 of the documents, I 
should have no objection: but if the object be 
barely to diminish the number of copies of the 
message, without increasing the number, of the 
documents, why, then, I shall be inclined to op- 
ose it. 

Mr. NILES. I think the number proposed is 
too large: 15,000 of the message alone, and an ad- 
tional 10,000 with the documents, are too many. 
We are advancing pretty rapidly; we are making 
too much progress. I am the friend of pfogress, 
but I do not want to get along too fast. f propose 
the printing of 5,000 copies, which will be ample. 

r. WESTCOTT. [ would inquire how many 
-5,000 will give to each Senator. Not more, I be- 
lieve, than about forty-eight copies. The reports 
from the officers of the army to the Secretary at 
War are very much sought for by the public; I 
have received numerous applications for copies of 
these documents. Persons having relations in 
Mexico would like to possess these documents in 
a suitable form for preservation, instead of the 
perishable newspaper. I hope the honorable Sen- 
ator will withdraw his amendment, and that the 
original motion will be so modified as to reduce 
the number of the messages and increase that of 
the reports. If the copies of the message ordered 
yesterday had been furnished, I should have been 
in favor of using the whole number; but we will 
not receive them till to-morrow, probably, and in 
the mean time the message will be diffused 
throughout the whole country. I do not want to 
send off a single message unaccompanied by the 
documents. l am in favor of printing the largest 
number which has been suggested. It will not be 
too great for the wants of the country. 

Mr. MANGUM asked for the reading of the 
resolution; and it was accordingly again read by 
the Secretary. 

Mr. MANGUM. I would inquire, what are 
the documents accompanying the message? From 
what departments are the reports? 

Mr. ALLEN. From all the departments; from 
the War, the Navy, the Treasury, and the Post 
Otfice Departments. 

Mr. WESTCOTT. I wish for the reports from 
the War and Navy Departments. 

The question being put on filling the blank with 
ten thousand, it was, upon a division, decided in 
the affirmative—ayes 32, noes not counted. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

Agreeably to notice given yesterday, Mr. Hax- 
NEGAN asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill 
for the relief of the heirs of John Paul Jones; 
which was read a first and second time by unani- 
mous consent, and considered in Committee of the 


Whole. ®© 


Mr. HANNEGAN. [ft is, I know, a rathér 
unusual proposition. But I trust the extraordi- 
nary circumstances which occurred in relation to 
this bill, at the close of last session, will induce 
the Senate to suspend the rules and give it a third 
reading now. The bill is now in Committee of 
the Whole; and without detaining the Senate more 
than a very few moments, I will simply state that 
it is the identical bill which passed both Houses 
last session without a division; at all events, with- 
out a division in the Senate, for it passed this body 
by a unahimous vote. I believe that the action of 
the other House was equally unanimous.” It pass- 
ed the Senate on the last night of the sessiqn. On 
the way from the desk of the Secretary to the room. 
of the Vice President, where the President was 
appending his signature to bills, it was lost in the 
lobby, and was not recovered till after the adjourn- 
ment of. Congress, when of course it could not be 
signed by the President. This circumstance would 
be remembered by the Senate. I will only add, 
that a widow and child need the. passage of this- 
measure; and I trust there is no indelicacy in re- 
marking that prompt action on this bill is of essen- 
tial importance to them. l 

No amendment being made, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate. 

Ordered, That it be engrossed and read a third o 
time by unanimous consent. 

Resolved, That the bill pass, and that the title 
thereof be “ An act for the relief of the heirs of 
John Paul Jones.” 

Ordered, That the Secretary request the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives on this bill. 


Mr. NILES moved to reconsider the vote of 
yesterday ordering 25,000 copies of the message 
to be printed. He would then move to print 
10,000, as we had now ordered 10,000 of the docu- 
ments. 

Mr. ALLEN had no objection. 
to go out together. 

The motion to reconsider having been agreed 


They ought 


to, 
- Mr. NILES moved to amend the resolution by 


striking out twenty-five and inserting ‘‘ ten.” 

Mr. MANGUM understood that 27,000 were 
ordered yesterday. He thought it would be best 
to print 10,000, and add them to the documents 
now ordered. 

Mr. SEVIER. That is the motion. 

The amendment was adopted, and the resolu- 
tion as amended was agreed to. 


Mr. DIX gave notice that on to-morrow, or at 
some early day, he would ask leave of the Senate 
to introduce the following bills: 

A bill to establish a branch of the Mint of the 
United States, in the city of New York; 

A bill for the relief of Mangle M. Quacken- -~ 
boss. 


Mr. BREESE gave notice that on to-morrow, 
or at some early day, he would ask leave of the 
Senate to introduce the following bills: 

A bill to reduce and graduate the price of the 

ublic lands; 

A bill to grant to the State of Illinois the right 
of way through the public lands, and for other 

urposes; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Wilson; 

A bill to authorize persons to whom reserva- 
tions have been made under certain Indian trea- 
ties, to alienate the same in fee. 


Mr. DICKINSON gave notice that he would, 
on to-morrow, or at some early day, ask leave o 
the Senate to introduce the following bill: 

A bill to amend the act in relation to seamen 
navigating waters in vessels of the United States, 


c. 

Mr. GREENE gave notice that on to-morrow, 
or at some early day, he would ask leave of the 
Senate to introduce the following bill: 


A bill for the relief of Robert Purkis. 


Mr. ASHLEY gave notice that on to-morrow, 
orat some early day, he would ask leave of the 
Senate to introduce the following bills : 

A bill to establish a general preémption sys- 


tem; 
A bill to divide the judicial district of Arkan- 
sas into two judicial districts. 

.Mr. HUNTER asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the Senate the papers 
relating to the claim of the heirs of John B. Gray- 
son, deceased. 


Mr. BREESE asked and obtained leave to 
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withdraw from the files of the Senate the papers 
in the case of Nehemiah Brush. 

Mr. SEVIER asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw from_the files of the Senate the memo-, 
rial of the Legislature of Arkansas, upon the sub- 


: ject of the removal of the raft of Red river; for the 


purpose of having jt referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. , 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
« WEDNESDAY, December 8, 1847. 


The SPEAKER announced as the first business 
in order, the motion of Mr. Crinemany to lay upon 


-the table the motion of Mr. Hen ey to reconsider 


the vote adopting the rules of the last Congress, 
excepting the one-hour rule. 

Mr. CLINGMAN said, upon reflection, he 
would withdraw his motion to lay upon the table, 
as the time for which the rules were adopted would 


. expire on the third Monday of this month, when 


‘opportunity to appoint the standing committees. 
p 
- had travelled long distances, of the state of whose 
_gress to be short of funds at the commencement of 
y 


zation of the House. 


_ drawing for seats. 


that time. , 


ALExAnDER Evans was then taken up. 


‘the said pieces of paper, and as each is drawn he shall an- 


‘tinues vacant until it is selected under this order.” 


‘Changes that would be made. 


the whole subject would come up for considera- 
tion. He would suggest to Mr. Hen cer to let the 
motion to reconsider to go over informally until 


Mr. HENLEY. assenting to Mr. CLINGMAN’s 
suggestion, the motion to reconsider was informally 
laid over until the third Monday of December. 


DRAWING FOR SEATS. 


The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
It was 
as follows: 


Resolved, That.the Clerk of this House, immediately after 
the passage of this resolution, place in a box the name of 
each member and delegate of the House of Representatives 
upon a separate piece of paper; that he then proceed, in the 
presence of the House, to draw from said box, one at a tiine, 


nounce the name of the member upon it, who shall then 
choose his seat for the present session: Provided, That be- 
fore said drawing shall commence, the Speaker shall cause 
every seat to be vacated, and shall see that each seat eon- 


Mr. SIMS moved to strike out the words ‘* for 
the present session” where they occur, and insert 
«for the present Congress.” The amendment 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES wished, if it were 
in order, to move the postponement of this resolu- 
tion, for the purpose of completing the organiza- 
tion of the House by the election of all its officers. 

The SPEAKER intimated that such a motion 
would be in order. 

Mr. JONES then, before he made the motion, 
would give one or two reasons. why they should 
at once proceed to complete the organization of the 
House. 

If the House should now proceed to draw for 
seats, it would preclude the possibility of doing 
any other business during the day, for there would 
necessarily be much confusion attendant on the 
To-morrow the 
House might not be able to elect a Sergeant-at- 
Arms, and he presumed the House would adjourn 
over the residue’'of the week to Monday next, ac- 
cording to usual custom, to give the Speaker an 


Unless, then, the Sergeant-at-Arms were now ap- 
pointed, no money could be drawn. ([Laughter.] 
And there were a good many geatlemen here who 


finances he knew nothing, but he thought it ver 

probable that some of them were pretty well 
cleaned out. 
there were many new members of Congress, who 
might have some delicacy in making known their 
condition; but when those new members had been 
here as long as some of them, they would find 
that it was not uncammon for members of Con- 


[Laughter.] In the present House 


a session, and some of them at the end of it too. 
[Renewed laughter.] That was one reason wh 
they should now proceed to complete the organı- 
Another was, that he was 
always very unfortunate in lotteries, especially in 
He had now a tolerably good 
position, and he was naturally desirons to retain 
it as long as possible, for come when this drawing 
might, he was satisfied he should find himself 
located in the Territories of the Oregon or Califor- 
nia of this House. He therefore moved the indefi 
nite postponement of this resolution.. 7 

The motion to postpone indefinitely was dis- 
agreed to. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


Mr. STANTON theught, if the House would 
gamble for the seats of its members, or resort to 
lotteries to determine their respective positions, ‘‘a 
wheel” should be substituted for the box in which 
the ballots were to be deposited. This would be 
more consistent with the mode to be resorted to, 
and more fair to each member. He therefore 
moved to strike out the word “ box” and insert 
the word ‘‘ wheel.’”’ . 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. PETTIT inquired if it was in order to 
move to postpone the consideration of this resolu- 
tion for two hours? If it were, he would move a 
postponement to two o’clock, 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The original resolution was then adopted, and 
the drawing and choice of seats was proceeded 
with. 


ELECTION OF OFFICERS. 
On motion of Mr. JAMIESON, 


` Resolved, That this House do now proceed to the election 
of Sergeaut-at-Arms viva voce. 


The SPEAKER announced that nominations 
would now be received; when 

Mr. BOYD nominated Newton Lane. 

Mr. POLLOCK nominated NATHAN SARGENT. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER nominated CHARLES 
A. WHITNEY. 

Mr. Boyn, Mr. Pottock, and Mr. PENDLETON, 
were appointed tellers. 

The SPEAKER then directed the Clerk tq call 
the roll; which having been done, the tellers re- 
ported that the whole number of votes given were 
224; necessary to a choice 113; of which 


Nathan Sargent received......ccecescese sare aae LLO 
Newton Lane.......sessesosessecssssoeoesosssooo g6 
Charles A. Whitney...... cccccsccvccc cesses ccsece 12 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Nathan Surgent—Messrs, Abbott, John Quincy 
Adams, Green Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, Belcher, 
Bianchatd, Botts, Boyden, Brady, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, 
Canby, Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, 
Cranston, Cyisfield, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Don- 
nell, Duer, Danicl Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, 
Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Far- 
relly, Fisher, Flournoy, Freedley, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, 
Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. 
Hail, James G. Hampton, Moses Hainpton, Haskell, Henry, 
Hilliard; Elias B. Holmes, Hornbecks John W. Houston, 
Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, John 
W Jones, Kellogg, ‘Chomas Butler King, Daniel P. King, 
William 'T. Lawrence, Levin, Lincoln, McIlvaine, Marsh, 
Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Outlaw, 
Palfrey, Pendleton, Pollock, Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, 
Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Roman, Rose, Root, 
Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, Slingerland, 


Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, | 


Strohin, Sylvester, Talhnadge, ‘Thibodeaux, Taylor, ‘l’omp- 
kins, Richard W. ‘Thompson, John B. Thompsonu, Toombs, 
Tuck, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, White, Wilson, and 
Winthrop. f 

For Mr. Newton Lane—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, 
Bedinger, Black, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brod- 
head, Williain G. Brown, Charles Brown, Burt, Cathcart, 
Chase, Clapp, Frankhn Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell 
Cobb, W. R. W. Cobb, Cummins, Daniel, Dickiuson, Ed- 
sall, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, Fries, French, Green, 
Willard P. Hall, Hammons, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, 
Heuley, Hill, Isaac E. Holmes, George S. Houston, Inge, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Iverson, Jackson, Jamieson, Andrew 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufinan, 
Kennon, Lahin, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, Ligon, 
Lord, Lumpkin, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, Mann, 
Meade, Miiler, Morris, Morse, Murphy, Peaslee, Peck, 
Petrie, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, 
Robinson, Rockhill, Sawyer, Simpson, Sims, Smart, Robert 
Smitb, Strong, Thomas, James ‘Thompson, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Robert A. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, 
Turner, Venable, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Wiley, 
Wihnot, and Woodward. 

For Mr. Charles A. Whitney—Messrs. Bingham, Birdsall, 
Collins, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Maclay, MeClelland, 
M Pane Nicoll, Stanton, Starkweather, and Charles E. 

tuart. 


NatHan SarGeEnT, having received a majority 
of the whole number of votes given, was declared 
duly elected Sergcant-at-Arms of the House of 
Representatives for the Thirtieth Congress; and, 
presenting himself at the Speaker’s table, he was 
qualified according to law, and entered upon the 
discharge of the duties of his office. 


On motion of Mr. CALEB B. SMITH, 


Resolved, That this House do now proceed to the election 
of a Doorkeeper viva voce. 

The SPEAKER announced that nominations 
would be now received. 

Mr. C. B. SMITH nominated Roserrt E. Hor- 
NOR. 
Mr. FICKLIN nominated Cornenius S. W urr- 
NEY. 

Mr. C. B. Smirn, Mr. Ficxuiy, and Mr. Levin, 
were apgointed tellers. T 

@ 
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The SPEAKER then directed the Clerk to call 
the roll; which, having been done, the tellers re- 
ported the whole number of votes given were 224; 
necessary to a choice 113; of which— 


Robert E. Hornor received.......scsscececceecee 117 
Cornelius S. Whitney....... ccc cece eceee PES L 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Robert E. Hornor—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy 
Adams, Green Adams, Ashinun, Barringer, Barrow, Bel- 
cher, Blanchard, Botts, Boydon, Brady, Buckner, Butler, 
Cabell, Canby, Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Collan er, Con- 
ger, Cranston, Crisfield, Crowelf, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, 
Donnell, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, 
Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, 
Farrelly, Fisher, Flournoy, Freedley, Fulton, Gayle, Gen- 
try, Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Gregory, Grinneil, Hale, Nathan 
K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moscs Hampton, Ha-kell, 
Henry, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, Hornbeck, John W. 
Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thoma; Butier King, Dan- 
iel P. King, William T. Lawrence, Levin, Lineo'n, MclIl- 
vaine, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, 
Newall, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pendleton, Pettit, Pollock, Pres- 
ton, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, Jobn A. Rock- 
well, Roman, Rose, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, 
Shepperd, Sherrill, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, ‘roman 
Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Sylvester. Tall- 
madge, Thibodeaux, Taylor, Tompkins, Richard W. Thon.p- 
son, John B. Thompson, Toombs, Tuck, Van Dyke, Vinton, 
Warren, White, Wilson, and Winthrop. 

For Mr: Cornelius S. Whitney—Messrs. Atkinson, Bay'y, 
Beale, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, Black, Bocock, Bow- 
don, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Charles 
Brown, Bart, Cathcart, Chase, Clapp, Franklin Clark, Bev- 
erly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Col- 
Jins, Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Edsall, Faran, Feather- 
ston, Ficklin, Fries, French, Green, Willard P. Hall, Ham- 
mons, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Henley, Hill, Isaac E. 
Holmes, George S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Iver- 
son, Jackson, Jamieson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Jaines 
H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kauf- 
man, Kennon, Lahm, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, Lefiler, 
Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClel!and, McC.ernand, 
McDowell, McKay, McLane, Mann, Meade, Miller, Mor- 
ris, Morse, Murphy, Nicoll, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, 
Phelps, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Rohinson, Rockhill, 
Sawyer, Simpson, Sims, Smart, Rc be.t S nith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, ‘Thomas, James 
Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, Wil- 
liam ‘Thompson, ‘Thurston, Turner, Venable, Wentworth, 
Wick, Williams, Wiley, Wilmot, and Woodward. 

Rosert E. Horwnor, having received a majority 
of the whole number of votes given, was devlared 
duly elected Doorkeeper of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the Thirtieth Congress; and, present- 
5 ° q 9 . 
ing himself at the Speaker’s table, he was qualified 
according to law, and entered upon the discharge 
of the duties of his office. 


On motion of Mr. ELIAS B. HOLMES, . 


Resolved, That this House do now proceed to-the elec- 
tion of a Postmaster of the House of Representatives of tle 
United States for the Thirtieth Congress viva voce. 

The SPEAKER announced that nominations for 
Pogtmaster would now be received. ° 


Mr. McDOWELL nominated Joun M. Joux- 
SON. 

Mr. BARRINGER nominated Wituam J. 
McCormick. 

Mr. McDoweLL, Mr. Barrincer, and Mr. 
PoLLock, were appointed tellers. 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired if a motion to 
adjourn was in order? 

The SPEAKER said a motion to adjourn was 


always in order. 


Mr. McCLERNAND said, as the thirst for 


‘blood ought to be sated by this day’s work, he 


would move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being put, it was rejected. 

The SPEAKER then directed the Clerk to call 
the roll; which being done, the tellers reported 
that the whole number of votes given were 221; 
necessary to a choice 111; of which— 


John M. Johnson received @evees sever Perera oo | 
William J. McCormick, ......ccccccesccccccce cee dll 


The following is the vote: 


For Mr. John M. Johnson—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, 
Beale, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, Black, Bocock, Bow- 
don, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Charles 
Brown, Burt, Catheart, Chase, Clapp, Franklin Clark, 
Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Collins, Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Edsall, Faran, Fea- 
therston, F.cklin, Fries, French, Green, Willard P. Hall, 
Hammons, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Henley, Hill, 
George S. Houston, John W. Hauston, Inge, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Iverson, Jackson, Jamieson, Jenkins, Andrew 
Johnson, James H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Lahm, La Sére, Sidney Law- 
rence, Letfier, Levin, Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McClelland, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, McLane, 
Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, Murphy, Nicoll, Rhett, 
Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Sawyer, Palfrey, 
Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Simpson, 
Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Charles 
E. Stuart, Strong, Thibodeaux, Thomas, James Thompson, 
Jacob Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, William Thompson, 
‘Thurston, Turner, Venable, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, 
Wiley, Wilmot, and Woodward. | 
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For Mr. Wm. J. McCormick—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy 
Adams, Green Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, Belcher, 
Blanchard, Botts, Boyden, Brady, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, 
Canby, Chapman, Clingman, OCoeke, Collamer, Conger, 


Cranston, Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Don- 
nell, Duer, Daniel Dupean, Duan, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, 
Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Flournoy, 
Freediey, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Gott, 
Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hamp- 
ton, Moses Hampton, Haskell, Henry, Hilliard, Isaac E. 
Holmes, Elias B. Holmes, Hornbeck, Hubbatd, Hudson, 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, John W. Jones, Kellogg, 
Thomas Butler King, Daniel P. King, William T. Lawrence, 
Lincoln, Mcflvaine, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, 
Nelson, Nes, Newell, Outlaw, Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, 
Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Roman, Kose, Root, 
Ruinsey, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, Slinger- 
Jand, Caleb B. Sinith, Truman Smith, Stephens, Andrew 
Stewart, Strohim, Sylvester, Tallmadge, Taylor, Tompkins, 
Richard W. Thompson, John B. ‘Thompson, Toombs, Tuck, 
VandykKe, Vinton, Warren, White, Wilson, and Winthrop. 


Joun M. Jounson, having received a majority 
of the whole number of votes given, was declared 
duly elected Postmaster of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the Thirtieth Congress. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. WHITE gave notice that on to-morrow, or 
some subsequent day, he would move to amend 
the rules of the House, so as to provide for the 
appointment of a Committee on the Smithsonian 
Institution. 


CONGRESS LIBRARY. 


Mr. COLLAMER offered the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolwed, (the Senate concurring,) That a joint commit- 
tee of three members of each House be appointed to direct 
and superintend the expenditure of all moneys appropriated 
for the purchase of books for the Library of Congress, and 
all such other inatters pertaining to the said libracy not 
otherwise provided for hy law. 


Pending said resolution, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Trurspay, December 9, 1847. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
à communication from the Treasury Department, 
made agreeably to law, accompanied by copies of 
the Treasurer’s accounts with the United States 
for the third and fourth quarters of 1846, and first 
and secorfd quarters of 1847, as adjusted by the 
accounting officers of the treasury. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Second Auditor 
of the Treasury, made agreeably to law, transmit- 
ting copies of such accounts as have been rendered 
by persons charged or intrusted with the disburse- 
ment or application of moneys, goods, or effects, 
for the benefit of the Indians, from the 1st October, 
1845, to the 30th September, 1846, inclusive; to- 
gether with a statement containing a list of the 
names of all persons to whom goods, moneys, or 
effects, have been delivered within the same period, 
specifying the amount and object for which they 
were intended, the amount accounted: for, and the 
balances (under each specific head) still remaining 
in their hands. ; | 


Mr. BREESE presented the petition of Doro- 
thea Payne, widow of Adams Payne, deceased, a 
soldier in the last war with Great Britain, praying 
that she may be allowed a pension. 

Mr. DOUGLAS preserted the petition of David 
B. Sears, of Illinois, praying the right of preémp- 
tion to a certain tract of land. 

Mr. CLARKE presented resolutions of the State 
of Rhode Island and Providence Plantations, in 
favor of a railroad from Lake*Michigan to the 
Pacific coast, and the apprapriation of public lands 
on the route, for the purpose of effecting that ob- 
ject; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HALE asked and obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the Senate the petition.and 
papers of William Fuller and Orlando Saltmarsh. 

Mr. NILES asked and obtained leave to with- 
draw the petition and papers of Walter Loomis 
and Abel Gay. 

Mr. STURGEON asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the Senate the memo- 
rial of Titian R. Peale and accompanying docu- 
ments. i | 

Mr. PEARCE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate a copy of the mnilitary reconnoissance 
of the route from Fort Leavenworth, in Missouri, to San 


Diego, in California, by Lieutenant William H. Emory, of 
the Topographical Engineers, with the urap of the said route, 
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and of the Arkansas, Del Norte, and,Gila rivers; as also the 
report of Colonel Philip St. George Cooke’s route to Cali- 
fornia, after diverging from the track of Genérgl Kearny. 

Mr. BREESE moved that when the Senate ad- 
journ, it adjoursi to meet on Monday. 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS requested the Sen- 
ator from Illinois to withdraw his motion for the 
present, as the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury was expected every moment. 


Mr. BREESE. Mine is not a motion to ad- 


journ. 


Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS. I misunderstood 
the Senator. 
The motion was then agreed to; and it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn, it be 


to Monday next. 
THE LATE SENATOR HUNTINGTON. 

Mr. NILES rose and addressed the Senate as 
follows: 

Mr. Present: It is a painful duty devolved 
upon me to announce to the Senate that, during its 
vacation, one of its members has been removed by 
death. | 

The Hon. Jasez W. Huntineron, a Senator 
from Connecticut, died at his residence in Nor- 
wich, in that State, on the second day of Novem- 
ber last. His sickness was short, but severe, 
which he bore with the Christian fortitude becom- 
ing a strong mind, and died with calmness and re- 
signation and an abiding hope of a happy immor- 
tality. 

Of the public servicesand private character of my 
late colleague, l deem it necessary to say but a few 
words on this occasion. Those who knew him 
best,and were enabled most justly to appreciate 
his abilities and manly virtues, will take care that 
justice be done to his memory. 

With the advantages of a regular classical edu- 
cation, Mr. Hunrineron prepared himself for the 
legal profession, which he entered upon with a 
high promise of success,qvhich his talents and in- 
dustry soon realized. At an early age he attained 
a reputation and standing at the bar which com- 
manded the respect of his professional brethren, 
and the confidence of the public. 

In connexion with his professional business, he 
was for several years associated with the late Judge 
Gould in alaw school, where his lectures evinced 
the extent and accuracy of his legal acquirements. 

From this field of his labors he was removed in 
1828 to takea partin the public councils of his 
State and country—first as a member of the State 
Legislature, then as a Representative in the twen- 
ty-first Congress of the United States, followed by 
a reélection to the twenty-second, and again to the 
twenty-third Congress. During his five years ser- 
vice in the House of Representatives, he was dis- 
tinguished for his industry and for his zealous and 
laborious dewtion to public duties. In May, 
1834, whilst one year of his congressional term 
remained, he was called to a seat on the bench of 
the supreme court of judicature of the State ; the 
arduous and responsible duties of which he dıs- 


charged for six years with faithfulness and ability, 


and to the general acceptance of the public. From 
this exalted station, in 1840 he was transferred to 
the Senate of the United States, to fill an unexpired 
term of four years, and was subsequently reélect- 
ed for six years from the 4th of March, 1845. 

Of his services in this body—his remarkable 
industry—his habits of research and investiga- 
tion—his zealous and laborious devotion to public 
business—it is not necessary for me to speak, as 
those of you who were associated with him in 
these high duties can bear testimony to his labors, 


his researches, and his ability. 
If he sometimes displayed the ardor of the par- 


tisan, all, I think, will accord to him the merit of 
frankness, sincerity, and honesty in his opinions 
and purposes. If zealous asa politician, he was a 
sincere friend to his country, and ardently sought 
to advance what he believed to be its highest inter- 
ests, its most enduring fame. 

Both in his public career and in his irreproach- 
able character in the walks of private life, it is suth- 
cient to say that he well sustained the honor of the 
name he bore, distinguished as it has been in the 
public history of his native State. 

In concludiug these remarks, I hope to be ex- 
cused for alluding to the unexampled bereavements 
which the Senate has sustained the past year in 
the death of four of its members, all in the prime 
of life, all endeared to their associates, and all sus- 
taining a high and honorable ‘standing here and 
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before the country. May these dispensations of 
Providence admonish us that public honors and 
exalted station do not add the least strength to thè 
tenure by which we hold our lives. May they 
remind us all that the exciting scenes which sur- 
round us, and the deep interest in questions which 
come before us, may concern us individually but 
for a day or an hour; and, by moderating the in- 
temperance of partisan zeal, may they dispose the 
minds of all, at this interesting crisis of our publie 
affairs, to act with moderation and justice, and with 
a single view to the best and highest interests of 
our common country. | 

Mr. NILES concluded by offering the following 
resolutions: 

Resolved, unanimously, That the Senate, from a sincere 
desire of showing every mark of respect due to the memory 
of the Hon. Janez W. HUNTINGTON, late a member thereof, 
will go into mourning by wearing crape on the left arm for 
thirty days. 

Resolved, wnanimously, That, as an additional mark of 
respect for the memory of the Hon. Mr. HUNTINGTON, the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

Ordered, That the Secretary notify the House of Repre- 
sentatives accordingly. 

The resolutions having been adopted, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 9, 1847. 


Another member, to wit, Mr. Timorny PiLLs- 
BuRY, from the State of Texas, appeared, was 
qualified, and took his seat in the House to-day. 


Mr. JAMIESON said that, in order to complete 
the organization of the House by the appointment 
of the standing committees, and to afford the 
SPEAKER time, he moved that when the House 
adjourn it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 


Agreed to. 


The resolution moved yesterday by Mr. CoLLA- 
MER, providing for a Joint Committee on the 
Library, was taken up, read, and agreed to. 


Mr. BRODHEAD gave notice that on to-mor- 
row, or some subsequent day, he would ask leave to 
introduce a bill entitled ‘ An act to repeal so much 
of the 13th section of the act entitled ‘An act to es- 
tablish certain post routes and for other purposes,’ 
approved March 3, 1847, as authorizes a charge of 

ostage on newspapers conveyed in the mail with- 
in thirty miles from the city, town, or other place 
in which the paper is or may be published.” 


CONGRESSIONAL CHAPLAINS. 
Mr. POLLOCK offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring, ) That two Chaplains to 
Congress, of different denominations, be elected, one by 
each House, to officiate during the present session, and that 
they shall interchange weekly. 

Mr. PETTIT rose to detain the House for a 
few moments only, simply to reiterate what he 
had heretofore said on the subject which this res- 
olution presented to their consideration, and for 
the utterance of which he had been exposed to 
great reproach. He was impressed with the sol- 
emn conviction that this House had no power— 
that the two Houses of Congress together had no 
power—to appropriate the public money for reli- 
gious purposes; and hence he was opposed to the 
passage of this resolution. To him the proposi- 
tion was plain, that the National Legislature had 
no power at all to legislate on the subject of reli- 
gion; and surely they could not appropriate money 
for purposes respecting which they had no power 
to legislate. No member on that floor would 
surely present the absurd proposition that they 
had power to legislate on the subject of religion in 
any form; for the framers of the Constitution had 
wisely prohibited their doing so by the provisions 
of that instrument, which was given to them for 
their government. When the States organized 
their Governments, in some of them there exfsted 
an established religion, in others there were vari- 
ous religions alike tolerated, while in some there 
was a great preponderance of one. The New 
England States were almost all puritanical, Mary- 
land was almost exclusively Catholic—the univer- 
sal religion, the Catholic faith, having been adopt- 
ed by them. Other States had many religions. 
In order, therefore, to avoid a collision of creeds 
and the interests of these various denominations, 
and to avoid trampling on the rights and privileges 
of any, in the Constitution a provision was in- 
serted prohibiting Congress from making any law 
respecting an established religion. If, then,.Con. 
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gress could not legislate on the.subject.of religion, | but he was willing to pay as much again. In this 


it certainly followed—this at least was clear to his 
mind—that they could not appropriate money 
where they could not legislate. 

A few days since, in the presence of the Speaker 
and of the House, he held up his hand, and, so- 
lemnly appealing to the Supreme Being, promised 
to support the Constitution of these United States 
“so help me God;”’ and it was his sincere purpose 
to adhere to that solemn obligation. He was 
bound to support the Constitution as he under- 
stood it, and he could not recognise any power as 
possessed of the right to construe that instrument 
for him, or to control his actions under it. 

He did not wholly object to the adoption of the 
resolution; for he was prepared with an amend- 
ment to provide aibetancally for the accomplish- 
ment of the same purpose. He did not object to 
the election or appointment of Chaplains and the 
opening of the deliberations every morning by an 
appeal to the Throne of Grace; and he had no 
doubt, constituted as they were, that this body 
would need such appeals. Whether they should 
be able to derive much good from them he did not 
know. It would be well for them if they should 
geta devout man to pray for them: he hoped they 
should get one, for they were assured that the 
“ fervent prayer of the righteous availeth much.” 
The prayer of any other would not be heard; and 
hence, by the choice of any other, they should 
not be profited. ° a 

But he had to the resolution a serious objec- 
tion, and he now gave notice that he should offer 
an amendment and an addition to it. First, as an 
amendment, he should ask the House to strike out 
the words ‘‘ different denominations,” and fora 
very good and obvious reason, which must appeal 
to all men of common sense. Why was it, hie 
asked, that the two Houses of Congress should be 
compelled to employ chaplains of different denom- 
inations under this resolution? If there were a 
religion at all, there must be a true, a universal, a 
catholic religion. But, as there were many sects, 
while there was orthodoxy, there was also hetero- 
doxy. If, then,.out of six hundred and forty dif- 
ferent denominations into which the Christian 
world is ‘divided, there be but one right and true 
religion—and he held that there could be but one 
rizht,and pure, and holy—this House might choose 
the right, and the Senate, under this resolution, 
must be content with the heterodox; or the House 
might be in this position if the Senate should first 
choose its chaplain, and elect from the true church. 
Under such circumstances the Senate would have 
pure and undefiled religion preached to them, but 
the House must submit to have broadcast amongst 
them that which was not true. He was aware 
that these chaplains were to exchange weekly, and 
thus one week they should listen to the proper 
authority, and their prayers might be acceptable 
at the Throne of Grace; but on the next week they 
would have oneof a different denomination, whose 
prayers could not possibly be heard. Now—and 
he was not disposed to urge this subject further— 
how childish it was to prescribe such a limitation. 
If a majority of the Senate should prefer a Catho- 
lic, although a majority of this House might be 
Catholics; they would be prohibited in their selec- 
tion to electa chaplain of their own creed. The 
same observation would apply toall other denomi- 
nations. And why, he would ask, if they were 
Methodists, should they not have a Methodist 
chaplain here? He repeated that the restriction in 
this resolution was childish and absurd; and he 
should first move to strike out the words ‘‘ differ- 
ent denominations,’’ so that all creeds and denomi- 
nations should be at liberty to come and participate 
in the scramble for the prize.. 

He should next ask the House to add to the 
resolution this provision : ‘‘ Provided, Such chap- 
lains shall be paid by the members of the respec- 
tive Houses, and the United States shall not be 
liable for their salaries nor any part thereof.” He 
should ask for the adoption of this proviso, be- 
cause he doubted the propriety of appropriating 
money from the public treasury for such pur- 
poses, while the Constitution of the United States 
retained its existing provision prohibiting legisla- 
tion on the subject of religion. He had no objec- 
tion, as he had said already, to commence each 
day’s deliberations with prayer, and for the ser- 
vices of a chaplain he would pay as much as any 
one. He was not aware that he needed as much 


_ again as any other member, the benefits of prayer, 


respect he was disposed to be liberal. If they con- 
tinued the remuneration heretofore given—#500-2- 
the proportion of each would be $2 30; but he 
would pay $5 of that amount. It was not from a 
dislike of prayer that he thus objected, but from 
a conviction that they had no power to put their 
_hands into the public treasury and take the mo- 
: ney which: was drawn from believer and unbe- 
_ liever, Christian and Jew, Gentile and Mahomet- 
: an, and pay for a religion in which so many who 
| contributed to that common fund did not believe. 
: He believed that they had no such power. He 
ı Spoke prompted by a consciousness of doing right. 
| He would detain the House but little longer, 
| though he would take occasion to say that he had 
` spoken on this subject to his constituents over and 
| over again, and they knew that he came here pre- 
| pared to pursue this course so long as they hon- 
: ored him with a seat on this floor. He was aware 
| that he had exposed himself to great aspersions, 
| but this did not influence him. He could, if it 
| were necessary, give some beautiful illustrations 
' of the class of men that aspersed him—men, some 
| of them, whose hair would not have grown but for 
' Executive clemency. Yes, he had been denounced 
by men who had not been two weeks from within 
: the walls of a penitentiary for the violation of the 
‘laws both of God and man—the shedder of a 
' brother’s blood. The denunciations of such men 
i he heeded not, for he had acted from a conscious- 
ness of duty and of right; and he now in the same 
spirit asked the House to relieve him from the ne- 
cessity of voting for a chaplain of a denomination 
different from the one the Senate should select, 
‘and relieve him from the unpleasant necessity of 
voting against this resolution. If a respectable 
chaplain could be obtained, he repeated his offer to 
pay double the amount that any other member 
should pay. He desired the services of a chap- 
lain, but he was convinced this House had no 
power to appropriate money for such purposes. 
If it could be done for such purposes here, it could 
be done for like purposes elsewhere. The power 
‘ by which they could do so here, would enable 
ı them to provide chaplains for every precinct and 
| township in the country, and to compel the people 
to pay into the treasury money ostensibly for the 
| support of the army and the navy, from which to 
: pay for such chaplains as Congress might appoint 
i for them. If they had power to do it here, they 
‘had power to do it over the whole Union, and 
| thus the Constitution would be subverted. He 
| desired the members of this House to pay their 
| 
| 


| own chaplains as they paid for everything else. 
ı These were not services to be rendered to the 
i Union, but to them individually, and hence they 
should pay for such services themselves. He 
_ concluded by moving to strike out she words * of 
, different denominations,” and add, ‘ Provided, 
_ Such chaplains shall be paid by the members of the 
respective Houses, and the United States shall not 
_ be liable for their salaries or any part thereof.” 
| The amendment having been read— 
Mr. P. called for a division of the question, so 
_ that the vote might be taken first on the striking 
| out, on which he asked for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered, and the 
motion to strike out was negatived. 
| The question then. recurred on the motion to 
amend, by adding the proviso. 
Mr. P. called for the yeas and nays thereon, 
which were, not ordered. 
The amendment was then rejected. . 
The question again recurred on the original re- 
solution. 
Mr. PETTIT moved an adjournment. Lost. 
The resolution was then adopted. 


APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HENLEY offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the standing committees of this House be 
now appointed. 

Mr. VINTON inquired whether the standing 
committees, if appointed, would not expire in ten 
days, with the rules under which the House now 
acted. 

The SPEAKER replied that, by a resolution of 
the House, the existing rules were operative until 
the third Monday of the present month. 

Mr. VINTON was understood to say that he 
desired to guard against a possible contingency to 
which he had referred, and also to divide the du- 
ties of one of the standing committees of this 
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House, and therefore he offered a series of resolu- 
tions as a substitute for the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Henery. ] 

[Of these resolutions we failed to procure a copy. 
They proposed to divide the duties of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce between a Committee on 
Foreign Commerce and a Committee on Commerce 
among the States. | 

Mr. COBB rose to a point of order. He de- 
sired to be informed whether the resolutions of the 
gentleman from Ohio could be received as a sub- 
stitute for the resolution of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Hentey.] The gentleman from 
Ohio in fact offered a new rule in relation to a 
standing committee as an amendment to a resolu- 
tion, which he apprehended was notin order. To 
such a course he objected. 

The SPEAKER remarked, that if objection 
were made, one day’s notice would be necessary 
before the House could act upon the proposition 
of the gentleman from Ohio. ` 

Mr. VINTON would move then to amend the 
resolution of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HENLEY] by adding ‘except the Committee on 
Commerce,” and a provision to limit the appoint- 
ment of the committees to the present session. 

Mr. HENLEY accepted the latter part of the 
amendment. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL inquired if it was pro- 
posed by this resolution to appoint the committees 
forthwith. 

The SPEAKER replied that it was simply pro- 
posed to give the Chair authority to appoint the 
usual standing committees. . 

Mr. JAMIESON asked whether, the rules of the 
last Congress having by resolution been adopted 
by the present House to be in force until the select 
committee on that subject should report, the ne- 
cessity for such a resolution as this was not there- 
by superseded, and the Speaker could not now 
proceed, without other authority, to appoint the 
committees? / 

Mr. STANTON, too, inquired whether the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, even in 
its modified form, was now in order? 

The SPEAKER understood it was simply an 
amendment to suspend the authority to appoint 
the Committee on Commerce, and he considered it 
in order. 

Mr. VINTON reminded the House of the vast 
extent of this Union, the great amount of its com- 
merce, and the growing importance of our com- 
mercial relations, “not only between the several . 
States of this Union, but with foreign nations, 
which furnished in his judgment, sufficient busi- 
ness for two dlstinct committees of this House, 
such as his resolutions contemplated. The inter- 
nal commerce among the States would, of course, 
embrace the coasting trade between Boston and 
New York, or New York and New Orleans, which 
was as much internal trade as that between Chi- 
cago and New York, or Cleveland and Boston, 
He was desirous to see a committee on the internal 
trade of the Union appointed, because, great as 
that commerce now was, and great as were the 
resources of this country, we knew comparatively 
nothing of them—nothing of what we were doing; 
nor should we ever know anything of ourselves 
until we had a Home Department by which we 
could obtain statistics of our trade. With these 
views, he had proposed the appointment of such 
a committee, with the design of preparing for the 
establishment of a Home Department. If we had 
a committee to fake into consideration the trade 
among the States, it would be enabled not only to 
direct attention to that important branch of com- 
merce, but to lay before the Flouse such facts as . 
would enable them to know its extent, to provide 
for its encouragement, and to secure its apprecia- 
tion by the people of the United States. Then, 
and not till then, should we be able to understand 
and realize not only what we are doing, but what 
we are capable of doing. 

Mr. COLLAMER, without intending to embar- 
rass the project of the gentleman from Ohio, 
thought the adoption of such an exception as he 
had now moved might obstruct the appointment 
of the other committees. It was very desirable 
that the Speaker should have before him all the 
committees that were to be appointed, that he 
might make proper selections of gentlemen to 
serve on each; and therefore he would propose an 
amendment whereby authority should be given 
not only to appoint all the other committees as 
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heretofore, ca two committees also, one on for- 
eign and the other on internal commerce. He was 
aware that this, being an alteration of a rule, could 
not be done without one day’s notice, if any gen- 
tleman objected; but by general consent it could 
be done at once. — 

Mr. RHETT inquired whether, if objection 
avere made, it must not lie over one day. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. RHETT objected, then. If gentlemen de- 
sired this additional committee, let the other com- 
mittees be organized, and then let this proposition 
come before the House in its proper course, when 
it could be gravely considered. 

Mr. BOYD said he understood there was a doc- 
ument on the Speaker’s desk from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, which he desired to have dis- 
gee of, as it would be necessary that it should 

rinted. 
. The SPEAKER remarked that he had before 
him several communications, which would come 
up in their order. 

Mr. BOYD hoped general consent would be ob- 
eee for the disposal of these communications 


“Mri VINTON urged his proposition to divide 
the duties of the Committee on Commerce at this 
time, to avoid a subsequent disbanding of that 
committee hereafter, or the appointment of two | 
committees in addition to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. HOLMES understood that his colleague 
{Mr. Ruerr] had objected, to avoid eaten coe 
the Speaker in his appointment of standing com- 
mittees. He did not understand his colleague’as 
objecting to the resolution of the gentleman from | 
Ohio, but to the form and manner of its introduc- | 
tion at thistime. If he did not state his colleague’s | 
views right, he hoped he should be corrected. 

Mr. RHETT had said not a word as to the 
merits of the proponen of the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. HOLME S had so understood his colleague, 
and it was on that he was about to base his propo- 
sition. If the gentleman from -South Carolina 
concurred in the proposition, was this not the time 
at which the House should determine on its adop- 
tion, because in the appointment of committees the 
Speaker should be able to select the qualifications 
~and talent requisite foreach? Now, if the com- 
mittee on foreign commerce was to be a distinct 
committee, and they were to have another on in- 
ternal commerce, let the Speaker know this, so 
that he may determine the character of each, and 
avaj] himself of the best talent the House furnish- 
ed for that purpose. He concurred with the gen- 
tleman from Ohio i in the opinion of the necessity 
for such a division of the labors of this committee. 
When he had the honor to preside over the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, its time was occupied day 
after day with internal affairs, which prevented a 
proper investigation of important and complicated 
external matters. Two-thirds of its time was 
taken up with the consideration of such subjects 
as bounties on codfish, while the vastly more im- 
portant subjects were great] y neglected. He trust- 
ed the House would now go into the consideration 
of the resolution of his friend from Ohio, and de- 
termine on having a committee whose attention 
should be directed to our increasing ee 
which the present position of China opens to u 
whith Oregon and California are likely to afford, 
which Polynesia, the German States, and other 
portions of the earth may furnish to us. This 
might now justify the appointment of a distinct 
committee, to consist of gentlemen whose views 
shall be enlarged beyond fishing bounties, and em- 
brace the commerce between us and all the nations 
of the earth. 

Mr. SCHENCK suggested to the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. CoLLaMER] that there were 
two: ways by which his amendment could be 
brought before the House. One was by general 
consent, which it was not provable he would ob- 
tain. The other was by a suspension of the rules, 
which he (Mr. S.) would now move. 

The SPEAKER decided that motion to be out | 
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of paler until all pëndinz gnentions were disposed 
of. 

Mr. SCHENCK hoped, then, that the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HEnLEy] would so amend 
his resolution as to provide for the appointment of 
these two committees. 

Mr. HENLEY said it was evident the discus- 
sion of that subject would consume some time, and 
therefore he could not consent. 

Mr. RHETT said, when he objected to the re- 
solutions or amendments of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. VINTON, | it was not to avoid a discus- 
sion of the proposition, but to secure its mature 
consideration when it could be done thoroughly. 
The resolution of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HeEnieEy] was the ordinary one providing for the 
appointment of the usual standing committees, and 
with the rules which the House had adopted there 
could be no difficulty in so organizing the House. 
But the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio 
was open to weighty objections, and hence he 
deemed it inexpedient at this stage of their busi- 
ness to entertain a proposition which would neces- 
sarily involve discussion. He did not wish his 
colleague [Mr. Houmes] to understand that he fa- 
vored the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio. 
No; a proposition fora Home Department, such as 
was there contemplated, would be forever opposed 
by him. It was but a renewal of a proposition of 
Federalism in the time of Alexander Hamilton. 
What was the object of the gentleman from Ohio? 
His primary object he deemed utterly unconstitu- 
tional. It was to bring within the control of this 
House the subject of internal improvements— it 
was to get at power to improve rivers and make 
canals. Was not that his object? Would the gen- 
tleman deny it? It was by means of this commit- 
tee to reach a point on which parties had long dif- 
fered—it was to extend the power of this Govern- 
ment over internal improvements.. There might 
be another object. By internal commerce between 
the States it might be intended to increase the 
power of this Government over and to regulate 
other things to which any man with such views of 
the Constitution as he entertained would be for- 
ever opposed. 

Mr. HOLMES interposed to remind his col- 
league that this was a proposition to divide the 
duties of a committee between two committees, 
and he asked the gentleman from South Carolina 
to show him hy what process of logic he could ar- 
rive at the conclusion thata division of power was 
an increase of power. The maxim had been Di- 
vide et impera. 

Mr. RHETT continued. It had been urged 
that the Committee on Commerce could not dis- 
charge the duty intrusted to it. Many internal 
questions had been mentioned; there was foreign 
commerce as well as internal trade; and to this time 
they had gone on with no complaint that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce was unable to do its duty. 
When that committee should come to this House 
and say it was unable to discharge the duty de- 
volving on it, it would be time enough to appoint 
another committee. Would not the adoption of 
this amendment divide and tend to accumulate 
those duties? If acommittee were appointed on 
foreign commerce gentlemen would be put upon it 
whose attention would be turned to the promotion 


of foreign commerce, and if a committee were cre- - 


ated on internal commerce, gentlemen would serve 
upon it with congenial views and feelings. Now, 
could any man doubt—he put it to the candor of 
gentlemen on this floor—if they created these two 
committees that it would greatly extend the opera- 
tions of both? Would the gentleman from Ohio 
have moved for the appointment of a committee on 
internal commerce for nothing ?—if it could accom- 
plish no object whatever? It would accomplish 
an object. The gentleman from Ohio saw it would. 
It would tend to consolidate the power of this Gov- 
ernment over the States. It would tend to estab- 
lish a Home Department, which many of them be- 
lieved would be unconstitutional. He was opposed 
to this proposition now, and he should be opposed 
to it ever. 

Mr. McCLELLAND said, if he had understood 
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the gentleman from Ohio corredi, he had been 
misunderstood by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina. He understood the object of the gentleman 
from Ohio to be to collect statistics and general 
information in relation to internal commerce, and 
not to give the proposed committee charge of inter- 
nal improvements merely so far as they were recog- 
nised by this Government, and as they had been 
embraced in the powers of the Committee on Com- 
merce as it had been heretofore constituted. If 
the power contemplated by the gentleman from 
South Carolina were to be given to this committee 
by this resolution, as a new power, he believed 
the gentleman from Ohio. had misapprehended the ` 
object of his own motion. Why, the House had 
a committee whose express duty it was to act upon 
internal improvement projects—he alluded to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. What was the 
duty of that committee but to introduce bills ma- 
king appropriations for the construction of roads 
and canals? 
But he disagreed in part with the gentleman 
from Ohio. He believed the committee as already 
constituted, possessed all the power it could have 
with the division which he contemplated. And 
he agreed with the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, that the Committee on Commerce had always 
discharged its duty to the satisfaction of the House. 
This, however, might be a proper occasion to bring 
to the notice of the House the fact, that during the 
last session, the Committee on Commefce dischar- 
ged duties that did not properly and appropriately 
belong to it, and from which it should be relieved. 
Claims for fishing bounties ought to have gone to 
the Committee of Claims, and other subjects re- 
ferred to it should likewise have had other direc- 
tions. But still that committee was able to dis- 
charge all the business given to it, to the satisfaction 
of the members and the benefit of the country. 
During the last Congress the Committee on 
Commerce, for the two last months of the long, 
and one month of the short session, had nothing 
to do, having disposed of all the business before 
it; and if that committee were now constituted as 
it should be, it will be able to do all the duties the 
House may impose upon it. The appointment of 
two committees—the one on foreign and the other 
on internal commerce—will lead to invidious dis- 
tinctions. The gentlemen to constitute the com- 
mittee on foreign commerce must necessarily be 
taken from the Atlantic cities; and hence jealousies 
might be engendered which would tend’ to defeat 
the objects and purposes for. which it was designed; 
whereas the single Committee on Commerce could 
be constituted by the selection of gentlemen for all 
sections of the Union. 
Mr. VINTON, with the ‘permission of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, [Mr. McCLELLAND,] said 
his purpose was not to create a committee to whom 
aba was to be given over internal improvements, 
ut who should be charged with the consideration 
of ‘* commerce among the several States,” to use 
the language of the Constitution—that is, the home 
trade of the country, as distinguished from foreign 
commerce, or commerce with foreign nations. 

Mr. McCLELLAND resumed. That was the 
uestion he was going to speak to. From the- 
slight knowledge he had of the commerce of this 
country, he found it difficult to distinguish, on the 
lakes, the St. Lawrence, and the Mississippi, and 
the Hudson and other rivers, and the Atlantic coast, 
between foreign and internal commerce, and the 
difficulty became greater every day. He was not 
prepared now to say that he would not go with 
the gentleman from Ohio for such a division of 
the duties of this committee; but he suggested the 
propriety of not persisting in his motion at the 
present time. Hereafter there would be ample 
time for the consideration of the subject without 
obstructing the appointment of the standing com- 
mittees as heretofore organized, and embarrassing 
the Speaker. 

Mr. SCHENCK suggested, for the purpose of 
accomplishing the object of the mover, that, if the 
pending motion were not agreed to, he would af- 
terwards move to suspend the rules, with the in- 
tention of offering the following : 
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Ordered, That the standing committees of this House be 
now appointed, except the Committce on Commerce, and 
that two other committees shall be appointed, to be called 
one the Committee on Foreign Commerce, and the other 
the Committee on Commerce amongst the States. 


| One word to the gentleman from South Carolina, 
[Mr. Ruerr.] He did not intend to engage in a 
discussion of the constitutionality of internal 1m- 
rovements, which the gentleman from South Caro- 
fine apprehended would ‘be involved in the ques- 
tion before the House; but he desired to say that 
he. thought there was no occasion for doubt, nor 
any difficulty to apprehend. He would call the 
attention of the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Rust] to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Vinton] on the constitutional provision 
on which he based his proposition. That provision 
gave Congress power ‘to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations and among the several States.” All 
these powers had been committed to a single com- 
mittee, and the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Ruetr] had said that a division of power could 
Increase a power. The gentleman was alarmed 
at something; he was alarmed not only at the di- 
vision of power, but at the division of action in 
carrying out of power. Now if they looked at this 
clause they would see that there was something 
more than he had mentioned; for the clause gave 
other powers by these words, ‘and with the In- 
dian tribes.” 
We had already divided the action on this pro- 
vision by adding to the Committee on Commerce 
a Committee on Indian Affairs; and if there was 
to be difficulty by division now, there must have 
‘been difficulty then. This proposition was only 
for a further subdivision, which became necessary 
in conseq@ence of the increased business of the 
country—creating three instead of two committees; 
a Committee on Foreign Commerce, a Committee 
on Commerce among the States, and a Committee 
on Indian Affairs—three several committees,; to 
each of which its appropriate division of labor 
would be assigned. , 
_ The subdivision of committees which appeare 
to give the gentleman from South Carolina so much 
concern, was not novel in this Government. It 
had been going on from its institution. There 
was formerly but one Committee on Commerce 
and Manufactures, That continued till 1819, when 
a division was made. Then again there were the 
Public Lands and Private Lands, which were once 
under the purview of one committee, but with which 
now two committees are charged. He also found 
in the same section of the Constitution a clause 
which gave to Congress power ‘* to make rules for 
the government and regulation of the land and 
naval forces;’? and why should not that be com- 
Mitted to one committee? Because convenience 
suggested the necessity of a division, and now all 
military matters were referred to a Committee on 
Military Affairs, and subjects relating to the navy 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. The Com- 
mittee on the Militia, too, was a subdivision from 
the Committee on Military Affairs. All these sub- 
divisions were made for convenience sake, and for 
distinct, action on particular subjects. It was use- 
less, however, to go into further illustrations. If 
«the resolution of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Henery] was adopted, the Speaker would ap- 
oint the usual committees. But if the proposition 
e had. to make could be entertained, the Speaker 
would have all his committees before him, and he 
_ would be able to discriminate in the selection of 
gentlemen to serve on each. All the argument of 
the gentleman fronr South Carolina [Mr. Ruerr] 
_ in opposition to this further subdivision was based 
on a probable abuse of power; but there could be 
an abuse of power by the Committee on Commerce 


as well as by a subdivision of that committee; that. 


arated ’*3 argument, therefore, did not strike 
him as being very forcible. He reiterated, in con- 
clusion, his intention to submit a motion to sus- 
pend the rules as soon as these motions were dis- 
posed of. 


Mr. VINTON said, it was important that this 
resolution should be adopted to-day, which he was 
apprehensive would be consumed with the discus- 
sion of his amendment, and defeat the object of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Heniey.] He pro- 
posed, therefore, to withdraw his motion, giving 
notice that on Monday next he would again bring 
forward his proposition to divide the Committee 
on Commerce into two committees: 
He here begged leave to say one word in relation 
Ú 


"be 


to the intimations of the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Ruetrt] that he (Mr. V.) had in 
view a plan to pave the way for some law to regu- 
late the slave trade between the States. 

Mr. RHETT had not said that the gentleman 
had such an intention, but that such a committee 
might be induced to do so. 

Mr. VINTON had only to say that he had no 
reference whatever to that subject. He had never, 
on this floor, made any proposition which. he in- 
tended to have any bearing on that subject in any 
way. 

The resolution of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Hentey] was then adopted. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House sundry 
communications, to wit: 

A letter from the Printers of the House, explain- 
ing why printed copies of the President’s Message 
were not ready to be furnished to members on the 
day of its delivery to Congress by the President. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting, 
in obedience to the 20th section of the act approved 
August 22, 1846, and the act making appropriations 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses of Govern= 
ment for the year 1836, the annual statements of 
the contingent expenses of the Department of State 
and of foreign missions for the year ending June 
30, 1847; which letter and statement were referred 
to the Committee on the Expenditures of the De- 
partment of State. l 

A letter from the Treasurer of the United States, 
transmitting, in pursuance of law, copies of the 
Treasurer’s accounts with the United States for 
the third and fourth quarters of 1846, and the first 
and second quarters of 1847, as adjusted by the 
accounting officers of the department. Laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting, in pursuance of law, an account of 
the receipts and expenditures of the Government 
for the year ending the 30th of June last; which 
letter and accompanying documents were laid on 
the act and 10,000 extra copies were ordered to 
rinted. ; . : 
letter from the Second Auditor of the Treas- 
ury Department, transmitting copies of such ac- 
counts as have been rendered by persons charged 
with the disbursement or application of moneys, 
&c., for the benefit of the Indians, from the 1st of 
October, 1845, to the 30th of September, 1846, 
inclusive; together with a statement containing a 
list of the names of all persons to. whom goods, 
moneys, or effects, have been delivered within the 
same time. Laid on the table, and ordered to be. 
printed. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. WHITE, in comphance with the notice he 
gave yesterday, introduced the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the rules of this House be amended by 
adding one to the committees, to consist of nine members, 
which shall be entitled a Committee on the Smithsonian 
Institution. It shall be the duty of the said committee to 
supervise the proceedings of the Board of Regents, examine 
accounts and the condition of the funds of the Institution, 
suggest such alterations or amendments of the law under 
which the institution. was established as may be deemed 
necessary, and report to the House from time to time, as the 
interest of the Institution may require. 


Mr. HILLIARD said he supposed that the 
resolution would as a matter of course lie over. 

The SPEAKER said that 
now before the House. 

Mr. HILLIARD deemed this resolution entire- 
ly unnecessary. The Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution were selected, three from the Senate and 
three from this House. What possible necessity, 
then, could there be to justify the appointment of 
a committee to inspect the affairs of that institu- 
tion? Besides, other departments of this Govern- 
ment were required to act in concert with them, 
and therefore there could be no reason to justify 
the bringing of the affairs of that institution into 
this arena of debate, that its progress might be 
embarrassed, its harmony of action impaired, and 
the objects which it had undertaken be defeated. 
He asked the gentleman what good he proposed to 
accomplish by it? He would impute no sinister 
motive to a gentleman of his enlarged and enlight- 
ened views, hut still it must be borne in mind that 
the bill itself encountered great difficulties in its 
progress through the House during the last ses-- 
sion. Much hostility was manifested to it, and 


the resolution was | 


ooo 
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therefore he again asked, what good could be antici- 
pated from the appointment of such a committee? 

Mr. H. believed they ought not to change the 
present relations of Congress to that institution. 
A committee appointed by this House would not 
share in the daily deliberations of the Board of 
Regents, and, without participating in them, it 
would be difficult to comprehend all its designs. 
The Board of Regents had endeavored in good 
faith to carry out the law passed by Congress; 
and, having done so, he said, let them go on; and 
if their affairs should hereafter call for the appoint- 
ment of a select committee, appoint one when 
required, but do not now provide the means unne” 
cessarily of constantly bringing on this floor, where 
they were so much oppressed with debate,’ the 
affairs of the Smithsonian Institution. 

Mr. WHITE disclaimed all hostility to that 
institution, and declared his ardent desire to co- 
operate with the Regénts. The bequest was a 
noble one, and it should be carried out in the same 
spirit. ‘The committee which he proposed to cre- 
ate, on which he did not desire to be placed, would 
merely supervise thé appropriations and review its 
affairs, and his could not, ihenefore. be considered 
a hostile motion. It was a new institution, under 
the care and guardianship of Congress, and such 
a committee might be necessary to report what 
was useful and requisite to carry out the design 
of the testator, which was to increase the diffusion 
of knowledge among men. | 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL suggested, to save 
time, that the resolution should be referred to the 
select committee on rules, who could take it into 
consideration and report thereon to the House. 

Mr. WHITE had no objection to that course. 
He modified.his resolution accordingly, and it was 
referred to the select committee designated. 


On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, 


Resolved, That the Clerk cause to be furnished to the 
members of this House, during the present session, such 
papers as they may respectively direct; the expense thereof 
not to exceed the rate of thirty dollars per annum to each 
member, from the commencement of the session. 


Mr. FRIES moved the following resolution: - 


Resolved, That a select committee of three be appointed 
by the Chair, whose duty it shall be to inquire whether the 
health of the members of this House does not require the 
removal of the gas apparatus by which it is new lighted; 
and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


Pending the.said resolution, the House ad- 
journed. : 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, December 13, 1847. 


The Hon. Jonn BELL, of the State of Tennessee; 
the Hon. Tuomas H. Benton, of the State of Mis- 
sguri; and the Hon. Davin L. Yu.es, of the State 
of Florida, appeared in the Senate to-day. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. TURNEY presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Joux BELL, elected a Senator of the United 
States from the State of Tennessee, for the term 
of six years from and after the 4th day of March, 
1847; which were read. wa 

Mr. BELL, having taken the-oath of office, which 
was administered to him at the hands of the Vice 
PrEsIpENT, took his seat. 


REPORTS FROM DEPARTMENTS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
the-annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
on the state of finances. a a 

Mr. ATHERTON moved that 5,000 copies of 
this report. be printed, 200 of which should be for 
the yse of the Treasury Department. This was 
the number printed last session. EEr 

Mr. BREESE, regarding this.as a document 
of very great importance, moved that 20;000 copies 
be printed. 7 : 
he question was then taken on the: highest 
number, and decided in the affirmative—ayes 23, 
noes 17. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting the report of the Commis- 
sioner of the General ‘Land Office, exhibiting the 
operations in that branch of the public service during 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1847; which was 
read, and ordered to be printed. | : : 


' - The VICE PRESIDENT also taid before th 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the 


1847. 


Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with the 22d 
section of the act of January 28, 1847, a statement 
showing the amount of treasury notes issued under 
its provisions, the amount of such notes redeemed, 
and the manner in which redeemed—none having 
been purchased or reissued under said act; which 


; was read, and ordered to be printed. 


a 


{It appears from this communication that the 
amount of treasury notes issued under the 
authority of the act of 28th of January, 1847, 
WASr cee eveccescvec cece cess cee $17,573,400 


- Redeemed by the issue of half per cent. 


stock in lieu of notes surrendered.. 3,854,200 
' Received in payment of duties..... . 79,700 
Outstanding at date of report........ 13,629,500] 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of the 15th of January last, a report of 
the colonel of the corps of topographical engineers, 
communicating information upon the several sub- 
jects designated therein, as connected with the 
commerce of the western lakes and rivers; which 
was read, and ordered to be printed, together with 
500 extra copies for the use of the Topographi- 
cal Bureau. 


RESOLUTIONS OF THE STATE OF MAINE. 


Mr. BRADBURY presented the resolutions of 
the Legislature of Maine, in favor of arailroad from 
Lake Michigan to the Pacific coast, upon the plan 
of Asa Whitney, Esq., of New York; and request- 
ing the Senators and Representatives from that 
State in Congress, by their votes and acts, to pro- 
ee said object; which were ordered to be print- 
ed. - Ao 

: INCREASE IN COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SEVIER ‘submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent 
and agreed to : 


Resolved, That during the present session of Congress,'the 
Committee on Military Affairs consist of seven members. 


Mr. MANGUM, after stating that a similar in- 
crease of members was desirable in the Naval 


- Committee, submitted the following resolution; 


which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 
Resolved, That during the present session of Congress, the 
Committee on Naval Affairs consist of seven members. 
THE RIVER SABINE. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
40 remove the obstructions to the navigation of the river Sa- 
bine, and that the resolution ofthe Legislature of Louisiana, 
the report, and papers on file in relation thereto, be referred 
40 the said committee. 


ELECTION OF OFFICERS. 


Mr. SEVIER offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Senate do now proceed to balket for 
officers of this body. 

The resolution having been agreed to, the Senate 
proceeded to the election of a Secretary. 

On counting the ballots, it appeared that 48 votes 
had been given; of which Mr. Asbury Dickins re- 
ceived 46; Mr. B. B. French 1; and one blank. 

Mr. Dickins was declared duly elected. 

The Senate proceeded to the election of a Ser- 
geant-at-Arms and a Doorkeeper. 

On counting the ballots, it appeard that 49 votes 


had been given, of which Mr. Robert Beale recéiv- 
‘ed 37; Mr. Nuttall 6; Mr. Cranston Laurie 1; Mr. 


C. 5. Whitney 2; Mr. J. B. Macy 1; and two 
blanks. — 
Mr. Beale was declared duly elected. 


The Senate proceeded to the election of an Assist- 


ant Doorkeeper. 


_ On counting the ballots, it appeared that 50 votes 
had been given; of which Mr. Isaac Holland re- 
ceived 49, and there was one blank. | 

Mr. Holland was declared duly elected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
The following message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives was received by Mr. CAMPBELL, their 
Clerk: l 


“Mr. Present: The House of Representatives 


has passed a joint resolution for the appointment 


of ajaint committee of three members of each House, 
to direct and superintend the expenditure of all 
moneys appropriated for the purchase of books for 
the library of Congress, and all such other matters 
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pertaining to the said library not otherwise pro- 


vided for by law, in which I am directed to request 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

“Mr. Jons Quincy Apams, Mr. Preston, and 
Mr. Murray, have been appointed the said com- 
mittee on the part of the House. 

‘The House of Representatives has also passed a 
joint resolution that two Chaplains to Congress, of 
different denominations, be elected, one by each 
House, to officiate during the present session, and 
that they shall interchange weekly; in which lam 
directed to request the concurrence of the Senate. ”’ 

ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 

On motion by Mr. SEVIER, the Senate proceed- 
ed to consider the resolution from the House of 
rip ec for the election of two Chaplains of 
different denominations, one by each House, to 
officiate during the present session, who shall inter- 
change weekly. 

The question being upon agreeing to said reso- 
lution, it was concurred in. 

Mr. ATCHISON moved to proceed to the elec- 
tion of Chaplain. ' ; 

Mr. WESTCOTT asked of the Chair whether 
it would be proper to proceed to the election until 
the concurrence of the Senate in the joint resolution 
had been communicated to the House. He had 
no objection to proceed to the ballot now, if, in the 
opinion of the Chair, there was no impropriety in it. 

The CHAIR did not see any impropriety in an 
immediate election. 

The motion of Mr. Arcnison was then agreed 
to; and the Senate proceeded to ballot for Chaplain. 

On counting the ballots, it appeared that 46 votes 
had been given; of which the Rev. Henry Slicer 
received 31; Rev. Mr. Gurley 7; Rev. David Smith 
7; Rev. Mr. Matthews 1. 

The Rev. Mr. Slicer was declared duly elected 
Chaplain on the part of the Senate. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SEVIER moved to proceed to the election 
of the standing committees;. which was agreed to. 

Mr. MANGUM observed that the chairmen of 
the committees having been informally agreed 
upon, it would be useless to go through with the 
tedious process of balloting for them. He there- 
fore moved that so much of the 34th rule as requires 
their appointment by ballot be dispensed with; 
which was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MANGUM, the following 
chairmen of the several standing committees were 
appointed: 

On Foreign Relations.. .. ee... Mr. Sevier. 

On Finance.. .ssoeieoooee s. Mr. Atherton. 

On Commerce. ...oeseeee.+.Mr. Dix. 

On Agriculture. . e.e eseo ooe.. Mr. Sturgeon. 

On Military Affairs....0....Mr. Cass. 


On Naval Affairs. eeose. oee. Mr. Fairfield. 
On Militia... 0.0 ceceeee..+-e-Mr. Rusk. 
On Public Lands. e.e e.e ee e.. Mr. Breese. 


Yulee. 
Atchison. 
Mason. 
Bright. 
Ashley. 
Niles. 
Hannegan. 
Johnson, La. 
Cameron. 


On Private Land Claims......Mr. 
On Indian Affairs.......+....Mr. 
On Claims... cccrceccsseccee Mr. 
On Revolutionary Claims......Mr. 
On the Judiciary. ............Mr. 
On the Post Office and Post Roads. Mr. 
On Roads and Canals........Mr. 
On Pensions. ....esencecs .. Mr. 
On the District of Columbia...Mr. 


On Patentsand the Patent Office.Mr. Westcott. 
On Retrenchment...... »oeee Mr. Turney. 
On Territories. ..2..00s ....Mr. Douglas. 
On Public Buildings. ......... Mr. Hunter. 


To Audit and Control Contin- 
gent Expenses of Senate.. 

On Printing......eeeeeeeee-Mr. Bradbury. 

On Engrossed Bills... e.s e.. . Mr. Downs. 

On the Library (joint).........Mr. Pearce. 

On Enrolled Bills....+..++...Mr. Rusk. 

On motion by Mr. MANGUM, who suggested 
that the construction of the committees would not 
be finally agreed on before to-morrow, it was 


Resolved, That the election of the remaining members of 
the several standing committees be postponed until to-mor- 
row, at twelve o’clock. : 


The Senate then adjourned. 


Mr. Felch. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 13, 1847, 
The Journal of Thursday last was read and 


‘approved. 
The Standing Committees; provided for by the : 


gon, John Dickey, Linn Boyd, Du 
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Rules, the appointment of which was ordered on 
Thursday last by resolution, weré, upon the read- 
ing of the Journal of this morning, announced, as 
follows : 

Commitice of Elections.—Messrs. Richard W. 
Fhompson, Joseph Mullin, Lucien B. Chase, 
Nathaniel Boyden, Timothy Jenkins, John Van 
Dyke, and J. Dixon Roman. 

Of Ways and Means.—Messrs. Samuel F. Vin- 
ton, Robert Toombs, James J. McKay, Charles 
Hudson, George S. Houston, Charles S. More- 
head, James Pollock, Samuel G. Hubbard, and 
Henry Nicoll. 

Of Claims.—Messrs. John A. Rockwell, John 
Crowell, John R. J. Daniel, William Nelson, Da- 
vid Wilmot, George G. Dunn, Thomas W., Li- 
gon, Thomas S. Flournoy, and James H. Thomas. 

On Commerce.—Messrs. Washington Hunt, 
Joseph Grinnell, Richard F. Simpson, Moses 
Hampton, Bannon G. Thibodeaux, John Went- 
worth, Dudley S. Gregory, Archibald Atkinson, 
and Kingsley S. Bingham. 

On Public Lands.—Messrs. Jacob Collamer, 
Alexander H. Stephens, John A. McClernand, 
Garnett Duncan, Richard Brodhead, Harvey Put- 
nam, John Jamieson, Alexander Evans, and Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb. p 

On the Post Office and Post Roads.—Messrs. 
William L. Goggin, Joseph M. Root, Charles 
Brown, Daniel B. St. John, John S. Phelps, Elisha 
Embree, George W. Jones, Abraham Lincoln, 
and David S. Kaufman. 

For the District of Columbia.—Messrs. John G. 
Chapman, Frederick A. Tallmadge, James Mc- 
Dowell, Washington Barrow, Orlando B. Ficklin, 
William Henry, Alexander D. Sims, Thomas O. 
Edwards, and Benjamin B. Thurston. ; 

On the Judiciary.—Messrs. Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
George Ashmun, John Pettit, Nathan K. Hall, 
John H. Lumpkin, James Dixon, Richard French, 
John L. Taylor, and Richard K. Meade. 

On Revolutionary Claims.—Messrs. Daniel P. 
King, Chester Butler, Franklin W. Bowdon, 
Robert L. Rose, Alfred Iverson, David Outlaw, 
Jonathan D. Morris, William A. Newell, an 
Ephraim K. Smart. 

On Public Expenditures.—Messrs. Thomas L, 
Clingman, John Strohm, Henry Bedinger, Arte- 
mas Hale, Willard P. Hall, John W. Jones, Emile 
La Sére, Franklin Clark, and Harmon S. Conger. 

On Private Land Claims.—Messrs John Gayle, 
Jasper E. Brady, James B. Bowlin, William W. 
Wick, David Rumsey, jun., John H. Harmanson, 
Patrick W. Tompkins, Richard S. Canby, and 
Andrew Johnson. 

On Manufactures.—Messrs. Andrew Stewart, 
Amos Abbott, Joseph A. Woodward, John W. 
Houston, Joseph E. Edsall, Eliakim Sherrill, Wil- 
liam G. Brown, John W. Crisfield, and James 
H. Johnson. 

On Agriculture—Messrs. Hugh White, Augus- 
tine H. Shepperd, William Sawyer, John.G. Pal- 
frey, Sampson W. Harris, William - Rockhill, 
Hiram Belcher, William Thompson, and John 
I. Slingerland. P 

On Indian Affairs. —Messrs. Meredith P. Gentry, 
Daniel M. Barringer, Jacob Thompson, Abraham 
R. McIlvaine, Charles W. Cathcart, Joshua R. 
Giddings, Lucius B. Peck, Aylett Buckner, and 
Robert W. Johnson. 

On Military Affairs. —Messrs. John M. Bétts, 
Armistead Burt, James Wilson, a A. Haral- 

ley Marvin,’ 
William T. Haskell, and David Fisher. 

On the Militia.—Messrs. John B. Thompson, 
James A. Black, John Blanchard, Robert M. 
McLane, John. M. Holley, Charles H. Peaslee, 
Richard L. T. Beale, Winfield S. Featherston, and 


Rudolphus Dickinson. 


On Naval Affairs —Messrs. Thomas Butler 
King, Isaac E. Holmes, Robert C. Schenck, Hugh 
White, Thomas H. Bayly, Lewis C. Levin, 
Frederick P. Stanton, E. Carrington Cabell, and 
Amos Tuck. 

On Foreign Affairs —Messrs. Truman Smith, 
Henry W. Hilliard, Charles J. Ingersoll, George 
P, Marsh, R. Barnwell Rhett, John S. Pendleton, 
William Duer, Robert McClelland, and Daniel 
Duncan. l , 

On the Territories.—Messrs. Caleb B. Smith, 
Robert B. Cranston, Howell Cobb, Julius Rock- 
well, James Thompson, Daniel Gott, Isaac E. 
Morse, Nathan Evans, and Timothy Pillsbury. 

On Revolutionary Pensions.—Mesars. William 
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'M. Cocke, Peter H. Silvester, John D. Cummins, 
John Freedley, Thomas S. Bocock, Richard 
S. Donnell, David Hammons, William Strong, 
and Sidney Lawrence. 

On Invalid Pensions.—Messrs. Henry Nes, An- 
drew S. Fulton, George Fries, William T. Law- 
rence, Abraham W. Venable, Robert A. Thomp- 
son, George N. Eckert, James S. Wiley, and 
George Petrie. . 

On Roads and Canals.—Messrs. Robert C. 
Schenck, Elias B. Holmes, Robert Smith, Alex- 
ander Irvin, Asa W. H. Clapp, Cornelius War- 
ren, Samuel O. Peyton, William A. Newell, and 
Job Mann. . 

On Patents.—Messrs. John W. Farrelley, Wil- 
liam B. Maclay, Thomas J. Henley, John W. 
Jones, and John K. Miller. 

On Public Buildings and Grounds.— Messrs. John 
W. Houston, William B. Preston, James J. Fa- 
ran, Robert M. McLane, and Gideon Reynolds. 

On Revisal of Unfinished Business.—Messrs. John 
W. Hornbeck, Frederick W. Lord, Artemas 
Hale, Thomas J. Turner, and Hugh L. W. Hill. 

On Aecounts.—Messrs. Linn Boyd, Dudley S. 
Gregory, George A. Starkweather, William Ken- 
non, jr., and William Henry. _ 

On Mileage.—Messrs. Hiram Belcher, Thomas 
Richey, Cornelius Warren, William A. Richard- 
son, and James S. Green. 

On Engraving.—Messrs. Lewis C. Levin, Hen- 

“ry C. Murphy, and Green Adams. 

On the Library of Congress on the part of the 

House.—Messrs. John Q. Adams, William B. 

Preston, and Henry C. Murphy. 


The following committees appointed at the first 
session stand through the Congress, viz : 

Committee on Expenditures in the State Depart- 
ment.—Messrs. Daniel M. Barringer, John H. 
Crozier, Samuel Lahm, James Dixon, and Wil- 
liam Collins. | 

On Expenditures in the Treasury Department.— 
Messrs. Joseph M. Root, Richard S. Donnell, 
Ausburn Birdsall, Aylett Buckner, and Winfield 
S. Featherston. 

On Expenditures in the War Department.—Messrs. 
John H. Crozier, Richard W. Tompson, Wil- 
liam Kennon, jr., David S. Jackson, and Abraham 
Lincoln. 

On Expenditures in the Navy Department.— 
Messrs. Patrick W. Tompkins, Nathaniel Boy- 
den, William B. Maclay, Beverly L. Clark, and 
Amos Tuck. 

On Expenditures in the Post Office Department.— 
Messrs. James Wilson, Orlando Kellogg, Charles 
E. Stuart, Shepherd Leffler, and John B. ‘Thomp- 
son. 

On Expenditures on the Public Buildings.—Messrs. 
E. Carrington Cabell, James G. Hampton, Wil- 
liam Sawyer, Elias B. Holmes, and William A. 
Richardson. 

On Enrolled Bills—Messrs. James G. Hampton 
and John L. Robinson. 

The following members compose the select com- 
mittee appointed on Monday last to revise the 
Rules of the House: 

Messrs. Charles J. Ingersoll, Truman Smith, 
Howell Cobb, Caleb B. Smith, Daniel M. Barrin- 
ger, Robert McClelland, John G. Chapman, Mere- 
dith P. Gentry, and Timothy Jenkins. 


OBITUARY. 


A message was received from the Senate an- 
nouncing the decease of the Hon. Janez W. 
Hountineron; when— 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCK WELL, of Connecticut, 
rose and said— 


Mr. Speaker: The melancholy duty has been 
assigned me to propose the usual tribute of respect | 
to the memory of my deceased friend and colleague | 
in the Senate, the Hon. Janez W. HUNTINGTON, 


whose death has just been announced. He died at !: 


his residence, at Norwich, on the 2d of November ` 
last, after an illness of a few days, at the age of | 
fifty-nine. : 
know not, sir, in what terms to discharge this | 
duty, nor upon which most to dwell, the value of 
his public services or upon the purity and integrity | 
of his private character. | 
Fle was long in public life. After having filled 
important offices in his own State, in the year 1829 
he was chosen a member of this House, and so | 
continued until May, 1834, when he was elected a 
Judge of the Supreme Court of Connecticut, which | 
office he resigned when elected, in 1840, to the Sen- | 


| ate of the United States, and that high office he has 
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now resigned to render an account of his steward- 
ship to the Almighty Ruler of the Universe. 

How faithfully he discharged the duties of these 
offices, of his incredible labors, his inextinguish- 
able ardor, his admirable intellect, his earnest and 
fervid argument, there aré many before me who 
will bear testimony. 

He was, by profession, a lawyer; and, from a 
long personal knowledge, [ can bear testimony that 
he was a most thorough, learned, and accurate 
lawyer, belonging to the very highest rank in his 
profession in his own State, and with an accumu- 
lation of legal knowledge rarely equalled. ‘The 
reported decisions of our State bear witness to his 
ability as a Judge of the highest court of the State. 

While in Congress no man worked harder or 
more faithfully in the discharge of his public du- 
ties, and few had acquired as ample and valuable 
a store of political knowledge. He was also emi- 
nently practical, and knew well how to apply to 
the best advantage his profound and various learn- 
ing. So devoted was he in the discharge of his 
trust, so Unceasingly was he employed, that his 
health fell a sacrifice to his earnest zeal in the pub- 
lic service. £ 

I am aware, Mr. Speaker, that the description 
which {Í have given is of a ripe and accomplished 
statesman, and such was the deceased. He was 
more, sir. He was aman of pure character, of 
unyielding, unsuspected honesty; a consistent, de- 
cided Christian in his profession and practice. 

The Senate and country, and his own State 
especially, will feel the loss of a public man of such 
rare endowments. That State has thus been‘call- 
ed upon again, and for the third time within com- 
paratively a short period, to mourn the loss of a 
Senator in Congress. | 

I invade not the sanctity of private sorrow; I 
would not open afresh the wounds of the family 
of my deceased friend, nor mock their grief by 
the ordinary topics of consolation. ‘Their thoughts 
dwell not now on his high station, his great tal- 
ents, or important public services. They think 
of his private virtues, of ‘his Christian life; and 
their consolation is, that, at the hour of death, in 
the full possession of his reason up to the latest 
moment, he calmly, humbly, but most confidently, 
committed his iunmortal interests to the Saviour 
whom he trusted. 

May I not hope, sir, that these repeated signals 
of our mortality may check somewhat the turbu- 
lence of angry passions, and lead us all to the 
adoption of such a course in the discussion and 
decision of the important questions before us as 
will stand the test of that tribunal before which 
some of our number will probably appear during 
the session upon which we have entered. 


Mr. Rocxwe.t concluded by offering -+the fol- 
lowing resolutions; which were read, and unani- 
mously agreed to: 


Resolved, That this House has heard with deep sensibil- 
ity the announcement of the death of the Hon. Jasez W. 
HUNTINGTON, a Senator ju Congress trom the State of Con- 
necticut. 

Resolved, That, as a testimony of respect for the memory 
of the deceased, the members and officers of this House 
Wear the usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 

Resolved, That the proceedings of this House in relation 
to the death of the Hon. Jabez W. Huntington be cominu- 
nicated to the family of the deceased Ly the Clerk. 

Resolved, That this House, asa further mark of respect 
for his memory, do now adjourn. 


‘The House accordingly adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred under the rule: | 


By Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL: The petition of Robert 
Roberts, praying for an appropriation, either from the funds 
required under the treaty with Spain of 1839 or with France 
of 1831, for an indemnity for losses sustained by the capture 
of the ship Experiment in 1805. 

Also, the petition of Jedediah Morse, a revolutionary sol- 
dier, for a pension. 

Also, the petition of E. Goodrich Smith, for compensation 
for services. 

Also, the petition of Lemuel Cushman, administrator of 
the widow of a revolutionary soldier. 

Also, the petition of Esther Fish, the widow of a revolu- 
tionary soldier, tor a pension. 

Also, that the petition and accompanying papers of Wil- 
am Culver he taken from the files of the House of the last 
session, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, that the petition of the heirs of Lieutenant Daniel 
Starr, with the accompanying papers, be taken from the files 
of the House at the last session, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Also, that the petition of Mrs. Clark, of Colchester, in the 


State of Connecticut, with the accompanying papers, be ta 
ken from the files of the House at the last session, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Also, that the petition of Francis Allyer, with the accom- 
panying papers, be taken from the files of the House, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. ' 


IN SENATE. 
Tourespay, December 14, 1847. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a report of the Register of the Treasury, made 
agreeably to law, accompanied by statements of 
the commerce and navigation of the United States. 

Mr. DIX moved to lay the report on the table 
and to print it. 

He then proceeded to remark, that this was the 
annual report of the department on the commerce 
and navigation of the country. It had been the 
custom to print an extra number of this document; 
he would therefore move that an extra number of 
2,500 be printed, 250 of which should be for the 
use of the Treasury Department, and 250 for the 
use of the Register of the Treasury. 

Mr. NILES inquired if this was about the usual 
number printed, or if it was larger than usual? 

Mr. DIX said, he thought it was larger. 

Mr. NILES resumed. He was not much in the 
habit of moving here the printing of extra_copies 
of a document. But as, in his opinion, this re- 
port exceeded in importance all the other reports 
laid before the Senate, a little extra expenditure, 
for the purpose of laying it before the public, was 
necessary. It was an exposition of facts, not of 
theories, or of favorite views of any officer of the 
Government, or anybody else. It showed what 
our own citizenshad done, what had been accom- 
plished by the enterprise of the country. It ex- 
hibited the vast extent of our commerce and navi- 
gation. And on account of its importance, he 
would move to print 5,000 additional copies. 

.Mr. DIX concurred in what had been said by 
the honorable Senator as to the importance of this 
report. He approved of the motion, and would 
cheerfully second it. 

Mr. WESTCOTT asked the Senator from New 
York, if the number assigned for the use of the 
Treasury Department would be sufficient. He did 
not know the fact, but he had been told that a great- 
er number would be required to enable the depart- 
ment to distribute copies to other countries in re- 
turn for similar favors received from them. He 
had understood this to be the case. 

Mr. DIX replied, that he found that, at the last 
session, 1,750 extra copies had been printed, 250 
of which were for the use of the Treasury De- 
partment, leaving 1,500 for general distribution. 
On the next day, on his motion, 250 additional 
copies were ordered for the use of the Treasury; 
and on the subsequent day, 250 additional for the 
Register. Thus, 1t appears that 500 were assigned 
to the Treasury Department. He would move to | 
increase the number for the use of the depart- 
ment. . 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, asked the Sen- 
ator what use the Register made of them? i 

Mr. DIX replied, that the report was made by 
the Register, and was recorded there; and it was 
thought proper, perhaps, that there should be a 
number of copies there for inspection. 

Mr. DAVIS would take occasion to say, that he 
concurred in what had fallen from the Senator from 
Connecticut as to the importance of this document. 
He did not know, however, that the usual number 
was not sufficient. It was, as he described it, a 
statement of facts, interesting, in an extraordinary 
degree, to every one. It disclosed facts cunnected 
with our foreign commerce. In his (Mr. D.’s) 
opinion, this exposition should be carried still fur- 
ther. We ought to know something more of our 
coasting trade, and to be enabled to estimate its 


value. Before the close of the session, he hoped 
Congress would take some trouble to gain infor- 
mation on this interesting point. He had no ob- 


jection to the motion, but he hoped the Senator 
would not be too diffusive. 

Mr. DIX explained, that the motion for the extra 
number for the use of the department was made 
last session by the Senator from Pennsylvania on 
his right, [Mr. Cameron,] on whose motion 3,000 
were ordered. He would now move that 5,000 
extra copies-be printed, and 500 for the use of the 
department, without reference to the Register. 

The amendment was adopted, and the motion, 
as amended, was then agreed to. 
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PETITIONS. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the 


memorial of Mary L. Kcen, widow and adminis- 
tratrix of Elisha L. Keen, deceased, praying the 
repayment of money advanced by her late hus- 
band for the use of the Government; which was 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. J. also presented the memorial of Ann B. 
Cox, widow and executrix of Nathaniel Cox, de- 
ceased, late navy agent at New Orleans, praying 
the payment of a balance standing to the credit of 
her late husband on the books of the treasury; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BREESE presented the memorial of Ade- 
laide Snyder and Harriet Personeau, heirs of Jean 
F. Perry, deceased, praying the confirmation of 
their claims to certain lands in Illinois; which was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. DIX submitted additional documents rela- 
ting to the claim of Hugh W. Dobbin; which, with 
his petition on the files of the Senate, were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. D. presented the petition of Sarah Crandall, 
widow of James Coon, a soldier in the last war 
with Great Britain, praying a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. D. presented the petition of James Womsby, 
„a soldier of the revolutionary war, praying a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

My. D. submitted additional documents relating 
to the memorial of Frances O. Dorr and Andrew 
C. Dorr; which, with the petition and papers on 
the table, were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented the petition of 
William Nation and Rachel Davis, heirs of Chris- 
topher Nation, deceased, a soldier in the last war 
with Great Britain, praying to be allowed bounty 
lands; which was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. STURGEON presented the memorial of 
Eveline Porter, widow of Commodore David Por- 
ter, deceased, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Lemuel B. 
Nicholls, praying compensation for services in as- 
sisting in the emigration of the Creek Indians in 
1827 and 1828, and for a horse lost while on that 
duty; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of Thomas 
P. McBlair, a purser in the navy, praying that 
certain payments made by him to officers holding 
acting appointments in the navy may be allowed 
in the settlement of his accounts; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD submitted additional docu- 
ments relating to the claim of John Bruce; which, 
with his petition on the files of the Senate, were 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


ANNEXATION OF TERRITORY. 


Mr. DICKINSON submitted the following res- 
olutions for consideration; which were read, and 
ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That true policy requires the Government of the 
United States to strengthen its political aud commercial re- 
lations upon this continent by the annexation of such con- 
tiguous territory as may conduce tu that end, and can be 
justly obtained ; and that neither in such acquisition nor in 
the territorial organization thereof can any conditions be 
constitutionally imposed, or institutions be provided for or 
established, inconsistent with the right of the people thereof 
to form a free, sovereign State, with the powers and privi- 
leges of the original members of the Contederacy. 

Resolved, That, in organizing a Territorial Government for 
territory belonging to the United States, the principles of 
self-government upon which our federative system rests 
will be best promoted, the true spirit and meaning of the 
Constitution be observed, and the Confederacy strengthen- 
ed, by leaving all questions concerning the domestic policy 
therein to the Legislatures chosen by the people thereof. 


THE RIVER SABINE. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the following 


resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. Jonnson, 
of Louisiana; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce he instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of making fin appropria- 
tion to remove the obstructions to the navigation of the 
river Sabine; and that the resolution of the Legislature of 


Louisiana, the report, and papers on file in relation thereto, 
be referred to the said committee. 


Mr. NILES submitted the following resolution 
for consideration: 


Resolved, Thatthe Auditors of the Treasury, the chiefs of 
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| the bureaus of the Navy Department, and the Assistant Post- 


| masters General, be entitled to seats on the floor of the Sen- 
ate. 


The consideration of the resolution being asked 
for at this time, objection was made, and it was 
laid over one day upder the rule. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, the Committee of : 


Claims were authorized to employ a clerk. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SEVIER moved that the Senate now pro- 
ceed to the election of the standing committees. Ac- 
| cording to the arrangement of the last session, three 

members on each committee had been selected on 
his side of the Senate. The list had then been 
handed to the Senators on the other side, and they 
had filled itup. The Naval and Military Com- 
mittees, which had been increased by order of the 
Senate, would stand five to two. He moved that 
the list be read, and voted on without losing time 
in balloting. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Secretary 
read the following list, which was concurred in. 


The following is a list of the committees in full, 
as they now stand: 


| On Foreign Relations.—Mr. Sevier, chairman; 
| Messrs. Benton, Webster, Hannegan, Mangum. 

| On Finance.—Mr. Atherton, chairman; Messrs. 
ı Dickinson, Clayton, Hunter, Phelps. 

On Commerce.—Mr. Dix, chairman; Messrs. 
Breese, Johnson of Maryland, Cameron, Davis 
of Massachusetts. 

On Manufactures.—Mr. Dickinson, chairman ; 
Messrs. Ashley, Upham, Butler, Clarke. 

On teeta Sturgeon, chairman ; 
Messrs. Turney, Spruance, Atherton, Corwin. ' 

On Military Affairs—Mr. Cass, chairman ; 
Messrs. Benton, Crittenden, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dix, Badger, Rusk. 

On the Militia.—Mr. Rusk, chairman; Messrs. 
Atchison, Greene, Fairfield, Underwood. 

On Naval Affuirs.—Mr. Fairfield, chairman ; 
Messrs. Yulee, Miller, Bright, Johnson of Mary- 
land, Cameron, Badger. 

* On Public Lands.—Mr. Breese, chairman; Messrs. 
Ashley, Corwin, Felch, Underwood. 

On Private Land Claims.—Mr. Yulee, chairman; 
Messrs. Foote, Johnson of Louisiana, Downs, 
Berrien. 

On Indian Affairs.—Mr. Atchison, chairman; 
Messrs. Sevier, Phelps, Downs, Bell. 

On Claims.—Mr. Mason, chairman; Messrs. 
Westcott, Underwood, Bradbury, Baldwin. 

On Revolutionary Claims.—Mr. Bright, chair- 
man; Messrs. Bradbury, Upham, Rusk, Johnson 
of Louisiana. 

On the Judiciaryx—Mr. Ashley, chairman ; 
Messrs. Butler, Berrien, Westcott, Dayton. 

On the Post Office and Post Roads.—Mr. Niles, 
chairman; Messrs. Sturgeon, Pearce, Rusk, Cor- 
win. 

On Roads and Canals.—Mr. Hannegan, chair- 
man; Messrs. Foote, Clarke, Sturgeon, Spruance. 

On Pensions.—Mr. Johnson of Louisiana, chair- 
man; Messrs. Felch, Phelps, Davis, of Mississippi, 
Baldwin. 

On the District of Columbia.—Mr Cameron, 
chairman; Messrs. Hunter, Miller, Foote, Greene. 

On Patents and the Patent Office—Mr. Westcott, 
chairman; Messrs. Turney, Davis of Massachu- 
setts, Dickinson, Dayton. 

On Retrenchment.—Mr. Turney, chairman ; 
Messrs. Douglas, Mangum, Niles, Clark. 

On Territories.—Mr. Douglas, chairman; Messrs. 
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| Bright, Clayton, Butler, Davis of Massachusetts. 


On Public Buildings.—Mr. Hunter, chairman; 
Messrs. Yulee, Spruance. 
To Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate.x—Mr. Felch, chairman; Messrs. Niles, 
| Pearce. 
On Printing.—Mr. Bradbury, chairman; Messrs. 
Cameron, Greene. 
On Engrossed Bilis—Mr. Downs, chairman; 
| Messrs. Mason, Baldwin. 
| On the Library.—Mr. Pearce, chairman; Messrs. 
| Davis of Mississippi, Mason. 
On Enrolled Bills —Mr. Rusk, chairman; Mr. 
Upham. , 


Mr. HALE asked to be excused from serving 
on the committees on which he had been named. 
He hoped he would be indulged, for two reasons— 
one was personal to himself, and the other because, 
although the journals of the country had identified 
him with one of the two parties of which the Sen- 
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li gence of the Senate, and hoped to be excused. 


| 


| 
: 
| 


son why the Senator from New Hampshire should 
| 
| 
! 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
to the duties of the committees as any one; but 
® 
| 


Mr. WESTCOTT moved that the Senator from 
New Hampshire be excused. 

Mr. BADGER desired to say one word on the 
subject. He could not conceive any sufficient rea- 


be excused from taking his share of the duties 
which were imposed on all the members of this 
body. He is certainly fully capable of taking a 
part, and a distinguished part, in the labors of the 
committees. His talents and qualifications emi- 
nently fitted him for the task. The Senator had 
alluded to his political position. That could not 
be in any degree affected by his position on the 
committees, as the duties of those on which he had 
been placed were of a nature involving no political 
matters, As the Senator was fully capable of 
taking his share of the duties, he ought not to be - 
permitted to evade a burden common to all. 

Mr. WESTCOTT suggested that the Senator 
from North Carolina had lost sight of the ground 
of a personal nature which the Senator from New 
Hampshire had urged as a reason for being ex- 
cused. 

Mr. BADGER replied, that he 
Sai inconvenience as a reason why he should 

e 


excused. He was as unwilling to be confined 


also could assign 


when he came here, he did not expect to be ex- 
empted from labor. From the gentleman’s ap- 
pearance, he had sufficient physical ability, and 
his mental capacity was well known. 

The question was then taken on excusing the 
Senator, and was carried in the affirmative—ayes 
17, noes 16. 

JOSEPH WILSON. 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. BREESE asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill for the relief of 
Joseph Wilson; which was read the first and 
$econd times by unanimous consent, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. BREESE asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill to reduce and grad- 
uate the price of public lands; which was read the 
first and second times by unanimous consent, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


SURETIES OF SWARTWOUT. 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. DIX asked .and ob- 
tained leave to bring in a bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to make an arrrangement 
or compromise with Mangle M. Quackenboss 
and his codbligors, or any of them, for claims on 
bonds given by them as sureties to the United 
States; which was read the first and second times 
by unanimous consent, and referred to the Com-. 
mittee on the Judiciary. : 


COLLECTION DISTRICTS, ETC. 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. DIX asked and ob- 
tained leave to bring in a bill concerning certain 
collection districts, and for other purposes; which 
was read the first and second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

BRANCH MINT AT NEW YORK. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. DIX asked and ob- 
tained leave to bring in a bill to establish a branch 
of the mint of the United States in the city of New 
York; which was read the first and second times 
by unanimous consent, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


REGULATION OF SEAMEN. 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. DICKINSON asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill to amend the 
act entitled “An act for the regulation of seamen 
on board the public and private vessels of the Uni- 
ted States,” passed the 3d of March, 1813; which 
was read the first and second times, by unanimous 
consent, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Under this somewhat far- 
fetched title we have the act under which ae 
ers become citizens of the United States. The 


' twelfth section of that act, however, enables them 


to become citizens only atter declaring their inten- 
tions, without being at any time during five years 
out of the territory of the United States. It has | 
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been decided, and undoubtedly the decision is cor- 
rect, that involuntarily setting foot on a foreign 
shore prevents the person from receiving the 
benefit of the act. The object of this bill is to 
strike out the words ‘‘ without being at any 
time,” &c.; so that, if the persons to whom the 
act applies remain bona fide residents of the Uni- 
ted States, although it may happen that by acci- 
dent and involuntarily they set foot on foreign 
territory, they shall be entitled to all the benefits 
of the law. [ move the reference of the bill to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ask its early 
consideration, in the hope that the benefits which 
-it is proposed to extend to the many persons who 
have declared or may declare their intentions to 
become entitled to the privileges of citizenship, may 
be extended as speedily as possible. 

By unanimous consent of the Senate, the bill 
then had a first and second reading, and was refer- 
red to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


FLORIDA TREATY. 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. WESTCOTT asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill further to carry 
into effect the provisions and stipulations of the 
9th article of the Florida treaty with respect to 
certain losses of Spanish subjects in West Flori- 
da; which was aad the first and second times by 
unanimous consent, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, together with the papers on 
file relating thereto. 


DAVID SHAW, ET AL. 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. BRADBURY asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a joint resolution in 
favor of David Shaw and Solomon T. Corser; 
which was read the first and second times, by 
unanimous consent, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, together 
with the papers on file. 


NOTICES OF BILLS, ETC. 


Mr. MILLER gave notice that on to-morrow, 
or at some early day, he would ask leave of the Se- 
ate to introduce a joint resolution authorizing the 
erection, on the public grounds in the city of Wash- 
ington, of a monument to George Washington. 

Mr. GREENE gave notice that on to-morrow, 


or some early day, he would ask leave of the Sen- 


ate to introduce a bill for the relief of Mary Mac- 


e. 
Mr. BREESE gave notice that on to-morrow, 
or at at some early day, he would ask leave of the 


: Senate to introduce a bill to compensate John M. 


Moore. 

Mr. UPHAM gave notice that on td-morrow, or 
at some early day, he would ask leave of the Sen- 
ate to introduce a bill changing the places and fix- 
ing the times for holding the circuit and district 
courts in the district of Vermont. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD gave notice that on to- 
morrow, or at some early day, he would ask leave 
of the Senate to introduce a bill to allow further 
time for satisfying certain land warrants, &c. 

Mr. DOUGLAS gave notice that on to-morrow, 


-or at some early day, he would ask leave of the 


Senate to introduce a bill to divide the district of 
Ulinois into two judicial districts. 
COMMERCE OF THE LAKES, ETC. 


On motion of Mr. DIX, it was ordered that two 
thousand additional copies of the report of the 
colonel of the Corps of Topographical Engineers, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of the 15th January last, information 


‘upon thé several subjects designated therein, as 


connected with the commerce of the western lakes 
and rivers, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


Orderéd, That said report be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


REFERENCE OF THE PRESIDENT S MESSAGE. 


On motion by Mr. SEVIER, it was ordered that 
the different portions of the President’s message 


‘be referred to the appropriate committees. 


PURCHASE OF BOOKS. 
Mr. CAMERON submitted the following reso- 


lution, which was considered by unanimous con- 


sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish each 
member of the present Senate, who has not already reccived 
them, the same number of copies of the Constitution and 


` other books ordered to be furnished to the Senators by the 


resolutions of February 18, 1847. 
Mr.: SEVIER moved a reconsideration of the 
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vote just taken. He observed that there had been 
a battle about these books every year for the last 
seventeen or eighteen years; and he hoped that 
the Senator from. Pennsylvania would permit the 
vote to be reconsidered, and not press the adop- 
tion of the resolution at this time. 

Mr. CAMERON. The Senator from Arkansas 
has received, I believe, all these books, and I only 
ask that the new Senators may receive as many as 
he has received. 

Mr. SEVIER had supposed that the Senator, 
when he made a motion of this kind, would have 
some data to go upon, that we might be informed 
as to the cost. It would probably be voting seven 


or eight hundred dollars in addition to the pay of. 


each Senator, if these books are to be furnished— 
and where is it to end? 

There seemed to be a particular anxiety upon 
this subject. He had seen great battles on the 
subject, and so bitter was the conflict, that the 
civil and dtplomatic appropriation bill was nearly 
lost in consequence of it. He had seen the two 
Houses of Congress at daggers-points in regard to 
it. Now, where is all this to end? How much 
is it going to cost the Government? At the last 
session, we passed a resolution to put upon our 
tables some twelve or fourteen copies of the pro- 
ceedings of this body; and to this id you 
are going to add the expense of furnishing these 
books. Here was a very important matter about 
to be pushed through without reflection, and with- 
out anybody knowing anything of the matter; it 
was only by accident that he noticed the resolu- 
tion. Let us take time to think before we go on. 

But the Senator says I have received my por- 
tion of the books. l have taken mine, it is true, 
but they are no manner of use to me; and now, 
forsooth, because they have been heretofore dis- 
tributed to Senators, every new Senator who 
comes in here must be supplied. There will be no 
end toit. He would further say, that his friend 
from Missouri [Mr. Benton] had stated at the last 
session, that these bowks are often drawn and sold 
to booksellers in this city, and again purchased by 
order of Congress for distribution. ‘There should 
be a stop put to this practice, especially at such a 
time as this, when we are pressed for money to 
carry on a foreign war in which the country is en- 
gaged. I think it is time to put a stop to these 
expenditures; and I think that these books, which 
can be found in the library and referred to at any 
time, and which any Senator may take to his 
room and have the use of for the whole of the 
session—books which are merely valuable for oc- 
casiohal reference while engaged in our congres- 
sional duties—need not be again procured for dis- 
tribution to Senators. I hope the vote will be 
reconsidered, with the view of postponing the mat- 
ter, at least, till we know the amount of the ex- 
pense which will be necessarily incurred. I trust 
the Senator will agree to its postponement fora 
few days, that the honorable Senator trom Mis- 
souri may be present when the vote is taken upon 


it. 

Mr. CAMERON. I believe, sir, this debate is 
out of order, the resolution having been adopted. 

Mr. SEVIER. I have moved a reconsideration 
of the vote. 

Mr. CAMERON. I was perfectly willing that 
my friend, the Senator from Arkansas, should 
make his speech upon the subject; but I would 
be better satisfied, if there aré objections to the 
resolution on the part of the new Senators, to hear 
those objections stated by them. It appears to me 
rather extraordinary, that a Senator who has been 
here so long, almost, that the memory of man run- 
neth not to the contrary, and who has always 
received his due proportion in the distribution of 
these books, should be so averse, as the Senator 
from Arkansas says that the distinguished Senator 
is, to the extension of the same privileges to other 


“Senators. The Senator from Missouri is certainly 


very high authority: | am always happy to see 
him here; but the business of this body, Í appre- 
hend, should not be delayed by reason of his ab- 
sence. 

I only rose, however, to reply to the remarks 


made by the Senator from Arkansas, that mem- 


bers of this body had received these books and sold 
them to the booksellers in this city. I have un- 
limited confidence certainly in the Senator from 
Arkansas, and am ready to attach much weight 
to any statement made by him; but I do not be- 
lieve that any man. who ever had the honor of a 
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seat upon this floor would be guilty of so base an 

act as to receive these books and sell them. . I 

would not make an assertion of that kind unless I 

were able to produce the names of those who were 

guilty of such uncreditable and ungentlemanly con- 
uct. i 

Mr. SEVIER. I merely referred to what was 
stated by the Senator from Missouri, in his place 
in the Senate, at the last session, that such things 
had occurred. 

The Senator assured us that books had been 
drawn by members of Congress, whether of this 
House or the other he did not expressly state, and 
that those books had been disposed of in this city 
to booksellers, and the same books purchased 
again and placed upon our tables; and I will add, 
that I have additional reason to believe that such 
things have been done. I have reason to helieve 
that the books thus drawn have been sold by 
members of Congress. And, sir, in regard to these 
books, all I have to say is, that I have voted against- 
their distribution from the time that I first became 
a member of this body. 

They are of some little value certainly for refer- 
ence, and nothing more; and for this purpose mem- 
bers of Congress have every facility afforded them 
—they have access to the library where thege 
books, are to be found, and they may take them to 
their rooms and keep them throughout the whole 
session; thcre is, therefore, no necessity for dis- 
tributing them. ButIdo not propose further to 
debate a matter of this kind. I shall content my- 
self with asking for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. NILES. It seems to. me that the resolu- 
tion is a very extraordinary one. Hitherto reso- 
lutions of this kind have been confined to a cer- 
tain class of books which have been assumed to 
be necessary for Senators to possess. But it seems 
that this resolution embraces other books—books 
for distribution. If I understand the reading of 
the resolution, it is confined to those books which 
were ordered to be distributed among Senators at 
the last session. Now, in regard to this subject, 
generally, I can say with the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, that I have always regarded the practice of 
distributing books among Senators as not very 
creditable to the Senate. I have always believed 
that providing ourselves with political libraries at 
the public expense was not a very honorable pro- 
ceeding. 

I admit, as everybody must, that these publica- 
tions are of considerable value; yet I can say for 
myself, that, however valuable that source of in- 
formation may be, I have derived very little bene- 
fit from it. I have received no books since I have 
been a member of this body except what are 
called the State Papers, and these I have found of 
very little use to me. In regard to the books 
which were voted to Senators at the last session, 
consisting of thirty-odd volumes of the proceedings 
of Congress, going back to a very early period, I 
have received them; but they will be of no use for 
the short time I shall remain here, inasmuch as 
they were sent to me at my residence—though 
they might have been of some little use, if they 
had been allowed to remain here. I have contin- 
ued to get along without any such aid in the dis- 
charge of my duties here, and I have not per- 
ceived that the light thus to be derived is very 
essential to guide us in the discharge of those du- 
ties. I have, therefore, not felt authorized to vote 
for any resolution for distributing books; nor can 
I vote for this proposition. 

Mr. MANGUM. I hope that.the vote will be 
reconsidered. This is a subject which has at- 
tracted the attention of Congress for the last fifteen 
years. My position in this body has imposed 
upon me almost the necessity of inquiring into 
this subject, as early as the session of 1833-4. 
Very large and improvident contracts have been 
made, involving the means in the treasury to the 
amount of several hundred thousand dollars; and 
Congress felt constrained to lay violent hands on 
these contracts, and agree to compromises, per- 
haps, exceeding the bounds of moderation. Not- 
withstanding efforts made ten or fifteen years ago, 
which, in this body, seemed entirely successful, 
to put an. end to these expenditures, yet we are 
called upon, from time to time, to make appropri- 
ations to meet them. My impression 1s, that, 
under any action of this body, it will be impos- 
sible entirely to arrest what I regard ‘as a discred- 
itable and pernicious system. I hope that the 
vote will be recensidered, and that some action 
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will be had that will lead to a diminution of the 
evil. My impression is, however, that it will be 
found impossible in one branch of Congress to 
-arrest this dishonest practice, afd prevent appro- 
priations in some form for these objects. At the 
very heel of the last session, a resolution was 
passed making an appropriation of these books 
almost unanimously, though it had not my con- 
currence. I am perfectly willing, however, that 
Senators should receive these books now for the 
last time, though I shall not vote for the resolu- 
tion. I hope it will be reconsidered, and that it 
will go to the Joint Committee on the Library, or 
some other committee, and that a bill will be re- 
ported to put an end to this system of expenditure, 
so unbecoming in a legislative body. f have no 
objections, sir, that, in some form or other, an ap- 
propana should be made by which the new 
enators shall be supplied with these books. I 
shall be content if this be done, though I cannot 
vote for it; but, this being done, I should, before 
other new claimants come, claiming to be placed 
upon the same footing with those to whom books 
have been already distributed, put an end to the 
system. I would not press the immediate adop- 
tion of what might be considered an invidious dis- 
tinction; -but I do hope that, after the distribution 
shall be made to those who are now Senators, we 
shall put an end to this evil forever. 
-> Mr. FOOTE. I think it due to myself that I 
should not be misunderstood in regard to this 
question. I happen to be one of that class which 
is spoken of as new Senators, and the interesting 
Ton seems to be, whether we should receive 
these books, the titles of which I scarcely know, 
the value of which I cannot estimate, and in rela- 
tion to which I am altogether uninformed. I am, 
therefore, entirely indifferent upon the subject; but, 
as I find that there is opposition existing to the 
propesition, I- shall undoubtedly unite with that 
Opposition. If there be any doubt as to the pro- 
priety of the measure, it should be voted down at 
once; it should not be tolerated for a moment. An 
evil practice should not be tolerated even for the 
shortest period. 
I will not undertake to say, new as I am to the 
station I hold, that it would be improper to dis- 
tribute these books according to the proposition; 
but I do undertake to say, that if the act be im- 
po er, I should scorn to receive the benefit of it. 
f I doubt the power of the donor, I should scorn 
to be the donee; if I doubt the right of the dis- 
tributor, I should'scorn to be the distributee. If 
books are distributed to me, I should certainly not 
receive them unless I felt conscientiously autho- 
rized to do so. I trust I shall never be found in- 
dulging in that sort of peddling of small wares; 
and I agree most fully with the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, that if they to whom the books have been 
heretofore distributed have disposed of them in the 

: manner he states, such persons should be exposed 
and held up to public infamy. 

Mr. SEVIER. I perceive that the resolution 

refers to a previous one. I should like to know 
what books were embraced in that resolution. 


The Secretary then read the resolutions, as fol- 
OWS: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to procure for 
. the use of the Senate 2,000 copies of the authentic copy of 
the Constitution, with an analytical index, and compilation 
of other public documents, recently printed and placed in 
the hands of the members, provided the price shall not ex- 
ceed the sum of one dollar and twenty-five cents per copy. 
Resolved, That 10,000 additional copies of the authentic 
copy of the Constitution, with an analytical index, &c., be 
procured for the use of the Senate, provided they will be 
aminen at a reduction of 20 per cent. on the price above 
stated. 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to 
furnish each member of the present Senate, who has not 
already received them, such books as were furnished to the 
members of the House of Representatives of the 26th and 
27th Congresses, including the 14th volume of Register of 
. Debates, the Congressional Globé and Appendix, published 
by Blair & Rives, and Elliott’s and Madison’s Debates, and 
ona & Brown’s edition of the United States Statutes at 
large. - | 
-Mr. CALHOUN. I have been a good man 
years in this body, and believe I have voted stead- 
ily against all these propositions to distribute these 
books, and yet I havé felt a good deal of embar- 
rassment upon the subject. hen the books have 
. been offered to me, I have hesitated whether I 
should take them, but knowing they must go to 
somebody, I concluded in ay own mind I ought 
to take them. Ihave always believed, that among 
. the smaller abuses of the Government expendi- 
tures this is The greatest; and I am willing to give 
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up to any new member that may desire them, that 
ee of the books which have fallen to my share. 
have never derived five dollars advantage from 
them since the first day they encumbered the 
shelves of my library. I was nota little surprised 
when I received a letter from one of the messen- 
gers of this body, informing me that there were 
two boxes of books for me, for I knew not a word 
about the resolution which passed at the last ses- 
sion. The books were, by my direction, sent to 
my rooms in this city. l found them packed in 
two large boxes, which I have not opened, and 
f do not believe I shall open during this 
session. I appeal to the new members of this 
body whether this thing ought to go on forever; 
and if not, when can there be a more favorable 
time for putting a stop to it. Itis avery great 
abuse. These books have accumulated from year 
to year, and if the system be allowed to go on for 
ten years longer, as it has done for the last ten, a 
whole library will be voted to each new Senator. 
I shall vote for the reconsideration. 

The motion for the ayes and noes was then with- 
drawn; and the question being put upon the recon- 
sideration of the vote, it was decided in the affirm- 
ative. 

Mr. MANGUM then moved that the resolution 
be referred to the Joint Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CAMERON. Ihave no objection that it 
should be referred to that committee. My object in 
proposing the adoption of the resolution, was only 
to act courteously to the new Senators. I thought 
it better that the question should be determined at 
the early part of the session, than to defer it to the 
end; for P have heard complaints made regarding 
the introduction of resolutions of this description 
at or near the end of a session, when they are ne- 
cessarily hurried through without much examina- 
tion. lam glad that my friend from North Caro- 
lina has made this motion; I shall willingly sup- 
port it. 

Mr. MANGUM. I am sure that the Senator 
will feel that not the slightest exception has been 
taken by me to the early introduction of the sub- 
ject, for we all know that these things are some- 
times pressed through at the heel of the session 
and pass unobserved. Last winter this resolution 
I recollect was passed by a thin Senate, after the 
lighting of candles, on the last day of the session; 
and I will repeat, that as this practice has been so 
uniform, and has grown to be so inveterate, I 
really think some means ought to be taken to put 
an end to it. It cannot certainly be considered 
discourteous or unjust, if, after the distribution be 
made to those Senators who have taken their seats 
during this session, the door should be closed upon 
any future appropriation of this character. 

Mr. HALE. As one of the new members of 
this body, permit me for myself individually to 
say, that I hope the matter will be disposed of 
without any reference to what may be considered 
the personal claims of the new Senators to be fur- 
nished with these books. It appears to me that 
it is not true policy to say that we will do wrong 
this once. I think the true way is, to begin to do 
right now. | If the plea of ‘‘ just this once’’ be al- 
lowed to prevail, that plea will be just as good at 
the next session as now. ‘The true course will be 
to begin to do right now, and let me hope that 
such a course will be taken as will forever put a 
stop to the abuse which has so long existed. 

Senators may recollect that at the 28th Con- 
gress an ad wi ae was made out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House. I hope it will now be 
effectually stopped, so that even indirectly it can- 
not be continued; and, as one of the new Sen- 
ators to whom reference has been made, I am, for 
myself, perfectly willing to be made an example 
of in this instance—to have its first operation ap- 
plied to myself. 

Mr. MANGUM. The Senator from New 
Hampshire entirely misconceives my meaning if 
he understands me to say I would favor the doing 


‘wrong *‘this once.” I said distinctly I would vote 


against it, as I have uniformly done heretofore; 
but I also said that I would be content that the 
distribution should take place to those who are 
new Senators; and I said, also that I appréhended 
that in some form or other it would unquestion- 
ably pass during this Congress. 
Mr. SEVIER. ‘This once” has been the cr 

since this system commenced, and I believe with 
the Senator from North Carolina, that it will pass 


-in some form or other before .we adjourn. 


| 


| 
| 


The question being put on the reference to the 
Committee on the Library, the motion was agreed 
to. i 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


- HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tusspay, December 14, 1847. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


On motion of Mr. BARRINGER, Mr. Aueus- 
TINE H. SHEPPERD was (owing to indisposition) 
excused from serving as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 3 

Mr. BOYD rose and said, in looking over the 
list of committees, he found he was appointed on 
two, whose duties were important and laborious, 
to wit, the Committee on Military Affairs and the 
Committee on Accounts. He thought it would be 
impossible to perform the duties incident to both, 
and he therefore asked the House to excuse him 
from service on the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER put the question, ‘‘ Shall Mr. 
Boyp be excused?” and it was decided in the af- 
firmative. 

So Mr. Boyp was excused. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. GIDDINGS rose and requested the atten- 
tion of the House to an attack which had been 
made on him through the public press. [The floor 
was claimed by other gentlemen.] He rose toa 
privileged question, on which he desired to make 
a personal explanation. a : 

The SPEAKER said: The Chair will take this 
occasion to state to the gentleman from Qhio and 
to the House, that, in his opinion, personal expla- 
nations are not privileged questions; they are ap- 
peals to the courtesy of the House. Privileged - 
questions stand on a different footing. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio has the floor. om 

Mr. GIDDINGS then requested the Clerk to 
read an article which appeared in the National 
Whig of Friday, December 10, 1847; which he 
sent to the Clerk’s desk: | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“TO THE EDITOR OF THE NATIONAL WHIG. 

C PARTY T'REACHERY.—I am not at all surprised at the 
course pursued during the late election of Speaker of the 
House of Representatives by Messrs. Giddings, Tuck, Pal- 
frey, et id genus omne. Their minds are so utterly obfus- 
cated by the madness of Abolitionism, that they can neither 
see nor feel what is due to themselves or the party to which 
they profess to belong, but of which they are the mere putrid 
excrescences. They must surely know that they possess 
neither that politica] standing nor intellectual caliber that 
would justify them in arrogantly opposing the will of one 
hundred and six men of profuunder intellect, higher reputa- 
tion, and more ardent patriotism. If they have an Abolition 
twist in their brains, their constituents should -see the pro- 
priety of keeping them at home, and of thus preventing them 
from inflicting their folly on the House, or endangering the 
interests of their party by such ‘ fantastic tricks’ as they are 
apt to indulge in. ‘Thesc, it is true, would be quite harm- 
less, and only calculated to excite derision and contempt, 
if those who played them did not profess to belong to a party 
that must regard them and their follies with disgust. Asa 
Whig, I utterly repudiate such men as political nuisances.?? 

Mr. GIDDINGS interposed, and remarked that 
he did not desire the Clerk to read the residue of 
the article, if its reading were not called Le 
others. [Several voices: ‘t Read, read.’’] He 
saw no necessity for the reading of more than that 
which concerned himself. 

Mr. GAYLE said the gentleman from Ohio 
might be the proper judge of what concerned him- 
self and of what was necessary for his own vindi- 
cation, but he desired the House to hear what had 
been said of others. | ne 

The Clerk accordingly read the residue of the 
article. 

Mr. GIDDINGS also desired the Clerk to read 
a few lines which appeared under the editorial 
head of the same paper. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“« We intend to prepare a full statement of the course of 
those Whigs who deserted their party on the occasion of the 
election of the officers of the House of Representatives, and 
to send two thousand copies of the National Whig in which 
it appears into each of the districts of those gentlemen, in 
orderthat their constituencies may be made acquainted with 
the facts in the case.” 

Mr. GIDDINGS then said: This paper was put 
into my hands on Saturday last, and is the first 
copy I have met with. It was established in this 
city some six months since, with the avowed pur- 
pose of promoting the election of General Taylor 
to the Presidency. The proprietors are not made 
known to the public through its columns in the 
ordinary manner, but their names are kept out 
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of view. Common fame speaks of the establish- || I trust in God the day is far distant when senti- 


ment as‘a joint-stock concern, held ‘principally 
by a political clique of this city, but in the support 
of which some members of this House are inter- 
ested. Of these facts, however, I can only speak 
from report. The editor does not avow himself, 
though it is said, that he was formerly from New 
Orleans, and more recently an appointee under the 
Administration of Mr. Tyler; yet we have no very 
definite knowledge on this point; ‘and it appears 
quite evident that the owners, the editor, and cor- 
respondents think it policy to keep hid from the 
public gaze. - They appear to have formed a politi- 
cal cabal, with the Quixotic intention of guiding 
the Whig party in the coming Presidential con- 
test. 

T.now call attention to the articles read at the 
Clerk’s table. The first appears to have come 
from an anonymous correspondent; but it speaks 
familiarly of what passed in the Whig caucus, and 
is by many supposed to have emanated from a 
member of this body. If such be the fact, I hope 
he may be driven from his hiding-place, and com- 
pelled to stand forth to the public gaze. 

It is no part of my present object to speak in 
explanation of the votes which I gave at the elec- 
tion of Speaker and Clerk. In the course which I 
then pursued, I was guided solely by the dictates 
of my own jug men and conscience, and am re- 
sponsible only to my constituents and to my God. 
For the manner in which | discharged that duty, 
I shall at all times hold myself ready to give ex- 
planation to these whose will I was commissioned 
to execute, or whenever I may deem it due to my 
own fame. Intimations have gone out that gen- 
tlemen on this floor were greatly dissatisfied with 
my vote. On that point I will only say, if such 
be the fact, let them stand forth and avow their 
dissatisfaction in a manner becoming American 
statesmen; and neither they nor the country shall 
wait long for an avowal of the principles on which 
I acted. I came here not only to act upon all mat- 
ters which shall come before us, but to be prepared 
to vindicate my official acts whenever such vindi- 
cation shall be rendered proper. But, sir, I know 
too well what is due to my own self-respect and 
to the constituency which I represent, to enter upon 
any explanation in reply to such attacks as those 
contained in the paper just read. I, however, will 
say to the House that these assaults are perfectly 
understood. Their object is to browbeat members 
and intimidate them from following the dictates of 
their own judgment in the discharge of official du- 
ties. It remains to be seen how far their objects 
will be attained. 

Certain letter-writers, also, whose communica- 
tions have appeared both in New York and Phila- 
delphia, appear to have acted in concert with the 
writers in the National Whig, and seem desirous 
of being regarded as whippers-in of the Whig 
party. Although [ will neither name them nor the 
papers in which they appear, I will give as a spe- 
cimen of their language a short extract from one of 
‘their letters, in which the writer, speaking of the 
votes of myself and my honorable friend from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. PALFREY,] says: 


“c I forbear for the time from enlarging upon this topic as 

I would desire ; but abundance of occasion will be present- 
ed, when I shall do my duty fearlessly, and not hesitate to 
expose those who have attempted to use the Whig party as 
the stepping-stone to political ambition, and as the cover of 
schemes which no Whig should countenance or tolerate, 
come what may. I, for one, shall not shrink from this task, 
as they will discover before the session is over.” 
Others hold similar language, and I rose more 
for the purpose of disabusing the Whig party of 
all participation in such sentiments than from any 
personal consideration. In saying this, it may be 
proper that I should say that I have held my pres- 
ent seat in this body longer than any other Whig 
member. Ialso represent the strongest Whig dis- 
trict of the United States. In that district I have 
resided, man and boy, for nearly half a century. I 
grew up from a child with its advancing settlement, 
and contributed in some humble degree to the for- 
mation of its political character. It has never been 
represented except by Whigs; nor has it ever 
wavered in its political faith. And3I should poorly 
discharge the trust reposed in me, were I to permit 
that people to rest under the imputation of being 
politically associated with sentiments like those 
alluded to. Sir, [ am sure that I utter the feelings 
of every Whig in this Hall and elsewhere, when 
I say that we, as a party, have never used such 
instrumentalities, or employed such agents. And 


Point, claimed by the United States. 


ments like these shall be harbored or acknowl- 


edged by a party to which I have from its forma- 
tion been attached. 
Here the subject dropped. 


RULES OF THE HOUSE, ETC. 
Mr. J. C. INGERSOLL, from the select com- 


mittee appointed to revise the rules and orders of 
the House, by general consent made a report; 
which was laid on the table and ordered to be 
printed, and was made the special order of the day 
for Thursday next. 

Mr. HENLEY moved to suspend the rules to 
enable him to introduce a joint resolution. 

The motion was disagreed to. 


*‘Mr. TALLMADGE presented the memorial of 
James Monroe, of the city of New York, praying 
to be admitted to a seat as a member of the House 
of Representatives for the Thirtieth Congress, in 
the place of David S. Jackson, the sitting member. 
Referred to the Committee of Elections. 

Also, a petition of Hannah Avery, late widow 
of King Avery, deceased, of Cornwall, in the State 
of New York, praying to be restored to the pos- 
session, use, and occupation of certain land occu- 
pied by her father, Hugh McClannon, in his life- 
time situated within the tract of land at West 
Referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. LEVIN moved to suspend the rules to en- 
able him to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘That the Postmaster of the House supply the 
members with wrapping paper and envelopes free of charge, 
and that he be directed to keep an account of the quantity 
of paper and the number of envelopes given to each, sub- 
ject to the inspection of any member, when desired. - 

The question ‘was put on suspending the rules, 
and agreed to; and so the resolution was received. 


‘Mr. HOWELL COBB thought the resolution 
should be sent to the Committee on Accounts for 
examination. During the last Congress it was 
ascertained that great abuses had been perpetrated 
in relation to envelopes and wrapping-paper, of 
which many reams had been sent to the rooms of 
members, who had no use for them in the ordina- 
ry course of legislation. He hoped, therefore, 
that this resolution would not now be adopted, but 
that it would be sent to the Committee on Ac- 
counts, that the facts of the case might be report- 
ed upon to the House. He saw no reason why 
there should be a distinction drawn between en- 
velopes and wrapping-paper and the stationery 
which members required, and which was provided 
for them toa limited amount. At any rate, he 
hoped the House would allow a committee to ex- 
amine and report upon the subject, that they might 
vote understandingly. He moved the reference of 
this resolution to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. LEVIN had no objection to the reference, 
though he was of opinion that his resolution would 
itself provide a remedy. It proposed that a re- 
cord should be kept of the amount supplied to 
each, to which record every member could have 
access for examination. It seemed to him, there- 
fore, that the remedy it provided was full and 
ample. 

Mr. ROOT said there was a manifest impro- 
priety in sending this subject to the Committee on 
Accounts. What was done at the last session— 
in the statement of which the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Coss,] he had no doubt, was cor- 
rect—was not done under a rule of the House, but 
in accordance with a provision of a previous ses- 
sion. 

Mr. COBB said that was true. The rule limit- 
ing the stationery of members to twenty-five dol- 
lars, was a rule of the 26th or 27th Congress, 
which, however, had been acquiesced in by the 
practice.of this House ever since. It was not a 
rule of this, but of a preeeding Congress. 

Mr. ROOT said, hence the necessity of some 
resolution. There was a pressing necessity for 
doing something in this matter, but he apprehend- 
ed this resolution would be found insufficient. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Coss’s 
motion to refer; which the Speaker was of opin- 
ion was lost. 

A division was called for, and the motion was 
agreed to—77 in the affirmative, and 72 in the neg- 
ative, 


ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 


Mr. POLLOCK moved that the House do now 
proceed to the election of Chaplain. Agreed to. 
U 


The SPEAKER announced that nominations 
would now be received. 

Mr. LEVIN sominated Rev. R. W. Cusuman, 
Baptist. of 

Mr. ASHMUN nominated Rev. OrviLLE Dew- 
EY, Congregationalist. 

Mr. J.Q. ADAMS nominated Rev. R., R. Gur- 
LEY, Presbyterian. 

Mr. McLANE nominated Rev. J. N. McJu- 
TON, Protestant Episcopalian. 

Mr. STANTON nominated Rev. Levi R. Reese, 
Methodist Protestant. : 

Mr. PETTIT was excused from voting. 

Mr. SAWYER was also excused from voting. 

Mr. Levin, Mr. Asamun, and Mr. McLane, 
were appointed tellers. 

The SPEAKER then directed the Clerk to call 
the roll; which having been done— 

The tellers reported that the whole number of 
votes given was 209; necessary to a choice 105; of 
which— 

Rev. Mr. Gurley received .....0.e0+002.74 

Rev. Mr. Cushman...........0e- eee eee 60 

Rev. Mr. McJilton .........cccceceseee DO 

Rev. Mr. Dewey ...eeccsccccccccececse sao 

Rev. Mr. Reese. ....cccccccscccccssceeslG 

No candidate having received a majority of all 
the votes given, there was no election. 

Mr. McLANE withdrew the name of the Rev. 
J. N MeJilton. 4 

Mr. PoLLocxk was appointed a teller in the plaee 
of Mr. Levin. , - 

The roll was again called, and having been gone 
through— a2 

The tellers reported that the whole number of 
votes given was 207; necessary to a choice 104; of 
which— | l 

Rev. Mr. Gurley received.. .eseseeoss oo 94 

Rev. Mr. Cushman.....-ccccccsecsese n87 

Rev. Mr. DeWey...sssssoooossosooos eo 20 

Rev. Mr. RecSe..esosessosocossssossose 0 

Rév: Me: McJiltoniis «102420 siseaaccsees 

No candidate having received a majority of all 
the votes, there was no election. 

Mr. ASHMUN said, as he nominated the Rev. 
Mr. Dewey, he would withdraw his name, in order 
to enable the Honse to make choice of a Chaplain 
on the next ballot. 

Mr. LEVIN moved to suspend the rules in 
order to enable him to move a resolution appoint- 
ing a Chaplain. Disagreed to. 

Mr. STANTON withdrew the name of Mr. 
Reese. : 

The roll was then called the third time, and the 
tellers reported that the whole number of votes 
given was 202; necessary to achoice 101; of which 

The Rev. Mr. Gurley received..........102 

The Rev. Mr. Cushman..........++0.- 10 

The following is the vote in detail: 


For the Rev. Mr. Gurley—Meesrs. Abbott, John Quincy 
Adams, Ashmun, Barrow, Belcher, Blanchard, Bocock, 
Botts, Bowdon, Brady, William G. Brown, Buckner, Butler, 
Cathcart, Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Collins, 
Conger, Crisfield, Dickey, Dixon, Daniel Duncan, Dunn, 
Edwards, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, 
Flournoy, Freedley, Fulton, Gayle, Goggin, Gott, Gregory, 
Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, Hammons, James G. Hamp- 
ton, Moses Hampton, Harris, Henry, Isaac E. Holmes, Elias 
B. Holmes, Hubbard, Hunt, Irvin, Iverson, Kellogg, William 
T. Lawrence, Sidney Lawrence, McDowell, Marsh, Marvin, 
Morehead, Mullin, Murphy, Nelson, Newall, Peaslee, Peck, 
Pollock, Preston, Putnam, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Roman, Rose, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Sher- 
rill, Slingerland, Smart, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Tra- 
man Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, 
Strong, Sylvester, Tallmadge, Taylor, Tompkins, James 
Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, Tuck, Turner, Van 
Dyke, Warren, Wentworth, White, Williams, Wiley, Wil- 
mot, Wilson, and Winthrop. 

For the Rev. Mr..Cushmun—Messrs. Green Adams, Bar- 
ringer, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, Black, 
Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, Burt, Canby, Chase, 
Clapp, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobh, Cranston, Crozier, Cummins, 
Daniel, Dickinson, Garnett Duncan, Eckert, Edsall, Em- 
bree, Featherston, Ficklin, Fries, French, Gentry, Giddings, 
Green, Willard P. Hall, Haralson, Harmanson, Haskell, 
Henley, Hill, Hilliard, George S. Houston, John W. Hous- 
ton, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jamieson, Jenkins, Andrew John- 
son, George W. Jones, John W. Jones, Kaufinan, Kennon, 
Thomas Butler King, Daniel P. King, Lahm, La Sére, Le- 
vin, Ligon, Lincoln, Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, 
Mclivaine, McLane, Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris. Morse, 
Nes, Outlaw, Palfrey, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, 
Rhett, Reynolds, Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, 
Simpson, Sims, Stanton, Starkweather, Strohm, Thibo- 
deaux, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, John B. Thompson, Ro- 
bert A. Thompson, William Thompson, ‘Thurston, Toombs, 
Venable, Wick, and Woodward. 


The Rev. Mr. Gurey, having received a major- 
ity of all the votes given, was declared duly elect- 
al Chaplain for the present session of Congress. 


1847. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


GAS LIGHTS. 


The SPEAKER announced the business first 
in order to be the resolution introduced by Mr. 
Fries, several days since, to appoint a select com- 
mittee to inquire if the health of the members 
did not require the gas apparatus removed from 
the House. 

Mr. FRIES rose and said, since he offered his 
resolution for the removal of the gas apparatus, he 
had ascertained that the effluvia which had been 
found so offensive had arisen from the opening of 
the drain. This explanation was due as an act of 
justice to the gentleman who had put up the gas 
apparatus, and, as the gas might be found to an- 
swer a very valuable purpose, he asked permission 
to withdraw his resolution. 

Leave was given, and the resolution was with- 
drawn accordingly. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 


lowing papers: 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting the report from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, showing the 
operations in that branch of the public service du- 
ring the last year. Referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with the 22d 
section of the act of July 28, 1846, a statement 
showing the amount of treasury notes issued un- 
der its provisions, the amount redeemed, and the 
manner in which redeemed. Laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to the resolution 
of the House of Represéntatives of December 3, 
1791, a report of the receipts and expenditures of 
the Government for the year ending June 30, 1846. 
Laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Third Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting a report upon the case of Tho- 
mas IT. Noble, in obedience to a resolution of the 
House of ie ee oe of the Ist of March last. 
Referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordéred 
to be printed. | 

A letter from the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, transmitting a report of the expendi- 
ture of the contingent fund, from the Ist day of 
December, 1846, to the 1st day of December, 1847; 
the amounts paid for stationery furnished the post 
office of the House of Representatives and the 
Clerk for the use of the Clerk’s office during the 
same period; and the balance of money on hand on 
the 7th day of December, 1847. 

A letter from the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, transmitting his report of the purchase 
of stationery necessary for the use of the House of 
Representatives during the present session. Laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF JOHN PAUL JONES. 


A. bill from the Senate for the relief of the heirs 
of John Paul Jones was taken up, and read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. POLLOCK hoped that this bill would be al- 
lowed to pass through all its stages. The history of 
it was, that, at the last session, it passed by a large 
majority of this House, and by the Senate almost 
unanimously, with a trifling amendment, in which 
this House concurred. It was regularly engrossed 
and enrolled; but, on being carried to the Presi- 
dent’s room, it was accidentally dropped, and in 
that way failed to receive his signature and to be- 
come a law. Immediately on meeting for the pres- 
ent session, the Senate again took up this bill and 
passed it almost unanimously; and, as its merits 
were clear, there was, he supposed, no gentleman 
there who would not now give it his hearty sup- 
port. ‘These heirs have been before Congress for 
a quarter of a century, and justice required that 
they should now be gratified by the passage of this 
bill. He hoped, therefore, that the House would 
do what justice required—put this bill on its pas- 
_ sage. He moved a suspension of the rules for 
that purpose. 

Mr. BOWLIN said, in the passage of this bill 
through the House at the last session he opposed 
it, because he believed it to be wrong; but he 
should not now be mad enough to undertake to fight 
against it after the two Houses had declared their 
opinion respecting it. It should not, however, be 
forgotten, that one feature was found in it at the 


last session, which was amended on the motion of | 
Mr. Danie, and by-that amendment $900,000 was 
saved to the country. On examining the writing, 
an error was discovered, one of the greatest errors 
that was ever attempted by the legislation of this 
country. It was proposed by the bill that the 
heirs of Paul Jones should not only receive the 
proportion due to him as the commander in that 
expedition, but that they should be the legatees of 
all the American officers and seamen engaged with 
him. [A voice: It is not in this bill.] He did not 
know whether it was or not; and therefore he 
desired that ıt should go to a committee for exami- 
nation. ‘The bill came to this House in that con- 
dition last year. It involved as large an amount 
as $1,200,000, of which $900,000 was stripped from 
it by one amendment. He found that, contrary to 
every principle of justice and of right, people from 
Scotland, of whom we knew nothing, were made 
the legatees of American seamen and American 
officers who served with Paul Jones. This Gov- 
ernment was the residuary legatee of these officers 
and seamen on the failure of others to appear; and 
what provision this bill contained on this point he 
did not know, and, not knowing, he asked that it 
might be referred and printed. He had no inten- 
tion again to contest the passage of this bill, after 
the decision of the two Houses upon it, but he did 
desire to see that it was passed in no other shape 
than that in which it was when, at the close of the 
last session, it was designed for the President’s 
signature. When he was satisfied of that fact, he 
should cease further to struggle against it. 

Mr. POLLOCK had merely to say that this bill 
was in the precise form in which it passed the 
House at the last session. 7 

[A voice: Let it be examined; it won’t hurt it.] 

Mr. BARRINGER voted for this bill at the last 
session, and should do so now; but there was 
great force in the remarks of the gentleman from 
Missouri, [Mr. Bow .in,] and hence he concurred 
in the propriety of the reference. 

After some conversation, in which Mr. BROD- 
HEAD, Mr. T. B. KING, Mr. ROCKWELL 
of Connecticut, and others participated, the bill 
was referred to the Committee of Claims, and was 
ordered to be printed. 


On motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, it was 
ordered that the petition and papers of Charles G. 
Ridgely, a .captain in the Navy of the United 
States, now on the files of the House, praying re- 
imbursement of certain expenditures, be with- 
drawn and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 


INTERNAL COMMERCE. 


Mr. VINTON moved the following resolution, 
in pursuance of previous notice: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce shall here- 
after be called “ The Committee on Commerce among the 
States,” and shall have charge of all questions touching the 
regulation of trade among the several States of the Union. 
There shall also be added to the standing committees of the 
House a committee, to be composed of nine members, 
which shall be called “ The Committee on Commerce with 
Foreign Nations.” It shall have charge of all questions 
concerning the regulation of the trade of the United States 
with foreign nations. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOUSTON moved to amend 
the resolution by adding the following proviso: 

Provided, That it shall be the duty and power of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce among the States to take into consid- 
eration all such petitions and matters and things touching 
the appropriation of the public money for the improvement 
of the navigation of rivers, lakes, harbors, bays, and inlets, 
both upon the seaboard and in the interior, and not of the 
said Committee on Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. HOUSTON, in a word of explanation of 
his amendment, was understood to say, that, in his 
judgment, the effect of the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Ohio would be to separate the improve- 
ments on the seacoast from those on the lakes and 


rivers, giving jurisdiction over the former to the 


Committee on Foreign Commerce, and over the 
latter to the committee on the commerce among 
the States. Such a division, he thought, would 
lead to great confusion and difficulty. The system 
of improvements had always been regarded one 
and entire. The object of his amendment was 
merely to preserve its unity. Should it prevail, 
he would vote for the resolution; otherwise, he 
should feel constrained to vote against it. 

Mr. VINTON supposed, if a committee on com- 
merce ‘‘ among the several States’? were created, 
that it would take charge of all the subjects refer- 
red to by the gentleman from Delaware. The 
committees proposed to be raised were committees 


on the foreign trade of the country and the home 
trade, pursuing that view which was adopted in 
the Constitution itself. The Constitution gave to 
Congress the power over the trade ‘* with foreign 
nations” and ‘‘ among the several States.” Now, 


the trade ‘‘ among the States’’ was as well the trade 


between North Carolina and New York along the 
seaboard as between Illinois and New York by the 
lakes. The one was as much trade between the 
States as the other. The committee proposed to 
be raised was, in the language of the Constitution, 
a committee which should have charge of the trade 
‘among the several States.’? It would have full 
power over that trade to the extent it was confer- 
red by that clause of the Constitution, whether that 
power was greater or less; and this House could 
give them no more. If he supposed it was neces- 
sary to adopt the amendment of the gentleman from 
Delaware, he certainly should not object to it; but 
he understood that it did not add to the proposition 
already made, but might be regarded as qualifying 
and restricting it. 

The resolution and amendment were again read 
at the request of several gentlemen. 

And, pending the question, 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred under the rule: 


By Mr. PUTNAM: The ponon of Amzy Judd, praying 
for a grant of bounty land. Also, the petition of Anna 
Giffin, the widow of a revolutionary soldier, for a pension. 
Also, that the petition of Anna Giffin, with the accompany- 
ing documents, be taken from the files of the House of the 
last Congress, and referred to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions. 

By Mr. COCKE: The petition of George Hix, of Monroe 
county, Tennessee, praying compensation for depredations 
committed by Lieut. Fowler and company, in the service 
of the United States, in the Cherokee nation. 

By Mr. GRINNELL: The petition of Elisha H. Holmes, 
with the documents connected therewith, for the renewal 
of his patent. Also,the petition of Joseph C. Delano, and 
other shipmasters and merchants of New Bedford, Massa- 
chusetts, for a beacon-light on Palmer’s Island, in the har- 
bor at that port. Also, the memorial of E. Sawin and 
others, of Fairhaven, Massachusctts, praying that the claim 
of Alborn Allen for a balance due him for a revenue boat 
built by him, under a contract with the collector of the port 
of Nantucket, be paid. And Mr. G. moved that the petition 
of said Alborn Allen, and the documents connected there- 
with, be taken from the files, and, with the memorial afore- 
said, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut: That the petition 
and accompanying papers of H. D. Johnson, be taken from 
the files of the House and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. Also, that the petition and accompanying papers of 
the legal representatives of —— Kennedy be taken from the 
files of the House and referred to the Committce of Claims. 
Also, that the petition and accompanying papers of Jacob 
Gideon, and of Caroline Sanders, executrix of William G. 
Sanders, be taken from the files and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. Also, the petition and accompanying 
papers of the heirs of John Cox, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

By Mr. HALL, of New York: The petition of Thomas 
Jenne, praying for bounty land. Also, the petition of Orange 
H. Dibble, of Buffalo, New York, praying for the payment 
of the balance of his claim on a eontract for building a 
bridge across the Potomac at Washington. Also, the pe- 
tition of Sarah Corbin, praying for a pension as the widow 
of a revolutionary soldier. Also, the petition of Sylvia 
Pond, praying that her pension as widow of a revolutionary 
soldier may be continued for life. Also, the petition of 
Eunice Goodell, praying for the continuance of her pension 
as the widow of a revolutionary soldier. Also, two petitions 
of masters and owners of vessels and other persons con- 
cerned in the navigation of the great lakes, praying for the 
establishment of a marine hospital at Buffalo. Also, the 
mersorial of William Reddin and others, in relation to the 
collection and disbursement of hospital money on the great 
lakes. Also, the petition ofIra Baldwin, be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
Also, the petition and papers of Peter Coville taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Invalid Peusions. 

By Mr. R. MCCLELLAND: The petition of John R. Wil- 
liams, of Detroit, Michigan, for damages. Also, the petition 
of the administratrix of Conrad Teneyck, deceased, late of 
Michigan. = 

By Mr. KING, of Massachusetts: Several petitions of 
Joseph Wilson, Mary Brown, Harriet Brown, Captain Tho- 
mas Morris, Tarlton Woodson, and Theodore Middleton. 

By Mr. HAMPTON: Two petitions from citizens of Al- 
leghany county, Pennsylvania, asking for a daily mail-route 
from the city of Pittsburg down the Ohio river by stear- 
boats to some convenient and suitable point, thence west 
through New Lisbon, Canton, Massillon, and Wooster, to 
Mansfield. Also, the petition of John Gilbert, of ANeghany 
county, Pennsylvania, asking for an increase of his pension. 

By Mr. WHITE: The petitions of Stephen A. Corey, of 
Saratoga county; of Samuel D. Sabine, of Saratoga coun- 
ty; of George Newton, of Fulton county; of Hugh Riddle, 
of Schenectady; of Henry R. Wendell, of Schenectady, 
New York. And the petition of Ruliff Van Brunt, pre- 
sented in December, 1844. . 

By Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL: The petition of J. Randolph * 
Clay for compensation as chargé d’affaires. Also, the pe- 
tition of Henry Simpson, surviving administrator of George 
Simpson, deceased, for a commission for services in obtain- 
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ing a Government loan in 1813. Also, the petition of C. J. 
Maclellan, for additional remuneration for expenses, &c., 
incurred by the funeral from his hotel of a member of.the 
House of Representatives. : 

By Mr. COLLAMER: The petition of J. P. Skinner an 
George B. Green. : ` i 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of Andrew Blake, 
praying far the bounty that would have been allowed to 
the schooner Two Brothers, had not that vessel been lost: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. The petition of 
A. A. Higgins, praying for the allowance of the fishing 
bounty to echooner Madison, of Orlando, lost at sea while 
pursuing her voyage: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. MURPHY: The petition of Sarah Hildreth, 
widow of John Hildreth, a soldier who died ın the service 
of the United States during the late war, for a pension: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘The petition 
of Edward Quinn, formerly a seaman on board the frigate 
United States, who received an injury in the service, for a 
pension: referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepwespayr, December 15, 1847. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting the report made to the 
Treasury Department by the Superintendent of 
the Coast Survey, showing the progress of that 
work during the year ending October, 1847; which 
was read. | 


On motion by Mr. DIX, it was 

Ordered, That it be printed, and that 1,250 copies, in ad- 
dition to the usual number, be printed for the use of the 
Senate, 250 of which to be sent to the Superintendent 

The following message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Mr. CAMPBELL, 
their Clerk: : | 

s‘: Mr. Presipent: The House of Representatives 
have chosen Royal R. Gurley, of the Presbyte- 
rian denomination, Chaplain on the part.of the 
House. 

«The House have appointed a Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, on their part, consisting of James 
G. Hampron and Joun L. Rosinson.’? » 


PETITIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented the peti- 
tion of Mary D. Wade, widow of a deceased na- 
val officer, praying a pension; which'was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the 
petition of Wm. Pumphrey, praying the confir- 
mation of his title to certain lands in Louisiana; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

Mr. ASHLEY submitted additional documents 
in relation to the petition of Elizabeth Pistole; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. STURGEON presented the memorial of 
Henry Simpson, surviving administrator of George 
Simpson, deceased, praying to be allowed a com- 
mission on a loan negotiated by the testator forthe 
Government in the year 1813; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. YULEE ‘presented the petition of Henry 
Washington, praying redress for arbitrary and 
illegal conduct on the part of the surveyor general 
of public lands in Florida, in violating a contract 
entered into with him for executing certain surveys; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. CASS submitted documents relating to the 
claim of T. S. Wendall, for the payment of a sum 
of money due him under the 4th article of the 
treaty of 1837 with the Saginaw Indians; which 
were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. YULEE presented the petition of James 
Edwards, praying compensation for losses sus- 
tained in consequence of the destruction of his 
propérty during the Seminole war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. Y. also presented the petition’ of James 
Edwards, administrator of Edward M. Wanton, 
deceased, praying compensation for losses sus- 
tained by the deceased, in consequence of the de- 
struction of his property during the Seminole war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 


- 


Affairs. 


‘Mr. Y. also presented the petition of Eu ene 


Van Ness and John H. Brush, executors of Nehe- 
miah Brush, deceased, praying compensation for 
losses sustained by the deceased in consequence of 
the destruction of his property during the Seminole 
war; which was referred to:the Committee on 
‘Military Affairs. : oa 

` Mr: Y. also presented the petition of Gad 
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Humphreys, praying indemnity for losses sustain- 
ed in consequence of destruction of his property 
during the Seminole war; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. Y. also presented the petition of George 
Center, praying indemnity for losses sustained in 
consequence of the destruction of his property 
during the Seminole war; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALHOUN presented the petition of Ma- 
ria Caldwell Robertson, legal representative of 
James Caldwell, deceased, praying the payment 
of certain outstanding loan-office certificates issued 
to the said James Caldwell, and since lost or de- 
stroyed; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of George 
H. Lee and others, members of the bar in the 
State of Virginia, praying an increase of the sal- 
ary of the judge of the western district of Vir- 
ginias which was referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. ; 

Mr. DIX presented the petition of Oliver C. 
Harris, praying ah extension of his patent for a 
paint mill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office. 


UNITED STATES COURTS OF VERMONT. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. UPHAM asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill changing the places 
and fixing the times for holdin the circult and 
district courts in the district of .Vermont; which 
was read the first and second time by unanimous 
consent, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. | 

WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 

Agreeably'to notice, Mr. MILLER asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a joint resolution autho- 
rizing the erection on the public grounds, in the 
city of Washington, of a monument to George 

ashington; ‘which was read the first and second 
time by unanimous consent, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of citizens 
of Union County, Arkansas, pee EY estab- 
lishment of a mail-route from Magnolia to Holly 
Spring, in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. ~ 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, it 
was ; eoo 

Ordered, That the petition of the Mexican Gulf Railroad 


Company, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, it 


was 

Ordered, That the petition of Nathaniel Hoggatt, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, it 


was 

Ordered, That the petition of Elizabeth Jones, represent- 
ative of John Carr, deceased, and the petition of Thompson 
Hutchinson, heirs of ‘Thomag Hutchinson, deceased, on the 
files of the Senate, be severally.referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 


On motion by Mr. FAIRFIELD, it was 

Ordered, 'That the memorial of Foxhall A. Parker, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

On motion by*Mr. YULEEH, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of William C. Easton, on the 


es of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Military 
airs. : 


On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the petition of the representatives of Robert 
Sewall, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of William Gray- 
son, deceased, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. o 4 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of David Noble, on 
i files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Hains. i 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of E P. Calkin & Co., on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of John Searing and others, 
heirs of Mary Allen, deceased, on the files of the Senate, 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions. a 


On motion by Mr. DIX, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of John Martin, on the files of 
the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. l 


On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 
Ordered, That the petitions of Calvin Reed, of George W. 
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Walton, and of J. W. Nye, assignee of Peter Bargy and 
Hugh W. Stewart, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. PHELPS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Maria Loubet, regal repre- 
sentative of Jean Baptiste Lomagne, on the files of the Sen- 
ate, be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion ay Mr. ATCHISON, it was - 

Ordered, That the petition of Thomas Talbot and others, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. NILES, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Thomas Rhodes, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


On motion by Mr. NILES, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Walter. Loomis & Abel 
Gray, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. | E 


On motion by Mr. DICKINSON, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Asa Andrews, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Claims. - 


On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Francis Cazean, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. mk 


On motion by Mr. UPHAM, it was 

Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate, 
relating to alterations in the times and places of holding-the 
circuit and district courts of the United States.in Vermont, 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


On motion by Mr. CORWIN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Benjamin Har- 
rison, and the memorial of Samue] Lamme, executor of 
Nathan Lamme, deceased, on the files of the. Senate, be 
oe referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 

alms. y 


On motion by Mr. CORWIN, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Cadwalader Wallace, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred ta the Committee on 
Public Lands. nO 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Bryan Callaghan, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, it was = 
Ordered, That the heirs of Presley Thornton, deceased, 
have leave to withdraw their petition and papers. ; 


- On motion oy Mr. HUNTER, it was 
Ordered, That William Saunders and William R. Porter, 
sureties of William Estis, have leave to withdraw their pe- 


tition and papers. 
On motion by Mr. FAIRFIELD, it was 
Ordered, That Samuel A. Morse have leave to withdraw 


his petition and papers. 


PAYMENT FOR HORSES, ETC. 
Mr. ATCHISON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: . i 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reviving an act 
entitled ‘*‘ An act to provide for the payment of horses and 
other property lost. or destroyed in the military service of 
the United States,” approved January 18, 1837, as amend- 
ed by an act entitled “‘ An act to amend an act entitled ‘An 
acto provide payment for horses and other property Jost or 
destroyed in the military service of the United States,’ ap- 
proved October 14, 1837,” and as still further amended by 


an act entitled ‘ An act to amend an act entitled ‘An actto e 


provide payment for horses. and other property lost or de- 
stroyed in the military service of the United States,’ ap- 
proved the 18th of January, 1837,” approved August 23, 
1842; and applying the provisions of the same ta the volun- 
teers who have been engaged in the military service of the 
United States since the 13th May, 1846, are now, or shall 
hereafter be in said service. And that said committee be 
instructed, also, to inquire into the expediency of paying 
the non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates of 
said volunteers, for parts of rations when the United States 
shall fail to supply the same. ; 


THE WAR WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. CALHOUN submitted the following reso- 
lutions for consideration: 


Resolved, That to conquer Mexico, and to hold it either as 
a province or to incorporate it in the Union, would be in- 
consistent with the avowed object for which the war has 
been prosecuted; a departure from the settled policy of the 
Government; in conflict with its character and genius; 
and, in the end, subversive of our free and popular institu- 
tions. . 

Resolved, That no line of policy in the further prosecu- 
tion of the war should be adopted which may lead to con- 
sequences so disastrous. 


On motion by Mr. CALHOUN, it was ordered 
that the resolutions be printed. —_- = 


MILITARY HOSPITAL AT NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. DOWNS submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration : l 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire whether the interest of the service does 
not require that a hospital or other additional means be pro- 
vided at New Orleans, for the better accommodation of 
wounded, invalid, and other soldiers and volunteers going 
to.or returning from Mexico. And, also, to inquire whether 
any further provision of law be necessary to provide ade- 
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uate means in all cases for the support and assistance of 
discharged soldiers or volunteers on their return home; and 
to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. DOWNS, after the resolution had been 
read, stated, in explanation, that it was well 
known that a large portion of our troops were 
landed at and embarked from New Orleans; and 
it must be admitted by every one, that sufficient 


provision should be made for the accommodation | 


of those who thus devoted themselves to the ser- 
vice of their country. There was an urgent ne- 
cessity that the sick and disabled soldiers and vol- 
unteers returning from Mexico should be provided 
with shelter and medical attendance. Many of 
these were entirely destitute; and although there 
are means, to a limited extent, in the barracks and 
institutions of the city, still, so great is the num- 
ber of the sick and wounded and disabled, that 
these means are altogether inadequate. It was 
therefore highly proper—it was essentially neces- 
sary—that some permanent arrangement should 
be promptly made for the relief and comfort of 
these men. He believed that he might be permit- 
ted to say, that both the Secretary of 
General 
with these facts, and who are sensible of the ne- 
cessity of some such provision as his resolution 
contemplated, would give their hearty concurrence 
to the proposed object. He had not thought it 
necessary, or indeed proper, to make any specific 
suggestions in reference to the mode of carrying 
into effect the object of his resolution. This will 
be much better lett in charge of the able Committee 
on Military Affairs. He-would only remark, fur- 
ther, that General Brooke is now in this city; and, 
should it be the wish of the committee, he would 
be willing to furnish them with any further infor- 
mation which they may require in relation to the 
sa 

he resolution having been considered by unan- 
imous consent, it was agreed to. | 


PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the following 


resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. Nixes: 


Resolved, That the Auditors of the Treasury and the 
chiefs of bureaus of the Navy Department be entitled to 
seats on the floor of the Senate. 

The resolution was modified as follows: 


Resolved, That the heads of the bureaus of the Treasury, 
_.War, Navy, and Post Office Departments be admitted to 
seats on the floor of the Senate. ` 

The question on the resolution as modified was 
then propounded by the Chair; but some objection 
being heard— l 

Mr. NILES stated that he was not disposed to 
increase unnecessarily the number of those persons 
who, by the courtesy of the Senate, were admitted 
to the privilege of seats on the floor of the Chamber; 
but he thought there was a manifest propriety in 
extending this privilege to the individuals designa- 
ted in his resolution. If any persons were entitled 
more than others to the privilege of admission, it 
must be those who, from the character of their offi- 
. cial stations, had frequent occasion to be in per- 
sonal intercourse with the chairmen and members 
of the committees, and of this class were the ofti- 
cers embraced in his resolution. Other officers of 
the Government, for this „reason, are allowed the 
privilege of the floor. It was given to many as an 
act of courtesy and respect; such as those who had 
been members of the body; the members of the 
State Legislatures; and others who have received 
the privilege on account of meritorious services. 
But every Senator must admit that the officers who 
are connected with the details of the public service 
ought to be equally entitled to it, in order that 
Senators themselves may suffer no inconvenience 
in the discharge of their public duties. 

The. resolution was then agreed to. 


PASSENGERS ON STEAM-VESSELS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, submitted the 
following resolution; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: | | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire whether any further legislation is necessary 


in regard to navigation by steam for the preservation ‘and 
` protection ‘of passengers. = l 


ANNEXATION OF TERRITORY. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the following 


resolutions, submitted yesterday by Mr. Dicxtn- 
SON: 


Resolved, That, in organizing a Territorial Government 
for ‘Territories belonging to the United States, the principles 


ar and . 
rooke, who are perfectly acquainted 


of self-government upon which our federative system rests 
will be best promoted, the true spirit and meaning of tlie 
Constitution be observed, and the Confederacy strengthened, 
by leaving all questions concerning the domestic policy 


therein to the Legislatures chosen by the people thereof. 


Resolved, That true policy requires the Government of the 
United States to strengthen its political and commercial re- 
lations upon this continent, by the annexation of such con- 
tiguous territory as may conduce to that end, and can be 
justly obtained ; and that, neither in such acquisition nor in 
the territorial organization thereof, gan any conditions be 
constitutionally imposed, or institutions be provided for or 
established, inconsistent with the right of the people thereof 
to form a free sovereign State, with the powers and privi- 
Jeges of the original members of the Confederacy. 


Mr. DICKINSON remarked, that he would not 
press the consideration of these resolutions at this 
time. He was anxious that there should be a full 
Senate when they were taken up, and this was not 
likely to be the case until after the holidays. He 
therefore asked that they should be passed over for 
the present. 

They were accordingly passed over. —_- 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, December 15, 1847. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. ROBERT SMITH asked leave to give no- 
tice of a motion for leave to introduce certain 
bills. 

The SPEAKER said that the proper time for 
members to give notice for motions for leave to 
introduce bills and joint resolutions was when the 
States were called for petitions and resolutions. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH said he feared that time 
would never arrive. 


INTERNAL COMMERCE. 
The SPEAKER said that the first subject for 


consideration this morning was the amendment 
offered by Mr. J. W. Houston to the resolution 
moved by Mr. Vinton yesterday, viz: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce shall here- 
after be called ‘The Committee of Commerce among the 
States,” and shall have charge of all questions touching the 
regulation of trade among the several States of the Union. 
There shall also be added to the standing committees of the 
House a committee, to be composed of nine members, which 
shall be called ‘The Committee on Commerce with Foreign 
Nations.” It shall have charge of all questions concerning 
the regulation of the trade of the United States with foreign 
nations. ' l l 


Mr. J. W. Hovuston’s amendment is as fol- 
lows: 


Provided, That it shall be the duty and power of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce among the States to take into consid- 
eration all such petitions and matters and things touching 
the appropriation of the public money for the improvement 
of the navigation of rivers, lakes, barbors, bays, and inlets, 


both upon the seaboard and in the interior, and not of the 


said Committee on Foreign Commerce. 


Mr. VINTON said, before the discussion was 


resumed, he would modify his resolution by in- 


serting after the word ‘‘ questions,” where they 
occur in the resolution, the words * which may be 
referred.’’ 

The debate on the resolution and amendment 
was then resumed. | ~ 

Mr. RHETT obtained the floor, and addressed 
the House. When I objected (said he) to the 
resolution of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vix- 
TON,| a few days ago, it was not with any expect- 
ation that I could arrest a policy which I knew the 
gentleman had so much at heart. Any one who 
has been on this floor for the last four years must 
have known the progress of things in this direc- 
tion. .It has been certain and accumulating; and 
in the last Congress there were not less than two- 
thirds of the members of this House, comprehend- 
ing the whole North, with a large portion of the 


West, who were in favor of internal improve- 


ments. I could not hope, therefore, to arrest, in 
so feeble a form as the resisting of this resolution, 
the fearful strides of so gigantic a policy. But my 
object is, that, in the march of this Government 
in encroaching on the powers of the States, my 
course, at least, as a Representative on this floor, 
should be distinctly known. ar 

What is the proposition of the gentleman from 
Ohio? He has moved for the establishment of a 
committee, first, for the purpose of obtaining in- 
formation—as I understand, statistical information ; 
second, with a view to exercise power on the ba- 
sis of this information; and, third, the action of 
this committee and the statistics to be subsidiary 
and in themselves productive of a home depart- 


| ment. 


tution. 


Now, first, as to the statistics of the gentleman 
from Ohio. His colleague [Mr. Scuencx] said I 
need not be alarmed; that nothing at all was to be 
done; that whatever power this House has under 
the Constitution would be exercised, and no more. 
But does not the gentleman know that he and I 
differ as to what this power is? 

Now, what has been the course of the division 
of powers in this House? Does not everybody 
know that when the Federal party have had the 
majority in this House, and wished to exercise 
powers for which they had no warrant—to amend 
the Constitution—the very first step has been to 


raise a committee? Was it not the case in 1819, © 


when the Committee on Manufactures was estab- 
lished? Before that, duties were laid for revenue. 
It is true, incidentally, it was admitted they might 
look to the protection of manufactures. This was 
in 1819. The tariff of 1816 was a tariff of reduc- 
tions from the war duties which were first imposed 
under it. The first reduction was to come in 
1819. The Federal party came in, and insisted 


upon duties without reference to revenue; and 
they got them. That is the history of the @om- . 


mittee on Manufactures. 

What has been the history of the Committee on 
Roads and Canals? This committee was estab- 
lished in 1824. In 1824, internal improvements 
had become very rife. The first thing was, thata 
Committee on Roads and Canals was moved here, 
and it was established. Although the proposition 
to give this Government power over roads and ca- 
nals was distinctly submitted in the convention 
and rejected, that was no impediment at all to the 
establishment of that committee. Now, the same 
thing is to be done in this case. We have heard 
of a huge convention which met at Chicago du- 
ring the last summer, in which men of all parties— 
Tederalists and Democrats—met and determined, 
under the auspices of Mr. Webster, that this Gov- 
ernment is omnipotent over all things within the 
whole limits of this Union; and I take it that this 
is nothing more than an efflorescence, a production 
of the Chicago convention—just as the tariff of 
1824 was an efflorescence of the Pittsburg con- 
vention; and its friends have come now to ask for 
a new committee to give power and effect to this 
System. — | 

I will now take up the purposes of the gentle- 
man from Ohio—the objects for which he wants 
this committee. First, for information. Well, 
have we no information? The Government of the 
United States has already provided, first, for the 
registry of all foreign tonnage} second, for the re- 


gistry of all tonnage among the States over twenty | 


tons; and, third, for the license of all tonnage 
under twenty tons; and, accordingly, we had the 
annual report on tonnage and navigation laid on 
your table a few days ago. The commerce of 
Chicago, Erie, Louisville, Cincinnati, of every 
town, shines there, is laid down there. | 
Well, what more does the gentleman want? He 
intimated that this department might get together 
the statistics of the commerce within the States. 
Mark you, the Constitution does not say commerce 
within the States, but it is only ‘f among ” the 


‘States; in other words, the foreign commerce of 
.the States with the other States. 


That is the 
commerce alone which this Government has an 

control over by virtue of this clause of the Consti- 
Will that answer the purpose of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? No; he wants statistical infor- 


mation concerning the productions of the State— 


how many barrels of flour, how many chickens, 
how many bushels of corn are raised—like the 
orders which were given out at the taking the last 
census. Now, according to my views, there is no 
such power in the General Government. The 
great principle and spirit of the Constitution is, 
that whatever the States are competent to do the” 
States shall do; and what the States cannot do the 
General Government shall do, though under the 
express specifications of the Constitution. Now, 
will any man tell me the States are inot able to take 
account of their own productions? Certainly no 
man in Massachusetts; for the other day I had sent 
to me from some one there a most minute report, 
showing all the productions of Massachusetts, 
from a hobnail toa steam engine. Now, does 
the State of Massachusetts want this Government 
to do what they are doing themselves? To send 
spies and inquisitors to every house'in the Union 
to find out what they do every year, how much 


grain they produce, and how many pigs and chick- 
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ens they raise? Those were the orders issued by 
Mr. Webster, carrying out the principle of the 


Chicago convention, of the omnipotence of this. 


Government in taking the last census. And what 
was the result? A portion of the people of the 
South—of Virginia, South Carolina, und other 
States—deemed it an outrage, and treated the mar- 
shal with contempt, telling him ‘* Get you down 
. about your own business.’? They held that the 
Constitution authorized, in taking the census, to 
ascertain the number of citizens and of persons on 
whom the three-fifths representation is based, and 
that there was no authority for going down into 
these domestic matters, which belong to the States. 
And this view was espoused, and ably, in an elo- 
quent article by a distinguished Whig—the late 
Mr. Pleasants, of Richmond—who told the peo- 
ple to take no notice of the marshals. I repeat, 
that, in my judgment, the Constitution gives to 
the General Government no such power—all the 
power is over foreign commerce among the States; 
that which goes out of one State and enters into 
another. 

ell, now, as to the other object of the gentle- 
man. That is developed in the amendment made 
by the gentleman from Delaware. It is the power 
of this Government. The gentleman is not a mere 
philosopher—a mere caterer for statistics. His 
object is to extend the power of this Government; 
fo add a new clause to the Constitution, whereby 
the General Government may exercise control over 
the commerce within the States as well as without 
—absolutely within the States themselves. 

This system of harbor improvements by the 
General Government, that has sprung up so Jately, 
is, in fact, the most pertinacious, and, if I may so 
speak, the most impinging of interests. The rivers 
have been very well content hitherto with clearing 
out a few snags, but the harbors are very pertina- 
cious. I will not now go into a very extended 
argument on the subject of internal improvements, 
but I shall endeavor to show that this harbor in- 
terest is in itsclf unauthorized by the Constitution; 
or rather, that it is authorized by the Constitution, 
but not in the mode in which gentlemen who have 
hitherto advocated the interest have endeavored 
to establish. As I have before said, the funda- 
mental principle of the Constitution 1s, that what- 
ever the States are competent to do, they shall 
perform; and whatever they cannot do is devolved 
upon the General Government by express specifi- 
cation. Now, I ask any gentleman, are the States 
incompetent to improve theirown harbors? Will 
any man say they are? Every one knows there is 
not a State in this Union so poor, so mean, as to 
be incapable of improving its own harbors. Why, 
then, should the General Government undertake, 
by assumption of power not delegated to it, to do 
what the rates can do for themselves? 

But, to come to another principle, which is even 
nearer to the point. When the Constitution has 
laid down a mode by which an object can be at- 
tained, it is exclusive of any other mode. Now, 
the Constitution has laid down a mode by which 
this object can be attained. In the origin of this 
Government, the good people of the United States 
were not indifferent to internal improvements, 
especially to the improvement of harbors. 
truth is, that is the only species of improvements 
which was then thought of. Nobody then thought 
of making a wagon road under the authority of the 
General Government. That isa claim of power 
which sprung up at a later day, and which is now 

ut an end to. The great object, then, was the 
improvement of harbors. Now, is there no mode 
provided for this? On this point we have both 
doctrine and example in the origin of this Govern- 
ment. We have many instances in which the 
States have applied to this Government for power 
to lay duties on tonnage. In 1792 or 1793, a peti- 
tion came to Congress from the inhabitants of 
Kennebeck, then in the State of Massachusetts, 
for leave to lay duties on tonnage, with a view to 
reimburse them for moneys expended in building 
the piers in Kennebeck river. Congress autho- 
nized them to lay those duties. Many other cases 
have occurred. And in 1808, Baltimore, in the 
State of Maryland, and Savannah, in the State of 
Georgia, came simultaneously and prayed Con- 
gress to authorize them to lay duties on tonnage, 
with a view to the improvement of their harbors. 
Congress passed a law to authorize these States to 
lay duties, and they were laid; and I have now 
before me a report by Mr. Crawford, in 1822, of 
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the whole amount raised by these duties in the 
city of Baltimore and the city of Savannah—in 
Savannah from 1811 to 1821, and in Baltimore 
from 1812 to 1821. And ever since have these 
States, as I understand, been authorized by this 
Government to lay these duties, with a view to 
keep their harbors in order. Now, these are only 
isolated cases, and if I had time, Í should like to 
have brought forward others, in which this Gov- 
ernment has authorized the States to lay tonnage 
duties. I know another case in the city of Charles- 
ton. Charleston lays tonnage duties, not with a 
view to erect and keep in repair harbors, but to 
support her marine hospital. These duties are 
now laid there for that object. Sir, the Constitu- 
tion does not limit the States to the objects for 
which they may lay tonnage duties. They can 
do so for any purpose, provided the General Gov- 
ernment gives them leave; and from the origin of 
this Government they have so applied in various 
cases, and there is not an instance, I believe, in 
which they have been refused. 

Then, I say, here is a mode provided by ‘the 
Constitution, in which the harbors of a State may 
be made and improved; and I maintain that this 
fact is conclusive that you cannot make and im- 
prove them in any other way. If you can, you 
give this Government unlimited power. The grant 
of a power Is exclusive of other power; the desig- 
nation of one mode is the exclusion of all other 
modes, if this Government be one of limited, ex- 
press grants of power. And in this is seen the 
wisdom and justice of the Constitution. The Con- 
stitution, in all its provisions, is the greatest ex- 
emplification of justice to be found on the records 
of nations. Is not this provision right?, What 
right have the people upon Lake Michigan to come 
to me, down in South Carolina, and ask that I 
should contribute to put their harbors in order? Is 
it not the dictate of the most common justice that 
those whose navigation is to be protected by an 
improvement should contribute and pay for that 
improvement? And what sort of interest, on the 
other hand, have the people of Indiana or Ken- 
tucky with the harbor in Charleston? Wh 
should we call upon them to improve a harbor 
which they never saw, or of which they know 
nothing? [tis precisely the principle of the Post 
Office Department, which lays so moderate a duty 
upon letters, that those who receive the benefit of 
the department sustain it. And this is a provi- 
sion of the Constitution eminently just, eminently 
right. 

And now I ask, then, of this House, why shall 
we extend the power of this Government over this 
interest? I ask my Democratic friends, who pro- 
fess to act upon the principle of construction to re- 
gard the rights of the Statesp why they will go 
with the consolidationists? Why they will seek 
to accomplish an object unconstitutionally by the 
General Government when the States themselves 
have the power of doing it? Or do they suppose, 
when they want, they can add a power to this 
General Government, and that will be the end of 
it? Encroachment never stops; one encroachment 
leads to another; and there is but one way in 
which you can resist these sugcessive encroach- 
ments on the States—that is, one by one. If any 
Statesman supposes he can for his own interest in- 
terpolate one encroachment into the Constitution, 
and that there will be the end of it, he is acting 
With a gross ignorance of human nature. All ex- 
perience proves the contrary. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask gentlemen who represent 
sovereign and independent States here, if they are 
willing to come and humble themselves to suppli- 
cate from Congress as a favor what they can them- 
selves accomplish asa right? Ido not know how 
they feel; for my part I have very seldom come to 
ask for South Carolina any favor; I confess I 
always felt humiliated at the thought. Whether 
I esteem my native State more highly than other 
gentlemen, or whatever may be the fact, the idea 
of accepting favor from the General Government 
is most humiliating. I ask the Representatives of 
the proud State of New York, comprising within 
itself three millions of inhabitants, when you have 
the ability of taxing the commerce which enters 
your harbors—not your own commerce exclusive- 

» but the commerce of other States—will you 
consent to come here as mendicants and beggars? 
Although my State is small, she has too much 
pride for that; and if other States will thus humble 
themselves, she will demonstrate that she has too 


much of the spirit of manly independence to stoop 
so low. 

Mr. C. B. SMITH did not understand that it 
was proposed to exercise any power not conferred 
by the Constitution, as the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Ruerr] seemed to apprehend. This 
was no proposal to extend the power of this Gov- 
ernment. Did that gentleman deny the power to 
appropriate money for internal improvements? 

hy, the power had been exercised from the 
very organization of this Government to this day. 
There had never been a Congress convened under 
the Constitution which had not made appropri- 
ations for that purpose. The gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Ruert] was alarmed by the intro- 
duction of this resolution; but he, (Mr. S.,) for 
one, avowed himself to be a friend to this measure; 
he wished to see a committee appointed specially 
for the promotion and fostering of the great inter- 
ests to which the resolution referred, which this 
(Government was bound to protect by means of 
internal improvements. He knew there was a 
modern distinction drawn between the Atlantic and 
the internal waters; but where, he would ask, was 
the authority found for such a distinction? Before 
they made appropriations, were they to enter into 
a chemical analysis of the waters to find the amount 
of salt with which they were impregnated? Were 
they to establish the position that this Government 
could promote no internal improvements unless 
they were on the seaboard, and the waters were 
impregnated with salt? Such a distinction was 
futile, absurd, and ridiculous. It was one that 
never was contemplated by the framers of the Con- 
stitution, and it was one which he trusted this Con- 
gress would dispose of in an emphatic manner. 

Mr. RHETT was understood to ask if the gen- 
tleman from Indiana intended to represent that he 
drew a distinction between fresh and salt water. 

Mr. C. B. SMITH had understood the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Ruert] to go be- 
yond his associates; he had understood that gen- 
tleman to go against all appropriations for internal 
improvements. Now, he would ask that gentle- 
man if light-houses were not under the power of 
the Government? Were not millions spent for 
buoys, breakwaters, and other ede and 
facilities for foreign commerce? Though the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina might see fit to den 
that power, he would find, he (Mr. S.) presumed, 
but very few on this floor that would sanction and 
accede to that opinion. ‘That power was settled 
clearly and conclusively—so conclusively that it 
could not be regarded as a subject of doubt and 
controversy; and the question now was, if they had 
not the right to make appropriations for internal 
improvements in our inland waters? ‘They knew 
that the commerce on those waters was extensive 
and valuable; they knew that the welfare of the 
country was as intimately identified with this in- 
ternal as with our foreign commerce. And must 
these yast interests -be neglected? ` Must they of 
the Mississippi valley see the destruction of their 

roperty on the great lakes? Must they see the 
lives of their fellow-citizens sacrificed for want of 
appropriations for the improvement of their wa- 
ters? Must they, amidst all these sacrifices and 
losses, when they asked Congress to make appro- 
priations to remove obstructions, be told that their 
waters were fresh waters, and therefore no appro- 
lesan could be made? It must be within the 

nowledge of every gentleman that appropriations 
have been made for internal improvements ever 
since the organization of this Government. 

It was, however, equally well known, that during 
the last four years, during which time he had had 
a seat on this floor, Congress had made liberal 
appropriations for such improvements, but that 
they had been withheld by the technical veto of the 
President. Such appropriations were made by the 
votes of both Whigs and Democrats, in a Congress 
in which the Democrats had a majority; but such 
votes, and the interests and the petitigns of the 
people, were treated with scorn and contempt. He 
could bear testimony to the immense sacrifices of 
property which the West had been compelled to 
sustain, and to the immense loss of valuable lives, 
in consequence of the squeamishness of our Presi- 
dent, because he regards the distinction drawn 
between salt water and fresh water improvements. 
He (Mr. S.) undertook to assert that the power of 
this Government over improvements can only finda 
limitation in the discretion of Congress. Gentlemen 
might seek to find it elsewhere, but elsewhere it 
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was merely imaginary. It was a position which 
he held could not be controverted, that the power 
to make improvements was a power to improve 
any rivers, whether their waters washed the shores 
of one State or a dozen; it was a power to improve 
any harbors, whether they were on the seaboard 
or the lakes; it was a power which was within the 
sound discretion of Congress. Congress alone 
could determine what appropriations to make to 
protect or to facilitate our commerce, whether that 
commerce was with *‘foreign nations” or ‘‘between 
the States.” Congress has acted upon this view 
of its powers. It did so last year. It did so du- 
ring preceding years. It made liberal appropria- 
tions for the lakes and rivers of the West, and for 
western harbors, too. Did any gentleman deny the 
power of Congress to improve the Mississippi 
river? He thought that would hardly be called 
in question now. Did any gentleman deny the 
power to make appropriations torthe improvement 
of the Ohio river? He thought that, too, would be 
generally conceded. If, then, that power was 
conceded—if we have exercised it—he took it for 
granted that power would be again exercised by 
this Congress; but whether their act would become 
a law, he knew not. And if they were to legislate 
on this subject, was there not an evident propriety 
in having a committee to examine the various pro- 
posed improvements, that they might be guided to 
an enlightened decision? Should they leave a vast 
subject like this, which was likely to involve mil- 
lions of dollars—a subject affecting a half or two- 
thirds of the population of this Union—a subject 
affecting the business of every internal State of this 
Union,—should they, he asked, allow these vast 
interests to find their way through this House with- 
outacommittee to consider them, to examine them, 
to judge of the claims présented, and to ascertain 
which was the must entitled to the support and pro- 
tection of this Government? Why appoint a com- 
mittee on the subject of public lands? Why appoint 
a committee on the subject of commerce generally? 
Why appoint committees on such subjects and not 
appoint a committee ona subject like this, involving 
such immense interests? Why should this great 
subject be left without the protection of a commit- 
tee whose province it should be to examine its 
claims? Four years ago, a report was made from 
a Special Committee on Rules, at the head of which, 
he believed, was the venerable gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] which pg@pposed a 


division of the Committee on Commerce such as 


` ‘was now proposed. That report, however, was 
never brought to the vote of this House, in con- 
sequence of its involving the question of slavery. 
The appropriate moment, then, had now arrived 
for establishing such a division, and creating a com- 
mittee with special reference to internal improve- 
ments. He desired to place it on that ground. He 
had no desire to dodge the question. He desired 
to place it fairly before the country. The question 
of internal improvements is one which will com- 
mand the vote of a lage portion of this Union, 
unless it be the State of South Carolina. He was 
not in favor of'a prodigal waste of the public money; 
he was not in favor of expending money in im- 
proving every little stream. No; but he desired 
to acknowledge the power of this Government to 
facilitate and to protect the commerce of this coun- 
try, and he desired to see it judiciously adminis- 
tered. With this view he desired to see a com- 
mittee appointed whose wisdom, and experience, 
and intelligence would enable them to report such 
objects to Congress as are worthy of the support 
of this Government. 7 BE 
Mr. ROOT said, when he first heard the subject 
mentioned by his colleague, [Mr. Vinron,] he 
thought very favorably of it; but, on reflection, he 
had become satisfied that it would be inexpedient. 
Having, however, once changed, he might possi- 
bly be induced to change his opinions again; and 
hence he rose now to express his opinion with no 
very great confidence. He should regret to see 
this resolufion adopted; but he feared the advocacy 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. C. B. Smita] 
and the opposition of the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Ruetr] made that result very prob- 
able. (Laughter.] He conceded that a majority 
was in favor of internal improvements; and it seem- 
ed to be expected that those who werg in favor of 
internal improvements would be in favor of this 
new committee, and those opposed to internal im- 
provements would object to it. If he was con- 
vinced by the argument of the gentleman from 


South Carolina, he should go against it; but he 
thought the best answer to that gentleman’s argu- 
ment was the observation of his colleague [Mr. 
Homes] on a previous day, that the division of 
one committee into two would not enlarge its pow- 
ers. It had been suggested that there was a dis- 
tinction between salt and fresh water improvements; 
and now they were to have a salt and a fresh water 
committee. [Laughter.] They were to be “ divi- 
ded and conquered.” ‘hat certainly was not in- 
tendeds but he inquired if that might not be appre- 
hended? He feared the conflicting and distinct 
interests, which the’ proposed separation would 
create, would lead to divisions which he wished to 
avoid. The Committee on Commerce has now as 
much jurisdiction over internal improvements as 
the Committee on Commerce among the States 
would have. Where, then, was to be found a rea- 
son for a new committee? Why divide the labor 
of the one between two committees? He had never 
understood that the Committee on Commerce was 
a very hard-working committee. He did not be- 
lieve they worked as hard as some others, though 
he admitted it had been a very able and faithful 
committee, doing all that belonged to it. Why, 
then, he repeated, raise two committees to do the 
work which had been conveniently done by one? 
The Committee on Commerce had already been 
constituted, in accordance with the old rule, by the 
Speaker; and, for one, he was willing to trust that 
committee; and he would here take occasion to 
avow that he was as strongly in favor- of internal 
improvements, as they were called, as any other 
gentleman, and he represented a constituency which 
was deeply interested in them, and which was not 
troubled with such scruples as those which were 
entertained by the gentleman from South Carolina, 
(Mr. Rnerr.| He feared the effect of raising this 
new committee. The commerce among the States 
was justly entitled to as much consideration as 
commerce with foreign nations. It was their duty 
to promote both. The commerce between the 
States and Canada was immense.’ And he would 
beg leave to suggest to the friends of this measure 
that they should need—especially while the present 
Executive was spared to them—all the united force 
of the friends of commerce among the States and 
commerce with foreign nations, and he should op- 
pose any motion which would have the effect of 
dividing them, or of appearing to divide them. He 
believed the existing committee competent to dis- 
charge its duties, and it was the safer policy to 
leave that committee unchanged. He had no de- 
sire to dodge the question; but he thought it inex- 
pedient to puta weapon into the hands of the oppo- 
nents of internal improvements, especially such a 
weapon as the gentleman from South Carolina had 
shown a disposition to use, when he had indicated 
his conviction that in this movement was involved 
a spice of Abolitionism. He knew they asked for 
appropriations for internal improvements because 
they wanted to benefit commerce; and he knew 
they derived the power to make appropriauons for 
such purposes from the same clause from which 
they derived their power to’appropriate money for 
the promotion of foreign commerce. But he be- 
lieved they should make a stronger stand when 
they confided all these interests to one committee 
than when they apportioned them between several; 
for it was as true now as it ever was, ‘‘ divide and 
conquer.”’ 

Mr. BEDINGER rose and said: I will express, 
in as few words as possible, the reasons which 
will compel me to vote against the adoption of the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Ohio. I 
believe it to be impolitic and unnecessary, if not 
unwise and dangerous; and I cannot avoid the ap- 
prehension that in the end it will pféduce more 
agitation and distraction to this House than infor- 
mation or advantage to the country. I, among 
others who oppose this resolution, may be thought 
over-Cautious, and may be accused of starting at 
shadows; but it is better to be over-cautious in 
times like these, than to slumber in security until 
wakefulness and caution can no longer avail. I 
was sent here to be cautious, sir, and to be watchful; 
and I hope I shall not slumber at my post. And I 
confess | was very much pleased at the prompt- 
ness and vigilance manifested by the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Ruerr] on ‘Thursday 
last, when he took this ball at the first hop, and 
called the attention of the House to the covert 
danger which the resolution contained. Sir, my 


experience, and that of older and wiser men than 
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myself, teaches me to believe that the greatest 
danger to the institutions and freedom of. this 
country is to be apprehended from the constant 
encroachments, or efforts at encroachment, of the 
confederated Government upon the rights and 
sovereignty of the individual States. My maxim 
is, to prevent, by every possible means, the greater 
Government from encroaching upon, and finally 
crushing, the lesser ones. I know that it is more 
customary, more ‘fashionable, if I may use theterm, 
Just now, to manifest uneasiness and profess ap- 
prehensions at the power of the Executive. But, 
in my opinion, it 1s not from the Executive that 
any real danger need be feared to the liberties of 
this country, for the Executive is constantly and 
closely watched by millions of vigilant eyes. His 
slightest acts are scanned and criticised with jeal- 
ous scratiny; and his slightest aberrations from 
duty, or his smallest clutching at illegitimate power, 
meet with such instant and clamorous rebuking, 
that the eyes as well as the ears of all men are 
opened at once; and if there be indeed any danger, 
it is detected and crushed in the bud. No Execu- 
tive in this country ever assumed to himself more 
power than the Constitution and laws guarantied 
to him, without awakening the wrath of the peo- 
pie, and being hurled with indignation from his 

igh office. Executive encroachments are not, and 
never can be, very dangerous, because they are too. 
easily detected, and too zealously opposed. But 
it is not so with the encroachment of the Federat 
Government. That is always more dangerous, 
because it is always more insidious. It assumes 
a thousand different shapes, and menaces the rights 
of the States and their liberties, seldom by direct 
attack, but often under the specious pretext of 
benefit and advantage; and the domestic history of 
this country has been little else than a series of 
struggles between the individual States to preserve 
their rights and their sovereignty, and the Federal 
Government to deprive them of both. And I re- 
peat, that, to me, the great danger has always ap- 
peared from this fender upon the part of the 
General Government, and the small disposition 
(which, I much fear, is becoming less every day) 
anywhere manifested to guard and protect the 
rights of the States against it. I know it is too 
customary now (and I am sorry it is so) to laugh 
at these fears when thus expressed. But if those 
who first detected this danger had suffered them- 
selves to be laughed into silence and security, 
our country would not have stood in the emi- 
nent position which she now occupies. Isrepeat, 
sir, we cannot be too cautious—we cannot make 
efforts too strenuous to prevent the Federal, the 
more powerful, Government from crushing the 
weaker ones. It is as if, in partnership of indi- 


‘viduals, the “‘ firm” should be permitted to infringe 


the individual rights of the copartners, or as if a 
seventy-four should be suffered to run down and 
swamp her own boats. Now, sir, is there anything 
in the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio cal- . 
culated to increase this dangerous power and ten- 
dency upon the part of the General Government? 
Let us read the resolution carefully, and mark well 
the phraseology: The committee ‘shall have 
charge of all questions touching the regulation of 
trade among the several States of the Union.” 
Now, sir, I will admit, that if it be the intention of 
this House to carry the doctrine of internal im- 
provements to the length avowed by the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Smirn,] (whose position I 
am glad to learn,) it may be necessary to appoint 
such a committee. But as Iam unwilling to be- 
lieve that the people of the United States will ever 
sanction this construction of the Constitution, I 
can see no necessity for such a committee at pres- 
ent. I repeat that I am glad to see the bold ground 
assumed by the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. 
SMITH. | e is of opinion—if I did not misunder- 
stand him—that the General Government has 
power to improve any river, any stream, any lake, 
or any harbor, within the whole area of this Union. 
I am willing to trust that issue to the people, sir; 
and never will I believe, that, with the injustice 
which the proposition bears upon its very face, 
and which was so forcibly exhibited by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. RuerTT,] 
they will sanction so monstrous a doctrine. But 
I was pari any struck with one remark of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Smiru.] He said 
he would not advocate the improving by the Gen- 
eral Government of every paltry little stream or 
harbor in the Union. Sir, I suppose we should 
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thank the gentleman from Indiana for even that 
admission. But who made him a judge of the 
importance or paltriness of the different rivers and 
harbors in this country, or who is to constitute 
any of us such judges? Is the size of the river to 
determine the constitutionality of the act of im- 
provement? Who shall say which of the rivers 
in Virginia is most important to that State, except 
the people of Virginia themselves? Has the gen- 
tleman_in his mind’s eye only the great rivers 
and harbors of the West, and will he. pay no atten- 
tion to those of any other section? It is these very 
sectional preferences which render the exercise of 
the powers so dangerous. It would seem, from 
the admissions of the gentleman from Indiana, that 
there was ‘‘ danger in the tainted gale,” and that 
the apprehensions of the gentleman from South 
Carolina:[Mr. Ruetr] were not ill-grounded. The 
object of the resolution seems now to be avowed 
to be, to further and sustain the cause of internal 
improvements by the General Government. But 


there are other objections to the resolution. I de- 


sire to call the attention of the House particularly 
to its phraseology. All a touching the 
regulation of trade among the several States of the 
Union are to be given it in charge. Sir, I want 
no such committee in this House. When this 
committee shall become weary with the investiga- 
tion of the amount of wheat and corn, cotton and 
tobacco, &c., which the different States produce 
and exchange with each other, I ask, if we have 
not good cause to apprehend (judging of the future 
by che past) that they may deem it ‘their duty” 
to inquire into other matters which do not concern 
them, and which had better be let alone? It re- 
quires no gift of prophecy to foretell that there is 
even now a black cloud lowering upon our politi- 
cal horizon—I hope I am understood, sir; I say a 
black cloud—which is soon to burst, with more 
wind and thunder than anything else, I hope and 
believe; but yet with wind and thunder sufficient 
to distract this body and disturb the peace of the 
country; and I will not vote for any committee 
which may *‘ deem it their duty” to add wind and 
thunder to such a cloud. 

Mr. WOODWARD next obtained the floor. | 

[A message was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by his Private Secre- 
tary, James Knox Waker, Esq.] . 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, A ee to 
the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Woop- 
war] to yield the floor, to allow the message to 
be read, as he understood it related to the subject- 
matter now under consideration. 

Mr. WOODWARD complying with the re- 
quest— - 


VETO OF THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, as 
follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 

On the last day of the last session of Congress, 
a bill, entitled “ An act to provide for continuin 
certain works in the Territory of Wisconsin, an 
for other purposes,” which had passed both 
Houses, was presented to me for my approval. I 
entertained insuperable objections to its becoming 


a law; but the short period of the session which ' 


remained afforded me no sufficient opportunity to 
prepare my objections, and communicate theni, 
with the bill, to the House of. Representatives, in 
which it originated. For this reason, the bill was 
retained; and I deem it proper now to state my 
objections to it. l 
Although, from the title of the bill, it would 
seem that its main object was to make provision 
for continuing certain works already commenced 
jn the Territory of Wisconsin, it appears, on ex- 
amination of its provisions, that it contains only 
a single appropriation of six thousand dollars to 
be applied within that Territory, while it appro- 
rjates more than half a million of dollars for the 
improvement of numerous harbors and rivers lying 
within the limits and jurisdiction of several of the 
States of the Union. 
At the preceding session of Congress, it became 


my duty to return, with my objections, to the. 


House in which it originated, a bill making simi- 

lar appropriations, and involving like principles; 

and the views then expressed remain unchanged. 
The circumstances under which this heavy ex- 


enditure of public money was proposed were of 


Imposing weight in determining upon its expedien- 


cy. Congress had recognized the existence of war 
with Mexico, and, to prosecuteit to “aspeedy and 
successful termination,” had made appropriations 
exceeding our ordinary revenues. To meet the 
emergency, and provide for the expenses of the 
Govertlment, a loan of twenty-three millions of dol- 
lars was authorized at the same session, which has 
since been negotiated. The practical effect of this 
bill, had it become a law, would have been to add 
the whole amount appropriated by it to the national 
debt. It would, in fact, have made necessary an ad- 
ditional loan to that amount, as effectually as if in 
terms it had required the Secretary of the Treasury 
to borrow the money therein appropriated. The 
main question in that aspect is, whether it is wise, 
while all the means and credit of the Government 
are needed to bring the existing war to an honor- 
able close, to impair the one and endanger the 
other, by borrowing money to be expended in a 
system of internal improvements capable of an ex- 
pansion sufficient to swallow up the revenues not 
only of our own country, but of the civilized world? 
It is to be apprehended that, by entering upon such 
a career at this moment, confidence, at home and 
abroad, in the wisdom and prudence of the Gov- 
ernment, would be so far impaired as to make it 
difficult, without an immediate resort to heavy 
taxation, to maintain the public credit and to pre- 
serve the honor of the nation and the glory of our 
arms in prosecuting the existing war to a successful 
conclusion. Had this bill become a law, it is easy to 
foresee that largely increased demands upon. the 
treasury would have been made at each succeeding 
session of Congress, for the improvement of numer- 
ous other harbors, bays, inlets, and rivers, of equal 
importance with those embraced by its provisions. 
Many millions would probably have been added 
to the necessary amount of the war debt, the annual 
interest on which must also have been borrowed, 
and finally a permanent national debt been fastened 
on the country and entailed on posterity. __ 
_ The policy of embarking the Federal Govern- 
ment in a general system of internal improvements 
had its origin but little more than twenty years 
ago. Ina very few years the applications to Con- 
ress for appropriations in furtherance of such ob- 
jects exceeded two hundred millions of dollars. In 
this alarming crisis, President Jackson refused to 
approve and sign the Maysville road bill, the Wa- 
bash river bill, and other bills of similar character. 
His interposition put a check upon the new policy 
of throwing the cost of local improvements upon 
the national treasury, preserved the revenues of 
the hation for their legitimate objects, by which 
he was enabled to extinguish the then oe 
public debt, and to present to an admiring worl 
the unprecedented spectacle, in modern times, of a 
nation free from debt, and advancing to greatness 
with unequalled strides, undera Government which 
was content to act within its appropriate sphere in 
protecting the States and individuals in their own 
chosen career of improvement and of enterprise. 
Although the bill under consideration proposes no 
appropriation for a road or canal, it is not easy to 
perceive the difference in principle or mischievous 
tendency between appropriations for making roads 
and digging canals, and appropriations to deepen 
rivers and improve harbors. All are alike within 
the limits and jurisdiction of the States, and rivers 
and harbors alone open an abysa of expenditure 
sufficient to swallow up the wealth of the nation, 
and load it with a debt which may fetter its ener- 
gies and tax its industry for ages to come. 
The experience of several of the States, as well 
as that of the United States, during the period that 
Congress exercised the. power of appropriating the 
public money for internal improvements, is full of 
eloquent warnings. It seems impossible, in the 
nature of the subject, as connected with local rep- 
resentation, that the several objects presented for 
improvement shall be weighed according to their 
respective merits, and appropriations confined to 
those whose importance would justify a tax on the 
whole community to effect their accomplishment. 
In some of the States, systems of internal im- 
provements have been projected, consisting of 
roads and canals, many of which, taken separate- 
ly, were not of sufficient public importance to justi- 
fy a tax on the entire population of the State to 
effect their construction; and yet, by a combina- 
tion of local interests, operating on a majority of 
the legislature, the whole have been authorized, 
and the States plunged into heavy debts. To an 
extent so ruinous has this system of legislation 
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been carried in some Nees of the Union, that 
the people have found it necessary to their own 
safety and prosperity to forbid their legislatures, 
by constitutional restrictions, to contract public 
debts for such purposes without their immediate 
consent. 

If the abuse of power has been so fatal in the ° 
States where the systems of taxation are direct, 
and the representatives responsible at short pe- 
riods to small masses of constituents, how much 
greater danger of abuse is to be apprehended in 
the General Government, whose revenues are 
raised by indirect taxation, and whose function- 
aries are responsible to the people in larger masses 
and for longer terms? 

Regarding only objects of improvement of the 
nature of those embraced in this bill, how inex- 
haustible we shall find them. Let the imagination 
run along our coast, from the river St. Croix to 
the Rio Grande, and trace every river emptying 
into the Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico to its source; 
let it coast along our lakes, and ascend all their 
tributaries; let it pass to Oregon, and explore all 
its bays, inlets, and streams; and then let it raise 
the curtain of the future, and contemplate the ex- 
tent of this Republic, and the objects of improve- 


ment it will embrace, as it advances to its high 


destiny, and'the mind will be startled at the im- 
mensity and danger of the power which the prin- 
ciple of this bill involves. 
: Already our Confederacy consists of twenty- 
nine States. Other States may at no distant period 
be expected to be formed on the west of our pres- 
ent settlements. We own an extensive country 
in Oregon, stretching many hundreds of miles 
from east to west, and seven degrees of latitude 
from south to north. By the admission of Texas 
into the Union, we have recently added many hun- 
dreds of miles to our seacoast. In all this vast 
country, bordering on the Atlantic and, Pacific, 
there are many thousands of bays, inlets, and 
rivers, equally entitled to appropriations for their 
S with the objects embraced in this 
ill. | 

e have seen in our States that the interests of 
individuals or neighborhoods, combining against 
the general interest, have involved their govern- 
ments in debts and bankruptcy; and when the 
system prevailed in the General Government, and 
was checked by President Jackson, it had begun . 
to be coidered the highest merit in a member of 
Congress to be able to procure appropriations of . 
public money to be expended within his dis- 
trict or State, whatever might be the object. We 
should be blind to the experience of the past if we 
did not see abundant evidences that, if this system 
of expenditure is to be indulged in, combinations 
of individual and local interests will be found strong 
enough to control legislation, absorb the revenues 
of the country, and plunge the Government into a 
hopeless indebtedness. | 

What is denominated a, harbor by this system 
does not necessarily mean a bay, inlet, or arm of 
the sea on the ocean or on our lake shores, on the 
margin of which may exist a commercial city or 
town engaged in foreign or domestic trade; but is 
made to embrace waters where there is not only 
no such city or town, but no commerce of any 
kind. By it a bay or sheet of shoal water is called 
a harbor, and appropriations demanded from Con- 
gress to deepen it, with a view to draw commerce 
to it, or to enable individuals to build up a town 
or city on its margin, upon speculation, and ‘for 
their own private advantage. ~ 

What js denominated a river, which may be im- 
proved, in the system, is equally undefined in its 
meaning. It may be the Mississippi, or it may 
be the smallest and most obscure and unimportant 
stream bearing the name of river which is to be 
found in any State in the Union. 

Such a system is subject, moreover, to be pèr- 
verted to the accomplishment of the worst of poli- 
tical purposes. During the few years it was in 
full operation, and which immediately preceded 
the veto of President Jackson of the Maysville 
road bill, instances were numerous of public men 
seeking to gain popular favor by holding out to 
the people interested in particular localities the 
proms of large disbursements of public money. 

umerous#econnoissances and surveys were made 
during that period for roads and canals through 
many parts of the Union, and the people in the 
vicinity of each were led to believe that their prop 


‘erty would be enhanced in value, and they them- 
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selves be enriched by the large expenditures which 
they were promised by the advocates of the sys- 
tem should be made from the Federal treasury in 
their neighborhood. Whole sections of the coun- 
try were thus sought to be influenced, and the 
system was fast becoming one not only of profuse 
and wasteful expenditure, but a potent political 
engine. ` 
_ Jf the power to improve a harbor be admitted, 
it is not easy to perrie how the power to deepen 
every inlet on the ocean or the lakes, and make 
harbors where there are none, can be denied. If 
the power to clear out or deepen the channel of 
rivers near their mouths be admitted, it 1s not easy 
to perceive how the power to improve them to 
their fountain head, and make them navigable to 
their sources, can be denied. Where shall the 
exercise of the power, if it be assumed, stop? Has 
Congress the power, when an inlet is deep enough 
to admit a schooner, to deepen it still more so, that 
it will admit ships of heavy burden? and has it 
not the power, when an inlet will admit a boat, to 
make it deep enough to admit a schooner? May 
it improve rivers deep enough already to float ships 
and steamboats? and has it no power to improve 
those which are navigable only for. flat-boats and 
barges? May the General Government exercise 
power and jurisdiction over the soil of a State con- 
sisting of rocks and sand-bars in the beds of its 
rivers? and may it not exeavate a canal around its 
waterfalls or across its lands for precisely the same 
object? . -_ A 
_ Giving to the subject the most serious and can- 
did consideration of which my mind is capable, | 
cannot perceive any intermediate grounds. The 
power to improve harbors and rivers for purposes 
of navigation, by deepening or clearing out, by 
dams and sluices, by locking or canalling, must 
be admitted without any other limitation than the 
discretion of Congress, or it must be denied alto- 
gether. If it be admitted, how broad and how 
susceptible of enormous abuses is the power thus 
vested in the General Government! There is not 
. an inlet of the ocean or the lakes, not a river, 
creek, or streamlet within the States, which is not 
brought for this purpose within the power and ju- 
risdiction. of the General Government. . , 
Speculation, disguised under the cloak of pub- 
lic good, will call on Congress to deepen shallow 
inlets, that it may build up‘new cities,on their 
shores, or to make streams navigable h Na- 
ture has closed by bars and rapids, that it may 
sell at a profit its lands upon their banks. To en- 
rich neighborhoods by spending within it the 
moneys of the nation will be the aim and boast of 
those: who prize their local interests above the 
good of the nation, and millions upon millions 
will be abstracted by tariffs and taxes from the 
earnings of the whole people to: foster speculation 
and subserve the objects of private ambition. 

Such a system could not. be administered with 

any approach to equality among the several States 
and sections of the Union. There is no equality 
among them in the objects of expenditure, and, if 
the funds were distributed according to the merits 
of those objects, some would be enriched at the 
expense of their neighbors. But a greater: practi- 
cal evil would be found in the art and. industry by 
‘which appropriations would be sought and ob- 
‘tained. The most artful and industrious would 
‘be the most successful; the true interests. of the 
country would be lost sight ofin an annual scram- 
-ble for the contents of the treasury; and the mem- 
:ber. of Congress who could procure the largest ap- 
propriations to be expended in his district would 
‘claim’ the reward of victory from his enriched 
constituents. The necessary consequence would 
be, sectional discontents and heartburnings, in- 
‘creased taxation, and a national debt, never to be 
extinguished. 

In: view of these portentous consequences, I can- 
‘not but think that this course of legislation should 
‘be arrested, even were there nothing to forbid it in 
‘the fundamental laws of our Union. This conclu- 
‘sion is fortified by the fact, that the Constitution 
‘itself indicates a process by which harbors and riv- 
-ers within the States. may be improved— a process 
‘not susceptible of the abuses necessarily to flow 
from the assumption of the power to improve them 
‘by the General Government; just in its operation, 
and actually practised upon, without complaint or 
' interruption, during more than thirty years from 
the: organization of the present Government... . : 

The Constitution provides that ‘* no State shall, 


without the consent of Congress, lay any duty of 
tonnage.” With the “consent” of Congress, such 
duties may be levied, collected, and expended by 
the States. We are not left in the dark as to 
the objects of this reservation of power to the 
States. . The subject was fully considered by the 
convention that framed the Constitution. It ap- 
pears, in Mr. Madison’s report of the proceedings 


-of that body, that one object of the reservation was, 


that the States should not be restrained from lay- 
ing duties of tonnage for the purpose of clearing 
harbors. Other objects were named in the debates, 
and among them the support of seamen. Mr. 
Madison, treating on this subject in the Federalist, 
declares that— | | 

“ The restraint on the power of the States over imports 
and exports is cnforced by all the arguments which prove 
the necessity of submitting the regulation of trade to the 
Federal Councils. It is needless, theretore, to remark fur- 
ther on this head, than that the manner in which the re- 
straint is qualified seems well calculated at once to secure 
to the States a reasonable discretion in providing for the 
conveniency of theirimports and exports, and to the United 
Saat a reasonable check against the abuse of this discre- 
tio 

The States may lay tonnage duties for clearing 
harbors, improving rivers, or for other purposes; 
but are restrained from abusing the power, because, 
before such duties can take effect, the ‘* consent”? 
of Congress must be obtained. Here is a safe 
provision. for . the improvement of harbors and 
rivers in the reserved powers of the States, and. in 
the aid they may derive from duties of tonnage 
levied with the consent of Congress. Its safe- 
guards are, that both the State Legislatures and 
Congress have to concur in the act of raising the 
funds; that they are, in every instance, to be levied 
upon the commerce of those ports which are to 
profit by the proposed improvement; that no ques- 
tion of conflicting power or jurisdiction is involved; 
that the expenditure being in the hands of those 
who are to pay the money and be immediately 
benefited, will be more carefully managed and 
more productive of good than if the funds were 
drawn from the national treasury and disbursed 
by the officers of the General Government; that 
such a system will carry with it no enlargement of 
Federal power and patronage, and leave the States 
to be the sole judges of their own wants and in- 
terests, with only a conservative negative in Con- 
gress upon any abuse of the power which the 
States may attempt. z 
. Undėr this wise system, the improvement of 
harbors and rivers was commenced, or rather con- 
tinued, from the organization of the Government 
under the present Constitution. Many acts were 
passed by the several States. levying duties of ton- 
nage, and many were passed by Congress giving 
their consent. to those acts. -Such acts have been 
passed. by Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Pennsyl- 
vania, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, South 


Carolina, and Georgia, and have been sanctioned 


by. the consent of Congress. Without enumera- 
ting them all, it may be instructive to refer to some 
of them, as illustrative of the mode of improving 
harbors and rivers in the early periods of our Gov- 
ernment, as to the constitutionality of which there 
can be no doubt.  .. 

ln January, 1790, the State of Rhode Island 


passed:a law levying a tonnage duty on vessels 


arriving in the port of Providence, ‘for the pur- 


pose of clearing and deepening the channel of 
Providence river, 


and making the same more navi- 
ble.’? ; i ; 


On the 2d of February, 1798, the State of Massa- 
chusetts passed a law levying a tonnage duty on 


all vessels, whether employed in the foreign or 


coasting trade, which might enter into the Kenne- 


‘bunk river, for the improvement of the same, by 


‘“ rendering the passage in and out of said river 
less difficult and dangerous.”’ 

On the Ist of April, 1805, the State of Pennsyl- 
vania passed a law levying a tonnage duty on ves- 
sels, ‘* to remove. the obstructions to.the navigation 
of the river Delaware, below the city of Philadel- 
hia.” M 

` On the 23d of January, 1804, the State of Vir- 
ginia passed a law levying a tonnage duty on 
vessels, ‘‘for improving the navigation of James 
river. : : 


ninia passed a law levying a tonnage duty on ves- 
sels, for ‘‘ improving the navigation of James river, 
from Warwick to Rockett’s Landing.” ` 


ginia passed a law levying a tonnage duty on ves- 


On the 22d of February, 1826, the State of Vir- 


| 


-On.the 8th of December, 1824, the State.of Vir- || 


improvements in. the Union. 


| sels, for ‘¢ improving the navigation of Appomatox 


river, from’ Pocahontas bridge to pascal 2 
In November, 1821, the State of North Carolina 
passed a law levying a tonnage duty on vessels, 


| “for the purpose of opening an inlet at the lower 


end of Albemarle Sound, near a place called Nags 
Head, and improving the navigation of said Sound, 
with its branches;’’ and in November, 1828, an 
amendatory law. was passed. 

. On the 21st of December, 1804, the State of South 
Carolina passed a law levying a tonnage duty, for 
the purpose of ‘* building a marine hospital in the 
vicinity of Charleston;”’ and on the 17th of Decem- 
ber, 1816, another law was passed by the Legisla- 
ture. of that State for the ‘“‘maintenance of a marine 
hospital.”’ | 

_On the 10th of February, 1787, the State of Geor- 
gia passed alaw levying a tonnage duty on all ves- 
sels entering into the port of Savannah, for the 
purpose of ‘‘clearing’’ the Savannah river of 
‘wrecks and other obstructions” to the navigation. 

Or the 12th of December, 1804, the State of 
Georgia passed a law levying a tonnage duty on 
vessels, ‘‘to be applied to the payment of the fees. 
of the harbor-master and health officer of the ports. 
of Savannah and St. Mary’s.”. _ | 

In April, 1783, the State of Maryland passed a 
law laying a tonnage duty on vessels, for the im- 
provement of the “basin” and “harbor” of Balti- 
more and the ‘river Patapsco.’’ _ . ; 

On the 26th of December, 1791, the State of 

Maryland passed a law levying a tonnage duty. on 
vessels, for the improvement of the “harbor and 
port of Baltimore.” | 
- On the 28th of December, 1793, the State of 
Maryland passed a law authorizing the appoint- 
ment of a health officer for the port of Balumore, 
and laying a tonnage duty on vessels to defray the 
expenses. 
. Congress have passed many acts giving its “ con- 
sent” to these and other State laws, the first of 
which is dated in 1790, and the last in 1843. By the 
latter act, the ‘“ consent” of Congress was given to 
the law of the Legislature of the State of Maryland, 
laying a tonnage duty on vessels for the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Baltimore, and continuing it 
in force until the Ist day of June, 1850. I trans- 
mit herewith copies of such of the acts of the Le- 
gislatures of the States on the subject, and also the 
acts of Congress giving its ‘* consent?’ thereto, as 
have been collated.. oo | 

That the power. was constitutionally and right- 
fully. exercised in these cases does not admit of a 
doubt. i y | 

The injustice and inequality resulting from con- 
ceding the power to both Governments, is. illustra- 
ted by several of the acts enumefated. ‘Take that 
for the improvement of the harbor of Baltimore. 
That improvement is.paid for exclusively by a 
tax on the commerce of that city; but if an appro- 
priation be made from the national treasury for 


the improvement of the harbor of Boston, it. must 


be pa in part out of taxes levied on the commerce 
of Baltimore. The result is, that the commerce of 
Baltimore pays the full cost of the harbor improve- 
ment designed for its own benefit, and, in addition, 
contributes.to the cost of all other harbor and.river 
i The facts need but 
be stated to prove the inequality and injustice 
which cannot but flow from the practice embodied 
in this bill. Either.the-subject should be left as it 
was during the first third of a century, or the prace 
tiçe of levying. tonnage duties by the States should 


-be abandoned altogether, and all harbor and river 
‘Improvements .made under the authority of the 


United States, and by means of direct appropri- 
ations.. In view not only of the constitutional 
difficulty, but as.a question of policy, I am clearly 
of opinion that the whole subject. should be left to 
the States, aided by such tonnage duties on ves- 


sels navigating their waters as their respective. Le- 
gislatures may think proper to propose, and Con- 


gress see fit to sanction. This ‘t consent’’ of Con- 
gress would never be refused in any case where 
the duty proposed to be levied by the State was 
reasonable, and where the object of imprayement 
was one of importance. The funds required for 


the improvement of harbors and rivers may be 


raised in this mode,.as was done in the earlier pe- 
riods of the Government, and thus avoid a resort 
to a strained construction of the Constitution, not 
warranted by its letter. If direct .appropriationg 
be made ef. the money in the Federal treasury, 

auch purposes, the expenditures wil] be unequal 
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and unjust. The money in the Federal treasury 
is paid by a tax on the whole people of the United 
States, and if applied to the purposes of improving 
harbors and rivers, it will be partially distributed, 
and be expended for the advantage of particular 
States, sections, or localities, at the expense of 
otfiers. 

By returning to the early and approved con- 
struction of the Constitution, and to the practice 
under it, this inequality and injustice will be 
avoided, and, at the same time, all the really im- 
portant improvements be made, and, as our expe- 
rience has proved, be better made, and at less cost, 
than they would be by the agency of officers of 
the United States. The interests benefited by 
these improvements, too, would bear the cost of 
making them, upon the same principle that the 
expenses of the Post Office establishment have 
always been defrayed by those who derive benefits 
from it. The power of appropriating money from 
the treasury for such improvements was not claimed 
or exercised for more than thirty years after the 
organization of the Government in 1789, when a 
more latitudinous construction was indicated, 
though it was not broadly asserted and exercised 
until 1825. Small appropriations were first made 
in 1820 and 1821 for surveys. An act was made 
on the 3d of March, 1823, authorizing the Presi- 
dent to cause an “ examination and survey to be 
‘made of the obstructions between the harbor of 
< Gloucester and the harbor of Squam, in the State 
‘of Massaehusetts,’’ and of ‘* the entrance of the 
‘harbor of the port of Presque Isle, in Pennsyl- 
‘ vania,” with a view to their removal, and a small 
appropriation was made to pay the necessary ex- 
penses. This appears to have been the commence- 
ment of harbor improvements by Congress, thirty- 
four years after the Government went into opera- 
tion under the present Constitution. On the 30th 
ot April, 1824, an act was passed making an ap- 
propriation of thirty thousand dollars, and direct- 
ing *‘surveys and estimates to be made of the 
routes of such roads and canals” as the President 
s may deem of national importance, in a commer- 
cial or military point of view, or necessary for the 
transportation of the mails.” This act evidently 
looked to the adoption of a general system of 
internal improvements, to embrace roads and ca- 
nals as well as harbors and rivers. On the 26th 
May, 1824, an act was passed making appropria- 
tions for ‘‘ deepening the channel leading into the 
‘harbor of Presque Isle, in the State of Pennsyl- 
‘ vania,” and to ‘‘ repair Plymouth Beach, in the 
‘State of Massachusetts, and thereby prevent the 
‘harbor at that place from being destroyed.” 

President Monroe yielded his approval to these 
measures, though he entertained, and had, in a 
message to the Mouse of Representatives on the 
Ath of May, 1822, expressed, the opinion that the 
Constitution had not conferred upon Congress the 

power to“ adopt and execute a system of internal 
~ improvements.” -He placed his approval upon 
the ground, not that Congress possessed the power 
to “adopt and execute” such a system by virtue 
of any or all of the enumerated grants of power 
in the Constitution, but upon the assumption that 
the power to make appropriations of the public 
money was limited and restrained only by the dis- 
cretion of Congress. ln coming to this conclusion, 
he avowed that, ‘‘in the more early stage of the 
Government,” he had entertained a different opin- 
ion. He avowed that his first opinion had been, 
that, “as the National Government is a Govern- 
‘ment of limited powers, it has no right to expend 
‘money except in the performance of acts autho- 
‘rized by the other specific grants, according to a 
‘ strict construction of their powers;’’ and that the 
power to make E eee gave to Congress no 
discretionary authority to apply the public money to 
any other purposes or objects except to ‘‘ carry 
into effect the powers contained in the other grants. ”’ 
These sound views, which Mr. Monroe entertain- 
ed ‘in the early stage of the Government,” he 
gave up in 1622, and declared that— 

‘The right of appropriation is nothing more than a right 
to apply the public money to this or that purpose. It has no 
incidental power, nor does it draw after it any consequences 
of that kind. All that Congress could do under it, in the 
case of internal improvements, would be to appropriate the 
money necessary to make them. For any act requiring 
legislative sanction or support, the State authority must be 
relied on. The condemnation of the land, if the propri- 
etors should refuse to sell it, the establishment, of turnpikes 
and tolls, and the protection of the work when finished, must 


he done by the State. To these purposes the powers of the 
General Government are believed to be utterly incompetent.” 
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But it is impossible to conceive on what prin- 
ciple the power of appropriating públic money 
when:in the treasury can be construed to extend 
to objects for which the Constitution does not au- 
thorize Congress to levy taxes or imposts to raise 
money. The power of appropriation is but the 
consequence of the power to raise money; and the 
true inquiry is, whether Congress has the right to 
levy taxes for the object over which power is 
claimed. f 

During the four succeeding years embraced by 
the &dministration of President Adams, the power 
not only to appropriate money, but to apply it, 
under the direction and authority of the General 
Government, as well to the construction of roads 
as to the improvement of harbors and rivers, was 
fully asserted and exercised. 

Among other acts assuming the power, was one 
passed on the twentieth of May, 1826, entitled 
“« An act for improving certain harbors and the 
‘navigation of certain rivers and creeks, and for 
‘authorizing surveys to be made of certain bays, 
‘sounds, and rivers therein mentioned.” By that 
act, large appropriations were made, which were 
to be “applied, under the direction of the Presi- 
dent of the United States,’’ to numerous improve- 
ments in ten of the States. This act, passed 
thirty-seven years after the organization of the 
present Government, contained the first appropri- 
ation ever made for the improvement of a navi- 
gable river, unless it be small appropriations for 
examinations and surveys in 1820. During the 
residue of that administration, many other ap- 
propriations of a similar character were made, 
embracing roads, rivers, harbors, and canals, and 
objects claiming the aid of Congress multiplied 
without number. 

This was the first breach effected in the barrier 
which the univeral opinion of the framers of the 
Constitution had for more than thirty years thrown 
in the way of the assumption of this power by 
Congress. ‘The general mind of Congress and the 
country did not appreciate the distinction taken by 
President Monroe between the right to appropriate 
money for an object and the right to apply and ex- 
pend it without the embarrassment and delay of 
applications to the State governments. Probably no 
instance occurred in which such an application was 
made, and the flood-gates being thus hoisted, the 
principle laid down by him was disregarded, and 
applications for aid from the treasury, virtually 
to make harbors as well as improve them, clear out 
rivers, cut canals, and construct roads, poured into 
Congress in torrents, until arrested by the veto of 
President Jackson. His veto of the Maysville 
road bill was followed up by his refusal to sign 
the “Act making appropriations for building light- 
houses, lightboats, beacons, and monuments, pla- 


.cing buoys, improving harbors, and directing 


surveys;” **An act authorizing subscription for 


stock in the Louisville and Portland Canal Com- 
pany;’’ “An act for the improvement of certain 
harbors and the navigation of certain rivers;’’ and 
fiinally, ‘‘An act to impose the navigation of the 
Wabash river.” In his objections to the act last 
named he says: | 


‘¢ The desire to embark the Federal Government in works 
of internal improvement prevailed, in the highest degree, 
during the first session of the first Congress that I had the 
honor to meet in my present situation. When the bill au- 
thorizing a subscription on the part of the United States for 
stock in the Maysville and Lexington Turnpike Company 
passed the two Houses, there had been reported by the Com- 
mittees on Internal Improvements bills. containing appro- 
priations for such objects, exclusive of those for the Cum- 
berland road, and for harbors and light-houses, to the 
amount of about one hundred and six millions of dollars. 
In this amount was included authority to the Secretary of 
the Treasury to subscribe for the stock of different compa- 
nies to a great extent, and the residue was principally for 
the direct construction of roads by this Government. In 
addition to these projects, which have been presented to 
the two Houses under the sanction and recommendation of 
their respective Committeés on Internal [mprovements, 
there were then still pending before the committees, and in 
memorials to Congress, presented but not referred, different 
projects for works of a similar character, the expense of 
which cannot be estimated with certainty, but must have 
exceeded one hundred millions of dollars.’ 


Thus, within the brief period of less than ten 
years after the commencement of internal improve- 
ments by the General Government, the sum asked 
for from the treasury for various projects amount- 
ed to more than two hundred millions of dollars. 
President Jackson’s powerful and disinterested ap- 
peals to his country appear to have put down for- 
ever the assumption of power to make roads and cut 
canals, and to have checked the prevalent dispo- 


sition to bring all rivers in any degree navigable 
within the contro] of the General Government. 
But an immense field for expending the public 
money and increasing the power and patronage of 
this Government was left open in the concession of 
even a limited power of Congress to improve har- 
bors and rivers—a field which millions will not 
fertilize to the satisfaction of those local and specu- 
lating interests by which these projects are in gen- 
eral gotten up. There cannot be a just and e 
distribution of public burdens and benefits ander 
such a system, nor can the States be relieved from 
the danger of fatal encroachment, nor thes United 
States from the equal danger of consofidation, 
otherwise than by an arrest of the system, and.a 
return to the doctrines and practices which pre- 
vailed during the first thirty years of the Govern- 
ment. 

How forcibly does the history of this subject 
illustrate the tendency of power to concentration 
in the hands of the General Government. The 
power to improve their own harbors and rivers 
was Clearly reserved to the States, who were to be 
aided by tonnage duties levied and collected by 
themselves, with the consent of Congress. For 
thirty-four years improvements were carried on 
under that system, and so careful was Congress 
not to interfere, under any implied power, with 
the soil or jurisdiction of the States, that they did 
not even assume the power to erect light-houses or 
build piers without first purchasing the ground, with 
the consent of the States, and obtaining jurisdiction 
overit: At length, after the lapse of thirty-three 
years, an actis passed providing for the examina- 
tion of certain obstructions at the mouth of one or 
two harbors almost unknown. It is followed by 
acts making small appropriations for the removal 
of those obstructions. The obstacles interposed 
by President Monroe, after conceding the power 
to appropriate, were soon swept away. Congress 
virtually assumed jurisdiction of the soil and 
waters of the States, without their consent, for the 
purposes of internal improvement; and the eyes of 
eager millions were turned from the State Govern- 
ments to Congress as the fountain whose golden 
streams were to deepen their harbors and rivers, 
level their mountains, and fill their valleys with 
canals. To what consequences this assumption 
of power was rapidly leading, is shown by the veto 
messages of President Jackson; and to what end 
it is again tending, is witnessed by the provisions 
of this Bill, and bills of similar character. ` 

In the proceedings and debates of the General 
Convention which formed the Constitution, and of 
the State Conventions which adopted it, nothing 
is found to countenance the idea that the one in- 
tended to propose, or the others to concede, such 
a grant of power to the General Government as the 
building up and maintaining of a system of inter- 
nal improvements within the States necessarily 
implies. Whatever the General Government may 
constitutionally create, it may lawfully protect. 
If it may make a road upon the soil of the States, 
it may protect it from destruction or injury b 

enal laws. So of canals, rivers, and harbors. If 
it may put a dam in ariver, it may protect that dam 
from removal or injury, in direct opposition to the 
laws, authorities, and people of the State in which 
it is situated. If it may deepen a harbor, it may, 
by its own laws, protect its agents and contractors 
from being driven from their work, even by the 
laws and authorities of the State. The power to 
make a road or canal, or to dig up the bottom of a 
harbor or river, implies a right in the soil of the . 
State, and a jurisdiction over it, for which it would 
be impossible to find any warrant. | 

The States were particularly jealous of conceding 
to the General Government any right of jurisdic- 
tion over their soil, and in the Constitution restrict- 
ed the exclusive legislation of Congress to such 
places as might be ‘* purchased with the consent of 
‘ the States in which the same shall be, for the erec- 
‘tion of forts, magazines, dock-yards, and other 
‘needful buildings.” That the United States should 
be prohibited from purchasing lands within the 
States, without their consent, even for the most 
essential purposes of national defence, while left at 
liberty to purchase or seize them for roads, canals, 
and other improvements of immeasurably Jess im- 
portance, is not to be conceived. 

A proposition was made in the Convention to 

rovide for the appointment of a ‘‘ Secretary of 
omestic Affairs,” and make it his duty, among 
other things, ‘‘to attend to the opening of roads 


al 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


rn ec a aa e e 


ia een ee eel 


PRINTED AND PUBLISHED AT THE CITY OF WASHINGTON, BY BLAIR & RIVES. 


30TH Conersss, lsr SESSION. 


and navigation, and the facilitating communcations 
through the United States.’’ It was referred to a 
committee, and that appears to have been the last 
of it. Ona subsequent occasion, a proposition was 
made to confer on Congress the power to ‘ pro- 
vide for the cutting of canals when deemed neces- 
sary,” which was rejected by the strong majorify 
of eight States to three. Among the reasons given 
for the rejection of this preposition, it was urged 
that ‘* the expense in such cases will fall on the 
United States, and the benefits accrue to the places 
where the canals may be cut.” 

During the consideration of this proposition, a 
motion was made to enlarge the proposed power 
s for cutting canals”’ into a power * to grant char- 
t ters of incorporation, when the interest of the Uni- 
‘ ted States might require, and the legislative provi- 
t sions of the individual States may be incompetent;”’ 
and the reason assigned by Mr. Madision for the 
proposed enlargement of th®power was, that it 
would ‘‘secure an easy communication between 
‘ the States which the free intercourse now to be 
‘ opened seemed to call for. The political obsta- 
‘ cles being removed, a removal of the natural ones, 
‘ as far as possible, ought to follow.” 

The original proposition and all the amendments 
were rejected, after deliberate discussion, not on the 
ground, as so much of that discussion as has been 
preserved indicates, that no direct grant was neces- 
sary, but because it was deemed inexpedient to 
grant it at all. When it is considered that some 
of the members of the Convention, who afterwards 
participated in the organization and administration 
of the Government, advocated and practised upon 
a very liberal construction of the Constitution, 
grasping at many high powers as implied in its va- 
rious provisions, not one of them, it is believed, at 
that day claimed the power to make roads and ca- 
nals, or improve rivers and harbors, or appropri- 
ate money for that purpose. Among our early 
statesmen of the strict construction class, the opin- 
ion was universal, when the subject was first 
broached, that Congress did not possess the power, 
although some of them thought it desirable. . 

President Jefferson, in his message to Congress 
in 1806, recommended an amendment of the Con- 
stitution, with a view to apply an anticipated sur- 
plus in the treasury ‘to the great purposes of 
‘the public education, roads, rivers, canals, and 
“such other objects of public improvements as it 
‘may be thought proper to add to the constitution- 


. ‘al enumeration of the Federal powers;’’ and he 


adds: ‘‘ I suppose an amendment to the Constitu- 
‘tion, by consent of the States, necessary, because 
‘ the objects now recommended are not among those 
“enumerated in the Constitution, and to which it 
‘ permits the public moneys to be applied.” In 
1825, he repeated, in his published letters, the 
opinion that no such power has been conferred 
upon Congress. 

President Madison, in a message to the Housé 
of Representatives of the 3d of March, 1817, as- 
signing his objections to a bill entitled ‘“ An act to 
set apart and pledge certain funds for internal im- 
provements,” declares, that ‘‘ the power to regulate 
‘ commerce among the several States cannot include 
‘a power to construct roads and canals, and to im- 
‘prove the navigation of water-courses, in order to 
‘facilitate, promote, and secure such commerce, 
‘ without a latitude of construction departing from 
‘ the ordinary import of the terms, strengthened by 
‘the known inconveniences which doubtless led 
‘ to the grant of this remedial power to Congress.” 

President Monroe, in a message to the House 
of Representatives of the 4th of May, 1822, con- 
taining his objections to a bill entitled ‘* An act for 
the preservation and repair of the Cumberland 
road,” declares: 

“ Commerce between independent powers or communi- 
ties is universally regulated by duties and imposts. It was 
so regulated by the States before the adoption of this Con- 
stitution, equally in respeet to each other and to foreign 
Powers. The goods and vessels employed in the trade are 
the only subjects of regulation. It can act on none other. 
A power, then, to impose such duties and imposts in regard 
to foreign nations, and to prevent any on the trade between 
the States, was the only power granted. 

- If we recur to the causes which produced the adoption 
of this Constitution, we shall find that injurics resulting 
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from the regulation of trade by the States respectively, and 
the advantages anticipated from the transfer of the power 
| to Congress, were among those which had the most weight. 
| Instead of acting as a nation in regard to foreign Powers, the 
States, individually, had commenced a system of restraint 
; on each other, whereby the interests of foreign Powers were 
| promoted at their expense. If one State imposed high duties 
| on the goods or vessels of a foreign Power to countervail the 
| regulations ofsuch Power, the next adjoining States imposed 
lighter duties to invite those articles into their ports, that 
| they might be transferred thence into the other States, se- 
curing the duties to themselves. This contracted policy in 
some of the States was soon counteracted by others. Re- 
; straints were immediately laid on such commerce by the 
| suffering States; and thus had grown up a state of affairs 
{ 
| 
/ 
{ 


disorderly and unnatural, the tendency of which was to de- 
stroy the Union itself, and with it all hope of realizing those 
blessings which we had anticipated from the glorious revo- 
lution which had been so recently achieved. From this de- 
plorable dilemma, or rather certain ruin, we were happily 
rescued by the adoption of the Constitution. 

« Among the first and most important effects of this great 
revolution was the complete abolition of this pernicious 
policy. The States were brought together by the Constitu- 
tion, as to commerce, into one community, equally in regard 
to foreign nations and each other. The regulations that were 
adopted regarded us in both respects as one people. The 
duties and imposts that were laid on the vessels and mer- 
chandise of foreign nations were all uniform throughout the 
United States, and in the intercourse between the States 

, themselves no duties of any kind were imposed other than 
| between different ports and counties within the same State. 
‘This view is supported by a series of measures all of a 
marked character, preceding the adoption of the Constitu- 
| tion. As early as the year 1781, Congress recommended it 
| to the States to vest in the United States a power to levy a 
duty of five per cent. on all goods imported from foreign 
countries into the United States forthe term of fifteen years. 
In 1783, this recommendation, with alterations as to the 
kind of duties, and an extension of this term to twenty-five 
years, was repeated and more earnestly urged. In 1784, it 
was recommended to the States to authorize Congress to 


prohibit, under certain modifications, the importation of 


| goods from foreign Powers into the United States for fifteen 

years. In 1785, the consideration of the subject was re- 

| sumed, and a proposition presented in a new form, with an 
addres to the States, explaining fully the principles on 
which a grant of the power to regulate trade was deemed 
indispensable. In 1786, a meeting took place at Annapolis 
of delegates from several of the States on this subject, and 
on their report the Convention was formed at Philaglelphia 
the ensuing year, froin all the States, to whose deliberations 
we are indebted for the present Constitution. 

«c In none of these measures was the subject of internal 
improvement mentioned or even glanced at. Those of 1784, 
5, 6, and 7, leading step by step to the adoption of the Con- 
stitution, had in view only the obtaining of&a power to en- 
able Congress to regulate trade with foreign Powers. It is 
manifest that the regulation of trade with the several States 
was altogether a secondary object, suggested hy and adopt- 

| ed in connection with the other. 

| this system of improvement is included under either branch 
of this grant, I should suppose that it was the first rather 

| than the second. The pretension to it, however, under that 

: branch, has never been sct up. In support of the claim 
under the second, no reason has been assigned which ap- 
pears to have the least weight.” 


Such is a brief history of the origin, progress, 
and consequences of a system which for more 
than thirty years after the adoption of the Con- 
stitution was unknown. The greatest embarrass- 
ment upon the subject consists in the departure 
which has taken place from the early construction 
of the Constitution, and the precedents which are 
found in the legislation of Congress in later years. 
President Jackson, in his veto of the Wabash 
river bill, declares, that ‘*to inherent embarrass- 


ments have been added others, from the course of 


our legislation concerning it.’? In his vetoes on 
the Maysville road bill, the Rockville road bill, 
the Wabash river bill, and other bills of like char- 
acter, he reversed the precedents which existed 
prior to that time on the subject of internal im- 
| provements. 

and reflection have convinced us that a legislative 
precedent is either unwise or unconstitutional, it 
should not be followed. 

No express grant of this power is found in the 
Constitution. 
themselves as to the source from which it is de- 
rived as an incident. In the progress of the dis- 
cussions upon this subject, the power to regulate 
commerce seems now to be chiefly relied upon, 
especially in reference to the improvement of har- 
bors and rivers. 

In relation to the regulation of commerce, the 
language of the grant in the Constitution is, **Con- 
gress shall have power to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations and among the several States, and 
with the Indian tribes.” ‘That to ‘‘ regulate com- 
merce”’ does not mean to make a road or dig a ca- 


If the power necessary to | 


When our experience, observation, | 
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nal, or clear out a river, or deepen a harbor, would 
seem to be obvious to the common understanding. 
To “ regulate” admits or affirms the preéxistence 
of the thing to be regulated. In this case it pre- 
supposes the existence of commerce, and of course 
the means by which and the channels through 
which commerce is carried on. It confers no cre- 
ative power; it only assumes control over that 
which may have been brought into existence 
through other agencies, such as State legislation, 


| and the industry and enterprise of individuals. If 


the definition of the word * regulate” is to include 
the provision of means to carry on commerce, then 
have Congress not only power to deepen harbors, 
clear out rivers, dig canals, and make roads, but 
also to build ships, railroad cars, and other vehi- 
cles, all of which are necessary to commerce. 
There is no middle ground. If the power to regu- 
late can be legitimately construed into a power to 


harbors, but the roads and canals, and all the means 
of transporting merchandise among the several 
States, are put at the disposition of Congress. 
This power to regulate commerce was construed 
and exercised immediately after the adoption of 
the Constitution, and has been exercised to the 
present day, by prescribing general rules by which 
commerce should be conducted. With foreign na- 
tions it has been regulated by treaties, defining the 
rights of citizens and subjects, as well as by acts 
of Congress imposing duties and restrictions, em- 
bracing vessels, seamen, cargoes, and passengers. 


|| It has been regulated among the States by acts of 
'i Congress relating to the coasting trade, and the 


vessels employed therein, and for the better secu- 


| rity of passengers in vessels propelled by steam, — 
and by the removal of all restrictions upon inter- 
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nal trade. It has been regulated with the Indian 
tribes by our intercourse laws, prescribing the 
manner in which it shal] be carried on. Thus each 
branch of this grant of power was exercised soon 
after the adoption of the Constitution, and has con- 
tinued to be exercised to the present day. Ifa 
more extended construction be adopted, it is im- 
possible for the human mind to fix on a limit to the 
exercise of the power other than the will and dis- 
It sweeps into the vortex of 
national power and jurisdiction not only harbors 
and inlets, rivers and little streams, but canals, 
turnpikes, and railroads—every species of im- 
provement which can facilitate or create trade and 
intercourse ‘ with foreign nations, among the sev- 
eral States, and with the Indian tribes.’ 

Should any great object of improvement exist 
in our widely-extended country, which cannot be 
effected by means of tonnage duties, levied by the 
States, with the concurrence of Congress, it is 
safer and wiser to apply to the States, in the mode 
prescribed by the Constitution, for an amendment 
of that instrument, whereby the powers of the 
General Government may be enlarged, with such 
limitations and restrictions as experience has 
shown to be proper, than to assume and exercise 
a power which has not been granted, or which 
may be regarded as doubtful in the opinion of a 
large portion of our constituents. This course has 
been recommended successively -by Presidents 
Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, and Jackson, and I 
fully concur with them in opinion. If an enlarge- 
ment of power should be deemed proper, it will 
unquestionably be granted by the States; if other- 
wise, it will be withheld; and, in either case, their 
decision should be final. In the meantime, I deem 
it proper to add, that the investigation of this sub- 


r e 
Fs advocates have differed among il ject has impressed me more strongly than ever 


with the solemn conviction that the usefulness and 
permanency of this Government, and the happi- 
ness of the millions over whom it spreads its pro- 
tection, will be best promoted by carefully ab- 
staining from the exercise of all powers not clearly 
granted by the Constitution. 
JAMES K. POLK. 

WASHINGTON, December 15, 1847. 

Before the Clerk had progressed far in the read- 
ing of the message— 

Mr. CLINGMAN xose and said, he would 
move that the reading be dispensed with. 
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[Cries of ‘ No, no,” from the opposite side of 
the House. | 

It was not a veto message, (said Mr. C.;) it 
was nothing which the House could act upon. 

[A voice: It is something that will act upon the 
House, I reckon.] 

The House not manifesting a disposition to dis- 
pense with the reading— l 

The motion was waived, and the Clerk continued 
and completed the reading. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved that the message 
and accompanying documents be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VINTON hoped that, instead of taking the 
direction proposed by the gentleman from Illinois, 
this message would be referred to a select commit- 
tee, and that the printing of it would be postponed 
until the select committee should have had time to 
make a report upon this important document, so 
that the message and the reply to it might go out 
to the country together. In making this sugges- 
tion, it was his intention to move that a select com- 
mittee should be raised, with the request that he 
himself should not be placed upon it. 

Mr. WENTWORTH would state, in relation 
to the motian of the gentleman, that the Committee 
on Commerce would probably make an adverse 
report, and then both documents would be printed 
together. The Committee on Commerce had now 
nothing before them, and might as well occupy 
themselves upon that as anything else. 

Mr. VINTON resumed the floor, and proceeded 
to say that he was fully aware that the Committee 
on Commerce, if they had time to do so, would do 
ample justice to the important subject discussed in 
this message. He had proposed a select commit- 
tec, believing that, from the very elaborate discus- 
sion given to the subject by the President of the 
United States, # would require more time than the 
Committee on Commerce could bestow upon it. 
And he agreed with the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Wentworth, ] that the message and the an- 
swer should go out together. 

But he had risen chiefly for the purpose of ma- 
king a remark upon one fact which he had heard 
stated in that message, among the very few things 
which he could understand; for, although he had 
listened with all the attention he was able to bestow 
upon it, yet he had been able to hear but a very 
smail part. 

The message undertakes (said Mr. V.) to prove, 
that if the internal improvements of the country 
had not been arrested by a former Executive of 
the United States, the prosecution of it would have 
involved this country in an enormous debt of some 
two hundred millions of dollars or more. Now, 
that is not the first time that that assertion has been 
made by the Executive of the Uaited States. I 
have no doubt that the President of the United 
States, in making that communication to Congress, 
and through Congress to the people of the United 
States, believed that what is there stated is accu- 
rate and trve. But the President of the United 
States, as I undertake to say, labors under a griev- 
ous error, in point of fact, when he says that 
the recommendation of appropriations to the 
amount of two hundred millions was made by the 
party which was then in power for a sertes of years. 
At the very time when the message was commu- 
nicated to Congress, which is alluded to in the 

resent message of the President of the United 

tates, I served on the Committee on Internal Im- 
provements. I know, sir, what was its policy, 
what its purposes; and I have at least a general 
recollection of what it did report and recommend; 
and now I undertake to say, that at no time did it 
ever enter into the intention of the Committee on 
Internal Improvements, or of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, or of that portion of the House of Rep- 
Tesentatives, or of the Congress of the United 
States who were the supportcrs of the system of 
internal improvements, that it was to involve this 
country in the first dollar of debt. I undertake to 
say that there never was a bill reported here that 
would have rendered it necessary to borrow a dol- 
lar of money to carry it into effect. 

For ‘years, sir, while this system of internal im- 
provements was under discussion in this House, 
and appropriations were annually made towards it, 
it was the duty of the Committee on Internal Im- 
‘provements, either by addressing a letter to the 

ecretary of the Treasury or in some other mode, 
to ascertain what would be the residuum remain- 
ing in the treasury.at the end of the year, after 
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|| posed to be made at every session while that sys- 


Great Britain. 
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| body was then composed, it then contained within | 
| it a weight of character, and talent and experience, 
| far greater—without intending any disrespect to 


men who have been great lights in the Union from 
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| before the other expenditures were met. Now, 
while that debt was in the process of being paid— 
while the Government of the United States were 


meeting all the appropriations that were required | 
by the Government; and the bills that were re- | 
ported, that is, the appropriations that were pro- 


tions that were recommended to be made were | 
always limited within what was ascertained would 
be the residuum remaining in the treasury after 
meeting the other expenses of the Government. ' 
And it never was the intention of the friends of | 
internal improvement, it was no part of their de- ii process was going forward, it was the prevailing 
sire, there was no advocate on this floor of a sys- || opinion in this House that, whenever the public 
tem of internal improvements which should be '! debt of the country should be paid, the sinking 
sustained by borrowing money and involving the || fund of ten million dollars, which would then be 
nation in debt. At that time, at the time the act |! disengaged, would necessarily be appropriated to 
of 1824 was passed, to which the President alludes 1 some other object. It was supposed that the great 
in the present message, the country owed a debt, || interests of the country—that its industry would 
if I recollect right, of something near one hundred | 

millions of dollars—a small residuum of the debt || 


| 
tem had the favor of this House, the appropria- | 
| 
| 


| 
of the war of the Revolution and the last war with | 
It was passed at a time, said the | 

gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Ruert,] | 
this morning, when we were all Federalists and 
Democrats. If I may characterize that Congress, 
it was passed at a time when we were all Ameri- 
cans. 


There was no party in this House; but this |; 
| creasing the civil ad military and naval defences 
| of the country, unless it were applied to this great 
i system of internal improvements. That it would 
those that may be here now—far greater than I || be spent somewhere was very evident; and it was 
have ever seen in this House from that day to |! a question among the friends of internal improve- 
this. ments whether, when that debt was paid, the sink- 
The eighteenth Congress, that passed the inter- || ing fund should be paid out to the people of this 
nal improvement bill, contained in this body many i country for the labor and materials necessary for 
i these great public works, or whether there shonld 
| that day to this. Most of them engaged in the | be in the place of it an enormous increase in the 
debate on that bill; it waa one of the most elabo- || ordinary expenditures of the Government. 
| rate debates l ever heard upon this floor; it was | Now, it so happened that, just at the moment 
| free from all party bias. Men formed their opin- | when this national debt was paid off, the Execu- 
| 
| 


ions with reference to their views of the Constitu- || tive of the United States thought proper—at the 
tion of the United States, after the most impartial |! very instant when the nation had greater ability 
and deliberate investigation of the powers confer- || than it had ever had before—the Executive of the 
red by it; and it is for that reason that I always || United States thought proper to lay his hand upon 
respected that law as one of those that were enti- | that branch of appropriations, and to arrest it. 
tled to be considered of vastly greater importance |; And, sir, what followed, when that veto, which 
and authority than a bill passed in high party || ig alluded to in the present message of the Presi- 
anything. ‘They were mere pioneers, sent forward | 

into the country for the purpose of ascertaining 

whether the military defences of the country, 


United States; of those portions of the country, of 
those lines of communication that should facilitate 
commerce among the States in a national point of 
view, and the transportation of the mail of the 
United States, and that should promote the national 
| defences of the country. Under that law, sir, a 
corps of engineers was employed by Mr. Monroe, 
the then President of the United States, at the 
head of which was an engineer of the highest emi- 
nence, General Bernard. His reconnoissances and 
Surveys that were made, were made as much or 
more with reference to the military defences of the 
country than to its internal improvements. This 
examination was made for the purpose of obtain- 
ing for this Government that topographical infor- 
mation which would be necessary, not merely in 
a military point of view, but to facilitate the trade 
among the States, as well as the transportation of 
the mai of the country. It was made, for the 
most part, not under any special direction of Con- 
gress. Occasionally Congress passed a resolution 
directing a survey to be made; the President of 
the United States directed such to be made as he 
thought proper; and I believe in some instances 
these surveys and examinations were made at the 
request and instance of individual members of this 
body. But it was never understood by the friends 
of internal improvement, when they were making 
these surveys, which were always accompanied 
by estimates, that they pledged the country to 


: the expenditures and extravagance of the Govern- 
‘ment itself. That was the first result. The next 
| consequence was, that, in the course of two or 
| three years, an accumulation of about forty mil- 
| lions of surplus was found to be in the treasury 
| of the United States, locked u 
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forty millions of 
dollars, which went to bring-about a state of ex- 
citement in this country, of speculation, of finan- 
cial derangement, that finally terminated in a con- 
vulsion which shook not merely the Government 
of this country, but all its industrial interests, to 
their very centre. Now, suppose, instead of the 
accumulation of this forty million of dollars in the 
treasury of the United States—which was loaned 
out liberally all over the country, going to inflate 
and expand its currency, and swell its business— 
suppose that ten millions of dollars had been an- 
nually appropriated to the improvement of your 
rivers and harbors; that it had been paid out over 
this country to the “ toiling millions,” (to use the 
language of the President,) for their labor and 
the materials that would have been necessary for 
these great public works: what would have been 
the consequence? It would have relieved your 
treasury from this penalty; it would not—as has 
been argued by the President of the United States 
—it would not have involved this country in a 
debt; it would have saved the country from the 
convulsion that followed. Sir, that would have 
been the effect of permitting that system, which 
was then wisely established, to have taken its 
course. But, sir, instead of that—instead of these 
moneys being appropriated in that mode, spread- 
ing their benefits over the country, enlarging the 
commerce of the country, building up your de- 
fences—instead of that, we all know where it 
went to, and what was the consequence. 

Now in reference to that declaration of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, that by the veto of the then 
President of the United States, and the arresting 
the then contemplated system of internal improve- 
ments, the country was saved from being involved 
in such a debt as he lias estimated—a declaration 


times, in high party excitement, and with reference. || dent of the United States, was sent to the House? 
to some party end. It is an authority with me |! It was at a time when this Government was in 
that no party measure can haye in this House. | the receipt of a large surplus revenue. The result 
Well, sir, itbecame a law. It directed that sur- |; of omitting to make any disposition of this sink- 
veys and reconnoissances should be made of the |! ing fund was, in the first place, largely to swell 
whether its internal trade, required that internal | 
improvements should be made. | 
Now, at that time the Government of the United | 
States owed a debt of one hundred million dollars. 
In addition to paying the interest on that deht it 
had made a great appropriation for the purpose of 
liquidating the principal. By the fundingact,which 
was then passed, ten millions of dollars were set 


aside annually for the purpose of liquidating the 
debt of the United States, which was to be applied 


not be at so great a charge as that this ten million — 


‘country into debt. 
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coming from authority so high and respectable as 
that of the President of the United States is calcu- 
lated, among the honest people of this country, to 
create a prejudice not merely against the system 
of internal improvements, but against those who 
then contemplated the appropriation of a portion 
of the revenues of this country for that purpose. 
Mainly for this reason, (said Mr. V.,) before that 
false impression shall go out to the country, do I 
desire to take notice of it, and to say there is not, 
there never was a party in this Houseywho con- 
templated to carry out the system of internal im- 
provements by borrowing money and plunging the 
I know of no gentleman on this 
floor who has been a more uniform friend of inter- 
nal improvements than myself, and yet I never 
have seen the day when I would have voted appro- 
priations for this system that would have added 
to the debt of the United States; or rather, I have 
never seen the day when I would have raised a 


loan for the purpose of carrying on internal im- 


provements. Nor do Í believe there is any such 
party. My view of the system of internal im- 
provements is this: I would:keep up the military, 
naval, and civil establishments of the country; if 
there was any surplus remainjng, I would devote 
it to internal improvements. And I mean harbors 
on the seaboard as well as on the lakes, improve- 
ments on the exterior as well as the interior. I 
would devote it to those purposes that would facil- 
itate intercommunication; that would build up the 
trade of the country not merely among ourselves 
but with foreign nations. And, sir, all the argu- 
ment which is so elaborated by the President of 
the United States, who congratulates, or seems to 


congratulate, the country on having escaped from 


being involved in a debt that would not have been 
discharged—it is all an error, all a delusion; and 
it arose from the fact that the President of the 
United States cannot have given to the history of 
this subject that investigation which it requires. 
Mr. V. repeated the wish, in concluding, that 
this message should go to the Committee on Com- 
merce before it was printed, and when it was print- 
ed that the message itself and the reply to it should 
go out together to the people of this country, so 
that there might be fair play, and that all who 
read may have an opportunity to see both sides of 
this question before they formed their opinion upon 


it. 

Mr. HARALSON did not rise to reply to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Ohio; for, if he un- 
derstood that gentleman correctly, any discussion 
of this subject at this hour would be out of place. 
‘They were necessarily very much inthe dark, for 
no gentleman could fully understand the positions 
taken in the message, and consequently could not 
properly make them the subject of discussion in 
this House. But the proposition of the gentleman 


from Ohio was, @fter he had replied at length to 


some portions of that message, that they should 
patiently wait and permit the reply to go forth be- 
fore they sent the message itself. He was not ap- 
prized of the course of legislation it was usual to 
take with messages of this description, but it would 
seem to him that another motion other than that 
which had been made would be the proper one 
under the circumstances in which they are placed. 
If he understood this aright, it was a message from 
the President of the United States, giving his 
reasons why he had refused his assent to a bill of 
the last session of Congress; and, in the first place, 
any discussion of it before they had had an oppor- 
tunity to read and understand it would be out of 
place. It seemed to him, therefore, that the mo- 
tion should be to lay it upon the table and print it. 
That would be the proper motion to make on this 
occasion, and not to allow a reply to go forth before 
the message itself had been published to the coun- 
try and understood by the House. It could not 


«be concealed that its contents would be examined 


from day to day, and that replies would be made 
to it by the advocates of internal improvements on 
this floor. Already evidence had been furnished 
of the readiness of gentlemen to place themselves 
ìn Opposition to the positions assumed in the mes- 


- sage, and perhaps he should not be wrong in say- 


ing that there would be fifty replies to it on this 
floor, whence they would soon be sent to every 
corner of the land. Why, then, need they with- 
hold the message until an argument in opposition 


to it.should be sent to the country from a commit- 


tee? The remarks of the gentleman from Ohio 


would.not be. withheld from the country, for they 
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were already on the reporters’ tables. Let, then, 
the message be printed. Let the whole go forth 
to the country with all the replies which gentlemen 
may think proper to make. With these views he 
moved to lay the message on the table, and that it 
be printed. 

The SPEAKER intimated to the gentleman. 
from Georgia, that he had coupled two motions 
together, one of which was, and the other was not 
debatatle. r 

Mr. HARALSON presumed they could be di- 
vided, and the question taken first on one, and af- 
terwards on the other. 

The SPEAKER replied, that unless the motions 
were separated, one being debatable, the debate 
would be continued. 

Mr. HARALSON then would modify his mo- 
tion by moving, first, that the message be printed; 
giving notice that he should move to lay it on the 
table if this motion were agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY did not rise to enter into a general 
discussion of the questions which had been debated 
there this day, namely, the power of Congress 
over the subject of internal improvements. He 
should reserve himself for a more appropriate oc- 
casion to express his views on that question. But 
he rose to reply to the only position which he un- 
derstood the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] to 
assume. The gentleman from Ohio had informed 
them that the President of the United States, in 
his message, had stated, that but for the interposi- 
tion of the veto of General Jackson, arresting the 
system of internal improvements by this Govern- 
ment, the country would have been involved in 
debt to the amount of $200,000,000 for improve- 
ments which were then contemplated. That he 
understood to be the point to which the gentleman 
from Ohio objected. The gentleman from Ohio 
says that he was here at that time, and that there 
was no party here that was in favor of involving 
this Government in debt for the purpose of carry- 
ing on internal improvements. He said, all that 
was then contemplated was the expenditure of the 
unappropriated balance in the treasury. Now, did 
not the gentleman frora Ohio, in the fullness of his 
information, know, that at that time the debt of the 
United States had not been paid? and that, in addi- 
tion to $10,000,000 that was set apart as a sinking 
fund, the law providing for the payment of the 
public debt also provided that all balances remain- 
ing in the treasury, after reserving a fund to meet 


contingencies, should go towards extinguishing 


the public debt? If, then, the money was taken 
from the treasury, which by law was set apart for 
the extinction of the public debt, was it not the 
same as if they had passed a loan bill to have met 
those appropriations? To contract a debt for a 
given object, or to obstruct the payment of one 
already in existence, by applying the funds appro- 
priated for its extinction to that object, seemed to 
him to be the same thing in effect. 

So far from the statement of the President of 
the United States being over the mark in this par- 
ticular, if, as the gentleman said, the President had 
set down the amount of the debt that would have 
been contracted by this time to $200,000,000, in 
his (Mr. B.’s) opinion the President had greatly 
underrated it. What had been the experience of 
the country? Look at the condition of the States. 
Many of them were involved in bankruptcy, and 
were driven almost to the alternative of repudia- 
tion. The aggregate of these debts at this time 
exceed $200,000,000, and there were restraints 
against extravagance in the States which do not 
exist here. In the first place, there is the greater 
responsibility of the representatives, growing out 
of the smallness of their constituencies, and the 
short periods at which they return to them. In 
the second, there is the better local information. 
A member of a State Legislature, with very little 
geographical information, can judge pretty well of 
the importance of any projected improvement 
within his own State. But how is it here? Sup- 
pose an appropriation is asked for an improvement 
in Maine or Wisconsin, how am I to judge of its 
necessity? I have not the local information. How 
am I to obtain it? Rely upon its Representative? 
He will be interested in deceiving me. Rely upon 
the reports of engineers? They are proverbially 
deceptive. 7 

But, more than all, there was a restraint upon 
the State Legislatures, which did not exist in the 
General Government—direct taxation. In the 


States the representative who voted for expendi- 


tures had to vote to raise the money—and by direct 
taxation. And they all knew with what terror a. 
representative in any of the States would return to 
a constituency on whom he had voted to lay taxa- 
tion in that form. However they might be delu- 
ded by arguments to believe that taxation is a 
blessing when levied in the form of a tariff, yet 
when raised in the shape of direct taxation, the 
argument would fail to carry conviction home, for 
then the appeal was made directly to the purse. 

This was a powerful restraint in the States. 
There no one was the friend of increased taxation. 
But here the reverse is the case. Here was the 
great tariff interest, which was to be benefited by 
the indirect form of taxation, and which would 
vote expenditures without respect to the applica- 
tion of themoney. ‘There were also local interests 
combined with the tariff interest, and all represent- 
atives from the portions of the country that were 
to be benefited by the application of the money 
would vote for appropriations without those pow- 
erful restraints existing in the States. 

Yet with all the restraints which existed in the 
States, we know what has been the result. But if 
the system had not been arrested here, where there 
are no such restraints, who can conjecture what the 
result would have been? Sir, there would have been 
but one limit to the appropriations, and that would 
have been the ability of the Government to raise 
money, by loans or otherwise. This system, when 
undertaken by this Government, will become, as it 
has been heretofore, one of plunder, the only limit 
to which is the power of the strong to take, and 
the ability of the weak to contribute. Impartiality 
in the appropriations is impossible. Inequality is 
inherent in the whole system. If no State receives 
more under it than its share—if no State receives 
more than she contributes—none would care any- 
thing about it; for they would only get back their 
own, diminished by the cost of collection and dis- 
bursement. If no State gets back more than it 
contributes, it had better collect and disburse for 
itself. If it does receive more than its just pro- 
portion, then other States must receive less, which 
would be unjust. So this is a system which, to 
make it desirable to any, you must make it unjust 
tosome. Under this system the strong will always 
get all, and the weak none. It has always been 
so, and always will be so as long as human nature 
remains what it is. As long as such is the case, the 
only restraints upon extravagance will be those I 
have mentioned. 

He said when he rose that he did not intend to 
go into an elaborate discussion, but simply to re- 
ply to the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Venton] on one point; and he flattered him- 
self that he had shown that the gentleman was in 
error. But suppose there was no disposition at the 
time referred to, to expend more money than the. 
available balance in the treasury, did the gentle- 
man believe that after they had once commenced 
the system, there would have been power to re- 
strain it? No: they would have contracted a debt, 
boundless almost. "What had been the experience 
of the country since? During the last session of 
Congress, in atime of war, when the Government ` 
was compelléd to resort to heavy loans to sustain 
the war—at a time at which it was predicted in all 
quarters that we could not raise the money except 
at a great sacrifice, with the tariff of 1846 in ex- 
istence—under such_ circumstances, bY a large 
majority, appropriations were made for internal 
improvements to the amount of a million and a 
half of dollars. He repeated, this was during a 
time of war, when, to sustain the national honor, 
all its resources were necessary; and if at such a 
time bills of this sort could be passed, he would - 
ask what, when the pressure of war was over, 
would be the end of the extravagance that would 
follow? Figures would scarcely tell the amount. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, said it was 
not likely that the House would dispose of this 
subject to-day. He therefore moved that the 
House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. | 

Mr. STEWART suggested to the gentleman 
from Illinois to withdraw his proposition to refer 
to the Committee on Commerce, and substitute a 
motion for a special committee. He thought the 
subject was of sufficient importance to justify the 
creation of a special committee, and to entitle it to 
such a reference. He should even like to see it 
referred to a committee of one from each State of 
this Union. He had listened with attention to 
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this message; and it was nothing more nor less 
than a denial by the Executive of the right of this 
Government over internal improvements, not only 
on the lakes, but on the seaboard. It denied the 
power of this Government on that subject in all its 

arts. This was a new view of this subject. It 

ad been reserved to the present President to make 
the grand discovery that every President who has 
preceded him has violated the Constitution. Why, 
the present Executive himself has violated the 
Constitution, if the views expressed in this mes- 
sage are well founded, for he has himself sanc- 
tioned appropriations which he now denounces as 
unconstitutional. This was an attempt on the 
part of the President to break down and destroy 
one of the most important and valuable powers 
conferred by the Constitution on Congress—the 
power of improvement, the power to improve the 
Internal condition of our common country. This 
most valuable and beneficial power was now to be 
stricken down by the Executive arm; this great 
and salutary power was to be destroyed. And 
what then would be the condition of the great in- 
terior of the country? He asked gentlemen who 
repeat the interior of the country and the great 

est, the country of the rivers, and lakes, 

inland seas, how were returns of the public mo- 
ney, which was taken from all alike, to be made 
to the districts from which it comes, if this power 
is to be destroyed? The great West might pour 
out its money like its rivers to the Atlantic, but 
destroy this power and they would destroy the 


means which alone could carry it back again and ` 


diffuse it, like the fertilizing showers, over the 
whole country. Our navy, with its ship-yards, 
were on the seaboard; our forts and fortifications 
and light-houses are all on the seaboard; and all 
other sources of expenditure by this Government 


were now in Mexico and other foreign lands; and, | 
according to this message, the interior of the coun- | 


try was to be severed from the benefits of all na- 
tional disbursements, now and forever. He wished 
gentlemen from the West to tell him how any part 
of the money collected by this Government can be 
expended in the interior, if the power of internal 
improvement is not possessed by this Govern- 
ment. 

Had not this power been exercised from the 
foundation of the Government to the present hour, 
and where was the debt or the danger? Gentle- 
men might as well tell him that there was danger 
in making appropriations to build fortifications 
because this FUA might be abused. The same 
objection might be made to appropriations for the 
army and the navy, for they too might be abused 
` and debts might be contracted. There’ was no 
power possessed by this Government that might 
not be abused by bad men; the remedy for this is 
in the hands of the people. Debt was the objec- 
tion raised by the President to create alarm and 


deter us from making internal improvements; but 


there was no difficulty about contracting debts for 
other objects. Was not the President now involv- 
ing the country in debt by the prosecution of his 
war upon Mexico? And how much more valu- 


able and important would be the disbursement of 


the millions and tens of millions which this war 
will require in the improvement of our internal 
condition? For his own part he would rather see 
this money thus expended than prostituted to the 
prosecution of a war which the President had him- 
self made, without consulting Congress—the war- 
making power. The President not only assumes 
all powers of peace and war, but, in the message 
just read, he arrogates the right to prescribe to us 


our limits—*‘ Thus far shalt thou go, and no far- 


ther.” But where was the danger of debts, con- 
solidation, and disunion, referred to so often in 
this message? This terrible power had been ex- 
_ ercised from the foundation of this Government! 
A power which he affirmed was as clear and un- 
questionable as any other exercised by this Gov- 
ernment. 


_ He would ask the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. ceca who denied the possession of 


this power, where he got the power to build forts 
and fortifications, and to cast cannon, and provide 
munitions of war, in the Constitution? Nowhere. 
But they exercised this power, because it was an 
incident to the power to raise armies. 
to make internal improvements was not an express, 
but an incidental power. Congress has the express 
right conferred by the Constitution to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations and between the 
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The power 


| States, and they had the express power to employ 
| eall the means that were necessary and proper to 


carry into effect the foregoing powers.” They 
had not only constitutional authority to regulate 


commerce amoné the States, but they have power 


to defend the country in war, and to transport the 
mails; and they had the express power to employ all 
the means that were necessary and proper to carry 
into effect these powers. And were not roads and 
canales necessary to regulate commerce. among the 
States, defend the country, and transport the mails ? 
And who but Congress could judge of the fitness 
and propriety of these means to be employed in 
carrying into effect these great and express pow- 
ers? Congress, as the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. C. B. Smiru] had said, could alone judge. 
When they carmed out an express power, they 
were to use the means that were necessary. And 
where was the limitation? The only limitation 
was this: that the means employed shall be ‘‘ neces- 
sary and proper” to the end to be accomplished. 
Who shall prescribe to Congress where to build a 
fort? For this Government, it is conceded, has the 
right to build forts and fortifications. And why? 


1824, was organized by Mr. Calhoun, then Secre- 
tary of War. This board was employed several 
years in making a national map, with estimates 
amounting, as the President said, to more than a 
hundred millions of dollars, for the use of Con- 
gress, and which Congress was to take up and 


| carry out, selecting the most Important first, from 
| time to time, when surplus means were on hand. 


But nobody ever dreamed of incurring a debt of 
one hundred milltons of dollars, as was stated in 
the President’s message, just read. Nor had this 
power ever been abused, nor could it ever be 
abused; for, before any object could be entered 


upon, it must receive the approval of a majority 
‘| of the members of this House, and also of the 


Senate; and no object that was not national in its 
character could ever receive this high sanction. 


|| In this was the great security against the abuse of 
|| this power; and hence he contended the danger 

' apprehended by the President was visionary and 
| groundless. 
, power of this Government over this whole subject. 


Such were briefly his views of the 


He would again say that he hoped the motion of 


| the gentleman from Illinois would be withdrawn, 


It was not express, but incidental only to the war | that this matter might go to a select committee, to 


making power. Who, then, shall dictate to Con- i 


gress where to build forts, construct fortifications, 
place buoys, erect light-houses,or construct harbors 
or roads? Who but Congress can judge of the 
place where it was necessary and proper to place 
them. 

He apprehended there was no power more clear 


and undoubted than the great power of national | 
defence and national improvement, and it was the | 


last power that he would consent to surrender. 
But the President said in this message that the 
States, and not the Federal Government, would 
provide for these improvements. And must this 
Government, which is charged with the power to 


and defend the country in time of war, be depend- 
ant on the States for the means of executing their 
great powers? The Constitution never contem- 
plated such an absurdity. 

Suppose a road would be more ‘‘ necessary and 
proper’’ to the defence of the country than a fort, 
would the Government have the power then to 
make aroad? Most unquestionably; for Congress 
was the judge of the fitness of the means without 
limitation. The Government could exercise that 
power even to the construction of a railroad to 
Oregon, or from north to south. A good system 
of railroads, in his judgment, would be much more 
available for the national defence than any system 
of fortifications that could be devised, and useful 
alike in peace or war. 

If we had had our present railroads from the 


report on the question whether the powers over 
internal improvements, comprehending our rivers 
and our harbors, on the lakes and on the seaboard, 
were alike to be stricken down by the Executive 
arm; whether these great and salutary powers, 
exercised from the foundation of the Government, 
by every Congress and every President, were now 
to be blotted out forever by the Presidential veto; 
or whether they were to be retained, to confer, as 
they had conferred, countless benefits and blessings 
on our common country. 

Mr. SIMS obtained the floor. 

Mr. BARRINGER appealed to him to yield to 


' a motion to adjourn, as the hour was getting late. 
regulate internal commerce, transport the mail, ji 


[Cries of ** No, no; let us settle this question 
q 


: before we adjourn !”’ 


Mr. SIMS declined to yield, and proceeded to say 
it was not his purpose at this time to trouble the 
House with an argument on the constitutional 


| powers of Congress over internal improvements. 
| ‘The message of the President (he said) was of 


a peculiar character. It arose under a peculiar 


i grant of power to the President under the Consti- 


tution, which made him, if not a part, a quasi part 
of the Jegislative power of this country. The ad- 


| journment of Congress at the last session prevented 


him from returning the bill with his objections; 
and he had now sent in his objections at the earliest 
practicable moment. Under this state of the case, 
while they could not vote upon the bill, Mr. S. 


' considered that it would be pursuing the spirit of 


the Constitution to spread the objections of the 


North to this place sero Sp last war, this Capi- || President upon the Journal, and the House could 


tol and the President’s House would never have 
been sacked and burnt by a foreign enemy. If, 
as now, we could have transported forces from 
Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, 
this disgrace would neyer have occurred. 

His view of the power of Congress over this 
whole subject was this: each of the express pow- 
ers carries with it its own appropriate means of 
execution; without this, this Government could 
never have been put in motion. Congress was 
expressly invested with the essential power of em- 


ploying all the means necessary for carrying into : 


full effect the great substantive power conferred 
upon it. The constitutional provision, then, which 
gives to Congress power to regulate commerce 
between the States carries with it the power to im- 
prove rivers and harbors. Every express power 
carries its incidental powers with it: so the power 
to transport the mails carries with it the power to 
make mail roads, and do all other things which 
are necessary and proper to secure the transmis- 
sion of the mail. The military power carried 
with it the power to make military roads, as well 
as supply cannon and fortifications, if equally 
necessary and proper for the national defence. 
The power of internal improvement was not, there- 
fore, derived from one, but from several grants of 
power in the Constitution; it was the power to 
employ the means that were necessary to accom- 
plish the great ends of Government. If gentlemen 
would look at the decisions of the Supreme Court, 
they would find this doctrine clearly laid down by 
Chief Justice Marshall on several occasions. 

He well remembered the fact which had been 
alluded to by the gentleman from Ohio. The 
board of internal improvement, under the act of 


a 


afterwards determine what action it would take 
on the subject. He moved, therefore, to amend 
the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. WenrworrTH,] so as to provide also that 
this message be spread upon the Journal. 

The SPEAKER remarked that this motion was 
not necessary, as the message of course would go 
on the Journal. 

Mr. SIMS then withdrew the motion. 

Mr. SCHENCK said, he did not know that 
he understood distinctly what was said by the 
Chair to the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Sims,] and he would inquire, therefore, whether 
this message was to be considered in the character 
of a veto message, which was to be spread upon 
the Journal, and to require the subsequent action 
of the House? 


» TheSPEAKER. The Chair understands from 


the Clerk there are various precedents in which 
similar messages have always been spread upon 
the Journal. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I question whether the pre- 
cedents are to be followed, and whether there is 
not some mistake about the precedents. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to the 

entleman from Ohio, that all messages from the 
resident of the United States are spread upon the 
Journal. l 

Mr. SCHENCK. So they are; but they do not- 
go there to require the subsequent action of the 

ouse 


Mr. SCHENCK then proceeded to address the 
House at some length. He said: The paper which 
has just been presented from the President is of a 
character so anomalous, that it is not to be won- 
dered at, Mr. Speaker, that we should have some 
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little doubt and discussion as to the most appro- 
priate disposition to be made of it. It is no veto 
message. It is not a communication contemplated 
to be made by the Executive to Congress under 
any provision or clause in the Constitution. His 
objections to a river and harbor bill passed by the 
last Congress are made the pretext for sending his 
views here now to us in this shape—to us, a dif- 
ferent Congress, who can engage in no legislation 
having reference to that bill. And yet itis not 
hard to understand the intention and object of the 
President, nor why such a message is sent here, 
and at this particular time. It is ‘a speech from 
the throne; very literally, a speech from the 
throne, and nothing more nor tess. It is the Ex- 
ecutive argument against internal improvements, 
elaborately preparcd, and then conveniently re- 
served until some fitting occasion should present 
itself when that subject was before the House 
for debate. If there had been any doubt about 
this cunning purpose of the President, it was 
made apparent by what transpired when the mes- 
sage was brought in. One gentleman, among the 
friends of the Executive, [Mr. THompson, of 
Mississippi,}] understood at once that the Private 
Secretary was charged with the delivery of some- 
thing which ‘‘ related to the subject-matter now 
under consideration,” and so appealed tu the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. Woopwarp] to 
' yield the floor to Mr. President. And when some 
gentleman from this side of the House—my neigh- 
bor from North Carolina, (Mr. Ciineman,] I be- 
lieve—remarked that the communication ‘‘ was 
nothing upon which the House could act,” it was 
very significantly replied, and so loud that we 
could none of us avoid hearing, by another gen- 
tleman over the way, that it ‘“ was something 
which would act on the House, though !”’ I have 
‘no doubt, Mr. Speaker, but that gentleman has 
construed the object of the message with admirable 
accuracy. Why, sir, inthe Annual Message of 
the President, sent to us last week, there was not 
one word to be found in its whole protracted 
length—not an allusion, I think—to the subject of 
rivers and harbors, or any improvements of the 
country. My constituents, and all the people in 
the gref interior of the country, will be dissatis- 
fied, if not astonished, by such omission of atten- 
tion to these important interests. But here we 
have the explanation: the President was holding 
back to throw in his argument against these great 
interests when it might be supposed to have the 
most effect, and he makes of he bill of last ses- 
gion, which he refused to approve, the hook to 
hang that argument on. His friends have their 
cue now. These are the orders from the palace. 
But will the independent Democrats of the North 
and West be obedient to the royal behest? Will 
-Lit “act” upon them? We shall see. I think 
not. 

Considering this, then, as no more than the Ex- 


ecutive speech, volunteered in the course of this | 


debate, I am not entirely prepared to say that we 
should raise a select committee to consider and 
report upon it. My colleague [Mr. Vinton] makes 
that proposition; and the gentleman from Pennsy}- 
vania [Mr. Stewart] suggests that such a commit- 
tee should consist of one member from each State 
ofthe Union. I regret to feel obliged to differ from 
both these gentlemen. I doubt if such considera- 
tion should be given to this paper, any more than 
we would dignify in that way any other argument 
made in the progress of the debate. It seems to 
me that the message should take the ordinary 
course, and lie upon the table, when there is no 
action of the House to be required as consequent 
upen it. I have no objection to its being printed, 
rovided no extra copies are to be ordered. Indeed 
wish to see and examine it further. Letus have 
it in the usual shape for the use of members. As 
to sending out a reply with it in the shape of a 
report, if that were even necessary, gentlemen ma 
be sure that it will at once be made public hroueh 
.the newspapers, either in its entire length, or in 
the form of abstracts of its contents, in cases 
where editors or printers cannot accommodate the 
whole of it. For myself, I want it to go abroad 
-and be read by the people. I am not afraid of its 
Influence, nor of the issues it makes against those 


interests and claims of the country which it attacks | 


and denounces. : 

But there is an additional reason against a refer- 
ence to a select committee, in the pendency of the 
resplution of my colleague [Mr. Vinton] to sub- 


one that is surely a novelty. 
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| stitute for the Committee on Commerce two com- 
mittees, one to have charge of foreign commerce 

| and the other of commerce among the States. In 
case of such separate committees being formed, the 
committee on commerce among the -States would 
certainly be the proper and appropriate one for this 
reference. 

Let me say a word here, Mr. Speaker, as to 
that proposition of my colleague. He moves that 
the present Committee on Commerce be made the 
committee on commerce among the States, and 
would create an entirely new committee for foreign 
commerce. At a proper time, I shall move an 
amerdiment, providing that directly the reverse be 
the organization and arrangement of those two 
committees; that the committee as it now exists 

| shall be the committee on foreign commerce, and 

' the new one to be raised the committee on com- 
merce among the States. I find cause for this in 
the constitution of the present committee, without 
disparagement of the ability of any of the worthy 

| d honorable gentlemen who compose it. Look- 

| ing at its composition, it will be seen that it is 

| made up of six members from the Atlantic States, 

| (some of them, it is true, not immediately on the 
seaboard,) one from the extreme Southwest, and 
two only out of the nine from the West proper. 
There is, in fact, found upon it but one single mem- 
ber repiesenting country on the Mississippi, the 
Missouri, the Ohio, or any of their tributaries, un- 
less, indeed, in that category we place the honor- 
able gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. Trpo- 
DEAUX,] who has heretofore so worthily occupied 
a place on the Committee on Commerce, and 
whom Í have: before mentioned as coming from 
the extreme Southwest. 

But to the message. I regret that I did not hear 
it more distinctly as it has been read from the 
Clerk’s desk. It struck me, as far as I was able 
to gather anything of its contents, as being for the 
most part‘a serving up and elaborate presentation 
of the old arguments against the existence of any 
power of Congress to take care of the great com- 
mercial and interior interests of the country.. But 
it certainly contains one thing that I heard, which, 
as far as I know, is entirely new. We have had 
various tests proposed, from time to time, on the 
part of those opposed to internal improvements, 
for determining whether appropriations from the 
national treasury and their application to such 
objects were constitutional or not. There is the 
chemical test referred to to-day, making all to depend 
upon the fact whether the waters to be improved 
are saltor fresh. Then, connected with that, is what 
I would call the ichthyological test, whether the fish 
which frequent the harbors or rivers, where you 
would expend your money, are from the sea or 
found only in fresh water, There is a meteorolo- 
gical test sometimes proposed, to be found by 
watching the course of the tides and the distance 
to which they ascend; and General Jackson, less 
contracted in his views of the Constitution than 
‘Young Hickory,” was willing to expend money 
freely tor these purposes, so only that it should all 
be below a port of entry. That was a legislative 
test, and a very convenient one too, inasmuch as 


Congress has power by law to establish a port of 


entry where it will, even though it should be at 
the source of the smallest creek, or on the top ridge 
of the Alleghany mountains! We have also the 
geographical test, which determines the constitution- 
any of a work upon the question whether it lies 
within a State, or is cut by the dividing line of tw 

or more. 
these solvents of constitutional doubts and difficul- 
ties there may be; but the President has now hit on 
If a patent is to be 
taken out for the discovery, I trust that no one will 
interfere with his claim. In that part of his message 
which seems to treat of the definition of the terms 
“ river” and ‘* harbor,’? and to be, as far as I could 
hear and understand, a sort of lecture therefore on 
the elements of geography, and after he has taken 
the bold ground that you cannot help nature at all, 
can make no improvements in aid of navigation, 
he comes to the conclusion that the constitutional 
difficulty is here: a harbor or inlet may by nature 
be deep enough to admit a schooner, but then you 


have no right to deepen it so as to admit ships of 


heavier burden; and there is no power, where a 
boat can go in, to do anything which might let in 
a schooner! i 

Hereafter, then, the Constitution is to be meas- 


ured only by line and lead. [A laugh.] A ves- 


~~ 


: and hard words. 


o 
And I know not how many more of 
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sel with a deep keel must take care lest it run 
against one of these constitutional shoals; but one 
of your flat-bottomed coasters might get into the 
same harbor and ride securely under the protec- 
tion cf the supreme law, the great organic law of 
the United States. It would bother gentlemen 
exceedingly, I think, to decide the character and 
constitutional privileges of one of those centre- 
board vessels to be found on the lakes and in the 
bays on the Atlantic coast, in which the Constitu- 
tion could be let up or down [laughter] at the 
pleasure of the navigator. Hereafter all vessels 
that navigate along the shores of the United States, 
whether of the lakes or the ocean, instead of a 
chart, should be provided with a copy of this mes- 
sage, and your man in the bows, as in the approach 
to land he comes to soundings, must heave the 
lead as before; but instead of the usual sailor cries, 
“« By the deep six’’—** by the mark five’’—** quar- 
ter less four,” must cry, ** Con-stt-tu-tton-al”’— 
‘¢ an-con-sti-tu-tion-al,”? as he measures the depth 
of water over which he is sailing into port. [Gen- 
eral merriment.] ‘Then, at that last fearful cry of 
warning, ** Put your helm down hard,” will shout 
Skipper Polk. And so will not only your little 
venturous coaster, but the ship of state itself, be 
saved from wreck upon the shoals of the Constitu- 
tion!” It will be no objection, I suppose, that your 
constitutional powers, under this rule of naviga- 
tion, will have to rise and fall with the tide. 

Mr. Speaker, I repeat this is a rare and new test 
or discovery as to constitutional appropriations; . 
and perhaps there may be in this, if in nothing 
else, an argument for sending the message to a 
select committee. Perhaps further examination 
will lead to other discoveries of views equally 
novel and important. 

In truth, we have now at last ascertained what 
system of ‘‘ protection” our President, and those 
of his party who think with him, are willing to 
favor. Not protection by providing for the safety 
of the lives and the property of the people; exposed 
to the perils of inland or seaboard navigation, any 
more than protection of their labor by discrimina- 
ting legislation on another subject; but the snags, 


| and rocks, and sandbars in your rivers, the bars 


which obstruct the entrance to your harbors,—all 
these are to have extended over them, according to 
this modern creed of Democratic construction, the 
protecting ægis of the Constitution ! 

I might say something here, Mr. Speaker, on 
what some may consider a slight inconsistency in 
the views of the Executive, who finds such formid- 
able, such insuperable objections to expending a 
single dollar for works of improvement at home, 
and for the development of the great resources of 


; our country, and nevertheless instructs his com- 
! missioner in Mexico to negotiate with the Govern- 
m 


ent of that Republic (if he can find any there) 
to secure the right of way across the isthmus of 
Tehuantepec. (Mr. S. said he hoped he po: 
nounced the name of the place correctly.) e 
should all learn better, he supposed, when we get 
some Mexican representatives here—not such 
‘« Mexicans” as gentlemen over the way have 
sometimes been pleased to hint at—but real Mex- 
icans, direct from the ** Halls of the Montezumas,”’ 
coming here to take their seats in a Congress of 
the United States. They would perhaps teach us 
thick-tongued Anglo-Saxons to give due utterance 
to what seem now, to some of us, very strange 
And he was more particularly 
anxious about it, as he enjoyed the distinguished 
honor of being chairman of the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, and, for aught he knew, that 
part of the message might yet be referred to that 
committee. From that other executive light, the 
second officer in the Government, the public has 
learned that this right of way over the isthmus is 
wanted, for the purpose of digging a canal. And 
now here is a President who cannot let our little 
coasting vessels go along the shores of our States 
without a risk of their stranding on the Constitu- 
tion, but who is able to overleap a quarter of the 
continent and find authority to dig a canal to con- 
nect the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans ! 

And now a word about one of those other tests 
of the constitutionality of works of internal im- 
provement. Some decide that there can be no ap- . 

ropriation which is to be expended on any work 
Pur entirely within the limits of a single State. 
Such work, they say, is necessarily local. Let 
me meet this common objection, and illustrate 
what it leads to by one or two plain instances. 
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There is the proposed canal around the falls at the 
Sault Ste. Marie. As the settlements on Lake 
Superior increase, and the great mineral wealth of 
that region is more and more made available, there 
is no improvement so short and easy of construc- 
tion as a ship canal at that point, which would 
so immensely affect the interests of a large section 
of this Union. It is not only New York, Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, Michigan, and the country gen- 
erally near the lower lakes, that is to be benefited 
by such a work, but through them all the com- 
merce of the East, the West, and the whole coun- 
try. All will be deeply interested in clearing from 
obstruction and keeping open any such great ave- 
nue of trade and travel. And yet that contem- 
plated work lies all within the State of Michigan, 
and would be termed local, and not within the 
purview of national legislation and appropriation. 
And there, also, is the canal around the falls of the 
Ohio. It lies only in Kentucky, cutting no divi- 
ding line of States. But the whole Mississippi 
valley is deeply interested in that work; and the. 
Mississippi valley is the granary of the Union. 
Every barrel of flour or of pork, every pound of 
tobacco or of hemp, and all the rich productions 
which float down the Ohio from upper Kentucky 
and Indiana, from Ohio, Virginia, and Pennsylva- 
nia, pay tribute to that canal. The tariff of tolls 
imposed there is laid upon every package of all the 
vast amount of merchandise ascending to the up- 
per country; upon all the sugar, cotton, and other 
` staples of the South. Is not the people of the 
whole wide country, as well as every farmer and 
trader in the interror States, interested in having 
that cliannel of commerce made a free national 
thoroughfare? Then the navigable waters of the 
Maumee river and bay, in Northwestern Ohio, they 
say, must not be improved, because lying altogether 
within the limits of my State. Yet, if the lines of 
the States into which the Northwestern Territory 
was divided had been run east and west, instead 
of north and south, as they are; or if the border 
difficulty between Ohio and Michigan had been 
settled otherwise than it was, improvements there 
would have been perfectly constitutional. And 
yet, in one case as in the other, the same popula- 
tion, the same country, the same interests would 
be affected and benefited by the improvement. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, in one sense every work of 
internal improvement may be said to be local. 
There is no disputing the truism, that every river, 
every canal, every road, every harbor and bay, 
must be somewhere. But these things must be 
considered in their connections, and in relation to 
the extent of country and population to be affected 
by them. That is the true test; and, if considered 
in that light, they are national in their character. 
I know of no more judicious and wholesome use 
of the treasure of the nation than to foster, en- 
courage, and provide for them. Of this nationality 
of a work, or an appropriation, Congress must at 
last be the judge. It is the same sort of discretion 
which they must exercise in every other instance 
of the use of power conferred upon the legisla- 
tive department; and I am sure there is nothing to 
be justly called latitudinarian or dangerous in the 
opinion, as applied to this or any kindred sub- 
ject. : 
: Sir, I have no wish, strongly as I favor this sys- 
tem of internal improvements, to pee appropri 
tions made for any but what I deem to be works 
of really national importance and interest. Nei- 
ther do I desire to see the interests of the East 
and the West or the South separated, or treated 
as if antagonistic to each other. On the contrary, 
I deprecate any such feelings. 

hat I have said of rivers and harbors, applies 
equally to roads and canals—if only they be 
shown to be works proper for national consider- 
ation and undertaking. I am not one of those 
other modern constructionists who believe that the 
Constitution is not amphibious. It has life and 
energy to promote the prosperity of the country 
on land as well as on water—on the great table 
lands of the interior, as well as along the seacoast, 
the shores of lakes, or the channels of rivers. 

I would contract no debt for these works. My 
colleague [Mr. Vinron] has, with his usual abil- 
ity, triumphantly answered that portion of the 
message in which the President charges that if the 
system of improvements had been pursued, as 
conducted under former Administrations, the coun- 
try would now have been involved ina debt of 
two hundred millions. It was most clearly proved 


that there has never been a party favoring inter- 
nal improvements, who were willing to borrow 
money for conducting them. Nor is the position 
shaken by the reply of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Bayty.] He instances the course of 
the several States, and says that they borrowed 
money, expended it in improvements, and became 
overwhelmed in debt, and in some casés were 
brought to repudiation. Let me, in passing, here 
remark, as I do most proudly, that that charge 
can never attach to my own State. Although Ohio 
has been among the foremost in great works of 
internal improvement, and has contracted debt for 
that purpose, she has paid the interest always on 
her bonds with entire punctuality and untarnished 
honor, and provides also a sinking fund to dis- 
charge, as it shall be due, the principal; and her 
| people are ready to submit to any burden of tax- 
| ation which may be necessary to keep up her fair 
| fame. 
because the States so involved themselves, the 
General Government must have done the same; 
| and by that proposition he would sustain the 
| 


President’s assertion. That is, if the United States. 
had borrowed money and gone in debt, why then 
they would have been in debt. 

But the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
RuEtTT] is alarmed at the suggestion that a com- 
mittee of this House—or a home department, if 
one should be established—might engage in the 
collection of statistics with a view to these internal 
improvements. And what if that should be done? 
It 1s but collecting information upon which to le- 
gislate understandingly. ‘There is no cause to fear 
that inquisition which he apprehends. There 
needs no domiciliary visits to learn the resources of 
a country, its productions, its wants, the elements 
of its trade and prosperity. If the power to regu- 
late commerce among the States is in Congress— 
and it cannot be denied, for there it stands record- 
ed and granted in terms in the Constitution—then 
all the power to collect the necessary information 
for acting wisely in the exercise of such power 
follows as a necessary incident. It is so in other 
things. At this very time, and for two or three 
years past, the President has under appointment, 
and in the employ of Government, at least two par- 
ties—one under the direction, I remember, of Dr. 
Dale Owen—making a topographical survey of the 
lands in the far West—in that new proposed Terri- 
tory of Minesota, and the great wilderness south 
of Lake Superior. Why are they there, and how 
engaged? They are ascertaining the heights of 
mountains, the qualities of soil, seeking for beds of 
ore, and studying the geological formation, as well 
as the external features of that wild and distant 
part of the public domain. We have had through 
the Executive, and are sfill to have, reports of their 
proceedings. I make no objection to it. But 
whence came such power in the Executive, or in 
any department of this Government, as would au- 


thorize expeditions of this kind? We have power | 


to legislate, and the President has power to act, in 
reference to the proper management and disposi- 
tion of the publ lands. ‘In order to legislate 
wisely and judiciously, and to manage these lands 
properly, it is required to have information in re- 
gard to them, their situation, character, and quality. 
The procuring by such means this information is 
incident to action on the main subject. But these 
are “statistics” of which the gentleman from South 
Carolina has such dread. Why, sir, it would 
seem as if that gentleman could see in each one of 
these innocent surveyors and scientific gentlemen, 
as he trudges through the swamps out there, or 
climbs the hill sides, with his barometer swung at 
his back, an armed enemy of our country; and 
when one of them, in his geological researches, goes 
pecking with his little hammer among the rocks 
and stones to see whether he finds gneiss, or sand- 
stone, or lime, he frightens a strict constructionist 
as if he were battering away at the foundations of 
our constitutional liberty ! 

I understand, Mr. Speaker, too, that this Presi- 
dent, so squeamish about constitutional powen, 
has sent a party of naval officers to survey, explore, 
and bring home a report of the character and pecu- 
liarities of the shores and waters of the Dead Sea! 
Well, it may be all right; but where gets he power 
for that? e cannot find warrant, it seems, for 
surveying one of our own magnificent lakes. If 
it be not altogether Quixotic, it would seem that 
he must have some other object than the purposes 
of commerce or navigation in view in such an ex- 


But the gentleman from Virginia says that |; 
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pedition: perhaps he has heard of, and hunts for 
those Dead Sea fruits, which we are told look fair 
to the eye, but turn to ashes on the lip, like many 
of the fruits of the modern Democracy which he 
professes. : 

All the powers needed for works of improve- 
ment, says the President are with the States, and 
by them only should be exercised, if at all, how- 
ever national the object. And, as I understand the 
argument, he seeks to prove the efficiency as well 
as the propriety of this State system, as opposed 
to the exercise of any power by Congress, by 
pointing to the examples of Virginia and South 
Carolina and other States, whose legislation for 
such purposes he ¢ites. Sir, I wish to say nothing 
disparaging of any State, old or new; to make no 
invidious comparisons. But it will surprise, I 
know, the people of the West if we are to under- 
stand that the President means to enforce his view 
of the better plan and system of improvement by 
the example of Virginia, for instance. God bless 
the Old Dominion! She is identified with much 
of the best history of our common country, and I 
wish her all prosperity; but we can hardly be per- 
suaded to take her, with her abstractions upon 
these great questions, and her practical working 
under them, as our guide. There is not a State in 
the Union more blessed by Heaven with abundance 
of natural resources for prosperity; but we cannot. 
regard her as an instance of the best development 
of those resources in_ her institutions and public 
works. Perhaps it may be that we are too utili- 
tarian in my part of the country. Born in the 
West, and educated with the habits of thought 
which prevail there, it may be that I regard too 
highly a spirit of progressive. energy, stimulating 
to the development and improvement of all the 
capacities of our country and people, and leaning 
to the most liberal construction of the powers of 
the General Government. The Virginian may be 
wiser Who prefers to sit down and indulge rather 
in speculation upon and opposition to the exercise 
of what he conceives to be doubtful powers. His 
political emblem, perhaps, should be Memory, | 
looking back upon the past, and thus, with eye 


averted from her path, running a hazardpf blun- 
dering as she advances. I confess that preter, 
for my State, that more cheerful goddess Hope, 


who gazes eagerly into the future, and cares little 
for the past, except as it may afford firm ground 
from which to leap again and more vigorously for- 
ward. 


PROPOSITION CONCERNING MEXICO. 


Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, asked the 
unanimous consent of the House to present and 
have printed certain resolutions which he intends 
to offer. 

Objections were made, but the resolutions were 
read as follows: 


Whcreas this Confederacy was formed for the establish- 
ing a perfect union, and promoting the general welfare, it 
becomes those who are intrusted with regulating the Gov- 
ernment so to direct its movements as to perfect that union 
and advance that welfare. 

And whereas the prosperity, felicity, safety, perhaps na- 
tional existence, is involved in the invasive war we are now 
prosecuting against our sister Republic of Mexico, this im- 
portant consideration should lead us to the adoption of such 
measures as may result in doing justice to Mexice, and pro- 
moting the lasting welfare of the United States. There- 
fore— 

Be it resolved, That it is inexpedient for the United States 
Government so to use its conquests as to extinguish the na- 
tional existence of Mexico, but so to avail itself of the vit- 
tories it has achieved, as to establish by treaty stipulations 
a lasting peace with Mexico, upon the basis of an entire 
free trade between the two Republics, such as exist between 
the several States of this Union. 

Resolved, That we agree to recede all the territory we 
have taken from Mexico beyond the Rio Grande, upon the 
condition that our citizens have free ingress and egress into 
New Mexico and Upper California; the privilege of hold- 
ing land and exercising their religion, and of carrying on 
trade as fully as any of the Mexican citizens of those prov- 
inces. ; 

Resolved, That a further condition be the right of entry and 
departure of our shipping, both national and domestic, into 
and from the Mexican ports as unrestricted as in the ports 
of the United States, with all the rights of breaking bulk, 
taking in and discharging, purchasing and selling of cargoes, 
as in our own ports. i 

Resolved, further, That we stipulate for a right of con- 
structing a railroad from the United States to the harbor 
of San Diego, and to any town in New Mexico or Califor- 
nia. , 

Resolved, That itis expedient to keep possession of the 
Castle of San Juan de Ulua as a hostage to the fulfilment of 
the stipulation above recited. 


The objections were insisted upon, and, the mo- 
tion of Mr. ScHencx prevailing, 
The House adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 16, 1847. 


Mr. MANGUM presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Joun McPuerson Berrien, elected a Sen- 
ator of the United States from the State of Georgia® 
for the term of six years from and after the 4th 
day of March, 1847; which were read. 

r. BERRIEN, having taken the oath of office, 
which was administered to him by the Vice 
President, took his seat in the Senate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of the 9th instant, a report from the 
colonel of the Corps of Topographical Engineers, 
with a copy of notes of the military reconnoissance 
of the route from Fort Leavenworth, in Missouri, 
to San Diego, in California, by Lieutenant Wil- 
liam H. Emory, of the Topographical Engineers, 
with the map of the’said route, and of the Arkan- | 
sas, Del Norte, and Gila rivers; as also the report 
of Colonel Philip St. George Cook’s route to Cal- 
ifornia, after diverging from the track of General 
Kearny. 

On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 

Ordered, That they be printed. 


Mr. PEARCE then submitted the following: 


Resolved, That one thousand additional copies of the 
notes of a military reconnoissance from Fort Leavenworth 
to San Diegs>, by Lieutenant William H. Emory, and of 
Colonel Cook’s report, be printed for the nse of the Senate; 
and that the Secretary of the Senate be directed to cause to 
be engraved or lithographed an equal number of the map 
accompanying Lieutenant Emory’s report, and such of the 
botanical, geological, and other illustrations as the Com- 
mittee on the Contingent Expenses of the Senate may ap- 
prove and direct. 

` The resolution was laid over, under the rule, at 


the suggestion of the mover. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a report of the Secretary of the Senate, made in 
pursuance of the 20th section of the act of the 26th 
of August, 1842, showing the disbursements from 
the contingent fund of the Senate for the year end- 
ing oe 4, 1847; which was ordered to be 

rinted. 
i Thg VICE PRESIDENT alse laid before the | 
Senate a report of ‘the proceedings of a town meet- | 
ing, held in the city of Philadelphia on the 11th of 
December, 1847, in reference to the existing war 
with Mexico; which was laid upon the table. 
_ On motion, it was ordered that when the Senate 
adjourn it be to Monday next. 


Mr. HUNTER gave notice that at an early day 
he would ask leave of the Senate to introduce a 
bill to authorize the payment of equitable commis- 
sions to theagents or attorneys of persons in whose 
favor awards have been made under three several 
treaties between the United States and foreign 
Powers; which awards have been retained in the 
treasury in payment of debts due to the United 
States. 


REPORT OF SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, it was 


Ordered, That the annual report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the finances be referred to the Committee on 
Finance, except so much thereof as relates to the reduction 
and graduation in the price of the public lands and the exten- 
sion of the preémption privilege, and to the mineral lands; 
which is hereby referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 
and except so much thereof as relates to military land war- 
rants and certificates, which is hereby referred to the Com- 
mittee‘on Military Affairs: and except so much thereof as 
relates to the donation of farms in Oregon to actual settlers 
and emigrants, and the grant ef schoo] sections; which is 
hereby referred to the Committee on Territories: and ex- 
cept so much thereof as relates to the light-house system, 
and the warehousing system, and to the establishment of 
ports of entry in Oregon; which ls hereby referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


| 

Mr. BREESE moved that the Senate do now 
adjourn; but withdrew the motion at the request 
of Mr. FOOTE. 

THE LATE SENATOR SPEIGHT. 

Mr. FOOTE rose and addressed the Senate as 
follows: 
Mr. Presiwwent: A few days since, we were 


= A 


called upon to assume the customary badges of 
mournful respect in honor of a deceased Senator 
from Connecticut; and now, whilst the sentiment 
of fraternal grief is yet warm in our bosoms, and 
the tokens of sorrowing affection are still visible 
upon our persons, it has become necessary that I 
should give renewed pain to the sensibilities of 
Senators by passing in review before them another 
dispensation of Divine Providence, which, since 


the last annual assemblage in this Hall, has de- 
prived the National Legislature of an upright and 
efficient member, the State of Mississippi of a 
faithful and approved political agent, and myself 
of a most worthy and -esteemed colleague. The 
Hon. Jesse Speicurt died at his own residence, in 
the State of Mississippi, on Saturday, the first da 
of May last, after a long and painful illngss, whic 
came upon him here, whilst arduously engaged in 
the extraordinary labors of the last Congress, and 
which continued to oppress him sorely for several 
months, until at last he sunk into that grave where 
now quietly repose all that was mortal of the pa- 
triot, the philanthropist, and the statesman. I | 
shall not attempt, on this occasion, to deliver a | 
formal and elaborate eulogy upon my lamented | 
friend, feeling that I shall best display the real 
respect which l entertain for the well-known re- 
publican simplicity of his own tastes by confining 
myself to concise and unostentatious delineation of 
his life and character. Š 

Jesse Speicur was born in the county of Greene, 
and State of North Carolina, a few years anterior 
to the close of the last century, where he continued 
uninterruptedly to reside, until his removal to the 
State of Mississippi, in the year 1837. Prior to 
his migration from the State of his nativity, he 
had officiated as a member of her Legislature, and 
had likewise supplied material aid in the reforma- 
tion of her organic law, as a prominent member of 
the convention which assembled for that purpose 
in the year 1837. Before leaving North Carolina, 
he had represented one of the congressional dis- 
tricts of that ancient Commonwealth in the other 
wing of this Capitol for four consecutive terms, 
closing on the 3d of March, 1837; and I am as- 
sured that his whole political conduct at that criti- 
cal Po of our national history was eminently 
creditable to himself and satisfactory to his con- 
stituents. After his removal to the West, he 
successively represented a most intelligent and 
patriotic constituency, first in one branch of our 
State Legislature, and then in the other, and pre- 
siding over both, at different times, with such 
distinguished success as greatly to elevate his 
character as a public man, and multiply the num- 
ber of his admirers. From the presidency of the 
Mississippi Senate, he was elected to a seat upon 
this floor, where he acted under the daily and 
hourly inspection of those in whose presence I 
now speak; and I trust that I shall not be deemed 
by any Senator who hears me at all extravagant, 
when I assert, that my lamented colleague, whilst 
connected with this body, gave constant evidence 
of his possessing a sound, acute, and practical 
intellect; habits of persevering industry seldom 
surpassed; inflexible honesty of purpose; a mag- 
nanimity of soul, which held him ever in readi- 
ness for the performance of generous and noble 
deeds, and which equally saved him, at all times, 
from the least participancy in aught that could be 
recognized as little, or sordid, or illiberal. He 
was blessed with unusual sweetness and uniformity 
of temper; and the unceremonious cordiality of his 
manners rendered his society particularly agreeable 
and attractive. In domestic life, he was strikingly 
amiable and exemplary; and his untimely decease 
has brought sorrow and disappointment to kind 
and innocent hearts, which his living presence 
never failed to inspire with sentiments of buoyant 
hope and elastic gladness of spirit. 
r. F. concluded by offering the following reso- 
lutions; which were unanimously adopted: 
Resolved, unanimously, That the Senate, from a desire to 
exhibit a profound respect for the memory of the Hon. 
Jesse Speicuat, late a member thereof, will go into mourn- 
ing by wearing crape on the left arm for thirty days. 
Resolved, That, as an additional mark of respect for the 
memory of the Hon. Jesse Sprieut, the Senate do now ad- 
ourn. 


Ordered, That the Secretary inform the House of Repre- 
sentatives thereof. 


Whereupon, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspar, December 16, 1847. 

Fhe Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

RULES OF THE HOUSE. : 
The Speaker announced the special order of the 
day, being the report heretofore made by Mr. C. 
J. ite from the Select Committee on Rules. 
Mr. INGERSOLL said, that upon consultation 
with members of the committee, it had been agreed 
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that the special order should be postponed until to- 
morrow. He therefore made that motion. And 
the question having been taken and decided in the 
affirmative, the special order was postponed ac- 
cordingly. 

MAIL CONTRACTS. 

Mr. BOTTS asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce a joint resolution authorizing 
and directing the Postmaster General to renew the 
contract with the Richmond, Fredericksburg, and 
Potomac Railroad and Steamboat Company, for 
the transportation of the great northern and south- 
ern mail between Washington and Richmond; and 
was about to address the House on the subject, 
when 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON inquired if it was in or- 
der to do so? 

The SPEAKER replied, that at the adjourn- 
ment yesterday, a aes was pending which 
could only be set aside by general consent. 

Mr. BOTTS was satisfied, if the House would 
permit him to make a brief explanation, that no 
objection would be made to the consideration of 
his resolution, which was on a subject in -which 
they were all deeply interested. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON called for the orders of 
the day. 

Mr. BOTTS inquired if it was in order to move 
a suspension of the rules? l 

The SPEAKER replied that it was not, the 

ending question being that which was before the 
House at the adjournment yesterday. 


VETO OF THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The House having resumed the consideration 
of the said message— 


Mr. PETTIT, who was entitled to the floor, 
said that he wished to detain.the House only for 
a short time. To reason was the province of man. 
To reason rightly, indicates, in the first place, a 
well-formed intellect; and, in the second place, a 
highly-cultivated and improved one. But to ad- 
here pertinaciously to those opinions which were 
formed early in life, closing the mind to the light 
of experience, was characteristic of the dogmatist, 
and was unworthy of an intelligent being. The 
position which he occupied on the question involv- 
ed in this message, was to him an unpleasant one; 
for, of all things, it was most pleasant for him to 
agree with those with whom he desired to agree— 
with those of whose course he had an intense and 
ardent desire to approve. Nothing but the stern- 
est dictates of duty—settled, as he thought, on 
well-founded considerations—had brought him to 
differ from the conclusions and reasonings of the 
message under consideration. If any one man 
more than another had ardently wished and labo- 
riously exerted himself to bring into power the 
present incumbent of the Executive chair, he might 
claim that for himself, though probably he had not 
labored so effectually as some others. Nor was 
there any member of this House that more cor- 
dially agreed with the Administration in all its 
prominent measures than he did. That distinc- 
tion he might also claim for himself; and he cor- 
dially concurred with the Administratién in its 
measures in regard to our commercial relations, 
our impost duties, the tariff law of 1846, and the 
annexation of Texas. There was no man there 
that would give a heartier and more cordial sup- 
port to the war which we are and have been wa- 
ging, and which thus far had resulted to the glory 
of our arms and the honor of our country. In 
these things he was an ardent and consistent sup- 
porter of the Administration. Others might claim 
for themselves a devotion to some particular mea- 
sure, or to some distinctive policy of the pouty 
but he claimed for himself to be a supporter of the 
Administration in all its prominent measures. He 
had laboriously defended them, and pertinaciously 
adhered to them from a consciousness of their 
being right; and it was from these considerations, 
and this course of reasoning, that he had come 
to the conclusion to differ from the argument 
contained in this message. Here was a sub- 
ject which, of all others, was deeply interest- 
ing to his constituents; duty, therefore, m 
on him the necessity frankly and boldly to 
make known to the country what his -views 
were. But allegations and assertions did not 
amount to arguments and reasons. Dogmas, how 
often soever uttered, could never have the force of 
truth. What, then, were the conclusions of this 
message? It had been said by some that they wers 
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debating this message in. the dark. Perhaps he 
had heard as much of this message as others, and 
perhaps from that source, and information obtain- 
ed from others, he had as good an under nne 
of it as any other gentleman; and, if he understoo 
the arguments and conclusions of this message, it 
was now for the first time that the Executive gave 
to Congress a total denial of the power—of the 

ower of either House, or of the two Houses com- 

ined, or of the General Government in all its 
branches—to make any improvements whereby 
the commerce of the country should be protected 
from the billows and breakers, and transported in 
safety. He understood the position assumed by 
the President was, that such power did not exist 
in the General Government. Once he had under- 
stood the President of these United States to be in 
favor of improving salt-water harbors on the At- 
lantic and our great rivers, and erecting light-houses 
for the guidance of mariners and the protection of 
our commerce. That power, however, was now 
denied by this message, as he understood, not only 
in the interior, but on the seaboard also. Such he 
understood to be the conclusions of this message; 
such were its objects and allegations. He (Mr. P.) 
was not in favor of a wild and extravagant system 
of improvements. He who would attempt such a 
system would act rashly and imprudently; but to 
deny the right to make any improvements was to 
deny a right which was inalienable. He yester- 
da heard a well-known shrill voice argue on this 
subject, and it seemed to him that there was no 
distinction drawn between power and prudence— 
between a right and the ability to ‘exercise that 
right. - He desired here to draw that distinction, 
and, in commenting on this message, he should 
use no embittered language towards the President 
of the United States. He wished to exercise an 
unrestricted reason, and the right to reason with 
equal freedom he readily yielded to others. 

He did not understand the President of the Uni- 
ted States to admit that any clause of the Constitu- 
tion gave them this power. The President took 
the ground in utter defiance of such power, and 
denied its existence at all. He sent in his veto a 
year ago, based on the principle of public policy— 
the want of money—all the resources of this Gov- 
ernment being required for the A ae and prudent 
management of the war with Mexico; and, if the 


| 


| 
| 


oe ee 


which he wished to address himself was, that 


where power existed in the Constitution over any 
subject, there existed also all the necessary power, 
as an incident, to carry it out. Under what author- 
ity had this Government erected the marble palace 
yonder for the General Post Office? Under the 
power to establish post offices and post roads. It 
was necessary to have a place in which to transact 
the business of the Post Office Department. And 
again, if no power existed to employa mail carrier, 
because there was no specific grant of such power, 
the authority would exi8t to establish post offices 
and post roads; but there would be no power to 
carry out the business of the Post Office Depart- 
ment. 

But, further, by what authority was the palace 
or chateau erected in which the President lives? 
By what power was the spacious temple in which 
they were now assembled built? ‘There was no spe- 
cific grant of power for either. It was an incident 
to the power to establish a Government. But it 
appeared that this power was denied for fear of 
extravagance. Expenditures must be kept within 
reasonable bounds. Our predecessors erected this 
stately mansion for the meetings of Congress; but, 
according to the doctrine now maintained, it ought 
not to have been erected. What but extrava- 
gance brought those marble pillars here, and the 
other marble decorations about this spacious Hall? 
Coarser material would have answered the same 
purpose. Now, was it really true that they had no 
‘ead to make a building at all, lest they should 

e extravagant and involve themselves in debt? 
But, in the fullness of time, when our popula- 
tion shall have increased, the resources of this 
country shall have been developed, and we shall 
have become the greatest, the happiest, and the 
wealthiest country on earth, who shall say that 
this Government may not erect a temple of 
gold? 

” The power, he maintained, was indisputable. 
Now, how were these remarks applicable to the 
subject before them? They were designed to show 
that when a power was given, the means to exer- 
cise that power were necessarily incidental to it. 
Here, in the Constitution, in a few words, it was 
said, Congress should have power to declare war; 
but there was no power given to make peace. 
Power was given to raise and maintain armies; 
but where is the authority to clothe them? Was 


President had now assigned that as a reason for |! 
not giving his assent to this bill, he (Mr. P.) would || it not necessarily indicated? If it were not so, 
have listened to him with deference. But when |i how could they arm the soldiers they had the 
the President told them that they had not the pow- || power to raise? Must they continue to use the 
er to clear out an inlet or improve a harbor, he j! old guns which were borne in the revolutionary 
begged leave to say that he differed from the Pres- || war? By what power could this Government 


ident. 

He did not agree with gentlemen who had taken 
part in this debate who had asserted the right, un- 
der the clause conferring power to regulate com- 
merce, to make artificial channels of communica- 
tion. They had the power to regulate commerce 
with forcign nations and between the States; and 
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the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Ruert] |! 
yesterday took the ground that this power did not |! 


confer the authority to regulate commerce, unless 
it passed from one State to another. That gentle- 
man said that every vessel on these rivers and the 
Atlantic, of twenty tong burden, must be registered. 
Now take an illustration. Ifa vessel of a hundred 
tons sailed from Louisville to Maysville, in Ken- 


poe Paixhan guns for the public service? 
here was no such specific grant of power in the 
Constitution. How, then, could it be done by the 
eneral power to raise and maintain armies? 

here was the power invested? Again, how 


could they build large and magnificent fortifica- 
tions? How maintain large ship-yards and build 
docks? What portion of the Constitution autho- 


rized it? There is no such specific grant of power. 
But all these things were necessary appliances to 


|| enable this Government to carry out the powers 


which it undoubtedly possessed, for they were 
specifically given. If this modern doctrine were 
correct, he would ask by what power given by the 
Constitution they were enabled to move their army 


tucky, not touching Ohio at all, that need not be || from place to place? It was by virtue of the gen- 


registered, according to the act of Congress. So, if 
they passed from Cleveland to Sandusky, must 
not the vessel be registered? No; it was not com- 
merce with foreign nations, nor between the several 
States, and this Government was not intrusted 
with itat all. Now, he should not insist that, by 
virtue of the clause giving power to regulate com- 
merce, they had authority to improve all the har- 
bors and rivers and inlets of the country; but the 
question was, whether, by any and all of the clauses 
of the Constitution, they had authority to improve 
a harbor, river, lake, or inlet, for any purpose what- 
ever. Because one clause of the Constitution does 
not authorize it, it did not follow that another did 
not. Had they, then, the power? It was nota 
question of expediency, but of power. He was an 
advocate of prudence now, and prudence forever; 
but what was their power? He believed it was 
good constitutional doctrine, that, whenever a sub- 
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eral war power. ‘The war power of this Govern- 
ment was unlimited. But again—another illus- 
tration. This Government had large manufactures 
of arms and munitions of war at Harper’s Ferry 
and other places; but by what power did they 
transport them to the different sections of the 
Union? Could they employ carts and railroads 
for their transportation to the places where the 
soldiers stood ready to receive them, and anxious, 
with them, to defend their country? Yes, the 
war power clothed them with all necessary author- 
ity to use all the means requisite to accomplish the 
end. But there is no power, says the President, 
given by the Constitution to the General Gov- 
ernment to clear out rivers and harbors, or remove 
a log from a road; that this must be done b 
the individual States. Well, suppose, then, in 
the transmission of munitions of war through 
one of those States which was eternally op- 
posing the war, it should be found that a road 
was blocked up by logs—the State refusing to re- 
move the obstructions, and the General Govern- 
ment without constitutional power to do it—what 
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wasto be done? This was a plain and familiar illus- 
tration, but it was one which clearly showed that, 
if the positions now assumed were.correct, in time 
of war our cities on the seaboard might be beaten 
down into ruins, because this Government pos- 
sessed not the constitutional power to cut a log out 
ofaroad. And so it would be with everything else. 
It was granted that they had power to make guns 
of various descriptions; and had they not power to 
transport them to such sections of the country as 
might require them? Must they lie where they 
were made? They had certainly no constitutional 
authority to remove them, according to these mod- 
ern constructions of that instrument, if they could 
have nothing done by incidental power. They. 
could not transport arms and enlisted men from 
New. York to Pittsburg, in Pennsylvania, and 
thence to New Orleans, by the Ohio and Missis- 
sippi rivers, for there was nothing about that in the 
Constitution. Frequently men and arms were ship- 
ped from Pittsburg down the Ohio; and supposea 
vessel so employed gets ‘* snagged,” ora tree had 
fallen into the river and obstructed its passage, 
where was the constitutional power to remove the 
obstruction? Suppose this transportation and this 
obstruction should occur during our war with Mex- 
ico; in an emergency, was the Government to wait 
until some State authority should clear the course 
for the passage of the vessel and our troops, that 
they might meet the well-organized arms of Mexi- 
co? Such a position was ridiculous, and yet the 
reasonings of the message come precisely to that. 
Gentlemen might say that, in an emergency, the 
Government might exercise this power; but where, 
he would ask them, was the grant of power? If 
this power was possessed in one case, it was pos- 
sessed in all. This was the inevitable consequence 
of the reasoning of those whose arguments and 
conclusions he was reviewing. 

But if this power to remove impediments exist 
at all, when shall they be Se ? Ts it a ques- 
tion of time? Shall it be done when the Govern- 
ment starts its vessel, ora week before, a year, or 
twenty years? The Father of his Country had 
left them the advice ‘‘in time of peace to prepare 
for war;” and if these things could be done as an 
incident of the war power, could they not le done 
when war was not upon us, in the exercise of their 
judgment, which taught them to be always ready 
for war? If not, by what power could they erect 
barracks in time of peace? If they could erect 
barracks, could they not make roads passable, 
over which their troops might pass? 

Why might not they determine this question for 
themselves? In case of a war with Great Britain, 
should we not be attacked on the northeast coast, 
on the St. Lawrence, and on the lakes? On that 
thinly-settled and ill-protected frontier, it must be 
evident to all sagacious statesmen, that the attack 
must come; and could they not now make con- 
tracts for the transportation of munitions of war? 
could they not now build batteries? Or must they ` 
wait until the attack really came? 

He understood that bills had been signed by the 
President making appropriations for the erection 
and maintenance of light-houses. But under what 
authority does the President sanction appropria- 
tions for light-houses, which are to aid commerce? 
If one thing could be done to aid commerce, could 
not another thing be done too? If light-houses and 
beacons could be erected to guide commercial ves- 
sels into particular channels, could not obstruc- 
tions be removed from those channels to which 
the vessels were directed? 

Before Mr. P. had concluded— 


OBITUARY. 


A message was received from the Senate, noti- 
fying the House of the death of Mr. Senator 
SPEIGHT. 

When Mr. JACOB THOMPSON rose and 
said: 

Mr. Speaker: The message just received from 
the Senate announces the melancholy fact, that 
since the adjournment of that body last spring, 
another of its members has fallen asleep to wake 
no more. The Hon. Jesse Speicut, late a Sen- 
ator from the State of Mississippi, is no longer 
numbered with the living. Death has been moving 
amidst our ranks, and has thrown his sable man- 
tle over one of the most distinguished of the coun- 
try. Elevated station, personal virtues, the affec- 
tion of family and friends, the confidence of con- 
stituents, and the active and zealous discharge of 
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_all the duties of life, could not shield him from a 
submission to that law which governs our race, 
that ‘it is appointed unto man once to die.” 
General Speicur, my late colleague and friend, 
was no ordinary man, passing over the stage of 
life unnoticed, and leaving, when the curtain falls, 
no recollection behind him to distinguish him 
among the millions who had gone before him. The 
features of his character were striking and pecu- 
liar. His superior stature singled him out among 
his fellow-men, and commanded universal respect. 
This advantage of person, united with a strong 
natural mind, an unyielding integrity, and a benig- 
nant heart, was the key to that unvaried success 
which attended him in all his aspirations through- 
out his whole career. And to the records of his 
nay we must turn to learn the history of his 
ife. 


Without the advantages of fortune, and with a de- 
ficient early education, he first appeared in public 
life in the Legislature of the State; and in a short 
time he obtained the highest legislative honors by 
being elected Speaker of the State Senate. From 
this position, in 1829, he came to the House of 
Representatives of the United States, in which ca- 
pacity he served his country with site zeal, indus- 
try, and fidelity, for six years. In 1835 he was 
elected a delegate to the Convention then called in 
the State of North Carolina for the revisal of her 
constitution, ‘There the extension of the right of 
suffrage and religious toleration became the lead- 
ing topics of discussion, in which he bore a con- 
spicuous part as the advocate of the largest liberty 
of the citizen, in the freedom of conscience, and in 
the exercise of political power. 

Thus having been honored by the State of his 
nativity, and having served her people with fidel- 
ity andefficiency, it was a difficult and severe trial 
to sever the ties which bound him to his constitu- 
ents. But, prompted by a desire to provide for his 
own household, and invited by the prolific soil, the 
ee climate and rich productions of Mississippi, 

e became a citizen of that State in 1837. But in 
this land of his adoption he soon found himself 
surrounded by ardent friends, who were eager to do 
him honor; and in 1839 he was elected to the Le- 
aio and became the Speaker of the House of 

epresentatives. In 1841 he was returned to the 
State Senate, and was elected the President of that 
body. In this office he continued until, in 1844, 
he was elected to the Senate of the United States— 
@ position second in dignity and importance, and 
in the public consideration, only to the Chief Ex- 
ecutive of this Government. e took his seat in 
that body in March, 1845; and that industry, zeal, 
fidelity, talent, and practical good judgment, which 
had ever marked his course as a public man, 
were here exhibited. In the active discharge of 
his duties in this station the hand of disease was 
laid upon him. But his strong frame and robust 
constitution apparently triumphed over the first 
assaults of the enemy; and, after weeks of patient 
suffering, he so far recovered as to return to his 
residence in Mississippi, where, surrounded by an 
affectionate family and: sympathizing friends, he 
a his final summons on the Ist of May, 
1847. 

An ‘aching void”? has been left in the large 
circle which revolved around him as its centre, and 
which can be filled or satisfied by naught that I 
can say, or that this House may do. 

As a friend, he was frank, sincere, and confi- 
ding; as an enemy, ready to pardon and forget; as 
a presiding officer in a deliberative body, he had 
no superior; as a public servant, he was true, in- 
dustrious, and untiring. 

But he is gone to that undiscovered country to 
which we are all fast hastening. On our way 
thither, while we cherish his virtues, we can but 
honor his memory. 

Mr. T. concluded by moving the following reso- 
lutions: 

Resolved, That this House has heard with deep sensibility 
the announcement of the death of the Hon. Jesse SPEIGHT, 
'a Senator in Congress from the State of Mississippi. 

Resolved, That, as a testimony of respect fur the memory 
of the deceased, the members and officers of this House will 
wear the usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 

Resolved, That the proceedings of this House in relation 
to the death of the Hon. Jesse SPEIGHT, be communicated 
to his family by the Clerk. i 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect, this House 
do now adjourn. 


The House accordingly adjourned. 
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He was born in the State of North Carolinas: 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred under the rule: 


By Mr. GOTT: The petition of 25 citizens of Lysander, 
county of Onondaga, New York, praying for an immediate 
termination of the war lle, een te and that proposals be 
made as soon as practicabl@ to all nations with whom this 
Government maintains intercourse, for treaty stipulations 
which shal! bind the parties to a settlement of all tuture in- 
ternational difficulties by peaceful arbitration. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: The petition of Stalker & Hill, 
praying compensation ior a steamboat lost in the service of 
the United States. Also, the petition of F. Sumter, admin- 
istrator de Lonis non of the late General T. Sumter, praying 
payment for money advanced to the colonies by the suid T. 
Sumter during the war of the Revolution. 

By Mr. CRANSTON: That the petition of Nancy Tomp- 
kins, with the accompanying documents, be taken tiom the 
files of the House and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. Also, the petition of sally C. Wenwood and Eliza 
S. Wenwood. Also, that the petition and accompanying 
papers of —— Mayes be taken from the files of the House 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Aflairs. 

By Mr. FARRELLY : The petition of Catharine Henrietta 
C. Johnson, widow of Captain Hezekiah Johnson, late of the 
United States army, for a pension. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON withdrew from the files of the 
House, and presented, a inemorial of the heirs of Colonel 
David Hopkins, deceased, with accompanying papers. 

By mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Thomas Scott, late 
register of the land office at Uhilicothe, praying compensa- 
tion for extra services connected with the duties of his office; 
hertofore presented lst April, 144. Also, the petition of 
Samuel Reed, of Pike county, Ohio, praying payment for 
part of a tract of land purchased of the United States, the 
title to which has not been maintained ; heretofore present- 
ed January 21, 1846. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of James Morrow, ask- 
ing payment of certain bills of promise due to him from the 
Government; referred to the Committee of Claims. Also, 
the memorial of James H. Couley, praying for an amend- 
ment of the act for his relief, passed and approved on the 3d 
of March, 1847; referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Also, the petition of Henry Recks, praying that a special act 
may be passed to authorize a warrant to be issued to him for 
the bounty land of his brother, a deceased volunteer; reterred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. Also, that the 
petition and papers of Lieutenant James M. Gillis be with- 
ean from the files and referred to the Connnittee on Naval 

ffairs. 

By Mr. J R. INGERSOLL: The memorial of Rutter & 
Etting, by Reuben Etting, surviving partner of the firm, ask- 
ing for provision for the payment of claims toindemnity for 
depredations committed by the public and private arfied 
vessels of France, between and duriug the years 1793 and 
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By Mr. ASHMUN: The petition of Hall J. Kelly, a pio- 
neer in the exploration of Oregon, asking for a grant of land 
in that Territory. Also, the petition of Jonathan Moore, of 
Hadly, Massachusetts, a revolutionary soldier, asking for a 
pension. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: The petition of the administrator 
of George Brent, praying for commutation pay and pension 
due said estate. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of citizens of Barry, New- 
ton, and Jasper counties, in the State of Missouri, for a post 
route from Cassville to Sarcoxie. Í 

By Mr. ROBERT SMTI'IH : The petition of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Isaac D. Taulbee, praying remuneration for 
a horse lost in the Black Hawk war. 

By Mr. BARROW: The petition of Mary Patton. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The papers in the case of Dan- 
iel Wilson, an invalid soldier of the last war. Also, the 
papers in the case of George B. Hollenback, William Harris, 
and others, applicants for damages for losses sustained in the 
Biack Hawk war. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The petitions of Cornelius Manning 
and Catharine Hodges, widow of Benjamin Hodges, praying 
compensation for a slave taken by the British during the 
late war. Also, three petitions of citizens of Maryland, 
asking that the bridges across the Eastern Branch of the 
Potomac may be made free. Also, the memorial of Thomas 
Crown, for remuneration for losses sustained by him in con- 
sequence of a violation of a contract by the United States. 
Also, the petition of Frances Swann, administratrix of Wil- 
liam J. Swann, for losses sustained during the late war with 
Great Britain. Also, the petition of Reynal Hilleary, for 
remuneration in lieu of bounty land. : 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of William 8. Dilly, 
of Trumbull county, Ohio. Also, the petition of D. Ide and 
others, of same county. Also, the petition of Nathan Kinne 
and others, of same county. 

By Mr. DUNCAN: The petitions of Hugh B. Branch, of 
Andrew J. Kriel,and of Henson Stevens. Also, the memo- 
rial of Harriet Burney. 

By Mr. THURSTON: The petition and memorial of Elias 
Coon, of Connecticut, praying for fishing bounty on the 
schooner Congress, which was wrecked in 1844. 

By Mr. PETTIT: ‘The petition of Jacob Olinger, praying 
a pension for services in the revolutionary war. 

By Mr. HARALSON: The memorial of ThomasL. Ross, 
postmaster at Macon, Georgia, setting forth certain inequal- 
ities in the operation of the post office laws. 


TO THE EDITORS. 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, December 15, 1847. 


Will the editors please to correct their report of a remark 
I made in the House yesterday, pending its procene in 
relation to Mr. Gipp1Nes and the National Whig? From 
this it would seem that the reading of so much of the article 
in the Whig as called in question the conduct of other mem- 
bers was at my instance. This is a mistake. My purpose 
in what I said was to object to this. I had, and now have, 
a decided conviction that the House had no right to cause 
to be read a newspaper criticism on the conduct of any of 
its members, unless at the request of such members. This, 
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T thought, was carrying the liberty of the press somewhat 
further than has been contended for even in this newspaper 
country. ‘There was much noise and confusion at the ino-- 
ment, which was doubtless the cause of my being misun- 
derstood. Very respectfully 

JOHN GAYLE. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, December 17, 1847. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to enable him to report a bill 
from the Committee on the Judiciary. To justify 
his call for this indulgence, he would briefly state 
the reason for making it. It has so happened that 
cases are depending in the Supreme Court of the 
United States—on its docket at least—which, in all 
other respects, are entitled to a hearing, except 
that the court has no jurisdiction overthem. They 
were cases which were adjudged in the proper 
court of Iowa when Iowa was a Territory. Since 
she has become a State—a sister, in all respects, of 
the Confederacy—her Territorial records have be- 
come inaccessible to the process of the Supreme 
Court, and legislation is necessary to remedy the 
evil. An act of Congress was passed during the 
last session which was probably designed for the 
purpose, but it provided for another and a no less 
distinguished Commonwealth, which, although yet 
young, had already become venerable enough not 
to need the provision. The name of Michigan 
was inserted in the seventh section of the act of 
Congress, instead of that of Iowa, and the Supreme 
Court is still unable to act in the cases which are 
actually before it. The Commitfe on the Judici- 
ary have had the subject under consideration, and 
have unanimously authorized the report of a bill 
supplementary to the act of 22d February last. 
To obviate the necessity of frequent legislatién, 
this supplement, while it meets the particular 
emergency, and gives jurisdiction over the cases 
that are before the court, also guards against the 
occurrence of a similar necessity when other States 
shall be added tothe Union. It contains antici- 
pation as well as retrospect. It refers to the pro- 
visions of the former act, which were individual in 


Mr. I. would propose, if there were no objection, 
that the bill be placed at once on its passage. 

Mr. McCLELLAND suggested a wish that the 
passage of the bill might be postponed until to- 
morrow. 

_Mr. INGERSOLL acquiescing in the sugges- 
tion— 

The bill was accordingly read twice, and made 
the order of the day for to-morrow. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he understood 
that a member from the State of Virginia intended 
to announce to the House the death of one of its 
members elect, the Hon. G. C. Dromcoore. If 
that was true, he would move further to postpone 
the special order until to-morrow. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Select Com- 
mittee to revise the Rules, made a further report; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. PETTIT rose and asked leave to make a 
personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER said it would not be in order, 
except by the general consent of the House. 

Such consent being given— 

Mr. PETTIT said he wished to call the atten- 
tion of the House and the country to a most 
puerile, miserable, silly, but not the less false, re- 

ort of his remarks made yesterday for the Union. 

e did not know by whom; he knew Mr. Ritchie 
was the editor, and he held him responsible. He 
undertook to say that what he should here read as 
a report of his remarks must be known to every 
one, whether in the House or out of it, whether 
he heard him or not, to be utterly false, and inten- 
tionally so. No man understood him to say as 
follows; no man could have understood him so: 

‘If any man more than another could claim the honor of 
having raised Mr. Polk to the presidential chair, he could do 
it. Ifany one more than another could claim the introduc- 
tion of the tariff of 1846 as his own measure, he could do 
it.”? 

A miserable, puerile attempt at misrepresenta- 
tion, (said Mr. È) Such men are beneath those 
whom I described yesterday as without the power 
of reason. They are beneath contempt. 
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Mr. P. read a further extract: 

« In short, if any one, then ke himself might claim the 
honor of having brought about all the great measures of 
reform which the Governinent had recently adopted—from 
the great financial measures which had been adopted, and 
the iinprovements in the commercial interests of the nation, 
to the annexation of Texas and the glorious display of their 
arms upon the battle-fields of Mexico.” 

Now, surely he need not consume the time of 
the House to repeat that the man who wrote this 
knew it to bea falsehood. Hedid not understand 
meso. He could not have understood me so. 
No man, young or old, near me or remote from 
me, could have understood me to say any such 
thing. It is a miserable attempt of that paper to 
traduce, vilify, and misrepresent a man who can- 
not in everything agree with its ‘‘ venerable” 
trash? ° 

Sir, had I time, and the indulgence of the House 
would permit, I should like to read and comment 
upon an article in this morning’s Union, under the 
editorial head; but I have not time. [Cries of 
“ Go on; go on.’’] l 

Oh, no, (said Mr. P.) However, I will say that, 
after going on at some length in this article to 
discuss the subject of the message, Mr. Ritchie 
says, thoroughly as he understands the subject 
himself, (beginning as far back as the Virginia 
resolutions of 1798, I suppose,) [a laugh,] that 
Mr. Polk understands it far better than he! Mas- 
terly as are his abilities, and extensive as is his 
knowledge, that the President surpasses him! 
Well, (said Mr. P.,) that may be a wonder to 
him, but it is net to me. He (Mr. Ritchie) then 
goes on with a long string about the unconstitu- 
tionality of pulling out a stick or a stone, or a snag 
from the way where our army is being marched, 
o» where we are transporting munitions of war; 
but, finally, at the tail of the article, he surrenders 
the question, and begs members of Congress to do 
what he (Mr. P.) said yesterday he was willing 
todo. He had said he was unwilling now to vote 
a dollar for such a purpose; that he was unwilling 
to o on at this time, when we were involved in 
war, and needed all the money we could raise, and 
more, to carry it- on, to vote large appropriations 
even for such works of internal improvement 
as he believed this Government clearly had the 
power to make. He was willing to forego appro- 
priations for works of this character now; but he 
would not be stultified from any such source, and 
told he had no right to vote for them; that this 
Government had no right to make them. It did 
seem that Mr. Ritchie, and perhaps those whom 
he eulogizes—that the President, and many who 
agreed with him, were incapable of discrimin«ting 
between power and policy, between the existence 
of a power and the propriety of exercising it at 
this time; and they seemed to insist that if we have 
the power to do this thing, we must from neces- 
sity go on now and do it, and involve the country 
in all manner of expenditure and ruin. Mr. P. 
thought it was not so difficult a matter to under- 
stand the distinction between a power and the ex- 
ercise of that power. It might not be politic or 
proper to exercise it now, but he would not con- 
sent that a document from the Executive should 
be placed on the records of the House which would 
_ cut them off forever from sustaining works of in- 
ternal improvement of any kind, by denying to the 
Government any power over them, without enter- 
ing his protest against it. Now, how Mr. Ritchie 
would report him again he did not know or care; 
it was too contemptible to be noticed. 

THE SOUTHERN MAIL ROUTE. 

Mr. BOTTS, by general consent, introduced a 
joint resolution authorizing the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to renew his engagement with the Richmond 
and other railroads; which was read a first and 


second time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. j 


OBITUARY. 


Mr. MEADE, of Virginia, rose and said: 

Mr. Speaker: In obedience to an honored cus 
tom, I rise to bring to the notice of this House an 
event which has already been announced to the 
public—I allude to the death of the Hon. Georce 
C. Dromcoo eg, of Virginia, a late member of this 
House. He died onthe 27th day of April last, 
at his residence in the county of Brunswick, a few 
days after he had received intelligence of his re- 
election to Congress. His loss would have been 
sensibly felt at any period of his public life; but 
at this time, when, amidst the violence of party, 


his moderation, wisdom, and great experience in 
public affairs, are so much needed, the whole 
country must deplore the sad event. 

General DromcooLe commenced his political 
life at an early age. Buta few years elapsed after 
he became eligible to a sætin the Legislature of 
Virginia, before he was called upon by his native 
county to represent itin that body. Since then, 
with but two short intervals, he has continued in 
the public service. The reputation he acquired as 
a member of the House of Delegates, soon at- 
tracted the attention of his district, and at the early 
age of thirty-three, he was chosen to deliberate 
with Madison, Monroe, and Marshall, and other 
distinguished worthies, in the only Convention 
which has assembled in Virginia since the adop- 
tion of her first constitution. 

He was afterwards sent to the Senate of that 
State, over which body he presided for many years 
with distinguished ability, until 1835, when he 
was elected to the Congress of the United States. 

Here his great powers of mind have been felt 
and acknowledged, and their influence may be 
traced through the records of this body. 

From the commencement of his political career, 
he continued steadily to ascend the path to dis- 
tinction, inspiring his friends and constituents 
with the firm assurance that wherever he had 
fixed the goal of his aspirations, there his political 
life would terminate. 

It would be hypocrigy in me, and at the same 
time useless here, to affect to believe that Mr. 
DromcooLe was without his blemishes; but it is 
easy for those who knew him as his constituents 
did, to forget them. Had he faults, they belonged 
to the weakness of human flesh; few ever reached 
that soul, where honor, humanity, and truth, 
dwelt together and worshipped. The companions 
of his youth will never forget how ardent and sin- 
cere were his attachments, and how his presence 
would always brighten up their hearts, and wake 
up emotions of young sympathy and affection. 
The friends of his maturer years think in sadness 
of his warm and generous nature, his wise coun- 
sels, and steady friendship. His mind was more 
solid than brilliant, and its productions more fitted 
for use than ornament. The influence which he 
exercised over the feelings and opinions of others, 
e his constituents, was one of his most 
remarkable attributes. He seldom spoke in public 
from impulse; hence he was always courteous to 
adversaries, and seldom indulged in abuse of them, 
but was sometimes only humorously sarcastic. 
The confidence of his constituents gave to his 
opinions the force of oracles, and against them the 
arguments of adversaries were hurled in vain. I 
have seen him in many warm political contests, 
and never knew him to lose the equilibrium of his 
temper. and his perfect self-possession. His cool- 
ness, and real and unaffected confidence in. his own 
power and superiority, would often work his adver- 
sary into a rage, who would expend his energies in 
fits of desperation, and fall at last, apparently by the 
blows of his powerful antagonist, but in fact over- 


‘| come by his own vehemence and extravagance. I 


have sometimes been opposed in these contests to 
this extraordinary man. These occasions never 
failed to give rise to reflections on the wonderful 
influence by which, apparently without much 
effort on his part, he controlled the action of 
others. Circumstances conspired, in the com- 
mencement of his public life, to give the subject 
of my remarks a favorable position among his 
fellow-men. His father, a native of Ireland, was 
one of the earliest settlers in his district. His 
was the voluntary duty to publish from his pulpit 
to his various congregations the Declaration of 
American Independence. As a minister of the 
Gospel, he had few equals in the powers of a 
strong native intellect; and few ever enjoyed to the 
same extent the love and affection of his people, 
who placed in him that implicit confidence which 
nothing but an irreproachable life can inspire. For 
more than fifty years he labored to raise his fellow- 
men to the same elevated platform on which he 
stood himself. He lived to an advanced age, ex- 
hibiting to the close of his life the rare instance of 
one who united in himself every human excel- 
lence. A few years only have elapsed since he 
left us. The sun of his evening life long lingered 
on the horizon, and often would the traveller turn 
an anxious look to the west, to see how much 
longer would the mellow rays of that unspotted 
light fall upon his path. And since it has gone 


down, a twilight rests over the district, by which 
we may trace on the tablet of every heart the 
character of Epwarp Dromcoote. The virtues 
of the father stood as a guarantee for the promises 

f the son, until his own great abilities changed 
doubt into assurance, and finally obtained from his 
country judgment for the attributes of a pure pa- 
triot and an able statesman. 

I have alluded to the great.weight of his opinions 
with his constituents. The present political posi- 
tion of the country had filled their minds, as it has 
the minds of all, with the most fearful apprehen.- - 
sions about the future fate of this great Confederacy. 
From him they expected to learn what might be 
the probable result of that extraordinary issue be- 
tween the North and the South, about to be tried 
at the bar of this House. I have heard his reply 
to questions that would be asked him about this 
controversy—a reply that should sink deep in 
the hearts of politicians. It was, that he never 
doubted there still remained sense and virtue 
enough in the body of the people to adhere to the 
compact of their fathers and preserve this Union. 
The love of this Union was a passion with this 
distinguished man, and his faith in the continuance 
and prosperity of this Confederacy was such as no 
danger or crisis could shake. 

The diminished majority by which he was elect- 
ed to the present Congress would seem, to those 
at a distance, to indicate that he had lost ground 
with his party. No fears were ever entertained of 
his election, and it was well understood in his dis- 
trict that numbers of his friends withheld their 
votes with the kind intention of merely trying the 
chastening effect of a small vote and seeming indif- 
ference. But few ever doubted that he was the 
decided favorite of his district; and had every po- 
litical friend of his been impressed with the belief 
that his vote was necessary, I hazard nothing in 
saying he would have been returned by a majority 
of eight hundred votes. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sure no one is disposed to 
regret the little time I have occupied in endeavor- 
ing to give a short and imperfect sketch of the life 
and character of this justly distinguished man. In 
a few days more, sir, judging from the signs of 
the times, this House will be torn by every pas- 
sion that can conspire to destroy the wisdom of its 
deliberations and contribute to a country’s ruin. | 

It may have a salutary effect, and mitigate in 
some measure the ferocity of the war, to pause 
awhile and bend for a short space over the grave 
of one who, a few months ago, was himself ac- 
tively engaged in the political conflicts which even 
then threatened the peace of the country. That 
voice which was then so often heard above the 
storm, and never unheeded, is now hushed in 
death. So must the passions which now disturb 
the bosoms of his survivors fret their brief hour, 
and finally subside in the silence of the grave. 

What I have said, Mr. Speaker, about this 
gifted man was no less due to his own high char- 
acter and extraordinary qualities, to this House, 
of which he was so long a distinguished member, 
than to the deep affection and abiding confidence 
of his constituents, who believe that his country, 
like themselves, with a single tear will wash away 
the remembrance of his faults, while with proud 
and lofty emotions she may contemplate in his 
character that ** noblest work of God, an honest 
man. 

Mr. M. concluded by moving the following 
resolutions: 

Resolved, That this House deeply regrets the death of the 
Hon. GeorceE C. DROMGOOLE, a late member of the House 
from the State of Virginia. 

Resolved, That the members and officers of this House 
will testify their respect for the memory of the deceased by 
wearing the usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 

Resolved, That these resolutions be communicated to the 
nearest relatives of the deceased. 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect, this House 
do now adjourn. 

The resolutions were unanimously adopted, and 
the House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, December 18, 1847. - 
Mr. HUNT, by unanimous consent, presented 
a preamble and resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of New York, in favor of the construction of 
a railroad from Lake Michigan to the Pacific Ocean, 
in the Territory of Oregon, on the plan proposed 
by Mr. Asa Whitney. Referred to the Commit- 
tee on Roads and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. McLANE asked leave to offer a resolution 
calling for information from one of the Executive 
departments. | | 

he SPEAKER stated, as there was a special 
order pending for this day, the resolution could 
not be received unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said, as the report of 
the committee had been printed and laid on the 
tables of the members within the last five minutes, 
he was ready to proceed with the special order. 


RULES OF THE HOUSE. 
The SPEAKER announced the special order, 


being the report of the select committee on rules, 


as the first business before the House. 

The first rule was a substitute for the thirty- 
third rule, usually called the hour rule, by which 
it was proposed to provide, that— 

& It shall be in order to entertain a motion when made to 
limit the time which each member may occupy in debating 
any question in the House or Committee to a period not less 
than one hour: provided, that where the House has made 
an order fixing the time for discharging the committee from 
the further consideration of any bill, or other matter referred 
to it, (after acting without debate on all amendments pend- 
ing or that may be offered,) debate by any one member 
before such order takes effect may be limited to one quarter 
of an hour, and thereafter the member who reported the 
measure under consideration from any committee, may 
debate the same for one hour; and any member shall be 
allowed in committee five minutes to explain the object, 
nature, and effect, of any amendment which he may offer; 
and all motions made to carry out this rule shall be decided 
without debate. 

To this the following had been offered as an 
alternative in committee and reported to the 
House: | 

« No member shall occupy more than one hour and a half 
in debate on any question in the House or in Committee ; 
but a member reporting the measure under consideration 
from a committee may open and close the debate: provided, 
that where debate is closed by order of the House, any 
member shall be allowed in committee five minutes to ex- 
plain ahy amendment he may offer.” 


The SPEAKER announced the question to be 
on the proposed substitute for the substitute first 
reported by the committee. . 

Mr. POLLOCK inquired if it would be in order 
to move to amend the last substitute. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the last substi- 
tute was in the nature of an amendment to an 
amendment. 

Mr. HOWELL COBB thought the first substi- 
tute was reported as a distinct proposition, and not 
as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER then intimated that he would 
éntertain an amendment. 

Mr. POLLOCK accordingly moved to strike 
out from the first line the words “and a half,” so 
as to limit speeches to one hour, instead of one 
hour and a half,as the amendment proposed. He 
thought the experience of the House had demon- 
strated the necessity and the utility of the hour 
rule—it had certainly operated to the satisfaction 
of the House and of the country. One hour was 
a sufficient length of time for any gentleman in 
which to present his views on any one question, 
and with such a limitation an oppor y would 
be afforded to a larger majority o 
be heard than if an hour and a half was the allotted 
period. He therefore moved to strike out the 
words “ and a half.” 

Mr. COLLAMER did not propose to say much 
of the merits of this hour rule. He was willing 
that the House should adopt such a rule, and allow 
either onë hour or one and a half, at its discretion; 
but what he rose for more particularly, was to call 
the attention of the House to the fact that there 
was a provision in this rule, which, in hisjudgment, 
required amendment. ‘There was a provision, 
and an important provision it was, too, which 
gave to the member reporting a measure from a 
committee the privilege to open and to close the 
debate. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL suggested to the gen- 
tleman from Vermont that it would be better first 
to dispose of the hour rule, and afterwards other 
matters might be considered. 

Mr. COLLAMER feared he should afterwards 
bė deprived of the opportunity of accomplishing 
the purpose which he had in view, which was to 
suggest an amendment to this part of the substi- 
tute. He hoped, therefore, that the House would 
now listen to him. The expression used was, that 
“ a member reporting the measure under consid- 
eration from a committee may open, and close the 
debate.” Now, suppose the case of a bill which 
came from the Senate—and it was well known that 


the members to’ 
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much of their business came from the Senate— | 
which would be considered in committee and re- 
ported on either that it should be adopted or that 


| it ought not to pass. The legitimate question then 


would be on adopting the report of the committee, 
and, as this rule stands, the member who made 
the report adverse to the passage would not have 
the right to the floor because the report was against 
the measure. He therefore proposed, at the proper 
time, to move to amend by inserting the word 
“ on” before the words ‘* the measure,’’ so that it 
should read ‘‘ but a member reporting on the 
measure,” &c., may open and close the debate. 

Mr. HOWELL COBB thought that idea was 
carried out by the rule. A measure is referred to 
a committee, and that committee reports against 
the bill; that it be disagreed to, or that it do not 
pass; and it was intended by this rule to give to 
the gentleman making such report the permission 
which the gentleman from Vermont desired to se- 
cure to him. 

Mr. COLLAMER thought they might as well 
make it right and clear early as late. If they did 
not do so, it would, from its ambiguity, be subject 
to misconstruction. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said, the word on was 
suggested in committee, and he was in favor of it, 
but the committee thought it unnecessary. 

Mr. TRUMAN SMITH would ask for the in- 
dulgence of the House while he made a few remarks 
on the subject which was now under consideration. 
He had long entertained the idea that some essen- 
tial and important modifications should be made 
in the rules of this House, with a view to secure 
great and prominent objects. It was, in his judg- 
ment, very important that the rules should be 
methodized, and, if possible, abbreviated. Several 
committees of this House have, for years past, 
reported revisions, but, from an apprehension that 
it might now lead to debate, the existing committee 
had reported only in part, suggesting certain im- 
portant amendments and modifications, reserving 
for more mature consideration the other portions, 
a debate on which now might prevent the accom- 
plishment of anything. 

The object which the committee contemplated 
was, first, to secure a full and free discussion of all 
important topics when they were before the House; 
in the second place, to promote order and deco- 
rum; and, finally, to facilitate the transaction of the 
public business. If, however, these amendments 
should be sanctioned, they would accomplish a 
great deal. And here he desired very briefly to 
advert to the subject of the one-hour rule. It 
would be recollected that the hour rule was intro- 
duced during the twenty-seventh Congress—if he 
mistook not, about the middle of the second ses- 
sion of that Congress. It would also be recol- 
lected that they had then pending before them 
measures of very great importance, and it was be- 
lieved that the hour rule was necessary. The ex- 
perience of that and the previous session had 
taught them that it was necessary for the transac- 
tion of the public business, by placing them ina 
condition to act upon the great questions before 
them. It was a rule, however, which did not 
emanate from any committee. Notice was given 
of an amendment to the rules in the ordinary form, 
and it not only received his vote, but was sanc- 
tioned by a large majority of the House. But he 
was free to say that he had long entertained the 
opinion that the rule, to secure a full, fair, free, 
and adequate discussion of the great questions un- 
der consideration, required some modification, and 
he preferred the orena modification which during 
the present session had been reported by the Special 
Committee on Rules. He thought it much better, 
in fact, than that now before the Hòuse for its ac- 
tion, though he had yielded in committee to the 
opinion of the majority, who preferred the substi- 
tute. 

He did not, however, concur in opinion with 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. J. Ix- 
GERSOLL,]) who said that every gentleman in the 
House could satisfactorily discuss any question in 
the brief space of one hour. Ordinarily this couid 


.be done; but he denied that any gentleman pos- 


sessed such powers of condensation as would en- 
able him to bring all his arguments within that brief 
space, on all those great questions on which they 
were here called upon to act. For instance, there 
was the great question of the tariff—he cared not 
whether they called it a protective or a revenue tariff 
—on which no honourable member of this House 


could do it. There were gentlemen here who had 


{| studied that subject intently, and who had collected 


a large mass of statistics in relation to it, and was 
it to be believed that they could do justice to them- 
selves and the subject by placing it properly before 
the House and the country in the brief period to 
which this rule limits debate? In the circumstances 
in which they were placed during the twenty-seventh 
Congress, such a rule was very proper, but it ought 
not now to be the rule of this body. . He should 
prefer to throw open all subjects for free debate by 
any gentleman, to any extent that might be deemed 
reasonable. He admitted that the privilege of de- 
bate had been abused—yea, under his own obser- 
vation, it had been shamefully abused; but such 
abuses were, to some extent, incident to our free 
institutions, and to our form of government. It 
was, however, very often impossible to speak sat- 
isfactorily on a question in the brief space of one 
hour. He would mention one illustration. During 
the last session he was charged with a bill which 
came from the Senate making appropriations for 
indemnities to those of our citizens who suffered 
spoliations oY the French prior to 1800. This was 
put into his hands by the committee of which he 
was a member, and he spert several weeks in ex-. 
amining the whole subject, that he might come to 
the House prepared to place the facts before it. 

In the Senate it was debated, two entire days 
having been occupied by the Senator who sup- 
ported the bill, and a like period of time by the 
Senator who opposed it. He trusted no member 
of this House imagined for a moment that he came 
here contemplating that he should consume two 
days on that subject; but, if so much time waa 
occupted in the Senate, how, he would ask, was 
it possible that he could do justice to the syb@&ct 
in one short hour? The hour rule, however, ex- 
isted, and he was deterred from attempting more 
than a simple statement of the leading features of 
the case; he certainly could not attempt to set forth 
its facts and prificiples, which he had collected, 
and which were material to a correct understandin 
of the subject. In this Congress they were in dif- 
ferent circumstances than was the twenty-seventh 
Congress: he was not aware of any great questions 
which required such a stringent rule for their 
prompt disposition. He desired to hear from his 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. Inezrsouy] 
what great questions they were likely to have be- 
fore the House that would create a necessity for 
this rule? All the leading measures of the Admin- 
istration were carried through the last Congress. 
They had disposed of the tariff of 1846; they had 
carried through their subtreasury law; they had 
adopted all their other great measures, to which he 
need not more particularly refer; and he therefore 
desired to ask the House what they had before 
them on this occasion other than the ordinary 
business of Congress? No gentleman could sup- 
pose that we were to have any further revision of 
the revenue laws. There might be some depart- 
mental reforms, but there would be no revision of 
the tariff. What measures of the Administration, 
then, were there to be brought forward that would 
require this rule? They might have the war with 
Mexico and kindred topics, and respecting them 
he begged leave to say that he desired a free, un- 
restricted, urlimited debate. If, then, the original 
substitute for the 33d rule were sanctioned by the 
House, the House at its pleasure might allow un- 
restricted debate, and at its pleasure pass an hour 
rule; and when it made an order for the closing of 
debate it could limit debate to a quarter of an hour, 
and.thus the House would ever have its measures 
under its control. It was well known that the 
House of Representatives had, to a great degree— 
whatever it might have formerly possessed—lost 
its character of a deliberative assembly. It was 
well known that not one out of five hundred 
speeches there, produced any very great effect on 
the action of that body. It was well known that 
all great measures of policy were carried, not by 
the force of debate, but by consultation among 
themselves in private, as to the character of the 
measure and its various provisions. He had long 
felt a strong desire to see the accomplishment of 
an amendment in the character of this body, by a 
modification of its rules so as to make it in trutha 
deliberative body, and so that its debates could be 
listened to with respect. He wished to see their 
debates so regulated that they could listen with . 
respect to each other and profit by the suggestions 
of honorable members who might oceupy the floor. 
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He did not know that he ought at this time—he 
did not know that it would be entirely in order to 
recur to the other propositions embraced in the 
report submitted by the committee, and which 
would hereafter come under consideration. | 

The SPEAKER was understood to remind the |: 
honorable gentleman of the pending question, 
which was alone the subject of debate. 

Mr. SMITH said he was not aware, then, that | 
he had anything to add on the subject of the mod- | 
ification of the hour rule; but that, if the House | 
should adopt the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. PoLtocx,] he | It was very well known to members in this Hall 
should deem it his duty to urge the rejection of || that the usual mode was to speak an hour; and, 
the entire amendment, and the adoption of the || by what was a universal understanding, to write 
original rule proposed by the committee. out afterwards what gentlemen might have desired 

Mr. POLLOCK did not purpose long to occupy || to add. The speeches made here were not intend- 
the attention of the House. He did not assume |! ed to operate upon the House, but upon the coun- 
to be the peculiar champion of the hour rule; he, || try. 


a mere sanitary regulation, to- prevent members 
who desire to speak from bringing upon them- 
selves, by too long-continued exertion of the or- 
gans of the voice, that prevalent disease, the 
bronchitis, he was strongly in favor of the rule. 

His friend from Connecticut [Mr, Smitu] had 
said that, outof five hundred speeches delivered 
here, not one affected or changed the proceedings. 
If that were true, why should those five hundred 
speeches that could be delivered in five hundred 
hours, be allowed to consume the time of the House 
for seven hundred and fifty hours? 


{ 


however, was decidedly in favor of it, and he || Speaker,” they did not speak to the Speaker or 
certainly would be among the last members on || the House, but to their constituents at home; and 
this floor to do anything to infringe, directly or || that not by means of a powerful voice, but by 
indirectly, upon the most perfect freedom of de- || the aid of those powerful instruments the pen and 
bate. In voting for the continuance of the hour | the press. And in view of this, there was not a 
rule, he believed he was not infringing at all upon || gentleman here who could not satisfactorily to this 
the freedom of debate, or upon any privilege of ouse discuss any of the questions which agitate 
any member upon this floor. He recognized to the country. Not that he could, in the space of 
the fullest extent the right guarantied by the Con- || an hour, investigate and elucidate all the principles 
stitution. The Constitution provided that Con- I he might wish to present, but when he retires to 
gress should make no law “ abridging the freedom |; his own room, by the midnight lamp, through the 
of speech or of the press,’’ &c. i| agency of the pen and the press, he might reach 
The regulation proposed to be reéstablished by || every nook and corner of this Confederacy with 
the amendment which he had offered could not be || the reasonings and conclusions of his own mind, 
regarded as an infringement on the liberty of | presented in the form which best suited him. 
speech. It was simply a regulation or a rule by || It has been suggested that the hour rule, as going 
which that right should be exercised. It was | to infringe upon the freedom of debate, was un- 
apne a restraint of the great right of freedom |: constitutional; but if such a limitation were a vio- 
of speech than any other regulation or law is a | lation of the Constitution, the hour-and-a-half rule 
restraint upon the rights of the people. Every (l now proposed was equally so. 
law which is found on our statute-book to that f Now, in relation to the measures expected to 
extent may be said to be an abridgment of the || come before Congress during the present session, 


natural liberty of the people; and every man, | the gentleman from Connecticut had told them that 
when he enters into society, gives up a part of his | there were no great ones except the war measures. 
natural liberty. || He (Mr. P.) presumed there were not. And was 
The rule thus laid down, as the experience of | there a gentleman on this floor, he would ask, who 
every individual who is familiar with the proceed- || wished more than an hour to discuss what had 
ings and.debates of the American Congress testi- | been again and again discussed by members upon 
fies, has been conducive of the best results. He || this floor and in the other branch of Congress, in 
fully appreciated the wisdom and policy of the |; our State Legislatures, by the press, by every man 
twenty-seventh- Congress. He believed the re- || in the community? 
forms then effected—of which the hour rule was || He was an advocate of this rule on every prin- 
one—had had a weighty influence upon the pros- || ciple. He sincerely hoped it would be retained, 
perity of the county . ij and he believed that the consequences that would 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL interposed, and (Mr. || flow from it would be such as would advance the 
Porlock yielding) said he apprehended his friend || legislation of this House, and give to a greater 
from Connecticut (Mr. SmirH] was mistaken in || number of members of this House the right of 
supposing that the hour rule was not in existence || being heard on questions they wish to discuss. 


when the tariff of 1842 was passed. The gentle-!| Mr. WOODWARD was opposed to any alter- 


| 

| 
man would find, on reference to the records, that || ation of the rules of this House upon this subject; 
that rule had then been adopted, and the debate | and in expressing his views he should advert to 
upon that important bill was conducted under it. what he considered a very fundamental mis con- 
ception of the question of the right of members to 
| debate here one hour, two hours, or at all. It had 


Mr. POLLOCK (resuming) expressed his re- 
gret that the acts of that Congress had to so great 
an extent been blotted from our statute book; and |: nothing to do with the ‘freedom of speech” as 
he believed that the proceedings of the 28th Con- |; secured by the Constitution. The provision of 
gress would yet produce results which would de- || the Constitution in favor of the liberty of speech 
monstrate the wisdom of the 27th Congress, and || was to protect the people; to enable a man to enter- 
the folly of the two succeeding ones, Whose meas- || tain his own thoughts, and to declare them pub- 
ures had been so antagonistical to those then |! licly on all occasions; to enablea man to express 
adopted. The hour rule found its origin in the || his opinions upon politics, upon public men, upon 
27th Congress. Among the many wise measures || religion; to give men universally the right to do 
that were then introduced-and passed, and have ,| that for which Galileo was put to the rack. No 
since become the settled policy of the country, || man had a natural right to speak here; your rights 
was the hour rule. He regarded it as a Whig || here are conventional; the right of debate is confer- 
measure, and he should deeply regret that the first || red by thisbody. No individual in any assembly of 
act of the Whig majority now on this floor should |; men has a natural right to make a speech and com- 
be the repeal of a rule which has received the |! pa everybody to listen to him. The right you 
sanction of every man familiar with the proceed- i ave is a conventional right, a right conferred by 
ings of Congress. | this body itself; it has nothing in the world to do 

He referred to the experience of gentlemen in || with that liberty of speech in the enjoyment of 
reference to this matter. They knew that when |! which this Constitution proposes to protect the 
the period was limited for debate, many members !| citizens of the country. It does not confer the 
talked as a matter of course till the time expired; ii privilege of talking upon members of this body or 
if it was extended to one hour anda half, their |: anybody, or the necessity upon anybody to hear 
speeches would be just one hour and a half long; i; anybody who wants to make a speech. 
be the time long or short, that time would be filled || He was in favor of a limited debate to one hour. 
.up. Such had been his observation as long as he | It increased the quantity of time allowed to each 
had had the honor of a seat on this floor. | man for debate; it increased the number of men. 

Another ground on which he advocated this || If it be a right, the way to protect it is to diffuse 
hour rule was, that it was a sanitary regulation. |! it, to divide it amongst the greatest number, and 
From the manner in which this Hall was con- || not to allow a few comparatively to consume the 
structed, an individual to be heard required to exert || time of the country in making long-winded ha- 
all the power of his voice; every organ was called || rangues delivered here toemptybenches. He main- 
into exercise, or he could not be heard. Now, as || tained that a division was a protection of the right. 
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This rule enlarged the number of men who might 
speak here. He knew questions could not be well 


| discussed, frequently, in the course of asingle hour. 


But, in the gross, you would get a larger amount 
of argument from a number of speakers than you 
would from a few occupying a great while. He 
knew it would gratify the vanity of some to be al- 


| lowed to speak at their own pleasure to exhaust 


| 
| 


| 


| 
| 


| 


| 


| 


the subject. Many of those fortunate enough to 
get the floor would be very glad to doso. He 
would not indulge gentlemen in this way; he would 
let more speak, he would let some speak less; the 
House would then get a greater amount of argu- 
ment—more light on the subjects which came be- 
fore it. He should, therefore, vote against this 
one hour and a half rule. 

Mr. HENLEY wished to make a remark or two 
in relation to this hour rule. The gentleman from 


hen gentlemen got up and addressed ‘Mr. || Pennsylvania [Mr. PoLLocg] had said it was 


adopted as a Whig measure in the 27th Congress. 
According to Mr. H.’s recollection, this was true. 
It was adopted then by the Whig party, as they 
then avowed and now avow, for the purpose of 
enabling them to go on and expedite business; so 
that the party then in a small minority might not 
be able, by interminable debate and delay, to pre- 
vent them from doing what they came to do, and 
what he believed they did do pretty much to their 
own Satisfaction, if not to the satisfaction of the 
country. Now, it was very strange that this pro- 
position to repeal the rule came from the same 
party who adopted it, in order, as they said, to en- 
able them to go on and do the business of the coun- 
try. Now they had got into the majority again, 
and they came forward to repeal this same rule. 
What was the reason? Was it that they might 
not be enabled to do business? Had they taken 
alarm from the judgment which. the country had 
pronounced against them then? And were they to 
repeal this rule, so that they may attempt to jus- 
tify themselves for doing nothing by saying, not- 
withstanding we had a majority, we were still un- 
able to do anything from the delay which our op- 
ponents were enabled to make by interminable dis- : 
cussion, and in other ways? Was that the reason 
why gentlemen, leading Whigs, proposed a repeal 
of this Whig rule, as it was claimed to be? The 
truth was, this rule was opposed then to some ex- 
tent by the Democratic party, because they were 
then in the minority; they had no responsibility 
for the carrying on the business of legislation; they 
cared not, perhaps, what was done, or rather, they 
thought it was better that nothing should be done, 
for they considered that the action of the party in 
power would be worse than to consume the time in 
debate. But when they got into power the Demo- 
cratic party readopted it; they were driven to it 
because there is a sort of mania for speaking here. 

. The gentleman from Connecticut said no individ- 
ual could do justice to the subjects to be discussed 
here in an hour. This might pee be the case 
on some extreme occasions. But did not the gen- 
tleman know perfectly well that if he could not do 
justice to a subject during his hour, some of his 
friends could take it up, and clear up the subject; and 
after you get through a discussion in this way you 
would find full justice done to it? Look into the 
debates of former years—of our forefathers, who 
certainly were as wise as we are, if they did not 
talk as much; look into the debates in the Conven- 
tion which framed the Constitution; you see less 
than a square in a newspaper, which would cost a 
dollar for advertising, is as great a Space as many 
of the speeches of Franklin, Jefferson, and such 
inen occupy in delivering opinions upon subjects 
certainly of as much importance as any which can 
come before this House now. Their remarks were 
brief, to the point, easily understood; and we 
should certainly be following good examples if we 
made these men our models in speaking. 

But a very great difficulty, alluded to by ‘the 
entleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Woopwarp,] 
is, that if gentlemen get the floor early, and are 
enabled to speak as long as they please, they may 
anticipate what many cthers would have had to 
say. Itis akind of vanity which the gentleman 
from South Carolina would give no encouragement 
to. Now, Mr H. confessed the great difficulty 
with him was, unless he did get the floor early, 
that some other gentleman would anticipate him 
and say precisely everything which he wished to, 
and then he certainly would not detain the House 
by repeating*it, and so he was prevented from 
speaking at all. ; 
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He hoped the House would not now repeal the 
hour rule. Some convenience might result from 
its repeal, but it would be found necessary, and 
they would be obliged to adopt it again. The other 
rules reported by the committee he thought would 
work well, and he hoped would be concurred in, 
while the House refused to alter or repeal the 
hour rule, which the experience of this House 
proved had worked so well. 


| 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said, if he thought it 


was to be hoped for, he would ask this House to 
reject all the rules imposing any restriction upon 
free debate in this House. If the House would 


| 


legitimate and proper. Gentlemen who take part 
in the debate would discuss subjects fully, and 
when the arguments dre fairly and thoroughly pre- 
sented on both sides, there isan end of the debate. 
But under the rule as existing at the last Congress, 
a gentleman presents one or two views during his 
hour; another has an isolated view; he travels over 
all the ground before he gets to it; and so the 


| ground is gone over and over, and the same argu- 


not go as far as that, he trusted they would at |: 


least meet on the platform of the rule now under 
discussion, without the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. PorLocx.}] In 
reference to the history of the hour rule, Mr. C. 
said it was passed by the Whig Congress—the 
27th Congress—and it was universally denounced 
in the section of the country from which he came, 
by the Democratic party. So far as there was 
any glory attached to the origin or continuance of 
that rule, he desired to wipe his hands of it. The 
Democratic majority did continue it during the 28th 
and 29th Congresses. Mr. C. was in the major- 
ity then; he voted against it: now he was in the 
minority; he should vote against it. He believed 
It to be wrong, and that the arguments urged by 
the gentlemen from South Carolina (Mr. Woop- 
WARD] and from Indiana [Mr. HENLEy] in favor 
of it were in fact objections to it. 

_ He desired to disabuse the House of one prom- 
inent erroneous idea, as put forth by the gentle- 
men from Pennsylvania, South Carolina, and Indi- 
ana. It was said the hour rule enables you to 
dispose of your business in a shorter time; that it 
curtails debate. ‘That is not true, in my judgment. 
Gentlemen refer to the long debates of former 
times, to the night sessions, and say that it was 
impossible for the majority of the House to de- 
spatch the business of this House. This was true; 
it occurred in the 26th and in preceding Congresses; 
but this difficulty was not remedied by the hour 
rule. It was by a rule adopted also by the 27th 
Congress, for which they deserve vastly more 
credit than for the hour nile: The hour rule does 
not limit debate; but the rule by which they ex- 
pedited the business of the 27th Congress was the 
rule giving to the majority of the House the power 
by resolution to conclude debate in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union whenever 
they will. Previous te that it required a vote of 
two-thirds. The majority of the 27th Congress 
found they could never obtain two-thirds, and that 
their measures would be forever under discussion. 
They adopted a rule that a majority at any time 
might stop debate in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and vote upon the bill, and 
when reported and you get into the House, you 
can call the previous question at any time. That 
is the. rule of the 27th Congress, readopted by the 
28th and 29th Congresses, and not the hour rule, 
which has been this potent instrument for facilita- 
ting business. So far as the hour rule is concern- 
ed, what matters it to the majority whether the 
same time is consumed by twenty members or by 
five? But under this other rule your majority, as 
our majority in the last Congress, have power to 
stop debate in the middle ofa speech, and after 
vote, without debate, to have the bill reported to 
the House, in order to be acted on. Mr.C. trust- 
ed, then, that gentlemen would not give their sup- 
port to the hour rule, on the ground that it expe- 
dited business. It did not. 

But the gentlemen from South Carolina [Mr. 
Woopwarp] and Indiana [Mr. HenLer] support 
the rule on the ground that it affords to a greater 
number an i Patera of speaking. Well, that 
may be true; but wherein do they discover benefit 
in that, or expedition to business? They say it 
avoids the consequences of having no limitation 
upon debate, when some one obtains the floor and 
anticipates them, saying what they intended to 
say. But that very state of things would lessen 
debate on this floor. What do I care to detain the 
House for the purpose of pressing upon the House 
or the country a certain argument, if some kind 
friend has done it for me? It saves me so much 
labor and time. It should never be an objection 
for me to the argument of a friend that he takes 
the views which I desired to present. I believe 
the rejection of the hour and of thê hour and a 
half limitation would lessen debate, and make it 


| 
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| 
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ments presented, perhaps in little different forms, 
by gentleman after gentleman. Read your debates 
under the hour rule, and see if this is not the case. 
In the discussion of the tariff act of 1842 seventy- 
five or eighty speeches were delivered, and see 
how the same ideas were presented over and over 
in them. 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, (in his seat.) There 
were ninety-two speeches on the Oregon question. 
Mr. COBB. I am reminded by a friend that 
there were ninety-two speeches—a larger number 
than on the ari made on the Oregon question. 
Throw open the debate, and let gentlemen dis- 
cuss it till they have given a full examination of 
the subject, and presented all the views they wish 
to present. Well may gentlemen then be content 
with it,and we not desire to obtrude ourselves upon 
the House, when everything that we can say has 
already been said, and better than we could do it 
ourselves. 
It seemed to him, therefore, that a restriction 
upon debate increased rather than lessened it. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hen ey] ad- 
verts to the early history of the country, and to 
the speeches of the patriots of that day. They had 
no necessity for such a rule; and for half a century 
we have been without limitation or restriction on 
the freedom of speech. And since the adoption of 
the rule to terminate debate, I see nat why debate 
should not be free and full until so terminated. I 
would prefer to see all restrictions abolished; but, 
for the purpose of accommodating gentlemen who 
believe the hour rule the best, and also gentlemen 
who, like me, are opposed to all restrictions, I am 
willing to take the hour and a half rule. I would 
prefer to see both rules dispensed with; I believe 
they operate unfavorably on the despatch of busi- 
ness—certainly on an- enlightened discussion. 
Mr. C. B. SMITH, as a member of the com- 
mittee, desired to say a few words on this subject. 
He believed the committee, at its earlier meetings, 
almost unanimously approved of dispensing with 
the hour rule, and authorized its chairman so to 
report; but, at a subsequent meeting, it was deter- 
mined to offer, in the nature of a compromise, the 
rule which proposed to fix the limit at an hour and 
ahalf. Not that the committee was in favor of 
such a restriction, but from a fear that unless such 
a restriction wére submitted the hour rule would 
be asa ie He never voted for it, and his expe- 
rience had taught him that it was calculated to do 
more harm than good. He could not see why 
gentlemen should be confined to one hour in the 
expression of their opinion. For some the rule 
afforded an insufficient time, and for others it was 
too long; but gentlemen, seeing that the hour-rule 
was adopted, sometimes felt themselves called upon 
to speak out their hour, so that it would be per- 
ceived the rule worked both ways. All must have 
observed how anxiously gentlemen turned to the 
clock in the course of their remarks to see that the 
occupied the full hour allowed by the rule; but if 
there were no limit they would not attempt to speak 
an hour. He did not believe the result would be 
satisfactory if this rule were adopted. An hour 
was a short time for the discussion of an important 
question; it was too short to examine any question 
which required deliberation; too short to allow any 
gentleman to express his views to the satisfaction 
of himself and his constituents. He knew there 
had been abuses; fore some gentlemen, when there 
were no such restrictions, had consumed a week. 
It was true this had been done; and it was for the 
purpose of obviating the recurrence of this that the 
committee had agreed to the rule now before the 
House, changing the rule from one hour to one 
hour and a half, which would afford more time 
than would be desired by many gentlemen. If 
this rule were adopted, he did not suppose that 
every gentleman would feel bound to speak an 
hour and a half; and therefore it cut off the objec- 
tions that might be made to some gentlemen speak- 
ing at an interminable length, and, on the other 
hand, to too great a restriction on the freedom of 
debate. If the proposition of the committee were 


| 
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concurred in, its practical operation, he thought, 
would afford satisfaction to the House. As he 
had already said, it was offered by the committee 
in the nature of a compromise between two ex- 
treme limits—the one-hour rule on the one hand, 
and no restriction whatever on the other. 

Mr. VINTON entirely concurred in the views 
expressed by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Coss.) He had been in this House fourteen years 
when there was no hour rule nor restriction on the 
right of speech. He had been here from four to 
six years under the rule, and he was very sure 
that in the transaction of business by this rule they 
had gained nothing. On the contrary, the debates 
of this House, he thought, had very greatly lost 
character and caste by the introduction of that 
rule, and the influence of the House, he was sat- 
isfied, had suffered very greatly by it. When 
there was no restriction on debate, if a gentleman 
who had the floor in any way misapprehended 
what had been said before, or if he fell into any 
mistake, he was always ready to give way for an 
explanation, because he did not dream that he was 
pressed for time. But under this hour rule, when 
a gentleman got the floor, no matter how he mis- 
represented another, no matter how he had misun- 
derstood a preceding speaker, no matter how great 
the mistake into which he had fallen, it was with 
difficulty he could be induced to give way for 
explanation. Indeed it made gentlemen to some 
extent like a mastiff with a bone, they held on to 
what they had got in their power; the House had 
therefore lost in courtesy by this rule. 

The gentleman from indiana [Mr. Smiru] said 
that one hour was not sufficient for the expression 
of their views on any important question; but 
another gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HENLEY] 
said, if that were so, let one gentleman take up the 
subject where another left off—as if a gentleman 
would be willing to startin the middle of a sub- 
ject. In one hour, a gentleman might not be able 
to make more than half, or peradventure one-third, 
of a speech; but he writes out a speech, and pre- 
sents that to the country which was never delivered 
here, and consequently which nobody had had 
an opportunity to answer. When he first came 
here, if any gentleman had done so, it would have 
been deemed a mean thing, and a fraud on the 
House. But the hour rule made this, to some 
extent, necessary, and it would continue to be 
done as long as that rule is retained. He was in 
favor of the proposition as orginally submitted by 
the committee; but, as an amendment had been 
offered by way of compromise, he should go for 
that compromise, on the presumption that the 
committee was satisfied that it could not carry the 
best thing. Not being able to obtain the best, he 
should take the next best,and sustain the compro- 
mise. The report of the committee, as originally 
made by the chairman, [Mr. C. J. INcERsoLL,] in 
his view, appeared to provide for all the difficulties 
that had been experienced, and to answer every 
objection that could be made. It was true, it was 
sometimes necessary that there should be a restric- 
tion on the consumption of the time of the House. 
The right of debate, as a general thing, ought to 
be unrestricted. There should be a restriction 
only in case of emergency. If there was an emer- 
gency, then, as a matter of course, restriction 
ought to be put on debate, so as to meet the 
emergency; and such was the original proposition 
of the committee. It was cases of emergency 
which gave to the House the right to resort to 
restraint. And what more did they want? The 
House could thus be protected against abuse, and 
provide for imminent cases. The rule, as origi- 
nally proposed, left debate open whén no emer- 
gency existed, and did not require gentlemen to 
cut up their speeches into halves or thirds, for 
other gentlemen to take up, according to the plan 


of the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Henvey.]’ 


It gave gentlemen who understood a subject an 
opportunity to make a statesmanlike speech upon 
it, which it would be next to impossible to do if 
they were to be limited to one hour. For the 
reasons hé had given, and for many others which 
he might give, if he would be justified in trespass- 
ing upon the time of the House, he was in favor 
of the proposition originally made by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, said he 
would vote for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. PoLLocg,] to strike out 
“ and a half,” and then he should vote against the 


‘this matter should be looked at. 
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substitute proposed by the committee, preferring 
the original proposition of the Committee on 
Rules. He differed with gentlemen who said that 
discussions on any question had no effect on the 
House. Hedid not think so; and he thought they 
had the ordinary effect which discussions have in 
deliberative bodies. He knew his own views had 
been often modified by the expression of the views 
of other gentlemen on this floor; but if it was true, 
as gentlemen had said, that a great mass of speech- 
es made there were to go abroad, he did not know 
why they should listen to what was not designed 
to affect them there, but to operate on people a 
thousand miles off. Gentlemen could effect the 
same pu pee by writing out their speeches and 
sending them home without consuming the time 
of the House with their delivery. There were, 
however, eases in which it was essential that a 
longer time than one hour should be allowed. For 
instance, the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, when he brought in the appropriation 
bills, should not be so restricted. No man in one 
hour could explain the provisions of those bills. The 
same remark would apply to other gentlemen on the 
introduction of important bills, though the excep- 
tions to the rule should be rare, for those speeches 
were the best which were confined to the limit of 
one hour. If, however, the substitute were adopted 
as proposed, gentlemen would have as much trou- 
ble to fill up one hour and a half as many of them 
had now to occupy one hour, for they would be 
bent on occupying all the time allotted to them, cer- 
tainly not to the edification of the House. There 
were very few gentlemen who understood the ques- 
tion on which they spoke that could not present 
their views in one hour. 
-@Vir. MORSE desired to express his opinion on 
the subject before the House, and that was, that 
from the experience which he had had in two 
Congresses, he was satisfied that the hour rule 
was the best on the statute book. He was in favor 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. PoLLocx,] for reasons which had been 
urged against it. The gentleman from Indiana 
ba C. B. Smiru] had told them, that if the one- 
our rule were retained, gentlemen would feel 
themselves under some obligation to fill up the 
entire hour with debate. Well, and did not that 
entleman see, that if they made an hour and a 
half the standard, they would immediately have 
fifty per cent. more“useless discussion by gentle- 
men who talk for Buncombe? If gentlemen of 
reputation think they cannot talk less than an hour 
and a half, every other gentleman who rises would 
feel under the necessity of consuming the same 
time, for fear his constituents might think he was 
not able to make so longa speech as the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations or Ways 
and Means. In his judgment, it was better that 
fifty gentlemen should express their opinions one 
hour each, than that their ablest men in this body, 
or at the other end of the Capitol, should consume 
all the time. The difference of views was often as 
great as the difference of physiognomy. Each 
gentleman took a ditferent view, and each one, as 
the representative of seventy thousand freemen, 
should be at liberty to express his views. What 
was this body? It was nothing buta great forum, 
where national questions were discussed, the sub- 
sequent decision being made by the people of the 
United States. The effect of this had been exhib- 
ited in a memorable instance. A year or two ago 
they saw that the opinion of the people on the 
Oregon question was decidedly in favor of 54 40; 
but the subject became the matter of discussion 
here; the minds of able men were engaged in its 
examinatién; and the result was, that public opin- 
ion was reversed; 49 was agreed to—the people 
approving -of that line as a settlement of that im- 
portant controversy. But did the House suppose 
that if gentlemen had been allowed to occupy three 
or four hours, and perhaps days, that half as much 
matter as was sent forth would have gone before 
the people? Certainly not. 

But there was another point of view in which 
The character of 
American eloquence had been deeply injured by 
the loose way of speaking which had prevailed 


. there. 


He desired, as a statesman, to see it corrected. 
Gentlemen had argued that it was impossible to 
“ais themselves properly in ene hour. Now he 
had never found it necessary to speak more than 
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one hour; he. had also watehed the speeches of 


| others with some attention—the speeches of gen- 
tlemen who were considered statesmen—and he 
had scarcely ever heard any for which one hour 
would not have been sufficient, if all had been 
omitted which ought not to have been delivered. 
He had listened also to the debates in the French 
Chambers, and the British House of Lords and 
Commons—he had heard the speeches of Sir Rob- 
ert Peel, Lord Stanley, the Earl Grey, and other 
distinguished statesmen, on very important sub- 
jects, and there, in the legislature of a nation hav- 
ing its armies and territories in every part of the 
globe, in the course of two years, he rarely ever 
heard a speech exceed forty or fifty minutes. But 
here every subject on every occasion must be dis- 
cussed at immoderate length, and a morbid taste 
was generated throughout the land. If, then, he 
repeated, the standard were fixed at one hour and 
a half, they would have speeches an hour and a 
half long, being one half hour longer than for the 
last few years. But if it were unlimited, the result 
would be that some few gentlemen who stood high 
as leaders and distinguished men, would consume 
two or three days, and his word for it, every gen- 
tleman who desired to stand well before his con- 
stituents, would imitate the example, for that 
would be considered as the standard of worth in 
Congress. 

He did not desire to trespass upon the time of 
the House. He had never occupied more than 
one hour at a time for the four years he had been 
in Congress, and he would repeat, that an hour 
would be sufficient if gentlemen could be called to 
order when they went beyond the subject-matter 
under discussion. He was therefore opposed to 
this proposition to add halfan hour to the one hour. 
He was opposed to it because it had all the disad- 
vantages and none of the advantages of the hour 
rule. The strongest argument in favor of the one- 
hour rule was found in the fact that both political 
parties of the country, at different times when in 
the majority they came to carry out the measures 
which they had been elected to accomplish, had 
found it necessary to adopt it and stand by it. It 
was almost impossible for the great paun to agree 
to and unite on any one subject, how trifling or 
great soever it might be, but here one had been 
found on which they had united, for they had 
found it. absolutely necessary to place some limit 
on debate. A small minority, if there were no 
limit, could occupy much of the time of the House; 
but he desired by his vote to carry out the prin- 
ciple which had been established; and he should 
even prefer a Jimit of forty minutes to one hour. 

Mr. WICK said that debate in this Hall had 
three objects. The first, and what might appear 
the most important, had reference to its operation 
on the House. The second, and gvhat might per- 
haps by some be styled not so legitimate an object 
of debate, had reference to its eflect on the public 
at large, or, as they there said, on the country. 
And lastly, it had reference to their personal 
rights, and the personal self-estimate of the indi- 
vidual members of the House themselves. He 
wished to say a few words on each of these points. 

Debate had sometimes a slight effect on the 
opinions of this House. It sometimes brought 
members, he supposed, to pause and reflect—it 
stopped their career of thought and purpose; but 
to suppose that it convinced men that they were 
wrong, as to radical principles, was to suppose 
what had no existence whatever. ‘The sole effect 
which debate had on individual members of the 
House was that which he had already mentioned— 
it stopped the career of thought, it set them right 
about facts, and might to some extent influence 
their hastily formed reflections; and therefore, as 
to the effect of debate, it was not so important as 
might be imagined. But the members of this 
House were the representatives of a great republi- 
can people, who were taking an interest in all that 
passes here, where political schemes, thoughts, 
imaginings, ideas, were in.a manner brought torth 
and thrown on the country for consideration. 
This had grown into a usage of the people, be- 
cause they imagined their representatives were 
wiser than they. In the administration of public 
affairs, the idea would seem to be improper that 
any appeal should be made to the people at home; 
but it was otherwise. The people look here for 
ideas, arguments, matters on which the mind may 
opcrate, and by which to.settle the judgment on 
public concerns. 


And, sir, as I think, and have said.in substance, 


-sions here. 


that an hour is sufficient for. any. gentleman to 
throw out epenn calculated in their character 
to bring minds here to pause, to bring them to re- 
flect upon conclusions which they may have 
hastily adopted, so also I think the hoar rule, or 
something like it, is important in reference to the 
effect of debate upon the country at large; and Í 
will give a reason why. Thereare many; I will 
content myself with one. I will not suppose that 
there is any member of this House who imagines 
that he is emphatically one of the ‘ old salts” ap- 
uae to this Hall; that wisdom will die with 

im; and that we, the others, who confessedly be- 
long to the ‘small fry, ought to subscribe for 
their speeches, and send them out to the people, 
giving them the endorsement of our names and our 
franks. - I will not suppose this; it would be in- 
decorous. But I will say this, for the considera- 
tion of all: that while we are attempting to oper- 
ate upon public opinion, it is a fact that the people 
will read a speech made by their own immediate 
Representative with more readiness, more favor 
and satisfaction, than they will the speech of a 
much greater man whom they know nothing 
about. So far, then, as the object is to operate on 
public opinion by debates in this House, that ob- 
ject can be much better effected by giving to as 
many as possible opportunity to address the House 
on any given subject. 

But I said also that this subject has reference to 
the proprium, the individual and personal interest 
of members themselves. And it 1s; and if he bea 
new member who wishes an opportunity to disbur- 
den his mind of the reflections of many months, 
and throw them into a tangible form for his con- 
stituents to read, I will advise him thus early that, ` 
if he does not vote the hour rule, he will find him- 
self in a most glorious mistake. Old members, 
who have long been here, and whom all the werld 
admit to be capable of making the best imaginable 
speeches, are best known to the Speaker, and he 
will give them a kind of preference; and, therefore, 
if those of us less known, less famous for abilities, 
want to take part in the debates of this body, we 
must vote for the hour rule, and may be we will 
have half a chance. I advise gentlemen, then, in 
reference to their proprium, that they had better 
provide for the evil day. At the last Congress I 
sat here for twenty-nine days, every day some five, 
SIX, seven, or eight times jumping from my seat 
and calling ‘t Mr. Chairman!” at the top of my 
voice. On the twenty-ninth day, at four and a 
half o’clock, post meridian, I at last got the floor. 
Everything had been said; nothing had been left of 
argument; and so I had to make some fun; and, 
when it went home in the shape of fun, some of my 
constituents I believe, thought I had been induced 
to trifle with too grave a subject. 

Lest it might seem that the hour rule would le- 
gitimately bear upon him, (although it never had— 
the Speaker’s hammer had never fallen upon hin— 
he had always found time to say all he wanted to, 
and close before the hour did). Mr. W. said he 
would now yield the floor. 

Mr. HOLMES said he did not rise to make an 
hour speech upon the hour rule, in this dense at- 
mosphere. He rose with a far different purpose. 
He was in hope that they might enjoy an hour’s 
pure atmosphere on the first pure day God had 
given us for some time. He therefore moved that 
the House adjourn. 

[Cries of ‘ Oh no, oh no;” * Yes, yes.”] 

The question being taken, the House, by a small 
majority, refused to adjourn. | 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, (very in- 
distinctly heard,) was understood to say, he was 
free to confess that the report of the committee did 
not come up to his expectations. He expressed 
his dislike at the proposition to lengthen the period 
limited for debate. Give three hours’ limitation, 
and it was no trouble for gentlemen to occupy it. 
Let him ask how many people listened to discus- 
Why, this Hall was a great business 
room, a place to write letters to their constituents, 
to draw bills of exchange, to settle accounts, and 
to do business. He proposed that these desks be 
all removed. Give them a row of seats, where each 
aaa should respectfully sit with his hat in 

is hand, and in place of writing and doing all sorts 
of business, they would do nothing in the world 


-but listen; and that was the very thing which they 
‘wanted. 
‘ment contr®ls itself, and keeps order through a 


It had-been.said that the British Parlia- 


system of this kind. There is a table seated in 
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the centre, at which the member speaking stands; 
rows of seats are placed around for the members. 
They listen to the speaker while he interests them; 
the very moment his interest ceases, the confusion 
of the hall stops him at once. Would it not be so 
here? They must listen; they could not write; 
they must deliberate. If some facilities for writing 
were needed, a row of writing-desks might be 

laced around on the outside next the bar. Mr. 

{. urged this mode as the most feasible one by 
which the House cauld preserve order, regulate its 
debate, and expedite its business. 

Is it not rather a ridiculous thing (said he) that 
reason should be measured by minutes and sec- 
onds—its convincing qualities should depend on 
its length? Why, sir, the member addressing the 
House under this rule is always in an unpleasant 
dilemma. He meditates what he intends saying; 
to accomplish it he urges with all speed and under 
steam pressure so as to he heard; the iron hand of 
the clock moves steadily on, and its iron heart 
beats regardless of many an imploring look to 
delay but for a moment. > But it heeds him not; 
and when about to utter something that would 
convince the judgment and astonish the world, 
down comes the Speaker’s hammer in its midst, 
and the contemplated light is forever extinguished 
—lost to the world. I have seriously reflected on 
this subject; I could not consent to abolish the 
hour rule without removing these desks. Asa 
matter of economy it is a great reform; and I tell 
the gentleman from North Carolina, who is always 
in the Hall of economical reform, remove the desks 
and you shorten the session two months and save 
twenty thousand dollars of public money. But I 
will not trespass further, having stated my views 
thus briefly. 

Mr. T. gave notice that he would move, at the 
proper time, the amendments indicated by him, if 
not reported by the committee. 

Mr. GOGGIN was understood, in a word, to 
say that the hour rule had worked most admira- 
bly; and, with a view to move to adopt it and the 
rules as they had before stood, he moved that the 
whole report of the Committee on the Rules be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired of the 
Speaker if the question could be divided? He 
was willing to vote to lay the first proposition on 
the table, but wished some of them to be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would inquire of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. In- 
GERSOLL] who reported this, whether the report 
was Intended to be considered as a whole or in 

art: : 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. Oh, in part, surely. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on lay- 
ing the first proposition on the table. 

Mr. GOGGIN. That is not my motion; my 
motion is to lay the whole subject on the table. 


xr 


The SPEAKER. The whole subject is not. 


now under consideration. ‘The report having been 
made in separate parts, the motion only acts on 
the first. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. I wish to ask a ques- 
tion of the Chair. I wish the Speaker to inform 
the House whether, if you lay this first proposi- 
tion on the table without passing upon it, the hour 
rule is not repealed ? 

TheSPEAKER. The hour rule is not in ex- 
istence now; of course it cannot be repealed. 

.Mr. GOGGIN adhered to his motion. 

The SPEAKER announced the question to be 
on the motion of the gentleman from Virginia to 
lay the first proposition on the table. 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, said that, 
after this question was decided, he would move 
that the House adjourn, with a view to offer on 
Monday the proposition which he had indicated. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Goaain’s 
motion to lay on the table, and decided in the neg- 
ative, 

So the motion was lost. 

The question recurring on Mr. PoLLocr’s amend- 
ment to the amendment of the committee, 

_ Mr. BRODHEAD demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. COBB. On what will the previous ques- 
tion, if sustajned, operate? | 

The SPEAKER. On the first proposition only. 
The Chair has already decided that all motions 
-operate only upon the first proposition. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I wish to inquire if the 
previous question, if sustained, would not bring 


the House first to a vote on the amendment of my 


honorable colleague, (Mr. PoLLocrK.) ` 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question ordered; which main 
question was on the amendment moved by Mr. 
PoLiock, viz: Strike out from the amendment re- 
ported by the committee the words ‘and a half,” 
so as to prevent any member from occupying more 
than one hour in debate. 

This amendment being agreed to, the question 
then recurred on the amendment reported by the 
committee, as thus amended, viz: : 

‘¢ No member shall occupy more than one hour in debate 
on any question in the House, or in Committee; but a mem- 
ber reporting the measure under consideration from a com- 
mittee may open and close the debate: provided, that where 
debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be 
allowed in committee five minutes to explain any amend- 
ment he may offer.” 

And this amendment, as amended, was agreed 
to. 

The question then recurred on adopting the 
amendment as one of the rules of the House. 

The question was decided by tellers; ayes 118, 
noes not counted. 

So the amendment was made the thirty-third 
rule of the House. 


‘Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he was instructed 
by the committee to move that the substitute first 
reported for the hour rule be struck out. Agreed to. 


The second amendment was read as follows: 


«2. After any bill, resolution, or other matter is entered 
on the calendar, any member may register his name with the 
Clerk as intending to debate the same; and when such bill, 
resolution, or other matter is under consideration, the 
Speaker or Chairman shall cal] on each member to speak, 
in an order to be settled by lot, under the direction of the 
Speaker ; provided that the member who reported the same 
from any committee of the House may, at his option, open 
and close the debate.” 


The question was 
agreed to. 


The third amendment was read as follows: 


«3. Members may address the House or Committee from 
the Clerk’s desk, or from a place near the Speaker’s chair.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The fourth amendment was read as follows: 


«4. The Speaker shall not entertain a motion to suspend 
the rules of the House, at any time, except on Monday of 
every week, and except during the last ten days of the ses- 
sion; provided nothing herein contained shall be construed 
to alter so much of the 133d rule as provides as follows: 
‘The House may, at any time, by a vote of a majority of the 
‘members present, suspend the rules and orders tor the pur- 
‘pose of going into Committee of the Whole House on the 
‘state of the Union; and, also, for providing for the dis- 
‘ charge of the committee from the further consideration of 
‘any bill referred to it, after acting, without debate, on all 
‘amendments pending, and that may be offered.’ ”” 


Mr. WOODWARD moved to amend the above 
so as to make the rule read— 

“« Except during the last ten days of the session, the 
Speaker shall not entertain a motion to suspend the rules of 
‘the House at any time except on Monday of every week ; 
provided,” &c. 

Mr. Woopwarp’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, suggested some 
other modification in this proposed amendment to 
the rules reported by the committee. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL replied that it was 
merely a copy of one of the rules of the House. 

_Mr. STUART not persisting in his modifica- 
tion— 

The fourth rule as amended was adopted. 


The fifth rule was then read as follows: 


«5. Whenever the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, or the Committee of the Whole House finds 
itself without a quorum, the chairman shall cause the roll of 
the House to be called, and thereupon the comniittee shall 
rise, and the chairman shall report the names of the abrent- 
ees to the House, which shall be entered on the Journal.°? 


It was agreed to. i 
The sixth proposed rule was read as follows: 


‘6. In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
all business shall be considered and concluded in the order 
of reference to them by the House, except general appro- 


put, and the amendment dis- 


priation bills, and, in time of war, bills for raising money or | 


| 


-and -diffusion of knowledge among men.” Amer- 
‘ica was-selected as the field forso wideand benefi- 


men, and bills concerning a treaty of peace, which may be 
preferred at the discretion of the committee.” 


Mr. COLLAMER moved to amend the rule by 
adding between the word ‘* Union” and the words 
“all business,” after the first line, the words ‘and 
the Committee of the Whole House,” so as to 
make it apply to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Union and the Committee of the Whole House. 

Whereupon some conversation took place be- 
tween Messrs. COLLAMER, ROCKWELL of 
Connecticut, SIMS, BARRINGER, C. J. IN- 
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GERSOLL, and STANTON, as to the precise 
form in which this rule should be placed, and as to 
its consistency with others. | 

Mr. BARRINGER warmly urged the adoption 
of the rule prohibiting motions for suspension of 
the rules except Mondays and the last ten days of 
the session; and also the rule providing that the 
calendar shall be called and bills taken up in their 
order in committee. The former would save much 
time. He had seen for week aftar week and month 
after month the whole morning hour, and perhaps 
two or three hours each day, consumed in making 
motions to suspend the rules, a motion which had 
become so common as to be considered almost a 
test vote. The latter also would expedite business 
and prevent great consumption of time by motions 
to take up bills out of their order. 

Mr. CoLLaMER’s amendment was agreed to, and 
then the amendment reported by the committee 
was agreed to, as thus amended. ` 


NEW RULES ADOPTED. 


The following are the new rules, as above sev- 


erally adopted: 

No member shall occupy more than one hour in debate 
on any question in the House or in committee; but a mem- 
ber reporting the measure under consideration from a com- 
mittee may open and close the debate ; provided, that where 
debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall 
be allowed in committee five minutes to explain any amend- 
ment he may offer. 

Members may address the House or committee from the 
Clerk’s desk, or from a place near the Speaker’s chair. 

Except during the last ten days of the session, the Speaker 
shall not entertain a motion tQ suspend the rules of the 
House, at any time, except on Monday of every week; pro- 
vided nothing herein contained shall be construed to alter 
so much of the 133d rule as provides as follows: ‘ The 
House may, at any time, by a vote of a majority of the 
members present, suspend the rules and orders for the pur- 
pose of going into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union; and, also, for providing for the dis- 
charge of the committee from the further consideration of 
any bill referred to it, after acting, without debate, on all 
amendments pending, and that may he offered.” 

Whenever the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, or the Committee of the Whole House, finde it- 
self without a quorum, the chairman shall cause the rell of 
the House to be called, and thereupon the committee shall 
rise, aud the chairman shall report the names of the absent- 
ees to the House, which shall be entered on the Journal. 


In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 


and the Committee of the Whole House, all business shall 
be considered and concluded in the order of reference to 
them bythe House, except general appropriation bille, and, 
in time of war, bills for raising money or men, and bille 


concerning a treaty of peace, which may be preferred at 


the discretion of the committee. 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The seventh proposed rule was then read as fol- 
lows: 


67, In addition to the other standing committees of the 


House, there shall be one called the Smithsonian Commit- 
tee, whose duly it shall be to superintend the affairs of the 
Sinithsonian [nstitution.’? 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL expressed a desire to 
postpone the consideration of this rule to a future 


day. 

Mr. HILLIARD said he desired to occupy 
about ten minutes of the time of the House on 
this subject at this time. He thought this was the 
precise occasion on which a few words should be 
said. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL had no objection; but 
as the other rules had been disposed of, he wished 
to defer this for the present. 

Mr. HILLIARD undertook to move the post- 
ponement to a day certain, and then proceeded as 
follows : 

Mr. Speaker: It so happens, that I am the only 
member of the Board of Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution now entitled to a seat on this 
floor. It is important to secure the good will of 
the country in behalf of an enterprise so elevated 
—one might say, so sublime. 

There exists some misconception in regard to 
the Institution, and idle rumors are afloat which 
may affect it injuriously. Scientific establishments 
are not to go out and court popularity, but they 
must not be indifferent to public sentiment. Be- 
fore entering upon the stormy and engrossing de- 
bates in which we shall presently be engaged, I 
desire, by a simple statement of facts, to give the 
House a view of the history, condition, and plans 
of an institution which so strongly appeals to us 
for protection. 

Mr. Smithson’s bequest was a noble one. He 
gave his whole property to found at the city of 
‘Washington ‘an establishment for the increase 
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centa design. Young, vigorous, rapidly increas- 
ing in numbers, this country afforded the best 
ground upon which to rest an establishment which 
was designed to enlighten mankind. 

Entering into the spirit of this bequest, Congress 
passed an act making the most liberal provision 
for carrying it into practical effect. The whole 
sum, with its accumulated interest, was turned 
over to the establishment created by the act, com- 

osed of the President and Vice President of the 

nited States, the Secretary of State, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, the Postmaster General, the 
Attorney General, the Chief Justice, and the Com- 
missioner of the Patent Office of the United States, 
and the Mayor of the city of Washington, during 
the time for which they shall hold their respective 
offices, and such other persons as they may elect 
honorary members. The sum amounted to five 
hundred and fifteen thousand one hundred and 
sixty-nine dollars, and a further sum of two hun- 
dred and forty-two thousand one hundred and | 
twenty-nine dollars, being the accumulated inter- 
est upon that sum since it came into possession of 
the Government. The principal sum was forever 
to remain untouched, the interest was appropria- 
ted to the erection of the building and incidental 
expenses. The building to be erected was to meet 
the provisions of the act, which required it to con- 
tain suitable rooms or halls for the reception and 
arrangement, upon a liberal scale, of objects of nat- 
ural history, including a geological and mineralogi- 
cal cabinet; also, a chemical laboratory, a library, 
a gallery of art, and the necessary lecture rooms. 
Another section provides that, in proportion as 
suitable arrangements can be made for their recep- 
tion, all objects of art, and of foreign and curious 
research, and all objects of natural history, plants, 
and geological and mineralogical specimens, be- 
longing or hereafter to belong to the United States, 
which may be in the city of Washington, shall be 
delivered to the care of the institution, and so class- 
ed and arranged as best to facilitate the examina- 
tion and study of them in the building to be erect- 
ed. This at once empties the great Hall of the 
_ Patent Office, three hundred and fifty feet long, of 
its contents. It must be at once seen that the 
Smithsonian building ought, if it is to accommo- 
date these great and various objects, to be of ample 
dimensions. This building, too, was to be erect- 
ed without delay. The site was to be selected 
“ forthwith,’ ‘ and so soon” as that: was done, the 
Board was to proceed with the erection of the 
building. 

ThefBoard of Regents faithfully studied the will 
of Mr. Smithson, and the law creating the estab- 
lishment. 

Two things were to be accomplished. First, to 
increase knowledge by original research; and then, 
second, to diffuse it by suitable and efficient agen- 
cies; or, in the language of the venerable and dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Apams,] ‘“ to spread knowledge throughout the 
world.’ 

_ The task devolved by Congress on the Regents 
was no light one. They were called on to organ- 
ize and set on foot this establishment, so beneficent 
in its conception, so comprehensive in its design. 
The act of Congress prescribed certain parts of the 

lan, and left the other parts to be devised by the 

oard of Regents. That part of the plan which 
was embraced in the act of Congress had almost 
exclusive reference to the diffusion of knowledge. 
The means which provide for the increase have 
been supplied by the Recents. 

We have been charged with being wildly ex- 
travagant—laying out large sums in purchasing 
old books. A story has been circulated that we 
ie $2,500 for an old and rare copy of the Bible. 

OW, sir, no man loves the Bible more than I do, 
but I could not have consented to an expenditure 
. of that sort. I dare say no one member of the 
- Board ever dreamed of such an expenditure. 

Again, some have charged us with being too 
utilitarian, confining our operations to an improve- 
ment of the physical condition of mankind. We 
have certainly endeavored, in our plan of organ- 
ization, to provide for the entire wants of mankind, 
and to meet the spirit of the age. We have 
brought into our service a gentleman who stands 
in the front rank of the science of the country—I 
mean Professor Henry, formerly of Princeton. 
His name is well known in Europe, and is asso- 


ciated with that of Farraday, and Arago, and 


tion adopted for the operations of the institution, 
to which I desire to call the attention of the House, 
-but which, (as Mark Antony said on a much more 
important occasion, about the will of Cesar,) par- 
don me, I do not intend to read. I wish every 
gentleman in the House would read it, for it would 
receive on all sides a warm ahd generous sup- 
port. 
I desire to submit a few remarks in regard to our 
building. We were authorized by Congress to 
expend $240,000 in its erection; but, in view of 
the wide field of knowledge to be cultivated, the 
Regents resolved to save a part of this sum and add 
| it to the principal. Keeping in view the great in- 

terests to.be provided for, it was resolved to erect 
la building of proportions sufficiently ample to meet 
the requirements of the act of Congress, and of a 
style which should not offend the eye. This has 
been effected, a contract has been entered into, and 
a plan of expenditure agreed upon, which, while 
the building is gradually constructed, will carry 
out the plan to full completion, and at the end of 
| five years from the time of its commencement. So 


far from having expended the sum appropriated by 


Congress for the purpose, we shall have, after 
erecting the structure, providing for its warming 
and ventilation, and the enclosure of the grounds, 
$140,000 to return to the principal sum. In the 
mean while we are carrying on the operations of 
the institution, stimulating original researches, 
publishing contributions to science, and gradually 
increasing our library. At the same time we pay 
our debts as we goon This is, of course, accom- 
plished by using the interest on the $240,000 for 
the building and the annually accruing interest on 
the principal fund for meeting the regular expenses 
of the institution. 

The Transactions of the present year are highly 
interesting, and will soon be published in a volume 
which will compare well with similar publications 
in Europe. 

With the building, so far it has gone, all paid 
for and every debt discharged, we shall have at 
the end of the year $10,000 more than we received 
from Congress. 

Is there any necessity for a standing committee 
of this House? How is the Board of Regents 
composed? The act of Congress declares that it 
shall be constituted of the Vice President of the 
United States, the Chief Justice of the United 
States, the Mayor of the city of Washington, 
three members of the Senate, three members of 
the House of Representatives, together with six 
other persons not members of Congress. Each 
House of Congress, it will be perceived, has three 
members of the Board of Regents; and it is re- 
quired by law that the Board shall submit to Con- 
gress at each session a report of the operations, 
expenditures, and condition of the institution. 

At the last session, I presented a full report 
according to law, which I now have before me; it 
was printed and circulated. Another report is 
about to be presented, embracing the report of the 
building committee, a paper containing some three 
hundred pages, full of useful information, which 
I should be happy to see printed. Is it then neces- 
sary to appoint a committee? Is it proper? Is it 
becoming? A committee of this House appointed 
“to superintend the affairs of the Smithsonian 
Institution!’’ ‘This committee will bring under its 
supervision the Vice President of the United States, 
the Chief Justice, three Senators, three Repre- 
sentatives, and six citizens at large, selected because 
of their character and attainments. May I most 
respectfully ask, who will superintend the affairs 
of that committee of five? Where is the necessity 
for thus complicating the machinery of an insti- 
tution which ought to be left to enjoy the repose 
which science loves? 

I hope, sir, that this institution, so important to 
this country and to mankind, will not be launched 
on the ever-heaving sea of politics. If that should 
happen, we should soon lose sight of Jand; storms 
and shipwreck would await us, and the hopes 
which crowned our noble enterprise in its com- 
mencement would perish with us. 

I thank the House for the attention with which 
they have heard these remarks; it evinces the in- 
terest which they feel in an institution which claims 
their protection. 

Mr. H. concluded by moving to lay the pro- 
posed rule on the table. 


Mr. A. JOHNSON said he thought he under- 


Quatalet. I have before me the plan of organiza- | 


stood the agreement between the gentleman from 
Alabama and the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
be, that this subject should be postponed to a day 
certain. 

Mr.C.J. INGERSOLL. My suggestion was, 
that the consideration of the subject be postponed 
to any given day, which the gentleman from Ala- 

i bama might name. . 
| Mr. HILLIARD. I have no choice at all, sir. 

Mr. INGERSOLL indicating his wish that the 
gentleman from Alabama should name the day, 

Mr. HILLIARD said he would move, if agree- 

; able to the House, that it be postponed to this day - 
twelve months. 

.Mr. A. JOHNSON addressed the Chair, and 
inquired if that motion was not debatable? 

he SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL suggested to Mr. HiL- 
LIARD that his understanding was that it should 
| be postponed to some day not distant, when the 
House could reach and dispose of it. 

Mr. HILLIARD said he would withdraw the 
motion, as he preferred ‘the gentleman from Penn- 
' sylvania should make his own motion. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from Penn- 
! sylvania had not the floor to make the motion. 
| The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. A. Jounson] 
had taken the floor. 

Mr. HILLIARD then remarking that he had 
; been-reminded that his pledge was to move a post- 
| ment to a day within a reasonable period, said he 
| would modify his motion so as to name the 3d day 
| of January next. 

The SPEAKER said the motion could not be 
altered without the consent of the gentleman from 
| Tennessee, who had the floor. 

Mr. HILLIARD appealed to the gentleman from 
Tennessee to permit the modification to be made. 
- Mr. JOHNSON had no objection, provided it 

| did not deprive him of the floor. 
' The motion was accordingly modified by Mr. 
| Hızar so as to postpone to the 3d day of Jan- 
uary. 

Mr. JOHNSON resumed the floor. 

Mr. VINTON asked the gentleman to give way 
to permit certain communications on the Speaker’s 
desk to be presented, referred, and ordered to be 

| printed 


| Mr. JOHNSON yielded accordingly; and 


| The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
|! munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
i transmitting the report of the Superintendent of 

the Coast Survey, showing the progress of that 
work during the last year. Laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved that an extra 
| number of two hundred and fifty eopies be printed; 
which motion was laid over under the rule. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the estimates of 
additional appropriations required for the service 
of the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1848, and for 

| the fiscal year ending June 30, 1849, were referred 
| to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON then proceeded in 
his remarks. He said the gentleman who had 
just closed his remarks had seen no propriety or 

' necessity for the appointment of this committee. 
He seemed to think it would be humiliating and 
| detracting somewhat from the dignity. of these in- 
| dividuals—who were called ‘ Regents,” he be- 
lieved, in the act establishing the Smithsonian 
Institution—to have their proceedings come under 
the supervision of a committee of this House. 
Now, his (Mr. J.’s) conceptions about dignity and 
position in this country were perhaps different from 
those of the gentleman from Alabama. According 
to his notions of government, this body occupied 
the highest and most elevated position. In this 
Democratic Government it was held that the people 
are sovereign, the source of all power: this body 
i stands next to the people, next to the sovereignty, 
and, instead of detracting from their dignity, he 
thought it was assigning them their true position. 
He knew there were some who were really fasci- 
i nated by that word * Regent,” and the fondness 
' for such things was increasing in our country. 
He thought the gentleman from Alabama had 
| demonstrated clearly to this House, in his opposi- 
tion to the creation of this committee, the necessity 
of its creation. If all was done well, everything 
regularly transacted, if the money was judiciously 
expended,‘in the name of common reason would it 
injure or affect their proceedings to be supervised 
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by a committee appointed by this body? Why, 
the very disposition to shrink from the supervision 
of a committee appointed by the popular ianei of 
the Government ought to carry conviction to the 
minds of this House of the necessity of its crea- 
tion. 

He was no prophet, but when the bill was be- 
fore this House for the establishment of this Smith- 
sonian Jnstitution, he had predicted—what had 
already become matter of fact—that this institution 
would be an incubus upon the treasury, that it 
would be a perpetual source of expenditure. The 
clause in Mr. Smithson’s will “for the increase 
and diffusion of knowledge among men”? read well, 
it was true. And the gentleman from Alabama 
undertook also to prove how great financiers the 
Board of Regents were, and said, after all the 
improvementa are done, they would have over 
$100,000 left. And how was this done? Why, 
they had taken $242,000, supposed to be the inter- 
est which had accumulated on this fund, and put 
that upon interest—having bought treasury notes, 
he supposed, on which they were drawing interest; 
and by this means they had saved: an immense 
sum.’ Did not every member know, who had paid 
any attention to the discussion of this subject when 
the bill passed placing $500,000 at the discretion 
of the Board of Regents, that not a dollar of it was 
there? They first placed a certain amount in the 
treasury that did not exist there, and then calcula- 
ted interest on this fictitious amount, and then 
interest on the interest; which is the way in which 
they are to carry on their extensive works. 

Mr. HILLIARD. Is the gentleman charging 
that upon the Board or this House? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Charging what? 

Mr. HILLIARD. Why, thata fictitious sum 
was placed in the treasury, &c. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I was going on to prove the 
position that this institution would be an incubus 
upon the treasury. 

r. HILLIARD. But does the gentleman charge 
the parting this fictitious sum in the treasury, &c., 
on the Board or on Congress? I wish him to an- 
gwer on that point. 

Mr. JOHNSON. On Congress. The bill of 
last session placed $500,000 in the treasury which 
was not there in reality. Itis true the Govern- 
ment received it; but they acted as a faithful trus- 
tee, and loaned it out, and nota cent has ever been 
returned. In this state of the case, Mr. J. denied 
that the Government was justly bound to refund 
the money, and that very few of their constituen- 
cies would sanction it. It would have been much 
better if she had never consented to act as trustee 
of it; for, notwithstanding their flourishing with 
“Regents,” &c., and talking of such a sum as in the 
treasury, it was not there, and the expenses of this 
institution came out of the treasury, which was 
already heavily taxed and burdened with debt to 
carry onthe war. He insisted, now that they had 
commenced operations, that reports of their pro- 
ceedings should be regularly laid before a commit- 
tee of this House, who would thus have supervision 
over them, and be a check upon them. Sucha 
restraint was needed in all Government establish- 
ments, and there was no reason in this case why 
this institution should be excepted. 

_ Mr. J. having concluded— 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said, that until the 
House should adopt the rules of the last session 
as amended by the action of to-day, they would 
be without any rules, and he therefore moved the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the rules of the House at the Jast Con- 
gress, together with the modifications of them this day 
adopted, be henceforth the rules and regulations of this 
House during this session of Congress. 

: Before the question was put on the above reso- 
ution— 


Mr. HENLEY said he desired to move a reso- 
lution to amend the rules so as to provide for the 
appointment of a joint committee on printing. 

he SPEAKER said the resolution of Mr. Hex- 
LEY was unnecessary, as one of the joint rules of 
the two Houses of Congress provided for the ap- 
pointment of the joint committee on printing. 
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Mr. HENLEY said he would then move that 

the Speaker appoint said committee on the part of 

the House. 
Mr. C. J. INcersoxu’s resolution was then 

agreed to. 

And then the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred : 


By Mr. LASERE : The petition of A. Bandouin and A. D. 
Robert, of the city of New Orleans, praying for remuneration 
for loss of a flathoat loaded with ice, caused by a collisian 
with the’steainer Col. Harney, a vessel belonging to the Uni- 
ted States. Also, the memorial of John Crosby, of New 
Orleans, administrator of his brother, the late Purser Andrew 
D. Crosby, and on behalf of the children of the deceased, 
praying that a pension may be granted them tor five years. 
Also, the memorial of Ann B. Cox, of New Orleans, asking 
payment of an admitted balance due to the late Nathaniel 
Cox, formerly Navy Agent at New Orleans. Also, the peti- 
tion of Frederick Durrive. praving to be confirmed in the 
purchase of a tract of land. Also, the petition af Mary L. 
Keen, of New Orleans, asking the repayment of a sum of 
money disbursed by her late husband from his private money 
whilst attached to the recruiting station at New York. Also, 
the petition of A. G. Farragut, of the city of New Orleans, 
a Lieutenant in the Navy of the United States, praying that 
he may. be promoted to the rank of Captain, &c. 

By Mr. ROSE: The petition of Anne W. Angus, praving 
to be placed on the pension roll. Also, the petition of Moses 
Van Campen for the payment of_ certain revolutionary 
claims. 

By Mr. ‘TAYLOR: The petition of Thomas Scott, late 
register of the land office at Chilicothe, Ohio, praying for 
compensation for extra services in discharging the duties of 
his otce: heretofore presented. Also, the petition of Sam- 
uel Reed, of Pike county, Ohio, praying compensation for 
land purchased by him of the United States, the title of 
which has not been maintained: heretofore presented. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The memorial of John Porter and 127 
others, citizens of Newbury and Newburyport, Massachu- 
setts, earnestly praying Congress and the Executive to take, 
as soon as possible, the necessary step:!, by the use of all 
just and honorable means, for securing an immediate and 
perinanent peace with Mexico. 

By Mr. DUNN: The memorial of Lucian Q. Hoggatt and 
others, citizens of the counties of Lawrence and Monroe, in 
the State of Indiana, asking the establishment of a mail 
route from Salem, in the county of Washington, to Bloom- 
ington, in Monroe county, by way of Leesville, in Lawrence 
county, in said State, and for other purposes. Also, the me- 
morial of Thomas B. Graham, of Daviess connty, Indiana, 
asking compensation for a flatboat and cargo Jost, by being 
struck and sunk by the Governinent steam frigate Alleghany, 
on the Mississippi river, near Memphis. 

By Mr. ST. JOHN: The petition of Jesse Young, of Hec- 
tor, Tompkins county, New York, a wounded soldier, pray- 
ing for an increase of pension. Also, that the petition of the 
heirs of Benjamin Montagne be taken from the files of the 
House and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

By Mr. HUNT: The petition of Lewis Renedict, asking 
the passage of a law authorizing him to locate a section of 
land. : 
Mr. LUMPKIN withdrew from the files of the Clerk’s of- 
fice the petition and papers of Samuel W. Bell, a Cherokee 
eo and they were referred to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: The memorial of Thomas ap C. 
Jones, praying to be restored to the list of navy pensioners for 
partial disabilities by wounds received in battle. Also, the 
petition of John Mason, of Virginia, asking payment for cer- 
tain cannon manufactured by him for the naval service. 

Bv Mr. GREGORY : The petition of Phebe Brown, widow 
of William Brown, deceased, a soldier in the war of the 
Revolution, for a pension. 

By Mr. HALL, of New York: The petition of James Sloan 
and others, for an appropriation for the harbor at Buffalo, 
New York. Also, the petition of Ephraim F. Gilbert, of 
Erie county, New York, praying for the settlement and pay- 
ment of his claims against the Government. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of sundry citizens 
of Tilinois and Indiana, for the confirmation of the tides of 
certain Indian reservations to the purchasers thereof. 

By Mr. COLLAMER: The petition of Thomas Raymond, 
for a pension. Also, the petition of Polly Aldrick, for a pen- 
sion. Also, the petition of Silas Waterman, for a pension. 
Also, the petition of 72 ladies, for the abolition of slavery in 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WICK withdrew from the files the petition of James 

McAvoy and the accompanying papers, and refiled the same, 
to be referred to the Committee of Claims. 
- By Mr. MULLIN: The papers of John B. Goodenough 
were taken from the files and referred to the Committee on 
Private d@yand Claims. Also, presented the petition of John 
O. Dicky. Also, the petition of Giles London. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Pierre Choteau, jr. 
and others, legal representatives of Julian Dubuque, de- 
ceased, were withdrawn from the files of the Clerk’s office 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
Also, the petition of George R. Smith, of Missouri, taken 
from the files of the Clerk’s office and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. Also, the peti- 
tion of William B. Edwards, praying for a pension, taken 
from the files of theClerk’s*office and referred to the Com- 
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mittee on Invalid Pensions. Also, the memorial of Henry 
M. Shreve, praying compensation for the use of the steam 
snat-boat patented by him. 

By Mr. GREEN: The petition of the inhabitants of town- 
ship No. 59, range No. 12. of Shelby county, Missouri, praying 
the grant of a section of land in lieu of the 16th section. 

By Mr. MeILVAINE: The memorial of the ‘ Kennet 
Monthly Meeting of the religious Society of Friends,” in 
Chester county, Pennsylvania, praying that Congress may 
use all rightful and constitutiona! means to abolish slavery 
in the District of Columbia, and prevent the traffic in slaves 
between the States, and the accession of territory without 
the entire exclusion of slavery from the soil. 

By Mr. HALE: The petitions of Joseph Holmes for bounty 
for the schooners Industry aud Mary Bec. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut: Memorials from sundry 
citizens of the United States, praying for indemnity on ac- 
connt of spoliations committed by the French anterior to 
1800. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: The papers in the case of 
Peter Shaffer were withdrawn from the files and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. Also, the memorial of Edward 
Keating, Mayor of the city of Alton, in the State of Illinois, 
praving Congress to grant to the city certain unsurveyed 
landa lying within the incorporated limits of said city, and 
heing between the south line of the Government survey and 
the Mississippi river. Also, the papers in the case of John 
W. Hockett were withdrawn and referred to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. HAMPTON: The petition and papers of John 
Moore White, of New Jersey, were withdrawn from the 
files of the Honise, and referred to the Committee on Revo- 
Intionary Claims. -` Also, the petitions and papers of Jobn 
J. Adams, of New Jersey, were withdrawn from the files of 
the House and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BUTLER: The petition of John Pettibone, with 
accompanying documents, in behalfof himself and the other 
heirs of Daniel Pettibone, praying compensation for the con- 
struction and use of the “ Patent Rarefying Air Stove,” now 
in use in the Capitol, and for the use of said patent in the 
publie buildings of the Government. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky: The memorial of P. 
J. Slaughter, asking for pay and bounty land for services in 
the army. Also, the memorial of Benjamin R. Harden, of 
the same kind. 

By Mr. PILLSBURY: The petition of Bryan Callaghan 
praying compensation for goods destroyed by the United 
States troops under Col. Harney 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The petition of Moses Noyes, with the 


accompanying papers, were taken from the files of the House 


and referred to the Cominittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. CABBELI.: The petition of citizens of Hillshorough 
county, in the State of Florida, for a mail ronte from Millers- 
ville to Fort Brook, and from Fort Brook to Key West. Also, 
the petition of Nathan P. Bennis, a citizen of Leon county, 
in the State of Florida, fora grant of land for the purpose of 
experimenting in the manufacture of turpentine. 

By Mr. PUTNAM: The petition of J. W. Nye, for an ex- 
amination of his account and payment of money due him 
under : contract with the House of Representatives. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of Mrs. Elvira F. 
Smith (widow of the late Major Henry Smith, of Monroe, 
Michigan,) fora pension. i 

By Mr. NICOLL: The memorial of Benj. J. Cahoone. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut: The petition and 
papers of the heirs of Bernard Todd, deceased, to be taken 
from the files of the last House of Representatives and refer- 
red to the Committee of Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, December 20, 1847. 


The Hon. Danie. Wesster, of the State of 
Massachusetts, appeared in the Senate to-day. 


A message in writing from the President of the 
United States, was received by the hands of J. 
Knox Watker, Esq., his Private Secretary. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a report from the Solicitor of the Treasury, in 
the case of John Pickett and others, owners of the 
brig Albert, made in pursuance of the directions of 
the act of 3d March, 1847; which was read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
the proceedings of a meeting of citizens in Phila- 
delphia, approving the act of the Government in 
allowing the emigrant Mormons to rest on certain 
unoccupied Jands; which were laid upon the table. 


PETITIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
the petition of Charles S. Jackson, an officer of 
Customs in the port of Philadelphia, praying to be 
allowed certain items rejected by the accounting 
officer in the settlement of his accounts; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FELCH presented the petition of Elvira F. 
Smith, widow of Henry Smith, deceased, an offi- 
cer in the army, who died of diseasé contracted in 
the service, praying to be allowed a pension; which. 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEVIER presented the memorial of the sur 
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vivors.of the crew of the United States brig Somers, 
praying indemnity for the loss of their clothing 
and personal effects, occasioned by the capsizing 
of that vessel in the harbor of Vera Cruz; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CALHOUN submitted additional docu- 
ments relating to the claim of Hugh Wallace 
Wormeley to a pension; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER presented the petition of Susan 
T. E. Williamson, widow of Charles L. William- 
son, deceased, late an officer in the navy, praying 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. M. also presented the memorial of Joshua 
Shaw, praying that a balance of an appropriation 
due him. under an act of Congress, and retained in 
the treasury, may be paid; which was referred to 
_ the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. M. also presented the memorial of the Ves- 
try of Washington Parish, in the city of Washing- 
ton, praying permission to purchase part of a public 
reservation in that city, for the purpose of enlarging 
their burial ground; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented the memorial of 
Timothy Upham, John Laighton, Thomas Hays, 
«Michael W. Ash, Samuel McClelland, Robert C. 
Wetmore, James H. Suydam, and Allen Thomas, 
legal representatives of John Thomas, deceased, 
praying compensation for performing the duties of 
navy pension agents; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. YULEE presented the petition of Jesse 
Turner, praying the. confirmation of his title to a 
tract of Jand held under a Spanish grant, in Flor- 
ida; which was referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of 
Leslie. Combs, praying the payment of certain 
bonds issued to him by the late Republic of Texas; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judici- 
aad Bae ordered to be printed. , 

r. JOHNSON, of Maryland,-. presented the 
memorial of William M. Glendy, an officer of the 
navy, praying compensation for performing duties 
belonging to a higher grade than that held by him 
in. the service; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. = 

Mr. J. also presented the memorial of Sarah 
Hebard, widow of Andrew Hebard, deceased, late 
a chief engineer in the navy, praying to be allow- 
ed a pension; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. J. also presented the memorial of the seamen 
of the United States squadron in the Pacific ocean, 
praying the restoration of the spirit ration; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. J. also presented the memorial of Mrs. Ann 
Chase, praying indemnity for losses at ‘Tampico, 
in Mexico, in consequence ofan outbreak of the 
populace on the commencement of hostilities ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 


MEMORIALS OF OFFICERS. 


Mr. DIX presented the memorial of officers of 
the army, now serving in Mexico, praying the 
passage of an act granting pensions to the widows 
and orphans of such as may die in service. 

Mr. D. also presented a memorial of officers of 
the army, now serving in Mexico, praying the 
passage of a Jaw authorizing the retirement of offi- 
cers of the army from active service on certain con- 
ditions. 

On presenting these memorials, Mr. DIX said: 
I rise to present two petitions, to which I desire 
to invoke the attention of the Senate. It was not 
until yesterday that I was apprised of their con- 
tents, or Í should have brought them here at an 
earlier day. They were left on my table in the 
city a week or ten days ago, when I was absent, 
sealed and addressed to an honorable Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] not now in his place, 
who served for many years as chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, with distinguished 
honor to himself and advantage to the country; 
and I greatly regret that he is not here to take 
charge of them.. I am not in the habit, sir, as 
you know, of accompanying the presentation of 
papers with introductory remarks. In ordinary 
cascs, It is doubtless more proper to await the ac- 
tion of appropriate committees on the subjects to 
which they refer. But [ trust the nature of these 
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may be deemed by the Senate to justify a depart- 
ure from the usual practice. 

They are petitions signed by the officers of the 
army at Puebla, on the Ist day of August last, 
just before it commenced its march towards the 
city of Mexico. The first js styled “A petition 
for a retiring list.” It contains two hundred and 
thirty-three signatures, and prays for certain legis- 
lative provisions in respect to aged and disabled 
officers, which, without casting any new burden 
on the public treasury, would, in the opinion of 
the petitioners, add greatly to the efficiency of the 
army, and at the same time do justice to those who 
perform the drudgery, and encounter the perils of 
military service in tee field. I will only say fur- 
ther in reference to this petition, that the plan sug- 
gested cSrresponds, to some extent, though not 
fully, with one proposed by a late commander of 
the army, (General Macomb,) and I believe re- 
cently recommended by the present Adjutant Gen- 
eral, with a view to the same objects. 

The second is styled ‘ʻA petition for widows 
and orphans.” It is signed by two hundred and 
twenty-two officers, and I believe the names, as 
far as they go, are identical with those borne on 
the first. It 1s also dated at Puebla, on the Ist day 
of August last, almost at the moment the army 
took up its march for the valley of Mexico; and 
when considered in connection with the surround- 
ing circumstances and the brilliant events which 
followed with a rapidity of succession scarcely ex- 
ceeded by those whieh signalized the first entrance 
of Buonaparte into Italy, it addresses itself with 
great force to the feelings, as well as the justice of 
Congress and the country. 

I will not detain the Senate by entering into any 
detailed review of these events, with a view to en- 
force the appeal contained in the petition on the 
attention. I hope, however, I may be indulged in 
saying, in justice to those who bore a part in them, 
that the first conquest of Mexico cannot, as it ap- 
pears to me, be compared with the second, either 
as to the obstacles overcome or as to the relative 
strength of the invaders. The triumphs of Cortez 
were achieved by poy and by superiority in 
discipline and in the implements of warfare. The 
use of fire-arms, until then unknown to the inhab- 
itants of Mexico, was sufficient in itself to make hig 
force, smallas it was, irresistible. Intheeyesof that 
simple and superstitious people, he seemed armed 
with superhuman power. Other circumstances 
combined to facilitate his success. The native 
tribes by which the country was possessed were 
distinct communities, not always acknowledging 
the same head, and often divided among them- 
selves by implacable hostility and resentments. 
Cortez, by his consummate prudence and art, 
turned these dissensions to his own account; he 
lured the parties to them into his own service, and 
when he presented himself at the gates of the city 
of Mexico, he was at the head of four thousand 
of the most warlike of the natives, as auxiliaries 
to the band of Spaniards with which he com- 
menced his march from Vera Cruz. Thus, his 
early successes were as much the triumph of poli- 
cy as of arms. General Scott, and the gallant 
band he led, had no such advantages. The whole 

opulation of the country, from Vera Cruz to 
Aexico, was united as one man against, him, and 
animated by the fiercest animosity. He was op- 
dette by military. forces armed like his own, often 


etter disciplined, occupying positions chosen bY 


themselves, strong by nature, and fortified accor 


ing to the strictest rules.of art. ‘These obstacles. 


were overcome by his skill as a tactician, aided 
by a corps of officers unsurpassed for their knowl- 
edge of the art of attack and defence, and by the 
indomitable courage of their followers. With 
half his force left on the battle-field or in the hos- 
pital, and with less than six thousand men, after a 
series of desperate contests, he took possession of 
the city of Mexico, containing nearly two hun- 
dred thousand inhabitants, and defended by the 
remnant of an army of more than thirty thousand 
soldiers. I confess I know nothing in r 
warfare which exceeds in brilliancy the ‘Thove- 
ments of the American army from the Gulf to the 
city of Mexico. I shall not attempt to speak of 
them in the language of eulogium—they are not a 
fit theme for such a comment. Like the achieve- 
ments of General Taylor and his brave men on 


the Rio Grande, at Montérey. and Buena, Vista, 
the highest and most appropriate praise is con- 


tained in the simplest statement of facts. 


BE. 


dern - 


Dec. 20, 


Mr. President, the gallant achievements in the 
valley of Mexico, to which I have briefly referred, 
were due to the chivalrous men whose names are 
signed to this petition, and to their gallant associ- 
ates in the field. The names of the volunteer 
officers who so nobly distinguished themselves are 
nat borne on the petition. The subject concerns 
the regular army only, and the petitioners belong 
exclusively to that arm of the service. At the 
head. of the list I find Winfield Scott, William J. 
Worth, John A. Quitman, Gideon J. Pillow, David 
E. Twiggs, James Shields, George Cadwalader, 
and Persifer F. Smith, all general officers; Harney, 
Clark, Riley, and Garland, among the colonels; and 
among the field and staff and lower commissioned: 
grades, other names, too numerous to mention, 
which those who bear them have, by their gallantry, 
made familiar to their countrymen. I have already 
said that this petition was signed at Puebla, 
almost at the moment the army commenced its: 
march from that city for the valley of Mexico. 
Sir, it is more than probable that the last time 
many of these gallant men held a pen was to in- 
scribe their names upon this petition; and when 
this appeal to their countrymen was made, in full 
confidence, doubtless, that their prayer would be. 
heard, their hands thenceforth dealt only with the 
weapons with which they were vindicating their 
country’s honor in the field, and which none but 
Death, the conqueror of us all, could wrest from 
their grasp. 

Mr. President, I will not undertake to give a 
summary of the contents of this petition. It is 
very brief; preparing, as the petitioners were, for 
the unequal contest which awaited them, and of 
which, perhaps, they alone did not doubt the is- 
sue, they had no words to waste even on the sub- 


ject nearest to their hearts. I will read it, with the- 


Senate’s permission, in their own language: . 


‘To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America: 

« We, the undersigned, officers of the United States Army, 
beg leave, most respectfully, to represent to your honorable 
bodies, that muny of us are married and have left wives and 
children at home dependent upon us; that we are constantly 
exposed to danger and sudden death, not only on the field of 
battle, but hy exposure to unhealthy and deadly climates; and 
that in going to the fight many of us have our hearts depress- 
ed by the melancholy conviction that, if we fall, our wives and 
children will be helplessly thrown on the cold charities of 
the world. j 

« We most respectfully ask our country to give us the ag- 
surance, if we offer up our lives in her service, that she will 
provide for our destitute widowsand orphans: and that she 
may do so, we humbly petition your honorable bodies to pass. 
such a law as you in your wisdom shall deem just—as shall 
give tothe wives and children of officers and soldiers dying: 
in the serviee of their country, pensions during the natural, 
lives or widowhood of the wife, and during the minority of 
the children; and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will 
ever gratefully pray. 

¢¢ PUEBLA, MEXICO, August Ist, 1847.” 

It is due to General Scott to say, that in signing. 
the petition he added these words: ‘Without any 
desire of procuring for my own family any contin- 
gent benefit from the proposed change in the pen- 
sion laws of the army,’ I entirely concur in the: 
reasonableness of the foregoing petition, and can 
see no military or other objection to its being sign- 
ed and presented.’’ . : 5 

General Quitman also signs with the. following: 
addition: “I approve the measure of placing the - 
regular army on the same footing with the navy. 
and volunteers.’’ 

This remark of General Quitman explains all.. 
The army is not on an equally favorable footing in - 
respect to widows and orphans with the navy.or. 
volunteers. Without complaining ef: the inequal- 
ity, the petitioners respectfully ask that it may be 
rectiied. 

Mr. President, I have no doubt that, in reading” 
and signing this petition, the recollection of wives:: 
and children thousands of miles away, many of: 
whom were to become widows and orphans. be- 
fore this last missive could reach the capital,: was 
to the signers far more trying than the scenes of 
danger and death, on which they were about to 
enter. If it was to them a moment of weakness— 
the only weakness pardonable to gallant men—the 
memory of a dozen battle-fields attests that it was 
the last. Some of them sleep. in honorable graves; 
some are lying on beds of sickness In Mexico; 
many are still in the field, ready, as ever, to peril 
all in their country’s cause: and others—I am sorry 
to say not a few—restored to their homes,. are : 
drageing about their scarred. and mangled limbs, 
in the face of their friends and kindred, with: lives- 
held by the frailest tenure. 


oo 


1847. 


But, sir, I have said enough. It would be to 
distrust the right feeling of the Senate to say 
more. Less I could not say, in justice'to myself, 
with this paper before me, on which I recognize 
the names of numerous friends and former asso- 
ciates, many of whom we shall see no more. It 
gives me pleasure, not unmixed with pain, to 
poo their petition; and if the presentation has 

een accompanied with the manifestation of more 
feeling than becomes the performance of a public 
duty on this floor, I am sure it will be ascribed 
toa right cause. I will conclude, sir, by reading 
to the Senate an extract of a letter enclosed with 
the petition, with the single remark, that it was 
written, in behalf of the army, by Major Harvey 
Brown, a gallant officer, with whom I had the 
pleasure of being associated many years ago in 
the staff of a former commanding general of the 
army. It is dated at the Nationa Palace, in the 
city of Mexico, on the Ist of October, two months 
after the petition was signed. 

“I would also call to your notice the melancholy fact, 
that many of the officers, who have signed this petition, 
have since gloriously fallen in the service of their country, 
leaving destitute widows and helpless orphans. And being 
dead, they now emphatically speak, saying: ‘ We have of- 
fered up our lives to our country, and we now call upon her 
to provide a decent competence for our bereaved widows 
and fatherless children.’ ”? 

Is it too much, Mr. President, to ask that these 

etitions, with the names attached to them, may 

be printed? I know it is not the practice of the 
Senate to print petitions. But these are something 
more. As far as they go, they are lists of the gal- 
lant living and the honored dead, in Mexico. I 
make the motion to print. | 

The memorials were then referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


| PRINTING OF MAPS. 

Mr. BREESE. A few days ago, a report was 
made fromthe General Land Office, and accompa- 
nying that report were maps which it is necessary 
to have engraved. Upon an examination Í have 
ascertained that the expense of engraving will not 
exceed $400. I therefore move that the Senate 
order the necessary number of those maps to be 
printed. | 

Mr. WESTCOTT remarked, that there was a 
map of the State of Florida accompanying that 
report, the engraving of which would occasion 
very little expense. He inquired if that map was 
embraced in the Senator’s motion? 

Mr. BREESE replied that it was included. 
The motion was agreed to. 

..Mr. YULEE presented the memorial of Isaac 
Varnes, senior, praying indemnity for losses sus- 
tained in consequence of the occupation of his 
roperty asa military post, by troops of the United 

tatea; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. i | 

Mr. Y. also presented the memorial of Joseph 
Knox Boyd, praying compensation for his services 
in the recapture of the United States frigate Phila- 


delphia, in the harbor of Tripoli, in the year 1804; 


which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. yo. | 

Mr. Y. also presented the memorial of William 
A. Christian, a purser in the navy, praying the 
allowance of certain items, suspended by the ac- 
counting officers in the settlement of his accounts, 
for payments made to the acting forward officers 
of the United States steamer Princeton; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. Y. also presented the memorial of John 
Crosby, in behalf of the children of Andrew D. 
Crosby, deceased, late a purser in the navy, pray- 
ing that they may be allowed a five years’ pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. Y. also presented the memorial of John 
Crosby, administrator of Andrew D. Crosby, de- 
ceased, late a purser in the navy, praying to be 
allowed a credit on his accounts for payments made 
tocertain acting forward officers on board the United 
States ship Ontario; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

_ Mr. CASS submitted documents relating to the 
claim of A. Kearsley, receiver of public lands at 
Detroit, for compensation for extra clerk hire in 
his office; which were referred ‘to the Committee 
on Publi¢ Lands. 


Mr. DIX resented a memorial of citizens of 
Oswego, praying that a drawback of duties may 
be allowed on wheat imported from Canada into 
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the United States, when manufactured into flour 
and exported; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, | | | 

Mr. D. also presented the memorial of Benjamin 
J.Cahoone, a purser in the navy, praying the reim- 
bursement of money advanced by him on public 
account; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. | g OSY. 

Mr. BADGER presented the memorial of the 
religious Society of Friends at New Garden, 
North Carolina, praying the adoption of measures 
for the immediate termination. of the war with 
Mexico; which was laid upon the table and order- 
ed to be printed. 


ORDERS. 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Win. H. Prentiss, on the files 
of the Senate, he referred to the°Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of La., it was 
Ordered, ‘That the petition of Bailie Peyton, on the files 

a the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Private Land 
aims. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of La., it was 

Ordered, That the petitjon.of W..H. Bassett, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 


On motion a Mr. JOHNSON, of La., it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Abner L. Duncan, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. SEF 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of La., it was 

Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate, 
relating to the claim of William De Buys, be referred to the 
Comunittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


On motion by Mr. CLAYTON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Bettriah Healy, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. UPHAM, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Abigail Garland, on the files 
ofthe Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. YULEE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of A. H. Cole, on the files of 


the Senate, be referred tothe Committeeon Military Affairs. , 


On motion by Mr. YULEE, it was | 

Ordered, That the petition of certain claimants for remu- 
neration for supplies furnished to Florida Militia in the Sem- 
inole war, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. : 


On motion by Mr. YULEE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of John G. Sanchez, adminis- 
trator of Francis R. Sanchez, on the files of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. a 


On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 
Qrdered, That the petition of Poarron Cogswell, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Henry M. Shreve, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Commitiee on Com- 
merce. 


On motion by Mr. FAIRFIELD, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Jesse D. Elliott, the petition 
of Thomas Brownell, and the petition of Jammes McIntosh, 


on the files of the Senate, be severally referred to the Com- 


mittee on Naval Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the members of the bar at 
New Orleans, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of John Millikin, Ann H. P. 
Lawson, and others, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Miss., it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Clements, Bryan and Com- 
pany, on the files ofthe Senate, be referred to the Committee 
on anns. 


On motion oy Mr. DAVIS, of Miss., it was . 
Ordered, That the petition of Henry Childs, on the files of 
the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Md., it was 

Ordered, That the petition of John L.. Worden, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. | 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Md., it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Gustavus B. Horner, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Comnnittee on Revo- 


lutionary Claims. : 
On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Md., it was 
Ordered, That the petition of the legal representatives of 
Ethan pier, on the files. of the Senate, be referred to the 


Com ee on Revolutionary Claims. . 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Md., it was | 

Crdered, That the petition of Stephen Champlin, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Md., it was 

Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Caleb Swan, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. . IRRA i 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Md., it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Columbus Alexander and 


procuring his release. 


bt 


Theodore Barnard, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Md., it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Maria S. Nourse, widow 
of Joseph Nourse, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. CORWIN, it was - 
Ordered,. That. the petition of Joseph Radcliff, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. DIX, it was a E 
Ordered, That the petition. of Samuel Gricc, on. the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was . 

Ordered, That Throckmorton & Bent, St. Vrain & Com- 
pany, have leave to withdraw their petition and papersfrom 
the files of the Senate. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Messrs. MANGUM, DIX, CRITTENDEN, 
and FOOTE, severally gave notice that on ta- 
morrow, or at some early day, they would ask 
leave of the Senate to introduce sundry bills. 


RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Mr. BALDWIN presented a preamble and res- 
olutions, passed by the Legislature of Connecticut, 
in favor of the construction of a railroad from 
Lake Michigan to the Pacific Ocean, according to 
a plan proposed by Asa Whitney, a citizen of 
New York; which were read, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented a report and 
resolutions adopted by the Legislature of the State 
of Kentucky, requesting the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives of that State in Congress io. urge upon 
that body the importance of passing such laws as 
will enable the citizens of slaveholding States to 
recover their slaves when escaping to the non-slave- 


‘holding States; which were referred to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD remarked, that during the 
last summer a case had come somewhat under his 
own observation, which he begged here to present 
to the notice of the Senate. gentleman named 
Duncan had some time previous removed from 
Kentucky into Missouri; he lost a slave, and fol- 
lowed him into Detroit, and there arrested him. 
The slave was taken from the possession of the 
owner there, and an action of trespass was insti- 
tuted against the claimant, on which the owner, in 
default of bail, at the instance of the slave, was 
put in jail. The slave was released. The gentle- 
man remained in jail until, by correspondence 
with his friends in Kentucky and elsewhere—he 
(Mr. U.) amongst the number—he obtained satis- 
factory proof that he was the owner of the slave, 
and that the proceedings which had been com- 
menced against him were altogether unjust. He 
took that opportunity to. say, that Mr. Norvall, 
late a member of that body, and without personal 
acquaintance with the gentleman thus put in jail 
at the instance of his slave, took an active part in 
But in the meantime the 
slave had escaped into Canada; and there was the 
end of the matter. He then moved that the me- 
morial be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, in order that something might be reported 
which would meet thexcase. 

On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was or- 
dered that they be printed. | 

Mr. HALE presented resolutions passed by the 
Legislature of the State of New Hampshire, in 
opposition to any legislation by Congress on the 
subject of slavery, or the extension of slavery in 
any territory which may hereafter be acquired by 
the United States; which were read, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HALE presented a resolution passed. by 
the Legislature of the State of New Hampshire, 
in favor of the passage of an act for the removal 
of the terms of the circuit and district courts of 
the United States for the district of New Hamp- 
shire, from Exeter to Concord, in that State ; 
which was ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. NILES presented a preamble and resolu- 
tion passed by the Legislature of the State of Con- 
necticut, declaring their opposition to the introduc- 
tion of slavery, or involuntary servitude, except 
asa punishment for crime, into any territory which 
may hereafter be acquired by, or annexed to, the 
United States; which were read. - | , 

Mr NILES. I move, sir, that the resolutions 
which I have now submitted be printed. The 
preamble to these resolutions has no practical con- 
nection with the resolutions themselves. : Whether 
the war proceeded. from the act of Mexico, or 


- the session. 
-forward here, and we shall, I suppose, have it dis- 
.cussed. For one, sir, having felt it my duty at 
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from the act of the President of the United States, 
is a matter which can have no influence whatever 
upon the question—as to the disposition of any 
territory which may be acquired m consequence 
of it; and I allude to this matter, sir, because | 
believe it was found embarrassing to this Legisla- 
ture, and that it placed that body in a situation 
somewhat analogous to that in which some of my 
friends over the way found themselves in relation 
to the law recognizing the war with Mexico, They 
did not like the preamble to that act, and there are 
many in my State who dislike that preamble very 
much. The majority there, like the majority here, 
insisted that the act should not ouly be done, but 
done in the way in which they saw fit to have it 
done. The resolutions were passed. The yeas 
and nays were not called, and they passed without 
Opposition, notwithstanding this repugnance to Its 
preamble. However this may be, sir, I feel it my 
duty to say, as one of the representatives of that 
State, that I have no doubt that these resolutions 
speak the sentiments of the great body of the peo- 

le of that State. With regard to the preamble, 

think otherwise. The resolutions, I think, sir, 
speak the public sentiment of the State, and this 
conclusion I do not form entirely from the action 
of the General Assembly, still less do I arrive at 
it from the tone of the party presses of the State 
—they would probably lead me and every one to 
a different conclusion—for I regret to perceive, sir, 
in the press, on both sides, in that State, a shuf- 
fling course is pursued, and an endeavor is made 


-to keep this question out of the sight of the peo- 


ple. An unwise policy, I think. 

But however much it is to be regretted that the 
queen should arise here or before the country, 

apprehend that it does exist here and throughout 
the country, and that it will be impossible to avoid 
meeting it and looking it full in the face. For one, 
I could have regretted that the question should 
have come here—that in some way it would have 
been kept out of this body; but we have already 
matter on our table bringing up this question. We 
have, sir, the message of the Executive, one of 
the coGdrdinate branches of the Government, in- 


forming us that a part of Mexico now belongs to 


this Union, and calling on us to establish a Terri- 
torial Government over it. Many persons have 
assumed the position to which I have referred, not, 


.I apprehend, for the lasting interests of the coun- 


try, but for temporary party purposes. 
Many have assumed this position: that the ques- 


‘tion would not arise because they were opposed to 
-the acquisition. 
we are told that we have this territory, and are 


Well, sir, that time has gone by; 


called on to recognize it as a part of the territory 
of the United States, and to establish the jurisdic- 
tion of our civil government over it. In regard, 
sir, to this position, which has been assumed by 
the Executive, I have nothing to say. I was 
somewhat startled at it, sir. As to how far it can 
be maintained, we shall see hereafter; for it will 
be brought up for consideration in the course of 
But, sir, the other question is brought 


the last session to express my views in regard to 
it, it will be unnecessary for me to explain my 
course until the question actually comes up again. 
I certainly, sir, shall pursue such a course as I 
believe to be moderate and conciliatory and kind 
towards that section of the Union with which I 
shall probably differ on this subject. But I can- 
not consent to misrepresent my constituents. I 
cannot mistake their sentiments. I cannot mistake 
what I believe to be their interests. 

I think the public sentiment of my State is the 
public sentiment of the whole North, and that they 
will adhere fully and with the utmost fidelity, in 
guarding the rights of all the States on this ques- 
tion so far as the Constitution and congressional 
enactments have secured those rights—or, in other 
words, that they will support the institution of sla- 


‘Very as a domestic institution in the States where 
‘it exists, and is guarantied by the Constitution. 


This is the common ground on which he hoped 
we might all stand. So far, sir, I believe the pub- 
lic sentiment of the North is well settled; and I be- 


lieve it has equally well settled—that they are not 


desirous, by any action on their part, to be instru- 
mental in enlarging the area of slavery. I believe 
the sentiment is, that there is no power in this Gov- 
ernment to do that, and if there were, it would be 
unwise and unjust to exercise it. This question 


will probably lead to some debate, and I hope it 
will be digcussed temperately as any other ques- 
tion which can come before this body. I hope it 
will be discussed with a proper regard to the rights 
of the States under the Constitution which binds 
us together, and with a proper regard to the inter- 
ests and honor of the whole country. 

For one, sir, I do not believe that there is any 
power in this Government which can constitute or 
originate or sustain slavery beyond the limits where 
the Constitution has carried it; and if we are to go 
beyond the Constitution, I am, as I have ever been, 
ready, here and elsewhere, to defend the existing 
institutions, and to resist every attempt to upturn 
them. And in regard to acquired territory I would 
leave it altogether voluntary, I would interfere with 
it in no way. Nothing in my opinion can be more 
clearly unjustifiable; but the question presented in 
these resolutions is entirely distinct. It is a ques- 
tion whether this Government shall become an 
agent in establishing or extending this institution 
in the country or out of it; whether it shall under- 
take to exercise the power of controlling questions 
of civil and private right which belong naturally 
to the local institutions of the several States. I 
think not, sir. I will not detain the Senate fur- 
ther at this time. 

Ordered, That they be printed. 

Mr. ATHERTON presented resolutions, passed 
by the Legislature of the State of New Hamp- 
shire, ‘in favor of the repeal of so much of the “ act 
to establish post routes and for other purposes,’’ 
as enlarges the franking privilege and increases the 
postage on newspapers not sent from the office of 
publication; which were read and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. A. also presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of New Hampshire, tendering the thanks 
of that State to Major General Zachary Taylor, 
and Major General Winfield Scott, and to the 
brave officers and soldiers under their respective 
commands, for their distinguished and gallant con- 
duct during the several engagements with the enemy 
by whose act the war now exists, tendering sym- 
pathy to the friends and relatives of the brave men 
who have fallen; declaring that the course of our 
Government has been marked by a spirit of for- 
bearance and conciliation, until the actual invasion 
of our territory; and recognizing, in the measures 
of the national Executive, a spirit of justice and a 
desire for peace, but, at the same time, wisdom, 
statesmanlike forecast, and patriotic energy; which 
were read, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEVIER then rose and asked that the reso- 
lutions be read again. 

They were accordingly read. 

Mr. SEVIER said they did not appear to be ad- 
dressed to this body at all. He hoped, therefore, 
that the Senator from New Hampshire would 
withdraw them. Although he concurred in the 
sentiments of the resolutions, they were merely the 
proceedings of a State, in no way connected with 
the business of Congress. If they were not with- 
drawn, he would move to reconsider the vote just 
taken. 

A member on the left of the Chair: 
reason? 

Mr. SEVIER. Because it was entirely unusual 
to present resolutions to the Senate which were 
not addressed to the body, or had no reference to 
the course of the Senators from the State. He 
had never known an instance in which it had been 
done in the Senate. | 

Mr. ATHERTON. Ihave certainly no desire 
to do anything in the slightest degree in contra- 
vention of the established practice of the Senate. 
But I suppose that, according to the practice, reso- 
lutions passed on general subjects, as these have 
been, may be presented to Congress, although no 
express clause to that effect may be contained in 
them. I have no doubt that it was the design of 
the members of the Legislature that those resolu- 
tions should be presented to Congress. The reso- 
lutions were sent to me by them, and I presume, 
sir, that it was designed that all of them shguld be 
presented. [ believe that a copy of them Was sent 
to my colleague. 

Supposing it to be the expectation of the Legis- 
lature that these resolutions should be presented, 
I thought it my duty to present them. If, how- 
ever, that procedure be contrary to the usual prac- 
tice of the Senate in presenting resolutions, unless 
there be an express request that they should be 
presented, I have certainly no wish to press them. 


For what 
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i I have supposed that, in the course which I have 
} 
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taken, there is nothing in contravention of estab- 
I am not aware that resolutions 
have been excluded on account of the absence of a 
special request that they should be presented. Res- 
olutions, for instance, approving of the votes of 


| Senators and Representatives, or instructing Sen- 
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| ators and Representatives to pursue a certain 


: course in regard to the discharge of their duties, 
| have been frequently presented to Congress, al- 


though they contained no special request that they 


' should be laid before either House of Congress. 


! I suppose, be presented. 


ily, however, by the opinion of older members of 
. the Senate, and if it be thought that these resolu- 


These resolutions being on general subjects might, 
I shall be guided entire- 


tions should not constitute a precedent, I shall 
withdraw them. 

The motion to reconsider the motion, by which 
the resolutions referred to were laid upon the ta- 
ble, was then put and adopted. | 
The question recurring on the resolution to print—~ 
Mr. ATHERTON rose and said: I will with- 
draw the resolutions for the present, for the pur- 
pose of examining the subject, and on more ma- 
ture consideration will determine whether they 
oucht to be presented or not. 

Agreenbly to notice, Mr. MANGUM asked, 
and obtained leave, to bring in a bill for the relief 
of John R. Bryan, administrator of Isaac Garret- 
son, deceased, late a purser in the United States 
navy; which was read the first and second times, 
by unanimous consent, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ) 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. FELCH asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a joint resolution rela- 
ting to errors and defective returns in certain sur- 
veys, plats, and field-notes; which was read the 


| first and second times, by unanimous consent, and 


referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Agreeably to notice, Mr. BREESE asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill to compensate 
John M. Moore; which was read the first and 
second times, by unanimous consent, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. BREESE asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill authorizing per- 
sons to whom reservations of land have been made 
under certain Indian treaties, to alienate the same 
in fee; which was read the first and second times, 
by unanimous consent, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. MASON asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill to change the 
times for holding the district courts of the United . 
States for the western district of Virginia, and for, 
other purposes; which was read the first and 
second times, by unanimous consent, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. BREESE asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill to grant to the 
State of Illinois a right of way threugh the public 
lands, and for other purposes; which was read 
the first and second times, by unanimous consent, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Agreeably to notice, Mr. UNDERWOOD asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill to allow fur- 
ther time for satisfying claims for bounty lands 
for military services in the late war with Great 
Britain, and for other purposes; which was read 
the first and second times, by unanimous consent, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Agreeably to notice, Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisi- 
ana, asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill to 
erant to the State of Louisiana certain lands for 
internal improvements; which was read the first 
and second times, by unanimous consent, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
tions, which were considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to inform the Senate of the reasons whieh have prevented 
his compliance witha resolution adopted by the Senate the 
llth February, 1846, at the first session of the 29th Congress, 
in the following words, to wit: 

« Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury he directed to 
cause to be made an examination of the publie.lands subject 
to overflow in the State of Arkansas, by the Mississippi 
Arkansas, White, Blaek, Red and St. Francis rivers, in sai 
State ; the quantity overflowed by the Mississippi and Arkan- 
sas rivers, lying hetween and included within the boundaries 
forméd by those rivers, the Louisiana line and the Highlands 
westward of the lands so overflowed; and that he report the 
amount necessary to protect those lands from overflow, to- 
gether with a plan for that object, at the present session of 
Congress.” 


THE CONQUEST OF MEXICO. 


Mr. CALHOUN. [hope that the resolutions 
which I offered the other day may now be taken 
up, in order to fix a day for their consideration. 

The resolutions were then taken up and read, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That to conquer Mexicoand to hold it, either_gs 


a province or to incorporate it in the Union, would be incon- | 


sistent with the avowed object for which the war has been 
prosecuted; a departure from the settled policy of the Gov- 
ernment; in conflict with its character and genius; and in 
the end subversive of our free and popular institutions. 


Resolved, That no line of policy in the further prosecution - 


of the war should be adopted which may Jead to conse- 
quences so disastrous. 


Mr. CALHOUN. Ishall be regulated in fixing 

the day by the wishes of the Senate. I have no 
particular desire in regard to a very early consid- 
eration of the resolutions. All I wish is, that 
there should be no unnecessary delay. If it be 
agreeable to the Senate, I propose that they be 
taken up on the first Tuesday in January next— 
two weeks from to-morrow. 
_ Mr. ALLEN. I understand that the Senator 
from South Carolina has made a motion, and I 
suppose I am in order in rising to make a remark. 
I do not know that I have any particular objection 
to that motion; but as this is a matter of very grave 
importance, and comes from a source which entitles 
it to great consideration, and is on the face of the 
resolution, as I conceive, a litle ambiguous, I ask 
the indulgence of the Senate, and the Senator from 
South Carolina, whilst I request him to explain the 
resolution, so far as to tell us whether it means to 
exclude the idea of any territorial indemnity from 
Mexico, oran incorporation into the body ofthe pub- 
lic domain first, and then as States into this Union, 
of any territory which we may acquire at the conclu- 
sion of this war? Or, whether its only application 
is to the idea of annihilating the sovereignty of 
Mexico, and incorporating the whole mass of ter- 
ritory into this Union? I ask whether it is to be 
understood in the one or the other of these senses? 
That is the matter, sir, which I am desirous of 
knowing before I vote in anywise in reference to 
it. l 

Mr. CALHOUN. I will answer the Senator 
from Ohio with a great deal of pleasure. Itis not 
my intention to involve any question in reference 
to territorial indemnity, or any other subject apart 
from that which is presented in the resolution it- 
self. I believe the pressing question at this mo- 
ment is, whether we shall conquer Mexico, and 
hold her as a subjected province, or igeorporate 
her into our Union. That, of course, would in- 
volve the nationality of Mexico; and it was to that 
point that my resolution referred. I think, sir, it 
1s a question which ought to be first decided, be- 


cause, Mr. President, if I am any judge at all of: 


the operation of existing causes, the certain ten- 
dency of all that we are now doing is to the anni- 
hilation of the nationality of Mexico; and that we 
shall thus find ourselves, unless the greatest cau- 
tion is exercised, at the end of another campaign, 
or at some future time, with eight or nine millions 
of Mexicans, without a government, on our hands, 
not knowing what to do with them, and forced to 
one or other of the alternatives which I have pre- 
sented. This is a question which I consider as 
exceeding in importance all others at this time. 
After that is decided, we may then consider what 
course, in accordance with that decision, it may 
be wise to pursue. I, for one, wish to guide my 
own course, and I offered the resolution for the 
double purpose of bringing it-before this body and 
before the country, and putting myself in reference 
to this Mexican question where I wish to stand. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I believe my resolutions 
have precedence on the calendar, and were passed 
ovey informally. Are they included in the motion 
now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They are not 
embraced in it. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I perceive that one of the 
morning papers supposes that my resolutions were 
introduced with reference to those offered by the 
Senator from New York. Not atall. My reso- 
lutions were written several days before his were 
introduced. The Senator may fix any day he 
pleases for the consideration of his resolutions, 
either before or after the day fixed upon for the 
consideration of mine. 

Mr. ALLEN. The subject of the Mexican war 
is one capable of being expanded very largely in 
the minds of men; and from the importance with 


which it seems to be put forth at this early period 
of the session, it is more than likely that it will 
embrace a large portion of the session in its discus- 
sion, giving rise toa very large diversity of senti- 
ment in the. members of this body. It may, there- 
fore, be a matter well worthy of the consideration 
of the Senate whether a subject, comprehending so 
many remote consequentes as are suggested by 
the Senator from South Carolina, and a subject 
which, at all events, is, in the judgment of every 
man, of very great importance, should not be con- 
sidered with that deliberation which the Senate 
always bestows on grave national questions; and, 
therefore, whether it should not, in the first place, 
pass through one of the committees organized by | 
this body for the due consideration of propositions | 
before they are submitted to the final adjudication | 
of the body itself. Several resolutions have already | 
been presented, and who shall guaranty the Senate 
that adozen others of a similar character may not be 
submitted to the Senate? Who shall say where this | 
subject shall end, when it becomes divided up and | 
adjusted to the different capacities and judgments 
of this body? This is but the beginning of the 
session, and we have two sets of resolutions. Be- 
fore the day arrives for the action of the Senate | 
upon this particular matter, we may have a dozen | 
other resolutions; and I submit it to the better 
judgment of the body, whether it is not the proper 
course, under these circumstances, to refer the 
whole of these resolutions, in the first place, to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. If it be in order, 
I shall make that motion. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I dotrust that the course 
suggested by the Senator shall not be pursued. 
What is the object of the reference? Reference is 
made to committees for the purpose of consider- 
ing and perfecting details; but here there are no 
details to settle. In fact, it is a simple proposition. 
The Senate have only to determine whether it is 
intended or desired that the whole of Mexico shall 
be conquered—her nationality destroyed—and that | 
we shall be placed in a position in which we shall | 
be compelled either to hold her as a subjected prov- 
ince, or incorporate her into our Union. We have 
carried this business of reference far beyond the | 
parliamentary rules, and have encroached, in m 
opinion, in no small degree on the rights of indi- 
vidual Senators here. As to the number of réso- 
lutions that may be offered, I have no reason to 
believe that there will be many. Only two have 
been introduced, and they upon entirely different 
subjects. One I understand refers to the slave | 
question—mainly, at least—and the other to a 
question entirely aside from that. Str, Ido not 
believe that there will bea long discussion. Unless 
I am very greatly deceived, there will be no great 
division—at least there is not at present a great 
division in the country on this point, and I trust 
there will not bein this body. The end against 
which I wish to guard, is one which heretofore 
has not been contemplated... I do not know that 
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such an end is now contemplated. I trust that it 
is not intended. But we may find ourselves in a 
position not intended, and from which we cannot 
extricate ourselves. My object in introducing the 
resolutions, is to guard against such a result. I 
trust they will have that effect, and that the Sen- 
ator will not agree to refer them to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. l 

Mr. ALLEN. I certainly did not desire to 
deprive any Senator of any of his just rights in 
this body, nor of any opportunity for the exercise 
of those rights; but I believe it would be difficult 
to find, on reference to the Journal, an instance of 


of this body. It would be very difficult to find | 
an exception to the general rule—very difficult. | 
This is a question affecting our foreign relations— 
clearly and emphatically so. It is not so merely 
in its meaning and effect, but it is so on the face 
of the resolution, and in so many words.’ Well, | 
sir, it will not limit the range of discussion to send 
it in the first place, to the committee. It will 
abridge the rights of no man—neither of the mover 
of the resolution, nor of any other gentleman on 
this floor. The only effect it will have, will be 
that which, by the standing rules of this body, is 
designed—the effect of subjecting the Do ahah 
to full scrutiny; first, the scrutiny of the commit- 
tee, whose especial business it is made by the Sen- 


ate to examine it; and, secondly, the scrutiny of 
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the Senate itself, revising the judgment of its com- 
mittee. It is only a precaution taken to guard 
against precipitate and hasty conclusions. Itis a 
sort of second trial which is granted in favor of 
all questions whose magnitude entitles them to 
that consideration—that second review of the hu» 
man understanding. It is upon that ground, sir, 
that the rules by which all our business is first 
submitted to committees are predicated. If we 
were at the end of the session, or near the end, 
when a reference of this subject to a committee 
would be to entomb it for the balance of the ses- 
sion, then the objection coming from the Senator 
from South Carolina would be an available one, 
because he would have a right to obtain the adju- 
dication of the Senate upon his resolution. But 
we are at the commencement of tne session—we 
are on this side-of the holidays—we are in antici- 
pation of our usual custom in the transaction of 
the heavier part of the public business, which is 
not taken up till after the holidays. There is, 
therefore, abundance of time. Sir, this resolution 
is no trifling affair. It presents a grave question, 
and in answer to the inquiry which I addressed to 
the Senator from South Carolina, he-seems to 
consider—if I rightly interpreted his explana- 
tion—that there is no difference between territorial 
indemnity and the conquest and retention of the 
whole of Mexico; that the consequences, though 
not immediate, would be in their result precisely 
the same. That is the reading of the explanation 
as- I understand it. Well, sir, what can be.a 
graver question than that? Can the human imagi- 
nation draw up for review a question graver, more 
solemn, more calculated to affect and agitate the 
public heart of this great country than such a 
question as this? presented, Loo, ata time ‘when our 
armies are occupying the territories of that nation. 
I am one who does not believe that to take territo- 
rial indemnity is to take the whole of Mexico. I 
am one who does not believe that these two ques- 
tions are the same, either in point of fact or of re- 
mote effect. The Senator from South Carolina, 
who has more reason to be satisfied with his own 
judgment than I have to be satisfied with mine, 
thinks differently. Well, sir, his thoughts are en- 
titled to consideration. They are matured thoughts. 
They will receive the consideration of this coun- 
try. They will have their effect upon the public 
mind of a large portion of this people; and it is for 
that reason that I desire all his thoughts should 
assume a shape not to be mistaken. When I am 
told that to obtain from Mexico territorial indem- 
nity to any extent, is equivalent, in its remote con- 
sequences, to an utter annihilation of the sovereign- 
ty of Mexico and the incorporation of its entire 
mass of territory within this Union, with its ten. 
millions of population, I desire time to inquire 


.whether, why and wherefore, these propositions 


are the same—whether these remote and compre- 
hensive effects are to follow from all acquisition of 
a portion of Mexico, as an indemnity to this Gov- 
ernment, for the wrongs which it has sustained at 
the hands of Mexico. I desire that the committee 
to whom this subject should be referred, should 
have an opportunity of investigating that question, 
and ascertaining whether these two propositions 
are idgntical or not; because it is very manifest 
that the identity of these two propositions will 
make a very material difference in the estimation 
which the American people shall put upon them. 
I do not think that they are identical, sir, by any 
means. The subject, then, being one of such obvi- 
ous and acknowledged importance—so much time 
being before us—so few inconveniences being at all 
likely to result from the reference to a committee— 
I cannot, sir, for my life, discover any grave rea- 
son why the reference should not take place. But 
I shall not only acquiesce, as I am bound to do, in 
the judgment of the Seriate; but I shall acquiesce 
in that judgment, whatever it may be, without the. 
least feeling of disappointment. And I assure the 
Senator from South Carolina that it is in no spirit 
of cavilling—from no disposition to disagree with 
him unnecessarily, or to get up discussion, that I 
make this suggestion. I act simply upon the same 
principle upon which the Senate itself acted when 
it established those rules under which its business 
is submitted to the various committees. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I rise principally to correct 
an error into which the Senator from Ohio has. 
fallen, doubtless from having misunderstood my 
remarks. I by no means said that I considered the. 
annihilation of the nationality of Mexico and the 
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acquisition of a portion of her territory as identi- 
cal; on the contrary, Í said expressly that I did 
not understand the resolution as involving the ques- 
tion of territory at all- I agree with him that we 
may, take a part—very large parts of Mexico with- 
out touching her nationality. My object is ver 
differént; and to satisfy the Senator I will tell him 
that I have changed not a single opinion, which I 
have evet expressed, in relation to this Mexican 
war. I hope that this will satisfy him. a 

* Now, sir; if I understand the drift of the Sen- 
ator’s remarks, and of his motion, it is this—that 
he wishes these resolutions of mine to go to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations in order that they 


may make a report upon them before I myself. 


have an opportunity of being heard upon them. 
I ask, is that fair? F introduced a general subject 
heré, and the Senator proposes to take it out of my 
hands before I am heard—sending it to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, where it is to be dis- 
cussed and reported on in advance of my own 
explanation of it. Is there any precedent to be 
found in this or any other parliamentary body for 
a procedure of that kind? As he believes, there 
Is no instance of such resolutions being introduced 
and not referred to a committee before discussion. 
I do‘not know an instance in which any such ‘ref- 
erence has been made. I mysclf at the last session 
introduced important resolutions on the subject of 
slavery.: They were discussed here and: every- 
where. | ' | E l 
' Mr. ALLEN, (in his seat.) There is no com- 
mittee of the Senate on slavery. _ 
Mr. CALHOUN. You have a Committee on 
Territories, and that involved a territorial ques- 
tion. You may raise a special committee. There 
ig no difference in that view between a special and 
rev¢ular committee. ‘The whole drift of his motion 
—on which I shall say no more—is to take my 
own résolutions out of my own hand, so that the 
eee any make the first speech on them, to 
which I will be called upon to reply, instead of 
explaining my own resolutions. I submit whether 
that be fair. | eo | : 
“Mr: SEVIER. I hope my friend from Ohio 
will withdraw his motion. [ will only say, as one 
member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
that T have made up ho opinion with regard ‘to 
the resolutions of the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina. = = = © ee | 
“Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. I have no disposition 
to force, even if I had the power, such a motion, 
if the committee are averse to the reference; and 
therefore, at the request of the honorable chair- 
man of the committee, I beg to withdraw the mo- 
tion I have made. 70 5 l 
Allow me, sir, however, to take this occasion 
to remark, that I am gratified with the explanation 
which the Senator from South Carolina has made, 
and in relation to which he conceives that I was 
mistakén in supposing that he meant that the 
taking any territorial indemnity was identical with 
the annihilation of México.’ I did certainly un- 
derstand him ‘to say that that was to be the ulte- 
rior consequence; aiid it was the identity of con- 
sequences that he had reference to, and not the 
identity of the particular measures at the moment. 
It was my purpose to hegative the idea that the 
same consequences would flow, however remotely; 
that is to say, that the taking of territorial indem- 
nity involved an ulterior ‘necessity of annihilating 
Mexico altogether. But,‘if that" be not the view 
of the Senator, Iam glad to hear it. Because I 
ptesamed, on the first form of the proposition, 
thee would be few opinions antagonistic to his: 
afid I hope, upon the second—that is, as to territo- 
rial indemnity—I ‘shall find the Senator aiding 
those who go for indemnifying the country for ‘its 
osses in the way of lands, > = oe 
“The resolutions were then postponed until Tues- 
day, the 4th day of January next, and made the 
special order of that day. — e e 
ANNEXATION OF TERRITORY. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resdlutions heretoforesubmitted by Mr. DICKINSON: 
Resolved, That true policy requires the Government of 
the United States to strengthen its political and commercial 
relations upon this continent by the annexation of such con- 
tiguous territory as may conduce to that end, and can be 
justly obtained ; and that neither in such acquisition nor in 
the territorial orgatiization: thereof can ‘any conditions be 
constitutionally imposed or institutions be provided for or 
established inconsistent with the right of the people thereof 
powers and privi- 


to form a free sovéreign State, with the por 
leges Of the’origiial membeérg'of the Confederacy. `- 
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be best promoted, the true spiritand meaning of the Consti- 
tution be observed, and the Confederacy strengthened, by 
leaving àll questions conéerning the domesti¢ policy therein 
to the Legislatures chosen by the people thereof. - | 
Mr. DICKINSON then rose and moved that | 
the resolutions offered by him be made the special ; 
order for two weeks from to-day at one o’clock. ` 
Mr. BERRIEN. I beg to ask the Senator from | 
New York, if it is his purpose to anticipate a dis- 
cussion on the resolutions of the Senator from 
South Carolina? í D 
Mr. DICKINSON. 


I do not fully hear the 
Senator. | | 
Mr. BERRIEN. Is it the purpose of the Sen- | 
ator from New York, in the motion just submitted, | 
to anticipate the discussion on the résolutions of | 
the Senator from South Carolina? oO | | 
Mr. DICKINSON. I do not know how the | 
discussion of the resolutions offered by the honor- | 
able Senator from South Carolina can be anticipated | 
in the consideration of what he himself considered 
an independent proposition. | | 
Mr. SEVIER. I hope, Mr. President, that be- | 
fore we get into this sea of discussion we may dis- | 
pose of some public measures which now press 
upon our consideration. I would suggest, that as 
the resolutions offered by the Senators from South | 
Carolina and New York are antagonistical to a | 
very great extent, they may, with propriety, be con- 
sidered together. I hope, therefore, that the Sen- 
ator from New York will allow his to be consider- 
ed with the others. In the mean time I hope that 
we may be able to dispose of the bill for recruiting 
the ranks of the army, and also of the measures 
necessary to provide the means of feeding and 
clothing the soldiers engaged in fighting the battles | 


of their country in Mexico. ` 
Mr. DICKINSON begged to insist on his mọ- 
on. a | RR 
Mr. CALHOUN hoped that the Senator would 
fix an earlier day for the consideration of these res- 
olutions than that fixed for those which he [Mr. 
C.] had offered. S ' 
Mr. DICKINSON was desirous only of an op- 
portunity of explaining his resolutions before the 
entrance óf any other subject, which, by giving rise 
to discussion, might prevent him from doing so. ' 
Mr. CALHOUN suggested that the Senator 
could have the opportunity which he sought on 
the morning of the day after that fixed for the con- 
sideration of his [Mr. C.’s] resolutions. | 
' Mr. DICKINSON. Iam not so sure of that; 
and I prefer that my resolutions retain the priority, 
to which they are entitled in the order in which 
they were offered. I may not trespass long on the 
attention of the Senate in addressing it on the reso- 
lutions, but what little I have to say I desire to 
offer before discussion arises on other subjects. 
Mr. CALHOUN. must maké a remark here. 
The Senate has already fixed ‘a day for the con- 
sideration of my resolutions; and the Senator 
now proposes the day immediately preceding for 
the consideration of his—thus anticipating mine. 
That his resolutions shall pass without discussion 
is impossible. | Theré will be, as I take it, great di- 
versity of opinion on the ‘subject, at least’ as the 
resolutions now ‘stand. They may lead to a Jong 
discussion. Now I do not think that it would be 
treating my resolutions fairly, if, after having fixed 
a day for their consideration, the day immediately 
preceding should be set apart for the consideration 
of others which must ‘give rise to discussion, in 
consequence of which mine may be cut off. Ifthe 
Senator wishes to be heard, he can be heard on any 
intermediate day, or on the morning immediately 
after the day set apart for the consideration of my 
resolutions. eos. | i En 
Mr. DICKINSON. I do not intend to super- 
sede the Senator in any other sense than T indicatė. 
I was without the bar- when I learned that the Sen- 
ator’s resolutions were under consideration, and I 
inquired whether the motion made by the honorable 
Senator included the resolutions which I had thë 
honor to submit. The reply was that they had 
been passed over informally and were not embra- 
ced in the motion of the Senator. It was then re- 
marked by the Senator that the propositions were 
independent, and that mine could be set down for 
an earlier or later day. I therefore, in accordance 
with his suggestion, moved an earlier day, which 
was, I think, treating his resolutions with fairness 


l! anid courtesy; whilst, according to'his' own rule, 
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Resolved, That in organizing a Territorial Government for | 
territory belonging to: the United States, the principles of | 
self government upon which our federative system rests will | 


| 
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mine were treated rather unfairly, for I postponed 
their consideration till after the holidays, in order 
to meet the convenience of the Senate. Fam willing 
that they should be set down for an earlier day; 
but the holidays are approaching, and I desire an 
opportunity to explain the resolutions before I shall 
be superseded by any other discussion. I do not 
know that any other Senators wish to speak on the 
résolutions. If they do, the further consideration 
of the resolutions can be postponed till the others 
shall have been diseussed. I am quite willing to 
consent to such an arrangement. I desire only, ag 
I have said, an opportunity to state my views in 
explanation of the resolutions before the question 
is embarrassed and superseded by other questions 
supposed in the pablic mind to have a similar 
bearing. + an 
“At the suggestion of the Senator himself, I 
moved that the consideration of my resolutions 
should be fixed for a certain day, and under that 
impression I voted for making them the order for 
Monday, not imagining of course that I was to be 
foreclosed and superseded. E 
Mr. CASS. The suggestion of the Senator 
from Arkansas is entitled to have consideration. 
We are all aware that the President has submitted ` 
to Congress the necessity of additional military 
forces, and the Military Committee has had no op- 
portunity to examine the subject, but will soon 
meet and take it up. I hope whatever time may 
be fixed for the consideration of these resolutions, 
it may be distinctly understood that they are not 
to stand in the way of public business of a more 
pressing nature, demanding the immediate atten- 
tion of Corigress. I do trust that it may „be dis- 
tinctly understood before an order is made on this 
subject, that it will not be superseded by any other 
matters, — oo | i 
I must be allowed to say with regard to the re- 
solutions of the honorable gentleman from South 
Carolina, with the greatest deference to his opin- 
ions, that I myself do not see their practical import- 
ance. Iam perfectly willing to hear the viewa of 
the Senator. I know that they will be intelligent, 
striking, and that they will go to the public with 
the great weight of his character; but I must say 
that there is no man in this nation in favor of the 
extinction of the nationality of Mexico. The 
Executive has indicated his views, and they aré 
totally inconsistent with the extinction of the na- 
tionality of Mexico. ` | , 
“With respect to the resolutions I have nothing 
to say. But I must remark, that I do think that ił 
is exceed@@gly unwise, at this stage of the prose- 
cution of the war, in either branch of Congress to 
say what we will do, or what we will not do. We 
may be driven from Mexico to-morrow—it is not 
a very likely event—but how would we ook in 
the eyes of the world in that case, after having 
declared that we did not mean to sgize the whole. 
of Mexico! — 7 ey coast? 
If the resolution be intended as a vehicle of the 
opinions of the Senator ftom South Carolina, Y 
shall hear him with a great deal of pleasure; and 
his views will, I doubt not, have great weight in thé 
country; but I shall oppose any vote on the sub- 
ject; as that would be, in my judgment, unnecessary 
and impolitic. ` Sh ee 
Mr. CALHOUN. I should be very glad in- 
deed to think with the honorable gentleman from 
Michigan, that there is no person in the country 
who thinks of the extinction of the nationality of 
Mexico. ` Why, you can hardly read a newspaper 
without finding it filled with speculation upon this 
subject. The proceedings that took place in Ohio, 
at a dinner given to one of the volunteer officers of 
the army returned from Mexico, show conclusively 
that the impression entertained by the persons 
present, was, that our troops would nevér leave 
Mexico until they had conquered the whole conn- 
try. This was the sentiment advanced by the 
officer, and it was applauded by the assembly, and 
endorsed by the official paper of that State. l 
But this is not the point. The question is not 
now whether such a thing is contemplated. Fat- 
tribute no such motive to any one. ‘I look at the 
progress of events. I look at what is proposed 
and the end of it—those consequences which I pro- 
aes to avert by this resolution. Sir, let any man 
ook at the progress of this war—let him consider 
how we got into it, not expecting to get into it at 
all, for certainly the Executive officers expressed, 
in the strongest manner, their conviction that there. 
wai not thè élightest hazard of way at the umé 


n, 


o © wure vw- - 


1847. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


os 


when our troops marched to the Rio Grande. 
What next? After the war was commenced we 


' were told that the Government was to conquer a 


peace; and what have we been told since? That 
we must carry on the war vigorously. Where is 
this to end? The whole'progress towards the ac- 
complishment of this avowed object of the Presi- 
dent, to conquer a peace, has been marked by an 
earnest desire eagerly to prosecute the war; to go 
on and go on, until we find ourselves where no 
man expected. Sir, instead of being an abstrac- 
tion, these resolutions are erninently practical; 
they are intended to present to the people of this 
country a finale, probably not now anticipated, 
but which will come if proper precautions be not 
taken. It@s while the public mind is yet sound, 
and while the Senate, as I believe, is prepared 
almost unanimously to vote against such an end 
of the war, that I wish this expression of opinion 
to be made. Sir, we begin now to find the mis- 
fortune of entering into a war without a decla- 
ration of war—witlout a declaration setting forth 
to the people the causes of the war, and one upon 
which they may hold the Government responsible. 
We have got into a war by a recognition of war, 
and not a declaration, and hence the necessity for 
this resolution, to negative a result which we do 
not contemplate. No, sir, itis as practical as an 
measure that can be brought forward; for, until 
the question which arises upon these resolutions is 
decided, we shall be at a loss to know what amount 
‘of supplies, how many men, and how much money 
to grant. If it be declared, that it is not intended 
to conquer Mexico so as to destroy her nationality, 
this will throw a great deal of light upon our vote; 
but if it be contemplated to do this, then more men 
and more money will be required; and hence the 
decision upon these resolutions is the preliminary 
step tọ be taken. Sir, it was a good old practice 
in the early stages of this Government, when the 
President of these United States sent an address 
to Congress, that an answer to that address was 
repared in a Committee of the Whole, and the 
whole affairs of the nation were discussed before 
any measures were adopted. That is the course 
pursued in the British Parliament, and in the French 
Chamber of Deputies. That practice has been 
dropped, and the various subjects now come be- 


fore us piecemeal, and are referred to committees, ` 
and we have no opportunity of knowing what the : 
state of the Union is, until we are called upan to ` 
vote upon the various propositions so submitted. ` 
Now, I hope that a discussion will be had, if dis- | 
cussion be necessary, and that a vote will be taken, | 
though, if what I hear from the Senator from Michi- ` 


gan be correct, that no man contemplates the entire 


conquest of all Mexico, then we need not have a 


long discussion; and it will be very satisfactory to 
myself, at least, and I believe it will be highly sat- 
isfactory to the people generally, to have it declaréd 
that such a thing is not contemplated. 

Mr. CASS. I do not sée that the Senator from 
South Carolina has changed the aspect of the ques- 
tion. He speaks of the objects of the war. If by 
this is meant the objects to be attained by the prose- 


cution of the war, every man, woman, and child, in 


the country, can understand them. They are sat- 
isfaction and indemnity. 


has a good deal of sense in it, is to conquer a peace. 


That is the object that we have in view; we seek | 


to prevail upon the Mexican Gayernment to con- 
sent to an amicable adjustment; that is the object 
sought by the nation, and I do not see how it is to 
be attained by such resolutions as these. Now, 
the honorable Senator says that. the decision of 
these resolutions may guide us as to the amount of 
force to be raised. I take it, sir, that most of us 
in the Senate, the Executive, and a great majority 
of this nation, intend to go on with the war until 
Mexico will consent to an honorable peace; and I 
take it, that a majority of the Senate, and of the 
House of Represéntatives, will vote the necessary 
means for this purpose. Now, what we are wil- 
ling to do at one time, we may not be willing to 
do at another; we may accept to-day what we 
Would refuse to-morrow; and we might have ac- 
cd yesterday, perhaps, what we would have 
réflised to-day. 

The course of obstinate infatuation on the part 
of Mexico, if persisted in, may compel us to do 
hereafter far otherwise than we would do now. I 
am not for agitating the question. When the time 


comes that we shall be calléd on to act constitu- | 


| other. 
| Senate upon the two questions which these reso- 


| All we seek of Mexico, . 
to use a phrase a good deal reprobated, but which 


tionally and lawfully, Jet us then act, but not by a 
previous declaration. The honorabje Senator says 
that, at a certain meeting, a proposition was made 
that Mexico must be altogetherannihilated. What, 
then, is it necessary for us to declare that such is 
not the intention? Some time since, a resolution 
was Offered for annexing Cuba to this country, and 
yet nobody thought of offering a counter resolu- 
tion that it should not be annexed; and if a propo- 
sition were made anywhere that England or France. 
should be annexed to this country, no one would 
think of recording on the Senate Journals a solemn 
declaration that we would not. It seems to me, 
that these resolutions have no practical bearing, or 
if they have, that this is not the time for their 
discussion. I leave the question. 

Mr. NILES. I have always been opposed to 
wasting much time on the discussion of abstract 
propositions, in which light I regard these resolu- 
tions, and especially the one of my honorable 
friend from New York. The discussion upon that 
resolution would not shed much light upon the 
principal question, which can only come up on a 
Territorial bill or a treaty. I regard the resolution 
of the honorable and distinguished Senator from 
South Carolina as pretty near an abstraction 
That honorable Senator is rather fond of abstrac- 
tions, and probably he has introduced a good many 
of them in the form of resolutions here. There 
does appear to me, sir, to be an intimate connection 
between the two great questions presented in these 
resolutions, and the whole legislation upon these 
subjects in regard to our peculiar, extraordinary, 
unexampled relations with a neighboring Power. 
We are called on by the Executive, in the dis- 


‘charge of his high functions, to provide additional 


means for the prosecution of this war; and with 
the view, as he tells us, of securing an honorable 
peace. Well, sir, in regard to the general propo- 
sition, I apprehend that there will be very little 
diversity of opinion here; I should hope so, sir, at 
least; for even these honorable gentlemen who— 
some of them, I believe, think that this war origi- 
nated unnecessarily and somewhat aggressively on 
our part—must nevertheless see the condition the 
country is in, and that whatever may have been 
tlie origin of the war cannot now very materially 
bear upon the question. We must sustain the 
national character; we must in some way bring 
this war to a conclusion. ‘Well, sir, if the propo- 
sition of the honorable Senator have a direct and 
ao bearing upon the bill which may come 
before us in pursuance of the recommendation of 


| the President, then, sir, perhaps we may as well 


meet this Aber question in this form as in any 
I should think that the decision of the 


lutions present, would be matter of some import- 
ance to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
would give some degree of direction to the course 
of action devolving on them, and in regard to the 
additional propositions which it may be their duty 


t 


to bring before us in the prosecution of this war. 


As I have already observed, all parties will agree 
that this war should be brought to an honorable 
conclusion. What is an honorable conclusion of 
the war? Some may think that we have acquired 
honor enough already in its prosecution, and that 
we have prosecuted it as far as is justifiable. 
There are but few, however, who think so. We 
want a treaty of péace; the war must be prosecu- 
ted for that object, and it is a legitimate object; 
but, at the same time, we who represent the in- 


| terests of this great nation have or ought to have 


some little sagacity. We must look at the actual 
condition of things, and see what will be the result 
of pursuing this matter—and this question is dis- 
tinctly presented in the second resolution; that is, 
what line of policy, in the prosecution of this war, 
may lead to a result which will be much more im- 
portant, much more solemn in its consequences, 
than the attainment of an honorable peace. May 
nöt such a result follow? Is there not reason to 
fear it? and if so, it may not be amiss to Jook at itin 
advance, and as preceding the preparations which 
it may be necessary to make for the prosecution of 
the war. I believe it to be the general sentiment 
of this body that the ae of this extensive 
country is not desired. he’ next question is, 
whether we may or not be thrown into a position in 
which such a result will beconie almost inevitable. 
The Senator from Michigan tells us we cannot see 
the end of the war—that we cannot now say what 
the térms of peace should be, because, what might 
; 


i 
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‘be suitable at this time, might be very unsuitable 
atanother time. Well, then, would it not be well 
to examine, and how we are best to secure the ob- 
ject we are all aiming at, that we may not be 
drawn into the necessity of taking possession of 
the whole of Mexico? Now both of these ques- 
tions are presented in these resolutions, and the last 
one I regard as being of the greatest importance; 
and there may be difficulty in acting upon it, be- 
cause there is nothing distinct in the terms of the 
resolution ‘itself by which we are to reach the end 
desired. I believe I may say that we all wish to 
avoid the probable contingency whereby we shall 
be under the necessity of taking care of the whole 

opulation of that country, and extending our 
jurisdiction over it. Now these are great ques- 
tions, which- cannot be too carefully considered. 
I am not for abandoning this war; but, at the same 
time, I cannot but see that every step we take in the 
conquest of this country but increases our difficul- 
ty and renders the adjustment which I have alluded 
to a subject of greater difficulty. Sir, no one 
can mistake that it is the sentiment of the army— 
and the army of this country is now of sufficient 
importance to speak, and to be heard and felt— 
it is evidently, I say, their sentiment that this war 
is only to end with the entire conquest of Mexi- 
co. l have read the proceedings of the meetin 
to which the honorable Senator alluded. I rea 
them with the most profound regret. Sir, we 
hear from our countrymen abroad in the service 
of their country, (and we hear the same from 
several quarters,) that we cannot make peace 
without the subjugation of the whole nave 
When we hear from the army, which ought to ‘be 
subordinate to the civil Government, such lan- 
guage—that the army would consider itself dis- 
graced if we did not take the whole country; and 
this spreading through the country, so calculated 
to take hold of the masses,—is it not time to view 
matters carefully, and to proceed with caution? I 
think so, for one. It is not necessary to go far- 
ther into this subject; it is not necessary to look 
at the consequences that will result to our institu- 
tions; it is not difficult to see the unhappy condi- 
tion in which this country will be placed, and the 
alarming results which will follow from a change 
so great, so momentous, in our political condition, 
and in the extent ‘of our territorial possessions. 
Sir, I think there is some propriety in acting upon 
these propositions in advance of acting upon 
measures connected with this war. I certain? 
should not have propones anything of the kin 
myself; but, being , I cannot see, looking at 
the signs of the times, but that there is a manifest 
propriety in examining these questions. I am 
one who think that we ought to have indemnity 
from Mexico; that we ought to prosecute the war, 
with the end of obtaining it, if there be any rea- 
sonable prospect of getting it, by a farther exten- 
sion of our conquests. But if there is not such a 
prospect—if we have already proceeded far enough 
to be convinced that peace is not to be obtaines 
by extending our dominion,—then comes the grave 
question, whether we shall fall back upon some 
such proposition as that which was offered by the 
distinguished gentleman from South Carolina a} 
the last session, and content ourselves with the 
occupation of a portion of their territory, oF 
whether we will make the calamities of war fall 
with increased force upon the enemy, and then 
induce them to make peace. But will they be in- 
duced to do this by breaking up the fragments of 
the Government they have, and resolving: that 
country into the primitive condition of a popula- 
tion without a Government? I think it involves a 
serious doubt, whether, after we have done that, 
we shall not be farther from the end than we are 
at present. I will yield my objections against 
diverting the attention of the Senate to the discus- 
sion of“abstract propositions, so far as those prop- 
ositions have a bearing upon the subject that may 
come before us for our consideration. Believing 
this to be the case in regard to one of these propo- 
sitions, I shall not offer any opposition to its dig- 
cussion. I hope it ‘will come up at an early day. 
I know theré are important matters of business, 
important bills—one of them in relation to our 
foreign mail service—which, I hope, will be con- 
sidered at an early day; and I greatly fear, that if 
these two propositions are taken up, the discus- 
sion will consume a month, at least, of our time, 
beforé we can do anything in’ regard to these 1m- 
portant matters of business. 
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Mr. DICKINSON. Anxious as I am to obtain 
a discussion upon the resolutions which | have 
offered, I am not sufficiently anxious to desire that 
discussion to the exclusion of any important busi- 
ness. I believe, however, they are not altogether 
abstractions; and I believe I can call my honorable 
friend from Connecticut to witness they are not. 
I believe my honorable friend is one of the most 
practical members of this hody, and that he never 
discusses abstractions; yet the honorable Senator, 
in presenting resolutions from the Legislature of 
Connecticut, so far departed from his usual prac- 
tical course as to address.the Senate at some length. 
I do not complain of this, for I acknowledge that 
the remarks of the Senator were entirely agreeable 
to my mind; and the honorable Senator has also 
favored the Senate with extended remarks upon 
the question now pending. Ifthe resolutions had 
been abstractions, he certainly would not have 
discussed them. I believe, sir, that if some of 
these questions were settled, a greater good would 
be accomplished than if we were to pass all the 
bills which can be brought before this body. I 
will add, sir, that in conversing with the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina, an arrangement, 
which is entirely satisfactory, has been agreed 
upon, and, therefore, I withdraw my motion to 
make the resolutions which I have offered the order 
of the day. 

ROUTE TO CALIFORNIA. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, submitted on Thursday last by Mr. 
Pearce, and it was agreed to: 


Resolved, That one thousand additionarcopies of the notes 
of a military reconnoissance from Fort Leavenworth to San 
Diego, by Lieutenant William H. Emory, and of Colonel 
Cook’s report, bz printed for the use of the Senate, and that 
the Secretary of the Senate be directed to cause to be en- 
graved or lithographed an equul nuinber of the map accom- 
panying Lieutenant Emory’s report and such of the botanical, 

ological, and other illustrations as the Committee on the 

ontingent Expenses of the Senate may approve and di- 
rect. 


THE LATE GEORGE C. DROMGOOLE. 

The following message was received from the 
pie of Representatives by Mr. Campbell, their 

erk: - 

‘s Mr. Presment: I am directed to notify the 
Senate of the death of the Hon. Georce C. 
DromGoo_e, late a member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, from the State of Virginia.” ° 


The resolutions'adopted by the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the occasion having been read— 

Mr. MASON rose, and di dressed the Senate as 
follows: g 

I discharge a melancholy duty, Mr. President, 
in asking the Senate to extend the customary. evi- 
dences of respect to the memory of the very dis- 
tinguished gentleman wfiose death has just been 
announced to us. . 

Georce Coxe Dromeooteg, a Representative 
‘elected from the State of Virginia to the present 
Congress, died at his residence in the county of 
Brunswick, in that State, on the 27th day of April, 
in the present year. 

He had ‘just closed the fifth term of his service 
in the House of Representatives, and been re- 
elected by a constituency amidst whom he was 
born, when the irrevocable mandate was issued 
which now numbers him with the dead. 

Nature had formed him for a statesman of the 
highest order, and, soon distinguished by popular 
favor, his inclinations and habits of mind at once 
directed him to the paths of public life. A clear 
head and sound heart assured alike unshaken loy- 
alty to his country and inviolable faith to his 
friends. 

When just éntering upon manhood, he was 
chosen a delegate to the General Assembly of Vir- 
ginia, and, with an interval of but two years, du- 
ring which he declined a reélection, from that time 
forth continued a Representative of the people 
until his career was closed in death. 

In 1829 he was chosen a member of the Conven- 
tion called to revise the Constitution of the State— 
a body selected with great care by the people of 
Virginia, composed of our wisest statesmen, and 
‘numbering amongst its members men who adorned 
ih oe their impress upon the age in which they 

ived. 

From the House of Delegates he was transferred 
to the Virginia Senate, and whilst presiding officer 
of that body, in the year 1835, was elected to the 
House of Representatives of the United States. 

It was my fortune to be associated with him in 
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the public councils, both of our honored State and | 
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Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL begged leave simply 
to state, that during the last session of Congress, 
as every gentleman now here who was then a 
member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
would well recollect, a vast number of similar pe- 
titions were referred to that committee. 


ee acer EO ees ~ — 


of this Confederacy, and to witness from their early | 
development in youth to the maturity of riper years |! 
that solidity of mind and strong and clear discern- | 
ment which so rarely accompanies the quick wit || 
and ready thought that distinguished the career of | 
this gifted man. The SPEAKER reminded gentlemen that de- 
With ardent temperament and decided opinions, || bate was not in order. If debate arose upon a 
General DromGoo.e always stood allied with par- | petition, it must of necessity go over under the 
ty; but he made no enemies—ever more ready, in |: rules. 
the stern conflicts of party, to disarm than to wound, | The question was then taken on the motion of 
or with ready and playful remark to turn aside || Mr. Boyp to refer to the Committee on Military 
acerbity. || Affairs, and decided in the negative without a 
In social life he enjoyed and deserved the strong- | division. 


est attachment of his friends; perhaps never more |} Mr. BRODHEAD and Mr. SMITH, of Con- 
signally shown than in the incidents connected |! necticut, simultaneously moved to ref it to the 
with the election which but a few days preceded |} Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

his death, when his constituents, by a diminished || And the question being taken on this motion, it 
vote, evinéed, that although they could chasten, || was agreed to: Ayes 120, noes not counted. 

they would not dismiss their Representative. Mr. JOHN Q. ADAMS also presented a pe- 

Of his infirmities, sir, it may become him to || tition of Photius Kavasales, praying Congress to 
speak, who himself has none; let their memory be || pass a law authorizing the petitioner to change his 
buried in the tomb, where now reposes all that į; name, and moved its reference to a select com- 
was mortal of the statesinan, the patriot, atid the || mittee. 
friend. Debate arising on the reference of said petition, 
@ | move, sir, the following resolutions: it was laid over under the rule. 

Resolved, unanimously, That the Senate has heard with || Also, the petition of John Mitchell, of the State 
Cone Dronante, a represeutative elect fram die Stata of || Of Maine, praying a pension for a wound received 
Virginia, which has Deen communicated by the House of || °” board the United States ship Alabama while 
Representatives. | engafed in firing a salute in May tast in honor of 

Resolved, That in testimony of their respect for the mein- |! the victories achieved by Generals Scott and Tay- 
ory of the deceased, the Senators will wear the usual badge lor. Referred to the Gommittee on Invalid Pen- 
ly Cer pee of respect, that the Senat sions n Í , 

e ¢ . 
do now a OANT, ù ! a E aa Also, the petition of John P. Andrews, of Sa- 

The resolutions having been unanimously adopt- lem, Massachusetts, praying for an amicable ter- 

ed, the Senate adjourned. mination of the war with Mexico. Referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Other petitions were also presented— 

From the State of Massachusetts: By Messrs. 
| HALE and PALFREY. 
| From Rhode Island: By Mr. CRANSTON. 

From Connecticut: By Mr. ROCKWELL. 

From New York: By Messrs. HUNT, HALL, 
HOLMES, GOTT, and MACLAY. 

From Pennsylvania: By Messrs. POLLOCK, 
HAMPTON, and STEWART. : 

From Maryland: By Mr. EVANS. 

From Virginia: By Mr. BOCOCK, | 

From North Carolina: By Mr. BARRINGER. 

From Georgia: By Mr. KING. 2 
From Kentucky: By Messrs. FRENCH and 
| 


ee 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, December 20, 1847. 


The Journal of Saturday having been read— 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose to a question of 
the accuracy of the Journal. He submitted to the 
Speaker (for he had not been able to hear distinct- 
ly the reading of the Journal) whether it did not 
omit to state that that portion of the report of the 
Committee on Rules which was journalized as 
having been rejected, was recommended by the 
committee to be rejected? He believed there was 
no notice taken in the Journal of the recommenda- 
tion of the committee. 

The SPEAKER remarked that there was no 
written report made to that effect; that the rule first 
reported remained as a rule for the consideration of 
the House—the question being on its adoption. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania stated, it was | 
true, that the committee recommended it should | 
be rejected. The Chair believed such verbal re- 
commendations had not formerly been the subject 
of notice on the Journal. | 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. It is not stated on 

| 


BOYD. 

From Tennessee: By Mr. GENTRY. ° 

From Ohio: By Messrs. VINTON, CROW- 
ELL, and DICKINSON. 

From Mississippi: By Mr. THOMPSON. 

From Illinois: By Messrs. SMITH, LIN- 
COLN, and FICKLIN. 

, From Alabama: By Messrs. HOUSTON, HIL- . 

LIARD, and GAYLE. 

From Missouri: By Messrs. JAMIESON and 
PHELPS. 

From Arkansas: By Mr. JOHNSON. 


STATE RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. CRANSTON presented certain resolutions 
of the Legislature of the State of Rhode Island, 
in favor of the plan of Asa Whitney for a rail- 
road from Lake Michigan to the Pacific; which 
resolutions were laid upon the table and ordered to 

| be printed. l , 

Mr. PHELPS presented certain resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Missouri, asking 
Congress to create a new Territory west of the 
State of Missouri. , 

Also, asking a grant of land to aid in improving 
the navigation of the Osage river; which resolu- 
tions were appropriately referred and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JOHN A. ROCKW ELL, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Phineas Capen, administrator of John Cox, de- 
ceased. : 

Also, a bill for the relief of Robert Roberts; 
which bills were read a first and second time and 
committed. 

Also, an adverse report on the case of John R. 

Williams. Laid on the table. 


the Journal that I moved its rejection. 
The SPEAKER. TheJournal will be amended 
so as to state the fact. 
Here the conversation dropped, and the Journal, 
as thus amended, was approved. 


The SPEAKER stated that, with the leave of 
the House, he would call for petitions in the order 
of the States, for reports from committees, and for 
resolutions in the order of the States, in the order 
prescribed by the rules of the House. If the 
House would submit to this, it would promote its 
convenience and the expedition of business. 

The suggestion being acquiesced in, by the gen- 
eral consent of the House— i 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call fer— 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS presented a petition pray- 
ing for peace, and asked its reference to a select 
committee. | 

Mr. BOYD moved its reference to the Commit- | 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 


Mr. GIDDINGS demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose and (in reference 
to the prayer of the petition for peace) desired to 
ask, peace with whom? It does not say. 

Mr. J.Q. ADAMS moved that the petition be 
read, as it was very short. 

ae motion being agreed to, the petition was 
read. ; 

Mr. BOYD modified his motion, and moved the 
reference to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. DANIEL P. KING, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the 
relief of Mary Brown, widow of Jacob Brown, a 
revolutionary pensioner. Read a first and second 
time and committed. - 


» 
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BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, notice having been given, 
obtained leave to introduce a hill relative to post- 
age on newspapers. Read a first and second time 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. HENLEY, notice having been given, ob- 
tained leave and introduced a joint resolution to 
amend an act entitled ** An act to establish'certain 

ost routes and for other purposes,” approved 

arch 3, 1847. Read a first and second time and 

referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON, having obtained 
leave, introduced a bill for the relief of Russell 
Goss. Read a first and second time and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Notices of motions for leave to introduce bills 
were given, as follows: 

By Mr. PEASLEE: Of a bill for the settlement 
of the claims of New Hampshire against the Uni- 
ted States, and also of a bill to change the place of 
holding courts in New Hampshire. 

By Mr. N. K. HALL: Of a bill concerning costs 
in civil suits and proceedings in the name of the 
United States. 

By Mr. E. B. HOLMES: Of a bill to erect for- 
tifications and establish a military depot at or near 
the mouth of Genesee river, on Lake Ontario, in 
the State of New York. 

By Mr. CROZIER: Of a bill making an appro- 
priation of the public lands for the benefit of the 
deaf, dumb, and blind. 

By Mr. RHETT: Of a bill authorizing the sev- 
eral States in the Union to lay tonnage duties on 
all vessels or steamboats entering their ports or 
harbors, for the purpose of improving the naviga- 
tion of the said States. | 

By Mr. GOGGIN: Ofa bill making further ap- 

ropriations of land to satisfy Virginia military 

and warrants for services during the revolutionary 
war, and for other purposes connected with such 
services. 

By Mr. DUER: Ofa bill to repeal so much of 
chapters 33 and 63 of the act of the last session of 
Congress as increase the franking privileges of 
members of Congress, and forbid the transmission 
of newspapers free of postage to a distance not ex- 
ceeding thirty miles from the office of publication. 

By Mr. TALLMADGE: Of a bill for the es- 
tablishment of a branch of the mint of the United 
States in the city of New York. 

Also, a bill for the rescue and protection of per- 
sons and property which may be shipwrecked on 
the Affantic coast. 

By Mr. THIBODEAUX: Of. a bill relating to 
the collection district of New Orleans and for other 
purposes. l 

.By Mr. LINCOLN: Ofa bill to amend an act 
entitled ‘* An act to raise for a limited time an ad- 
ditional military force and for other purposes,” 
approved February 11, 1847. 

By Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL: Of a bill to 
make appropriations of certain proceeds of public 
lands in aid of education, and also of a bill to re- 
vise the consular system of the United States. 
_ By Mr. R. SMITH : Of a bill making an appro- 
_priation for the improvement of the Mississippi 
river; of a bill making provision for the widows and 
orphans of officers and soldiers killed in the present 
war with Mexico, or who have died in the service; 
of a bill to provide for completing the Cumberland 
road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and 
Missouri; and also of a bill granting lands to aid 
in the construction of certain railroads in the State 
of Illinois. 

By Mr. CATHCART: Of a bill to reduce the 
minimum price of the lands acquired of the Miami 
Indians; and of a bill to provide for the prosecu- 
tion of the work upon the harbor at Michigan City, 
in Indiana. 

By Mr. JOHN W. HOUSTON: Of a joint 
resolution of the thanks of Congress to Major 
General Zachary Taylor, the officers and men 
under his command, for gallant conduct at the bat- 
tle of Buena Vista; which were read, by common 
consent, for the information of the House: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
thanks of Congress are due, and they are hereby tendered, 
to Major General Zachary Taylor, and through him to the 
officers and soldiers of the regular army and of the volun- 
teer#under his‘ command, for their indomitable valor, skill, 
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and gaod conduct, conspicuously displayed on the 22d and 
23d days of February last, in the battle of Buena Vista, in 
defeating a numerous Mexican army, consisting of four times 
their number, and composed of chosen troops under their 
favorite commander, General Santa Anna, and thereby ob- 
taining a victory over the enemy which, for its signal and 
brilliant character, is unsurpassed in the military annals of 
the world. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States te re- 
quested to cause to be struck a gold medal, with devices 
emblematical of this splendid achievement, and presented 
to Major General Taylor, as a testimony of the high sense 
entertained by Congress of his judicious and distinguished 
conduct on that memorable occasion. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause the foregoing resolutions to be communi- 
cated to Major General Taylor in such manner as he may 
deem best calculated to effect the ubjects thereof. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. JOHN Q. ADAMS, 


Resolved, That the same number of pages be employed for 
the use of this. House that were employed previous to the 
twenty-seventh Congress—viz: twelve. 


MreGRINNELL moved the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire whether the President hgs authorized the 
fitting out a vessel to convey officers of the United States 
army, navy, or other persons to the Mediterranean, for the 
purpose of exploring and surveying the Dead Sea; an 
whether the Constitution and Jaws of the United States giv 
the President authority so to do; and, further; whether the 

Jonstitution gives to Congress the power to pass laws autho- 
rizing the exploration, surveying, and improving the harbors 
and rivers of the United States. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL inquired why this res~ 


olution was directed to the Judiciary Committee? 
Mr. GRINNELL said he thought that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary was the proper committee 
to inquire into the subject. 
The resolution giving rise to debate, was laid 
over, under the rule. 


On motion of Mr. TRUMAN SMITH, 


Resolved, That a select committe of five be appointed, 
whose duty it shall be to inquire into and ascertain the aver- 
age value of the foreign silver coins in circulation in the 
United States which usually pass for one-eighth and one- 
sixteenth of a dollar; and that they consider what measures 
should be adopted to substitute forsuch coins the dimes and 
half-dimes of the United States, with liberty to report by bill 
or otherwise, as they see fit. 


Mr. TRUMAN SMITH moved the following 


resolution : 


Resolved, That,the memorials and petitions from citizens 
of the United States who suffered by the <=poliations of the 
French prior to the 30th of September, 1800, now on the files 
of the Clerk of this House, be taken therefrom and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Mr. WICK said it was his desire to debate this 
resolution. 
It was therefore laid over, under the rule. 


On motion of Mr. NICOLL, 


Resolved, That it be referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads to inquire into the expediency of abol- 
ishing the presen@postage on transient newspapers, and of 
substituting in its place the samc postage as is now charged 
on newspapers regularly mailed by publishers thereof. 


Mr. MURPHY asked leave to introduce the 
following joint resolutions: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring herein,) That Congress 
regards the enlightened policy of the sovereign Pontiff of 
Rome, in extending to his people toleration of political opin- 
ion, a liberal press, and constitutional guarantees, and in re- 
moving religi@us disabilities, as demanding its admiration, 
inasmuch as such measures are founded upon principles 
cherished by the people of the United States as the true basis 
of popular liberty, and because they area voluntary and 
peaceful tribute of power to right, unstained by blood, un- 
bought by human suffering, and equally worthy of a high re- 
ligious functionary and a wise temporal sovereign. 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring herein,) That, in view of 
these interesting events,a country to which the people of the 
United States are indebted not only for many of the arts 
which adorn life, but for many of the political institutions 
which they enjoy, it is expedient that diplomatic relations 
be opened hy this Government with the Papal States, and 
that Congress concurs with the President in his late message 
in regard thereto. 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring herein,) That the Presi- 
dent be requested to transmit a copy of these resolutions to 
Pope Pius IX. y 

The SPEAKER stated that the rules of the 
House required a member to give at least one day’s 
notice of a motion for leave to introduce a bill or 
joint resolution; and that it was not in order at this 
time to introduce bills or joint resolutions. 

Mr. MURPHY moved to suspend the rules to 
enable him to introduce said joint resolutions. 
Disagreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HUNT, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instrneted 
toinquire into the expediency ofestahlishing a system of com- 
rarcial reciprocity between the United States and the 
province of Canada, with a view to the admission of the pro- 


ducts of either country into the ports of the other on a foot- 
ing of equality. 
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On motion of Mr. CONGER, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting a 
pension to Ruth Hornbeck, formerly widow of Wm. Scutt, 
for the services of said Scutt as a soldier of the Revolution ; 
and that said committee be authorized for this purpose to 
withdraw from the files in the Pension Office all the papers 
ofsaid Ruth rélating to said application. 


On motion of Mr. SLINGERLAND, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of making an appropria- 
tion to remove the obstruction to the navigation of the Hud- 
son river, in the State of New York. 


’ On motion of Mr. S. LAWRENCE, 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of Pensions send to 
this House the papers of John Manley, on file in his office, 
in aid of his application for a pension; and that such pa- 
pers be referred to the Comniittee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions. 


On motion of Mr. GOTT, 


Reso'ved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting a pen- 
sion to L. B. Canfield, for injuries received while in the 
service of the United States, and a captain in the 23d regi- 
ment of infantry, in the war with Great Britain in 1813; and 
that said committee be authorized, for this purpose, to with- 
draw from the files in the Pension Office all the papers of 
the said Canfield relating to said application. 


On motion of Mr. McILVAINE, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so 
amending the post office Jaws, as to provide for the free 
transit of newspapers through the mail within the county 
in which they are published. 


On motion of Mr. POLLOCK, 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
Jaw for the allowance of reasonable conipengation to the 
clerks of the District Courts of the States, for the labor per- 
formed by them in making out the returns exhibiting the 
operations of the Jate bankrupt law of the United States, 
called for by a circular of the Secretary of State, in execu- 
tion of a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 
28th Congress. 


On motion of Mr. POLLOCK, 


Resoloed, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of giving 
to the postmaster at Northumberland, Pennsylvania, a fixed 
salary in lieu of the compensation at present received—the 
said office being a distributing office, and the per centage 
arte existing law being inadequate to the labor per- 
ormed. 


On motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire and report to this House on the expe- 
diency of abolishing the present missions by Chargés des 
Affaires to Sardinia and Naples, and substituting therefor, to- 
gether with the mission lately recommended by the President 
to the Papal States, a full mission, by Minister Plenipoten- 
tiary or Ambassador, to Italy, with Secretaries of Legation 
to reside at Rome, Turin, and Naples. d 


On motion of Mr. ANDREW STEWART, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of granting a pension 
to Andrew Flanagan, an officer in the army during the late 
war with Great Britain. 


On motion of Mr. ALEXANDER EVANS, 


Resolved, That the Clerk cause the usual number of cor- 
rect copies of the Rules and Orders of this House as amended, 
together with the Constitution of the United States and the 
Joint Rules and Orders of the two Houses, to be printed for 
the use of the House, and that he shall prepare correct in- 
dices thereto to be printed therewith. 


Mr. McLANE moved the following resolution, 
which was read and laid over under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War furnish this House 
with the report and map of First Lieut. Emory, of the Corps 
of Topographical Engineers, of the route of the army under 
General Kearny from the Missouri to the Pacific, with such 
parts of the report of Lieut. Colonel Cook as are necessary to 
illustrate his deviation from the route of General Kearny; and 
also the report and map of Lieutenant Abert, of the Corps of 
Topographical Engincers, of his examination ofthe province 
of New Mexico; and also copies of any further reports in 
relation to the operations of the army in Mexico which have 
been received at the same department after the date of the 
annual report of the Secretary of War. 


On motion of Mr. McLANE, 


Resolved, That the accompanying copy of a memorial, 
addressed to the Postmaster General by certain merchants 
and traders of the city of Baltimore, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, with instructions 
to inquire into the expediency of so amending the existing . 
Jaws for the transportation of the mails as will allow the 
Postmaster General to contract for extra mail service as the 
interest of the commercial community may require. 


On motion of Mr. LIGON, 


Resolved, That the papers relating respectively to the 
claims of Samuel T. Anderson, Levi Collina, John Knight, 
and John Knott, now on file in this House, or with the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, be withdrawn therefrom, and refer- 
red to the Committee of Claims. 


Mr. GOGGIN moved the following resolution, 
which was read and laid over under the rule: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this Héuse any instructions 
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which may have been evel to any of the officers of the 
army or navy of the United States, or other persons, in re- 
pard:to the return of President General Antonio Lopez. de 
Banta Anna, or any other Mexican, to the Republic of Mex- 
eo, prior or subsequent to the order of the President or Sec- 
retary ‘of War, issued'in January, 1846, for the march of the 
-army from the Nueces river across the <‘ stu us deserts” 
‘which intervene to the Rio Grande; that the date ofall such 
instructions, orders, and correspondence, be set forth, to- 
gether with the. instructions and orders issued to Mr. Slidell 
at any time, prior or subsequent to his departure for Mexico 


_as Minister Plenipotentiary of the'United States to that Re- 


public. 
On motion of Mr. BEDINGER, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of manufacturing an 
additional number of arms at the national armories of Har- 
per’s Ferry and Springfield. 


Qn motion of Mr. BOCOCK, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire:into the expediency of provi- 
ding by law that deputy postmasters, instead of the compen- 
sation now allowed then, shall receive the rate of commis- 
sion specified in the act passed on the lst day of March, 
1847, entitled “An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act to re- 
duce the rates of postage,” ”” &c.; said commissions, however, 
to be computed on the quarterly receipts of their offices in- 
stead of on the annual receipts, as in said act provided. 
= 2, Resolved, That the said committee inquire into the ex- 
pediency of further providing that the Postmaster General 
be authorized, in his next settlement with the deputy post-. 

asters, to carry back his compensation on the basis of the 

oregding resolution, to the Ist day of March, 1847, and allow 
to said deputy postmasters any balance which may appear 
in their favor‘on such computation. 

Mr. BOCOCK submitted the following resolution, 
which was read and laid over under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be requested to 
communicate to this House what inconvenience, if any, 
would result from carrying hack his settlement, as ahove.in- 
dicated, to the 1st day.of March, 1847; what amount would 
thereby be taken from the department; and any other facts 


in his knowledge tending to show the propriety or impropri- 
ely of such an enactment. 


On motion of Mr. BARRINGER, 


Z Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Officeand Post 
Roads inquire into the expediency of increasing the commis- 
gions and emoluments of the pastmasters of the small class 
of offices in the United States. 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES moved the following 
resolution, which was read and referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means: 


Resolved, That the moneys deposited with the several States 


and Territories, as aloan from the treasury of the surplus ; 


revenue, ‘be now called for by the Government of the United : 
States l 


before resort be had to another loan. 


tipn: 


Mr. T. B. KING moved the following resolu- ' 


Resolved, That it shall be the duty of the Speaker, as soon ; 


as practicable after the passage of this resolution, to cause 


the desks to be removed from this Hall, the seats to remain . 


as they are until some better arrangement can be made, which 


is confided to him; and that a Jarge table be placed in front : 


of the Clerk’s desk for the use of the members. 


` Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved the previous. 


question. 


Mr. McLANE moved to lay the resolution on - 


the table; which was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. GARNETT DUNCAN, 


gtructed to inquire into the expediency and propriety of ex- | 


tending the benefit of the provisions of tire 9th section of the |: 


act of the llth of February, 1847, entitled “An act to raise, || in suid Territory of New Mexico, on the charge or for the 


for a limited time, an additional military farce,” &c., to such 
officers as may have been commissioned upon promotion 
from the ranks whilst in Mexico, during theirterm of service; 
and aiso, whether substitutes who may have taken the places 
Ai their principals, and served out their terms, should not 

#0 have the benefit of said section extended to them; and 
that said committee report by bill or otherwise. ` 


On motion of Mr. CROZIER, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and 
it is hereby, instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
paying volunteers for horses that may have been lost by them 
during the Mexican war, on account of their heing thrown 
overboard during storms for the safety of vessels, and for 
such as may have died for want of reasonable and proper 
vessels and means of transportation, and for such other cases 
as they may think proper and right, not provided for by ex- 
isting laws; and that said committee have leave to report 
by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. COCKE moved the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War report to this House 
the number of regulars enlisted and volunteers received 
into the service of the United States since the commence- 
ment Of hostilities between the United States and Mexico; 
what number of the same have been killed in battle, or died 
from waunds received in battle; what number have died 
from disease, and what number have been discharged as 
unfit for service in consequence of disability produced by 
diseasé¢. That he also report the strength of each regiment 
when mustered into service, and their strength according 
tq the latest returns; and the State where raised, and the 
amount of the regular army at the time of the commence- 


ment of the war. 


Mr. STANTON moved the following resolu- 


tion; which was read and laid over, under the 
rule: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to this House any correspondence which may have 
recently taken place with the British Government relative 
to the adoption of principles of reciprocity in the trade and 
shipping of the two countries; provided such communica- 
tion shall not, in his judgment, conflict with the public 
interest. 


Mr. GENTRY moved the following resolution; 
which was read and Jaid over, under the rule: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate to this House the instructions 
given to John Slidell as Minister Plenipotentiary and Am- 
bassador Extraordinary to the Government of Mexico. 


On motion of Mr. GEO. W. JONES, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to report a bill reviving and extending the pro- 
visions of ‘certain ‘acts ‘granting pensions to the widows of 
revolutionary soldiers, ‘approved July 7, 1838, March 3, 
1843, and June 17, 1844, the last of which will expire on the 
4th of March, 1848. | 


On motion of Mr. CUMMINS, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency and pro- 
priety of repealing’so much of the thirteenth section of the 
act of the 3d day-of March, 1847, entitled “ An act to estab- 
lish certain post routes and for other purposes,” as prohib- 
jts editors and publishers of newspapers from sending their 
papers to subscribers by the mail, free of charge or postage, 
to'the distance of thirty miles from the place of publication; 
and that said committee report to this House upon the sub- 
ject at its earliest-convenience. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquireif any further laws are necessary for the protection 
of persons and passengers on board of vessels and ‘boats 
navigated by steam in the waters of the United States. 


On motion of Mr. DICKINSON, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed toinquire into the expediency of appropriating asum 
of money out of the treasury, not otherwise appropriated, 
sufficient to pay for all advances made for the subsistence 
and transportation of volunteers, before they were mustered 
into the service of the United States, since the 3d day of 
March, 1847, and of the best mode to settle, adjust, and pay 
them off. 


Mr. SCHENCK moved the following resolution, 
which was read and laid over under the rule: ` 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, at as early a day as 
practicable, copies of all orders and communicatiens sent 
by him, or from any department of this Government, to any 
officer of the United States, or other person claiming to act 
under the autharity of the United States, within or for the 
‘Territory of New Mexico, together with all replies, reports, 
or communications from any officer or officers, civil or mil- 
itary, or claiming to be such under the authority of the Uni- 
ted States, to the President, er to any department of this 
Government, such orders, communications, replies, and 
reports, having relation to the establishment and mainte- 
nance of civil or territorial jurisdiction at Santa Fé, or in 
the Territory of New Mexico, on either side of the Rio 
Grande, since the 22d day of September, 1846; and also, 


| that the President be requested to inform this House whether 


any appointment of officers has been made, or any elections 
held for a delegate to Congress, member® of a General As- 
sembly or Territorial Legistatare, or other local officers, un- 
der the organic law or constitution and the code of laws 


1, which were ordained and established by Brigadier General 


_ 4) S. W. Kearny for the Terri > ‘xie g 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- | ro erritory of New Mexico, at Santa 


Fé, on the said 22d day of September, 1846; and also, 
whether any trials have taken place, and any or other pun- 
ishment been inflicted upon persons at Taos or elsewhere, 


crime of treason, or for any other civil crime or misdemea- 
nor; whether such trials and executions wer@ had or inflict- 
ed under civil or military aw ; and how the court or courts 
were constituted which entertained jurisdiction or rendered 
judgment in any such case ; and also, that the President in- 
form this House whether the appointment of a Governor, 
Secretary of the Territory, Marshal, United States District 
Attorney, Treasurer, and Judges of the Supreme Court, in 
New Mexico, made by General Kearny, on the 294 day of 
September, 1846, and claimed by him in the order of said 
appointments as “ being duly authorized by the President of 
the United States of America,” was in fact authorized by 
him, or has been since approved, sanctioned, or recognized 3 
and whether he has authorized, recognized, sanctioned, or 
approved any subsequent appointment to civil office in said 
Territory of New Mexico; and also, that the President in- 
form this House whether compensation or salaries for official 
services have been paid or allowed to such officers in the 
Territory of New Mexico; and, if so, out of what fund or 
appropriation of money, and by what authority of law. 


On motion of Mr. HARMANSON, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and is 
hereby, instructed to inquire into the expediency of extend- 


ing the port of New Orleans to the upper limits of the city 
of Lafayette. 


On motion of Mr. LA SERE, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire into and report upon augmenting the number 
of inspectors of the customs for the port of New Orleans. 


On motion of Mr. WICK, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency and necessity of 


legislation to secure bounty lands to volunteers mustered 
into the service during the present war with Mexico, as 
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non-commissioned officers, musicians, or privates, notwith- 
standing their subsequent:promotion to company or regi- 
ment officers. 


Mr. PETTIT moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That, ifin the judgment of Congrées, it be neces- 
sary to improve the navigation of a river to expedite and 
render secure the movements of our army, and save from 
delay and Joss our arms and munitions of war, then Con- 
gress has the power to improve such river. | 

Resolved, That if it be necessary for the preservation ‘of 
the lives of our seamen, repairs, safety, or maintenance: of 
our vessels of war, to improve a harbor or inlet, either on 
our Atlantic or Lake coast, Congress has the power to muk@ 
such improvement. i 

Mr. PETTIT moved the previous question. 

Mr. SIMS moved to lay the resolutions on the 
table; on which motion the yeas and nays were 
ordered. | 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL called for a division of 
the question, so as to take separate votes on lay- 
ing each resolution on the table. 

Mr. PETTIT said, as both resolutions were 
alike, it was not in order to separate them. 

The SPEAKER decided that the resolutions 
were distinct and separate propositions, and that, 
under the express rule of the House, any member 
might call for a division of them. He thought it 
was not too late for such a call, and that, the reso- 
lutions being divided, the motion to lay on the 
table would apply to them separately. 

Mr. COLLAMER igquired if he understood the 
Speaker to say that the motion to lay on the table 
was divisible? 

The SPEAKER replied to the gentleman from 
Vermont; That the question of order is not whether 
the motion to lay on the table is divisible, but 
whether the original proposition of the gentleman 
from Indiana is divisible. If the original resolu- 
tions are susceptible of division, as the Chair can- 
not doubt, and if a division of them is demanded 
under the express rule of the House, then the mo- 
tion to lay on the table, and all other motions in 
regard to them, would seem to apply separately to 
the resolutions as thus divided. 
oe SIMS appealed from the decision of the 

hair. | 

The vote having been taken in the affirmative.on 
the appeal— T 

Mr. BOYD rose and said, this was a question ef 
some importance; he therefore called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Boyp and 
PoLLock were appointed. 

Mr. HUDSON rose and said the question wag 
not understood where he sat. - | 

The SPEAKER again explained that the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Petit] offered two reso- 
lutions, which were divisible, if division were 
called for. The gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Sims] mored to lay the resolutions @n the 
table. The gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. ©: 
J, INGERSOLL] called for a division of the question, 
and the Chair, under what he conceived tq bea fair 
construction of the rule, thought the question was 
still susceptible of a division, so that the vote would 
first be taken on laying the first resolution on the 
table, and afterwards on the second. The question, 
therefore, was, Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the House? 

The question was put, and decided b tellers: 
Ayes 63, noes 87. So the decision of the Chai 
was not sustained. E 

The SPEAKER stated that the proposition of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania L r.C. J, Iş- 
GERSOLL] to have the question divided was not in 
order under the decision of the House, and that the 
question now was on laying both these resolutiong 
on the table; on which the yeas and nays had been 
ordered. | 

The question on laying the resolutions on the 
table was then put, and decided by yeas aid nays, 
as follows: i 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Black, Bocock, 
Bowdon, Boyd, Bredhead, William G. Brown, Charles 
Brown, Burt, Chase, Clapp, Franklin Clark, Howell Cobb, 
Williameon R. W. Cobb, Collins, Eckert, Feathereton, 
Ficklin, Flournoy, Goggin, Green, Hammons, Harmanson, 
Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jack- 
son, James H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, La Sére, Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, McLane, Mann, 
Meade, Miller, Morse, Murphy, Nicoll, Peaslee, Pillsbury, 
Rhett, Robinson, Simpson, Sims, Smart, Thomas, Jaco 
Thompson, Thurston, Turner, Venable, Wiliams, Wiley, 
and Woodward—70. ; 

NAYS —Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Green 
Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, Belcher, Bingham, 
Birdsall, Blanchard, Botts, Brady, Butler, Canby, Cathcart, 
Chapman, Beverly L. Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Conger, 
Cranston, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dickinson, Dixgen, 
Dounell, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dune, Éd- 


Cd 
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wards, Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, 
Fisher, Freedley, Fries, French, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Willard P. Hall, Nathan 
K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Henley, 
Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jamieson, Jenkins, 
Andrew Johnson, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas B. King, 
Danijel P. King, William T..Lawrence, Sidney Lawrence, 
Lincoln, McCfelland, McIlvaine, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, 
Morris, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Outlaw, Palfrey, Peck, 
Petrie, Pettit, Phelps, Pollock, Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, 
ockwell, Julius Rockwell, Ro- 
man/moot, Rumsey, St. John, Sawyer, Schenck, Shepperd, 
Slingerland, Robert Smith, Truman Smith, Stanton, Stark- 
weather, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, 
Strohm, Sylvester, Taylor, Tompkins, James Thompson, 
Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, William 


- Thompson, Toombs, Tuck, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, 


Wentworth, White, and Wilmot—124. 


A motion to adjourn was here made and dis- 
agreed to. 
“The question was then put, ‘‘ Is there a second 
to the previous question?’ and the House refu- 
sing to second the previous question— 

Mr. HOWELL COBB stated his intention to 
debate the resolutions, and they were laid over un- 
der the rule. | 


On motion of Mr. R. W. THOMPSON, 


œ Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into thé expediency of paying to the 
heirs and devisees of Col. Francis Vigo, late of Indiana, de- 
ceased, the sum of money, with interest, advanced by him 
to General Roger Clark, while engaged in the prosecution of 
the Illinois campaign; and that the papers on the files of this 
House in relation thereto be referred to said committee.  _ 


On motion of Mr. DUNN, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Mititary Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
monthly.and clothing pay of all non-commissioned officers 
and privates in the army of the United States, whether be- 
longing to the regular or volunteer service, and of making 
such additional allowance as may be just and reasonable to 
alf such officers and soldiers as aforesaid as have served out 
the full time of their enlistment, or may have been honor- 
ably discharged from the service during the present war with 
Mexico; dnd that they report by bill or otherwise. 


‘Mr. JACOB THOMPSON offered the following 
resolution, which was read and laid oyer under, 
the rules : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requeated to com- 
municate to this House all the information. in his depart- 
mént touching and relating to the suppression of the slave 
trade, since the ratification of the treaty of Washington in 
the year 1842. 


Mr. RICHARDSON offered the following res- 
olutions: 


Resolved, That the existing war with Mexico was just and 
necessary on our part, and has been prosecuted with the 
s6lé purpose of vindicating our national rights and honor, 
and of securjng an honorahje peace. 
~ Resolvéd, That the rejection of our repeated overtures of 
peace leaves this Government no alternative but the most 
vigorous prosecution of the war, in such manner, consistent 
with the law of nations, as will make the enemy feel all its 
calamities and burdens, and until Mexico shall agree to a 
just and ‘honorable peace, providing ‘satisfactory indemnity 

fi money or territory fur past injuries, including the expenses 
of the war. 

Ressived, That the amount of indemnity must necessarily 
depend upon the obstinacy of the enemy aod the duration of 

Swar ene le dal ome , 


~ Mr. RICHARDSON moved the previous queg- 


_ tion. 


Mr. BOTTS moved that the resolutions lie on 
heee A | | 

A motion was here made that the House do now 
adjourn, and decided in the negative, by yeas and 
nays: Yeas 58, nays 132. ` 
7 Mr. SCHENCK moved a call of the House, on 
which motion the yeas and pays were ordered. 
` "A motion was here again made that the House 
adjourn, and decided by yeas and nays in the 
negative: Yeas 96, nays 98. So the House again 
refused to adjourn, | | 
"The yeas and nays were then called on orderin 
a call of the House; and there were—yeas 107, 
hays 4: So the House decided there should be 
a call. 
` And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvurspay, December 21, 1847. 

Mr. DIX, presented the memorial of Dayid 
Whelpeley, praying compensation for hig services 
in the expedition under General Pike to the sour- 
ces of the Mississippi in 1805 and 1806; which was 
referred to the Committee of Claims. = 

Mr. D. also presénted the memorial of Amos 
Holton, formerly a quartermaster in the army,- 
praying that the accounting officers may be direct- 
ed to audit and settle his accounts; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. = 
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Mr. WESTCOTT presented the memorial of 
Charles L. Del], praying compensation for military 
services performed by him in the Seminole war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Mr. W. also presented the memorial of Francis 
Martin; an officer of the Revenue service, pray- 
ing compensation for services rendered by him ‘in 
the capacity of a lieutenant in the navy in the 
Seminole war; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BREESE presented two memorials of citi- 
zens of the State of Illinois, praying that the right 
of preémption may be allowed to the Illinois Cen- 
tral Railroad Company to the lands ove® which 
it is proposed to construct their road; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
memorial of Lavinia Taylor, widow of a deceaged 
soldier, praying a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FELCH presented the petition of Charles 
Bradbury, praying indemnity for French spolia- 
tions, prior to 1800; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DAYTON presented the memorial of Ann 
J. Hassler, widow of Charles A. Hassler, de- 
ceased, late a surgeon in the navy, praying to be 
allowed a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of Thomas 
N. Welch, administrator of Churchill Gibbs, de- 
ceased, an officer in the revolutionary army, 
praying to be allowed commutation pay; which 
pte referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 

aims. 


On motion by Mr. DIX, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Aaron Leggett, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Foreign 


Relations. 
On motion by Mr. WESTCOTT, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Alexander Watson, on the 


files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claima. 


On motion ay Mr. WESTCOTT, it was 

Ordered, That the resolutions of the Legislature of Flor- 
ida, on the files of the Senate, relating to indemnification 
for losses by Indian depredations in the Seminole war, be 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Md., it was 
Ordered, That the petition of John Devlin, on the files of 
the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Md., it was 
Ordered, That the petition of John McColgan, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


On motion by Mr. CORWIN, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the heirs of William A. 
Slacum, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


On motion by Mr. BUTLER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Milledge Galphin, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. l 

On motion by Mr. FAIRFIELD, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of William T. Sayward, and 
others, owners of the brig Canton, on the files of the Senate, 
be referred to the Committec on Commerce. | | 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Md., it was 

Ordered, That James Foster, and the heirs of John H. 
Stone, deceased, have leave to withdraw their petitions and 
papers. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 

Ordered, That the heirs of John and Henry Banks have 
leave to withdraw their memorial and papers. 


Mr. BRADBURY, Mr. BREESE, and Mr. 
BRIGHT, oe notice that on to-morrow, ar at 
some early day, they would ask leave to introduce 
certain bills which they named. 


On motjon by Mr. MANGUM, it was, 

Ordered, That the Vice President be authorized and re- 
quested to appoint a superintendent of the Senate’s unte- 
chamber. ` ` ee l 

_Mr. DAYTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire whether any Jegislation be necessary to 
carry into effect the treaty hetiveen this country and France, 
of the 8th November, 1843, for the surrender of criminals 
who are fugitives from juatice, and the 10th article of the 
treaty with Great Britain, pf August 9, 1842, upon the same 
subject; and that said committée report a bill to carry the 
provisions of said treaties into effect, if the same shall ap- 
pear to be necessary. 


Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: i 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to in- 
form the Senate if Fort Armstrong, on Rock Island, in the 
State of Ilinois, is now occupied by a military regiment; 


it and, if not, how long the same has been abandoned, in ! 
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whose charge the same is, and on what terms; and alsq, 
that he communicate his opinion if the interests-of the Got 
ernment require that said site should be reserved from sale; 
for military purposes. 

_Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered by: unanimous consent, 
and agreed.to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediepcy of-extending the 
provisions of the act entitled “ An act to regulate the excr- 
cise of the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of 
the United States in certain cases, and for other purposes,’ 
approved February 22, 1847, to all cases which have arisen 
before the Territorial courts of Iowa, or which may here- 


after arise in the State of Iowa. 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. MANGUM asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill to direct the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to purchase the patent-right of 
the conical ventilator; which was read the first 
and second times, by unanimous consent, and re- 
ferred to the Committee an Naval Affairs. _ 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. DIX asked and ob- 
tained leave to bring in a billl to repeal the act of 
2d March, 1837, entitled ‘An act concerning pi- 
lots; which was read the first and second times, 
by unanimous consent, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. | 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. DIX asked and ob- 
tained Jeave to bring in a bill concerning testimo- 
ny; which was read the first and second times, by 
unanimous consent, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Agreeably to natice, Mr. ASHLEY asked and 
obtained leave to bring in.a bill to divide the dig- 
trict of Arkansas into two judicial districts; which 
was read the first and second times, by unanimous 
consent, and referred to the Committee an the 
Judiciary. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. FOOTE asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill for the relief of 
Susan E. Gordon; which was read the first and 
second times, by unanimous consent, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. : 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Gommittee of 
Claims, reported a bill authorizing the yayment 
of a sum of money to Robert Purkis; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 

This bill haying had a second reading, the Sen- 
ate proceeded to its consideration as in committee 


of the whole, when, on motion by Mr. GREENE, 


it was 
Ordered, That it lie upon the table. 


Mr. CASS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a hill for the relief of Mary Mac- 
Rea, widow of Lieut. Col. William MacRea, late 
of the United States Army, deceased; which wag 
read and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bil) for the relief of the admin- 
istratix of Elisha L. Keen; which was read and 
passed to a second reading, : 

Ordered, That the report accompanying the bi} 
be printed. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill for the relief 
of Joseph Wilson, reported it without amendment. 

: Ordered, That the report accompanying the bill 
be printed. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported the bill for the relief of Walter R. 
Johnson; which was read and passed to a second 
reading. | E | 

Ordered, That the report acéompanying the bill 
be printed. | a 

On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dig- 
charged from the further consideration of the peti» 
tion of Caleb Gregn; and that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

On motion, the Senate ‘adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, December 21, 1847. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, rase and inquired 
if his name was recorded on the Journal as he 
found it in the Union on a yote which was taken 
yesterday. After the resolutions on the subject of 
the Mexican war were introdyced yesterday by thé 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] ete 
were two motions made to adjourn. He was re- 
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corded in the Union as having voted on one of 
those motions in the affirmative. He had voted on 
each in the negative. 
The SPEAKER stated that the gentleman was 
recorded on the Journal as having voted in the 
negative on both motions. 
The Journal was then approved. 


The SPEAKER announced the first order to be 
the calling of the States for petitions. — _ 

Mr. PETTIT rose to a question’ of order, and 
wished to know if the business first in order this 
morning was not that pending at the adjournment 
last evening, viz: the call of the States for resolu- 
tions. 

The SPEAKER stated that the — rule of the 
House prescribed that during the first thirty days 
of the session the call of the States for petitions 
was first in order. . 

Mr. PETTIT. We adjourned yesterday upon 
a call of the House; and will not the business in 
which we were then engaged he the first in order 
this morning ? . l 

The SPEAKER replied that it had been uni- 
formly decided that an adjournment suspends all 
proceedings in a call of the House. And the Chair 
would ‘state, as he had Stated yesterday, that the 
first business under the rule was the call upon all 
the States for petitions, then the call of all the 
committees for reports, and then the call of all the 
States for resolutions. 

The CHAIR then commenced the call of the 
States for petitions, commencing with the Territo- 
ry of Wisconsin, and going backwards. 

Petitions were presented— 

From Florida: By Mr. CABELL. 

From Missouri: By Messrs. JAMIESON and 

From Texas: By Mr. KAUFMAN. 

From Tennessee: By Mr. J. H. THOMAS. 

From Ohio: By Messrs. SAWYER, FARAN, 
and GIDDINGS. l 

Mr. GIDDINGS presented the memorial of 
certain citizens of the District of Columbia, repre- 
senting— 

« That the slave trade is now carried on in the District of 
Columbia to a large extent. Your petitioners, therefore, 
respectfully ask that all laws authorizing or sanctioning such 
trade within said District may be repealed. 

«& Wiliam Flaherty, Columbus McLeod, 
‘¢ William Blanchard, Wo. Greer, 
& George Savage, John T. Whitaker, 
$ «J. C. Greer, James Handley, 
« B. Milburn, Martin Buell, 
i “C. S. Fowler, J. F. Callan, 
«T. M. Milburn, H. Taylor, 
¢ Charles C. Moore, Thomas P. Vial, 
« Joseph Scholtield, ‘Thomas Fitnam.?” 

Mr. G. moved to refer this memorial to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, with instructions to inquire 
into the constitutionality of all laws by which slaves 
are held as property in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said he rose to a point 
of order. He said his point of order was, that it 
was a mere abstract proposition which was pro- 
posed to be referred to the Judiciary Committee, 
and that no action could result from the reference 
of the petition. o, , 

Mr. CLINGMAN inquired if a motion to lay 
the petition on the table had been made. 

After some conversation, the question was put 
on laying the petition on the table, and the vote 
stood: Yeas 97, nays 97, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barringer, Barrow, Bayly, Beale, Bed- 
inger, Birdsall, Black, Bocock, Botts, Bowdon, Boyd, 
Boydon, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Charles Brown, 
Buckner, Burt, Cabell, Chapman, Chase, Clapp, Franklin 
Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Cocke, Collins, Crozier, Daniel, Dickinson, Donnell, 
Alexander Evans, Featherston, Ficklin, Flournoy, French, 
Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, Goggin, Green, Willard P. Hall, 
Hammons, Harmanson, Harris, Hill, I. E. Holmes, George 
S. Houston, Inge, Jamieson, Andrew Johnson, James H. 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, John W. 
Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, T B. King, La Sére, [Ligon,] 
Lumpkin, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, McLane, 
Meade, viller, Morse, Murphy, Nes, Outlaw, Pettit. Peyton, 
Phelps, Pillsbury, Preston, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Rob- 
‘inson, Roman, Sawyer, Shepperd, Simpson, Sims, Robert 
Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Thibodeaux, 'l'homas, Tompkins, 
Jacob Thompson, ‘Toombs, Venable, Wick, Williams, Wiley, 
and Woodward . 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Green Ad- 
ams, Belcher, Blanchard, Brady, Butler, Canby, Clingman, 
Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crowell, Cummins, Dickey, 
Dixon, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Em- 
bree, Nathan Evans,Faran, Farrelly, Fisher, Freedley, Fries, 
Giddings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, 
James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Henley, Elias B. 
Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenkins, Kellogg, 
Daniel P. King, William T. Lawrence, Sidney Lawrence, 
Lincoln, Lord, McClelland, McIlvaine, Mann, Marsh, Mar- 


vin, Morris, Mullin, Nelson, Newell, Nicoll, Palfrey, Peas- 
lee, Peck, Pollock, Putnam, Reynolds, Rockhill, Julius 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, St. John, 
Schenck, Sherrill, Slingerland, Smart, Truman Smith, Stark- 
weather, Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, Strohm, 
Strong, Sylvester, Tallmadge, Taylor, James Thompson, 
Richard W. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, 
Tuck, Turner, Van Dyke, Warren, Wentworth, and White 


The SPEAKER said the Chair had uniformly 
voted on the floor to give a respectful consideration 
to all petitions when presented in proper terms; 
he, therefore, now voted in the negative. 

The motion to lay on the table was therefore 
rejected. 

Mr. SOHN G. CHAPMAN said, as the memo- 
rial had reference to the District of Columbia, he 
therefore moved its reference to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOWELL COBB stating his desire to de- 
bate the memorial, it was laid over under the rule. 

The call of the States for petitions was then con- 
tinued, and petitions were further presented— 

From Ohio: By Mr. R. DICKINSON. 

From Louisiana: By Mr. HARMANSON. 

From Alabama: By Mr. GAYLE. 

Mr. BOTTS asked the consent of the House to 
offer a resolution; but— 

Mr. PHELPS objecting, the resolution was not 
received, | 

The call of the States for petitions was then con- 
tinued, and they were presented— 

From Georgia: By Mr. T. B. KING. 

From Virginia: By Mr. FLOURNOY. 

From Maryland: By Mr. ROMAN. 

From New York: By Messrs. LORD, KEL- 
LOGG, S. LAWRENCE, TALLMADGE, N. 
K. HALL, and E. B. HOLMES. 

From Connecticut; By Mr. JOHN A. ROCK- 
WELL. 

From Massachusetts: By Messrs. PALFREY 
and JOHN Q. ADAMS. 

From New Hampshire: By Messrs. J. H. 
JOHNSON and TUCK. 

From Maine: By Mr. BELCHER. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. THIBODEAUX, notice having been given, 


obtained leave and introduced a bill relating to the 
collection district of New Orleans. Read a first 
and second time, and referred. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH, notice having been 
given, obtained leave and introduced a bill to pro- 
vide for the completion of the Cumberland road in 
the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and Missouri. 
Read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Notices of motions for leave to introduce bills 
were given as follows: 

By Mr. R. W. JOHNSON: Of a bill to settle 
the boundaries of the land districts which border 
upon the boundary line between Arkansas and 
Missouri. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: Of a bill to grant the 
right of way and of preémption to all railroads 
which-may be constructed over the public lands. 

Also, of a bill for an additional district of the 
United States courts in the State of Illinois. 

Also, a bill to establish a marine hospital at 
Chicago. - ; 

Also, a bill for the improvement of certain har- 
bors and rivers. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: Of a bill granting lands to 
aid in the construction of the Central Railroad, the 
Terre Haute and St. Louis Railroad, and the 
Northern Cross Railroad, in the State of Illinois. 

Also, of a bill relative to the Cumberland Road, 
in Illinois. 

By Mr. ROBERT SMITH: Ofa bill to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to appropriate the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands, and to grant pre- 
emption rights.” l 

Also, of a bill to establish a mail route from Bel- 
videre, in the State of Illinois, to Shullsburg, in 
Wisconsin Territory. 

_ Also, of a bill for a mail route from Elizabeth, 
in the State of Illinois, to Freeport and Rock Run, 
in the same State. 

Also, of a bill for a mail route from Freeport, in 
the State of lllinois, to Monroe and Madison, in 
the Territory of Wisconsin. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: Of a bill to establish 
eee armory at Fort Massac, in the State of 

nois. 


By Mr. FARAN: Of a bill to amend the act 
entitled ** An act extending the jurisdiction of the 
district courts to certain places upon the lakes and 


navigable waters connecting the same,” approved 
the 26th February, 1845. J 


By Mr. LA SERE: Of a bill for the relief of 
William De Buys, late postmaster at New Or- 
leans. 

By Mr. BOWDON: Of an act to increase the 
sale and promote the settlement of the public lands 
in the State of Alabama. 

By Mr. W. R.W. COBB: Of a bill to reduce 
and graduate the price of the public lands to set- . 
tlers and cultivators. 

Also, of a bill to authorize soldiers to locate 
their land warrants in forty-acre tracts. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Of a bill to establish the 
city of Brooklyn as a port of entry. 

By Mr. HAMMONS: Of a bill to extend the 
provisions of the act of June 7, 1832, entitled ‘An 
act supplementary to the act for the relief of cer- 
tain surviving officers and soldiers of the Revolu- 
tion,” to every officer and soldier who served as 
specified in said act for the period of three months. 


Mr. ADAMS asked the consent of the House 
to introduce the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to by the House: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State report to this House 
the state of the claims of Aaron Legget on the Government 
of Mextco, decided under the convention. of the 11th April, 
1839, and such action as may have been had, and the papers 
relating thereto in the Department of State, since the report 
Upon them of the Committee of Foreign Affairs in August, 
1842, referring them for further consideration to the Execu- 
tive branch of the Government. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making an appropria- 
tion to supply in part a deficiency in the appro- 
priations for subsistence in kind of the army and 
volunteers during the year ending the 30th of June, 
1848. Read a first and second time, and commit- 
ted to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

In making this report Mr. VINTON said he 
would state that it was important that the bill be 
acted on immediately. He proposed after the bill 
was referred, to move that the House resolve itself 
into a Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering this bill. He 
held in his hand a communication from the War 
Department, which he would send to the Clerk’s 
ne and asked that it might be referred with the 

ill. 

The SPEAKER stated, that under the strict ap- 
plication of the rule it was not in order to act upon 
any bill which involves appropriations the same 
day in which it was introduced. It could only be 
done by general consent. 

[A voice: “ Suspend the rules.’’] 

The SPEAKER stated further that no motion 
could be made to suspend the rules, except on 
Monday, unless it were during the last ten days of 
the session. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Isthere not an exception 
in the rule in favor of the appropriation bills? 

The SPEAKER. There is an exception in favor 
of appropriation bills which enables the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union to take 
up appropriation bills out of the order of their ref- 
erence to the committee; which order is required 
by the rule to be observed with reference to other 
bills. But there is no rule which admits of a sus- 
pension for a purpose like this. 

Mr. VINTON asked that the communication 
from the War Department be read; and after the 
House had heard it he would ask the general con- 
sent to go into committee to consider the bill. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. If the gentleman 
will allow the other committees to report, which 
will take half an hour, probably there will be no 
objection. 

‘The question was then taken and the communi- 
cation was referred. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, to which was referred the Senate 
bill for the relief of John Paul Jones, reported the 
bill back to the House with an amendment, accom- 
panied by a report. 

The bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and the report ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, to which was referred the memo- 
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rial of the Kennet Monthly Meeting of the Society 
of Friends of Chester county, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the abolition of, slayery in the District of || could not be read. They had generally been al- 
Columbia, reported that the committee asked to be j| lowed to be read as a matter of courtesy on the part 
discharged from the further consideration of the | of the House. 

memorial, and that it lie on the table. | Mr. PETTIT not persisting in his objection— 

Also, from the same committee, to which had 
been referred a bill supplementary to an act entitled 
“An act to regulate the exercise of the appellate 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in certain cases and for other purposes,” re- 
ported the same with an amendment. ! | ecutive encroachment. 

Mr. I. said the bill would involve no discussion, 2. Resolved, That any war which has for its objget the ac- 
and asked that the House would act on it imme- |! quisition of territory by conquest, brings-into question the 
diately - | national character, is in violation of the Constitution of the 

O f k fr he S t heard United States, in confliet with the genius and spirit of our 
b h some ee OM TL aia ae hi d ecard |! institutions, and dangerous to the perpetuity of the Suen 

y. the reporter, r. 1. did not press. his desire 3. Resolved, That the war in which we are how engage 
for immediate action. | was not brought on by the act of eee " 3 
Ga 4. Resolved, That the war with Mexico was brought on 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee by the unauthorized aet ofthe President of the United States, 
on Foreign Affairs, repor ted a bill directing the || in ordering the army under the command of General Taylor 
mode of settling the claims of Charles G. Ridgely. i) into territory then in possession of the Mexican Republic. 
Read a first and second time, and committed, and I| 5. Resolved, That we have no right to claim indemnity 

dered to be printed | for the expenses of a war brought on by the ill-advised and 
or ° p À ‘ : i| unprovoked act of our own public functionaries. 

Mr. VINTON rose and said that, instead of 6. Resolved, That the honor of this nation does not con- 
moving to go into Committee cf the Whole on the || sist in exacting territory from Mexico, tu which we have no 
state of the Union to-day on the bill which he had 


claim, and yjelding to Great Britain territory are title e 
. which was asserted to be “ clear and unquestionable ;”? an 
a few minutes ago reported, he would move that ‘| that to,evade the strong and pursue the weak does not pre- 
the letter from the Secretary of War, with the ac- || sent the honor, courage, or greatness of our people in their 
companying letter of the Commissary General of true light. OER, ene reer 
i : . Resolve at to exact indemnity fro > 
Subsistence, be printed, (they would probably be l] devolve upon us the necessity of making a similar demaud 
rinted and laid on their tables to-morrow morn- i| in all future wars, which would involve us in interminable 
ing,) with a view to move to go into Committee of |! conflict, or of surrendering a principle now insisted on as 
the Whole td-morrow. indispensable to the preservation of our reap D l 
: : a oe 8. Resolved, ‘hat no new territory can be aunexed to the 
The auestion being taken, the printing was or- ; United States by virtue of the war, without involving the 


The SPEAKER replied, that if the gentleman 
from Indiana insisted on his objection, the paper 


| The proposition of Mr. Botts was read, as fol- 
| lows: | 

| 1. Resolved, That among the highest duties that can de- 
| volve upon the Lepresentatives of the People is the preser- 


| vation of the national integrity, a strict observance of the 
| limitations of the Constitution, and a firm resistance to Bx- 


ed - — ee 


dered. agitation of domestic difficulties, begetting sectional animos- 
Mr. T. B. KING asked leave to offer a resolu- || ities, and weakening the ties that counect us together. 
tion. ‘| 9. Resolved, That if the conquest of territory be not the 


object of the war, we can perceive no good reason for con- 
tinuing our troops in the heart of the enemy’s country, by 
which their lives are unnecessarily exposed, and our re- 
sources uselessly expended. 

10. Re:olved, That a conquering nation: has nothing to 
apprehend from an exhibition of magnanimity and generos- 
ity to a defeated foe; and that a victorious ariny may retire 
from the pursuit of carnage and slaughter without incurring 
the imputation of retreating from the scattered and discom- 
fited forces of the enemy. 

1}. Resolved, That the most efficient, if not the only 
means of restoring a speedy and honorable peace would 
be, under proper preliminary arrangements, to withdraw our 
troops, already covered with glory and surfeited with suc- 
cess, to the true and legitimate boundary of Texas at the 
time of its annexation to the United States. 

12. Resolved, ‘That our institutions, founded on the rights 
of man, repudiate the doctrine that ‘might makes right,” 
as the freebooter’s plea -and the pirate’s law; and, so long 
as we offer an asylum to the oppressed, and recognize 
‘life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness ” amdng the in- 
alienable rights of man, we cannot insist upon the dismem- 
berment of an empire as the price of peace. 

13. Resolved, That if, upon the restoration of peace, the 
necessities of our commerce shall require a harbor in any 
part of the Mexican territory in California, we are able, and 
should be willing, to pay therefor, as would become a great 
and an honest people. 

14. Resolved, That if it shall be determined by the people, 
through their Representatives, that this war shall be further 
prosecuted in Mexico, it then becomes the duty of all par- 
lies to protect our national flag and brave army, by furnish- 
ing all needful supplies of men and money to cgrry it on 
with vigor and effect. 


Mr. RHETT rose, and inquired of the Chair 
if the previous question had been moved on the 
pending proposition of the gentleman from Illinois, 

r. RicHaRDson]? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. RHETT. Then no observations are in 
order? 

The SPEAKER. No observations are in order. 

Mr. RHETT. I will only say, I hope the pre- 
vious question will be voted down, in order that 
we may have a fair vote upon these various prop- 
ositions. | 

The SPEAKER announced the pending ques- 
tion to be on seconding the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, said he believed 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricnarpson] 
had demanded the previous question. Was it not 
now competent for him to withdraw, to receive an 
amendment, and then to renew it? Or might not 
both these propositions be offered as amendments, 
and then the previous question be renewed ? 

The SPEAKER replied, that there might be 


Mr. GEORGE S. HOUSTON called for the 
orders of the day. 


THE MEXICAN WAR. 


The SPEAKER then announced that at the ad- 
journment of the House yesterday the pending 
question was the motion of Mr. Borrs to lay the 
resolution moved by Mr. RicHarpson on the 
table. 

Mr. BOTTS withdrew the motion to lay the 
resolution on the table, in order, he said, that the 
House might take a direct vote on the resolution. 

Mr. STEPHENS inquired of the Chair if it 
was in order to have an amendment read, which 
he should offer in case the demand for the previous 
question was not seconded? l 

The SPEAKER replied that he believed it had 
been the practice of the House to allow proposi- 
tions which it was intended to offer to be read, 
although it was not strictly in order. It had been 
allowed by the courtesy of the House. _ 

The House acquiescing in this suggestion, and 
no objection being made to the reading— 

Mr. STEPHENS sent up to the Clerk’s table 
the proposition which he repeated he intended to 
offer as an amendment, in case the previous ques- 
tion were not sustained. 

It was read, as follows: 

Whereas it is no less desirable thatthe interests and honor 
of our country should be cordially sustained and defended 
so long as the present war with Mexico continues to exist, 
than that the conflict should not be unnecessarily prolonged, 
but should be terminated as soon as an honorable peace can 
be obtained; and whereas it is believed that a diversity of 
opinion prevails to a considerable cxtent as to the ultimate 
aims and objects for which the war should be prosecuted ; 
and it being proper that this matter should be settled by the 
clear expression of the legislative will, solemnly proclaimed 
to the world: 

Be it therefore resolved by the Senate und House o Te- 


sentatives of the United States in Congress assembled, ‘That 
tho prosent war with Mexico should not be waged or pros- 
ecuted “ with a view to conquest,” either by the subjugation 
or dismemberinent of that Republic. a 

Be it further resolved by the authority aforesaid, That it is 
the desire of the United States that hostilities should be ter- 
minated upon terms honorable to both parties, embracing a 
mutual settlement of the questions growing out of the “ pro- 
per and rightful”? boundary of Texas, and a full recognition 
and proper provision on her part to be made for all the just 
clainrs of our citizens against that country—the whole to be 
adjusted by negotiation, to be instituted and effected accord- 
ing to the constitutional forins of each Government respec- 
tively. 

Mr. BOTTS rose and said he had a substitute 
for the resolutions of the gentleman from Illinois, 
which he should propose when in order, and he 
now asked that it be read. 

Mr. PETTIT rose to a question of order, and 
inquired of the Speaker if it was in order to read 
these various propositions after the previous ques- 
tion had been demanded. 


offered an amendment to an amendment, so that 
all these three propositions might be voted on. 

Mr. McLANE wished to know, in case the de- 
mand for the previous question was seconded by 
the House, whether it would then be competent to 
consider amendments? 


The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 


ee ET 


Mr. WENTWORTH inquired whether it 
would be in the power of his colleague, in case he 
withdrew his demand for the previous question, to 
let in these two propositions and then renew it, so 
that the House might vote upon them? 


The SPEAKER'S reply, if any, was not heard. 

Mr. BOTTS said he honed it would be the 
pleasure of the House to vote down the previous 
question, and then to refer all these propositions to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and make them the special order for some. 
day not far distant. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, gave notice of a 
proposition which he should submit when in order, 
and asked for its reading. e 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the 
al aa of the gentleman from Indiana will be 
read. 

No objection being made— 

The Clerk commenced the reading of Mr. 
THompson’s resolutions; and before he had con- 
cluded— 

Mr. C. BROWN rose and inquired if this was 
a new proposition? [Cries of ‘* Yes, yes !”] Then 
he objected to these propositions. 

The SPEAKER said, the reading having been 
commenced by general consent, the objection came 
too late. 

[Cries of “ Read, read!’’] 


‘The Clerk accordingly continued and concluded 
the reading of the resolutions, which are as fol- 
lows: 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
in the opinion of Congress, the President of the Unite 
States should forthwith cause to be communicated to the 
Government of Mexico, that peace may be immediately 
established between the two countries upon the following 
terms, to wit: 

First. That the houndary line hetween the United States 
and Mexico shall be as follows, to wit: beginning at the 
Gulf of Mexico, near the mouth of the Rio Nueces, and 
running thence ‘northwest, with the course of said Rio 
Nueces, so as to include all the Texan settlements south 
and west of said river, made prior to the annexation of 
Texas to the United States; thence up the said Rio Nueces 
until it reaches the line which separated the Province of 
Texas, before her independence, from the Provinces ot 
New Mexico, Coahuila, and Tamaulipas ; and thence along 
said line, to the Rio Roxo or Red River. 

Second. That the Government of the United States, dis- 
avowing the intention of acquiring or holding the same by 
conquest, will purchase from Mexico, with the consent of 
the Government of Mexico, the territory embraced within 
the following boundary, to wit: beginning at a point on the 
Gulf of Mexico as near as may be to the centre of the great 
desert or prairie which lies between the waters of the Rio 
Grande and the Rio Nueces; thence, following the course 
of the centre of the said desert or prairie, northwest, to the 
range of mountains which divide the waters of the Rio 
Grande from those that run eastward to the Gulf of Mexico, 
and pursuing said range of mountains until it strikes the line 
of north latitude 36° 30 ; thence, by that patallel of latitude, 
west, to the Pacific ocean, so as to include within the Uni- 
ted States the bay and city of Monterey, in Upper Califor- 


ia. 

Third. That, in consideration of the cession of the terri- 
tory embraced within the foregoing boundary, the Govern- 
ment of the United States shall pay to the Government 
of Mexico such sum of money as may be agreed upon by 
and between commissioners to be appointed upon the part 
of each Government: Provided, That there shall be de- 
ducted out of the sum so agreed on whatever amount may 
have heen due by Mexico to the United States before the 
commencement of the war, if the sum so agreed on shall 
exceed the amount so found to be due to the United States. 

Fourth. That the Government of the United States shall 
ask from the Government of Mexico no indemnity whatso- 
ever for the expenses of the war. 

Fifth. That, so soon as a treaty of peace shall have heen 
made and ratified by and between the two Governments. the 
army of the United States shall be withdrawn from every 
portion of the territory of Mexico now or at that time in its 
possession. . 

Sizth. That the Government of the United States will 
guaranty to the Government of Mexico that all persons, now 
citizens of Mexico, who possess property within the territory 
thus proposed to be ceded ta the United States, shall con- 
tinue to kold and enjoy the same under the laws and insti- 
tutions of the United States. 


Mr. TOOMBS asked the indulgence of the House 
to permit him to have read a resolution on this 
same subject, which he had prepared. He said it 
would occupy very little of the time of the House, 
as it was very short. 

The Clerk read it, as follows: 


Resolved, That neither the honor nor the interest of this 
Republic demands the dismemberment of Mexico, or the 
annexation of any portion of her territory to the United 
States as an indispensable condition to the restoration of 
peace. 


Mr. VANDYKE said he too had some resolu- 
tions which he desired to have read. 
The Clerk then read them as follows: 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the order of 


this Government that General Taylor with his army should 
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take position on’the bank of the Rio, Graride, which resiilted 
fhithe btockate of that river and the pointing of the guns of 
tire. United States upon a Mexican town on the other side, 
Was unnecessary and unwise, was an act of aggression ‘in 
itself, and the immediate cause of conflict between the two 
nations. | 

Resolved, That the invasion .of the territories of Mexico 
south and west of the Rio Grande, either by sea or by land, 
and the storming and capturing of her towns and the slay- 
ing of her people within such territories, were acts of injus- 
ticé; cruelty, and wrong’; and that the requiring of Mexico, 
at the-péril of her national existence, to enter into treaty 
stipulations with us, while her country is surrounded by our 
navy, her capital and chief towns in our possession, her 
country subjugated and her people crushed and prostrate 
benéath our power, and with our resistiess cannon frowning 
upon her; and our conquering sword gleaming above her, 
is unreasonable and unfair towards Mexico, as one of the 
contracting parties, and unmagnanimous and unchristian in 
us. a Za wo ; F oo, . N 

Resolved, That the present war with Mexico should not 
be prosecuted any further for any purpose whatever; that 
the whole of our forces in the Mexican country should be 
withdrawn as specdily as possible, and placed on territory 
which belongs to this country; and that the Administration 
bé furnished with all the men and money necessary to pro- 
tect our troops now in Mexico, and to accomplish such 
withdrawal in the most practicable way, without harm or 
danger. o oe oe or 7 

Resolsed, That, aftér the withdrawal of our troops as afore- 
said, east of the Rio Grande, the President of the United 
States be requested to send a commissioner or commission- 
ers to Mexico, to settle the question of boundary between 
this coitntry and Mexico, together with such other ques- 
tions as may properly come before them. . | 
Mr. G.S. HOUSTON thought it possible, by 
some sort of arrahgement—by the unanimous con- 
gsént of the House—that they could have all thesé 

ropositions voted upon and disposed of at once. 

or one, he was now ready to vote upon them, and 
he supposed that every member on his side of the 
House was ready also. [Cries of ‘ Order!”] He 
desired to see the previous o applied to all 
these propositions, and the House vote upon each 
in its order. l 

[Cries of “ Order !™] . 

Mr. C. J: INGERSOLL inquired if his friénd 
[Mr. RicHarpson] had withdrawn the’ previous 
question? [Cries of ‘*No,no!’’] He hoped he 
would not. 

_The SPEAKER interposed, and reminded the 

entleéman from Pennsylvania that debate was not 
inorder. The question was, ‘Is there a second 
to:the demand for the previous question ?”’ 

Mr. STEPHENS called for telle¥s. | 

Mr. HILLIARD inquired what the previous 
question would operate upon, and whether, if there 
was no second, these propositions would not go 
over if AAt esired tadebate them. 

The SPEAKER replied that there was but one 
proposition before the House, and, if there was no 
secónd, it would go over if any gentleman desired 
to debate it. Be ca a | ka. 

ellers were then ordered, and Messrs. Turgo- 
pgeAvx and Prcx were epee and having taken 
the vote, they announced 90 in the affirmative, and 
102 in the negative. So there was no second. 
. Mr. STEPHENS then said that he proposed to 
débate this resolution. _ 

The SPEAKER: Then it will go over, of 
course.  .. l 

Mr. BOTTS said, if it were in order, he would 
move that all these several propositions be printed, 
and' referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and made the order of the day 
for the 3d of January. 

{A voice. The'special order.] | 
Mr. STEPHENS inquired if the notice he had 
given to-debate these propositions would not, as a 


-matter of course, carry them over. 


The SPEAKER required 
their seats, that the House’ mi 
business. 

[The members were standing over the whole 
surface of the floor, intently listening to the differ- 
ent propositions.) 

The SPEAKER then announeeéd ‘that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] proposed to 
debate the sad resolution before the Frouse, the 
others having been read for information, and there- 
fore were not in the posséssion of the House. 

. Mr. BOTTS supposed he could move to make 
them the special order of the day for the 34 Janu- 
ary, by general consent. 

Objections were made. ; 

Mr. SCHENCK rose to a question of order, 
He ‘understdod the original resolution was offered 
yesterday, and if objection had ‘then béen made, it 
must have gone over; but thé'sahié rule did not 


rds to take 
t proceed with its 


now. apply, arig now thë Housed right proceéd to- 


the debate. 


-e 


` 


The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, 
and called on the State of Illinois fôr resolutions. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 7 

Mr. WENTWORTH submitted a resolution, 
and on it he asked for the previous question. 

The Clerk read the resolution as follows: 

Resolved, That the General Government has the power to 
construct such harbors and improve such rivers as are 
“ necessary and proper?” for the protection of our navy 
and our commerce, and also for the defences of our coun- 
try. 

Mr. VENABLE moved to lay the resolution on 
the tabl@. . 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for the 
ñåys on that motion, 
Mr. VENABLE withdrew his motion, - _ 

A brief conversation ensued between Mr. 
GAYLE, the SPEAKER, Mr.G. S. HOUSTON, 
and Mr. WENTWORTH, on a point of order. — 

Mr. ROOT then called for tellers on seconding 
the demand for the previous question, and they 
were ordered. | oo | 

_ Messrs. Root and McCie.ianp were appointed 
tellers, and they repérted 104 in the affirmative. 
There was therefore a second. _ | 

The SPEAKER stated the next question to be, 
‘¢ Shall the main question be now put?” 7 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, before he voted, de- 
sired the mover of the resolution to give him some 
information respecting a term used in it, as he was 
somewhat at a loss to know its precise meaning. 
What did the gentleman mean by the term ‘‘ Gov- 
ernment??? o San 

The main question was ordered. 7 
Mr. WENTWORTH called for the yeas and 
nays on the adoption of the resolution; and they 
were ordered. | A | 
Mr. CUMMINS asked for a division of the 
question, so that the vote should be taken sepa- 
rately on the portions referring to military and 
commercial purposes. | | a 
The SPEAKER said the call for a division canie 
too jate. — , 
The main question was then put: ‘* Will the 
House agree to the said resolution?” and the yeas 
and nays were as follows: | 
YEAS-~Messrs, Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Green Ad- 
ams, Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, Belcher, Bingham, Bird- 
sall, Blanchard, Botts, Boydon, Brady, Buckner, Butler, 
Cabell, Canby, Chapman, Clapp, Frankiin Clark, Clingman, 
Cocke, Collamer, Collins, Conger, Cranston, Crowell, Cro- 
zier, Dickey, Dickinson, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Danie! Dun- 
can, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, 
Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Freedley, 
French, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry; Giddings, Goggin, Gott, 
Green, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Willard P. Hall, Nathan K. 
Hall, Jaines G. Hampton, pin ampon, Henley, Henry, 
Hil.iard, Elias B. Liolmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Hunt, Joseph R. Iugersoll, Irvin, Jamieson, Jenkius, 
Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, John W. Jones, Kel- 
logg, Thomas B. King, Daniel P. King, Wiliam T. Law- 
rence, Sidney Lawrence, Lincoln, McClelland, McIlvaine, 
Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Newall, 
Outlaw, Palfrey, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Pillsbury, PoHock, 
Preston, Putnam, Reynoldsz, Richey, Rockhill, Julius Rock- 
well, John A. Rockwell, Roman, Koot, Rumsey, St. John, 
Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, Slingerland, Smart, Truman 
Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, 
Charles E. Stuart, Strohm, Strong, Sylvester, Tallmadge 
Thibodeaux, Taylor, Tompkins, James Thompson, Richar 
W. Thompson; William Thompson, Thurston, Tuck, Tur- 


yeas and 


‘ner, Vandyke, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, White, Wil- 


liams, and Wiley—138. .. me: 

NAYS—Messts. Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Black, Bocock, 
Bowdon, Boyd, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Burt, Bev- 
erly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Dan- 
iel, Featherston, Ficklin, Flournoy, Fries, Hammons, Har- 
manson, Harris, Hill, Isaac E. Holmes, George 8. Houston, 
Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Ken- 
non, La Sére, Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, McCler- 
nand, McDowell, McKay, McLane, Mann, Meade, Miller, 
Morse, Nicoll, Peaslee, Phelps, Rhett, Robinson, Sawyer 
Simpson, Sims, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Venable, an 
Woodward—54. 


So the resolution was agreed to. And then— 

Mr. VINTON gave notice that he would call 
up the. appropriation bill reported by him to-day, 
early to-morrow. | 

The House then adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions were presented and re» 
ferred: m: EREN 
. By Mr. GOTT : The petition of citizens of Dewitt, Onan» 
daga county, New York, praying for an immediate termina- 
tion of the war with Mexico; and that this Government 
cginmence negotiations with foreign Governments as soon 
a3 practicable for securing treaty stipulations that shall bind 
the. contracting parties to settle all future international diffi- 
culties by pedceful arbitration. 

By Mr. GOGGIN: The petition of William Sdunders‘and 
William R: Porter, sureties of William Estis, a paymastér in 
the late war with Great Britain. Also, the petition of —— 


| 


Shiflett, of Virginia, praying to be placed on the invalid pen- | 


sion roll. | coe 
By Mr. PENDLETON: The memorial of George Taylor, 


praying indemnity for losses incurred by French spoliations - 


prior to 1800. Also, the memorial of Cassius F. Lee, trusted 
of Hodgson, on the same subject. lo 
Mary D. Adam, attorney of Duniap’s heirs, on the same’ sub- 


ject. 

By Mr. BELCHER: The petition of Louisa Dascomb and 
111 others, of the county of Franklin, in Maine. Also, the 
petition of Andrew Mitchell and 77 others; 07 Louisa 8. F. 
Jenkins and 67 others; and of Benjamin Avbott and 145 
others, of said county, all praying for a peace with Mexico. 
Also, the petition of Frederick V. Stewart and 105 others, 
for a mail route from Farmington to Kingsfield, Franklin 
county, Maine. . a a 

By Mr CROWELL: The petition of Amos Armstrong, a 
citizen of Summit county, Ohio, praying for a pension, 

By Mr. FARRELLY : The petition of citizens of Mercer 
county, for repeal of the Jaw requiring postage on news- 
papers circulating within thirty miles of the place of publi- 
cation. 

. By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of citizens of 
McLane county, [Ilinois, fora donation of land and the right 
of way for a railroad connecting the upper and lower Mis- 
sissippi with Chicago. Also, the petition from citizens of 
Iroquois and Will counties for a retorm in the present land 
system. pe 

By Mr. CRANSTON: The memorial of Philip Allen and 
others, asking payment for depredations on their property 
committed by the French Government prior to 1800. 

By Mr. VINTON: The petition of Solomon Sturges and 
others, citizens of Muskingum county, Ohio, praying that 
measures may be taken for the restoration of peace with 
Mexico. . 

By Mr. CABELL: The petition of Moses E. Levy. Also, 
the petition of the heirs of Captain Henry Pawling for com- 
mutation. cess x es a NO AAE 

By Mr. CHARLES BROWN: The memorial of Catharine 
Able, widow of a revolutionary soldier. | 

By Mr. HUNT: The petition of Calvin Bishop and others, 
for an appropriation for Buffalo harbor. . 

By Mr. NES: A petition numerously signed by citizens 
of Adams county, Pennsylvania, praying that the provision 
in the act of Congress of 34 March, 1847, requiring three 
cents postage to be paid on newspapers, &c., may be re- 

ealed.. gr ene ae Be an 
z By Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL: The memorial of S. Morris, 
Waler & Co., asking for a remission of dutiés. Also, the 
memorial of Satterlee Clark, asking for an appropriation for 
the payment of a balance due to him as paymaster, and ex- 
tra allowance, &c., being the amount of a verdict against 
the United States. . = 4 ee at as Me oe ae Se, 

By Mr. LA SERE: The petition of James W. Breedlove, 
late collector of the customs for the district of Mississippi, 
praying to be refunded the amount of counterfeit coin re- 
ceived by the cash clerk of the custom-house at New Orleans 
during his term of office. 


. as 


| IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 22, 1847. 


Mr. GREENE presented the petition of Eliza- 
beth Hamilton, widow of Alexander Hamilton, 
deceased, praying the patronage of the Govern- 
ment in the publication of the writings of her late 
husband; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Library. | EOAR 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the memorial of 
Henry M. Shreve, praying compensation for the 
use by the Government of a snag-boat, of which 
he is the inventor and patentee, and the purchase 
of his patent-right by the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce.. 

Mr. HALE presented the memorial of the 
Yearly Meeting of Anti-Slavery Friends of In- 
diana, praying for the adoption of measures for 
the immediate termination of the war with Mexico, 


and for the immediate termination of slavery. 


On presenting this petition, Mr. HALE said: © 
I suppose, Mr. President, as this petition prays 
for the exertion of all the powers of Government, 
so far as they extend, in relation to this subject, 
it includes within its purview slavery within the 
District of Columbia; and I am informed that the 
practice has obtained in the Senate, when petitions 
of this character are presented, to raise the ques- 
tion of reception, and that such a motion is laid 
upon the table, and there the matter drops. As 
this course does not accord with my own. convic- 
tion of duty, I must urge a different disposition 
of this petition; and I hope that, if exception be 
taken, it will be taken Saut this side-blow of a 
motion to lay on the table. , 
With this view, if the question of reception be 
raised, I ask that it may be taken by yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘Those in favor 
of taking the question by yeas and nays will rise. 
Mr. HALE. Was the motion made to Jay the 
motion upon the table?. — Sg eos 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is to be put as a matter of course. beatae 
Mr. HALE. I was not aware of the existence 
of. such a rule; but that being the case, I would 
like to say a single word on the main question, a$ 
the motion to lay on the table is not debatable: 


Also, the memorial of 


rd 


1847. 
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= Mr. BERRIEN said he trusted that the estab- 
lished usage of the Senate would not be departed 
from on this occasion. When a petition of this 
sort is presented, the question of reception is raised 
by a motion to lay the motion on the table. He 
would now. raise that question, by moving to lay 
the motion upon the table. 

Mr. HALE. Upon that question I ask the yeas 
and nays.. 

Mr. MASON, What isthe petition? 

The Secretary read the heading of the memo- 
rial.. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, inquired whether 
it would be in order to move a postponement of 
the question of reception till to-morrow? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
to lay on the.table has precedence. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, then said that 
his only object was that the Senate might be full 
before the question was taken. 

Mr. CALHOUN. What is the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis to lay the 
motion to receive the petition on the table. 

Mr. CALHOUN. What is the subject-matter 
of the petition ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The abolition 
of slavery in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE. If it be in order, I will state the 
subject-matter of the petition. The petition comes 
from the Yearly Meeting of Friends at Newport, 
Wayne county, Indiana, praying the termination 
of the war in Mexico; and also praying that all 
the powers vested in Congress upon the subject 
shall be exerted for the termination of slavery. 

Mr. BUTLER. That does not say anything 
about slavery in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE. Iremarked that that was included 
in.the powers which the memorialists called on 
Congress to exert. 

The question was then taken on the call for the 
yeas and nays. A sufficient number of members 
rising, the yeas and nays were ordered, and were 
taken, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bad- 

er, Bell, Berrien, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Butler, Cal- 

oun, Cass, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Downs, 
Fairfield, Felch, Foote, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, John- 
son of Louisiana, Mangum, Mason, Niles, Rusk, Sevier, 
Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—u3.. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Clarke, Corwin, Greene, Hale, 
Miller, Pheips, Underwood, and Upham—9. 


So the motion to receive the petition was laid 
upon the table. 

‘Mr. HALE presented the: memorial of David 
T. Burr and sixty-nine others, citizens of Pennsy]- 
vania, praying for such an alteration of the Con- 
stitution and laws as shall abolish slavery through- 
out the Union. 

Mr. HALE said: I do not understand that there 
is a standing rule or order of the Senate that raises 
the question whether this petition shall be receiv- 
ed, or the motion to receive it laid on the table. 
I ask whether the motion to receive the petition is 
debatable? Am I correct, sir, in supposing it is 
debatable ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is debatable. 

Mr. HALE. So understanding it, sir, I wish 
to say a single word in vindication of the course 
which I déem it. my duty to take on this occasion. 
It is with no desire to produce angry feelings, or 
excited discussion, but it is in discharge of my 
duty, under deep and the earnest convictions of 
my understanding, that I attempt to discharge 
that duty. What is the refusal of the Senate to 
receive these petitions? It is saying that there are 
some subjects on which the people shall not ap- 
proach this tribunal. 

In this day, speculation is adventurous. We 
venture to inquire into all the secrets of the mate- 
rral and the spiritual world. The researches of 
geological science have penetrated the bowels of 
the earth, and have there found the materials by 
which it is essayed to prove that 

«He who made the. world, and its age reveal’d 
To Moses, was mistaken.” 

Nay, inquiry Nie with adventurous flight t> the 
very throne of Eternity, and undertakes to scan 
the laws by which He who sits thereon governs 
His own actions and the world he has created. 
And, sir, if speculation is thus adventurous, have 
we, in the United States of America, an institution 
which exalts itself above God—defying examina- 
tion, or inquiry, or petition-even? Most emphati- 
cally, sir, do 1 conceive that at the present day the 
people of the United States have a peculiar right 


to come and ask of this body a respectful hearing 
of their petitions, and a respectful hearing on this 
very subject. Sir, itisno mere abstraction. It is 
an element of political power in the formation of 
our Constitution; it is an element on which the 
Constitution of the other House is regulated; and 
itis an element in the political discussion and action 
of the present day, which is involving the nation in 
a foreign and aggressive war, at an expense of forty 
or fifty millions of dollars annually. And if the 
people of the United States are to be thus taxed, for 
a war growing immediately and directly out of an 
institution of this character, are they to be told that 
they shall not come and respectfully present their 
petitions upon this subject? 

I have thus discharged my duty to those who 
sent me here; without any expectation of influ- 
encing the action of this.body, without any desire 
to excite angry feeling or discussion. I ask that 
the petition may be received. 

Mr. BERRIEN. The practice which has been 
adopted by the Senate has been the result of calm 
and deliberate consideration. It has protected us 
from those exciting discussions which, in another 
branch of the National Legislature, have too often 
occurred. I do not apprehend that anything which 
has: fallen from the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire, who presents this petition, is calcu- 
lated to change the well-settled conviction of the 
Senate on this subject. I, therefore, sir, the ques- 
tion of reception being before the Senate, move to 
Jay that question on the table. 

The motion to receive the petition was then laid 
upon the table. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the 
petition of D. A. Watterston,; praying compensa- 
tion for services as clerk in the office of the Sur- 
veyor General of Louisiana; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. l 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Wil- 
liam B. Slaughter, late Secretary of the Territory 
of Wisconsin, praying the repayment of money 
expended by him in the public service; which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 


On motion by Mr. YULEE, it was | 

Ordered, That Joseph H. Waring have leave to 
withdraw his petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. GREENE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Elizabeth 
Hamilton, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on the Library. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Joseph M. Shep- 
pard, administrator ef Richard Harris, deceased, 
and John Scott, administrator of Nimrod Farrow, 
deceased, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was E 

Ordered, That the memorials and ` petitions 
against the repeal of the pilot act, on the files of 
the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, 
it was 

Ordered, That the petition of William W. Hall, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. CASS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Thomas C. Shel- 
don, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


On motion by Mr. DICKINSON, it was _ 

Ordered, That the- petition of John Lorimer 
Graham, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


On motion by Mr. DIX, it was a 

Ordered, That the memorials and erence on 
the files of the Senate, in favor of the repeal of 
the pilot act, be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, gave notice that 
on to-morrow he should ask leave of the Senate to 
introduce a bill continuing the pensions of certain 
widows. 

Mr. WESTCOTT submitted the following res- 
olution, which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office be instructed to inquire whether any modification of 
the present laws relating to Patents‘and the Patent Office be 
expedient. 


Mr. CASS, from the Committee on Military 


Affairs, reported a bill to raise, for a limited time, 
an additional military force; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. l 

* Mr. CASS gave notice that he will call this bill 
up on the first opportunity , after it shall have been 
printed. 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill concerning certain 
collection districts, and for other purposes, report- 
ed it without amendment. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill supplementary to the act, 
entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the exercise of the 
appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme. Court,*in | 
certain cases, and for other purposes;’’ on which 
he asked for speedy action of the Senate, as the 
bill was applicable to cases now pending before 
the Supreme Court of the United States. It was 
intended to remedy a defect in existing laws on the 
subject. 

The bill having had its first reading, was then 
read a second time, by unanimous consent, and. 
considered as in Committee of the Whole; .and no 
amendment being made, it was reported to the 
Senate. 

_ Ordered, That it be engrossed, and read a third 
time. 

The said bill was read a-third time by unani- 
mous consent. l | 

Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title 
thereof be as aforesaid. 

Ordered, That the Secretary request the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives therein. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
following resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Breese, and it was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directéd to inform 
the Senate if Fort Armstrong; on Rock Island, in the: State 
of Illinois, is now occupied by a military regiment; and if 
not, how long the same has heen abandoned, in whose 
charge the same is, and on what terms; and, also, that ho 
communicate‘his opinion if the interests of the Government 
require that said site should be reserved from sale, for mili- 
tary purposes. 

On motion by.Mr. SEVIER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business, 
and after a short time spent therein, the doors were 
opened, and i ; 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepxespay, December 22, 1847. 
The Journal of yesterday having been read, 
Mr. LIGON rose to a correction of the Journal. 
He found that upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. G. W. Jones] to lay on the 
table the memorial presented by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Gippines] for the repeal of the 
laws authorizing. slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia, his (Mr. L.’s) name was not recorded. He 
had voted “aye.” 
[Note.—The vote on this question stood yester- 
day, yeas 97, nays 97—a tie. The Speaker voted 
in the negative, making the votė stand yeas 97, 
nays 98. So the motion was lost.] 
he SPEAKER stated that under repeated pre- 
cedents in similar cases, the gentleman had:a right 
to have his name recorded. That vote would 
change the decision of the House, as the Chair 
understood. g 
Mr. SIMS. I understand not. The vote of the 
Speaker added, would leave the result precisely the 
same. It would then be a tie-vote, and; would not 
change the result. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the. 
vote as it would be with the name of the gentle- 
man from Märyland recorded in the affirmative. 
The CLerr. Yeas 98, nays 97. 
The SPEAKER. The 12th rule of the House 
provides that— 
« In other cases (i. e. than of election by the House)'he 
ae Speaker) shall not vote; unless the House be equally 
ivided, or unless his vote, if given to the minority, would 
make the division equal; and in case of such equal. divis- 
ion, the question should be lost.” 
The vote of the Speaker would, therefore, make 
the division equal, and the motion to lay on the 
table would be lost. The Chair votes in the nega- 


tive. 

Mr. KAUFMAN inquired if, by the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Licon] changing his: vote, 
the motion to lay on the table was -not carried? 
And if the vote would not stand yeas 98, nays 96? 

The SPEAKER replied that the gentleman fram 
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Maryland did not change his vote. The gentle- 


man voted in the affirmative, but his name was not 
yesterday recorded at all. 

Here the conversation dropped, and the Journal 
as amended was approved. 


Mr. PHELPS rose and asked leave to give no- 


tice of a motion for leave to introduce a certain 


bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, under the rule 
of the House, was going to call upon the States 
for petitions, upon the committees for reports, and 
then upon the States for resolutions, and when 
resolutions were being called for, notices of bills 
will be in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired if the 
Chair had not given this construction to the rule 
of the House under which they were acting with- 
out its being brought particularly to his attention ? 
Mr. H. was understood to say, if they were 
obliged to wait every morning for the call of the 
States for petitions, and then of the committees 
for reports, they would never get entirely through 
the call of the States for resolutions. 

- The SPEAKER. The rule of the House is ex- 
press, as the gentleman will see, if he will allow 
the Chair to read it: 

‘$93. As soon as the Journal is read, the Speaker shall 
call for petitions from the members of each State and dele- 
gates from each Territory,” &c. 

‘695, The petitions having been presented and disposed 
of, reports from committees shall be called for and disposed 
of,? &e. * * * * « Resolutions shall then be called for 
in the same order, and disposed of by the same rules which 
apply to petitions,” &c. 

The order, that the Chair ‘shall call for peti- 
tions” is peremptory, as the gentleman will per- 
ceive, and it has always been the practice of the 
House. Petitions are therefore in order. 

COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 

Mr. HENLEY wanted to ask the Chair a ques- 
tion which related somewhat to the organization 
of the House. A committee was authorized, by 
the second section of the joint resolution providing 
for the letting out to contragt the printing of both 
Houses of Congress, to be appointed upon that 
subject. He believed that committee had not been 
appointed? 

The SPEAKER. No; sir. 

« Mr. HENLEY. I will then offer a resolution 
providing for it. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be re- 
ceived by the general consent of the House. 

Consent being given, the resolution was receiv- 
ed; ‘and the question being on its adoption— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that 
the joint resolution uses the word ‘ chosen,’’ and 
therefore he had some doubt whether he was au- 
thorized to appoint the committee. The gentleman 
from Indiana offers a resolution to authorize the 
Chair to appoint a Committee on Printing. The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution, which is 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Speaker be authorized to appoint a 
Committee on Public Printing, according to the provisions 
of the joint resolution entitled ‘ A joint resolution directing 
the manner of procuring the printing for the two Houses of 
Congress,” approved August 3, 1846. 

Mr. HUNT wished to make an inquiry in ref- 
erence to the order of business. After petitions, 
reports and resolutions were received, was it not 

then in order to take up the business on the Speak- 
er’s table? ; 

The SPEAKER repeated the order of business 
prescribed by the rule, viz: the call for petitions, 
for reports, and for resolutions. By the 27th rule 
it was provided that ‘‘after one hour shall have 
‘been devoted to reports from committees and res- 
‘ olutions, [not to the presentation of petitions,] it 
‘shall be in order, pending the consideration or 
‘ discussion thereof, to entertain a motion that the 
s House do now proceed to dispose of the business 
‘on the Speaker’s table and to the orders of the 
‘day.’’ It would therefore seem that the morning 
hour should commence at the time at which the 
call for reports was begun under the 27th rule. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the States 
in order for petitions, commencing with the State 
of Maine. Petitions were presented— 

' From Massachusetts: By Messrs. HUDSON, 
GRINNELL, and PALFREY. | 

- From New York: By Messrs. NICOLL, JEN- 
KINS, MULLIN, TALLMADGE, KELLOGG, 
and MACLAY. 

From Maryland: By Mr. CHAPMAN. 

From Virginia: By Mr. BOTTS. 
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From South Carolina: By Mr. BURT. 

From Kentucky : By Mr. MOREHEAD. 

When the State of Ohio was called— 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved to consider the memo- 
rial presented by him yesterday in relation to the 
slave trade in the District of Columbia, which was 
laid over for consideration. . The motion was dis- 
agreed to. 

From Louisiana: By Mr. LA SERE. 

From Illinois: By Messrs. TURNER, ROBT. 
SMITH, and LINCOLN. 

From Missouri: By Mr. PHELPS. 

From Michigan: By Mr. STUART. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Notices of motions for leave to introduce bills 
were given as follows: 

By Mr, HILLIARD: Of a bill to change the 
place of holding the United States circuit court 
for the middle district of Alabama, and for other 
purposes. 


the State of Missouri for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Osage river. 

Also, of a bill to pay’to the State of Missouri 
two per cent. upon the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands sold within the Statepf Missouri, or 
which have been reserved for the purpose of con- 
structing a road to the State of Missouri. 

‘By Mr. BINGHAM: Of a bill to grant alter- 
nate sections of land to the State of Michigan for 
the completion of the Clinton and Kalamazoo 
canal. 

By Mr. R. W. JOHNSON: Of a bill to create 
a new judicial district in the State of Arkansas. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: Of a bill for the 
relief of Shadrach Gillet and others. 

Also, of a bill to amend an act confirming cer- 
tain land claims in the State of Michigan. 

Also, of a joint resolution relating to errors and 
defective returns in certain surveys, plats, and 
field-notes. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, made an adverse report on the 
etition of Harriet Brown, widow of General 
Bean. Laid on the table, and ordered to be 
rinted. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition of the 
heirs of John Forsyth, deceased, late of the State 
of P ts Laid on the table, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

à Mr. SIMS, from the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, reported a bill to authorize attach- 
ments on mesne process in the county of Wash- 
ington, in the District of Columbia, to provide 
more speedy and effectual legal remedies in the 
said District, and for other purposes. 
and second time, committed, and ordered to be 
printed. ~ 

Mr. GENTRY, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported, that at a meeting of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs on yesterday, on motion of 
Mr. Gentry, chairman of said committee, DANIEL 
M. Barrincer, of North Carolina, was unani- 
mously appointed chairman of said committee. 
The report was read, and laid on the table. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKW ELL, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
William Culver. Read a first and second time, 
committed, and ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. LINCOLN moved the following preamble 
and resolutions, which were read and laid over 
under the rule: 


Whereas the President of the United States, in his mes- 
sage of May 11, 1846, has declared that “ the Mexican Gov- 
‘ernment not only refused to receive him, [the envoy of the 
‘United States,] or listen to his propositions, but, after a 
‘ long-continued series of menaces, have at last invaded our 
‘territory and shed the blood of our fellow-citizens on our 
‘own soil :?? 

And again, in his message of December 8, 1846, that 6 we 
‘had ample cause of war against Mexico long before the 
‘ breaking out of hostilities; but even then we forbore to 
‘take redress into cur own hands until Mexico herself. be- 
‘came the aggressor, by invading our soil in hostile array and 
‘shedding the blood of our citizens :”’ 

„And yet again, in his message of December 7, 1847, that 
“the Mexican Government refused even to hear the terms 
‘of adjustment which he [our minister of peace] was autho- 
‘rized to propose, and finally, under wholly unjustifiable 
‘ pretexts, involved the two countries in war, by invading 
‘the territory of the State of Texas, striking the first blow, 
‘and shedding the blood of our citizens on our own soil :?? 

And whereas this House is desirous to obtain a full knowl- 


| 
By Mr. PHELPS: Of a bill granting land to 
| 
| 


Read a first | 
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edge of all the facts which go to establish whether the par- 
ticular spot on which the blood of our citizens was so shed 
was or was not at that-time our own soil: Therefore, 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Presi- 
dent of the United States be respectfully requested to inform 
this House— | 

lst. Whether the spot on which the blood of our citizens 
was shed, asin his messages declared, was or was not within 
the territory of Spain, at least after the treaty of 1819, until 
the Mexican revolution. 

2d. Whether that spot is or is not within the territory 
which was wrested from Spain by the revolutionary Gov- 
ernment of Mexico. è 

3d. Whether that spot is or is not within a settlement of 
people, which settlement has existed ever since long before 
the Texas revolution, and until its inhabitants fled before 
the approach of the United States army. 

4th: Whether that settlement is or is not isolated from any 
and all other settlements by the Gulf and the Rio Grande on 
the south and west, and by wide uninhabited regions on the 
north and east. 

oth. Whether the people of that settlement, or a majority 
of them, or any of them, have ever submitted themselves to 
the government or laws of Texas or of the United States, by 
consent or by compulsion. either by accepting office, or vo- 
ting at elections, or paying tax, or serving on juries, or having 
process served upon them, or in any other way. 

6th. Whether the people of that settlement did or did not 
flee from the approach of the United States army, leaving 
unprotected their homes and their growing crops, before the 
blood was shed, as in the messa:es stated; and whether the 
first blood, so shed, was or was not shed within the enclo- 
sure of one of the people who had thus fled from it. 

Tth. Whether our ciéizens, whose blood was shed, as in 
his messages declared, were or were not, at that time, armed 
Officers and soldiers, sent into that settlement by the mili- 
tary order of the President, through the Secretary of War. 

8th. Whether the military force of the United States was 
or was not so sent into that settlement after General Taylor 
had more than once intimated to the War Departinent that, 
in his opinion, no such movement was necessary to the de- 
fence or protection of Texas. s 


By Mr. GEORGE S. HOUSTON, which was 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of re- 
ducing the maximum of compensation paid to railroads and 
L ATOOM for the transportation of the mail of the United 

tates. f ` 


By Mr. PHELPS: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a post-road from Brunswick, by the way of 
Compton’s Ferry, to Chilicothe, inthe State of Missourie 


By Mr. McCLELLAND, which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to fur 
nish this House with a copy of the report from the Bureau 
of Topographical Engineers, in reference to the commerce 
ofthe lakes and western rivers, made in conformity with a 
resolution of the Senate of the 15th Jannary last. 


By Mr. KAUFMAN, which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing, by law, postmasters to receive subscriptions 
td newspapers, periodicals, &c., and to transmit the same 
through the General Post Office to the publishers, and that 
said committee have leave to report-by bill or otherwise. 


By Mr. KAUFMAN, which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
reducing the postage on letters to a uniform rate of five cents 
on each single letter. 


By Mr. JAMIESON, which lies over: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms he authorized to 
employ a clerk, who shall receive the saine compensation 
as the Speaker’s messenger. 


By Mr. J. S. GREEN, which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pablic Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of making provision 
by general Jaws for the relinquishment of the sixteenth sec- 
tions of land, heretofore granted for the support of common 
schools, in all cases when such lands are of an inferior 
quality, and for the selection of other public lands for tha 
same purpose in lieu of the Jands thus relinquished. 


By Mr. W. P. HALL, which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reviving the act 
entitled ‘* An act to provide for the payment of horses and 
‘other property lost or destroyed in the military service of 
‘the United States,” approved January 18, 1837, as amended 
by an act entitled ** An act to amend an act entitled ‘ An act 
‘to provide payment for horses and other property lost in the 
‘military service of the United States,’ approved October 
¢14, 1837,”? and as still further amended by an act entitled 
& An act to provide for the payment of horses and other 
‘property lost or destroyed in the military service of the 
‘United States,” approved August 23, 1842, and applying’ 
the provisions of the same to the volunteers who have been 
engaged in the military service of the United States since 
the 13th of May, 1846, are now, or shall hereafter be, in 
said service; and that said committee be also instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of paying the non-commissioned 
Officers, musicians, and privates, of such volunteers, for 
parts of rations, when the United States have failed, or shall 
hereafter fail, to supply the same; and to report to this 
House by bill or otherwise. 


SUBSISTENCE FOR THE ARMY. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolv- 
ed itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
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of the Union, (Mr. J. R. Incersouv in the chair,) 


fa proceeded to the consideration of the following 
ill: 


A BILL making an appropriation to supply in part a defi- 
ciencyin the appropriations for subsistence in kind of the 
l A and volunteers duringthe year ending the 30th June, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That the 
sum of one million of dollars be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated to supply in parta deficiency in the appropriations 
for the subsistence in kind of the army and volunteers du- 
ring tbe year ending the thirtieth of June, one thousand eight 
hundred and forty-eight, to be paid out of any money in the 
treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. VINTON called for the reading of the fol- 
lowing letter: | 


a 


OFFICE OF COMMISSARY GENERAL OF SUBSISTENCE, 
Wushington, December 17, 1847. 

Sir: I have the honor to report that the appropriations 
applicable to “ army subsistence ” are nearly exhausted. 

The whole sum now remaining to the credit of such ap- 
propriations does not exceed sixty taousand dollars; and 
that sum is absolutely necessary to meet the demands of 
the recruiting service. 

Recent information from the principal cummissaries of 
subsistence in Mexico, makes it necessary for me to re- 
spectfully ask that the early attention of Congress may be 
culled to iny “estimate”? of the 9th of November, in which 
the deficiency in the former appropriations is stated, as 
drafts to tbe amount of five hundred thousand dollars may 
be daily expected to reach the United States, and, as above 
shown, this department has no means of paying them. 

Most respectfully, your obedient servant, 
GEO. GIBSON, C. G. S. 

Hon. W. L. Marcy, Secretary of War. 


Mr. VINTON desired only to say one word of 
explanation in addition to what was stated in these 
communications. ‘The estimated deficit of the sub- 
sistence department for the present year (the year 
terminating the 30th June next) was a fraction 
below four millions of dollars. It appeared from 
the statement which had just been read from the 
Commissary ’s Department, that they were in daily 


expectation of drafts from Mexico to the amount. 


of five hundred thousand dollars, with only sixty 
thousand on hand to cover demands upon them. 
as understood that the money-had been received 
in 

ated a million of dollars. The Commissary Gen- 
eral of Subsistence, who was before the Committee 
of Ways and Means, stated that they expected 
that the next train which would come down from 
Mexico would bring about the same amount of 
drafts.additional. This bill, therefore, covered not 
only those drafts known to be on the way, but those 
supposed soon to be on the way, and those alone. 
The committee made this report of appropriations 
to meet a part of the estimated deficit—one million 
of dollars only, instead of three million nine hun- 
dred thousand and odd dollars, the estimated de- 
ficit of the year—for the purpose of enabling them 
to examine the details of that deficit more carefully 
than it was in their power thus far to do. It was 
to meet the drafts that were on the way—those on 
which the money has been already received, and 
those on which it would probably be received in a 
short time. As a matter of course, they must be 
met, or the credit of the country be dishonored. 
Hg presumed there would be no objections to ma- 
king an appropriation thus far to cover the present 
and pressing exigency which was set forth in the 
communications from the department. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved that the committee rise, 
and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Is it not in order to lay 
aside this bill to be reported to the House when 
the committee rises, and proceed to other business 
before the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I suggest to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PoLLocr] that 
this course be pursued. 

_Mr. POLLOCK said it was necessary that this 
bill pass at once, and he therefore adhered to the 
motion which he had made.. If the House de- 
sired, they could go back into committee after this 
bill was passed. l 

Mr. McKAY would suggest to his friend from 
Ohio, the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, [Mr. Vinron,] whether it was not 
better to allow this bill to be laid aside and take 
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exico upon these drafts. This bill appropri-' 
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up the President’s message. He understood that 


the gentleman [Mr. Vinton] had a series of reso- 
lutions referring the message. It was important 
at this stage of the session that some action should 
be taken upon it; it was now the 22d day of De- 
cember. It was likely that there would be no de- 
hate, as he trusted there would be none, upon the 
resolutions which would be moved by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, and it was important that the 
committees proceed at once to their respective du- 
ties. 

Mr. VINTON said he had no objection to that 
course, and he would send up to the Clerk’s table 
his resolutions. 

The CHAIRMAN said he understood that no 
motion was made to rise; therefore, the resolu- 
tions would be taken up. , 

Mr. POLLOCK said he had made such a mo- 
tion, and he insisted upon it. 

Mr. VAN DYKE inquired if this was the pro- 
per time to offer an amendment to this bill? He 
understood that the appropriation of this million 
of dollars was intended to cover expenditures 
which were already incurred. If that was so, he 
had no objection to make; if it were not so, he 
wished to offer an amendment. 

Mr. VINTON (in reply to Mr. Van Dyke) 
said he had stated that the Commissary General 
informed them that $500,000 had been already 
raised in Mexico upon drafts which had been sold 
there, and which were on their way here; and 
they expected an additional amount of $500,000 
of drafts on the same account by the next train 
which would come down from DE eb 
the money had been received upon the afts in 
Mexico. ) 

The committee rose, and the chairman reported 
the bill to the House without amendment, with 
the recommendation that the bill do pass. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and was engrossed, read a third 
time, and passed, and sent to the Senate for con- 
currence. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 


Sasa W asuineton, December 22, 1847. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I communicate herewith a report of the Secretary 
of the Navy,* containing a statement of the meas- 
ures which have been taken in the execution of 
the act of 3d of March last, relating to the con- 
struction of floating dry-docks at Pensacola, Phil- 


adelphia, and Kittery. JAMES K. POLK. 


REFERENCE OF THE MESSAGE. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House again 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. J. R. IncersoLL in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
ee Message of the President of the United 

tates. 


Mr. VINTON moved the following resolutions: 


First. Resolved, That so much of the annual message of 
the President of the United States to the two Houses of Con- 
gress at the present session as has reference to the relations 
of the United States with foreign nations ; to the causes that 
brought on the war with Mexico; to the alleged invasion by 
Mexico of the State of Texas ; tothecommencement of hos- 
tilities; to the efforts made by the President of the United 
States to obtain a peace; to the cession by Mexico to the 
United States of a portion of her territory as an indemnity 
for our claims on her; to a release of Mexico from her lia- 
bilities to our citizens, and the assumption of their payment 
by the United States; tegether with the recommendation 
that the provinces of N ew Mexico and the Californias should 
be retained by the United States as an indemnity, that they 
should hereafter be considered constituent parts of our coui- 
try, and the civil laws and jurisdiction of the United States 


| extended over them; and the recommendation that the other 


Mexican provinces which have been reduced to our posses- 
sion by conquest should continue to be held as a means of 
coercing Mexico to terms of peace; and that adequate 
compensation should be fixed by law for such officers, both 
civil and military, as may be employed to conduct such 
Government,—be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Second. That so much of said message as recommends 
that Territorial Governments be established in New Mexico 
and the Californias, and the establishment of a Territorial 
Government in Oregon, be referred to the Committee on 
the Territories. : 


* For Report, see Appendix, page 40. 
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Third. That so much of said message as relates to the 
state and condition of the army, to its increase and its oper- 
ations in Mexico, together with the report of the Secretary 
of War accompanying said message, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Fourth. That so much of said message as relates to the 
establishment of tribunals to try and punish crimes, and ex- 
ercise jurisdiction in civil cases over American citizens in 
China; and so much as relates to the imposition and collec- 
tion of duties On imports into the ports of Mexico by order 
of the President of the United States, and the disbursement 
of the moneys so collected, be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, with instructions tosaid committee to inquire 
and report by what law or authority said duties are imposed 
and said inoneys disbursed. 

Fifth. That so much of said message as relates to the 
commerce, tonnage, and navigation of the country, and to 
the influence which the operation of the sub-treasury, the 
exclusion-of the receipt of bank paper in payment of dues 
to the Government, and the tariff act of 30th July, A. D. 
1846, have had and will have on the trade and currency of 
the country, together with so much of the accompanying 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury as relates to these 
subjects, be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Sixth. That so much of said message as relates to the 
subject of manufactures, and to the influence of the tariff 
act of the 30th July, 1846, on the manufactures of the coun- 
try, together with so much of the accompanying report of 
the Secretary of the Tteasury as relates to this subject, be 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures. i 

Seventh. ‘That so much of said message as relates to the 
conditional operations of tbe navy, together with the accom- 
panying report of the Secretary of the Navy, be referred to 
the Coinmittee on Naval Affairs. 

Eighth. That so much of said message as relates to the 
revenue ; of the public debt, to the increase thereof; to the 
creation of a sinking fund; to a duty on tca and coffee; 
to the collection, safe-keeping, and disbursement of the 
public moneys; to the coinage and the establishment of a 
branch mint at the city of New York; to the amendment of 
the sub-treasury act; to the estimated expenditures of the 
Government; together with so much of the accompanying 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury as relates to the sub- 
ject, be referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Ninth. That so much of said message as relates to the 
public lands; to the graduation and reduction of the price 
thereof; to the amendment of the preémption laws; to the 
surveying and bringing into market the lands in Oregon, 
together with so much of the accompanying report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury as relates to these subjects, be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

‘l'enth. That so much of said message as relates to the | 
Indian tribes, and our intercourse with them, together with 
so much of the accompanying report of the Secretary of 
War as relates to this subject, be referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Eleventh. That so much of said message as relates to the 
condition and operations of the Post Office Department; 
to the collections orf the British Post Office ; of the discrimi- 
nating postages on letters and other mailable matter trans- 
ported in American mail steamers, together with the accom- 
punying report of the Postmaster General, be referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Twelfth. That so much of said message as relates to agri- 
culture and to the relief which is therein alleged it has 
derived from the burdens of the protective policy under the 
operation of the tariff act of 30th July, 1846, and so much of 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury as relates to this 
subject, be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Thirteenth. That so much of said message as recommends 
that provision be made for the families of those who have 
fallen or died in the service in Mexico, be referred toa 
Select Committce. 

Fourteenth. That sqmuch of said message as declares that 
it may become proper for our Commanding General in the 
field to give encouragement and assurances of protection to 
such friends of peace in Mexico as will establish a Goy- 
ernment thcre able and willing to conclude a peace with ua 
‘Cand secure to us the indemnity we demand,” be referred 
to a Select Committee. 

Fifteenth. That so much of said message as relates to the 
manner in which the war with Mexico ought to be prosecu- 
ted and the policy that should be pursued in respect to it, be 
referred to a Select Committee. 


Mr. CLINGMAN desired to offer an amend- 
ment to one of these resolutions, he did not know 
which.~ He moved it be read; and, as he might not 
have the opportunity again, he should accompan 
it with some remarks of explanation. ‘The amend- 
ment is as follows: 


Resolved, That so nuch of the President’s message as re- 
lates to the acquisition of territory be referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, with instructions that, if they 
shall think it expedient that territory be acquired, then they 
shall state on what terms and conditions said territory should 
be received. i 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. Does what the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina proposes as an ament- 
ment attach to the first resolution ? 

Mr. CLINGMAN replied that he did not know 
to what resolution it would come in as an amend- 
ment. - He did not know that it was necessary to . 
one it now in order to make the remarks he wish- 
ed to. a ee 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. If the gentleman will 
allow me I will send up an amendment. > 
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Mr. CLINGMAN would not, he said, allow of 
any suggestions, as he had a right to the floor. 
Mr. C. went on to say, that, a few days ago, 
when some remarks were made as to the black 
cloud hanging over the country, he understood 
what was meant, and he was now going to discuss 
that matter. He hoped that we should have a full 
discussion of it, and he did not think that any evil 
would result from it. It was known that, upon 
one subject, he had taken a different view from 
that of many of his friends, and that he had voted 
against the rule excluding abolition petitions. ‘That 
matter was at an end. We go back (said Mr. C.) 
to the original position of the South, when the 
thirteen States became united; when, out of abun- 
dant caution, they provided that the Government 
which they established should be for the common 
benefit. Every State of the Union was to havea 
fair share in whatever was in prospect or posses- 
sion. When the lower Mississippi was acquired, 
the South did not say to the Northern and Middle 
States, Keep your old rivers of the Potomac, &c., 
but you cannot complain if we deny youany share 
in this river, and the country around it. It had 
been contended that the Constitution limitedslavery 
to the territory originally belonging to the Union. 
But twelve of the thirteen original States had 
slavery in them, and it was not reasonable to sup- 
pose that they would provide for their own exclu- 
sion from territory hereafter to be acquired. There 
wag no limitation as to slavery in the Constitu- 
tion, except the provision that the importation of 
slaves should not be prohibited by Congress prior 
to the year 1808. This provision, as he was aware, 
was the result of a compromise, by which the 
navigation laws were consented to. The Consti- 
tution covered all—bond and free—who were then 
in the Union, and all slaves who might be import- 
ed in twenty years afterwards. The idea of limit- 
ing slavery to the territory then in the Union did 
not enter the heads of the framers of the Consti- 
tution. The distribution of slaves into new terri- 
tories did not increase the number of slaves. 

A distinguished southern statesman [Mr. CaL- 
Houn] had said that new territory acquired was 
held for the benefit of all, and that Congress could 
not prevent slaves from going into such territory. 
This, he thought, was a superficial view of the 
subject. He admitted that the territory was held 
in common for all; but it did not follow that it 
~ must be used in common. It might be divided. 
The army and the treasury belonged to all in com- 
mon, but might be divided. Congress, he con- 
tended, had the same power over the Territories 
asa local legislature. But it was said that slavery 
was unnatural. Slavery was found in all ages and 
nations in the world. Some nations had not recog- 
nized property in land, but all nations had recog- 
nized it in pergons. Every nation recognized it in 
persons till within five centuries ago. It was pre- 
posterous to call the southern institution of slavery 
peculiar. It was the northern institutions which 
were peculiar. It was evident that Congress had 
recognized property in persons. If you esiablished 
slavery in all the States and Territories, or ex- 
cluded it entirely, it would be a breach of trust. 
Our Government ought to divide new territory so 
as to accommodate the South and the North. It 
was seen, at an early day, that some of the Siates, 
then tolerating slavery, would soon be relieved 
from it; and therefore the old Confederation left 
the Northwestern Territory free from slavery. 
When Missouri came into the Union, a portion of 
the territory was also set apart as free territory. 
He did not contend that the Government would be 
justified in taking territory for the purpose of 
strengthening any one portion of the Union. But 
if northern territory were obtained, let it be free; 
if southern, let it be slave-holding; and if west- 
ern, let it be divided. Able men had contended 
that Congress had power to exclude slavery, 
on the ground that it was inconsistent with a 
republican form of Government; but he could 
show that there was no such right. Some of 
his northern friends had considered the exten- 
sion of slavery as unfair to the North; but he 
showed that, in the Convention, Rufus King and 
others had admitted that some regard should be 
had to the South, in reference to representation, 
because the South possessed most of the wealth of 
the country. But as a practical objection, that of 
increase of the political power of the slave States 
had no weight. There were no slaves imported, 
and eyery slave was now represented. It wasonly 


in this House that slaves were represented; and 
that representation could not be increased by the 
extension of territory in which slavery is tolerated. 
The number of non-slaveholding States, also, 
would be multiplied much faster than that of the 
slaveholding States. 

There is no danger in the existence of mere po- 
litical parties in this country: the danger lies in 
connecting party politics with abolitionism. We 
have always had, and always will have, parties. 
Their existence is safest when they exist on the 
general conduct of an administration. The ma- 
jority and minority, coming in conflict in each 
State, enlighten each-other. The danger is when 
you divide men into classes—when you try, for 
instance, to range the poor against the rich. Then 
you appeal to men’s passions. The most danger- 
ous divisions of the people are those which you 
make by geographical lines. There is a strong 
attachment to country, which this calls up. In 
every instance of this kind, the country in which 
they occurred has been broken to pieces. General 
Washington, foreseeing these things, warned us 
against geographical divisions. The framers of 
the Constitution apprehended evil from this; but 
their fears have hitherto proved themselves un- 
founded. It is remarkable, that, for the last fifteen 
or twenty years, the candidate for President ob- 
taining a majority in the whole Union, also 
obtained a majority in both sections of the 
Union. 

Several attempts have been made to get up these 
geographical divisions. The Missouri controversy 
was got up by northern politicians. The next 
that came, he was sorry to say, came from the 
South. He was sorry that this made it necessary 
for him to refer to politicians now among us; but 
justice compelled him to make the reference. Af- 
ter the settlement of the nullification difficulties, 
Mr. Caznoun found himself in an uncomfortable 
situati The United States Telegraph became 
his or Though shorn of its strength, it still 
had its influence. It abused southern men as 
‘* collar men;’’ it abused also northern politicians. 
He quoted from the Richmond Enquirer and the 
Pennsylvanian, of the same political party, in con- 
demnation of its course. Some went even so far 
as to insinuate that the existence of the Union 
was intentionally threatened. But that he would 
not affirm or deny—he dealt only with facts. 

Meetings were held at the North. One was held 
in Philadelphia; another in Boston, in which Har- 
rison Gray Otis was one of the speakers. The 
Telegraph became more rabid in its attacks. Our 
friends at the North were cooled; and yet in the 
South (out of South Carolina) there were not five 
per cent. of the population in favor of the princi- 
ples of nullification. They numbered only about 
as many as the abolitionists in the North. 

In 1836, another attempt was made to get up this 
sectional feeling. It was represented that Mr. Van 
Buren was opposed to the South, and yet Mr. Van 
Buren was elected by both sections. In 1840, the 
attempt was again revived. The charge changed 
sides, and Mr. Van Buren’s opponent was charged 
with abolition. Yet Harrison was elected by both 
sections of the country. Abolition seeme@ to kill 
whatever it took hold of. Did time permit, it 
might be shown that it was not southern influence 
that killed Mr. Van Buren in 1844 in the Baltimore 
Convention, but the politicians who doubted his 
availability killed him. 

The leaders of the anti-slavery movement now 
say slavery must not be extended—the slave power 
must not be Increased. But all slaves are now 
counted and represented. We are told that a south- 
ern man casts a vote for himself, and three votes 
for every five slaves. To this he might, with as 
much justice, reply, that a northern man votes once 
for himself, and casts five votes for every five of 
the free colored population. Ifthe South should 
liberate her slaves, they would still bq counted in 
the population. The charge that it degrades free 
labor, is unfounded. If such objectors would carry 
out their principles, they must vote to expel the 
black population and the Irish. It is unjust to call 
us slave or man-stealers. Slaves were brought into 
this country by northern ship-owners; and the 
South might as well ask the money paid by their 
ancestors to the ancestors of the northern people 
for bringing over the slaves, as the North now to 
ask for the liberation of the slaves. 

We now hear again the language of Duff Green 
repeated at the North—‘‘ The time has come—the 


issue must be met;’? snd those who thus talk, 
boast of their bravery in meeting the issue. But 
those who are readiest to fling others into peril, are 
themselves generally the most. craven cowards. 
W hen sectional grounds turna presidential election, 
hen the Union is truly at an end. 

Mr. C. here noticed the revolution in the bearing 
of one State or section upon another, compared 
with the state of affairs existing at the time of the 
formation of the Constitution, and continued : 
Some think the South would be feeble if the Union 
were dissolved. No man would regret a dissolu- 
tion more than he; and yet the South could stand. 
She could increase her territory south, for there 
we have a weak neighbor. The North has a pow- 
erful neighbor. The South could thus easily be 
increased, while the laws of trade and commerce 
would also be in her favor. It is useless to taunt 
the South with being “‘ traitors” to freedom, while 
they can boast of Marshall, Gaston, Henry, Jeffer- 
son, Davie, and Rutledge—while they can point to 
the valor displayed at Baltimore and New Orleans, 
or to the more recent glorious deeds in Mexico, 
where the troops from Kentucky, Tennessee, and 
South Carolina so distinguished themselves. Of 
South Carolina, he would say that her people were 
generous, liberal, manly, and brave. He knew 
General Butler well; and when he fell, he left no 
nobler soldier to fight the battles of the country. 
But what was to be the résult of all this? Rufus 
King said the South would never come into the 


Confederacy; or, if it did, it would have the liber- . 


ty at any time to withdraw from it. He(Mr. C.) 
was not empowered to speak for the South. Look 
at her history for sixty years. She had tasted of 
freedom, and it did not pall upon her taste. She 
would uphold the principles of the Constitution as 
long as human courage could uphold them.- What 
the Circassian feels for liberty—what the Athenian 
felt at Thermopyle—what the Spartan king felt 
for his country—this, and more than this, is due 
from every American citizen to the Constitution. 
But even if the Constitution should be changed, 
the South will submit to no degradation;.and yet 
she will deal with the race intrusted by Providence 
to her care better than England does with her Irish 
or East India population. Nor would she ever 
extinguish them, as New England did the Pequod 
tribe of Indians. She will never sink to the level 
of Mexico, much less to that of St. Domingo. The 
‘progressive democracy ” of the North may goon as 
Rome did after the days ofthe Gracchi, or as France 
did inher revolution. It would be vain to expect thas 
the stream divided would bear as much as when 
united. ‘The separation would besad. Thesame 
sun and moon would shine upon us, but that identi- 
ty of mind and feeling would be gone; and the great 
conatitutional edifice would fade, like the palace of 
Aladdin, in the mist of the morning. How could 
we contemplate such a state of things without sor- 
row? Could he ever gaze upon the gallant Scott 
asa mere Wellington or a Soult, or could the 
North look upon ‘Taylor as an alien? Could any 
one separate Hardin from Clay, who fell side by 
side at Buena Vista? There was, he hoped, a 
strong, good common sense in the country, which 
would ever control the action of the Government— 
a community of interests which no party feeling 
could destroy. We had a common ancestry, his- 
tory, and destiny. ‘There were Adams and Jeffer- 
son; there were Bunker Hill and Yorktown; there 
were Franklin and Washington,—names whese 
power was like that of giants around the Consti- 
tution; such names and associations as no nation 
ever had. If we destroy that Constitution, we 
would deserve a situation as low as it might have 
otherwise been high. 

Mr. C. having concluded, the resolutions of Mr. 
VINTON were again read. 

Mr. CLINGMAN proposed his amendment; 
but, after a word of conversation, withdrew it for 
the present. 

Mr. GIDDINGS rose and inquired what was 
the question now before the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
whole undivided annual message of the President. 
There has been no division of the resolutions at 
all, and they are all open to consideration as a sin- 
gle resolution. . 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Has it not been usual, in 
considering the President’s message, to consider 
the several resolutions separately in the order in 
which they stand ? 


The CHAIRMAN. It is for the committee to 
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determine how they will proceed. The reso- 
lutions are divisible, or they may be considered 
together. f 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then, as a member of the 
committee, I call for a division of the question, and 
I ask for the reading of the first resolution. 

The first resolution was accordingly read. 

Mr. GIDDINGS wished to inquire whether that 
portion of the President’s message which calls 
upon Congress to make an appropriation to pay 
for slaves lost on board the Amistad, by that reso- 
lution would be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs? 

Mr. VINTON replied that that resolution re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs all our 
relations with foreign countries. This, as he un- 
derstood, was a claim set up on the part of Spain 
for an indemnity. It would therefore go to this 
committee. 

The committee rose, and the chairman reported 
progress. . 


Mr. McKAY moved that the resolutions moved 
by Mr. Vinton in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union on the President’s message 
this day be printed. Agreed to. 


- Mr. BRODHEAD offered the following resolu- 
tions, which were read, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and or- 
dered to be printed: 


Resolved, That so much of the message of the President 
of the United States to the two Houses of Congress at the 
present session, as relates to the existing war with Mexico, 
to the condition of our citizens in China, and the propriety 
of making payment to the Spanish Government in the Am- 
åstad case, together with the accompanying correspondence 
in ‘relation thereto, be referred to the Committee ou Foreign 

alrs. 

Resolved, That so much of the said message as relates to 
the condition and operations of the army, the propriety of 
increasing the same, and Jevying contributions upon the 
enemy, together with the report of the Secretary of War, 
de referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Resolved, ‘Thatsu much of the said message as relates to 
the establishinent of a Territorial Government in Oregon, 
New Mexico, and the Californias, be referfed to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to the 
condition of the treasury, to the means of obtaining money 
to prosecute the war with Mexico, the propriety of im- 
posing a duty on tea and coffee, the warehousing system, 
the constitutionai treasury, and the propriety of establish- 
ing a branch mint at New York, be referred to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to the 
graduation of the price of the public lands, the amendment 
and modification of the laws granting preémption rights to 
settlers, to the establishment of a surveyor general’s office 
in Oregon, and the grant of lands therein to actual settlers, 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to our 
relations with the various Indian tribes, and the appoint- 
ment of Indian agents west of the Rocky Mountains, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to the 
condition and operations of the navy, to the increase of sea 
steamers, together with the report of the Secretary of the 
Navy, be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to the 
progress and condition of the mail service, the operation of 
the Post Office Department, and the postage arrangements 
with foreign Governments, together with the report of the 
Postmaster General, be referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. B. gave notice that he would, at a proper 


time, offer them as a substitute to those of the gen- 


tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinton. ] 

_Mr. KAUFMAN offered the following resolu- 
tion : 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Commerce be instructed 


to inquire into the expediency of establishing a light-house 


at Sabine Pass, in the State of Texas. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTE. 


In pursuance of the act establishing the Smith- 
sonian Institution— 

The SPEAKER reappointed Mr. Hitiiarp, of 
Alabama, a regent of the said Institution; and add- 
ed Mr. Marsu, of Vermont, and Mr. McCue - 
LAND, Of Michigan, to the board of regents on the 
pari of the House, in the place of Mr. Hove and 

r. OWEN, whose terms have expired. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of 
Major G. Tochman, attorney and counsel of the 
heirs-at-law of General Thaddeus Kosciusko, pray- 
ing to give jurisdiction of their cases to the United 
States circuit court of the fourth circuit, and to 
take such measures as the Congress may deem 

roper to restrain Mr. D. Bodisco, Minister from 
tussia, from interfering with Major T.’s profes- 
sional pursuits in this country. 


On motion, the House adjourned till: twelve. 


o’clock, to-morrow. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


IN SENATE. 
Twurspay, December 23, 1847. 


The Hon. Arruur P. Baasy, of the State of 
Alabama, appeared in the Senate to-day. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of Mr. WALKER, 
his Private Secretary, transmitting a report from 
the Secretary of the Navy, in relation to the 
measures adopted under the act of the last session 
in relation to the construction of floating dry 
docks at Pensacola, Philadelphia, and Kittery; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 
John Black, late consul of the United States at 
the city of Mexicg, praying compensation for 
diplomatic services; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented the me- 
morial of the Adjutant of the United States Mili- 
tary Academy at West Point, praying that he 
may be placed on the same footing with respect 
to pay and allowances as adjutants of regiments; 
which was referred to'the Committee on Military 
Affairs. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
memorial of the Secretary and Executive Com- 
mittee of the American Colonization Society, pray- 
ing that, in the removal of colored people to Li- 
beria, they be exempted from the provisions of 
the acts of 22d February and Qd March, 1847, 
and left to the act of 2d March, 18]9, or be 
allowed to carry two passengers to every five tons 
of measurement; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CASS presented the memorial of Mary W. 
Thompson, widow of the late Lieutenant Colonel 
Alexander R. Thompson, of the Unite States 
army, deceased, in behalf of the widows and 
orphans of the army of the United States, praying 
that the present pension laws may be so amended 
as to make their pensions equal to those of the 
widows of revolutionary officers; and to continue 
them during life or widowhood, instead of five 
years only; and to include those families whose 
husbands and fathers have died in the military 
service from exposure and disease from the fate 
of an inhospitable climate. 

On presenting this memorial, 

Mr. CASS said: I hold in my hand Mr. Presi- 
dent, the memorial of the widow of an American 
officer who has fallen in battle; and after the very 
eloquent eulogium pronounced upon those officers 
by the honorable Senator from New York—an 
eulogium not less true in its sentiments than elo- 


quently expressed—I consider it perfectly unne-- 


cessary for me to do anything more than fo present 
the memorial, and move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. I therefore move its 
reference to that committee. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. CASS presented the memorial of J. Kears- 
ley, receiver of public moneys at Detroit, Michi- 
gan, praying remuneration for moneys expended 
by him for clerk hire; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


On motion by Mr. BAGBY, it was 


Ordered, That the documents relating to the claim of 
George S. Gaines, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. BAGBY, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Stephen Steele and James 
Daniel, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


On motion by Mr. DICKINSON, it was 
Ordered, That Lyon and Howard have leave to withdra 
their petition and papers. : 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Md., submitted the follow- 
ing resolution for consideration : 


Resolved, That the Seeretary of War inform the Senate: 

First. What has been the whole number of volunteer 
troops called into the service of the United States since the 
I3th May, 1846. 

Second. Of the troops so called, what has been the whole 
number discharged from such service before their term of 
service had expired, and what the number mustered out of 
the service ofthe United States. 

Third. What has been the whole number of troops in 
Mexico belonging to the regular army of the United States 
since the 13th May, 1846. | 

Fourth. What is the number of troops now in Mexico. 

Fifth. What haa been the whole number of officers and 


67 


men belonging either to the regular army or the volunteers 
who have been killed or died of wounds received in battle 
since the 7th May, 1846. 

Sixth. What has been the whole number of officers and 
men of the regular army or volunteers wounded in battle 
since the 7th May, 1846, who have not died of their 
wounds. 

Mr. BALDWIN submitted the following reso- 
lution, which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Commtttee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency and propriety of extending the 
benefit of the provision of the act of 3d of March, 1845, en- 
titled ‘ An Act renewing certain naval pensions for the 
term of five years,” to all pensions of a similar kind which 
Hoke expired since the passage of the act of 3d of March, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom had been referred 
the joint resolution in favor of David Shaw and 
Solomon T. Corser, reported it without amend- 
ment. l 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom had been referred 
the documents relating to the claim of Thomas 
Rhodes, reported a bill for the relief of Thomas 
Rhodes; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. 

Mr. BADGER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Commo- 
dore Foxall A. Parker, of the United States Navy; 
which was read and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the ap- 


. pointment of assistant pursers in the navy ; which 


was read the first and second times by unanimous 
consent, and the further consideration thereof post- 
poned until Monday. l 

[This bill authorizes the President of the United 
States to appoint, by warrant, twelve assistant 
pursers, whose compensation shall be $500 while 
on furlough or waiting orders, $750 while on shore 
duty, and $1,000 while on sea service. They are 
to be subject to all the rules aad regulations of the 
service; to give bond to the Secretary of the Navy 
in a sum not less than $10,000; and from and after 
two years from the passage of this act, all appoint- 
ments of pursers to be made from assistant purs- 
ers. 

ceca to notice, Mr. J OHNSON , of Loui- 
siana, asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill 
to continue the pensions of certain widows; which 
was read the first and second times, by unanimous 
consent, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

[The object of this bill is to continue in force the 
act of 17th June, 1844, for five years longer, from 
and after the 3d March, 1848. ] 


The following message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Mr. Campbell, their 
Clerk: 

Mr. Presiwent: The House of Representatives 
have passed a bill making an appropriation to 
supply in part a deficiency 1n the appropriation for 
subsistence in kind of the amy and volunteers 
during the year ending the 30th June, 1847. 


The said bill having been read a first and second 
time, by unanimous conseni, was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


THE MADISON PAPERS. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. CRITTENDEN 
asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill to pro- 
vide for the purchase of the manuscript papers of 
the late James Madison, former President of the 
United States. | ' 

The bill having been read a first time— 

Mr. CRITTENDEN desired that it might have 
a second reading, with a view to reference. 

The bill was then read a second time. 

[This bill allows for all the unpublished manu- 
script papers of the late James Madison $25,000; 
$5,000 of said sum to be paid to her, and the re- 
maining $20,000 to the Secretaries of State and 
Navy and Richard Smitb, to be, invested in the 
most advantageous manner for her benefit, and the 
interest to be paid over to her as it accrues; the 
same to be inalienable during her lifetime as a per- 
manent fund for her maintenance, but subject to 
be disposed of as she may please by her last will 
and testament. ] 

Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked, that he did not 
know which would be the most appropriate com- 
mittee to which to refer the bill; he supposed the 
Committee on the Library. 
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Mr. BERRIEN. Ifthe honorable Senator will 
permit me, I will observe, that this bill, at the last 
session, passed this body almost without a dissent- 
ing voice, at least by a very decided majority. 
There was a very decided expression of the will | 
of the Senate to make the purchase of these papers 
for the benefit of the venerable and estimable lady : 
to whom they belong, and I do really hope that the 
feeling of the Senate will prompt them to dispense | 
with the ordinary formal ‘mode of reference to a 
committee; and with their permission I will move 
_that the bill be now put upon its passage. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I should be most happy 
if such a course should be taken, and perhaps 
there will be no objection on the part of the Sen- 
ate. The bill is, in principle, exactly the same as 
that which passed at the last session. Accord- 
ing to the arrangement with Mrs. Madison and 
some of her friends, and reduced to the form ofa 
special contract, placed in my possession, it was 
agreed, that if the purchase of these papers should 
be made by Congress, only $5,000 of the purchase 
money was to be paid into her hands at present; 
the residue of $20,000 to be placed in the hands of 
Mr. Buchanan, Secretary of State, Mr. Mason, 
Secretary of the Navy, and Richard Smith, Esq., 
a respectable citizen of the District; to be held by 
them as her trustees, and to be used by them for 
her benefit; to be invested in stocks or otherwise, 
according to their best discretion, for her interests; 
to be inalienable during her lifetime, to constitute 
a perpetual fund for her maintenance, and subject 
to be disposed of only by her last will and testa- 
ment. ‘These are the provisions of the contract. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to occupy the 
time of the Senate further than to remark, that I 
hold in my hand an able report made by a Com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives, of which 
a distinguished member of that body—now no 
more—the late Mr. Dromgoole—was the Chair- 
man, in which the papers are classified and de- 
scribed in such a manner as to convince every one 
who appreciates the character of Mr. Madison for 
virtue and wisdom, of their great value and im- 
. portance to this country. Nothing, indeed, could 
come from the pen ofMr. Madison that would not 
be a precious relic in the eyes of the people of the 
United States. No statesman more judicious, 
more pure, more temperate, than he, has ever ap- 

eared in the palitical annals of this country. 

hese are writings and memorials which will ac- 
quire additional value from the hand of time; they 
are not of that trifling and ephemeral character 
that will pass away, or whose value will be ex- 
hausted and forgotten in a moment. They are 
“for all time.” They are the productions of a 
man living at a most important period in the 
history of this country, and a man who was him- 
self one of the great founders of our institutions— 
one of the principal architects in erecting the 
mighty structure of this Republic. 

t is to some extent to be attributed to the in- 
fluence of his mighty work and most comprehen- 
sive mind that we hold our seats this day, and 
that this Government exists. Everything said 
and everything done by such a man must be 
calculated to reflect light upon our institutions; 
must be worthy to be read, to be studied, sir, and 
followed as an example by us, and handed down 
to our children—not merely the printed volumes, 
but the manuscript, in his own writing, to which 
we may point, and lay up forever in the reposito- 
ries of the treasury. 

I am one of those who believe, sir, that a letter 
of Mr. Madison’s, in manuscript, one hundred 
and fifty years hence, will be worth more than 
whole volumes of ordinary printed works. The 
cost will be nothing in comparison with their 
value. 

There are other considerations applicable to this 
subject, that are better understood than they can 
be expressed, by every member of this body. I 
shall say no more in reference to them; but when 
I consider the character of those works—their im- 
portance to the people of the United States—when 

consider the character of the estimable lady to be 
benefited and to receive the value which we are to 
give for these papers, it seems to me, sir, that we 
will perform at once a public duty and a graceful 
act, in oe the coming year happy to her who 
et remains the relict of one who contributed so 
argely to make this mighty country what itis. I 
hope, therefore, that the motion made against the 
reference will be adopted, and that the Senate will 
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now at once proceed to act finally upon this bill. 
If there be gentlemen, as there may be, who are 
opposed, upon principle, to the passage of such a 
law, I hope that they will be satisfied to discharge 


| 
| 
| 
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opposition, I am sure, contrary to his own feel- 
ings. A sense of duty alone impels him, for which 
I have the greatest possible respect; but I hope 
that upon reconsideration of thts matter, and after 


what they consider to be their duty, by voting |; this information as to the character of the papers, 
against it—conscientiously and honorably as I |: the honorable gentleman will be satisfied with 
know they will, if they. vote at all—but that they I such opposition as he may feel constrained to 
will allow the friends of the measure to bring it to |; make by his vote, and allow us to act upon the 
a final vote, by permitting the bill now to be put |, l 


on its passage. 

Mn NILES. I hope the bill will have its usual 
reference. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iwill withdraw the mo- 
tion for the passage of the bill, if the Senator from 
Connecticut means to oppose it. 


| 


| 
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bill. 

Mr. NILES. Ifit be the wish of the Senate to 
act upon the bill at this time, I will withdraw my 
motion for reference, and merely ask that the 
question be taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. SEVIER. T hope the honorable Senator 
will postpone this bill for a day or two, until we 
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Mr. ALLEN. What isthe question before the i look into it. 


ji 
The PRESIDING OFFICER explained that ‘ 
the bill had been read a second time, and the ques- |: 


Senate. 


tion was on taking it up as: in committee of the ; 


whole. 

Mr. NILES. 1 have the floor, I believe, sir. 
T hope this bill will be referred to the committee. 
I think that this is not a subject to be acted upon 
without due consideration. This thing seems to 
be increasing upon us, and it is difficult to say 
where itis to end. If this bill is intended to au- 
thorize the purchase of valuable manuscripts con- 
nected with the history of this country, it certainly 
requires consideration, and, more than almost any 
other subject, demands the action of a committee. 
We do not know what those manuscripts are. 
We know something certainly of the character of 
Mr. Madison; we all have a just estimation of 
that; but we know not what these papers are— 
whether they consist of correspondence; whether 
they are his private journals, or what they are. 
We know nothing at all about them. And I beg 
leave to remind the Senate that we have already 
purchased what was supposed to be the most val- 
uable fart of the papers of Mr. Madison. We 
purchased them, sir, at an expense of thirty-five 
thousand dollars. I happened to be here at that 
time, and supposed we'had purchased everything 
of any value connected with the history of the 
country—everything that was at all necessary to 
be preserved. But it now. appears that every- 
thing valuable has been kept back; and after we 
male this second purchase, we may be called upon 
in after years to purchase what will still remain. 
Where this course of proceeding is to end, it is 
certainly difficult to foresee, if we are to be called 
on to make these appropriations for the heirs or 
widows of all our distinguished men. I hope the 
reference will be made. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. If it would be proper 
for me, I would be very glad to occupy a moment 
—not more—in reading a description of these 


pores as contained in the report made by Mr. 


ROMGOOLE. The honorable Senator from Con- 
necticut, if I understand him aright, said that we 
do not know what these papers are. They are 
these : 


Volume Ist. The papers relating to the Articles of Con- 
federation and Constitution of Virginia; letters of James 
Madison to Jefferson, Monroe, Pendleton, Randolph, Wash- 
ington, and Madison, senior, up to the commencement of 
the new government, with appendix coutaining notes of con- 
federacies and confederation. 

Volume 2d. The letters of the above named and others, 
during the administrations of Washington and Adams; re- 
publican view of the policy of those administrations; notes 
of conversations and papers connected with his confidential 
intercourse with Washington ; his character; and explana- 
tion of the enigma in Giles’s impeachmentof Hamilton. 

Volume vd. The letters to foreign ministers and diplo- 
matic functionaries, heads of departments, military and naval 
commanders, Presidents and ex-Presidents Jefferson and 
Monroe, and, if necessary, to George Joy, Henry Wheaton, 
C. J. Ingersoll, Andrew Stevenson, John Adams, J. Q. Ad- 
ams, W. C. Rives, &c., to the close of either administration, 
or to include the whole correspondence with Jefferson and 
Monroe, as may be necessary to fill the volume; showing 
the policy of these adininistrations. 

_ Volume 4th. Letters and writings on constitutional sub- 
jects. 

Volume Sth. Essays and letters on political economy, law 
of nations, juridical, historical, natural history, &c., may 
make out this volume—may include also printed essays in 
French, political observations in 1795, and examination of 
British doctrine, &c.; some essays to be found with the pa- 
pers relating to Washington; and possibly this fund and 
what may be taken from the miscellaneous mass, may make 
the 5th and 6th volumes, and leave the miscellaneous for 
the 7th. 

Volume 6th. Miscellaneous. 


This will-give an adequate idea of the deep in- 
terest of these papers. I know perfectly well that 
it is the honest conviction of my friend from Con- 
necticut which produces his opposition. It is an 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Certainly, if the Sena- 
tor wishes tt. I have no objection. 

Mr. SEVIER. I move its postponement until 
Monday. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. And let it be made the 
special order of the day for that day? 

Mr. SEVIER. Certainly. 

The further consideration of the bill was ac- 
cordingly postponed, and it was made the special 
i of the day for Monday next. 

r. CRITFENDEN. Will the bill be printed 
as a matter of course? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. 

Mr. SEVIER. The Senator from Kentucky 
referred to a report containing a description of the 

apers. I wish to have that report printed also. 
Thore it will be printed with the bill. 


The question was taken on printing the report, 
and it was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
On motion, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next. 


THE LATE GENERAL HAMER. 


The following message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Mr. Campbell, their 
Clerk. 


“ Mr. Preswent: I am directed to inform the 
Senate of the death of the Hon. Tuomas L. Ha- 
MER, a Representative elect from the State of Ohio, 
and of the proceedings of the House of Repre- — 
sentatives thereupon.” . T 

The resolutions adopted by the House of Rep- 
resentatives having been read, 


Mr. ALLEN rose and addressed the Senate as 
follows: 

Mr. Presivent : On the first day of July of the 
past year, this body confirmed the nomination of 
Tuomas L. Hamer, of Ohio, to the rank of briga- 
dier general, in the army of the United States. The 
announcement just made by the House, to the Sen- 
ate, informs us officially, that that eminent citizen 
has ceased to live. The event of his death occur- 
red at Monterey, in Mexico, on the second day of 
December last; and was, therefore, known to us, 
individually, long ago; but, by the rules observed 
on these mournful occasions, it could not be offi- 
cially noticed till now, he having been a member 
elect to the present, not a member of the then sit- 
ting Congress. . 

But a short time previously to lis death, Gen- 
eral Hamer had passed along the line of battle, 
amidst all its dangers, exerting his intellect, his 
courage, and address, in aiding to achieve the third 
victory of our arms over the public enemy. He 
came out of that conflict unhurt, and with a vigor 
of constitution which justified the hope that he 
might be able, yet again, to exert his genius and 
valor, in upholding the rights of his country, and 
the honor of its flag. - But otherwise was it order- 
ed, and he retired from the battle-ground—the com- 
mon resort of death—only to find it in one of those 
diseases ever incident to the multitudinous life of 
the camp, and which are known, in military annals, 
to be but little more sparing of the lives of men, 
than the unsparing sword itself. 

To say that his death was a public loss, would 
be to speak truly, but to speak less than the 
truth. The death of that man, at any time, and in 
any state of public affairs, would have been a loss 
to his country, and a great one. But his death at 
that time, and in the then existing exigencies of 
the public service, was a national privation not to 
be appreciated, save by those who knew the pecu- 
liar character of the man, and its happy adaptation 
to such exigencies. l 
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We were at the beginning of a war, in which, 
by the necessities imposed by free institutions, we 


were obliged to employ a mixed force of regulars | 
To unite these forces under a 


and volunteers. 
common discipline—to fuse their various energies 
into one harmonious whole, and to direct them 
with full efficiency, has ever Leen, and will forever 
be, among the most serious difficulties of those 
placed in the command of armies. In the attain- 
ment of this object, there are required not only the 
talents to command the muscles of men, in virtue 
of commissioned authority, but that address, also, 
which moves the hearts of the soldiery because it 
springs from the heart of the General. 

I would not, sir, willingly, do injustice te the 
livmg, even to do justice to the dead, could that 
be possibly necessary. Especially would I not do 
injustice to any one of those officers, whose con- 
duct and the conduct of whose troops, in this war, 
have taught the world, that neither the genius nor 
the courage are wanting, to make this the first na- 
tion in it. Nor can l think that [ do injustice to 
any, in uttering the opinion that, perhaps, no one 
of them, possessed in a higher degree, than did 
General Hamer, that inscrutable power which is 
expressed by the word—address, and by which a 
single individual is often seen to sway the discord- 
ant wills of thousands and to bind the whole, as 
by a spell, to his person and his purposes, more 
closely than mere official authority can ever bind 
men of various tempers, to a common object. It 
is for this reason that I esteem his death to have 
been a peculiar misfortune to the army and, there- 
fore, to the nation. 

In reviewing the lives of. the eminent men of 
eur country who have already passed away, no 
remark will be found more common than, that 
such a one, was a self-made man. There are now 
in this Senate and elsewhere around us men whose 
great abilities and public services will entitle them 
to be ranked with their illustrious predecessors, 
and of almost every one of whom, it will with equal 
truth be said, he, too, was a self-made man. Not 
one of them, however, will fall more emphati- 
cally within this description, than Tuomas L. 
Hamer. 

Inheriting nothing from his parents, but the 
right truly to say they were respected and honor- 
able people, he went alone from his native State 
of Pennsylvania, when but a boy, and settled in 
the county of Clermont, in the State of Ohio. 

He began life as the instructor of a countr 
school, devoting the hours otherwise unemployed, 
to study and, especially, to the reading of the law. 
In due time he was adraitted to that learned pro- 
fession and, removing to the adjoining county of 
Brown, commenced and continued its practice, 
with distinguished success. He had been at the 
bar, however, but a very short time when politi- 
cal events began to excite an extraordinary interest 
in the public mind. So deep and general did that 
interest soon become, and so strong were the pas- 
sions which it called up from the repose of the 
eight preceding years, that it was scarcely possi- 
ble for a young man, such as Mr. Hamer was, of 
admitted genius and eloquence, of an ardent na- 
ture, of a blameless character,:and of decided 
ere sentiments, to resist the importunities of 
his fellow-citizens, who sought to make him the 
representative of their wishes and opinions. He 
was accordingly elected and reélected to the lower 
branch of the State Legislature, and by that body, 
elected its presiding officer. From this post he 
retired, intending to resume his place at the bar. 
But the same causes which had drawn him from 
it before, still’ acting and with accumulated force, 
he again yielded, and was, by the same constitu- 
ency, three times elected to the nation’s House of 
Representatives, from which we have just received 
this melancholy message. At the expiration of 
his third term, he again voluntarily retired, and 
once more resumed the practice of the law. It 
was in this situation, with abilities and legal learn- 
ing, which, in that region of the State, admitted of 
no rivalry, and in the enjoyment of a correspond- 
ing practice and emolument, that he heard the call 
of his country upon her sons toarm. He obeyed, 
and was antong the first to set an example, by 
himself volunteering as a common soldier. His 
friends and constituents followed his lead, and 
speedily, an organized body stood ready for the 
march. 

Mr. Hamer was known personally and well to 
the President, with whom he had served in the 


House of Representatives, amid scenes no less try- 
ing to the firmness and fortitude of men, than the 
field of battle itself. The President, was therefore, 
under no necessity to ask who should be placed in 
command of the Ohio brigade. Mr. Hamer was 
appointed, and that too, without his solicitation; 
and, { believe, without his knowledge of such an 
event being in contemplation. 

He accepted the commission, proceeded on duty, 
and lost his life in its performance;‘having been 
elected in his absence, again to Congress. 


| 


When the intelligence of this sad event came to || 


the West, the Legislature of Ohio being in session, 


immediately adopted appropriate measures to eX- |! real 


press, in behalf of the whole people, their high ap- 
preciation of his virtues, abilities and services, and 
the profound sense felt by all, of the loss sustained 
in his death. The State stretched forth her hands 
and drew the dead body of her adopted son to her 
bosom. There it now reposes, amid the family, 
the neighbors, the constituency, who received it 
with, sighs and with tears, for the same reason 
they had always before greeted his return among 
them with exultation and joy. 

It would be but a commonplace and an insuffi- 
cient eulogy upon Mr. Hamer, to say, that in all 
the relations he bore to the community, he exhib- 
ited the qualities appropriate to those relations. 
Society has a right to expect such a result even 
from a man of mere mediocrity. But from one in 
the powers of whose mind the discriminating par- 
tiality of nature was so manifest as in his, society 
has a right to demand such an exertion of intellect 
and exhibition of virtues as may tend to the ad- 
vancement of its lasting welfare, and afford an ex- 
ample to the incoming generation. To thisdemand, 
the whole life of Mr. [1amer—his private and pub- 
lic manners, habits and sympathies; his benevo- 
lence, integrity and honor; his intelligence, indus- 
try, courage, genius and patriotism—all responded 
in a manner to entitle him to demand his turn, 
the lasting gratitude of society. This ® enjoyed 
when he lived, and when called to pass that buund- 
ary which nature has drawn between the living 
and the dead, he did so, with the consciousness 
that he laid down a life that might be reviewed by 
the intelligent and the just, with the approbation 
of every mind and of every heart which, like his 
own, was sound and strong and pure. 

Long will his memory be cherished by the State. 
Long will his old constituents of Clermont, of 
Brown, of-Adams and Highland, remember their 
affectionate friend, their faithful counsellor, their 
able representative. And many are the aged fathers 
among them who, to stimulate the emulation of 
their sons, will recount to them, in the winter’s 
evenings, the scenes, the events, the sayings, and 
the anecdotes, of his brilliant and blameless life. 
Long will the widow and the children remember, 
fondly remember, the husband and the parent, in 
whose affections they were happy, in whose char- 
acter they are honored, and in the imitation of 
whose virtues his sons will find the only reward 
which can bear any proportion to the magnitude 
of their loss. 


_ Mr. ALLEN concluded by offering the follow- 
ing resolutions : 

Resolved, unanimously, Thatthe Senate has received with 
deep sensibility the message frum the House of Representa- 
tives, announcing the death of Hon. Tuomas L. HAMER, a 
Representative elect from the State of Ohio. 

Resolved, unanimously, That the members of the Senate, 
from a sincere desire of showing every mark of respect to 
the memory of the deceased, will wear the usual badge of 
mourning for thirty days. 

Resolved, That us a further mark of respect for the men- 
ory of the deceased, the Senate do now adjourn. 


The resolutions having been unanimously adopt- 
ed, - 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 23, 1847. 


On motion of Mr. THIBODEAUX, it was re- 
solved that when this House adjourns to-day, it 
will adjourn to meet on Monday next. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Territory of Wisconsin, 
transmitting, in pursuance of the third section of 
the ‘ Act establishing the Territorial Government 
of Wisconsin,” approved April 20, 1836, copies of 
the laws of said Territory, passed in 1847, for the 
use of Congress. Laid on the table. 
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OBITUARY. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio, rose and said : 

Mr. Speaker: It becomes my painful duty to 
announce to this House the death of another of its 
members elect. Yes, sir, it is but too true that 
General Tuomas L. Hamer, Ohio’s favorite son, 
is dead. He departed this life at Monterey on the 
2d day of December, 1846. 

His eulogy has been pronounced by popular 
assemblies and by men who are the most eminent, 
and his loss has been deplored by all. I cannot 
hope to equal, much less improve, upon what has 
been said out of this House. And we can now 
ize our great bereavement unaided by elo- 
quence. It may not, however, be inappropriate 
for me to allude to a few incidents in the life of the 
deceased, with some of which I am personally 
familiar. 

General Hamer was born in Pennsylvania, and 
came to Clermont county, Ohio, when he was a 
young man, (or rather a lad,) without money, 
without friends, and with no more than a common 
English education. 

His first business effort was teaching a common 
school; next he became a student at law. He was 
admitted to the bar in 1821, and the same year 
he settled in Georgetown, Brown county, Ohio, 
which he made his permanent residence. He was 
a member of the Legislature of Ohio several ses- 
sions, and was once elected Speaker of the House 
of Representatives. 

He was.elected to Congress in 1832, and con- 
tinucd a member for six years. He then declined 
a reélection, and devoted himself to business as ‘a 
lawyer until 1846. The ability which he sr ee 
ed during this period removed all doubt, if any 
before existed, of his capacity to adorn his pro- 
fession in its highest depaytments, either on the 
bench or at the bar. í 

In June, 1846, he was unanimously nominated 
by a convention of the party to which he belonged, 
as a candidate for a seat in this House; and on the 
second Tuesday of October following was elected 
without opposition. 

When our soil had been invaded by Mexico, 
and when the people were called upon to sustain 
the rights and honor of the nation by arms, Gen- 
eral Hamer was amongst the first who crowded 
forward. He volunteered as a private, and as such 
entered camp Washington; he was there elected 
Major of the first Ohio regiment, and was soon 
after appointed a Brigadier General by the Presi- 
dent, and this last promotion was, on his part, as 
I have been told, unsolicited. , 

In his brief military career he became a favorite 
ofthe army. His knowledge of men served to 
more than supply his want of a military education. 
He endeared himself to the private soldiery by 
kindness and attention, and his bravery and con- 
duct, as well at the battle of Monterey as else- 
where, elicited at his decease from his command- 
ing General the high encomium that ‘his place 
could not be supplied.” 

The intellect of General Hamer was clear and 
discriminating. He was cautious, energetic, affa- 
ble, and his colloquial powers were peculiarly fas- 
cinating. The purity of his character in the pri- 
vate and domestic relations of life was_never ques- 
tioned. ; 

General Hamer was unwearied in his efforts to 
improve himself, and, though nature had been lib- 
eral to him, it is mainly to this course on his part 
that we are to look for the reason of his great attain- 
mentsas a statesman and lawyer. 

His friends being aware of this, claimed that his 
career would be onward, and that, if he had lived, 
his final triumph would be the receiving of the 
highest honor which men can bestow on man. _ 

Such was Tuomas L. Hamer; and though he is 
dead, his example may be of use to the living. _ 

Mr. Morais concluded by moving the following 
resolutions: 


Resolved, That this House has heard with deep and un- 
feigned regret of the death of General Tuomas L. HAMER, 
one of its members elect from the seventh Congressional dis- 
trict of Ohio. , l 

Resolved, That this House, desirous to show due and pro- 
per respect for the memory of the deceased, will wear the 
usual badge of mourning on the left arm for thirty days. 

Resolved furthêr, That the Clerk forward to the family of 
the deceased a copy of the proceedings hercof. 

Resolved further, That, as an additional mark of respect, 
this House do now adjourn. | 


The resolutions were unanimously adopted, 
And the House adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 
Monpay, December 27, 1847. 
The Journal having been read— 


Mr. BRADBURY, of Maine, rose and address-. 


ed the Senate as follows : 

Mr. Preswent: I rise for the performance of 
a duty too painful for language to describe. 

One who was with us in this chamber at the last 
meeting of the Senate, attending to his official du- 
ties, assisting in our deliberations, and as confi- 
dently looking forward to the future as those who 
are now present, has suddenly fallen in our midst. 
He is now numbered with the dead. 

Four times has the Senate already been called, 
during the few days of its session, to manifest the 
last tokens of respect for the honored dead, who 
have been prevented from entering upon the field 
of their labors in the present Congress. Now, the 
destroyer has entered these halls, and struck down 
his victim before our eyes. 

The Hon. Joun Farrrie_D is no more. He 
died at his lodgings in this city on Friday last. 

The sudden and startling announcement of his 
death preceded the intelligence of danger. 

On the morning of that day he was in his usual 
health, and met his friends with his accustomed 
cheerfulness and cordiality. At noon he submit- 
ted to a surgical operation, to which, with un- 
doubting confidence, he had looked for relief from 
an infirmity under which he had labored. His 
physical energies were not equal to his fortitude 
and courage. His system sank under the unabated 
anguish which followed,and at twenty minutes 

‘before eight o’alock in the evening, in the full pos- 
session of bis mind, he breathed his last. Scarcely 
had the friends that were with him anticipated 
danger, when his pure spirit took its flight. 

From an affliction so appalling it is difficult to 
divert attention, even to contemplate for a mo- 
ment the life and character of the deceased. Gov- 
ernor FarrfieLp was born at Saco, in the county 
of York, Maine, January 30, 1797. In that place 
he has ever resided. Distinguished by an ardent 
love of knowledge, an active mind, and great 
strength of purpose, on arriving at manhood he 
devoted himself to the study of the law, and enter- 
ed a profession which has contributed its full share 
in the establishment and defence of constitutional 
liberty. At the bar he soon acquired such reputa- 
tion that he received from the Executive of the 
State the appointment of Reporter of the Decisions 
of the Supreme Judicial Court. 

While in the successful performance of the du- 
ties of this office, he was called by the electors of 
the first Congressional district, without solicitation 
or desire on his part, to take his place in the coun- 
cils of the nation as a Representative in Congress. 
He received a reélection; and it is well known 
that he discharged the responsible duties devolved 
upon him on trying occasions in a manner alike 
honorable to himself and to his constituents. 

His services were now demanded in a different 
sphere. He was elected Governor of his native 
‘State; and so strong was his hold upon the confi- 
dence and regard of the people that he was thrice 
reélected to the same exalted station. It was du- 
ring this period of his public life, when great and 
unusual responsibilities were thrown upon him as 
the Chief Executive of the State, growing out of 
collisions with a foreign Power, that he displayed 
a decision and firmness of character which command- 
ed the respect and fixed upon him the attention of 
the whole country. He became, emphatically, the 
favorite of his State; and he was now transferred 
from its Executive chair to a seat upon this floor, 
to filla vacancy created by the resignation of his 
predecessor. În 1845 he received a reëlection to 
the Senate, for the term of six years. It may be 
remarked, as a singular fact, that in all the offices 
he has held he has never served out the regular 

term, but has been transferred, by promotion, toa 
higher place. 

Fo you, Mr. President, who knew him well, 
and to the Senators long associated with him, and 
united by the ties of respect and friendship, I need 
not speak of his honorable career in this body. 

You will bear witness to the sound judgment 
and ready zeal which he brought to the discharge 
of his varied duties; to that honesty of purpose 
which knows no guile; to that frankness and sin- 
cerity Incapable of concealment; to that firmness 
of resolution which no difficulties could shake, 
nor dangers overcome; and to that purity of life, 


and conscientious regard to his convictions of right, 
which ‘distinguished him as a man and a Chris- 
tian. 

How happily these qualities were blended in his 
character is known to you; how justly they were 
appreciated by the people of his native State is 
seen in the confidence they yielded and the honors 
they bestowed. 

As a friend, he was devoted and sincere; and 
few there are who have secured the attachment of 
a wider circle, or bound them by stronger ties of 
affection. His loss to the public, to his friends, 
and, above all, to his deeply afflicted family, what 
words can express? I cannot attempt it now. 

He has left behind, his example, his character, 
and the influence of his actions; and, in his sud- 
den death, the admonition is again repeated, that 
‘ public honors and exalted station add no strength 
to the tenure by which life is held.” 

Mr. NILES, of Connecticut, then addressed the 
Senate as follows : 

Mr. Presipent: On this melancholy occasion, 
as probably no other member of the Senate has 
had so long and intimate an acquaintance with him 
whose decease has just been announced, I hope to 
be pardoned for adding a few words to what has 
so appropriately been said by his colleague. In 
closing the remarks which but a few days ago it 
became my duty to make in announcing the death 
of my late colleague, I took occasion to remind 
Senators of the little and brief interest which we 
have, individually, in the exciting questions that 
may be agitated here. I then little thought that 
the first example of that obvious truth would come 
so soon, or so near home to myself—that it would 
be found in one of my oldest and most intimate 
associates here. We came into the public coun- 
cils here together twelve years ago, and although 
our associations were interrupted for a few years, 
they were renewed on my returning to the Senate 
at the commencement of my present term. I then 
came nowmt the commencement of the session, but 
in the spring, and under circumstances which may 
be fresh in the memories of some Senators present. 
I was then but the broken fragment of the man I 
was when I left the Senate a few years before. 

Learning that two of my old friends and asso- 
ciates were together in the house where I now 
am, I joined them there. Those friends were Sı- 
LAS Wricnt and Joan Fairrietp, both much 
younger than myself, and then both in full health, 
and with a fair prospect of a long career of public 
usefulness. But how inscrutable are the ways of 
Providence! They have both been removed, in the 
midst of their days and usefulness, from this world 
of conflict and trouble; whilst I, who had seem- 
ingly but a frail hold upon the mere selvage of 
life, have been spared to witness their departure. 

The death of the first was a severe stroke to 
me, as it was to the whole country. Perhaps in 
our whole history no man has fallen in private life 
whose death produced so deep, so universal a 
sensation in the public mind. And the death of 
the second has been to me a blow equally severe, 
and in some respects more trying to my feelings, 
as I was with him at the time, and witnessed the 
last ebbing pulsations of departing life. The cir- 
cumstances of his death, too—so sudden, so un- 
expected, and apparently so causeless—added a 
crushing weight to the severity of the shock. He 
died without a struggle, and I might almost say 
with a smile on his countenance, as his soul took its 
departure from its earthly tabernacle. A long and 
intimate acquaintance with Governor FAIRFIELD 
has enabled me justly, I think, to appreciate his 
character, both in his public and private relations; 
but this is not the time nor the place to attempt to 
delineate it, as any hasty efforts of mine would 
evidently do great injustice to his memory. 

If he was not a brilliant star in our political 
galaxy, he was all he claimed to be—a plain, un- 
assuming man, never attempting to shine or to 
attract attention to himself, but, with his strong 
sense, sound judgment, and practical views, was 
content with an honest and faithful discharge of 
his public duties. 

The strong points in his character were sincerity 
and fidelity. If ever occasions have occurred in 
his time which tried the souls of men, he was one 
who was found ‘faithful among the faithless :”? 
true to his constituents, true to his country, faith- 
ful to his party, faithful to his friends, and ever 
true to his principles. 

His nature was gentle, kind, peaceful, and be- 


nevolent—apparently but little fitted for the fierce 
struggles and conflicts of political life. But with 
these qualities were united great energy of charac- 
ter, great steadiness of purpose, and no ordinary 
share of physical and moral courage. He com- 
bined also many of the higher and more substan- 
tial elements of popularity; and hence it was, as 
we have just been told, that he for many years 
possessed that strong hold upon the confidence 
and affections of his constituents, and of his 
friends, whether in or out of the State. - 

I could enlarge upon this theme with the warmth 
and ardor with which we all delight to dwell on 
the virtues of deceased friends, which, like the set- 
ting eun, seem to shine brighter as they take their 
departure. But Iwill say no more. He is gone; 
another star has fallen. He is removed from 
among us, at the very time when men like him, of 
matured judgment, of subdued passions, of peace- 
ful wisdom, are most wanted in our public coun- 
cils. The places that once knew him here and 
elsewhere—in the councils of the nation, in the 
councils of his State, in the circles of his friends, 
and in the family circle—(but that is a spot too 
sacred for me to intrude upon )—will know him no 
more forever. But may we not hope that his vir- 
tues and examples will inne. long be cherished and 
remembered as the last legacy he has left his coun- 


try. 

Mr. NILES concluded by offering the following 
resolutions : 

Resolved, unanimously, That a committee be appointed by 
the Vice President to take order for superintending the fu- 
neral of the Hon. Joun FAIRFIELD, which will take place 
to-morrow at twelve o’clock meridian, and that the Senate 
will attend the same. - 

Resolvedy unanimously, That the members of the Senate, 
from a sincere desire of showing every mark of respect due 
tothe memory of the Hon. Joux Fatrrie.p, deceased, late 
a member thereof, will go into mourning for him one month, 
by the usual mode of wearing crape on the left arm. 

Resolved, unanimously, ‘hat, as an additional mark of re- 
spect for the memory of the Hon. JoHN FAIRFIELD, the 
Senate do now adjourn. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed the fol- 
lowing Senators as of the Committee of Arrange- 
ments: Messrs. Nites, Berrien, Breese, Dix, 
CRITTENDEN, and GREENE. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 27,1847. 


The Journal of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

FOREIGN SILVER COINS. 

The select committee appointed under the reso- 
lution moved on the 20th instant by Mr. Tromaw 
SMITH, to inquire into and ascertain the average 
value of the foreign silver coins in circulation in 
the United States which usually pass for one- 
eighth’ and one-sixteenth of a dollar, and to con- 
sider what measures should be adopted to substi- 
tute for such coins the dimes and half dimes of the 
United States, consists of the following members: 
Messrs. Jutivs RocK WELL, THI1BODREAUX, MURPRY, 
CHARLES Brown, and GREEN ADAMS. 

CONGRESSIONAL PRINTING. 

The following members constitute the joint 
committee on the part of the House on Congres- 
sional printing, appointed on the 22d instant, viz: 
Messrs. Concer, HENLEY, and J. B. THompson. 

CLERKS IN THE DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to introduce a resolu- 
tion. Mr. J. said he was not certain but that this 
was the first time he had craved the indulgence of the 
House for such a purpose. He was sure that the 
resolution would meet the approbation of nearly 
every member and of their constituents. He 
therefore moved the following preamble and reso- 
lution: 

Whereas there are now some nine thousand applications 
for bounty land and treasury serip, under the act of Febru- 
ary 11, 1847, on file in the Pension Office, not yet examined, 
and the number daily eee (besides a large number 
of cases which have been partially examined and suspended 
for want of additional proof, which cannot, with the pres- 
ent clerks employed in that office, be disposed of with the 
other business of the office in the next twelve months,) 
causing great delay in adjudicating those claims and mani- 
fest injustice to the claimants: Therefore, i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency and propriety 
of authorizing the Secretary of War to employ such addi- 
tional number of clerks in the Pension Office, temporarily, 
as the exigencies of that office and the rights of applicants 
demand; and that the committee be requested to report by 
bill or otherwise, at the earliest practicable day. 
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Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, said he did not 
intend to object to this resolution, if it was neces- 
sary to employ an additional force in this bureau. 
His‘ purpose was to suggest to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] that, as he understood, 
upon another bureau in the War Department, viz: 
the Second Auditor’s, there was as heavy a press 
as upon this, and probably a more important one, 
he should so modify his resolution as to include 
this bureau. He understood that the resolution 
was confined to the Commissioner’s office. 

Mr. JONES was understood to say he had no 
objection so to modify. his resolution, if it was the 
pleasure of the House. 

Mr. BRODHEAD suggested to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, who moved this resolution, a 
modification in regard to the salary of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. Some years since, as he 
understood, the salary of this officer was reduced 
fram the usual salary received by heads of bureaus 
to $2,500, he. believed. He should receive as 
much as the other heads of bureaus. It was one 
of the most important of them, and passed upon 
a larger amount of claims than any other, per- 
haps, connected with the departments. He there- 
fore suggested to the gentleman the propriety of 
referring this subject also to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. JONES replied that this resolution was not 
intended to have anything to do with the salary of 
the Commissioner of Pensions. There was no 
necessity of being in a great hurry about that 
matter; if it needed to be increased, Congress 
could act upon it hereafter; but here were an im- 
mense number of claims and applications pending 
which could not be examined, and they. were now 
coming in in greater numbers than they could dis- 
pose of, with their present force, in any reasonable 
time. He hoped, if the House were disposed to 
inquire into the sufficiency of the salary of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, they would do it an- 
other time, and not burden this necessary and 
pressing inquiry with matters which could be 
postponed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD remarked, that he would not 
then press his suggestion by way of an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved to amend 
the resolution so as to instruct also the Judiciary 
Committee to inquire into the propriety and neces- 
sity of increasing the force in the Second Auditor’s 


ce. 

The SPEAKER ruled the amendment put of 
order; as the resolution, if so amended, would 
refer to two different committees. 

Some conversation ensued between the SPEAK- 
ER and Mr. HOUSTON upon this point. 

Mr. CROZIER said, it seemed to him that the 
committee to which his colleague proposed to refer 
this resolution was a very inappropriate one. Some 
years ago there were several committees instituted 
in this House—Committees on Expenditures in 
the several departments—viz., committees ‘‘ on so 
much of the public accounts and expenditures as 
relates to the Department of State,’’ and so of the 
other departments, one for each department. It 
would seem much more appropriate that the gen- 
tleman introducing this resolution should refer the 
subject to the Committee on the Expenditures of 
the War Department. He thought it very prob- 
able that all the departments of the Government 
would require a greater number of clerks; and as 
these committees come in contact with the depart- 
ments, he thought it proper that general resolu- 
tions should be elered to each, making inquiries 
in reference to the departments with which they 
were ET connected. 

r. JONES said he could not consent to the 
reference of this resolution to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the War Department. His ex- 
perience in this House had informed him that these 
committees upon expenditures in the departments 
did not assemble atall. He believed they had not 
assembled once for the last four years, or at least 
that they had never made any report, to his recol- 
lection, upon any subject. Again, he did not see 
the appropriateness of a reference of this nature to 
a committee upon expenditures. 

There was one modification he would make, if 
it would meet the approbation of the House: that 
was, simply to strike out that part of the resolu- 
tron directing an inquiry by the committee, and 
substitute a provision directly auth®@izing the Sec- 
retary to employ the clerks. The Secretary of 


tions. 


War himself had reported to this House that ad- 
ditronal clerks were needed in that office. The 
Commissioner of Pensions had informed the 
House, and individuals personally, when they had 
called to attend to the business of their constitu- 
ents, that he could not by any possibility despatch 
the business now before him in any reasonable 
time, without this increase in the service. 

Mr. GOGGIN said the whole subject-matter of 
this resolution was already, as he understood, re- 
ferred to the appropriate committee by an order of 
the House; for he believed the resolution had 
passed referring to the appropriate committees the 
several parts of the President’s message; and this 
subject was included both in the report of the Sec- 
retary of War and in the message of the Presi- 
dent himself. If the resolution had not already 
passed, it would pass, at all events, in a few days; 
for it was indispensable, in order that the several 
committees might proceed to the discharge of their 
duties. This subject would then be properly re- 
ferred. He moved, therefore, to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table. 

Mr. JONES hoped the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia would withdraw the motion for a moment. 

Before a response to this appeal was made by 
Mr. GOGGIN— 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
negative. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 


Mr. STANTON offered the following as an 
amendment to the resolution : 

Resolved biithe Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
Secrgtary of War be authorized to employ such additional 
number of clerks as may be necessary to perform the public 
business in any of the bureaus of the Department. 

The SPEAKER ruled the amendment out of 
order, as being in the form of a bill, requiring le- 
gislation and a notice given of one day. 

Mr. BARRINGER objected, then, to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES said that his resolution proposed an 
inquiry into the necessity of giving the Secretary 
of War the power to appoint these clerks tempo- 
rarily. He learned from the Commissioner of 
Pensions that he did not wish that any new per- 
manent clerkships should be created in his bureau. 
He merely wished authority to employ them tem- 
porarily until the press of business could be de- 
spatched. 

Mr. WHITE said there was a very great in- 
crease in the business of the several departments, 
as he was informed, and this subject would un- 
doubtedly be presented to Congress from some 
other quarter. He was informed that there were 
now more than forty thousand land warrants in the 
office of the Commissioner of Public Lands that 
could not be signed as they were wanted, in con- 
sequence of the physical inability of the individu- 
als employed in that office to perform all the duties 
which were there required. The other depart- 
ments would require an additional force tempora- 
rily. He thought it would be better to refer this 
whole subject to a select committee, whenever a 
communication upon it was made to this House 
from the proper source. 

Mr. SCHENCK wished to inquire whether 
there was any communication from the executive 
departments of the Government representing to 
Congress the necessity of this increase of force? 

Mr. TOOMBS replied that there was. He 
could state to the gentleman that, in the printed 
estimates of this session to Congress, Mr. Ed- 
wards had asked for ten additional clerks, or rather 
for an appropriation to hire them by theday. No 
doubt if the subject was referred to the committee 
they would make such a report as was required; 
and if this authority was given, Mr. Edwards, who 
was one of our most efficient public officers, would 
exercise it in such manner as the public interests 
required. As to the substitute which the gentle- 


-man from Tennessee had offered, he was opposed 


that. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he had made the inquiry 
as to the necessity of this increase, only because he 
wanted this matter put on a fair basis. They had 
been in the habit for the last three or four years of 
receiving applications made through the various 
committees of this House for various appropria- 
For instance, the Committee of Ways and 
Means would receive a communication from the 


to 


department setting forth the necessity for some ap- 


propriation to supply a deficit in the estimates, or 
for some other purpose, instead ofa plain straight- 
forward application to Congress itself. 

Mr. SAWYER, interposing, said the Secretary 
of War had made a request for this increase in the 
number of clerks in his annual report at the com- 
mencement of this session. 

Mr. SCHENCK said the proper course to be 
pursued, when an application was made in a reg- 
ular and direct way from one of the departments, 
was to make a proper reference of such communi- 
cation, or such part of communication, to a com- 
mittee of the House. Let that part of the report 
of the Secretary of War and of the Commissioner 
of Pensions be referred; and then, if there be an 
increase in the expenditures of the Government— 
if there be an appropriation for deficiencies, for 
furnishing supplies, or for additional clerical force 
to meet the calls upon any department, it would 
seem to be a response by Congress to a request 
from the proper quarter, instead of its being ob- 
tained in any way by indirection. He was opposed 
to the practice of applications being made from 
the different departments through the committees 
of the House or through individuals, without be- 
ing plainly, openly made to Congress itself, lettin 
the responsibility of the request and the deman 
lie upon those who are supposed to have the best 
knowledge of the necessity for them. 

Now, if there was a passage in the report of the 
Secretary of War, or in the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, in which application was made 
for additional force, would # not be better to refer 
either in the resolution to those communications 
from the Executive Department, and let them seem 
to be the ground or occasion of the committee’s 
inquiry into the subject, or else to refer these com- 
munications themselves? As it now appeared, 
here was a distinct substantive resolution offered, 
without the resolution itself imbodying the cause 
of the reference. 

He submitted to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Jones] whether it would not be better to 
make a reference to the Executive communication. 
in the resolution itself, so as to show why it was 
that additional force yas proposed to be given, and 
on whose application, letting the responsibility rest 
on them who know whether there is a necessity 
for it, and whether the resolution should not be 
modified accordingly. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said, the President’s 
message and the papers forming part of that mes- 
sage, had been referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and that com- 
mittee had yet to take action upon them; but he 
thought it would be improper and unprecedented, 
in anticipation of such action, to take up detached 
portions of those papers; while to wait until the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had disposed of them before anything were done 
in relation to the subject which he had introduced 
to the House, would be to cause a very material 
delay in the adjustment of the claims of so many 
individuals. In Committee of the Whole a debate 
might arise which might possibly be protracted 
for two or three weeks, or even months, and du- 
ring that time no additional assistance could be 
obtained, such as he contemplated. He saw, there- 
fore, no impropriety in passing this resolution. 
The Secretary of War asked for an increase of 
clerks, and the Commissioner of Pensions made 


| a like application; and the committee to which his 


resolution would be an instruction, would have all 
the documents before it, whereby it would be en- 
abled to satisfy the House of the propriety of com- ~ 
piping wi those Derea , 

r. SCHENCK suggested the propriety of 
modifying the resolution of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, |Mr. Jones.] He did not object to the 
reference, nor to the instructions, but to a prevail- 
ing mode of obtaining supplies to meet deficiencies 
in the departments. There were appropriations 
made for the fiscal year, and these sometimes were 
exhausted in four months. The other day they 
had an application for a million of dollars to meet 
drafts to prevent their being protested; but, instead 
of a plain exposition being made to the House or 
to Congress of the necessity for such an appropri- 
ation, there was a private note sent to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, and that committee 
brought the matter before the House by present- 
ing a bill making the appropriation. Now, he 
objected to this mode of doing business. He, for 
one, was desirous to see a better system introduced. 


He was of opinion that, when the Executive found 
there was a deficiency in meeting the liabilities of 
any of the departments, it was proper that an ap- 


plication should be made openly to Congress, and | 


that the legislation of Congress should show on its’ 
face that it was in fact a response to a call of the 
Executive, and thus there would be a proper re- 
sponsibility. But it was evidently most improper, 
when there was a deficiency of a million of dol- 
lars, to ask the Committee of Ways and Means 
to supply that deficiency, and meet the drafts 
against the Government. It was right and proper 
that an application should be made at once to the 
House of Representatives through the Speaker, 
and in one half hour it could be referred, and thus 
take its course to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, for the purpose of meeting the exencies 
of the Government. He wished to see this done 
directly, instead of accomplishing the same object 
by indirection, through a committee. He did not 
wish to be understood as charging any one with 
improper conduct, but he desired to see a correct 
historic register of Congressional proceedings and 
proper responsibility taken. He suggested, there- 
fore, that this resolution should show that the ap- 
plication for additional assistance came from the 
Secretary of War and the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and that the action of the House was in re- 
sponse to an application and a statement made to 
it, or to a call from the executive departments. 
Whatever may have been the action of the House 
heretofore on demands by the Executive, made 
through either committees or individual members, 
he hoped for the future the call would be direct to 
the House, and that the House would recognize 
no other calls of such a nature which were not 
made on Executive responsibility. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH rose merely to remark 
that he was sorry to see the simple, resolution 
introduced by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jones,| to provide for cases in which so many 
gentlemen on that floor were interested, give rise 
to so much debate. A great deal had been said as 
to the best way of doing that which was contem- 
plated by the resolution; but he was of opinion 
that the plan of the gentleman from Tennessee 
covered the whole case; and it was more especially 
-to be preferred, as much time would be required 
to remedy all the difficulties in the departments of 
the Government. To wait for such general action, 
would be to do great injustice to those gallant 
men who have suffered in defence of their country. 
He had no objection to have the general subject 
taken up in the manner suggested by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. ScHencx,] so that it could 
be brought up more fully and more properly; but 
it was sufficient for him to know that the present 
action of the House was necessary to meet the 
demands of the Pension ‘Office. He therefore 
hoped the resolution would now be adopted. 

r. G. S. HOUSTON said he had no wish to 
delay the action of the House, or consume much 
of its time; but, fearing that an impression might 
be created by the remarks of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Scuenck,] and that they might go 
forth to the country and be received as entitled to 
some weight with the people at home, he desired 
now at least to set that matter right. The gentle- 
man spoke of a practice having grown up in this 
House by which the Executive and the heads of 
departments apply through committees for such 
appropriations as they may desire. The gentle- 
man from Ohio seemed to be opposed to that pro- 
ceeding, and desired that a kind of Congressional 
history should be kept; he wished the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] and he called upon 
the House, so to modify the resolution that it 
should be referred, with a statement of the fact 
that the Secretary of War, or somebody else, 
asked for it. Now, what purpose could that 
answer, except that which the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Scuencx] had set forth? and was not 
the Congressional history just as well kept with- 
out it, inasmuch as they received’ recommenda- 

: tions from the heads of departments? If Congress 
authorized the employment of the clerks galled 
for by this department, was not the history of 
that transaction complete? Why, then, should it 
be modified as the gentleman suggested? But 
there was something more than this. The gentle- 
man, in his remarks, spoke of a practice having 
now grown up by which the heads of the execu- 
tive departments made their communications to 
committees of this House. Now, he wished to 
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say, on this point, that his explanation might go 

out with the gentleman’s insinuation, that the 

‘guess has existed as long as the Government 
as existed. 

Mr. SCHENCK interposed, and said that he 
had made no insinuation. What he had said was, 
that a practice prevailed in this House—he knew 
not how few nor how many years, for his Con- 
gressional experience had not been so long as that 
of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Houstron]— 
he had said that a practice prevailed, and he had 
said that that practice was wrong, and he asked 
the House to correct that erroneous mode of legis- 
lation. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON said it was true that he 
had been there a longer time than the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Scnenck,] and he now repeated 
that his experience had taught him that the prac- 
tice of communicating with the House through its 
committees, by the heads of the various depart- 
ments of this Government, was no new practice. 


| If he was not greatly mistaken, it had existed from 


the very beginning of the Government itself, and 
therefore it had not grown up within the last few 
years, as the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Scnencx] 
insinuated. The gentleman from Ohio spoke ofa 
deficiency which was met by an appropriation 
that was made a few days ago, and he said that 
instead of calling on this House, that the country 
might be able to see and to judge of the propriety 
of that call from the department, the call was 
made on the Committee of Ways and Means—a 
committee of which he (Mr. H.) happened to be 
a member. That committee, very correctly in the 
estimation of the gentleman from Ohio, did what? 
Brought the papers before this House. Had the 
member from Ohio read the reports of the Secre- 
tary of War and the heads of bureaus in that de- 
partment? Had the gentleman from Ohio read 
the estimates sent to this House by the estimating 
officers of this Government? If he has, L ask 
him why on earth he objects in this manner, cre- 
ating difficulties which really do not exist, and 
giving rise to improper suspicions in the public 
mind? These deficiencies had all been estimated 
for. 

Mr. SCHENCK rose-and asked the gentleman 
from Alabama to permit him to explain. What 
he desired was, that when there was an immediate 
want for half a million or a million of dollars, a 


‘direct application should be made to this House, 


with a statement of the exigencies which made 
the call necessary, which this House should refer 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, instead of 
being communicated to that committee without 
such reference by the heads of departments. He 
hoped the gentleman from Alabama now under- 
stood him. He knew the general deficiencies were 
spoken of in the regular annual reports, but at the 
same time there was nothing from which to dis- 
cover the necessity for raising a million of dollars 
immediately. All that he claimed was, no matter 
what had been the practice heretofore, that when 
an exigency arose, the Executive should makea 
direct application to this House, and let the House 
give it the proper reference. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ohio ac- 
knowledged that these deficiencies had been esti- 
mated for, and therefore the estimating officer had 
not sought to avoid any responsibility. The only 
object, then, of the gentleman from Ohio seemed to 
be, to require that this House should be informed 
that there were halfa million or a million of drafts, 
and that there was no money in the treasury to 
meet them. Now, he would say to the gentleman 
from Ohio, that he might search the records of the 
legislation of Congress, and everything connected 
with it, on this subject, and he would not find, 
probably, a single instance where a thing of that 
sort had been done. And why? The reason was, 
that, when the departments of the Government 
desired action on any recommendation or estimate 
which they had already submitted, they do not 
communicate to the House, but simply and re- 
spectfully suggest to the committee that it was 
ee that it should be acted upon at an early 

eriod. 

The SPEAKER here requested the gentleman 
from Alabama to give way that a message might 
be received from the Senate; and Mr. 
yielded the floor accordingly. 


DEATH OF SENATOR FAIRFIELD. 
A message was received from the Senate, in- 


OUSTON 
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forming. the House of the decease of the Hon. 
Joun FAIRFIELD, á Senator from the State of 
Maine. 


The resolutions of the Senate having been read— 

Mr. HAMMONS rose and said: 

Mr. Speaker: In raising my voice for the first 
time in this hall, it devolves upon me to perform 
the most painful and melancholy duty of my 
life. 

The Hon. Joun Fairrietp, Senator from Maine, 
on Friday last, at twelve meridian, was in the en- 
joyment of good health, with an unusual flow of 
spirits, surrounded with honors, and possessed 
of all the enjoyments that earth can afford; at 
a quarter before eight of the evening of the 
same day, he had bid adieu to Time, and his pure 
and manly spirit had returned to Him who gave 
It. 

Most of the morning of that day I spent with 
him in friendly and social converse; of the evening, 
in witnessing his poignant sufferings, his struggle 
with the King of Terrors, and in watching over 
his lifeless remains. 

How sad, how sudden, how awful the change~— 
a change which even now I can hardly realize! 

In the meridian of his life, in the midst of his 
career of usefulness, and while in the full vigor of 
his intellect, he has fallen. 

Governor FarrF1ELD was emphatically a self- 
made man. By his own industry and exertions 
he acquired an education, studied law, and at an 
early day took rank among the first of his profes- 
sion. His fine talents and affable deportment soon 
arrested public attention; and he was called at an 
early age, from the enjoyments of private life and 
domestic happiness, to the performance of arduous 
and responsible public duties. | 

His public career, though not long, was brilliant. 
The office of Reporter of the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court of Maine, two elections as a member 
of this House, four elections as the chief Execu- 
tive of his native State, and two elections to the 
Senate of the United States—all in the brief period 
of about twelve years—were the rewards of his 
worthy and generous aspirations. 

The complicated and arduous duties of all these 
high and honorable stations he discharged with 
faithfulness and distinguished ability, and to the 
entire satisfaction of those who had elevated him 
to power. 

e possessed in an eminent degree all the ele- 
ments of popularity, and had doubtless a stronger 
hold upon the affections of the people of Maine 
than any other man living. His popularity kept 
fae with his advancement, and, at the moment of 

is decease, I have not a doubt he possessed more 
numerous and devoted friends than at any former 
poor of his life. Unshaken firmness, indomita- 

le perseverance, and a sincerity that knew no 
guile, were the distinguishing traits of ‘his char- 
acter. 

His whole life evinced an unwavering devotion 
to justice and to the great principles of popular | 
rights. 

In his death Maine has lost one of her worthiest 
and noblest sons—a man whom she delighted to 
honor; society has been bereft of one of its best 
and brightest ornaments; and the Senate of the 
United States of one of its ablest, most upright, 
and most useful members. : 

Of the loss to the partner of his bosom, and to 
the numerous pledges of their affection, it is vain 
to speak. The blow has fallen upon them with a 
crushing weight, which no language can portray, 
and which none but those who have been -called 
to drink of the same bitter cup can conceive. 
May He “who tempers the wind to the shorn 
lamb’? give them that support and conselation 
which no earthly power can bestow! 

I will close this hasty and very imperfect sketch — 
of my late friend’s life and character by moving 
the adoption of the customary resolutions : 

Resolved, That this House has heard with deep sensibil- 
ity the announcement of the death of the Hon. Josx Fair- 
FIELD, a Senator from the State of Maine. 

Resolved, That, asa testimony of respect for the memory 
of the deceased, the members and officers of this House 
will wear the usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 

Resolved, That the proceedings of this House in relation 
to the death of the Hon. Jonn FarrFietp be communicated 
to the family of the deceased by the Clerk. l 

Resolved, That tbis House will attend the funeral of the 


deceased in a body; and, as a further mark of respect fo 
his mer.ory, th@pit do now adjourn. . 


The House then adjourned, 


1846. 
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IN SENATE. | 
Turespay, December 28, 1847. 


Immediately after the Journal was read— 

Mr. NILES, from the committee appointed to 
make arrangements for the funeral of the Hon. 
Joun FarrFiE.p, reported that, in compliance with 
the wishes of the family and friends of the deceas- 
ed, his remains will be removed to his late residence 


in Maine, and delivered to his family, to be there | 


interred. 

The body will be taken from Mrs. Scott’s, where 
it now lies, to the depot, this day at half-past four 
o’clock, P. M., where it will be delivered into the 


charge of the Hon. Mr. Crarx, a member of the | 


House of Representatives from that State, who will 
accompany it to Saco, in said State, to be consign- 
ed to the charge of his family. 

The committee further report the following res- 
olutions, and recommend their adoption: 


Resolved, unanimously, That, as a mark of respect to the 
memory of the Hon. JoHN FAIRFIELD, late a member from 
the State of Maine, the Vice President, the members of the 
Senate, and its officers, will, at half-past four o’clock in the 
afternoon of this day, accompany in procession his mortal re- 
mains from his late residence to the depôt, where they will 
be delivered tothe Hon. Mr. CLARK, a member of the House 
of Representatives from the State of Maine, to be accom- 
panied by him to the family of the deceased in said State, 
and that the Speaker and members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be respectfully invited to attend. 

Resolved, That the chaplain of the Senate be requested to 
‘deliver the funeral sermon of the Hon, JoHN FAIRFIELD at 
the Capitol the next Sabbath. E 

Resolved, That a copy of the foregoing resolutions be 
communicated to the House of Representatives. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate’`be directed to’ 


‘pay from the contingent fund of the Senate, and place at 
the disposal of the Hon. FRANKLIN CLARK for the funeral 
expenses of the Hon. JoHN FAIRFIELD, a sum equal to that 
usually expended in similar cases, to be ascertained and 
drawn for by the committee of arrangements. 

Before the question on the resolutions was 
talkken— 

Mr. NILES suggested, that as it was unnecessary 
to communicate the last resolution to the House 
of Representatives, he would move that the ques- 
tion on its adoption be taken separately; which 


was accordingly done, and the resolutions were’ 


then unanimously adopted. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, December 28, 1847. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
“proved. 


The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 
House the following communications: 


A communication from the Secretary of the 


‘Navy, transmitting, in compliance with the law of 
March 3, 1809, an abstract of the expenditures 
under the hgad of contingent expenses of the Na- 
vy Department for the year ending September 30, 
1847. Read, laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 
> A letter from the Solicitor of the Treasury, 


transmitting a report, in obedience to a resolution | 


of the House of Representatives of the 20th Janu- 
ary, 1847, upon the claim of Matthews, Wood, 
and Hall. . Referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. | 

A letter from the Solicitor of the Treasury, 
communicating, in compliance with the act of 
March 3, 1847, the result of his examination of 
the case of John Pickett and others, owners of the 
brig Albert. Referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be be printed. 


The SPEAKER presented the petition of the 
“American Peace Society, praying that measures 
may be adoptef to restore peace between the Uni- 
ted States and the Republic of Mexico. Referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the memorial of John Boyle, praying 
compensation for certain materials taken from his 
property and used by the United States. Referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a memorial of Ithamar Rogers, of the 
State of Maine, praying the release of his son 
from the military service of the United States, 
setting forth that his son was induced to enlist 
while laboring under insanity. Referred to the 
Committee en Military Affairs. 

-Also,a petition of Suffolk county, in the State of 

. Massachusetts, praying a reduction of the postage 
on newspapers. Referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


THANKS TO GENERAL SCOTT AND ARMY. | 


Mr. HUNT, by general consent, gave notice 
that to-morrow, or on some subsequent day, he 
would ask leave to introduce the following joint 
resolutions : 


JOINT RESOLUTIONS expressive of the thanks of Con- 
gress to Major General Winfield Scott and the troops 
under his command, for their distinguished gallantry aud 
good conduct in the campaign of 1847. 


Resolved unanimously by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United Stutes of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That the thanks of Congress be, and they are hereby, 
presented to Winfield Scott, Major General cuinmanding- 
in-chief the army in Mexico, and through him to the officers 
and men of the reguiar and volunteer corps under him, for 
their uniform gallantry and good conduct, conspicuously 
displayed at the siege and capture of the city of Vera Cruz 
and castle of San Juan de Ulua, March 29, 1847; and in 
the successive battles of Cerro Gordo, April 18th; Contre- 
ras, San Antonio, and Churubusco, August 19th and 20th ; 
and for the victories achieved in front of the city of Mexico, 
Septewber 8th, 11th, 12th, and [3th; and the capture of the 
metropolis, September 14th, 1847; in which the Mexican 
troops, greatly superior in. numbers, and with every advan- 
tage of position, were in every conflict signally defeated by 
the American arms. 

2. Resolved, That the President of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, requested to cause to be struck a gold 
medal, with devices emblematical of the series of brilliant 
victories achieved by the army, and presented to Major 
General Winfield Scott, as a testimony of the high sense 
entertained by Congress of his valor, skill, and judicious 
conduct in the memorable campaign of 1847. 

3. Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to cause the foregoing resolutions to be commu- 
micated to Major General Scott in such terms as he may 
deem best calculated to give effect to the objects thereof. 


The notice was entered on the Journal. 


IMPOSTS. 

Mr. HASKELL asked the general consent of 
the House to introduce the following resolution; 
which was read for information, viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House copies of any regu- 
lations or instructions emanating either from the War or 
Treasury Department, under which any tax or impost duty 
is collected, or directed to be collected, on goods or mer- 
chandise shipped from any port in the United States, or 
from any foreign port, and landed or entered at Brazos S.m- 
tiago, Point Isabel, or on the eastern bank of the Rio 
Grande ; and that he also communicate under and by what 
authority such tax or duty is directed to be collected. 

Objection being made, the resolution was not 
received. 


Mr. T. B. KING presented a communication 
received by him, as chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, from the Secretary of the Navy, 
enclosing a letter from the Chief of the Bureau of 
Docks and Yards, asking for an appropriation for 
the dry dock at New York. 


Mr. SAWYER, by general consent, moved the 
following resolution, which was read, considered, 
and adopted : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of excluding all 
white traders from the Indian territory, and confining the 


‘trade within said territory exclusively to Indians residing 


therein, who shall have free intercourse with each other for 
commercial and all other purposes connected with their in- 
terests and happiness, and to report to this House by bill or 
otherwise, as early as practicable. 


OUTFIT FOR COMMISSIONER. 


Mr. McCLELLAND asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce a resolution 
instructing the Committee on Foreign Affairs to 
Inquire into the expediency of allowing Anthony 
Ten Eyck, United States commissioner at the 
Sandwich Islands, an outfit. Objected to. 


PETITIONS. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call for petitions 
in the reverse order of the States and Territories, 
commencing with the Territory of Wisconsin. 
Petitions and memorials were presented as fol- 
OWS: 

By Mr. TWEEDY: Of citizens of Potosi, 
Wisconsin Territory, asking an appropriation to 
os a the improvement of the landing at that 
place. | 

Also, of citizens of Wisconsin, praying an ap- 
propriation for the construction of a harbor at the 
mouth of the Manitouac river. 

Also, for the completion of the harbor at Root 
river: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, of the same, for a harbor at the mouth of 
the Sheboygan. 

Also, for a light-house aj Sauk harbor :-referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Of citizens of Michigan, 
praying the establishment of a daily mail route 
from Detroit, Michigan, on the Grand River road, 


to Michigan, the capital of the State: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. WICK: The petition of Hamilton 
Lapham, praying for the extension of a patent 
right. 

Mr. W. said, that the petition was directed to 
the Commissioner of Patents; but, having been 
received after the expiration of the patent right, 
and consequently too late for that officer to act 
upon it, he would present the same here, and 
move its reference to the Committee on Patents. 

The petition was so referred. z 

-By Mr. INGE: Of members of the bar, and 
other citizens of Alabama, praying that the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the middle 
district of Alabama may be permanently holden 
at the city of Tuscaloosa: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. W. P. HALL: Of citizens of northern 
Missouri, asking a donation of lands to aid in the 
construction of the Hannibal and St. Joseph’s 
railroad: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. CABELL: Preamble and resolutions 
of the General Assembly of Florida, relative to 
indemnity for losses sustained in the Seminole 
war : referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. C. B. SMITH presented the petition of John 
M. Sinclair and 210 other persons, of Jay county, 
Indiana, praying for the abolition of slavery and 
the slave trade in the District of Columbia, and 
moved its reference to the Committee on the Dis- 


trict of Columbia. 


Mr. CABELL moved to lay the petition on the 
table; which question was decided in the affirma- 
tive by yeas and nays: Yeas 76, nays 70, as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Barringer, Barrow, Birdsall, Black, Boyd, 
Boydon, Richard Brodhead, William G. Brown, Charles 
Brown, Buckner, Cabell, Chase, Howell Cobb, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Cocke, Crozier, Cummins, Dickinson, Don- 
nell, Garnett Duncan, Alexander Evans, Faran, Feather- 
ston, French, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, Goggin, Willard P. 
Hall, Harmanson, Harris, Haskell, Hill, Hil iard, George 8. 
Houston, Inge Jamieson, Andrew Johnson, James H. John- 
son, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, John W. Jones, 
Kaufinan, Kennon, Thomas Butler King, Lahm, La Sére, 
McClernand, McDowell, McLane, Mann, Miller, Morehead, 
Morse, Pendleton, Peyton, Preston, Richardson, Richey, 
Robinson, Simpson, Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Stephens, Thibodeaux, Tompkins, Jacob Thompson, John 
B. Thompson, Toombs, Turner, Venable, Wick, Williams, 
and Woodward—76. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Green 
Adams, Bingham, Blanchard, Brady, Butler, Canby, Cling- 
man, Collamer, Collins, Conger, Cranston, Crowell, Dickey, 
Dixon, Daniel Duncan, Dunn, Edwards, Embree, Nathan 
Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Giddings, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan 
K. Halil, Henley, Henry, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Kellogg, Daniel P. King, Sidney Law- 
rence, Lincoln, McClelland, Marvin, Morris, Mullin, Pal- 
frey, Peck, Petrie, Reynolds, Rockhill, Julius Rockwell, 
John A. Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Sawyer, 
Schenck, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, 
Starkweather, Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, Strohm, 
Strong, Sylvester, Tallmadge, T'aylor, Richard W. Thomp- 
son, William Thompson, Tuck, Warren, and White—70. 


So the petition was laid on the table. 


A message was here received from the Senate, 
announcing that the Senate had passed resolutions 
in relation to the funeral of the Hon. Joun Fair- 
FIELD, late a Senator from the State of Maine. 

The resolutions were read; when, 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, it was 


Ordered, That the Speaker of this House, its members and 
officers, in compliance with the invitation of the Senate, and 
as a mark of respect to the memory of the late Senator Fair- 
FIELD, Will attend his remains and accompany them to the 
depét at 4} o’clock in the afternoon of this day, where they 
will be put into the care of the Hon. Mr. CLARK, to be ac- 
omiani by him to the family of the deceased, in the State 
of Maine. 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, 
The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c: | 
The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred: 


By Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut: The petition of 
C. L. Dabell and 740 others, citizens. of the United States, 
praying that an appropriation be made by Congress for the 
purpose cf building and stationing at or near Bartlett’s reef, 
a floating light and bell-vessel, of dimensions adequate to 
the demands of the commerce of Long Island Sound. Also, 
that the petition and papers of Abel Gay be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

7 By Mr. PENDLETON: The petition of Apollus Cooper’s 
eirs. l 

By Mr. TALLMADGE: The memorial of merchants and 
others of New York, on the subject of expediting the maiis. 
Also, the petition of Joseph Emerie, for a return of duties 
paid by mistake at the New York custom-house. 
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tition of John H. Clark and 
rumbull county, Ohio, pray- 
Also, the petition of Peter 

John Snyder, deceased, 


By Mr. CROWELL: The 
others, citizens of Braceville, 
ing for peace with Mexico. 
Snyder and others, heirs-at-law of 
for relief, &c. 

By Mr. PECK: The petition of Gershom Carpenter and 
others, for the establishment of a post route from Northum- 
berland, New Hampshire, to East Burk, Vermont, through 
Guildhall, Granby, and Victory, Vermont. 

Mr. MORSE presented the petition of Andrew Brien and 
110 others, praying for the establishment of an additional 
post route in Louisiana, and moved its reference to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpvespay, Décember 29, 1847. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate,a report of the Secretary of the Navy, made 
agreeably to law, accompanied by an abstract of 
expenditures, under the head of contingent ex- 

enses, as settled and allowed at the office of the 
ourth Auditor of the Treasury, from the Ist day 
of October, 1846, to the 30th day of September, 


1847. l 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate, a report of the acting Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, made in pursuance of a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 20th instant, accompanied by a report 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
in relation to the information required by a reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 1łth February, 1846, 
respecting the public lands subject to overflow in 
the State of Arkansas, by the Mississippi, Arkan- 
sas, White, Black, Red, and St. Francis rivers, in 
said State, &c.; which was ordered to be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate, a communication from the acting Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a report from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, in answer 
to a resolution of the Senate of December 7, 1847, 
respecting the military reservation and private land 
claims at Sault Ste. Marie, together with a map 
thereof. 


PETITIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented the peti- 
tion of Thomas Thompson, a British subject, 
praying compensation for rescuing the crew of 
an American merchant vessel wrecked at sea; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of Wil- 
liam W. Gitt, praying that the heirs and repre- 
sentatives of claimants to lands under the act of 
February, 17, 1815, for the relief of the inhabitants 
of the late county of New Madrid, Missouri Ter- 
ritory, in whose favor certificates have been issued, 
to locate the same f&ipon the unappropriated public 
lands; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of Dan- 
lel McKissick, praying that a patent may be is- 
sued to him for the lands settled by him in the 
Oregon Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. l 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of the 
Common Council of the city of Buffalo, New 
York, praying an appropriation for improving the 
harbor at that place; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. : 

Mr. SEVIER presented the petition of Jona- 
than Lewis, praying compensation for depreda- 
tions committed on his property by the Cherokee 
Indians, while residing among those Indians under 
a permit; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DOUGLAS presented resolutions passed by 
the Legislature of Illinois, instructing the Sena- 
tors, and requesting the Representatives of that 
State, in Congress, to use their efforts to procure 
the assent of Congress to the sale of the salt 
apes in Gallatin county; and the ratification of 
all sales of salt springs heretofore made by the 
State of Illinois without the consent of Congress; 
which were read and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BREESE presented a memorial of citizens 


of Illinois, praying that the right of preémption |: 


may be granted to the Central Railroad Company, 
to the lands along the route of their road; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

_ Mr. DIX presented the proceedings of a meet- 
ing of citizens of New York, in favor of the adop- 
tion of measures for expediting the mails between 
that city and New Orleans: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. DIX presented a petition of the Common 
Council of the city of Buffalo, New York, praying 
an appropriation for improving the harbor at that 
place; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition of citizens of 
Buffalo, New York, praying an appropriation for 
improving the harbor at that place; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Hillsborough county, Florida, praying the 
establishment of a mail route from Tampa Bay to 
Manitu river; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
memorial of David Myerle, praying indemnity for 
losses sustained by him in his efforts to produce 
water-rotted hemp forthe use of the navy; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented she pe- 
tition of the heirs and legal representatives of John 
G. Mackall, deceased, praying compensation for 
property destroyed by the enemy in the last war 
with Great Britain; which was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. | 

Mr. STURGEON presented the petition of the 
heirs and legal representatives of George Gibson, 
deceased, an officer in the revolutionary army, 
praying to be allowed commfitation pay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. : 

On motion by Mr. BELL, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the representative of Wil- 
liam Russwurm, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. DIX, it was 
Ordered, That the memorial of Hugh M. McLean, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Ctaims, 


On motion by Mr. WESTCOTT, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Richard S. Coxe, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

On motion by Mr: WESTCOTT, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Thomas Douglas, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Md., it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Gilbert Stalker and N. B. 


Hill, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee 
of Claims. - 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Md., it was 
Ordered, That the petition of James F. Sothoron, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. BREESE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Richard Mc- 
Carty, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the forward officers of 
the late exploring expedition, on the files of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. BREESE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Stephen Steele and Jamcs 
Damil, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 


On motion by Mr. SEVIER, it was 


Ordered, That Joshua Dodge have leave to withdraw his 
memorial and papers. 


On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 
Ordered, That George T. Sinclair have leave to withdraw 
his memorial and papers. 


On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 
Ordered, That the legal representative of William Shippen 
have leave to withdraw his memorial and papers. 
On motion by Mr. HALE, sundry resolutions, 
resented a few days ago, from the Legislature of 
ew Hampshire, relative to the courts in that State, 
| were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
On motion by Mr. BALDWIN, it was 
Ordered, That the Committce on Pensions be discharged 
| from the further consideration of the resolution passed by 


| the Senate, on the 23d instant, in relation to naval pensions; 
and that the resolution be referred to the Committee on 


| Naval Affairs. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of La.? it was 


On motion b 
Ordered, That the Committee on Pensions be discharged 
| from the further consideration of the petition of Hugh Wal- 
lace Wormiey, and from the further consideration of the 
memorial of John Crosby; and that the said petition and me- 
morial be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. DICKINSON gave notice that he would, 
‘at an early day, ask leave of the Senate to intro- 
duce a bill for the relief of Jeanette C. Hunting- 
ton, widow and sole executrix of William B. 
Cheever, deceased. 


BILLS REPORTED ON LEAVE, ETC. 
Agreeably to notice, Mr. BAGBY asked and ob- 


tained leave to bring in a bill authorizing the pay- 


ninaa eines i oot ees 


ment of interest on the amount advanced by the ` 
State of Alabama to the General Government, 
pending the Creek hostilities in 1836 and 1837; 
which was read a first and second time, by unani- 
mous consent, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. ASHLEY asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill to establish a per- 
manent general preémption system in favor of ace 
tual settlers on the public lands; which was read a 
first and second time, by unanimous consent, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. DICKINSON asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill for the relief 
of Asa Andrews, of Ipswich, in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts; which was read a first and second 
time, by unanimous consent, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. He also presented a docu- - 
ment relating to the subject; which was referred to 
the said Committee, and ordered to be printed. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. BRADBURY asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill changing the 
time of holding the terms of the Circuit Court of 
the United States in the district of Maine; which 
wes read the first and second times, by unanimous 
consent, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

On motion by Mr. YULEE, it was 


Ordered, That a member be appointed by the Vive Pres- 
ident to fill the vacancy in the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
ocvasioned by the decease of the Hon. Jonn FAIRFIELD. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CASS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill providing for the further 
prosecution of the existing war between the Uni- 
ted States and the Republic of Mexico; which was 
read and passed to a second reading. 

[This bill authorizes the President, should the 
exigencies of the war require it, to call for and ac- 
cept the services of additional volunteers, not to 
exceed the number of 20,000, that may offer, either 
as cavalry, infantry, or riflemen; to serve three 
years after they shall have arrived at the place of 


| rendezvous, unless sooner discharged; to receive 


ay as volunteers under existing laws. The Pres- 
ident has the power, when the regiment is reduced 
in rank and file, to discharge a part of the commis- 
sioned officers, leaving not more than three for six- 
ty men, and not more than two for forty rank and 
file; and whena sa ected is reduced to twenty, he 
may discharge the whole company, and receive a 
new company of not less than eighty rank and file; 
provided that nothing herein contained shall re- 
quire the President to reduce the officers or dis- 
charge a company, if,in his opinion, the reduced 
company can be filled up by recruiting. The Pres- 
ident is also authorized, when regiments of volun- 
teers are reduced, to receive additional companies 
for such regiments, provided the whole is not in- 
creased beyond 1,000 rank and file The volun- 
teers raised under this act shall be discharged with- 
in six months after the ratification of a treaty of 
peace. | p 

Mr. CASS, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported a bill to provide clothing for volun- 
teers in the service of the United States; which was 
read and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of La., from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill to continue 
the pensions of certain widows, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill to compen- 
sate John M. Moore, reported it without amend- 
ment He also submitted a report on the subject, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Patent Office, reported a Bill to pro- 
vide for additional examining clerks in the Patent 
Office, and for additional fees tn certain cases ; 
which was read and passed to the second reading. 
He also submitted a communication from the Com- 
missioner of Patents, relating to the subject; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee of 
Claims, te whom the documents relating to the 
claim of Lemuel B. Nicholls were referred, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the memorial of Henry 
Simpson, administrator of George Simpson, de- 
ceased, submitted an adverse report; which was 
ordered to be printed. 
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On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Miss., it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
cbarged from the further consideration of the petition of 
James Edwards, administrator of Edward M. Wanton; and 
that it be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Miss., it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairg be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
James Edwards; and that it be referred tothe Committee of 
Claims. 

On motion by Mr. ASHLEY, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
John Bruce, and that it be.referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the petition of Mil- 
ledge Galphin, executor of the last will and tes- 
tament of George Galphin, deceased, submitted a 
report accompanied by a bill for his relief. 

he bill was read and passed to a second read- 
ing. 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of 
William A. Christian, reported a bill for his re- 
lief; which was read and passed to a second read- 
ing. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of the 
heirs of Andrew D. Crosby, reported a bill for their 
relief; which was read and passed to a second 
reading. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill to 
allow further time for satisfying claims for bount 
lands for military services in the late war with 
Great Britain, and for other purposes, reported it 
without amendment. 


SUBSISTENCE FOR THE ARMY. 


Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill from the 
House, makipg an appropriation to supply in part 
a deficiency in the appropriations for subsistence 
in kind, of the army and volunteers during the 
year ending the 30th June, 1848, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. ATHERTON moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the said bill; which 
was agreed to. 

The bill was then taken up for consideration as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ATHERTON said: It will be perceived 
that the bill only makes an appropriation in part 
to supply the deficiency which exists in the appro- 
priation for the subsistence in kind of the army 
and volunteers for the current year. ‘The remain- 
der of the deficiency, which I believe will be 
about $3,000,000, is reserved for a more minute 
and particular examination. To show the neces- 
sity for passing this bill at this time, I ask that 
the letter accompanying it be read. 

The Secretary then read the following letter : 


Wak DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 17, 1847. 


Sır: I have the honor to lay before you a letter from the 
. Commissary General, showing the pressing necessity of an 
early appropriation for the deficiency in the Commissary 
Department. It is exceedingly important to the public ser- 
vice that immediate provision should be made to meet the 
deficiencies, not only in that department, but also those in 
the other branches of the War Department, for which esti- 
mates have been made and subinitted to Congress. Any 
delay in this respect will be highly detrimental to the public 
interest. ` 

- Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

W. L. MARCY, Secretary of War. 

Hon. 8. F. Vinton, Chairman Committee of Ways and 

Means, House of Representatives. 


OFFICE oF COMMISSARY GENERAL OF SUBSISTENCE, 
Washington, December 17, 1847. 


Sir: I have:the honor to report that the appropriations 
applicable to ‘army subsistence ” are nearly exhausted. 

The whole sum now remaining to the credit of such ap- 

priations does not exceed sixty thousand dollars; and 
that sum is absolutely necessary to meet the demands of the 
recruiting service. 

Recent information from the principal commissaries of 
subsistence in Mexico, makes it necessary for me to respect- 
fully ask that the early attention of Congress may be called 
to my “estimate” of the 9th November, in which the defi- 
ciency in the former appropriations is stated, as drafts to the 
amount of five hundred thousand dollars may be daily ex- 
pected to reach the Uriited States, and, as above shown, this 
department has no means of paying thein. 

; Most respectfully, your obcdient servant, 

i GEO. GIBSON, 0. G. S. 

Hon. W. L. Marcy, Secretary of War. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland. I rise, sir, not 
for the purpose of offering any opposition to the 


passage of this bill, but tə ask the chfirman of 
the committee, if he knows what is probably the 
entire deficiency in the estimates; and if he can 


also explain to the Senate, why it is, that the esti- 


mates were not sufficienly large at the last session. 

Mr. ATHERTON. In reply to the honorable 
Senator from Maryland, I will say that it appears 
from the estimates which have been furnished, that 
the entire deficiency is $3,987,939 74. 

Mr. JOHNSON, (in his seat.) Nearly four 
millions. 

P Mr. CALHOUN, (in his seat.) Up to this 
ate: 

Mr. ATHERTON. Nearly four millions for 
the current year. ‘To show the reason for the de- 
ficiency in the estimate for the appropriation for 
the current year, I would ask that the letter from 
the Commissary General of Subsistence be read. 

The Secretary then read the following letter : 


OFFICE OF COMMISSARY GENERAL OF SUBSISTENCE, 
Washington, November 9, 1847. 

Sır: In submitting with this an “estimate of the prob- 
able amount that will be required to meet the deficiency in 
the former appropriation for the subsistence of the regular 
army and volunteers in the service of the United States 
from December J, 1847, to June 30, 1848,” I have the honor 
to make the following report in explanation : 

At the time when this department was making heavy pur- 
chases for shipment to Vera Cruz, Mexico, and to the mouth 
of the Rio Grande, Texas, large shipments of breadstuffs, 
as well as other articles composing the army ration, were 
being made to Europe. | 

The shipments to Europe enhanced the price of produçe 
in general nearly one-half of its previous value; and this 
enhanced price was kept up for some months. 

My annual estimate of the probable price of the ration 
made November 10, 1846, was only fifteen cents. That es- 
timate of course was made at the time without any expect- 
ation of such a rise in the price of produce, and fell far 
short of the cost of the ration by purchase. | 

The appropriation for the ten additional regiments of regu- 
lar troops (authorized after my estimate of November 10, 
1246) was made for only four months—say from March 1, 
1847, to June 30, 1847. All the troops composing those regi- 
ments are now in service, will probably so remain up to 
June 30, 1848, and will have to be subsisted to that date. 

Here will be seen a deficiency in the appropriation of one 
year, for this large body of troops. 

All the volunteers who entered the service for ‘one 
year’? were not mustered out of it at the expiration of their 
time; but many of them had to be subsisted for a longer pe- 
riod than they were appropriated for. 

Since June 30, 1847, nine additional regiments of volun- 
teers have been called into service without any additional 
appropriation being made to meet the expense of subsisting 
them. They have been subsisted so far out of the last an- 
nual appropriation. 

The portion of the army under the command of Major 
General Scott, since it left Jalapa, has been almost wholly 
supplied with subsistence from the country in the vicinity 
of its operations, and at prices varying from twenty-six to 
thirty-two cents per ration—heing an increase from eleven 
to seventeen cents per ration above the estimated price. 

The ‘recruiting service”? has tended greatly to increase 
the expenses of this department, as the complete ration, 
furnished under special contracts made throughout the 
country, costs nearly double the estimated price. 

Owing to the nature of the climate of Mexico, and the 
imperfect storehouses, (the articles of subsistence being 
perishable,) much has been lost from decay and wastage,— 
as also from wrecks during transportation. 

All these things combined will, I trust, satisfactorily show 
the necessity, as well as the correctness, of the estimated 
deficiency now asked for. 

Most respectfully, your obedient servant, 

GEO. GIBSON, C. G. S. 

Hon. W. L. Marcy, Secretary of War. 


No amendment being offered, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate. | 

Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 

The said bill was read a third time. _ 

Resolved, ‘That it pass. 

Ordered, That the Secretary notify the House 
of Representatives accordingly. 


THE MADISON PAPERS. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN rose for the purpose of 
inquiring whether the bill for the purchasing of 
the papers of President Madison was not the 
order of the day for this day. It had been made 
the special order for Monday last; and he sup- 
posed, therefore, it was now the first business In 
order. He inquired if it would not come up for 
consideration at this time as a matter of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER replied that it 
would require a motion to take it up. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN then moved to proceed to 
the consideration of that bill.- 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
taken up for consideration as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HALE rose and observed, that he wished 
the consideration of this bill might be postponed. 
The honorable Senator from Connecticut, (Mr. 
Nizes,] who is not now in his seat, I believe, is 
desiraus of addressing the Senate in opposition to it, 


and if that honorable Senator does not do so, I will 
for myself say, that I hope the bill will not pass. 
I hope it will not receive the favorable considera- 
tion of this body; for I think it is, in effect, though 
not exactly so in form, creating improperly a civil 
pension list, by granting, under the form of a pur- 
chase, a sum of money. I think that the whole 
system is radically wrong, and if in order, I will 
move that the further consideration of the bill be 
postponed until Monday next. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope the motion will 
not prevail for its postponement to so late a day. 
Although, if the honorable Senator desires a short 

ostponement, I should have no objection that it 
be passed by informally, so that it may remain the 
order of the 7 for to-morrow. If that will be 
satisfactory to the Senator, I shall have no objec- 
tion to its being informally passed over. 

Mr. HALE. I would inquire whether, if the 
bill be passed over informally, it will of necessity 
come up for consideration to-morrow? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It will, I presume, come 
up of necessity to-morrow. If not, I will move 
that it be made the order of the day for to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Connecticut is 
absent, on account of news received of sickness in 
his family. He cannot be here to-morrow, and I 
hope, therefore, that the bill may be postponed 
until Monday. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I trust that motion will 
not prevail. Many other Senators are absent, 
and it is hardly to be expected, in the ordinary 
course of things, that there will be at any time an 
entirely full Senate. Ido not propose myself to 
occupy one moment of the time of the Senate. I 
hope the motion for postponement will not pre- 
vail. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
postpone the bill until Monday next, it was not 
agreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
it was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The sense of the Senate 
has been so clearly manifested in favor of this bill, 
that I trust the honorable Senator will now with- 
draw his objections and permit the bill to be read 
a third time this day. I move that it be now read 
a third time. . 

The bill was read a third time by its title. 

Mr. BUTLER. The question is now, I believe, 
on the passage of the bill; will it be in order to 
move that it be made the special order for to-mor- 
row? I am not fully prepared to give my vote 
upon it, and if I am driven to a vote at this time, I 
shall be compelled to vote against it. I desire an 
opportunity to make a few remarks upon the sub- 
ject, and perhaps I may propose to modify the 
bill. Will it be in order now to make a motion 
for its postponement until to-morrow? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is 
at liberty to make that motion. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I will only suggest to 
my honorable friend, that the bill, by a vote of the 
Senate, has passed beyond that stage when it would 
be subject to amendment, and therefore, if his object 
be to amend the bill, it cannot well be accomplish- 
ed without retracing our steps. To allow the hon- 
orable Senator an opportunity to express any rea- 
sons that he may have against the Br of thè 
bill, is a courtesy which I would be disposed, at 
all times, to extend; but I hope that the Senator 
will not press any motion for delay. I should be 
very much gratified if the bill might be allowed to 
pass to-day; and I hope the Senator will withdraw 
his proposition for postponement} unless there be 
some particular object to be accomplished by it. 

Mr. BUTLER. [have so many difficulties on 
the subject, that if the vote be forced upon me now, 
I shall, very probably, be constrained to vote 
against the bill. I do not desire, however, to pre- 
vent its passage, provided it receive a slight modi- 
fication. Iam inclined to think that the papers of 
Mr. Madison will, in time to come, be more valu- 
able than they are now; and if they are tovbe re- 
garded as a legacy to the widow of that distinguish- 
ed men, I would not deprive her, in the slightest 
degree, of the benefit to be derived from that lega- 
cy during her lifetime; but there is a provision in 
the bill, I perceive, that gives her the power to dis- 

ose of the fund appropriated to her use, by will. 

ow, if I could modify the bill in this way, togive 
five thousand dollars down, and twenty thousand 
dollars during her lifetime for such papers asa 


16 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


x 


Dec. 29, 


committee might select, I would be entirely will- 
ing; but I would-be very unwilling to give the ben- 
efit of this legacy to a stranger. [am entirely in 
favor of giving itto Mrs. Madison herself; but 
how far I would give her the power of disposing of 
it by will, I am not now prepared to say. I say 
to the Senator from Kentucky that I would be will- 
ing to give $5,000 down, and the remainder of the 
$25,000 in trust for her during her life time; and if 
the papers are worth more than that sum, I would 
goso far as to select from the papers so much of 
them as will amount to that value, leaving the 
rest to rise in value, as I believe they undoubt- 
edly will, and. to be purchased hereafter, in case 
it be deemed expedient. I firmly believe that 
these papers will be looked to in future times 
with much interest, and with great advantage, both 
to the statesman and the scholar, and I do not wish 
to deprive the widow of Mr. Madison of the bene- 
fit which she: may ultimately derive from their in- 
creased value; but to give her the right to dispose 
of the purchase money by will, perhaps to an utter 
stranger, is a thing to which I am not prepared to 
consent. 
Mr. BERRIEN. If this money is to be consid- 
ered as a gratuity to Mrs. Madison, and for which 
no value is received, I would very readily agree 
with the suggestion ef the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina, that that which is designed as a 
ratuity should be personal to her, enjoyed ene 
her life, and terminate at her death. Butif, as 
suppose to be the case, it is a purchase of papers 
conceded by the honorable Senator, and felt I 
presume by the great majority of the Senate, to 
be of great and increasing value, as containing the. 
opinions of one of the most enlightened statesmen 
of the early days of this Republic—if it is to be 
considered as a contract between the Government 
and Mrs. Madison as the possessor and proprietor 
of these papers, for which value is given, then I 
submit to my honorable friend that the money which 
is sọ given is no longer the money of the Govern- 
ment, but becomes the money of the other party 
to the contract, and subject exclusively to her dis- 
posal. Sir, the próvisions in this bill are not in- 
troduced from any idea that this is a gratuity, but 
that forthe sum which it is proposed to appropri- 
ate we receive a valuable consideration. I suggest, 
then, whether it would be proper that we should 
place any restraint upon the disposition of the 
money after its ownership has thus been changed, 
and I should hope that the honorable Senator, after 
witnessing the expression of the decision on the 
part of a majority of the Senate, that this bill 
should be allowed to pass, would not persevere in 
opposing its passage at this time, in order that it 
may avoid encountering the fate which it met at the 
last session in consequence of unnecessary delay. 
Mr. BUTLER. + have not had time to exam- 
ine the manuscripts, nor am I convinced that Con- 
gress ought to purchase the whole of them at this 
time; and I believe also, as has been already sug- 
gested, that these manuscripts will become more 
valuable hereafter, and I desire that Mrs. Madison 
shall receive the full benefit of her illustrious hus- 
band’s works. I would be perfectly willing, as I 
have said already, to give Mrs. Madison all that 
she desires during her lifetime for such papers as 
may be selected by a committee. In this wa 
everything that is necessary will be aécoinphiahed: 
but I must repeat, that if the bill be forced upon me 
as it stands, I shall very reluctantly (for it is con- 
trary to my disposition to oppose a matter of thia 
kind) be compelled to vote against it; for I am 
not now prepared to vote for it, and I am not wil- 
ling to be forced-into a vote before I am prepared. 
I on ask time to examine the matter, and it may 
be when [ have made that examination, that I will 
yield up my objections, but I cannot give them up 
without an opportunity of satisfying myself in re- 
gard to them, for [ should distrust myself im such 
a case as this, lest my feelings should get the bet- 
‘ter of my judgment. 
- Mr. CRIT ENDEN. I certainly had hoped 
that the Senator would be content to yield his op- 
position after witnessing the manifest disposition 
of the Senate that the bill should pass. If the 
honorable Senator persists in his desire for the 
postponement until to-morrow, I will acquiesce. 
‘Mr. BUTLER. I do desire its postponement, 
and perhaps I may give up my objections. I have 
not had time, or if I had, l have not availed my- 
self of it, to examine the subject so as to enable 
me to vote intelligently. 
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Mr. WESTCOTT. I desire to make an expla- 
nation, in order to relieve myself from the imputa- 
tion of inconsistency in voting, as I intend, against 
this bill, unless it be altered, in view of the vote 
which I gave at the last session. 

The bill of last session proposed to give Mrs. 
Madison the same sum, twenty thousand dollars, 
to be invested in stocks for her use, and five thou- 
sand dollars to be paid to herimmediately. I had 
no objection to that bill. I regarded that pay- 
ment not as a gift or a pension, but as a considera- 
tion for the papers, which were well worth the 
money to the American public. My objection to 
the present hill is, that it creates trustees to take’ 
care of the fund for Mrs. Madison by act of Con- 
gress. There is no precedent for the creation 
of such officers. It is a dangerous precedent. I 
doubt the power, and have no doubt of the impro- 
priety of such legislation by Congress. Congress 
has a fight to purchase, but no right to fetter the 
payment of the consideration-money with the con- 
dition that it shall be vested in trustees. This is 
the first case of the kind since the adoption of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, (in his seat.) It was at 
the request of Mrs. Madison that such an arrange- 
ment was made. 

Mr. WESTCOTT. That does not alter the 
case with me. Her consent would no doubt be 
given toa donation in any form as a matter of 
course. I object to the establishment of such a 
prea after which any person having a claim 

efore Congress can make an arrangement for the 
appointment of trustees, and thus defraud bona fide 
creditors. If it were a mere gratuity, the objec- 
tion would not apply; but as this is a considera- 
tion paid for the papers, the objection is with me 
insuperable. I cannot vote for the bill in its pres- 
ent form, although I have no objection, constitu- 
tional or otherwise, to giving the money in con- 
sideration for the papers out-and-out to Mrs. 
Madison. : 

Mr. BADGER. If I understood correctly the 
remarks which have been made by the honorable 
Senator from Florida, he has said that he voted 
for the bill of last session, but if pressed to vote on 
the present bill, he will vote against it for certain 
reasons which he has assigned. Now, if I recol- 
lect the terms of the bill which passed the Senate 
by a very large majority at the last session, it was 
liable to the objections stated by the honorable 
gentleman from Florida in a still higher degree 
than they can be possibly supposed to apply to the 
present bill. If 1 recollect aright the provisions of 
the bill of last session, it actually went so far as to 
preclude Mrs. Madison from anticipating any of 
the coming payments on account of interest before 
they should fall due. But what are the objections 
that it is an act of Congress creating trustees, and 
on which the honorable gentleman calls in ques- 
tion the right of Congress to pass such a bill? 

With very great respect to the opinion of the 
honorable gentleman—and certainly, as a lawyer, 
as well as on other grounds, his opinion is entitled 
to the highest consideration—it does seem to me 
that he has presented an entirely new phase of 
constitutional difficulty. Congress proposes to 
buy from Mrs. Madison certain papers, and the 
bill assumes that these papers are worth twenty- 
five thousand dollars, which sum Congress pro- 
pe to pay to the proprietor of these papers, to 

e held for her interest. The proprietor of these 
papers is willing, and desires that payment should 

e made to her in the following manner: That of 
the twenty-five thousand dollars, five thousand 
should be paid to her immediately, and the re- 
maining twenty thousand should be put in the 
hands of three gentlemen, to be held by them, by 
the last survivor, and executors, and administra- 
tors of the last survivor, upon trust; who will pay 
to her the interest; with power to her to dispose 
of the principal sum by her last will and testa- 
ment. Where is the constitutional objection here? 
The money, according to this contract, that would 
be coming to, and be due to Mrs. Madison after 
the five thousand dollars are paid, and that to be 
paid into the hands of certatn trustees, was the 
money of the Government, and would become the 
money of Mrs. Madison. Well, if the party who 
is to give the money, and the party who is to re- 
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| ceive it, both agree to a certain disposition of it, 
how is it possible that there can be any constitu- 
tional difficulty? If Congress have the right to 
buy the papers, and pay away the money, cer- 
| tainly it has a right, with consent of the seller of 
| the papers, to make such disposition of the money - 
| as may be agreed upon. Where, I again ask, is 
| 


the difficulty? Why, Mrs. Madison may dispose 
of the principal fund by her will, and in conse- 
quence of this arrangement, the honorable Sena- 
tor supposes that the just claims of creditors may 
i be evaded. 
| Mr. WESTCOTT, (in his seat.) It is tying 
| up the fund. ` l 
Mr. BADGER. What principle of constitution- 
al law is opposed to *‘tying up the fund??? What 
principle of common law is opposed to it? How- 
ever, sir, the bill is, I believe, to stand over, and I 
will not detain the Senate. Indeed,I should not 
| have made any remarks at all on the subject, 
' had it not been for the observations of the Senator 
| from Florida; but aware of his distinguished legal 

reputation, I was afraid, lest it might go out that 
| we were doing some strange things here, and that 
| by our legislation we were about to disregard the 

obligations of debtors. It seems to me, as the hon- 
orable gentleman from Florida knows very well, 
that where a person has a power to be exercised, 
| according to his best will and discretion, he must 
i exercise it, if he do so atall, for the benefit of cred- 
l itors. This is, therefore, the most beneficial form 
in which control over this fund could be exercised. 
The interest is to be given to this venerable relict 
of a most distinguished man; and at her death she 
will have an opportunity of bestowing that fund 
which has produced the interest, on the objects of 
her regard—on those who have lingered around 
| her dying bed, and ministered to her in her declin- 

ing years, and to whom she would be, therefore, 

disposed to leave a memorial of her kindness and 

testimony of her gratitude. | 

For one, I was sorry that my honorable friend 
from South Carolina felt it to be his duty—acting, 
as I know he did, from the purest and most hon- 
orable motives—to make the slightest objection to 
the passage of this bill. A similar bill was passed 
at the last session by a decided vote. This is one 
of those cases in which it may be truly said, that 
in order that this act may be really kind, it ought 
to be done promptly—early. The subject has been 
fully considered—the sense of the Senate, has been 
fully declared—and never was there a case, ag it ap- 
pears to me, in which wecould with more propriety, 

| as was said by my friend from Kentucky, the other 
day, convert this into a New-Year’s arrangement; 
shedding joy and gladness over the declining days 
of one so much esteemed for her own sake, as well 
as being the relict of so eminent a citizen of this 
Republic. 

But under the rule, I suppose the’ subject lies 
over; and I will not trouble the Senate with any 
additional remarks. 

Mr. WESTCOTT. The honorable gentleman 
from North Carolina has totally misconceived me; 
but as it is suggested that this bill will come up 
again to-morrow, I shall defer any further re- 
marks. 

On motion by Mr. BUTLER, it was 

Ordered, That the further consideration of the bill be post- 
poned until to-morrow. 

; RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inqnire into the justice and propriety of providing 
for the fulfilment of the contract, entered into by the Secre- 
tary of War, on the 12th day of March, 1839, under the au- 
thority of the joint resolution of Congress of the 13th of Feb- 
ruary, 1839, “to contract with J. B. and P. Ferribault, for 
the purchase of the island at the confluence of the St. Pe- 
ter’s and Missiasippi rivers.” 

Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of allowing to the 
Registers and Receivers of the several land offices, for their 
services under the ninth section of the act of the 11th. Feb- 


ruary last, the same compensation as is now allowed by law 
when money is paid on the entry and purchase of land. 


Mr. SEVIER submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of allowing a reason- 
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able compensation to such receivers of the public money as 
performed the duties of assistant treasurers of the United 
States. 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, it was 

Ordered, That two thousand extra copies of the report of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, with the ac- 
companying maps and diagrams, be printed for the use of 
the Senute; and that two thousand additional copies of the 
map of surveys in Florida, accompanying said report, be 
also printed for the use of the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

The following message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Mr. Campbell, their 
Clerk : 

Mr. Present: The House of Representatives 
have appointed a Committee on Printing, on their 
part, in pursuance of the joint resolution of the 
two Houses, consisting of Mr. Concer, of New 
York, Mr. Hexer, of Indiana, and Mr. Jonn B. 
Tuompson, of Kentucky. 

I am directed to notify the Senate of the death | 
of the Hon. Epwarp Brap ey, late a member 
elect of the present Congress, from the State of | 
Michigan; and of the proceedings of the House | 
of Representatives thereon. | 


| 
The message having been taken up for consid- | 
eration— 
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OBITUARY. 


Mr. FELCH rose and addressed the Senate as 
follows: 

Mr. Present: The announcement just re- | 
ceived from the House of Representatives, arrests | 
the attention of. the Senate in the midst of its or- , 
dinary business, with the melancholy tidings of | 
death! Again and again, since the commencement | 
of the present session, similar announcements 
have called us to mourn, with the country, the de- | 
cease of distinguished members of the present | 
Congress, and to pay the tribute of respect to the | 
memory of departed associates. If the melan- | 
choly expression of our feelings here cannot re- 
store the deceased to life, nor recall to a seat in | 
these halls the trusted agent of a confiding con- | 

| 


stituency, nor restore to the domestic circle its 
stay and support, it may at least show that we 
cherish a high regard for the memory of the de- | 
arted; that we appreciate his virtues and his abil- | 
ities, and sympathize with those who united with | 
the deceased by closer ties, have felt even more | 
keenly than we this gad dispensation of Provi- 
dence. 
Epwarp Brap.ey, whose death is thus an- 
nounced, was born in the county of Ontario, in 
the State of New York, in April, 1808. At the ` 
age of twenty-six years he was appointed an As- | 
sociate Judge of the Court of Common Pleas in | 
his native county. Previous to this he had | 
moved in the humbler walks of private life. En- | 
gaged chiefly in agricultural pursuits, with few 
advantages of early education, there was little in | 
the influences by which he was surrounded to | 
kindle his ambition, or to stimulate to those un- 
ceasing mental efforts which alone can secure high 
attainments and give assurance of future eminence. 
But his was a mind of no ordinary energies. 
Availing himself of every opportunity for im- 
provement, he gathered Eno wledae from. every 
source within his reach, acquiring strength in his 
struggles with adversity, and accumulating, in his 
contact with the world, the rich treasures of men- 
tal efficiency and practical information. The ap- 
dared ne his merits by his friends prompted 
um to still more ardent efforts, and a taste for 
forensic discussion induced him to become a de- 
voted student of the law. In 1839 he removed to 
Michigan. Having been admitted to the bar, he 
devoted himeelf to the busincss of the legal pro- 
fession, and soon acquired the reputation of an 
able lawyer and an eloquent advocate. In 1842 
he was called by the suffrages of the district in 
whieh he resided to a seat in the State Senate, and 
ably and faithfully performed his duties in that 
station during his term. In 1846 he was elected 
a member of the House of Representatives of the 
thirtieth Congress. This last evidence of the high 
esteem in which he was held among those who 
knew him best was scarcely received when?dis- 
ease marked him for a victim. In July he left the 
place of his residence, intending to seek the resto- 
ration of his health by a protracted journey to%the 
capital, and a temporary sojourn on the seacoast. 
The end of this journey he was destined never to 
reach. He arrived in the city of New York on 
the last day of July, and on the morning of the 
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fifth day of August he was numbered with the 
dead. She who came to administer that aid and 
consolation which his debility required, returned 
with the lifeless remains of her husbaad to her 
stricken family—the widowed to the fatherless. 

I am aware, Mr. President, that, in alluding in 
this place to the virtues of the deceased, I speak to 
those who have had no opportunity, by personal 
intercourse, to enjoy his friendship or to know his 
worth. He was called to the world of spirits 
when about to assume his position among the Rep- 
resentatives of this people. By his death, his con- 
stituents have been deprived of the services of an 
able Representative, and the country of a faithful 
guardian of the public weal. 

Himself the architect of his own fortunes, his 
sympathies were with the struggling, the poor, 
and the oppressed. Ardent in his feelings and 
strong in his attachments, he was nevertheless tol- 
erant to an opponent and forgiving to an enemy. 
At the bar, in the legislative hall, and in the popu- 
lar assembly, his good sense and strong reasoning 
faculties always commanded attention and respect, 
and by his eloquence he carried persuasion and 
conviction to the hearts of his auditors. 

If, in common with his fellow-men, he had his 
faults, they were trivial and easily to be forgiven; 
while his virtues, prominent and numberless, will 
long be the theme of praise, and his early death 
the subject of heartfelt sorrow. 

In token of respect to his memory, I submit the 
following resolutions : 

Resolved, That the Senate has received with deep sensi- 
bility the message from the House of Representatives an- 
nouncing the death of the Hon. Epwarp BRADLEY, a Rep- 
resentative elect from the State of Michigan. 

Resolved, That the members of the Senate, from a sincere 
desire of showing every mark of respect to the memory of 
the deceased, will wear the usual hadge of mourning for 
thirty days. 

Resolved, That, as a further testimony of respect for the 
memory of the deceased, the Senate do now adjourn. 


And then the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespar, December 29, 1847. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


OBITUARY. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, rose and said: 

Mr. Speaker: The melancholy. duty has been 
assigned to me of announcing to the House the 
death of my lamented friend, the Hon. Epwarp 
BRADLEY, late a member elect of the present Con- 
gress from the second district of Michigan. 

He was born in the town of East Bloomfield, in 
the county of Ontario, and State of New York, in 
April, 1808. Atthe age of twenty-six he was ap- 
pointed an Associate Judge of the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas of that county, the bar of which then 
numbered among its members several gentlemen 
of distinguished legal reputation. 

The forensic displays of such men could not fail 
to produce upon a mind like Mr. Brapiey’s a 
powerful influence; and it is therefore probable 
that his choice of the legal profession may date 
from this period of his life. 

Atthe expiration of his term of office he remov- 
ed to Michigan, and in July, 1839, he located at 
Marshall, in the county. of Calhoun, and entered 
upon the practice of his profession. His advance- 
ment was rapid, and he very soon ranked among 
the first at that bar—a position which all acquaint- 
ed with its members will concede was as difficult of 
attainment as it was honorable to its possessor. 

Mr. BraD.ey’s early pursuits having been ex- 
clusively agricultural, his feelings, sympathies, 
and consequently his interests, were naturally and 
strongly identified with the producing classes. To 
become a general favorite, however, it was only 
necessary that he should be generally known; and 
in 1842 he was elected from his scr: to the 
State Senate. Though chosen to fill a vacancy, 
and serving but one year, he acquired the reputa- 
tion of a powerful debater, a sound legislator, and 
a faithful and able representative. His great and’ 
varied powers of oratory were, however, best 
adapted to popular assemblies. In these, his 
depth of thought, his force and style of reasoning, 
combined with his inimitable sarcasm, told with 
prodigious effect; and hence, in a political can- 
vass, as conducted in the West, he was an able 
and efficient champion. 

At the general election in 1846, he was chosen a 
Representative ‘to the present Congress; but early 
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in the succeeding spring, it became but too evident 
that the disease which finally terminated his exist- 
ence had seized him with an unyielding. grasp. 
Favored with medical treatment of the most skill- 
ful character, he finally, after a severe and painful 
illness, partially recovered, and, having perfected 
his arrangements, left home, accompanied by his 
wife, to enter upon his duties here. The terrible 
ravages of disease were distinctly marked, and 
the fears of his friends were consequently in- 
creased. But, Mr. Speaker, 
« Hope springs eternal in the human breast ;”? 


and, guided by its seductive illusions, Mr. Brap- 
LEY felt confident that travelling, change of cli- 
mate, and, more than all, the eminent medical 
skill he should employ in New York, where he 
contemplated a protracted delay for that purpose, 
would restore him to health and happiness. 

It is written, sir, that ‘man that is born of a 
¢ woman hath but a short time to live, and is full 
‘of misery : he cometh up and is cut down like a 
‘ flower; he fleeth as it were a shadow, and never 
‘continueth in one stay.” 

This oepa | truth was strikingly ga 
fied in the case of my late excellent friend. He 
reached New York on the 30th of July, and died 
on the morning of the 5th of August. In his death, 
in the eloquent language of another, ‘the poor 
‘have lost a friend, the bar an ornament, the peo- 
‘ ple a champion, the councils of the nation a states- 
‘man, whilst his widow and children have lost a 
‘husband and a father.” 

« Thus vanish mortal dreams.”? 

In token of respect, sir, I offer the following res- 
olutions: 

Resolved, That this House has heard with deep sensibility 
the announcement of the death of the Hon. Epwarp BRAD- 
LEY, late a member elect of the present Congress from .the 
second district of Michigan. 

Resolved, That as a testimony of respect for the memory 
of the deceased, the members and officers of this House will 
wear the usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 

Resolved, That the proceedings of this House in relation 
to the death of the Hon. Evwarp BRADLEY be communi- 
cated to the family of the deceased by the Clerk. 


Resolved, That this House, as a further mark of respect for 
his memory, do now adjourn. 


The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspar, December 30, 1847. 


Mr. UPHAM presented two.petitions from citi- 
zens of Ohio, praying the establishment of a daily 
mail between Pittsburg, Pa., and Mansfield, Ohio; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented the petition of 
John Leroy, praying a pension, on account of the 
loss of an arm while carrying an express for the 
army in Mexico; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WEBSTER presented the petition of Hen- 
ry Hatch, praying indemnity for French spolia- 
tions prior to 1800 ; which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. WEBSTER presented the petition of the 
American Peace Society, praying that the war 
with Mexico may be brought to a close without 
the further effusion of blood; which was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition of citizens 
of Clay county, Illinois, praying that the right of 

reémption may be granted to the Illinois Central 

ailroad Company to the lands along the route of 
their road; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. DIX presented the petition of pues Bur- 
chard, praying that certain duty bonds paid by him 
as surety for John S. Roulet, may be repaid to him; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BADGER presented the petition of citizens 
of Johnston county, North Carolina, praying the 
establishment of a post office at Bagby’s store, in 
that county; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented additional documents 


‘relating tothe petition of Milledge Galphin, execu- 


tor of George Galphin, deceased; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, it was 

Ordered, That the memorialof the President and Fellows 
of Harvard College, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


On motion by Mr. DIX, it was . 
besa That the petition of Maria Ostrander and the 


petition of Sarah Overbagh, on the files of the Senate, be 
severally referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 
Qrdered, That the. petition of Samuel W. Bell, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs. ` 
On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, it was 
‘Ordered, That Sarah E. Graham have leave to withdraw 


her petition and papers. 


Mr. MANGUM submitted the following motion 


for consideration : 

Ordered, That the Vice President be authorized and re- 
quested to have two movable desks provided for the reporter 
of the proceedings and debates of the Senate, and his assist- 
ante, upon the floor of the Senate Chamber, to be used only 
during the session of the Senate, and to accommodate two 
persons. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. BADGER submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce inquire into 
the expediency of establishing additional floating and sta- 
tionary lights ; and also additional buoys, below and between 
the town of Wilmington, North Carolina, and the ocean. 


Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following reso- 


lution, which was considered by unanimous con- | 


sent, and acreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
to inquire into the expediency of making appropriations for 
the harbors in the river Delaware, at Port Penn, Delawrre 
City, New Castle, and in the Christiana and Mahon’s river. 
Also, for the erection of a light-house on the Burnt Pier op- 
ponie to Fort Mifflin; and that the report heretofore made 

y the Secretary of the Treasury, with the accompanying 
documents, on the expediency of a general law requiring 
vessels navigating the Delaware to carry lights in the night 
time, be taken from the files and referred to the said com- 
mittee. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
to inquire into the expediency of a law requiring coasting 
vessels of the United States to employ apprentices in the 
navigation of said vessels. 

Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be requested to 
transmit to the Senate all the papers on file in his office re- 
lating to the transportation of the mail by Jamieson and 
Williamson, between Montgomery and Tuscaloosa, and be- 
tween Selma and Maplesville, Alabama. 

Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following reso- 
lution, which was considered by unanimous con- 


gent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That three hundred and. fifty copies of the map 
of the coast survey of the Delaware bay and river be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 


-Agreeably to notice, Mr. DICKINSON asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill for the relief 
of Jeanette C. Huntington, widow and sole exe- 
cutrix of William D. Cheever, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, by unani- 
mous consent, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CORWIN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which had been referred the petition of 
Cadwalader Wallace, made a report, accompanied 
by a bill for his relief. 

_ The bill was read, and passed to the second read- 
ing. 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which had been referred the peti- 
tion of Themas Talbot and others, made a report, 
accompanied by a bill for their relief. 

_ The bill was read, and passed to the second read- 
ing. 

Ordered, ‘That the report be printed. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
which had been referred the petition of William 
Sayward and others, reported a bill to authorize 
the issuing of a register to the barque Canton; 
which was read. 

On motion by Mr. DIX, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of said bill. , 

The bill having been read a second time, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and no 
amendments being offered, it was reported to the 
Senate. 

Ordered, That it be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

The said bill was read a third time. 

Resolved, That it pass, and that the title thereof 
be as aforesaid. 

Ordered, That the Secretary notify the House 
of Representatives accerdingly. 


NOTICES OF BILLS, ETC. 
Mr. YULEE and Mr. BERRIEN severally 
gave notice that on to-morrow, or at an early day, 


they would ask leave of the Senate to introduce 
certain bills, the titles of which they named. 

Mr. DICKINSON gave notice of his intention 
to ask the. Senate to take up the resolutions here- 
tofore submitted by him. 


REGENT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


On motion by Mr. BREESE, it was 

Ordered, That a member be appointed by the Vice Presi- 
dent to fili the vacancy in the Board of Regents, occasioned 
by the resignation of the Hon. Lewis Cass. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Missisippi, was appointed. 


COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


On motion by Mr. SEVIER, it was 

Ordered, That a Committee on Public Printing on the part 
of the Senate,.in pursuance of the joint resolution of the 
two Houses, be appointed by the Vice President. 


Mr. BRADBURY, Mr. CAMERON, and Mr. 
GREENE, were appointed. 
Ordered, That the Secretary notify the House of Repre- 
sentatives accordingly. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


On motion, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it be to Monday 
next. 

MILITARY STATISTICS. 

The Senate pene to consider the following 
resolutions, submitted by Mr. JOHNSON, of Md., 
on the 23d instant: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War inform the Senate: 

First. What has been the whole number of volunteer 
troops called into the service of the United States since the 
13th May, 1846. 

Second. Of the troops so called, what has been the whole 
number discharged from such service before their term of 
service had expired ; and what the number mustered out of 
the service of the United States. 

Third. What has been the whole number of troops in 
Mexico belonging to the regular army of the United States, 
since the 13th May, 1846. 

Fourth. What is the number of troops now in Mexico. 

Fifth. What has been the whole number of officers and 
men, belonging either to the regular army or the volunteers, 
who have been killed, or died of wounds received in battle, 
since the 7th May, 1846. 

Sizth. What has been the whole number of officers and 
men, of the regular army or volunteers, wounded in battle 
since the 7th May, 1846, who have not died of their wounds. 


Mr. CASS remarked, that a great deal of the 
information sought for by the resolutions of the 
honorable Senator from Maryland was contained’ 
in the report of the Adjutant General. That re- 
port had not yet been laid upon the desks of Sen- 
ators, but he had no doubt that it would soon be 
laced before them. He hoped, therefore, the 
onorable Senator would permit his resolutions 

to lie over for a day or two, until that report was 
rinted. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON. I was aware that some of 
the information called for might be found in the 
report of the Adjutant General; but my purpose 
was to have all the information that 1s called for 
by these several resolutions together. My object 
was a double one—that the information which we 
have, or can have without some such inquiry as 
this, will not show the Senate or the country the 
number of men who have died of disease in Mex- 
ico. I propose—and, in my opinion, it is the only 
way in which to get the informatign—to inquire as 
to the number mustered into the service under the 
act of the 13th of May, 1847; the number of these 
discharged before their period of service expired; 
and the number mustered out of service. 1 sup- 
pose the difference between the number mustered 
into service, and the number mustered out of ser- 
vice, not accounted for by the number discharged 
in the meantime, will show the number of those 
who have died of disease, less the number of those 
killed in battle. I have asked, therefore, in addi- 
tion, for the number killed in battle. The other 
motive which I had was, (and I am sure it is one 
in which I shall have the concurrence of the hon- 
orable chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs,) to lay before the Senate and the country 
information which I think will satisfy them, that 
the regular army is better in all respects than any 
volunteer troops. The committee has reported a 
bill to raise ten additional regiments of regular 
troops, and also reported a bill to raise more addi- 
tional volunteers for the war in Mexico. My 
opinion has always been, not that less efficiency is 
to be found in volunteer forces—that would be con- 
trary to the history of all times—but, as the Senator 
will readily apprehend, it is impossible that the 
same degree of discipline can be exerted over the 
volunteers as over regular troops; and I am per- 
fectly satisfied, that in a climate like that of Mex- 
ico—a climate in the highest degree inaalubrious— 


it is this want of discipline, to which the great 
mortality which has prevailed is.owing. Now, 
we all know, from information that has been laid 
before us, that at the commencement of the last 
session of Congress, there were actually buried on 
the banks of the Rio Grande, of those who had 
died of diseases, twenty-five hundred men. Now, 
without saying at present what my opinion is in 
relation tq this war, as 1 may do at some subse- 
quent period of the session, I suppose it is perfect- 
ly obvious, for sometime at least, that the war is to 
be prosecuted, and it is all important, I think, that 
we should be furnished with this information upon 
which public opinion, the opinion of the Senate, 
and the opinion of the country, can be formed, 
which will enable us to determine what is the best 
description of force to be called into service. Now, 
I have no doubt that some of this information, in 
fact a great deal of it, may be found in the report 
of the Adjutant General; but certainly it can do no 
harm to have all the information spread before us 
at once. I hope, therefore, that the honorable 
Senator will make no opposition to the passage of 
the resolution. 

Mr.CASS. No, certainly not, sir; I have no ob- 
jection to obtaining information. I merely sug- 
gested that a great deal of it would be found in the 
report to which I alluded. 

The question being taken, the resolution was 
adopted. 

INCREASE OF THE REGULAR ARMY. 

Mr. CASS. There is a very important bill, 
which was reported*from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, which I am desirous should be taken 
up and acted upon—I mean the bill for raising ten 
additional regiments; and 1 move the postpone- 
ment of the previous orders, and that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope the gentleman 
will allow that motion to remain for a few moments, 
until the special order from a former day has been 
wea a of. There isa bill now upon its passage, 
and which will not occupy, I believe, ten minutes, 
which I should be glad to have taken up if the 
Senator will withdraw his motion for the present; 
and unless he will do so, I shall feel constrained to 
oppose his motion, which I should not otherwise . 
be disposed to do. 

Mr. CASS. I have no objection. 


THE MADISON PAPERS. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
to provide for the purchase of the manuscript pa- 
pers of the late James Madison, former President 
of the United States. 

The question being upon the passage of the bill, 
upon which the yeas and nays had been ordered, 
it was determined in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bagby, Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, 
Butier, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Douglas, 
Foote, Greene, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisian 
Mangum, Phelps, Sevier, Sturgeon, Upham, Webster, an 
Yulee—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Breese, Calhoun, 
Cass, Davis of Mississippi Dickinson, Dix, Felch, Hale, 
Turney, Underwood, and Westeott—13. 

So it was 

Resolved, That the bill pass, and that the title thereof be 
«c An act to provide for the purchase of the manuscript papers 


of the late James Madison, former President of the United 
States.?? 


Ordered, That the Secretary request the concurrence of 

the House of Representatives therein. 
INCREASE OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. CASS renewed his motion to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill to raise, for a limited 
time, an additional military force. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I hope the honorable Sena- 
tor does not intend to press the bill to a decision 
at this time. The Senate is extremely thin, and it 
is a question of so much importance, as every- 
thing must be which is connected with the war, 
that 1 submit to the Senator, inasmuch as what 
supplies we shall grant must depend on what we 
shall determine in the next few days is to be done, 
that it would be proper to allow the consideration 
of this bill to be postponed. If the Senator is de- 
termined to press the question upon us at this early 
pened, and before any one has had time to fix 

is own mind in regard to the subject, I shall be 
constrained to oppose the Senator’s motion. 

Mr. CASS. Itis not with the slightest wish to 
express my views that I urge this measure, but 
because J think the good of the country requires 
it. Itis simply a bill for raising ten regiments, 
the detaila of which were all arranged by this 
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body at the last session; it is, therefore, simply a 
question as to whether we will authorize this ad- 
ditional force. The bill is drafted in the same way 
as former bills for the same purpose, and all the 
Senate has to do, is to say whether ten additional 
regiments shall be authorized to be raised. This 
is a matter which is intimately connected with the 
progress and with the termination of the war, for 
it is designed to lead to its termination. The bill 
has been already reported some eight or ten days, 
and I therefore hope, that the honorable Senator 
will allow the consideration of the bill to be pro- 
ceeded with now. And the honorable Senator 
will permit me to observe, that I do not see, in 
reference to his resolutions, how they are to bring 
the discussion of this subject before the Senate 
better than it may be brought by this bill. The 
object of the gentleman is one of three; it is either 
to operate upon the Senate, or upon the Adminis- 
- tration, or upon the country. It is not to operate 
upon the Administration, because the President ex- 
pressly says, that it is not the intention of the Ad- 
ministration to prosecute this war, with the view 
of extinguishing the nationality of Mexico. 

The ground the Administration takes upon this 
subject is peculiarly clear—it is to make and secure 
an honorable peace. To attempt to prevent the 
American people from taking possession of Mexi- 
co, if they demand it, would be as futile in effect, 
as to undertake to stop the rushing of the cataract 
of Niagara. 

l, myself, should think it a very unfortunate 
thing to extinguislr the independence of that coun- 
try, and annex it to our own; but the more the war 
is prolonged, the longer it is suffered to go on, the 

reater will be the danger of such an occurrence. 
hat, then, is the issue? ‘The Administration say, 
they do not intend to conquer all of Mexico. That 
project is disavowed, and the fighting line is dis- 
avowed, and the only thing that remains is to keep 
possession of what we have, and extend our oper- 
ations as the position of the enemy may render 
necessary, and as our means may enable us. Now, 
in my view, this bill may be taken up and dispos- 
ed of without determining atall this matter. That 


is a subject which is not involved in the present: 


question. Why, then, should we stop, with the 
view of bringing the Senate to a decision upon this 

oint, which decision gwith all deference to the 
honorable Senator, seems to me to have no manner 
of connection with the subject before us? 

Mr. CALHOUN. As the Senator has avowed 
his intention to proceed with this bill, and to press 
the question upon us now, I shall be compelled to 
oppose it. 

Mr. CASS. For the personal accommodation 
of the Senator, I will consent that the bill shall lie 
over until Monday. - Beyond that day I cannot 
consent that it shall be postponed. 

Mr. CALHOUN. My ideas, sir, extend far 
beyond that. I am very happy to hear the Sena- 
tor say that the President is entirely opposed to 
the conquest of Mexico and the extinguishment 
of her nationality; and I am very happy, also, to 
hear that the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs repeats the same thing. That being 
admitted as among the greatest calamities that 
could happen, the important question comes up— 
how shall we escape it? Sir, we often get into 
situations which we never intended to get into. We 
got into this war although we never intended to 
get into it; for I will venture to say, that in this 
body, if the question had been propounded to them 
of war or. no war, independent of the exigency of 
the occasion, there would not have been one-fourth 
of the Senate in favor of it. Now, my object is to 
guard, not against consequences that are contem- 
plated, but against consequences that may follow 
from the measures proposed, which consequences 
are not contemplated. That is the object. Now, 
whether this additional force shall be granted, will 
depend on the fact whether the mode recommended 
by the Executive to carry on this war will not, 
in its practical consequences, end in the extinc- 
tion of the nationality of Mexico. Now, I submit 
to the Senator himself, whether there is nothing 
due to those who differ from him in opinion in re- 
gard to this point? He may think that the policy 
recommended by the Administration will not end 
in the extinguishment of the nationality of Mex- 
ico; but I differ with him in that opinion; and until 
I am satisfied that he is correct, Iam not prepared 
to vote in favor of the measure that is now pro- 
posed. Sir, though the honorable. Senator. him- 
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self is very properly opposed to the extinguish- 
ment of fe nationslity of Mexico, we know that 
there are many of a totally different opinion; and 
we know that there are many who believe that 
such will be the result, whether intended or not, 
of the measures proposed by the Administration. 
And I am one of those who entertain this belief. 
Now, I do think we ought to postpone action on 
the bill for some little time, until we shall have 
determined the course which it will be proper for 
us to pursue; and, with this view of the question, 
I shall vote against the motion of the honorable 
Senator. 

Mr. CASS. Will the Senator allow me to read 
oe short extract from the message of the Presi- 

ent? 


«c It has never been contemplated by me, as an object of 


the war, to make a permanent conquest of the Republic of 
Mexico, or to annihilate her separate existence as an inde- 
pendent nation. On the contrary, it has ever been my de- 
sire that she should maintain her nationality, and, under a 
good government adapted to her condition, bea free, inde- 


pendent, and prosperous republic.”? 


This is exactly the course of policy which the 
Administration intend to pursue. For my own 
part, I do not see the practical operation of any vote 
on the subject in this body disconnected from some 
practical measure. In the discussion of this sub- 
ject [ am aware we must expect animadversion. 
We must expect the origin, progress, and results 
of this war to be attacked. But it seems to me, 
we want that this bill may come to a discussion 
and a decision without entering upon the general 
question of the origin and progress of the war. 

I had intended not to say a-word about the Ad- 


ministration, or the manner in which this war- 


arose. [thought there was a common ground, 
where we might all unite in regard to this addition- 
al force; and [ repeat, I yet hope the Senate will 
take up the bill, and proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. CALHOUN. A word only in reply. I 
am aware of the views of the President in regard 
to the war. I have examined with great care the 


policy which is recommended in the message, and, | 


in my opinion, the result of that policy, if carried 
out, will tend to the precisely opposite course to 
that professed to be contemplated therein. [f such 
should be the danger, we must guard against it in 
some way; but if this danger does not exist, then 
there will be no necessity for any steps on our part 
to guard against it. But with my present infor- 
mation, I am not prepared to give an intelligent 
vote upon the subject. 

Mr. CLAYTON. There is not, so far as I know, 
any disposition on this side of the Chamber to delay 
voting sy Se for the army; but I hope that the 
honorable Senator from Michigan will not press a 
vote upon this bill, or any measure of this descrip- 
tion, until we have had an opportunity of reading 
the Report of the Secretary of War, and the docu- 
ments accompanying that report. Sir, has any 
Senator on this floor read that report and the docu- 
ments? I doubtit. They have not been printed; 
or, if printed, certainly not yet furnished to the 
Senate; and it seems to me that action at this time 
upon a subject of this importance, without affording 
an opportunity for perusing thosedocuments, would 
be highly improper. And it will be perceived, also, 
by the honorable Senator, that the seats on this 
side of the Chamber are not filled, and I trust, there- 
fore, that he will agree to a postponement of the 
measure, for the present at least, without naming a 
particular day for its consideration, because we 
cannot tell on what day the members of this body 
will be in attendance. Whenever they may be in 
attendance, and the reports furnished to us for our 
peruaels we shall be ready to act upon the subject. 

have not seen a single copy of that important 
document, the report of the Secretary of War, nor 
have I seen the documents accompanying the Pres- 
ident’s message, nor the reports of any of the 
Secretaries. 

Mr. CASS. Iam not unwilling that the Senate 
should have an opportunity to examine those docu- 
ments, but this 1s too important a measure to be 
delayed. I will consent that it shall be delayed 
until Monday, however, for the accommodation of 
Senators; but regarding it, as Ido, as a measure of 
great public importance, I cannot consent ‘to its 
postponement beyond that day. With regard to 
the report of the Secretary of War, it gives you all 
the details necessary to forman opinion upon meas- 
ures of this description. It is entirely unnecessary 
to refer to the report of the Quartermaster General 
for details, because: the great facta connected with 
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the measure now proposed are spread before you 
aa A and conclusively in the report from the 
War Department. I say again, that if the gentle- 
man will be satisfied with a postponement until 
Monday, I will agree to it; but further than that I 
cannot go. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Beyond the consideration of 
the thinness of the Senate, there is, in my judg- 
ment, ample reason for the postponement of the 
consideration of this bill, until the Senate shall 
have discussed the resolutions submitted by the 
honorable Senator from South Carolina, as well 
as those which have been submitted by the hon- 
orable Senator from New York. Sir, we are 
called upon by this bill, and others that will suc- 
ceed it, to add a force of thirty thousand men to 
the army of the United States. We have the re- 
commendation of the President to that effect. We 
have his approval to us of the report of the Sec- 
retary of War, which discusses three modes of 
operation in Mexico. Certainly, sir, it seems to 
be the obvious dictate of common sense, that, be- 
fore we proceed to increase the means of offensive 
military operations in Mexico, we should deter- 
mine for ourselves—not at the bidding‘of the Pres- 
ident, but for ourselves, as the constitutional de- 
pository of the war-making power—what are the 
objects to be accomplished by these measures. 
There is this, sir, beyond the suggestions which 
are made by the honorable Senator from Michi- 
gan, as to the operation of the resolutions which 
have been submitted—there is this consideration, 
that, without seeking to operate on the mind of the 
President—without seeking to influence the judg- 
mept of the American people, except as that 
judgment may be operated upon by the decision 
of this body,—we desire to ascertain what it 1s 
that Congress (the war-making power of this 
Government) proposes to accomplish by the fur- 
ther prosecution of the war. And that, I suppose, 
will be developed in the discussion upon the reso- 
lutions. The Secretary of War submits to us 
three plans for the future conduct of the war. 
He passes by, as unworthy of consideration, the 
notion of the withdrawal of the troops, and the 
restoration of peace, without further trampling on 
our down-trodden foe. He then suggests three 
modes of prosecuting the war. Have the Senate 
considered, are they prepared to decide with the 
information now before them, or will they pre- 
clude discussion, upon these different modes? Will 
they not enter upon the discussion with a view to 
ascertain the objects to be accomplished by its 
further prosecution? and whether, in the’ accom- 
plishment of those objects, we should in advance 
subject the country to this expenditure? Sir, we 


| have, according to the report of the Secretary of 


War, a force of about 43,000 men in the field, a 
small majority of them only consisting of regu- 
lars. The argument of the honorable Senator from 
Michigan is, that the situation of our gallant army 
in Mexico renders it necessary that it should be 
reinforced without waiting for details of the ob- 
jects for which the war has been prosecuted. Now, 
look -at the state of facts as disclosed by the re- 
port of the Secretary of War. It is evident that 
the” army in Mexico was perfectly safe+—flushed 
with victory, and confident in its strength—up- 
wards of 32,000 strong—while the army of the 
enemy is scattered, dispersed, and Mexico is with- 
out an efficient Government, and destitute of re- 
sources and men to resist ourarms. Therecan be 
nothing, then, in the condition of the American 
army which should lead us to precipitate the pas- 
sage of this bill, before we ascertain the objects 
which it is proposed to accomplish. I desire to - 
stand entirely uncommitted upon the subject of 
yielding the supplies demanded by the Executive, 
until [ have an Susana to decide as to the eh 
pay. of granting them. But the ground on which 

place my opposition to the present consideration 
of ,this bill is, that it proposes a great increase of © 
force, before we, the war-making power, have de- 
cided what are the objects to be accomplished; and 
I see great force in the suggestions of the honor- 
able Senator from South Carolina, which seem to 
have escaped‘the observation of the Secretary of 
War. The Secretary sets forth three modes for 
the farther prosecution of the war,—first, by 
defining a boundary, and holding Mexico to the. 
observance of that boundary; secondly, by over- 
running the whole of Mexico, and establishing per- 
manent garrisons in the principal places; and 
thirdly, by holding what we already possess, and 
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taking such other places as we may deem it pru- 
dent to occupy. He overlooks the proposition 
which is stated by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, that in adopting the latter mode, there is the 
utmost danger that it will run into the second— 
that it will render indispensable the subjugation of 
the whole of Mexico. 

Sir, these are grave questions, and should not be 
precipitately pressed upon us. 

Mr. CASS. I will merely remark, that the 
proper measures for raising and organizing this 
force, must necessarily, by many months, precede 
its arrival in Mexico. It will take a long time for 
the troops to be organized, and still longer to trans- 

ort them to their several places of destination. 
t is a measure whose inception it is now neces- 
sary to commence, with a view to have the troops 
in Mexico in proper season; and let me observe to 
the Senator from Georgia and the Senator from 
South Carolina, that for my soul I cannot perceive 
the difficulty which strikes them. The Senator 
from South Carolina submits a proposition which 
can have no practical result. Here, on the other 
kand, is a measure which is practical. It proposes 
to raise ten regiments. If anybody deemed the 
war unnecessary, or believed it should not be fur- 
ther prosecuted, let him so declare by his vote upon 
the bill. The Senator seems to suppose that there 
is some magic in his resolutions, which is to be 
drawn out by the discussion upon them. It seems 
to me that the most proper plan in the world for 
the expression of the views of Senators, is upon 
the discussion of a practical measure like this. I 
trust, however, they will not delay the passage of 
the bill by any general discussion on the origin of 
the war; but if the Senate deem otherwise, it seems 
to me that a far better place for that discussion is 
upon this bill, than upon the abstract declaration 
which binds us to nothing. I say again, that if 
Senators are content with a postponement until 
Monday, I will agree to it; but if not, I shall ask 
the Senate to proceed to this consideration now. 

_ Mr. ALLEN. I hope, sir, this bill will not be 
postponed until Monday; but, on the contrary, be 
proceeded with by the Senate immediately, and 
that we will adhere to this part of the public busi- 
ness until it be accomplished. There are two 
modes, sir, in which opposition to the policy of 
the Administration is made—one is in the form of 
an abstract proposition, and the other is in the form 
of a distinct practical measure. Whether this op- 
position shall assume one of these shapes here or 
not, is a matter of choice with those who have the 
right to make that opposition, as far as their power 
to make a choice 1s concerned. But whether it 
shall be allowed to take such a shape, depends 
upon those against whom this opposition is made. 
I desire that the diversity of sentiment which exists 
in this Senate shall be tested in the discussion and 
decision of practical measures. 

Therefore, I propose that all the sentiments en- 

rtained in this Chamber may be made known 
in the discussion of this bill in reference to its post- 
ponement, in ‘preference to the discussion of ab- 
stract propositions. Sir, there is much advantage 
to be gained, as we all know, by the form which 
an adversary chooses to assume. It is one thing, 
sir, to denounce the policy of the Government in 
the discussion of abstract propositions, and another, 
to take the responsibility of opposing measures for 
increasing the army and sustaining this war. I 
therefore, sir, as a friend to this Administration, 
and as one determined, as far as I may be able, to 
` stand by its policy in this particular, desire that the 
opposition should be made to these measures in the 
face of the measures themselves, and with the re- 
sponsibility which that opposition will impose. 
Sir, we are in a state of war, and in that state we 
must continue until peace puts an end to it. That 
war has its theatre two thousand miles from this 
Capitol, and the intercourse between the Govern- 
ment and the army consumes some two or three 
months’ time. 

Well, sir, under these circumstances, with that 
army cut, hacked, and bleeding in the achievement 
of its glorious victories, shall we leave them there, 
to occupy a country as large as our own, surround- 
ed by ten millions of enemies, and subjected to all 
the perils to which their precarious situation ex- 
poses them, without taking the precaution to sus- 
tain them by additional reinforcements ? 

Sir, the vote of this Senate itself is a large part 
of the power which this Government must exert 


in the prosecution of this war to an honorable . 
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peace. Itis the moral impression produced by the 
knowledge in Mexico, as to what is the determina- 
tion of this Government, as evinced in its legisla- 
tion, whether sustaining the President or not, 
which is to operate advantageously, or otherwise, 
in regard to the termination of the war. The vote 
of the Senate on this very question will have as 
much influence in bringing about peace, as the ad- 
ditional force which it is proposed to raise. The 
declaration as to whether we do or do not intend 
to prosecute the war till peace be the result, is of 
the utmost importance. 

Sir, if this Senate wavers; if it evinces hesita- 
tion; if, instead of increasing the force, it persists in 
cavilling against its own Government, what, I ask, 
will be the effect of such a course upon the mind 
of the Mexican people? Will it not encourage 
them to further resistance? It is, therefore, that I 
say that the vote of this body upon this bill will, in 
my opinion, have as much influence upon the ques- 
tion of peace, as the marching of the troops them- 
selves. For this reason I think it highly important 
that an early manifestation by the legislative de- 
partment of the Government, as to its intention in 
this particular, should be made; and that it should 
speedily decide whether it will prosecute or aban- 
don the war. And if itis to be abandoned, sir, I 
say the quicker the better; if it is to be prosecuted, 
the more vigorously the better. Let us then decide 
the matter at once, not shielding ourselves behind 
abstract propositions, but as in the contemplation 
of a great practical issue. I want,the contest made 
upon measures; I desire the decision of the Senate 
as to whether they intend to adopt the one or the 
other of the two systems of policy—the prosecn- 
tion of the war, or the abandonment of it. I reiter- 
ate, sir, there is but one question at issue, and that 
it has but two sides. However much the meta- 
physical ingenuity of some minds may seek to di- 
vide this question, there remains but the one—the 
simple question, either to prosecute this war until 
it is ended by a satisfactory peace, or to abandon 
the war, and withdraw our troops to the left bank 
of the Rio Grande. If it be the decision of the 
Senate that the latter policy be carried into effect, 
the soqner the better; if it be the decision of the 
Senate that the former plan be adopted, it ought to 
be executed immediately. But hesitation, sir, 
wavering, uncertainty, as to what will be the final 
action of Congress, is nothing but procrastinating 
a peace. 

I do not speak of design, because I will not im- 
pute motives to honorable Senators; but I speak of 
the infallible tendency of the course pursued by 
them. Now, the Senator from South Carolina says 
that he has a question to be decided first. And 
what is that question? Why, that although the 


President and the country may be unanimously of. 


the opinion that the war may be prosecuted with a 
view to secure an honorable peace, without the 
final extinction of the nationality of Mexico, yet 
that the measure before us may tend to that result. 
Well, what difference could it make should the 
Senate unanimously concur in the resolutions of 
the Senator from South Carolina? Why, the very 
moment this bill is called up, the whole argument 
would be renewed, because, as the Senator says, 
this measure might lead to that extinction. Then 
why need we, while we have this measure before 
us, go into the discussion of his resolutions? Why 
discuss a proposition separately, when the Senator 
himself confesses that the discussion upon this bill 
will embrace it? It will be for the Senator to show 
how it is that sustaining the army now in Mexico, 
by furnishing additional troops to take the place of 
those gallant men who have lost their lives in bat- 
tle or by disease—I say, it will be for him to show 
how it is that this additional force, which is purely 
designed to replenish the wasted strength of the 
army, is to tend to the final subjugation of Mexico, 
and the extinction of her nationality. We want 
to replace the exhausted strength of the army to 
enable it to hold possession of its conquests, and 
by that possession compel Mexico to put an end to 
the war. That is what we desire; and what can 
be more proper and reasonable? I hope, therefore, 
that the bill will be taken into consideration and 
kept before the Senate until it is completed, and 
that our army will not be permitted to suffer for 
want of this additional force. 

Without, sir, presuming to say what will be the 
final decision of this body, I cannot be mistaken 
in saying, that, whatever that decision may be, it 
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evil upon the interests of our common coun- 
try. 

Mr. CALHOUN. It appears now, sir, that the 
object in calling up this bill at present is not to 
pass the bill, but to get a parliamentary advan- 
tage—to compel the Senate to discuss this bill be- 
fore an opportunity is afforded for discussing the 
resolutions which I have offered. It is a mere 
pariamentary move. The Senator shakes his - 

ead. Well, sir, if we follow the advice of the 

Senator from Ohio, we shall consume just as much 
time in discussing this bill as if we were first to- 
discuss the resolutions. The Senator from Ohio 
talks of the necessity of proceeding to act upon 
this bill now, and tells us in the next breath that 
we are to have the whole discussion upon the sub- 
ject of the war upon this bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. The honorable Senator misrep- 
resents what I said. What I said was, that we 
ought to take up this bill and go on with its con- 
sideration atone. ; 

Mr. CALHOUN. Exactly. Weare to go on 

with the discussion upon this bill instantly, we 
are told, both by the Senator from Ohio and the 
Senator from Michigan, and not let the discussion 
upon the resolutions have precedence. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio says that it is a parliamentary ad- 
vantage to have the discussion upon this bill pre- 
vious to discussing the resolutions. Well, I ac- 
‘knowledge that itis so. I acknowledge that we 
should be tied up, in a great measure, in the dis- 
cussion upon the bill, and prevented from going 
so freely into all these questions regarding the war 
as we would in discussing the resolutions. It will 
then be, strictly speaking, out of order. Besides 
this, we will not have (what is most important) in 
the discussion of the bill an expression of the 
sense of this body upon the great point as to 
whether Mexico is to be conquered and held asa 
subject province, or incorporated into the Union, 
or not. Sir, I know there are many, as staunch 
friends of the Executive as the Senator from Ohio, 
who believe that the policy recommended by the 
President, and now about to be carried out by this 
bill, will end in her subjugation and the extin- 
guishment of her nationality. Now, sir, itis due 
to the country that this question should be dis- 
tinctly presented, that the people of the country 
may see what is to be probable result of the 
war, and determine whether they will meet it or 
not; for that is to be the end of the whole of the 
contest, unless the most decisive measures are 
taken on the part of the Senate to prevent it. 
' Sir, I cannot be mistaken. I wish to go into 
the subject. I deem it to be due to my constitu- 
ents, to the American people, that this, the great- 
est of all questions, the extinguishment of the na- 
tionality of Mexico, should be distinctly voted 
upon by this body. : 

The Senator from Ohio is unwilling that I should 
have a vote upon this question, I presume. Sir, 
it is my object to have a vote upon my resolutions, 
and to have the response of the country upon the 
question embraced in them; for the debate will 
bring forth the response of the country. Now, 
according to my apprehension, there is no greater 
calamity that can befall this country than the sub- 
jugation of Mexico and the extinguishment of her 
nationality, and the transfer of all her territory to 
us. Sir, from the beginning I had great forebo- 
dings about this war, and my forebodings, among 
others, related to this very thing—the absorption — 
of Mexico. And I reiterate, sir, that if it takes 
place, we are very near tu the end of our political 
career. Sir, the Senator from Ohio made an an- 
nouncement of doomsday, in the event of any 
delay in the action of the Senate upon this bill, 
although necessary information is to be extracted 
by that delay. The Senator need not suppose 
that discussion will be avoided by giving prece- 
dence to the consideration of this bill. He never 
can escape from a full and thorough investigation 
of the designs of the Executive in the prosecution 
of this war. My object is not opposition to the 
Administration. Whenever I intend to assail the 
Administration, I will do so directly, and to their 
face. My object is to have the sense of the Sen- 
ate and the country upon a point which I deem of 
the first magnitude to the safety of the country 
and its institutions; and I do trust, sir, that the 
Senate will not deprive me of the opportunity of 
having a clear vote upon this point, after full dis- 
cussion. 


will exert a momentous influence for good or for || ` Mr. HALE. I regret the necessity of saying 
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that those of the Senator from South Carolina 
should take precedence of those offered by the 
Senator from New York; for the resolutions of the 
Senator from South Carolina relate to the question 
how much territory we‘shall rob Mexico of; and 
the Senator from New York tells us how to take 
care of the spoils after we have got them. I there- 
fore think that the resolutions of the Senator from 
South Carolina should take precedence of those of 


a word in relation to this matter at this time; but | 
it has been my misfortune not to have read the 
message of the President as have those Senators 
who have already addressed you. I suppose, sir, 
that this message has been drafted with some care, 
and with some reference to the rules of grammati- 
cal construction. IfI remember aright a rule that 
is laid down by Lindlay Murray, it is, that the 
perfect tense not only represents an action as pass- 
ed and finished, but contains a direct allusion to 
the present time. What is the language of the 
President} * It has never been contemplated by 
‘me as an object of the war to make a permanent 
‘conquest of the Republic of Mexico, or to annihi- 
‘late her separate existence as an independent na- 
‘tion.’’? It seems to me that there is here a most 
pregnant allusion to the present time. It appears 
that the Administration has begun to entertain a 
different notion, and I am confirmed in this belief 
by looking at another passage in the message, 
where the President says : 
‘If, after affording this encouragement and 
‘ protection, and after all the persevering and sin- 
‘cere efforts we have made from the moment Mex- 
‘ico commenced the war, and prior to that time, 
‘to adjust our differences with her, we shall ulti- 
s mately fail, then we shall have exhausted all hon- 
‘erable means in pursuit of peace, and must con- | 
‘tinue to occupy her country with our troops, 
‘taking the full measure of indemnity into our 
‘own hands, and must enforce the terms which | the belief of a great majority of the people already 
‘our honor demands.”’ ' is,that the war was not only a crime, but a blun- 
He does not tell us how much it will take to fill || der; and it is this which calls attention to it more 
his hands or satisfy his honor, but he tells us that we || forcibly than if it had remained simply a crime, an 
have possession of New Mexico and California || unfortunate one, certainly, when viewed in the best 
now; but he fails to inform us how much more ter- '| light. And Iam willing that if the expression of 
ritory willbe a satisfaction for the further and more || this view should bring ever so much opprobrium, 
vigorous prosecution of the war which he recom- |; that it should come now. It seems to me that those 
mends. And I am the more desirous of saying a |} who view the policy of the Administration as a 
word at this time by reason of the intimation which | ould boldly and distinctly say so, 
has been thrown out, that there are some who are | 
opposed to the war, and prefer manifesting that op- | 
position on an abstract resolution, and who yet | 
will not take the responsibility of fepposing the | 
| 
: 
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question should be presented in such a manner, 


sir, it is all involved in this ten regiment bill. It 
seems to me the question presented by the bill will 
determine the whole matter;if we are to go on 
and follow the course pointed out by the President, 
and give him ten regiments of regulars and twenty 


is to be passed. , 

But if, as I believe, the war was commenced in 
error, here is the place to stop; and, with my con- 
sent, the first dollar shall not go from the national 
treasury, until the President informs us how much 
he supposes will be required to bring the army 
home by the shortest and cheapest route. For 
this purpose he shall have money; but not, with my 
vote, for continuing the war with an indefinite pur- 
pose. 
understand what we are aiming at, and I think that 
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| miserable one h 

| and vote accordingly. Let us not be guilty of the 
miserable inconsistency of saying that this war is 
an error, and of still voting supplies to enable the 
President to carry it on. ie ongress, on whom 
the responsibility rests, and to whom the country 

| will look in this matter, take the war into their 
own hands, and declare distinctly and unequivo- 
cally to the country what they intend, and what 

i they desire. 

I do not know that there is a single member on 
this floor who sympathizes with mein the view 
which I take, but I believe that this war marks the 
age as barbarous, and that we are vastly more in 
danger of bringing ruin and destruction upon our 
own institutions, than those of the country with 
which we are at war. I want the question pre- 
sented boldly, not by way of problem or mere ab- 
Straction. For one, my mind is made up. Not the 
first dollar shall the President take by my vote, for 
either regular or volunteer force, until he comes 
forward and informs the country: how much he 
does want in order to secure an honorable peace, 


measures which the President recommends. Sir, 
I do not know but that my ideas may be peculiar 
upon this subject; but I believe that the war was 
commenced in falsehood, an@ prosecuted in irfjus- 
tice, and that the institutions of the United States | 
are in more danger at this momentof annihilation | 
than those of Mexico; and [ have no sympathy 

with those gentlemen who tell us that this measure || 


has no connection with the origin of the war. I 
| 


think it has everything to do with it, and I would | 
like to see gentlemen who think otherwise solve ! 
this problem, and inform us how long it will take, 
in the manner we are going on, to arrive at the 
end of the war. 

I would that they would tell us how long must 
we persevere in a wrong cause before we shall 
come out right. i 

I would be glad if they would tell us another 
thing. I would like to hear them demonstrate to 
us how much better it is to conquer a peace than 
to keep a peace. Conquer a peace! that seems to 
be a sort of magical phrase, and the course recom- 
mended to effect it reminds me of the manner 
of treating a patient pursued by an old Spanish 
physician, who fancied that by letting blood and 
administering warm water, he could cure all dis- 
eases. In proceeding with this practice, it was 
found that his patients all died; the Doctor said 
that the reason was because he did not take enough 
blood from them. He took more from his next 
patients, and they continued to die, and upon a: 
consultation as to whether some other mode of 
treatment might not be attended with better re- 
sults, he said he would listen to the recommenda- 
tion for a change of treatment, if he had not writ- | 
ten a book upon the subject. Well, sir, the Presi- 
dent has written a book, and requires of us that 
we should follow it. Now, recognizing no such 
obligation as that, 1 desire that this measure may 
be fiscussoil: I desire that this subject should be 
discussed fully, freely, and fairly, as embraced in 
the resolutions proposed by the Senator from South 
Carolina and the Senator from New York, and 
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sirable a result. Theother day, the honorable Sena- 
tor from Michigan told us that every man, woman, 
and child in the country knew what we wanted. I 
confess [ heard this assertion with some astonish- 
ment; for ifit be true, I could not class myself with 
either man, woman, or child—for I confess I did 
not know. Nor was I in the least enlightened 
when the honorable Senator added that it was in- 
demnity and satisfaction. 

Mr. CASS. 
don; that was not my expression; indemnity and 
security were the words I used. 

Mr. HALE. Well, I have not got any light yet. 

Mr. CASS. Thatis not my fault. 

Mr. HALE. No, sir, it is owing to my opaci- 
ty ee but waiving for the present the dis- 
cussion, whether it is owing to the inability of the 
honorable Senator to impart, or of myself to receive 
light, and to proceed: 

Indemnity and security. Indemnity for what? 
Security for what? Here endeth the first lesson. 
We do not know, we are as much in the dark as 
ever., [ do not intend at this time to do more than 


and the mode in which he proposes to effect so de- 


of volunteers in addition, then of course this bill | 


t 
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I beg the honorable Senator’s par- | 
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occasion I propose, not with the hope of influen- 
cing the action of the Senate, but to place myself 
aright before those who have sent me here, to ex- 
press my views more fully in regard to the war. 
And permit me to say here, that I think the origin 


| of the war lies a little deeper than any of the causes 


which have been assigned by those who have 
spoken upon the subject. I believe the origin of 
the war lies in the avowed object of the American 


the Senator from New York, and that they should || Government to perpetuate the institution of Amer- 
both take precedence of this bill. I desire that the |: ican slavery. 


hat I believe to be the true design 
and purpose of this war; and if it had not been for 


that the whole country may understand it, and, || that cause we never should have had it. Believ- 
| 


ing this to be the fact, and that any exposition of 
the origin and cause of this war, which stops short 
of that, stops short of the truth, I shall endeavor on 
some subsequent occasion, with the indulgence of 
the Senate, to satisfy the country by reference to 
the official documents, that such is the origin and 


| purpose of the war, and to indicate my own views 


| 
| 


| 


of the true policy to be pursued in reference thereto. 
Mr. SEVIER. What is the motion now pend- 
ing? I understand it isa motion to take up*the 
bill for the purpose of making it the order of the 
day for Monday next. I ask the yeas and nays 
upon that motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland. I understand 


that the honorable Senator from Michigan has no 


I think it is time that the country should i| objection that the consideration of the bill be post- 


poned until Monday. 

Mr. CASS. None at all; but if there is not to 
be an understanding that it shall be the order of 
the day for Monday, we may as well proceed to 
vote upon it now. 

Mr. SEVIER suggested, that if the bill were 
taken up now, it might rerhain as unfinished busi- 
ness, and would come up on Monday as a matter 
of course. 

The question was then put upon the motion of 
Mr. Cass to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill; and, the yeas and nays having heen ordered, 
it was decided in the affirmative, as follows : 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Bradbury, Breese, Cass, Davis of Mississippi, Dickin- 
son, Dix, Douglas, Felch, Foote, Rusk, Sevier, Sturgeon, 
Turney, and Westcott—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Butler, 
Calhoun, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Greene, 
Hale, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Man- 
gum, Phelps, Underwood, Upham, and Yulee—19. 

The Senate being equally divided, the Vice Pres- 
ident gave the casting vote in the affirmative. 

The bill having been read a second time— 

Mr. MANGUM said: I hope that this bill will 
be allowed to be passed over for the present. I 
very much desire that it should not now be taken 
up, and, above all, that the final action upon it 
should not be had until all the great questions 
touching the policy of the Government in regard 
to the Mexican war have been discussed, and the 
sense of this body in relation to them clearly as- 
certained. For if we are called upon to act now, 
we must act affirmatively; for I suppose there is 
no one who will not be disposed to grant what 
may be deemed necessary. It will then amount 
to an affirmative of the necessity for still further 
prosecuting this war, the end of which no man can 
foresee. For myself, sir, in case I am driven toa 
vote upon a measure of this kind, before I have an 


opportunity of examining into these subjects, I 
shall endeavor so to vote as to throw the responsi- 


bility upon the Executive, and to assume only 
that degree of responsibilty which will attach to a 
vote under such circumstances. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. . 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business; and, after some time spent 
therein, the doors were opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuunrspay, December 30, 1847. 


The Journal having Been read— 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, rose to a question. 
of order. On Monday last he offered a resolution 
which was received by unanimous consent; and 


to make these general remarks. On some future |! this, he apprehended, was virtually a suspension 
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adjourned, that resolution was under consideration, || val Affairs. 
and it seemed to him, that if the rules were sus- By Mr. GOGGIN: Of Thomas J. Randolph, 
pended they would remain suspended until it was || for Congress to purchase or publish the manu- 
disposed of. Even the morning hour must yield to |; scripts of Thomas Jefferson, late President of the 
that resolution under the circumstances. ‘That the |; United States: laid on the table, and the memorial 
rules were suspended for its consideration by com- || and accompanying pa ers ordered to be printed. 
mon consent was evident, for it was not in order || By Mr. SIDNEY LAWRENCE: Of citizens 
when he offered it, and yet it was received and || of Warren county, New York, for Congress_to 
considered. He hoped, therefore, that the Hause ;| pass a law to continue the pensions granted to 
would new resume the consideration of that reso- || widows of revolutionary officers and soldiers du- 
lution, and dispose of it. |; ring their natural lives: referred to the Committee 
The SPEAKER said the gentleman from Ten- |; on Revolutionary Claims. 
. nessee was in error. There were other reso- | By Mr. N. K. HALL: Of the common council 
H 
| 


of the rules for its consideration. When the House was drowned : referred to the Committee on Na- 


lutions on the table which had been received by |; of Buffalo, New York, for an appropriation of 
general consent, which, however, did not neces- |; $400,000, for the improvement of Buffalo harbor; 
sarily take precedence. There was also the Presi- j! and that it be passed in a separate bill for that 
dent’s message, with other documents, which were | | purpose: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
now unfinished business, although they had been || By Mr. HUBBARD: Of the Legislature of 
received and partially considered, precisely as was |! Connecticut, that if any territory shall hereafter 
the resolution of the gentleman from Tennessee. |: be acquired by the United States, or annexed 
The Chair was of opinion that the general consent ` thereto, slavery or involuntary servitude, except 
Operated only to permit its introduction, but the `i as a punishment for crime, shall be forever ex- 
adjournment while it was pending placed it with i| cluded from such territory: referred to the Com- 
other papers received in the same manner. Since || mittee on Territories. 
the other papers to which he referred had been left || By Mr. PALFREY: Of Elizabeth Howe and 
on the table by adjournments, the regular order :| others, for-peace with Mexico: referred to the 
of business had been proceeded with; and, if there | Committee on Foreign Affairs. Of Charles Hum- 
Were no objection, the Chair would now resume I phreys and- 43 others, of Lancaster, Massachu- 
the call on the States for petitions. |; setts, for peace with Mexico: referred to the 
No objection being made, the call for petitions || Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
was proceeded with, commencing the call of the | By Mr. GRINNELL: Of Elijah Swift and 
States backwards, at the State where the call was ,, others, of Falmouth, Massachusetts, for an appro- 
suspended ou Tuesday last; and petitions were :! priation to save the harbor of Great Wood’s Hole: 
presented— 'l referred to the Committee on Commerce. Of Bart- 
By Mr, GOGGIN: Of Thomas U. Welch, ad- || lett Pease, cooper of. ship Columbia, for a pension : 
. ministrator of Churchill Gibbs, a revolutionary || referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
soldier, for balance of half pay due to his intestate: || Of Sylvester Bourne and others, for a buoy ona 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. !| rock in Falmouth, Massachusetts: referred to the 
Of the heirs of Colonel Charles Lewis, deceased, || Committee on Commerce. e 
of the county of of Albemarle, for seven years half- By Mr. J. Q. ADAMS: Of Francis Freeman, 
pay, &c.: referred to the Committee on Revolu- |i administrator of the estate of William H. Free- 
tionary Claims. i man, deceased : referred to the Committe of Claims. 
By Mr. DANIEL DUNCAN: Of citizens of | Of Esther Scolley, widow of John Scolley, a rev- 
Delaware Eounty, Ohio, praying the attention of |. olutionary soldier. and officer, for a pension: refer- 
Congress to the provisions of the treaty of Browns- || red to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 
town of 1808, and acts of Congress designed to :! Of several widows of revolutionary soldiers, for a 
carry into effect its stipulations. Of citizens of !| continuance of their annuities during the terms of 
the counties of Sandusky, Seneca, Wyandot, |. their natural lives: referred to the Committee on 
Marion, and Delaware, for the same: referred to || Revolutionary Pensions. Of citizens of Phila- 
the Committee on Roads and Canals.  delphia, for reduction of postage on all newspa- 
By Mr. MILLER: Of Jacob Brinkerhoff, and |' pers not containing over five hundred square inches: 
other citizens of Richland county, Ohio, for the i referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
establishment of a daily mail-route from Pitts- || Post Roads. Of Jacob Kerr, in relation to several 
burg, Pennsylvania, to Mansfield, Ohio: referred |; land warrants: referred to the Committee on Pub- 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post ‘: lic Lands. 
Roads. - ' By Mr. PEASLEE: Of William M. Leighton 
By Mr. DICKINSON : Ofcitizens of the county f and others, for remuneration for services in 
of Sandusky, Ohio, for a mail-route from Lower |! Wilkes’s exploring expedition: referred to the 
Sandusky to Cold Creek : referred to the Commit- ;| Committee on Naval Affairs. 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. |! Petitions were also presented by Mr. ABBOTT 


By Mr. TAYLOR: Of citizens of Jackson |; and Mr. ASHMUN. 


county, Ohio, for a new mail-route from Jackson | 
Court-House to Portsmouth : referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. COCKE: Of Robert Ellis—heretofore | Philadelphia, praying the 


presented, February 6, 1846—which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. | 

a Mr. CROZIER: Of citizens of the counties 
O 
route from Athens to Kingston, in said State : re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON: Of Rachel 
Salts, widow of John Salts, deceased, of Green 
county, Tennessee, for relief on account of dis- 
abilities incurred by her late husband in the late 
war with Great Britain: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOYD: Of Sarah Stokes, widow of 
John Stokes, deceased, of Graves county, Ken- 
tucky, for a pension: referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: Of Thomas L. Ross, 
postmaster at Macon, Georgia, for the attention of 
Congress to the reduced pay of postmasters: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS BUTLER KING: Of 
Lieutenant David D. Porter, in behalf of Eliza 
Bache, widow of the late Lieutenant G. M. Bache, 
for remuneration for the property and money of 
her late husband, which were swept overboard 
from the United States brig Washington when he 


oane and McMinn, Tennessee, for a mail- 
| 


SLAVERY. 
Mr. TUCK presented a petition of citizens of 
assage of a law pro- 
hibiting the international slave-trade: referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TUCK presented the petition of Joseph 
Lindsly and 70 others, citizens of Philadelphia, 
praying Congress to appropriate the proceeds of 
the public lands for the extinction of slavery in the 
United States, and moved its réference to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Mr. GAYLE moved that the petition be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. BRODHEAD inquired of the Chair if a 
member expressed his desire to debate the petition 
it would not be laid aside under the rule? 

The CHAIR said that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Gay ie] had moved that the petition be 
laid on the table, and that motion was not debatable. 

Mr. BRODHEAD requested Mr. Gay e to with- 
draw his motion to Jay the petition on the table. 

Mr. GAYLE declining to withdraw his motion— 

The question was put on the motion to lay the 
petition on the table, and decided by yeas and 
nays—yeas 86, nays 70, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barringer, Barrow, Bayly, Bedinger, Bird- 
sall, Botts, Bowdon, Boyd, Boydon, Brodhead, William G. 
Brown, Charles Brown, Buckner, Burt, Beverly L. Clark, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cocke, Crozier, 
Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Donnell, Garnett Duncan, 
Alexander Evans, Faran, Ar tes Ficklin, French, 

i 


Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, Goggin, Green, Willard P. Hall, Ham- 
mons, Harmanson, Harris, Hill, Hilliard, Ggorge 8. Hous- 


ton, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jamieson, Andrew Johnson, 
James H. Johnson, Robert W. Jahnson, George W. Joncs, 
John W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Thomas Batler King, 
La Sére, Leffler, Lord, Lumpkin, McClernand, McDowell, 
MclJ.ane, Mann, Miller, Morris, Pendleton, Peyton, Pills- 
bury, Preston, Rhett, Richey, Rwbinson, Sawyer, Simpson 
Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Thibodeaux; 
Tompkins, John B. Thompson, William Thompson, Turner, 
Venable, Wick, Williams, and Woodward—86. 

NAYS —Messra. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Green 
Adams, Ashmun, Bingham, Blanehard, Brady, Butler, 
Clingman, Collamer, Collins, Conger, Cranston, CroweH, 
Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Dann, Eckert, Ed- 
wards, Embree, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Fries, 
Giddings, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, Henley, Henry, 
Hubbard, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenkins, Kef- 
logg, Daniel P. King, Lahm, Sidney Lawrence, Lincoln, 
Marsh, Marvin, Mullin, Murphy, Palfrey, Peaslee, Peck, 
Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwelt?, 
Root, Ramsey, St. John, Schenck, Caleb B. Smith, Truma 
Smith, Starkweather, Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, 
Strohin, Sylvester, Taylor, Richard W. Thompson, Tuck, 
Vinton, Warren, and White—70. 


So the petition was laid on the table. 


On motion by Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, it was 

Ordered, That whenghis House adjourns it will adjourn 
to meet on Monday next. ° . 

After some conversation between the SPEAK 
ER and Mr. GAYLE on a point of order— 

Mr. GAYLE moved to reconsider the motion by 
which the first petition presented by Mr. Tuck 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Which motion was informally laid over. 

Mr. TUCK presented the petition of David T. 
Burr and 68 others, inhabitants of Pennsylvania, 
praying Congress to adopt such measures as will 
abolish slavery throughout the United States, and 
moved its reference to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. . i 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to lay the 
petition on the table; which was agreed to. 

The call of the States was continued, ang a pe- 
tition was presented— 


From Maine : By Mr. SMART. 


PRINTING FOR THE HOUSE. 
Mr. STEPHENS, by leave, offered the follow- 


ing resolution : 

esolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to report to this House when the copies of the President’s 
late annual message, with the accompanying documents, 
which were ordered to be printed, may be expected to he 
delivered for distribution; and whether any action of this 
House, and, if any, what, can facilitate the execution of the 
public printing of the House. 

Mr. HUNT said he would state, in justice to 
the printers of the House, that he had been in- 
formed by them that the message would be printed 
and laid on their tables early next week. 

The resolution was adopted. 


`~ REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of the legal representatives of James Brown. 
Read a first and second time, committed, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Daniel Robinson; 
which was read a first and second time, commit- 
ted, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CROWELL, from the Committee of Clainis, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of Wm. 
Brook, James Morrow, Patrick Cunningham, and 
Geo. B. Hollenback; which were laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. z 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to issue a register to the barque Sarah 
and Eliza; which was read a first and second time; 


when 

Mr. GRINNELL moved that the bill be now 
put upon its passage. l 

The question was put, and the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, made an adverse report on the memorial 
of the Protestant University of the United States, 
asking a donation of land for its support. Laid 
on the table, and memorial and report ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, made an adverse report on the petition 
of N. P. Bennet. Laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 


GREAT SOUTHERN MAIL. 

Mr. GOGGIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a joint resolution 
concerning the transportation of the mail from 
Washington south. f 

The report having been read— 
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Mr. GOGGIN hoped the House would consent 
to consider it now. 

The SPEAKER remarked, that he did not alto- 
gether understand the manner in which this amend- 
ment came, before the House. It appeared that the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads sub- 
mitted a report on a resolution which had been 
referred to them, but it was not necessary that 
they should report an amendment. 

Mr. GOGGIN replied, that the joint resolution 
which he had now reported from the committee 
was offered as a substitute for that which had been 
referred. | 

The SPEAKER suggested to the gentleman 
from Virginia to modify his proposition so that the 
question could be taken on the joint resolution re- 

orted from the Committee on the Post Office and 
ost Roads as an original proposition. A joint 


resolution had been referred to the Committee on 


the Post Office and Post Roads after it had been 
read, without being subjected to the action of the 
House. It Was submitted to the committee for 
examination, and the committee therefore could 
strike out the original resolution and introduceany 
other. | i 

Mr. GOGGIN then desired the joint resolution 
now before the House to be considered as the re- 
port of the committee, which he hoped the House 
would act upon at once. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, asked for the 
reading of the resolution, and it was read accord- 


grs 
r. GOGGIN then remarked, that the question 


was on the resolution; that he understood to be 
the question now before the House for considera- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER replied that a joint resolution 
was in the nature of a bill, and must go through 
the same forms. The question then would be on 
passing itto a second. reading, and. no debate 
would be in order until it had been read a second 
time. 

Mr. GOGGIN expressed the hope that it would 
be read a second time now. i 

There being no objection, it was read a second 


time by its title. 


Mr. GOGGIN hoped there would be no objec- 


tion to further action on this subject at this time. 
Ne hoped that all sides of the House would concur 
in now disposing of it, for both the North and the 
South, the East and the West, were interested in 
its speedy disposal. The interests of the people 
everywhere were involved in this subject, and he 
asked itas'a matter of favor that the House would 
mow consider it, and put it on its passage. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired if a 
motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union was now precluded ? 

.Mr. GOGGIN said the question now before the 
House was, whether it would proceed at once to 
the consideration of thie joint resolution. If the 
gentleman from Alabama objected to that, he would 
say 80. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, desired to make a 


motion that it be referred to a Committee of the. 


Whole on the state of the Union, and that it be 
printed. i 

e SPEAKER said that the motion was in 
order. 

Mr. JONES, in continuation, said there was 
more in this. resolution than meets the eye at the 
first view. In it was involved not only what 
should be paid to a railroad company for trans- 
porting the mail from this place to Richmond, but 
a compensation to every railroad company in the 
Union. There was a difficulty existing between 
the Postmaster General and a railroad company. 

Mr. GUGGIN rose to a question of order. 
Where a motion was made to refer to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, was it in order to go 
into the merits of the whole subject? 

The SPEAKER replied that it was not in order 
to take so wide a latitude. 

Mr. GOGGIN hoped the House would -adopt 
the proposition of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
and resolve itself at once into Committee of the 
Whole. 

The motion to commit and print was then put 
and carried, 

Mr. GOGGIN then moved that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union, for the purpose of taking up 


this joint resolution. 
Mr, COLLAMER said that would not answer 


the purpose of the gentleman from Virginia, be- 
cause the business before the Committee of the 
Whole must be taken up in the order in which it 
stood on the calendar, and the rule could not be 
suspended except on Monday. 

The SPEAKER remarked that a motion was in 
order to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GENTRY. But the object of the gentle- 
man from Virginia would not be reached by that 
course. 

_ Mr. GOGGIN, then, would withdraw his mo- 
tion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said he would make 
a motion which would take precedence, and which 
he believed was now in order. It was, that this 
House do now adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were called for, and Mr. 
JONES withdrew his motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired if the 
House must not necessarily go into Committee of 
the Whole on this joint resolution, inasmuch as 
it involved an appropriation of the public money? 

After a brief discussion on the difficulty in which 
the House was involved— 

Mr. GOGGIN moved a reconsideration of the 
motion to commit, for the purpose of bringing it 
before the House for its action. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, made some 
remarks to the gentleman from Virginia, but he 
was inaudible at the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. BOTTS hoped the House would consent to 
the motion of his collearue, the chairman of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. By 
the adoptien of that motion, they would get before 
them the question, and he hoped it would be dis- 
posed of. He was somewhat surprised at the op- 
position which was made by gentlemen on the 
other side to what he considered one of the plainest, 
clearest, simplest propositions—to a proposition, 
too, in which the whole community was deeply 


|| interested. 


He did not blame gentlemen who looked on the 
other side of this question, for one side was always 
good until the other was told. He attached no 
blame, therefore, to those who rely simply on the 
dictum of the Postmaster General; but he took this 
occasion to say, that he held himself prepared to 
show, when the question came fairly before the 
House, that the Postmaster General had not only 
mistaken his duty, but had violated his duty, and 
had violated the law of the land; and that he had 
done so without having accomplished the object for 
which he professed to have acted. The Postmaster 
General had interrupted the communication of the 
country from New Orleans to Maine; he had sub- 
jected the country to most intolerable inconvenience 
and delay in the transmission of the mails, and he 
nevertheless paid more money out of the depart- 
ment for this inconvenience than for the despatch 
and regularity of the mails. There was sometimes 
a way of telling the truth by which false impres- 
sions could be conveyed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, rose toa question of 
order. He believed, on a motion to refer, it was 
not in order to go into a discussion of the subject 
to be referred. 

The SPEAKER replied, that the rule was not 
so broad as the gentleman from Tennessee appear- 
ed to suppose it to be. Debate on a motion to refer 
had not so wide a latitude as in Committee of the 
Whole; but on a motion to refer, debate sometimes 
arose which to some extent involved the merits of 
the question. He believed the gentleman from 
Virginia to be in order. 

Mr. BOTTS had no disposition to discuss the 
merits of this bill at this time. On the contrary, if 
he could exercise his own discretion on the sub- 
ject, he should prefer to hear what gentlemen had 
to say on the other side, and also to hear the gen- 
tleman who reported this resolution speak in its 
justification, before he (Mr. B.) said anything. He 
thought there was a most erroneous impression ex- 
isting in regard to the merits of this whole subject, 
and he would prefer that the gentlemen opposite 
should make all their objections to the original res- 
olution, and urge all their arguments, before he 
said another word on the subject. At this time, 
all that he desired was to obtain a fair hearing of this 
subject, and he was anxious that the House should 
adopt the motion to reconsider; for, if the joint res- 
olution went to the Committee of the Whole, un- 
der the rule which the House adopted a week ago, 
it would be impossible to say when it would be 
reached, The subject involved in this resolution 


was one in which every part of the country had a 
deep interest. Public attention was called to it by 
the newspaper press on the one hand, and, on the 
other, by boards of trade and commercial associa- 
tions in New York, Philadelphia, New Orleans, 
and other important commercial cities. The sub- 
ject was one which demanded immediate action. 
It was not merely a question of inconvenience; it 
was a question of loss, great positive loss, to the 
trade and commerce of the country. 

He would not, however, now go into an ex- 
tended argument on this subject. e would only 
ask the House to favor them by reconsidering the 
question, that it might come up fairly for a discus- 
sion, and be properly understood. 

Mr. BROWN , of Pennsylvania, would not say 
that the opponents of this proposition could prove 
their position as clearly as the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Borrts] said he could prove his, but 
he (Mr. Brown) thought it would be shown that 
the Postmaster General had acted with good faith 
to these railroad companies and to the country. 
He had acted as liberally as he ought to have acted, 
and he (Mr. B.) thought it would be seen that this 
was but the beginning of a series of attempts to 
control the Post Office Department by the railroad 
companies, if they were encouraged by this House. 
Ifan opportunity were afforded to examine all the 
facts of the case, it would be seen that they must 
now, at the beginning, set their faces against this 
system of extortion, or throw the whole over to the 
care and management of these companies. The 
gentleman from Virginia had spoken of a clamor 
from one end of the country to the other on this 
subject; but were they, he asked, to be driven 
from the course which the department found it 
necessary to pursue, by the clamor of those who . 
were interested, and cared for nothing beyond their 
own interests in the matter? He thought no gen- 
tleman would take that position. 

But he was not disposed at this time to go into 
a defence of the Postmaster General, or into the 
spra of this case. The Postmaster General 

ad offered to this company all he deemed himself 
authorized to offer, either by law, by the action 
of his predecessors, or by his own judgment. He 
could offer no more, he could give no more; and 
now, after the company have refused to take it, 
the committee have gone so far as to require him 
to offer the contract to them again, and subject 
the Government, perhaps, to very heavy losses, 
in the payment of damages to the other compan 
and individuals interested, for a violation of the 
contract entered into with them. a 

He was not prepared to say how far the new 
route might accommodate all parties when it 
should be fairly in operation. It might be found 
injurious to the public interests to transport the 
mail by that route; and if so, he would be willing 
to subject the Government to a loss by discontinu- 
ing it. But when every part of the country was 
calling for a reduction of the rates of postage, the 
department was called upon by the gentleman 
from Virginia, and those who were immediately 
interested, to increase the pay of carrying this 
mail beyond what was given to other railroads, 
and beyond what appeared a fair compensation for 
the service. This—all this—could be clearly and 
fully shown. ; 

Mr. RHETT wished to make a single sugges- 
tion to the gentleman who brought forward these 
resolutions. It might be that he did not under- 
stand their purport; but if he did, there was one 
point which seemed worthy of the gentleman’s 
consideration ənd that of the House. If he un- 
derstood the second resolution, there was no pro- 
vision at all made in it by which the Postmaster 
General could make any arrangement with the 
tompany with whom the contract now exists. 
The company would have the right then, it a 
peared to him, to run their boat daily over the 
route, and at the end of the year to require the 
whole sum, viz: $140,000, to be paid—the sum 
which the department stipulated to pay. Would 
it not be very unwise thus to put our hands into 
the mouth of the lion? It might be very expe- 
dient that the old route should be restored; but 
prudence dictated that some discretion should be 
left to the Postmaster General, so that he might 
be enabled to make some arrangement with the 
new line to pay them whatever damages they may 
sustain by discontinuing that route, and take it 
out of their power to bring in a demand of 


| $140,000 at the close of the year, the same as if 
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the mail had been carried by them during the 
whole time. 
` Mr. GOGGIN hoped he should be pardoned, 
having had the honor to report this joint resolu- 
tion, for claiming the attention of the House fora 
short time upon a subject which so deeply affected 
not only his own State, but the whole South, and 
the whole country. ‘This resolution had received 
at the hands of the committee that attention which 
a subject of so much importance deserved. The 
committee had not, however,-come to the conclu- 
sion which he adopted. He did not intend to sup- 
port the resolutions, but hoped the House woul 
put itself back upon the well-founded resolution 
of his colleague, [Mr. Bortrs,] in which he (Mr. 
B.) and his constituents were so deeply interested. 
The resolution of his colleague simply authorized 
the Postmaster General to renew the contract which 
had already existed for the transportation of the 
mail between this city and Richmond. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, his colleague on the 
committee, [Mr. Brown,] had thought proper to 
tell the House that this company came here de- 
manding an increase of pay at the hands of Con- 
ress, With all due respect for that gentleman, 
1e must be allowed to say that he entirely misap- 
prehended the nature of the question presented to 
the consideration of the House. The company 
demanded no increase of pay over,what they had 
received since 1843. They came here not as peti- 
tioners; but the representatives of the people, in 
obedience to the potential voice of the people, as 
uttered through public meetings, not only in the 
Old Dominion, but everywhere, North and South, 
demanded that this House should consider and act 
upon this subject, and that with promptness and 


despatch. This company, or its friends here, did | 


} 


| 


l 


| 


| 


| 


| 


| 


running for the last two years in compliance with 
a schedule which required them to ran in nine 
hours and a half; and had done this without a dol- 
lar’s Increase of compensation. But the Postmas- 
ter General, not content with this, had chosen to 
send the mail by acircuitous route, from this city 
to Baltimore, thence down the bay to City Point, 
thence up the James river to Richmond, and up 
the Appomatox to Petersburg; making a distance 
of near four hundred miles, instead of one hundred 
and thirty miles by the dirgct railroad and steam- 
boat route from this city! And by this cirenitous 
route was the great southern mail of the United 
States now conveyed; thus seriously affecting so- 
cial and business communication, and holding back 
for several days intelligence from the army. In- 
stead of having reference to the expedition of the 
mail, the Postmaster General seemed to be experi- 
menting upon the country, and endeavoring to 
show at how slow a rate it could be transported; 
for, instead of running through in nine hours and 
a half, as the company had by the direct route for 
two or three years, by this roundabout uncertain 
route it now took thirty hours; and we had alread 
been without a mail in this city from the South for 
five days. 

Mr. G. further commented at some length upon 


| the impolicy of suffering such a mail arrangement 


to continue, and upon the serious injury to the 
community in all its interests resultirig therefrom. 
He also condemned it on the ground of economy, 
and read from a communication of the Postmaster 
General, showing that all he expected to save by 
the change of route was $575 and odd cents; and 


| this, Mr. G. said, by discontinuing the mail ser- 


vice between Richmond and the next largest city 
in the State, Petersburg; without which discontin- 


not present themselves asking this House to au- |: uance, instead of a saving to the Government, the 
theorize the Postmaster General to make an in- || cost of mail transportation hy this change of route 


crease of their pay. For a period, ever since 1843, 
this company had received at the hands of the late 
and of the present Postmaster General, under a 
joint resolution of Congress, and under an award 
of Mr. Tyler, the late President of the United 
States, the very sum which they now asked this 
House to authorize the Postmaster General to pay 
them. Mr. G. read from statistics exhibiting some 
of the details of the case in proof of this state- 
ment. Instead of the company making exorbitant 
demands for this service, as was represented, it 
had been adjudicated by Congress, and sanctioned 
by the President of the United States, that they 
were entitled to the same pay which it was now 
asked to give; and, ever since 1843, down to July 
of this year, (embracing two years of the admin- 
istration of the present Postmaster General,) they 
had received it. But that officer now came to this 
House and said, in his annual report, that to allow 
this compensation any further, would be a viola- 
tion of law. 

This same compensation had been paid from 
1843 to the time when the present Postmaster Gen- 
eral came into power; and since that time, through 
his whole administration, until July 1, 1847, and 
then for the first time had he discovered that, to 
make any further payments at this rate, would be 
violation of law! At that time (July Ist) the con- 
tract. expired; the company, however, had con- 
tinued to carry the mail without a spévific agree- 
ment. At the expiration of that quarter, namely, 
on the Ist of October, the Postmaster General 
refusing to pay the price authorized by joint reso- 
lution of Congress, and reducing the compensation 
from $260 to $237 50 per mile by railroad, and 
from $237 50, about 12 per cent. by steamboat, the 
campany gave him notice that they could not con- 
tract for the service ‘at that rate; and, on the 10th 
of the present month, being unable to conclude 
mas? Pn? Saale they suspended the service. 

r. G. commented upon that portion of the re- 
port of the Postmaster General which refers to this 
mail service, and the argument therein brought 
forward to sustain the proposed reductian, That 
officer had told them, that if such a reduction were 
not made, other railroad companies would come 
forwand demanding an increase of pay; and yet 
(zaid Mr. G.) he tells us, in the same report, that 
he has been able to conclude contracts with com- 

anies in every portion of the Union, by which a 
arge amount of money is saved. 

When this contract was made, it was under a 
schedule which required the company to perform 
the trip between this city and Richmond in eleven 
hours and a half; and yet they had actually been 
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| would actually be increased about $8,000. 


Mr. G. proceeded to show, that by the recent 
arrangement of the Postmaster General, there was 
a great loss of time, of money, and of the interests 
of the country. He also read sections of the law 
governing the department on this subject, which 
evidently contemplated such a state of things as 
that which now existed, and from which he argued 
that the Postmaster General had unnecessarily de- 
layed the mail to thirty, instead of having it trans- 
mitted from Baltimore to Richmond in little more 
than nine hours. Fle trusted that this House 
would take such steps as would enable the coun- 
try to enjoy the benefit of a more speedy convey- 
ance of their correspondence, and that the railroad 
company in question would be permitted to realize 
the small profits to which they were entitled —pro- 
fits which had been solemnly adjudged to the com- 
pany heretofore both by the President and by 
Congress. He briefly explained the statement of 
the arrangement which the Postmaster General 
had entered into for the transmission of the mail, 
and the legal powers conferred on him, and com- 
mented on the fact that the Postmaster General 
had made no contract which Congress could not 
supersede. No contracts had been signed, and 
hence they had no guarantee for the speedy trans- 
mission of the mails, nor for the performance of 
the terms of any agreement into which the new 
contractors might enter. 

The Postmaster General, in his annual report to 
the President, which he presumed each member 
had read for himself, communicated the informa- 
tion that the contracts were for a specific time, un- 
less Congress should otherwise direct—admitting, 
therefore, that this House was not bound by any 
contract that the Postmaster General had made. 
To this he called the attention of the House, and 
also to the fact, that this railroad company had 
heavier mails to transmit than some others, and 
were exposed to expenses from which others were 
exempt, and consequently was entitled to a liberal 
compensation. He appealed, then, to the House 
not to tolerate this arrangement of the Postmaster 
General, especially at a time when so many of their 
countrymen were anxiously waiting to hear from 
their sons, brothers, and relatives, who were peril- 
ing their lives in defence of the honor of their 
country in Mexico. In estimating the relative 
value of services by companies, circumstances 
should be considered. It was not equitable to pay 
for services on the Potomac the same compensa- 
tion that southern companies received. In the 
South there were no obstructions from ice, as in 
the Potomac. And it should not be forgotten that 


this company was not only required to transport 
the mails at any time the 
might require, but to build ice-boats, and keep open 
the navigation, which was for the general benefit 
of the country. And yet, with these restrictions 
and burdens, and with greatly enlarged mails, this 
company was expected to do this service for twen- 
ty-five per cent. increase of pay on stage routes. 

He contended that the Postmaster General was 
not restricted, as he seemed to imagine, except 
that he should not pay more than three hundred 
dollars per mile. Within that sum the Postmaster 
General had a discretion, and that amount he was. 
not asked nor expected to pay. He was asked 
only to give that which had been already paid, 
and which had been awarded to the company by 
the President of the United States and by Con- 
gress. T'he Postmaster General himself had ac- 
knowledged that the service on the Potomac was 
satisfactorily performed. He had also admitted 
that the service by the bay could not be as satis- 
factory as by the railroad and steamboat on the 
old route; and yet, with these facts before their 
eyes, they were to sustain great inconvenience, 
unless the company would be content to receive 
less than a fair compensation, which had beer 
heretofore paid to them. This great nation, and 
the interests of twenty millions of people, were to 
be trifled with for a paltry saving of a few hun- 
dred dollars. 

In justice to the Postmaster General, he would 
say, that he had been furnished with all the infor- 
mation he had required, cheerfully and promptly. 
The Postmaster General had evinced every dispo- 
sition to facilitate a thorough examination of the 
subject; and he (Mr. G.) did not charge the Post- 
master General with intentionally violating his 
duty to the country, or any law which he was 
required to carry out. But he was of opinion 
that the Postmaster General had been mistaken in 
his construction of the law. He was satisfied the 
law would not be so construed by Congress. If, 
then, he was mistaken, the sooner he was set 
richt the better; for the sacrifice of the business 
men of the country was greater than they should 
be suffered to endure. 

Within the last few days he had learned that a 
merchant in Richmond, having to remit $50,000 
to New York, felt compelled to withdraw that 
amount from his business two days sooner than 
he would have been required to do if the mail 
were transported’ by the railroad. It had been 
said that the interests of the merchants of Rich- 
mond alone would be sacrificed to a greater 
amount than the sum in dispute between the Post- 
master General and the railroad company by the 
present state of things in that department. It 
would be better, therefore, if Congress could not 
afford them relief, that the merchants should meet 
togcther and pay the differegce themselves. This 
same view had been taken by the merchants of 
New York and elsewhere. And what was their 
own experience on this subject? Why, up to 
last night, they had not received a mail bearin 
tidings from their homes for five days. He hear 
one gentleman say the other day, when accounting 
for his absence from this House, that he had been 
to Richmond to get his letters. Ifa change could 
not be made in the arrangement for the transmis- 
sion of the mails, he was satisfied many of them 
would find it more convenient to have their letters 
sent to Richmond than to the post office connected 
with this House, for from Richmond they could 
obtain them in advance of the usual mail convey- 
ances of the department. 

But there was another matter connected with 
these arrangements to which he, wished to call the 
attention of this House, especially of those who 
were disposed to, sustain the department. The 


Postmaster General had invoked their aid for the . 


purpose of stopping private expresses throughout 
the country. But could it be expected that pri- 
vate expresses could be suppressed when the in- 
tercourse of the country was thus obstructed ? 
Unless an improved system were adopted, instead 
of stopping those private expresses now traversing 
the country, hundreds of others would be soon 
started; for the country would not tolerate a mail 
arrangement which required thirty hours to do 
that which could be done in nine hours. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, rose toa ques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. GOGGIN. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 


I have done. 


Well, then, as he had the 
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floor, he would say a word or two on this subject. 
He saw no good use to whiich-this discussion 
could lead. But little could come out of it. It 
was a matter which had attracted no attention in 
the House until it was brought up to-day. Very 
few of them were sufficiently informed on the sub- 
ject at present, and hence they could not make up 
their minds so as to dispose of it without further 
consideration. The Postmaster General was per- 
fectly dead; the post office was abolished; nothing 
was left of if; and he asked for time to look upoh 
the gad spectacle. He moved, therefore, to lay 
the whole subject on the table. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, desired the 
gentleman from Arkansas to withdraw that mo- 
tion, to give him an qpportunity to make an ex- 
planation. 

Mr. JOHNSON would be willing to do so if 
the gentleman would renew the motion to lay on 
the table. 

A brief conversation ensued, which being unsat- 
isfactory to Mr. Jonnson, he refused to withdraw 
the motion. * : ° 

Mr. SCHENCK moved that the House ad- 
journ. 

The motion, on a division, was agreed to; and 
the House adjourned to Monday next, at twelve 
o’clock. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred : 


By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Jackson county, in the State of Ohio, praying for the estah- 
lishment of a new post route from Jackson court-house to 
Portsmouth, in that State, by Zenos Keller’s and Jackson 
Furnace. 

By Mr. HALL, of New York: The petition of the Com- 
mon Council of the city of Buffalo, praying for an appro- 
priation tor the improvement of the harbor of that city. 

By Mr. DUNCAN, of Ohio: Petitions from citizens of 
Wyandotte, Marion, Seneca, Sandusky, and Delaware 
counties, in the State of Ohio, praying the attention of Con- 
gress to the provisions of the treaty of Brownstown of 1808, 
a acts of Congress designed to carry into effect its stipu- 

tions. | 

_By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of Jacob Messersimith 
and others, citizens of Lordstown, Trumbull county, Obio, 
peyin for peace with Mexico. Also, the petition of Wil- 
iam Cranage and others, citizens of Warren, Trumbull 
county, Ohio, praying for peace with Mexico. 

By Mr. JOHN SON, of Tennessee : The memorial of Ra- 
chel Salts, widow of an invalid soldier, praying Congress to 
grant her some relief. 

By Mr. DUNN: The petition of Elijab Milam, asking pay 
for a horse lost in the United States ranging service. Also, of 
Jane Suller and of Alexander McDonald, asking a pension 
Alao, of Caleh Bell, asking the arrearage of pay of Matthew 
Bell, who died in the United States army. Also, the peti- 
tion of Daniel Hart, asking that a land warrant be issued to 
him as the legatee of his father for services in the revolu- 
tionary war. 

By Mr. PALFREY: The gouan of H. D. Pinney and 
others, of Tioga county, N. Y.; of Charles Humphreys and 
others, of Lancaster, Worcester county, Mass. ; of Catharine 
C. Tenney and others, of Kennebunk, Me.; and of Eliza- 
beth Howe and others, severally praying for peace with Mex- 
ico. Also, that the memorial of the President and Fellows 
of Harvard College, in Cambridge, Mass., praying for the 
remission of duties paid on a telescope, and tor the privilege 
of importing books and philosophical apparatus duty free, be 
taken from the files and referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, January 3, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, exhibiting 
the applications for pensions which have been re- 
jected during the year 1847; which was referred 
to the ae on Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, made in com- 
pliance with a resolution of the Senate in relation 
to the further€ise and occupation of Fort Arm- 
strong, on Rock Island, as a military site; which 
was ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. ASHLEY presented a memorial adopted at | 


a convention held at Washington, in the State of 
Arkansas, composed of d@egates from the several 
counties bordering on the Red. River, praying an 
appropriation for removing the raft in that river; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. iS 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition of citizens 
of Montgomery county, Illinois, praying the estab- 
lishment of a mail route from Shelbyville to Alton, 
in that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. BREESE presented a memorial of citizens || 
of Fayette county, Illinois, praying that the right |; 
of preémption may be granted to the Illinois Cen- 
tral Railroad Company, to the lands lying along : 


the route of their railroad; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CORWIN presented the petition of Joseph 
Graham and George Lee Brent, praying compen- 
sation for services as special agents of the Gov- 
ernment of Paraguay, under directions of the 
United States chargé d’affaires near the Argentine : 
Republic; which was referred to the Committee | 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of Thomas | 


Representatives having signed an enrolled bill, f 
am directed to bring it to the Senate for the signa- 
ture of their President. 


The VICE PRESIDENT signed the enrolled 
bill entitled “ An act making an appropriation to 


' supply in part a deficiency in the appropriations _ 


for subsistence in kind of the army and volun- 
teers during the year ending the 30th of June, 
1848;°’ and it was delivered to the committe, to be 


| presented to the President of the United States. 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. BERRIEN asked and 
obtained leave to bring ina bill making an appro- 
priation for removing obstructions in the Savan- 


M. Corby, praying indemnity for French spolia- || nah river; which was read the first and second 


tions prior to 1800; which was referred to the |! times, | 
li Committee on Commerce. 


Committee on Foreign Relations. 
On motion by Mr. BALDWIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Thomas, Cowperthwaite 
& Co., on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 

Orde-ed, That the petition of Frederick Vincent, admin- 
istrator of Le Caze and Mallet, on the files cf the Senate, 
be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. BELL, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of the Eastern Cherokee In- 
dians, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, it was 

Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate, 
relating to the claim of Robert Armstrong, be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. SEVIER, it was | 

- Ordered, That the petition of Sour John, a Cherokee In- 

dian, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following rgsolu- | 
tion for consideration, which was ordered to be | 
printed: | 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate | 
copies of the tour or memoir of Dr Wislizenus, 

through the northern parts of Mexico, as physician to Col. | 
Doniphan’s column ; being a history of the expedition of | 
Cal. Doniphan, with scientific observations upon the face of | 
the country. Also, that there be engraved or lithographed |; 
for the use pf the Senate, copies of the superficies 
map which accompanies the same. Also, the same number 
of the barometrical map of the profile of elevations above 
the level of the sea from St. Louis, in Missouri, on the Jine 
of march of said expedition, to Santa Fé, in New Mexico, 
and thence by Chihuahua. the Bolson de Mapinai. Parras, 
Saltillo, and Monterey, to Reynoga, on the Rio Grande. Al- 
so, the same number of the geoMgical map, and the same 
number of the table of meteorological observations which 
accompany the same. 

Also, Be it resolved, That copies of the said me- 
moir, with the accompanying maps, be printed for the use | 
of Dr. Wislizenus. | 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted the | 
following resolution; which was considered- by 
unanimous consent. and agreed to : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- | 
structed to inquire into the expediency of passing an act 
granting a portion of the public lands in the State of Lou- 
isiana to every citizen soldier, or widow or orphan of every 
citizen soldier, who bore arins in defencé of Louisiana in 
the vears 1814 and 1815. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 


it was 

Ordered, That the resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of Louisiana, on the files of the Senate, relating to 
the subject, be referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 


Mr. HUNTER submitted the following resolu- 
tiony which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate the correspondence 
of Mr. Wise, late Minister of the United States at the Court 
of Brazil, embracing a letter of Mr. Hamilton, her Britannic 
Majesty’s Minister at the samc Court, to Mr. Wise, dated 
the 24th of March, 1846; with a note from the Earl of Aber- 
deen of the 4th December, 1845; a Jetter from Mr. Wise to 
Mr. Hamilton, dated the 27th March, 1846; a letter from 
Mr. Wise to Mr. Hamilton, dated 31st July, 1846; and the 
papers accompanying the same—all relating to the subject 
of the slave trade: provided that the same may be done in 
his opinion, without detriment to the public service. 


On motion by Mr. ATHERTON: it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Finance be discharged 
from the further consideration of the memorial of Joseph 
Bouchaud, and that it be referred to the Cemmittee on the 
Judiciary. 


On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Finance he discharged | 
from the further consideration of the memorial of J. Kears- 
ley, and that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. l 

The following message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Mr. CAMPBELL, | 


| 
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their Clerk : 
Mr. Preswwent : The Speaker of the House of 


by unanimous consent, and referred to the 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, by unanimous 
consent, asked and obtained leave to bring tna 
joint resolution to create a board to ascertain and 
determine the amount of each of the claims of the 


i| citizens of the United States against Mexico; 


| which was read, and passed to the second read- 


ing. 

| Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, submitted a report, accompanied by a 

| bill for the relief of Peter Capella, administrator 
of Andrew Capella, deceased, and for the relief of 

| John Capo, and for the relief of Elijah Petty and 
Hannah Petty, his wife, heirs of John Beardon, 

deceased. 

| The Lill was read, and passed to the second 

i reading. / 

| Ordered, That the report be printed. 

| Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on Ter- 
| 


ritories, reported a bill for the relief of W. B. 
Slaughter, fate Secretary of the Territory of Wis- 
consin. 

The bill having been read a first time— Š 

Mr. DOUGLAS remarked, that as this bill was 
asked for by the officers of the treasury, and was 
; simply a bill to authorize them to settle certain ac- 
' counts, he wished the bill would now be allowed 
to have its second reading. 

The bill having been read a second time— 

Mr. CLAYTON said, he apprehended that no 
possible objection could exist to the immediate 
‘passage of this bill, and he trusted it would now be 
disposed of. an 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he could not RE R 
gather the purport of the bill from hearing it read, 
and it had not been printed. He recollected the 
‘case well. It was before the Territorial Committee 
| at the last session—he believed the session before, 
| also—while he (Mr. W.) was on that committee, 
‘and he was then opposed to the allowance of the 

claim. It was for two items: one for compensa- 
i tion to claimant for expenses of visiting Washing- 
| ton to settle his accounts as a public officer—secre- 

tary of Wisconsin Territory; the other item was 
i for some two or three thousand dollars of public 
money lost by his placing it on deposite in a Ter- 
| ritorial bank which broke. His excuse was, that 
the Territorial Legislature, by resolution, instructed 
him to make this deposite in that bank. This was 
no excuse whatever. The Territorial Legislature 
had no business with this money—no right to 
direct it to be so deposited—no power to control 
the claimant with respect to it. Mr. Slaughter was 
secretary of the Territory—a Federal officer and 
agent, independent of the Legislature of the Terri- 
tory. He was subject only to the laws of Congress 
and the instructions of the Treasury Department, 
and these did not allow this deposite at the risk of the 
United States. It was his own fault or misfortune 
if he lost this money by placing it in a rotten bank. 
His complying with the resolution of the Legisla- 
ture was an act done on his own personal responsi- 
bility. It would be opening the door to the allow- 
ance of hundreds of thousands of dollars of similar 
claims, to allow this. 

Besides, it is not shown that this bank or its 
stockholders have been sued, or any means used 
to recover the TOT from those who have got it. 
The claim against the bank and its stockholders 
was not transferred to the United States, or the 
treasury officers given any authority to ĉollect or 
secure it. 

Mr. W. said he should vote against the allow- 
ance of this claim; but if he understood the honor- 
able Senator from Illinois, [Mr. DoucLas,] this 
bill did not impliedly sanction the claim in any 
degree, but only directed the treasury to exam- 
ine and settle the accounts on principles of equity 
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and justice. He desired to know of the Commit- 
tee distinctly, whether his understanding was cor- 
rect? If the bill sanctioned expressly or impliedly 
the items he had referred to, he should vote against 
it; if not, he should make no opposition. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The bill does not sanction 
the claim; it merely refers the settlement of the 
claim to the accounting officers of the treasury. 
The claim arises in this way: William B. Slaugh- 
ter, Secretary of the Territory of Wisconsin, re- 
ceived a draft for Government funds to the amount 
of $10,000.. The Legislature of the Territory ap- 
pointed the cashier of the Mineral Point Bank 
temporarily its fixed agent. This draft was de- 
posited in the custody of that fiscal agent, and the 
money checked out according as it was required. 

hat bank failed, and there was a Joss of some- 
thing like $3,000, speaking in round numbers. 
The Legislative Assembly of the Territory has 
unanimously passed a resolution expressing their 
opinion that the money was deposited properly, in 
good faith, and for the best interests of the treasu- 
, ry, and that he ought to have a credit at the treas- 

ury for that amount of money. That is the prin- 
cipal item in the bill. All that the bill proposes 
is, to refer the matter to the officers of the treasury, 
with authority and instructions to settle the ac- 
count according to the principles of equity and 
justice; they having more ample opportunities for 
collecting information upon all points relating to 
the matter than this body can possibly have. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said, he conceived there was 
one matter as to which he did not coincide with 
his friend the honorable Senator from, Illinois, [Mr. 
Doveuras.}] It was the chief question in this case. 
It was as to the resolution of the Territorial Legis- 
lature being any justification or even excuse for 
the Secretary of the Territory putting this money 
in this bank. Mr. W. conceived he was bound 
th disregard the resolutions as the Territorial Legis- 
lature had no right to direct him. 

Mr. DAYTON. Do [ understand that the bill 
is now upon its third reading? It must, I appre- 
hend, require the general consent of the Senate in 
order to have its third reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER replied, that the 
proposition had been made that the bill be read a 
third time. 

Mr. DAYTON. Had I understood that to be 
the case I should have objected, not because 1 have 
any specific objection to this bill beyond the ob- 
jection which applies to a large class of cases stand- 
ing upon our calendar. I have observed, for the 
last three or four years in this body, that whenever 
a claim is a little distrusted in committee, or in 
reference to which the committee have doubts them- 
selves, and cannot act upon it in a manner satis- 
factory to themselves, they report a resolution in 
this general phraseology, ‘‘ Resolved that the claim 
be settled by the proper officers of the department, 
according to the principles of equity and justice.” 
Thus they Rave generally recognized the exist- 
ence of a class of cases of this description, and 
applied to them a different rule from that which is 
applied in other cases. Now, if this bill is tò be 
put on its final passage, I think I shall be con- 
strained to vote againstit. I think at least it ought 
to be allowed to lie over, and take its proper place 
upon the calendar. This case is similar to a larbe 
number of cases which have been reported on; and 
if the Senate pass it, and refer the matter to the de- 
partment for adjustment, we shall have the same 
arguments addressed to us every day. I, for ones 
prefer that this case should stand as all other cases 
do. I amnot aware of anything in it that entitles 
it to special precedence. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman is mistaken 
in supposing that the committee had any doubt in 
regard to the propriety of allowing the claim. 
There was no difference of opinion whatever. It 
was understood that this individual was entitled to 
the amount, and the proper accounting officer was 
desirous of giving him the credit. He had no 
doubt of the a pace of it, but he thought that 
Congress ought to give him the authority to do 
what was sought to be done in the premises. There 
was not a shadow of doubt as to the propriety, 
but the committee did not report that he should 
be allowed the amount. They had merely autho- 
rized the officer of the department to give it him, 
if he be found to be entitled to it. This is not one 
of those cases which the honorable Senator from 
Wew Jersey has referred to. There was no doubt 
in the mind of the committee, and no doubt in the 


mind of the proper accounting officer of the trea- 
sury, as to the propriety or justice of allowing the 
amount. The only doubt was, whether that offi- | 
cer had authority to do justice in the case without 
the sanction of Congress. Now if, under these 
circumstances, it be thought necessary to delay a 


certainly suppose the bill might pass the Senate 
without going through the ordinary form of being 
read on different days. 

Mr. DOUGLAS here read a paragraph from 
the letter of the Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Mr. BADGER. IfI understood correctly the 

oints of the case as given by the Senator from 

lorida, it seems to me that, without some further 
statement cr explanation, there is very serious ob- 
jections to the passage of this bill. 1 understand 
it to be an application, on the part of a disbursing 
officer of the United States, to be allowed a credit 
in his account with the treasury, for a sum of 
money which has been lost in consequence of be- ; 
ing deposited by him, without authority of law, in 
a banking institution. 

Mr. CLAYTON. He had the authority of the 
Territorial Legislature. 

Mr. BADGER. Very well; he was a disburs- 
ing officer of the United States, subject to the laws 
of Congress, and prohibited by a law of Congress 
from depositing the funds of the United States in | 
a banking institution. He was himself bound to 
keep them; and without sanction or authority from 
his superiors in office—without a dispensation 
given to him by those to whom he was respon- 
sible, and who on higher ground represented the 
interests of the United States—but by authority of 
a State Legislature, he unlawfully takes these 
funds, deposited them in a banking institution, and | 
they@re lost. Now, what does this bill propose | 
todo? As I understand it, it proposes to legalize | 
this transaction. If he was authorized by law to | 
make the deposite, he would undoubtedly be irre- | 
sponsible. If, in making it, he followed the line of 
his duty, he would have a right to demand, asa 
matter of justice and of law, that credit should be 
allowed to him. This bill directs the officer of the | 
treasury to settle his account, not on principles of | 
law—for it will be in express contravention of law; | 
not to give him credit for losses he has innocently | 
sustained in the discharge of his duty—for that he | 
has a right to demand without the interposition of 
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Congress; but they ate to settle his account ac- 
cording to the principles of auy and good con- 
science; in other words, it is a direction, on the 
part of Congress, to the accounting officer of the 
treasury to disregard in this case the obligations 
of law, and apply one rule in the settlement of the 
accounts in this case, while the general law re- 
quires another rule to be applied in all circum- 
stances. I must confess, sir, that with every dis- 
position in the world to relieve a man who has 
suffered in the discharge of his duty, if anything 
could be shown by which it would appear that he 
was under a reasonable apprehension that he was 
doing his duty as if he had been directed by his 
superior officers, I should be anxious to interpose 
and relieve him. But it seems to me it would be 

a dangerous precedent for Congress to declare, 

that when an officer of the Government, having 

charge of the funds of the Government, shall 

think proper to make a deposite contrary to law, 

they will relieve him from the consequences of 
losses thus sustained. It would be a direct and 

open invitation, by the policy adopted here, to all 

officers similarly situated, to act in defiance of au- 

thority and in defiance of law, trusting to a relax- 

ation of its provisions in their behalf. Under these 

circumstances, it seems to me that the honorable 

Senator from New Jersey is correct in saying that 

this bill ought to have a little more examination, 

and I move, therefore, that its further considera- 

tion be postponed until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom had been referred the bill to 
divide the district of Arkansas into two judicial 
districts, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report upon the subject; Which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the following 

motion, submitted by Mr. Maneum on the 30th 


December : 
« Ordered, That the Vice President be authorized and re- 
quested to have two movable desks provided for the reporter 
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| 

| 

: inquiry, that they have at poi the best position 
t 

| 

| 


, Jan. 3, 


| af the proceedings and debates of the Senate, and his 


| assistants, upon the floor of the Senate Chamher, to be used 
į only during the session of the Senate, and to accommodate 


| two persons.”? 


Mr. SEVIER. I have no objection to this reso- 


: lution, if the honorable Senator will consent to a 
: modification of it, so as to refer the matter fo a 


bill of this kind, I will offer no objection; but I: committee. I believe there has been a controversy 


for several years past regarding the place that 
should be occupied by the reporters, and they have 
ag different times occupied seats in various places, 
all around this Chamber. They were placed where 
they now are by the direction of a committee, 
which had charge of the matter for several weeks; 
and after various selections had been made, It was 
determined that the gallery, where they now are, 
was the proper situation. We all have the same 
object in view—that is, the proper position of our 
reporters; but I think the Senate will find, upon 


they can have. I hope, therefore, the honorable 
mover will consent to modify the resolution, so as 
to refer the matter to a committee. 

Mr. MANGUM. I have no objection to the 
course proposed by the Senator, for I am aware 
itis only a matter of experiment. This subject 
has been very much examined heretofore, and va- 
rious parts of the Chamber have been assigned to 
reporters, and those places afterwards abandoned 
on account of inconvenience or unsuitableness. It 
may be, that after trying the seats which will 
now be provided, they may not be found to an- 


| swer. I think, however, that the experiment is 


| 
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worthy of being made; but I have no objection to 
refer the matter to a committee—say a committee 
of three. l 

Mr. SEVIER. T move, then, so to amend the 
resolution, as to direct that a committee of three 
be appointed by the Vice President to examine 
and report upon the subject. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he was in favor of ex- 
tending the privilege asked for; but there was one 
matter to which he would call the attention of the 
committee to whom the resolution may be referred, 
as proper to be provided for. Provision should 
be made for turning the reporters out, in case they 
did not behave themselves, without Senators be- 
ing, as in a former case, abused and vilified as- 
being guilty of assailing and outraging the liberty 
of the press. l 

On wotion by Mr. SEVIER, it was 

Ordered, That the motion be referred to a select commit- 
tee, consisting of three members, to be appointed by the 
Vice President. i l 

Mr. Manevum, Mr. Sevier, and Mr. BREESE, 


were appointed the committee. 
The bill for the relief of the administratrix of 


time, and considered as in Committee of the- 
Whole. 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 

The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill for the relief of Jo- 
seph Wilson; and no amendment being made, it 
was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. BADGER called for the reading of the re- 
port accompanying the bill, and it was read by the 
Secretary. 

_ Ordered, That the bill be engrossed and read a third 
tine. 

The bill to provide clothing for volunteers in the 
service of the United States, was read the second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole ; and no amendment being made, it was 
reported to the Senate. 

Ordered, That it be engrossed and read a third time.  , 

The said bill was read a third time. 


Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title thereof be. 
“An act to provide clothing for volunteerggin the service of 
the United States.” 

Ordered, That the Secretary request the concurrenee of 
the House of Representatives therein. 


TEN REGIMENT BILL. 

The Senate then resumed, as in Committee of 
the Whole, the consideration of the bill reported 
from the Committee ong Military Affairs to raise, 
for a limited time, an additional military force. 

Mr. CASS rose and said: 

Mr. Presipent: This is the first of a series of 
bills, which the Military Committee is about to 
present to the Senate. They have commenced 
with the most important, and will ask the consid- 
eration of the others, in succession, till they have 
discharged the duty intrusted to them. 

In presenting this bill, I do not propose to touch 
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any of the disputed topics, which divide the two 
great parties, under the banner of one or the other 
eof which every citizen of our aoa is arrayed. 
I shall leave these, if introduced at all, to be intro- 
duced by others. I had hoped, till I heayd the 
incidental discussion which arose a day or two 
since on the question of taking up this bill, that 
these exciting subjects would be postponed for 
some future opportunity, and that the propositions 
now submitted would be considered upon their 
military merits, taking it for granted, that the pro- 
priety of voting the additional force required would 
not be controverted. I was well aware, that we 
could not escape a full discussion of the origin of 
the war, its progress, its objects, and the whole 
course of the Administration connected with it. 
Nor indeed did I wish to avoid it. However se- 
vere may be the attack, I trust it will be as ear- 
nestly met, and easily repelled, for I consider the 

round which the Administration occupies as per- 
ectly impregnable. Iam apprehensive, however, 
from the remarks which fell from some of the 
honorable Senators the other day, that the whole 
field of controversy is to be gone over, and that 
we are to fight this bill, necessary, as I deem its 
immediate passage to the public interests, inch by 
inch, till all the great party questions of the day 
are debated and exhausted. If it is to be so, I 
must of course submit; but the fault shall not be 
mine, nor will I provoke the contest by introducing 
any op which may properly lead to it. 

Phere is one point, sir, where we all can meet, 
and that is the gallantry and good conduct of our 
army. This is one of the high places to which 
we can come up together, and, laying aside our 
party dissensions, mingle our congratulations that 
our country has had such sons to go forth to bat- 
tle, and that they have gathered such a harvest of 
renown in distant fields. 

The time has been—and there are those upon 
this floor who remember it well—when our nation- 
al flare was said to be but striped bunting, and our 
armed vessels but fir-built frigates. The feats of 
our army and navy during our last war with Eng- 
land redeemed us from this reproach, the offspring 
of foreign jealousy; and had they not, the events of 
the present war would have changed these epithets 
into terms of honor; for our flag has become a 
victorious standard, borne by marching columns, 
over the hills and valleys, and through the cities, 
and towns, and fields of a powerful nation, in a 
career of success, of which few examples can be 
found in ancient or modern warfare. 

The movement of our army from Puebla was 
one of the most romantic and remarkable events 
which ever occurred in the military annals of our 
country. 

Our troops did not indeed burn their fleet, like 
the first conquerors of Mexico, for they needed not 
to gather courage from despair, nor to stimulate 
their resolution, by destroying all hopes of escape. 
But they voluntarily cut off all means of commu- 
nication with their own country, by throwing 
themselves among the armed thousands of an- 
other, and advancing with stout hearts, but feeble 
numbeys, into the midst of a hostile territory: the 
uncertainty of which, over the public mind, and 
the anxiety everywhere felt, when our gallant lit- 
tle army disappeared from our view, will not be 
forgotten during the present generation. There 
was universal pause of expectation—stopping, but 
still fearing; and the eyes of twenty millions of 
people were anxiously fixed upon another country 
which a little band of its armed citizens had inva- 
ded. A veil concealed them from our view. They 
were lost to us for fifty days, for that period elaps- 
ed, from the time when we heard of their depart- 
ure from Puebla, till accounts reached us of the 
issue of the movement. The shroud which envel- 
oped them-then gave way, and we discovered our 
glorious flag, waving in the breezes of the capital, 
and the city itself invested by our army. 

And similar circumstances marked the very 
commencement of the war, when the Mexicans 
first surrounded our troops, and shut them out 
from all communication with their country. This 
unexpected attack struck us all with astonishment, 
and we feared, as well we might, that numbers 
would overcome discipline aud valor, which, how- 
ever they might prolong, could not be expected to 
succeed in the contest. And hopeless indeed might 
have been the result, had not the honored soldier, 
who commanded our troops, had confidence in 
them, and they in him—had he not known how 
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to lead arid they to follow. And well and bravely 
did they all bear themselwes in the critical circum- 
stances which surrounded them; and our doubts 
soon gave way to certainty, and gloomy fore- 
bodings to glorious convictions. And the campaign 
thus commenced was vigorously followed up on 
the Rio Grande, and victory after victory, till the 
crowning triumph at Buena Vista, was heralded by 
every breeze and became familiar to our ears as 
household words. 

During the whole of this war there has been a 
series of successes, which has been uninterrupted 
by a single serious disaster. I hold in my hand 
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a table, prepared at the Adjutant General’s Office, 
from the best materials which can be found there, 
exhibiting the actions fought with the enemy, and 
the forces engaged, and the losses sustained by 
each party. As we have official data, the true 
losses on our side are stated; but those on the 
side of the Mexicans are in some instances rey 
omitted, and in others conjecturally estimated. 
This table shows the whole truth so far as we are 
concerned, and but a part of the truth so far as the 
enemy is concerned. Still, even under these cir- 
cumstances it is one of the proudest trophees with 
which any army ever enriched its country. 
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Forces en- ; -Number of 
gaged. Number of killed. touni. p 
np , f T T sug Remarks. 
Affair or battle Date ia Aj a lg x É Š A 3 k e 
ePojl & |a 2a = Ceo = 
s| 5 esz § |s] £ 
SES) 2% SBF] R (ISEE| & 
383| 2 EES] = 885 $ 
1. Detachment under Capt. | , 
Thornton, 2d dragoons, | ! 
in a reconnoissance on ! i 
the Rio Grande, above | | 
Fort Brown, Texas.... | April 25,1846 ..... 63} 200; 10) unkaown. 6| unknown. 
2. Detachment of Captain | = 
Walker’s Texas Ran- 
gers, near Point Isabel,’ April 28 .......... 30; 100 10| unknown. ~ (unknown. 
3. Fort Brown............ May 4 to May 9 750) 4,000 2) unknown. 10| unkneWn. 
A. Palo Alto iiss cae seis vs May 853s s0s0 ses 2,300) 6,000 4 100 42) @ 300 
5. Resaca dela Palma..... May 9.......0008 1,700} 6,500 36 200 $8 400 
6. Monterey ........ 000 Sept. 21, 22, 23 6,645/ 10,000; 120 700 368] unknown. 
7. San Pasqual, U.Cal..... CC. Oi cies cee T 110; 160 19] unknown. 15)unknown.| __ 
8. Brazito, New Mexico... | Dec. 25, 1847...... 500} 1,220 - *200 7 - *killed & wounded. 
9, Los Angelos, California, | Jan. 8,9.......... 509| 600 ] *20 | 14 - | *killed & wounded. 
19, La Canada, New Mex... | Jan. 24........... 350! 1,500 9 36 6 . 
11. Mora, New Mexico..... DAN 24 POPI SEE sooeas ] ~ 3 
12. El Embudo ............ Jan 20 vsewese vee 560; 700 - 20 1| 60 
13. Puebla de Taos ........ Feb. 4.....ccccee. 200} 800 6 150 46; 
14. Buena Vista........... Feb. 22,23........ 4,759) 20,000; 267;  *1,500 408 - ‘killed & wounded. 
15. Sacramento............ O08 A E E 900; 4,000 - *600 5 - *killed & wounded. 
16. Vera Cruz ............. March 11 to 29 11,000} 5,500 12 *500 51 - | *killed & wounded. 
17. Cerro Gordo ........... April 18 .......... 8,500) 12,000 7|  *1,200 353 - *killed & wounded. 
18. Calaboso, Cal., De Russy, | July 12........... 126) 1,500 15 200 13 
19. Contreras.........0000. : 
20. San Antonio ........... Aug. 19, 20...... 8,497) 32,000; 164)  *4,000 865 - `\ | *killed & wounded. 
21. Churubusco............ 
92, On Major Lally’s march, | Aug. 10 to19...... 1,200; 2,000 9;unknown.| 74 unknown.) _ ê 
23. Molino del Rey ........ SOD Bis sss oes sure 3,251| 14,000; 201) *3,000 581 - | *killed & wounded. 
24. Chapultepec ........... Sept. 11, 12,13.... | 7,180) 25,000; > 178) unknown.) 673, unknown. 
25. Attack on Puebla....... Sept. 13 to Oct. 12, | 1,400} 8,000 18, unknown. 53} unknown. 
96. Huamantla... Oct.9......se0e6. | 1,780] 4,000] 14! 161 11 300 
27. Gen. Lane, Puebla...... Oct] 2 icdsencses 3,100} 4,000 ~- - - | afew. 
28. Atlisco 0's ica sn ibewcess Oct TD kcsven ees 1,500} 2,000 ] 219 2 
MOT EEEE EE POE N mate nee: 1,077| 12,866 | 3,669 1,360 . 


The Adjutant General remarks, that he cannot 
vouch for the perfect accuracy of the above state- 
ments, as from their nature they must often be 
estimated. He adds, that the above table, although 
essentially correct, is not entirely complete, for he 
thinks there are yet wanting some reports, &c., 
of affairs, which have been lost or intercepted, 
and it may be, that the above statement may here- 
after need amendment or correction. 

If we recorded our history upon stone, as was 
done in the primitive ages of the world, we should 
engrave this series of glorious deeds upon tables 
of marble. But we shall do better; we shall en- 
grave it upon our hearts, and we shall commit it 
to the custody of the press, whose monuments, 
frail and feeble as they appear, yet from their won- 
derful power of multiplication, are more enduring 
than brass or marble, than statues or pyramids, or 
the proudest monuments erected by human hands. 

Let it be remembered, sir, that these battles 
were fought in a great measure by new and un- 
disciplined troops, hastily collected at home, and 
rapidly marched to the seat of warfare; by men 
who had abandoned the duties and comforts of 


domestic life, and who made war, not a,trade as | 


in Europe, but a temporary employment, in order 
to defend the interest and honor of their country. 
And even the small regular army, which existed 
at the commencement of the war, had seen little 
actual service in the field, and that not with a civil- 
ized foe, but in murderous conflicts with Indian 
tribes, where there was much exposure to meet, 
and little glory to gain. Many of the officers and 
soldiers, and indeed a great majority of them, and 
some of the commanders too, saw the first gun 
fired inthe very field which they illustrated by their 
deeds and moistened with their blood. Honor, 
then, to the highest and the lowest, to the greatest 
and the least. Honor to the living and the dead, 
those who survive to enjoy it, and to the memory 
of those who sleep ina soldier’s grave, far from 
the land they loved so well. 


And, happy am J to see upon this floor, at thie 
moment particularly, one of the gallant. officers 
who have inscribed their names high upon the. 
military roll of their country; and there are others 
like him, in this city, who have returned from the 
campaign in which they distinguished themselves, 
bearing upon their persons ineffaceable marks of 
courage and patriotism. A kind Providence has per- 
mitted them to come back, and the plaudit of grate- 
ful millions, Well done, good and faithful servants, is 
the proud welcome which greets them. 

Let modern philanthropists talk as they please, 
' the instincts of nature are truer than the doctrines 
' they preach. Military renown is one of the great 
' elements of national strength, as it is one of the 
| proudest sources of gratification to every man who 
; loves his country, and desires to see her occupy a. 
' distinguished position among the nations of the 

earth. 
| I should have been proud to have been in Eu- 
ı rope during our military operations in Mexico— 
' proud to witness the effect of the skill and prowess 
of our army upon the statesmen and politicians 
and communities of the Old World. uring the 
course of these events, there was no war there to 
attract the general attention, and to excite, by its 
: uncertainties and vicissitudes, the solicitude of the 
‘Government. Our war was the event of the day, 
‘and many a steadfast gaze was cast across the 
Atlantic -to watch the prospects and progress of 
‘the pattern Republic, as we are invidiously term- 
‘ed,in the new career into which we had entered. 
As we all know, our institutions have friends and 
foes in the other hemisphere. To both they are a 
‘light shining across the ocean, but inviting some 
and warning others, as the impressions our experi- 
ment has produced have been favorable or unfa- 
vorable. 

The anti-republican croakers of the Old World, . 
| at the commencement of our Government, predicts . 
ed, that it could not long resist the shocks of petë ` 
_or war. When they found it could do both, and 
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do it successfully, they then denied our power to 
carry on a war without our own boundaries, should 
circumstances require such an exertion of national 
_strength. This was our first great trial; for in the 
invasion of Canada, during the last war, the oper- 
ations were so near, that iiey did not test our 
strength for distant warfare. The trial has been 
made, and has succeeded. No one will hereafter 
call in question our capacity to assert our rights, 
wherever these may require our interference. If 
the great experiment had failed, it would have 
taken ages to recover from the misfortune. But 
now, wherever the American flag is borne, or the 
name of American known, and that wherever is 
everywhere, the glorious feats of this war have 
proclaimed our power, and have announced that 
we have taken our position side by side with the 
mightiest nations of the world. Hereafter, in the 
wildest dreams of ambition, there will be no dream 
of conquering us; nor will any hostile foot pol- 
Jute our shore but to escape from it, if it can, as 
best it may. = 

The present bill provides for raising ten addi- 
tional regiments of infantry to serve during the 
war. The average number of each regiment in 
the field is rather less than three-fourths of the 
legal establishment; so that this measure, if adopt- 
a will add about seven thousand five hundred 
men to the army. The organization is precisely 
that provided in the act which passed at the last 
session of Congress for raising an additional force; 
and as the details were @hen fully considered, and 
are well known to the Senate, I need not recapitu- 
late them here. 

The reasons which render this increase of force 
necessary, are so clearly and forcibly stated in the 
report of the Secretary of War, that | need do 
little more than request that that portion of the 
document may be read. 

The following extract from the report of the 
Secretary of War, was then read by the Secretary : 


& Our career of success, so diastrous to Mexico ; our con- 
quest of so many ofher States and territories; the subjuga- 
tion and occupation of her capital; the defeat and disper- 
sion of her armies; the capture of most of her materiel 
of war, and the annihilation of her former commerce, 
have not yet brought peace, or the offer of such terns as 
could be accepted by the United States without national 
degradation. The war still continues; and it is proper to 
present some suggestions in regard to its further prosecu- 
tion. In making these suggestions, I pass, without remark, 
the proposition that we should abandon all our acquisitions, 
and withdraw our troops from the eneiny’s country. Such 
a proposition could only be seriously entertained if we were 
in reality the vanquished party, and were convinced of our 
inability to prolong the contest with reasonable hopes of 
SUCCESS. ` 

& Our further operations must, in my Opinion, be con- 
ducted in one of the three following modes: first, to take 
and hold an indemnity line, to recede from all places and 
positions now occupied in advance of it, and cease froin all 
aggressive operations beyond that line; second, to overrun 
the whole country, andfnold all the principal places in it by 
permanent garrisons ; and, third, to retain what we now pos- 
segs, open the lines of communication into the interior, and 
extend our operations to other important places, as our 
means and the prospect of advantages shall indicate—keep- 
ing a disposable force always ready, within approachable 
limits, to annoy the enemy, to seize supplies, enforce con- 
tributions, and frustrate his efforts to collect means and as- 
semble troops for the purpose of protractiug the war. 

‘¢A full discussion of the comparative merits of these 
modes of conducting our military operations would extend 
this communication to an unwarrantable length; I shall, 
therefore, confine my remarks to a few prominent consid- 
erations relative to each. 

« With reference to a speedy peace, with proper indemni- 
ty and secnrity—the only object of the war—the line policy 
is regarded as objectionable. If ous present position can- 
not comnand acceptable terms of pacification from Mexico, 
retiring to an indemnity line would certainly tail to produce 
such a result; it would weaken the inducements of the ene- 
my to put an end to hostilities. Restored, by our voluntary 
surrender, to the possession of his capital and important de- 
partments, and relieved from the pressure of our arms, and 
from all apprehensions of further conquest and annoyance, 
beyond the limits we might select, he would be left with 
more abundant resources than he now possesses to prepare, 
at leisure and in security, to strike an effective blow with 
concentrated forces at our detached posts. To hold these 
posts safely, to retain possession of the seaports we now 
have, (if that should fall within the policy.) and to prevent 
incursions into the territories which we might choose to ap- 
propriate to ourselves, would, in my opinion, require a force 
as large as would suffice to maintain what we now occupy, 
and to carry our operations still further in the interior of the 
enemy’s country, and make him feel the calamities of war 
in a way best calculated to induce him to seek for peace. 
Butif in this | am mistaken, and the line policy should en- 
able us to reduce the number of our troops, still, it will 
not, as I conceive, thereby efiect a reduction of our actual 
expenditures for the war. 

In consequence of the interruption of intercourse be- 
tween the seaports in our possession and the central parts 
of Mexico, the collections on imports have hitherto been 
inconsiderable. Ifthe line policy is adopted, this intercourse 
will continué to be interrupted, and, consequently, the re- 
ceipts of revenue from this source will be small. 


€ Under the operation of the line policy, all expectations | 
of lessening the burden of sustaining our troops, by deriving 
supplices aud contributions from the enemy, would be disap- 
pointed. ‘I'he supplies in the vicinity of our posts would be 
Withdrawn from our reach, as soon as our design to seize 
and appropriate them was ascertained or suspected. But, 
Were it otherwise, as our posts would be remote from the 
wealth and resources of the country, the amount which could: 
be obtained would he inconsiderable. 

« So far trom deriving advautage from the line policy, by 
Way of ubtaining assistance from the resources of the enemy, 
towards the support of our troops, we should, I apprehend, 
confer upon a portion of the people of Mexico a direct ben- 
efit, by opening to them at our posts a market, in which we 
should become the purchasers of their products at an exor- 
bitant price. ‘These considerations, without bringing into 
view others, have led ine to look to one of the other modes 
of operation [ have mentioned, as preferable to that of oc- 
cupying an indemnity line. ; 

‘In regard to the second mode suggested —that of occu- 
pying the whole country—ihe wide extent of territory en- 
braced in the Mexican Republic, the many important points 
to be garrisoned, and the long lines of communication to be 
kept open, present ditticulties of no ordinary magnitude, iť 
our occupancy is to be of such a character as to supersede 
the Mexican authority ,and require the temporary establish- 
ment of civil government. In carrying this plan into effect, 
it would not be reasonable to rely upon the favorable dis- 
posilion, or even neutrality, of any considerabje part of the 
Mexican people, until sume assurance of the stability of our | 
power was derived trom its continuance. Our posts must | 
therefore be strong, and our forces numerous, in order to se- 
cure the many and Jong lines of communication, to disperse 
and chastise the guerrilla bands which would obstiuct them, 
and to suppress the more powerful aspiriugs of the people 
wherever they may be attempted. I cannot safely estimate 
tue force requisite to carry into full effect this plan, at less 
than seventy thousand men. ‘Toinsure the presence of that 
number in the enemy’s country, and at piaces where they 
would be wanted, it would be necessary to raise a much 
larger force. The great expense of raising, organizing, and 
sending to their remote destination so large a body of troops 
as soon as needed to give efiect to this plan, wouid, I appre- 
hend, bring a very heavy, and perhaps embarrassing, de- 
mand upon the treasury. 

* The third mode presented is, in my judgment, prefer- 
able to the others. Beyond certain limits, it admits of ex- 
pansion and contraction ; but, as a fixed condition, all now 
heid is to be retained, and no part surrendered, but in eom- 
pliance with treaty stipulations. This plan also contem- 
plates furtuer acquisitions extending to other importaut 
points, nore or jess numerous, as Circumstances may war- 
rant. 

« Notwithstanding our victories have fallen with crushing 
weight upon the assembled armies of Mexico, most of those 
who hold in their hands the decision of the question of 
peace, have stood beyond the range of the physical evils in- 
flicted by the war. By extending the theatre of it, and 
changing the mode of conducting it, they can be made to 
feelits pressure. In consequence of our liberal and humane 
policy, we have, as yet, scarcely touched the substance of 
the wealthy and influential classes in Mexico. As the Mex- 
ican army has long been to them the instrument of oppres- 
sion in the hands of their successive rulers, its destruction 
has not deeply enlisted their sympathies, or alarmed their 
fears. Our army has afforded them better protection than 
their own; and thus, by our presence and our forbearance, 
they have, within certain limits, hitherto escaped exactions 
from either. But our successes have now opened the way 
to act upon and influence those who probably can, if they 
will, put an end to hostilities. ` By making them suffer the 
usual calainities ot war, they must be made to desire peace. 

‘¢In addition to the troops required to garrison places to 
be retained, it is proposed to have in the field a competent 
force for aggressive operations; to strike the enemy when- 
ever he may present a vulnerable point; to open avenues 
from the ports in Our possession into the enemy’s country ; 
and to cover and to subject to our control some of his rich 
mining districts and productive agricultural regions. It is 
not deemed proper to point out in more detail the move- 
ments and objects contemplated in the further prosecution 
of the war upon this plan.’? 


Assuming that this plan of operations recom- 
mended by the Secretary of War is the true one, 
(and, for myself, l have no doubt upon that sub- 


ject,) we have then four great objects to be kept in 


view in estimating the force to be provided for the | 
future conduct of the war : 

1. The continued occupation of the important 
position we now hold. 

2. The taking possession of such other com- 
manding points as experience may show to be 
proper, and as the circumstances of the war may 
require. 

3. The preservation of the necessary commu- 
nication between our positions, as well from the 
sea-coast to the capital, as in other portions of the 
country which may be brought into subjection 
to us. 

4. A strong force, independent of what is neces- | 
sary for these pyrposes, which shall always be 
kept upon the alert, and ready to move whenever 
there may be any appearance of an outbreak on 
the part of the Mexican people. | 

The organization and maintenance of a large 
force may be the means of rendering its employ- 
ment unnecessary. It is much better to render 
opposition hopeless, by the display of strength, 
than to excite it into action, by the exhibition of 
weakness, and then to be compelled to resort to 
desperate struggles to remedy evils which ordinary 
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prudence would have prevented. It is true hu- 
manity also, and we owe it to ourselves, to our 
army who have done and suffered so much, to the . 
enemy, and to the world. Remember, sir, that. 
our troops are three thousand miles from home, in 

the midst of a hostile population of eight-or ten 

millions, and that, by great exertions and unparal- 

leled bravery, they have succeeded ina partial sub- 

jugation of the country. But we have no right 

again to expose them to such perils. There isa 

vast superiority of physical force opposed to them. 

All experience shows, that in this condition an 

invaded people will suddenly ‘break out into in- 

surrections, and sometimes display an energy and 

courage, which they failed to exhibit upon the bat- 

tle-fiedd. Who would weigh with a critical bal- 

ance the amount of opposition we have to appre- 

hend, and the strength necessary to overcome it, 

and then coolly provide this calculated force, and 

leave events to take care of themselves? What 

kind of political arithmetic would that be, which 

would say, if so many troops have done so much, 

how many will it require to do so much more? I 

trust that the supplies we may vote will be given 

upon a far better principle: upon a principle 

which shall look, indeed, to results, but which 

shall make the most liberal arrangements for at- 

taining them. 

The proceedings of this Government are as well 
known in Mexico as here. They do not indeed 
travel upon the wings of the wind, but they travel 
with the power of the press, and are spread through 
the civilized world. Vigorous and prompt action 
will produce the happiest effect upon the state of 
things in Mexico. Nothing would conduce more 
to impress upon the people of that country the 
necessity of a peace than a unanimous determina- 
tion in Congress to put forth all the strength of 
the nation till it is obtained. 

I have caused the following abstract to be pre- 
pared from the report of the Adjutant General, 
exhibiting the entire strength of our present army, 
including regulars and volunteers : : i 


Volunteers—Actual force, ahout.. ...... 0.006 20,000 
To complete the organization will require.... 12,500 
Twenty-five regiments of regulars —full legal 
compleinent, exclusive of otficers.......... . 28,814 
Actual strength........ ETE eee , 
To complete the organization will require .... 7,281 
During the last year, there were recruited— 
For the old army......cccccccccevecssccces 11,018- 
For the new arMy...essssssesessoesees cece 11,162 
Forces in the field under General Scott— 
Regulars...ccces cccscctccces iseia .s..e..e. 17,101 
Volunteers.. s.s.s. sesseossooocsesee essee. 15,055 


Aggregate. .escseocccosoooooe 


Deduct the garrisonsof Tampico and Vera Cruz - 

Makes, for all the operations between Vera Crus 
and Mexico, including garrisons, together 
with the sick and disabled........... eseee. 

The returns in the Adjutant Generat’s Office do 
not show the actual distribution of this force. 


Under General Taylor, but temporarily com- 
manded by General Wool— 
Regulars... esse ccesscescccscescscsscceses 9997 


21,533 


Volunteers.. ...ess sosoo. sewed ET E 
AggZTEgate.. sess osoosesococososeoeseaes 6,727 6,727 
Under General Price, in New Mexico— 
ReGUW ANS os 5.86 ces Saieccecces erre ede sewa:. A 
Volunteers........ OEA ero Tee 2,902 
AQZregate.....cssccccccccccacccsececvece 3157 3,157 
On the Oregon route, under Lieutenant Colonel 
Powell, Fort Kearny— 
Volunteers.. sses.. P EE sonati 477 
In California, under Colonel Mason— 
* \REQUIATS s esrsss cies cesses tsessesseves 216 
Volunteers.. ....sscessesssessoesooooesee 8O03 
ABRBTEZAtl..cecsecccccccsevcrvvevessccees 1,019 1,019 


| 


Total land force employed in the prosecution 


of the war: 
Regulars........ccccescccsces . o 21,509 


Volunteers....... otis V ocetweses ac ewes eeu 
AQgregate..crcccceceescocecescaccscecces 43036 


It will be seen that we have in Mexico, under 
General Scott, besides the garrisons of Tampico 
and Vera Cruz, about -29,000 men, rank and file, 
excluding officers; and in the command of General 
Taylor, an aggregate of 6,727 men, officers inclu- 
ded. 

From the statements of the Adjutant General, it 
appears that the actual force kept up is less, by 
one-fourth than the legal force authorized by law. 


‘The continually renewing casualties of war, and 


other circumstances, occasion this difference. And 
it is not probable that the existing legal establish- 


1848. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. ` 


89 


. me e om o re e e a a ae 


ment could by any effort, be made to keep itf the | against this bill, and refuse the augmentation it || be a distinct and formal understanding that this bill 


_ field a greater numerical strength than is now there. 
So that, if the force of the army is to be materially 
augmented, this must be done by the creation of 
new corps, and by multiplying the arrangements 
for procuring recruits and volunteers. I have 
omitted in this enumeration, some bodies of volun- 
teers which have been called out but have not yet 
joined the army. They cannot, if full, which it is 
not probable they will be, exceed 2,200 men, and 
do not change the question before us: if, indeed, 
they do more than keep up for a time the present 
number of volunteers in the field. 

I know nothing more of the proposed plan of the 
campaign, than is disclosed in that part of the re- 
port of the Secretary of War, which has just been 
read to the Senate. Ido not therefore presume to 
speak authoritatively upon the subject, and indeed 
it may well be that no fixed system of operations 
has been or will be prescribed by the Executive; 


but that after expressing its general views, the | 


conduct of the war will be left to the discretion of 
the commander. But it is easy to see, that if the 
obstinate injustice of the Mexicans drives us to 
greater exertions, and to a more enlarged sphere 
of operations, there are a number of positions, 
which, from their importance, military or potitical, 
we must seize and hold. These can only be indi- 
cated by an exact knowledge of the country, and 
paculan y of its great lines of communication, 
which must be commanded and guarded. 

And the mining countries would claim their 
share of attention, in the efforts we may be called 
on to make. The rich districts of Zacatecas and 
San Louis yet contribute their supplies to the re- 
duced treasury of the enemy. I have seen within a 
few days a letter from one of the most gallant and 
distinguished generals in Mexico, which estimates 


"t the 


provides. But those who, like me, believe that 
this Government, founded by all for the good of 
all, is bound by the most sacred obligations not to 
expose its citizens to unnecessary peril, nor to push 
their exertions to the very limit of human endu- 
rance, but to make the most liberal arrangements 
| for the prosecution of the war, and to hold the treas- 
ure of the nation light as dust when weighed in 
balance with. the life-blood of its sons, will 


i: cheerfully vote for this proposition, and hail its 


| | 
+ 


the revenue now derived from the mines at an` 


amount so much higher than I was prepared to 
expect, that I am unwilling to state it here, as I 
am not at liberty to name my authority. But if 
this information is correct, or near it, the product 
is a most important portion of the national resour- 
ces, which should be diverted from the Mexican 
treasury to ours. 
cided opinion, that by 
directions, the produce of the taxes of the countr 
may be made to bear the expenses of holding it 
in our possession. If so, and the same infatuation 
continues to prevail in the Mexican councils, we 
,can hold on, as indeed we must hold on, and let 


And he also gives it as his de- 
roper arrangement and 


the enemy pay the cost of a state of things whose 
existence is owing to themselves. Without the 
extinction of their independence, and the annexa- 
tion of such a vast population to our country, 
with few sympathies to unite them to us, we can 
continue to govern them, and govern them with 
energy and justice, such as are new jn their his- 
tory, till the lessons of adversity shall have taught 
them to do us right, and till the experience of our 
sway and its operation around them, shall have 
brought them to a better state of feeling. We can 
then treat with efficient rulers, and after securing 
the just objects of the war, we can retire, leaving 
the Mexican people in the enjoyment of their inde- 
pendence, with a salutary conviction that it is bet- 
ter to provoke our friendship by justice, than to 
provoke our enmity by insults and aggressions. 

The returns show that we have less than 20,000 
men, rank and file, which exclude officers, in the 
midst of a hostile population, of eight or ten mil- 
Hons, differing from us in race, in language, in re- 
ligion, in institutions, in prejudices, and indeed in 
all the characteristics, which constitute national 
identities, and separate the great families of man- 
kind from one another. This is exclusive of our 
force upon the Rio Grande, amounting to about 
6,000 rank and file, and which is hardly large 
enough to hold that region in peaceable possession, 
and to guard against the irruption of the Mexican 
troops. And it may be that this force will need 
augmentation with a view to onward operations, 
either directly upon San Louis, or by the more cir- 
cuitous but less difficult route of Zacatecas to the 
central countries of Northern Mexico. 

He who believes that this principal force of 
28,000 men, and this auxiliary force of 6,000, in- 
cluding the sick invalids and disabled, are amply 
sufficient to hold in subjection the people already 
reduced to obedience, to carry the war further the 
longer it is protracted, and to meet its casualties, 
whether these are found in the battle-field, in the 
climate, or in popular tumults, may well vote 


passage not only asa necessary measure of policy, 
but as a tribute to gallantry and patriotism. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. As we have heard the 
remarks of the honorable Senator, I will now, 
| with his permission, move to postpone the further 
consideration of this bill, until after the Senator 
from South Carolina shall have an opportunity 
(to-morrow) of addressing the Senate upon the 
resolutions introduced by him. 

Mr. CASS. [have no objection to the post- 
ponement of the bill, provided it is understood 
that after the honorable Senator from South Caro- 
lina has opened the subject, and made the remarks 
which he desires to make, that he will then give 
way to this bill. Itis only upon the condition 
that he gives way to this measure, that | will con- 
sent to the postponement. 

Mr. CALHOUN. Believing that I, probably 
might not have the opportunity to speak to-mor- 
row, | had a conversauon with the Senator from 
Michigan, and expressed to him my desire of ad- 
dressing the Senate. If l have that opportunity, 
it is all Í ask. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I move a postponement 
of the further consideration of this measure until 
the day after to-morrow. 

Mr. CASS. Iask the honorable Senator if it 
is distinctly understood that this bill shall not be 
postponed beyond that day. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I can only answer for 
myself, that I distinctly understand that the con- 
sideration of this measure shall be proceeded with 
on that day, if such should be the pleasure of the 
Senate. 

Mr. CASS. I cannot agree to the postpone- 
ment at the risk of having the bill overlaid by a 
long discussion. 1 am extremely desirous that the 
honorable Senator from South Carolina should 
have an opportunity of stating his views to the 
Senate, but turther than that, as far as I am con- 
cerned, I cannot consent to go; and if it become 
necessary, I shall require a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It depends, I suppose, 
very little upen my vote, or upon the vote of this 
side of the Senate, as to whether they will pro- 
ceed with this measure in preference to any other. 
That matter will undoubtedly be governed by those 
who vote with the honorable Senator from Michi- 
gan, the Senator must be well aware. 

Mr. CASS. If the Senator will pardon me, I 
expressly said that I speak only for myself. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I say it depends very 
little on myself, or upon the votes on this side of 
the Chamber, as to what business shall be proceed- 
ed with. I moved to postpone this bill until the 
day after to-morrow. 

Mr. CASS. I have only one word more to say: 
as to whether it shall be postponed, the Senate 
must decide. 

Mr. FOOTE. [I understood the other day that 
| the precise motion now made would be made in 
| some form by some Senator, for the purpose simply 

of accommodating the Senator from South Caro- 
lina; in other words, that the honorable Senator 
would claim at the hands of his friends, as a token 
of personal respect for him, the opportunity to 
address the Senate upon the resolutions which he 
has introduced. Ever since I heard that intima- 
tion, I have been exceedingly anxious to gratify 
the feelings of that distinguished gentleman. But 
it is evidently necessary that there should be a 
distinct understanding, as the honorable Senator 
from Michigan says, lest while consenting—anx- 
| ious as some are to gratify his feelings—to the 
| postponement of this measure, we shall be con- 
| strained to permit this bill to be interrupted in its 
progress; and if, in giving way to the honorable and 
distinguished Senator at this time, it will have the 
effect of creating any considerable delay in the 
passage of a measure so vitally important to the 
public interests, I shall reluctantly be obliged to 
vote against the postponement, much as I desire to 
accommodate the honorable Senator, unless there 


shall be proceeded with immediately after he has 
delivered his views to the Senate. 
Mr. ATCHISON. Will it be in order to move 
that the Senate go into Executive session ? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion is 
pending to postpone this bill until the day after to- 
i morrow. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have no objection to 
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the Senator seems to infer, by a desire to exclude 
him from an opportunity of addressing the Senate. 
I only desire that this measure shall be proceeded 
with without delay, believing it to be the most im- 

ortant business that can be brought before the 
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withdraw that motion; bût with regard to any un- 
derstanding that this bill shall be proceeded with, 
I am not disposed to commit myself, nor am I au- 
| thorized to enter into any understanding which 
; will in any way commit Senators upon this side to 
| any particular course. 1 should de ha be glad 
| that the Senator from Michigan should proceed, as 
he will of course be able to do, notwithstanding 
any votes that may be given on this side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. CASS. [trust, if the subject is not post- 
poned expressly with a view to accommodate the 
Senator from South Carolina, we shall go on with 
the consideration of the bill, for there 1s no more 
important question which can be presented to the 

| American Senate. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to Executive business. 

Mr. CASS. I demand the yeas and nays upon 
that motion. 

Mr. ATCHISON. That will decide the ques- 

i tion whether the Senate will proceed or not. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The effect will be to 
leave the gentleman’s measure exactly where he 
wants it to be. It will be merely passed by, and 
remain one of the orders of the day for considera- 
tion to-morrow, leaving to the Senate then to de- 
cide whether they will proceed with it, or allow 
the gentleman from South Carolina to proceed 
with his resolutions. I think if the Senator from 
Michigan will take a moment’s reflection, he will 
see that that is the course which will suit his pur- 

| pose best. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I certainly am desirous of 
knowing in advance wheter I can have an oppor- 
tunity of speaking to-morrow or not. I intro- 
duced my resolution before the Senator’s bill was 
reported, and fixed a day for its consideration. 
Now, if I am to be prevented from addressing the 
Senate, by reason of a measure subsequently in- 
troduced, which has obtained a parliamentary ad- 
vantage, all that I can say is, it will be the first 
occurrence of this kind that I have ever known. 
All I ask is, the opportunity of being heard. I do 
not choose to speak upon this bill, and my reason 
for it is, that it does not give me the scope which 
I desire. I wish to have it understood whether I 
am to have to-morrow or not. 

Mr. CASS. I hope the honorable Senator will 
do me justice; he will recollect, and the. Senate 
will recollect, that at the very time his resolution 
was introduced, and the day fixed for its consider- 

| ation, I then stated to the Senate that, for myself, 
I should endeavor to get this bill up to the exclu- 

sion of all other business. I am not actuated, as 

| 

| 

enate. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he should vote against 
any course calculated to postpone the passage of 
this billa single hour. He deeply regretted that 
any one had supposed there was any discourtesy 

i towards the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
' CaLHoun] in insisting on its being acted on before 
any other business. He disclaimed any such in- 
| tention on his part. The Senator from South Car- 
| olina was, of all others, that member of the Senate 
towards whom he should be most anxious to avoid 
disrespect or discourtesy. But (Mr. W. said) 
he conscientiously regarded the passage of the bill, 
as imperatively demanded by every dictate of pru- 
| dence and wise policy. He did not consider the 
| GENCE e Gl 
| decision of the Senate on this bill, as at afl connect- 
ed with the resolutions of the Senator from South 
| Carolina, No matter what was the ulterior policy 
| adopted by us—even if it was resolved to with- 
draw our army from Central Mexico, and adopt 
the defensive line policy, still, in his opinion, this 
bill should be passed forthwith. It will take 
months after the bill becomes a law to get the 
troops into the field. After it passes the Senate 
there may be delays elsewhere. Sir, (said Mr. 
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W.,) great as is the confidence I have in the skill, 
valor, and prowess of our gallant soldiers in Mex- 
ico, unforeseen and unexpected circumstances may 
involve them in difficulties, making reinforcements 
necessary. The orders of the Government to sus- 
tain the army by taking supplies from the enemy, 
have just about this time been received by the 
army. Three weeks hence we may, and some be- 
lieve that we shall, get information that the effect 
of the enforcement of these orders, may be the re- 
quirement of an additional force there forthwith, 
to suppress outbreaks and insurrections. I will 
not say I anticipate this, but it is not improbable. 
Our fellow-citizens of the army are in a foreign 
land, in the midst of eight or ten millions of em- 
bittered foes, who are ready to avail themselves of 
any opportunity to massacre every one of them. 
They are scattered over Mexico in several differ- 
ent towns, and divided into detachments not very 
strong in numbers. They are in a different cli- 
mate from that they have lived in—they are pecu- 
liarly liable to be attacked by disease. Armies are 
more subject to epidemics than those who compose 
them are when at their homes. 

_ If any disaster should occur to any of our brave 
men in Mexico, which the giving the reinforce- 
ments afforded by this bill could have prevented, 
and if the immediate passage of this bill was de- 
layed by any act or vote of mine, I should feel as 
if the blood of those thus sacrificed was upon my 
hands. Another argument forced ‘itself upon his 
mind. He believed, if even it was not already too 
late to reason on the question, every hour’s delay 
tended directly to produce the very result depreca- 
ted in the resolutions of the Senator from South 
Carolina. If it could be averted, it was only by 
sending additional troops to Mexico at once, and 
by vigorous means, making her feel the war in 
every portion of the country, and forcing her to 
sue for peace. Indecision here, delays here, op- 
position here, encouraged our enemies in Mexico 
to hold out, and finally the country would become 
such a mere wreck, that we should be compelled 
to take it all and govern it. Vigorous and speedy 
measures would coerce her people to a peace while 
they had strength left to sustain themselves when 
the war was closed. Under these circumstances, 
Gare Mr. W..,) anxious as I am to listen to the 

enator from South Carolina upon his resolutions, 

I feel that I am right in resisting any and every 

ostponement; and, for one, I am willing to sit 
here without an adjournment, till the final vote is 
taken; and I trust the Senate will do its duty, and 
if any detriment is occasioned by delay, let the 
responsibility fall elsewhere. 

Mr. BADGER. When theSenator from South 
Carolina introduced his resolutions, Something like 
a fortnight ago, he made them the orderof the da 
for to-morrow, and at the last day of the session 
of the Senate, the honorable chairman of the Mil- 
itary Committee called up the bill which is now 
under consideration in this Senate, with, as I un- 
-derstood, the avowed design to keep the measure 
before the Senate, to the exclusion of the resolu- 
tions of the Senator from South Carolina, which, 
by a previous order of this body, were to be taken 
up to-morrow. This was done, sir, against the 
remonstrance of the Senator from South Carolina. 
It was done, in my judgment, sir, contrary to the 
usages of this body. It was, in my opinion, an 
exhibition of a want of courtesy towards the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina. The subject matter of 
the resolutions have been known and announced 
to the Senate. The Senate has designated a da 
on which they shall be taken up and considered, 
and this bill was called up on she last day of the 
sitting of the Senate but one, before the resolu- 
tions of the Senator from South Carolina were 
regularly to come up before this body for consid- 
eration, with the avowed purpose of giving it pre- 
cedence over these resolutions, and proven pre- 
venting the Senator who had brought the subject 
before the Senate from being heard, and having the 
subject-matter of his resolutions considered. 

Now, in my judgment, nothing but some ex- 
treme public necessity—nothing but a plain case, 
involving the public good, and requiring immediate 
consideration, should have precedence over these 
resolutions. An object of this kind alone, which 
could only be accomplished by giving it prece- 
dence over these resolutions, would be sufficient 
justificatibn for such a course being pursued. 
Now, where is the necessity? Wherefore is it that 
this particular bill is now to be considered and 
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passed through with such hot haste? The Senator 


from Florida, it is true, tells us that he entertains 
serious alarm lest in the next three weeks our gal- 
lant troops, who have covered themselves with 
honors, who have defended themselves against 
three times their number, may suffer some great 
calamity—may be overborne by superior numbers. 
Well, if any Senator expects any such thing, does 
he expect these ten‘regiments to be raised ?—does 
he expect that at the slow and limping pace at 
which measures are passed through Congress this 
can by any possibility be made available? It can- 
not, sir. It must be manifest, that whether this 
bill is acted upon before the vote is taken upon the 
resolutions of the Senator from South Carolina is 
a matter of the utmost indifference, if the actual 
application of the force intended to be raised is for 
the purpose either of relieving the troops or prose- 
cuting the war—either to preserve our army, or to 
annoy or overbear the enemy. This strikes me, 
sir, as being the actual position of the question 
before the Senate. It resolves itself into this: Shall 
the Senate, without any plain. reason founded on 
the public good, without any exigency demanded 
by the present state of the war, without any pos- 
sible reason to believe that any good purpose can 
be served by it, set the example of putting aside 
a previous subject, and thereby offering, as it ap- 
pears to me, a want of courtesy, without example, 
as far as I know, in this body towards an honor- 
able Senator who has -introduced the subject for 
consideration. Well, what is now proposed? How 
is it that this wrong movement is to be redressed ? 
Why, it is supposed by the postponement of the 
consideration of this bill until the day after to- 
morrow, in order to give the Senator an opportu- 
nity to be heard, without a distinct understanding 
that after that shall have been done, the consider- 
ation of this bill is to be resumed. Suppose the 
course pursued in calling up this bill had not been 
pursued ; suppose to-morrow had arrived, the reso- 
tions had come in their order—as in my judg- 
ment they ought to be permitted to do—what would 
have been the result? Why, not only that the 
Senator from South Carolina would have had an 
opportunity to be heard upon his resolutions, but 
others would also have had an opportunity to be 
heard—for I do not know but many others may 
desire to be heard upon these resolutions, if, as he 
suggests, there is no such scope in the bill as in 
the resolutions. Is it to be understood that the 
subject is to be taken up merely to allow the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina to express his views, and 
then that a narrower ground, a more restricted 
range is to be given to other gentlemen who may 
desire to be heard upon the matters at large which 
are embraced in the resolutions? I hope we shall 
resume the ground which | believe the resolutions 
ought to occupy. But what does the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
propose? Surely he does not expect to force this 
measure through the Senate without debate. 
Surely he does not expect that this is a measure 
which can be passed -silently through this body. 
The bill must be discussed as well as the resolu- 
tions. If members of this body are disposed to 
spend three or four weeks in the discussion of the 
subjects embraced in the resolutions, they may be 
equally disposed to discuss this bill. ‘The discus- 
sion must come sooner or later. I hope, then, 
that the Senate will postpone this subject until the 
day after to-morrow, that the Senator from South 
Carolina may be heard to-morrow, and that the 
Senate may then determine whether they will dis- 
cuss this bill, or whether the discussion upon the 
resolutions is to be prosecuted to its termination. 
{ cannot come to an understanding that, after the 
Senator from South Carolina has delivered his 


‘views, the bill is to be taken up, and the discussion 


prosecuted to its termination. 

Mr. CASS. I merely want to relieve myself 
from the charge of a want of courtesy towards the 
Senator from South Carolina, who is almost the 
last man to whom I should wish to exhibit the 
slightest discourtesy. ‘That honorable Senator 
will recollect, that at the time I introduced this bill, 
I gave notice that 1 would endeavor to bring it up 
at the very earliest opportunity; and the Sen- 
ator must know, also, that it has been out of my 
power to do it sooner, in consequence of the stroke. 
of Providence having fallen upon one of our num- 
ber, and in consequence of the observance of so- 
lemnities which were due to the occasion; and now 
comes the very first day on which the Senate could 
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vote on this subject, and the Senator says, it isa 
mark of discourtesy on my pa to urge the consid- 
eration of the measure. Let me ask the Senator 
whether, if he regarded a particular subject, as 
vital to the interests of the country, he would re- 
gard the desire to proceed with that measure to the 
exclusion of all others, as any mark of disrespect ? 
Would he not insist upon its immediate considera- 
tion, even at the hazard of being accused of a want 
of courtesy? Would he not do this himself? I 
am one who believe that there is an absolute ne- 
cessity for this measure. The Senator from Flori- 
da very properly suggests, that a state of things 
may arise, in which it would be vitally important, 
that the troops proposed to be raised by this bill, 
should be in Mexico; and an honorable Senator 
from North Carolina suggests the slow and limp- 
ing progress of measures through this body. Why, 
that very consideration shows that there ought to 
be no delay. 

Who can tell what may happen three months, 
or even three weeks hence? This is my view of 
the matter, and I trust it redeems me entirely with 
honorable gentlemen on both sides from the impu- 
tation of want of courtesy. If this measure be 
postponed, and the resolutions taken up, no man 
can tell when the discussion will be terminated; 
and in the meantime this important measure—a 
measure in which the honor and interests of the 
country may be involved, and without which the 
lives of our citizens may be hazarded—will be post- 
poned. I think it is no discourtesy to any gentle- 
man to ask for the consideration of measures so 
Meare connected with the public interests, be- 
fore the Senate shall be addressed upon other mat- 
ters. I repeat, that I shall hear the honorable 
Senator with the greatest pleasure to-morrow. I 
never hear him without pleasure. I never disa- 
gree without I doubt my own judgment; and with 
the understanding that to-morrow shall be devoted 
to the hearing of the Senator, and that the bill shall 
be proceeded with on the next day, I shall cheer- 
fully acquiesce, but further than that I cannot go. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not rise to vindicate the 
views of my colleague, but I do rise to demand for 
him the ordinary course which is conceded by all 
parliamentary usage. He has heretofore given 
notice of his purpose to express his views to the 
Senate, and the motion of the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky is nothing more nor less than to 
give him an opportunity of doing so to-morrow. 
The majority of this Senate has of course the power 
to forward this bill; but why does the honorable 
chairman of the Military Committee desire so 
earnestly to avoid discussion? Is he distrustful of 
discussion on this subject? And does he suppose 
that in the course of one day’s discussion the minds 
of Senators here will be so modified as to take from 
him the power of his own measure? It may be he 
distrusts his own friends. I am not prepared to 
say what the result will be—whether the Senate 
will be disposed again to lay down the resolution 
and take up the bill. Ido not say that I have any 
opposition to offer to the measure which the Sen- 
ator has introduced, nor will I admit that he has a 
right to assume that any member will be the less 
ready to support that measure in consequence of 
any discontent that may take place; but I do say 
that the light to be derived from discussion should 
be had. Discussion should be permitted to pro- 
ceed before we are called upon to vote upon any 
measure of importance. I am very far from agree- 


ing with the gentleman, that I am to take counsel 


from apprehension, that from a hasty announce- 
ment in this body, we are to rush to the rescue of 
our gallant army, as though it were menaced with 
danger. I shall not take counsel from any such 
apprehensions; and I think it is but a reasonable 
request on the part of my colleague, that he should 
be heard before the subject is prejudged. 

Mr. FOOTE. I desire to make a single remark— 
not more; nor would I have troubled the Senate in 
my present feeble state of health, but for the allu- - 
sion which was made by the Senator from North 
Carolina to Senators on this side the Chamber; for 
I confess I am one of those who are ambitious of 
being recognized as patriots, and I am also ambi- 
tious of not being recognized as discourteous. 
How far the Senator from North Carolina can re- 
concile it with his views to fulminate accusations 
of discourtesy, without resting those accusations 
upon any good and sufficient grounds, I leave to 
himself to determine. So far as my poor judgment 
goes, however, I consider the accusation which he 
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has made is not capable of being sustained by evi- 


dence. What is the fact? [ stated before, and 
the Senator will justify me in the assertion, that he 
claimed the other day, with that urbanity which 
characterizes his demeanor, as an act of courtesy 
from his friends, that he should be allowed to be 
heard upon his resolutions upon the day fixed by 
him for taking them up. As soon as the proposi- 
tion was made, my heart responded to the call, and 
I thought all on this side were inclined to be in 
unison, and that this act of courtesy should be ex- 
tended. Now, the truth is, the Senator from North 
Carolina and those associated with him, have the 
control of the whole matter. This plain practical 
proposition has been submitted to them, that a 
formal understanding should arise in this Cham- 
ber, that the Senator from South Carolina should 
be allowed to be heard upon his resolutions, and 
that the consideration of this bill should then be 
proceeded with. How easy to agree to such a 
lain proposition! But is agreement manifested ? 
ith whom then is the discourtesy, when it is pro- 
posed to do all that is asked for by thé Senator from 
South Carolina—to do all that it may be necessary 
to enable the Senator to be heard on these questions? 
What is the answer? Noneatall. Answer most 
significant; an answer significant to the scheme—I 
hope it may not be considered discourteous to use 
the word—to postpone this vital question. [tis not 
for me to remird the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina—who is as distinguished for his knowledge of 
the common lawas for his learning and eloguence— 
that it is an established principle of the law, (to give 
the maxim without using the Latin,) ‘‘so far as the 
reason of the law extends, so far the Jaw operates, 
and no further.” Now, the reason of this courtesy 
is plain; it goes as far as we are willing to admit it, 
and cannot go farther. What does the Senator 
from North Carolina say ?—that in violation of rea- 
son and common law, the instant the Senator from 
South Carolina is heard on the subject, then all the 
other Senators shall also be allowed the same priv- 
lege. Is this in accordance with reason? Does 
courtesy require that all should be heard? Have 
all participated in the concoction of this resolution ? 
We are willing to act upon reason—to carry it out 
—to enforce it. ‘The Senator from North Carolina 
rays that all other Senators must also be heard. 
Why, it is obvious, and it must be obvious to the 
Senator, that by insisting that all others must be 
heard, he makes a refusal to hear any Senator; an 
act of discourtesy, the avoidance of which he seems 
to have so much at heart. I, for one, sir,am most 
anxious to hear the views of the distinguished Sen- 
ator from South Carolina. As to thé result of dis- 
cussion in this Chamber, I fear nothing. There 
is too much patriotism here to permit us for a 
moment to doubt as to what will be the action of 
his body when the interests and honor of the 
country demand such action. 

Mr. BADGER. I was endeavoring to obtain 
the floor immediately after the honorable chair- 
man of Military Affairs took his seat, for the 
purpose of saying to him that I way very much 
astonished to heat him intimate that I designed to 
charge him with a want of courtesy towards the 
Senator from South Carolina. I know that that 
honorable Senator would be as far from offering 
an act of discourtesy as the Senator from Missis- 
sippi. When I spoke of that act as contrary to 


the usages of the Senate, I spoke of those usages, 


and have observed them for a very short period. 
It is possible for gentlemen to do an act of discour- 
tesy without being aware of it; but I can assure the 
Senator from Mississippi that he is entirely mista- 
ken if he supposes that any scheme has been con- 
certed on this side of the Chamber. For my own 
part, I came from a part of the Union where 
schemes are not very much indulged in, where 
they are not held in very high estimation. All I 
intended was to express my own opinion; and ac- 
cording to the views I entertained, it was discourte- 
ous to the honorable Senator, and a violation of the 
usage of the Senate. I certainly did not suppose 
that either the Senator from Michigan or the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi designed to offer a discour- 
tesy to the Senator from South Carolina. But it 
seems, sir, I am claiming too much, when I decline 
to enter into any agreement or understanding, that 
as soon as the Senator from South Carolina has 
expressed his views, his resolutions are to be laid 
aside, and the consideration of the bill resumed, on 
the ground that the courtesy of the Senate is com- 
pletely exhausted, after the Senator from South 
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Carolina has had an opportunity to be heard. 
Now, upon this point I entertain an entirely dif- 
ferent view from that of the Senator from Michi- 
gan; and when he claims the privilege of acting 
as his judgment dictates, it is but right that 
should claim the same privilege. It has been 
suggested that ample range for debate would 
not be afforded on this bill. Ifso, and if courtesy 
requires that the Senator from South Carolina 
should be heard, with this “ample room and verge 
enough ” for the expression of his ideas, it follows, 
of course, according to the same principle of com- 
mon fairness, that other Senators who differ to- 
tally from him, if there be any such, or entertain 
a multiplicity of opanions, should be permitted the 
Same opportunity for the expression of those 
opinions. For these reasons, I am of opinion that 
this matter should be passed over without any 
such understanding as is proposed, and that the 
discussion which is to arise upon the resolution 
should arise in regular order, and be prosecuted 
to its final termination. At the same time, I agree 
With the Senator from Michigan, that the clarms 
of courtesy towards any member of this body 
ought to yield to subjects of necessity—to meas- 
ures which are demanded by the circumstances of 
the country; but in this case [ cannot see that any 
such necessity exists; and, as I hold it to have 
been originally wrong that the resolutions of the 
Senator trom South Carolina should have been 
supplanted or deprived of their priority, on this 
subject I hope the Senator from Michigan will al- 
low me to correct his recollection, while I disclaim 
imputing to him any intentional discourtesy, of 
which | know him to be incapable. He is cer- 
tainly in error when he supposes that at the time 
when the resolutions of the Senator from South 
Carolina were made the special order of the day 
for to-morrow, he gave notice that he would, in 
the interim, call up his bill; because the resolutions 
of the Senator from South Carolina were submit- 
ted on the 15th of December, and on the 20th of 
December they were made the order of the day 
for to-morrow. The bill now under consideration 
of the Senate was reported to the Senate on the 
22d of December, being two days after the resolu- 
tions of the Senator from South Carolina had been 
emade the order of the day for to-morrow, and one 
week after the resolutions had been submitted to 
this body. Therefore, it was impossible for the 
Senator, unless by the spirit of prophecy, to give 
notice on the 20th that he would call up a bill 
that was not reported from the Military Commit- 
tee until the 22d, 

Mr. CASS. I have no hesitation in saying that 
the Senator has a better knowledge of chronology 
than I have; but I recollect disiinctly that my ob- 
ject in making that intimation was to meet a remark 
of the Senator from South Carolina, and it was in 
ae with what was said by the Senator from 

io. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I would like to make an in- 
quiry, sir, as to whether this question is debatable. 
If Í understand the motion, it is to go into Execu- 
tive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER remarked that 
he had suffered the debate to proceed, under the 
expectation that it would lead to an amicable ar- 
rangement on the subject of the postponement of 
the bill. Upon the pending motion, however, de- 
bate was not in order. | 

Mr. SEVIER. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina introduced his resolutions some days ago, and 
intimated his intention of addressing the Senate 
to-morrow. Now there is not a single dissenting 
voice against that being done, although every one 
is impressed with the importance of this measure, 
and of the necessity of a speedy action upon it. 
When the resolutions come up, by way of a trial 
oe I will move that they be laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. DICKINSON. It will be recollected that 
I introduced certain resolutions some days previous 
to the introduction of the resolutions of the honor- 
able Senator from South Carolina, and that when 
my resolutions were reached, I intimated a deter- 
mination to call them up immediately after the 
holidays. The Senator from South Carolina, 
however, thought proper to move to make his reso- 
lutions the special order on the very day which I 
had intended to appoint for the consideration of 
my own. Of this, however, I do not complain. 
I waived the intention of calling up my resolutions, 
although I thought these contained a very import- 


ant principle. I refrained from calling them up, 
lest it would interfere with business more practical. 
Anxious as I am to obtain discussion upon them, 
yet I am willing that they should remain until 
these practical measures are disposed of. Although 
I propose to keep them before the Senate, yet I do 
not propose to bring them forward to the exclu- 
sion of those measures which* the public service 
requires. 

r. MANGUM. Ihave no doubt that the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas is perfectly eorrect in saying 
that there is no intention on the part of any one to 
prevent the Senator from South Carolina from be- 
ing heard to-morrow; and for the very reason, that 
this has been almost the constant usage in this 
body. I think a great deal more consequence has 
been attached to the importance of immediate action 
on this bill than it is entitled to. There is no dis- 
position to deprive the Administration of the op- 
portunity of presenting their measures in their own 
good time; and although I must say that, if I had 
my choice, I would prefer to hear the discussion 
upon the resolutions—to hear an expression of the 
sentiments entertained by the Senator previous to 
being called upon to grant supplies to any extent; 
yet if the Administration measures are urged on the 
ground of a pressing public necessity, | am un- 
willing to take the responsibility of occasioning 


sany delay in regard to those measures which they 


deem of the highest magnitude. It is true, that 
the resolutions of the Senator from South Carolina 


-open a much wider range of debate; but if it be the 


sense of the Senate, that the discussion should be 
delayed and the supplies proceeded with, I shall 
not offer any impediment, nor will any one on this 
side of the Chamber, I am convinced, although I 
am not authorized to speak for others. If it be the 
sense. of the Senate to renew the discussion on the 
bill as soon as the Senator from South Carolina 
shall have expressed his views, be it so. [ am not 
apprized that there is any disposition here unneces- 
sarily to postpone final action upon any measures 
of the Administration. 

Mr. FOOTE. When I used the word ‘‘scheme,’’ 
it was certainly not with any discourtesy towards 
the Senator from North Carolina. It was merely 
in allusion to the postponement of business, there 
being conflicting views in regard to the expediency 
of first taking up one subject or the other, and in 
reference to gentlemen who might be inclined to 
seize upon what might, perhaps, be properly term- 
ed parliamentary advantage. And while I am up, 
{ will remark, that if the Senator from North Gar- 
olina understands me as using the word * scheme?” 
in any disrespectful sense, in reference to himself, 
or in reference to the State of North Carolina, he is 
entirely mistaken. But while the honorable Sen- 
ator repels the idea of the application of such a 
term to the character of his State, I hope he does 
not mean to imply that I came from a part of the 
country where schemes are more apt to be adopted 
than in North Carolina. If I had understood the 
Senator as intending such an intimation, I should 
have repelled it at the moment, with promptitude, 
and perhaps with some heat. The State of Mis- 
sissippi, high as she stands, is free from injury, 
even at the hands of the Senator from North Car- 
olina. Possibly some disrespect was intended to 
the State of Mississippi. Possibly it was intend- 
ed to hurl the arrow which was pointed at her 
many years ago. I will take the liberty of saying 
that there is not strength enough in the bow he 
bends to wing the arrow to the mark. 

Mr. BADGER. It was my intention, as soon 
as the Senator had taken his seat, had he done so 
without hurling such a military weapon, to say to 
him that I did not think of the circumstance which 
might have led to the suspicion, which might have 

iven the appearance of discourtesy to what I said. 
i had no such intention, and I assure him that 
even if I were not satisfied of the strength of Mis- 
sissippi, on this floor and elsewhere, I entirel 
disclaim the intention of assailing her. She is 
connected with North Carolina by many ties of 
association; and I assure the honorable Senator 
that if he does not make up a conflict upon this 
floor before he is assailed by me, he will pass 
through his senatorial career (and long may it be) 
in the most agreeable manner, and that he will, 
never have occasion, as far as I am concerned, to 
make the Senate the arena of any unpleasant ob- 
servations. And, indeed, I had not the least idea 
that the Senator had used the word ‘‘ scheme” of- 
fensively. I am sure the word dropped from him 
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unguardedly, and I was far from taking offence at 
it, for I am not * sudden and quick in quarrel’’— 
I am not anxious to find cause of offencg, nor de- 
sirous to signalize myself in contests of this kind. 
Perhaps there might have been another considera- 
tion—that feeling on the subject a tolerably clear 
conscience, I would not have been much disturbed 
if I had supposed, the Senator was aiming the 
word opprobriously at my State. 

Mr. FOOTE. { trust I shall be excused for 
trespassing a single moment further upon the time 
ofthe Senate. Notwithstanding the express dis- 
claimer of the Senator from North Carolina in the 
first half of his remarks, there is something yet in 
the tone and bearing of the honorable Senator, 
which, without explanation, conveys the impres- 
sion that he has not that respect for the State of 
Mississippi which is due to her. 

Mr. BADGER. I have expressly disclaimed 
intending any offence to Mississippi. 

Mr. FOOTE. Sir, so l understood the Senator, 
and yet from the whole tenor of his remarks we 
are as much at a loss as to the intention of the 
Senator as before. He certainly did disclaim an 
intention of offending, and yet the disclaimer was 
accompanied by a suggestion which weakened its 
value, and served to produce some little merriment. 
He had stated, that he was not aware of the cir- 
cumstance that would make allusion so painful. 

Mr. BADGER. No, sir; the Senator mistakes 
me. [I did notsay that I was aware of the circum- 
stance which might make the allusion painful. I 
said that when I made the remark I did not think 
of any circumstance which might make theallusion 
painful. | l l 

Mr. FOOTE. Very well, sir, I am entirely 
satisfied. l 

Mr. MANGUM. I was remarking that I think 
there has heen a degree of interest in regard to the 
priority of proceeding between this bill and the 
resolutions greatly disproportioned to the import- 
ance of the question. There is no design, l am 
persuaded, to take from the Administration the 
opportunity of controlling the measures which 
they may propose. Yet it cannot be denied that 
the Senate has the right to act first upon such sub- 
jects as they may deem proper, but under the cir- 
cumstance of this bill being pressed by the friends 
of the Administration, though I have a bare prefer- 
ence the other way, I will yield that preference, 
and agree to proceed with the consideration of the 
bill; though in the meantime I desire that its con- 
sideration should be postponed until the day after 
to-morrow, and I now move its postponement until 
that day; and I hope that the motion will meet 
with unanimous concurrence, and that all dispo- 
sitions to give preference to any other matter will 
vanish. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam afraid I will find myself 
. constrained to give a vote which may be consid- 
ered wanting in courtesy to certain Senators, if I 
am to judge from the opinions which I have just 
heard expressed. I would not willingly be dis- 
courteous to any Senator; but I am unable to 

erceive how it is that a refusal to postpone the 

usiness of the country, or the necessary measures 
of legislation for the p oeaan of the war, in 
order to take up an abstract question having no 
practical bearing upon our legislation, can be con- 
sidered an act of discourtesy. I am equally unable 
to perceive how it is that the resolutions of the 
Senator from South Carolina will give a broader 
field for the discussion of the war question, inclu- 
ding its consequences. Those resolutions do not 
seem to me to fairly bring up the subject of the 
war. They simply assert the principle of opposi- 
tion to the annexation of Mexico—a proposition, 
the affirmation of which never has been, and per- 
haps never will be, presented to us for action. It 
is an evasion of the real question, by the presenta- 
tion of a false issue, if, indeed, it presents any 
issue. What do the resolutions mean? Do they 
mean that the Senator is opposed to the acquisition 
of any territory and to all indemnity? or that he 
is opposed to the annexation of the whole of Mex- 
ico? They may be construed to mean the one or 
the other, and perhaps with equal plausibility. 
They strike me, sir, as furnishing a susceastul 
example of that saying of Talleyrand—that lan- 
Yuage was given to man by the Deity to enable 
him to conceal, not to express, his ideas. I am 
opposed to the postponement of the legislation of 
the country for the purpose of taking up any such 
abstract, idle propositions. I shall oppose them 


from a sense of duty, whether offered by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, or contained in the reso- 
lutions of the Senator from New York. ‘The war 
bills are the true measures upon which to discuss 
the origin, progress, and results of-the war. If 
gentlemen desire to make speeches against the 
war, | wish to have them made on the bills pro- 
viding for the prosecution of the war, so that the 
proper responsibility shall attach to their speeches 
and acts. The supporters of the war are willing 
to take the responsibility of speaking and voting 
for the war measures: let our adversaries take the 
responsibility of their acts in the same way. I 
repeat, that | mean no unkindness or discourtesy 
to any Senator. But I must be permitted to say, 
that this doctrine of courtesy is being carried to 
great lengths. I begin to think there was some 
force in an incident which I once witnessed in this 
Chamber: A Senator was making a speech against 
a measure on constitutional grounds; a friend of 
the measure desired a brother Senator to go to the 
Senator who was opposing the bill, and ask him 
to vote for it as an act of courtesy, adding, that he 
would much sooner violate the Constitution than 
be deemed discourteous.. 1 suppose, therefore, if 
we are called‘ upon to withhold the recruits and 
supplies from our army in Mexico, upon the score 
of courtesy to any Senator, we are bound to yield 
to the request. Í trust that gentlemen will pardon 
me if l shail feel constrained to give my vote for 
attending to the public business frst—for the dis- 
cussion of abstractions afterwards. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he desired to say a few 
words to correct a misconception of the Senator 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Bapeer,] and also a 
misapprehension of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, (Mr. BurLer,] with regard to the remarks he 
made a few moments since. The first Senator 
seemed tothink that he (Mr. W.) wasapprehensive 
of immediate, impending, imminent danger to our 
army in Mexico. ` 

r. BADGER. [ did not understand him as 
saying immediate danger, but that there would be 
danger three weeks hence. 

Mr. WESTCOTT continued: And the last Sen- 
ator imagines that he (Mr. W.) was laboring under 
great alarm and ‘‘consternation’’ as to its safety. 
He (Mr. W.) had not supposed anything in what 
he said, or the manner in which he said it, would 
have caused such thought. 

Mr. BUTLER corrected the Senator, and said 
he had alluded to the remarks that apprehensions 
were now entertained of news being received in 
three weeks that would show the necessity of these 
troops—and he had not referred to the Senator as 
expressing any fears of ‘‘imminent”’ danger. 

Ar. WESVCOTT. Both Senators had misun- 
derstood him. He had as much confidence in the 
army as any man had, but he could not calculate 


closely the amount of force that might be needed . 


in Mexico, so as to send the smallest number. He 


ensue before these troops could be raised, furnishes 
a complete answer to the argument of there being 
no immediate necessity for these troops. It was 
well known that many of our volunteers there 
desired to be discharged and to return home, but 
who could not be allowed to do so till their places 
were supplied by new levies. This should be done 
as soon as practicable. Until the new regiments 
of regulars provided by this bill are sent to Mexico, 
none of the volunteers or other troops there can 
be withdrawn, whatever their claims to such favor. 
Though he did not anticipate disaster, much less 
defeat to our soldiers in Mexico, he would be pre- 
pared for any casualty, not only what was likely 
to occur, but what was possible. As to the dis- 
courtesy imputed, he denied that there was any in 
fact. He repeated, the bill was an independent 
measure, proper and necessary, whatever was de- 
cided apon as to the policy to be pursued towards 
Mexico. He’said he could vote for the resolutions 
of the Senator from South Carolina, if convinced 
they were founded in wisdom and right, even after 
this bill passed. There was no inconsistency in such 
a course. He should listen to the Senator atten- 
tively, and if satisfied, he should vote for the resolu- 
tions, and if not so persuaded, he should vote against 
them. He did not hesitate to say that he believed 
one position assumed by a distinguished statesman, 
a citizen of Kentucky, (Mr. Ciay,] though he had 


never supported that gentleman, to be correct. It 
was, that Congress had the constitutional right to di- 
rect and control the President by law or resolution, 
asto the managementofa war. Mr. W. did not, as 
some gentlemen did, limit this right.to the declar- 
ing the objects of the war; in his opinion, the Sen- 
ate and. House of Representatives could properly 
and constitutionally at any time dictate to the Pres- 
ident how the army should be employed, and reg- 
ulate how the supplies should be disposed of; and 
(said Mr. W.) I would exercise this right when- 
ever I believed the Executive was doing, or was 
about to do, wrong. As to his opinions of the 
Executive, and of the course pursued with respect 
to this war, this was not a proper occasion to ex- 
press them. His votes, and speeches, and acts 
heretofore, displayed them; they were well known. 
When the question as to the policy to he settled 
upon as to Mexico came up, he should express 
his views as to that. But as if respects this bill, 
he regarded delay as exceedingly injudicious. If 
it could possibly be hoped there would be no delay 
after it passed the Senate, he should still urge itin 
this Chamber; but with the probability of delay in 
the other House, the duty to dispose of it here, 
forthwith, was made still more imperative. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I rise to say that I am per- 
fectly satisfied with the course which is suggested 
by the ‘Senator from Arkansas and the Senator 
from North Carolina—either will be satisfactory 
to me. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I deem it proper 
to say, as one of the Military Committee, that this 
bill was pre-passed by a committee, under the im- 
pression that more troops were necessary to be 
raised immediately. The chairman of the com- 
mittee, In accordance with the views of a majority 
of said committee, announced his intention to 
bring it up at the first possible moment, and press 
it to its speedy passage. And it is now one week, 
l believe [Mr. Cass: Two weeks]—one week was 
enough for the purpose; but itsseems two weeks 
have elapsed since the announcement was made. 
We had hoped that one week would have been 
sufficient to have secured its passage; for we be- 
eae that a great and pressing emergency ex- 
isted. | | 

It appeared plainly manifest to us, that if any 
military movements took place in Mexico—that 
would naturally excite the military ardor of the 
people of the United States—it would require all 
the intervening time between the present period 
and the time when the yellow fever would set in, 
to organize and forward the drafts of troops neces- 
Sary to carry on active operations. The Senator 
from Florida is not wrong in supposing that there 
is ground for apprehension in regard to our troops 
in Mexico, and that further soldiery will be re- 
quired in the battle-field. For what has been the 
cause of so much loss of life already? I would” 
ask, if it has not been owing, in a considerable 
degree, to the tardiness in furnishing the supplies, 
as well as the deficient quantity? But for the small 
amount of forces furnished, the battle of Buena 
-Vista would never have been fought; and if Gen- 
eral Scott, sir, had had a powerful army, with 
which to have followed close upon the heels of re- 
treating Santa Anna, no fortifications would have 
been thrown up, and no fighting would have taken 

lace, or resistance been made, before the walls of 
exico. What induced Santa Anna at Buena 
Vista to attack General Taylor, but the belief that 
his troops were numerically exhausted, and were 
not sufficient in number to repel such an attack. 
Shall we, by a repetition of these errors, invite 
similar attacks again? 

Sir, all history has taught us, that where civil 
governments at home assume to direct military 
operations abroad, ruinous evil has been the re- 
sult. Shall the Senate delay to decide whether it 
is necessary to send additional forces to Mexico ? 
The Executive, with the information that he has 
in his possession, has been induced to call for 
these additional forces. If it be so—if the same 
delay is again to take place in the transmission of 
troops—we must then expect to see, what we have 
seen, a few of our gallant soldiers outflanked by a 
superior force, and obliged to fight their wa 
through the serried ranks of the enemy. May it 
not be so again? Then, why expose the lives of 
your countrymen, while disputing upon questions 
that have no practical bearing? We are all anx- 
ious to hear the sentiments of the distinguished 
Senator from SouthCarolina, not that I am of 
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opinion that the fate of this bill can be affected by 
any vote upon his resolutions. [can accept his 
resolutions, and still vote for this bill. If, indeed, 
we do not wish to annex Mexico—if we wish her 
to maintain an independent government, and to 
conclude this war by an honorable peace—I ask, 
why hesitate to pass this bill, and grant an ade- 
quate force and sufficient supplies? But the Sen- 
ator wishes to be heard upon this question. If 
other gentlemen wish to answer him, these resolu- 
tions can be laid upon the table, the public service 
attended to, and then a wide discussion can be 
entered upon—a discussion which I, for one; 
would be inclined to listen to with much interest. 

Mr. SEVIER. I hope this bill will be post- 
poned, and made the special order at one o’clock 
on Wednesday. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to make a single 
remark. I think that my honorable friend from 
Mississippi is a little mistaken in supposing that 
any of the disasters of this war are attributable to 
the tardy legislation on the part of Congress. I 
have been here the whole time, and if any blame 
is to be attached to Congress for tardy legislation, 
of course | must come in for my share of that 
blame. When was it that we have been guilty of 
any tardiness in granting any supplies of men or 
money that were demanded by the Executive? 
We began by authorizing the Executive to accept 
the services of fifty thousand volunteers, and that 
force was never exhausted until the fall of last year. 
There have been military resources open at all 
times to the President, which he might have exer- 
cised, and which he has exercised, by calling out 
men to serve during the war. This is the remark 
I intended to make. I am satisfied the honorable 
Senator meant no rebuke to the Senate; he has 
been more meritoriously engaged, and is evidently 
under a misapprehension if he supposes that any 
such charge can possibly be made upon Congress. 

Mr. DAVIS. It is very far from my intention 
to rebuke the Senate; but | believe that [am borne 
out in what I have stated by proof. We did pass 
a bill authorizing the raising of fifty thousand vol- 
unteers, but all other-supplies were cut down—I 
mean camp and garrison equipage. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. One word as to that— 
my recollection is fresh—that when the appeal was 
. made for supplies, they were at once granted; 
there was not a dollar asked that was not granted, 
not an item of supply demanded, that was reduced 
in amount. I think the Senate will find this to be 
the case. Not a dollar was refused. We were 
guided by the estimates that were furnished, and 
voted their full amount. 

Mr. DAVIS. I intended to refer the honorable 
Senator, when I was up, to an item that was strick- 
en off from the Quartermaster’s estimate. , 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I did not know any- 
thing about that, it was not in this body. 

Mr. DAVIS. It was stricken off in the House 
of Representatives; the item was for camp and 
equipage supplies. 

_ The question being taken on the postponement, 
it was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business, and, after a short time spent 
therein, the doors were opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. z 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 3, 1848. 


The Journal of Thursday was read, and, having 
been amended at the instance of Mr. Goaain so as 
to state the reference to the appropriate committee 
of a petition presented by him, was approved. 


THE SOUTHERN MAIL. 

The SPEAKER announced the pending ques- 
tion to be upon the motion of the gentleman trom 
Arkansas (Mr. Jonnson] to lay on the table the 
motion of Mr. Gogern to reconsider the vote by 
` which the resolution relative to the transportation 
of the mail between this city and Richmond was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, inquired if it would 
not be in order this morning to move to suspend 
the rules to enable him to offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER replied that it would be, after 
Me pending motion to lay on the table was dispos- 
ed of. 
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Mr. BOTTS said he did not know whether the 
gentleman who made the motion to lay on the table 
[Mr. Jounson] was in the House; but if he was, 
he would inquire if he would withdraw it to afford 
him (Mr. B.) the opportunity on Monday—which 
was the only day on which, under the rules, it 
could be done—to ask the House to suspend the 
rules, for the purpose of enabling him to submit a 
proposition to refer this whole subject to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on thestate of the Union, and 

@p2ke it the special order for to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to the 
gentleman from Virginia, that if his colleague [Mr. 
Goce1n] withdraws his motion to reconsider, the 
motion to lay on the table falls, as a matter of 
course. ‘Then, the resolutions being already refer- 
red, the gentleman will have only to move that 
they be made the special order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, rose and with- 
drew the motion to lay on the table. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
Goagern to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lutions were referred — 

Mr. GOGGIN withdrew that motion. 

Mr. BOTTS then asked and obtained the gen- 
eral consent to submit a motion making the resolu- 
tions relative to the transportation of the southern 
mail the special order of the day for to-morrow. 

The motion having been agreed to, the said reso- 
lutions were accordingly made the special order 
for to-morrow. 


ADDITIONAL CLERKS. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, offered the follow- 
ing resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expedieucy and propriety of 
authorizing the Secretary of War to empoy such additional 
number of clerks in the Pension Office, temporarily, as the 
exigencies of that office and the rights of applicants for 
bounty lands, treasury scrip, and pensions demand. And 
that the committee be requested to report by bill or other- 
wise at the earliest practicable day. 

Mr. COCKE desired to offer an amendment to 
the resolution, so as to give to the Commission 
of Pensions, instead of the Secretary of War, the 
power to employ the clerks which might be neces- 
sary. Unless his colleague should see fitto adopt 
such a modification, he would move it as an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, believed it was con- 
trary to the practice of the Government to autho- 
rize the head of a bureau to appoint the clerks. 
The Secretary of War was the head of that depart- 
ment; the Pension Office was a bureau of that 
department, and consequently, he thought, should 
be under the direction and control of the Secretary 
of War. He could not accept the amendment; 
and, to stop further debate, he demanded the pre- 
vious question on the adoption of the resolution. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the question was put on agreeing to Mr. 
Cocke’s amendment, viz: strike out the words 
‘Secretary of War,” and insert ‘* Commissioner 
of Pensions.”’ f 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The question was then put on agreeing to Mr. 
Jones’s resolution, and it was agreed to: 


CONTESTED ELECTION FROM NEW YORK. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, from the Com- 
mittee of Elections, reported the following resolu- 

tion; which was read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the parties to the contested election from 
the sixth Congressional district of the State of New York 
be, and they hereby are, authorized to take testimony of 
such witnesses as either of them may require, by deposi- 
tions, in conformity to the laws of the State of New York 
in force at the time of taking such testimony an the subject 
of contested elections in that State: Provided, That the 
parties may, by agreement under their hands, regulate the 
mode of giving notice, and other matters of form, at their 
discretion ; but if no such agreement shall be made, then 
each party shall give to the other suciP notice of the time 
and place of taking such depositions as are prescribed in the 
aforesaid laws of New York: Provided, also, That when 
such depositions are taken, they shall, together with the 
agreements or notices aforesaid, be seajed up by the officer 
taking the same, and directed to the Speaker of this Muse. 


Mr. VINTON moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, inquired whether 
this was not the only day upon which resolutions 
could be offered under the rules. 

The SPEAKER stated that, under the rules of 
the House, each alternate Monday was set apart 
for calling the States and Territories for resolu- 
tions. 


Mr. COLLAMER called for the orders of the 


day. | ; 


RESOLUTIONS. 


The SPEAKER then commenced the call of 
ee States for resolutions, beginning with Maine; 
and, 

On motion of Mr. HAMMONS, 

Resolved, That the petition of Daniel H. Warren for a 
pension and for arrearages of pension, with the accompany- 


ing papers, be taken from the files of the Clerk, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Or motion of Mr. ASHMUN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
repealing all laws which make it. criminal for citizens to 
transport letters and newspapers by individual or private 
means. 

THE MEXICAN WAR. z 

Mr. HUDSON moved the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, 'That the Committee on Military Affairs be di- 
rected to inquire into the expediency of requesting the Presi- 
dent of the United States to withdraw to the east bank of 
the Rio Grande our armies now in Mexico, and to pru- 
pose to the Mexican Government forthwith a treaty of peace 
on the tollowing basis, namely: That we relinquish all claim 
to indemnity for the expenses of the war, and that the 
boundary between the United States and Mexico shall he 
established at or near the desert between the Nueces and 
the Rio Grande; that Mexico shall be held to pay all just 
claiins due to our citizens at the commencementof the war, 
and that a convention shall be entered into by the two na- 
tions to provide for the liquidation of those claims and the 
mode of payment. 


Mr. HUDSON called for the previous question 
on the resolution. 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 
Jay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BURT begged leave to suggest to the gen- ` 
tleman from Massachusetts that the resolution 
could not appropriately go to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, but could_be more appropriately 
sent to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER intimated that debate was not 
in order. 

Mr. BURT replied that he merely desired to 
make the suggestion to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

The SPEAKER again announced the first ques- 
tion to be on laying on the table. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL asked if all debate 
was precluded by the present posture of affairs. 

The SPEAKER said it was entirely. 

Mr. THOMPSON then withdrew the motion to 
lay on the table, as he found that the resolution 
simply proposed an inquiry as to the ‘‘ expedien- 
cy” of doing something. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be now put. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, rose to a question of 
order. He suggested to the Chair that it was not 
in order to move to lay on the table a resolution 
or bill after the House had directed the main ques- 
tion to be now put. The main question to be put 
was on the adoption of the resolution, and the 
House had directed that the vote on the main 
question should now be taken; therefore the mo- 
tion to lay on the table was not in order. 

The SPEAKER remarked, that if this was an 
original question, the Chair would have no diffi- 
culty in sustaining the position of the gentleman 
from Georgia; but the precedents were against 
him, the House having heretofore permitted a mo- 
tion to lay on the table to be acted upon after the 
main question had been ordered. Repeated prece- 
dents might be quoted in cases which arose on 
decisions of the three last Speakers, where appeals. 
were taken to the House from decisions of the 
Chair, and reversed by votes of the House. The 
Chair, therefore, according to precedent, but with 
a perfect willingness to have his decision set aside, 
decided the motion to be in order. 

Mr. H. COBB said, the Chair was undoubtedly 


right as regarded the precedents; but believing the 


precedents to be wrong, to try the sense of the 
House upon it, he now appealed from the decision 
of the Chair, and asked for the yeas and nays 
thereon. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER restated the question and the 
grounds of his decision. 

The question was then sput, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House? 
and it was decided in the affirmative by yeas and 
naya—yeas 91, nays 85. 
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So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked leave to offer a 
resolution to settle the point for the future. He 
believed the Chair to be right and the precedents 
to be wron, and hence he desired to provide by 
resolution for such cases hereafter. 

Objections were made, and the. resolution was 
not received. 

The question was then put on laying the resolu- 
tion on the table, and was decided in the negative 
by yeas and nays, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Barringer, Barrow, Boy- 
don, Burt, Cabell, Chase, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Cocke, Crozier, Donnell, Duer, Daniel Duncan, 
Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Alex- 
ander Evans, Farrelly, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, Goggin, James 
G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Haskell, Hill, Hilliard, I. E. 
Holmes, John W. Houston, Inge, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jen- 
kius, Jéhn W. Jones, Thomas B. King, Lincoln, McCler- 
nand, Morehead, Mullin, Peyton, Preston, Putnam, Rey- 
nolds, John A. Rockwell, Shepperd, Sherrill, Stephens, 
Thibodeaux, Tompkins, John B. Thompson, ‘Toombs, and 
Van Dyke—54. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Ashmun, Bayly, 
Beale, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, Black, Blanchard, 
Botts, Bowdon, Brodhead, Brady, William G. Brown, 
Charles Brown, Butler, Canby, Cathcart, Beverly L. Clark, 
Howell Cobb, Collamer, Collins, Conger, Cranston, Crow- 
ell, Cummins, Daniel, Dickey, Dickinson, Dixon, Nathan 
Evans, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, Fisher, Fries, French, 
Giddings, Green, Grinnell, Hale, Willard P. Hall, Nathan 
K. Hall, Hammons, Harmanson, Harris, Henley, Henry, 
George S. Houston, Hubbard, Charles 4. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jamieson, Andrew Johnson, James H. Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Kellogg, Kennon, 
Daniel P. King, Lahin, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, 
Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, McClelland, McDowell, Mcfivaine, 
McLane, Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Meade, Miller, Morris, 
Morse, Murphy, Nes, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Phelps, Pills- 
bury, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Julius 
Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sawyer, Schenck, Simpson, Siins, 
Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Truman Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, 
Strohm, Strong, Sylvester, Taylor, Thomas, James Thomp- 
son, Jacob Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, William 
Thompson, Thurston, Tuck, Turner, Venable, Vinton, 
Warren, Wick, Williams, Wilson, and Woodward—125. 


So the House decided that the resolution should 
not be laid on the table. 

And the question recurring on its adoption— 

Mr. BRODHEAD demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the main question was ordered to 
be now put. | 

Mr. McLANE inquired if the gentleman from 
Ohio voted. 

Mr. SCHENCK replied that he was within the 
bar, but did not vote, no division having been 
taken on the question. 

Mr. McLANE raised the question, then, of the 
right of the gentleman to move a reconsideration. 

The SPEAKER said, the rule of the House 
had been, when no formal division was made, 
that any gentleman was allowed to move to re- 
consider. . 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama. Does the Chair 
decide that the vote by which the previous ques- 
tion is seconded can be reconsidered? 

Fhe SPEAKER, The question is upon recon- 
sidering the vote by which the House has ordered 
the main question to be now put. 

The motion to reconsider was put, and decided 
in the negative, by yeas and nays: Yeas 90, nays 
92, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Green 
Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, Belcher, Blanchard, 
Botts, Boydon, Brady, Butler, Cabell, Clingman, Cocke, 
Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dix- 
on, Donnell, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Eck- 
ert, Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, 
Farrelly Fisher, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, 
Grinnell, Hale, Natsan K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Mo- 
ges Hampton, Haskell, Henry, Hilliard, John W. Houston, 
Hubbard, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, John W. 
Jones, Kellogg, Thomas Butler King, Daniel P. King, Lin- 
coln, McIlvaine, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, Nes, 
Pendleton, Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, 
John A. Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, St. Jobn, Schenck, 
Shepperd, Sherrill, Slingerland Caleb B. Smith, Truman 
Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Sylvester, 
Thibodeaux, Taylor, Tompkins, Richard W. Thompson, 
Toombs, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, and Wilson—90. 

NA YS—Messrs. Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bingham, Bird- 
sall, Black, Bowdon, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Charles 
Brown, Burt, Catheart, Chase, Beverly L. Clark, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Collins, Cummins, Daniel, 
Dickinson, Dunn, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, Fries, 
French, Green, Williard P. Hall, Hammons, Harmanson, 
Harris, Henley, Hiil, Isaac E. Holmes, George S. Houston, 
Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jamieson, Jenkins, Andrew 
Johnson, James H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Lahm, La Sére, Sidney 
Lawrence, Leffler, Ligon, Lympkin, McClelland, McCler- 
nand, McDowell, McLane, Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, 
Morse, Murphy, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, 
Pillsbury, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, 
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Sawyer, Simpson, Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Thomas, James 
Thompson, Jacob Thompson, John B. Thompson, Wil- 
liam Thompson, Thurston, Turner, Venable, Wick, Wil- 
liams, and Woodward—92. l 


So the House refused to reconsider the vote on 
ordering the main question to be now put, 

The question again recurred on the adoption of 
the resolution; which was decided in the negative, 
by yeas and nays, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Ashmun, 
Belcher, Blanchard, Botts, Boydon,`Brady, Buckner, Col- 
lamer, Conger, Cranston, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Natha 
Evans, Fisher, Giddings, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, 
Henry, Hubbard, Hudsor, Kellogg, Daniel P. King, Mcll- 
vaine, Marsh, Marvin, Julius Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, 
Schenck, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Strohm, Richard 
W. Thompson, Tuck, Vinton, Warren, and Wilson—4l. 

NAY S—Messrs. Green Adams, Barringer, Barrow, Bayly, 
Beale, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, Black, Bowdon, Brod- 
head, William G. Brown, Charles Brown, Burt, Butler, Cab- 
ell, Catheart, Chase, Beverly L. Clark, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cocke, Collins, Crozier, 
Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Donnell, Duer, Garnett Dun- 
can, Dunn, Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, Faran, Far- 
relly, Featherston, Ficklin, Fries, French, Fulton, Gentry, 
Goggin, Green, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, James G. Hamp- 
ton, Moses Hampton, Harmanson, Harris, Haskell, Henley, 
Hill, Hilliard, Isaac E. Holmes, George S. Houston, John 
W. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Jainieson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James H. Johu- 
son, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, John W. Jones, 
Kaufman, Kennon, Thomas Butler King,‘ Lahm, La Sére, 
Lawrence, Leffler, Ligon, Lincoln, Luinpkin, McClelland, 
McCiernand, McDowell, McLane, Mann, Meade, Miller, 
Morris, Morse, Mullin, Murphy, Nes, Peaslee, Peyton, 
Phelps, Pillsbury, Preston, Putnam, Rhett, Reynolds, Rich- 
ardscn, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, John A. Rockwell, St. 
John, Sawyer, Shepperd, Sherrill, Simpson, Sims, Smart, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, Andrew 
Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Sylivester, Thibodeaux, 
Taylor, Thomas, Tompkins, James Thompson, Jacob 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, William ‘Thompson, Thurs- 
ton, Toombs, Turner, Van Dyke, Venable, Wick, Williams, 
and Woodward—137. 


So the resolution was disagreed to. 


Mr. BRODHEAD said he deemed it very im- 
portant that the President’s Message should be 
taken up and referred to the various standing com- 
mittees; and he therefore moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. Disagreed to. 


On motion of Mr. GRINNELL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquife into the expediency of amending the act pass- 
ed at the last session entitled ‘‘ An act to regulate the car- 
riage of passengers in merchant vessels,” so that the area 
for each passenger shall be the same in all cases, and report 
by bill or otherwise. Í ` 


On motion of Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, 

Resəlved, That the Commissioner of Pensions be request- 
ed to transinit to the Committee of Claims the petition and 
accompanying documents of Lavinia Gardner, of Massachu- 
setts, widow of David Gardner, one of the crew of the “ Bon 
Hoinme Richard,” commanded by John Paul Jones. 

Mr. GRINNELL gave notice that on to-mor- 
row, or some subsequent day, he would ask leave 
to introduce a bill to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to licenseyachts, and for other purposes. 


On motion of Mr. THURSTON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of building a breakwater 
on Block Island, in the State of Rhode Island, and that they 
report by bill or otherwise. 

On motion of Mr. MURPHY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce inquire. into 
the expediency of reporting an appropriation for the remov- 
al of the rocks in the harbor of New York, in the East River, 
at its junction with the river Hudson, obstructing the navi- 
gation to the naval station in that harbor. | 

Mr. JENKINS gave notice that on to-morrow, 
or some subsequent day, he would ask leave to in- 
troduce a bill to regulate the compensation of post- 
masters, to exempt certain newspapers from post- 
age, and to reduce the postage on transient news- 
papers. 

On motion of Mr. DUER, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
to inquire into the expediency of allowing a drawback of. 
the duty paid on Canadian wheat, upon its exportation after 
having been manufa@tured into flour in this country. 


Mr. DUER gave notice that on to-morrow, or 
a subsequent day, he would ask leave to introduce 
a bill to alter the terms of the circuit and district 
court$ for the northern district of New York, and 
for other purposes. 


Mr. N. K. HALL moved the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing : : 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of this House, 
five thousand copies of the report of Col. J. J. Abert, of the 
Corps of Topographical Engineers, which was communi- 
cated to the Senate on the 13th ultimo by the Secretary of 


War, in answ2r to the resolution of the Senate of the 17th 
of January last. l l 


Mr. N. K. HALL, gave notice that on to-mor- 
row, or on some subsequent day, he would ask. 
leave to introduce a bill or bills making appropria- 
tions for the repairs and improvement of the har- 
bor at Buffalo, New York. i 


Mr. MULLIN moved the following resolution; 


which was read, and laid over under the rule : 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be request 
ed to communicate to this House the amount of revenue 
collected in the several collection districts on the northern 
frontier of the United States during the year ending the Ist 
day of December, 1847; together with the names of all per- 
sons employed in each district, and the offices they respect- 
ively hold, and the amount paid to each between the Ist 
day of September, 1846, and the lst day of December, 1847 ; 
and whether the number of persons employed in the said 
districts has been increased or diminished during the period 
last aforesaid, and the reasons for such increase or decrease. 


On motion of Mr. NEWELL, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct-: 
ed to inquire whether any plan can be devised whereby the 
dangerous navigation along the coast of New Jersey, be- 
tween Sandy Hook and Little Egg Harbor, may be furnished 
with additional safeguards to life and property; and that 
they report to this House by bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylva- 
nla, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions he in- 
structed to inquire into the expedicncy of placing the names 
of Alexander McClean, Peter Myers, and Joseph Taylor, 
soldiers of the late war, on the invalid pension list. 


On motion of Mr. MANN, 

Resolved, That the petition und papers relating to the claim 
of the heirs of Colonel Archibald Laughery, who was killed 
by the Indians in 1781, while inthe service of the United 
States, praying for the military bounty lands to which their 
ancestor was entitled, be taken from the files of the House 
and referred tu the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved the following 


resolution; which was read, and laid over under the 
rule; ; 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform this 
House whether any official notice has been taken by this 
Government or its Minister in England, by correspondence 
or otherwise, of the threatening and offensive terms in which 
the British Secretary for Foreign Affairs is credibly reported 
to have spoken in his place in the Commons House of Par- 
liament, lately, of what he treated as the want of public faith 
in the United States punishable by Great Britain. 


Mr. DICKEY moved the following preamble 


and resolution; which were read and laid over un- 
der the rule: 

Whereas, in the prosecution of the war with Mexico, a 
state of things now exists which threatens the very existence 
of her nationality, and may be made to react upon the insti- 
tutions of our own beloved country, creating a domestic 
conflict about the disposition of the territory that may be ac- 
quired either by conquest or purchase that may rend asun- 
der this glorious Union: o 

And whereas war is at all times a great evil, always to be 
avoided when it can be done with honor, and always to be 
terminated wheneverit can he done with justice to the bel- 
ligerents: œ 

And whereas, in the prosecution of the war with Mexico, 
the United States has sacrificed the lives of thousands of her 
citizens, either by disease or on the field of battle, has ex- 
pended all her revenues, and contracted a debt of many mil- 
lions of dollars : E 

And whereas, if further prosecuted with a view of obtain- 
ing ‘indemnity for the past and security for the future,” it 
will cost us millions upon millions of money, thousands 
upon thousands of valuable lives, and requiring increased 
taxation to sustain the credit of the Government, and all 
that we shall get in return for this sacrifice of life, and ex- 
penditure of money, and taxation òf the people, will be the 
jurisdiction, either civil or military, of the territories con- 
quered, and the revenues and public property belonging to 
the Government of Mexico: 

And whereas, as by the law of nations we cannot appro- 
priate the property of private citizens of Mexico by way of 
indemnity, and may realize nothing from territory which we 
may acquire from Mexico, the sooner the war is brought to 
an honorable termination the better it will be for the people 
of the United States, who have to bear all its burdens: 

Aud whereas the people of the United States, from the 
nature of their pursuits, must desire a state of peace rather 
than military strife and violence; the agriculturist, the man; 
ufacturer, the mechanic, the laborer, the merchant, the man 
of science, of literature, of law, of medicine, and the teacher 
of the divine precepts of our holy religion, all of whose oc- 
cupations are peaceful, must desire that the war with Mex- 
ico be terminated at the earliest period that itcan be accom- 
plished with honor and with justice: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That a 
committee of five members of the Senate and five members 
of the House of Representatives be appointed, whose duty it 
shall be to invite a conference with the President of the 
United States, to advise and consult upon the best mode of 
terminating the existing war with Mexico in a manner hon- 
orable and just to both belligerents; and that the committee 
report to each House, respectively, the result of the confer- 
ence, either in open or secret session, as may be by them 
deemed advisable. 


On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, 

Resolved, That the petition of Benjamin White, of Penn- 
sylvania, be taken from the files of this House, and referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved the following 
resolution; which was Pead,and laid over under 
the rule: ? 


1848. | 


Resolved, That from and after the passing of this resolu- 
tion, it shall not be in order to entertain a motion to lay upon 
the table after a second to the previous question, notwith- 
standing any practice or precedents to the contrary. 


On motion of Mr. BLANCHARD, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs he in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of locating & national 
foundry in the town of Hollidaysburg, Blair county, Penn- 
sylvania. ? 


On motion of Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of relieving vessels exclu- 
sively engaged in the coasting trade from the necessity of 
taking out an annual license, and from other exactions now 
required by law. : 


Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania, moved the 
following preamble and joint resolution ; which 
were read, and laid over under the rule: 


Whereas, in pursuance of the existing war with Mexico, 
a large portion of the territory of that Republic has been 
reduced into our possession by the army and navy of the Uni- 
ted States, and for this and other causes it has become 
difficult if not impracticable to restore a permanent and hon- 
orable peace by any treaty that could be ratified by any consti- 
tutional authority in Mexico which would be recognized and 
observed by the people and States of that Republic, and 
sanctioned by the President and two-thirds of the Senate of 
these United States; and, as a protracted war will necessa- 
rily be attended with a vast expenditure of blood and treas- 
ure on the part of the United States, and probably result in 
the complete conquest and permanent subjugation of the 
whole of Mexico; and as the said territory is now free, aud 
must remain so until its character be changed by local laws 
enacted by the citizens thereof: i 

And whereas it is believed that the people of that country 
are anxious to secure for themselves and their posterity 
that degree of tranquillity, liberty, and protection, which 
we enjoy, and that the prosperity of the people of both 
countries, and the cause of humanity, peace, and civiliza- 
tion, would he promoted by their voluntary union under one 
confederacy, and the consequent vast enlargement of our 
home market, and free interchange of their staples and 
specie for our products and manufactures: 

Be it therefore resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United Stutes of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That any of the States or Territories within the limits 
of the Republic of Mexico, now occupied by the armies of 
the United States, or under the military government thereof, 
may be admitted, from time to time, as States or Territories 
of the American Union, upon the free and voluntary appli- 
cation of a majority of the people of such State or Terri- 
tory for that purpose, and the presentation by them to Con- 
gress of a republican constitution or form of government, 
in conformity with the provisions of the Constitution of the 
United States. 


THANKS TO GEN. TAYLOR-——-THE WAR. 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware—previous no- 
tice having been given—introduced the following 
joint resolution of thanks to Major General Tay- 
lor: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assenfSled, That the 
thanks of Congress are due, and they are hereby tendered, 
to Major General Zachary Taylor, and through him to the 
Officers and soldiers of the regular army and of the volun- 
teers under his command, for their indomitable valor, skill, 
and good conduct, conspicuously displayed on the 22d and 
23d days of February last, in the battle of Buena Vista, in 
defeating a numerous Mexican army, consisting of four 
times their number, and composed of chosen troops, under 
their favorite commander, General Santa Anna, and there- 
by obtaining a victory over the enemy, which, for its signal 
and brilliant character, is unsurpassed in the military annals 
of the world. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be struck a gold medal, with devices 
emblematical of this splendid achievement, and presented 
to Major General Taylor, as a testimony of the high sense 
entertained by Congress of his judicious and distinguished 
conduct on that memorable occasion. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States he re- 
quested ta cause the foregoing resolutions to be communi- 
cated,to Major General Taylor in such manner as he may 
deem best calculated to effect the objects thereof. 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, desired to offer an 
amendment, which he sent up to the Clerk’s table, 
and moved the previous question on the adoption 
of the amendment and resolutions. 

The SPEAKER stated that the resolations were 
not now open to amendment. 

Mr. CUMMINS inquired if they could now be 
a as a matter of course if objections were 
made. 

The SPEAKER replied, that the resolutions 
having been received, they would now be read a 
first time by their title. After the first reading, if 
abjections were made, they would lie over for a 
second reading until to-morrow. 

The resolutions having been read a first, and, no 
objection being made, a second time— 

Mr. JAMIESON moved their commitment to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EVANS now proposed to offer his amend- 
ment, and renewed the demand for the previous 
question thereon. 

: The SPEAKER replied, that their commitment 
being called for, that question was first in order. 


The question then being on committing to the 
Committee on Military Affairs— | 

Mr. GAYLE demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JAMIESON withdrew the motion to com- 
mit. 

Mr. SCHENCK renewed it. i 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, said, he appre- 
hended there would be no objection to the adop- 
tion of the resolution. No gentleman in this 
House would vote against a_resolution of thanks to 
General Taylor and the officersof his command. 

@ The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman from 
Delaware that debate was not in order. 

Mr. EVANS again intimated his desire to offer 
the following amendment : 

Resolved, That the capitulation of Monterey meets with 
the entire sanction and approbation of this Congress; and 
that the terms of that capitulation were as creditable to the 
humanity and skill of the gallant Taylor as the achievement 
of the victory of Monterey was glorious to our arms. 

Some conversation ensued between the SPEAK- 
ER, Mr. SCHENCK, Mr. EVANS, and others. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, to obviate all 
difficulties, moved the previous question on the 
original resolution 

The previous question was not seconded. 

The SPEAKER again announced the question 
to be on the motion to refer to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HENLEY moved to amend, by adding an 
Instruction to the committee to add the words 
“ engaged as they were in defending the rights and 
honor of the nation.” On this he asked for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to amend the amend- 
ment by adding the words “in a war unneces- 
sarily and unconstitutionally begun by the Presi- 
dent of the United States.” 

Mr. McLANE said, before he recorded his vote, 
he desired 

The SPEAKER interposed, and informed the 
gentleman from Maryland that debate was not in 
order; if it became the subject of debate, it would 
go over until to-morrow. 

Poi McLANE said he had an amendment to 
offer. 

The SPEAKER said no amendment was 
order at present. ` 

After some further conversation, the yeas and 
nays were ordered on Mr. Asumuxn’s amendment 


in 
A 


to the amendment; and, being taken, they resulted . 


as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, 
Barrow, Belcher, Botts, Brady, Buckner, Canby, Clingman, 
Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crowell, Crozier, 
Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Garnett 
Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards; Alexander Evans, Nathan 
Evans, Fisher, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, 
Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Has- 
kell, Heyry, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Irvin, 
Kellogg, Thomas Butler King, Daniel P. King, Lincoln, 
Mcllvaine, Marsh, Marvin, Mullin, Nes, Newall, Preston, 
Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Shetrill, Slin- 
gerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stephens, Andrew 
Stewart, Strohm, Sylvester, Thibodeaux, Taylor, Tomp- 
kins, Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, Toombs, 
Tuck, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, and Wilson—85. 

NAYS—Messrs. Beale, Bedinger, Birdsall, Black, Bow- 
don, Rrodhead, William G. Brown, Charles Brown, Cath- 
cart, Chase, Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Faran, Feather- 
ston, Ficklin, Fries, French, Green, Willard P. Hall, Moses 
Hampton, Harmanson, Harris, Henley, Hill, George S. 
Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jamieson, Jenkins, An- 
drew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kauf- 
man, Kennon, Lahm, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, 
Lord, Lumpkin, McClelland, McClernand, McDowell, Mc- 
Lane, Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, Murphy, Peas- 
lee, Peck, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, 
Robinson, Rockhill, Sawyer, Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Thomas, 
Jaines Thompson, Jacob Thompson, William Thompson, 
Thurston, Turner, Venable, Wick, and Williams—8l. 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, inquired if it 
would be in order to move to lay the amendment 
as amended on the table. 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. | 

Mr. COBB asked for the reading of the amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. HALE asked for the reading of the resolu- 
tion as well as the instructions, as amended. 

a instructions as amended having first been 
read— 

Mr. COBB rose and said : The amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HEN- 
LEY,] as amended by the gentleman rrom Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Asnmun,] presented such a remark- 
able issue that he must propose to discuss it. 

The subject accordingly lies over until to-mor- 
row, under the rule. i 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


OF; 
BILLS INTRODUCED. : 

Previous notice having been given, leave was 
granted, and bills introduced, as follows : 

By Mr. PEASLEE: A bill for the settlement 
of the claims of New Hampshire against the Uni- 
ted States; which was twice read, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill to change the place of holding courts 
in New Hampshire; which was twice read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut: A bill 
to revise the consular system of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, and refer- 
red to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

And on motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, January 4, 1848. 


Mr. STURGEON presented the petition of 
Jones and Boker and others, praying the repay- 
ment of certain treasury notes purloined from the 
post office where they had been deposited for 
transmission by mail; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Henrick 
Aiker, praying an extension of his patent for an 
improvement in the saw set; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. BELL presented the petition of Betsey 
McIntosh, a Cherokee, praying payment of the 
money awarded her by the Board of Cherokee’ 
Commissioners, under the 17th article of the treaty 
of 1835; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of the 
Kennet Monthly Meeting of the religious Society 
of Friends, in Chester County, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and the slave-trade between the States; 
also the rejection of any proposition for the acqui- 
sition of territory, unless provision be made for 
the expulsion of slavery therefrom. 

The motion to receive the memorial being ob- 


jected to— 


Ordered, That it lie on the table. : 


Mr. CAMERON presented the proceedings of 
a town meeting in. Philadelphia, held on the 18th 
December, 1847, approving the measures pursued 
by the Administration in the prosecution of the 
war with Mexico. 

In presenting these proceedings, Mr. CAME- 
RON remarked, that he agreed with those com- 
pore the meeting in every particular, and that 
1e should deem it his duty, as a Senator, to act in 
accordance with their wishes. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution, 


. which. was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War communicate to 
the Senate such military reports as have been received by 
him from the commander of our army in Mexico since the 
transmission of his annual report, and that the same be 
printed with his annual report. , 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs inquire 
into the expediency of giving the President authority to 
promote from the regular army such officers as he may 
think proper to select to any new grade of command, to 
continue during the war with Mexico, witk a provision that 
such officer or officers shall not lose at the termination of 
the war their original commissions, or any of the rights 
incident thereto. 

OREGON. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. BREESE asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill to create the office 
of Surveyor General of public lands in the Terri- 
tory of Oregon, and to grant donation rights to set- 
tlers therein, and for other purposes; which was 
read the first and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


d 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, gave notice of 
his intention to ask leave, at some future day, to 
introduce a bill. 

Mr. BADGER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial 
of Charles L. Dell, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and passed to the second reading. 

The engrossed bill for the relief of Joseph Wil- 
son wag read a third time. 


` 
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Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title || a portion of the territory in dispute and in posses- 


thereof be as aforesaid. 
Ordered, That the Secretary request the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives ‘therein. 


The joint resolution to create a board to ascer- 
tain and determine the amount of each of the claims 
of the citizens of the United States against Mexico 
was read a second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


The bill providing for the payment of the claim 
of Walter R. Johnson against the United States 
was read the second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole; and no amendment being 
made, it was reported:to the Senate. 

Ordered, That it be engrossed, and read a third 
time. . 

The said bill was read a third time by unani- 
mous consent. 

Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title 
thereof be as aforesaid. 

Ordered, That the Secretary request the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives therein. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the relief of 
the administratrix of Elisha L. Keen, deceased. 

No amendment being made, the bill was reported 
to the Senate. : l 

Ordered, That it be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

The said bill was read a third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title 
thereof be as aforesaid. 

Ordered, That the Secretary request the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives in this bill, 


The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill concerning certain 
collection districts, and for other purposes; and 
no amendment being made, it was reported to the 
Senate. 

Ordered, That it be engrossed, and read a third 
time. 

The said bill was read a third time. l 

Resolved, That the bill pass, and that the title 
thereof be as aforesaid. | 
_ Ordered, That the Secretary request the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives therein. 


e Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the resolution in favor cf 
David Shaw and Solomon T. Corser; and no 
amendment being made, it was reported to the 
Senate. 
_ Ordered, That it be engrossed, and read a third 
time. 

The said resolution was read a third time. 

Resolved, That this resolution pass, and that the 
title thereof be as aforesaid. 

Ordered, That the Secretary request the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives in this 
resolution. , 


The bill for the relief of Thomas Rhodes was 
read the second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and no amendment being 
made, it was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. SEVIER called for the reading of the re- 
port, and it was read by the Secretary. 

Ordered, That the bill be engrossed, and read a 
third time. 


CONQUEST OF MEXICO. 


On motion by Mr. SEVIER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the special order of 
the day, being the following resolutions, submitted 
by Mr. Catuoun, on the 15th December: 

Resolvet, That to conquer Mexico and to hold it, either 
as 3 province or to incorporate it into the Union, would be 
inconsistent with the avowed object for which the war has 
been prosecuted; a departure from the settled policy of the 
Government; in conflict with its character and genius; and 
in the end subversive of our free and popular institutions. 

Resolved, That no line of policy in the further prosecu- 
tion of the war should be adopted which may lead to conse- 
quences so disastrous. 


Mr. CALHOUN said: In offering, Senators, 
these resolutions for your consideration, I have 
been governed by the reasons which induced me to 
oppose the war, and by the same considerations I 
have been ever since guided. In alluding to my 
opposition to the war, I do not intend to notice the 
reasons which governed me on that occasion, fur- 
ther than is necessary to explain my motives upon 
the present, I opposed the war then, not only be- 
cause I considered jt unnecessary, and- that it 
might have been easily avoided; not only because 
I thought the Presjdent had no authority to order 


p 


ever since held all that it is desirable to hold— | 


sion of the Mexicans, to be occupied by our 
troops; not only because I believed the allegations 
upon which it was sanctioned by Congress, were 
uhfounded in truth; but from high considerations 
of reason and policy, because I believed it would 
lead to great and serious evils to the country, and | 
greatly endanger its free institutions. | 
But after the war was declared, and had re- | 
esced in what I could not prevent, and which it wa® 
impossible for me to arrest; and I then felt it to be 
my duty to limit my course so as to give that di- 


ceived the sanction of the Government, I oo 
| 


rection to the conduct of the war as would, as far | 
as possible, prevent the evil and danger with which, 
In my Opinion, ıt threatened the country and its 
institutions. For this purpose, at the last session, | 
I suggested to the Senate a defensive line, and for | 
that purpose I now offer these resolutions. This, | 
and this only, is the motive which governs me. I | 
am moved by no personal nor party considera- | 
tions. My object is neither to sustain the Execu- | 
tive, nor to strengthen the Opposition, but simply | 
to discharge an important duty to the country. | 
But I shall express my opinion upon all points | 
with boldness and independence, such as become | 
a Senator who has nathing to ask, either from the | 
Government or from the people, and whose only | 
aim is to diminish, to the smallest possible amount, 
the evils incident to this war. But when I come 
to notice those points in which I differ from the | 
President, I shall do it with all the decorum which 
is due to the Chief Magistrate of the Union. 
When | suggested a defensive line, at the last 
session, this country had in its possession, through 
the means of its arms, ample territory, and stood 
in a condition to force indemnity. Before then, 
the successes of our arms had gained all the con- 
tiguous portions of Mexicos and our army has 
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that portion whose population is sparse, and on 
that account the more desirable to be held. For 
I hold it in reference to this war a fundamental 
principle, that when we receive territorial indem- 
nity, it shall be unoccupied territory. 

In offering a defensive line, I did it because I 
believed that, in the first place, it was the only 
certain mode of terminating the war successfully; | 
I did it, also, because I believed that it would be 
a vast saving of the sacrifice of human life; but, 
above all, I did so because [ saw that any other | 
line of policy would expose us to tremendous | 
evil, which these resolutions were intended to | 
guard against, The President took a different 
view. He recommended a vigorous prosecution of 
the war—not for conquest: that was disavowed—- 
but for the purpose of conquering peace; that is, 
to compel Mexico to sign a treaty making a sufti- 
cient cession of territory to indemnify this Gov- 


. ernment both for the claims of its citizens and for 


the expenses of the war, Sir, I opposed this 
policy. I opposed it, among other reasons, be- 
cause I believed that if the war should be ever so 
successful, there was great hazard to us, at least, | 
that the object intended to be effected by it would |; 
not be accomplished. Congress thought differ- || 
ently. Ample provisions, in men and money,. 
were granted for carrying on the war, The cam- 
paign has terminated. It has been as successful 
as the Executive of the country could possibly | 
have calculated. Victory after victory has fol- 
lowed in succession, without a single reverse, 
Santa Anna was repelled and defeated, with all his 
forces. Vera Cruz was carried, and the Castle 
with it. Jalapa, Perote, and Puebla fell; and, 
after two great triumphs of our army, the gates 
of Mexico opened to us. Well, sir, what has 
been accomplished? What has been done? Has 
the avowed object of the war been attained? 
Have we conquered peace? Have we obtained a 


treaty? Have we obtained any indemnity? No, 
sir: not a single object contemplated has been 
effected; and, what is worse, our difficulties are 
greatér now than they were then, and the objects, 
forsooth, more difficult to reach than they were 
before the campaign commenced. 

Now Senators have asked what has caused this 
complete discomfiture of the views of the Execu- 
tive for which men and money were granted? It 
is not to be charged to our troops; they have done 
all that skilland gallantry was capable of effecting. 
It must be charged somewhere, and where is it to 
be charged, but upon the fact that the plan of the 
campaign waa erroneous; that the object pursued 


was a mistake? We aimed at indemnity in a 
wrong way. If we had aimed directly to it, we 
had the means to accomplish it directly; they 
were in our hands. But, sir, we aimed at indem- 
nity through a treaty. We could not reach it by 
a treaty with Mexico, and Mexico, by refusirig to 
treat simply, could defeat the whole object which 
we had in view. We put out of our own power, 
and in her hands to say, when the war should ter- 
minate. 

We have for all our vast expenditure of money, 
for all the loss of blood and men, we have nothing’ 
but the military glory which the campaign has 
furnished. 

We cannot, I presume, estimate the expenses of 
the campaign at less than forty millions of dollars. 
I cannot compute the sum with any degree of pre- 
cision, but I believe I may say about that sum, 
and between the sword and disease, many thou- 
sands of lives, probably five, six, or seven thou- 
te have been sacrificed; and all this for nothing 
at all. 

But it is said that the occupancy of a defensive 
line would have been as expensive as the campaign 
itself. The President has assigned many reasons 
for that opinion, and the Secretary of War has 
done the same. I have examined these reasons 
with care. This is not the proper occasion to dis- 
cuss them; but I must say, with all possible defer- 
ence, they are to my mind utterly fallacious. E 
will put the question in a general point of view, and 
satisfy the minds of Senators that such is the case. 

The line proposed by myself, extending from 
the Pacific Ocean to the Paso del Norte, would 
have been covered by the Gulf of California, and 
wilderness peopled by hostile tribes of Indians; 
and for its defence, nothing would have been 
needed beyond a few vessels of war stationed in 
the Gulf, and a single regiment. From the Paso 
del Norte to its mouth, we can readily estimate 
the amount of force necessary for its defence. It 
was a frontier between Texas and Mexico when 
Texas had not more than 150,000 of a population; 
without any standing army whatever, and very 
few troops. Yet for seven years Texas maintain- 
ed that frontier line; and that, too, when Mexico 
was far more consolidated than she is now, when 
her revolutions were not so frequent, her resources 
in money were much greater, and Texas her only 
opponent. Can any man believe that Mexico, 
exhausted as she now is, prostrated as she has 
been, defeatgd—can any man believe that it will 
cost as much to defend that frontier as the last 
campaign has cost? No, sir. I will hazard noth- 
ing in asserting that the very interest of the money 
spent in the last campaign would have secured that 
line for an indefinite period, and that the men who 
have lost their lives would have been more than 
sufficient to defend it. : 

So much for the past; we now come to the com- 
mencement of another campaign; and the question 
is, What shall be done? The same measures are 
proposed. It is still ‘a vigorous prosecution of 
the war.” The measures are identically the same. 
It is not for conquest—that is now as emphatically 
disowned as it was in the first instance. The ob- 
ject is not to blot Mexico out of the list of nations, 
for the President is emphatic in the expression 
of his desire to maintain the nationality of Mexi- 
co. He desires to see her an independent and 
flourishing community, and assigns strong and co- 
gent reasons for all that. Well, sir, the question 
is now, What ought to be done? Weare now 
coming to the practical question. Shall we aim at. 
carrying on another vigorous campaign under pres- 
ent circumstances ? | 

Mr. President, I have examined this question 
with care, and I repeat, that I cannot support 
the recommendations of the President. There are 
many and powerful reasons, stronger than those 
which existed at the commencement of the last 
campaign, to justify my opposition now. The 
cost in money will be vastly greater. There is a 
bill for ten additional regiments now before the 
Senate, and another bill providing for twenty regi- 
ments of volunteers has been reported, making in 
all, not less, I suppose, than twenty-five thousand 
troops; raising the number of troops in the service— 
as, I presume, the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs can inforin you—to not much less 
than seventy thousand in the whole. Well, sir, 
the expense will be much more than that of the 
last campaign, It will cost not much short of six- 
ty millions of dollars. 
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Now, sir, what is the condition of the money 
market at present? Last year it was most flourish- 
ing. An unfortunate famine in Europe created a 
great demand for our agricultural products. The 
balance of trade was in our favor. If money 

oured out at one end of the sub-treasury, it poured 
in atthe other. But how stands the case now? 
We stand now with a drain both ways. The ex- 
changes are in our favor, and therefore, instead of 
gold and silver, drafts founded on exports will be 
remitted. The exchanges in Mexico must be met 
either by remittances in gold and silver, or by 
drafts drawn in favor of British merchants, or 
other capitalists there, which must be cashed here 
and also transmitted abroad. Now, sir, what will 
be the operation of this state of things? How long 
can this continue? What is the present price of 
treasury notes and of stocks in the market? Are 
they above par? No, sir. Isee them quoted be- 
low par. I understand the treasury notes are sen- 
sibly below par, and stocks still lower. Now, 
what is to be the result? So long as treasury notes 
are below par—so long as they are the cheaper 
medium—the end of it will be, that treasury notes, 
will go into the treasury, and specie come out of 
it. There is very great danger that at last your 
treasury will be drained to the bottom. 

Now, sir, in this state of things, what can pos- 
sibly follow? A great commercial crisis—a great 
financial crisis—even, possibly, a suspension of the 
banks. Ido not pretend to deal in the language of 
panic; but there is danger of all this, of which there 
was not the slightest apprehension at the com- 
mencement of last session. At present, there is 
great danger. The great difficulty in prosecuting 
your campaign will be to obtain money. Men you 
may raise, but money it will be difficult to get. I 
lately conversed with a gentleman who ought to 
know these things better than myself, and he sup- 

posed that forty millions of dollars would be re- 
quired, either in the shape of treasury notes or 
stocks, to carry on the campaign. asked at 
what price money could be kad. and the reply 
was, that it would be at the rate of ninety for one 
hundred; which would be rather more than seven 
per cent., I believe. 

But, sir, these are not the only objections, for- 
midable as they are. The farther you proceed, 
the difficulties .will increase. I do not see the 
slightest chance that can tend to the realization of 
what it is avowed the prosecution of the war is 
intended to accomplish. The object is to obtain 
a treaty. We no longer hear of conquering a 
peace, but of obtaining an honorable treaty; the 
meaning of which is, neither more nor less than 
that we are to obtain a treaty from Mexico, giving 
us a cession of land equal to the whole indemnity 
already stated in the former part of my remarks. 
Well, sir, as it strikes me, whether the war is suc- 
cessful or unsuccessful, it must certainly end in 
the defeat of the object, for the attainment of which 
it is avowedly prosecuted. If the war be unsuc- 
cessful, I need notargue the point. If we should 
be baffled in our arms—as I trust we will not be, 
and I think is not very likely to be the case—but 
if circumstances should prove unfortunate for us, 
and we should not be able to accomplish, in a mili- 
tary point of view, what is characterized as a vig- 
orous prosecution of the war, then certainly there 
will be no treaty. I take higher ground. I insist 
upon it that the more successfully this war is pro- 
secuted ‘the more certain will be the defeat of 
the object designed to be accomplished, whilst the 

. objects disavowed will be accomplished. 
ow is a successful war to be carried on? What 
is the object of it? What is it intended to effect? 
I can see but one thing to be effected. It is to 
. Suppress all resistance in Mexico, to overpower 
and disperse her army, to overthrow her civil 
Government, and to leave her without any further 
. power of resistance. Well, Mr. President, if that 
e done, what is the result? How are you to get 
an honorable peace? It takes but one party to 
make war—two parties to make peace. If all 
authority in Mexico be overthrown, if there be no 
legitimate power with whom to negotiate, how are 
you to accomplish those objects which it is pro- 
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claimed this vigorous prosecution of the war is 
intended to effect? Sir, yon are defeated by your 
success. That will be the clear and inevitable 
resplt. But what do you accomplish? The very 
object which you disavow. For if the war should 
be so prosecuted, where will be the nationality of 
Mexico? Where her separate existence? Where 
this free Republic with whom you desire to treat? 
Gone! We have blotted her out of the list of 
nations. She has become a mere mass of individ- 
uals without any political existence, and the sov- 
ereignty of the country, at least for the time being, 
is transferred to us. Now, Mr. President, this is 
not only a conclusion from reasoning upon this 
subject, but it is one to which, if I understand the 
President aright, he comes, with a single excep- 
tion, and that a mere contingency not Ifkely to 
take place. The President has very much the 
same conception of the object of a vigorous war 
as I have presented. He says that the great 
difficulty of getting peace results from this, that 
the people of Mexico are divided under factiops 
chieftains, and that the chieftain in power dares 
not give peace because his rival would then 
be able to turn him out; and that the only way 
to remedy this evil and obtain a treaty, is to put 
down the whole of them. Well, what is to be 
done then? Is the thing to stop there? No. We 
are @hen to build up again, and establish, under our 
power and protection, a republican form of gov- 
ernment from the citizens who are well disposed, 
which he says are numerous, and. are prevented 
from obtaining it, only by fear of those military 
chiefs. And it is with this government, sir, which 
is to grow up under the encouragement and pro- 
tection of our army—to be established by their 
authority—that it is proposed to treat, in order to 
obtain peace. I must confess I am a little at a loss 
to see how a free and independent republic can 
grow up under the protection and authority of its 
conqueror. [Í do not see how such a government 
can be established under his authority. I can 
readily understand how an aristocracy—how a 
kingly government—a despotism, might be estab- 
lished by a conqueror. But howa free and inde- 
pendent republic can grow up under such circum- 
stances, is to me incomprehensible. I had always 
supposed that republican government was the 
spontaneous work of the people—that it came 
from the people—from the hearts of the people— 
that it was supported by the hearts of the pcople, 
and that it required no support—no protection 
from any quarter whatever. But, sir, it seems 
that these are antiquated notions—obsolete ideas 
—and that we may now manufacture republics 
to order, by authority of a conquering govern- 
ment. 

But suppose, sir, all these difficulties surmount- 
ed: How can you make a free government in 
Mexico? Whereare your materials? It is to be, 
I presume, a confederated government like our 
own. Where is the intelligence in Mexico ade- 
quate to the construction of such a government? 
That is what she has been aiming at for twenty- 
odd years; but so utterly incompetent are her peo- 
ple for the work, that it has been a complete fail- 
ure from beginning to end. The great body of the 
intelligence and wealth of Mexico ts concentrated 
in the priesthood, who are altogether disinclined 
to that form of government. Then the owners of 
the haciendas—the large planters of the country— 
who comprise almost all the remaining mass of 
intelligence, are without opportunities of concert, 
and destitute of the means of forming such a gov- 
ernment. Sir, such a government would be im- 
possible; and if put up, would tumble down the 
very next day after our protection was withdrawn. 

It appears to me to be a far more plausible plan, 
if it is determined to have peace, to sustain the 
Government that now exists in Mexico, or rather, 
to refrain from putting it down. Let it grow up 
and mature itself. I have conversed with several 
of the officers of the army—men of intelligence— 
on this subject, and all agree in the opinion that 
the merg shadow of a government which now re- 
mains at Queretaro, will have no authority what- 
ever; and that if we were to: make a peace in any 
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degree conformatory to our view of what a peace 
ought to be, the very moment we withdraw, it 
would all be overthrown; and what then? The 
very country assigned to us by the peace for an 
indemnity, we must either hold defensively and be 
brought back ultimately to the defensive line, which 
would be the end of the whole of it; or, return and 
renew this war till it terminates in the conquest of 
the country. 

I protest utterly against this Government under- 
taking to build up any government in Mexico with 
the pledge of protection. The party placed in 
power must be inevitably overthrown, and we will 
be under the solemn obligation to return and rein- 
state them in power; and that would occur again 
and again, till the country would fall into our 
hands precisely as Hindostan fell into the hagds 
of the English. This very conquest of Hindostan, 
which we have been censuring for years and years, 
ever since I recollect, was the result of mistaken 
policy, leading on from step to step, each one 
deeper and deeper—scarcely any design of con- 
quest being entertained; but ultimately conquest 
became unavoidable, and it was necessary not only 
to hold the country, but to conquer the adjacent 
territory. 

Well, sir, if this contingency follows—if the 
Executive fails in establishing another government 
there under our encouragement and protection, and 
if the Government itself shall refuse to makea 
treaty with us on such terms as we will accept in 
regard to indemnity, then the President himself 
agrees that he must take the very course which I 
have said would be the inevitable consequence of a 
vigorous prosecution of the war. The President 
says in substance, after having attempted to build 
up such a government—after having employed the 
best efforts to secure peace upon the most liberal 
terms, if all fail—I now give his own words—if all 
fail, we must hold on to the occupation of the 
country; we must take the measure of indemnity 
into our own hands, and enforce such terms as the 
honor of the country demands. Now, sir, what is 
this? Is it not an acknowledgment, that if this 
factitious government, which is aimed at, cannot 
be built up, we must make a conquest of the whole 
country and occupy it ?—can words be stronger ?— 
« Occupy the country.’’ Take the full measure 
of indemnity—no defensive line—no treaty; and 
enforce terms—terms on whom? on the govern- 
ment? No—no—no. Itis to enforce the terms on 
the people individually; that is to say, to establish 
a government over them in the form of provinces. 

Well, the President is right. If, in the vigorous 
prosecution of the war, as the President proposes, 
the contingency should fail—and the chances of 
its failure are many—there will be no retreating. 
Every argument against calling back the army, as 
they designate it—against taking a defensive line— 
which is now advanced, will have double force 
after you have spent sixty millions of dollars, and 
have acquired possession of the whole of Mexico. 
The interests in favor of keeping us there will be 
much more influential then than now. The army 
itself will be larger. Those who live by the war— 
a large and powerful body: the numerous con- 
tractors, the sutlers, the merchants, the specula- 
tors in the lands and mines of Mexico, and all en- 

aged every way, directly or indirectly, in the 
progress of the war, and absorbing the whole ex- 
penditures—will be all adverse to retiring, and will 
swell the cry in favor of continuing and extending 
conquest. The President talks, sir, of taking in- 
demnity into our hands then; but why not take in- 
demnity now? We are much nearer indemnity 
now than we will be at the end of the next cam- 
paign, when we shall have sixty millions added 
to the expenditure of the last forty. What will 
you then have to indemnify you?. Nothing buta 
exican population, on whom you are to impose 
taxation in all forms and shapes, and amongst 
which you will have to maintain an army of at 
least forty thousand men—according to the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,] not a very 
large number, for he says that the seventy-three 
thousand men now there are in danger. That, 
then, is no indemnity at all. You will never get 
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enough in that way to meet your expenditures. It 
will all have to come out of the pockets of the 
people of the United States; and, after all the talk 
of indenmity—of pushing on this war vigorously 
to success—at the end of the next campaign, 1n- 
stead of jndemnity, you will have a heavy pecu- 
niary burden imposed upon the present and suc- 
ceeding generation. 

Well, Mr. President, we have now come to the 
solemn question proposed by these resolutions. I 
have shown where this line of policy will, in all 

obability, lead you—I may say, will inevitably 
lead you, unless some unexpected contingency 
should It will lead to the blotting out of 
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resolutions. 

The first of these reasons is this‘ it would be 
inconsistent with tht avowed object for which the 
war has been prosecuted. That needs no argu- 
ment, after what has been said. Since the com- 
mencement of the war till this moment, every 
man has disavowed the intention of conquest—of 
extinguishing the existence of Mexico as a peo- 
ple. It has been constantly proclaimed that the 
only object was indemnity. And yet, sir,as events 
are moving on, what we disavow may be accom- 
plished, and what we have avowed may be de- 
feated. Sir, this result will be a dark and lasting 
imputation on either the sincerity or the intelli- 
gence of this country: on its sincerity, because so 
Opposite to your own avowals; on your intelli- 
gence, for the want of a clear foresight in so plain 
a case as not to discern the consequences. 

Sir, we have heard how much glory our country 
has acquired in this war. I acknowledge it to the 
full amount, Mr. President, so far as military glory 
is concerned. The army has done nobly, chival- 
rously; they have conferred honor on the country, 
for which I sincerely thank them. 

Mr. President, I believe all our thanks will be 
confined to ourarmy. So far as I know, in the 
civilized world there is no approbation of the con- 
duct of the civil portion of our power. On the 
contrary, everywhere the declaration is made that 
we are an ambitious, unjust, hard people, more 

iven to war than any people of modern times. 
hether this be true or not, it Js not for me to 
inquire. Iam speaking now merely of tharepu- 
tation which we bear abroad—everywhere, I be- 
lieve; for as much as we have gained in military 
reputation abroad, I regret to perceive, we have lost 
in our political and civil reputation. Now, sir, 
much as I regard military glory; much as I rejoice 
to behold our people in possession of the indomi- 
table energy and courage which surmount all diffi- 
culties, | which class them amongst the first 
military people of the age, I would be very sorry 
indeed that our Government should lose any repu- 
tation for wisdom, moderation, discretion, justice, 
and those other high qualities which have distin- 
guished us in the early stages of our history. 

The next reason which my resolutions assign, 
is, that it is without example or precedent, either 
to hold Mexico as a province, or to incorporate 
her into our Union. No example of such a line 
of policy can be found. We have conquered 
many of the neighboring tribes of Indians, but we 
never thought of holding them in subjection— 
never of incorporating them into our Union. They 
have either been left as an independent people 
amongst us, or been driven into the forests. 

I know further, sir, that we have never dreamt 
of incorporating into our Union any but the Cau- 
casian race—the free white race. To incorporate 
Mexico, would be the very first instance of the 
kind of incorporating an Indian race; for more than 
half of the Mexicans are Indians, and’ the other 
is composed chiefly of mixed tribes. I protest 
against such a union as that! Ours, sir, is the 
Government of a white race. The greatest mis- 
fortunes of Spanish America are to be traced to 
the fatal error of placing these colored races on an 
equality with the white race. That error destroyed 
the social arrangement which formed the basis of 
society. ‘The Portuguese and ourselves have 
escaped—the Portuguese at least to some extent— 
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and we are the only people on this continent which 
have made revolutions without being followed by 
anarchy. And yet itis professed and talked about 
to erect these Mexicans into a Territorial Govern- 
ment, and place them on an equality with the peo- 
ple of the United States. I protest utterly against 
such a project. 

Sir, it is a remarkable fact, that in the whole 
history of man, as far as my knowledge extends, 
there is no instance whatever of any civilized color- 
ed races being found equal to the establishment 
of free popular government, although by far the 
largest portion of the human family 1s composed 
of these races. And even in the savage state we 
scarcely find them anywhere with such govern- 
ment, except it be our noble savages—for noble I 
will call them. They, for the most part, had free 
institutions, but they are easily sustained amongst 
asavage people. Are we to overlook this fact? 
Are we to associate with ourselves as equals, com- 
panions, and fellow-citizens, the Indians and mixed 
race of Mexico? Sir, I should consider such a 
thing as fatal to our institutions. 

The.next two reasons which I assigned, were, 
that it would be in conflict with the genius and 
character of our institutions, and subversive of our 
free government. I take these two together, as 
they are so intimately connected; and now of the 
first—to hold Mexico in subjection. 

‘Mr. President, there are some propositions too 
clear for argument; and before such a body as the 
Senate, I should consider. it a loss of time to un- 
dertake to prove that to hold Mexico as a subjected 
province would be hostile, and in conflict with our 
free popular institutions, and in the end subversive 
of them. Sir, he who knows the American Çon- 
stitution well—he who has duly studied-its char- 
acter—he who has looked at history, and knows 
what has been the effect of conquests of free States 
invariably, will require no proof at my hands to 
show that it would be entirely hostile to the insti- 


ince. There is not an example on record of any 
free State even having attempted the conquest of 
any territory approaching the extent of Mexico 
without disastrous consequences. The nation 
conquered have in time conquered the conquerors 
by destroying their liberty. That will be our 
case, sir. The conquest of Mexico would add 
so vast an amount to the patronage of this Gov- 
ernment, that it would absorb the whole power 
of the States in the Union. This Union would 
become imperial, and the States mere subor- 
dinate corporations. But the evil will not end 
there. The process will goon. The same pro- 
cess by which the power would be transferred 
from the States to the Union, will transfer the 
whole from this department of the Government 
(I speak of the Legislature) to the Executive. All 
the added power and added patronage which con- 
quest will create, will pass to the Executive. In 
the end, you put in the hands of the Executive the 
power of conquering you. You give to it, sir, 
such splendor, such ample means, that, with the 
principle of proscription which unfortunately pre- 
vails in our country, the struggle will be greater 
at every Presidential election than our institu- 
tions can possibly endure. The end of it will be, 
that that branch of the Government will become 
all-powerful, and the result is inevitable—anarchy 
and despotism. It is as certain as that I am this 
day addressing the Senate. 

Sir, let it not be said that Great Britain furnishes 
an example to the contrary—that she holds prov- 
inces of vast extent of population without mate- 
rially impairing the liberty of the citizens, or 
exposing her to anarchy, confusion, or corruption. 
It is so. But what is the explanation? Of all 
Governments that ever existed, affording any pro- 
tection whatever to liberty, the English Govern- 
ment far transcends them all in that respect. She 
can bear more patronage in proportion to her pop- 
ulation and wealth, than any Government of that 
form that ever existed; nay, to go farther, than 
can despotism in its most absolute form. I will 
not go into the philosophy of this. That would 
take me farther from the track than I desire. But 
I will say in a very few words, it results from the 
fact that her Executive and the House of Peers, 
the conservative branch of her Government, are 
both hereditary. The Roman Government may 
have exceeded, and did exceed the British Gov- 
ernment in its power for conquest; but nô people 
ever did exist, and probably never will exist, with 
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such a capacity for conquest as that people. But 
the capacity of Rome to hold subjected provinces, 
was as nothing compared to that of Great Britain, 
and hence, as soon as the Roman power passed 
from Italy beyond the Adfiatic on one side, and 
the Alps on the other, and the Mediterranean, their 
liberty fell prostrate—the Roman people became a 
rabble—corruption penetrated everywhere, and 
violence and anarchy ruled the day. Now, we 
see England with dependant provinces of vastly 
greater territorial extent, and probably not less in 
population—l have not examined—we see her go- 
ing on without impairing personal liberty or ex- 

osing the Government to violence or anarchy. 

et the English have not wholly escaped. Al- 
though they have retained their liberty, and have 
not fallen into anarehy and despotism, yet we be- 
hold the population of England crushed to. the 
earth by the superincumbent weight of debt. Re- 
flecting on that Government, I have often thought 
that there was only one way in which it could 
come to an end—that the weight of the superstruc- 
ture would crush the foundation—that the wealth 
accumulated in part by these very conquests by 
the higher classes, would crush the laboring masses 
below. But has she obtained indemnity from all 
her subjected provinces? On the contrary, instead 
of drawing the means of supporting herself from 
them, has she not been compelled to resort to the 
labor of her own population to hold them in sub- 
jection? And has she nat thrown a burden upon 
them, which, with all their industry and skill— 
with all their vast accumulation of capital and 

ower of machinery, they are incapable of bear- 
ing without being reduced to poverty? Take even 
her earliest and nearest conquest—the neighboring 
island of Ireland—is it not to this day a source of 
heavy expense, and a burden to her, instead of a 
source of revenue? 

But while the English Government has such vast 
power of holding subjected provinces in subjection 
without impairing her liberty, without the evils 
incident to it, our Government, of all free Govern- 
ments that ever existed, has the least capacity to 
bear patronage proportionate to its wealth and 
power. In this respect, the genius of the twe 
Governments is precisely the opposite, however 
much alike in their exterior forms, and their laws 
and customs. The cause of this difference I can- 
not undertake to explain on the present occasion, 
but must content myself by saying that it results 
from its Federal character, and the nature of its 
conservative principles. Shall we, then, with these 
certain and inevitable consequences in a Govern- 
ment better calculated to resist them than any other, 
adopt such a ruinous policy, and reject the lessons 
of experience? So much, then, Mr. President, 
for holding Mexico as a province. 

I come now to the proposition of incorporating 
her into our Union. Well, as far as law is con- 
cerned, that is easy. You can establish a Terri- 
torial Government for every State in Mexico, and 
there are some twenty of them. You can appoint 
governors, judges, and magistrates. You can give 
the people a subordinate government, allowing 
them to legislate for themselves, whilst you defray 
the cost. So far as law goes, the thing is done. 
There is no analogy between this and our Ter- 
ritorial Governments. Our Territories are only 
an offset of our own people, or foreigners from 
the same regions from which we came. They are 
small in number. ‘They are incapable of forming 
agovernment. It would be inconvenient for them 
to sustain a government, if it were formed; and 
they are very much obliged to the United States 
for undertaking the trouble, knowing that, on the 
attainment of their majority—when they come to 
manhood—at twenty-one—they will be introduced 
to an equality with all the other members of the 
Union. Itis entirely different with Mexico. You 
have no need of armies to keep your Territories 
in subjection. But when you incorporate Mexico, 
you must have powerful armies to keep them in 
subjection. You may call it annexation, but it is 
a furced annexation, which is a contradiction in 
terms, according to my conception. You will be ` 
involved, in one word, in all the evils which J attrib- 
ute to holding Mexico as a province. In fact, it 
will be but a Provincial Government, under the 
name of a Territorial Government. How Jong will 
that last?) How long will it be before Mexico will 
be capable of incorporation into our Union? Why, 
if we judge from the examples before us, it will be 
a very long time. Ireland has been held ip sub- 
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jection by England for seven or eight hundred 
years, and yet still remains hostile, although her 
poop. are of kindred race with the conquerors. 
A few French Canadians on this continent yet 
maintain the attitude of a hostile people; and never 
will the time come, in my opinion, Mr. President, 
that these Mexicans will be heartily reconciled to 
_ your authority. They have Castilian blood in 
their veins—the old Gothic, quite equal to the An- 
glo-Saxon in many respects—in some respects su- 
perior. Of all nations of the earth they are the 
most pertinacious—have the highest sense of na- 
tionality—hold out longest, and often even with 
the least prospect of effecting their object. On this 
subject also I have-conversed with officers of the 
army, and they all entertain the same opinion, that 
these people are now hostile, and will continue so. 

But, Mr. President, suppose all these difficulties 
removed; suppose these people attached to our 
Union, and desirous of incorporating with us, 
ought we to bring them in? Are they fit to be 
connected with us? Are they fit for self-govern- 
ment and for governing you? Are you, any of 
you, willing that your States should be governed 

y these twenty-odd Mexican States, with a popu- 
lation of about only one million of your blood, and 
two or three millions of mixed blood, better in- 
formed, all the rest pure Indians, a mixed blood 
equally ignorant and unfit for liberty, impure races, 
not as good as the Cherokees or Choctaws? 

We make a great mistake, sir, when we suppose 
that all people are capable of self-government. We 
are anxious to force free government on all; and I 
see that it has been urged in a very respectable 
quarter, that it is the mission of this country to 
spread civil and religious liberty over all the world, 
and especially over this continent. It is a great 
mistake. None but people advanced to a very 
high state of moral and intellectual improvement 
are capable, ina civilized state, of maintaining free 
government; and amongst those who are so puri- 
fied, very few, indeed, have had the good fortune 
of forming a constitution capable of endurance. It 
isa remarkable fact in the history of man, that 
scarcely ever have free popular institutions been 
formed by wisdom alone that have endured. 

It has been the work of fortunate circumstances, 
or a combination of circumstances—a succession 
of fortunate incidents of some kind—which give to 
any people a free government. Itis a very diffi- 
cult task to make a constitution to last, though it 
may be supposed by some that they can be made 
to order, and furnished atthe shortest notice. Sir, 
this admirable Constitution of our own was the 
result of a fortunate combination of circumstances. 
It was superior to the wisdom of the men who 
made it. It was the force of circumstances which 
induced them to adopt most of ils wise provisions. 
Well, sir, of the few nations who have the good 
fortune to adopt self-government, few have had 
the good fortune long to preserve that govern- 
ment; for itis harder to preserve than to form it. 
Few people, after years of prosperity, remember 
the tenure by which their liberty is held; and [ 
fear, Senators, that is our own condition. I fear 
that we shall continue to involve ourselves until 
our own system becomes a ruin. Sir, there is no 
solicitude now for liberty. 
when any great question comes up? Here is a 
question of the first magnitude as to the conduct 
of this war; do you hear anybody talk about its 
effect upon our liberties and our free institutions? 
No, sir. That was not the case formerly. In the 
early stages of our Government, the great anxiety 
was how to preserve liberty; the great anxiety 
now is for the attainment of mere military poty. 
In the one, we are forgetting the other. The 
maxim of former times was, that power is always 
stealing from the many to the few; the price of 
liberty was perpetual vigilance. They were con- 
stantly looking out and watching for danger. 
Then, when any great question came up, the first 
inquiry was, how it could affect our free institu- 
tions—how it could affect our liberty. Not so 
now. Is it because there has been any decay of 
the spirit of liberty among the people? Notat all. 
I believe the love of liberty was never more ardent, 
but they have forgotten the tenure of liberty by 
which alone it is preserved. 

We think we may now indulge in everything 
with impunity, as if we held our charter of liberty 
by “ right divine’’—from Heaven itself. Under 
these impressions, we plunge into war, we con- 
tract heavy debts, we increase the patronage of 
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the Executive, and we even talk of a crusade to 
force our institutions, our liberty, upon all people. 
There is no species of extravagance which our 
people imagine will endanger their liberty in any 
degree. But itjs a great and fatal mistake. The 
day of retribution will come. It will come as cer- 
tainly as I am now addressing the Senate; and 
when it does come, awful will be the reckoning— 
heavy the responsibility somewhere! 

Mr. President, with these impressions I cannot 
approve of the policy recommended by the Execu- 
tive, nor can I, with my present views, support it. 
The question is now, what shall be done? Itisa 
greatand difficult question, and it is daily becoming 
more and more difficult. What is to be done? Sir, 
that question.ought not to be for me to answer—I, 
who have used every effort in my power to prevent 
this war, and after its commencement have done 
everything in my power to diminish the evil to the 
smallest possible amount. But I will not shrink 
from any responsibility, whether it properly be- 
longs to me or not. After saying that I cannot 
support the course recommended by the Executive, 
I will proceed to state that which 1 would propose 
as the best to be pursued. Well, then, I will say 
that there is not the smallest chance of our disen- 
tangling ourselves from this Mexican concern, 
which threatens us so much—there has not been, 
in my opinion, the smallest chance, from the com- 
mencement of the war until this time—but by 
taking a defensive line; doing that now which the 
President recommends should be done finally after 
the conquest, and taking indemnity into our own 
hands. Todo this depends on our own volition, 
and not on the fleeting consent of Mexico. Sir, if 
time had been allowed to the Senate when the mes- 
sage of the President recommending war was before 
them; if time had been allowed to the Senate, I 
would have announced the course of policy which 
I thought right; but time was not permitted. My 
opinion was, that we should have simply voted 
Taylor the means of defending himself. That 
ought to have beendone. There then should have 
been a solemn report from the proper committee, 
going into all the circumstances, showing that the 
Republic of Mexico had not yet recognized these 
hostilities, recommending a provisional army to 
be directed to a proper point, giving time to the 
Mexican Congress and Mexican people to have 
considered whether they would avow or disavow 
the attacks upon us; and if no satisfaction were 
obtained, not to make war in this set form, but 
seize upon the portions of the country contiguous 
and most convenient to us, and then have assumed 
the defensive line. These are my views; but, 
unfortunately, we were all acting here under an 
urgency, without time to reflect. We were pushed 
on, and told, If you do not act to-day, nothing can 
be done. 

Well now, sir, as to where the defensive line 
should be at the present time, I do not presume to 
offer an opinion. I suggested a line at the last 
session. lam not prepared to say what would be 
the proper one at the present time; but I do say 
that we must vacate the central parts of Mexico. 
We must fall back, if you choose to use that word, 
or take a line that shall cover ample territory for 
indemnity. 

For my part, I am not for charging Mexico with 
the whole expense of the war; but I would take 
ample territory, and hold it subject to negotiation. 
Now, sir, I know it will be said that this will be 
as expensive as the war. I think I have said 
enough to show that that cannot be; that it will 
fall far short of it; but I will not repeat the argu- 
ment. But admitting it should: admitting that, 
by no means concludes the argument; for the sac- 
rifice of men would be infinitely less, and, what is 
more important, you will thereby be able to disen- 
tangle yourselves. That is the only way by which 
itcan bedone. You are tied at present, as it were, 
toacorpse. My object is to get rid of it as soon 
as pe le. - 

look not to Mexico; 1 look to our own coun- 
try and her institutions. I look to the liberty of 
this country, and nothing else. Mr. President, if 
we but preserve our liberty by a proper course of 
moderation, acting justly towards our neighbor, 
and wisely in regard to ourselves—if we remain 
quiet, resting in idle and masterly inactivity, and 
let our destinies work out tbeir own results, we 
shall do more for liberty, not only for ourselves, 
but for the example of mankind, than can be done 
by a thousand victories, 


-` Sir, I find I am becoming old; I almost feel that 
I live among strangers. IfI have expressed any- 
thing that ts uncongenial to the feelings of this 
body, put it down as proceeding from the old asso- 
ciations of thirty or thirty-five years ago, which 
are still clinging around me. Sir, this is not the 
first time that I have taken my stand against war. 
When General Jackson recommended letters of 
marque and reprisal against France, [ arose alone 
in the Senate and remonstrated against such injus- 
tice. And in point of fact, the treaty which was 
subsequently concluded with France, was ratified 
with the express understanding, which was known 
to our Government when the treaty was formed, 
that it would require a vote of the Chambers, on 
the part of France, to sustain it, as it would require 
a vote to sustain it on the part of this country; 
and that they were no further responsible than to 
use their Lest efforts to obtain that vote. And yet, 
though it was acknowledged that the Executive of 
France had done all in his power to obtain the 
vote, we were nearly pushed into a war. Nothing 
but the interposition of Great Britain prevented it. 
As for myself, standing on this side of the Cham- 
ber, I raised my voice singly. against it. | 

Mr. President, in my opinion, all parties are 
interested in giving this matter the only direction 
that can be given to it with any prospect of a fa- 
vorable result. Let me say to the friends of the 
Administration, if you go on, and some accident 
does not meet you—if you go on in the prosecu- 
tion of this war from year to year,—you will find 
that it will overthrow you. Do you not see that, 
as far as the internal affairs of the Government are 
concerned, you are reversing the policy of which 
you have heretofore professed to be the advocates ? 
What party has been opposed to the re-creation of 
a great national debt? The Democratic or Repub- 
lican party. Well, sir, this war is involving you 
in a greater debt than the opposite party could 
have done, perhaps, in any circumstances short of 
war. This very campaign, which you look upon 
so lightly, will be almost as great a charge upon 
the country as the debt of the Revolution. What 
party has always been against the extension of the 
patronage of the Executive? Well, sir, you are 
doing more towards the extension of that patron- 
age, and, above all, towards the continuance of 
that extension, than has ever been done under our 
Government. Well, sir, what party professes to 
be most in favor of a metallic currency? And do 
you not see that, as your treasury notes and 
stocks accumulate, yoy are in danger of being 
plunged again in the paper system to the utmost 
extent? What party has always been in favor of 
free trade? Do you not see that, by accumulating 
charges and burdens upon the people by the debts 
which have now been contracted, you never will, 
during your time, have an opportunity of making 
any considerable reduction in the taritf? 

Sir, I know what is at the bottom of the course 
of policy which is recommended to be pursued. 
It is that pride of opinion to which we are all sub- 
ject. No doubt it was thought that that course of 
policy would lead to the consequences which were 
contended for; but it has not. But, sir, the alter- 
nafive is pressing. You will have but the choice 
between that and worse, in my opinion. It is 
magnanimous and honorable to retract, when a 
course of policy which has been pursued turns 
out to be wrong. It would do great credit to the 
party in power to act now eo as they would 
have acted if they had had all the lights of expe- 
rience at the commencement of this war which 
they now have. It would be doing a high act of 
patriotism to sacrifice their feelings of individual 
pride to the good of the country. , 

Now let me say, that in asserting that a defensive 
line was the only alternative to the plan recom- 
mended by the President, I have put out of the, 
question the course which most of you advocate— 
taking no indemnity of territory; because I believe 
that the voice of the country has decided irrevoca- 
bly against it; and that to keep it as the alternative 
would but render more certain the adoption of the 
policy recommended by the Executive, and, in con- 
sequence, the conquest of the whole country.. Let 
me say further, to my friends on the other side of 
the Chamber—for I regard them as such—(it is our 
good fortune to differ in politics here, without per- 
mitting our personal feelings to be affected )—that 
they have contributed by their course to give the 
public opinion that strong and fixed determination 
not te terminate the war without some suitable in- 
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demnity. I do not allude to your voting on the 
bill recognizing the existence of war between the 
Republic of Mexico and the United States. No 
one knows better than myself, that you voted for 
the bill with the view of furnishing immediate re- 
lief to General Taylor and his army—and not in 
reference to the war; that you even protested and 
remonstrated against that interpretation being put 
upon your vote. Butafter the bill passed, and the 
war was authorized, most of you have continued 
to vote appropriations to prosecute the war with 
the object expressed of sequin territory as an 
indemnity. Now, I must say, I cannot see how , 
the two can be reconciled—how your vote to ac- 
quire territory can be justified, and at the same time 
your opposition to the acquisition of territory as 
means of indemnity, when it is acknowledged on 
all sides, that that is the only means by which it 
can be acquired. The people will find it hard to 
believe that it was necessary to vote so much 
money for the purpose of getting territory for in- 
demnity, which you intend to throw away when 
you get it. But, whatever may be the causes 
which have led to this state of public opinion, it 
has, beyond all doubt, decided against any conclu- 
sion of this war that does not involve territorial 
indemnity to some extent. Hence, I repeat, the 
alternative whether this war shall go on and con- 
summate itself, is between taking a defensive line 
and adopting the course pointed out by the Execu- 
_ tive, and that the decision must be made now; for 
if it be passed over until another session, the end 
will be, I doubt not, the subjugation of the whole 
country, thereby involving us in all the difficulties 
and dangers which must result from it. 
Now, I have delivered my opinion with that 
candor and frankness which, I hope, become my 
osition on this floor. I shall now propose nothing; 
Dut if I find that I can be supported in these my 
views, I will undertake to raise a committee to de- 
liberate, after consulting with those officers who 
are now fortunately in this city, upon the best de- 
fensive line that can be taken. If it should be for- 
tunately adopted, we may not get peace immedi- 
ately. The war may continue for some years, but 
we will accomplish that all-important considera- 
tion, the extrication of ourselves and the country 
from this entanglement with Mexico. 
Mr. SEVIER moved to lay the resolutions | 
upon the table. | 
Upon this motion the yeas and nays were de- | 
‘manded. 
Mr. CALHOUN said he hoped the motion | 
would be allowed to prevail. It was perfectly 
| 
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right, in the present circumstances, that the mo- 
tion should prevail. He would take it as a per- 
sonal favor that no opposition should be offered 
to it. 

Mr. SEVIER observed that it was, of course, 
to be expected that this speech would be replied 
to; but he was desirous that this debate should be 
suspended for a time, in order to proceed with the 
consideration of the army bill. 

The motion to lay on the table was then agreed 
to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business;: and, after some time spent 
therein, the doors were opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, January 4, 1848. 


_ The Journal of yesterday having been read and 
approved— 

. GOGGIN rose and reminded the House 
that yesterday the resolutions in relation to the 
great southern mail were made the special order 
for this day, at one o’clock; but, for the accommo- 
dation of many gentlemen who desired to be else- 
where this morning, he moved a reconsideration of | 
the vote of yesterday, with the intention, if it were | 
agreed to, to follow it up by amendment to make it 
the order of the day for to-morrow, at one o’clock. 

- Mr. BOTTS supported the motion to reconsider. 
‘He said many gentlemen desired to attend the de- 
bates at the Senate end of the Capitol, and he was 
disposed to indulge them, by not pressing the mo- 
tion to go into Committee of the Whole to-day; 
more particularly as he desired to make an effort to 
remove some erroneous impressions which appear- 
ed to exist in the minds of several -gentlemen on 
the Wubjest embraged in this resolution. He 
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would, therefore, accept the proposition to modify 
his resolution so as to make it the special order for 
to-morrow, at oneo’clock, if the motion to reconsid- 
er should be agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, theught the object 
of the gentleman from Virginia could be better ob- 
tained by moving to postpone the special order to 
to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER replied that the order of the 
day was in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and could not therefore be reached 
by a motion in the House. 

The motion to reconsider was then put and 
agreed to; and Mr. BOTTS modified his resolution 
as he had indicated, to make the subject therein 
specified the special order for to-morrow, at one 
o’clock. 


The SPEAKER announced the question to be 
on the adoption of the resolution of the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired if that 
did not require a two-thirds vote. 

The SPEAKER replied, that it was adopted by 
a two-thirds vote yesterday, and the same vote 
was therefore now necessary. 

Mr. HOUSTON inquired ifthe motion was now 
properly befure the House to suspend the rules for 
the reception of this resolution under the existing 
rules, which prohibited a motion to suspend on 
any day but Monday. He made that point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER replied, that if this were an 
original motion, the gentleman from Alabama would 
be correct; but this was a motion to reconsider a 
vote by which a resolution was yesterday adopted 
under a suspension of the rules. The motion to 
reconsider was therefore now in order. 

Mr. BOTTS reminded the Chair that no motion 
had been made to reconsider the vote by which 
the rules were yesterday suspended. 

The SPEAKER assented, and said that the 
resolution was introduced yesterday under a sus- 
pension of the rules; and the vote by which it was 
adopted having been reconsidered, the resolution 
now came before the Elouse for its action. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired if he 
was to understand that it was the same resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER replied, that as the adoption of 
the resolution had been reconsidered, the resolu- 
tion itself again came up for the action of the 
House, and it was competent for the gentleman 
from Virginia to modify it, which he had done. 
It was therefore substantially the same resolution, 
and the question was on its adoption, which would 
peas a two-thirds vote. 

r. GOGGIN said the motion had been made 
this morning in a spirit of accommodation to gen- 
tlemen on all sides of the House. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

The House then resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Jo- 
SEPH R. IncERsOLL in the chair,) and proceeded to 
the consideration of the resolutions offered by Mr. 
Vixton, referring the annual message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appropriate standing 
committees. 


| Mr. BRODHEAD said that he had had the 
| 
| 
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honor some days since to offer a resolution for the 

appropriate reference of the several topics in the 
| President’s message, which he desired to have re- 
| ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union as a substitute for those which had 
been offered some days since by the honorable 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinron.] He now 
asked that those offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio be now read; when this was done he should 
move his own as a substitute. He then submitted 
the following : 


Resolved, Thatso much of the message ofthe President of 
the United States to the two Houses of Congress, at the pre- 
sent ‘session, as relates to the existing war with Mexico, to 
the condition of our citizens in China, and the propriety of 
making payment to the Spanish Government in the * Am- 
istad case,” together with the accompanying correspond- 
ence in relation thereto, be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. ; 

Resolved, That so much of the said message as relates to 
the condition and operations of the army, the propriety of 
increasing the same, and levying contributions upon the 
enemy, together with the report of the Secretary of War, be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

| Resolved, That so much of said message as relates to the 
establishment of Territorial Governments in Oregon, New 

| Mexico, and the Californias, be referred to the Gommittee 
an the Territories. 
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Resolved, That so much of the said message as relates to 
the condition of the treasury, to the means of obtaining mo- 
ney to prosecute the war with Mexico, the operations of the 
tariff of 1846, the propriety of imposing a duty upon tea and 
coffee, the warehousing system, the constitutional treasury, 
and the proprieiy ofestablishing a branch mintat New York, 
be referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Resolvei, That so much of the said message as relates to 
the graduation and reduction of the price of the publie lands, 
the amendment and modification of the laws granting pre- 
emption right to settlers, to the establishment of a Survey- 
or General’s Office in Oregon, and the grant of lands therein 
$ aca settlers, be referred to the Comunittee on Publie 

ands. 

Resolved, That so much of the said message as relates to 
our relations with the various Indian tribes, and the appoint- 
mentof Indian agents west of the Rocky Mountains, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Resolved, That so much of the said message as relates to 
the condition and operations of the navy, to the increase of 
sea steamers, together with the report ofthe Secretary of the 
Navy, be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Resolved, Thatso much of the said message as relates to 
the progress and condition of the mail service, the operations 
of the Post Office Department, and the postal arrangements 
with foreign Governments, together with the report of the 
Postmaster General. be referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. BRODHEAD desired to state a few rea- 
sons why he had offered the substitute which had 
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just been read. 


Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, rose to a point of 
order. He inquired of the Chair whether they 
were not to take up the resolutions originally offer- 
ed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] seri- 
atim—whether the first question in order was not 
whether the first resolution should pass or not? 

The CHAIRMAN replied that it was perfectly 
in order for any gentleman to move an amendment 
to the first resolution. 

Mr. SMITH said the gentleman offered an en- 
tire set of resolutions as a substitute for the entire 
set of resolutionsof the gentleman from Ohio. He 
inquired whether the first question was not on 
agreeing to the first resolution of the gentleman 
from Ohic ? 

The CHAIRMAN replied in the affirmative, 
but that the gentleman from Pennsylvania had the 
right to offer his amendment like any other amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BRODHEAD resumed the floor, and pro- 
ceeded to address the committee. He had two 
sakes objections to the resolutions submitted 

y the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinron.] The 
one was to the reference of that portion of the Pres- 
ident’s message which relates to the finances of the 
country, and the other to the disposition which 
that resolution proposed to make of that portion 
of the President’s message which has reference to 
our relations with Mexico. He objected to the 
centleman’s resolutions because he proposed a ref- 
erence of that portion of the message which related 
to the sub-treasury and the tariff of 1846 to the 
Committee on Commerce. Sucha reference was 
contrary to the precedents in this House. Here- 
tofore this subject had always been referred, so far 
as his knowledge of the practice of the House ex- 
tended, to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
He knew very well that the tariff act of 1846 was 
reported by the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and also that the sub-treasury law came from that 
committee. He thought it was now right that all 
questions relating to the finances of the country 
should, in like manner, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, which was styled in this House 
the Committee of Ways and Means. All ques- 
tions relating to the revenues of the country prop- 
erly belonged to the consideration of that commit- 
tee. It was certainly a more proper committee 
than the Committee on Commerce for such a ref- 
erence. The principal purpose of tariff laws was 
to raise revenue for the purpose of carrying on the 
operations of the Government. e did not 
know what purpose the gentleman from Ohio had 
in thus proposing a departure from the practice 
which had heretofore prevailed here. It might 
have been from motives of delicacy, because the 
gentleman was chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and did not desire himself to 
propose to give that committee the charge of this 
subject. : 

He objected, furthermore, to the manner in 
which the gentleman from Ohio proposed to dis- 
pose of that portion of the message having refer- 
ence to our relations with Mexico. He thought 
this part should be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs and to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. Wherever a subject could be referred to 
a standing committee, it was preferable to referring 
it to a select committee. The gentleman proposed 
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to raise, independently of the standing commit- 
tees, independently of the Committee on For- 
eigen Affairs and of the Committee on Military'Af- 
fairs, three select committees on this portion of the 
message. Mr. B. thought three select committees, 
in addition to those heretofore established, were 
altogether unnecessary. He compared the first 
resolution of Mr. Vinton, referring to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and that which refers to 
a select committee the manner and policy of the 
war, and said it seemed to him that the jurisdic- 
tion of these two committees would in some meas- 
ure conflict; that they would be considering the 
same subjects, and making reporfs covering the 
same grounds here. For these reasons, he hoped 
that his substitute would be adopted. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, although it was some- 
thing like speaking to empty benches to rise to 
address the committee at this time, yet he felt dis- 
posed to embrace the present opportunity to call 
the attention of those few who should have the 
kindness to listen to him, to the circumstances of 
the case which was now presented by the Presi- 
dent of the United States for our consideration. 
He did sothe more readily, because there were 
many members who had not heretofore been par- 
ticipants in the consideration of this subject; the 
older members would at once recognize an old ac- 
quaintance in the claim now presented, and most 
of the gentlemen now present would recollect very 
distinctly the nature of the claim which they were 
now called upon to meet upon the part of the 
Spanish Government. In 1839, perhaps as early 
as April, certain persons who were Spanish sub- 
jects, traders in slaves, took from the coast of 
Africa fifty-two or fifty-three negroes, and brought 
them to Cuba. They were landed inthe month 
of May, or perhaps in the last of the month of 
June, and placed in the baracoons of Havana. 
They remained there some twelve or fourteen days, 
when they were transferred by bill of sale from 
the original importers to Mongez and Ruiz, who 
shipped them on board the Amistad, and sailed for 
Principe, on the southern end of the island. When 
five days out from Havana, they rose upon those 
who held them in subjection, and slew the captain 
and cook, sent the two sailors on shore in a boat, 
and ordered their owners, Montez and Ruiz, to 
guide the ship to Africa. Montez and Ruiz guided 
the vessel so far north as to come to anchor near 
the east end of Long Island, where the ship and 
negroes were taken possession of by Lieutenant 
Gedney, in the employ of the United States. They 
were taken to New Haven, in the State of Con- 
necticut, and Lieutenant Gedney filed his claim in 
the district court of that State for salvage on both 
ship and negroes. 

Montez and Ruiz there filed their claims to 
these negroes, whom they clainf€d as their prop- 
erty. Claims were also put in by the owners of 
the Amistad; and several other claimants filed 
their claims before the said court. The vessel was 
awarded, upon due consideration, to the claim- 
ants—saving to those who had taken possession 
of it their salvage, which amounted to one-quarter 
or perhaps to one-third its value. The negroes, 
who were the principal subject-matter of litigation, 
were adjudged to be free persons, holding the right 
to their liberty, possessed of the natural rights 
with which they were created. They were there- 
fore released by the decree of sak court, from 
which an appeal was taken to the Supreme Court 
of the United States; and there, upon the unani- 
mous judgment of that court, without a dissenting 
voice—more than half of whom were slave own- 
ers—the judgment of the district court was ratified 
and confirmed, and these persons were declared to 
be in the full possession of their inalienable rights, 
and those who held them in bondage flagrant vio- 
lators of the law of nations. The negroes were 
thus set at liberty. This took place in 1840—per- 
haps in January—when the final judgment was 
rendered in the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Subsequently to that, viz: in 1844, the 
claimants of these negroes came into this body, 
and through the Spanish Minister presented their 
claims against the United States for the value of 
the blood, the sinews, and the bones of those ne- 
groes who were thus set at liberty. 

Mr. G. regretted most sincerely that the former 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
(Mr. C. J. INGERsoLL] was not present at this 
time. If he were, he should feel compelled to treat 
the subject in a different manner; yet, though ab- 
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sent, duty compelled him to say, that in that re- 
port he had falsified the solemn record of the Su- 
a Court of the United States, and, founding 
iis report upon the falsehood, had come into this 
House and declared that Congress was bound to 
pay over $70,000 to the claimants of these slaves. 

e did not charge the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, or the chairman who drew up this report, 
with any intention of falsification. The gentle- 
man’s report commenced with a flagrant violation 
of truth. He said, ‘“‘ on the 26th August, 1840, a 
vessel of the United States took possession, &c., 
of the Spanish schooner on the coast of Connecti- 
cut,” &c. 

Now, sir, the records of the court show that the 
vessel was taken possession of on the 26th August, 
1839, instead of 1840. And on this false assump- 
tion declares, page 10th of the report, that ‘‘the 
proof is that they (the negroes) were at least four- 
teen months in Cuba.” ‘The owner of these 
alleged barbarians, adjudged by the court to be 
Africans just kidnapped from their savage state, as 
put on the record for them, states they were kid- 
napped from Africa on the 15th April, 1839, and 
then transported to Cuba on the 12th June, 1839.” 

By thus stating the arrival of the Africans at 
Havana in 1839, as was really the case, and then 
saying they were taken on the coast of Connecti- 
cut in August, 1840, which is untrue, the commit- 
tee represented the negroes to have been fourteen 
months in Cuba, instead of fourteen days. This 
false statement is in contradiction to the alleged 
facts that they were bosales, or negroes newly 1m- 
ported, instead of ‘‘ ladinos,” or negroes long resi- 
dent in Cuba. This fact was important, as it is 
understood by all that the treaty between Spain 
and the United States, and the laws of that king- 
dom, interdict the slave-trade. 

He regretted that the gentleman who penned 
this report was not present; but present or absent, 
it became his duty to stamp it with the character 
which belonged to it. 

Again, at a subsequent period, at the first ses- 
sion of the last Congress, this same report was 
again put forth and re-adopted by the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and the chairman of the present 
Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. Smitu, of Con- 
necticut] put his hand to it that it was true. 

[The committee at this time being quite thin— 
Mr. Smiru, with many others, being absent—Mr. 
G. said he wished some of the boys would run and 
tell his friend he was talking about him. He 
wanted to drive every man out from behind the 
bush on this subject. ] 

He did not Belinge that the gentleman who was 
at present at the head of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs would intentionally endorse such a mis- 
statement. The fact was, he supposed the gentle- 
man did not know whether it was true or false; 
because it was a question in which slaves were 
involved, he did not examine it. It was the habit 
of northern men to shrink from the investigation 
of any subject in which the peculiar institution 
was involved; they did not like to approach it. 
And now what was the consequence? Why, his 
friend from Connecticut, having admitted the truth 
of that report, and confirmed it, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BropaEeap] now moved 
to refer the subject again to the very men who had 
made this report. 

[Mr. Smiru now entering the Hall, Mr. G. re- 
peated the declaration that the gentleman had en- 
dorsed and adopted this report, and it bore his 
impress. | 

Mr. SMITH, (interposing.) How bears my 
impress? | 

r.GIDDINGS. Why, as a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, by assenting to it. 

Mr. SMITH. Asa member of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs! Well; I hope I am not to be 
held responsible for all the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs did during the last Congress. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. There ıs nothing on the 
record which shows that my friend from Connec- 
ticut dissented from it. As I said before, I do not 
believe he examined the question. But where is 
his counter-report? Where is his solemn protest? 
Where does he contradict this declaration—this 
flagrant falsehood? How has he raised his voice 
against this doctrine, which is so unjust in itself, 
and which is tending to overthrow our Government 
and our liberties? 

Mr. SMITH. [If the gentleman from Ohio will 
permit me to refer him to the yeas.and nays, I 
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think he will find that this question came up in the 
House, and that my name is there recorded. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I beg pardon; there is no 
such thing on the record. ‘This report never came 
before the House. [A laugh.]- 

Mr. SMITH. If there is no such thing it is be- 

cause this question could not raise strength enough 
to get the yeas and nays. 
_ Mr. GIDDINGS. I know that; and therefore 
it was Important that my friend should have had 
strength enough in his own breast to speak the 
truth, to declare the facts. 

He repeated, he wanted every man to take open, 
bold ground, as freemen and the representatives of 
freemen. 

This was not the whole. When the general 
appropriation bill was under consideration in the 
Senate at the last session,an amendment was at- 
tached to it giving $50,000 as a compensation for 
these sláves to the claimants. ‘This amendment 
came down here; and, after hearing the exposé of 
his venerable friend who set before him [Mr. 
Apams] of some fifteen minutes, there were only 
twenty-three persons willing to vote for it in com- 
mittee, and in the House only forty. It was hurl- 
ed unceremoniously from this body, and stamped 
with the express disapprobation of the House; and, 
having lain over only from that time—the close of 
the last session—they were recommended by the 
President to make this appropriation, to tax their 
constituents, to pay over this money to these deal- 
ers in human flesh. 

The object of his motion was not to send this 
subject to the Committee on Foreign Affairs; and, 
in naming a Select committee, he said he had no 
desire or wish to be placed upon that committee. 
But it was his desire that the venerable gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] who had stood 
in the relation of counsel to this case from its com- 
mencement, should be placed upon it; and then he 
should like to see placed upon it some of the ablest 
statesmen and lawyers on the other side of the 
case; so that both sides of the question might be 
fully presented, and that we should not hereafter 
have the records of the country falsified. 

It was his object, therefore, to send this subject 
to a select committee, that a report might be drawn 
up and sent to the people, that they might be thor- 
oughly informed in relation to it. He did not know 
but that it was his duty to speak more at length 
on this matter; but would only say that the Presi- 
dent had urged them—to do what? To sustain 
the Spanish slave trade. He asks us to tax the 
people, to take that which they earn by the sweat 
of their brows, to pay men engaged in the slave 
trade for the failure of their speculations. This 
was a subject not agitated by him; it was urged 
upon them by the President, and it had been again 
and again urged ape them by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. He wished to disabuse the minds 
of any who thought he had agitated this question. 
He would take this occasion to say that he had 
never agitated the question of slavery here, but to 
redeem the North from all participation in it— 
from all unconstitutional participation init. He 
held in his hand a resolution which had been 

assed by the Legislature of South Carolina, and 

e rejoiced that he had one occasion to speak with 
approbation of the action of South Carolina on 
the subject of slavery. 

The honorable gentleman here read the resolu- 
tions to which he referred, which were understood 
to deny any right to the free States to interfere 
with slavery in the South, and also to Congress 
under the Constitution to exercise any control 
over it. These, he said, were sentiments which 
were concurred in by the North. For himself he 
responded most heartily to the resolutions. They 
had no power to cause the abolition of slavery in 
the South, nor had Congress the right to require 
the North to give the institution of slavery any 
support. He desired emphatically to repeat, that 
they had here no power whatever In connexion 
with the institution of slavery. This position was 
so clearly sustained by the Constitution that he 
who rùns may read. The doctrine then of the 
South Carolina resolutions was true. We have 
no right to interfere with it; we never had any 
right to interfere with it. Every movement here- 
tofore by which this House has taken jurisdiction 
of it was a violation of the Constitution. And yet 


the President now asked them to interfere with 


that around which the Constitution had thrown a 


barrier. He asked them to do that which the peo- 
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pe had no right to meddle with, to establish, up- | 


old, or put it down, and he hoped this House 
would refuse to gratify the President in this par- 
_ ticular. Would the Representatives of the North 
make such a concession? Would the Whig party 

ield their assent to such dogmas of the Presi- 
dent? If the chairman of the Committee of the 
District of Columbia were present he would ask 
him if there was any probability of their repealing 
the laws of Congress by which they had exer- 
cised jurisdiction over this subject in this District? 
He directed attention to the slave pen in view of 
this Capitol, in which there was more sighing, and 
weeping, and groaning, and more human suffering, 
than imagination could paint. From all connex- 
ion with such cruelties he wished the aa that 
he represented to be absolved. He hoped, there- 
fore, that Congress would refuse to entertain the 
subject, and not, as invited by the President, tax 
the people to perpetuate and encourage the inflic- 
tion of pain and misery. He desired to wash his 
hands of it. 


He called the attention of the Honse to the effect | 
of such interference. It was to encourage the slave | 


trade on the coast of Africa; it was to involve us 
in the crime of piracy. This interference with 
slavery had involved us in a war, in which now 
so much American blood was being poured out, 
and the treasures of the nation were squandered 
with an extravagance heretofore unknown to this 
nation. Were, then, the gentlemen of the North 
prepared.to respond to the call of the President to 
sustain the Spanish slave trade? Their action on 
this important subject at this session of Congress, 
would make an interesting chapter in the biography 
of many American statesmen. He called upon 
Representatives of the people from every section 
of the Union to come forward and meet this ques- 
tion without excitement. The position which he 
had laid down, and which he should now sustain, 
was that this House had no right to interfere with 
the subject. They had no right to sustain it in 
any State of this Union. They had no right to 
impose on any free State the duty of meddling 
with it. He hoped, then, that this position would 
be sustained, for to do otherwise would involve a 
- violation of the Constitution. They of the North 
had neither the power nor the constitutional right 
to interfere with it. Ifthat institution were a bless- 
ing, let the South take all its blessedness to them- 
selves. If it were a curse, let the North be saved 
from its malign influences. Thatthe North might 
be redeemed from that curse, he called upon the 
Northern Representatives to come forward and 
say to slavery, ‘‘Thus far shalt thou go and no 
farther.” 

As to the right of the negroes of the Amistad 
to do what they did, he had no doubt. They 
were kidnapped from Africa, and had a right to 
defend themselves by all the laws of God and 
man : they had the right, too, to rise on their cap- 
tors, and hurl them into the deep, to achieve their 
own liberty, just as would the citizens of the 
North if they should be seized and carried to the 
Havana for a like purpose. The position of the 
parties (the Spaniards and negroes) was one of 
war; but when the negroes came on our shores, 
they were entitled to all the rights of hospitality 
from our.people. We had no right to interfere 
between them and their captors. ‘They were free 
‘men, and they had the rights of freemen. But 
we took from them their ship, and gave it to the 
Spanish claimants. This was wrong. If we were 
now called to give the negroes the value of the 
ship, he would vote for it. But he would only 
add, that he desired to send the case to a select 
committee, in order that we may have full reports 
on both sides of the question. 

The CHAIRMAN then rose to put the ques- 
tion, but said he did not feel at liberty to do so in 
the present condition of the commiitee. One of 
its standing rules was to this effect: ‘* Whenever 
‘the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
‘Union, or the Committee of the Whole House, 
‘ finds itself without a quorum, the chairman shall 
‘cause the roll of the House to be called, and 
‘ thereupon the committee shall rise, and the chair- 
‘man shall report the names of the absentees to 
‘the House, which shall be entered on the Jour- 
‘ nal.” There being now less than a quorum 
present, he directed the Clerk to call the roll. 

Mr. HUDSON inquired how it had been ascer- 
tained that there was no quorum present—there 
had been no count. 


pm 


| 
sub-treasury act, but everything else that belonged 
| 


The CHAIRMAN reiterated the terms of the 
rule, which he said were imperative. 
Mr. HUDSON said his question was, how this 


|| finding of the want of a quorum had been ascer- 
|| tained, as no vote had been taken. 


| The CHAIRMAN replied that there was evi- 


dently no quorum present; and as the question was 
| now to be taken on the amendment, it became the 


|| duty of the Chair to order the roll to be called. 


Mr. HUDSON said the Chair had no official 
knowledge of the want of a quorum until it had 
been ascértained by a count. 

| Mr. BOYD also asked how the want of a quo- 
| rum had been ascertained. He desired to know 
by what test the fact had been discovered. 


| The CHAIRMAN replied that his own eyes had 


| ascertained the fact, and in such circumstances the 
| rules made it the imperative duty of the Chair to 
| order the roll to be called. 

Mr. McKAY rose and said, while they had been 
discussing this matter, the pages had been to the 
Senate, and brought in a sufficient number of mem- 
bers to constitute a quorum. This, he was of opin- 
ion, was contrary to the spirit of the rule, and he 
hoped the Doorkeeper would avoid this in future, 
and that, on a recurrence of such a circumstance, 
the Chair would order the doors to be closed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, in excuipation of the Door- 
keeper, stated that the pages had acted under his 
directions. : 

There being a quorum now present, the ques- 
tion was taken on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, (Mr. Gippines,] which was deter- 
mined in the negative. | 

The question then recurred on the substitute of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Brop- 
HEAD. | ° 

Mr. VINTON desired to say a word or two in 
explanation of what had been spoken of by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. BropnueaD.] 
That gentleman had said that it had been the uni- 
versal rule heretofore to refer to the Committee of 
Ways and Means whatever concerned the finances 
and the revenues of the country. In that the gen- 
tleman was correct, and he would find that the first 
resolution proposed to make such a reference of 
all such matters—not only all that relates to the 


to the revenues of the country. 

But the gentleman from Pennsylvania said that 
that part of the President’s message which relates 
to the ‘* operation”? of the sub-treasury act should 
not be disposed of as was proposed by his (Mr. 
V.’s) resolutions. The President, in his message, 
explained, in the first place, the operation of the 
sub-treasury act and the provisions of law on the 


subject of the revenue. But the President said 


further, that the sub-treasury act had had a salu- 


tary influence on the country, and on the commerce 
of the country; and he takes great credit to himself 
for its beneficial influence on the commerce of the 
country in contradistinction to the revenues. 

[Here a message was received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, announcing that he had 
approved and signed the bill making appropria- 
tions for subsistence in kind, &c.] 

Mr. VINTON then resumed: ‘The President of 
the United States had thought it important to call 
the attention of the House and of the country to 
the influence the sub-treasury had had on the com- 
merce of the country; the Committee on Commerce 
then was surely the appropriate committee to have 
that part under investigation, for the influence of 
the sub-treasury on the commerce of the country 
did not strictly and appropriately belong to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. So far as it 
relates to the revenues of the country it does belong 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and no 

i further. If it had had such an influence as the 
President seemed to suppose on the commerce of 
the country, 1t was proper that the Committee on 
Commerce should act upon it. It was that com- 

| mittee’s appropriate province. 

| But the President does not stop there, for he 

| says that the tariff act of 1846 had had a beneficial 
| influence on the agriculture of the country. He 

' did not understand the gentleman from Pennsyl- 

| vania to object to the reference designed for that 
| part of the President’s message. It certainly was 
no part of the duty of the Committee of Ways and 

: Means to inquire into the operation of measures 

| on the agricultural interests of the country, except 
| so far as related to the raising of revenue. In his 


‘ resolutions, therefore, apportioning the President’s 


message, he had followed the topics in their order 
as touched upon by the President, and had made 
Ta a division as the subjects themselves suggest- 
ed. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania also objected 
to the raising of a select committee to whom shall 
be referred all that portion of the President’s mes- 
sage which relates to the manner in which the war 
shall be hereafter conducted, and the policy which 
was to be pursued. That portion of the Presi- 
dent’s message which relates to the commencement 
of hostilities, &c., the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia thought sheuld go to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. ` But the question was as to the manner 
in which the war shall hereafter be prosecuted, 
and the policy that shall be pursued; and every 
gentleman who reflected on that subject, would see 


‘that it was as much a domestic as a foreign ques- 


tion. The policy which had been marked out by 
the President of the United States, involved pro- 
posals to incorporate part, if not the whole of 
Mexico, into this Union, or that we should hold 
itas an indemnity for the expenses of the war. 
Here, then, were great questions, which, if car- 
ried out, would, in the end, have a vastly greater 
influence on our domestic institutions and our pros- 
perity than on Mexico herself. ' 

It 1s indeed possible, as is said in the message, 
that these great national movements may in their 
effects prove beneficial to Mexico; but, if such 
shall be the result, it will be attained, if at all, at 
a greatly dispropoftionate cost to the United States. 
I trust that a subject so great and so important as 
this, one of the greatest, certainly, that ever has 
been presented by any Executive to the American 
people, will be sent (where it ought to go) to a se- 
lect committee—a committee of gentlemen selected 
for this especial duty. The Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, as proposed in the resolutions of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, will have a broader 
scope for their consideration‘and action than ever 
was before given tdhny committee in this country. 

I do not, however, mean to discuss the subject; 
the time will not permit; but I will say this, that 
in reading the message, I was impressed with the 
conviction, and I do now solemnly believe, that in 
that state paper there are presented a greater num- 
ber of weighty and momentous questions—more 
new questions especially, on international law— 
than in any Executive message that has appeared 
within a quarter of a century past. 


Mr. McCLERNAND rose, and expressed a 
desire to address the committee on the subject be- 
fore it; but not feeling able at this moment, on 
account of the state of his health, he moved that 
the committee do now rise. | 
_ The motion prevailing, the committee rose ac- 
cordingly. © 

PETITIONS. 

Petitions were presented and disposed of as fol- 

lows, viz: 


By Mr. TRUMAN SMITH: Of officers of 
the army of the United States in Mexico, for a 
further provision by law for the support of the 
families of such officers and soldiers as fall in 
battle or die in the public service. Also, of officers 
of the United States army in Mexico, for an asy- 
lum in behaif of invalid soldiers. Aiso, of officers 
of the United States army in Mexico, for a retiring 
list of such officers as, by age, infirmity, or other - 
cause, become incompetent to discharge their field 
duties, and that their places be filled in a course 
of regular promotion. Also, of Mrs. F. P. Gard- 
ner for a pension, &c. 

The latter petition was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


In presenting the first three petitions, Mr. 
SMITH remarked that they were dated August 
Ist, and consequently before the army entered 
into the basin of Mexico, and before the several 
battles which ended in the capture of the city of 
Mexico. Many of the petitioners who had asked 
Congress to make provision for the families of 
those who should fall in battle, were well known 
to have already fallen since they signed the peti- 
tion. However much doubt he felt in relation to 
the justice of the war, or its origin, or the policy 
of sending our armjes into the heart of Mexico, 
he could never hesitate in his advocacy of a meas- 
ure of simple justice to those who had fallen in 
their country’s service. He moved that the me- 
morials be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. | 
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Mr. HOWELL COBB informed the gentleman 
that the memorial had already been printed, (by 
order of the Senate,) and laid upon their tables. 

The motion to print was then negatived, and the 
reference ordered. - 

Mr. SMITH also presented the petition of the 
widow of Abm. C. Fowler, praying a pension: 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHASE: Of L. P. Cheatham, for com- 
pensation for losses incurred in the removal of the 
Cherokee Indians: referred to the Committee of 

laims. 

By Mr. MOREHEAD: Of Alfred F. Jones, 
for an amendment of the patent law: referred to 
the'Committee on Patents. ! 

By Mr. KENNON: Of citizens of the State of 
Ohio, to place Henry Johnston of said State on the 
pension roll: referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. 

By Mr. TALLMADGE: Of Mr. R. L. Schieff- 
elin, for the settlement of claims relative to prop- 
erty lost in the war of 1812. 

y Mr. VAN DYKE: Of Robert Davidson, for 
confirmation of certain land titles. 

By Mr. N. EVANS: Of T. Campbell, for a pen- 
sion: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: Of 192 citizens of Richland 
county, Ohio, for a daily mail-route from Pitts- 
burg, Pennsylvania, to Mansfield, Ohio: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: Of L. G. Curtiss, editor 
of the- Cincinnati Commercial, in relation to the 
printing of the Cincinnati post office letter list: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN presented the pro- 
ceedings of ‘a great Democratic meeting, held in 
Philadelphia, December 18, to sustain the Admin- 
istration and the war.” 

Mr. BROWN said, as the proceedings had been 
extensively published and read, he would not ask 
to have them printed or read, but merely laid on 
the table of the House for its use; which motion 
was agreed to. 

By Mr. EMBREE: Of H. M. Leeds and oth- 
ers, of the counties of Vanderburgh and Posey, 
Indiana, for a mail-route from Evansville to Cyn- 
thiana, in Posey county: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS: Of G. T. Swann, S. R. 
Adams, and Charles Scott, relative to the con- 
struction of a railroad from Jackson to Brandon, 
Mississippi: referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

By Mr. TURNER: Of C. M. Dewey and 112 
others, for permission to C. M. Dewey to flow 
certain Government lands in the Winnebago 
Swamp, Illinois: referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Also, of the Legislature of Illinois, respecting 
Government lands: referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. W. R. W. COBB: Of Jonathan Tip- 
ton, fora revolutionary pension: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Of J. P. Montgomery and 
others, of Alabama, for a mail-route from We- 
tumpka to Medowee, Alabama: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. W. R. W. COBB: Of sundry persons, 
for a mail-route from Jasper to Springville, Ala- 
bama: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
-and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LEFFLER: Resolutions of an Towa 
City meeting, in favor of a railroad from the Mis- 
sissippi river to the Pacific: referretl to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 

Also, of the Iowa Legislature, for a grant of six 
sections of United States Government land to the 
Des Moines College, (Presbyterian,) lowa: refer- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. WM. THOMPSON: Of E. Drown 
and 172 others, of Iowa, for a change in mail-route 
No. 4,581, from Burlington to Fairfield: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, of William Eaton and 13 others, of Iowa, 
for an extension of the act of July 27, 1842, in 
relation to bounty lands for military services: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: Memorial of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of Wisconsin, praying for the con- 


struction of a road from the Falls of St. Croix to 
La Pointe, on Lake Superior, heretofore presented 
March 31, 1845: referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. Like memorial for a road from 
Prairie du Chien to La Pointe, heretofore present- 
ed April 7, 1846. Petition of citizens of Wiscon- 
sin, for appropriation for same object, heretofore 
presented March 9, 1846: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. LINCOLN: Of James Semple and 
others, against the petition of the city of Alton, Illi- 
nois, praying a relinquishment of certain lands 
therein described : referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


By Mr. CLINGMAN: Of numerous families 
| of the Cherokee nation, for remuneration on ac- 


count of alleged breaches of faith upon the part of 
the United States agents commissioned to make ar- 
rangements respecting lands given to the Cherokee 
nation: referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. , 

TEXAS VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. KAUFMAN gave notice that on to-mor- 
row, or some subsequent day, he shall introduce a 
joint resolution providing for the payment of the 
regiment of Texas volunteers called into the ser- 
vice by Colonel Curtis, commanding officer at Ca- 
margo. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. THOMAS BUTLER KING, from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a bill ma- 
king an appropriation of $150,000, to be applied 
towards the construction of a dry dock in the 
harbor of New York. Read and committed. 

Mr. STANTON, from thé same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Catha- 
rine Clark, widow of Joseph Clark. Laid on the 
table. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Edward Quinn. Read 
and committed. 


Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, reported a bill to provide 
for the ascertainment and satisfaction of claims of 
American citizens for spoliations committed by 
the French prior to the 31st of July, 1801. Read 
and committed. 

Mr. COCKE, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, made an adverse report on the 
petition of Mary Patton. Laid on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
making further provision for surviving widows of 
the soldiers of the Revolution. 

Mr. C. said he hoped the House would allow 
the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

After some remarks by Mr. SIMS, who moved 
the commitment of the bill, and by Mr. JONES, 
of Tennessee, in opposition to the motion to com- 
mit and in favor of the bill, the question on com- 
mitting the bill was disagreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 


Mr. STRONG, from the Committee on Revolu- 

tionary Pensions, made adverse reports on the 
etitions of Catharine Abel, Sarah Nixon, and 
unice Goodell. Laid on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
for ae relief of Elizabeth Clapper. Read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, of New York, from the 
same committee, made adverse reports on the pe- 
titions of Alexander Wallace and Mary Corwin. 
Laid on the table. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported bills for the benefit of Harriet 
Barney, widow of Joshua Barney; for the relief 
of Anthony Walton Bayard; and for the relief of 
George Newton; which several bills were read 
and committed. 

Mr. VENABLE, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Russell Goss. Read 
and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, made adverse 
reports on the petitions of Joseph Coberly and 
Peter Coville. Laid on the table. 

Mr. FARRELLY, from the Committee on 
Patents, reported bills to provide for additional 
examiners at the Patent Office; for the relief of 
Captain Henry M. Shreve; and for the relief of 
Calvin Emmons; all of which were read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the same committee, re- 
ported bills for the relief of John J. Adams, and 


for the relief of E. Goodrich Smith; which bills 
were read and committed. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the 
relief of David Myerle. Read and committed. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, reported the following resolu- - 
tion: 

Resolved, That the allowance to each member of the 
House for stationery and other articles charged to them hy 
the postmaster, be limited tothe sum of thirty-five dollars 
for the long, and twenty-five dollars for the short, session of 
each Congress. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


_ The committees having been called through for 
reports— 

The SPEAKER annouced that the next subject 
in order was the unfinished business, viz : resolu- 
tions lying over under the rule. 

The resolution moved by Mr. McKay several 
days since, authorizing the printing of 10,000 extra 
copies of the report on commerce and navigation, 
was taken up and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

The resolution moved by Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, 
on the 18th December last, directing ‘‘ that 1,000 
copies of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
upon the coast survey be printed for the use of the 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey,” was taken 
up and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The resolution moved by Mr. Bropueap, on the 
20th of December last, ‘‘ that the usual number of 
copies of a bill relating to postage on newspapers 
be printed for the use of the House,” was taken 
up and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

RELATING TO THE WAR. 

The resolution moved by Mr. Gocern several 
days since was next taken up, viz: 

Resolved, ‘That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House any instructions 
which may have been given to any of the officers of the 
army or navy of the United States, or other persons, in re- 
gard to the return of President General Antonio Lopez de 
Santa Anna, or any other Mexican, to the Republic of Mex- 
ico, prior or subsequent to the order of the President or 
Secretary of War, issued in January, 1846, for the march of 
the army from the Nueces river, across the ‘stupendous de- 
serts”? which intervene, to the Rio Grande; that the date of 
all such instructiens, orders, and correspondence, be set 
forth, together with the instructions and orders issued to 
Mr. Slidell at any time prior or subsequent to his departure 
for Mexico as Minister Pienipotentiary of the United States 
to that Republic. 

Mr. McLANE proposed, before the question 
was put, to give areason why hè was opposed to the 
adoption of the original resolution. The informa- 
tion called for was already on record, within the 
reach of every member of this House. Docu- 
ments had been printed giving all the instructions 
furnished to Mr. Slidell, together with despatches 
from General Taylor, by which General Taylor 
advised the President to send him to the Rio 
Grande. ‘These despatches furnished advice not 
only on military, but on political grounds, and they 
presented General Taylor not only as an accom- 
plished military chieftain, but as a statesman and 
a patriot, ready to support the Government under 
which he served as a commissioned officer. They 
presented him in the light of a public servant ca- 
pable of going beyond the scope of military duty: 
they showed that he thoroughly understood, and 
was acquainted with, the political considerations 
involved in the movement in which he was en- 
gaged; that he understood the Rio Grande to be 
the boundary which the annexation of Texas had 
forced between us and Mexico; and he therefore 
induced the President to send him to the Rio 
Grande as a political movement. Mr. McL. was 
understood to say, that ample information was 
contained respecting Mr. Slidell’s instructions and 
General Taylor’s despatches in the document to 
which he referred: it contained all the correspond- 
ence connected with Mr. Slidell’s mission, and 
therefore he should vote against reprinting and re- 
publishing the document. 

Mr. McL. moved to amend the resolution of 
Mr. Botts, by adding thereto the following : 

« Provided, That the same documents have not already 
been printed and laid before the House.”? 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, explained that the 
information sought to be obtained ny this resolu- 
tion, and the document to which his colleague 
referred, were very distinct and different in their 
character. 

Mr. ASHMUN presumed the gentleman from 
Maryland had no desire to mislead and misinform 
the House as to the document in question. The 
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character of that gentleman forbade such a suppo- 
sition. And yet the positive assertion that, by the 
last Congress, a call was made on, and fully an- 
swered by the Executive, giving all the informa- 
tion which this resolution called for, astonished 
him, (Mr. A.,) who was a member of that Con- 
gress. During the last Congress, a resolution was 
offered by a gentleman from Mississippi calling 
for the correspondence of General Taylor, and he 
(Mr. A.) had the honor of offering an amendment 
similar to this resolution, for the purpose of ob- 
taining all instructions and despatches in connec- 
tion with the return of Santa Anna, on which the 
yeas and nays were taken; but, instead of the 
gentlemen on the other side consenting to the call, 
he held in his hand a book which showed that 
they voted against it, and it did not pass. 
- Mr. McLANE rose to explain. Having had 
an opportunity again to hear the resolution read, 
he was understood to say that he had mistaken its 
object. He was now ready to vote for the call 
proposed. 

Mr. ASHMUN was sure the gentleman from 
Maryland was laboring under a misapprehension 
when he made the assertion he had now with- 
drawn. He (Mr. A.) was about to read a call 
for General Taylor’s correspondence to show him 
the error which he had now so frankly acknowl- 
edged. There was no call for these papers. It 
was attempted, but it was refused by the political 
friends of the gentleman from Maryland. The 
instructions to Mr. Slidell never had been furnish- 
ed, though he believed there was a call of the Sen- 
ate for the correspondence between Mr. Slidell and 
Mr. Buchanan. The President’s war message 
contained papers on that subject; but Mr. Slidell’s 
instructions had never been furnished, nor did an 
one know under what instructions Mr. Slidell 
went to Mexico. This resolution called for com- 
munications between President Polk and Santa 
Anna, to which he now understood the gentleman 
from Maryland withdrew his objections. 

Mr. BAYLY said he desired to offer an amend- 
ment to the resolutions. 

The CHAIR reminded the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia that there was one amendment already pend- 
ing, offered by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
McLane. ] 

Mr. BAYLY thought it had been withdrawn, 
but was informed that it had not. He then ob- 
served that the resolutions ought to be amended. 
All he wished was; that the usual qualification 
should be appended which had always accompa- 
nied, important calls for information in relation to 
our foreign affairs, viz: if compliance with the call 
should not be incompatible with the public inter- 
est. The resolution, as it stood, was exceedingly 
broad; it embraced all orders given to officers, 
whether of the army or navy, touching the return 
of every person who had been admitted into Mex- 
ico, not only Santa Anna, but every other person. 
It surely could not be proper, in the present pos- 
ture of our affairs, to insist on such a call in an 
unqualified form. He asked, therefore, that the 
gualification which had been usual in all similar 
calls from the foundation of the Government should 
be appended to this one, viz: ‘if not incompatible 
with the public interest. ”’ 

Mr. GOGGIN said, that as he had had the honor 
to present the resolution, and the gentleman on the 
other side had avowed his readiness to vote for it, 
he would move the previous question. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired to 
propose an amendment, which he hoped would be 
accepted as a modification, and which he wished 
read for information. 

It was read, and was substantially as follows: 
“ that the President also communicate any orders, if 
any were given, in relation to the return of Paredes 
to Mexico.” 

. Mr. GOGGIN said he was perfectly willing to 
accept this as a modification of his resolution; and, 
having done so, he renewed his call for the previ- 
ous question. 

Mr. BAYLY said that if the motion for the pre- 
vious question should prevail, he would be de- 
gia of the opportunity to move the modification 

e had indicated—a modification which had never, 
as he recollected, been refused. 

Mr. GOGGIN said that the acceptance of such 
a modification would, in his judgment, be equiva- 
lent to giving up the resolution entirely. 

The question being on seconding the call for the 
previous question, it was decided by yeas and nays 


as follows: Ayes 98, noes not counted. So the 
call was seconded. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved to adjourn. Lost.. 

The question then being, Shall the main ques- 
tion be now put? 

The yeas and nays were demanded and ordered; 
and, being taken, resulted as follows: Yeas 108, 
nays 65. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, then moved to 
lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, inquired of the Chair 
if the morning hour devoted to the consideration 
of resolutions had not expired? 5 

aoe SPEAKER said it had; and read the 27th 
rule. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved that the House 
proceed to the orders of the day. 

Mr. HAMMONS moved that the House ad- 
journ. Disagreed to. 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired of the Chair, if the 
House refused to proceed to the orders of the day, 
whether the resolution would not still remain be- 
fore the House. 

The SPEAKER answered in the affirmative. 

The question to proceed to the orders of the day 
was then put, and disagreed to. 

And the question on Mr. Hovusron’s motion to 
lay the resolution on the table was also disagreed 
to. 

After some suggestions, inquiries, and conver- 
sation between the SPEAKER and various members, 
which, amid the confusion, escaped the ear of the 
reporter— 

The SPEAKER observed that some doubt had 
been expressed as, to whether the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McLane] had been withdrawn. 

Mr. McLANE said that he had not withdrawn 
the amendment; and, as it had not yet been acted 
upon, he believed it was his right still to modify it. 
He would therefore modify it by adding the usual 
qualification, ‘if, in his opinion, it shall not be in- 
compatible with the public interest.”’ 

Some confusion here took place, several gen- 
tlemen rising at once and insisting that the gentle- 
man from Maryland had no right to make the 
modification after the previous question had been 
ordered. 

The CHAIR decided that every member had a 
right to withdraw or modify any amendment he 
might have offered previous to any independent 
action of the House on such amendment. 

oe this decision Mr. TOOMBS took an ap- 

eal. 
j The question of order was debated at some 
length, and the question being on sustaining the 
decision of the Chair— 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved that the House ad- 
journ. Disagreed to. 

The question on the appeal was then put, to wit: 
“ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the House?”’ 

lt was decided in the negative by yeas and nays: 
Yeas 52, nays 115. 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed. 

Mr. McLANE then withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. WICK moved that the House adjourn. 
Disagreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY asked to be excused from voting 
on the question on agreeing to the resolution, 
which motion he withdrew before a decision on 
the subject was had. 

The question was then put on agreeing to the 
resolution, and it was decided by yeas and nays In 
the affirmative: Yeas 145, nays 15, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Green 
Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, Beale, Bedinger, Belcher, 
Bingham, Blanchard, Botts, Bowdon, Boydon, Brady, 
Buckner, Burt, Butler, Cabell, Canby, Cathcart, Chapman, 
Beverly L. Clark, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, 
Cranston, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dickinson, Dixon, Don- 
nell, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunu, Eckert, 
Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Faran, 
Farrelly,Featherston, Ficklin, Fisher,Freedley, French, Ful- 
ton, Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Green, Gregory, 
Grinnell, Hale, Willard P. Hall, N. K. Hall, Moses Hampton, 
Harris, Haskell, Henley, Henry, Hil.iard, John W. Houston, 
Hubbard, Hudson, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. In- 
gersoll, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, John W. Jones, 
Kellogg, T. B. King, Daniel P. King, Lahm, Wm. T. Law- 
rence, Leffler, Ligon, Lincoln, Lord, Lumpkin, McClelland, 
Mcllvaine, McKay, McLane, Mann, Marsh, Marvin, More- 
head, Morris, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Outlaw, Pendle- 
ton, Peyton, Pheips, Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, Robinson, 
Rockhill, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Roman, 
Root, Rumsey, Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, Simpson, Sims, 
Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stanton, 
Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, Strohm, 
Strong, Silvester, Tallmadge, Thibodeaux, Taylor, Thomas, 
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Tompkins, Richayd W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, 
William Thompson, Thurston, Toombs, Turner, Van Dyke, 
Venable, Vinton, Warren, Wilson, and Woodward—145. 

NAYS—Messrs. Boyd, Brodhead, Charles Brown, How- 
ell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Hammons, Hilt, 
George S. Houston, Jamieson, Kaufman, Kennon, Miller, 
Richey, and Sawyer—15. 


So the resolution was agreed to; 
And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred : 


By Mr. ABBOTT: The petition of James Burns, ef New- 
buryport, in the State of Massachusetts, praying for pecuni- 
ary aid, im consideration of wounds received while on board - 
a frigate Constitution, in her conflict with a French ship 
of war. i 

By Mr. MEADE: The petition of Nathaniel Harrison, 
praying for a pension. 

By Mr. JOLLNSON, of New Hampshire: The petition of 
Jared W. Williams und others, for an increase of inspectors 
of the customs. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of John Jennings and - 
ee citizens of Trumbull county, praying for peace with 

exico. 

By Mr. ECKERT: A petition of citizens of Schuylkil 
county, praying for the repeal of so much of the post office 
laws as prohibit newspapers from being carried to all post 
Offices within the counties in which they are published. 

By Mr. JOHNSON. of Tennessee: The memorial of 
Lewis Roberts, praying Congress to grant him pay for ser- 
e rendered during the last war with Great Britain as. ar- 
tificer. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petitions of S. Benedict and 26 
others; of the Green Plain Quarterly Meeting of Friends ; 
of J. M. Newcomb and 20 others; of D. A. Gould and 21 
others, all citizens of Ohio, against the Mexican war. Also, 
of Joseph A. Dougdale and 39 others, citizens of Ohio; of 
Charles G. Adains and 26 other citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying Congress to take measures to separate the Federal 
Government from the support of slavery. 

By. Mr. TWEEDY: ‘The petition in behalf of Thomas 
A. Boyd and others, legal representatives of Colonel George 
Boyd, deceased, late sub Indian agent at Green Bay, Wis- 
consin, praying for the just settlement of his accounts. 
Also, the petition of citizens of Racine, for a road from that 
place to the seat of government of Wisconsin; and another 
petition for an appropriation for a road from that place to 
Jonesville, heretofore presented, January 22d, 1846; and 
three other petitions froin eitrzens of Racine, Burlington, 
and Delavan, for an appropriation for roads from Racine to 
Beloit, heretofore presented March, 1845. Also, the petition 
of citizens of Wisconsin, for an appropriation on the road 
from Milwaukie to Green Bay, heretofore presented January 
6th, 1816; another for the same object, presented January 
Sth, 1846. Also, the petition of citizens of Brown und other 
counties, for same object, heretofore presented January 22th, 
1848. Also, the petition of citizens of Milwaukie, for appro- 
priations on certain roads, heretofore presented January 
Bth, 1845. Also, nine petitions of citizens of Wisconsin, 
for an appropriation for a road from Milwaukie to Fond du 
Lac, heretotore presented January 20th and 3lst, 1846. 
Also, the memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Wiscon- 
sin, praying for the construction of a road from the Falls of 
St. Croix to La Pointe, on Lake Superior, heretofore pre- 
sented March 3lst, 1845. Also, alike memorial for a road 
from Prairie du Chien*to La Pointe, heretofore presented 
April 7, 1¢46. Also, the petition of citizens of Wisconsin 
for an appropriation for the same object, heretofore presente 
March 9, 1846. . ; 

By Mr. S. D. HUBBARD: The petition of the inhabitants 
of Derby, in the State of Conneeticut, asking an appropria- 
tion for the improvement ofthe harbor. 

By Mr. N. K. HALL: The petition of Bersheba McDan- 
iel, arevolutionary pensioner, praying for a continuance of 
her pension. Also, the petition of Dolly Tracy, widow of 
Solomon Traey, a soldier of the Revolution, praying for a 

ension. 
By Mr. DUER: The petition of citizens of the United 
States residing on the northern lakes and river St. Law- 
rence, praying an allowance of a drawback of the duty paid 
on Canadian wheat, upon its exportation after haying been 
manufactured into flour in this country. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of H. Kitheffer and 
other citizens of Summit and Medina counties, Ohio, fora 
tri-weekly mail-route from Hudson to Brunswick, in Medina 
county. 

Mr.D UNCAN, of Ohio, moved that the memorial of John 
Ambrozine, praying to surrender the bounty land tohim pat- 
ented, be taken from the files of the House and referred to ~ 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 
a number of citizens of Hunterdon county, Pennsylvania, 
for the equalization of the rates of postage. 

By Mr. ROCKHILL : The petition of Lemuel Robinett, 
praying an extension of his pension, on account of his disa- 
bility resulting from wounds and injuries received during the 
war of 1812, while in the service of the United States. 

By Mr. STROHM: A memorial of the Caln Quarterly 
Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends, in Lancaster 
county, Pennsylvania, praying Congress to adopt measures 
for the immediate extinction of slavery and the abolition of 
the slave-trade in the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tories of the United States; and also to abolish the slave- 
trade between the States. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The petition of Waldo and Fisher, and 
69 others, citizens of Lowell, Massachusetts, protesting 
against any alteration in the act of Congress passed July 4, 
1836, depriving defendants of any rights they now enjoy. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
asking Congress to pass a law that all regular newspapers 
may be carried in the United States maiis free of postage 
within the county where printed, and to any distance not 
over thirty miles out of the county where printed. Also, the 
petition of Isaac Porter, asking Congress to redeem $276 of 
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Continental money, according to the resolutions of Congress 
under which the same was issued; said money having been 
received by petitioner’s father for medical services rendered 
during the war of the Revolution. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.” 


Wepnespay, January 5, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. Jonn P. Gaines, à Representative from the 
State of Kentucky, appeared this day, was sworn 
to support the Constitution of the United States, 
and took his seat in the House. 

MR. SLIDELL’S INSTRUCTIONS, ETC. 

Mr. VENABLE rose to a privileged question. 
He moved the reconsideration of the vote.of yes- 
terday on the resolution of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Gogern,] calling on the President 
of the United States for information. He had 
voted for the resolution under the operation of the 
previous question, by which all amendments were 
excluded. His purpose at present was to move a 
reconsideration, with a view to insert, after the re- 
quest for information, the words, ‘‘ if, in the judg- 
ment of the President, it be not inconsistent with 
the public interest.” The high and gentlemanly 
courtesy which has at all times been observed by 
the different departments of this Government to- 
wards each other seems to have been overlooked 
in this instance; and he felt it due to himself, as 
well as to this House, to make continual claim in 
favor of so desirable a manner of intercourse. It 
was certainly true that the amenities and courte- 
sies of life, if not a constituent part, were very 
ornamental attendants upon moral excellence. 
The manner of demand could in no way control 
the action of the President. It was the false po- 
sition occupied by this House in relation to the 

roprieties of intercourse with the Executive which 
he wished to remedy. He believed that he spoke 
for all the friends of the Administration in this 
House, when he said that all desire the informa- 
tion called for to be communicated; but none, he 
trusted, were satisfied to depart from the respect- 
ful and courteous mode of communication which 
he believed had at all former times been practised, 
and to which this resolution presented a solitary 
exception. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table; which motion was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 107, nays 87. 

Mr. SAWYER rose to a privileged question. 
He moved (he said) a reconsideration of the vote 
by which the resolution of Mr. Asnmun was 
adopted, instructing the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of the repeal of all laws which made it crim- 
inal for individuals or companies to carry mail 
matter out of the mail. There was more in the 
resolution, he thought, than met the eye. 

After some conversation between Mr. SAWYER 
and the Speaker, the motion was ruled out of 
order, because it appeared that the resolution had 
not been adopted. Š 

Mr. S. then said, he should take some ocasion 
to express his views on this subject. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
. lowing communication from the President of the 
United States, viz : 


W AsHINGTON, January 4, 1848. 


Tothe House of Representatives of the United States: 

I communicate herewith a report of the Secre- 
tary of War, with accompanying documents, being 
in addition to a report made on the 27th of Febru- 
ary, 1847, in answer to a resolution of the House 
of Representatives of the Ist of that month, re- 
questing the President te communicate to the 

ouse of Representatives all the correspondence 
with General Taylor since the commencement of 
hostilities with Mexico, which has not yet been 
porai and the publication of which may not 

e deemed detrimental to the public service ; also, 
the correspondence of the Quartermaster General 
in relation to transportation for General Taylor’s 
army; also, the reports of Brigadier Generals Ha- 
mer and Quitman of the operations of their respect- 
ive brigades on the 21st of September, 1846. 
, | JAMES K. POLK. 


Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. | 


* For greater convenience and despatch in the publication 
of this work, hereafter the proceedings of the House or 
Senate will be first inserted, as they may be received by us. 


The SPEAKER also presented a communica- 


tion from the Secretary of War transmitting a 
report of the Commissioner of Pensions, with a 
list of pension claims rejected during the past year; 
and a communication from the Treasurer of the 
United States, transmitting copies of accounts of 
receipts and disbursements for the Post Office 
Department for the year ending June 30, 1847. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
report from the Regents of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, showing the operations, expenditures, and 
condition of that Institution for the past year. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, moved to lay 
the report on the table, and that it be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessce, called for a divi- 
sion of the question, so as to take the question sep- 
arately on each branch of the motion. 

The question was divided accordingly, and the 
report was ordered to be laid on the table. The 
question then recurring on the motion to print— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, opposed the 
printing at present. The House saw, in the pro- 
position to print this cumbrous document, a begin- 
ning of what had been anticipated by some who 
were opposed to this institution. Here was a long 
report, accompanied by many documents, and this 
House was called upon to print them; and he ex- 
pected they would have a proposition soon to print 
an extra number. It was true the law establish- 
ing this institution provides that the Regents should 
make a report to the House; but before this report 
was printed, before an order to print was made, 
the committee on the Smithsonian Institution 
ought to be established, and ought to report to the 
House the propriety of having this report and the 
acconipanying documents printed. 

Perhaps it might be considered by some, as he 
from the beginning had opposed this institution, 
that he had some personal dislike to those connect- 
ed with it, or that he was operated upon from some 
other unworthy consideration, that produced his 
opposition to it. He availed himself of this occa- 
sion to disavow anything of this kind. He want- 
ed this committee established; he wanted every 
thing connected with this institution referred to 
this committee. Let that committee report the 
result of their investigation to this House. 

But while he was upon the floor, there were 
some other things to which he would advert, for it 
was very difficult for him to get the floor here on 
any given subject. He had had the honor of making 
afew remarks the other day upon the resolution 
providing for the establishment of a committee 
upon the Smithsonian Institution; but before he had 
concluded his remarks the House adjourned, and 
the resolution had laid over from that day. The 
whole thing was left in the fog, and no one could 
tell when it would be reached again. 

He had no personal hostility to this institution. 
He appreciated and approved the design of the 
donor. He thought the motives and intentions of 
Mr. Smithson were good; but this thing had re- 
ceived an improper direction, and was already be- 
ginning, as he had remarked, to result in a large 
annual expenditure to this Government, and Con- 
gress were called upon to appropriate sum after 
sum for printing and for other expenses in getting 
up this institution, which was to result in no good 
to the Government or the country. What good 


‘could result from this institution, with its peculiar 


organization? Why, it would have been much 
better, and would no doubt have fulfilled the good 
intentions and motives of the man’s heart, had he 
bequeathed this sum to the United States to be ex- 
pended in erecting school houses of some descrip- 
tion in this District, and in the districts through- 
out the country, in which the common children of 
the country could be educated. It would have 
been diffusing knowledge among men more profit- 
ably, more in accordance with the design of the 
donor. But what good has this institution doné, 
as now organized ? 

Mr. BOTTS here rose to a question of order; 
and called for the special order of the day, viz: the 
joint resolution concerning the transportation of 
the mail from Washington south, which had been 
made the special order for this day, at one o’clock. 


THE GREAT SOUTHERN MAIL. 

The House then resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole, (Mr. Smiru, of Indiana, in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
said special order. 
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The joint resolution was read as follows: 


Resolved hy the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
Postmaster General he, and heis hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to make engagements with the Richmond, Freder- 
icksburg, and Potomac Railroad and Steamboat Company, 
for the transportation of the great northern and southern 
mail between the city of Washington and the city of Rich- 
mond ; and that he yay for said transportation the highest 
price now paid by the Post Office Department for transport- 
ing the mail once per day on any other railroad and steam- 
boat route in the United States, and no more; end that the 
said Postmaster General be authorized to allow to the con- 
tractors, under the recent arrangement, sueh an equivalent 
as, in his judgment, shall be fair and equitable for the routes 
hereby dispensed with. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
the resolution, by striking out all after the word 
‘‘more,’’ in the }lth line, and inserting— 

“ Provided, That in making such contract or engagement 
with the Postmaster General, the said Richmond, Freder- — 
icksburg, and Potomac Railroad and-Steamboat Company 
shall agree and engage with the Postmaster General to pay 
to the Post Office Department such amountor sum of money 
as, in his judgment, shall be a fair and equitable equivalent 
to the contractors for transporting the mail from Baltimore 
to Petersburg. and Richmond on the bay line, and to the con- 
tractors from Washington to Richmond under the recent 
arrangement, as will indemnify said contractors by reason 
of eye aieeontmuance of the said routes hereby dispensed 
with. 


Mr. BOT TS proceeded to address the committee. 
He said, if he could approach the consideration of 
this question without hagine to encounter precon- 
ceived impressions, based, as he believed, upon a 
misapprehension of the merits of the question, he 
should enter upon it with no doubt at all as to the 
result to which this committee and this House 
would come. But he was aware that he had the 
very difficult task to perform of first removing erro- 
neous impressions, and then of substituting other 
impressions in their stead. As he said a few days 
ago, it was not to be wondered at that gentlemen 
on the other side of the House should have adopt- 
influenced, when they were gui only by the 
reports, letters, and documents emanating from the 
Post Office Department on this subject: An at- 
tempt had been made through some of the public 
prints to give to this question a party and a politi- 
cal character; and it had been said that this was an 
attempt—on his (Mr. B.’s) part he presumed, and 
not on the part of the committee by which this 
subject had been reported upon—to attack the Ad- 
ministration through the Post Office Department. 
Now, he was particularly desirous to disabuse the 
minds of’the members of this House on that sub- 
ject. When he wanted to attack this Administra- 
tion he should march in a more direct line than 
that which the Post Office Department sometimes 
pursued.. He should not imitate the example of 
the worthy Postmaster General, and take so circuit- 
ous a route to accomplish his purpose. But no, 
he had no political object to accomplish. He had 
neither personal nor political considerations influ- 
encing his course on this question. And why 
should there be? This was a contest between two 
companies, in each of which he had both personal 
and political friends—men that he would» be as 
willing and anxious to serve—men whom it was 
his duty to serve, as much of one company as the 
other. But he had no such motives influencing 
him on this question. He had looked alone at his 
duty to the people—not only of that district, but of 
a very large portion of the entire country; and he 
must be permitted to say, that in his examination 
of this subject he had endeavored to bring to it as 
much impartiality as it was possible todo. This, 
he might add, was one of the very few questions 
that he had ever known brought before this 
House for its consideration to which there were 
not two sides. To this question it appeared to 
him there was but one side. The truth of the 
matter was precisely this: The great difficulty 
under which the country is laboring, from New 
Orleans to Maine, was the result of a personal 
difference—a personal squabbie between the Past- 
master General and the President of a railroad com- 
pany; and he would not undertake to say which 
of the two gentlemen had proved himself the more 
obstinate of the two. He meant to make no alle- 

ation or charge against the head of the Post Office 

epartment. He believed that gentleman, in his 
construction of the law, was honest and sincere; 
but he believed the differences had degenerated into 
personal pride and obstinacy; and unless these 
personal difficulties could be settled, the country. 
was asked to submit to this intolerable grievance - 


| ed the sentiments by which they opet to be 
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for three years and a half, to accommodate the 
obstinacy of these parties. He said this, because, 
in a conversation which he had had with the Post- 
‘master General some time ago, that gentleman 
frankly admitted, that if this was an original ques- 
tion, he would put the construction upon it that he 
(Mr. B.) gave to it. It was’said that a different 
construction had been put on the law by some of 
the Postmaster General’s predecessors, and it was 
therefore supposed that Congress had legislated on 
it. Permit him, however, to say, that from the 
time of the construction of the railroad to Rich- 
mond from Aquia creek, the great southern and 
northern mail had been transported on that road 
until within the last few weeks. That line was 
direct and certain. The performance of the service 
undertaken by that company had*been of such a 
character, as was shown by the correspondence 
between the railroad company and the Post Office 
Department, as to give entire satisfaction to the 
depirtment. The company had never been sub- 
jected to a fine for the loss of a mail in a single 
instance. That fact was stated by the company, 
and it had not been denied. They had had the 
mails carried, not merely from this city to Rich- 
mond, but the mail of ‘the North had been carried 
through to Richmond and Petersburg in eight or 
nine hours every day, with certainty and despatch. 
But now what was the state of things? Why, the 
mail starts from Richmond, goes down the James 
river one hundred and fifty or one hundred and 
sixty miles, it comes up the Chesapeake bay two 
hundred miles to Baltimore, and it then came back 
a distance of forty miles to Washington, before 
they could obtain their letters. How many lost 
mails there had been since this arrangement had 


been entered into, he could not undertake to say. 


Other members on this floor had as much informa- 
tion on this subject as he had, for many of them 
received more mail matter than he did. Of one 
thing those gentlemen would bear witness, that 
sometimes there were two, three, four, and even 
five mails due at one time; and was thisa grievance 
that ought to be remedied or not? If the law does 
not authorize the Postmaster General to contract 
for carrying this mail by this direct and certain 
route, he ought to be empowered to do it by Con- 

ress. But no legislation was needed in his (Mr. 

.*8) judgment to authorize the Postmaster General 
to do this. The authority already exists, and all 
he should ask of the House was, that it should 
require the Postmaster General to execute the law 
as it stands on the statute book. He supposed all 
the House could require at his hands was, that he 
should show that the Postmaster General was au- 
thorized to contract with this company; and, in 
the second-place, that, being so authorized, it was 
proper he should exercise his authority. If he es- 
tablished these two points, he presumed he should 
have established sufficient to settle the judgment of 
the House. But he would go beyond that point, 
and he would show that the law not only autho- 
rized the Postmaster General to make this con- 


tract, but, according to both the letter and the spirit 


of the statute, by a very fair interpretation, the 
Postmaster General was actually required to do it, 
and he violates the law if he does not do it. Now, 
what isthe law? By an actapproved January 25, 
1839, it was enacted— 


é That the Postmaster General shall not, by virtue of the 
authority vested in him by the second section of the act en- 
titled * An act to establish certain post-routes and discon- 
tinue others,’ approved 7th July, 1838, allow more than three 
hundred dollars per mile per annum to any railroad com- 
pany in the United States for the conveyance of one or more 
daily mails upon their road.”? 


-Thus far, then, it seemed that the Postmaster 
General was authorized to allow three hundred 
dollars per mile per annum for the conveyance of 
one or more daily mails. He had so much dis- 
cretion allowed to him, but he was not to allow 
more than three hundred dollars per mile. There 
was, however, a proviso, which he would read to 
the House. It was as follows: 

6‘ Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall be 
construed so as in any way to remove or impair the Jimita- 
tions upon the power of the Postmaster General imposed by 
that section.” 

This proviso, then, does nothing more than con- 
tinue in force the second section, which he would 
now read: 


s Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That each and every 
railroad within the limits of the United States which now 
is or hereafter may be completed, shall be a post-ruute, and 
the Postmaster General shall cause the mail to be transport- 
ed thereon: Provided, He can have it done on reasonable 


terms, and not pay therefor, in any instance, more than 
twenty-five per centum over and above what similar trans- 
portation would cost in post coaches.” 


Now, put these two sections together, and to 
what do they amount? That the Postmaster Gen- 
eral is authorized to contract with this company 
for the transportation of the mail, provided he does 
not pay more than 25 per cent. more than the same 
transportation can be done for by post-coaches, 
and that he does not pay more than $300 per mile 
perannum. Well, but the Postmaster General told 
them, in his report, that he has offered the maxi- 
mum compensation allowed by law, viz: $237 50 
per mile per annum. But-was there anything 
found in the law of such a sum as $237 50? No; 
but they found the maximum mentioned, and that 
was $300. How, then, did they suppose, did the 
Postmaster General arrive at this maximum of 
$237 50? The whole difficulty grew out of the 
words *‘ similar transportation,” and it was for the 
committee to determine what ‘* similar transporta- 
tion” means. Brought up, as he was, a very plain 
man, he looked altogether at facts, and not ab- 
stractions, that he might arrjve at practical results, 
and endeavor to give a true construction to what 
was presented to him to decide upon, without ex- 
ercising any extraordinary ingenuity to come at 
wrong conclusions. To him it appeared that the 
words ‘similar transportation’? meant this and 
nothing more—the transportation of the same mail. 
Well, over and above the amount for which the 
same mail could be transported by post-coaches, 
the Postmaster General was authorized to pay the 
railroad company 25 per cent. Was not that a 
reasonable‘construction? If it did not mean that, 
what did it mean? The letter and spirit of the 
law authorized the Postmaster General to pay 25 
per cent. more than would be required to transport 
the same mail by post-coaches, for the greater cer- 
tainty and despatch of railroad transportation. 
Such, however, was not the construction of the 
Postmaster General. 

instead of ascertaining what it would cost to 
transport that particular mail in post-coaches over 
that road, which was the very worst—he knew it, 


because he was born almost in the centre of the 


route, between this point and the town of Freder- 
icksburg; every gentleman who had travelled over it 
also knew that it was tle worst road in the United 
States—instead, he repeated, of ascertaining what 
it would cost to carry the mail over that route in 

ost-coaches—not only the worst road, but the 
largest mail in the United States—the Postmaster 
General goes to the national road, to the great 
Cumberland road, the very best in the United 
States, and ascertained that the mail was carried 
over that road for about one hundred and ninety 
dollars per mile, to which he adds twenty-five per 
cent. The Postmaster General reduced moun- 
tains to a plain, and quagmires to a national turn- 
pike, and made no difference between them. On 
such premises he had based his calculation, and 
offered a sum which he conceived was a fair aver- 
age. No matter what might be their condition, 
they had all to adapt themselves to the Postmaster 
General’s Procrustean bed; for he would allow no 
more than twenty-five per cent. over and above 
the sum that was paid on the great national road. 
In this; he believed, the Postmaster General was 
in error. To him it was clear that, so long as the 
Postmaster General could obtain this service over 
this route at twenty-five per cent. increase on the 
amount required for such service in post-coaches, 
if that amount did not exceed $300 per mile per 
annum, he was bound to continue the contract 
with this railroad. 


And how was it to be ascertained? That per- 
haps was the next question that presented itself to 
the committee. How was the Postmaster Gen- 
era] to ascertain for what amount the mail could be 
carried over the road? He could only say that this 
company had proposed to carry the mail and per- 
form the entire service required for less than it 
could be done for by anywther route whatever. 
The Postmaster General pays now for the trans- 

ortation of the way mail exclusively from Wash- 
ington to Richmond the sum of $13,000; and in 
answer to an inquiry from him, the Postmaster 
General admitted that the difference between the 
way mail and the great northern and southern 
mail was, that the latter was five or six times larger 
than the former. He (Mr. B.) supposed it to be 
ten times larger; but he was willing to take the 
Postmaster General’s lowest statement. If, then, 


the way mail was worth $13,000 for its transmis- 
sion in twenty-three hours, how much more waa 
it worth to transport that mail, together with five 
times more mail matter, in nine hours? Gentlemen 
would perhaps answer that question for themselves; 
but he begged to state that the railroad company 
had offered to do that service for very little more 
than double the amount that was paid for the 
transportation of the way mail alone. To this the 
Postmaster General had not agreed; and now the 
Post Office Department was paying more for the cir- 
cuitous, difficult, and uncertain route, than was re- 
quired for a route that was expeditious and certain. 

But it was said that this was extortion. It was 
asserted that the company was claiming something 
that was not right. He would submit to the good 
sense of this committee if it were not ridiculous— 
he did not use the term in an offensive sense—to 
talk of extortion when the whole matter in contro- 
versy was but about the sum of $2,700? What 
extortion could there be in that? This railroad 
company wasa private corporation. It was built 
up by the enterprise of our people at a cost of a 
million and a half of dollars, on whose stock, 
which had never been at par, not six per cent. had 
ever been paid. Was it not the duty of Congress 
to foster and encourage public and private enter- 
prise to build up these roads, not merely that the 
mails might be transported with greater despatch, 
but for the transportation of troops and munitions 
of war when the necessities of the country requir- 
ed it? But what company would do it if the 
were to be broken down instead of fostered by the 
National Government, so that they could derive 
no profit from the‘capital invested in such an en-. 
terprise ? Le 

Mr. B. went on to say that he considered this 
as a very large quarrel about a very insignificant 
sum of money—a quarrel in which the department 
ought never to have engaged. 

But (said Mr. B.) it is further urged that this same 
company did once carry the mail between these 
same points for $237—the sum now offered; they 
were once very willing to accept of that as an ade- 
quate compensation; and the Postmaster’s infer- 
ence is, that therefore they ought to be willing to 
take that sum now. It was deemed a fair price 
once, and therefore it is a fair price now. But I 
say that what might have been a very fair com- 
pensation in 1838 is not, necessarily, a feir com- 
pensation in 1847; a price that was then fair may 
now be very unfair—and for these reagons: In 
the first place, the company have added fifteen 
miles of railroad to the former route. Do gentle- 
men suppose this cost them nothing, or that the 
mail is to have the advantage of passing for fifteen 
miles more over rails, and that the Government is 
to pay nothing for the advantage? But, besidés this, 
the mail is now required to be carried in less time 
and with increased speed; and the company will 
be under the necessity of incurring very consider- 
able cost and inconvenience, purely for the sake of 


accommodating thedepartment. Then consider the 


increased amount of matter‘to be carried, in com- 
parison to what was transported in 1838. What 
a vast increase has since then taken place in the 
amount of printed matter circulated through every 
part of the Union, and also of letters. he late 
reduction of postage, as everybody knows, has 
produced a largely increased amount of corre- 
spondence; insomuch that, according to the Post- 
master General’s own showing from a deficit in 
the resources of the department of six or seven 
hundred thousand dollars, the deficit has now 
shrunk to about thirty-two thousand; and he tells 
us that he anticipates a surplus by the next year 
of some two hundred gnd thirty-seven thousand 
dollars. 1 admit that so vast a difference as this 
may have arisen, in part, from the discontinuance 
of some mail routes altogether, and a reduction in 
the amount of others. But still, admitting this, 
the result shows an infinite increase in the amount 
of mailable matter daily transmitted throughout 
the country. And when we take all these facts 
into view, ıt does by no means follow, that be- 
cause twenty-nine thousand dollars was once a 
fair compensation for carrying the mail a given 
distance on a given route, the allowance now of 
thirty-two thousand dollars for carrying it that 
same distance, and by that same route, is nota 
much less price in proportion. 

And now, I ask, what is the Post Office Depart- 
ment actually paying, at this very moment, for 
carrying the mail from Washington to Petersburg? 
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[Mr. B. here read from a memorandum in his 
hand the items making up this amount, but so rap- 
idly and in so low a tone that they could not be 
caught at the reporter’s seat; the aggregate, how- 
ever, was given at $37,477.] Yet at the same time 
he is paying for the transportation of the way-mail 
over the same distance, and $5,800 more was paid 
from Petersburg to Richmond. This last item he 
‘had taken off, and added instead but $2,200, which 
rnised the aggregate to $49,200, leaving a balance 
against the department of $2,523 more money paid 
under the new than under the old contract. But 
it seems to me that the Postmaster General rather 
forces his balance-sheet in this case. He takes off 
the $5,800 paid between Petersburg and Richmond. 
But does he mean, as a permanent arrangement, 
that there shall be no mail between these two 
points? As matters now stand, he takes the mail 
from Richmond down to City Point, on the Poto- 
mac, and there it is detained for twenty-four hours; 
incurring this enormous detention merely for the 
sake of discontinuing this little item of five or six 
thousand dollars to carry it direct to Petersburg. 
The mail has to wait there, because one mail goes 
down the river and one goes up, and it must wait 
until the other boat makes her slow way up through 
fogs, and every other cause of delay. He must 
either encounter this detention of twenty-four 
hours, or incur the expense of a new boat; he 
may take either horn of the dilemma, I care not 
which. But I say that such a detention of the 
great “southern mail cannot and will not be sub- 
mitted to much longer. 

But it has been urged again, that this railroad 
company ask more for the same distance than is 
paid to the railroad companies at the North; and 
for that reason the Postmaster General is not jus- 
tified in complying with the demand. I answer 
this objection by saying, in the first place, that I 
think the Postmaster General is mistaken in point 
of fact. It is certainly not my intention to raise 
the slightest imputation on his veracity; he asserts, 
no doubt, what he believes to be true; but then 
there is a way of telling what is in itself true, so 
as to convey an impression which is wholly erro- 
neous. I say that the fact is not so; but if it were 
so, it has nothing to do with the matter. Does 
the Postmaster General, or does anybody else, 
expect that railroad companies at the South must 
necessarily convey freight or passengers or the 
mails at the same rate as companies do at the 
North? One would really suppose that this com- 

any and their road belonged to the Government. 
t does not belong to the Government; the road is 
private property, and its proprietors, if they ac- 
commodate either the public or the Govarnment, 
are entitled to a fair profit on the capital invested. 
Northern railroad companies have charters which 
give them very handsome dividends upon their 
stock, without reckoning the price of freight at all. 
But the rights of southern companies are not the 
same; and if freight and transportation are exacted 
from them at the same rates, they must stop, or 
do business at a loss. Who is going to keep up 
a railroad at a dead loss for the sake of accommo- 
dating the public or the Postmaster General? I 
say he pays more now than this company ask. I 
make that assertion. And to prove it, take for 
example what he pays to the company who carry 
his mail from here to Baltimore. Heallows them 
$300 per mile for carrying ‘‘ one or more” daily 
mails. The company run two daily lines, and 
carry two daily mails. But does any man suppose 
they run their second line for the sake of carrying 
a second mail? Who does not know that it is run 
to accommodate the travel between the two cities? 
Under- their contract the mail which arrives here 
from the South at five o’clock is carried to Baltimore 
that night; and the other line carries a little mail, 
made up of the letters which have arrived here 
after five in the evening and before five the next 
morning. The Postmaster General chooses thus 
to divide his mail between the two routes, and 
pays for both. This would be all right if the 
second line carried the mail only, or ran for that 
end, when it would not run otherwise; but it is 
notorious it runs for passengers, and so it would 
if there were no mail aboard. But as the line is to 
run at all events, the mail bag is thrown in, with- 
out any additional trouble or expense to the com- 
pany whatever. It is precisely the same to them 
whether the matter they convey is divided into 
_ two separate mails or not. 
Another distinction the Postmaster General at- 


tempts to make ts wholly unwarranted by law. 
He admits that the mail hence to Richmond is a 
mail of the first class; but then he insists on a de- 
duction for so much of the route as ts carried over 
by steamboats. Why? For what good reason? 
The expedition is as great. ‘The cost to the com- 
pany is in some cases greater. In 1842 Congress 
directed the company to keep an iceboat that should 
be able to cut its way when the river was obstruct- 
ed by ice. The company obeyed: it kept an ice- 
boat, as the law required. And it did more: it 
kept two iceboats. I have myself travelled on 
these boats when the ice on the river was three or 
four inches in thickness. Why, then, should this 
arbitrary deduction be rnade in their compensation ? 
The company offered the department to accept of 
the $237 50 per mile, provided no such deduction 
was to be made when the mail was carried by 
steamboats; but even this the Postmaster General 
would not agree to. Again, the company asked 
that a fair allowance should be made them for 
keeping up an establishment of wagons and horses 
and suitable agents for bringing up the mail from 
the wharf, when it landed, to the General Post 
Office in this city, (a distance of two miles,) but 
this reasonable and just demand met a like rejec- 
tion. Here was ground on which the department 
might have met the company, and none of this 
difficulty and public loss would have been experi- 
enced. The offer was areasonable and a fair one, 
but he would not comply with it. , 

As [ said in the outset, this dispute has by de- 
grees degenerated into a matter of mere personal 
pride and obstinacy on both sides. Perhaps it is 
not quite in order to state it, but I have been in- 
formed that every member of Mr. Polk’s Cabinet 
disagrees with the Postmaster General in the mat- 
ter; and I understand, further, that a proposal has 
been suggested by one who, if not formally one of 
the Cabinet, is as near to it as a mancan be with- 
out actual admission within the door, (I allude to 
the gentleman who conducts what is called ‘* the 
organ” in this city,) to submit the whole question 
to the Attorney General of the United States for 
his opinion. But no; the Postmaster General 
would assent to no such thing. Why did he re- 
fuse, if he is so confident that his interpretation of 
the law is right? But more than that: the Attorney 
General has been called on by a member of the 
Post Office Committee of this House; but he de- 
clines giving an opinion, unless it is called for by 
the Postmaster General. 

Mr. GOGGIN here explained, that the Attorney 
General had not positively refused, but had said 
that the practice had been not to give law opinions 
unless called on by the head of a department or 
the Postmaster General. 

Well, said Mr. BOTTS, then I will substitute 
the word ‘declined ’’ for the word ‘ refused;”’ 
for I really can see no other difference. He did 
not, in fact, give the opinion when we asked him 
for it, but said he would if the Postmaster Gen- 
eral would ask it. 

Under these circumstances, we have no remedy 
left us but to come to Congress and ask redress of 
this public evil from their hands. And be it here 
remembered, that unless Congress will do what is 
now asked of it, its refusal will, in effect, go to 
break up the revenues of the department alto- 
gether. Can gentlemen expect that the entire 
South of this Union, and all the mercantile sea- 
board, are going to be subjected to such an intol- 
erable grievance as this for three years and a half, 
to gratify the obstinacy of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral? No, sir: they will take relief into their own 
hand; they will establish private expresses, and 
carry their own letters for themselves. Drive 
them to this, and the whole revenues of your de- 
partment are broken up. More than that: a 
course like this goes directly to encourage the 
substitution of the telegraph. This has been its 
effect already. I get my news from Richmond by 
telegraph, instead of waiting for its circumnaviga- 
tion by the circuitous route of the James river and 
the Potomac. In a late interview with the Post- 
master General, he inquired whether I was on my 
way to Richmond to spend the holidays at home. 
I replied to him, in a jocular spirit, that I was 
going to Richmond to get my letters, and save the 
trouble of sending them round by mail. An hon- 
orable Senator lately told me, that, arriving here 
on a Saturday evening, he came in advance of a 
letter he had written at Richmond on the Tuesday 
previous. Is this to be borne? © 


Mr. B. here went into local geographical details, 
showing how the Richmond mail was carried, and 
the causes of its frequent and great detentions. 
He stated that his Virginia friends assured him 
that they were sometimes without any account of 
Ee proceedings of Congress for ten days to- 

ether. 
j And now, said Mr. B., I believe I have an- 
swered all the objections I have heard made in 
any quarter to the allowance of the terms de- 
manded by the railroad company. A word or 
two on the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, and I have done. 

That gentleman says he is willing to do what I 
ask—(and he thereby admits that the thing is rea- 
s nnable and ought to be done)—but on what condi- 
tion? Why, that the railroad company shall pay . 
all the damages which may thereby accrue to other 
companies between the same two points, Sir, he 
might as well ask me to do it. This railroad com- 
pany are not bound, as I before said, to carry your 
mail unless they please; they have a right to de- 
cline your offers, and they have declined. And 
now you say, if you give them what they ask, 
they must pay all the damages that may accrue to 
everybody else. In my opinion, the case is clear. 
The companies now holding the contract are en- 
titled to compensation for any logs or inconvenience 
that may accrue to them from a change of arrange- 
ment, however illegal the contract which they hold 
may be. It is notto besupposed that all the railroad 
companies over the country are intimately familiar 
with all the internal arrangements and regulations of 
the Post Office Department. They may enter into 
contracts for the mail which are not strictly legal; 
still, if these are taken from them, they are justly 
entitled to compensation. It is provided by law 
that every proposal for a mail contract shall be 
accompanied by a written guaranty for its due per- 
formance, and that no proposal shall be considered 
binding unless accompanied with such guaranty; 
but in the present case no such guaranty has been 
given, and therefore, in strictness of law, it is no 
contract. Still, as I said, I think the holders of it 
should be compensated. And I therefore propose 
that the department make to them such an allow- 
ance as is fair and just. But the gentleman from 
Tennessee proposes to take this allowance out of 
the pocket of the railroad company, and to leave 
the amount to the discretion of the Postmaster 
General. I shall be surprised if, in that case, the 
company have not to pay what will be more than: 
equal to all the profit they can make out of their 
contract. For there seems to be an antipathy 
against them on the part of the head of the Post 
Oftice Department, and a little personal pride is 
become involved in the matter. Party, too, has 
crept in, as if party has anything to do with such 
a thing as this. I conjure gentlemen to look well 
and examine their own motives. There is nothing 
of party in the affair. I invoke the House to do 
what is demanded of them by the whole mercan- 
tile interest of the seaboard, from Richmond to 
Maine. All the boards of trade have sent up the 
most urgent remonstrances, and the whole South 
unites with the North in calling for an abatement 
of this great nuisance. I ask gentlemen to dis- — 
charge a great and obvious duty to the country. 
I ask them to relieve the Postmaster General from 
his supposed difficulty. I desire not to be misun- 
derstood. I am asking for nothing like a vote of 
censure upon that officer. No such thing is in- 
tended or desired; but I merely ask that that which 
the whole population of the seaboard of the entire 
Union agree in believing to be the fair and true in- 
terpretation of the law may be forthwith carried 
into effect. 

Mr. LINCOLN said that he had made an effort 
some few days since to obtain the floor in relation 
to this measure, but had failed. One of the ob- 
jects he had then had in view was now in a great 
measure superseded by what had fallen from the 
gentleman from Virginia who had just taken his 
seat. He begged to assure his friends on the other 
side of the House, that no assault whatever was 
meant upon the Postmaster General; and he was 
glad that what the gentleman had now said, modi- 
fied to a great extent the impression which migh@ 
have been created by the language he had used on 
a previous occasion. He wanted to state to gen- 
tlemen who might have entertained such impres- 
sions, that the Committee on the Post Office was 
composed of five Whigs and four Democrats, and 
their report was understood as sustaining, not im- 
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pugning, the position taken -by the Postmaster 
General. That report had met with the approba- 
tion of: all the Whigs and of all the Democrats 
also, with the exception of one, and he wanted to 
go even further than this. ([Intimations were here 
informally given to Mr. L. that it was not in order 
to mention on the floor what had taken place in 
committee.] He then observed that if he had been 
out of order in what he had said, he took it all 
back, [a Jaugh,] so far as he could. He had no 
desire, he could assure gentlemen, ever to be out 
of order—though he never could keep long in 
order. : 

Mr. L. went on to observe, that he differed in 
opinion, in the present case, from his honorable 
friend from Richmond, [Mr. Borrs.] That gen- 
. tleman had begun his remarks by saying that if all 
prepossessions in this matter could be removad out 
of the way, but little difficulty would be expe- 
rienced in coming to an agreement. Now, he 


could assure that gentleman that he had himself 


begun the examination of this subject with prepos- 
sessions all in his favor. He had long and often 
heard of him, and, from what he had heard, was 
prepossessed in his favor. Of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral he had also heard, but had no prepossessions 
in his favor, though certainly none of an opposite 
-kind. He differed, however, from that gentleman 
in politics, while in this respect he agreed with the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Botrs,] whom he 
wished to oblige whenever it was in his power. 
That gentleman had referred to the report made to 
the House by the Postmaster General, and had 
intimated an apprehension that gentlemen would 
be disposed to rely on that report alone, and derive 
their views of the case from that document alone. 
Now, it so happened that a pamphlet had been 
slipped into his (Mr. L.’s) hand before he read 
the report of the Postmaster General; so that, even 
in this, he had begun with prepossessions in favor 
of the gentleman from Virginia. 

_ As to the report, he had but one remark to make: 
he had carefully examined it, and he did not un- 
derstand that there was any dispute as to the facts 
therein stated: the dispute, if he understood it, 
was confined altogether to the inferences to be 
drawn from those facts. Jt was a difference not 
about facts, but about conclusions. The facts were 
not disputed. If he was right in this, he supposed 
the House might assume the facts to be as they 
were stated, and thence proceed to draw their own 
conclusions. 

The gentleman had said that the Postmaster Gen- 
eral had got into a personal squabble with the rail- 
road company. Of this, Mr. L. knew nothing; 
nor did he need or desire to know anything, be- 
cause it had nothing whatever to do with a just 
conclusion from the premises. But the gentleman 
had gone on to ask whether so great a grievance 
as the present detention of the southern mail ought 
not to be remedied? Mr. L. would assure the 
gentleman that if there was a proper way of doing 
it, no man was more anxious than he that it should 
be done. The report made by-the committee had 
been intended to yield much for the. sake of re- 
movirfe that grievance. That the grievance was 
very great, there was no dispute in any quarter. 
He supposed the statements made by the gentle- 
man from Virginia to show this were all entirely 
correct in point of fact. He did suppose that the 
interruptions of regular intercourse, and all the 
other inconveniences growing out of it, were all as 
that gentleman had stated them to be; and cer- 
tainly, if redress could be rendered, it was proper 
it should be rendered as soon as possible. The 
gentleman said that, in order to effect this, no new 
legislative action was needed: all that was neces- 
sary was, that the Postmaster General should be 
required to do what the law, as it stood, authorized 
and required him to do. 

We come, then, said Mr. L., to the law. Now 
the Postmaster General says that he cannot give to 
this company over $237 50 per railroad mile of 
transportation, and 12} per cent. less for trans- 
portation by steamboats. He considers himself 
as restricted by law to this amount; and he says, 
further, that he would not give more if he could, 
wecause, in his apprehension, it would not be fair 


and just. 

Mr. HILLIARD here wished to be set right in 
his apprehension of the facts of the case, and he 
mude some inquiry not distinctly heard across the 
Hall; and, after a brief conversation, expressing 
himself satisfied, resumed his seat. 


| quirement. 


t 
' 


| 


Mr. LINCOLN proceeded. I had the impres- 
sion that the service rendered under the present 
contract cost the Government more than if the 
mail were carried by the railroad company, in con- 
sequence of its passing over a longer route. Un- 
derstanding this, my view of the question remains 
unchanged. 

And now as to the law: Iam not disposed to 
discuss it at any very great length; for, as the ap- 
peal is here to the law-making power, which can 
alter the law whenever a modification is required, 
there does not seem any necessity of very nicely 
discussing what it ts as it now stands. If it shall 
be clearly shown what naked justice requires, it 
will be easy to make the law conform to that re- 
But let us look at it as it stands. 

There are.three laws which have a bearing on 
this question: the first authorizes the Postmaster 
General to give to a contractor 25 per cent. more 
for the transportation of the mail over railroads 
than for similar transportation in mail-coaches; 


|; another law says that the Postmaster General shall 
| not allow more than $300 per mile for daily trans- 


| 


portation, provided that his contract does not con- 
flict with the provisions of the law first referred to. 
Then there is a third law which directs the Post- 
master General to classify the sorts of service ren- 
dered It was this which caused him to give less 
for transportation by steamboats than over rail- 
roads; he graduated the compensation for this ata 
point midway between that by railroad and that by 
mail-coaches. The difference between railroad and 
coach being but 25 per cent., he placed the price 
for steamboat transportation at 123 per cent. above 
the one and below the other. I do not understand 
that this construction of the law by the Postmaster 
General is held in any quarter to be wrong. The 
tact thatethe law allows him to pay $300 for daily 
transportation and for more frequent than daily, 
has been alluded to; but, as I understand, the po- 
sition is not taken that he is.authorized to allow 
this company $300 per mile. If it is, I shall pro- 
ceed to examine it. All must admit thatall the laws 


| on the subject are extremely loose and general in 
i their language; that they admit of different con- 


| 
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structions; and that no one construction that can 
be given them leaves the mind entirely satisfied. 
The law allows $300 to be paid for transporting 
the mail daily or oftener, thereby fixing the com- 
pensation for one transportation and for two at the 
same amount. This alone is enough to show that 
the law is not very definite in its provisions, and 
in fact it is hardly possible to put an equitable con- 
struction upon it. It refers to a prior law, and 
says itis not to be construed so as to interfere 
with it. 

From the whole of what the gentleman from 
Virginia has said, I understand his sense of the 
matter to be, that we are in this case to be govern- 
ed by the old law. Now, I ask the lawyers in this 
House (I suppose there are some) [a laugh] 
whether I am not right when I say, that where a 
law has been passed in terms so general as to re- 

uire a construction to be put upon it, (and this is 
the case with most laws,) and constructions of its 
provisions are accordingly given, and a second law 
is afterwards passed referring to the first, this sec- 
ond law is held to recognize and to confirm the 
constructions put upon that first passed? If this 
is so, then I say that the Postmaster General was 
not wrong when he insisted that the latter law, 
when it referred to the former, meant to refer to it 
as construed ; in which case the construction seems 
to be confirmed and strengthened by the last 

assed. 

But, looking only to the original construction 
itself of the old law, the gentleman from Virginia 
says that Mr. Kendall’s construction of the terms 
‘“ similar transportation by mail coaches,” was 
wrong, and that he ought to have construed it to 
mean transportation of the same mail not only, 
but by the same route. But, now, suppose there 
was no mail-coach transportation on that route, 
what must his construction be in that case? What 
did the present Postmaster General in‘ fact do? 
He took the most expensive mail-coach route in 
the nation. He took the-prices allowed for coach 
transportation on different portions of that route, 
and averaged them, and then built his construction 
of the law upon that average. It came to $190 
per mile. He added 25 per cent. to that rate, and 
offered the result to this railroad company. The 
om from Virginia says that this was wrong: 

say it was right. 


But the gentleman says he ought to have reck- 
oned coach transportation on that specific route. 
Well, if he had done so, he would have added 25 
per cent. upon $5,000, and no more; for the Post- 
master General tells us that before he made his 
contract with this railroad company, the same 
mail had been carried for between. $5,000 and 
$6,000. The company now get $28,000, and are 
not satisfied. Had he taken the same rate then, - 
where would they have been? If there had been 
a coach line, he would not have gained anything 
by that. For I have inquired at what rate the. 
mail could be carried by coaches from Washing- 
ton to Richmond, and I have heard that the low- 
est bid ever made was $28,000. If he had added 
25 per cent. to that, it would have been more than 
the company asks. This fact, and one other item 
that I obtained, are all that I had to enable me to 
get at justice in this case. An old gentleman, 
whose very good looks prepossessed me in his fa- 
vor, and would incline me to believe any statement 
he should make, told me that he had been a stock- 
holder in the road, and had neyer got over 5 per 
cent. dividend on his stock. The same source of 
information admitted that since the construction of 
the railroad, mail-coaches had been wholly dis- 
used. It is a bad road, and always has been, and 
the mail could not now be carried over it in coaches 
for three or four times what it might have been, 
had not the railroad been constructed. 

I think that abundant reasons have been given 
to show that the construction put upon the law by 
the Postmaster General is the right construction, 
and that subsequent acts of Congress have con- 
firmed it. I have already said that the grievance 
complained of ought to be remedied. But it is 
said that the sum of money about which all this 
difficulty has arisen is exceeding small—not more 
than $2,700. I admit it is very small; and if 
nothing else were involved, it would not be worth 
the dispute. But there is a principle involved; and 
if we once yield to a wrong principle, that conces- 
sion will be the prolific source of endless mischief. 
It is for this reason, and not for the sake of saving 
42,700, that I am unwilling to yield what is de- 
manded. If I had no apprehensions that the ghost 
of this yielding would rise and appear in various 
distant places, I would say, pay the money, and 
let us have no more fuss about it. ButI have 
such apprehensions. I do believe, that if we 
yield this, our act will be the source of other 
claims equally unjust, and therefore I cannot vote 
to mak > the allowance. 

And now, I suppose, I may, without being out 
of order, tell what I was willing, in committee, to 
yield for the sake of removing this evil. I was 
willing to give as damages what the department 
would have to pay the Bay Company for breach 
of contract, be it $2,700, or whatever amount. Be 
it what it might, it would be so much money gone; 
it would never rise again. 

Mr. L. insisted that the true and great point to 
which the attention of this House or the committee 
should be directed was, what is a just compensa- 
tion? Inasmuch as this railroad and steamboat 
company could afford greater facilities than an 
other line, the service ought to be done upon this 
route; but it ought to be done upon just and fair 

rinciples. If it could not be done at what had 
pean offered, let it be shown that a greater amount 
was just. But, until it was shown, he was op- 
posed to increasing it. He had seen many things 
in the report of the Postmaster General and else- 
where that stood out against the river route. Now, 
the daily steamboat transportation between Troy 
and New York was performed for less than one 
hundred dollars per mile. This company was dis- 
satisfied with two hundred and twelve or two hun- 
dred and thirteen dollars per mile. It had not 
been shown, and he thought it could not be shown 
to them why this company was entitled to more, 
or so much more, than the other received. It was 
true, they had to encounter the ice, but was there 
not more ice further north? There might possibly 
be shown some reason why the Virginia line 
should have more; but was there any reason why 
they should have so much more? Again, the price 
paid between Cincinnati and Louisville for daily 
transportation was not two hundred and thirteen 
dollars per mile, or one hundred dollars, or fifty; 
it was less than twenty-eight dollars per mile. 
Now, he did not insist that there might not be 
some peculiar reasons connected with this route 
between this city and Richmond that entitled it to 
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pany ? 


he wished to say. 
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more than was paid on the routes between Cincin- 


nati and Louisville, and Troy and New York. 
But, if there were reasons, they ought to be shown. 
And was it supposed that there could be any, or 
so peculiar reasons, as-to justify so great a differ- 
ence in compensation as was claimed by this com- 
It did seem that there could be none.. 
These reasons actuated him in taking the posi- 
tion he had taken, painfuily refusing to oblige his 
friend from Virginia, which he assured the gentle- 


. man he had the greatest inclination to do. 


In relation to the report of the committee, let 
him state one thing: It proposed that the Post- 
master General should again offer this company 
what he had already offered and they had refused. 
It was for the reason that the Postmaster General, 
as he understood, had informed them that he was 
not himself going to renew the proposition. The 
committee supposed—at any rate, he (Mr. L.) sup- 
posed—that as soon as the company should know 
that they could get what he had offered them, and 
no more—as soon as all hope of greater compen- 
sation was cut off—that instant they would not 
take ten thousand dollars a year for the privilege 
of doing it. Whether this was actually the case 
he did not profess positively to know; it was a 
matter of opinion, but he firmly believed it. In 
Poe to offer them the contract again, as he 

ad already said, the committee yielded some- 
thing, viz: the damage that the Government would 
have to pay for the breaking up of the present 
arrangement. He was willing to incur that dam- 
age; some other gentlemen were not; they were 
further away from the position which his friend 
from Virginia took. He was willing to yield some- 
thing, but could not consent to go the whole length 
with the gentleman. 

In relation to what the damage would be, it 
would of course depend.upon what was shown to 
this House and to the Senate to be fair and reason- 
able. It was a general principle of law that this 
Government could not be sued upon any contract. 
It was a principle of the common law that no judg- 
ment can go against the State, and it had been 
confirmed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in repeated instances. Now, how was this 
company to get anything for their damages? Why, 
simply by coming here and laying their case before 
Congress. 

Mr. L. concluded by remarking that this was all 
If there was any portion of his 
hour left, he would only ask that it should be pass- 
ed to his credit for some future occasion. 

Mr. ROOT obtained the floor, and, by request, 
yielded to 

Mr. MEADE, who sent up to the Clerk’s table 
the following substitute, which he wished to offer 
for the resolution and amendment under considera- 
tion, viz: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That the 
Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, authorized in future 
to contract with the railroad companies for the transportation 
of the mail at a price not exceeding $250 a mile for trans- 


porting the mail once a day, and #800 for transporting the 
same twice aday: Provided, That for such service performed 


‘in the night time an additional compensation, not exceeding 


15 per cent. on those sums, may be given. 


The amendment not being in order at this time, 
it was not received. 


Mr. ROOT resumed the floor, and remarked 
that, being a member of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, as he happened to dissent 
from the report of the committee, it was perhaps 
incumbent upon him to state some of the reasons 
by which he was governed. He differed in opin- 
ion as to the law which governs this matter from 
the gentleman from Illinois who had just addressed 
the committee. He was not about to inflict upon 
the committee a law argument. This whole matter 


“was treated by the gentleman from Illinois pre- 


cisely as if the House were sitting as a court of 


equity, having before them the railroad company, 


the Post Office Department, and such of the good 
people of the United States as were interested in 
the expedition of this mail; and he seemed to con- 
sider that the only question was, what is right 
between the parties? He was very anxious to do 
right. He would give $2,700, which was consid- 
ered so great a sum, if it was right. He insisted 
that they should be governed by what was right. 
‘But before Mr. R. spent much time or breath in 
arguing what was right, he thought it was better 
first to inquire whether they had the power to en- 


foree the right when ascertained. This railroad 


| of so important a service. 


company, it was said, were asking an exorbitant 
price for their services, (and railroad companies 
often did this,) and it would be setting a bad pre- 
cedent to pay them. Well, did not every man 
who has got anything to furnish for Uncle Sam 
get aS enormous prices as he could? Why were 
we paying such enormous prices for steamboats, 
flatboats, and every old hulk that can be mustered 
about the mouth of the Mississippi? Because it 
is right? No, but because the Government deem 
it better to employ them in carrying on this war 
than to go without their services. 


est rate for which these services could be obtained ? 
That they could ascertain perhaps; perhaps not. 


It was doubted by the gentleman from Illinois. 
| community could be compelled by penal enact- 


When they had ascertained that, the next question 
was, had we better employ this railroad and steam- 
boat company to do this service, or go without 
it? Well, the head of the Post Office Department 


| had done the business in this way. He had tried 
| to ascertain the lowest amount for which he could 
get this important refe PAOD: The com- | 


any told him so much. e would not give that; 
fo would give as much, wanting about $2,700, and 
he would give them no more. Well, there they 
were; the two parties in a regular Yankee twist 


about it; both manifesting too much of a chaffering, | 
He did not say which was | 
e had no doubt the railroad company tried | 


eddling disposition. 
Geht. f 3 

to get as much as they could, and the Postmaster 
General tried to get it done for as little as possible, 
But what he found fault with was, that they higgled 
so long about so small a sum upon the performing 


upon that. 
another arrangement. 
Mr. R. believed not. He had actually expended 
more money, rather than yield to this unconscion- 
abledemand. The consequence was, that day after 
day, and week after week, this mail—one of the 


| most important mails in the United States service— 


was delayed for days behind the ordinary time of 
running. He had as little interest in this as in any 


other mail in the United States; but he gave notice | 
|| these cars to mail matter, and the other two to 


that, if they came west of the mountains and 


attempted to perform any such antics, the people | 
| of the gentleman’s comparing this railroad to the 


there would have a short way to correct it. Pri- 


| vate expresses were not unknown there, and just | 


as long as the Post Office Department sent the mail 
along as fast as it could be carried by private en- 
terprise, so long would the people patronize the 
department, and pay the rates of postage which 
were imposed by law; but when the department 
attempted to keep the mail back, and by penal 


Now, the ques- | 
tion to be considered was, what was the very low- | 


Well, they separated | 
The Postmaster General entered into | 
Did he save money by it? | 
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$2,700, but “$27,000. How? The people inter- 


ested in the expeditious performance of this mail 


| would establish private expresses. 


service would not submit to such delay. They 
Penal enact- 
ments might be piled up here, but they could never 
be enforced against the common understanding of 


|| the country that they were absurd and oppressive. 
_ He repeated, he felt very little interest in this mat- 
| ter. 
| better for this department, for the present head of 
the department, and for the whole country, that 


He did not know but it would have been 


this arrangement should remain as established, 
until a Jesson was taught, which it was important 


, for the head of the department to learn, and to learn 
|| speedily, that it would not do to delay the mails, 


and then dream. that the business and the entire 


|| ments to wait for them. No; they must be sent 


| very heavy business! 


ahead; the whole country demanded it. There 
|| was as great a disposition to hurry mail matter 
| through as there was among travellers to hurry 
| along; and it was very well known that in the case 


of most persons, let them have little business or 


| none at all, they would patronize the fastest boat, 
or the fastest conveyance. 
| whether aey 


| one day or 


It was no matter 
were at the end of their journey in > 
ve days; if there was a line by which 
they could reach it in eleven hours, they would be 
sure to take it. And so in private concerns; he 
said that men would not stop to higgle for a dollar 
or two when serious delay would be the conse- 
quence. 

_ The gentleman from Illinois gave it as his opin- 
lon, that the moment the question was settled that 
this company could not get any more, they would 
take the contract, and not be willing io give it up 
for $10,000 per annum. ` He did not doubt the 
honesty of that opinion, but he must doubt the 
reasoning on which it was predicated. No doubt 
the company would do it if it was for their inter- 
est; they went for their interest; but there was one 
fact stated, that upon this railroad there was at- 
tached to the locomotive a train of three cars—a 
A daily train of three cars! 
When they carried the mail, they devoted one of 


freight and passengers. Mr. R. denied the justice 


railroads in Massachusetts, New York, Ohio, or 


| Michigan. Three cars in a daily train! one go- 


enactments to compel the people to send their mail | 
| by retail, they always charge more. This was ex- 


matter in it, theyywould find themselves mistaken. 
The thing would not work in the West; he did not 
believe it would work anywhere. Go along; keep 


up with the progress of the age; give us intelligence | 


in the earliest possible manner; charge us reason- 


ably or unreasonably, but go along; we will not | 


be delayed. In this matter time was material. It 
was admitted upon all hands that this delay ought 
to be done away with. Although he felt little per- 
sonal interest in the matter, he felt it was due to 
the people of the United States that it should be 
attended to. That they should stop and higgle in 
a question of this importance for the sum of $2,700, 
and delay the whole mail communication of the 
country over this route for days ata time, appeared 
to him like practising upon the old adage, ** penny 
wise and pound foolish.”’ 

But, then, a great principle was to be maintained 
here. Why, nobody would vote censure upon the 
head of the Post Office Department; nobody would 
set an example by which other companies could 
take advantage. Could other companies get away 
from the contracts into which they had entered, 
and which every man knew the Postmaster Gen- 
eral had obtained onas favorable terms as possible? 
Mr. R. repeated that the main question was, had 
we better employ this railroad company to trans- 
port the mail, though we gave them $2,700 more 
than the department had offered them—more than 
the service was really worth? He was willing to 
admit, for the sake of argument—though he did 
not know it to be so—but, admitting it, should 
this important mail be delayed, and sent around 
by a circuitous route of four hundred miles, for 
the mere sake of saving $2,700? But we did not 
save it. We had already lost more than $2,700 
by the delay; and if the arrangement was kept up 
six months, the Government would lose not only 
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| 


| 
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| 


| 


_ceedingly retail. 
connection: ıt appeared that about one-tenth of the 


but so it was stated. 


ing to carry Uncle Sam’s mail and the other two 
for freight and passengers, and the company de- 


| manding more for carrying the mail upon such an 
extensive establishment than they would in Mas- 


sachusetts or New York! His colleague [Mr. 
SCHENCK] suggested that when they dothe business 


[A laugh.] Another fact in this 


receipts of this company were for carrying the 
mail. Then one-third of their force earned one- 
tenth of their income; and that, it was contended, 
was unreasonable! He knew nothing about it, 
Instead of the company be- 
Ing so anxious to carry the mail as to be willing 
to pay $10,000 for the privilege, he said that, how- 
ever it might be done in Virginia, in the back- 
woods of the West the company would be likely 
to offer themselves to private expresses to trans- 
port for them the mail by direct and expeditious 
route, while the Government mail was delayed 
and sent by a circuitous route for the sake of a 
small saving. 

The gentleman from Illinois, in maintaining the 
reasonableness of the compensation offered by the 
Postmaster General, of $237, less 12 per cent. per 
mile upon the river, referred to the fact that the 


| mail was carried on’ the Hudson, between New 
York and Troy, for $100 per mile. One reason 
| for this, Mr. R, supposed, was, that they could 
| not do all the business there with three cars. 


An- 
other reason was, that they did not go in the win- 
ter. This line had to run constantly, winter and 
summer. The gentleman from Illinois certainly 
did not suppose that mails were carried by steam- 
boat between New York and Troy during the 
winter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (interposing) was under- 
stood to say that he believed the Postmaster Gen- 
eral’s report stated that, for three months in the 
year, the mail was not carried on this route. 

Mr, ROOT, continuing: Well, for three months 
they did not carry it, and during that time they 
could not run for $237 per mile. He referred to 


110 


other reasons why the m 
formed for less compens 
and other routes. One 
competition existing bety 
and the advantage whicl 
gave. Passengers would take the line by which 
the mail was carried, evém though it went no 
faster. . 

In concluding, Mr. R. re 

uestion to be considered wa: 
this service be obtained? The company might ask 
$2,700 more than was a fair compensation, but 
would it not-be better to give them $2,700 and 
have the mail expedited, t to have it delayed 
and the revenues of the department seriously im- 
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, for how much could 


paired, as he thought they would be. A bad pre- | 


cedent! Was there any danger of setting prece- 
dents, at this day, by whieh people were to be 
incited to plunder this Government? In war, and 

ying more per month for old steamboats than 
their whole value, we were talking about this bad 
precedent of paying $2,700 more than it was said 
to be worth for the transportation of the mail for a 
year for one hundred and thirty miles, and upon 


one of the most important routes in the country. | 
For these reasons, he differed with the committee. | 


He did not feel bound to inquire whether this com- 
pany made as favorable an offer as they could 


afford; but he confined himself to the question, | 


whether it weuld not be better to give them the 
sum which they demanded than to dispense with 
their services. He wasof the opinion it would be. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, obtained the floor; 
and, indications being given of a desire that the 
committee rise, he inquired of the Chair, in case 
this subject were not disposed of to-day, whether 


it would continue before the committee as the spe- 
i 


cial order ? 


' The CHAIRMAN replied that, in his opinion, | 


it would go continue until disposed of. 

On motion of Mr. JONES, the committee then 
rose, and . 

The House adjourned. 


‘ IN SENATE. 
Wenpvespay, January 5, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- | 
ate a report ofthe Treasurer of the United States, | 


accompanied by accounts of receipts and disburse- 
ments for the Post Office Department for the year 
ending 30th June, 1847. 

PETITIONS. 


Mr. HALE presented the petition of the heirs | 
of Moses White, deceased, a revolutionary officer, | 


praying to be allowed arrears of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented additional docu- 
ments in relation to the claim of John Lorimer 
Graham; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. YULEE presented the petition of the 
widow and legal representatives of Reuben Las- 


sitet, deceased, praying compensation for a slave | 


shot by a party of volunteers in the service of the 


United States in the Seminole war; which was | 


referred to the Committee of Claims. 


Mr. SEVIER presented the petition of Albert | 
Pine, praying that compensation may be made to | 
a company of Arkansas cavalry, commanded by | 
him, for horses Jost or stolen while in the service || 


of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Su- _ 


san C. Randall, widow of Archibald Randall, late 


District Judge of the United States for the East- | 


ern District of Pennsylvania, praying compensa- 
tion for services rendered by her late husband as 
circuit judge; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. CASS presented the petition of William | 


Woodbridge and Henry Chipman, late judges of 
the United States, in the Ferritory of Michigan, 
praying compensation for services not incident to 
their judicial office; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. DIX presented the petition of Mary M. | 


Foot, widow of Lyman Foot, late a surgeon in 
the army,‘ praying that provision may be made 
for herself and family, in consequence of the death 
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Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented addi- 
| tiohal documents relating to the petition of Hugh 


: 
: 


i by the 
patent right; 


Military 


TE Pensions. A 

| r. DICKINSON presented the petition of cer- 
|| tain citizens of the county of Orleans, New York, 
| praying that the franking privilege may be abol- 
| ished, and that the rates of postage on newspapers 
| be reduced; which was referred to the Committee 
: onthe Post Office and Post Roads., 


| 

| oe NOTICES OF BILLS 

| Mr. ASHLEY gave notice that, on to-morrow, 

| he Should ask leave to introduce a bill to alter and 
amend the judicial system of the United States. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, gave notice that, 

| on to-morrow, he should ask leave to introduce a 
| bill to provide for the survey of the mouth of the 

| Red river, in the State of Louisiana. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS... 

Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following reso- 
| lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
| sent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
_ to inquire and report why none of the copies of the Presi- 
| dents Message, with documents, or of the reports of the 
| Secretaries and Postmaster General, with doeuments, have 
| been furnished tor the use of the Senate, and when the 
| said copies may be furnished by the Printers. 


| 
| Agreeably to notice, Mr. HUNTER asked and 
| 


| Obtained leave to bring ina bill to authorize the 

payment of equitable commissions to the agents 
| or attorneys of persons in whose favor awards 
| have been made under three several treaties be- 
| tween the United States and certain foreign Pow- 
| ers, which awards have been.retained in the treas- 


f 


| ury in payment of debts due to the United States; 


| which was read the first and second times by 
| unanimous consent, and referred to the Commit- 
| 


| 


tee on Finance. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. JOHNSON, of Mary- 
| land, asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill 
| for the relief of the legal representatives of Mar- 


| times by unanimous consent, and referred to the 
| Committee on Public Lands. l 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, from the Com- 


mittee on Commerce, to whom had been referred 
| the memorial of the American Colonization Socie- 
|| ty, reported a bill exempting vessels employed by 
| the American Colonization Society in transporting 
colored emigrants from the United States to the 
| coast of Africa, from the provisions of the acts of 
| 22d of February and 2d of March, 1847, regu- 
lating the carriage of passengers in merchant ves- 
sels; which was read, and passed to the second 
| reading. 
Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
_diciary, to whom had been referred the memorial 
of Richard S. Coxe, made a report upon the sub- 
| ject, accompanied by a bill for his relief. 
| The bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
| to whom had been referred the bill to repeal the 
act of 2d of March, 1837, entitled ‘*An act con- 
cerning pilots,’’ reported it without amendment. 

| Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom had been referred the bill making an 
| appropriation for removing obstructions in the 
Savannah river, reported it without amendment. 


| Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to whom was referred the petition 
of Thomas N. Welsh, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Senate do 
| send the petition and other papers accompanying 
| it to the Secretary of War, with this report. 


The Senate proceeded, by unanimous consent, 
to consider the said resolution; and the resolution 
was agreed to. 


Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee of 


| 


i| 


f | We Dobbin: which were referred tathe Commit- | 
peated that the single | 


| tin Fenwick; which was read the first and second ` 


of her husband while in the discharge of his duty | Claims, to whom had been referred the memorial 
in Mexico; which was referred to the Committee | of George Harvey, made a report thereon, accom- 
on Military Affairs. | anied by the following resolution: 
.- Mr. DIX presented the petition of Marvin W. U Resolved, That the prayer of George Harvey, 
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Vhis | agent for the owners and consignees of the Eng- 


| lish ship James Mitchell, ought not to be granted. 


| 


| 


| 


| 
| 
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| 


| 


| 


| 


Ordered, That the report be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


The following message -was received from the 
resentatives, by Mr. Campbell, their 


Clerk: Goi 

‘Mr. Present: The House of Representatives 
have passed a bill making further provisions for 
surviving widows of the soldiers of the Revolu- 
tion, in whieh they request the concurrence of the 
Senate. — 

The President of the United States yesterday 
approved and signed the enrolled bill entitled “An 
act making appropriations to supply in part a de- 
ficiency in the appropriations for subsistence in 
kind, of the army and volunteers during the year 
ending June 30, 1848.” 


The bill from the House of Representatives 
making further provisions for surviving widows 
ofthe soldiers of the Revolution was read the first 


| i n . 
| and second time by unanimous consent, and refer- 
| red to the Committee on Pensions. 


The engrossed bill for the relief of Thomas 


| Rhodes was read a third time. 


| 
| 


Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title 


! thereof be as aforesaid. 


| 


Í 


| 


i 
| 


| 
| 


| 


| 


Ordered, ‘That the Secretary request the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives in this 
bill. 


The bill to authorize the appointment of As- 
sistant Pursers in the navy was passed by infor- 
mally. 

PRIVATE BILLS. 

The following bills were severally read a second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole: ` 

Bill for the relief of Foxall A. Parker, of the 
United States navy. 

Bill for the relief of the heirs of Andrew D. 
Crosby. 


Bill for the relief of William A. Christian. 


On motion by Mr. SEVIER, it was 
Ordered, That they severally lie on the table. 


BOUNTY LAND WARRANTS, 

The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill to allow further time 
for satisfying claims for bounty lands for military 
services in the late war with Great Britain, and for 
other purposes. 

„Mr. SEVIER said he hoped the chairman of the 
committee from which this bill was reported would 
explain the reason which existed for its passage. 
This was a rule which had been generally followed 
heretofore. There are (continued Mr. S.) exten- 
sive tracts of land reserved for military bounty 
land, which land is exempted from taxation, much 
to the injury of the districts in which they iie. I 
think it 1s time that this system should be put an 
end to. ‘There may be individual cases which are 
deserving of special legislation; but we ought to 
pause, I think, before we adopt any general law 
embracing a class of cases which have been already 
provided for, more especially when we all know 
that doubtful claims of thirty years’ standing 
haga | grow stronger and better as they grow 
older. : 

Mr. BREESE. This bill was introduced to the 
notice of the Senate by the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky, who is not now in his seat. It was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
received an attentive consideration. I apprehend 
that the honorable Senator from Arkansas is en- . 
tirely mistaken as to the scope and object of the 
bill. This bill is intended to meet cases where 
parties holding land warrants have neglected to 
locate their claims. The law relating to such cases 
expired in July last, and persons who have ap- 
plied since that time for their lands have not been 
able to obtain them. There is no danger, as the 
gentleman supposes, in extending this law. We 
do not know the number of unlocated claims 
growing out of the Revolution and the late war,and 
it is merely proposed to extend the law relating to 
them for five years longer. It is never too late to 
do justice. 

Mr. SEVIER. My honorable friend is entirely 
mistaken in regard to this bill. There are large 
tracts of land in my, own State, and in Maine, 
which have been set apart to satisfy the claims of 
the soldiers of the last war. The names of the 
claimants are put into a box and drawn out con- 
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secutively, and the location is determined by such 
drawing. There are warrants, I admit, for revo- 
lutionary services, but warrants for services in the 
late war I have never heard of. A large portion of 
my State—millions of acres—have been set apart, as 
I have said, to satisfy these claims, and the claim- 
ants have had thirty yearsin which to bring them 
forward; there is no one who has not had his num- 
ber assigned to him and had his patent. I would 
like to know why, at this late day, after thirty 
years have elapsed, we are to be called upon to 
pass a law to give them five years longer, and for 
what purpose? Why simply to have their loca- 
tions determined by drawing, which has already 
been done. This is the whole purpose. 

Mr. BREESE. The Senator is in part correct 
in regard to claims for military services in the last 
war. Patents were issued. The soldiers had 
nothing todo. The whole matter was transacted 
in Washington city. But these are not such 
cases; these are cases of land warrants which have 
been omitted to be located under the act of 1812- 
713. I have had numbers of these warrants sent 
to me from Illinois; but as this is a bill which has 


been introduced by the Senator from Kentucky, | 


who is not now in his seat, and who takes great 
interest in it, I hope it will be passed over for the 
present. 

Mr. SEVIER. Only one word: If there have 
been land warrants granted under peculiar circum- 
stances, I know nothing about them. All I have 
to say is, that if five years further are to be granted 
to the claimants, I suppose some good reasons can 
be given forit. I would like to hear them. 

Mr. ALLEN. I would inquire of the Senator 
from Illinois, whether there is a report from the 
Land Office upon this subject? 

Mr. BREESE. There is none. 

Mr. ALLEN. I would like, before I vote for 
this bill, to see a report setting forth the facts in 
the case. It is something new to my ears—en- 
tirely so. 

The question being taken upon the motion for 
postponement, it was agreed to. - 

| WIDOW’S PENSIONS. 

The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill to continue the pen- 
sions of certain widaws; and no amendment being 
made, the bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. DAYTON. May I ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Pensions to state what this bill 


is. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana. It is, sir, for 
the purpose of continuing the pensions of certain 
widows who are vefy old, and in distressed cir- 
cumstances. I trust there will be no objection to 
its passage. The measure has been recommended 
from the War Department, and has received the 
unanimous concurrence of the committee. 

Mr. DAYTON. What is the bill? 

. Mr. WESTCOTT. It is the very same bill in 
substance as that from the House which was be- 
fore the Senate a few minutes ago. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I was not aware of the fact 
that they were the same until the circumstance was 
mentioned by the Senator from Fiorida. It would 
be more proper, perhaps, to take up that bill. I 
ee therefore, that this bill be laid upon the 
tabie. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL VOLUNTEER FORCE. 

The bill providing for the further prosécution of 
the existing war between the United States and 
the Republic of Mexico was read a second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CASS said it was the disposition of the 
Military Committee that this bill should be defer- 
red until the ten-regiment bill should have been 
disposed of. He thought it better to go on with 
the discussion upon that bill, and let this be taken 
up after its passage. He therefore moved that it 
be laid upon the table; which motion was agreed 
to. 

LATE SECRETARY OF WISCONSIN. 

The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill for the relief of Wil- 
liam B. Slaughter, late Secretary of the Territory 


of Wisconsin, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1l think that when this bill 
was up the other day, there was a slight misap- 
prehension on the part of some Senators in regard 
to the true state of the facts. I will detain the 


Senate for a moment in an exposition of what I 


understand to be the law and the facts in the case. 
By the act of 1792, it is provided that the official 
duties of the Secretary of any Territory shall be 
controlled by such laws as are in force in each Ter- 
ritory. I understand this to be the law now in 
force, and applicable to the official duties of the 
Secretary, or which was in force at the time of this 
transaction. Mr. Slaughter was Secretary of the 
Territory of Wisconsin, and, as Secretary, was 
required by law to be the disbursing officer for the 
payment of moneys for the necessary and inciden- 
tal expenses of the Legislature of the Territory. 
The Secretary of the Treasury furnished him a 
draft for $10,000, to pay these expenses. I have 
reason to suppose, in fact—I think the evidence 
will be satisfactory to the Senate—to show that 
the draft was deposited with Samuel B. Knapp, 
the cashier of the Mineral Point Bank, under the 
authority and by the direction of the Legislature 
of the Territory. Search has been made for copies 
of the documents by which the deposite was au- 
thorized and directed, and they cannot be found at 
the present time. But I am confident that such is 
the fact, and I think that the statement of the 
Comptroller of the Treasury is conclusive on the 
point. After stating the fact to which I have re- 
ferred, the Comptroller goes on to say that the 
claim arises from his having deposited, under the 
direction and by virtue of a resolution of the Le- 
gislature of the Territory, the money, &c. [Mr. 
Dovae.as continued to read from the letter of the 
Comptroller, in corroboration of this point.) It 
will appear, therefore, by this statement, that Mr. 


Slaughter, being Secretary of the Territory of 


Wisconsin, received this draft from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, for the parpose of being applied 
to the payment of the expenses of the Territory; 
that he was required to be governed by the instruc- 
tions and laws of the Legislature of the Territory; 
that the Legislature of the Territory instructed 
and directed him to make this deposite with Mr. 
Samuel B. Knapp, the cashier; that he made the 
deposite in obedience to the directions of the Le- 
gislature, which he was bound to obey. And we 
have also a resolution here, which was read the 
other day, passed by the Legislature, specifically 
approving of the act, and saying that he ought 
to be remunerated for the loss. If there can be 
any doubt upon this point, I can have read several 
Jetters showing the facts as they occurred. I have 
one from Mr. Dodge, Governor of the Territory, 
in which he states, that he informed the Secretary 
of the Treasury of the deposite. The deposite was 
made in a specie paying bank—a bank which 
was considered by every one to be perfectly safe. 
Mr. Slaughter made .this deposite as he was re- 
quired to do. The fact of the deposite having 
been made was reported to the Secretary of the 
Treasury here, who sanctioned the act by allow- 
ing the deposite to remain without being with- 
drawn, and Mr. Slaughter went out of office, leav- 
ing the money where it had been deposited under 
the instructions of the Legislature, and with the 
knowledge, and, therefore, it is to be presumed, 
with the consent, of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The bank afterwards broke, and the money was 
lost. I think, under these circumstances, there 
cannot be any hesitation in authorizing the ac- 
counting officer of the Treasury to settle this ac- 
count upon principles of justice and equity. Ido 
not deem it necessary to occupy any more of the 
time of the Senate in relation to a matter that is so 
clear as this. 

Mr. WESTCOTT. Idid not intend to say 
another word against the bill, but to let it pass, as, 
on examination of it, I find it does not sanction the 
claim, but only directs its examination by the 
treasury officers, and payment, if they find it to 


be just and equitable. But the remarks of the Sen- 


ator who has just taken his seat, makes it neces- 
sary to say a few words. The act of 1792 has no 
more to do with this call than a statute of Mis- 
souri. It is an old, obsolete act respecting the 
Territories then (in 1792) existing north and north- 
west of the Ohio, and has expired twenty-five years 
aco. (Mr. W. here, at the request of Mr. BERRIEN, 
referred to theact.] The Secretary of Wisconsin 
held his office under the act organizing the gov- 
ernment of that Territory, called the Organic Law, 
passed in 1836; and under that law he was ex- 
pressly required to account to the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States for these funds. 
[Mr. W. here read part of theact of 1836.] Again, 
if I understand correctly, he was not ordered to 


deposite this money with the broken bank, by the 
Legislature, before it failed; but after the bank 
broke, the Legislature passed resolutions asking 
Congress to pay the money lost, &c. When he 
made this deposite, also, (if I am correctas to dates, ) 
the sub-treasury law of 1840 was in full force, for- 
bidding such arrangements. l 

Mr. BUTLER. It was entirely competent, cer- 
tainly, for the committee to have allowed or disal- 
lowed the claim; but the view I take is this—that 
it is better to refer the matter to a safe and proper 
tribunal, than that a committee should assume the 
jurisdiction and decide peremptorily upon the case. 
I was entirely in favor of referring the claim to the 
officers pf the treasury, for I have no reason to 
suppose that under such reference any injustice 
will be done. 

In.reference to this claim, I do not see how the 
laws seh have been referred to can have any 
bearing upon it. Then the only question is, 
whether Mr. Slaughter acted as a prudent man 
would have done? whether, at the time and under 
all the circumstances, it was not to be.regarded as a 
safe deposite? He acted as the Legislature direct- 
ed him, and it would be wrong, sir, to compel him 
to pay the money. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. One word in reply to the 
Senator from Florida. Iam still under the im- 
pression that the act of 1792 was intended to ap- 
ply to the Secretary of the Territory. I was 
aware of the existence of the act of Congress to 
which the gentleman alluded. That, act merely 
makes the Secretary of the Territory responsible 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, so far as regards 
the settlement of accounts, and that such settle- 
ment was to be made at the Treasury Department. 
It is true, that act also says that the moncy shall 
be expended by the Secretary of the Territory; 
but was the Secretary to expend this money ac- 
cording to his own discretion, without authority 
of law? or was he to expend it according to law? 
My understanding is, that he way to expend it 
according to the law of the land. What was that 
law? Why, it was the law that was in force in 
the Territory at the time the deposite was made. 
Such, sir, I have always understood to be the 
practice, not only in Wisconsin, but in [owa, in 
the neighborhood of which I have lived for many 
years. I think that the facts which I have already 
stated to the Senate abundantly show that this offi- 
cer acted in good faith, as a prudent man should 
act. I think they show that he acted with great 
prudence and great caution; that there was no 
fault, no neglect on his part; and that it was in 
consequence of neglect elsewhere that the money 
was lost. I think, therefore, as a matter of jus- 
tice, if we were voting now, we ought to vote him 
the money. But the committee does not propose 
to appropriate the money; they only propose to 
say to the accounting officers of the treasury— 
those officers who have been accustomed to settle 
the accounts of the treasury from the commence- 
ment of the Government—you are authorized to 
make this settlement upon principles of equity and 
justice. Sir, is it to be supposed that the officers 
of the Treasury Department would concurrently 
have tendered their request to Congress to do jus- 
tice_to this man, unless injustice had_ been done 
him? TI think, sir, we ought to give them an op- 
portunity to do him jastice. 

Mr. CASS. I move that that biil be laid upon 
the table for the present. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I presume there will be no 
more discussion upon it. 

Mr. CASS. Then I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BADGER and Mr. CAMERON rising 
simultaneously. e 

Mr. BADGER said: I think it due to this case 
to make a single observation— 

Mr. CASS. Will the Senator excuse me? 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CASS. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
intends to discuss the bill. I therefore move that 
it be laid upon the table. | 

The motion was agreed to. 

TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to raise, fora 
limited time, an additional military force. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to amend the bill, 
by striking out all after the enacting clause, and 
inserting the following: 

« That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized, 
should the exigencies of the war require a further increase 
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of force, to call for, and accept the services of, additional 
volunteers, not exceeding thirty thousand, who may offer 
their services, either as cavalry, infantry, or riflemen, to 
serve three years after they shall have arrived at the place 
of rendezvous, unless sooner discharged; to he raised and 
organized in the same manner as are provided for voluntcers 
under existing laws, and to have the same pay, rations, and 
allowances, including land or scrip, according to grades; 
and to be subject to the same regulations and to the rules 
and articles of war.”? 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That where companies 
of volunteers, which are now or may hereafter be in ser- 
vice, shall become reduced in rank and file, the President 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to discharge a part of the 
commissioned officers, leaving not more than three for sixty 
rank and filein the company, and not more than two for 
forty rank and tile; and where the company shall be re- 
duced below twenty rank and file, he may discharge the 
whole company, officers and men, and receive a new com- 
pany of not less than eighty rank and file, in lieu of said 
discharged company: Provided, Nothing herein contained 
shall require the President to reduce the officers, or to dis- 
charge a company. if, in his opinion, the reduced compa- 
nies can be filled up by recruits. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That where regiments 
of volunteers, which are now or may hervatter be in ser- 
vice, shall brcome reduced, the President be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to receive additional companies of vol- 
unteers for such regiments: Provided, The additional com- 
panies so received for any regiment shall not increase its 
numerical strength beyond one thousand rank and file. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enucted, That the provision in 
the 2d section of the act entitled ‘ An act to encourage en- 
listments iu the regular army,” approved January twelfth, 
eighteen hundred and forty-seven, be, and the same is 
hereby, extended to include the recruits who may hercafter 
enlist for the first and second regiments of dragoons, and 
the regiment of mounted riflemen, and the non-commis- 
sioned officers, musicians, and privates of volunteera who 
may engage to serve during the war with Mexico, or for the 
term of three years, as provided by this act. 

Seco. 5. And be it further enacted, That the volunteers 
raised under this act, and whose term of service may not 
sooner expire, shall be discharged within six months after 
the ratification of a treaty of peace with Mexico. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN said: I do not propose, 
on this occasion, to say more than will be barely 
necessary to explain the amendment which I have 
had the honor of offering to the bill now before 
you. The bill which is now under consideration 
for raising ten additional regiments, and the bill 
lying upon the table to succeed it, authorizing the 
President to accept the services of twenty thousand 
volunteers, have severally been reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs in accordance with 
the recommendation of the Secretary of War, and 
are supposed to be necessary to meet the require- 
ments and exigencies of the present war with 
Mexico. The bill now before you, sir, proposes 
to raise ten thousand men, or ten additional re- 

iments; and what I propose is, to give to the 

overnment the necessary numerical force, only 
changing the form of its organization from a regu- 
lar to a volunteer force. And I desire to assign, 
very briefly, the reasons which have induced me 
to adopt this course. a a 

The bill before you for raising the ten regiments 
places upon Congress the responsibility of de- 
elaring that under the present existing circum- 
stances it is proper and necessary that this force 
should be raised. Is there any such present ne- 
cessity perceived by the Senate of the United 
States? I think not, sir. We have from the Sec- 
retary of War a discussion of various plans upon 
which it has been suggested that this war ought to 
be prosecuted. The Secretary, in discussing them, 
recommends the plan which he prefers, viz: to 
hold all those portions of Mexico which are now 
in our possession, and, in addition to the force 
which would be necessary to accomplish sucha 
purpose, to have an active force raised, not with a 
view of marching over and conquering the whole 
country, but with the view of being prepared to 
make occasional conquests, should circumstances 
require it. This is his plan. Now, is an addi- 
tional force necessary, I would ask, to accomplish 
the designs of the Secretary, taken even in their 
utmost latitude? This, sir, would be a question of 
a very indefinite character indeed, if our experience 
had not, in some degree, become a practical one. 
And what is our experience? What have been 
our experiences in this war? and what have been 
the results of the war? 

General Scott landed at Vera Cruz with a force 
of about twelve or thirteen thousand men, a con- 
siderable number of whom were volunteers. With 
thie force he succeeded in taking the strong castle 
of San Juan de Ulua and the city of Vera Cruz. 
Pressing forward with his victorious army, from 
Vera Cruz he entered the capital, breaking in 
pieces and scattering to the winds with a force of 
less than ten thousand men, the armies of Mexico 
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a still smaller comparative force, at the battle of 
Buena Vista, completely broke the power of Mexi- 
co,and so in every action would (no matter, sir, how 
disproportionate in number) the American troops 
have been victorious. And, sir, with what a small 
amount of force these achievements have been ac- 
complished. 

General Scott, as I have already stated, fought 
all those distinguished battles before the city of 
Mexico, and took the capital of the country with 
less than ten thousand men; and General Taylor, 
with not more than six or seven thousand men, the 
most of whom were volunteers, gained several dis- 
tinguished victories. Indeed, General Taylor, with 
less than four thousand men, beat Santa Anna 
with an army twenty thousand strong, and that, 
too, not by a sudden surprise, not by a sudden 
burst of valor, not in a moment of enthusiasm on 
one side and panic on the other, but ina hard 
fought battle, continued from the rising to the set- 
ting of the sun, occupying, in fact, the whole of 
nearly two days. Thus, we see that not only are 
the sword and shield of Mexico broken and cast 
into the dust, but her Government is dispersed and 
almost annihilated by our conquering army. She 
has no army, and scarcely can she be said to have 
a government; it consists of nothing more than dis- 
organized factions. And if Mexico now lies pros- 
trate before you, without an army or government; 
with here and there only a body of guerrillas, in- 
stead of an army.to oppose you; what, in the name 
of Eleaven, if this is all that is left to her, do you 
want with ten thousand more troops? Sir, since 
these conquests have been achieved, what has been 
done? Our army now reposing on the Rio Grande 
consists of three or four thousand regulars. Nay, 
I will give the exact number—it consists of three 
thousand nine hundred and thirty-seven regulars. 
At the battle of Buena Vista you had but two or three 
hundred regulars, all the rest were volunteers. In 
place of that army, less than five thousand strong, 
which constituted the force in that portion of the 
country upon that field of battle, you have now, 
sir, a force amounting in the whole to upwards of 
ten thousand men. Do you want any more there? 

I have already stated the force with which Gen- 
eral Scott obtained possession of the capital; how 
is it with him now, sir? He has been receiving 
additional reinforcements almost daily since that 
time; and there is now at Tampico and Vera Cruz 
together, a force amounting to 32,156 men, 17,101 
of whom are regulars, and the remainder, 15,055, 
volunteers. These statements are extracts made 
from the report of the Adjutant General. 

General Scott’s army has been almost trebled in 
number since he gained those battles. His force 
is larger by fifteen: thousand than when he landed 
at Vera Cruz. It is this much stronger than at 
the time when he conquered the whole region of 
the country between Vern Cruz and the capital; 
and cannot he hold this country with the same 
force with which he conquered it? How, upon 
the facts declared to us in official public docu- 
ments, can any argument be found to prove the 
necessity of sending any further troops there? 
General Scott took possession of the city with six 
thousand men, and of that whole region of coun- 
try with not more than twelve thousand; and now, 
when he has with him thirty-two thousand men, 
what more can he require? Suppose it requires 
as many men to hold a country as it does to con- 
quer it, has not General Scott already doubled the 
number of his force since he entered the Mexican 
territory? Make what deduction you please on 
account of casualties and disease—make a deduc- 
tion of five thousand—and it leaves fifteen thou- 
sand men for active service. Where, I ask, can 
fifteen thousand of such men as ours be employed? 
W hat fortress is there that will not open its gates 
at the sight of our banners? There is not one that 
will not. And yet we propose to add thirty thou- 
sand men to the force already there. Sir, these 
facts lead my mind irresistibly to the conclusion, 
that for any purpose of conquest even, it is not 
necessary to have more men in Mexico. If you 
have done what you have with that number of 
men, if they have accomplished such victories, 
surely you have a positive rule established by 
actual achievement, as to what your army can do. 

Cannot double the number of force with which 
these victories have been gained conquer all Mex- 
ico? Why did you lead your armies from Vera 
Cruz to the capital? Because there you expected 
to find the more vital parts of the Republic. Well, 


you have done all this, and still the cry is for more 
troops. You have had your forees doubled, and 

ou want to double them again. If you pass this 

ill, sir, what will then be the strength of your 
armies in Mexico? What number of men have 
you there now? I have shown you that under 
General Scott there are upwards of thirty-two 
thousand, and under General Wool upwards of 
ten thousand more, making an aggregate of forty 
three thousand American soldiers now within the 
limits of Mexico. 

Í reckon only those who are in the heart of 
Mexico, leaving out those who are stationed in 
California and at other distant posts. There are 
southward and westward of the Rio Grande from 
forty-two to forty-three thousand American sola 
diers; and during this whole time the recruiting 
service is going on rapidly. Scarcely a week 
passes by in which reinforcements of troops are 
not being landed in Mexico. Now, there are forty- 
three thousand troops, as I have said, independent- 
ly of what these bills propose, and the laws of this 
country now authorize the enlistment of some eight 
or nine thousand more, to fill up the ranks of your 
armies. There isalso still a deficiency of upwards 
of six thousand men in your volunteer service, 
which may at any time be supplied. This, then, 
is your state of preparation in Mexico! So far ase 
the authority of law extends, these troops are at 
your command. Besides these, there is an addi- 
tion yet to be made, by which your army will be 
still further increased. The regiment called for 
from the State of Michigan, has not yet appeared 
in the field; two other battalions, also, one from 
Alabama and the other from Mississippi, from 
some cause or other, have not yet been mustered 
into the public service, and are not included in the 
calculation. These regiments, added to those which 
you have the legal authority to send, will make 
our force there about sixty thousand strong. Add 
these ten regiments, and you will then have seventy 
thousand American soldiers beyond the Rio 
Grande, exclusive of those distributed throughout 
the Uniied Stafes, at various posts, and in Cali- 
fornia and New Mexico. Add again, to this esti- 
mate, the number that is proposed to be raised by 
the other bill which has been reported to us, and 
you will have an army of from ninety to one hun- 
dred thousand men. Sir, can all these troops be 
necessary? Does not this estimate startle the ears 
of Senators? I confess, for one, that I have been 
greatly startled, while reading the reports from 
which I have gathered these statements, at the vast 
army which we are now maintaining. And an- 
other more startling consideration, which ought not 
to be forgotten or omitted, is the enormous cost of 
every regiment. I am told by those who have 
entered into calculations on the subject, that the 
average cost of officers and men is nearly one 
thousand dollars per man. This subject becomes, 
then, a matter of some consequence to us. Sup- 
pose our object be to conquer Mexico, and to incur 
no unnecessary expense; these ten regiments will 
add to our expenses nearly ten millions of dollars; 
no small item in the aggregate expenditures of such 
a contest. I think, therefore, for these reasons, 
that it is highly necessary for us to determine 
whether all these troops are to be raised, and all 
this cost incurred. . 

I am perfectly willing to meet every possible 
contingency of casualty or disease, but I confess I 
cannot foresee, at present, any contingency which 
will justify this increase. I am willing to autho- 
rize the President to call out whatever force he 
may require, under such contingency as may here- 
after occur; but [ would not authorize that force 
to be raised now. I am willing to lodge in the 
hands of the Executive the power, ifan emergency 
demand it, to call out thirty thousand additional 
men for the war; and I would have such force 
consist of volunteers. 

Now, are not volunteers as good, have they not 
proved themselves as efficient, as regulars? Is not 
Buena Vista a bright and burning evidence of their 
efficiency in the field? They may be called out for 
the same period of service, and are entitled toa 
discharge under the same circumstances, and the 
difference in cost is great. I would substitute 
them, therefore, for these ten regiments of regu- 
lars; and I would accordingly give power to the 
President to call out the thirty thousand additional 
troops, in case circumstances require the adoption 
of such a course. In my view, there is no neces- 
sity for anything else than this to be done, 
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Gentlemen have appealed to the authority of 
infotmation obtained from officers of the army. 
Why are they here, sir? Why are they here 
reposing in Washington and all parts of the coun- 
try, if it is not that they are satisfied that the war 
has closed, that no more battles are to be fought, 
no more laurels to be won? They have given us 
ample evidence, by the bravery which they have 
heretofore displayed, that they would not leave the 
field of their victories if they were not fully con- 
vinced that nothing more remained to,be done. 
There is not one who does not believe that the 
war is at an end. There may be a few skirmishes 
here and there with parties of guerrillas; but so 
far as armies are concerned that will stand before 
American forces, they are never to be seen again 
in Mexico. This is the opinion of every officer I 
have spoken with, and it is also my opinion. 
From all the facts to be gathered from official re- 
ports, we can come but to one inevitable conclu- 
aidn, viz: that their armies are broken to pieces; 
that thie country is given over to the control of fac- 
tions; and that they can no longer make head 
against us. You have now anarmy there of forty- 
three thousand men. They are capable of going 
where they please, and staying where they please, 
in all the wide domains of Mexico. I therefore 
ean see no necessity for a further increase of force 
at present, even if it were the conquest of the 
whole country. that was contemplated; but when 
it is to limited assaults only to which it is proposed 
to confine this war, there appears still less neces- 
sity for such increased PEE It is with these 
views, and with no feelings of captiousness, from 
no spirit of opposition, and no disposition to scan 
the merits er conduct of this war, but simply taking 
it as it is, that I have been induced to offer the 
amendment which I have presented ; whilst I ques- 
tion the propriety of any additional force being 
now added to our already large and increasing 
army in Mexico. 

. CASS then rose and remarked that he 
wished to correct one or two errors into which the 
Senator from Kentucky had fallen; and baving 
shown, from the returns of the Adjutant General, 
that the number of men under General Wool was 
only six thousand seven hundred, and not ten 
thousand, as had been stated by the Senator, he 
was interrupted b : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, who observed that he 
had fallen into an inaccuracy in summing up the 
forces under General Wool, on account of which 
he readily admitted that a reduction of upwards of 
three thousand men was to be made from the ag- 
gregate number, which he had stated. 

Mr. CASS proceeded: The Senator had taken 
one position and eloquently ig Hie it, on which 
he begged to differ with him. The Senator seemed 
to think that an additional force was entirely unne- 
cessary, after the country had been conquered. 
But ail experience showed they might gain a bat- 
tle and get possession of a country without being 
able to retain it. Portugal and Spain were full of 
lessons upon this subject. To march to the capi- 
tal of a country was one thing, and then to diffuse 
the forces over it, in various positions, in order to 
hold the people in subjection, was another and 
quite a different thing. Our armies in Mexico had 
gained a series of victories as brilliant in them- 
selves as honorable to the national character. But 
they were now to break up as a mass, to spread 
themselves into various detachments, else it would 
be impossible to hold tke Mexican people in obe- 
dience. 

They would be now exposed to popular tumults, 
and liable to be cut down by detachments, and still 
the more, the further they would be compelled to 
march. Besides, it was important that the Mexi- 
can people should be.convinced, by the exhibition 
of our overwhelming force, that resistance was out 
of the question. What we wanted was, to produce 
a moral effect upon the people of Mexico—to sat- 
isfy them of our strength, and their weakness, 
and to avoid fighting battles by showing them 
that, if fought, they would certainly be gained by 


us. : 
-It was also important to note that the regiments 
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now in the field did not average more than eight 
hundred and fifty men to each, which was nearly ` 
three hundred short of the legal establishment. 
This bill would not give more than seven thousand 
five hundred men to the arnty. The calculation of 
the honorable Senator was based on the legal es- 
tablishment. Now, no legal establishment can be 
kept full. The reports of the Adjutant General 
show, that there must be a deduction of more than 
one quarter, leaving the force on foot less than 
three-fourths of the legal establishment. This is 
the result of experience. It is not probable, there- 
fore, that the number of the regular army in Mex- 
ico can be much, if it all, increased but by raising 
new corps, and establishing new recruiting rendez- 
vous. 

The honorable Senator, in all his calculations, 
looks to the numbers on the statute book, not to 
the numbers on the returns. The continually-re- 
curring casualties of battle, of climate, and of all 
the other circumstances which make war hazard- 
ous, are a perpetual drain, which keeps down the 
force far below the strength authorized by law. 

With respect to the cost, the Senator or himself 
must be under a misapprehension. The cost of a 
regiment of infantry was about $279,000 per an- 
num. It was true, that all the expenses might be 
charged upon the soldiers—bounty lands, medical 
staff, and quartermaster’s staff. But the actual 
cost of each regiment of infantry was the sum he 
had stated. A regiment of dragoons, of which 
they had three, cost something like $700,000. If 
he understood the Senator from Kentucky aright, 
he proposed to raise thirty thousand men at the 
discretion of the President, to be called out by him 
when he pleased. So far as regarded himself, he 
(Mr. ee was perfectly willing that it should be 
left to the discretion of the. President; but the de- 
mand of the Senator, that all the force should be 
composed of volunteers, brought up the old ques- 
tion. He (Mr. Cass) had no disposition to do in- 
justice to the volunteers. Far from it. No man 

adi a higher opinion than he of the gallantry and 
efficiency of volunteers. But the addition to the 
regular force which the bill proposed was entirely 
justified alike by experience and the exigencies of 
the present time. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said that the Senator from 
Michigan had introduced rather a new principle, 
which made war more alarming than ever. It was 
this : that it would require a much greater military 
force to.be kept in a subjected country, than had 
been required to conquer it. The Senator said that 
there might be a sudden rising of the people, and 
they must be prepared at all times and every- 
where, to suppress such hostilities. How many 
men would be required for that purpose? The 
gentleman had given them no information as 
to that. He had prescribed no rule, and there 
was no experience, military or civil, on sucha 
subject. Now he (Mr. C.) thought that it was 
pretty reasonable to suppose that those who had 
gone into a country, prepared for their reception, 
and had taken all its fortresses and dispersed its 
armies, were able to hold that dismantled country, 


and defy that conquered people. Had the Senator | 


attempted to show that what was done by twelve 
thousand men could not be repeated by thirty 
thousand? It was admitted that Scott had about 
thirty thousand men—double the force which he 
had when he conquered and took the city of Mex- 
ico. Was there any pressing emergency now? 
What did the gentleman want? He was one of 
great intelligence and great weight in that body— 
acquainted, as might be supposed, with the pecu- 
liar views of the Secretary of War; and what rea- 
son, it might then with propriety be asked, did he 
assign for this immediate increase of the forces in 
Mexico? What did he propose to do with them? 
Was there anything to be dene for which the 
present force was not perfectly competent? Did 
they want to take Queretaro, the present seat of 
Government? Did they want to go to San Luis 
Potosi?—to Zacatecas? Well, was there any- 
where to which the forces now in Mexico could 
notgo? He centended that they had proof in 
what had been already accomplished, that the 
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forces now in Mexico were adequate to any emer- 
gency. 

But the Senator from Michigan seemed to think . 
that they ought not to be content until they had 
force enough to act by intimidation and terror. 
Well, hoW many men did that roauirte He be- 
lieved that neither the great Frederick nor any 
other warrior of ancient times had drawn any rule 
as to the amount of force by which a people could 
be terrified into submission. They had beaten 
the Mexicans when they were not terrified; they 
had conquered them in field after field; they had 
broken them into pieces like a potsherd; they had 
doubled their forces since that day; and yet they 
were told that they were not in safety unless they 
had more troops—more forces. It was not a mil- 
ee, effect that the gentleman wished to accom- 
plish, for he could not point out any military 
operation which could not be effected by the army 
now in Mexico. But the Senator wanted an 
army large enough to produce a great moral effect. 
A religious effect could hardly be-expected, it was 
to be supposed, in a Catholic country like Mexico, 
by such means. It was a moral effect,’then, that 
was intended; and to produce it, they were called 
upon to make this addition to the army. He (Mr. 
CRITTENDEN) could not consent to raise armies for 
such a purpose. He was willing to raise armies 
to fight battles, but not to produce a ‘‘ moral 
effect.” For all military purposes, they had 
ample forces now in Mexico. Yet, in order to 
meet any possible contingency, although he did 
not apprehend any danger, still he was willing to 
provide for any possibility of danger, and give to 
the President the power of calling out thirty thou- 
sand volunteers, if, in the exercise of his discre- 
tion, they should be deemed necessary. 

The Senator from Michigan seemed to think, 
though he was not very distinct on the subject, 
that these regulars were much better than so many 
troops enlisted for the same time and called volun- 
teers. Why? Both were subject to the same 
laws—engaged for the same term ‘of service—to 
some extent consisted, perhaps, of the same ma- 
terials. Why, then, were they to be regarded as 
better when called regulars than when styled vol- 
unteers? W'ss there anything in the name? Not 
at all. The volunteers would be just as effective 
as if they were called regulars. Their obligations 
to their country would be as strong, and as sensi- 
bly felt. There can be no difference as to their 
capacity to render service, or in their preparation. 
If the President were of opinion to-morrow that 
there was an exigency which demanded it, he 
would be authorized to call for thirty thousand 
men, and no expenses would be incurred until 
they were mustered into the public service. But 
pass this bill for ten thousand regulars, and there 
would be at once from five to six hundred officers 
under pay, and each of the men under pay, as 
fast as entiated. Not so with volunteers. 

Again, which description of force was moat. 
easily raised? The volunteers, of course. There 
was something in the name of volunteer that ap- 
pealed to the hearts of their free-borr countrymen, 
witha strength much greater than that which belong- 
ed to any argument or appeal employed by the 
officer recruting for the regular army. If expedi- 
tion was the object, the volunteer was undoubted- 
ly the force which should be raised. The call on 
Kentucky for two regiments of volunteers was re- 
ceived there about the first of October, and the 
Governor, to give opportunity to those living mm 
distant parts of the State to participate in the honor 
of serving the country, gave as long a period ag 
possible for the rendezvous—about twenty days— 
and by the first of November, two full regiments 
embarked at Louisville for the seat of war. How 
long would it take, he asked, to enlist two regi- 
ments in Kentucky? Every other gentleman could 
easily turn to his own State and answer that ques- 
tion for himself. He did not believe that two regi- 
ments of regulars could be raised in two years in 
Kentucky. Yet two regiments of volunteers were 
filled within thirty days, and ten ora dozen captains 
went away with tears in their eyes, because there 
could not be assigned them places in the army. 
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Such men went to the wars with spirit, courage, 
and ambition. They had homes to which to re- 
turn, and trusted to bring back good names. That 
was the feeling that sustained them and enabled 
them, with but little discipline, to accomplish 
everything in the field. Tor all the reasons which 
he had urged, he therefore hoped that the amend- 
ment would be adopted in preference to the origi- 
nal bill. : 

He had already said that he had no captious 
spirit about this thing at all; and he had avoided 
any allusigp to parties. He did not wish‘to re- 
vive the controversy aboutthe war. The question 
before them did not require it. Supposing the war 
to be ever so just—their desires of conquest ever 
so unlimited—in his judgment, they had already a 
force capable of accomplishing everything. He 
was therefore opposed to the additional expense, 
and the exposure of additional thousands of his 
countrymen to the dangers of that climate. Let 
the President have the power of calling for thirty 
regiments of volunteers, and he can have them im- 
mediately, if he believed that they were needed. 

Mr. CASS said he had but one remark to make. 
The honorable Senator from Kentucky, with an 
emphasis not to be mistaken, talked about the 
moral effect to be produced by the presence of the 
army in Mexico. 
“ moral effect,” but he did not say an effect of 
morality. He did wish to produce a moral effect, 
as contradistinguished from the physical effect of 
their military operations. There was nothing at 
all in the remark to justify the little slur of the 
Senator, and surely it must have been apparent to 
all, that it was a great deal better to intimidate 
than to kill the Mexicans. The Senator had asked 
him how many troops were needed to produce that 
moral effect; and, in reply, he could only say, that 
he intended to vote for the bill, because it provided 
such an augmentation of the military force in Mex- 
ico as would be likely to produce that desirable 
effect. The Senator could hardly expect a state- 
ment of the force necessary, to be given with math- 
ematical precision. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN only wished to know how 
the Senator would employ his additional force? 

Mr. CASS said he would answer the Senator 
with a great deal of pleasure. They might sup- 
pose a case in which a nation might sit down, 
every man, woman, and child, to be killed. But 
it never has been so, and never will be so in Mex- 
ico. The national obstinacy will stop at a point 
far short of this. He believed that they must 
occupy the posts which they had taken, and extend 
their lines of communication as far as necessary— 
the great roads to the east and tothe west. There 
were other great positions also to be occupied. 
No man could point them out who was not well 
acquainted with the topography of their country. 
There were some positions that appeared very 
advantageous; among these would appear to be 
Queretero, which stood at the junction of the joint 
line of communication between northern and west- 
ern Mexico, and it would probably be difficult to 
open the communication between that region and the 
country now held by us. As he remarked yester- 
day, the rich mineral region of Zacatecas and San 
Luis must also be taken and held. They must 
either withdraw or extend their operations, and 
remain inactive. The former course was out of 
the question, and the latter would leave an inter- 
minable war upon our hands. We must of neces- 
sity extend our operations—wisely, indeed, as 
circumstances might require, but rapidly as the 
amount of force would allow. 

With respect to the remarks of the Senator with 
reference to the volunteers and regulars, he had 
only to say, that he believed that a mixed force 
was by far the best. He believed that the regu- 
lars submitted better to wholesome discipline and 
restraint, than men who elected their own officers. 
The honorable Senator himself knew the fact from 
his own experience. The enlisted soldier became 
a part of the army, part of a great machine, and 
the principal duty he had to learn was the duty of 
otelience. All this was known and felt by every 
man who became a recruit in the regular army. 
Not so with the volunteers. The honorable Sen- 
ator here did not volunteer with any such state of 
feeling, nor, indeed, could it be so from the com- 
position of both officers and men. They were 
formed of the very best material our country af- 
forded. They had gone into battle, and had fought, 
he was about to say, as men never had fought be- 


He (Mr. C.) had used the term | 


fore. They would do stern duty to the utmost, 
so long as they were kept in motion, and would 
do it with the more alacrity as the danger was the 
more pressing. But the moment they stopped, 
then a spirit of dissatisfaction would begin to 


spread, increasing the more, the longer they re- | 


mained stationary. The duties of the camp and 
the post, of police, and all the routine of staz | 
tionary service, was irksome to them. And for 
that reason, they yielded more readily to the dis- 
enses of the climate than the regular soldiers. 


which the regular soldier was held, contributed | 
essentially to the health and efficiency of the army. | 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he did not wish to 
continue the discussion, much less a controversy 
on the subject. He confessed that he did not yet : 
understand exactly what the Senator meant by the | 
moral effect which he intended to produce. Had | 
the Senator ever sat down, and, according to any | 
rule of philosophy, calculated how many men |: 
with arms by their side were necessary to pro- | 


| 

! 

Pian sane 

Every one knew, that the strict subordination in | 
| 

| 

| 


duce the moral effect of which he spoke? or how |: 


many men with arms in their hands were needed | 
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‘neither patriotism is elicited, nor glory is to be 
won. If this country were invaded, I would turn 
to the great body of the militia—for 1 use the terms 
“ volunteers ” and “ militia ”? assynonymous—for 
its defence. But when wecarry on a foreign war, 
and especially when defensive operations, merely, 
are carried on, we have reached a point where reg- 
ulars are the force which should be employed in 
the nice routine of the service, in which the duties 
are not sufficiently important to justify that disrup- 
tion of society, that injury to the commercial in- 
terests of the country, which would result from 
qringing out menof that high class, which the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky has correctly said 
constitutes the great body of the volunteers. There 
is a great difference in the materiat of the volun- 
teers and the regular force. There is an enthusi- 
asm that spreads over every neighborhood when 
the call for volunteers goes forth. When Ken- 
tucky is called on to send her regiment, and every 
county its company, an enthusiasm bursts out 
everywhere, and the State pours forth its best ma- 
terial—material too good for common use. 

The gentleman inquires why it is that we pre- 


for the same purpose? Did he not see that if war |! fer regulars? I will answer: we prefer regulars, 
was to be carried on, or military objects effected |; first, because they are cheaper; secondly, because 


in that way, how completely they were under the 
moral influence of the Mexicans? There they | 


they can be maintained in better discipline. They 
will maintain a better state of police. They 


were, ten or fifteen thousand strong, in the heart || will be healthier, and therefore more effective, in 
of Mexico, with ten millions of people: Mexico || proportion to their numbers, for mere „garrison 


had, therefore, a hundred thousand to one; and |! duties. 


As long as you keep the high-bred gen- 


therefore, in order to counteract the ‘“ moral ef- |; tlemen for the battle, they will bear any privation, 


fect,” if mere numbers produced it, it must be 
necessary for the United States to send nine or | 
ten millions to Mexico. It would certainly be | 
necessary to do that, in order to counteract the | 
moral influence of the present overwhelming num- 
ber of Mexicans! No, it was not mere numbers 
that produced ‘‘ moral effect;” it was the battles 
of Buena Vista, Chapultepec, Contreras, and 
Churubusco. These were the great witnesses 
which produced effects—witnesses of the power 
of one party, the subjugation and conquest of the 
other. It was the arms of the United States that 
had produced the moral effect. They had pros- 
trated Mexico. She felt itand knewit. She was 
now nothing but a huge undigested mass of van- 
ity and faction. Her armies had been scattered, 
her authorities broken to pieces; and it was to | 
protect themselves in the midst of such a people | 
as that, that 30,000 men were pronounced insuffi- : 
cient, needing a reinforcement of 10,000 regulars ' 
and 20,000 volunteers. The law at present gave | 
the privilege of recruiting 8,600 men for the regu- : 
lar army. When these men were raised, where 
would be the necessity for more? Would they 
recruit more than that number in the course of the 
present year? They did recruit a few more during 
the last year—11,000 men. But, in six months, 
was it likely that any more would be recruited by 
two sets of recruiting officers at the same places? 
Mr. CASS. The Senator had asked if more 
could be raised by two sets of recruiting officers in 
the same places. But it was not intended to send | 
the two sets to the same places. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, then said: It is not | 


my purpose at this time to go into a discussion of i| Mexico. ra 
.the ten-regiment bill, but to address myself espe- |; tility of the Mexican people. I hazard the asser- 
i tion, that there is more hostility against us in 


cially to the amendment of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. Ihave been surprised at the introduction 
of that amendment; I certainly did not expect it. 
The gentleman has not anticipated the ground 
upon which I would oppose the substitution of that 
amendment for the bill. He seems to rest it on 
the supposition that we are to oppose the substitu- 
tion of volunteers for regulars because regulars are 
better thah volunteers. I take no such ground, 
and fortunately stand in an attitude in which I can 
have no prejudices for one or the other, having 
served with both. But, sir, the question lies deep- 
er and far beyond the mere availability of the one 
over the other. And I would say to the honora- 
ble Senator from Kentucky, who has seen service 
that if he will revert to the 
ed from his campaign, and met the aged patriot, 
who wrung his hand and enquired for his son who 
had died on the field of battlh—when he met the 
mother who, with tears streaming down hercheeks, 
put to him the same question, he will at once say, 
owever necessary it may be tocall forth the chiv- 
alry of the country to fight its battles, let us not 
send such men, to be wasted in the mere duties of 
the sentinel, by the attacks of disease and an un- 
friendly climate, whilst engaged in a service where 


? 
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eriod when he return- 


submit to every restraint, and discharge to the 
utmost every duty. But do you expect that those 
men, who have broken all the endearing ties of 
home in order to fight their country’s batiles, will 
sacrifice themselves to the mere duties of the sen- 
tinel—will be content with the performance of the 
police of a garrison? Will they be suited better 
for the one, or as well for the other, as men of a 
lower grade in society, and more accustomed to 
such duties? 

But the gentleman has made an argument which 
I regard as more congenial to his feelings. He 
has alluded to the gallantry of the army, and the 
battles won by small forces, affording evidence 
against the necessity of this increase of our force. 
But it is one thing to beat the enemy and another 
to hold him in subjection, and the argument of the 
honorable Senator, which rests upon the suppo- - 
sition that Mexico is conquered, I hold to be by 
no means indisputable. Is Mexico conquered * 
Is any part of it conquered? Conquest, as laid 
down by some writers, is of three kinds. Ruin is 
one of these kinds of conquest; but we have not 
ruined Mexico, and God forbid we ever should. 
The moral feeling of this country would never just- 
ify such a course. Another mode of conquest is, 
to hold a country by controlling its government. 
That is not suited to the genius of our country. 
We send no proconsul abroad—no provincial 
army to direct the government of the country. 
We recognize as the great basis of all institutions 
self-government. The other mode of conquest is 
by colonizing a country. We cannot do that. In 
neither of these modes, then, have we conquered 
We have not even suppressed the hos- 


Mexico now than there was at the beginning of 
the war. Mexico is not conquered. 

But the honorable Senator asks, how will you 
employ this large force? Not to take cities; not 
to fight battles. And I agree with him that our 
army could now march through all South America 
and defeat every enemy. But we want this force 
to hold towns and posts in Mexico—to convince 
the Mexicans that resistance is idle, and beyond 
all this, to afford protection to all the citizens of 
Mexico who are ready to recognize our authority 
and give us supplies. These are some of the great 
objects to be obtained. To effect them, large bod- 
ies of men will be needed. We must garrison 
our posts with forces adequate to make a sortie, if 
necessary, and not be shut up when any partisan 
chief chooses to come and sit down before their 

ates. 
: Again, the army of General Scott, which achiev- 
ed such victories before the city of Mexico, did it 
at a heavy sacrifice of blood, and that resulted 
from the want of force. The length of their lines 
was far inferior to that of the enemy’s. Our gal- 
lant men fell under the converging fire of the foe, 
and therefore their blood was spilled like water. 
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American courage, the skill of the officers, and the 
science of our incomparable staff, achieved those 
victories, and God forbid that they should ever be 
tested again at such a fearful sacrifice. But that 
army in its present state is not combined, whilst 
there are many posts without a garrison, which we 
ought to hold. 

Then again, the resources of Mexico, must 
contribute to the support of that army. We can- 
not afford to keep down anarchy in Mexico at the 
expense of our treasury. We must not depend 
on the petty amount of property that might be 
wrung kom the poor rancheros. Such a thing 
has never been contemplated by our Government, 
nor practised by our officers. ln Zacatecas you 
can have possession of the mint. In Potosi are 
the richest mines in Mexico; and if, as has been 
stated, the annual produce of these minesamounts 
to nearly twenty-five millions, and we claim the 
revenue.which the Mexican Government extract- 
ed from mining operations, and by protecting the 
entrance of goods into the country, furnish a new 
source of revenue from the duties on imposts, then 
we have something to support our armies, with- 
out touching private property, and the expenses 
of the war are borne by Mexico herself. 

The object now is, not to prepare to fight a bat- 
tle, but to prevent a battle. The great object now 
is, to allow the ability which yet remains in Mex- 
ico to establish federal government on republi- 
can principles, to exert itself. We have taught 
Mexico salutary lessons. We have convinced 
them that they are not what they supposed they 
were; and I hope it will not excite a laugh when I 
mention that supposition to have been, that they 
were the greatest military power on the continent; 
for it was not until after the battle of Buena Vista 
that they began todoubt it. Let us now give them 
an opportunity to create a government somewhat 
stable, and capable of adhering to its obligations. 
I reject the idea of taking her Federal Government 
under our protection as altogether impracticable, 
and because it would certainly tend to render it 
odious to the people. Our policy should be direct- 
ed by the purest reason and most patriotic motives 
to that end which will hasten a peace and leave 
Mexico the power to erect again her nationality. 

If I believed that this additional force were un- 
necessary, I should vote against the bill. If I 
believed that regulars were not better calculated to 
occupgygarrisons, and that the se oniy of our 
volunteers in the field should decide this question, 
I would vote against it. But I believe the force 
to be necessary, and that these regulars are the 
proper force. The Senator from Kentucky spoke 
of giving a discretionary power to the President 
to call out thirty thousand volunteers. Well, I 
doubt not the wisdom of the Executive—I doubt 
not his nerve to encounter that responsibility. I 
would be quite willing to make him responsible, 
and to rely upon the good feeling, patriotism, and 
intelligence of the country, to sustain him in calling 
out these men for the present purpose, and still 
further for the ultimate object, when the forces 
may be reduced, of recalling the volunteers, now 
making sacrifices beyond the duty which they un- 
dertook to perform. And at this moment, sir, the 
honorable Senator from South Carolina, before 
me, recalls to my mind, appropriately, in this con- 
nection, the fact that the regiment which has cover- 
ed the Palmetto State with laurels and cypress, now 
numbers only about one hundred and fifty fit for 
active service. I would recall that regiment at once. 
I would return its members to their social and com- 
mercial duties, and substitute for them a regular 
regiment, equally able to perform, at all events, the 
duties they have now to discharge. 

I did not rise for the purpose of making any 
extended remarks, and have been led to say more 
than I intended. I hope the amendment will not 
be adopted. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that there were two or 
three points of difficulty still unexplained in an- 
swering the objection to the bill. If he understood 
aright the Senator from Kentucky, during a period 
of the last fifteen months not more than about 
eleven thousand recruits had been enlisted. 

Mr. CASS here interposed, and said that the 
Senator from Kentucky was in error. More than 
twenty thousand had been enlisted in the course 
of little more than a year. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN referred. to the report of 
the Adjutant General, to show that the number 
was but a little over eleven thousand 


e 


| 


Mr. CASS explained that that was exclusive of 
the new regiments which had been raised. 

Mr. CALHOUN continued: He would, then, 
assume the number stated by the chairman of the 
Military Committee. If only twenty thousand 
men were raised during the last year, it was very 
evident that in the present state of the market—for 
the recruiting had taken up a great deal of the loose 
portions of society disposed to enlist—it would be 
very difficult indeed to raise, during the present 
year, the men necessary to fill these ten additional 
regiments. Well, they had been told that this ad- 
ditional force was required immediately, when, in 
all probability, with the strongest recruiting force, 
it could not be obtained in less than six or eight 
months after the passage of the bill, allowing the 
greatest success. Yet they had been emphatically 
told that this force was so immediately necessary, 
that not a day could be allowed here for debate. 
He did not doubt that regulars were the best de- 
scription of for. He wished to know if the 
eight thousand included the entire deficit. 

r. CASS replied, that the general deficiency 
amounted to eight thousand men. 

“Mr.CALHOUN. That, added to the ten regi- 
ments, would make eighteen thousand or twenty 
thousand to be raised. Then the defect must be 
in the recruiting service. Eight thousand was very 
near the number which it was proposed to raise by 
this bill; and yet a deficit to that extent existed in 
the present force. The remedy seemed to be in 
the creation of a sufficient number of recruiting 
officers—not of generals nor colonels—not of offi- 
cers of the higher grades, but of officers suited for 
that service. 

This business of war was a serious one. War 
created the means of its own continuance. It 
called into being mighty influences which were 
interested in carrying it on; and few nations ever 
terminated war, so long as they possessed the 
means of carrying iton. A single regiment could 
not be raised without the creation of new interests 
in favor of the war. If these views were correct, 
the cheaper plan would be to strengthen the re- 
cruiting service, rather than create additional regi- 
ments, officers and all. The volunteers, if their 
services were needed, could be called out at once. 
The spirit of gallantry which characterized the 
people, was not yet exhausted, notwithstanding 
the disasters of the war, as far as deaths were con- 
cerned, and all the regiments had been thinned to 
an extraordinary extent. He presumed that the 
mortality had been not less than twenty per cent. 
Yet recruits, he had no doubt, could be still had 
plentifully. If, then, the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs wanted an immediate aug- 
mentation of the military force, he should ask for 
volunteers. 

He (Mr. C.) was glad to perceive that the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] was notaverse to 
a defensive line atthe propertime. In his (Mr.C.’s) 
opinion, the present was the proper time. In view of 
that policy he would ‘prefer regulars to volunteers. 
He objected, though, to regulars, because that 
force gave greatly increased patronage, and greatly 
added influence to the support of the war. He 
knew not how other gentlemen felt; but as for him- 
self, he was convinced that the patronage of this 
Government had gone beyond all bounds, and 
already exercised a most dangerous control over 
the deliberations of Congress. He felt the awk- 
wardness of his position. He was utterly averse 
to pursuing this war for any view yet presented, 
even taking the strong view presented by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi. He put it to that gentle- 
man, Was there any certainty of peace? and if 
not, where would the country stand? That was 
the question. It would be in a position worse than 
ever. Every step they took only plunged them 
deeper and deeper into difficulty. If his memory 
served him, the Secretary of the War Department 
stated seventy thousand men as adequate to con- 

uer and hold in subjection all Mexico. Was 
that not the view of the Secretary? He could not 
at the moment lay his hand on the report of the 
War Department; but if he had not correctly stated 
the views of the Secretary, any Senator could set 
the matter right. ‘The Secretary then disavowed 
the plan of entire subjugation. The Executive 
disavowed it; and yet a force, according to the 
Senator from Kentucky, of ninety or one hundred 
thousand men, was demanded. He could not be- 
lieve that it was the intention of the Executive, 
because it had been again and again disavowed. 


But when he saw such a force asked for in the 
report of the Secretary; when he saw, in the Pres- 
ident’s message, the declaration which he had 
quoted yesterday, to the effect that he himself be- 
lieved, that unless in a certain contingency they 
must take porao of the country, and take the 
measure of the indemnity into our own hands, he 
could not but think that there was a strong im- 
pression on all sides that the end would be to con- 
quer and hold Mexico. , 

If they could have the question first gubmitted 
to the deliberative consideration of that body, and 
it were decided what was to be the proper course 
of conducting this war; if it were known whether 
they were to go on, or take a defensive line, they 
would then act understandingly. But -voting and 
voting, without knowing what was to be ultimately 
done, threw him, and he believed every member 
of the Senate, into a state of great difficulty to 
determine how to vote. 

The question was then taken upon agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by Mr. CRITTENDEN, and 
it was determined in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Clarke, 
Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Dayton, Greene, Hale, Man- 
gum, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Spruance, Underwood, Up- 
ham, and Webster—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Brad- 
bury, Breese, Butler, Cameron, Cass, Davis of Mississip- 
pi, Dickinson, Dix, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Foote, Han- 
negan, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Lou- 


isiana, Mason, Rusk, Sevier, Sturgeon, Turney, and West- 
cott—26. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to amend 
the bill, by inserting, in the 5th line.of the first sec- 
tion, after the word * President,’’ the words, ‘< if 
in his opinion the exigencies of the war require 
such a further increase of force.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

No further amendment being made, the bill was 
reported to the Senate. 

he amendment having been concurred in, the 
question was upon ordering the bill, as amended, 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

It was suggested that the bill might be ordered 
to be engrossed, and the question on its passage 
deferred until to-morrow. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. ; 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 6, 1848. | 
The Journal of.yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER commenced the call of the 
States for petitions, commencing at the Territory 
of Wisconsin; when 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the special 
order; which was agreed to, 


GREAT SOUTHERN MAIL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole (Mr. Smitu, of Indiana, 
in the chair) on the joint resolution concerning 
the transportation of the mail from Washington 
south. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, who was entitled 
to the floor from last everting, addressed the com- 
mittee. As a member of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, which reported the 
resolution now under consideration, and disagree- 
ing with the majority of that committee, he de- 
sired to trespass upon the patience of the com- 
mittee for a short time, in order to submit a few 
reasons why he occupied the position that he did 
with reference to this question. 

He had endeavored to give to this controversy 
between the Post Office Department and the Rich- 
mond and Fredericksburg Railroad and Potomac 
Steamboat Companies a fair, a candid, an impar- 
tial investigation; and, in order to the full under- 
standing of this question, it seemed to him it was 
right that they should look to the several laws 
which had been passed by Congress for the gov- 
ernment of the Postmaster General in making 
contracts with such companies for the transporta- 
tion of the mail. They should look, also, to the 
time at which they were passed, at the circum- 
stances and causes which induced their passage. 

They found that the first law on this subject 
was the act of July, 1838. [Mr. J. read an ex- 
tract from the law. It enacts, in substance, that 
each and every railroad within the limits of the 
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United States which was then completed, or there- 
after might be, should be considered a post route, 
and the Postmaster General should cause to be 
transported: thereon the mail of the United States, 
provided the service can be obtained. on reasonable 
terms; and provides that he shall not pay there- 
for, in any instance, more than twenty-five per 
centum over and above what similar transporta- 
tion might cost in post-coaches. 

This law of 1838 (continued Mr. J.) declared 
every railroad in the United States a post route, 
and requifed the Postmaster General to have trans- 
ported over these post routes, over these railroads, 
the mail of the United States, under two restric- 
tions: the one, that he could get it done for a fair 
and reasonable compensation; and the other lim- 
ited the compensation not to exceed 25 per centum 
over and above what ‘similar transportation” 
would cost in post-coaches. 

This law was passed in July, 1838. In Decem- 
ber of that year, Mr. Kendall, then Postmaster 
General, reported to the President, and through 
the President to Congress, his action under that 
law—the construction which he had given to that 
law. He informed Congress and the country that 
he had found great difficulty in arriving at what 
Congress meant by “ similar transportation.” He 
very properly reasoned that it could not have refer- 
ence to the speed of the mail, because no post-coach 


could come in competition, in point of speed, with | 


a railroad car. He says, also, that Congress could 
not have meant by ‘similar transportation” the 
same mail; for, if it had intended the same, it 


would have used the word same instead of ‘ simi- | 


lar.’? The rule, then, which he adopted was this: 


tion then paid upon any post road in the 


contended that the department had any power to 
pay more than $237 50 per mile for a daily mail. 
But another difficulty arose which induced the 
passage of the law of the 25th of January, 1839. 

[Mr. J. read an extract from this law. It pro- 
vided in substance, that the Postmaster General 
should not, in virtue of the authority vested in 
him by the law of-1838, allow more than $300 per 
mile for the conveyance of one or more daily mails 
over any post route. ] 

Now, what gave rise to the necessity of the pas- 
sage of this law? Was it that Mr. Kendall, then 
Postmaster General, had given a wrong construc- 
tion to the act of 1838? Was it that the railroads 
of the country refused to carry the mail at the 


“compensation he offered them? He did not so un- 


derstand it. But when the Postmaster General 
gave that construction adding 25 per cent. over and 


above the $190 per mile paid on the Cumberland ! 


road, making this $237 50 now offered to this rail- 
road by the present Postmaster @eneral for trans- 
poe a daily mail, other railroads—the road from 

ashington to Baltimore, from Baltimore to Phil- 
adelphia, and from Philadelphia to New York— 
over which the mail was transported twice a day, 
came forward and said, Why, Mr. Postmaster 
General, you have, under the law of 1838, given 
such a construction as to pay to railroads $237 50 
for one daily mail. 


ceive only the same compensation? Now, in or- 
der, as he understood, to obviate this difficulty, 
and to settle this question also, Mr. Kendall him- 
self drew up this section of the law, and it was 


introduced and passed through both Houses of 
He informed Congress, and through Congress the || Congress, and became a law of the land. Well 
country, that he had taken the highest compensa- || why did he put in ‘one or more daily mails?” | 


nited || He understood the reason was, that it occurred to 


States for the daily transportation of the great || him, if the law said more than one daily mail, 


western mail from Baltimore to Wheeling, from 
Wheeling to Columbus, and thence on west; and 


| these companies would come forward and say, un- | 
der the law of 1838, we are entitled, by your own | 


the highést rate paid on that route at that time, || construction, to $237 50 per mile, and by this sub- 


Mr. 


endall informed Congress, was $190 per || sequent act we are entitled to réceive $300 for an 


mile per annum. This, then, being the highest |; additional daily mail, thus making, as he feared, 


compensation paid where the mail was carried in | 


post-coaches, the railroads employed to carry the 


$537 50 per mile, instead of $237 50. He con- 
sequently put in one or more daily mails, and the 


mail could not be thought in justice to have any i| law accordingly provided that he should not give 


reason to complain—they never did then com- |! more than $300 per mile per annum for ‘one or 
plain—at taking compensation of 25 per centum || more daily mails.” 


more. 
better road than that between this city and Rich- 
mond, which the gentleman from Virginia yester- 
day spoke of as one of marshes and quagmires. 
But what was the compensation then paid from 
this city to Richmond, the service for which was 
to be superseded by this route? It was $5,445. 
Then, if Mr. Kendall had selected this same mail, 
instead of the great mail over the Cumberland 
road, and added 25 per centum, it would have 
made the sum of six thousand eight hundred and 
some odd dollars whioh he would have paid to this 
company, being $52 per mile, instead of $237 50, 
which he offered ther under his construction of 
the law, arrived at in the way he took, by select- 
ing the compensation paid for the transportation 
of the mail over the Cumberland road in post- 
coaches, (which was the highest compensation 
paid in the United States,) and adding thereto 25 
per centum. 

When the Postmaster General gave this con- 
struction to the law, all the railroads throughout 
the country who were then called upon to carry 
the mail, acceded, he believed, to the proposition 
made by the department, acquiesced in the con- 
struction of the Postmaster General, and took the 
mails at $237 50 per mile; every one, he believed, 
except the road now under consideration between 
this city and Richmond. That road declined. But 
shortly after that, shortly after Mr. Kendall made 
his report in December, 1838, he knew not for 
what cause, but from some cause, perhaps from 
the indications manifested in Congress in relation 
to the subject, this Richmond and Fredericksburg 
railroad acceded to the terms prescribed by Mr. 
Kendall, the Postmaster General, and contracted 
with the department for carrying the mail upon 
their railroad for $237 50 per mile per annum from 
the lst of January, 1839, to the Ist of January, 
1843. This was over the railroad part of the route 
from Fredericksburg to Richmond. That settled 
the construction, it seemed, which Mr. Kendall 
gave to the Jaw, and all the railroad companies 
throughout the country acquiesced in that decision. 
Not one of them, after the Ist of January, 1839, 
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Well, if the act of 1839 had stopped there, it 
would have been, in his (Mr. J.’s) opinion, though 
he was not versed in the legal rules of construction; 
it would have seemed to his plain, unsophisticated, 


common-sense view of the question, that it would | 


have been a virtual repeal of the act of 1838, and 
would have authorized the Postmaster General to 
pay $300 per mile for one or more daily mails over 
these railroads. Then, in order to authorize the 
Postmaster General to pay more for double daily 
service than he had done for single daily mails, 
this act of 1839 was passed. But, in view of the 
construction which Mr. Kendall had placed upon 
the act of 1838, which he had reported fully to 
Congress, (and he had reported what he had offer- 
ed to this very company, ) he said, having offered all 
thatthe law admitted and more than justice or good 
policy would sanction, had not the law been pass- 
ed, the department would not feel itself responsible 
for any delay which might ensue, and the details 
were given that Congress might correct the matter, 
if to them it seemed necessary. 

Now, with this express declaration before them, 
the Congress of 1839 passed this act prohibiting 
the Postmaster General from paying more than 
$300 per mile per annum for one or more daily 
mails. But then, in order to continue in force the 
law of 1838, and sustain the construction given to 
that act by Mr. Kendall, a proviso was added to 
this section, and passed. [Mr. J. read this pro- 
viso. | 

Now, with Mr. Kendall’s construction of that 
section—with his action uponthat construction re 
ported to Congress, and his telling them if they 
disagreed with him that they could pass such other 
laws as in right and justice might seem proper. 
they passed this proviso of the law of 1839, main- 
taining the law of 1838, and sustaining the con- 
struction placed upon it by Mr. Kendall. This 
construction had been acquiesced in by every Post- 
master General from that time to the present day. 
Mr. Niles, Mr. Granger, and the present Postmas- 
ter General, all concurred in this opinion; and with 
regard'to what was said yesterday respecting the 
Attorney General having declined to give an opin- 
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ion when called npon by the committee, he had 
only to say, tnat if the Attorney General’s opin- 
ion was asked on the construction of this law, he 
(Mr. J.) had no knowledge of it. 

Mr. BOTTS explained, and added, with respect 
to his remarks of yesterday as to the opinions of 
the Cabinet, that there was a slight inaccuracy in 
the published report of them. He did not say that 
perhaps it was not in order to state the opinions of 


‘| the Cabinet, but that he did not know, but had 


been informed, that they differed from the Post- 
master General. 

Mr, JONES continued: If the opinion of the 
Attorney General had been asked on this subject, 
it had been done without any information on his 
part; but the Attorney General was called upon 
for his opinion as to the damage to which the bay 
company would be entitled if their contract was 
annulled and their service discontinued. The At- 
torney General declined to give any written opin- 
ion, but he was willing to give the committee the 
benefit of his views and opinions on the subject. 

The honorable gentleman then re-stated the pro- 
visions of the Jaw governing the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, and the acquiescence of various railroad com- 
panies in the Postmaster General’s construction of 
those laws, and said, if the Postmaster General 
could give this company $300 per mile per annum 
for transporting the mail, the law of 1838 was re- 
pealed, and the proviso of 1839 became a nullity. 

The construction of the present Postmaster Gen- 
eral, he repeated, had been assented to and sus- 
tained by every Postmaster General since 1838 to: 
the present time. It had also been acquiesced in 
by every railroad company in the country, with 
the exception of this railroad to the city of Rich- 
mond. If, then, the present Postmaster General 
was wrong in anything he had done in his nego- 
tiations with this company to carry the mail over 
their road, Mr. Kendall and the other Postmaster 
Generals since 1838, were wrong also in their 
construction of the law. What was that construc- 
tion? It was, that the Postmaster General could 
not give more than 25 per cent. over the amount. 
paid for mail transportation in stage coaches, which 
he had shown was $237 50 per mile per annum.. 
And if this construction was correct, as he be- 
lieved it to be, should it not be continued? And 
at every letting, should not the Postmaster General 
ascertain the amount by a fair average of the cost 
of post-coach transportation, and to that agd 25 
per cent. as the maximum amount of compensa- 
tion to be paid to these cornpanies? Suppose, in- 
stead of the cost of post-coach transportation 
having come down, it had gone up to $300 per 
mile, would not these companies come here and 
demand that the 25 per cent. should be added to 
the maximum amount? He claimed to be both a 
southern and a western man; he was Interested in 
the welfare and accommodation of both sections; 
but he was of opinion that there was as great an 
extent of country and as large a population sup- 
plied by the western mail as by the southern 
mail. In fact, he belfeved there was a greater 
amount of mail matter carried over the Cumber- 
land road to the West, by the Ohio river, than 
through Virginia to the South. Nevertheless, 
the highest price paid for that western mail 
transportation was $115 per mile per annum. 
Carrying out, then, the Postmaster General’s 
construction of the law—adding 25 per cent. on. 
such rates—and the sum was $160 per mile per 
annum for the compensation of this railroad com- 
pany, which he was of opinion was an ample 
compensation for any railroad in the United States. 

When the law of 1838 was passed, the mail to 
Richmond and Fredericksburg was carried by 
steamboats and stage-coaches at a charge of $5,445 
per annum; but when this railroad was construct- 
ed, Mr. Kendall, the then Postmaster General, 
offered the contract to that company, but they de- 
clined it under his construction of the law. After- 
wards, a contract was made at $237 50 per mile per 
annum from the Ist of January, 1839, to the Ist 
of January, 1843. When. that contract expired: 
and had to be renewed, the company came to Mr. 
Wickliffe, the Postmaster General; and urged that 
he was authorized under the law to pay them $300 
per mile per agnum, and they said they would not 
carry the mail for less. The Post Office Depart- 
ment declined to give them that amount. The de- 
partment, sustaining the construction of Mr. Ken- 
dall, could not aceede to the terms they desired. to 
impose. The company then submitted the ques. 
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tion to Mr. Tyler, the President of the United 
‘States, and he, by some sort of reasoning, or per- 
‘haps without any reason, satisfied his mind on the 
subject, and awarded $260 per mile per annum. 
At that rate they took the contract, and continued 
to carry the mail until the Ist July last., It was 
true they knew there was no written contract, but 
the arrangement was for a term of four years from 
the lst July, 1843, to the Ist July, 1847, and Mr. 
Tyler decided that they should have $260 per mile 
per annum. That arrangement the present Post- 
master General found in existence when he came 
into office, and he did not disturb it. He paid the 
company according to the rates fixed by Mr. Ty- 
ler; aa could it be inferred from that that the Post- 
master General acquiesced in the decision of Mr. 
Tyler? He thought no such conclusion could be 
arrived at. 

Well, when that term expired on the Ist July 
last, this company again came forward and made 
another bid; they:demanded as compensation the 
sum of $293 per mile per annum, and the Post- 
master General declined to give it. He did not 
believe the law allowed him to do so. He offered 
what he believed was the maximum allowed un- 
der existing laws of Congress, which was a full 
and ample compensation, if not too much. He 
offered them $237 50 per mile per annum, and on 
such terms they declined to take it. Finally, they 
modified their bid; they came down from the 
terms they first demanded, and proposed to carry 
i mail on the terms fixed by the award of Mr. 

ler. 

Great stress had been laid on the fact that this was 
a Southern railroad, and that it could not afford to 

‘carry either the mails or passengers on terms as 
moderate as the railroads of the North. Farther 
north there was more freight and more travel, it 
was said, and consequently the railroad companies 
could afford to charge cheaper rates. But go a lit- 
tle further south. Pass Petersburg, and from that 
place to Weldon, and they would find that the 
mails were carried for $237 50 a mile, and both 
ways in the night. That company acquiesced in the 
construction of the Postmaster General; and, on 
going further, it would be found that other south- 
ern companies did so too. From Weldon to Wil- 
mington the mail was carried at the same price. 
. From Charleston to Augusta, too, the mail was 

-earried for $237 50 a mile. Go still further south, 
and they would find that the railroad company 
from Augusta to Atalanta carried the mail for the 
same price. But, after they left that railroad, the 
mail Was carried by post coaches, and by them 
these same mails were carried at $128 a mile. He 
had never been able to satisfy his mind why it 
- was, that whenever a railroad was put into opera- 
‘tion, the charge for freight and the fare for passen- 
gers were decreased one-half, and sometimes to 
one-third, and yet the transportation of the mails 
should require an increased compensation! And 
yet in all cases—and Congress had recognized the 
-principle—railroads reduced the price of passen- 
gers and freight, and received an increase on former 
rates for transporting the mail. By the rule which 
produced the reduction in the former cases, the 
mail should be carried at half the rates paid for 
their transportation by post-coaches instead of 26 
per cent. more. What was the compensation of 
northern railroads? Why, between this city and 
‘New York the mails were carried both ways for 
the maximum rate of $300 per mile per annum. 
Go further north; and between New York and 
Buffalo it would be found that less than $100 per 
mile per annum was paid each way, being less 
‘than $200 both ways—greatly less than this south- 
ern company required for one daily mail. The 
‘railroads connecting New York and the New 
England States, none of them exceeded $100 per 
‘mile, and they carried the mail twice a day. One 
reason, he supposed, was, that the State of New 
“York—and to her credit be it said—when the rail- 
rogi companies became refractory, and talked of 
throwing off the mails, passed a law requiring 
them to transport the mails according to the laws 
of the Post Office Department, under a penalty of 
#100, to be paid to the people of New. York, for 
every day they failed to comply with their con- 
‘tract. Such was the law of New York. 

But he understood that, in the State of Con- 
‘necticut, some difficulty arose also between a rail- 
road company and the department about the trans- 
portation of the mail, and the Pestmaster General 
Was constrained to resort to the -post-coaches. 


For near two months the difficulty existed; ‘but 
the people then, in their sovereignty, became in- 
dignant at the conduct of that company, and they 
sent petitions to the Legislature to deprive the 
company of its charter, and cons¢quently of all 
its powers and privileges, for they would not sanc- 
tion the exercise of privileges by a company that 
would not be subservient to the public interests. 
In consequence of this movement of the people, 
the company resumed the transportation of the 
mails, and there had been no more difficulty in 
that quarter. 

But great stress had also been laid on the fact 
that this line carried the mail more expeditiously 
from the North and this city to New Orleans than 
by the bay route since the 10th of December last. 
1 however, he was correctly informed, there had 
been no delay in the transmission of the southern 
mail. True, the people of Virginia might be dis- 
commoded and disconcerted—and he regretted that 
as much as anybody, and he would do everything 
in his power, ca@@sistently with his public duty, to 
give them every mail facility they desired,—but 
sfill he asserted that all the inconvenience to which 
they were subjected was the delay and uncertainty 
of their local mail, and it was to be attributed to 
local causes. The Postmaster General had offered 
the company $100 per mile per annum for the 
transportation of the local mail, which, being a 
second-class mail, was all he was authorized to 
give. The Postmaster General had done all in his 
power, and all that the laws required, to have the 
local mail carried by this company to Richmond, 
and for that service he had offered the highest 
price authorized by law. 

He considered the great difficulty in this case 
not to be in regard to the correctness of the course 
pursued by the Postmaster General, for he believ- 
ed that a large majority of the members of the 
House, without respect to party, were of one mind 
on that subject, (for he was happy to say that 
there was no such thing as party involved in the 
subject.) The difficulty was not as to what the 
Postmaster General had done, but as to what the 
House ought now to do. Here was the question. 
Suppose, then, that the House should do as the 
resolution of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Botts] proposed, and give this railroad company 
the price they demanded, it would be only what 
had be already once offered to them by the Post- 
master General. By their rejection of the offer he 
was forced on the adoption of some other course; 
and he accordingly opened a negotiation for the 
transportation of the mail by another company, 
who were willing to carry it over a line of 350 
miles for $34,500. The Postmaster General told 
the House that this was $575 less than was de- 
manded by the railroad company. On these terms 
this second company offered to make a contract 
irrevocable for three years and a half, until the 
Ist of July, 1848. If, under these circumstances, 
Congress should adopt the resolution proposed, 
what would become of the contract which the 
Postmaster General had been compelled to make 
with this second company ? And what would be- 
come of the local mail line hence to Richmond? 
The company which must suffer loss by the new 
arrangement could not sue the Government. And 
why not? Because we had adopted the false as- 
sumption of the Old World that the king could do 
no wrong. Applying this principle to our own 
Government, it was held that the Government 
would do no willful wrong, but would, in all cases 
and at all times, do what was right as soon as a 
clear case was presented to it. So that the com- 
pany, whatever damage it might sustain, could 
not right itself by suing the Government. The 
contract with them had been legally made; not, it 
might be, in all the forms of law, but legally 
and in fact. Would a Government held to be so 
pure and just that it never would do wrong, repu- 
diate its own contract—a contract entered into le- 
gally, and by the proper functionary? If not, it 
would not perpetrate so great an injustice to this 
company—it must pay the mall the damages they 
might have sustained. Suppose the company, 
standing on its contract, should hold its boats in 
readiness, and so continue to hold them for the 
three years and a half to which their contract ran, 
ready to transport the mail, would they not be en- 
titled to be indemnified for this entire expense? 
But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Lincoty] 
thought that all the company would have to do 
would be to come to Congress, show their case, 
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and get whatever was right. ‘But Mr. J. would 
venture the opinion, that if the company should be 
thrown on the necessity of adopting this course, 
the cost to the Government would prove in the 
end to be far greater than the whole price agreed 
to be paid them. Their claim would be pre- 
sented to Congress after Congress, and it might be 
fifty years before the claim was finally settled. It 
was not too much to say, that if such a course as 
that was forced upon the company, when the 
whole account came to be summed up, with all 
the accumulated costs from delay, it would pro- 
nabiy amount to several hundred thousand dol- 
ars. 

Mr. J. went on to say, that, under this -persua- 
sion, he had offered an amendment which the gen- 
tleman from Richmond [Mr. Borrs] seemed to 
think very inconsistent. That gentleman appear- 
ed to be under the impression that Mr. J. was 
willing that his resolution should be adopted by 
the Housé; but in this he was wholly mistaken; 
for Mr. J. never had been. He was satisfied in 
his own mind that the entire delay and inconve- 
nience so much complained of had been caused sole- 
ly by the refusal of the railroad company to accept 
the reasonable terms offered to them by the Post- 
master General for the transportation both of the 
great southern mail and also of the local or wa 
mail between this city and Richmond. Under this 
settled belief, he thought it no more than just, that 
if they got the new contract proposed by the reso- 
lution, they ought to be held to repay to the Gov- 
ernment whatever damages might become due to 
the company fram whom the contract was taken. 
If, indeed, he had been satisfied that the depart- 
ment was in error, and violated the provisions of 
the law in refusing what the company had de- 
manded, then he would not only be in favor of 
giving them the contract, but of indemnifying 
the injured company for these damages; but he 
was convinced of no such thing. Fie believed 
that the Postmaster General had esi thrown up- 
on any other resources he could find, by the refu- 
sal of the company to accept his just offer. Thus 
laid under necessity, he had employed the bay 
company; and Mr. y . held he had done right. As 
to the difficulties ahd delays which had been suf- 
fered by the community, Mr. J.’s own constitu- 
ents were as much and more interested in the 
regularity of the mails than those residing in the 
immediate neighborhood between here and Riche 
mond. Yet, speaking for them as well as himself, 
he was ready to declare that he never would yield 
one iota of law and justice, though the refusal 
might perchance cause the mail to arrive a day or 
two later at his home. 

On the whole, then, believing the company to be 
wholly in the wrong, and that the whole loss and 
inconvenience sustained by the community had 
been occasioned by their obstinate refusal to ac- 
cept a just and legal offer, he was unwilling that 
their former contract should be restored to them, 
unless they wanld consent to remunerate the de- 
partment for all damages due to the company, 
which must, in that case, lose the contract they 
now held. 

Mr. MURPHY said, if this question ony re= 
lated to Virginia, or was confined to any local 
interests whatever, he would content himself with 
a silent vote. It was, however, an important one, 
affecting the business of the whole country. This 
mail route was a necessary link in the chain of 
communication between ‘the great commercial 
points of the country; and, so far as those points 
constitute the places of exportation and importa- 
tation of the exports and imports of the whole 
country, it affects the whole business of the coun- 
try. By the present arrangement, the correspond- 
ence north and east with the south and southwest, 
is delayed a business-day in transportation. That 
this is a serious detriment, and should be remedied, 


no one will deny. 
What, then, shall be done? The Post Office 


Department, as now constituted, is necessarily a 


monopoly. The law prevents any interference by 
private individuals, and punishes with pains and 
enalties such as violate it. He believed in obey- 
ing the law while it existed, and he should require 
obedience to it from all. He did not agreewith 
the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Roort,]-who ad- 
dressed the committee yesterday, that if any por- 
tion of the public should be aggrieved, they ought 
to establish privateexpresses. He was a lover of 
law, but he should geek a remedy by making it 
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adequate for the purposes designed. It was the 
duty of Congress to provide the necessary mail 
facilities, expeditiously as well as cheaply, espe- 
cially on the main routes. He was sorry to see 
it made a question by gentlemen on this floor, be- 
tween the Postmaster General and the railroad 
company. In his judgment, that officer had noth- 
ing to do with it. He had done his duty accord- 
ing to the law, and the constructions of 1t, which 
had all the force of law. Had he done otherwise, 
he would have violated his duty. He is, ìn this 
matter, the mere agent of the law; and has ‘‘ eyes 
to see and tongue to speak” only as it gives them 
to him. The question was, then, between Con- 
gress and the company; and as we are possessed 
of it legislatively, and not judicially, we should 
dispose of it for the public good. For his part, he 
was satisfied, from the statements made to the 
committee—and he knew nothing more of it—that 
the price asked was not exorbitant. In fixing 
that compensation, reference should be had to the 
circumstances by which the railroad company is 
surrounded. It appears that it yields little or no 
income to its proprietors, although it runs only once 
aday. The travel upon that route is limited, and 
is divided between it and the bay line. The case 
presented by the gentleman from Illinois, of the 
route from New York to Troy, is not a parallel one. 
That route sustains rival lines, without reference to 
the mail service; and all the compensation re- 
ceived, beyond the expense of the mere handling 
of the mail, is clear profit to the line which obtains 
the contract. The peculiarity of this route 1s more 
apparent, when we consider that the travel of the 
North and East, from New York to Baltimore, 1s 
enjoyed by asingle line. At Baltimore it is di- 
vided between this company and the bay line; and 
beyond Richmond, it again unites in one line. So 
that the price paid either one side or the other, can 
form no measure of compensation. 
special friend of corporations. He did not belong 
to a party which encouraged them. On the other 
hand, he had no horror of them per se. They were 
good in their place. They were, he had found, 
good servants, but bad masters. He would, there- 
ore, always oppose them when they took advan- 
tage of the monopoly which their great wealth 
gave them to exact unjust terms. But he did not 
consider such the case now. He would consent 
to pay such sum, not exceeding the former con- 
_tract price, as the service could be obtained for; 
and would vote for the amendment read yesterday 
by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Meape.] 
He could see no advantage in passing the resolu- 
tions of the committee. They proposed the same 
thing that the Postmaster General was authorized 
and willing to do, and the company refused to con- 
sent to. e had seen no evidence that the com- 
pany would recede to that point. The resolutions 
would probably be a nullity. But it is said that 
a yielding, as it is called, by Congress, will form 
a precedent for exactions from other companies. 
He did not believe it. Public opinion always con- 
trolled these matters. The case in Connecticut, 
referred to by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jones] this morning, shows that strongly. The 
Yailroad company there submitted when the public 
declared it in the wrong. He feared public opin- 
ion did not do so now, at least so far as he could 
gather it in his own section of the country. Should 
the amendment of the gentleman from VWeinia 
[Mr. Meane] be adopted, he would alse provide 
that the damages sustained by the bay company 
should be paid them. There must be legislation 
for particular cases. It is absurd to suppose that 
the same sum can be fixed as a compensation in 
all cases. Circumstances will vary it, and the price 
must be made adequate for the service required by 
special law, in those cases where the discretion 
oy in the Postmaster General is not sufficiently 
road. 

Mr. MEADE said that the proposed measure 
would ae to be a nullity. It would be per- 
fectly idle to pass the resolutions of the commit- 
tee, without knowing that the Richmond Railroad 
Company would accept the terms. We would 
simply direct the Postmaster General to offer to 
the company the same terms it had heretofore re- 
jected. The object of the substitute which he had 
offered yesterday, and which was read for infor- 
mation, was to relieve the present law of its am- 
biguity. If he understood the remarks of his col- 
league, [Mr. Botrs,] he perceived no difference 


between him-and the Postmaster General in their | 
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construction of the law. The only difference be- 
tween them was about a matter of fact, to wit: 
What would it cost to transport the mail between 
Washington and Richmond in stage-coaches? The 
Postmaster General had adopted, as his rule, in 
pursuance of the opinions of his two predecessors, 
the highest price actually paid to stage-coaches, 
which was $190 per mile. His colleague thought 
it would cost much more: how much more, was 
a matter of conjecture. He said the road between 
this city and Richmond was the worst road he 
ever saw. l presume (said Mr. M.) that he never 
travelled between Atalanta and Montgomery, or 
between the latter place and Greensboro’, in Ala- 
bama. On these routes, $140, or less, per mile, 
was paid. The object of the substitute which he 
(Mr. M.) proposed to offer, was to render the rule 
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ed, from the arguments which had been made, was 
the general impression on the minds of the com- 
mittee. He did not consider it in that light at all; 
if he did, he certainly should not detain the com- 
mittee, because he thought their time was more 
perhaps than the mere sum at issue. It was not 
the beginning, but one of a series of attempts 
made by this company to extort from the depart- 
ment more than the law authorized. The ques- 
tion was, should they sustain this department in 
the just construction of the laws of Congress, or 
should they yield to the extortions of this compa- 
ny, and thus take away the sustaining hand of 
Congress from the department when they should 
attempt to resist extortions of this kind in future? 
All who had read the report of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral would see that the case was not such as was 


certain, and relieve the department of all doubt || represented by the gentleman. The department 
hereafter. If the Postmaster General had com- | had said, we will give to you all that the law autho- 


mitted an error, it was in making a joint contract 
with the railroad and steamboat companies. He 
could, Mr. M. thought, have g@greed with the 
Richmond Railroad Company at $237 50 per mile. 
He then ought to have advertised for competition 
on the river, and might-have, by that means, les- 
sened the cost of transportation between Wash- 
ington and Aquia creek some four or five thousand 
dollars. The misfortune was, however, that the 
principal owner of the steamboat company had, 
as he understood, also a controlling influence on 
the railroad company, and, by a combined action, 
secured the contract to both companies. It was 
known to the Representative from Virginia that 
the Richmond Railroad Company had no authority 
to connect itself with another company; and, in 
all future contracts, this difficulty might be avoid- 
ed by the Postmaster General making a separate 
contract with the railroad company, and inviting 
competition on the river. He (Mr. M.) regarded 
the price offered by the Postmaster General as 
high enough; and he had no doubt the railroad 
company would accept it. Public opinion would 
force them to accept it; for he had learned that the 
people of Richmond themselves sustained the Post- 
master General in this controversy. The incon- 
venience to the public was not so extensively felt. 
The country between this and Richmond might 
feel the change, and perhaps the people of Peters- 
burg, in some small degree. The northern mail 
arrived now at Petersburg only two hours later 
than it did before, and this time was made up be- 
fore it arrived in Wilmington. The steamboats 
from that place left their wharf at the same hours 
they did before this change. 

My colleague has (unintentionally, I have no 
doubt) misrepresented the present amount paid by 
the Postmaster General. When the mail is taken 
off the road between Richmond and Petersburg, 
there will be a saving, and it will not involve a de- 
lay of twenty-four hours. Ina few days, the City 
Point road will be in operation; the mail from 
Richmond will be deposited there, and in thirty 
minutes will be in Petersburg. 

‘The’miscarriage of letters spoken of by my col- 
league, must have been owing to other causes; for 
we know the steamboats have performed their trips 
with great regularity, and the mail from Richmond 
in wagons arrives here regularly once aday. Mr. M. 
would (he said) add another resolution to the sub- 
stitute which he had proposed, and would read it 
for the information of the committee. ‘This sub- 
stitute would be as follows : 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Oongress assembled, ‘That 
the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, authorized in 
future, tu contract with the railroad companies for the trans- 
portation of the mail of the first class, ata price not exceed- 
ing two hundred and twenty-seven and a half dollars per 
mile, for transporting the mail once a day, and three hun- 
dred dollars for transporting the same twice a day: Provi- 
ded, That for such service performed in the night-time, an 
additional compensation, not exceeding 15 per cent. on those 
suns, may be given. 

Resolved, ‘That the Postmaster General be, and he is here- 
by, required to cause the great northern and southern mail 
to be transported by steamboat and railroad on the usual 


route, until otherwise directed by Jaw: Provided, The same 
can be done for the prices herein prescribed; and he shall 


make such compensation, by way of damages, to the bay. 


company, for withdrawing from his contract, as to him shall 
appear just and reasonable. 

Several members here 
mittee rise. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, said he had no 
wish to prolong the debate at all. But he did 
think there was more in this question than the 
mere matter of a few thousand dollars, as he fear- 


proposes that the com- 
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rizes, and nothing more. On the other hand, there 
had been a series of attempts, some of them most 
cunningly devised, and some of them the most out- 
rageous attempts he had ever witnessed on the 
part of individuals or companies, to coerce the de- 
partment and require it to come to the terms which 
they laid down. Since his friend from Virginia 
had told him he (Mr. B.) did not understand the 
subject, he had examined it fully, and he had come 
to a conclusion decidedly stronger than that to 
which he before had uttered against the company, 
and in favor of the course of the department and 
of Congress. In the first instance, the company 
had attempted to get from the department more 
than any other company had received for the same 
purpose. This attempt was resisted, and, for the 
purpose of preventing the issue now made to Con- 
gress, the company submitted to an arbitration; 
and if gentlemen would read the stipulation upon 
which the arbitration was entered into, drawn up 
by the then president of the company, they would 
see what was the case referred to the then Presi- 
dent of the United States, Mr. Tyler. The ques- 
tion was, what compensation should be paid? and 
Mr. Tyler decided that so much should be paid, 
making the sum that was paid. But he (Mr. Tyler) 
said, I decide no other question, no other question 
having been submitted but the mere amount of 
money that should be paid to this company. But 
he (Mr. B.) asked, where was. the law at this 
time? It was trampled under foot. The question 
whether the department had authority under the 
law to pay more or not was not submitted. Then 
what followed? The department continued to pay 
that sum of money to the railroad company in 
good faith during the time the contract would have 
been made, had it been made for the usual term of 
four years. Then, immediately after this contract 
expired, the Postmaster General notified the com- 
pany that he could under the law pay them $237 
50 per mile, and no more, in the first instance; 
and then the company commenced and attempted 
to reason the Postmaster General out of his deci- 
sion, and the decision of Mr. Kendall and Mr. 
Wickliffe before him. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. a] said it 
wasıchaffering. But the language of the Postmas- 
ter General was uniform: I can give you, under 
the law, $237 50; this I will give; I can give you 
no more. The company attempted to reason the 
Postmaster General out of it. Failing in this, 
what did they do? They wrote to the Postmaster 
General that if he would give it to them, they 


-would continue to carry the mail until Congress 


decides the question. The Postmaster General 
said, if in this proposition there was any expecta- 
tion that the department would recommend to 
Congress, or that the Postmaster General would 
countenance the payment of any larger sum than 
ate 50 per mile, he would not give it to them, 

ut would go on and make a contract with another 
route. Upon that the company offered—the pre- 
sident wrote that they were willing to continue the 
service in this manner; that they did not expect 
that the Postmaster General would appeal to Con- 
gress for any more, but that they would carry it 
under his proposition. ‘The Postmaster General 
accepted the offer under the explanation given by 
the company. ‘This wasin June. The company 
went on, without any explanation or complaint, 
to carry the mail to October, through all the inter- 
vening months of July, August, September, and 
to the 26th October; but on the 26th October they 
had a meeting of the company, and then notified 
the Postmaster General that they could not carry 
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it upon those terms. 
he should have mentioned that the Postmaster 
General was in negotiation first with the Ports- 
mouth road, and for some reason, which was 
never given, they withdrew the offer they had 
made, and which he was willing to accept. 

The Postmaster General was in negotiation, but 
in consequence of this offer of this Richmond and 
Fredericksburg railroad to carry the mail until 
Congress decided it, he broke off the negotiation. 
Mr. B. noticed other details in the history of the 
proceedings of this company on this subject, men- 
tioning the resolution adopted by the State direct- 
ors, (and the State owned two-fifths of the stock,) 
requesting their president to have the mail further 
carried by their company, until Congress decided 
the question; and the fact that the president of the 
company said that this resolution had done mate- 
Nal injury to the company; for, since it passed, 
the Postmaster General had assumed a higher 
tone, and now they were not likely to get any- 
thing more than the Postmaster General believed 
the law authorized him to pay; thus showing 
clearly, Mr. B. argued, that the attempt was, to 
extort from the department a larger sum than the 
Postmaster General believed he was authorized to 


y.» 

The Postmaster General had never signed the 
contract to pay this sum af money. Mr. B. had 
understood that he had declined to do it, because 
he thought it was contrary to law. He hoped that 
Congress would not sanction such attempts on the 
part of railroad companies to obtain from the de- 
partment more than the head of it thought was 
right. He argued that the offer of the Postmaster 
General was a most liberal one, as he had taken 
the highest compensation paid to post-coaches, 
and added 25 per centum—the highest that then 
was paid, and much higher than any that was paid 
now. If the compensation were now for the first 
time to be ascertained, it would be much lower 
than $237 50 per mile. 

Mr. B. noticed and replied to one or two sug- 
ee of Mr. Botts and other gentlemen who 

ad spoken on that side, and passed on to argue 
the manifest propriety and necessity of now sus- 
taining the bay line which had taken the contract, 
so as to prevent combinations hereafter between 
different companies, and to induce them, respect- 
ively, to step forward to the relief of the depart- 
ment when it was involved in difficulty with any 
one company. 

His constituents and himself were very much in 
the situation of the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Murrny]) and his constituents; they were 
considerably interested in the transmission of the 
mail, being a commercial people. [Independently 
of that, he believed, not his immediate constitu- 
ents, but some of the people of Philadelphia, a 
part of the citizens of which city he represented, 
were very deeply interested in the stock of that 
railroad. They did formerly own more than all 
other stockholders; and the former President of 
the company was a citizen of Philadelphia. They 
were also interested, as all our commercial com- 
munity of the North were, in the transmission of 
the mail south with despatch. But it was a curi- 
ous fact, that nearly all the Charleston passengers 
now went by the bay route. He had remarked 
particularly, when travelling over the road this 
fall, that when the two conductors came in, one 
with the bills of the bay line, and the other of the 
railroad line, nearly every passenger, as far as his 
observation extended, took the bay route. And, 
if it was true, as the gentleman from New York 
remarked, that this railroad company did not carry 
the passengérs, why was it? Did the bay route 
offer better facilities for the transportation of men 
than the railroad, and not for the transportation of 
the mail also? 

He would appeal to the gentleman from New 
York, and ask what propriety there was in our 
citizens demanding that the Post Office Depart- 
ment should send the mail by this railroad line at 
a much greater expense because it went through 
perchance in a very little less time, when they 
themselves, in travelling, took the bay route on 
account of the great saving? He also contended, 
In reply to Mr. Root, that a gentleman in travel- 
ling would be willing to go a little further, and 
suffer some delay, rather than submit to the un- 
reasonable exactions and extortions of a little more 
direct conveyance. 

He had in his hand the terms of the contract 


But before he came to this, | 


for carrying the mail through from Baltimore to 
Charleston in 74; hours, which was a difference of 
only about eight hours for this whole distance from 
the time made by railroad route. But a great 
clamor had been raised, they had been told by the 
gentieman from Virginia, against the Post Office 
Department, for the interruptions upon this bay 
line. He believed it was true, that in December, 
there had been various interruptions to the per- 
formance of this line. He had in his hand a state- 
ment of all the interruptions, and the reasons for 
them, which had taken place in Desember, 1847, 
and in December, 1844—'45-’46. In December, 
1846, there was but little snow and ice, and, con- 
sequently, few interruptions; but he found, that in 
December of 1844 and 745, the interruptions were 
greater than they had been in December, 1847, 

| although this was a new line just started. But 
because the contract had been changed, all the 
interruptions, all the irregularities, were set down 
to the account of the Postmaster General. Every 
gentleman whid not get his letters exactly at 
the hour expected, imputed it to the Posmaster 
General’s new arrangement. But this statement 
in his hand, as he had before said, showed that 
there was only eight hours difference between Bal- 
timore and Charleston; and the question was, 
whether the department should submit, on account 
of this small difference, to the extortion of. the rail- 
road company; whether this company should be 
allowed to come before Congress and have its de- 
mand complied with, which he deemed was to 
coerce the Government to pay them for carrying 
the mail an illegal sum; more than the law allowed 
—more than justice demanded. 

Mr. B. having concluded, at two o'clock and 
| eight minutes the committee rose and reported 
|| progress. 

Mr. STANTON moved the usual resolution to 
close the debate in committee on the joint resolu- 
tion at half-past two o’clock. 

Ir Mr. STUART, of Michigan, inquired of the 

Speaker if the gentleman reporting the joint reso- 
|| lution would be allowed an hour to close the debate 
|| after the time specified in the resolution for termi- 
nating it arrived. 

The SPEAKER said that that would be a ques- 
tion for the chairman to decide when the time 
arrived. 

The House again resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole, (Mr. Situ, of Indiana, in the 
chair. 

Mr. GOGGIN said he hoped the committee un- 
derstood that his connection with this resolution, or 
rather his desire to have any sort of connection with 
it, arose solely from the fact that he happened to be 
connected with the committee who reported it. It 
was not from any desire to be connected with the 
subject, certainly, that he should now trespass for 
one „moment upon the time or patience of this 
House. He thought it but fair, however, when 
this joint resolution had been so fully, and, he 
might say, so ably discussed by gentlemen on the 
other side of the House, that those who were 
opposed to it—in other words, that those who 
advocated a substitute for the resolution reported, 
should be heard also in advocacy of their views in 

sf Ure to the report. 
| he gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Lincoun] had 

yesterday thought proper to go into what occurred 
in committee in connection with this subject. He 
regretted that the gentleman should so far have 
trespassed, unintentionally he had no doubt, upon 
| the rules of the House; but as he stated that every 
member upon that committee, of both political 
parties—that all those with whom he was associa- 
| ted united in support of this resolution, he thought 
proper to notice the remark. 

Mr. LINCOLN here interposed, and (Mr. G. 
yielding) said that the gentleman had misunder- 
stood him. He had said a majority of one party 
and the whole of the other had supported the reso- 

lution in committee. 
| Mr. GOGGIN (resuming) said it was very un- 
important how the question was decided, as far as 
parties were affected in this House. The great 
object of gentlemen, on all sides, he hoped, was 
| to do justice to the subject. He had congratulated 
himself, when this subject was introduced and re- 
ferred to the committee, that it was one of those 
subjects which would be brought forward during 
this session of Congress in which no party feeling 
could be or would be exhibited. He did not look 
at it in any light as connected with the political 
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party with which he associated, nor was he gov- 
erned by what might be the views and feelings of 
the company who came here, as gentlemen chose 
to represent them, ‘asking relief at the hands of 
Congress.” His object had been, through all this 
controversy, to do what he believed to be right and 
proper, regardless of party considerations, and re- 
gardless, too, of the views of the railroad com- 
pany. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Brown, ] 
who had just addressed the committees had gone 
somewhat more into the details and facts con- 

| nected with this affair than other gentlemen who 
had spoken; and without going back and pursuing 
| 


the order of the debate as presented to them by the 
speeches of gentlemen, he begged leave, in the first 
pee. to pay his respects to the gentleman from 

ennsylvania. He had called upon that gentle- 
man, and had trusted. he would, before he sat down, 
have exhibited the award made by Mr. Tyler upon 
| this subject. 

Pee Brown here handed him the paper.] 

he gentleman had just given him the docu- 

ment. e had not now time to examine it; but 
| his object in making the inquiry was to ascertain, 
' and, if he was not greatly mistaken, it would be 

ascertained, on an examination of that paper, that 

the award of Mr. Tyler was for one year only; 

that-the question submitted was not how much 

should be paid to this company for three or four 

years, or for the time for which the contracts were 

made, but simply for one year. 

Mr. BROWN (interposing) said, the law au- 

thorized the Postmaster General to contract for 
| four years, and for no other term. The question 
was submitted, and the award of Mr. Tyler had 


no reference to time, but merely authorized the 
Postmaster General to contract. The Postmaster 
General deemed that the contracts were made only 
for four years, and that he had no right to offer 
ge lh until the four years had passed. 

r. B. here said another word of explanation, 
which was entirely lost at the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. GOGGIN repeated he had not the time to 
read the paper; but the fact, as was seen upon the 
slightest reference to it, stood unchanged and un- 
changeable upon it, that this award was for one 

ear’s service. Now, keeping in view this fact, 
et them observe that the Postmaster General, in 
justifying his contract with the bay company, put 
imself on his dignity, and said, to have made the 
payment any longer to the railroad company 
would, in his opinion, have been in violation of 
the law; and if so, let him (Mr. G.) ask if he had 
not been violating the law ever since he came into 
office, as he had no authority or justification for 
| paying the sum from the award of Mr. Tyler, be- 
cause that award was only for one year. When 
gentlemen talked about the violation of contracts 
by the insolence of chartered monopolies, let them 
remembér that here was a violation of the law by 
the very head of thedepartment, who set up here 
to administer the law. Let him not be told that 
Mr. Johnson, the Postmaster General, felt hithself 
authorized to do this because Mr. Wickliffe and 
| Mr. Kendall had done it. No; if, when he came 
into his office, he had found that the company re- 
ceived pay unfairly, and more than the law au- 
thorized, was it not the duty of a vigilant officer 
to discontinue it at once? . 

So far from this, the Postmaster General con- 
tinued this payment, this violation of law he now 
said, from the time he entered his office to the Ist 

July, 1847! And notas the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania had said, did the company wait until the 
very heels of the session of Congress, but they 
notified the department as far back as the 26th Oc- 
tober that they should refuse to carry the mail un- 
less the compensation to which they thought them- 
selves entitled under the law were given, it being 
the very compensation which this same Postmaster 
General had paid them up to that time. 

He wanted to call attention to the remarkable 
disclosure made by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, of what he gave as his experience as a trav- 
eller upon this road. The gentleman was taking 
a trip south of Philadelphia somewhere, he sup- 

osed. ‘That, as far as his observation extended, 
nearly all the passengers south went by the bay 
line and not by the railroad. The gentleman told 
them nearly all the passengers went by the bay 
line now, and undoubtedly the gentleman sup- 
posed that soon all of them would go by that route; 
and when that took place, he wanted to ask the 
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gentleman if he would have the company compelled 
to run their cars daily for the sake of the mail 
solely; to be paid for it what, in the opinion of the 
Postmaster General, might be the value of the ser- 
vice. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania had said it 
was an attempt to extort upon Congress—extort 
upon Congress, or upon the department having 
control of this matter; when it was in proof before 
this committee and before the country, that, so far 
from its beifig extortion, this very Postmaster Gen- 
eral and his predecessors had actually been pay- 
ing the very amount asked by this compan 
them, under the award of Mr. Tyler, from 1843 to 
1847. Did that look like an extortion? Ifit was 
extortion now, was it not extortion then? And he 
very much questioned whether, if they referred to 
the journals of 1843, they would not find the gen- 
wteman from Pennsylvania voting with him (for 
they both had the honor to have been members of 
this House then) for the resolution by which the 
2ostmaster General told them he was authorized 
to pay $237 50 per mile on the steamboat part of 
the route. He believed that no division was taken 
on that question, and hence the whole House were 
considered as having voted for it. Not under or- 
dinary circumstances, but under peculiar circum- 
stances, which rendered it necessary that Congress 
itself should take, as it did take—it might be at the 
instance of the Postmaster General himself—this 
whole matter into its own hands, did it pass this 
resolution, and it became the law of the land, al- 
lowing the steamboat between this city and Aquia 
creek $237 50 per mile per annum for the trans- 
portation of the mail. 

Gentlemen talked about the railroad and steam- 
boat companies being united; but did it occur to 
gentlemen, when they raised this outcry against 
the Virginia steamboat company, how the mail 
was transported between this point and New York 
by the contractors? He was informed that on one 

ortion of that route—between Philadelphia and 
Bonientowi at the option of the contractors, the 
mail was carried jn steamboats instead of by rail- 
road. This information he had from the First As- 
sistant Postmaster General, who had ever mani- 
fested a disposition to afford to the committee every 
facility in acquiring information in relation to this 
subject. Yes, he repeated, that fact he had from 
Major Hobbie himself—that for a portion of that 
route the contractors had a discretion to transport 
the mails by steamboat instead of by railroad for 
a distance nearly equal to that from this place to 
Aquia creek, without any reduction of their com- 
pensation. . 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose (it be- 
ing half-past two o’clock) and inquired if the time 
had not arrived at which the House had ordered 
that the debate should be terminated? If it had, 
he raised the question of order whether thg gentle- 
man from Virginia was not violating an order of 
the House by continuing his femarks? 

The CLerx, at the request of several gentlemen, 

d the rule of the House which provided that 
the chairman of a committee, or other member who 
reported a bill or resolution from a committee, 
should have the right to open and close the debate, 
and that five minutes should be allowed for the ex- 
planation of amendments. 

Mr. THOMPSON inquired if the chairman of 
the Gommittee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
in this case had any other privilege than the right 
to speak for five minutes ? 

The CHAIRMAN was of opinion that the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Qaca] being the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, which had reported this resolution, 
was entitled to one hour after the point of time 
fixed for the conclusion of the debate. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL remarked that the ex- 
planation of the Chairman perfectly accorded with 
the opinion which prevailed in the Committee on 
Rules when the rule which had been read was pre- 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said it ap- 
peared to him that to continue the debate was to 
violate an order of the House; he therefore appeal- 
éd from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. DUER and Mr. McLANE made inquiries, 
that they might have a correct understanding of the 
case which had arisen; which being answered— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said this 
would be the first decision of the committee under 
this new rule, and hence it was necessary to have 


to 
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it clearly understood whether debate could be con- 


tinued one hour after the time fixed by the House |. 


for the termination of debate; and whether, when 
they said debate should close at half-past two 
o’clock, they meant half-past three o’clock. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said it was intended 


person by whom the report should be made, the 
opportunity to conclude the debate. But how was 
it to be known when he was to begin his hour, 
unless it was from some point of time to be fixed? 
It might so happen that, up to the time fixed to 
close debate, the floor might be occupied by other 
gentlemen; and, if the construction given by the 
gentleman from Mississippi was the correct one, 
the chairman would be allowed no privilege what- 
ever, 

Mr. STANTON explained: When he first sub- 
mitted his resolutions to close debate, he fixed 
upon half-past three o’clock; but he afterwards 
changed it to half-past two, with thamnderstanding 
that the gentleman from Virginia wO0uld be allowed 
an hour after thatjtime. 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said, on 
voting on the fresolution of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, he ‘had not acted on such a presump- 
tion; and there was no exception in favor of the 
gentleman from Virginia in the resolution. 

Mr. SIMS remarked that the rule was appli- 
cable to the House as” well as to the Committee of 
the Whole. Now, suppose that, in the House, 
the previous question should be moved before the 
mover of a proposition had occupied his hour in 
debate, could he enjoy that privilege after the pre- 
vious question had been called for? He was un- 
derstood to contend that such person would then 
a be entitled, with the movers of amendments, 
to five minutes for explanation. l 

Mr. STANTON remarked, that in offering his 
resolution, he had put the question tofthe Speaker 
whether the chairman would be entitled to one 
hour after the™extreme limit of debate; and the 
Speaker replied, that the chairman of the commit- 
tee would answer that question when the circum- 
stance arose.+~He "thought the gentleman from 
Virginia was now entitled to proceed. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, made a like state- 
ment, and concluded by moving that the commit- 
tee‘rise and report ‘progress, for the purpose of 
extricating themselves from the difficulty in which 
they were involved, by reconsidering the resolu- 
tion jby which the House had ordered the debate 
to be terminated. 

The committee accordingly rose, andj its chair- 
man reported progress. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, inquired if it 
was then in order to move.to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER replied that it would not at that 
time be in order. He then proceeded to state that 
it was a question with the Chair, whether it was 
not his duty to rule the report of the chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole out of order; for the 
House had passed a resolution directing that the 
committee should close all debate at a certain time, 
which was past, act on pending amendments, and 
then report the resolution to the House. {The 
order was positive, and the time which was fixed 
by that order was past; but the chairman reported 
that the committee had risen’without having dis- 
charged that duty. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, reminded the Chair that 
this was not a novel case. Committees of the 
Whole had heretofore risen when they had-found 
it impossible to dispose ofall pending amendments, 
reported that fact to the House, and had leave to 
sit again on a subsequent day. This was the case, 
he believed, at the close of the tariff debate. 

The SPEAKER yielded to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. STUART, of ;Michigan, then moved a re- 
consideration of the resolution by which the House 
had fixed a limit to debate. 

Mr. STANTON impressed upon the House the 
fact that the determination of this question now 
would be a settlement of the question, whether a 
chairman of a committee or mover of a resolution 
should be entitled to one hour after the time fixed 
by a resolution for terminating debate. He was 
proceeding to state the circumstances as they had 
arisen in Committee of the Whole, when— 

Mr. SCHENCK called him to order. 

_ Mr. STANTON said, he was simply remark- 
ing on what he supposed had given rise'to the diffi- ! 


by the rule to give the chairman of a committee, or 


the rule was to bear. 


‘mittee had been broken up. 


culty in which they found themselves placed, and 
which caused the committee to rise. If the Com- 
mittee of the Whole had determined that the gen- 
tleman from Virginia was entitled tu occupy one 
hour after half-past two o’clock, as he (Mr. S.) 
thought he was, the difficulty might have been 
obviated. 

Mr. SCHENCK was in favor of a reconsidera- 
tion, but it was for the purpose of submitting a 
motion to extricate the Gommittes of the Whole 
from the difficulty in which it had been involved 
by the operation of the singular rule which had 
been presented for their government. - He did not 
think a motion to stop debate was at this time in 
order; but they had seen the necessity of incor- 
porating in every resolution which the House 
might hereafter adopt to stop debate, a provision 
to give the gentleman who should have made the 
report an opportunity to address the committee if 
he desired to avail himself of such a privilege. He 
proposed, for a few moments, to call the attention 
of the House to this rule. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the gentleman 
from Ohio would not be in order in pursuing the 
course he betes for himself. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he did not propose to dis 
cuss the merits of the rule, but simply to give his 
views of the construction of the rule, to show the 
necessity of reconsidering. The House had passed 
a resolution fixing half-past two o’clock for the 
termination of all debate; but the House could 
not know whether the member who reported a 
measure desired to speak on it or not. It might, 
nevertheless, be found, when the time arrived, 


that such member was either speaking or desired 


to speak, and he might claim further time for that 
purpose. Well, if the committee permitted him 
to proceed, they would defeat an order of the 
House, which directed the committee to close de- 
bate, act on amendments, and report to the House; 
and if they did not permit him to proceed, would 


they not deprive him of a right secured by one of 
the standing rules? It was obvious, therefore, 


that the question should now be settled, that it 
might be known for the future what construction 

They must agree upon one 
of two things, unless it was intended that they 
should pursue the course adopted in some debating 


schools, and divide their hour, using part at the 


opening and the other part at the close of debate. 
At present, there was no exception giving the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads two hours. The rule provided mwth- 
ing more than that he should open and close de- 
bate. He could hardly think it was intended that 
the chairman should divide his hour. He thought 
the fair construction was, that he should have an 
hour to open and an hour to close debate. This 
might be supposed to be a fair construction of ‘the 
rule. But then the question arose whether, if the 
mover had not had his closing hour at the time 
the committee was directed to terminate debate, it 
would not defeat the order of the House to permit 
him to occupy his hour beyond such limit. To 
obviate such a difficulty hereafter, it would be 
found to be necessary to make an exception ‘in 
favor of the gentleman who reported the measure, 
if he should desire to avail himself of it. . 
Mr. GENTRY interposed to explain. Having 
been a member of the committee that reported the 
rule, he thought he could make a statement of the 
intention of the committee that would save the 
gentleman from Ohio the necessity to argue the 
question. The understanding of the committee 
was, that the order to terminate debate was to be 
executed with a qualification in favor of the person 
who made the report, who was to be allowed to 
occupy another hour in addition to the one he 
might have had at the opening. With this.under- 
standing, a sub-committee was appointed to draw 
up the rule under which they were now acting. 
Mr. STANTON suggested that a resolution of 
the House could not override the rules of the 
House, and therefore no such qualification was 
necessary as the gentleman from Ohio {Mr. 
ScHENCK] had suggested. . 
Mr. SCHENCK resumed. This was the first 
time the difficulty had arisen by which the com- 
How many more 
times there would be a recurrence of such a thing, 
he could not pretend to say. He thought it im- 
portant, therefore, that the House should now 
adopt some practice by which the committee should 
be regulated. It was true, as the gentleman from 
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Tennessee [Mr. Stanton] had said, a resolution 
could not repeal a rule, but a resolution might be 
prepared which would be in conformity to the rule, 
and as the rule now stood, he claimed that it was 
necessary to make the exception. The eens 
from Tennessee said the exception could be made 
in committee; but if it were, it would be in conflict 
with the order of the House. As the matter now 
stood, if they obeyed the rule, they would disre- 
gard the order of the House; but this could at all 
times be avoided by so qualifying their resolutions 
that it shall correspond with the rules. He should 
vote to reconsider the resolution to stop debate, 
that a resolution might be adopted that would be 
in conformity with the rules of the House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, thought all this diffi- 
culty could have been obviated by allowing the 
Committee of the Whole to decide the appeal 
pending when the committee rose. It was a new 
rule under which: they were acting, and if the com- 
mittee had settled its construction, the House would 
doubtless have concurred, and the difficulty would 
have been settled. Having been a member of the 
committee by which the rule was reported, he 
could state that the understanding in committee 
was that which the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Gentry] had already made known. Every 
member of the committee understood, whenever a 
limit was placed on debate, that the mover should 
have one hour beyond ‘that for explanation and 
reply. On that point there was no difference of 
opinion. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Not necessarily one hour. 

Mr. SMITH continued. Only one hour could be 
occupied in opening; but the mover would have the 
right to claim one hour in closing the debate, if he 
desired to occupy so much time. But how was 
the chairman of a committee to avail himself of this 
right if the construction. which some put on this 
rule was correct? It would often occur that he 
would not be able to do it until after the time fixed 
to close debate had arrived. It was true, the order 
of the House said that debate should close at a 
precise time; but the rules of the House as posi- 
tively give the mover the right of reply, and the 
exception therefore might be claimed under a stand- 


ing rule of the House. There was a fundamental | 


rule of the House conceding this right, and the 
House therefore, by resolution, could not deprive 
a member of the rights given to him by the rules. 

Mr.'S, thought it not necessary to be so partic- 
ularly technical respecting the rule. He, however, 
regarded it as an important matter, and it was so 
regarded by the Committee on Rules. It was now 
for the House to settle the point, and it could be 
settled at once by one vote, though the easiest way 
would have been for the committee to have decided 
it, by voting on the pending appeal. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said it was important 
that they should have time for reflection before 
they gave a vote which would establish a precedent; 
`- therefore, that they might have an opportunity to 
examine the subject, he would move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspar, January 6, 1848. 


Mr. TURNEY ‘presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Dixon H. Lewis, elected a Senator of the 
United States, from the State.of Alabama, for the 
term of six years from the 4th of March, 1847. 

Mr. LEWIS then appeared, and was qualified, 
and took his seat. ° 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid ‘before the Sen- 
ate a report from the Department of State, show- 
ing the number of clerks, messengers, and other 
Say employed in that office, including the 

atent Office. 

Also, from the Department of War, transmit- 
ting, in compliance with a resolution. of the 4th 
instant, the military reports received from the 
commanders of -our army in Mexico ‘since the 
transmission of the annual report. 

Also, from the Post Office Department, in com- 
pliance with a resolution of the 30th ultimo, con- 
taming the papers in relation to the services of 
Jemmison & Williamson. 

RESOLUTIONS FROM STATE LEGISLATURES. 

Mr. YULEE presented a preamble and resolu- 
tions from the Legislature of Florida, in favor of 


expenses of Florida volunteers, incurred previous 
to being mustered into service. 

Mr. ALLEN presented resolutions from the 
Legislature of Ohio, jn favor of placing the name 
of Henry Johnson on the pension roll. , 

The preamble to the resolution says that Henry 
Johnson, of Washington county Ohio, one of the 
heroic Johnson boys who delivered themselves 
from savage captivity and the prospect of a horrid 
death, by killing two Delaware Indians, after 
having spent a youth of hardship as a ranger on 
the frontier, enduring the severest privations, with 
the most inadequate compensation, Is now passing 
through an old age of indigence; that it 1s right 
and proper that acts of noble daring should receive 
some reward from a grateful and admiring country. 

Mr. BUTLER presented resolutions from the 
Legislature of South Carolina, in relation to the 
establishment of a branch mint in the city of 
Charleston. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. ALLEN presented a petition signed by 125 
citizens of Ohio; praying for a reduction of the 
present rates of postage, and the abolition of the 
franking privilege; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. ALLEN also presented a petition signed 
by 25 citizens of Ross county, Ohio, praying Con- 
gress to adopt measures to bring the existing war 
to a speedy termination; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a paper on the 
subject of the patent plough of Jethro Wood; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 3 

Mr. CASS presented a petition from Patrick 
Marantette, asking compensation for provisions 
and clothing furnished to the Pottawatomie In- 
dians; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. i 

Mr. CORWIN presented a memorial from the 
Society of Friends, held at New Garden, Chester 
county, Pennsylvania, asking for the termination 
of the war with Mexico, by the withdrawal of 
our troops; against the acquisition of territory, or, 
should any be acquired, for the prohibition of 
slavery there; and for a tribunal for the arbitra- 
tion and peaceful settlement of all international 
difficulties. 

Mr. CORWIN moved that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
printed. The petition was accordingly referred, 
when— 

Mr. WESTCOTT called the attention of the 
Senate to the fact, that the Senate, at its last ses- 
sion, refused to print a similar memorial from the 
Society of Friends. Regarding the practice of the 
Senate as settled by this decision, he moved to lay 
the motion to print on the table. 

Mr. CORWIN said, he did not recollect what 
had been the action of the Senate on memorials of 
this character. But he thought the Senator from 
Fiorida must be mistaken in saying that the Sen- 
ate had refused to print any memorial asking for 
the establishment of a tribunal for the peaceful set- 
tlement of international disputes. He had no 


| recollection that either here or in the House of 


Representatives, any objection ‘had at any time 
been made against such petitions. This was a 
very short document, and its printing would in- 
volve a very trifling expense. He hoped, there- 
fore, that the request would not, in this instance, 


‘be refused. 


Mr. WESTCOTT repeated it as his under- 
standing, that the general practice of the Senate 
was against the printing of memorials and peti- 
tions of a private character. Such as emanated 
from legislative bodies only had been allowed to 
be printed. But as the question might be as well 
taken on the printing, he would withdraw his mo- 
tion to lay the motion on the table. 

Mr. SEVIER said it was not usual to print pa- 
pers of this kind until they had been referred to 
the Committee on Printing. He would say to his 
friend from Ohio, that the expense incurred by the 
Senate for printing was very considerable. We 
are now engaged in the prosecution of a war which 
requifes all the money we have to spare. And if 
we are to open the door to this new expenditure, 
it was impossible to see where we could stop. 

Mr. CORWIN said, if the refusal to print this 
small affair was put on the ground of economy, he 


the passage of a law by Congress to reimburse the |} had no alternative but to withdraw his motion. 
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He accordingly withdrew the motion to print. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented documents in rela», 
tion to the claim of Margueritta Reneau, a half- 
breed Osage, for compensation for land reserved’ 
to her under the treaty of 1825; which wag refer- 
red to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

By Mr. MILLER, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia: A joint resolution authoriz- 
ing the erection on the public grounds in the city 
of.Washington of a monument to Geotge Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. M. asked the indulgence of the Senate to 
take up the resolution and dispose of it at once. 
It did not appropriate any.money, nor invelve any 
principle. 

Mr. SEVIER thought it had better lie over until” 
Monday; which was agreed to. 


Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the resolution in- 
quiring into the causes of the delay in printing the 
message and accompanying documents, read a let- 
ter from the contractors, stating that the cause of 
the delay is simply on account of the magnitude 
of the documents, which will be upwards of 1,300 
pages, and that 1,000 copies would be delivered 
on the 15th day of January instant; and also had 
informed the committee that they have now ready 
for delivery, if desired, a document of 940 pages, 
embracing the message, report of the Secretary of 
State and documents, the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury and documents, and the report of 
the Secretary of War and documents; and that 
the committee had directed the printers to deliver 
one copy to each member of Congress, and to re- 
serve the remainder until all are completed. 

‘ BOUNTIES TO VOLUNTEERS. 

By Mr. BADGER, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs: A bill to promote the filling up 
of vacancies in the regiments and companies of 
volunteers now in the service of the United States. 

The bill having been read a first time— i 

Mr. BADGER said he would ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to take up this bill for con- 
sideration. Many officers now here had been 
sent home for the purpose of filling up the vacan- 
cies which had occurred in their corps. These 
officers find themselves in great difficulty, inasmuch 
as the existing law authorizing a bounty of twelve 
dollars to every soldier of the regular army to be 
paid him on enlistment has not been extended to 
the volunteer corps. They have, therefore, found 
it impossible to raise volunteers to supply the de- 
ficiencies in the different corps. The interests of 
the service require that the regiments should be 
filled without delay. In the New York regiments 
alone there are twelve hundred required; and it is 
indispensable that they should be raised and trans- 

orted without delay. They ought to be in Mex- 
ico before March, that they may have left Vera 
Cruz before the setting in of the sickly season, 
which usually commences in April: so that any 
delay in the action on this bill might prevent the 
sending the troops in such a condition as to ensure 
their efficiency on reaching the seat of war. The 
object of this billus to extend the bounty now al- 
lowed to regulars, to such volunteers as may he 
recruited to fill vacancies in the regiments now in 
the service. The emergency is great, and as some 
delay may take place in the passage of the bill to 
increase the army, which is now pending, it is to 
be hoped that this bill will be permitted to pass 
through to-day. There was no division of opin- 
ion in the committee as to the propriety of the 
measure, and probably there would be none in the 
Senate. 

The bill was then read a second time, and taken 
up as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS asked if the first 
and second regiments of dragoons and the mount- 
ed riflemen had ‘not been accidentally omitted. 

Mr. BADGER replied that the omission was 
not accidental, but the object of the committee 
was to confine the provisions of the bill to the ac- 
tual emergency. But he had no objection to the 
amendment. 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS then moved the 
amendment, so as to make the bill read thus: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Stutes of America in Congress assembled, That 
the second section of the act entitled ‘ An act to encourage 
enlistments in the regular army,” approved January twelfth, 


eighteen hundred and forty-seven, be, and the same is here- 
by, extended to include such non-commissioned officers, 
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musicians, and privates, as may be recruited to fill vaean- | the Land Office. 


cies in the first and second regiments of dragoons and the 
regiment of mounted riflemen, and in regiments or compa- 
nies of volunteers now in the service of the United States, 
during the war with Mexico. 

Mr. DOWNS suggested the propriety of ex- 
tending the bounty to all new regiments, instead 
of confining it to those volunteers who might be 
recruited to fill vacancies. 

Mr. RUSK said that was provided for by the 
second section of the act which this bill proposed 
to extend. 

Mr. CASS stated that the bill was drafted to 
meet the necessities of the service. 

The amendment of Mr. Davis having been 
agreed to, the bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended; and the amendment having been con- 
curred in, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, and was then read a third time 
and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana: A bill to 
provide for a survey of the mouth of Red river, in 
the State of Louisiana. 

Also, by the same, a joint resolution providing 
for the payment of certain claims under the treat 
between the United States and Mexico, of April 
4, 1839. 

[The joint resolution authorizes the Secretary of 
the Treasury to ascertain the amount unpaid of 
the sums awarded by the Board of Commissioners 
appointed under the treaty with Mexico, of the 
4th April, 1839, including principal and interest, 
and pay the amount so found to the owners of the 
certificates issued for the amounts awarded.] 


MESSRS. RITCHIE AND HEISS. 
_Mr. MASON submitted the following 
tion: 

Resolved, That the editors of the Union, a newspaper 

rinted at Washington, and who were late printers to the 

enate, be hereafter entitled to the same access to the floor 
of the Senate which is now extended to others who were 
former like printers. 

Mr. M. snid that the resolution had been drafted 
with some éare, and on consultation with several 
Senators, some of whom had voted in the afirm- 
ative on the propositions of last session, and he 
therefore presumed there would be no objection to 
its adoption. 

Mr. MANGUM. Letit lie over. 

And, of course, the resolution lies over under 
the rule. 


On motion, Ordered, That when the Senate ad- 
journs, it adjourn to meet on Monday. 


Mr. DICKINSON gave notice that he should, 
on Monday, ask the Senate to take up the resolu- 
tions he had offered some time since. 


PURSERS. 

The bill to provide an additional number of purs- 
ers in the navy coming up for consideration as in 
Committee of the Whole— 

Mr. BADGER moved to amend the bill in the 
first section, by striking out the words ‘‘ by war- 
rant,” and inserting ‘by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate.” He thought that the purs- 
ers in the navy ought to be put on a footing with 
commissioned officers m the service, instead of 
merely occupying the rank of warrant officers. His 
amendment proposed this change. 

Mr. DICKINSON suggested the propriety of 
postponing the bill to allow time to examine the 
subject. 

Mr. BADGER said he had no objection to post- 
ponement. 

On motion of Mr. YULEE, the bill was then 
laid on the table for the present. 

LAND WARRANTS. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill to extend the time for locating military 
land warrants. 

The bill being under consideration, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was not‘in my seat 
when the motion was made the other day for the 
postponement of this bill; but I have been inform- 
ed of the objections that were made to the bill, and 
I rise for the purpose of obviating them. I under- 
stand that my friend over the way doubted whether 
warrants for bounty lands to soldiers in the late 
war with Great Britain are in existence. My in- 
formation on this subject is based not only upon 
the statutes, but upon the statements of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, and the Commissioner of 
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a transcript of former laws upon the subject. The 
provisions of the general law were renewed in 1842, 
and continued for five years, and that act conse- 
quently expired in the past year. 

Mr. U. read from the act and also from commu- 
nications received from the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and the Commissioner of the Land ‘Office. 
Now, continued Mr. U., all that the bill on your 
table proposes to do is to prevent the statute of 
limitations from applying against the soldiers of 
the late war, and to grant them an additional 
five years for producing satisfactery proof of their 
claims and receiving lands. 

Mr. SEVIER reiterated his objections to the 
passage of the bill. Pass such a law as this, he 
said, and no man knows how many old claims 
will be brought forward, which have, been hereto- 
fore rejected by Congress. I believe we have 
already paid more land claims for military ser- 
vices than we ever had troops in the field. I hope, 
at least, that some data will be procured from the 
Land Office, to show how many claims are yet 
outstanding. This hill, I suppose, is to pay all 
the old Virginia claims. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to my friend 
over the way, that I have no objection whatever 
to procure all the information which he seems de- 
sirous of examining before voting upon the bill; 
but I take occasion now to correct a mistake into 
which he has, no doubt unintentionally, fallen. 
He said that the provisions of this bill, he sup- 
posed, would satisfy all the Virginia claims. That 
isa mistake. Virginia had two regiments in the 
Revolution—a State regiment and a Continental 
regiment. As far as the Continental regiment 
was concerned, they were to receive lands at the 
hands of this Government; but so far as the State 
line of Virginia troops are concerned, there is no 
provision made for them here. 

Mr. RUSK. I have the information which is 
desired by the Senator from Arkansas, in a letter 
from the Commissioner of Pensions. 

The letter was read. 


On motion of Mr. CASS, the bill was then laid 
on the table for the present. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to increase the army of the United States. 

The bill was read a third time; and, the ques- 
tion being on its passage— 

Mr. HALE said: Feeling compelled, from my 
convictions of duty, to take a course in reference to 
this bill in which [ am aware very few Senators 
will entirely coincide, I have thought, humble as 
is the sphere in which I move, that it was due to 
those who placed me in the position I occupy, to 
let my vote upon the bill go out accompanied with 
the reasons which have induced me to take the 
course which I am about to take. I would have 
been glad if older and abler Senators had favored 
the Senate with their views in opposition to this 
bill. I would have been glad if the action of the 
Senate upon the bill had been delayed until the 
documents coming from the several departments, 
and which we are weil nigh getting, had been 
placed before us, so that we might have had all 
the light that could be thrown upon that which, in 
my mind, is a dark subject at the lightest; but 
seeing that the bill is likely to go through the 
forms of legislation, and become a law without 
having those lights before us, I have thought it 
necessary to trespass briefly upon the time of the 
Senate, in order to express the views which I en- 
tertain. It may be said that I do not stand much 
in need of light, because I have already declared 
that I stand here prepared to vote against the war 
in all its forms; against any measures for the sup- 

ly of troops, either regulars or volunteers, (and 
if there are any other kinds, I go against them;) 
because I stand prepared to vote against the ap- 
propriation of a single dollar beyond the simple 
amount—as I have before suggested—which will 
be sufficient to bring home your troops by the 
shortest and cheapest route. Entertaining these 
views, before entering upon the discussion of the 
bill, | want to say a word in regard to a sentiment 
which I have heard avowed here and elseyhere, 
and it is, that when the country is engaged in 
war we lose all discretion, we have nothing to do 
but grant the supplies that are demanded of us, 
on appeal being made to our patriotism—patriot- 
ism can only find rightful action in a support of 
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The bill upon your table is but | the war; that there is no patriotism „anywhere 


else, and that the Administration, which has been 
so fortunate or unfortunate as to plunge the coun- 
try into a war, has only to appeal to the country, 
and expect to receive no other response except 
hearty and unanimous support. And this doctrine 
has been carried so far, and in such high places, 
that the President of the United States has de- 
nounced as treason the opposition of Congress, 
although his mode of prosecuting the war did not 
accord with their convictions. [I recollect but one 
incident in my reading of history which is anal- 
ogous. It is stated by an English historian, that 
when Queen Elizabeth had summoned her Parlia- 
ment, and they were about to organize for busi- 
ness, she sent her messenger to them with this 
royal mandate: she toid them to be very careful. 
that they did not meddle with affairs of State, ** be- 
cause,” said she, ‘‘such things are altogether beyond 
the compass of your narrow understanding.” Well, 
our royal President did not follow exactly in the 
footsteps of Elizabeth. He did not question the 
understanding of Congress, but their patriotism. 
Now, let us see where this doctrine will carry us. 
Let us see to what it will lead. Suppose you 
should have an exceedingly bad and corrupt Ad- 
ministration—mind, I do not say that this is such 
an. Administration, or that we are ever likely to 
have such a one—but suppose that such a thing 
were possible, and that the measures of the Presi- 
dent had become exceedingly odious, oppressive, 
burdensome, and intolerable, and that notes of dis- 
approbation were beginning to be heard from the 
people assembled in their primary meetings; that 
the tones of indignation at last penetrate the walls 
of the palace, and the President, finding that he 
could not stand against the united will of an in- 
jured people, what has he to do? Ought he to de- 
sist in his course of wrong-doing, or to retrace his 
steps? No, sir; this is not the path to popularity; 
according to his new school of ethics and morals, 
he has only to go on and plunge the country into 
war, and, if he can manage so skillfully as to in- 
volve the country in two wars at once, so much the 
better—so much the more glory for him; a populari- 
ty greater than that of a Washington ora Jackson. 
This is the inference, the plain and unmistakable 
inference. War, instead of being, as it is said to 
be by all writers on ethics or politics, the direst 
calamity which Heaven in its wrath can send upon 
a nation, is converted by this alchemy into a heal- 
ing Bethesda, in which political profligacy and 
corruption of the darkest hue may wash itself and 
be clean. Sir, I utterly deny the soundness of 
this doctrine, that Congress ought to have no voice 
beyond granting the supplies. If there ever isa 
time when opposition should be vigilant, scrupu- 
lons, watchful, noticing everything that is wrong, 
itis at a time when, through the acts of the Ad. 
ministration, the country is burdened with an un- 
necessary war. When the fruits of industry are 
consumed for the support of such war, and when 
we are surrounded by all the horrors which war 
brings in its train, if there ever is a time that 
should put men upon their individual judgment, 
reflection, and responsibility, it 1s such a time; 
and such is our position now, and we are there by 
the unadvised, unconstitutional, and illegal acts of 
the President. I propose, l say, to do what I may, 
feeble as it may be, to place rheteoutitey right. I 
have never learned in that ‘school of moral or po- 
litical science, that by persevering in an unconsti- 
tutional and wrong course, we shall ever come out 
right. 

“And, sir, there is another view that is sometimes 
taken, which certainly does not accord with my 
own convictions, and upon which I wish to say a 
word or two at this time, (and I do it with defer- 
enceito the opinions of abler men about me,) and 
which relates to the course which those should 
take who believe the war to be wrong, radically 
wrong. Why, I think [have heard an idea some- 
thing like this: The country is engaged in a war 
which is unjustifiable; we confess it is wrong to 
go on—we see clearly it is wrong; nevertheless, 
we are now at war, and the President calls on us 
for supplies of men and money, and Senators say 
they will vote men and money; but by some sort 
of a process which escapes my comprehension, 
they imagine they are going to throw the respon- 
sibility on the President. Í confess Ido not un- 
derstand how they are to escape from their due 
share of responsibility; they must share the re- 
sponsibility with the President, let the character of 
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the act be what it may. 


If the war be wrong, put 
an end to it at once. 


I have no doubt the Presi- 
dent will be exceedingly gratified with opposition 
of this kind. You will hear nothing about a fac- 


readily to the mind than is done by a perusal of 
tious oppor gon in the organ of the Administra 


| that correspondence. I will not go through the 
| whole of it, but will content myself with sending 
| to the Clerk and asking him to read an extract 
from this letter: 
t DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
‘© Washington, August 8, 1843. 

“ Sır: A private letter froma citizen in Maryland, then 

in London, contains the following passage : 

«6 J learn, from a source entitled to the fullest confidence, 
‘that there is now here a Mr. Andrews, deputed by the abo- 
‘litionists of Texas to negotiate with the British Govern- 
‘ment; that he has*seen Lord Aberdeen, and submitted his 
| € project for the abolition of slavery in Texas; which is, that 
| there shall be organized a company in England who shall 
| ‘advance a sum sufficient to pay for the slaves now in Tex- 
‘as, and receivein payment Texas lands; that the sum thus 
| < advanced shall be paid over as an indemnity for the aboli- 
| ‘tion of slavery; and [am authorized by the Texan Minis- 
‘ter to say to yon, that Lord Aberdeen has agreed that the 
‘British Government will guaranty the payment of the in- 
‘terest on this loan, upon condition that the Texan Govern- 
‘ment will abolish slavery.? » 


tion. The President would care little for the op- 
position of the whole world, if it were an oppo- 
sition of this kind. It is very like Sam Weller, 
who happened to find himself in prison, and a 
person whom he met was bewailing the misfor- 
tune of having a thousand pounds left to him by 
will, which circumstance had been the occasion of 
his imprisonment. ‘I wish,” exclaimed Sam, 
“all my enemies would try to ruin me in that 
way.” Just so with the President. You tell him 
he is wrong, while at the same time you vote him 
all the men and money that he asks you for. 

Believing that the cause of this war is radically 
wrong, I hold it to be the first, the plainest, and 
the simplest duty of those who think as I do, to 
withhold supplies, and compel the President to do 
what we believe to be right. Believing there isa 
strict and pertinent analogy between the course to 
be pursued by Congress, and that which is taken 
by the British Parliament, I consider that the 
course of those who think the war wrong, is plain 
and clear, and admits of no mistake. Upon a 

uestion of voting supplies, I think the very first 
thing to be inquired into by Congress, is, whether 
the object for which the supplies are demanded is 
a correct and legitimate object. If it be determined 
that the object is a proper one, let the supplies 
be granted; if otherwise, withhold them. This is 
my understanding of the nature of our Constitu- 
tion. I have heard our Government spoken of as 
a government of checks and balances, but when 
you speak of the President having the power to 
make war unconstitutionally and illegally, I cannot 
understand the cause or propriety of that course 
of conduct which would sustain him in his uncon- 
stitutional act. 

Believing, then, that the question of this war is 
a question which ought to be discussed; that it lies 
at the very bottom of the question of supplies, I 
will proceed to give my views to the Senate and 
the country, of this war. And, asl suggested the 
other day, in the few remarks which I had the 
honor to submit, I believe that the cause of the 


This proposition, it will be seen, was exceed- 
ingly simple and easy to be understood. It an- 
nounced, not that there was a scheme on foot 
amongst a set of fanatical politicians, to decoy 
away the slaves, not to steal them—nothing of that 
sort; but a proposition had been entertained, by 
which the Government and slaveholders of Texas 
agreed to abolish slavery, and for this agreement 
on their part, it was said that a company had 
agreed to advance a stipulated price. What right 
had our Government to interfere? The Secretary 
says, “a movement of this sort cannot be contem- 
plated in silence.’? I agree it should not; but 
what should every American heart have said 
when it was found that a scheme of this kind was 
on foot? Should they not have burst out in thank- 
ful aspirations to Almighty God, that such a 
scheme of benevolence as that, had even been 
thought of. I think the Secretary says well in 
saying that they could not look on im silence. 

he Secretary further says, ‘‘ such an attempt 
upon any neighboring country would necessarily 
be viewed by this Government with very deep con- 
cern. 

Certainly, they should have looked on with deep 
concern—as deep as that with which affection 
watches by the side of dying love—now gathering 

Sdi from the symptoms that the smiles of health 
wi 


war lies a little deeper than any that has been as- || W again smooth the cheek of love, and then 
signed by those who have expressed their opinions trembling lest the pall of despair should settle on 
upon the subject. I believe that the question, || 0Y" hopes. 


Again, he says: ‘‘It cannot be permitted to suc- 
ceed without the most strenuous efforts on our part 
to arrest a calamity so serious to every part of our 
country.” A calamity so serious to every part of 
the country; so serious to New Hampshire, to 
Massachusetts, and the other New England States! 
And, sir, this bill which is now before you is one 
of the measures which are to be adopted to re- 
deem the pledge thus made. In the same letter it 
is said: 

‘The establishment, in the very midst of our slavehold- 
ing States, of an independent Government, forbidding the 
existence of slavery, and by a people born, for the most 
part, among us, reared up ia our habits, and speaking our 
language, could not fail to produce the most unhappy et- 
fects upon both parties.°? 

When I saw it formally announced by the Gov- 
ernment that it could not pioduce any but ‘‘un- 
happy effects,” I thought that I was mistaken in 
the reading. I thought it must be a mistake of 
the printer; but I found that it was no mistake— 
that the announcement was really made. Whata 
mistake, then, did the Pilgrim Fathers make in 
coming to found acolony in the New World, where 
they might avoid the consequences of slavery. 
Had they not slavery enough at home, that they 
bade farewell to everything that bound their hearts 
| to the land of their birth—the land where the bones 
| of their fathers reposed—and came over and found- 
ed the institution of American slavery? Was it 
for this that the May Flower sailed from the coast 
where slavery prevailed? Was it for this that 
| those patriots wandered from England to Hol- 
| land, and from Holland here? In Heaven’s name, 
was not England oppressive enough? One more 


whether it arose from the march of General Tay- 
lor to the Rio Grande, or whether any of those 
` incidental and temporary movements were the im- 
mediate cause of the war, is entirely irrelevant. 
The cause, sir, lies deeper than any of these; and 
when I speak of the causes of the war, permit me 
to say, that I do it with no desire to introduce ex- 
citing or angry discussion, or to arouse unpleasant 
feeling; but having a duty to perform here, I must 
do it fearlessly—I must do my duty as an American 
Senator, feeble as it may be. And when we speak 
of the causes of this war, I must avow my convic- 
tion, beyond a cavil or a doubt, to be, that it lies 
in the avowed policy of the American Government 
—a policy which was avowed four years ago—to 
make the extension of human slavery one of its 

rimary motives of action. And when I say this, 

et me be understood. I refer to the principle 
avowed in the diplomatic correspondence which 
preceded the annexation of Texas to the United 
States. And permit me to say, that in approaching 
this question, I do it with a desire and a disposi- 
tion to do full justice to the officers of this Govern- 
ment who were engaged in that correspondence. 
I will do them the justice to say, that what they 
did, they did manfully and aboveboard. There 
was no concealment. They came out boldly. Their 
course was very different from that of a set of men 
we have among us, called Northern men with 
Southern principles—men who profess to be against 
slavery, but who are nevertheless enlisted in the 
slaveholding interest, ready todo slavery ’s bidding. 
That was not the case with the men to whom I 
have referred. They came out boldly and avowed 
the object at which they aimed, and the means by 
. which they proposed to attain it. Let this be ever 
said to their credit. 

In that correspondence, the objects of this Gov- 
ernment are as evident, as much beyond contro- 
versy, as anything can possibly be. No, sir. If 
the fingers of a hand were sent from the throne of 
Eternal light, to write this upon the wall over 
your head, it would not flash conviction more 
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extract, and [I leave the letter: 


«Few calamities could befall this country more to be de- 
| plored than the establishment of a predominant British influ- 


ence and the abolition of domestic slavery in Texas.” 


: Few calamities could befall the country like 
this! , 
| I had understood, up to the time when I read 
| this declaration, that the institution of slavery, for 

good or bad, was a State institution. I thought it 
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was one which the General Government had no 
right to touch. Everything that I had ever heard 
upon the subject had tended to take that institution 
from the cognizance of the General Government, 
and make it exclusively a subject of State policy. 
But here I find it baptized, and made ong of the 
gods before which the whole people are to bow 
down and worship. ~ 

From this cause, whether remote or immediate, 
this war proceeded. Can any man deny this? 
We may have our doubts whether, if there had been 
more caution and prudence, this war would have 
been precipitated upon us at soearly a period. But 
is it not evident that the whole matter springs from 
this? Was not annexation itself an act of war? 
War was existing between Mexico and Texas 
at the time. By the very fact of annexing to our- 
selves one of the belligerent nations, we incurred 
the responsibiliyy of fighting her battles. If this, 
then, be the cause of the war, [ come next to the 
question, how this warcommenced? Well, sir, it 
may seem exceedingly strange that one should be 
found asking that question at this time, when the 
President has told us over and over again so many 
times how it commenced—that it commenced by 
the act of Mexico. Said the President. in his mes- 
sage to Congress of the 11th May, 1846: 

“In my message at the commencement of the present 
session, [ informed you that, upon the earnest appeal both 
of the Congress and Convention of Texas, I had ordered an 
efficient military force to take a position ‘ between the Nue- 
ces and Del Norte.’ This had become necessary, to meet a 
threatened invasion of Texas by the Mexican forces, for 
which extensive military preparations had been made. The 
invasion was threatened solely because Texas had deter- 
mined, in accordance with a solemn resolution of the Con- 
gress of the United States, to annex herself to our Union ; 
and, under these circumstances, it was plainly our duty to 
extend our protection over her citizens and soil. 

« This force was concentrated at Corpus Christi, and re- 
mained there until after I had received such information 
from Mexico as rendered it probable, if not certain, that 
the Mexican Government would refuse to receive our 
Envoy. 

‘¢ Meantime, Texas, by the final action of our Congress, 
had become an integral part of our Union. The Congress 
of Texas, by its act of December 19, 1835, had declared the 
Rio del Norte to be the boundary of that Republic. Its ju- 
risdiction had heen extended and exercised beyond the 


‘Nueces. The country between that river and the Del Norte 


had been represented in the Congress and in the Conven 

tion of Texas; had thus taken part in the act of annexation 
itself, and is now included within one of our Congressional 
districts. Our own Congress had, moreover, with great 
unanimity, by the act approved December 31, 1845, recog- 
nized the country beyond the Nueces as a part of our terri- 
tory, by including it within our own revenue system; and 
a revenue Officer, to reside within that district, has been ap- 
pointed, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 
It became, therefore,of urgent necessity to provide for the 
defence of that portion of our country. Accordingly, on 
the 13th of January last, instructions were issued to the 
General in command of these troops to occupy the left bank 
of the Del Norte.” 


And in his Annual Message to Congress, on the 
8th of December, 1846, he repeats the assertion, 
and he not only repeats the declaration that war 
exists by the act of Mexico, but he says every 
honorable effort has been made by me to prevent the 
war, but all proved in vain, and the war has come, 
notwithstanding he was so exceedingly opposed to 
it. Now I desire to examine this matter. The 
President is not satisfied with thus telling us that 
the war arose from the act of Mexico, and that he 
had used every honorable exertion to avoid it. He 
comes forward in his message this year and tells 
us fourteen times distinctly, and several times im- 
pliedly, that it arose from the act of Mexico. It 
seems a past of the President’s religion, to accom- 
pany his more solemn acts with the continual de- 
claration that “war exists by the act of Mexico,’ 
as it was of the followers of Mohamined, to pre- 
face their more serious sayings with the oft-repeat- 
ed avowal that there was ‘‘no God but Allah, and 
Mohammed is his prophet.’’ Now let us examine 
this matter: did it commence by the act of Mex- 
ico? Such is not my reading. The taking posses- 
sion of Texas was of itself an act of war. Sir, at 
the time of the American Revolution, when France 
signed a treaty of alliance with us, Great Britain 
was not long in finding out that that was an act of 
war. But suppose that act was not one. of war, 
what follows? 

One of the fundamental conditions of the joint 
resolution for annexing Texas to the United 
States, was war. 

‘¢ First, said State to be formed, subject to the adjustment 
by this Government of all questions of boundary.’’ 

‘¢ Subject to the adjustment of all questions of 
boundary.” That was the very first condition 
which the American Congress fixed to the act of 
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annexation. Well, is it necessary for me to stand 
here to-day to tell the American people chat, if 
there is a question of boundary existing, and one 
party goes and occuptés the territory to the ex- 
treme verge of the claim, that is an act of war? 
Why, I think the President himself, in the course 
of the controversy with Great Britain, must have 
found that this was the case, although one of the 
first acts of his administration was to tell the peo- 
ple, in his Inaugural Address, that our title to Ore- 
gon was clear and unquestionable. I saw the 

resident, amid the dripping of the storm, stand- 
ing at the east front of this Capitol, reminding the 
people how young a man he was; and yet he 
would have the whole of Oregon. I almost ex- 
pected to hear him say— 


« You'd scarce expect one of my age 
To speak in public on the stage.” 


I know not whether I was most amused at the 
juvenility of the President, or his determination 
to seize upon the whole of Oregon. He would 
not even submit the question to arbitration, be- 
cause that would be admitting that Great Britain 
had some sort of title there. Nothing short of 
the whole would satisfy him. Why, a man could 
hardly be recognized as a Democrat in the Eastern 
States, unless he was for claiming the whole of 
Oregon. He must go for 54 40, or he was no 
Democrat; and one State Legislature was so vio- 
lent in the cause, that they were for claiming 
54 49. I wonder it never occurred to the Presi- 
dent to send our officers and take possession of 
the territory up to that line. Why did he not do 
this? Because he knew, and everybody knew, it 
would be an act of war. He knew it would be so 
considered by Great Britain, and resented by her. 
Well, so it was here. The sending of General 
Taylor to the Rio Grande was, beyond all contro- 
versy, an act of war. But I propose to give you 
the President's own account of it. In his mes- 


sage of May, 1846, he says: 

« The movement of the troops to the Del Norte was made 
by the Commanding General, under positive instructions to 
abstain from all aggressive acts towards Mexico, or Mexi- 
can citizens, and to regard the relations between that Re- 
public and the United States as peaceful, unless she should 
declare war, or commit acts of ‘hostility indicative of a 
state of war. He was specially directed to protect private 
property and respect ponn rights 

«The army moved from Corpus Christi on the llth of 
March, and on the 28th of that month arrived on the left 
hank of the Del Norte, opposite to Matamoros, where it 
encamped on a commanding position, which has since been 
strengthened by the erection of field works. A depdt has 
also becn established at Point Isabel, near the Brazos San- 
tiago, thirty miles in rear of the encampment. The selec- 
tion of his position was necessarily confided to the judgment 
of the General in command. 

<The Mexican forces at Matamoros assumed a belligerent 
attitude; and on the 12th of April, General Ampudia, then 
in command, notified General Taylor to break up hia camp 
within twenty-four hours, and to retire beyond the Nueces 
river ç; and in the event of his failure to comply with these 
d2mands, announced that arins, and arms alone, must de- 
cide the question. But no open act of hostility was com- 
mitted until the 24th of April. On that day, General Arista, 
who had succeeded to the command of the Mexican forces, 
communicated to General Taylor that ‘he considered hos- 
tilities commenced, and should prosecute them.’ A party 
of dragoons of sixty-three men and officers were on the 
same day despatched from the American camp up the Rio 
del Norte, on its left bank, to ascertain whether the Mexi- 
ean troops had crossed, or were preparing to cross, the river, 
‘became engaged with a large body of these troops, and, 
‘after a short affair, in which some sixteen were killed and 
¢ wounded, appear to have been surrounded and compelled 
‘to surrender.? ” , 

He kept the troops at Corpus Christi until it 
was rendered certain that the Mexican Govern- 
ment had refused to receive Mr. Slidell. Well, 
on the 10th day of November, this commission was 
appointed; and, not being much acquainted with 
matters of diplomacy, 1, of course, take what the 
President said as being what he meant. 


Mr. Slidell’s Letter of Credence. 
t James K. Poux, President of the United States of America. 


6¢¢GreaT AND Goop Frienp: I have made choice of John 
Slidell, one of our distinguished citizens, to reside near the 
Government of the Mexican Republic in the quality of En- 
-voy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the Uni- 
ted States of America. He is well informed of. the relative 
‘interests of the two countries, afid of our sincere desire to 
restore, cultivate, and strengthen friendship and good cor- 
respondence between us; and, from a knowledge of his 
fidelity and goed conduct, I have entire confidence that he 
will render himeelf acceptable to the Mexican Government, 
by his constant endeavors to preserve and advance the in- 
terest and.happiness of both nations. I therefore request 
your Excellency to receive.him favorably, and to give full 
credence to whatever he shall say on the part of the United 
States. And 1 pray God-tohave you in his safe and holy 
keeping. 
& Written at the.city of Washington the tenth day of No- 
vember, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred 
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and forty-five, and of the independence of the United States 
the seventieth. Your good friend, 
er “JAMES K. POLK. 
¢¢ By the President: 


« JAMES BUCHANAN, Secretary of State. 
«c To his Excellency Don Jose Joaquim HERRERA, President 
of the Mexican Republic.” 

‘s And pray God to have you in his holy care 
and keeping !’’ How pious the President is! He 
prays for his enemies. This was written on the 
10th of November. Now, I want to read another 
document, to show how Mr. Polk was treating his 
good friend on the 15th of June preceding. Ina 
confidential communication from the War Depart- 
ment, dated June 15, 1845, to General Taylor, I 
find the following: 

“The point of your ultimate destination is the western 
frontier of Texas, where you will select and occupy, on or 
near the Rio Grande del Norte, such a site as will consist 
with the health of the troops, and willbe best adapted to re- 
pel invasion, and to protect what, in the event of annexa- 
tion, will be our western border. You will limit yourself to 
the defence of the territory of Texas, unless Mexico should 
declare war against the United States. 

« Your movement to the Gulf of Mexico, and your prepa- 
rations to embark for the western frontier of Texas, are to 
be made without any delay.’? 

Well, now, what do you think of this pious 
President? On the 15th of June, he ordered the 
troops to be ready to embark for the coast of Mex- 
ico, and five months afterwards, he sends a mes- 
senger to General Herrera, and bY the hands of 
this messenger, a supplication to Almighty God, 
“ to have him in his safe and holy keeping;”’ lest 


this prayer should fail, he had taken the precau- 


tion to send General Taylor with his army, five 
months before, to take him in his care and keep- 
ing. Well, I will not detain the Senate long on 
this part of the matter. It seems to me it is too 
pee for cavil; and if I had the issue to be tried 

efore twelve good men and true, the first witness 
I would call would be James K. Polk—for I never 
knew a witness who was conscious of telling the 
truth, who found it necessary to repeat so often 
the same assertion. Why does the President go 
into so long and labored an effort to prove that we 
had good cause of war? If this werethe case, and 
we had not commenced it, instead of being to our 
credit, it would have been adisgrace to us. It 
would have shown us a pusillanimous nation. It 
is, therefore, a felo de se of his argument. Because, 
if this were the case, it shows that we should have 
done what the President has labored to show we 
have not done. The President may conquer Mex- 
ico, but he can never succeed in conquering the 
truth. He may direct as many guns to bear upon 
it as it would require tosilence a Mexican battery, 
but he will not be so successful. 

Well, if this was the cause of the war—if this 
was the manner in which the war commenced, 
what are we carrying it on for now? What do 
we propose? What do we want? Why, in the 
message of the President to Congress, in 1846, he 
tells us that it was not conquest that he desired; 
but in the message of this year he modifies it a 
littke. Now, the conquest he disavows; that is, he 
does not mean to take the whole of Mexico. I 
suppose that he means to divide it, very much as 
Lord Aberdeen divided Oregon with him, to take 
what he wants, and leave the rest. He says ‘* it 
was never contemplated by me to make a perma- 
nent conquest of Mexico, or to destroy her nation- 
ality.” Well, sir, actions speak louder than 
words; and I need not admonish gentlemen on 


. this floor of this fact, for I have proof in my hand. 


What does the President tell you? ‘I heard it as- 
serted by a Senator the other day that Senators 
voted for the appropriation of the war under a pro- 
test. That they did it for nothing else than to re- 
lieve General Taylor from the critical position in 
which he was placed. The President came and 
made the thrilling announcement that American 
blood had been shed on American soil. And 
while every heart paļpitated at such an outrage, 
Senators, anxious to relieve General Taylor, were 
now willing to vote the supplies required, even 
though the Bill for raising them was accompanied 
by the declaration which, at that time, they be- 
lieved to be untrue, that ‘war existed by the act 
of Mexico.” They gave their votes under the pro- 
test that it was expressly for the relief of General 
Taylor. And what dod®the President now say to 
those Senators? Why, he says you did not mean 
any such thing. You could not-have meant it. 
You knew that indemnity must be acquired. Sen- 
ators, when you rei that vote, you all meant 
to get territory. The President has mid so. He 


is your Executive officer—surely he ought to 
know; and the President has a right to say it, be- 
cause actions speak louder than words. You 
voted him the men and the money; you gave him 
the sword and the purse; and you gave him un- 
limited license to conduct the war as he pleased, 
and now you must pass this bill. Give him the 
ten regiments of regulars, and afterwards twent 

regiments of volunteers, and let him, thus, accord- 
ing to the Senator from Kentucky, increase his 
available forces in Mexico to ninety thousand, and 
go on subjugating that country, and what will he 
tell you at the next session? He now tells you: 


« Congress could not have meant, when, in May, 1846, 
they appropriated ten millions of dollars, and authorized the 
President to employ the military and naval forces of the 
United States, and to accept the services of fifty thousand 
volunteers, to enable him to prosecute the war; and when, 
at their last session, and after our army had invaded Mex- 
ico, they made additional appropriations, and authorized 
the raising of additional troops for the same purpose,— 
that no indemnity was to be obtained from Mexico at the 
conclusion of the war; and yet it was certain that, if no 
io territory was acquired, no indemnity could be ob- 
tained. 

« It is further manifest that Congress contemplated terri- 
torial indemnity, from the fact that, at their last session, an 
act was passed, upon the Executive recommendation, ap- 
propriating three millions of dollars with that express ob- 
ject. This appropriation was made ‘ to enable the President 
to conclude a treaty of peace, limits, and boundaries with 
the Republic of Mexico, to be used by him in the event 
that said treaty, when signed by the authorized ‘agents of 
the two Governments, and duly ratified by Mexico, shall 
call for the expenditure of the same, or any part thereof,’ 


` The object of asking this appropriation was distinctly stated 


in the several meseages on the subject which I communi- 
cated to Congress.’ 

Vote him now the men and money he now 
asks, and what will he tell you at the next ses- 
sion? Why, that Congress intended to overrun 
all Mexico! He will say, You meant that I 
should carry destruction throughout the whole of 
that country ; that 


« I should dip my sword in blood, and write my name 
On desolated lands and cities.” 


And he would have a right to say so! Vote him 
the men and the money he wants—let him have | 
ninety thousand troops there,—and he will enact 


‘scenes that, perhaps, we little think of; and, at 


the next session, he will come and tell us that that 
was what we meant. And he will have a right 
to do so, because actions speak louder than words. 
We certainly, in giving our votes, must be sup- 
posed to have some object to attain: that object 
the President can construe for himself. 

In regard to the amendment which has been 

roposed to this bill, instead of making it better, it 
eaves it more obnoxiousstill. It leavesit to the 
President’s discretion whether to embody these 
troops or not; but that is the very thing we ought 
not to do. He has had discretion enough. Was 
it not at his discretion that our troops were march- 
ed to the Rio Grande? It seems to me that the 
true course is, to take the discretion -into our own 
hands, and make specific appropriations for spe- 
cific objects. Then we shall know for what ob- 
jects they are made. 

But the President says now, he does not want 
the conquest of the whole of Mexico, but he wants 
indemnity and security. Well, these are words 
easily pronounced. But we had a good old lesson 
in New England, requiring the definition of words 
to be given. Indemnity for what ?—security for 
what? I find the indemnity he wanted was not 
only indemnity for our claims, and for all the ex- 
penses of the war, but, in addition to all this, he 
wanted to drive a bargain with them—he was not 
willing to make peace unless they would sell him 
a part of their country with its inhabitants; for I 
read, in the 5th and 6th articles of the treaty pro- 
posed by our Government to Mexico, as follows, 
viz: l 

« ART. 5. In consideration of the exten8ion of the limits 
of the United States, as they are defined hy the precering 
article, and by the stipulations which are further containe 
in article 8, the United States abandon forever against tife 
United Mexican States al! reclamation on account of the 
costs of this war; and, besides, agree to pay to the United 
Mexican States, in the city of Mexico, the sum of 

« ART. 6. In full consideration of the stipulations con- 
tained in articles 4 and 8 of this treaty, the United States 
agree to assume and pay all.sums at present due to claim- - 
ants, and those which may be hereafter established, accord- 
ing to the convention concluded between the two Repub- 
lics, in the city of Mexico, on the 20th of January, 1843, to 
provide for the payment of what shall be decided in favor 
of the claimants, according to a convention between the 
United States and the Mexican Republic, on the llth of 
April, 1839. And the United States equally agree to assume 
and pay all reclamations of citizens of the United Stateg, 
against the Government of the United Mexican States, not 
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reviously decided, to an amount not exceeding three mil- 
ions of dollars, which have arisen prior to the 13th of May, 
1846, and which shall be adjudged to be due by a commis- 
sion established by the Government of the United States, 
whose decisions shall be definitive and conelusive: Pro- 
vided, always, That in deciding on the validity uf the said 
demands, the commission shall be guided and governed by 
the principles and rules prescribed by the first and fifth ar- 
ticles of the unratified convention, concluded in the city of 
Mexico on the 20th of November, 1843, and in no case shall 
they give judgment in favor of any claim not embraced by 
these principles and rules. And the United States, for the 
. present and the future, exonerate the United Mexican States 
from any of the said demands whatsoever, which may be 
admitted or rejected py said board of commissioners.” 


He requires payment of our unliquidated claims, 


he ‘requires the expenses of the war, and in ad-. 


dition to these, he requires that they shall sell him 
just as much territory as he sees fit to buy at his 
own price; this is the indemnity and security he 
wants. Are Senators prepared to sanction these 
views? Can they face the indignation of the world, 
after having insisted on them? Hete is a Govern- 
ment enfeebled—broken down—a people distract- 
ed—having a natural attachment to the homes of 
their birth—to the soil beneath which moulder the 
bones of their fathers; and because they do not 
choose to sell their country and themselves, the 
President says the war must be prosecuted and 
carried into the vital parts of Mexico. Well, now, 
the course of the President seems to me decidedly 
reprehensible. Perhaps I have commented upon 
it in a manner not quite becoming to this place—I 
hope not. 

cannot help remarking, in justice to him, that 
he has not shown a disposition for war in all 
cases. I think, in the management of the Oregon 
treaty, he exhibited a Christian meekness to a 
surprising degree. But he did not inherit the 
blessing of the meek. He did not get the land. 
He would not submit to arbitration. Well, how 
did he settle it? 

Let Mr. Pakenham, the British Minister, tell 
his own story: 

«c WASHINGTON, June 13, 1846. 

«& My Lor: In conformity with what I had the honor to 
state in my despatch (No. 68) of the 7th instant, the Presi- 
dent sent a message, on Wednesday last, to the Senate, sub- 
mitting tor the opinion of that body the draft of a conven- 
tion for the settlement of the Oregon question, which I was 
instructed by your Lordship’s despatch (No. 19) of the 18th 
May to propose for the acceptance of the United States. 

«After a few hours’ deliberation on each of the three 
days, (Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday,) the Senate, by 
a majority of 38 votes to 12, adopted, yesterday evening, a 
resolution advising the President to accept the terms pro- 
posed by her Majesty’s Government. The President did not 
hesitate to act on this advice; and Mr. Buchanan accord- 
ingly sent for me this morning, and informed me that the 
conditions offered by her Majesty’s Government were ac- 


cepted by the Government of the United States, without the 
addition or alteration of a single word. 


« I have the honor to be, &c. 
“R. PAKENHAM. 


« The Right Hon. the EARL or ABERDEEN.” 


__ He takes it just exactly as it was cooked up for 
him, very much as sick children are directed to do 
when they have an unpalatable dose of medicine 
to take— ‘* shut your eyes and open your mouth, 
and down with it. Now, I have not a word to 
say against the settlement of the Oregon question; 
but it seems to me that it would have read a little 
better in history, if it had not been preceded by so 
much blustering and bragging. And it was a lit- 
tle amusing to see the effect it had on our eastern 
Democracy. The man who did not go for 54 40 
was a Federalist, a traitor; and some were so 
zealous that they even got up to 5449. Upon 
them the treaty came like a thunderclap, and they 
had to reverse the steam so suddenly that it came 
nigh producing a fatal collapse in the party. 

- But, sir, the President is not so entirely warlike 
in his nature as his conduct to Mexico would in- 
dicate; he has other and milder qualities; he mere- 
ly. has none of that ferocious spirit characterized 
hy the poet as— 

& That stern joy which warriors feel 
In foemen worthy of their steel.” 

It is a colder country at 5440. Now, if right 
in the position I have taken here, the question is, 
What is the duty of the American Senate? What 
are they todo? To go on and vote these ten regi- 
ments? The honorable Senator from Kentucky 
the other day said he did not know why regulars 
were preferred to volunteers. I do not know that 
Ido. But Yankees guess sometimes. 

War is to be made, sir, not only upon Mexico, 
but on the free laborers of the country, and ‘the 
first onslaught is to be made in the shape of a tax 

° on tea and coffee, and it is the patronage which the 
creation of these ten regiments is to give him, 


| which he thinks will enable him to effect it; and 


the President has probably come to the conclusion, 
taught by the experience of the past, that with the 
patronage of ten regiments at his command, ‘some 
things may be done as well as others.” 

I think the Senator from Kentucky, with his 
great acumen, if he looks through his glasses, may 
discover why the President prefers regulars. 

Well, why cannot Senators who think with me, 
that the war is wrong, radically wrong, come 
out and declare so by their votes? Why sit here 
denouncing the President, and then be guilty of 
the inconsistency—with all deference I say it—of | 
voting men and money to carry on the war? Why, | 
itis said it would be unpopular to withhold the 
supplies. Are we afraid to trust the people with 


sage, that the great question of the capability of 
man for self-government has been settled. It is 
not settled, sir. We are now settling it. Whether 
the manner in which we are settling it will favor- 
ably or unfavorably affect the condition of man- 
kind hereafter, yet remains to be seen in the future. 
We are settling the question not only for ourselves, 
but for all who are to come after us. If here the 
experiment of self-government should fail, who 
can estimate the consequences to our race? We 
are to-day writing our history. We are impress- 
ing that little space which we occupy between the 

ast and the future, with footsteps which will be 
indelible. Whither are those footsteps now tend- 
ing? Shall those who are to succeed us find that 
the course which we are now pursuing led to the 


a great question of right? Sir, I think those who |; broad fields of liberty, of peace, and of prosperi- 


men afraid to do that which is right because it may 
not be popular? Sir, itis this ghost of the unpopu- 
larity of opposition to the war which seems to sit 
like a nightmare upon American statesmen. Sir, I 
think there was much more truth than poetry in 
what was said by a western man. He said he got 


are afraid to trust the people, underrate thenr. Are | 
| 


‘caught by opposing the last war, and he did nat 


mean to get caught again; he intended now to go 
for war, pestilence, and famine. And I think there 
is a good deal of that feeling in the country now. 
Men are afraid to take a bold stand. 

It is said the people have already decided this 
matter; that they have settled that the war shall 
be prosecuted. l deny it entirely. I do not believe 
it. The people have settled it! I have never met 
among the people, one in ten, who thought the 
war was right, or thought that it would be right 
further to prosecute it. 

I believe, sir, that the heart of this whole people 
is sick of this miserable, temporizing policy, which 
is putting justice, and right, and truth out, in order 
that expediency may walk in and govern, control, 
and direct our actions. I wish that the experi- 
ment might be tried by Congress of acting and 
voting on this matter according to the convictions 
of their own understanding, as expressed by them- 
selves when they speak of the character of this 
war. I listened, the other day, with great pleas- 
ure, to the remarks of the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina. I trust I heard with profit the 
suggestions which he threw out when speaking on 
his resolutions. But I confess that I was some- 
what astonished that a man.of his great experi- 
ence, his vast learning, his keen observation, 
could really think that there could be any virtue 
in the passage of these resolutions. I would like, 
indeed, to see those resolutions passed, not that I 
think their passage would do any good in the 
world in the present emergency; but they might, 
if adopted, serve as a sort of landmark, showing 
with what rapidity and what proclivity we have 
travelled the road to ruin. But that there would 
be any virtue in them, I have not the least idea. 
Pass these resolutions unanimously, in both 
branches of Congress, and let the President ap- 
pend to them his usual declaration that the war 
was commenced by Mexico; nay, you may go 
beyond that, and, with all the forms and solemni- 
ties with which you could imbody them, you may 
make them part of the written fundamental Con- 
stitution of the land; and what would they be 
worth? Not the paper upon which they are writ- 
ten; for the very moment that they stood in the 
way of a popular majority, they would be utterly 
set at naught. He that is not persuaded of that, 
has not read, it seems to me, the first primer of 
our history. I think that the resolutions them- 
selves contain much that is just and true, and that 
the passage of them might be of some consequence 
in the way which I have suggested. But that 
their passage would check the downward tendency 
of affairs is altogether out of the question. 

I believe that the people degire us to go right, 
and that we have not faith enough in the people. 
Nothing is more common than to find aspirants 
for public favor, flattering the people and continu- 
ally praising their intelligence and patriotism, and 
everything which gives value and dignity to the 
human character. But you do not find these eulo- 
gists of the public virtue @§all prepared to venture 
a little upon the intelligence which they vaunt so 
much. There is faith in expediency, in policy, 
in everything but justice, truth, and right. 

The present is, I believe, a critical period in our 
history. I believe that it is presumptuous in us to 
affirm, as the President has affirmed in his mes- 
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ty? Or shall it be, that we are only erecting mon- 
uments marking the by-paths that lead to the pit- 
falls of destruction? These are questions that 
must come home to the heart of every man who 
loves his country, and. prizes its free institutions, 
and sees the dangers which now threaten them. 
Are we so blind, so fanatical, so stupid, as to be- 
lieve that the great laws of the physical and moral 
world are to be reversed in our favor? Are we 
emphatically the children of destiny ? Can we take 
_our destiny in our own hands, and control it? Not 
so. It seems to me that there is a light streaming 
down the pathway of ages, illuminating the des- 
tiny of nations, and that it is written in glaring 
characters—Retribution. It is a law in operation 
all around us—in the physical, moral, and politi- 
cal world. It is true of nations as of individuals, 
“ whatsoever a man sows, that shall he also reap.’” 
I would ask those disposed to look at this ques- 
tion in the light of history, to go back, and by its 
aid trace the long vista of ages that have elapsed. 
Let them go back, if they will, to the morning of 
creation, when all the sons of God shouted to- 
gether for joy, that Almighty Power had spokena 
new world into being; and they will not find it re- 
corded in any page of that history, that any nation 
ever sowed the seeds of war and slavery, and reap- 
ed the fruits of peace and liberty. No! that pas- 
sage remains to be written; and it requires no 
very great effort of the imagination to fancy that 
we can now hear the voice of all ‘nations of the 
past sounding a solemn warning in ourears. Let 
us beware, lest that fate which has constantly 
followed such a course of policy, may soon be 
ours. 

I have thus endeavored to discharge my duty. 
I am quite aware of the imperfection of the effort. 
But, before I conclude, I wish to say a single 
word personal to myself, and to let you know, 
sir, and the Senate know, that if it be fanaticism 
which I have uttered, I am not alone responsible 
for it. It is not peculiar to myself, sir, nor those 
with whom I act. We had, a year or so ago, in 
the State of New Hampshire, a pair of democrat- 
ic organs, and it was rather doubtful whether they 
were entirely harmonious. But, in May, these 
New Hampshire “ Patriots’’ came together—they 
had an annexation—and when they came together 
they undertook to define the true democratic faith 
upon this very doctrine of slavery. I read from. 
the *‘ New Hampshire Patriot’ of 27th May, 
1847. 

Mr. Hare here read extracts from the New 
Hampshire Patriot, contending that the Democrats 
of slave States were friendly to abolition, and 
would ultimately effect it; but as we have not the 
paper, we do not undertake to give the extracts. ] 

That is “* New Hampshire Patriot °? Democrac 
—about twelve months old. So, if lam fanatical, 
Iam not without authority for my fanaticism; and 
a man may, it seems, entertain all the sentiments 
which I have advanced without being cast out of 
the pale of the Democracy as it is now organized. 
But I leave the subject. I thank the Senate for 
the patience, kindness and candor, with which I 
have been heard. It is no pleasant duty thatI have 
performed. It is not agreeable to my feelings to 
occupy the place of an Ishmaelite here—my hand 
being against every man, and every man’s hand 
against mine. If any remarks have fallen from 
me, offensive to the feelings of a single Senator, (of 
which I am wholly unconscious,) I can assure him 
from the bottom of my heart that they were alto- 
gether unintentional. I have endeavored to deal 
with principles and measures, not with men. I be- 
lieve that the institutions of the country are en- 


dangered, I believe that the course in which we 
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are proceeding, unless our career be arrested, will 


most inevitably conduct us to destruction; and I 
have thrown out these suggestions, in the hope of 
doing something, however feeble the attempt, in 
order to excite correct public sentiment on this all- 
vital question. > 

Mr. BERRIEN asked for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

r. R. JOHNSON moved that the Senate now 
adjourn, but withdrew his motion at the request 
of Mr. CASS, and 

The Senate went into the consideration of Ex- 
ecutive business; and, after some time spent therein, 
the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 7, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. GOGGIN rose, as soon as the Journal of 
yesterday had been read, and moved that the House 
do now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, for the purpose of pro- 
ceeding with the consideration of the resolution 
reported by the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. , 

COMMITTEE CLERK. 

Mr. VINTON desired the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to withdraw that motion, to give him an 
opportunity to make a report from the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. GOGGIN assented on condition that the 

entleman from Ohio would renew his motion. 

Mr. VINTON then asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to allow him to offer a resolu- 
tion which he had been some time ready to submit. 

General consent having been given— 

Mr. VINTON then said he had been instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to report 
a resolution; which was read. 

(The resolution authorizes the committee to 
employ a clerk, at the usual compensation. ] 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired what 
the ‘‘ usual allowance” was? The phraseology 
of the rebolution was somewhat indefinite. What 
the usual allowance was he did not know, nor was 
he aware that the House did. 

Mr. VINTON had not inquired what the usual 
allowance was, nor had he deemed it necessary to 
do so. Under this resolution, no more would be 
paid than it had been usual to pay to other clerks, 
which he believed was $4 a day. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, believed there 
was but one other committee that had a clerk; 
and, therefore, they might have some difficulty in 
arriving at a conclusion as to what was a “ usual 
allowance.” 

Mr. HENLEY moved to amend the resolution 
by inserting the words ‘* $4 per diem for the time 


he shall be necessarily employed by the commit- 
993 


Mr. JAMIESON, believing the terms ‘ usual 
allowance” were not sufficiently explicit, desired 
to see the resolution amended or modified. 

Mr. VINTON said he understood $4 a day was 
the sum which had been usually paid to clerks 
employed by the committee on which he served. 
One thing further: he knew that clerks had been 
employed by committees, and sometimes by select 
committees, for the last twenty years, and they 
had all been paid at the same rate. 

Mr. JAMIESON. Four dollars a day? 

Mr. VINTON. Precisely. 

The amendment was then agreed to, and the 
resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. VINTON renewed the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, called the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that there were vari- 
ous papers on the Speaker’s table which it was 
desirable to dispose of. 

Mr. ROCKWELL also said that, by the rules 
of the House, this was private bill day, the rule 
fixing which could not now be suspended, he be- 
lieved, without a two-thirds vote. He would, 
however, take occasion to say that there were very 
few reports before the House, and only a few bills 
which had been printed. 

The SPEAKER read the rules referred to, and 


said, if there was no private business of that na- | 


ture ready for the action of the House, the ques- 
tion would recur on the motion to reconsider, 
which was pending at the adjournment yesterday, 


| 
with each other. | 
mover was entitled to speak two hours, but he was 


| 


and which had preference over all other business. | 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Printing, 
asked the unanimous consent of the House to 
allow him to make a report. 

Mr. GOGGIN would not object if it should lead : 
to no debate. 

The SPEAKER said the question first in order | 
was the motion to reconsider, which took prece- 
dence of all other business. 


Mr. JAMIESON said there was no necessity |f 


for a motion to reconsider, with the construction 
which had been given of this rule by the gentle- | 
man from Ohio [Mr. Scuencx] and the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Smita.] The best course 
would be to go into Committee of the Whole and 
settle the question of appeal there, which would 
decide the question. | 

Some other conversation ensued, which was | 
ended by Mr. CONGER reporting, in answer to | 
the resolution of the House, referred a few days 
since, on the subject of the printing of the House. : 

[The report stated that the President’s message 
and accompanying documents would form a doc- 
ument of unusual length, (some thirteen hundred 
pages,) part of which would be submitted to-day, 
and the residue by the 15th January. ] 

Mr. HENLEY, in connexion with that subject, 
gave notice of an amendment of the rules to give 
the Committee on Printing power to report at all 
times. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, then gave 
notice, that if the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole, he should insist upon the 
appeal which he took yesterday. 


THE NEW RULE RELATING TO DEBATE. 


The motiqn to reconsider was then negatived, 
and the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Smitu, 
of Indiana, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the pending question 
to be on the appeal. 

Mr. SIMS, before voting on the appeal, desired 
to say a few words. He found among the cata- 
logue of rules one which provided that ** no mem- 
ber shall occupy more than one hour in debate on 
any question in the House or in committee; but a 
member reporting the measure under consideration 
from a committee may open and close the debate, 
provided that where debate is closed by order of 
the House any member shall be allowed, in com- 
mittee, five minutes to explain any amendment he 
may offer.’ That was the one-hour rule, as 
adopted at the present session. The 36th rule of 
the last Congress, which had also been adopted, 
provided that ‘‘no member shall speak more than 
once to the same question without leave of the 
House, unless he be the mover, proposer, or intro- 
ducer of any matter pending; in which case he 
shall be permitted to speak in reply, but not until 
every member choosing to speak shal} have spo- 
ken.’? The 133d rule provided for the suspension 
of the rules and orders for the purpose of going 
into committee and for discharging a committee 
from a bill. In addition to this, ıt was the rule as 
well as the practice that debate might be closed by 
the previous question; and the question now was 
as to the interpretation which should be given to 
these rules, taken in connection and in harmony 
Under the old 36th rule, the 


not to speak for a second hour until everybody de- 
siring to do so had spoken once; but what was the 
proviso to the new rule? It was the exclusion of 
aconclusion. It was intended to apply to debate 
closed in Committee of the Whole by order of the 
House, and excluded the conclusion that the pre- 
ceding rule had any application to such subject. 
It was designed to show that the preceding rule 
was not to be interpreted as giving to the mover 
one hour to speak in addition to his opening hour, 
when debate was closed by order of the House. 
A member reporting the measure under consider- 
ation may open and close the debate; but this right 
was to be operated upon by this proviso, otherwise 
every member who may not have spoken would 
also have the right to speak one hour. And if 
the interpretation conte{§ed for in committee were 
sustained, it would also prolong debate for one 
hour after the previous question had been ordered. 
After sustaining this position by argument and 
illustration, he concluded with the expression of a 
hope that the decision of the Chairman would be 
reversed. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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Jan. 7, 


Mr. POLLOCK wished to say buta single word. 
Should the interpretation of the gentleman from 
South Carolina ‘Me Sims] prevail, the object of 
the committee in fixing an hour to terminate de- 
bate would be defeated, and the intention of the 
House, and of the rules it had established, would 
become a nullity. In the interpretation of all rules, 
intention was to be the polar star. The intention 
of those who made the rule must in every case 
govern its interpretation. Now, the purpose of 
this rule was to secure to the reporter of a bill, or 
Other measure, the opportunity of explaining the 
merits of it in detail, in reply to all objections 
which might have been adduced against it. - The 
gentleman from South Carolina insisted that the 
proviso attached to the rule excluded this. The 
gentleman said that it was the definition of a pro- 
viso, that it was “ the exclusion of a conclusion.’? 
That might be a very good definition; but, in order 
to determine what the conclusion to be excluded 
was, it was necessary to look at the proviso and 
the whole resolution. The gentleman knew that 
at the time a point was fixed to close the debate, 
the debate was not then, ipso facto, closed; it was 
not closed until the point of time arrived which 
the House had fixed. The true question to be 
settled was, when the debate closed: And he held 
that it would not be considered as closed until the 
reporter of the bill had had the opportunity of 
speaking one hour. When, for instance, the House 
said that all debate should cease at half-past two 
o’clock, then, as soon as half-past two arrived, the 
debate ceased as to all other members of the House; 
but the right of the person who introduced the bill 
to speak for one hour still remained. This, Mr. 
P. believed to be the true intention of the rule; 
and could the House, by a mere majority, suspend 
one of the rules of the House? It could, indeed, 
repeal a rule; but it could not suspend it. To sus- 
pend a rule required a vote of two-thirds. Be- 
lieving such to be the true intent and meaning of 
the rule, and that great inconvenience must ensue 
from any other interpretation, he hoped the deci- 
sion of the Chair would be sustained. 

Mr. DUER said he wished to be enlightened on 
this subject. He wanted to vote intelligently upon 
it. It seemed to be presumed that there was a 
collision between two rules of this House. The 
members were now in Committee of the Whole, 
under an order to take the resolution out of com- 
mittee at a particular hour. But it was said that 
this order was subject to a rule which gave to the 
chairman of a committee introducing a bill or 
other proposition the right of closing the debate. 
Now, if there was any collision between these two 
directions of the House, he did not see why the 
one must be held subordinate to the other, so that 
the second did pro tanto repeal the first. If, in- 
deed, the second order were adopted at a later pe- 
riod, in point of time, it would be so; but all the 
rules were adopted at one and the same time. But 
was there, in point of fact, any collision between 
them? Hedid not see any. The chairman of a 
committee introducing a bill had a right to debate 
it when debate was in order, and then only. It was 
said that he had a right to speak for one hour; but 
the right to close the debate did not of itself give 
him the right to speak for an hour in doing it. A 
rule of the House said that no member should 
speak on the same question more than one hour, 
but not that he should in all cases be allowed to 
speak foran hour. Suppose, when the hour fixed 
arrived, the chairman should waive his right, and 
another member happened to be on the floor, could 
that member insist he had a right to speak an en- 
tire hour? Certainly not. The right of the chair- 
man of a committee to speak was subordinate to 
the rules of the House. r. D. could not under- 
stand that it must override them all. There was 
no practical difficulty; both rules might be recon- 
ciled, if the chairman, one hour before the ap- 
pointed time, would rise in his place and claim his 
right to the floor. The reasonable construction 
of the rule would be that the House could not 
eh its debate without allowing him this privi- 

ege. 

‘Gentlemen were now in Committee of the Whole, 
and this Committee of the Whole was like any 
other committee of the House; it had no more 
power than any other committee. Gentlemen were 
in committee, under an order of the House, to take 
the question out of committee at a given hour; and 
the committee had no right to say that in passing * 
such a resolution the House was acting out'of or- 
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der. If the House meant that the chairman should 
first have a right to speak an hour to close the de- 
bate, it should have said so; but if it had not, the 
committee were under the order of the House, and 
must obey it. The question of the propriety of its 
course was not a question before this committee. 
Under these circumstances (Mr. D. said) he should 
vote to reverse the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. STANTON observed that it was not neces- 
sary to inquire what might have been the individ- 
ual intention of members of the committee who 
had passed the rule about which this discussion 
arose, in order to decide what its true interpreta- 
tion wag: it must, like other rules, be construed in 
conformity with other previous decisions of the 
House. ‘The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Sims] confined himself to the rule and its accompa- 
nying proviso, and contended that a just construc- 


tion of the proviso would reverse the decision of | 


the Chair. He said that a proviso was the exclu- 
sion of a conclusion. 
conclusion here excluded was the conclusion tha 
without the proviso, would arise from the rule it 
self. Mr.S. here quoted both the rule and proviso. 
Now, what was the conclusion which this proviso | 
excluded ? 

Mr. SIMS here interposed to remark that the | 
matter to which the proviso referred was the clos- 
ing of a debate in Committee of the Whole; and it 
excluded everything else but the right of a member 
moving an amendment to speak for five minutes in 
explanation of the amendment he had offcred. 

Mr. STANTON, resuming, insisted that in this 
the gentleman \ was mistaken. In the absence of 
the proviso, the conclusion from the rule would be, 
that no member could speak save for five minutes 
in explanation of an amendment. As to the posi- 
tion taken by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Dver,] that gentleman must see what was the 
manifest intention of the House in passing this 
new rule, and if the rules did conflict he must be 
governed by that. Mr. S. here read all the rules 
relating to the subject. The general rule had ex- 
isted ever since 1844—the new one had been 
adopted during the present session. It was true, 
indeed, that all the rules had been adopted at once; 
but this last one, which now began for the first 
time, was obviously intended to qualify and con- 
trol those which had existed previously. If there 
was any conflict, that last formed was to override 
the rest. But the true course was to interpret them 
all so as to avoid any collision, considering the 
older rules as modified by the later. 

Mr. COBB thought it important to have a de- 
cision now upon the case; not for the sake of the 
particular member more immediately concerned, 
(viz: Mr. Gocern,) but for the direction and gov- 
ernment of the House on future occasions. There 
were substantial advantages in confirming the de- 
cision already made by the Chair. Mr.C. would 
lay down two legal principles, which he thought 
ought to guide the House in arriving at its conclu- 
sion: the first was, that, when two laws or two 
rules conflicted on their face with each other, 
if they could be so construed that both should 
stand, that was the construction which ought to 
prevail; but when this could not be done, then the 
fullest force should be given to the act last past. 
Now, in this case, the rule last adopted by the 
Hause provided that the chairman of a committee 
or other person introducing or reporting a bill or 
other measure should have the privilege of opening 
and closing the debate upon it in Committee of the 
Whole, he being subject, of course, in both cases, 
to the hour rule. This was an unquestionable 
right guarantied to him by that rule. It was now 
proposed to deprive him of that right by virtuo of 
a mere order of the House to close debate at a cer- 
tain hour. 

Mr. SIMS again interposed. He read the rule, 
and argued to show that it secured the same right 
to every other member of the House to speak one 
hour which it secured to the chairman to speak 
two hours; if the order of the House cut off the 
one, it cut off the other also. 

Mr. COBB thought not. The hour rule was 
not ‘the grant of a right, but the restriction of a 
right already existing, viz: the right of speaking 
for an unlimited time. 

Mr.STANTON interposed toexplain, but spoke 
in a tone too low to be heard by the reporter. 

Mr. COBB thought the argument of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina (Mr. Sims] presented 
no valid objection to the interpretation of the rule 


This was very true; but te 


' for which Mr. C. contended, because no man pre- |: 
| tended that the hour rule gave the right to any 
member to speak for an hour: all it did was to 
provide that he should not exceed an hour. The 
enactment last adopted should in all cases govern; |: 
and a right secured to an individual by a standing || 
rule of order could not be taken away by a simple |: 
order of the House. A temporary order could 
not repeal a rule. 

Mr. SIMS again broke in, and was explaining, 
when— 

Mr. COBB said, if the gentleman from South 
Carolina would have the least possible degree of 
patience, he would find that Mr. C. was just 
coming to natice the point he had made. It was 
said the order of the House was passed by virtue 
of another rule, and therefore, though not itself in 
strictness a rule, it had all the binding force of the 
rule under which it was made. Admitting this, |. 
still, if there was any conflict, the last rule made 
must prevail. If a prior rule conflicted with that 
which secured the chairman of a committee his 
hour to close debate, it was the duty of gentlemen 
to give effect to the latterrule. But Mr. C. did not 
think there was any real inconsistency between 
tem; both could stand. Ifthe committee should 
support the decision of the Chair, its only effect 
would be to allow the member making a report or 
introducing a bill the right of speaking on it for 
one hour after the closing of the debate by the rest 
of the House. What harm could in To arise 
from this? What was the reason and object of the 
rule? It wasto secure to a majority of a standing 
or other committee of the House, reporting a bill 
or other proposition to the House, to be heard in 
its support after all the objections had been urged 
which could be brought against it. But, under any 
other construction of the rule, this right might be 
evaded and lost. How could the chairman of a 
Committee of the Whole know when to give the floor 
to the privileged member introducing the bill? He 
could not, unless the hour to close debate had been 
fixed for days or hours beforehand. Suppose the 
House should ordera debate to close in committee 
at two o’clock, and Mr. C. should obtain the floor 
a quarter before one, must the chairman, when 
Mr. C. had spoken just a quarter of an hour, stop 
him, and give the floor to the man who reported 
the bill under consideration, that he might have his 
hour to speak? Point after point would arise in 
practice under such a construction, and the House 
would be involved in endless difficulties; but con- 
strue the rule as he had explained it, and as the 
decision of the Chair presumed it to ‘be. and no 
difficulty whatever could ensue. 

It was apprehended by some gentlemen that this 
interpretation would throw some advantage into 
the hands.of a dominant majority in the House. 
He did not see how. But, even if it should give 
them some slight ad vantage, all parties would enjoy 
this in succession. The Whigs would have it now, 
but (said Mr. C.) we shall have it, you know, next 
Congress, [A laugh.] 

The debate upon the question of order was fur- 
ther continued by Messrs. WICK, SCHENCK, 
and SIMS, in explanation. 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, said, of all the 
frivolous questions that had ever been raised in 
this House, this capped the climax, in his judg- 
ment. The great question which was now occu- 
pying the attention of the House of Representa- 
tives of the American Congress for almost two 
entire days was, whether the gentleman reporting 
a bill should have the hour next before the point of 
time when the clock ticked one, two, or three, or 
the hour next after that point of time! That, sir, 
(said Mr. S.) is the question we have under debate 
here, and in relation to which we have a vast array 
of orators here. [General laughter.] This is the 
great constitutional question! [Renewed laughter.] 

r. S. did not rise for the purpose of debating 
this question; but his sole object was to call the || 
attention of the House to the unhappy, the truly 
deplorable condition of his friend from Virginia, 
[Mr. Gogern,] in the parturition of about half a 
speech. [A laugh.] hat was to become of the 
rest of that speech he did not know. [Renewed || 
laughter.] Now, he prayed, he humbly submitted || 
that this most frivolous, most contemptible discus- 
sion might be brought to a period here, and the 
House come to a vote. It was of no consequence | 
how it was settled, one way or the other. 

General cries of ‘‘ Question!” ‘* question !’”] 


r. WOODWARD had but a few plain propo- 


' large 
: owne 


: sitions to make. aniona to makes. He could novsesard ika mate could not regard it a matter 
of no importance whether we should give a loose 
construction to our rules, and thus roduce a hun- 
dred times over the loss of time already incurred 
in this debate. 

The honorable member from Georgia [Mr. 
Coss] has remarked that the right in question has 
been guarantied by the rules of the House; and 
the honorable member now occupying the chair 
said yesterday that the rule limiting debate was in 
derogation of this right. 

Now, sir, the right of a chairman of a committee 
to make two speeches is no more guarantied than 
the right of an ordinary member to make one 
speech; and an order of the House limiting the 
time of debate is no more in derogation of one of 
: those rights than the other. It equally destroys 
both. Why should the right of a chairman of a 
, committee to make a second speech be regarded 
more sacred than the right of a member to make a 
first speech ? 

But, sir, gentlemen speak as though this right 
to speak a second time wasa personal” thing, given 
to a chairman for his individual benefit. This is 
a mistake. Itis aright created for the benefit of 
the House, like the whole privilege of debate; and 
an order of the House limiting the one must have 
an equal effect in limiting the other. It is, sir, a 
misconception to regard the order of the House as 
going directly to any matter of right. Jt goes to 
the matter of debate, and says, absolutely, there 
shall be no further debate. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Duer] has properly conceived 
it. No rule of construction, therefore, will effect 
your object. You must either amend the rules, or 
else hereafter, in each case that may arise, make 
an exception in the order in favor of the right in 
question. 

Mr. GREEN, Mr. STUART, of Michiga 
Mr. C. J. IN GERSOLL, Mr. GENTRY, 
RHETT, and Mr. STANTON, also TRY, Mr 
in the discussion of the merits of the question in- 
volved in the appeal; on which the vote was taken 
by tellers, and sustained the decision of the Chair 
by 101 to 73. 

So the committee has decided that a mover is 
entitled to speak one hour, or the residue of an 
hour partly occupied, after the time fixed by an 
order of the House to terminate debate. 


THE SOUTHERN MAIL. 


The House then again resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Cares B. Smirn, of Indiana, in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the resolution re- 
aung to the transportation of the great southern 
mai 


Mr. GOGGIN, of Virginia, resumed his closing 
argument; and, after briefly alluding to the con- 
sumption of time by the consideration of the ap- 
peal, which he thought was an apt illustration of 


| the mode of conducting business by the Post Office 


Department—a circuitous course to gain an imma- 
terial object—he returned to the subject under dis- 
cussion. 

The committee had been informed by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. Brown,] that 


this was not a question between Virginia and the 
‘department, for that gentleman told them that a 


ortion of the stock of this comipany was 
di in Philadelphia. He was glad to hear the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania make such a state- 
ment, and he hoped it would impress on the minds 
of the members of the committee itself, so that 


. when they came up to vote, they might do so with 
: the conviction that the North as well as the South 


had an interest in this matter. Efe hoped they 


_ would further bear in mind, that the Postmaster 


General had not only struck ‘at the interest of this 
company by depriving them of the transportation 


' of the mail, but so as to operate on them by the 


loss of passengers. This line arrived at Peters- 
burg now in advance of the regular mail some nine 
or ten hours, so that the passengers by this Jine 
had to be there until the mail arrived before they 
could proceed southward. This new arrangement, 
therefore, not only deprived them of the Post Of- 
fice patronage, but it interfered with them as a 


' chartered company—not with Virginia alone, but 


with stockholders who were residents of Pennsyl- 


| 


vania and other northern States. 

So much for the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
He desired now to say one word of the argument 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. G. W, 
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Jones,} which had failed to satisfy his mind that 
he was in error. What was the position of the 
gentleman from Tennessee? That gentleman told. 
them—so he was reported in this morning’s In- 
tellizencer—that the Post Office Department, pre- 
vious to the arrangement with this railroad com- 
pony, paid $5,445 for the transmission of the mail. 


hat was correct; but it was in 1834, before the : 


railroad was completed. But did the gentleman 
know the fact, that subsequently $190 a mile ibe 
annum was paid for the transportation of that 
mail? And, further, had the gentleman from 
Tennessee forgotten that the Postmaster General 
had informed them that he paid $13,000 for the 
transportation of the way mail from Washington 
to Richmond—130 miles in twenty-three hours? 
Now, if they could lessen the time one-half—that 


| 
| 


is, if, instead of occupying twenty-three hours by | 


SE it could be done in eleven and a half ` 


ours—would not the Postmaster General be au- 
thorized to pay $26,000 to carry that mail, with 
the addition of twenty-five per cent.? This rail- 
road company could perform that service in nine 
hours, and for this facility and despatch it was 
surely entitled to double compensation; and it was 
a singular coincidence, that within a few dollars, 
the company had heretofore received a sum to 
which it was so obviously entitled. 

The gentleman from Tennessee had spoken of 
the mail service from Weldon to Wilmington, 


which he said was performed for $237 50 per mile, : 


and that gentleman told the committee that that 
mail ran in the night, which he appeared to look 
upon as a great disadvantage. But he would see 
the disadvantage also under which the railroad 
from Washington to Richmond labored. That 
company, instead of having the track clear, for 
the repairs of the road, during the day, and when 
they could employ their hands (they being slave- 
holders, as were the owners of the Weldon road, 
generdily—a fact which he made no doubt some 
gentlemen had already remarked) in the pine fields 
near the road, in cutting wood and preparing for 
generating steam for their engines—were compell- 
ed, necessarily, to keeptheir hands always on the 
look-out for the cars in the day time; and therefore 
this company had to employ an additional number 
of hands, that is, one set to do the work off the 
road, as stated, another set to remain constantly 
on it, to attend to the cars at their stations, and 
another also to do the necessary repairs, subject 
to the frequent interruptions by the passing of mail 
trains in the daytime; but not so in regard to the 
Weldon road, for on that, as the gentleman [Mr. 
Jonzs] had told us, the mail service was performed 
in the night-time. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] re- 
ferred to a delay which now takes place, and ad- 
mitted it to amount to twelve hours. He was 
right in his admission, but wrong as to the time. 
There is a delay of eighteen, instead of only 
twelve hours. 

Mr. JONES here explained, and said that, by 
reference to a statement in the papers of this 
morning, furnished by the department, it would 
be seen that, under the former arrangement, when 
the mail was transported over the Richmond and 
Fredericksburg railroad, the mail going south was 
required to leave New York (say) on Monday, at 
4} o’clock, p. m., and arrive at Charleston on 
Thursday, at 11} o’clock, a. m. Under the pres- 
ent arrangement, by the bay line, the southern 
mail is required to leave New York at 9 o’clock, 
a. m. (say) on Monday, and arrive at Charleston 
on Thursday, at 11} o’clock, a. m.—the same 
time as under the former arrangement. The only 
difference is, the mail at present is required to 
leave New York at 9 in the morning, instead of 
4} in the evening—being seven and a half hours 
earlier; and this seven and a half hours is the 
only delay—if, indeed, that can be considered a 
delay—in the transportation of the Great Southern 
mail by way of the Chesapeake bay. 

Mr. GOGGIN resumed. He was not talking 
aboft the New York route, but the Postmaster 
General’s circuitous route to Richmond. In the 
forty miles between here and Baltimore, there 
was a delay of five hours which was not included 
in the computation of the Postmaster General. 
The five hours, added to the twelve hours admit- 
ted by the gentleman, and one hour’s delay else- 
where along the line, made, in all, no less than 
eighteen hours. But, even if it was but twelve 
hours, how was the department going to arrange 


| 
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| 
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| 


| 
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so as to overcome that? Time and tide waited 
for no man; though it seemed that the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] expected they would 
wait for the Postmaster General, while his mail- 
bags were making their slow, and winding, and 
foggy way, down the James river, and oe Ap- 
pomattox, and round by Baltimore. ust the 
country endure a delay like this, in order to allow 
the head of the Post Office Department to make 
this experiment of his bay route? Mr. G. did not 
mean to say, or to intimate, that that officer de- 
sired this: he did believe he meant what was 
right; he did not assail him personally, but he 
did assail his figures and plans. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, here interposed, 
but what he said the reporter could not hear with 
sufficient distinctness to understand it. 

Mr. GOGGIN strongly objected to these inter- 
ruptions, and hoped, if he must submit to them, 
that they would be allowed out of his hour. In 
reply to some interrogatory Mr. Stuart had put 
to him, Mr. G. said, I stand not here to speak for 
the railroad company, but for seventy thousand of 
the people of Virginia. He was not privy to the 
views or wishes of that company, and he depied 
the gentleman’s right to ask him such questions. 
If he made any reply to them it would be mere 
out of courtesy. On that ground, he would say 


| to the gentleman that he did not know, of his own 


! 


knowledge, what the company would be willing to 
do; but he would tell the gentleman what he had 
heard from others, not from them: he understood 
the company thought it would not be for their in- 
terest to accept what they themselves had formerly 
offered totake. If they thought proper to evade or 
disobey the laws and to withdraw all support from 
the department, they could make much more mo- 
ney by establishing private expresses than the 
amount offered them by the department. And 
would it be wonderful if men were driven to resort 
to such measures? Although the law imposed a 
fine of $150 on all who ran a private express, and 
$100 on the owner of any steamboat or railroad 
who should transport packets, and exacted a fine 
of $50 even on the transmission of a single letter, 
which a man, in the urgency of business or of 
family anxiety, might send by a private messen- 
ger because he could not get it on in time by mail, 
even this might not be sufficient to deter a cam- 
pany from meeting the public exigency. The 
course pursued by the Postmaster General invited 
to such a course; and, unless something better was 
done to remedy the grievance under which the 
country was laboring, before another year there 
would be hundreds of such expresses established 
and continued on private account. 

But the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] 
asked what was to become of the other mails— 
the way-mails from here to Richmond? That gen- 
tleman’s object seemed to be not so much to facili- 
tate the transmission of intelligence through the 
country, and thereby to serve the people, as to 
save the Post Office Department from all harm. 
But he would take leave to tell that gentleman that 
every mail contract contained a saving clause al- 
lowing the Postmaster General to discontinue any 
mail route on certain conditions, and he could dis- 
continue these. Was the gentleman answered? 

As to the great southern mail, that gentleman’s 
amendment threw the cost of discontinuing the 
existing contract on the railroad company, and not 
on the Post Office Department. Was there any 
justice in this? There was none. 

Mr. G. proceeded to say, that when he had ad- 
dressed the committee on a former day, he had 
endeavored to show there was no valid legal con- 
tract in existence to carry the mail from Washing- 
ton to Richmond, and consequently tiat no dam- 
ages would accrue if that which purported to be a 
contract should be taken away. I have, said Mr. 
G., in my hand a copy of the paper which thus 
purports to be a mail contract, which is to be exe- 
cuted between the Postmaster General and the bay 
company. There is another for carrying the daily 
local mail to Richmond, which has a provision 
that the Postmaster General may at any time dis- 
continue it on certain conditions. But in this re- 
port he talks about the exclusive privileges of these 
railroad companies. + Let us try the Postmaster 
General by his own rule; let us see if he has not 
done the very thing which he charges so severely 
on these companies. All who will look at the in- 
structions from the Post Office Department, as pub- 
lished in all the papers, will find that the contraets 
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| are to contain the express right reserved to the 


poh of discontinuing a post route. 

r. JONES here interposed, and inquired of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Gocern] if he 
had not in his possession a copy of the telegraphic 
correspondence between the Postmaster General 
and the bay line company after the railroad com- 
pany had notified the department that they would. 
not carry the mail upon the terms offered by the 
department after the 10th of December, in which 
the bay line company proposed to carry the mail 
from Baltimore to Richmond and Petersburg for 
$34,000 per annum, until the 30th June, 1851, 
upon the express condition that the contract should 
be IRREVOCABLE? 

Mr. GOGGIN, resuming, said he held the very 
paper the gentleman was talking about, and had 
been just going to read it when the gentleman in- 
terrupted him. What he complained of was, that 
in this paper the Postmaster General gave to this 
bay company—a company which failed to render 
the service required of it—a privilege not right- 
Pilly contained in any mail contract. (Mr. G. 
here read the paper. ] The paper allowed the con- 
tractor to relinquish his contract if be chose, and 
preferred it to a change in its conditions. But the 
corresponding right of the department to with- 
draw the contract by allowing one month’s extra 
pay was expunged by black lines, not drawn. 
around it, but through and across it. That right 
was here wholly dispensed with. 

But even if tnis agreement was signed, this ex- 
punging of so important a clause in it would be of 
no avail, because it was accompanied by no writ- 
ten guarantee. On thissubject the law was express. 
He cared not how the Postmaster General might 
choose to construe it, the law was express that be- 
fore any mail contract could be of binding force it 
must be accompanied with written guarantees. In 
this case there were no such guarantees, and, there- 
fore, though signed, the contract was not executed. 
The gentleman from Tennessee talked as if Mr. 
G. was in possession of documents which he wish- 
ed to conceal and was ashamed to show to the 
House. 

Mr. JONES said, certainly not, Mr. Chairman. 
The correspondence to which I referred, was fur- 
nished to the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Goc- 
GIN,] in answer to inquiries as. chairman of the 
committee. It had been before the committee—he 
had seen it there—but it had not been printed; the 
House was not in possession of the correspond- 
ence. He wished the House to know the fact, 
that the bay line company proposed for and re- 
ceived the contract to carry ihe mail, upon condi- 
tion that the contract should be irrevocable—noth- 
ing more. 

r. GOGGIN said the papers were there, sub-. 
ject to the examination of anybody that wished 
to read them. Mr. G. further remarked, that the 
Postmaster General, not having control of the Tel- 
egraph, had not even adverted once in his report 
to the existence of that lightning line. The reason 
might perhaps be that it.would contrast too cred- 
itably with his own foggy circumnavigation. Cer- 
tainly it was a little remarkable that the existence 
of such a medium of communication was nowhere 
even mentioned. Yet,on the 29th of November 
last, (just before the assembling of Congress,) he 
availed himself of its aid, and sent to the Tele- 
graph office a proposition as toa change of con- 
tract for transporting the southern mail by this bay 
company. 

Let it not be forgotten that the first bid was made 
by the Postmaster General himself, through his as- 
sistant, and notby the company. The communi- 
cation inquired of the company, if the department 
should wish to send the mail on the bay route, 
what’would you ask to carry it? And an early 
answer was demanded. This was signed by Mr. 
Hobbie, and sent by the wires. An answer was 
received at three o’clock and ten minutes the next 
morning, offering to take the daily mail for thirty- 
four thousand dollars for three years and a half, 
not subject to revocation within that time, with the 
notice that ample security would be given. Secu- 
rity was promised, but the department had asked 
for itin vain. The proposal was made firston the | 
part of the department, and, so much afraid was 
the Postmaster General that it should not be con- 
summated before Congress should assemble, that 
it was sent by lightning, and an immediate re- 
sponse required; and the company, seeing that 

ey had got the department in their power, Insert- 
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ed the condition that the contract should not be 


subject to revocation. 

hat right had the Postmaster General to agree 
to such a condition, when the law directed him to 
insert in every contract a clause making it revo- 
cable at the will of the department? Yet he says 
in his report that these contracts would remain 
firm unless Congress should direct otherwise. By 
the resolutioa Congress was asked to annul this 
quasi agreement; for contract it was none. The 
Postmaster General made on the back of the paper 
an endorsement, which Mr. G. read, (but of which 
we failed to obtain a copy.) 

What he more especially desired to call the 
attention of the country to was the fact, that while 
the Postmaster General represented it as an outra- 
geous thing that the railroad company was con- 
nected with the steamboat line, (which was not a 
fact,) yet in this contract with the bay company 
an individual was largely coficerned who was at 
the same time the proprietor of a railroad south of 
Richmond; and thus the Post Office Department 
had itself connected a railroad with a water line, 
the very thing it charged upon this company. 

Here the hour allotted to Mr. G., to his great 
seeming surprise, expired. He thereupon offered 
an amendment, (given below,) which was read 
‘for information. 

The question was first put on the amendment of 
Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, viz:. 

“Provided, Thatin making such contract or engagement 
with the Postmaster General, the said Richmond, Freder- 
icksburg, and Potomac Railroad and Steamboat Company 
shall agree aad engage with the Postmaster General to pay 
to the Pust Office Department such amount or sum of money 
as, in his judgment, shall be a fair and equitable equivalent 
to the contractors for transporting the mail from Baltimore 
to Petersburg and Richmond on the bay line, and to the 
contractors from Washiugton to Richmond under the recent 
arrangement, as will indemnify said contractors by reason 


of eee of the said routes hereby dispensed 
with. 


This amendment was agreed to: Ayes 80, noes 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, moved to amend 
the resolution as follows: 

Resolved, hat the construction heretofore given by the 
Post Office Department, and particularly that ot the present 
Postmaster General, to the laws of 1838, 1839, and 1845, 
regulating and restricting the compensation to be paid for 
ae the mail on railroads, is hereby approved and con- 

med. 


Ruled out of order by the Chair. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved further to 


amend the resolution, by adding thereto the fol- 
lowing: . 

Resolved, That it shall he the duty of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to arrange and class the service hereafter to be required 
of the railroad companies, including those in which the ser- 
vice is partly by steamboats, in the transportation of the 
United States mails, into four classes, according to the size 
ofthe mails, the speed and frequency with which the mails 
are or shall be required to be conveyed, and the importance 
of the service; and it shall be lawful for him to contract fur 
. carrying the mail with any such railroad company, or any 

steamboat company, or any railroad and steamboat com- 
pany, either with or without advertising for such contract: 
Provided, That for the first class service in conveying the 
mail on any railroad, he shall not pay a higher rate of com- 
pensation than ¢200 per mile per annum, nor for second 
class service on any railroad a greater compensation than 
$150 per mile per annum, nor for third class service on any 
rdilroad a greater compensation than $109 per mile per 
annum, nor for the fourth class service on any railroad a 
greater compensation than $50 per mile per annum; nor 
shall he pay for the conveyance of the mail on steamboats, 
or on the steamboat portion of a railroad and steamboat 
route, a greater compensation than above specified for the 
several Ciasses, less than twelve and one-half per cent. 


Mr. JONES occupied the five minutes allowed 
to him under the rule in explanation of his amend- 
ment. I propose (said he) that the Postmaster 
General shall class the service hereafter to be re- 
a of the different railroads throughout the 

nion, for the transportation of the mails, into four 
classes, and for such transportation he shall not 
allow greater compensation than that specified in 
the amendment for each class of service respect- 
ively. Under this arrangement, I suppose, as a 
matter of course, those larger mails, such as those 
between this city and New York, being required, 
as at present, to be carried twice a day, will be of 
the: first class, and be entitled to the maximum 
compensation of two hundred dollars per mile. 
The large daily maile—such as the great southern 
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and also the great western mail—will be entitled to 


the highest pay for that class, one hundred and 
fifty dollars—the other two classes being the one 
the greater, and the other the less, local or way 
mail, and paid as proposed in the amendment. 

This country has partially made the experiment 
of cheap postages, and I am gratified to know that, 
thus far, it has succeeded well—far beyond what 
some of us expected, and fully equal to the hopes 
and expectations of its most sanguin? friends. Sir, 
the friends of this great reform, in advocating its 
adoption, referred, with confidence, to the reduc- 
tion of postages in England. There the postages 
had been reduced to almost nothing—one penny a 
letter. But there, as I understand, scarcely any- 
thing is paid for transporting the mails; there the 
mails are transported mostly over railroads; many 
of them receive no pay atall for carrying the mails; 
others receive, perhaps, about a penny a mile— 
not quite two cents, or some other nominal and in- 
significant sum; while but one railroad in that 
country, if I am correctly informed, receives what 
would be considered as pay for carrying the mail, 
and that one is required to run in the night, with- 
out a passenger train, but solely for the transport- 
ation of the mail. I am not for adopting this policy 
towards the railroads in this country. No, sir; I 
am in favor of paying them liberally. In my 
amendment, I propose to allow what to me appears 
to be ample compensation, being nearly twenty- 
five per cent. higher than is now paid for any post- 
coach service in the United States. The highest 
pay for any post-coach service at present being 
one hundred and twenty-eight dollars per mile; add 
twenty-five per cent. on that amount, and it will 
make one hundred and sixty dollars per mile. I 
propose to pay for the most important daily rail- 
road service one hundred and fifty dollars. My 
firm impressions are, that railroads can better afford 
to carry the mail for the sum now proposed than 
post-coaches can for the compensation now re- 
ceived. 

Mr. J. soon after withdrew his amendment, giv- 
ing notice that he would avail himself of a different 
time and mode of reaching his object. 

Mr. BOTTS now obtained the floor, and wished 
to address the Chair, but was pronounced out of 
order unless he rose to explain anamendment. He 
thereupon said he would offer onegand offered the 
original resolution slightly modified. 

Mr. B. said he only desired to state to the com- 
mittee the position in which they would be placed 
by the adoption of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, (Mr. Jones.] He verily thought, 
when he heard it read, that the gentleman had of- 
fered it in sport; little dreaming that the House 
would ever think of passing it. Here was a con- 
troversy between the Post Office Department and 
a railroad company. The department offered 
$30,000—the company demanded $32,000. | 

Here Mr. B. was called to order by Mr. 
THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, who called for 
the reading of the rule which forbade the grafting 
of one bill or resolution on another, &c. 

Mr. BOTTS. What? Cannot I explain another 
amendment as introductory to the discussion of my 
own? May I not be allowed to make my speech 
in my own way? 

The CHAIRMAN reminded Mr. B. that the 
rule allowed each gentleman offering an amend- 
ment five minutes to explain that amendment. It 
might be difficult for the Chair to decide in that 
time whether a gentleman was speaking exactly in 
order or not. 

Mr. BOTTS. I should indeed think it an exer- 
cise of great ingenuity if the Chair could now tell 
what I mean to say. The railroad company re- 
fused the $30,000 offered by the department, and 
hence it is that this question has come before Con- 
gress. The Post Office Committee has reported a 
resolution providing that that offer is to be renew- 
ed; and thereupon the gentleman from Tennessee 
proposes an amendment declaring that the com- 
pany may have the contract at that price, if they 
will only consent to pay all damages which the 
Postmaster General in his discretion shall impose 
upon the company for refusing his offer—which is 
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pretty much the same as saying, “‘ you may carry 
our mail for nething, if you choose.” Thank you 
for small favors. 

Mr. JAMIESON moved to recommit the reso- 
lution and amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled it out of order. 


Mr. HALL, of Missouri, moved the following 
amendment: . 
Resolved, That nothing in this resolution shall be so con- 
strued as to require any increase of the prescut expenditure 

in the Post Office Department. 

In explaining his amendment he said its object 
was that his constituents might not suffer from an 
action Congress might take on this subject. Ther 
was in his district a very peculiar arrangement for 
the transportation of the mail. It was carried from 
the eastern extremity of the district quite to the 
western, through six counties, a distance of two 
hundred and thirty miles; and, in order to convey 
a letter from one county seat to another, situated 
but twenty-five miles apart, it was made to travel 
a circuitous journey of more than three hundred 
miles, and was two weeks upon the way, while a 
traveller could pass from one point to the other in 
five hours, This was but a specimen, a small part 
of the inconvenience suffered iby the people of his 
district from year to year. They had applied to 
the department for relief, but it was refused, be- 
cause the department could afford no more expen- 
ditures in that quarter. Mr. H. had thought that 
now brighter prospects began to dawn upon them; 
but if the expenditures of the department were to 
be increased in the eastern portions of the Union, 
his people would have to groan on and suffer on for 
years to come. It was true, gentlemen said it 
would cost the department but some $2,700 mores 
but the expenditure of a single thousand dollars in 
his district would give his constituents all they de- 
sired; and so great an anomaly as the carrying a» 
letter three hundred miles to a town twenty-five 
miles off, and keeping it two weeks in reaching a 
point which a man on horseback could reach in 
five hours, would be put an end to. Till that was 
done, he must object to any increase of expendi- 
ture here. 

: Mr. HASKELL moved that the committee rise. 
ost. 

Mr. JAMIESON renewed his motion to recom- 
mit with instructions. ae in order. _ 

Mr. BOTTS was understood to have withdrawn 
his amendment. . 

The question was put on Mr. Harr’s amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. Meape’s substitute next came up, as fòl- 
lows: 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Statesof America in Congress assembled, That 
the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, authorized in 
future to contract with the railroad companies for the trans- 
portation of the mail at a price not exceeding $237 50 a mile 
for transporting the mail once a day, and $300 for transport- 
ing the same twice a day: Provided, That for such service 
performed in the night-time an additional compensation, mbt 
exceeding 15 per cent. on those sums, may be given. 

Resolved, ‘Chat the Postmaster General be, and he is 
hereby, required to cause the great northern and southern, 
mail to be transported by steamboat and railroad, on the 
usual route, until otherwise directed by law, provided the 
same can be done for the prices herei® prescribed. 


Mr. MEAD said, his object in offering his 
substitute was, to furnish a fixed rule by which 
the Postmaster General should be governed in 
making his contracts. He recapitulated the terms 
proposed by his amendment. He understood that 
there were some in this House who thought $237 
50 per mile was too much. He begged them to 
remember that the whole nation was interested in 
keeping up atleast one line of railroads from here 
to New Orleans, for the national defence of the 
country. And he wished to state the fact that 
there was no railroad betwegn this city and 
Charleston, South Carolina, the stock of which 
was worth seventy cents on a dollar; and it was 
with great difficulty now that, under immense debts, 
these railroads could keep themselves up. The 
stock of the railroad between this city and Rich- 
mond was not worth more than $75 per $100. The 
railroad from Petersburg to Roanoke was not 
worth more, and the railroad from Roanoke to 
Wilmington was not worth more than 20 per cent. 
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By Mr. WHITE: The petition of George. F. De fa Roche 
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If the proviso of the gentleman from Tennessee || vide for due celurity, certainty, and security in the trans- | 


[Mr. Jones] was retained, the consequence would 
be, that we should be without the means of trans- 
ting the mail from Petersburg south; for while 
Mhai in the bay line a competitor with the rail- 


road line from this city to Richmond, after we get 


to Petersburg there is no competition whatever 
with the railroad; and if the Petersburg and Wil- 
mington road should say that they would not carry 
the mail for less than $337 50 per mile, this whole 
mail must be transported by post-coaches, which 
would cost a great deal more, while the cars con- 
tinued to run to carry the travellers. He repeated, 
that while he was for limiting this compensation 
to the smallest reasonable amount, yet he con- 
sidered it was policy to give a fair and liberal com- 
pensation to these roads, with a view of keeping 
up these lines of communication from here to New 


Orleans, which, at some future time, might be of 


such essential service to the country. 
* Mr. DUER inquired how much increase of com- 


portation of the mail, in order to relieve him from any em- 
barrassments under which he may labor by reason of exist- 
ing Jaws (as he construes them) or the usages of his de- 
partment, as they are now said to exist: 

e Be it resol::ed hy the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
renew the engagements heretofore existing for the trans- 
portation of the great northern and southern mail by the 
Richmond, Fredericksburg, and Potomac Railroad and 
Steamboat Company, at a price not less than that which 
has been paid by the present Postmaster General, as well 
as his predecessors, for the regular and satisfactory trans- 
portation of the said mail up to the month of July last. 


Disagreed to by tellers: Ayes 49, noes 107. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the committee rise and report the following rec- 


ommendation to the House: 

‘That it be reeommitted to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice und Post Roads, with instructions to inquire and report 
whether any and what further legislation of a general char- 
acter is required iu relation 4o the transportation of the mail 
by railroads and steamboats. ”? 


Mr. JAMIESON moved to amend Mr. Rock- 
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and William P. Sanger, praying compensation for services 
rendered in the Navy Department. Also, the petition of 
Horatio Sprague; heretotore presented. i 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Valery Gainnie, pray- 
ies 1 the correction of an error in an act uf confirmation of 
and. ‘ 
By Mr. GRINNELL: The petition of citizens of Ware- 
ham, Sandwich, and Rochester, Massachusetts, praying that 
anew collection district may be established with a port of 
entry at Wareham, to include the towns of Wareham, Sand- 
wich, and that part of Rochester called Sippiean. - 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The petition of J. F. Mahanahan and 


i 106 others, citizens of Lowell, Massachusetts, praying that 
: the thirteenth section of the act of Congress of July 4, 1836, 
: may be so far modified that no patents valid and operative in 
' the law shall be surrendered. 


By Mr. ROCKWELL, of Conneeticut: That the petition 


: and papers of William Queen be taken from the files and 
t referred to the Committee of Claims. | 


By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of Billings, Chaffee, 


i and others, citizens of Medina and Sumunit counties, in 
. Ohio, for a tri-weekly mail route from Hudson to Biuns- 
. Wick. 
i zens of Trumbull, Portage, and Sammit counties, Ohio, for 
. @ tri-weekly mail route from Warren, in Trumbull county, 
| to Hudson, in Summit county. Also, the petition of Peter 


Also, the petition of L. W. Curtis and others, citi- 


| Allen and others, citizens of Kinseman, Trumbull county, . 
i Ohio, praying for peace with Mexico. 

By Mr. MEADE: That the petition of Samuel Jones be 
taken from the files of the House, and referred to the Com- 


Inittee on Revolutionary Chims. 


pensation the gentleman proposed over the present 
rates? 

Mr. MEADE. None. He proposed the same 
price which was offered by the Postmaster Gen- 


eral, and about $13 less than the railroad had re- || _ By Mr. BEALE: The petition of Samuel Butler, praying 
ceived previously. i to he placed upon the liggof invalid pensioners. 
It was’ the policy of the resolution which he Disagreed to. | By Mr. DICKINSON : A petition from citizens of Craw- 
| 


{ 
l 
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offered as a substitute to disconnect the railroad | Mr. HALL, of Missouri, moved to amend Mr. ford county, Ohio, praying Congress to repeal so much of 


| the act of March 3, 1847, as repeals that part of the act of 
from the steamboat altogether, and, by so doing, |i RockwELL’s amendment, by adding after the word |: the 3d of March, 1845, which allows newspapers to be sent 


WELL’s amendment as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That, by way of amendment to the several prop- 
ositions before the committee, the committee recommend to 
the House a recommitmentof the same to the Committee on 
| the Post Office and Post Roads, with instructions to report a 
| bill granting equal mail facilities throughout the Union. 


we could have the mail transported from this city 
to Aquia creek for $5,000, instead of $13,000, which 
was now paid. And,as he said yesterday, the 
Postmaster General, if he had committed any error 
at all, had committed it in suffering the railroad 
company to connect itself with the steamboat com- 
pany in disregard of its charter. i 

r. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to amend the 
substitute of Mr. Meane by striking out the pro- 
vision for an additional compensation of 15 per 
cent. for night service. 

Mr. MEADE said that 15 per cent. was a re- 
pape from 25 per cent. which the Postmaster 

eneral was now authorized to pay. 

Mr. JONES briefly advocated his amendment. 
He said that he made this motion because he was 
opposed to allowing additional compensation for 
night service. The mail is carried from Peters- 
burg, Virginia, to Weldon, North Carolina, both 
ways, in the night; also, from Augusta, Georgia, 
to Atalanta, in the same State, a distance of 171 
miles, both ways, in the night; and yet no addi- 
tional compensation is paid to either of them in 
consideration of this night service. I am aware 
that it has been said, on behalf of the Richmond 
and Fredericksburg compgny, that it is an advan- 
tage to the company to ruff the mail train in the 
night, as it will not then interfere with the burden 
trains on the road. Mr. J. said that he was sur- 
prised to learn that the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Gocein,] from his remarks this morning, 
had fallen into the same error as to the advantage 
of night or day service, but upon far more erro- 
neous reasoning. If I understood the gentleman 
aright, he said the company owning the road 
from Petersburg to Weldon is composed of slave- 
holders; that, inthe daytime, those slaves were 
engaged in the woods in procuring wood, and. in 
the night they attended at the stations, to supply 
the trains with fuel and water, and thus the ex- 
pense of a double set of hands is avoided. I am 
a southern man myself—have been accustomed to 
slavery all my lifg; and, so far as my knowledge 
extends, it is the custom in the South, in the em- 
pone of slaves—as I presume it is where free 

abor is employed—in all cases where the business 
engaged in requires hands day and night, thata 
double set of hands is employed; and nowhere in 
the South have I ever heard that the same hands 
were employed by day and night in any business 
by their owners. I do not live in the neighbor- 
hood of a railroad; but I doubt rot that these rail- 
road companies, as well as everybody else, under 
simWar circumstances, employ one set of hands 
for day service and another set of hands for night 
service. I am assared by gentlemen around me, 
who live in the vicinity of those southern rail- 
roads, that such is the fact. I hope my amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

The question being taken on Mr. Meape’s sub- 
stitute, it was rejected. 

Mr. GOGGIN moved to amend the resolution 
so as to substitute the following: | 

Whereas it is the duty ef the Postmaster General to pro- 


i “6 steamboat” the words ‘‘ or by any other mode.”’ 


Mr. ROCKWELL accepted Mr. Haiy’s amend- 


ment as a modification. 


Mr. McK AY moved to amend Mr. Rocxwe tv’s 
amendment by adding the following : 


« Also, to ascertain the terms upon which the department |: 
: proved. 


can be released from the contract with the bay company 
for the transportation of the mail; also, the terms upon 
which a contract can be made with the Fredericksburg and 
Pornic Railroad Company for the transportation of said 
mall. ` 

Mr. ROCKWELL accepted Mr. McKay’s 
amendment as a modification. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Rocx- 
WELL’s amendment, and decided in the negative— 
ayes 85, noes 92. 

“The committee then rose and reported the joint 
resolution as amended. 

On motion, it was ordered that when this House 
adjourns it will adjourn to Monday next. 

And, on motion, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred : 

By Mr. DUNN: The petition of Gideon Walker, asking 
pay for services as an enlisted soldier, from the year of 1792 
to 1795. e 

By Mr. SYLVESTER: The petition of Skelton Felton, 
prayipg for a pension for wounds received while in the ser- 
vice of the United States, during the late war with Great 
Britain. 

By Mr. COCKE: The petition of William C. Mallicoat, 
and 124 other citizens of Grainger county, in the State of 
Tennessee, praying Congress to establish a post route from 
Thorn Hill, in said county, to Blain’s Cross Roads. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Petitions of citizens of Newton and 
Jasper counties, Missouri, for asemi-weekly post route from 
Bolivar, via Dade C. H., to Neosho. = 

By Mr. NICOLL: The memorial of James Wilson, Smith, 
Thurgar & Co., Barclay & Livingston, Davis, Brooks & 
Co., Newbold & Cruft, and others, of the city of New York, 
praying to be refunded the amount of duties paid by them 
upon merchandise destroyed by the great fire which occurred 
in that city July 19, 1845. 

By Mr. Mc{LVAINE: The memorial of the ‘“* New Gar- 
den Monthly Meeting of Friends,” held in Chester county, 
Pennsylvania, praying that Congress shall adopt immediate 
and efficient measures to terminate the existing war with 
Mexico by the withdrawal of the American troops from the 
Mexican soil, and against the acquisition of any territory; 
but, if territory shall be acquired, that the perpetual prohibi- 
tion of slavery be made a primary condition; andin favor of 
a system of arbitration of all national differences. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The petition and other 
papers of Captain Thotnas Dewar, asking pay for money ad- 
vanced while in the service of the United States in the last 
war with Great Britain. 

By Mr. MeCLELLAND: The petition of Mrs. Catharine 
Hoffman, widow of the late Lieutenant Colonel William 
Hoffinan, for a pension. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of Job Johnson, and 
others, citizens of Ohio, fora new mail route from Pitts- 
burg, Pennsvivania, to Mansfield, in Ohio. 

By Mr. PENDLETON : The petition of Lewis McKenzie, 
praying to be paid money advanced for transportation of 
troops. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Thomas Scott, late 
register of the land office at Chilicothe, Ohio, praying 
compensation for extra services connected with the duties 
of his office; heretofore presented, April 1, 1844. Also, the 
petition of Samuel Reed, of Pike county, Ohio, praying pay- 
ment for part of a tract of land purchased of the United 
States, the title to which has not been maintained; hereto- 
fore presented, January 21, 1348. 


through the mail free of postage. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
. Monpary, January 10, 1848. 
The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 


THE SOUTHERN MAIL. 
When the House adjourned on that day, the 
pending question was on agreeing to the amend- 


' ments reported by the Committee of the Whole, to 


wit: the amendment of Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, 
and the amendment of Mr. Haut, of Missouri, 


as dae with the proceedings of that day. 


he question on agreeing to these amendments 
coming up Sr ae 
Mr. GOGGIN maved to recommit the resolu- 
tion and amendments with the following instruc- 
tions: ** To report upon all the facts in relation to 


| the subject-matter of the said resolution, with such 


modification or alteration of the same as may be 


! deemed expedient. ”’ 


Mr. GOGGIN remarked, in support of this 
motion to recommit, that the Committee on the 


| Post Office and Post Roads had reported no facts 
| accompanying their resolution. 


ln order to en- 
able them to do so, and to do justice, to the original 
mover of the resolution, he wished it recommit- 
ted; and he hoped the question would be disposed 
of without further delay. 

Mr. BRODHEAD said the gentleman from 
Virginia desired this bill to be recommitted for the 

urpose of having the facts reported to the House. 

e thought the facts had been sufficiently stated 
to the House, as well by the Postmaster General 
as by those who had discussed the question here. 
The gentleman desired to get rid of this bill, and, 
therefore, he (Mr. B.) thought the best way to 
dispose of it would be to Jay the whole subject on 
the table. He therefore made that motion. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the 
negative: Yeas 69, nays 124. 

The motion then recurred on agreeing to the 
motion to recominit with Instructions, when— 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved the previous 
question, which was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion ordered to be now -put, viz: Will the House 
agree to the first amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, (Mr. JonEs’s ?) 

The yeas and nays on this question were an- 
nounced as follows : 


YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Bingham, Birdsall, 
Black, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, William G. 
Brown, Charles Brown, Catheart, Chase, Beverly L. Clark, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Collins, Cummins, 
Daniel, Dickey, Dickinson, Daniel Duncan, Edsall, Embree, 
Nathan Evans, Faran, Farrelly, Featherston, Ficklin, Fries, 
French, Gentry, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, Harris, Henley, 
Hill, Elias B. Holmes, George S. Houston, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, Jamieson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James H. John- 
son, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennon, Lahm, 
La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McClelland, MceClernand, McKay, Mann, Marvin, 
Miller, Morris, Morse, Nelson, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Pey- 
ton, Phelps, Pillshurv, Putnam, Rhett, Richard:on, Richey, 
Robinson, Rockhill, Rose, Rumsey, Sawyer, Sherrill, Simp- 
son, Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, 
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Charles E. Stuart, Thomas, James Thompson, Jacob Thomp- 
son, John B. Thompson, William Thompson, Turner, 
Venable, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Wiley, and Wood- 
ward—97, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Green Adams, Ashmun, Bar- 
ringer, Barrow, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Belcher, Blanchard, 
Bocock, Botts, Boydon, Brady, Butler, Cabell, Canby, 
Chapinan, Clingman, Cocke, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, 
Crowell, Crozier, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Garnett Duncan, 
Eckert, Edwards, Fisher, Flournoy, Freediey, Fulton, Gayle, 
Goggin, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, 
Haskell, Henry, Isaac E. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hub- 
bard, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, John W. Jones, Kauf- 
man, Kellogg, Thomas B. King, Daniel P. King, William 
„T. Lawrence, Levin, Lincoln, McDowell, McItvaine, Marsh, 
Meade, Morehead, Mullin, Murphy, Nes, Newall, Nicoll, 
Outlaw, Palfrey, Pendleton, Pollock, Preston, Julius Rock- 
well, John A. Rockwall, Root, St. Jolin, Schenck, Shepperd, 
Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stew- 
art, Strohm, Sylvester, Tallmadge, Thibodeaux, Taylor, 
Tompkins, Richard W. Thoinpson, Robert A. Thompson, 
Toombs, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, White, and Wilson 


The SPEAKER voted in the negative, thus 
equalizing the vote, whereby the amendment was 

ost. 

The question was then put on agreeing to the 
second amendment reported by the Committee of 
the Whole, (Mr. Hatv’s,) and decided in the af- 
firmative: Yeas 101, nays 91. | 


The question was then pe on ordering the joint 
resolution to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and it was decided in the negative without a divis- 
ion. 

So the joint resolution was rejected. 


THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. J. R. ĪNGERSOLL, of 
Pennsylvania, in the chair,) and proceeded to the 
consideration of the resolutions referring the Presi- 
dent’s annual message to the various appropriate 
committees. 


Mr. McCLERNAND having the floor, ad- 
dressed the House as follows: 

Mr. Cuairman: Ít is due, perhaps, to the com- 
mitjee, that I should renew the apology now, 
which I felt constrained to offer the other day 
when I appealed to the committee to adjourn this 
question temporarily, to enable me to speak upon 
it under more favorable circumstances. Certain- 
ly, sir, upon no other ground than that of physi- 
cal indisposition, would eI have ventured so far 
from my humble course here as to have asked so 
great a concession. In return, gentlemen, for 
your kindness and consideration, I can only offer 
you the’ humble tribute of my thanks and grati- 
tude, which I beg you to accept. 

These, Mr. Chairman, are critical and porten- 
tous times; an accidental conjuncture’ threatens 
the success of the cherished principles of Democra- 
cy, and all who are friendly to the present repub- 
lican Administration are imperiously called upon to 
come forth promptly and boldly in its defence. 
All who profess to be Democrats should now prove 
their faith by their works. For one, sir, I pro- 
pose to do this; and, that I may do it with the 
more success, I shall indulge in a somewhat exten- 
sive range of debate. 

First, sir, it is my purpose to review the great 
measures that distinguished the internal or domes- 
tic o of the present Executive Administration, 
and in like manner, on some future occasion, its 
external or foreign policy—especially the justice 
of our cause in the existing war with Mexico; 
thus affording, as a whole, a general survey of 
the conduct of our Government on the most im- 
portant events of modern times. 

Proceeding, sir, at once to the first and present 
branch of my pregnant theme, I will be allowed to 
premise that great and fundamental changes have 
occurred in the administration of the Government 
within afew years past. Upon the accession of 
the Democratic party to the control of Congress in 
1843 and 1844, they found the policy lately before 
established by the Federalists in full operation. 
True, President Tyler, as if directed by some divine 
power, arrested that fearful and fatal consumma- 
tlon—a United States bank; but other measures 
little less mischievous survived to afflict the coun- 
try. The mandamus and distribution acts still 
blotted the statute book; the question of the policy 
and power of this Government to engage in schemes 
of internal improvement remained to be settled; 
the black tariff to be replaced by a revenue tariff ; 


the constitutional treasury to be restored; and the. 


graduation principle, if possible, ingrafted upon 


the present land system. In short, a thorough 
work of reform and restoration challenged our best 
efforts. And how was that work performed? We 
shall see. 

Upon the meeting of the twenty-eighth Congress 
in 1843 and 1844, the members of the House of 
Representatives found themselves much embar- 
rassed by a serious and important question, that 
stood in the way of the very organization of the 
body, which forced them to choose between dis- 
regarding what purported to be a law, and exclu- 
ne several of the States from a voice in the pro- 
ceedings of the body. This was the work of the 
mandamus act, which deserves to be explained. 
The Constitution declares that ‘‘ the times, places, 
and manner of holding elections for Senators and 
Representatives shall be prescribed in cach State 
by the Legislature thereof; but the Congress may 
at any time, by law, make or alter such regula- 
tions, except as to the pl@es of choosing Sena- 
rs. 

This provision of the Constitution is of plain 
and obvious import; but a Federal Congress was 
not content to obey it. Rendered arrogant by the 
possession of ill-gotten power, they assumed the 
dictatorial authority to demand of the States to 
‘ make such regulations ” as the Constitution left 
only to Congress to make: in other words, they 
assumed to do indirectly what they were afraid to 
do directly. They passed a law requiring of such 
of the States as elected Representatives by “ gen- 
eral ticket” to cease to do so, and elect by ‘ dis- 
tricts.” The design of the law was obvious: it 
was to force New Hampshire, Georgia, Missis- 
sippi, and Missouri—four Democratic States—to 
abandon the mode of electing by general ticket, 
and to elect by districts. And the immediate 
effect of the law would have been to exclude the 
Representatives from those States, almost all of 
whom were Democrats, from a seat in the House. 
Such, sir, would have been the effect of the law. 
Well, what was the result? The States compro- 
mised by the usurpation disregarded the law; and 
a Democratic Congress, true in their devotion to 
the Constitution and to State rights, repealed it. 
They repealed it for numerous reasons, any one 
of which would have been sufficient to justify the 
act. It was unconstitutional, because it affirmed a 
subordination of the States to Federal authority, 
unknown to the Constitution; because, by a sort 
of legislative alchemy, it converted one power into 
two—the power of Congress to do a particular act 
into a compound power to require the States to do 
the same act. It was inexpedient, because it was 
designed to take immediate effect, which would 
have caused several of the States to incur the ex- 
pense and trouble of holding extra sessions of 
their Legislatures to give the mandate effect. It 
was wrong, because its motive and its object was 
to constitute a miserable, paltry, party triumph. 
And for that and other reasons, it was expunged 
from the statute-book; and thus the way was 
opened to the great and brilliant political reforma- 
tions which have followed under Mr. Polk’s ad- 
ministration. 

The first of these, Mr. Chairman, to which I 
shall give my attention, is that which recent and 
present circumstances seem to demand should be 
first noticed: I refer to the bold and patriotic stand 
taken by the President upon the subject of inter- 
nal improvements by this Government under ex- 
isting circumstances. I shall speak first to this 
subject, because justice to truth and the President 
demand that the attacks made upon both should 
be immediately repelled. Well, sir, what, then, 
has been the course of the President upon this 
perplexing question? Upon succeeding to the 
Presidency, like President Jackson, he found him- 
self mæh embarrassed by its inherent difficulties; 
which difficulties have been greatly aggravated by 
the conflicting legislation of Congress upon the 
subject. [Ít is a fact, that for more than thirty 
Years after the organization of the present Gov- 
ernment, no act was passed by Congress appro- 
priating public money for river and harbor im- 
provements. It appears that our predecessors 
accorded this power to belong to the States pecu- 
liarly. Warned by the experience of other na- 
tions, they held that an absolute money power was 
absolute despotism: and, therefore, such of them 
as assisted in framing the Federal Constitution, 
through a jealous fear, were unwilling to unite 
such a power with that of the sword, which was 
given to this Government. Such a conjunction— 
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the purse and the sword—they thought would 
prove as disastrous to liberty here as it had else- 
where. Hence, in 1817 and 1818, Congress, in 
pursuance of this example of abstinence from the 
exercise of doubtful powers, passed the following 
declaratory resolutions in the negative; and that, 
too, after a protracted and elaborate debate, in 
which such statesmen as Barbour of Virginia, 
Blount of Tennessee, Cobb of Georgia, Desha 
of Kentucky, Holmes of Massachusetts, and 
Ringgold of Maryland, took an active and con- 
spicuous part in the negative. The resolutions 
are as follow: 

Ist. Resolved, That Congress has power, under the Consti- 
tution, to construct post-roads and military roads: Provided, 


That private property be not taken for public use witheut 
just compensation. 


Yeas 82, nays 84. 


2d. Resolved, That Congress has power, under the Con- 
stitution, to construct roads and canals necessary for com- 
inerce between the States: Provided, That private property 
be not taken for public purposes without just compensation. 


Yeas 71, nays 95. 


3d. Resolved, That Congress has power, under the Con- 
stitution, to construct canals for military purposes : Provided, 
That no, private property be taken for any such purpose 
without just compensation therefor. 


Yeas 81, nays 83. ` 


Such, sir, was the course of Congress upon this 
subject down to 1817 and 1818, and such the 
round upon which it was rested. Yet, sir, accord- 
ing to the history of organized power everywhere, 
we find that in 1829, when General Jackson had 
succeeded to the Presidency, that this early and 
long-continued practice and construction of the 
Constitution had been overthrown, and a most 
loose and latitudinous one adopted in its stead. 
Wild and extravagant schemes of internal im- 
provement had become the order of the day. Du- 
ring the immediately previous administration of 
Mr. Adams, it had found the greatest favor and 
had been pushed to excess; so much so, that in 
less than ten years after its introduction, more than 
$200,000,000 had been asked for various objects of | 
internal improvement. President Jackson saw that 
the alarming evil demanded a speedy remedy, and 
he then boldly and nobly stepped forth to save his 
country from a career of corruption, bankruptcy, 
and ruin, as he had before saved her from the arms 
of a foreign foe upon the ever-memorable plains of 
New Orleans. He vetoed or refused to sign the 
following acts: ` oo: 2 
«An act making appropriations for building 
light- houses, light-boats, beacons, and monuments, 
placing buoys, improving harbors, and directing 
surveys.” ‘*An act authorizing subscription for 
stock in the Louisville and Portland Canal Com- 
any.” ‘* An act forghe improvement of certain 
harbors, and the navigation of certain rivers.” 
And finally, ** An act to improve the navigation 
of the Wabash river.’’ 

In his objections to the last-mentioned act, he 
says: 

« The desire to embark the Federal Government in works 
of internal improvement prevailed, in the highest negres; 
during the first session of the first Congress that I had the 
honor to meet in my present situation. When the bill au- 
thorizing a subscription on the part of the United States for 
stock in the Maysville and Lexington Turnpike Company 
passed the two Houses, there had been reported by the Com- 
mittees on Internal Improvements bills containing appropri- 
ations for such objects, exclusive of those for the Cumber- 
land road, and for harbors and light-houses, to the amount 
of about one hundred and six millions of dollars. In this 
amount was included authority to the Secretary of the 
Treasury to subscribe for the stock of different companies 
to a great extent, and the residue was principally for the 
direct construction of roads by this Government. In addi- 
tion to these projects, which have been presented to the 
two Houses under the sanction and recommendation of their 


respective Committees on Internal Improvements, there 


were then still pending before the committees, and in me- 
mortals to Congress, preseuted, but not referred, different 


projects for works of a similar character, the expense of 
which cannot be estimated with certainty, but must have 
exceeded one hundred millions of dollars.” 

Much, sir, was thus done by President Jackson 
to correct a growing evil, the consummation of 
which must be corruption, bankruptcy, and ruin; 
but still, much remained to be done. The rule he 
laid down only reached a part of the evil, and did 
not go far enough, as he efterwards admitted. 
It was reserved for Mr. Polk to extend the rule, 
and strike at the root of the whole evil—to finish 
the work commenced by his illustrious predeces- 
sor. And how did he finish it? Simply by refer- 
ring the subject of river and harbor improvements 
to the States, who may clearly taka cognizance of 
it, with the consent of Congress. But I will let 
the President speak for himself. He says: 
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“ The Constitution provides that ‘no State shall, without 
the consent of Congress, lay any duty of tonnage.’ With 
the ‘consent’ ef Congress, such duties may be levied, col- 
lected, and expended by the States. We are not left in the 
dark as to the objects of this reservation of power to the 
States. The subject was fully considered by the convention 
that framed the Constitution. It appears, in Mr. Madison’s 
report of the proceedings of that body, that one object of the 
reservation was, that the States should not be restrained 
from laying duties of tonnage for the purpose of clearing 
harbors. Other objects were named re the debates; and 
among them, the supportof seamen. r. Madison, treating 
on this subject in the Federalist, declares that— 

& c The restraint on the power of the States over imports 
‘and exports is enforced by all the arguments which prove 
‘the necessity of submitting the regulation uf trade to the 
«Federal Councils. Itis needless, therefore, to remark fur- 
‘ther on this head, than that the manner in which the re- 
‘ straint is qualified seems well calculated at once to secure 
€ to the States a reasonable discretion in providing for the 
¢conveniency of their imports and exports, and to the United 
¢ States a reasonable check against the abuse of this discre- 
€ tion:? 33 

« The States may lay tonnage duties for clearing harbors, 
improving rivers, or for other purposes; but are restrained 
from abusing the power, because, before such duties can 
take effect, the ‘consent’ of Congress must be obtained. 
Here is a safe provision for the improvement of harbors and 
rivers in the reserved powers of the States, and in the aid 
they may derive from duties of tonnage levied with the con- 
sènt of Congress. lts safeguards are,-that both the State 
Legislatures and Congress have to concur in the act of rais- 
ing the funds ; that they are in every instance to be levied 
upon the commerce of those ports which are to profit by the 
proposed improvement; that no question of conflicting 
power or jurisdiction is involved ; that the expenditure be- 
ing in the hands of those who are to pay the money and be 
immediately benefited, will be more carefully managed and 
more productive of good than if the funds were drawn from 
the national treasury, and disbursed by the officers of the 
General Government; that such a system will carry with it 
no enlargement of Federal power and patronage, and leave 
the States to be the sole judges of their own wants and in- 
terests, with only a conservative negative in Congress upon 
any abuse ofthe power which the States may attempt. 

é Under this wise system, the improvement of harbors 
and rivers was commenced, or rather continued, from the 
organization of the Government under the present Constitu- 
tion. Many acts were passed by the several States levying 
duties of tonnage, and many were passed by Congress giving 
their consent to those acts. Such acts have been passed 
by Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Pennsylvania, Maryland, 
Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia, and 
have been sanctioned by the consent of Congress.’ 


Such, Mr. Chairman, is a brief outline of the 
history of internal improvements by this Govern- 
ent, and such has been Mr. Polk’s course upon 
at subject. Who~now shall reproach him for 
broaching a new and untried theory? Who now 
shall condemn him for exercising, according to the 
dictates of his conscience, an unquestionable con- 
stitutional power, for vetoing one or two bills, the 
titles of which professed to be what was belied by 
their enactments?—which united in grotesque and 
corrupt conjunction Great Wood’s Hole, Little 
Sodus bay, Hog Island channel, and the like no- 
menclature, ith the mighty Mississippi and great 
Jakes, which would have ten from the treasury, 
in time of war, perhaps millions of money, and 
thereby lessened the ability of the Government to 
feed and clothe our armies and maintain their suc- 
cess in the field; which would have. created a na- 
tional debt pro tanto, and thereby, perhaps, a 
national bank—thus leading ultimately to the cor- 
ruption and consolidation of the Government, and 
consequently to despotism. I too, sir, voted 
inst these bills, for which I also have been 
abused; but with no other effect than to confirm 
me in a fearless and faithful discharge of my duty. 
I also voted against certain resolutions declaratory 
of the power of Congress over the subject of inter- 
nal improvements, which were adopted herea few 
days ago. I voted agatnst these resolutions for 
many reasons, and, among others, because | 
thought they were thrust upon the House out of 
time and propriety; because the previous question 
was asked upon them before they were read at the 
Clerk’s desk, which was ordered by the combined 
vote of the Federal side of the House—thus cutting 
off all debate, consideration—- 

Mr. BRODHEAD. And amendment. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Yes, sir, and amend- 
ment. I voted against it, because it appears to be 
artfully drawn up, so as to afford a constitutional 
sanction to profligate bills already vetoed, or which 
may hereafter deserve to be vetoed; and because, 
too, I thought I discovered a covert blow init, aimed 
at the President, as was proven to be true by the de- 
claration made immediately upon the passage of 
the resolution, that ‘a bill would be founded upon 
it which would be passed over the President’s 
head. ’’ 

I have reason to believe, sir, that the plan pro- 
posed by the President will prove satisfactory to 
the State I have the honor in part to represent. 


Bounded on the west by the Mississippi, on thè 
south by the Ohio, on the east by the Wabash— 
three great rivers, floating a vast amount of com- 
merce and navigation—she would be furnished 
with ample means, at the lowest rate of tonnage 
duties, to improve and perfect the navigation of 
these and other rivers, including the Illinois and 
Rock rivers, in which she is immediately and 
greatly concerned. Bounded on the north by 
Lake Michigan, there she would be equally well 
supplied with the means of improving and secu- 
ring her only two harbors, at Chicago and Little 
Fort; the trade at which, especially at Chicago, 
the pride of our State, is now quite large, and is 
rapidly increasing. It will not only accomplish 
all this, but more; it would exempt Illinois from 
the burden of paying heavy and a etual contri- 
butions for the improvement of harbors and the 
navigation of rivers in which she is not interested. 
And this reasoning shod apply with equal force 


to Indiana, Kentucky, Mississippi, Arkansas® 


Iowa, and Missouri—whose rich and populous city 
of St. Louis would afford abundant means to make 
and preserve one of the best harbors in the world 
—and, in fact, with more or less force to all the 
States. Upon the ground of expediency, there- 
fore, upon which I place this argument, the plan 
proposed by the President should prove generally 
acceptable. ; 

But, sir, time presses, and I must pass on more 
rapidly. Early during Mr. Polk’s administration, 
the question of the repeal of the law distributing 
the proceeds of the sales of the public lands among 
the States, came up for consideration. This meas- 
ure originated with the great man of Ashland, 
(Mr. Clay,) who continued to urge it with his 
great talents and influence, until it obtained the 
sanction of Congress. General Jackson, with dif- 
ferent views of public policy, regarded the meas- 
ure as of dangerous tendency, and, therefore, 
arrested its consummation by the Executive veto 
We all recollect the fierce partisan war that was 
waged against the ‘‘ Old Hero” for this act, and 
how he bore himself triumphantly in the contest. 
Thus defeated, the measure remained inoperative 
until 1841; when a ‘*‘ Federal Congress’’ exhumed 
it from the grave, and galvanized it into a sort of 
quondam rickety existence. Tradition tells us then 
that it was distribution, and that other short-lived 
and execrable shape, the bankrupt law, came forth 


.as twin and dependant offspring of the same act 


of political adultery. They came forth as the 
formidable shapes that sprang from the brain of 
Lucifer to guard the gates of Hell: 


«The one seem’d woman to the waist, and fair; 

But ended foul in many a scaly fold, 

Voluminous and vast !—a serpent arm’d 

With mortal sting; about her middle round, 

A cry of hell-hounds never ceasing bark’d 

With wide Cerberean mouths ful! loud, and rung 

A hideous peal; yet, when they list, would creep, 

If aught disturb’d their noise, into her womb, 

And kennel there.” 
Such was the image of that frightful moral prod- 
igy, the bankrupt law, with its foul and double 
features of voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy; 
which mocked at the faith of contracts, and af- 
forded a sanctuary for near fifty thousand debtors 
against the demands of their creditors. 


« The other shape, 
If shape it might be called that shape had none, 
Distinguisbable in member, joint, or limb; 
Or substance might be called, that shadow seemed, 
*  *  * What seemed his head 
The likeness of a kingly crown had on.?? 

This, sir, was the likeness of distribution, with 
its shadowy and conditional operation to disperse 
the proceeds of the sales of the public lands among 
the States, when the revenue from imports, taxed at 
a certain maximum rate of duties, should prove suf- 
ficient to support the Government. This nwasure 
was objectionable on many accounts. It was ob- 
jectionable, because its tendency was to perpetuate 
a land system which has already drawn more than 
$100,000,000 from the infant communities of the 
west and southwest, as the price of the homes 
they have found in the wilderness, and dignify by 
their courage and patriotism; which has drawn 
from Illinois alone more than $10,000,000, and 
which, aggravated by distribution, would tend to 
degrade the States to the character of mendicants 
at the throne of Federal power, by the hope of re- 
ceiving periodical alms. Distribution, sir, is the 
entering wedge of a high restrictive tariff, which 
must tax the people of the new States unequally 


as consumers, to buy more and more lands, to be: 


i 
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sold chiefly to themselves at an advanced price, in 
order that the proceeds thereof may be distributed 
among all the States; and for these, and other rea- 
sons unnecessary here to be mentioned, the dis- 
tribution act was repealed. 

Yes, sir, distribution was not only repealed, but 
Mr. Polk and the Secretary of the Treasury: Mr. 
Walker, cogently recommended the antagonistical 
democratic measure of the graduation and reduc- 
tion of the price of the public lands ta. settlers and 
cultivators. They recommended this measure; 
and I, as a member of the Committee on Public 
Lands, had the honor of bringing it in a legislative 
form before this House. And what was the re- 
sult? It was strenuously opposed by the whole 
Federal phalanx; particularly by the gentleman 
from Vermont, (Mr. Co_ttamer,]| whose abilities 
now grace the head of the Land Committee; by the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinton, ] 
who has been promoted to be chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means; and by the elo- 
quent gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. StePrHens, | 
with whom I have the honor to be associated on 
the Land Committee, and I hope not without the 
prospeét of moving his bowels to compassion for 
the meritorious but much-abused class of pioneers 
and settlers. It was thus opposed; yet, sir, after 
one of the most tremendous struggles which ever 
occurred in Congress, it was passed by this House, 
and afterwards by the Senate, with some modifica- 
tion, which caused it to be lost for the want of time 
for its further consideration, 

It is to be regretted, sir, that so importanta 
measure should have been lost. Its enactment 
into the force of a law would have been attended 
with the most beneficial consequences. It would 
have reduced and graduated the prices of the pub- 
lic lands according to their actual value, and thus 
strengthened the liberties of the country by in- 
creasing the number of independent freeholders. 
It would have increased our agricultural surplus; 
and thereby our national wealth, by extending the 
area of agricultural labor. It would have hastened 
the period for lopping off a cumbrous and expen- 
sive branch of Federal patronage. It would have 
secured to the Government a fair equivalent for the 

ublic lands. In fine, it would have crowned the 
aes of a Democratic Administration with com- 
plete success. Lost, however, as the measure 
was, itis still the merit of a Democratic President . 
and Congress that its principle was, for the first 
time, concurrently approved, under their auspices, 
by two departments of the Government. 

But, sir, as glorious as are these results, another 
equally, if not more glorious, remains to be added. 
I refer to the liberation of the country, and its la- 
bor and interests, from the shackles of a restrictive’ 
and oppressive tariff. As Jefferson had contribu- 
ted to redeem the country from the despotism of 
the alien and sedition laws—as Jackson, with a 
bold hand, had struck down that harlot of iniqui- 
ty, the United States Bank—as Van Buren had re- 
leased the Government from a corrupting connec- 
tion with State banks, and poised it upon its own 
self-acting and self-preserving powers, under the 
Constitution; so President Polk, emulating these 
great examples, has contributed powerfally, by his 
well-directed and persevering efforts, to relieve the 
country from the blighting system of commercial 
restrictions. ‘The oppressive and unjust tariff of 
1842, enacted by a Federal Congress, was in full 
operation when Mr. Polk came to the Presideney; 
and, like all other enactments founded in the in- 
terests of favored classes, was strong in.its very 
principle of exclusion. Five hundred thousand 
manufacturers, with all their influence of capital, 
business, and association, sustained it with the 
unity of a common interest and the activity of one 
will. Clad in purple and tinselled with gold, they 
contended for the retention of a profit of 50, 100,- 
and 150 per cent. per annum upon capital, against 
more than four millions of agriculturists, artisans, 
and navigators, whose only object was to obtain a 
fair reward for labor. The contest was for a long 
time doubtful. Once tawdry wealth overcame hon- 
est toil; but justice and the democracy of numbers 
finally triumphed, and the ‘black tariff” of 1842 
was replaced by the revenue tariff of 1846. Hap- 
py, glorious result!—the emancipation of labor 
from the bonds of capital!—a second declaration 
of independence! The grand and instructive event 
should ever stand as a light and a guide for the 
future ! 

Whatever, sir, may be the policy of other na- 
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. tions, that of the United States consists preémi- 
nently in free trade. Experience not only bears 
testimony to this great truth, but God himself has 
stamped it with an omnipotent hand in the ever- 
lasting features of the country—in its vast extent, 
its diversities of soil and climate, its superior adap- 
tation to the production of breadstuffs and cotton, 
the great staples for feeding and clothing mankind 
—which, in our hands, must eventually secure to 
us the control of the commerce and exchanges of 
the world. ‘Hear, sir, what the great man who 
presides over the Treasury Department says of 
its beneficent operation and promise in his late re- 
port: 

& The new tariff has now been in operation more than 
twelve months, and has greatly augmented the revenue and 
prosperity of the country. The net revenue from duties cece 
table NN) during the twelve months ending Ist December 
1847, under the new tariff, is $31,500,090 ; being #8,528,59 
more than was received during the twelve months preced- 
ing, under the tariff of 1842. ‘I'he net revenue of the first 
quarter of the first fical year, under the new tariff, was 
$11,105,257 41; whilst in the same quarter of the preceding 
year, under the tariff of 1842, the net revenue was only 
$6,153,826 58. If the revenue for the three remaining quarters 
should equal in the average the first, then the net revenue 
from duties, during the first fiscal year of the new tariff, would 
be $44,425,129 64. If, however, the comparison is founded 
on all the quarterly returns for forty-eight years, (as far back 
as given quarterly in the treasury records,) and the same 
proportion for the several quarters applied to the first quar- 
ter of this year, it would make its net revenue $40,388,045 
(per table C.)” ek y . * > 

«c Comparing the first twelve months ending the Ist of De- 
cember, 1847, under the new tariff, with preceding years, 
we find proofs of increased prosperity. The revenue has 
largely augmented ; so also have the imports, exports, and 
tonnage, our imports of specie, our coinage at the mint, our 
agricultural and mineral products, our commerce and navi- 
gation, the business upon our lakes, rivers, and coastwise— 
upon our railroads and canals—whilst in every direction 
manufactories are being established or enlarged, and new 
manufacturing towns and cities are springing into exist- 
ence.’ * * ‘Instead of ruin, we find prosperity; the 
manufacturers receiving fair profits, and the workingmen 
augmented. wages and employment.” * * «í And now, 
when, under our successful example, the ports of Europe 
are most probably about being more widely opened to all our 
exports, shall we check the advancing spirit of the age, and 
extinguish the dawning light of commercial freedom? Every- 
where nations are being aroused upon this subject; their 
statesmen are resisting the interested classes, and exposing 
the injury and injustice of shackles upon trade, and will 
soon enroll the names of other countries on the great inter- 
national league of commercial freedom for the benefit of 
mankind. It was our own country amd her public function- 
artes who proclaimed these great truths before they had re- 
ceived the sanction of other nations.”? = * x 
« With such results already from our efforts, we have every 
motive to persevere until the free-trade doctrines of Great 
Britain and America—the two great nations of kindred blood 
and language—shall open the ports and disenthral the com- 
merce of the world.” . = * * * © * 

“France, Russia, Germany, Austria, Italy, Prussia, Swit- 
zerland, Holland, Belgium, Denmark, and Sweden, and 
even-China, have moved, or are vibrating or preparing to 
move in favor of the same great principle; and if our own 
country and Great Britain adhere to their present enlighten- 
ed policy, the rest of the world must lose their commerce, 
or adopt, as they will, our example.” 


I come now, Mr. Chairman, to speak of the 
last measure in the series of the triumphs of this 
Administration to which my limited time will al- 
low me to give attention at present. I refer, sir, 
to the constitutional treasury, upon which that 
great and virtuous statesman, President Van Bu- 
ren, fell; but which, under Mr. Polk’s recommend- 
ation, has superseded the act of 1789, for the cus- 
tody of the public money. This measure, like the 
revenue tariff, was strenuously opposed by the 
horde of bankers, brokers, stock-jobbers, and usu- 
rers; many of whom, as custodiers of the public 
treasure, had speculated upon it, from the repeal 
of the constitutional treasury in 1841, by a Federal 
Congress, to the date of its restoration, in 1846, 
by a Democratic Congress ; and who, therefore, 
were unwilling to give itup. The country may 
now congratulate itself upon a better state of 
things. The taxes drawn from labor are no longer 
subject to bank failures and bank frauds—they 
cannot be prostituted to party purposes—they are 
in the responsible custody of the law. The sim- 
plicity of such a system of finance, in its direct 
provisions, for the collection, safe-keeping, and 
disbursement of the public revenues, by officers 
appointed, and penally and otherwise bound for 
that purpose, should commend it to the especial 
favor of the friends of State rights and republican 
virtue. But hear, again, what the Secretary of the 
Treasury (Mr. Walker) says of the operation of 
the constitutional treasury: 

«c The receipts and disbursements of the Government in 
specie, during the last eleven months, have amounted, to- 
gether, to the sum of $96,894,402 49; and not a dollar has 
been lost to the treasury, nor any injury inflicted upon any 
branch of commerce or business. The consti (onal treas- 


ury has been tried during a period of war, when it was 
necessary to negotiate very large loans, when our expendi- 
tures were being increased, and when transfers unpre- 
cedented in amount were required to distant points for 
disbursement. During the last eleven months, the Govern- 
ment has received, transferred, and disbursed more specie 
than during the whole aggregate period of fifty-seven years 
preceding since the adoption of the Constitution. * * * 
During the year ending 30th June, 1847, our imports of 
gpecie were $24,121,289, (see table T,) most of which, un- 
der former systems, must have gone into the banks, to have 
heen made the basis of issues ot their paper to the addition- 
al amount of fifty or sixty millions of dollars. Such an ex- 
pansion, during the last spring and summer, accompanied by 
still higher prices, and followed bya greater fall, and by 
bankruptcies in England to an extent heretofore unknown, 
finding our banks and credit greatly expanded, and reacting 
upon this expansion, would have produced a revulsion here 
exceeding any that has heretofore occurred in the country. 
A general suspension of the banks would probably have re- 
sulted; depressing the wages of labor and prices of property 
and products ; affecting injuriously the operations and credit 
even ofthe most solvent, and Dice oF. extensive bank- 
ruptcies. From this revulsion we have been saved by the 
constitutional treasury, by which the specie imported, 
stead of being converted into bank issues, has been made 
to circulate directly to a great extent as a currency among 
the people—having been recoined here during the last eleven 
months by the new orders of this department under the act 
of 9th February, 1793, and the zealous coöperation of the 
able and efficient head of the mint at Philadelphia, to the 
unprecedented extent of $20,758,048 12; and there are thou- 
sands of our citizens now solvent and prosperous, who have 
been saved from ruin by the wholesome operation of the 
constitutional treasury. The banks thatso unwisely oppo- 
sed the system have been rescued, probably, from another 
suspension; their stockholders, depositors, and note-hold- 
ersfrom severe losses; and the country and Government 
from the ruinous effects of a depreciated paper currency. If 
the union of the Government with the banks had continued, 
and their suspension and the depreciation of their paper oc- 
curred during the war, requiring large specie disbursements, 
which suspended banks could not furnish, consequences 
the most disastrous to the honor and the interests of the 
country must have ensued. The Government is now dis- 
connected from banks, and yet its stock and notes are at 
par, although we have heen constrained to contract heavy 
loans, and to keep larger armies in the field than at any 
former period. But during the last war, when the Govern- 
ment was connected with banks, its six per cent. stock and 
treasury notes were depreciated twenty-five per cent., pay- 
able in bank paper twenty per cent. below par ; thus amount- 
ing to a loss of forty-five cents in every dollar upon the 
operations of the Government * x ii * * * 
Now, for the first time in our history, although failures in 
England of the most unprecedented magnitude have oc- 
curred, including banks and bankers, yet our banks and 
credit are sound and stable, and the business of the country 
is still prosperous and progressive.’ 


This quotation, Mr. Chairman, closes my hasty 
and, I fear, very imperfect sketch of the internal 
or domestic policy of Mr. Polk’s administration; 
my vindication of the model President—the man 
who has conducted one of the most brilliant wars 
of any age—who has effected the greatest state 
reforms of modern times—who, unambitious and 
unaspiring, rose upon the spontaneous suffrages 
of his countrymen to the highest civil station on 
earth, in which he stands forth the faithful reflex 
of their sentiments and opinions, and the admired 
representative of a great nation. Yes, sir, all 
this, and more, has been achieved under the au- 
spices of Mr. Polk’s administration; upon which 
we, his friends, tender you, his opponents, the 
issues offered by great principles. ill you meet 
these issues? We challenge you to meet them. 
If you are still for a national bank, a restrictive 
tariff, distribution, schemes of internal improve- 
ment, et alia enorma of Federalism; if you would 
still pursue a policy which must unavoidably make 
the rich richer and the poor poorer—which must 
dangerously strengthen this Government, at the 
expense of the States and the people,—say so. 
Do not skulk behind a military chieftain, nor 
seek to shield yourselves by a temporary excite- 
ment or prejudice, which, when passed away, 
must leave you sunk still deeper in the mire of 
your political sins. 

Yes, sir, under Mr. Polk’s administration, the 
column to Democracy has been completed. Based 
upon truth, crowned with victory, inscribed with 
“equal rights,” ‘‘free trade,” “cheap lands,” 
‘constitutional treasury,’ ‘hard money,” and 
the ‘ onward march of liberty,’’ it will ever stand 
an imperishable monument of the fame of its ar- 
chitect and the glory of the Republic. 

But what, sir, have our opponents been doing 
in the mean time? Without recurring to the past, 
I will speak only of the present. ‚We know you 
have voted that Mexico commenced the present 
war by her aggressions. We know you have 
voted to place the army and navy of the United 
States—50,000 volunteers and $10,000,000—at the 
disposal of the President, to wage this war on our 
part. And we know that you have now turned 
round and voted that this same war was not com- 


‘menéed by Mexico, but unnecessarily and uncon- 
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stitutionally by President Polk, e also know 
that southern pro-slavery men and northern anti- 
slavery men, of the.same political party, have uni- 
ted -in electing our worthy and distinguished 
Speaker, who, in moving the exclusion of slavery 
from Oregon, where it could not exist, introduced 
and provoked the agitation of the principle of the 
Wilmot proviso, for which he should be held re- 
sponsible or applauded, according to the judgment 
of the patriotic people. 

Mr. STANTON said, he had not anticipated a 
debate at this time on the subjects touched upon 
by the gentleman from Illinois who had just.taken 
his seat; but as that gentleman had discussed, or 
given notice of his intention to discuss, the whole 
range ss atl pursued by the or Adminis- 
tration, Mr. S. presumed it would be in order for 
him to-take up at least one portion of it. And he 
was Induced to do this the rather because it was 
his misfortune to differ in opinion from the Presi- 
dent on one of the topics adverted to in the mes- 
sage, while in regard to all the others he entirely 
and cordially concurred with him. In saying that 
he differed from the Executive on one subject, he 
referred to what had been said by the President in 
his messages at the opening of this and also at the 
last session of Congress on the policy of works of 
internal aproven ni by the General Government. 
Mr. S. said, he could not agree with some gentle- 
men on the other side of the House in the senti- 
ment that the veto power lodged by the Constitu- 
tion in the hands of the President was an arbitr 
power, and regal in its character. While he doubt- 
ed not that the President had been perfectly hon- 
est and conscientious in his use of it in relation to 
certain projects of internal improvement, he con- 
sidered the power itself but as the vote which the 
Constitution gave to the President to countervail 
that of one-sixth of the members of the Senate 
and House of Representatives. One-sixth of both 
Houses, when added to a simple majority, made 
up just two-thirds of the entire number of mem- 
bers. He said, therefore, that the veto was but 
the vote which the Constitution put into the hands 
of tht Executive. And he thought that members 
of Congress had no more right to complain of the 
manner in which the President used the constitu- 
tional vote given to him, than he had to complain 
of the manner in which the members used their 
own. Mr. S. went on to observe, that not only 
did he believe the President to have been conscien- 
tious in his use of the veto, but that it required 
great firmness on his part to do what he did on 
this subject, inasmuch as it brought him into direct 
collision with many of the greatest men in his own 
political party, as well as some ofthe most dis- 
tinguished of the Administrations which had pre- 
ceded him. It took some moral courage to main- 
tain his ground against the opinions of such men 
as Calhoun and Cass, as Buchanan and Walker, 
not to mention the peo Secretary of War, Mr. 
Marcy. He could not have forgotten that the 
Secretary of War of the present Administration 
had made a report to the President of the United 
States, which the President had sent both to the 
Senate and the House of Representatives, recom- 
mending many of those very measures which in 
the veto message were denounced as unconstitu- 
tional. Mr. S. must, therefore, be permitted to 
say, that what the Executive had done in this 
matter required great moral firmness, and that the 
fact itself was strong presumptive evidence that, 
in taking such a step, the President had but fol- 
lowed a strong conviction of duty. Mr. S. repeat- 
ed, that it was nevertheless his misfortune to differ 
from the President; and he desired the opportu- 
nity of saying a few words, in order that he might 
point out some of the grounds of that difference. 

He understood the message to take the position 
that Congress, under the Constitution, possessed 
no power to facilitate navigation for the benefit of 
the country. The most of the President’s argu- 
ment in support of this position was either of a 
metaphysical or a philological character : that part 
of it which was historical would be found on ex- 
amination to be inaccurate in point of facts. As 
to the metaphysical and the philological reasoning 
of the President, Mr. S. should on this occasion 
say nothing; but in relation to the historical por- 
tion, he might refer you to a speech of a distin- 
guished Senator from South Carolina at the last 
session of Congress, where they would find the 
historical facts put very differently from the man- 


134 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Jan. 10, 


ner in which they were set forth in the meSsage. 
And though Mr. S. could not entirely agree in 
some of the very nice distinctions drawn by the 
Senator, yet he regarded his argument as unan- 
swerable in respect to the sense to be put on the 


‘constitutional power intrusted to Congress of 


“ regulating commerce.’ Before he had examin- 


ed that able argument, Mr. S. had held the opin- 
ion that Congress had not the power of facilitating 
navigation now claimed; but the Senator’s speech 
had changed pis opinion. The honorable Senator 
based himself upon contemporaneous construc- 
tion, upon the action of the States, and upon the 
action of Congress at the introduction of the Con- 
stitution. Before the adoption of that instrument, 
as was well known, the States claimed the right 
of regulating commerce by facilitating navigation, 
that power which the President now denied to 
Congress as unconstitutional. On the adoption of 
the Constitution, Congress claimed the right of do- 
ing the very thing which the States had done pre- 
viously. On the 7th April, 1789, just one month 
after the Federal Government-had gone into oper- 
ation, an act passed both Houses authorizing the 
erection of light-houses and the maintenance of 
buoys, beacons, &c., and provided that the cost of 
such erection and maintenance should be borne b 

the treasury of the United States, with the provi- 


-80, however, that this should®continue but for a 


single year, unless, previously to the expiration 
of that period, the States respectively in which 
the light-houses, &c., were situated should cede 
to the United States the land on which they 
stood. 

Mr. S. said he considered the error into which 
the President had fallen to be this: he confined 
himself to one particular class of improvements, 


‘which were cotemporaneous with the adoption of 


the Constitution, thus drawing a distinction in the 
application of its language which did not in fact 
exist. He confined the power given by the Con- 
stitution to one particular class of improvements, 
which did not essentially differ from those in re- 
spect to which he denied it. What was the use 
of light-houses, buoys, and beacon-lights, unless 
it was to aid commerce, by facilitating navigation? 
And why was this whole class of subjects placed 
under the Department of the Treasury, if they 
had not that object? If a light-house or a buoy 


‘showed to the approaching mariner a rock ora 


shoal, and thus prevented him from shipwrecking 
his vessel upon it, and was for this end allowed 
to be built or placed by the direction of Congress, 
why was it not equally constitutional for Congress 
to effect the same end by removing tho rock or the 
shoal, and taking it out of the way? And if it 
was in conformity with the Constitution to place 
a beacon-light or erecta light-house for this object 
on the shores of the Atlantic, why was it not 
equally in conformity with that instrument to 
place one on the banks of the Mississippi, to show 


-to the pilot of a steamer a dangerous snag? And 


- thirt 


if it was constitutional to save the boat by placing 
a light upon the snag, why was it not equally so 
to cut the snag away or root it up? 

Mr. S. said it was with great regret he was 
compelled to differ on this subject from many of 
those with whom he had been in the habit of co- 
operating; but he must be permitted, with great 
respect, to ask them to show him the difference, 
in principle, and in view of the Constitution, be- 
tween these two operations; and further, to say 
whether the President must not have been mista- 


ken in point of fact when he said that this power |! 


had not been exercised by Congress for the last 
years. Mr.S. did not mean to be under- 


‘stood as impugning the accuracy of the facts stated 


by the President, or charging him with misrepre- 
senting them; but he thought the President’s mis- 
take arose, as he had already said, in confining 
his application of a constitutional power to one 
class of improvements only, where there was no 
essential ground for such a distinction. 

The President himself had declared, in the words 
of a former message of his to Congress, that Con- 


` gress had from the foundation of the Government 


erected light-houses and placed buoys and beacon 


lights ‘* to render navigation safe and easy.” Now, 
if Congress had the power, and from the beginning 


had exercised the power of doing this, why might 
it not do whatever else was necessary to effect the 
same desirable end? 


[Here Mr. S. quoted the passage in the message 
to which he had referred, and in which the Presi- 


— 


-on the coast. 


dent says he shall not question or disturb the au- 
thority for such works. ] 

And accordingly the President had last year 
signed a bill appropriating $500,000 for light-houses 
r. S. said that he had himself voted 
against the bill, because no appropriations were 
made for the West; in this he now admitted that 
he had done wrong; but he thought the President 
himself had been equally wrong in voting money 
to facilitate commerce. by building light-houses, 
while he refused it for improving rivers and har- 
bors. The President put himself, in the one case, 
upon precedent for his justification; but if prece- 
dent was to govern his interpretation of the Con- 
stitution, Mr. S. could show him as many prece- 
dents one way as the President could show the 
other way. 

Mr. S. had said that it required great moral cour- 
age on the part of President Polk to oppose himself 
to the opinions of great men of his own poy 
party. In so doing, he placed himself in oppositio 
both to the opinions and the course of action of 
Andrew Jackson. So far as the doctrine of the 
veto agreed with and confirmed the opinions put 
forth and acted on by President Jackson, Mr. S. 
had heretofore stated that he approved of, and was 
ready to maintain it. He believed as Jackson did, 
that the system had been carried too far; and it 
was probable that in the bills vetoed by President 
Polk there were contained some items to which 
this remark would justly apply. But Mr. S. held 
in his hand the evidence that, whatever might have 
been the opinions of General Jackson, he had ap- 
proved bills for objects as objectionable to the full, 
in point of principle, as any of the bills he had 
vetoed. In thevery last year of his administration 
he approved and signed a bill for improving the 
harbor of Oswego, on Lake Ontario, in the State 
of New York. In the year 1836 he signed a bill 
to build a breakwater on Staten Island. In the 
year 1837 he approved and signed a bill for improv- 
ing the navigation of the Hudson river, and another 
for the navigation of the Mississippi. Andrew 
Jackson was not the man to do things by inches— 
to work by piecemeal. When he went into a re- 
formation at all, he went into it boldly, alone, and 
on a great scale. He considered neither himself 
nor his party. Look at his attack on the Bank of 
the United States. Had he deemed it right to go 
as far in denying the power of Congress as Presi- 
dent Polk had done, he would have done so openly 
and left his deed on record. But Mr. S. denied 
that he ever did; and if he did, he had contradict- 
ed oa own principles by the very last bill he ever 
signed. 

r. S.,in taking the position he naw did, feared 
not to plant his foot on ground consecrated by 
the name of that great man. Great he was; great 
in soul; and of that there was the evidence all 
around us. If any man doubted it, let him look at 
those noble public buildings whose erection marked 
the era of his administration. But let any one now 
walk up near our War Department, and he would 
find that a company of private individuals were 
putting up a building for which that department 
were to pay them a rent of $15,000 per annum, (so 
at least he was informed.) Such were not the ideas 
of Andrew Jackson. Look atthe public buildings 
of the Government, and see the enduring monu- 
ments of his greatness of soul. There was seen 
the largeness of his conceptions. Mr. S. desired to 
see a continuance of the same way of thinking. 

But it was said that a light-house was a building, 
and Congress had power to put up such a building, 
because it might purchase the ground on which to 
erect it; and when the ground was purchased, Con- 
gress had the right by the Constitution of exclusive 
legislation there. Its language was: í 

‘« To exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever, 
over such district (not exceeding ten miles square) as may, 
by cession of patticular States, and the acceptance of Con- 
gress, become the seat of the Government of the United 
States, and to exercise like authority over all places pur- 
chased by the consent of the Legislature of the State in 
which the same shall be, for the erecticn of forts, maga- 
zines, arsenals dock-yards, and other needful buildings.” 

To the same effect was the reasoning in the veto 
message: . 

«í Congress did not even assume the power to erect light- 
houses or build piers without first purchasing the ground, 


with the consent of the States, and obtaining jurisdiction 
over it.”? 


This language went upon the idea that jurisdic- 
tion over a plot of ground gave Congress power 
to do anything it pleased within those limits; it 
might put up any building it deemed of public 
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utility there. Was this so? Then Congress might 
erect a church there, or a paper-mill; for nobody 
would deny that these were buildings of public 
utility. If it might put up a light-house, simply 
because it had exclusive jurisdiction over a bit of 
land it had purchased, it might build a church by 
the side of it. No; ifit had the power at all, it 
must come from some other clause than this of the 
Constitution. ‘The power conveyed here must be 
held as it was restricted by the provisions in other 
parts of the instrument. It could not do anything . 
on this plot of ground than what other grants of 
the Constitution empowered it to do; otherwise all 
Congress had to do was to get the soil of a certain 
State or part of a State conveyed to it, and straight 
it became omnipotent within those limits, and 
might do just what it plcased. ' 

While Mr. S. was speaking, there were very 
great and important works going on, between 
which and those vetoed by the President no sound 
and just distinction could be satisfactorily shown; 
yet to these no man thought of objecting. He 
would ask gentlemen whether the United States 
officers engaged in that useful and important work 
had a right to traverse the States, and do all the 
acts necessary to perfect that great undertaking, 
if the Government, under whose orders they acted, 
possessed no power to aid commerce by facilitating 
navigation ? : 

It was held by some that because Congress had 
no jurisdiction over the soil of the States, it had 
therefore no power to construct works of internal 
improvement within their limits. But great rivers, 
like the Mississippi and Missouri and Ohio, were 
public highways, and no question of jurisdiction 
arose in regard to them. Any one might remove 
an impediment out of such a public highway with- 
out encroaching on the jurisdiction of any one of 
the States. What, in fact, had the question of 
jurisdiction to do with the matter? Nothing at all. 

But a gentleman from South Carolina last ses- 
sion justified the erection of light-houses, buoys, 
&c., Tocaue Congress had maritime jurisdiction 
over the coasts of the United States. But what 
was maritime jurisdiction? Only the power to 
judge of contracts and the infringement of them 
which related to gessels and those who navigated 
them; and it was the same jurisdiction which was 
enjoyed by the State governments. It had nothing 
whatever to do with the power to execute works 
of internal improvement to facilitate navigation. 

But Mr. S. would refer the committee to some 
other persuasive arguments e the Presi- 
dent against the power for which Mr. S. con- 
tended. He said: 

« If the power to clear out or deepen the channels of riv- 
ers near their mouths be admitted, it is not easy to perceive 
how the power to improve them to their fountain-head and 
make them navigable to their sources can be denied. Where 
shall the exercise of the power, if it be assumed, stop? Has 
Congress the power, when an inlet is deep enough to admit 
a schooner, to deepen it still nore, so that it will admit 
ships of heavy burden; and has it not the power, when an 
inlet will admit a boat, to make it deep enough to admit a 
schooner? May it improve rivers deep enough already to 
float ships and steamboats, and has it no power to im- 
prove those which are navigable only for flat-boats and 
barges?” 

That was the President’s argument. If the Uni- 
ted States Government might improve the naviga- 
tion of`“rivers near their mouths where their chan- 
nels were deep, therefore it must have the same 
power at the rivulets and springs which formed 
their source. This was much like the argument 
that because Congress had the power to use post 
roads for the conveyance of the public mail, there- 
fore it might make post roads in every quarter of 
the country, and to every man’s door. Was not 
the argument as good in the one case as in the 
other? Because Congress had the power to build 
vessels of war, might it therefore become a part 
owner and build ships for the purposes of com- 
mercial enterprise? Because it might construct 
mail steamers; could it run steamboats to Canton 
and to all the islands of the Pacific? Ifthe Presi- 
dent had power to purchase a right of way from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific, across the isthmus of 
Darien to Chagres, had he therefore an equal right 
to purchase a right of way from one ocean to the 
other, across Europe and Asia? Yet Mr. S.’s ar- 

ument against such a power was much like the 

resident’s argument against the power of internal 
improvement. At the last session, Mr. S. had 
said that, as the Government were building a 
steamship at Pittsburg, it must possess the power 
of taki er down to the ocean; and if bars in- 
tervene the river, it must have the power of 
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removing them; and if it might remove them when 
the ship was just upon them, it might remove them 
by anticipation, a year beforehand; and if it could 
remove a year before, it might remove them ten 
years before. To this my colleague had replied, 
that if his argument was sound, then Congress 
might build a ship on the top of the Rocky Moun- 
tains, and dig a canal from thence to the ocean. 
His colleague’s answer was about as good. as the 
President’s. He put it to gentlemen to show how 
one of these arguments was any stronger than the 
other. 

Mr. S. thought he had shown that an argument 
just as strong as that in the message ugainst the 
power to improve navigation might be made 
against any power granted in the Constitution. 
But it was said that this power of internal im- 
provement was a fascinating, a seductive power, 
and, once admitted, would be sure to lead the 
Government beyond all bounds of prudence. And 
if it were, was not the love of military glory, 
was not the thirst of conquest equally fascina- 
ting, and might not this be as well urged against 
the war power in the Constitution ? 

Mr. S. regretted to differ in opinion from the Pres- 
ident, the more on account of the consequences 
which must follow the adoption of the Executive 
doctrines. Let the President’s positions once be 
conceded, and the result must be to blow out every 
light-house from Maine to Texas—to sweep away 
every pier, and sea-wall, and breakwater, and 
byoy, and light-boat on the ocean and the lakes. 

The President contended that Congress had the 
power to authorize the States to levy tonnage du- 
ties for the purpose of making works of internal 
improvement for themselves. Mr. S. had arrived 
at a very different conclusion. ‘The Constitution 
gave to Congress the power of laying tonnage 
duties, provided they be uniform throughout the 
Union. If Congress should grant this power to 
the States, and the right to make works of inter- 
nal improvement was incidental to the power of 
laying tonnage duties, why might not Congress, 
who possessed the power in its integrity, make 
works of the same kind? Congress possessed the 
whole power; the States must possess it only in 
part. 

According to the argument of the President, 
Congress was to judge what works might be made 
and what might not: it could prevent, but not 
make them; it might hamper, and encumber, and 
embarrass those who would exercise the power, 
but it could not use it themselves. But Mr. S. 
insisted that if Congress could interfere with the 
power at all, it could exert the power itself. But 
the President saw that Congress had often granted 
this power to the States, and he brought prece- 
dents in warrant of such a proceeding. But if 
precedent constituted the warrant, Congress had 
as often exerted this power itself as it had granted 
it to the States; and so it was just as good a war- 
- rant for the one proceeding as for the other. The 
argument from precedent was equally good both 
ways. 

ut; though such were Mr. S.’s views, he was 
ready to consent to any arrangement by which this 
long-vexed question might at length be settled. If 
this plan of granting to the States the right to im- 
pose tonnage duues and apply the proceeds to the 
improvement of these rivers and harbors, he was 
willing the thing should be so arranged: but he 
did not see how this was possible. Suppose, for 
example, the State of Louisiana should ask of 
Congress the right to impose tonnage duties to be 
applied to the levees, &c., in that State, did gentle- 
men suppose that all western States washed by the 
waters of the Mississippi would assent to the 
grant? What guaranty would they have that Lou- 
isiana would make a proper use of the money? 
What security would they have that she would 
not apply it to her own exclusive benefit, in ways 
never intended by Congress? He granted that in 
such cases as in the harbors of New York, and 
Boston, and Baltimore, the plan might perhaps 
work well; but on the great streams of the West, 
unanimity was morally impossible, and there the 
pani would be fruitful only of dissensions and dis- 
cord. 

Mr. S. said he had no intention of indulging in 
a prolix argument on these constitutional ques- 
tions. He was fully aware that what he might 
say in regard to them was likely to have but little 
weight with the committee, and as little influence 
on the action of Congress. He maig these re- 


marks mainly in justification of himself, and be- 
cause he had the misfortune to differ on these 
points from the President, and from a certain por- 
tion of his own political friends. 

In the other doctrines of the message he agreed 
entirely in sentiment with the Executive. 

The chairman of one of the most important 
committees of this House had said that he never 
would consent to increase the public debt for the 
sake of carrying on works of internal improve- 
ment: this was the fixed determination of his 
party. If so, then most clearly this was not a 
time in which Congress must embark in such en- 
terprises, because, if they did, a public debt must 
be created. Gentlemen had said they were wil- 
ling to apply to this object a part of the revenue, 
when the public revenues were abundant, and 
when the condition of the country would justify 
it, but under no other circumstances. So far as 
that gentleman was willing to confine the appro- 
priation of the public revenue to great works of a 
clearly national character, Mr. S. was prepared to 
go with him; but the treasury was not now in a 
proper state for any such undertakings. „The na- 
tion was at war: it was engaged in a war which 
Mr. S. believed to be right in itself, and to have, 
from the beginning, been unavoidable. On that 
subject! he had fully expressed his.own convic- 
tions on a former occasion, and he should not now 
again go over the ground. Nor was it now in 
place. The question as to the commencement of 
the war was now settled, and our present duty 
was to look to its termination; and Mr. S. hoped 
that the principal action of the present Congress 
would be directed tothatend. He should not give 
his views at leneth upon the subject, but he would 
say thus much : he agreed in the opinion expressed 
by a distinguished Senator, that the tendency of 
things was to the subjugation of the whole of 
Mexico. He believed it to be unavoidable, and he 
thought it desirable. At all events, come it would, 
sooner or iater. The subjugation of the entire coun- 
try would require seventy thousand troops. The 
President had asked for that number, and Mr. S. 
hoped the House would grant them—not to con- 
quer Mexico: no; if she should offer proper terms 
of peace to-morrow, he held that we were bound 
to accept them. But he confessed he had no idea 
that they would have a Government willing to do 
this; and, unless they did it, and that shortly, 
neither they nor we could prevent the accomplish- 
ment of what he believed to be the great design of 
Providence in this whole movement. He appre- 
hended none of those dangers which some gentle- 
men saw to our own liberties. He, for one, was 
in favor of pushing on the war, and giving the 
President every dollar he asked for. He did not 
fear such difficulties as some foresaw in carrying 
out the war to its results. Meanwhile, it was the 
duty of Congress to provide for the payment of 
the interest on the public debt. He was prepared 
to vote for that object. But, while he was ready 
to tax tea and coffee for this end, he would not 
consent to do this even for what he deemed neces- 
sary and constitutional works of internal improve- 
ment. He hoped the House would not endeavor 
by measures of this kind to embarrass the treas- 
ury; but if they should, Mr. S. trusted he should 
be found where the honor of his country demand- 
ed. If we should find no Government in Mexico 
with which to treat, we must then hold on to what 
we had conquered, and subject the population to 
rightful authority—to civilized laws, and the prin- 
ciples of humanity. We must restrain them from 
mischief, as we would serve a thief by placing him 
in the penitentiary. Should we now withdraw 
our troops, we should subject ourselves, and the 
Mexicans too, to all the cost and misery of a re- 
newal of the war, and all must be done over 
again. 

Mr. S. was for going on with the war, and not 
stopping till we reached results. He had no fear 
of the consequences. But if Mexico would consent 
to do us justice to-morrow, none would be more 
ready than he to accept any reasonable proposals. 
But he never could consent to leave the Mexican 
people in their presentcondition. They themselves 
did not desire it. He believed th® would in their 
souls regret the hour when our troops should be 
withdrawn. The only result would be a renewal 
of the war, with added miseries, and it must end 
at last in the absorption of the whole of Mexico. 
But Mr. S. did not mean to enter on this subject 
now. He believed the war to be right, and was 


= CO eer O~nrn«_ROOOOOO 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


135 


ready and prepared to give the, Executive all the 
necessary means to carry it on with vigor. 

Mr. STEWART obtained the floor, but yielded 
to a motion by Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, that 
the committee rise; which motion prevailing, the. 
committee rose. 


USE OF THE HALL» l 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce a resolution granting 
the use of the Hall of the House to the Coloniza- 
tion Society, for the occasion of its anniversary, on 
the evening of the 18th inst. 

Objection being made, 

On motion of Mr. WENTWORTH, the rules 
were suspended, and the resolution was agreed to. 


CLERKS IN THE PENSION OFFICE. 

On motion of Mr. COCKE, the rules were sus- 
pended, to enable him to report, from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, a joint resolution autho- 
rizing the Commissioner of Pensions to employ 
additional clerks, temporarily, in the Pension Of- 
fice; which was read twice, and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the State of the Union. 

Mr. COCKE, for the purpose of obtaining in- 
stant action upon the joint resolution, moved a 
reconsideration of the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was committed; which motion was not 
agreed to, on a division—ayes 48, noes 70. 


Mr. T. B. KING, (by unanimous consent,) 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs, asked that 
said committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the case of Thomas M. Newell, and 
that it be referred to the Committee of Claims. 
Agreed to. . 


a 


The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, January 10, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Cee. of War, made agree- 
ably to law, accompanied by a statement of the 
expenses of the national armories, together with 
an account of the arms made and repaired therein 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1847. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Senate, made 
in compliance with the eleventh section of the act 
of the 26th of August, 1842, showing the pines 
employed in the office of the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate during the year 1847, and the amount paid to 
each. 

PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES. s 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter from James A. Houston, in relation 
to the publication of the reported proceedings and 
debates of the Senate; which was read, and refer- 
red to the select committee on the subject. 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented a memorial of the 
representatives of the religious Society of Friends 
for the States of New York, Vermont, Michigan, 
and other places adjacent, praying the adoption of 
peaceful measures for terminating the war with 
Mexico. _ 

Mr. CLAYTON moved that the memorial be 
read and printed. 

The memorial having been read, the question 
was stated to be upon the motion to print. 

Mr ATHERTON. I believe, sir, that, under 
the rule, the memorial goes to the Committee on 
Printing. If not, I move that it be so referred. 

Mr. CLAYTON asked for the reading of the 


rule. l 
It was read by the Secretary. 


Mr. CLAYTON. I perceive that it must go to 
the committee, under the rule. 

The motion to print was accordingly referred to 
the Committee on Printing. Ea 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of 
Charles Findlay, representative of P. Choteau, jr., 
praying payment of certain moneys due him under 
the treaty of August 8, 1831, between the United 
States and the Shawnee Indians; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CALHOUN presented a memorial of pilots 
of the-bar and harbor of Charleston, South Caro- 
lina, praying the repeal of the act of March 2, 
1837, concerning pilots; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. - . 

Mr. FELCH presented the petition of citizens 
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of Washtenaw county, Michigan, praying the re- 
peal of all laws of Congress which in anywise 
sanction the existence of slavery in the United 
States; the motion to receive which was laid upon 
the table. 

“Mr. FELCH presented the petition of citizens 
of the county of Washtenaw, Michigan, praying 
the adoption of measures to prevent the acquisition 
of additional territory, unless on condition that 
slavery be prohibited therein; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FELCH prasented the memorial of Catha- 
rine Hoffman, widow of Lieutenant Colonel Wil- 
liam Hoffman, deceased, late of the army of the 
United States, praying a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a memorial of the 
Governor, members of the Legislature, and other 
citizens of the State of Florida, praying that com- 
pensation may be made to Tony Proctor, a free 
colored man, for services as an interpreter to the 
Seminole Indians in 1823 and 1824; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said: I ask to be indulged in 
one or two remarks in relation to this petition at this 
time. It is not signed by the individual for whom 
relief is asked. ‘The application is in behalf of an 
old free negro who, for seventy years past, has 
been the faithful interpreter for the Spanish Gov- 
ernment and that of the United States with the 
Seminoles; and the petition is signed by the Ex- 
ecutive and Legislative authorities of the State of 
Florida. Tony Proctor, the interpreter, was long 
in pay of the United States, but, for some cause, 
sixteen months’ pay has been withheld from him. 
He is now upwards of one hundred years old. I 
hope my friend the Senator from Missouri, chair- 
man of the Indian Committee, [Mr. Arcuison,] 
will notice this fact, and he will see that if the re- 
lief asked is not granted forthwith, it will probably 
come too late. I hope the delay, too usual in Con- 
gress, will not be allowed in this case. 

Mr. DAYTON presented the memorial of Mary 
Brognard, widow of Jobn Brognard, a non-com- 
missioned officer attached to the allied French 
corps in the revolutionary war, praying a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

‘Mr. DAYTON presented the petition Aaron 
Carman, praying that letters-patent may issue to 
him for an improvement invented by him in the 
construction of the plough; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition of John 
H. Kinzie and others, assignees of certain Potta- 
watomie Indians, praying the relinquishment of 
the reversionary interest of the United States in 
the lands purchased by them; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MASON submitted additional documents 
relating to the claim of Richard G. Dove; which, 
with his petition on the files of the Senate, were 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 


-, Mr. MASON presented the petition of Archi- 


bald Williams and Charles Griffin, praying com- 
pensation for supplies furnished the Florida mili- 
tia in the Seminole war; which was referred to the 

Committee of Claims. 

. Mr. MASON presented the petition of Leroy 
Hammond, praying compensation for the use of 
his wagon and team in the military service of the 
United States during the last war with Great Brit- 
ain; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of John H. 
Williams, praying to be allowed the bounty 
granted by the act of 1833, on his reénlistment in 
the maxine corps; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MASON submitted a document relating to 
the claim of John H. Williams, for pay due him 
asa private in the marine corps; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of Abel 
Gray, a sergeant in the marine corps, praying 
compensation for extra duty performed by him; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of John H. 
Williams, praying compensation for services as 
schoolmaster on board the United States ships 
Java and Delaware; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BUTLER presented an abstract of the re- 
port of a committee of the Chamber of Commerce 


of Charleston, South Carolina, recommending the 
establishment of a branch mint at that place. 
Referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of D. C. 
Buell, praying compensation for a horse lost in 
the military service of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BELL presented the petition of Mary 
Connelly, widow of a deceased revolutionar 
soldier, praying a renewal of her pension; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented the petition of 
Patrick Walker, praying an increase of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of the 
Philadelphia Female Anti-Slavery Society, pray- 
ing the adoption of some plan for the immediate 
peaceful dissolution of the. Union; the motion to 
receive which was laid on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of John 
Stanert, a soldier in the last war with Great Brit- 
ain, praying arrears of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BADGER presented a memorial of mer- 
chants and others, and a memorial of masters of 
vessela and others, engaged in the navigation and 
commerce of the port of Wilmington, North Caro- 
lina; also, a memorial of pilots on the Cape Fear 
river and bars, severally praying the establishment 
of additional lights and buoys in the Cape Fear 
river; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

On motion Py Mr. ATHERTON, 

e 


Ordered, That leave be grantéd to withdraw the docu- 
ments on the files of the Senate relating to the claims of the 
State of New Hampshire against the United States. 

On motion by Mr. MANGUM, 

Ordered, That the petition of Michael Hanson, on the 
wes of thé Senate, be referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 


On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, 
Ordered, 'That the petition of Thomas H. Noble, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. BRADBURY, 
Ordered, That the petition of William Davis, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. BRADBURY, 
Ordered, That the petition of Ebenezer Whitten, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. CORWIN, 

Ordered, That John P. Converse have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 

NOTICE OF BILLS. 

Mr. FELCH gave notice that on to-morrow, or 
at some early day, he would ask leave of the Sen- 
ate to introduce a bill to apply certain alternate 
sections of the public domain towards the comple- 
tion of works of internal improvement in the State 
of Michigan, and for other purposes. 

Mr. RUSK gave notice that on to-morrow, or 
at an early day, he would ask leave of the Senate 
to introduce a bill to establish an additional district 
court in Texas. 

Mr. DOUGLAS gave notice that on to-morrow, 
or at an early day, he would ask leave of the Sen- 
ate to introduce a bill to establish the Territory of 
Minesota. 

RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 

Mr. HANNEGAN submitted the following 
resolutions for consideration: 

Resolved, That no treaty of peace can he made with 
Mexico, having a proper regard for the best interests of the 
United States, which does not establish as a boundary be- 
tween the two nations the most suitable line for military 
defence. 

Resolved, That in no contingency can the United States 
consent to the establishment of monarchical government 


within the limits of Mexico by the intervention of any Eu- 
ropean Power. 


Resolved, ‘That it may become necessary and proper, as it 
is Within the constitutional capacity of this Government, for 
the United States to hold Mexico as a territorial appendage 

The resolutions having been read— 

Mr. HANNEGAN said: I ask that the resolu- 
tions be printed; and as it would not be strictly in 
order, I shall refrain from saying anything in rela- 
tion to them at present. I ask that they be made 
the order of the day for this day two weeks, inas- 
much as by that time the bills will have been dis- 
posed of whiay are now before the Senate. I will 
only add, thatfthe resolutions are not entirely ab- 
ee They propose something definite and 

ointed. 

j It was then ordered that the resolutions be print- 
ed for the use of the Senate, and that they be made 
the special order for this day two weeks. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


On motion by Mr. ASHLEY, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Martin Fenwick; and that it be rererred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. i 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, ` 
Ordered, That the Committee on Pensions be discharged 
from the further consideration of the memorial of Anna J. 
Basset and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval 
airs. 


On motion by Mr.. RUSK, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
eharged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Charles M. Gibson, and from the further consideration of 
the memorial of A. H. Cole, of Florida; and that they be 
severally referred to the Committee of Claims. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. JOHNSON, of Lou- 
isiana, asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill 
for the issuing of patents in a certain class of cases, 
and for other purposes; which was read the first 
and second times by unanimous consent, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. BRIGHT asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill authorizing the 
Secretary of War to surrender certain bonds of the 
State of Indiana, held by the United States, to the 
agent of the State for said State of Indiana; which 
was read the first and second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said, several days ago I 
gave notice that [ would ask leave to introduce a 
bill to establish a territorial government in Oregon. 
Upon reflection, I thought it proper and just tomy 
friend, the Senator from Illinois, that he should 
have charge of the bill; and I have given it to him, 
and I believe he is now prepared to present it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS then asked and obtained leave 
to bring in a bill to establish the Territorial Gov- 
ernment of Oregon; which was read the firstand 
second times by unanimous consent, and referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill to establish 
a permanent preémption system in favor of actual 
settlers on the public lands, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Land Claims, to whom had been refer- 
red the petition of Nathaniel Hoggatt, reported a 
bill for his relief; which was read and passed to a 
second reading. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom had been referred so 
much of the President’s. message as relates to the 
subject, reported a bill amending the act entitled 
« An act granting half-pay to widows or orphans 
where their husbands and fathers have died of 
wounds received in the military service of the Uni- 
ted States, in cases of deceased officers and soldiers 
of the militia and volunteers,’’ passed July 4, 1836; 
which was read and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom had been referred the petition of 
Maria L. Nourse, reported a bill to authorize the 
settlement of the account of Joseph Nourse, de- 
ceased; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. 

Mr. U. submitted a report on the subject, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom had been referred the petition of 
Edward Bolon, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for his relief. 

The bill was read and passed to the second read- 
ing, and the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom had been referred the documents 
relating to the claim of Loomis and Gay, reported 
a bill in addition to an act for the relief of Walter 
Loomis and Abel Gay, approved July 2, 1836; 
which was read and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. B. also submitted a report on the subject, 
which was ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom had been referred the petition of 
Joseph Watson, submitted an adverse report; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom had been referred a resolution re- 
lating to g and defective returns in certain 


1848. : 
surveys, plats, and field notes, reported the same 
without amendment; and submitted a special re- 
port on the subject, which was ordered to be print- 


ed. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom had been referred the memorial 
of the Legislature of the State of Illinois respect- 
ing the Saline Reservations, reported a bill confirm- 
ing former sales by the State of Illinois of the 
Ohio Saline Reservations, and authorizing the sale 
of the residue of such reservations; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom had been referred the petition of 
George S. Gaines, submitted an adverse report; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom had been referred the peti- 
tion of William Marvin, reported a bill for his re- 
ia which was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill making an additional ap- 
propriation for the dry dock at the Brooklyn navy- 
yard; which was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

Mr. YULEE said: I would ask the immediate 
action of the Senate on that bill. A communica- 
tion has been received from the Secretary of the 
Navy, transmitting one from the chief of the Bu- 
reau of Construction, in which Congress is inform- 
ed, that the appropriation for the dry dock at 
Brooklyn is entirely exhausted, and that they are 
without the means of making payments for the 
work during the present month. I believe that the 
communication states, that there is not enough to 
carry them through the month of December, which 
has just expired... They ask an appropriation of 
$150,000, in order to go on with the work. The 
Committee on Naval Affairs in the House have 
reported a bill precisely similar to that reported 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs of the Senate. 
It is necessary that action should be immediate on 
this bill, in order to prevent detriment to the struc- 
ture, and to meet the public engagements con- 
tracted already, and daily occurring. Will the 
Secretary have the goodness to read the commu- 
nication to which I have referred; as it will inform 
the Senate of all the facts in the case? 

The Secrerary read the communication 


The bill was then read a second time, by unan- 
imous consent, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole; and no amendment being made, it 
was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said that he feared that 
very partial attention had been directed to the bill 
before the Senate. It was one of very consider- 
able consequence, and yet, for one, he did not ex- 
actly understand its objects. 

he bill was again read.} 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have no objection. 

Mr. DICKINSON. At the last session, we 
passed a bill making an appropriation for this 
work, when the merits and demerits of the sub- 
ject were fully discussed, and the whole policy 
gone over and approved. ° © 


The bill was then read a third time, and passed. 


ASSISTANT PURSERS. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill providing for 
the appointment of assistant pursers in the navy. 

The amendment heretofore submitted by Mr. 

.BanceEr, to strike out the words ‘‘ by warrant,” 
and insert ‘‘ by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate,’’ was agreed to. 

Mr. YULEE said, that as he was desired by 
Senators near him to explain the necessity of this 
bill, he would do so very briefly. 

There were eighty-one vessels attached to the 
naval establishment a year ago. _ This number has 
been increased during the past year to meet the 
necessities of the service on the Mexican coast. 
There are sixty-four pursers in service, of whom, 
there are— 
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coast of Mexico entitle them to the thanks of the. 
country, and would have brought to them high 
promotion in most other countries, where the rule 
of lineal promotion is less rigidly observed, have 
returned home to be mulcted in damages, instead 
of being rewarded for their meritorious conduct. 
Some of them have balances of one or two thousand 
dollars found against them for the want of formal 
vouchers, although there can be no doubt of the 
actual expenditure. And the monthly pay to 
which the law entitles the officers thus situated is 
subject to be abstracted from the support of their 
families, and carried to the credit of the Govern- 
ment. 

This is all wrong. Now, what is the remedy? 
The most economical and advantageous mode of 
supplying the deficit in the number of pursers, is 
that recommended by the Secretary of the Navy 
and reported by the committee. The assistant 
pursers will receive a less salary than the pursers 
are allowed, and will fully answer the necessities 
of the service in the class of smaller vessels. ‘The 
alternative is between the increase of the number 
of pursers, or the addition proposed by this bill to 
the corps. ‘There can be no question that this is 
the preferable measure; for, besides the advantage 
on the score of economy, the Executive’ will be 
able to make his selections for the grade of purser 
after a trial of capability and according to the rela- 
tive ie of the persons filling the grade now pro- 

osed. 

Mr. WESTCOTT offered the following amend- 
ment to the first section: 

Provided, That no person shal) be nominated or appoint- 
ed an assistant purser until he shall have first passed an 
examination before a board of pursers of the navy as to his 
qualifications for such office, in like manner as assistant 


surgeons of the navy are now required by law to pass such 
examination. 


Mr. WESTCOTT observed, that he offered this 
amendment at the suggestion of several Senators 
who coincided with him in opinion as to its im- 
portance. The first object of it was to decrease 
the Executive patronage. It prevented the selec- 
tion of mere office-hunting political partisans with- 
out qualification, and in reward for political ser- 
vices; and if such are chosen, it would ensure, at 
least, that they have the necessary education and 
intelligence. This law provides that all pursers 
are to be appointed hereafter from these assistant 
pursers. These assistant pursers should have 
mercantile knowledge—skill as accountants—both 
of which attainments are professional, and, in fact 
may be called scientific. They should be exam- 
ined as to these and other qualifications by a board 


-of pursers before they are selected. No man can 


then become a purser or an assistant purser, un- 
less he possesses at least the qualifications I have 
alluded to. ‘The effect of a similar rule as to sur- 
geons in the navy, and as to surgeons in the army, 
and as to cadets at West Point, and midshipmen 
seeking promotion, has been salutary. I hope this 
amendment will be adopted before the bill is sent 
to the House. 

Mr. YULEE. I hope that my colleague will 
consent to withdraw this amendment, or else that 
it will be voted down. I do not think it at all im- 

ortant that the bill should be thus amended; and 

trust, ‘upon reconsideration, my colleague will 
withdraw it. Sir, it may be very popo that the 
surgeons and assistant surgeons of the army and 
navy should be subjected to an examination as to 
their professional and scientific attainments, inas- 
much as perhaps it may not be in the power of 
the President, without the aid of a board of gen- 
tlemen schooled in the profession, to decide upon 
their qualifications; but in respect to pursers, sir, 
there is no necessity for any other qualification 
than the ordinary one of being a good accountant, 
and the-higher and more important qualification of 
integrity, which the board cannot decide, but 
which is very properly committed to the President 
and the Senate to decide. My colleague is mis- 
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taken in regard to the duties of these pursers. 
They do not make purchases: they simply dis- 
tribute the articles purchased, and disburse the 
money that is placed in their custody for the pay- 
ment of the officers and men of the navy. That 
is all. ‘The highest and most important qualifica- 
tion is integrity. I do not conceive that it is at all 
necessary that the bill should be amended as pro- 
posed by my colleague, and I trust he will with- 
draw his motion. l 

The question being taken on agreeing to the 
amendment, it was decided in the negative, 

No further amendment being made, the bill was 
reported to the Senate, and the amendment con- 


curred in. The bill was then read a third time, 
and passed. | 


TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 


_The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill, on its third reading, to raise for a limited time 
an additional military force. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said : 

My purpose, Mr. President, in now addressing 
the Senate, is to give my opinion upon certain 
points connected with the present war, which it 
seems to be conceded may be properly discussed 
upon the present bill. They are these— . 

First. Is the war a just and honorable one, or is 
it unjust and dishonorable? 

Second. Has it been heretofore properly prose- 
cuted ? 

Third. How should it hereafter be prosecuted ? 

Fourth. What end, consistently with the good 
name of the nation, should be attained by it? 

Mr. President, upon each of these propositions 
I propose to present my views with the frankness 
and freedom which become a Senator, and at the 
same time with the deference which I sincerely 
feel for the opinions of those upon both sides of 
the Chamber with whom I shall be found to dif- 
fer. ; 

Nothing, sir, is more annoying to me than to 


|| refer at any time to anything personal to myself, 
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so, to do so in the presence in 
which I stand. But there may be circumstances 
which render it a duty. I feel myself in that con- 
dition, and I therefore ask the kind indulgence of 
yourself and the Senate to say a word or two of a 
personal character. . 

To those who know me, Mr. President, it is, I 
am sure, unnecessary to disclaim that I am actua- 
ted on this occasion, neither in what I shall say or 
do, by any other motive than the single motive of 
duty to my country. If I could be mad enough 
to desire any other political post of honor than the 
one which I now hold, (sufficient, one would think, 
to satisfy the cravings of any ambition,) I hope I 
know myself well enough to be able to say with 
truth, that I should scorn to obtain it by pander- 
ing to popular passion or official power. But, sir, 
I am proud to state, that I have no such desire; 
that there is no office in the gift of the present Ex- 
ecutive which I would accept, and none in the 
power of the people to give that I would take. In 
the school of political ethics in which I have been 
taught, I have imbibed as my first and last lesson, 
the duty to do what you believe to be right, and 
confidently abide the result. Be it the approba- 
tion of your fellow men, or not, you have then 
the approbation of your own conscience, trans- 
cending, infinitely transcending in true value, any 
reward that can flow from human source. _ 

As to popularity, sir, I estimate it as nothing if 
it is sought after. Its real worth is when it fol- 
lows good ends, accomplished by good means. It 
becomes disgrace when catered for. 

I would not avow any political opinion which I 
did not sincerely entertain, nor conceal one which 
I did entertain, to win any honor which my coun- 
trymen could bestow. Honor so won, if I was 
capable of so winning it, would be to me but hourly 
abasement. 

Sir, I need not say that I came into this body 
differing with the Administration upon almost 
every subject of our public civil policy. This dif- 
ference, decided as it was in the beginning, so far 
from having been diminished, has been but more 
and more strengthened and confirmed. I believe 
they misapprehend the true policy of the country, 
and fundamentally err upon great and vital points of 
constitutional power. I may be mistaken, but I 
believe as sincerely as I believe my own existence 
that the day will come, and is rapidly coming, when 
this will be seen to be the general opinion of the 
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people, and that until then, the country will be de- 
prived of many a blessing which the Constitution 
was intended to bestow. But, sir, new questions 
. have arisen, and are now agitating the nation. We 
are at war; and upon one of the questions growing 
out of it, I find myself differing, PaT with 
most of the Senators on this side of the Chamber— 
not l hope with all—with whom it is my pride and 
Cee generally to agree. I need not say, Mr. 

resident, to you or to them, that this difference 
exists, if it does exist, because Iam unable from a 
sense of duty to have it otherwise. Party ties, 
party prepossessions, party associations, strong as 
they ever are and should be, can never be suffi- 
ciently strong to make an honorable man violate 
what he feels to be his duty to his country. And 
when in that duty is involved his country’s repu- 
tation, they should be and are weaker than the 
spider’s web. : i 

Nor upon this occasion do I feel any other con- 
cern than that which the mere fact of difference 
creates, because I know so well the Senators who 
are around me, that whatever regret they may feel 
that our opinions are not upon all points identical, 
l should cease to have (what I am sure I now 
have) their respect and esteem, if I surrendered 
my own judgment, and paltered with my own con- 
science upon a measure vital in that judgment to 
the true fame of our common country. We differ, 
- sir, but we differ as friends. We differ, sir, but 
we differ as patriots. We have alike the true 
honor of the country at heart; we are only not 
agreed, perhaps, as to what that true honor de- 
mands. 

Sir, he libels them, and libels me who doubts our 
high and patriotic purposes. He violates the de- 
corum of private life and the decencies of official 
relation, where it exists, who intimates that we 
are capable, under any state of things, or for any 
purposes, of taking sides with the enemies of our 
country. We aim alike at her honor; we dis- 
agree, if we do disagree, as to the true mode of 
vindicating and maintaining it. Mr. President, 
ali of the good and liberal of my countrymen will, 
I have no doubt, when they shall have seen what 
I am about to say, do me the justice to believe 
that my motives are pure and patriotic. There 
may be, and perhaps are, mere followers of the 
party camp, whose hope it is to feed on the spoils 
of the contest, who may profess to doubt it; but 
none such do [ drop a syllable to satisfy. Bred in 
the corruption of the motto of the political fiee- 
booter, that the spoils belong to the victor—fight- 
ing not for principle, but for plunder—they are as 
feculent as their motto, and beneath the notice of 
honest men: only, indeed, to be shunned as you 
would shun any loathsome toad that might be in 
your pathway. 

Is the war just and honorable, or not? 

I think it is, and I hope, for the good name of 
my country, that such will be the judgment of 
Christendom. Sir, I wish to be clearly understood. 
{ am not inquiring into the conduct of the Execu- 
tive, into its prudence or its constitutionality. My 
single proposition now is, that as between the 
_ United States and Mexico, the former had just 
cause of war on the 15th May, 1846, when the 
war act of that date was passed, and that on that 
day war in fact existed by means of the unjust 
and illegal act of Mexico. Sir, I repeat before 
. going further, that I sincerely trust, as I love the 
fair fame of my countrymen, that I may be able 
to make this plain. Sir, I should bow in deep and 
heartfelt mortification for that fame if I did not be- 
lieve it to be plain. I would not have it even to 
be involved in the slightest obscurity or doubt, 
from the dread of the judgment which the civilized 
world would then be compelled to pass upon us. 
We live in an age when nations, as individuals, 
Jose their power and usefulness, and sink into deg- 
radation, if they pope acts of wrong and in- 
justice. We are, thank God, surrounded by a 
moral atmosphere as necessary to healthful na- 
tional existence as the atmosphere we breathe is 
- necessary to individual life. If we discard it, if 

we sink below it, if we substitute for it that which 
is inseparable from violence and injustice, the pun- 
ishment is at hand. The decay begins and pro- 
gresses, until we are involved in hopeless ruin. 

National character is national power; and the 
purer, the more elevated, the more spotless that 
character, the greater the power. I trust, there- 
fore, in God, that I am right in the opinion that 
. this war is upon our part just and honorable. If 


not—if not clearly just and honorable—then will 
we be pronounced by the judgment of the world 
a band of murderers. No other sentence can 
then be passed upon us. If we are right, we are 
worthy descendants of sires who knew no moral 
blemish, who estimated the national honor above 
all price. If we are wrong, we have disgraced 
the inheritance of freedom they have left us, 
brought dishonor upon our land, and aimed a 
fatal blow at constitutional freedom itself. 

If I speak strongly, it is because I feel strongly. 
I wish to give offence to none: I take no offence 
if others hold a different opinion. I am here to 
justify my own before the Senate and the country, 
and I mean to do it with the freedom that belongs 
to each of us. 

I have an instinctive repugnance to believe my 
country wrong in any war in which she can en- 
gage; and I rejoice that in this instance my feel- 
ings and my judgment are one. I now proceed 
with the attempt to maintain that judgment. I 
have not time, sir, nor health, to state all the facts 
which our difficulties with Mexico have developed 
applicable to this question; nor, if L had, should 
I deem it necessary to trespass so much upon the 
time of this body. My purpose is to refer only 
to such as I am sure cannot be successfully de- 
nied, and which are of themselves, in my judg- 
ment, conclusive of the controversy. 

In 1834, the Mexican Congress passed a decree 
requiring all citizens to surrender to the Govern- 
ment their arms. The Legislature of Coahuila 
and Texas, by decree, remonstrated against it and 
other acts repealing the constitution of Mexico of 
1824, by which they had changed the Government 
from a Federal to a Central one. 

For this, General Cos, under the order of Santa 
Anna, at the head of his army, broke up the Le- 
gislature of Coahuila and Texas, and arrested all 
the officers of the Government, marched over the 
Rio Grande, and established his headquarters at 
San Antonio, leaving a garrison at Lipautitlan, on 
the Nueces, and one at Goliad. The Texans then 
commenced the revolution, retook Goliad, Lipau- 
titlan, and San Antonio, in 1836. 

The boundaries of Coahuila and Texas, as these 
departments were laid off into one State by the 
constitution of 1824, was the Nueces, running for 
upwards of one hundred miles up that stream, and 
then by a line across from that point to the Rio 
Grande. The territory below that line, between 
the Nueces and the Rio Grande, was a part of the 
State of Tamaulipas. Tamaulipas granted it to 
various individuals, by what were called colony- 
grants, under which many settlements were made. 
These colonists, or the greater portion of them so 
entitled to this portion of the territory, joined in 


the Texas revolution, and were represented in the | 


convention of Texas which subsequently declared 
the independence of that Republic. The day after 
the battle of San Jacinto, 31st April, 1836, Santa 
Anna surrendered as a prisoner. In about six 
weeks afterwards, he entered into a treaty with the 
Government of Texas, acknowledging the Rio 
Grande as their southwestern boundary, upon 
condition that General Filisola, (then at the head 
of five thousand troops, being all that were left to 
the Centralists to maintain their power,) should be 
permitted to retire west of the river, and that he 
himself should be released. These conditions 
were complied with; Filisola being permitted to 
retire with all his force to the west of the river, 
and Santa Anna, in October afterwards, released. 
The treaty contained also various stipulations 
about the release of prisoners and the surrender of 
roperty. General Rusk, then at the head of the 
exan forces, and under the order of the Texan 
Government, transmitted a copy of the treaty to 
General Filisola, who recognized it, and at once 
le ai with all the obligations it imposed upon 
im. 

In 1836, 18th December, the Texian Congress 
passed a law describing the Rio Grande as their 
southwestern boundary. After this, Filisola was 
superseded in command by the appointment of 
General Urea, who immediately commenced rais- 
ing an army to re-invade Texas. General Rusk, 
who was still at the head of the army of Texas, 
and stationed at the Gaudaloupe, ordered the fami- 
lies between that post and the Rio Grande to retire 
to his rear, or to remove to the western bank of 
the river. The most of them did retire to his rear, 
but many of the Mexicans elected to cross the 
river and settle on the opposite side. For the pur- 
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pose of facilitating the removal of those occupying 
the country and of watching the movements of the 
Mexican army, and preparatory to an advance 
upon Matamoros, he despatched General Felix 
Huston with a sufficient force to take possession 
of Corpus Christi, and that was done. General 
Huston exercised more authority between the 
Nueces and the Rio Grande than Urea did, who 
was stationed at Matamoros, with a force of about 
ten thousand men. At one period, Urea crossed 
the river with the greater part of his command, 
and encamped a few miles east of the river; but in 
a very short period he recrossed to the western 
side. In this condition things remained until 1843, 
the Mexicans having no army to the east of the 
river, and the Texans having a few troops at Cor- 
pus Christiand San Antonio. With these troops, 
however, the Texans frequently made excursions 
to Lacido, a place upon the Rio Grande, and sev- 
eral times crossed it. The Mexican troops made 
two incursions, crossing the river both times, 
coming as far as San Antonio, and upon each 
occasion were immediately driven back to the west 
bank. In °43, also, an armistice was agreed upon, 
under which the Mexican army was to remain on 
the west and the Texans on the east side of the 
river. This armistice was in the same year re- 
voked, and the war declared to be renewed. The 
proclamation of General Woll, who was then in 
command of the Mexican force, issued by direc- 
tion of Santa Anna, declared that all Mexicans 
found within three leagues of the river, would be 
considered as *‘ favoring the usurpers of that terri- 
tory,” (meaning by the territory, the whole of 
Texas,) be tried by court-martial, and capitally 
punished. There were, during this period, ata 
post called Lacido, on the east side of the river, 
some citizens under a military organization, and 
organized simply with a view of defence against 
the Indians, mustered only upon such occasions, 
but claiming to be citizens when Hays or McCul- 
lough was there with the Texian rangers. From 
the commencement of the revolution in ’34 to the 
independence declared by Texas in ’36—from that 
period to the admission of Texas into our Union 
in *45—and from °45 up to the present hour, no 
Mexican document can be found, military or civil 
—no Mexican officer, military or civil, has ever 


‘been known to contend that the territory lying be- 


tween the Nueces and the Rio Grande belonged to 
Mexico by any other title than that which she 
maintained to the whole territory between the Sa- 
bine and the Rio Grande. Under the colony-con- 
tracts granted by Tamaulipas, the settlers, at an 
election in Texas, in ’41 or ’42, of members of 
Congress, voted at Corpus Christi; claiming to be 
citizens of Texas, and their votes were received 
and recognized by the Government... The evidences 
to the title, too, to the lands so settled upon, in- 
cluding all transfers, from the time of the revolu- 
tion of °34 to the present time, are recorded amongst 
the land records of Texas. On the lst of March, 
745, the alternative resolutions for the admission of 
Texas into the Union were passed. On the 29th 
of December, ’45, Texas was admitted, and on the 
same day an act was passed to extend the laws of 
the Unyed States over the State of Texas. On the 
31st December, ’45, Texas was constituted a rev- 
enue district, and the city of Galveston, the only 
port of entry, having annexed to-it, amongst other 
ports, as ports of delivery, the port of Corpus 
Christi, a port on the west side of the Nueces. 
Under that act, a revenue officer of the United States 
has been appointed for Corpus Christi. On the 
Qd February, ’47, Congress, by an act establishing 
additional post-roads in the State of Texas, estab- 
lished, amongst others, one from Brazos Santiago 
via Point Isabel to Fort Brown, opposite Matamo- 
ros, and one from Corpus Christi to Brazos Santi- 
ago, a point south of Point Isabel, near the mouth 
of the Rio Grande. 

Now, as hefore stated, Texas was annexed 
under the first of the alternative resolutions of the 
lst March, 1845. 

[The first resolution provides, That Congress 
doth consent that the territory properly included 
within, and rightfully belonging to, the Republic 
of Texas, may be erected into a new State, to be 
called the State of Texas, with a republican form 
of government, to be adopted by the people of said 
republic, by deputies in convention assembled, 
with the consent of the existing Government, in 
order that the same may be admitted as one of the 
States a Union. 
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That the foregoing cossent of Congress is given 
upon the condition, that the said State be formed, 
subject to the adjustment by this Government of 
all questions of boundary that may arise with other 
governments; and the constitution thereof, with 
’ the proper evidence of its adoption by the people 
of said Republic of Texas, shall be transmitted to 
the President of the UrMed States, to be laid before 
Congress for its final action, on or before the first 
day of January, one thousand eight hundred and 
forty-six. 

he second resolution provides, That if the 
_ President of the United States shall, in his judg- 
ment and discretion, deem it most advisable, in- 
stead of proceeding to submit the first resolution 
to the Republic of Texas, as an overture on the 
part of the United States for admission, to nego- 
tiate with that Republic, then that a State to be 
formed out of the present Republic of Texas, with 
suitable extent cade boundaries, and with two Rep- 
resentatives in Congress until the next apportion- 
ment of representation, shall be admitted into the 
Union, by virtue of this act, on an equal footing 
with the existing States, as soon as the terms and 
conditions of such admissjon, and thé cession of 
the remaining Texan territory to the United States 
shall be agreed upon by the Governments of Texas 
and the United States; and the sum of $100,000 is 
hereby appropriated to defray the expenses of 
missions and negotiations, to agree upon the terms 
of said admission and cession, either by treaty to 
be submitted to the Senate, or by articles to be 
submitted to the two Houses of Congress, as the 
President may direct. | 

Immediately upon the annexation, the Minister 
of Mexico, General Almonte, demanded his pass- 
ports, upon the ground that the annexation itself 
was a state of hostility to Mexico, and from that 
period to the march of General Taylor from Cor- 
pus Christi to the Rio Grande, the frequent efforts 
of the American Government to terminate the con- 
troversy by negotiation failed; and before that 
march, the Mexican Government were collecting 
their forces upon the Rio Grande, with the avowed 
design, not of taking possession only of the terri- 
tory between the Nueces and the Rio Grande, and 
conceding to the United States that portion of 
Texas which lay west of the Nueces, but of dis- 
puting with the United States the title to the 
whole of the country between the Rio Grande and 
the Sabine, and upon the ground that the whole 
and every part of that territory was still a portion 
of Mexico by virtue of her original and paramount 
title. Now, the proposition which I seek to main- 
tain is this, that as between the Government of 
the United States and the Government of Mexico, 
the former had, in this condition of things, a per- 
fect right, and the same right for the purpose of 
repelling the threatened invasion, to march her 
troops into the territory between the Nueces and 
the Rio Grande, as into any territory situated be- 
tween the Sabine and the Nueces. The question 
is not, whether such a movement of the troops 
was, under all the circumstances, judicious and 
prudent. It is not whether, by a different course, 
an actual conflict might not have been avoided; 
but whether, as a matter of right, as a matter of 
self-defence, the United States had not, under the 
Jaw of nations, full and perfect authority and jus- 
tification to make such a movement. 

‘Now, what are the clear and indisputable facts? 
The United States had received the Republic of 
Texas' into the Union without antecedently de- 
fining hér boundaries, and under a constitution 
which reiterated what had been, as far back as 
1836, a part of her original constitution as an in- 
dependent Republic—that the Rio Grande, from 
its source to its mouth, was her southwestern 
‘boundary. The United States extended all her 
laws over the State of Texas, as so admitted. 
They had assumed actual jurisdiction at Corpus 
Christi. They knew that there were citizens be- 
tween the Nueces and the Rio Grande who 
claimed to be citizens of the State of Texas so ad- 
mitted. They knew that for nine years the State 
of Texas had existed as an independent nation. 

Who proposed withdrawing Taylor on the 13th 
May? ho denied then that we had good right 
to repel the Mexicans and to invade, for the pur- 
pose of avenging the outrages, any and every part 
of Mexico? She had refused to negotiate; she 
had considered annexation as war; she had termi- 
nated all diplomatic relations; she had refused to 
receive our Minister upon a mere quibble of the 


then President, because he was afraid of his own 
power—threatened with downfall, because it was 
believed he was willing to negotiate at all. She 
had mustered an army on the Rio Grande with 
the declared object of invading all Texas and re- 
covering the whole to her own sovereignty. Her 
then Government owed its existence to this very 
determination. -She had never maintained any 
peculiar title to what is now called disputed terri- 
tory. What, in this state, were the United States 
todo? Were they bound to remain still and wait 
the invasion? or were they not authorized to meet 
the threatened invasion, even upon the admitted 
territory of the invader? Who doubts, that with 
nations, as ,with individuals, the right of self- 
defence gives the right to strike the first blow? 
To prevent an injury is easier than to repair it. 
Sir, where is the writer on the law of nations who 
holdsa different opinion? ‘There are some propo- 
sitions so plain, that they admit of no illustration; 
they furnish their own best illustration, and this 
is oneof them. We had a clear, undeniable right 
to meet Mexico at the very outermost limits of 
Texas, and repel her there; or if we deemed it ad- 
visable, an equally clear and undeniable right to 
anticipate her by striking the first blow on her 
own admitted territory. But it is said that the 
place of conflict was on Mexican territory. If it 
was, the argument in our behalf would not be in 
the least enteebled. She was there intending to 
go further. She was there to drive our army back 
to the Sabine. She was there to reconquer Texas 
—the whole and every part of Texas—and not to 
retain a portion only, upon the ground that such 
portion was not Texas. 

But even the fact is not as alleged. Whether 
this portion of the territory was or was not right- 
fully a part of Texas, was, at least, a matter of 
dispute. Texas claimed it. Texas, over a portion 
of it, exercised jurisdiction. Citizens residing on 
it, claimed to be citizens of that Government. 
Mexico had in vain attempted to recover it. The 
Constitution of Texas included it. The United 
States had exercised, after the admission of Texas 
into the Union, sovereignty over part of it—the 
highest act of sovereignty, the taxing power. She | 
had received Texas into the Union without any 
other definition of boundary, reserving the right 
only as between themselves, 'Texas, and any other 
Power who might question the justice of the 
boundary, to settle it by negotiation. Withouta 
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breach of honor to Texas, the United States could 
no more have surrendered, without inquiry and ne- 
gotiation, to an absolute and armed demand this 
portion of the territory, than they could have sur- 
rendered to such a demand the eatire State. 

All, then, that can be said is, that thectitle of 
Texas to this part of her territory was open to dis- 
pute. Such a dispute is to be settled but by two | 
means, by negotiation or by force. If the nego- 
tiation was refused, if Mexico elected the other | 
alternative—force, can she complain if we meet her | 
with force? But suppose her design was not ac- 
tual force, but to get possession only of the dis- 
puted ground. Had not the United States the same 
right to take possession, and hold whatever they 
possessed, until the question of title was decided 
by negotiation? The very question of title might 
have been affected by the fact of possession. Mex- | 
ico might have relied upon it as conclusive of the | 
inability of Texas, and the United States as their | 
successors, to prevent it, and as demonstrating | 
that the oead woversignty had not been lost by | 
the revolution. This, the United States had a 
right to guard against; theirown honor bade them 
guard against it. If actual possession, by Mexico, 
could weaken the title of Texas, it was their duty 
to strengthen it by also taking possession. Pending 
a question of disputed territory, not actually pos- 
sessed by either, who ever contended that it was 
the duty of one of the parties to suffer the other to. 
take possession, and then try the title? No, sir, 
no lawyer would give such advice. Nostatesman 
would so act. Things should, in such a case, 
be suffered to remain in ‘statu quo.’ Neither 
should seek to get advantage of the other. If I 
am right in this, and Mexico designed taking pos- 
session, then she cannot complain if we also take 
possession; and especially not, if she knew that, 
notwithstanding such possession, we were willing 
at any time to negotiate on the question of title. 

Sir, it has been said, that to march into the dis- 

uted territory is an act of hostility. I concede it. 
But then to threaten to march—to prepare to march 
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—to muster an army to march, and with the avow- 
ed purpose of taking forcible possession and hold- 
ing, 18 also an act of hostility. This Mexico 
did first, and we had then aclear right to anti- 
cipate her, upon every principle of the national 
law, by marching ourselves, and placing ourselves 
in a condition successfully to meet and repel her. 
Between nations, as between individuals, ageres- 
sion may be met by aggression—assault may be 
met by battery. But it is said revolution gives no 
title unaccompanied by actualand undisturbed pos- 
session and jurisdiction. Asa general principle 
the proposition is true; but what is actual and un- 
disturbed possession? Does it mean that the rev- 
olutionary government is to have a soldier on each 
foot of her asserted domain? Does it mean that 
every inhabitant within her territory is to ac- 
knowledge and submit to her sovereignty? Or does 
it only mean, that such government is to have 
possession, claiming exclusive title to the whole 
of her asserted bounds, and possess the power and 
determination to make that title good by force, 
against the original sovereignty? I say it means 
this and nothing more. 

See the result of a different doctrine. We de- 
clared our independence in 1776; the war continued 
Seven years. Suppose no treaty of peace had been 
made récognizing our limits, but England had sim- 
ply retired from the contest in disgust with the 
struggle, as she might well have done, would not 
our title at that moment have been as good to every 
foot of our glorious Thirteen, as it was to the very 
battle-fields of Saratoga and Yorktown? And yet, 
how inconsiderable a part of our country was ever 
trodden by the American soldier, or within actual 
reach of his arm. And yet, how many hearts 
throughout the contest beat high with true loyalty 
to England, and were striking or were burning to 
strike for her standard. No, sir; the proposition 
is not true as it is sometimes aide sivod: It means 
only the ability to make the usurpation good by 
force of arms, when the usurper’s title is by force 
of arms assailed. Subject to this test, who can 
doubt that Texas had the ability to maintain her 
title to any part of the territory claimed by her be- 
tween the Nueces and the Rio Grande? Let the 
facts give the answer. After her declaration of in- 
dependence, and after she had by force driven the 
Mexican troops across the latter river, they after- 
time 
driven back; and from the period of the last in- 
cursion, in 1843, no Mexican soldier ever crossed 
the river, and no civil officer of Mexico ever exer- 
cised jurisdiction over it. ‘Texas then claimed the 
territory—Texas drove Mexico from it—Texas 
had apparently the power, and certainly the will, 
to drive her from it whenever she invaded it. If 
these were the facts—and I appeal to the honorable 
Senator from Texas for their truth—what doubt is 
there, that to that part of her constitutional limits 
she has a perfect title? Sir, a word or two more, 
and upon this point I have done. What Senator, 
what American, would be now content to abandon 
the territoryg make the Nueces the boundary, and 
fight only for that boundary? For peace,go put 
an end to the war, to spare the further effusion of 
blood, some might be found whd would by nego- 
tiation agree to that limit if Mexico would sur- 
render all title to the rest of Texas. But who is 
there who would now propose to fall back to the 
Nueces, and abandon at once the intermediate ter- 
ritory, the very fields of Palo Alto and Resaca de 
la Palma, to Mexico, and fight her only to the 
banks of the Nueces? I believe, I hope, for the 
honor of a common allegiagce, that there is not 
one. I have said that Í trusted, for the sake of 
our heretofore stainless character, that the opinion 
Ihave thus feebly endeavored to maintain, was cor- 
rect—that the war is on our part a just one. 

If not, sir, why is it not? tis because without 
justification we invaded Mexican soil. It is be- 
cause without justification we caused Mexican 
blood to be spilled upon Mexican ground. It is 
because they were met at their own homes, which 
we invaded; upon their own fields, dear to them 
as love of country is dear—consecrated to them by 
all the associations which bind man to the soil of 
his birth, in the holiest of all duties—the defence 
of home and country; and have, without right, 
without excuse, without palliation, given them to 
the sword—slaughtered them by hundreds and 
thousands, and driven the survivors away. Sir, 
would not such a tale of wrong, of itself, cover our 
country with ignominy? But it is not yet half 
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told. What else have we done? We have seized 
upon it as a pretext for other, and, if possible, yet 
deeper enormities. We have published to the 
world a falsehood. We have endeavored to con- 
We have 
atated that the contest was of their own seeking, 
not ours; and upon this degrading perversion, have 
ursued them with still more: frightful outrage. 
e at once called into the field 50,000 soldiers— 
placed the whole naval power of the Government 
at the disposition of the Executive—intrusted him 
with ten millions of dollars, and carried on the war 
thus begun—took possession of their towns, bom- 
barded Monterey—carried it almost by storm, 
slaughtering men and women by hundreds and 
thousands. Stilt the story is nottold. The dam- 
ning dishonor is not yet as dark as the truth. An- 
other Congress assembled—we of the Senate com- 
posing it in part. We authorized additional troops 
to be raised—we placed additional funds in the 
hands of the President. 

We hear of an intention to strike outraged Mex- 
ico in yet more vital points. We do not arrest it 
—we suffer the expedition to go on. Before the 
Mexican blood is yet dry upon the fields of Palo 
Alto, Resaca de la Palma, Monterey, and Buena 
Vista, Vera Cruz is bombarded. er churches 
fall under the dreadful aim of the mortar; the blood 
of her women and children runs in streams through 
her before peaceful and happy streets; her almost 
every thoroughfare is obstructed by the mangled 
bodies of her slaughtered citizens, until at last her 
valor can hold out no longer before the mighty and 
crushing power of our arms. She surrenders. 
Yet still our vengeance is not glutted. Innocent, 
unofiending, outraged Mexico has yet more cities 
to be laid waste or conquered—more hearts to be 


‘wrung—more gallant blood to be shed—more 


women and children to be slaughtered—more agony 
in every form to suffer. We have not yet had 
our fill of blood. We march on in fiendish pro- 
gress. At Cerro Gordo, Cherubusco, Chapultepec, 
Molinodel Rey, our march of slaughter is renewed, 
and goes on with yet more fearful violence. Mexi- 
can blood moistens every plain. The cries of Mex- 
ican agony startle every ear, and still the work 
goes on. We lay siege to the city of Mexico 
itself; bombard its peaceful dwellings; make her 
stteets to run with human blood; and slaughter 
again women and children, until resistance becomes 
unavailing. We get possession of the capital, and 
yet carry on the contest. Sir, can our country 
have done such deeds? Is she so deeply steeped 
in crime? Has she no honor left? Are we Chris- 
tian and civilized men, or are we robbers and mur- 
derers? I hope she will pardon me the inquiry; 
and yet if the war was unjust, if it was not pro- 
voked, if it was our act and not the act of Mex- 
ico, every buman heart, animated by a single hu- 
man feeling, can but answer in the afirmative. 
But no, sir; no, sir; it is not so. She is high- 
minded, just, and honorable. Sheis civilized, not 
savage. Her citizens are moral and Christian. 
Those scenes are in the eye of Gag and man to 
be Jugufied, because necessary to our honor, and 
forced upon us in vindication of our violated rights. 
Mexico is answerable for all these sad and sicken- 
ing results. The war is just, because she com- 
menced it. It does exist by her act; and, so help 
me God, but for that conviction, as I reverence 
truth and detest falsehood, I would never have 
voted for the act of the 15th May, 1846. 
Without concluding, Mr. JOHNSON gave way 
to a motion to adjourn; and 
- The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuerspay, January 11, 1848. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read and 

se lg 
he SPEAKER proceeded to call the commit- 
tees for reports. 

Mr. LIGON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported bills for the relief of Jacob Gideon; for 
the relief of Bent, St. Vrain & Co.; and for the 
relief of J. Throckmorton; which several bills 
‘were read and committed. v 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, reported bills for the relief 
of John Anderson, of Missouri; for the relief of 
Joseph C. Doxey; for the relief of S. Morris 
Waln; and for the relief of Alborne Allen; which 
several bills were read and committed. 


e 


Mr. ROCKW ELL, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of John O. 
Dickey, Roswell Fitch, and George Reeder; which 
were laid upon the table. 


Mr. ROCKW ELL, from the same committee, 
reported the following resolution: 

' Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to 
cause to be prepared an alphabetical dist of private claims 
which have been before the House of Representatives from 
the commencement of the fourteenth Congress to the close 
of the twenty-ninth Congress, with the proceedings of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate thereon; showing 
the names of the claimants; the nature or object of each 
claim; at what session and in what manner it was brought 
before the House; to what committee it was referred; the 
nature of the report, and the number of the report, if print- 
ed, and, if not, the date of the report; the number of the 
bill, distinguishing between Senate and House bilis; the 
manner in which the claim was disposed of by the House ; 
and in cases where it passed both Houses, the date of the 
act of Congress; the whole to be compiled from the jour- 
nals of the House of Representatives, and by reference, 
when necessary, to the journals of the Senate, the reports 
of committees, the bills of the two Houses, and the laws of 
the United States; and that the Clerk be authorized to em- 
ploy a suitable person, with a compensation not exceeding 
the sum paid the engrossing clerks of this House, to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. FICKLIN moved to lay the resolution on 
the table, but withdrew it at the request of the 
mover. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, in advocating the passage 

of the resolution, said this work would be prepared 
with great labor, and would be found exceedingly 
valuable. Every one must be aware of the fact 
that a great variety of tricks and frauds were every 
year resorted to by persons interested in private 
claims, and the object of this resolution was to fur- 
nish a safeguard by the publication of the document 
to which the resolution referred. It was well known 
that, after adverse reports had been made on pri- 
vate claims, the friends of the claims caused them 
to be withdrawn from the files of the House, and 
after the lapse of a few years they were again re- 
vived and attempts were made to smuggle them 
through the House in ignorance of any previous 
action upon them. In this way he had no doubt 
that yearly thousands and tens of thousands were 
drawn improperly from the treasury. The publi- 
cation, therefore, of an alphabetical list of all the 
claims which have been before Congress, a state- 
ment of the action had thereon, the year, the name 
of the committee making the report, the number of 
the report, and other particulars, would save much 
trouble to the House and its committees and large 
sums to the Government at an inconsiderable 
cost. : 
Mr. FICKLIN had withdrawn his motion to 
lay on the table with the view of giving the honor- 
able member who reported the resolution an op- 
portunity to make an explanation of its object. It 
was doubtless of some importance to have such a 
work, but he apprehended the present resolution 
embraced claims.extending over too great a space 
of time. It seemed the gentleman desired to em- 
brace claims which had come here year after year, 
and Congress after Congress, ftom the 14th Con- 
gress to the present time, which he very much 
feared would make the work too voluminous. It 
would embrace too many things, and he begged to 
suggest to the honorable mover that it would make 
a volume so large as to be useless for the purposes 
designed, inasmuch as it would be too large for 
convenient investigation by members of this House. 
Again, he should move, before taking his seat, to 
strike out 30 much of the resolution as applies to 
employing a clerk for the purpose contemplated. 
One clerk could not compile the information and 
present it to this House during the present session 
of Congress; whereas, during the recess, the Clerk 
of the House, with the force he had, could compile 
it, and present it at the next session. It was sug- 
gested to him that the Committee of Claims had a 
clerk of its own, who had nothing to do during the 
recess, who might be employed in this business. 

Mr. HENLEY asked the gentleman from Illi- 
nois to allow him to make an explanation. He 
had just been informed, from correct authority, 
that a gentleman employed in the Congressional 
Library had been for two years engaged on a work 
such as was here contemplated, which he had 
nearly completed. Some means should therefore 
be taken to ascertain the merits of that work. He 
would suggest that this resolution should be laid 
on the table, or recommitted to the committee, 
with instructions to inquire into the state of for- 
wardness and merits of the work to which he had 
referred. , 


Mr. FICKLIN said the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana was an additional reason why 
action should not be pressed upon the resolution 
at this time. If the Librarian of Congress -had 
such a work in preparation, it would be unneces- 
sary to compile a work which was already pre-- 
pared. He would, however, now move to strike 
out that part of the resoMtion which provides for 
the employment of a clerk. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, suggested that 
the resolution should be laid upon the table. e 
was by no means inclined to believe that the case 
was so strong as presented by the gentleman from 
Connecticut. Such gross violations of propriety 
as the withdrawal of adverse testimony must be 
very extraordinary cases indeed; though he ad- 
mitted that it was not an unusual circumstance for 
the House to give permission to withdraw papers 
from the files of the House. The gentleman from 
Connecticut, however, would find the adverse as 
well as the favorable reports in the Library of Con- 
gress, to which reference could be had whenever 
necessary and desirable. What benefit, then, 
could be derived from the publication of so volu- 
minous a“vork as that contemplated by the hon- 
orable gentleman’s resolution? He hoped it would 
be laid on the table for the present, that they 
might have an opportunity to make inquiries on 
the subject. 

Mr. POLLOCK said he entertained no doubt of 
the merit of the resolution. Any man who ha 
served upon the Committee of Claims must be 
aware that there were hundreds of cases in which, 
if there had been an adverse report, it could never 
come to the knowledge of the committee. Many 
cases had occurred where a claim had been allow- 
ed, and the money drawn from the treasury, and 
some years after that very same claim was renew- 
ed, and possibly with success. Mr. P. himself 
knew one case where this happened twenty-five 

ears after the claim had been paid; and it would 
have been allowed a second time, had not, by a 
mere accident, a receipt in full been discovered in 
the Treasury Department. But, as it had been 
stated that a similar work was in preparation, Mr. 
P. would move to recommit the resolution, with 
instructions to ascertain whether such a work was 
preparing by one of the clerks of the House. The 
necessity for some such digest must be evident to 
all. He had not a doubt its effect would be to save 
to the Government thousands of dollars every year. 

Mr. GIDDINGS expressed his hope that the 
resolution would pass. Its necessity was fully ap- 
parent to his mind. He adverted to the case of a 
claim brought before the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, accompanied by ample and most satisfactory 
documents. Mr. G. examined them, and could 
find no deficiency. Yet still he had a vague im- 


„pression that the claim had at some time been ex- 


amined, and had not till this very merning discov- 
ered that the whole matter had undergone a most 
thorough examination, and $10,000 been allowed 
and paid. ‘This would be four or five times the 
cost of making the proposed index. As the thin 
stood, a claim might be brought in which ha 
once been referred to some other committee; but, 
being unaccompanied with any bill or report, there 
was no clue to discover the fact. The work pro- 
osed would show ata glance every claim which 
had ever been referred to any committees of the 
House, to what committee it had gone, and when 
and where and what was the result. ' 
Mr. G. referred to another very striking case, 
which occurred about ten years since. Mr. G. 
was on the Committee of Claims, and examined a 
certain claim referred to that committee. The ac- 
companying testimony was full and conclustve; 
yet he was not wholly without a suspicion that all 
was notright. Yet, on examining and reéxamin- 
ing the proof, he found there was no escape, and he 
accordingly reported.a bill allowing the claim. But 
while the bill was actually on its passage, a mes- 
sénger came to him from the claimant, who was 
on his death-bed, saying that the whole claim was 
fraudulent, and without a shadow of foundation, 
and begging that it might be immediately with- 
drawn. The man’s conscience was in agony in 
view of a coming world, and would not Jet him die 
without this act of justice.* It turned out that the 
claim had once been disallowed, btt the whole tes- 
timony had been withdrawn, and a new set of- 
papers substituted in their place. He mentioned 
this case as an illustration of the need there was 
for the work proposed. 
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Mr. STANTON moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. | l 
» Mr. ROCKWELL said, if that motion were 

ersisted in, he should demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STANTON thereupon withdrew it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, did not mean 
to oppose the resolution, but wished its consider- 
ation deferred a little. go refuse it on account of 
the expense would be penny wise and pound fool- 
ish. But he would like to have some estimate‘of 
the extent and cost of the-work. Would it be 
comprised in one volume, or extend to three or 
more? All the reports made on petitions and 
claims were printed, and were to be found in the 
library of the House. It would be a useless ex-., 
pense to republish them. All that was needed was 


to have the substance in a very condensed form. 


He presumed every gentleman or committee to 
whom a claim was referred, would, as a matter of 
course, resort to the library, and examine what had 
been reported on it before. 

Mr. ROCK WELL explained. His resolution 
was a mere transcript of a similar one which had 
passed in the Senate. All that was required was 
an alphabetical index. of the names of@he claim- 
ants, the nature of the claim in few words, to what 
committee it had gone, and what had been done in 
regard toit. It was to extend to all the commit- 
tees in the House, and not to be confined to the 
Committee of Claims. As to a personal examina- 
tion of all the previous reports as they lay scattered 
through a thousand volumes of reports in the 
House Library, it could not be done. The thing 
was out of tife question. If that must be thecourse 
on each claim, a member need not have more than 
one claim referred to him in a session. All his 
intervals of time would be little enough to examine 
that one claim. 

Mr. THOMPSON said, if it was to be nothing 
but an index of claims, he should vote for the 
resolution. 

Mr. FARAN expressed his hope that the reso- 
lution would pass. Such a book was greatly need- 
ed for the protection of the Government. Claims 
rejected were often presented anew with different 
testimony, and their former rejection never sus- 
pected. This was the more necessary at this Con- 
gress, as so large a portion of it were new mem- 

ers. 

Mr. ROCKWELL opposed the motion to re- 
commit as unnecessary. He had no objection to 
the recommitment if he could see any good to come 
out of it. But he could see no good whatever. No 
gentleman could have served in that House for a 
single session without becoming convinced of the 
need of some such safeguard as the resolution pro- 
posed. It was as much needed here, and more, 
than it had been in the Senate, because more claims 
were presentedShere. As to its being done by the 
clerk of the Committee of Claims, that officer had 
his hands full during the whole session, and in the 
recess he had as much as he could do in bringing 
up the record of the minutes of the committee. 
The work should be committed to some competent 
person, and should be done by one hand, and not 
parcelled out among different clerks. 

Mr. R. did not know what might be doing by 
the House librarian; but he could not conceive that 
he would be likely to furnish such a work as this 
resolution proposed. He was probably engaged 
on some index of a general character, but which 
would serve a different purpose from this. The 
book would save thousands upon thousands to the 
Government, and would pay its own cost a thou- 
sand fold. 

Mr. HENLEY had no doubt whatever of 
the importance of the document desired, nor 
had Mr. H. the least desire to defeat the resolu- 
tion. He knew a little of these matters himself. 
But he understood that precisely such a book as 
that proposed was already in progress by the libra- 
rian of the House, and nearly completed. Would 
it not be better to recommit the resolution and in- 
a into the facts before employing a person to 

o what it was possible had been done already ? 

The question being on the motion to recommit, 
and the ayes being 68— 

Mr. HENLEY demanded the yeas and nays, 
but the House at first refused to order them. They 
were ordered, however, on a count by tellers. 


THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House then 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 


Josern R. InceRsout in the chair,) and proceeded 
to the consideration of the annual message of the- 
President of the United States, and the resolutions 
offered by Mr. Vinton, referring the same to the 
various appropriate committees. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, said, that 
when be obtained the floor, it had been with no 
design or desire to reply to the remarks of the 
gentleman over the way from Illinois, [Mr. Mc- 
CLERNAND,] in laudation of the President and the 
policy of his administration. He had had a very 
different object in view. But he felt so strongly 
tempted to say a few words in reply that he could 
not wholly refrain, but would occupy only a few 
minutes in making a few passing remarks on some 
of the positions the gentleman had taken. 

The eloquent gentleman from Illinois had pro- 
nounced a most splendid and high-wrought eulo- 
gium on the President of the United States. It 
was a eulogy not on any one of the departed, but 
on the living, ruling, reigning President of the day. 
The gentleman informed the members of the House 
that ours was ‘‘ a mopEL President.’ As for such 
Presidents as Washington, and Madison, and Jef- 
ferson, they sank into utter insignificance before 
the finished perfection of James K. Polk, the 
« model Président,” now living. And the gentle- 
man went on to say that it had been reserved for 
this, our model President, to build up the great 
Democratic column that was to stand as the bright 
and enduring monument of his administration. 
Well, sir, inquired Mr. S., and what sort of a col- 
umn isit? And how has it been erected? Inthe 
first place, in order to clear a place for it to stand 
on, this model President began by tearing down 
and utterly demolishing the great Democratic col- 
umn which Washington, and Jefferson, and Mad- 
ison, and Monroe, had, by their joint labors, built 
up. And when he had got this down, then he set 
himself to work to build up a new one in its place 
—a column of military glory. Builtof what? Why, 
sir, of the bones of the best portion of the Amer- 
ican people, victims of the climate and of the 
sword in a foreign land, and he has cemented it 
with their blood. The old Washington and Jef- 
ferson column—a column of wisdom and of peace 
—had long stood amidst the storms of our politi- 
cal atmosphere; and when and how was that erect- 
ed? At the foundation lay the great system of 
internal improvements, recommended first by 
Washington himself, and sustained as the policy 
of every subsequent Administration—rivers, har- 
bors, and all. (The gentleman quite forgot to tell 
us that in knocking down the old column, he had 
utterly demolished the only system by which his 
own constituents and his own district and State 
ever had, or ever would receive a single dollar 
out of the United States treasury; this he entire- 
ly omitted to mention.) The second stone in this 
glorious old Washingtonian column was the great 
protective system. This he has laid flat with the 
ground, that he might replace it by a system which 
takes off taxes from the labor of foreigners to im- 
pose them on the necks and the strong arms of our 
own native laboring population—a system which 
must soon come to direct taxation, in order to sus- ` 
tain the -extravagance and gratify the ambition 
of this our model President. The old Democrat- 
ic column of Jefferson and Washington being 
thus demolished, how is this new Polk column 
constructed—this magnificent column which has 
called forth to so enthusiastic a degree the admi- 
ration of the honorable gentleman from Illi- 
nois? The first, the foundation stone of this 
stupendous structure, was the sub-treasury; and 
so worthy was this of its important position 
that in a little while the Administration would not 
have a single dollar to place in its vaults; no, not 
one bit of coin to jingle-against another; and Con- 
gress would soon be refreshed by an appeal from 
this model man to repeal the great sub-treasury 
law. The next stone in this modern Democratic col- 
umn was the present glorious waR—a war of which 
the gentleman from Illinois boasted, and which had 
been brought on by the President himself. In that 
the gentieman was certainly right. ‘The war was 
brought on by the President alone, by his own in- 
dividual act, without submitting the question of its 
propriety to Congress, then in session at the other 
end of the avenue. For all that has followed that 
act he is responsible, and he may have the glory 
and responsibility together. Next came a great 
and overshadowing navy. And thestone.that next 
was laid was.a tremendous national debt, Yes, 


that was his Jeffersonian Democracy; that was his 
admiration for Jeffersonian doctrine. Next was 
built into this. column a vast standing army of 
ninety or one hundred thousand men; and tocrown 
the whole, a system of oppressive taxation to dis- 
charge the debt, imposed not on foreignérs, but 
upon the labor and domestic industry of the peo- 
ple of the United States. Here stood the magnifi- 
cent Democratic column of Mr. Polk’s adminis- 
tration—a column built up with the skulls and 
bleaching bones of our best citizens, cemented by 
their blood! It is set up for the admiration of 
mankind. And the gentleman from Illinois seems 
to revel, with his model master, in the contempla- 
tion of so sublime a piece of Executive architect- 
ure. They seem to revel in delight at the view. 
But they have quaffed their cup of glory to its very 
dregs, its dregs of bitterness and gall. Now Jet 
them swim in the oceans of blood that had been 
spilt! Let them sport their pleasure-boat in the 
rivers of tears shed by orphan children and their | 
widowed mothers! They appeared delighted to 
look around them; they listened with rapture to 
the music of the groans of the dying—of the 
cries of children made fatherless—of the agonized 
shrieks and despairing cries of the widows which 
the sword had made. But, while thus gaily sail- 
ing and listening to the music so grateful to their 
ears, there was a phantom—a ghost—a horrible 
shadow, which rose suddenly to ‘sear their eye- 
balls °’ in the midst of this joyous revelry. What 
was it? The gentleman raised his eyes and looked 
across the way to this side of the House, and cried 
out to us, In a hollow voice, that seemed to shake 
with sudden fear, ‘ Don’t get behind that military 
chieftain? Aye, sir; he saw a shadow dressed 
in arms, with nodding plume, and he turned pale 
atthe sight. And why were we not to gather be- 
hind this ‘‘ noble old chieftain??? Was it because 
he never led his followers but to victory? But, sir, 
if the mere shadow of that nodding crest so 
affrighted the gentleman, how will he sustain him- 
self when he beholds the living reality in breath 
and being? How will his heart beat when he hears 
the rattling of grape and canister? when the roar 
of small-arms and great guns falls upon his ears? 
What will be the feeling at the White House then? 
Sir, the gentleman and his party, his model Presi- 
dent and all, will fly before him as did the Mexi- 
cans at Buena Vista. i 
The gentleman told us another thing. He was . 
not content with holding up Mr. Polk as the model 
President: he said he was the “ reflex of popular 
opinion.”? Yes, sir; that was it; ‘‘ the reflex of 
popular opinion.” Aye, indeed? Mr. Polk the 
reflex of popular opinion in this country! Why, 
sir, I will point the gentleman, on that subject, to 
another ‘‘ reflex” (an humble one, it may be) of 
public opinion. Let him cast his eyes on this side 
of the House and on that side; at $e last session 
Mr. Polk’s majority in this House Was nearly two 
to one; but where is the majority now, sir? Here 
is a little “ reflex” for the gentleman to look on, 


‘and for the Pgesident too. 


Mr. McCLERNAND interposed to make gome 
remark in reply; but, owing to his position and 
some noise in the Hall, it was wholly lost to the 
reporter. 

Mr. STEWART resumed. Yes, sir, here is 
one ‘‘ reflex,” and there will be another *‘ reflex?’ 
when old Rough and Ready comes. He will drive 
the gentleman and his party where they never will 
be seen again. I leave this reflex to the gentlemah 
and his reflections; let him contrast it with the 
splendid column which his model President has 
built of the bones and blood of armies and navies, 
of debt and taxation, piled up mountain high, for 
the admiration of posterity. 

But enough of this. I rose for the purpose of 
examining a recent report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which has been lauded here and else- 
where as ‘‘ the greatest production of the age; a 
document which has been printed in German, and 
in I don’t know how many other languages, and 
has been profusely circulated among the people; 
and it is working in every direction that effect 
for which it was intended by misleading and de- 
ceiving the people on the subject of the tariff of 
1846. I will here say, in my place, that never 
did an official paper emanate from any civilized 
Government in the world which contained so many 
falsehoods, (1 cannot use any milder term,) false- 
hoods so’numerous and so gross. Falsehoads, not 
in hundreds or in thousands misstated, but false- 
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hoods in millions and hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars. That its statements are false, 1 am prepared 
to’ prove from the Secretary’s own reports. 1 will 
show from his own figures that he has fallen into 
mistakes, or misstatements of the truth, in one case 
of slay we millions; in another instance of one 
hundred and seventy-five millions; in another of 
four hundred and one millions, and in another of 
four hundred and twenty-three millions. 1 do not 
say, I will not positively charge, that these mis- 
statements were made with design; with that ques- 
tion it belongs not to me to meddle; but I say that 
his own figures prove the fact to beso. I will 
give the Secretary’s own figures, exposing their 
gross, their palpable misstatements, book and page, 
and I pray gentlemen to take them and show them 
to Mr. Walker, and let him deny or explain them 
away if he can. This wonderful effort of financial 
ability, this greatest production of the age, is so 
replete with monstrous errors, that it is not won- 
derful that the honorable Secretary should have 
fainted (as he is said to have done) under the 
amazing task of producing them, and endeavoring 
to put them forth as truth. Sir, itis an easy thing 
to prove the truth to be true; but the task of work- 
ing error into truth ig too great for even the sub- 
lime genius, the herculean ability of Mr. Walker 
himself; and I say it is no wonder he fainted under 
the attempt. 

Sir, the honorable patie? | has ìn his report 
three great objects in view. The first is, to prove 
that low duties always produced increased reve- 
nue; the second is, to prove that the reduction of 
duties has produced not only an increase of im- 
ports but of exports, and especially of the exports 
of breadstuffs and provisions; and the third 1s, to 
show that, by reducing the duties and increasing 
‘imports, he has benefited the farming, mechanical, 
and manufacturing interests of the country. Yes, 
to show that importing foreign goods by millions 
on millions, and sending money out of the country 
to pay for them, is the way to help the interests 
of American labor! Yet so says the Secretary. 

The first position this report attempts to estab- 
lish is, that his project of reducing duties has pro- 
duced an increase of eight millions of dollars in the 
revenue. So far is this from being true, or any- 
thing like the truth, that I will show thut instead 
of bringing into the treasury eight millions more, 
it has actually brought $7,202,657:less than would 
have been received during the last year had the 
tariff of 1842 remained in operation; a blunder of 
the small amount of fifteen millions of dollars in a 
single year. 

If gentlemen will look at the first pages of the 
three last annual reports of the Secretary, they will 
find that, by his own showing, the tariff of 1842 
produced in 1845 $27,528,112; in 1846, $26,712,667; 
and in 1847, under Mr. Walker’s tariff of 1846, he 
received only $23,747,864, almost three millions 
less than waSreceived in 1846, and nearly four 
millions less than in 1845. Now, sir, by looking 
at the late report of the Secretary, it appears that 
last year we imported about ten ang a half mil- 
lions more dutiable goods than it 1845, which, at 
32 pef cent., the average duties under the tariff of 
1842, would yield $3,416,429, which, with the ex- 
cess received in 1845 over 1847, $3,718,288, makes 
$7,202,657 more revenue which would have been 
received if the tariff of 1842 had not been repealed. 
This is mathematically true; and yet, in the face 
of these facts, the President and Secretary say the 
revenue has been increased more than eight mil- 
lions of dollars. 

In his report of last session, he gives his own 
estimate for the procetds of the present or last year 
(1847) at $27,835,731; yet it has actually produced 
but $23,147,864, more than four millions less than 
his own official estimate. Yet both he and the 
mode] President say that the tariff has more than 
realized the most sanguine hopes of its friends! 1 
confess I do not comprehend statements like these. 
Perhaps the Secretary may explain them. 

Now as to the modus operandi, the legerdemain, 
-the sleight-of-hand, by which falsehoods are made 
to appear true, the plan by which he attempts to 
make it out that he has received more revenue 
under the tariff of 1846 than was received under 
that of 1842. How is this done? It is done by 
cutting up the years; taking a few months of one 
year and four or five months of another—five 
months under the tariff of 1842 and seven under 
the tariff of 1846. Everybody knows the tariff of 
1846 was passed in July, and did not go into opere 
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ation till December; during this time imports pay- 
ing dutjes were almost entirely arrested. The fact 
being that the duties would in a few months be 
greatly reduced, a very large amount of goods 
which would have come in. and paid duty accord- 
ing to the then existing tariff of 1842, were with- 
held till the duties came down. They were piled 
up in warehouses or kept in bond till the tariff of 
1846 and low duties took effect; besides, goods 
which had paid heavy duties were reéx ported, and 
the duties withdrawn from the treasury. During 
this period, of course little revenue, in compari- 
son, was coming in, though the country was still 
nominally under the tariff of 1842. Now these | 
are the months which this very fair and candid | 
Secretary takes for his estimate of the produce of 
the tariff of 1842. As soon as the reduced tariff of 
1846 went into operation, all these goods, which 
had been held back waiting for the reduced duties, 
were at once poured in, and in peurs revenue by 
millions. : 
the tariff of 1842 now return under the tariff of 
1846; and these are the months which this truth- | 
seeking Secretary takes, as showing the compara- 
tive product of this model tariff, contrasted with 
five months of the tariff of 1842, giving a little over 
seven millions, when, for two years before, the 
revenue had exceeded an average of twenty-seven 
And this is put forth as a fair compari- 
son. This is no deception. Oh, no; this is fair. 
This is the way to bring truth to the people! He 
might as well compare the strength of a giant and 
that of a child, by putting down what the giant 
could lift'when on his sick bed and in his last 
hours, and what the child could lift in the vigor of 
health and under a sudden and violent excitement. 
Would this be a very satisfactory way of proving 
that the child was stronger than the giant? 

The next thing the learned Secretary attempts 
to prove is, that under low duties more revenue is 
always obtained than under high duties. To 
show this, he selects ten years’ income under a 
high tariff, and ten years under a low one. He 
selects ten years, from 1832 to 1842, under the 
compromise bill, for his low tariff; and ten years, 
from 1824 to 1832, eight years under the high tariff 
of 1824 and 1828, with two years under the tariff 
of 1842, as the high tariff period. Now, I assert, 
that in the very years on which he relies, and 
which he has selected for the comparison, his own 
figures prove, not that he got less revenue under 
the high than the low paid, but they prove that he got 
eighty-tioo millions more under the high tariff than 
he did under the low. For the proot, I refer gen- 
tlemen and the Secretary to his own official report 
on the finances in 1845, page 956. Here you have 
his own report. Take it down, gentlemen; I de- 
sire you to take a minute of what Í state; for what | 
I say I can prove. I hope the chancellor of the 
exchequer that was [Mr. McKay] will pay special 
attention to these statements. I say, on Mr. Walk- 
er’s own showing, that under the ten years of 
low tariff the receipts were $214,885,858, and that 
under the high tariff years the receipts were 
$297,842,215. The difference in favor of the high 
tariff is $82,956,356—¢8,295,635 per year; and yet 
the Secretary and the President say that all expe- 
rience proves that low tariffs give’ the most rev- 
enue! Whether such statements proceeded from 
ignorance or design he would not say, but it was 
one or the other. I refer (said Mr. S.) to day, 
to date, book, and page. Let them look at 

| 
| 
| 
| 


millions! 


it. I want Mr. Walker himself to look at it. I 
suppose when he sent us his book, with all these 
confident statements, supported by figures too, he 
thought it would answer its purpose. He owes it 
to his character for truth and candor to admit or 
deny this statement, or authorize some friend to 
do it for him on this floor. Will it bedone? We 
will see. 

And now for his positions on the subject of ex- 
ports. The Secretary affirms that the balance of 
trade is always in our favor under a low tariff; that 
our exports exceed our imports, and that the ex- 
ports of breadstuffs and provisions are especially 
increased. Now I say that, deducting the imports 
during the ten years of high tariffs, selected by the 
Secretary for comparison, from the imports during 
the ten years of low tariffs, and it would appear 
that the balance against the country under the low 
tariff was $401,976,076—equal to $40,197,607 a 
year; and deducting during each period the goods 
reéxported, the balance against the country would 
be increased to the sum of $423,455,724. And 
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how had it been paid? By two hundred millions of 
State bonds, sent to Europe to pay for goods; a 
mercantile debt of nearly an equal amount, result- 
ing at the end of the low duty period, in 1840, ’41, 
and 742, in repudiation and bankruptcy, State, na- 
tional, and individual, throughout the land. Yet 
we are told by the President and Secretary that 
low duties produce prospggity, national and indi- 
vidual, and especially the prosperity of the farmers 
and laborers of the “toiling millions.” 

But this is not all. Take the exports from the 
imports during these ten years of low duties, and 
it will be found that the debt against the people of 
the United States in favor of foreigners is $176,- 
166,242. What a sum of national prosperity is 
here exhibited! 

Such is the evidence in favor of Mr. Walker’s 
position that low tariffs always turn the balance of 
trade in our favor. Such are the happy effects of 
his policy of free trade. Low tariffs always have 
been and always will be the ruin of the country. 
Let any man look at the scenes of general distress 
which always have followed this insane policy, the 
ruin of flourishing establishments, the multiplica- 
tion of peg, aL the advertisements of sheriffs’ 
sales, the destruction of credit and confidence, the 
prostration of enterprise, the stagnation of trade 
and general condition of discontent and misery 
which have invariably succeeded the adoption of 
these false and visionary theories, and he wilgfind 
one of the best criterions to judge of their political 
soundness. And such, I say, will always be the 
consequences of a repetition of the experiment. 
Mr. Walker says that they never hate followed. 
I say they always have. Their whole theory isa 
mistake, and practice will ever so prove it to be; 
and when it is put forth in the very face of facts 
which every intelligent man knows, it is difficult 
to resist the conclusion that it is done to deceive; 
that there is an object to be attained by misleading 
the public mind. 

Again: the Secretary asserts that low duties 
have always been accompanied by a greatly in- 
creased export of breadstuffs. And he attributes 
the sudden augmentation in those exports during 
the last season not to the. famine in Ireland and 
over the south of Europe, not at all, but solely to 
his model tariff of 1846! That is what has done it 
all. Low duties, not starvation, have induced the 
people of the Old World suddenly to eat Indian 
meal, and call out for American flour and Ameri- 
can beef. But I wish to ask him—and I put the 
same question to southern gentlemen in this 
House—if this reduction of duties is the thing 
which has produced so large an export of bread- 
stuffs, pray why had it not in this same degree in- 
creased the exports of cotton and tobacco? The 
export of cotton under this model tariff of our 
model President has been less by four millions of 
dollars than the average exports of ten years past, 
from 1835 to 1845. 

What did this? What produced this falling off 
under this beautiful free-trade policy? Was that, 
too, the fruit of the tariff of 1846? Why has there 
been no increased export of cotton? Southern 
gentlemen—cotton groweré—how is this? And 

ou, ye tobacco growers, how comes it that, under 

r. Walker’s patent machine to increase exports, 
the export of tobacco has fallen off a million and 
a half? What say you to that? Was this the 
happy effect of the tariff of 1846? The Secretary 
tells us that the starvation in Europe has had [ittle 
or nothing to do with the consumption there of our 
breadstuffs; nothing whatever. ell, the starva- 
tion has ceased, breadstuffs are down, and now the 
redoubtable Mr. Secretary Walker is like to be 
caught in his own trap! [ tell fis that in a few 
weeks more, the corn laws in England, sliding-scale 
and all, will be in full operation. They were 
merely suspended, not repealed, during the famine; 
and now, when the famine is over, and Mr. Walk- 
er is caught in Sir Robert Peel’s trap, the corn laws 
go into full effect on the first day of March next, 
and then exports cease, the revenue falls off, and 
Mr. Walker will have to appeal to us to restore 
the tariff of 1842, to replenish his empty sub- 
treasury, and feed the starving armies, civil and 
military, at home and abroad. 

He next tells us with infinite satisfaction that 
his report in favor of free trade and British goods 
in 1845 was reprinted in England; that ‘* Sir Rob- 
ert Peel raised his eyes to the light of truth.” No 
wonder Sir Robert raised his eyes in astonish- 
ment. No wonder that he suspended the duties 


1848.. 


‘on breadstuffs, and let them in to feed Ireland that 
was starving. But when that fit of starvation is 
relieved, the protection to British agriculture as 
well as manufactures is at once restored. 

The Secretary asserts that under high tariffs the 
export of breadstuffs has always fallen off. The 
whole experience of the past, he says, establishes 
this general fact; and hggvants our farmers to look 
at the fact. Now, I avëf that for four years under 
the highest tariff we ever had—I mean the ‘“‘ bill 
of abominations,” the tariff of 1828—we exported 
to Great Britain (England, Scotland, and Ireland) 
a hundred times as much breadstuffs as we did du- 
ring four years from 1835 to 1839, under the low 
tariff or compromise bill of 1833. Yes, I repeat it; 
during four years of the operation of the ‘ bill of 
abominations,’’ our exports of breadstufis (wheat, 
flour, corn, and corn meal) were one hundred times 
greater to England than during four years under 
the compromise bill. Yet. the Secretary says the 
exports of breadstuffs have uniformly been less 
under a high than under a low tariff! 

Here Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, called 
for the proof of Mr. Srewarr’s position. 

Mr. STEWART. The gentleman shall have it. 
I will give ittohim. Here itis. l have got it from 
Official reports, carefully revised by an officer of 
this House. Here is the result. He would give 
the details in tabular form hereafter; they were 
ready, but he had no time to read them now; his 
brief hour was fast running away, and with all the 
haste he could make he would not be able to get 
half through what he wished to say. But he would 
furnish the gentleman ffom South Carolina [Mr. 
Homes] with the information he desired; he could 
only give him the aggregates. 

In four years, from 1835 to 1839, under low 
duties, we imported from Great Britain $253,000,- 
000 worth of goods, equal to $63,000,000 a year, 
and she took from us, during this period of low 
duties, $94,629 worth of breadstuffs, equal to 
$23,657 per year! Well, now for the high tariff 
of 1828, which lasted four years, from 1828 to 
1833. During this time, we took from Great 

« Britain $142,000,000 worth of goods, equal to 
$35,000,000 a year; and she took from us, under 
this enormously high tariff, $9,504,241 worth of 
our breadstuffs, equal to $2,376,060 per year. 
We, under the high tariff, taking about half as 
much of her goods, and she taking one hundred 
times as much of our breadstuffs. Yet the Secre- 
tary and President say that low duties always have 
and always will increase the exportation of our 
breadstuffs! Yet the Secretary says that if we do 
not take more British goods in pay for our bread- 
stuffs, ‘* England will have to pay specie for our 

` breadstuffs, and not having it to spare, she will 
take less or pay less for our cotton.” 

Yes, let the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Hotmes] put these amounts down and dis- 

rove them if he can. Let him take it to Mr. 

alker; if he does not, I will send it to him, and 
call upon him to vindicate himself from the charge 
of having given his official sanction and the weight 
of his high station to these gross misstatements, 
calculated, if not intended, to deceive the people. 
He has stuffed every page almost of his report full 
of breadstuffs. But lam mistaken if he will not 
be sick of his breadstuffs before all is over. [A 
laugh.] In 1836 we imported eighty-six millions 
worth of British goods, and she took from us in 
breadstuffs the heavy amount of $1,684; that is, 
we take $460 from her in her manufactures to 
every single cent she takes from us in the form of 
our breadstuffs. And let it not be forgotten that 
of those very manufactures more than one-eighth 
part of the whole value is made up of British 
readstuffs consumed in the making of the goods. 

* (When I say Britain, I mean England, Ireland, 
and Scotland, not her dependencies. ) 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McCter- 
NAND] congratulates himself very highly on the 
repeal of the tariff of 1842. Now, he probably 
forgets that his own district consumed, in 1836, 
$373,913 worth of British goods to every $732 she 
took of its agricultural products—assuming that 
his district consumes in proportion to all others. 
Yet we are congratulated on the great increase in 
the export of breadstuffs under low duties ! 

What I have here stated I hold myself bound to 
maintain. The statements cannot be successfully 
contradicted. They will not be contradicted. I 
doubt whether it will be attempted. They may 
reply, but they cannot and will not attempt to dis- 
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prove these facts. They are afraid to deny and |! this House who would do full justice to the posi- 
[A voice : It will be an- |! tion the gentleman had taken. 


But he assured the 


swered, probably, by a personal attack.] Well, |: gentleman that his friend General Taylor, whom 


so be it. I am used to personal attacks, but they 
have not and cannot deter me from the fearless dis- 
charge of my duty on this floor. 

Again: the Secretary says another thing. He 
says that by the tariff of 1846 duties have been re- 
duced from 100 and 200 per cent. down to 20 and 


he had so unceremoniously introduced, would got 
thank him for presenting the issue of a high (Wf 
in connection with his name—an issue which had 
always been avoided by him, an issue as to com- 


' mitting himself upon which General Taylor was 


30 per cent.; that three-fifths of the duty has been || 


taken off of iron; and more than one-half the duty 
off of coal; and yet he says the price of iron is 
higher than it was before, and of coal too. Wel, 
sir, if the fact is so, who then is benefited by the 
reduction of the duty? The foreigner, most clear- 
ly, and the foreigner alone. American consumers 
pay more for their iron than they did before. The 
amount of the change is this, that the foreigner 
brings his iron into our market, and the treasury 
loses three-fifths of the former duty. Of such a 
state of things this model of a Secretary congratu- 
lates Pennsylvania, and alludes to the result of the 
late elections as speaking her approval of his 
financiering ! 

I will tell you one way in which he lowers duties. 
He takes off one-half the duty on brandy and puts 
it upon tea and coffee. He relieves the rich man’s 
brandy, and burdens with a heavy hand the tea and 
coffee of ‘the toiling millions.” And for this he 
got the votes of Pennsylvania! He takes nearly 
one-half of the duty off of hats, and 50 and 30 per 
cent. off of cloths and shoes. What for? Toin- 
crease revenue. How will this increase revenue? 
By increasing imports. He says he has reduced 
the duties one-third, so that now he must import 
one hundred and fifty millions worth of goods to 
get the same revenue that one hundred millions 


| gave under the tariff of 1842, and he must send 


fifty millions of dollars to pay for them. So the 
foreigner sells us fifty millions to displace fifty 
millions now made at home, without paying our 
treasury one cent more revenue—foreigners have 
all the benefit, and Americans bear all the loss. 
That is the beautiful policy of our model Presi- 
dent and his model Secretary, and a pretty pair of 
models they are! [A laugh.] But, there is a 
shadow over them! Old Rough and Ready is 
coming to correct all this anti-American policy and 
see justice done to the American people. Under 
this precious doctrine of Mr. Walker, we must 
import six millions more of foreign iron to get the 
duties we did, and leave so muci of our own iron 
under the ground. Why must we take so much 
more of British iron, while England will not take 
any more of our cotton? 

Once more: this Secretary tells us that the uni- 
form effect of a high tariff is to oppress labor, and 
that of low tariffs is to favor it. It will soon, he 
says, become ‘an axiomatic truth,” that aLL 
TARIFFS are d TAX upon LABOR. A tax on foreign 
goods a tax on our own labor! Indeed! I will 
adopt the maxim, but with anamendment. I move 
to insert the word “ foreign.” All tariffs are a tax 
on foreign labor. So they are, when foreign labor 
comes in competition with our own. But, to en- 
courage the latter, Mr. Walker takes the duty off 
of foreign labor and puts it on ourown. The re- 
duction inures to the benefit of the foreigner, and 
the treasury loses the revenue. 

He says that low duties are always followed by 
public prosperity; and he very modestly says it 
was the effect of his report of 1845, which was 
published for the use of Parliament, that produced 
the repeal of the British corn laws. Sir, the corn 
laws are not repealed; they never were repealed. 
They were temporarily suspended, it is true; and 
in a very few weeks they will again go into effect. 
The Secretary says it is susceptible of mathematical 
demonstration, that in all countries, this and every 
other, the public prosperity is advanced by low 
duties. I deny it. I say the very reverse is the 
result of the whole experience of this country, 
and I will proceed to prove it by the Secretary’s 
own official reports. 

[Here the Chairman’s hammer fell, and Mr. S. 
resumed his seat.]} 

Mr. VENABLE next obtained the floor. He 
regretted that the time allotted to him would pre- 
vent him from taking such notice of the remarks 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Stew- 
ART] on the tariff as he should like to do. He 
trusted on some other occasion he should have the 
opportunity; and if he should not, he knew there 
were abler and more experienced individuals in 
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exceedingly cautious. 

But there was another question upon which he 
should ask the indulgence of this committee—a 
question which to his mind presented one of the 
most important, one of the most profoundly inter- 
esting issues which had ever been raised. He 
was admonished that this was an old question; he 
knew it was to some uninteresting; but for more 
than thirty years he had been a close observer of 
the political history of this country, with the small 
porion of intellect he possessed; and after all the 
ights that had been thrown upon it from this 
observation and experience, he still felt, as he had 
ever felt, that it was one of the most important 
questions which had ever been agitated in this 
country. He referred to the question involved in 
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lately received upon the subject of internal im- 
provements. 

He felt under obligations to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Stewart] and to the gentle- — 
men from Ohio [Mr. Vinron and Mr. Scuencg} 
for coming up so boldly to the mark as they had, 
for taking a platform so broad and so wide as 
could not be mistaken. They had been told by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. C. B. Smita] 
that the only limit to the power of Congress to 
make internal improvements was the will of Con- 
gress. That all those fancied securities which it 
had been supposed were erected by the Constitu- 
tion had been swept away. Those who, like him, 
maintained the rights of the States and a strict 
construction of the Constitution, had been accus- 
tomed to believe that their broad rivers and their 
fair lands belonged to them, and that they were 
not merely the tenants of the General Government. 
If State rights and State sovereignty were a phan- 
tom, it was high time they should be informed of 
it, so that they might recognize their allegiance 
and their obligations in all respects to the-General 
Government. He had not so learned the Consti- 
tution or the cotemporaneous construction of it. 
Those venerable sages and patriots who gave it to 
us as a rich legacy,a safe hope in every peril, anda 
‘sure pledge in every storm, had no such thing in 
view when they declared that all powers not dele- 
gated by the Constitution to the United States, nor 
prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the 
States respectively and to the people. 

And permit him to say that he never felt more 
gratified in his life—and he knew the Democratic 
party of the country would feel and acknowledge 
their obligations to the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] for the compliment, the 
unwilling compliment, he paid the President of 
the United States for this veto message. [mmea 
diately after it was read, that gentleman, who was 
so well acquainted with the political history of the 
country, was so electrified, so afraid of its influ- 
ence on the public mind, that he asked for the ap- 
pointment of a committee of one member from 
each State, that they might have a chance to ex- 
ercise their ingenuity to frame a reply to go out 
along with it; for he proposed. that the message 
should not be printed until the committee should 
make their report. There was no parallel to it, 
except when, in the discussion of Mr. Jay’s treaty, 
Mr. Ames poured forth that burning tide of elo- 
quence, and when it was feared, if the vote were 
ther taken, it would go in accordance with it, a 
member rose and asked that the House adjourn. 
The distinguished chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means felt that something must be 
done to foil the blow and break the edge of this 
polished shaft. He thanked him for the compli- 
ment. It was well deserved; it was justly earved 
by one of the ablest and most forcible documents 
that had ever been communicated to Congress. It 
swept away all the distinctions, which troubled 
gentlemen so much, of salt water and fresh water, 
and all others, by taking away from Congress en- 
tirely the power to make internal improvements. 

They had been told by the gendeman from Ohio - 
(Mr. Vinton] that there was a time when all were 
Federalists and all were Republicans; that those 
were palmy days, when all the rancor of partisan 
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feeling was softened down; a.proud period in 
Amefican history, when all were Americans. 
Yes, he remembered it; it was during Mr. Mon- 
roesg administration. He could qfote Mr. Mon- 
roew the latter part of it against Mr. Monroe on 
his first accession to power. Mr. Monroe com- 
mitted the mistake of selecting a Cabinet opposed 
to each other. It was the great blunder of his 
administration. He did not blame Whigs fer be- 
ing Whigs, and taking Whig advisers; the very 
instinct ‘of self-preservation required it. Mr. Mon- 
roe, by way of conciliating the difficulties which 
arose during the war of 1812, (for he came into 
power in 1816, at the close of that war,) remem- 

ering the Hartford Convention, and the formida- 
ble difficulties that threatened a dissolution of the 
Union, made a mistaken effort to conciliate them. 
Mr. Monroe commenced with the Republican 
creed, and ended with a Federal administration, as 
the history of the country would show. Read 
Mr. Monroe’s message when he commenced his 
administration, and you would see that he utterly 
denied the power of this Government over internal 
improvements; and then his messages when he 
closed, and'you would say, not *‘ how arethe mighty 
fallen,’’ (for he never was an admirer of Mr. Mon- 
roe or his administration,) but you would say that 
a wonderful change had come over the spirit of his 
dream. 

He would here turn to the honorable gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Stanton,] who yesterday 
gave the House his views, differing from the Pres- 
ident. The gentleman told them, and they had 
been told by other gentlemen, that the bright, 
great names of Madison, Monroe, 
others, had all approved bills appropriating for 
He had learned that great 
names would not sanctify error. He felt as great 
respect and veneration for General Jackson as any 
one could feel. His brow was entwined with a 
chaplet of never-failing laurels; his name was writ- 
ten with a ray of light upon the page of his coun- 
try’s history; and withered be the tongue which 
would seek to darken that name, or the hand to 
rob him_of those laurels. Yet he felt no more re- 
spect for General Jackson’s errors than for those 
of other men; they would do more harm, and 
therefore were the more to be feared. [t was re- 
served for Mr. Polk to clear away all the difficul- 
ties from the question, and take the ground that 
our Government has no constitutional ability to 
make iriternal improvements whatever; for if they 
opened the door, they opened the Pandora’s box 
from which numberless evils would fly out. Upon 
this question of the views of the framers of the 
Constitution as to the power of the General Gov- 
ernment over works of internal improvement, he 
had before him the first volume of the Madison 
Papers, (from which he could not stop to read,) 
which showed that when the express right was 
sought to cut cdnals, and that, too, moved by Dr. 
Franklin as an amendment to the clause to estab- 
lish post-roads, it was rejected by the Convention 
that made the Constitution. It seemed to him, if 
anything on the face of the earth could exclude an 
inference, this would. If the right of the Govern- 
ment to make internal improvements was so clear 
and undoubted, why had its advocates sought to 
locate it under every clause of the Constitution? 
He spoke of those different clauses; that giving 
power to Congress to regulate commerce, to estab- 
lish post-roads, &c.; and, finally, the general-wel- 
fare clause, under which anything could be done, 
and all the powers of the Government could be 
consolidated in a single individual. 

There was nothing he venerated more than he 
did this Union; there was no richer legacy that he 
wished to leave to his children and to posterity 
than the Union pure and unsullied. But, as much 
as he loved it, as much as he should dread to see it 
sundered, there was one thing which he dreaded 


. much more, and that was consolidation—the con- 


== 


centration of all the powers of the States around 
the Federal Government. Such were the senti- 
ments of Jefferson, Madison, and of many mem- 
bers of the Convention. They all feared, more 
than aught else, a consolidation of all power in the 
hands of the General Government. And he would 
here read a single piece of history on this matter, 
which a friend had put into his hands. When 
Congress, in New York, in 1789, immediately after 
the adoption of the Constitution, was fixing a place 


for the seat of the Federal Government, and the || be accumulated, and such burdens as should bring 
bill passed the House by which it was located on 


| 


| 
: 


Jackson, and | 


| 


| 


„the Susquehanna, it was expressly provided that 
Maryland and Pennsylvania should clear out the 
river and make the harbor. There was not a sin- 
gle dissenting voice maintaining the right of Con- 
gress to do it. Here was a cotemporaneous expo- 

‘sition of the Constitution. Mr. Madison, and 
other gentlemen who discussed the bill, admitted 
that, unless Maryland and Pennsylvania made the 
arrangement, the Government would be placed in 
the power of those States. Mr. Madison, one of 
the fathers of the Constitution, one of its best ex- 
ponents, if internal improvements had been the 
order of the day, would have risen in his place 
and said, Congress has the power; let us take pos- 
session of this river, (which was then legally made 
a public highway,) and we will clear it out, and 
make such improvements as are necessary. But 
no such thing did we hear from him. In the name 
of the State he in part had the honor to represent, 
he (Mr. V.) protested against the Federal Govern- 
ment’s laying hands on their soil, clearing out their 
rivers, or improving their harbors, and leaving 
them merely the child’s bauble, the paraphernalia 
of State sovereignty. 

It was with extreme regret that he heard the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Stanron] ina 
part of his remarks yesterday, because he believed 
the gentleman had been a prominent actor in the 
great triumph they had achieved towards free trade 
and getting rid of the ‘* American system.” The 
gentleman had been found fighting side by side 
with those who contended for these great and glo- 
rious principles. He was distressed to hear him 
surrender, as it struck him, the strongest position 
their party occupied. The public mind had been 
enlightened on the subject.of the tariff and a Uni- 
ted States bank. We have met the enemy, (said 

Mr. V.,) and swept them with victory—a victory 
proclaimed from one end of the country to the 

other; and now, he feared, the gentleman was 

giving his aid to the enemy to rally his scattered 
legions. 

~ The honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vix- 

TON] said it had never been intended by the friends 

of internal improvement to prosecute the system 

by creating a public debt. If so, why were they 
told by the gentleman from Indiana, and all who 
had spoken on that side, that by a capricious veto 
the President had deprived the country of the ben- 
efit of these works of internal improvement? Did 
they not tell them that the credit of the country 
was sinking, its resources being exhausted, and 
that direct taxes -would have to be resorted to; and 
et did we not hear from them murmurs and com- 
plaints that this was a tyrannical exercise of the 

veto power, depriving the country of those im- 

provements to which it was entitled from the Gen- 

eral Government? He said to his friend from 

Tennessee, Beware how you rise and give your 

support to this doctrine. Beware how you open 

the door of Congress and acknowledge this power; 

how you open the door by which uncounted mil- 

lions may be appropriated. We were told in the 

contest of 1840, that the United States bank was 
an ‘* obsolete idea,” that the people had passed 
judgment on it, and that sentence of death was 
executed, and why make the bank an issue? And 
yet Mr. Tyler, when he had the moral courage to 
veto the bank bill, received the loud curses of the 

Whigs, and was ranked with every traitor from 

Judas Iscariot down. Ah! it was not dead. He 

warned his friend from Tennessee it was like the 

benumbed serpent; once warm it again into life 
under Whig nursing, and it would come forth from 
its scaly folds ready for ruin and destruction. 

Revive this gigantic scheme of internal improve- 

ments; saddle the country with a debt of $200,- 

000,000, destroy its credit, and you would hear 

from one side of this Hall to the other. the Whig 

party calling out for a great ‘* regulator,” a remed 
for the distresses of the people, a United States 
bank. He recollected the spasms, the dying throes 
of that monster. Whatever might be said of Gen- 
eral Jackson, the glorious victory of New Orleans 
was small compared with the moral courage with 
which he seized that monster by the throat and 
gave it its death struggle. Our liberties survived 
the shock, it was true; but he was unwilling that 
they should again be put to so severe a test. He 
warned his friend from Tennessee. Let it not be 

a barren triumph; ‘aid not to introduce and re- 

establish a system by which debt after debt is to 


back a high tariff, a United States bank and all the 


evils’ of their train. He portrayed vividly the 
corrupting influence of the bank over individual 
members of Congress—the despotic influence of a 
creditor over a debtor—and its blighting influence 
upon the trade and general interests of the coun- 
try; the numberless abuses and corruptions of the 
system of log-rolling to which appropriations for 
internal improvements wd@d inevitably give rise, 
and the influence which might be brought to bear 
through both these systems upon Presidential 
elections. 

_He commented more particularly upon the de- 
signation given by Mr. Stanton toa portion of the 
President’s message of ‘* philological’? and ‘‘ met- 
aphysical.’’ 

Mr. STANTON (Mr. V. yielding at his re- 
quest) wished to make a single remark. The gen- 
tleman seemed to have taken it upon himself to 
give him a sort of lecture to-day upon his opin- 
lons, for which he was’ very much obliged. But 
if the gentleman represented him as saying that 
the President’s message generally was of that 
character—that it was metaphysical or philologi- 
cal, he was mistaken; he had said no so such thing. 
He had spoken of the power to regulate commerce, 
of that part of the President’s argument, and also 
of the historical part of the President’s message, 
and had argued contrary to the conclusions at 
which the President arrived, as the gentleman 
would distinctly recollect. 
Mr. VENABLE. I distinctly recollect. 

Mr. STANTON said, with the, gentleman’s 
leave, he would now trespass upon his indulgence 
to reply to another part of his lecture. [Cries of 
‘* No, no.’’] 

He would say but a single word. He had said 
that he would sooner trust to the General Govern- 
ment the power to make works of internal im-' 
provement than to moneyed corporations. He 
would sooner have the Government of the United 
States make the navigation of the Ohio free than 
to have the canal around its falls in the hands-of a 
corporation who levied immense taxes upon all 
the commerce of the West. And he thought it 
more democratic that the Government should do it 
than to confide such an immense power—a power 
in which the whole country were so vitally inter- 
ested—to a corporation. 

Mr. VENABLE, resuming, said that every- 
thing he had said had been with the most pro- 
found respect for the gentleman from Tennessee, 
and nothing unkind had been intended. He had 
intended to state that the gentleman had said that 
so far as the question of the power to regulate 
commerce was concerned, the President’s mes- 
sage was philological and metaphysical. If b 
that he intended that he most clearly set forth his 
meaning by his words, and that his conclusions 
from his premises were clear and irresistible, he 
agreed with the gentleman. With reference to the 
historical parts of the message, he had not been 
able to see in what respect they were incorrect; 
but as he had not examined it particularly, he 
would not now dispute that point with his friend 
from Tennessee. | 
He further contested some of the positions taken 
by Mr. Stanton, and enforced his views in oppo- 
sition to the entire system of internal improve- 
ments. 

His friend from Tennessee, he said, misunder- 
stood him. His purpose had not been to read a 
lecture to the gentleman. It would have beena 
presumption on his part, of which he hoped he 
never should be guilty. But he could not let the 
Py pass to express his hope that no friend 
of Democratic principles, when, after thirty years 
of conflict, they had well nigh succeeded, when 
they saw their flag waving in triumph, would now 
in any degree yield to the enemy. He could say 
this of the Whig party, that for the last ten or 
twelve years they were the best people in the 
world to run when there was. no prize to win; but 
when they came to the ballot-box in the Presi- 
dential contest, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
would find that they would not clog old ‘* Rough 
and Ready” with any such burdens as he seemed 
disposed to place upon him. He had never said 
that he was in favor of a United States’ bank, or 
in favor of a high protective tariff. He knew 
nothing about them. For many years he had 
been too much engaged in military life to turn his 
attention to them. He would be clogged neither 
by these nor the Wilmot proviso. pon these 
subjects he had been exceedingly cautious in his 
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communications, as was manifest from his letter 
to a gentleman in Mobile. He (Mr. V.) did not 
come to this House as a President-maker; but one 
thing he would say, that he would sustain the 
claims of no candidate who either withheld his 
opinions from the public, or who did not unequiv- 
ocally adopt the Democratic creed. No man was 
more willing to vote thanks to our gallant officers 
and soldiers; but he desired to know whether the 
hero of Buena Vista stood pledged to the doctrines 
held by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

There was, however, another question of grave 
importance to which he wished to direct attention 
for a few minutes. Within a few days they had 
had a resolution submitted by a gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hupson] in favor of with- 
drawing our troops from beyond the Rio Grande, 


and giving up all indemnity. Well, but after the | 


Fouse had been forced to a vote upon it, and after 
a reconsideration by nearly a tie vote, there was 


not more than forty-one votes in this House to | 


stand by it. Again, there was another resolution 
offered—a vote of thanks to General Taylor——and 
he had nothing to say against that gallant soldier, 
for he had fought well. But when the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HENLEY] offered an amendment 


to express the fact that General Taylor and the: 


army under his command were engaged in fighting 
for the rights and honor of the country, another 


amendment was offered by a gentleman from Mas- | 


sachusetts (Mr. Asumun] declaring the war to have 
been unnecessarily and unconstitutionally begun 
by the President of the United States. There 


were eighty-five members of this House who stood | 


up to sustain the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. Now, all he (Mr. V.) bad to say 
at this time was, that he was a friend of the Ad- 
ministration, and he justified Mr. Polk in every 
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articles of impeachment the gentleman might prefer; 
and no man should fear who was surrounded by 


few facts to show that the President had not truly 
presented them to the country. The President 
states, in his message, that the power to appropriate 
money for internal improvements was never claim- 
ed for thirty years after the organization of the 


| Government. Now, it so happened that it was 


claimed, and sustained by an able argument by 
Mr. Gallatin, in 1808, in a report which he at that 
time made to Congress. He would advert for a 
moment to the resolution under which it was 


; made. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, next rose, 
but said it was not with the intention to occupy 


Committee. He merely rose to say a few words 
on one of the topics which had occupied no incon- 
siderable portion of the time of the House for the 
last few days. He was, he confessed, somewhat 
amused yesterday on listening to the full and elabo- 
rate defence of the measures of the Administration 
by gentlemen who addressed the committee. The 
state of feeling must be, indeed, very agreeable with 
which the President and the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury witnessed the success of all their measures— `! 


if they were so successful as gentlemen described 
them. He (Mr. R.) had supposed, however, there 


cently made to the country. 
In 1818, Mr. Calhoun 


But that was not all. 


made a report on this subject when he was in the 


step he had taken during this war. He believed it 
was a war in defence of the honor, the glory, and 
the rights of the country, and his whole heart and ! 
soul were init. This Congress was the grand in- | 

uest of the nation; of this House, one branch of | 
Congress, eighty-five gentlemen had voted that Mr. | 
Polk had violated the Constitution—that every | 
drop of blood which had been shed, every bone | 


| Department of War. From that report the hon- 
| orable gentleman read various extracts, and also 
| from other documents, to sustain the position which 
Secretary of the Treasury. To enable the Govern- |: he had taken that the President had not truthfully 
ment to meet these expenses, the Secretary of the |! represented the origin of this claim. The honor- 
Treasury recommended, first, a duty on tea and j; able gentleman also proceeded to controvert an- 
coffee; and, in the second place, he had taken the ;i other statement of the President s message, which 
position that the only way to raise sufficient reve- |; set forth that during Mr. Adams’s administration 


had been some trouble attendant on their measures, 
and that to sustain the burdens which thecountry has 


l 

more than ten or fifteen minutes of the time of the ever, undertake to read it, for it embraced a 
| 
| 
| 
nowto bear had given sore affliction to the mindofthe 
| 


that now whitened the pee of Mexico, every | 


agony that had been preduced, was attributable to 


the President’s unnecessarily and unconstitution- | 


ally commencing this war. This the gentlemen 
cpposite had declared by their votes, and he called 
upon them to impeach the President. They had 
a majority in this House, and therefore they could 
impeach the President if he had been guilty of un- 
necessarily and unconstitutionally involving this 
country in war. He called upon them as honest 
men and as brave men to come up and bring the 
question fairly and fully before the public. 

He repeated, if they believed it, as doubtless 
they did; if they had voted in good faith, and that 
he would not question; if they were firm men, as 
he knew they were; if they were brave men, which 
none could doubt, let them come up to the seratch. 
He knew one Senator from Massachusetts had dis- 
qualified himself for trying the impeachment by a 
speech he had made at Springfield; but if eighty- 
five gentlemen of this House believed the Pres- 
ident to be a murderer; if they believed Mr. Polk 
had wantonly, unnecessarily, and unconstitution- 
ally brought on the war; if he had unnecessarily 
and unconstitutionally steeped one nation in blood 


and clothed another in mourning—if he had been | 


guilty of so high an offence, he would be deserving 


of the malediction of the present age and the | 


execration of posterity; and he called upon the 
“majority in this House to present articles of im- 
peachment. Ifthe President had stained the page 
of history with blood, let them wipe it out. Let 
gentlemen stand forth and say, “this blood shall 
not be on our skirts.” He (Mr. V.) courted such 
a result. 
majority to file their impeachment. The Pres- 
ident was ready to meet them, and the voice of the 
people would sustain him. He would also be 
sustained by those gallant legions who had gained 
anil covered themselves over with glory in all their 


battles. The President was ready to meet any | 


10 


nue was to reduce the price of the public lands. || many appropriations were made embracing roads, 
Such were his great schemes of finance. | rivers, harbors, and canals. | 

Mr. R. did not design, however, on this occasion, The idea conveyed by this was, that some new 
to go into these matters, and show their inconsist- | doctrine was established by Mr. Adams’s admin- 
ency. He had no intention to go into an exami- || istration, which was not the fact. No appropria- 
nation of the statements of the Secretary of the |j tions were made during that administration for the 
Treasury, who seemed to have more regard gor | construction of roads, except such as had been 
some abstract mode of argument than for practical | provided for from the beginning of the Govern- 
details and the preparation of just estimates of the || ment. The roads for which appropriations were 
means that were necessary to meet the demands ;| made were those of the Territories, for which the 
on the treasury. Nor did he mean to undertake to |; Government had always and does still provide. 
settle the important difficulties of this war, which i; The honorable gentleman here read from a Con- 
afflicted his friends on the other side of the House; |! gressional report a statement of appropriations 
nor those which troubled them respecting the im- || made and the objects to which they were devoted, 
provements of harbors and rivers; and he could || to show that they were for roads lying in Wiscon- 


| 
l 
| 
| 
i 


only express the hope that his friend from Tennes- There 
see [Mr. Stanton] would receive with due meek- 
ness the admonition which had been administered 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Vex- 
ABLE.| In such matters it was not for him (Mr. 
R.) to interfere. But there was one single point 
in the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
in relation to the subject of harbors and rivers, on 
which he had risen to say a word. He had had 
occasion to refer to the President’s message on this 
subject, and he must confess that some of its state- 
ments had struck him with great surprise. The 
purport of one of these statements was, that the 


! sin, Michigan, Arkansas, and Florida. 
| was, however, one bill signed by Mr. Adams for 


a road in Maine. In explanation of this, and to 
show that General Jackson signed bills of a simi- 


| lar character, the honorable gentleman read an ex- 
! tract from some work, the title and contents of 
| which were not distinctly heard at the reporter’s 


desk. He then proceeded to show that the accu- 
sation that Mr. Adams approved and signed bills 
for making and improving canals was not true. 
By voluminous documentary evidence, he proceed- 
ed to sustain the administration of Mr. Adams, 
and to show that it had been misrepresented by 


system of harbor and river improvements had, in || the President, and with that view referred to the 
fact, originated during the administration of Mr. || course pursued and the appropriations made during 
Adams, and that it was greatly restrained, and || the administrations of General Jackson, Mr. Van 


He again called upon gentlemen in the | 


rg ET a a a 


almost abolished, during the administration of |; 


General Jackson. In short, that it lay at the door 
of his (Mr. R.’s) side of the House, and that the 
remedy was to be ascribed to the other. He 
thought, however, that they were not entitled to 
the undivided honor; and hence the statement had 
been made in ignorance, or with a desire to deceive 
the public mind. 


With regard to this matter, he would refer to a | 


Buren, and Mr. Tyler. . 

He further read that part of the message which 
states that, prior to 1826, there had been made no 
appropriations for the improvement of navigable 
rivers. ‘This statement, he said, was also errone- 
ous. In 1824, an act was passed appropriating 
¢75,000 for the improvement of the Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi rivers; in 1825, an act for removing ob- 
structions from the mouth of the Grand river,— 
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and this in the very face of the declaration of the 
President, that, prior to 1826, the time fixed upon 
as being the time Mr. Adams came into power, 
there was no appropriation for the Improvement 
of any navigable rivers. Here was another gross 
misstatement of facts. But he had not intended 
to go at all at length into this subject. l 
There was one- other view contained in this 
message, which appeared rather from the reading 
of it from beginning to end, than from any par- 
ticular clause: that was, that General Jackson 
checked and arrested the system of internal im- 
provements; that he had found it in a very pros- 
perous condition, plunging the country Into bank- 
ruptcy and immense expenditure; and that by his 
timely interference this system was destroyed. 
That was totally untrue. ‘There never was a more 
gross misstatement. What were the facts? By 
referring to the report which he held in his hand, 


which gave the details of every single measure of . 


this character, it would be found tnat, prior to 


1826, between 1806 and 1824, the appropriations : 
of this character for roads were $965,112. From | 


this report it appeared that the whole amount ap- 
propriated during Mr. Adams’s administration for 
roads, harbors, rivers, and everything of that 
character, was $2,311,475 26; and during General 
Jackson’s administration, which it was claimed 
had checked this whole system, what did they 


suppose was the whole amount of these appropri- : 


ations? Why, 10,582,000 and odd dollars—more 
than four times as much as was appropriated du- 
ring Mr. Adams’s administration. And during 
Mr. Van Buren’s administration, after this system 
had been killed, as was claimed—when it was en- 


tirely dead—the amount of bills of the same char- . 
him was 2,223,000 and odd : 
In the first year of Mr. Van Buren’s : 


acter approved by 
dollars. 
administration, $2,000,000 of this was appropri- 
ated; so that these appropriations, in one year of 
Mr. Van Buren’s administration, after this much- 
boasted execution of this whole system by Gen- 
eral Jackson, amounted to as much, within a very 
small sum, as the whole amount appropriated du- 
ring Mr. Adams’s entire administration. It fur- 
ther appeared from this report that the whole 
amount ever appropriated for works of internal 
improvement was $17,199,223, of which they had 
seen that more than ten and a half millions were 
for bills approved by General Jackson. 

Now, he was persuaded that, upon this subject, 
the country at large were not at all aware of the 
facts, and, from the reading of this message, an 
impression was conveyed totally adverse and di- 
rectly opposed to the real facts as he had shown 
them to exist. But it was said that these works 
were of a different character from those works 
which were signed during Mr. Adams’s admin- 
istration. Such was not the fact. With re- 
gard to the appropriations embraced in the bill 
which was vetoed by Mr. Polk at the last session, 
a very large part of them were for the very same 
works which were commenced during General 
Jackson’s administration. Now, it appeared to 
him, in view of these well known facts, that the 
statement made by the President of the history of 
this system was grossly untrue and deceptive, and 
unworthy of any Chief Magistrate. He ought to 
have known the truth concerning this matter; he 
ought to have been informed in relation to it. If 
so, he should not have sent forth a document in- 
tended toconvey a false impression. If he was 
ignorant of the facts, he ought to have informed 
himself before making a statement upon the sub- 
ject. Whatever might be the case, the message 
was calculated to produce an entirely erroneous 
es ae upon the country. 

n relation to the apportionment of these appro- 
priations among the different sections of the coun- 
try, he had but a word to say. He had said that 
the whole amount of appropriations of this charac- 
ter ever made was about $17,000,000. From these, 
his section of the country, or his State, had never 

-been particularly benefited, although upon the 
Atlantic seaboard, and very largely interested in 
foreign and domestic commerce. Of this amount 
of $17,000,000, the New England States had re- 
ceived, in round numbers, $1,106,000; the Middle 
States, including Virginia, $5,927,000; the South 
` and Southwegt, exclusive of Virginia, $4,395,000; 
and Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, and 
Iowa, $5,770,000. 
-His honorable friend from South Carolina near 
him [Mr. Homes] wanted he should see how 
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much had been expended in South Carolina. He 
would endeavor to oblige the gentleman, ifhe could, 
by ascertaining theamount. He referred, playful- 
ly, to the proposed appropriation for Charleston 
harbor, which was last session struck out in the 
House, and remarked that it was struck out prob- 
ably against the gentleman’s vote. 

Mr. COBB inquired if it was not understood 
that it was stricken out because no gentleman from 
South Carolina would vote for the bill? 

Mr. ROCKWELL replied, that he could not 
undertake to say what was the understanding in 
the House. It was suggested by those around 
him that it was not put in because his friend from 
South Carolina went behind the Speaker’s chair, 
and did not vote. 

Mr. HOLMES. I voted directly against it. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Against the bill? But 
how did the gentleman vote upon the particular 
item for this harbor? 

Mr. HOLMES’S reply was not heard by the 
reporter. 

Mr. ROCKWELL concluded by remarking that 
the subject was one of great national importance, 
and not confined merely to local interest. And no 
portion of the country received as little as his did, 
not only in proportion to the number of vessels 
engaged in commerce, both foreign and domestic, 
| but in proportion to the number of harbors which 
| needed to be improved, and to the entire popula- 
l tion. 
| 
| 


Mr. LINCOLN obtained the floor. 
The committee rose and reported progress, and 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
i| ferred : 

‘| By Mr. GOTT: The petition of citizens of Syracuse, 
'| New York, praying Congress to puta stop at once to the 
I| bloody and desolating war with Mexico, and that proposals 
| may be made as soon as practicable to all the nations with 
| 


t 


| whom this Government maintains intercourse for treaty 
stipulations which shall bind the parties to the settlement 
of all future international difficulties by peaceful arbitra- 


} 


tion. - 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of Levi Nichols and 
others, citizens of Warren, Trumbull county, Ohio, for a 
further reduction of postage. Also, the petition of John P. 
Converse, praying an allowance of his expenses whilst act- 
ing as special agent for the Post Office Department, in set- 
tling the claims of certain toll-bridges against Converse & 
Reese, mail contractors from Sandusky to Detroit. Also, 
the petition of A. Doolittle and others, citizens of Trum- 
bull, Portage, and Summit counties, fora tri-weekly mail 
route from Warren, Trumbull county, to Hudson, in Sum- 
mit county. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A petition from the heirs-at-law of 
John BR. Beaugrand, praying Congress to carry into effect the 
provisions of the 6th article of the treaty of the 17th March, 
1842, with the Wyandot Indians. Also, the petition of H. 
Burret and 188 others, citizens of Ohio, praying Congress 
to improve and protect the harbor of Perrysburg, on the 
Maumee river. Also, the petition of citizens of the coun- 
ties of Crawford and Wyandot, Ohio, praying Congress for 


| 
| 
: 


| 

| 
our troops from her territory, restoring her the provinces 
which we now occupy, and for the appointment of commis- 


| sioners, & 
By Mr. 


a tri-weekly mail route from Bueynes, by Oceola, Upper 
Sandusky, and Carey, to Findley, Hancock county. 

By Mr. ROSE: The petition of John Morrison, of Gene- 
va, New York, a soldier in the war of 1812, for au increase 
of pension. 

| By Mr. ST. JOHN: The petition of Solomon Hersey, 
| praying compensation for property destroyed in the late war 
with Great Britain, &c. 

By Mr. HALL, of Missouri: The petition of Sol. Frazier 
and others, praying the establishment of a post route from 
Brunswick, via Utica, to Gallatin, Missouri. Also, the pe- 
tition of sundry citizens of Daviess county, Missouri, upon 
the same subject. 

By Mr. TURNER: The petition of James Bernard and 
180 others, praying for a mail route from Dixon, Illinois, to 

Zock Island. Also, the petition of Moses W. Allen and 200 
others, praying Congress to bring the war with Mexico toa 
speedy close. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petition of E. Wade and forty- 
eight other inhabitants of Cleveland, Ohio, praying that the 

i amount paid for two females, sold as slaves in the District 
of Columbia on an execution in favor of the United States, 
may be refunded to the purchaser, he having manumitted 
said slaves. Also, the petition of John C. Vinton and thir- 
ty-eight other citizens of Ohio, praying such change of con- 
stitution and laws as to relieve the Federal Government 
froin all support of slavery. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut: The petition of 
sundry citizens of Windham county, Connecticut, praying 
Congress to take the necessary steps for securing an imme- 
diate and permanent peace with Mexico, by withdrawing 


c. 
WENTWORTH: The petition of Geo. F. Bloom 
and Henry S. Bloom, of Will county, Illinois, for a pre- 
emption. Also, the petition of several ladies and gentlemen 
of Warrenville, Du Page county, Illinois, for a speedy ter- 
mination of the war. ` 

By Mr. FULTON: That the petition and accompanying 
papers in the case of Benjamin Holland, on file in the 
eee office, be referred to the Coinmittec on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
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IN SENATE. 
Turspay, January, 11 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a report of the Secretary of War, made agreeably 
to law, exhibiting the expenditure from the con- 
tingent funds of the department, its bureaus and 


offices, during the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1847. 
PETITIONS. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented the memorial of 
John O. Means, praying compensation for services 
as pursér on board the United States brig Dolphin, 
in the year 1843; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Thomas 
Jefferson Randolph, executor of Thomas Jefferson, 
deceased, formerly President of the United States, 
praying Congress to purchase the manuscript 
papers of said Thomas Jefferson; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition and papers of 
I. C. Montague and others, citizens of Memphis, 
Tennessee, praying that bounty lands may be 
granted to the soldiers of the regular army who 
served in the battles of Palo Alto, Resaca de la 
Palma, and Monterey; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. CASS, the petition of Sha- 
drach Gillet and others, on the files of the Senate, 
were referred to the Committee on Private Lan 
Claims. 3 

NOTICES OF BILLS, ETC. 

Mr. HUNTER, Mr. BREESE, and Mr. DIX, 
severally gave notice that on to-morrow they 
eee ask leave of the Senate to introduce certain 

ills. 

Mr. DICKINSON stated, that the discussion on 
the Military bill had extended further than he had 
anticipated, and he thought it proper that he should 
notify the Senate that he would call up his resolu- 
tions to-morrow, during the morning hour; not for 
the purpose of having a general discussion upon 
them, but merely in order to submit gome remarks 
which he had intended to make upon them at an 
early period. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. DAYTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration, which lies over under the 
rule: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to furnish to 
the Senate (if in his judzment not incompatible with the 
public service) copies of the letter referred to in his message, 
of General Scott, of 20th May, 1837, and of the letter of Gen- 
eral Taylor of 26th October, 1246, on the subject of “ forced 


contributions in Mexico,” and of all other correspondence 
on that subject (if any) not heretofore communicated. 


Mr. BALDWIN submited the following res- 
olution for consideration, which lies over under 
the rule: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate, for the information of the Senate, 
the correspondence between the Commissioner from the 
United States and the Commissioners appointed by the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico to negotiate with him, during the sus- 
pension of hostilities, after the battles of Contreras and 
Churubusco; and any other information which may enable 
the Senate to understand the terms, progress, and issue of 
that negotiation, so far as he may deem the same not incom- 
patible with the public interests. 


On motion by Mr. BADGER, the Committee 
on Military Affairs were discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the memorial of Isaac Varnes, 
senior, and it was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. ' 

BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. ASHLEY asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill for the relief of 
Creed Taylor; which was read the first and second 
time, by unanimous consent, ang referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. ASHLEY asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill to alter and amend 
the judicial system of the United States; which 
was read the first and second times, by unanimous 
consent, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. FELCH asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill to apply certain 
alternate sections of the public domain toward the 
completion of the Clinton and Kalamazoo canal, 
in the State of Michigan; which was read the first 
and second times, by unanimous consent, and refer- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. | 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MASON, from the Committee of Claims, 


1848. 


to whom had been referred the bill for the relief 
of Susan E. Gordon, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. M. also submitted a report on the subject, 
which was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. CASS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill for an increase of the medi- 
cal staff of the army for a limited time; which was 
read, and passed to the second reading. 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom had been referred 
the petition of Jones & Boker, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill for their relief; which was 
read, and passed to the second reading. 


Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom had been referred the bill autho- 
rizing persons to whom reservations of land have 
been made under Indian treaties to alienate the 
same in fee, reported the same without amend- 
ment. 


DONIPHAN’S EXPEDITION. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolutions, submitted by Mr. Benton on the 3d 
instant: i 

Resolved, That there be printed for the usc of the Senate 
copies of the tour or memoir of Dr. Wislizenus, 
through the northern parts of Mexico, as physician to Col. 
Doniphan’s column; being a history of the expedition of 
Col. Doniphan, with scientific observations upon the face of 
the country. Also, that there be engraved or lithographed 
for the use of the Senute, copies of the superficies 
map which accompanies the same. Also, the same number 
of the barometrical map of the profile of elevatiens above 
the level of the sea from St. Louis, in Missouri, on the line 
of nrarch of said expedition, to Santa Fé, in New Mexico, 
and thence by Chihuahua, the Bolson de Mapini, Parras, 
Saltillo, and Monterey, to Reynosa, on- the Rio Grande. Al- 
s0, the same number of the geological map, and tlic same 
number of the table of meteorological observations which 
accompany the same. 

Also, Be it resolved, That ——-— copies of the said me- 
moir, with the accompanying maps, be printed for the use 
of Dr. Wislizenus. 


On motion of Mr. DIX, the resolutions were 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 


EDITORS OF THE UNION. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, submitted by Mr. Mason on the 6th 
instant: i ` 

Resolved, That the editors of the Union, a newspaper 
printed at Washington, and who were late printers to the 
Senate, be hereafter entitled to the same access to the floor 
of the Senate which is now extended to others who were 
former like printers. 


The resolution having been read, and the ques- 
tion being upon its adoption— 

Mr. MANGUM said: I hope the question will 
be postponed until another day. The matter 
seems to attract no attention whatever on the part 
of the Senate. 

Mr. WESTCOTT (from his seat.) The Sen- 
ator mistakes the subject of the resolution. 

T MANGUM. What is the resolution, 
then? 

Mr. WESTCOTT. It does not refer to the re- 

orters of the Senate. It is to admit Ritchie & 

eiss to the privilege of the floor of the Senate. 
I believe they are not now officers or printers of 
the Senate. I would inquire of the Senator as to 
this fact. I think the resolution proposes to give 
the same privilege as former printers to the Senate 
now have. I did not hear the reading distinctly, 
but I believe this is the purport. 

At the request of Mr. CAMERON, the resolu- 
tion was again read. 

Mr. CAMERON then moved that the resolution 
be amended by inserting the words ‘and publish- 
ers” after the word ‘‘ editors.’ He believed that 
Mr. Heiss was known not as editor but as pub- 
lisher-of the Union. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Before any question is 
taken on the resolution, I would suggest that, as 
the Senator who introduced it is not now in his 
fee it would be as well that it be permitted to 

je upon the table for the present. 

Mr. WESTCOTT. I wish to say one word. I 
am not opposed to this resolution. Regarding it 
as an act of clemency—a pardon by the Senate— 
a mere act of grace—TI shall vote for it, and I pre- 
sume on that ground no Senator will oppose it; 
and if considered now, it will be adopted. 

Mr. SEVIER. The resolution is very clear 
and explicit in its terms, being intended merely to 
extend to those gentlemen the same courtesy as 
others in a like situation are entitled to claim. 

. The question being taken on the amendment, it 


was agreed to; and the question then being on the 
adoption of the resolution as amended— 

Mr. BERRIEN said: I suppose that the purpose 
of the mover of this resolution might be accomplish- 
ed by rescinding the resolution of the last session. 


I am not aware, myself, what are the privileges. 


which are referred to; but I am perfectly content 
that the purpose of the resolution shall be accom- 
plished. I think that the sense of the Senate, re- 
garding the occurrence which induced the resolution 
of the last session, was expressed by the passage 
of that resolution. That purpose being accom- 
plished, I am perfectly willing to see the object of 
this resolution attained. But I think, though I 
will not urge it, I think it would be more perti- 
nently accomplished by rescinding the resolution 
of last session. 

Mr. MASON, having returned to his seat, said: 
When I introduced the resolution, I had hoped 
that it would be met by those who voted for the 
resolution of last session, in the spirit in which it 
has been met by the distinguished Senator from 
Georgia. Iam gratified with it. The resolution 
is drawn with an earnest desire not to provoke 
discussion; and although I should acquiesce cheer- 
fully in a proposition to rescind the former resolu- 
tion, yet I had thought, and still think, and I am 
still further strengthened in this opinion, by con- 
versations which I have had with gentlemen 
around me, that the resolution will be more ac- 
ceptable in the form in which it now stands. 

Mr. DAYTON. If the question be put upon 
the resolution as it now stands, my impression is 
that it will be adopted. 

The question was then put on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended, and it was decided in the 
affirmative. 


WIDOW OF COL. MCREA. 


The bill forthe relief of Mary McRea, widow 
of Lieut. Col. William McRea, late of the United 
States army, deceased, was read the second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TURNEY called for the reading of the re- 
port in this case, and it was read by the Secretary. 

Mr. CASS sent to the Secretary’s table a letter 
from Mrs. McRea, which was read. 

Mr. PEARCE said: When this bill was before 
the Senate at a former session, I felt it my duty to 
appo it, and I shall be compelled to do so now. 
I think the report contains a very erroneous state- 
ment. I find it Ated, that if an officer of the navy 
dies in the service, his widow will be entitled to a 
pension; and that, as both military and naval pen- 
sions are now paid out of the treasury, there is no 
good reason for discriminating between widows of 
officers of the army and those of officers of the 
navy. Well, all this is a mistake. The widow 
of a naval officer, as I understand it, if the officer 
be killed in battle, or die from exposure in the ser- 
vice, receives a pension; but not where the officer 
spends a life in the service, receiving its honors 
and emoluments, and dies from old age. It is true, 
that when the naval pension fund, created from 
the earnings of the navy, had accumulated toa 
large amount, Congress very improvidently passed 
a law, by which all widows of naval officers were 
entitled to pensions from the time of the death of 
their husbands, without reference to the cause or 
the manner of their death; and so great were the 
arrearages which were granted to widows under 
these circumstances, that one of them, I know, re- 
ceived the amount of about twenty thousand dol- 
lars. By means of these heavy arrearages being 
granted, the fund became exhausted, and Congress 
then repealed the act, and now there is no general 
provision on the subject. This bill is the intro- 
duction of a new principle, and one which I think 
entirely indefensible. Why do we give pensions 
to the widows of officers of the army or navy? I 
think it is to repair ta them, in some degree, the 
injury sustained by them in the loss of their hus- 
bands, which has been brought on by exposure In 
the service. [tis partly for this object, and partly 
to stimulate officers in the performance of their 
duty. 

Mr. DIX. Will the Senator allow this subject 


‘to pass by informally, as the honorable Senator 


who was chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs last year, and who made this report, is not 
now in his place? 

Mr. PEARCE acquiesced, and a motion being 
made to that effect, the bill was laid upon the 
table. 
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THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration, on its 
third reading, of the bill to raise, for a limited time, 
an additional military force. ) 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have said all that I pro- 
ponca to say upon the part of the subject to which 

called the attention of the Senate yesterday. It 
is possible, however, that in what I am about to 
offer to the consideration of the Senate, I shall in- 
cidentally refer to it again. 

I rise this morning, sir, to speak, in the first 
place, of the actual conduct of this war under the 
management of the President of the United States. 
The war was recognized as existing on the 13th of 
May, 1846. We are now in the month of Jan- 
uary, 1848, and to all appearance, the restoration 
of peace is as far off and even further than it 
seemed to be on the 13th of May, 1846. The 
whole power of the nation, so far as he has deemed 
it advisable to ask to have that power devolved 
upon him, has been placed in the hands of the 
Executive. Not anoccasion—although there have 
been so many and such glorious ones—has pre- 
sented itselfin which the American arms have not 
been triumphant. And yet there is no peace. My 
opinion is, and has been throughout, that the 
reason is to be referred exclusively to the want of 
vigor with which the war has been prosecuted. 
We have had an ostentatious and asserted vigor, 
but we have had nothing else, as far as the Presi- 
dent is concerned. 

I am very far from imputing—because I am in- 
capable of making a charge which I do not believe 
to be true—I am very far from imputing, that this 
want of actual vigor has been intentional on the 
part of the Executive. So far from it, I believe 
that he has been deluding himself, from time to 
time, with the idea that peace was to be obtained 
without the effusion of blood; a sad delusion, 
one which must hereafter constitute a great and 
overwhelming account of responsibility against 
himself. 

I said yesterday, that it was the march of our 
troops from the Nueces to the Rio Grande that 
wads, in my opinion, the immediate cause of the 
war. I say to-day what I have had occasion to 
say in other places, over and over again, that I 
believe that that march of itself, if it had been 
made with a proper force, would not actually have 
led to such a result. I have no doubt that if, in- 
stead of sending the small but gallant band—the 
heroes of Palo Alto and Resaca de la Palma—to 
the Rio Grande, he had sent from five thousand to. 
eight thousand men, not a drop of blood would 
have been shed, and no Mexican ever have ven- 
tured to have trodden the soil on this side of the 
river in hostile attitude. But, sir, the war com- 
megced, was recognized, and fifty thousand troops, 
with an unlimited amount of treasure, were freely 
placed at the disposal of the Executive, together 
with an implied promise, such as to give the Pres- 
ident the assurance (if such were needed) that this 
unlimited amount could, if the expression may be 
excused, be made still more unlimited. And yet 
what has he done? Instead of calling out twenty, 
or thirty, or forty, or fifty thousand men, as he 
was authorized to do by the act of the 13th of 
May, 1846, he and the officers at the head of the 
War Department called them out by driblets, and 
announcing to the country from time to time that 
they had asufficiency of force to conquer a peace. 
What has been the consequence? That which 
every man of intelligence who speaks as he thinks 
must acknowledge, that great, and mighty, and 
extraordinary as have been the triumphs of the 
American arms, they have hardly furnished us 
anything but the glory attending them. They 
have, to be sure, illustrated the American charac- 
ter for valor and military skill; but they have 
served no other purpose. And why, Mr. Presi- 
dent? Because each struggle has been at such fear- 
ful odds, that the gallant officers in command have 
been unable to follow it up, or profit by the re- 
sult. , 

Sir, look at the history of the campaign on the 
Rio Grande. General ‘Taylor, who, with a few 
thousand men, marched to Monterey, and suc- 
ceeded, after a dread and fearful conflict, in carry- 
ing that almost impregnably fortified town, was 
so far crippled that he was unable to hold even the 
prisoners that he might take. What happened 
afterwards? The plan of the campaign is changed; 
some new light dawns upon the mind of the Ex- 
ecutive, and Mexico is to be stricken in a different 
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part. There is a point still more vital to be as- 
sailed—a point still more certain, if assailed, to 
lead to the restoration of peace, and of the vindi- 
cation of our outraged rights. What is done? 
General Taylor is stripped of what was supposed 
to be the very flower of his command. The ene- 
my approached. Eight or ten millions of the 
public property were exposed to be lost, unless 
preserved by the gallantry and indomitable valor 
of the few soldiers left behind to guard it. Almost 
with electric speed it becomes known at the city 
of Mexico, and an army such as she had never 
before marched into the field was organized, 
amounting to some twenty or twenty-five thou- 
sand troops, and led on by their greatest chief. 

Mr. President, much as his previous successes 
had satisfied every American that Taylor, and the 
officers and men under his command, were compe- 
tent to accomplish almost any triumph that human 
power could accomplish, was there one who 
_ did not then tremble for their fate? And the fact 
that they were not utterly annihilated may be con- 
sidered almost a military miracle. Disparity of 
force was comparatively nothing before the ener- 
gies of American soldiers; and in the annals of 
former military triumphs, the proudest of them 
all will hereafter be regarded as nothing in com- 
parison with the victory of Buena Vista. The 
are all thrown in the shade by the brilliant light 
of an exploit which, whilst it electrified the Amer- 
ican heart, astounded the world. 

Let us look now, sir, to the campaign of last 
year. General Scott was compelled to assai) the 
city of Vera Cruz with between 12,000 and 14,000 
troops, and to carry, at all hazards, a castle sup- 
posed to be impregnable. He succeeded in accom- 
plishing it; but he has done little or nothing be- 

ond that. Every battle which was fought between 

era Cruz and the city of Mexico was fought with 
a disparity of numbers actually appalling. That 
noble leader was forced to march a distance of one 
hundred and fifty or two hundred miles (L forget 
the exact distance) into the enemy’s country, and 
for a great portion of the way through a dense 
a ate to assail a city containing 180,000 or 
000 inhabitants, surrounded by fortifications, 
which were supposed to be impregnable, and with- 
out even the means of keeping up his communica- 
tion with the seaboard for the purpose of getting 
supplies. These supplies found their way to him 
from time to time by the gallantry of:the escort, 
who were obliged to fight foot by foot almost every 
mile of their progress. And at the end of all his 
great and extraordinary triumphs, Scott finds him- 
self in the city of Mexico with only some 6,000 
soldiers. Now, sir, who does not believe that, if 
he had started with an army of 30,000 men, al- 
though he might then have been deprived of* the 
glory of his many victories, we might have been 
in possession of thè city of Mexico perhaps with- 
out the shedding of a drop of blood—American or 
Mexican? Who can doubt that it is the duty of 
an Executive managing a war declared to exist b 
a Christian people, to do what the honorable Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] said it would 
be the effect of this bill to accomplish—not to en- 
sure a triumph on the battle-field, but to avoid a 
battle by accomplishing success by force of num- 
bers; to break down the moral power of the ene- 
my; to conquer a peace by demonstrating to that 
enemy that resistance is in vain: All at once (I 
find no fault with it; on the contrary, I rejoice at 
it) the eyes of the Executive have been opened. 
All at once it seems to be perceived by him, that 
the war heretofore has not been vigorously prose- 
cuted, except on paper. Well, whose fault is it, 
Mr. President? Who would have borne the dread 
responsibility, if our gallant little army on the Rio 
Grande had been sacrificed? Who would have 
had the equally tremendous responsibility, if those 
gallant spirits now in the halls of the Montezumas 
had been sacrificed? The nations of the world 
would have said, with one accord, the Executive 
of the United States. Upon him the responsibility 
for the useless and cruel expenditures of blood and 
of treasure would have rested. Sir, 1 make bold 
to say, in speaking in the presence of those who 
know infinitely more upon such subjects than I 
do, that if the President had called out the 50,000 
volunteers after hearing of the battles of Palo Alto 
and Resaca de la Palma, there never would have 
been another blow struck in Mexico, and peace 
long since restored. The Mexicans, to be sure, 
have a high and indomitable spirit, (I speak par- 
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judgment, would tarnish the American name. | 


ticularly of that portion of them who have in their 
veins the true Castilian blood;) but they know 
there may be a point at which resistance ceases to 
be avirtue,and they would have seen that that was 
their condition when they saw a determination on 
the part of the United States to exert their whole 
power in the accomplishment of the purpose for 
which war had been declared. , 
Who can doubt that, if the Executive of the 
United States had announced that the purpose of 
the war was merely to procure indemnity for 
wrongs, and to vindicate outraged character, and 
to maintain the honor of our flag, and had placed 
fifty thousand troops in Mexico, as he might have 
done, it would have led to a cessation of hostilities ? 


| Sir, I think we have no peace, because the Presi- 


dent of the United States has not exerted the power 
which Congress placed in his hands, and which 
was intended to be exerted. 1 think, and 1 there- 
fore charge upon him, that the American blood 
which has been so freely poured out, has been 
thus freely poured out because of his error. I 
think, and 1 therefore charge upon him, that the 
millions of money which have been spent, and 
have yet to be spent, have been and are to be spent 
because of his error. This is all that I propose to 
say, Mr. President, on the manner in which this 
war has been conducted. 

And this leads me to consider very briefly what 
should be, in my judgment, the mode of its further 
prosecution. ‘There are only three modes to be 
resorted to. The first is, to withdraw the troops 
altogether—if not to the Nueces, to this side of the 
Rio Grande. The second, to withdraw them to 
what is termed a defensive line; and the third, to 
carry on the war in the heart of the Mexican ter- 
ritory until Mexico agree to terms of peace. | 
prefer the last. 

Mr. President, in saying that I prefer the last, I 
do not wish to be misunderstood. I prefer the last 
if the end to be obtained is not one which, in my 


prefer the last, if the object to be accomplished is 
merely the vindication of our violated honor, and 
indemnity for our heretofore violated rights. But 
if the purpose of this war with the President of the 
United States is to annihilate the nationality of 
Mexico—if it is the forcible dismemberment of her 
territory, then I say, on my responsibility as a 
Senator and a man, Í would not give him a dollar. 

Sir, we live at a time when cQgracter is of im- 
mense value with nations, as we know it to be 
with individuals; and if there be any one thing 
which more than another stains national character, 
it is using national power to inflict national injus- 
tice. And if there be any national crime more cry- 
ing and enormous in the opinion of all Christen- 
dom than any other, it is the forcible dismember- 
ment of the territory of a weaker nation. 

When I say, Mr. President, that 1 am for fight- 
ing the war out, I mean that I am for fighting it 
out in order to ‘* accomplish the purpose which we 
seek to have accomplished; that is, to have Ameri- 
can rights recognized, and American honor vindi- 
cated; and so recognized, and so vindicated, as to 
furnish full and complete security against any sub- 
sequent violation. 

The first two points to which I have referred— 
the proposition for withdrawing the troops, and 
that for taking a defensive line—I have already 
said I cannot concur in. To withdraw the troops 
altogether, in my judgment, would be national 
dishonor; and I cannot, therefore, entertain the 
idea for a moment. To take a defensive line would 
not, in my judgment, lead to peace, but would, on 
the contrary, be perpetual war; and so far as ex- 
pense is to be mentioned in any comparison with 
the other calamities of war, it would be attended 
with infinitely greater expense than that of fight- 
ing it out. Now, sir, the objection to carrying 
the war on is, the expenditure of money with 
which it will be necessarily attended, and the con- 
sequent derangement of the whole financial condi- 
tion of the country. My impression is, from 
some examination which 1 have given the subject, 
and with an anxious desire to arrive at a satisfac- 
tory result, that the war may be carried on in 
Mexico without the expenditure of a single Amer- 
ican dollar, and of course without affecting the 
pecuniary condition of the American people, or 
the pecuniary condition of the Government itself. 
The resources of the Mexican Government, Mr. 
President, even under all the disadvantageous cir- 
cumstances under which that Government has ex- 
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isted, are infinitely greater, it seems to me, than is 
generally supposed. The fact is, that until a com- 
paratively recent period—indeed, until a short 
time before the commencement of the war with 
ourselves—the expenditures of their Government 
have been about $21,000,000 annually. And it 
has been appropriated to these purposes: They 
have had an army of 30,000 men always on pay, 
costing the Government about $10,000,000. they 
i have had a civil-list bill of about $6,000,000, and 
| interest to be paid on the publicdebt to the amount 
of $5,000,000, making $21,000,000. Their army 
has been punctually paid, their civil list punctu- 
i ally me}, and the interest on the public debt, un- 
! til, as I have said, a comparatively recent period, 
‘has been met with equal punctuality. From what 
ı resources, sir? The products of their mines, when 
| they are in full operation; and for a series of 
years, when in such full operation, they have pro- 
| duced $25,000,000 per year; they charge what ‘is 
termed a transit duty on all the bullion that is 
| drawn from the mines, until it reaches the port of 
i exportation. The transitduty is paid in the form of 
| a permit, granted on the part of the Government, to 
| convey the bullion from town to town, the permit 
| being renewed at each terminus until it reaches the 
place of exportation; and when it gets there, it is 
| subject to an export duty of one percent. The 
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i! average amount of these transport duties, until the 


l bullion reaches the place of exportation, is about 
two-and-a-half or three per cent. The gross 
amount of bullion drawn from the mines, as I have 
said, is about $25,000,000. ‘The Senate will easily 
perceive then, the amount derived from this source, 


of bullion exported. The next source of re venue 
and the amount that it raises, itis almost impossi- 
ble to calculate, or rather, to speak more correctly, 
the amount it would raise if peace was restored to — 
Mexico, if that country was restored to quiet, and 

business operations were permitted to go on in their 
ordinary course. This source is the stamp tax. 
‘They charge what is termed a stamp tax, on every 
description of contract transferring every descrip- 
tion of property of or exceeding the value of $500. 

That is to say, every contract between man and 
man relative to property worth $500, is to be writ- 
ten upon stamped paper, for which the parties pay 
to the stamp officers six dollars. But according to 
their laws, contracts of this description are left in 
the hands of a notary, and are recorded among 
the official transactions of the notary, making it 

necessary for the parties to the contract, if they 
desire to have in their possession evidence of the 
contract, to obtain official copies; and the result is, 
that each one of the parties almost invariably takes 
a copy of the contract. The copy is also written 

on stamped paper, and for the copies there is paid 

six dollars each. 

There is another source, and that is a duty on 
the sale of everything that is sold. Nothing 
passes from hand to hand by way of sale that does 
not pay a specific duty, regulated by the amount 
of the value of the articles so passing. Now, I will 
not estimate the amount thus derived; it is suffi- 
cient for my purpose to state the fact as I understand 
the fact to be, that the amount of revenue received 
from these sources has been abundantly sufficient 
to enable the Government of Mexico to meet 
punctually its disbursements to the amount of 
¢21,000,000. This amount would support any 
army which we might put into the eld; and 
this we would have a perfect right to appropriate. 
Not to seize and confiscate individual property, 
which is abhorrent to every sense of justice, which 
would be an act of barbarism, a dishonor to the age 
in which we live, and a stain upon our national 
character; but to appropriate the public revenue of 
the country so as to enfeeble the power of their 
Government, to reduce the military to the same 
standard as private citizens, and prove, by the fact 
that we are thoroughly able to enforce it, that the 
restoration of peace depends on their submission. 
Now, | believe as confidently as I can anything of 
which we have any certain knowledge, that by 
pursuing a course of this description for the pur- 
pose of enforcing a termination of this war, we shall 
not only obtain money as much as is necessary 
for the support of our army, but that of the money 
so spent, no portion of it will come from the people 
of the United States. 

Now, I know the objection that may be raised 
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as to the consequence that may result from taking 
possession of the whole country. I think I can 
see almost as clearly as does the honorable Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, [Mr. CaLuoun,] the re- 
suit of incorporating the whole of Mexico into this 
Union; and if I believed that the object was the 
incorporation of the whole of Mexico into the 
Union by the further prosecution of the war, much 
as l should hang my head in mortification and 
shame for the honor of my country, I would will- 
ingly submit to the withdrawal of the troops, rather 
than prosecute the war an hour longer. But Í do 
hot believe that such is to be the result. I do not 

elieve that the people of the United States would 
suffer an Executive officer to perpetrate such a 
wrong, if the Executive even had it in contempla- 
tion. I donot believe that they would ever them- 
selves assist an Executive to accomplish such an 
object. I would have much less confidence in 
them than I have, if 1 thought it possible, that the 
mere lust of rapine, the mere lust of territory, 
would lead them to dishonor the American name by 
blotting from existence a neighboring and feebler 
nation. 

{ am for prosecuting the war, because I believe 
the consequence will be to bring Mexico the ear- 
lier to her senses, and to prompt her cheerfully to 
accept terms of peace. And this brings me to say 
a word or two on what should be, in my opinion, 
the terms of such a peace. 

Now, sir, I speak for myself, though I have no 
doubt that I speak the sense of most of the friends 
around me. My honorable friend from South Car- 
olina the other day, in the speech which he did us 
and the country the honor to deliver, said he be- 
lieved the people of the United States were irrev- 
ocably determined on taking indemnity for the 
wrongs which we have suffered from Mexico, in 
territory. I hope he is mistaken. I believe he is 
mistaken. 1 believe the people of the United 
States would be to-morrow contented by a treaty 
which would make the Rio Grande the boundary. 
I believe they would be contented with such a 
treaty, for the purpose of terminating the war, 
rather than that Mexico should be compelled by 
the force of our arms to dismember herself. Now, 
in expressing this hope, and in expressing the 
opinion that the war might be honorably termi- 
nated by taking the Rio Grande as the boundary, 
I wish it not to be uppen that I am opposed to 
the acquisition of additional territory. I am 
against the acquisition of territory by force. Iam 
not opposed to the acquisition of territory of itself, 
but for one consideration which weighs in m 
judgment, and which has had heretofore and: still 

yas a controlling operation. Mr. President, I fear, 
I greatly fear, the conflict to which such an ac- 
quisition would lead. The honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Hae] told the Sen- 
ate the other day that the true origin of this war 
lay in the settled purpose on the part of the South 
to perpetuate and extend slavery. Iam not al- 
luding to this now with any design to try conclu- 
sions with the honorable Senator on the question 
of slavery. Sir, he will pardon me for telling him 
that that is a subject which no southern man on 
this floor, when he can avoid it, desires to discuss. 
He will permit me to tell him (and I do it with 
all good feeling, and with all the respect in which 
I hold him as a Senator of the United States) that 
it has been owing to the exciting discussions on 
this subject in the North, that slavery now exists 
in many of the southern States. He will permit 
me to tell him, that as far as I know, it has been 
his course, and that of those whose sentiments he 
speaks, on this subject, which has done more than 
anginos else towards its perpetuation. 
he greatest practical advocates of slavery have 
been the Senator himself and his particular con- 
stituents. Sir, I have my opinions upon this sub- 
ject as deeply instilled as can have the Senator 
from New-Hampshire. They were almost born 
with me; they have been confirmed by the expe- 
rience of every day of my life. They have been 
strengthened by the experience of all I have seen 
around me. Ido not choose to express them on 
this floor, unless the question is pressed home. 
But whilst I have fixed and unalterable convictions 
as to the mere institution of slavery itself as a po- 
litical or civil institution, I have another conviction 
as deeply and irrevocably fixed; and that is, a con- 
‘viction that the southern States owe it to them- 
selves, one and all of them, to stand on their own 
rights, to vindicate their own equality, and exclu- 
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sively at their own time, and without the inter- 
ference of others, to meddle in their own way with 
this peculiar institution. Notwithstanding this, 
Mr. President, I cannot be blind to all the indica- 
tions of the times. I cannot but say that the opin- 
ions entertained in the North, however erroneous 
{ may think they are, are still honestly entertained. 
[ cannot but say that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire would be false to the implied promise which 
he has given to the State which sent him here, if 
he were not to make this condition; I cannot but 
perceive that it is a popular feeling, which is 
sweeping like a whirlwind at the North; but there 
is an equally determined and steady feeling at the 
South. If these feelings be further excited, there 
can be but one result; that is, deadly conflict or 
amicable separation. And when I look at either, 
Mr. President, my heart sickens at the reflection. 
Sons of a common ancestry, bound together by com- 
mon ties, glorying In a common renown, looking 
in common to a still more glorious future, Í cannot 
but feel my heart sink within me, even at the pos- 
sibility of such a result. And itis because I be- 
lieve it will follow, if the state of things to which 
[ have alluded shall be brought into existence, and 
not because I am opposed mierely to the acquisition 
of territory, that I gave my cordial support to the 
resolution offered upon that subject by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Georgia at the last ses- 
sion, 

Sir, I am not to be driven into a different course 
by being told that such a course leaves us a pecu- 
niary loss. With me, Mr. President, loss of 
money is nothing to the loss of character. With 
me the boundless wealth of the world would be as 
nothing, compared with what I should esteem the 
incalculable loss attending the destruction of our 
national character. But, sir, it is not true thata 
peace accomplished on the terms to which Í have 
referred would leave us without indemnity. Sir, 
we have indemnity in the history of this war. It 
is to be found in the many glorious battle-fields 
which it has presented to an astonished world. It 
is to be found in the delight which electrified every 
American heart at the result of every battle. It is 
to be found in the security which it furnishes 
against the disturbers of our peace hereafter. A 
few hundreds of millions (even if it should go to 
hundreds) that may be expended, will be forgotten 
even while spoken of, while the glory and renown 
which it has heaped upon the American character 
will be remembered as long as time itself shall 
endure. Iam not, therefore, to be told that peace 
on such terms would leave us losers, in the true, 
high, and moral sense of the term. 

A word on another subject, and I cease to trou- 
ble the Senate. I have already indicated, Mr. 
President, my preference of a regular over a vol- 
unteer force. Now, sir, that preference is found- 
ed (and I have but a word or two in the way of 
reason to assign for it) on the opinion which in- 
formation in my posession has enabled me to form, 
that the expense of a regular force is much less, 
and their efficiency infinitely greater; above all, 
that the sacrifice of human lite is less. 

Mr. Secretary Poinsett, in his letter of March 21, 
1838, to the honorable Mr. Speaker Polk, now 
President, speaking of the comparative expense of 
the two description of forces, says that 


“ T'he difference of expense between the employment of 
this description of troops (meaning volunteers and militia) 
and regulars is at least as four to one, independently of the 
wastage attending their ignorance of every administrative 
branch of the service; the enormous expense of marching 
them to and from distant points tor short periods of service, 
and the great increase that will be made to the pension 
list, under the provisions of the act of the 19th March, 
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Now, sir, the Senate will find how inefficient 
this description of force is—I mean as compared 
with regular forces—by turning to document 297, 
of the 2d session 25th Congress. They will there 
find that volunteer forces were called out in the 
years 1832, ’36, '37, and ’38, to serve in the Flori- 
da war, in the Black Hawk war, in the war against 
the Cherokees, and in the State of New York at 
the time of the border difficulties, to the number 
of 55,324. They will find, I am satisfied, aside 
from the additional expense attending the employ- 
ment of these forces, and for the purpose now in 
view, (the superior efficiency of the regulars,) that 
the mortality among volunteers and militia, com- 
pared with regulars, is as ten to one. Sir, to what 
is this owing? It is owing principally to the fact 
that the officers are unable to subject them to the 
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same state of discipline, and to 
sure which leads to disease. 

From the statements to be found among the pa- 
pers from the War Department, it appears that the 
number of men enlisted for the line of the regular 
army (the old establishment) for the first five 
months of 1847, and from January Ist to January 
Ist, was 4,605, the number offering to be enlisted 
during the same period, and rejected by the recruit- 
ing officers because of physical infirmity, was 
4,847—more than twice the amount actually re- 
ceived. S 

Now, I do not mean to underrate the volunteers. 
God forbid that I should ! But I make bold to say, 
that at least one-half of those who were rejected as 
unfit for the regular service may be found in the 
ranks of the volunteers. The chances of mortality 
in that corps are of course very much increased. 

I have said, Mr. President, al! intend to say 
upon this point; and I ask the atf€ntion of the Sega” 
ate only a moment or two longer, while I add 
word or two by way of conclusion. Sir, | have 
heard it said by some that this war should be 
prosecuted because its tendency was to ameliorate 
the condition of Mexico. I have heard it said that 
we were constituted missionaries by Heaven, 
even by fire and by sword and by slaughter, to 
carry the light of civilization into that benighted 
land. I have heard that it has been stated even in 
the pulpit that we have been selected by Divine 
Providence to purify a dark and false religion—to 
break down their old, ancient, and degraded super- 
stitions—to bring them into the blaze of the true 
faith, and to substitute for it the holier and purer 
light of the Protestant religion. Ihave heard it 
stated, Mr. President, that the war is to be prose- 
cuted in order to enlarge the ‘‘ area of freedom.”’ 
I hold to no such doctrine. No,sir. | 

We need not, for the sake of enlarging the area 
of freedom, become propagandists. No physical 
force is on our part called for to break the bands 
which bind other people in subjection. There is a 
silent, but potent, moral power progressing through 
the world, rapidly tending to that consummation. 
It has its origin in the lesson which our example 
is teaching. Here is seen perfect personal and 
political freedom, combined with unexampled na- 
tional happiness, prosperity, and power. Here is 
secn that individual equality which nature stamps 
upon the heart as a right, protected and enjoyed 
amongst ourselves to an extent never before 
known, and shielded by a national arm that the 
nations of the world would in vain attempt to 
strike down. Yes, sir, our institutions are telling 
their own story by the blessings they impart to 
us, and indoctrinating the people everywhere with 
the principles of freedom upon which they are 
founded. Ancient prejudices are yielding to their 
mighty influence. Heretofore revered and appa- 
rently permanent systems of government are fall- 
ing beneath it. Our glorious mother, free as she 
has ever comparatively been, is getting to be 
freer. It has blotted out the corruptions of her 

olitical franchise. It has broken her religious 
intolerance. It has greatly elevated the. individual 
character of her subjects. It has immeasurably 
weakened the power of her nobles, and, by weak- 
ening it, in one sense has vastly strengthened the 
authority of her crown, by forcing it to rest for 
all its power and glory upon the hearts of 1ts peo- 
ple. To Ireland, too—impulsive Ireland, the land 
of genius, of eloquence, and of valor—it is rapidly 
carrying the blessings of a restored freedom and 
happiness. In France, all of political liberty 
which belongs to her is to be traced to it; and 
even now it is to be seen cheering, animating, and 
guiding the classic land of Italy, making the very 
streets of Rome itself to ring with shouts of joy 
and gratitude for its presence. Sir, such a spirit 
needs no inactivity, and needs no incentive. It 
admits of neither enlargement nor restraint. Upon 
its own elastic and never-tiring wing, it 1s now 
soaring over the civilized world, everywhere bear- 
ing its magic and abiding charm. I say, then, try 
not, seek not to aid it. Bring no physical force 
to succor it. Such an adjunct would serve only 
to corrupt and paralyze its efforts. Leave it to 
itself, and, sooner or later, man will be free. Sir, 
as to this war and its influence upon ourselves, 
there is much to rejoice at and be proud of. The 
struggle of 1776 demonstrated the deeply seated 
love of freedom in our sires, and their stern and 
indomitable purpose to enjoy it or die. The war 
of 1812 demonstrated the capacity of our institu- 
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tions to bear such a trial; and nobly was the test 
borne, and the capacity illustrated. The present 
war has again demonstrated, not only that such 
mere capacity continues, but that no nation exists 
endowed with greater military power. Mr. Pres- 
ident, the result cannot but redound to our future 
peace and happiness. It furnishes ample indem- 
nity for all the wrongs and obloquy wé have here- 
tofore suffered, and ample, ample security against 
their recurrence. Such a result has won for us 
national glory, and that is national power, stronger 
than thousands of fortresses, and as perpetual as, 
l hope in God, will be our nation’s love of virtue 
and of freedom. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Before I give my vote on 
this bill, sir, I desire to know from the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 


whether either of the commanders-in-chief of the | bring the number of fighting men to about 41,000, : 


| 


| 


| 


A volunteer force of 12,500 to supply vacancies in 
the existing volunteer establishment, which, sub- 


ject to the same deduction, would give, say...... 9,500 
Making a total of bayonets fit for the field......... . 41,000 
Or an actual total, including the garrisons of Vera 

Cruz and Tampico, and the casualties, of.......+.+. 45,862 


How many of the above are twelve months’ volunteers the | 


returns do uot show. Their terms must expire soon, and 
they cannot, therefore, be calculated upon in the prosecution 
of the campaign. 

The provision for raising 20,600 new volunteers is not in- 
cludedin the above, because the mea-ure is a mere precan- 
tiorfary one, which ordinary prudence suggests, and the 
force is not to be called out but in theevent ofsome unfore- 
seen occurrence which may reader it necessary. 


It will thus be seen, sir, that if these bills pass, 
the force they will enable the Government to add 
to the troops under General Scott will probably 


- American armysfreneral Scott or General Taylor, || and that no reasonable calculation can be made on 


s requested such an addition as he proposes to 
make to the American army; whether either of 
them has desired the department to recommend to 
Congress the raising of thirty regiments—these ten 
reciments of regulars, and the twenty regiments of 
volunteers. 

Mr. CASS. Before answering the specific ques- 


| 
| 
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more than between 45,000 and 46,000. 

The error of the honorable gentleman from Ken- 
tucky consists in this, that he assumes, as he did 
in his remarks on this subject a few days since, 
the number of the legal establishment if it were full, 
as the number which the Government can keep in 
the field. Now, sir, all experience shows, that 


tion proposed by the gentleman from Delaware, I i| such a result is not practicable. Large deductions 


desire to correct some erroneous opinions which 
have been advanced, respecting the amount of the 
force which we have now in the field, and the 
number to which the proposed augmentation would 
carry it. The Senator from South Carolina, in his 
remarks the other day, carried the force we should 
have, if the proposed bill pass, to seventy thou- 
sand, and the Senator from Kentucky carried it 
still higher, to at least ninety thousand men. 
These estimates are far beyond the amount we 
shall have in the field, as the following statement 
will show: 
l. REGULAR TROOPS. 


On the 30th of November last, agreeable to the return of the 
Adjutant General, we had in the field, including officers 
and inen 19,818 

New companies and recruits at sea, or on their way 
to the seat of war...... FEO EET TETIT 

Aggregate regulars..........¢. DEREC DERVEN E 

2. VOLUNTEER FORCES. 


In the field, including officers and men............ 21,124 


Recruits on their march.......sssssessesossssoso 100 
In California, 603, and recruits at sea, 200......... 803 
Aggregatev olunteers.......sssossseososoo peresis e027 


Aggregate regular and volunteer forces. .......... 43,535 
Which force was thus distributed : 


Under General Scott...... ccc ccc seoses ososooos 32,153 
Under General Wool, temporarily charged with the 
command of General Taylor.........secesccues 6,727 
Under General Price, in New Mexico.........00.. 3,157 
On the Oregon route.........cccceesccccecccccece 477 
Under Colonel Mason, in California.............. 1,019 
Total.....sssssssesossoso ee@eeeeeoess 028 e088 43,536 


The following statement will show the amount 
of force we shall have under General Scott, in the 
event of the passage of this bill, and of the volun- 
teer bill: 


On the 30th.of November last, the date of the Adjutant Gen- 
eral’s repĝrt, which includes officers and men sick and 
disabled, and the garrisons of Tampico and Vcera Cruz, 
there were under General Scott’s commandin Mexicc— 

ROPUIAIS 0.0 c56Ge. st demosaeeansceses cise wsanee LOL 
Volunteers... emia ae eeaes eee ee 15,055 
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To these are to be added one regiment of volunteers 
from Michizan, and two ba:talions, one from Ala- 
bama and one from Mississippi, which, if full, 
would amount to 2,200 men. But, as remarked by 
the Adjutant General, they cannot be full; andhe 
estimates that they will probably do no more than 
keep the volunteer establishment to its preéxisting 
number. 

And I ain happy to have this opportunity to relieve 
the solicitude so manifestly felt and avowed, the 
other day, by the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky, respecting the regiment of volunteers from 
Michigan, by assuring him, that I have received a 
Ictter trom the Colonel, written upon the route, and 
that he is ere this at Cincinnati or upon the Ohio, 
with six companies of his regiment; and, I trust, 
the others have already followed him. 

The Adjutant General, agreeably to a table in my 
band, estimates the number of fighting men, or in 
military language, bayonets, including the garrisons 
at Tampico and Vera Cruz, and sick and disabled, 
at 28,862. 


Of this number, the Adjutant General calculates that 
there are not more fit for duty than.......... . 24,000 


FORCE PROPOSED TO BE RAISED. 


Ten regiments of infantry, the legal establishment of 
each being 1,000 men. But this can never be kept 
full, and experience shows that there must be a de- 
duction froin it of about 25 per cent., making this 
force, SAV wecccves dee E E E BHO Oy 
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must be made, and it appears from the reports of 
the Adjutant General, that the actual force main- 
tained is, as I have already stated, about twenty- 
five per cent. less than the full number allowed by 
law. Recruiting depots cannot be kept filled, even 
by the most strenuous exertions, and the perpet- 
ually recurring casualties of war, occasion a con- 
stant drain, which must as be constantly supplied. 
And a considerable deduction must be at all times 
made on account of sickness. I need not enter into 
any particular detail upon thissubject. ‘The con- 
siderations cannot escape the most casual obser- 
ver. 

If therefore all the men raised under these two 
bills are sent to General Scott, they will give him 
the force I have already indicated. It is obvious 
that the force under General Wool can, under no 
circumstances, be diminished, for it is barely suffi- 
cient to protect the country subjected to us upon 
the Rio Grande. 

To come now, sir, to the question asked by the 
honorable Senator from Delaware, I have to say 
that the Government has received from General 
Scott an estimate of the force he deems necessary 
to carry into effect the plan of operations which 
is recommended by the Secretary of War. I will 
read so much of his projet as relates to this sub- 
ject: 

«Augment this army to fifty thousand men to enable them 
to occupy, atthe samce time, nearly all the State capitals and 
other principal cities; to drive guerrilla and other robbing 
parties from the great highways of trade; to seize into our 
hands all the ordinary revenues of the country, internal as 
well as external, for the support of the occupation, and to 
keep the central Government in constant motion and alarm, 
until constrained to sue for peace.’’ 

Having thus answered the question of the honor- 
able Senator from Delaware, | yield him the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland. What is the 
date of that letter? 

Mr. CASS. I do not believe that 1 have got the 
date. But the letter says that if the operations 
should be continued till October, the augmentation 
of the forces would be necessary. I presume, 
therefore, that the letter was written in Septem- 
ber. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Is the letter to be found 
amongst the documents which have been pub- 
lished ? 

Mr. CASS. No. The Government did not 
deem it prudent to publish the letter; but it is now 
thought proper to make known the portion of it 
which has been read. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I understand that the honor- 
able Senator from Michigan endeavors to show 
that in the opinion of General Scott, on the com- 
munication of the project of the Government to 
him—I do not ask for particulars further than they 
are disclosed in the portion of the letter read—for 
the further military operations of the army of the 
United States in Mexico, there will be needed an 
augmentation of that force to the amount of fifty 
thousand men. 

Mr. CASS. An augmentation making the force 
amount to fifty thousand men. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I understand—that the force 
be augmented till it amounts to fifty thousand. 

Mr. CASS. That is the amount at which he 
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| estimates the force necessary to carry on the mili- 


tary operations. 

Mr. WEBSTER. In other words, that is the 
force which the projects of the Government will 
render necessary. 

Mr. BADGER. Will the honorable chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs allow me to 
ask on what plan of a campaign—on what system 
of the future prosecution of the war, does Gen- 
eral Scott say that fifty thousand men will be ne- 
cessary ? 

Mr. CASS. If the gentleman will pardon me, 
I do not believe it to be necessary to state any- 
thing further. I have read all that has a bearing 
on the question before the Senate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. With the permission of 
the honorable Senator from Delaware, who is en- 
titled to the floor, I would now take the opportu- 
nity of correcting a slight misapprehension under 
which I labored on a former occasion, when I sta- 
ted the amount of military forces now in the field 
in Mexico, by making the statement as I derive it - 
from public documents, and in regard to which I 
am happy to find, that as far as it goes, I have the 
pleasure of agreeing very much with the honora- 
ble Senator from Michigan. There are now in 
Mexico, when the regiments from Michigan and 
the two battalions now on the way shall have 
reached the army, forty five thousand seven 
hundred men. In addition to that, the Executive 
is now invested with the power of enlisting up- 
wards of seven thousand regulars, besides twelve 
thousand five hundred volunteers, to supply the 
place of those who have not engaged for the war— 
making in all sixty-five thousand men. If you add 
to that, upon a conjectural estimate—I suppose 
not far from the truth—five thousand seamen and 
marines, also engaged in the war, you will ther 
have a numerical force, naval and military, amount- 
ing to seventy thousand men. If, again, you add 
to that, the proposed increase of the army by the 
whole amount of these two bills, twenty thousand 
volunteers and ten thousand regulars, you will 
have an army of a hundred thousand men, be- 
sides the numerous employees of one character or 
another, following the army—making an ageregate 
of at Jeast one hundred and ten thousand men. At 
this moment, including the sailors, and marines, 
and followers of the army, you are paying and 
feeding not less than from fifty-five ousand to 
sixty-five thousand men. This is the statement, 
sir, on which, as I conceive, the Senate has to vote 
upon this bill. 

Mr. CASS. Ifthe honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky will allow me, I must repeat the correction 
which I made the other day, and at the same time 
refer him to the statement presented but a few min- 
utes since. I repeat, sir, that the provision for 
raising twenty thousand new volunteers does not 
bear upon the question before us. Not a man will 
be raised, nor a dollar expended, unless a state of 
things should happen which cannot be reasonably 
anticipated. And, in such an event, prudence re- 
quires that the Government should be enabled to 
act and to call out an arriere force, which is the 
object of that portion of the bill. Why the hon- 
orable Senator includes five thousand seamen and 
marines in his estimate of the means for proseeu- 
ting the war in the interior of Mexico, I cannot 
conjecture. Surely they will add nothing to the 
force to be employed by General Scott in the-sub- 
jugation of the Mexican Government and people. 
I repeat, sir, the error of the honorable gentleman 
consists in his considering the legal establishment 
and the aggregate force as the same thing. I have 
shown the deduction it is necessary to make from 
the former, in order to exhibit the real amount of 
the latter. After this is done, the Senator will find 
that the force I have stated of from forty-one thou- 
sand to forty-six thousand is the true one, which 
will be placed at the disposition of General Scott, 
and which is less by some thousands than the 
force he considers necessary to carry on the plan 
of operations recommended by the Secretary of 
War. The Executive, therefore, in calling upon 
Congress to pass the bills under consideration, has 
had the best authority—that of the commanding 
general himself—for the amount of force recom- 
mended. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iam wellaware of the 
casualties to which the army in the field 1s sub- 
ject, and especially when exposed fo such a cli- 
mate as that of Mexico, which renders it very 
difficult to know what portion of the troops is effi- 
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cient, and I only stated, that from the official re- 
turns, there appeared to be forty-five thousand 
men now in Mextco. 

ed CASS, (in his seat.) Forty-three thou- 
sand. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. And the two regiments 
from Michigan, which the gentleman supposes, I 
will be very happy to hear are on the way, be- 
sides the two battalions also on the way to join 
the army. 

Mr. CASS. Will the Senator pardon me if I 
interrupt him one moment? These twenty-two 
hundred men will no more than suffice to fill up 
the volunteer forces. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Still there would be left 
inround numbers forty-five thousand men, together 
with the five thousand seamen and marines actu- 
ally engaged in this war; making an aggregate force 
of fifty thousand men in Mexico. Now, what is 
to be deducted from this number on account of the 
casualties of battle, and of climate, to which the 
gentleman referred? I cannot well make a calcu- 
lation; but I am startled at the estimate which the 
Senator presents, that one-fourth of these are to be 
struck down! Why, that cannot be; and, sir, the 
gentleman must recollect that under these inevit- 
able casualties, which I admit, you have been all 
the time endeavoring to supply the ranks of enlist- 
ments throughout the country. Enlistments have 
been continually going on. You can hardly take 
up a newapaper in which you do not find a notice 
of the sailing of some detachment of troops for 
Mexico. Not a week passes in which a vessel 
with soldiers does not sail from some port in the 
United States. That has been the case throughout 
the war. Now, is it possible, that this devouring 
war consumes men faster than you can ship them 
thither? Why, when I was journeying to this 
place, there were some hundreds of regulars going 
on from Newport on the Ohio river; and I see in 
the newspapers frequent notices of the transporta- 
tion of troops to Mexico. We have been all the 
time diligently recruiting, and will not the deficit 
be supplied in that way? Another thing is to be 
borne in mind: nearly the whole amount of those 
troops which have been thus despatched, have not 
encountered the casualties of the field. The casu- 
alties, which battle brought upon the forces, occur- 
red before the arrival of these reinforcements. The 
twenty thousand men that have gone there lately, 
have not been engaged in a single battle. They 
arrived in ¢he healthy season. They were healthy 
and robust men that went. Is it indeed true, that 
29 per cent. of all these fresh troops have fallen 
under the influence of the climate and disease? 
No; I trust not. We have not less than thirty- 
five thousand men, making every possible deduc- 
tion, besides those sick and temporarily disabled. 
Is not that a sufficient force? Mexico, sir, will be 
conquered in six weeks, and we shall all know it 
and admit it. The ‘question will then no longer 
be about defensive lines, and about diplomacy, 
and jegotiation, and treaty; but about the con- 
quered prize lying at our feet. Beyond all doubt, 
the question then will be, ‘* What shall we do with 
this conquered prize??? Sir, San Luis Potosi and 
Zacatecas, I venture to say, will be taken, from 
every account, in less than six weeks from this 
day. Will Mexico, then, be conquered? She is 
now conquered, as everybody knows. There is 
nothing left, then, but Queretaro. Our conquests 
are becoming so spacious that I can scarcely de- 
scribe them by their proper names, and I dare say 
I am not correct in the pronunciation now; and 
Queretaro is spared only because there glimmers 
the last flickering light of a government which 
rests in the country. ‘There is the phantom of a 
Congress and Government, and Queretaro remains 
uncaptured, not from any want of power, but be- 
cause you would there nurse that government into 
something with which you can make a treaty. 
Why, I see that General Scott has been giving 
passports to the legislators who constitute this 
government to go safely to what they call their 
new seat of government! This is the condition of 
things in Mexico. Surely, surely, we may now 
safely assume that Mexico is conquered. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have not yet obtained from 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs the precise information which I sought. 
I did not desire to excite a discussion on the ques- 
tion as to the amount of military force at present 
in Mexico; but I put the question whether our 
military commanders in Mexico had recommended 


this measure on which we are called upon to vote. 
In reply to the inquiry, as I understand, the hon- 
orable chairman of the committee says that one of 
them (General Scott) did, some time during the 
last year, write a letter recommending that, ina 
certain event, the military establishment in Mexico 
should be increased to fifty thousand men. Will 
the honorable Senator tell me the date of the let- 
ter? 

Mr. CASS. It was written after the arrival of 
its writer in Mexico; but how long after, I do not 
know. 

Mr. CLAYTON. After the capture of the city? 

Mr. CASS. Certainly; he distinctly alludes to 
that event. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It was written, then, after 
the capture of the city of Mexico. There is no 
intelligence, as I understand, from General Taylor 
that any additional forces were requisite. Am I 
right in the conjecture ? 

zi CASS. What did the honorable Senator 
ask ?. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Did General Taylor on any 
occasion recommend such an addition to the mili- 
tary force ? 

Mr. CASS. I understand the Senator as inqui- 
ring whether General Taylor had made the same 
recommendation as General Scott. I have told 
all I know about the recommendation of General 
Scott, and do not know whether General Taylor 
made a similar recommendation. 

Mr. CLAYTON. There is nothing, then, from 
General Taylor. He has made no recommenda- 
tion to add to the troops in Mexico; and as to 
General Scott, the honorable chairman is able to 
inform me, that some time last year, as he thinks, 
“after the capture of the city of Mexico,” Gen- 
eral Scott wrote to the department informing them, 
that if certain things intended to be done by the 
Administration were attempted, 50,000 men would 
be required to be added to the army. 

Mr. CASS. I beg your pardon, sir—raise the 
forces to 50,000 men; not add that amount. 

Mr. CLAYTON. That’s the very understand- 
ing I had, and was corrected in it. Well, that in- 
crease of the army to 50,000 men,as l understand 
from the reading of the letter from General Scott, 
was to be made in case the Administration should 
design to subjugate—to reduce all Mexico. 

Mr. CASS. Oh! no. ; 

Mr. CLAYTON. That is the amount of it, as 
I understand. If in error, I will be happy to be 
corrected. . 

Mr. CASS. The Senator is at liberty to put 
his own construction on the letter; but the object 
was stated to be ‘‘ to keep the Central Government 
in motion.” I will read the passage again. 

[Several Senators: We shall be glad to hear it 
again. ] 

Mr. CASS then read the passage already given, 
and added: The substance of the letter has been 
given in agSt. Louis paper which came here with- 
in the last few days. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, that is what I call re- 
ducing or subjugating the country. Others will 
put their own construction on it. ‘This increased 
force, then, is not recommended by General Scott; 
but he says to the department, ‘‘if you propose 
to take all the capitals of the States of Mexico— 
if you intend not only to put down the guerrillas 
and bandits, but to keep the Central Government 
of Mexico constantly in motion, allowing it no 
fixed place in which it can treat with you—if you 
purpose also to take possession of the revenues 
of the country, then you will require such an 
addition to the army now here as will raise it 
to fifty thousand men.’’ General Scott, it will be 
perceived, does not recommend that such an ad- 
dition shall be made to the army; he only says 
to the War Department, that if they design to 
adopt a certain course of procedure, it will be 
necessary to increase the army to, that amount. 
Pray, sir, what do you call keeping the Central 
Government in motion, occupying the State capi- 
tals, and seizing the revenues of Mexico? I call 
it subjugation of the country and an annihilation of 
the Government of Mexico. Well, now, the Pres- 
ident of the United States disavows that in his 
message. He declares that he is opposed to the an- 
nihilation of Mexico as a republic; yet the propo- 
sition now is, to augment the forces in Mexico, on 
the ground that such an increase is necessary, 1n 
order to attain objects which are, as I consider, 
tantamount to the entire subjugation of the country. 


It has been stated by my friend from Kentucky 
—and I think he has fully sustained it—that the 
force at present under the command of Scott 
and Taylor, or Wool in the absence of Taylor, 
amounts to forty-five thousand men; and we are 
now called on to increase the army to thirty thou- 
sand more, in order to overrun all Mexico, in order 
to occupy the capitals of all the States of Mexico, 
and to seize upon the entire revenues of the coun- 
try. In other words, as I understand it, to anni- 
hilate Mexico as a nation, and to destroy her Gov- 
ernment, does not require anything like the force 
which the honorable chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs now asks the Senate to vote. 
If you add thirty regiments—twenty regiments of 
volunteers and ten regiments of regulars—to the 
troops already in the field, you will have a vastly 
greater force than the commanding general of the 
army considers necessary for all the purposes spe- 
cified in the letter. It is well known to my brother 
Senators here, that during the last session and the 
previous one, I voted upon all occasions, when 
bills were presented to this body to increase the 
army of the United States, or to furnish supplies 
for the army, in favor of those bills. I took the 
ground that whether the Administration of the 
country was right or wrong in the inception of 
this war, I should vote more troops and more sup- 
plies for our armies, in order to sustain the honor — 
and interests of the country, so lone as my vote 
might be needed to sustain that honor and those 
interests. Nor shall I, in the course which I am 
about to take with regard to this bill, in the least 
change my purpose in regard to this matter, as 
originally formed. If the same issues were now 
before me which were presented at the last session, 
I should vote precisely as I voted then. But to- 
tally different is the question now presented. On 
all former occasions, the President of the United 
States, and his friends on this floor, disavowed 
any intention of conquest, or acquisition of terri- 
tory by conquest. They invariably declared that 
their object was not to obtain Mexican territory 
by robbery or conquest. They fought, it was 
declared, for a fair and honorable peace, and for 
indemnities for the injuries which we had received 
at the hands of Mexico. But what ‘now is the 
issue presented to the American Senate by the 
bill upon your table Allow me here to read from 
the message of the President, so that there may be 
no ground for any allegation of misstatement or 
equivocation. Let us hear from the President 
himself, the objects whith he has in view, and the 
purposes for the accomplishment of which he de- 
sires these additionaltroops. ‘The Presidentsays: 

«c In the mean time, as Mexico refuses all indemnity, we 
should adopt measures to indemnify ourselves, by appropri- 
ating permanently a portion of her territory. Early after the 
commencement of the war, New Mexico and the Califor- 
nias were taken possession of by our forces. Our military 
and naval commanders were ordered to conquer and hold 
them, subject to be disposed of by a treaty of peace. 

c The provinces are now in our undisputed occupation, 
and have been so for many months; all resistance on the 
part of Mexico having ceased within their limits, I am satis- 
fied that they should never be surrendered to Mexico.?? 

And again he says, on the same page: 


“ Besides New Mexico and the Californias, there are other 
Mexican provinces which have been reduced to our posses- 
sion by conquest. These other Mexican provinces are now 
governed by our military and naval commanders, under the 
general authority which is conferred upon a conqueror by the 
laws of war. They should continue to be held as a means of 
coercing Mexico to accede to just terms of peace.”? 

The question then arises, What are these ‘‘ terms 
of peace’”’—what the President conceives to be 
“just,” and on which he means to insist? By 
turning to the eighth page of his message, you 
will find an answer to this inquiry. You will then 
discover the views of the Executive with regard 
to “ just terms of peace.” It has been said, in the 
progress of debate, that the President attempted 
to negotiate after the battles of Contreras and 
Cherubusco; that he made an effort to treat with 
the Mexican commissioners, having sent Mr. Trist 
to Mexico for that purpose. In his message he 
communicates the purport of the instructions given 
to Mr. Trist, and his own “‘ultimatum:”’ 

« The Commissioner of the United States was authorized 
to agree to the establishment of the Rio Grande as the 
boundary, from its entrance into the Gulf to its intersection 
with the southern boundary of New Mexico, in north lat- 
itude about thirty-two degrees, and to obtain a cession to 
the United States of the Provinces of New Mexico and the 
Californias, and the privilege of the right of way across the 
isthmus of Tehuantepec. The boundary of the Rio Grande 
and the cession to the United States of New Mexico and 
Upper California, constituted an ultimatum which our 
Commissioner was, under no circumstances, to yield.”? 
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Here we have the President’s ‘just terms of 
peace,’’ as he calls them; his “ultimatum?” is 
definitely announced, and we are no longer left, as 
during the last two sessions, to conjecture—to guess 
at the objects and intentions of the President of the 
United States in regard to Mexico. It is now cer- | 
tain that he has demanded as an ultimatum, and | 
means to demand hereafter as his ultimatum, the 
cession to the United States of the Californias, and 
the whole of New Mexico—a territory embracing ! 
at least six hundred and ninety thousand square | 
miles of land—more than twice the entire territo- | 
rial extent of the “ old thirteen States” at the time | 
of the American Revolution! And [ am called 


upon to give a vote which shall enable the Pres- | 


ident to enforce these ‘‘ terms of peace!” I am: 
called upon to give a vote that shall enable him to | 
compel Mexico to cede the whole of New Mexico | 
and the Californias to this country: I have no 
choice left. I can at once take up my position, 
and say whether I am in favor of the acquisition . 
and conquest of all this vast region, or whether I 
am opposed to it. 
I must confess that I do not understand the ar- 
ument of my honorable friend from Maryland, 
Mr. Jounson.}] He concluded, as I understood, 
with an expression of his resolution to vote for 
this bill. He told us to-day, that if the peonle of 
the United States were consulted, he verily be- 
lieved the great mass of them would decide against 
the acquisition of any territory on the western side 
of the Del Norte. ‘The Senator thought that the 
people of the United States would go with him for 
acquisition of territory by way of indemnity and 
not by way of robbery, but in payment of the 
debt which is justly due us by Mexico. He 
thought that the people would go with him so 
far as to defend the country between the Neuces 
and the Rio Bravo; but he had no doubt that 
the people of the United States were clearly op- 
posed, and would so declare themselves whenever 
called upon, to the we lacy of any territory 
on the other side of the Rio Bravo. Now I can- 
not understand how my friend, having arrived at 
these conclusions, being: thus satisfied as to the 
popular will, can reconcile it to himself to vote for 
this immence addition to the army of the United 
States, when the object of the augmentation of the 
military establishment is plafnly avowed by the 
President to be the extension of his conquests over 
the whole of this country on the other side of the 
Rio Bravo, and the acquisition of both the Califor- 
nias and New Mexico. If my honorable friend 
can reconcile that by the exercise of all his inge- 
nuity, I should like to hear him do so. For m 
part, I cannot comprehend it. Without reflecting 
on his course, however, my business is to point out 
my own. 
Before I proceed further in the argument on this 
question, I desire to say, for one, that I never 
have been, and I am rot now, willing to acquire 
one acre of ground from Mexico, or any other 
nation under heaven, by conquest or robbery. I 
hold ‘that, in all our transactions with the other 
nations of the world, the great principle ought to 
be maintained of us that ‘‘honesty is the best 
policy,” and that an honorable reputation is of 
more value to a country than land or money. I 
hold that any attempt on our part, merely because 
we happen to possess superior strength, to com- 
pel a weaker nation to cede to us all that we 
choose to demand as indemnity, whilst we at the 
same time admit that we ask for more than she 
owes is, is nothing else but robbery. If a man 
owes me a sum of money, and if, when I meet 
him on the highway, he replies to my demand 
that he has not wherewithal to meet it, and I 
should insist, with a pistol pointed to his breast, 
that he should deliver to me a deed of his farm, at 
the estimate which I choose to put upon it, I think 
there could not be much difference of opinion as 
to the nature of that transaction. I should like to 
know how my friend from Maryland, who is an 
able lawyer, would defend, under an indictment, 
the man guilty of such conduct. Would it be 
any palliation, or excuse, or justification of the 
conduct of his client, in such a case, that the 
money was justly due him? Could there be 
found in Christendom a court and jury that would 
hesitate as to the verdict in such a case? And 
what, let me ask—as a friend near me [Mr. W Eg- 
STER] suggests—what would be the value of the 
deed obtained in such circumstances? If the pos- 
sessor of it should even go “ unwhipt of justice,” 


: would he not be the object to which the scornful 
' finger of every honest man would be pointed, so 
long as he lived upon the earth? I hold—and, 
however old-fashioned the notion may be, I shall 
maintain it so long as I have a seat here—that 
character is as valuable to a nation as it is to an 
individual; and inasmuch as I would scorn as a 
private citizen to despoil my neighbor of his 
property in these circumstances and with these 
avowals, so, as a public man, I never can sanc- 
tion, in the slightest degree, such a course of con- 
duct on the part of the Government of the coun- 
try. ; 
| We are one of the strongest nations of the earth. 
We have been amongst the weakest. In times 
gone by, we have suffered from the cruelty, the 
tyranny, and injustice of other nations, and have 
uttered loud complaints. We have now waxed 
strong, and can put the foot upon the neck ofa 
. sister republic, and compel her to yield to the terms 
we ourselves dictate. The question now comes 
up, and it addresses itself to every genuine lover 
_of his country, whether the acquisition of all this 
. territory, in those circumstances, would compen- 
: sate us for the loss of the reputation—that high 
_ national character which we have hitherto sustain- 
ed? Do not understand me as opposing the just 
claims of my own country. l would go as far to 
: enforce those claims consistently with the honor of 
the country as any man living. So far as the 
prosecution of war for the purpose of securing just 
indemnity for these claims might be concerned, 
would go as far as he who, on the other side of the 
Chamber, goes farthest. 


But the President dis- 
tinctly tells you that when Mr. Trist made the 
' proposition to the Mexican Commissioners to ne- 
gotiate, the terms were to be defined by him, and 
that they were to be submitted to by Mexico at 
“the cannon’s mouth.”’ 

Here Mr. C. yielded toa motion to adjourn; 
and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 12, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER announced as the question first 
in order this day the motion of Mr. Potiock to 
recommit the resolution yesterday reported by Mr. 
RocKwELL, from the Committee of Claims, au- 
thorizing the employment of a clerk to compile 
and classify all the claims which have been before 
Congress from the 14th to the 29th Congress, in- 
clusive, in alphabetical order, showing what action, 
if any, has ever been had on said claims by Con- 
ress. 

Mr. ROBINSON moved the usual resolution to 
terminate all debate in Committee of the Whole 
on the President’s message this day, at two o’clock, 


. m. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to lay the resolution 
' on the table, which was agreed to: Yeas 99, nays 
74 


ee ee SE SS TE ES RE mE ee oM 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 


Mr. COCKE made an ineffectual effort to get 
the House into Committee of the Whole, for the 
purpose of taking up the joint resolution, reported 
by him a few days since, authorizing the employ- 
i ment of an additional number of clerks in the 
| Pension Office. 

The SPEAKER then again announced the un- 
finished business, to wit: the motion to recommit 


_ the resolution yesterday reported by Mr. Rocx- 


i Claims. 

And this proposition being taken up, a debate 
: of some length ensued, in which Messrs. ROCK- 
, WELL of Massachusetts, COBB of Georgia, and 
| ROCKWELL of Connecticut, took part. 

The resolution was then recommitted. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
i made an adverse report upon the petition of George 
Hix. Laid on the table. 

Mr. D., from the same committee, reported abill 
! for the relief of William Hogan, administrator of 
| Michael Hogan, deceased. Read and committed. 
| Mr. CROWELL, from the same committee, 
| 
| 


reported bills for the relief of the securities of Eli- 
jah J. Weed, late quartermaster of marines, de- 
ceased; for the relief of Aurelia Brereton; for the 


' relief of the legal heirs of John Snyder, deceased; 


i WELL, of Connecticut, from the Committee of | 


| 


| 


t 
‘ 
’ 
' 
' 


| 
| 


| 
| 


| 
| 


and for the relief of Thomas Scott; which several 
bills were read and committed. . 

Mr. JOHN QUINCY ADAMS (speaking in 
an exceedingly low tone of voice) was understood 
to say that the petitioner had deceased during the 
recess of Congress, and that the bill should, there- 
fore, be amended so as to accrue to the benefit of 
his heirs. 

The SPEAKER suggested, as the bill was 
already referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, the desired amendment might be made by 
them when the bill came up for consideration. 

Mr. CROWELL, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of William 
Harris, Charles. Foreman, Eli Ackley, Martin L. 
Patterson, Samuel Reed, William Greer, and upon 
a memorial of the Legislature of Illinois. - Laid 
on the table. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the petitions of Daniel Brown, 
A.R.S. Hunter, and Martin Thomas. Laid on 
the table 

Mr. T., from the same committee, reported bills 
for the relief of Reginald alias Nick Hillary, and 
for the relief of James McAvoy. Read and com- 
mitted. . 

Mr. FLOURNOY, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of the legal heirs and 
representatives of Nathaniel Cox, deceased, for- 
merly naval agent at New Orleans. Read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. DUNN, from the same committee, reported 
bills for the relief of William Ralston; for the re- 
lief of Charles Benns; for the relief of John W. 
Hockett; and for the relief of the heirs of Matthew 
Stewart; which several bills were read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. THIBODEAUX, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to which it had been referred, reported 
a bill relating to the collection district of New 
Orleans, and for other purposes. Read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the same Committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Barclay & Living- 
ston, and Smith, Thurger & Co. Read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, asked to be discharged from the consid- 
eration of the papers of Jacob Keer, and that they 
be referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. Agreed to. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the same committee, 
reported the following resolution, which was agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That 5,009 copies of the report of the Commis- 


sioner of Public Lands be printed for the use of the members 
of this House. 


Mr. PUTNAM, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Amzy Judd. Read 
and committed. i 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, from the same 
committee, reported a bill giving further time for 
satisfying claims for bounty lands, and for other 
purposes. Read and committed. 

Mr. D., from the same committee, asked to be 
discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of James Vangorden, and that it lie on the table. 
Agreed to. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, asked to be discharged from the 
consideration of the petition of citizens of North- 
umberland county, Pennsylvania, and that it lie on 
the table. Agreed to. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, asked to be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of 
Isaac Beall, and that the petitioner have leave to 
withdraw his papers. Agreed to. 

Mr. KING also asked that the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims be discharged from the con- 
sideration of the petition of Welch, adminis- 
trator of Churchill Gibbs, and that it be referred to 
the Secretary of War. Agreed to. 

Mr. WICK, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of Thomas Jenne. Laid on the table. 

Mr. BARRINGER, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, made an adverse report on the petition 
of John A. Bryan. Laid on the table. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the rel ef of Joseph and Lindsley 
Ward. Read and committed. 

Mr. BOYD, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill to amend an act entitled 
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“« An act to raise for a limited time an additional 
military force, and for other purposes.” Read and 
committed. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill to authorize certain 
‘promotions in the naval service; and a bill to direct 
the Secretary of the Navy to settle certain accounts 
of pursers in the navy who have been required to 
act as pursers of the vessels of which they were 
ah in command during the existing war with 

exico. Read and committed. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, from the 
same committee, reported a bill for the relief of 
Ann W. Angus. Read and committed. 

Mr. WHITE, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Elizabeth Mays; and 
a bill for the relief of Nancy Tompkins. Read 
and committed. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the same committee, 
reported a joint resolution for the relief of J. Mel- 
ville Gilliss and others; and bills for the relief of 
James Glynn and others; and for the relief of 
James H. Conley. Which several bills and joint 
resolution were read and committed. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the legality of the order of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy giving assimilated rank to surgeons, 
assistant surgeons, and pursers, and the expediency of re- 
pealing or continuing the same by law ; and that the com- 
inittee report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. POLLOCK expressed a desire to debate 
this resolution, which he maintained would carry 
it over to another day. He inquired (in conse- 
quence of some remarks from a gentleman near 
him) if the morning hour had expired. 

The SPEAKER replied, that it was competent 
for any gentleman to move to go into Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. POLLOCK said, perhaps then he would 
accomplish his wbject by moving that the House 
do now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HILLIARD begged the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania not to press that motion. 

Mr. SCHENCK desired to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the fact that 
this was a mere proposition to inquire. 

Mr. POLLOCK said he had, then, misunder- 
stood the proposition. If it was as represented by 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. SCHENCK, ] he had 
no objection to it. 

Mr. RHETT said it appeared to him the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs were asking the House to 
Instruct them to do that which they had power to 
do without such instructions. If there had been 
any illegality, why did not the Naval Committee 
proceed to investigate it? Why did they seek for 
instructions? Were they afraid to discharge their 
duty unless they should be compelled to do it by 
the House? He saw no necessity for such a reso- 
lution, and he therefore moved to lay it on the 
table. 

Some explanations having been made between 
ee SCHENCK and Mr. EVANS, of Mary- 

and— 

Mr. RHETT desired the attention of the House 
' to the 92d rule, which is in these words: 

€c Tt shall be the duty o° the Committee on Naval Affairs to 
take into consideration all matters which concern the naval 
establishment, and which shall be reterred to them by the 
House, and to report their opinion thereupon; and also to 


report, from time to time, such measnres as may contribute 
to economy and accountability in the said establishmeut.”? 


The rule prescribed the duty of the committee, 
and hence they required no further instruction. 

The question was then taken on laying on the 
table, and it was decided in the affirmative by a 
vote of 75 to 58. 


Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill to amend the act of the 3d 
of March, 1847, entitled ‘* An act to establish cer- 
tain post routes, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. STANTON asked that the bill might be 
now put on its passage. 

The bill provides that the officers, seamen, and 
marines of the navy of the United States, in ser- 
vice on any of the coasts of Mexico, may receive 
letters free of postage, thus placing the navy on 
the same footing in this respect with the officers, 
musicians, and privates of the army in Mexico. 

Mr. GOGGIN moved to commit the bill to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. STANTON inquired if that was debatable? 


The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. STANTON then proceeded to urge the 
passage of the bill. No one, he presumed, would 
refuse to’ put our officers and seamen in the same 
position that the officers and men of the regular 
A were put in by a law of a previous session 
of Congress; for they were equally exposed to 
hardships and perils in the service of the country,, 
and sometimes on shore as well as on the ocean. 

Mr. GOGGIN said, when it came fairly before 
the House, he should desire to discuss it; but he 
desired first to inquire how this matter had been 
taken from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and committed to the Committee on 
Naval. A ffuirs. 

Mr. STANTON explained. It was to supply 
an omission in an act heretofore passed, from the 
advantages of which the navy was excluded, that 
the Committee on Naval Affairs had directed him 
to report this bill. He had not anticipated any 
opposition to this bill, nor had he believed that it 
required the consideration of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. It was simply de- 
signed to supply an omission, which he had hoped 
would have met with a general acqiiescence. 

Mr. RHETT said, what the gentleman from 
Tennessee had said was perfectly true. There 
was an omission of the navy in the law to which 
he referred, but still this bill was defective; for our 
mails not only go to Mexico, but are-sent to the 

Pacific, to the Mediterranean, and to Europe. [f, 


therefore, our officers and sailors in the Gulf of 


Mexico are to be exempt from postage, the same 
principle should be applied to those who were on 
still more distant stations—in the Pacific, in Eu- 
rope, or with the squadron in the Mediterranean. 
He did not say that he was opposed to the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Tennessee, but he 
thought it should be referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, a general measure 
| being preferable to a partial one, and that com- 
| mittee being the one best qualified to adjust all the 
details. He thought the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia was the correct one. 
Mr. SYANTON replied that this measure was 
of no actual importance to the Post Office Depart- 
| ment, for letters were already sent by the Navy 
Department to their foreign stations, by both pub- 
lic and private vessels. ‘his bill was merely de- 
signed to obviate any invidious distinction. 
Mr. RHETT continued. If what the gentle- 
man from ‘Tennessee said was correct, there was 
no earthly necessity to pass this bill. Ifthe Navy 

Department could send letters to other stations, she 
| could send also to the Guif squadron. But he did 
| not understand that the Post Office Depaitment 
had been established to give everybody gratuitous 
facilities to send correspondence to foreign coun- 
tries. In every aspect, therefore, this bill should 
be subjected to an examination by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The motion to commit was then agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Charles 
Reeder, W. R. Johnson, and Thomas P. Jones. 
Read and committed. 

Mr. BOTTS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, asked to be discharged from the petition 
of Ithamar Rogers, and that it be laid on the table. 
Agreed to. 

Mr. B., from same committee, asked to be dis- 
charged from the petitions of certain officers of the 
army of the United States in Mexico; of Frances 
| P. Gardiner, widow of the lateGeo. W. Gardiner; 
| of Frances Fowler, widow of the late Abraham 

Fowler; of Mary M. Foot, widow of Lyman Foot; 
and of the widows and orphans of sundry officers 
| of the army; and that they be referred to the Com- 

mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, said he did not 
know what the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions had to do with the question, whether it was 

| proper to grant pensions to the widows of the 
| officers and soldiers of our present army in the 
event of their falling in the public service. [A 
voice: “We are revolutionizing Mexico.”] A 
| revolution in Mexico! He knew not how even 
; our Mexican war could bring the subject within 
| the province of the Committee on Revolutionary 
| Pensions. He humbly apprehended that that 
committee had nothing to do with it; but that it 


properly belonged to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, which had jurisdiction over this entire 
subject; and, as he had entire confidence in that 


committee, as well as great respect for its members, 


he hoped this matter would be sent back to it. 
Mr. BOTTS begged to say that it was not of 

the slightest consequence to him whether the sOb- 

ject were sent back or referred to som@other com- 


| mittee; but he begged also to call the attention of 


am a e e 
er NE O 


| 


| 
| 


the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. T. eae 
to the 90th rule of this House, which provides an 
prescribes what shall be the duties of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, in these words: 

“It shall be the duty of the Committee on Military Affairs 
to take into consideration all subjects relating to the mili- 
tary establishment and public defence, which may be refer- 
red to them bythe House, and to report there opinion 
thereupon; and also to report, from time to time, such 
measures as may contribute to economy and accountability 
in the said establishment.” 

The gentleman would therefore see that the du- 
ties of the Committee on Military Affairs were so 
specifi¢ and so distinct from the objects here con- 
templated by the proposed sxeference, that the 
Committee on Military Affairs had deemed it 
proper to ask to be discharged from its considera- 
tion. Still, he held that it was competent for this 
House, at its discretion, to refer such matters to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, the Commit- 
tee on Invalid, or the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, neither of which was expressly charged 
with the consideration of such questions. But as 
the Committee on Military Affairs would have 
much business to occupy its members, and the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions would not 
be so much oppressed with business, it was 
thought, in giving it a special reference, it might 
with much propriety be sent to that committee. 
For himself, however, he was perfectly indifferent 
respecting the disposition the House might make 
of it. 

Mr. HARALSON, as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, begged to state, that it 
was clearly his conviction that this subject should 
be sent to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions, It more appropriately belonged to that, or 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, than to the 
committee of which he was a member. It was not 
material to which of the two Pension Committees 
it was referred; but to one it was obvious it should 
go, for it was an application for a pension. Pen- 
sion was the object sought, and nothing else. 
How, then, could it be sent to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, consistently with the rule which 
prescribed their duties? 

It had been said that the widows of our officers 
and soldiers who might fall in the Mexican war 
were not “invalids,” nor the widows of soldiers 
of the ‘revolutionary war.” True. But neither 
were they a part of the ‘military establishment 
and public defence,” and hence the Committce on 
Military Affairs was not the appropriate commit- 
tee. Certainly it was less appropriate, the memo- 
rial being an application for a pension, than either 
of the two committees, both of which had the sub- 
ject of pensions committed to them. He should 
vote to send it to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, though it was true the rule prescribing 
the duty of that committee did not itself embrace 
this subject. But that was a more appropriate 
reference than either of the others. 

The honorable gentleman read the 95th and 96th 
rules prescribing the duties of the wo Pension 
Committees—the one being ‘to take into consid- 
eration all such matters respecting pensions for ser- 
vices in the revolutionary war, other than invalid 
pensions,” and the other being charged with those 
invalid pensions which were the exception in the 
first of the two rules. There was no Committee 
on Pensions other than those enumerated, and it 
would be perhaps most appropriate to send this 
subject to a special committee. If the motion to 
refer to the other committees should fail, he should 
certainly move such a reference. The duties of 
the Comfnittee on Military Affsirs would be oner- 
ous enough without giving them in charge the sub- 
ject of pensions. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, said the appli- 
cation was for a system of rewards for officers and 
soldiers now in the service of the country. This 
necessarily involved a question which was contra- 
ry to the genius of our institutions, and it should 
be well considered before a system was establish- 
ed for the future involving such weighty consider- 
ation. He was understood to advocate the refer- 
ence to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 
but the venerable gentleman was not distinctly 
heard at the reporter’s desk. 
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The motion to refer to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions was then agreed to. 


Mr. HILLIARD, from the Committee on For- 
eigh Affairs, reported a bill to regulate the diplo- 
matic interSurse of the United States with foreign 
nations. Read and committed. > 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill for settling the claims of the 
heirs of Richard W. Meade, deceased. Read and 
committed. 

Mr. RHETT, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Benjamin Hodges, and a bill for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Cornelius Manning. 
Read and committed. - 

Mr. LAWRENCE, of New York, from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, made an 
adverse report on the petition of Anna Smith and 
others. Laid on the table. 

Mr. HAMMONs, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition of James 
Hillman. Laid on the table. 

Mr. SYLVESTER, from the same committee, 
asked that the committee be discharged from the 

etitions of Peter Rife and Silvia Pond, widow of 

eriah Pond, and that they be laid on the table. 
Agreed to. 

Also, an adverse report on the petition of Esther 
Scolley. Laid on the table. 

Mr. DONNELL, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of Joseph 
Carter and Benjamin Johnson. Laid on the table. 

Also, that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the resolution of the House 
relative to the expediency of allowing a pension to 
Artemas Conant, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. Agreed to. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of John 
Mitcheil; a bill for the relief of Jesse Young; and 
a bill for the relief of Silas Waterman. Read and 
" committed. : 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Patents he requested 
to communicate to this House what legislation is necessary 
to provide rooin in the Patent Office building for the arrange - 
ment of models in such a manner as to give the examiners 


such acce:s to them as is necessary for them in the dis- 
charge of their duties. 


Read and agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications: 

A communication from the Secretary of State, 
transmitting, in obedience to the act of the 20th of 
April, 1818, and the eleventh section of the act of 
Gth of August, 1842, a report of the names and 
compensation of the several persons employed in 
the Department of State, and also in the’ Patent 
Office, during the last year. Laid on the table. 

A communication from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in obedience to the act of 2d April, 
1794, a report of the expenses of the national 
armories, with an account of the arms made and 
repaired therein during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1847. Laid on the table. 

A communication from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in compliance with the 20th section 
of the act of August 26, 1842, a statement of the 
expenditures from the contingent fund of that de- 
Pee during the year ending June 30, 1847. 

aid onthe table. 

A communication from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
the House of the 22d ultimo, a report in reference 
to the commerce of the lakes and western rivers. 
Laid on the table. 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with the 
20th section of the act of the 26th of August, a 
report of the expenditure of the contingent fund of 
that department. Referred to the Committee on 
Public Expenditures. 

A report from the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings of the manner in which all appropria- 
tions for the public buildings and grounds have 
been applied during the past year. Referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A report from the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
rescntatives, transmitting a report of the names 
and compensation of the several persons employed 
ae office during the past year. Laid on the 
table. 


SENATE BILLS, 

The following bills from the Senate were taken 
up, read a first and second time, and.referred: 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Wilson. 

A bill concerning certain collection districts, and 
for other purposes. 

A bill for the relief of the administrator of Elisha 
L. Keen, deceased. 

A bill providing for the payment of the claim of 
Walter R. Johnson against the United States. 

A bill supplementary to an act entitled ‘‘ An act 
to regulate the exercise of the appellate jurisdic- 
tion of the Supreme Court in certain cases, and for 
other purposes. 

A bill for the relief of ‘Thomas Rhodes. 

A bill providing for the appointment of assist- 
ant pursers in the navy. 

A bill to provide for the purchase of the manu- 
script papers of the late James Madison, former 
President of the Untted States. 

A bill to provide clothing for volunteers in the 
service of the United States. 

A bill to promote the filling up of vacancies in 
the volunteer corps now in the service of the Uni- 
ted States. 

A bill making an additional appropriation for 
the dry dock at the Brooklyn navy-yard. 

A resolution in favor of David Shaw and Solo- 
mon T. Corsér. 

BILLS PASSED. 

The bill to authorize the issuing of a register to 

the barque Canton, was read a first and second 
“time. 

Mr. GRINNELL moved that the bill be now 
put on its passage. 

The question was put, and the bill was read a 
third time, passed, and returned to the Senate. 


The bill of the House authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to grant a register to the barque 
Sarah and Eliza, engrossed by order of the House 
some days since, was taken up, read a third time, 
passed, and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: A bill to 
erect fortifications and establish a military depôt 
ator near the mouth of the Genesee river, in the 
State of New York. Read twice and referred. 

By Mr. RHETT: A bill declaring the assent of 
Congress to the acts passed by the States laying 
tonnage duties to improve the navigation within 
the States. Read and referred. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill to apply certain 
alternate sections of the public domain to the com- 
pletion of the Clinton and Kalamazoo canal, in the 
State of Michigan. Read and referred. 

Mr. SIMS presented resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of South Carolina relative to the 
establishment of a branch mint at Charleston, in 
said State. Referred. 

Mr. TAYLOR gave notice that on to-morrow, 
or on some subsequent day, he should ask leave to 
bring in a bill to extend the time for locating Vir- 
ginia military land warrants in the State of Ohio, 
and returning surveys thereon to the General Land 
Office. 


THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolv- 
ed itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. J. R. 
INGERSOLL, Of Pennsylvania, in the chair,) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the annual mes- 
sage of the President of the United States and the 
resolutions referring the same to various appropri- 
ate committees. 


Mr. LINCOLN, who was entitled to the floor 
from last evening, addressed the committee. With- 
out wasting the time of the committee with any 
preliminary remarks, he would proceed at once, 
he said, to the considerateon of the subject he pro- 
posed to discuss. 

Some of the gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, if not all of them, who had addressed the 
committee within the last few days, had, if he had 
understood them correctly, spoken somewhat com- 
plainingly of the vote which was given some week 
or ten days since in this House, by which it was 
declared that the present war with Mexico was 
‘c unnecessarily and unconstitutionally commenced 
by the President of the United States.” He 
agreed with them, if he understood them properly, 
so far as to say that such a vole ought not to have 
been given wantonly; that it was wrong, if so 
given; that no member ought to have given such 


a vote, unless he thought he was voting in accord- 
ance with the truth. He was one of those who 
had voted thus, and he proposed to present some 
of the reasons which actuated him in so doing. 

When this war first commenced, he did not ex- 

ect it would last so long as it had already done. 

t was then his opinion, that all those who, for 
the reason of not knowing enough, or of knowing 
too much, on the subject, as they understood it, 
could not conscientiously approve the course of 
the President of the United States in relation to 
the commencement of the war, snould, neverthe- 
less, as good and patriotic citizens, remain silent 
upon that question until the war should have ter- 
minated. And, in accordance with that view, he 
had, up to the time he arrived in this city, at the 
commencement of this session, never expressed 
his opinion in relation to whether or not the war 
was justly commenced on the part of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. He had tried to act © 
upon that principle, believing he was doing right 
in so doing. He found that view had been taken 
by some with whom he agreed in political senti- 
ment, and especially by Mr. Ex-President Van 
Buren. 

He (Mr. L.) was inclined to think he would 
have adhered to that view even yet, were it nat 
that the President himself and some of his friends 
would not permit those to be silent who wished to 
be so upon that question. The President himself, 
as was well known, in his messages, especially in 
his late annual message to Congress, attempted to 
argue every silent vote given in favor of supplies 
for the war into an approval of his conduct in the 
commencement of it, and of his mode of prosecuting 
the war. He would not refer to particular in- 
stances in relation to this point, with the single 
exception of this: take, for instance, the declara- 
tion in the late message, in which the President 
tells us, that when he announced to Congress that 
hostilities had commenced, Congress, by a vote ap- 
proaching very nearly to unanimity, declared the 
war to exist by the act of Mexico; only two in 
the Senate and fourteen in the House, he says, 
dissenting. Now, what he wished to refer to was 
this: that the President here attempted to prove, 
that with this small exception, the members of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives were 
for backing him in the declaration that ** war ex- 
ists by the act of Mexico;’’ whereas the same 
journal which told him that only fourteen members 
of the House of Representatives voted against this” 
declaration, when forced in as a preamble to the 
biil and coupled with supplies—that same journal 
told him that sixty-seven voted against ìt when 
disconnected with the question of supplies. So 
that the President came forward and attempted to 
prove, by telling what is the truth, what he could 
not prove if he told the whole truth; thus dealing 
unfairly with those who had silently voted sup- 
plies, and compelling them, in justice to them- 
selves, to speak out and prevent, if possible, this 
kind of misrepresentation. 

But, in addition to this, one of his colleagues 
[Mr. Ricuarpson] came into this House witha 
resolution in its terms expressly endorsing the jus- 
tice of the President’s conduct in the beginning of 
the war. Sothat he found himself here, if he was 
inclined to give the President his supplies, and say 
nothing about the original justice of the war—if hé 
was inclined to go with him, to look ahead and not 
back, in a position that he could not do so, He 
should feel compelled to vote on.this resolution in 
the negative. And as the President and his friends 
would not allow them to do as he wanted to do, 
and as Mr. Van Buren approved, he had set him- 
self about examining what position was the right 
one on the justice of the war. He had never por 
ticularly examined this question before. He had 
refrained from so doing for the reason he had stated. 
When this question was suddenly sprung upon 
the House the other day, on the part of his own 
political friends, declaring the war to have been 
unnecessarily and unconstitutionally commenced 
on the part of the President, he did not then desire 
to vote upon the question. He preferred to know 
something more upon the subject. But he voted 
under the impression then on his mind; which im- 
pression was still on his mind, and which, possi- 
bly, could be removed. If it could be, and if it 
should be removed, he should take great pleasure 
in reversing his vote. 

He would now attempt to show why it was that 
in the investigation he had made he arrived at the 
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conclusion he had. It was some two or three 
weeks ago, when, it might be remembered, he in- 
troduced resolutions of inquiry. They followed 
a short time, some three or four days, after the 
movement of his colleague, [Mr. Ricuarpson, 

and they followed in consequence of it, and woul 

not have been introduced if the gentleman’s reso- 
lution had not. He had introduced those resolu- 
tions, those interrogatories, with the view of get- 
ting at the direct queens as he understood it, of 
the justice of the President’s conduct in the com- 
mencement of this war. It was not for him to say 
that he certainly understood the true question cor- 
rectly—he only acted for himself. The President, 
however, told us, in his first message, that hostili- 
ties were commenced, or blood was shed—Amer!- 
can blood was shed upon American soil. And of 
so much importance did the President deem the 
` declaration that the place, the very spot where 
blood was first spilled was our own soil, that he 


followed it up, and repeated that declaration in. 


almost the same language in every successive mes- 
sage, certainly in every annual message since. 
The President seemed to attach great importance 
to the assumed fact that the soil was our own 
where hostilities commenced. He(Mr. L.) agreed 
with him on the importance of it, if he understood 
the President. It was his opinion that that was 
the very point on which rightfully the President 
should be justified or condemned. The President 
felt, as doubtless every intelligent man felt, that 
ownership, title, was not itself a simple fact, 1t was 
rather a conclusion drawn from one or more single 
facts; and, feeling this, he seemed to be sensible 
that the bare statement that we owned the soil 
needed to be supported by the facts on which it 
rests. Accordingly, in his annual message in 
December, 1846, he came forward with a string of 
proof on that point. He (Mr. L.) proposed to ex- 
amine that proof, and to show that it in no way 
attached to the question. First, he made an issue 
which was a false issue. After going on to state 
certain facts, he Baid: 

‘¢ But there arc those who, conceding all this to be truc, 
assuine the ground that the true western boundary of Texas 
is the Nucces instead of the Rio Grande; and that, therefore, 
in marching our army to the east bank of the latter river, we 
passed the Texan Jine, and invaded the territory of Mexi- 
co. 

Now, he said, this was an issue ingeniously 
framed for the admission of improper testimony. 
If the President had desired to meet the exact point 
of issue, he would have said, the soil on which 
hostilities commenced, [ declare to be ours. There 
are those who say it is not. Now for the proof. 
Did he make any such issue? Did he not, in- 
stead, make an issue of two affirmatives, and 
speak in one part of his message of one river, and 
in another part of the other river, leaving all the 
intermediate space to play upon? After stating 
the issue as he had described, the President went 
on then with his proof. He (Mr. L.) had an- 
alyzed and classified the various items, facts, and 
declarations, which made up the whole proof 
broucht forward by the President of the correct- 
ness of his position. 

The first item was, that the western boundary 
of Louisiana, as we purchased it of France, was 
the Rio Grande. 

The next was, that the Republic of Texas al- 
ways claimed the Rio Grande to be her western 
boundary. Then came a class of declarations, the 
amount of which was, that she had always—upon 
paper, in her constitution, by forming her con- 
gressional districts, in laying out her counties, 
collection districts, &c.—claimed it to be her west- 
ern boundary. And then that a treaty was made 
by her with Santa Anna, in which Santa Anna 
recognized the Rio Grande as the western bound- 
ary of Texas. 

Next came a declaration, or a class of declara- 
tions, that jurisdiction had been by Texas, or by 
the United States since Texas was admitted into 
the Union, exercised, not upon the eastern bank 
of the Rio Grande, but ketween the two rivers. 

And, lastly, it was declared that the Congress 
of the United States understood, at the time Texas 
was admitted into the Union, that the boundary 

of Texas extended beyond the Nueces. 
' This was the whole testimony which Mr. Polk 
brought forward; and he told us it was a simple 
statement of facts, that clearly proved that in march- 
ing the army from the Nueces to the Rio Grande 
he did not invade the territory of Mexico. He 
propose for a little while to examine this proof, 


item by item, for the purpose of showing that it 
was not the proof at all which was necessary to 
an the President in the position which h | 
took. | 
First, as to the declaration that the Rio Grande | 
was the western boundary of Louisiana, as pur- 
chased by France. All knew that that purchase ` 
was in 1803; and the President himself told us that 
by thé treaty of 1819 we sold the land east of the 
Rio Grande—to the Sabine, he believed—to Spain. 
He wanted to make but a single remark upon this 
point. 


> 
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people to do so, during the existing war, leaving 
it expressly understood that there was no termina- 
tion of the war. Nobody supposed it was a trea-. 
ty, because it was well known, as it has many 
times been stated, that Santa Anna, being a pris- 
oner of war at the time, could not have made a 
treaty, if he had tried to do so. But he never in- 
tended to make—he never made—any such thing. 
There was no mark, no characteristic about it of 


; a treaty at all. 


He next came to notice the declaration of the 


How the line that divided your land and || President, that Texas before annexation, and the 


mine still remains the dividing line after I have sold || United States since annexation, had exercised ju- 


my land to you, was to him past all comprehen- | 
sion. And how a man, with the honest purpose 
of telling “ the truth, and nothing but the truth,” | 
could have ever thought of introducing such a | 
piece of “ proof,” was equally incomprehensible. | 
The next point was, the declaration that the Re- ; 
public of Texas always claimed the Rio Grande | 
as her western boundary. That was not true in | 
point of fact. She did not “ always” claim it. | 
She did claim it, but notalways. The constitution | 
by which she was admitted into the Union—which, 
being her last act as a Republic, might be said to 
be her “last will and testament,” ‘‘ revoking all 
others’’—made no such claim. But suppose it 
were true that she had always claimed it, had not 
Mexico always claimed that it was not so? If| 
Texas had always claimed that the Rio Grande | 
was her western boundary, had not Mexico always | 
claimed directly the reverse? So that it was noth- | 
ing but claim against claim, and there was nothing | 
proved until you got behind the claims, and sa 
which stood upon the best foundation. And what 
he here said in reference to these claims of his 
was equally applicable to all the President said | 
about ‘Texas, under her republican constitution, | 
having always claimed to the Rio Grande; and her 
laying out her congressional districts, towns, coun- 
ties, &c., all stood on the same ground. You might 
just as well say I could get a valid title to your land 
by writinga deed and signing it, as to say that Texas 
| 


could get the land of another by, at home, including 
within her boundary, upon paper, a certain piece 
of territory, when it was itself where she dare not 
go. ‘The thing was prepostercust! 

Next came the declaration that Santa Anna, by 
his treaty with the Republic of Texas, recognized 
the Rio Grande as the western boundary of Tex- 
as. Now, he would just say, if anybody wanted 
to be amused by seeing a very little thing called 
by a very big name, let them turn to Niles’s Re- 
gister, volume 50, page 336, and they would see 
the thing that Mr. Polk called a treaty, and would 
find it to be a most extraordinary thing, too. It 
might be said he referred to a curious place for a 
treaty. He should have thought so, too, on the 
start; but he had tolerable proof that the Presi- 
dent himself never saw it except there. It was 
not in the State Department; it was there he got 
track of it, from being on the track of the Presi- 
dent. He believed, too, that during the first ten 
years of its life, it was never called a ‘treaty;”’ 
that until it became necessary to dignify it by the 
name of “treaty,” for the purpose of lending the 
President some support, it was never called a 
“treaty.” Santa Anna, in making it, did not as- 
sume to act as a magistrate, or as the authorized 
officer of the Republic, but only as commander-in- 
chief of her army. He did not recognize the in- 
dependence of ‘Texas; he did not stipulate for the 
termination of the war; he did not say anything, 
from beginning to end, about boundary. All he 
did say was to stipulate that the forces of Mexico 
should evacuate Texas, passing to the other side 
of the Rio Grande. And then by another article 
it was expressly stipulated that the Texan forces 
should not go within five leagues—it did not say 
of what; but the stipulation being made for the 
purpose of preventing a collision between the two 
armies, as a matter of course it meant five leagues 
from the Rio Grande. Now, it was most strange, 
if this thing was a treaty of boundary, that Texas 
should have expressly stipulated in it that her 
forces should not go within five leagues of it. 
Who ever heard of a nation entering into a treaty 
of BAREAN and agreeing not to go within five 
leagues of the boundary agreed on? The fact was, 
it was nothing more or less than an article of 
agreement, and it was so called on its own face, 
entered into by Santa Anna, by which to get his 
liberty. He stipulated that he would not him- 
self take up arms, nor encourage the Mexican 
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risdiction over the country between the two rivers 
—the Nueces and the Rio Grande. This testi- 
mony was good as far as it went; but, according to 
the President’s own admission, it did not go to the 
place where it was claimed to go. It possibly 
might go there, but it did not by fair auiplieation: 
for he did not understand that exercising jurisdic- 
tion over territory between two rivers necessarily 
implied the exercise of jurisdiction over the whole 
territory between them. For instance, he himself 
exercised jurisdiction over land between the Wa- 
bash and the Mississippi rivers; but, so far from 
his exercising jurisdiction over the whole of the 
land between these two rivers, the lot which he 
owned was only one hundred and fifty feet deep, 
and fifty feet wide. He knew, then, from actual 
experience, that it was possible [a laugh] to exercise 


jurisdiction over a piece of land between two rivers 


without owning the whole country between them. 
And when you come to examine this declaration, 
this was just the amount of it. The President did 
not say anything more. 

He now came to examine the last of the Presi- 
dent’s ‘* proofs,” viz: that Congress, at the time 
they admitted Texas, understood the boundary of 
Texas to extend beyond the Nueces. He (Mr. 
L.) understood it so. There was no dispute be- 
tween them, at least between the President and 
him, (Mr. L.,) as to the understanding that Texas 
extended beyond the Nueces. He agreed with the 
President that it did. But did the President say, 
did anybody say, that it extended clear to the Rio 
Grande? It might be said, it was true, that there 
were people who understood a man could not cross 
a river without going all the way tothe next river. 
That was, at least, a possibility; and he understood 
it might be a probability, when it suited the pur- 
pose of the person, if there were not in this case a 
little matter, called truth, that forbid saying so. 

Having now gone through with the examination 
of all this testimony—all the different classifica- 
tions of it—he wished to remark, that if any man 
should show that immediately surrounding the 
place where hostilities commenced there, was a 
peaceable Mexican settlement; that Mexicans had 
inhabited there for many years; that they had 
never Submitted, either by force or by consent, to 
the authority of Texas or of the United States,— 
if any man should declare that to be true, there 
was nothing to any one message of the President 
of the United States that contradicted it; and he 
wished the House and the country particularly to 
remark the apparent carefulness upon the part of 
the President of the United States not to say yea 
or nay on that point. In courts of justice he had 
often seen, when men were arraigned and defend- 
ed by able counsel, the counsel striving to be- 
fog the consideration of a point, working round 
in some way to divert attention trom a point. 
which they knew they dare not admit, and could 
not deny; and if he had ever seen such a case, 
here was the evidence of just such another. [A 
laugh.] 

He now wished to’'state briefly what he under- 
stood to be the true rule for the purpose of deter- 
mining what was the boundary between Texas and 
Mexico. Inthe first place, the President said that 
that country belonged to France; we bought it; 
then we sold it to Spain; then Mexico revolution- 
ized against Spain; and afterwards Texas revolu- 
tionized against Mexico, and became the owner 
of—something. What, and how much, he was 
about to state. She did not purchase it. If she 
got it in any way, she got it by revolution; one 
of the most sacred of rights—the right which he 
believed was yet to emancipate the world; the 
right of a people, if they have a government they 
do not like, to rise and shake it off. In the exer- 
cise of that right, the Texans shook off the Mex- 
ican yoke. But how far? Did the nation—did 
the people revolutionize by lines? Certainly not. 
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They revolutionized exactly to the extent that they 
took part in it. When they rose up and shook off 
the old Government, so much of the country, was 
theirs. And where were the people that did not 
rise? They remained with the oid Government. 
Tt was this right of revolution, and it could not be 
a perfect right if it could not be exercised until 
every individual inhabitant was in favor of it, It 
would be no right. Minorities must submit to 
majorities. 3 

Just such was the case with the Tories in the 
American Revolution. They were obliged to sub- 
mit to the majority—the great body of the people, 
who rose and put them down by force. Now, he 
said, when the Texan people rose up and shook 
off the Mexican Government, they put down the 
minority among them who were not disposed to 
go with them and became owners of the soil them- 
selves; the country belonged to Texas. But if 
there were an isolated portion of people who 
took no part in the movement, over whom the 
revolutionary party, by force or otherwise, had 
never been able to extend their power, then that 
people and the country they occupied were not 
included within the boundaries of the territory 
revolutionized. No rule could be more just, more 
republican, more in conformity with natural right. 
Why, under the rule that one portion of the peo- 
ple have the right to rise and shake off their Gov- 
ernment, another portion have precisely the same 
right to remain as they were. When they rise 
up, they have a right to put down the minority. 
But if there were on the Rio Grande a portion of 
poo who had never been disturbed by them—at 
east successfully—who had never consented to 
go, itseemed to him in violation of common sense 
to claim that the people who chose to remain there, 
and who did remain there notwithstanding all the 
force that could be brought to bear upon them, be- 
longed to the revolutionary government. 

That was his understanding of this subject, 
and be believed it was the right understanding. 
He had proposed by the resolution he had offered 
to get the President of the United States to talk to 
the House on this point, which he seemed ex- 
ceedingly anxious to avoid. Other a talked 
about it; he would like to have the President 
do so; and he had framed some interrogato- 
ries for this purpose. He (Mr. L.) now declared 
here, that if by party zeal, if by listening to rep- 
resentations which were erroneous, he had been 
induced to suppose what was not true in relation 
to this Mexican settlement east of the Rio Grande; 
if the President would come forward frankly and 

ive them facts, not arguments, remembering that 

e sits where Washington sat, and answering as 
Washington would have answered—remembering 
that a nation should not be evaded, that the Al- 
mighty would not be—and would show that he 
sent the army among a people acknowfedging 
allegiance to us on the eastern bank of the Rio 
Grande,—if he would show this by facts, he (Mr. 
L.) would be most happy to reverse his vote. He 
would go the other way—would go with him. 

But if he could not, or would not; if on any 
pretence or no pretence he refused to do it, he 
(Mr. L.) should then be fully convinced, of what 
he more than suspected, that the President was 
deeply conscious of being in the wrong in this 
matter; that he felt the blood of this war, like 
the blood of Abel, was crying from the ground 
against him; that originally he must have had 
some strong motive—what it was he would not 
now stop to inquire—for involving the two coun- 
tries in war; that, having that motive, he had trust- 
ed to avoid the scrutiny of his own conduct by 
directing the attention of the nation, by fixing the 
public eye upon military glory—that rainbow that 
rises in showers of blood—that serpent’s eye that 
charms but to destroy; and thus calculating, had 
plunged into this war, until disappointed as to the 
ease by which Mexico could be subdued, he found 
himseif at last he knew not where. 

Whoever carefully examined this last message, 
would find that, like one in the half insane ex- 
citement of a fevered dream, in one place the Pres- 
ident said that Mexico has nothing but land; in 
another part, he expects to support the army by 
military contributions. And again, that the war 
is waged for the good of Mexico, to prevent for- 
eign interference; that it is for the honor of the 
nation, and particularly for security for the future. 
In another place, that, with the exception of ter- 
ritorial indemnity, there is no object for the war; 
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and, after saying this, he proposes that we should 
take by act of Congress ali he asked for indem- 
nity last fall, and the whole province of California 
besides: take all, according to his own statement, 
that we are fighting for, and still to fight on! If 
that was really allhe wanted, why did it not occur 
to him that when we had got it we should stop? 
He talked like an insane man. He did not pro- 
pose to give Mexico any credit at all for the coun- 
try we had already conquered; he proposed to take 
more than he asked last fall, and not give her any 
credit, but to fight on. 

In another place, we are told that we must have 
indemnity for the expenses of the war. It was 
strange that it did not occur to the President that 
it would be a little difficult to get indemnity after 
the expenses had transcended in amount the whole 
value of her territory. She had nothing but land, 
the President told us, and, after we have got all 
that, where is the indemnity ? 

The President says, again, that the national 
independence of Mexico is to be maintained. How 
to be maintained, after we own all her territory? 
How are we to keep up the national independence, 
the separate existence of Mexico, after we have 
taken all her territory? And Jest it should be 
thought by some that he was talking in a specula- 
tive and not a practical point, he would say that 
the President proposed, as appeared from looking 
at the map, that we should take almost one-half of 
the Mexican territory; that was, the unsettled half, 
which was certainly worth more than the settled 
half. In the unsettled part, we could establish 
land offices, sell the lands, and introduce an Amer- 
ican population into the country. But when we 
came to take the other half, the land already be- 
longed to individuals, and we could derive little 
benefit from it; for he believed it was not proposed 
to kill the Mexican population, to drive them 
out, to confiscate their lands and their property, or 
to make them slaves. How, then, could we derive 
any benefit from the densely-settled portion? And 
if we were already entitled to the best half, how 
much longer should we prosecute the war before 
we should be entitled to the worst half? The 
question, then, was not a speculative, but a prac- 
tical question, pressing close upon us; and yet the 
President seemed never to have thought of it at 
all! | 

Then, again, in relation to the mode of prose- 
cuting the war, or of securing peace, the message 
declared that we were to prosecute it more vigor- 
ously, until at last it dropped down in a sort of 
desponding tone, and told us that the continued 
successes of our arms may fail to secure a satisfac- 
Lory peace, and perhaps we may wheedle the 
Mexican people to throw off their rulers and adopt 
our Government. And then it concludes that we 
may fail in this, and goes back to the old thing, 
and recommends a more vigorous prosecution of 
the war, which it was just admitted might fail to 
secure the end desired. 

In all this, the President showed himself dissat- 
isfied with the conclusions he had assumed. He 
took up one suggestion, and tried to argue us into 
it, but argued himself out of it; he then took up 
another, and went through the same process, and 
returned to the first; showing himself dissatisfied 
with all, and appearing like a man on a hot shovel, 
finding no place on which he could settle down. 
[Laughter. ] ; 

Again, in relation to the termination of the war, 
the President nowhere, if he had read the message 
right, intimated any opinion as to when thig war 
would come to an end. Itdid not seem to have 
occurred to him to say anything about tuat. 
Now, if he remembered right, General Scott was 
thrown into disfavor, if not into disgrace, by the 
same Administration for intimating, when the war 
commenced, that peace could not be conquered in 
less than four or five months. It was now more 
than twenty months before this last message was 
written; it had been prosecuted most vigorously; 
officers and men had done all that it was thought 
men could do, and hundreds of things never before 
dreamt of; and the President, who was so impa- 
tient ata veteran officer for having expressed the 
opinion that it would take at least four or five 
months, came to Congress with a long and elabo- 
rate messege, in which he did not even express an 
imaginary conception of his own as to when it 
would terminate! How was this? Was it not 
true, as he had said before, that Mr. Polk was lost 
—that he did not know where he was—that he did 
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| not know what todo? He was not satisfied with 


any position. He forgot to take up the points that 
arose most obviously out of what he did say. All this 
went to show that he was most completely bewil- 
dered, and he (Mr. L.) should be most happy to 
be assured that there was not something about his 
conscience that was more harassing than all his 
mental perplexities. 

Mr. L. having concluded— 

Mr. JAMIESON obtained the floor. 

The Committee then rose, and the House ad- 
journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepvespay, January 12, 1848. 


Mr. CASS presented a petition from Elizabeth 
A. Mellon, widow of the late Captain Charles Mel- 
lon, killed hy the Seminole Indians in 1837. The 
petitioner tells Congress that ‘ the trifling pittance 
of five years’ pension is but a poor remuneration for 
the loss to his family in a pecuniary point of view, 
to say nothing of the fireside and domestic circle 
made desolate by the bereavement,” and earnestly 
asks Congress to take immediate and efficient steps 
in the premises; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. YULEE presented a petition from citizens 
of Florida, asking the removal of the land office in 
the Alachua district from Newnansville to Flem- 
ington; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 
Also, additional documents in the case of Isaac 
Varnes; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HALE presented the following petitions: 
From Mary Wellington and 23 others, earnest- 
ly praying Congress to take the necessary steps for 
securing an immediate and permanent peace with 
Mexico, by withdrawing the troops from her ter- 
ritory, restoring to her possession the provinces 
which we now occupy, and offering the amplest 
atonement in our power for all the wrongs which 
may have been inflicted. 

Also, from Catharine C. Tenny and 140 other 
ladies of Kennebunk, in Maine, praying in the 
name of our country, whose resources are dimin- 
ished, whose internal harmony is disturbed, and 
whose sons are perishing; in the name of bereaved 
mothers, wives, and daughters; inthe name of our 
sex, exposed to insult and outrage; in the name of 
our common humanity, which is degraded and 
brutalized by war; and in the name of the religion 
of Jesus Christ; to put an end to the present ag- 
gressive war, by withdrawing the troops and ap- 
ointing commissioners of peace. 

Also, from Jeremiah Phillips and 149 other in- 
habitants of Ohio, asking a speedy termination of 
the war. | 
Also, from Thomas C. Reick and 106 citizens 
of Indiana, asking the immediate withdrawal of 
our troops from Mexico. 

Also, from Seth Henshaw and 106 other citizens 
of Indiana, asking that Congress would refuse any 
further supplies for the prosecution of the war. 
Also, from 318 ladies in Leominster, Massachu- 
setts, asking a speedy termination of the war with 
Mexico. 

Also, a memorial, thirty-six yards in length, 
signed by 2,931 ministers and laymen of the Uni- 
tarian church, asking the withdrawal of our 
troops, making atonement to Mexico for wrongs 
inflicted, and for the appointment of commissioners 
to make a speedy and permanent peace. The 
memorial says: 

« Solemnly impressed with the conviction that the ex- 
isting war between the United States and Mexico is in 
violation of the will of God, who has made of one blood all 
nations; of the Christian religion, which commands for- 
bearance, forgiveness, mercy, and love, alike between States 
and persons; and the spirit of humanity, which seeks to 
unite mankind in universal brotherhood; and, therefore, 
deliberately condemning it and uttering our protest against 
its continuance, we, the undersigned, ministers and laymen 
of the Unitarian denomination, do, as Christians, earnestly 
pray Congress and the Executive to take necessary steps for 
securing an immediate and permanent peace with Mexico, 
by withdrawing the troops of this nation from her territory, 
restoring to her possession the provinces which we now 
occupy, offering the amplest atonement in our power for the 
wrongs which may have been inflicted by us, and appoint- 


ing commissioners empowered to adjust questions in dispute 
betweed the two sister Republics.”? 


Mr. HALE, in presenting the last petition, asked 
leave to say a single word. He had been requested 
by the signers of the memorial to make an expla- 
nation, in order to obviate any impressiqn that it 
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was of.a sectarian character. It was true that it 
was the result of a meeting of the ministers and 
laymen of the Unitarian church, but it had been 
their desire to obtain the coöperation of other re- 
ligious sects, and they regretted that time had not 
allowed the gratification of this desire. They had 
consequently been obliged to confine the memorial 
to members of their own denomination. As he 
had so recently received the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate while expressing his views on the subject, he 
would not say a word more, except to express his 
sincere gratification at being selected to present this 
petition. No mark of confidence which had ever 
been’ conferred on him had given him a prouder 
satisfaction, whether he looked to the respectability 
of the petitioners or the sentiments expressed in 
the petition. 

The whole of these petitions were then referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported the joint resolution to create a 
board to ascertain and determine the amount of 
each of the claims‘of the citizens of the United 
States against Mexico, with amendments contain- 
ing a proviso that nothing contained in said reso- 
lution shall be so understood as making the United 
States answerable for the payment of such claims 
or any of them; provided, further, that said board 
shall not continue in session more than one year 
from the day which may be fixed by the President 
for its first sitting. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Jacques Moulon; which 
was read a first time. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of Richard 
Bloss and others. 

Also, from the same committee, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of the heirs of Abner L. Duncan. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported the following billa, 
which were read a first time: 

A bill for the relief of Ferdinand Fellany; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Pistole, widow 
of Charles Pistole; 

A bill for the relief of Peter Engels, senior. 

Mr. J., from the same committee, reported ad- 
versely on the petition of Geo. Petty. 

Also, from the same committee, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the me- 
morial of Mary D. Wade, and that it be referred 
_ to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of George Lee and 
other members of the bar of the western district of 
Virginia. 

Also, from the same committee, reported a b.ll 
to change the time for holding the district courts 
of the United States in the western district of Vir- 
ginia, with amendment. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported the following bills, which were 
read a first time: 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain Jesse D. Elliot; 

A bill for the relief of the forward officers of the 
late Exploring Expedition; 

A bill directing the Secretary of the Navy to 
purchase from Doctor J. P. Espy his patent right 
for the conical ventilator, for tlre use of the United 
States. 

Mr. Y., from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Jesse 
Turner; which was read a first time. 

Also, from the same committee, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the peti- 
tion of Commander Wm. M. Glendy. 

_Mr. CAMERON moved to postpone the pre- 
vious orders, with a view to take up the bill for 
the relief of William B. Slaughter, late Secretary 
of State of the Territory of Michigan; which 
motion having been agreed to, the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, read a third 
time by unanimous consent, and passed. 


ACQUISITION OF TERRITORY. 


The following resolutions, submitted by Mr. 
Dicxtnson on the 14th ultimo, came up: 


Resolved, That true policy requires the Government of 
the United States to strengthen its political and commercial 
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relations upon this continent, by the annexation of such 
contiguous territory as may conduce to that end, and can 
be justly obtained; and thit neither in such acquisition nor 
in the territorial organization thercef can any conditions be 
constitutionally imposed, or institutions be provided for or 
established, inconsistent with the right of the people thereof 
to form a free sovereign State, with the powers and privi- 
leges of the original members of the Confederacy. 

Resolved, That, in organizing a territorial government 
for territories belonging to the United States, the Principles 
of self-government upon which our federative system rests | 
will be best promoted, the true spirit and meaning of the 
Constitution be observed, and the Confederacy strength- 
ened, by leaving all questions concerning the domestic policy 
therein to the Legislatures chosen by the people thereof. 

| 


Mr. DICKINSON said : 

We are admonished by the exigencies of the 
times and the prevailing sentiment of the American 
people, to strengthen our political and commercial | 
relations upon this continent by the annexation of | 


such contiguous territory as can be justly obtained, | 


as well for the positive benefits the acquisition may | 
confer, as to shut out forever, as far as practicable, | 
the pernicious influences, and impertinent inter- 
meddlings of European monarchy. And while the 
circumstances under which this policy may pro- 
perly be enforced, are too varied and contingent to 
be enumerated or suggested, the state of our rela- | 
tions, both foreign and domestic, demand that it be | 
fully declared before the world. We have been | 
compelled by misguided Mexico to resort to the 
ullima ratio of nations for an adjustment of griev- 
ances. With her capital, her ports, her fortifications 
and principal towns in our possession, she spurns all | 
proposals for accommodation, and we have no al- 
ternative left, consistent with national spirit or self- | 
respect, but to retain of the possessions allotted us | 
by the tribunal of her own selection, ample indem- 
nity for the wrongs she has heaped upon our Gov- 
ernment and people. But should she in some sane 
moment consent to negotiate, she can furnish in- 
demnity only in territory, and this Government can 
accept of no terms but such as give full compensa- 
tion; so that whether we have peace or war, treaty | 
or no treaty, the question of territorial acquisition 
cannot be avoided. Had we remairied at peace 
with Mexico, the same policy of acquisition would 
sooner or later have been presented; and should a 
treaty of peace be negotiated, and a full indemnity 
be paid in money, of which there is no prospect, 
the question of extending our possessions could 
notlong be postponed. Although clearly demand- 
ed by national interests and almost universally 
favored by the American people, this policy has 
been embarrassed by an element of irritation calcu- 
lated to arrest, if not defeat it altogether. Some 
who profess to favor it, do so only upon condition 
that domestic slavery shall be prohibited by Con- 
gress in any acquired territory; others, with 
marked determination, oppose any increase with 
such restrictions; and both these classes propose to 
cooperate with the opponents of acquisition unless 
their peculiar views respectively are adopted. 

Believing that a policy so eminently national 
should not thus be defeated or put at hazard; that 
the legislation of Congress can have little influence 
over the domestic regulation of territory; that its 
temporary government is a matter of secondary 
importance compared with the policy of acquisi- 
tion; and that its domestic regulation may be safely 
intrusted to those most deeply interested in the 
institutions they may establish, I have introduced 
these resolutions. ‘They were presented that the 
Senate might form and pronounce its judgment 
before the country, upon the two great questions 
embraced therein, which engage so large a share 
of the public consideration. ‘They do not, as is 
supposed by some, bring here, with it profitless 
discussions and exciting consequences, the vexed 
question of slavery, for it was here before them; 
but they propose to transfer it hence, and leave 
under the Constitution all questions concerning 
the erection or prohibition of this institution in the 
territories, to the inhabitants thereof; that its intru- 
sion may not hereafter arrest the policy, defeat 
the measures, or disturb the councils of the nation. 
They were offered in the hope that all who believe 
in the great cardinal principle of freedom—the 
capacity of man for his own government, would 
harmonize conflicting opinions, and unite upon 
this common ground of justice and equality. 

The people of the original States declared that 
to form a more perfect union, establish justice, en- 
sure domestic tranquillity, provide for thecommon 
defence, promote the general welfare, and secure 
the blessings of liberty to themselves and their 
posterity, they established the Constitution. Al- 
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though the Articles of Confederation which gave 
place to this instrument, provided for the admis- 
sion of Canada to the Union, and the comprehen- 
sive terms employed to explain the objects of the 
Constitution, show that no narrow territorial 
boundaries were contemplated, it is apparent that 
few statesmen at that early period foresaw the 
early growth we were destined to attain. The 
wisest and ablest of the time timidly negotiated 
for years, at the close of the last century, for the 
right of navigating the Mississippi, and proposed 
to fix upon that river as the western boundary of 
the United States forever. 

And in negotiating for the territory of Louisiana, 
our Government sought to procure only a portion, 
and the greatest share was virtually taken upon 
compulsion. The policy which from one acquisi- 
tion has already given to this Union four sover- 
eign States, and holds others in reserve, was at the 
time assailed with a virulence and denunciation, 
and threats of disunion, which may be profitably 
consulted rather than copied by those who are 
alarmed by, or propose to repeat, the cry of territo- 
rial aggrandizement. 

Louisiana, too, was a Spanish province, con- 
tained a foreign population, strangers to our form 
of government, and was transferred with its peo- 

le from Spain to France, and from France to the 
United States, withina few hours; and yet, what 
State has been more faithful to the Union, or more 
ably represented ? 

Territory beyond the Mississippi was then re- 
garded as almost without the pale of probable civ- 
ilizatton, and the expedition of Lewis and Clark 
to the mouth of the Columbia, where the mail of 
the United States is now regularly distributed, was 
hailed as an epoch in the history of North Ameri- 
can enterprise and daring. 

But the tide of emigration and the course of em- 
pire have since been westward. Cities and towns 
have sprung up upon the shores of the Pacific, end 
the river we essayed to fix as our western, now 
passes nearest to our eastern boundary. From 
three, our population has increased to twenty mil- 
lions—from thirteen, to twenty-nine States, with 
others in the process of formation and on their way 
to the Union. Two great European Powers have 
withdrawn from the continent, yielding us their 
possessions; and from the northern lakes to the 
Gulf of Mexico, from the St. Lawrence to the 
Mississippi, numerous aboriginal nations have 
been displaced before the resistless tide of our pre- 
vailing arts, arms, and free principles; and who- 
ever will look back upon the past, and forwaré 
upon the future, must see, that, allured by the jus- 
tice of our institutions, before the close of the 
present century, this continent will teem with a free 
population of upwards of a hundred million souls. 
Nor have we yet fulfilled the destiny allotted 
us. New territory is spread out for us to subdue 
and fertilize; new races are presented for us to civ- 
ilize, educate and absorb; new triumphs for us to 


‘achieve for the cause of freedom. 


er re ee ce e enc | Sa tee e+ eo es e a 


North America presents to the eye one great geo- 
graphical system, every portion of which, under 
the present facilities for communication, may be 
made more accessible to every other than were the 
original States to each other at the time they form- 
ed the Confederacy; it is soon to become the com- 
mercial centre of the world. And the period is 
by no means remote, when man, regarding his 
own wants and impulses, and yielding to the in- 
fluences of laws more potent than those which 
prescribe artificial boundaries, will ordain that it 
shall be united in political as well as natural bonds, 
and form but one political system, and that a free, 
confederated, self-governed republic, represented 
in a common hall in the great valley of the west— 
exhibiting to an admiring world the mighty results 
which have been achieved for freedom in the west- 
ern hemisphere. Then will a more perfect Union 
be formed, and justice be established upon endur- 
ing foundations—the domestic tranquillit ensured, 
the common defence be provided for, the general 
welfare promoted, and the blessings of liberty se- 
cured to posterity. 

Our form of government is admirably adapted 
to extended empire. Founded in the virtue and 
intelligence of the people, and deriving its just 
powers from the consent of the governed, its in- 
fluences are as powerful for good at the remotest 
limits as at the political centre. 

Weare unlike all communities which have gone 
before us, and illustrations drawn from comparing 
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us with them, are unjust and erroneous. The so- 
cial order which characterizes our system is as 
unlike the military republics of other times, as is 
the religion of the Saviour of men to the imposi- 
tions of Mahomet. Our system wins by its jus- 
‘tice, while theirs sought to terrify by its power, 
Our territorial boundary may span the continent, 
our population be quadrupled, and the number of 
our States be doubled, without inconvenience or 
danger. Every member of the Confederacy would 
still sustain itself, and contribute its influences for 
the general good; every pillar would stand erect, 
and impart strength and beauty to the edifice. In 
matters of hational legislation, a numerouspopu- 
lation, extended territory, and diversified interests, 
would tend to reform abuses which would other- 
wise remain unredressed, to preserve the rights of 
the States, and to bring back the course of legis- 
lation from the centralism to which it is hasten- 
ing. ‘One-half the legislation now brought before 
Congress would be left undone, as it should be; a 
large portion of the residue would be presented to 
the consideration of State Legislatures; and Con- 
gress would ve enabled to dispose of all matters 
within the scope of its legitimate functions with- 
out inconvenience or delay. 

The present political relations of this continent 
cannot long continue, and it becomes this nation to 
be prepared for the change which awaits it. If 
the subjects of the British Crown shall consent to 
be ruled through all time by a distant cabinet, 
Mexico cannot long exist under the misrule of 
marauders and their pronunciamentos; and this 
was as clearly apparent before as since the exist- 
ence of the war. If, then, just acquisition is the 
true policy of this Government, as it clearly is, it 
should be pursued by a steady and unyielding pur- 
pose, and characterized by the sternest principles 
of national justice. lt should not rashly anticipate 
the great results which are in progress, or thrust 
aside the fruits when they are produced and pre- 
sented. The national existence of Mexico is in 
her own keeping, but is more endangered at this 
time by her own imbecility and stubbornness—her 
national ignorance and brutality—than from the 
war we are prosecuting and all its consequences. 
She has been hastening to ruin for years upon the 
flood-tide of profligacy and corruption; and if she 
is now rescued, and her downfall arrested and 
postponed for a season, it may justly be attributed 
to the salutary influences of the chastisement she 
has received. But a majority of her people belong 
to the fated aboriginal races, who can neither up- 
hold government or be restrained by it; who flour- 
ish only amid the haunts of savage indolence, and 

erish under, if they do not recede before, the 
influences of civilization. Like their doomed breth- 
ren, who were once spread over the several States 
of the Union, they are destined, by Jaws above 
human agency, to give way to a stronger race 
from this continent or another. What has been 
the national progress of Mexico? When our pop- 
wlation was three millions, hers was five; and 
when ours is twenty, hers is eight; and while we 
have attained the highest rank among the nations 


of the earth, she has fallen so low that there is little, 


left to wound her feclings or degrade her character. 
She has existed as an independent government, if 
her fretful and confused being may be thus digni- 
fied, almost a quarter of a century, and has changed 
her government by military revolution, during that 
pon as many times as she has existed years. 

he has an extended and somewhat populous 
territory, without an authorized government or 
the means of instituting one, or the virtue or intel- 
ligence to uphold it. The rights of her people are 
ill defined and worse protected. She has now 
neither army or navy, or means of national defence 
—no treasury or system of revenue. She has na- 
tional antipathies and resentments, but neither 
national spirit nor national virtue; and has thus 
far dragged out her wretched existence, like the 
seagle of mythology chained to the rock, gnawing 
at her own vitals. Her valuable mines, rich agri- 
cultural regions, and Pacific harbors, present a 
tempting occasion for European rapacity to revive 
upon this continent their execrable proposal to 
regulate the balance of power, in furtherance of 
which, England has already commenced seizing 
upon South American possessions. 

And should our army now be withdrawn, leav- 
ing her deluded people the prey of the ferocious 
spirits who have hastened her downfall, we may 
expect to see some supernumerary of the House 


of Bourbon placed at their head to play automa- 
ton to the British Cabinet. The policy of extend- 
ing our jurisdiction, over any portion of Mexican 
territory, is a question between Europe and Amer- 
ica—between monarchy and freedom—and not 
between the United States and the Republic of 
Mexico; and we should not hesitate to extend.our 
protection to such provinces as are held by us in 
undisturbed possession now, and patiently await 
the development of the future. Should the pro- 
gress of events, without Injustice on our part, open 
to the enterprise of our citizens the rich mining 
and agricultural districts of that country, and in- 
fuse among this semi-barbarous people the bless- 
ings of civilization; should the valuable trade 
which has been monopolized by England be en- 
joyed by the States, and our mint coin the money 


of the world; and should a passage across the. 


Isthmus be obtained, placing the mouth of the 
Columbia within two weeks sail of New Orleans, 
and valuable Pacific harbors permanently secured, 
So indispensable to the protection of our vast trade 
in that sea, and our settlements upon that coast, 
there would be no occasion for lamentation or 
alarm. The day is not far distant when all this 
and much more will be realized, through a process 
as fixed and unyielding as the laws of gravitation. 
And whenever the period which determines whether 
entire Mexico shall come within the jurisdiction 
of the United States, or become a colonial depend- 
ant upon European power, the duty of this Govern- 
ment will admit of neither doubt or hesitation. 

But we have the question of territorial extension 
directly presented for our consideration. The Pres- 
ident, in his annual message, recommends that the 
provinces of New Mexico and California, now 
quietly held by us, be permanently retained as in- 
demnity, and subjected to the civil jurisdiction of 
the United States. Upon this just recommenda- 
tion of the Executive we sha!l soon be called to 
act; and while the great mass of the American 
people will approve the suggestion, some will crave 
our sympathies while they mourn over what they 
are pleased to term the ‘* dismemberment of Mex- 
ico.” Letthose who may, indulge this misplaced 
and sickly sentiment. Such of the Mexican people 
as may have the good fortune to fall within our 
jurisdiction, should it be the entire population, will 
be objects of envy rather than of commisseration, 
and may regard it as a special interposition of 
Providential favor. They will find a repose which 
they have never experienced, and a protection for 
life, liberty, and property, to which they are 
strangers. They would exchange a lawless and 
irresponsible despotism for a government of opin- 
ion; wild and debasing habits for rational civiliza- 
tion; the precarious subsistence of savage life for 
the wholesome rewards of productive industry; 
the devastations of war for the arts of peace. Our 
Government would rear in their midst the genial 
influences of equality, and secure to the hand of 
industry the bread of its earning. It would elevate 
their condition in the scale of moral and social 
being, and infuse amongst them the vigilance and 
manly spirit which actuates our people. It would 
leave them with all just relations to each other, 
enjoying the religion they venerate, and the altars 
where they are wont to worship. To them, the 
consequences of a “dismemberment”? would be 
such as were experienced by the inhabitants of 
Louisiana and Florida, when France and Spain 
were respectively ‘‘ dismembered” of these fertile 
territories. Russia ‘ dismemberad’’ Poland, that 
the order of despotism might reign at Warsaw. 
But America ‘“‘ dismembered” monarchy, that 
the blessings of civil liberty might be extended 
upon the continent. While the object of the 
Government is not *‘dismemberment,”’ our troops 
cannot be withdrawn without fatal consequences, 
and deep and lasting dishonor; and if Mexico per- 
sists in her course of blind injustice, the results are 
easily anticipated. The war with Mexico is not 
a war of conquest. Conquests were not its ob- 
jects; and yet, they may be amongst its fortunate 
incidents. A nation engaged in war may, by the 
law of nations, rightfully conquer all the territor 
it can subdue, and hold itas its own. So muc 
are conquests deemed the property of the con- 
queror, that when a treaty of peace is made, the 
territory conquered is deemed the property of the 
conqueror, unless the treaty stipulates for the sur- 
render; nor does this conquest extinguish a debt 
due the conqueror before the commencement of the 
war. The eonquests we have gained in Mexico 


are ours, without yielding to her any equivalent. 
We have won the sovereignty over them honestly, 
fairly, and legally, by the law of natipns; and in 
treating with her, she is entitled to just what we 
may think proper to give her for relinquishing her 
right to re-conquer them, and it is worth just what 
good judgment may dictate. And whenever she 
proposes to treat upon this principle, we are mor- 
ally bound to treat with her. We cannot virtu- 
ously continue the war for the mere purpose of 
making further conquests; but we can virtuously 
continue it to the subjection of the whole of Mex- 
ico, if she will not make peace with us upon just 
and honorable terms, or, if we choose, upon such 
terms as shall have due reference to the territory 
we have acquired by conquest. The question of 
boundary was a fair subject of negotiation. We 
proposed negotiation, which she refused. She 
proffered war, which we accepted, and she has no 
right to complain of the result of the issue she 
herself tendered us, and we havea right to enjoy 
what the chances of war have thrown into our 
hands. The disparity of force has been in her 
favor. What we could have brought into the field . 
has had no influence in producing results. The 
strength was immeasurably on her side, when, 
upon her own soil, her population, or even her 
forces in the field, are compared with our invading 
army. Under like circumstances; when we were 
only three millions strong, we contended success- 
fully against the power of Great Britain; and Spain 
contended in like manner against the forces of Na- 
poleon. = ° 

Neither national justice nor national morality 
requires us tamely to surrender our Mexican con- 
quests; nor should such be the policy of the Gov- 
ernment, if it would advance the cause of national 
freedom, or secure its enjoyment to the people of 
Mexico. But, whatever may be the policy touch- 
ing Mexican conquests, we cannot, if we would, 
restore New Mexico and California to that Gov- 
ernment, for the reason that they will not be re- 
stored. The laws which control the policy of ter- 
ritorial acquisition are beyond the control of legis- 
lation. Fountains of tears may be shed over the 
dismemberment of Mexico; supplies to our gal- 
lant army may be refused, and it may be called 
back from its field of glory, or compelled to re- 
treat therefrom to a ‘‘ defensive line,” or be dis- 
banded and dismissed; and the people holding 
these provinces will not consent to go where there 
is only anarchy, violence, and oppression. Give 
back those provinces! As well return to Great 
Britain what was once her colonial possessions; 
give back Louisiana to France, Florida to Spain, 
Texas to Mexico. 

Neither the solemnities of legislative enactments 
nor the sanctions of the treaty-making power can 
compel them to return; and if it is attempted by 
strength of arms, it will require a greater force 
than has yet been engaged in the Mexican war. 
These provinces are ours’ by every principle of 
justice and of international law. They have been 
pee upon the battle-fields of Mexico by a 

ravery which finds no parallel in the history of 
mankind. The consideration has been too dearly 

aid, and our title-deeds are written in the best 

lood of our sons. Let, then, the laws of human- 
ity and peace be extended over them, and they 
dedicated forever to the cause of freedom. 

The principle declared by the last clause of the 
first resolution, that no conditions can be constitu- 
tionally imposed upon any territorial acquisition, 
inconsistent with the right of the people thereof 
to form a free, sovereign State, with the powers 
and privileges of the members of the Confederacy, 
I deem too obvious for serious argument. What- 
ever laws Congress may constitutionally enact for 
the regulation of the territories of the United States, 
are subject to be altered or repealed at pleasure. 
The ancient Medes and Persians declared their 
edicts unalterable; but no such power is vested in 
the American Congress; and those who propose to 
have it enact ‘* unalterable and fundamental” laws, 
employ terms which, if they have duly consider- 
ed, they do not comprehend. Every State admit- 
ted to the Union, from the moment of its admis- 
sion, enjoys all the rights of sovereignty common 
to every other member of the Confederacy. ‘The 
State constitution carries along with it its own defi- 
nitions of sovereignty, and if any State is prohibit- 
ed from all the rights of every other, then it is not - 
a sovereign State. If it is admitted with a consti- 
tution authorizing domestic slavery, it may echange 
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its constitution so as to prohibit it at its pleasure. 
If its constitution at the time of its admission pro- 
hibits slavery, it may change so as to authorize it, 
and this, too, regardless of any legislation upon the 
, Subject by Congress or otherwise, before its ad- 
mission to the Union. In other words, every State, 
after its admission, may, in virtue of its own sov- 
ereign power, establish or abolish this institution, 
whatever may have been the conditions imposed, 
or attempted to be imposed, upon it during its ter- 
ritorial existence. . 

The second resolution declares that the principle 
of self-government upon which the federative sys- 
tem rests will be best promoted, the true spirit and 
meaning of the Constitution be observed, and the 
Confederacy strengthened, by leaving all questions 
concerning the domestic regulation of territory to 
the legislatures chosen by the people thereof. 

It must be conceded by all, that Congress has 
no inherent power over this subject, and no more 
right to legislate concerning it than the British Par- 
liament, unless such authority is delegated by the 
Constitution. The only clause of the Constitution 
which is supposed to confer upon Congress the 
right to legislate for the people of territory, is as 
follows : 


“The Congress shall have power to dispose of, and make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or 
other property belonging to the United States,” &c. 


In providing legislation for the District of Co- 


lumbia, and for places occupied by the Govern- 


mentof the United States for fortifications and other 
erections required by the public service, the Con- 
stitution thus confers the power upon Congress: 

“ To exercise exclusive legislation in all. cases whatever, 
in such district (not exceeding ten miles square) as may by 
cession of particular States, and the acceptance of Con- 
gress, become the seat of the Government of the United 
States, and to exercise like authority over all places pur- 
chased by the consent of the Legislature of the State in 
which the same shall be, for the erection of forts, magazines, 
arsenals, dock-yards, and other needtul buildings ”? 


By the clause of the Constitution first above 
cited, it is evident that territory is mentioned in its 
material, and not in its political sense, for it is 
classed with ‘other property,” and Congress is 
authorized to dispose of and make all needful rules 
and regulations respecting both. In the other sec- 
tion they are separated, and Congress is authorized 
to legislate over all places occupied for public 
structures, but no such authority is extended to 
_territory. The language of the Constitution is that 
of great precision—free from repetition—and every 

word was well weighed in its positive and relative 

sense. And if its framers had supposed the phrase 
‘ needful rules and regulations’ cuthoriged legis- 
lation over places belonging to the United States, 
and used for public service, they would scarcely 
have authorized legislation over such places in ex- 
press language in another section. Again, in pro- 
viding legislation for the District of Columbia, 
Congress is authorized to ‘exercise exclusive legis- 
lation” over it. Now, if the words ‘‘ needful 
rules ard- regulations’? were deemed proper and 
apt language to confer legislative authority over 
the internal affairs of a territory, why were they 
not employed to authorize legislation over the Dis- 
trict? And to reverse the order of the inquiry, if 
it was intended to confer upon Congress the power 
to legislate over territory, why was it not given in 
the same express terms as in authorizing legisla- 
tion for the District? From this view, there is little 
doubt that a strict construction would deny to Con- 
gress the right to legislate for the domestic affairs 
of the people of territory without their consent. 

Congress has, however, upon various occasions, 
exercised legislative power over the subject, espe- 
cially in incorporating into the law organizing ter- 
. ritories the provisions of the ordinance of 1787; 
and this has been acquiesced in by the people of 
the territory. This ordinance was framed under 

the old Confederacy, for the government of the 
Northwestern Territory, and the sixth article for- 
bade slavery or involuntary servitude.therein. Its 
validity has often been questioned, and its passage 
was pronounced by Mr. Madison to be ‘ without 
the least color of constitutional law.” But whether 
authorized or not, having been passed before the 
adoption of the Constitution, the act has no au- 
thority as a precedent for like practice under it. 
In erecting territorial governments since the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, the action of Congress has 
not been uniform. In organizing the Northwest- 
ern Territories, the provisions of the ordinance 
. relating to slavery have been extended to some, 


and withheld from others standing in the same 
geographical relation to the States, and such forms 
of organization as have been proposed by Con- 
gress have met with general acquiescence. But 
this has neither given the right to Congress nor 
taken it from the people of the territory. The 
Missouri compromise cannot be regarded as an 
ordinary act of legislation, upon the majority prin- 
ciple. It was rather in the nature of a compact, 
not adopted as such to be sure, but assented to or 
acquiesced in by all the States through their rep- 
resentatives in Congress or otherwise. Whether 
it has force in the Territories or not, depends upon 
the construction of the Constitution already dis- 
cussed; but it has no binding force upon a State 
beyond that of moral obligation. In the annexa- 
tion of Texas, the Missouri compromise line was 
extended by a majority vote; but it was disregard- 
ed by that State in her domestic organization, nor 
has any department of the General Government or 
any other power, save her own people, any con- 
trol over it. This furnishes a practical illustration 
of the value of “ unalterable” provisions by Con- 
gress in the organization of territory. It is not 
denied that if the people of the territory acquiesce 
in, or adopt the form of domestic government pro- 

osed for them by Congress, it becomes their own, 
levine all the force of law until they ‘alter or 
abolish it.’’ But this gives to Congress no consti- 
tutional right to enforce its legislation upon the 
people of the Territories against their will, and 
much less does it prohibit the people of the State 
in embryo, from exercising ¢heir own inherent 
right of sovereignty in their domestic affairs. 

The resolution declares that the domestic policy 
of the people of a Territory should be left with 
them; and if that power resides in Congress, as is 
contended, it should be delegated to the people of 
the Territory, and be exercised by them. 

From the Declaration of Independence to the 
adoption of the Constitution, every act of those 
who erected our system of goverment indicates a 
prevailing confidence in the capacity and integrity 
of the people, and a lively distrust of delegated 
power; and if we permit ourselves to depart from 
the letter of the Constitution in search of its true 
spirit and meaning, we should keep steadily in 
view this great popular and controlling feature. 
But it is not my purpose to discuss further the ab- 
stract right of Congress to legislate upon this 
subject. 

Whatever power may or may not rest in Con- 
gress under the Constitution, that instrument could 
not take from the people of territories the right to 
prescribe their own domestic policy; nor has it at- 
tempted any such office. The principles declared 
by this resolution are older and stronger than writ- 
ten laws and paper constitutions—principles which 
lie at the foundation of free institutions, and from 
which laws and constitutions emanate—inculcating 
the doctrine that the inherent, original power of 
self-government was derived by.man from the Sov- 
ereign of the universe; and that government ts the 
creature of man, and not man the creature of gov- 
ernment.” 

The republican theory teaches that sovereignty 
resides with the people of a State, and not with 
its political organization; and the Declaration of 
Independence recognizes the right of the people to 
alter or abolish and re-construct their government. 
If sovereignty resides with the people and not with 
the organization, it rests as well with the people 
of a Territory, in all that concerns their internal 
condition, as with the people of an organized 
State. And if it is the right of the people, by vir- 
tue of their innate sovereignty, to “alter or abol- 
ish,” and re-construct their government, it is the 
right of the inhabitants of Territories, by virtue of 
the same inborn attribute, in all that appertains to 
their domestic concerns, to fashion one suited to 
their condition. And if, in this respect, a form of 

overnment is proposed to them by the Federal 
overnment, and adopted or acquiesced in by 
them, they may afterwards alter or abolish it at 
pleasure. Although the government of a Territory 
has not the same sovereign power as the govern- 


‘ment of a State in its political relations, the peuple 


of a Territory have, in all that appertains to their 
internal condition, the same sovereign rights as the 
people of a State. While Congress may. exercise 
its legislation over territory so far as is necessary 
to protect the interests ofthe United States, the 
legislation for the people should be exercised by 
them under the Constitution. 


foundation of the world. 
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The mental and physical organization of man 
teaches that he is better fitted for self-government 
than for the government of his neighbor; and if 


he should not be intrusted with the destiny of 
others. , 
That system of government—whether tempora- 
ry or permanent, whether applied to States, prov- 
inces, or territories—is radically wrong, and has 
within itself all the elements of monarchical op- 
pression, which permits the representatives of one 
community to legislate for the domestic regulation 
of another to which they are not responsible; 


he is incapable of discharging this duty to himself, 


which practically allows New York and Massa- 
chusetts, and other Atlantic States, to give local 
laws to the people of Oregon, Minesota, and Ne- 


condition, they are strangers. 

Nor is this objection raised here for the first 
time. Prominent in the catalogue of grievances 
alleged by our fathers against the British king and 
his ministers, was one “ for suspending our own 

| legislatuyes, and declaring themselves invested with 
| power to legislate for us.” i 

Whenever or wherever a community of indi- 
viquals have been subjected to the dominion of 
some external authority, it has been upon the plea 
of necessity—the same plea by which tyrants and 
usurpers have justified their enormities from thẹ 


braska, to whom and whose interests, wishes, and 


The genius of the federative system is self-gov- 
ernment. Itis the foundation upon which the ark 
of our political safety rests. Our fathers proclaimed, 
that to secure the inalienable rights vouchsafed to 
man, governments were instituted, deriving their 
just power from the consent of the governed; that 
whenever any form of government becomes de- 
structive of these ends, it is the right of the people 
to alter or abolish it, and to institute a new gov- 
ernment, laying its foundation on such principles, 
and organizing its powers in such form, as to them 
shall seem most likely to effect their safety and 
happiness. : 

All experience has indicated man’s capacity for 
the exercise of this exalted attribute, and wherever 
civilized and intelligent men have been cast together 
without the benefit of conventional forms of gov- 
ernment, they have proceeded to enact them. 
They who planted the germ of a powerful empire 
upon the Pilgrim’s rock before landing from the 
Mayflower, drew up and signed the following 
model charter of liberty: 


“ Having undertaken for the glory of God, and the advai e +- 
ment of the Christain faith, and the honor and being of our 
country, a voyage to plant the first colony in the northern 
part of Virginia, we do by these presents, solemnly and mu- 
tually, in the presence of God, and of one another, covenant 
and combine ourselves together into a civil body politic, for 
our better ordering, and preservation, and furtherance of the 
ends aforesaid. And by virtue hereof, do enact, constitute, 
and frame such just and equal laws, ordinances, acts, consti- 
tutions, and officers from time to time as shall be thought 
most meet and convenient for the general good of the colo- 
ny; unto which we promise all due submission and obedi- “ 


ence.”? 

And the inhabitants of Oregon, three thousand 
miles distant, in the absence of that guardian care 
which Congress has been wont to extend to other 
territories nearer the political centre, established 
and have in successful operation a provisional gov- 
ernment, in which, of their own volition, without 
the assistance of ‘ ordinances,’’ ‘* provisos,” or 
‘ unalterable fundamental articles,” they prohibit- 
ed domestic slavery throughout the territory. 

The great experiment of self-government has 
been fairly tried, and has either succeeded or fail- 
ed. Ifit has taught that, after all, man, by reason 
of inherent defects of character, is incapable of its 
successful exercise except in populous communi- 
ties matured by age, and that he must remain in 
pupilage until that season hag arrived, we should 
boast no more that the mysterious problem of hu- 
man government has been solved, but read the 
Declaration of Independence backwards, and cause 
the clause which proclaims that gratifying truth, 
to be expunged, or amended by a “‘ proviso.” We 
should acknowledge the theory of free government 
to be a fable; that the darkness of the human in- 
tellect has been found to predominate, and that the 
gloomy sophisms of the timid, and the malignant 
speculations of the envious, have prevailed. 

I have already shown that the whole structure 
of pur system favored the idea of: domestic gov- 
ernment by the people of territories; that it was 
their right, and the question is fully presented, 
whether, in view of their capacity for ite judicious 
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exercise, it is expedient to leave their internal pol- | American people in every section of the Union. 
icy under the Constitution with themselves. Any || But they will be opposed upon grounds as various 
system which denies this in theory or in practice, || as the motives by which the opposition is induced. 


or which seeks to withhold it from the primary 
settlements until they shall become populous and 
mature States, is founded in the same spirit of pop- 
ular distrust, by which the few have, from the 
earliest history of man, under the plea of necessity, 
been endeavoring to restrict the many in the exer- 
cise of freedom. It inculcates a system of slavery 
tenfold more abject than that it professes to dis- 
countenance. Itis the same spirit which has mur- 
mured its distrust at the extension of our territorial 
boundaries, and trembled for the perpetuity of the 
Union on the admission of a new State; which 
looks upon free suffrage with consternation, and 
with holy horror upon the naturalization of for- 
eigners: which would itself enslave one race, lest 
they should tolerate asystem which holds in bond- 
age another. It is the offspring of bigotry and in- 
tolerance, and should have fulfilled its mission 
during the middle ages. All experience has shown, 
that tens of thousands in the sparse settlements are 
as competent to judge of their own condition, and 
are as much devoted to the support of law and 
order, as are the hundreds of thousands in popu- 
lous towns and cities; and that all questions 
concerning their domestic policy may be safely 
confided to them. When our country has been 
disgraced by violence and disorder, and disregard 
of law, it has been confined to the populous towns 
and cities, and has not extended to the border set- 
tlements. Should the domestic legislation of ter- 
ritories be left with their local legislatures, it would 
transfer from the halls of Congress the bootless 
sectional struggles which have created bitterness 
at home, and served to degrade our institutions in 
the eyes of the world. It would leave local com- 
munities, territories as well as States, to consult 
their own interests, wishes, and sense of propriety, 
and to erect or prohibit, continue or abolish, such 
institutions as may not be repugnant to the prin- 
ciples of the Constitution. It would leave the 
Federal Government free to pursue its onward 
course, unembarrassed by matters of sectional mo- 
ment, over which its conirol is questionable, and 
must be partial and temporary. lt would relieve 
the benevolent statesman from the strife and irrita- 
tion which now beset him, and allow his energies 
to be devoted to the best interests of the nation, 
and the amelioration of the condition of man. It 
would harmonize with the genial spirit of the Con- 
stitution, and uphold its symmetrical frame work. 
It would practically acknowledge man’s capacity 
for self-government, and vindicate the integrity of 
his race. The same spirit by which freedom is 
nourished would be nourished by it, and society 
be bound together by ties of amity and interest. 

Then would our territorial soil be free—not by 
restrictions, provisions, and the threatening man- 
dates of Federal legislation, but free and sacred to 
the cause of freedom; free for its people to lay the 
foundations of its government on such principles, 
and organize its powers in such form as to them 
shall seem most likely to effect their safety and 
happiness, freedom of opinion, of the press, of 
religion, of education, of commercial intercourse. 
Having vindicated for the people of Territories the 
same rights of self-government enjoyed by every 
other political community, I forbear to speculate 

whether they will be less discreet in its exercise 
than would those who desire to subject them to 
the influences of an external government. 

Let those who fear to intrust a free people with 
their own domestic concerns lest they should prove 
too weak or wicked to conduct them judiciously, 
resort to the mistaken and mischievous policy of 
restrictive legislation—a system founded in blind 
and selfish conceits, and as impotent in effect as it 
is narrow in design. Such territory as we acquire 
will be free, and thus I would leave its people and 
its domestic government; free as the people of 
New York or of Virginia to lay the foundation ot 
their government on such principles, and organize 
its powers in such form as to them shall seem most 
likely to effect their safety and happiness. If they 
shalt fail to do this, the experiment of self-govern- 
ment will fail with them. 

It is nought to me how various, crude or incon- 
sistent are the speculations upon the principles 
which these resolutions contain, and what would 
be their effect if established. They stand upon 
the immutable basis of self-government, and will 
ultimately be vindicated and sustained by the 


This is already evidenced by sections of the public 
press which I notice, not as newspaper paragraphs 
merely, but for the interests they represent. Al- 
ready the Charleston Mercury, of South Carolina— 
a paper of conceded ability and extensive local in- 
fluence—declares that their effect would be to pro- 
hibit forever slavery in the acquired territory, and 
therefore, as a guardian of the slave interest, calls 
for their rejection; and papers in other sections 
which employ the slave question as a stalking- 
horse to minister to the appetites of the morbid, 
and alarm the fears of the timid, discover in them 
not only the effect, but the design to propagate 
and extend slavery. But I leave the theories to 
be adjusted by those who are thus enabled to pen- 
etrate the future, and draw opposite results from 
the same premises; I leave the practical tests with 
those who shall be charged with the high responsi- 
bilities of their own government—under our glorious 
free system, under the Constitution it has, framed, 
and the Providence which has watched over it. 

It would doubtless be well for these antagonisms 
who fear that all newly-acquired territory may be 
pre-occupied and monopolized, either by free labor 
on the one hand, or by slave labor on the other, as 
the case may be, unless their favorite ideas are in- 
dulged, to remember that there are other dangers, 
either real or imaginary, to which it may be ex- 
posed if left to the free government of its own peo- 
ple. Our institutions invite the children of every 
clime to sit down under the wide-spreading branch- 
es of the tree of liberty, and we have no prohibit- 
ory, or even protective impost duties upon social 
manners and customs, political opinions or reli- 
gious rites. It may be that the rugged Russian, 
allured by the gentle breezes of Mexico, may fall 
down from his hyperborean regions with his serf- 
dom and his military rule, or the Turk choose to 
regale himself there with his pipes and mocha, 
his Georgian houri’s sensual delights and Moham- 
medan divinity. Or, what is equally probable, 
as our Pacific possessions place us in direct com- 
munication with Asia, that the plains of Mexico 
may be desecrated by the trundling of the car of 
Juggernaut, or the subjects of the celestial Em- 
peror—the brother of the sun and moon—may 
hurry thither and ruin all agricultural interests by 
converting it into an extensive field of hyson. 

But Jet those who entertain them dismiss all 
selfish and idle faars, regard others as wise, and as 
virtuous, and as capable of their own government 
as themselves, and all will be well. The spirit of 
freedom will enlarge her own boundaries and peo- 
ple—the area, in obedience to laws stronger than 
the laws of Congress. The rich heritage we en- 
joy was won by the common blood and treasure 
of the North and South, the East and the West, 
and was defended and vindicated by the same, in 
the second war of independence; and in the pres- 
ent war with areckless and semi-barbarous foe, the 
the brave sons of every section of the Union have 
fought and fallen side by side; the parched sands 
of Mexico have drunk together the best blood of 
New York and South Carolina. These recollec 
tions should renew and strengthen the ties which 
unite the members of the Confederacy, and cause 
them to spurn all attempts at provoking sectional 
jealousies and irritations, calculated to disturb the 
harmony and shake the stability of the Union. In 
the language of Mr. Jefferson, they who indulge 
“this treason against human hope will signalize 
their epoch in future history as the counterpart of 
the model of their predecessors. ”’ 

Mr. YULEE then gave notice of 
to offer the following as a substitute: 
" Resolved, That the territory belonging to, or which may 
he acquired by, the United States, is the common property 
of the Union, and the sovereignty over the same rests in the 
people of the several States composing Ihis Union. 

Resolved further, That the Federal Government has no 
delegated authority, nor the territorial community any inhe- 
rent right, to exercise any legislative power within the said 
territories by which the equal right of all the citizens of the 
United States to acquire and enjoy any part of the common 
property may be impaired or embarrassed. 

Mr. HALE gave notice of his intention also to 
offer a substitute, which he sent to the Chair, as 
follows : 

Resolved, That it should be one of the fundamental rules 
and conditions on which all terrritory shall hereafter be ac- 
quired, by purchase, conquest, or otherwise, that slavery 
and involuntary servitude, except for the punishment of 


crime, whereof the party shall be duly convicted, shall be 
forever prohibited in said territory. 


his intention 


w 


Mr. CASS moved that the further consideration 
of the subject be postponed, and that the several 
resolutions submitted be printed; which motion 
was agreed to. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 
The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill to raise an additional military force. 


Mr. CLAYTON said: The resolutions of the 
Senator from New York, [Mr. Dicxinson,] and 
the various propositions for amending them which 
have been presented by others, and which have 
been the subject of discussion this morning, furnish 
a very extraordinary commentary, I think, sir, on 
this war, the objects to be attained by it, and the 
course we are now about to pursue. It seems to 
be taken for granted by gentlemen, that we are to 
acquire a great amount of territory; but before we 
obtain an acre, there is a violent contest what we 
shall do. with it. 

Mr. President, yesterday, when the Senate 
adjourned, I had adverted to the subject of the in- 
demnity due by Mexico for the claims of our citi- 
zens. I had said, what I maintain now, and what 
I shall at all times hereafter maintain, that the 
just claims of my countrymen against Mexico 
ought to be asserted and supported in every suita- 
ble and proper manner. But I did not then state— 
what I think it right to state now, in order to pre- 
vent any error in the public mind—that the amount 
of those claims has been greatly overrated. There 
has been an erroneous impression in regard to their 
amount, and I will state what I believe to be that 
amount, subject, of course, to be corrected, if in 
error, by gentlemen who may follow me in the 
debate. 

I understand that the whole amount of claims 
presented to the Commissioners was $6,291,605. 
Of this sum, $2,260,140 were allowed by the Com- 
missioners on the part of Mexico; and the Mexi- 
can Government was providing to pay that amount 
without any controversy as to its justice at the time 
when the war broke out. It appears, then, that 
there was a sum of $928,628 claimed by the citi- 
zens of the United States, which was disallowed 
by the Mexican Commissioners. This was sub- 
ject to controversy; and whether our claim for that 
amount was right or wrong, remains to be decided 
by the Commissioners appointed by both Govern- 
ments. Three million three hundred and thirty 
thousand eight hundred and thirty-seven dollars of 
the claims of our citizens had not been examined 
by the Commissioners. I make this statement, as 
l have said, in order to prevent an erroneous im- 
pression in regard to the amount of these claims, 

Mr. WEBSTER, (in his seat.) Mr. Trist was 
authorized to claim $3,000,000. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It is true that Mr. Trist was 
authorized to negotiate, on the ground that the 
whole sum due to us in the aggregate was three 
millions. It will not be contended, I presume, that 
we went to war for the recovery of this claim. I 
have not heard that the true object of the war was 
the recovery of this money. Other causes were 
alleged for the war in which we were involved on 
the 13th of May, 1846. The great cause assigned 
by the President for the war at that time was, that 
American blood had been shed upon American 
soil. I do not propose to go into the discussion of 
the question at this time whether that assertion 
was or was not true. There are other matters 
which invite my consideration, and to which I 
think it important to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate. But l desire, sir, in the progress of this dis- 
cussion, to have it distinctly understood, as far as 
I am concerned, that I have been always ready 
and anxious to vindicate the honest claims of my 
countrymen upon Mexico, and that neither by the 
votes which I am about to give upon these bills, 
nor by any vote which I shall in future be called 
on to give in reference to this war, do I desire it to 
be understood that I am denying the justice of the 
fair claims of the citizens of this country upon 
Mexico for indemnity. What I meant to say yes- 
terday, and mean to repeat to-day, is, that the 
amount of these claims was small compared to the 
value of the enormous quantity of territory which 
the President declares shall be ceded by Mexico 
to us before there can be a just and honorable 
peace between the twocountries. It has been said 
that the proposition was made by the American 
Commissioner to give them twenty millions of dol- 
lars. I know not from any official information, 
for the territory required to be ceded, how the 
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President estimates the difference between the 
claims of our citizens and the value of the Jand 
which he intends to demand of Mexico at the can- 
non’s mouth. But he says, in his message : 

« As the territory to be acquired by the boundary proposed 
might be estimated to be of greater value than a fair equiv- 
alent for our just demands, our Commissioner was autho- 
rized to stipulate for the payment of such additional pecu- 
niary consideration as was deemed reasonable.”’ 


And this is a clear admission on his part of a 
fact, otherwise notorious to all the worldsthat the 
cession he demanded was beyond—ay, vastly be- 
yond—the value of the indemnities we had a right 
to ask. | 

The honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs tells me to-day that he has ascer- 
tuined the date of the letter from General Scott to 
our Government in which the suggestion is made, 
that in a certain event more troops will be neces- 
sary to be added to the army. That letter, he 
says, is dated so far back as the 18th of September, 
and I suppose the extract he has read from it is 
nothing more than the suppressed part of the Gen- 
eral’s official letter of that date, in which he recounts 
his victories. It is the part of that letter marked 
by the asterisks, I suppose. It is clear, then, from 
the statements of the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, that General Scott 
has never recommended to the Administration of 
this country, or to any department of this Govern- 
ment, the passage of these bills to raise thirty more 
regiments for the war. He has made no such 
proponon: upon his head none of the responsi- 

ility of these measures can rest; it must rest on 
the heads of those who have suggested it. Al- 
though the President has generally recommended 
in his message an increase of the army, he has not 
told us how many regulars, how many volun- 
teers, or Row many troops of all kinds should 
be added to the army. Sir, General Scott has 
never desired such an increase of the forces in 
Mexico. It could only embarrass and distract 
him in his position at present, however useful 
such an addition might have been before he left 
Vera Cruz, and penetrated into the interior of 
Mexico. At this time, these measures would add 
thirty thousand more mouths to be fed in Mexico. 
Sir, it is not consistent with the known character 
of this great captain to ask for more troops than 
can be usefully employed in the service of the 
country. Before he left this place for Mexico, in 
conversation with him, I observed to him, that 
when he arrived in Mexico he would meet a very 
formidable enemy, and that he might; perchance, 
be defeated in the difficult mountain passes of that 
country. He smiled, and replied to my observa- 
tion: ‘‘ Sir, give me a column—a granite column 
of American regulars, consisting of four or five 
thousand men—and I will whip any Mexican army 
that can be brought into the field, if it should rain 
Mexicans for a week.’ That was the fixed de- 
liberate opinion of that distinguished commander 
at that time. Well, sir, whem he was fighting the 
battles of Contreras, Churubusco, Chapultepec, 
and Molino del Rey, it really seemed as if it 
did rain Mexicans for about a week. But he 
vindicated the opinion he gave of the prowess of 
American soldiers by the brilliant victories which 
he gained in those ever-memorable’ and glorious 
battles. He entered the city of Mexico, as he tells 
you, with an army of less than six thousand men. 

Let us look a little into the history of this most 
extraordinary campaign, after General Scott de- 
parted with his gallant little army from Vera 
Cruz, and led it into the interior of the enemy’s 
country. Let us see the comparative amount of 
the American and Mexican forces that were en- 
gaged in those battles which were fought previous 
to the entry of the American army into the city 
of Mexico. It will show us that there is no neces- 
sity whatever for such an increased force to be 
added to the army of the United States. 

The first great battle after the capture of Vera 
Cruz was that of Cerro Gordo. 

The Commanding General, in his despatch to 
the Secretary of War, says: 


¢ Our whole force present, in action and in reserve, was 
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8,509; the enemy is estimated at 12,000, or more. About 

3,000 prisoners, 4,090 or 5,000 stand of arms, and 43 pieces 

of artillery, were taken. By the accompanying return, I 

regret to find our loss more severe than at first supposed— 

amounting in the two days to 33 officers and 398 men: in 

all, 431, of whom 63 were killed. The enenty’s loss is° 
computed to be from 1,000 to 1,200.” 


engaged against the Mexicans, the General speaks 
in his despatch of the 18th September, from which 
I read the following extract: 


| 


guerrillas which infest thé country where his 
forces are encamped. No, sir; practical men have 
not recommended this addition. The recomrænda- 
tion comes from the Executive here. It comes 
from men who fight battleg on paper at home— 


| from men who never 


i 


Of the next battle, sir, in which our army was | 


| 
| 


“ This army has been more disgustcd than surprised that, || 


by some sinister process on the part of certain individuals 
at home, its nuinbers have been, generally, almost trebled 
in our public papers—beginning at Washington. 

« Leaving, as we all feared, inadequate garrisons at Vera 


Cruz, Perote, and Puebla—with much larger hospitals; and i, Pies A . 
|. pose of acquiring foreign territory by conquest or 


being obliged, most reluctantly, from the same cause, (gen- 
eral paucity of nuinbers,) to abandon Jalapa, we marched 
eee 7-10) from Puebl# with only 10,738 rank and file. 
‘his number includes the garrison of Jalapa, and the 2,429 
men brought up by Brigadier General Pierce, August 6. 

“At Contreras, Churubusco, &c., [August 20,] we had 
but 8,407 men engaged—after deducting the garrison of Au- 
gustin, (our general depét,) the intermediate sick and the 
dead; at the Molinos del Rey [September 8] but three brig- 
ades, with some cavalry and artillery—imaking in all 3,251 
men—were in the battle; in the two days—September 12 
and 13—our whole operating force, after deducting, agatn, 
the recent killed, wounded, and sick, together with the gar- 
rison of Mixcoac ae 
baya, was but 7,180; and, finally, after deducting the new 
garrison of Chapultepec, with the killed and wounded of 
the two days, we took possession [September 14] of this 
great capital with less than 6,000 men! And I reassert, 
upon accumulated and unquestionable evidence, that, in not 
one of those conflicts, was this army opposed by fewer than 
three and a half times its numbers—in several of them by 
a yet greater excess. 

«c On the other hand, this small force has beaten on the 
same occasions, in view of their capital, the whole Mexican 
army, of (at the beginning) thirty-odd thousand men—posted, 
always, in chosen positions, behind intrenchments, or more 
formidable defences of nature and art; killed or wounded, 
of that number, more than 7,000 officers and men; taken 
3,730 prisoners, One seventh officers, including 13 generals 
of whom 3 had been Presidents of this Republic ; captured 
more than 20 colors and standards, 75 pieces of ordnance, 
besides 57 wall-pieces, 30,000 small-arms, an immense quan- 
tity of shot, shells, powder, &c. 

Of that enemy, once so formidable in numbers, appoint- 
ments, artillery, &c., twenty-odd thousand have disbanded 
themselves in despair, leaving, as is known, not more than 
three tragments—the largest about 2,500—now wandering 
in different directions without magazines or a military 
chest, and living at free quarters upon their own people. 
* * * TheGoveriiinent will find itself without resources; 
ro army, no arsenals, no magazines, and but little revenue, 
internal or external. Still such is the ohstinacy, or rather 
infatuation, of this people, that it is very doubtful whether 
the new authorities will dare to sue for peace on the terms 
which, in the recent negotiations, were made known by our 
Minister.”? 

This official report fully sustains the statement 
made by the Senator from Kentucky, who declared 
that, in his opinion, Mexico was now to be con- 
sidered and treated as a conquered country. Their 
army is utterly broken up and annihilated; their 
revenues are destroyed ; the real Government of 
Mexico is almost annihilated; and it is under these 
extraordinary circumstances that we are called 
upon, with an admitted army of nearly seventy 
thousand men, and with forty-five thousand actu- 
allyin Mexico, to vote thirty thousand more troops 
to be sent to that country by the President, for the 
purpose of securing what he calls ‘* indemnity for 
the past,’’ and *‘ security for the future.” What 
that cant phrase means I do not exactly under- 
stand; but I have been told by an ingenious friend, 
that indemnity for the past means the half of Mex- 
ico, and security for the future the other half. If 
this, sir, be the right interpretation of these terms, 
then I unhesitatingly say to my friends on the other 
side, that I am utterly opposed to adding indem- 
nity for the past and security for the future. I 
am called upon to vote these troops, for the pur- 
pose of securing a cession of the country which 
the President has expressly set forth in his mes- 
sage. Neither the Commander-in-chief of the 
army, nor General Taylor, (whose great name 
must always be associated with whatever relates 
to this war,) appears to have been consulted. I 
do not believe that that gallant old ‘“ Mexican 
Whig,’’ Zachary Taylor, after having beaten 
Santa Anna, with an army of less than one-fourth 
the number of that which was arrayed against him, 
has ever asked for more forces, for the purpose of 
defending himself against the wretched bands of 


then general depdt) and that of Tacu- | 
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«set a squadron in the field, 
Nor the division of a battle know 
More than a spinster.” 

In the very outset of the inquiry to which our 
minds are directed when we are called on to vote 
upon these bills, we are met by the question— 
which I beg leave, most respectfully, to suggest 
to gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber— 
whether this Government was formed for the pur- 


rapine; and, whether it be in the true constitution- 
al competency of Congress to wage war for the 
purpose of acquiring territory by conquest. I 
deny it, sir. I hold this Government to be a gov- 
ernment of specific and delegated powers, and I do 
not find it enumerated any where, either by express 
words or necessary implication, that any such 

ower as that was ever ceded to thisGovernment. 

he preamble to the Constitution expresses the 
purposes for which this Government was formed, 
‘< to form a more perfect union, establish justice, 
ensure domestic tragquillity, provide for the com- 
mon defence, promote the general welfare, and 
secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our 
posterity.” They were not to ensure the bless- 
ings of liberty to any other than the American 
people. The object was to establish justice, not 
to perpetrate injustice and robbery by indulging a 
love of plunder and a thirst for conquest or terri- 
torial agerandizement. ‘These were not the objects 
for which the fathers of the republic met and es- 
tablished the American Constitution. No, sir! no, 
sir! They have specified the objects for which the 
made that Constitution, and among those whic 
are enumerated, I do not find any such power, nor 
can I see how it can be pretended that this Gov- 
ernment was formed for the purpose of acquiring 
territory by conquest. The spirit of our Consti- 
tution 1s pacific, not warlike—defensive, not ag- 
gressive. It is for the “establishment of justice,’’ 
not for aggrandizement or plunder. 

But, sir, we are rapidly approaching that state 

of things which will make the conquest and annex- 
ation of all Mexico inevitable; and these bills are 
apart of the process by which, if they become 
laws, we shall, in my humble judgment, be driven 
to this result. These bills proposea reduplication 
of this mighty mass of thirty thousand men, com- 
posing our army now in the city of Mexico. 
' The measure brings with it imminent peril to 
our own institutions. You may say to me now, 
as the honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs said when he introduced this bill, 
that no such purpose as that of the annexation of 
all Mexico is contemplated by anybody. Although 
I thought he was eh when he made that declara- 
tion, I have since been convinced that he was under 
a very great error. We have now before us a 
resolution offered by an honorable Senator, de- 
claring that it may become necessary and proper, 
and that it is constitutional, to annex the whole of 
Mexico to this country, either ‘as & part of the 
States or asa province. 

Why, sir, what have you seen lately in the pub- 
lic prints from all parts of the country—from New 
Orleans to New York? Sir, I have cut, froma 
newspaper published in the city of New York, a 
brief extract, which I will read. A writer, com- 
menting on the late speech delivered by the hon- 
orable Senator from South Carolina, makes these 
observations: 


‘ Our schoolmasters, our tin pedlars, our country law- 
yers, our missionuries, our printers, our mechanics, and our 
farmers, are already there, [in Mexico.}] There the bulk 
will stay. Does Mr. Calhoun or Mr. Polk mean to give a 
bill of sale of these men, with their industry, their intelli- 
gence, and their Jives, to a weak, sickly, uneducated, dis- 
membered, patched-up Mexican Government—such a one 
as will be left after the slice, which all admit must, at all 
events, he taken off from it? We doubt their right thus to 
transfer, or even abandon, American citiaens. No; they 
must be protected, and sheltered, and governed.”? 


Yes, sir, these adventurers, who have gone down 
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with your army, constituting, as they will, with 
the increased forces which you propose to send to 
Mexico, an armed emigration to take possession 
and colonize the country with the bayonet, will 
claim hereafter that you are bound to ‘‘shelter 
and protect them.” ‘They will demand it, on the 
ground that they are American citizens; they will 
say that you placed them there, that you encour- 
aged them to go there, and that you are now bound 
to pyptect them. A gentleman said to me the 


‘other day—and I confess I was not a little aston- 


ished at the statement—that there are not less than 
fifty thousand of these emigrants, in various parts 
of Mexico, not directly connected with our army. 
Sir, I ask the attention, and the serious attention, 
of evéry gentleman on this floor to these facts. 
We are about to send to Mexico an armed emi- 
gration, and when we get them there, how shall we 
get them away? Do you not see, from the public 
papers, already, that some of those who are in the 
city of Mexico (I do not refer to the army) are 

roposing a permanent occupation of the country? 
[e a statement in the Government paper, published 
this day, in this place, be correct, it is proposed 
by those who are now in the Halls of the Monte- 
zumas, that a railroad shall be constructed to Vera 
Cruz, and a magnetic telegraph to Tampico. Now 
go on for a few years more in this way, and you 
may then legislate as much as you please; but you 
can never legislate them all back. They will knock 
at the door of your Union for admission, and you 
cannot keep them ont. Is any one, I ask, in favor 
of such a state of things? If there be any who 
are in favor of it, I wish to hear them now; for 
pne, I take my stand against it. I think there is 
wisdom in the proposition o#the honorable Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, that we should now erect 
a Jandmark for ourselves, by which we shall be 
guided hereafter. 

What will be the consequence of the annexa- 
tion of twenty Mexican States to the American 
Union? Of all men in the United States the most 
int@ested in making this inquiry solemnly, and 
examining it patiently and: carefully, are the gen- 
tlemen of the South. There are in Mexico not 
less than eight millions of human beings, (men, 
women and children,) of a race totally different 
from ourselves—a colored population, having no 
feelings in common with us, no prejudices like 
ours; but, on the contrary, with prejudices directly 
the antipodes of all of ours, and especially bigoted 
on this very subject of slavery. 

Do you suppose that if you annex to the Ameri- 
can Union these eight millions of people, backed 
by the millions of colored men in this country, 
they will remain idle spectators of the proceed- 
ings of this Government, stimulated as they will 
be by Abolitionists of the most fanatical cast? 
What, then, must become of that peculiar insti- 
tution of ours, which has existed for so many 
years in this country? You answer me, that you 
will not suffer that institution to be disturbed. The 
honorable Senatur from Maryland said, you will 
not suffer the right to hold colored men in slavery 


to be discussed. No, sir; but how will you pre- 


vent it when these men shall have been admitted 
into the American Union, and these Mexican 
States shall have become American States? You 
will be voted down. Your institutions will be 
voted down, and you may, and for that probably 
will, rend the Union to atoms! These are the 
legitimate results of your annexation of all Mexi- 
co, and you may as well take the opportunity to 
meet and prevent them at once. it you do not 
fear such resultspvote your armed emigration; but 
if you believe that it will lead to thig® pause with 
me, and arrest these proceedings now. 

My honorable friend from Maryland, in the pro- 
ate of the discussion, alluded to the revenues of 

lexico, and said that he thought the American 
army might be hereafter supported out of these 
revenues. Ido not propose to discuss the finan- 
cial questions connected with this bill at length, 
though I do invoke the serious attention of the 
American Senate, as an honorable Senator has 
already done, to the crisis which must be produced 
by adding twenty or thirty millions annually to our 
already enormous expenses, those expenses which 
we cannot now escape and are bound to incur. I 
say bound, because I wish it to be understood that 
I mean to vote slid lel and I take it for granted 
that others are equally resolved to vote them for our 
army in Mekico as long as that army remains 
there. I intend, as far as my vote will go, to vote 
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the munitions of war, the clothing for the troops, 
and for everything as far as may be necessary to 
sustain the honor of the American army in a for- 
eign country. But there I stop; and I say, with 
the forces which you have there, and the twenty 
thousand men which you have a right now by 
law to recruit, your further progress in arming 
the people for this war shall be arrested, so far 
as my vote will go to arrest it. Should any real 
danger to our army ever require more men, I 
would grant them; but now it is evident that you 
have no occasion for any more troops for any 
legitimate purpose of the war. The whole revenue 
of Mexico was but twenty-one million dollars, 
when in her best and palmiest state. It is now, 
as General Scott tells you, almost annihilated. 
He, who has the best means of knowing,’ gives 
you this information. But suppose the revenue 
to be twenty-one millions of dollars, would that 
be sufficient to support an army of sixty thousand 
men? Sir, if you look at the official documents 
which have been sent to us by the Secretary, you 
will sec that it will be entirely inadequate to defray 
half the enormous expenses to which we should 
be subjected. But what is meant by the honorable 
Senator from Maryland? Does he desire to take 
every dollar from Mexico, and prevent her from 
supporting any government? What policy would 
there be in that? We wish to treat with the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico, yet we drive that Government 
from place to place—keeping them, as has been 
said, ın ‘* perpetual motion.’ We drive them 
continually from place to place, and yet we expect 
to treat with a Government thus in motion, and 
from which we have taken every dollar of its rev- 
enue. Isthere wisdom inthis? Is it not, in fact, 
an effectual obstruction to the obtaining any treaty? 
It must end in the utter annihilation of the sover- 
eignty and independence of that nation. You will 
have a.mass of population scattered over an im- 
mense region without a government, because you 
will not permit them to haye one. You are to beat 
them, drive them, shoot them, and in every way 
punish them, and you say you are todo it for the 
purpose of procuring an honorable peace. Sir, I 
have nothing to say now about the question of 
humanity as involved in this matter; but I put it 
again to honorable Senators on the other side, is 
this good policy? Is it expedient? Are youge- 
solved never to permit Mexico to have a govern- 
ment that can treat with you? If you send down 
thirty thousand more men, which these bills call 
for, it is in vain to say that there can be an fnde- 
pendent governmentin Mexico. 

In reference to the suggestion, sir, which ‘held 
out the idea that Mexico can be annexed to this 
country as a province, I wish to say but a very few 
words. I think that every statesman who reflects 
on the subject will agree with me, that itis utterly 
impossible for us long to hold that or any other 
country as a province. If you annex it to the 
American Republic in any form, its final destiny is 
fixed and certain. Your own institutions, your 
sense of justice, your love of the great principle 
of human liberty, will compel you to admit it 
finally into the Union. Hold it as a province, like 
one of the despotic governments of Europe! Hold 
a country which was once a republic, sir, as a 
porne enslaved, and enslaved by a sister repub- 
ic! It is vain; the idea is altogether impracticable. 
It cannot be entertained by an American statesman 
for a moment. Depend upon it, sir, you cannot 
evade the great question. Now isthe time to say 
wheth€r you will admit Mexico into the American 
Union or not. 

I do not propose, Mr. President, to review the 
ground which was so ably taken by the honor- 
able Senator from Kentucky, who preceded me in 
the debate, in reference to the existing army In 
the field, the number of troops in Mexico, and 
their sufficiency for all legitimate purposes in this 
war. I havg here the report of the Adjutant Gen- 
eral, and I presume that every honorable Senator 
has had the report upon his table. It appears by it 
(and I will barely read one or two extracts, for the 
purpose of confirming what has been stated already) 
that the aggregate regular and volunteer forces in 
Mexico, independent of the Michigan regiment and 
the Alabamaand Mississippi troops which have not 
yet gone to Mexico, amount to forty-three thou- 
sand five hundred and thirty-six men. The Mich- 
igan, Alabama, and Mississippi troops will raise 
the number above forty-five thousand men. There 
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was great propriety, I think, in the suggestion of : 
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the Senator from Kentucky, to add to the number 
(forty-five thousand men) the five thousand sailors 
and marines now in Mexico, to ascertain the entire 
effective force already there. 

There are, then, sir, by a faircalculation, already 
fifty thousand men in Mexico. According to the 
letter which was read by the honorable chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, General 
Scott considered that force sufficient, not only for 
the legitimate purposes of the war, but also for 
holding all the capitals of all the States of the 
Mexican Confederation, all its provinces, towns, 
and fortified places; for the purpose also of seizing 
all the revenues of the nation, and of driving the 
Central Government from place to place, ** keeping 
it in constant motion;’? in other words, that the 
force was sufficient, according to the judgment of 
the Commanding General, to annihilate the sover- 
eignty of Mexico. Why, then, do you want 
more? On what ground do you base the requisi- 
tion for thirty thousand additional troops, when 
you have already a force adequate, according to 
the Commanding General, for the subjugation of 
the whole country? If you send these thirty 
thousand additional troops there, you will have 
thirty thousand additional mouths to feed, greatly 
increasing the difficulties of the Commander-in- 
chief in the field, if not rendering them absolutely 
insuperable. You will thus raise the price of 
supplies, by increasing the demand for them. At 
the same time, your army being inactive, occupy- 
ing the garrison towns and fortified places of 
Mexico, you incur all the hazard of mutiny and 
insubordination among that immense mass of men, 
a great portion of them being kept in the great cap- 
ital of that Republic, and the others diffused and 
scattered among the principal towns. Reflect, sir, 
on the difficulties which must inevitably surround 
an army in such circumstances—the danger not 
merely from disease and the climate, but from that 
military insubordination into which they would 
be so likely to fall, when they have no enemy to 
encounter in the field. As to the idea of fighting 
any more battles in Mexico, that I hold to be per- 
fectly preposterous. Battles with whom? A 
single regiment, sir, of volunteers, would be suffi- 
cient, at this very moment, to defeat any Mexican 
forces that could propa be brought into the 
field. Who is there in Mexico that has under 
him, or has the least expectation of having under 
him, any considerable Mexican force? No one. 
Santa Anna has a few guerrillas under him, assas- 
sins and cut-throats; but they, like assassins and 
cut-throats in other parts of the world, are fleein 
before regular forces, and dare not face them, an 
never will dare face any army there. 

I conclude, then, Mr. President, that if a case 
could possibly be stated in which an American 
Congress would be justified in withholding its 
consent to an Executive application for more 
troops, that case is now before us. There are 


some individuals who seem to think that no pos- 


sible emergency can arise in which a patriotic 
statesman can withhold his vote for - furnishing 
supplies of men or money during a state of war. 
With all such persons I beg most respectfully to 
differ; and I am quite willing, if gentlemen desire, 
to measure patriotism with them on this very 
question. We are placed here as guardians, in 
some sense, of the lives of the American people; 
and from our age—as there are many grey heads 
to be seen in this Chamber—it 1s expected of us 
that we shall restrain the impulses which prompt 
men to rush to every battle-field, when there ia 
no occasion whatever for their services. 

Sir, is it Indeed true that a man cannot vote 
against a bill to send additional troops into the 


field, unless he be, as some say, a ‘‘ Mexican | 


Whig,” or at heart an enemy to his country ? No 
such assertion as that was made by my honorable 
friend from Maryland, [Mr. Jounson;] but just 
the reverse. He did justice to the motives of those 
who vote against the measure. But such language 
I have heard from the lips of others, and never 
without despising it and its authors. I shall vote, 
I trust, from a high sense of public duty; and I 


say that, in this case, I might with more propriety | 


retort upon the friends of the Executive that he 
desires, by the passage of this bill, to get a large 
army of military office-holders to electioneer for 
his party in the next presidential campaign. I 
might make such a charge against him with much 
more propriety than the charge to which I have 
alluded can be directed against gentlemen not dis- 
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of peace, restricting that power to two-thirds of 
the Senate. l 

Let me read from the proceedings of that Con- 
vention, the passages which bear on this point, as 
they are quite pertinent in the present connection. 
You will find them under date of September, 1787, 
page 524 of the ‘‘ Madison Papers :” 

- Mr. Mapisen moved to authorize a concurrence of two- 
thirds of the Senate to make treaties of peace, without the 
concurrence of the President. The President, he said, would 
necessarily derive so much power and importance from a 
state of war, that he might be tempted, if authorized, to im- 
pede a treaty of pgace. 

“ Mr. BUTLER seconded the motion. 

‘¢Mr. Gorwam thought the security unnecessary, as the 
means of carrying on the war would not be in the hands of the 
President, but of the Legislature. 

“ Mr. BUTLER was strenuous for the motion as a neces- 

- Sary security against ambitious and corrupt Presidents. He 
mentioned the late perfidious policy of the Stadtholder in 
Holland, and the artifices of the Duke of Marlborough to 
prolong. the war, of which he had the management.” 


Sir, Mr. Madison’s motion failed, and we have 
no resource against the evil he designed to pre- 
vent, but in the suggestion of Mr. Gorham. 

It is evident, then, that the fathers of the Con- 
stitution contemplated the very step which I am 
now about to take; and unless in our hearts and 
judgments we can approve of the objects for which 
the war in Mexico ts waged—unless we can agree 
with the President in his ultimatum as announced 
in that portion of his message in which he declares 
that he will make no peace unless it give him all 
the Californias and Néw Mexico,—unless we con- 
cur in that ultimatum, we are bound as. honorable 

‘men to refuse him any more men for the purposes 
he has avowed. In so refusing to grant him any 
more men for the prosecution of the war with such 
objects, I hold myself as acting in the very spirit 
- of the Constitution, and according to the requisi- 
tions of the fathers who made it. 

Mr. President, the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, when he introduced 
this bill to the consideration of the Senate, submit- 
ted with it some remarks to which I desire to in- 
vite your attention. That I may not misquote or 
habe Dal the honorable Senator, I will read 
from his speech as published by the reporter of the 
Senate: 

In presenting this bill, I do not propose to touch any of 
the disputed topics which divide the two great parties, un- 
der the banner of one or the uther of which, every citizen 
of our country is arrayed. Ishall leave these, if introduced 
at all, to be introduced by athers. I had hoped, till L heard 
the incidental discussion which arose a day or two since on 
the question of taking up this bill, that these exciting sub- 


jects would be postponed for seme future opportunity, and 
tut the prepositions now submitted: wauld be censiderad 
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upan their military merits, taking it for granted that the pro- 


priety of voting the additional force required would not be ` 
controverted. [I was well aware that we could not escape 

a full discussion of the origin of the war, its progress, its 

objects, and the whole course of the Administration con- 

nected with it. Nor, indeed, did I wish to avoid it. How- 

ever severe may be the attack, I trust it will be aS earnestly 

met, and easily repelled, for I consider the grond which 

the Administration occupies as perfectly impregnable.” 


ing a trumpet may invite an opponent into the 
field, who would have been very quiet if he had 
not been defied. The honorable Senator has ut- 
tered this note of defiance, and I suppose it was 
intended for gentlemen on this side of the Cham- 
ber. He has thrown the gauntlet at our feet, and 
dares us to take itup. He says that the entire 
ground of the Administration is .“ impregnable ;”’ 
that an attack upon it can be ‘easily repelled,” | 
and will be, he trusts, ‘‘ as earnestly met.” Now, | 
sir, although one of the humblest of the members | 
on this side of the Chamber, yet I will take up the 

glove, and I desire to see how easily the champion 

of the Administration will repel one or two at- 

tempts on mY part to question the propriety of 


It sometimes happens, sir, that a man by blow- 


this war. 

Many years ago, there was a certain personage 
in our State of Texas, then a province claimed by 
Mexico, by the name of Don Antonio Lopez de 
Santa Anna. He met some American troops—if 
I recollect the history of times gone by—at a cer- 
tain place called Goliad, and induced them to sur- 
render to him, under the promise that they would 
be fairly and honorably treated as prisoners of war. 
He took out every man of them the next day, and 
shot them, one by one, deliberately, in cold blood! 
He violated his solemn pledge before God and man; 
and, bloody ruffian, murderous villain, as he is, he 
slew hundreds of my countrymen, after pledging 
his honor to give them quarter. On another occa- 
sion, this same Don Antonio Lopez de Santa Anna 
massacred some hundreds more of our countrymen, 
at a place called the Alamo. These things are fresh 
in the recollection of every American. There is not 
an honest American heart that did not burn with in- 
dignation against this ferocious ruffian, on account 
of these atrocious acts. Well, sir, when this war 
was declared, in May, 1846, the President of the 
United States, the head of the Administration and 
of the Executive Government, gave this same 
Santa Anna, with all his titles, a free pass through 
the American fleet, into Mexico. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, (in his seat.) 
On the same day on which war was declared. 

Mr. CLAYTON. On the very day, as my hon- 
orable friend remarks, on which the war was de- 
clared, the President of the United States issued 
his order to let pass the perjured assassin, without 
let or hinderance, into Mexico. This, sir, is one 
of those points on which I desire to see the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs so easily 
repel the attack which he has invited. I am bound, 
sir, to hold up the conduct of the President, in this 
instance, not only to the Senate, but to the Ameri- 
can people; and ask the champion of the Admin- 
istration, or any gentleman on the other side of 
the Chamber, to demonstrate to us the ease with 
which he can repel the charge of misconduct, gross 
misconduct, on the part of the President of the 
United States, in admitting that murderous rufhan 
into Mexico. What, sir, have been the conse- 
quences of that aet? Why, let me, in reply, take 
up @ newspaper which is good authority with my 
honorable friends on the other side. Inthe ‘‘ Union”? 
of this morning, I find the following paragraph : 


“We have received afile of the ‘ North American,’ print- 
ed in the city of Mexico, from the 3d of November to the 
7th of December. We find the following in the ‘ American’ 
of the last-named date. It has already appeared in the New 
Orleans papers: 

‘¢¢ ONCE MORE.—Senors Cuevas, Atristain, and Couto, the 
c Mexican peace commissioners, are still in the city, we hear, 
‘but of course cau effect nothing. Iris now said that they 
‘will not goto Washington as long as Santa Anna is in the 
‘country. ‘The Government dare not even pay their expen- 
‘ses; nor would the commissioners dare go there and make 
‘atreaty; for the Napoleon of the West may turn up again 
‘some day, and then President Anaya and the commissioners 
‘would be shot. Oh! whata deplorable condition have this 
¢ people reduced themselves to !? » 


I ask, would not the ejaculation have been more 
appropriate—"* Oh! to what a deplorable condi- 
tion has the President of the United States. reduced 
this people and his own country !? Upon his 
head, sir, and no other, must this. sin rest; and if 
the honorable gentleman on the other side of the 
Chamber has ingenuity enough to extricate the 


the course of the Administration in carrying on 
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President from this position, he shall indeed be, 
in all time hereafter, my Magnus Apollo! If 
he can point out any. mode of salvation for the 
President from this charge, it will reflect infi- 
nite honor on his character as an advocate. 
This same Don Antonio Lopez de Santa Anna, 
who gmurdered our countrymen at Goliad and 
Alamo, being ddmitted to pass free into Mexico, 
has waged war against our country on all occa- 
sions since his admission. He has rallied thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of Mexicarts that no 
other man could have rallied against us. He fought 
us at Buena Vista—at, Cerro Gordo—at Contreras 
—at Churubusco—at Molino del Rey—at Chapul- 
tepec—and at the city of Mexico. He fought till 
he was driven from the capital to the mountains, 
where he now remains with his guerrillas, ready to 
murder the peace commissioners of his own coan- 
try if they should dare to treat with us. Such is 
the man whom the President of the United States 
introduced into that country, and this is the state 
of things to which the American people have been 
brought by the conduct of the Executive. 

{ might here, sir, request the honorable chair- 
man to repel another charge made by the Senator 
from Maryland. hy was the gallant Taylor 
left without more than five thousand four hundred 
troops—nearly all volunteers—to resist the attack 
of this same Santa Anna with twenty thousand 
Mexicans, at the bloody but glorious battle of 
Buena Vista? And why was the no less gallant 
Scott left so long without suffieient troops to move 
from Puebla upon the capital of Mexico? Durme 
all this time the President had the power to call 
upon his unexhausted fund of fifty thousand vol- 
unteers, and refused to send them suceor. But I 
must not dwell on these things. They were suffi- 
ciently urged by the Senator from Maryland. 

The present times, sir, do not resemble the early 
days of the republic. We hear much, especially 
from honorable gentlemen on the other side of 
the Chamber, of Jefferson and his democracy. 
These are not the days of Jeffersonian d@moc- 
racy. The measures of the President of the 
United States are, not like those of the fathers 
of the Republic. No, sir. Let us reeur to an 
incident in the history of the administration of 
Thomas Jefferson, at the period when great excite- 
ment prevailed with regard to the title to the 
lower Mississippi, in the year 1803, when the 
whole West was in a flame, lest some foreign 
nation should occupy the mouth of that mighty 
river, and impede the growing prosperity of the 
great valley of the West. At that moment, sir, 
when the minds of men all over the American 
Union were peculiarly excited, an effort was made 
in the Senate Chamber of the United States, on 
the 16th February, 1803, by Mr. Ross, from 
Pittsburg, to induce the American Congress and 
the American Exccutive to seize and take posses- 
sion of the mouth of the Mississippi, and the 
country whieh was necessary for our prosperity; 
and to hold it without reference to negotiation or 
treaty. Allow me to read the resolutions of Mr. 
Ross. They will be found in the Senate Journal, 
for the year 1803, page 266.. 

Resolved, That the United States have an indisputable 
right to the free navigation of the river Mississippi, ard to a 
convenient place of deposite for their produce and merehan- 
dise in the island of New Orleans. 

That thg late infraction of such, their unquestionable 
right, is an aggression hostile to their honor and interest. 

That it does not consist with the dignity or safety of this 
Union to hold a right so important by a tenure so uncer- 
tain. 

That it materially concerns such of the American citizens 
as dwell on the western waters, and is essential to the 
union, strength, and prosperity, of these States, that they 
obtain ®omplete security for the full and péaceabie enjay- 
ment of such their absolute right. 

That the President be authorized to take immediate pos- 
session of such place or places in the szid island, or the 
adjacent territories, as he may deem fit and convenient, for 
the purposes aforesaid; and to adopt such other measures 
for obtaining that complete security as to him in bis wisdom 
shall seem meet. 

That he be authorized into call inte actual service: any 
number of the militia of the States of South Carolina, 
Georgia, Ohio, Kentucky, Tennessee, or of the Mississippi 
territory, which he may think proper, not exceeding fifty 
thousand, and to employ them, together with the military 
and naval forces of the Union, for effecting the objects above 
mentioned. 

That the sum of five millions of dollars be appropriated 
to the carrying into effect the foregoing resolutions; and 
that the whole or any part of that sum be paid'or applied, 
on warrants draw in pursuance of such directions as the. 
President may, from time to tine, think proper te give te 
the Secretary ofthe Treasury. ` 


And on page 274, you find these resolutions pro- 
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posing that the President should take immediate 
ossession, entirely changed by the Democratic 
Senators in Mr. Jefferson’s confidence: 

.. Resolved, ‘That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized, whenever he shall judge it expe- 
dient, to require of the Executives of the several States to 
také effectual measures to organize, arm, and equip, accord- 
ing to Jaw, and hold in readiness to march, at a moment’s 
warning, cighty thousand effective militia, officers included. 

Resolvel, That the President may, if he judges it expedi- 
ent, authorize the Executives of the several States to accept, 
as part of the detachment aforesaid, any corps of volunteers, 
who shall eOntinue in service for such time, not exceeding 
—— months, and perform such services as shall be pre- 
scribed by law. 

Resolved, That —— dollars be appropriated for paying and 
subsisting such part of the troops aforesaid, whose actual 
service inay be wanted, and for defraying such other ex- 
penses as, during the recess of Congress, the President may 
deem necessary for the security of the territory of the Uni- 
ed States. 

Resolved, That dollars be appropriated for erecting, 
at such place or places on the western waters as the Pres- 
ident may judge most proper, one or more arsenals. 

I have here the speech made by Mr. Ross, in 
support of his resolutions, proposing to seize the 
mouth of the Mississippi and the adjacent terri- 
tory, without negotiation; and the speech, sir, is 
very much a counterpart of some that I have 
heard during the discussions that have taken place 
since this war commenced. Mr. Ross urged that 
jt was convenient and necessary to seize upon the 
territory. Certainly he had the right to say so. 
He insisted that we should not wait for nedotia. 
tion; and of course, as usual in such cases, he urged 
that those who held fhe territory had no title to it. 
But what was the course adopted in those days 
of Jeffersonian democracy? Did Mr. Jefferson 
march upon and seize the territory, or point our 
cannon into the windows of New Orleans, and 
thus provoke a conflict? Did any such spirit as 
that which seems to rage here with an unbridled 
fury pervade the Democracy of that day? No, sir; 
no, sir. The love of justice had not abandoned 
the American bosom; the honor of the American 
character was still dear to American statesmen. 
Thongs Jefferson, with his friends, dropped the 
proposition of Mr. Ross to seize on the country on 
the Mississippi, sent an Envoy, Extraordinary to 


join Mr. Livingston in France; and they nego- 


tiated the celebrated treaty of 1803, by which 
Louisiana was ceded to this country, for the sum 
of fifteen millions of dollars. Negotiation—treaty 
—these were the means resorted to by the Democ- 
racy of ancient days, Alas! sir, it seems to me 


@.as if there were a spirit now pervading a portion 


of my friends on the other side of the Chamber, 
which disposes them to seize and hold territory 
without negotiation, without treaty, without regard 
to the consequences upon the character of the coun- 
ih From all this I entirely dissent. Iam not one 
of those who have denied, or mean hereafter to 
deny, thatindemnity may be received by my coun- 
try from Mexico in the way of the acquisition of 
territory. What I have maintained is, that I will 
not agree to rob for it. Buy any territory that 
may be necessary for the good of the country; 
buy the harbor of San Francisco and the adjacent 
territory, for the use of our people; buy it on fair 
and honorable terms, and I shall not object to it. 
But take nothing by violence. If you intend to do 
that, [ wash_my hands of it. I refuse to acqui- 
esce in any such procedure, on the ground which 
I have already stated—that I hold the national 
character for justice and honesty of far môre value 
to my countrymen, now and in all ages to come, 
than all the lands and all the money which could 
be acquired by a war of rapine, and all the mili- 
tary glory that could be achieved in the wars of a 
century. Lose that which excites in your own 
bosom a proper feeling of self-respect, and y@u are 
a lost man. Let your country lose its self-respect, 
by the folly or wickedness of its rulers, and she is 
degraded to such a degree that it will require the 
power of better men than we are, exerted for a 
century to come, to restore her to the position from 
which she has fallen. 

Mr. SEVIER. Will the Senator have the good- 
ness to tell me the date of Mr. Ross’s resolutions? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I shall send the book to the 
honorable Senator, so that he may examine the 
resolutions. : 

I have now consumed enough of the time of the 
Senate, and trespassed sufficiently on its patience. 
In concluding, I beg leave to tender to the honor- 
able gentlemen here my thanks for the kind and 
patient attention with which they have heard me, 
and to assure those on the opposite side of the 
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house, as well as my friends here, that it is painful 
for me to differ from those for whose character as 
gentlemen and patriots I have high respect; and 
that although now impelled by a sense of duty to 
record my protest against their course, I shall 
always be ready to codperafé with them in sus- 
taining the true honor and the solid glory of our 
common country. 

The usual hour of adjournment having arrived— 
_ Mr. PEARCE signifted his intention of address- 
ing the Senate to-morrow on the bill before them. 

_Mr. BUTLER gave notice that at the proper 
time—understanding that in this stage of the bill it 
would not be in order to move an amendment—he 
would submit a motion to recommit the bill, for the 
purpose of striking out all after the enacting clause, 
and inserting the following as a substitute for the 
bill: 

& That the regular army shall be increased as follows, viz: 
To each company of the artillery, infantry, and rifle regi- 
ments, there shall be added —— privates, and to each com- 
pany of the regiments aforesaid, as many subalterns as will 
provide two first lieutenants and two second lieutenants, 
respectively: Provided, That the said troops shall be required 
to serve during the war with Mexico, but may be sooner 
discharged by order of the President.” 


Mr. BUTLER. I may, perhaps, without im- 
propriety, now indicate the object of this amend- 
ment. Å am very well satisfied, from all that I 
have heard here, that the President intends to 
carry on invasive operations in that part of Mexi- 
co, whether additional force be placed at his dis- 
posal or not. It becomes a question whether we 
shall be bound to raise such a force as is provided 
by the bill under discussion, or whether a differ- 
ent, and in my opinion, a better mode may not be 
adopted. It seems to me, that the question re- 
solves itself into this simple proposition: The 
President has advertised both Houses of Congress, 
that the only mode in which he proposes to bring 
this war to a conclusion, by a treaty of peace, is to 
reduce Mexico to such a state of coercion that she 
will be obliged to accept of the terms thus arbitra- 
rily dictated. All other modes of settling the contro- 
versy with Mexico seem, by the recommendation 
of the President, to be discarded, and that single 
proposition to be assumed. If, then, we are to 
carry on invasive operations in the heart of Mexi- 
co, Í think we should pause, at least at this stage 
of the proceedings, and say, whether we shall ac- 
cede to that proposition of the Executive. 

For myself, | have consulted with no party on 
this subject; but I do feel that we have been from 
the commencement of the war, and are now, 
making materials for a most eventful history. I 
submit no other remarks at present; but give’ no- 
tice, that to-morrow, I propose to explain my views 
not only on that amendment, but perhaps, if I 
should be allowed, on some other topics involved 
in that discussion. 

The substitute was ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. PEARCE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspbay, Janyary 13, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, rose to a privileged 


question, and moved to reconsider the vote by 
which, on motion of Mr. Ruett, the following 
resolution, yesterday reported by Mr. SCHENCK 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs, was laid on 
the table, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committce on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the legality of the order of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy giving assimilated rank to surgeons, as- 
sistant surgeons, and pursers, and the expediency of repeal- 
ing or continuing the same by law; and that the committee 
report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. E. was proceeding to support his motion, 
when he was reminded by 

The SPEAKER that the motion to Jay on the 
table not being debatable, the motion to recon- 
sider was hot. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked the general consent to 
make some explanations in regard to the resolu- 
tion. 

Objections were made. The question was taken 
on the motion to reconsider, and decided in the 
affirmative: Ayes 93, noes 60. 

The question then recurredon the motion to lay 
on the table, and the question being taken, the 
motion was negatived—62 to 82. 


The question recurred on the paasage of the res- 
olution— 

Mr. SCHENCK then spoke in favor of the- 
adoption of the resolution. He said he was satis- 
fied yesterday, when the vote was taken on this 
resolution, as reported from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, that its character and spirit were 
not generally understood. He was exceedingly 
sorry that a debate should have arisen on this sub- 
ject at this time; he should have preferred that the 
resolution, which was one simply directing an in- 
quiry, should have been allowed to take itscourse, 
and that discussion should have been reserved until 
the report should come from the committee with 
all the information they would be able to furnish 
to the House. In this, hdwever, he had been dis- 
appointed, and therefore he felt compelled now to 
call the attention of the House to the simple fact, 
that this is a resolution of inquiry only. It was 
designed to instruct the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs to inquire into and report on the legality of 
the order of the Secretary of the Navy giving as- 
similated rank to surgeons, assistant surgeons, 
and purse, and the expediemvy of repealing or 
continuing the same by law; and that the commit- 
tee report by bill or otherwise. Fle did not under- 
stand that, in reporting this resolution, or in its 
adoption, any gentleman of either the committee or 
the House would he committed to anything. The 
whole question involved in this resolution would 
be still open until the report of the committee 
should comein. The only question was, Shall the 
committee inquire into the subject, and report 
thereon to the House? ar 

He regretted that he should be compelled to 
make any remarks on so simple a question; but 
how were they met? Why, the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Rugerr] met them with the 
objection that it was supererogatory; that the com- 
mittee had the subject already before them, and 
might report without any instruction. The gen- 
tleman based his position on the 92d rule, which 
provides that ‘< it shall be the duty of the Commit- 
‘tee on Naval Affairs to take into consideration alk 
‘matters which concerned the naval establishment, 
‘and which shall be referred to them by the House, 
‘and to report their opinion thereupon; and also to 
‘report, from time to time, such measures as may 
‘contribute to economy and accountability in the 
‘said establishment.” This was the rule; but the 
gentleman would perceive that it was not applica- 
ble, inasmuch as this subject had not yet been 
‘referred to them by the House.” It might be 
that matters of this kind might be taken in charge 
without any formal reference; but when a gentle- 
man appeals toa rule in matters of this kind, it 
was alittle extraordinary that he should do so 
when the terms of the resolution do not sustain 
the position assumed. If the committee had be- 
fore them the report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
there would be no difficulty to encounter; but it 
would be recollected that the report of the Secreta- 
ry of the Navy was yet in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and not in possession of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. The adoption 
of this resolution, therefore, was the only legiti- 
mate means of getting this subject before the com- 
mittee for its action. And what was it that they 
asked the House to instruct them todo? To re- 
port on the legality of certain orders of the Secre-- 
tary of the Navy. And was the House aware of 
what these orders were? Had members of the 
House made the investigation for themselves ? 

The honorable gentleman then proceeded to state 
the circumstances attendant on the issuing of the 
orders of the Secretary of the Navy Department, 
showing that assimilated rank had been conferred 
on surgeons, assistant surgeons, and pursers, from 
lieutenant to commander. He quoted the orders 
of Mr. Secretary Bancroft, and others more recent- 
ly made by Mr. Secretary Mason, which give, for 
instance, a purser of less than twelve years’ stand- 
ing rank with a lieutenant, and exceeding that 
term rank with acommander. The question which 
it was desired that the Committee on Naval Affairs 
should answer was, whether such orders were 
legal? Whether the Secretary of the Navy had 
the power and the right to confer such rank in the 
naval service? ‘The Secretary of the Navy had 
certainly the right to issue orders regulating the 
executive administration of its affairs. He had 
the right to issue rules and regulations for its gov- 
ernment; but had he the right to issue orders affect- 
ing its organization? He thought it would be 
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found the Secretary of the Navy had no 
right. 

“The honorable gentleman then proceeded te cite 
the legislation of Congress, under their constitu- 
tional power, in ,1815, delegating the framing of a 
code of rules and regulations to the Board of Navy 
Commissioners, and the adoption of that code in 
1817, which rules and regulations operated as law 
for its government to this day, regulating this mat- 
ter of rank and precedence of the different officers 
of the navy, but giving to pursers and other civil- 
ians of the navy no rank whatever. 

Were, then, these orders of the Secretary of the 
Navy, giving assimilated rank, legal or illegal? If 
they were legal, it might be necessary in some 
measure to modify them. If they were not legal, 
it was very desirable that the Naval Commit- 
tee should report that fact to the House. He 
would not detain the House by going into the mer- 
its of the question of rank itself to -any extent. 
He would content himself with hoping that gen- 
tlemen would inform themselves of some of th 
leading features of some of these orders of the 
Seéretary of the Navy. It was claimed, he was 
aware, that these civilians, on going intothe navy, 
were liable to find themselves subordinate to men 
much younger than themselves; and in such a po- 


such 


sition their feelings were often sensibly affected. 
Now, how this could be, he could not understand. 
Surgeons in the navy occupied the position of sur- 
geons only, and were not brought in collision with 
naval officers at all. If, however, they were to 
have assimilated rank, they would come in col- 
lision with the officers of the navy—heart-burnings 
and difficulties would be engendered—and the har- 
mony of the service would be disturbed. But, 
again, it was argued that surgeons were men of 
educationyand on that ground they should take 
rank. Well, and were not other civilians in the 
service men of education, and equally entitled on 
that ground to rank? There were professors of 
mathematics, and teachers, and chaplains, whose 
very business was education. Should the rank of 
lieutenant, and captain, and commander, be given 
to these men of education? Would they put epau- 
lettes on the shoulders of their chaplains, and give 
them rank in the church militant? 

But it was also said, that it was to protect the 
social rights of these civilian officers that this was 
done. This the honorable gentleman procecded 
to combat, and contended that it was unjust to the 
officers in the service to give a purser, after twelve 
years’ service with the rank of a lieutenant, the 
additional rank of a commander, simply by an 
order of the Secretary of the Navy—a rank to 
which officers pf the date of 1818 have not yet at- 
tained in the service. The office of purser was 
designed to be given to experienced merchants 
and accountants—men of character and intelli- 
gence, and with a knowledge of business; but 
what was the fact which every day’s experience 
forced upon them? Why, that the pursers of the 
present day were taken from among lawyers, and 
editors of newspapers, and politicians, as a re- 
ward for partisan servides. And such men, in a 
brief period, were elevated to a rank which effi- 
cient naval officers could not attain until they had 
arrrived at the age of fifty or sixty years. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, inquired if, by 
virtue of the assimilated rank, any authority was 
conferred on the surgeons, assistant surgeons, and 
pursers? whether it gave any actual priority, or 
was not merely an honorary distinction? 

Mr. SCHENCK was understood to Bay, in re- 
ply, that he understood the regulation as not in- 
tended to give command to surgeons or pursers, 
but it gave them rank and precedence. 

He returned to the course of his argument. Un- 
der this regulation of the Secretary, a purser might 
be appointed to-day, and in twelve years he would 
take rank of a lieutenant who had now been long 
in active service, and who, before he could reach 
the same rank with this non-combatant command- 
er, might be fifty-five or sixty years old. What 
a spectacle would our naval service present! Mil- 
itary men—men who had spent all their lives in the 
most arduous and exposed service of the country— 
obliged to stand aside, and see put over their 
heads men who entered the navy but yesterday, 
and who never had fired a gun or struck a blow in 
conflict with an enemy; promoted to a rank they 
could not hope for years and years to attain, not 
for any military service, but as mere civilians. 

. Let any one look at the pay which officers of 
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the navy in the lower ranks of the service were 
receiving. A man who had been serving for years 
| recetved a compensation not any greater than was 
| paid to the clerk of one of the committees of this 
| House. He might have been forty or fifty years 
| there,and yet he got buta bare subsistence. What, 
then, was it which attached such men to the naval 
service? (And in answering that question, as well 
| as in all the statements he had made, he knew what 
| he was saying, for he had connections and intimate 


and warm friends among navy officers, and friends, 
| too, among the surgeons in the service.) Was it the 
| pay—pay that was not as great, in some cases, as 
! what was paid by this House to one of the assistant 
| clerks of this House, or a clerk of a committee? No; 
| it was the pride of rank. And whatever moralists 
| and sentimental people might talk or write about 
i the weakness of being tickled with so empty a 
distinction, yet it was well known to every man 
versed in the feelings of human nature, and espe- 
cially of human nature as it was actually found in 
every military and naval service under heaven, 
these honors were dear to the human heart; so dear 
| as to be preferred to any pay that could be offered; 
aye, to the safety of life itself. The purser was 
rewarded by the law with pay; and, that his com- 
| pensation might in some degree be graduated by 
what was supposed to be his increase in experience 
and skill, it was increased every five years that he 
continued in the service. The addition was made, 
not on account of an actual increase in the services 
rendered, but on the ground of his increase of age 
and the presumption that his professional knowl- 
edge and skill had increased in the same ratio. The 
pay being all their reward, it was raised much above 
what was allowed to naval officers, though the lat- 
ter performed military services which.exposed their 
| lives to hazard. And why? Because the larger 
ay was meant to be an equivalent in licu of rank. 
The officer did not getso much pay, but he received 
rank as more than an equivalent to the greater pay 
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received by non-combatants, by other officers not 

military. At sea, who worked the ship? Not the 

surgeons; not the pursers. And when the vessel 
reached her destined port, who must stick by her? 
Not the surgeons; not the pursers. These gentle- 
men might leave the ship the moment they could 
get their foot on terra firma, and (as he believed) 
without even the formality of asking leave. In 
battle, where were they? While the military officer 
was at his post upon deck, pointing the guns, the 
surgeon must, and the purser might, go below; 
| they might retreat into the cockpit, and be snug 
below the water line, with the magazine and the 
naval stores. Mr.S. might instance a thousand 
other things to illustrate the argument. 

But what was proposed by the new regulation 
of the Secretary? To give to these mere civilians 
rank over the heads of those who performed mili- 
tary services on shipboard, and earned their rank 
in that way alone; and the alternative lay between 
this and continuing them as they were, compen- 
sated not by rank and military honor, but by 

larger pay, as they always had been. 

But Mr. S. had said a thousand times more than 
he had intended. Thesubjegy had drawn him on, 
and he would now go back to the terms of the 
resolution which had been offered, and which con- 
tained a respectful request that the Naval Commit- 
tee might be directed to examine the subject, and, 
as there existed doubts at least, if nothing more, 
as.to the legality of the Secretary’s order, might 
be permitted to examine into that question; and, 
on the question of expediency, might inquire 
whether, if legal or not, the order was likely to be 
poue of beneficial effects, and report to the 

ouse whether it ought to be repealed or modified, 
or confirmed so as to give it the force of law. 

| Mr. RHETT said, that when he had moved 
yesterday to lay the resolution of the gentleman 
from Ohio on the table, it was not because he had 
any objection to the inquiry proposed; and those 
who had voted with him were as far as himself 
from being against investigation on this or any 
other subject. They had laid the resolution on 
the table because they thought it an irregularity in 
the Committee on Naval Affairs to ask this House 
for a power which had already been delegated to 
them. The gentleman from Ohio considered that 
committee as possessing no authority or right to 
Investigate any subject, unless it had been express- 
‘ly ‘referred to them by a vote or order of the 
ouse. What said the rule which specified their 
official powers? [Mr. R. here read the rule.] 
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Now, as he understood this rule, it empowered the 
committee to inquire into any subject connected 
with the naval service, and, in addition, to take 
charge of any matters relating in any degree to the 
navy which might be referred to them by order of 
the House. Their powers on these subjects were 
analogous to those of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By what authority, otherwise, had the Naval 
Committee reported such a resolution to the 


House? According to the gentleman’s own ar- 
gument and his own interpretation of the rule, 


| the committee had no right to report anything 


to the House unless first ordered. The reso- 
lution was itself a report; and if the gentleman 
was right, he had done what neither he nor his 
committee had any right to do. : But Mr. R. be- 
lieved no such thing. He maintained that the 
gentleman had the right to make this or any other 
report connected with naval affairs which the 
might deem proper and expedient. And he had 
objected to passing the resolution, on the ground 
that it was needless, granting a power which was 
already in possession of the committee. Mr. R. 
had, besides, another objection in his mind, though 
he had not expressed it. The very subject to 
which the resolution referred, with many others 
of the same general character, in relation {to the 
gnod of the service, was in the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, which accompanied the Ex- 
ecutive message. If the gentleman would allow 
that message to be referred, he would then have 
the subject before his committee in his own way, 
and according to his own understanding of the 
rule. But this he would not do. He and his 
friends had refused to have that part of the mes- 
sage referred to them which related to naval af- 
fairs, and then they came with a resolution asking 
to be instructed to take up and consider one par- 
ticular part of the general subject. Where was 
the consistency or propriety of such a course? 

Mr. SCHENCK here interposed to say that the 
Naval Committee, being prepared to take up this 
subject of comparative rank, had hardly thought 
it necessary to be kept waiting in idleness until the 
message should be distributed and referred to thé 
several committees of the House. The Executive 
message of 1838 was not referred to this day. If 
the Naval Committee at that time had waited for 
its reference, their first report would have remained 
yet to be made. | 

Mr. RHETT resumed. The gentleman held 
that his committee could take up no subject until 
it was expressly referred to them by the House; 
yet they wanted to act and to report on this sub- 
ject of relative rank. If so, why did ay vote 
against having it referred to them? And why, in- 
stead of that, did they come to the House and ask 
for instructions to take it up? 

Mr. SCHENCK said, the members of the Na- 
val Committee suppgsed the subject pertinent to 
the general duty of such a committee; and they 
had accordingly directed him to ask, in its name, 
that the subject might be referred to them. 

Mr. RHETT repeated his argument on the in- 
consistency of first saying that a committee could 
make no report until ordered by the Flouse, and 
then reporting a request for instructions because 
they thought a certain matter came within their 
jurisdiction. The gentleman never could get out 
of his own dilemma; to-use a significant phrase, 
he had ‘‘ sewed himself up.” Mr. R. was surprised 
the honorable gentleman had not spoken his hour 
out; he ought to have spoken an hour at least on 
a subject over which he had such unquestionable 
jurisdiction, and in which he professed so intimate 
an acquaintance. This was quite anew system of 

arliamentary proceeding. The Committee of 
Ways and Means reported the appropriation bills 
without any special reference from the House. 
They were ordered to report these bills within 
thirty days after the commencement of the session; 
yet, where were they? He supposed it must be 
accounted for in the gentleman’s new principles, 
because the subjects had not been by direct votes 
specifically referred to them. To Mr. R. it seem- 
ed a very queer notion, and something entirely 
new. 

But to the merits of the resolution itself. ‘The 
gentleman from Ohio was totally out in his suppo- 
sition that the Seoretary of the Navy had ever 
thought of assuming the power of giving any offi- 
cer in the naval service a relative rank he did not ~ 
already possess. His order addressed itself to 
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remedy a state of things which certainly, ought 
not to continue. As it now stood, surgeons and 
pursers on board our ships of war were treated by 
naval officers as their inferiors. They might have 
been in the navy for a course of years, and render- 
ed the most valuable service; and yet they were 
treated as not on a footing with any officer in the 
ship—as a class of persons not gentlemen, but 
holding a sort of equivocal position between the 
forecastle and wardroom. The Secretary was 
aware that many of these individuals were men of 
education and refinement, learned men, men of 
high talent and cultivated mind, and very far su- 
perior to some of those who as military officers 
had pointed the guns and performed the military 
arts of the service. 

Mr. SCHENCK inquired whether the scope 
and intent of the order was thenemerely that sur- 
geons and pursers should be admitted to mess 
with officers in the wardroom?. 

Mr. RHETT was understood to say that the 
order was meant to operate only as a recommend- 
ation of these gentlemen to the courtesy and re- 
spect of the naval officers. The surgeons and pur- 
sers considered themselves wronged’ and slighted 
by the existing state of the service, and complained 
that they were not treated as gentlemen. __ 

Mr. SCHENCK here quoted the regulations of 
the navy in regard to the admission of individuals 
on shipboard to the wardroom, and repeated the 
question he had before put. 

Mr. RHETT replied that the rule had respect 
in practice only to the relative rank of these gen- 
tlemen on shipboard and to their personal accom- 
modation. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Does it not entitle them to 
the rank conferred, not only on shipboard, but on 
shore, and wherever they may be? 

Mr. RHETT repeated that it merely commend- 
ed them to the courtesy of the officers, and pro- 
vided for their more comfortable accommodation. 
Could the gentleman suppose that the Secretary 
was so stupidly ignorant of his duty and his pow- 
ers as to imagine that any order or regulation of 
his could confer rank in the navy? ‘These indi- 
viduals had no commissions as naval officers— 
these could be conferred by the President alone. 
Nor could he increase their pay a single dollar— 
that was fixed by law. He attempted no such ab- 
surdity. If the pay they granted to lieutenants 
was not enough, (as the gentleman seemed to 
ethink,) Mr. R. was willing to increase it. The 
Secretary’s order, however, did not confer on 
surgeons or pursers any real advance of rank or 
emolument—it only was intended to secure to 
them a little more courtesy and respect and some- 
what better accommodations on shipboard. The 
Secretary had an undoubted right to make a regu- 
lation to this effect. Similar things had been done 
without question or censure by his immediate pre- 
decessors. 

He concluded by repeating his conviction that 
the gentleman’s resolution was needless, and ought 
to be Jaid on the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS called forthe orders of the day. 

The CHAIR reminded Mr. S. that the question 
of reconsideration was a privileged question, and 
took precedence of the ordinary business of the 
House. 

Mr. ROOT moved the previous question. 

Mr. EVANS was very desirous of the floor, and 
wished Mr. R. to withdraw his motion, promising 
to renew it after some remarks. But Mr. R. re- 
fused. 

The previons question was seconded, and, under 
its operation, the resolution was agreed to: Ayes 
83, noes 79. - 


ADDITIONAL CLERKS IN PENSION OFFICE. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said he desired to 
move, if in order, to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union from the fur- 
ther consideration of the joint resolution reported 
by his colleague, [Mr. Cocxe,] chairman of the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, providing 
for the employment of additional clerks in the Pen- 
sion Office. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 

Mr. JONES. Cannot the House, by general 
consent, discharge the Committee of the Whole on 
_ the state of the Union from the further considera- 

tion of the subject? 

The SPEAKER. The House can, by unani- 
mous consent, do anything. 


Mr. JONES. Then; sir, I hope no gentleman 
will pbject. This is a subject of urgent and press- 
ing necessity, in which the constituents of ever 
member of this House are interested. These ad- 
ditional clerks must be authorized, and the sooner 
| the better. For the information of the House, 1 
| will state that, by conference with my colleague, 
, [Mr. Cocxe,] the chairman who reported this res- 
| olution, itis propused, should this subject be taken 
| from the committee, in order to free the measure 
| from the rule which requires that every proposi- 
! tion containing an appropriation shall be first con- 
-sidered in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
i the Union, to move to strike out so much of the 
' resolution as proposes to make an appropriation to 
pay these clerks, and pass the resolution providing 
merely for the employment of ‘additional clerks in 
the Pension Office, leaving the appropriation to pay 
them to be passed in the general appropriation bill. 
There is, | am satisfied, a general disposition of 
the House to pass this measure in some form. I 
| hope no objection will be made. , 

Objection being made, the committee were not 
discharged. 

Mr. BOYD moved the usual resolution to ter- 
| minate all debate in Committee of the Whole on 
| 


i the President’s annual message, and the resolu- 
| tions referring the same to the appropriate com- 
| mittees, to-morrow, at two o’clock. 

Mr. HALL, of New York, moved to lay the 
resolution on the table; which question was deci- 
ded in the affirmative: Yeas 100, nays 94. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, made a report to accompany a 
bill yesterday reported by him “ to settle the claim 
of the heirs of Richard W. Meade, deceased. ” 


RETURN OF SANTA ANNA TO MEXICO. 


-The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States ; 

WasHincTon, January 12, 1848. 
To the House of Representatives of the United States: 


I have carefully considered the resolution of the 
Flouse of Representatives of the 4th instant, re- 
questing the President to communicate to that 
House ‘any instructions which may have been 
‘ given to any of the officers of the army or navy 
‘ of the United States, or other persons, in regard 
‘ to the return of President General Lopez de Santa 
‘ Anna, or any other Mexican, to the Republic 
‘of Mexico prior or subsequent to the order of 
‘the President or Secretary of War, issued in 
‘ January, 1846, for the march of the army from 
‘ the Nueces river, across the ‘ stupendous deserts’ 
‘ which intervene, to the Rio Grande; that the date 
‘ of all such instructions, orders, and correspond- 
‘ence be set forth, together with the instructions 
‘ and orders issued to Mr. Slidell at any time prior 
‘or subsequent to his departure for Mexico as 
s Minister Plenipotentiary of she United States to 
‘that Republic,” and requesting the President also 
to ‘*communicate all the orders and correspond- 
‘ence of the Government in relation to the return 
‘ of General Paredes.” 

I transmit herewith reports from the Secretary 
of State, the Secretary of War, and the Secretary 
of the Navy, with the documents accompanying 
the same, which contain all the information in the 
possession of the Executive which it is deemed 
compatible with the public interests to communi- 
cate. 

For further information relating to the return of 
Santa Anna to Mexico, I refer you to my annual 
message of December 8, 1846. The facts and con- 
siderations stated in that message induced the 
order of the Secretary of the Navy to the com- 
mander of our squadron in the Gulf of Mexico, a 
copy of which is herewith communicated. This 
order was issued simultaneously with the order to 
blockade the coasts of Mexico, both bearing date 
the 13th of May, 1846, the day on which the ex- 
istence of the war with Mexico was recognized by 
Congress. It was issued solely upon the views 
of policy presented in that message, and without 
any understanding on the subject, direct or indi- 
rect, with Santa Anna or any other person. 

General Paredes evaded the vigilance of our 
combined forces by land and sea, and made his 
way back to Mexico from the exile into which he 
had been driven, landing at Vera Cruz after that 
city and the castle of San Juan de Ulua were in 
our military occupation, as will appear from the 
accompanying reports and docaments. 
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The resolution calls for the ** instructions and 
‘ orders issued to Mr. Slidell, at any time prior or 
‘subsequent to his departure for Mexico, as Min- 
‘ister Plenipotentiary of the United States to that. 
‘ Republic.” ‘The customary and usual reserva- 
tion contained in calls of either House of Congress 
upon the Executive for information relating to our 
intercourse with foreign nations, has been omitted 
in the resolution before me. The call of ‘the 
House is unconditional. Itis, that the informa- 
tion requested be communicated, and thereby be 
made public, whether, in the opinion of the Bx- 
ecutive, who is charged by the Constitution with 
the duty of conducting negotiations with foreign 
Powers, such information, when disclosed, would 
be prejudicial to the public interest or not. It has 
been a subject of serious deliberation with me, 
whether I could, consistently with my constitu- 
tional duty and my sense of the public interests 
involved and to be affected by it, violate an im- 
portant principle, always heretofore held sacred. 
by my predecessors, as I should do by a compli- 
ance with the request of the House. President 
Washington, in a message to the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the 30th of March, 1796, declined 
to comply with a request contained in a resolution | 
of that body, to lay before them ‘a copy of the 
‘instructions to the Minister of the United States 
‘ who negotiated the ec with the King of Great 
‘ Britain,” *“ together with the correspondence and 
‘other documents relative to the said treaty, ex- 
‘cepting such of the said papers as any existing 
‘negotiations may render improper to be dis- 
‘ closed.” In assigning his reasons for declining 
to comply with the call, he declared that ‘* the na- 
‘ture of foreign negotiations requires caution, and 
‘their success must often depend on secrecy; and, 
‘even when brought to a conclusion, a full disclo- 
‘sure of all the measures, demands, and eventual 
‘concessions which may have been proposed ‘or 
‘contemplated, would be extremely impolitic; for 
‘this might have a pernicious influence in future 
‘negotiations, or produce immediate inconveni- 
‘ences, perhaps danger and mischief, in relation to 
‘other Powers. The necessity of such caution 
‘and secrecy was one cogent reason for vesting the 
‘power of making treaties in the President, with 
‘the advice and consent of the Senate—the princi- 
‘ple on which that body was formed confining it 
‘to a small number of members. To admit, then, 
‘a right in the House of Representatives to de- 
‘mand, and to have, as a matter of course, all the 
‘papers respecting a negotiation with a foreign 
t Power, would be to establish a dangerous prece- 
‘dent.” In that case, the instructions and docu- 
ments called for related to a treaty which had been 
concluded and ratified by the President and Senate, 
and the negotiations in relatibn to it had been ter- 
minated. There was an express reservation, too, 
“excepting” from the call all such papers as rela- 
ted to ** any existing negotiations” which it might 
be improper to disclose. In that case, President 
Washington deemed it to be a violation of an im- 
portant principle, the establishment of a “ danger- 
ous precedent,” and prejudicial to the public in- 
terests, to comply with the call of the House. 
Without deeming it to be necessary on the present 
occasion to examine or decide upon the other rea- 
sons assigned by him for his refusal to communi- 
cate the information requested by the House, the 
one. which is herein recited is in my judgment 
conclusive ìn the case under consideration. 

Indeed, the objections to complying with the re- 
quest of the FEfouse contained in the resolution 
before me, are much stronger than those which 
existed in the case of the resolution in 1796. This 
resolution calls for the ‘‘ instructions and orders” 
to the Minister of the United States to México, 
which relate to negotiations which have not been 
terminated, and which may be resumed. The in- 
formation called for respects negotiations which the 
United States offered to open with Mexico im ne- 
diately preceding the commencement of the exist- 
ing war. The instructions given to the Minister 
of the United States relate to the differences be- 
tween the two countries out of which the war 
grew, and the terms of adjustment which we were 
prepared to offer to Mexico in our anxiety to pre- 
vent the war. These differences still remain unset- 
tled, and to comply with the call of the House 
would be to make public; through that channel, 


‘and to communicate to Mexico, now a public ene- 


my engaged in war, information which could not 
fail to produce serious embarrassment io any fu- 
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ture negotiation between the two countries. I 
have heretofore communicated to Congress all the 
correspondence of the Minister of the 
to Mexico, which, in the existing state of our rela- 
tions with that Republic, can, in my judgment, be 
at this time communicated without sagious injury 
to the public interest. 

Entertaining this conviction, and with a sincere 
desire to furnish any information which may be 
in possession of the Executive Department, and 
which either House of Congress may at any time 
request, [ regard it to be my constitutional right 
and my solemn duty, under the circumstances of 
this case, to decline a compliance with the request 
of the House contained in their resolution. 

| JAMES K. POLK. 


[The reports from the Secretary of State, Secre- 
tary of War, and the Secretary of the Navy, with 
the accompanying documents, mentioned in the 
above message, will be found in the Appendix to 
the Congressional Globe.] 


; is reading of the message having been concly- 
eq—— 

Mr. GOGGIN moved that it be laid on the table 
and printed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, moved its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. GOGGIN, after a moment’s conversation, 
withdrew the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama renewed it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, demanded the 
yeas and nays on this question; which were or- 
dered. 

The SPEAKER suggested, that in order to 
avoid difficulty, if there were no objection, the 
question would be divided, so as to be taken upon 
laying on the table and upon printing separately. 

This suggestion was acquiesced in; and the 

uestion to lay on the table was announced to be 
rst in order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS inquired of the Chair, as a 

uestion of order, if, after the question to lay on 
the table was taken, it would then be in ‘order to 
move an amendment to the motion to print. 

The SPEAKER replied, that as the question on 
printing would be an entirely separate question, he 
would suggest that the question of order would 
rather relate to it than to the present question. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, rose and in- 
quired of the Chair if the motion to lay on the 
table was debatable ?. 

The SPEAKER replied that it was not; but 
that after it had been taken, the question would 
come up on the motion to print, and that would 
be debatable. - 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, I hope it will not be laid 
on te table The President of the United States, 
as I ynderstand, in-his message denies the right of 
this House to the information which they have 
called for. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that he could only proceed in his 
remarks, while the motion to lay on the table was 
pending, by the general consent of the House; 
and he repeated,.that the motion to print would 
come up after this was disposed of, and would be 
debatable. 

Mr. ASHMUN made a point of order, whether 
debate could not proceed while the motion to lay 
on the table and print was pending, as the motion 
to print of itself was debatable? 

The SPEAKER expressed the opinion that 
debate was not in order, and stated reasons 
therefor. 

Mr. HOUSTON, at the suggestion (he said) of 
some of his friends around him, withdrew the mo- 
tion to lay on the table. 

The question then recurring on the motion of 
Mr. Smirn to refer to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs and print— 

Mr. ADAMS rose’and spoke briefly as follows: 

Mr. Speaker: The state of my voice is such 
that it is notin my power to make to this House 
the observations which I should otherwise have 
felt it my duty to make upon this case. I will 
state, sir, that the reason why I have felt it my 
duty to take this course is, that I consider it a 
novel thing, and a thing affecting the rights of this 
House, and of the constituency of this House—the 
people of the United States. It denies, sir, as I 
understand it, the power, the constitutional power 
of this House to call: for that information. I be- 
lieve it. is the first time in the history of this Union 
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that it has been denied. In the case to which the 
President refers, when a call was made upon Pres- 
ident Washington, there was (as the message now 
states) an exception for cases which he might think 
not proper to be inquired into at the time. 

Now, sir, the President has not added what was 
the action of the House upon that; and the action 
of the House was in direct opposition to the re- 
sistance of President Washington to their call. 
The Houge formally declared—and I wish the 
Journal might be looked to to see—the House for- 
mally declared, against President Washington, 
their right to call for such information. That was 
their action ; and, as far as I know—although the 
very memory of Washington, by everybody in 
this country, at this time, (and by none more than 
myself,) is reverenced next to worship—the Pres- 
ident was wrong in that particular instance, and 
went too far to deny the power of the House; and 
as to his reasons, I never thought they were suffi- 
cient in that case. And I have always been of the 
opinion, and most assuredly. that has been the 
opinion of the Democratic party, to which I do 
not profess to belong, [a laugh,] they have unani- 
mously disapproved ofthat act of President Wash- 
ington, as interfering with the rights of this House, 
and of their constituents, the people of the United 
States. 

I say I cannot enter into an argument upon this 
subject; but I consider it of such importance that 
I am certainly indisposed to lay this message upon 
the table.- I desire it may be printed; that it may 
go to the whole country;-that it may be decided 
upon by the people as well as by this House. I 
think this House ought to sustain, in the strongest 
manner, their right to call for information upon 
questions in which war and peace are concerned. 
They ought to maintain their right, and maintain 
it in a very distinct manner, against this assertion 
on the part of the President of the United States. 
Now, I should be perfectly satisfied to refer the 
message to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
whatever my feelings may be in respect to their 
firmness in resisting this claim set up of the part 
of the President of the United States. If the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs will take it, and will ex- 
amine the Constitution of the United States, its 
principles, the history of the administration of the 
Gevemiment from that time to the present, and will 
make a report upon it, I shall be satisfied. As to 
a select committee, I shall be perfectly satisfied that 
a select commatee should be appointed by the 
Speaker, instead of referring it to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. And, as a mark of respect to 
the President of the United States, I should go for 
a select committee, provided I am not to be a mem- 
ber of it myself. | 

I therefore myself, in thë first place, hope that a 
select committee, of which I shall not be a mem- 
ber, will be appointed; and if that is not in con- 
formity with the peice of a majority of this 
House, that it shall be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. All the messages of the Presi- 
dent are usually referred. : 

I should say much more, Sr, if I had the power. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, said he did not propose 
to discugs this question, or to say five words upon 
it at this time. He hoped the suggestion of the 
venerable gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. An- 
ams] would prevail, and that a select committee 
would be appointed, and the honorable gentleman 
be made the chairman thereof. 

Mr. K. rose to make the motion to refer the 
message to a‘select committee, if it had not already 
been made by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER announced that the question 


first in order would be on the reference to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs; if that was negatived, 


the next question would be on referring to a select 


committee. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, said he had 
no objection to the message going to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs or to a select committee; but 


he had a very great objection, aftér the remarks | 


made by the venerable gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts—whose authority upon this subject would - 


carry great cata it should go to that com- 
mittee prejudged. 
That gentleman has remarked that the President 
had taken high ground, and he admitted that it 
was no more than the ground taken by General 
Washington. But to avoid any conclusion that 
might be drawn from that high precedent, the ven- 
erable gentleman endeavored to negative that 


authority, and produce in array against it the de- 
cision of the then Democratic House of Represent- 
atives, who unquestionably did negative, as far as 
they conld, the authority of that great character. 
He would to God that the President of the United 
States, in every act that he might in future do, 
should have not only as good authority, but as 
sterling reasons as for what this day he had had 
the resolution and magnanimity to do. If the 
name of Washington, independent of the mighty 
associations that war had thrown around hin, ac- 
quired any additional lustre in the administratioft 
of civil life, it was for the noble stand he took in 
defence of the prerogative of the Executive on two 
great occasions—the one when, in issuing his 
roclamation at a time when the Democracy were 
in phrensy to precipitate us in mighty conflict 
with France, he had to breast himself to the storm 
to save the country from its impending peril; the 
other, upon an occasion when the House of Rep- 
resentatives demanded to know from him all the 
secret perouelions that transpired respecting the 
treaty of Mr. Jay, and he firmly stood up against 
denunciations the most violent, and which would 
have been overwhelming to any other man, 
against Executive power that ever came down upon 
any man in this country. And if President Polk 
had not acted as he had; if he had revealed to this 
House, when there was war between the two na- 
tions, all the correspondence, which was secret in 
its very nature, which might again be necessary to 
be carried on for a similar purpose; if he had given 
up the power with which the Constitution had in- 
vested the Executive, he would have withdrawn 
from himself, and the country, perhaps, one of the 
surest means of restoring peace, by means of pri- 
vate persons, or by men at the head of or connect- 
ed with the Government of Mexico. It was well 
known that he was no admirer of the President in 
many respects; but he was an admirer of the ad- 
mirable balances in the Constitution—the preroga- 
tives of this House, of the other House, and- of the 
Executive—each designed for independent action, 
and in imitation of nature’s laws, by their very an- 
tagonism producing harmony. Upon this occasion, 
if upon no other, he (Mr. H.) gave him the meed 
of his admiration. i 

Mr. SCHENCK said they were upon a trial of 
right, which he, for one, should like to see carried 
out to a fair conclusion, between the President and, 
the Representatives of the people of the’ United 
States. The House asked him for certain corre- 
spondence, and for the instructions to Mr. Slidell, 
late Minister to Mexico. They had been advised 
again and again that in that correspondence, in 
those instructions—at least in what took place 
under those instructions between our Government 
and the Government of Mexico—was to be found, 
in a great degree at least, the justification of the 
war. The President came and asked supplies— 
men and money to carry on this war—to maintain 
him in the position, he said, of honorable fair- 
dealing towards Mexico, with whom we were at 
war; and as the justification, they were told, was 
to be found in connection with the history of this 
portion of the war, they inquired of him whether 
or not he could give them light upon this subject; 
and he declined to do so, and declined upon the 
pretext that by it would be made public to the 
country and to Mexico the matters in relation to 
the passport of Santa Anna and the instructions of 
Mr. Slidell. The 111th rule of this House provided 
as follows; and he wished it to be read by the 
Clerk: | 

« Whenever confidential communications are received 
from the President of the United States, the House shall be 
cleared of all persons, except the members, clerk, sergeant- 
at-arms, and doorkeeper, and so continue during the read- 
ing of such communications, and (unless otherwise directed 
by the House) during all debates and proceedings to be had 
thereon.’ 

If the President of the United States (continued 
Mr. S.) had been willing to trust the Representa- 
tives of the people of the United States, there would 
have been no difficulty about this communication. 
He could have marked it ‘* confidential;” then it 
would have been the duty of the Speaker to have 
advised the House that it was a confidential com- 
munication, and to have had the House cleared of 
all persons except the members and officers, while 
they took up the subject of the information which 
was necessary for their wise and judicious action 
in time of war. . 

What said the President of the United States? 
He did not allude at all to the fact that he might 
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168. 
have made it confidential if he chose to do so; he 
flatly, positively refused to make any communica- 
tion; and that in the face of the fact that he might 
have made it confidential. He said, in almost di- 
rect terms, to the Representatives of the people 
You are not fit to be trusted with the questioh 
whether this should be kept secret or not; all that 
you have to do is to vote what appropriations | 
ask; do you leap in the dark, at my bidding, and 


‘what I tell you do you take asa settled fact no 


longer to be made question of. He (Mr. S.) held 
that the Representatives of the people of the Uni- 
ted States, that Congress, when called upon to 
carry on a war, ought to have all the light which 
the President or all the departments could give; 
and that to deny this was to make a direct issue 
between the President of the United States and the 
Representatives of the United States, as to their 
capacity of judgment upon such subjects. They 
were here, in time of war, called to carry 1t on— 
either to carry it on with a “ vigorous prosecu- 


tion,” (to use a favorite phrase of the President | 


and his friends,) or in that way which would lead 
most speedily to an honorable peace; but while 
they were asking to know all about the history of 
this war, in order that they might form the best 
and soundest judgment as to the course which they 
ought to pursue, they were met by the Executive, 
saying that this was not the thing for them to do; 
that all they had to do was to hear his royal be- 
hests, and make this place a ‘‘ bed of justice,” 
like the old French Parliament, in which nothing 
else was necessary except to register his royal 
edicts. He (Mr. S.) was not willing thus to leap 
in the dark; thus tamely to obey Executive order. 
If the information was of a delicate nature, if it 
was not to be made public, the President knew 
that the Representatives of the people would have 
judgment enough to know it—to know that the 
two hundred members of this body were as well 

ualified as he to judge whether the interests of 
the country would be advanced or not by keeping 
this matter secret and confidenual. But, he says, 
‘ you are not able to keep this matter; you do not 
deserve to have it; you are not of the character 
which warrants me in giving it to you, and there- 
fore, thought l Migh make it confidentially, I will 
not make it all.’ 

Who is there here (asked Mr. S.) who is ready 
to “ goitblind ??? Who is there so craven and mis- 
erable, so destitute of the spirit of a freeman, ora 
representative of freemen, as to be willing to crawl 
to the throne, and say to this monarch, we recog- 
nize the propriety of your orders—tell us what 
you want, we are ready to give it to you; we are 
ready to take from you our instructions, and to go 
with you in all matters of appropriations you may 
see fit to require, asking no questions? He was 
not willing. He wanted to exercise his judgment; 
he wanted to know all the facts; to know as much 
as the Executive knew. He wanted him compelled 
to give the information to the Representatives of 
the people, or else that the Representatives of the 
pops take such a stand as would ultimately bring 

im to terms. 

He denied that the precedent of Washington’s 
administration was applicable, here. It was an 
evasion of the question. Here was an absolute 
denial of all information whatever. 

It was a trial, he repeated, between the power 
of the Representatives and the rights and privileges 
of the Representatives of the people to vote and 
act judiciously and understandingly, by reason of 
having all the facts before them; and the President, 
who denied to them the right to have the facts, in- 
formation and light, said they had nothing to do 
but to actin the dark and grant such supplies as 
he demanded. He was glad the issue had been 
made. He hoped the subject would not be referred 
to any standing committee, but that a select com- 
mittee would be raised for the purpose of inquir- 
ing specially into this matter, which did not belong 
peculiarly to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


or to any standing committee, but referred to the | 


yrivileges of the whole House; to the rights of the 
epresentatives: of the people; to a question be- 
tween two codrdinate branches of the Govern- 
ment, ee and, he must think, almost 
insultingly, made by the President againat this 
House, and involving the rights of the whole peo- 
le. A select committee should be raised, and the 
Inquiry be made what Should be done to guard and 
vindicate the rights of the House and of the peo- 


ple. 
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Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, rose, but said he 
should not detain the House with any lengthened 
remarks. Hae desired, however, to reply to some 
remarks, as he understood them, of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams;] for indeed he 
did not hear them very distinctly, from the posi- 
tion which he occupied. 

But first he would say a word respecting the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. ScHEencx, | 
who seemed to desire to know from the President 
something of the character of the war which they 
were called upon to prosecute. Now, with what 
sort of grace did that come from a member of this 


i House who had already voted under the solemn 


obligations of an oath that the war was commenced 
unnecessarily and unconstitutionally? At an ear- 
lier period, the gentleman from Ohio might with 
some propriety have asked for information, but 
the time was past; the gentleman from Ohio had 
taken his course; and now, so far as information 
was concerned, that gentleman might be given 
over to hardness of heart amd reprobateness of 
mind. 

He desired now, for a moment, to compare this 
question, which was at present occupying the 
attention of the House, with that to which allusion 
was made by the President of the United States 
in the message on the Speaker’s table, and on 
which the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Apvams] had this day commented. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts—though he confessed he had 
not heard him very distinctly—contended that the 
case now before the House differed from that which 
occurred during the Presidency of General Wash- 
ington in this: that the call on President Washing- 
ton was not mandatory, but was submitted to his 
discretion to decide upon what papers he would 
communicate to the House. He repeated that he 
did not hear the gentleman from Massachusetts 
very distinctly, but such was his understanding of 
what the gentleman from Massachusetts had said, 
afd if his impressions were not erroneous, he 
would say a word or two in reply. 

After pausing for a few moments, Mr. Houston 

roceeded. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
had not corrected him, and hence he assumed that 
he was not mistaken. He would read to the House 
the resolution which constituted the call on Presi- 
dent Washington, to see if that call was not as 
mandatory as the call upon Mr. Polk: 

«c Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to lay before this House a copy @ the instructions 
to the Minister of the United States, who negotiated the 
treaty with the King of Great Britain, (communicated by 
his message of the first instant,) together with the corres- 


pondence and other documents relative to the said treaty; 
excepting such of the suid papers as any existing negotiation 


may render improper to be disclosed.” 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL called the attention of 
the gentleman from Alabama to an authority which 
he held in his hand, which was understood to be 
Marshall’s Life of Washington, on the subject in 
question. 

Mr. HOUSTON continued. He said he read 
from the Journal, which gave ample information 
on the point under consideration, showing satis- 
factorily that the call on President Washington 
was as mandatory in its character as the late call 
of this House on President Polk. But Washington 
refused to communicate such papers as existing 
negotiations rendered improper to be disclosed. 

But there was another point on which, while he 
was up, he would say a word. President Wash- 
ington, in his message, from which an extract had 
been copied into the message now on the Speaker’s 
table, after stating that which, to the common un- 
derstanding of every man, must appear evidently 
proper—that negotiations required secrecy, and 
without secrecy they could not be carried on— 
commented on the power of the House to call for 
papers from the Executive. He took the ground 
to which the gentleman from Massachusetts had 
alluded, that the House of Representatives was 
bound to carry out all treaties. Upon that point 
the House of Representatives discussed President 
Washington’s message for a considerable length 
of time in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

The committee reported three resolutions as fol- 
ows: 


& 1. Resolved, As the opinion of this committee, that it is 
expedient to pass the Jaws necessary for carrying into effect 
the treaty lately negotiated between the United States and 
the King of Spain. 

‘62. Resolved, As the opinion of this committee, that it 


is expedient to pass the laws necessary for carrying into | 


Jan. 13; 


effect the treaty lately negotiated between the United States 
and certain Indiah tribes northwest of the Ohio river. 

&3. Resolved, As the opinion of this committee, that it is 
expedient to pass the laws necessary for carrying into effect 
the treaty lately negotiated between the United States and 
the Dey and Regency of Algiers.” 

The first and second of these resolutions were 
adopted, and the third ordered to lie on the table. 

Another resolution was then immediately intro- 
duced, with a preamble, which brought up the 
whole question referred to by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, as follows: 


‘¢The House having taken into consideration the treaty 
of amity, commerce, and navigation bctween the United 
States and Great Britain, communicated by the President 
in his message on the Ist day of March last, are of opinion 
that it is in many respects highly injurious to the interests 
of the United States ; yet, were they possessed of any infor- 
mation which could justify the great sacrifices contained 
in the treaty, their sincere desire to cherish harmony and 
amicable intercourse with all nations, and their earnest 
wish to coGperate in hastening a final adjustment of the — 
differences subsisting between the United States and Great 
Britain might have induced them to waive their objections 
to the treaty. But when they contemplate the conduct of 
Great Britain in pursuing, since the treaty was signed, 
the impressment of American seamer and the seizure of 
Anierican vessels [laden with provisions] contrary to the 
clearest rights of neutral nations—wlilether this be viewed 
as the construction meant to be given to any articles in the 
treaty, ur as contrary to, and an infraction of, the true 
meaning and spirit thereof—the House cannot but regard it 
as incumbcnt on them, in fidelity to the trust reposed in 


them, to forbear, under such circumstances, taking at pres- 


ent any active measures on the subject: Therefore, = 

& Resolved, That, under the circumstances aforesaid, and 
with such information as the House possesses, it is not ex- 
pedient at this time to concur in passing the laws necessary 
to carry the said treaty into effect.” 

This resolution was afterwards referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and the discussion continued for many 
days; after which, it was determined at last to 
report a bill to carry out the provisions of the Jay 
treaty; and although the House overruled the two 
resolutions embracing the principles set forth by 
Washington in the afterpart of his message, yet ıt 
was not thought expedient to take any notice of 
the fact that he withheld the correspondence and 
documents called for; thus evincing their acquies- 
cence in the opinion of Washington, that the com- 
munication of the information called for would 
prejudice the public good. 

et the House look at the message now on the 
table. A call hud been made on the President to 
communicate the instructions which he had given 
to a foreign Minister, who was charged with the 
mission to settle difficulties existing between this 
Government and the Republic of Mexico—difficul- 
ties which yet existed. This call related to a 
transaction which was not yet closed—to difficul- 
ties which yet existed, and about which we have 
been negotiating. We were not-in the position in 
which President Washington was when he re- 
fused to give papers sought to be obtained; for in 
that case, the treaty had been ratified and submit- 
ted to the House of Representatives, and they had 
been called upon to make appropriations to carry 
it out. In that case, President Washington re- 
fused to comply with the call, because he believed 
it would be injurious to the public interests; and 
yet, here the President was arraigned as a tyrant, 
because he withheld correspondence in regard to 
difficulties which were yet open for adjustment. 

The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. sce | 
with his characteristic fairness and liberality, ha 
thought proper to appeal to the prejudices of the 

eople and of this House, because President Polk 
had done that which had been done by his prede- 
cessors. his the gentleman, from Ohio repre- 
sented as in fact saying to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, “You are not fit to be intrusted with 
the secrets of the Government. I have done so 
and so, and you must vote the supplies.” It really 
appeared to him, that when -the gentleman from 
Ohio resorted to such a mode of attack on the Presi- 
dent, he was driven to an extremity. Let them, 
fora moment, look at the precedents which the 
books contained. 

He held in his hand a message to the House of 
Representatives from President Monroe, in answer 
to a call of the House‘of Representatives for in- 
formation relative to some difficulty which had 
grown up in relation to Commodore Stewart, 
which he requested the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read it accordingly, as follows: 


“ To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

« I should hasten to communicate to you the documents 
called for by the resolution of the House of Representatives 
of the 4th instant, relating to the conduct of the officers of 
the navy of the United States in the Pacific ocean, and of 
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other public agents in South America, if such a communi- 
cation might now be made consistently with the public in- 
terest, or with justice to the parties concerned. In conse- 
quence of several charges which have been alleged against 
Commodore Stewart, touching his conduct while command- 
ing the squadren of the United States in that sea, it bas heen 
deemed proper to suspend him from daty, and to subject 
him to trial on those charges. It appearing, also, that some 
of those charges have been communicated to the department 
by Mr. Prevost, political agent at this time of the United 
States at Peru, and heretofore at Buenos Ayres and Chili, 
and apparently with his sanction, and that charges have 
likewise been made against him by citizens of the United 
States engaged in commerce in that quarter, it has been 
thought equally just and proper that he should attend here, 
as well to furnish evidence in his possession applicable to 
the charges exhibited against Commodore Stewart, as to 
answer such as have been exhibited against himself. In 
this stage, the publication of those docuinents might tend to 
excite prejudices which might operate to the injury of hoth. 
Jt is important that the public servants in every station 
should perform their duty with fidelity, according to the 
injunctions of the law and the orders of the Executive in 
fulfilnent thereof. It is peculiarly so that thi? should be 
done by the commanders of our squadrons, especially in 
distant seas, and by political agents who represent the Uni- 
ted States with foreign Powers, for reasons that are obvious 
in both instances. Itis due to their rights and to the char- 
acter of the Government, that they be not censured without 
just cause, which cannot be ascertained until, on a view of 
the charges, they are heard in their defence, and aftera 
thorough and impartial investigation of their conduct. Under 
these circumstances, it is thought that a communication at 
this time of those documents would not comport with the 
public interest, nor with what is due to the parties con- 
cerned. JAMES MONROE. 

66 WasHINGTON, January 10, 1825.” 

He would read another very short message of 
Mr. Monroe, which, though somewhat different in 
its character, bore on the general question. It was 
as follows: 

«í To the House of Representatives of the United States : 

«c In answer to a resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives, of December 24th, requesting the President of the 
United States to lay before the House such information as 
he may possess, and Which may be disclosed without injury 
to the public good, relative to the determination of any sov- 
ereign, or combination of sovereigns, to assist Spain in the 
subjugation of her iate colonies on the American continent ; 
and whether any Government of Europe is disposed or de- 
termined to oppose any aid or assistance which such sover- 
eign or combination of sovereigns may afford to Spain for 
the subjugation of herlate colonies above-mentioned, I have 
to state that I possess no information on that subject not 
known to Congress which can be disclosed without injury 
to the public good. - « JAMES MONROE. 
‘ WASHINGTON, January 12, 1824. 


He also held in his hand a message of General 
Jackson, in response to a call of the House of 
Representatives, of which he would read the 
closing paragraph, in relation to differences between 
the United States and the Republic of Buenos 
Ayres: | 

« This fact, it is believed, will justify the opinion I have 
formed, that it will not be consistent with the public interest 
to communicate the correspondence and instructions re- 
qaested by the House, so long as tlie negotiations shall be 
pending. ANDREW JACKSON. 

“WASHINGTON, December 28, 1832.”? 

Thus, then, it would be seen that Presidents 
Monroe and Jackson, and almost every other, 
doubtless, if he had an opportunity to examine the 
records to show, had been, according to the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. ScHenck,] 
disposed to be destructive of the rights of the House 
of Representatives, and unwilling to confide to 
them the secrets of the Government. In the de- 
nunciations of the gentleman from Ohio were 
included not only Presidents Monroe and Jackson, 
but President Washington, and, if he mistook not, 
ue gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] 
also. 

Mr. BARRINGER desired to ask the gentle- 
man from Alabama whether, in all the cases cited, 
the resolutions calling for information dig not ex- 
eo qualify the call by wofds which gave the 

resident a discretion in determining whether their 
communication would be consistent with the pub- 
lic interest? 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON replied in the negative. 
He had communicated one resolution to the House 
of a different character. With respect to the call 
on President Washington, he would say, that the 
resolution which terminated in a call was discuss- 
ed in the House of Representatives for many days; 
it was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and there long debated; 
and yet, after that, President Washington refused 
to comply with it. , ` 

He did not know that there was anything fur- 
ther that he could say that would throw any light 
on the subject. Hie would only add, that, so far 
as the present message was concerned, there was 


ample authority to sustain it. President Polk 


could intrench himself behind the authority of! 


Washington, and Monroe, and Jackson, without 
going into an examination of the messages of 
others. Negotiations with Mexico were still an 
open question. The difficulties between the two 
Republics must necessarily be matter of negotia- 
tion. If, then, the instructions to our Minister 
were published, they would be known to the world, 
and might embarrass negotiations. It was well 
known to gentlemen, that when Ministers were 
sent to foreign Governments, they had often given to 
them a discretion, if they could not obtain one ob- 
ject to accept another. He did not know that that 
was the case inthis instance, but if it were, he 
asked the House if it would be proper at this time 
to publish such instructions to ie world? If those 
instructions were produced here, they would very 
soon find their way into the newspapers. Even 
treaties confided to the Senate they had not been 
able to keep secret, for, in a most extraordinary 
and unprecedented manner, they had obtained pub- 
licity while under consideration in executive ses- 
sion. What, then, would be the fact here? 

Mr. TOOMBS desired to see this matter refer- 
red to some committee; but, not having had the 
opportunity which his friend from Alabama had 
had to examine it, he was not satisfied what that 
committee should be. 

Mr. HOUSTON was understood to disclaim 
having had any opportunities to consider this sub- 
ject which were not open to every other member; 
but he was scarcely audible at the reporter’s desk. 
e Mr. TOOMBS had only to remark, that the 
question now was, not whether the President of 
the United States may not under certain circum- 
stances withhold information, whose publication 
would be inconsistent with the public service, for 
such power must be lodged there; but the ques- 
tion was, whether this was such a case. The 
decision of the House must depend on that fact, 
because, though the President may in certain cir- 
cumstances withhold documents from the two 
Houses of Congress, it did not follow that he could 
capriciously do so whenever he chooses. This 
message should therefore go to some committee— 
either a special committee or the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs—for examination. He was free. 
to confess, he repeated, that the power existed to 


withhold information when the public interests | 


would be injured by its publication; but the ques- 
tion was, whether all the diplomacy and all the 
instructions connected with this subject ought not 
to be laid before the country. The authorities 
which had been read by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama were not germain to the question; for no 
man disputes that under some circumstances in- 
formation may be withheld. Whether the Presi- 
dent was justified in the course he had pursued 
would be the subject of inquiry by a committee; 
and therefore he moved the previous question. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL begged the gentleman 
from Georgia to withdraw that motion to enable 
him to make an explanation. 

Mr. TOOMBS assented. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL then begged, in the first 
place, to put the House in possession of what really 
did occur at the time referred to by the gentleman 
from Alabama. He held in his hand the Life of 
General Washington, by Marshall, from which he 
read the following passages: 


‘This dissatisfaction was not concealed. On the 2d 
March, Mr. Livingston, after stating that the treaty lately 
negotiated with Great Britain must give rise to several im- 
portant and constitutional questions, Jaid upon the table a 
resolution requesting the President ‘to lay betore the House 
a copy of the instructions to the Minister of the United 
States who negotiated the treaty with the King of Great 
Britain, communicated by his message of the Ist of March, 
together with the correspondence and other documents rela- 
tive to said treaty.’ 

& On the 7th March, he amended this resolution by adding 
the words, ‘excepting such of the said papers as any exist- 
ing negotiation may render improper to be disclosed.’ After 
some debate, Mr. Madison proposed to modify the amend- 
ment of Mr. Livingston, so as to except such papers as, in 
the judgment of the President, it might be inconsistent with 
the interest of the United States at this time to. disclose. 
This proposition was rejected by a majority of ten voices, 
and the discussion of the original resolution was resumed. 
The debate soon glided into an argument on the nature and. 
extent of the treaty-making power.”—Marshall’s Life of 
Washington, ckap. 8, p. 651—654. 


The Judge then added the following remarks: 


« The situation in which this vote placed the Executive 
was peculiarly delicate. In an elective governinent, the 
difficulty of resisting the popular branch of the Jegislature is 
at all times of serious magnitude; but it is particularly so 
when the passions of the public have been strongly and gen- 
erally excited by exertions which have pervaded the whole 
of society. The popularity of a demand for information— 


the large majority by which, in the present instance, that. 
demand was supported—the additional force which a refu- 
sal to comply with it would give to suspicions already insin- 
uated, that circumstances had occurred in the negotiation 
which the Administration dared not expose, and that the 
President was separating himself from the representatives of 
the people-—furnished motives, not lightly to be overruled, 
for yielding to the request which had been made. 

« But these considerations were opposed by others, which, 
though less operative with men who fear to deserve the pub- 
lic favor by hazarding its Joss, possess an irresistible influ- 
ence over a mind resolved to pursue steadily the path of 
duty, however it may abound with thorns. 

«That the future diplomatic transactions of the govern- 
ment might be seriously and permanently affected by estab- 
lishing. the principle that the House of Representatives could 
demand as a right the instructions given to a foreign minis- 
ter, and all the papers connected with a negotiation, was too 
apparent to be unobserved. Nor was it less obvious that a 
compliance with tlie request now made would ga far in es- 
tablishing this principle. The form of the request, and the 
motives which induced it, equally led to this conclusion. 
{t left nothing to the discretion of the President with regard 
to the public interests; and the information was asked for 
the avowed purpose of determining whether the House of 
Representatives would give effect to a public treaty.°—~ 
Marshall’s Life of Washington, p. 652, 653, 654. 

There was the authority of Mr. Madison, Mr. 
Livingston, and Mr. Marshall, which, to say the 
least of it, was very great authority. He had not 
been able to hear what had fallen from the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, which was much to be regret- 
ted, as that gentleman’s great familiarity with the 
subject, and his great experience, were all calcu- 
lated to give to whatever le said great weight on 

| the minds of members of this House. But, with- 
out knowing what that gentleman did say, after 
having presented great authorities, he desired to 
submit to the House, with great deference, one or 
two brief suggestions. ; 
And, in the first place, he begged to say, that 
there was a distinction, as shown by the gentle- 
man from Alabama, which must be obvious to 
every mind, between the past and the present. It 
must be remembered that President Washington 
was called upon to exhibit his past instructions, 
whereas Mr. Polk was called upon to communi- 
cate those which relate to the present or the fu- 
ture. And surely in this must be seer a striking 
difference, as was shown by the gentleman from 
Alabama, though that gentleman did not go half 
far enough. In the one case, it was a case of 
peace, and in the other of war. He was prepared 
to concede to the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomss,] that a part of the argument was correct. 
This House had the right, and it must exercise the 
right on many great occasions, to insist on having 
communications from the President ; but it would 
not be denied that there was also a large class of 
cases in which the President was empowered to 
withhold information. In addition to cases which 
had been given, they all would recollect the time 
| when the gentleman from Massachusetts, standing 
| in his place in this House, told them that a large 
portion of the secret service money under his ad- 
ministration had been disposed of; but to that 
hour it had not been made known how. This wasa 
common every-day thing. And who in such cases 
was to be the judge of the propriety of making the 
communications? The President was the judge. 
And if the President exercised his discretion im- 
roperly, what remedy had this House? This | 

Iouse had the power to impeach him, and that 

| was all it could do. 
| But a word or two respecting the argument of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scuenckx.] That 
|! ventleman said, here were two hundred gentlemen 
| who were all capable also of judging of this mat- 
ter. Why, that was the very reason why infor- 
mation should often be withheld. No better rea- 
son could be given than that furnished by the 
| argument of the gentleman from Ohio. Even a 
|| smaller body at the other end of this Capitol could 
| not keep from the public information privately con- 
| fided to ìt. How, then, could private instructions 
| be secretly communicated to a body so large as 
| this without danger of being disclosed? But the 
gentleman from Ohio, in a burst of what he sup- 
posed was eloquence, had intimated that the Presi- 
dent was a monarch, and that they were there to 
execute his behests. Now, in his judgment, the - 
question was, whether the President was right or 
wrong. If the President was right, it was no 
monarchical power. It was a power which, in 
the nature of things, must be lodged in somebody. 
Why, then, should this go to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs? He really could not see what 
that committee had to do with it. It was, if any- 
thing, a great question of constitutional law; and, 
if it was necessary to commit it, it should be com- 
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mitted to the Committee on the Judiciary, or to a 
select committee. It assuredly was not a subject 
which belonged to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. The President certainly was fortified in his 
position by the opinions of many great men. 

He knew not if it would now be in order to 
move to refer this subject to the Committee of the 
Whole. If it were, he would make that motion 
before he sat down; for what could any standing 
committee do but make majority and minority re- 
ports, just as in Committee of the Whole they 
would have majority and minority speeches? 

- Mr. TOMPKINS suggested to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to embrace in his motion a 
proposition to make it also the special order for an 


early day. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL assented, and said he 
had no objection to say to-morrow, except that it 
was private bill day. 

Some gentlemen suggested Monday, and others 
Tuesday. 

The SPEAKER suggested, that to make it the 
paa order would require a suspension of the 
rules. 

Mr. TOMPKINS said, if it could not be made 
the special order for an early day, he should prefer 
a select committee. 

Mr. SCHENCK thought the best way to con- 
sider it was to send it to a committee, and geta 
report upon it, which they could have printed. 

M. C. J. INGERSOLL repeated that there 
would be majority and minority reports, as well 
as speeches. The best course would be to send it 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and make it the special order for some early 
day, which could be done on Monday next. 

Mr. COLLAMER said he had been desirous 
that this subject should take the usual course, be 
referred to a committee, (whether a special com- 
mittee or one of the standing committees, he cared 
not,) and then to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and then a regular discussion be had. But gen- 
tlemen on the other side seemed unwilling for this; 
they had commenced their remarks, and seemed all 
ready prepared and furnished for a discussion, 
with their authorities before them, all dog-eared 
down and ready for reference, while those on Mr. 
C.’s side of the House had never left their seats, 
since they heard the message, for the first time. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, here inter- 
posed, and wished to be allowed to move for the 
printing of the message; but Mr. COLLAMER 
declined to yield the floor. 

He proceeded to remark, that what was said on 
his own side of the Flouse was merely in answer 
to an ex parte argument that seemed to have been 
already prepared, cut and dry, on the other side. 

Mr. HOUSTON said something, not distinctly 
heard by the reporter, but understood to be a dis- 
claimer of preparation. i 

Mr. COLLAMER said, that though they on his 
side had not enjoyed the opportunity from a pre- 
vious knowledge of the-contents of this Executive 
document to digest at leisure an argument in reply, 
yet, what had been said in defence of the message 
ought not to be permitted to go off as if there was 
no answer to be made to it. Mr. C. should speak 
to the case as he understood it, as the gentlemen 
on the other ‘side had put it, and as the President 
himself put it. The only precedent quoted and re- 
lied on by him was the case of Jay’s treaty, and 
the action which was had in regard to it. Let us 
see what was the decision of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on President Washington’s message re- 
fusing the correspondence asked for by resolution. 
The ground insisted on by Washington was, that 
as the treaty negotiated by Mr. Jay with Great 
Britain had been ratified by the Senate, it became, 
according to the provision of the Constitution on 
that subject, the paramount law of the land, and as 
such bound all, and bound the House of Repre- 
sentatives with others. It bound the EIouse to vote 
the requisite supplies to carry the treaty into effect, 
since it was always the duty of that House to pro- 
vide for carrying a law into effect until it was re- 
pealed. As a treaty, therefore, was a law to all, 
and could not be repealed, it was a law to Con- 
gress, and they were bound to make the necessary 
appropriations to fulfil it. As to the papers called 
for, the President said he had submitted all of them 
to the Senate, who were the proper authority to 
judge of the propriety of the treaty. Mr. C. said 
that he did not find on. the record that this ground 
taken by President Washington had been over- 
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ruled by the House. It was true, that the House 
had afterwards voted the supplies, but had not any 
where denied the positions taken in the message. 

Now, if the existing President put his present 
refusal to furnish the correspondence with Mr. 
Slidell on this precedent of the refasal of Wash- 
ington in the case of Jay’s treaty, what were the 
necessary correlatives to constitute the one a justi- 
fication of the other? When Congress declared 
war, but without any manifesto, they delivered 
the war over to the Executive, to carry it on at 
his discretion, he being the sole judge of the mode 
of doing this. He might carry it on and bring it 
toan end in any way that might seem to him best. 
Congress had lost all control of the matter; they 
had given it all over to the President, and there- 
fore had no right authoritatively to demand any 
further information from him in regard to it. 
Now, the ground taken by the President was, 
that this case of the war with Mexico was a par- 
allel case to that of Washington in relation to 
Jay’s treaty. But no power of logic could show 
it to be parallel. The comparison not only did not 
run upon all fours, it had not as many as two legs 
to run on. It was said that Congress had made 
the war and committed it to the President to carry 
it on at his discretion, and therefore Congress had 
no right to demand these papers from him. Was 
thisso? Were the cases alike? Were gentlemen 
prepared to say that Congress, by declaring this 
war without any manifesto of the reasons, so 
committed it unconditionally to the President’s 
management and control that they had lost there- 
by all control of the subject? If so, then this was 
a parallel case, and Congress was bound to give 
the President whatever he asked, and to demand no 
explanations or information he chose to withhold. 

Mr. C. said he was aware that there were some 
gentlemen nota little inclined to this view of the 
matter. Many seemed to think that, as the nation 
was at war, Congress must aPprepee for the 
expenses of the war, and the President must cun- 
duct it in his own way. So he must, if it was left 
to his own discretion. That was the only thing 
left him to do: he had no choice: he must, in that 
case, be governed by his uwn discretion; and the 
whole duty of Congress consisted in supplying 
him with the requisite means. 

But Mr. C. denied that because Congress had 
not, at the time it declared war to exist with Mex- 
ico, declared the purpose or ends for which it 
should be waged on our part, therefore it could 
not make such declaration Now. Suppose that 
the President should now say that, in his discre- 
tion, the war should be carried into Great Britain, 
was it possible that Congress had no voice or con- 
trol in the matter, but must vote him the men and 
money todo so? Had the judgment of the Presi- 
dent obligatory force on that House? Had they 
lost all control of it? Mr. C. utterly denied it. 
He insisted that the same power which made the 
war might at any time declare the ends and ob- 
jects for which it should be waged, and for which 
alone; and might graduate its supplies of money 
and of men to meet that end and provide for it, 
and for it only. 

Mr. C. did not see the President was so much 
to blame for using his own discretion when Con- 
gress had giyen him no other guide. All Congress 
had to do was to manifest their will as to the end 
for which the war should be carried on. If the 
President told them he was going to conquer all 
Mexico, and Congress did not approve of that 
purpose, all they had to do was to grant men and 
money on condition that the purpose it did like 
should be the end to which alone they should be 
applied. Put that in their bill, and then the Presi- 
dent would have a guide. . 

Mr. C. did not intend now to go into the sub- 
ject; but he said that because Washington thought 
and declared that he had communicated the papers 
asked for to the only proper organ to judge of trea- 
ties, and that Congress was bound to make the 
appropriations to carry Jay’s treaty into effect, no 
man could make that a case parallel with this, un- 
less he could first show that Congress had lost all 
control of the conduct of the war, and was forced 
to conform itself to the discretion of the President. 

Mr. TOMPKINS obtained the floor, and, after 
some desultory conversation with his friends, 
moved an adjournment. 

Mr. VINTON inquired of the Chair whether, 
if the House should now adjourn, this would. be 
the pending question to-morrow? — 
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The CHAIR said that, under the rules, to-mor- 
row was set apart for the consideration of private 
bills, and it would require a vote of two-thirds to 
set that order aside. But if the subject were post- 
poned to a day certain, it would then be in order 
on that day to move to go into Committee of the 
Whole and take up this as the pending question. 

Mr. TOMPKINS thereupon moved to post- 
pone the subject to Tuesday next, to make it the 
special order for that day, and that the message 
be printed; which motion prevailed. 

And the House adjourned.” 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, January 13, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a report from the Secretary of War, exhibiting the 
contracts made by authority of the department 
during the year 1847. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented a petition from E. H. 
Featherstone and forty-six other citizens of Arkan- 
sas, asking the establishment of a mail route from 
Mount Ida, the county seat of Montgomery, to 
Ultima Thule, via Dallas, the county seat of Polk, 
in said State; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. DOUGLAS presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Illinois, asking the right of way and a 
donation of land to aid the State in the construc- 
tion of a railroad to connect the upper and lower 
Mississippi with the grêat lakes at Chicago; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition from Geo. 
C. Mitchell, asking that a certain sum of money 
improperly collected from htm-may be refunded; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr.CLAYTON presented a petition from Fred- 
erick Dawson, James Schott, and Elisha Dana 
Whitney, asking payment for certain vessels fur- 
nished Texas, and given up by that Republic on 
her annexation to the United Sites: which was 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presénted a peti- 


.tion from Henry V. Keep, of Vicksburg, asking 


compensation and allowances for services in the 
army of invasion in Mexico; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM. COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations,reported a bill for the reliefof John Black, 
late consul at Mexico; which was read a first time. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on Post Of- 
fices and Post Roads, reported a bill for the relief 
of Joseph Caldwell; which was read a first time. 

Also, from the same committee, a bill for the 
reltef of Creed Taylor; which was read a first time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported House bill making 
further provision for surviving widows of the sol- 
diers of the Revolution, without amendment. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of George: Center, and 
that it be referred to the Committee of Claims ; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the resolutions 
submitted by Mr. Benton, for the printing of the 
tour or memoir of Dr. Wislizenus, illustrative of 
the expedyion of Colonel Doniphan, made the fol- 
lowing report : i 

‘That there be printed for the use of the Senate five 
thousand copies of the tour; and that there be lithographed 
a like number of the maps accompanying the same. 
two hundred for the use of Dr. Wislizenus. 


Which report was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

Mr. HUNTER asked and obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill supplemental to an act passed the 
9th day of July, 1846, entitled *‘ An act to retro- 
cede the county of Alexandria, in the District of 
Columbia, to the State of Virginia.” 

The bill having been read twice— 

Mr. HUNTER expressedw hope that the Sen- 
ate would indulge him by allowing the passage of 
the bill at this time. It was a mere formal mat- 
ter, and was precisely similar to a bill which 
passed the Senate last session, 

An objection being interposed— 

Qn motion of Mr. HUNTER, the bill was re- 
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ferred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, 

Mr. BREESE asked and obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill to provide for the compensation of 
Samuel Leech, for services in the investigation of 
suspended sales in the Mineral Point district, 
` Wisconsin; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. MANGUM submitted the following reso- 
Jution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to lay before the Senate all the plans, estimates, 
and calculations presented by General Scott, as in his opin- 
ion best adapted to attain the objects of the war; and 
his opinion touching the military means necessary to ac- 
complish the objects of our Governinent, in any and all al- 
ternative views that have been considered hy the Execu- 
tive or suggested by General Scott to bring the war with 
Mexico toa close, if not inconsistent, in the opinion of the 
President, with the public service. 


Mr. M. said he hoped that the resolution would 
be considered at once. It was necessary to have 
all the information which it embraced to enable 
them to vote understandingly on the bills before 
the Senate. i 

The consideration of the resolution having been 
objected to, it-lies over under the rule. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be inStructed to inquire into the expediency of ma- 
king provision by law to prevent the losses sustained by the 
public in consequence of intelligence conveyed by the daily 

express established by individuals to and from New Orleans. 

~The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Dayton on the 1lth instant, was considered and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to furnish to the 
Senate (if in his judgment not incompatible with the public 
service) copies of the letter referred to in his message, of 
General Scott of 20th May, 1847, and of the letter of General 
Taylor of 26th October, 1846, on the subject of “ forced con- 
tributions °? in Mexico; and of all other correspondence on 
that subject, if any, not heretofore communicated. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Barpwin on the 11th instant, was considered and 

freed to : . 

esolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to conununicate for the information of the Senate the 
correspondence between the Commissioner from the United 
States and the Commissioners appointed hy the Govern- 
ment of Mexico to negotiate with him during the suspension 
of hostilities, after the battles of Contreras and Churubusco, 
and any other information which may enable the Senate to 
understand the terms, progress, and issue of that negotiation, 
so far as he may deem the same not incompatible with the 
public interest. 

The bill from the House of Representatives to 
grant a register to the barque Sarah and Eliza was 
read with a view to reference; when— 

Mr. DIX requested that the Senate would con- 
sent to immediate action on the bill, which was 
one of mere form, to which there could be no ob- 
jection. | 

The bill was then considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, reported without amendment, read 
a third time, and passed.  - 

The bill for the relief of J. M. Moore’ was then 
taken up for consideration as in Committee of the 
Whole, and the amendment reported from the com- 
mittee having been agreed to— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved to amend 
the bill by striking out the proviso. 

. The PRESIDING O®FICER. That is the 


amendment reported from the committee. 


Mr. BREESE. I would inquire whether the | 


amendment has been concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has. 

Mr. BREESE. I move then to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope it will not be re- 
considered. This case of Mr. Moore presents to 
my mind one of rather a remarkable character. 
The foundation of the claim is, that the principal 
officer of the department fdr a number of years 
was incompetent to perform the duties, and Mr. 
Moore was called on as chief clerk to perform the 
duties of Commissioner. There is no reason why 
we should pay him in both capacities. It seems 
to me that the proper principle for the Government 
to act upon is, to require the whole time of the of- 
ficers in the employment of the Government; and 
if he receives full compensation as chief clerk, I 
do not see why we should also pay him a Com- 
missioner’s salary. I know there is one illustrious 
example to the contrary. I refer to the case of 
Mr. Butler, who received compensation as head of 
two -departments, making his salary, instead of 
five or six thousand, amount to ten or- twelve thou- 
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sand. Congress, perceiving that this was a great 
abuse, legislated on the subject, and passed a law, 
if my recollection serves me right, in 1536 or 1837, 
providing that thereafter this abuse of receiving 
compensation for two offices at the same time, shall 
not be pase You have, therefore, on the 
statute book a legislative condemnation of the 
practice, which, by this bill, you are attempting 
to introduce again. If the law is wrong, why not 
repeal it, and go back to the old practice of allow- 
ing double salaries, or salaries for two offices at 
the same time? I hope the vote will not be re- 
considered. 

The reading of the report accompanying the bili 
was asked for by Mr. BrRE&sE, and it was read by 
the Secretary. 

Mr. BREESE. The report goes fully into the 
merits of this case, sir. Itappears that Mr. Moore 
has been chief clerk of the Land Office for about 
five-and-twenty years, and that an immense amount 
of labor has devolved upon him in consequence of 
his discharging the duties of Commissioner. Itis 
not proposed that he shall have the salaries of the 
two offices given him, but that he shall have the 
salary of a Commissioner, deducting that which 
he would be entitled to receive as chief clerk. If 
this bill passes, he will not receive compensation 
for the two, (although, as he performed the duties 
of both offices, he should receive compensation for 
both;) but as the service which he rendered as 
Commissioner wał not continuous, but was per- 
formed at different times, a few days at a time, it 
is proposed to compute the amount of service ren- 
dered, and pay him accordingly. As chief clerk, 
Mr. Moore has been for years exerting all his en- 
ergies to protect the interests of the Government, 
and has been instrumental in one instance alone, 
without mentioning any other, of saving to the 
Government several thousand dollars. I refer 
to the purchase of parchment for the use of the 
departments; he has saved more to the Govern- 
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ment in that one article than all the compensation | 


which he has received, and all which itis proposed 
to give him. It seems but an act of justice that 
he should receive compensation as a Commission- 
er; and I am sorry to see any opposition offered to 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WESTCOTT. [.desire to obtain some 
information, on one point, of the honorable Sena- 
tor from EHlinois, [Mr. Breese.] The Senator has 
referred to precedents allowing the salaries of two 
different offices to the same person, who had per- 
formed the duties of both; and if I heard correctly, 
those precedents were stated in the report of the 
committee. I have been able to make but a cursory 
perusal of the report of the committee; but I am 
under the impression that all the precedents there 
referred to are of allowances by the departments 
in former years, and not by Congress. There 
is a wide difference. I would inquire if there isa 
single instgnce in which Congress has sanctioned 
the allowance of double salaries. I have under- 
stood they have always refused it, and did so in 
President Monroe’s case.. If there is a case of 
such allowance by Congress, I hope it will be 
stated. So far from this being the case, I have 
understood that the practice of making such allow- 
ances as were made so improperly to Mr. Butler 
and others, had become such.an evil—I was about 
to use a harshef term--such an iniquity, that, in 
1842, Congress passed an act positively forbidding 
such allowance. Congress doubtless acted on the 
principle that an officer owed all his time to the 
public in the office he regularly held, according to 
the usages as to the hours of service, and that it 
was incompatible for him to hold, permanently, 
and do the duties of another and a different office 
at the same time. He should doubtless receive the 
salary of the highest office that he did the duties 
of; but the law contemplates that each office is to 
be filled by a different person, and the respective 
duties done by different persons. It is a violation 
of law for one to fill both and do the duties of both. 
Officers are, and are intended to be, checks on each 
other. I think, to make the allowance in this case, 
would be to base it upon a violation of law; and 
besides, it would repudiate and disregard the prin- 
ciples of the act of 1842, which I think Congress 
should rigidly adhere to. It was a wise and salu- 
tary Jaw, and its pringiples should not be disre- 
garded to meet a special case. ~ 

Mr. BREESE. The honorable Senator is alto- 
gether mistaken. The act of 1842, to which he 
refers, was only meant to prevent the treasury 
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officers from making compensation for the duties 
of two officers. It wasall very right for Congress 
to forbid the officers of the treasury from doing it, 
but here is a case that rests upon its own merits— 
of'an individual who has spent the best energies of 
his youth in the service of the Government, and 
has saved to the Government thousands and thou- 


sands of dollars, and who has performed the duties . 


of Commissioner of the Land Office faithfully, and 
at the same time the duties of chief clerk, labor- 
ing incessantly, and dragging out a miserable ex- 
istence upon the mere pittance of chief clerk of 
that office. Sir, it seems to me to be a strong case, 
and one which appeals powerfully to our favorable 
consideration. . 

Mr. BADGER. I feel bound to interrupt this 
discussion to ask the Senate to proceed with the 
special order of the day. 

Mr. BREESE. I hope the bill will be passed 
over informally then, so that it may be taken up at 
an early day. 

The bill was then passed over informally. 

The Vice President signed the enrolled bill to 


authorize the issuing of a register to the barque 
Canton. 


On motion of Mr. R. JOHNSON, the Senate 


‘proceeded to consider as in Committee of the 


hole, the bill exempting vessels employed by the 
American Colonization Society. in transporting 
colored emigrants from the United States to the 
coast of Africa from the provisions of the acts of 
the 22d February and 2d March, 1847, yegula- 
ting the carriage of passengers in merchant ves- 
sels; which motion was i to. 

The bill was then reported without amendment, 
and was read a third time and passed. 

On motion, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns it be to 
Monday next. : 

THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL.» 

The Senate resumed the consideration, on its 
third reading, of the bill to raise, for a limited time, 
an additional military force. 


Mr. PEARCE. It would have been agreeable 
to me if I could have deferred for a few days the 
remarks which I propose to make in reference to 
the subject now under consideration of the Senate. 
Like my colleague, however, I shall be compelled 
to be absent for a few days on business, and Í have 
therefore to throw myself on the indulgence of the 
Senate. > 

With much that my colleague has said in that 
part of his remarks which he addressed tothe 
Senate on the second day, I cordially agree; but 
there are other points in dispute, upon which his 
opinions and mine are wholly and widely variant. 
I regret this variance, not only because we repre- 
sent a common constituency, but because I havc 
long entertained for my colleague sguch high re- 
spect and regard, that it is painful, for me to differ 
with him here on any subject, and particularly 
painful: to have a collision of opinion upon a ques- 
tion of such: fundamental iraportance. | 

I had occasion, sir, at the last session of the Sen- 
ate, to present to this body my views upon a part 
of this subject, and if it had been my colleague’s 
purpose to controvert the position which I then 
assumed, and overthrow the arguments which I 
endeavored to sustain, he could not have address- 
ed himself more directly to the purpose than he 
has done. Sir, I do.not complain of this. But it 
is a fact which compels me either to abandon the 
ground I have formerly taken, or to reaffirm it and 
sustain it as best I may. Besides, sir, the Legis- 
lature of my State is now in session, my term of 
service here is drawing to a close, and it is right 
that I should possess that body fully with the 
Opinions I entertain upon this important subject, 
that they may be the better enabled to determine 
in whose hands to place the trust with which I 
have hitherto been honored. Sir, I do not shrink 
from the issue; and I am consoled by the convic- 
tion that in the opinions which I entertain, and 
which I am about to express, I but reflect the sense 
of those whom I represent. es: 

Like my colleague, I am anxious to maintain 
the honor of my country, to vindicate her reputation 
from the least blemish, and particularly to rescue 
her trom any probable charge of rapacious aggres- 
sion, of grasping cupidity, and lust of conquest. 
But, in my opinion, this cannot be done by merely 
affirming the justi¢te of a war, in the justice and 
constitutionality of which I have no faith ;.much- 
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less can it be done by sustaining the President in 
a course by which, in my opinion, we should be 
practically subverting the Constitution; wresting 
from Congress, to whom alone the Constitution 
has confided them, the issues of war and peace ; 
making him ‘the supreme controller of affairs ; 
making him, in fact, if we look at the matterin view 
of its consequences, the master of our fate, and 
the more dangerously so, because he rules, under 
the form of free institutions, in the spirit of a 
despot. 

Sir, I do not pretend to deny that the United 
States has,just claims against Mexico for indem- 
nity due to our citizens ; but I do deny that those 
claims were the cause of this war, or that they 
would be the just cause of any war. I deny that 
they would have justified Congress in declaring 
war against Mexico. Sir, war is a last and direful 
alternative of nations, the ultima ratio regum, and 
the last resort of republics also. It should never 
be undertaken without an unavoidable necessity. 
All Publicists tell us this. The language of Vattel 
is, that there must be a clear right coupled’ with a 
sort of necessity, and this is consistent with the 
principles of common sense and humanity. 

Now, let us see what are the causes which have 
ee this war. 

efore us an exaggerated statement of these claims, 
as if they were the causes of the war; and yet he 
affirms that Mexico brought on the war by her ille- 
gal and unjust. act.by shedding American blood 
upon American soil. Sir, these claims against Mex- 
ico, for indemnity due to our citizens, have existed 
for a seriés of years, it igtrue—some for a longer, 
and others for a shorter time. ButI ask if Mex- 
ico has resisted pertinaciously the payment of 
these claims? I ask, if the resistance or neglect to 
pay, on the part of Mexico, is even comparable to 
that which we have experienced at the hands of 
stronger nations? and I ask, if it becomes us to 
adopt one rule of right—one measure of patience in 
regard to a weak nation, and another rule of right, 
and a greater measure of patience in regard to a 
strong and haughty people? I trust there is no 
Senator who will not repel with scorn such an im- 
putation. Yet I fear we are about to forget the 
rule of equality in regard to this particular trans- 
action. | 

Now, in 1839, Mexico entered into a convention 
with us, by which she agreed to form a commis- 
sion for the ascertainment of the claims due to our 
citizens. That commission sat, and adjudicated 
many of the claims; but being limited in point of 
time, they were not all decided. Some of them, 
not receiving the confirmation of the commission- 
ers, were referred to an umpire, who had not 
time to decide, and some were not acted on at 
all. Well, Mexico did not withhold from us or 
refuse the payment of those claims which were 
admitted by the commissioners. On the contrary, 
she manifested a disposition to meet the pay- 
ment by levying forced’ contributions upon her 
citizens for that purpose, and concluded another 
convention in 1843, providing for the organi- 
zation of another commission for the adjudica- 
tion of the claims not settled by the first. In 
consequence of her embarrassed condition and ex- 
hausted treasury, Mexico was unable to make 
payment of the adjudicated claims as stipulated; 
wut she entered into an arrangement with General 
Thompson, the Minister of the United States,‘to 
pay the claims by instalments, showing that she 
acted in good faith, and with no disposition to 
withhold the payment. She paid all the arrears 
of interest at eight per cent., and three instalments 
of principal; nor was it until the negotiation of the 
annexation treaty, the expulsion of Santa Anna 
from power, and his exile from Mexico, that they 
failed to make the payments. Whether annexa- 
tion was the cause of such failure, or whether it 
arowe from their inability to pay, I cannot under- 
take to say; but I think the latter the more prob- 
able cause. One thing is certain, that Mexico 
made great efforts; and if she did not make punc- 
tual payments, it was rather to be attributed to her 
distressed condition than to any want of faith. 
Well, who is there who does not recollect that we 
ourselves have been delinquent in this way in 
reference to the claims of Great Britain against us? 
I refer to the debts due the British merchants, re- 
cognized by the treaty of 1783, and not paid, I be- 
lieve, for twenty years after that date. I remem- 
ber too, sir, that our claims against Great Britain 
for the negroes carried off at tke close of the war 
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of 1812, were not settled finally till 1836, although 
provided for in the treaty of peace.’ Who does 
not recollect the claims for spoliation by Naples 
and Denmark, and the more remarkable case of 
spoliations by France, the most flagrant of all— 
committed in the wantonness of power—in very 
scorn of our rights—without theslightest justifica- 
tion, and persisted in, repeated, and boldly defend- 
ed with the most offensive effrontery, and yet 
endured by this country through successive ad- 
ministrations from 1806 until, 1831—when a dis- 
tinguished gentleman, who was formerly a mem 

ber of this body, (Mr. Rives, of Virginia,] nego- 
tiated the treaty of indemnity; and then France, 
adding further wrong $o the heaped up injury 
which we had sustained so patiently, withheld the 
payment of the money for four years longer? 
General Jackson did indeed, in 1835, address 
Congress on the subject, and suggest reprisals as 
a proper mode of redress; and he asked three mil- 
lions of dollars to be placed at his disposal to en- 
able him to act as circumstances might require. 
But Congress neither adopted his recommendation 
of reprisals, nor voted him the three millions, and 
the Senate chose rather to allow the defeat of the 
fortification bill. . 

Sir, France was not feeble; her treasury was 
not exhausted. She was the most elastic Power 
in Europe, as was manifested by her immense 
payments made to the allies after the restoration of 
the Bourbons. Yet, sir, we subMitted to all this 
from France; and it was only in 1835 that we re- 
covered from her the indemnity that was due for 
spoliations committed in 1806 and 1813. „Neither 
was the indemnity which we obtained from her a 
complete and full one. It was a partial and imper- 
fect indemnity. Our robbed merchants got only 
a dividend of their claims. And yet we talk of 
violated honor; and the President rants about our 
claims against Mexicos—some of them, by the by, 
of a very questionable character—some of them, 
in fact, grossly fraudulent, as I have been in- 
formed by a distinguished gentleman from South 
Carolina, and such as never could be properly 
demanded by our Government under the treaty 
with Mexico. I speak of those contracts for land 
upon which enormous demands for indemnity were 
founded, which demands this Government was 
asked to enforce. ` Sir, take it altogether, and I do 
say that there never was urged ina legislative body 
so unreasonable a proposition as that it is just and 
necessary to wage a war for the mere procrastina- 
tion of payment of claims like these against a weak 
and impoverished Government. And yet this is 
urged as though it was a sufficient cause for war; 
when everybody knows, who reflects at all upon 
the matter, that such has never been heretofore 
regarded as a justifiable cause of war. 
will tell you what was the cause of this war: it 
was the unauthorized act of the President in taking 
possession of territory to which this coyntry had 
no title, to which Congress had not authorized 
him to make claim, and against making a claim 
for which they had warned him by the very terms 
of the resolution of annexation. 

Sir, my colleague has gone fully into this ques- 
tion, and I have no doubt that he thought he-had 
demonstrated the correctness of his position; but 
he took good care not to mention the Mexican 
claims as being the cause of the war. He did not 
consider that they were the cause of the war, 
however much the President paraded them un his 
messages. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I never thought they were. 

Mr. PEARCE. But he put jt upon the ground 
that this Government was bound to vindicate its 
title to the territory up to the Rio Grande, and he 
cites a variety of facts which, as he thinks, belong 
to the consideration of this question, and which, 
in his opinion, are conclusive. Well, now | think, 
that the facts which he has cited—some of them at 
least—do not belong to the consideration of the 
question, and that neither one nor all of them are 
conclusive. I think I can demonstrate this, and 
that I can show, on the other side, facts which are 
strong as chains of adamant. I pass over that part 
of his speech in which my colleague speaks of the 
revolution of Texas. Nobody doubts the gallantry 
of those citizens of Texas who achieved their in- 
dependence. Sir, as far as their gallantry is con- 
cerned, their spirit of heroic adventure, their bold 
and daring exposure of life, I believe there is 
nothing to surpass it. Nobody questions their 


| right to revolt from Mexico to establish an inde- 
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No, sir; I: 


pendent government, and to claim all the territory 
over which they could extend and enforce their 
jurisdiction. But my colleague says:. 

“The boundaries of Coahuila and Texas, as these depart- 
ments were laid off into one State by the constitution of 1824, 


was the Nueces, running for upwards of one hundred miles 


up that stream, and then hy a line across from that point to 


the Rio Grande. The territory below that line, between the 
Nueces and the Rig Grande, was a`part of the State of Tam- 
aufipas. Tamaulipas granted it to various individuals by 
what were called colony-grants, under which inany settle- 
ments were made.” 

I make no objection to this stafement, sir; I 
only desire to add something to it, to make it a 
little more specific. In 1824, the departments of 
Coahuila and Texas were united, without change 
of their former boundaries, provisionally, as one 
State—it being understood, that when Texas had 
Strength and population enough, she should be 
made a separate State. 

The united State of Coahuila and Texas ran across 
the Rio Grande, but the boundary of Texas proper 
never did; her limits stopped at the Nueces. My 
colleague went on to refer to the treaty to which 
Santa Anna was a party, at the time he was pris- 
oner in Texas; and he relied upon the authority 
of that miscalled treaty as conclusive. 

Sir, my colleague is a distinguished lawyer; he 
stands at the head of his profession in Maryland, 
and that is praise enough for any man. He is the 
successor, sir, of Martin, Pinkney, and Wirt, and 


| wears their mantle gracefully. But I must ex- 
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press my utter astonishment at hearing from him, 
that this miscalled treaty between Santa Anna and 
the Texas authorities is conclusive on the ques- 
tion of boundary. Why, sir, it was no treaty at 
all. Santa Anna was a prisoner; and if he. had 
not been, we all know that the constitution of 
Mexico contains a provision, that when the Presi- 
dent of the Republic is at the head of the army, 
his civil functions cease. He’was in captivity; 
and if he had not been, he would have had no au- 
thority to conclude a treaty under the constitution 
of his country, which is like our own in that re- 
spect. A treaty,'when signed, requires ratification 
by the Senate; and a treaty made by Santa Anna 
was of no more value than blank paper. It might 
have had a moral obligation as far as he himself 
was concerned; but it had not even a legal obliga- 
tion upon himself, having been extorted by duress. 

Mr. FOOTE. Will the Senator allow me to 
Er whether he refers to the constitution of 

Mr. PEARCE. Will the Senator have the kind- 
ness to inform me whether there was any other 


constitution ? 


Mr. FOOTE. The Senator can answer my in- 

quiry, or not, as he pleases. 
_ Mr. PEARCE. [am not furnished with any 
information as to any new constitution. I believe 
there was none. The constitution of 1824 was said 
to be overthrown, because its federal character was 
abolished and the central form substituted. It was 
not abolished in. the whole, but only changed in 
part, and therefore this provision remained in full 
force. If it were not so, and the whole constitu- 
tion were destroyed, then Santa Anna had no con- 
stitutional power at all, and could in no manner 
bind his country.* 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Magyland. Where do you 
read from ? 

Mr. PEARCE. I read from a work entitled 
“Texas and the Texans,” which I understand to 
be the production of the Senator from Mississippi, 
and one which I have read with great pleasure: 

“ That the President Santa Anna, in his official character 
as chief of the Mexican nation, and the Generals Dun Vin- 
cente Filisola, Don Jose Urea, Don Joaquin Ramires y 
Sesma, and Don Antonio Gaona, as chiefs of armies, do 
solemnly acknowledge, sanction, and ratify, the full, entire, 
and perfect independence of the Republic of Texas, with 
such boundaries as are hergafter set forth and agreed upon 
for the same. And they dosolemnly and respectively pledge 
themselves, with all their personal and official attributes, to 
procure, without delay, the final and complete ratification 
and confirmation of this agreement, and all the parts thereof, 
by the proper and legitimate Government of Mexico, by the 
incorporation of the same into asolemn and perpetual treaty 
of amity and commerce, to be negotiated with that Govern- 
ment, at the city of Mexico, by ministers plenipotentiary to 
be deputed by the Government of Texas for this high pur- 
pose.’ 

Why, I say, upon the very face of the instru- 
ment itself, it was nota treaty. It was nothing else 
than the personal obligation of Santa Anna to 
procure the adoption of such a treaty by the legiti- 
mate authority. Now, allow me to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the opinion of General La- 
mar: I understand that Santa Anna was a pris- 
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oner in the hands of the Texans, and they were 
deliberating whether they should shoot him a-la- 
Mexique, try him for offences against the laws of 
civilized war, or send him back to Mexico. Now, 
what says General Lamar in the paper addressed 
by him to President Burnet? 

Mr. JOHNSON. What is the date of that let- 
ter? $ 

Mr. PEARCE. It is a letter from General La- 
mar, the Secretary of War of Texas, to the Presi- 
dent and Cabinet of Texas, and dated 12th May, 
1846: l , 

* * * 6 What good can they hope to result from an 
extorted treaty? General Santa Anna is our prisoner of 
war, and, as such, may be ready to enter into any agreement 
which our rights may require or our selfishness exact; but 
when restored to liberty and power, will he feel any obliga- 
tion tp comply with terms which he had no agency in dic- 
tating? What he assents to whilst a prisoner he may reject 
wken a freeman. ‘Indeed, the idea of treating with a man 
in our power, who views freedom in acquiescence and death 
in opposition, seems to me more worthy of ridicule than refu- 
tation. * * * With me such pledgesare lighter than the 
*moonshine’s watery beam.’ I trust them as I would ‘a 
dicer’s oaths.’ But, independent of this consideration, it 
may be very well doubted whether Santa Anna, with every 
disposition to fulfil any agreement which he may now enter 
into, will, on his return to Mexico, have the power to do it. 
it was public opinion which drove him into war with Texas, 
and the same public sentiment, on his arrival at home, may 
keep him in the attitude of avowcd if not of actual hostility to 
thiscountry. * * * Theadvantage proposed to be gained 
from his supposed or probable integrity cannot, of conse- 
quence, be realized, even with every willingness on his part 
to redeem his pledges. I doubt not in the least that as soon 
as the news of his defeat and imprisonment shall be sounded 
within the walls of Mexico, that instant will be lost all his 
authority in the land, as he has long since lost the affec- 
tions of his people. He will be powerless either for good or 
ill. Iam, therefore, decidedly opposed to all negotiation or 
arrangements with him ; first, because he is a prisoner, and 
not free to act; secondly, because he is faithless and un- 
worthy of confidence; and thirdly, because of the great cer- 
tainty of his inability to fulfil his promises, even with the 
desire to do it.” 

Well, but my colleague says that Texas fulfilled 
the contract on her part, General. Filisola accepted 
it, and marched his men back to the Rio Grande, 
&c. So he did; but that did not constitute it a 
treaty, General Filisola not being the ratifying 
power. 

Ít might have been an appeal to Santa Anna’s 
honor; it undoubtedly was so; but as a treaty, it 
had no obligations; It was a treaty made by a cap- 
tive, and ratified by a runaway; and I take it, sir, 
that no validity will be ascribed to it by any fair 
man who understands the facts. 

My colleague next relies, sir, on the action of 
the Texan Congress regarding the boundary of the 
State, and says, that they passed a law describing 
the Rio Grande as the boundary. I should like to 
know how the mere act of the Congress or Legisla- 
ture of any country, can authorize the fixing their 
boundaries where they please to put them on pa- 
per; how the declaration of any Congress or Gov- 
ernment can make a right or authorize a claim in 
such a case. It can do nothing more than assert 
‘acclaim; and I venture to go a little further, and 
say that, I presume that in the case of Texas, it 
was not done bona fide. They did not deem that 
they were to take in Santa Fé, or any of the val- 
ley of the Rio Grande. They claimed a great deal 
of territory in order to secure a part. 

Sir, I do not make this statement from any per- 
sonal knowledge that I høye, but I will refer to the 
authority of an honorable Senator here, and I beg 
leave to read from a speech made by the honorable 
Mr. AsHLEyY, at the second session of the 28th 
Congress: 


s¢ And were I will add, that the present boundaries of Tex- 
as—lI learn from Judge Ellis, the President of the convention 
that formed the constitution of Texas, and also a member of 
the first Legislature under that constitution—were fixed, as 
they now are, solely and professedly with a view of having a 
large margin in the negotiation with Mexico, and not with 
the expectation of retaining them as they now exist in their 
. statute book.’’ 


Sir; this authority is worth all my colleacue’s 
array of proofs. But my colleague says, that after 
the retreat of Filisola across the river, General 
Rusk, who was still at the head of the army of 
Texas, and stationed at the Gaudaloupe, ordered 
the families between that part and the Rio Grande 
to retire to his rear, pr to remove to the western 
bank of the river. The most of them did retire to 
his rear, but many of the Mexicans preferred to 
cross the river and settle on the opposite side. 
Now, sir, how was this taking possession of the 
country? You may make a solitude, and call it 
peace; or you may empty a country of its popula- 
tion, and cal] it occupancy or possession; but you 


acquire no right by the misapplication of terms. 
The portion of the people feiendly to Texas with- 
drew to the rear of General Rusk—that is, beyond 
the Guadaloupe, which is further east, even, than 
the Nueces. Certainly they were not taking pos- 
session of the country which they thus abandoned. 
Certainly they were not occupying the valley of 
the Rio Grande, when they fled from it to the east 
of the Guadaloupe to avoid the horrors of a border 
war. So the Mexican population withdrew to the 
western bank of the river, and the country was 
deserted. 

But my colleague rests his argument upon the 
ground, that if Texas had not actual possession, she 
had it potentially, as Doctor Johnson would have 
said—that is, that she had the power to occupy it. 
Well, sir, I deny that the power to take possession 
would give a constructive possession. It is nota 
legal position that can be maintained. As between 
individuals, actual possession of every acre of a tract 
of land is not necessary to a right. If we have the 
title to the whole, and the actual possession of a 
part, the residue not being possessed by another, 
the actual possession of a part will operate the 
constructive possession of the whole. It 1s so 
with nations. But Texas had no right by pos- 
session, as I shall demonstrate to be the case; and 


‘the mere power to possess, if she had been able te 


take and maintain possession, which I do not ad- 
mit, would not give a constructive possession. A 
right to the whole, coupled with a possession of a 
part, would answer. But Texas was a revolu- 
tionary government, and could not divest the title 
of Tamaulipas and other Mexican States to the 
lands lying within their respective and undoubted 
limits, except by taking and holding possession. 
This she never did, either by.her settlers or her 
soldiers, for the occasional passage of troops across 
the country was not possession; and, in fact, the 
Mexicans crossed it thus, as well as the Texans. 
Predatory excursions and border forays were never 
held to make a possession. 

But my colleague says that General Rusk, for 
the purpose of facilitating the removal of those 
occupying the country and of watching the move- 
ments of the Mexican army, and preparatory to 
an advance upon Matamoros, despatched General 
Felix Huston with a sufficient force to take pos- 
session of Corpus Christi; and that was done. 
This was true, sir; and this is a good point—I mean 
as to the right of Texas up to that limit, which, 
indeed, I freely admit to have been the frontier of 
Texas. Beyond this they did not go; beyond this 
they had no possession, in the legitimate sense of 
the word; and therefore I deny that the establish- 
ment of the port at Corpus Christi established the 
claim of Texas up to the Rio Grande.» 

Texas had no establishments there; she had 
erected no forts;she had no civil officers in that 
country—no, I believe, not so much as a justice of 
the peace or a constable. But it is said, as proof 
of possession of this country, that at an election 
held at Corpus Christi in 1842, certain settlers 
came from the disputed territory and voted. And 
it is asserted that Texas thereby and then estab- 
lished her authority—not where they voted, but 
where they did not vote. Well, I assert exactly 
the reverse, and I ask whether, if her authority 
had been established on the Rio Grande, she would 
have required her citizens to travel one hundred 
and fifty miles to give their votes? Why, if Texas 
had established any authority or jurisdiction on 
the Rio Grande, she would at least have had the 
election so held as to accommodate these poor fel- 
lows who were so desirous of exercising their elec- 
tive franchise. Now, I care not whether these 

eople went to Corpus Christi to vote or not; no- 
body knows who they were or whence they came, 
how they were induced to come, whether they 
were the poor fishermen of Padre Island, or strag- 
gling herdsmen who attended their flocks like the 
Nomades of the eastern world. The whole thing 
wants precision to make it valuable as a fact; and 
if Texas had not even an election precinct on the 
Rio Grande country, that of itself is sufficient proof 
that she had nø establishment there which could 
constitute possession. 

The other fact which my colleague cites as an 
authority to prove the right of Texas is what he 
stated, on the authority of the Senator from Tex- 
as, that certain purchasers of the colony-grants of 
Tamaulipas had then deeds recorded in Texas. 
We do not know where they were executed and 
acknowledged. ‘This, too, wants precision, de- 


tail, and finish, to give it certainty and make it 
available. But suppose that be so, and what does 
it amount to more than this, that some shrewd, 
hedging fellows, knowing that the country was 
claimed by Texas, and supposing that it might 
one day be acquired by it, thought it prudent to 
have these deeds recorded in Texas, as well prob- 
ably as at Matamoros, as future evidence of their 
title. The fact, indeed, is stated a little too broad- 
ly, for it is said this was done as far back as 1834, 
when, in fact, the revolution in Texas only took 

lace in 1835. At all events, assuming the fact in 
its fullest extent, it only proves that Texas had no 
clerks nor record officers in this region of one hun- 
dred and fifty miles breadth. ) 

My colleague says that no Mexican authorities 
were to be found there, and that Mexico had lost 
the right she once had. Now 1l propose to refer 
to a few authorities to show you the other side of 
the question; and I think that these authorities 
cannot be overthrown. I shall invoke first the au- 
thority of the Senator from Missouri, whose elab- 
orate research, and whose accurate and minute 
information have been the boast of his friends and 
the admiration of his opponents. Now, let me 
read from a speech made by that Senator after the 
formation of the annexation treaty. It will be 
recollected that he introduced a bill for the annex- 
ation of Texas, and in that bill he submitted sev- 
eral propositions as the bases of his proposed 
arrangement. Here is what he says on the subject 
of boundary: 


‘¢The bill which I ask leave to bring in, besides autho- 
rizing and requesting the President to treat with Mexico and 
Texas for an adjustment of boundaries, and for the annexa- 
tion of the latter to the North American Union, proposes 
some bases for the treaties expected tobe made. Boundary 
is one of these; and in this the basis conforms to the geo- 
graphical divisions of the country—to our natural and proper 
limits—to the line first indicated in President Jackson’s 
proposition, as communicated by Mr. Van Buren to Mr. 
Poinsett in 1829; and it conforms to the boundary desig- 
nated in Mr. Randolph’s report in 1806, and to the resolution 
of the House of Representatives, adopted in pursuance to 
that report, and already read to the Senate. Leaving the 
Rio Grande and all its valley and waters to the Mexicans, 
and the Mississippi valley and all its waters to the United 
States, it proposes to follow the mountain heights from near 
the South Pass, in the Rocky Mountains, called Fremont’s 
Pass, in the map of the Topographical Bureau, along the Sier- 
ra Obseura, (Dark Mountain,) until it subsides into a plain 
as it approaches the Gulf of Mexico; and then reaching the 
Gulf by a line in the desert prairie to the west of the Rio 
Nueces, (Walnut river.) ‘This is the boundary between the 
United States and Mexico pointed out by the finger of 
Nature, agreed upon by eminent statesmen, as proper for 
Mexico as for ourselves, and written down in the book of 
fate, and the law of nature, as the true and permanent bound- 
ary between the two first Powers of the New World. 
Soon or late, that boundary will be established. 

« The Rio Grande del Norte (Great River of the North) is 
a Mexican river by position and possession, and to the Mex- 
icans may it forever belong. The Mississippi, and all its 
waters, are ours, and to us the dismembered parts must re- 
turn. The country east of the Nueces, (and including it,) 
from position, geographical affinities, soil, products, and 
natural dependence, is appurtenant to the valley of the Mis- 
sissippi, and must and will go where congruity and homo- 
geneity attract it. No wise man, in an age of cominerce, 
wants a great river (heyond its natural frontier) for a national 
boundary; it is a boundary fruitful of expense, and of every 
species of collision and collusion. A mountain and a desert 
plain is far better; and these we have between us and Mex- 
ico; and it would be just as unwise for us to project a seg- 
ment, ora salient angle, of our frontier across this plain and 
mountain into the natural limits of Mexico, as it would be 
in her to make the same projection of a segment, or angle of 
herself, across the same plain and mountain, into our natu- 
ral dominion.”? 

Sir, it is not in the Senate only that this doctrine 
has been announced. I find a distinguished mem- 
ber in the other House, in a report made by him 
in regard to the Texas question, made an important 
confession. 

On the 3d of January, 1845, Mr. C. J. Increr- 
SOLL, in his report, said: 

« The stupendous deserts between the Nueces and the 
Bravo rivers are the natural boundaries between the Anglo- 
Saxon and Mauritanian races. There ends the Valley of | 
the West—there Mexico begins.”? 


This is the opinion of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the other House. 
Now let me turn to another authority. I propose 
to read from a letter from Mr. Donaldson, our 
Chargé d’Affaires at Texas, to Mr. Buchanan, 
Sectetary of State: 

“ It is the policy of those who are on the side of Mexico 
in the present-crisis to throw upon the United States the re- 
sponsibility of a war for the country between the Nueces 
and the Rio Grande. That territory, you are aware, has been 
in the possession of. both ‘parties. Texas has held in peace 
Corpus Christi. Mexico has held Santiago. Both parties 
have had occasional pessession of Loredo, and other bigher 
points. 

« Mexico, however, has threatened a renewal of the war 
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for the whole of Texas, if shé accepts the proposals for an- 
nexation to the Union. If she undertakes such an expedi» 
tion, she of course puts upon the hazard of war the whole 
claim, and gives us the right of going not only to the Rie 
Grande, but wherever.else we may please.” 


-At page 78 ofthe same document, in a letter of 
Mr. Donaldson, to the Secretary of State of Texas, 
I find this: 


« My position is, that wecan hold Corpus Christi, and all 
‘other paints up the Nueces. If attacked, the right of de- 
fence will authorize us to expel the Mexicans to the Rio 
Grande. 

« It ia better for us to await the attack than ron the risk of 


embarrassing the question of annexation with the conse-. 


uences of immediate posession of the territory ta the Rio 
Grande. You will find that I have guarded every point,”’ 


He had no idea of the advance of the army to 
the Rio Grande, or of an attack upon Mexico. He 
appears to have acted with such caution and pru- 
dence as became his position. ‘The right of de- 
- fence would authorize us to expel the Mexicans to 
the Rio Grande.” Sir, how expel the Mexicans 
to the Rio Grande, if Texas had possession up to 
that river? Here you have the authority of your 
own negotiator for the fact, that Mexico held this 
territory and not Texas. But you have the same 
authority in a dozen places. Again: 


«The veeupation of the country between the Nueees and 
the Ria. Grande, you are aware, jis a disputed question. 
‘Texas holds Corpus Christi—Mexico holds the Brazos de 
Santiago, near the mouth of the Rio Grande. The threat- 
ened invasion, however, of Texas, is founded upon the as- 
sumption that she has no territory independent af Mexico. 

« You can safely hold possession of Corpus Christi and all 
other points up the Nueces; and if Mexico attempt to dis- 
lodge you, drive her beyond the Rio Grande.” 


Mr. JOHNSON. Disputed question. 

Mr. PEARCE. “Disputed question.” So it 
was, sir. And while it was a disputed question, 
he shows what part was in possession of ‘Texas 
and what part in possession of Mexico: 


£ You will have observed, that in my correspondence with 
this Government, there has been no discussion of the ques- 
tion of limits between Mexico and Texas. The joint reso- 
lution of our Congress left the question an open one, 
and the preliminary proposition made by this Government, 
under the auspices of the British and French Governments, 
as the basis of a definite treaty with Mexico, left the ques- 
tion in the same state. Aud although this Government haa 
aince indicated a point on the Rio Grande for the occupation 
of our troops, I did not consider this circumstance as varying 
the question, since the President, but a few wecks before, 
issued a proclamation suspending hostilities between Texas 
and Mexico, the practical effect of which was to leave the 
question precisely as it stood when aur joint resolution 

ed—Mexico in possession of one portion of the terri- 
tory, and Texas of another. * * * ‘The proclamation of 
a truce between the two nations, founded on propositions 
mutually acceptable to them, leaving the question of bound- 
ary not only an upen one, but Mexico in possession of the 
east bank of the Rio Grande, seemed to me inconsistent with 
the expectation that, in defence of the claim of Texas, eur 
troops should march immediately to that river. What the 
Executive of Texas had determined not to fight for, but to 
aettie by negotiation, to say the least of it, could as well he 
left to the United States on the same conditions. * * * 

& I at once decided that we should take no such position, 
hut should regard only as within the limits of our protection 
that portion of territory actually possessed by Texas, and 
which she did not consider subject to negotiation.”? 

If it had been in the occupation of Texas, would 
she have beer obliged to fight for it? Sir, the in- 
gonsistency is too palpable to make it necessary 
any longér to dwell upon it. Again, he says at 
page 90:, i i 

« There were. many circumstances making it inexpedient, 
in my judgment, after the issue of the proclamation referred 
ta, for Texas to attempt a forcible possessjon of the Rio 
Grande, relying on the aid of the United States ® maintain 
it.” 

Why attempt to obtain possession, if she already 
had it; and if she had not, what becomes of the 
argument? Sir, the argument is scattered to the 
winds by the testimony of our own agents, which 
we cannot controvert, and which we cannot doubt. 
I might as well give the Senate, perhaps, some 
additional authorities. I find these facts recog- 
nized by the Secretary of War, as well as by Sen- 
ators and our diplomatic agents. I find in a letter 
of the Secretary of War to General Taylor, of July 
30, 1845— : 

« The Rio Grande is claimed to be the boundary between 
the two countries, and up to this boundary you are to extend 
your protection, only excepting any posts on the eastern side 
thereof which are in the actual occupancy of Mexican forces, 
or Mexican settlements over which the Republic of Texas 
did not exercise jurisdiction at the period of annexation, or 
shortly before that event.” 

And another letter of our Secretary, to the same 
officer, was as follows : | 

; War DEPARTNENT, July 8, 1845. 

. StR: This department is informed that Mexico has some 
military establishments on the east side of the Rio Grande, 
whieh are, and for some time have been, in the actuat occu- 
pancy OC her troopa. In carrying ous the instructions here- 
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tofore received, you will be careful to avoid any acts of 
aggression, unless an actugl sfate of war should exist. The 
Mexican forces at the posts in their possession, and which 
have been so, will not be disturbed as long as the relations 
of peace between the United States and Mexico continue. 


WM. L. MARCY. 
Brigadier General Z. TAYLOR., 


Well, now, sir, yau will recollect that in his 
march he was met at San Colorado by officers wha 
remonstrated against his passage; and at San Isabel 
he found that the custom-houses had been set on 
fire. How did this happen, if Texas had posses- 
sion of this country? How did it happen that he 
found none but Mexicans there, burning their 
houses and fying from his troops? The Texans 
were our friénds. They would not have fled from 
friendly forces, and burned their houses, as if our 
troops were barbarians, coming to waste with fire 
and sword. No, they were Mexicans. Well, our 
army-.encamped—where? In the Mexican corn 
and cotton fields bordering the river; they placed 
their batteries on the. bank of the river command- 


ing the city of Matamoros, so as to spot any house | 


in the town. So wrote our officers from the very 
place. Sir, the Senator from Missouri well said, 
that such an act as this was an act of unparalleled 
outrage—a seizure of a slice of the Mexican Re- 
public. I will mention another fact In connection 
with this subject, which is worth remembrance. 
I, is this: that Texas framed a new constitution 
when she came into this Union, and took especial 
care not to specify her boundaries. 1 looked over it 
to-day, and found that she has left that matter 
entirely open, I presume because the act of annex- 
ation by which she came into the Union made pro- 
vision for the establishment of the boundary by 
the Government of the Union. (The first of these 
annexation resolutions provides, that Congress 
doth consent that the territory properly included 
within, and rightfully belonging to, the Republic 
of Texas, may be erected into a new State, to be 
called the State of Texas, with a republican form 
of government, to be adopted by the people of said 
Republic, by deputies in convention assembled, 
with the consent of the existing Government, in 
order that the same may be admitted as one of the 
States of this Union. 

That the foregoing consent of Congress is given 
upon the condition that the said State be formed, 
subject to the adjustment, by this Government, of 
all questions of boundary that may arise with other 
Governments. ] 

Now, why were these words introduced into 
that resolution? Did not the speech of the Senator 
from Arkansas, from which I have read, furnish a 
key to this mystery, which seems to have op- 
pressed the minds of some gentlemen? That Tex- 
as was pot admitted with the limits which she 
had prescribed for herself, but with such as might 
be rightfully and properly assigned to her; to be 
subject to settlement by negotiation with this Gov- 
ernment, is as clear as any proposition can be. 

Mr. CALHOUN. Will the Senator yield the 
floor that I may make a short explanation in refer- 
ence to that treaty? It is a treaty which I nego- 
tiated in reference to the admission of Texas, and 
which was rejected by the Senate. 

In making that treaty, and entering into it, I by 
no means assumed that the Rio del Norte was the 
western boundary of Texas. On the contrary, Í 
assumed that the boundary was an unsettled one 
between Mexico and Texas. No provisions were 
made in reference to it, because Texas, by the pro- 
visions of that treaty, was to come into the Union 
as a Territory; and as such, the right of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to settle the boundary 
was unquestionable: there was an express provis- 
ion to that effect. It was different in reference to 
the resolutions under which Texas was actually 
admitted into the Union. They proposed to admit 
her as a State, not as a Territory; and, coming in 
that character, it would have been necessary to 
have had the consent of Texas to establish a 
boundary between her and Mexico. Those reso- 
lutions, to avoid the difficulties which might result, 
very properly cantained a provision which provi- 
ded that the matter in dispute should be settled by 
the Government of the United States. 

I am far from thinking that the treaty which I 
negotiated established the Del Norte as the bound- 
ary. Immediately after the negotiation, I despatch- 
ed a messenger to our chargé in Mexico, and, 
among other things, intimated to him that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States was prepared to set- 
tle the boundary on the most liberal terma, What 
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boundary was contemplated at the time, it is un- 
necessary to state, and would be improper, per- 
haps, on the present occasion. 

Mr. SEVI If the Senator from Maryland 
will indulge me a moment, I would here remark, 
that when the treaty was before us, the Senator 
from Missouri, some time in April, introduced a 
resolution calling on President Tyler to furnish us 
with the boundary line of Texas. That call, if I 
remember right, was referred to the State Depart- 
ment, and we had, in response, a map, now on 
file, defining the boundary, with broad blue lines, 
from the mouth of the Rio Grande to its sources. 
To strengthen our position as friends of the mea- 
sure of annexation, we were furnished also with 
amemoir, giving us the quantity of land then 
claimed, the billions of acres, and thousands of 
square miles, computing the whole of it, from the 
mouth to the source of that river. That was the 
boundary for which we contended at that time. 
There was a difficulty about this boundary. Will 
the Senator pardon me a few moments longer? 
Those of us who supported the treaty never had the 
slightest difficulty, in our own minds, as to the title 
to that portion of the country below New Mexico, 
or the Santa Fé country; about that portion we did 
have some difficulty, as we thought it a fair sub- 
ject for negotiation, and we went upon the ground 
that it was held by revolution—that the arms of 
Texas had conquered it. 

I would observe, that a former Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. McDurrie] and Mr. Walker, 
of the Treasury Department, who were advocates 
with him of the treaty, never heard from him, or 
Tyler, or any one else in favor of the treaty, that 


|| the Nueces, or any other than the Rio Grande be- 


low the Nueces, was the proper boundary of Texas. 
The map coming from his own department, to 
which I formerly referred, and the constitution of 
Texas, both represented the Rio Grande as the 
boundary. If there had been a different view en- 
tertained about the boundary at that time, I sup- 
pose I should have heard something of it. I may 
take occasion, at some future period, to dwell at 
length upon this subject. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have heard the Senator from 
South Carolina with a great deal of pleasure. I 
had not forgotten that map of Texas, and Í think 

"I know all aboutit. If I recollect distinctly, in the 
memoir which accompanied it, the intelligent offi- 
cer who made the map, Lieutenant Emory, stated 
that he felt himself bound to designate the bound- 
aries of Texas as prescribed in her ordinance, not 
meaning to assign them as the true boundaries. It 
exhibited the boundaries as claimed by T'exas, and 
I was not unaware of the position of the Senator 
from South Carolina on this point, nor did I mean 
to say that the objection taken by the Senator from 
Missouri properly applied to this treaty. Proba- 
bly, if I had not been interrupted, I should have 
made the explanation which the Senator himself 
has just offered. 

But the argument of the Senator from Missouri 
was conclusive to me of the want of title to the 
whole of the country, from the source of the Rio 
Grande in the region of eternal snows, to its mouth, 
in the clime of perpetual flowers. If the Senator 
‘from Arkansas will pardon me the remark, [ have 
often heard him say, tiit this Santa Fé country 
was the weak point of this case. I am afraid he 
did not characterize it exactly right after alt, I have 
heard of such a point-as it is elsewhere. It is 
called Point no Point. It has not the semblance 
of argument; there is not the fragment. of a fact to 
sustain it. He, himself, admits that Texas never 
had a soldier at Santa Fé, except as a prisoner, 
All the Texans that were ever there were either 
taken prisoners by the Mexicans or killed. The 
Mexicans had undoubted sway there, they had 
dominions there for centuries, and the Senator 
from Missouri knew that well; and he stated that 
they had possession of it for a hundred years be- 

‘fore La Salle ever saw the coast of Texas. Well, 
sir, we must all admit, that. the only armed force 
in the disputed territory on the lower as well as 
the upper Del Norte wag a Mexican force. I al- 

lude to the armed company at Loredo, commis- 
sioned by the Mexican Government. Very pos- 
sibly the object was to protect the people from 
Indian incursions, as I think I have heard stated 

_by the Senator from Texas himself. 

Mr. RUSK. Loredo is in the bounds of Texas, 
as defined in the constitution of 1824. 

Mr. PEARCE, I know itis not in Tamaulipas. 
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It was within the boundary of the United State of 
Coahuila and Texas, but not-in Texas itself. In 
1824, Texas was not yet created into a separate 
State; Coahuila extended across the country, as 
all the maps show, to the Nueces. The only mil- 
itary post then on the lower Rio Grande was the 
post of Loredo, at which were stationed armed 
men, commissioned by Mexican authority. 

But my colleague referred to several acts of Con- 
ress, as authorities, to sustain him in his position. 
he first act, of December, 1845, extending the 

laws of the United States to Texas, was cited by 
him as oneof these authorities. I confess I am at 
a loss to know how any inference can be drawn 
from that, in favor of our right, or the right of 
Texas, to the country between the Nueces and the 
Rio Grande. It affirms no limits of Texas. As 
the resolution of annexation applied only to Texas, 
as properly limited, so this law provided that over 
Texas proper, with her rightful limits, the laws of 
the United States should beextended. Well, then 
my colleague referred to the act of February, 1846, 
making Corpus Christi a port of delivery, and Gal- 
veston a port of entry. But Corpus Christi was 
within the limits which Texas maintained by force 
of arms—within the bounds of revolutionized 
Texas; and, undoubtedly, we took Corpus Christi 
into the Union when we admitted Texas, and we 
had as good a right to establish a port of delivery 
there, as we had to establish a port of entry at 
Galveston. Corpus Christi'was the frontier settle- 
ment of Texas, and having been always since the 
revolution under her jurisdiction, was as little dis- 
puted as Nacogdoches itself. Here the possession 
was unquestioned, and the title absolute; but this 
factcould give no color toa claim to territory beyond 
her reach, and not subject to the sway of Texas. 
But 4he act of February 2, 1847, is also invoked in 
a'd of the argument. Sir, this act was passed long 
after the war was recognized by Congress; indeed 
it was a conseqeence of the war, and cannot apply 


to a state of things existing at the commencement’ 


of hostilities. It provided, among othens, for a 
post route from the Brazos to Fort Brown. I well 
recollect the history of that act and the proceed- 
ings, while it was pending here. Some objection 
was made to it, as likely to be quoted in aid of the 
boundary question, when it was explained by more 
than one member. Allow me to refer to it, and to 
read a few remarks of the honorable Senator from 
‘Texas on the subject. When it came here, after 
its passage in the House of Representatives, it was 
objected that it might involve some question as to 
the boundary of Texas: 

& Mr. Rusk said if he could suppose that this provision 
would involve any question as to the boundary rights of 
Mexico or Texas, he would noturge it. The establishment 
of this route would prevent the necessity of sending the let- 
ters to the army through a circuitof five hundred miles. He 
had another reason for pressing this route. Texas ever 
since her annexation had been worse supplied with mail 
routes than she was before. There were five or six coun- 
ties entirely destitute of accommodation. If the bill were 
amended and sent back to the House, great delay must be 
the consequence; and the Postmaster General was now 
waiting for its passage, to make the necessary contracts.” 


The honorable Senator from Texas then dis- 
claimed the view of raising the question of bound- 
ary on the biil. 

r. RUSK. Will the Senator allow me to in- 
terrupt him for a moment? My remarks were not 
exactly reported, though I did state the substance 
of what had just been read. I remarked that I did 
not look on the bill as involving at all the question 
of boundary; that if it did, and no motion was 
made to strike out the clause, I should do it. 

Mr. PEARCE. TheSenator says, that the re- 
port is substantially correct, though not exactly 
so. I knew that the question had been raised in 
the House of Representatives, and that it was put 
on a footing which I, myself, recognized as legit- 
imate. JI find that when this bill was introduced 
into the House, Mr. Vinron moved to amend it. 

~Mr. Vinton moved to amend the bill by adding 
to the second section the following : 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be understood to 
contain an expression by Congress of its opinion as to the 
question of boundary between the territory of the United 
States and Mexico. 

In the discussion which followed, I find that Mr. 
Dromgoole made the following remarks : 

& Mr. DroMGOOLE resuming, said he supposed that neither 
the transportation of the mail, nor the establishment of a 
post office, or of acustom-house, were conclusive facts in 
regard to a boundary, whenever the two nations should see 


fit to enter into negotiation thee tan it. But admit that 
this is disputed boundary, and then having possession of it, 
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we have the complete right to govern the country during the 
possession, even.if it be a military possession. We have 
not only the power to establish post offices, post routes, and 
custom -houses, but to introduce civil government, not only 
on this side of the Rio Grande, but through all the provinces 
of Mexico which had been overrun by our arms, we had the 
right to establish governments during the time we occupy 


them. None of these were conclusive; they were mere 


acts which we might do because we had possession of the 
country.”? 

Now, sir, this is perfectly right, and I may add 
that it is characteristic of the intelligent, adroit, 
and skillful parliamentarian who made the remark. 
It was necessary to supply our army with post- 
masters, and certainly he had authority to do so— 
the country being in our possession by military 
occupation. We had, undoubtedly, as good a 
right to establish a post route to Fort Brown as to 
send troops there. But I need not argue this point 
further. The ground of the passage of the law 
was not that we had a title to the country, and it 
cannot be invoked for that purpose. It is proof 
only of our military occupation of the country of 
which it was a consequence. — 

Well, now, the next position to which I ask the 
attention of the Senate, is this: that, as we were 
entitled to the east bank of the river—that being 
assumed, though I think I have shown that it was 
not so—the President was bound to march the 
forces of the United States to the Rio Grande, in 
order to dispossess the Mexicans. 

Mr. JOHNSON.’ I did not say so. 

Mr. PEARCE. [am aware that the Senator 
did not take that position; it is the language of the 
President himself, and I find it repeated in the 
Union of to-day. I hold that if Texas had a right- 


ful claim to the country, it being in possession of 


Mexico, this gave him no right to march the 
troops of the United States there. That was an 
act of war, which, under the Constitution of the 
United States, the President had no right to com- 
mit; this is solely at the discretion of Congress, 
and is usurpation in the other branch of the Gov- 
ernment, no matter under what circumstances it 
may be done. I make this declaration under high 
authority. Let me remind the Senate of the ex- 
ample given by the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Bapcer] at the last session. When Mr. 
Jefferson addressed a confidential communication 
to Congress, and invited their attention to the con- 
dition of a certain portion of the State of Louisi- 
ana, then held by Spain, in violation of the treaty 
of 1803, he represented to Congress that he had 
tried negotiations in vain, but did not feel at lib- 
erty to send the United States forces into that part 
of Louisiana, because, as he said, that act, Spain 
being in possession, might change the relations of 
the country, and transfer them from a state of 
peace to a state of war. That territory clearly 
belonged unto us alone; but it was not taken pos- 
session of by order of the President. Spain fora 
long time retained possession of the port of Mo- 
bile and the Florida parishes, as they were called. 
Nor were the latter taken possession of by the 
arms of the United States until, in 1810, the 
country was revolutionized by a set of private ad- 
venturers, who set up a government for them- 
selves. In that state of affairs, Congress not 
being in session, Mr. Madison issued a proclama- 
tion, and took possession, because, otherwise, as 
he said, these parishes would have been consid- 
ered derelict. He took it out of the hands of the 
private adventurers, who had ousted the Spanish 
authorities and taken possession of it. Mr. Mad- 
ison did not take possession of Mobile till 1813, 


| after the passage of the secret act of Congress of 


that year, authorizing him to do so. Now, I say, 
then, upon the strength of the authorities, that if 
Mexico had possession of the territory, or any 
part of the territory, between the Nueces and thé 
Rio Grande—even if they had commanded it from 
the opposite bank of the river, as they might have 
done at Matamoros—the President had no right to 
take possession of that portion of it in the pos- 
session of Mexico. This is not the only instance 
of the forbearance with which this Government 
has submitted to the holding of country claimed 
by us by foreign nations. How long was it before 
cértain British posts, included within the limits of 
the United States by the treaty of 1783, actually 
came into our possession? Great Britain held 
them, I think, from 1783 till after Jay’s treaty 
and the defeat of the Indians by General Wayne. 
Yet we declared no war against Great Britain. 
General Washington never thought of sending an 
army to take possession of these posts. | 
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Mr. HANNEGAN. T 
Britain till 1795, 

Mr. PEARCE, A period of twelve years. Let 
me refer also to the northeastern boundary question, 
in dispute, from the treaty of 1783 down to the 
settlement by the treaty of Washington in 1842, 
I think both Houses of Congress, by a unanimous 
vote, declared our title to the boundary as we 
claimed it, and yet Great Britain occupied a por- 
tion of the territory; even her military forces, were 
there, and not only so, but a citizen of t ited 
States was arrested on the soil claimed b was 
carried away and incarcerated in a British dun- 
geon, yet neither General Jackson, during whose 
administration the controversy existed, nor Mr. 
Van Buren, during whose administration the inci- 
dent, which I have just related occurred, ever 
thought of marching the United States troo 
there, and taking possession of the country. e 
knew that Congress alone could authorize such a 
proceeding. That dispute was settled by negotia- 
tion, and if one-half the forbearance had been ex- 
ercised towards weak and prostrate Mexico, which 
was manifested towards Great Britain in that con- 
troversy, we should have had no war—not a drop 
of blood would have been shed, not a dime in your 
treasury would have been wasted. 

I know another instance more recent and more 
flagrant. Let me remind the Senate of the case 
of the Caroline. There, undoubtedly, American 
blood was shed upon American soil—shed by Brit- 
ish troops—led by a British officer, who was ap- 
plauded and promoted for the act; and yet Mr. 
Van Buren did not take the law into-his hands 
—he did not make war against Great Britain—he 
did not ask Congress to make war, That was an 
act of hostility unf@oubtedly, but Mr. Van Buren 
was content to settle the matter by negotiation. I 
wish to know, sir, whether the United States 
intend to reverse the time-honored maxim— 

& Parcere subjectis, debellare superbos?” 
Shall we make war on the weak, and not upon the 
strong? I fear we have forgotten that maxim in 
our course towards Mexico, and trample upon her 
who is least able to resist us. I do not doubt that 
it is the duty of the President of the United States 
to repel invasion when made within our acknowl- 
edged limits. But I deny that thatis war. I deny 
that there can be a state of war, properly so called, 
unless the Congress of the United States have ex- 
erted their powers, and declared war. It is not for 
the President to put the country in a state of war, 
certainly not to invade a territory claimed by us 
without right, and then to vindicate himself by the 
declaration, that the territory of the United States 
was invaded; that American blood had been shed 
upon American soil. Sir, I blushed for the Presi- 
dent when he made that monstrous assertion. 
Now, as to the further prosecution of the war, the 
President tells us very distinctly in his message, 
that we are to have no peace, with his consent, 
until complete indemnity shall be obtained from 
Mexico— indemnity for the past and security for 
the future,” well characterized yesterday by the 
Senator from Delaware, as one-half of Mexico for 
indemnity, and theother half as security! I agree 
with my colleague in his declaration, that in the 
triumphs of our arms we have obtained ample in- 
demnity. 1 do not like to boast of the prowess of 
my countrymen, but certain'y I have been as much 
struck by their achievements in Mexico, as by the 
story of any battles that I have ever read. I know 
nothing to compare with them, unless it be the de- 
feat of the Russians at Narva, by Charles XII of 
Sweden. As to indemnity for the expenses of the 
war,when, let me ask, have we ever sought compen- 
sation in damages from other nations with whom 
we have been at war? We have had but three 
wars: the war of the Revolution—a just one, | take 
it—was the first one in which we were engaged, 
and I do not see why we should not as well de- 
mand indemnity for its expenses as for the one in 
which we are now involved. But nobody dream- 
ed of demanding indemnity for that war. The 
war of 1812 was a just war, as I believe—eminent- 
ly a just war—provoked by British aggression, by 
the impressment of our seamen, by injuries in vio- 
lation of our commercial rights. We waged that 
war for three years, and settled it, as. I suppose 
everybody agreed, without any loss of national 
honor, but without receiving or demanding any 
indemnity. We spent from one to two hundred 
millions in that war, and did not get a penny back, 
l never heard that Mr, Madison. and his inet, 
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and the wise men who were in this Chamber then, 
and who ratified the treaty of peace, were reproach- 


ed for sacrificing the honor of the country in not 


obtaining pecuniary indemnity. Sir, I despise, I 
scorn this demand of pecuniary indemnity for vio- 
lated faith, whether made by an individual or a 
nation. I never heard of such a thing amongst 
gentlemen. I have had the curiosity to examine 
Jonah Barrington’s-account of the celebrated Kil- 
ken ub, renowned for being composed of the 
modiiylou gentlemen that ever pulled trigger. 
By rules, the reparation of personal insults 
and wrongs is reduced to a regular system. Every 
offence was strictly defined, and the appropriate 
degree of punishment prescribed. If the offence 
were slight, the party aggrieved might be satisfied 
with an exchange of shots. Ifa little more aggra- 
vated, it was requisite that one party should be 
blooded. When the offence was of a very grave 
nature, somebody was to be well blooded; and 
there was scarcely any offence which required, 
according to these rules of chivalrous honor, that 
the combat should be mortal. Certainly, in no in- 
stance is it recorded in the annals of the Kilkenny 
Club that pecuniary compensation was to be de- 
manded by the party offended. Sir, Barrington 
records no instance in which the offender was called 
upon to pay for the powder and ball consumed, the 
pistols used, and transportation to the field of honor 
—that is to say, the hack-hire! Now, I am un- 
willing to place a nation in a lower scale than a 
private individual; neither have I one rule for 
Mexico and another for England. 

. What is the condition of Mexico? Before Ire- 
ply to that inquiry, let me say, that I am perfectly 
disposed to.demand of Mexigo compensation in 
damages, not for the violation of national honor, 
but for the injuries done to our citizens in their 
commerce. We are their guardians—guardians 
of their pecuniary rights, which we are bound to 
maintain as against Mexico and all the world, and 
to see repaired by pecuniary indemnification. l 
hold it to be perfectly right to demand indemnity 
of Mexico on that ground. If she cannot give 
indemnity in money, let us take it in Jand. But 
do not let us make thata pretext for robbing Mex- 
ico. She is prostrate and bleeding at your feet. 
Your armies have triumphed in every combat, 
from that of Palo Alto to the last battle at Chapul- 
tepec. She has been completely vanquished—her 
towns stormed and bombarded—her seaports in 
your possession or beleagured by your fleets—her 
Government fugitive, and your armies, in the fash- 
ionable phrase of the day, ‘‘revelling in the Halls 
of the Montezumas.”’ hat more do you want? 
Is not this enough? Did you ever hear of the bully 
who, when he had knocked his man down, thought 
it his vulgar duty to pull out his eyes? 

Do you recollect, sir, the epistle of Tom Crib to 
Big Ben? 

« What! Ben, my old hero, is this your renown— 

‘Is this the new go—kick a man when he’s down? 


When the foe has knocked under to tread on him then? 
By the fist of my father! I blush for thee, Ben.” 


Did you ever hear of a duellist who, when he had 
shot his man, insisted on bowie-knifing him on 
the spot? Mexico cannot bring an army into the 
field. Her revenues are exhausted. She is help- 
less and hopeless, except in your mercy. Yet you 
propose to carry the war farther—‘‘into the vitals 
of the country.’’ Not satisfied with the blood al- 
ready shed, do you thirst for more? Do you de- 
sire more towns to bombard, fresh armies to de- 
feat? When there are none of these to be found, 
will you rejoice in the slaughter of the miserable 
guerrilleros ? j 

Mr. President, let us take care that the disgrace- 
ful guerrilla warfare of Spain be not renewed upon 
this continent! Is there to be no end to this state 
of things? Ido not believe that the violated honor 
of the country requires such vindication. ‘That 
honor is in much greater danger of being tarnished 
by our own conduct in the further prosecution of 
this war. l 

But, it is said, Mexico must sue for peace! 
Will you persist in this, when she is too proud to 
sue for peace? You must know that she is anxious 
for peace. I know that a treaty of peace can be 
obtained from Mexico. I make that assertion after 
a perusal of the correspondence between the Mex- 
ican commissioners and Mr, Trist. She offers 
ample indemnity for everything but the expenses 
of the war. She proposes to cede California, from 
its junction with Oregon to the thirty-seventh de- 
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gree of latitude. This comprises nearly two hun- 
dred thousand square miles of territory, as I have 
been told—thrice the territorial extent of Virginia, 
and larger than all the New England States, New 
York, and Pennsylvania together; and it includes 
the harbor of San Francisco—the coveted object of 
our desire—and which, sir, alone is worth more 
than the claims of our citizens against Mexico. 
Well, Mexico gives very sufficient reasons why 
she should not cede more. She says that Lower 
California commands her province of Sonora, and 
that she cannot be-asked to give up what would 
make her vulnerable in her weakest point. She 
cannot give up all Upper California, because a por- 
tion of it is necessary to maintain the land com- 
munication between Lower California and the other 
portions of her dominions. She cannot give up 
New Mexico, because the people there are loyal; 
they are devoted to Mexico. ‘They abhor union 
with this country. She cannot, therefore, give up 
New Mexico. It is cruel to insist that she should 
give itup. I do not want it; and with my vote 
New Mexico will never be added to this Union— 
never, sir, never! Besides, it is inconsistent with 
the essential principle of our Government—the con 
sent of the governed. . 

What were the objects of the formation of this 
Union? Let me read you, sir, from the Constitu- 
tion : 

« We, the people of the United States, in order to form a 
more perfect union, establish justice, ensure domestic tran- 
quillity, provide for the common d@@fence, promote the gen- 
eral weltare, and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves 
and our posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution 
for the United States of America.” ; 

“« To establish union ’’—* to ensure domestic 
tranquillity ’’—these were amongst the glorious ob- 
jects for which our Constitution was formed. Sir, 
do you imagine that our union will be promoted— 
that our domestic tranquillity will be ensured by 
compelling these refractory communities to enter 
our Union, in spite of all the differences of blood, 
religion, race, and color, and filled with mortal ha- 
tred of us as they now are? Noman can be so 
foolish, sir, as to suppose*that by such means our 
union will be promoted. Is such a union possi- 
ble? It reminds me of the story in ‘‘ Le Diable 
Boiteux.” You may remember, sir, the story of 
the two demons,-who quarrelled and raised such an 
uproar in Lucifer’s dominions, that he was com- 
pelled to interfere. He commanded them, under 
infernal pains and penalties, to embrace and swear 
to be friends forever. We didso, said the demon, 
and have hated each other mortally ever since: 
such, sir, will be the consequence of that union, 
which you wish to bring about. Such will be the 
fraternal union, between the United States and 
Mexico. I see it predicted, sir, that if we should 
annex Mexico, she would be to us, what Ireland 
is to Great Britain—a perpetual source of blood- 
shed, embarrassment, annoyance, endless disquie- 
tude. I do trust, that the country will not sanction 
such an idea—that the Senate will not sanction it 
—that in the progress of this discussion, all will 
come to perceive the truth, as l think that I per- 
ceive it. 

l have said that, in my opinion, we can now ob- 
tain satisfactory terms from Mexico. I do not 
mean to say, that the terms offered by the Mexi- 
can Commissioner were precisely such as [ would 
accept, but they afford, atall events,a proper basis 
for negotiation. 

If we do not stop here, when and where shall we 
stop? Are we to become the ocean-bound Repub- 
lic, spreading over the whole continent? ‘That is 
what some gentlemen contemplate. 1 recollect that 
one very ultra gentleman said some time since that 
the day was fast approaching when ‘‘ even China 
Would be a component part of the United States.” 
Are our dreams of ambition boundless? If we 
go on in this way enlarging our boundaries, must 
we not eventually be broken into fragments? Must 
we not come at last to dissolution, like the circle in 
the water, which by ‘‘ broad spreading is disperséd 
to naught?” The bands which unite our country, 
if stretched so far, must inevitably snap. We 
must stop now or never. If we persist in this 
course, we must come to the project of my friend 
from Indiana, [Mr. Hannecan,| and then, I take 
it, the dissolution of the Union would be inevita- 
ble. I do not know that in such a case the event 
would be matter of regret. 

Let me trouble you with a few words more on 
the subject of the expenses of this war, in connec- 
tion with the bill more immediately the subject of 


discussion. I have examined the statement of the 
Secretary of the Treasury for this year, and I find 
that the expenses of the current year, taking the 
quarter which has expired, will amount to seventy- 
five millions. I confess I was startled when I saw 
the statement. The Secretary says: 


The total receipts and means for the year 
ending June, 1848, are estiinated at 

The expenditures for the first quarter, which 
are ascertained, being...... $16,469,194 69 

And the estimated expendi- 
ditures for the rest of the 
year being as follows: 

Civil list, foreign intercourse, 
and miscellaneous. ...+++e. 

Army proper, including volun- 


$42,886,545 80 


$5,485,180 42 


LCOTH.. ce ccccccccccvccccces 19,080,865 58 
Fortifications, ordnance, arm- 

I N KC scccvecavns 2,026,446 50 
Indian departinent........... 1,720,660 26 
Pens P T E T 1,063,523 66 
Naval establishment. .. s.s... 10,241,072 47 
Interest on public debt and 

treasury notes. .......see0. 2,250,577 18 


Treasury notes outstanding, 


and payable when presented 237,139 31 


The whole expenditures willbe.............. 568,615,660 07 


Leaving an excess of expenditures over 
means, Ist July, 1848 00... cee cece sevens §15,729,114 27 


When the war commenced, we had a surplus of 
twelve millions in the treasury, and Congress 
adopted new financial measures, which were ex- 
pected by the Administration to improve the con- 
dition of the treasury. But we have spent the 
twelve millions surplus, all the current revenues 
which we have received, increased as they are said 
to have been by the new tariff, besides thirty-eight 
millions, according to my computation, of loans 
and treasury notes. In January last, the Secre- 
tary came to us for twenty-three millions, which 
he said would be ample. But, in a month, he 
asked for authority to re-issue five millions of 
treasury notes, and now another loan of eighteen 
and a half millions is demanded for the service of 
the present year. I apprehend it will be neces- 
sary to raise more than that for the excess of ex- 
penditure in the year 1849. This is a woful s'ate 
of things. I venture to say, that if you continue 
your military operations as they are now conduct- 
ed, before eighteen months, either your treasury 
will be bankrupt, or you will be obliged to adopt 
some new and extraordinary financial measures. 
I, for one, shall be prepared for the crisis. — 

It is not just, sir, that the coming generation 
should suffer for the folly of the present. It is not 
just to keep glory for the present age and taxes for 


the next. Ifyou will have the glory, you ought 
to have the taxes along with it. I believe the onl 


way to bring the people to a just sense of the enor- 
mity of this war is to let them feel the cost of it. 
My colleague spoke of the revenue to be derived 
from Mexico, and ventured the opinion that the 
war could be sustained in this way, without the 
cost of a dollar to our treasury. But, is it to be. 
expected that Mexico, in her present depressed 
condition; kept down by an enemy holding her 
powerful towns, overrunning her country; her in- 
dustry paralyzed; her trade and business broken 
up; her people ground to the dust by military op- 
pression—will furnish any thing like the amount 
which he has represented & accruing to her treas- 
ury in time of prosperity? You won’t get a dol- 
lar which is not forced from her at the point of the 
bayonet. He speaks of the duty upon contracts, 
and says that they might now be stamped by your 
authority, and that thus a considerable revenue 
would be obtained. But, sir, they will not make 
these contracts, especially when there is a proba- 
bility that, if made, they will be invalidated when 
the present state of things shall terminate. Sir, 
this is all illusion, and if you could get the whole 
revenue which Mexico raised in a period of peace 
and prosperity, you would get but twenty-one mil- 
lions, and your military operations are costing you 
nearly fifty millions. ‘The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, sanguine as he is, does not estimate these re- 
sources half so high as my colleague. 

He has not: been able, he says, to obtain any 
reliable statement of the amount of duties realized 
in Mexico on exports. The duties on specie 
might amount to half a million. The receipts 
from duties on imports, in a time of peace, have 
varied from six to twelve millions. What proba- 
bility is there, that these would be half the first 
sum, when our armies were covering the whole 
country ? 
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Even the Secretary thinks that nolarge portion 
of theinternal revenue could be collected under our 
military; and he, with all his eagerness to present 
a favorable view of this project, admits that he has 
no sufficient data on which to base any reliable 
estimate as to this source of revenue. So that I 
caution the country against these delusive conjec- 
tures. , As for the 10,000 men proposed by the bill, 
I will not vote for one of them. 

I believe with the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
CRITTENDEN, ] that we have troops enough for all 
the legitimate purposes of this war, and more than 
enough; and while I would not deny them food 
and clothing, I would not now give for the war 
another soldier until I saw a disposition on the. 
part of the Executive to bring about a peace. 

I look at the honor of the country in a different 
aspect from that in which it seems to be regarded 
by some Senators, to whom I do not impute any 
other than patriouc motives. I think they are 
entirely mistaken. For myself, I am willing to 
take the reproach of consistent dullness, by ad- 
hering to the doctrines which I have here an- 
nounced, and refusing to vote a man more until I 
see a better disposition on the part of the Execu- 
tive to make peace. I believe that the favorable 
opportunity to make peace was allowed to pass 
unimproved. I believe that if this Government 
had not demanded too much, they could have 
made.a peace perfectly satisfactory to the country, 
and that it still may be obtained on just and hon- 
orable terms. I will not increase the forces in 
Mexico for the purpose of overrunning and an- 
nexing the country. It would be a lasting re- 

sroach to us to do so. I wish to see the United 

tates disposed to settle this controversy in a 
spirit of magnanimity more glorious even than all 
the victories we have gained. 


Mr. BADGER rose and signified his intention 
of addressing the Senate on the bill under consid- 
eration. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland. I ask the in- 
dulgence of the Senator from North Carolina. I 
rise to put a question to my friend and colleague, 
to which I hope he will reply now, if he can, and 
if not, at some future time, when he shall have 
reflected on the answer. If I am right in my recol- 
lection, my friend was not here on the 13th of 
May, 1846, when the law of that session passed. 

Mr. PEARCE assented. 

Mr. JOHNSON. IfIam right, then, as to the 
opinions of my colleague at that time, if he had 
been here he would not have voted for the law as 
it passed. If I am ‘right as to the reason which 
would have influenced him in giving that vote, it 
would have been because of the preamble to that 
act. The question I now wish to propound is, 
whether he would have voted for that law without 
the preamble? 

r. PEARCE. Yes; I should have done so. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Just so. 

Mr. PEARCE. But I beg to say something 
further. It was necessary that some military pro- 
vision should be made, and the exigency seemed 
to require a very large provision. Our army had 
been placed, by the act of the Executive, in a posi- 
tion of great peril. It was not for me to say that 
that army should be sacrificed. Not fora hundred 
millions would I have sacrificed one of its gallant 
officers or one of its brave men. Perhaps I may 
add, that it is very likely that I would have gone 
further then than now, pone I had not then so 
fully investigated the subject. An amendment was 
popora in the House of Representatives by Mr, 

chenck, which fully met my views. The amend- 
ment was as follows: 


t 

“ Mr. SCHENCK then sent up to the Clerk’s table, where 
it was read in part, the following amendment, which he gave 
notice of his intention to offer at the proper time: 

‘¢ Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert— 

‘¢ Whereas it has heen communicated to Congress by the 
President of the United States, that this Government is now 
at war with Mexico, and a call has been made on Congress 
for means to prosecute hostilities on the part of the United 
States; and 

“ Whereas Congress is informed that, in a war thus com- 
menced, losses have occurred to the army of the United 
States employed by the President on the bank of the river 
Del Norte, and that such army, if not alneady lost, is in an 
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exposed and perilous situation, and requires speedy relief 
and reinforcement: Therefore, 

«c Be it enacted, &c.¢ That while Congress will not sanction 
or approve the forcible occupation, under the orders of the 
President of the United States, of territory between the 
rivers Nueces and Del Norte, by the armed forces of the 
United States, nor of any hostilities which have been car- 
ried on by order uf the President against the Government or 
people of Mexico, yet, to enable the President of the United 
States to relieve and to extricate the army of the United 
States from the position in which it has hecome involved, 
and to prevent any invasion or encroachments upon the ber- 
ritory of this Uuion, and to protect and defend, to the fullest 
extent, the citizens and people of the United States, as far 
ns the same may be in any way affected or endangered by 
hostilities with Mexico, the President is hereby authorized, 
in addition to al) the military and naval forces of the United 
States, to call for,” &c. ° 

That proposition, sir, would have met my entire 
approbation; and if that had failed, I should have 
been unwilling to place myself in the position of 
denying supplies to our army in peril. I should 
be disposed to take care of my own household 
first, and it would be only in the flush of victory 
that I should feel inclined to spare those with 
whom we are warring. | 

Mr. BADGER. [understand that the honor- 
able Senator from South Carolina (Mr. Butter] 
desires to occupy the attention of the Senate when 
the consideration of this subject shall be next re- 
sumed. I shall, therefore, very cheerfully yield 
to him—hoping, however, that I may be allowed 
to follow him. With that understanding, sir, I 
would now move an adjournment. 

Mr. CASS. If the Senator will pardon me, I 
would inquire of the Senator from Maryland 
whether I am to understand him as having said 
that the expenditures of the present year will be 
seventy-five millions. 

Mr. PEARCE. I stated that the estimates for 
the present year, including the actual expenses of 
the first quarter, would amount to seventy-five mil- 
lions, but I have now reason to suppose that I was 
mistaken. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Nixes] has satisfied me that sixteen millions, the 
expenses of the first quarter, were carried out under 
the same title, and, as I supposed they were not, I 
fell into that error in my calculation. But I believe 
that further deficiencies will run the actual expend- 
itures of the year to seventy millions of dollars. 

Mr. CASS. Did the Senator give an estimate 
of the expenses of the war? 

Mr. PEARCE. I stated the fact, sir, that you 
had twelve millions in the treasury at the com- 
mencement of the war. There can be no doubt 
about that. I then said that there was authorized 
to be borrowed, or issued in treasury notes—the 
same as a loan—the sum of thirty-eight millions, 
including the five millions authorized to be re- 
issued by the act of last session. Will the Sen- 
ator have the kindness to say whether I am 
mistaken ? 

Mr. CASS. 
estimate was. 

Mr. PEARCE. I should be very glad if the 
Senator would furnish me with means of making 
a better estimate, if | am wrong. 

Mr. CASS. If the request had been made, I 
should have complied with it with a great deal of 
pleasure. 

Mr. PEARCE. No doubt. If the gentleman 
wishes to put me upon a cross-examination—— 

Mr. CASS. Oh no, by no means. 

Mr. WESTCOTT. 1 voted inthe affirmative 
on the motion to adjourn to Monday next. At the 
request of several Senators, who seem to have la- 
bored under some misapprehension with regard to 
it, I now beg to move a reconsideration of that 
question. e 

On this motion the yeas and nays were demand- 
ed and ordered, and being taken, the result was— 
yeas 22, nays 21, 

The question recurring upon the adoption of the 
resolution, the yeas and nays were demanded, and 
ordered. l 

Mr. CASS. I move that the Senate do now ad- 


ourn. i 
i Mr. DAYTON. What will be the effect of the 
adoption of the motion just made ?° 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 
will stand adjourned until to-morrow. 


I merely wanted-+to know what his 
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Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland. Is the motion 
in order? 

Mr. BERRIEN. The Senate, by a resolution 
adopted this morning, determined that when it 
should adjourn, it should adjourn until Monday 
next. A motion has been made to reconsider that 
vote, and the motion for reconsideration has been 
adopted. But the resolution has not been rescinded 
—the question was about to be put upon that res- 
olution. If we adjourn now, iherefore, we shall 
adjourn over to Monday next. 

_Mr. CASS. Then I will withdraw my mo- 
tion. . Er 

Mr. SEVIER. This is certainly a very clear 
case. The reconsideration puts the question back 
to where it was this morning, before any action 
was had upon it. A motion to adjourn at that pe- 
riod would certainly have been®n order, as it now 
is in order. j 

Mr. CASS. I believe I will take the advice of 
my friend from Arkansas, and adhere to my mo- 
tion. 

The Secretary then proceeded with the call of 
the yeas and nays, and the result: was: Yeas 21, 
nays 22. 

he question recurring upon the original mo- 
tion, it was adopted. 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, January 14, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, to whom was referred Sen- 
ate bill for the relief of the administratrix of Eli- 
sha L. Keen, deceased, reported the same without 
amendment. Committed. œ . 

Mr. THOMAS, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the petitions of Daniel Brown 
and A. Conkling. Laid on the table. ` , 


_ Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported the following resolution, which 
was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a synopsis of the geological observations 
on the mineral lands of Lake Superior, made during the last 
session under the direction of Dr. Jackson, United States 
Geological Surveyor, be, and the same is hereby, ordered to 
be printed as a part of the report of the Commissioner of 
Public Lands. - 

Mr. TUCK, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, a a bill for the relief of Stephen Cham- 
plin; which was read and committed. __ 

Mr. WHITE, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following resolution; which was read 
and agreed to: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs inquire 
into the expediency of continuing the pension of Martha L. 
Downs five years from the 20th March, 1847, and report by 
bill or otherwise. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, asked that the said committee be dis- . 
charged from the petition of Levi M. Roberts, 
and that it lie on the table. Agreed to. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee 
on Roads and Canals, to whom was referred a 
bill to provide for completme the Cumberland 
road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and 
to Jefferson city, Missouri, reported the same bac 
to the House without amendment. Committed. 

The bill from the Senate for the relief of W. B. 
Slaughter, late Secretary of the Territory of Wis- 
consin, was taken up, read, and referred. 

Mr. JAMIESON, by general consent, intro- 
duced a bill for the relief of N. C. Orear. Read 
and referred. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Public 
Printing, to which was referred the resolution of 
the House providing for the printing of 1,000 ex- 
tra copies of the report of the Secretary of the — 
Treasury upon the coast survey, made a report, 
and recommended the adoption of the resolution; 
whereupon, the question was put on the resolu- 
tion, and it was agreed to. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 
On motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecti- 
cut, the House resolved itself into Committee of 
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the Whole (Mr. Cons, of Georgia, in the chair)’ 


on the private calendar. 


The bill for the relief of Robert Roberts, and 
the bill for the relief of Phineas Capen, legal ad- 
ministrator of John Cox, deceased, of Boston, 
were taken up, considered, and laid aside, to be 
reported to the House. 


The next bill in order was the bill for the relief 
of Mary Brown, widow of Jacob Brown. The 
bill provides for the granting of a pension to Mrs. 
Brown,‘of Clarksburg, Massachusetts, at the rate 
of twenty dollars per month, to commence Janu- 
ary 1, 1847, to continue during her natural life. 
The petitioner is the stepmother of Major Jacob 
Brown, who was killed while conducting the mili- 
tary operations at Fort Brown, on the Rio Grande, 
and: the widow of Jacob Brown, senior, a soldier 
of the revolutionary war, who died in October last, 
in the eighty-third year of his age. She is now 
seventy-four years of age, and, by the death of 
her husband, and the more recent death of his son, 
she is deprived of the means of support which she 
heretofore enjoyed, of which a revolutionary pea 
sion of twenty-four dollars, received by her hus- 
band, wasa part. "Po her husband she was married 
more than forty years ago, which did not bring 
her within the provisions of the general pension 
‘law; but all the circumstances furnished a case 
which appealed to the sympathies of the House. 
For the last thirteen years of the life of her hus- 
band, he was very infirm, and suffered extremely 
by sickness, by. which their means were limited, 
and now she is entirely destitute. A provision in 
the bill put this pension on the ground of the ser- 
vices of her step-son, but it was opposed by several 
gentlemen as the introduction of a principle that 


might lead to invidious distinctions, and very ob- | 


jectionable as a precedent in the bestowal of the 
bounties of the Government in the shape of pen- 
sions, however much they might sympathize with 
the applicant. 


Mr. GIDDINGS having moved to strike out the 
enacting words of the bill, a debate of considerable 
length arose thereon, which was participated in by 
Messrs. GIDDINGS, KING of Massachusetts, 
HASKELL, JOHNSON of Arkansas, ROCK- 
WELL of Massachusetts, HENLEY, CUM- 
MINS, SAWYER, POLLOCK, S. LAW- 
RENCE, FICXLIN, BOWLIN, 
JAMIESON, LAHM, JONES of Tennessee, 
TOMPKINS, and TURNER. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, pending the debate, withdrew 
his motion to strike out the enacting words of the 
bill, and moved as an amendment that the bill be 
recommitted, ‘* with instructions to report a general 
bill, including all such cases as may be considered 
proper.” This amendment was ruled out of or- 
der by the Chairman. 

Mr. GIDDINGS then moved that the bill be 
reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do not-pass. 

Mr. FICKLIN moved to amend the bill by add- 


ing as a proviso, ‘‘ that this pension is granted in 


consideration of the gallantry and death of Major’ 


Jacob Brown, (her step-son,) in command of the 
fort opposite Matamoros, and shall not be re- 

rded as a precedent in other cases.’’ . 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting after the word ‘* Massachusetts’’ the fol- 
lowing : ‘ Aged seventy-four years, and was born 
before the close of the Revolution.” 

The foregoing propositions of amendment were 
offered pending the debate. 

After Mr. TURNER concluded his remarks— 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, obtained the floor, 
and, on his motion, the committee rose and report- 
ed to the House the bills for the relief of Robert 
Roberts and of Phineas Capen. 

The committee reported progress on the bill for 
the relief of Mary Brown, widow of Jacob Brown. 

And then, on motion, the House adjourned to 
Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, January 17, 1848. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved 


Mr. BOYD rose to offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER stated, that under the rules, it 
was his duty to call for resolutions to-day; and 
having left off at Delaware on last resolution 
Monday, he would commence with Maryland. 

Mr. BOYD said the resolution he wished to 
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offer was always in order. It was, therefore, sent , 
up to the Clerk’s table and read. It provided for 
the termination of the debate on the President’s 
message at three o’clock to-day. 

‚Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, demanded 
the yeas and nays on its adoption. 

Mr. STEPHENS inquired of, the Chair if the 
resolution was in order. 

The SPEAKER replied, such a resolution was 
always in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, remarking that the resolu- 
tion was the same as had already been offered sev- 
eral times and voted down, requested the gentleman 
from Kentucky to withdraw it,and not consume the 
time of the House by the call for the yeasand nays. 

Mr. BOYD said, if he might be allowed to re- 
spond, he must say, that in his judgment, the 
President’s message should have been distributed 
among the various committees long since—indeed 
the very first week of the session, so that the 
committees might have had the various subjects 
before them, so as to act upon them and report. 
He did not feel himself disposed to yield this 
question to any other that could come up. He 
thought it of more importance at this time to refer 
the President’s message, and that the committees 
and the House act upon the various subjects to 
which their attention was called, than to consider 
any other subject. He must, therefore, decline 
to comply with the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

Mr. STEPHENS granted it was very import- 
ant to have the message referred to the committees. 
There were grave questions brought before the 
House in that message. But it was equally import- 
ant to this House and the country that these ques- 
tions be gravely considered and deliberated upon in 
this Flouse before the reference of the message. 
This House had consumed but three days in the 
consideration of these momentous questions, than 
which, he hesitated not to say, no questions more 
momentous had ever been presented to Congress 
since the organization of this Government. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
the motion to suspend the rules was not debatable. 
Incidental remarks were sometimes allowed by the 
indulgence of the House, but certainly no extend- 
ed remarks were in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved, then, to lay the reso- 
lution on the table. 

Mr. BOYD said, if the gentleman from Georgia 
would withdraw the motion, he would modify the 
resolution so as to provide that debate should 
cease in three hours after the message was again 
taken up in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. STEPHENS, declining to comply with the 
request, renewed his motion to lay on the table, 
and demanded the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 

‘The vote was announced to be 92 in the affirm- 
ative and 94 in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Green Ad- 
ams, Barringer, Barrow, Blanchard, Botts, Boydon, Butler, 
Canby, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, 
Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Gar- 
nett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Nathan 
Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Freediey, Gayle, Giddings, Gogzin, 
Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. 
Hampton, Moses Hainpton, Haskell, Henry, J. W. Houston, 
Hubhard, Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Irvin, Joha 
W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas Butler King, Daniel P. King, 
William T. Lawrence, Lincoln, McIlvaine, Marsh, Marvin, 
Morvhead, Mullin, Nes, Newall, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pollock, 
Preston, Putnam, Julius Rockwell, Jolin A. Rockwell, Ro- 
man, Rose, Root, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, 
Caleb B. Sinith, Truman Smith, Stephens, Strohm, Sylves- 
ter, Tallmadge, Thibodeaux, Taylor, Tompkins, Richard W. 
Thompson, Toombs, Tuck, Vinton, Warren, White, and 
Wilson—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bing- 
ham, Birdsall, Black, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, 
Wm. G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. 
Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Collins, 
Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Edsall, Faran, Featherston, 
Ficklin, Fries, French, Fulton, Green, Willard P. Hall, 
Hammons, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Henley, Hill, G. 
S. Houston, Inge, Jamieson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, 
James H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Kaufman, Kennon, Lahm, La Sère, Sidney Lawrence, 
Lefter, Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, McClelland, McClernand, 
McKay, McLane, Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, 
Nicoll, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, 
Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Sawyer, Simpson, 
Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Charles 
E. Stuart, Thomas, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, 


Robert A. Thompson, William Thompson, Thuraton, Tur- 
ner, Venable, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, and Wiley—94. 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 


The question then recurred on the adoption of 
the resolution. 


Jan. 17, 


Mr. TUCK moved to amend ‘it by inserting a 
substitute providing ‘‘ forthe termination of debate 
at three o’clock on the Ist day of February next, 
unless sooner disposed of.’ ` 

Mr. BOYD modified his resolution so as to pro- 
vide for the termination of debate after the House 
shall again have been in Committee of the Whole 
thereon for two hours. . 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to postpone the reso- - 
lution and amendment to this day week, and on 
this he asked for the yeas and nays. 

After a suggestion and a few observations from 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL and Mr. STEPHENS, 
the yeas and nays were ordered, and being taken, 
were—yeas 99, nays 98, as follows: 


YLAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Green 
Adams, Barringer, Barrow, Blanchard, Botts, Boydon, 
Buckner, Butler, Cabell, Canby, Chapman, Clingman, 
Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, Crowell, 
Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Garnett Duncan, 
Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, 
Fisher, Freedley, Gaines, Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Gregory, 
Griunell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses 
Hampton, Haskell, Heury, John W. Houston, Hubbard, 
Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, John W. Jones, Kellogg, ‘Thomas Butler King, Daniel 
P. King, William T. Lawrence, Lincoln, Mcilvaine, Marsh, 
Marvin, Morehead, Muilin, Nes, Newall, Outlaw, Paltrey, 
Pollock, Preston, Putnarn, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Roman, Rose, Root, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, 
Sherrill, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stephens, Andrew 
Stewart, Strohm, Syivester, Tallmadge, ‘Thibodeaux, Tay- 
lor, Tompkins, Richard W. Thomp-on, John B. Thompson, 
Toombs, Tuck, Vinton, Warren, White, and Wilson—99. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bing- 
ham, Birdsall, Black, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, 
William G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Chase, Franklin Clark, 
Beverly L Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Collins, Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Edsall, Faran, Feath- 
erston, Ficklin, French, Fries, Fulton, Green, Willard P. 
Hall, Hammons, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Henley, 
Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Jamieson, Jenkins, Andrew 
Johnson, James H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Lahm, La Sére, Sidney 
Lawrence, Leffler, Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClel- 
land, McClernand, McKay, McLane, Mann, Meade, Miller, 
Morris, Morse, Murphy, Nicoll, Peastee, Peck, Petrie, 
Peyton, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Robinson, 
Rockhill, Sawyer, Simpson, Siins, Sinart, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Thomas, James 
Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Robert A. ‘Thompson, Wil- 
liam Thompson, Thurston, Turner, Venable, Wentworth, 
Wick, Williams, and Wiley—9%8. 


So the resolution was postponed to Monday 
next. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the 
States, commencing at Maryland, for resolutions. 


Mr. ROMAN offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the propriety of making appropriations for the 
improvement of the harbor of Havre de Grace, Maryland, 
by removing obstructions from the entrance thereof, and 
that they report by bill or otherwise. 


Debate arising, it was laid over. 


Mr. McLANE offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War furnish to this House 
the report and mapof Licutenant Emory, of the ‘opograph- 
ical Engineers, of the route of the army under General 
Kearny from the Missouri river to the Pacific ocean, with 
such parts of the report of Captain Cook as related to his 
deviation from such route, and the report and map of Lieu- 
tenant Abert, of the same corps, of his examinations in the 
Province of New Mexico; and also the reports of such 
inilitary commanders serving with the army in Mexico as 
have been received since the transmission of his annual re- 
port to Congress, and already furnished to the Senate for 
publication, with the documenta accompanying said report. 


The resoiution being read— 

The SPEAKER stated thatall resolutions calling 
on the Executive Departments were required by 
the rule tọ lie over one day. , 


Mr. McLANE moved a suspension of the rules, 
for the purpose of considering the resolution, and 
also moved the previous question. 

Mr. SCHENCK suggested to Mr. McLane to 
modify his resolution, so as to include— 

« Also, the manuscript journal kept during that expedition 
by Captain Abraham R. Johnston, of the Ist dragoons, up to 
the time of his death, when killed in the battle of San Pas- 
cual, in California.” 

Mr. McLANE accepted the modification. 

The question was then put on suspending the 
rules, and it was agreed to, two-thirds voting 
therefor. 

The previous question was then seconded; and, 
under its operation, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BOTTS offered the following resolution, 
which was read, and laid over under the rule: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communieate to this House, if not incompatible 
with the public interests, the specific object for which he ap- 
plied to the tast Congress for an appropriation of three mil- 


lions of dollars, and the grounds on which he gave the 
assurance that such an appropriation would be the means” 
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of securing a speedy peace with Mexico; and that he also 
state whether any effort or proposition has been made by 
the Executive or its agent or agents for the disposition of 
said fund or any part thereof; or whether such agent or 
agents have been authorized to make propositions to the 
Mexican authorities, or any Mexican officers, civil or mili- 
tary, or to any citizen or citizens of Mexico, for the dispo- 
sition of the whole or any part thereof; and that he be 
requested to furnish all instructions and correspondence, 
together with all the facts and circumstances relating 
thereto; and if no dispnsition has been made, or attempted 
to be made, of said fund for the purpose of securing peace 
as promised, to state his reasons therefor. 


On motion of Mr. FULTON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Martinsville, in the county of 
Henry, to Floyd Court-house, Virginia. 


Mr. GOGGIN moved the following resolution; 


which was read and laid over under the rule : 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be communicated to this House any cor- 
respondence on file in any of the departments of the Govern- 
meut in regard to the duties at this time paid on American 
tobacco sent to the United, Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland since the year 1840, together with any instructions 
given by the President of the United States or any officer of 
this Government to the diplomatic representatives thereof in 
England and in other countries in regard to a diminution of 
such duties. 


On motion of Mr. MEADE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of amend- 
ing the laws on the subject of the transportation of the mails, 
so as to fix a maximum price for transporting the same on 
railroads and steamboats, and designate the route of mails 
of the first class, and report by bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. CLINGMAN, it was 

Resolved, That Isaac Shaw have leave to withdraw from 
the files of this House the papers in supportof his claim for 
a revolutionary pension, with a view to their being presented 
to the Pension Office. 


On motion of Mr. OUTLAW, it was 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Cominerce be instrucied 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
to reopen Roanoke inlet, in the State of North Carolina, at 
or near Nag’s Head; and that they have leave to report by 
bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. BARRINGER, it was 

Resolve}, That the petition and papers of Francis M. Hol- 
ton, tor an invalid pension, be withdrawn from the files of 
this House and referred to the Cominittee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be, and they are hereby, instructed to ascertain on 
inquiry, and report to this [Mou-e, the terms upon which the 
Postmaster General can‘be released from the contract made 
by him during the past year for the transportation of the great 
southern mail from Baltimore down the bay ; also, the terms 
upon which the Richmond and Fredericksburg Railroad and 
: Potomac Steamboat Company or Companies will engage to 
carry the same. 


On motion of Mr. RHETT, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing do inquire into 
the expediency of printing the remaining correspondence 
which has not been printed between the Governments of 
Great Britain and of the United States relative to the duties 
imposed by Great Britain on American rough rice or paddy. 


Mr. HOWELL COBB moved the following 


resolution, which was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to trans- 
mit to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions of this 
Honse the papers on file in the office of the Commissioner 
of Pensions in the case of Catharine Freeman, an applicant 
for a pension as the widow of a revolutionary soldier. 


On motion of Mr. TOOMBS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce inquire into 
the expediency of establishing by law a port of entry at Au- 
gusta, Georgia. l 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved the following 
resolution, which was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to re- 
port tu this House, as soon as practicable, what measures 
are necessary to impose and regulate the payment of post- 
ages on letters and other inailable matter received from for- 
eign ports at the ports of the United States, and sent from 
the ports of the United States to foreign ports; and also 
What measures are necessary to impose and regulate past- 


aze o niailable matter sent by sea from one port to another 
in the United States. 


Mr. CLARK, of Kentucky, moved a resolution 
referring petitions to committees. 
On motion of Mr. BOYD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instcncted to inquire into the expediency of relinquishing 
the Cumberland road, with all its fixtures, bridges, and ma- 
terials prepared for making the same, to the States respect- 
ively within which the same is situated. 


On motion of Mr. FRENCH, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route froin Grayson, in Carter county, Ken- 
tucky, via the precinct on Little Sandy, and Daniel Horton’s, 
to West Liberty, in Morgan county, and from thence via 
Hazle Green, to Jackson, in Breathitt county. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved thie fol- 


lowing resolutions: 
Resolved, That, in addition to the standing committees of 


this House, there shall be one called the Smithsonian Com- | 
mittee, whose duty it shall be to superintend the affairs of 
the Smithsonian Institution. 

Resoived, That the report made by the regents and accom- 
panying documents be referred to the Committee on the 
Smithsonian Institution, whose duty it shall be to examine 
the same in connection with the original journal and other 
documents from which they have been made, and report to 
this House whether, in their opinion, it is necessary to print 
all or any portion of thein, or not; and that said committee 
be, and is hereby, authorized and required to take into con- 
sideration the propriety and expediency of suspending all 
further operations of the Smithsonian Institution until the 
treasury of the United States be relieved from the heavy 
and pressing burden created hy the existing war between the 
anarchy of Mexico and the American Union. And, further, 
that said cominittee be authorized and required to procure 
the aid of three architects, distinguished in their profession, 
associated with two responsible and highly-reputed scientific 
practical builders, who shall take into consideration the 
site, the design, and material of which the present building 
is composed, and report the result of such examination to 
this House. And, further, that said committee take into 
consideration the propriety of so changing and remodelling 
the present design of the Sinithsonian Institution as to con- 
vert it intoa ‘ university,” in the extended sense of the 
term, including the manual labor feature, as to embrace 
agriculture, horticulture, and all the various branches of 
mechanism, or as many of them as may be deemed practi- 
cable and useful to the country. 


The SPEAKER ruled the resolution out of 
order. 

Mr. JOHNSON moved to suspend the rules 
that the resolution might be received. 

The question was put on suspending the rules, 
and the motion was disagreed to. 


My. COCKE presented a memorial and certain 
resolutions of the Legislature of the State of Ten- 
nessee, in favor of the construction of a railroad 
from Lake Michigan to the Pacific ocean. 

Mr. STANTON presented a similar memorial 
and resolutions to those presented by Mr. Cocke. 


Mr. CHASE offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That it is inexpedient to order our troops to 
retreat from the positions which they have gallantly won in 
ee for the purpose of falling back upon a defensive 
ine. 


Mr. STEPHENS moved to lay the resolution 
on the table; which motion was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 96, nays 89, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Green Adams, 
Barringer, Barrow, Blanchard, Botts, Boydon, Buckner, 
Butler, Cabell, Canby, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, 
Cranston, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, 
Garnett Duncan, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Nathan Evans, 
Farrelly, Fisher, Freedley, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Gentry, 
Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. 
Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Haskell, Henry, 
Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Kellogg, Thomas Butler King, 
Daniel P. King, W. T. Lawrence, Levin, Lincoln, Mell- 
vaine, Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, Nes, Newall, Outlaw, 
Pal‘rey, Pollock, Preston, Putnain, Julius Rockwell, John 
A. Rockwell, Roinan, Rose, Root, St. John, Schenck, Shep- 
perd, Sherrill, Caleb B. Smith, T'ruman Smith, Stephens, 
Andrew Stewart, Strohin, Sylvester, Tallmadge, Thibo- 
deaux, Taylor, Tompkins, Richard W. Thompson, John B. 
Thompson, Toombs, Tuck, Vinton, Warren, White, and 
Wilson—96. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bing- 
ham, Birdsail, Black, Bowdon. Boyd, Rrodhead, William 
G. Brown, Catheart, Chase, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. 
Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobh, Collins, Cum- 
mins, Daniel, Dickinson, Edsall, Faran, Featherston, Fick- 
lin, Fries, French, Green, Willard P. Hall, Haralson, Har- 
manson, Harris, Henley, Hill, George 8. Houston, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Jamieson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James H. 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufinan, 
Kennon, Lahm, LaSére, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler. Ligon, 
Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McKay, 
Mann, Mvade, Miller, Morris, Morse, Nicoll, Peaslee, Peck, 
Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Rob- 
inson, Rockhill, Sawyer, Simpson, Sims, Smart, Robert 
Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Thomas, 
James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, William Thompson, 
Thurston, Turner, Venable, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, 
and Wiley—29. 


On motion by Mr. THOMAS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of providing by 
law for the payment to the widows, heirs, or legal represen- 
tatives of such volunteers in the Mexican war who may 
have been killed in battle or died before the end of their 
term of service, the saine pay as they would have received 
had they served the full time for which they entered the ser- 
vice; and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Tenn., it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency and pro- 
priety of providing by Jaw that it shall be the duty of the 
Postmaster General to arrange and class the service here- 
after to be required ofthe railroad companies, including 
that in which the service is partly by steamboats, in the 
transportation of the United States mails, into four classes, 
according to the size of the mails, the speed and frequency 
with which the mails are or shall be required to be convey- 
ed, and the importance of the service; and it shall be lawful 
for him to contract for carrying the mail with any such rail- 
road company, or any steamboat company, or any railroad 
and steamboat company, either with or without advertising 
for such contracts: Provided, That for the first class service 
in conveying tbe mail on any railroad he shall not pay a 
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higher rate of compensation than $200 per mile per annum, 
nor for tae second class service on any railroad a greater 
compensation than $150 per mile per annum, nor 10r the 
third class service on any railroad a greater compensation 
than $10) per mile per annuum, nor for the fourth class ser- 
vice on any railroad a greater compensation than §59 per 
intle per annum; nor forecarrying the mail on steamboats, 
or on the steamboat portion of a railroad and steamboat 
route, a greater compensation than is above specified for 
the several classes, less twelve aida half per cent.; and 
that they report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. CUMMINS offered the following resolu- 
tions, which were read, and laid over under the 
rule: 

Resolved, That by the Constitution of the United States, 
the power is conterred upon Congress to appropriate the 
money of the United States for the construction of such 
works of internal improvement as are necessary for the 
national defence and tor the safety and preservation of the 
military marine of the country, which works may incident- 
ily be used for the advancement and protection of com- 
merce, so far as the same are suitable for that purpose. 

Resslved, Tvat by the Constitution of the United States, 
the power is not conferred upon Congress to appropriate the 
money of the United States for the construction of works of 
internal improvement within the limits of any State in the 
Confederacy, the ohject of which work ia for the regulation 
of commerce only, and not for national defence; but such 
power, when assumed and exercised by Congress, is derived 
not from a faithful construction of the Constitution itself, nor 
from its letter or spirit, but by a latitudinous construction of 
that instrument, and an unwarrautable implication of power, 
dangerous alike in principle and in practice. 

Resolved, That the example of those States which have 
engaged in an indiscriminate and combined systein of inter- 
nal improvements has clearly proved the dangerous tenden- 
cies and corrupting influences of such a policy, and which 
should admonish the National Legislature not to impose 
upon the people of the United States an onerous public debt, 
involve their Government in hopeless bankruptcy, and sub- 
ject the halls of legi-latiou to unscrupulous demands and 
corrupting appliances for a partial distribution of the national 
revenues, to be expended for Jocal and selfish purposes, 
which are the necessary consequences of such a system. 

Resolved, That no appropriation shall be made by Con- 
gress for any improvement which is not of itself, separately 
considered, of sufficient national importance to entitle it to 
the favorable consideration of the National Legislature. 

Resolved, ‘That to defray the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, and for the vigorous und successful prosecution of 
the existing war with Mexico, all the revenues and means of 
the United States are necessary, and the same ought not to 
be diverted or appropriated to objects of less importance or 
doubtful expediency until an honorable peace is obtained. 


Mr. CROWELL moved the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to inform this House ifany secret inspectors or any addition- 
al inspectors have been appointed in New Hampshire with- 
in the last three years; if any have been so appointed, what 
was the occasion of such appointment, and also the places 
where they reside, the duties they have performed since 
their appointment, and the compensation they have several- 
ly received, and at what times; also, to lay before the House 
copies of any letters received at the Treasury Department 
representing the necessity of such appointment, and also 
copies of the accounts of any such inspectors, it any have 
been so appointed. 


Mr. C. moved to suspend the rules, for the pur- 
pose of considering the resolution. _ 

The question was put, and the motion to suspend 
was disagreed to. So the resolution lies over. 


» < 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved the following preamble 
and resolution, and asked for the previous question 
thereon: 

Whereas, on Friday Jast, three armed persons, engaged in 
the internal slave trade, entered a dwelling in this city, and 
violently seized a colored man, employed as a waitrr in the 
hoarding-house of several members of this body, and, in the 
presence of his wife, gagged him, placed him in irons, and, 
with loaded pistols, forced him into one of the slave prisons 
of this city, trom which, it is reported, he has since been 
despatched for the slave market at New Orleans: 

And whereas said colored man had been employed in said 
boarding-house for several years, had become well and favor- 
ably known to members of this House, had married a wife 
in this city, and, under a contract to purchase his freedom 
for the sum of 8300, had, by great industry, paid that sum 
within about &60: f 

And whereas outrages like the foregoing have been of 
common occurrence in this District, and are sanctioned by 
the laws of Congress, and are extremely painful to many of 
the members of this House, as well as in themselves inhu- 
man: Therefore, , 

Resolved, That a select committee of five members be ap- 
pointed to inquire into and report upon the facts aforesaid ; 
also, as to the propriety of repealing such acts of Congress 
as sustain or authorize the slave trade in this District, or to 
remove the seat of Government to some free State. 


Mr. BRODHEAD rose and inquired if the pre- 
vious question was demanded ? T 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. GAYLE moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. . 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. , 

Mr. WICK rose to a point of order. He sub- 
mitted to the Chair that no member had a right to 
offer a resolution, with a preamble prefixed, re- 
citing a long list of facts, of which the great ma- 
jority of the members could not possibly have any 
knowledge. In reference to this particular case, 
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he (Mr. W.) had been casually informed that the 
facts stated in the preamble were untrue, or that 
facts important to be known were suppressed. 
Yet he could not bring himself to vote upon such 
_ casual information. Evidence would enable him 
te vote, and nothing short of it. 

~ The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, 
but said the facts stated might amount to a good 
reason to be excused from voting. 

` Thereupon, without asking leave of the House, 
Mr. WICK excused himself. l 

Mr. MEADE. I ask the gentleman from Ohio 
if he will swear that these facts are true? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order upon 
the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Would it be in order for me 
to answer the gentleman? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. 

Mr. MEADE. I understand from the gentle- 
man from Ohio—— —_ 

The SPEAKER, The Chair must insist upon 
the rule of order. If one gentleman is allowed to 
make remarks, another will be equally entitled to 
answer. No debate is in order. 

The question being taken to lay the resolution 
on the table, it was decided in the negative: Yeas 
85, nays 86, as follows: | 


YEAS—Mesers. Green Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Bar- 
row, Bayly, Beale, Birdsall, Black, Botts, Bowdon, Boyd, 
Boydon, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Buckner, Cabell, 
Chapman, Chase, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Cling- 
man, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cocke, Cris- 
field, Crozier, Daniel, Donnell, Garnett Duncan, Edwards, 


Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, French, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, 


-Gentry, Goggin, Green, Willard P. Hall, Haralson, Harman- 
- son, Harris, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, Andrew Johnson, Robert W, Johnson, George W. 
Jones, John W. Jones, Kaufinan, Kennon, Thomas Butler 
King, La Sére, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McKay, Meade, 
Miller, Nicoll, Outlaw, Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Preston, 
Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Roman, Sims, Stanton, Ste- 

heps, Thibodeaux, Taylor, ‘Thomas, Tompkins, Jacob 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, Toombs, Turner, Venable, 
and Williams—85. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Bingham, 
Blanchard, Butler, Canby, Cathcart, Collamer, Collins, 
Conger, Cranston,Crowell, Dickey, Dickinson, Dixon, Duer, 
Eckert, Edsall, Embree, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, 
Freediey, Fries, Giddings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, 
Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, 
Henley, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hub- 
hard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jamieson, 
Jenkins, Kellogg, Daniel P. King, Lahin, W. T. Lawrence, 
Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, Lincoln, Mclivaine, Mann, 
Marsh, Marvin, Morris, Mullin, Newall, Palfrey, Peaslee, 
Peck, Petrie, Pollock, Putnam, Rockhill, Julius Rockwell, 
John A. Rockwell, Rose, Root, St. John, Sawyer, Schenck, 
Sherrill, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Charles E. Stuart, 
Strohm, Sylvester, Tallmadge, Richard W. Thompson, 
William ‘Thompson, Thurston, Tuck, Vinton, Warren, 
Wentworth, White, and Wilson—®6. 


The question recurring on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question— 

Mr. JAMIESON inquired if it would be in or- 
der to move a reference of the resolution at this 
time? 

The SPEAKER. Not while the previous ques- 
tion is pending. 

Mr. JAMIESON. I hope whoever has moved 
thg previous question will withdraw it, and let a 
select committee be raised to inquire into the facts. 
l gave the vote against the motion to lay on the 
table for this purpose. 

Mr. DUER. Is it in order to move an amend- 
ment to the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. No motion is in order at this 
time while the demand for the previous question 
is pending. 

The question is on seconding the demand for 
the previous question, and tellers are asked upon 
this question. 

Mr. HARALSON desired to inquire whether 
the rule had been suspended to allow the resolu- 
tion to be acted on? 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

Mr. HARALSON. Well, if I desire to debate 
the resolution, will it not lie over under the rule? 

The SPEAKER. It will not; the previous 
question has been demanded, which, if sustained, 
‘will cut off debate, and bring the House to a direct 
vote. 

Tellers were ordered, and the question was again 
announced to be on seconding the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will it be in order, after the 
vote is taken on seconding the demand for the pre- 
vious question, to modify the resolution? 

The SPEAKER’S reply was not heard. 

Mr. GIDDINGS wished to modify his resolu- 
tion before the question was put. 
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Mr. GOGGIN rose to a point of order. He 
wished to know if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Grppives] did not call the previous question be- 
fore the resolution was sent to the Chair, and be- 
fore it was read; and whether he had a right to 
demand the previous question before the resolution 
was in possession of the House? 

The SPEAKER said the question had frequently 
been raised, and it had been decided that it ‘was 
in order, in such a case, to move the previous 
question. He therefore overruled the point of 
order. 

Mr. JAMIESON rose and moved a reconsider- 
ation of the vote by which the House had refused 
to lay the resolution on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman vote in 
he majority ? 

Mr. JAMIESON. I did, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on the 
reconsideration. In the mean time the gentleman 
from Ohio wishes to modify his resolution. 

Mr. GIDDINGS rose to a question of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS also rose toa question of 
order. 

There being much confusion in the Hall— 

The SPEAKER said the Chair would entertain 
no motion till gentlemen had all taken their seats. 

Order having been restored— 

Mr. STEPHENS stated his point of order, viz: 
whether it was competent for the gentleman to 
modify his resolution after a vote of the House 
upon 1t? The vote of the House had been taken 
upon laying the resolution on the table; and would 
it now be in order for the gentleman to modify it, 
so as to make it a very different thing? He un- 
derstood that any gentleman might modify his 
resolution before action had been had by the 
House; but here had been action. 

The SPEAKER stated that he had found re- 
peated precedents for allowing a modification after 
a vote upon laying on the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS. By a decision of the House? 

The SPEAKER. Bya decision of the House. 

Mr. GIDDINGS then modified the first pream- 
ble to his resolution, by inserting between the 
word ‘‘ whereas,” where it first occurs, and the 
words “ on Friday,” the words *‘ it is represented 
that; and modified the resolution by striking out 
the words ‘‘ or to remove the seat of Government 
to some free State’’ at the end thereof. 

After some further conversation between Mr. 
STEPHENS and the SPEAKER— 

Mr. STEPHENS appealed from the decision of 
the Chair that it was in order for the mover of a 
resolution to modify it after a vote of the House 
upon laying it on the table. 

Mr. INGE understood that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Jamieson] had moved to reconsider 
the vote on laying on the table. 

Mr. RHETT wished to inquire of the Chair, in 
case the gentleman from Ohio had the power of al- 
tering his resolution and making it a different thing 
from what it was when the House refused to lay 
it on the table, if it would not then be competent 
to repeat the motion to lay on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would so decide. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. | 

The SPEAKER said he did not consider such 
a motion in order while a question of order was 

ending. 

Mr. STEPHENS, in consequence of the reply 
of the Chair to the gentleman from South Carolina, 
[Mr. Ruett,] withdrew his appeal. 

The SPEAKER announced that the resolution, 
as modified, was now before the House. 

Mr. HARALSON moved to lay it on the table. 

Mr. ATKINSON called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JAMIESON desired to know the position 
of his motion to reconsider. He desired to set 
himself right on this matter. He desired distinctly 
to understand whether his motion to reconsider 
was in or outof order. If it were in order, he de- 
sired a vote upon it, and that it should be the first 
motion voted upon. He had the floor, and was 
recognized by the Chair, and being so recognized, 
he made his motion; and hence he claimed for it 
precedence, and objected to the vote being first ta- 
ken on the mofion of the gentleman of Georgia to 
lay on the table. 

he SPEAKER reminded the gentleman from 
Missouri that debate was not now in order. The 
Chair farther observed that, after deliberate con- 
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sideration, he came to the conclusion that the mo- 
tion to reconsider was not in order. 

Mr. BOYD said the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri was certainly in order at the time 


it was made, and it ought to be entered on the 
Journal. 7 


Mr. JAMIESON appealed from the decision of 
the Chair which permitted his motion to reconsider 
to be overridden by the motion to lay on the table. 

TheSPEAKER explained. The resolution hav- 
ing been modified, the motion to reconsider neces- 
sarily fell to the floor; for, the character of the yes- 


olution being changed, it was not subject to a 
motion to reconsider. 


Mr. JAMIESON was proceeding with some re- 
marks on his motion, when— 

The SPEAKER interposed, and reminded the 
gentleman that debate was not in order. 

After some conversation, in which Mr. ROOT, 
Mr. JAMIESON, and the SPEAKER took part— 

Mr. JAMIESON withdrew his appeal. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, rose.tg a question of 
order. He said he objected to the practice which 
had been permitted to prevail, by which gentlemen. - 
submitted resolutions and moved the previous 
question thereon, thus getting a forced vote on 
their resolutions. His question was, whether this 
was in order? Before members of this House 
should be required to vote on any resolution, they 
should have the opportunity to look into the merits 
of the question upon which they were called upon 
to vote; but the prevailing mode was a violation of 
parliamentary law and the rights of members. 

The SPEAKER said the motion for the previ- 
ous question had been pending some ten or fifteen 
minutes; but, if it were not so, the Chair, govern- 
ed by decisions of this House, would overrule the 
point of order of the gentleman from Georgia. The 
House again and again had decided that the mover 
of a resolution can call for the previous question 
thereon. 


Mr. COBB said the Chair was right as to the 
practice, but he believed the practice was wrong. 
He would not now press the point, in the expec- 
tation that he should have an opportunity to vote 
upon it hereafter. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Harat- 
son’s motion to lay on the table, and was decided 
in the affirmative, as follows : 


YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Bar- 
row, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Birdsall, Black, Botts, Bowdon, 
Boyd, Boydon, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Buckner, 
Burt, Cabell, Chapman, Chase, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. 
Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Cocke, Crisfield, Crozier, Cummins, Daniel, Donnell, Garnett 
Dunean, Eckert, Featherston, Ficklin, French, Fulton, 
Gaines, Gayle, Gentry, Goggin, Green, Willard P. Hall, 
Hammons, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Hill, George 8. 
Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jamieson, Andrew John- 
son, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, John W. Jones; 
Kaufman, Kennon, Thomas Butler King, La Sére, Levin, 
Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McKay, McLane, Meade, Miller, 
Morehead, Nicoll, Outlaw, Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Pres- 
ton, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Roman, Shepperd, Simpson, 
Sims, Stanton, Stephens, Thibodeaux, Thomas, Tompkins, 
Jacob Thompson, John B. Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, 
Toombs, Turner, Venable, and Williams—94. 

NA YS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Bingham, 
Blanchard, Butler, Canby, Cathcart, Collamer, Collins, 
Conger, Cranston, Crowell, Dickey, Dickinson, Dixon, 
Duer, Dunn, Edsall, Edwards, Embree, Nathan Evans, 
Faran, Farrelly, Fisher, Freedley, Fries, Giddings, Gott, 
Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, Jaimes G. Hamp- 
ton, Moses Hampton, Henley, Henry, Elias B. lHolmes, John 
W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Kellogg, Daniel P. King, 
Lahm, William T. Lawrence, Sidney Lawrence, Lincoln, 
McClelland, McItvaine, Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Morris, 
Mullin, Newall, Palfrey, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Pollock, 
Putnam, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Rose, Root, 
St. John, Sawyer, Schenck, Sherrill, Caleb B. Smith, Tru- 
man Smith, Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Strohm, Syl- 
vester, Tallmadge, James Thompson, William Thompson, 
Thurston, Tuck, Warren, Wentworth, White, and’ Wil- 
son—s8, 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, it was 
Resolved, That the Commissioner of Pensions be requested 
to send to this House the declaration of Henry Haynes for 
the purpose of procuring a pension, and the papers and evi- 
dences accompanying the same, and that the same be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. SCHENCK, it was 

Resolved, That William A. Poor, of Maryland, have leave 
to withdraw his petition and papers from the files of this 
House, to be used by the petitioner in prosecuting his claim 
at the Executive Departments. 


On motion of Mr. FRIES, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to fur- 
nish the Committee on Invalid Pensions with the papers of 
Arthur Wilson, an invalid pensioner; also, the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions with the papers of Samuel Pool, 
an applicant for pension. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, it was 
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Resolved, That the Commissioner of Pensions be requested 
to deliver to the Clerk of this House the papers on file in his 
office relating to the application of Sarah Dunham fora pen- 
sidn, and that they be referred to the Committee on Revo- 
Jutionary Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. DICKINSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed ta inquire into the expediency of providing for the 
adjustment of the unpaid claims due by members of the 
Wyandot Indians to the citizens of the United States, agree- 
ably to the stipulations ofthe sixth article of the treaty with 
that people, concluded March 17, 1842. 


On motion of Mr. RICHEY, it was 
: olved, That the Conimittee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be ifStructed to inquire into the expediency of granting to 
widows who were inarried to revolutionary officers or sol- 
diefs prior to the year 1812 al] the benefit of the several acts 
and resolutions passed or to be passed in favor of widows 
who were married to revolutionary officers or soldiers prior 
to the year 1794. | 


On motion of Mr. LAHM, it was 

Resolved, That the papers on file in the Clerk’s office in 
relation to the application of James Hillman, of Ohio, for a 
pension, be taken from the files, and that the same be refer- 
red to the Committee vn Revolutionary Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. KENNON, it was 

Resolved, That the papers in the case of Bryan, Manypen- 
ny & Co., be taken from the files of the House and referred 
to the Committee on the Post Otfice and Post Roads. 


= Mr. FISHER moved the following resolution, 
which was read, and laid over under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
requested to communicate to this House, at his earliest con- 
venience, the amount of money, in the aggregate, paid or 
due for services to the officers and clerks of the independ- 
ent treasury since it took effect to the lst day of January, 
1848; and, further, that he communicate, in detail, the 
amount of public money transferred, by whom, in what 
manner, and to what places trausferred, under the independ- 
eut treasury law, with the cost of transferring the same, 
either directly or indirectly. 


Mr. HAMMONS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution referring the papers of 
James Hillman to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was passed. 


Mr. FARAN requested that the motion to recon- 
sider might be laid over for a day or two; which 
was assented to by Mr. Hammons. 


On motion of Mr. LA SERE, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into and report upon the expediency and 


necessity of establishing a naval depôt at or near the city of 
New Orleans. 


Mr. WICK offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of directing, by law, 
that naval officers, while at the seat of government, on leave 
or duty, shall appear in the dress or undress uniform of their 
proper rank and corps respectively. 


The resolution was disagreed to. 


On motion of Mr. CATHCART, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of so amending the 9th 
section of the act to raise for a limited time an additional 
military force, aud for other purposes, approved February 
11, 1847, so that those soldiers who have, by their services 
in Mexicd, entitled themselves to warrants under said act, 
and who are preémption claimants upon the Miami lands 
in Indiana, may be permitted to lay their warrants upon 
their improvements, as others who are both soldiers and 
idan are allowed to do upon the balance of the public 
ands. 


Mr. ROBINSON offered the following resolu- 


tion, which was disagreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the compensation of State adjutant generals for services 
in reference to raising and forwarding volunteers to their 
places of rendezvous, and in superintending the same until 
they are mustered into service, and of making such law re- 
truspective. 


On motion o£Mr. WICK, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of extending the 
bounty land law, or some such modification thereof, so as to 
secure the benefit thereof, entirely orin part, to the surviv- 


ing soldiers of the Indian wars and of the last war with 
Great Britain. 


On motion of Mr. DUNN, it was 

Resolved, That the Coinmittee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the payment to the heirs of the officers and soldiers 
killed in battle the amount of all treasufy notes, other prop- 
erty, or money, in the possession of such officer or soldier 
at his death, and which was Jost in consequence thereof. 


On motion of Mr. HENLEY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of so amending the 
act entitled “An act to provide for raising a regiment of 
mounted riflemen, and for establishing military stations on 
the route to Oregon,” approved May 9, 1846, as to provide 
for the discharge of all such non-commissioned officers and 
privates of said regiment as may desire it at the termindtion 
‘of the present war with Mexico. 


Mr. TOMPKINS moved the following pream- 
ble and resolutions, which were read, and laid over 
under the rule: 
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Whereas, in the judgment of this House, the people of 
the United States, by the terms of the Constitution and the 
genius ofour Government, are sovereign, and that with them, 


-hrough their Representatives in Congress, rests the ques- 


tion of war, one of the highest attributes of sovereignty : 

And whereas the people, as sovereign and as payers of 
the expenses in money and in bloud, havea right at all times 
and uuder all circumstances to know what specific object is 
proposed to be accomplished by a war prosecuted in their 
name and at their cost: 

And whereas the people have not, in due constitutional 
form, through theig Representatives in Congress, declared 
war against the Republic of Mexico, nor declared for what 
specific ohject the same shall be prosecuted : 

And whereas millions of the people’s money have been 
expended, an onerous debt incurred, and thousands of valu- 
able lives sacrificed inthe prosecution of the existing war 
with Mexico, it is incumbent on those public functionaries 
who projected and are directing the said war, to communi- 
cate to this House, for the information of the true sovereign, 
the people, the specific object to be accomplished by the 
prosecution of the war with Mexico, and specifically the 
mean: by which the objectis to be accomplished : There- 
ore, 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
spectfully requested, if in his opinion it will notconflict with 
the public interests, to inform this House what specific ob- 
ject he proposes to accomplish by the prosccution of the war 
with Mexico, and specifically-by what means he proposes 
the accomplishment of the ohject; and, 

Ist. Whether or not it is his object and design to subjugate 
the whole of the Mexican people, and to conquer and hold 
the whole of the Mexican territory, or any portion of tite 
said people, or any part of the said territory, aud what por- 
tion and what part? 

2d. In the event of subjugation and conquest, partial or 
entire, what does he propose to do with the people subju- 
gated and the territory conquered and held? Isit his object 
and design to organize governments there? If so, what 
kind and character of government shall be vouchsafed to the 
subjugated Mexicans, civil or military, republican or other- 
wise, territorial merely, or as free States, to be admitted into 
this Union? A 

3d. What rights, civil and political, are to be extended to 
the subjugated Mexicans? Is it intended to guaranty to 
them the right of suffrage and representation in the Congress 
of the United States? 

4th. Is it intended to despnil the Mexican churches or 
churchmen of their property or estates, or to levy contribu- 
tions on either, to aid in paying the expenses of subjugating 
the people? 

oth. Is it intended, in the event of conquest, that the titles 
of individuals to land in the conquered territory shall be 
respected ? : 

And, 6th. What proportion of the fertile and valuable 
Jand situated within the territory proposed to be conquer- 


ed and held is unappropriated to individual claimants or 
owners? 


_On motion of Mr. THOMPSON, of Missis- 
Sippl, : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a mail route from Memphis, T'ennessee, via Robin- 
son’s, Llewellyn’s Cross Roads, College Hill, to Oxford, 
Mississippi; also, from Ripley, Mississippi, via Campbell- 
town, to Aberdeen, Mississippi. 

On motion of Mr. FEATHERSTON, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expedicucy of estab- 
lishing a post route from Bellefontaing to Grenada, in the 
State of Mississippi. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency and necessity of fur- 
nishing non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates 


in the volunteer corps now in the service of the United 
States with clothing in kind. 


Mr. WENTWORTH moved a resolution, re- 
ferring the President’s message in relation to the 
veto of the river and harbor bill, to the Committee 
on Commerce, with instructions; which was de- 
cided out of order by the Speaker. 


On motion of Mr. WENTWORTH, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 
whether any alteration of the Constitution of the United 
States is necessary in order to refer the election of either 
postmasters, or land officers, or revenue officers, or officers 
of any other kind now appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, directly to the 
people; and if no such alteration is necessary, then to in- 
quire into the expediency of reporting a bill referring the 


election of such officers directly to the people, from and after 
the 4th of March, 1850. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Previous notice having been heretofore given, 
bills were introduced as follows: 

By Mr. COGGIN: A bill making further ap- 
propriations of land to satisfy Virginia military 
land warrants for services during the revolution- 
ary war, and for other purposes connected with 
said services. . 

By Mr. CROZIER: A bill to promote the edu- 
cation of the indigent deaf and dumb; which was 
read twice and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: A bill to extend the time 
for locating Virginia military land warranis, and 
returning surveys thereon to the General Land 
Office. 
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By Mr. FARAN: A bill to amend the act en- 
titled ‘ An act extending the jurisdiction of the 
district courts to certain cases upon the lakes an® 
navigable waters connecting the same,” approved 
the 26th of February, 1845. i 

By Mr. HARMANSON: A bill providing for 
the final settlement of certain confirmed claims in 
Louisiana, and for other purposes. [This bill was 
introduced under a suspension of the rules.] 

Also, a bill to grant lands to certaiñħ parishes in 
the State of Louisiana as a leveeing fund. 

By Mr. LA SERE: A bill for the relief of Wil- 
liam DeBuys; late postmaster at New Orleans. 

By Mr. CATHCART: A bill to reduce the 
minimum price of the Miami lands in Indiana. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois : A bill to grant to 
the State of Illinois the right of way through the 
public lands, and for other purposes. 

By Mr. TURNER: A bill to amend an act en- 
titled ‘* An act to appropriate the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands, and to grant preémption 
rights,” approved September 4, 1841. 

By Mr. LINCOLN: A bill to amend an act 
entitled ‘* An act to raise for a limited time an ad- 
ditional military foree, and for other purposes,” 
approved February 11, 1847. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Notices of motions for leave to introduce bills 
were given as follows : ~ : 

By Mr. McKAY: Ofa bill to regulate the cost 
of collecting the revenue from customs, and also 
to require all public moneys, from whatsoever 
sources received, to be paid into the treasury be- 
fore the same can be digbursed. 

By Mr. COBB, of Georgia : Of a bill to regulate 
and equalize the compensation of the district at- 
torneys of the United States. Fm 

By Mr. LUMPKIN : Of a bill to divide the 
State of Georgia into two judicial districts. _ 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee : Of a bill to 
change the title of an act, approved on the 10th 
day of August, 1846, entitled “ An act to establish 
the Smithsonian Institution for the increase and 
diffusion of knowledge among men,”’ to that of the 
“ Washington University for the benefit of the in- 

even of the District of Columbia,” in 
memory of and out of respect to George Washing- 
ton, the Father of his Country. 

By Mr. COCKE: Of a bill to repeal so much of 
the first section of an act approved June 18, 1846, 
as authorizes the President of the United States, 
when the war with Mexico shall be terminated by 
atreaty of peace, to select from the number of 
major generals and brigadier generals then im ser- 
vice “ the number to be retained without regard 
to the date of their commissions.”’ ; 

By Mr. STANTON: Of a bill for the relief of 
the heirs of Matthew Rea, a lieutenaat in the rev- 
olutionary war. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Of a bill to reduce and 
graduate the price of the public lands to actual set- 
tlers, and for other purposes. 

By Mr. DICKINSON : Of a bill for the im- 
provement and protection of the following harbors 
on Lake Erie, in the State of Ohio, to wit: the 
head and mouth of Sandusky bay; the harbor at 
Huron; the harbor at Vermillion; the harbor at 
Black river, and the harbor at Perrysburg. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Indiana: Of a bill to dis- 
courage speculations in the public lands of the 
United States and to appropriate them ïn limited 
quantities to actual settlers. 

By Mr. HENLEY: Of a bill to extend the right 
of suffrage to all white male inhabitants of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia who have resided therei# twelve 
months next preceding the election at which they 
propose to vote. ee 

By Mr. TOMPKINS: Of a bill to provide pen- 
sions for all the officers and soldiers, regular and 
volunteer, who have been injured and permanente. 
ly disabled in the service in the existing war with 
Mexico. . 

By Mr. FICKLIN: Of a bill to cede to the sev- 
eral States, on certain conditions, the public lands 
within their respective limits. ae 

Also, a bill to grant to the State of Illinois alter- 
nate sections of land along the line of the Caire 
and Chicago railroad, to aid in its completion. 

‘By Mr. McKAY: Of a joint resolution autho- 
rizing and directing certain reports and public doc- 
uments, which are required by law to be made by 
the President and the several executive depart- 
ments to either or both Houses of Congress, to be 
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By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: Of a joint resolu- 
ion,explanatory of the 9th section of the act’of 
February 11, 1847, entitled’** An act to raise, for a 
limited time, an additional military force, and for 
other purposes.” 

By Mr. TURNER: Of a joint resolution annex- 
ing New Mexico and Upper and Lower California 
to the United States, and to extend the laws of the 
United States over said territories. 

And then the House adjourned. - 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpnay, January 17, 1848. 


Mr. BRADBURY presented the credentials of 
Mr. Wyman B.S. Moor, appointed by the Gov- 
ernor of Maine to fill the vacancy occasioned by 
the death of Mr. Farrrietp. Mr. Moor was duly 
qualified and took his seat. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report from the Commissioner of the Public 
Buildings, showing the expenditures made during 
the year 1847. 

Mr. WEBSTER gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce ‘‘ A bill to make 
attachments which are made under process issuing 
from the courts of the United States, conform to 
the laws regulating such attachments in the courts 
of the States.”’ £ 

Mr. WEBSTER said, that if it should be the 
peeves of the Senate to allow him the indulgence, 

e would shortly state the object of the bill. It 
was the same bill which had passed the Senate 
last session, without opposition, and was reported 


- by the chairman of the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. He would ask the indulgence of the Senate 
and of the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, 
to allow the bill to pass, without being again re- 
ferred, in order to prevent delay, as immediate ac- 
tion on it was of great importance. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the 
petition of Susan Decatur, widow of the late Com- 
modore Stephen Decatur, praying the renewal of 
her pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FELCH presented the memorial of Asa 
Whitney, praying for a grant of land to enable 
him to construct a railroad from Luke Michigan 
to the Pacific ocean; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, the memorial of A. Edwards, register of 
the land office at Kalamazoo, Michigan, praying 


_ the repayment of money advanced by him for ex- 


tra clerk hire; which was referred to the Commit- 


, tee on Public Lands. 


‘Also, the petition of Charles Richmond, pray- 
ing compensation for services as special marshal 
durigg the disturbances in the provinces of Upper 
and Lower Canada, in the years 1839 and 1840; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of A. 
W. and J. H. Foster, editors of the ‘ Pittsburg 


- Daily Dispatch,” praying that the list of letters 


remaining in the post office at Pittsburg may, in 
compliance with law, be published in their news- 
paper, it having the largest circulation; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, the memorial of the Provident Association 
of Clerks, in the city of Washington, praying cer- 
tain amendments to the charter of said association; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict Of Columbia. 

Also, a memorial of the Caln Quarterly Meeting 


of the Religious Society of Friends, praying the 


abolition of slavery in the United States, and the 
slave trade in the District of Columbia, and be- 
tween the several States; a memorial of the Asso- 
ciation of Friends for promoting the abolition of 
slavery, and improving the condition of the free 
people of color, praying the abolition of slavery in 
the District of Columbia and Territories of the 
United States, and of the slave trade between the 
States, the prohibition of slavery where it does 


, not already exist, and the repeal of all laws pro- 


viding for the arrest of fugitive slaves; and six 
petitions of inhabitants of Pennsylvania, praying 
the adoption of measures for abolishing slavery 
throughout the Union. The motions to receive 
were severally laid upon the table. 


Mr. HANNEGAN presented the petition of , 
Robert Fiatt, only surviving san of Major Daniel | 
Piatt, praying the payment of an undrawn portion i 
of seven years’ half-pay due him under the resolve | 
of Convress of 24th August, 1780; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, the petition of Robert Piatt, praying a final | 
settlement of his account as a deputy purchasing | 
commissary; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of James 
Wilkins, praying payment for cattle taken by In- 
dians in Florida; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TURNEY presented resolutions passed by 
the Legislature of Tennessee, approving the plan 
proposed by Asa Whitney for constructing a rail- 
road from Lake Michigan to the Pacific ocean, 
and in favor of a grant of public land for that ob- 


ject; which was referred to the Committee on 


Roads and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. CORWIN presented the petition of A. G. 


‘Melvin and others, citizens of the United States, 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
praying that the public domain may be given in 
suitable quantities to actual settlers, without price; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public | 
Lands. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Ohio, praying 
the adoption of measures for the reéstablishment 
of peace between the United States and Mexico; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Ohio, praying 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia, and the slave trade between the States; the 
motion to receive which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. BREESE presented a memorial of citizens 
of Illinois, praying that the right of preémption 
may be granted to the Illinois Central Railroad 
Company to the lands over which it is proposed 
to construct their road; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented the peti- 
tion of Robert M. Martin, a volunteer in the war 
with Mexico, praying to be allowed bounty land; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented the petition of 
Mary M. Telfair, heir of Israel Pearce, praying 
the payment of certain final settlement certificates; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

On motion by Mr. STURGEON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Titian R. Veale, on the files 
te the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
airs. 

On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, it was 

Ordered, That tue petition of Moses lk. Levy, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

On motion by HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, That the administrator of Isaac Garretson have 
Jeave to withdraw his petition and papers. 


On motion by Mr. BALDWIN, it was 
Ordered, ‘That the widow of Samuel Gibbs have leave to 
Withdraw her petition and papers. 


On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was 
Ordered, That George Townley have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 


Mr. MANGUM, from the Select Committee 
to whom was referred a motion authorizing the 
Vice President to cause desks to be provided for 
the reporter of the Senate and his assistants, upon 
the floor, in submitting a report, remarked, that 
upon examination of the subject referred to the 
committee, it was found, that without any incon- 
venience, suitable accommodation could be afford- 
ed to the reporters of the Senate on the floor of the 
Chamber; and, as it was of course very desirable 


-that every proper facility should be extended to 


them, the committee unanimously reported in favor 
of providing the proposed accommodation. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report, 
and on concurrence therewith, it was 
_ Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate have two 
moveable desks provided, assoon as may be, in the angles of 
the Senate Chamber, at the ends of the Chord, to accommo- 
date each one reporter. 


Mr. MANGUM, by direction of the samacom- 
mittee, submitted the following resolution for con- 
sideration : 

Resolved, That a select committee of five be appointed 
by the Vice President, to inquire into the expediency of re- 
moving the reporters trom the marble gallery to more suit- 
able places to be provided for them at the ends of the circular 
gallery, and of preparing the marble gallery for the use of 
the ladies. 


Mr. BREESE. I had the honor of serving on 
the special committee, of which the honorable 
Senator, (Mr. Maneum,} who has offered the 
resolution, was the chairman, and I concurred in 
the report. At the same time, sir, I must say, that 
when in committee [ was anxious the report 
should embrace the subject-matter of the resolution 
now offered, as I believed then, as I do now be- 
lieve, that a much more commodious position for 
the reporters can be had in the Chamber than they 
now occupy; but it was thought we had not the 
power under the resolution to make any sugges- 
tion upon the subject. ` Accordingly, and to eM the 
power, the honorable chairman was instructed by 
the committee to report the resolution he has re- - 
ported, and which is now before the Senate for 
consideration. I hope, sir, it will be adopted, as 
I feel assured the committee to be raised by it will 
report a plan which will be acceptable to the Sen- 
ate, by which the reporters will be better accom- 
modated than they now are, and the ladies also, 
by properly fitting up the marble gallery now oc- 
cupted by the reporters. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent and agreed to: Whereupon, 

Mr. Manecum, Mr. Sevier, Mr. Berrien, Mr. 
Breese, and Mr. ALLEN, were appointed the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they presented to the President 
of the United States, on the 14th instant, the bill to 
authorize the issuing of a register to the barque 
Canton. 


_ A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. W aLgeR, his Secretary, 
informing the Senate that he had approved and 
signed the bill to authorize the issuing of a register 


to the barque Canton. | 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the relief 
of Nathaniel Kuykendall; which was read a first 
time. ; 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to provide for the compen- 
sation of Samuel Leech, for services in the investi- 
gation of the suspended sales in the Mineral Point 
district, Wisconsin; which was read a first time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported a bill granting a pen- 
sion to Abigail Garland, widow of David Garland, 
deceased; which was read a first time. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Thomas 
Brownell; which was read a first time. 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee of 
Claims, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Amos Holton. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution 


for consideration : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Department of War 
furnish the Senate with the report and map of the examina- 
tion of New Mexico, made by Lieutenant J. W. Abert, corps 
of Topozraphical Engineers, while attached to the command 
of General Kearny. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted the following, which 


was ordered to be printed : 

Whereas, a defalcation is reported to have occurred in 
the United States mint at Philadelphia, which by law is 
nade a depository of the public money: 

Resolved, therefore, That the Senate will appoint a com- 
mittee from its hody to examine the books, vouchers, and 
money in the mint, with authority to command the attend- 
ance, and examine them upon oath, of all the persons em- 
ployed by the Government there. 


Or motion by Mr. BERRIEN, 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire whether any and what legis- 
lation is necessary to secure the more regular and speedy 
transmission of the great Northern and Southern mail; and 
that they have leave to report by bill, resolution, or other- 
wise. 


On motion by Mr. DAYTON, 

Resolved, That the Solicitor of the Treasury he directed to 
communicate to the Senate copies of the articles of submis- 
sion, the award, the opinion of the arbitrator, and the pro- 
ceedings and the minutés in his possession connected there- 
with, in the matter of the Pea Patch Island, before the Hon. 
John Sergeant, sole arbitrator, appointed by the parties in 
interest to decide upon the title to said island. 


GENERAL SCOTT'S PLAN. 
The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 


M ancum, came up for consideration : 
Resolved, ‘That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to lay before the Senate all the plans, estimaics, 
and calculations presented by General Scott, as in his 
opinion being best adapted to obtain the objects of the war; 
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~ and his opinion touching means necessary to the military 
_accomplish the ohjects of our Government, in any and all 
alternative views, that have been considered by the Execu- 


Mr. MANGUM. I mean it in no improper 
sense. I imputed to the Senator only a marked 


here by the honorable Senator this morning, that 
it would be eminently improper for the Congress 
| of the United States to be informed of the Execu- 


tive or suggested by Scott to bring the war with Mexico to 
a close; if not inconsistent, in the opinion of the President, 
with the pnblic service. 

Mr. CASS. I would ask the Senator to con- 
sent to the postponement of the consideration of 
the resolution till to-morrow. The Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Sevier] is absent, and there can 
be no harm from twenty-four hours’ delay. 

Mr. MANGUM. I have no objection to post- 
ponement, except that the information sought by 
the resolution is of vast importance to the forma- 
tion of an intelligent opinion in reference to meas- 
ures now pending before the Senate; and which, 
allow me to say, are pushed to a consummation 
with a degree of zeal and pertinacity whjch I have 
rarely witnessed upon any occasion so early in the 
session. It would give me great pleasure to com- 
ply with the suggestion of the honorable Senator 
from Michigan, were it not that the information 
which is desired is of the very highest importance 
at this very moment, in order to enable the Senate 
to act intelligently. I hope, therefore, that the 
Senate will proceed to the consideration of the res- 
olution. I will make no other remark unless it 
should be deemed necessary. I hope the resolu- 
tion will be adopted. 

Mr. CASS. Ido hope the Senator from North 
Carolina will consent to a postponement of the res- 
olution. If he do not, I must be compelled to vote 
against it. I cannot conceive that, in the present 
condition of affairs, whilst we are actually engaged 
in war, it would be proper to communicate the 
plans ofthe Government. It would give the enemy 
information vastly useful to them in making their 
preparations. e can easily conceive that such 
would be the case. [tis true that the usual dis- 
cretionary power Is given to the Executive, but I 
conceive that the objection which I have just stated 
has sufficient force to make the call improper at 
this time.: The Senator says that the measures 
before the Senate have been pushed very perti- 
naciously. I cannot conceive why the Senator has 
made such an assertion. The bill for raising ten 
regiments was introduced three weeks since—four 
weeks since, I believe—and we are now in the 
second week of its discussion. There has been 
no disposition in any part of the Senate to force 
that-bill through without discussion. All we have 
asked is, that it should be considered, discussed, 
and voted upon. If this be ‘‘ pertinacity,’’ we are 
pertinacious. But I do not think that this is per- 
tinacity. Ido not say that there is an instanta- 
neous need of this additional force. But I hold, 
as was better said by the honorable Senator e 
Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,] than it can be said by 
me, that that force ought to be raised and sent to 
Mexico before the sickly season sets in; and that, 
in order to effect that, we should hasten our prepa- 
rations as much as possible. It will take some 
time to put the bill through the Senate, and still 
longer in the House. We may be advanced far 
in the session, do the best we can, before these bills 
can be passed, and the Government be put in pos- 
session of this force. I repeat, then, that I cannot 
perceive any ground for the charge that the meas- 
ure has been pertinaciously urged upon the Senate. 
I renew the suggestion, that the resolution be allow- 
ed to lie over till to-morrow. 

Mr MANGUM. I did not charge pertinacity, 
in reference to this measure, upon any portion of 
the Senate. I alluded exclusively to the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs; 
and I submit to the Senate, and to all who have 
observed the proceedings of the body in reference 
to this measure, whether the charge has not been 
sustained by the facts. Sir, when the honorable 

enator from South Carolina was about to be de- 
nied the benefit of the usual course of the Senate 
in reference to the consideration of his resolutions, 
I appeal to the recollection of Senators, whether 
there was not great pertinacity exhibited in the 
effort to refuse him an opportunity of addressing 
the Senate. All must remember the events of last 
‘ Thursday—the repeated calls of the yeas and nays 
on the question of adjournment, with reference to 
this very question. All must remember the earn- 
estness with which the ‘honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs urged the neces- 
sity of early, if not immediate, action on the bill 
before them. However, I leave that, sir, as a 
small matter, and pass to one of vastly greater 
importance. I allude to the sentiment enunciated 
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tive’s designs and the Executive’s instructions to 
the commander-in-chief of the army in Mexico. 
I protest, sir, most solemnly, against this attempt 
to exact that degree of faith from the legislative 
bodies of this country which shall induce them to 
rely upon an Executive who discloses only by 


| glimpses, not even by halves, the purposes be- 


lieved to be entertained by him. I hold, sir, that 
the great legislative faculty of the country should 
not be exercised at all upon a question so moment- 
ous as this, upon mere faith reposed in the Execu- 
tive branch of the Government, who does not 
deign to communicate to us more than glimpses of 
his policy. I regard it as so important that I look 
upon the question now pending as bringing up the 
great issue between despotism and liberty. I regard 
the measures here presented to us—only half dis- 
closed to us—as looking to a spirit of universal 
domination, and an absolute conquest of the whole 
of Mexico. If the country is ripe for that, in my 
poor judgment, the country is ready to surrender 
its free institutions. The policy,as half disclosed 
by the honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, in the extract from a letter which 
was read here the other day, indicates, in my 
opinion, designs, from which the inference is in- 
evitable and cannot be resisted, that Executive 
policy seeks for universal domination in Mexico, 
and the conquest of the whole country. ‘That, in 
my humble judgment, raises the question, dis- 
tinctly and emphatically, between despotism on 
the one hand, and liberty on the other; and the 
more so, sir, as the Executive of this country does 
not deign to communicate to us his views, and as 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, the trusted and able organ of the 
Administration here, tells us to our faces that it 
would be improper to communicate to us the de- 
signs of the Executive. I oppose, sir, such a course 
of policy; and I frankly say, that, under avowals 
of this character, anxious as I am to strengthen_ 


| the arm of the Government for all legitimate pur- 


poses—an anxiety which has been evinced by all 


: my votes upon this question—lI shall feel myself 


driven to the necessity of refusing supplies, either 
of men or money, for any increment of the army, 
so long as this doctrine avowed by the Senator 
from Michigan shall be maintained. 

Sir, my attention is directed to an order to which 
I have noticed a reference, but now seen for the 
firsttime. I will not detain the Senate by readin 
it. I suppose it is familiar to other Senators. 1 
understand that this orderon the partof the general 
commanding-in-chief is to occupy every important 
position throughout Mexico. 

A Senator. Read the first clause. 

Mr. MANGUM. This is marked ‘‘ order 376,” 
and is as follows: | | 

“í HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
« Mexico, December 15, 1847. 

«1. This army is about to spread itself over, and occupy 
the Republic of Mexico, until the latter shall sue for peace 
in terms acceptable to the Government of the United States.” 

‘The whole of the Republic!’’ Sir, it cannot 
be disguised. The disguises are too thin. The 
veil is too transparent. All the disavowals that we 
have had, that the President does not entertain any 
purpose of conquest, come at last to this, that the 
Executive means to illustrate his administration by 
absorbing the whole of Mexico, if the sense of the 
country will sustain him. I desire to know, sir, 
whether the general-in-chief, for any legitimate or 
proper or reasonable purpose, desires or has sug- 
gested this increase of the army, amounting to 
thirty regiments, the bills for which are now upon 
your table. Yet we are not to have this informa- 
tion! It would be eminently improper to disclose 
the views of the Executive in regard to Mexico! 
Disclose them to whom, sir? Not to the Mexi- 
cans. The general order of the commander-in- 
chief has already disclosed his purposes, presumed 
to be the purposes of the Government in regard to 
the future policy, to the Mexicans themselves; but 
eminently improper to disclose them to the Ameri- 
can people, who, I trust, are not yet ripe for this 
scheme of wholesale rapacity and rapine, in which 
I fear we have already too much indulged. I hope, 
sir, the resolution will be adopted. 

Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator from North 
Carolina, from a general charge has proceeded to 
make an individual charge. Hecharges me with 
pertinacious obstinacy. s 


degree of zeal and pertinacity. 

Mr. CASS. No one knows better than I do the 
courteous and honorable bearing of the gentleman 
from North Carolina. He may, like all of us at 
times, under the influence of party zeal, from 
which none, perhaps, are wholly free, use harsher 
expressions than need be; but his present charge, 
as applicable to me in any circumstances, is incor- 
rect, and I mean to prove that it is so to his satis- 
faction. He instances two facts in support of his 
allegation: first, that I opposed the discussion of 
the resolutions of the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina. Now, I was not opposed to the discus- 
sion. I beg the honorable Senator’s pardon, but 
he must allow me to remind him that I was in 
favor of the discussion. 1 was anxious to extend 
to the honorable Senator from South Carolina all 
the indulgence which he asked. All I insisted on 
was, that if this most important bill were laid aside 
for the purpose of taking up a subject which, so 


far as it related to the measures immediately before 


us, might be called abstract, as soon as an oppor- 
tunity had been conceded to him to express his 
views, the subject should be laid upon the table, 
and the bill be taken up. That was the only ob- 
jection that I ever made in reference to that matter; 
and that was precisely the arrangement into which 
the Senate itself fell. Such, then, was the amount 
of my pertinacity in that case. As to the adjourn- 
ment, it has been many times a matter of conscience 
with me to vote for adjournment, under the im- 
pression that we did jess mischief out of this 
Chamber than init; but here isa case in which the 
interests of the country required prompt action, 
and therefore I opposed the adjournment. We 
had before us a bill whose importance cannot well 
be overrated. We had been giving to it one and 
a half hour’s discussion daily—six hours a week 
allotted to one of the most important measures in 
its consequences ever presented to the Senate! I 
objected to adjourn over till Monday, and that is 
adduced as another proof of my pertinacity! 
Really, I cannot see it. 

Now, with respect to the motion before the 
Senate, all I ask is, that this matter should be | 
allowed to lie over till to-morrow, when the hon- 
orable gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. Sevier,] 
specially charged with it, shall have collected the 
necessary information. I do not say that it will 
not be proper then to communicate the informa- 
tion, nor have I said that it would be improper to 
give any of the information which is sought. The 
gentleman has asked, to whom the information is 
to be disclosed? Why, to the Mexicans. I do not, 
of course, intend to say, that that is his object; 
but that will be the effect of the resolution. 

Mr. MANGUM. The Senator misconceives 
my meaning. The Mexicans have already had 
intelligence of the designs of the President to the 
utmost limit; and if the information is withheld, 
it is because there igan unwillingness, somewhere, 
that it should be laid before the American people. 
As to the Mexicans, they have been already ad- 
vertised of the views of the Executive. 

Mr. CASS. If the Senator only wants that in- 
formation, the American people have got itas well 
as the Mexicans. I take it, Mr. President, that 
in all countries during the prosecution of a war, 
the specific plan of the campaign should not be 
made public. Surely, prudence requires that only 
the general intentions .of the Executive Govern- 
ment should be made known in such circumstan- 
ces. But where, in the name of wonder, would be 
the sense in telling Mexico, that the lst of June 
we mean to take Vera Cruz, and Puebla‘on the 
20th—that on such a day, such and such troops, or 
subsistence, or munitions of war, would be de- 
spatched to a certain point? It is not the specific, 
identical plans of campaign made between the 
commander-in-chief and the Government, which 
should be laid before the Legislature of the country 
and the enemy. A thousand reasons will occur to 
everybody, showing that such a procedure, if not 
impossible, would be highly injurious. I repeat, 
there is no wish to refuse any information which 
may, with propriety and safety, be communicated. 
My only object is to delay action on this resolu- 
tion for a short time, until the necessary informa- 
tion can be supplied. All I contend for is, that 
the broad principle assumed by the honorable Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, is neither safe in itself, 
nor justified by the practice of any government— 
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to wit: that at all times it is right to call upon the 
Executive to disclose its specific plans of carrying 
onawar. The adoption of such a principle, it is 
obvious, would be attended with the most injurious 
consequences. 

Now, with respect to the progress of the war, 
it is said that General Scott is going on from town 
to town, and from city to city, conquering all 
before him. lam very glad to hear it. I hope 
that the commanding general will continue to go 
on in this way. If he does so, [ have no doubt 
he will conquer Mexican obstinacy and thus con- 
quer a peace. I have already expressed my opin- 
ions with regard to the war in Mexico, and have 
nothing to say on the subject now, except to tell 
the Senator from North Carolina, what I had the 
honor to say to the Senator from South Carolina, 
that the adoption of any resolutions in this Senate 
with regard to any danger—if danger there be—in 
the progress of this war, would be but as the idle 
wind. You might as well stand by the cataract 
of Niagara, and say to its waters ‘flow not, ” as 
to the American people “annex not territory,” if 

hey choose to annex it. Itis the refusal of the 
Mexican people to do us justice that prolongs this 
war. Itis that which operates on the public mind 
and leads the Senator from North Carolina to ap- 
prehend a state of things which he fears, but 
which, for myself, I do not anticipate. Let me 
say, Mr. President, that it takes a great deal to kill 
this country. We have had an alarming crisis 
almost every year as long as I can recollect. I 
came on the public stage as a spectator before Mr. 
Jefferson was elected. That was acrisis. Then 
came the embargo crisis—the crisis of the non-in- 
tercourse—of the war—of the bank—of the tariff 
—of the removal of the deposites—and a score of 
others. But we have outlived them all, and ad- 
vanced. in all the elements of eal and prosperity 
with a rapidity heretofore unknown in the history 
of nations. If we should swallow Mexico to-mor- 
row, I do not believe it would kill us. The Sena- 
tor from North Carolina and myself may not live 
to see it, but Iam by no means satisfied that the 
day will not come in which the whole of the vast 
country around us will form one of the most mag- 
nificent empires that the world has yet seen—glo- 
rious in its prosperity, and still more glorious in 
the establishment and perpetuation of the princi- 
ples of free government and the blessings which 
they bring with them. 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 was not aware that this reso- 
lution was before the Senate at all, and therefore 
it will not be supposed that I intend to address the 
Senate on its subject-matter. It seems to me, sir, 
that this Government has always proceeded upon 
the assumption that in certain cases it is proper to 
refrain from giving publicity to some portions of 
the public business until the whole has been con- 
summated. It is upon that ground that these 
doors are so often closed upon the public. It is 
upon that ground that this Senate has so often 
refused, also, to entertain regolutions calling for 
matter touching the foreign relations of the coun- 
try before the matter was consummated. For the 
same reason, a part of the appropriations of this 
Government to the ‘ secret-service fund” is placed 
under the guarantee of the President’s honor, and 
he turns the key and closes the door upon the 

ublic with regard to that secret-service money. 

speak of these things, sir, as evidence of the fact, 
that thus far this Government has proceeded upon 
the ground ‘that some parts of the public business, 
in some stages of its transaction, ought to be with- 
held from the general observation of the world. 
Where the line should be drawn, sir, is a great 
and a delicate question. How much, if any, of 
the public business should be so withheld from the 
notice of the public is a very serious question, and 
one on which I entertain opinions quite different 
from those so often expressed by moat of the mem- 
bers of this body. The line I think to be this: that 
whenever the act sought to be made public barely 
affects the relations between any branch of the 
Government and its own constituency, it ought to 
be made public, every part and parcel of it; but 
when the act sought to be disclosed affects the re- 
lations of our Government with a foreign Govern- 
ment, then the national interests and the national 
safety may require that, until all is consummated, 
none should be made known. Hence the resolu- 
tion, which I have submitted so often in this body, 
to open the doors of the Senate, and have no secret 
sessions as applicable to nominations, contained 


always the exception as to treaties, and that ex- 
ception predicated upon the reasons which I have 
given. 

I am not prepared to say whether I shall vote for 
or against this resolution, because I have read it 
only this morning, and not ten minutes ago. I 
desire an opportunity to examine the resolution. 
I wish to ascertain whether any of the information 
there called for, would, if disclosed, of whatever 
character it may be, prejudice the interest of the 
country. Perhaps, sir, in a time of war, when so 
large national interests are invalved—perhaps, in 
such circumstances, a great deal more than ordina- 
ry care should be taken to see, that in our anxiety 
to bring everything before the public, we do not 
inflict injury on the public interests. But, as I 
said, I will not go into this business. I will go as 
far as the farthest man here, in a general resolution, 
describing what part of the public business shall be 
kept secret, and what shall be made public. The 
sentiments of the Senate in regard to the question 
vary with the cases which exist at the moment, 
as everybody knows; and the same vote which 


! closes the doors to-day may open them to-mor- 


row. We ought to havea general rule, applicable 
to all cases. l remember a famous struggle which 
we had upon this floor, in regard to a resolution 
which I had the honor to submit, calling for cer- 
tain military orders issued by President Tyler, the 
object of which was to transfer a portion of the 
regular forces of the United States near to the scene 
which was going on in one of the States of the 
Union, involving a question of its constitutional 
government. Well, upon that subject the Senate 
would not entertain the proposition. They laid it 
upon the table and kept it there, in defiance of all 
the efforts which I could make to get it up. Ial- 
leged that if rumor were correct, the President 
was doing a thing he had no right to do, and which 
seriously perilled the public peace, and, what was 
more, the public rights of a portion of the citizens 
of the country. The Senate, however, thought 
that it was not proper to call for the documents. | 
will not say that in that case the Senate was wrong, 
and that I was right; but I speak of this as one of 
the historical reminiscences of the past, to which 
we ought sometimes to refer when we start propo- 
sitions of this kind, and which may reflect some 
light upon the case now before us. I pledge my- 
self to vote for the most ultra resolution which any 
man can conceive, for which he will himself vote, 
laying down a general rule with regard to the de- 
scription of public business to which this Senate 
has a right, and for which they have a right to call. 
I say, therefore, to the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, let him draw up a general resolution, declar- 
atory of the rights of the Senate upon this subject, 
and he cannot carry his resolution too far—he can, 
not throw open the door too widely—he cannot let 
in too much sunlight—to lose my support; for I 
have been one entertaining very ultra ideas on this 
subject of making everything public. But I want 
time to consider the particular resolution which he 


‘has submitted, and therefore desire that it may be 


laid on the table until we make a question declar- 
atory of the rights of the body in this respect—a 
question which shall result in the adoption of a 
resolution applicable in all time to come, and by 
which we shall measure all succeeding administra- 
sete I move, sir, the resolution be laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. MANGUM. I hope that the honorable 
Senator will withdraw his motion for a moment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANGUM. It is impossible, without a 
violation of propriety and decorum, to allude to 
what has been done in the Senate when sitting in 
a different capacity, and l shall not do so. 

Mr. ALLEN. The resolution to which I had 
reference was submitted in open Senate. 

Mr. MANGUM. Iam aware of that, sir. But 
in answer to what has been said by the honorable 
Senator from Michigan on this subject, I have only 
to remark, that it 1s perfectly competent for the 
President, in what I. regard a proper deference to 
the Senate, (which is a portion of the executive, 
and exercises also a share of the legislative faculty 
of this Government,) to make all communications 
to us in the strictest confidence. Is it to be main- 
tained here, sir, that we, who must give efficiency 
and consummation to all these great measures, 
acting not upon Executive, but upon our own 
respective responsibilities—is it to be contended 
“that we are to be refused, in secret session, such 
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information as it may be deemed improper to com- 
municate in public? TI have inserted in the reso- 
lution, in a proper feeling of decorum towards the 
Executive, the usual clause—‘ if compatible with 
the public service.” I protest, sir, against the.doc- 
trine that the Executive can withhold from us any 
information which is necessary to intelligent action 
on our part. What! deny us the means of acting 
understandingly and intelligently on the measures 
submitted by the Executive! Sir, an absolute 
despotism could not ask for more—need not seek 
for more than that. As regards the views of the 
honorable Senator from Ohio, it seems to me that 
he has considerably modified his opinions on this 
subject. The distinction now is, that in all mat- 


| ters which touch our internal interests and affect 


our constituency, the Executive is bound to give us 
all the information which we may demand; but 
that in those cases which affect our foreign rela- 
tions, and which may very often involve matter of 
vastly greater delicacy, and perhaps higher respon- 
sibility, the Executive is not to communicate in- 
formation to us. I confess I cannot discern the 
grounds on which such a distinction is drawn. I 
believe the injunction of secrecy has been removed 
from the discussion of the Oregon question in pri- 
vate session. It was insisted then that the dis- 
cussion should be open; and, if I be right in my 
recollection, the honorable Senator then entertained 
a somewhat different opinion from that which he 
has enunciated here to-day. If, therefore, on a 
renewal of the motion, this resolution should be 
laid on the table, I shall regard it as a decisive ex- 
pression of the judgment of the Senate, that upon 
a great question, involving a vast expenditure of 
money, deeply affecting the future policy of the 
Government, the principle is asserted that we are 
to sit here as puppets of the Executive will, voting 
for whatever measures may be recommended to 
us, Without the Executive condescending to put us 
in possession of those facts which we deem essen- 
tial to the formation of a just estimate of his policy. 
Sir, I hope that such a judgment will never be 
affirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. CALHOUN. The hour for taking up the 
special order has arrived, and I believe my col- 
league has the floor. I suggest that the resolution 
of the Senator from North Carolina be passed over 
till to-morrow. 

Mr. MANGUM. 
sir. 

The resolution was then passed over informally 
till to-morrow. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration, on its 
third reading, of the bill to raise, for a limited time, 


I have no objection to that, 


i an additional military force. 


Mr. BUTLER. The bill upon your table, sir, 
proposes to raise ten additional regiments, or ten 
thousand men, rank and file, in addition to the 
regular army now existing, and under the control 
of this Government. This bill has been reported 
by the Military Committee in conformity with: the 
recommendation of the President; and we are also 
informed that it will be followed by another bill, 
giving to the Executive authority, whenever he 
may think proper to exercise it, to call out twenty 
thousand volunteers. These are the measures 
which will form the subject of our authoritative 
action at this time. By the existing laws, the 
President of the United States has the basis of an 
army of sixty thousand men. There are thirty 
regiments of regulars, I believe, and about the 
same number of volunteers, which have been 
authorized to be called into service during this war. 
I cannot be precise, however, as to the number of 
men who have been actually in service; but it is 
certain, that if all the regiments of regulars were 
filled up, there would be about twenty-eight thou-. 
sand six hundred, or very nearly thirty thousand 
men; and I understand there are about thirty thou- 
sand volunteers. It is true, that of this number 
we have not now in the field, or under the actual 
command of officers, more than forty-five thousand; 
but it is sufficient to say, that the President of the 
United States, as commander-in-chief of the army 
of this nation, has the power to call out at this 
time—if we put the means in his power to pay 
them—sixty thousand armed men. Henow asks 
that we should add to this number ten regiments, 
to be raised by enlistments; and, I suppose, by 
another bill, twenty thousand volunteers, to be 
placed at his disposal, making in all ninety thou- 
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sand men. These, together with the seamen and 
‘marines, which are also a portion of the army, 
-would make, if they were called into actual service, 
one hundred thousand men. 

History generally takes notice of the more prom- 
inent points in the progress and policy of nations; 
and it must certainly be remarked in after times, 
that the largest omy ever raised to be concen- 
trated upon one single object, by the Republic of 
the United States of America, was an army for the 
invasion of her nearest neighbor, and the only 
other republic on the North American continent. 
Posterity, sir, will have a right to inquire, why it 
was that the councils of the United States had 
thought proper to exert the highest attribute which, 

perhaps, can be exerted, for carrying on a war of 

this description. We are indeed told by the Presi- 
dent—or those who speak for him on, this floor— 
that, although this number of men may be at his 
disposal, although he may call them out under the 
authority of existing laws, yet he is not likely to 
have over one-third of that number actually in 
service. | 

Sir, this leads me to another question which I 
am bound to notice in passing—why is it that the 
Executive, as we are informed, cannot raise the 
number of troops which, by law, he has authority 
to raise for carrying on this war in the heart of 
Mexico? Why is it? Does it arise from popular 
aversion against entering into such a service as 
this? If it were a war for the defence of our own 
soil, do you believe that five times that number 
could not be called into requisition? Sir, at the 
voice of the Executive of the United States, ten 
times that number would spring up, ready to de- 
fend the national honor and the soil of this Repub- 

- lic. And I must here make another remark : if 
all parties in the United States were to concur in 
the justice and propriety of carrying on this war, 
I would answer for it, that the President could not 
say, that it was out of his power to raise the num- 
ber of troops which the laws of the country au- 
thorize him to raise. But, sir, the very fact, that 
he is unable to raise these troops by the means 
which have been put in his power, is, [ think, one 
of the omens which a wise ruler should regard in 
administering the trust, the sacred trust, that is 
committed to him. 

Before, sir, I proceed further to discuss this bill, 
I must be permitted to advert to some of the tend- 
encies of this war. And, in doing so, I beg leave 
to address myself particularly to the propositions 
for amendment which l have had the honor to 
submit. I do not propose by the amendment on 
your table, to withhold from the President the 
troops, or such number of troops, as may be re- 
quired; but I propose to raise them in a different 
manner. And l know that I am likely to incur 
the censure of those who sustain the measures of 
the Executive, and perhaps I shall encounter the 
criticisms of those who, speaking ex cathedra, may 
find fault with the measure which I have suggest- 
ed. Sir, I have not brought forward my proposi- 
tion without consulting those who are better ac- 
quainted with the subject than I am myself, nor 
have Í brought it forward for the purpose of 
thwarting the measures of the President. But, sir, 
this is a conjuncture of affairs which calls upon 
every man, who feels an interest in the welfare of 
-the Republic, to express himself freely, fearlessly, 
and openly, upon all matters that come before us. 
This is not the first time that I have found it 
necessary to differ with the President, as regards 
some of the measures which he has advised, for 
carrying on this war; and I am happy that I did 
contribute at the last session to upset some of those. 
measures which, in my opinion, would have been 
inconsistent with the public interests. I have in- 
troduced this amendment for no such purpose. 
But I think that this is a conjuncture of affairs, in 
which every man should make his views clearly 
understoed. It is a time when every one should 
pause and look around; for I solemnly believe that 
- every step we are taking, we are going deeper and 
deeper into the labyrinth of a dangerous and inex- 
tricable policy, from which we may find no clue 
for an honorable and safe retreat. 

There are those who look on the fair side of 
things always; and if the President had recom- 
mended that we should put at his disposal two hun- 
dred thousand men, I believe there are men on this 
floor,.and in the other branch of Congress, who 
would have voted for it, if on no other ground than 
that it came from the Executive, who is responsi- 
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ble for this war. I believe they would have voted 
for any number of men which the President might 
have called for, and for all the schemes—the mag- 
nificent and splendid schemes—to be carried into 
operation by the Executive, that would require 
an army of two hundred thousand men. Yes, sir, 
if we are to go on with this enterprise of conquer- 
ing and subjugating the Republic of Mexico— 
either with a view of absorbing the whole of that 
Republic, and making it a part of this Confeder- 
acy, or of making her a dependant province—it 
would not be an extravagant proposition for the 
President to ask for two hundred thousand men to 
enable him to do it with security and safety. 
There are those, sir, who, looking at objects in the 
distant horizon, sometimes neglect to look at the 
clouds which hang above our heads, and which 
are ready to burst upon us. And that is the case 
with some gentlemen on this occasion, who, while 
they are indulging themselves in splendid visions 
of revolutionizing Mexico, and making her a part 
of this Republic, or making her in some degree de- 
pendent on us, are neglecting to look at the dan- 
gers which surround our institutions. I tnerefore 
have introduced this amendment, in some measure, 
that I might have an opportunity of examining 
more particularly into the tendency of the meas- 
ures that are hereafter to be proposed. My amend- 
ment—for I mean to address myself more particu- 
larly in the first instance to that—goes only so far 
as to add to the different regiments of the army— 
the riflemen, the infantry, the artillery, and the 
dragoons—(although by some unguarded omission 
the dragoons seem to have been left out)—to add, 
I say, to each of these regiments, three hundred 
men. By adding thirty men to each one of the 
companies, it will give a regiment, on paper, of 
thirteen hundred men; and for this increase I only 
propose to add two subordinate officers—and in 
some cases none at all—provided, however, there 
be five officers to each company; and in this way 
I shall raise seventy-five hundred; not so many, 
to be sure, as the President has asked for and the 
committee recommended. But I can raise in this 
way seven thousand five hundred men without the 
necessity for more than a very few additional offi- 
cers. 
system—that it will certainly be the most efficient 
mode of raising additional troops for active ser- 
vice. I think this position cannot very well be 
controverted—that r.w troops, infused and min- 
gled with disciplined soldiers, are more readily 
assimilated and rendered efficient; and all military 
men will tell you so, They will be better officered, 
too, having those officers who are experienced. I 
know there are those who entertain the belief that 
officers can be selected from civil life, equal in 
every respect, for such a war as this, to trained and 
educated officers already in the army. I believe, 
Mr. President, there never was a greater heresy; 
but if the truth were known, and the testimony of 
officers of the army obtained, we should be entirely 
satisfied that those battles which have so signally 
illustrated the American character in this war, from 


those of Contreras and Churubusco, were to be 
attributed to the skill and ability which were dis- 
played by the officers of our army who were edu- 
cated at West Point. I know there have been 
splendid achievements performed by the volunteer 
corps; but the truth is, that both the soldiers and 
officers of the volunteer corps relied with an abid- 
ing confidence in all operations of the army upon 
the science and skill of those who directed the op- 
erations. 

Well, sir, in raising a force of this kind, you 
ut them under just such men, not officers from 
civil life, but those already trained and accustomed 
to the service. The soldier himself will be better 
trained, and he will be better taken care of; he will 
have the greater security; it will be a measure 
recommended by considerations of humanity. I 
think this proposition cannot be disputed, that it 
will be a more efficient corps, and that the transi- 
tion to efficient soldiers will be more easy and ex- 
peditious. 

My next proposition is, that it will be cheaper. 
We have aright to look at the ten-regiment bill 
which passed Congress at the last session, with a 
view to ascertain the true character of this bill. 
And what was the character of that bill? I do 
not mean to say that the President intends to ask 
for four brigadier generals and the full complement 
of other officers as on that occasion; but whether 
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the battles of Palo Alto and Resaca de la Palma to- 


that be the case or not, it is very certain that under 
the bill before you there must be ten entire regiments 
raised; and for the purpose of officering these regi- 
ments, you must have ten colonels, ten lieutenant 
colonels, twenty majors, one hundred captains, and 
three hundred lieutenants. Now, in point of cost, 
there is very great difference between the two: the 
one has the recommendation of being cheaper, and, 
when raised, are more efficient. There cannot bea 
difference of opinion on these two propositions. But 
the objection to the plan I have suggested is, that the 
President cannot raise the number of troops that 
he desires in the mode which I have suggested; in 
other words, that it becomes necessary, when the 
President wishes to raise a body of troops, to ap- 
point intelligent officers in the first place, otherwise 
he cannot get them. That is the argument. I 
have heard it said, if you adopt this plan the men 
cannot be raised, because the officers under whom 
they are to serve are already appointed. It does 
seem to me, sir, however, that the men can be 
readily raised. I can see no reason why they can- 
not. I do not see why men will not enlist without 
having the excitement of a political movement 
every time we call for additional troops. If this 
be the case, it is high time that we should examine 
into the true merits of this war, especially in regard 
to the character of the troops to be employed in it. 
However, sir, I have submitted the amendment 
for what it is worth. 
under it, they will stand thus: General Scott now 
has at his command about thirty-one thousand in 
the aggregate, about two thousand of whom are in 
garrison at Tampico and Vera Cruz. The remain- 
der are now under his immediate command in and 
near the city of Mexico. I understand from 
military men who are recently from there, that 
he has a movable column of twenty thousand to 
carry on offensive operations. I do not pretend 
of my own knowledge to say what the number 
of his available force is; but if seven thousand be 
added to those which it is said are now under his 
control, he will at least have twenty-seven thau- 
sand; and there are to be recruited under the 
existing laws, to fill the old regiments, six or seven 
thousand more: add these, and he will have at 
least thirty-four or five thousand—a number suffi- 
cient, not only for garrison duty, but for active 
operations at any point to which they may be di- 
rected. Why, sir, Bonaparte had not more, when 
he made his first campaign in Italy, than thirty-five 
or forty thousand men. And what is it that these 
troops are to be required to do? Not to fight bat- 
tles. We are told they are not to fight battles. 
What are they todo? They are to overrun the 
Mexican States, to disarm the population, to con- 
fiscate the public property, to sequester the reve- 
nues, and to become the armed jailers to those 
persons who will not take their parole. The soldiers 
we are to raise now are not soldiers who are to be 
animated by the love of glory and the spirit of 
military adventure; their office 1s neither more 
nor less than to be armed tax-gatherers or jail- 
ers. They are to sweep through the country, 
for the purpose of gathering treasures, and keep- 
ing in awe a feeble and distracted population. 
But, sir, the experiment has not been made; 
and though General Scott has recommended an 
addition, which will make the number of troops 
amount to fifty thousand, I am satisfied that the 
Executive will carry on ‘his operations whether 
that number be added or not. I, for one, will be 
perfectly willing to accelerate, as far as I may be 
able, all operations that may be necessary to bring 
the war to a successful issue; but it does seem to 
me, that if we grant seven thousand regulars, to 
be added to the army in the manner I propose, 
(which is as much as has ever been employed under 
any general of this country in the service,) it will 
be sufficient for any purpose that can be desired in 
order to bring this war to a close; and I trust in 
God it is the last war of invasion in which we shall 
ever be engaged. But while I have thus intimated 
my purpose to concur, to some extent, in raising 
the number of men which the President may re- 
quire for his immediate purposes, I cannot shut 
my eyes to the tendency of the measures which 
are likely to be adopted as the permanent policy 
of this Government. The President has told you 
in his message that it 1s not his design to carry on 
this war for the subjugation of all Mexico, or the 
destruction of her nationality. But I have seen 
enough, sir, to satisfy me that the current of con- 
sequences is carrying the measures recommended 
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even by the Executive himself far beyond his con- 
trol. 
_. Since the discussion of this subject commenced, 
within the last fortnight, there have been demon- 
strations of public opinion not to be mistaken. I 
- have heard it openly avowed that this war 1s not 
to be carried on merely for the purpose of making 
peace with Mexico under a satisfactory treaty; but 
that it is to be prosecuted with the more obnoxious 
design of conquering Mexico and bringing her into 
subjection, either as an independent province, or to 
be annexed as a part of our territorial government. 
Sir, it is not to be disguised. When my colleague 
first intimated that such would be the tendency of 
the measures recommended by the President, the 
friends of the President on this floor—and I have 
no doubt they spoke by authority—repudiated the 
idea, and said nothing was further from the inten- 
tion of the President than such adesign. I cannot 
impute to the Chief Magistrate any design under 
the cover of any ambiguous terms. He has said 
—and I believe he was honest when he said it— 
that it was not his purpose to subjugate Mexico 
and destroy her nationality. But if the President 
should be unable to control the tendency of his 
own measures, what difference will it make to the 
people whether the result arises from design, from 
ignorance, or from his inability to control the ten- 
dency of the measures which he himself proposes? 
The effect will be the same. Are we any nearer 
peac: now than we were at the commencement of 
the campaign, which has fulfilled the most san- 
uine expectations of all those who were interested 
in the accomplishment of the designs of the Exec- 
utive? I can never forget the time when that cam- 
paign was under discussion in private circles—the 
deep anxiety that I felt on the subject—(I mean 
the campaign which may be denominated the Vera 
Cruz expedition.) There were men who fore- 
boded the greatest evils—men who looked at it with 
a distrustful eye—who denounced it as rash and 
unmilitary, and one likely to result in disastrous 
consequences. Gentlemen will recollect the deep 
anxiety which was felt by all who had friends or 
relatives in that expedition, at the time of the land- 
ing of General Scott at Vera Cruz. And when it 
was ascertained that they had landed in safety 
upon that soil which was destined to cover the 
bones of so many of our gallant soldiers, the com- 
mon feeling throughout the United States was a 
feeling of joy at the prospect of approaching peace. 
Peace was then confidently calculated upon, but 
no peace came. General Scott was then in the most 
difficult of all situations. He had not only to fight 
his way against an enemy, and a formidable ene- 
my, but he had to fight for the escape of his army 
from the effects of the climate, to save his men 
from certain destruction; for if he had not been 
able to pass the heights of Cerro Gordo, the cli- 
mate would have destroyed more than would have 
fallen by the sword of ‘the Mexicans. And with 
what number of men was it that General Scott 
landed? Not over thirteen thousand ; and with 
not over eight thousand he passed the heights of 
Cerro Gordo. He was obliged to use the utmost 
expedition, or risk the consequences to be appre- 
hended from the diseases of the country. He was 
reduced to the necessity of risking the issue of an 
unequal contest in passing that which was regard- 
edas the most impregnable of any position whicn 
had been erected by the Mexican Government. -If 
the incidents and events attending these battles had 
been written, the reader would have felt his cheeks 
glow in reading them. He would have found re- 
corded, names which are destined to go down to 
posterity, at whose mention the American heart 
will exult. There are many who did not feel the 
. excitement incident to that first, and perhaps I 
may say most important, victory which was gained 
during this eventful campaign. If not the most 
important, it must undoubtedly be regarded as the 
most splendid achievement of the campaign. I 
shall not undertake to describe the achievements 
before the walls of Mexico; it has been better done 
by the honorable Senator from New York. But 
these battles did not bring peace. The army is in 
Mexico—is there any peace? Have we not the 
right to ask the question, what have been the im- 
portant results proceeding from those splendid and 
magnificent victories? Their soil has been enrich- 
ed by the blood of those who have sacrificed their 
lives to maintain what they regarded to be the 
honor of their country. But, Mr. President, while 
we can take pride in the heroism of our country- 
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men, and rejoice with those who survive—and 
every one can profit by the history which will be 
written of the dead—we must recollect that that 
history is written upon tombstones—that it will 
be found in the neglected graves of our soldiers, 
whose bones and blood are now enriching a for- 
eign soil; in the tears of widows, in cries of or- 
phans, and statutory provisions for your maimed 
soldiers. These are the only fruits, as far as we 
have seen, of those splendid achievements. Have 
you aright to expect any other? Is there any 
prospect that there will be any other? I hope there 
may be other results. 

The President has told us that the only mode by 
which he can obtain a peace is, by the entire sub- 
jugation of the people of Mexico, so as to reduce 
them to an unconditional submission. Thatis the 
only alternative left. But there are other and more 
prominent reasons why we have no peace, and one 
is from our own divisions. This war has encoun- 
tered a most formidable opposition at home; and 
all Europe is againstus. Where in all history have 
you found such opposition as there is to this war 
at this very time? Ido not know what party ought 
to be responsible. The majority of the popular 
branch I understand to be againstit, and we have 
only to look at this Senate to see the formidable 
array of those who countenance that opposition. 
A wise magistrate should take counsel from the 
signs of the times. Lord North pushed the cur- 
rent of his measures so far that he could not control 
them, because he would not take counsel of those 
eminent statesmen of their time—Fox, Pitt, and 
Burke. I have no right to allude to names, but let 
the Executive understand this much, that some of 
the highest names of this country are now giving 
him counsel—not directly, but in the form of ex- 
pressed opinions—to which, if he is wise, he should 
give something like the attentive consideration that 
is due to so formidable and imposing an exhibition 
of public sentiment. 

l cannot concur myself (and I have said so on 
another occasion) in the mode in which those who 
are opposed to the war propose to terminate it. In 
my opinion, it would have been best for us to con- 
cur in the most effectual measures for bringing it 
to a close; and it is possible that if we had all con- 
curred in passing measures for bringing this war to 
a close, by this time Mexico would have found it 
hopeless to hold out any longer; but she has taken 
hope from the opposition to the war which has exist- 
ed among ourselves; but that is not, in my opinion, 
the most prominent source—certainly it is not the 
only source—of her inducement to protract this 
war. I! think Mexico has a right to complain of 
the exacting terms which we have been demanding 
of her as the price of peace. Why, sir, when 
the ten-regiment bill was under discussion at the 
last session, I recollect the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, (acting, no 
doubt, as the organ of the Administration, ) adver- 
tised the whole country—before, sir, the territory 


was reduced to subjection by our arms, and before’ 


we had any right of conquest over it—that the 
least that would be demanded of Mexico, in any 
negotiation for peace, would be New Mexico, and 
all of California. 

Mr. CALHOUN, (in his seat.) Upper Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. BUTLER. All of California, Upper and 
Lower. And, sir, I thought at that time that it 
was one of those declarations that was very well 
calculated to offend the pride and arouse the jeal- 
ousy of any nation. No nation on earth, that had 
a spark of national pride, could submit to be told 
in advance that she was to be despoiled of nearly 
one-third of her territorial dominions, and that be- 
fore we had obtained anything by right of conquest. 
But, sir, this is not all. The President of the 
United States has gone further, and told us, in his 
late annual message, that only New Mexico and 
Upper and Lower California had been conquered; 
but that he would not, under any circumstances, 


sign a treaty ceding them or any part of them to. 


Mexico again. He has gone further, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and, what struck me as somewhat remarka- 
ble at the time, he has assumed that they are our 
territorial dominions now, and that the Govern- 
ment of the United States has a right to appropri- 
ate them by extending their civil jurisdiction over 
them. This is nothing more nor less than assu- 
ming that we have a good title to these territories 
by conquest. It does seem to me, as it seemed 
then, (and upon perusal of books upon the sub- 
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ject I am still more satisfied,) that it is entirely 
against all the weight of authority in the laws of 
nations. There is no such thing as one nation fla- 
grante bello acquiring title to the territory of another, 
until there shall have been a treaty of peace made, 
or an abandonment of right on the part of the con- 
quered nation, er unless such circumstances exist 
as to induce the other nation to recognize the right 
thus claimed. I know no instance, in modern 
times, of title to any territory being consummated 
and perfected by the law of the strongest, although, 
during war, it is one of the modes of annoying an 
enemy to take possession of the territory of that 
enemy, if it can be seized upon by either of the 
belligerents. 

War does not consist merely in fighting. War 
has other modes in which it may be conducted; 
and one of the modes in which it ought to be con- 
ducted is, to seize the property of your enemy, for 
the' purpose of depriving him of the means which he 
otherwise would have of sustaining himself or the 
contest. This, sir,is one mode of carrying ona war; 
and so, I say, as we hold possession of this terri- 
tory, we are but carrying on the war legitimately. 
It is not war to fight, because there is nobody to 
fight. But if the United States advertise Mex- 
ico, that under no circumstances can these terri- 
tories, or any part of them, be ceded or given back 
to her, under a treaty of peace, why talk about 
negotiation? Why speak of making a peace under 
the form of atreaty? Why resort to such a misera- 
ble mockery? Why seek to disguise your course 
under such miserable pretences? Negotiation for 
what? You will say, ‘‘Mexico, you must negotiate; 
but if you do, it ıs with this distinct understand- 
ing, that we are to hold all we have, and compel 
you to give up as much more as we can.” Why, 
if she were as strong as you, she would never sub- 
mit to that, because it would be degradation; and 
because she is a weak nation, is itany reason that 
a neighbor should presume upon her defenceless 
condition, and extort terms from her which would 
be unworthy in her to grant in any negotiation 
with an equal? What right has the Republic of 
the United States to graduate the scale of nations, 
in point of dignity and influence? If we were to 
consult what should be the proper example, under 
the influence of Christian civilization, it would be, 
sir, as far as possible, to raise the dignity of the 
only Republic on this continent, and hold it as 
equal with the proudest despotism or monarchy 
onearth. This would be right, sir. The laws of 
nations are made up of precedents like this. 

We should set an unworthy example, were we 
to act otherwise in reference to a weak power that 
is prostrate at our feet. It would be abhorrent, sir, 
to my notions of justice. I know there are those 
who insist that there is no wisdom in magnanim- 
ity. Before God, I believe there is more wisdom 
in the impulses of a warm heart than in the de- 
vices of a crafty head, and especially if it is a 
crafty head looking forward to gratify certain 
designs of ambition. 

I know, sir, very well that all I shall say on this 
subject may have very little influence, but I intend 
to require the friends of the President to vindicate 
the proposition, that before we have acquired a 
title according to the laws of nations by a treaty of 

eace, we should assume to be the owners of the 
and; that we have the right to extend over it our 
own laws, and invite our citizens to settle upon it. 
Where does such law come from? It has been 
said, sir, that a victorious country is rarely deaf to 
the suggestions of ambitiop and avarice, and I am 
afraid we will find in ourselves an exemplification 
of the remark. No, sir, as a matter of policy we 
should not insist on it. We have no right to in- 
sist upon it, if we intend to have negotiations upon 
anything like principles of equality and justice. 
But as I have thus far disapproved of the mode 
heretofore pursued, with a view to obtain—what all 
speak of as desirable, and what all are anxious to 
obtain—an honorable and speedy peace, I may be 
asked, what course would you suggest? Perhaps, 
sir, my opinion will have very little influence; but 
as [ have taken the liberty to indulge somewhat in 
censures upon the measures of others, I ought not 


‘to withhold my own opinions as to what would be 


the proper measures to be adopted. 

But before I do so, I am compelled cursorily to 
look back to those measures which preceded the ad- 
mission of Texas into this Union, and to the situa- 
tion of Texas before that union was consummated 
and to examine upon what title she held the lang 
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which she claimed to possess—whether by title | 
acquired by her at the time of the revolution, or | 
whether by title acquired by conquest subsequent- | 
ly. For a title acquired by a revolution, and a 
title by subsequent conquest, are very different 
things. They are essentially different. Texas, 
as I understand, when she raised the standard -of 
resistance to what she regarded as encroachments 
on the part of the Mexican Government, compre- 
hended not only the limits of Texas proper, but 
also the district of Coahuila; thus including terri- 
tory lying on both sides of the river. She had no 
right at this time to any part of the territory com- 
prised within the limits of Tamaulipas; and if she 
acquired any right to this territory lying between 
the Nueces and the Rio Grande, it is not, sir, (and 
I undertake to say so, as a lawyer,) by any right 
incident to her in consequence of her revolution. 
I will point out to you, as far as I can, the extent 
of her title under the revolution. 

As I understand, sir, sometime in 1835 General 
Cos passed through Tamaulipas. Leaving a gar- 
rison at Goliad, he pushed forward and took up 
his quarters at San Patricio. Thence he sent a 
detachment of soldiers to take possession of some 
cannon at a village in the neighborhood. Well, the 
first symptom of the revolution was the rising of 
the people of this little village to prevent their can- 
non from being taken. They were not content to 
Jimit their exertions simply to prevent the taking 
cf their cannon, but they raised an army and drove 
back General Cos, and reduced him to the neces- 
sity of entering into stipulations that he would 
never take up arms against Texas again. Well, 
this was the commencement of the revolution. In 
1836, Santa Anna brought his army to the Rio 
Grande, which he crossed, and re-took all these 
posts again, marking his course in blood and ashes 
as he passed along; and not in the ashes of inani- 
mate substances only, but in the ashes of the sole 
diers. He drove them before him. He passed the 
Brazos, and was going on, when, at San Jacinto, 
he was met and overthrown by the Texan army. 
‘There he was taken prisoner. The revolution of 
Texas was thus consummated, a3 far as it could be 
consummated, by the capture of this prisoner and 
the reduction of Filisola to their terms, which were 
the restoration of all prisoners and property in his 
possession. Santa Anna entered into a treaty, not 
only to give up all prisoners and property, but all 
that territory lying between the Nueces and the 
Rio Grande. Now,I am not one of those who 
maintain that this treaty gives a title. Iam very 
far from meaning any such thing; but I resort to 
it for another purpose. The revolution having 
been conducted under the organized Government 
of Texas proper, gives, it seems to me, the right to 
all the land on this side of the Nueces. But, as 
regards ‘Tamaulipas, that was a distinct and sepa- 
rate State. What right had Texas to this? If she 
acquired any right, it must have been by conquest. 
Now, what was the nature of the possession by 
which she could establish her right of conquest ? 

. Why, these are the circumstances that are relied 
on, that some of the inhabitants who had taken 
refuge under the flag of Gencral Rusk, returned 
and settled there by his permission. At the same 
time, the Texas flag was hoisted at Corpus Christi. 
So that possession of the west bank of the Nueces 
was kept until, on another military demonstration 
on the part of Mexico, the inhabitants again ap- 
plied for protection, and he ordered them to retire 
beyond the river: they did so, and after the danger 
Was over, returned to their possessions. These are 
the evidences of possession, and they are the evi- 
dences of the pcssession of only a part of this ter- 
ritory—a possession which, in the language of 
lawyers, might have given a color of title to her by 
constructive possession of the whole. And such, 
I think, would have been the legal inference, if 
Mexico had not had a previous and older title of 
possession to a part of ihe territory lying along the 
Rio Grande. But the fact isso. She had custom- 
houses there; the citizens recognized the laws of 
the Mexican Government, and debts were collect- 
ed under these laws. 

Such was the situation of affairs when annexa- 
tion took place. Mexico had possession of a part, 
and Texas of a part, lying on the banks of the re- 
spective rivers, leaving the intervening space di- 
vided by a shadowy line which could not very well 
be distinguished. Under these circumstances, the 
annexation took place, and General Taylor was 
ordered with his army to Corpus Christi, on the 


right bank of the Nueces, and in a part of the dis- 
puted territory. Now, was there a perfect title in 
legal contemplation in the Republic of the United 
States? 1 have no doubt, sir, Texas had as good 
a right as Mexico; there was concurrent posses- 
sion. This was exactly the position in which 
neither had exclusive right to the whole. There 
was no exclusive right in either, so far as regards 
a definite certain title. Under these circumstances, 
General Taylor was ordered down to Corpus 
Christi, with a view to occupy the territory of 
Texas, to protect it from the invasion of Mexico. 
Now comes the most difficult and debatable point 
at issue, upon which it seems to me the merits of 
this war must ultimately turn. General Taylor 
was there, and by direction of the Government, 
and he had aright to remain there until he received 
further orders froin home. An Envoy Plenipo- 
tentiary, Mr. Slidell, was sent to Mexico with a 
view to negotiate, if he could, and settle the bound- 
ary. We all know the result of this negotiation. 
Herrera, who was then in power, was perfectly 
willing to receive him, as he said, as Commission- 
er to settle the boundary; but he could not receive 
him as Plenipotentiary. It might have been an 
idle objection, but our Government insisted that 
the cup of reconciliation was exhausted, and that 
he should be received in the character in which he 
was sent to Mexico. After Mr. Slidell was re- 
called, or after he took his passports, it must be 
recollected the march of General Taylor to the 
Rio Grande took place. Now, sir, 1 am not going 
to excuse-the President. He placed ‘General Tay- 
lor there to communicate information; and what 
was the purport of that communication? It was 
to this amount: “I advise you, in a military point 
‘of view, to move the army. If the settlement is 
‘to be eflected by arbitrament, there is no neces- 
‘sity of striking a blow.” This was the informa- 
tion and advice which General Taylor gave the 
United States. Now, sir, did the army move from 
Corpus Christi, under the authority of the Gov- 
ernment, to bring on a collision, or to run the risk 
of bringing ona collision, upon the supposition 
that the cup of reconcilement had been exhausted, 
and notin the hope that negotiations might be sat- 
isfactorily concluded? Or did General ‘laylor take 
possession under the honest apprehension that 
Mexico intended to seize upon the territory to the 
exclusion of the United States? If this Govern- 
ment, under the apprehension that this was the 
state of things, took possession of the territory, with 
the view of preventing Mexico, under an armed 
force, from having a lodgment there, I hold it to 
be entirely ‘justifiable, because, sir, war does not 
consist always in an actual overtact. War some- 
times must be anticipated; and if Mexico had 
marched her army and made such overt demon- 
strations, or marched an armed force with a view 
of taking possession of the territory, and General 
Taylor intormed his Government that such was 
the case, and the Government ordered hiin to move 
his army, with a view to defeat that intention on 
the part of Mexico, it was nothing but what the 
Government was bound to do. On the other hand, 
a very different inference must be drawn, if the 
President of the United States, who is the repre- 
sentative of all the people of the United States, 
indifferent to consequences, sent the army witha 
view of informing Mexico that negotiations were 
terminated. It presents a very diilerent state of 
things. The Secretary, indeed, states that all the 
means of reconcilement were exhausted, and that 
the only alternative remaining was the sword. 

Now, if the President of the United States took 
possession of this territory, either with too much 
negligence, or a reckless indifference to conse- 
quences, he has not performed the part of a wise 
and circumspect Chief Magistrate; and the act is 
only to be just fied, it seeins to me, on the ground 
of a reasonable expectation that Mexico would be 
induced to conclude negotiations. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. If the Senator 
will permit me, I would suggest that General Tay- 
lor, in marching to the Rio Grande, met the Mex- 
ican army about half way—on the banks of the 
Little Colorado—and was informed by the com- 
mander of the Mexican forces, that if he crossed 
that stream, it would be held an act of war. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand all that. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Mexican army moved first. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not recollect dates; but I 
understart the order to General Taylor was issued 
before the Mexican army advanced. 
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Mr. DAVIS. Ido not know at what time the 
Mexican army proceeded to this point, but we do 
know that General Taylor found them in position, 
and they must, therefore, have moved first. That 
is a fair inference. 

Mr. SEVIER. The order was given to Gen- 
eral Taylor in January; in February it was received 
by him, and in March he was in motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall concur with the Sena- 
tor readily in this point of view, for I regard “both 
as having possession. I think that General Tay- 
lor was right to advise the Government to antici- 
pate the Mexican army. I have always been un- 
der the impression, however, that the order to 
move was issued long before. However, sir, I do 
not think it makes a great deal of difference, as far 
as regards the situation of affairs now. All concur 
in desiring to bring this war to a close by as hon- 
orable a peace as can be very well effected. And 
how is it to be done? 

Now, sir, having come to the conclusion that 
we are bound to maintain the rights of Texas to 
the territory between the Nueces and the Rio 
Grande—(and I certainly think weare bound by the 
most solemn of pledges, for we have an act of this 
very body reciting that American blood had been 
shed on American soil—there it stands on your 
statute book, the most solemn of all declarations) — 
that this territory did belong to Texas, and to this 
country by annexation; and though it was a sub- 
ject of honest dispute between Texas and Mexico, 
and between the United States and Mexico, yet 
we have passed judgment upon it, and said to Tex- 
as, it is a part of her territory; and in consequence 
of that pledge, it seems to me we never can yield one 
foot of land this side of the Rio Grande. But, sir, 
that is as far as I will go as an ultimatum of any 
proposition of peace to that Government. I would 
insist, in the first instance, in every measure, that 
to the Rio Grande we are bound, under the most 
solemn of pledges, to protect the rights of Texas. 
But then the question may be asked—and it is a 
proper question—how would you establish an 
other line for separating the territories of the Uni- 
ted States from those of Mexico? Will you fall 
back upon any line which separates Oregon from . 
Mexico? | think not, sir. But by way of making 
it as acceptable as possible to Mexico, and witha 
sincere desire to terminate this war, I would not 
hesitate, if it were to be done to-morrow, to send 
the most illustrious embassy to Mexico and pro- 
pose to her terms of peace upon this ultimatum, 
with the right, however, to demand from her to 
say what line she should run by way of compen- 
sating us for the claims we have against her, and 
I should think it no degradation. If it were a 
strong Government, and we were actually engaged 
In a contest to be decided by force of arms, it 
might be otherwise. But Mexico, prostrate and 
feeble as shes, it is no degradation to make any 
terms by which we can terminate this unhappy, 
this disastrous war. 

I know the suggestions which I make are not 
likely to be adopted, but I think that what I have 
already intimated as the limit is one from which 
we cannot depart. We are bound to say to Mex- 
ico, we cannot give you any land on this side of 
the Rio Grande, but we will leave you to say what 
line you will agree to run from the Rio Grande to, 
the Pacific. 1 would give her the option, in the 
first instance, to say what line she would agree to, 
though I do not say I would be bound by it; but I 
say I would not hesitate to give her the right to 
indicate the line she would adopt. Perhaps she 
might adopt the thirty-seventh degree, and I might 
be asked the question, would you be satisfied with 
that line? | 

I have no hesitation atall in stating, that it is 
our interest to encourage and countenance Mexico 
as an independent republic; and let whatever line 
may be agreed on—be it therty-seven or thirty- 
eight—all the territory we want, or all it is said we 
want, will fall into our possession inevitably. 
There is no way of preventing the American peo- 
ple from settling in the territory now claimed, and 
which, it seems to be presumed by the President, 
is to fall into our possession. But I may beasked, 
if Mexico propose a line, would you adopt it? If 
there is any one thing which the policy of this ` 
Government dictates more than another, it is to 
terminate this war. And, sir, we cannot, at this 
conjuncture, make too great sacrifices to terminate 
the war. I speak now as a southern man; and if 
I were only to have in view what must ultimately 
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be the interests of the southern States, ] would 
enter most fully into the-mad schemes of taking 
possession of the whole of Mexico, because in 
that way slave labor might be employed, whilst I 


- have no idea that any slaveholder will ever go into 


that country north of thirty-two degrees. But, 
as I have said, if Mexico would propose terms, 
I would consult the councils of moderation and 
justige, and endeavor to sustain rather than anni- 
hilate a neighboring republic. 

But I may be told that they are not capable of 
self-government. l believe they will have to go 
through the changes to which other nations are 
subject. They will, perhaps, have to endure an 
irksome fermentatton before they arrive at that de- 
gree of refinement and intelligence which will fit 
them for a republican form of government. But, 
as I have said, if Mexico were wise, she would 

ive all we claim. 1 believe it would be to her 
Interest to give up all territory between the Rio 
Grande’ and the Sierra Madre. 

But I have no hope that she will be governed 
by any such policy. I am, however, for peace; 
and for the purpose of securing it, I am willing to 
make any sacrifice, except of the power and dig- 
nity of the country. And I believe it will be a sac- 
rifice of neither to offer, in the most conciliator 
manner, such terms of negotiation as that republic 
might be induced to accept. Well, I may be told 
that she will reject your terms—that she will not 
only cling to the Nueces, but that she will give you 
no line this side of the boundary between Mexico 
and Oregon. Well, sir, if she acts thus, what then 
can we do? 

Suppose that Mexico rejects all overtures liber- 
ally made to terminate this war, what are We to do? 
Prosecute this war, devastate the country, seques- 
ter the revenues, disarm the populace, reduce them 
to such a state that they can make no resistance, 
but must appeal to us, and ask to be annexed to 
our Confederacy? Is this desirable, sir, as a mat- 
ter of policy? is it desirable that we should reduce 
her to such a condition that we cannot refuse to 
receive her into the Union? Well, sir, this, it 
seems to me, must be the legitimate consequence 
of pushing these aggressive and invasive opera- 
tions further. Suppose you take the whole of her 
territory—or suppose you have the whole under 
your control—how much do you contemplate per- 
manently retaining? Will you take more than 
New Mexico and the two Californias, by way of 
indemnity, for the just claims which you have 
against that Government? I ask, how much will 

ou take? I again repeat the question. Let the 
President and his Cabinet indicate this to-morrow. 
What prevents them from doing it now, at this 
very moment, instead of overrunning the whoie 
country, and after incurring all the expense attend- 
ing further invasive operations, being compelled 
to content themselves With what they have at 

i a What prevents the President from taking 
y his army now as muchas he wants? You can 
do nothing more by carrying on the war than you 
have already done. I understand the Senator from 
Mississippi has said that it is nothing more than 
an experiment; and after you have made that ex- 
periment, and Mexico will not come to terms, you 
can only then take a defensive line. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. My position was, 
that holding the interior of Mexico would conduce 
to peace; that when deprived of all hope of further 
resistance, which could result only from the pres- 
ence of a powerful and well-organized army, she 
must then give indications of a disposition to treat 
stronger than she has heretofore given, They 
have heretofore (and I say it without unkindness 
to any one) continually looked to divisions at home 
as likely to produce a recall of the army; and they 
can be cured of that heresy only by the presence 
of an army sufficiently powerful to show the con- 
centrated will of this nation. That was the policy 
which I recommended. Further than that, I be- 
lieve that it would be proper to takea line along the 
mountain ridge, which could be easily held; and 
that if our jurisdiction were extended over it, the 
country behind that line would immediately be- 
come quiet—not a line territorial in its nature, be- 

ond which we could not conduct our operations, 

ut from which we could effeetually make sortiés, 
and not restricting us at all from holding other 
posts in the mterior of Mexico. I will say, in 
this connection, that my remarks the other day, in 
relation to the dangers which might threaten the 
army, were not made in reference to General Scott's 


column, which is, I believe, twenty thousand 

strong, and no more, though it is constantly rep- 

resented as otherwise. That is not that column 
' which is placed in danger. It is the column of 
| General’ Wool, numbering six thousand men, and 

holding a series of posts, with a long line of com- 
_ munication, and threatened, as I have been recent- 
i ly informed, with an army of fifteen thousand, 
and the militia numbering, as has been stated, fif- 
teen thousand, and having immediately on its flank 
a valley which could turn out thirty thousand men. 
That httle army, I thought, was in danger, and I 
think it may yet be in danger. Then, again, there 
isa smaller force in New Mexico, and a still 
smaller one in California. These are the positions 
which I wished to reinforce; and hence the neces- 
sity of adding new regiments, instead of strength- 
ening old ones; not of sending men to Gtn. Scott, 
but of strengthening other columns, as well as to 
hold new posts, and to relieve garrisons. But I 


will not longer trespass on the time of the Senator, ` 


and beg his pardon for this interruption. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand the Senator from 
Mississippi to say, that after we have overrun 
Mexico, if she will not sign a treaty of peace, he 
then proposes to take a line, to have the better 
place to fight from. After he has whipped her, 
then he would take a line to fight from. Now, 
the Senator seems to anticipate that peace can be 
brought about by taking an advantageous position 
from which to attack the enemy, and thus carry 
on the war. „The Senator’s calculations are cer- 
tainly different from mine. If we overrun all 
Mexico, and then obtain peace, i¢ is only such a 
peace as a conquering nation may dictate to a 
people that have passed under the yoke. And if 
this do not make peace, he must then take a line, 
not to hold the territory comprised within it, but 
as one of the modes of making more effective 
sorties upon a prostrate people. l 

Mr. DAVIS. It is a part of the same plan, and 
I would adopt it now. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have said, and I would say 
again, I would much rather take no territory at all, 
than consent to carry out the magnificent schemes 
entertained by some gentlemen on this floor. Why 
infuse the lifeless blood of a ruined Republic into 
the healthy veins of this Confederacy? Are you 
not tainting your own, by attempting to commu- 
nicate life to them? Or, if you do no more, you 
can reduce them to a province; and this seems 
to be the project of the Senator from Indiana. 
When you have it as a province, how will you 
‘govern ıt? By your armies, by prztors, consuls, 
: or what kind of magistracy ?—who will be respon- 
sible for such an office? 
| Mr. FOOTE. If the Senator will allow me, I 
; would remark, that in the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, as | understood, the word 
| ‘¢ province” was stricken out. 
{ 
| 
| 
| 


r. HANNEGAN. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, sir, all seem to antici- 
pate that ultimately we should be driven to the 
alternative of either taking Mexico as a province, 
or of annexing her to this Republic. That must 
be the case. Why, what does the President say ? 
You must either use your army to overcome and 
subjugate Mexico, or for the purpose of giving 
support to one of the factions there which is in 
favor of peace: that is to say, the United States 
must keep an army there until one of the factions 
is strong enough to form such a government as to 
enable them to go through the forms of negotia- 
tion. I have never heard, sir, nor read in any his- 
tory, of any people who permitted a foreign army 
to give protection to any party into which the 
country was divided, that had survived the protec- 
tion itself. Why, any people that will call upon 
an army for protection is incapable of self-govern- 
ment and unworthy of protection. I know, that 
Philip of Macedon, under pious pretexts—ambi- 
tious. princes make great puppets of piety—con- 
trived to have himeelf invited to take a part in the 
' sacred war, for the purpose of giving protection to 

the weak against the profane and stronger party, 
and we all know the result. It was the protection 
of the wolf to the meek lamb. There never was a 
wiser remark, and one that should be more prac- 
tically alluded to, than that made by the prophet 
Ezekiel to the council of Israel—where a proposi- 
tion was discussed whether that harassed people 
should place themselves under the projection of 
Egypt, as their safest reliance against the power 
of Assyria: If you do, you will rest on, not a 


weak, but a broken reed, that will cut the hand 
that rests upon it. If we make a colony of Mex- 
ico, and our army be withdrawn, how long will 
she ręmain in that condition? Such a government 
could not stand without the perpetual guarantee of 
a standing army; and to undertake to sustain a 
portion, or a faction, with a view that they might 
sign a league-treaty of peace, it does seem to me, 
sir, that it is one of those calculations that will ag- 
gravate the evil instead of relieving it. I protest 
against the use of the army for any such purpose; 
and, as far as my vote goes, it shal} never be given 
for it. No, sir; let us make a.treaty of peace as 
soon as we can, before the current of consequences 
carry us too far. I do not even hope that any sug- 
gestion of mine can lead to such a result. I believe 
that these mad schemes, in spite of every warnin 

voice, are destined to go on, and that we shall fin 

ourselves, when they are accomplished, in a worse 
condition than any in which this Republic has ever 
been placed. I will but ask, if such be your opinion, 
why give the President any troops atall? Or, ifit be 
your design to enable him to overcome all Mexico, 
give him a sufficient number to accomplish the pur- 
pose. But the boast has been, that this Government 
has undertaken to accomplish with twelve or fifteen 
thousand troops what they should have taken fifty 
thousand to accomplish. I think the expedition 
to Vera Cruz, to invade Mexico with twelve or 
fifteen thousand men, was an inexcusable libert 

which the Government took with human life. It 
was realizing, what had been said before, that in 
the calculations of American war, human life is 
the chiefest of all its elements. Yes, sir, the Gov- 
ernment has gone on, and made liberal drafts 
upon the patriotism and gallantry of its citizens; 
and it is for this reason, if forsno other, that I - 
would be in favor of adding more men. But I 
have other reasons. There is a portion of the 
volunteers now in the field that ought to be re- 
called, and others enlisted in their place. Some of 
them were enlisted to serve for one year. The 
Government, taking advantage of the ciacumstance 


‘of their being already in Mexico, induced them to 


enter the service for the war. And such has been 
the fate of the South Carolina regiment. They had 
offered their services fora year. Their pride—the 
regard which they entertained for the honor of 
their State, and their obligations to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States—induced them to volun- 
teer; and they have been drawn on, in the expec- 
tation that this war would soon close, to continue 
in the service. I am willing, if for no other rea- 
son than to relieve these volunteers, to send other 
troops into the field, with a view to procure_their 
recall. But the main reason, upon which I will 
give my vote, if I vote for this bill at all, is on the 
ground that I want the experiment made as soon 
as possible; the sooner the better for the safety of 
the Government. I know that all my suggestions 
of moderation will have very little weight; but if 
we are to go on with the war, let it be in such a 
manner as will lead to its most speedy termina- 
tion. | 

This being the first war of invasion, it is full of 
startling suggestions, and should be regarded as 
full of admonitory instruction. The Constisution 
presupposes that all the supplies for carrying on 
the war should be exclusively under the control of 
Congress. Yet we are told that in part, and with 
fallacious calculations, a large part of the revenue 
to support this war is to be found in the contribu- 
tions to be raised from the enemy’s country. By 
a tariff, somewhat legislative in appearance, and by 
military coercion, the Mexican revenues are to be 
directed into the treasury-chest of thearmy. How 
much will be collected in this manner, is entirely 
a matter of uncertain conjecture. By way of en- 
couragement as to the means of carrying on the 
war, this source of supply is prominently paraded 
—rather to hide the able debt, which must be 
enormous, than for anything else. But suppose 
it could be demonstrated that the army had a 
self-supplying revenue—whata commentary would 
itbe on the futility of the supposed controlling 
power of Congress over the military responsibility 
of the Executive as the commander-in-chief of the 
armies of the republic! It would place him in the 
condition of Charles the First, who contended for 
the right of carrying on war by the arbitrary col- 
lection of ship-money, without the advice or con- 
tro] of Parliament. A general with the ambition 
of Cæsar, placed in such a situation, could, at the 
head ofa strong army, put his government at de- 
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fiance. We may not see.such results in our time; 


' but the example of to-day is the precedent of to- 


morrow. But when the fires of virtuous patriotism 
that were kindled on the altar of our coyntry by 
the founders of the Republic shall have burnt down 
under the ambitious lust of conquest, there will be 
no rebuking influence left to purify and restrain 
lawless ambition. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of executive business; and, after a short time so 
occupied, the doors were opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. l 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, January 18, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. J. R. 
INGERSOLL in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the resolutions proposing to refer the 
President’s message to the various appropriate 
committees.. 

Mr. JAMIESON, (who was entitled to the 
floor,) after referring to a question which had been 
up in Committee of the Whole, and on which he 
had made some remarks, observed that it would 
probably be best for him to embrace the present 
opportunity to extend those remarks, and unite 
what he had then said with what he purposed to 
say now. 

very gentleman was apprized of the fact that 
under the hour-rule it was impossible for any gen- 
tleman to do justice to himself or to any one of the 
important topics contained in the President’s mes- 
sage. Mr. J. had always opposed the rule, and 
he expected ever to be opposed to it. He had al- 
ways looked upon it as a violation of the power 
conferred upon the members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives by the Constitution. It was a muz- 
zling ef debate; it was a curtailing of the right 
which each member of the House was entitled to 
enjoy, of expressing at large every view he might 
think it proper to take. 

In starting out, (said Mr. J.,) in making the re- 
marks I purpose to make before this committee, I 
shall start in a form and fashion of my own; and 
I shall propose to myself in the outset a sort of 
text, or a question, which I desire should be pre- 
sented before Congress and before the country. 


And this question, with all I intend to speak upon 


it, has reference only to the war portion of the 
Executive message. The question is this: Will 
our country ever be in the right ?- 

This is a very important question for our wise 
men to look into; and for the reason that, as 
through more than three-score years and ten of 
our national existence, we have never once been 
in the right, it is highly important for them to con- 
sider whether they can form or devise any plan by 
which we may, at some time, be right for once. 
It is a question for the counsels of our wise men. 
For seventy-two years we have never yet been 
right, but always wrong. Cannot their united 
wisdom devise some way or means by which, for 
One time, we may get in the right? We may go 
back to the days of Washington and John Adaine 
—the father of that venerable man there—and the 
days of Madison and Jefferson, and all the depart- 
ed patriots of our Revolution, and listen a little 
to what they said, because they all denied the 
power which was then claimed—the divine right 
of kings to control the people. Yes, sir; they had 
the audacity to come out and to proclaim to the 
world that we—the old Thirteen—we have a right 
to be free and independent, and we will acknow- 
ledge your divine right to control us no longer. 
Yes, they did this. But in all this they had their 
opponents then, who looked upon the ground taken 
by these Presidents and sages as wrong, as wick- 
ed, as against the authority of Heaven, and who 
thought that it was all done under the frown of 
the Almighty. 

Why, sir, here was the man Adams, who, to be 
sure, had had some hand in producing the revolu- 
tion; he wrote a great many fine articles in a book 
called the Federalist, (I with it had had some other 
name;) but this man, after the Government had 
endured for more than a quarter of a century, 
brought us into the greatest danger of an uncon- 
stitutional and a wicked war. Thus, sir, we were 
wrong in the Revolution, wrong under the elder 
Adams, and wrong again in 1812, when_ the man 
Madison had the audacity to do the same thing; 
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and I see a man over there (looking toward a part 
of the hall where Mr. Clay stood among some of 
his friends) who had the audacity to sustain him. 
(I wish he would only do the same now.) In 
some portions of the country, this war of 1812 
was deemed so wicked, that they kept their militia 
marching round and round the boundaries of their 
own State, but forbade them to cross the line. The 
war was so impious, so wicked, so against all the 
precepts of Christianity, so Heaven-daring, that it 
was wrong for a moral and religious people to re- 
joice in the victories of our own armies. Sir, the 
war was declared wrong from the pulpit, wrong 
from the stumps, wrong everywhere—all wrong, 
all wicked. Sir, not only that; so wrong was it 
held to be, that they held a Convention at a place 
called Hartford, to take sides against their own 
country, and in favor of the enemy. It was 
held by people so religious, that they raised blue- 
lights on their coast to give notice to the enemy 
whenever one of our gallant little barques entered 
oe broad field of the ocean, that they might be 
taken. 

Sir, it was held most wicked for that wicked 
President to take the ground that Great Britain 
had no right to clear the decks of our ships 6f what 
men she chose to select, and take them by force 
into her own service. ‘They claimed the right to 
board our vessels of war because she had a stronger 
fleet than we had. The President was held to be 
the wickedest of men, because he proclaimed, that 
if this was continued there must be war. 

And now, I say, the question arises, (and I want 
the Country to keep it in view,) Shall we ever be 
in the right? We were not right in the Revolu- 
tion, we were not right in 1812, and we are still 
further from being right now. The Mexican Gov- 
ernment (I have all the documents here, but I can- 
not stay to read them) has only committed for a 
course of twenty-eight years in succession, one 
hundred of the most outrageous depredations on 
our flag and on all the rights of our people.. Yes, 
sir; they have only done that. From 1816 to 1845, 
they have committed only one hundred of the great- 
est outrages that were everknown. And yet here 
this wicked Jim Polk (and on the same ground 
stood Andrew Jackson, and his Secretary of State, 
Mr. Forsyth) has had the audacity to say that out- 
rages like these formed just cause for immediate 
war. What Jackson said of them, Polk has re- 
peated. But here we are wrong again. Mexico, 
according to the resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Borts,] is in the right, 
the United States in the wrong. Polk has but ta- 
ken the ground which Jackson took, and Jackson 
based himself on the reports of his minister, Mr. 
Forsyth, whose report stated numerous cases of 
murder, and every form of outrage that ever was 
committed. Yet in all this we were wrong—it 
was all wrong—all wicked. And, if so, even the 
very Whigs themselves, at the first session of the 
29th Congress, lied, because, by their votes, they 
sustained the President. 

And here is the predicament we are in. Weare 
once more in the wrong, notwithstanding these 
hundred cases of the most violent outrages—out- 
rages on our common flag, on our people, their 
liberty and their lives; notwithstanding the official 
reports by Mr. Forsyth of numerous murders; 
notwithstanding hundreds of our American citi- 
zens were seized and thrown into prison, and at 
last put into the mines, where they dragged out a 
life far worse than death itself; an notwithstand- 
ing the further fact, that two independent sister re- 
publics came to the conclusion (through those 
alone who had the power to act in the premises) 
to marry—to make a marriage-contract between 
them. This was done by the people of the two 
republics, (who held the sovereign power,) and 
not by this wicked Polk; and Texas was received 
by the United States just as Ohio and Missouri 
had been received, viz: with their own limits and 
boundary as stated by themselves, without any re- 
serve about the river Nueces. We received her 
as we did all the other new States, according to 
their own defined limits—they being the only 
authority that can control that matter, but subject 
to the action of the treaty power. We all know 
that there is but one power upon earth that can 
clip a State of one inch of her claimed terrritory, 
and that is the treaty power. But I have no time 
to go into ‘that question now. I say there is 
but one power on earth that can clip a sovereign 
State of one single inch of her territory. We re- 
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ceived Missouri; we received Ohio, and Indiana, 
and [llinois, just as we received Texas, viz : with 
the boundaries presented to us when they asked 
to be received. You knew these boundaries no 
better when these States werz received than we 
knew the bounds of Texas when we received her. 
Yet this man Polk, notwithstanding all this, had 
the audacity—aye, and that, too, when Congress 
was in session—to send General Taylor from 
Corpus Christi to the Rio Grande. hy did 
he do that when Congress was in session? Why 
did he take upon himself such a vast power? 
The answer is very plain, and it is this: No 
hostilities had yet taken place, and therefore 
there was no need for the action of Congress. 
The Executive is bound by his office and his 


oath to maintain the boundaries of every State, - 


and he must act up to the power conferred on 
him. Yet, in the face of day, though Mexico 
had not engaged in any hostilities yet, there was 
no declaration of war, nor a drop of blood shed. 
Yet this President had the hardihood to protect 
Texas in her boundaries; and he would have been 
perjured if he had not. That is what he has done; 
and this is the great crime of which he has been 
guilty. This man Polk had the audacity to order 
General Taylor to advance to the Rio Grande, and 
that brought on the war—a war wholly unconstitu- 
tional and against all right and honor and justice. 
Why did he do that? Did we limit Texas to the 
Nueces? Did we not take her with the Rio Grande 
for her boundary? The treaty power was the only 
thing you held over her; and did not Polk call 
upon her to settle the question by this very power ? 
But Herrera would not agree to it. And was it 
not on that very ground that Paredes rose and 
overturned the Government of Herrera? I have here 


a letter from Herrera declaring that it was on that - 


very ground he was overturned by his rival. The 
only power to settle the question of boundary was 
the treaty power. If any other power on earth 
should dare to say to one of the sovereign States of 
this Union, You are coming beyond your bounds— 
stand back; the moment that should be done, the 
Executive is bound to sustain the State. Did this 
man Herrera declare that he claimed only to the 
Nueces? Did he not send an army of fourteen 
thousand men, and did not Ampudia land on the 
east bank of the Del Norte and order General 
Taylor back to the Nueces until the question of 
boundary should be settled by negotiation? Yet 
Mexico still claimed to the Sabine. 

But Mr. Polk was very wrong in another thing. 
Here comes Arista to the east bank of the Rio 
Grande, and tells Taylor that he must remove his 
forces out of Fort Brown, and go behind the Nue- 
ces. ‘You have no business here. This is dis- 
puted territory. True, you have received Texas 
with her boundary asextending to the ancient limits 
of Louisiana, but you must retire.” Ah, indeed ! 
And what do you promise on your part, suppose 
Ido? If Taylor would consent to break up his 
camp and retire behind the Nueces, what did Aris- 
ta promise in return? Would he engage that if 
our troops retired, there should be no contest of 
arms? Did he, standing on the east side of the 
Del Norte, give any pledge that he would wait 
there for the negotiation, and would have no con- 
flict of arms? No, sir. No, sm. Was old Rough 
and Ready so blind as not to see what his object 
was? 

When he was making these promises, what did 
your Government, what did old General Taylor 
think of it? What did every wise man, every pa- 
triot, every one who saw an inch into Mexican 
character, think of it—of the fact that, he was direct- 
ing our army to do a certain thing withouta cor- 
responding obligation on the otherside? The object, 
therefore, was to take advantage. Well, if Arista 
or Ampudia could have broken up General Tay- 
lor, with his little, brave, noble band, and driven 
them from their post on the Rio Grande, and 
scattered them to the Nueces; and if he had fol- 
lowed them very quickly and overrun them, they 
would have come still deeper into the interior. of 
Texas; and before Texas could have organized to 
have sustained herself, and before the surrounding 
States could have come to her aid, she would have 
been overwhelmed—murdered, as her brave citi- 
zens were at the Alamo and other places. That 


would have been your fiz ; and yet, notwithstand- , 


ing all this, when this was probable—when every 
man of any mind could have seen that this was the 
object of this order—when any statesman or any 
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general fit to command a squad of twenty could 
have seen it, yet this, it is said, has brought upon 
us this wicked war. < 

And now, to be a little ironical again, I will put 
a question u to old Guthrie, fa laugh,] in 
the rule of three. If we have always been wrong; 
if we have sprung and leaped—not crawled, not 
walked—but jumped from weakness, from a hand- 
ful of men, and from poverty to wealth, and have 
always been under the frown of the eterna] 1 AM ; 
if we have jumped .from poverty to be the mighti- 
est power on earth—to a power that can feed and 
fight the combined world—[a voice: “ the ‘ com- 
bined’ world’’]—yes, the combined world; I won’t 
alter a solitary phrase I mention; if we have done 
all this, and always been in the wrong, what, ac- 
cording to the rule of three, would have been our 
power if we ever could have been right in one in- 
stance? And again—(to go back a little, for in 
attempting to speak on this subject, under the re- 
strictions of the hour rule, I cannot be systematic)— 
if this old wicked Madison and wicked Jimmy Polk 
have brought upon us two wars wickedly, and we 
have stood up one to four in Mexico, and stood 
equal against the mighty British Power; if we have 
been enabled to do this in two wicked wars that 
have excited the frowns of Heaven itself, what 
could we have done if we had been right? If our 
brave boys that have been out yonder in Mexico— 
and I will draw no distinction between Missouri- 
ans, Indianians, IIlinoisans, Mississippians, Ten- 
nesseeans, and those from any other State in the 
Union—I will just say this in one round word, we 
all are of the same blood; we are of the same Anglo- 
Saxon race, and when we meet upon the field of 
battle we are all one by the other, and one just as 
brave as the other. 

It is very true there may be some difference in 
marksmanship. The western people, from using 
guns every day, have the advantage simply. in 
taking bead, but there is no difference in their 
bravery. That very Indiana regiment that I 
stopped on, the other day when I was called to 
order, I want to say something more about; and 
in mentioning that regiment, Illinois wants no 
praise; Missouri wants nothing to be said, nor 
any other State. But one thing is very strange, 
that this regiment from Indiana, although it had 
more officers and men that fell than any solitary 
regiment at the battle of Buena Vista, except my 
friend Ricuarpson’s regiment, (where is he?—he 
is not present, )—I believe the report says, it stood 
twenty-one rounds; it fired twenty-one rounds; 
and it lost more officers and men than any other 
solitary regiment that fought at Buena Vista,—yet, 
like those cowardly Missourians, reported by the 
very same officer at the battle of Ocheechubbee, 
after they were perfectly overwhelmed by the 
deadly fire, they fell back upon the baggage, and 
could not be brought to order. There never was, 
and there probably never may be—there never 
was anything entered on the record like these two 
battles of Sacramento and Brazito. Not that I 
claim any precedence for the Missourians above 
any other people in the several States of the 
Union. Iadmit you are all as brave as we are; 
we claim no preference.. But I claim the marks- 
manship; | you will see that there, at Sacra- 
mento, in thirty minutes, (for the main work was 
done in thirty minutes,) by nine hundred men, 
there were as many of the enemy slain, or nearly 
so, as were slain at the battle of Buena Vista, 
where 5,000 of our boys were contending against 
20,000 odd Mexicans. According to the official 
reports, I know it is called a three hours’ battle; 
` but, mark you, in thirty minutes nearly all the 
work was done; more than five hundred men, by 
nine hundred, were laid dead upon the field. They 
met them arm to arm, shoulder to shoulder, knife 
to knife, not in open field, as was done at Buena 
Vista; but they attacked them in strong natural 
and artificial defences, and drove them from those 
works in thirty minutes, and left more than five 
hundred dead upon the field; killed and wounded 
more than their own number. This was the 
mighty work that markmanship did; there was no 
more bravery. Again, at Brazito there were only 
three hundred engaged, and the order was given 
that the No. 1 men should fire; they had no can- 
non there;, no big guns; nothing but the rifle that 
they took the bead on. There were only three 
hundred against a force of more than seventeen 
hundred, charging with their cavalry. These men 
had just gone through the ninety miles. jornada. 
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ency, and we will show ours. 
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It is defined by some to be the journey ofa day, 
but incorrectly: it is a desert, without wood or 
water. In going through, the rule ts, never to 
touch one mouthful of victuals, because if you 
touch food you want water, and you may parch 
with thirst and die. These jornada were passed 
through by Doniphan’s men—one of ninety miles, 
two of sixty miles, and one of forty miles. They 
passed round, as it were, one-fourth of the circum- 
ference of the globe. At Brazito, the No 1 were 
ordered to fire first, to lay low, and whenever 
the enemy approached within seventy yards to 
fire. One hundred and fifty of them took their 
beads, and that No. 1 pretty much killed or crip- 
pled each their man; and that was panic enough 
for the enemy; and what made it worse was, that 
| most of them were shot in the head, and they took 
up the panic that our boys had taken bead upon 
the head on purpose. Rogers, who fought at Bra- 
zito, and commanded a company there» was the 
same man who fought at Ocheechubbee; he was 
wounded at Ocheechubbee, in command of his part 
of the regiment. He commanded the same com- 
pany from Callaway at Sacramento that he com- 
manded at Brazito. A good portion of the same 
officers commanded at Brazito and Sacramento that 
commanded at Ocheechubbee. Although their 
colonel was killed; although every solitary officer 
that was in battle was shot down, and a lieutenant 
from my own county assumed the command at his 
part of the regiment, and himself was svon shot 
down, yet they mostly retired to their baggage; 
although they were put in the brunt of the battle, 
ahead of the regulars; and although there were 
very many of the. Missourians shot down at the 
battle of Ocheechubbee, and they would have suf. 
fered still more but for the relief furnished by Fos- 
ter, (as I recollect,) with my battalion of regulars; 
although they were swamped in the mud, and were 
fighting at the distance of a pistol-shot for hours, 
until they were literally cut to pieces,—still they 
mostly retired, like this Indiana regiment, to the 
hageage. 

Well, I presume after this that Missouri and 
Indiana would go for old “Rough and Ready.” 
They will join the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Srewart,] and will say, that although you 
stand up against the war; although you stand up 
against every act of General Taylor; although you 
stand up against the President; although the Pres- 
ident has brought about this war unconstutution- 
ally; and although old General Taylor, knowing 
the fact, has been fighting in an unconstitutional 
war, and therefore committing murder upon mur- 
der, yet you may think we will stand up to him; 
you may do it also; you may show your consist- 


There is another point to which I will briefly 
turn the attention of the House; and I desire to in- 
jure no gentleman’s feelings, yet I must speak out 
boldly. The gentleman from Illinois, from the 
Hardin and Baker district, [Mr. Lincoun,] took 
a strange position before the American Congress 
for such a Representative. Yes, sir; look back 
and see what your Hardin did. He wasa Whig, 
to be sure; he and I met here on this floor, and we 
disagreed, as far as politics are concerned; yet he 
went from your district, (referring to Mr. Lin- 
coLN,) and fell nobly at Buena Vista. You have 
a Baker, too, from your district, and that Baker 
went along under General Scott, and he, too, was 
in the bloody battle, and at Cerro Gordo com- 
manded when the noble Shields fell with a grape 
through his lungs. Coming from the district that 
had thus been represented, both here and in Mex- 
ico, it is astonishing to me how the gentleman could 
make the speech here which he has. 

I take the ground, therefore, that it is not neces- 
sary—that it has never been considered by those 
who have gone before us a debatable question, 
whether we are in a war which is right or wrong. 
The question for a Washington, a Jefferson, a 
John Adams, a Samuel Adams, a Hancock, or a 
Henry, would have been, are we in war? are we 
at war with an enemy? If so, it devolves on us to 
sustain the honor and credit of the country, and 
bring her out the best way we can; and after the 
war is Over, we may inquire as to whether the war 
was got into right or wrong; or, as statesmen, we 
may inquire before we get into a war whether we 
have just cause or not. But the patriotism of these 
old patriots, the men of the Revolution, of the pa- 
triots of the last war, would not permit one of you 
to inquire into or debate the question, when in 
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war, whether we are in the right or wrong; but, are 
we in war? and if so, we must get out in the best 
way we can. My motto is, and I believe it will 
become the motto of this country, the sentiment 
given by Decatur, ‘‘ May our country always be 
right; but our country, right or wrong !’’ I believe, 
sir, that the sentiment of Lawrence, who raised 
his voice above the rushing of the elements, above 
the cannon’s roar, and shouted ‘* Right or wrong, 
never give up the ship,” is the sentiment which 
will be adopted in this country. ` 

In concluding, I .want to say that all I want in 
the world of those who have taken sides here—if 
any one has (for I am charging it upon nobody )— 
if there is any one here or elsewhere who is going 
to take sides against his country, let him come 
right up to the issue and stand boldly upon it. 
Let there be no working around it, no attempting 
to avoid it by procrastination, by incidental mat- 
ter. Come to it at once; declare your object; let 
the world know it; and I will venture to state a 
thing that I had occasion to state not long since in 
another place—and it is my own statement, it does 
not come from the other end of the Capitol—that if 
they take that ground they will be entombéd so 
deep, and the clods wil) be so heavy upon them, 
that they will never be resurrected until the very 
last trump from the archangel. 

Mr. JONES, of Georgia, rose and said, that to 
discuss all the topics properly belonging to the 
pending war would consume more time than was 
allotted to him by the rules of the House. He 
must therefore content himself with a brief allusion 
to the leading facts connected with the origin, pres- 
ent condition, and probable sequel of our belliger- 
ent relations to Mexico. The magnitude and 
importance of this subject demanded of us the 
most profound and deliberate investigation. It 
was not a common question, involving as it does 
the interests of every citizen, from the centre to 
the circumference of this broad Union. Feeling, 
as he most sensibly did, the weight and responst- 
bility that rested upon them, he confessed that it 
was with no ordinary solicitude and trepidation 
that he now rose to address the committee; and he 
could not but hope that the wisdom and experi- 
ence of that body would prove amply commensu- 
rate to the task that lay before them. 

War in its mildest aspect was a great evil; and, 
paradoxical as it may appear, it was sometimes a 
necessary evil. It might be a crime or a virtue 
according to circumstances; for all guilt and all 
innocence are predicated upon and founded in the 
motives and the principles that impel to action. 
Suffice it to say, that that war is just which origin- 
ates in a just cause.or causes, that is conducted on 


just and magnanimous principles, and that is pro- 


tracted to a just extent. Thereisascholium bya 
learned author upon the political economy of war 
which reads thus: 


«There are no principles flowing from nature which war- 
rant what, in the proper sense of the term, is called revenge 
amongst nations. Natural justice extends not turther than 
satisfaction and security. Nations acknowledge no superior 
tribunal on earth: the inflicting of punishinent is, therefore, 
an unwarrantable usurpation of power, which may entitle a’ 
people to the exercise of national ferocity, Gothic barbarity, 
but not to the national right! 

« Nations have huta limited right of reparation and de- 
fence: no more violence is lawful than that which is-suffi- 
cient to afford satisfaction and security; neither are acts of 
hostility entitled to any further continuance; for in either 
of these cascs compulsion and defence would be destitute of 
a just cause: the defender would consequently become 
guilty of au aggression, and give the original aggressor a just 
right for defence, as far as the limits of a just and lawful de- 
fence are exceeded.” : 

From this we conclude that antagonistic nations 
cannot be simultaneously right. Both parties may 
bein error. One may be right and the other wrong; 
and each alternately right and wrong. 

Again, he would read from that celebrated author 
(Vattel) upon the law of nations, the following im- 
pressive paragraph: | 

« Whoever entertains a true idea of war—whoever con- 
siders its terrible effects, its destructive and unhappy conse- 
quences,—will readily agree that it should never be under- 
taken without the most urgent reasons. Humanity revolts 
against a sovereign who, without necessity, or without very 
powerful reasons, lavishes the blood of his mest faithful 
subjects, and exposes his people to the calamities of war, 
when he has it in his power to maintain them in the enjoy- 
ment of an honorable and salutary peace. And if to this 
imprudence, this want of love for his people, he moreover 
adds injustice towards those he attacks, of how great a 
crime, or rather of what a frightful series of crimes, does 
he not become guilty! Responsible for all the misfortunes 
which he draws down on his own subjects, he is moreover 
loaded with the guilt of all those which he inflicts on an 
innocent nation. The slaughter of meh, the pillage of cities, 
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the &vastation of provinces—such is the black catalogue 
of: his enormities. He ia responsible to God and account- 
abie to human nature for every individual that is killed; for 
every hut that is burnt down. The violences, the crimes 
the disorders of every kind attendant on the tumult and 
licentiousness of war, pollute his conscience, and are set 
down to his account, as he is the original author of them 
all. Unquestionable truths! alarming ideas! which ought 


- to affeet the rulers of nations, and, in all their military en- 


terprises, inspire them with a degree of circumspection 
proportionate to the importance of the subject.” 

Entering, as Mr. J. did, into Congress at this 
advanced stage of the war, it would naturally and 
reasonably be expected that he would direct his 
attention to the future rather than the past. In 
order, however, to be correct in their deductions, 
it was necessary to be correct in their premises. 
They must 

« Watch the wheels of nature’s mazy plan, 
And learn the future by the past of man.” 

An ancient and erudite Latin author (Virgil) has 
said, ‘* Happy is he who traces effects up to their 
causes.” Mr. J.’s views on the origin of this war 
might be told in a few words. It was the bitter 
fruits of the joint operation of the presumption and 
folly of Mexico, and the blunders and mal-admin- 
istration of the affairs of this Government. Both 
Governments had, in all probability, departed from . 
the line of national rectitude, and may have acted 
alternately and reciprocally aggressive. And yet 
had General Taylor’s army not been ordered from 
Corpus Christi, on the Rio Nueces, to the eastern 
bank of the Rio Grande, there had been no war. 
That the citizens of Mexico did commit, anterior 
to the war, numerous outrages upon our citizens 
and spoliations upon their property, was not de- 
nied; and that she also had neglected an equivalent 
indemnity, was as frankly admitted. It was true 
that she lgaiduted the claims of our citizens to the 
extent of $2,026,139 68, a part of which has been 

aid. 

[Mr. J. here read an extract from a report made 
by the honorable John Forsyth, in 1837, and made 
some allusion to the opinions of Presidents Jack- 
son and Van Buren. He then continued:] 

That the annexation of Texas to the United 
States produced deep and lasting heartburnings in 
the bosoms of Mexicans, was a fact well known 
in both countries. The Mexican Minister, then 
resident in Washington, entered hissolemn protest 
against that transaction, and looked to it as a casus 
belli, demanded his passports, and returned to 
Mexico. 

[Here Mr. J. quoted the President’s message of 
1845, and also a letter from Mr. Slidell, dated Mex- 
ico, December 24, 1845, and then said:] 

That while we believe that annexation was justi- 
fiable under the then existing state of things, we 
could not but apprehend that that transaction tend- 
ed to sever the affections of Mexico from her alma 
mater; and he could only hope that the fruits of that 
transaction might not prove as did— 


“the first fruit 

Of that forbidden tree, whose mortal taste 

Brought death into the world, and all our wo, 

With loss of Eden.” 
And he ardently desired that it might not prove an 
Achan in the camp, or a Jonah on board our ship 
of state. It had been alleged that the rejection of 


' the Hon. John Slidell as Minister Plenipotentiary 


at the Court of Mexico completed the catalogue of 
aggressions that justified the Government of the 
United States in waging war. Such, however, was 
not his opinion, after full investigation of the diplo- 
matic correspondence on that subject. Mexico 
would have been willing, she proposed repeatedly, 
to receive him in the capacity of a commissioner 
to negotiate a boundary between the two republics, 
but the Administration persisted in demanding that 
he should be received with plenary powers. And 
this has been used as a flimsy pretext for prosecu- 
ting a war, which has cost our country thousands 
upon thousands of valuable-lives, and millions upon 
millions of dollars; and, to complete the budget of 
blunders, and to render mor® palpable his consist- 
ency, he has since despatched a commissioner in the 
person of Mr. Trist. Thus do they— 


« Wire in and wire out, 
And leave a body still in doubt, 
Whether the snake that made the track 
Was going south or coming back.” l 
That the removal of General Taylor and kis 
forces from Corpus Christi, on the Nueces, to the 
Del Norte, thereby traversing the modern Meso- 
otamia, was the prime and proximate cause of 
ostilities, is nòw the settled opinion of the peo- 
ple, and has been liberally endorsed by the leading | 


annama 


friends as well as the opponents of the Adminis- 
tration. It was then that we crossed the Rubicon; 
it was then the die was cast; and the sanguinary 


calamities of Pandora’s box were then spread out | 


on both nations. That was the crowning act of 
Executive folly. 

To prove that the desert country between the 
Nueces and the Rio Grande was disputed territo- 


| ry, Mr. J. referred to a great variety of document- 


ary testimony. 'He quoted from a speech delivered 
by Mr. Senator AsHLEy on the annexation reso- 
lutions, as follows : 


“c The third [of his own resolutions] speaks for itself, and 
enables the United States to settle the boundary between 
Mexico and the United States properly. And [ will here 
add, that the present boundaries of Texas, as I learn from 
Judge Ellis, the President of the Convention that formed 
the Constitution of Texas, and also a member of the first 
Legislature under that Constitution, were fixed as they now 
are, [that is, extending to the Rio Grande,] solely and pro- 
fessedly with a view of having a large inargin in the nego- 
tiation with Mexico, and not with the expectation of 
retaining them as they now exist in their statute book.” 


Again: Mr. Donelson, our Chargé to Texas, or 
the agent sent on to effect annexation, in a com- 
munication of the 23d of June, 1845, to Mr. Bu- 
chanan, upon the same subject, speaking ef the 


country between the Nueces and the Rio Grande, 
says: 

« That country, you are aware, has been in the posses- 
sion of both parties. ‘Texas has held in peace Corpus Chris- 
ti; Mexico has held Santiago, [uear Point Isabel ;] both 
parties have had occasional possession of Loredo, and other 
places higher up.” 


Again, in a subsequent letter, dated July 11, 
1845, Mr. Donelson says to Mr. Buchanan: 


«Sır: You will have observed that in my correspondence 
with this Government and ‘Texas there has been no discus- 
sion of the question of limits between Mexico and Texas. 
The joint resolution of our Congress left the question an 
Open one, and the preliminary proposition made by this 
Government, under the auspices of the British and French 
Governinents, as the basis of a definitive treaty with Mexi- 
co, left the question in the same state.”? ‘IT at once decided 
that we should take no such position, [on the Rio Grande,] 
but should regard only as within the limits of our protection 
that portion of territory actually possessed by ‘l'exas, and 
which she did not consider as subject to negotiation.” 


He had also the authority of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. J. ÍÎNGERsoLL,] who, when 
he introduced the resolution of annexation, said 
upon this subject: 


“The stupendous deserts between the Nueces and the 
Bravo [the Rio Grande or del Norte] rivers are the natural 
boundaries between the Anglo-Saxon and the Mauritanian 
races. There ends the valicy of the west. There Mexico 
begins. Thence, beyond the Bravo, begin the Moorish peo- 
ple and their Indian associates, to whom Mexico properly 
belongs, who should uot cross that vast desert jf they could, 
as on our side we, too, Ought to stop there, because inter- 
minable conflicts must ensue from either our going south or 
their comiag north of that gigantic boundary. While peace 
is cherished, that boundary will be sacred. Not till the spirit 
of conquest rages will the people on either side molest or 
mix with each other; and, whenever they do, one or the 
other race must be conquered, if not extinguished.” 


Mr. J. here read largely from speeches delivered 
by the Hon. T. H. Benton, the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Missouri, whose testimony he thought 
would be convincing in the court of Democracy, to 
prove that the ‘‘stupendous desert ’’ formed no 
part of the old Spanish Texas. Amongst other 
things, Mr. J. read the following: 


« With respect to Texas, her destiny is fixed. Of course 
I, who consider what [ am about, always speak of ‘'exas as 
constituted at the time of the treaty of 1819, and not as con- 
stituted by the Republic of Texas, comprehending the capi- 
tal and forty towns and villages of New Mexico, now aud 
always as fully under the dominion of the Republic of Mex- 
ico as Quebec and all the towns and villages of Canada are 
under the dominion of Great Britain. It is of this Texas— 
the old Spanish Texas—of which I always speak; and of 
her I say, her destiny is xed. Whatever may be the fate of 
the present movement, her destination is to return to her nat- 
ural position—that of a part of the American Union. 

‘¢ | adhere to this discrimination between the two Texases, 
and now propose to see which of the two we are asked by 
the President of the United States to incorporate into the 
Aanerican Union.” 


Mr. Benton then went on to show what provin- 
ces this line includes, their population, their towns, 
their cities, &c. 


« These,” he says, ‘in addition to old Texas; these parts 
of four States; these towns and villages; these people 
and territory; these flocks and herds; this slice of the Re- 

ublic of Mexico, two thousand miles long and some hundreds 

road—ull this our President has cut off froin its mother em- 
pire, and presents to us and declares it is ours till the Senate 
rejects it. He calls it Texas! and the cutting off he calls re- 
annexation! Humboldt calls it New Mexico, Chihuahua, 
Coahuila, and\ Nuevo Santander, (now Tamaulipas,) and 
the civilized world nay qualify this re-annexation by the 
application of some odious and terrible epithet.” 


Mr. J. also read the following resolution, offered 


by Mr. Benron when the Tyler treaty was before 
the Senate: 
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Resolved, That the incorporation of the left bank of the 

io del Norte into the American Union by virture of a treaty 
with Texas, comprehending, as the said incorporation would 
do, a part of the Mexican departments of New Mexico, Chi- 
huahua, Coahuila, and Tamaulipas, would be an act of di- 
rect aggression on Mexico, forall the consequences of which 
the United States would stand responsible.” 
_ The late Hon. Silas Wright, who stood so em- 
inently distinguished in the councils of this Union, 
in a speech delivered at Watertown, in the State of 
New York, spoke thus: 

« I felt it my duty to vote against the ratification of the 
treaty for the annexation. I believed that the treaty, from 
the boundaries that must be implied from it, embraced a 
country to which Texas had no claim, over which she had 
never asserted jurisdiction, and whieh she had no right to 
cede.” * It appeared to me then,” he continued, “ if Mexico 
should tell us, ‘ We don’t know you: we have no treaty to 
make with you;? and we were left to take possession by 
force, we must take the country as Texas had ceded it to us; 
and, in doing that, we must do injustice to Mexico, and take 
a large portion of New Mexico, the people of which have 
never been under the jurisdiction of Texas. This to me 
was an insurmountable barrier; I could not place the coun- 
try in that position.” 


Mr. J. would abstain from any further quota- 
tions, except to state that Mr. Calhoun, at the 
period before referred to, attempted to repel charges 
brought against his treaty, and sought to show 
that we never meant to claim the territory em- 
braced in the act of Congress of Texas; but that, 
on the contrary, we were very desirous to open a 
friendly negotiation with Mexico for the purchase 
of such a boundary as would be most convenient. 
To express this purpose to the Mexican Govern- 
ment, Mr. Calhoun wrote to Mr. Green, on the 
19th of April, 1844: 

« You are enjoined by the President to assure the Mexi- 
can Government that it is his desire to settle all questions 
between the two countries which may grow out of this 
treaty, or any other cause, on the most liberal and satisfac- 
tory terms, including thut of boundury.”? ° 

Such testimony, from such sources, (continued 
Mr. J.,) could not fail to prove that the course of 
the President was diametrical to the views of the 
most distinguished statesmen of his own party. 
Thus out of their own mouths they were con- 
demned. | 

Mr. J. then proceeded to show that the march 
of General Taylor’s army through the desert was 
in obedience to the orders of the Pfesident, by 
reading a eommuuication from Mr. Marcy, Secre- 
tary of War, to Brigadier General Taylor, of the 
date of 13th January, 1846, thus: 

‘¢Srir: I am directed by the President to instruct you to 
advance and occupy, with the troops under your command, 
positions on or near the east bank of the Rio del Norte, as 
soon as it can be conveniently done with reference to 
the season and the routes by which your, movements must 
be made.” 

Mr. J, then proceeded, and said, in order to 
make manifest the political fidelity and integrity 
of the President, it was only necessary to call the 
attention of the committee to. the following facts: 
On the 15th of June, 1845, we find that Mr. Ban- 
croft, then of the War Department, informed Gen- 
eral Taylor that the point of his ultimate destina- 
tion was the Rio Grande del Norte; thus moving 
upon the disputed territory, which Mr. J. regarded 
as forbidden ground, as the action of Congress had 
indicated a willingness to treat for the settlement 
of that boundary. It had been left open‘to future 
negotiation. | 

nthe November following, Mr. Slidell was de- 
spatched to Mexico in the capacity of a Minister 
Plenipotentiary, to conclude a settlement of bound- 
aries of the territory into which General Taylor, a 
few months thereafter, was ordered to march, and 
to possess with an armed force; and, even so late 
as March 12, 1846, Mr. Buchanan, by official 
communication, urged Mr. Slidell not to leave 
Mexico, knowing, at the same time, that General 
Taylor was advancing with his army to the Rio 
del Norte. Thus we perceive the obvious union 
of the hands of Esau and the voice of Jacob. 

Far be it from Mr. J. unjustly to impugn the 
motives of the President or any of the high func- 
tionaries of the Government. It was no pleasure 
to him, nor was it his custom, to indulge in acri- 
monious animadversion towards any individual, 
either in high or low station; and, While he should 
express himself unreservedly of their acts, he de- 
sired to judge charitably of their motives. 

That which had happened was irrevocable. Let 
ug guard well the future. 

Mr. J. then alluded to the action of the House a: 
few days since, in the adoption of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr, AsH- 
muN,] declaring:that this war ‘“ was unnecessarily ' 


192 co 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘ 


~ Jan. 18. 


and unconstitutionally begun by the President of 
the United States,’’ and, flot having had an oppor- 
tunity to record his vote upon that subject, he 
would embrace this opportunity to define his posi- 
tion on that point. He laid it down as a proposi- 
tion that was susceptible of proof, that, notwith- 
standing the offences of Mexico were such as 
might have justified, in the opinion of many, prep- 
aration for war on the part of the United States, 
the Chief Magistate of this Union was not autho- 
rized insidiously to adopt such a course as would 
inevitably result in hostilities, irrespective of the 
voice of Congress then in session; and more espe- 
cially, as the war-making power was, by the fram- 
ers of the Constitution, wisely and cautiously with- 
held from the Executive Department. Nor was 
it confided to the Judiciary Department of this Gov- 
ernment. In’Congress, and Congress only, was 
this power vested. To prove which, Mr. J. first 
read Story on the Constitution, (vol. 3, p. 59, ch. 
21,) on the power to declare war and make captures, 
as follows: 


& § 1163, The next power of Congress is to ‘declare war, 
grant letters of marque and reprizals, and make rules con- 
cerning captures on land and water.’ [See the llth clause, 
8th section, lst article of the Constitution of the United 
States. ]”? 


Also, section 1165 of the same chapter, thus: 


«The only practical question upon this subject would 
seem to be, to what department of the National Government 
it would be most wise and safe to confide this high preroga- 
tive, emphatically called the last resort of sovereigns, u/tuma 
ratio regum? In Great Britain, itis the exclusive prerogative 
of the Crown, and in other countries it is usually, if not uni- 
versally, confided to the Executive Department. It might 
_ by the Constitution have been confided to the Executive, or 
to the Senate, or to both conjointly.” 

He also read the following from the same au- 

hority: 

« The representatives of the people are to levy taxes to 
support a war, and therefore have a right to be consulted as 
to its propriety and necessity. The Executive is to carry 
it on, and therefore should be consulted as to its time, and 
the ways and means of making it effective. The codpera- 
tion of all the branches of the legislative power ought, upon 
principle, to be required in this, the highest act of legisla- 
tion, as itis in all others. Indeed, there might be a pro- 
priety even in enforcing still greater restrictions, as by 
requiring a concurrence of two-thirds of both Houses.’? 


Again, p.@4: ‘81172. The power to declare 
war is exclusive in Congress.”’ 

From chapter 37, section 1486, page 342, he read 
the following: 


«c The power of the President, too, might well be deemed 
safe, since he could notof himself declare war, raise armies, 
or call forth the militia, or appropriate money for the pur- 

»08e; for these powers all belong to Congress. In Great 

ritain, the King is not only commander-in-chief of the 
army and navy, and militia, but he can declare war; andin 
time of war, can raise armies and navies, and call forth the 
militia of his own mere will.” p 


He thanked God ‘that the rights and privileges 
of the American people were not yet subject to the 
prerogative of a crowned head. 

Mr. J. also read at length from the Letters of 
« Helvidius,” (alias President Madison,) on the 
proclamation of neutrality of 1793, as follows: 


« Every just view that can be taken of this subject ad- 
monishes the public of the necessity of a rigid adherence to 
the simple, the received, and the fundamental doctrine of 
the Constitution, that the power to declare war, including 
the power of judging of the causes of war, is fully and exclu- 
sively vested in the Legislature ; that the Executive has no 
right, in any case, to decide the question whether there is 
or is not cause for declaring war; that the right of conven- 
ing and informing Congress, whenever such a question 
seems to call for a décision, is all the right which the Con- 
stitution has deemed requisite or proper; that for such, more 
than for any other contingency, this right was specifically 
given to the Executive. A 

‘In no part of the Constituffn is more wisdom to he 
found than in the clause which confides the question of 
war or peace to the Legislature, and not to the Executive de- 
partment. Besides the objection to such a mixture of het- 
erogeneous powers, the trust and the temptation would be 
too great for any One man; not such as Nature may otřer as 
the prodigy of many centuries, but such as may be expected 
in the ordinary succession of magistracy. War is, in fact, 
the true nurse of Executive aggrandizement. In war, a 
physical force is to be created; and it is the Executive will 
which is to directit. In war, the public treasures are to be 
unlocked ; and it is the Executive hand which is to dispense 
them. In war, the honors and emoluments of office are to 
be multiplied; and it is the Executive patronage under 
which they are to be enjoyed. It is in war, finally, that iau- 
rels areo be gathered; and it is the Executive brow they 
are to encircle. The strongest passions and most danger- 
ous weaknesses of the human breast—ambition, avarice, 
vanity, the honorable or venial love of fame—are all in con- 
spiracy against the duty of peace. 

« Henceit has grown into an axiom that the Executive is 
the department of power most distinguished by its propen- 
sity to war; hence it is the practice of all States, in propor- 
tion as they are free, to disurm this propensity of its infu- 
ence.’? 


Mr. J. remarked, that we have had many Pres- 


idents, but only one Wasuineton. The President 
that assumes the authority to exercise the war- 
making power per se, snatches away the columns 
that support the temple of liberty, strikes a direct 
blow at the foundation of our republican institu- 
tions, and constitutes himself the master and not 
the servant of the people. Such a course would 
be to demolish the fundamental principles of free 
government, and establish a monarchy upon its 
ruins. And such a course would be the triumph 
of the one-man power over the sovereignty of the 
people; and such is the tendency, but he forbore 
to say such was the design, of the present Admin- 
istration. But he would say that the course 
pursued by the President was an assumption of 
authority unknown in the administration of his 
predecessors. When the limits between the bound- 
aries of Spain and the United States were unset- 
tled, Mr. Jefferson refused to order our troops to 
take possession of the disputed territory, upon the 
express ground that ‘* Congress alone was consti- 
tutionally invested with the power of changing our 
condition from peace to war.” How diametrical 
had been the course of * the powers that be;” and 
how offen ig it the case that— 

‘¢ Man, proud man, 

Dress’d_in a litde brief authority, 

Plays such fantastic tricks before high Heaven 

As make the angels weep.” 
And how appropriate is the language of Solomon 
to the signs of the times: ‘ When the rightcous 
are in authority the people rejoice, but when the 
wicked beareth rule the people mourn.”’ 

Then, he asked, under all the circumstances, 
shall the Congress of the United States—shall the 
Representatives of a great and a free people—shall 
l,a Rrepresentative from the noble State ofGeorgia, 
one of the good old Thirteen—from the land of 
Gwynett, and Holl, and Walton, of Oglethorpe, 
and Crawford—with folded arms sit mutely down, 
and, with closed lips and silent tongue, see the 
great tree of liberty, planted and cultivated by our 
ancestors, and under whose genial branches the 
nation has prospered and reposed in safety for 
more than half a century ; shall L see it quivering 
in every branch beneath the scathing halberd of 
every Executive folly and usurpation, and make 
no etfort to protect’ it from Executive misrule and 
party violence? Shall we witness its eradication, 
and make no attempt to arrest the spoiler’s blow? 
Shall we not sonnd the tocsin of alarm, and arouse 
the slumbering indignation of a too confiding peo- 
ple? I know not what course others may pursue; 
for myself, Í can only say that— 
se Though perils did abound as thick as thought could make 

lei 

And appear in forms more horrid, 

Yet my duty, as does a rock aganst the chiding flood, 

Should the approach of this wild river break, 

And stand unshaken”— 
by the Constitution. 


& For great were the hearts and strong the minds 
Or those who framed, in high debate, 
The immortal league of love that binds 
Our fair broad empire State with State.” 

And what, sir, is the condition of Mexico? The 
reverses and the vicissitudes of that Republic have 
been varied and multitudinous. After the conquest 
of Cortez, dating from 1521, she remained as a 
Spanish colony for more than three hundred years; 


and in 1821, having shook off the fetters of Cas-~ 


tilian bondage, she became an independent repub- 
lic. But, as early as 1835, we find her relapsing 
into consolidation and centralism. In 1848, we 
find her realizing the horrors of anarchy. What 
was right in regard to the things of yesterday may 
be wrong when applied to those of to-day. Our 

resent relations to Mexico are not what they were 
in the incipiency of this unhappy conflict. 

ears ago, and she was not without hope. She 

ad the courage and the energy to gain her inde- 
pendence, but lacked the virtue and intelligence to 
maintain it. Hers was a delusive dream, and 
widely different has been the reality. And the 
history of her brief career strikingly exemplifies 
that Scripturat admonition, ** Let him that think- 
eth he standeth take heed lest he fall.” For now, 
in her public and private relations, as well as in 
her civil and military affairs, she bleeds at every 
pore. Iturbide and Hidalgo, Allende and More- 
los, Bustamente and Santa Anna, have each, in 
their turn, risen, and reigned, and fallen, and Mex- 
ico is independent Mexico no more. Torn to 
pieces by the treachery and the intrigue of her 
corrupt and ambitious leaders, and galling and 


A few. 


cringing beneath the iron yoke of a bloated and a 
mercenary priesthood at home, and driven from 
seaboard to mountain, and from mountain to sea- 
board, by the invincible soldiery of Taylor’ and of 
Scott; too proud and too obstinate to yield, and 

et too feeble much longer to defend and protect 

er silver sierras and her verdant valleys; unwil- 
ling to abandon her firesides and her altars, and 
that soil which she has so long and so profusely 
watered with the blood of her heroes—she presents 
a melancholy picture of humiliation and disgrace, 
unequalled, in modern times, by the tragic fate . 
of unfortunate and down-trodden Poland. And, 
though “ grim-visaged war hath” not ** smoothed 
his wrinkled front,” the watch-word and war-cry 
of patrician and plebeian is, ‘ God and Liberty!” 
Imagination portrays the last gallant platoon of 
her army clambering up the pyramid of Cholula, 
and with Warsaw’s last champion— 

& Oh, heavenly cry, our bleeding country save ! 

Is there no hand on high to shield the brave ? 

Yet, though destruction sweep these lovely plains, 
Rise, fellow-men, our country yet remains; 

By that dread name we wave the sword on high, 
And swear with her to live, for her to die.”’ 

Or, rallying within the moss-covered walls of 
her ancient cemeteries, and clustering around the 
crumbling tombs of their fathers and their mothers, 
and exclaiming— 

« When Hope’s expiring throb is o’er, 
And even Despair can prompt no more, 
This spot shall be the sacred grave 
Of the last few who, vainly brave, 

Die for the land they cannot save.”’ 

To be brave is to be generous; to be noble is to 
be just; and to be great is to be good. The Amer- 
ican eagle, guided in her upward and her onward 
flight by the dauntless spirit of her unwavering 
chivalry, and sustained and supported by the in- 
domitable prowess of American arms, now spreads 
in‘triumphant grandeur his broad and potent pinions 
over that magnificent palace where once rose up 
the spacious halls an the golden: domes of the 
Montezumas. 

The banner of our country now waves in vic- 
tory upon the embattled heights of Monterey, and 
throws out its star-lit scintillations from the loft 
towers of San Juan de Ulua, and along the walls 
of the great city of the Cross; wh le the sepulchral 
voice of death whispers from the Aceldamas of 
Buena Vista and Cerro Gordo, and comes up in 
wailing notes from the gory plains of Chapultepec, 
Churubusco, Contreras, and Molino del Rey, the 
ery **enough!’’ “enough!” while the Alameda and 
Plazas of her political capital and her commercial 
emporium are the Champ de Mars ofourarmy. The 
sceptre of the ancient Aztecs has well nigh departed, 
and the hope of the Mauritanian race has fied for- 
ever. Exhausted and emaciated, she is tottering on 
the verge of national annihilation, and to be, or not 
to be, is now the question. She is now left to 
choose between desperation and disgrace. But I 
would ask this House and this country, has the 
virtue and the magnanimity of our patriot fathers 
degenerated in the bosoms of her sons? Let me 
hope not. I would ask, shall the hitherto spotless 
fame of our gallant army and navy be tarnished 
by a participation in the sanguinary scenes of 
savage warfare? Shall they become polluted by 
the spoils of war and Vandalic licentiousness ! 
Never, never! True glory is the reward of virtue, 
and not of vice. 

The mighty and the numerous tribes of the red 
men of the forest have given back, and yet further 
back at the approach of our ancestors and our- 
selves. Twice have the legions of Albion’s Isle 
acknowledged the supremacy of ourarms; and the 
victors of Castile and. Arragon more recently suc- 
cumbed to the sons of Washington. Looked up to 
as the model Government of the world, and‘hold- 
ing out the ægis of freedom to every land, let us 
not be unmindful that ‘‘righteousness exalteth a 
nation, and sin is a reproach to any people.” A 
great cause has been committed to our keeping. 
Let. us te faithful to the trust. The political des- 
tinies of 20,000,000 of people are perhaps suspend- 
ed on the deliberations of the 30th Congress. Our 
fathers pledged their lives, their fortunes, and 
their sacred honor to bequeath us freedom, many 
of whom paid down the price. Over this rich 
boon let us watch with a vigilance that never 
sleeps, and guard with a jealousy that admits no 
encroachment, and protect it with a valor that 
never surrenders. 

There are other facts connected with this sub- 
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ject which I should like to notice, but the want of 
time urges me to a reluctant conclusion. Though 
not satisfied with the manner in which the war 
now pending was commenced, I must be allowed 
to say, that, from the moment the first gun was 
fired up to the present time, no man has advocated 
the defence of his country more zealously than 
myself, and I shall always advocate its defence to 
any extent that circumstances may require. | 
will. stand by the country in glory or in gloom, in 
peace or in war. But will the time never come 
when we may honorably bury the tomahawk, and 
pass round the calumet of peace—when we may 
& beat our swords into ploughshares and our 
spears into pruning-hooks?”’ But, until that pe- 
riod shall arrive, let our conduct resemble the em- 
blem of our armorial insignia. Let the Caduceus 
of Pax always accompany the spear of Mars. 
Mexico is, to all intents and purposes, a conquered 
nation; her marauding banditti and her guerrilla 
parties are our only enemies. Such a foe is un- 
worthy the steel of our victorious armies. But 
because Mexico 1s conquered, it does not follow 
of necessity that her rights are extinguished, 
unless we are prepared to assert that ‘* might is 
right,” and that ‘‘ to the victor belong the spoils,” 
and that this nation is bound together ‘by the 
cohesive powerof public plunder.” Who is ready 
to endorse such a sentiment? Iam not. To con- 
demn the folly and the blunders of the Adminis- 
tration, is not to oppose the war. Those who 
have disapproved of the course of the Chief Ma- 
[Sables they are not a few, for Whigs and 

emocrats have denounced it ab initio—but those 
who have done this are denominated aiders and 
comforters of the enemy. Now, in the name of all 
the gods, upon what meat doth this our Cæsar 
feed, that he has grown so great? 

“But he stands upon a slippery place 
Makes nice of no vile hold to stay him up.” 

I hope never to see the day when an Executive 
ukase shall bridle the mouths of statesmen, or be- 
eome the doorkeeper of our lips and the arbiter of 
our thoughts. In the land of Washington there is 
no anti-war party when defence is necessary. 
Blistered be the foul tongue of slander, and scorch- 
ed the lying lips of those who would dare utter 
such a libel upon the patriotism and valor of the 
American people. The sin of aid and comfort lies 
not at the door of the Whig party. They never 
furnished Mexico with a general to command her 
armies. Nor wiil they ever blur the escutcheon of 
their country’s fame, or obstruct the progress of 
their country’s glory. The valor and the success 
‘of the intrepid Scott and the indomitable Taylor 
scorns the allegation of aid and comfort on the 
oet of the Whigs. The mangled and bleeding 

odies of Butler and Clay, and McKee and Har- 
din, and others, declare it false; and the smoking 
blood and the bleaching bones of half our fallen 
soldiery in heaps upon the plains of México are 
enough to crimson with shame the accuser’s face. 
But à day of reckoning is fast approaching, yea, 
even at the door. A few more official blunders, a 
few more encroachments upon the sovereignty of 
the people, a few more vetoes, and the epitaph of 
the present Administration will be written on the 
wall, ‘‘ Weighed in the balanceand found wanting.” 
Soon shall those who welcomed the coming, speed 
the parting gust. Soon shall the authors of those 
portentous clouds that: now lower around our 
country’s horizon, from the deep anguish of their 
troubled bosoms exclaim, “Alas! alas! had we but 
served the country with half the zeal that we have 
served ourselves, the people would not ig our de- 
clining years have forsaken us, and left us for all 
coming time to care for ourselves.” And their 
final soliloquy (to be pronounced on the 3d of 
March, 1849) will be, Farewell, .a long, a last 
farewell to longing ms and fond expectatians, to 
palaces and power. e have touched the highest 
point of all our greatness, and now, from the 
zenith of our earthly bliss, we fall to rise no more. 
Like a bubble on the waves, or a bright exhala- 
tion in the evening, we vanish from thé gaze of 
men, and our names are to be struck from the 
catalogue of worthies, and hurried by the relent- 
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gard to the manner in which the war should be 
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| less current of universal disapprobation to the 
far-offregions of the world’s forgetfulness, finally to 
sink beneath the obscure eddies of oblivious waters. 

Mr. J. was proceeding to give his views in re- 


closed, but was interrupted by the expiration of 
his hour. | 
Mr. ROBINSON said, he would claim the indul- 
m of the committee for a few minutes only, while 
e called their attention to two or three points that 
had been made in this debate. He did not expect 
to follow the poetical gentleman from Georgia, 
who had just taken his seat, through the windings 
of his remarks for his hour. There were but one 
or two topics in the gentleman’s speech on which 
‘he should touch. One of them was the recent 
charge made against the Executive for withhold- 
ing from this House the instructions given to Mri 
Slidell, “our late Minister to Mexico. A fresh 
charge against the Executive in reference to this 
war! And, although he had given this subject 
some little attention, he must say, of all the extra- 
ordinary issues, of all the extraordinary objections 
that had been made in reference to this war, this, 
it seemed to him, was the most extraordinary, and 
had the least foundation. He had not examined 
the-precedents in relation to this matter; but the 
idea that this House had the right to call upon the 
President of the United States to lay before the 
world any and all the instructions given to his dip- 
lomatic agents pending negotiations, was an idea 
so preposterous that there was not aman in the 
land but must see at once that it had no foundation 
in reasOn—not one; not a man even who knew 
how to be @ horse-jockey but must treat it as 
ridiculous. Why, if you have a right to demand 
the President to make public the instructions to 
Mr. Slidell, you kave a right to call on him for his 
instructions to Mr. Trist; and if you have that 
right, you have also the right, in the event of his 
appointing commissioners to meet commissioners 
.of Mexico at some intermediate place, the very 
moment they have started, to call upon him for 
the instructions given them; which instructions may 
be published here, and, sent on the wings vf the 
wind, may reach Mexico; and our ultimatum may 
be in the hands of the Mexican commissioners be- 
fore our commissioners may reach there. Any 
man who knows how to sell a dozen of eggs or a 
horse, knows how utterly futile it would then ren- 
der the efforts of our agents to obtain any fair or 
reasonable terms from Mexico. 

A Plenipotentiary’s instructions are always grad- 
uated. e is told, if he cannot get this, take that ; 
here is the least you must accept, but take more if 
you can get it. Butif the Minister on the other 
side is advertised beforehand as to what is the least 
you will take, does any suppose he will be stupid 
enough to offer you more? Moreover, in this case 
the instructions were given to Mr. Slidell before the 
war commenced. He (Mr. R.) apprehended he 
was instructed to ask much less then than our Gov- 
ernment ought to be willing to accept now, after 
Mexico has put us to the enormous sacrifice of 
blood and treasure, which has resulted from the 
war she wickedly commenced. 

But the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ScHencx] 
asked, are you tame and craven enough to vote 
appropriations for carrying on a war until you 
know all the purposes that are to be accomplished 
by it? Why, in the name of common sense, what 
had the instructions to Mr. Slidell to do with thia 
war? They were never acted on by Mr. Slidell. 
So far from having anything to do with the com- 
mencement of this war, they were not submitted 
to the Mexican Government at all; for you know 
Mr. Slidell was rejected; he was not entertained 
as our Minister. His instructions were unknown 
to the Mexican Government, and whatever they 
may have been, could have formed on their part 
no motive for the war. ‘They would not even hear 
any proposition of peace. It was a mere pretext. 
A pretext gotten up on the occasion for the pur- 
pose of justifying some tender-footed gentlemen 

who come here from war districts to vote against 
supplies. 
e had not examined the historical precedents 
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| ground. He should not 
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in reference to this matter of calling for the instruc- 
tions or the correspondence in the hands of the 
Executive that may have passed between him and 
diplomatic confidential agents. By recollection 
alone, however, he could recur to a few historical 
facts that would disclose the impropriety of pub- 
lishing to the world these instructions and cor- 
respondence pending negotiations. In 183] or 
1832, pending a difficulty between this Govern- 
ment and France, the correspondence between Mr. 
Rives, who was so fortunate as to bring it toa 
conclusion, so far as bringing about a convention 
went—the correspondence between that distin- 
guished gentleman and the French Government 
and his own Government was inal publish- 
ed before the French Chambers made the ne- 
cessary appropriation of: twenty-five millions of 
francs, stipulated in that convention. What was 
the result? They all recollected that Mr. Rives 
intimated that he kad overreached the French 
Minister in that negotiation; that he had gotten 
more than he was authorized to take as his mini- 
mum; and the consequence was that it came 
well-nigh defeating the payment of the indemnity 
they had stipulated to pay. It well-nigh brought 
about a war between this Government and that. 
It was true, also, that during the administration of 
the venerable gentleman from Massachusetts, there 
was a mission got up, and commissioners were 
started to the Congress of Panama, and, on being 
inquired of as to their instructions, he declined to 
communicate them, but referred the House to the 
Senate, and said he would leave to that body to 
communicate or not as they saw fit. That gen- 
tleman not only claimed the right, on the part 
of the Executive, to withhold instructions, but 
he claimed the .right to get up a mission without 
any authority of law, and then called on Congress 
to make appropriation for it. They recollected 
the excitement that grew up on that matter. But 
it seems to me those who got up this case upon the 
Executive were in search mainly of a very differ- 
ent affair than these instructions to Slidell. They 
expected to plow up a mare’s nest in reference to 
the laudly-clamored but false accusation of a col- 
lusion between Santa Anna and Mr. Polk in refer- 
ence to his return to Mexico. Mr. Polk, how- 
ever, had withheld nothing on this point. He 
states that the order to Commodore Conner was 
given without collusion or correspondence with 
Santa Anna or any one else. l 
So much in reference to that point. He passed 
to another—the pretext made by the gentleman 
from Georgia, the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
LıncoLN,] and others, who opposed the war, in 
reference to the march of the army from Cornus 
Christi to the east bank of the Rio Grande. That 
movement, it was alleged, was the cause of this 
war; and the whole opposition to this war, sifted 
down, centered in that; and that foundation taken 
from them, their whole superstructure fell to the 
o into an argument in 
reference to the boundary Fine between the United 
States and Mexico, as to whether the Rio Grande 
was the true one or not, or whether Mr. Polk 
ought to have taken the army there or not. He 
referred the gentleman from Georgia and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to the able speech of the able 
Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Jonnson,] delivered 
the other day in the other wing of this building, 
wherein he not only ably and clearly demonstrates 
that the Rio Grande is our proper boundary, but 
that Mr. Polk gave no just cause of offence in 
sending the army there. But there was one point 
in the controversy to which he should call their 
attention. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Lix- 
COLN] intimated, in a set of resolutions submitted 
by him to this House, that General Taylor, who 
was then in command of the army, had intimated 
more than once that the army ought not to have 
been marched to the Rio Grande, and inquired of 
Mr. Polk upon this subject. Now, he presumed 
that that gentleman, and every other gentleman 
who had read the political history of the country, 
the history of parani, events, knew very well 
what were the facts. But, at the risk of repeating 
what gentlemen knew, that those out of this House 
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who should read his remarks, and who might not 


haye access to the documents, might know all. 


about it, he intended, with some degree of delibera- 
tion, step by step, to examine this matter. 

He did it for the purpose of showing that the 
Whig party, or at least that portion of it who 
wished to make General Taylor their candidate for 
the Presidency, when they held that this move- 
ment was the cause of the war, were doing it as 
a mere pretext, and were hypocritical in making 
the charge. 

‘What were, the facts? The resolutions of an- 
nexation passed the Congress of the United States 
on the Ist of March, 1845, before Mr. Polk came 
into office. On the 6th of March thereafter, Gen- 
eral Almonte, then the Mexican Minister to this 
country, demanded his passports and went home, 
alleging as the reason for this that his Government 
would regard the act as cause of war. His Gov- 
ernment at home went accordingly to issuing their 
war pronunciamentos, and raised and organized 
an army with the avowed purpose of reconquering 
Texas tothe Sabine. In view.of these events, the 
Government and people of ‘Texas demanded of this 
Government protection. Mr. Polk had come into 

ower finding these resolutions of annexation the 
aw of the land. He could do no less, according 
to his sworn constitutional duty, than afford them 
the protection they asked. In the month of June, 
1845, he selected General Taylor, over the heads 
‘of all other officers, his seniors in rank, and made 
him his confidential officer to command the forces 
for the protection of Texas. On the 15th June, 
(to whic the gentleman from Georgia referred,) 
it is true, he told General Taylor his ultimate des- 
tination would be the Rio Grande; but on the 8th 
July the President very materially modified his 
instructions. Through the Secretary of War, he 


wrote as follows: 
‘War DEPARTMENT, July 8, 1845. 

« SIR: This department is informed that Mexico has some 
military éstablishiments on the east side of the Rio Grande, 
which are, and for some time have been, in the actual occu- 
pancy of her troops. In carrying out the instructions hereto- 
fore received, you will be careful to avoid any acts of aggres- 
sion, unless an actual state of war should exist. ‘The Mexican 
forces at the posts in their possession, and which have been 
80, will not be disturbed as long as the relations of peace 
between the United States and Mexico continue. 

«WM. L. MARCY. 

“ Brig. Gen. Z. TAYLOR.” 


This was dated July 8. Mr. R. said it was a 
very material modification of the first letter of in- 
structions given by Mr. Bancroft, the acting Sec- 
retary of War. This letter was received and 
acknowledged by General Taylor before he left 
New Orleans. On the 30th July, before General 
Taylor had yet taken his position in Texas, the 
Secretary of War wrote him a third and still more 
definite letter as to the objects of his mission. He 
wished to call the attention of the House to this 
letter particularly, for he held that upon it the whole 
argument turned; and he wished to show that the 
President, in giving his instructions to General 
Taylor, was discreet, cautious, as much so as a 
man need be. The Secretary of War wrote thus 
to General Taylor: 


« He [the President] has not the requisite information in 
regard to the country to enable him to give any positive di- 
rections as to the position you ought to take, or the move- 
ments which it may be expedient to make. These must be 

overned by circumstances. While avoiding, as you lfave 
Been instructed to do, all aggressive measures towards 
Mexico, as long as the relations of peace exist between that 
Republic and the United States, you are expected to occupy, 
protect, and defend the territory of Texas, to the extent 
that it has been occupied by the people of Texas. The Rio 
Grande is claimed to be the boundary between the two 
countries; and up to this boundary you are to extend your 
protection, only excepting any posts on the eastern side 
thereof which are in the actual occupancy of Mexican 
forces, or Mexican settlements over which the Republic of 
Texas did not exercise jurisdiction at the period of annex- 
ation, or shortly before that event. It is expected that, in 
selecting the establishment for your troops, you will ap- 
proach as near the boundary line—the Rio Grande—as 
prudence will dictate. With this view, the President de- 
sires that your position for a part of your forces, at least, 
should be west of the river Nueces.” . 


` This was the 30th July, 1845. Several other 
letters of like tenor and effect were written to 
General Taylor during that summer and fall. He 
would read short extracts from one or two of them 
only. On the 23d of Angust, of the same year, 
the President again said to General Taylor, through 
Secretary Marcy : 
« The information hitherto received as to the intentions 
. of Mexico, and tke measures she may adopt, does not ena- 
ble the Administration here to give you more explicit in- 
structions in regard to your movements than those which 
have already been forwarded to you,?? 


- 


What “ instructions” were these? Why, they 
were ** to occupy, protect,and defend the limits of 
Texas to the extent that it has been occupied b 
the people of Texas, or to the extent that the Re- 
public of Texas had exercised her jurisdiction. 
Well, with these two letters of instructions of the 


8th of July and the 30th of July before him, the, 


one telling him that there were Mexican posts on 
this side of the Rio Grande, and the other that he 
was only to occupy and defend the territory of 
Texas, as occupied by the people of Texas, or over 
which Texas had exercised jurisdiction, what did 
General Taylor do in the premises? In answering 
the letter of the 30th of July, he acknowledged its 
receipt on the 15th of August at Corpus Christi, 
and said: 7 

“Our last mail (which was saved with difficulty from the 
wreck of a schooner on the 13th instant) brought your com- 
munications of July 28 and 30—the latter enclosing a letter 
of the Secretary of War of the same date. I am gratified 
to find that my measures thus far have met the approbation 
of the Government and General-in-chief, and, particularly, 
to find that I have but anticipated the wishes of the Presi- 
dent in taking up a position west of the Nueces.” 

He had already got beyond the river Styx, or 
beyond the Rubicon, as the gentleman over the 
way said. 

Now, on the 4th of October, with his instruc- 
tions before him, that he was only to occupy and 
defend Texas so far as Texas had been occupied 
by its people, or so far as the Government of Texas 
had exercised jurisdiction, he says, writing from 
Corpus Christi: 

« For these reasons, our position thus far has, I think, 
been the best possible ; but, now that the entire force would 
soon be concentrated, it may well be a question whether 
the views of the Government would be carried out by our 
remaining at this point.” 

General Taylor was down there on the Rio 
Grande, two thousand miles from this Capitol; he 
had facilities for-knowing how far Texas had occu- 
pied the country or exercised jurisdiction that Mr. 
Polk had not. Hence, Mr. Polk had given him a 
carte blanche—had allowed him to use his own dis- 
crétion in the premises. With this power and 
those instructions before him, he said: ‘* It is with 
great deference’’—he seemed toge aware, said Mr. 
R., here, that he was treading on ground that 

roperly belonged to the Cabinet and not to the 
field—** that I make any suggestion on tgpics 
‘which may become matter of delicate negotiation; 
“but if our Government, in settling the question 
‘of boundary, makes the line of the Rio Grande an 
‘ultimatum, I cannot doubt’’—he could not doubt 
what? That to move an army would bring on war? 
That it would be an invasion of Mexico?—*‘I can- 
‘not doubt that the settlement would be greatly fa- 
‘ cilitated and hastened by our taking possession at 
‘once of one or two suitable points on or quite 
‘near that river.” 

There, then, General Taylor gave it as his de- 
liberate opinion, that it would not be an invasion 
of Mexico; that it would not probably bring ona 
war between the two countries, but that-it would 
‘‘ facilitate and hasten’’ peace by moving the army 
to the Rio Grande. Now you talk of making this 
same General Taylor your candidate for the Presi- 
dency. Suppose he had been your President, 
could you expect him to have acted otherwise as 
President than he advised the President toact when 
general of your army? 

But further, in the same letter: 


«c Our strength and state of preparation should be display- 
ed in a manner not to be mistaken. However salutary may 
be the effect produced upon the border people by our pres- 
ence here, we are too far from the frontier??—not Beyond it, 
then, (said Mr. R.)—to impress the Government of Mexico 
with our readiness to vindicate, by force of arms, if neces- 
sary, our title to the country as far as the Rio Grande. The 
‘army of occupation’ will, in a few days, be concentrated 
at this point, in condition for vigorous and efficient service. 
Mexico having as yet mide no positive declaration of war, 
or cominitted any overt act of hostilitics, I do not feel at 
liberty, under my instructions, particularly those of July 8, 
to make a forward movement to the Rio Grande, without 
authority from the War Departinent.” 


Again, under the same date, he says: 


‘In case a forward movement should be ordered or au- 
thorized, I would recommend the adoption of Point Isabel 
and Laredo as the hest adapted to the purposes of observing 
the course of the river and covering the frontier settlements 
of Texas.” 


He recommended (said Mr. R.) these two points 
—one at the mouth, the other a good way up the 
stream—as best adapted to do the very thing he 
was sent there to do, to wit: to cover and protect 
the frontier of Texas. So much for that letter, 
merely adding, by way of a parenthesis, that it has 
been frequently brought as a complaint against the 
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President, that he sent him there with too small a 
force. But, bearing on this point, General Taylor 
added, in a deed ‘ Should any auxiliary 
‘force be required, I propose to draw it wholly 
‘from Texas. I do not conceive that it will be- 
‘come necessary, under any circumstances, to call 
‘for volunteers from the United Stares.’’? Yet he 
had ample authority to do so, (said Mr. R.,) as may 
be seen in the very letter of instructions of the 13th 
of January, 1846, which finally took him there. 

Just here he would pause a moment. This let- 
ter was written on the 4th of October. Why was 
it that the President of the United States did not, 
in accordance with the suggestions of Gen. Taylor, 
then give him the order to go to the Rio Grande, 
where’ he suggested he ought to go? Why, 
because this much-abused President, who, was 
charged with precipitating the country into a war 
with Mexico wantonly, wickedly, was so anxious 
to avert this calamity. He was about making ap- 
plication, through Mr. Black, our consul at Mex- 
ico, for sending a Minister there, and asking that 
Government if they would receive him. Applica- 
tion was made, Mexico agreed to receive one, and 
early in November, Mr. Slidell was sent. 

Pending this attempt at negotiation, the President 
thought it unwise to comply with the suggestions of 
General Taylor. The General was a little ahead of 
him. Mr. Slidell was sent there. Hearrived at Vera 
Cruz the 30th November; he reached. the capital the 
6th December, and was finally rejected, not later 
than the 24th, he believed the 21st of December. 
He had recently seen it stated, in a great manifesto, 
issuing, he believed, from Lexington, that the 
President, whilst his minister of peace was wend- 
ing his way to the capital of Mexico, gave the fatal 
order to the army to march from Corpus Christi 
to the Rio Grande. So far from that being true, 
Mr. Slidell reached the city of Mexico on the 6th 
December, and was rejected on the 2]st; and the 
order for the advance of the army was not given 
sooner than the 13th January, when all- attempts 
at negotiation had failed. I say all attempts had 
failed; for in five days after Herrera’s rejection of 
Mr. Slidell, his own Government was overthrown 
by Paredes, who had revolutionized against him, 
because he (Herrera) had agre¢d to receive a min- 
ister of peace from the United States in the month 
of October previous. I say this was the ground 
of that revolution, as was openly avowed by Pa- 
redes, and subsequently acknowledged by Herrera, 
when appointed a commissioner to treat with Mr. 
Trist. (See his letter, Executive Document No. 
1, page 41, of this Congress.) The order was given 
on the 13th January, after the Mexicans had re- 
fused to receive Mr. Slidell at all, to look into his 
instructions, or talk about making a treaty. Now, 
let us see the ordes of the 13th of January. On 
the 13th January, 1846, the Secretary of War, 
writing to General Taylor, says: 

Sır: I am directed by the President to instruct you to ad- 
vance and occupy, with the troops under your command, 
positions on or near the east bank of the Rio del Norte, as 
soon as it can conveniently be done with reference to the 
season and the route by which your movements must be 
made. From the views heretofore presented to this depart- 
ment,” —[what views? asked Mr. R. The views submitted 
by General Taylor on the 4th October previous ]—* it is pre- 
sumed Point Isabel would be considered by you an eligible 
position. This point or some one near it, and points oppo- 
site Matamoros and Mier, and in the vicinity of Laredo, are 
suggested for your consideration. But youre left to your 
better knowledge to determine the post or posts whieh you 
are to occupy, as well as the question of dividing your forces 
with a view to occupying two or more positions.” 

This is the final order for the advance of the 
army after it was known that Mr. Slidell would 
not be received; and in that final order the Presi- 
dent, through the Secretary of War, only complied 
with the suggestions of General Taylor, and told 
him he presumed tHese points would be consider- 
ed eligible, because recommended before. 

He did not review this matter for the purpose of 
attaching blame to General Taylor; not at all. He 
believeg he did right; that his suggestions were at 
the time good. He did it merely for the purpose 
of showing the hypocrisy of the party who de- 
nounced Mr. Polk and lauded General Taylor, 
On the 13th January, the Secretary of War dis- 
tinctly told General Taylor: 

‘In the positions you may take in carrying out these in- 
structions and other movements that may be made, the use 
of the Rio del Norte may be very convenient, if not neces- 
sary. Should you attempt to exercise the right which the 
United States have in common with Mexico to the free navi- 
gation of this river, it is probable Mexico would interpose 


resistance. You will not attempt to enforce that right with- 
out further instructions.” 
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The Secretary of War here tells General Taylor | EMY’S COUNTRY.” Though then where his 


ghat if the free navigation of that river is disputed, 
without further orders from the department, not 
to undertake to enforce it. But General Taylor, 
not only without order, but in violation of order, 
did undertake to enforce the right to the exclusive 
navigation of the Rio Grande. He (Mr. R.) would 
nat say this was wrong ; he believed General Tay- 
dor did right; he mentioned it merely for the pur- 
pose of showing that the man whom some of 
them proposed to make the President of the United 
States was ahead of the President all the time. He 
believed if General Jackson had been there, he 
would not only have gone up to the bank of the 
Rio Grande, but he would not have waited there 
for Arista to cross over and attack him; he would 
have taken the initiative. He believed he would 
have been justified fn so doing, for a man was not 
bound to wait until he was knocked down before 
he attempted to defend himself; he might antici- 
pate the blow, and prevent it if possible. 

But in order to show beyond all question or 
cavil what were General Taylor’s views as to what 
would be the effect of his movement to the Rio 
Grande, he (Mr. R.) would quote from still an- 
other letter, and one written, too, after he had re- 
ceived the order to go. lt is his letter dated 
** Corpus Christi, Texas, February 4, 1846,” in 
which lfe says: 

& In reply to the call of the Secretary for information as to 
what means, if any, will be required ‘to enforce and main- 
tain our common right to navigate’ the Rio Grande, J would 
respectfully state, that until [ reach the river and ascer- 
tain the condition of things in the frontier States of Mexico, 
temper of the people, &c., I cannot give any satisfactory 
answer to the question. I have every reason to helieve that 
the people residing on the river are weil disposed towards 
our Government. Our advance to the Rio Grande uill itself 
produce a powerful effect, and it may be that the common nav- 
igation of the river will not be disputed. Itis very important 
to us, and will be indispensable when posts are established 
higher up, as must ultimately be the case.”? 

Here he talks of the “* powerful effect ’’ his ‘‘ ad- 
vance itself’? would have, and evidently thought 
that so far from producing a war, it would avert that 
very calamity. The navigation of the river was 
4‘ important ” to us—“ indispensable’’—as_ posts 
+“ must ” be established higher up that river. 

Mr. R. said he wished now to quote one other 
letter of General Taylor’s, and he would leave this 
branch of the subject. It is his despatch of April 
26, after hostilities had commenced, as follows: 

c HEADQUARTERS, ARMY OF OCCUPATION, } 
“ Camp near Mutamoros, Texas, April 26, 1846. ; 


<t Sır: I have respectfully to report that General Arista 
arrived in Matamoros en the 24th instant, and assumed the 
chief command of the Mexican troops. On the same day 
he addressed me a communication, conceived in courteous 
terms, but saying that he considered hostilities commenced, 
and should prosecute thein. A translation of his note, and 
copy of my reply, will be transmitted the moment they can 
be prepared. I despatch this by an express which is now 
waiting. Iregret to report that a party of dragoons, sent 
out by me on the 24th instant, to watch the course of the 
river above on this bank, became engaged with a very large 
force of the enemy, and after a short affair, in which some 
sixteen were killed and wounded, appear to have been sur- 
rounded and compelled to surrender. Not one of the party 
has returned, except a wounded man sent in this morning 
by the Mexican commander, so that I cannot report with 
confidence the particulars of the engagement, or the fate of 


.the officers, except that Captain Hardee was known to be a 


prisoner, and unhurt. Captain Thornton, and Lieutenants 
Mason and Kane, were the other officers. The party was 
sixty-three strong. 

« Hostilities may now be considered as commenced, and 
4 have this day deemed it necessary to call upon the Gov- 
ernor of Texas for four regiments of voluntecrs, two to be 
motinted, and two to serve as foot. As some delay must 
occur in collecting these troops, I have also desired the Gov- 
ernor of Louisiana to send out four regiments of infantry 
as 300n as practicable. This will constitute an auxiliary 
force of nearly five thousand men, which will be required 
to prosecute the war with energy, and carry it, as it should 
be, tnto the enemy’s country. F trust the department will ap- 
prove my course in this matter, and will give the necessary 
orders to the staff departinents for the supply of this large 
additional force. 

« If a law could be passed, authorizing the President to 
raise volunteers for twelve months, it would. be of the 
ei importance tor a service so remote from support as 
this. l 

«I am,sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

“Z. TAYLOR, 
£t Brevet Brig. Gen. U. S. A., commanding. 
st The ADJUTANT GENERAL OF THE ARMY, 
“& Washington, D. C.?? 


Mr. R. said he had quoted this letter for two 

urposes; First, to show. that General Taylor, 
while on the bank of the Rio Grande, opposite 
Matamoros, considered himself stèill in Texas. He 
so dates his letter—distinctly ‘“ Texas.’ Second, 
to show, that inasmuch as hostilities were then 
commenced by Mexico, the war should be prose- 
cuted with “ energy,” and carried into the ““EN- 


affected votaries and advocates for the Presidency 
now declare wasalready in the **enemy’scountry,”’ 
he did not so think, he did not so speak; but he was 
in favor of getting over there without delay. 

-Mr. R. said he might here pause again, and ask 
the country what they thought of the consistency, 
the political honesty, of a class of politicians whose 
whole artillery was levelled at Mr. Polk, because 
he had, in obedience to General Taylor’s own 
suggestions, ordered him to go where he wanted to 
go—where he expressed so strongly the opinion 
he could produce such a ‘‘ powerful’’ and ‘* salu- 
tary” effect by going—yet, at the same time, advo- 
cate this general’s claims for the Presidency, for 
and in consideration of the identical acts which they 
declare are sufficient to authorize the impeachment 
of Mr. Polk? Such a course is, however, char- 
acteristic of them throughout their whole history. 
It is worthy of them. It appears to be the last 
shot in their locker. They have been struggling 
for power ever since I recollect, and long before; 
yet they have succeeded in securing but one sin- 


gle Congress in about twenty years—that which | 


came into power in 1841—and we all know what 
was the end and fate of that. When they at- 
tempted to put their principles into practice, they 
at once became so odious, that they were swept 
out of power by an overwhelming torrent of indig- 
nation. Since then, they have sunk the old issues; 
they stand upon them no longer; they are now 
attempting to get into power by taking sides 
against their own country when it is engaged in a 
foreign war. Who doubts the issue, let them rally 
under what leader they may? 

There was one other pretext to which he wished 
to turn the attention of the committee, in reference 
to the commencement of this war. It had frequent- 
ly been stated here and elsewhere, that the Con- 
gress of the United States were in session at the 
time this order was given, and were wholly unap- 
T of it; that they were taken by surprise. 

et them sée@how much truth there was in that 
statement. On the lst December, 1845, some time 
before this order was given, and six months before 


tae instructions of the War Department, tine has not yet 
permitted us to learn. But from his known character, that 
of his general staff, commanders of vorps, officers and men, 
there is no doubt the army of occupation will be more than 
sufficient for any defensive exigency likely to occur in that 
quarter.” 

They saw (said Mr. R.) in all these annual re- 
ports, in reference to this movement, that Con- 
gress was fully apprized of it. -It was known what, 
General Taylor was doing there, where he was, 
how far his instructions went. With what grace, 
then, (he asked,) can you come before the country 
in 1846, in the month of May, and tell them you 
were taken by surprise? that you had never read 
the documents laid on your tables for the very pur- 
pose of giving information on this subject? 

General Taylor, notwithstanding he was or- 
dered to take up his line of march as early as Jan- 
uary, did not move from Corpus Christi until the 
llth March, 1846. With the army he arrived on 
the banks of the Rio Grande on the 28th of that 
month. Now, if Mr. Clay’s allegation had any- 
thing in it in the world—if it had any foundation, 
they saw how far he had missed the mark; that 
was to say, if the order to General Taylor to go to 
the Rio Grande, or his actual march to that river 
had any influence in preventing the reception of 
Mr. Slidell, he (Mr. Clay) was sixty days wide 
of the mark; because, notwithstanding the order 
was given the 13th January, he did not commence 
his march until the 11th of March, and did not ar- 
rive at the Rio Grande until the 28th of that month. 
On the 12th April General, Ampudia ordered Gen- 
eral Taylor to withdraw. On the 24th, General 
Arista notified General Taylor that hostilities had 
commenced; and on that day Ampudia crossed 
over the river, and the attack was made on Thorn- 
ton’s command. Here, then, the first gun was 
fired, the first blood was spilt, by order of Ampudia; 
not by order of Mr. Polk or of General Taylor. 

He would not pursue this subject further. Suf- 
fice it to say, it now reached Washington that our 
army down there was surrounded; that it had been 
attacked; a division of it had been cut off. Con- 
gress moved promptly, and passed a war-bill; the 
placed at the command of President Polk ten mil- 


the war commen®ed, the President of the United || lions of dollars, fifty thousand volunteers, the army 


States, in his annual message, told Congress : 


‘The moment the terms of annexation offered by the 
United States were accepted by Texas, the latter became 
so fara part of our own country as to make it our duty to 
afford such protection and defence. I therefore deemed it 
proper, as a precautionary measure, to order a strong squad- 
ron to the coast of Mexico, and to concentrate an efficient 
military force on the western frontier of Texas. Our army 
was ordered to take position in the country between the 
Nueces and the Del Norte, and to repel any invasion of the 
Texan territory which might be attempted by the Mexican 
forces. Our squadron in the Gulf was ordered to codperate 
with the army.” 


Now, here, in his annual message in December, 
1845, the President distinctly told Congress that 
he had ordered the army to take a position be- 
tween the two rivers, and repel any invasion of 
the Texan territory. Butstill more. Mr. Secre- 
tary Marcy, in his report of the same date, said: 


« The ready acceptance on the part of Texas of the terms 
of annexation proffered by this Government excited the ill- 
will of the Government of Mexico. That republic menaced 
the immediate commencement of hostilities against the 
United States, and set on foot, as it was said, extensive 
preparations to invade and subjugate Texas. Pursuant to 
your directions, an army of occupation was assembled in 
that State, and Brigadier General Taylor assigned to the 
command of it. He was instructed to repel Mexican ag- 
gressions, and protect the country from Indian invasions ; 
to regard the Rio del Norte as its western boundary; and 
to select a position for his forces with reference to this 
frontier; but to leave unmolested Mexican settlements, and 
also military posts, should there be any such posts on the 
east bank of that river, which were in the occupation of 
Mexican forces previously to the period when Texas assent- 
ed to the terms of annexation.’’ 


Here they found that the Secretary of War, in 
his annual report in December, 1845, reasserted 


| the fact that General Taylor was sent between 


these rivers and ordered to protect Texan terri- 
tory up to the Rio del Norte. Yet you allege (said 
Mr. R.) that in the spring of 1846 you were taken 
all by surprise. | 

Stll more, they found in the letter of the com- 
manding general, (General Scott,) accompanying 
the President’s message of this date, the following: 

« The movements of troops in the direction of Texas have 
been numerous. There are now in that country detach- 
ments from the four regiments of artillery, the whole of the 
2d dragoons, the 3d, 4th, 5th, 7th and 8th regiments of in- 
fantry, which (about 4,000 men) compose the ariny of occu- 


pation, under Brevet Brigadier General Taylor, an officer of 
high merit. What detachments he may have made from 


and navy‘and militia, and told him to prosecute 
this war to a speedy termination. 

Now, he asked those who were here and voted 
for this war bill then, with what grace they could 
now turn round and declare that Mr. Polk was 
the author of this war. Why did they not tell 
him to bring back our army within our rightful 
limits, our proper jurisdiction? They had gone 
too far. For the purpose, however, of bringing 
reproach upon a Democratic Administration, of 
obtaining a pretence wherewith to attack the De- 
mocracy, they were ready to acknowledge that 
they voted a lie. 

They were ready to stultify themselves, too, by 
telling the country they knew nothing of what 
was in the President’s annual message and accom- 
panying documents, laid on their tables five months 
before. They were ready to calumniate the ver 
acts of their own favorite chieftain, (General Tay- 
lor.) And in relation to boundary, they repudiate 
the established and hitherto acknowledged geog- 
raphy of the country, its political history, and 
even trample under foot the authority of their 
own leaders, most of whom have always acknowl- 
edged the Rio Grande to be the true boundary. 
They do more still; they assign as a cause of this 
war, what Mexico‘herself has never assigned : 


she says she is fighting about Texas—Texas to 


the Sabine, not to the Nueces. 
Congress had now been in session seven weeks; 
this was the seventh week of the session. So 
far as this House is concerned, those of us on this 
side of the House (said Mr. R.) are utterly power- 
less in respect to the control or management of 
business. We can do nothing. Our votes, how- 
ever, have shown that we have attempted to fur- 
ther the public business—that we have at least not 
attempted to retard it. We have voted, day after 
day, to refer the President’s message, that the 
standing committees of the House might take it, 
parcel it out, and bring bills forward in accordance 
with or against its recommendations, as they see 
fit; in short, that we might go to work. The op- 
position, however, who had the power, had refused 
this, and the message was not yet referred. You 
told the country, (continued Mr. R.,) that if you 
got the power, you would stop th s war; that 1t is 


Corpus Christi, or what provisional posts occupied, under !| a wicked, unconstitutional one; that the Demo- 
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cratic party ought to be overthrown, and you put 
in power. ell, so far as this House is con- 
cerned, you are in power. What have you done? 


| had obtained a patent, but the term had expired 


i 
i 
ot 


before the petitioner was able to receive any pecu- 


'' nlary advantage from it. In the mean time, the 


Have you come forward with a single tangible | 


machines had been adopted by the Government, 


proposition? Not one. On the contrary, some of :; and all the leading factories throughout the coun- 
try; and he would further state, that machines for 


you have voted one day that the troops ought to be 
withdrawn, that the war was “unnecessarily and 
a UNconstitutionally commenced by the President of 
the United States;’’ yet another portion of you 
refuse to take this stand. We ask you to come 
forward, in obedience, if you please, to the man- 
date of Mr. Clay, and declare what or think 
ought to be the objects of this war. e do not 
deny you the right to make this declaration; 
whether the President is bound to obey it, is an- 
other question. 
ponr object. If you go for stopping the war, for 
ringing back our troops, say so. The result 
cannot be more humiliating to the pride and glory 
of the country than it will be to sit still and do 
nothing. You are bound, according to your prom- 
ises, to do something, and to do it quickly. As 
long as you sit here refusing supplies, and voting 
that the war was ‘‘ unnecessarily and unconstitu- 
tionally commenced by.the President,” whatever 
may be your motives for such a vote, its effect is 
to afford ‘‘ aid and comfort” to the enemy. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LıncoLn] said 
this was the first time he had ever ventured to make 
such a declaration. That was a very remarkable 
statement. He had never ventured to tell the peo- 
ple of Springfield district, Illinois, when election- 
eering for his seat, that the war was unnecessary 
and unconstitutional; but after he got here he could 
venture to declare it! How many gentlemen were 
in a like predicament, who had gotten here without 


committing themselves on this question, perhaps |; 


the subsequent events of the session would de- 
clare. The country, however, looked to them to 
take their position. You must do one of three 
things, said Mr. R. You must bring your army 
to the Nueces, where you say the line is; you 
must take a line in advance of that; or you must 
go on and prosecute the war, according to the sug- 
gestion of the President of the United States. 
Which course you will take you ought to declare, 
and declare quickly. If our soldiers in Mexico 
are to be withdrawn, and no more supplies are to 
be granted, it ought to be known as quickly as 
possible, in order that the Executive may conform 
to the emergencies of the question. If it is to be 
done, instead of sitting here day by day and ma- 
king charges against the President, you should 
come out and declare it boldly before the country, 
and acknowledge our disgrace in the face of the 
civilized world. 

Mr. TUCK then obtained the floor, but gave 
way toa motion that the committee rise; which 
was agreed to, and 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, January 18, 1848. 


Mr. NILES presented a petition from R. Stokes, 
surviving partner of the firmof Stockton & Stokes, 
asking compensation for services in carrying the 
United States mail; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition from settlers and 
ecoupants on the Tonawanda reservations, asking 
to be confirmed in their titles; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DIX also presented a petition from Edward 
Mills, asking to be restored to the rights and bene- 
fits of a contract made with the Post Office Depart- 
ment for carrying the mai] from New York to 
Bremen, which contract was transferred without 
his assent to the Ocean Steam Navigation Com- 
pany; which was referred to the Committee on the 

ost Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. YULEE presented a petition from the pro- 
fessors of mathematics of the navy, asking an in- 
erease of pay; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition from 
David Williamson, asking to be compensated for 
the benefits which the Government has derived 
from the use of his inventions. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, in presenting this petitión, 
spoke of the great value of the machines, and the 
advantages which the Government, as well as the 
pane generally, had derived from these admira- 

le inventions of the petitioner. It was true he 


Come forward—declare what is | 
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steamboats were now manufactured at one-half 
the cost of the labor before their invention. He 
understood that there were above one thousand of 
these machines now in use in Cincinnati, and he 
had been informed that abéut three hundred were 
in use at the different United States arsenals. The 
inventor was now reduced in his circumstances, 
and was well entitled to some compensation for 
the. benefits derived from his efforts. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill to amend the 
charter of the Provident Association of Clerks; 
which was read a first time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Oom- 
mittee on Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Elizabeth Jones and the other children, if any, of 
John Carr; which was read a first time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the same committee, also 
reported a bill for the relief of Thompson Hutchin- 


' son; which was read a first time. 


Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Hugh 
Munro McLean; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the same committee, 
also asked to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the memorial of John Stanert,-and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. CASS, it was 
_ Resolved, ''hat the Secretary of the Department of War 
furnish the Senate with the report and map of the examina- 
tion of New Mexico, made by Lieutenant J. W. Abert, 
Corps of Topographical Engineers, attached to the com- 
mand of General Kearny. 


Mr. YULEE submitted the following resolu- 


tion, which was ordered to be print@®: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to the Senate the following statements : 

Ist. A statement of the amount of all revenues received 
through each custom-house, and th oneys expended at 
each to defray the collection, from the earlicst practicab'e 
period, to June 50, 1847, classifying the receipts and ex- 
penditures under different heads, as far as the hooks of the 
department will permit. 

2d. A statement of the quantity of land sold, the amount 
received therefor, how paid, and the expenses of collection 
in each land district, from the earliest practicable period, to 
the 30th of June, 1847, dividing the expenditures under the 
usual different heads. 

3d. A statement of the whole amount of revenne received 
into the treasury each year from the earliest practicable date 
to June 30, 1847, giving the source from whence the same 
were derived. 

4th. A statement of the expenditures of the Government 
from the earliest practicable time to June 30, 1847, separating 
the same under different heads of expenditure, as far as can 
be done from the records. l 

5th. A statement ofthe importations and exportations of 
domestic and foreign goods in American and forcign vessels 
to and from each country from the earliest practicable period 
to 30th June, 1847. 

6th. A statement of the tonnage of each district and State, 
and of the losses of vessels, from the earliest practicable 
period to June 30, 1847. 

7th. A statementof the American tonnage engaged in for- 
eign trade and in the coasting trade and fisheries, and seamen 
employed, and of foreign tonnage entered and cleared, and 
the number of their crews from each port and State, from 
the earliest practicable period to June 30, 1847., 

8th. A statement of the amount of moneys received on 
account of the marine hospital fund in each district and 
State, and the expenditures of the saine places from the 
same fund, and from appropriations each year, from the 
earliest practicable period to the 30th June, 1847. ~” 

Be it further Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate 
cause the said statements to be printed and bound in sepa- 
rate volumes, under direction of the Register of the Treasury, 
and that five hundred extra copies be printed for the use of 
the Treasury Departinent, and that — extra copies be print- 
ed and bound, and placed in the Library of Congress for 
the He of the members of both Houses and the committees 
thereof. . 


Mr. BALDWIN submitted the following reso- 
lution, which lies over under the rule: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States he re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate any information he 
may possess in regard to the extent and value of the public 
domain, if any, belonging to the Republic of Mexico; and 
also in regard to the power of that Republic, under the fun- 
damental laws thereof, to cede to any foreign Government, 
whether monarchical or republican, the sovereignty and do- 
minion Over any of the members of that confederacy or the 
people thereof. 


Mr. BAGBY submitted the following, which he 
moved to have printed, giving notice at the same 
time that he should call them up at some early 
date for the purpose of having a direct vote on 
them: 

1. Resolved, ‘I‘hat the Constitutian of the United States 
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is A compact hetween coegual sovereigns, by which they 
and each of them delegated certain specified powers to 
form a General Government for the benefit of all the com- 
mon parties to said compact, and such as might become par- 
ties to it. 

2. Resolved, That the powers not thus delegated by the 
parties to said compact to the General Government, nor any 
department thereof, remain with the States respectively, or 
with the people. 

3. Resolved, That the Government of the United States 
possesses no powers except such as are expressly granted to 
it by the Constitution, or such as are necessary and proper 
tocarry the granted powers into effect. 

4. Resolved, That the power to construct roads, cat ca- 
nals, make harbors, or improve the navigation of rivers, in 
any one or more of the States or Territories of this Union, 
is notamong the powers expressly granted to the General 
Government by the Constitution, nor is the exercise of such 
a power necessary and proper to carry any of the granted 
powers into effect. 

5. Resolved, That the power to build piers and docks, 
erect buoys and light-houses, and improve the harbors on 
the lakes, if it exists at all, is not derived from the power to 
regulate commerce, but from the power to provide and main- 
tain a navy. 

6. Resolved, That the Government of the United States 
does not possess the power to create, originate, ordain, es- 
tablish, or carry on commerce between or among the 
States of the Union; but only to regulate sueh commerce as 
the States or the people thereof may create, originate, or- 
dain, establish, and carry on between orfmong themselves. 

7. Resolved, That any attempt by the General Government, 
under any pretext whatever, to construct roads, cut canals, 
or improve the navigation of any river within the limits of 
any one or more of the States of the Union, or within any 
territory, is a palpable violation of the Constitution ; and if 
it be within the limits of a State or States, is a direct and 
dangerous encroachment on the rights and sovereignty 
thereof.” 

Mr. BAGBY said that nothing was further from 
his intention than to consume any portion of the 
time ọf the Senate at present in discussing the res- 
olutions he had the honor to submit, or any other 
proposition not intended to be followed up by some 
act of practical legislation. He had an aversion to 
abstractions generally. He could not be mistaken, 
however, in supposing that these resolutions re- 
lated to and embraced subjects of vast and moment- 
ous importance to the people of the United States; 
and he should, as soon as the measures for the 
continued vigorous prosecution of the war were 
disposed of, ask the deliberate action of the Senate 
upon them. At present, he moved that they lie 
upon the table, and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WEBSTER, in pursuance of notice, ob- 
tained leave to intraduce a bill to make attachments 
which are made under process issuing from the 
courts of the United States conform to the laws 
regulating such attachments in the courts of the 
States; which was read a first and second time. 

The following are the provisions of the bill as it 
passed: 


Be it enacted, &c., That whenever, upon process institu- 
ted in any of the courts of the United States, property has 
been or shall be attached to satisfy such judgment as may be 
recovered by the plaintiff in such process, aad any contin- 
gency occurs by which, according to the laws of a State, 
such attachment would be dissolved upon like process pend- . 
ing in or returnable to the State courts, then such attach- 
mem or attachments made upon process issuing from or 
pending in the courts of the United States within such State 
shall be dissolved, the intènt or meaning of this act being to 
place such attachments in the courts of the States and the 
United States upon the same footing. 


Mr. WEBSTER. As I stated yesterday, this 
bill was before the Senate last year and passed 
without objection. I will state its object, sir, very 
shortly; and if no Senator should object to it now, 
I hope it will go through the forms of legislation 
without being again referred to the committee; 
and I wish particularly to draw the attention of the 
gentleman who is at the head of the Committee on 
the Judiciary. There are, in the courts of the 
New England States, processes called attachments, 
which are levied upon the property of the defend- 
antin the suit. Various laws, at different times, 
have been passed by the States to palliate what 
seems to be the severity and injustice of the old 
long-continued modes of practice. By a law pass- 
ed in 1794, process in the courts of the United 
Statas was made dependent upon processes in State 
courts, as they then stood. In the course of legis- 
lation it has been found quite aey for the 
purposes of justice to alter and modify these pro- 
cesses. But the law of Congress does not follow 
these modifications, and my object now is to ren- 
der the proceedings upon process issued out of the 
courts of the United States, conformable to the 

ractice of the State courts in the same States. 

he object is so plain that, without detaining the 
Senate further unless some gentleman wishes fur- 
ther explanation, I should be glad if the bill would 
be permitted to be read a third time and passed. 
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Mr. ASHLEY. I would ask if this is the same 
bill that was before the Senate last year? 

Mr. WEBSTER. Exactly the same, word for 
word. 

Mr. ASHLEY. This bill received the unani- 
mous concurrence of the Committee:on the Ju- 
diciary, from which it was reported without an 
amendment. The committee, however, is now 
somewhat differently constituted from what it was 
then. | 

The bill was then read a third time and passed. 

THE SUBJUGATION OF MEXICO, ETC. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, submitted on the 13th instant by Mr. 
Manecum: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be ré- 
quested to jay before the Senate all the plans, estimates, and 
calculations presented by General Scott, as iu his opinion 
best adapted te attain the objects of the war; and his opin- 
ion touching the military means necessary to accoinplish the 
objects of our Government in any and all the alternative 
views that have been considered by the Executive or sug- 
vested by General Scott to bring the war with Mexico toa 
close, if not inconsistent, in the opinion of the President, 
with the public service. 


Mr. MANGUM said: The resolution, as at first 
introduced, contained the usual clause, ‘‘ if it be 
notincompatible with the public interests,’’ because 
it is regarded as due to official decorum, when a 
matter is to be laid before the Senate in open ses- 
sion. The resolution, as now modified, leaves it 
to the discretion ofthe President to lay the infor- 
mation before the Senate, either confidentially or 
otherwise. It becomes necessary, therefore, to 
strike out the latter part of the resolution as it 
Originally stood, because I do not recognize any 
right in the President to withhold from this body 
any information that may be necessary to bring 
them to a correct determination. I think, sir, that 
under our system we are entitled to all the infor- 
mation which pertains to the official discharge of 
our duties. 

Mr. SEVIER. Jt is not my purpose to discuss 
this resolution; but I must be allowed to say, that 
calling upon the President for the plan‘of a cam- 
paign recommended by the commanding general 
seems to me to be wholly without example. And 
I believe, sir, that, the view which I entertain in 
eo to it is also entertained by many gentlemen 

ere. 

e S. moved to lay the resolution upon the 
tanie. 

Mr. MANGUM demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alien, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Brad- 
bury, Butler, Cameron, Cass, Davis of Mississippi, Dickin- 
son, Dix, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Hannegan, Hunter, Lewis, 
Moor, Sevier, Sturgeon, Turney, and Yulee—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baidwin, Bell, Berrien, Bright, 
Calhoun, Clarke, oe rhe Johnson of Louisiana, 


Mangum, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, Spruance, 
Underwood, Upham, and Webster—20. 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 

The following bills were severally considered as 
in Committee of the Whole, and were ordered to 
be engrossed fora third reading, and were subse- 
quently read a third tame and passed: 

The bill for the relief of Miledge Galphin, ad- 
ministrator of the last will and testament of George 
Galphin, deceased. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas Talbot and 
others. 

THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the bill to raise an ad- 
ditional military force for a limited period; when— 

Mr. BADGER addressed the Senate at length 
In opposition to the bill, and to the views of the 
Executive, in relation to the war with Mexico. 

[At Mr. B’s request, no report of his remarks 
is published in the Congressional Globe. His 
speech, prepared by himself, will be found in the 
Appendix. ] ~ ~ 

Mr. FOOTE then signified his intention of ad- 
dressing the Senate upon the bill before them; but 
as the hour of adjournment had arrived, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, January 19, 1848. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read and 
approved— 


The SPEAKER proceeded to call the commit- 
tees for reports. 


Mr. CROWELL, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of John P. Converse. 
Read and committed. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the petition of William B. 
Norris. Laid on the table. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
same committee, made an adverse report on the 
petition of A. H. Hughes. Laid on the table. 


Mr. GAYLE, by the unanimous consent of the 
House, moved the following resolution, which was 
read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster Genera] be requested to 
communicate to this House a copy of any instructions he may 
have given to the postmaster at Mobile, in relation to the 


postage to be charged on steamboats notin the employ of the 
Government. 


Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill to amend an act entitled 
s“ An act to reorganize the General Land Office,” 
approved July 4, 1836; which was read three 
times, passed, and sent to the Senate for concur- 
rence. 


Mr. GOGGIN, from the Committee on the Post 


Office and Post Roads, reported the following res- 


olutions; which were read and adopted : 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be discharged from the further consideration of the pe- 
tition of Landon G. Chambers, of Virginia, asking to have 
refunded to him certain money lost in its passage through 
the inail. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Offiee and Post 
Roads be discharged from any further consideration of the 
subject to them referred relating tothe sending of letters and 
newspapers free of postage to those engaged in the navy of 
the United States,in the Gulf squadron, or off the coast of 
Mexico, the same being already provided for by law. 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of William Fuller and 
Orlando Saltmarsh. Read and committed. 

Mr. KAUFMAN, from the same committee, re- 

orted a joint resolution for the relief of George R. 
Smith. “Rea®and committed. 

Mr. MEADE, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, made an adverse report on the petition of J. 
H. Overstreet anẹ George B. Didlake. Laid on 
the table. 

Mr. BOTTS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the Senate bill to 
provide clothing for volunteers in the service of 
the United States, reported the same without 
amendment; and thereupon it was read a third 
time, passed, and returned to the Senate. 

Mr. BURT, from the same committee, reported 
bills for relief of Bennet M. Dell; to increase the 
efficiency of the regiments and corps of the army, 
and tô provide for disabled and infirm officers; and 
to found a military asylum for the relief and sup- 
port of invalid soldiers of the army of the United 
States; which several bills were read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. McILVAINE, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, made an adverse report upon the peti- 
tion of David Robb. Laid on the table. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
concerning certain collection districts, and for other 
purposes, reported the same back to the House 
without amendment; and it was then read a third 
time, passed, and returned to the Senate. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which was referred bills frorg the 
Senate for the relief of Joseph Wilson; providing 
for the payment of the claim of Walter R. John- 
son against the United States; and a bill making 
additional appropriation for the dry dock at the 
Brooklyn navy-yard ; reported the same back to 
the House without amendment. The bills were 
committed. 

Mr. LEVIN, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill to amend an act entitled ** An act making 
appropriations for the naval service for the year 
ending the 30th day of June, 1848,’’ approved 
March 3, 1847. Read and committed. 

Mr. STANTON, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of certain forward war- 
rant officers in the navy. Read and committed. 

Mr. TUCK, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of H. D. Johnson. Read and 
com mitted. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, by unanimous consent, 
moved the following preamble and resolution; 
which was read and agreed to: 


Whereas Francis Harper died on the 18th of March, 1837, 
after his election from the 3d district of Pennsylvaniato be a 
member ofthe House of Representatives of the United States, 


rn re ss tn 


and his death was omitted to be announced to the House 
as usual during the 25th Congress: Therefore, 

Resoived, Thatthe Clerk cause the usual monumentto be 
erected in the Congressional burying-ground to the memory 
of the said Francis Harper. 


Mr. LAWRENCE, of New York, from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, reported 
bills for the relief of John Manly, and for the relief 
of Sarah Stokes; which were read and commited. 

Also, from the same committee, an adverse re- 
port upon the petition of T. Campbell. Laid, on 
the table. 

Mr. DONNELL, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Esther Russell. Read 
and committed. á 


Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made an adverse report upon the petition 
of Wm. B. Edwards. Laid on the table. 


Mr. FARRELLY, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents, reported a bill to promote the progress of the 
useful arts; which was read, and committed. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the same committee, made 


an adverse report upon the petition of Joseph 
Nock. Laid on the table. . 


‘Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, reported 
a bill to pay James Crutchett $2,000 for lighting 
the Capitol and Capitol grounds; which was read, 
and, after a short debate, committed. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of 
the Senate supplementary to the act entitled ‘‘ An 
act to regulate the exercise of the appellate juris- 
diction of the Supreme Court in certain cases, and 
for other purposes,” reported the same with an 
amendment. The amendment was read, and the 
bill informally laid on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill to authorize a loan ndt 
to exceed the sum of eighteen millions five hun- 
dred thousand dollars; which was read, and com- 
mitted. 


Mr. McKAY gave notice that on to-morrow he 
would, on the part of the minority of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, report a substitute for 
the bill just reported by Mr. Vinton. 


PRESIDENTS MESSAGE. 

On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 
J. R. Incersout, of Pennsylvania, in the chair,) 
on the President’s annual message and the resolu- 
tions referring the same to appropriate commit- 
tees. , 

Mr. TUCK rose and said that he was glad, in 
view of the important questions pending before 
the country, and in regard to the critical condition 
of the country at the present time, that the effort 
which had been made to close debate on the mo- 
tion to refer the President’s message had not been 
successful. He believed when the attempt was 
made, and he still believed, that more time might 
be profitably occupied in discussing the important 
topics contained in that message; and he felt that 
it was somewhat unreasonable in the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Roginson] to’ask that debate 
should be closed, when he had consumed about 
one-eighth of all the time which had been given to 
the consideration of this document. 
more surprised, because the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. R.,] who was so able a defender of the 
President—as able as any honest man could desire 
to have—had failed, like all his associates, to give 
to this House and to the country any information 
respecting the amount of patriotism or foresight 
possessed by the President when he admitted San- 
ta Anna and his troop of powerful friends into 
Mexico. He had expected that, before disposing 
of the President’s message, the people of the Uni- 
ted States would have been able, to obtain some 
light on that subject. The “pass” given by the 
President of the United States to Santa Anna and 
some thirty or forty of the most intelligent Mexi- 
cans in his train, to him, most assuredly, looked 
like giving “aid and comfort to the enemy,” 
if it were not indeed the creation of an enemy; 
and if it were in the power of the friends of 


the President on this floor to give the inform- 


ation which was so loudly demanded by the 
country, and show that it was an act that could 
be deemed either patriotic or prudent, -he hoped 
it would be given before this debate came to a 
close. It had been ‘said that the delay which 
had been attributed to this boy was a giving of 


He was the ` 
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“ aid and comfort to the enemy ;” but it should not 
be forgotten that this House had already appro- 
priated one million of dollars to supply the wants 
of the army. Could not this House, then, now 
take breath and deliberate? “Or was it required 
that they should daily appropriate a million of 
dollars, under the penalty of being deemed ‘‘ aid- 
ers and comforters of the enemy” if they hesitated 
to yield to such exorbitant demands? He hoped 
not. He knew not how it was out West; but on 
listening to the speeches delivered on this floor, by 
which there. had been so many impeachments of 
the motives not only of the citizens of this coun- 
try, but of the members of this House, who chose 
to express their own honest and deliberate opin- 
ions in relation to this war, and the circumstances 
by which it was attended, he could no fail to re- 
member a rule, which was of universal application 
in his section of the country, to this effect: that 
they who were the most ready to impute improper 
motives to others, were the most likely to be oper- 
ated upon by corrupt influences themselves. He 
was satisfied, however, by his knowledge of the 
gentleman from Indiana, that this rule was not of 
universal application in the western country. 

He should now proceed hastily—and more his 
allotted time would not permit—to submit his 
views in relation to the subjects which had been 
embraced in the discussion of the message of the 
Executive. And, first, he proposed to examine 
the remote causes of the Mexican war. It could 
not fail to be discovered that the subject of Amer- 
ican slavery had attracted the attention of the 
whole country, and he proposed, in examining 
that part of the subject which relates to the causes 
of the Mexican war, to examine the connection 
therewith of the subject of American slavery. It 
would not be necessary to detain the committee 
witha reference at any great length to the acts 
which preceded the annexation of Texas; but, in 
inquiring into the cause of the present excitement 
in relation to the subject of slavery, and the re- 
mote causes of the present war, it should be re- 
membered, that after Mexico became independent 
of Spain, in 1827, she abolished slavery in all the 


. Mexican dominions. That was in 1829; but, sub- 


‘ wot subscribe. 


sequently, the Texans refused to recognize the 
Mexican decree against slavery, and they held 
their slaves in opposition ta the laws of Mexico. 
It became evident that a crisis must soon come, and 
the battle of San Jacinto was to determine their 
right to hold slaves in opposition to the laws of 
the country of which Texas had formed a part. 
The result was well known; and it was also known 
that the annexation of Texas to the United States 
soon became the subject of anxious consideration, 
in which our fellow-citizens all over the Union felt 
deeply interested, and arrayed themselves on the 
one side or the other. To.the praise of the De- 
mocracy of the North be it said, and of the New 
Hampshire Democracy in particular, there was a 
strong opposition to that scheme. They spoke out 
their sentiments in denunciation of it; and, to use 
their own language, it was viewed by them as “a 
scheme black as ink, and as dark as hell.” 

He would not occupy the attention of the com- 
mittee by reading extracts from the New England 
newspapers which were entitled to speak for the 
Democracy of the North. Suffice it to say, that 
they warmly opposed the scheme of annexation ; 
but as soon as it became incorporated into the 
Democratic creed—as soon as it became an article 
of faith of the Democratic party—the Democracy 
of the North—the Democracy of New Hampshire 
—were called upon to turn right about. Not to 
turn about without reason, but against reason— 
against the convictions of their best judgment and 
the promptings of conscience. It had been said 
that this matter had been accomplished by northern 
men with southern principles; but to this he would 
It was done by-northern men with 
no principles at all—by that class of men that had 
ever been a curse to this country since the organi- 
zation of our Government. It was not by southern 


. men in the North, for such was their confidence in 


the North in the soundness of their principles, that 
if southern men had been amongst them, they 
would assuredly have been converted in a short 
time. 

In the investigation ‘of the causes of the present 
excitement on the subject of slavery, for the pur- 
Pe of understanding the character of this war, 

è proposed to read some extracts which he be- 
lieved would demonstrate the purpose of Texan 


annexation. He would not delay the committee 
by reading these extracts, if he were not deeply 


impressed with the fact that this was a material ’ 


point. Nor should it be forgotten that the men 
from whose correspondence he was about to read 
were men who, from the position in which they 
had been placed, were authorized to speak for the 
country, and that their opinions became a part of 
the documentary history of the country, and pre- 
cedents for ourselves and our posterity in all future 
time. 

The first extract with which he would trouble 
the committee was from a letter written by Mr. 
Upshur, the Secretary of State, to Mr. Murphy, 
Chargë to Texas. It was dated Washington, 
August 8, 1843. Speaking of a proposition to 
abolish slavery in Texas, Mr. Upshur wrote as 
follows: 

& A movement of this sort cannot be contemplated by us 
in silence. Such an attempt upon any neighboring eountry 
would necessarily he viewed by this Government with very 
deep concern; but when it is made upon a nation whose 
territorics join the slavehoiding States of our Union, it 
awakens a still more solemn interest. It cannot be permit- 
ted to succeed without the most strenuous efforts on our 
part to arrest a calamity so serious to every part of our 
country. - 

“If such an attempt were confined to the ‘ Abolitionists 
of Texas,’ it would scarcely merit grave consideration. 
Their numbers, it is believed, are very small; and the state 


of public opinion in that country is by no means favorable 
to the success of their enterprise.’? . 


Again: 


« But there is another view of this subject still more im- 


portant to us, and scarcely less important to Texas herself. 
The establishment in the very midst of our slaveholding 
States of an independent Government, forbidding the exist- 
ence of slavery, and by a people born, for the most part 
among us, reared up in our habits, and speaking our Jan- 
gugge, could not fail to produee the most unhappy effects 
upon both parties. If Texas were in that condition, her 
territory would afford a ready refuge for the fugitive slaves 
of Louisiana and Arkansas, and would bold out to them an 
encouragement to run away which no municipal regulations 
of those States eould possibly counteract. Even if this 
Governinent should interpose for the prMeetion of the 
slaveholder, it would be very difficult’so to arrange the sub- 
ject as to avoid disputes and collisions. The States imme- 
diately interested would be most likely to take the subject 
into their own hands. They woutd’perceive that there 
could not be any security for that species of property, if the 
mere crossing of a geographical line could give freedom to 
the slave; they would perceive that the protectian thus 
offered to the slave would remove from his mind that dread 
of consequences which restrains him from the commission 
of the worst crines ; they would feel that the safety of them- 
selves and their families was endangered; they would live 
in continual uneasiness and alarm, and in the constant ex- 
ercise of a painful and harassing watcbfulness.”? 


Having read these and some other extracts of 


the same character from the same letter, which is 
found in Senate document No. 341 of the Ist ses- 


sion of the 28th Congress, he proceeded to read 
also from a letter published in the same document, 
written by Mr. Murphy to Mr. Upshur, on the 
24th of September, 1843, from Galveston. Mr. 
Murphy, after stating that— 


« The constitution of Texas secures to the master the 
perpetual right to his slave, and prohibits the introduction of 
slaves into Texas from any other quarter than the United 
States ;?? adds— 

« Ifthe United States preserves and secures to Texas the 
possession of her constitution and present form of govern- 
ment, then we have gained all that we can desire, and also 
all that Texas asks or wishes.” 


Again: 

“ Seeing that this surrender of sovereignty by Texas to 
Mexico at once liberates all the slaves in Texas, and that 
England thereby gains all she wants, and more than she 


ever expected, can the Government of the United States 
longer doubt what to do?” 


Mr. Murphy wrote to Mr. Upshur that Eng- 
land desired to procure the abolition of slavery in 
Texas. To this fact he begged to call particular 
attention. ‘There was no apprehension of any in- 
terference from England, except to promote the 
abolition of slavery. On this subject Mr. Mur- 
phy says, in his letter of the 23d September, 1843: 


“ England is anxious to get rid of the constitution of Tex- 
as, because it secures in the most nervous and clear lan- 
guage the rights of the master to his slave, and it also pro- 
hibits the introduction of slaves into Texas from any other 
nation or quarter than the United States.” 


And in his letter of the 28th September, 1843, 
Mr. Upshur says: 


«& The movements of Great Britain with respect to African 
slavery have at length assumed a character which demands 
the serious attention of this Government. So long as we 
were permitted to believe that the effort to abolish slavery 
was confined to private individuals, actuated by a sense of 
justice or a feeling of philanthropy, we were content to leave 
the issue to the calm reason of our own people, and the 
guarantee of our Constitution and laws. Asa domestic ques- 
tion, the Government does not possess, and, it is presumed, 
will never attempt to exercise any authority over it. But it 


. 


now wears a different aspect, and presents itself in a much 
more formidable attitude.” x * * * 


« The States in which slavery exists would have good 
reason to apprehend the worst consequences from the estab- 
lishment of a foreign non-staveholding State upon their im- 
mediate borders.” 3 

Of Mr. Murphy, and the gentleman to whom he 
wrote, he would say but little, as they had both 
gone to that bourne from whence there was no re- 
turn. He was an ardent and subservient agent to 
the prime movers in this matter, and his. letters 
indicated an obsequiousness to them which would 
ally him to our northern doughfaces, as would ap- 

ear from the following extract from a letter to 

Ar. Upshur, which he wrote in reference to what 
he called ‘‘ growing fanaticism, and the evils it 
was likely to bring upon my country:”’ 

~ & The eloquent manner in which you have portrayed those 
evils has deepened those impressions; and, added to the 
darkshaded picture which you have so justly drawn, the 
present prospect which England has of possessing herself in 
part or in whole of the province of Texas, giving her the op- 
portunity and advantage to work her own will in regard to 
abolition, I feel a whiriwind of emotion in my bosom which I 
will not attempt to describe. Let the Government of the 
United States take some immediate quick step on this sub- 
ject. You have in this correspondence enough to justify 
immediate and prompt action. 

“ Pardon me if [ am solicitous on this subject. I feel the 
deep interest at stake. Our whole southern interests are 
involved in this negotiation, and with it the interests of the 
Union itself. The great blow to our civil institutions is to 
be struck here, and it will be a fatal blow if not timely ar- 
rested.” 

This gentleman, it would be seen, was both im- 
pulsive and patriotic, but it was a patriotism with 
prospective rewards. If such gentlemen were 
called to be patriotic when sacrifices were to be 
made, the call would be answered by an echo only. 
‘* You may call spirits from the vasty deep,” but 
will they come? No; these gentlemen were patriots 
when the temptation was reward. But to proceed: 
Mr. Upshur, in his letter of the 22d September, 
1843, in which he expresses great anxiety that the 
people of Texas should understand how solicitous 
this Government was for her interests, says: 

« So far as this Government is concerned, it has every de- 
sire to eome to the aid of Texas in the most prompt and ef- 
fectual manner. How far we shalt be supported by the 
people, I regret to say, is somewhat doubtful. There is no 
reason to fear that there will be any difference of opinion 
among the people of the slaveholding States ; and there is 


‘@ large number in the non-slaveholding States. with views ` 


sufficiently liberal to embrace a policy absolutely necessary 
to the salvation of the South, although, in some respects, 
objectionable to themselves.”? | 

This language was not to be mistaken; but 
whether the people of the North could be brought 
to sustain measures such as those indicated, he 
was not prepared to admit. Politicians, whose 
sympathies could be influenced by rewards, must 
be separated from the people. In relation to that 
class of men, that eccentric statesman of Roanoke 
was right when, in 1820, he said: ‘* You northern 
doughfaces! we have bought you once, and when 
we want you, we can buy you again dog-cheap.” 

It was such men who, a few years ago, elicited 
the remark that the Democracy of the North would 
stand anything—men who were self-constituted 
leaders. The people, however, in contradistinc- 
tion to their small squad of Jeaders, were faithful 
and true, and they will submit tò nothing that is 
not in accordance with the convictions of their con- 
science and their best understanding. 

Need he go further to prove that the whole 
scheme of the annexation of Texas was accom- 
plished for the purpose of building up the institu- 


tion of slavery? In this letter Mr. Upshur says: 

‘The States in which slavery exists would have good 
reason to apprehend the worst consequences from the estab- 
lishment of a foreign non-slaveholding State upon their 
immediate borders.” 


But in‘his letter to Mr. Everett, of the 28th Sep- 
tember, 1843, he says: 

‘¢ Although the first and most disastrous effects of such a 
state of things would be felt in the slaveholding States, they 
would extend to and embrace important interests in every 
other part of the country. We must contempiate it, there- 
fore, as a national question, and endeavor to ascertain its. 
bearing upon the United States, as such, and upon the sev- 
eral portions of the United States. It is worthy also of 
consideration as a measure of humanity, with reference to 
the slaves themselves.”? 

There was no denying then that it was all sla- 
very, though Mr. Upshur here thought proper to 
claim that humanity to the slave was mixed up 
with it. l _ 

Mr. T. said he would, in two remaining ex- 
tracts, call the attention of the committee to a con- 
struction of the Constitution which might well 
occasion alarm, not to the North only, but to the 
whole country. It was a novelty in constitutional 
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analysis which, if true, pledged this Government, 
now and forever, to the protection and propaga- 
tion of slavery. He called attention to this con- 
struction, as being a very essential and proper 
cause of the anxieties of the people in respect to 
slavery. 

In the same letter, last quoted from Mr. Upshur, 
he goes on to say: ; 

«c Although those non-slaveholding States are as much 
opposed to the institution as England herself, yet the Con- 
stitation of the United States lays them under obligations 
in regard to it, which, if duly respected, would secure the 
rights of the slaveholder.”? 

Mr. Calhoun, Secretary of State, in a letter to 
Mr. Pakenham, under date of April 18, 1844, in 
regard to Texan annexation and slavery, says: 

« It is with still deeper concern the President regards the 
avowal of Lord Aberdeen of the desire of Great Britain to 
see slavery abolished in Texas, and, as he infers, is endeav- 
oring, through her diplomacy, to accomplish it, by making 
the abolition of slavery one of the conditions on which 
Mexico should acknowledge her independence. It has 
confirmed his previous impressions as to the policy of Great 
Britain in reference to Texas, and made it his duty to ex- 
amine, with much care and solicitude, what would be its 
effects on the prosperity and safety of the United States, 
should she succeed in her endeavors. The investigation 
has resulted in the settled conviction that it would be diffi- 
cult for Texas, in her actual condition, to resist what she 
desires, without supposing the influence and exertions of 
Great Britain would be extended beyond the limits assigned 
by Lord Aberdeen; and that if Texas could not resist the 
consummation of the object of her desire, it would endanger 
both the safety and prosperity of the Union. Under this 
conviction, it is felt to bethe imperious duty of the Federal 
Government, the common representative and protector of 
the States of the Union, to adopt, in self-defence, the most 
effectual measure to defeat it. * * * To hazard conse- 
quences which would be so dangerous to the prosperity and 
safety of this Union, without resorting to the most effective 
measures to prevent them, would be, on the part of the 
Federal Government, an abandonment of the most solemn 
obligation imposed by the guarantee which the States, in 
adopting the Constitution, entered into to protect each other 
against whatever might endanger their safety, whether from 
without or within.”’ 


Mr. T. read other passages to the same effect. 

Now; before this Government made any further 
progress, even of one step, he wished to know— 
the people of the United States wished to know— 
if that sentiment was well founded. They were 
anxious to know if the Constitution, by which 
this Union was cemented, required this Govern- 
ment to support the institution of slavery. 

This was a point which must be settled. - If 
they had a jurisdiction which authorized them to 
sustain it, they must necessarily possess the power 
by which they could restrain it. 

Let gentlemen from the South consider whether 
to establish a construction which makes it our 
duty to sustain slavery, will not inevitably intro- 
duce the doctrine that we may constitutionally re- 
strain and abolish it. Let us have a construction 
liberal for the purposes of slavery and of freedom 
also; but not a construction free as regards slavery, 
but strict as regards freedom. 

It is because the entire strength of the Execu- 
tive branch of the General Government has been 
put forth to strengthen and maintain the institu- 
tion of slavery, that the people of the free States 
have become alarmed and excited upon this sub- 
ject; it is because our Secretaries of State and 
diplomatic Ministers have,dared to stretch forth 
the strong arm of the General Government for the 
protection of slavery, that we of the North have 
shown such deep sensibility on this subject. Is 
it not just.and right that we of the North should 
take this stand? Are we to sit still, with our arms 
folded, and behold all the great functionaries of 
this Government wielding its vast power in de- 
fence of an institution which we all abhor, and 
which we contend is not known nor ever recog- 
nized in the Constitution? Do not southern gentle- 
men perceive that if the power of the General Gov- 
" ernment may be wielded in defence of their peculiar 
institution, the time may come when the same power 
may be invoked to restrain and to suppress it? 

hen our forefathers met to form the Consti- 
tution, they came from every section. ‘Those who 
came from the North came with feelings of bitter 
hostility to and abhorrence of slavery. They had 
come crowned with laurels from the revolutionary 
conflict. They had just written, in characters of 
living light, the declaration—the truth of which 
they had sustained with their blood—that men are 
born free and equal. They had said— 
«We know no crime in color’d skin, 
Nor think the God above 
Could fix the brand of slave upon 


The children of his love. 
To them a charter he unfurl’d— 


A birthright fair, 
To man, his heir— 
“Twas freedom to the world.” 

Such was the sentiment of the men of the North 
who had periled their lives, their fortunes, an 
their sacred honor, in defence of the principles of 
universal liberty, and of the doctrine that liberty 
is the gift of God, and not of any Government or 
potentate. With such sentiments, they went to 
the work of forming a constitution. They went 
with a deep, and settled, and immovable prejudice 
against the institution of slavery, to which the South 
clung as necessary to their prosperity.- They be- 
lieved that when the child first breathed, he was 
furnished with a charter from God, which secured 
to him life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; 
and, unless the history of the world shall be falsi- 
fied for the future, we cannot take away that right 
and be safe; for the God above. will send upon us 
fearful retributions for acting in violation of the 
rights which he has given. 

Laboring under the difficulties and dangers of 
this difference between the North and the South, 
as shown by the debates, in regard to slavery, the 
entire control of the institution was reserved to the 
States wherein it existed. Nothing in regard to it 
was delegated to the General Government, but the 
States were left in the same position as under the 
Confederation. To make this still plainer, article 
tenth of the amendments was adopted, by which it 
was declared that the powers not delegated were 
“reserved to the States respectively or to the peo- 
ple.” Such was the sentiment on which the com- 
pact was based, and in that spirit the North has 
always acted. But there was a great mistake per- 
vading the minds of many men in relation to the 
anti-slavery movement. Perhaps he himself did 
not fully understand it; yet he was certain that he 
should not abandon his deep-settled convictions in 
regard to the policy of the Government, and a free 
expression of them because of being denounced as 
an abolitionist. He had long since resolved to care 
more about the correctness of his opinions than 
about the epithets that it might suit the interests or 
the malice of some people to apply to him. The 
people saw that the institution of slavery was sus- 
tained by positive laws, and the gentleman who 
applied to him and others the epithets of ‘* Feder- 
alists,’’ ** Abolitionists,’? &c., would not find those 
who were so denounced desirous to overthrow the 
provisions of the Constitution, or to disregard the | 
obligations of any law made in accordance with 
it, On the contrary, many would be found in that 
class that were willing to sacrifiee all in the de- 
fence of constitutional liberty. They believed they 
could have no liberty but according to law; cer- 
tainly not in disregard of law. They were willing 
to keep the guarantees of the Constitution. The 
people of the free States hold the blessings of per- 
sonal liberty as sacredly as the slave States do the 
privileges of slavery. The free States delegated 
no more power to the Federal Government to in- 
volve them in slavery than the slave States did to 
involve them in its abolition. The people of the 
free States were not obliged to shed one drop of 
blood nor pay one cent of their money to support 
it. If Virginia claimed the right to sustain slavery, 
New Hampshire also claimed the right to be ex- 
a from it or to contribute to its support. They 
were on the defensive, and, being sustained by 
the literature, the moral sentiment, the religious 
convictions of every civilized and christian nation, 
they should not recede. They should stand firm, 
immovable, on their solemn convictions : 


ae constant as the Northern Star, 


Of whose true, fixed, and resting quality 
There is no fellow in the firmament.” 


They claimed an exemption from the sin and 
the shame, the expenses and the retribution of 
slavery: 

« We ask not ye shall snap the links 
That bind you to your dreadful slaves; 
Hug, if you will, a corpse that stinks, 
And bear it with you to your graves: 
But that you may go, coupled thus, 
You never shall make slaves of us.” 

Under the Constitution of the Federal Union 
they demanded an exemption from all connection 
with slavery, and unffl they were exempted this 
country would never have quiet. He did not say 
to the South, he did not believe that they would 
have quiet at any time if they adhered to slavery; 
for they could not have peace until the South got 
rid of it themselves, for it was an institution which 
was derogatory to the honor of man, and was a 


violation of the laws of God; and, unless they had 
the power successfully to oppose the decrees of 
Heaven, they could not stand on that institution 
and prosper. 

He admitted there were difficulties that surround- 
ed the subject, but he claimed exemption from all 
connection with the institution. This was a posi- 
tion which he had assumed elsewhere as well as 
here. Gentlemen had talked of the fanaticism of 
abolitionists, but they should bear in mind that the 
excitement in this country in relation to the insti- 
tution of slavery had grown out of the ageressions 
of the slave power on the free States, and in con- 
sequence of its having been proclaimed to the world 
that we live under a Constitutiqn that compels this 
whole Union to sustain and extend the institution 
of slavery. He admitted it was ‘ fanaticism”? 
which disturbed the peace of this Union and intro- 
duced agitation and danger into the halls of Con- 
gress; but it was the fanaticism of slavery and not 
ofanti-slavery. I charge the President with fanati-. 
cism, not only for involving us in war in behalf of 
slavery, but for recommending, in his message to 
the two Houses of Congress, that they should take 
the money of the nation and pay, not for slaves, but 
rather for free men unsuccessfully attempted to be 
reduced to bondage by Spanish pirates. Sucha 
recommendation ought at once to meet with an 
emphatic condemnation. 

Mr. T. here referred to the exactions of the slave 
power, not only in the monopoly of influence, pa- 
tronage, and office, butalso in applying the national 
purse and army to subserve slavery. He said, at 
the close of the war of 1812a large number of fugi- 
tive slaves, free negroes, and Indians, established 
a settlement in Florida on the Apalachicola river, 
built a fort, and commenced the cultivation of the 
neighboring country; but our national forces, paid 
for their service by a common treasury, in obe- 
dience to the request of slaveholders, attacked that 
fort, blew up the magazine, destroyed three hun- 
dred negroes on the spot, and returned several. 
hundred more to bondage. This was the valley 
of Wyoming on the escutcheon of slavery, and 
would not be forgotten. 

He also said the Seminole war and the millions 
spent in it were in defence of and for the extention 
of slavery. He spoke of the enactment of slave 
laws in the District of Columbia, which had within 
a few days countenanced kidnapping and crime 
worse than murder, under theirown eyes. He 
said that Northern Representatives did not dare to 
inquire into these evils on account of their subser- 
vience to slavery. : 

He alluded to the expenditures in negotiations 
to recover indemnity from England and other na- 
tions for self-emancipated slaves, and to prevent 
West Indian emancipation. He said it was be- 
lieved that hundreds of millions had been paid to 
sustain, defend, and indemnify slavery prior to the 
Mexican difficulties. Talk not of fanaticism at the 
North against slavery, when such immense sums 
have been exacted from us for its support. Talk 
rather of the fanaticism of those who understand 
their mission to be to propagate slavery; who 
announce in legislative resolutions that it is a 
problem yet to be solved whether a Republican 
Government can long continue which does not 
tolerate domestic slavery. 

He next proceeded to examine the immediate 
causes of the war, and said it was a work of super- 
erogation to adduce more proof; that he thought 
the President himself was convinced, and he did 
not believe that one in a hundred of the people 
doubted, that the war was unnecessarily com- 
menced by the President. Let us (said he) recur 
to some facts. TFT irst, the President took posses- 
sion of the land between the Nueces and the Rio 
Grande, which, if not clearly Mexican territory, 
was in dispute. This was an act of war. He 
blockaded the mouth of the Rio Grande, and 
thereby cut off supplies to the Mexican army then 
at Matamoros, in their own country. This was 
an act of war. ; l — 

He built a fort opposite Matamoros, supplied it 
with cannon, pointing into the heart of that city, 
and manned it with a force capable at any moment 
of sending destruction among the Mexicans. This 
was an act of war. SS 

All this happened ten days before hostilities by 
Mexico were commenced. At length Captain 
Thornton, with a company of dragoons, attacked 
a large force, and some sixteen were killed and 
wounded. This was the first blood that was 
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poured out on the valley of the Rio Grande. War 
was forced upon the Mexicans, and it was next to 
impossible to make them fight. Let the preamble 
asserting that the war was begun by Mexico ever 
bear the name of the “lying preamble. ”’ 

This is a war for the maintenance and exten- 
sion of slavery; the people see it, know it, and 
feel it. It will end in the complete subjugation of 
Mexico, by the necessity of the case, unless speed- 
ily arrested. The people demand that it cease; 
that if there be no other way to stop it, it should 
be starved to death by the same vote which has 
declared it unnecessary. Shall] slavery, he asked, 
be extended by the national arm? Shall we per- 
mit this war, conceived in sin, and brought forth 


_in iniquity, to be waged any longer? Shall we 


invoke the fearful judgment upon us of Him who 
rules in heaven and on earth, and without whose 
notice not a sparrow falls to the ground? 

He regretted that his time would not permit him 
to examine the array of fearful apprehensions that 
this war brought before him. 

The multiplication of slaves; the multiplication 
of military heroes, scarcely less calamitous; a 
standing army; a Mexican proconsulate, an in- 
tolerable Executive patronage, and the eventual 
failure of our republican experiment, were the ob- 


jects which he saw in the distance; and he besought 


gentlemen to consider and to unite in one patriotic 
effort to extricate the country from the ruinous 
gulf she was entering. 

He was willing distinctly to state his position 
in regard to supplies and to the acquisition of ter- 
ritory. As to supplies, it was his conviction to 
grant none, except to bring the army home by the 
shortest route. ‘Thus let us restore the nation 
status ante bellum. We had virtually declared the 
-war to be wrong on our part. Let it, said he, not 
be ours to say— | 

« We know the right, and we approve it too; 

We know the wrong, and yet the wrong pursue.” 

As to territory, (he said,) he thought we now 
had more than was profitable, and all that anything 
but extravagant folly could desire. Yet, as terri- 
tory was so likely to be acquired, he was irrevo- 
cably pledged to the reénactment of the ordinance 
of 1787, or otherwise to the passage of the Wilmot 
proviso. ` 

Mr. T. said he knew the denunciation against 
men entertaining such sentiments as those he had 
expressed; but his convictions were deep, and his 
course was plain. He should stand by his coun- 
try, and should give ‘‘no aid or comfort”? to sus- 
tain a war that dishonored the country, and endan- 
gered our dear-bought privileges, He should stand 

y his country, as Burke, Barre, and Chatham 
stood by England in the time of the Revolution. 
They gave sound advice, and solemn remon- 
strance, which, if observed, would have saved 
He should stand by his country, 
should denounce this war, expose the hypocrisy, 
ambition, and wickedness of its authors; should 
also, to the extent of his ability, warn the people 
against the danger of sustaining it. If this was 
treason, men might make the most of it. 

The hour allotted to Mr. T. here expired. 

Mr. McLANE next addressed the committee, 
and said he somewhat regretted that it was his for- 
tune to follow in debate the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, whose allusions to the subject of sla- 
very were offensive to the pride and refinement of 
kag 8 gentleman, he hoped, from every State of 
our Federal Union, who respected and venerated 
our Federal Constitution. If, in the course of his 
remarks, he should hare occasion to refer to the 
same subject, he should do so with great respect 
for the local institutions of every State in the 
Union, be it free or slave, however much he might, 
as the representative of a slave State, feel wounded 
at the offensive allusions so freely offered in this 
House by gentlemen who regarded themselves as 
men of a single idea. 

Mr. McL. continued, and said, that but for the 
extraordinary declaration made by this House, at 
the motion of an honorable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, (Mr. Asumun,] denouncing this war 
as ‘ unconstitutional,’’&c.,&c., I should not think 
it within my range to engage the attention of the’ 
committee with the origin of the Mexican war. 
Whatever opinion I-might have entertained, I 
could pot have reconciled myself to a voluntary 
expression of sentiment, the record of which on 
the Journal of this House necessarily discredited 
our own Government, and falsified the records of 


both branches of the National Legislature. Sir, had 
we thought it wise to abandon the war, and with- 
draw our armies to the east of the Rio Grande, 
and adhere for the future to a defensive war with 
Mexico, it would be, in my judgment, unneces- 
sary, if not derogatory, to raise an issue of veraci- 
ty with a former Congress—appealing to partisan 
zeal at home or abroad to determine whether we or 
our predecessors have voted ‘‘a falsehood.’’ But to 
make such a declaration after we have refused to 
withdraw our armies, exposes to insult and shame 
the brave men we have pushed forward into Mex- 
ico—aiding, and comforting, and encouraging their 
enemies, while we chill and demoralize public sen- 
timent at home, and render it impossible to raise 
succor and reinforcement for those whom we re- 
fuse to recall, on the same day and hour that we 
discredit and dishonor their service. 

I regret that a majority of this House have taken 
avery different view of our mutual obligations; 
and, inmy judgment, insensible to the honor of the 
Government and the pride of our illustrious soldiers, 
they would attach their falsification of the nation- 
al record to a vote of thanks, by which it was 
proposed that the Congress of the United States 
should convey to General Taylor some light ex- 
pression of the respect and admiration felt for him 
by his fellow-citizens. This association of such 
a declaration with the name of General Taylor, 
will appear still more unfortunate when some ref- 
erence 1s had to the particular acts of the President, 
which constituted the illegality or unconstitutional- 
ity of the war. There are those in opposition, sir, 
who consider the annexation of Texas as the first 
and great violation of law that caused the war, and 
the military and civil conduct of the President 
as the immediate occasion of the war; others, who 
justify the act of annexation as legal and constitu- 
tional, without regard to its wisdomor expediency, 
are obliged to rest the illegality and unconstitution- 
ality of the war upon the orders of the President, 
which they allege were issued without the concur- 
rence of Congress, and immediately caused the 
war. It would be difficult, sir, to determine whiclt 
of these propositions involves the most inconsist- 
ency, supposing either to be the ground of com- 

laint against the Governmentof the United States. 
f the annexation of Texas was the illegal and 
unjustifiable casus belli, then the occupation of any 
part of Texas, east or west of the Nueces, was 


“necessarily an immediate act of offence on the part 


of the American Executive. But it was also neces- 
sarily the result of that obligation to execute the 
law of annexation imposed by the Constitution on 
the President. 

On the other hand, if the act of annexation was 
legal and constitutional, but regarded by Mexico as 
an act of war, then no movement of the Execu- 
tive connected with the defence of the new terri- 
tory, even without the concurrence of Congress, 
can be treated as the cause of the war. Sir, the 
course of the Opposition on this point renders it 
necessary to look back a little at the history of this 
‘act of annexation.*’ I shall not, however, weary 
the committee with more on this point than a re- 
view of facts, which confute the declaration that 
the President, by his own illegal act in occupying 
the territory west of the Nueces, without the con- 
currence of Congress, caused the war. It will 
be denied, sir, that the act of annexation wasa 
formal act of the law-making power of our Gov- 
ernment. The army of the United States was not 
moved beyond the Sabine until a convention of the 
people of Texas had accepted the terms of annex- 
ation offered by Congress. This was in the sum- 
mer of 1845, when the Government of the United 
States assigned General Taylor to the command of 
the army of observation, destined to defend and 
protect the soil of Texas, informing him that his 
ultimate destination would be the western frontier 
of Texas, on or near the Rio Grande. (See Mr. 
Bancroft’s despatch in June or July, 1845.) In 
December, 1845, Congress was informed ‘that Gen- 
eral Taylor had been assigned to the defence of the 
country west of the Rio Grande. In the same 
month, and after receiving this information, Con- 
gress, by a formal act, consummated annexation, 
and extended American jurisdiction over the whole 
of Texas, without reserve or limitation. A refer- 
ence to this act of admission of the State of Texas 
(29th December, 1845) will show that it was the 
State of Texas that was admitted, with a consti- 
tution already formed, affirming the declaratory 
statutes which defined the boundary west to the 


Rio Grande; and with such boundary she was ad- 
mitted a State into the Union. This act of Con- 
gress settles the question at issue, and establishes 
the concurrence of Congress with the President in 
taking possession and sovereignty over the country 
west to the Rio Grande; for on the same day an- 
other act was passed, extending, in general terms, - 
the laws of the United States within the State of 


Texas. 

Mr. CRISFIELD here interposed, to say that 
his colleague was wrong in point of. fact.. 

Mr. McLANE said, that if he was wrong in 
the statement he had made, the burden and all the 
injury would rest upon him. ‘ 

Mr. BOYD and Mr. CRISFIELD here made 
some additional remarks, which were not audible 
to the reporter, being addressed to Mr. McLane, 
near whom both gentlemen were seated. 

Mr. McLANE replied, that it was to him a mat- 
ter of indifference, whether the Texan constitu- 
tion of 1836 did or did not define her boundary. 

Mr. KAUFMAN, of Texas, being appealed to 
by several gentlemen around him, (interposing,) 
said: The constitution of the Republic of Texas 
did not define the western boundary of that State. 
It was defined, however, by a law of the first Con- 
gress of the Republic of Texas, passed in Decem- 
ber, 1836. The constitution of the State of Texas 
declares all laws of the Republic of Texas in force 
not repugnant to the United States Constitution, 
or the annexation resolutions. 

Mr. BOTTS asked the gentleman from Texas 
whether the boundary of Texas, as described by 
the act of her Congress of 1836, included Santa 
Fé? | 

Mr. KAUFMAN replied that it did; that ìt in- 
cluded all the territory east of the Rio Grande, from 
its mouth .to its source; and that the Congress of 
the United States which passed the annexation 
resolutions, approved March 1, 1845, understood 
that Texas included Santa Fé ; for it provided that 
States formed out of the territory of Texas north of 
36} degrees should be free States; while Santa Fé 
is south of 364 degrees north latitude. Mr. K. fur- 
ther said, that the Republic of Texas, previous to 
annexation, had established post routes from Bexar 
to Laredo, on the east bank of the Rio Grande, ` 
and from Corpus Christi to Point Isabel, and that 
every portion of territory east of the Rio Grande, from 
its mouth to its source, and north to the 42d degree of 
north latitude, was included by different acts of the 
Congress of the Republic of Texas, previous to annex- 
ation, within the limits of some organized or establish- 
ed county of said Republic ! 

Mr. McLANE continued. Subsequently (he 
said) Congress organized the revenue districts in 
Texas, in such wise that one district was bounded 
on the west by the Nueces, another on the east by 
the Nueces, and the west by the Rio Grande; and 
the Senate confirmed the nomination of revenue 
officers assigned to the districts so located. Sir, 
I would remark that I am not now engaged with 
an examination of the boundary question between 
Texas and Mexico; I am considering the calumny 
thrown upon this Government by the declaration 
that the occupation of the country between the 
Nueces and ihe Rio Grande was the illegal and 
unconstitutional act of the President, without the 
concurrence of Congress. Sir, I think it just to 
get rid of this issue, before I engage with any ex- 
amination of the real origin of the war; for Í con- 
sider the declaration, so often repeated by the 
Opposition, that the occupation of the country 
between the Nueces and the Rio Grande was the 
act of the President, without the concurrence of 
Congress, to be in itself a calumny. 

I present, therefore, in this connection, to the at- 
tention of the committee, that in June, 1845, Gen- 
eral Taylor had indicated to him the extent of ` 
country to fhe Rio Grande, claimed aa Texas, un- 
der the act of annexation, receiving at the same 
time his orders to defend and protect that territory ; 
while Congress, in December, 1845, on their first 
meeting were informed fully by the President of 
his action in Texas—to which they took no excep- 
tion; but, on the contrary, legislated, without re- 
straint and without limit, for all the territory 
claimed as Texas; and particularly committed it- 
self to this territory west of the Nueces, by further. 
and particular legislation in the establishment of a 
custom-house and revenue district west of that 
river. Upon this state of facts, Ë feel constrained 
to regard as a calumny the assertion that the terri- 
tory west of the Nueces was occupied by the ille- 
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gal and unconstitutional order of the President of 
the United States without the concurrence of Con- 
ess. 

2 Gin I have seen it suggested from the Oppesition 
, that the war, though just and honorable as the re- 
sult of annexation as between Mexico and the 
United States, yet, as between the different branches 
of this Government, there exists a responsibility 
with the Executive, peculiar and painful, created 
by the rash act of the President in ordering the 
troops to the Rio Grande, provoking the state of 
active hostilities. i 

Such a conclusion could only result, sir, from 
the struggle of a generous spirit, under the impulse 
of patriotism, called to an unwilling association 
with the Opposition. Such an assault on the Presi- 
dent, like the broad declaration affirmed by this 
House, and already referred to, must be refuted 
by a simple review of the history of annexation; 
and coming from the Opposition, under all the ex- 
isting circumstances, it 1s even more unwarrant- 
able than the abstract denunciation of the illegality 
and unconstitutionality of such an order. In re- 
pelling this assault upon the wisdom and capacity 
of the President in one particular act of adminis- 
tration, it must be observed, that even in view of 
the act of territorial occupation west of the Nueces, 
this advance to the Rio Grande was not made for 
months after our armies were posted west of the 
Nueces, and for months after Congress had actu- 
ally extended American laws and American life 
into that territory; nor until months after General 
Taylor, who was intrusted with the defence and 
protection of Texas, had repeatedly urged and ad- 
vised the movement, upon high considerations of 
military and political propriety; nor until months 
after the organization of the Mexican armies on 
the banks of the Rio Grande river, under peremp- 
tory orders to cross that river, and seek our peo- 
ple at Corpus Christi, or wherever else they might 

e found. This movement, made with caution, 
with care, in a purely defensive spirit, subordinate 
and secondary to the occupation of the country 
west of the Nueces, which was made six months 
before the advance to the Rio Grande was ordered; 
and this movement, which was withheld for 
months, at the express command of the President, 
that every possible effort to settle differences by 
negotiation might be exhausted, is seized upon by 
one branch of the Opposition as an illegal and un- 
constitutional act, by another as an unwise one, 
and by both, as the cause of the war, proximate 
or remote. 

Sir, one other ground of reproach is relied on by 
the Opposition, which is to attach the responsibil- 
ity of this war to the President. Heis denounced, 
sir, for electing the alternative joint resolution for 
the admission of the State of Texas into the Union, 
rather than the resolutions which proposed nego- 
tiation. Sir, not to remark that the President’s 
predecessor had already made the election, let me 
only suggest that Congress authorized the election; 
and that it savors somewhat of presumption, to 
argue now, in the dark, that a different election 
would have avoided war. For one, sir, I believe 
the alternative election of negotiation would have 
lost Texas altogether. . 

Mr. Chairman, I think the war— | 

-Jst. In its origin, just, honorable, and necessary, 
(1 mean unavoidable.) ; 

2d. I think it is being prosecuted with the avow- 
ed object of conquering a peace, which Would se- 
cure indemnity for the past and security for the 
future. 

3d. I think indemnity and security may consist 
in pecuniary, territorial, or commercial conditions, 
altogether or severally. 

4th. I think the war-power under our Federal 
Constitution omnipotent under the recognized laws 
of nations, as established on principles of human- 
ity and civilization. 

5th. I would inquire how shall this war-power 
be exercised in the further prosecution of the ex- 
isting war with Mexico. ; 

What, sir, are the facts which develop the ori- 
gin and history of this war? In 1836, the Repub- 
lic of Texas accomplished a revolution with the 
sword—consisting of the people of the department 
of Texas, and portions of the people of 'Tamauli- 
pas and Coahuila—who, after driving the Mexi- 
can armies beyond the Rio Grande, and at once 
organizing a Government, declared that river to be 
their western boundary; and, from that time to 
the present, maintained complete and undisturbed 
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ossession of the soil. west to the Rio Grande; so 
ar as concerned their intercourse with the United 
States and the nations of the earth who had re- 
cognized their national independence—England, 
France, and other great Powers inclusive. ithin 
these limits of boundary, they exercised in their 
‘Intercourse with these nations all the rights of 
sovereignty; and even in their relations with Mex- 
ico, actually making peace on the recognition of 
such boundaries, stipulating for the withdrawal 
of the Mexican armies to the west of*the Rio 
Grande, and the release of the Mexican command- 
er-in-chief, and further maintaining such boundary 
against all subsequent efforts of Mexico to obtain 
a permanent footing on that soil from which her 
armies had been driven in the war of the revolu- 
tion; while the people who continued to inhabit 
such territory were recognized as citizens of Tex- 
as, tendering their allegiance, and being represent- 
ed in the Congress of Texas, and, I believe, in 
the very Convention that accepted our terms of 
admission. These acts of sovereignty have been 
often referred to in this House. As one act of 
such sovereignty, Texas became a State of our 
Federal Union, bringing with her the old quarrel 
with Mexico, which, at the time of annexation, was 
the Mexican claim to all of Texas; and this quar- 
rel, to the extent of war with Mexico, or other 
Powers interfering with the ‘act of annexation,” 
I cheerfully assume as the price of Texas. 

Sir, observe the conduct of the two Governments 
in their intercourse, now that the act of annexation 
has transferred this intercourse to the Federal Ad- 
ministration ; see the insolence of Mexico and the 
forbearance of the United States; see the declara- 
tion of Almonte, withdrawing from our country 
on the passage of the act of annexation ; see every 
subsequent stage of the controversy between Mex- 
ico and the United States, and every despatch of 
every minister, in every change of a changing 
Government. The offence was the act of annex- 
ation. That act was the act of Congress, and the 
occupation of any part of Texas was an offence In 
the eyes of Mexico ; but the occupation of any and 
every part was the duty of the President, and had 
necessarily the concurrence of Congress, in virtue 
alone of the original act of annexation, which was 
a just, a wise, a constitutional act, and in advance* 
sanetioned by the will of the people of the United 
States, and ratified by the people of a free and 
sovereign republic, holding dominion from the 
Sabine west to the Rio Grande. See the subse- 
quent and subordinate ground of complaint, aris- 
ing out of the disputed boundary question—sup- 
posing the major offence of annexation reconciled; 
and,in this connection, observe the cautious, for- 
bearing, conciliating course of the American Exec- 
utive, holding the American forces onthe extreme 
eastern border of the disputed territory until every 
effort for a peaceful adjustment of differences seem- 
ed hopeless ; and further observe the cautious, de- 
fensive policy adopted in occupying and defending 
the soil uf this new State. 

On the other hand, sir, see the offensive, hostile, 
aggressive spirit with which the Mexican army 
was ordered to take forcible possession not only of 
that territory which, in some collateral issues of 
the negotiation, had been styled disputed, but also 
of We territory of Texas all the way to the Sabine. 
Surrendering then, sir, all the advantage which re- 
sults from the acknowledged sovereignty of Texas 
to the Rio Grande, and the transfer of that sover- 
eignty to the Federal Government, we can afford 
to stand upon the issue of opposition, now very nat- 
urally adopted by our beaten and desperate enemy, 
and acknowledge, for the moment, that Texas, to 
the Nueces, was legally and rightfully occupied by 
our troops, and that all beyond, to the Rio Grande, 
was disputed territory. For, sir, the American 
Government took defensive possession, and the 
Mexican Government offensive possession of this 
territory, contemporaneously—hostilities occur- 
ring at a moment when the American general was 
ordered to act defensively, and the Mexican to in- 
vade and act offensively. 

What can be more conclusive to establish the 
necessity, the justice, aud the obligation of honor, 
imposed upon our Government to recognize and 


engage in the prosecution of such a war? What 
sag p 


more conclusive to establish the wisdom and for- 
bearance of the Executive? And yet the Congress 
that recognized such a war are branded as voting 
a ‘‘falsehood,”’’ and the Executive arm is paralyzed 
by the denunciation of a majority of this House— 


a denunciation powerless but for insult, since we 
hear nothing of impeachment, the only legitimate 
fruit of such a denunciation. 

Satisfied, then, sir, that the war is just, honor- 
able, and necessary, I desire, in the second place, 
to ascertain if it 1s prosecuted with an honorable 
and intelligent purpose. The war message of 
May, 1846, and every subsequent annual message 
and special message, have all declared that the war 
is prosecuted with the sole object of conquering a 
satisfactory peace; and these Executive declara- 
tions have been understood to involve the princi- 
ple of demanding indemnity, both for the expenses 
of the war, and the. past injuries and wrongs 
inflicted by Mexico upon citizens of the United 
States. In view, then, of these two positions, and 


the repeated rejection of our peaceful overtures, I. 


see no course left to this Government, but the con- 
tinued prosecution of the war, until the power that 
governs Mexico is subdued; we then dictate our 
own terms, and accomplish our avowed purpose 
of conquering a peace. I thus distinguish, sir, be- 


tween the conquest of peace and the subjugation 


of the power that governs a country, and the subju- 
gation or annihilation of the country itself, with all 
its institutions and municipal existence. 
Here, sir, arises an interesting inquiry. Such 
a subjugation of the power that governs Mexico 
once accomplished, what indemnity shall be de- 
manded? This inquiry must be resolved before 
we can wisely apply our war-making power in the 
further prosecution of the war; for, in the enun- 
ciation of my third proposition, I have stated, in 
terms somewhat comprehensive, the scope of in- 
ternational indemnity. J feel constrained, sir, to 
pass over, without consideration, the idea of a 
simple pecuniary indemnity, or a pecuniary guar- 
antee of security for the future in our relations 
with Mexico. distrust, utterly, all expectation 
of ever obtaining such. So, sir, in regard to mere 
abstract territorial acquisition. I cannot believe 
that the mere acquisition of a portion of the Mex- 
ican territory, embracing even the valley uf the 
Rio Grande, to the whole extent of territory com- 
rised east of the Sierra Madre, and including New 
exico and California—which, though somewhat 
beyond the recommendation of the President, has 
been suggested by very eminent military authority— 
would in itself constitute a satisfactory indemnity 
for the war alone; much less would such an acqui- 
sition, in my judgment, give us security for the 
future. Such an acquisition of territory, com- 
bined with certain fixed commercial relations, and 
the occupation of such points on the seacoast and 
in the interior as would ensure their faithful exer- 
cise and enjoyment, might, perhaps, satisfy the 
just demands and expectations of a wise American 
policy. Nothing short of such a result, sir, would 
constitute a satisfactory peace, in my judgment. 
To accomplish this result, the existing Govern- 
ment of Mexico must be absolutely subjugated. 
When this crisis is reached, American statesmen, 
who may be intrusted with the administration of 
Government, in my opinion, will take a yet more 
comprehensive’ view of this question of indemnity; 
and, rejecting altogether the idea of territorial ac- 
quisition, they would, perhaps, guarantee to the 


whole people of Mexico republican government, 


civil and religious liberty, equal rights and equal 
laws, in their relation of independent several 
States, or in any independent confederate relation 
they may desire to assume. | None of the evils in- 
cident, or believed to be incident, to the denation- 
alization of Mexico, could then occur; but, like 
the other inhabitants of the North American con- 
tinent, who have been subjugated by the United 
States, they will enjoy that degree of civilization 
and independence for which they may be fitted, 
and thé free and glorious civilization of our people 
will press onward until it covers the American 
continent. The commercial relations thus secured 
with seven or eight millions of people, from whom, 
though adjacent in territory, we have been almost 
excluded by the prejudices of an eighth or tenth 
of the Mexican nation, in alliance with the arts 
and intrigues of European traders and mission- 
aries, would constitute an ample, a glorious indem- 
nity; while the liberated millions of Mexico would 
bless the sword of the conqueror, and spurn the 
rude despotism of the privileged classes, who now 
sport with and oppress them. To this end, sir, 
I would myself be willing at this time to prose- 
cute the war. The power to declare war, and 
make rules for the government of our armies, and 
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our captures on land and sea, ìs ample to fill the 
measure of glory and freedom.which I think this 
war will yet secure to the Mexican people. I 
would desire at once, sir, to extend our revenue 
laws over Mexico, and push the war vigorously 
to the occupation and subjugation of every Mexi- 
can State. When these brilliant results should be 
accom plished—and the task is more simple than we 
generally concede—I, for one, shall be content to 
leave with our existing Government the adjust- 
ment of a satisfactory peace. 

But, sir, I do not presume to press these views 
at this time. I am quite content to support the 

olicy of the Administration, as presented in the 

resident’s message, and take at once the territoral 
indemnity recommended by him; though I would 
venture to hope his recommendation might be ex- 
tended to include the valley of the Rio Grande 
south to Tampico, as well as New Mexico and 
California. Such an acquisition of territory, com- 
bined with the measures recommended by the 

resident, or the extension of a judicious revenue 
system over Mexico, and a continued prosecution 
of the war, would constitute, in my judgment, a 
policy which will yet receive the sanction of the 
American people. 

Sir, in viewing the more enlarged and compre- 
hensive policy indicated in the remarks I have just 
submitted, I would observe that such a policy, 
though it certainly embraces the whole of Mexico in 
its influence, and is intended to give moral and 
physical life to the people and institutions of that 
portion.of the American continent, must not be 
confounded with the simple proposition of the de- 
nationalization of Mexico and the annexation of 
that country and people as an integral and sover- 
eign portion of our own Confederacy. Nine-tenths 
of the people of Mexico are hardly less aboriginal, 
and certainly not so well cultivated and advanced, 
as the Choctaw, or even the Cherokee Indians, who, 
as a people, though conquered, are still deft to the 
enjoymentofcivil and religious freedom; instituting 
their own fundamental laws, and enacting their own 
municipal regulations, under the most improved 
and independent system of republican government 
within the territory and jurisdiction of the United 
States, yet not constituting an integral and sover- 
eign portion of the Confederacy itself. Neverthe- 
less, sir, their Jaws, their public schools, their civil 
and religious cultivation, present types of a civil- 
ization in few respects inferior to our own. 

The.principal and main objection, sir, that I have 
heard advanced against the partial acquisition of 
Mexican territory, will doubtless be applied to the 
policy here indicated, and lies in the supposed ex- 
tension of slavery among a people and over territory 
from which it is now excluded by municipal law. 
This objection, sir, I regard as of little weight— 
not because I am in anywise insensible to the out- 
rage which such a forced extension of such an in- 
stitution over an unwilling people would constitute. 
I regard this objection, sir, of little weight, because 
I do not believe the act of acquisition, of itself, 
would necessarily extend this institution over the 
territory so acquired. Still less do I believe that 
the subjugation of all Mexico, and the subsequent 
government of that country by the inhabitants 
thereof, under free and republican institutions, 
would ever result in the extension of slavery be- 
yond the limits where it now exists. Further, 
sir, I do not believe that any act of the Iederal 
Government of the United States can either create 
or abolish slavery anywhere, within or without our 
present limits. The powers of our Federal Gov- 
ernment over the institutions of slavery are limited, 
_ Ist, to their enumeration, in fixing the ratio of con- 
gressional representation; 2d, to their arrest and 
restoration when fugitives from labor; and 3d, to 
prohibit their importation or their immigration 
from abroad subsequent to the year 1808. ‘Terri- 
tory acquired by the United States with slavery 
existing therein as a domestic municipal institution, 
as Florida and Louisiana, would remain slave terri- 
tory without regard and without the sanction of 
treaty stipulations to make it so, or to guaranty 
its existence. 

On the other hand, territory acquired without 
the existence therein of this municipal institution, 
would remain free, so far as any power of Con- 
gress to create it there, or to declare that it should 
exist there, is concerned. The people who may 
have abolished it therein, or who may have failed 
to create it there, are alone possessed of sover- 
eignty over it—being a purely domestic, local, and 


peculiar institution, recognized by the Federal Con- 
stitution as such within the limits of such sov- 
ereignty as may have established it—an institution 
recognized as existing in virtue of a sovereignty 
apart from, and independent of, the Federal Con- 
stitution, though not inconsistent with it. Hence it 
is, sir, I believe territory acquired by the United 
States, either by purchase or conquest, and inhabited 
by people who become citizens of the United States, 
will maintain and establish such municipal institu- 
tions as are most acceptable to their own will and 
wish, if consistent with the Constitution and laws 
of the United States and the reserved rights of the 
States. Entertaining these views on the subject 
of slavery, | may be permitted to say that I feel, 
as the representative of a southern State, wounded 
and offended at the style of language so often in- 
dulged in by gentlemen on this floor, who treat 
this question as merr of a single idea, denouncing 
the institution and those who live in its midst; and 
though myself born north of Mason and Dixon’s 
line, I still lived sufficiently in the midst of the 
black and slave race to understand that they were 
capable of far more enlightgned and Christian 
principles of action, and love to thelr neighbors 
and fellow-men, than I have ever witnessed in the 
conduct of any branch of the Abolition party, here 
or elsewhere. And, in conclusion, I would say, 
that I hold the opinion that Congress is under the 
obligation to vote promptly men and money for the 
vigorous prosecution of a war that will conquer a 
glorious and satisfactory peace, reducing Mexico 
to complete subjection, leaving us to dictate terms, 
which Í would have illustrate our humanity, our 
wisdom, and our justice. 

Mr. TOMPKINS, of Mississippi, addressed the 
committee. He did not propose (he said) to an- 
swer the arguments of the gentleman who last had 
the floor, [Mr. McLane,] though it would give 
him much pleasure to do so; and possibly in do- 
ing it, though it might seem arrogant, he might do 
some service. Neither would he undertake to an- 
swer the gentleman from New Hampshire, (Mr. 
Tucx,} who he thought had said some things that 
might interest that portion of the country to which 
he especially belonged; although he (Mr. Tompr- 
Kins) trusted he should never be capable of any 
action on this floor that did not affect and promote 
in some degree the great interests of the whole 
country. He confessed the speech of the gentle- 
man from Maryland was an able speech, ingeni- 
ously delivered—delivered in an interesting man- 
ner. The gentleman threw into it much of what 
was now-a-days called Mesmerism; for he seemed 
to chain to his lips the audience that surrounded 
him. But he trusted that some other gentleman 
would take him up and deal with him with more 
effect than he perhaps would be able to do, as he 
intended to speak on another question. 

They were in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, having specially before 
them the annual message of the President; but, as 
they were discussing the question of the war, and 
the objects to be accomplished by it, and as the 
gentleman from Indiana yesterday (Mr. Rosinson] 
occupied the principal portion of his time in dis- 
cussing the special message of the President, and 
complimenting him for his lofty independence in 
refusing to ae to this House, the representaties 
of the people, the true sovereigns of the country, 
information vital to them, to that point he should 
now direct his remarks. Having had the floor on 
that question, and supposing it would come up 
yesterday morning—and it seemed he was not 
alone in so supposing, for the reporters so under- 
stood it, and ıt was so published in the papers of 
the ensuing morning—he should take this occasion 
to give his views in relation to that document sent 
to the House last week. by the President of the 
United States, in which he refused to communicate 
to the Representatives of the people any of the 
facts or of the particulars òf the arrangement by 
which he restored to Mexico one of the ablest 
generals Mexico could ever boast; who found the 
country distracted, its armies disbanded, its reve- 
nues exhausted; yet out of thischaos, this anarchy, 
had organized armies, had brought forth resources, 
and covered, bathed as it were, the flowery plateau 
of Mexico with the richest blood of American sol- 
diers. And when they ask how this occurred, 
they were told it was beyond the sphere of their 
duties and power; that to ask it was an impudent 
infringement of the Executive prerogative. It 


seemed to him that upon this point they should 


not be divided into Whigs and Democrats—that 
they ought to know no party but our country; but 
if they were so divided, it must be the friends of 
the Constitution and of the people on the one hand, 
and the friends of the Executive and his preroga- 
tive on the other. And now let him examine this 
question. 

The House had asked, not only in relation to 
the instructions given to our minister, Mr. Slidell, - 
but in relation to the instructions given the com- 
mander of our fleets in relation to the return of 
Santa Anna, who was then an exile from his coun- 
try, in Cuba, that they might know with what in- 
fluences the people of this country, their resources 
and their blood, had been contending, and had still 
to contend. The Executive told them, no; this 
thing belongs to me, in my Executive capacity, 
and it is acquired by the strength and splendor of 
my Executive prerogative! The President seemed 
to think, if he could quote a name that is revered, 
that dwells in the core of every heart of every citi- 
zen throughout this vast Confederacy, that he 
would be protected against the odium, the indig- 
nation, which the sovereignty of this land would 
feel against him, and so he quoted the message of 
President Washington. This thing was sprung 
upon gentlemen on this side of the House; they 
were perfectly ignorant of the contents of the mes- 
sage until it was read, although on the other side 
gentlemen were informed of it, were prepared for 
the advocacy of its doctrines, by having authori- 
ties to sustain the President ready dog-eared, the 
leaves turned down. Mr. T. did not charge that 
the President furnished them; but one of two things 
was absolutely certain—either that information 
was communicated to them of the character of this - 
message, that they might prepare for it; or else 
that the defence was prepared and sent to the ad- 
vocates of Executive prerogative on this floor. 
One of these things was certain; for immediately 
on the reading of the message they came forward 
prepared with the documents. 
$ Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, here interposed; 

ut , 

Mr. T. did not yield. He did not mean to im- 
pute to the gentleman anything improper, but he 
could not yield to the gentleman any of the short 
time allotted to him. The gentleman, he hoped, 
would not consider him discourteous; for he [Mr. 
Hovston] had a y able argument, and had the 
authorities very nicely furnished him; and we on 
this side (said Mr. T.) had no such authorities. 

Mr. HOUSTON again addressed the Chair, and 
was proceeding to speak; but— 

Mr. T. contiaued. Therefore he must excuse 
him for not yielding the floor on this occasion. He 
intended no disrespect, nor did he intend to impute 
anything improper to the gentleman. The prece- 
dents cited by the Executive were not such pre- 
cedents as suited the case before them. 

Mr. HOUSTON again wishing the floor; but 
Mr. T. declining to yield— 

The CHAIRMAN remarked that upon this sub- 
ject the range of debate was necessarily extensive; 
the Chair, nevertheless, should feel it to be his 
duty to arrest remarks of a personal character, 
though he did not consider those of the gentleman 
from Mississippi to be such. 

Mr. TOMPKINS, continuing. I avow no in- 
tent of that kind. 

The gentleman (continued Mr. T.) showed an 
ability in the advocacy of a principle which he 
deemed a very dangerous principle in a republic, 
and which he was sorry, very sorry, to behold. 
[A laugh.] He meant nothing improper. 

What were the precedents! The Executive 
stated but one single one; yet the gentleman, either 
in the aber made for him, or which he had 
made himself, from being previously informed of 
the contents of the message—for he could not have 
made it after it was announced from the Clerk’s 
table, because it was not one hour after that the 
authorities were read by the gentleman; so that 
he was either the retained counsel of the Executive 
by implication, or was furnished with the authori- 
ties. 

Mr. HOUSTON again interrupted. 

Mr. TOMPKINS.. I make no personal assault. 
I do not want to be interrupted. 

Mr. HOUSTON still persisted. I am aware 
(said he) that the gentleman does not want to be 
interrupted in such a course of remark as he sees 
fit to indulge in. 

[Cries of ‘t Order.’’} 
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The CHAIRMAN said he understood the gen- 
tleman from Alabama rose to order. 

Mr. HOUSTON, (continuing.) I wish to say, 
with reference to the declaration of the gentleman 
from Mississippi, that I was nota retained coun- 
gel 

Mr. TOMPKINS, (who still retained his posi- 

tion on the floor.) No; I said only by implica- 
tion. 
Mr. HOUSTON. That I represent the people 
of my district in what I say and do here, and am 
not the retained counsel of the President of the Uni- 
ted States or anybody else. The gentleman says 
it must have been- prepared for me. Itis true I 
knew what subject the message was on—— 

[Cries of *‘ Order, order !’’] 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Well, it was a sealed pack- 
age; and the gentleman comes out and declares he 
knew what was in it, and nobody on this side of 
the House knew. So far from repelling anything 
which I have stated, the gentleman confirms all the 
remarks I have made. 

The CHAIRMAN called to order, and repeated 
that he would take the liberty of saying, that when 
a gentleman was on the floor, and made observa- 
tions of a personal character, he felt it his duty at 
once to call him to order. If he made misstate- 
ments, intentionally or otherwise, (and it could not 
be supposed that any gentleman would make them 
intentionally,) it was merely a mistake in his argu- 
ment. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. 


No; it 1s not a mistake, if 
the Chairman pleases. [A laugh.] I will go on, 
nevertheless. Let us turn our attention to the pre- 
cedent quoted in the message, and the precedents 
of the gentleman who comes forth as the advocate 
—I will not say as the retained counsel, either ex- 
press or implied—of the Executive prerogative, 
and see whether they fit the case before us. 

What (asked Mr. T.) were the precedents? 
The message of President Washington, which was 
quoted was in relation to the treaty-making power 
—a power conferred by the Constitution upon the 
President and Senate; and treaty negotiations, as 
recognized by the practice of European Govern- 
ments for centuries, had peculiarly the feature of 
secrecy. But we had lived-long enough to know that 
in a republican form of government, where there 
are not those who are born to govern, where there 
are not those who are God’s anointed, but where 
the people of the country are the true sovereigns, 
and where, like the true sovereigns in every coun- 
try, they havea right, and it is their duty to know 
everything that is going on, they require no pub- 
lic servants to keep secrets from them; because 
that which is concealed is generally disastrous to 
the public liberty and their negotiators can afford 
to be frank and honest, and they are the only sov- 
ereigns in the world who canafford to conduct their 
negotiations upon these exalted principles. The 
precedents quoted by the gentleman from the dog- 
eared book were only precedents affecting the 
treaty-making power, and none of them, as he 
should presently show, affecting the war power, 
or touching it in any manner, except incidentally 
through the treaty-making power. 

It was true, when they looked back to the pre- 
cedents from the organization of the Government, 
in which the right to maintain secrecy was claim- 
ed, they found that they related only to nego- 
tiations then pending, and not to negotiations 
which had been consummated. What was sov- 
ereignty in the hands of the people—the sover- 
eignty which reposed in the twenty millions of 
heads and hearts of the United States—worth, if the 
public servants of that sovereignty could conceal 
from them, after they were completed, any nego- 
tiations with foreign republics which might se- 
riously affect their interests at home or abroad? It 
was not the species of sovereignty which was ex- 
ercised by the people of the United States. Intel- 
ligence, honesty, freedom, were the grand charac- 
teristics of American sovereignty, and it rested 
with all the people. Those who were the mere 
public servants, whether executive, ministerial, or 
representative, had no right to close the book of 
their public transactions against their masters, and 
say, this you shall not read; and yet they found 
men ready to advocate from dog-eared books the 
doctrine that they should be concealed. 

That was the character of all the precedents 
which had been resorted to; but it would be found 
that no solitary precedent ‘in question went to es- 
tablish the power in the Executive to say, we will 
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plunge this people into war; we will waste your 
treasure, and pour out the fountains of your blood; 
and will never disclose the objects we wish to ac- 
complish. And yet the gentleman found a dog- 
eared book in which he fancied he found prece- 
dents to sustain this Executive prerogative. Pre- 
rogative! one of the higbest attributes of mon- 
archy! 

He was going now, ‘tn the absence of all author- 
ity, (because he conceived the gentleman could not 
find a dog-eared precedent on that subject in the 
Government of the United States at all,) to refer to 
certain facts which had some bearing on this sub- 
ject—not that he had any great respect for the au- 
thority which he was now about to resort to. But 
he would allude, in opposition ta/the present posi- 
tion of the Executive, to his actions and opinions 
when he was Mr. Representative Polk, a member 
of this House, and would bring them up against 
his action and opinions now that he was Mr. 
President Polk—not that they would have any 
just weight, but they would serve to show the in- 
consistency and insincerity of his opinions now or 
then. He wanted to invite the attention of the 
committee to the history of the Panama mission. 
When Mr. President Polk—then Mr. Representa- 
tive Polk—was on this floor, that proposition was 
brought up, and the discussion upon it excited a 
greater degree of interest than any discussion 
which had ever taken place since the organization 
of the Government. ‘lhe debate upon that propo- 
sition took a range, assumed a brilliancy and pow- 
er, that had perhaps been unsurpassed by the 
debate on any other proposition that had ever oc- 
cupied the attention of Congress. In that bril- 
liancy and power—no, not in that brilliancy and 
power, but in the rage of that debate—Mr. Repre- 
sentative Polk participated, and he only quoted 
him as an autherity for the purpose of testing his 
consistency. Now, when the President submitted 
to Congress that proposition, a resolution was 
offered by Mr. Hamilton—he believed from South 
Carolina—which would be found in House Jour- 
nal, 1st session 19th Congress, page 63, and read in 
these words: i 

“ Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to transmit to this House, copies of all documents, 
or parts of correspondence [not incompatible with the pub- 
lic interest to be communicated) relating to an invitation 
which has been extended to the Government of this coun- 
try ‘by the Republics of Colombia, of Mexico, and Central 
‘Amcrica, to join in the deliberations of a Congress to be 
‘held at the Isthmus of Panama,’ and which induced him 
to signify ‘that ministers on the part of the United States 
would be commissioned to join in those deliberations.’ ”? 

This resolution was introduced on the 16th of 
December, 1825. Now, mark you, when this reso- 
lution was first submitted, Mr. Hamilton, the 
mover, inserted in it these words, in brackets, 
‘not incompatible with the public interest to be 
communicated,” which clothed the President with 
a discretion. lt was postponed, and subsequently, 
on the 3lst day of January, 1826, Mr. Hamilton, 
still having the power over his resolution, no vote 
having ever been taken upon it, modified it by 
striking out these words, ‘‘ not incompatible with 
the public interest to be communicated.” ‘s W here- 
upon Mr. Webster moved to amend the said reso- 
lution by restoring the words so stricken out. And 
on@ie question, Shall the resolution be soamended? 
it passed in the affirmative.” ‘This would be found 
at page 219 of the same Journal. Then it went 
over fora few days more, until the 3d of Februa- 
ry, and the proceedings upon it then would be 
found on page 217 of the same Journal, thus re- 
corded: 


° è 
“ The House resumed the consideration of the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Hamilton ou the 16th of December ultimo, 


calling on the President of the United States for copies of 
the documents and correspondence relating to the invitation 
given to the United States to send ministers to the Congress 
of Panama; and the question recurred on the motion made 
yesterday by Mr. Ingham to refer the resolution toa select 
committee, with instructions to strike out these words: € so 
far as in his opinion the public interest may allow.’ ”? 

The vote was taken on this proposition by yeas 
and nays; and among the yeas were all the oppo- 
nents of Mr. Adams’s administration. He had 
heard it remarked by some since this discussion 
sprung up that that venerable gentleman, who, 
nurtured amid the scenes of the Revolution, and 
breathing its richest spirit of freedom, had been a 
pillar of the Constitution, and a culminating star 
in our political firmament, had involved himself 
in inconsistency ìn assailing this message, while 
he did not communicate everything to Congress 
when he acted in the Executive capacity. But 


tt 


-thought he would poke it out now. 


(holding up the Journal from which he had beet 
reading) he said, let the gentlemen, the advocates 
of the President and his prerogative, range through 
this and the Senate’s Journal of the same session, 
and they would find that, like a true republican 
servant of the people, Mr. Adams had aiways 
communicated, when called on, everything it was 
necessary for the representatives of the people, or 
of the State sovereignties, or the people themselves, 
to know. But, among those yeas, what names 
did they suppose stood conspicuous? Polk and 
Hamilton—the mover of the resolution, and the 
present Executive. Now, however, he being the 
Executive, and being asked for information touch- 
ing the war, and not the treaty power—informa- 
tion interesting to the people, because it affects not 
only their treasure but their blood—he poises him- 
self upon thefExecutive prerogative, and with up- 
lifted hands and a look of horror, cries, Your cal} 
is unconstitutional, because it is unconditional, and 
contravenes my prerogative. It looked a good 
deal like Ritchie, who, after making the proposi- 
tion to rob the Mexican churches to pay our ex- 
penses in the Mexican war, which proposition fell 
with’ a dead stillness upon the American ear, but 
presently awoke a general hiss, which Mr. Polk 
perceiving, folded about him the cloak of his 
Executive prerogative, shook his royal head at 
Ritchie : the truckling instrument, with trembling 
hands extended towards heaven, swore by the liv- 
ing God [a general laugh] that he had never said 
any such thing. | 

The motion of Mr. Ingham so to amend was to 
make the call on Mr. Adams absolute and uncon- 
ditional. There is Mr. Representative Polk among 
them, with the ayes, to make it such ; to rob the 
then Executive of all discretion in relation to its; 
to make it a call of the representatives of the sover- 
eignty that could brook no equivocation or evasion 
on the part of their servants. I wonder he did not 
cite that precedent in his message the other day, 
[a laugh,] or dog-ear it for his advocates on this 
floor. He found voting with Mr. Polk all the Dem- 
ocrats of that day—all those who were tlie oppo- 
nents of Mr. Adams’s administration—all those 
who swore at its commencement that ‘it should 
be pulled down, though it was as pure as the an- 
gels in heaven’’—all of them voted to make this an 
absolute, unconditional call. The noes prevailed 
then. But when the resolution came up on its 
final passage, 125 voted for it, and 40 against it; 
and among those forty, whose name did they sup- 
poe was there found? Mr. Representative Polk’s. 

e couldn’t poke it in the other time; and he 
[A laugh. } 
And why did he vote in the negative? Because it 
was not an unconditional, absolute call. And be 
it known that Hamilton, the mover of the resolu- 
tion, when they could not stamp the unconditional 
character upon it, also voted nay upon its passage. 
Mr. T. would dog-ear this for the benefit of the 
advocates of Executive prerogative on this floor, 
that they might turn to this point and examine it 
at their leisure. 

But the next time, the question came up on a 
proposition to appropriate money. The Senate 
having consented to and advised the appointment 
of ministers, the next question before the House 
was upon an appropriation which was proposed to 
be made to cover the expenses of the mission; and 
when this was under consideration, this same Mr. 
Representative Polk introduced a series of resolu- 
tions. It was on the 11th April, 1826, and would 
be found on page 426 of the same Journal. This 
was the first of the series: 

‘61, Resolved, That it is the constitutional right and duty 
of the House of Representatives, when called onto defray 
the expenses of foreign missions, to deliberate on the expe- 
diency or inexpediency of such missions, and to determine 
and act thereon as in their judgment may be most conducive 
to the public good.” l 

But now Mr. Polk said that the Representatives 
of the people had no right to demand of him inform- 
ation, although it might be in connection with the 
war-power of the Government—one widely differ- 
ent from the treaty-power, and one vested by the 
Constitution in the people through their Represent- 
atives. 

However, Mr. T. would not rest there. Mr. 
Polk was nota silent actor upon these views of his. 
He was not willing that the Journal alone should 
speak his sentiments, but he was determined that 
the true sovereigns should know what James K. 
Polk, the Representative, did not only, but what 
he was able to say by word of mouth upon the 
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question. He woùld read an extract from the 
ech of Mr. Polk, delivered in the House, upon 
ose resolutions of his, on the llth April, 1826, 
and which was found in the Reports of Congres- 
sional Debates, vol. 2, part 2, page 166: 


& Some gentlemen seemed to entertain the opinion, that 
so soon as the other departments of the Government had de- 


. termined to depute a foreign mission, the House of Repre- 


/ 


sentatives had no right to question its propriety, but were 
bound, as a matter of course, when called upon for an ap- 
propriation merely, to grant the necessary supplies to carry 
it into effect; that they had no right to deliberate, consider, 
and cxercise a sound judgment on the subject; but were 
mere passive agents, to record the decrees of the President 
and Senate. For himself he was ofa different opinion.” [I 
am of a different opinion now, (said Mr. T.,) and he has 
changed.] ‘He believed when the Representatives of the 
people were called upon to appropriate the people’s money 
for any purpose, they should not do it hoodwinked, or upon 
the faith of others, but should exercise a sound discretion 
and do it understandingly.”? 


‘The expenses of that mission (said Mr. T.) 
were some forty-five or fifty thousand dollars, and 

et we heard from Mr. Representative Polk such 
high-aoundine terms about the people’s right and 
the people’s money. But now, when Mr. Execu- 
tive Polk calls upon us to vote away hoodwinked 
hundreds of millions of the people’s money and 
tens of thousands of the lives of our proudest chiv- 


_alry, and we ask to be informed of the objects to 
‘be accomplished, he says: ‘* Ah, you rascals! you 


Mexican Whigs! you afforders of ‘aid and com- 
fort’ to the enemy! you are bound to do it, and 
do it hoodwinked, for Iam the Lord’s anointed; 
it is my prerogative. If you have any doubt about 
my prerogative, I refer you to the gentleman from 
Alabama with the dog-eared books.” [Laugh- 
ter. 

is the extract of Mr. Polk’s speech, which he 
had just read, he (Mr P.) declared it to be not only 
the right, but the duty, of the people’s Represent- 
atives, when called upon to vote appropriations of 
the people’s money, for any purpose, to exercise a 
sound discretion, and not to do it on the faith of 
others. That was all the House asked now; that 
his principles then should prevail. ‘That was all 
they desired—ail they asked. They claimed under 
our Constitution, under the genius of our Govern- 
ment, in the name of our revolutionary fathers, 
fired by their spirit, baptized as that spirit was in 
the blood of the Revolution, that they had a right 
to demand and know, whenever the war power 
was exercised, how it was exercised, and for what 
purposes. 

: These were the sentiments of Mr. Polk when a 
Representative, when he was courting the people, 
appealing to the sovereign will to srant him pro- 
motion and power; but now, when he had attained 
that giddy height, to which, perhaps, his young 
ambition at that day never aspired, he had changed 
his tone. Mr. Polk felt then as Gloster did when 
he was seeking to' make his way to the Brit- 
ish crown through the blood ‘of the innocent 
princes. He could not effect his object without 
courting the populace of London. And when 
waited upon by the mayor and the officers of the 
corporation, with a seeming devotion to popular 
rights, like that exhibited by Mr. Polk in the ex- 
tract he had read, ina subdued and humble tone, 
accosted them thus: 

& I do suspect I have done some offence 
That secms disgracious in the city’s eye, 
And that you come to reprehend.” 

But when he had made his way to the throne, 
when the blood of murdered princes and nobles 
bubbled beneath the wheels of the royal car, and 
the crown of the ancient Britons bound his blood- 
stained brow, and Richmond had collected a few of 
the hardy barons and the free spirits of the realm 
to rescue the sceptre from Richard’s arrogant and 
despotic hand, Richard, on hearing Richmond’s 
forces enumerated, stormed from the insolent height 


of his royal prerogative— 


6¢ Why, our battalia trebles that account; 
Besides, the King’s name is a tower of strength, 
Which they upon the adverse faction want.’’ 


N ow, Mr. Polk seemed to think that his name, 


‘fortified by the Executive prerogative, was “a 
tower of strength,” to which the Representatives 


of the people must yield; that we (said Mr. T.) are 
merely of ‘‘the adverse faction;” but we must 
teach, him, and may do it by reading his own 
Tong to ‘him, this- lesson—that the people are 

ng. : 

Bat, for fear Mr. Polk’s friends would not be 
satisfied with this extract, he referred them to Mr. 
Polk’s first speech. It was elaborate—one among 


| 
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the ablest speeches he had ever made here or any- 
where in his life—and perhaps now, since he has 
bid adieu to those frank, generous, republican feel- 
ings which then seemed to actuate him; since a 
sense of the rights of the people had ceased to in- 
spire him, he never would make such a speech 
again. It would occupy too much time to read 
from it, and his friends would find it in the first 
part of the 2d volume of the Register of Debates. 

He (Mr. T.) must draw a hasty distinction be- 
tween the treaty power and the war power. The 
Constitution vested in the President and Senate the 
power to make treaties; and the question arose, 
should the House, or not, without inquiry into 
the propriety of the treaties made, or their oper- 
ation upon the pegple, as affecting the interests, 
the prosperity, the liberty of the American people 
—should it blindly vote appropriations to carry 
them into effect? Heagreed with Mr. Represent- 
ative Polk that they should not. Suppose the 
President and Senate should surrender New York 
to the English, as the Spaniards surrendered Gib- 
raltar, ought the House to vote the appropriations 
which might be necessary to carry the treaty into 
effect? He admitted this was an extreme case, 
but it exhibited more clearly the prmeipies The 
representatives of the people would be derelict to 
the highest obligations of freemen to vote appro- 
\priations to carry into effect a treaty without un- 
derstanding how that treaty was to affect the public 
interests. But widely different was the case of 
war. The Constitution did not rest that power 
with the President and Senate. When the people 
adopted the Constitution, they retained the right— 
being the true sovereigns—of the war-making 
power, to be exercised through their representa- 
tives in Congress; and this information now called 
for of Mr. Polk was in relation to war. Congress 
wanted to know, in relation to this war, what was 
to be accomplished; and how it was to be accom- 
plished. And most especially did they want to 
know for what purposes Santa Anna was sent 
back by the President to head the army of Mex- 
ico; and how it could contribute to the accom- 
plishment of the objects he had in view in the 
prosecution of war. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] 
was for a vigorous prosecution of the war until it 
resulted in an advantageous and honorable peace. 
Mr. T. would like to know what that was. hy, 
if the Administration should take it into their heads 
to withdraw the army to this side of the Nueces, 
to the occupied portions of Texas, would not its 
friends swear lustily, and with exalted brow, that 
the President had brought about a glorious and 
advantageous termination of the war? And if we 
should point to the bloody fields of Mexico—to 
Monterey, Buena Vista, and other fields made glo- 
rious by American blood and valor—to the gaunt- 
ness of the treasury and the homes made desolate 
by the wasting effects of this war, they would say 
this waste of treasure and flow of blood has been 
stopped by the peace, and therefore it is advan- 
tageous and honorable; just as the friends of the 
Administration swore (as pious as they are, they do 
swear sometimes) when the President set out with 
his claim to the whole of Oregon up to 54° 40', 
that our title up to that line was “clear and p 
questionable;” and when, a short period aftef, a 
treaty on the line of 49° was made, giving away 
three hundred and fifty miles of territory in length, 
and in breadth extending from the shores of the 
Pacific to the snow-clad peaks of the Rocky Moun- 
tains, they all swore it was the most glorious treaty 
that had been made since the organization of the. 
Government—[a laugh;]—and so there were many 
advocates of the Executive ‘* prerogative’? who 
would come forward with their dog-eared books, 
and swear that whatever treaty the President might 
make with Mexico was the most glorious and ad- 
vantageous one ever made, excepting, he sup- 

osed, the Oregon treaty, which this same favorite 
resident had made too. 

But the gentleman and other gentlemen said that 
indemnity for the past and security for the future 
must be secured. How? Mexico has no money 


to pay, itwasadmitted. Well, if we wereto depend | 


upon territorial indemnity, he wanted to know of 
the President how much of the territory of Mexi- 
co was appropriated to individual claimants ; for, 
of course, as far as thus appropriated, it would 
bring no benefit to the treasury; and alli the bene- 
fit that could be received as indemnity, when the 
lands were thus appropriated, would be by the im- 


position of duties on imported goods within those 
regions. And how did the Administration and its 
friends propose to indemnify us for the waste of 
American blood that consecrated almost every 
spot where our. army had marched in Mexico? 
And for those priceless lives of the very flower of 
American chivalry, as it were, that had sunk down | 
under disease—disease superinduced by the neglect 
of this Government—to inglorious graves, till every 
valley and hill-side of Mexico were filled with 
their mouldering ashes. They proposed to indem- 
nify us for the lavish waste of treasure, but said 
nothing about human life, human suffering, human 
wretchedness, all the untold woand mourning, tears 
and groans, that fill thousands of homes within our 
own land. ‘These seem to be left entirely out of 
the account by these zealous gentlemen who were 
grasping for more sand, more rocks, more wilder- 
nesses filled up with impenetrable chaparral, for 
more rivers, whose tortuous and turbid currents de- 
fied the skill of the navigator. These mighty con- 
siderations were entirely overlooked, while the 
President and his friends were talking about indem- 
nity for the expense of the war, and for the debts 
due from Mexico. And how was this indemnity to 
be got if not from customs? From the public lands? 
He had brought forward a resolution, which lay 
over under the rule, asking what portion of the 
territory of Mexico had not been appropriated, 
and he wanted that answered, so that it might be 
known how much we could sell when we had final- 
ly possessed ourselves of it. The waste of blood 
was not counted, for who should set down a price 
upon the blood of an American freeman? The ad- 
vocates of the President and his dog-eared ‘* pre- 
rogative,’’ rash and reckless as they were derelict 
to all the principles of American freedom, dare 
not. 

Then how were we toget full indemnity for the 
vast amount of treasure already wasted in that en- 
terprise? Would the subjugation of all Mexico 
indemnify? Would not that involve occupancy, 
and occupancy perpetual war? When we looked 
to the Castilian or Aztec races blended in the pres- 
ent population of Mexico, did we not find a deep- 
seated feeling of nationality and implacable ub: 
bornness their strongest characteristics? How 
long was a portion of Spain occupied by the Moor- 
ish invader? Pent up in fortified positions for 
eight hundred years, without conciliating or sub- 
duing the neighboring Spaniard, in one prolonged, 
unceasing struggle, unending war, he was at last 
expelled, and the Spanish foot alone again pressed 
Spanish soil. It was not so much the Spanish 
sword as the subtlety of the Spanish Jesuit that 
subjected the Aztec race to Spanish rule. It was 
bacause they were induced to believe that their 
moral condition would be improved by embracing 
the religious faith of the Spaniard, admitting him 
into their communities, that thus their political in- 
stitutions, by gradual approaches, and more by 
persuasion than by force, were revolutionized, and 
political power concentrated in the hands of the 
Spaniards. 

When we looked again to their struggle with 
Spain for political independence, we saw the 
same implacable spirit displayed which marked 
the two races blended inthem. When every for- 
tified position and stronghold throughout their 
land was in the occupancy of the royal forces of 
Spain, still the Mexicans, struggling for national 
independence, were unsubdued.. Hope and na- 
tional pride urged them on to continued exertions, 
even where hope with other people would seem to 
falter. Judging from these facts, were we not led 
to believe, that to maintain our occupation of Mex- 
ico in the event of conquest, would require, an 
armed force to be always kept there, at least as 
great as that which was necessary for the conquest, 
entailing upon us expenses which never could be 
met by the revenues of that country should we 
seize. them all; and creating a drain for military 

urposes upon our population, and a waste of 
Haman life that never could be compensated for by 
any advantages that could result from the con- 
quest; because eight millions of people, implacable, 
revengeful, and faithless, were to be held in sub- 
mission to a government forced upon them against 
their will. Would not the war then be intermi- 
nable? Would not every outbreak and flame of 
revolt have to be quenched in the proudest blood 
of American chivalry? How was that to be in- 
demnity for the past or security for the future? 
How could they talk of security by means of 


1848. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


206 


treaty when they demonstrated to us that there 
was no Government there with which we could 
treat, upon which we could place any reliance? 
How could we expect a treaty with an “anarchy” 
—a mob which deserved not the name of a Gov- 
ernment, according tu their own representation? 
How could gentlemen reconcile to themselves to 
take such a course? They proved by the Presi- 
dent’s message, as well as by their own speeches, 
that they could not reasonably calculate upon in- 
demnity for thé past, nor upon security for the 
future; and yet they talked loudly about ‘‘ indem- 
ne and security.” How was it? 

ow, allow him for a moment to direct the at- 
tention of the committee to what was called for 
by the resolution of the House besides the instruc- 
tions given to Mr. Slidell. In connection with this 
war, in connection with this waste of blood and 
treasure of the sovereign people of the United 
States, the people’s representatives had called upon 
Mr. Polk to tell them what arrangement was made 
with Santa Anna in relation to his return to Mex- 
ico. He was an exile at Havana, engaged, Mr. T. 
did not know whether to call it in the very classi- 
cal pursuit or in the high military exercise of 
fighting chickens in the cockpit! Rumor said that 
Mr. Slidell Mackenzie had been sent by the Gov- 
ernment to Havana to negotiate with Santa Anna 
for the return to Mexico of himself and suite, 
which he believed consisted of about forty general 
officers. This rumor was credited by the people, 
and, on Mr. Mackenzie's return to New Orleans, 
it made him so much alion that hisown room was 
not sacred to his occupancy and labor, and, to 
avoid the lion-hunters, he (Mr. T.) was informed 
by a respectable Democrat of the Southwest, who 
was then at New Orleans, he was obliged to seek 
the house of a relation in a more sequestered spot 
upon the Mississippi coast, near Pascagoula bay, 
where it was said he was occupied some week or 
more in translating his Spanish documents and 
Ap Selo his papers for his report here at the seat 
of Government, 

Mr. T. then took a hasty examination of the 
state of affairs in Mexico at that time. Herrera’s 
Government had been friendly to the United States 
and to peace. The revolution which placed him 
in power was the only one which Mexico had 
known for some time that did leap from the hearts 
of the people. It was a popular exertion, which 
had overthrown a military despotism. And yet 
our Executive would not permit that Government, 
thus friendly to our claims and to peace, to exist; 
but, by the embarrassment he pressed upon it, and 
a od the restoration of Santa Anna, over- 
threw Herrera, and placed the affairs of Mexico 
in the hands of a bitter enemy of the United States. 
Just before the return of Santa Anna, our glorious 
chieftain, Genergl Taylor, whose skill and intre- 
pidity as a general were equalled by the clearness 
of his head and the greatness and goodness of his 
heart, had met the Mexican forces and overthrown 
them.on the banks of the Rio Grande. Their 
army was scattered, and their resources destroyed; 
a miserable remnant of it had taken refuge at Mon- 
terey, which by degrees grew into a large force. 
They were, however, without any general in whom 
the people bad confidence, and who could cluster 
around him, in time of the national peril, the mil- 
itary spirit of the country. Where could they find 
such a general? How were they to obtain him? 
There was but one attainable to them; he was then 
an exile—had been driven out for abuse of power; 
he was a general of skill, of exhaustless resources 
of mind and energy of action, who could strike out 
of chaos the means to prosecute the war with vigor. 
That general was Santa Anna; and the President 
of this country sent him back to Mexico to head 
her armies and slaughter our soldiers. We knew 
it; everybody knew it. The President, in his 
message of December, 1846, admitted that he had 
permitted him to return. But now we have some- 
thing a little more definite on this point. He read 
from the ** Union” of the 14th January, 1848: 

[Private and confidential.] 


U. S. Navy DEPARTMENT, May 13, 1846. 
COMMODORE : If Santa Anna endeavors to enter the Mex- 
ican ports, you will allow him to pass freely. 
Respectfully, yours, - GEORGE BANCROFT. 
Commodore Davip CONNER, 
Commanding Home Squadron. 
There was the pass granted him by Mr. Ban- 
croft, Secretary of the Navy. 
He would now read to the committee an extract 


from Commodore Conner’s letter to the Navy De- 


™ 


partment, dated on board the Princeton, Sacrificios 
August 16, 1846: 

* * x «I have allowed him [Santa Anna] to enter 
without molestation, or even speaking the vessel, as I was 
informed by the senior English naval officer here (Captain 
Lambert) she carried no cargo, and would not be allowed to 
take any inreturn. I could easily have boarded the Arab, but 
I deemed it most proper not to do so, allowing it to appear as 
if she had entered without my concurrence. [t is now quite 
certain the whole country—that is, the garrisons of every 
town and fortress—have declared in his favor. But, unless 
he has learned something useful in adversity, and become 
another inan, he will only add to the distractions of the 
country and be hurled from power in less than three months.” 

Here we saw that Mr. Polk gave Santa Anna a 
passport into Mexico, and was determined to con- 
ceal from the people, the true sovereigns, his ob- 
jects in thus returning him, and carried his doctrines 
so far as to induce the gallant commodore to adopt 
the same principles, and declare he thought it best 
to let him pass, without its appearing to be by 
his concurrence. And still the friends of Execu- 
tive prerogative cry out against the people who 
wanted to know how their power was exercised, 
“« Aid and comfort!”? The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Resinson] told them yesterday that 
every moment they delayed to act upon granting 
the supplies demanded by the President—voting 
them ‘* hoodwinked,” as Mr. T. supposed—they 
were affording “aid and comfort :-to the enemy. 
What did he think of the “aid and comfort” 
furnished by the President in sending them Santa 
Anna and forty able generals to head and direct 
their forces against us; to create resources where 
all was exhauation; to establish order where all 
was anarchy? And what did he think of men 
who sustained the Executive in this ‘‘ aid and com- 
fort,” and justified him in refusing that information 
to the people, whose sovereign right it was to de- 
mand and receive it? 

In connection with this, he would ask the atten- 
tion of the House to what Santa Anna’s opinions 
were, as declared ina letter written by him, March 
8, 1846, more than five months before his return to 
Mexico. Mr. T. read from the documents accom- 
panying the President’s message of December, 
1846, at page 37 of the document, [an extract of a 
letter of Santa Anna, in which he made an elabo- 
rate statement of the views by which he had been 
governed, showirg that his great object had been 
so to manage his power in Mexico as most effect- 
ually to resist the ‘‘ambitious efforts,” as he 
denominated them, of the people of the United 
States. | 

These (said Mr. T.) were the sentiments ex- 
pressed as early as the 8th of March, 1846, and 

robably known to the President of the United 

tates, of the man who was restoréd to the Mex- 
ican army to head and direct them against the forces 
of the United States; and it was in relation to 
this extraordinary movement, this suicidal folly, 
on the part of our President, involving such terri- 
ble cost in treasure and blood to the people of the 
United States, and in connection with the war- 
power of the Government, that this House had 
asked to be informed by the President. Yet he 
put on the frown of his prerogative, and said, 
Your call is unconstitutional, because it is uncon- 
ditional, 

Mr. T. was here interrupted by the cry of ** Mr. 
Chairman,” from a dozen competitors for the floor, 
the hour having expired. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, obtained the floor, and, 
declining to give way to a motion to rise, proceed- 
ed to address the committee. He said: 

Mr. Cuarrman: It is with great reluctance that 
I decline giving way for a motion that the commit- 
tee rise. But feeling that the speech of the hon- 
orable gentleman, who has just taken his sent, 
should be answered at once, I am constrained to 
proceed with my remarks without delay. If any- 
thing I may say shall appear harsh or unkind, I 
hope that I shall not be suspected of an intention 
to wound the feelings of any one on this floor. 
Such a design I most emphatically repudiate. If 
I shall speak warmly, it wil] be because I feel 
deeply the importance of the subject under discus- 
sion. In this conviction, it may not be improper 
to state, that while I cannot expect to rival the 
peculiar and fantastic P of the member from 
Mississippi, I do trust that I shall be as respectful 
as himself in manner, and fully as respectable in 
matter. 

Sir, the subject which that gentleman has dragged 
by the ears into this debate has been announced 
as one of vast and transcendent importance. It 
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, i| has been declared to be ‘‘a trial of right between 


|| the President and the Representatives of the peo- 
į ple of the United States.” - For having, through 
| motives of public policy, and under convictions of 
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| solemn duty, declined to give us certain informa- 
| tion, the Executive has been denounced as evincing 


the spirit of a tyrant, and striving for the powers 
of an emperor. Through the eagerness to find 
fault, the gentleman from Mississippi has over- 
looked the precedent of the illustrious Father of his 
Country, and charged Mr. Polk, Yor adọpting the 
sentiments of Washington, with aiming at the 
overthrow of popular rights and the subversion of 
popular liberty. I was prepared to hear almost 
anything from the other side of this House; but I 
must express my amazement at the denunciations 
which have come from that quarter since the receipt 
of the message now upon the Speaker’s table. 
What wrong has the President done by that com- 
munication? What crime has he committed? 
Why, sir, he has quoted the language of Wash- 
ington with terms of approval, and declared his 
adherence to certain views of that great exem- 


plar— 


« The very head and front of his offending 
Hath this extent—no more.”’ 


And are gentlemen so blinded by party phrensy, or 
so infatuated by paty attachments, as not to per- 
b 


ceive that every blow struck at Mr. Polk falls upon 


him he has‘imitated ?—that every assault upon the 
character of the present Executive for having issued 
the message of the 12th instant, is a direct assault 
upon the character of Washington, whose pen first 
gave the doctrines of that message to the world, 
whose mind first conceived and whose tongue first 
uttered them? If Mr. Polk did wrong by writing 
that message, General Washington did wrong also. 


If Mr. Polk, in that communication, has advanced 
the doctrines of despotism, General Washington 


was guilty of the same offence. If Mr. Polk has 
attempted to destroy the usefulness of this House, 
General Washington attempted no less. 
true that Washington, in his civil administration, 
essayed to destroy the fabric which, through eight 


And is it 


ears of war and bloodshed, he had built up? Is 


it true that, when President, he sought to bea 
monarch ? 


Is it true that, when Chief Magistrate, 
he declared “ that all Congress had todo was to — 
hear his royal behests and obey his royal decrees? 


Is it true that the Father of his Country attempted 
tostrangle our Republic in its cradle? 
has been substantially made by the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 


his charge 


He has asserted that the President, 
in his message to this House on Wednesday last, ` 


struck a blow at the independence of this body and 
the rights of the people. 
which is rested this startling and momentous ac- 
cusation ? 


What is the ground on 


I will read a short extract from that 
message in answer to this inguiry. Mr. Polk 


says : 


‘¢ It has been a subject of serious deliberation with me, 


whether I could, consistently with my constitutional duty 
and my sense of the public interest involved and to be 
affected by it, violate an important principle, always here- 
tofore held sacred by my predecessors, as I should do by a 
compliance with the request of the House. President Wash- 
ington, in a message to the House of Representatives of the 
30th of March, 1796, declined to comply with 4 request con- 
tained in a resolution of that body, to lay before them a ‘ copy 
of the instructions to the minister of the United States who 


negotiated the treaty with the King of Great Britain,’ to- 
gether with the correspondence and documents relative to 
said treaty, í excepting such of said papers as any existing 
negotiations may render improper to disclose.’ In assigning 
his reasons for declining to comply with the call, he de- 
clared, that ‘the nature of foreign i: plea ge requires cau- 
‘tion, and their success must often depend on secrecy, and 
¢ even when brought to a conclusion, a full disclosure of all 
‘the measures, demands, and eventual concessions which 
‘may have been proposed or contemplated, would he ex- 
€ tremely impolitic, for this might have a pernicious influence 
‘in future negotiations, or produce immediate inconvenien- 
‘ces, perhaps dangers and mischief, in relation to other Pow- 
‘ers. The necessity for such caution and secrecy was one 
¢ cogent reason for vesting the power of making treaties in 
‘the President, with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
‘the principle on which that hody was formed confining it 
€ to a small number of members. To admit, then, a right in 
‘the House of Representatives to demand and have, asa 
‘ matter of course, all papers respecting a negotiation with a 
‘foreign Power, would be to set a dangerous precedent.” ? 


Now, sir, the only principle set forth in this 
message is contained in the language I have just 
read. But that principle did not originate with 
Mr. Polk. It had its origin many years ago, in 
the Cabinet of the first, and best, and greatest of 
our Presidents. If, therefore, the denunciations 
we have heard be deserved, they attach properly 
to General Washington, the originator of the harm- 
ful sentiment, and not to Mr. Polk, the second-hand 
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propagator of it. “Yes! General Washington is 


responsible for all the consequences and tendencies: 


of that principle. He it was, who devised it. 
He it was, who, if the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi be right, first contemplated the odious pro- 
ject of reducing the members of this House to 
mere scribes, and the recorders of Presidential 
edicts. He it was, who, if those opposed be cor- 
- rect, had the coldness of heart, and the depravity of 
soul, in full view of the French people struggling 
to tear asunder the fetters of a cruel despotism, 
and to walk forth into the daylight of freedom, to 
desire to carry his country backwards to the mid- 
night prison-darkness from which outraged, un- 
fortunate, insulted France, was striving with 
such energy to emerge. Thisis the revolting, ter- 
rible conclusion to which the sentiments of the 
members on the other side must ‘irresistibly 
drive them. Gentlemen of the opposition, it is 
vain for you to attempt to escape from. this 
conclusion. Every effort to extricate yourselves, 
only entwines you more and more in difficul- 
ties and embarrassments. I beg you, therefore, 
to stop. [ beseech you to pause and retrace your 
steps before it is too late. I entreat you to con- 
sider whither you are going. You commenced, 
only a few months since, denouncing the. President 
as responsible for the war with Mexico. You 
have now arrived at the point of virtually denoun- 
cing the Father of his Country, by declaring that 
the principles he promulgated are the seeds of 
‘tyranny. How much further will you advance 
upon your present course, or how much longer 
will it be, at your past rate of progress, until you 
rejoice over the reverses of your country? Most 
of you already affirm that the present war was 
unconstitutionally and unnecessarily begun by the 
Executive. e 
and unjust. From the latter position | fear, I very 
much jear, that it is but a short step into the ranks 
of the enemy. Far be it from me, Mr. Chairman, 
to mpage the motives of any gentleman on this 
floor. It is not for me to penetrate into the hid- 
den recesses of the human heart and to find out 
what motives lie concealed there. 1 apprehend, 
however, that the members on the other side have 
been indulging in dangerous experiments of late, 
and that their patriotism has been subjected to 
very severe tests. If those experiments be perse- 
vered in, their love to their country will soon dis- 
appear like the waters of those streams In Mexico 
which sink into the earth a few miles from their 
sources and are lost forever. ee 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mississipp1 
seemed to be aware of the dilemma in which he 
was involving himself, and, in order to avoid it, 
he insisted that.there is no resemblance between 
the call made upon Mr. Polk and that made upon 
General Washington. A very slight investigation 


will sweep away all ground for this pretext. Both 


calls were for information. The information re- 
quested by both related: to instructions and docu- 
ments concerning negotiations with a foreign coun- 
try. The only difference between them is, that 
the call upon General Washington was for inform- 
ation relative to negotiations which had already 
been perfeéted, while the call upon Mr. Polk was 
for information relative to negotiations now pend- 
ing and undetermined. General Washington re- 
fused the information desired, on the ground that 
his compliance might have a pernicious influence 
on future negotiations. Mr. Polk refuses the in- 
formation desired, on the ground that his compli- 
‘ance might have a pernicious influence on existing 
, negotiations. General Washington’s refusal sprung 
from an apprehension of a remote danger. Mr. 
Polk’s refusal springs from an apprehension of an 
immediate danger. General Washington thought 
his yielding to the call of the House would pos- 
sibly produce mischief in relation to other Powers 
in time to come. Mr. Polk thinks his yielding to 
the call of the House would probably produce mis- 
chief in relation to other Powers at the present time. 
In this way, sir, the comparison of the calls upon 
General Washingtonand Mr. Polk might be carried 
toagreatlength. Butit has been pursued sufficiently 
far to show, that every reason, whether pruden- 
tial or otherwise, which justifies General Wash- 
ington for not answering the call of the House, 
more than justifies Mr. Polk. For what can be 
more manifest than this, that, if it be impolitic to 
disclose ‘“‘all the demands, measures, and eventual 
concessions which have been made or contem- 
plated in relation to a treaty” already established, 


Some of you declare that it is wicked 


it is a thousand times more impolitic to disclose 
all the demands, measures, and eventual conces- 
sions, made or contemplated, in relation to a trea- 
ty under negotiation. It cannot be denied, that 
the very house which made the call alluded to 
upon Genera? Washington, entertained this notion 
of the subject. In that call, while all papers re- 
lating to Jay’s treaty were requested, yet an excep- 
tion was carefully made-of all papers which any 
then existing negotiation might render it improper 
to disclose. Indeed, I understood the gentleman 
from Mississippi to recognize the justness of this 
distinction. 1 understood him to declare, express- 
ly, that it would be wrong for the President to 
communicate to us information touching any ex- 
isting negotiation. But, strange to tell, in the 
next breath he denounced Mr. Polk for declining 
to do that wrong. i 

There is another circumstance connected with 
this matter which is worthy of our consideration. 
It is the fact so ably commented upon by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama the other day—the fact, that 
though the Congress of 1796 controverted some of 
the opinions advanced by General Washington in 
his reply to their call, yet they did not, in any 
manner or form, express or intimate a doubt as to 
the correctness of the position taken in that reply, 
and now assumed by Mr. Polk. No,sir,no. The 
men who participated in the Convention which 
formed our Federal Constitution, and knew well 

„and intimately its full scope and meaning, silently 
acquiesced in the correctness of the sentiments 
which have been assailed with so much bitterness 
and decency by the gentleman who preceded me. 
This, however, is not to be wondered at. That 
honorable member is doubtless wiser than our 
fathers. He belongs to-that great and astonish- 
ingly-intelligent party which not only comprises 
all the elite of the Union, but has discovered that 
trie patriotism consists in opposing the Adminis- 
tration, right or wrong. 

But the gentleman from Mississippi accuses the 
President of gross inconsistency. He says that Mr. 
Polk, when a Representative in Congress, asserted 
the constitutional right of this body to withhold 
appropriations of money for carrying into effect a 
treaty, and that now he asserts the Executive has 
the right to withhold information from us concern- 
ing foreign negotiations. If there be any incon- 
sistency in this course, we are very blind. I will 
venture to affirm, that there is not a single member 
on this side of the House who does not hold to the 
views of Mr. Polk's speech of 1826, declaring that 
Congress may constitutionally refuse money for 
the purpose of defeating a treaty stipulation if they 
think proper,to do so; and yet we are equally 
unanimous in the opinion that it is optional with 
the President to give us information or not relative 
to the making of a treaty. Itis sheer nonsense, or 
worse, to pretend that the two doctrines are not 
compatible the one with the other. ‘The charge of 
inconsistency against the Executive is ridiculous, 
and the imputation groundless. 

The gentleman from Mississippi urged still fur- 
ther that Mr. Polk, some twenty years ago, voted 
for an unconstitutional call for information upon 
the President of the United States, and that now 
he considers such a call unconstitutional. Does 
that gentleman think that we have neither eyes to 
see, nor ears to hear? It was only this morning 
that Mr. Polk’s response to the call of the House 
was laid upon our tables. That response contains 
twenty-nine pages, and embraces a numerous and 
extensive correspondence; and still the honorable 
member pretends that Mr. Polk has characterized 
the call we have made upon him as unconstitution- 
al! Sir,no one has ever doubted the right of Con- 
gress to request information of the Executive. All 
that is contended for is, that when that informa- 
tion relates to foreign negotiations, it is discretion- 
ary with the President to furnish it or notyas he 
may think right and proper. The gentleman from 
Mississippi made several other efforts to fix the 
charge of inconsistency upon Mr. Polk; but they 
were so absolutely childish, that it would be an 
insult to the understanding of this House to notice 
them in detail. From the pomp and circumstance 
with which that very worthy member paraded his 
authorities, I really apprehended some astounding 
developments, which would completely annihilate 
us of the Democracy. I supposed, as a matter of 
course, that in a little while we would be - 

& Gone glimmering through the things that were.” 
I am exceedingly relieved to find, that in the 


gentleman’s agonizing throes, the sentiment of 
Horace has been realized : í f 
« The mountain labors, and a little mouse is brought forth !”” 

I am satisfied, Mr. Chairman, that the singular 
errors the gentleman from Mississippi has com- 
mitted have not been the result of any natural 
obliquity of intellect. They are to be attributed 
solely to the nature of his political associations. 
It isa rule, I believe universally true, that * evil 
communications corrupt good manners.” 

Mr. Chairman, what is the basis of the accusa- 
tion that General Washington and Mr. Polk, (I 
say General Washington and Mr. Polk, for they 
cannot be separated in this controversy,) by. de- 
clining to give this House certain information, 
struck at its rights and insulted its dignity ? What 
was the reason of their refusal? It was, that the 
House of Representatives might divulge informa- 
tion, to the great injury of the publicinterests. Is 
not this position correct? Who believes that any 
information, of any character, could be kept 
secret by this House for twelve hours after it was 
communicated? ‘In the multitude of council- 
ors,” it is said, ** there is safety;’’ but there is 
no secrecy. The denunciations, therefore, which 
we have heard against General Washington and 
Mr. Polk are, that they spoke the truth. This is 
not the first time that Mr. Polk has been assailed 
for telling the truth. He has been vilified, abused, 
and calumniated by partisan presses and partisan 
orators, from one end of the Union to the other, 
because, at the commencement of the last session 
of Congress, he said, that they who attacked the 
war as wicked, did, in fact, give aid and comfort 
to the enemy. For this he has been branded as 
wishing to suppress the freedom of speech, and to 


-overturn the Constitution of the country. And 


yet, who does not know that he spoke only the 
truth? Who does not know that every denun- 
ciation of the war by our citizens is proclaim- 
ed throughout the whole length and breadth of 
Mexico? Who does not know that the speeches 
of honorable members of Congress have been pub- 
lished in Mexican newspapers, and read at the 
head of Mexican armies, to incite them to at- 
tack our troops? Who does not know that the 
people of Mexico have read and thought over 
these productions until they believe there is a Mex- 
ican party in this country, and Mexican Represent- 
atives on this floor? ho does not know that the 
war has been prolonged by American pens and 
American speeches? Itis futile to deny it; itis 
folly to attempt to conceal the fact that peace would 
long since have been established if we had all been 
as anxious for an honorable termination of hos- 
tilities as some of us have been to reach the places 
of power by overturning the Administration. Sir, 
much of the blood that waters Mexican soil has 
flowed because of the conduct of some of our coun- 
trymen here at home. That blood cries aloud for 
vengeance against the defamers of their country. 
Those cries shall be heard. Americans who have’ 
inspirited the enemy to fight on, shall not be for- 

otten. Oblivion is a mercy they shall never know. 

he forked lightnings of popular indignation shall 
yet descend upon the foreheads of these untimely 
disputants, and burn upon their brows a mark of 
reprehension which shal] remain there forever and 
ever, Their names shall go down to posterity, 
along with the names of those who opposed the 
war of 1776 and 1812, as negative examples to 
deter future generations from the commission of 
similar outrages. 

Mr. Chairman, it is no new thing for a Presi- 
dent of the United States to declare that informa- 
tion requiring secrecy cannot be intrusted to this 
House. The gentleman from Alabama read to us, 
the other day, two messages from President Mon- 
roe, and one from President Jackson, announcing 
that certain information could not be furnished this 
body, because the disclosure of it would do injury 
to the public good. True, as is said, the resolu- 
tions to which those messages were responsive 
contained exceptions of such information as it 
might be improper to disclose. But the informa- 
tion was not denied because of that exception. On 
the contrary, both of those Presidents boldly and 
distinctly state, that the information is withheld, 
because to impart it would be detrimental to the 
public interest. Did any one say, when those 
messages were received, that they contained the 
sentiments of tyrants? Oh, no! It was left to the 
gentlemen on the other side, with their profound 
understandings, their extensive and varied inform- 
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ation, their enlarged experience, their keen per- 
ceptions, and their ardent patriotism, to discldse 
the hidden danger, and ‘‘ to see things not to be 
seen.”’ | | 

But, sir, not only have Presidents entertained 
the opinion that certain information could not with 
propriety be communicated to Congress, but almost 
every Congress which has assembled since the 
formation of our Government has expressed the 
same opinion. In nearly all the resolutions which 
have ever passed this House or the Senate, asking 
for information, a proviso has been inserted ex- 
cepting and excluding such information as it might 
be improper to make public. Now, why was this? 
What does it mean? Does it not mean that they 
wHo passed those resolutions thought that Con- 


gress could not keep secret confidential communi- 


cations? And are we more faithful than our 
predecessors? Is this the only House of Repre- 
sentatives out of thirty which has been trust- 
worthy? I believe that there are one hundred and 
twelve members belonging to this House who were 
members of the last Congress. The last House of 
Representatives passed numerous calls for inform- 
ation, but all of them contained the usual excep- 
tion. That body, therefore, thought that one 
hundred and twelve members having seats on this 
floor, could not be intrusted with information the 
disclosure of which would injuriously affect the 

ublic welfare. I know, sir, that we have a much 

etter opinion of ourselves than our predecessors 
had. But I have yet to learn that immodesty is a 
virtue; I have yet to learn, that they who consider 
themselves immaculate are freest from blemishes; 
I have yet to learn, that they who think they can 
do no wrong, are surest always to do right. Mr. 
Chairman, let us reflect upon some of the occur- 
rences of the present session of Congress. Many 
resolutions have been introduced by different mem- 
bers. One of those, introduced by a Representa- 
tive from Massachusetts, was so odious, that 
though a simple resolution of inquiry, it received 
but fifty-four votes out of one hundred and seven- 
ty-nine that were cast. ‘But a gentleman from 
New York introduced a series of resolves, so hide- 
ous in all their features, that, contrasted with them, 
the Massachusetts bantling is beauty itself. I ask 
the indulgence of the committee whilst I read one 
or two of those resolves. : 


<c Resolved, That the invasion of the territories of Mexico, 
south and west of the Rio Grande, either by sea or by land, 
and the storming and capturing of her towns, and the slay- 
ing of her people within such territories, were acts of in- 
justice, cruelly, and wrong ; and that the requiring of Mexico, 
at the peril of her national existence, to enter into treaty 
stipulations with us, while her country is surrounded by our 
navy, her capital and chief towns in our possession, her 
country subjugated, and her people crushed and prostrate 
beneath our power, and with our resistless cannon frowning 
upon her, and our conquering sword gleaming over her, is 
unreasonable and unfair towards Mexico, as one of the con- 
tracting parties, and unmagnanimous and unchristian in us. 

‘Resolved, That the present war with Mexico should not 
be prosecuted any further for any purpose whatever; that 
the whole of our forces in the Mexican country should be 
witsdrawn as speedily as possible, and placed on territory 
which belongs to this country,” &c. 


Now, sir, I do not question the probity of the 
mover of these resolves. I admit that he is en- 
tirely honest; but being honest, he must believe 
that every advance of our armies into the heart of 
Mexico is over right and justice; that every Mex- 
can who falls before the arms of our soldiers falls 
a victim to wrong and outrage; that every Mexi- 
can city we take, every Mexican town we enter, 
every Mexican fort we storm, is in the coprse of 
rapine and cruelty; that all our boasted victories 
are the rewards of iniquity, and all our bright tro- 
phies burning proofs of our dishonor. Being hon- 
est, he must needs rejoice at any event which 
would snatch our standards from their high places 
of triumph, and trail them in the dust, tattered and 
torn, before the shouts of an exulting foe. Being 
honest, he would necessarily exult over the dis- 
comfiture of our generals, and recognize, in the 
murder of our troops by Mexican arts, the hand of 
a just and an avenging Deity. Being honest, he 
would consider it a duty to disclose any infornia- 
tion which would expose our weakness, and build 
up the strength of the enemy. And if, perchance, 
through his means, out forces should be driven 
this side the Del Norte, he would think that he 
had performed a service to his race which should 
gain for him the esteem of all good men in this, 
‘world, and everlasting bliss in the world which 
is to come. I know not what others may 
wish, but for myself, anxious though I am for 
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light and knowledge, yet convinced that “ Mex- 
‘ico, in her intercourse with us, has been faith- 
‘less in the fulfilment of her treaty engagements, 
‘and the obligations imposed by the law of na- 
‘tions, and the code of personal honor;’’ con- 
vinced that “s she has been guilty of the most open 
‘ violation of the truth, and of the most contempt- 
‘ible and disgraceful crimes known to the Old Baile 

‘ Calendar;” convinced that the property of our citi- 
zens has been illegally seized by Mexican officers; 
that our vessels have been condemned without the 
shadow of law; that some of our citizens have 
been incarcerated in Mexican prisons without 
cause, and that others have been butchered and 
robbed by Mexican officials, with impunity; con- 
vinced that the wrongs we have borne at the hands 
of Mexico are such as no free people should ever 
submit to, and that this war has been forced upon 
us by Mexico, in the prosecution of her nefarious 
designs ; convinced of all this, I, for one, cannot 
desire the communication of any information to 
this House, constituted as it is, the disclosure of 
which can, in the slightest degree, be detrimental 
to the public interest in the present posture of af- 
fairs. 

But the President has usurped authority; he has 
violated the Constitution. That is the cry which 
has been rung through this House. By the second 
section of the second article of the Constitution of 
the United States, it is ordained, ‘‘that the Presi- 
dent shall have power, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided 
that two-thirds of the Senators present concur.” 
This clause excludes the House of Representatives 
from any participation in the making of treaties. 
But is it not plain, that if this House can demand 
and have as matter of course all the papers relating 
to a foreign negotiation, it can generally defeat 
and always embarrass the legitimate action of the 
treaty-making power, by disclosing those papers? 
The admission of such an unqualified right makes 
this House at once, to all intents and purposes, a 
part of the treaty-making power. But this is not 
all. The fifth section of the first article of the 
Constitution declares that “each House shall 
keep a journal of its proceedings, and from time 
to time publish the same, excepting such parts 
as may in their judgment require secrecy.” By 
this clause, each House of Congress is consti- 
tuted the exclusive judge of what it shall keep 
secret. We cannot interfere with the Senate in 
this respect, nor can the Senate interfere with 
us. Now,are not all the departments of this Gov- 
ernment codrdinate? Is not each independent of 
all the others? Can either interfere with the legal 
action of any other? If,in our opinion, it be ne- 


essary to suppress the publication of any part of 
| our Journals, in order the better to enable us to 


conduct our business and discharge our duties, no 
power on earth can compel us to make those Jour- 
nals public. And so I contend, that if the Presi- 
dent of the United States believes that any papers 
or documents relating to a negotiation—a subject 
peculiarly intrusted to him by ‘‘ the charter of our 
liberties” —should be kept secret, it is not compe- 
tent to us to require him to publish them to the 
world. Iam aware that the assertion of this sen- 
timent by the Administration is said to be usurpa- 
tion, tyranny, despotism, an infringment of the 


rights of Congress, an enlargment of Executive | 


discretion, and everything else that is bad and 
wicked. No one will oppose more strenuously than 
myself any and every illegal act on the part of the 
Executive. But I cannot be induced, by a cry of 
Executive usurpation, to interfere, or to seek to 
interfere, with Executive rights. I am for the 
compromises of the Constitution ; upon the main- 
tainance of those compromises depends our chief 
safety. But Iam altogether deceived if the his- 
tory of the country does not show that those com- 
promises are in as much danger from Congressional 
as Presidential aggression, It was Congress, and 
not the President, that originated the system of 
internal improvements, which was only partially 


‘stayed by the veto of Jackson, and which has 


threatened, and still threatens, to reduce our States 
to mere dependencies upon the Federal Govern- 
ment, and to result in consolidation—the worst 
possible form of despotism. It was Congress, and 
not the President, that sought to fasten upon the 
country an overshadowing moneyed corporation, 


which had begun to declare its decrees were the 


will of the people—a corporation which has be- 
come ‘fan obsolete idea” only through the inde- 
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pendence of one of our Chief Magistrates. It was 
Congress, and not the President, that established 
that infamous robber system, cloaked under the 
name of protection, which is calculated, if not in- 
tended, to strip one part of the Union for the 
benefit of another, and has already once brought 
us to the very verge of destruction. We are 
all old enough to remember when one of our 
sister States, stung beyond endurance by the 
tariff of 1828, declared that ‘disunion was prefer- 
able to the wretched state of existence to which 
she was reduced, and assumed a hostile attitude 
towards the Federal Government. We can never 
forget the alarm and excitement, the intense alarm 
and excitement, which that singular affair pro- 
duced. The sun of our Republic seemed about 
to set in blood. Our political organization appear- 
ed tottering to its fall. The fires of sectional ani- 
mosity flashed upon the skies. The rocking of 
the earthquake was felt. The ocean was boiling 
and raging from the violence of the commotions 
beneath. Our gallant bark of state was rushing 
and plunging headlong upon that rock of civil dis- 
cord, around which lay scattered the remnants of 
so many former republics. At this time of great 
need, the Executive arm was wielded to our rescue. 
At this time, (thank God for it,) at this time, there 
stood at the helm of affairs a man whose arm never 
trembled and whose eye never failed him; and 
steering us clear of the peril which threatened, he 
conducted us into the haven of safety, and showed 
at our mast-head “ the stars and stripes,” bearing 
upon their ample folds the thrilling motto, ‘* The 
Union must and shall be preserved!’’ I am grat- 
ified that Mr. Polk has avowed the determination 
to adhere to the compromises of the Constitution. 
Let him remain firm to that determination, and the 
cup of his fame will be full. Let him remain firm 
to that determination, and “ the star of his civil 
reputation will be fixed high in the political firma- 
ment,” far above the clouds and storms of party 
warfare. Let him remain firm to that determina- 
tion, and his exit from the Presidency will be as 
honorable as his entry into it; his countrymen 
will follow him to his retirement with gratitude, 
and proclaim him the worthy successor of the illus- 
trious man of the Hermitage. 

Mr. GAYLE, (interposing.) I ask the gentle- 
man to say whether he endorses that declaration 
of President Polk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Missouri yield the floor? | 

Mr. HALL. No; like the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, I cannot yield. E 

Mr. GAYLE, (taking up his sentence above.) 
If he does, I call him to order. 

Mr. HALL disavowed intending any personal 
remark. 

He further proceeded to argue, that gentlemen, 
by their denunciations of the war here, gave en- 
couragement to the enemy; their speeches, he said, 
were read at the head of the Mexican troops, and 
tended to inspire, them and prolong the war. 

Mr. H. having concluded hisremarks—of which 
we have not been able to give anything more than 
a reference to some of the points— 

Mr. BARROW obtained the floor, and yielded 
to a motion that the committee rise; which was 
agreed to, 


And the House adjourned. 


< 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred : 


By Mr. McILVAINE: The memorial of “a meeting of the 
friends of peace,” held in Chester county, Pennsylvania, 
praying that no more money be appropriated for war or pre- 
parations for wars; and that mensurear be taken for so amend- 
ing the Constitution as to abolish the army and navy of 
the United States, and to release the people and the Govern- 
mentfrom all obligation to maintain a military system. 

By Mr. ROSE: The petition of John and Elizabeth Bel- 
linger, praving Congress to grant them a pension. 

‘By Mr. JOHNSON, of New Hampshire: The petitions of 
Esther Alexander, Isabel Bugbee, Mary Bemis, Pheba Cobb, 
Martha Chapman, Mary Chase, Abigail Coburn, Marcey 
Howard, Charity Harlon, Susannah Knight, L. Roberts, 
Sarah Strigkney, Marcy Wood, and Anna Watson, for an 
extension of the widows’ pension act of June 17, 1844. 

By Mr. PILLSBURY: The memorial of E. B. Cogswell, 
praying for payment of services as armorer to Texas Indians. 
Also, the memorial of G. W. Crawford, praying tor payment 
of supplies furnished to volunteers on the way to Mexico, 
Original papers lost in the steamer New York. 


By Mr. C. E. STUART: The petition of Patrick Maraut-. 


ette, of St. Joseph county, Michigan. praying that his claim 
against the Pottawatomies of the Nollawasepe, as andited hy 
General Mitchell, United States Commissioner of Indian 
Claims, may be allowed and paid to him. 


. State of Missouri. 


' Congress to grant a pension. 
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On motion ot Mr. BO WLIN, ordered, under the rule, that 
the memoria! of the Legislature of the State of Missouri, 
asking the donation of the swainp, or submerged lands, de- 
stroyed by the earthquakes of 1811 and 1812, and reported 
by the public surveyors as not surveyable, by reason ot being 
under water, together with the accompanying documents, 
be taken from tne files in the Clerks office, and referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. Also, the petition of 
McKnight, Brent, and Wood, asking compensation for fidur 
destroyed at the town of Moro, in New Mexico, by the troops 
of the United Statea in the conquest of that place. Also, 
the memorial of the Bloomfield Convention, in the State of 
Missouri, asking, in aid of the legislative memorial, that the 
swamp, Or submerged lands in Missouri, destroyed by the 
earthquakes of 18ł1 and 1812, be donated to the State of 
Missvuri, upon condition of their reclamation. Also, the 
petition of William W. Gitt, asking the extension of the act 
of 1615, and actsin furtherance thereof, passed for the bene- 
fit of the sutierers by earthquakes, in the county of New 
Madrid, in the State of Missouri. Also, the petition of 
Martin Shea, Mary King, Totengen Schribal, Allen Link, 
Joseph Potterfield, and Henry Keeton, asking respectively 
for preéinption rights to certain lands which they have re- 
spectively occupied aud cultivated. Also, the petition of 
John Jarratt, asking the coufirmation of a land claim in the 
Also, the petition of Jobn Pyatt, asking 
the confirmation of a land claim in the State of Missouri. 
Also, that the petition and papers of William Triplett, ap- 
plying tor the contirmation of a land entry, be taken froin 
the files of the Clerk’s office and reterred to the Coinmittee 
on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. BAYLY: ‘the petition of Lieutenant A. Gariand, 
of the marine corps, for compensation for services rendered 
as a purser on board the frigate Brandywine in 1840-41. 

By Mr. CRANSTON: Tne petition of the heirs of Micah 
Whitmarsh, tor commutation, &c. 

By Mr. RUSE: he petitiuu of Nathan Beard, praying 
Also, the petition of Patience 
Corbin, praying to be placed on the pension roll. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: ‘Lhe petition of citizens of Milwaukie, 
for au appropriation on the road from the seat of justice in 
Dodge county, Wisconsin Territory, to Milwaukie ; also, the 
petition of citizens of Dodge county, for the same object, 
Neretotore presented January 16th, 1846, Also, the petition 
of citizens of Wisconsin, tor appropriation on the road from 
Milwaukie to Fond du Lac, froin Milwaukie to Watertown, 
and from Milwaukie to Hustis Rapids, heretotore presented 
March 16th, 1845. Also, the petition of William M. Dennis 
and others, of Watertown, asking an appropriation on the 
road from Milwaukie to that place, heretotore presented 
March 34st, 1846. Also, the petition of citizens ot Wiscon- 
sin, for an appropriation of §5,000 on the road fiom Milwau- 
kie to Madison, heretofore presented January 20th, 1846. 
Also, the petition of Daniel Wells, jr., and 145 other citizens 
of Milwaukie county, Wisconsin, for an appropriation on 
the road from Milwaukie to Madison, heretotore presented 
December 17, 1845 ; also, four petitions of citizens of Wiscon- 
sin for same object, heretofore presented December 29, 1845, 
January 30, 1843, February 3, 1846, and March 4, 1846. Also, 
the petition of citizens of Sheboygan, for au appropriation on 
the road to Fox river, via ‘l'aychuda, heretotore presented 
January 30th, 1846. Also, the petition of citizens of Wash- 
ington county, for an appropriation for the road from Sauk 
Harbor to Dekorra, heretofore presented January 20th, 1846. 
Also, the proceedings of a meeting at Green Bay, and the 
petition of citizens of Brown cuunty, Wisconsin, tor an ap- 
propriation to open a road tu Copper Harbor, and other roads 
in said Territory, heretofore presented January 28th, 1846. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of J. N. Fitch and 
others,, citizens of Ashtabula county, Ohio, praying for 
peace with Mexico, and for withdrawing our troops from 
thatcountry. Also, the petition of John B. Lane and others, 
citizens of Trumbull, Portage, and Summit couuties, for a 
tri-weekly mail-ruute from Warren, in Trumbull county, to 
Hudson, in Summit county. 

By Mr. SHERRILL: The petition of Benjamin P. Smith, 
praying the passage of a law granting a pension to the peti- 
tioner. ' 

By Mr. S. D. HUBBARD: The petition of George Read 
and others, of Deep River, Connecticut, for an alteration of 
postage and abolition of the franking privilege. 

By Mr. ROSE: The memorial of citizens of the county of 
Ontario, State of New York, on the disease of the potato. 

By Mr. MEADE: The petition of J. T. Roper, Collector 
ue Custums at Petersburg, Virginia, for an increase of 
salary. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of John H. Bry- 
ant, Austin Bryant, Owen Lovejoy, and other citizens of 
Bureau county, Ilinois, praying the withdrawal of our 
troops from Mexico, and the entire abandonment of the war 
against that country. 

By Mr. STUART, of Michigan: The petition of George 
W. Peck and others, citizens of Michigan, that a mail route 
be established from Michigan, in the county of Ingham, to 
Allegan, in the county of Allegan, through Oneida, Chester, 
and Vermontville, in Eaton county, and Hastings, in the 
evunty of Barry. 

_ By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of Stephen Bow- 


_ erman, of Michigan, praying the House to adopt a legisla- 


tive telegraph of his invention, for taking the yeas and nays. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Wyatt Richards, ask- 
ing to change the location of his bounty land, received for 
services during the late war with Great Britain, its location 
falling upon swamp and wortbless lands in the Arkansas 
district. Also, the petition of George Maguire, of St. Louis, 
Missouri, asking compensation for his services as Acting 
Superintendent of Indian Affairs at St. Louis, fur the time 
between the death of General Clark and the appointment of 
hig successor. 

By Mr. HUNT: The petition of F. F. Backus and other 
physicians of Rochester, New York, asking Congress to pass 
@ law to prevent the importation of spurious and adult«rated 
medicines. Also, the petition of A. Kelsey and other citi- 
zens of Western New ork, asking a drawback of duty on 
Canadian wheat manufactured (for export) in the United 
States. Also, the petition of citizens of Kendall, New York, 


‘praying to be relieved from the present tax on newspapers, 


und for the abolition of the franking privilege. 


Ry Mr. EDWARDS: Petitions trom General 8. F. Mc- | 


Cracken and 69 citizens of Fairfield county, Ohio; from 
Evan Campbéll and 83 citizens of Brown county, Ohio; 
fron John Sparks and 63 citizens of Adams county, Ohio, 
residents on the road of the Zanesville and Maysville Com- 
pany, praying a donation of certain public lands for the com- 
pletion of said road. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The memorial of the Provident 
Association of Clerks, for certain ainendments to their char- 
ter of association. 

By Mr. GREEN: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Northeast Missouri, praying the establishment of-a imail 
route froin Alexandria, Missouri, to Fort Des Moines, in the 
State of lowa. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The petition of Horatio Dyer, legal 
representative of Charles Smith, acaptain in the Maryland 
line, for revolutionary services. : 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of certain mas- 
ters of vessels and sailors, for a light-house at Port Wash- 
ington, Wisconsin. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The memorial of Elizabeth Balch and 

320 others, inhabitants of Newbury and Newburyport, Mas- 
sachuselts, earnestly praying Congress and the Executive to 
take, as soon as possible, the necessary steps, by the use of 
all just and honorafle means, for securing an immediate and 
permanent peace with Mexico. 
_ By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of Eli Odell and other 
citizens of ‘Trumbull, Portage, and Summit counties, fur a 
tri-weekly nail route from Warren, ‘Trumbull county, to 
Hudson, in Summit county. 

By Mr. ROOT: Tie petition of 300 citizens of Cleveland, 
Ohio, praying that the war with Mexico may be terminated. 
Also, the petition uf 200 citizens of Litchfield, Ohio, pray- 
ing that the slave-trade in the District of Columbia may be 
prohibited. Also, the petition of 40 citizens of Elegrin, Ohio, 
praying that the war with Mexico may be terminated. 

By Mr. TURNER: The memorial and petition of George 
Bdinonds, agent of the Des Moines Rapids Improvement 
Company, praying the passage of an act to authorize said 
coinpany to improve the Des Moines Rapids, on the Mis- 
sissippi river. ‘ 

By Mr. ROSE: The petition of Sarah Mandeville, pray- 
ing to be placed on the pension roll. 

By Mr. NES: The petition of Jesse Juhn, Daniel Sheffer, 
William W. Haimersly, and J. A. Gardner, signed by one 
hundred and fifty-three citizens of the county of Adams, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, respecttully praying that the pro- 
visions in the act of Congress of March 3, 1847, requiring 
postage to be paid on all newspapers circulating in the mail 
within thirty miles of the office ot publication, and also that 
part of the same act requiring the prepayment of three cents 
postage on each transient newspaper sent in the mail, be 
repeaied, and that such other modifications of said act be 
made as shall more etiectually provide tor a uniforin system 
of cheap postage on letters, &c. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The memorial of sundry citizens of 
Preble county, Ohio, praying for a reduction of postage on 
sinall-sized newspapers. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A petition of P. Carlin and 82 
others, citizens of Hancock county, Ohio, praying Congress 
to reduce and equalize the postage on newspapers. 

By Mr. MANN: ‘I'he petition of the heirs of Nehemiah 
Stokely, who was a captain in the revolutionary war, for 
commutation pay. Also, the petition of the heirs of Robert 
Laughlin, late of Westmoreland county, Pennsylvania, 
deceased, praying compensation for property destroyed 
during the revoiutionary war. 

By Mr. McILVAINE: The memorial of George W. Phil- 
lips and others, praying for a post-route from Pennington- 
ville, Chester county, Pennsylvania, to the Buck ‘Tavern, in 
Lancaster county. 

By Mr. KENNON: The petition of Joun Pettis and 72 
other citizens of Harrison county, Ohio, praying for a pro- 
portionate reduction of postage on all newspapers not con- 
taining more than 500 square inches in size. 

By Mr. POLLOCK : The petition of legal representatives 
of James Green, a soldier of the revolutionary war, tor a 
pension. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of John Copeland and 64 
others, citizens of Adams county, in the State of Ohio, pray- 
ing for a reduction of postage upon newspapers of sinall 
dimensions. 

By Mr. GRINNELL: The petition of John Richardson 
and others, of Boston, asking the repeal of the law extend- 
ing the patent granted to William Woodworth, for his in- 
vention of a machine for planing, &c. Also, the petition of 
William Harding, master of the schooner Albatross, for the 
remission of a penalty under the revenue laws. 

Ky Mr. PILLSBURY: The memorial of C. H. Pix, for 
payment of rent of buildings occupied by judge of the admi- 
ralty court, &c., at Galveston, Texas. 


IN SENATE, 
WeEpNEspay, January 19, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the War Department, cov- 
ering a report from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, respecting losses sustained by the Seneca 
Indians through a late sub-agent, made in compli- 
ance with the fourth section of the act of 27th 
June, 1846. 

Also, from the Treasury Department, in relation 
to an accidental clerical omission in the report on 
the statement of the finances; which was ardered 
to be printed, and appended. 

Also, from the War Department, showing the 
number of persons employed in the Indian Bureau. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MANGUM presented a petition from Ann 
Kelly, widow of Daniel Kelly, gunner in the navy, 
praying a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


ity, und his bravery, left the army with the brevet 
| 


-Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from the 
Philadelphia College of Pharmacy, praying the 
adoption of measures to prevent the importation of 

| spurious drugs, medicines, and chemicals, into the 
ports of the United States; which was referred to 

: the Committee on Finance. 

| . Mr. BAGBY presented additional testimony in 

| the case of Hugh Wallace Wormley; which was 

| referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented a pe- 
| tition from William Darby, praying remuneration 

for losses sustained in preparing the map of Lou- 
| isiana, commonly called Mellish’s Map; which was 
| referred to a select committee of five members. 

On motion of Mr. J., the Vice President was 
authorized to appoint the committee; and the Vice 
President accordingly appointed Messrs. CORWIN, 
| Jonnson of Louisiana, Rusk, Foore, and Cass, 
to constitute said committee. 
| 
| 


On motion of Mr. NILES, the papers in the 
case of Major Larabee were taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NILES said: Mr. President, there is on the 
files of the Senate the petition and accompanying 
papers of Major Charles Larabee, praying for an 
increase of his pension, or for arrears of pension, 
which he thinks he is justly entitled to. I pre- 
sented this petition last session, and then took 
occasion to make a few remarks on the case, to 
ask the attention of the Committee on Pensions to 
it. From want of time, I presume, there was no 
action upon it. In justice to Major Larabee, who 
ls one of my constituents, I cannot now forbear to 
say afew words respecting the merits of this claim, 
and the peculiar hardship of the case of the peti- 
tioner. Major Larabee entered the army several 
years before the last war with Great Britain, I be- 
lieve, in the humble rank of a private, or perhaps 
of a sergeant, and by his good conduct, his fidel- 


rank of a major conferred upon him for his gallant 
and honorable conduct. Before the war began, 
he was engaged in the battle of Tippecanoe, and 
he was in that fierce and bloody-fight at Browns- 
town, the very first battle of that war, and in that 
action lost his right arm, which was so shattered 
that it had to be amputated at the shoulder. But 
though thus wounded and maimed, he continued 
in the service, and was actively employed during 
the whole war, and was in other actions, of which 
the battle of Plattsburg was one. 

Soon after the war he left the army, and in 1830 
received his pension, commencing in 1827. Being 
but alieutenant when wounded, he received a pen- 
sion as such only, although he sustained the hon- 
orable rank of a major when he left the service. 
His pension is only twenty-five dollars per month, 
a small sum for an officer of the rank of a major, 
and wishing to sustain in society the character 
belonging to that rank. If his pension was to go 
back, as is done in the case of officers of the navy, 
there would be a considerable sum due him for 
arrears of pension. There were several years 
which intervened between the time he left the 
army when his pay as an officer ceased, and that 
of the commencement of his pension. For this 
period, at least, it appears to me, he is justly en- 
titled to receive his pension; but this would be in- 
adequate relief. It appears to me that this is a 
proper time to revise our invalid pension laws, as 
there are now many who will be claiming relief 
underthem. There are, I apprehend, defects in our 
laws;*they will probably require amendment to do 
justice to the numerous meritorious officers and 
soldiers who have been wounded in the present 
war. It is my opinion, without having particu- 
larly examined this subject, that the present laws 
do not make a sufficient distinction between those 
whose disability is such as to wholly deprive 
them of the capacity to support themselves, and 
those whose disability is partial, and not essen- 
tial disability for civil employment. In the former 
case, the sacrifice of the wounded officer or soldier 
is great; it is, in a pecuniary point of view, alone, 
equal to the value of a man’s services for life. It 
is in reality much more than this, as it is no small 
thing to be wounded and lose a limb for life. 

I would not encourage a spirit for war, or a de- 
sire for military fame and distinction among the 
young men of the country; but those who possess 
this spirit and wha hazard their lives, their limbs, 
and their health in the service of their country, I 
would deal justly and liberally with. Without 
saying more, I commend thia case to the examina- 
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tion and careful consideration of the committee, 
and trust that they will be able to afford some re- 
lief to the petitioner, either by a general law or a 
special act confined to this particular case, which 
is certainly one of great hardship. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of Mormon 
Douglass, late United States Attorney in East 
Florida; which was read a first time. 
Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill changing the time of hold- 
ing the terms of the Circuit Court of the United 
States for the district of Maine; which was read a 
first time. 
Mr. ASHLEY also, from the same committee, 
reported a joint resolution in relation to the rendi- 
tion of judgments against the United States in cer- 
tain cases; which was read a first time. 
Mr. ASHLEY also, from the same committee, 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the petition of Leslie Combs, and that it 
be referred to the Committee of Claims. 
Mr. SEVIER. I can see no reason why there 
should be a change of reference in this case. 
Mr. BERRIEN. This is a claim arising from 
the result of negotiation between the United States 
` and Mexico, when Texas was yet an independent 
Republic. It is not a claim presented as growing 
up subsequently to the time of her admission into 
the Union. It is a question, therefore, depending 
on the principles of international law. After the 
union of Texas with this Republic, such claims 
would properly belong to the Committee of Claims; 
but the claim having arisen prior to the union, I 
submit that the subject properly belongs to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. MANGUM. I hope the committee will 
not be discharged; if they should be, the subject 
ought not to go to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations; for it is undoubtedly, as it seems to me, 
entirely a distinct claim. It is one which neces- 
sarily requires the application of accurate and pre- 
cise legal knowledge. And as these are ver 
interesting questions, and as it is probable that they 
will occupy much of the attention of Congress in 
future, I hope we shall have the benefit of all the 
learning of the distinguished Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
Mr. BERRIEN. I shall be perfectly willing to 
acquiesce in the suggestions of the Senator from 
North Carolina, if he can indicate to me any one 
rinciple of municipal law which will be brought 
into discussion in the consideration of this claim. 
The question is, what is the responsibility which 
the United States incurs in consequence of her 
associating with herself, and incorporating into the 
Union, a foreign State? If that is not a subject for 
the consideration of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, I know not what is. 
Mr. WESTCOTT. I disagree entirely with the 
honorable Senator. I conceive that by far the most 
difficult and delicate question involved in this claim 
is a question of municipal law. 
The question was put on discharging the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and it was determined in 
the negative. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, made an adverse report on the 
slay of John Searing; which was ordered to be 
rinted. 
į Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the memorial of Gad 
Humphreys, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims; 
Mr. MANGUM submitted the following reso- 


lution, which lies over: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether the general orders 
No. 376, issued by General Scott at Headquarters, Mexico, 
bearing date 16th December last, were issued upon instruc- 
tions from the Secretary of War; and if so, to lay such 
instructions before the Senate; and also, any opinion of 
General Scott in regard to the necessary military means to 
carry said instructions into effect which may be on file. 


Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which lies over: 
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Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire into and report to the Senate the manner in which 
the printing of the Senate has been executed; whether it 
has been done in conformity with the terms of the contract, 
either as to the quality and size of the paper furnished, or 
the manner in which the printing has been done; also, that 
they inquire and report whether the documents printed and 
distributed by the printers to Congress are correctly printed 
from the originals sent to their office. 


On motion of Mr. DOWNS, 


Ordered, That the memorial of John Hagan, ©. Lackett, 
and Sherman Johnson, owners of the slaves compelled by 
mutiny on board the Creole to enter the port of Nassau, and 
liberated by the authorities of that place, be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion of Mr. BRADBURY, the vote con- 
firming the adverse report in the case of Amos 
Holden was reconsidered, and the papers, with ad- 
ditional evidence, referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. RUSK, in pursuance of notice, introduced 
a bil] to establish an additional district court of the 
United States in the State of Texas. 

On motion, Mr. Bravsury was excused from 
serving on the Committee on Printing; Mr. Cam- 
ERON from the Committee on Commerce; Mr. Yv- 
LEE from the Committee on Private Land Claims; 
and Mr. Dickinson from the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER stated that he was 
somewhat embarrassed as to the intention of the 
Senate in regard to these appointments; whether 
the chairmen were to be designated by him, or 
merely appointed to complete the number. 

Mr. MANGUM. I understand that the prac- 
tice of the Senate has been that the Chair simply 
appoint a member of the committee. I believe 
that, under parliamentary rules, every committee 
has a right to make its own chairman; but it has 
been the invariable practice here to accede to the 
rule, when the appointment is given to the Chair, 
that the first named on the committee shall be 
chairman. Still I think it is within the compe- 
tency of the committee to displace that chairman 
at any time and appoint another. But when a va- 
cancy occurs, the usage, I think, has been simply 
to appoint a committee man. l 

Mr. SEVIER. In regard to the practice of the 
Senate, I happen to recollect one instance which 
occurred in relation to a committce of which I was 
a member—I mean the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. Judge White had been our chairman for 
many years. I happened to be the second on that 
committee. When Judge White resigned his seat 
in the Senate, the then Presiding Officer of the 
Senate appointed Mr. Tipton to be chairman. 

Mr. CALHOUN. [think the practice has been 
different. I know there have been cases where the 
chairmen have been appointed by the Presiding 
Officer; but I think the principle is, that the Chair 
appoints the committee men, and it belongs to the 
committee, where it is not otherwise provided for, 
to say who shall be chairman. | 

Mr. YULEE said that he had occasion recently 
to make some little examination of the subject. A 
vacancy occurred in the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and a motion was made, in the terms usual 
on such occasions, and a member was appointed 
in the usual manner, and the committee, on ex- 
amination of the question, found that the precedents 
were unbroken, that when appointments were made 
to fill vacancies by the Presiding Officer, under the 
authority of the Senate, the member appointed 
takes his place at the foot of the committee. The 
committee always appointed their chairman unless 
the Senate thought proper to designate the chair- 
man. This was the case with the Committee on 
Foreign Relations; but the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, referring to the precedent of the Committee 
on Finance, and an unbroken series of precedents, 
considered that to be the rule existing. The case 
referred to by the Senator from Arkansas did not 
fall under the observation of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SEVIEFPr read from the Senate Journal the 
case to which he had referred, to show that it was 
competent for the Vice President to appoint any 
Senator he pleased. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER then put the 
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question, ‘“ Shall the appointments be limited to 
lling up the number ?”’ and 
It was decided in the affirmative. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 


The Senate having resumed the consideration of 
the bill to raise, for a limited time, an additional 


military force— 
Mr. FOOTE said: The Senator from North Car- 


olina [Mr. Bapcer] concluded his speech of yes- 
terday with the mention of what he was pleased 
to entitle ‘the flickering light of military glory.”’ 
What does this mean? Does he so much condemn 
the war, that he is of opinion, with some other 
distinguished gentlemen of his party, that no per- 
manent honor can be acquired in a war so unjust 
and unconstitutional? I knew before that the ven- 
erable Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. WEeBsTER] 
had expressed, some months ago, his opinion, in 
very plain language too, that no real glory could 
be achieved in such a war. His words on this 

oint are worth quotation; for they seem to me to 
indicate a settled design, not to say a deliberate 
conspiracy, in certain quarters, to prevent our mil- 
itary chieftains of this Mexican war from deriving 
any eminent civic advancement from their immor- 
tal exploits. ‘‘ Sir,’ said the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, on the occasion referred to, “‘I need 
‘not say that I have as much respect for distin- 
‘guished military achievement as any man. I 
‘would not see any laurels that belonged to it 
‘ withered. I honor those who are called on, by 
‘ professional duty, to bear arms in their country’s 
‘ cause, and who do their duty well. I would ob- 
‘t scure none of their fame. say 
‘and to them, that it is the solemn adjudication of 
‘ nations, and it is the sentiment of the Christian 
‘ world, that war waged for vicious purposes, or 
‘ from vicious motives, tarnishes the lustre of arms, 
‘and darkens, if it does not blot, what other- 
‘wise might be a glorious page in the history of 
‘the nation that makes it.” Well, sir, the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina, and others cédéperating 
with him in this discussion, claim to have proved 
that this war was entered upon by the President, 
not in defence, nor to avenge national injuries and 
insults, but in order to secure a plausible pretext for 
forcibly seizing upon, and permanently retaining, 
the Californias and New Mexico. He denounces 
the act as a great crime, and quotes poetry depictive 
of his contempt and indignation against such vile 
conduct; so that between the two distinguished 
gentlemen, the case is easily made out. Neither 


‘General Taylor nor General Scott could have 


pained any laurels worthy to adorn the brow ofa 
patriot, since the war is judged to be both waged 
for “ vicious purposes” and from ‘‘ vicious mo- 
tives,” and thus is * the lustre of arms” seriously 


But I will say here, 


‘Starnished.’? This, too, is not mentioned to be . 


the opinion of a single individual, however distin- 
guished, nor even of many; but ‘‘ the adjudication 
of nations,” and ‘* the sentiment of the Christian 
world.’’ ` No wonder that the Senator from North 
Carolina talks about the flickering light of military 
glory. This word flickering is quite expressive. 
It is usually applied to the blaze of a candle or 
lamp just in the act of becoming extinct. And, 
sir, is it possible that all the glory which certain 
entlemen lately saw in the achievements of our 
brave officers and men who have fought in Mexi- 
co, is about becoming eclipsed? Shall we say of 
the lustre of Buena Vista, ‘* Sic transit gloria mun- 
di??? Has the old dread of military chieftains 
suddenly come upon distinguished gentlemen? Is 
Cicero’s famous maxim—‘‘Arma cedunt toge” — 
about to be realized? Has some magnetic process 
been going on, in order to win distinguished gen- 
tlemen back to their old faith, and prevent them 
from running after new idols? I have understood 
that the celebrated lecturer on electro-magnetism 
is in the city, and, if applied to, might perchance 
suggest the means of succeeding in this magnet- 
izing scheme. Well, [am really afraid that if the 
blaze of military glory is flickering, it may be 
expected to go out shortly. : 
Mr. BADGER. If the Senator will allow me 
to interrupt him, I will say that the expression 
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-every movement in the direction of the Rio Grande 
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which I used whs used inadvertently. The term 
I intended to use was very different. I meant the 
dazzling light of military glory. I was not aware, 
until the Senator informed me, that I had used the 
word flickering. 

Mr. FOOTE. Well, sir, dazzling is the word, 
then. Iam not sure that this helps the case much. 
If the glory of arms is dazzling, why then we infer 
that there 1s nothing substantial in it, but it is alto- 
gether delusive. Sir, it is not my business to 
advocate the claims of military men to high civil 
stations on account of their military distinction 
alone. Nor shall I seriously interfere in this mat- 
ter at all; but whether General Taylor’s glory, as 
one of the officers in this war, be or be not either 
flickering or dazzling—fading into extinction, or 
merely delusory—I feel bound to say a few. words 
in vindication of this commander, against the pecu- 
liar advocacy which the Senator from North Caro- 
lina has thought proper, on the present occasion, 
to originate in his behalf. He asserts that the 
movement of General Taylor to the Rio Grande 
brought on the war; and he further says that Gen- 
eral Taylor is not at all responsible for the move- 
ment. 
Why, it is’one of his chief glories in the war that 
he is responsible. The movement was necessary; 
he perceived the necessity of approaching the Rio 
Grande—did advance to it—and lo! the collision 
of arms. The whole correspondence of General 
Taylor with the Government is of the same im- 
port, and is all alike calculated to fix upon him the 


Po 


Indeed! General Taylor not responsible? 


chief responsibility of the movement, and secure 
to him the glory of having acted with singular 
acuteness, energy, and good sense, at this delicate 
crisis. 

[Here Mr. F. read from various documents, in 
maintenance of what he had asserted, and then 
proceeded as follows:] N 

Sir, no man can examine this correspondence 
between General Taylor and the Secretary of War, 
without being perfectly satisfied of these facts: Ist. 
The Administration entirely confided in his judg- 
ment and energy, and designed from the first to 
endow him with an ample discretion as to his 
movements on the southwestern frontier. 2d. That 


was taken, either upon his own judgment, in the 
absence of special instructions from Washington, 
or in obedience to instructions founded upon his 
own previous advice; and 3d. That there was not 
one of these movements, from first to last—from 
the location of his troops on the west bank of the 
Nueges, up to the earliest battle with the enemy— 
which he did not execute with great alacrity, and, 
as there is good reason to believe, with a ful] con- 
viction that what he was doing was necessary to 
the honor of his country, and to his own personal 
fame. And now, when the glorious battles of Palo 
Alto, Resaca de la Palma, Monterey, and Buena 
Vista have been fought; when General Taylor’s 
fame and popularity are pee beyond question, 
by his conduct upon those immortal fields of 
bloody and perilous strife, I must regard it ds one 
of the most illiberal, unfair, and, but for the respect 
which I bear certain gentlemen here, I would say 
unmanly and contemptible efforts I have ever heard 
of in my life to shuffle him, by sly device and quib- 
bling sophistry, out of all the responsibility of 
those acts, without which he would never have been, 
as he is; his country’s pride and the world’s admi- 
ration. Sir, so decided are my opinions on this 
subject, that, as much as I admire General Taylor, 
(and 1 do so as highly as any one in the Republic, 
out of the pale of those who are struggling to make 
litical capital out of his popularity,) so help me 
eaven, if I thought, as I am far from doing, that 
he would give his sanction, for an instant of time, 
to such miserable special pleading as we have heard 


-here from his professed friends, I should feel com- 


pelled to give up entirely my present profound 
respect for his character as a man of justice and 
magnanimity. I will not believe, sir, that were 
General Taylor now in our midst, he would fail to 
set gentlemen right on this subject; and I confi- 
dently believe that he would tell them that he would 
scorn all popwarity or character which was to be 
obtained by a resort to technical subterfuges, that 
would not be very respectable even in a justice’s 
court, m a case where the whole matter in contro- 
versy only amounted to some fifteen shillings or 
less. I am almost tempted to exclaim, in the lan- 
guage of Falstaff— ; 
& Call you this backing your friends ??? 
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Sir, it seems to me, that in the progress of the 
debate which has been going on for some days 
past in this body, not a small number ofthe topics 
which have been introduced, and more or less 
strenuously urged upon our attention, have either 
no legitimate connection with the grave and mo- 
mentous question before us, or have been hereto- 
fore so repeatedly discussed in legislative halls, and 
in popular assemblies, that but little either of profit 
or entertainment could be reasonably anticipated 
from a renewed examination of them at the present 
time. I may be in error, sir ; but if I do not egre- 
giously mistake the indications of public sentiment 
which are reaching us every hour, there has never 
been more unanimity exhibited in this country 
than is now displaying itselfin regard to the origin, 
progress, and future prosecution of the pending 
war with Mexico. Sir, the patriotic citizens of 
this Republic, almost every where, heartily approve 
the whole course of the Administration thus far in 
the management of this war, and are resolved that 
it shall not languish for want of the necessary sup- 
plies, both of men and money, to ensure its vigor- 
ous prosecution. Thank Heaven, we have not 
yet reached—and God forbid we should ever 
reach—that sad period in our history as a free peo- 
ple, when a fattious combination anywhere will 
be able to plunge the natal land of Washington and 
Jackson, of Jefferson and Franklin, into that deep 
and irretrievable disgrace which I fear that a few 
degenerate sops of heroic sires in different parts of 
the Republic have been, for some months past, la- 
boring most assiduously to provide for us. Not 
yet—nor ever, I trust—are we to realize those 
scenes so memorable in Athenian annals, when 
Demosthenes, whose fervent and fearless eloquence 
shook even the Macedonian despot upon his throne, 
felt constrained, by a high sense of patriotic duty, 
to launch the arrows of his blasting invective 
against certain factious orators of his day; who, 
swayed by party feeling or the mad ambition to 
rule, or some motive still more inglorious, sought 
to get upa party in Athens opposed to timely 
measures of defence against the dangerous en- 
croachments of Philip. Far from us, and from 
our posterity, be that moment of disgrace and des- 
peration, when an American Senator shall find it 
necessary to the freedom and honor of his country 
to denounce any portion of his countrymen in such 
language as burst in lightning and in thunder from 
the lips of the noblest champion of Grecian liberty, 
when he exclaimed— . 

& But not only is our full conviction of these facts neces- 
sary to our safety—not only is it necéssary that we should 
resolve to take vengeance on Philip by all the operations of 
war,—but it is equally necessary that we should prosecute, 
with the most determined hatred, those who make harangues 
in his favor. Let us be strongly convinced how impossible 
it is to vanquish the foreign enemies of the republic, until 
we punish her domestic foes—these ministers of Philip. 
But I appeal to Jupiter, and all our other gods, you have 
neither power for such an attempt, nor inclination. For to 
such excess are you arrived, either of infatuation or phrensy, 
(I am unable to express myself,) that I am frequently 
alarmed lest some demon precipitately hurry the republic 
to destruction; when, either for the sake of some personal 
invective or invidious remark, some malignant ridicule or 
trivial pleasantry, you command those mercenaries of Philip 
to speak in your assemblies, and laugh when they are scur- 
rilously abusive. Nor is this the severest mischief, however 
severe; for you have, at least in part, given up the republic 
to their administration, and rendered it less dangerous for 
them to offer you the most pernicious measures, than for 


others to propose that counsel which concerns your inter- 
ests and honor alone.” 


No one, Mr. President, who listened to the able 
argument of the Senator from Maryland, a few 
days since, could have avoided being forciby struck 
with the peculiar cogency of that part of it which 
was devoted to establishing the important position, 
that the pending war with Mexico is both just and 
honorable. Perhaps I should have been still more 
impressed with ghe views of the Senator from Ma- 
ryland, had I not been led, from his high reputa- 
tion as a jurist and a statesman, to anticipate such 
an effort as would comport with the peculiar dig- 
nity of his own chivalrous State, and be not un- 
worthy of the successor in this body of the first 
of American orators—the illustrious Pinkney. I 
fear, though, that the logical artillery of the honor- 
able Senator was hardly felt to play with any de- 
cided effect upon the convictions of those most 
proximate to him in this Chamber; among whom, 
if he should, perchance, have effected a conversion 
or two, I shall regard it as matter of special gratu- 
lation. But, whatever fortune the Senator may 
have had in this respect, such an argument as he 
has presented here will certainly not fail to receive 
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a just appreciation at the hands of his countrymen; 
and the day can never by possibility arrive when 
he will regret the expression of views at once so 
wise and so noble. Long will the “star-spangled 
banner” of our fathers wave in triumph ‘ over 
the land of the free and the home of the’ brave,” 
whilst sentiments of lofty patriotism in our national 
councils shall attend upon the valorous achieve- 
ments of our heroic armies upon the fields of a 
just and defensive war. 

The speech of the Senator from Maryland, so 
far as it was in vindication of the justice and honor 
of the war, could scarcely have failed of its intend- 
ed effect in any quarter, as it would seem to me, 
except where compelled to encounter that great 
enemy to truth, against which the venerable Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, the other day, so solemn- 
ly warned us, and which he was pleased to deno- 
minate “ pride of opinion.’? When this pride of 
opinion was thus, with something of dramatic em- 
phasis, exercised by the distinguished Senator from 
the noble Palmetto State, I confess that I scarcely 
knew precisely what quality of the mental man 
might be probably alluded to. But I have since 
ascertained, from some who profess to be particu- 
larly wise in such matters, that this same pride of 
opinion is a morbid condition of the human intel- 
lect, brought on, most commonly at least, in un- 
derstandings of a certain elevation and expansive 
force, by multiplied successes achieved over vigor- 
ous opponents in the arena of logical digladia- 
tion—that it is a status of moral being very much 
disrelished by those who are over-eager to make 
proselytes either in religion or politics, and of 
which those are apt to complain most dolorously 
when they suspect its existence in others, who, in 
the impartial judgment of mankind in general, are 
most subject to the access of the malady them- 
selves. Now, as pride of opinion is commonly 
understood to ke precisely ‘‘ antagonistical’’ to 
what is known among practical politicians under 
the dread name of inconsistency, (which latter 
quality is quite celebrated as a grievous impedi- 
ment to high civic advancement,) I am not entire- 
ly able ta perceive why it might not be permitted 
to escape severe criticism on this side of the At- 
lantic, where most of our leading statesmen, un- 
mindful of illustrious examples elsewhere, of the 
formal and public disavowal of opinions once as- 
certained to be clearly erroneous, are every now 
and then heard to insist, with an earnestness which 
is the customary attendant of perfect sincerity of 
heart, that though it may be quite possible for the 
wondrous magnet to lose more or less of its charac- 
teristic polarity, and for Phebus himself, some 
of these cold and cloudy days, in a moment of 
sudden caprice, perchance, to permit the regular 
succession of the seasons to become fatally djs- 
turbed, yet that the operative powers of their 
minds are not at all subject to the great law of 
change which is impressed upon the whole uni- 
verse besides, and that they have the happiness 
still, in the noon or evening of life, as the case 


_may be, to entertain the self-same opinions upon 


all the public questions which have divided par- 
ties in this their day and generation, which they 
adopted upon their first entrance into the tangled 
and thorny pathways of modern statesmanship. 
Mr. President, the learned and able Senator fram 
Maryland has made it wholly unnecessary that the 
Administraticn now in power should be hereafter 
defended against a number of charges growing out 
of this Mexican war. Did I not know that the 
course of that Senator had not been at all actuated 
by a desire to conciliate the political party with 
which it is my honor to hold connection, I should 
thank him, in the name of those associated with 
me, for the seasonable and effectual relief which 
he has thus afforded us, and which his conscience 
and patriotism have forced him to afford us, from 
the insidious and persevering hostility of an un- 
scrupulous press, sustained and encouraged as it 


is by a furious band of unblushing demagogues,. 


who occupy themselves night and day in traducing 
the Government of their own country, and in be- 
wailing the wrongs and sufferings of those whom 
they denominate ‘our republican brethren in 
Mexico.” Had a friend of the ruling Adminis- 
tration, however elevated in point of character and 
energetic in the field of debate, given utterance to 
many of the striking and important truths so start- 
lingly announced by the Senator from Maryland, 
there is reason to believe that the work of convic- 
tion would have scarcely consummated in the 
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minds of many deluded citizens, who will now see 
that to doubt the justice and honor of this war, and 
all the minor points involved in this sweeping 

roposition, is to stultify their own understand- 
ings, and to close their hearts to all the ennobling 
sentiments which swell and animate the bosom of 
the patriot. Who will ever be unblushing enough 
hereafter to deny the honor and justice of this war? 
Who will hereafter deny that the Rio Grande was 
the boundary line of Texas before annexation, and 
of our country since? Who will dare to call in 
question the authority or policy of marching our 
army to the left bank of this now famous river? 
Who will doubt the previous determination of the 
Mexican Government, as promulged in grave pub- 


fic documents, to carry on a cruel and devastating |: 


war upon all our peaceful citizens who might, 
at the period of intended invasion, be found west 
of the Sabine? Who will not now perceive that 
a large military force had been already concen- 
trated in the neighborhood of Matamoros, which 
was already to light up the flames of war along 
our whole frontier, befare the movement of 
our heroic army from the west bank of the 
Nueces? Thus might I have indulged in the lan- 

uage of interrogation a few days ago. Alas! we 
can do so nolonger. Several gentlemen, standing 
high with their party, and of deservedly respecta- 
ble rank in a learned profession, have lately at- 
tempted to put the country afloat again upon the 
ocean of disputation. But I trust they will forgive 
me for saying, what I think all, save themselves, 
must have most sensibly felt, that I could not per- 
ceive anything which fell from either of them at 
all calculated to weaken the force of the argument 
of the Senator from Maryland, as to any of the 
points discussed by him. These, I proclaim,’ so 
far a3 partisan opposition is concerned, are settled 
points; in the language of the law-books, res adju- 
dicata. ‘The arena of controversy, as to all these 
questions heretofore so fiercely disputed, should 
be regarded as being now forever closed; and, 
according to the Senator from Maryland, the Pres- 
ident is only to blame for not having caused a larger 
force to march under command of General Taylor 
than that distinguished officer saw assembled 
around him upon the battle-fields of Palo Alto and 
Resaca de la Palma. So that the President was 
not censurable for ordering the march to the Rio 
Grande, but for not discovering the intention of the 
enemy still earlier than he did, and for failing to 
assemble a sufficient body of men under the stand- 
ard of our country, to have at once demoralized 
the foe, and have caused him to abandon his hos- 
tile design forever. I am persuaded, that if the 
Senator had looked into this matter somewhat more 
carefully, he would have ascertained that there was 
as little ground for condemning the Executive on 
this score, as for ordering the march to the Rio 
Grande; as it is at least certain, beyond contradic- 
tion, that General Taylor had fuli authority to pro- 
cure the increase of his army to any extent which 
he might judge necessary; and that though he had 
but a small force, in point of numbers, to contend 
with the large army at the moment known to be 
concentrating upon the Rio Grande, yet his army 
was just as large as he desired it to be, or supposed 
to be at all necessary, and that he had been season- 
ably given the power to increase his force accerding 
to his discretion. How the admission of the Senator 
from Maryland, as to the justice and honor of the 
war, can be made to harmonize witha position after- 
wards taken, that though Mexico was entirely to 
blame, yet that the President is to blame also; and 
that it was the duty of the President, though com- 
mander-in-chief of our army, and bound, by his 
oath of office as such, first to consult Congress before 
he sent a single order to our commander at Corpus 
Christi, directing him, in accordance with his own 
views of the propriety, as antecedently expressed 
to the Government, to place the troops under his 
command in an attitude which might enable them 
to defend the soil of our country from threatened 
invasion—lI shall leave to the Senator himself and 
the country to determine. I shall not debate this 
point; a discussion of it, as it strikes me, would be 
wholly profitless; and I was too highly gratified 
with nearly all that fell from that distinguished 
gentleman, to seek controversy with him upon 
subordinate questions. I would rather believe that 
any apparent inconsistency in the views of. the 
Senator from Maryland arose from haste and inad- 
vertence—from a natural unwillingness to part 
company altogether with those who have been 


heretofore his political associates; or from a dis- 


{ position, sometimes evinced by legal gentlemen, to 


show to those around with how much skill and 
adroitness they are able “to confute, change 
hands, and still confute.” Instead of censuring 
the Senator from Maryland for what may have 
appeared to savor somewhat of illiberality and un- 
fairness, I would prefer saying, that whilst the 
distinguished Senator was speaking, I observed the 
tempestuous excitement which he was awakening 
around him; and discerning in countenances wont 
to be serene, the signs of rising wrath, I could not 
help recurring to that scene of elemental conflict, 
so vividly portrayed by a poet of our times, when 
he exclaims : 

‘¢The sky is changed! and such a change! oh night! © 
And storm, and darkness, ye are wondrous strong, yet love- 

ly in your strength, : 
As is the light of a dark eye in woman! Far along, 
From peak to peak the rattling crags among, 
Leaps the live thunder! Not from one lone cloud, 
But every mouutain now hath found a tongue ; 
And Jura answers from his mistv shroud 
Back to the joyous Alps, who call to him aloud.” 

And pursuing the description a little further, I 
would beg leave to say of the Senator from Mary- 
land: 

«c Now where the quick Rhone thus hath cleft his way, 

The mightiest ofthe storms has ta’en his stand: 

For here not one, but many make their play, 

And fling their thunderbolt from hand to hand, 

Flashing and cast around: of all the hand, 

The brightest through these parted hills hath forked 

His lightnings—as if he did understand, 

That in such gaps as desolation worked, 

There the hotshafts should blast whatever therein lurked.” 

Sir, the President has been much complained of 
in this discussion for having suggested, in his sec- 
ond annual message, that ‘‘ aid and comfort” had 
been imparted to Mexico in this war by a few per- 
sons m this country, who are exerting a zealous 
opposition to the further prosecution of hostilities. 
I deem this complaint wholly unfounded, and will 
endeavor to demonstrate it to be so. 

Sir, in this age of cultivated reason, which may 
be emphatically called the age of moral influences, 
when the mind of man is every day achieving new 
victories, more brilliant and decisive than the old, 
over the serious impediments of various kinds 
which have heretofore obstructed its progress along 
the pathways of knowledge—when the matured 
thoughts of gifted and powerful minds, upon sub- 
jects both practical and speculative, by means of 
innumerable printed volumes, the newspaper press, 
periodicals, literary and scientific, convenient mail 
arrangements, steamboats, and other vessels of 
great celerity of motion upon the water, railways 
and the electric telegraph upon the land, are com- 
municated almost with the rapidity of lightning 
from the closets of the learned to the toiling mil- 
lions of all civilized countries under the sun—when 
arguments, and statements of facts, and the beau- 
tiful embellishments of poetic fancy, and the daz» 
zling and overwhelming influence of tnflammatory 
eloquence, are constantly finding their way to the 
palaces of the great and the cottages of the humble, 
penetrating towns, and villages, and country places, 
and reaching even the most retired nooks and cor- 
ners of social existence—dreadful, oh! dreadful, is 
the responsibility, both to God and man, of him 
who perverts truth, or propagates falsehood, or 
sophisticates for the delusion of the masses, or 
shows a reckless disregard of the consequences 
likely to be produced in the minds and conduct of 
others, by what he either utters as a public sneaker, 
or throws upon paper for more extensive dissemi- 


nation. 


There are distinguished statesmen in this coun- 
try, whose speeches and letters are read with at- 
tention, and are known to wield an influence not 
inconsiderable among all nations where the art of 
panting has been introduced, and with which we 

ave heretofore established relations of commer- 
cial intercourse. Some of these personages have 
been at one time members of this body; some are, 
perchance, bustling and noisy politicians still, 
who delight in frequenting the thoroughfares of 
social life, and in keeping their political friends in 
remembrance of their own peculiar merits. But 
there is still another class of American great mien, 
whose opinions are interesting to the world: I al- 
lude now to the Nestors or Methuselahs of party; 
a few of whom have retreated long since to the 
calmer walks of private life, but who still, through 
some dim loophole of ‘ philosophic retiracy,” oc- 
cupy themselves alternately in watching the omin- 
ous and exciting fluctuations of the stock-market, 


or in spying out the *‘signs’’ in the political or 
financial sky; and who are heard, ever and anon, 
to whisper to themselves, and a few infatuated and 
interested votaries around them, with something 
perchance of doting dignity and Delphic solemnity 
of manner commingled: ‘§ Felix qui potuit rerum 
cognoscere causas.’ There are others, perhaps . 
wiser still, who have chosen to bury themselves 
in rural solitude—absorbed, it may be, in the com- 
fortable arid more primeval business of tending 
herds, and ‘* mending fences,” raising for market 
far other ‘‘stock’’ than that which is known famil- 
larly on Change; who talk eloquently of bullocks 
or ‘í virgin heifers,” on holyday occasions; .and 
who, every now and then, are seen emerging from 
their dearly-prized places of repose, in order once 
more, if they can, to seize the direction of the un- 
derstandings and sensibilities of their countrymen. 
Some of these personages—unmindful of the ex- 
ample of the distinguished Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, who, when the Oregon question was under 
discussion in this body, for some days, and per- 
haps weeks, refused positively to enter into the 
debate then in progress, and finally declared, in 
most emphatic terms, the obligation which he 
felt to be resting on his conscience, whilst the 
tile of his country to territorial domain was 
undergoing diplomatic discussion, not to breathe 
a single syllable calling that title in question— 
have not hesitated, in this war with Mexico, 
when questions much more important than claims 
to disputed territory were pending between the 
two countries; when millions of money and 
the most precious blood of the nation were all 
placed at hazard upon the issue of arms; when 
national honor and individual fame were both ina 
condition to be dangerously affected by imprudent 
and mischievous speaking and acting, to arrange, 
in the most ostentatious manner, for the fulmina- 
tion of fierce and fervid harangues, denunciatory 
of their own country, and commendatory of the 
enemy; at a moment, and under such circum- 
stances, too, as must have made known to them- 
selves, in advance, the material fact, that almost as 
soon as their speeches should be delivered, they 
would be read in the United States, and thus serve. 
to dispirit their own countrymen, and indispose 
them, more or less, for the hard service of the 
tented field; would circulate in Mexico, and en- 
courage the enemy to renewed hostilities; would 
be republished across the Atlantic, and come back 
with a rebound from foreign shores, to multiply 
the original effect, both here and in Mexico. 
These gentlemen could not well avoid knowing 
all these things, and yet have they been wholly 
unmindful of them. Indeed, a few are reported to 
have grown more furious under the just censures 
with which they have been visited. Will any 
man say now that these persons were not warring 
against their’ own country ?—that they have not, 
morally speaking, joined the enemy? Well do 
we know the opinion and feelings of our own 
noble officers and soldiers on this melancholy 
subject. The speech of the heroic Doniphan at 
St. Louis, last summer, the recent statements of 
Wynkoop and Morgan, which we have all read 
in the newspapers, have administered most dam- 
ning proof against these mischievous and meddle- 
some harangues, and will eventually consign them, 
ene and all, if they shall not speedily exhibit egat- 
isfactory signs of a genuine repentance, to an in- 
famy as undying as their offences, whilst una- 
toned for, are unpardonable, either upon earth or 
in heaven. 

Hear what the heroic Colonel Burnet said the 


other day in Philadelphia, at a dinner given in 


honor of him: 


‘¢He (Colonel Burnet) could not refrain from thanking 
the compariy assembled for the compliment done his regi- 
ment and himself—that it did not exactly become him to 
speak of the policy of the war, but he would give some gen- 
eral views in regard to the’ feeling in Mexico, and that in 
order to prosecute the war with effect, we should be united 
asa people. (Three cheers.] Colonel Burnet said Santa 
Anna had prepared a document made up from speeches and 
editorials put forth in this country concerning the war, among 
which was the declaration of an American Senator that he 
would not vote for supplies. These things operated against 
us very much.’? 


Let no man hereafter complain of the President; 
he told but the truth about this matter, and with a 
republican boldness and simplicity becoming his 
character and station. As our executive sentinel 
upon the watch-tower of the nation, he but impart- 
ed seasonable notice to his countrymen of the fiercg 
dangers with which moral treason was rapidly 
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encircling them. Had he not administered this 
warning, he would have proved himself as faith- 
less as those whose treachery he has been censured 
for denouncing. I will not pursue this disagreeable 
subject further. Iam pained at feeling itto be my 
duty to refer to it at all. But the denunciations 
_ which have been so lavishly poured forth upon the 


head of the President, even in this debate, in con- 


nection with this part of his executive conduct, has 
rendered it necessary that the whole truth should 
at last be told. I hope not to be misunderstood 
upon this delicate point; no one is more than my- 
selfan advocate for the utmost freedom of debate 
upon all public questions, consistent with the es- 
tablished rules of decorum and a due regard to the 
present safety and true honor of this great Repub- 
lic. And if any one of the speakers alluded to 
can clearly make out the case for himself, that his 
country was really in the wrong, ənd in danger of 
getting more and more in the wrong in regard to 
this Mexican war; that his particular interposi- 
tion was evidently needed in order to check the 
Government ina career of folly and madness in 
which it was fast rushing to destruction, as has 
been alleged; and that he did really interpose with 
the bona fide intention of rescuing the nation from 
infamy and danger, either actual or impending; why 
then, he may perchance escape condemnation for 
what oppe prima facie to be so very censurable. 
But wo be to them if they fail in their justificatory 
proof on this point; for I tell them, and all of them, 
that it were better that they should never have 
been born, or that, being born, they should have 
died in infancy, or that they should now have a mill- 
stone tied about their recreant necks and be cast into 
the bottomless sea, than to stand convicted before 
the present generation and all posterity of having 
joined, in soul and voice, with the enemies of their 
country. A distinguished citizen of Kentucky—a 
leader of the party opposed to the Administration 
—said, in a public speech delivered by him last 
summer in the city of Philadelphia, amidst the 
acclamations of patriotic thousands, that, ‘* with- 
out now inquiring into the origin of the war, (I 
quote front memory, and hope not to do injustice, ) 
it was the duty of every American citizen to give 
his head, his heart, and his hand to his country.” 
The same gentleman, it is said, a short time be- 
fore, in New Orleans, had expressed himself as 
being in favor of a vigorous prosecution of the 
war; spoke fiercely of vindicating the wrongs of 
his countrymen, and actually talked about going 
into battle himself, with the view of slaying a 
Mexican, or at thé least taking one prisoner. 
This was all very deliberately and patriotically 
said, and contains the strongest rebuke upon the 
class of men to whom I have been referring that 
could well be imagined. I hope the distinguished 
statesman and sage of Ashland has not yet changed 
his mind about this matter; the spirit breathed by 
that gentleman during the last war, and which broke 
in thunder upon a certain son of New England, in 
the other wing of this Capitol, for daring to oppose 
the then pending war with Great Britain, when he 
told him that he polluted the very carpet upon 
which he was treading, was the true American 
spirit, and is known to have awakened a hearty 
response from every hill and valley of the Republic. 
Mr. President, | do not feel that I hazard any- 
thing in asserting that .if the pages of history, 
ancient and modern, shall be ransacked, it will be 
impossible to find a case precisely analogous to the 
one under consideration. In fact, the only attempt 
which I have seen made to justify by precedent, 
is the case of certain distinguished orators of Great 
Britain during our revolutionary war, vindicating 
the then colonies in Parliament, and struggling to 
ut an end to a long course of oppression and vio- 
ence, in which George the Third and his minis- 
ters had involved themselves. The inapplicability 
of this case to the one under examination is too 
obvious to need more than a bare suggestion. 
‘We were then, or our forefathers were, British 
subjects—fellow-subjects of those who defended 
us, and who only defended one portion of the 
British nation against the wanton aggressions of 
another. Now, I have not yet heard any one 
assert that Santa Anna, Ampudia, Canales, and 
their myrmidons were our fellow-citizens; though 
I have certainly often heard Mexico in this debate 
called a sister Republic. I suspect, that if gentle- 
men will look into this matter specially, they will 
find that, passing over the Athenian case alluded 
to, there is nothing that approximates to the con- 


duct which I have been reprehending, in all repub- 
lican history, except, perhaps, the single instance 
of opposition presented to Hannibal, touching the 
war which he had unauthofizedly and wickedly 
commenced with the Roman Republic. For, it 
will be recollected that Hannibal had, without 
consulting the Carthaginian Senate, by a deliberate 
breach of an existing treaty between Carthage and 
Rome, suddenly crossed the Iberus, pushed his 
vast army through Gaul, and over the Alpine 
heights, and precipitated it down upon Italy, al- 
most before any one either in Carthage or Rome 
knew that he had yet left Spain at all. Well, 
Hannibal, after a series of brilliant victories over 
the Roman armies’ opposed to him, despatched his 
brother to Carthage, to demand additional supplies 
of men and money of the Senate. That brother 
is reported by Livy to have thus expressed him- 
self: ** The nearer their prospect was of finishing 
‘the war, the more vigorous support of every kind 
‘ought to be afforded to Hannibal; for that it was 
‘carried on at a great distance from home, in the 
‘heart of the enemy’scountry. The consumption 
‘of money and corn was great; and so many en- 
‘ ravements, while they ruined the Roman armies, 
‘had diminished in some degree those of the con- 
‘queror. It was, therefore, necessary to send a 
‘reinforcement, and likewise to send money for 
‘the pay, and corn for the maintenance of the 
‘troops, who had merited so highly of the Cartha- 
‘ ginian nation.” 

In this moment of general exultation, it is said 
that Hanno, the chief of the faction opposed to 
Hannibal, though he knew the war to be unjust 
and unauthorized, and was full of anxiety as to its 
ultimate consequences to Carthage, acted with great 
dignity and composure; nor did he utter a syllable 
in opposition until, stung by certain sarcastic reflec- 
tions which were cast upon him, he replied briefly 
in his own defence, and commenced his speech with 
these memorable words: ‘* I should have remain- 
‘ed silent this day, lest, in a time of general joy, 
‘I might utter some expression tending to damp 
‘it.” And after denouncing Hannibal and his un- 
principled ambition at some length, he finally 
refused to vote supplies, expressly on the ground 
that Hannibal, who needed them, “had deluded 
his country with groundless hopes.” Now, as I 
believe that the same accusation cannot be justly 
preferred against General Scott in this case, who 
avows himself to be in need of the troops proposed 
by this bill to be sent to him, I beg leave here to 
observe, in addition, that whatever the necessity 
was at the time of General Scott’s demand for aid, 
that necessity may have been greatly enhanced 
since he has been directly heard from, inasmuch 
as we have just learned that a proposition has been 
hrought forward lately in the Mexican Congress, 
having in view the raising of forty thousand soldiers 
for immediate offensive operations. That Ido not 
misunderstagd General Scott’s application for addi- 
tional troops, will at once be obvious to all who 
will examine his letter, an extract of which has 
heen read here, and runs thus: “ Augment the 
‘army to fifty thousand men, to enable it to occupy 
‘at the same time nearly all the State capitals and 
‘the principal cities; to drive guerrillas and other 
‘robbing parties from the great highways of trade; 
‘to seize into our hands all the revenues of the 
‘country, internal as well as external, for the sup- 
‘port of the occupation, and to keep the Central 
t Government in motion and alarm, until constrain- 
‘ed to sue for peace.” And now, what say the 
Hannos of the American Senate? Why, they 
fiercely attack the whole arrangement for aug- 
menting the army in Mexico; assert that no more 
troops are needed; that General Scott has not actu- 
ally requested reinforcements; and indirectly charge 
him with a scheme of annihilating the nationality 
of Mexico, though he expressly speaks of keeping 
the Government in motion-and alarm, which, both 
among governments and men, | have always heard 
heretofore to imply vitality and capability of con- 
tinued existence. 

Mr. President, I listened to the speech of the 
honorable Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Cray- 
TON,]| the other day, with feelings of unmixed sur- 
prise and mortification. The Senator commenced 
by denouncing our claim to territorial indemnjty 
at the hands of Mexico as dishonest; and even 
charged us with an attempt to commit the vilest 
ely upon our weak and defenceless neighbor. 
Being but a novus hospes within this Hall, I am not 
prepared to say whether such language is in strict 


accordance with what I hear so much talked about, 
in different circles, under the name of Senatorial 
usage; but I take leave to say, in reply, that, in 
the first place, my mind ts not able to perceive the 
legal analogy between territorial indemnity obtain- 
ed in a just and honorable war—for the recognition 
of which, I believe, the distinguished Senator him- 
self voted, and also for supplies, both of men and 
money, to aid its progecution—and a lawless 
attempt, by putting in bodily fear, to deprive an 
innocent and unoffending traveller on the high- 
way—which.was the case he cited—of his personal 
goods and chattels; and secondly, that the impli- 
cation of dishonesty against all on this side of the 
Chamber, which his words conveyed—if they were 
not, indeed, intended to be meaningless—will not, 
I fear, be regarded by the public in general as en- 
tirely in keeping with the. character which I am 
glad to learn that the honorable Senator has here- 
tofore sustained for courtesy and high-breeding. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will the honorable Senator 
allow me to correct him? I think the Senate will 
bear me witness that I made no accusation of dis- 
honesty against the Senator or his party. Fhe 
Senator is entirely mistaken; I made no such 
charge. 

Ar. FOOTE. The honorable Senator does nat 
deny, still, that he brought the charge of robbery 
against the whole Democratic party, but says he 
intended no accusation of dishonesty. Now, how 
he can reconcile the charge of robbery with perfect 
honesty of purpose, I leave to him to explain. 

Now, it is certain that where I reside, and in 
all the neighboring country, highway robbery is 
regarded as quite a serious affair, both against law 
and morals, insomuch that it is uniformly pun- 
ished, when the perpetrator is detected and brought 
to justice, by death upon the scaffold. It would 
seem, though, that the Senator from Delaware has 
been accustomed to quite a different code of ethics, 
and that, in his judgment, robbery, or the taking 
away of personal goods and chattels, by violence, 
from the person of the owner, by putting him in 
serious bodily fear, may be in Delaware (I hope 
there is some mistake about this matter, though) 
a very creditable, virtuous, and praiseworthy act, 
and the robber himself may be altogether a decent 
and estimable gentleman. I know that Mr. Jef- 
ferson has charged upon Mr. Hamilton, that he 
entertained the opinion that it was quite possible 
for a man to be honest in private hfe, and yet 
practise gross corruption in his public capacity: 
but I belong to a class of politicians who believe 
that out of the heart of man are all the issues of 
life; that no honest and pure-minded man is either 
capable of stooping to the perpetration of iniquity 
himself, or of giving his sanction to it in others; 
and that corruption in a public man necessarily 
implies the existence of private dishonesty. But 
the honorable Senator disclaims any design of 
being personally offensive to any on this side of 
the Chamber; and with this explanation E am 
bound to be satisfied. I commend the Senator to 
a more circumspect employment, hereafter, of the 
terms of declamatory rhetoric. 

The Senator from Delaware insists that the 
troops proposed to be raised by this bill are not 
necessary in Mexico; and, in support of this view, 
relates an anecdote relative to General Scott, which, 
it strikes me, was rather amusing in itself, and more 
humorously told, than calculated to reflect honor 
upon the commander-in-chief, whom I certainly 
hold in the most profound estimation. He says, 
that before General Scott went to Mexico at all, in 
conversation with friends here, he said, ** Give me 
a column of five thousand American troops, and I 
will take the capital of the enemy, if it rains Mex- 
icans for a week.” I suspect there must be some 
mistake about this matter, as I have always under- 
stood, and have yet reason to believe, that be was 
supplied with a much larger force than five thou- 
sand men, at his own request; and that all the ad- 
ditional troops who have gone to ‘him since have 
been sent because he stood in want of them. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I wish to say to the honor- 
able Senator that he misunderstands what I said. 
I did not say that General Scott had asserted that 
with four or five thousand men he could take the © 
capital in a week, or within any other specified 
time. I did mention this, however—an anecdote, 
as the gentleman termed it: I said General Scott 
had stateg, when speaking of the relative prowess 
of Mexicans and our own countrymen, that he 
did believe that with a single granite column—to 
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use his own expression-——of American soldiers, he 
could whipany Mexican force that could be brought 
against him, if it should rain Mexicans for a week. 
Mr. FOOTE. The Senator from Delaware was 
pleased to read from a newspaper an account of 
some fifty thousand persons not belonging to the 
army proper, mere attendants upon its movements, 


who, he says, are actually about settling in Mexi- . 


co, and who, with true Yankee enterprise, are 
already preparing to establish a railway from Vera 
Cruz to the city of the Aztecs, and intend also to 
supply the ancient capital of Montezuma with the 
blessing of the electric telegraph; and of these 
things the Senator most dolorously complains. 
Weil, indeed I cannot join him in his solemn jere- 
miad; on thecontrary, f had heard of all these things 
before, and had rejoiced over themexceedingly. I 
kope that American enterprise will shortly connect 
every city in Mexico by railways, and that the 
electric telegraph may speedily supply commercial 
communication between every important place of 
trade on the Pacific coast, and those parts which 
are located on the shores of the Atlantic. 

He says, that if we send ten additional regiments 
there, they will never come back; the country is 
so very delightful, they will never leave it. Indeed, 
he says, “if you wish them to return, you will be 
cruelly disappointed; it will be like calling spirits 
from the vasty deep: they will not come when you 
do call them.” Well, sir, if they do not come 
back, because they shall have bettered their for- 
tunes in Mexico, and find that they are more like- 
ly to live happily and prosperously there than in 
the United States, I shall certainly not bewail their 
new-found felicity; and if the spirits that the wiz- 
ard Glendower was wont to call around him had 
at any time half as good an excuse for not obeyirg 
his summons, I am of opinion that he should have 
put up with the loss of their society without com- 
plaining. l 

The truth is, that I have suspected for a long 
while that Mexico was a sort of earthly paradise ; 
and I hold in my hand a book, written by a per- 
son sustaining very particular relations with my- 
self, in which I find Mexico described in the most 
glowing terms imaginable; and, by way of strength- 
ening the suggestions of the Senator from Delaware 
as to its desirableness as a country ‘hereafter to be 
settled by enterprising men of our own race, I will 
read the poetic description of Italy, by Goldsmith, 
which the author just alluded to has not hesitated 
to apply to Mexico: 


4 Whatever fruits in different climes are found, 
That proudly rise, or humbly court the ground ; 
Whatever blooms in torrid tracks appear, 
Whose bright succession decks the varied year ; 
Whatever sweets salute the northern sky, 

With vernal tints that blossom but to die,— 
These, here disporting, own the kindred soil, 
Nor ask luxuriance fiom the planter’s toil ; 
While sea-born gales their gelid wings expand, 
To winnow fragrawce round the smiling land.” 


The whole South will doubtless feel particular] 
grateful to the Senator for so seasonably and i 
emnly warning them against the dangers likely to 
arise to their peculiar domestic institutions from 
the annexation of Mexico. As the Senator from 
Delaware was one of those special friends of the 
South who voted for the Wilmot proviso last win- 
ter, it cannot be at all doubted that he occupies the 
very best possible attitude for assuming the guard- 
ianship of our peculiar local concerns. The hon- 
orable gentleman will forgive me, though, I trust, 
for exclaiming, in the name of one southern State, 
“s Timeo Danaos, et dona ferentes.’? With all due 
deference to the honorable Senator’s judgment 
about the matter, sir, I am of opinion that it will 
be easy, in the event of any considerable acquisi- 
tion of territory from Mexico hereafter, to recon- 
cile all the local interests and feelings heretofore 

existing on the subject, upon principles which I 
may yet state before this session of Congress shall 
draw to a close. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I voted for what is commonly 
called the Wilmot proviso, as my wish was to de- 
feat the appropriation bill to which it was an 
amendment, by every means in my power. 

Mr. FOOTE. The members of this body will 
not fail to recollect the imposing and exultant man- 
ner in which the Senator from Delaware paraded 
before us, towards the close of his speech, the cel- 
ebrated resolutions of 1803, providing for a re- 
seizure of “the place of deposit,” as it was called 
at the time, in the island of Orleans, and supplying 
the President with an armed force to resist all fu- 


ture aggressions on the part of Spain. The reso- 
lutions, when amended, it seems, left out the prop- 
osition to seize violently “the place of deposit,” 
and increased the military force proposed to be 
raised fram ‘‘ fifty” to “ eighty thousand” “ effec- 
tive” men; yielding to the President full power, 
‘* whenever he should judge it expedient, to require 
of the Executives of the respective States to take 
effectual measures to organize, arm, and equip, 
according to law, and hold in readiness to march 
at a moment’s warning,” all these eighty thousand 
effective militia, “ officers included;”? and these 
resolutions, in their modified form, were enacted 
into a law, as I find, in a short time thereafter. 

Now, what is the comment of the honorable 
Serator from Delaware upon this transaction? 
Why, he says— ` i 

s Did Mr. Jefferson raise anarmy to march upon and seize 
the territory, or to point nur cannon into the windows of 
New Orleans, and thus provoke a conflict? Did any such 
spirit as that which seems to rage here with an unbridled 
fury, pervade the democracy of that day? No, sir—no, sir. 
The love Ofjustice had not abandoned the American bosom. 
The honor of the American character wasstill dear to Amer- 
ican statesmen. Thomas Jefferson, with his friends, dropped 
the proposition of Mr. Ross to seize on the country on the 
Mississippi, sent an envoy extraordinary to join Mr. Living- 
ston in France, and they negotiated the ceicbrated treaty of 


1803, by which Louisiana was ceded to this country for thes 


sum of fifteen millions of dollars. Negotiation—treaty, (the 
Senator continues,) these were the means resorted to by the 
democracy of ancient days.” 


I hate several observations to make on this part 
of the honorable Senator’s speech, any one of 
which might, of itself, be deemed decisive; and 
first, in the case mentioned, Spain had neither in- 
vaded our territory, nor threatened to do so. She 
had only refused to permit us to continue in the 
enjoymentofa place of deposit for goods or produce, 
which our citizens upon the Mississippi and its 
tributaries might be inclined to land at any time 
upon the island of New Orleans, within her terri- 
tory. 

‘¢ By the treaty of friendship, limits, and navigation of 
1795, it had been solemnly agreed that his Catholic Majesty 
would permit the citizens of the United States, for the space 
of three years from the date thereof, ‘to deposit their mer- 
chandises and effects in the port of New Orleans, and to 
export them from thence without paying any other dutv than 
a fair price for the hire of the stores ;’ and the King of Spain 
furthermore bound himself ‘either to continue this permis- 
sion, (if he found, during the three years specified, that it 
was not préjudicial to the interests of Spain,) or, if he 
should not continue it, then to assign to said citizens of the 
United States, ou another part of the banks of the Missis- 
sippi, an equivalent establishment.? On the 16th of October, 
1802, Juan Ventura Morales, the Spanish Intendant of the 
Province of Louisiana, issued a decree, which, in violation 
of said treaty of 1795, prohibited the bringing in or depositing 
American merchandise within the limits of the city of New 
Orleans; and this decree was issued without assigning the 
‘equicalent establishment,’ mentioned in the treaty, else- 
where upon the banks of the Mississippi. Among the doc- 
uments submitted by the President of the United States to 
Congress was one fram William E. Hulings, some time be- 
fore appointed vice consul of the United States at New Or- 
leans, two from William C. C. Claiborne, Governor of the 
Mississippi Territory, and a third from James Garrard, 
the Governor of Kentucky. Mr. Hulings announces to the 
Governor of the Mississippi Territory the fact that the de- 
cree of the Spanish Intendant., already described, had been 
posted up in the city of New Orleans on the 18th of Octo- 
ber; states that ‘the port of New Orleans is shut against 
foreign commerce, and not against foreign commerce only, 
but against the American deposit in this city. No mention 
is made,’ he says, ‘of any other place appointed for a de- 
posit? Governor Claiborne’s letters, one to the Spanish 
Intendant and the other to Mr. Madison, testify high indig- 
nation at the faithless conduct of the Spanish Government; 
and he says to the Secretary of State: ¢ This late act of the 
Spanish Government at Orleans has excited considerable 
agitation at Natchez and its vicinity. It has inflicted a se- 
vere wound on the agricaltural and commercial interests of 
this Territory, and will prove no less injurious to the whole 
western country.’ The Governor of Kentucky, in his com- 
munication to the President of the United States, under 
date November 30, 1802, says: ‘The citizens of this State 
are very much alarmed and agitated; as this measure of the 
Spanish Government will, if not altered, at one blow cut up 
the present and future prosperity of their best interests by 
the roots. To yuu, sir,’ he continues, ‘they naturally turn 
their eyes, and on your attention to this important subject 
their best hopes are fixed.’ ” 

Mr. 


This, then, is the history of the affair. 
Jefferson says, in his annual message of 1803— 
anterior, of course, to the introduction of resolu- 
tions by Mr. Ross—* previously,” (that is to say, 
previously to the period of excitement on the sub- 
Ject,) ‘a proposition had been authorized to nego- 
tiate for the purchase of Louisiana from Spain;”’ 
which proposition was then pending. Spain had 
some time before ceded to France the whole coun- 
try then called Louisiana, but had not yet relin- 
quished actual possession of the same. Whilst 
the temporary n existed, the right of de- 
posit was discontinued by Spain, which she had 
a clear right to do under the treaty of 1795; but 


she had failed to ‘“‘assign the equivalent estab- 
lishment,” as she was bound to do. This was 
hardly just cause for immediate hostilities ; yet 
Congress authorized the'creation of an extensive 
military establishment, and gave the fullest dis- 
cretion to the President on the whole subject. No 
warlike movement, it is true, was immediately 
made by Mr. Jefferson. But why? Because he 
had then a negotiation pending with Napoleon 
(not with Spain at all) for the purchase of the 
whole country. The Senator from Delaware will 
now easily perceive, doubtless, that there was no 
necessity for ** pointing our cannon at the windows 
of New Orleans” at all. The honorable Senator 
will scarcely now contend that there is really any 
analogy between the two cases under review. But 
he will allow me to tell him, I trust, in a spirit of 
unalloyed kindness, that the number of errors 
which he has committed in connection with this 
affair is really surprising. He appears to think 
that Ross’s resolutions proposed to ‘‘ seize on the 
country on the Mississippi.’ Why, this was not 
the case. They only proposed ‘‘ to take immedi- 
ate possession of such place or plates in the said 
island or adjacent territory as the President might 
deem fit and convenient for the purpose of de- 
posit.” Nothing more. This, the Senator will 
see at once, by a reéxamination of the resolutions. 
And why was this proposed? Simply because the 
original “ place of deposit” had been discontinued, 
and no equivalent establishment assigned. What 
the honorable Senator means ne talking about 
pointing cannon at windows in New Orleans, I 
am not able to divine. He surely does not mean 
to cast censure upon the officers in command at 
Fort Brown. But it really looks very much like 
it. The Senator will not find it a very easy mat- 
ter to fix the responsibility of pointing the cannon 
at windows in Matamoros upon the President or 
Secretary of War; for,I am positively assured 
that no precise orders on this particular point ever 
emanated from Washington. l 

But what if I open to the Senator a fact cy two 
more in regard to Mr. Jefferson and the Demo- 
cratic party of that time, in order to enable him to 
appreciate the almost Jackson-like energy of that 
high-souled Executive? Spain publicly protested 
against the cession of Louisiana to the United 
States by France; and her citizens bordering on 
Louisiana and Mississippi had committed various 
aggressions upon our population. 

Mr. Jefferson refers to these acts of violence in 
his annual message: of 1805, thus: 

c Inroads have been recently made into the territories 
of Orleans and the Mississippi. Our citizens have heen 
seized, and their property plundered in the very ports of the 
former, which had been actually delivered up by Spain; 
and this by the regular officers and soldiers of that Govern- 
ment. I have, therefore, found it necessary af length to 
give orders to our troops on that frontier tð be in readiness 
to protect our citizens, and to repel by arms any similar 
aggressions in future.” 

The Senator from Delaware has referred us to 
the pure times of Jeffersonian Democracy, and 
would have us to understand that Mr. Jefferson 
and the Democrats of his time were a particularly 
gentle and forbearing body of men, and that they 
especially evinced this temper and disposition 
towards Spain; and the Senator recommends, in a 
very solemn and imposing manner, to us of this 
gencration, their example and precepts. He seems 
particularly struck with Mr. Jefferson’s prefer- 
ring, in the instance of Louisiana, negotiation to 
war—negotiation by which so much valuable ter- 
ritory was to be peaceably acquired. I am 
charmed to hear that the Senator would have 
been a territorial annexationist in 1803, had he 
acted then as a politician, and hope that he may 
A abandon the no-territory ground upon which 

is party have now pitched their political tents for 
the campaign of 1848. 

As the Senator from Delaware appears to‘ be so 
much enamored of the charms of Jeffersonian De- 
mocracy, I will do myself the honor of calling his - 
attention to the letter of Mr. Jefferson, written in 
1807, to our minister, Mr. Bowdoin, in Paris, 
which appears to me to be strikingly marked with 
the true democratic spirit of that period : 


« Never did a nation act with more perfidy or injustice 
than Spain has constantly practised against us; and if we 
have kept our hands offof her till now, it has been purely out 
of respect to France, and from the value we set on the friend- 
ship of France. We expect, therefore, from the friendship 
of the Emperor, that he will either compel Spain to do us 
justice, or abandon her to us. We ask but one month to be . 
in the city of Mexico.” 


I imagine that, by this time, the Senator from 
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Delaware is getting a littletired of Jeffersonian De- 
mocracy.. He will excuse me, though, I hope, 
for one more experiment upon his patience. In a 
Tetter written by Mr. Jefferson in 1785, to A. Stew- 
art » Esq., he uses the following language : 


‘¢T bearn from an expressionjn your letter, that the people 
of Kentucky think of separating, not only from Virginia, 
on which they are right,) but also from the Confederacy. 

own I should think this a most calamitous event, and such 
a one as every good citizen should set himself against. Our 
present federal limits are not too large for good government, 
nor will the increase of votes in Congress produce an ill 
effect. On the contrary, it wil} drown the little divisions 
still existing there. Our Confederacy must be viewed as 
the nest from which all America, North and South, is to 
be peopled. We should take care, too, not to think it for the 
interest of that great continent to press too soon upon the 
Spaniards. ‘Those countries .cannot be in better hands. My 
fear is, that they are too feebfe to hold them till our popula- 
tion can be sufficiently advanced to gain it from them, piece 
by piece. The navigation of the Mississippi we must have. 
This'is all we are, as yet, ready to receive.” 

Now, I will tell the Senator, that if he is a Jef- 
fersonian Democrat, I am one too; and as such, I 
fully believe that our Confederacy ‘‘ must be view- 
ed as the nest from which all America, North and 
South, is to be peopled;’’ and I am decidedly in 
favor, with Mr. Jefferson, of getting fairly and 
honestly the whole continent, ‘ piece by piece.” 
And this I hold, moreover, to have been the doc- 
trine of the Democratic party always heretofore; 
and the opposite, or no-territory ground, has been 
that of the Federalists of the olden time, and of 
their Whig successors since. 

The usual hour for adjournment having arrived, 
Mr. Foote gave way to a motion to adjourn; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 20, 1848. 


After the Journal of yesterday was read— 

Mr. BRODHEAD said, he rose for the purpose 
of announcing to the House the death of another 
of its members. My late friend and colleague, 
(continued Mr. B.,) the Hon. Joun W. Horn- 
BECK, died at Allentown, Pennsylvania, his place 
of residence,on the evening of the 16th instant; 
and the painful afd melancholy duty of making 
that fact known to this body has been assigned to 
me. Having performed that service, l hope I will 
be allowed to say a few words in reference to his 
life and character. 

The late Joun W. Hornseck was a native of 
New Jersey, and a graduate of Union College, at 
Schenectady, New York. His father was a high- 
ly honorable, intelligent, and useful physician, and 
his whole family distinguished for their many vir- 
tues. Shortly after having graduated with great 
credit to “himself, he removed to Pennsylvania, 
commenced and pursued the study of the law, and 
in due season was admitted to practice. About 
this time, it was my good fortune to form his ac- 
quaintance, and to the time of his death continued 
to enjoy his friendship. For the last few years, 
we labored in the same profession, and frequently 
at the same bar. We often trimmed the same 
lamp, and read the same books together. I knew 
him Well, and no une of: his numerous friends es- 
teemed him more highly. Though of opposite 
politics to myself, I can say with truth that his 
motives were pure and impulses patriotic. 

Asa lawyer, he ranked among the best in his 
profession. His merits more than equalled his 
pretensions. To be and not seem, was one of the 
rules upon which he always acted. He appeared 
to know that it was only by virtue that he could 
arrive at honor. His, too, was a chaste ambition, 
which is said to be but a spark too much of heav- 
enly fire. i 

So largely did he enjoy the confidence of his 
fellow-citizens, that he was elected a member of 
the present Congress in that large, intelligent, and 

atriotic district, composed of the counties of 
zehigh and Bucks. But, shortly after his elec- 


- tion, his friends began to fear that his health was 


permanently impaired, and soon discovered that 
that fatal, though deceptive disease, consump- 
tion, was upon him. He continned, however, to 
discharge the duties which his profession devolved 
upon hifn, and came here at the opening of the 
session to take his place in this great arena of 
national.concerns. He only had strength enough 
to assist in the organization of the House, and 
about ten days since sought his home to meet „his 
fate in the midst of his family and friends, and to 
have the consoling presence of the partner of his 


bosom in his dying hour. His wife, his devoted 
wife and children, have lost a kind husband and 
father, and the country an intelligent and patriotic 
Representative. f 

l offer the following resolutions : 

Resolved, That this House has heard with deep regret the 
announcement of the death of the Hon. Joun W. Horn- 
BECK, late a member of the present Congress, who died at. 
his residence, in Allehitown, Pennsylvania, on the evening 
of the 16th instant, and that the members will testify their 
respect for the memory of the deceased, by wearing the 
usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to com- 
municate,a copy of these proceedings,to the family of the 
deceased ; and that, as a further mark of respect for the 
memory of the deceased, this House do now adjourn. 


And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. : 
Tuurspay, January 20, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate acomniunication from the Navy Department, 
containing a report from the acting Commissioner 
of Pensions, showing the number of claims on the 
navy pension fund rejected during the last year. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition from 
David H. Leeper, praying confirmation of a title 
toa New Madrid location; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. : 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from 
citizens of Greene eounty, Pennsylvania, praying 
the establishmentof a mail route from Greensboro’ 
to Taylor’s store, in said county; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition from 
Robert Piatt, praying compensation for his ser- 
vices as deputy Commissary of Purchases in the 
last war with Great Britain; which was referred to 
the Cammittee on Military Affairs. _ 

Mr. H. also presented a memorial of Robert 
Piatt, legal representative of Daniel Piatt, praying 
for a balance of seven years’ half pay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. l 

Mr. BREESE presented a petition from the 
heirs of Robert Morrison, praying for confirma- 
tion of their title to a tract of land; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. B. also presented a petition from the heirs 
of Josiah Bleakley, praying confirmation of their 
title to a tract of land; which was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. PEARCE presented a petition from James 
C. Wilson, clerk in the War Department, praying 
an increase of compensation; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOUGLAS presented a petition from G. 
Edmunds, jr., for himself and the Des Moines 
Rapids Improvement Company, praying the as- 
sent of Congress to the making a canal round the 
Des Moines rapids, in the Mississippi river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Samuel W. 
Bell, late of the Cherokee nation; which was 
read a first time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to increase 
the efficiency of the army by a retired list for dis- 
abled officers; which was read a first time. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the same committee, ałso 
asked to be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petition of Eugene Van Ness and John 
M. Brush, executors of Nehemiah Brush, and that 
it be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee of 
Claims, made an adverse report on the petition of 
David Whelpley. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill supplemental 
to an act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the trans- 
portation of the mail between the United States 
and foreign countries, and for other purposes;” 
which was read a first time. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
_ Mr. BERRIEN submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to furnish to the Senate copies of the letters, reports, 
or other conimunicdtions which are referred to in the letter 


of General Zachary Taylor, dated at New Orleans, July 20, 
1845, and addressed to the Secretary of War, and which are 
referred to as containing the views of General Taylor, pre- 
viously comminicated, in regard to the line proper to be 


occupied at that time by the troops of the United States. 


Mr. CALHOUN suggested as a modification— 


‘6 And any similar communication from any officers of the 
army on the same snbject, mless he be of epinien that a’ 
communication of the same be inconsistent with the publie 
interests.’ 


Mr. BERRIEN accepted the modification, and 
the resolution, as modifted, lies over under the 
rule. 


Mr. HANNEGAN submitted the following res- 
olution, which was ordered to be printed : 

Resolved, That a select committee he appointed to inquire 
whether it may be necessary to adopt any measures for the 
future construetion and preservation of the monuments te 
the memory of deceased members of the Senate, and also 
under what circumstances monuments have been so erected 
and may hereafter be erected. ' 


Mr. DICKINSON submitted the following res- 
olution, which hes over under the rule: 


Resolved, That Jesse E. Dow be admitted to a seat in the 
Feporter’s gallery, from which he was excluded by an order 


-of the Senate of March 16, 1846. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

By Mr. ATHERTON: A bill supplemental to 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the better or- 
ganization of the treasury, and for the collection, 
safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement of the 
public revenue.” 3 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill granting to the 
State of Illinois the right of way and a donation of 

ublic land for making a railroad connecting+the — 
Une: and Lower Mississippi with the chain of 
the northern lakes at Chicago. 


INSTRUCTIONS TO GENERAL SCOTT. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Maneum, came up for consideration: 

Resolved, Fhat the President ofthe United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether the general orders 
No. 376, issued by General Scott at headquarters, Mexico, 
bearing date 16th December last, were issued upon instiuc- 
tions from the Secretary of War; and if so, to lay such in- 
structions before the Senate; and, also, any opinion, 
weneral Scott in regard to the necessary military means to 
carry said instructions into effect which may be on file. 

Mr. CASS inquired whether the usual clause 
referring the disclosure to the Executive discretion 
was contained in the resolution; and if not, he 
suggested that it should be there. He also sug- 
gested that the addition made by the Senator from 
South Carolina, of requiring the reports of all the 
officers of the army, extended the scope of this 
mquiry far beyond that designed by the Senator 
from North Carolina. He suggested whether it 
would not be better to let the resolution lie over 
till to-morrow, till the effect of the addition to the 
resolution should be ascertained. ~ 

Mr. MANGUM. Iam extremely unfortunate, 
sir. I cannot please the gentleman in any way. 
The resolution which I'presented the other day 
was drawn, as I then stated, with a due regard to 
that official decorum which has always been ob- 
served towards the Chief Magistrate of the United 
States. I proposed to insert the usual qualifica- 
tion, ‘‘if in his opinion the same may be communi- 
cated consistently with the public interests.” It was 
objected to. I afterwards inserted an amendment, 
that the resolution might be answered either confi- 
dentially or otherwise. That necessarily excluded 
the latter clause; because I suppose the principle 
will not be affirmed here, particularly when sitting 
in another capacity, that anything that is necessary 
te enlighten us in regard to any matter pending 
before us which may be in the possession of the 
Executive—which can be taken by us confiden- 
tially only, if the Executive chooses to give it to 
us in that way—is not a part of Executive busi- 
ness, which we are as much entitled to as the Ex- 
ecutive himself. I say, too, thatas legislators, we 
ought, unless there is some particular reason which 
makes it improper that it should be communicated 
to the public, to be put in possession of the fullest 
information. However, in this respect, I endea- 
vored to restrict the call for the communication 
which might be covered by the resolution, and 
simply asked to be informed if an order had been 
issued from the Executive or War Department to 
the General commanding in chief in Mexico, di- 
recting him to overrun all Mexico; if instructions 
to that effect had emanated from the War Depart- 
ment, or from the Executive Department; and if 
so, we desire to see those instructions simply as to 
that point, and restricted to that point. there 


a 


1848. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. . 


218 


are other matters of a general character which it 
may be deemed improper to give to the public, let 
. the information be confined to that point solely. I 
do not desire to have the information in all the 
ramifications into which it may be pursued, but 
simply in regard to this point. 

- The point is this: Did an order to the General- 
in-chief issue from the Executive or War Depart- 
ment, directing him to cover the whole of Mexico, 
or to take possession of all the strong points? If 
this be the case, then I desire to know the opinion 
of the General-in-chief in regard to the extent of 
the military means necessary to effect that object. 
It is particularly, vastly important, in regard to 
these thirty regiments that are asked for in addi- 
tion to the militdry force already authorized by 
Jaw. And, sir, who are the best judges of the 
extent of the military means necessary in any of 
these military movements? General Taylor and 
General Wool, on one line of our defences, are un- 
questionably much higher authority than can be 
derived from any other source, either in this coun- 
try or out of it. In regard to the other division of 


our forces, sir—those in the city of Mexico and | 


on the line between that city and Vera Cruz— 
where is there authority to be found higher than 
that of General Scott? There is none, sir; and I 
believe the inclination of General Scott is to ask 
ample means for the accomplishment of the object 
which he seeks to attain. -I think, sir, that he 
will not risk the safety of his army, nor will he 
risk his exalted military reputation, in embarking 
upon an enterprise without the means which will 
enable him to accomplish what he undertakes. I 
therefore take it for granted- that he asks for the 
amplest means; and if the means asked for by him 
_ will not amount to so much as the thirty regiments, 
I think it will be an unanswerable argument against 
the application of the Secretary of War for these 
regiments. 

Sir, I desire to extract nothing that ought to be 
withheld. I desire to ask for nothing that will 
embarrass the Executive, or in any way compli- 
cate our relations with Mexico. There is no such 
purpose. I desire two objects, which must be 
apparent to the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. I desire first to know 
the scope and extent of the Executive purposes on 
this subject; I have a right to know them, and the 
country has a right to know them; and after having 
ascertained the extent and scope of the Executive 
purposes, I desire to ascertain the extent of the 
means necessary to accomplish those purposes. 
Knowing these things, there will not be much dif- 
ficulty in forming a decision as to the course which 
we ought to take when we come to vote upon the 
bills which are presented to us for increasjng the 
forces. I feel very sure that there is an over- 
sensibility—a sort of tender-footedness, if I may 
use such an eXpression—in regard to marching up 
to the point, and conveying direct information, on 
the part of the honorable chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs—I mean it in no offensive 
sense—a sort of skittishness, sir, which is not, I 
think, what we have a right to expect. If the 
gentleman desires to make the resolution entirel 
decorous by adding the ordinary clause of qualifi- 
cation, a proposition of that sort will he acceded 
to with great pleasure on my part. 

Sir, I have not seen within the halls of one or 
the other of these Houses of Congress for many 
years anything even approaching to such a degree 
of sensibility as seems now to be felt by the hon- 
erable chairman of the Military Committee, as if 
we were to sit here with resOlutions on our table 
asking only for that which already belongs to his- 
tory, and the communication of which might be 
regarded very much as a matter of course, with- 
out adopting them. Is it intended that we shall 
not have the information which will enable us to 
act understandingly? 1 hope not, sir, for the sake 
of the spirit of our institutions; for the sake of 
this Executive’s sense of right, I hope jt may not 
be even implied that no decent investigation shall 
be permitted, that no light shall be afforded us. 

Mr. CASS. I disclaim entirely any tenderness 
on this side of the Chamber with regard to an ex- 
amination of the policy of the Administration in 
the prosecution of this war. The tenderness which 
we feel has reference to the rights of the country. 
We do not wish any information to go out from 
the departments whith would be useful to the 
enemy. That is the only motive which influences 
us. e are perfectly willing, and I, for one, am 


anxious, that every prover information should be 
spread before both Houses of Congress; but, as I 
said the other day, and beg to repeat now, the 


honorable Senator must be himself aware that‘ 


there are many things which a wise and discreet 
Government will not disclose in the face of the 


enemy. 

Mr. MANGUM, (in his seat.) We do not 

want that. 
_ Mr. CASS. If we are ‘ tender-footed,”’ then, 
it is for the country. But the honorable Senator 
says that he desires this information for two pur- 
poses: first, in order to ascertain the objects of 
the Executive; and second, the opinions of the 
generals in command. I hope that the Executive 
will communicate fully to the Senate and to the 
House the whole objects it has in view. I hope 
that the Executive will say, in so many words, 
that its object is, in any circumstances, to conquer 
Mexico. 

Mr. MANGUM, (in his seat.) To conquer 
Mexico? l 

Mr. CASS. I repeat, to conquer Mexico. 

SEVERAL Senators. The whole? 

Mr. CASS. The whole, but not to hold it all. 
To conquer Mexican injustice—to conquer Mex- 
ico until she seek a fair and honorable peace; and 
I hope that the Executive will carry on its opera- 
tions in every part of the Mexican country till 
that object be accomplished. If I know my coun- 
trymen, they will sustain the President in doing 
so. That I take to be his purpose, and the man- 
ner of obtaining that object must be determined 
by the Executive in consultation with military 
men who understood the country and the situation 
of the Mexican Government. I do not profess 
myself to know the country, and do not speak ex 
cathedra on the subject. I believe it would be 
proper to communicate all important facts relating 
to the general operations of the campaign, with- 
holding those which relate to the numbers, mate- 
rial, and destination of the troops, with other in- 
formation which might be useful to the Mexican 
Government. With this exception, I believe that 
everything else had better be laid before Congress 
and the public. Ido not believe the Executive 
has any secrets to withhold. I have no doubt 
that General Scott acted under full instructions 
from the Government, though I do not know the 
fact. I do not doubt it, because no commanding 
general, in the circumstances in which he was 
placed, would so act without the instruction—ex- 
pressed or implied—of this Government. And the 
order he issued is just such an order as, in the 
existing state of things, an American general should 
have issued. These are to go forth to the army 
and the enemy, and are to be followed by prompt 
and vigorous execution. With these impressions, 
if the honorable Senator from North Carolina will 
permit a clause to be inserted in his resolution al- 
lowing the exercise of Executive discretion in this 
case, In order to withhold such information, if any 
there be, as might be useful to the enemy, I would 
vote for his motion. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I do not know, sir, that 
during the whole period of my service here I have 
ever witnessed more jealousy with regard to calls 
for information than has been exhibited on the 
pon occasion. The Senator who has just taken 

is seat does not beiieve that the Executive has a 
single secret in relation to this war that he desires 
to withhold, and yet he is signalized by the con- 
tinual opposition which he makes to every appeal 
to that department of the Government for inform- 
ation. That Senator may well be a little sensitive 
under the application of the term ‘“‘ tender-footed ” 
upon this subject; for, certainly, he has manifested 
a high degree of readiness upon all occasions to 
question and scrutinize very closely any and every 
resolution offered merely for the purpose of in- 
quiry and information. Now, why is this? Here 
ig a great subject upon which we are legislating— 
a aaan of peace and war—of raising armies; 
and, when we ask the opinion of our military offi- 
cers, who are engaged in the war and are acquaint- 
ed with the country in which the war is carried 
on, on this great question, it is treated as though 
it were a State secret, and we are not permitted to 
appeal to the Executive Department for informa- 
tian, or communications received from these offi- 
cers. This is mosf strange and unaccountable. 
We are subjected to a sort of trial by the ordeal 
here, and made to walk blindfold, over burning 
red-hot iron. We want light to guide us. We 


want all the information that the Government pos- 
sesses; and are we not entitled to it? Talk abowt 
secrets, and the importance of keeping secrets! 
Sir, this has a very diplomatic sound; there is a 
tinkling of wisdom in this sort of governmental 
art of keeping secrets! We are to carry on war 
by keeping secrets! No, sir. The world has long 
since come to regard secrets according to their true 
value. There are no secrets but those not-worth 
keeping in this world, and the whole idea of keep- 
Ing secrets is a sort of mystery with which litde 
Governments surround themselves for the purpose 
of obtaining a coloring—a complexional dignity. 
There is no worth in hea. 

The people—Congress—have a right to know 
everything concerning the poles of the Govern- 
ment and the purposes of this war—everything 
of the least importance. You may keep secret 
things of no consequence. If you employ an agent, 
or a spy, or a mercenary, keep his name secret, in 
God’s name, if you have such a one In your em- 
ploy; but if the information relates to public affairs 
—to anything which interests the people of the 
United States in any public political aspect and 
point of view, they have aright to knowit. They 
have set up no department of this Government for 
the purpose of keeping knowledge, wisdom, and 
information a secret fromthem. I know there are 
limits prescribed by prudence, and all will recog- 
nize them when a case is made out. But this is 
the stereotyped argument ee on every ap- 
plication for information: ‘Oh! there are some 
things which every Government must keep secret,’’ 
and therefore the Government must keep every- | 
thing secret! The gentleman is willing to enlighten 
us with his information, but he does not want 
to enlighten the Mexicans. What an argument! 
Enlighten the Mexicans—give information to our 
enemies—when we ourselves are walking in dark- 
ness here, not knowing what our own functionaries 
think we ought todo! To refuse to give it to us, 
and say that they refuse it out of kindness and 
charity to us, lest it should operate as information 
to the Mexicans, when the very gentleman who 
makes use of this argument proclaims that he 
wants it distinctly understood that he is for con- 
quering Mexico. What other secrets can you 
have? What secret will the gentleman pretend to 
have? Does our success depend upon secrets? Is 
that the way to carry on the war, or to facilitate 
the prosecution of the war? Our enemies have 
learned by this time that we are strong-handed 
enough to work our pleasure, be it what it may. 
The general orders issued in the heart of Mexico 
tell them that we intend to take and occupy San 
Luis Potosi; that we intend to take possession of 
Zacatecas; and that, if that phantom of a Govern- 
ment is allowed to sit longer at Queretaro, it is 
simply by our toleration of it. What is the secret? 
That you intend to go by this or that road? Where 
is the mighty secret in that? or where is the secrec 
in saying that you were to take possession of their 
cross-roads in Mexico, which the gentleman seems 
to think so exceedingly important to the success 
of your military operations? He himself has given 
the Mexicans all information about it. They have 
all the information that he has been pleased to 
communicate to us. But what has General Scott 
or General Taylor communicated to our own Gov- 
ernment as to the most proper course to be pur- 
sued? That is what we want to know? It is all 
idle to talk of keeping secrets lest Mexico should 
know them. _ 

The gentleman from Michigan is, I think, makin 
considerable progress on this subject. I understoo 
him to say, when the resolutions of the Senator 
from South Carolina against destroying the nation- 
ality of Mexico were before the Senate, that they 
presented a gel tar pee with which every one must 
agree. The other day he thought we might swal- 
low Mexico whole and. not be the worse for it. 
Now he says, and wishes it distinctly to be under- 
stood, that he goes for the conquest—the entire, 
total conquest of Mexico. I think, then, that he 
is making some progress. He tells us what we 
are to do with Mexico—swallow her, as he said, 
whole! That would, I think, make usa very mis- 
shapen sort of Republic, if we could perform that 
operation. But we are now ‘“‘ warring for peace.’ 
Well, Mr. President, it seems to me that we have, 
as I said, already conquered Mexico. Where is 
her army? Where her treasure? Where any of 
the material of -war with which she could contend 
against us? She is powerless and disarmed, and 
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stands unresisting before you, and you talk of 


~ keeping secrets from her; of keeping secrets from 


a 


"e to us e 


us lest this poor, down-trodden Republic shall have 
some light shed upon her mind as to, the further 
proceedings which we intend to adopt in relation 
to the prosecution of this war! This argument 
cannot satisfy the Senate or the country. It ought 
not to satisfy the country. You have got peace, 
in effect, now. Mexico is at this moment at your 
feet, and subject to your dictation. The general 
orders from your commander issued to your armies 
show that he is intending to spread them over that 
country, making them a sort of armed collectors 
of revenue. That seems to be the employment 
which now remains for your armed forces in-Mex- 
ico. Isshe not conquered when she has no army 
left—no Government left—no material of war—no 


:money—no credit? When a nation is thus de- 


pressed and disarmed, what is wanting to her 
conquest and subjugation? She is conquered, sir; 
and everybody will acknowledge it in six weeks 
from this time, as I verily believe. And this war, 
and this country, and this peace, will become a 
proper subject for the legislative department ! 

I hope to see that question come speedily, and 
then it will depend upon the wisdom and discre- 
tion of Congress on what terms and in what man- 
ner it is to be determined ; whether Congress will 
declare that we shall swallow Mexico whole, in 
the figurative but strong language of the honorable 
Senator, or what else we shall do; what member 
of her we shall swallow—whether a leg, or an arm, 
or the head ; in what manner we shall address our- 


. selves to the new species of cannibalism prescribed 


to the American people. All this we will have 
determined by Congress. Its appetite will regu- 
late us in what we are todo. This, however, is 
going beyond the question, and I have been led 
into these remarks by those to which [am attempt- 
ing to reply. The question is on obtaining from 
the President of the United States that information 
which is necessary for our intelligent action. Is 
this war to shut up these departments, and restore 
the ancient time when diplomacy dwelt in dark- 
ness, or when the arcana of State were to be kept 
within the inter penetralia of the temple where the 
people with unclean feet had no right to go; where 
the people had no right to meddle with the myste- 
ries of State? These days have passed by, and I 
hope and trust that the Senate will find no sort of 
objection to the passage of this resolution. If the 
gentleman desires, the clause allowing the exercise 
of discretionary power to the President may be 
added ; if there be any little secret spot, any plague 
spot, in all the communications upon this subject, 
it can be kept back. Give us only what is useful 
That is all that is wanted ; that is all that 
is asked for. But it seems that gentlemen are not 
willing—I need not say gentlemen—the honorable 
Senator is not willing that we should be permitted 
even to interrogate the President. [hope we may 
be allowed to interrogate him, and that we may 
have this information. ; 
Observe how this thing operates. Amongst the 
information called for, there is embraced a letter 
from General Scott, and that is communicated to 
the honorable Senator himself, and a part of it is 
read to the Senate. Now, he knows that it is 
contrary to all legal rules of documentary evidence 
to read only apart. We havea right to the whole. 
Is the light to be measured out in this way ?—a 
portion given to one member and a portion to 
another—whilst those who are blessed with the full 
blaze of day are to have the whole of it; the great 
body of us being left to wonder in ignorance of 
those great subjects which demand our most 
solemn consideration and responsible action? It 
cannot be so, sir. The gentleman, if I understand 
aright, has read an extract from a letter. We in- 
sist, if the letter can be confided to the head of a 
committee it may be confided to the Senate, either 
in confidence or not, as the President pleases. I 
have no feeling of captiousness upon this subject, 
and not the slightest personal feeling. I think it 
is the right of the Senate to have this information; 
and that if access to the Executive departments by 


the legislative bodies is to be precluded in this way, 


we must become nothing but the shadow of a legis- 
lature. It is altogether contrary to former prac- 
tice to refuse this inquiry. Few, indeed, have 
been the instances in which such a resolution has 
been opposed, and never upon the vague generali- 
ties now put forward. 


Mr. CASS. One word, Mr. President. 
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not suffer myself to be misunderstood by the ex- 
ertion of the great talents ofthe honorable Senator 
from Kentucky, nor by his manner, always im- 
posing, though often sarcastic.. I must say that the 
honorable Senator has exhibited great ingenuity 
in putting his own construction on my meaning. 
I wish now to give my own. In the first place, 
the extract read to the Senate was all that related 
to the subject. The Government determined upon 
a certain plan of operations, and to carry that into 
effect asked for fifty thousand men. General Scott 
has submitted some three or four plans, without 
giving the preference to one. The Government 
had adopted one of those plans, and asked for the 
necessaryJegislative measures to carry it into effect. 
All that relates to this plan was contained in the 
extract that [ read, and the Senate was thus put in 
possession of the views*of the Government and the 
commanding general on the topic which occupies 
their attention. All else was, in fact, but specula- 
tion. Well, now, the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky seems to think that I see a secret in every- 
thing, whilst he sees a secret in nothing. The 
subject is exceedingly clear. I did not say that 
there were any secrets at all involved in this 
call. All I maintained was the great principle in 
all Governments, that during the time of war, cau- 
tion was to be exercised in giving publicity to 
specific plans of the campaign. In that connection 
there must be secrets. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, (in his seat.) Certainly 
there may be. 

Mr. CASS. What sort of war would it be in 
which there were no secrets? War is a game 
played by intelligent and experienced men, not by 
men who show their hands to their adversary. 
The thing is impossible. No such war has ever 
been waged successfully, and no such war will be 
waged so long as men are compelled to resort to 
wars. No-secrets! They are dishonorable! Ev- 
erything should be known! And a commanding 
general who sits down before a cily must begin by 
sending to his opponent with the summons to sur- 
render, a true abstract of his force, of his munitions 
of war, and his means of subsistence! And trom 
day to day this must be renewed with the morning 
report, because there should be no secrets! | And 
when he proposes to make a movement, with the 
same abhorrence of secrecy, he must send in with 
a flag of true his projet of operations—where he 
will march such a day—where he will encamp 
such a night—and what he proposes to do, and 
with what amount of men and material! ‘This 
may all be very chivalric, but it would not be very 
well received in this age of the world. No, sir; 
there must of necessity be secrets with regard to 
the conduct of the war. With respect to the gen- 
eral operations which the Government directs, 1 
see no objections to disclosing them. 

The honorable gentleman says that I advocated 
the swallowing of Mexico; and he will pardon me 
for saying it, but in a sneering tone he asks, shall 
it be done limb by limb, and, sir, would it affect 
digestion? Mr. President, I will not stop to dispute 
with the honorable Senator about words. Hemay 
talk sarcastically of a just indemnity, of taking 
Mexican territory, limb by limb, and swallowing 
it. There are few things, however serious, which 
may not be turned into ridicule. It is, however, 
no test of truth. Mr. Jefferson spoke of the 
gradual augmentation of our country, which he 
foresaw and approved, and called it extending 
freedom, piece by piece. Now, sir, I prefer this 
expression of Mr. Jefferson, piece by piece, to the 
expression of the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky, limb by limb; though, if we cannot get the 
territory that we are justly entitled to without that 
expression, I am willing to take it limb by limb. 

My allusion to this subject was in this wise: 
The honorable Senator from South Carolina, in 
his speech a few days since, deprecated the absorp- 
tion of all Mexico, which measure, if adopted, he 
considered to be fatal to this Government. Now, 
sir, what was my remark in reference to this? 
Rather light in manner, perhaps, but sufficiently 
clear in. its meaning: that this Government would 
stand a great deal of killing; and that I did not be- 
lieve even the swallowing of all Mexico would be 
fatal to it, though [ was not myself in favor of the 
measure. I was satisfied with taking a reasonable 
territorial indemnity, if the Mexicans would cede 
it, leaving the subsequent relations of the two 
countries to be determined by subsequent events. 
Well, sir, I repeat again, that I have no belief that 
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if Mexican independence were annihilated to-mor- 
row, and the whole country annexed to the United 
States, it would kill us. 
nothing under heaven which can kill this Govern- 
ment but the people themselves. That is my opin- 
ion of its power of vitality. Ever since I have 
been upon the stage of action, our country has been 
killed by prophets of evil, crying ‘Wo, wo, to Je- 
rusalem!’’ Cassandras predicting a crisis to-day, 
and destruction to-morrow; yet we have gone on 
from increase to increase. And where our final 
boundaries are to be, He who controls the fate of 
empires alone can tell. I did not suppose that the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky could misunder- 
stand me, or have converted a figure of speech, 
such as swallowing a nation, into an argument to 
be refuted by a serious analogy to the human body. 
War and conquest are meaps to attain an end, and 
they are controlled in their general operations by 
the law of nations. ‘They are to be directed by the 
Executive Government upon its responsibility, 
subject, of course, to the supervision of Congress, 
with the great object, in the present instance, of 
making a speedy and honorable peace with Mexi- 
co. -The honorable Senator says that we are now 
‘Cin effect” at peace. What this qualification “in 
effect’? means, I do not know. The Mexican Gov- 
ernment is resisting; a fugitive sometimes travelling 
from place to place; still resisting, still unable or 
unwilling to do us justice. When Mexico is will- 
ing to do us that justice which you, Mr. President, 
and I believe all this side of the Senate believe, and 
some portion on the other, to be due to us, then, 
and not till then, we may relax our exertions, as 
we shall have conquered a peace. But I repeat, 
what I before said, that the longer Mexico cen- 
tinues her obstinate rejection of reasonable indem- 
nity, and the greater the exertion she compels us 
to make, the greater will be our demands, and the 
heavier her losses. What we would have accepted 
last year, or even at the commencement of the pres- 
ent campaign, we may well refuse now; and what 
we would accept now, we may well refuse after a 
few months. And how much the public senti- 
ment of this country may demand a year or two 
years hence, if the war continues so long, I do not 
pretend to predict. We may have to make the 
reat experiment so dreatled by the Senator from 
outh Carolina and the Senator from Kentucky, 
and annex the domains of ‘Mexico to our own. 
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This is the penalty which national injustice has 
often been called to pay, and which Mexico may 
be preparing for herself. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I know that in time of 
war, in the conduct of armies and campaigns, the 
general does not communicate to the enemy the 
route by which he intends to march, or the plan’ 
which he has adopted for attaining his objects. 
But the information now sought for of the Exec- 
utive is of an entirely different character. The 
argument of fhe honorable Senator, it is evident, 
is one to which he has been driven by the neces- 
sity of hia case; and I say again, although, there 
may be secrets, and certain circumstances which 
it may be important to keep concealed for the 
time, those now asked for are not of that descrip- 
tion. I really wonder how the gentleman can re- 
peat in this solemn style, without a smile upon his 
face, the asseveration that it would be dangerous 
to communicate this information, as it would be 
advantageous to the enemy! As well might it 
have been said, during the war against the Semi- 
noles, that information should not be given lest the 
Seminoles might get it! Because, in another state 
of affairs, it might be proper to withhold informa- 
tion, it does not follow that everything is to be 
kept a secret. If, as the Senator says, the Exec- 
utive has no secrets that it is not willing to reveal, 
why this opposition to these resolutions of inquiry ? 
The Senator now tells us the contents of the letter 
from General Scott, a portion of which he read the 
other day. I ask if this sort of verbal information 
is to be communicated, instead of the official infor- 
mation to which the Senate is entitled? Is the 
inquiry of the Senate to be stifled by some gentle- 
man taking upon himself the responsibility of get- 
ting up here and speaking for the Government, 
and giving us what he reports as the substance of 
information? No; we havea right to the informa- 
tion in its authentic and official form—in „that we 
may see what it contains—no more and no less. 
To that we have a right. l 
I have every confidence in the honorable Sena- 
tor. His statement to me personally in relation to 
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a matter of private confidence would he as eatis- 
factory as any testimony; but, as he will perceive, 
that is not the question now. We havea right to 
the official information, that our constituents may 
see and read it; and that it may go to them, not in 
the unauthenticated form of verbal communication 
here, but in the authentic form of a Government 
document. He knows and perceives this; and I 
ask again, with great deference to the honorable 
Senator, and without detracting, or intending to 
detract, from his just and deservedly eminent sta- 
tion here and in the country at large, why is it 
that the secrets so important to be kept should be 
communicated to him, standing on the same foot- 
Ing with us, but withheld as sacred from us? Is 
there to be a chosen body of enlightened legislators 
here, and another body who at their peril are to 
follow them without information and in darkness? 
Will the gentleman contend for that, and does not 
he see that to this his argument leads? He is fur- 
nished with information, and any other Senator 
may be furnished with information, and he is to 
deal it out to the Senate according to the exigency 
of the case; and his knowledge of that portion of 
light, or of ‘twilight, i is to ensure their concurrence 
in the measure proposed? ‘There is to be a great 
distinction of light and knowledge; and when we 
ask for more, we are told it may be mischievous, 
and may get to those to whom we do not wish to 
give information! This argument is of universal 
application. It applies equally to your call for 
useful information as to any other. To every in- 
ey, you will have the reply: “ Secrets! secrets! 

overnment secrets! All nations must have se- 
crets; you cannot expect us to give you the secrets! 
There is an impenetrable region into which the 
curiosity of the profane must “not seek to enter!” 
This is, I must say, a novel doctrine and a new 
sort of argument—a new sort of application alto- 
gether of a principle acknowledged by all in its 

roper place, and with its just ‘appreciation. I 

ope, sir, such a doctrine is not to be sanctioned 
by a vote of the Senate refusing the information 
asked for in the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood the honorable Sen- 
ator from North Carolina to say that he had no 
objectign to the insertion of the usual words in the 
reso.ution, ‘ if not incompatible with the public 
interest,” so as to leave it discretionary with the 
President. 

Mr. MANGUM. I said go, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall have no difficulty, then, 
in voting for the resolution—none whatever. So 
far as the general order that has appeared in Mex- 
ico is concerned, it is not to be supposed that any 
general officer under any circumstances would is- 
sue ag order of that magnitude without the author- 
ity, either express or implied, of his Government. 
I do not suppose, therefore, that any secrets can 
be disclosed upon this subject. Iam glad thatthe 
subject of ‘*secrets’’ has attracted so much atten- 
tion in this body, as I think it is always of advan- 
tage to the interests of the country that the ques- 
tion of “ secrets” should be considerably canvassed. 
I shall therefore embrace this occasion for renew- 
ing my ancient motion for opening the doors of the 
Senate on all occasions save one. But why, sir, 
are we so much affrighted at ‘‘secrets,”? when we 
ought to-begin by making our own acts public? It 
is only because a large portion of our own acts are 
not made public that [ am now not permitted to re- 
cur to facts which I could adduce, with overwhelm- 
ing influence, on the discussion of this question of 
secrecy. But, sir, I shall tender my ancient resolu- 
tion, and I shall test the spirit of publicity which 
is now displayed in words in this discussion. I 
believe, sir, that, if every document upon file in the 
Department of State and in the Department of War 
were this day opened to the full light of the sun, 
the Government would be strengthened far more 
than weakened by the disclosure. It is rather an 
Executive habit than an Executive necessity; it is 
because the preceding Executives have done this 
thing that the present Executive does it. He feels 
himself more bound oy pe ecedent than by princi- 
ple upon this subject. is predecessors have uni- 
_formly acted upon tbe principle that the disclosure 
of ae parts of the information in their posses- 
sion might tend to the prejudice of. the public in- 
terest. And itis upon the authority of the prac- 
tice of his predecessors that fhe Executive acts, 
rather than upon the existence of any secret rea- 
son for his conduct. 

I am willing, as far as my vote is concernel—if 
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I could give it detached from other considerations 
—to vote to let in the full blaze of the sun upon 
every transaction that paper contains growing out 
of this war. I should like myself to see the esti- 
mates made by the gencrals-in-chief commanding 
those two columns in Mexico, and also their ad- 
vice given to the Executive at the incipient stages 
of the war—advice sought because one of the par- 
ties from whom it was sought was at the head of 
the American army, and had therefore a right to 
be consulted by the Executive, who is not a mili- 
tary man. I should like to see all these things, 
sir, so that I might know to what extent any one 
or all of these generals may be responsible—I do 
not say for the origin of the war, but for the man- 
ner in which it has been prosecuted. Sir, I do not 
speak authoritatively. ee not now at the head 
of any committee which authorizes me to go into 
the several departments and make inquiry in re- 
lation to these subjects. I am not charged articu- 
larly or expressly with any branch of the ge nate’s 
business, and therefore I know nothing personally 
as to what facts are or are not contained in the 
archives of the Executive Department Now, sir, 
upon another branch of this subject. 

The honorable Senator from North Carolina, 
who has had the lead upon the question of opening 
the doors and admitting all the information that 
may be in the possession of the Executive, agrees 
with me upon this question, and I shall introduce 
my ancient resolution to-morrow, or at the next 
meeting of the Senate. I hope then to have the 
aid (so potential in all matters in which he takes 
part) of the honorable Senator. But the honorable 
Senator from North Carolina wants the informa- 
tion called for by thts resolution, and other in- 
formation, for a certain purpose. Now, what is 
this purpose? Why, it ts to know what are the 
political designs of the Executive in regard to the 
war—that is to say, what are his desires as to the 
result of the war. Now, the President of the Uni- 
ted States 1s only one branch of the Government 
of the United States. Congress is another. A 
leading statesman of this country, whose voice, 
possibly, is as potential within as it is without 
these walls, has laid it down as a right belonging 
to the two Houses of Congress, not that they 
should call upon the President to know what he 
means, but that they should express what they 
mean should be the end and objects of the war. 
Therefore, if the honorable Senator from North 
Carolina has any extreme solicitude upon this 
subject, it is of far more importance for him to 
know what Congress means, than to know what 
the President means, because the President cannot 
act without the consent of Congress. Now, if the 
Senator desires to know what Congress means to 
do, what object they desire to accomplish, the mode 
in which he can ascertain it is simply to offer a 
resolution declaring what Congress means shall be 
the objects aimed at in the prosecution of this war. 
It is of no consequence, sir, upon this great ques- 
tion, to quibble about what the President ma 
secretly design. We are told by this high authori- 
ty with the gentleman and his friends, that it is 
the right ‘and duty of Congress to declare what 
shall be the objects and purposes of this war. Let 
them come up to the mark and lay before us their 
views. 

Mr. SEVIER. I would suggest, Mr. President, 
that the time has arrived for the consideration of 
the special order of the day. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir, I am doubtless tres- 
passing upon the time that ought to be devoted to 
my honorable friend’s speech. I have, however, 
but a few words more to say, and really I did not 
intend to enter at all into t e discussion ; but the 
debate seems to have spread itself out to such an 
extent that I could scarcely avoid engaging in it. 
I shall vote for the Senator’s resolution when the 
addition is made which he says he is willing to 
make. I desire that addition made, because ‘this 
has always been the practice, out of respect to the 
Executive branch of the Government; as, for in- 
stance, we use the word ‘‘ request” when we ad- 
dress the Executive, and the word ‘‘direct’”’ when 
we address the various subordinate departments. It 
has been for the purpose of expressing these views 
that I have trespassed upon the time of the Senate. 

Mr. MANGUM. I am extremely reluctant, 
sir, to encroach upon the time which belongs to 
the honorable Senator from Mississippi, but some 
remarks have been made which absolutely demand 
some reply. 
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Mr. FOOTE. It wilt give me siderations || Mr. FOOTE. It wilt give me mich pleasure pleasure 
to give way to the Senator. 

Mr. MANGUM. I have very few observations 
to make, and they will occupy but a few moments; 
and I must begin by congratulating the honorable 
Senator from Ohio on the advance he has made 
within a few days in regard tq disclosing all se- 
crefs; and I congratulate the Senator from Geor- 
gia on the prospect he has of the powerful assist- 
ance of the Senator from Ohio upon that resolution 
of his which was laid upon the table this morning, 
calling for information as to the communications 
of the commanding generals abdut the period of 


the beginning of this war, either of advice, sug-. 


gestions, or otherwise. 

This resolution, sir, was drawn with great care, 
(hastily, to be sure,) and was not designed to 
trench on anything that might be supposed to 
affect injuriously the interests of the country. But, 
sir, the honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs very properly says that many 
things should be withheld on account of the con- 
test in which we are engaged. But does he mean 
to say that he is to be intrusted with information 
which we are not to be intrusted with? We want 
light on this subject. As one of the minority, sir, 
how can I look into the Executive mind and dis- 
cover the purposes which are there intended? Let 
the world have the information, sir, and the world 
will either sustain you or refuse to sustain you. 
I should like to know from the honorable. chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs what 
we are to do when the conquest of Mexico is com- 
plete. If there is no Government to treat with us 
now, what will we do with Mexico then, sir? 
These are important matters, that involve ulti- 

mately, in my judgment, the stability of our free 
institutions. For one, I would like to know, if 
the Republic of Mexico falls into our hands, what 
is to be done with it? This is the main point that 
I desire light upon. Ido not care a fig for the views 
expressed to-day, further, than they relate to this 
oint. 

Will the honorable chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs condescend to inform us what 
he means to do with Mexico after it is conquered ? 
Will he enlighten us as to the distinct purposes of 
the Executive respecting her? What shall be 
done with this unfortunate Republic after it falls 
into our hands? I think that Congress has a deep 
and profound interest in this inquiry. Sir, I care 
not a fig, as I have already said, whether the res- 
olution | passes or not, if the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, in his official 
capacity, will only give me light on this single 
point. He goes for the conquest ‘of Mexico, which, 
[ take it, implies the annihilation of that Govern- 
ment. How, then, are you to make peace? I 
only wish to add a single remark, in reference to 
the honorable Senator from Ohio, i in regard to hia 
‘ ancient” resolutions. I shall go for any addi- 
tional light—for the removal of any secrecy, and 
for the obtaining of any information that may be 
necessary to aid us in the discharge of our duties. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the honorable Senator ac- 
cept of the amendment? 

Mr. MANGUM. I said i would do so. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Do I understand that the 
modification is made? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

The question was then taken on the resolution 
as amended, and it was adopted. 


THE TEN REGIMENT BILL. 


The Senate resumed the cogsideration of the 
bill to increase, for a limited time, the military 
force of the United States. 

Mr. FOOTE, (in continuation,) said: 

Mr. Presper: I think it must be acknowl- 
‘edged that this debate has been marked with pecu- 
liar rancor on the other side of the Chamber, and 
that terms of scurrilous reproach have been freely 
indulged towards the President of the United 
States, equally derogatory to the dignity of this 
body, int to be applied to the first m ghee of 
this great nation, and entirely unmerited in point 
of fact. One gentleman has not hesitated openly. 
to charge the Executive with falsehood in regard 
to his declaration of the objects of the war; which 
is nothing more than a coarse version of what is 
reported in a paper, which I hold in my hand, to 
have emanated from a distinguished Senator now 
in my eye, at Springfield, last September, about 
‘í pretexts, evasions, pretences, after-thoughts,”” 
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&c., &c. Another gentleman charges falsehood 
by anuehdo, and assumes, with something of pecu- 
liar grace, and certainly with more than the ordi- 
nary dramatic emphasis, to blush for the President. 
Another charges “dishonesty,” ‘‘ robbery,” *‘ pil- 
lage,’? and ‘“ murder;”? another, ‘ hypocrisy;”’ 
another, “a violation of the Constitution;”’ an- 
other, ‘“‘ the usurping of powers properly belonging 
to Congress.” Now, i the President be half as 

uilty as he is accused by honorable Senators of 
belie, he ought, for the honor of the country, to 
be immediately impeached; and I a little wonder, 
under all the circumstances, that a great Hastings 


affair has not been before now gotten up, consid- 


ering the lusty menaces which we know to have: 


been thundered forth in various quarters, and the 

regnant fact, that at least one member of this 

ody is reported to have already declared that 
he ıs impeachable. I wish distinguished Sena- 
tors would recollect the wise requisition of the 
common law, that even jurors, who only deter- 
mine the facts of the case, must be majores omni 
exceptione; and that Justice was by the ancients 
painted blind, in order to indicate that all who 
approached her sanctuary should do so free 
from all preconceived prejudice, and exempt 
from all exterior influence. I take the liberty of 
reminding honorable Senators, whilst indulging 
these suggestions, of one of the most imposing ju- 
dicial scenes which is recorded in ancient annals— 
the trial of Lucius Cataline by the Roman Senate. 
The heautiful sentences with which Julius Cesar 
commenced his noble speech on the occasion con- 
tain a maxim which I fear is almost too elevated 
for even this Christian generation: ‘* Omnes ho- 
mines, qui de rebus dubiis consultant, ab odio, amicitia, 
tra, atque misericordia vacuos esse decet. Haud facile 
animus verum providet, ubi illa officiunt. Neque 
quisquam omnium lubidini simul et usut paruit. 
Ubi intenderis ingenium, valet. Si lubido possidet 
ea dominatur; animus nihil valet.” Now, if certain 
menaces which we have all heard of in regard to 
grave proceedings elsewhere against the first magis- 
trate of the nation, were as honestly announced 
as they have been indecently paraded before the 
country, there may be yet some possibility of 
illustrious Senators, when called on to perform 
a high judicial duty, with the Chief Justice of the 
United States presiding in this Chamber, either 
challenging themselves or being challenged by 
others, on the score of incompetency to discharge 
the highest functions belonging to the body. I 
hope to witness no such painful and perplexing 
predicament; but if it should occur, it would, per- 
chance, not be without a salutary influence in the 
way of example. 

Mr. President, before I conclude what I have to 
say upon this occasion, I feel called upon to no- 
tice, and, if possible, in some degree to counter- 
act, certain views expressed a few days since by 
the venerable Senator from South Carolina; and, 
in doing so, I believe that he at least will not ques- 
tion my sincerity in declaring, that such is my 
high respect for his extraordinary powers of in- 
tellect, and his numerous virtues, 1t is to me most 
painful to differ with him in opinion on any great 

“public question. It would certainly be my wish 
to remain silent, notwithstanding my dissent from 
his views, but that I shall be compelled by a sense 
of duty to vote in opposition to the honorable 
Senator’s profound and ingenious reasonings; and 
if I fail to state sound and substantial grounds for 
doing so, I shall incur the risk of being misunder- 
stood by the whole country. 

I understand the Senator from South Carolina 
to oppose the measure under consideration, on the 
ground that no additional troops are necessary for 
the attainment of any legitimate object, or for any 
object heretofore avowed by the Executive. He 
argues that the conquest of the interior regions of 
Mexico has advanced so far, that, if the troops 
now there are not speedily withdrawn to what he 
calls a defensive line, we will incur the hazard of 
annihilating the nationality of Mexico, and of thus 
failing to obtain a treaty of peace atall, for want of 
a valid Government with which to conduct our fu- 
ture negotiations. Mr. President, I will not under- 
take to decide whether or not the Senator from South 
Carolina be right in supposing that Mexico is in 
such imminent danger of losing her nationality. 
This may or may not be the case. It is certain 
that those who are best acquainted with the. pre- 
cise condition of things in Mexico think otherwise. 
The. President still continues to avow his warm 
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desire and confident expectation that a treaty will 
yet be effected with the Mexican Government, 
which will be at the same time honorable to us 
and neither unjust nor ungenerous to our obstinate 
adversary; and such is m 
and thorough sincerity of heart, that I do not feel 
at liberty to refuse him any aid which I am capa- 
ble of rendering for the eventual attainment of this 
long-sought object. General Scott, too, seems 
still to calculate upon an early pacification, and 
has just announced a most imposing, and as I 
think, most judicious plan, for bringing it about; 
and I have too high an esteem for him, also, both 
as acommander and a patriot, not to feel a most 
decided deference for his judgment about this 
matter. Cui libet credendum est in sua arte, iS as 
much a maxim in military affairs as in the con- 
cerns of civil life; and I freely acknowledge that 
the Commander-in-chief in Mexico, with his ex- 
tensive experience as an officer, and his familiar 
acquaintance with the resources, devices, and pre- 
sent temper of the foe, is to be presumed to enjoy 
a peculiarly favorable opportunity of determining 
whether or not we will be at all likely to succeed 
in ultimately conquering a peace; and so long as he 
seems to testify a generous confidence in his being 
able eventually to accomplish that for which we 
have been so long struggling, I should as soon do 
anything else which might be calculated to put the 
honor of the country in danger as refuse to vote 
him supplies of men and money to any extent 
which may be judged necessary to the complete 
and early success of his military operations. 1 can 
never consent, for one, to withdraw, our army to 
any merely defensive line, so long as any hope of 
obtaining a treaty of peace may remain; nor will 
I consent to do so, so long as there may be a 
chance of practical pacification, of a nature to be 
relied*on, independent of treaty, provided a treaty 
turn out to be unattainable. I cannot perceive 
any possible advantage which would be likely to 
accrue from the adoption of a defensive line; but, 
on the contrary, I behold manifold evils and in- 
conveniences, too obvious in themselves, and too 
often insisted upon heretofore, in different forms to 
need any special citation at this time. This defen- 
sive-line project seems to be with the distinguished 
Senator from South Carolina, a perfect panacea for 
all the troubles of this Mexican war, in whatever 
stage of it we may be. Last winter, when Gen- 
eral Taylor had only penetrated the States in the 
neighborhood of the Rio Grande, a withdrawal to 
a defensive line wasearnestly recommended. Now 
we have attacked and captured the strong castle of 
San Juan de Ulua, taken Vera Cruz, Jalapa, Perote, 
Puebla, and Mexico, and are proceeding rapidly 
to seize all the remaining strong places, to possess 
ourselves of the public revenues, put down guerrilla 
warfare, and reduce the enemy to such straits as 
must infallibly render him in a short time alto- 
gether hopeless of being able to make further re- 
sistance; and the Senator from South Carolina, 
with a consistency which seems to bid proud de- 
fiance to everything like change of circumstances, 
is heard to exclaim, still more emphatically than 
before, ‘* Why do you not fall back to my defen- 
sive line?” with this notable alteration, which the 
events of the last twelve months have been able 
alone to effect, that the honorable Senator does not 
find it convenient to tell us now where this same 
defensive line of his should run; and he proposes, 
therefore, to convoke a council of officers to settle 
this important point. A strange council this would 
be, by the by; as it would be composed neces- 
sarily of gentlemen, all of whom would infallibly 
and very promptly declare their opinion to be, 
that nothing .on earth could be imagined more 
injudicious or perilous than the adoption of 
aan | defensive line whatsoever. I hope not to 
exhibit the appearance of dogmatism ‘òn this point; 
but, after the most diligent inquiries which I was 
capable of instituting, l feel authorized to assert 
my belief, that it would be exceedingly difficult, 
if it would not be impossible, to find in the whole 
army a single officer of respectably high grade, 
who would risk his reputation as a military man 
so far as to give sanction to the adoption of: the 
defensive line policy recommended by the hon- 
orable Senator. But, says the Senator from South 
Carolina, if you remain in the central portions of 
Mexico much longer, and especially if you in- 
crease the strength of your army there, you will 
break down the Central Government: and destroy 
the last vestiges of nationality. As I before ob- 
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served, this may be so, or it may not be so; but 


‘no matter what may be the precise effect of re- 


maining in Mexico, in regard to our own munici- 
al condition, I am of opinion, that as we marched 
into the country in order to achieve indemnity for 
the past, and security for the future, we never can 
honorably withdraw our troops until we obtain 
them both in the most unequivocal manner. And 
though it is true, as urged by a Senator on the 
other side of the Chamber, that we went to war for 
free trade and sailors’ rights in 1812, and came out of 
it in 1815, without having secured either; notwith- 
Standing, the delay of a few months, as we now 
know, through the instrumentality of the battle 
of New Orleans, would have given us all for which 
we assumed hostilities; yet I can see no sufficient 
reason in this melancholy example of national 
discredit, which should induce us now to yield to 
the triple counsels of the yet surviving sages who 
negotiated the treaty of Ghent, and who are at 
present so happily agreed in the policy of getting 
out of this war with Mexico by a resignation of 
all the objects for which it has been heretofore 
prosecuted; so far even as to strike down our na- 
tional flag again without further ceremony, and 
confess, by implication at least, that we went to 
war unjustifiably, and have spilled blood and 
wasted treasure without even the appearance of 
decent pretence, much less of full justifiation. 
The Senator from South Carolina thinks, though, 
that our remaining in Mexico may, by putting an 
end to Mexican nationality, effectually prevent our 
reception of indemnity and security, through the 
medium of a treaty of peace; inasmuch, as though 
one nation may make war, it requires two to make 
a peace. Here I differ with him again ; it requires 
two to agree upon a peace by treaty; but whether 
we get a treaty by remaining in Mexico or not, 
we are certain, at any rate, of obtaining a practical 
pacification, accompanied with all we have de- 
manded, and perchance more, whether Mexico 
shall have intermediately lost her nationality by 
our failure to retreat to a defensive line at a great 
distance from her capital, or shall have retained it. 
The venerable Senator from South Carolina will 
permit me to remind him of the fact, that he was 
opposed to the invasion of Mexico last winter, at 
the point of Vera Cruz, in part at least, because 
he deemed the Castle of San Juan de Ulua im- 
prenan and not alone from a fear of destroying 
Aexican nationality; and this excessive fear as to 
the extent of injury which our inveterate enemy 
may happen to receive at our hands, I consider 
one of the most remarkable events in this age of 
misdirected philanthropy and ‘idle and masterly 
inactivity.” Let me recur to the pages of classi- 
cal history fora moment. Livy informs us, that 
when Scipio Africanus proposed to the Roman 
Senate to enter upon his scheme of invading Afri- 
ca, the aged Fabius Maximus, always a remark- 
ably cautious man, and in whom we may well 
suppose that the effluxion of years had greatly 
cooled the fervor and diminished the hopefulness 
of earlier days, opposed the scheme most stoutly, 
and even inveighed against Scipio as a rash, vis-. 
ionary, ambitious young man, who was willing to 
expose his coer to unnecessary peril, in order 
to gratify his morbid and eager cravings after mil- 
itary fame. The noble old Roman—for still Ro- 
man he was, despite his fondness for ‘idle and 
masterly inactivity,” in attempting to counteract 
the scheme of invasion—spoke of ** the enormous 
‘expense of the undertaking; not a single harbor 
‘ open to our fleet; no part of the country at peace 
“with us; no state our ally; no king our friend; 
‘no room anywhere, either to stand or advance.’” 
Well, Fabius failed in his attempt to defeat the 
African expeditjon; as a greater than. Fabius did 
last winter, in regard to the expedition to the coast 
of Mexico, whose complete success is now one of 
the most glorious pages of our history as a nation. 
Scipio sojourned for a few months in Sicily, as 
General Scott did at the island of Lobos last year; 
and finally landed on the African coast and strided 
rapidly from victory to victory, overturning in his 
impetuous course several large armies under Sy- 
phax and Hasdrubal; and finally prepared to strike _ 
a fatal blow at the vitals of Carthaginian nation- 
ality. Now, what would have been the surprise 
of his own country, and the regret of all posterity, 
had Fabius Maximus, in this moment of exulta- 
tion and hope, exclaimed in the Roman Senate- 
house, as we have heard in this debate, that he 
always had thought this expedition would end in 
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misfortune, and that now it must be apparent to 
all, since Carthage was actually nbout to loge her 
nationality, and would be thereforé unable to ap- 
point commissioners after awhile to make a treaty 
of peace? This melancholy page in Roman an- 
nals has not descended to us; and the war with 
Carthage was ultimately closed on terms that the 
Romans themselves, so far as I have heard or be- 
lieve, never complained of. There was no talk in 
the Roman Senate such as wọ have had here now, 
that to deprive Carthage of any portion of her ter- 
ritory, by way of indemnity, would be as bad as 
highway robbery, and that a treaty of peace even 
for that o would be a mere nullity, on ac- 
count of its having been extorted by force; as 
more than one of the profound jurists on the other 
gide of the Chamber have not hesitated to avow. 

But the Senator from South Carolina takes what 
he calls “ higher ground,”’ and urges that if Mex- 
ican nationality be extinguished, we shall be forced 
in the end, either to fall back to his defensive line, 
or to do what he supposes to be much worse, 
either to incorporate all Mexico within our limits, 
or establish a provincial government there. I take 
issue with the Senator at once as to both these 
alternatives. 1 deny that, in the case he has stated, 
if it ever should occur, we should be forced either 
to incorporate Mexico and her whole people, 
Indians, negroes, half-breeds, and all, in the sense 
in which the Senator from South Carolina uses 
that: term, or that we should be compelled to treat 
her as a province, in the Roman sense of that term; 
or that, not doing either of these things, we then 
should be compelled to fall back to a defensive 
line. I will discuss these points more fully after 
a while; but I desire, at first with great and heart- 
felt deference to the Senator’s excellent memory, 
to set him right, if I can, in regard to certain points 
of Roman history, a correct understanding of 
which is, perhaps, material to this branch of the 
controversy. The following paragraphs of the 
honorable Senator’s speech contain the errors 
which I suppose him to have committed: 

'« What is the object of a vigorous prosecution of the war? 
How can it be successful? J can see but one way of making 
it so, and that is by suppressing all resistance on the part of 
Mexico, overpowering and dispersing her army, and utterly 
overthrowing herGoverninent. But if that should be done— 
if a vigorous prosecution of the war should Jead to that 
result, how are we to obtain an honorable peace? With 
whom shall we treat for indemnity for the past and security 
for the future? War may be made by one party, but it 
requires two to make peace. If all authority is overthrown 
in Mexico, where will be the power of entering into nego- 
tiation and make peace? Our very success would defeat 
the possibility of making peace ? 

& In that case the war would not end in peace, but in con- 
quest; not in negotiation, but in subjugation; and defeat, I 
repeat, the very object you aim to accomplish, and accom- 

eplish that which you disavow to be your intention, by de- 
stroying the separate existence of Mexico, overthrowing her 
nationality, and blotting out her name from the list of na- 


tions, instead of leaving her a free Republic, which the 
President has so earneatly expressed his desire to do. 
k * * * x * 


« The President is right. If the vigorous prosecution of 
the war should be successful, and the contingency on which 


_ he expects to make a treaty fails, there will be no retreat. 


Every argument against calling back the army and taking a 
defensive line will have double force, after having spent 
sixty unillions of dollars, and acquired the possession of the 
whole of Mexico, and the interests in favor of keeping pos- 
session would be much more powerful then than now. 
The army itself will be larger; those who live by the war, the 
numerous contractors, the merchants, the sutlers, the specu- 
lators in land and mines, and all who are profiting directly 
or indirectly by its prosecution, will be adverse to retiring, 
and will] swell the cry of holding on to our conquests. They 
constitute an immense body of vast influence, who are grow- 
ing rich by what is impoverishing the rest of the country. 
* k & a k * * 


“That it would be contrary to the genius and character of 
,our Government, and subversive of our free popular institu- 
tions, to hold Mexico as a subject province, is a proposition 
too clear for argument before a body so enlightened as the 
Senate. * . * - * i K 
& Let it not be said that Great Britain is an example to the 
contrary ; that she holds provinces of vast extent and popu- 
lation, without materially impairing the liberty of the sub- 
ject, or of exposing the Government to violence, anarchy 
confusion, or corruption. It is so. Butit must be attributed 
to the peculiar character of her Government. Of all gov- 
ernments that ever existed, of a free character, the British 
far transcends them all in one particular, and that is, its ca- 
pacity to bear patronage without tbe evils usually incident to 
it. She can bear more, in proportion to population and 
weajth, than any government of that character that ever ex- 
isted. ` I might even go further, and assert than’ despotism 
itselfin its most absolute form. I will not undertake to ex- 
plain why itisso. It will take me further from the course 
which [have prescribed for myself than [ desire; but I will 
say, in a few words, that it results ftom the fact that her 
Executive and the House of Lords, (the conservative branch- 
es of her Government,) are both hereditary, while the other 
House of Parliament has a popular character. The Roman 
government exceeded the British in its capacity for conquest. 
No government ever did exist, and nene probably ever will, 
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which, in that particular,. equalled it; but its capacity to 
hold conquered provinces in subjection was as nothing 
compared to that of Great Britain; and hence, when the 
Roman power passed beyond the limits of Italy, crossed the 
Adriatic, the Mediterranean, und the Alps, liberty fell pros- 
trate; the Roman people became a rabble; corruption pene 
etrated every department of the government; violence and 
anarchy ruled the day, and military despotism closed the 
scene. Now, on the contrary, we see England, with sub- 
ject provinces of vastly greater territorial extent, and prob- 
ably of not inferior population, (I have not compared them 5) 
we sce her, I repeat, going on without the personal liberty 
of the subject being materially impaired, or the govefnment 
subject to violence or anarchy !”’ 

Now, I shall not here stop to discuss the mean- 
ing of the term province. It is obvious that the 
Senator’s view of the matter is, that the extension 
of territorial dominion by Rome had the effect of 
prostrating her liberties. I confess l never met 
with this opinion before. It is certainly not in 
Gibbon, or Niebuhr, nor do I think it can be found 
in the pages of any other philosophic historian 
who has written of that wonderful people. On the 
contrary, the freedom of Rome commenced with 
territorial conquests, grew and strengthened con- 
tinually with further conquests, and never became 
very seriously impaired,. until the god Terminus 
began to think of receding. ‘‘ But though Termi- 
nus,” says Gibbon, ‘‘ had resisted the majesty of 
Jupiter, he submitted to the authority of the em- 
peror Hadrian.’’ The first emperor of Rome for 
the first time announced the no-territory policy to 
Roman ears; and accordingly, the same illustrious 
historian just quoted, says ‘*the principal con- 
‘quests of the Romans were achieved under the 
‘republic; and the emperors, for the most part, 
‘were satisfied with preserving those dominions 
‘which had been acquired by the policy of the 
‘Senate, the active emulation of the consuls, and 
‘ the martial enthusiasm of the people. The seven 
‘ first centuries were filled with a rapid succession 
‘ of triumphs, but it was reserved for Augustus to 
‘relinquish the ambitious design of conquering the 
‘whole earth, and to introduce a spirit of modera- 
‘tion into his councils.”’ 

The Senator from South Carolina was pleased 
to designate a period in Roman history as the com- 
mencement of the ruin of free institutions nearly 
four hundred years anterior to the age of the An- 
tonines, selected by Mr. Gibbon as the beginning of 
the decline and fall of Roman power. He says: 
“As soon as the Roman power passed from Italy 
‘beyond the Adriatic on the one side, and the 
‘ Alps on the other, and the Mediterranean, their 
‘liberty fell prostrate.” Well, if the Senator is 
correct in this statement, Roman liberty perished 
before the five hundred and fiftieth year fom the 
building of the city, and nearly two hundred years 
before the reign of Augustus; as Illyricum, be- 
yond the Adriatic, was certainly subdued as early 
as the year five hundred and fifteen, ab urbe condita; 
Spain was conquered by Scipio in the year five 
hundred and forty-seven of the same era; and the 
Macedonian kingdom was overthrown, and all 
Greece delivered from the tyranny of Nabis about 
ten years later. To recognize Roman liberty as 
having been prostrated thus early, would be to 
take away from the honor of free institutions more 
than I am willing to do, and would inevitably cast 
a multitude of great names, heretofore associated 
with the career of Roman liberty, into a dim and 
dusky eclipse, which would be seriously dispirit- 
ing to the champions of freedom throughout the 
world. 

The truth is, sir, that there never was a year 
when Rome was free that she was not advancing 
rapidly along the pathways of territorial conquest. 
Let me cursorily mention a few names of conquered 
and annexed peoples, who had fallen before the 
Roman power anterior to the period of prostration 
apeciaed by the Senator from South Carolina; 
commencing with the Albans, we have, then, the 
Latines, the Sabines, the Fidenatians, the Falisci- 
ans, the Venetians, the Prenestines, the Campani- 
ans, the Samnites, the Hernicians, the Tiburtians, 
the Privernians, the Apulians, the Etruscans, the 
Umbrians, the Marcians, the Pelignians, the 
Equans, the Volsinians, the Lucanians, the Ta- 
rentines, the Bruttians, the Sallentines, the States 
of Sicily, Carthage, Spain, Sardinia, Corsica, the 
Ligurians, &c., &c., &c. How wonderful it must 
seem to the Senator from South Carolina, that 
Roman liberty was not prostrated much earlier, 
even than the date of its extinction which he has 
specified ! 

But I will not pursue this topic further; and, in- 
deed, should not “have discussed it at all, but for 
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| the apprehension which I felt, that the powerful 
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argument of the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina on this point, being wholly unanswered, 
might have an effect upon the public mind more or | 
less detrimental in its character. 

If the Senator had ascribed the prostration of 
Roman liberty to her badly-balanced frame of gov- 
ernment, into which ‘the most incongruous and 
antagonizing elements had found entrance, and 
maintained unceasing discord;’’ to her defective 
system of jurisprydence, which, until the days of 
Justinian, was confessedly one of the most imper- 
fect ever known; to her want of the representative 
and confederative principles of government; to her 
want of trial by jury, and her want of the means 
of rapidly communicating intelligence from place 
to place of her extended empire; and had ended 
with asserting that corruption, the means of per- 
poe which, had been supplied to some extent 

y a system of robbery and confiscation in foreign 
and remote regions, which .is impossible in this 
country under our Constitution, had aided in this 
sad work, I should have concurred with him most 
heartily. But to give all these considerations the 
go-by, and ascribe the downfall of Roman freedom 
to a single cause, and that not the true one, strikes 
me to be hardly as practical as to settle the matter, 
summarily, by repeating the language of poetry, 
and saying, with Byron— 

“« The Goth, the Christian, Time, War, Flood, and Fire, 

Have dealt upon the seven-hilled City’s pride; 
She saw her glories, star by star, expire, 

And up the steep, barbarian monarchs ride, 
Where her car climed the Capitol.’ 

But let us advance a little further in examination 
of the honorable Senator’s view of the dangers like- 
ly to arise to our Institutions from the incorpora- 
tion or provincialization of Mexico; one of which 
he says we will have to do in ashort time, if we do 
not come over to his defensive line theory. The 
complete denationalization of Mexico, he says, 
will bring us to the necessity of choice between 
these alternatives. 

Admitting the denationalization of Mexico to be 
at hand, then I contend, that without falling back 
to adefensive line, and without establishing a 
provincial government, or the incorporation of her 
people, in their present condition at least, measures 
could yet be taken, without varying at all from 
the policy necessary to be pursued in order to 
ensure a vigorous prosecution of the war, and, in- 
deed, in pursuance of the military occupation poli- 
cy now promulged by General Scott, that would 
inevitably lead to the gradual civilization and 
Americanization of Mexico, and, possibly, her 
eventual annexation to the Confederacy, when 
qualified for- this honor. I am proposing nothing 
for present adoption; it would be presumptious 
in me to do so. The views which I am about to 
express are my own, and may be, for aught I 
know, in their entirety, confined to myself; nor 
is any other person, official or unofficial, at all 
responsible therefor. Though I am happy to be- 
lieve, that they will be generally concurred in by -` 
those whom Í represent here, and in the main, 


judging from their published views, by two dis- 


tinguished citizens of my own State, whose high 
reputation for abilities, for moral worth, and pro- 
found acquaintance with this particular subject, 
will secure, for any opinions which they may be 
known to approve, the utmost respect from their 
countrymen. I allude to the late Governor of 
Mexico, General Quitman, and another personage, 
whose name, for certain delicate public reasons, 
I may not mention here, but who was once my 
pee on this floor, and has since associated 

imself in deathless connection with the great 
principles of free trade, and who may well be re- 
cognized as the Cobden and Mansfield combined, 
of this Western World. 

Thus premising, I proceed to detlare, that if 
hereafter driven, by stress of circumstances, such 
as have been anticipated by the Senator from South 


i Carolina, to despair altogether of the effectuation 


of a treaty with Mexico, and we should be forced 
to keep possession of the country, in spite of our 
willingness to surrender it to its own present inhab- 
itants on fair and honorable terms, why, even then, 
I should not unite with the Senator from South 
Carolina in the sentiments of profound hopeless- 
ness, to which he has given such eloquent expres- 
sion in our midst; but should endeavor to educe as 
much good as practicable from what might be con- 
sidered by many as only unmixed evil. 

And upon some such plan as I will proceed now 
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to be particularly specified, which might be con- 
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to suggest, I should hope still further to provide 
for the happiness and glory of our own country, 
„and the ultimate diffusion and perpetuity of the 
great principles of civil and religious liberty. 
na, 

1. After such a temporary occupancy of Mex- 
ico by our armies, as is now taking place, I would 
er mma y prepare the country, State after State of 
‘it, for the reéstablishment of civil government, 
taking care, in due season, to introduce our inval- 
Dable territorial system—that noble nursery of 
State sovereignties—and to intrust the inhabitants 
of each territory, as soon as it might be deemed 
entirely safe to te so, with the indispensable power 
of self-government. 

2. Whilst a temporary military occupation of 
Mexico might be deemed necessary, I would sta- 
tion detachments of troops at three prominent 

oints in the interior—Orizaba, Mexico, and San 
Luis Potosi—with a view of giving protection to the 
three commercial points of Alvarado, Vera Cruz, 
and Tampico; thus securing the mining districts 
from encroachment from, any quarter, and estab- 
lishing peace and perfect social order throughout 
the whole extent of the region thus occupied. 

3. The next step which would be advisable 
would be the introduction of our system of import 
duties, bringing with it the blessings of free trade 
to Mexico, for the first time, and all their civiliz- 
ing and Americanizing influence. By this means, 
the commercial monopoly heretofore enjoyed by 
Great Britain would cease forever; our valuable 
agricultural and manufacturing products hereto- 
fore, to agreat extent, prohibited, would find realy 
entrance into the country, and be seen to float 
quietly along all the channels of domestic trade; the 
beneficial effect of which, in a moral point of view, 
will be easily inferred by those who have given 
their attention, heretofore, to such considerations, 
and which will be found beautifully and power- 
fully illustrated by one of the most distinguished 
writers of the present day, in a speech delivered in 

the great city of Manchester, in the month of No- 
vember last, an extract from which I beg leave to 
submit. Mr. Alison, the historian, on taking the 
chair at the Athenzum soirée, in Free Trade Fall, 
on the occasion referred to, after a few introduc- 
tory remarks, thus expressed himself: | 

(Here Mr. Foore read from Mr. Alison’s speech 
a considerable extract, and continued thus:] 

4. Our system of land laws. There is ascertained 
to be an immense body of valuable public land in 
Mexico, heretofore unappropriated, there being, 
as Í am assured, from twenty-five to thirty millions 
of acres, of the richest lands in the world yet un- 
occupied in the State of Vera Cruz, and a propor- 
tionate quantity:‘in most of the States which have 
not yet become densely peopled. By bestowing 
farms of moderate extent upon actual settlers, the 
whole country would soon become occupied by a 
population equal to any under the sun, in all that 
is necessary to good government and high social 
advancement. 

5. There are resources in Mexico not necessary 
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veniently and legitimately applied, after paying the 
present national debt, to general education pur- 
“poses. : 

6. Religious toleration, heretofore prohibited, 
would ave elena and every man be allowed to 
worship God according to his own conscience. 

7. Our system of trial by jury would be sure 
very early to commend itself to respect and adop- 
tion. 

8. These and other regulations which will occur 
to all astute minds at once, without suggestion, 
cannot but work wondrous effects in the next five 
or ten years. Eight years ago, he who is now 
speaking used the following language: 

« Surely it would not have required a large amount of 
prophetic sagacity, fifty years ago, to have predicted, that if 
ever a struggle should occur between the Anglo-American 
population of North America, or rather of the United States, 
and that enervated and mongrel race, who have been de- 
scrived in the preceding chapters of this work, previscly 
such results as have taken place in Texas, in the progress 
of the war carried on there for independence and liberty, 
would he seen to arise. The mind of one who would not 
have anticipated such results, could not have formed any 
acquaintance with the brightest pages of ancient historic 
lore; nor have read, with soul on fire, of the imperishable 
glories of Marathon, and Platæa, and Salamis. Perhaps as 
little astuteness is necessary now to foresee that the period 
is not far remote, when Anglo-American heroes, and states- 
men, and moralists—the descendants of those British colo- 
nists of whom we have just been reading, whose early set- ` 
tlements only dotted, here and there, for a few miles, the 
bleak and barren Atlantic coast of North America—will be 


seen, with the consent of good men and true of all nations, 


-to bear ‘ forward and aloft, ove: the land and over the sea,’ 


that very banner of moral-regeneration spoken of in the first 
page of this work, until even ‘amidst the murinurs of the 
Pacific sea,’ and over the beautiful plains and valleys of 
eastern Mexico a voice shall be heard saying, ‘There is no 
God but the God of truth, and justice, and brotherly kind- 
ness; and his favorites are the spreaders of knowledge, and 
the heroic yet merciful chastisers of wicked men and na- 
tions.) ? 

‘The scenes herein described have been, in part 
at least, realized; and they are destined to be still 
more fully realized, if we shall dare to do our duty, 
regardless of illiberal cavils and factious opposi- 
tion. 

In answer to the objections of the Senator from 
South Carolina, it has become necessary to take a 
short view of the character of the population at 
present in Mexico. There are said to be now 
about seven millions of people; their number hav- 
ing rather diminished than increased in the last ten 
years. Of these about four millions are, as they 
have been described by the Senator from South 
Carolina, Indians—who, though gentle in their 
manners, docile, obedient, orderly, and industrious 
in their habits, are yet nothing more than Indians 
in their capacity for exercising | ete rights. 
They live together in towns and villages, have 
property in common, and enforce their former. 
tribal usages, except so far as they may be re- 
strained by special law. They are cultivators of 
the soil exclusively, and constitute no part of the 

opulation of Mexico subject to do military service. 

hey have not enjoyed political rights; in other 
words, they have not voted at elections since 
1833. Nor are they desirous of being allowed to 
doso. Whatever they may become in future, 
under judicious and humane regulations, such as 
we have applied to our Chickasaw, Choctaw, and 
Cherokee Indians, remains to be seen. In the 
present state of things, though, no man of sound 
practical intellect, I suppose would think of in- 
trusting them with all the rights of American 
citizenship. Anexperiment of this kind formerly 
tried in Mexico is known to have been a total 
failure. 

Three millions remain to be disposed of. Of 
these the military aristocracy, the twenty-two 
thousand office-holders, and their servile depend- 
ants, constitute perhaps a body of two hundred 
thousand, These, with a portion of the priest- 
hood, and their dependants and servitors, are 
known as the aristocratic party. 

The peons, or villeins appendant, as they may be 
called, are a mixed race, slaves in the most unfa- 


| vorable sense of the word, and transferable with 


the soil which they till. ‘They are said to number 
about seven or eight hundred thousand souls, and 
constitute the chief resource of the military aris- 
tocracy for recruiting their armies. 

The negroes are too inconsiderable in point of 
numbers or influence to be entitled to any serious 
regard in this view of the Mexican people. 

he remainder, in number more than two mil- 
lions, are the puros or democrats of Mexico, the 
friends of republican institutions, always friendly 
to our people and government, and especially so in 
this war, as is provable by much and satisfactory 
evidence; far more friendly with us certainly than 
to their cruel oppressors, the military tyrants. 
The puros are the bone and sinew of the country, 
the most intelligent, virtuous, and orderly people 
in Mexico. They recognize us, and justly, as 
their deliverers, and are full of apprehension at the 
prospect of our surrendering them again to the 
cruel oppression from which they stand now re- 
leased. 

As the retention of Mexico by the United States, 
should we be forced to retain it, is objected to by 
some on the ground of the enormous expense 
likely to be attendant upon our doing so, I will 
here submit a few facts calculated to allay all fear 
on this point. | 

Ist. It is estimated by our Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in his annual report, that the domestic com- 
merce between the States of this Confederacy 
amounts annually to the sum of $500,000,000. 
Upon the basis sapplied by this estimate, when a 
general free-trade intercourse shall have been once 
established between the States of this Union and 
Mexico, this new branch of domestic trade would 
amount to $166,000,000. Of which, if we suppose 
the trade to Mexico to be $33,000,000, we have 
an ipcrease of more than $32,000,000 complete. 
Under the control of British councils, and by the 
instrumentality of prohibitory and peculiar duties, 


many of our most valuable staples—such as flour, 
tobaeco, manufactures of cotton, &c., have been 
heretofore excluded. This would be no longer 
the case were Mexico part of the Union. i 

2d. For our produceand manufactures, we should 
receive from Mexico—l. Their great staple ex- 
ports, gold and silver. 2. Their other mineral 
products, derivable from mines almost- wholly un- 
touched, consisting of quicksilver, copper, and tin. 
«3. Their valuable woods, consisting of mahogany, 
&c. 4. Cochineal, logwood, and other dyeslufik. 
5. Coffee, cocoa, and wine, of a flavor equal almost 
to any in Europe. 6. Hides. 7. Tobacco, equal 
to the best Cuba tobacco. 8. Silk, of which there 
is a considerable quantity manufactured- at pres- 
ent; and, nnder the fostering protection of free 
institutions, the quantity could not but be greatly 
enhanced in a short period of time. 9. Sugar, to 
the raising of which the greater part of Mexico is 
admirably adapted in point of soil and climate; 
and it is a fact, (not a little remarkable it is, too,) 
that though the State of Vera Cruz possesses native 
resources, as a planting region, but little inferior to 
the island of Cuba itself, until the landing of our 
army under General Scott, there was no loaf sugar 
to be found in the vicinage of the city of Vera 
Cruz, except what was most inconveniently and 
expensively brought there on the backs of mules, 
from the Pacific slope, a distance of four hundred 
miles. 

3d. The quicksilver mines of Mexico have not 
been regularly worked; but enough is known of 
them to authorize the opinion that they are greatly 
the most valuable which have ever been discovered. 
The article of quicksilver, in consequence of its 
having been, to a great extent, monopolized by 
the Rothschilds, has lately reached a price in mar- 
ket which may well be deemed enormous. The 
opening of the mines of quicksilver under our 
supervision and direction would at once cheapen 
the article everywhere. The value of quicksilver 
as an amalgam, so indispensable as such in minin 
operations, is too well known to justify eaid 
remark on this head. , 

Ath. 1 feel bound to add, that without the Isthmus 
of Tehuantepec, which can never be fuliy and 
availably under our control, except as an incident 
to the annexation of Mexico low enough down to 
embrace it, we can hardly calculate upon retaining 
the permanent possession either of California or 
Oregon. The difficulty of reaching any place on 
the Pacific coast from the densely-settled portions 
of the United States, and the immense consump- 
tion of time now unavoidable in performing such 
a journey, seem to make it more than probable, 
as one sagacious and profound statesman of New 
England has already predicted as to Oregon, that 
at no distant day, if no canal or railway across 
the isthmus shall ever be effected, an independent 
State or States will be likely to spring up on the 
Pacific, which will claim and hold all the terri- 
tory rightfully belonging to us in that part of the 
world. With the isthmus and a canal across it; 
all danger on this score would be effectually obvi- 
ated. With the isthmus and a convenient com- 
mercial communication between the two great ' 
oceans, this Republic will at once become the 
greatest commercial nation in the world. 

5th. Lastly. If we fall back to a defensive line, 
the military aristocrats will reorganize under the 
protection of Great Britain, or some other foreign 
Government, and then we shall have a war on our 
hands which will be interminable. The fact that 
Great Britain has long struggled to control the des- 
tinies of Mexico—that she is known to be quite 
jealous of our present prospects in that country— 
that Lord Palmerston has recently, in Parliament, 
thrown out very distinct intimations of a disposi- 
tion to seize upon the whole of Mexico, as indem- 
nity for certain debts due to British subjects— 
together with the striking fact that the British 
Government ts known to be already in possession 
of the pass of Nicaragua, should sol:mnly admon- 
ish us not to withdraw our troops and evacuate the 
country too lightly, nor, in the emphatic language 
of the day, without having obtained complete in- 
demnity for the past, and entire security for the 
future; by which I understand full indemnity in 
money or territory, and full security for ourselves 
and our posterity. I am satisfied, sir, for the pres- 
ent, with having presented this hypothetical view 
of the compensating advantages likely to arise 
from the annexation of Mexico, in case the obsti- 
nacy of that nation, encouraged as she has been 
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from this country to continue the struggle of grms, 
should finally constrain us to take possession of 
all the country, and hold it forever. 

Mr. Foore having concluded his remarks— 

On motion of Mr. CLARKE, zs 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 21, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. JAMIESON rose, as soon as the Journal 
had been read, and desired permission to make a 
ersonal explanation. There being no objection, 
e proceeded to say that there were some errors 
in the report of his remarks, made on Wednesday 
last, as published in the National Intelligencer of 
esterday morning, which he desired to correct. 
he reports in the Intelligencer were generally 
very correct, and, in the main, the report of his 
own remarks was correct, except in a few partic- 
ulars. In the first place, the name of * Adams” 
was used in the first and eighth lines of the sixth 
pee first column, instead of ‘* Madison.” 
nthe ninth paragraph were these words: ‘* We 
‘received her as we did all the other States, accord- 
ing to their own defined limits, they being the only 
authority that can control that matter, but subject 
to the action of the treaty power.’’ This sentence 
alludes to Texas, and he certainly did not wish to 
be understood as saying that Congress could-have 
no hand in fixing the limits of a State when she 
applies to be admitted into this Union. But when 
she has been admitted, Congress has no further 
control over her limits. That distinction he wished 
to make. Before admission, Congress may exer- 
cise its influence in fixing the limits of a State about 
to come in; but, when once in, Congress has no 
power over them. 

In the second column, the name of ‘* Herrera?” 
is sometimes used for ‘‘ Paredes,” which might 
lead to some confusion. He wished to-be under- 
stood to say that Paredes overturned the Govern- 
ment of Herrera for having consented to receive a 
minister from the Government of the United States. 

In another part of the speech, the word ‘‘ day?” 
was used instead of the word ‘‘dead,’’ in the sen- 
tence giving a translation of the word jornada, 
which has been defined to be ‘‘the journey of the 
dead.” When he wrote out his speech he might 
make some other changes in the report, of which, 
however, he would say that it was more accurate- 
ly given than he could have anticipated. 

PRIVATE BUSINESS. 
_ Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved a 
resolution terminating debate in committee on the 
bill for the relief of Mary Brown, widow of Jacob 
Brown. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, suggested 
an amendment to the resolution, which was ruled 
out of order. 

After some remarks by Mr. STEPHENS «as to 
the resolution being in order at this time, and ob- 
jecting to its reception, 

a SPEAKER ruled the resolution out of 
order. 

The Lill of the Senate, for the relief of Milledge 
(Galphin, executor of George Galphin, deceased ,was 
taken up, read, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The Senate bill for the relief of Thomas Talbot 
and others was taken up, read, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill for the relief of Robert Roberts, report- 
ed to the House by the Committee of the Whole 
on Friday last, was taken up; and, after some re- 
marks by Mr. DANIEL, Mr. ROCKWELL of 
Connecticut, and Mr. THOMAS, i 

Mr. THOMAS moved to strike out that part of 
the bill allowing interest. 


After some further debate by Messrs. ROCK- 
WELL of Connecticut, MULLIN, DANIEL, 
POLLOCK, and SIMS, 

Mr. DANIEL moved to recommit the bill to 
the Committee of Claims, with instructions ‘to 
Indicate the fund out of which the claim shall be 
paid.’’ Agreed to. 


The bill for the relief of Phineas Capen, legal 
administrator of John Cox, deceased, of Boston, 
was next taken up, and ordered to be engrossed, 
zeae the third time, passed, and returned to the 

enate. 


On motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecti- 


cut, the House resolved itself into Committee pf 
the Whole on private bills, (Mr. Scurncx in the 
chair.) . 

The bill first in order was the bill for the relief 
of Mary Brown, widow of Jacob Brown, to which 
amendments were pending when the Committee of 
the Whole were last in session. 

Mr. BOWLIN said he had heretofore offered 
an amendment, to obviate the constant struggle 
which had been sustained in this House against 
the principle under which the Government had 
sought to pension the widows of the soldiers of 
the Revolution. There was a principle involved 
in that rule, and the abandonment of the rule was 
the abandonment of the principle. The principle 
was, that no pension should be allowed to any 
widow who did not live in the time of the Revolu- 
tion. The year 1794 was therefore fixed as the 
limitation; so that no marriage since that year 
could entitle the widow to a pension. It was con- 
sidered that no lady wouid be likely to marry 
under twelve years of age; and therefore every 
woman married previous to this period must have 
lived through the trying times of the Revolution. 
If this bill pass, therefore, it should carry on its 
face the reason for extending the law to the present 
case in the terms of his amendment—namely, that 
she was born.before the close of the Revolution, 
and did live within that trying period—thus bring- 
ing within the equity of the principle the existing 
law. But if you pass the bill without such an 
amendment, you establish a precedent allowing a 
pension to the widow of a revolutionary soldier 
who was not married till the year 1813; and if the 
claim be allowed without qualification in one in- 
stance, it cannot be refused in any. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, was in favor of 
reporting the whole subject back to the House, 
without further action in committee, and proceeded 
to speak on the merits of the case. The amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bow- 
LIN] was based, not on the fact of her marriage, 
but on the fact that she was born and lived during 
the period of the Revolution. 

r. BOWLIN here interposed and explained 
his amendment. 

Mr. STUART resumed. He understood the 


‘gentleman’s reasoning in favor of his amendment, 


and only wished to show its fallacy. If Congress 
pensioned widows at all, it was done on account 
of the services of their husbands. It was of no 
consequence when the widow was born. The 
consideration on the part of.the Government was 
this: because your husband afforded signal service 
in the war of the Revolution, we will aid you in 
sustaining yourself. That was the consideration, 
and not because of her birth during the Revolutian, 
or before it, was she entitled to a pension, but be- 
cause her husband was a soldier. In this was the 
equity of the case. It was of no consequence (he 
said) whether she had lived through the revolu- 
tionary struggle; or whether, from necessity or 
choice, she had not married until after the year 
1794. He was opposed to the passage of the bill, 
not because he was opposed to its principle, for he 
was in favor of that, in all its length and breadth. 
Under the present law, there were but about five 
thousand pensioners; and it would not increase the 
list much if we were to pension the widow of every 
revolutionary soldier. If we were even to double 
the number, it would not cause any very startling 
expenditure of money. The danger was not in 
paying these soldiers too much, or doing too much 
for their widows. He could not, in the present 
case, admit the claim of this lady on the score of 
her relationship to Major Jacob Brown; for, by 
the time of the end of the present war, many cases 
of this character would come up; and he doubted 
not, if they could be all looked up at this time, 
they would amount to as many as two thousand 
cases. If this case was peculiar on this seore, he 
must confess he could not see it. He could easily 
perceive why it should add to the reputation of 
this lady, and entitle her to the consideration of 
the country. This whole case, he contended, was 
only one among a thousand reasons why a general 
law on this subject should be passed. But it had 
been urged that to pension every widow of revolu- 
tionary soldiers would cost too much. Mr. S. dep- 
recated this argument in strong terms. Let it be 
once understood that they would not take care of 
their widows, and he would warn the House that 
volunteers would no more come into the service. 

In conclusion, Mr. S. said he made these remarks 


to justify himself in voting against the resolution, 
whether amended or not. He should do so, as he 
had before said, with the hope of getting up a geny 
eral law upon this subject; and if it were not for 
this expectation, he would vote for every individ- 
ual claim of this class that might be presented. 
He moved that the committee rise and report the 
whole subject to the House, with a recommenda- 
tion that it be referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, with instructions to report a 
general bill. 7 

Mr. ATKINSON said it might be that he was 
not so keenly alive to the principles of justice and 
peny as other men. He did not believe that 
this House had the right to dispose of money be- 
longing to the people by conferring it oñ any ob- 


ject which, in their opinion, may be deserving of 


the national sympathy and compassion. The pow- 
ers of Congress were strictly defined. They must 
act on the principle of law, and not upon the prin- 
ciple of sympathy or their own ideas of justice; 
because that which would excite the sympathy of 
one man might excite the ridicule of another, and 
the contrary. He would go as far as any to sup- 
port the widows of revolutionary soldiers, but 
must protest against Congress putting its hand in 
the public purse out of sympathy merely. Mr.A. 
considered that the various reasons given by gen- 
tremen for their support of this bill, in themselves 
furnished argument against the principle involved 
in this special legislation. 

After further debate upon the merits of the case 
by Messrs. D. P. KING, DICKINSON, JOHN- 
SON of Arkansas, and ROCK WELL of Massa- 
chusetts— 

Mr. BOYDON, in support of the bill, remarked 
that he was at first a little surprised at the obser- 
vations of some of the gentlemen upon the other 
side of the House, and particularly those of the 
gentleman from Virginia, who had taken occasion 
to read us a lecture upon the danger of trusting 
our sympathies, or even the principles of- justice, 
unless we had rules prescribed to us by which we 
were governed in administering it. The gentleman 
had taken occasion to go into a long discussion or 
our pension laws, and seemed to be greatly alarmed 
at the idea of voting a small pension to the poor 
widow, whose only prop and aie her declining 
years had fallen, through this Mexican war, in 
fighting the battlesof the country. From the great 
solicitude of the gentleman for the safety of the 
treasury, he hoped that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia would manifest this degree of solicitude when 
we were called upon (as we shortly should be) to 
vote fifty thousand more men and some fifty mil- 
lions of dollars to carry on this war of conquest of 
Mexico. .Forhis(Mr. B.’s) part, he thought that, 
both as a matter of conscience and in a pecuniary 
point of view, it was much better .to vote a few 
thousand dollars for the support of the widows and 
families of those brave men who had already fallen 
in battle, than to vote fifty thousand men and fift 
millions of money to conquer the sister Republic 
of Mexico, and to make thousands more widows 
and orphans, who would eventually be supported 
out of the national treasury. Mr. B. was about 
to state his views as to the course he intended te 
pursue in relation to the families of those who had 
fallen in this Mexican war, when— 

Mr. ATKINSON, (interposing,) said, that when- 
ever the time should come, he would be found 
ready and willing to support the defenders of our 
rights and liberties. He would take the liberty of 
calling upon Whigs to support their consistency 
by refusing men and means to carry on a war 
which they had denominated, by a solemn vote, 
unnecessary and unconstitutional; which damnable 
act would ever follow them with odium. As for’ 
himself, he voted for the war, and gloried init. All 
he asked of gentlemen was for them to stand up 
and refuse now to vote men and means to carry on 
the war, and they would be damned in the estima- 
tion of the people. 

Mr, BOYDON remarked ‘that as it suited the. 
gentleman to put questions, he would propound 
one to the gentleman. Reminding the gentleman 
of the present state of the treasury, he desired to 
know of the gentleman from Vjrginia whether he 
would come up to the point directly to borrow 
money, and likewise to levy a direct tax upon the 
people of the United States to repay this borrowed. 
money. Or did he intend to vote for treasury 
notes, to pay the hard earnings of our soldiers in 
what the Democratic party have been in the habit 
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of denominating rag-money? He should like to 
hear the gentleman upon these questions. 

Mr. ATKINSON replied: I will tell the gentle- 
man, that whatever may be necessary for the de- 
fence of the rights and honor of the country, I am 
willing to lay a tax, either directly or indirectly, on 
all the property in the United States. He would 
tell any gentleman that he would do anything for 
the preservation of the honor of his country. 
These (said Mr. A.) are my views. All that as- 
tonishes me is, that men will declare the war unjust, 
and yet vote means to support it. 

Mr. BOYDON resumed. Oh! yes; here is Dem- 
ocratic consistency and economy for you! When 
the national treasury was almost exhausted, when 
the specie was flowing out at both ends, and noth- 
ing to supply its place but treasury notes, the gen- 
tleman would vote any number of men and any 
amount of money to overrun and conquer all 
Mexico. Yes, when her army had been destroy- 
ed—nay, totally annihilated, by some fifteen thou- 
sand American soldiers, (and a braver and more 
gallant body of men never entered a battle-field,) 
and when our forces since the annihilation of the 
Mexican army had been trebled, and when Mex- 
ico lay panting at our feet, bleeding at every pore, 
he would still vote any amount of men and money 
the Executive might require, and, for the purpose 
of coneealing the true object of those men and this 
money, called it voting men and money for the de- 
fence of the honor and liberty of the country. May 
God deliver us from such a defence. of the honor 
and liberty of the country! Oh yes; and the gen- 
tleman has constitutional scruples; he can find 
no authority in the Constitution for voting a pen- 
sion to this poor widow. Oh! no; no authority for 
voting this pension, Talk about the Constitution! 
Who does not know that that sacred instrument 
has long since ceased to have any binding influ- 
ence upor the present Executive? I would ask 
the gentleman from Virginia (said Mr. B.) in what 
article, what section, or what clause of that once 
sacred instrument he finds authority to dignify the 
President of the United States with the title of con- 
queror, and to authorize him, under and by virtue 
of that high title, to levy any amount of taxes he 
pleases upon eight millions of people, and to ap- 
propriate them to such ged ine as hie imperial 
majesty may see fit? Talk about the Constitution, 
and the defence of the liberty and honor of the 
country, after sanctioning such high-handed and 
tyrannical measures ! 

The CHAIRMAN here remarked that the de- 
bate had wandered away from Mary Brown. 

[Cries of ‘Go on; go on!” 

Mr. BOYDON proceeded to say that when he 
rose he had intended to submit but one or two ob- 
servations to the committe, but that he had uncon- 
eciously been led off by the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Virginia. He desired to say that he 
should not only vote for this pension for Mary 
Brown, but that he should vote to pension the 
widow of any American soldier that had fallen in 
this war. “Could any man stand up here and say 
that the Government should do less for this poor 
and aged woman than the brave and gallant Major 
Brown had done for his stepmother? But the 
gentleman from Virginia remarked that it was 
wrong and unsafe to trust our sympathies in such 
a case, and, moreover, that the case should not be 
decided upon the principles of justice. 

Mr. ATKINSON here again interposed, andy 
remarked : Because we could never come to any 
conclusion upon that principle. 

Mr. BOYDON. There may be men who can- 
nat safely trust their sympathies; but, for his part, 
he had always relied upon his, and thought they 
- could be trusted, especially when they led to char- 
itable and benevolent deeds. The gentleman said 
he was willing to tex his constituents to defend the 
liberties of the country. But that was not an an- 
swer to the question he had asked him. Why 
does the gentleman answer in this evasive way? 
He would repeat the question. Would the gentle- 
man vote a direct tax upon his constituents for 
carrying on this war for the conquest of a sister 
Republic ? 

Mr. ATKINSON replied, he would vote any 
tax which might be necessary to prosecute the 
war vigorously, in order to secure an honorable 
. peace. He would ask the gentleman from North 
Carolina if he would do that? Let him say yes or 
no to it. 


Mr. BOYDON said he had no difficulty in an- 


swering this or any other question that he or any 
other gentleman desired to propound to him. He 
was glad of the opportunity to declare that, as at 
present advised, he would not vote a single man 
nor a dollar of money for the purpose of carryin 
on this war for the conquest of Mexico. He woul 
vote to supply the men now in Mexico; he would 
pension their widows if they fell; he would go still 
further—he was willing, if thought necessary, to 
vote the most liberal provision for the families of 
all who fell or died in the service. 

Mr. McLANE desired the gentleman from North 
Carolina to inform him whether he would vote 
means to reinforce and make safe the army now 
in Mexico or the navy off its coast? 

Mr. BOYDON. Does the gentleman from Mary- 
land expect to humbug this House or the country 
with the idea that our army is or can be in any 
danger in Mexico, or our navy off its coast are in 
any danger? Sir,.when Mexico had an army of 
forty or fifty thousand, did we not whip them and 
annihilate their large army with a mere handful of 
our brave soldiers? 

Mr. McLANE said the gentleman from North 
Carolina had kindly volunteered to answer any 
question, or he should not take the liberty to in- 
terrogate him. He (Mr. McL.) desired to know 
if he did not think the army a forlorn hope when 
it first went to Mexico? 

. Mr. BOYDON. No, sir, no; I never had any 
such idea. What, sir! Mexicans whip an Amer- 
ican army? No, sir,no. I never dreamed of such 
athing. I always relied with the utmost confi- 
denee upon our triumphing, no matter how great 
the odds. I have always thought the more Mexi- 
cans there were the surer they were to take to their 
heels. But still, if our army was supposed really 
to be in any danger, no man would be more prompt 
than myself to vote all that might be necessary to 
extricate them from all danger—to render them 
perfectly safe. But, sir, as to voting money, I sup- 
pose no man thinks of that now; nor do I suppose 
that the Executive or any of his friends would now 
think of such athing. What,sir! Have not the 
orders already gone forth, and are not our men, 
just about to plunge into the mines of Mexico? 
Money indeed! Does anybody suppose that our 
men cannot shovel out just as much gold from 
those Mexican mines as their hearts can desire? 
Sir we are a most fortunate people. Just at the 
moment that all supposed our sub-treasury was 
about to suspend specie payments, lo and behold ! 
the Mexican mines come to our relief. But this is 
not all, Mr. Chairman. That splendid financier 
now at the head of the Treasury Department, within 
the last week, in looking-over the rubbish in the 
money-box, has discovered near seven millions in 
one corner which had been entirely overlooked. 

Mr. ATKINSON. If our men were so secure 
in Mexico, and if they could command so much 
money there, he could not see why the people 
should be taxed to carry en the war. But Mr. A. 
objected to this latitude of debate, and would move 
that the committee rise, report the bill to the House, 
and recommend that it be rejected. 

Mr. BOYDON. I am sorry to have been mis- 
apprehended by the gentleman from Virginia. He 
certainly is the only gentleman in the House who 
could misunderstand my remarks. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Certainly, I supposed the 
gentleman from North Carolina to be serious; and, 
regarding him as somewhat of a leader among the 
Whigs, and supposing him to be speaking by au- 
thority, I had no tdea that the gentleman could jest 
on so grave a subject as the pension of Mary Brown. 

Mr. BOYDON. Justone word. I supposed it 
would be taken for granted by those on the other 
side of the House that I spoke in jest; but as I un- 
derstood the doctrine of the Executive-—— 

Mr. ATKINSON. Were you in jest when you 
said the war was unjust? 

Mr. BOYDON. I have never said that the war 
was just or unjust.. But I will now take occasion 
to say—as I happened not to be present to vote on 
a certain resolution—that I believe the war to have 
been unnecessarily and unconstitutionally com- 
menced by the Executive, without any warant 
therefor whatever. 

The committee then rose, and reported progress, 
and the House adjourned to Monday. 


When ‘the above bill for the relief of Mary 
Brown, widow of Jacob Brown, was under dis- 
cusssion in committee, on Friday, January 14— 


she was dependant for support. 


Mr. SIDNEY LAWRENCE said: The report 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions called upon 
the House to grant relief in this case upon two 
grounds—first, on the ground that the petitioner 
was the widow of a revolutionary soldier; and, 


Second, on the ground that she was the step-mother 


of Major Brown, who fell defending the fort which 
bears his name, on the Rio Grande, upon whom 
What I desire to 
say, Mr. Chairman, is, that so far as the first 
branch of this case is concerned, it belongs, under 
the rules of the House, to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions. That committee have now 
that matter under consideration, and at a proper 
time will present their views to the House by re- 
port. I shall not now intimate what those views 
will be. The petitions before us are précisely 
of this character; they ask for pensions in cases 
where the marriage took place at a later périod 
than now provided by law, viz: 1794; and until 
that committee has an opportunity of discussing 
this subject among themselves, and coming to some 
conclusion thereon, and presenting that decision 
to the rouse for their approval, amendment, or 
rejection, I hope no action will be had involving 
this principle by which the committee would be 
forestalled. 

If the petitioner is in fact the widow of a revo- 
lutionary officer or soldier, and can be brought 
within the range of the existing system, or of an 
extension of the system which may be adopted, I 
shall most heartily rejoice; I should be glad to see 
the bounty of the Government extended to every 
son and daughter of the Revolution. These ven- 
erable relics of those days that ‘* tried men’s souls” 
are entitled to our warmest sympathies. All the 
noble and finer feelings of our nature are at once 
enlisted in their behalf, and we are ready, at the 
first impulse, to grant them any relief they may 
ask or require. But in legislating upon these sub- 
jects, we must not allow ourselves to be carried 
away by our sympathies. We must be governed 
and controlled by general principles; and our laws 
should, as far as possible, be of a general char- 
acter. In this way equal justice is done to all. 

Would any gentleman on this floor advacate the 
passage of this bill granting a pension to Mrs. 
Brown, as the widow of a revolutionary officer, 
who was married to her thirteen years a R 
to the limitation now fixed for similar cases, and 
not be willing to extend the same relief to all sim- 
ilar cases, coming down to this new limitation, of 
soldiers as well as officers? I trust this case is not 
to be advocated and carried through because she 
was the widow of an officer. No, sir; let officers 
and soldiers stand upon the same ground, and 
share alike in our sympathies and our bounty. If 
this bill should pass, I should regard itas an ex- 
pression in favor of extending the limitation down 
at least to the period of the marriage in this 
case. If this is the disposition and wish of the 
House, let it be done by a general law, so as to 
bring in all intervening cases, thousands of which 
are quite as meritorious as this. Had this case 
stood alone on its merits as a revolutionary case, 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions would proba- 
bly have asked to be discharged from its consider- 
ation, as it would not have been properly within 
the purview of their duties. As it was connected 
with the present war with Mexico, the committee 
supposed they had jurisdiction of the case, al- 
though that part of the case had been referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. This confu- 
sion and collision among the committees I have 
anticipated. 

It grows out of the manner in which the refer- 
ence 1s made, each member being allowed to re- 
fer his petitions and papers under the rule to what 
committee he pleases. The consequence is, many 
cases are misdirected in the reference. I see no 
way to avoid this difficulty except by the commit- 
tees themselves. On examining the papers refer- 
red, they can tell at a glance whether they are prop- 
erly referred; and if improperly, they can give 
them a proper direction. In this way, with a little 
attention, the whole difficulty may be avoided. If 
not, we shall find, as in this instance, the same sub- 
jects in the hands of two committees, and may 
have conflicting reports involving the same princi- 
ple. If this is allowed, interminable difficulties 
will grow out of this practice, and embarrass not 
only the action of the committees, but the House. 
With regard to the second branch of this case, it 
will be recollected, that a few days since, the Com- 
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mittee on Military Affairs were discharged from 
the consideration of sundry memorials, numerously 
signed by officers and men engaged in the Mexican 
war, praying for relief for the families of those. 
whogfell in that service. 

These memorials were referred on the motion of 


the honorable and venerable gentleman from Mase |. 


sachusetts, [Mr. J. Q. Apams,] to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. ‘That committee have 
now that whole subject in charge, and without indi- 
catiNg what the result of their deliberations may be, 
I may, perhaps, be permitted to say that they will 
be disposed to do justice to the subject. It isa 
subject which will require time to examine, and un- 
til such examination is made, I trust no action will 
be had calculated to embarrass the action of the 
committee. Mr. Chairman, I have very carefully 
refrained from saying anything upon the merits of 
this application for a pension. It would be im- 
proper for me to do so, as Í should commit, myself 
upon these two important subjects now before the 
committee, of which I have the honor to be a mem- 
ber; upon the first of which I am now preparing 
a report to submit to the committee, and if they 
approve, through them tothe House. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, January 21, 1848. 
The Journal having been read— 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it ad- 


journ to meet on Monday. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, communicating the death of the 
Hon. J. W. Hornseck, a Representative in that 
body from Pennsylvania, and the proceedings 
thereupon. 


Mr. CAMERON then ‘rose and addressed the 
Chair as follows : 

It is my duty, Mr. President, to detain the 
Senate for a moment before I move the customary 
resolutions which here mark the death of one of 
our number. 

Joun W. Hornseck, a member of the House 
of Representatives from the State of Pennsylvania, 
died at his residence, in the county of Lehigh, a 
few days since. 

It was not my fortune to have been acquainted 
with him ; but from those who knew him well, I 
learned that he was a native of New Jersey ; that 
he graduated at Union College, in New York; 
and that he setfled, about sixteen years since, at 
Allentown, Pennsylvania, where he studied law, 
and where he was, till the time of his death, a re- 
pected and successful member of the bar. 

He was a man of learning and of ability, of 
uiet and unobtrusive but of social habits, and of a 
isposition so kind and benevolent—so willing to 

serve others rather than himself, that he won the 
esteem and love of all who came within his circle. 
Honorable, high-minded, and generous, he com- 
manded the respect of all, and died, as he had 
lived, without an enemy. `. 

His election was a tribute to his private vir- 
tues. Living in a district opposed to him in poli- 
tics, he was elected by a decided majority over a 
man of sterling worth and high character. 

At the meeting of Congress, he came here to 
fulfil his trust; but the disease which had marked 
him for its victim made such rapid inroads upon 
his constitution, that he was compelled-to leave his 
seat the first week of the session. He returned to 
his home, where he died in the midst of his family 
and friends. Those whom he had cherished and 

rotected were around him to smooth his pillow 
in the last struggle between time and eternity; and 
he died, as the good man only can die, calmly 
relying upon the mercy of the Redeemer. Whilst 
we mourn his early death we should rejoice that his 
life was so pure as to warrant the hope that he has 
only exchanged mortality for a happy immortality. 

It only remains for me to submit the following 
resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has received with deep sensi- 
bility the message from the House of Representatives an- 
nouncing the death of the Hon. Joun W. HORNBECK, a 
Representative from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That the members of the Senate, from a sincere 
desire of showing every mark of respect to the memory of 
the deceased, will wear the usual badge of mourning for 
thirty days. 

Resolved, That as a further testimony of respect for the 
memory of the deceased, the Senate do now adjourn. 


The resolutions were unanimously agreed to, 
And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 24, 1848. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON introduced to the 
House his colleague, Hon. Atsert G. Brown, 
Representative elect from the fourth congressional 
district of the State of Mississippi, who was qual- 
ified, and took his seat. 

CLERKS IN THE PENSION OFFICE. 

Mr. COCKE rose and inquired if it was in order 
to move to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
from the further consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion authorizing the Commissioner of Pensions to 
employ an additional number of clerks in his 
office. 

The SPEAKER said it would require a sus- 
pension of the rules to introduce and pass the res- 
olution. This being Monday, a suspension of the 
rules was in order. - 

Mr. COCKE would move, then, a suspension 
of the rules for that purpose; and should the rules 
be suspended, and the resolution taken from the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


he would move an amendment to strike from it | 


that feature that contained an appropriation of 
money. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was agreed to. : 

. The question then being on discharging the 
committee, it was agreed to. 

The next question being on the adoption of the 
resolution— 

Mr. COCKE moved to amend it by striking out 
the appropriation. He believed (he said) that 
every member of the House deemed it of great 
importance that the resolution should be passed, 
and passed immediately. He therefore moved the 

revious question. 

The SPEAKER. The first question, if the de- 
mand for the previous question is seconded, will 
be on the amendment of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. COBB appealed to Mr. Cocke to withdraw 
the demand for the previous question. Many gen- 
tlemen, he said, had voted for the suspension of 
the rules to bring the gentleman’s resolution before 
the House, expecting, as was no doubt known to 
the gentleman from Tennessee, to move an amend- 
ment. He trusted the gentleman would not insist 
upon the previous question, and endeavor to force 
this resolution through without affording those 
friendly to it an opportunity to move such amend- 
ments as they thought proper. Hesaw no neces- 
sity for it, now that the House had indulged the 
gentleman by discharging the committee, and he 
hoped the demand would be withdrawn. 

r. COCKE, in response, to the appeal, with- 
drew the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. COBB satd his object in asking the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to withdraw the demand for 
the previous question was not to discuss the reso- 
lution, or to throw any obstacles in the way of its 
passage ; but he believed this joint resolution pro- 
posed to introduce a new feature into the legisla- 
tion of Congress upon matters of this kind, which 
he thought this House ought not to sanction. He 
proposed to amend this bill by striking out the 
name of the Commissioner of Pensions, and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the Secretary of War, or with- 
out any name at all, (for he did not know that it 
would be necessary, in order to vest in the usual 
power, the head of the department, the authority 
to make these appointments,) that they may be 
appointed in the usual manner. Why, he sub- 
mitted to the House that there was no necessity, 
and there was an evident impropriety in giving to 
the heads of bureaus the appointment of their 
clerks, when they held the heads of the depart- 
ments responsible for the conduct of the bureaus, 
and the clerks employed therein. 

It was the universal custom, it was the law of the 
land, that all these appointments should be made 
by the head of the department. The present offi- 
cers in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions 
were appointed by the Secretary of War. The 


recommendation of the Commissioner had its prop- | 


er influence, but the head af the department was 
held responsible for the conduct of all the clerks 
employed in the various offices in the department, 
a | he should have the power of appointing such 
assistants to aid him in the discharge of his duty 
as he saw fit. Why take from him the power 
which was given him by law, and which it had 


+ 


invariably been the practice for him to exercise? 
He saw an evident impropriety in it, and he trust- 
ed the House would, without any hesitation what- 
ever, strike out the name of the Commissioner of 
Pensions, and say the necessary number should be 
employed. He was anxious to vote for this reso- 
lution, but he could not in its present shape. 

He was informed that this whole subject had 
been before one of the standing committees, having 
reference to additional force to be employed, not 
only in the Pension Office, but in other offices where 
they were required. If so, the whole should be 
provided for at once. But he rose simply to call 
the attention of the House to the fact, that this 
poner was vested in the head of the department 

y law, and there is no reason why it should be 
removed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, said that it seem- 
ed to him that the resolution was very unlimited 
in the authority which was proposed by it to be 
conferred upon the Commissioner of Pensions. 
Now, what did it provide for? To authorize the 
Commissioner of Pensions to create an additional 
number of officers without any limit—to give him 
a carte blanche to create any number of officers that 
he might think proper to bring into his office. He 
thought this was a very serious objection to the 
resolution, in connection with the objection of the 
gentleman from Georgia. He thought it was an 
unheard-of proposition. There was no precedent 
for taking the appointing power from the head of 
the department and conferring it upon some head 
of a bureau—upon seme subordinate. It was a 
change—an innovation upon the system ‘that had 
been established and practised upon since the or- 
ganization of the Government, he supposed. He | 
did not know but he might vote for the resolution; 
but he was not prepared to sanction the conferring 
this unlimited power of appointment m any case, 
nor for authorizing a siberian officer to do what 
was peculiarly and clearly the province of the head 
of the department to do. It was proposed to au- 
thorize the Commissioner of Pensions to bring into 
his office any number of clerks he might think 
proper. He would say here, he had as muck con- 
fidence in the Commissioner of Pensions as in any 
other head of a bureau. He did as much, perhaps 
more, work than any other head of a bureau. He 
believed the Commissioner of Pensions was one of 
the hardest-working men attached to the Govern- 
ment. Mr. J. said this for him, although he 
might differ with him in political sentiments. 

But there wefe some other things to which the - 
attention of this House and the country should be 
called. Here was a proposition to create an addi- 
tional number of officers. ‘There was no proposi- 
tion to increase the number of hours they were to 
work. Go to the various departments of this Gov- 
ernment in this city, and among the whole thou- 
sand officers—for there was about that number 
belonging to the various departments here—and 
how many hours’ work did they do? They went 
to the office at nine in the morning, and if you 
were there one minute after three, not a man was 
to be found. Six out of twenty-four hours they 
worked; and here was a proposition to increase 
this number of office-holders, who worked only 
six hours out of the twenty-four. Oh! what a 
patriotic army you would have if this resolution 
passed! There would be an immense “ volunteer 
force,” [a laugh] ifa ‘* call?’ of this kind was made. 
Suppose there were only five hundred clerks in 
the various departments in this city, and suppose 
that their labor was increased two hours a day— 
that they were required to work eight hours in- 


stead of six hours a day—why it would make 
a difference of one thousand hours saved to the 


Government. If--this one thousand hours was 
divided by six, (the number of hours now worked 
by each,) it would be equal to an increase of 166 
officers, without any increase of expense to the 
Government. Now, was eight hours a day too 
much for them to work? Could they not work 
eight hours out of twenty-four? Here was a pro- 
position to increase the number of officers, but not 
of the hours they were to work. Go into the 
country, into our cities and villages, and you would 
find young men who go into the store and sell 
goods all day, and at night retire to the counting- 
room and journalize and ledgerize, and bring up 
all their accounts for the next morning, and do 
more work in one night than some of your Gov- 
ernment clerks did in a whole week. Just bring 
up the number of hours; in some offices there were 
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too many clerks; deploy them, concentrate your 
forces upon some other point, and you could have 
the business of the country performed without 
‘augmenting the number of officers that were con- 
stantly increasing and preying upon the vitals of 
the country. 

He knew in this particular atmosphere it was a 
little dangerous to talk about office-holders. Many 
of them had fhothing to do but write letters to puff 
particular individuals, and he who dare raise his 
voice against this interested clique, this set of 
political vampires, who were fixed upon the Gov- 
ernment, and who cared not for the interests of the 

eople, he knew was treading on dangerous ground. 

hey wrote letters to the newspapers in various 
sections of the country, and would misrepresent 
and vilify, he expected, any individual who dare 
expose abuses of this sort. He had almost as 
soon set his foot into a nest of electric eels; he had 
as soon come in contact with the bohan upas, as 
‘with this miserable class of pensioners upon the 
public treasury, who, instead of attending to the 
business of their offices, busied themselves in this 
way. But he would speak, let the consequences 
be what they might. Now go along down Penn- 
sylvania Avenue of an evening, and who do you 
find there? Why these office-holders, lounging 
about the hotels and p!aces of public resort—some 
of them with pencil and paper in hand collecting 
and noting down facts for a letter. A most en- 
lightened set of gentlemen! Go to the pistol gal- 
lery, where a man was marked out with chalk to 
be fired at, and he would not be much surprised if 
you found office-holders there; go to the billiard 
table, and he would not be much surprised if they 
might be found there; go to the faro bank; go to 
the ten-pin alley; and—he would not pursue this 
matter too far or enter into the details—but he 
should not be much astonished if they might be 
found at all these places. 

He was for having this work performed. He 
wanted all these warrants issued to those entitled 
to them. -But in attempting to accomplish a good 
he did not want to effect a greater evil. Deploy 
your forces; commence work a little earlier and 
continue it a little later; and only two hours addi- 
tional time per day would be equal to one hundred 
and sixty-six additional clerks, supposing there to 
be only five hundred now employed. 

But it might be said to him, are you opposed to 
giving these warrants out to the poor volunteer, 
who has fought the battles of his country? No, 
sir. He wanted him to have his‘warrant at the 
earliest practicable period, to enjoy the benefit, and 
his course in this House had evinced clearly, con- 
clusively, that he was as much the friend of the 
volunteer as anybody else. But he was not in 
favor of increasing the number of officers of this 
Government. It was time to stop. When they 


got into a little squeeze, it was not, work a little. 


longer, commence a little earlier and work a little 
later, but give us an additional number of men. 
Now, it did seem to him that they could set about 
it and so arrange this thing, if all were so dispos- 
ed, as that two and perhaps three times the labor 
might be performed by the same number of men, 
and they only work a reasonable number of hours. 

For two reasons he was opposed to the form in 
which the resolution now stood; in the first in- 
stance, that.it proposed to change the appointing 
power; and next, that it gave unlimited discretion 
to the Commissioner of Pensions as to the number 
of officers he might appoint,and to the salaries which 
they were to receive. Was the House prepared 
for a resolution of that sort? Not a word was said 
about increasing the number of hours they were 
to work; but the number of clerks was to be in- 
‘creased! Hehoped, before the question was taken 
on the adoption of the resolution, it would be so 
amended by the House as to increase the number 
of hours, to deploy the forces employed in the va- 
rious bureaus, so as to render them most effective, 
and, ifnew appointments were indispensably neces- 
sary, that it would not be left without some limit, 
and that they would be made by the head of the 
department, the proper officer. Jn this form it 
would be much more acceptable., 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, moved the pre- 
vious question., 

The SPEAKER announced, if the demand for 
the previous question was sustained, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Coss] 
not having been received, the question pending 
would be first on the amendment of the gentleman 


from Tennessee, [Mr. Coexe,] and then on the 


adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, rose and appealed 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. THompson] 
to withdraw the demand for the previous question, 
until he could have that portion of the Constitution 
read which related to the appointment of officers. 

Mr. THOMPSON not hearing the request, and 
making no reply— 

Mr. JONES asked then for the reading of the 
clause before the question oy seconding the demand 
for the previous question was taken. It was read 
as follows: | 

‘¢ He [the President] shall nominate, and by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate shall appoint, ambassa- 
dors, other public ministers and consuls, judges of the Su- 
preme Court, and all other officers of the United States 
whose appointments are not herein otherwise provided for, 
and which shall be established by-law; but the Congress 
may by Jaw vest the appointment of such inferior officers as 


they think proper in the President alune, in the courts of 
law, or in the heads of departments.”? 


The demand for the previous question was not 
seconded; the vote being 92 in the affirmative, and 
92 in the negative. 

Mr. JON ES, of Tennessee, said he understood 
the question was on striking out the appropriation 
from the bill. On that he desired to say a few 
words. But first, there was in it a proposition 
which he thought not only highly objectionable, 
but in direct conflict with the Constitution, which 
provides that ‘* Congress may by law vest the ap- 
pointment of such inferior officers as they think 
proper in the President alone, in the courts of law, 
or in the heads of departments.’ Now, this bill 
does not propose to vest these appointments in the 
President, in a court of Jaw, or in the head of any 
department, but in the Commissioner of Pensions. 


-And why was this provision inserted in this bill? 


Why was such 4 precedent to be set by this Con- 
gress? If he was correctly informed, there was 
no law on the statute-book authorizing the head 
of a bureau to exercise the appointing power. 
How, then, was this bill to be reconciled with the 
provision of the Constitution to which he had 
called the attention of the House? It could only 
be by assuming the position that these additional 
clerks were not officers of the Government. And 
were they not officers of the Government? If they 
were not, the ground might be assumed with equal 
success that all other clerks in the departments 
were not officers of the Government, and their 
appointment might be assumed by the heads of 
the various bureaus. Did the fact that these clerks 
were to be appointed temporarily change their 
character? Were not clerks employed by the. day 
as much clerks as those appointed for the year? 
He took it that temporary clerks were officers 
within the meaning of the Constitution, as much 
so as if they were appointed permanently; and he 
hoped the House, when it should have disposéd 
of the amendment now pending, would sustain a 
motion to strike out the words giving the appoint- 
ments to the Commissioner of Pensions, and vest 
the appointments in the Secretary of War. In 
making such appointments, he had no doubt the 
Secretary of War would confer with the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, and he would perhaps appoint 
those whom the Commissioner of Pensions should 
recommend. He supposed there would be no op- 
position to the motion to strike out the appropria- 
tion, inasmuch as it would relieve the House trom 
the difficulty which that provision created, for its 
erasure would obviate the necessity of going into 
Committee of the Whole upon it. He hoped the 
appropriation would be stricken out; and then, if 
the previous question were not sprung upon him, 
he would move to strike out ‘Commissioner of 
Pensions,” and insert ‘‘ Secretary of War.” 
Mr.'McKAY concurred with the views express- 
ed by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonzs.] 
A provision to vest these appointments in the heads 
of bureaus was certainly in conflict with the Con- 
stitution. The general rule was, that appoint- 
ments were made by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate; but the Consti- 
tution authorized Congress to vest the appointment 


of inferior officers in the courts of law, or in the. 


heads of departments, which any one would see, 
who would take the trouble to examine this resolu- 
tion, was not the object here contemplated, But 
he had another reason why he was opposed to its 
adoption. This subject of 4ppointing inferior offi- 
cers had been under consideration by the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, who deemed it necessary 


to provide some salutary regulation to restrict the 


appointing power and guard it from abuse. The 
corps of clerks was numerous, and additions were 
now proposed to be made to them—additions that 
were indefinite; and if this were allowed to pass, 
there would be no end to the appointments. It’ 
was time there should bea stop put to this system. 
Clerks were sometimes appointed that were wholly 
incompetent to discharge the duty which they un-" 
dertook. He did not charge this on the present 
Administration any more than others that ‘had 
preceded it, for it was chargeable on both Whigs 
and Democrats. What the country wants is, that 
capable men, faithful men, and men who will do 
their duty, shall be placed in office; and to correct 
existing evils, the Committee of Ways and Means 
have directed one of its number to prepare a bill 
to secure efficiency in the clerks of the depart- 
ments. Why, he asked, should clerks be appoint- 
ed without examination or any test of their quali- © 
fications? He thought they should first be ap- 
pointed on trial, or for a period of probation; and, 
as a bill would soon come from the Committee of 
Ways and Means to accomplish the object which 
ne had indicated, he hoped this bill would be post- 
poned until they could have the whole subject 
before them, and be enabled to make some general 
regulation. With these views, he would move the 
postponement of the bill to this day week. 

Mr. COCKE was a little surprised to see the 
disposition manifested by gentlemen on the other 
side of the House to defeat this bill. Et cer- 
tainly was a little remarkable that a proposition to 
employ some twenty-five clerks by the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions should occasion such a flutter- 
ing amongst those gentlemen. 

The SPEAKER interposed, and reminded the 
gentleman that the pending question was on the 
motion to postpone to a day certain. 

Mr. COCKE said he should not now attempt to 
discuss the merits of this- bill; but he desired to 
notice one fact which had faHen from his colleague 
on the other side of the House, [Mr. Jonnson, of 
Tennessee.) He alluded to the piece of informa- 
tion furnished to the House by his colleague, that 
the office-holders of this Government spent their 
time in billiard saloons, ten-pin alleys, oyster 
houses, groggeries, and places of filth and abomi- 
nation. He had not been aware of the existence 
of such a state of things. He was not a frequenter 
of such places, and therefore had no personal 
knowledge on the subject; but they had received 
the information from his colleague, who must have 


| visited them, he presumed, or he would not have 


acquired that information. 

he SPEAKER again interposed, and remind- 
ed the gentleman that the pending question was to 
postpone to a day certain. 

Mr. COCKE resumed, and, in answer to an in- 
quiry from Mr. Kenwon, said these additional 
clerks were now proposed to be appointed with an 
implied understanding that Congress would make 
provision for theig payment of the usual compen- 
sation of three dollars per diem. He desired, if it 
were In order, to reply to the constitutional argu- 
ment of his colleague, and also to the remarks of 
some others, that these officers were appointed as 
rewards for political partisanship; but, not havin 
an opportunity now to do so, he simply Ei 
the hope that this bill would not be postponed, but 
that it would be passed to-day; and therefore he 
moved the previous question. 

The call for the previous question was not sec- 
onded: the'vote being 76 in the affirmative, and 92 
in the negative, as taken by Messrs. BRODHEAD 
and Cocke, the tellers. ' 

The question was then taken orf the motion`to 
postpone to Monday next, and it was decided in 
the affirmative. 


CLOSING OF DEBATE. 


Mr. BOYD submitted a resolution to close de- 
bate in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union on the motion to refer the President’s 
message to various appropriate committees at three 
o’clock this day, unless sooner disposed of. 

Mr. VINTON moved to strike out all after the 
word ‘‘ resolved,” and to insert a substitute, pro- 
viding that all débate thereon should close at two 
o’clock, p. m., on Wednesday next, at which time 
the committee shall proceed to vote upon all pending 
amendments and amendments to be offered. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the resolu- 
tion as amended was adopted, 
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REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union—but withdrew the motion. 

Mr. HOWELL COBB renewed it. 

And the question being taken, and decided in 
the affirmative— 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Josern R. 
Incersoy., of Pennsylvania, in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the President’s mes- 
sage, and of the resolutions referring the same to 
the appropriate committees. 

Mr. BARROW, of Tennessee, who had the 
floor from a previous day, rose and addressed the 
committee in nearly the following terms: 

If we look into the history of the Convention 
which framed the Constitution, we find that two 
prominent ideas prevailed among some of the 
most conspicuous men in that body. The one 
was, that the executive power should be but the 
reflex of the legislative power, and be depend- 
ant on it; the other was a somewhat dissimilar 
Opinion, that the legislative power would swal- 
low up the executive. Hardly, however, had 
half a century gone round, when it was dis- 
covered that the simple ideas of our revolutionary 
fathers were quite too simple, and were wholly 
unfounded in fact. Some ten or fifteen years ago, 
we beheld a President of the United States assum- 
ing almost unlimited power; while the legislative 
. body, on the other hand, had ceased, in effect, to 

be an independent body, but had become the mere 
registrar of the edicts of the Executive. Then we 
were constantly hearing of new assumptions of 
| power by the Executive; Presidential vetoes were 
ecome matters of everyday occurrence, and there 
was not power in the Lesislaturo to override or 
resist them. This House saw a President of the 
United States very coolly pocket a bill which had 
been submitted for his consideration and approval. 
These things were done by a President whose pop- 
ularity was unbounded—overwhelming; a Presi- 
dent whose military achievements added yet fur- 
ther strength to the might of an indomitable will. 
The man Í refer to, as every one must be sensible, 
is Andrew Jackson—a man for whom, though I 
often differed from hiim in sentiment, I ever enter- 
tained a very great respect, and who, compared 
with some of his successors at this day, towered 
as far above them as the tallest giant rises above a 


pigmy. l 
hen these things happened, many good men, 
who deeply regretted their occurrence, comforted 
themselves with the belief that when he left the 
Executive office, it would relapse again to the 
level where the Constitution hàd placed it, and 
that so large an amount of power would never 
be attempted to be wielded by any inferior man. 
But what have we witnessed? Hardly twelve 
years have passed before we find a power actually 
exercised of which Andrew Jackson would never 
have dreamed, but from the use of which, great as 
he was, that bold man would have shrunk back; 
and’ exercised, too, (and its exercise gravely de- 
fended in this House,) by a man who, while 
occupying the chair once filled by Washington, is 
inferior to any but one who ever was seated there: 
and in saying this, I mean no personal disrespect. 
to the President of the United States. Can his 
friends and advocates on this floor point us to any 
great achievements, civic or military, which ought 
to have placed him in that seat? Can they, will 
they, attempt to deny that he has exercised a power 
which Andrew Jackson never pretended to assume, 
and never would have attempted to use in all the 
height of his ascendency—I mean the war power? 
This being the fact, ought not the fear to sink 
anew, with added conviction, on the mind of all, 
that, as the Executive power can thus be employed 
by a very inferior man, it ought to be watched with 
the utmost care? and should we not all recollect 
that eternal, unsleeping jealousy is the price we 
must pay for liberty? ‘Thera seems to be some- 
thing about the office itself, drawing after it, as it 
does, so vast an amount of patronage, which ren- 
ders it almost omnipotent for evil. - 
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States has exercised the war power—a power re- 
served under the Constitution exclusively to the 
legislative department of this Government. Had 
I time, I would gladly go into an argument to prove 
this, and would discuss the origin of the present 
war. But I have not time for this, purposin 
I do, to touch on other topics to which I think 
it proper to allude. I will say, however, that, 
anxious as I have bėen to hear something which 
might shake, if it were but for an instant, the 
opinion T am constrained to hold upon that sub- 
ject, (and I have been sensible that it could not be 
examined with too much attention,) I have never 
felt the opinion stagger for a single moment that 
the war was commenced unconstitusionally and 
unnecessarily by the President of the United 
States. 

I had prepared, on the first day of the present 
session, a resolution which I intended to offer, de- 
claring that the existing war with Mexico was 
unnecessary; that it might have been avoided; and 
that, in bringing it on, the President was guilty of 
usurping a power not conferred on him by the 
Constitution; but, owing to some cause—indolence, 
perhaps, or modesty, or something else—I never 
presented it. I have, however, enjoyed the oppor- 
tunity of voting for and sanctioning the amend- 
ment moved by my honorable friend from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Asumun,] and I can truly say, that 
I never voted for anything more willingly in all 
my life than I did for that amendment. And why? 
Our opponents taunt us, and ask why we do not im- 
peach the President? Why, do they really think 
us to be fools? Do they imagine we have not more 
common sense than to undertake an impossibility ? 
For why should we even hope to succeed in con- 
demning a President when a majority of his triers 
were to consist of his own party? I hope we have 
more sense than that.: But, as the grand inquest 
of the nation, we have passed upon this President 
a rebuke which will continue to blister his name 
so long as he lives upon this earth, and which will 
affix a stain upon his remembrance while history 
endures. And let it stay there. I stand here as 
the chosen representative of seventy thousand of 
the free feople of Tennessee; and, whenever a 
President of the United States shall attempt to de- 
prive me of the exercise of that power which the 
Constitution has conferred on me as their repre- 
sentative, and on them through me, I will resist 
him to the last. I say again, let it stay there. I 
am ready to vote the declaration in that amend- 
ment to-morrow. 


I have said that the President of the United 
, as 


I have no fear, in giving such 
a vote, of the dissent of my constituency. They 
know their rights, and they have, before this day, 
stood up in defence of them against the man they 
loved. 
of the President. I want the declaration contain- 
ed in that amendment to stay there. It is the onl 
way in which we can reach the President. Let it 


Still less do I fear anything from the power 


stay there as a caution to him, and as a warning 
to all who shall come after him. 
And now, having made such remarks as I deem- 
ed to be called for on that subject, I will call the 
attention of the committee for a few minutes to a 
branch of the Executive message which has not 
yet been noticed here—I mean his call upon Con- 
gress to raise an additional force, both of regulars 
and volunteers, to that we have already in the field. 
As I understand, it is recommended by the Presi- 
dent, by the Secretary of War, and I will add, by 
the chairman of the Military Committee in.the 
Senate, that there be raised ten additional regi- 
ments of regulars, and also twenty regiments of 
volunteers, if so many shall be thought henge A 
This is an important increase in the army of the 
United States, and is a measure which demands at 
our hands the utmost deliberation. 
As much as the Whigs in the last Congress were 
censured for voting for the bill which recognized the 
existence of the war, I should myself have acted as 
they did. I was not then here; but in all the region 
where I was, the utmost anxiety was felt for the 
extrication of our brave little army. I would have 
voted for the bill as they did, and should not have 
been ashamed of that vote; on the contrary, I could 


| justif such a vote before the country and before 


my God. I would have voted the bill under a pro- 
test, notwithstanding the preamble which was 
forced upon them by the tyranny of a relentless 
party majority. And why? For the reason I 
have already given—because the whole country 
was in painful apprehension for the safety of the 
gallant Taylor and his brave little army. They 
had not time to inquire; they rushed almost en 
masse to his rescue. “I was in favor of their course. 
If I should arrive at a spot where | found my father 
actually engaged in conflict with another man, and 
blood had already been shed, I would not stop to 
inquire how he got into the fight, nor to weigh nice 
questions as to which party might be in the right 
—I should rescue him at once from the grip of his 
adversary, and would have examined afterwards 
into the grounds of the quarrel. That was the 
feeling which actuated me; and I rejoiced then, 
and rejoice now, that the Whig party did not allow 
themselves to be put in a false position by a pre- 
amble which was forced on them with that design 
by a despotic majority. 

But that wasa very different case from that now 
presented. Then we were fighting with a nation 
whose resources had not been exhausted, and who 
had a respectable force organized for action, while 
our own force was small and comparatively feeble. 
But where and what is she now? She lies bleed- 
ing and prostrate before us; her seaports are all 
taken,‘her forts have surrendered to our arms, and 
it is admitted by the official organ of the Adminis- 
tration that she is utterly broken down. The or- 
gan, remarking on the speech of Mr. REvERDY 
Jounson, in the Senate, has this passage: 

“ Does Mr. Jonnson’s historical reading afford him an in- 
stance of the power of any other country, so extensive, so 
intrenched, and so distant from its foe, so completely broken 


in pieces by war, in so short a time as our arins have taken 
utterly to break down the power of Mexico.” 


Here is an admission from a high authority that 
the case before us is widely different from_that 
when the first bill of supplies was passed. Here 
they own that Mexico is ‘‘ utterly broken down;”’ 
that she lies powerless at our feet. Yet itis in 
this posture of things that the President asks us to 
increase our army until it shall amount to some 
seventy-five or one hundred thousand men. Itis 
certain, from all the best informed calculations, 
that we have at this time an army of forty-five 
thousand-men; when the regiments shall be filled 
up by recruits and volunteers, it will rise to sixty- 
five thousand. Take off fifteen thousand for the 
sick and those otherwise disposed of, and still we 
shall have an effective force of fifty thousand men— 
perhaps I should say fifty thousand ‘ bayonets,’ 
as that is the fashionable word. With this force 
at his disposal, the President comes to this House, 
and through his subordinates recommends us to in- 
crease the army by thirty thousand men more. Why 
is it that he asks this amount of force? Does he 
tell us boldly, as ‘‘Old Hickory” would have done, 
what he wants with these men? Does he say 
why the people, through their representatives, 
must grant him so great a military force? No; in 
reply to the interrogatory of this House, he wraps 
the cloak of official dignity around him, and tells 
us that we are attacking the Executive prerogative. 
I say, for one, that to me his reply is wholly un- 
satisfactory. ae 

There is in this matter one point which has not, 
I believe, been touched upon, but which he will 
be able neither tò overlook nor overleap. If the 
Senate of the United States were in executive ses- 
sion, deliberating on the ratification of a treaty, and 
if, to aid their deliberations, they were in need of 
certain other information in possession of the Ex- 
ecutive,and should apply to the President to com- 
municate it, could he with any face refuse to send 
it? Now, though we of this House are not the 
treaty power, yet we are the war. power; and 
having sent to the Executive for information we 
deem material in forming our judgment on a grant 
of additional troops, could not the President have 
given us that information under the seal of confi- 
dence? And would he not have done so had 
there not been something behind which will not 
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bear the light? But I have no more time to spare 
on this part of the subject at present, though I hold 
it to be of the utmost importance to the liberties of 
the people of this country. Itstrikes meas singu- 
lar, that while the President admits a deficiency of 
eight thousand regulars and twelve thousand vol- 
unteers to fill-up the regiments already in the field, 
he should still ask for so large an additional num- 
ber of new regiments. It seems he does not ex- 
pect these recruits to be raised. For myself, I am 
willing to give a liberal bounty, any amount that 
may be necessary, to raise the army we have to 
that number which General Scott himself declares 
to: be sufficient to overrun all Mexico. [Here 
Mr. B. quoted a despatch of Major General Scott, 
in which he says, that augmenting the army to 
fifty thousand men will enable it to occupy all the 
State capitals, to drive off the guerrillas, to get 
possession of all the revenues, and to alarm the 
Government ińto making peace.] Here we have 
the highest military authority declaring that an 
army of fifty thousand men Is sufficient for the 
conquest of all Mexico. General Scott asks no 
more; and I have shown, that without the increase 
now asked for, we shall have that number of men 
in the field. If the President’s design is the sub- 
jugation and annexation of all Mexico; if he wants 
these new regiments to absorb Mexico, to ‘“‘ swal- 
low” her, (according to the modern beautiful 
figure,) then I am utterly opposed to the granting 
of men for any such purpose. I am ready to do 
anything for the maintenance of the country’s 
honor, to secure our true national glory; I am 
willing to maintain the army in its present strength, 
in the expectation that thereby we may obtain 
peace; but I will vote only for volunteers—not for 
regulars. I would be willing to vote thirty regi- 
ments instead of ten; but they must ve volunteers, 
or I will not vote for them. 
Why do I prefer them? .For many reasons. 
They are more easily raised. ‘That is evidenced 
by the facts furnished in the last two years. Every 
manof the fifty thousand volunteers authorized 
under the act of May, 1846, could have been raised 
within three months from the call. ‘They could be 
raised now; and if volunteers were necessary, Ten- 
nessee, Kentucky, and the other States of the 
South and West, an@of the North and East, too, 
would furnish volunteers in one-third the time they 
would regulars. It is also evident from the fact 
that you cannot get the recruits necessary to make 
T the number of regulars authorized by law. 
ithout meaning any offence to the regular army, 
privates or officers, for whom I have the highest 
respect—and as an evidence of the fact, I will men- 
tion that years ago, when it was not so fashionable 
as it is now to praise the regular officers, when 
they had not that halo of glory which now sur- 
rounds them, | was not in the habit of joining the 
outcry against West Point and its pupils which 
demagocues often raised against this most worthy 
set of men—lI repeat, that I prefer volunteers to 
regulars. The volunteers have higher incentives 
to action, to gallant deeds, to patriotic daring. 
They come generally from men who have been 
better educated, from men who possess some stake 
in the community, and who rush forward to battle 
with a thousand incentives not offered to the regu- 
lar private. In the first place, the regular private 
has no chance for promotion. Cast your eye, if 
you please, over the number of regular soldiers 
who have distinguished themselves in the recent 
battles in Mexico, and how many have been pro- 
moted? Not more than twenty, or twenty-five, or 
fifty at the’outside. The incentives that the vol- 
unteer possesses are numerous and powerful. 
Why, when he goes into battle, he fancies not 
only that the eye of his immediate commander and 
fellow-soldiers, not only the eye of the people of 
the United States, but of the whole world, are 
upon him, and he knows well if he performs any 
individual act of gallantry and daring, that there 
is.no point so high he may not reach it; and when 
striking terror into the hearts of the enemy by 
some chivalrous feat which, of itself, may decide 
the fortunes of the battle, visions of glory rush 
upon him and render him invincible—visions not 
stopped-by the Legislature, by Congress, or the 
Cabinet, but bounded alone by that highest civil 
station in the world, within the gift of the people 
of the United States, the Presidential chair itself. 
Here, then, are incentives that make the volunteer 
` force invincible—that generally make it preferable 
.to the regular army for the service of this country. 
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There are a hundred other reasons which I 
might mention why I prefer the volunteer to the 
regular, if we are to have more force. I have not 
time to advert to them, but there is a very striking 
one to which I wish to call the attention of this 
committee. After this war is over; the volunteer 
returns to his family. He has no further am- 
bition—no desire to keep up a standing army that 
he may havea share in its spoils. His object is 
accomplished; he has defended his country; he 
has added to the renown acquired by his ances- 
tors, and he goes back to receive his reward in 
the smiles of his wife and the congratulations of 
his friends and compatriots. He sinks at once 
from military into civil life. What is the case in 
regard to regulars? They very often have no 
other means of support; they have not left a little 
farm to go and join their brethren in the defence 
of their country; and it becomes, therefore, almost 
a necegsity of existence, that they should use all 
their efforts to continue thearmy at the point which 
it has reached while they are there. Is not this a 
danger which should startle us?—which should 
make all those who are hesitating upon this sub- 
ject prefer the volunteer to the regular increase of 
I could talk half an hour about the 
dangers of a standing army; I could bring to your 
recollection hundreds and hundreds of instances,. 
especially to the recollections of the other side of 
the House, where denunciations of a scathing 
character have been made against all those who 
are in favor of an increase of the regular army. 
But I have not the time, and therefore must hasten 
on to other topics. 

Sir, another reason why I prefer the volunteer 
to the regular increase of the army, asked for by 
the President of the United States, is, that I have 
no desire to increase the already overshadowing 
natronage of the Executive of the United States. 
And I must here in my place give my thanks to 
my colleague, [Mr. Jounson,] who this morning 
decried the increase of the Executive patronage, 
or the increase of officers in the departments of the 
Government, in such eloquent terms. He deserves 
the thanks of his constituents, and as certainly the 
thanks of the whole country; and I trust when a 
copy of his remarks appears in print, he will send 
me five hundred, and I will distribute them all over 
my district; for we have heard of him in Tennes- 
see as almost the giant of the Democratic party; 
and when this giant steps forward and says the 
stream of Executive patronage is becoming too 
immense to be any further swelled, to go on cor- 
rupting and to corrupt, his constituents and the 
people of the whole of Tennessee will open their 
eyes and say, This must be so, coming as it does 
from a man who has been so good a party man, 
(and I use the term in no offensive sense.) 

What is the increase contemplated by the propo- 
sition of the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs in the Senate? It amounts to an in- 
crease of patronage on the part of the Executive of 
at least five hundred and forty officers of various 
descriptions, from a major general, I presume, and 
brigadier generals, down to second lieutenants. 
I have no desire to lend my aid in increasing the 
power of the Executive even to this extent, and 
especially the power of an Executive who has now 
more patronage within his gift than was ever al- 
lowed to such men as Washington, Madison, An- 
drew Jackson, or any other of his predecessors. 

‚Well, in addition to these general reasons for 
my opposition to the increase of the army by 
reculars, I have some personal reasons—personal 
to the Executive, not disrespectfully so, but per- 


‘sonal because the facts out of which they grow 


have characterized his action in similar cases here- 
tofore. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will admit that, 
in the present state of parties in this country, itis 
very doubtful whether the doctrine heretofore 
avowed, ‘‘to the victors belong the spoils,” will 
ever be destroyed or got rid of, however much 
many honest men may wish it. In our eivil con- 
tests, itis probable that success will be crowned 
by office and emolument; and many distinguished 
and able men there are who say it is best for this 
Government that it should be so. But this is ap- 
plicable to our civil affairs: in our military affairs 
there ought certainly to be a difference; in our 
military affairs we are one people, one country— 
Whigs and Democrats alike rushing forward to 
defend their country; and the truth of this asser- 
tion has been as much exemplified in the Mexican 
war as in many other events which have taken 


place during our existence aga nation. Yet, with 
this union, which ought to be sustained and pre- 
served by every man in this Government when 
fighting against a foreign Power, what do we be- 
hold in the President-of the United States? He 
has had the appointment, at various times, of six- 
teen major generals and brigadier generals, or of 
fourteen, and two have declined to accept. Look 
at the list, from Lieutenant General Benton down 
to the smallest brigadier generals—for there are 
some small brigadier generals—and you will find 
that not one solitary man has ever been taken 
from the Whig party; a party, to say the least, . 
which has furnished one-half of the volunteers 


| who have rushed forward to share in the glory 


acquired in the Mexican war. Not one, except 
Cadwalader, and he is a neutral; and, without 
meariing the slightest disrespect for him, Í would 
not give a fig for a neutral, for neutrals always 
bend over to the side of power. Now, with that 
single exception, what do you behold? These six- 
teen generals (or these fifteen, at any rate) taken 
from the Democratic party, while our friends of the 
Whig party are doingas much hard fighting in Mex- 
ico as our friends of the Democratic party. Whatis 
the case in regard to other officers? Ten colonels, 
ten lieutenant colonels, twenty majors, a number of 
quartermasters, assistant quartermasters, commis- 
saries, &c., have been appointed in these ten regi- 
ments, and what was the result, sir? If I am not 
mistaken, in looking into the subject with care, I 
do not think, out of the whole number, a dozen 
Whigs have been appointed. If Iam mistaken, 
let some gentleman correct me. And besides this, 
some five or six hundred or more inferior offi- 
cers have been appointed. The President might 
have got over the difficulty by saying, Well, as I 
consider this a political affair, I want my friends 
taken care of out of the large offices, and you may 
have a share of the inferior offices, especially as 
those inferior offices come in contact with the 
men, and one-half the men are Whigs. But out of 
these five or six hundred officers, I request any man 
to show me fifty Whigs. Well, the Whigs fight 
as well as the Democrats, and the Democrats as 
well as the Whigs; for, as much of a partisan as 
I may be esteemed, it does seem to me, -if I had 
been in the Presidential chair, I should have blush- 
ed with shame could I have had the hardihood to 
have conferred every one of these offices, when 
we are in mortal combat with a foreign Power, , 
upon my own party, at the saree time proclaiming 
to the world that I am a patriot, and the President, 
not of a party, but of the whole American nation. 
Now, if the President and his friends can show 
me that there was not material in the Whig party 
to make a portion of these generals, then I will 
make my bow to him, and say the President has 
done right. But,as long as I can point to the names 
of Campbell, McKee, Hardin, Clay,(the gallant son 
of a noble sire)—as long as I can point to two gen- 
tlemen on this floor, one my own Colleague, [Colo- 
nel HasxKE.L,] and the other a distinguished gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Major Garves,] so long I 
will say that any man who takes that position is 
entirely mistaken. It is well known we have such 
materials as these men furnish, to say nothing of 
the very many gallant Whigs in the regular service. 
It was impossible for the President of the United 
States to make such a mistake, unless he did it 
designedly, and with the view of doing what has 
never been done before—of carrying partisan feel- 
ings into the apportionment of military honors and ~ 
appointments among those gallantly engaged in the 
defence of our common country. 

Now, to sum up, in a few words, my objections 
under this head: the President shows himself so 
much of a partisan and so little of a patriot that I 
am unwilling to give him any increase of power 
and patronage, such as would be conferred by. es- 
tablishing ten additional regiments of regulars. 
I do not want to impugn the motives of any 
man; but we are all aware that an important elec- 
tion is approaching, and five or six hundred addi- 
tional electioneerers thrown into different towns 
in this Union, under the titles of captains, lieuten- 
ants, &c., will be possibly empowered to add very 
much to the strength of the party in power, and 
of those who are expected to follow in the foot- 
steps of the present incumbents of office. I do 
not impute any bad motives to those gentlemen 
who may receive the appointments, if these addi- 
tional regiments of regulars are raised; but it 18 
human nature to admire the power which has 
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favored us, and to endeavor to keep that party in 
power from whom we have received office. 

I now come to a very important matter, and one 
to which, in the very short time yet allowed to me, 
I shall not be able to do anything like justice. 
Mr. Chairman, this is a startling crisis; these are 
alarming times. And yet the people seem to be 
gleeping over the edge of a dreadful precipice. 
Such a crisis has not arisen since the foundation 
of this Government. Talk to me of your embargo 
laws, your tariff excitements, your Florida war, 
or your last war with Great Britain—there never 
has occurred in the whole course of our national 
existence so fearful, so momentous a crisis In our 
affairs as now stares us in the face. We are called 
upon to ‘“‘swallow” eight whole millions of peo- 
ple, to subjugate and annex a large territory to 
this; a territory inhabited by men of a different. 
blood, of a different color, and, above all, of a dif- 
ferent religion! -And this proposition is nowsmade 
in high places; and yet you do not see the whole 
people rising up, as 1f moved by one spirit and ac- 
tuated by a common sense of danger, and saying 
to this spirit of aggression and conquest which 
now seems to govern the Executive and some of 
his friends, “ Thus far shalt thou go, and no 
further.” That very apathy, that very failure 
thus to rise up, almost congeals my very heart’s 
blood; for it is an evidence that the people are not 
as wide-awake to the danger as they ought to be. 

Some genff¥men may say that these are not 
the opinions of the Executive. But there is not 
a man of observation or sense in this House 
that does not know it is the intention of the domi- 
nant party. . Look at the declarations of some of 
its prominent members in the Senate; look at the 
toast drunk at the late 8th of January supper by a 
distinguished Senator from New York, [Mr. Dicx- 
inson:] ‘SA more perfect Union, embracing the 
whole American continent;”’ look at what you 
hear and see every day in the streets; converse 
with any gentlemen of the Democratic party that 
will avow their real sentiments—and I have con- 
versed with such—and they will tell you that upon 
the banners that party will raise at the next elec- 
tion will be “The whole of Mexico;’’ and they 
‘prophesy under that as signal a defeat to the Whig 
party as when, under the cry of ‘The whole of 


Oregon,” they rallied and elected their President,- 


who was committed to that as “‘ clear and unques- 
tionable.”? But they were discomfited—I may say, 
disgraced—for, while avowing sentiments of that 
kind, they yet were willing to vote a compromise 
yieldinga large part. Isay this inno unkindness to 
any of the gentlemen who were involved in this pro- 
ceeding; for many of them | have all proper regard. 

Sir, [ object to the subjugation of Mexico; I am 
opposed to the dismemberment of a sister Repub- 
lic. 1am opposed to it, because it ig fraught with 
evils that may lead to revolution, to ruin, to death. 
I would like, sir, to go on upon this subject, but I 
have not the time, and there are some other mat- 
ters to which I wish to call your attention. (By 
the by, this is a most tyrannical rule, and if I had 
any time I would rail against it, [a laugh;] but 
‘I shall not, as my immediate predeces8or [Mr. 
E\wine}]—an able man upon all subjects which he 
touched—is said to have done, take half my hour 
in complaining of it.) I would like at length—and 
may do it hereafter—to give my reasons for oppo- 
sing the subjugation and annexation of the whole 
of Mexico. But there are one or two things to 
which I must advert. 

Gentlemen refer to the annexation of Texas, 
and say, as we suffered no inconvenience from 
that, neither can we from the subjugation and an- 
nexation of Mexice The case is entirely dissim- 
ilar. Texas constituted bone of our bone and flesh 
of our flesh. The Texans were our brethren, our 
fathers, our cousins; they were linked to us by 
blood and by birth. And so far as immigration is 
concerned—another parailel sometimes referred to 
“—let the flood of immigrants from the Old World 
come upon us by 500,000 a year, and what is the 
effect? It is only like that of the broad Mississippi 
rolling its mighty volume of water into the ocean— 
it tinges the blue waves a few miles out, and then is 
swallowed up in the boundless expanse. The im- 
migrants become absorbed in our population; they 
become assimilated to our manners and customs, 
and soon, because they-most generally speak the 
same language and are of the same blood. This 
is æ growing theme; om which I should like to 
dwell for half an hour. But I must pass on. 


I wish, Mr. Chairman, distinctly to avow m 
sentiments on one subject, and that is, the acqui- 
sition of territory. I am opposed to the acquisi- 
tion of territory, sir, by violence or conquest; and 
Iam willing to say that such territory assay be 
deemed necessary for any of our purposes that are 
legitimate should be obtained by treaty or nego- 
tiation. Iam opposed to the acquisition of terri- 
tory by conquest or violence, by the dismember- 
ment ofa neighboring Republic. I could state a 
thousand reasons had I the time. But I warn my 
political opponents, Pause before you take the step 
that is now contemplated by many of your most 
distinguished leaders. 

Sir, when men Yo on for a series of years pros- 
pering and to prosper, they may be so blinded by 
success as to think that it is always to continue, 
until they take some step which dashes from them 
their cup of prosperity, and reduces them to dis- 
comfiture, if not disgrace. Such has been the case 
with the President of the United States, in my opin- 
ion, in regard to this Mexican war; and although, 
when a man gets through this life without meeting 
the reward of his acts, we are taught to believe he 
will suffer it in another world, there are many 
examples in which moral retribution overtakes him 
in this life; and that moral retribution, I think, has 
already overtaken Mr. Polk. Among the reasons, 
in my opinion, which induced him to bring on this 
war, was one that had enabled him to obtain the 
Presidential chair—that was, the addition of new 
territory. And what has been the result of this 
effort to lay the foundation for a new triumph? 
Where is the moral retribution? It consists in 
this: He selected as one of his military agents a 
plain, blunt, simple-hearted, noble-natured man, 
who had not been known extensively through this 
country; who was a soldier, an officer in the last 
war; who distinguished himself in Florida, but 
whose greatest distinction always has been that he 
has discharged his duty, placed in whatever situa- 
tion he may have been, be it high or of inferior 
character. That man was a colonel, a brigadier 
general by brevet; and he it was whom Mr. Polk, 
passing over the hero of Lundy’s Lane, the com- 
mander-in-chief of the army of the United States, 
and who would naturally have been selected as the 
proper person for the command of the army in 
Mexico, selected as his instrument to carry into 
effect his designs, whatever they may be. Now, 
what is the result? At this very moment ‘this 
almost undistinguished, this almost unknown offi- 
cer has arrived at such a height of fame, that all the 
efforts of the President and his party cannot pre- 
vent, as the prospect now is, his being his succes- 
sor. Here isa moral retribution! The very act, 
the very course of conduct, which probably from 
his secret heart the Executive had looked to as the 
foundation for his own further aggrandizement and 
the continued success of his own party, has been 
the cause of bringing forward a man who, in all 
the elements of distinction, of greatness of soul and 
generosity of nature, is far above him. | 

While I am upon this subject, I will take a 
few moments to read a short extract from a paper 
which came into my possession this morning. It 
is the ‘“‘ Baltimore Sun” of the 24th, (to-day, ) con- 
taining the speech of General Taylor, recently 
delivered at Lafayette, Louisiana, above New Or- 
leans; and I am charmed to see, to mark the differ- 
ence of language in regard to our prostrate foe, 
characterizing a man who has achieved a greater 
triumph probably than any ever before achieved 
in this country, and a man who, situated here a 
thousand miles from the scene of action, does not 
seem satisfied unless he can plunge the steel of his 
warriors into the very vitals of that prostrate coun- 
try. Hear what General Taylor says, on the 16th 
of this month, in a speech delivered at Lafayette, 
Louisiana : 


« The object nearest to his heart had been to bring the 
war to a speedy termination—to restore peace and amity 
between two neighboring Republics, who had every motive 
to cultivate mutual good-will, and whom he would prefer to 
see vying with each other in the arts of peace, than con- 
tending on the field of battle. 

« He had always hoped and believed, that, by that spirit 
of forbearance and magnanimity which a great and power- 
ful nation should always practise towards a feeble and 
prostrate enemy, Peace might be restored on terms con- 
sistent with the honor, the rights, and the interests of both 
nations.”’ : 


Mr. FEATHERSTON next obtained the floor, 
and proceeded to speak an hour in-reply to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Barrow,] and 
the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. TomrKINs,] 


in justification of the war, and of the President’s 
message in answer to the cali of the House for the 
instructions to Mr. SLIDELL, &c.; a full report of 
which will be found in the Appendix to the Con- 
gressional Globe. l 
' Mr. DIXON next obtained the floor, but yielded 
at the request of-— 

Mr. POLLOCK, who moved that the committee 
rise; which was negatived. 


-Mr. DIXON, of Connecticut, said he voted, a few 
days since, with the majority of this House in favor 
of the proposition of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Asumun,] that the war in which we 
are engaged with Mexico was unnecessarily and 
unconstitutionally commenced by the President 
of the United States. He should now attempt to 
prove that that proposition was true. He could 
not flatter himself that in the discussion of this 
question he should be able to offer anything that 
was new to the committee. The subject had been 
so thoroughly discussed, not only in this House, 
but by the press throughout the country, that it 
was impossible to impart to it any novelty what- 
ever. In what he should say it would be neces- ` 
sary to question the accur of the President 
of the United States; but W should endeavor 
to do so with a becoming sense of the great 
importance of the President’s high oftice. He did 
not mean to impeach the President’s personal ve- 
racity; he would not assume that the President 
had wilfully intended to deceive this House or the 
people of this country. That was a position in 
which he would not place the President; but he 
would say that he thought the President had com- 
mitted many most grievous errors. - He happened, 
a few days since, to meet with an extract from 
some remarks made on an occasion somewhat sim- 
ilar to the present by a statesman of lofty standing 
in the British House of Lords, and he was struck 
with the freedom with which he spoke of aver- 
ments made by the King in his speech from the 
throne. The statesman to whom he referred 
believed that some things said by the King in his 
speech were not true, and he charged falsehood 
unhesitatingly upon it. 

Mr. D read the following extract from Thack- 
eray’s Life of Lord Chatham in support of his 
position: l 

« Some persons I see have been shameless and daring 
enough to advise his Majesty to support and countenance 
this opinion (the disavowai of certain proceedings by the 
Court of Spain) in his speech from the Throne. Certainly 
my lords, there never was a more odious, a more infamous 
falsehood imposed on a great nation: it degrades the King’s 
honor; itis an insult to Parliament. His Majesty has been 
advised to confirm and give currency to an absolute false- 
hood. [ beg your lordship’s attention, and I hope I shall 
be understood when I repeat, that the Court of Spain having 
disavowed the act of their Governor, is an absolute false- 
hood. * * * If the falsehood of this pretended disa- 
vowal had been confined to the Court of Spain, I should 
have admitted it without concern. I should have been con- 
tent that they themselves had left a door open for excuse 
and accommodation. The King of England’s honor is not 
touched till he adopts the falsehood, delivers it to his Par- 
liament, and makes it his own.” 

He had read this extract for the purpose of 
showing that the freedom of debate in this House 
during this and the last session of Congress was 
nat greater than that which was exercised in the 
Parliament of Great Britain. But in the progress 
of his remarks he should not avail himself of the 
privilege claimed by others: it would be enough 
for him if he could show that the President had. 
been guilty of gross mistakes—whether they were 
intentional or not was not important to his pur- 
pose. 

In considering the question connected with this 
pending war, he begged leave to call the attention 
of the committee to one point made by the Presi- 
dent, viz: by whom was the war commenced? 
Why was this question so anxiously argued by 
the President? Why is the question by whom 
the war was commenced made so important in the 
elaborate arguments contained in the various mes- 
sages of the President? It by no means follows 
as a matter of course that a war is unjust on the 
part of the nation commencing it. On the con- 
trary, the presumption should be, that the pany 
commencing war had just cause of war. ho 
commenced our war of 1812 with Great Britain? 
In defending that war and its justice, who has ever 
denied that it was commenced by us? The ques- 
tion who commenced the present war with Mexico 
is not thus labored by the President because its 
answer would decide of course the justice of the 
contest, but for another reason. He well knows 
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the importance to him of showing that Mexico 
commenced hostilities; because if not commenced 
by Mexico, then they were commenced by him- 
self, Congress did not begin the war; but, on the 
contrary, declared the war to exist already on the 
llth of May, 1846. It was not commenced by 
the war-making power of this country; and if not 
by Mexico, then it follows, as the night the day, 
that it was commenced by the President of the 
United States. There is no escape from this con- 
clusion, and hence the struggles, constant but in- 
effectual, on the part of the President to show that 
Mexico was the aggressor. When they were told 
on the 11th of May, 1846, that war existed, Con- 
gress, the war-making power, had done nothing 
to kring on the war; and, if it was not brought on 
by Mexico, no one would doubt that the assump- 
tion of the war-making power by the President 
was an unconstitutional act. 

Here let him for a moment call the attention of 
the committee, many of whose members were not 
in the last Congress, to the fact, that when this war 
-was acknowledged by the House of Representa- 
tives, almost every member of the Whig party then 
in this House voted against the declaration that 
the- war was commenced by the act of Mexico. 
They had been taunted, within a few days past, with 
inconsistency of conduct. [t had been charged 
against them that they had voted in favor of this 
war, avowing it to be the act of Mexico in the last 
Congress, when now, for party purposes, they 
attempt to convince the people that it was the act 
of the President. He could not believe that any 
one who was present in the last Congress would 
bring a charge so entirely unfounded. But if the 
Whig party had not at that time justified their po- 
sition, they would have much to excuse them in 
subsequent events. Could they foresee what has 
since taken place? Could they foresee that Mex- 
ico was to be invaded in the manner she has been? 
Could they have foreseen that in little more than 
one year the whole of Mexico would have been 
subjugated, and that the war would be carried into 
the vital parts of Mexico? No, by no.means. It 
was then the general opinion, both here and else- 
where, that the war would soon come to a close. 
‘It was supposed that General Taylor was sur- 
roundéd by four or five times his own number, and 
it was the object here at the time to furnish him 
with supplies and reinforcements, and this they 
did while protesting aguinst the preamble of the 
bill. He (Mr. D.) was not here at the time the 
bill passed. If he had been, he should undoubt- 
edly have voted with his political brethren on that 
occasion ; for he did not pretend to possess more 
wisdom than they had. He was, however, neces- 
sarily absent in Connecticut; but when he heard 
how his Whig friends had voted, he perfectly un- 
derstood their feelings on that occasion. He re- 
peated, that their intention was to furnish supplies 
to our army, then surrounded in an enemy’s coun- 

and exposed to imminent danger. 

And here let him allude to another topic which 
was introduced by a gentleman last week. Mr. 
D. then quoted from the published debates an ex- 
tract, showing that it had been charged on the Whig 
party that it was a mere ee to assert that this 
war was brought on by the President without no- 
tice being given to Congress. To sustain this ac- 
cusation, reference was made to the message of the 
President to the first session of the last Congress. 
The President, in that message, states that he had, 
at the request of the Texan Congress, sent a force 
to take a position for its protection; and gentlemen 
said that was fair warning to the country, and that 
it was absurd to suppose that the country was taken 
by surprise. But, sir, look at that message. The 
- President in that document informed us that the 
acquisition of ‘Texas had been a bloodless achieve- 
ment; that the sword had had no part in the con- 

uest. Was that giving us notice of war with 
Mexico? He told us further, in the same docu- 
ment, that he had appointed an envoy to the Mex- 
ican Government, and that he should recommend 
no ulterior measures, anticipating, as he did, a 
peaceful settlement. Yet the gentleman from In- 
diana (Mr. Rosinson] proclaimed here that if we 
did not take notice from that message that war 
with Mexico was intended, we were guilty of 
culpable neglect in not reading the documents laid 
on our tables. Sir, the danger then was of war 
jin another quarter, and no man here then appre- 
hended war with Mexico. That danger, gentlemen 
who were in favor of this war aided to avert. But 


to return. The President informed them that he 
did not send troops to Texas until he had been 
urged to do so by the Congress of Texas. He 
said he sent them on the urgent appeals of the 
‘Texan Congress and Texan Convention; and this 
he presumed was of great importance in an argu- 
ment to show that the President commenced the 
war. But what were the facts? On the 15th day 
of June, they would find, by an examination of 
the documents in the Library of Congress, Mr. 
Bancroft, then acting as Secretary of War, wrote 
to General Taylor, informing him that his ultimate 
destination was the banks of the Riv Grande. He 
had, in the month of March previous, directed 
General Taylor to take a position at the mouth of 
the Sabine, so as to enable him thereafter to march 
to the frontier. On the 16th, one day after these 
orders were given, the Texan Congress met. How, 
then, could it be on the appeal of the Texan Con- 
gress that these movements were made? And 
when did the Texan Convention pass any resolu 
tion on that subject? If any such résolution was 
passed, it must have been subsequent to the date 
of the order of which he had spoken. No such 
resolution was passed before the 8th of July, long 
after the order was given to General Taylor to 
proceed to Corpus Christi; and yet the President 
told them and the country that the order was is- 
sued on the appeal of the Texan Congress. He 
did not say that the President intended to deceive 
them; but he did say that the statement of the 
President was unfounded in fact, and that the doc- 
uments presented to Congress show it to be so. 

The President, in the various defences which 
he has presented to this House and to the country 
for the war in which we are engaged, makes it also 
an important question whether the title to the soil 
where the first blood was shed was American or 
Mexican soil. The President claims it to be 
American soil. He says that on the day on which 
hostilities were first commenced, the ground on 
which the first conflict took place was part and 
parcel of the soil of American territory. That 
was a proposition which he (Mr. D.) intended 
to dispute. And here let him say, while they 
were discussing the question of the commence- 
ment of the war, it was of no consequence what 
our previous causes of complaint against Mex- 
ico might be. If we had cause of war, it was 
sufficient for them to know that the war-making 
power had not commenced war for the canses 
then existing. He did not deny that we had 
cause of war; but the question which he was 
discussing was, who commenced the war, and not 
whether we had cause of war; for he repeated, 
if we had cause of war, the war-making power 
had not commenced war for those causes. He did 
not even undertake now to say that we had the 
right to commence hostilities for the grievances of 
which we had complained. If he had been called 
upon to vote on the question of war for those 
causes, he should have voted against it. He did 
not think all the means had been exhausted for 
the adjustment of the difficultiés which had exist- 
ed, and therefore he should not have given a vote 
to authorize the President to adopt the last resort 
of nations. But if they admitted that they had 
sufficient cause of war, that did not help the Presi- 
dent, because, as he had said, the war was not 
commenced for them. The President was not the 
war-making power. f 

Well, Texas was annexed to this Union, and 
the members of this House knew well that the an- 
nexation resolutions could not have passed if it had 
not been understood that the boundary question 
was to be left open. And how was it passed 
through the other House of Congress? It was by 
the adoption of another resolution which it was 
thought would have been preferred; but the late 
incumbent of the Presidency, at the last hour of his 
administration, made his choice of resolutions, and 
went on to consummate annexation, being, how- 
ever, himself thereby bound to settle the question 
of boundary by negotiation. Here, then, was the 


first link in his chain of proof that the boundary- 


was an unsettled question. Again: it must be re- 
collected that a treaty had been prepared and pre- 
sented to the other House of Congress for the 
annexation of Texas, but it was defeated, for the 
sole and only reason, or at least as a principal 
reason, that the boundary question was settled in 
that treaty precisely as the President has now 
taken on himself to settle it. It was objected to it 
that it embraced a vast region of Mexican soil, and 


© 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Jan. 24, 


on that ground it was defeated. That was the 
state of feeling which prevailed then. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] 
told them the other day that the constitution of 
the State of Texas was adopted with the boundary 
of the Rio Grande, and that the last Congress ap- 
proved that constitution without crossmg a t or 
dotting an i. He also asserted that the last Con-. 
gress admitted Texas as a State of this Union, 
with a constitution extending her boundary to the 
Rio Grande. Hf this were true, there would be 
some force in the argument founded on the asser- 
tion. But the gentleman was mistaken in the fact. 
I admit, sir, that the last Congress, in admitting 
Texas as a State, did proceed with indecent haste; 
but the vortex into which we rushed was not so 
dark and deep as the gentleman supposes. The 
constitution of the State of Texas contained a 
proviso that all the laws of Texas not inconsistent 
with the annexation resolutions should remain in 
force. What laws of Texas were inconsistent 
with those resolutions, except that extending the 
boundary to the Rio Grande? Point out to me 
a single law of Texas thus inconsistent. No, 
sir; the law thus excepted was that settling the 
boundary of Texas. Why, previously they had 
abandoned all claim to the Rio Grande. He 
had before him a letter from Mr. Andrew Jack- 
son Donelson, our chargé to Texas, in which 
he. writes to this Government that Texas had 
abandoned that claim. They did fot mean to 
fight for it; and surely what she was unwilling to 
contend for, it was unnecessary for this country to 
fight for. 
Rio Grande; and when she came into this Union, 
she came with the express understanding, both on 
her part and ours, that the settlement of the bound- 
ary question was one which the General Govern- 
ment must undertake, and that it was not for 
Texas, much less the President of the United 
States himself, to undertake to settle tt. 

We took Texas with an uncertain western bound- 


Texas had abandoned al} claim to the 


ary; we took her with a line yet unsettled. Al} - 


the question of boundary was left to negotiation: 
all was ‘‘as broad and general as the casing air.’” 
And there was far more cause for such negotiation 


in the case of Texas than in the case of Oregon. ` 


Had the President pursued’ the same course with 
Oregon that he has done with Texas, if he had 
marched an army to the line he clatmed instead of 
leaving the question to be settled by the proper 
department of the Government, would any of those 
who now advocate his course have then attempted 
to defend it? Could any man in that case have 
pretended that he did right? No. He took no 
such course; he left that boundary question just 
where he should have left this. © 

But it is said that negotiation had been tried and 
had failed; thay the President did everything in his 


| power to settle the question, by negotiation, and 


that it was not till all those efforts failed he resorted 
to extreme means. Now, I say it was not for him 
to judge when ‘* extreme means” should be re- 
sorted to, and what they should be. That was a 
question for Congress and Congress alone. But 
the Presi@ent tells us that the march of our army 
to the Rio Grande did not take place until after the 
mission of Mr. Slidell had been rejected by Mexi- 
co. The President had a meaning in using these 
words. They have been carefully selected. He 
says the march of the troops did not take place till 
the llth of March. Yes; but when was the order 
for the march given? On the 13th of January. At 
that time he had no knowledge that Mr. Slidell had 
been rejected. Instead of having the least reason at 
that time to think he would not be received, there 
is no proof that he had even received the first letter 
from our consul, Mr. Black. On the 27th of De- 
cember, Mr. Slidell wrote.to ‘Mr. Buchanan, en- 
closing him the first refusal (which was not final, 
however) by the Mexican Government to receive 
him ; and Mr. Buchanan’s letter to him of the 25th 
of January says that he had received Mr. Slidell’s 
letter on the 20th of the same month, (and it so 
happens that this is the only letter which refers to 
the date of the receipt of any of Mr. Slidell’s de- 
spatches.) Yet the President had ordered the march 
of General Taylor on the 13th, seven days before 
he got the first intimation of any rejection of our 
minister. Yet he tells us that the army had not 
marched till after the rejection. Did he intend to 
deceive us? Could this have been intended to pro- 
duce a false impression? [A voice: Yes, to be sure 
it was. Other voices: It was a downright lie—a 
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erpendicular Jie on the part of the President.} 
hatever I may think, I cannot use that language. 

I choose to prove it such. But certain it is that he 
ordered the army to advance long before he heard 
that our minister was rejected. The order was 


issued on the fatal 13th of January, and the giving 


such an order under the circumstances was an act 
of usurpation on his part that renders him liable 
to impeachment. 

Mr. RHETT here interposed with a question 
as to dates. ° 

Mr. D. replied, that he had been very careful in 
what he had stated. There-was no evidence that 
the President had received the slightest hint from 
Mr. Slidell of his first rejection till seven or eight 
days after the order to march was given. Nor was 
this first act of rejection final, for Mr. Slidell tells 
Mr. Buchanan that it is still his opinion that he 
shall be received. And instead of putting the order 
for the march on the ground of the rejection, Mr. 
Buchanan, on the 25th of January, 1846, says to 
Mr. Slidell: “ The President, IN ANTICIPATION of 
your probable rejection, ordered the army to march 
to a position on the Rio Grande.’’ Yet, in the 
message the President Jays stress on the fact that 
the march did not take place till after the rejection. 
His Secretary says he gave the order ‘in antici- 
pation” of the rejection. When the letter giving 
an account of it was received, the President had 
reason to believe that our Minister would still be 
received. Mr. Slidell tells him that his own recep- 
tion would depend on the President’s settlement of 
the Oregon question: if he should settle that ques- 
tion peaceably, he would be received; but if he 
went to war with Great Britain, he would not. 
Now, the President knew at that time just as well 
as he did afterwards, that he did not mean to have 
a war with England. He very well knew in his 
own conscience that he would “back out,” as the 
illustrious gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
‘Apams] had predicted on that floor that he would 
do. He had no intention of fighting Great Britain. 
(if I am not mistaken, that is not the sort of fight 
the President is fond of.) He very well knew that 
he would abandon all to which he said *‘ our right 
was clear and unquestionable,” and that then he 
would turn on a weak neighbor, and make up by 
taking from her for what he had given away to a 
strong one. The truth is, the President thought. 
he might take any course with Mexico that he 
pleased, and thus might save a little of that perish- 
able article called ‘‘ glory.” The gentlemen on the 
other side fell, therefore, into a great mistake when 
they said that the President did not proceed to ex- 
treme measures till all negotiation was at an end. 
All negotiation was not at an end. On the contrary, 
the final rejection itself of Mr. Slidell was put by 
Mexico, in part, on the very fact that our troops 
had made an advance into territory she claimed as 
her own. 
_ And now I come to the question of title. Ad- 
mitting all the President says to be true as to the 
march tg the Rio Grande, I ask, was the left bank 
of that river a part of the United States? Was 
the soil on which the first blood was shed ‘“ Amer- 
ican soil??? Even if it had been, the President had 
no right to take such a course as he did; but was 
it ours or not? And here I am fully aware that I 
am treading on danSerous ground. I know full 
well, that if a man says he does not believe the 
region on this side of the Rio Grande is American 
soil, he will instantly be denounced as a traitor. 
Ihave no fear of such denunciations. None at 
all. I am quite willing to be called a traitor, if 
that is treachery. At least I find myself in excel- 
lent company—with some who once had very high 
standing. ‘They were told, that because they 
doubted our right to the country along the left 
bank of the river, and expressed that doubt, they 
were “‘giving aid and comfort to the enemy.” 
The President, however, is remarkably silent on 
that point in his last message. We hear not a 
note on that string. And why? Because he is 
stung to the quick by the consciousness that he 
has given the enemy far greater “aid and com- 
fort” himself. He ordered Mr. Bancroft to ask 
that the British eaptain who introduced Paredes 
into Vera Cruz shall be discharg@@ from the ser- 
vice. By a late arrival we learn that he was so 
discharged. If bringing in Paredes was good 
reason why a British captain should be dismissed 
from office, why is not the bringing in of Sante 
Anna equally good reason why an American Pres- 
ident should be found worthy of the same con- 


demnation? 1 call on the American people to dis- 
charge the President from office for admitting San- 


ta Anna, as he demanded the discharge of the - 


British officer who admitted Paredes. When I 
say that I am denounced in very good company, 
I allude to gentlemen of high standing, public men, 
eminent men, not of the Whig party. The first I 
shall name, is a gentleman whom I shall mention 
with the utmost respect. I mean the former chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, [Mr. 
C. J. IncrrsoLtL]—a gentleman whose opinions 
come with great weight—whose opinion on any 
question is entitled to very great consideration. 
The opinions expressed on this floor by that gen- 
tleman, occupying that official situation in the 
House, are matters of history; they may be called 
a part of the ‘‘res gestæ,” and, as he was presumed 
to present our extreme claims, are evidence against 
us. They were given in the strong and peculiar 
language which that gentleman is accustomed to 
employ, and which is always strikmg, powerful, 
full of meaning, and highly attractive to the mem- 
bers of this House. The part of the speech I 
allude to will be recollected in a moment by every 
gentleman who heard it, and by many who did 
not, but have seen it in print. It was as follows: 

«The territorial limits are marked in the configuration of 
this continent by an Almighty hand. The Platte, the Ar- 
kansas, the Red, and the Mississippi rivers, without count- 
ing great though minor streams in that vast terraqueous 
region of entton, sugar, lead, and other mighty staples, which 
have, in a few years, kept pace with steam itself in marvel- 
ous development—those rivers are naturally our waters, 
with their estuaries in the bay of Mexico. 

‘¢The stuperrdous deserts between the Nueces and the 
Bravo rivers are the natural boundaries between the Anglo- 
Saxon and the Mauritanian races. There [in that desert] 
ends the valley of the West. There Mexico begins. Thence, 
beyond the Bravo, begin the Moorish people and their In- 
dian associates, to whom Mexico properly belongs, who 
should not cross [what? the Bravo? no; but] THAT vasT 
DESERT [hetween the Nueces and Bravo] if they could, as 
on our side we too ought to stop there, because intermina- 
ble conflicts must ensue either on our going south or their 
coming north of that gigantic boundary. While peace is 
cherished, that boundary will be sacred. Not till the spirit 
of conquest rages will the people on either side molest or 
mix with each other; and whenever they do, one or the 
other race must be conquered, if not extinguished.” * * 

« To Mexico we offer explanation for our incorporation 
of Texas—explanation which she will be satisfied with. I 
shall refrain from argument—from arguing the extent of 
that explanation. Although the public correspondence be- 
tween the two North American republics has become 
angry, I am happy to be authorized to assure this House 
that those best acquainted with the true state of things ap- 
prehend little or no danger of war. The main sinew of 
war (money) will heal the breach and end the controversy 
amicably. It affords me great satisfaction to state that hos- 
tilities are not probable with Mexico.” 

He thus told us that there existed between the 
Nueces and the Rio Grande ‘‘ stupendous des- 
erts,” which formed a natural boundary between 
the Anglo-Saxon and the Mauritanian races; and 
that whichever of them should cross (not the Rio 
Grande, but) that desert, would either conquer, or 
be conquered by the other. That peace was safe 
so long as that desert was not crossed; and that it 
never would be until the spirit of conquest was 
raging in one nation or in the other. The gentle- 
man seems to have been inspired: he must have 
had the spirit of prophecy; while thus treating of 
contingencies yet future, he was in reality writing 
history, and facts have justified every word he 
uttered. True, he told us that money would settle 
the question. There was no danger of bloodshed— 
money, money would do everything. But he did 
not know, he could not anticipate, the utter mad- 
ness and folly which Would rule the hour. The 
gentleman doubtless would have settled the ques- 
tion; so would any man in his senses. But our 
President first gets us into a fight, and then asks 
for money to settle the question. _ 

But this honorable gentleman is not the only 
traitor. There is another, not less distinguished 
than he. Probably gentlemen anticipate me when 
I say that I have reference to an eminent Senator 
from Missouri. No one will contradict me when 
I affirm that there exists not in all the country a 
man better or so well acquainted with the entire 
question of the Texan boundary. He has made 
it his study. He wrote upon it (as he is rather 
fond of telling the Senate) more than twenty years 
ago, under the signature of La Salle. What does 
he say? His language is so strong, that, had I 
used anything like it, I should have been branded 
as a traitor of the deepest dye. I quote his language. 
We all remember it. He declares that the terri- 
tory on the left bank of the Rio Grande, where 
the President sent our army, is Nor ‘‘ American 
soil”—it is Mexican soil. It is not ours; it is 
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hers. He affirms that the true boundary lies not 
in the river, but in the desert, ‘‘ the stupendous 
desert,” between the Rio Grande and the Nueces, 
and was along the heights which divide the itrbu- 
tary sreams running into the two rivers. He in- 
troduced a bill to the following effect: 

Extract from Mr. Benton’s bili to provide for the annexation 
of Texas to the United States. 

“1. The boundary of the annexed territory to be in the 
desert prairie west of the Nueces, and àlong the highlands 
and mountain heights which divide the waters of the Mis- 
sissippi from the waters of Rio Bravo del Norte, and to lati- 
tude 42° north.” 

And are we now to be told that what was once 
Democratic truth is now a Whig lie? Because the 
President usurped our power to take possession of 
that portion of territory, must we therefore say 
that it is American soil ? 

But my witnesses end not here. I have more, 
and not lessdistinguished. The Hon. Silas Wright 
—the late lamented Senator from New York—inm 
giving the reasons to his own constituents why he 
voted against the treaty of annexation, stated as’ 
one principal one that the Texas to be annexed 
overran the Mexican soil. Now, will eee 
tell us that Silas Wright was ignorant of the quese 
tion? That he did not understand the subject? 
Or will they take the other horn, and say he was 
a traitor, and belied his knowledge of the truth? 
Are we not safe in following such an authority? 

But I have yet further witnesses. I have one 
that these gentlemen will hardly venture to accuse 
either of ignorance or treachery. It is the honor- 
able Secretary of War himself. Mr. Secretary 
Marcy has given us another proof that the east 
bank of the Rio Grande was not ** American soil.” 
He states in his letter to General Taylor that there 
were certain military posts on the east bank of the 
Rio Grande, which were in possession of the Mex- 
icans, aad which were not to be disturbed. Not 
to be disturbed? Why not? Military posts in 
possession of a foreign nation upon American soil ! 
And they must not be disturbed! Who ever heard 
of such an absurdity ? These Mexicans are spo- 
ken of somewhere inthe documents as having been 
there so long as to have contracted ‘* usages.” 
They had held these posts so long that it was their 
‘‘usage’’ to consider them as their own; and so 
foreign military posts. on American soil were not 
to be disturbed. (Anthony Wayne received orders 
of a different tenure.) Were the Mexicans, then, 
invaders when they occupied these positions on this 
side of the river? They had been there so long as 
to have settled ‘ usages,” and yet when blood was 
shed there, it was shed upon ‘*American soil.” 

I have more testimony. „What did General 
Taylor write to this same Secretary? He tells him 
that at Point Isabel the Mexicans fired their cus- 
tom-house and other buildings, and that he con- 
sidered this as an “ act of hostility.” [agree with 
him: it was unquestionably an act of hostility. 
Was it not an act of hostility when the Russians 
fired Moscow on the approach of Bonaparte? 
Surely: who ever thought it otherwise? And why 
was not the same thing an act of hustility at Roint 
Isabel? Yet we are told by the President thag all 
the soil was ours. Mexicans, Mexican milita 
posts were on it, and had long been there; yet it 
was “ American soil,’ and when Mexican troops 
came there it was invasion, and justified the war. 
But I go still further. In 1836, General Jackson 
sent a messenger, Mr. Morfit, of this city, (it 18 so 
long ago now that I suppose the gentleman and 
his very name are forgotten, but President Jackson 
mentions it in his message ;) and this agent, sent 
to examine everything relating to the boundary, 
makes to the Presidenthis official report. In that 
document, he says that the Nueces was the bound- 
ary before the last revolution. The country was 
afterwards claimed by Texas up to the Rio Grande, 
up that river to latitude thirty degrees, and thence 
due west to the Pacific. It was their Intention to 
insist on this, on all this, as part of Texas; but, 
on further consideration, he says, they found it 
would be inconvenient to go to the Pacific. But 
suppose they had persisted in that claim. Suppose 
they had claimed across to the Pacific, woul the 
President have been justified in sending a fleet 
round by sea and taking San Francisco by way of 
protecting Texas? Yet he might with justas much 
justice have done this as order our troops to the 
Rio Grande. The Texan convention, Mr. Morfit 
says, contained representatives from all Texas, 
and ** from San Patricio, on the Nueces, the extreme 
western boundary, to the Sabine.” It has, to be 
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sure, rather a Spanish sound, even that ‘San Pa- 

tricio.” And, in the Texan State constitution, 

district No. 19 of Texas is said ‚to be that same 

‘6 San Patricio.” 

But, it is said, Texas made a treaty with Santa 

Anna. I call the attention of the committee to that 

oint; and I ask if President Polk had commanded 
in person, and lost the battle of Buena Vista, (not 

a thing hard to be supposed,) and had been taken 

prisoner-by the Mexicans, and he, while in cap- 

tivity in the halls of the Montezumas, had madea 
„treaty ceding a part of Louisiana, would gentle- 
men have been willing to assent to that instrument? 

Would they have admitted it tobe of binding 

validity? Itisa remarkable fact, that, after this so- 

called treaty had been made by Santa Anna, Go- 
rostiza, the Mexican minister here, sent to General 

Jackson the protest of the Mexican nation against 
_ any treaty that the captive Santa Anna might have 

made, because when he made it he was under du- 
ress. Yes, this Napoleon of the West was a pris- 
oner to General Houston, against whom he would 
have made a very brilliant affairgif it had not un- 
fortunately ended in his discomfiture, and his being 
‘found hidden in the grass. Well, he wrote a let- 
ter to General Jackson, as Napoleon did to George 
LI., in which, while he said and swore he would 
suffer a thousand deaths and I know not how many 
tortures rather than yield one inch of ground to 
Texas, yet, still, as the Texans would not.be sat- 
isfied and would not be quiet otherwise, he was 
willing to yield to their wishes; and he asked Old 

Hickory to give his aid in carrying into effect his 

treaty with Texas. And here is the answer of 
Andrew Jackson to this redoubtable letter. He 
knew that the treaty was nothing, and he tells him 
so. In reference to the agreement you have pro- 
posed, we are forbidden to recognize it, because 
you are a prisoner: so, Mr. Santa Anna, I'll have 
nothing more to do with you. 

‘¢ HERMITAGE, September 4, 1836. 

‘Sin: [have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of the 4th of July last, which has been forward - 
ed to me by General Sam Houston, under cover of one from 
him, transmitted by an express from General Gaines, who 
is in command of the United States forces on the Texan 
frontier. The great object of these communications appears 
to be to put an end to the disasters which necessarily attend 
the civil war now raging in 'Texas,and asking the interposi- 
tion of the United States in furthering so humane and desi- 
rable a.purpose. That any well-intended effort of yours in 
aid of this object should have been defeated is calculated to 
excite the regret of all who justly appreciate the blessings 
of peace, and who take an interest in the causes which con- 
tribute to the prosperity of Mexico, in her domestic as well 
as her foreign relations. 

«a'he Government of the United States is ever anxious 
to cultivate peace and friendship with all nations, butit pro- 
oeeds on the principle that all nations have the right to alter, 
amend, or change their own government, as the sovereign 
power (the people) may direct. In this respect it never in- 
terferes with the policy of other Powers, nor can it permit 
any.on the part of others with its internal policy. Consist- 
ently with this principle, whatever we can do to restore 
peace between contending nations, or remove the causés of 
misunderstanding, is cheerfully at the service of those who 
are willing to rely upon our good offices as a friend or 
mediator. Š ; 

cc In reference, however, to the agreement which you, as 
the representative of Mexico, have made with Texas, and 
which invites the interposition of the United States, you 
will at once see that we are forbidden, by the character of 
the communications made to us through the Mexican min- 
ister, from considering it. That Government has notified 
us, that as long as you àre a prisoner, no act of yours will 
be regarded as binding by the Mexican authorities. Under 
these circumstances, it will be manifest to you that good 


faith to Mexico, as well as the general principle to which I | 


have adverted as forming the basis of our intercourse with 
all foreign Powers, makes it impossible for me to take any 
step like that you have anticipated. If, however, Mexico 
should signify her willingness to avail herself of our good 
offices in bringing about the desirable result you have de- 
scribed, nothing could give me more pleasure than to devote 
my best services to it. To be instrumental in terminating 
the evils of civil war, and in substituting in their stead the 
blessings of peace, is a divine privilege. Every Government 
and ‘the people of all countries should feel it their highest 
happiness to enjoy an opportunity of thus manifesting their. 
love of each other, and their interest in the general prin- 
ciples which apply to them all as members of the common 
family of man. | 
_. © Your letter, and that of General Houston, commander- 
in-chief of the Texan army, will be made the basis of an 
early interview with the Mexican minister at Washington. 
They will hasten my return to Washington, to which place 
I will set out in a few pays, expecting to reach it by the lst 
of October. In the mean time I hepe Mexico and Texas, 
feeling that war is the greatest of ealamities, will pause 
before another campaign is undertaken, and can add to the 
number of those scenes of bloodshed which have already 
marked the progress of their contest, and have given so 
much pain to their Christian friends throughout the world. 

“This is sent under cover to General Houston, who will 
give it a safe conveyance to you. 

“I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

« ANDREW JACKSON. 

“To Gen. ANTONIO LOPEZ DE SANTA ANNA.” 
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But what says President Polk? He says that 
‘this treaty of Santa Anna’s is an argument to 
‘prove that American blood had been shed on 
American soil. I am not surprised at that; but I 
confess I was surprised when I found that so dis- 
tinguished a lawyer as the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. Reverpvy Jounson] had brought it forward 
as worthy of consideration. s 

Here Mr. D.’s hour expired, and the hammer 
of the Chairman fell. 

Mr. BEDINGER then obtained the floor, but 
yielded to a motion that the committee rise; which 
prevailing, , 

The committee rose and reported progress, 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 24, 1848. 

Mr. RUSK presented the credentials of Hon. Sam 
Houston, elected a Senator of the United States 
from the State of Texas for the term of six years, 
from the 4th March, 1847. 

The credentials having been read, Mr. Houston 
was qualified, and took his seat. 


- MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 
Mr. WEBSTER presented a petition from Rob- 
ert Shaw and other respectable merchants of Bos- 


ton, complaining of the unjust operation of the. 


eighth section of the tariff act of 1846, and praying 
that it may be amended, so that the standard of 
weight and measure, on which the ad valorem du- 
ties were assessed, might be fixed and uniform; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. WEBSTER also presented a petition from 
citizens of Bedford county, Pennsylvania, praying 
for a reduction of the rates of postage; which was 


referred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 


Post Roads. : 

Mr. WEBSTER also presented a memorial from 
ministers and laymen of Unitarian congregations, 
praying for the adoption of measures for the speedy 
restoration of peace; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. WEBSTER also presented a petition, sim- 
ilar in its import, from citizens of Billerica, Mas- 
sachusetts; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented a petition from J. J. 
Flournoy, praying the adoption of a mode of set- 
tling international disputes by arbitration; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. j 

Mr. LEWIS presented a petition from the 
General Assembly of the State of Alabama, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a national armory in 
the neighborhood of Tuscaloosa; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BAGBY presented a memorial of the Le- 
gislature of the State of Alabama, praying the 
passage of a law for reducing and graduating the 
price of the public lands; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented papers in relation 
to the patent of Jethro Wood; which were referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. DICKINSON also presented a petition from 
citizens of Nunda, New York, praying a reduction 
in the rates of postage; which was referred to the 

-Committee on the Post Offi¢e and Post Roads. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented a petition from 
Amos Doughty, a soldier ofthe last war, praying 
for a pension; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. , 

Mr. ASHLEY presented a petition from Rey- 
nolds May, praying to be released from a judg- 
ment obtained against him by the United States ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. : 

Mr. R. JOHNSON presented a petition from 
Alexander Murdoch, praying the return of duties 
on articles imported for the Presbyterian church; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a joint resolution for the 
relief of Jonathan Lewis; which was read a first 
time. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the. Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Jeanette C. 
Huntington, widow and executrix of William 
Cheever, deceased ; which was read a first time. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to require the holders of 
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military land warrants to compensate the land offi- 
cers of the United States for services in relation to 
the location of these warrants; which was read a 
first time. - 

Mr. BREESE, from the same committee, re- 
ported, without amendment, a bill granting a right. 
of way to the State of Illinois, and a donation of 
public lands for making a railroad to connect the 
Upper and Lower Mississippi with the chain of 
northern lakes at Chicago. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Patents, 
reported a bill for the relief of Oliver C. Harris; 
which was read a first time. 

Mr. UPHAM, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an adverse report on the 
petition of Gustavus B. Horner. 

_ Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of John Milli- 
kin and others, to secure certain rights to. pre- 
emption in the State of Louisiana; which was read 
a first time. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on 
Claims, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Don Carlos Buell. 

Mr. BADGER, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill placing the officer who per- 
forms the duty of adjutant at the Military Acad- 
emy on an equality, as to pay and allowances, 
with the adjutants of regiments; which was read 
a first time. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committée on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported, without amendment, a 
bill supplemental to an act passed the 9th day of 


July, 1846, entitled “ An act to retrocede the coun- 


ty of Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, to 
the State of Virginia.”’ 
RESOLUTIONS. j 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re~ 
quested to communicate to the Senate, if not inconsistent 
with the public interest, the correspondence of Mr. Wise,’ 
late Minister, &c., of the United States at the court of 
Brazil, with the Department of State of the United States, 
and with the Minister and Secretary of State for Foreigr 
Affairs of Brazil, with the accompanying papers, as em- 
braced in his despatches from number 53 to number 64 inclu- 


| sive, and in his despatch from off the capes of Virginia, 


dated October 9, 1847, and in his letter to the Secretary of 
State, dated at Washington, November 3, 1847; and the de- 
spatches of Mr. Buchanan, Secretary of State, to Mr. Wise, 
number 30, dated the 2d February, 1847, and number 33, 
dated 29th March, 1647; all reliting to the imprisonment of 
Alonzo B. Davis, a lieutenant of the United States navy, 
and three seamen of the United States, by the police author- . 
ity of the city of Rio de Janeiro, on the 3lst of October, 1846. 


On motion by Mr. WESTCOTT, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
gtructed to inquire into the propriety of increasing the salary 
of the United States District Judge tor South Florida. 


On motion by Mr. WESTCOTT, 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Patents be directed 
to report to the Senate such information as he may have itt 
his possession, or may obtain, that he deems important with 
reference to further legislation hy Congress, for the preven- 
tion of the explosion of steam-boilers used in boats, or for 
engines on railroads, and whether any amendments to the 
patent Jaws are advisable to effect such object. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted the followmg reso- 
lution; which lies over : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be authorized 
to employ a clerk, to whom the usual per diem compensa- 
tion shall be paid, out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The following resolution submitted by Mr. 


BERRIEN, was taken up fof consideration: 
Resolved; That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to furnish to the Senate copies of the letters, re- 
ports, or other eommunications which are referred to in the 
letter of General Zachary Taylor, dated at New Orleans, 
20th of July, 1845, and addressed to the Secretary of War, - 
and which are so referred to as containing the views of Gen- 
eral Taylor previously communicated, in regard to the line 
proper to be occupied at that time by the United States. 


Mr. BERRIEN hoped the resolution would he 
acted on. He had had a conversation with the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
who had stated that he had no objection to the 
adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 


WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 

Mr. MILLER moved to postpone the previous 
orders, for the purpose of taking up the joint reso- 
lution authorizing the erection on the public 
grounds in the gy of Washington of a monument 
to George Washington. 

The motion having been agreed to, the bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and re- 
ported without amendment; and the question being 
on its engrossment— ; ; 

Mr. ALLEN expressed a desire that the joint 
resolution might be postponed until the Senator 


1848. 
from Missouri, who might be expected in his seat 
to-morrow, should be present. , 

Mr. MILLER hoped there would be no further 
postponement. The resolution had been already 
too long postponed, and it was desirable that no 
further delay should take place. He had been 
given to understand that the Senator from Missouri 
did not desire the resolution to be delayed on his 
account. 

The joint resolution was then ordered to be en- 
grossed, and was read a third time, and passed. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, communicating the information 
called for by Mr. Dayton’s resolution of the 13th 
instant, relative to ‘*‘forced contributions’’ in Mex- 
ico. 

PUBLIC DOMAIN IN MEXICO. 

' The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
BALDWIN, was taken up for consideration: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States he re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate any information he 
may possess in regard to the extent and value of the public 
domain (if any) belonging to the Republic of Mexico; and 
also in regard to the power of that Republic, under the fun- 
damental law thereof, to cede to any foreign Government, 
whether monarchical or republican, the sovereignty and 
dominion over any of the members of that Confederacy, or 
the people thereof. 

Mr. HANNEGAN asked for a second reading 
of. the resolution; and after it had been read, re- 
marked, that before the vote of the Senate was 
taken on the resolution, he should desire to have 
some explanation of it offered by the mover. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Iwill state, Mr. President, 
ina few words, the object which I have in view 
in moving that resolution. The President of the 
United States, in his message at the opening of 
the session, has informed Congress that the Repub- 
lic of Mexico has no means of indemnifying us for 
the claims of our citizens except by a cession of 
her territory or a portion thereof. He has also 
stated in his message, that it must have been the 
intention of Congress in their act of the last session, 
and particularly in the appropriation of three mil- 
lions, with a view to negotiate with the Govern- 
ment of Mexico, to acquire a cession of territory 
from the Republic; and to acquire probably the ces- 
sion of territory of greater value than the amount 
of the claims which might be due to our citizens. 
Now, sir, the object of the first part of the resolu- 
tion is to inquire whether the President possesses 
any information, and if so, to request him to com- 
municate jt to the’Senate, in regard to the extent 
and value of the public domain of Mexico, which 
it is in the power of that Government to cede to the 
United States—whether Mexico, has any public 
domain whatever—whether she has any land, any 
means, any available property which may be con- 
verted into the means of paying the United States 
claimants; or whether the President, in his recom- 
mendation to pursue the war for the purpose of 
acquiring territory, has in view simply the acqui- 
sition of dominion over the people, or any part of 
the Mexican Republic. And, sir, if the latter be 
the object—if Mexico has no public domain—if we 
are not seeking the acquisition of property as such, 
but are seeking simply for the acquisition of do- 
minion, then, sir, the object of the second part of 
the resolution is to inquire of the President whether 
he possesses any information, and if so, to request 
him to communicate the information to the Senate, 
in reference to the power of the Mexican Republic 
to cede, either to the Government of the United 
States, or to any foreign Government, either of the 
States ofthat Confederacy, the sovereignty of either 
of the States of that Confederacy, or any portion of 
the people thereof. 

I ask this information, sir, to enable me to act 
intelligently, and to enable the Senate to act intel- 
ligently, not only upon the recommendation of the 
President, but upon the resolutions which are now 
pending before the Senate—the regolutions offered 

y the Senator from Indiana, (Mr. Hanweean,] 
asserting the right of the United States to acquire 
the dominion, and the possibility that it may be- 
come necessary to acquire the dominion, over the 
Republic of Mexico. I ask it for the purpose of 
enabling me to act intelligently upon those resolu- 
tions. I ask it also in reference to the resolutions 
of the Senator from New York, [Mr. Dicxinson,] 
asserting that it is the true policy of the Govern- 
ment of the United States to strengthen its com- 
mercial relations and its political relations; also, 
the annexation of contiguous territory, wherever 
it may be justly acquired. I wish to know, also, 
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| upon which our Government is founded, the Con- 


whether Mexico has the power of ceding to the 
United States any portion of the sovereignty over 
any of the members of that Republic—whether 
we can lawfully and justly acquire the sovereignty, 
either by demanding a treaty of cession or in any 
other way. For it must be known to the members 
of the Senate, that when Mexico was an empire, 
under the government of Iturbide, he was required 
to take an oath, on entering upon the administra- 
tion of the Government, that he never would cede 
or alienate any portion of its territory. We all 
know, that when the Government was overthrown, 
and a confederated republic was established in its 
room, by the union, for that purpose, of the nine- 
teen States composing the Republic of Mexico, 
that union was based upon the same principles 


stitution of the United States having been adopted 
as the model of that of the Mexican Republic. 
And, sir, need I ask whether any authority could 
be derived from a constitution modelled after our 
own for the cession to a foreign Government of 
any portion of the sovereignty over any of the 
territories of States composing that Republic? 
Does any citizen of the United States suppose 
that it would be competent for this Government 
to cede, in payment of the claims of a foreign 
Government against us, any one of the States of 
this Union? Did the State of Maine, or the State 
of Massachusetts, hold to any such doctrine, when 
the northeastern boundary question was in agita- 
tion before the country? Did the Government of 
the United States suppose that they could, for the 
purpose of settling that great national controversy, 
cede to Great Britain any portion of the State of 
Maine, without the assent of that State first ob- 
tained? If, then, these are the doctrines of this 
Republic, I wish to know whether, when the 
President of the United States recommends to 
Congress to obtain a cession of territory from the 
Mexican Republic, and to pursue this war into 
“ the very vitals of that Republic,” until thereby 


such cession is obtained—I wish to know whether 
_the Mexican Republic has the right to make this 


cession, before I can decide intelligently the ques- 
tion whether this Republic can in honor make the 
demand of Mexico. I wish first to know whether 
Mexico has the power to comply with that demand 
consistently with the fundamental principle upon 
which that Government is based. Weall know, 
that by the general principles of the law of nations, 
it is not competent for a Government to dismem- 
ber itself by the cession of the sovereignty over 
any portion of its people to a foreign Power; and 
that if it attempts, for the promotion of its own in- 
terests, to make such a cession, it 1s optional, by 
the law of nations, with that member of the Gov- 
ernment which it is attempted to cede away to a 
foreign jurisdiction, to assent to such a cession and 
yield obedience, or not, as it may be able to sustain 
a position independently or not. But, sir, who are 
the parties in the present case? What are the 
principles ayer which our Government is based, 
and upon which the Mexican Republic is based by 
its constitution, modelled after our own ?—and to 
what result do the considerations deducible from 
these institutions lead us, other than I have stated, 
unless there be in the possession of the President 
information which he may have it in his power to 
communicate to the Senate which would change 
the result? Our Government is based, sir, as we 
all know, upon that great declaration, that the right 
of sovereignty is inalienably in the people. The 
Mexican Government was, as I have remarked, 
based upon the same principle; and are we, who 


sent forth this declaration of popular right—a dec- 
laration at war with the then existing institutions 


of the world, and utterly at variance with the great 
dogma upon which they were based, of the divine 
right of kings to govern and the duty of the peo- 
ple to obey,—are we, I ask, who claim to have dis- 
covered and promulgated for the first time the in- 
alienable right of sovereignty in the people, now 
about to ask of a sister Republic that she shall 
transfer to another Government a portion of her 
people, loyal to their own Government and desir- 
ous of remaining under its protection? The object 
of my. resolution is to seek for such information as 
the President may possess, other than that which 
we can derive only from our knowledge of the in- 
stitutions of these two Republics, which will en- 
able us to judge of the propriety of demanding and 
endeavoring by force of arms to compel that Re- 
public to make a cession of a part of itself, with a 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


231. 


Se eR EE EE A ena 


portion of its people, thereby transferring them as 
property to be governed by the people of the Uni- 
ted States. 

The United States, it is true, sir, have heretofore 
acquired territory by the cession of other Govern- 
ments. But in what circumstances have these 
acquisitions been made? In the first place, the 
United States, claiming the proprietorship of all 
the territories included within the original juris- 
diction of the States which had extensive domains, 
held that, inasmuch as those territorial domains 
had been acquired by the common efforts of the 
Confederacy, the jurisdiction should be ceded to 
the Government of the United States, under certain 
conditions; and aftera long struggle a compromise 
was made, by which the United States acquired 
the territory and jurisdiction which they claimed, 
and which had been also claimed by the ceding 
States. That was the first instance, if such it can 
be called, of an acquisition by the Government of 
the United States of that which they claimed to be. 
already their own, by the cession of the States with- 
in whose original territorial limits the domain was 
included. The next instance,{was the cession of 
Louisiana by France. But that was the cession 
of a distant colony, claimed by¥a monarchical 
Government in the Old World. We stood in that 
case upon an entirely different principle from that 
now assumed in seeking a cession of territory by 
a sister Republic on our own continent. Then 
came the cession of the Floridas—a cession made 
under similar circumstances to that of Louisiana, 
the territory being but an appendage to a mon- 
archy of the Old World. Next we have the 
cession of Texas. That was a cession made by 
the people themselves, who claimed to have estab- 
lished an independent Government—who claimed 
to possess the sovereignty. of the territory which 
they undertook to transfer and annex to the Union. 
They yielded up voluntarily, in convention, by the 
unanimous consent of the people, the sovereignty 
which they felt they were, of themselves, unable 
to maintain. 

But, sir, we are now called upon for the first 
time, by the President of the United States, to enter 
upon the career of conquest—to seek the acquisi- 
tion of territory by a forced cession from a sister 
Republic, of territory now under the dominion of 
the people of another Government. We now seek 
to transfer that people to our Government, and to 
transfer them, as an appendage to this Republic— 
or a ‘‘territorial appendage,” in the language of 
the resolution—and perhaps that may be inferred 
to be the object of the recommendation contained 
in the message of the President. But I can hardly 
suppose, that it is now seriously intended by any 
one to incorporate that domain as an integral part 
of the United States—to invite them to come in 
and participate in the government of this Republic. 
If incorporated at all, we are asked to incorporate 
them as a “territorial appendage’’ to this Govern- 
ment. Now, the object of the resolution, whichfl 
have had the honor to submit, is to ascertain from 
the President of the United States, whether he 
possesses any information which he can commu- 
nicate to the Senate, showing that such a cession 
can be made of the Republic of Mexico, in con- 
sistency with the fundamental law of the Repub- 
lic? 

Mr. HANNEGAN. So far as the first branch 
of the resolution of the Senator from Connecticut 
is concerned, I do not know, sir, that I have any 
objection to offer. But I presume the answer 
to it would necessarily be, that the President has 
no information upon the subject. It amounts to 
nothing. I pass, then, to the second branch of 
the resolution. The Senator, in the course of his 
remarks, thought proper to refer to certain resolu- 
tions which I had the honor to submit to the Sen- 
ate a short ime since. I was not in the Senate on 
Thursday last, at the moment when the Senator 
introduced his resolution, and I knew nothing of 
its introduction, or of its import, till I heard it read 
this morning at the Secretary’s desk. With re- 
gard to my own resolutions, I do not feel myself 
called upon to say anything on them now; but 
with reference to the second branch of the resolu- 
tion offered by the honorable Senator from Con- 
necticut, I must make a few remarks. I object to 
that part of the resolution on several grounds. 
And, in the first place, I remark, that that informa- 
tion which it calls upon the President to commu- 
nicate to us is presumed to be as fully in the pos- 
session of the members of this body as it can be in 
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that of the President himself. The resolution asks 
the President to communicate information relative 
to the fundamental law of a foreign Government. 
Well, sir, it is, I believe, to be presumed that we 
ought to know as much as the Executive about the 
fundamental law of a foreign Government. The 
call is therefore altogether unnecessary. 

The question discussed at some length by the 
Senator from Connecticut is one, not for us, but for 
Mexico to determine. It is for Mexico to say 
whether, under her fundamental law—if funda- 
mental law she has—there is power to cede any or 
every foot of territory she possesses. That power 
Mexico herself has already recognized. She has 
already exerted that power. Pending the nego- 
tiations anterior to the annexation of Texas, Mex- 
ico, as every member of this Senate well knows, 
made the offer to Texas of a recognition of her 
independence, on condition that she should refuse 
annexation to the United States; thereby admitting 
that she had the power to dispose of any portion 
of her territory at her will. She always claimed 
Texas as hers till that period. I did not catch 
distinctly the whole of the remarks made by the 
Senator from Connecticut, but ff I understood the 
purport of his argument, he holds that the power 
of making a cession of territory may belong toa 
monarchy, but does not exist ina republic. ‘The 
Senator shakes his head. Does he then deny the 
existence of that power in a monarchy? If he 
does, he denies a principle as old—I was about to 
say—as time; certainly one coexistent with the 
monarchical form of government. There never 
was a monarchy upon the face of the earth where 
the question could be raised as to the right to dis- 
pose of her territory or dominions, or any part of 
them—never. It is quite enough to refer to the 
treaties of peace concluded at the termination of 
wars between great monarchies, in order to show, 
that under that form of government the power of 
ceding territory was always exercised. That right 
has always been exercised in monarchical govern- 
ments, and I will briefly show that the majority 
has asserted the same power in this country. But 
l contend here that Mexico, being neither a mon- 
archy nor a republic, nor an aristocracy, but an 
anarchy, must have the right somewhere. The 
Senator speaks of a fundamental law in Mexico, 
about which he would call upon the President 
to deliver a message. What is that fundamental 
law? What has it been from 18332, till the present 
. hour? Why, sir, it has been nothing but the 
arbitrary will of each successive military despot 
who has raised himself to supreme power by his 
aword. 

But with regard to the power of making a ces- 
sion of territory in a republican Government, we 
know that the majority have twice decided in this 
body that it existed here. First, in the settlement 
of the northeastern boundary, you find, by the 
unanimous vote of the Senate recorded upon your 
Journals, that it was declared that the whole of 
that disputed territory was the property of the 
United States, and yet, by the Ashburton treaty, 
a large portion of the territory thus declared to be 
ours was surrendered. I repeat, by a unanimous 
vote of the Senate (if I am in error I can be cor- 
rected ; but I believe I am right) the whole of that 
territory was declared to be the property of the 
‘United States, and yet a treaty ratified by the 
Senate surrendered a large portion of that territory, 
and the most valuable in a military point of view. 
Then, again, the second instance is afforded in that 
blackest feature in our history—the settlement of 
the Oregon question—in which, after almost every 
department of the Government had declared that 
our title to the whole of Oregon was unquestiona- 
ble, we yielded up a large part to England. There 
exists, then, in this Government, as in a monarchi- 
cal Government, the power of ceding territory; and 
I cannot see why the exercise of that power can 
be denied in an anarchical Government, such 
as that of Mexico. At any rate, to what does 
the Senator’s argument amount, when we come 
to bring it directly home to the case as it exists? 
Mexico has fora series of years urged war upon 
“us. She has urged war upon us by every act 
which has ever been held a just cause of war; nay, 


by aseries of acts, running through a period of. 


twelve or thirteen years, from the hour in which 
Texas declared herself independent. From the 
battle of San Jacinto down to the battle of Palo 
Alto, there has not been an hour in which Mexico 
was not resolved to provoke a war with the United 


States. The whole history of the intercourse be- 
tween the two nations proves, as clearly as the 
sunshine, that that was the studied and constant 
effort of Mexico. On another occasion, however, 
I shall take an opportunity of entering at length 
upon that subject, and of demonstrating, I think 
irrefragably, the soundness of the position which 
I have thus assumed. Mexico, then, urges us 
Into this war. She forces upon us a conflict in- 
volving an immense sacrifice of life and expendi- 
ture of treasure; and at the close of this conflict, 
the Senator from Connecticut, according to the 


doctrine this day enunciated, would suffer Mexico 


to go ‘scot free,” insisting only that she should 
say: she was sorry for her conduct. 

Sir, I do not approve of such a course of policy. 
I hold, that in common with all nations that have 
ever existed, we have a right to make this offender 
pay the penalty of .her transgression. She has 
no gold wherewith to reimburse us; but she has 
land, and that‘land we want, and I hope and trust 
we will get. I call, if it be in order, for a division 
of the question. | 

Mr. BALDWIN. The Senator from Indiana 
says, that the information sought by the resolution 
is presumed to be in the possession of every de- 
partment of the Government. Undoubtedly, it is 
always presumed that we are acquainted with the 
general historical facts in regard to the Republic 
of Mexico. But when the President of the United 
States recommends to Congress a specific course; 
when he recommends to Congress the acquisition 
of dominion by forced cession of that Republic; 
and when a knowledge of the fundamental institu- 


tions of that Republic does not lead us to the con-. 


clusion that she has the power which the President 
asks us to demand her to exercise, ¢hen it appears 
to me that it is proper and respectful to the Presi- 
dent himself to ask that he shall communicate.to 
the Senate the information which he possesses, and 
which has led him to a different conclusion. I 
have endeavored to show, that upon our own know- 
ledge of the fundamental principles upon which 
that Government is based, we could not, either 
upon any principle recognized by ourselves, or 
upon any principle to be found in the law of na- 
tions, infer that such an authority existed; and it 
is because I have felt that we could not, from our 
own knowledge, perceive that Mexico had the 
power, which it is necessary she should possess, 
to enable her to make the cession we require, that 
I deemed it due to the Executive to call upon him 
for any information he may possess which has 
led him to arrive at a different conclusion. But, 
sir, the Senator from Indiana says that this is not 
a question for us—it is for Mexico alone to decide 
whether she has the power to cede or not. Is this 
so, sir? Are we called upon to expend millions of 
the public money for the acquisition of territory, 
without being permitted to inquire into the nature 
of the title which we may get? Is it enough that 
the Mexican Republic, under the pressure of our 
arms, will be willing to vacate her own jurisdic- 
tion? Does that satisfy the United States that they 
thereby shall rightfully acquire sovereignty over 
that people? I desire that the President may in- 
form us upon what principle recognized by our- 
selves—upon what principle recognized by the 
Republic of Mexico, the sovereignty of the people 
is transferable, like property, for the payment of 
claims against that Government. Is that the doc- 
trine of the American people? Do they hold that 
sSvereignty is no longer inalienable, as it was de- 
clared to be by our fathers in the days of the Revo- 
lution? Do they hold that it is a commodity to 
be transferred from one people to another, in pay- 
ment of demands against that confederated Govern- 
ment, which it may not be convenient for that 
Government to discharge, except by ceding a por- 
tion of the Confederacy to another government? 
How would this doctrine be regarded, if its appli- 
cation were attempted by a foreign government 
either to the people of this country or to the peo- 
ple of Mexico? My friend from Indiana has intro- 
duced a resolution affirming that this Government 
could not look with complacency upon the estab- 
lishment of monarchical: government over any 
portion of this continent. But, sir, Mexico owes 
to subjects of monarchical governments a debt 
immensely greater than the amount due by her to 
our citizens. Mexico owes, as we are informed— 
if I mistake not, by Mr. Slidell—a debt of one 
hundred and fifty millions of dollars, of which, by 
far the largest portion is due to tke subjects of 


monarchical governments in Europe. If Mexico 
has a right to pay her debts. by the cession of her 
territories, has not any other government, whose 
duty it is to protect its own citizens, and obtain 
indemnity for their just claims, the same right that 
we have to demand that theclaimants shall be paid 
in territory? And how can we, a sister republic, 
stultify ourselves before the world in making a 
solemn declaration that we will not look with com- 
placency upon the establishment of any monarchi- 
cal government upon this continent—that we will 
resist the cession of any territory to any foreign 
government, when we are ourselves asserting the. 
right of Mexico to transfer dominion over the 
States of that Confederacy, in satisfaction for the 
claims of our own citizens? I should like to be 
consistent before the world. I would make no 
avowal of right, claimed by us, which I would not 
equally concede to any other government. 

But, sir, I deny entirely the power of Mexico to 
cede either to a monarchical government or to this 
Republic, any portion of the sovereignty of the 
T of that Confederacy, without their consent. 

deny that the Government of Mexico has a right 
to cede to the Government of the United States a 
jurisdiction over Tamaulipas, for the’ purpose of 
satisfying the demands of our citizens against the 
Mexican Government, which it is pot convenient 
for her at this time to discharge. I deny that she 
has any more power to do so than the United 
States would have to cede one of the States of this 
Union, for the purpose of discharging any claims 
which might exist against the Government on the 
part of the people of any foreign government. F 
ask, Mr. President, isitin the power of any of the 
States of this Union—of Mississippi, for example, 
or of any other ‘State, owing debts which ‘at this 
moment it may not. feel itselfable to discharge—to 
cede a portion of its sovereignty for the purpose of 
discharging the debt? Has thts Republic that 
power? If not, why? Because, like every other 
free government, ours is based upon the great prin- 
ciple that sovereignty vests in the people, and is 
ever inalienable without the assent of the people. 
We are, I believe, about to enter on a career for 
the establishment of a new principle which calls 
for the avowal by this Republic of the doctrine 
that we can deprive another people of their sover- 
eignty, in order to obtain payment of the claims 
which we have against them. This, sir, is entire- 
ly in acéordance with that spirit of rapacity which 
in other countries has led to the conquests made 
by kings claiming to govern by divine right. We 
hold a different theory. We have promulgated a 
different doctrine heretofore. We claim that all 
men are to be regarded as capable of self-govern- 
ment—that in regard to their political rights-they 
stand on the broad platform of equality, liberty, 
and freedom. It is our boast, sir, to cherish these 
principles—to manifest our sympathy wherever 
the spirit of republicanism exists. Europe now. 
feels the influeng of our example, and the great 
principles of free government begin to be acknowl- 
edged. Are We, then, now about to establish a dif- ` 
ferent doctrine? Are we about to relapse into 
despotism? Are we to offer in our policy a justi- 
fication of the conduct of those who have claimed 
by the divine right of kings to indulge in rapacity 
and conquest? Ihope not. And if the President 
of the United States asks us to wage the war with 
Mexico, for the purpose of forcing from her a ces- 
sion of her territory, it is due to him—it is due to 
ourselves—that we should respectfully ask of him 
to inform us upon what principle in the Govern- 
ment of that Republic we are authorized to demand 
that cession. I wish the President to inform us 
whether if Mexico should cede to us this territory 
which we are thus seeking to acquire, we should 
thereby acquire aright, independently of the will of 
those thus ceded to us, to eXercise dominion over 
them; or whether we shall then be obliged to make 
a new treaty with those who are thus attempted to 
be transferred, before we shall acquire any right 
whatever over them. Ido not deny—it is not ne- 
cessary that I should deny—the power of one re- 
public, feeling its inability to maintain its own 
Sarees to merge itself in that of another, as 
was done by the Government of Texas; though I 
do deny the power of this Republic to acquire 
territory in the manner in which Texas was ac- 
quired without the consent of the people. But, 
says the gentleman from Indiana, Mexico 1s nota 
republic, and it has always been conceded that a 
monarchy had the power to cede territory. I have 
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an extract from a well-known writer on interna- 
ti#nal law which applies to this subject: 

«A nation ought to preserve itself; it ought to preserve 
all its members ; it cannot abandon them ; and it is under an 
obligation to them of maintaining them in the rank of mem- 
bers of the nation. It has not, then, a right to traffic with 
their rank and liberty on account of any advantages it may 
promise itself from such a negotiation. They are united to 
the society, to be its members; they acknowledge the au- 
thority of the State to promote in concert their common 
welfare and safety, and not to be at its disposal like a farm 

or a herd of cattle.” — Vattel, B. 1, ch. 21. 

This is the basis upon which that Confederacy 
was formed. The States of which it was com- 
posed united themselves with the Confederacy 
forming the Republic of Mexico, for the purpose of 
being protected and governed by it, not for the 
purpose of being transferred, like cattle, to another 
government for the discharge of the debts of the 
Republic. The doctrine that these States supposed 
that they might be dismembered and ceded away 
by. the Federal Government is equally at war with 
the principles of our own Government and those 
of the Government of Mexico. 

But, says the Senator from Indiana, Mexico is 
not a republic—she is an anarchy. Ifso, I ask, 
when did she cease to be a republic? When the 
United States declared war against her—when the 
act of Congress, May 13th, 1846, was passed, it 
was declared that ‘‘ by the act of the Republic of 
Mexico a state of war existed between that Re- 
public and the United States.”” We therefore re- 
cognized Mexico as a republic at that period. 
When did she, then, cease to be a republic? If 
she has ceased to be a republic, it is owing to the 
conquests of our arms. But I trust that that con- 
clusion is not yet so complete that Mexico has 
ceased to be one of the nations of the earth. I 
trust that the time never will arrive in which Mex- 
ico shall cease to be an independent republic, main- 
taining and cherishing the great principles upon 
which our own Government is based, and under 
which we have enjoyed, for so many years, such 
a remarkable degree of prosperity. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Ishall detain the Senate 
but an instant, and beg the indulgence of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, who has the floor on the 
special order. As to the position now assumed by 
the Senator from Connecticut, that if Mexico has 
the right to cede her territory to us for any pur- 
pose, she has the right at the same time to cede it 
to European monarchies, I have only to say that 
it involves a far higher principle than has yet 
entered into this discussion—a principle which | 
presume never will be settled, until the hour shall 
arrive, when the attempt shall he made by any 
European Power to establish a government upon 
this continent, out of any existing government. It 
involves a far higher principle than any involved 
even in this war. It will be time enough to dis- 
cuss it, when the day arrives, which brings it up 
before us. The Senator asks, if Mexico has ceased 
to be a republic—by whose act has she lost that 
character? He asks, if we have not gone there 
with the sword and firebrand, pulling down her 
altars, and in lieu of an established government, 
giving the land to wild auarchy. I refer the Sen- 
ator to history, for a reply to these questions. I 
refer him to the history of Mexico, from the down- 
fall of Iturbide to the present hour, for the proof 
of her having been an anarchy. Her history is 
made up of a continued series of bloody revolu- 
tions, in which might and the sword have alone 
been regarded. She has no fundamental govern- 
ment or fundamental law that has ever been recog- 
nized. Santa Anna,and Bustamente, and Paredes— 
one military usurper after another, has by his arbi- 
trary will constituted her fundamental law; and we, 
instead of being her despoilers, have gone to her, 
as it were, to scatter the manna of heaven. Texas 
wrested herself from the cluiches of that anarchi- 
cal Government, and see what she is to-day—a 
government of civilization, law, and Christianity. 
Similar will be the result, I doubt not, with regard 
to all the territory that we may take from Mexico, 
if we take any. Ido not know that we shall be 
able to take any; but so far as the subject-matter of 
these resoutions is concerned, I must contend that 
they are improperly before the Senate at this time; 
that however germane they may become hereaf- 
ter, (and certainly [ think they never can be,) 
they are not now. When we have a treaty with 
Mexico which includes within its terms the cession 
of territory by Mexico to the United States, then 
will be the proper time, if ever, for the Senator 


from Gonnecticut to present his resolutions. En- 
tertaining these views, in which I have been 
strengthened by the reflection which I have given 
the subject during the delivery of the honorable 
Senator’s remarks, and with the most profound 
respect to the Senator, I move to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table. 
Mr. BALDWIN. [I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were then ordered, and being 
taken, the result was as follows : | 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Davis of Mis- 
sissippi, Dickinson, Dix, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Foote, 
Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, Lewis, Mason, Moor, Sevier, 
Sturgeon, Turney, Weatcott, and Yulee—28. 
NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Butler, 
Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Dayton, Greene, John- 
son of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Miller 


Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Spruance, Underwood, Upham, and 
Webster.—22. á 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 


The following message was received from the 
A of Representatives by Mr. Campbell, their 

erk: -~ 

Mr. Presipent: The House of Representatives 
have passed an act for the relief of Phineas Capen, 
legal administrator of John Cox, deceased, of 
Boston; in which I am directed to ask the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The Speaker of the House of Representatives 
has signed an enrolled bill, which I am directed to 
pea to the Senate for the signature of its Presi- 

ent. 


The Vice Presment signed the enrolled bill 
authorizing the issuing of a register to the barque 
Sarah and Eliza. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, severally had a first reading: ` 

An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to re- 
organize the General Land Office,” approved July 
4, 1836. 

An act for the relief of Phineas Capen, legal ad- 
ministrator of John Cox, deceased, of Boston. 


MR. HANNEGAN’S RESOLUTIONS. 

On motion by Mr. MANGUM, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the special order of 
the day. e 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special 
order of the day is the resolutions submitted on 
the 10th instant by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. When I introduced these 
resolutions to the Senate, I named this day for their 
discussion, as a distant day, not anticipating that 
the debate on the military bill would be protracted 
so long. Itis now obvious, I think, that that de- 
bate will not be closed in two weeks, and I there- 
fore propose, if the Senate will allow me, to erie 
pone the consideration of my resolutions till the 
second Monday in February, and ask that they be 
made the special order for that day. 

The resolutions were accordingly postponed to, 
and made the special order for the second Monday 
in February. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
to raise, for a limited time, an additional military 
force. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the indulgence of the 
honorable Senator from Rhode Island whilst I 
make some explanation of a statement made in the 
course of my remarks the other day, relative to the 
march of General Taylor from Corpus Christi to 
the Rio Grande. On that occasion, my distin- 
guished friend from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,] from 
the kindest motives, diverted my attention in some 
measure by reference to facts upon which [ intend- 
ed to have founded a somewhat more elaborate 
argument than I presented to the Senate. Since 
that time, I have found that it would be but just to 
myself that I should advert again to the subject, 
especially as I have reason to believe that both 
my friend and myself labored under some degree 
of misapprehension with regard to the real state of 
the facts. I have had an opportunity of receiving 
from several officers of the army a very minute 
detail of all the facts connected with the transac- 
tion to which I have referred. General Taylor re- 
ceived his orders to move from Corpus Christi in the 
month of January. These orders were published 
to the army; they were known to the traders be- 
tween Corpus Christi and the Rio Grande; and, as 
my informant gives me to understand, it was noto- 
rious in Matamoros, before General Taylor moved 
at all, that he intended to take up a position upon 


of the references which he has drawn. 


the Rio Grande. On the 11th of March, the army 
was set in motion; on the 22d or 23d of that month, 
it reached the Little Colorado, one hundred and ten 
miles from Corpus Christi, amd only forty miles 
from Point Isabel. At the Colorado, General Tay- 
lor heard the sound of a bugle beyond the western 
bank. There was some parley, and Major Mans- 
field was despatched to the other side of the river, 
to learn the cause of the ‘bugle being sounded. 
The Major was informed by a person at the head 
of a very small party, who represented himself to 
be the Adjutant General of the Mexican troops, 
but who was, as I understand, an apothecary from 
Matamoros, commanding ,eight or ten men, and 
who had, no doubt, sounded the bugle very mag- 
nificently, and went home loudly proclaiming that 
he had driven back General Taylor, that his object 
was not at all to oppose military resistance to the 
march of General Taylor, but only to wrn him ` 
against crossing that river, as, if he did cross it, 
it would be deemed an open act of hostility. Well, 
General Taylor continued his march, and as he 
approached Point Isabel, the custom-house and 
other public buildings were consumed by fire, and 
a settlement of about fifty inhabitants was broken 
up; from which time the American forces-occupied 
the country from Point Isabel to Fort Brown, op- 
poe Matamoros. Well, now, the inference which 

intended to draw, and which I shall not now take 
the liberty of drawing in anything like an argu- 
ment, was simply this: that General Taylor had 
given notice of fig march under orders of his Gov- 
ernment; that there was no declaration of hostili- 
ties on the part of Mexico at all, until that march 
commenced; and that, in my solemn conviction, 
there never would have been any attack on the 
forces at Corpus Christi, had not General Taylor, 
under the order of the President of the United 
States, gone on the disputed territory. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I thank the hon- 
orable Senator for the very kind and complimentary 
language which he has employed in reference to 
myself. I cannot, however, agree with any one 
I have 
nothing to say as to minute details which-he has 
given with ay te to distances and so on, the only 
vita] question being who acted first—who gave the 
first order? That order came from Mexico—not 
to fight with General Taylor for the country be- 
tween the Nueces and the Rio Grande, but to in- 
vade and reconquer the State of Texas. That or- 
der first emanated at the seat of government in 
Mexico before any order was issued from the seat 
of government in the United States. And now, 
sir, as to the time at which the Mexican forces 
moved to take possession of the Little Colorado. 
I believe they had been there for months. Their 
emissaries had been in General Taylor’s camp, in 
order to learn his position and movements. Gen- 
eral Taylor never gave notice of his march. He 
made his preparations for the march, and no doubt ` 
the spies and reconnoitering officers were cogni- 
zant of his intentions. But I believe the Mexicana 
had been at the Colorado for months; and when 
they gave notice that if he crossed the Little Colo- 
rado it would be considered an actof war, the 
Mexicans but took the initiatory, as they have al- 
ways taken it; for Mexico has always struck the 
first blow in every battle-field on which we have 
met her. On some other occasion, however, I 
may dwell more at length on this point. I shall 
not now trespass longer on the time of the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island. 

Mr. BUTLER. Though I may in some meas- 
ure encroach upon the time of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island, yet I cannot suffer 
myself to be thus far misrepresented. The inform- 
ation which I acquired was obtained not from 
one officer merely, but from three or four who 
happened to be in the same room. They knew 
this much, that from January, when General 
Taylor received his orders, until the 11th of March, 
when he put his army in motion, there had elapsed 
a period of forty days, and that during that time, 
not only the officers in General Taylor’s camp 
spoke of his projected movement upon the Rio 
Grande, but the traders who were there by implied 
license, attached to the army, had an opportunit 
to learn the same information, and it was notori- 
ous that he would mareh. - Not that he advertised 
the enemy, because the gentleman will understand 
that at the time General Taylor marched on the 
Rio Grande, it was with no purpose of meeting an, 
enemy. The Administration had not assumed to 
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_go there for the purpose of making war. General 
Taylor received no orders to disguise his move- 
ments; and the intelligence was as well known in 
Matamoros four or five days after he received his 
orders, as it was in his own camp. I am very far 
fronfquestioning the military sagacity of the hon- 
orable Senator from Mississippi; and it may have 
been that orders had been issued. by Paredes to 
- cross the Rio Grande and attack General Taylor 
at Corpus Christi, but the act must rest on conjec- 
ture. It can never be reduced to anything like 
historical certainty. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I am reluctantly compelled 
-also to solicit, for a moment, thé indylgence of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, in order to set myself 
right with regard to some observations made by 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on For- 
eion Relations during this debate. I had taken 
occasion to remark that the resolutions as intro- 
duced by Mr. Ross, in the Senate of the United 
States, in 1803, were not supported by the Jeffer- 
sonian Democrats of that day, by any act of legis- 
lation on their part, and that the whole course of 
the Administration of that period was adverse to 
or directly in conflict with the policy which now 
seems to‘have been adopted by those who claim 
to be the followers of Mr. Jefferson. The honor- 
able chairman of the committee undertook to show 
that I was in error, and sent to the Secretary’s 
table the act of 3d March, 1803, authorizing the 
President of the United States to call out eighty 
thousand militia, for certain purposes authorized 
by that act; and the honorable chairman inferred, 
from the act itself, that I was in error when I said 
that the Administration of that day had not sought 
conquest or seizure of any poo of the territory 
of Spain or France. Sir, I was entirely right in 
what I said in reference to this subject, as I think 
the Senator will admit, when he looks at the fourth 
section of the act to which he himself referred. 
That section, on its face, explicitly declares that 
the act was passed authorizing the President to 
call out militia “for the security of the territory 
of the United States’’+—not for the purpose of seiz- 
ing upon the island of New Orleans, where the 
right of deposit had been denied us; not for the 
purpose of conquering or seizing any portion of 
the Spanish territory, but as the act expressly, and 
in so many words, declares—‘‘ for the security?’ 
of our own possessions. 

It will be recollected by gentlemen conversant 
with the history of that period, that by the treaty 
with Spain of October, 1795, ratified in 1796, the 
right of deposit at New Orleans had been secured 
for persons trading on the Mississippi. The in- 
tendant of New Orleans violated that treaty by a 

„proclamation denying the right of deposit to our 
western traders. It was afterwards conceded by 
Spain, that this was a downright violation of a 
clear treaty right, as beyond all doubt it was. But 
what was the course of our Government in rela- 
tion to that case? I have now before me the cor- 
respundence which took place on this subject, and 
to it I beg to call the attention of the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

[The honorable Senator then gave in a condens- 
ed form the historical details, which are here given 
more at length, in order that the whole matter may 
be clearly understood. 

By the 4th article of thetreaty with Spain of Oc- 
tober 27, 1795, it is provided: 

« His Catholic Majesty has likewise agreed that the nav- 
igation of the said river (Mississippi) in its whole breadth, 
from its source to the ocean, shall be free only to his sub- 
jects, and the citizens of the United States, unless he should 


extend this privilege to the subjects of other Powers by spe- 
cial convention.” 

By the 22d article of the same treaty, it was de- 
clared, that ` 

«c His Catholic Majesty wil! permit the citizens ofthe Uni- 
ted States, for the space of three years from this time, to 
deposit their merchandise and effects in the port of New 
Orleans, andto export them from thence without paying any 
other duty than a fair price for the hire of the stores; and his 
Majesty promises either te continne this permission, if he 
finds-during that time that it is not prejudicial to the inter- 
ests of Spain; or, if he should not agree to cuntinue it there, 
he will assign to them, on another part of the banks of the 
Mississippi, an equivalent éstablishment.” 


So early as March 29, 1801, Mr. King, the 
Minister of the United States at London, informed 
his Government of the probability of the cession 
of Louisiana by Spain to France; of the injurious 
effect of this cession upon the*union or welfare of 
the United States; and of the importance of com- 
pitting the interests of the United States to an 
. able representative at the court of France. 
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Mr. Madison, Secretary of State, in a despatch 
to Mr. Livingston, the Minister of the United 
States in France, dated the 28th September, 1801, 
informed him of the rumored transfer of Louisiana 
by Spain, and instructed him, that the United: 
States desired to obtain that country by purchase. 

Mr. King, the 20th of November, 1801, com- 
municated to his Government a copy of the treaty 
between France and Spain, of March 21, 1801, by 
the fifth article of which, Louisiana was confirmed 
to France. 

February 5, 1802, Mr. King, at London, com- 
municated to his Government intelligence, that it 
was definitively settled by France to send a colo- 
ny to Louisiana and Florida, under General. Ber- 
nadotte; and Mr. Livingston, at Paris, corrobo- 
rated the information, the 26th of February, 1802, 
with the addition that ‘‘ ten thousand troops had 
had been assigned to General Bernadotte. ” 

In March, 1802, Mr. Livingston represented to 
Mr. King, in London, and to his own Govern- 
ment, the uncertainty in which he was kept b 
the French Government; but exhibited the danger 
which would attend the occupation of Louisiana 
by France; that it was impossible to say what in- 
fluence it might exert over the western country, 
with the key of its trade in their possession, and 
an undefined and illimitable territory around. 

On May ł, 1802, Mr. Madison, Secretary of 
State, instructed Mr. Livingston of the painful 
apprehension with which the cession of Louisiana 
to France was viewed by the United States, and 
to use proper means to divert France from her 
contemplated colony, to ascertain whether the 
cession extends to the Floridas, and to learn the 
price at which New Orleans and the Floridas 
would be yielded to the United States; and Mr. 
King, in London, was informed that the Admin- 
istration was aware of the troubles which might 
arise from the reported cession of Louisiana, and 
that it was their primary object to obviate such an 
event. 

Mr. Madison, Secretary of State, instructed 
Mr. Pinckney, Minister of the United States at 
Spain, under date of May 11, 1802, that if the 
cession of Louisiana by Spain to France have 
failed for any cause, and Spain still retain New 
Orleans and the Floridas, it is the wish of the 
President that every effort and address be em- 
ployed to obtain the arrangement by which the 
territory on the east side of the Mississippi, in- 
cluding New Orleans, may be ceded to the United 
States, and that in every view it would be a most 
precious acquisition. He also authorizes him to 
propose advantageous offers and guarantees to 
Spain. 

‘On May 28, 1802, Mr. Livingston communica- 
ted to his Government more positive intelligence 
respecting the cession, applied to the Spanish min- 
ister in France to know the terms of cession, as- 
serted the right of the United States to be made a 
party to any convention affecting the free naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi; but received only a gen- 
eral answer, admitting the fact of the cession 
having been made. 

On the 16th August, 1802, Mr. Livingston in- 
formed the Secretary of State that General Victor 
was appointed to command the expedition to Lou- 
isiana, instead of Bernadotte; that his force was 
limited to three thousand men, and his supplies to 
two millions of francs; that there are symptoms of 
ill humor between France and Great Britain; and 
that the claim of France under the cession extends 
to the Floridas. 

And again, on Ist September, of the same year, 
Mr. Livingston was informed by the French Gov- 
ernment that his propositions on the subject of 
Louisiana were premature, and that possession 
must be first taken by France. He informed his 
Government that he had reason to believe the Flori- 
das were not included in the cession, and that the 
armament (for Louisiana) will be ready in about 
six weeks. 

Mr. Livingston, under date October 28 and No- 
vember 2, 1802, ‘communicated to the President 
the state of European affairs, and that he thought 
the conduct of France had excited the suppressed 
hostility of Europe. ‘That in England especially, 
events tended to a rupture; and that in this feeling 
the minority and majority coincided. That the 
military expedition to Louisiana had received a 
check; and, desiring to profit by events, Mr. Liv- 
ingston asked from his Government more distinct 
authority and more explicit instructions. | 
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And again, on November 1, 1802, Mr. Living- 
ston addressed a letter to the Secretary of Stata, 
stating that the difficulty which had temporarily 
arrested the expedition to Louisiana was removed. 
That orders had been given for the immediate em- 
barkation of troops (two brigades) for Louisiana. 
That the Government of France would give no 
reply to his notes concerning their objects, the lim- 
its of Louisiana, or the rights of the United States 
under the treaty with Spain. And, Judging from 
the temper of General Victor, attempts might be - 
made upon Natchez as the rival of New Orleans, 
and that the territory of the United States might 
not be exempt from danger. __ 

On November 27, 1802, Mr. Livingston informed 
the American Minister in Spain, that the Spanish 
Intendant at New Orleans had prohibited the de- 
posit of American effects, as stipulated by the 
treaty of 1795; and that, as the proclamation of the 
Intendant was interpreted, the war was spent 
against the external commerce of the United States 
from that port. He dwelt on the importance of 
the right of the department to the western States, 
the general irritation, and difficulty: to restrain it; 
and instructed him, while presuming on a prompt 
disavowal by Spain, to urge measures to repair the 
past, and ensure for the future an observance of 
the treaty. : 

December 12, 1802. The President of the Uni- 
ted States intimated to Congress that the cession 
of Louisiana to France might render necessary a 
change in the foreign relations of the United 
States. o 

January 29, 1803. Mr. Madison informed Mr. 
King that a special mission to France had been 
resolved on; and that while the United States 
wished to preserve peace with all, they areʻbent on 
the maintenance of their rights. < 

1802, December 23, Mr. Madison, Secretary of 
State, in a letter to Mr. Livingston, says : 

“ Tn the latter end of the last month we received informa- 
tion from New Orleans of the interdiction of the deposit 
there, for our merchandise, stipulated by the treaty with 
Spain, without an equivalent establishment being assigned. 
A copy of the proclamation is enclosed. * ~ * Should 
it not be revoked before the time of the descent of the boats, 
in the spring, both the injury and the irritation from it will 
be greatly increased. The House of Representatives passed 
a resolution, the 19th of this month, calling for information 
on the subject. The result of their deliberations cannot be 
‘anticipated ; but I may hazard the remark, that while we 
have no clear foundation on which to impute this infraction 
to orders of the Spanish Government, it would be contrary 
to DUTY, to POLICY, and the CHARACTER Of our country, to 
resort for redress, in the first instance, to the use of force.”? 

January 24, Mr. Livingston to Mr. Madison 


writes thus: 

« From the disposition I know to he entertained by Vic- 
tor, [have no doubt they will provoke an Indian war, by 
paying them rations; and that in their solicitude to acquire 
wealth, they will act over again the tyranny of St. Domingo. 
It will be necessary, therefore, to tuke the position that will best 
GUARD YOU against the effect of these evils.” 


1803, February 5. Mr. Livingston to Mr. 
Madison : 

« The Louisiana armament is still on board. The Flori- 
das not yet ceded.” 

1803, February 18. Mr. Livingston to Mr. . 
Madison : 

‘From the best accounts I have from Holland, the arma- 
ment will be detained there till the last of March.” 

These references will all be found in the second 
volume of American State Papers, under the head 
of ** Foreign Relations.” > __ a 

I next quote from Marbois’s Louisiana, page 
230. 

1803, January. Mr. Jefferson to Mr. Monroe: 

cc WASHINGTON, January 10, 1803. 

< Dear Sir: I have but a moment to inform you that the 
fever into which the public mind is thrown by the affair at 
New Orleans, stimulated by the mercantile and generully 
the federal interest, threatens to OVERBEAR OUR PEACE. In 
this situation we are compelled to call on you fora tempo- 
rary sacrifice of yourself, to PREVENT THI8 GREATEST OF 
EVILS to the present prosperous tide of our affairs. I shall, 
to-morrow, nominate you to the Senate for an extraordinary 
mission to France, and the circumstances are such as to 
render it impossible to decline. 

« Accept affectionate salutations, 
“THOMAS JEFFERSON.?’] _ 

March 3, 1803, the act referred to by the honor- 
able chairman of Foreign Relations [Mr. Sevier] 
was passed—‘* An act directing a detachment from 
the militia of the United States, and for erecting 
certain arsenals,” by which the President was 
authorized to call on the Executives of the States 
for eighty thousand militia; and the object of the 

tact distinctly avowed, in the fourth section, to be 
“FOR THE SECURITY OF THE TERRI- 
TORY OF THE UNITED STATES.” This is 
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the object and the only object avowed in the act. 
It is thus clearly proved to have been an act passed 
not for conquest, but to meet the threatened danger 
of a French aggression. 

Not a man was ever called for. The idea of 
seizure for conquest never was entertained fora 
moment, and the whole controversy was speedily 
settled by the treaty of 1803, which ceded Louisi- 
ana to the United States. 

Such is the history of this most interestin 
period in our national affairs. It wasdistinguishe 
for the moderation, prudence and forbearance of 
ourrulers. The resolutions of Mr. Ross, to which 
I referred on a former occasion, were first deprived 
of their hostile characteristic, “to authorize the 
‘ President to take immediate possession of such 
‘ place or places in the island of New Orleans or the 
‘adjacent territories, as he may deem fit and con- 
‘ venient’’—every Democrat voting to strike it out. 
See files of National Intelligencer for February 28, 
1803. The bill reported in pursuance of the reso- 
lutions, as amended and adopted on the same day 
by the same party, avowed its object to be the 
same with these resolutions as thus amended— 
“ the security of the territory of the United States,” 
threatened, as we have seen, with invasion of the 
French army under General Victor. 

Those who may desire to prosecute this inter- 
esting inquiry further, will find the whole pacific 
policy of the Republican party fully explained in 
the then existing organ of that party, by recurring 
to the files of the National Intelligencer for 1803 ; 
February 23, 28; March 9, 14, 23, 30, and April 
22. ‘The essay published in that paper under the 
last date, shows that the party at that day scouted 
the whole doctrine on which thi8 Mexican war 
has been and is now supported. They demanded 
a disavowal by Spain of the act of the intendant-at 
New Orleans, which denied to us our treaty right 
of deposit, instead of declaring war on account of 
it; and they obtained it without bloodshed. But 
in 1846, when the first aggression against us was 
committed on the Rio Grande, our Government 
treated the act of the Mexican officer who took 
Thornton’s dragoons, as an act of war, instead of 
demanding a disavowal of it, as the Republican 
party did in the case of Spanish aggression in 1803. 

he Opposition in 1803 clamored for war on ac- 
count of the proclamation of the Spanish intendant 
at New Orleans denying our right of deposit. 
The answer given to this clamor by the Demo- 
cratic party is fully set forth in all their speeches 
and meetings at that day on the subject. The 
writer I have referred to in the party organ on the 
22d April, 1803, thus meets the clamor: 

« To involve the nation in all the horrors of war for the 
unlawful act of a subordinate officer, would be the height of 
political depravity. [t would introduce a rule of which we 
could not complain, and under which this nation, at any 
future time, might be involved in war by the unlawful or 
wanton act of any of her officers. It would be virtually 
transferring the all-important question of war and peace 
from the Representatives of the people and the Government 
of the country to the captain of a frigate. The act of an 
individual officer is not an act of the nation till sanctioned 
by the nation to which he belongs, as it is impossible for the 
most vigilant and best regulated government to control the 
actions of its agents and subjects on all.occasions. Hence 
it follows, that the Government, by declaring war, would 
have committed an act of injustice against Spain, establish- 
ing a precedent which might prove fatal to the future peace 
of this nation, and justly merited the execration of the world.’ 

Had these principles been applied in 1846 by 
our Executive; had a demand been made (as was 
then urged by the opposition in this Chamber) on 
Mexico, to avow or disavow the act by which it 
was alleged that American blood had been shed 
on American soil, and repair any injustice, there 
would have beeen no war. Such a demand was 
made by the Government when the Leopard made 
the infamous attack on the Chesapeake, and the 
consequence was a disavowal, which saved us the 
necessity of treating the attack as war. But in 
the case of Mexico, the principles which formerly 
governed us were abandoned, and the act which 
was unilateral, and not even avowed or justified by 
Mexico herself, was immediately declared to be 
war by us, without allowing the Mexican Govern- 
ment any opportunity to disavow it. This wasas 
hostile to the true principles of international law, 
as-it was in direct opposition to the whole former 
course of this Government. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Really, sir, I think it 
hardly fair that the Senator from Rhode Island 
should be called upon at this late hour of the day, 
to go on and address the Senate. 

Mr. CLARKE. It was my expectation to have 


occupied the floor at the appointed hour; but as so 
much time has been taken up in the discussion 
this morning, and so much more will probably be 
required to finish it—so far as regards myself, I 
will readily give way, if it be the wish of the Sen- 
ate that the present discussion should continue. 
Indeed, I should myself prefer that the special 
order should be postponed until to-morrow, as it 
is now so late, that in all probability I should not 
be able to conclude my argument to-day, even if I 
should commence it. I wait the pleasure of Sen- 
ators in regard to it. 

Mr. SEVIER. It is not my purpose to inter- 
fere with the time which belongs to the gentleman 
if he desires to go on now, but I wish to make a 
brief explanation in regard to what has been stated 
by the honorable Senator from Delaware. It will 
be recollected, that when the Senator addressed 
the Senate upon the ten-regiment bill, he referred 
to Mr. Ross’s resolutions, with a view of contrast- 
ing the poliey of Mr. Jefferson with that of Mr. 
Polk in reference to the disputed territory: 


“ Resolved, That the President of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, authorized, whenever he shall judge it 
expedient, to require of the Executives of the several States 
to take effectual measures to organize, arm, and equip, ac- 
cording to law, and hold in readiness to march at a mo- 
ment’s warning, 80,000 effective militia, officers included. 

“ Resolved, hat the President may, if he judges it expe- 
dient, authorize the Executives of the several States to ac- 
cept, as a part of the detachment aforesaid, any corps of 
volunteers, who shall continue in service for such time, not 
exceeding —— months, and perform such services as shall 
be prescribed hy law. 

« Resolved, That —— dollars be appropriated for paying 
and subsisting such part of the troops aforesaid, whose ac- 
tual service may be wanted, and for defraying such other 
expenses as, during the recess of Congress, the President 
may deem necessary for the security of the territory of the 
United States. 

« Resolved, That —— dollars be appropriated for erecting, 
at such place or places on the western waters as the Presi- 
dent may judge most proper, one or more arsenals.” 

I supposed he had not traced those resolutions 
through to their ultimate disposition, and I tbere- 
fore asked him to give me the date of the resolu- 
tions, and he did so by sending the Journal to my 
desk. I then traced the subject from the period 
to which the Senator had alluded to the final dis- 
position of the resolution—and what was that? I 
found they had been referred, in secret session, to 
a select committee; and in the formation of that 
committee, for reasons not apparent to me, the 
mover of the resolutions was not included. Mr. 
Breckenridge, of Kentucky, was chairman of the 
committee. That committee, to whom Ross’s res- 
olutions were referred, reported an act carrying 
out every substantial provision contained in them. 
And what were these provisions?’ Why, that in 
time of profound peace, the President was autho- 
rized to raise an army of eighty thousand men, and 
was further authorized to establish on the western 
waters two public armories; and, finally, the bill 
wound up with an appropriation of a million of so 
of money to carry these objects into elfect. When 
I perceived this, the conviction on my mind was, 
that the honorable Senator, in the hurry and heat 
of debate, had not taken time to trace the thing to 
its final conclusion. 

My friend from Mississippi, a day or two 
afterwards, in commenting, on this matter, re- 
ferred to these resolutions, and in his haste, | sup- 

ose, omitted to refer to what I certainly deemed 
important, which was, the passage of the act to 
which I have referred, as carrying out the objects 
of the resolutions. I then put the matter right as 
I understood it. Now, the Senator from Delaware 
again says that here is a case in which the father 
of democracy, to whose church we all profess to 
belong, at the instance of the Federal party of that 
day refused to do what? Why, in a time of peace, 
to seize the territory of an adjoining Power. Now, 
there was in the treaty of 1796 with Spain, a pro- 
vision by which the rights of the Gevernment were 
secured to a depot at New Orleans for the term of 
three years; and there was a provision also, that 
if the Spanish Government, for any reason of hers, 
should choose to deny the right of this Govern- 
ment to that depôt in New Orleans, then for the 
term of three years she was bound to give us an- 
other location for said depét. This was in 1796. 
The time for the assignment of the depôt to either 
place had run out by the limitation of this treaty; 
the people, of this country—the people of the west- 
ern States, thus deprived of an outlet for their pro- 
duce, had resolved to obtain it. A claim was set 
up by Mr. Jefferson, that inasmuch as we owned 
the navigable waters of the Mississippi, and own- 
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ed the head of the navigable stream, we had a 
right, under the law of nations, to follow the river 
into the ocean. ‘That was the point of discussion, 
if ny. memory serves me right, by our minister at 
the French court, as well as by our statesmen at 
home. Well, sir, we could not get that, and then 
with closed doors we passed the act of March, 
1803, before referred to, of which Ross’s resolu- 
tions were the foundation. _ 

Now, no man here,.or anywhere else, would 
ever have made out what the law really meant 
from its terms, unless he had taken the precaution 
of connecting it with the resolutions upon which 
it was founded.. Upon this claim, therefore, the 
law was passed, and upon no other; for there was 
no other. My friend referred to the act as an evi- 
dence that the party of which Mr. Jefferson was 
the head, intended to act thus in reference to the 
acquisition of Louisiana. Well, I say now—and I © 
shall, if I have the opportunity, at some future time, 
proceed to demonstrate, that every opportunity to 
acquire territory, to wit: Louisiana, the Floridas, 
and ‘Texas, has been obtained by the democratic 
party of this country. 

But this is not all. I have said that this act was 
passed, if I recollect rightly, on the 3d of March, 
1803; and at that very time our Ministers were in 
Paris treating for this very country with Napoleon 
Bonaparte. They were treating for this very 
depot. He refused to sell us the depot, but pro- 
posed to sell the whole of Louisiana. That is the 
history of the matter. We sent our Ministers 
there to purchase a depét. They refused to sella 
depdt; but, being about to go to war with Eng- 
land, and being likely to lose the territory of Lou- 
isiana by conquest, France proposed to sell it to 
a friendly Power. Well, in the month of April, 
just one month after the passage of the bill, we 
succeeded in making a treaty, by which’ we ac» 
quired the whole of Louisiana. Thus that matter 
was accomplished. Again, in 1806, still in the 
time of this great patriot, Mr. Jefferson, the Senate 
still, with closed doors, conceived that it was very 
desirable for this Government to own the country 
lying on the Mississippi river, and between that 
river on one side, and the Perdido on the other. 
Thus, the father of democracy submitted to the 
Senate, with closed doors, his proposition to seize 
this territory also; and a law was passed for that 
purpose. And under the act passed thus secretly— 
covered up with diplomatic phraseology—it was 
proposed to obtain. possession of this territory. 
This act passed in 1806, and was carried into effect 
in 1810 or 1811, after we had admitted Louisiana 
into the Union. A man by the name of Thomas 
took a fancy to revolutionize that portion of the 
country. He expelled the Spanish inhabitants 
from it and made it his own, including Baton 
Rouge, calling it Fredonia. Mr. Madison took 
possession, without the authority of.any law, and, 
at the next session, an act was passed making ita 
part of Louisiana. But this is not all. We had 
afterwards a war with the Seminoles; and in the 
time of peace with Spain we followed these In- 
dians into St. Marks and ‘Pensacola, expelling 
from those places Spanish authority. All this was 
done without the authority of law; and one of the 
reasons assigned for such procedure, on our part, 
was not that we had any claim to Florida, but 
that the British had built, during the revolution- 
ary war, a fort near the junction of the Flint and 
Chatahoochee rivers, which fort was occupied by 
hostile Seminole Indians and negroes. 

I can refer my friend to another case—I mean 
the case in which the country lying upon the, Aris- 
took was contended for between us and Great 
Britain. This was a case happening in our own 
time, when Governor Fairfield, whose death we 


have recently been called to deplore, atthe head of - 


our own troops marched his forces into the dispu- 
ted territory, and took possession of tt without the 
sanction of Congress. ‘There are numerous cases; 
all tending to the same point, that whenever it be- 
comes impracticable to obtain territory by pur- 
chase, we take it by force. All that strip of country 
lying between Natchez and Baton Rouge was 
taken possession of in that way, and we have done 
so in all cases when we could not obtain territory 
by negotiation; and this codrse has been pursued 
throughout the world in all times by all powers: 
territories to which we have claim by negotia- 
tion, we take by force if we can, and think it ex- 
pedient to do so. 


Mr. FOOTE. I regret that it seems so difficult 
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to settle completely the point now under discus- 
sion. It would really seem that enough had been 
said in the former debate on this subject, to con- 
vince even the Senator from Delaware, that he had 
committed a serious error in regard to the Ross 
resolutions, and the action of the Jeffersonian De- 
mocracy in 1803. The honorable Senator still in- 
sists, as he has formerly done, that Mr. Jefferson, 
and the Democrats associated with him, were as 
little inclined to efficient measures against Spain; 
that the proposition to seize upon territory adja- 
cent to New Orleans, which the Senator from Del- 
aware still supposes to have been imbodied in Mr. 
Ross’s resolutions, was relinquished in conse- 
quence of negotiation being preferred to measures 
of a warlike character and tendency. l read the 
other day, for the elucidation of this point, an ex- 
tract from the annual message of Mr. Jefferson, 
issued in October, 1803, showing that previous to 
the introduction of the Ross resolutions, negotia- 
tions for the acquisition of Louisiana had been in 
progress at Paris—and the negotiation was not 
preferred simply as an alternative to war in the 
case mentioned; but negotiations for the purpose 
mentioned havirig been, for some time, already in 
progress, it was supposed judicious not to Interrupt 
them, as would inevitably have been the case by the 
adoption of measures of a decidedly hostile char- 
acter. The truth is, as has been repeatedly ex- 
plained, that the Ross resolutions did not contem- 
plate the seizure of territory at all, but simply the 
restoration of the place of deposit, in the island of 
New Orleans which had been discontinued by the 
action of the Spanish authorities. No one can 
_ examine the history of this case, as several times 
already exhibited, without being convinced of the 
total want of analogy between it and the troops in 
the neighborhood of the Rio Grande. I will not 
elaborate this point more at present, but am satis- 
fied again to refer to the extract from Mr. Jeffer- 
son’s annual message of October, 1803, explanatory 
of the actual facts of the case, and shall submit 
the point in dispute without further discussion. 
Mr. CLAYTON. If I understood the honor- 
able Senators on the other side, they mean to 
maintain this position: that Mr. Jefferson and the 
Democratic party ever since, have proceeded on 
the principle that they will take what they want 
and what they can get from other nations in any 
way in which they can get it; if they cannot get 
what they want by negotiation, they will take it 
by force. The honorable chgirman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations distinctly avows now, 
that this has been the past policy of the Demo- 
cratic party from the time of Mr. Jefferson down 
to this day; and therefore, he says, they are only 
acting in the same spirit—that of Jeffersonian 
democracy —when they propose that what they can- 
not get by negotiation they will proceed to take 
by force. Sir, this is exactly the issue between 
the honorable Senator and myself. I not only seek 
to vindicate the memory of the statesmen of those 
times, but I seek also to show that I was previous- 
‘ly right when, in the course of this rebate, I 
pointed out the strong contrast between the conduct 
of this Government in reference to Mexico and 
the conduct of Mr. Jefferson and the Adminis- 
tration party of 1803 in reference to Spain and 
Frénce. Sir, I have nothing to do now with the 
question, nor do I intend to be drawn into the dis- 
cussion of it by the remarka of the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
as to the conduct of the various Administrations 
` in regard to this matter of the acquisition of terri- 
tory from the time of Mr. Jefferson. I think that 
on a former occasion, the course of the Govern- 
ment in 1806 was placed in a very satisfactory 
point of view before this Senate in the discussion 
which took place between the honorable chairman 
of the Committee oh Foreign Relations and the 
honorable Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Pearce. ] 
I will not, therefore, trespass upon ground which 
has been so well occupied ‘before; all I wish 
is, to bring the honorable chairman back to the 
point from which he set out, and that he and the 
honorable Senator’ from Mississippi should ac- 
knowledge that they have mistaken the spirit of 
Jeffersonian democracy in 1803, in endeavoring to 
attribute to the Administration’ of that time a dis- 
position to take by force that which they could 
not obtain by negotiation. Now, what application 
has the honorable chairman given to the act of 
which he speaks? The fourth section of the act 
of 1803 expressly declares the object for which 
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the act was passed: to authorize the President of 
the United States to call out eighty thousand mili- 
tia; for what purpose? In its own words, for the 
security of the territory of the United States; not 
for*the purpose of seizing upon the island of New 
Orleans, or any portion of the country of the Lower 
Mississippi;. not for the purpose of taking an acre 
of ground anywhere by violence. l think this 
has already been clearly shown, and I do not in- 
tend to dwell upon it now. Mr. Livingston, in 
1802, wrote to the Secretgry of War, informing 
him that the Emperor of France was about to send 
ten thousand men to take posséssion of the country 
lying at the mouth of the Mississippi, and General 
Victor was ordered to march thither with his two 
brigades; and from the known temper and dispo- 
sition of that general, there was every reason to 
believe that he would march and seize upon the 
territory. The act of 1803 proceeded from that 
cause, and the gentleman cannot make it appear 
that there was any other object than the security 
of our own territory contemplated. We know 
from the history of the times how that territory 
was situated. 

Sir, I know I have had my full share in the dis- 
cussion of this subject, and that I cannot again 
trespass upon the time ‘of the Senate. Iwill not 
read the letters of the Secretary of War. I will, 
however, take the liberty of handing them to the 
reporters, that they may be published to the world, 
and it will be seen from them whether my attempt 
to vindicate the character of those who adminis- 
tered the Government at that time has been suc- 
cessful or not. 

Mr. SEVIER. Only one word, sir. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware has referred to the fourth sec- 
tion of the act as being intended to protect the 
United States against invasion. , 

Mr. CLAYTON. I referred to the whole act. 
It avows throughout the purpose for which it was 

assed. 

Mr. SEVIER. The Senator says it avows its 
purpose. Well, I ask if any man, in either coun- 
try, ever heard or ever dreamed of a time when 
France and England were both at peace, or France 
intending to invade the United States. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir. I refer the hon- 
orable Senator to the substance of these letters, 
with which he seems not at all acquainted. I refer 
him also to the American State Papers; which he 
has in his possession. 

Mr. SEVIER. I have read those documents, 
but I have not drawn the same conclusion from 
them which the honorable Senator from Delaware 
has drawn. No, sir; France expecting a rupture 
with England, was on the eve of sending a force’ 
to protect her commerce. . Not having a naval 
force sufficient to cope with England, she was for 
sending men to her possessions on this continent. 
The Senator talks about the territory between 
Natchez and Baton Rouge. Well, we all know 
that was claimed by Spain as belonging to her. 
And it was with a view not only of protecting her 
own possessions, bât those of Spain also, that she 
took this precaution. Well, this happened in 1802; 
and it is really remarkable, if we had expected an 
invasion from France, that earlier and more effi- 
cient preparation had ‘not been made, and that the 
fact was not noticed by Mr. Jefferson in his annual 
message of that year. No, sir, France never de- 
signed to invade this country. She was our early 
ally, and with all the opprobrium that was heaped 
upon her, she could not be driven into hostilities 
towards this country. She has always been friend- 
ly to us, and I hope she ever will be. The docu- 
ments which he has read, show that it was the 
intention of France, in sending troops to this coun- 
try, solely to protect French Louisiana from inva-. 
sion by England. I before remarked, sir, that it 
is very difficult for us to ascertain the true mean- 
ing of an act, without looking back to the circum- 
stances which existed at the time of its passage. 
In this way we may discover its object. Another 
act of a similar character, covering up its true 
meaning, was the act purporting to enable the 
President to carry on more efficiently our diplo- 
matic intercourse between this country and foreign 
Powers; when, in reality, the true intention of the 
act was to enable the President to purchase Loui- 
siana. Now it happens, as far as my argument is 
concerned, that these cases are not at all applica- 
ble to the case to which the Senator designed to 
apply them; for I have endeavored to show, and 
shali probably endeavor to show it again, that our 
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title to the country between the Nueces-and the 
Rio Grande, which the Senator has assimilated 
to the cases to which he has referred, is clear. I 
regret this contraversy; but I think, when the 
Senator looks upon it dispassionately, he will ad- 
mit that we have a good claim, as Í said before; 
and if we cannot obtain our rights by negotiation 
and purchase, we will be compelled, from the ne- 
cessity of the case, to maintain them by force. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I will only say, sir, that in 
looking into the documents to which J have called 
the attention of the Senate, I find that there is 
much additional evidence. There are many other 
letters which, if the honorable Senator will exam-, 
ine them, will perfectly convince him that France 
entertained a deliberate design to seize upon that 
region of country; that it was a favorite object 
with her for a long period; and that there was 
every reason to believe, on the part of Mr. Living- 
ston—and he so wrote to his own Government— 
that the French Emperor entertained this project; 
and as he refused to give any information as to 
the object of the expedition, or any explanation 
of the limits of Louisiana, which he intended to 
claim, Mr. Livingston had every reason to be- 
lieve that the territories of the United States were 
in danger. That was the object, and the only ob- 
ject of the act of March, 1803, to protect the ter- 
ritories of the United States. Sir, I have done. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator from Arkansas 
having referred to a controversy-between him and 
myself at the last session of Congress, the Senate 
willindulge me, I hope, not inarguing the question 
afresh, but in re-stating what I then endeavored to 
maintain. l 

It will be recollected that the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Banger] had charged the President 
with being the author of the war, by ordering the 
movement of General Taylor’s army from the 
Nueces to the Rio Grande, which he considered 
an act of war. He sustained himself in this posi- 
tion by the authority of Mr. Jefferson. In 1805, 
Mr. Jefferson informed Congress, by a secret mes- 
sage, that immediately after the acquisition of 
Louisiana, he had.opened negotiations with Spain, 
to obtain from that Power the delivery of certain 
portions of Louisiana, which she held in violation 
of the rights transferred tous by France; that his 
negotiations had been utterly vain; that he could 
Not venture to take possession of these portions of 
Louisiana in the possession of Spain, becausé such 
an act might transfer the relations of the country 
from a state of peace to a state of war, which was 
not within the constitutional competency of the 
Executive, and belonged solely to the legislative 
power. 

To this the Senator from Arkansas replied, that 
the example of Mr. Madison was contrary to that 
of Mr. Jefferson, and that Mr. Madison had of his 
own authority seized upon what were called the 
Florida parishes. 'To this I replied, that Mr. Mad- 
ison did not assume to have any other authorit 
than that to which Mr. Jefferson limited himself. 
The situation of the Florida parishes was peculiar. 
A body of private individuals, in 1810, seven years 
after the acquisition of Louisiana, had driven out 
the Spanish authorities in Baton Rouge, and had 
set up an independent government, though pro- 
fessing their willingness to come into the Union. 
In this condition of things, Mr. Madison had is- 
sued his proclamation reciting these occurrences— 
saying that the territory in question had always 
been claimed as being within the limits of Louisi- 
ana; that a crisis had at length arrived subversive 
of the Spanish authority; and that, under the pecu- 
liar circumstances of the case, forbearance on the 
part of the United States to occupy the territory 
in question might be construed into a dereliction 
of their title; to which he added, that though the 
laws of the United States had not yet. been extend- 
ed over this territory, yet they had been so framed 
as to be adapted to them, and contemplated their 
application to this region at some future time. 
Congress was not then in session; but as soon as 
they met, Mr. Madison laid before them an ac- 
count of his proceedings, which, if not expressly, 
at all events impliedly, recognized the paramount 
authority of the legislature over the subject. The 
difference between this case and the march of the 
troops to the Rio Grande is palpable. Mr. Mad- 
ison did not think himself authorized to seize upon 
such parts of Louisiana as still remained in the oc- 
cupancy of Spain, and, eonsequently, the country 
east of the Perdido and south of the State of Geor- 
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gia and the Mississippi territory remained in pos- 
session of these authorities. 

In January, 1811, Congress passed a secret res- 
olution, declaring that a due regard to the safety 
of the United States required them to provide for 
the temporary occupation of these territories, and 
subject to negotiation. Mr. Madison would not 
act without the authority of Congress; he knew 
that he coyld not rightfully do so; and therefore 
he asked to be armed with that authority which 
Congress only could confer. The bill which fol- 
lowed this resolution conformed to it. Still Mr. 
Madison did not suppose the contingency had ar- 
rived until in 1813, when the secret act of July 12 
was passed, which authorized the President to 
take possession of the Perdido country. Then, 
and then only, did Mr. Madison employ the mili- 
tary force of the United States for this purpose. 
Now, the difference is this: Mr. Polk, while Con- 
gress was in session, and without their authority, 
and without invoking their constitutional power, 
by his own authority, seized_upon the valley of 
the Rio Grande; while Mr. Jefferson considered 
that such an act on his part would exceed his 
power, because it might transfer the relations of 
the country from a state of peace to a state of war. 
And Mr. Madison, in relation to the Perdido 
country, recognized the same doctrine; and, in 
regard to the Florida parishes, only occupied a 
territory of which the foreign authorities were no 
longer in possession, and which was likely to be 
considered derelict, if, under the peculiar circum- 
stances of the case, the United States should qui- 
etly permit it to remain in the possession of the 
private adventurers who held it. 

Mr. SEVIER. The Senator and myself are 
still at variance in our opinions. My position 
was, that the southern boundary of Louisiana was 
fixed by this Government, by an act of Congress 
on her admission into the Union. Well, after this 
act was accomplished, a man of the name of Thom- 
as, at the head of some Tennesseeans and Kentuck- 
jans, expelled the Spanish authority east of a line 
formed by the river Iberville, Lake Maurepas, and 
Pontchartrain, and thence to the Perdido; and when 
he had done so, he organized there a separate gov- 
ernment, and called the country Fredonia; and 
after having established such government, Thomas 
applied to this Government either to guaranty his 
republic, or to annex it to this Union. Well, 
what was done? 

Mr. Madison, in a time of peace, sends his forces 
and takes from these revolutionary patriots the 
country acquired by their revolution, without the 
authority of Congress. Well, the Senator goes 
back to the act of 1806, for the authority for this 
act. Why, in 1806 the Government of Fredonia 
had no existence. After this had been done, the 
President asks Congress to aid in this—what shall 
I call it?—robbery? That is a harsh term; yet it 
is precisely similar to the terms employed in refer- 
ence to our proceedings now. Mr. Madison ap- 
plies to Congress to add this country, ze seized 
in time of peace, without the warrant of law, to the 
State of Louisiana; and Congress does it accord- 
ingly, and the act is now on your statute book. 
Mr. Madison first seized the country from those 
who had revolutionized it, and Congress sanc- 
` tioned the plunder, if I may so call it, by adding 
it to Louisiana. Louisiana embraced it within 
her limits; and there it is at this day represented 
by my honorable friend Mr. Jounson. 


The further consideration of the subject was 
postponed until to-morrow. l 


-- CLERK TO SIGN LAND PATENTS. g 


On motion by Mr. BREESE, the bill from the 
House of Representatives to amend an act entitled 
t An act to reorganize the General Land Office,” 
approved July 4, 1836, was read a second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BREESE asked for the reading of a paper, 
which he sent to the Secretary, setting forth the 
number of land patents remaining unsigned; which 
was read accordingly. : 
' Mr. UNDERWOOD. I dislike to be frequent- 
ly intermeddling in what may be-regarded as little 
matters. I know the effect which such things have 
upon the personal standing of Senators, but I can- 
not allow such a bill as this to pass, having been 
in the minority of the committee, without stating 
to the Senate how I think the matter ought to be 
disposed of. When I first came into Congress in 


retary to sign patents. It was alleged then, that 
as the land patents that were issued were numer- 
ous, it was necessary to have such an officer, and 
one was accordingly created with a salary of 
$1,500. And no other duty under the sun was 
assigned to him than that of signing these patents; 
and now we are informed that he cannot discharge 
that duty, and that there has been an accumula- 
tion of patents, to the extent of some thirty or 
forty thousand, and we are called on to appoint 
an assistant Secretary. Now, the question is, can 
one man do it? We made some experiments in 
the Committee on Public Lands the other day, and 
though it may seem trifling to r2fer to such things, 
yet it will serve to explain this matter in a way 
that no man can doubt, the capacity of a single 
officer to sign all these land patents, and even dou- 
ble the number if necessary. He then proceeded 
to show, by calculation of time, that one person 
would be fully capable of performing the labor 
within less than two months. 

Mr. BREESE. I apprehend that no individual 
can be found who could accomplish it in that time; 
for it must be remembered that the Secretary 
must sign the name of the President as well as his 
own, and this, too, upon parchment. No one can 
labor day after day in that way, as the Senator 
seems to suppose, without danger of seriously 
impairing his intellect. The bill makes no appro- 
priation at all; it does not propose to pay the Sec- 
retary one single dollar for his services, It is 
highly necessary that these patents should be 
issued, as they are the only evidence of title which 
the parties have. Under these circumstances, I 
cannot see how the bill can be objected to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have seen patents filled 


-out with the President’s name by the clerks in the 


office, so that the Secretary would only have to 
sign his own name. If you, instead of passing 
this bill, give a reasonable remuneration to some 
clerk for doing the work, you will have it speedily 
done. My word for it, there are hundreds of in- 
dividuals in this city who would be glad to under- 
take the work for two months’ salary. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana. 4 can see no 
objection to the passage of the bill, especially as 
it does not propose any salary for the officer who 
is to be engaged. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I take it for granted, 
that if we employed a person to do our work, that 
we will not refuse to pay him. 

Mr. BREESE. There is no salary proposed to 
be paid in this bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is all very true; 
you do not propose to pay now, but he must be 
paid at some time or other. i 

Mr. MANGUM. I would inquire of the honor- 
able chairman of the committee how many patents 
there are unsigned ? 

Mr. BREESE. By the report it appears that 
there are now fifty-seven thousand, and that they 
increase at the rate of seven thousand a month. 

Mr. MANGUM. I propose, sir, with the sanc- 
tion of the honorable chairman, that this bill be 
committed, with instructions to the committee to 
amend it, by providing for the employment, for a 
fixed period, and for a reasonable compensation, 
of a person who shall sign these patents; and when 
the arrears are once brought up, there can be no 
difficulty in keeping from falling behind. 

This motion was subsequently withdrawn. 

No amendment being made, the bill was report-' 
ed to the Senate, and ordered to be read a third 
time. 

The said bill was read a third time by unani- 
mous consent, and passed. 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, January 25, 1848. 


‘The Journal of yesterday having been read and 

approved— 
he SPEAKER announced the first business in 
order to be the call of the committees for reports. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, by general 
consent, moved the following preamble and reso- 
lution; which were read and agreed to: 

Whereas the great loss of life on the lakes and western 
waters, by means of fire, explosions, and collisions of steam- 
ers and vessels within the last few years, but too clearly in- 
dicates either the insufficiency of the laws in regard to the 
inspection of boilers and hulls, or that theyre not faithfully 
executed: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 


the other branch of this building, there was no Sec- !! to inquire into the expediency and necessity of any addi- 
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tional legislation or new regulation on the subject of the in- 
spection of boilers, hulls, rigging, and finding of steamers and 
vessels, and report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. INGE, by general consent, presented a me- 
morial of the Legislature of Alabama, relating to 
the establishment of a foundry and armory in 
said State. Referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

Mr. McCLELLAND, by general consent, 
moved a resolution instructing the Committee on 
Commerce to inquire whether any further legisla- 
tion is necessary for the better security of the lives 
of passengers on steamboats, &c., on the northern 
lakes, &c. The resolution was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

The committees were called for reports, and res 
ports were made— 

By Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means: A bill making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the year end- 
ing 30th of June, 1849. 

Also, from the same committee: A bill making 
appropriatiéns for the payment of revolutionary 
and other pensions of the United States for the 
year ending 30th June, 1849; which bills were sev- 
erally read and committed. 

By Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of 
Claims: A bill for the.relief of Stalker and Hill. . 
Read and committed. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from 
the same committee: A bill for the relief of Reuben 
Perry and Thomas P. Ligon. Read and com- 
mitted. a | 

Also, from the same committee: An adverse re- 
pon on the petition of the administrators of Samuel 

olgate. Laid on the table. 

By Mr. DUNN, from the same committee: A 
bill for the relief of Joseph Girard, and-a bill 
making provision for the widows and children of 
officers and soldiers of the United Statés who have 
died or may die while in the service or after their 
discharge, on account of sickness or wounds in- 
curred while in the service ; which bills were read 
and committed. 

By Mr. HUNT, from the Committee on Com- 
merce: A bill for the relief of the owners of the 
Spanish brig Restaurador, and a bill to establish 
the collection district of Brunswick, in the State of 
Georgia; which bills were read and committed. 

By Mr. GRINNELL, from the same commit- 
tee: A bill to amend the first section of an act to 
regulate the carriage of passengers in merchant 
vessels; a bill supplementary to an act for the relief 
of sick and disabled seamen, and for other pur- 

oses; and a bill for the relief of the Red River 
ailroad Company; which several bills were read 
and committed. 

Also, from the same committee: An adverse re- 
port on the petition of Ferdinand N. Clarke. 

By Mr. PUTNAM, from the Committee on 
Public Lands: An adverse report on the petition 
of James Chapman. Laid on the table. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the same committee, 
to which had been referred the bill of the House 
entitled ‘An act further to extend the time for lo- 
cating Virginia military land warrants, and return- 
ing surveys thereon to the General Land Office,” 
reported the same back to the House with an 
amendment. Committed. 

By Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, from the same 
committee: A pill for the relief of Benjamin White. 
Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee: Adverse reports 
on the petitions of the Legislature of Missouri, 
concerning the landing at Potosi; of James Dos- 
sett, and Edward Keating, mayor of Alton. Laid 
on the table. 

Mr. GOGGIN, from the Commytee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a‘resolution, pro- 
viding that sundry communications from the Post 
Office Department in relation to southern mail 
transportation, be taken from the Speaker’s table 
and referred to the Post Office Committee. 

The SPEAKER said the resolution could only 
be received by the unanimous consent of the House. 
Objection being made, the resolution was not re- 
ceived. 

On motion of Mr. EMBREE, the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads was discharged 
from the consideration of the joint resolution of the 


‘House to amend an act entitled *‘ An act to estab- 


lish certain :post-routes, and for other purposes.” 
Laid on the table. ` l 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, from thè Committee 
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on the Post Office and Post Roads, to which had 
been referred the Senate bill for the relief of Thom- 
as Rhodes, reported the same back to the ELouse, 
with a written report adverse to the passage of the 


bill. aid on the table. 
By Mr. McDOWELL, from the Committee for 
the District of Columbia: A bill giving the assent 


of the United States to an act of the General As- 
sembly of Maryland, passed at December session, 
1844, chapter 287. Read and committed. : 

By Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary: Asking to be discharged from 
the consideration of the resolution of the House of 
the 17th instant, relative to the payment to the 
heirs of officers and soldiers killed in battle in 
Mexico the amount of treasury notes, or other 
property, or money, and that it be laid on the 
table. 

By Mr. RUMSEY, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims: A bill for the relief 6f Lewis 
Benedict. Read and committed. 

By Mr. HARMANSON, from the same com- 
mittee: A bill for the relief of Antheny Bessee. 
Read and committed. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs: A bill for the relief of 
Joseph Perry, a Choctaw Indian. Read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which the House bill for the settlement 
of the claims of New Hampshire against the Uni- 
ted States was referred, reported the same back to 
the House. Committed. 

By Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: A bill for the relief of G. F. De 
La.Roche and W. P. S. Sanger. Read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the same commit- 
tee, to-which was referred Senafe bill providing for 
the appointment of assistant pursers in the navy, 
reported the same back to the House with an 
amendment. Committed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, from the Commit- 
tee on the Territories, to which had been referred 
the bill of the Senate for the relief of W. B. 
Slaughter, late Secretary of the Territory of Wis- 
consin, reported the same back to’ the House with 
an amendment. 

By Mr. COCKE, from the Committee on Reyo- 


lutionary Pensions: A bill for the relief of Jona~ 


than Moore, of the State of Massachusetts. 

Also, from the same committee: A bill for the 
relief of Robert Ellis. Read and committed. 

Alko, from the same committee: An adverse 
report on the petition of Jedediah Morse. Laid 
= on the table. 

By Mr. FREEDLY, from the same committee: 
A bill for the relief of Catharine Fulton, widow of 
Samuel Fulton. Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee: Adverse reports 
on the petitions of George Taylor and Marshal 
Gentry. Laid on the table. | 

By Mr. STRONG, from the same committee: 
A bill for the relief of Tilbha White. 

Also, from the same committee: A bill for the 
relief of Anna Yarrington. Read and committed. 

Also, from the some committee: An adverse 
report on the petition of Ann Pearsey. Laid on 
the table. 

By Mr. WILEY, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: A bill for the relief of Hugh Riddle. 
Read and committed. 

By Mr. WM. T. LAWRENCE, from the same 
cpmmittee: A bill for the relief of Thomas Badger. 
Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee: An adverse re- 
port on the petition of William Sparks. Laid on 
the table. 

By Mr. KENWON, from the Committee on Ac- 
counts, the following resolution, which was read 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to paY 
Mrs. Ellen S. Bradley, widow of the Hon. Edward Bradley, 
late of Michigan, deceased, his mileage, as allowed by the 
Committee of Mileage, from Marshall, his place of residence 
in Michigan, to New York city, where, on his journey to 
oe to take his seat as a member of this House, he 

ed. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, from the Select 
Committee on Rules of the House: The following 
amendment to the 133d rule: ‘ Insert after the 
word ‘committee’ (where it last occurs in the last 
clause of the said rule) the following words: ‘of the 
Whole House and the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union.’ ” 
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Mr. HOLMES, of New York, by general cen- 
sent, presented resolutions of the State of New 
York, in favor of a repeal of the law of the last 
session of Congress imposing postage on news- 
papers. Read_and referred. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. J. R. Incersout, of Pennsylvania, 
in the chair) on the President’s annual message, 
and the resolutions referring the same to appro- 
committees. : 

Mr. BEDINGER addressed the committee at 
length. His remarks prepared for the Congress- 
ional Globe are omitted at his request, but will be 
found in the Appendix, revised by himself. 

Mr. ROMAN then obtained the floor, and spoke 
for about an hour; a report of his speech will also 
be found in the Appendix, prepared by himself. 

Mr. GREEN, after some merited compliments 
on the speech of the gentleman who had just re- | 
sumed his seat, with whose manner and style of | 
delivery he was greatly pleased, observed, that 
however he might have been attracted by the gen- 
tleman’s rhetoric, he could by no means subscribe 
to his sentiments, from which, indeed, he differed 
widely. For this difference he felt bound to give 
some reasons: not with any expectation of enlight- 
ening the committee, or presenting any new facts 
to their notice, but simply for the purpose of vin- 
dicating the vote he should give; this he consider- 
ed as due both to himself and to those whom it 
was his honor to represent here. 

The principal, and, indeed he might almost say, 
the only point in the argument of gentlemen on 
the other side of the House which he rose to notice, 
was the charge upon the President that he had 
commenced this war unnecessarily and unconsti- 
tutionally—a charge urged with great dexterity by 
gentlemen who had themselves voted to declare and 
to support the war. He hoped to draw these gen- 
tlemén out, and to exhibit the true position they 
occupied in relation to the war. 

In attempting to do the President justice, and 
vindicate him from the injurious charge preferred 
against him, Mr. G. would call the attention of the 
committee to a few facts. | 

The vote in this House of eighty-five men de- 
clares (said Mr. G.) that the war with Mexico has 
been unnecessarily and unconstitutionally com- 
menced by the President of the United States. 
Now, let it be noted, that this vote extends no 
further than to the commencement of the war: 
it does not say that the war is unconstitutional 
now, but only that tke manner of beginning it was 
so. I ask the particular attention of the committee 
to this point. Will you say that it is unconstitu- 
tional now? Since no man can answer in the 
affirmative, I hold the affirmative in the vote is 
limited exclusively to the commencement of the 
war. The declaration extends in its range only 
up to the 13th of May, F846. And who makes it? 
Eighty-five members of this House! Do they, in 
this assertion, represent the sentiments of their 
constituents? I know not. I cannot pretend to 
know as to the whole body; but I can answer for 
one. I refer toa gentleman from Illinois, who said 
that he voted for that proposition “doubtingly.”’ 
I so understood him to say. If I misrepresent him 
I_do it innocently—it is so in his reported speech. 
Nor do I greatly wonder that gentlemen should so 
vote in high party times like these, and just before 
a Presidential election. Such aconsideration ma 
have had its influence upon them; I do not say it 
had. But, I repeat it, the question is this: Is the 
war with Mexico now unconstitutional? 1s it un- 
just? and will you declare it to be so? Let the 
people fully understand the extent and application 
of the declaration you have made. Then we shail 
know where tg find you. ‘Then the people will 
know the ground you mean to stand on; and in 
the great contest which is coming in 1848, it is not 
hard to predict what the result will be. 

The President made the war, and he made it un- 
necessarily and unconstitutionally; and: then the 
corollary 18, that he is personally guilty of all the 
blood which has been hed in the contest. Now, 
they mean, I presume, to limit this blood, of 
which the President is guilty, to that shed pre- 
viously to the 13th May, 1846; for since that time, 
whatever amount of it may have been shed, it is 
all chargeable to Congress, and not to the Execu- 
tive. I hold the war to be constitutional and just; 
and before I sit down I hope to be able to prove 


that the President was fully justifiable in advancing 
our army to the bank of the Rio Grande. If 
in this I am wrong, I am at least innocently 
wrong. ` 

I do not say that the President is justified because 
Mexico owes us money, because she has perpetra- 
ted outrages on our commerce and the persons of 
our citizens, or even because she has insulted us as 
a nation; for, though these things may present very 
good arguments why Congress should declare war 
against her, they do not justify the President in 
going to war. His only constitutional right in the 
case is to repel invasion and repress insurrection. 
But if I show that he was sanctioned and sup- 
ported in what he did by the Constitution itself, 
and by law passed under the sanction of the 
Constitutioh, then the injurious charges which 
have been preferred here against him must be 
ee back on the heads of those who make 
them. 

On the 13th May, Congress declared this war. 
“Aye, say they, but y compelled us to vote the 
war, by appending—I was going to use a word of 
which I should afterwards have been ashamed—a 
falsehood to the bill of supplies.” I do not com- 
plain of those who voted conscientiously in the 
matter, and who thought the preamble untrue. 
But what, I ask, is a declaration of war? A dec- 
laration of war is nothing more than this—the 
offictal public declaration, by competent authority, 
that war exists. When this declaration is made 
by the proper authority, that is a declaration of 
war. It is the annunciation of a fact; neither more 
nor less than that. It is nova proclamation by 
the Executive, as was made in the war of 1812, 
that necessarily constitutes a declaration of war; 
for the Constitution says that ‘* Congress shall 
have power to DECLARE warR.’”’ Any act of Con- 
gress, then, that announces the fact that war ex- 
ists, is, to all intents and purposes, a declaration of 
war; and so it is held by every writer on interna- 
tional law to whose eines Í have had access. 
Now, then, if Congress, by virtue of the p6wer 
granted to them in the Constitution, declared this 
war, then is it a constitutional war; and gentlemen 
will not deny that the war is now constitutional, 
whatever they may say about its origin; for truth 
has and must have the same force and effect on 
their minds that it has on ours. They will not 
run in the face of plain facts. When a resolution 
was introduced here, some days since, declaring 
that our troops ought to be withdrawn from Mex- 
ico, but forty or fifty members of this House were - 
found voting in its favor; I conclude of course that 
all the rest of this body were and are against such 
a declaration. But if they believed the war now, 
at this day, to be in itself unconstitutional, could 
they possibly refuse to declare that our army ought 
to be recalled? Their oath to the Constitution 
would compel them to do so. Their moral obli- 
gation, as men and as citizens, must have con- 
strained them to vote for and not against such a 
resolution. , Hence I am warranted in inferring 
that you do, in your conscience, believe the exist- 
ing war to be at this time a constitutional war. 
And now for some of the consequences. 


The war of 1812 was conceded to be constitu- 
tional, at least by a large portion of the people of 
the United States. And on that point let me read a 
sentence from avery high authority, and onewhich, 
[ am well assured, will not be objected to by gen- 
tlemen on that side of the House. Mr. Clay, 
in 1847, at Lexington, speaking of the Federalists 
and war of 1812, says: | 

“ The war being constitutionally declared, it became their 
(the Federalists) duty to have given it their hearty codper- 
ation. But the mass of them did not. * * * * They 
lost, and justly lost, the public confidence.”? 

Now, if a war is constitutional, those who 
are guilty of opposing it lose (according to this 
authority) the public confidence. I ask again, 
is the present war now constitutional? Has it 
been so, or not, since 13th May, 1846? And 
if it has, then I ask you, gentlemen, have you 

iven it your *‘ hearty support” and codperation? 

xamine your own bosoms for an answer; and if 
they answer no, then are you not placed by this 
very exalted authority in the same category with 
the tories in 1812? and, Mr. Clay being judge, are 
you not likely, ‘in consequence,” to ‘* lose the 
public confidence?’’ I donot charge treason upon 
any one: I will not use THAT phrase by you called 
stereotyped, of ‘‘ giving aid and comfort to the ene- 
my;’’ but this I will say: admitting, as you con- 

= a 
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tend, that the President is guilty of all the blood 
shed in this war previously to 13th May, 1846, are 
not you, who prolong and support the war and 
give means to carry it on, guilty, in an equal 
degree, of all the blood which has been shed since 
that day? Extricate yourselves, if you can, out 
of that dilemma!, You have great logical as well 
as rhetorical powers: I admit the ability which is 
to be found in your ranks: ry bites reasoning 
powers on this position which I have assumed : 
show, if you can, on yougown principle, that you 
are notas guilty for all the blood shed in this war 
since May, 1846, as the President is for all the 
blood shed in it before that day. Prove that he is 

uilty, and yourselves not guilty. I shall be de- 
ighted to hear you. And if you can prove this to 
the satisfaction of any man of common sense, I 
will own you to be possessed of a magic power 
with which I am wholly unacquainted. 

But all these’ questions are merged in the grea 
question whether we shall sustain this war and 
prosecute it with vigor; whether we shall oppose 
or shall codperate with the great war party in the 


country, (if parties on such a matter we must 


have. 

But I have not conceded that the President has 
done any unconstitutional act, or is guilty of one 
drop of the blood shed in this war. The sub- 
ject presents a grave inquiry, and one which has 
occupied the greatest minds this land contains. 
Did such a one as I claim to shed any new light 
upon it, it would be presumptuous indeed. -l set 
up no such pretension; I only express my own 
views in my own vindication. 

The charge adduced against the President of the 
United States is a weighty one; and, for one, I say, 
if he has been guilty of the unconstitutional act of 
which he is accused, let no party zeal, let no per- 
sonal partiality, seek to cloak the criminality of so 
serious an abuse of place and authority. I say, 
in that case, expose him, though the party and 
all its interests be scattered to the four winds of 
_heavem No; Jet us stand by the Constitution, 
and by no man who violates it. But, on the other 
hand, I am not willing to give up the President 
without a full investigation of the charge brought 
against him. 

To judge of the President’s course, we must 
consider well the relations of the United States to 
Mexico when the President acted as he has done. 
I am not going back into old grievances. What- 
ever, however numerous, however aggravated 
they may have been, they could never justify the 
President in making war on Mexico, though they 
might very properly influence the minds of Con- 
gress todo so. The question is, whether, under 
relations then existing between the two countries, 
it was the President’s right and his duty to ad- 
vance our army to the left bank of the Rio Grande? 
We say it was both his right and his duty. And 
for proof of this, we adduce the following facts: 
On the 4th of July, 1845, the annexation of Texas 
was completed; and from that hour it was the duty 
of the President to protect her as a State of this 
Union to her utmost limits. 

In reply to the gentleman who has just taken his 
seat, (and whom I consider as ‘ the greatest Ro- 
man, of them all,’’) I admit that a President of the 
United States has no right to declare war; but it is 
his right and his duty to repel invasion and to 
suppress insurrection without any action of Con- 
gress at all. If either invasion or insurrection 
should be known to him to exist, and he should 
wilfully neglect to repel the one or to suppress the 

other, he would be guilty of a violation of his oath 
of office. .This is admitted by Mr. Clay, and by 
many other distinguished men who think with the 
gentleman. But when the act of annexation took 
place, the Mexican Governmentsolemnly protested 
against it, and warned us that she would consider 
annexation as tantamount to a declaration of war. 
Hence Mr. Clay, Mr. Gallatin, and other maneu- 
vring politicians of the day, constantly say that it 
was that act of annexation which produced the 
war—that it was virtually war with Mexico. 

Well, if this was war with Mexico, then the 
war was made by Congress and not by the Presi- 
dent, for it was Congress who passed the resolu- 
tion to annex. Virtual war was then made by 
Congress; and so the Mexican minister considered 
it, and he accordingly demanded his passports, 
and withdrew from his official position near this 
Government. And Mexico so considered it, for 
she thereupon threatened to invade Texas, and 
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commenced raising troops with that avowed pur- 
pose. Now, whether Mexico had just cause for 
so regarding it or not, still I say, as she did so re- 
gard it in fact, and did commence preparations to 
invade Texas, it was the duty of the President to 
look at the facts as they stood, and to act in view 
of them. When Mexico warned us that annexa- 
tion would, in her understanding, be war, and 
when she accordingly openly prepared for war, I 
-Say it was the President’s duty to prepare for the 
consequences. We had elected him President; the 
President is hound to repel invasion. Mexico had 
threatened invasion, withdrawn her minister, and 
commenced to raise armies—will any man deny 
that he was bound to prepare to repel invasion? 
However unfounded the views Mexico chose to 
take, still she took them, avowed them, gave us 
warning of them, and acted upon them; and that 
being the case, our President must govern himself 
accordingly. 

It is arule of international law, that while ter- 
ritory is in dispute between two nations, neither 
of them may take armed possession of it. But 
that rule did not apply as between Mexico and the 
United States to the territory on the Rio Grande. 
The rule, in the abstract, is true; but it did not 


apply here; first, because Mexico was in hostility © 


against the United States. She had said we had 
virtually made war upon her by annexing her 
province to our Republic. She was mustering 
troops; she was openly preparing to invade us. 
The rule has application only to nations in a state 
of peace. This was not peace. We had offered 
negotiation, and Mexico had refused it. I have 
not time now to prove this; I could, if my time 
would allow. I will refer gentlemen to the able 
speech of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Ros- 
INSON,] who has shown that General Taylor and 
Mr. Polk are equally guilty of beginning the war, 
if either of them is guilty at all. Mexico had col- 
lected and was augmenting her armed forces on 
the west bank of the Rio Grande; and I noticed, 
as the able gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Roman] 
was speaking, that he dropped incidentally an ex- 
pee ion which casts light on the true state of things 

etween us and Mexico at that time. He said 
that our consul, Mr. Black, in his letter, informed 
Mr. Buchanan, our Secretary of State, that Mex- 
ico had “agreed to susPEND hostilities,” and try 
the effect of negotiation. ‘‘To suspend hostili- 
ties!” Whatdoes that mean? A state of peace? 
Are * hostilities’? another word for ‘‘ peace?”’ If 
she was willing to suspend hostilities, then hostili- 
ties existed, or they could not be suspended. And 
they were, in fact, suspended foratime. Negotia- 
tion was tried; but after negotiation had failed, then, 
and not till then, the last resort of nations was ap- 
pealed to. Second. There is another reason why 
the rule about not taking armed possession of ter- 
ritory in dispute does not apply, and that reason 
is found in the absolute necessity. This may 
be considered as a new principle, and quite a new 
way of disposing of that admitted rule of national 
law. But all such rules have their origin in neces- 
sity and in right. If Mexico was going to take mil- 
itary possession of the disputed territory, as she 
avowedly was, and that disputed territory extended 
from the Rio Grande to the Sabine—it was of ne- 
cessity that we should have the same right. There- 
fore, I hold that the President did no more than 
what he was bound to do as a means of resisting 
invasion. 

The last ground you take is this: we had aright 
to annex Texas and protect her, but not to go 
to the Rio Grande. I will ask gentlemen one 
question: when did you first get the idea of the 
distinction between Texas to the Nueces and 
Texas to the Rio Grande? The treaty of annexa- 
tion was rejected, because it extended Texas to 
the Rio Grande. But did the Tyler treaty extend 
Texas to the river? Did it expressly recognize the 
river as her boundary? No, sir; it recognized only 
whatever territory Texas was rightfully entitled 
to. It left the question of boundary precisely 
where the resolution of annexation left it. Then 
I have this corollary for gentlemen: If the Tyler 
treaty was opposed because it extended Texas to 
the Rio Grande, and if it be true that the resolu- 
tions of annexation left the boundary just where 
the treaty left it, then, I say, it was the duty of the 
President to defend Texas where both left it; and 
that gentlemen themselves being judges, was up 
to the Rio Grande; for that was the very ground on 
which they rejected the treaty. How would the 


Tyler treaty have disposed of the disputed terri- 
tory? Only in one way; because, in the absence 
of any specified boundary, no other could be prac- 
tically recognized but the utmost that Texas 
claimed; and this was precisely that which the 
President did recognize, and which he was bound 
to defend. It was not for him to say to the State 
of Texas, your line runs here, and does not run 
there. But, it is said, the annexing resolutions 
left the bOundary to be adjusted. Yes it did; and 
did not the President try to afljust it, and did not 
Mexico refuse to adjust it? Now, then, I ask gen- 
tlemen, under that resolution of annexation, sup- 
posing all endeavors to adjust the boundary failed, 
what then? I ask gentlemen to tell me. Theres- 
olutions did not look to that case. I ask again, if 
efforts should be made to fix the boundary, and 
they should fail, what then? Will gentlemen tell 
me? 

But in the absence of adjustment, what must be 
the boundary? There was but one answer. The 
question not being settled, the President must 
defend to -the utmost verge of our claim. There 
were certain facts which showed conclusively to 
his mind that it was the duty of the President to 
defend to the Rio Grande. Bear in mind the hos- 


tile position in which Mexico stood, her threats to 


invade Texas not only between the Rio Grande 
and the Nueces, but the whole of Texas up to the 
Sabine, to reconquer, her *‘ revolted province,” as 
she was pleased to term it. Had Mexico ever 
abandoned her claims to Texas east of the Nueces? 
No; except ìn the offer made to Mr. Trist. Gen- 
tlemen on the other side assumed that if our army 
had never gone beyond the Nueces, there would 
have been no war. Was nothing else in contro- 
versy? Why, after we had whipped Mexico, 
overrun and occupied half of her territory, she 
then turns round and says through her commis- - 
sioners to Mr. Trist, If you will make peace, we 
will agree to the Nueces as the boundary. If she 
had before that abandoned her claim to the east 
of the Nueces, what surrender did she make? And 
still the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Roman} 
said that offer ought to have been accepted. 

Mr. ROMAN, interposing, was understood to 
say that the true boundary was at the desert, and 
was the correct one. 

Mr. GREEN was glad to see that the gentleman 
was advancing. He hoped he would go on until 
he came on to good orthodox ground on this ques- 
tion. 

The law of Texas (continued Mr. G.) did claim 
to the Rio Grande. The gentleman from Mary- 
land said that law was repealed. How? Why, 
repealed by the people in convention when they 
formed her constitution. + But that constitution 
only contained a provision that the laws of the 
republic, not repugnant to it, nor to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, or the resolutions of an- 
nexation, were to continue in force. Well, was 
this law of 1836 repugnant to the terms of annexa- 
tion? It said that the Rio Grande was the western 
boundary; the terms of annexation said the bound- 
ary should be settled by negotiation; the President 
tried to negotiate, and failed. Then all attempts- 
at negotiation and adjustment failing, what became 
of the boundary ipso facto? Was it to be an indefi- 
nite, intangible thing? Was there no point on 
which we could fix and say, this is our boundary? 
True, the question was in contest, but the law 
made the Rio Grande the boundary, and that law 


could only be modified by ‘‘ adjustment” under 


the terms df annexation. The question not being 
settled, and settlement being impossible, but one 
thing remained, viz: that the President, nenne 
the power to repel invasion, was bound to defen 
up to the extreme verge of our claim. , 

The original boundary of Texas before it was 
incorporated into the American Union was the Rio. 
Grande. Upon that point we had Mr. Clay’s re- 
markable speech. That boundary was acknowl- 
edged by Santa Anna in the treaty made by him 
with Texas in 1836. It was an important fact, that 
in this stipulation the bone of contention was the 
independence of Texas on the one side, and her 
subjugation on the other, from the Rio Grande 
east—a fact which appeared on the very face of 
the stipulation, and an important fact in determin- 
ing what now constituted the length and breadth— 
the boundary of Texas. In 1836, this law having 
been passed by the Congress of Texas declaring 
the Rio Grande to be the western boundary of 
the Republic, with that boundary she was ac» 
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knowledged independent by several of the great 
Powers of the world. Now, an acknowledg- 
ment of independence he had authority for saying 
was synonymous with acknowledgment of title. 
In 1836, having made this solemn declaration by 
law to the world, that her western boundary was 
the Rio Grande, Texas applied for admission into 
-our Confederacy. General Sack eon: in his message 
at that time, said: (Mr. G. read an extract from 
this message, in which it was declared that the 
title of Texas to theterritory she claimed was iden- 
tified with her independence, and she asks us now 
to acknowledge that title, with the avowed design 
of seeking admission into our Union.) General 
Jackson opposed annexation at that time, under 
those circumstances. He knew that there might 
be those who would differ from General Jackson in 
this opinion; still it was high authority, and enti- 
tled to respectful consideration. ‘‘ The title to 
Texas was identified with her independence!” 
Five of the leading Powers of the world acknowl- 
edged her independence; and, consequently, Gen- 
eral Jackson being judge, admitted the validity of 
her claim to its whole extent. 

It might be said in reply, suppose Texas had 
claimed all the way to the city of Mexico, would 
the acknowledgment of her independence have 
been an endorsement by the Powers making this 
acknowledgment of the validity of her claims to 
that extent? Mr. G. would answer that argument. 
Suppose she had claimed the whole of Mexico: 
Did they suppose she would have been acknowl- 
ledged independent? No; because the truth would 
have been the reverse. The acknowledgment of 
indepengence was only the recognition of an old 
fact, not the promulgation of a new one; and hence 
that acknowledgment would not have been made 
unless the fact recognized did actually exist. 
Hence, with that boundary, she never would have 
been acknowledged independent. _ 

Another fact: about the time that annexation 
was sought, Mexico offered to acknowledge the 
independence of Texas on certain conditions. The 
Teron of boundary was to remain unsettled. 

uppose that this then had taken place, and that 
Mexico had afterwards threatened to invade Texas, 
would not Texas have been justified in going even 
upon disputed territory, if they pleased, in defence 
against that invasion? They had not only the 
right to have used all the means in their power 
upon soil clearly theirs, but when war was threat- 
ened, they had the right to push their army, in de- 
fence, even into the disputed territory. 

Mexico having refused to make any adjustment 
—having refused to negotiate, Texas having claim- 
ed to the Rio Grande, there being no possible wa 
of making an arrangegent, ought not the Presi- 
dent, armed as he was with the power to repel in- 
vasion, and it being his sworn duty, under the 
Constitution, to exercise that duty when emergency 
required it, to have placed his army on the left 
bank of the Rio Grande? Did he do more than 
his duty? If he had done otherwise, would he 
not have been guilty of gross dereliction of duty? 
Mr. G. read an extract froma speech from the 
other end of the Capitol, in which the arguments 
were presented in a succinct form, going to show 
_that the title of Texas to the Rio Grande rested 
precisely on the same ground as her title to the 
territory east of the Rio Grande, and that if we 
had no right to place our army on the bank of the 
Rio Grande, we had no right to go west of the 
Sabine. Was independence an ability to maintain 
your rights against all others? Did not Texas 
shew her ability to do this? 

In 1843, an armistice was entered into between 
Texas and Mexico, in which it was agreed that no 
Texan forces should go west of the Rio Grande, 
and that no Mexican forces east ofthe Rio Grande. 
This was not peace; but a quasi peace; and, in the 
absence of other authority upon this point, was a 
pretty good authority, showing that Mexico, as 
well as Texas, recognized the Rio Grande as the 
turning point of the dispute; it was made the line 
of demarcation. 

One other consideration: If the President had 
been justified in his course, and (whether he was 
justified or not) the war now being constitutional, 
there was but one course we could pursue, and 
that was, to prosecute this war. Gentlemen on the 
other side had said, show us your plan; tell us the 
objects of the war; tell us what you are fighting 
for; and then we will judge of the propriety of it, 
and vote supplies or withhold them, as our judg- 


ment may dictate. The objects of the war! What 
were the objects of the war of 1812? Would any 
of them tell him? How did we learn the objects 
of that war? Did Congress declare them in the 
act declaring the war? Or did the President de- 
clare them in his proclamation of war? When you 
voted (said he) 50,000 volunteers to the President, 
when you placed at his disposal ten millions of 
money, and the whole army and navy, did you 
not know what the objects of the war were? Yes, 
you did; for when you read the act which made 
these appropriations of men and money for the vig- 
orous prosecution of the war, you saw that the ob- 
jects were specified in it. You say you were compel- 
led to vote for it, because General Taylor was down 
there in danger. You may say you were com- 
pelled to vote to extricate General Taylor; but 
were you compelled to vote to prosecute the war? 
Iam not now speaking of the preamble, but of 
your act, by whfth you voted to prosecute it. 
Prosecute it for what? To obtain an honorable 
peace. We have not obtained it, and it becomes 
our duty to prosecute it still, until our original de- 
sign shall be attained. 

War having existed by the act of Mexico, the 
President having the right, in defence against 
threatened invasion, to go to the utmost verge of the 
claim of Texas, because thag claim was acknowl- 
edged by the five great Powers who recognized her 
independence—Texas having been annexed with 
this claim, and the Mexicans attacking us and 
shedding the blood of American citizens—was it 
not, in truth, in fact, an invasion of our rights, 
which no man could submit to who had the blood 
of an American trickling through his veins? Mex- 
ico said she would reconquer ‘her “revolted pro- 
vince.: The United States said, Stay your hand; 
cannot we amicably settle this difficulty? Mexico 
Says, no; we will hurl from power any one who 
entertains propositions of peace; we are determin- 
ed to reconquer Texas. Now, with these facts 
before us, could we do anything but place our 
army upon the point which was most eligible and 
the best adapted to defend the country against as- 
ae The conclusion seemed to him irresist- 
ible. 

Ah! but, said gentlemen, we do not mind prose- 
cuting the war for the purpose of obtaining a peace; 
but then a war of conquest! ‘‘ Conquest’’ seemed 
to haunt their imaginations. How was this con- 
quest brought about? We took up arms to defend 
our rights, and to repel invasion. In order to do 
this most effectually, we took our position on the 
Rio Grande; and now, because conquests had 
grown out of it; because we had overrun the terri- 
tory of Mexico, defeated and dispersed her ar- 
mies, we were told it was g war of conquest! 
Why did not gentlemen say so in the war of 1812? 
Was not Canada invaded? Was it then a war of 
s“ conquest?” And did gentlemen fall back aghast, 
horror-struck? Let gentlemen profit by the ex- 
ample of those who opposed the war of 1812. 
He granted there were points of dissimilarity be- 
tween the two wars, but there were points also of 
similarity, worthy of being considered by every 
man who was called to act upon it. What they 
said and did must go to the world; and it would 
liv after the ephemeral reputation which they 
might acquire upon other subjects had passed 
away. i 

One gentleman said he stood by his country, but 
he was against the President. But as between the 
President, who, by the Constitution, was the com- 
mander-in-chief of all our forces, and the Mexi- 
cans, he did not exactly say, but he left a very 
strong suspicion. He(Mr. G.) did not make any 
charge of treason. He did not pretend to say, in 
a court of conscience, in a court of morals, he 
would be found guilty of treason, because he might 
have been actuated by good motives; but the con- 
sequence of gentlemen taking such a position was, 
to incite the enemy to a more vigorous and perse- 
vering opposition. However praiseworthy might 
be their motives, still the consequence `of such a 
course was inevitably to give encouragement to the 
enemy. 

Mr. PALFREY obtained the floor, and gave 
way to a motion to rise; which prevailing— 

he committee rose and reported progress. 

Mr. DONNELL moved to reconsider the reso- 
lution-terminating all debate in Committee of the 
Whole on the President’s message to-morrow at 
two o’clock. 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions were presented and re 
ferred under the rule: ` me 


By Mr. GRINNELL: The petition of N. J. Knight, esq., 
and others, of ‘I'ruru, Massachusetts, asking that a light- 
house and buoys may be established at Parmot river. Also, 
the petition of Z. D. Bassett and others, of Hyannis, for a 
light at that port. 4 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: That the papers of widow 
Mary Stanton, presented at a previous session, be taken 
from the files, and again committed to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The memorial of Her- 
vey Ely and 70 other citizeffS of Rochester and its vicinity, 
asking that the principles of the laws regulating drawbacks 
and warehousing shall be so extended to our trade with 
Canada as that Canadian wheat may be imported into the 
lake and river ports of the northern frontier, admitted to 
entry under bond, manufactured inio flour in the United 
States, and that, upon the exportation thereof, the bonds 
thus given may be discharged, under such regulations as 
Congress may provide. 

By Mr. KENNON: The petition of David Berry, and 45 
others, citizens of the State of Ohio, praying that Henry 
Johnson may be placed on the pension roll. _ 

By Mr. CLINGMAN: The petition of Samuel J. Finch 
and others, praying the discharge of all the married menin 
the North Carolina regiment after twelve months’ service. 

By Mr. BAYLY: The memorial of A. Hunter, marshal 
of the District of Columbia, praying that provision may be 
made for maintaining in jail persons committed to his keep- 
ingas marshal. 

By Mr. LUMPKIN: The petition of William Hardin, of 
Georgia, praying that he may be indemnified for expenses 
incurred and actually paid by him as enroliing agent of the 
United States. 

By Mr. SHERRILL: The petition of Marsh Farrington, 
of Dutchess county, New York, for a pension 

By Mr. STRONG: The petition of George Bock, praying 
for a pension. 

By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition of John P. Pursell and 
28 others, citizens of Northumberland county, Pennsylvania, 
praying that newspapers, &c., may be transmitted free of 
postage within thirty miles of the place of publication, and 
tor other alterations in the post office laws. 

By Mr. BRADY: The petition of citizerts of Franklin 
county, Pennsylvania, praying for the repeal of so much of 
the act of the 3d of March, 1847, as imposes postage on 
newspapers circulating within thirty miles of the office of 
publication. 

By Mr. GOGGIN: The petition of William T. Holland, 
clerk of the United States consul at Rio de Janeiro, for an 
allowance of compensation for attending as a witness to 
give testiinony in a case of slave trading on board the wha- 
ling bark “ Fame,” of New London. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of N. B. Stone and L. 


Swift and others, citizens of Summit county, Ohio, praying 


the reduction of postage one-half on all papers containing 
not more than five hundred square inches. Also, the peti- 
tion of Alexander Scott, of Canfield, Trumbull county, 
Ohio, for relief, &c., . o. l 

By Mr. DICKINSON: The petition from citizens `of 
Wyandot county, Ohio, praying Congress to reduce the 
postage on juvenile newspapers of small dimensions, 
Also, the petition of citizens of Seneca county, Ohio, pray- 
ing Congress to carry into effect the provisions of the treaty 
of Brownstown, and of the acts of Congress relating thereto 
for a road southwardly from Lower Sandusky. 

- By Mr. ECKERT: The petition of citizens of Tremont, 
Schuylkill county, praying for the establishment of a post 
Office at that place. T 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of sundry citizens 
of Illinois for a mail route from Sycamore, Toltonville, 
South Grove, Lindenwood, White Rock, Paine’s Point, 
Daysville, and Oregon, to Mt. Morris. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The petition of Stephen G. Hogan, - 
of Baltimore city, for a pension. 

Also, the petition of Richard Mackall for compensation 
for property destroyed by the enemy in the war of 1812. - 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania: The memorial 
of Mrs. Eliza A. Mellow, widow of Captain Charles Mel- 
low, Inte of the United States army, praying for a continu- 
ance of pension. Also, the petition and documents of John 
Morrison, of Pennsylvania, a revolutionary soldier, and a 
soldier under General Wayne, from 1791 to 1794, until after 
the treaty of Port Grenville, praying for a pension, betng at 
present ninety-eight years of age. . 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Ohio for a mail route from Hamilton, in the county of But- 
ler, State of Ohio, through Dantown, Morning Sun, Fair- 
haven, and Beechy Mine, in Ohio, and Boston, in Indiana, 
to the city of Richmond, in Indiana. 

By Mr. ROSE: The petition of Mrs. Sally Ketchum, 
asking to be placed on the pension roll. 

By Mr. TUCK: The petition of H. P. Daniels and 168 
others, inhabitants of Lowensworth, New Hampshire, pray- 
ing that measures may be adopted to close the Mexican 
war. Also, the petition of Mehitable Marble for a pension. 
Also, the petition of Moses Noble and 19 others, ciiizens of 
Newcastle and Portsmouth, New Hampshire, praying that 
the duties on fish may be made specific, and at the rates 
provided by the tariff of 1842. Also, the petition of Amos 
Cram and 101 others, citizens of Meredith, New Hamp- 
shire, praying for the repeal of the laws enacted by Congress 
in support of slavery in the District of Columbia, and that 
an adequate compensation may be allowed to the owners of 
slaves. 

On motion of Mr. DUNCAN, of Ohio: The petition of 
Levi Nichols was taken from the files of the House and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. MeLL VAINE: The memorial of Jesse James and 
others, citizens of Chester county, Pennsylvania, praying 
Congress to adopt measures for an early peace with Mexico 
by the withdrawal of‘ the army, the restoration of the con- 
quered provinces, and the appointment of commissioners to. 
adjust the existing difficulties between the two Republics. 

By Mr. NES: A petition numerously signed by citizens of 
Adams county, in the State of Pennsylvania, believing 
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aggressive war to be inconsistent with the precepts of our holy 
religion, and those precepts of universal justice and liberty, 
which lie at the base of our political institutions; and be- 

lieving our war with Mexico at present to be of this kind 

and calculated to impair the confidence.of the civilized world 
in the equity and permanence of republican institutions, re- 
spectfully solicit the honorable Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States to put a speedy termination 


to it. 

By Mr. PUTNAM : The petition of James C. Faller, and 
fifty-two others, of Skaneateles, New York, pri ging for the 
passage of a law prohibiting the buying and sellity of human 
beings in the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. BARROW : The petition of twenty-eight privates 
of the first regiment of Tennessee volunteers, praying that 
Congress will so alter the law relative to ‘‘ bounty land war- 
rena asto make said warrants receivable at the land of- 

ce, &e. 
By Mr. EDWARDS: The petition of James B. Austin, 
and one hundred and twenty-six citizens of Fayette county, 
Ohio, asking a reduction of postage on newspapers. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: The memorial of Josiah Colston. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Jacob Row, and fifty- 
seven others, citizens of Pike county, Ohio, praying a re- 
duction of postage on all newspapers not containing more 
than five hundred square inches. Also, the petition of James 
Hughes and ninety others, citizens of Jackson county, Ohio, 
praying a reduction of postage on newspapers not containing 
more than five hundred square inches. 

By Mr. STUART, of Michigan: The petition of A, C. 
Van Raulte and others, citizens of the counties of Allegan 
and Ottawa, in the State of Michigan, praying for an appro- 
priation of twenty thousand dollars for the erection of piers 
at the mouth of Black river, in Ottawa county, Michigan. 

By Mr. T. BUTLER KING: The memorial of Christian 

Howsen, of New York, praying Congress to authorize a con- 
tract to be made with him for the transportation of the 
United States mailfrom New York to Glumstradt, in Den-. 
mark. 
By Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina: The memorial of 
John Strohecker, praying indemnity for slaves captured by 
the authorities in the Island of Bermuda, and for which our 
Government ought either to demand indemnity or pay them- 
selves. 

On motioa of Mr. EMBREE, the petition and papers of 
James Monroe, in relation to the loss of certain horses in 
the war of 1812, were referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The memorial of M. Sutliff and B. 
F. Hoffinan, and others, citizens of Warren, Trumbull 
county, Ohio, praying Congress to express an opinion on its 
constitutional power over the institution of slavery. 

By Mr. KENNON: The petition of William Rowles and 
82 other citizens of Monrve county,in the State of Ohio, 
praying Congress to grant a suitable quantity of land, free 
of charge, to actual settlers not possessed of other lands ; 
and that the General Government shall no longer traffic in 
the public lands. 

By Mr. ROCKHILL: The petition of Henry Cooper and 
others, citizens of the United States, praying Congress to 
pass a law granting a preémption of eighty acres of any land 
owned by the United States that had been offered at public 
sale and still remains unsold to the head of any family of 
the late sufferers in Ireland, who was the head of such fam- 
ily at any time since September, A. D. 1846, which suffering 
was caused by the late famine in that country. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, January 25, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of War, cov- 
ering a report of the names of the clerks in the 
different bureaus pertaining to that department. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a memorial from 
a society of citizens of the State of New York, 
en the subject of the disease in the potato, and on 
the evils likely to be the result; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a petition of S. J. Bowen, praying remu- 
neration for services in the office of the Second 
Auditor of the Treasury; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finafice. 

Mr. ATHERTON presented two petitions from 
citizens of Charlestown, Massachusetts, praying 
for the repeal of a patent granted to William W. 
Woodworth; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. i 

Mr. DIX presented joint resolutions of the 
Legislature of New York, praying for the repeal 
of the law of last session relative to the postage 
on transient newspapers; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. YULEE presented a remonstrance from 
citizens of Florida, against the removal of the 
land office from Newnansville; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FELCH presented a petition from Peter 
Godfrey, praying for leave to locate a new section 
of land in lieu ef one of which he has been de- 
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prived; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Also, a petition from Peter W. Knaggs, praying 
leave to locate a new section of land under similar 
circumstances; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a petition from A. 
A. Fraser, and others, praying remuneration for 
losses sustained by the unlawful seizure of the 
Brig Douglas, while engaged in the pursuit of 
lawful commerce; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to provide 
additional quarters near New Orleans for United 
States soldiers or volunteers returning from or go- 
ing to the seat of war in Mexico. 

Mr. D. said: Before I send the bill up to be read, I 
desire to state briefly the reasons which operated 
on the committee in requesting the speedy action 
of the Senate upon it. The committee found that 
the appropriation of last Congress provided only 
for volunteers landing at New Orleans and other 
ports, disabled, or without the means of returning 
to their homes. Being limited by the resolution, 
the committee considered themselves bound to con- 
fine themselves to New Orleans, and they have been 
confirmed in the belief that the best site for the 
erection of an hospital is a location near the bar- 
racks there. The best proof of the superiority of 
that location is afforded by the fact, that during 
the prevalence of the epidemic last season, no case 
of yellow fever originated in that vicinity. Of the 
volunteers going to and returning from Mexico, 
from five to seven hundred are now in private hos- 
pitals, at the expense of one dollar perday. By 
the erection of an hospital on the public grounds 
near the barracks at New Orleans, the committee 
are satisfied that the saving to the country, if the 
war should last twelve months—and it can hardly 
be supposed that it will terminate so speedily as all 
desire—would be very considerable, and that at all 
events the loss would be very small, even if we 
should be blessed with an immediate peace. In 
addition to this, we have had under consideration 
the necessity of procuring some building for the 
purpose of accommodating the troops on the way 
to and returning from Mexico; and in connection 
with this I may state, that the battalion from®my 
own State, remaining at New Orleans for trans- 
portation to the seat of war, have suffered extreme- 
ly from exposure to the inclemency of the season. 
[am informed, in a letter from the surgeon, that 
fifty men out of the three companies are already in 
the hospital, and five deaths have occurred. Sure- 
ly every motive of humanity which enters into the 
protection of men engaged in the service of the 
country claims, with added force, our considera- 
tion to those whose health have been thus impair- 
ed whilst in the service of the United States, and 
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othing can serve more to discourage volunteers 
and recruiting in the United States, than this de- 
tention, and the sickness and deaths incident to 
such exposure. With these remarks, I ask for a 
reading of the bill. 

The bill having been read a first time— 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said: This is, I under- 
stand, the first reading of the bill. The Committee 
on Miltary Affairs unanimously agreed in recom- 
mending that this bill should be passed with as 
little delay as possible. If there be no objection, 
then, I ask that the bill may have its second 
reading; and, as it has been carefully-engrossed 
in a clear hand, I hope that the Senate will also 
allow it to be read a third time and passed to- 


day. 

The bill was then read a second time, by unani- 
mous consent, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole; and, no amendment being made, it 
was reported to the Senate, read a third time, and 
passed. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 


Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Henry Wash- 
ington; which was read a first time. 


New SEnIEs........No. 16. 


BILL INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

Mr. ASHLEY introduced a bill to amend the 

act entitled ‘“‘ An act extending the jurisdiction of 

the district courts to certain cases upon the lakes 

and navigable waters connecting the same,” ap- 

proved 26th of February, 1845; which was read 
twice. 


ACQUISITION OF TERRITORY. 

Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolutions 
for consideration: 

Resolved, That Congress has no constitutional power to 
abolish orto prohibit slavery in any State or Territory in 
this Union. 

Resolved, That conquest is a legitimate means of acquir- 
ing territory, and so recognized by the laws and the univer- 
sal practice of civilized nations. . 

Resolved, That if territory is hereafter acquired by the 
United States, either by treaty or conquest, it shall not be 
competent for the treaty-making power, or Congress, to ex- 
clude slavery from such territory, either by treaty stipula- 
tion or by act of Congress; but such territory shall be equal- 
ly free and open to the citizens of all the United States 
without any limitation, prohibition, or restriction, in regard 
to slaves, or any other description of property whatsoever. 

os presenting these resolutions, Mr. BAGBY 
said : 

Mr. Presipent: Perhaps there is something in 
the nature of our free and happy political insti- 
tutions, to justify a departure from what, under a 
different form of government, might be considered 
the proper course for us, in our legislative capaci- 
ties, to pursue. It is admitted, at least by me, as 
a gencral rule, that all propositions introduced into 
legislative bodies, ought to be such as are intended 
to be followed up by some act of practical legisla- 
tion. On the other hand, it is one of the axioms 
of the republican creed, that a frequent recurrence 
to first principles is indispensably necessary to the 
abe Merde of liberty. The resolutions which I 

old in my hand, and which I shall presently ask 
leave to introduce, relate to a subject of very great 
moment, as I conceive, to the prosperity, and of 
still more transcendent importance to the tranquil- 
lity of the country, and one on which it is pecu- 
liarly desirable at this time to have a clear and 
decided expression of opinion, and to settle, if 
possible, definitively and forever. 

The first of these resglutions simply asserts 
what I understand to be the true-position in rela- 
tion to the powers of this Government over the 
question of slavery. The second contains a propo- 
sition, from the correctness of which I apprehend 
no one will dissent, and which I should not have 
thought of bringing before a body so enlightened 
as this, but for the extraordinary remarks made 
here repeatedly, and continually, in regard to the 
acquisition of territory, if any should be acquired 
by conquest in the war in which we are now en- 
gaged with Mexico. A stranger to the history of 
this war, and one ignorant of the provisions of our 
Constitution and principles of government, and of 
the code of nations, to read speeches almost daily 
delivered by Senators in the Opposition, would 
think that the acquisition of territory was a thing ` 
forbidden by the Jaws of nations, prohibited by 
the Constitution, and unsanctioned by the great 
principles of an elevated national morality. So 
far from these things being so, I repeat, in the 
language of the second resolution, that conquest 
is a legitimate mode of acquisition, and so recog- 
nized by the laws and the universal practice of 
civilized nations. If any Senator is disposed to 
controvert this distinct substantive proposition, it 
will be much more convenient, and his arguments 
will be much better understood, than by mixing 
them up with other matter, to which they have no 
proper affinity, in a general discussfon upon the 
merits of the Mexican war, and the manner in 
which it should be conducted. I apprehend, how- 
ever, that when the question is fairly stated, and 
stripped of all disguise, none will be found of suf- 
ficient temerity to controvert It. 

Ido not intend now, sir, to go at all into the 
discussion of the Mexican war. I do intend, 
however, with the permission of the Senate, before 
the debate is closed upon the bill now pending to 
increase the army, to offer my views in regard to 
it, in reference to the origin and conduct of the 
war, the objects for which it should be further 
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rosecuted, and to declare clearly, openly, distinct- 
y, and explicitly the course which, in my humble 
judgment, the Government of the United States 
ought to pursue towards Mexico. The third reso- 
lution, sir, differs materially from any hitherto 
resented upon the subject. If this resolution, 

r. President, is unjust to any State of this Union, 
or any citizen of any State of this Union, and: I 
can be convinced of it, I shall be the first taban- 
don it. If,on the contrary, it shall be found to be 
.. fair, and just, and equal in its effect and operation 
upon all the States and all the people of all the 
States—if it be true that ferritory acquired by the 
joint blood and treasure of a common country 
ought, in the language of the resolution, to be 
equally free and open to the citizens of all the 
States of this Union, without any limitation or re- 
striction in regard to slaves or any other descrip- 
tion of property whatsoever—I think I have a 
right to expect the unanimous vote of the Senate 
in favor of it. How far this (to my mind) reason- 
able expectation is to be realized belongs to the 
future, and I shall not attempt to decide ıt im ad- 
vance. I flatter myself, however, that I shall, at 
the proper time, be able to make this proposition 
so plain that he who runs may read, and the way- 
faring man, oura a fool, cannot err in regard to 
it. At present, | respectfully ask that the resolu- 
tions be printed. 

The resolutions were then ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the cxpediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Cairo city, by 'i'hebes, in Illinois, 
to Cape Girardeau, Missouri. 

The resolution offered some days since by Mr. 
Cameron, for the appointment of a committee to 
examine the books and money in the Philadelphia 
Mint was taken up, and postponed to Tuesday 
fortnight. l 

SUSPENSION OF GENERAL SCOTT. 

Mr. CASS. I believe the hour has now arrived 
for taking up the special order of the day. 

‘Mr. CRITTENDEN. I did not distinctly hear 
the honorable Senator. 


moved to take up the special order. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Before that is done, I 
wish to remark, that there is a subject of consid- 
erable importance now occupying much of the 
attention of the public, and which excites much 
conversation, in reference to which I desire to ask 
a question or two of the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. The questions to 
which I desire to obtain an answer are—first, 
whether General Scott has been recalled or sus- 
pended from the command of the army in Mexico; 
and, secondly, whether General Worth has been 
relieved from his arrest, or whether he also has 
been suspended? 


Mr. CASS. If the honorable Senator from 


Sigal as 


stand, will attend the court of inquiry directed to 


be. held at Perote, for the purpose of investigating 


all the difficulties which have arisen—as the Senate 


and the country well know many difficulties have 


arisen—between the higher officers, by whom 
mutual charges have been made. With regard to 


- believe that General Worth has 
from his. arrest. 
A Senator. Relieved? 
Mr.CASS. Takeeither term you please. Wheth- 
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er finally relieved depends, I ees on the re- 
sult of the court of inquiry. I believe I have now 
given all the information that thé honorable gen- 
tleman wants. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iam obliged to the hon- 
orable gentleman for his information, and I am 
willing to receive it as evidence of his courtesy at 
least, if not of his imperturbable character. I only 
supposed that his station as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, on which I have the 
honor of serving under him, was such as to afford 
him thé means of answering the questions which I 
submitted with respect to mattcrs in regard to 
which I ani not altogether indifferent. I confess I 
have heard with some little astonishment the an- 
nouncement just made, that General Scott has been 
removed from the command, in the presence of his 
army, on charges made by a subordinate officer. 
However, I do not intend now to make that the 
subject of any remarks. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 


The Senate then resumed tbe consideration of 
the bill to raise, for a limited time, an additional 
military force. 

Mr. CLARKE said: It is due to myself, and 
to the constituency whom I have the honor in part 
to represent on this floor, that I should assign, as 
plainly and as briefly as may be, the reasons which 
will govern my vote on the bill now before us for 
discussion. I consider it second in importance to 
no measure that can demand our attention at the 
present session, not only from the principles and 
consequences involved, but also as being the first 
of a series of measures designed to enlarge the 
means of extended offensive warfare against Mex- 
ico. I had hoped that before Congress was urged 
to the passage of any important act, a particular 
expression of its views might have been made, de- 
fining to what extent, and to what ends, the war 
with Mexi@o should be further prosecuted. We 
are informed by the President, in his last message 
to Congress, that the destruction of the nationality 
of Mexico is not contemplated by him—that he de- 
signs not to blot her from an existence among the 
nations of the earth. We had also from the hon- 
orable chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, who speaks by authority, the same assu- 
rance. The object contemplated was the dismem- 
berment, not the subjugation of Mexico. Other 
things, however, cast their shadows before us. 
The veil has been partially lifted, and the future 
is opened cautiously, but unmistakably to view. 
And first in the category of these indications, sir, 
there were certain resolutions offered by the hon- 
orable Senator from New York, [Mr. Dickinson, ] 
which propose that it be resolved that we forma 
territorial government for certain territories in 
Mexico; although our right to the territories in 
our possession 1s but the right of conquest. In the 
next place, sir, there were resolutions submitted 
by the distinguished Senator from Indiana, [Mr. 
Pannveian declaring the constitutionality of ter- 
ritorial acquisitions. Next, sir, wasa letter from 
Major General Scott, dated, I believe, the 15th of 
September last, in which he tells the Secretary of 
War, that if the Government intend to occupy 
with its troops all the principal towns in Mexico, 
and keep the central Government in motion and 
alarm, it would be necessary to augment his forces 
to fifty thousand men. he fourth indication 
which has struck my mind, sir, was the avowal of 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, that the entire conquest of Mexico 
was intended. The fifth, sir, is the general order 
of the Major General commanding in Mexico, 
dated 15th December, 1847; which general order, 
if I understand it, covers the whole ground of the 
conquest and occupancy of the territories of that 
Republic. To the first article of that order, I de- 
sire to call the attention of the Senate: as : 

“The army is about to spread itself over and to occupy 
the Repnblic of Mexico, until the latter shall sue for peace, 
in terms acceptable to the Government of the United 
States.” 

Thus has dismemberment been transformed into 
subjugation. 

hen the Emperor Napoleon, in the pride and 


|, plenitude of his power, impelled by his lust for 
the other question put by the honorable Senator, I | conquest and sey had Pn ican with his 


| 


been suspended || iron heel the ancient dynasties of Kurope—Hol- 


land was subjugated; and in his memorable de- 


| cree of annexation, remarkable for its brevity, he 
t says ‘* Holland is annexed to France.” One step 


more, and we shall have annexation. In a few 
brief years, where was this mighty conqueror? 
Stripped of his power—a prigoner in the hands of 
his oldest and strongest foe—doomed to an exile 
for life upon a rock in the sea—and France, his 
own beautiful France, at the mercy of her allied 
foes, was circumscribed within her ancient limits 
of sovereignty, resting on her greatness and repos- 
ing on her glory—yielding up the spoils she had 
hidden in her bosom. Sir, I trust that such may 
not be the fate that is reserved for us. Iam en- 
tering into this discussion with no captious view of 
opposing any measures, come whence they may. 
I do not propose to discuss the controverted causes 
ofthe war The first and primary cause was the 
admission of Texas for extension of slave-power; 
but that ig no Jonger a question for practical use, 
for the lone star of that Republic has become 
merged in our glorious constellation. 

The more immediate causes are to be found it 


the ill-advised march of General Taylor to the 


Rio Grande-~-whether provoking hostilities or re- 
pelling them—whether invading territory in posses- 
sion of Mexico, or driving Mexican forces from 
Texas and her soil—I leave with the honorable Sen- 
ators from North Carolina, Maryland and’ Dela- 
ware, who have spoken—abler hands than mine. It 
is sufficient to say, that the war has beer sanctioned 
by the legally constituted authorities of the nation, 
and must be prosecuted tô a just and honorable 
peace: such a peace as humanity dictates, and the 
Interests of the country require—a just peace—sur- 
rendering no right, and inflicting no wrong. I 
therefore approach this discussion unfettered and 
free. My duty here requires me to judge of meas- 
ures for the interests of my country alone; and, 
whatever vote I may give shall be from the best 
convictions of duty, and an earnest desire to pro- 
mote the general welfare. 

The two bills reported to the Senate by the 
Committee on Military Affairs propose to aug- 
ment the regular army 10,000 men, and the vol- 
unteer force twenty regiments, equal to 20,000 
men. It is asked, and I ask it in sincerity and 
soberness, why, and for what end, is this addi- 
tional force to be embodied and sent forth into a 
conquered country, at a moment when the advices 
from Mexico lead us to believe that peace may be 
had upon terms of our own dictation; when com- 
missioners from the yet remnant of a Government 
at Queretaro, existing only by the forbearance of 
the commanding general, have sought your am- 
bassador, and found, unfortunately, his powers 
withdrawn; when, to avert utter subjugation, it is 
confidently said that Mexico invites you to other 
negotiations leading to a treaty, if not of amity, of 
peace, and desires to rescue her national existence 
from ruin? Why is it necessary to increase our 
military force? Why send more men to enforce 
greater humiliation ? 

From the able report of the Secretary of War, 
(and, sir, I take great pjJeasure in subscribing to 
its ability,) it appears that we have now in the 
army 43,536 men; of whom there are— 
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21,509 
Volunteers. ...sssssssesosossseaseo OET 


22027 
With Scott, at Tampico, Vera Cruz, and Mexico... :¿ 


With Taylor, (now Wool,) on the Rio Grande.... 6,727 
In Santa Fé, and on Oregon and Santa Fé route.... 3,634 
In California .....cecseseeees errr ee tee ..... 1,019 
Ti Merio beainoc 5 eatin icesa. che cee eine eee dae tues 43,536 
Add Michigan and other volunteers... ...... 000.0000 2,000 

45,936 


To this should be added the whole naval force 


in the Gulf of Mexico, and the whole force in the 
Pacific. ‘These forces have been as efficient in 
their own sphere of action as any portion of our 
force engaged in the brilliant and gallant exploits 
redounding to the honor of their country. 

May we not fairly add, as the actual efficient 
naval force, 4,464 men? and if so, we have at pres- 
ent a force in and around Mexico amounting in 
the aggregate to 50,000 men. In addition to this, 
the existing laws authorize the recruiting and im- 
bodying of 8,000 men for the regular army; and 
the President has authority to accept 12,000 vol- 
unteers. All this, making 20,000, added to the 
preceding estimgte of 50,000, gives the present 
force, as authorized by law, at 70,000 men. ‘Pass 
this bill, and the bill for twenty regiments of vol- 
unteers,and you cannot have less than 95,000 men 
engaged in seeking indemnity and security from 
Mexico, already prostrate before you. 
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These things being so, the first question to my 
mind is, why and for what are these additional 
forces wanted? And, secondly, where are we to 
get the ways and means to maintain them? It 
was said by the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
some days since, that our forces had cost the 
country, for the last year, $1,000 per man. On 
the other hand, it is stated by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Michigan at $279,000 for a regiment, 

only, however, for pay, rations, and clothing, 
without allowance for excess of expenditure ina 
foreign country. I have examined the subject, 
and will submit the calculations that I have made. 
Flow many men have been in the field, on an aver- 


age, for the past year? Not over 30,000. 

Say Scott, on all his lines.......... E 18,000 

Taylor Coeeonen CoeOmenee rt eeete PD teeereteeoeseesesoen 8,009 

Santa Fé, r A ccc ao oie se re ote wa bcewewes 4,000 
30,000 


Expenses last vear, (besides outstanding claims,) $58,000,000 
Deduct $28,000,000 for*ordinary expenses, in- 
cluding army and navy or peace establish- 


ments ..... e E E ee a 28,000,000 


And you have........... seseseoesee oleo $30,000,000 
Which averages $1,000 per man, besides bounty, 
pensions, and so forth. Now, sir, add to the army 
the ten regiments now proposed by this bill, and 
the bili for volunteers, and you have 95,000 men 

“in the field; and these proposed measures cannot 
T enhance your expenditures twenty million 
ollars. 


Scott had at Vera Cruz, 29th March..... eee wowees 13.000 


He marched 8th April to Cerro Gordo with..... . +... 11,000 
Diseharged his volunteers........ccccsccccesesseees 3,700 


Went to Salapa with....... OOS E T eees 7,300 
Thence to Perote, leaving garrisons at Jalapa and 
Perote of...... Eoen EFESE ISi 


eeoeoeoeoe eo eneeensneeveee eon 2,000 


5,300 


And entered Puebla with...........-. 


@see@e@eeeeeoeqeovee 


Here he waited until August 7, for reinforce- 
ments; and, according to the Secretary’s report, 
received there about 5,000 men under the com- 
mand of General Pierce. Leaving a garrison in 
Puebla of 500, besides the force withdrawn from 
Jalapa, he commenced his victorious march to 
Mexico with 10,000—took it, ‘established and 
maintained himself. Of these 10,000, at least 2,000 
were killed, wounded, or disabled, leaving 8,000, 
of which only 6,000 entered the city, and dis- 
persed the whole Mexican army. 

In Tampico and Vera Cruz there are probably now... 2,000 
At Jalapa, Perote, and Puebla. ess 1202.00 ceeess sees 5,000 
; 7,000 

Which being deducted from Scott’s whole force of 
32,156, gives him in Mexico and the country im- 
_ mediately about it, no less than 25,156. At the 
last accounts, General Scott was arranging an ex- 
pee from this force—wholly unnecessary for 
olding Mexico and its suburbs—to Potosi and 
the mining districts of Zacatecas; and, as yet, 
wisely leaves Queretaro untouched, for there only 
can be found the remnant of Mexican authority. 
Probably before this bill can become a law—in- 
deed long before this force can reach the Mexican 
territory, these mining districts, the wealth of 
which the diffidence of the Senator from Michigan 
could not allow him to name—this Eldorado, 
which for’centuries has been the envy and the ruin 
of-grasping and unprincipled ambition, will have 
yielded to our forces, having nothing to resist 
them, and fhus Mexico—its mines and its wealth 
—its pride and prowess—its altars and its holy 
emblems of faith—its power, and even its national 
existence, are at the foot and the mercy of a con- 
quering and triumphant foe. More than we should 

esire is ours—and why want more men? 

Now, let us glance at the financial aspect of the 
case. We have had in general estimates the 
amount supposed torbe necessary for the incoming 
year. These estimates are predicated upon the 
present force now in the field, and are independent 
of the troops proposed to be raised by this and the 
volunteer bill. The Secretary of the Treasury 
aska for a duty on tea and coffee, to support the 
troops and honor of the country. This is sound 
doctrine. Let the Administration propose a direct 
tax, and prevent the incurring of a debt of more 
than a hundred millions. 

Sir, I have examined some estimates from the 
Treasury Department on the state of our finances, 
and the means at our command for carrying on the 
war. 
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“By the report of the Secretary, it appears that 
you received up to June 30, 1847— . 


From CustOM$, 4 ...cceccssccccseccves eer 493,747,864 
From land ....sssse @eecaneecveresvpenn Ceeeseusee scene 2,498.355 
Miscellameous.. .ccccccccccvccecccccessesccece i 100,570 
Actual receipts...c....sccececcsceceecescssees 26,346,789 


Last six months of tariff of 1842, and first six 
months of tariff of 1846 : 
July 1, 1846, there was in the treasury......... $9,126,439 


Whole resources, except loan and treasury notes, $35,473,228 


Expenditures during same fiscal year.......... 59,451,177 
Expenses over receipts, not including loans or 

CLEMSULY NOLES so soes 04086 GAs gi Ses Heese ess $23,977,949 
Add $9,125,439 in the treasury, makes.......... 33,104,388 


The $9,126,489 in treasury is absorbed and lost, 
and a deficiency of $23,997,949 is supplied by loan, 
and is a debt on interest for the country to pay. 

The estimated receipts into the treasury for the 
year ending June, 1848, are— 

From customs (three last quarters estimated)... #4 ,000,000 


From Tands ...200 ccecce siort sovcssccvcsecens 3,501,000 
MisCellane@Ous...ccccecseccccevcccccccescccece 400,000 
34,900,000 
I propose to reduce for over estimate— 
CUStOMSse:06 sii 6.0 sve vers eres eooo oo o o o «4,000,000 
Lands........ eee ree eer 1,000,000 
Miscellaneous.. e... .e.ee. eesececs eee. 900,000 
29,600,000 


If the revenue is more, the worse for the country 
producing such excessive importations. 


Expenditures for year ending June 30, 1848: 


By estimate made December, 1846, as per report, $45,78] ,784 
Add to this the additional appropriation already 
asked for by the Secretary, (vide letter Novem- 
ber 24, 1847) .... .ceeeees Meme wata E ame acts 13,932,735 
$59,714,519 
Already asked additional for Quartermaster’s 
Department....... vale aS UO ORs Sek okacateaune Ne 4,009,000 


, 963,714,519 


Leaving an excess of expenditures over receipts 
for the year ending June 30, 1848............ $34,114,519 
Add to this the deficiency of the preceding ycar 23,977,949 


War debt, June 30, 1848 .,......cceece cree cece $58,092,468 


Besides the $9,126,439 in treasury, July 1, 1846; 
and the residue is, or must be, supplied by loans. 

These estimates all undeniably prove that large 
amounts of money are immediately needed, and 
that large loans will be required to furnish the 
means indispensably necessary to the public credit. 
Sir, I am opposed to the creation of a national 
debt. If we will incur responsibilities in a war of 
conquest, we should boldly meet the emergency, 
by imposing such taxes as will ensure full faith in 
the plighted honor of the nation. 

In the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
I find, amidst its heresies and speculations upon 
free trade, one paragraph, sound and incontrovert- 
ible, proposing taxation as the true basis of na- 
tional faith. I will read it. I can admire “a rich 
jewel” even ‘in an Ethiop’s ear.”’? I commend it 
to the consideration of Senators, for its true and 
just views of our duties: 

‘It is a sound rule, when contracting a public debt, to 
provide, at the time, such revenue as will be adequate for 
the prompt payment of the interest, and the gradual but cer- 
tain extinguishment of the principal of the debt. So long 
as this rule is pursued, there is no danger of any alarming 
accumulation of public debt, nor any apprehension that the 
public credit will he impaired or embarrassed. ‘To refuse 
the tax at this time, would be to accumulate a large debt, 
with an augmenting amount of interest, and with no certain 
means provided for the liquidation of such engagements. 
The credit of nations is best maintained when, for all their 
obligations, adequate provision is made at the time ; and there 
is danger that inereasing debts, without any additional reve- 
nue, might expose our finances to great hazard.” 


With one short extract, sir, from the report of 
General Hamilton, I will trouble the Senate. He 
speaks of ‘* incorporating as a fundamental maxim 
‘in the system of public credit of the United 
‘States, that the creation of debt should always be 
‘accompanied with the means of extinguishment, 
‘which is the true secret for rendering public credit 
‘immortal.”’ 

Sir, I commend this doctrine to the attention of 
the Administration, and recommend imposing suf- 
ficient taxes, rather than depend, at this emer- 
gency, upon loans. 


During the past fiscal year, the products of the | 


country have borne high and unexampled prices. 

A general prosperity pervaded our whole business 

and monetary concerns. The cotton crop—l agree, 

sir, the ruling crop of the country—exceeding but 

little 1,800,000 bales, ruled at prices high and 

exorbitantly remunerating. The influence of the 
T 


new tariff and the sub-treasury had not been felt; 
there were short crops of breadatuffs in continental 
Europe—a famine in Ireland—and in England the 
product falling far below the general average, cre- 
ated an extraordinary demand for the surplus of 
the rich harvests of our country, and elevated 
prices toan unexpected height. Cotton advanced 
to points ranging from 10 to 14 cents; flour $9; 
corn $130. 

At such prices was a portion of the exports of 
the country valued, and at that unusual and ex- 
traordinary valuation the whole exports by custom- 
house returns amount to $158,648,000, and ex- 
ceeded by $26,000,000 the export of any preceding 
year. This amount of export, under a home val- 


uation—and that valuation based upon an excited | 


and inflated market—is not the true test of the value 
of our exports, nor of our ability to import and 
consume the product of other countries—it is alone 
the net proceeds of these exports, such as are real- 
ized and returned to the country, that makes the 
true, ascertained, and certain value. 

Now, sir, I submit, that from this statement of 
exports, as rendered by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, there should be deducted—losses by sea, dam- 
age to cargoes on the voyage, reduced receipts of 
sales less than the cost or valuation at home, chari- 
ties—the holiest and the best of all exports to suf- 
fering humanity—and losses by bankruptcies, and 
the actual amount realized to the country did not 
EXCOEED occ cer ccecceccccccceve e e G140,000,000 


Imports for fiscal year, ending June, 
1847. cece ccc crc cece eevee o 146,545,638 
Specie ...ccececccccreccccsccssees 24,000,000 


In foreign Z00dS. 2... cscccccescees -$122,545,638 


Upon this estimate, the excess of imports over 
the net proceeds of exports has created a balance 
against US Of .. eee erececcrccec cree e e 96,545,638 


In addition, in consequence of the extreme mon- 
etary pressure in England, stocks have been return- 


“ed, and sold to an amount estimated at $10,000,000 


Which added to imports over exports 6,545,638 
Leaves an actual balance of exchange $16,545,638 


The import of specie was a safe one for the coun- 
try, although yielding no revenue; and about 80 
per cent. of it has gone, and is rapidly going, to 
restore the balance of trade, and equalize exchanges. 
A year since, or thereabouts, exchange on England 
was four per cent.—or something like six per cent. 
below par. Now it is at a premium of eleven per 
cent.—all of one and a half. per cent. above par; 
and the exports in specie are kept back only be- 
cause foreign gold cannot be had; and the shipper 
sustains a loss of one per cent. on the shipment of 
American gold. The greatest distress prevails in 
all the great marts of business and commercial 
cities of the country. Money is worth one anda 
half per cent. per month in eastern markets.: The 
banks are prudently contracting their loans and 
curtailing their issues to reach a point of safety. 
The circulating medium of the country is dimin- 
ishing—sales are limited—manufactures and in- 
dustrial pursuits checked, if not paralyzed—and 
specie is rapidly going oùt to Mexico and to Eu- 
rope. That specie, which is alone the measure of 
all values and the basis of all exchanges, whether 
foreign or domestic, must, and will be applied to 
pay present and future balances of trade. And, 
amidst this, sir, where is the national treasury, 
and what are its means? Exhausted by the ex- 
penses of the war—drained almost to exhaustion, 
it is asking Congress for relief. I will read a short 
extract from a mercantile journal: 

‘cA few sales of sterling bills show that no material 
change has yet been produced in the pecuniary relations of 
the United States and Great Britain. Specic continues to 
be shipped in a moderate way, and for a few days past not 
much has come in from any quarter. The sub-treasury has, 
however, been drained into the banks, until it has but about 
seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars on hand, and is 
constantly paying large drafts, while the receipts are small,. 
as almost all the duties are paid in treasury notes. At this 
rate the box,deemed and taken to be a treasury, will soon 
be in such a condition that it will be convenient to scrape 
the bottom. The banks have some six millions of coin, 
chiefly American gold, which is worth less than sovereigns 
to ship for England by one per cent. The Government, in 
conformity to the doctrines of the sub-treasury, has kept the 
mint hard at work in coining, at a damage of one per cent. 
beyond the labor of coining. The banks and merchants are: 
looking with increased interest to the expenditures of the 
Government. The state of the country is such, that if the 
Mexican war is to keep up its large drains, .prudent men 


. will preserve the contracted position which they have been 


gaining for two or three months past. These facts in thé 


city will be likely to reach the country in low prices for. 


produce, so compelling a present payment of the expenseg 


% 
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of the war by the very process.of making a debt upon pos- 
terity.°—Journal of Commerce. 

In this state of the monetary concerns of the 
country generally, and more especially of the treas- 
ury itself, I ask if it is not madness to impose upon 
it such heavy additional charges as thirty regi- 
ments of troops, or even as the ten regiments pro- 
posed by the bill under discussion, must inevitably 
do; and those troops not needed for any purpose, 
except for the entire conquest of Mexico, and 

‘hardly for that.” 

I see nothing, Mr. President, in the financial 
prospects of the country, for the coming year, to 
Improve our condition; nor in the Secretary ’s esti- 
mates, which must necessarily be hypothetical, 
which gives me any assurance of improvement, 
or essential relief. The Secretary’s conjectural 
estimates for the year ending June, 1849, are— 


CUStOMEd 2... cccece cece ccccce ceca secccees $32,000 ,000 
TsO E E vk Hees eed wt E es 3,00 0.000 
Bounty lands in market will reduce....... 1,000.: 00 

$34,000,000 


The average duties upon imports, including free 
goods, are about 19 per cent. upon gross import- 
ations, making it necessary, in order to realize 
$32,000,000 from the customs at the present rates 
of duty, to import to no less a sum than $170,000- 
000 in that year. How vain is the expectation of 
such an import, and how utterly ruinous to the 
country, if the views of the Secretary should be 
realized. I will venture the prophecy that your 
exports for that year cannot exceed $120,000,000. 

And, I ask, how is the balance to be paid? The 
business relations of the country can bear no fur- 
ther exhaustion. And no such import will be made, 
nor will any such amount be received from cus- 
toms. Let prudent statesmen consider whether 
this is a time to plunge into unnecessary extrava- 
gance; or rather, should not our honest efforts be 
for peace? Let this drain of excessive expenditure 
cease, and a just and honorable conclusion of the 
war restore the country to its right and proper 
position. Stocks are below par; treasury notes 
are at 983, and that only because they are receiv- 
able for duties, and made equal to specie. 

Now, sir, the Secretary asks for a loan for 
$18,500,000, since, however, reduced to $12,000,- 
000; and already has he increased his wants to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, $3,700,000, 
making 416,000,000. Add four millions revenue 
Jess than his estimate, and it makes twenty mil- 
lions. Sir, he will want $24,000,000. Pass this 
bill, and the volunteer bill, and he cannot require 
less than $40,000,000. 

With what prospect of success can he go into 
the money market for such a loan, or any consid- 
erable portion of it, in the present financial and 
commercial condition of the country? Such a loan 
if required could not be obtained at over ninety for 
the one hundred dollars, and I fear could not be 
got at that, for much of the money is wanted out 
of the country—in Mexico. The existing means 
will allow no such abstraction from the commercial 
and business wants ofthe country. 

If aloan of twenty millions can be realized by 
your law, it must be paid into the treasury in specie; 
and that specie, ora large part of it, will either go 
to Mexico or to England in payment for English 
funds furnished by bankers there in support of our 
armies. All this will increase our commercial em- 
barrassments now at a fearful point, and render 
sales of produce and mercantile engagements of an 
extremely limited character. 

Sir, the merchants of the country are but the 
distributing agents of the great producers of the 
world, and this commercial embarrassment, now 
experienced by them, will next be felt seriously 
and with greater effect by our own producing and 
agricultural communities. The want of means to 
advance and transmit the produce from the interior 
to the market must cause a severe decline in prices, 
and the South and the West producing the great 
staples of the country, will find, in the reduction 
of prices, their share of the great financial crisis, 
caused by supporting a foreign war, and abstract- 
ing for that war the means necessary for the profit- 
able exchanges of their products. I have heard 
prices named to which cotton and breadstufls must 
go, fearfully alarming, and the aggregate reduc- 
tion estimated at two hundred millions. Nothing 
can avert this but an extraordinary demand for 
breadstuffs beyond any calculations that the wants 
of Europe would seem to indicate. 


Next, sir, in the course of inflictions, the labér 
of the country will experience its saddening influ- 
ence. Its profitable employment will be checked 
or suspended, and then the blow will be felt -most 
severely; because the daily necessities of that class 
renders it less able to avert the force. 

The contraction of the ordinary circulating me- 
dium of the country is another consequence of this 
abstraction of specie. For every dollar in specie, 
sound specie-paying banks are safely allowed to 
put into circulation four dollars in bills, and these 
bills employed in the daily uses and payments of 
the community will be withdrawn in that ratio 
from circulation. A loan of twenty millions of 
dollars, either in funded stock or treasury notes, 
cannot but contract the sound circulating medium 
sixty millions of dollars, the specie upon which 
that calculation is based, having thus been with- 
drawn for the support of our armies in Mexico. 
With such a contraction of the currency, it is pain- 
ful to think to what point of depression prices 
would go, and the consequent general and individ- 
ual distress we shall be called upon to endure. In 
a war of defence, the treasury of the country, like 
its blood, would be poured out like water. Ina 
war of conquest, even for indemnity and security, 
no such feeling would prevail. If, then, the men 
are not needed, as I have shown, for any object 
short of the entire subjugation and conquest of 
Mexico—and the means are not to be obtained 
unless at great sacrifice and utter commercial dis- 
tress—I ask -why pass this bill, or press ittoa 
hasty and immediate decision? These additional 
troops, if sent into Mexico, can only be employed 
in extending conquest over the entire Republic. 
Drive the Government to disband itself, and with 
whom will you make a peace? To whom can you 
restore the whole or any part of Mexico? To 
whom is her nationality to be intrusted? and by 
whom is itto be maintained? Take it, and you 
must keep it. ‘‘ Flow will you escape it!’’ 

In the distracted condition of Mexico, with a 
population mixed and incongruous; groaning under 
the despotism of military power, and changing her 
rulers only to exchange one degradation for anoth- 
er; with no fixed principles of government—a de- 
graded population, far inferior to the Aztec race in 
civility and personage, accustomed only to obey— 
their condition cannot, perhaps, but be improved. 
But to incorporate such a disjointed and degraded 
mass into even a limited participation of our social 
and political rights, would be fatally destructive to 
the institutions of our country. There is a moral 
pestilence attached to such a people which is con- 
tagious—a leprosy that will destroy— 

«í Like a mildewed ear, twill blight its wholesome brother.?”? 


This stupendous scheme of subjugation, seques- 
tration, and annexation, cannot but shock the pub- 
lic sense of the country, and cause reflecting men 
to estimate the dangers before them. The leprous 
distilment will infuse itself into the system only to 
poison and destroy. 

« It cannot and it will not come to good.”? 


In God’s name, let the danger be avoided before 
itis too late. Our own dissensions are sufficient 
to distract the harmony of the country and try our 
institutions to their utmost tension. 

Stop this unholy lust for conquest. No longer 
endanger the blessings of freedom so signally our 
own. Let discord be driven from amongst us, and 
the bright example of our institutions, restored to 
their purity, continue to shine forth for the imita- 
tion and emulation of all mankind. 

Mr. DIX obtained the floor, and the Senate then 
went into executive session; after which, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WeEDNEsDAY, January 26, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER announced as the business first 
in order, the motion of Mr. Donne LL to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution terminating all 


debate in Committee of the Whole on the Presi- 
dent’s message this day at two o’clock was 


‘adopted. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. BOYD moved a call of the House, which 
motion was decided in the negative: Yeas 71, nays 
118. 

The question to lay the motion to reconsider on 


the table was put, and dedided in the negative: 
Yeas 96, nays 100. e 

The question was now put on the motion to re- 
consider, and decided in the affirmative: Yeas 102, 
nays 98. : 

The vote by which it was resolved to terminate 
the debate having thus been reconsidered, the 
question recurred on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMES, of New York, moved to lay it 
on the table; which motion was carried: Yeas 105, 
nays 95. 

. So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, moved that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, 
for the purpose of taking up the joint resolution to 
pay James Crutchett for lighting the Capitol and. 
Capitol grounds. 

The SPEAKER said it could only be done by 
the unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON said he felt persuaded no ob- 
jection would be made if he were allowed to state 
the reasons why this bill ought to pass without 
delay. 

But objection being made, the motion could not 
be received 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing Executive communications, viz: 

A message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting the annual report of the In-; 
spectors of the Penitentiary for the District of 
Columbia. 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a communication from the 
Superintendent of the Lighthouse Establishment 
in relation to proceedings under the act of the 3d of 
March last, authorizing the erection of certain 
lighthouses, and for other purposes. 

A communication from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a report of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, with a statement of persons employed 
in the Indian Department’during the year 1847. 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting the annual report of the 
officer charged with the superintendence of the 
revenue marine service. 

A communication from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a statement of contracts made under 
the authority of that department during the year 
1847. 

A communication from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting the names of the clerks and other 
persons employed in the several bureaus of that 
department during the year 1847. 

A communication from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in compliance with the resolution of 
the House of the 17th instant, copies of reports 
of such military commanders serving in the army 
in Mexico as have been received since the trans- 
mission of his annual report to Congress. 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy, transmitting a report showing the names 
of persons who have applied for relief under the 
navy pension laws, and whose claims have been 
rejected, and the reasons of the rejection of the 
same. 

A communication from the Postmaster General, 
transmitting, pursuant to the resolution of” the 
House of the 17th instant, a report of such meas- 
ures as are rendered necessary by the present state 
of our foreign mail service. 

A communication from the Postmaster General 
transmitting a list of clerks and other persons 
employed in that department during the year end- 
ing December 31, 1847, with a statement that their 
services are necessary in that department, and 
that they have been usefully employed during the 
year aforesaid. 

A communication from the Postmaster General, 
transmitting, in obedience to a resolution of the 
House, a copy of a letter from that department to 
the postmaster at Mobile, in relation to the postage 
to be charged on the steamboats not in the employ 
of the Government. 


SENATE BILLS. 

The following bills from the Senate were taken 
up, read, and appropriately referred : 

An act to make attachments which are made 
under process issuing from the courts of the Uni- 
ted States conform to the laws regulating such at- 
tachments in the courts of the States. 

An act to provide additional quarters near New 
Orleans for United States soldiers and volunteers 
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returned from or going to the seat of war in Mex- 
ico. ` 

The joint resolution of the Senate authorizing 
the erection on the public grounds in the city of 
Washington of a monument to George Washing- 
ton, was taken up, read three times, passed, and 
returned to the Senate. ; 

An act exempting vessels employed by the 
American Colonization Society in transporting 
colored emigrants from the United States to the 
coast of Africa, from the provisions of the acts of 
the 22d of February, 1847, regulating the carriage 
of passengers in merchant vessels, was then taken 


up. 
Mr. SIMS moved that the bill be committed to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from that committee, ex- 
pressed his earnest hope that the bill might not be 
committed, but might receive its third reading, and 
tbe put immediately on its passage. Its provisions 
had been examined by a number of gentlemen on 
both sides of the House, who untted in approving 
them. It was important it should pass without 
delay, as there was a vessel now at Baltimore 
waiting to take out a company of emigrants, but 
whose sailing must be delayed, should the bill be 
sent to acommittee, where it might not be reached 
for along while. He hoped the gentleman from 
South Carolina would consent to withdraw his 
motion to commit. . 

Mr. SIMS, however, insisted on his motion; 
and the question was taken upon it and decided in 
the negative. 

The bill was thereupon read a third time and 
passed. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


On motion of Mr. ROOT, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Joszru 
R. Incersoux, of Pennsylvania, in the chair,) on 
the Presylent’s annual message and the resolutions 
referring the same to the appropriate committees. 

Mr. PALFREY, of Massachusetts, was entitled 
‘to the floor, having moved last evening for the 
rising of the committee, and now rose in his place 
and addressed the committee during the hour 


allowed him under the rule. 


_ He commenced by observing that, on the 22d of 
December last, (aday consecrated toall time by the 
admission that the subject of slavery was a legiti- 
mate subject for discussion in that House, and at 
the same time desecrated to all time by the adop- 
tion of measures in the other end of the Capitol 
for the admission into this Union of a foreign na- 
tion, for the purpose of the support and extension 
of slavery,) a gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Cuirmeman] had addressed a Committee of the 
Whole House on a subject which he denominated 
“the political aspect of the slavery question.”’ 
And he would do the gentleman the justice to say 
that he had treated the subject with great courtesy, 
moderation, calmness, ae dignity; and he thank- 
ed him for it. Mr. P. should not be surprised if 
from that day the subject should have assumed 
new associations, and that it should be esteemed 
the commencément of a new era in the discussion 
of the slavery question, and in the entire history 
of American liberty. He accepted the omen. He 
trusted the time was now gone by when so great 
and all-important a question should be staved off, 
and, as if by general consent, put out of the na- 
tional councils. He hailed with pleasure another 
auspicious indication. He had lately read in a 
Southern Review an article written in an excellent 
tone and with much ability, the style and general 
tone of which was as good as its arguments were 
weak. He had heard some time since of a pro- 
posed plan to establish within this District a news- 
paper, the object of which should be the defence 
and maintenance of the slave institution; but he had 
learned with high satisfaction that since then anoth- 
er paper had not only been proposed, but had been 
successfully established, and was now in full opera- 
tion, conducted with great ability, and enjoying a 
wide and daily extending circulation, with a design 
directly the reverse. 

On the day he had referred to, in the outset the 
Committee of the Whole had risen as soon as the 
gentleman from North Carolina concluded his 
speech. Mr. P. regretted that he had not enjoyed 
an opportunity of hearing thé whole of that gen- 
tleman’s speech, some private business having ac- 
cidentally called him out of the Hall; but he saw 
what hé presumed to be a correct report of the 


speech in the National Intelligencer the morning 
following, and he had come to the House with the 
intention of making some comments upon it; but 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, the 
death of a member had been announced, and the 
House adjourned. It had not again gone into 
Committee of the Whole for several days. Two 
weeks had since then been occupied in committee 
in discussions on the Mexican war, on the Execu- 
tive views on the subject of internal improvement, 
and some other matters, until the impression origin- 


ally made by the speech of the honorable gentle- 


man from North Carolina [Mr. Crineman] had in 
a considerable degree faded from the minds of the 
members of the House. Butit had at length been 
revived again by the recent remarks of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire [Mr. Tuck] and the 
gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. McLawe.] Mr. 
P. had endeavored yesterday to obtain the floor to 
address the committee, but had been unsuccessful. 

He understood the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. McLane] to say, that he regarded the sub- 
ject of slavery as one not suitable for discussion in 
this House. Mr. P. was not of the same opinion. 
But if a question was to be raised on that point, he 
would ask that gentleman to remember that at the 
beginning of the session of the thirtieth Congress, 
on the first day of the session, a set speech was 
addressed to that body, in which the political as- 
pects of the subject of slavery were brought for- 
ward by a gentleman from the South—a gentleman 
representing the State of South Carolina, and he 
presumed, therefore, representing a slaveholding 
constituency. The gauntlet was then thrown 
down in a manner, he admitted, the most court- 
eous and chivalric, but thrown down from that 
quarter. It was not those, be it remembered, who 
agreed in sentiment with Mr. P., who had intro- 
duced the subject of slavery into the thirtieth Con- 
gress; it came in from the South. 

He had said that he did not agree with the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] in the sen- 
timent that slavery was not a proper subject for 
discussion in that hall. He held that the slavery 
question was the political question of the day—a 
question which underlay every other, and had 
done so for the greatest part of a century, and 
which must ultimately determine the fate of all 
the others. It was nothing to him, that, as the 
gentleman said, the free States had a large major- 
ity on this floor. [Mr. P. here quoted the speech, 
in which it was stated that there existed in the 
House a majority of fifty votes on the side of the 
non-slaveholding States.] This was true, notwith- 
standing those provisions of the Constitution which 
gave an amount of power to the slave States which 
the framers of that instrument never anticipated 
nor ever intended to convey. It was true, not- 
withstanding certain important facts, such as these: 
That fourteen slave States (being all but Virginia) 
contained an aggregate population equal to the 
united population of the free States of Ohio and 
New York; yet, while those two free States had 
a representation of four members at the other end 
of the Capitol, those fourteen slave States had 
twenty-eight members. So in the House of Rep- 
resentatives: while Ohio and New York had fifty- 
five votes, the same amount of population in the 
fourteen slave States had seventy-six votes—the 
difference of twenty-one votes being the represent- 
ation of the slave interest. When we came to the 
electoral college, the relative vote stood one hun- 
dred and four against fifty-nine—the free States 
having but little more than hatf. Yet, notwith- 
standing these effects of slave representation, it 
was nevertheless true that the free States had in 
that hall a preponderance of votes. The gentle- 
man, in stating this, had stated what was true; 
but he had not stated the whole truth: he had not 
done so, because it did not belong to his argument; 
of course he intentionally disguised nothing. But 
Mr. P. said that this, which the gentlemen had 
stated, was not the whole disparity. The differ- 
ence was not between a few gentlemen acting as 
members of the national councils; it was between 
fifteen millions of white non-slaveholding people 
and some three hundred thousand white slave- 
holding people of this Union—between fourteen 
thousand of thousands on the one side, and three 
hundred thousand on the other. There were about 
three millions of voters in this country, of whom 
about a hundred or a hundred and fifty thousand 
were themselves slaveholders—being twenty or 
thirty to one of the whole voters of this Union. 


Besides all this,*did that gentleman need to be 
told by Mr. P. of the great power arising from the 
concentrated energy of a mass of men held and 
bound together by the conviction of a great com- 
mon interest which was vital to them all? A 
power which enabled them, however few, to bribe, 
to retain, and to intimidate the leaders of the inert 
masses? That gentleman had not now to learn 
the extensive commotion and excitement which 
had been produced some years since throughout 
this country on the subject of Free Masonry, be- 
cause the apprehension got abroad that these secret 


societies, spread like a connected net-work over the ` 


entire land, were everywhere united™by a secret 
purpose inimical and dangérous to the security ahd 
happiness of the rest of the community. But what 
was the union or the dreaded efficiency of the Free 
Masons when compared with the high intelligence 
and the over-mastering sense of a common interest 
which held together all slaveholders ? 

But why speculate about these things? Look at 
facts. And first look at‘the patronage of this Gov- 
ernment as dispensed in different divisions of this 
country. Mr. P. had in his hand a little memo- 
randum, for the exact accuracy of which he would 
not vouch, but which he was fully assured was 
not far from the truth. It showed that while the 
white non-slaveholders were to the slaveholders 
as fifty to one, the public offices of the Union had 
been shared in the following ratio: 

The Presidency, at the close of Mr. Polk’s 
term, will have been in Northern hands for 12 and 
Southern hands for nearly 50 years. Of 27 Su- 
preme Court Judges, appointed since 1789, 11 were 
from the North and 17 from the South; Attorney 
Generals, 5 from the North and 14 from the South; 
10 Speakers of the House of Representatives from 
the North, 21 from the South; 16 Presidents of the 
Senate pro tem. from the North to 61 from the 
South; and 54 Northern to 80 Southern foreign 
Ministers. So of Chief Fistices, Cabinet, naval, 
and military officers throughout. 

But what then? If the value of these offices lay 
simply in the honor and the emolument attached 
to them, they would not quarrel about thems let 
them go; they weré industrious and frugal, and 
they could do without the emolument; and as to 
honor, they could seek it elsewhere, as they were 
accustomed to do, in the pursuits of literature and 
science, in the fields of discovery, and in great pub- 
lic enterprises. They were used to this. Then 
let the honor of office go along with the emolument. 
But the real importance of this relative apportion-_ 
ment of office lay in this: that it marked the rela-' 
tive apportionment of powER, in the direction and 
control of public measures connected with the fame 
and the welfare of the nation. That, and that only, 
was the reason why they adverted to the subject 
at all. 

One of the first acts of the Federal Government 
(an act passed within five years after the adoption 
of the new Constitution) was the heinous act—for 
he could designate it by no milder term—was the 
heinous act of the of February, 1793—an act 
which placed the liberty of every free man at the 
mercy of every miserable petty magistrate in the 
country whom a kidnapper éould bribe to do his 
dirty work. Let the kidnapper come before one 
of these subalterns of the law, the very lowest on 
all the roll, and present before him aman whom he 
calls a slave, and let him but convince him, by an 
means, no matter of what sort, that the man is 
what he represents him to be, and the warrant of 
that petty justice shall be good against all the world 
for his detention and deportation. Such a law in- 
sulted, if it did not endanger, the liberty of every 
white man in the land. The Governor of the State 
of New York would be as liable to such warrant 
as the most friendless negro. The law made no 
distinction between the two. And why did iCnot, 
endanger him? His only security was in the force 
that might rescue him, or in the fear of that force. 
The Constitution of the United States secured to 
Mr. P., if he should be sued for twenty dollars, a 
trial by jury; but if a man claimed his. personal lib- 
erty, he had no jury to protect him. Let but his 
kidnapper procure a magistrate’s warrant, and he 
might be dragged to the auction-block, and sold 
asaslave. The man might take his wife from 
his side, his infant from the cradle; and should he 
resist, the law-armed the ravisher with the whole 
power of the country to strike him down. 

But he would look at this subject a little further, 
though the clock warned him that he must pass 
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rapidly on. Let gentlemen remember the Creek 
and Cherokee disturbances. One cause, and a 

rincipal one, of that entire. trouble, was, that 
these tribes were accused of giving a refuge to 
runaway slaves. From just the same cause sprang 
the fatal Seminole war, which, according to a 
high authority, cost the country twenty millions of 
dollars. — f 

But let him look at a much greater subject : 
those great rights of the Saxon race, the right of 
petition, the right of speech, and of the press. For 
many a year, in that House, the petitions of a free 
people were brought to the foot of the Speaker’s 
chair, and there spurned beneath the table. And 
even now, how were they treated? Given to a 
committee, with the understanding, as well known 
and as regularly acted on as if it were one of the 
rules of the House, that that committee were to 
bury them, never to be heard of more. The same 
thing might virtually be said of the liberty of 
speech and the freedom of the press: what were 
they all good for on the great question of the age? 
What safety was there for life or limb, if a man 
should dare to speak or to write on that greatest 
of questions—a question which ought to interest all 
men more than any other connected with our so- 
cial condition—the question of slavery ? What was 
the liberty of American citizens in some parts of 
this Republic? The constitution of Massachu- 
setts was established in 1780, and by it black men 
were made citizens of the State. Emancipation, 
there, was the fruit of no legislative act. 
black fellow had sued a white man in 1783 for an 
assault and battery, and the defence set up had 
been that the black man was the white man’s slave. 
The counsel of the defendant insisted on the fact 
that no law had been passed in Massachusetts 
emancipating slaves within the State, and this fact 
was admitted; but it was urged that the Bill of 
Rights declared that all men were born free and 
equal, and had a right jo life, liberty, and the pur- 
suit of happiness, and therefore, no one citizen 
was the slave of another. And the court held the 
plea to be valid, the argument sound, and the mas- 
ter was fined, and otherwise punished. 

The constitution of Massachusetts in 1780 made 
colored men citizens of Massachusetts. The Con- 
stitution of the United States, adopted in 1789, 
declared that every citizen of the United States was 
entitled to equal protection in all the States; and 
yet citizens of Massachusetts, under the broad egis 
of the State’s protection, if they went into another 
State, might, by the laws of that State, be scourged, 
imprisoned, and sold into slavery. Yes, a man 
might thus be used who had as much right to tread 
the soil as the proudest native who traced his lin- 
eage from the best blood of the State. 

he State from which he came had sent one of 
its most venerable citizens, puree grave, dignified, 
intelligent, learned, and had deputed him to go to 
South Carolina and look into this matter, and in- 
quire into the legal question. A judge of the Su- 
preme Court, and one, too, of Carolina’s own hon- 
ored sons, had declared it was not law. They sent 
a highly respected and revered citizen of Massa- 
_chusetts to go to South Carolina, and in a peace- 
ful amicable manner to try the question in a court 
of law, and have it put at rest. But, instead of 
being greeted with southern hospitality and treated 
with southern ‘courtesy, he had been assaulted, 
was not allowed to enter the court, nor even to 
tarry in the city of Charleston, but was driven off 
with ignominy, and the repetition of such an act 
made penal by statute. 

in other times a remedy would have been sought; 
but they could not raise a regiment or equip a ship. 


The State had ee itself of that right, at the 
t 


mere thought of the exercise of which he shud- 
dered, and the matter had been given up, though 
the time had been when resistance would have 
been made. Nor, on the whole, did Mr. P. know 
that the occurrence was to be regretted. The ex- 
-cess of an offenc® not unfrequently led to its cure. 
He had said to Mr. Hoar, on his return to Bos- 
ton, that he could not regret the sufferings through 
which he had passed, because long observation 
had taught us that the night was blackest just be- 
fore the dawn. There were some evils so extreme 
that they operated in their results to enlighten the 
public mind, and in regard to which all toleration 
and tranquillity ceased. The very odiousness of 
the evil attracted the public attention to it, and thus 
provided for its eventual removal. 

=- Mr. P went on to observe that a recent event 
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had brought into more conspicuous regard ‘the || abolition anand in this country (he said) was 
e 


political aspect of the slavery question, (he thanked 
the gentleman from Maryland for the phrase—it 
was a most appropriate and accurate one.) Not 
long since this Government had annexed a foreign 
State to the American Union for the sake of strength- 
ening the interests and cause of slavery within 
our own borders. (He was speaking now, be it 
recollected, only of the political aspect of slavery 
—not of its moral or social aspect.) And what 
had been the first result of that act? The repeal 
of the tariff of 1842. Yes, two men, who had no 
more right to pass upon our interests than two 
strangers from Europe or Hindostan, had,.by their 
votes in the Senate, created the majority by which 
that repeal was effected; and the next result was 
the war with Mexico. 

Gentlemen distinguished between the occasion 
and the cause of the Mexican war, but nobody 
doubted if annexation had not taken place that we 
should have had no war. Mr. Calhoun thought 


` otherwise; thought he could set fire to a barrel of 


gunpowder and extinguish it when half con- 
sumed! In carrying on this policy—and Heaven 
only knew how much further 1t would go—we had 


already spent a hundred millions of dollars at least. 


in what this House had declared to be an uncon- 
stitational and unjustifiable war. 
money, if it was buried in the deep blue sea 
‘© deeper than ever plummet sounded,” if it had 
not been the means of so mueh misery. Let the 
money go; but it had been the occasion of the 
death by violence of thousands and thousands of 
propi who had never done any injury to us; it 

ad carried widowhood and orphanage to thou- 
sands of homes of a sister republic, to thousands of 
our own homes; ìt had left a black page upon our 
country’s history for posterity to read—a page of 
sorrow and disgrace. 

Of this institution, bearing such fruits, the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina was the apologist, 
and the gentleman from Maryland thought it 
ought to be treated with reverence and respect. 

From this point Mr. P. proceeded to a some- 
what minute examination of various points made 
by Mr. Crınceman in his remarks, reading sundry 
passages and commenting upon them. The re- 
mark of Mr. C. that slavery was ‘‘a natural and 
wide-spread institution,” he said, bore a strong 
resemblance to the declaration of Rousseau, that 
‘the savage state of society is the natural and 
blissful state of man.’’ Slavery was ‘‘ natural” 
to man in a certain sense; to a low state of civili- 
zation. lt was natural to man to hold slaves as it 
was to drape himself with fig-leaves or bear-skins, 
or, as was contended to be natural by a Scotch 
philosopher of the last century, to go on all-fours 
and feed on acorns. But liberty—liberty, justice, 
humanity, were natural to man just as it was to 
calculate eclipses, to build marble houses to dwell 
in, to write books of philosophy and poetry, and 
to cultivate the graces of social life. The gentle- 
man said it was a ‘* wide-spread” institution. 
Wide-spread where? In England, France? in the 
civilized nations of Christendom? or in Guinea, 
and Mozambique? It had lately been abolished in 
Sweden, Holland, Denmark; and now, in civilized 
and christianized nations besides the United States, 
it only remained in Brazil, in the Spanish colonies. 
Of it in Brazil he knew nothing; but in the Span- 
ish colonies the institution was stripped of the 
most reprehensible features which attached to it in 
our country. 

In reply to the defence of the institution of sla- 
very by Mr. Ciineman, on the ground of the in- 
feriority of the African race, he alluded to notable 
examples of greatness, both individual and nation- 
al, exhibited by that race in ancient as well as 
modern times. He denied that the experiment of 
British West India emancipation had been a 
‘‘failure,’? and vindicated its success. He also, 
in reply to remarks of Mr. C., with reference to 
the settlement in the northern and western States 
of a large proportion of foreign immigrants, and 
to other facts, argued that the superior greatness 
and prosperity of the northern in comparison with 
the southern States was to be ascribed to the in- 
fluence of their free institutions. His readings (he 
said) had induced him to believe that it was the 
opinion of the fathers of the Constitution that sla- 
very was to be an ephemeral thing; and he refer- 
red to the writings of Washington to show that he 
himself expressed a willingness to vote for its ab- 
olition when the favorable time arrived, The first 


Never mind the 


formed within the first year of the existence of the 
Constitution. It sent a memarial to Congress in 
1790, which was signed by Benjamin Franklin, 
who knew some things as we!l as some men of 
the present day, certainly, about the Constitation 
which he had aided to form. Ft was also- signed 
by Lafayette, the same man who said that the 
good sense of the American people would hel 
them to settle amicably all their difficulties, an 
who had declared that he never would have drawn 
the sword in defence of American independence if 
he had known that the institution of slavery was 
to be established under it. 

He took up the classification by Mr. Cirveman 
of the abolitionists into their several divisions, re- 
marking upon the peculiarities of each, and giving 
his own views and position with reference to ‘the 
question. 

A gentleman had spoken of the abolitionists in 
the House as *‘ excrescences”’ upon the Whig par- 
ty! Six ‘‘ putrid excrescences,’’ which should be 
lopped off. The Whig party, numbering a ma- 
jority of but five in the House, lop off six of the 
number as ‘* putrid excrescences!”’ [A laugh.} It 
would hardly leave a very good working majority. 
The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means would not tell them it was very good finan- 
ciering. [Renewed langhter.] It would be very 
much like that of the British soldier— 


& A soldier I am, and live on my pay; 
_ I spend half a crown out of sixpence a day.” 


Mr. HENLEY having obtained the floor, he 
commenced by remarking upon the speech of Mr. 
PALFREY, and the manner in which it had been 
received by the Héuse. When he (Mr. H.) first 
came into this House, an abolition speech was not 
delivered here without great excitement, even of 
the Whig party. The only thing remarkable in 
the gentleman’s speech was, that ıt was listened to 
with a great deal of attention, and with apparent 
approbation by all the Whig members Trom the 
South, so far as he observed. [A laugh.] He had 
no remarks to make on this floor in relation to the 
subject of slavery. He was opposed to that in- 
stitution; his own private opinion was that it was 
an evil; he believed it an evil to the slave and to 
the slaveholder; but it belonged to the compro- 
mises of the Constitution to sustain that institu- 
tion. He meant to stand by those compromises. 
But he could not help remarking upon the change 
of sentiment in this House within a few years, as 
exhibited in the fact that the remarks of the gen- 
tleman met with the entire approbation of the Whig 
party of the South. [Renewed laughter. ] 

e had some remarks to make in reference to 
the very singular and extraordinary speech of the 
gentleman from Mississippi, (Mr. Tompxins,} 
which the gentleman told the House he had pre- 
pared for another occasion, but which he finally 
delivered on the annual measage of the President, 
with which it had no connection. He would not 
undertake before this House, either for its amuse- 
ment, or for any other purpose, to play the politi- 
cal mountebank. It was not his intention to play 
such antics either here or elsewhere: 

That gentleman had made frequent allusion to. 
the course pursued by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Houston.] It was known that that 
gentleman (Mr. H.] had been proverbially respect- 
ful and polite to every gentleman on this floor. 
But the gentleman from Mississippi had character- 
ized the books from which that gentleman had 
read as ‘‘ dog-eared’”’ by the President of the Uni- 
ted States, or by some one under his direction. It 
was In vain that the gentleman from Alabama ex- 
plained, and assured the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi that this was a mistake; that they had not, 
as the gentleman from Mississippi very classically 
characterized these books, been ‘* dog-eared”’ by 
the President or anybody else; but that he (Mr. 
Hovston] had understood that such a message 
was to be received—indeed, it was anticipated 
every where—and had looked up some authorities. 
It was in vain; still the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi insisted a haif a dozen times that the book 
was ‘‘dog-eared.”’ Now, one less acquainted 
with the course of debate in this, House, and not 
so charitable as he (Mr. Hener) was disposed 
to be, would suspect that there might be in the 
speech of the gentleman from Mississippi more of 
the ‘‘ dog” than of the *‘ ears” 

Mr. TOMPKINS. What does the gentleman 
say? I did not hear him. 


1848. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


zit 


Mr. HENLEY, continuing. But he would not 
suppose it to be so; having seen the gentleman’s 
course since he had been here, he (Mr. H.) was 
sure it would be an unjust conclusion, although he 
was sure it was one which the gentleman would 
be liable to have drawn from his speech by 
others. 

He had been told that there lives in the South a 
plain, honest, straightforward, independent planter, 
who had a seat on this floor at the Jast Congress; 
that in the canvass when running for reélection, 
the gentleman who opposed him went on to the 
stump and told the people, ‘‘ Gentlemen, your pur- 
pose is to select the individual most competent to 
give you character and weight in the House of 
Representatives—in the national councils. An 
individual, in order to maintain himself there, 
should be possessed of oratorical power, should be 
an able speaker, a good debater. You have Mr. 
Roberts and myself both before you; when you 
have-heard us, you will be able to decide which of 
us shall be able to make the best oratorical display 
before the Congress of the nation. We shall make 
an exhibition of our talents in that respect to-day, 
and you will decide accordingly.” ‘That exhibi- 
tion was made, (said Mr. H.;) the result was, the 
eloquent gentleman who had the ‘oratorical’’ 
powers beat the honest, straightforward planter, 
and took his seat upon this floor; and in pursuance 
of his plan, Mr. H. supposed, had made the dis- 
play of his speech to give character to himself and 
to his constituents. The House had heard it, the 
country had been informed of it, and what did it 
amount to? He would not be ee Peery to the 
gentleman from Mississippi; but, in all good humor 
—as the gentleman was fond of good humor, and 
quoted frem Shakspeare and other high authori- 
ties—he would say, it amounted to but little more 
than the hollow sounding of an empty cider barrel, 
drained of its contents in the ‘coon’? canvass 
of 1840. ([(Laughter.] We read of olden time 
that the ‘“‘asses snuffed up the east wind.” A 
minister once asked his footman what he could 
infer from that account? After some deliberation, 
he replied, he should infer “it would be a long 
time before they would grow fat upon it.” So, if 
this gentleman’s constituents expected to ** grow 
fat” upon this oratorical display, they had as little 
prospect of it as had the asses of old from the east 
wind. 

The gentleman quoted from Shakspeare. Let 
him follow his example, and quote one passage 
which he thought very applicable to the gentle- 
man’s speech: 

« Gratianio speaks an infinite dea] of nothing, more than 
any man in all Venice:.his reasons are as two grains of 
wheat hid in two bushels of chaff; you shall seek all day 
ere you find them, and when you have them they are not 
worth the search.” 

Mr. H.. had nothing more in relation to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi. But he wished to notice 
some of the remarks of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Barrow.] The gentleman said, as 

arties now stood, particularly in the Senate of the 
Tnited States, they could not impeach the Presi- 
dent for a violation of the Constitution in reference 
. to the Mexican war; but if they had a majority of 
Whigs in the Senate, then they would bring for- 
ward articles of impeachment. hat did he mean 
by this? That a Democrat was incompetent to 
sit on a jury to try the President of the United 
States if he had violated the Constitution of the 
United States? That was obviously his meaning. 
He presumed the gentleman was a lawyer: would 
he challenge a juror because he was a Democrat, 
when the individual to be tried was also a Demo- 
crat? He would, on the ground which he had 
taken on this question! 

The gentleman from Tennessee said he would 
have voted for the act recognizing the existence of 
the war, and making appropriations to carry it on, 
under ‘‘ protest.” And what was that protest? 
. The gentleman would have been unwilling to vote 
for it with a preamble declaring ‘* whereas war ex- 
ists by the act of Mexico;”’ but not if it had said, 
“whereas, by the act of the President of the 
United States, an unconstitutional war exists: 
therefore resolved, that men and money be appro- 
priated to prosecute it.” The gentleman would 
not like to have voted for it when it declared the 
truth; he revolted at the idea of voting for the 
pe of an honorable war, forced upon us 

y Mexico; but he would nave voted to prosecute 
a dishonorable war, begun by the President of the 


United States! That was his position. Let him 
make the best of it. j 

But the gentleman said he would have voted, 
had he had a seat on this floor at that time, men 
and money to extricate General Taylor. This 
pretext was idle. Before the forces authorized by 
that act could reach General Taylor, it was well 
known that the forces called by that general and 
General Gaines from the South had reached him. 
But if the gentleman and his party had merel 
desired to give aid to General Taylor and his 
army, and if they supposed the President of the 
United States had been guilty of a violation of the 
Constitution in placing our forces in that situation 
of peril on the Rio Grande, what was their obvious 
duty to have done? If the President had been 
guilty of sending the army into Mexican territory, 
we were the aggressor, and the gentlemen were 
bound, believing as they professed to believe, to 
have voted to call back the army. Suppose the 
President of the United States ordered our fleet to 
bombard the city of London—it wasa much grosser 
case, but he might do it—in-violation of the Con- 
stitution, and in usurpation of power which did 
not belong to him, would we not deprive him of 
power, impeach him, and make the amende honora- 
ble? The Whigs should have done that in this 
case, if they believed as they said they did; or 
they should have voted, as true Americans, to 
prosecute the war to a speedy and honorable ter- 
mination. 

The gentleman from Tennessee said he blushed 
to make the statement before the Congress of the 
United States that the President had confined the 
appointments he had made in the army almost ex- 
clusively to his own political party; and he con- 
demned this course. What had the State of Ken- 
tucky done? what had North Carolina done ?— 
where there were Whig Governors. When ap- 
pointments were to be made in the forces raised 
there, not a single solitary Democrat was appoint- 
ed by those Whig Governors. i 

Mr. BOY DON (interposing) said the gentleman 
was greatly mistaken. In his State there were 
three appointments made, and one of them was 
a Democrat. 

Mr. HENLEY. Were there only three officers 
to be appointed in North Carolina under the ten- 
regiment bill? 

Mr. BOYDON. That is all; the rest were 
elected. 

Mr. HENLEY. I remember the regiment called 
out in North Carolina desired to have their own 
choice of officers, and the Governor refused. 

Mr. BOYDON. North Carolina raised but one 
regiment, and the Governor made the appointment 
of the officers, and appointed two Whigs and one 
Democrat. 

Mr. HENLEY. But not according to the de- 
sire of the regiment. 

Mr. BOYDON. Everybody was satisfied, as 
far as I know, except a few Democrats; and they 
afterwards became satisfied, and it was admitted 
it was the best appointment that could possibly 
have been made. 

Mr. HENLEY. ‘All were satisfied except a 
few Democrats!’? [A laugh.] Very well, I ac- 
cept the gentleman’s explanation! 

n Kentucky (continued Mr. H.) sixteen Whigs, 
and no Democrat, were appointed by State author- 
ity. But the President of the United States did 
make Whig appointments from that State. And 
yet the gentleman from Tennessce ‘blushed that 
the President had made the appointments alto- 
gether from his own party! 

In the State of Virginia, where the Governor 
was Democratic, and these appointments emanated 
from the Governor, he understood a number of 
them were made from the Whig ranks. 

Mr. PRESTON. In the State of Virginia the 
power of appointment was taken from the Gov- 
ernor and vested in a Council, and the appoint- 
ments were divided two and one. The Governor 
had not the power of appointment. 

Mr. HENLEY. Well, who were the Council? 
Was it Democratic? 

Mr. PRESTON. It was a Democratic Coun- 
cil, 

Mr. HENLEY. Very well; that is what I 
want. It was done by the Democrats. 

Notwithstanding so much noise had been made 
(Mr. H. continued) about the President appoint- 
ing Democrats, he was free to acknowledge that 
he (Mr. H.) would confine the appointments in 


the army to Democrats if you could net finda 
Whig who was in favor of the war. This he de- 
clared to the world. 

He enumerated Genera!s Taylor, and Scott, and 
Wool, who belonged to the Whig party. Both 
divisions of our atmy in Mexico were led by gen- 
erals of the party opposed to the President, while 
other distinguished soldiers could have been or- 
dered to take those commands. Those Whig gen- 
erals were permitted to retain command when the 
President could have ordered them home, or as- 
signed them stations at New York, New Orleans, 
or elsewhere; and yet the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Barrow] blamed the President. There 
was General Cadwalader, but the gentleman de- 
spised him; he was a neutral, and the gentleman 
from Tennessee had no respect for neutrals. 

Mr. BARROW did not wish to interrupt the gén- 
tleman from Indiana in the course of his remarks, 
but he could not allow himself to be represented. 
as saying that he despised General Cadwalader. 
He had used no such expression respecting Gen- 
eral Cadwalader, for whom he entertained the 
highest respect. 

Mr. HENLEY wa8 not conscious that he had 
used the word “ despised.” If he had, it was in- 
advertently. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, inquired if the 
gentleman from Indiana spoke of General Taylor 
as one of Mr. Polk’s Whig appointments. 

Mr. HENLEY said General -faylor had re- 
ceived an appointment from the President, and he 
used the term Whig in its ordinary acceptation. 
The Whigs claimed General Taylor to be a Whig, 
and he would leave it to that party to settle the 
question between them. 

Mr. H. then proceeded to read extracts from the 
speech of Mr. Barrow, quoting portions in which 
that gentleman had said he was willing to give 
liberal bounties to any amount that should be 
necessary to raise that number of men which Gen- ` 
eral Scott said would be sufficient to overrun all 
Mexico, and he commented on this declaration as in 
conflict with another in which the gentleman from 
Tennessee had expressed himself to be opponi td 
the acquisition of territory. To overrun Mexico, 
he argued, was equivalent to the subjugation of 
her; and yet the gentleman said that he was op- 

osed to ‘the subjugation and annexation of 
Mexico.” The gentleman from Tennessee was 
willing to vote such a number as would give us an 
effective force of fifty thousand men in the field, if 
they were volunteers. But he was opposed to the 
acquisition of territory either by “‘ violence or con- 
quest,” and he warned his political associates to 
pause before they took the step that was now con- 
templated. The step which the gentleman alluded 
to was the acquisition of territory, and for what 
Mr. Polk had dpne in relation to it the gentleman 
from Tennessee predicted that retribution would 
overtake him, either in this world or .another. 
This reminded him of a French nobleman who 
was both priest and prince, who said as a priest 
he would not shed any man’s blood, but as & 
prince he would lead his army to victory. The 
footman of that nobleman asked, if the devil should 
come for- the prince, where would be the priest? 
So in this case—if the devil should come for Mr. 
Polk, where would be Mr. Barrow? | 

The CHAIRMAN called the gentleman from | 
Indiana to order. 

Mr. HENLEY said he was not speaking of the 
member from Tennessee. He was speaking of 
Mr. Barrow when he got home. . 

The CHAIRMAN said it was contrary to par- 
liamentary rules to mention any member by name, 
and in that respect the gentleman from Indiana 
was out of order. 

Mr. HENLEY apologized to the committee for 
any violation of the rules of which he might have 
been guilty. He supposed he was understood, 
and therefore he was content.. He had attained 
the object he had in view. 

He then desired to say a few words respecting 
the Presidential candidates whose names were 
now before the people. He desired to discuss the 
improbabiljty, he might say the impossibility, of 
General Taylor’s being the candidate of the Whig 
party, viewed in reference to the position which 
he had taken. They had heard much of the dan- 
gers to be apprehended from military chieftains; | 
and he asked if the Whigs were willing to take as 
their candidate a man who was sọ lately a colonel 
in the army, and who owed his elevation to his 
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present position in the war? The running of Gen- 
eral Taylor as the candidate of the Whig party 
would be a military evolution. And who was at 
the head of that movement? John C. Calhoun, 
the only man in the United States who advocated 
General Taylor’s defensive ling. John C. Cal- 
houn stood, then, in the front rank. And who 
stood next? Colonel James Watson Webb, the 
editor of the New York Courier and Enquirer, 
who had been a Whig for a long time. With 
what scrupulous tenacity he had adhered to the 
Whig party was well known. He did not pro- 
pose to speak of that gentleman, for his course 
was too notorious. Well, who came next? Gen- 
eral James Gordon Bennett, of the New York 
Herald, who would make a better soldier than 
many we now have, for he was a man of talent, 
and energy, and industry. He was a man marked 
by success wherever he goes. . True, he attacked 
Whigs as well as Democrats, and cared but little 
for either, provided he could make money by his 
paper. That he declared to be his object. Well, 
the next was General Duff Green, who, if not ex- 
actly an Ishmaelite, with his hand against every 
man, appeared to have every man’s hand against 
him. And who follows? A motley crew; not the 
Whig party proper, but those who call themselves 
‘ no-party men” all over the country. Yes; Gen. 
Taylor was to run asa no-party candidate. He 
was to be supported by the odds and ends of all 
parties. He said this without meaning to be dis- 
respectful. In:this motley crew would be seen 
those disappointed office-seekers who had failed to 
be gratified by the present Administration.: In his 
own State he knew who would be found marching 
in the ranks of General Taylor’s supporters. He 
alluded to the members of the Society of Friends. 
The Quakers would be seen marching in the pro- 
cession huzzaing for a military President of the 
United States. ‘There would be, too, Daniel Web- 
ster, Robert C. Winthrop, and other distinguish- 
ed men from other sections of this Union; and, as 
they marched along, they would hear from the front 
e Hail Columbia,” and from the rear ‘‘ Hark from 
the tombs.’’ It would be a motley crew—a strange 
association. Three Whig editors were lately in 
conversation on this subject, one of whom said he 
would not support General Taylor unless he would 
declare his sentiments on the great questions of the 
day; another would not go for him unless he would 
declare himself to be against the acquisition of ter- 
ritory; but the third avowed his readinéss to go 
for him any how, and to ‘go it blind.’’ And so 
it was: two-thirds would be governed by principle, 
and one-third would ‘go it blind.” The editor 
of the New York Tribune, a conscientious and able 
leader of the Whig party, said he would not sup- 
‘port General Taylor unless he ran as a Whig, 
pledged to preside as a Whig, and would agree to 
carry out Whig principles. And so said many 
honest Whigs all over this Union. They remem- 
bered well an election in which they went ‘ for Ty- 
ler therefore, without why or wherefore.” They 
remembered, too, how bitter had been their disap- 
pointment, and that they had sworn they never 
again would vote blindly for any man for that high 
a ‘They were afraid of being again *‘ Tyler- 
ized.’ g 
Mr. H. then referred to opinions expressed on 
this subject in Alabama, and the different views 
taken in the extreme sections of the Union of 
General Taylor’s soundness of opinion on the 
uestion involved in the Wilmot proviso; each, 
though differing in themselves, satısfied with the 
belief that General Taylor accorded with them— 
with the fanatical slavery man as well as the fanat- 
ical abolitionist. He also spoke of Whig conven- 
tions, at which it had been resolved to run General 
Taylor, and elect him if they could. That was 
all fair. But what did General Taylor say?. Mr. 
H. read an extract from a letter written by General 
Taylor, in which he had positively said that in no 
case would he permit himself to be the candidate 
of any party. The Whig party, he understood, 
would hold a convention for the nomination of 
candidates. It would, of course, be a party con- 
vention. But General Taylor said he would not 
take the nomination of a party. Again$ the Whigs 
. said they would run no man unless he would make 


pledges. But General Taylor said he would make; 


no pledges; that he knew nothing of the bank, the 
tariff, and other nen Sal questions, for he 
had never studied them. The Whigs, then, would 


go for no man unless he gave them pledges; but i 


they would go for General Taylor, who had re- 


fused to give any pledge before he was placed in. 


a position from which he could not be removed in 
less than four years. Strange inconsistency ! 

He concluded, therefore, that the Whig party 
could not sustain General Taylor, unless they 
abandoned their principles, and rendered them- 
selves ridiculous before the whole Union and the 
world, and that General Taylor could not be their 
candidate. Of General Taylor personally he would 
not speak. That he was honest, brave, and a 
high-minded man, and that he had done the coun- 
try great service in this just war in which we are 
engaged, he did not doubt. And he respected 
General Taylor for it. General Taylor was too 
honest to stand before the country in the attitude 
in which he would be placed as the candidate of 
the Whig party. He was too good a man for 
that. 

He knew not how much time he had left; and, 
therefore, he would proceed to remark, that the 
Whigs knew that the people of this Union loved 
peace, and hence they try to convict the Presi- 
dent of having involved us in an unjust war; but, 
like witnesses who have conspired to convict a man 
of murder, while they agree in the crime, they‘dif- 
fer as to the means by which it was accomplished. 
Here some asserted that the removal of our army 
to the Rio Grande was the cause of war; others 
that it was the refusal of Mexico to recognize our 
minister, and allow him to assume his functions; 
and others, that it was for the extension of slavery. 
There were some who took other ground respect- 
ing the origin of the war; but thegreat Whig party 
agreed in this, that the war was unnecessarily and 
unconstitutionally begun by the President of the 
United States. 

They had heard something said on the subject 
of treason. And what was treason? The Consti- 
tution defined treason thus: 

‘¢ Treason against the United States shall consist only in 
levying war against them, or in adhering to their enemies, 
giving them aid and comfort.”? 

Now, what was ‘ giving aid and comfort’’ to an 
enemy? If they could get at that, they could know 
what treason is, and who was guilty of it. Atthe 
time of the late war he believed the crime of trea- 
son was committed. The Federal party, as was 
said by the National Intelligencer, then acted as 
traitors tothe country. In England, less criminal 


acts ‘vould have subjected those who were guilty. 


of them to the gibbet; but in this country a man 
could not be convicted of treason for any thing he 
could say. The freedom of speech was perfect; 
but the country would decide whether.a man was 
guilty of treason. The Federal party were doubt- 
less guilty of treason, but they were not punished 
as traitors, except by the scorn and contempt of 
the people; and to the people he was willing to 
leave any who should now’ pursue an analogous 
course. There was doubtless treason committed 
during the late war, if the traitor could have been 
found to be punished. He alluded to the burning 
of blue-lights on the coast to warn the enemy of 
the movements of our forces. If there were any 
now pursuing a similar course, they were guilty 
of treason. And were there not blue-lights here 
burning? Could not *‘ aid and comfort” be given 
by speeches on this floor? 

Mr. H. spoke of speeches delivered here in de- 
nunciation fo the war having been circulated in 
Mexico, and some of the consequences arising 
therefrom. Aid and comfort and encouragement 
were given to the Mexicans, and those who were 
opposed to the subjugation of Mexico were thus 
contributing to that end. To save the nationality 
of Mexico they should agree at once to send a 
sufficient force to prosecute the war vigorously. 
They could get a treaty of peace in no other way. 
They might have made a treaty after the battle of 
Monterey, with the Rio Grande as the boundary; 
but every succeeding battle had increased the dif- 
ficulties in the way of conquering a peace. It was 
his opinion that we should have had no war if it 
had not been said here that annexation would be 
cause of war. 

To the people he was willin 
Federalists of the present day. He had no doubt 
posterity would do them justice. He would * ra- 
ther be a dog and bay the moon” than to belong 
to sucha party. He believed the judgment of the 

resent Whig party would be that of the Federal- 
ists of 1796. 
Mr. H. having concluded— 


to consign the 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, obtained the 
floor, but yielded to a motion that the committee 
rise; which prevailing— l 

The committee rose and reported progress. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, gave notice that 
on to-morrow, or some future day, he would ask 
leave to introduce a bill to increase the pension of 
Henry Click. 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
WEpNEsDAY, January 26, 1848. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition from 
citizens of New York, praying the establishment 
of a port of entry at Rouse’s Point; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HUNTER presented a petition from the 
President of William and Mary College, Virginia, 
praying for compensation for the use:of, and dam- 
age done to, the college buildings, by the French - 
troops, in the revolutionary war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion of Mr. FELCH, the petition of Am- 
brose R. Davenport was ordered to be taken from 
the files of the Senate ‘and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TURNEY, from the Committee on Patents, 
reported a bill further to extend the patent of Jethro 
Wood; which was read a first time. 

Mr. T. expressed a hope that it would be taken 
up, and passed at once. It had passed the Senate 
last session, but was lost in consequence of its fail- 
ing to be reached im the House. 

The bill was then read a second time, by unani- 
mous consent, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole and no amendment being made, it was 
reported to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN wished to hear some good reason 
offered for the passage of the bill. He should 
move to strike out the enacting clause whenever 
the bill came up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The billisnow 
before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move, then, to strike out the 
enacting clause. | 

Mr. TURNEY. I donot know on what ground 
the Senator from Ohio objects to this bill, or for 
what reason he desires its rejection. I am inclined 
to think that he may not have had an opportunity 
of examining the grounds on which the committee 
have recommended the passage of this bill. The 
inventor of this improvement in the plough re- 
ceived no benefit from the patent during the first 
term, and, indeed, exhausted his” fortune in the 
continued efforts which he was obliged to emplo 
in order to obtain his rights. He is now dead, 
having left a family of four daughters, for whose 
benefit an extension of the patent for the short 
period of seven years, is now proposed by the bill 
before the Senate. I will only add that the bill 
passed at the last session of Congress; that it has 
been unanimously reported by the committee; and 
that I am quite at a loss to know on what ground 
objection is now made to its passage. i 
~ Mr. DICKINSON. This bill originates in the 
State of New York, and numerous petitions and 
memorials in regard to it have been presented at 
previous sessions. Before coming here, I happen- 
ed to be employed as counsel in regard to this 
patent, and still sustain to it professional relations. 
When the question was up before, I declined voting 
on it for the reason now stated, and I shall decline 
to vote now, unless the Senate shall order other- 
wise. I have, therefore, nothing to say as to the 
merits of the case, and make this statement in 
order to explain my silence. 

Mr. DAYTON. I have only a single remark 
to make in reference to this bill. T hesitate not to 
say, that if any of these applications for extension 
of patent rights deserves attention, this certainly 
does. It is a meritorious application. T have be- 
come acquainted with the case, and have no hesi- 
tation in asserting, that every rule by which the 
extension of patent rights has been regulated ap- 
plies to it. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Iam uninformed of the facts 
of this case, except in so far as they have been 
communicated by the committee who have exam- 
ined the claim of the petitioners, and have unani- 
mously, as I understand, recommended this bill. 
A motion is made to strike out the enacting clause 
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of the bill, and I should be very glad, if there be 
any reasons why we shguld act in opposition to 
the unanimous recommendation of the committee, 
that those reasons should be stated. Certainly, I 
must conform my vote to the recommendation of 
the committee, in the absence of any explanation 
leading me to a different conclusion. 

Mr. CAMERON. It was my duty some years 
since to examine this case as a member of the 
committee to whom it was referred. I gave it 
a good deal of attention, and on that occasion 
also, the committee unanimously recommended a 
bill in favor of the petitioners. It has been: said 
that this bill will impose a tax on ploughs; but it 
may be said with equal force, that every patent 
imposes a tax. The improvement inthis case has 
been great, and acknowlcdged. Ft enhances the 
value of the plough, and has been of essential ser- 
vice to the agriculturist. The inventor, as has 
been stated, did not derive any benefit from it, and 
I entirely agree in the propriety and justice of 
making a provision which will secure for a short 
time to his descendants a share in the benefit of 
the improvement. 


Mr, PHELPS. I have had the honor of serving 


on one or two of the committees which have had’ 


this subject under their consideration, and I recol- 
lect very well, that when it first came before the 
committee, some objections were made to the 
recommendation of such a bill. But, as I am 
happy to find from the remarks made by Senators, 
these objections are no longer pressed. This is a 
very meritorious case, and clearly comes within 
the class of applications which merit the interpo- 
ae of Congress, in the manner proposed by this 
ul. 

Mr. NILES. I wish to inquire of the chair- 
man of the committee whether this patent has 
been once renewed? 

Mr. TURNEY replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. NILES. ldo not know much about this 
case; but I have en A felt it to be my duty to 
oppose this sort of legislation, as being a kind of 
legislation unjust to the public, and which is vir- 
tually in violation of a fair contract made between 
the patentee and the community—a contract, sir, 
by which the former ought to be bound, and of 
which the community, on the other hand, should 
have all the benefits to which by the laws they are 
justly entitled. That contract secures to the in- 
ventor the exclusive use and enjoyment, or exclu- 
sive benefit of his invention, for a period of four- 
teen years; and if that be not sufficiently ample to 
indemnify him, thén there is a defect in the law. 
But the law does not stop there. It authorizes a 
renewal of this exclusive right for another period 
of fourteen years, or seven years, I am not quite 
certain which. I am told that it is for seven years, 
making twenty-one years during which the pat- 
entee is secured in the exclusive enjoyment of the 
benefit accruing from his invention. Now, if that 
be not enough, the evil should be remedied, as all 
general evils should, by general and not by special 
legislation. At the same time, I do not say but 
that there may be extreme cases—and they must 
be very extreme cases—which may justify the set- 
ting aside of the general law. Such an extreme 
case must be one in which, without any fault on 
the part of the patentee, he has failed to receive-the 
benefit which the law was intended to secure to 
him. In no other case would it, I think, be just 
towards the public to give our assent to any such 
legislation. Whether this is such a case I am not 

repared to say, as I have not examined the sub- 
ject so closely as to be able to express any opin- 
ion. If the committee are entirely satisfied on their 
ey that it is one of those cases which justify such 
egislation, I might be disposed to agree to their 
recommendation. That point ought to be made 
clear. Unless it be made apparent that the law 
has substantially failed to secure to the patentee 
the privileges which it is designed to extend to 
patentees, it is quite certain that the bill ought not 


.to S. 

Mr. TURNEY. I think the facts of this case 
have been fully made out, and justify the commit- 
tee in their recommendation; and in this view of 
the subject, I am happy to find myéelf sustained 
by the gentlemen who have spoken. A report in 
favor of these petitioners has been made at three 
sessions of Congress. Throughout the whole term 
of the patent and its extension, the patentee failed 
to reap the benefits to which he was legally en- 
titled, after having exhausted his private fortune 
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in the work of perfecting his invention, and in the | would be contrary to the general interests of the 


attempt to secure his rights. I am as much op- 
ee to the extension of patents generally as the 

enator from Connecticut can be, or any other gen- 
tleman on this floor; but after a careful examina- 
tion of the facts in this case, the evidence appears 
to my mind to be entirely conclusive in its charac- 


-ter, in the establishment, first, that this invention 


is one of immense value to the community; and, 
secondly, that the inventor received no benefit 
from it; but that, on the contrary, the whole of his 

rivate fortune was exhausted in the effort to re- 
ieve himself from the embarrassments which re- 
sulted in the effort to establish his right. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, remarked that 
he had assented to the taking up of this bill on re- 
ceiving the assurance that it would not lead to dis- 
cussion. Already a considerable portion of the 
morning hour had been exhausted, and he there- 
fore felt himself constrained to ask that it be passed 
over informally, if it should not be postponed. 

Mr. NILES inquired whether the bill made any 
provision for assignees? 

Mr. TURNEY replied, that there were no as- 
signees. The patentee had formed a connection 
with certain parties who refused to render any ac- 
count whatever of the sales which they had made, 
and that was one reason why he had failed to reap 
the benefit to which he was entitled. 

Mr. STURGEON. 1l would ask the chairman 
of the committee whether it is intended that the 
benefit which it is proposed to extend by this bill 
shall accrue exclusively to the heirs of Jethro 
Wood? There has been some doubt in my mind 
about this bill; and the difficulty has been increas- 
ed by a fact which came to my knowledge some 
time since in Pittsburg, in conversation with per- 
sens engaged in the manufacture of the iron work 
of these ploughs. I was informed by one of these 
persons that agents of the patentee had, whether 
rightfuily or wrongfully, extorted from them some 
six or eight thousand dollars for the privilege of 
casting the iron. Some of the manufacturers re- 
fused to comply with the demands of these agents. 
I am not able to say whether they were bona fide 
agents of the patentee or not, but I should like 
some explanation with regard to the subject be- 
fore I vote upon this bill. If the benefit is to ac- 
crue exclusively to the heirs of Jethro Wood, I 
am disposed to acquiesce in the recommendation 
of the committee. 

Mr. WESTCOTT remarked that he had op- 
posed the bill formerly reported, but had no objec- 
tion to the present bill, inasmuch as it was not 
liable to the objections which he had entertained 
against the former one. He agreed with the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut as to the impolicy of renew- 
ing patents; but, as that gentleman had remarked, 
there were cases in whose favor an exception might 
properly be made. The present he believed to be 
one of those cases. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to make a few remarks 
on this bill. Therejis one decisive answer to all 
the arguments which I have heard advanced in its 
favor; and it is this: If, with the law on their side, 
these people.have been unable to make anything 
out of this invention, how will they be enabled, by 
having the law continued on their side, to realize 
any profit from it? We are told, that although 
for twenty-one years this patentee has been guard- 
ed by the law, he has yet failed to realize profit 
from his invention. How, then, I would ask, do 
you propose to change this state of things by the 
passage of this act? We are told that all the 
wrongs of these meritorious people have been the 
result of the bad choice of agents; but surely it 
cannot be pretended that this is a state of things 
for which a remedy can be provided by law. If 
we undertake to redress such grievances, I think 
we are likely to sit here much longer than the 
usual period of the long session. ‘These are mis- 
fortunes for which acts of Congress can provide 
no remedy. Has not that been proved clearly 
enough in this very case itself? Here we have 
had an act of Congress existing for twenty-one 
years, and yet wholly inadequate to prevent the 
evils which have been, in fact, the result of the in- 
discretion of the persons themselves. 

But there is another view of the subject. The 
Constitution authorizes Congress to secure fora 
limited term the absolute and exclusive use of cer- 
tain inventions to the inventors. This is all right. 
But why was not the exclusive right made per- 
petual? For the plain and obvious reason that it 


` 


ia m r me. - <= 


community if an unlimited monopoly were thus 
given in inventions. There must be a period put 
to the enjoyment of this exclusive right. The 
right of every man in the community to copy an 
idea which one man conceived is suspended. You 
have no right to give a piece of iron a given form 
for twenty-one years because A alone must give it 
that form, and you have noright to copy A’s idea 
in iron. Itis a restraint upon the whole commu- 
nity, from which they must be released as soon as 


‘may be consistent with the rights of the individuals 


who have had the good fortune first to conceive the 
idea. It is the fate, sir, of inventors to die unre- 
warded by their inventions. It is the fate; in every 
age, of the genius which bestirs itself in the inves- 
tigation of these secret principles of nature or of 
art, to die unrequited. Acts of Congress cannot 
change it. We may not impose a penalty upon 
the country in order to effect a change in this ap- 
parently unavoidable destiny of inventors. This 
bill proposes nothing more nor less than to impose 
a tax upon every plough made under this patent 
in the United States. This is the amount of it. 
And, sir, we are asked to impose this tax of fifty 
cents upon each of these ploughs by the very same 
arguments by which we are informed that all these 
fifty cents hitherto imposed have been snatched from 
the rightful owner by dishonest agents. We are 
asked to tax the users of these ploughs, not for the 
benefit of the inventor, because we are told that 
the law has hitherto failed to secure to him the 
proceeds of his invention, but for the benefit of 
those who for twenty-one years have been com- 
mitting these frauds upon the inventor. I do not, 


then, see any just ground on which we can pro- | 


ceed to impose this tax upon the farming interests 
of the country. 
Mr. TURNEY. 
from Ohio that there is no ground for his appre- 
hension, that the benefit of this bill will not accrue 
to the heirs of the inventor. The rights of the pat- 
entee have been established by the decision af the 


I can assure the gentleman 


Supreme Court, and the extension of the patent — 


right for the short period proposed by the bill will 
be of more value han it was during the whole of 
the two terms which it has existed. I may take 
this opportunity of remarking, that our patent 
laws seem to require some revision, in order more 
effectually to secure the benefits of their inventions 
to inventors. The gentleman from Ohio is not 
strictly correct in designating this as a tax on 
ploughs. Every purchaser will have his choice, 
and if the ploughs made under this patent are en- 
hanced in value in consequence of the improve- 


ment, it is, I think, reasonable that the inventor. 


should have the benefit of it. 

Mr. DAYTON remarked, that this was rather 
a small matter on which to originate a debate. 
The subject had been examined by three commit- 
tees, differently constituted, and all had reported 
unanimously in favor of a bill for the relief of the 
petitioners. . 

Tke question was then put on the motion to 
strike out the enacting clause of the bill. 

The yeas and nays being-demanded by Mr. 
ALLEN, were ordered, and taken, with the fol- 
lowing result : 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Bagby, Bald- 
win, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cass, Douglas, Downs, Felch, 
Hannegan, Niles, Spruance, and Sturgeon—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Butler, 
Calhoun, Cameron, Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dayton, Dix, Foote, Greene, Houston, Johnson of Louisi- 
ana, Mangum, Mason, Miller, Moor, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, 
Turney, Underwood, and Westcott— 26. 

So the motion to strike out the enacting clause 
of the bill was lost. 

Mr. BALDWIN then offered the following 
amendment: Strike out the words ‘ exclusive of 
all assignees and licenses.’’ 

Mr. WESTCOTT briefly opposed the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BALDWIN remarked, that he had offered 
the amendment in order to protect the rights of 
assignees, and was proceeding to explain more 
fully the objects of the amendment, when 

Mr. ALLEN suggested, that as the time had 
arrived for taking up the special order, and as the 
discussion, now Involving a legal point, was likely 
to be protracted, the bill should be passed over in- 


‘formally. 


The bill was then passed over informally. ~ 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, reported a bill for 


a 


4 from which they emanate. 
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issuing of patents in a certain class of cases, and 
for other purposes, with amendments. 

Mr: ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported, with an amendment, a bill to 
amend the act entitled ‘An act extending the ju- 
risdiction of the district courts to certain cases 
upon the lakes and navigable waters connecting 
the same,” approved February 26, 1845. 

Mr. BENTON gave notice that he should, to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to amend the 
sixty-first and ninety-fifth rules of the articles of 
war, relative to the practice in courts-martial. 

‘On motion of Mr. PHELPS, 

Resolved, ‘That the Joint Commitee on Printing be directed 
to inquire into the causes which have prevented the printing 
of the annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury, with 
the annexed tables, and why the same have not been fur- 
nished to the members of the Senate. 

THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 
_ The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
to raise, for a limited time, an additional military 
force. 

Mr. DIX said : Mr. President, it was my wish 
to address the Senate on the resolutions pffered by 
the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Catnoun,] 
and not on this bill. `I should have preferred to do 
so, because 1 am always unwilling to delay action 
on any measure relating to the war, and because 
the resolutions afford a wider field for inquiry and 
discussion. But as the debate has become general, 
and extended to almost every topic that can well 
be introduced under either, the force of the consid- 
erations by which I have been influenced, has be- 
come so weakened, that I have not thought it neces- 
sary to defer longer what | wish to say. 

wo leading questions divide and agitate the 
-public mind in respect to the future conduct of the 
war with Mexico. The first of these questions ts, 
Shall we withdraw our forces from the Mexican 
territory, and leave the subject of indemnity for 
injuries and the adjustment of a boundary be- 


tween the two Republics to future negotiation, re- | 


lying on a magnanimous course of conduct on our 
part fo produce a corresponding feeling on the p 
of Mexico? There are other propositions, subor- 
dinate to this, which may be considered as parts 
of the same general scheme of policy, such as that 
of withdrawing from the Mexican capital and the 


| 


| 


| 


interior districts, and assuming an exterior line of | 


occupation. I shall apply to all these propositions 
the same arguments; and if I were to undertake to 
distinguish between them, I am not sure that I 


should make any difference in the force of the ap- ` 


plication. For whether we withdraw from Mex- 
ico altogether, or take a defensive line which shall 
include all the territory we intend to hold perma- 
nently as indemnity, the consequences to result 


from it, so far as they affect the question of peace, | 


would, it appears to me, be the same. i 

The second question is, Shall we retain the 
possession of the territory we have acquired until 
Mexico shall consent to make a treaty of peace 
which shall provide ample compensation for the 
wrongs of which we: complain, and settle to our 
satisfaction the boundary in dispute? 


Regarding these questions as involving the per- | 


and settled conviction as to the course which just- 
ice aad policy seem to indicate and demand. The 


| 


her territory altogether, and exceedingly unwise, 


‘as a matter of policy, looking to the future politi- 


cal relations of the two countries, to withdraw 
from it partially, and assume a line of ‘defence, 
without a treaty of peace. On the contrary, I am 
in favor of retaining possession, for the present, 
of all we have acquired, not as a permanent con- 
quest, but as the most effective means of bringing 
about, what all most earnestly desire, a restora- 
tion of peace; and I will, with the indulgence of 
the Senate, proceed to state, with as much brevity 
as the magnitude of the subject admits, my objec- 
tions to the course suggested by the first question, 
and my reasons in favor of the course suggested 
by the other. . 

I desire, at the outset, to state this proposition, 
to the truth of which, I think, all will yield their 
assent: that no policy which does not carry with 
it a reasonable assurance of healing the dissensions 
dividing the two countries, and of restoring, per- 
manently, amicable relations between them, ought 
to receive our support. We may differ in opinion, 
and, perhaps, hopelessly, as to the measures best 
calculated to produce this result; but if it were pos- 
sible for us to come to an agreement in respect 
to them, the propriety of their adoption could 
scarcely admit of controversy. This proposition 
being conceded, as I think it will be, it follows, that 
if the measure proposed—to withdraw our forces 
from Mexico—be not calculated to bring about a 
speedy and permanent peace; but, on the contrary, 
if it be rather calculated to open a field of domestic 
dissension, and possibly of external interference, 
in that distracted country, to be followed, in all 
probability, by a renewal of active hostilities with 
us, and under circumstances to make us feel se- 
verely the loss of the advantage which we have 
gained, and which it is proposed voluntarily to 
surrender,—then, it appears to me, it can present 
no claim to our favorable consideration. I shall 
endeavor to show, before I sit down, that the pol- 
icy referred to is exposed to all these dangers and 
evils. 

I do not propose to enter into an examination 
of the origin of the war. From the moment the 
collision took place between our forces and those 
of Mexico on the Rio Grande, I considered all hope 
of an accommodation, withouta full trial of strength 
I believed 


position. : 
The probable consequences of an abandonment 
of the advantages we have gained may be better un- 


first question, in itself of the highest importance, i| derstood by seeħg what those advantages are. I 
has been answered affirmatively on this floor; and || speak in a military point of view. While address- 
it derives additional interest from the fact, that it |: ing the Senate in aay last on an army bill 


has also been answered in the affirmative by a 
statesman, now retired from the busy scenes of 
political. hfe, who, from his talents, experience, 
and public services, justly commands the respect 
of his countrymen, and whose opinions on any 
gubject are entitled to be weighed with candor and 
deliberation. I have endeavored to attribute to 
his opinions, and to those of others who coincide 
with him wholly or in part, all the importance 
which belongs to them, and to consider them with 
the deference due to the distinguished sources 
I believe I have done 
so; and yet I have, after the fullest reflection, 
come to conclusions totally different from theirs. 
I believe it would be in the highest degree unjust 
to ourselves, possessing, as we do, well-founded 
claims on Mexico, to withdraw our forces from 


i| the mouth of the Rio Grande and the 26th parallel 


then under consideration, I had occasion to state, 
that the whole of northern Mexico as far south as 


of latitude was virtually in our possession, com- 
prehending about two-thirds of the territory of that 
republic, and about one-tenth of its inhabitants. 
Our acquisitions have since been augmented by the 
reduction of Vera Cruz and the Castle of San Juan 
de Ulua, the capture of Jalapa, Perote, and Puebla, 
the surrender of the city of Mexico, and the occu- 
pation of the three States of Vera Cruz, Puebla, 
and Mexico, with nearly two millions and a half of 
souls. lt is true, our forces have not overrun every 
portion of the territory of those States; but their 
chief towns have been reduced, the military. forces 
which defended them captured or dispersed, their 
civil authorities superseded, their capital occupied, 


and the whole machinery of government within the 
conquered States virtually transferred to our hands. 


‘ All this has been achieved with an army at no one 


period exceeding fifteen thousand men, and against 
forces from three to five timessmore numerous than 
those actually engaged on our side, in every conflict 
since the fall of Vera Cruz. 

_ I had occasion, on presenting some army peti- 
tions a few weeks ago, to refer to the brilliant suc- 
cesses by which these acquisitions were made; and 
I will not trespass on the attention of the Senate 
by_repeating what I said at that time.* But I can- 
not forbear to say, that there is a moral in the con- 
test, the effect of which is not likely to be lost on 
ourselves or others. At the call of their country 
our people bave literally rushed to arms. The 
emulation has been to be received into the service, 
not to be excused from it. Individuals from the 
plough, the counting-house, the law-office, and the 
workshop, have taken the field, braving inclement 
seasons and inhospitable climates without a mur- 
mur; and, though wholly unused to arms, with- 
standing the most destructive fire, and storming 
batteries at the point of the bayonet with the cool- 
ness, intrepidity, and spirit of veterans. I believe 
I may Safely say, there has been no parallel to 
these achievements by undisciplined forces since 
the French revolution. I am not sure that his- 
tory can furnish a parallel. As to the regular 
army, we always expect it to be gallant and heroic, 
and we are never disappointed. The whole con- 
duct of the war in the field has exhibited the 
highest evidence of our military capacity. Itcon- . 
firms an opinion I have always held—thata soldier 
is formidable in ratio of the importance he pos- 
sesses in the order of the political system of which 
he is a part. It establishes another position of 
vital importance to us: that, under the protection 
of our militia system, the country may, at the 
termination of every contest, lay aside the more 
massive and burdensome parts of its armor, and 
become prepared, with energies renewed by that 
very capacity, for succeeding scenes of danger. 

Mr. President, the political condition of Mexico 
has been gradually approaching a dissolution of 
all responsible government, and of the civil order, 
which constitutes her an independent state. This 
lamentable situation is not the fruit alone of our 
military successes, The factions, by which that 
country has been distracted, each in turn gainin 
and maintaining a temporary -ascendency, an 
often by brute force, lie at the foundation of the 
social and political disorder which has reigned 


*TVhe reference alluded to is contained in the following 
extract: 

«I will not detain the Senate by entering into any detailed 
review of these events with a view to enforce the appeal 
contained in the petition onthe attention. I hope, however, 
I may be indulged in saying, in justice to.those who bore a 
part in them, that the first conquest of Mexico cannot, as it 
appears to me, be compared with the sccond, either as to the 
obstacies overcome, or as to the relative strength of the in- 
vaders. The triumphs of Cortez were achieved by policy 
and by superiority in discipline and in the implements of 
warfare. The use of fire-urms, until then unknown to the 
inhabitants of Mexico, was sufffcient in itself to make his 
force, small as it was, irresistible. In the eyes of that sim- 
ple and superstitious people he seemed armed with super- 
human power. Other circumstances combined to facilitate 
his success. The native tribes, by whom tbe country was 
possessed, were distinct communities, not always acknowl- 
edging the same head, and often divided among themselves 
by implacable hostility and resentments. Cortez, by his 
consummate prudence and art, turned these dissensions to 
his own account; he lured the parties to them into his own 
service, and when he presented himself at the gates of the 
city of Mexico, he was at the head of four thousand of the 
most warlike of the natives, as auxiliaries to the band of 
Spaniards, with which he commenced his march from Vera 
Cruz. Thus his early successes were as much the triumph 
of policy as of arms. General Scott, and the gallant band 
he led, had no such advantages. The whole population of 
the country, from Vera Cruz to Mexico, was united as one 
man against him, and animated by the fiercest animosity. 
He was opposed by military forces armed like his own, 
often better disciplined, occupying positions chosen by them- 
selves, strong by nature, and fortified according to the 
strictest rules of art. These obstacles were overcome by 
his skill as a tactician, aided by a corps of officers unsur- 
passed for their Knowledge of the art of attack and defence, 
and by the indomitable courage of their followers. With 
half his force left on the battle-field or in the hospital, and 
with less than six thousand men, after.a series of desperate 
contests, he took possession of the city of Mexico, contain- 
ing nearly two hundred thousand inhabitants, and defended 
by the remnant®of an army cf more than thirty thousand 
soldiers. I confess I know nothing in modern warfare which 
exceeds in brilliancy the movements of the American army 
from the Gulf tu the city of Mexico. I shall not attemptto 
speak of them in the language ofeulogium. They are nota 
fit theme for such comment. Like the achievements of 
General Taylor and his brave men on the Rio Grande, at 
Monterey and Buena Vista, the highest and most appropriate 
praise is contained in the simplest statement of facts.” ` 
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there for the last twenty years. To most of the 
abuses ofthe old colonial system of Spain, she has 
superadded the evils of an unstable and irrespons- 
ible government. ‘The military bodies, which 
have been the instruments of those who have thus 
- in succession gained a brief and precarious control 
over her affairs, though dispersed, still exist, ready 
to be re-united and to renew the anarchy which 
we have superseded, for the time being, by a mili- 
tary government: and this brings me to the first 
great objection to the proposition of withdrawing 
our armies from the field. 

I have already said that no policy can deserve 
our support which does not hold out the promise 
of adurable peace. Nothing seems to me more 
unlikely to secure so desirable a result, than an 
abandonment of Mexico by us at the present mo- 
ment without a treaty, leaving behind a strong 
feeling of animosity towards us, with party divis- 
ions as strongly marked, and political animosities 
as rancorous, perhaps, as they have been at any 
former period. Even when her capital had fallen, 
humbled and powerless as she was, party leaders, 
instead of consulting for the common good, were 
seen struggling with each other for the barren 
sceptre of her epee Our retirement as en- 
emies would, in all probability, be the signal for 
intestine conflicts as desperate’ and sanguinary as 
those in which they have been engaged with us— 
conflicts always the most disastrous for the great 
body of the Mexican people, for, on what side 
soever fortune turns, they are certain to be the 
victims. You know, sir, there are two great par- 
ties in Mexico, (I pass by the minor divisions)— 
the ‘‘ Federalistas’’ and ‘‘ Centralistas.”? The 
former, as their name imports, are in favor of the 
federative system; they are the true republican 
party. With us, in former times, the terms ‘ Fed- 
eral’’ and ‘‘ Republican” designated different par- 
ties;.in Mexico, they are both employed to desig- 
nate the friends of the federative system. The 
Centralists are in favor of a consolidated Govern- 
ment, republican or monarchical in form, and are 
composed of the army, the clergy, and I suppose 
a small portion of the population. I believe our 
only hope of obtaining a durable peace lies in the 
firm establishment of the Federal party in power— 
the party represented by Herrera, Anaya, Peña y 
Petia, Cumplido, and others. I understand Her- 
rera has been elected President of the Republic; 
and this is certainly a favorable indication. But, 
unfortunately, I fear this party would not succeed 
in maintaining itself, if Mexico were left to her- 
self at the present moment with an imbittered 
feeling of hostility towards us. The military 
chiefs, who controlled the army, and who might 
rally it again, for political uses, if we were to retire 
without a treaty, are for the most part enemies of 
the federative system, and conservators of the 
popular abuses, to which they owe their wealth 
and importance. Nothing could be more unfortu- 
nate for Mexico than the reéstablishment of these 
men in power. It would bring with it a hopeless 
ied eras of the anarchy and oppression which 

ave given a character to their supremacy in past 

ears—a supremacy without a prospect of ame- 

Oration in the condition of the Mexican people— 
a supremacy of which the chief variation has been 
an exchange of one military despot for another. 

Calamitous as the restoration of this party to 
their former ascendency would be for Mexico, it 
would hardly be less so for us. Relying on mili- 
itary force for their support, their policy would be 
to continue the war as a pretext for maintaining 
the army in full strength, or, at least, not to termi- 
nate it till peace would ensure their own suprema- 
cy. It is believed that these considerations have 
been leading motives in the resistance they have 
opposed tous. It is true, the republican party has 
been equally hostile, so far as external indications 
show; but the fact is accounted for by their desire 
to see the war continued until the army and its 
‘leaders, the great enemies of the federative system, 
are overthrown. Undoubtedly the obstinate re- 
fusal of Mexico to make peace may be very prop- 
erly referred to the natural exasperation of every 
people whose soil is invaded; but there can be little 
doubt that it has been influenced, ir*no inconsider- 
able degree, by considerations growing out of party 
divisions, and the jealousy and animosities to which 
those divisions have given rise. My confidence in 
our ability to make an amicable arrangement with 
the federal party, if it were in undisputed posses- 
sion of the Government, arises from the belief that 
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‘ciples of international law, and, if it had sucha 


théir motives are honest, that they have at heart 
the public welfare, and that they must see there is 
no hope for Mexico but in a solid peace with us. 
My utter distrust of the Centralists arises from the 
belief that their objects are selfish, and that, to ac- 
complish them, they would not hesitate to sacrifice 
the liberties of the people and the prosperity of the 
country. But whether I err in these views or not, 
I feel quite confident I do not err in believing that 
if our armies were to be withdrawn from Mexico, 
without a peace, the flames of civil discord would 
be rekindled in that unhappy country, and burn 
with redoubled violence. f should greatly fear 
that the military chiefs would succeed in reëstab- 
lishing their ascendency, and that no probable 
limit could be assigned to the duration of thè war. 
If I am right, our true policy is to stand firm, and, 
if possible, united, until wiser counsels shall pre- 
vail in Mexico; and a disposition shall be shown 
to come to an amicable arrangement with us on 
reasonable terms. 

The objection I have stated to the proposition of 
withdrawing our forces from Mexico, concerns 
only the relations which now exist, or may exist 
hereafter, between the two countries. If there 
were no other objection, the question might be 
decided upon considerations touching only their 
domestic interests and their mutual rights. 

But I come to the second objection—one perhaps 
of graver import than the first, because it sup- 
poses the possibility, if not the probability, of an 
interference in her affairs by other countries, if 
we were to retire without a treaty and without 
commercial arrangements, which it would be in 
our power to enforce. The President alluded to 
the subject in his annual message at the opening of 
Congress, and expressed an apprehension of danger 
from that source. I participate in it. I shall as- 
sign the grounds on which it rests; and I only 
regret that, in stating them with the minuteness 
necessary to make them fully understood, I shall 
be compelled to draw much more largely than I 
desire on the patience of the Senate.: 

Senators are doubtless aware that the right of 
intervention in the affairs of this continent was 
formally asserted in the French Chamber of Depu- 
ties, in the year 1845, by M. Guizot, Minister of 
Foreign Affairs, as the organ of the Government 
of France. He regarded the great powers on this 
continent as divided into three groups, namely: 
Great Britain, the United States, and the States of 
Spanish origin; and he declared that it belonged 
to France “to protect, by the authority of her 
name, the independence of States, and the equilib- 
rium of the great political forces in America.” To 
this declaration, I have thought it not out of place, 
in connection with the subject under discussion, to 
call the attention of the Senate; not for the pur- 
of undertaking the formal refutation, of 
vhich I think the whole doctrine of intervention, 
as it has been practically enforced in Europe, is 
clearly susceptible, but for the purpose of deny- 
ing it as founded upon any well established prin- 


foundation, of denying its applicability to the po- 
litical condition of this continent. To enter fully 
into the examination of this important subject, 
would require more time than it would be proper 
for me to devote to it. I propose only to pass 
rapidly over a few of the principal considerations 
it suggests. 

The declaration of M. Guizot was the first pub- 
lic and official intimation, by a European fovern- 
ment, of an intention to interfere with the political 
condition of the independent communities on the 
continent of America, and to influence by moral, 
if not by physical agencies, their relations to each 
other. And if it had been presented in any other 
form than that of an abstract declaration, not ne- 
cessarily to be followed by any overt act, it would 
have behooved us to inquire, in the most formal 
manner, whether this asserted right of interposi- 
tion derived any justification from the usages of 
nations, or from the recognized principles of inter- 
national law; or whether it was not an assump- 
tion wholly unsupported by authority, and an en- 
croachment on the independence of sovereign 
States, which it would have been their duty to 
themselves and the civilized world to resent as an 
injury a wrong. : 

Am I in error in supposing this subject derives 
new importance from our existing relations with 
Mexico, one of the states of Spanigh origin, which 
M. Guizot grouped together as constituting one of 


the great political forces of this continent, among 
which the ‘‘ equilibrium?” was to be maintained? 
Sir, more than once, in the progress of the war, 
the governments of Europe have been invoked, by . 
leading organs of public opinion abroad, to inter- 
pose between us and Mexico.- Is it not, then, ap- 
propriate briefly to state what this right of inter- 
vention is, as it has been asserted in Europe, what 
it has been in practice, and what it would be likely 
to become, if applied to the States of this conti- 
nent? I trust ip will be so considered. 

The doctrine of intervention to maintain the bal- 
ance of power is essentially of modern origin. 
From the earliest ages, it is true, occasional com- 
binations have been formed by particular States for 
mutual protection against the aggressions of a pow- 
erful neighbor. History is full of these examples. 
Such a coöperation is dictated by the platnest 
principles of self-preservation, for the purpose of 
guarding against the danger of being destroyed in 
detail; and it is founded upon such obvious max- 
ims of common sense, that it would have been re- 
markable if it had not been resorted to from_the 
moment human society assumed a regular form of 
organization. These defensive alliances were de- 
ficient in the permanence and methodical arrange- 
ments which distinguish the modern system of 
intervention. Hume saw, or fancied he saw, in 
them the principle of the right of intervention to 
preserve the balance of power which is asserted at 
the present day. But it could only have been the 
principle which was developed; they certainly 
never attained the maturity or the efficient force of 
a regulary system. 

The modern doctrine of intervention in the af- 
fairs of other States, which has sprung up within 
the last two centuries, is far more comprehensive 
in its scope. It has grown into a practical system 
of supervision on the part of the principal Euro- 
péan powers over their own relative forces and 
those of the other States of Europe; and though 
it may, in some instances, have been productive of 
beneficial effects in maintaining the public tran- 
quillity, it has as frequently been an instrument of 
the grossest injustice and tyranny. From the first 
extensive coalition of this nature, which was 
formed during the long series of wars terminated 
by the peace of Westphalia, in 1648, down to the 
interference of Great Britain, Prussia, Austria, and 
France, in the contest between the Sultan and Me- 
hemet Ali, in 1840, a period of nearly two centu- 
ries—an interference designed, in some degree, to 
prevent what was regarded as a dangerous protect- 
orate over the affairs of the Porte by Russia—the 
exercise of the right has been placed, theoretically, 
on the same high ground of regard for the tran- 
quillity of Europe and the independence of States. 
Practically, it has often been perverted to the worst 
purposes of aggrandizement and cupidity. 

If we look into the writers on international law, 
I think we shall find no sufficient ground for the 
right of intervention. Grotius, who wrote in the 
early part of the seventeenth century, denied its 
existence. Fenelon, who wrote about half a cen- 
tury later, denied it, except as a means of self-pre- 
servation, and then only when the danger was real 
and imminent. Vattel, who wrote neariy a century 
after Fenelon, and a century before our own times, 
regarded the States of Europe as forming a political 
system, and he restricted the right of entering into . 
confederacies and alliances for the purpose of inter- 
vention in the affairs of each other, to cases in 
which such combinations were necessary to curb 
the ambition of any power which, from its superi- 
ority in physical strength, and its designs of op- 
pression or conquest, threatened to become danger- 
ous to its neighbors. De Martens, who wrote half 
a century ago, acknowledges, with Vattel, the ex- ~ 
istence of the right under certain conditions, though 
he hardly admits it to be well settled as a rule of 
international law; and he limits its exercise to 
neighboring states, or states occupying the same 

uarter of the globe, But, according to the two 
last writers, who have, perhaps, gone as far as any 
other public jurists, of equal eminence, towards a 
formal recognition of the right, it only justifies a 
union of inferior states within the same immediate 
sphere of action, to prevent an accumulation of 
power in the hands of a single sovereign, which 
would be too great for the common liberty. 

I am confident, Mr. President, that no one can 
rise from a review of the history of modern Eu- 
rope, and from an examination of the writings of 
her public jurists, without being satisfied that the 
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right of intervention, as recognized by civilized 
nations, is what I have stated it to be—a mere 
right, on the part of weaker states, to combine 
for the purpose of preventing the subversion of 
their independence, and the alienation of their ter- 
ritories, by a designing and powerful neighbor; a 
right to be exercised only in cases of urgent and 
immediate danger. It is simply a right of self- 
preservation, undefined, undefinable, having no set- 
tled or permanent foundation in public law, to be 
asserted only in extreme necessity, and when arbi- 
trarily applied to practice, a most fruitful source of 
abuse, injustice, and oppression. One clear and 
certain limitation it happily possesses—a limitation 
which, amid all its encroachments upon the inde- 
pendence of sovereign States, has never until our 
day been overpassed. By universal consent, by 
the unvarying testimony of abuse itself, it 1s not 
to be exercised beyond the immediate sphere of 
the nations concerned. It pertains rigidly and ex- 
clusively to states within the same circle of politi- 
cal action. It is only by neighbors, for the pro- 
tection of neighbors against neighbors, that it can, 
even upon the broadest principles, be rightfully 
employed. When it traverses oceans, and looks 
to the regulation of the political concerns of other 
continents, it becomes a gigantic assumption, 
which, for the independence of nations, for the 
interests of humanity, for the tranquillity of the 
Old World and the New, should be significantly 
repelled. 

Mr. President, a review of the history of Eu- 
rope during the last two centuries will bring with 
it another conviction in respect to the right of in- 
tervention—that no relignce can be placed on its 
restriction in practice to the objects to which it is 
limited by every public jurist who admits its ex- 
istence at all; and that nothing could be so dis- 
couraging to the friends of free government as an 
extension of the system to this continent, if the 
power existed to introduce it here. Though the 
combinations it is claimed to authorize may, in 
some instances, have protected the coalescing par- 
ties from the danger of being overrun by conquer- 
ing armies, the cases are perhaps as numerous, in 
which their interposition has been lent to break 
down the independence of states, and to throw 
whole communities of men into the arms of govern- 
ments to which their feelings and principles were 
alike averse. The right, as has been seen—(and 
it cannot be too often repeated )—with the utmost 
latitude claimed for it by any public jurist, goes no 
further than to authorize a league on the part of 
two or more weaker states to protect themselves 
against the designs of an ambitious and powerful 
neighbor. In its practical application, it has: more 
frequently resulted in a combination of powerful 
states to destroy their weaker neighbors for the 
augmentation of their own dominions or those of 
their allies. From a mere right to combine for 
self-preservation, they have made it in practice a 
right to divide, dismember, and partition states at 
their pleasure—not for the purpose of diminishing 
the strength of a powerful adversary—but under 
the pretence of creating a system of balances, which 
is artificial in its structure, and, in some degree, 
incongruous in its elements, and which a single 
political convulsion may overturn and destroy. Do 
we need examples of the abuse of the power, I 
will not call ita right? They will be found in the 
dismemberment of Saxony,the annexation of the re- 
public of Genoa to the kingdom of Sardinia, and the 
absorption of Venice by Austria. There is another 
and a more aggravated case of abuse to which re- 
cent events have given new prominence. In 1772, 
Russia, Prussia, and Austria, under the pretence that 


' the disturbed condition of Poland was dangerous to 


their own tranquillity, seized upon about one-third 
of her territories, and divided it among themselves. 
In 1793, notwithstanding her diminished propor- 
tions, she had become more dangerous, and they 
seized half of what they had left to her by the first 
partition. Sir, she continued to grow dangerous 
as she grew weak ; and in two years after the sec- 
ond partition, they stripped her of all that remained. 
In 1815, the five great Powers, at the Congress of 
Vienna, from motives of policy, and not froma 
returning sense of justice, organized the city of 
Cracow and a portion of the surrounding territory, 
with a population of about one hundred thousand 
souls, into a republic, under the protection of Aus- 
tria, Russia, and Prussia, with a guarantee of its 
independence in perpetuity. Russia pledged her- 
self, at the same time, to maintain her share of the 


spoil, as the kingdom of Poland in name and form, 
with a constitutional government. She kept her 
pledge seventeen years, and then virtually incor- 
porated it as an integral part into the Russian em- 
pire. The little republic of Cracow was all that 
remained as a monument of the dismembered king- 
dom. A year ago, it was obliterated as an inde- 
pendent state by the three great powers of eastern 
and northern Europe, in violation of their solemn 
guarantee, and assigned to Austria. The name of 
Poland, the fountain of so many noble and ani- 
mating recollections, is no longer to be found on 
the map of Europe. The three quarters of a cen- 
tury which intervened from the inception to the 
consummation of this transaction are not sufficient 
to conceal or even to obscure its true character. 
The very magnitude of the space over which it is 
spread only serves to bring it out in bolder and 
darker relief from the pages of history. 

If the United States, in the progress of these 
usurpations, has not remonstrated against them, 
and contributed by her interposition to maintain 
the integrity of the states thus disorganized and 
dismembered in violation of every rule of right, 
and every suggestion of justice and humanity, it 
is because we have been faithful, against all move- 
ments of sympathy, against the very instincts of 
nature, to the principle of abstaining from all inter- 
ference with the movements of European powers, 
which relate exclusively to the condition of the 
quarter of the globe to which they belong. But 
when it is proposed or threatened to extend to this 
continent and to ourselves a similar system of bal- 
ances, with all its danger of abuse and usurpation, 
I hold it to be our duty to inquire on what grounds 
it rests, that we may be prepared to resist all prac- 
tical application of it to the independent states in 
this hemisphere. 

Mr. President, the declaration of M: Guizot 
could hardly have been made without the previous 
approbation of the government, of which he was 
the organ. The same sovereign occupies the throne 
of France—the same minister stands before it as 
the exponent of his opinions. Is the declaration 
to be regarded as a mere idle annunciation in words 
of a design never intended to be carried into prac- 
tice? Let me answer the question by the briefest 
possible reference to circumstances. France was 
the coadjutor ot England in the attempt to induce 
Texas to decline annexation to the Union. Failing 
in this, she attempted to accomplish the same ob- 
ject indirectly, by persuading Mexico to recognize 
the independence of ‘Texas, on condition that the 
latter should remain an independent state. These 
terms were offered to Texas, and rejected. In the 
year 1844, I believe less than twelve months before 
M. Guizot’s declaration was made, (and the coin- 
cidence in point of time is remarkable,) a book on 
Oregon and California was published in Paris by 
order of the King of France, under the auspices of 
Marshal Soult, President of the Council, and M. 
Guizot, Minister of Foreign Affairs, and written 
by M. de Mofras, who was attached to the French 
legation in Mexico. The first part of the work is 
devoted to Mexico, and certainly contains some 
remarkable passages. He speaks of the establish- 
ment of a European monarchy as a project which 
had been suggested as the only one calculated to 
put an end to the divisions and annihilate the fac- 
tions which desolated that beautiful country.* He 
says the Catholic religion and family relations, 
with the ancient possessors of the country, would 
be the first conditions required of the princes, who 


* The day after this speech was delivered, Mr. D. received 
from a friend in New York, who could have had no knowl- 
edge of his intention to speak, much less of the topics he 
designed to discuss, a translation from a speech delivered to 
the Cortes of Spain on the 1st of December, 1847, by Señor 
Olozoga, a man of distinction, and supposed to be the 
saine individual who was a few years since first minister of 
the Crown. By this speech it appears that as recently aa 
1846, a year after M. Guizot’s declaration was made, and 
two years after M. de Mofras’s book was published, large 
sums were expended by Spain for the purpose of establish- 
ing a monarchy in Mexico, and of placing a Spanish prince 
onthe throne. The close connection ofthe governments of 
France and Spain by the marriage of the Duke of Montpen- 
sier, the son of Louis Philippe, to the sister of Queen Isa- 
bella, gives additional iminportance to these developments: 

« No one, either on this floor or elsewhere, can deny that 
the project has been entertained of establishing a monarchy 
in Mexico, and to place a Spanish prince on the throne. 
This project, conceived in the time of the Conde Aranda, 
would have saved our colonies from the sad fate they have 
suffered ; but brouzht forward on this occasion, it was the 
most absurd idea that could have been conceived. But we 
have not only to deplure having excited political animosities 
and the consequences this has produced in that country ; we 


should be called to reconstruct there a monarchical 
government. He then adds: 

“The infantas of Spain, the French princes, and the 

archdukes of Austria, fulfil] these conditions, and we may 
affirm that, from whichever quarter a competitor should 
present himself, he would be unanimously welcomed by the 
Mexican people. f : 
G What, then, are the interests of France in these ques- 
“ae The establishment in Mexico of a monarchy of any de- 
scription whatever, resting upon a solid basis, should be the 
first object of our policy; for we Know that the instability 
attached to the actual form of its government, brings with it 
disadvantages for our commerce, and incopvenieuces for 
our people.” 

He adds, that if Mexico is to preserve her re- 
ublican form of government, her incorporation 
into the Union of the North would seem more 
favorable to France than her existing condition, on 
account of the development of commerce and all 
the guarantees of liberty, security, and justice, 
which his compatriots would enjoy; and that Eng- 
land would lose, under such an order of things, 
what France would gain. Thus, though the dis- 
memberment and absorption of Mexico by the Uni- 
ted States, are regarded by M. de Mofras as prefer- 
able to the commercial monopoly and the ‘* species 
of political sovereignty,’’ as he denominates it, 
which England has exercised in that country, the 
first object of France, according to him, should be a 
reconstruction of monarchy in Mexico, with a for- 
eign prince on the throne, and this prince from some 
branch of the Bourbon family. ‘The opinions con- 
tained in this book are not put forth as the mere 
speculations of a private person. ‘They are the 
opinions of an agent of the government: the pub- 
lication is made by order of the king, and under 
the auspices of his two chief ministers, and so ` 
stated in the title page. I do not mean to hold the 
government of France responsible for all the opin- 
ions contained in that work; but, can we believe 
that those I have quoted, concerning as they do so 
grave a subject as the international relations of 
France with Mexico, and of Mexico with the 
United States, would have been put forth without 
modification under such high official sanctions, if 
they had been viewed with positive disfavor? It 
appears to me, that we are constrained to view 
them, like the declaration of M. Guizot, though 
certainly to a very inferior extent, as possessing 
an official character, which we are not at liberty 
wholly to disregard, when we consider the one in 
connection with the other. 

And now, sir, | ask, do not these opinions and 
declarations, especially when we look to the open 
and direct interference of Great Britain and France, 
by force of arms, in the domestic affairs of some 
of the South American republics within the last 
two years, furnish a just ground of apprehension, 
if we should retire from Mexico without a treaty 
and as enemies, that it might become a theatre for 
the exercise of influences of a most unfriendly 
character to us? With the aid of the monarchical 
party in Mexico, would there not be danger that 
the avowed design of establishing a throne, might 
be realized? The chances of open interposition 
are unquestionably diminished by the results of 
the war; but I am constrained to believe the . 
chances of secret interference are increased by the 
avidity imputed to us for territorial extension. 
Ought not this danger to influence, to some ex- 
tent, our own conduct, at least so far as to dis- 
suade us from abandoning, until a better pros- 
pect of a durable peace shall exist, the advantage 
we have gained as belligerents? We know a 


have also to lament the money lost and thrown away upon 
Mexican soil. And in order that the Cortes may not believe 
I am about to make accusations of so grave a character with- 
out possessing proofs to corroborate them, í now hold in my 
hand a statement of the sums expended and drawn from the 
treasury in Havana in the year 1846, signed by the Senor 
Navarro as auditor, and Mugica astreasurer. In this state- 
ment there is an item which says: ‘ Paid bills of exchange 
remitted by the minister plenipotentiary of her Majesty in 
Mexico for matters belonging to the service, $100,000.’ But 
much greater than this was the authority our minister in 
Mexico possessed for disposing of the public funds. I do not 
know whether he has made use of it. I do not even know 
his name. I suppose he will employ them with scrupu- 
Jous honesty; butis the Spanish people so bountifully sup- 
plied with millions that they can afford to send them to the 
New World, for The purpose of sustaining political intrigues 
in that distant region? How many meritorious military men, 
who have shed their blood far the good of their country, and 
whose means of support have been cut down to the lowest 
possible point, might have been aided by these large sums? 
How mucli misery might have been alleviated by the money 
which has been thrown away in this manner? And where 
do they find authority for squandering millions to foster for- 
eign intrigues ?” 
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great majority of the Mexican people are radically 
averse to any other than a republican form of gov- 
ernment; but we know, also, the proneness of a 
people among whom anarchy reigns triumphant, 
to seek any refuge which promises the restoration 
of tranquillity and social order. 

Mr. President, any attempt by a European power 
to interpose in the affairs of Mexico, either to estab- 
lish a monarchy, or to maintain, in the language of 
M. Guizot, * the equilibrium of the great political 
forces in America,” would be the signal for a war 
far more important in its consequences, and inscru- 
table in its issues, than this. We could not sub- 
mit to such interposition if we would. The public 
opinion of the country would compel us to resist 
it. Weare committed by the most formal decla- 
rations, first made by President Monroe in 1823, 
and repeated by the present Chief Magistrate of 
the Union. We have protested, in the mostsolemn 
manner, against any further colonization by Euro- 
pean powers on this continent. We have protested 
against any interference in the political concerns of 
the independent states in this hemisphere. A pro- 
test, it is true, does not imply that the ground it 
assumes is to be maintained at all vee and if 
necessary, by force of arms. Great Britain pro- 
tested against the interference of France in the 
affairs uf Spain in 1823; she has more recently 
protested against the absorption of Cracow by 
Austria as a violation of the political order of 
Europe, settled at Vienna by the allied sovereigns, 
and against the Montpensier marriage as a viola- 
tion of the treaty of Utrecht; but I do not remem- 
ber that in either case she did anything more than 
to proclaim to the world her dissent from the acts 
against which she entered her protest. It has 
always seemed to me to be unwise in a government” 
to put forth manifestoes without being prepared to 
maintain them by acts, or to make declarations of 
abstract principle until the occasion has arrived for 
enforcing them. The declarations of a President 
having no power to make war without a vote of 
Congress, or even to employ the military force of 
the country except to defend our own territory, 1s 
very different from the protest of a sovereign hold- 
ing the issues of peace and war in his own hands. 
But the former may not be lesseffectual when they 
are sustained, as I believe those of Presidents 
Monroe and Polk are, in respect to European in- 
terference on the American continent, by an undi- 
vided public opinion, even though they may not 
have received a formal response from Congress. I 
hold, therefore, if any such interposition as that 
to which 1 have referred should take place, resist- 
ance on our part would inevitably follow, and we 
should become involved in controversies, of which 
no man could foresee the end. 

Before I quit this part of the subject, I desire to 
advert to some circumstances recently made public, 
and, if true, indicating significantly the extent to 
which Great Britain is disposed to carry her other 
encroachments on this continent, as in every other 

uarter of the globe. On the coast of Honduras, in 
Gentral America, commonly called the Musquito 
coast, there’ is a tribe of Indians bearing the same 
name, numbering but a few hundred individuals, 
and inhabiting some miserable villages in the 
neighborhood of Cape Gracias a Dios, near the 
fifteenth parallel of north latitude. Several hun- 
dred miles south is the river San Juan, running 
from Lake Nicaragua to the Caribbean sea, a 
space of about two degrees of longitude, with the 
town of Nicaragua at its mouth, and a castle or 
fort about midway between the town and the lake. 
The lake is only fifteen leagues from the Pacific, 
and constitutes, with the river San Juan, one of 
the proposed lines for a ship canal across the 
isthmus. GreatBritain has recently laid claim to 
the river San Juan and the town of Nicaragua, if 
she has not actually taken possession of the latter. 
I have seen a communication from the British 
consul-general at Guatemala, asserting the inde- 
pendence of the Mosquitos as a nation. 1 have 
also seen a communication from the British con- 
sul at Bluefield, on the Mosquito shore, asserting 
that “ the Mosquito flag and nation are under the 
special protection of the crown of Great Britain,” 
and that the limits which the British Govern- 
ment is determined to maintain as the right of the 
King of the Mosquitos” ‘‘ comprehend the San 
Juan river.” By Arrowsmith’s London Atlas, 
published in 1840, the Mosquito territory covered 
about 40,000 square miles, nearly as large an area 
as that of the State of New York; but it did not 


extend below the twelfth parallel of latitude, while 
the river San Juan 1s on the eleventh. I have seen 
the protest of the State of Nicaragua against the 
occupation of the towan of Nicaragua on the river 
San Juan, which, as the protest declares, has been 
from time immemorial in her quiet and. peaceable 
possession. The state of San Salvador, one of 
the Central American republics, also unites in 
the protest, and declares her determination, if the 
outrage shall be carried into effect, to exert her 
whole power until the usurper ‘‘shall be driven 
from the limits of Central America.” 

I understand, for I speak only from information, 
that Great Britain has for some time claimed to 
have had the Mosquitos, a mere naked tribe of In- 
dians of a few hundred persons, under her protec- 
tion.* Through her influence they appointed a 
king, who was taken to Belize, a British station on 
the bay of Yucatan, and there crowned. Itis said, 
also, thgt on the decease of the king, he was 
found to have bequeathed his dominions to her 
Britannic Majesty. It appears to be certain that 
she has, under this pretence of protection, extend- 
ed her dominion over an immense surface in Cen- 
tral America; that she has at least one vessel of 
war, the Sun, commanded by an officer bearing an 
English name, ‘‘ Commander Trotter, of the Mos- 
quito navy,” as he is styled in a letter written by 
the British consul at Bluefield, and that she is still 
further extending herself, against the remonstrance 
of the Central American States. But these states, 
besides being physically weak, are distracted by 
internal feuds; and if the proceedings complained 
of be not the unauthorized acts of British agents, 
which Great Britain will disavow, it is hardly to 
be expected that a usurpation, so unjustifiably con- 
summated, will be abandoned on an appeal to the 
justice of the wrong-doer. Whether our govern- 
ment should remain quiescent under this encroach- 
ment upon near and defenceless neighbors, is a 
question worthy of consideration. Under any 
circumstances, it seems to me to afford little assu- 
rance of non-interference with the affairs of Mexi- 
co, if our forces were to be withdrawn without a 
treaty. 

There is another consideration which ought not 
to be overlooked. In July last, Lord George Ben- 
tinck made a motion for an address to her Britan- 
nic Majesty, praying her to take such measures as 
she might deem proper to secure the payment of 
the Spanish government bonds held by British sub- 
jects. Those bonds amount to about three hun- 
dred and eighty millions of dollars, and on about 
three hundred and forty millions no interest what- 
ever has been paid; and including this debt nearly 
seven hundred and thirty millions of dollars are 
due to British subjects by foreign governments—a 
sum equal to about one-fifth of her national debt. 
He contended, that ‘t by the law of nations, from 
time immemorial, it has been held that the recov- 
ery of just debts is a lawful cause of war, if the 
country from which payment is due refuses to 
listen to the claims of the country to whom money 
is owing.’’ He quoted authorities to show that 
the payment of the debt, or the interest on it, 
might be enforced without having recourse to 
arms, though asserting the right to resort to force 
to compelit. He referred to the rich colonies of 
Spain, and especially Cuba, to show that there 
was wealth enough in its annual produce and rev- 
enue ‘to pay the whole debt due by Spain to 
British bond-holders.’? He referred to the naval 
force. which Spain possessed to show that there 
would not be “any very effective resistance,” 
and that ‘‘ the most timid minister” need not fear 
it. Having, in the course of his remarks, called 
the attention of the Minister of Foreign Affairs to 
the subject, Lord Palmerston, in responding to his 
call, entered into an extended statement in respect 
to the foreign debt due to British subjects. He 
drew a distinction between transactions by one 
government with another, by British subjects with 
a foreign government, by British subjects with the 
subjects of another government, and between debts 


* Extract of a letter from the Supreme Government of the State 
of Nicaragua to the Supreme Government of the State of 
San Salvador. = 
‘© A tribe with no recognized form of government, with- 

out civilization, and entirely abandoned to savage life, is 

suddenly made use of by enlightened England for the pur- 


pose of planting one of her feet upon the Atlantic coast of. 


this State; or rather, for the purpose of taking possession of 
the port for communication hetween Europe, America, and 
Asia, and other important countries at the point where the 
grand inter-oceanic canal is most practicable.”? 


and acts of injustice-and oppression. This dis- 
tinction, however, he treated as matter of expedi- 
ency and established practice. He assented to the 
doctrine laid down by the noble lord who made 
the motion for an address, and he said, if it were 
the wise policy of England to lay down a rule that 
she would enforce obligations of this character 
with the same rigor as those of a different charac- 
ter, she would have a full and fair right, according 
to the laws of nations, to do so. And he conclud- 


| ed by saying. that England had not refrained from 


taking the steps urged by his noble friend, because 
she was ‘‘ afraid of these states, or all of them put 
together;’’ that it was not to be supposed the Brit- 
ish Parliament, or the British nation, would oe 
remain patient under the wrong, and that they ha 
ample power and means to obtain justice. 

I pass over the doctrines put forth in the speech 
of Lord George Bentinck, and sanctioned by Lord 
Palmerston, though I believe it not perfectly clear 
that they can be maintained to the full extent, by 
an appeal to any well established principles of in- 
ternational law. You know, sir, that we have 
sometimes found British statesmen, even those 
holding places negrest to the throne, at fault, both 
in respect to matters of principle and matters of 
fact, though it is certainly ‘but justice to concede 
to them the possession of more enlarged views of 
policy, combined with greater practical,talent and 
tact, than is often to be found in the councils of 
European sovereigns. I pass over also an offen- 
sive allusion to the failure of two or three of the 
States of this Union to pay their debts, “as a 
Stain upon the national character,” (I use his own- 
language,) when it is well known that the suspen- 
sion of payment was temporary, and from over- 
ruling necessity; that in most fnstances resump- 
tion has taken place; and that, in all, the most 
earnest efforts have been made to resume the dis- 
charge of their obligations. This imputation was 
cast upon us at the moment when our people, with 
one heart, were sending abroad their agricultural 
surplus to feed the famished population of Ire- - 
land, not merely in the way of commercial ex- 
change, but in the form of donations, in ship-loads, 
public and private. And so far as the commercial 
portion is concerned, I believe our merchants have 
for months been draining our banks of specie, to 
send abroad to meet their own pecuniary obliga- 
tions, while for a time at least they were unable to - 
draw on their debtors in England for the proceeds of 
the breadstuffs by which her subjects had been fed. 
But I pass by all this, and come to the important 
fact that Mexico was among the indebted foreign 
States enumerated in a report, on which the mo- 
tion of Lord George Bentinck was founded. What 
is the extent of her indebtedness I do not know, 
but I understand about seventy millions of dollars 
—and I believe it was but recently that the public 
domain in California was mortgaged to the credit- 
ors for a portion of this amount, though the lien 
is now said to be discharged. 

I appeal to honorable Senators to say, with 
these facts before them—with this public and offi- 
cial assertion of a principle, which, according to 
Lord Palmerston, the British government has only 
abstained from practically enforcing through mere 
considerations of policy—whether, if our forces 
were withdrawn from Mexico, and that country 
should become a prey to the anarchy and confusion 
which has reigned there so long, and which, if 
renewed, would in all probability become univer- 
sal and hopeless—whether, [ say, there would not 
be a temptation too strong to be resisted to reduce 
the principle thus proclaimed to practice? whether ` 
some portion of the Mexican territory might not 
be occupied as a guarantee for the payment of the 
debt due to British subjects, and thus another prin- 
ciple be violated, which we are committed to 
maintain? I do not mean to say that this consid- 
eration, if it stood alone, should absolutely con- 
trol our conduct. But as auxiliary to the graver 
considerations to which I have referred, it appears 
to me that it may properly be allowed some weight 
—enough, sir, perhaps, to turn the scale, if it were 
already balanced—though, | think, there is suffi- 
cient without it to incline us decisively to, the side 
of continued occupation. 

Besides, British subjects have other extensive 
pecuniary interests in Mexico: they have large 
commercial establishments and heavy investments 
of capital in the mining districts. If the political 
affairs of that country should fall into inextricable 
confusion, it is not to be supposed that these great 
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interests will be abandoned by Great Britain;. and 


yét it is extremely difficult to see by what interpo- 
sition on her part they could be secured without 
the danger of collision between her and us. 

Mr. Pregjdent, in what I have said in respect fod 
the danger of foreign interposition, 1 have not re- 
lied upon the ephemeral opinions of the day, or on 
opinions exptessed in public journals abroad, how- 
ever intimately those journals may be supposed to 
be connected with governments, as the organs of 
the views which itis deemed advisable to throw 
out, from time to time, for the public considera- 
tion or guidance. I have resorted to no irrespon- 
sible sources. I have presented opinions and dec- 
larations proclaimed with more or less of official 
sanction, and for the most part, with the highest— 
I mean the declarations of ministers, speaking for 
their governments to the popular body, and as the 
responsible representatives of sovereigns, holding 
in their own hands the authority to enforce, or 
attempt to enforce, what they proclaim. How far 
these declarations, taken in connection with the 
acts referred to, should influence our conduct, is a 
question on which we may not all agree. But it 
appears to me that it would bea great error in 
statesmanship to treat them as wholly unworthy 
of our consideration. Jealousy of our increasing 
power, commercia! rivalry, political interests, all 
combine to give them importance. Itis the prov- 
ince of a wise forecast to provide, as far as possible, 
that these adverse influences shall find no theatre 
for their exercise. To abandon Mexico would, it 
seems to me, throw wide open all the avenues for 
their admittance—one power for commercial mo- 
nopoly, and the other for political control—and 
perhaps impose on us the difficult and dangerous 
task of removing “evils which a proper vigilance 
might have prevented. 

It may be, Mr. President, that we shall have an 
early peace. I sincerely hope so. In-this case, 
we must withdraw from Mexico; and it may per- 
haps be said that the dangers I have referred to as 
likely to result from our absence at the present 
moment may possibly be realized. These dangers, 
whatever they may be, we must incur whenever 
she shall tender us a peace, which we ought to 
accept. But there is a wide difference between 
retiring as belligerents and enemies without a 
treaty, and as friends under an amicable ar- 
rangement, with solemn obligations on both sides 
to keep the peace. In the former case, probab! 
one of the first acts of Mexico would be to re- 
assemble her army, and her government might 
fall under the control of her military leaders. In 
the latter, amicable relations being restored, and 
military forces, being unnecessary, at least to act 
against us, thé peace party would have better 
hopes of maintaining themselves, of preventing the 
army, which is now regarded as responsible for the 
national disasters, from gaining the ascendency, 
and also of excluding influences from abroad, 
which would be hostile to her interests and fatal 
to the common tranquillity of both countries. 

In the references I have made to France and 
Great Britain, l have been actuated by no feeling 
of unkindness or hostility to either. Rapid and 
wide-spread as has been the progress of the latter, 
we have never sought to interfere with it. She 
holds one-third of the North American continent. 
She has established her dominion in the Bermu- 
das, the West Indies, and in Guiana, on the South 
American continent. She holds Belize, on the bay 
of Yucatan, in North America, with a district of 
about fourteen thousand square miles, if we may 

‘trust her own geographical delineations. We see 
her in the occupation of territories in every quar- 
ter of the globe, vastly, inordinately extended, 
and still ever extending herself. It is not easy 
to keep pace with her encroachments. <A few 
pean ago the Indus was the western boundary of 

er Indian empire. She has passed it. She has 
overrun Affghanistan and Beeloochistan, though 
I believe she has temporarily withdrawn from the 
former. She stands at the gates of Persia. She 
has discussed the policy of passing Persia, and 
making the Tigris her western boundary in Asia. 
One stride more would place her upon the shores 
of the Mediterranean; and her armies would no 
longer find their way to India by the circumnavi- 
gation of Africa. Indeed, she has now, for all 
government purposes of communication, except 
the transportation of troops and munitions of war, 

a direct intercourse with the east. Her steamers 
of the largest class run from England to Alexan- 
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dria; from Alexandria there is a water communi- 
cation with Cairo—some sixty miles; from Cairo 
it is but eight hours overland to Suez, at the head 
of the Red Sea; from Sues her steamers of the 
largest class run to Aden; a military station of hers 
at the mouth of the Red Sea, from Aden to Cey- 
lon, and from Ceylon to China. She is not merely 
conquering her way back from Hisdoostan. She 
has raised her standard beyond it. She has en- 
tered the confines of the Celestial Empire. She has 
gained a permanent foothold within it; and who 
that knows her, can believe that pretexts will long 
be wanting to extend her dominion there? Though 
it is for commerce mainly that she is thus adding 
to the number and extent of her dependencies, it 
is not for commerce alone. The love of power and 
extended empire is one of the efficient principles of 
her gigantic efforts and movements. No island, 
however remote, no rock, however barren, on 
which the cross of St. George has once been un- 
furled, is ever willingly relinquished, no matter 
how expensive or inconvenient it may be to main- 
tain it. She may be said literally to encircle the 
globe by an unbroken chain of dependencies. Nor 
is it by peaceful means that she 1s thus extending 
herself. She propagates commerce, as Moham- 
medanism propagated religion, by fire and sword. 
If she negotiates, it is with fleets and armies at the 
side of her ambassadors, in order to use the language 
of her diplomacy, ‘‘to give force to their repre- 
sentations.’’ She is essentially and eminently a 
military power, unequalled on the sea and unsur- 
passed on the land. Happily, the civilization, 
which distinguishes her at home, goes with her 
and obliterates some of the bloody traces of her 
march to unlimited empire. 

Much less has any unkind feeling dictated my 
reference to France. Our relations with her have 
usually been of the most friendly character. From 
the foundation of our Government there has exist- 
ed, on our.side, a strong feeling of sympathy in 
her prosperities and her misfortunes, which no tem- 
porary interruption of our friendship has been able 
to eradicate. There is reason for this feeling: at 
would not have been creditable to us as a people if 
it had proved a transient sentiment. She stood 
forth at a critical period in our contest for inde- 
pendence, and rendered us the most essential ser- 
vice by her coöperation and aid. The swords of 
Washington and Lafayette were unsheathed on 
the same battle-fields. Our waters and our plains 
have been crimsoned with the generous blood of 
France. The names of Rochambeau, De Grasse, 
and D’Estaing are identified with our struggles for 
freedom. They have become, in some degree, 
American, and we give them to our children as 
names to be remembered for the gallant deeds of 
those who bore them. It is not surprising, under 
such circumstances, that in the survey of the 
European system, we should have been accustomed 
to regard France as the power most likely, in the 
progress of events, to become the rival of England 
on the ocean as she has been on the land: and with 
a large portion of our people, if the wish has not 
been ‘‘parent,’’ it has, at least, been companion 
“to the thought.’’ For this reason, the declara- 
tion of M. Guizot was considered, independently 
of all views of right, as peculiarly ungracious, and 
as a demonstration of feeling totally inconsistent 
with the ancient friendship by which the two 
countries have been united. I have never believed 
it to be in accordance with the sentiments of the 
French people. 
ance on their right judgment and feeling, that I 
confess I have thought it not unlikely that an inter- 
position in our affairs, so completely at variance 
with amicable relations, which ought to be held 
sacred, might be arrested by a more decisive inter- 
position at home against its authors. 

I repeat, I have spoken in no spirit of unkindness 
either towards Great Britain or Frafce. I desire 
nothing but friendship with them—close, cordial, 
constant, mutually beneficial friendship. I speak 
of them historically, as they exist and exhibit 
themselves to the eyes of the civilized world. 

Thus far, I have considered the probable conse- 
quences of retiring from Mexico, as they are likely 
to affect our political relations with her, and pos- 
sibly with other States. I now turn, for a single 
moment only, to a different class of considera- 
tions—I mean considerations arising out of our 
claims to indemnity for injuries. Although the 
war was not commenced to secure it, this is one 
of the avowed objects for which it has been pros- 


And so strong has been my reli- 


-doubly pernicious in its tendencies. 
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ecuted. Shall we abandon the, position we have 
taken, and leave this object unaccomplished? Shall 
we not rather retain what we have acquired, until 
our just claima are satisfied? To do otherwise 
would be to have incurred an enormous expend@i- 
ture of treasure and blood to no purpose—to have 
prosecuted the war till we had the means of in- 
demnifying ourselves in our own hands, and then 
voluntarily to relinquish them. Such a course 
seems to me utterly irreconcilable either with jus- 
tice to ourselves or with sound policy. If I am 
not mistaken in the views I have expressed, it 
would be an abandonment of indemnity without 
getting rid of the war, on which we must now rely 
to procure it. ‘These considerations do not apply 
to the policy suggested by the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina. He proposes to take indem- 
nity into our own hands by occupying a portion of 
northern or central Mexico, and holding it without 
a treaty. My remarks are only applicable to the 
policy of withdrawing from Mexico altogether, 
and leaving the adjustment of differences to future 
negotiations. 

Having thus declared myself in favor of the oc- 
cupation of Mexico until she shall consent to make 
peace, I deem it proper to say, in connection with 
this subject, that I have been uniformly opposed, 
and that | am still opposed, to all schemes of con- 
quest for the acquisition of territory. In this re- 
spect, I concur in what the Senator from South 
Carolina has said, and for nearly the same reasons. 
I am opposed to all such schemes, because they 
would be inconsistent with the avowed objects of 
the war; because they would be incompatible with 
justice and sound policy; and because, if success- 
ful, they would be utterly subversive of the funda- 
mental principle of our political system, resting as 
it does on a voluntary association of free and inde- 
pendent States. I have been uniformly.in favor 
of the most energetic measures in the prosecution 
of the war, because I believed them most likely to 
bring it to a close. In carrying our arms to the 
enemy’s capital and occupying his territory, I can 
see nothing inconsistent with the principles of jus- 
tice or the usages of civilized States. In the pros- 
ecution of a war undertaken to procure a redress 
of injuries, the territories or property of an enemy 
may be seized for the express purpose of compel- 
ling him to do justice. More may be taken than 
would constitute a fair indemnity for actual inju- 
ries, provided it be done with the intention of re- 
storing the surplus when he shall consent to make 
peace on reasonable terms. It isin this spirit, and 
with this intention, that my codperation has been 
even to the vigorous prosecution of the war. We 

ave a right to insist on a fair boundary; we may 
exact indemnity for injuries; we may demand in- 
demnification for the expenses of the war, if we 
please. But here all right ceases; and if, when 
this is conceded, we have more on our lands, we- 
are bound, on every principle of law and good con- 
science, to make restitution. It is admitted on all 
hands that Mexico is incapable of indemnifying us 
in money. But she may do so by ceding to us’ 
territory which is useless to her, which she has 
not the ability to defend, and which may be useful 
tous. I have always been in favor of acquiring 
territory on just terms. The acquisition of Cali- 
fornia has always appeared to me very desirable, 
on account of its ports on the Pacific. I have 
uniformly voted for acquiring it, when the propo. 
sition has come before us. I believe, on the first 
occasion, [ was in a minority of ten or eleven. 
My opinion is unchanged. Indeed, it is confirmed 
by the fact, that California has, by our military 
operations, become forever detached from Mexico. 
If it were to be abandoned by us, its forty thou- 
sand inhabitants would undoubtedly establish an 
independent government for themselves, and they 
would maintain it if undisturbed by foreign inter- 
ference. I take the actual condition of things as I 
find it, and with an earnest desire to fulfil all the 
obligations it devolves on us in a spirit of justice 
towards Mexico and towards the people of Cali- 
fornia. 

I concur also in what the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina has said in relation to the in- 
fluerice of war on our political institutions. No 
man can deplore it under any circumstances, more 
than myself. Independently of the evils which it. 
always brings in its train, there are considerations 
connected with our political organization and the 
nature of our social progress, which render it’ 
The final suc- 
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cess of the experiment we are making in free gov- 
. ernment may depend, in some degree, on a steady 
maintenance of the spirit of peace, in which our 
political system had its origin, and in which it has 
thus far been administered. Great as is our ca- 
pacity for war, our whole scheme of government 
is averse to it. The greatest possible economy in 
expenditure; the least possible patronage in the 
hands of the Executive; the smallest, pecuniary 
exactions from the people, consistent with our ab- 
solute wants; the absence of all demands on the 
public treasury, which call for unusual contribu- 
tions of revenue or promote excessive disburse- 
ments; the exemption of the country from all 
exigencies which devolve on the legislative and 
executive departments of the government the ex- 
ercise of extraordinary powers;—these are the con- 
ditions under which the ends of our political or- 
ganization are most Jikely to be fulfilled. Sir, none 
of these conditions belong to a state of war. Ex- 
travagant disbursements; extraordinary contribu- 
tions of revenue, present or prospective—present, 
in augmented burdens of taxation, prospective, in 
the shape of loans and anticipations of income, 
leading ultimately to taxation; extraordinary pow- 
ers summarily, and sometimes arbitrarily exer- 
cised;—these are the inseparable companions of 
war; and they are inimical to the very genius of 
our social system. 

There are considerations, which, in my judg- 
ment, render a war with Mexico peculiarly unfor- 
tunate, and which justify all the efforts we have 
made to bring it to an amicable termination. We 
are mutually engaged in carrying out on this con- 
tinent the experiment of free government, which 
in all other ages has proved abortive. We are try- 
ing it under eminently auspicious circumstances. 
We have no strong Governments around us, found- 
ed upon antagonist principles, and adverse in their 
example and influence to the success of ours. We 
are sustained by the faculty of popular representa- 
tion, which was unknown, or at least imperfectly 
known, to the free states of antiquity, and by 
force of which we have been enabled to carry out, 
on geographical areas of indefinite extent, an 
organization which had previously been deemed 
applicable only to communities of limited popula- 
tion and territory. It is natural, under these cir- 
cumstances, that the friends of free government, 
wherever they are to be found, should turn to us 
as the last hope of liberal institutions. They look 
to us for examples of moderation and forbearance 
in our intercourse with foreign nations—especially 
those having forms of government analogous to 
our own—and for an exemption from the evil pas- 
sions which have embroiled the countries of the Old 
World, and involved them, century after century, 
with brief intermissions, in wars of ambition and 
revenge. In asserting the superiority of our own 
form of government, the strength of the argument 
will be weakened, if we shall be found no more 
exempt than those, which are less popular, from 
strife and contention with neighboring States. Re- 
` garding the success of our institutions as affecting 
deeply the welfare of our race, and vindicating the 
competency of-mankind to self-government, I have 
always esteemed it peculiarly unfortunate that any 
cause of alienation should have existed of suffi- 
. cient magnitude to induce the two principal repub- 
lics of the western hemisphere to turn their arms 
against each other. The cause-of liberal govern- 
ment is injured, and far more deeply injured, than 
it has been by the dissension of the republics in 
the southern portion of the American continent. 

These are considerations which it were well for 
us always to keep in view—in peace, that we may 
notrush hastily into war; in war, that we may 
spare no honorable effort for a restoration of 

eace. 

There is yet another consideration of a kindred 
character. While the monarchies of Europe are 
at peace with each other, and social improvement 
is advancing, on the continent at least, with unpar- 
alleled rapidity, almost the only wars now waging 
. among neighboring States are between us and 
Mexico, and between some of the South American 
republics. I desire, as much as any one can, to 
see these dissehtions composed, and to see these 
republican States resume the fulfilment of their 
great mission among the nations—the maintenance 
of the principles of political liberty, and the culti- 
vation of the arts of civilization and peace. 

In these views I concur with the Senator from 
South Carolina. But here I am constrained to 


separate from him.’ When we come to practical 
measures, our paths lie wide apart. | 

It is for the very reasons I have just stated, 
that I cannot assent to the policy he proposes. - I 
believe it calculated to: prolong the war, not to 
terminate it; to keep alive the spirit of animosity 
which divides us from Mexico, instead of restoring 
the friendly relations which ought to exist between 
us. Iam in favor, then, of standing as we are. 
And, sir, if she shall refuse to make peace; if we 
must continue in the occupation of her capital and 
three-fourths of her territory, it may be in the 
order of Providence that we shall, through this 
very necessity, become the instruments of her po- 
litical and social regeneration. In the party con- 
flicts which distract her, the means may be found 
of consolidating her government on a republican 
basis, of healing her dissensions, and of uniting 
her to us in bonds of friendship by an exercise of 
magnanimity and forbearance in the final adjust- 
ment of our difficulties with her. I believe even 
now something of the salutary influence of our 
presence in her capital and principal sea-ports, 
begins to be felt. The abolition of transit duties, 
the reduction of the impost on foreign articles of 
necessity and convenience, and a freer commerce 
among the Mexican States, may, if continued, 
strike a fatal blow at the anti-commercial system 
by which her people have been oppressed, and the 
internal abuses by which her rulers have grown 
rich—a system of mal-administration not even 
equalled by that which exists in old Spain. The 
higher improvement in government, in the arts, 
and in civilization under all its forms, which dis- 
tinguishes our own people, may, by force of actual 
contact, be communicated to the Mexicans, and 
lay the foundation of an improved social order. 
Startling as the reflection is, it is nevertheless 
true, that civilization, and even christianity, have 
sometimes been propagated by arms, where they 
would otherwise have been hopelessly excluded. 
Thus, the very passions which seem fitted only to 
desolate human society, may, in the hands of 
Providence, become the agents of its advancement. 
Let us, then, hope and trust that the centest in 
which we are engaged with a neighboring power, 
deplorable as we all consider it, may be an instru- 
ment of social and political amelioration to our 
adversary. 

The Senator from South Carolina has said, in his 
emphatic language, that we are ‘‘ tied to a corpse.” 
It is a striking figure, Mr. President, and partakes 
strongly of the boldness in which the illustrations 
of that distinguished Senator are always conceived. 
Mexico is, indeed, prostrate—almost politically 
inanimate, if you please—under the oppressions 
which have been heaped upon her, year after year, 
by unscrupulous rulers. But I should be sorry to 
believe her beyond the Powe of resuscitation, 
even by human means. do not expect, as our 
contact with her becomes more intimate, to see 
her, like the dead body touched by the bones of 
the prophet, spring, at a single bound, to life and 
strength. But I hope to see her—possibly through 
our instrumentality—freed from the despoticsway 
of her military rulers, and rising, by sure degrees, 
to the national importance I wish her to possess— 
order and tranquillity first, next social improve- 
ment and stable government, and at last an honor- 
able rank among the nations of the earth. I con- 
template no direct interference with her govern- 
ment—no permanent system of protection to be 
exercised over it—no alliance with her beyond 
what may be necessary to secure to us the objects 
of peace. But l do contemplate a treaty, stipulat- 
ing for commercial arrangements, for protection 
and security to our own citizens in their future in- 
tercourse with her, and no withdrawal of our forces 
without it, at least until all chance of obtaining 
one shall prove hopeless. If we were to retire 
now, all commerce between her and us would cease 
and be transferred to our rivals, our frontier would 
be a line of war, not a boundary between peaceful 
neighbors; and unless the tide of conquest should 
be poured back upon her under the provocations 
such a condition of our relations would almost ne- 
cessarily superinduce, no citizen of the United 
States could be expected, for years to come, to plant 
his foot on Mexican soil. War dissolves the 
political and commercial relations of independent 
States, so far as they rest upon voluntary agree- 
ment. Itis only by a treaty of peace that they can 
A a or new relations be substituted for the 
old. 
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Mr. President, advocating as I do the occupa- 
tion of Mexico until she shall consent to make 
peace, it may be incumbent on me to state in what 
manner I think it can best be maintained. And 
here I must say, I think the estimates of the effect- 
ive force in the field have been greatly overstated. 
I Poe no specific plan for adoption. I leave 
all practical measures in the hands of those to 
whom they belong. I only purpose to state what 
suggests itself to my mind, as advisable. I think 
we should find it most. advantageous to remain 
much as we are, excepting to occupy such ports 
on the Pacific as our fleet may reduce and maintain 
as commercial avenues to the interior. It may, 
however, become necessary to occupy San Luis 
Potosi and Zacatecas for the protection of the 
mining Operations in those States, and the agricul- 
tural districts near the city of Mexico, to command 
supplies for the army. i should consider an army 
of twenty-five thousand well-disciplined, effective 
men, the smallest number adequate to the purpose. 
of maintaining positions, keeping open communi- 
cations from the coast to the interior, and dispers- 
ing the enemy’s troops if they shall be reém- 
bodied;.but in order to keep up such a force, we 
should require a nominal organization of at least 
forty thousand men, with full thirty thousand un- 
der pay. Without the general staff, the twenty- 
five regiments of regulars now in service, and the 
ten new regiments proposed by the bill, will con- 
stitute such a force; and when the latter shalt 
be raised and brought into the field, a portion of 
the volunteers may be discharged, if it shall be 
found prudent to do so. Many of the regiments 
are greatly reduced in numbers, and, as Í under- 
stand, are anxious to return home. I doubt now 
whether there are more than twenty-five thousand 
effective men in all Mexico, though the rolls show 
over forty thousand. [General Cass, chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, here said, 
the Adjutant General was of opinion that they did 
not exceed twenty-four thousand.] Some of the 
returns, on which the Adjutant General’s report is 
founded, are of as early a date as August last. It 
will be recollected that last summer, when there 
was great anxiety in relation to General Scott, 
statements of the number of his troops were pub- 
lished here. They were founded on the returns in 
the Adjutant General’s office—and in his official 
report of the battles before the city of Mexico, 
General Scott complained that his force had been 
greatly overstated. He said it had-been “‘ trebled” 
in these returns, if I recollect rightly, and that the 
army had been ‘‘disgusted’’ by the exaggeration. 
The returns of the army now should, in like man- 
ner, be subjected to great deductions in order to 
obtain the real effective force. If the ten regiments 
proposed by the bill are authorized, months will 
be required to raise them; they will not probably, 
as the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs has stated, give many more than- seven 
thousand men, and in the mean time the army will 
become constantly diminished by the casualties of 
service. For these reasons, and for those given— 
and so ably given—some days since by my honora- 
ble friend from Mississippi, (Mr. Davss,] I support 
the bill. JI support it for another reason, which 
has governed me from the commencement of the 
war: to place at the control of the Executive the 
men and means deemed necessary to bring it to 
an honorable termination. 

As hostilities are now suspended, the chief prov- 
ince of the army will be to maintain internal tran- 
quillity, support the civil authorities in the execu-. 
tion of the laws, to free the country from the robber 
and guerrilla bands by which it is infested, ant sub- 
serve the great purposes of government by afford- 
ing security to liberty, property, and life—a security 
the Mexicans have not often fully enjoyed. The 
very exercise of these beneficent agencies will tend 
to disarm hostility towards us with the thinking 
portion of the population. It will place our armies 
in a most favorable contrast with hers, which have 
been scourges rather than protectors to their own 
countrymen. I would, if possible, have no mére 
bloodshed. Į would make our armies the protect- 
ors, not the enemies of the Mexican people, and 
render them subservient to the eradication of abuses 
and to the institution of a better civil administra- 
tion, under Mexican magistrates, abstaining from 
all interference with the frame of the government, 
and changing in its action only what, by universal. 
consent, requires to be changed. If this course. 


|! were to be adopted and ‘steadily pursued, I should: 
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earnestly hope its effect would be, at no distant 
time, to make the capital, under our protection, 
the centre ofan influence which would lead to the 
reéstablishment of the federative system on a du- 
rable basis, and give to that distracted country the 
settled order which is alone necessary to make her 
happy and prosperous. 

o abandon the city of Mexico would, I fear, 
put an end to all these prospects and hopes. That 
city is the political as well as the financial centre 
of the Republic. It is there governments have been 
instituted and deposed, armies levied, revenue sys- 
tems devised and carried into execution. So long 
as we hold it and control the adjoining districts, [ 
believe nothing but imprudence or mismanagement 
can raise up a formidable opposition to us. If we 
abandon it, all the resources of the country, which 
it commands, will again be at the control of its 
rulers, to be employed against us in the renewal 
of active hostilities. Before it was captured, en- 
ergetic movements seemed to me our true policy. 
Now that itis in our undisputed possession, our 
leading object should be to introduce better com- 
mercial and financial systems, and let them work 
out under our protection their legitimate results. 

Great qualities are necessary in him who is 
charged with the execution of these delicate and 
responsible functions. He should have prudence, 
self-control, a Knowledge of civil affairs, of the 
country, of the- people, and their character, and, if 
possible, theirlanguage. Established institutions, 
existing usages, sometimes prejudices, even, must 
be respected. Some of the most disastrous re- 
verses which have befallen armies of occupation, 
have had their origin in violations of the prevailing 
customs and feelings of the people. ‘To avoid this 
fatal error, everything depends on the discretion 
and wisdom of the directing authority. : 

It may be, that all reasonable expectations will 
be disappointed; that the hostility of Mexico will 
prove unappeasable; that she will prefer the politi- 
cal disorganization, which now exists, to an ami- 
cable-arrangement with us. If so, circumstances 
must dictate the course to be pursued when this 
conviction shall be forced on us. But, sir, let us 
hot adopt such a conclusion hastily. Let us rely 
on the influence of more rational motives to give 
us peace. 

And now, sir, I submit whether this course had 
not better be pufsued for a while, if I am right in 
supposing the temporary occupation of Mexico, 


under discreet officers, may lead to a stable peace, 


rather than to withdraw our forces, and leave the 
adjustment of difficulties to the uncertain chance 
‘of a restoration of a responsible government, to be 
terminated at last, perhaps, by the renewed arbit- 
rement of arms. 

I have thus stated with frankness the views I en- 
tertain in respect to the future conduct of the war. 
Notwithstanding the anxious consideration [ have 
given to the subject, they may be erroneous. Itis 
a question of great difficulty, on which differences 
of opinion may well exist, and on which a mis- 
taken course of policy may. lead to the most un- 
pleasant consequences. hatever faith I may 
entertain in the soundness of the opinions I have 
advanced, I certainly should have more if they 
were not totally at variance with those of gentle- 
men possessing, from longer experience, much 
higher claims than myself to public confidence. 
But I have not on this account thought proper to 
withhold them, knowing, as we do, that, from the 
very contrariety and conflict of thought and con- 
viction, valuable deductions may sometimes be 
drawn. 

Mr. President, I feel that I have already tres- 

assed too long on the indulgence of the Senate; but 
Vain unwilling to qlose without asking its attention 
for a very few moments to some considerations 
connected with our future growth and progress, 
and with the influence we must, in spite of our- 
selves, exert over the destinies of Mexico. They 
are no new opinions: they have been expressed 
years ago, both in public and private. 

Sir, no one who has paid a moderate degree of 
attention to the laws and elements of our increase, 
can doubt that our population is destined to spread 
itself across the American continent, filling up, 
with more or less completeness, according to at- 
tractions of soil and climate, the space that inter- 
venes between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 
This eventual, and, perhaps, in the order of time, 
this not very distant extension of our settlements 
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westward, greatly disproportioned to its length, 
becomes a subject of the highest interest to us. On 
the whole extent of our northern flank, from New 
Brunswick to the point where the northern bound- 
ary of Oregon touches the Pacific, we are in con- 
tact with British colonists, having, for the most 
part, the same common origin with ourselves, but 
controlled and moulded by political influences from 
the Eastern hemisphere, if not adverse, certainly 
not decidedly friendly to us. The strongest tie 
which can be relied on to bind us to mutual offices 
of friendship and good neighborhood, is that of 
commerce; and this, as we know, is apt to run 
into rivalry, and sometimes becomes a fruitful 
source of alienation. 

From our northern boundary, we turn’ to our 
southern. What races are to border on us here, 
what is to be their social and political character, 
and what their means of annoyance? Are our 
two fronuers, only seven parallels of latitude apart 
when we pass Texas, to be flanked by settlements 
having no common bond of union with ours? Our 
whole southern line is conterminous, throughout its 
whole extent, with the territories of Mexico, a 
large portion of which is nearly unpopulated. The 
geographical area of Mexico is about 1,700,000 
Square miles, and her population something more 
than 7,000,000 souls. The whole northern and 
central portion, taking the 26th parallel of lati- 
tude as the dividing line, containing more than 
1,200,000 square miles, has about 750,000 inhab- 
itants—about two inhabitants to three square miles. 
The southern portion, with less than 500,000 square 
miles, has a population of about six and a half 
millions of souls, or thirteen inhabitants to one 
square mile. The aboriginal races, which occupy 
and overrun a portion of California and New Mex- 
ico, must there, as every where else, give way be- 
fore the advancing wave of civilization, either to be 
overwhelmed by it, or to be driven upon perpetu- 
ally contracting areas, where, from a diminution of 
their accustamed sources of subsistence, they must 
ultimately become extinct by force of an invincible 
law. We see the operation of this law in every 
portion of this continent. We have no power to 
control it, if we would. It is the behest of Provi- 
dence that idleness, and ignorance, and barbarism, 
shall give place to industry, and knowledge, and 
civilization. The European and mixed races, 
which possess Mexico, are not likely, either from 
moral or physical energy, to become formidable 
rivals or enemies. The bold and courageous en- 
terprise which overran and conquered Mexico, 
appears not to have descended to the present pos- 
sessors of the soil. Either from the influence of 
climate or the admixture ‘of races—the fusion of 
castes, to use the technical phrase—the conquer- 
ors have, in turn, become the conquered. The 
ancient Castilian energy is, in a great degree, sub- 
dued; and it has given place, with many other noble 
traits of the Spanish character, to a peculiarity 
which seems to have marked the race in that coun- 
try, under whatever combinations it is found—a 
proneness to civil discord, and a suicidal waste of 
its Own strength. 

With such a territory and such a people on our 
southern border, what is to be the inevitable 
course of empire? It needs no powers of prophecy 
to foretell. Sir, 1 desire to speak plainly: why 
should we not, when we are discussing the opera- 
tion of moral and physical Jaws, which are beyond 
our control? As our population moves westward 
on our own territory, portions will cross our south- 
ern boundary. Settlements will be formed within 
the unoccupied and sparsely-peopled territory of 
Mexico. Uncongenial habits and tastes, ditfer- 
ences of political.opinion and principle, and num- 
berless other elements of diversity will lead to a 
separation of these newly-formed societies from 
the inefficient government of Mexico. ‘They will 
not endure to be held in subjection to a system, 
which neither yields them protection nor offers 
any incentive to their proper development and 
growth. They will form independent States on 
the basis of constitutions identical in all their lead- 
ing features with our own; and they will naturally 
seek to unite their fortunes to ours. The fate of 
California is already sealed: it can never be re- 
united to Mexico. The operation of the great 
causes, to which [ have alluded, must, at no dis- 
tant day, detach the whole of northern Mexico 
from the. southern portion of that republic. It is 
for the very reason that she is incapable of de- 
fending her possessions against the elements of 
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from without, that I desire to see the inevitable 
political change which is to bẹ wrought in the 
condition of her northern : departments, brought’ 
about without any improper interference on our 
art. ldo not speak of our military mavements. 
refer to the time when our difficulties with her 
shall be healed, and when she shall be left to 
the operation of pacific influences —silent, but more 
powerful than the arm of force. For the reason 
that she is defencelsss, if for no other, I should be 
opposed to all schemes of conquest. Acquisition 
by force is the vice of arbitrary governments. 
desire never to see it the reproach of ours. For 


| the sake of the national honor, as well as the per- 


manency of our political institutions, I desire not 
to see it. The extension of free government on 
this continent can only be arrested, if arrested at 
all, by substituting war for the arts of peace. 
Leave it to itself, and nothing can prevent the 
progress of our population across the continent. 
Mr. Jefferson, with his prophetic forecast, foretold 
this result forty years ago. He prophesied the 
peaceful progress of our people to the Pacific. He 
foresaw them forming new settlements, and, when 
strong enough to maintain themselves, organizing 
independent societies and governing themselves by 
constitutions and laws analagous to our own. It 
is true, he believed the area of freedom might be 
enlarged, advantageously to ourselves and others, 
without extending to the same broad limits the 
arca of our jurisdiction. It was the progress and 
the triumph of great principles of political right, to 
which his philosophical mind instinctively turned 
as to the legitimate aim and boundary of our am- 
bition and desires. Since his day the public mind 
in this country has greatly outrun his anticipations 
of our progress. It looksto the extension of our 
Constitution and laws over regions which were 
formerly considered beyond our reach as integral 
portions of the same system of government. Mod- 
ern Improvements have given great strength to this 
prevailing sentiment. It is possible by steam 
power, if we can succeed in making the proper ap- 
plication of it, over so broad a surface, to reach 
the Pacific ocean from Lake Michigan, or the Mis- 
Sissippi, in eight or nine days—a period of time 
less than that which was required to- travel from 
Boston to Philadelphia, when the Congress of-the 
American colonies first assembled in the latter city. 
Under these circumstances, the extension of our 
political boundary so as to embrace all territory we 
may justly call our own, seems no longer to be 
considered a questionable policy. If other dis- 
tricts, not now within the territories of the Union, 
shall found independent governments, and shall 
desire to unite themselves to us on terms mutually 
acceptable, it is a question which concerns only 
them and us, and in which no stranger can be per- 
mitted to intrude. When the time comes for the 
settlement of any such questions, they will doubt- 
less be considered with all the solemnity which 
belongs to propositions involving the public wel- 
fare. To those with whom the decision belongs 
Jet us leave them, with the assurance that the wis- ` 
dom which has governed and guided us so long, 
will still point out to us the path of liberty, tran- 
quillity and safety. ; 

One position we have assumed, and I trust it 
will be maintained with inflexible firmness—that 
no Power beyond this continent can be permitted 
ta,interfere with our progress, so long as there is 
on our part no violation of its own rights. I would 
resist, at the outset, as matter of the gravest 
offence, all indications of such interference. If the 
abstract right could be asserted on grounds of in- 
ternational law, there has been nothing in the 
nature of our extension, or the means by which it 
has been accomplished, to warrant its application 
tous. From the formation of our Government, 
for nearly three-quarters of a century, military 
power—brute force—has had no agency in the con- 
quests we have achieved, We-have overrun no 
provinces or countries abofinding in wealth. Our 
capital has witnessed no triumphal entries of re- 
turning armies, bearing with them the spoils and 
trophies of conquest. Our ships have not been’ 
seen returning from subjugated districts, freighted 
with the tributes of an extended commerce. In 
the extension of our commercial intercourse, we 
have not, like our Anglo-Saxon mother, been seen 
hewing down with the sword, with unrelenting 
and remorseless determination, every obstacle 
which opposed itself to her progress. Our career 
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thus far has been stained by no such companion- 


ship with evil. Our conquests have been the peace- 
ful achievements of enterprise and industry—the 
one leading the way into the wilderness; the other 
following and completing the acquisition by the 
formal symbols of occupancy and possession. 
They have looked to no objects beyond the con- 
version of uninhabited wilds into abodes of civili- 
zation and freedom. Their only arms were the 
axe and the ploughshare. The accumulations of 
wealth they have brought were all extracted from the 
bosom of the earth by the unoffending hand of labor. 
If, in the progress of our people westward, they shall 
occupy territories not our own, but to become ours 
by amicable arrangements with the governments 
to which they belong, which of the nations of the 
earth shall venture to stand forth, in the face of 
the civilized world, and call on us to pause in this 
great work of human improvement? Itis as much 
the interest of Europe as it is ours, that we should 
be permitted to follow undisturbed the path which, 
in the allotment of national fortunes, we seem ap- 
pointed to tread. Our country has long been a 
refuge for those who desire a larger liberty than 
they enjoy under their own rulers. It is an outlet 
for the political disaffection of the Old World— 
fer social elements which might there have be- 
come sources of agitation, but which are here si- 
lently and tranquilly incorporated into our system, 
ceasing to be principles of disturbance as they at- 
tain the greater freedom, which was the object of 
their separation from less congenial combinations 
in other quarters of the globe. Nay, more: it is 
into the vast reservoir of the western wilderness, 
teeming with fruitfulness and fertility, that Europe 
is constantly pouring, under our protection, her 
human surplusses, unable to draw from her own 
bosom the elements of their support and repro- 
duction. She is literally going along with us in 
our march to prosperity and power, to share with 
us its triumphs and its fruits. Happily, this con- 
tinent is not a legitimate theatre for the politi- 
cal arrangements of the sovereigns of the eastern 
hemisphere. Their armies may range, undis- 
turbed by us, over the plains of Europe, Asia, 
and Africa, dethroning monarchs, partitioning 
kingdoms, and subverting republics, as interest or 
caprice may dictate. But political justice demands 
that in one quarter of the globe self-government, 
freedom, the arts of peace, shall be permitted to 
work out, unmolested, the great purposes of hu- 
man civilizatiog. 

Mr. President, I trust there will be nothing in 
the final adjustment of our difficulties with Mexico 
to impair, in any degree, the moral of our example 
in the past. Our course, heretofore, has been one 
of perpetual exertion to bring about an amicable 
arrangement with her. I trust we shall persevere 
in the-same course of conduct, whatever unwilling- 
ness she may exhibit to come to terms. Enter- 
taining the opinions which I have expressed, I 
naturally feel a deep solicitude, as an American 
citizen, that our public conduct should comport 
with the dignity of the part we seem destined to 
F in the great drama of international politics. 

desire to see our good name unsullied, and the 
character we have gained for moderation, justice, 
and scrupulousness in the discharge of our na- 
tional obligations, maintained unimpaired. In 
these, jet us be assured, our great strength consists; 
for it is these which make us strong in the opinion 
of mankind. 

In what I have said concerning the progress of 
our people over the unpopulated regions west of 
us, and in respect to our responsibilities as a nation, 
I trust I shall have incurred no imputation of in- 
consistency. On the contrary, I trust I shall be 
considered consistent in all I have said. I regard 
our extension, as I have endeavoured to fore- 
shadow it, to be the inevitable result of causes, the 
operation of which it is not in our power to arrest. 
At the same time, I hold it to be our sacred duty 
to see that it is not encouraged or promoted by 
improper means. While I should consider it the 
part of weakness to shrink from extension, under 
the apprehension that it might bring with it the 
elements of discord and disunien, as our political 
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boundaries are enlarged, I should hold it to be the 
part of folly and dishonor to attempt to accelerate it 
by agencies incompatible with our obligations to 
other nations. It is the dictate of wisdom and of 
duty to submit ourselves to the operation of the 
great causes which are at work, and which will 
work on in spite of us, in carrying civilization and 
freedom across the American continent. 

In advocating a continued peoupanen of the 
cities and territory we have acquired in Mexico, 
until she shall assent to reasonable terms of peace, 
I trust also that I shall be deemed consistent with 
myself. Deprecating war as the greatest of ca- 
lamities, especially for us, I desire to see this war 
brought to a close at the earliest practicable day. 
I am in favor of whatever measures are most likely 
to accomplish this desirable end. I am opposed 
to an abandoment of our position: 

Ist. Because I believe it would open a field of do- 
mestic dissension in Mexico, which might be fatal 
to her existence as an independent state or make 
her take refuge in the arms of despotism; 

2d. Because it might lead to external interference 
in her affairs of the most dangerous tendency both 
to her and us; and 

3d. Because I fear that we should only gain a 
temporary suspension of hostilities, to be renewed 
under great disadvantages to us, and with every 
prospect of a longer and more sanguinary con- 
test. 

Mr. President, it is this last consideration, which 
weighs most heavily upon my own mind. I hold 
it to be indispensable to the public welfare, under 
all its aspects, that we should have, at the termi- 
nation of this contest, a solid and stable peace. 
Unpromising as the condition of things séems at 
the present moment, my hope still is, that firmness 
tempered with prudence, will give us, not a mere 
outward pacification with secret Irritation rankling 
within, but substantial concord and friendship, 
which shall leave no wound unhealed. And, sir, 
we should be satisfied with nothing short of an 
accommodation of differences which will enable 
the country with confidence to lay aside its armor, 
and to resume the peaceful pursuits to which, by 
the inexorable law of our condition, we must look 
for prosperity and safety. 

My advice, then, (if I may presume to advise,) 
is, to stand firm, holding ourselves ready at all 
times to make a peace, and carrying Into our nego- 
tiations for that purpose a determination to cement 
a future good understanding with our adversary, 
by an adjustment of our differences on terms of 
justice, moderation, and magnanimity. 

Mr. Dix having concluded, 

Mr. PHELPS indicated a wish to address the 
Senate; but the hour being late, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 27, 1848. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read and 
approved— 

r. BOYDON rose and asked leave to make a 
personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER stated that no remarks were in 
order except by the general consent of the House. 

No objection being made— 

Mr. BOYDON proceeded to state, that he found 
in the report of the “ Union” of what took place 
in the House yesterday, when the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Henery] was speaking, a statement 
represefting him (Mr. B.) as having said that he 
never. had heard the least complaint against the 
appointments, by the Governor of North Carolina, 
of the officers of the regiment raised in that State. 
He did not complain, or insinuate that there was 
any intention on the part of the reporters to mis- 
represent what he said. So far from that, he had 
been surprised at the general accuracy with which 
the reporters of the House were able to give what 
was said here; for, for his part, he could not hear 
one-tenth of what was said in any portion of the 
House. But he desired to correct the statement 
in this particular: as it now stood, it left him in 
the position of being totally ignorant of what had 
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been said in North Carolina on the subject, or of 
wilfully misrepresenting the facts. 

What he intended to say, and what he supposed 
he did say, was, that he thought at this time there 
was no dissatisfaction at the appointments made, 
except among a few Democrats—a small portion 
of the Democratic party—at this time; and he said 
this, because there had recently been published a 
communication of General Taylor, speaking in the 
very highest terms of our (North Carolina’s) offi- 
cers, and also a letter from General Wool to Mr. 
Badger, one of the Senators from that State, in 
which he spoke in terms of the most exalted com- 
mendation of the soldiers, and especially of the 
officers, of the North Carolina regiment; and he 
supposed, from these publications, and from the 
publications of several Democratic eoldiers in. that 
regiment, that everybody was now satisfied. But 
he was free to say that the complaints had been loud 
and bitter among the Democratic party throughout 
the State; and by no means did he wish to be un- 
et as having denied his knowledge of that 
act. 

While on the floor, he should like to correct one 
statement of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
HEN teEy,] in which he charged the Governor of 
North Carolina with refusing to give the appoint- 
ment of the officers to the soldiers in that regiment. 
So far from that being the fact, the Legislature of 
North Carolina, upon the recommendation of this 
very Whig Governor, passed an act to its final 
reading, giving the appointment of these very offi- 
cers to the soldiers; and on the motion of one of 
the leaders of the Democratic party, the passage 
of the bill was reconsidered and the appointment 
of these officers was given to the Governor, on the 
ground that there was not time for the regiment to 
organize and elect their own officers in time to be 
ready to leave for the service; but, at the same 
time, that very Legislature passed a law giving 


[the appointment of the officers to the men in any 
‘regiments that might hereafter be raised in that 


State. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, .of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, reported bills for the relief 
of Archibald Bull and Lemuel S. Finch; for the 
relief of B. O. Tayloe; for the relief of the legal 
representatives of David Gardner, of Southborough, 
Massachusetts ; and for the relief of Medford Caf- 
fey; which several bills were read and committed. 

Also, an adverse report on the petition of Wil- 
liam Darby. Laid on the table. . 

Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecticut, after having 
made a few explanatory remarks, reported back 
to the House from the Committee of Claims the 
resolution which had been recommitted to that 
committee some days since, authorizing the Clerk 
of the House to employ a suitable person to com- 
pile from the Journals of the House of Representa- 
tives, in alphabetical order, a list of all the private 
claims that have been presented to Congress, from 
the fourteenth Congress to the twenty-ninth Con- 
gress, inclusive, showing the action of Congress 
thereon, whether partial or full, the nature and 
object of each claim, &c. 

After ‘some debate, participated in by Messrs. 
EVANS of Maryland, ROCKWELL of Con- 
necticut, ROCKWELL of Massachusetts, and 
SMITH of Ilinois— 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, moved that the whole 
subject be referred to the Committee on Accounts, 
with instructions tocall Mr. Simon Brown and Mr. 
James Young before them, with a view to ascer- 
tain and report to this House the probable cost of 
the work. 

The debate was resumed, and continued by 
Messrs. POLLOCK, ROCKWELL of Connecti- 
cut, and COBB of Georgia. | 

Mr. COBB then moved to lay the subject on the 
table. Decided in the negative: ee 67, noes.80. 

After some general remarks by Mr. HENLEY 
and Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware— 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved the previous 
question, which was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion ordered. 
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Mr. COBB, of Georgia, again moved to lay the 
resolution on the table; on which motion he also 
asked the yeas and nays, which were taken, and 
reaulted as follows: Yeas 86, nays 97. _ 

The House refusing to lay the resolution on the 
table— 

.The question was put on the first amendment 
reported by the committee, to the resolution, viz: 
in lieu of the words “some suitable person,” in- 
sert the name of ‘‘ James Young, of Washington;”’ 
and it was agreed to. 

The question was new put on the second amend- 
ment, viz: add at the end of the resolution the fol- 
lowing: “And that the Clerk of the House furnish 
such aid by the clerks in his office as may not be 
inconsistent with the discharge of their ordinary 
duties;’’ and this amendment was agreed to. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, the 
Flouse resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Joserpnu R. INGER- 
SoLL, of Pennsylvania, in the chair,) and resumed 
the considerati@n of the annual message of the 
President of the United States, and of the resolu- 
tions referring the same to appropriate commit- 
tees. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, who was enti- 
tled to the floor from yesterday evening, addressed 
the committee during the allotted hour. 

He did not know (he said) that he should have 
felt himself at all called upon to address the com- 
mittee upon the several subjects towards which its 
attention had been directed for the last week or 
ten days, if it were not that he felt a kind of neces- 
sity for doing what he had never before done in 
his life—that was, to define his position. About 
four weeks ago, he wasrepresented by a newspaper 
in New York as having made a speech of some 
hour’s length upon this floor, advocating the entire 
conquest and subjugation of Mexico. On the day be- 
fore yesterday, he wasrepresented by the ‘* Union” 
of this city as having made another speech justifying 
the entire course of policy pursued by the present 
Administration in the origin, prosecution, and ob- 


jects of the war with Mexico. For fear, therefore, 


that somebody. should suppose he might possibly 
have made a speech of this kind, he deemed it expe- 
dient to take this opportunity. to declare what were 
the sentiments he really entertained upon this 
uestion; and he thought he should convince gen- 
tlemen before he got through that he had never 
made the one or the other of those speeches. 

His chief purpose in now rising was to notice 
several of the positions taken by gentlemen upon 
the other side of this chamber—positions which he 
thought they had taken with great care and great 
reflection, with a view to defend the Administra- 
tion, not only in the origin, but in the progress of 
this war; and more especially to notice some of 
the remarkable features which he found in the 
speech made several days ago by the gentleman 
from Maryland, from the Baltimore district, [Mr. 
McLane.}] He did not hesitate to characterize 
this as a remarkable speech, not only because it 
was delivered on this floor with great ingenuity, 
with great power, and with great eloquence, but 
because it went a bow-shot—a hundred bow- 
shots—beyond all the speeches which had been 
made on this floor in the assumption of positions 
which he (Mr. T.) considered to be erroneous, 
and which not only did injustice to the Congress 
of the United States and the people of the United 
States, but manifest, marked injustice to „the dis- 
tinguished commander of our army, General Tay- 
lor. The gentleman, in his conception, had sane 
Mistaken the great questions of history which 
were involved in the origin and prosecution of the 
war, and had made these questions, thus misstated 
by him, subserve what he thought he should be 
able to show were exclusively and entirely the 
party purposes of this Administration. 

The gentleman’s speech, as originally written out 
by himself, he presumed, and published in the 
* Union,” contained the assumption—in order to 
justify the President of the United States in the 
issuance of the order ef 13th January, 1846, for 
the march of the army to the valley of the Rio 
Grande—that the President, in his message of 
December, 1845, had communicated to Congress 
the fact that General Taylor had been ordered to 
march tht army fo the valley of the Rio Grande. 
(Mr. F. read this passage of Mr. McLanr’s 
speech.] Now, he had carefully looked into the 


history of this thing; he had examined all the pub- 
lic documents upon which he could lay his hands, 
and nowhere did he find, from the beginning to the 
end of all the communications which had emana- 
ted from the President of the United States in De- 
cember, 1845, or prior to that time, the declaration 
that General Taylor had been ordered to march 
the troops under his command to the Rio Grande. 
There was no such message, no such document to 
be found, no such political fact recorded in the 
history of the country. The President of the Uni- 
ted States did communicate to Congress, in Decem- 
ber, 1845, that-he had assigned General Taylor to 
the command of the army, and that his position was 
to be taken between the Neuces and the Rio Grande; 
but not that he was to march to the Rio Grande. 
The Secretary of War, at the commencement of that 
session, communicated to Congress intelligence of 
the fact that General Taylor had been assigned to 
the command of the country between the Nueces 
and the Rio Grande, with the “‘ ultimate destinalion’’ 
to the Rio Grande, with a purpose of ultimately 
occupying the valley of the Rio Grande; but no- 
where, either in the message of the President, or 
in the report of the Secretary of War, was there 
any communication made to Congress that Gener- 
al Taylor was assigned to the command of the 
army, and ordered to march to the Rio Grande. 

But, in the published speech of the gentleman in 
pamphlet form, he found a much greater mistake 
upon this subject. It was there declared that the 
President, in December, 1845, gave notice to Con- 
gress that General Taylor had been assigned to the 
defence of the country “ west of the Rio Grande.” 

Mr. McLANE explained that this was a mis- 
print. It should have been “west to the Rio 
Grande.” He requested the gentleman from In- 
diana to read from the document which he handed 
him. 

Mr. THOMPSON read as follows from the 
President’s message of 31st December, 1845: 

‘¢Our army was ordered to take position in the country 
between the Nueces and the Del Norte, and to repel any 
invasion of the Texan territory which might be attempted 
by the Mexican forces.” 

Also, the following from the despatch of Mr. 
Bancroft, of June 15, 1845, to General Taylor: 


« The point of your ultimate destination is the western 
frontier of Texas, where you will select and occupy, on or 
near the Rio Grande del Norte, such a site as will consist 


with the health of the troops, and will be best adapted to. 


repel invasion, and to protect what, in the event of anneza- 
tion, will be our western border.”’ 

Mr. THOMPSON (continuing) said, neither of 
the positions was true, so far as the history of 
the country was concerned. There was no such 
order issued to General Taylor, no such fact com- 
municated to Congress. He was ordered to take 
position between the Nueces and the Rio Grande, 
with the “ultimate” object of protecting the Rio 
Grande valley; and the extracts now read, at the 
request of the gentleman, proved this beyond con- 
troversy, and proved nothing more. The last 
extract was part of an order issued before annexa- 
tion, and proved nothing whatsoever in the present 
controversy—for under it General Taylor took po- 
sition at Corpus Christi, and remained there many 
months. 

But the next position, erroneous, as he conceived 
it to be, into which the gentleman had fallen, was 
the assumption, that by the act of Texas in the for- 
mation of her constitution, with which she was ad- 
mitted into this Union, she adopted the statute of 
the Republic of Texas of 1836 as a part of her 
fundamental Jaw; and that, by the admission of 
Texas into the Union, after the resolutions of an- 
nexation were passed, with that constitution she 
became, as a consequence, a part of this Union, to 
the extent of boundaries laid down in that statute. 
He understood that the gentleman from Maryland 
assumed, first, that the constitution of Texas de- 
fined her boundary line; then, that he changed his 
position, when the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Kaurman] came to his aid, and assumed that the 
Congress of Texas, having in 1836, affirmed the 
Rio Grande to be the western boundary, the con- 
stitution recognized and continued that law, and 
hence, that she was admitted into the Union 
with that boundary. Let them look into the his- 
tory of that question. If Texas had the right to 
pass that act, and thereby acquired the boundary 
claimed by it, and if the Congress of the United 
States did adopt that claim, of course there would 
be no question about it. But if Texas had no 
right to pass that law; if she acquired no title by 
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prisoner of war, in the hands of -the Texans, for 
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it, then the whole claim set up by the President in 
behalf of the United States, and in his own defence 
founded upon it, fell to the ground. 

Now, the boundary of Texas before her revolt 
against Mexico was just as well defined as is the 
| boundary between the District of Columbia and 

Maryland and Virginia. Originally the territory of 

Texas constituted avery small portion of what she 

afterwards possessed. Having been constituted a 

State, with Coahuila, of the Mexican Confedercy, 

the boundary between Texas and Coahuila, and 

Tamaulipas, and which, ashe had before said, was 
clearly known, was the Nueces. How, then, did 
she acquire boundary beyond that river? The 
gentleman admitted that the Texas which revolu- 
tionized was the Texas which was admitted. Then, 
she acquired no title but by revolution—no title that 
she had not maintained by the sword; and if she 
-had maintained title to the Rio Grande by the 
sword, why, then, the Government of the United 
| States would be compelled to recognize that title. 
But Texas never did, never has, and never would, 
except as aided by the power of the United States, 
maintain title by the sword to one foot beyond San 
Patricio county. The Nueces was the geegraphi- 
cal division between her and Tamaulipas, and San 

Patricio was her western county, extending to the 

Nueces; but Texas, after her revolution, extended 
| that county a short distance beyond the west bank 
| of the Nueces, so as to take in Corpus Christi. 

Texas passed an act by her Congress, in 1836, 
predicated on the right which she claimed to have 
acquired under her compact or agreement with 

Santa Anna. That compact or agreement gave 

her no power, no right, with reference to bound- 

ary. It was an agreement which, as was shown 
by the gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. Drxon,] 
the other day, General Jackson repudiated—re- 
fused to recognize as of any binding validity upon 

| anybody. What right, then, did Texas acquire 
| under it? Why, by virtue of the constitution of 
| Mexico of 1824, Santa Anna had no power to 
| make a treaty; he was not the acting President of 
Mexico. It was true, if he had been at home, in 
the city of Mexico, he would have been; but the 
constitution of 1824 prescribed that whenever the 
President of the Republic of Mexico was in the 
field commanding her armies, the Vice President 
should perform the functions of President. When 
in the field, he was nothing but a military com- 
mander; his functions as President had ceased; 
and as military commander he had no right to 
make an agreement, except one personal to him- 
He did make such an agreement while a 


the purpose of regaining his liberty, having no 
reference whatever to permanent boundary, and 
which would have been utterly nugatory if it had 
had. There was no right acquired by Texas on 
the subject of boundary in consequence of that 
agreement. Butif there had been, it was predicated 
on the idea that the agreement should afterwards 
be ratified—be made into a treaty by commis- 
sioners to be appointed on the part of Texas, who 
should meet commissioners on the part of Mexico, 
in the city of Mexico. No commissioners were ap- 
pointed on either side. But Texas, of her own 
will, passed the law of 1636, defining her bound- 
ary line to be the Rio Grande. She had no right 
to do it. It was an act of usurpation—the usurpe- 
tion of territory over which she had acquired no 
control by revolution, by this compact, or by 
treaty. 

Then, if the act of 1836 was not passed by au- 
thority on the part of Texas, if she acquired no 
right by it, how could we have acquired a right by 
it, even though we had adopted it? Unquestion- 
ably we could acquire none. But, in point of fact, 
we did not recognize the act of 1836 as being ob- 
ligatory upon us by the terms of annexation. 
Everybody knew that the cause of the rejection of 
the Tyler treaty was, that it proposed to annex 
Texas, to the Rio Grande, to the United States. 
The gentleman shook his head. Mr. T. referred 
him to the course of debate on that question; to the 
resolutions introduced by the distinguished Sena- 
tors who opposed that treaty, and he would there 
see that one of the prime causes Of opposition to it 
was, that it proposed to annex a part of Mexico. 
By many of the distinguished men of the gentle- 
man’s own party it was opposed on that very 

| ground. The terms of annexation, as provided in 
the joint resolution, were so shaped as to avoid the 
difficulty which had been encountered in the annex- 
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ation of Texas by the Tyler treaty. And they were | 
made so with design—done, not simply for the pur- | 


was the Rio Grande. The fact was, as appeared 
from the act which Mr. T. held in his hand, 


pose of procuring Texas, but done by a party, band- !' that Corpus Christi was the extreme western port 


ed together from one end of the country to the other, 
with the express and deliberate view of deceiving | 
the people of the country on that very question. 
Why, need we now to be told that all over this 
country, when the opponents of annexation de- 
clared that annexation was identical with war, its | 
advocates ridiculed the idea and endeavored to | 
make the country believe there would be no war? | 
But gentlemen now turned about and frankly ac- | 
knowledged eel had been wrong. The gentle- 
| 
| 
| 
| 
! 


: 
| 
® 
H 


man from Maryland told the House the other day 
that we procured the war as ‘ the cost of annexa- 
tion.” Yes, sir, he spoke most truly; the sad ex-- 
perience of the last two years had not failed to 
convince even the warmest advocates of annexa- 
tion of that fact. The joint resolutions of annexa- 
tion, he believed and declared, were shaped with 
especial reference to deceive the people of this 
country on the question of annexation. | 
Texas, therefore, he repeated, having acquired | 
no title by the act declaring her boundary to be the 
Rio Grande, none could have been conferred on 
the United States, if we had adopted that act. 
But wedid not. In the constitution of Texas with 
which she was received into the Union, and which 
was adopted after the joint resolutions for annex- 
ation had passed, there was an express provision 
that all acts of her Congress were affirmed and 
continued in full force, except those in derogation 
of the Constitution of the United States, or in vio- 
lation of the terms of annexation. Now, the joint 
resolutions of annexation, as one of their most 
prominent features, contained a provision that the 
question of boundary should be left to be settled 
by negotiation; and if the question of boundary 
were to be settled by negotiation, how could this | 
act of 1836 be otherwise than inconsistent with the | 
joint resolutions? That act fixed the boundary 
without negotiation, declared the Rio Grande to | 
be the western boundary, and, as a matter of | 
course, by the express terms of annexation, had | 
no binding force. | 
But the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Kaufman] | 
told the committee, the other day, that the act of . 
1836 was regarded by Texas as conferring juris- | 
diction upon her to the Rio Grande. And to what 
extent’ Why, the gentleman said, from the mouth 
of the Rio Grande to its source. Mr. T. had been 
astonished to hear that declaration from the gen- 
tleman from Texas—that T'exas had jurisdiction 
and occupancy from the mouth to the source of the 
Rio Grande! Why, the gentleman seemed to have 
forgotten that we were now in the military posses- 
sion of that country. Although, according to the 
argument of that gentleman, and of others, we an- 
nexed this whole country, from the mouth to the 
source of the Rio Grande, to the United States, as 
part and parcel of Texas, yet the President of 
the United States was now exercising military juris- 
diction over a part of this territory, and the people 
there, under this martial law, were now being 
called upon to determine of themselves whether 
they would be annexed to the United States or not! 
And not only this, but the President of the United 
States was also trying to buy that country! or to 
hold it as indemnity for the expenses of this war! 
though, at the same time, the gentleman from 


told us it was a part of Texas as actually annexed 
to the United States ! 

But the gentleman from Maryland went further, 
and, in order to show that the Congress of the 
United States had recognized the Rio Grande as 
the boundary line, alluded to another fact, which 
he declared to exist, viz: that Congress had organ- 
ized revenue districts in the State of Texas in such 
Way as that one was bounded on the west by the 
Rio Grande. Mr. T. would be very much obliged 
to the gentleman if he would show him that part 
of the history of the proceedings of Congress 
from which he derived this information—if he 
would show him anywhere on our statute books 
a single act of Congress which defined the Rio 
Grande as the western boundary line of any col- 
lection district. Congress did pass an act estab- 
lishing one revenue district in Texas. [{Mr. T. 
read from the act declaring that Texas should be 
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of delivery, and nowhere in the revenue district 
was there any port beyond Corpus Christi. 

Mr. McLANE (Mr. T. yielding for explana- 
tion) was understood to admit that the port of de- 
livery established by this law was at Corpus 
Christi; but there was an inspector of customs 
appointed under the law to reside at Point Isabel, 
on the Rio Grande. 

Mr. THOMPSON replied, that if the President 
had appointed inspectors at Point Isabel he had 
violated the laws. 

Mr. GRINNELL, with the consent of Mr. T., 
remarked, that by an understanding with the mem- 
bers from Texas during the last session, it was 
agreed that the disputed’ territory should not be 
embraced within these revenue districts. 

Mr. T. resumed, and said the law proves that 
though ports of delivery were established at sever- 
al places, there were none at Point Isabel, nor be- 
yond Corpus Christi. Congress never legislated for 
the disputed territory until after the war was com- 
menced. After the commencement of the war, they 
would find that post routes were established from 
Brazos de Santiago to Point Isabel and Fort Brown. 
Before the war there were none beyond Corpus 
Christi, and hence gentlemen were in error in sup- 
posing that Congress had recognized the disputed 
territory by the establishment of post roytes, as 
some had supposed. The post routes established 
since the commencement of the war had been ren- 
dered necessary to facilitate communication with 
the army. The reason why Congress did not es- 
tablish post routes beyond Corpus Christi was, 
because the county of San Patricio was only ori- 
ginally recognized as extending to the Nueces river; 
but Texas, after she acquired her independence, 
exercised civil jurisdiction beyond it to a short 
distance, so as to embrace Corpus Christi. It was 
true, however, that since this war had commenced 
she had extended her jurisdiction to the Rio Grande, 
so far as her legislation could doit. This he found, 
from the Intelligencer of this morning, was attend- 
ed with some embarrassment. The paper to which 
he referred contained a paragraph, which was in 
these words: 

‘¢ From the settlements on the Rio Grande to the county 
seat at Corpus Christi it is full five days’ journey, through 
a wilderness country, almost destitute of water, NOT A HABITA- 
TION IN THE WHOLE DISTANCE, and dungerous to travellers 
on account of the Indians and bands of lawless Mexicans. 
When persons residing on the Rio Grande border of the 
county are cited to appear at Corpus Christi, it takes ‘at 


least two weeks to comply with the citation, besides sub- 
jecting them to the difficulties and dangers of the road.” 


ter to acquire territory; for, so soon as Texas was 
annexed to the United States, the Texan Congress 
passed an act to extend her boundary to the Rio: 
Grande; and thus it was that the “ stupendous 
desert” was legislated into Texas, and constituted 
part of it. This part of the public history of the 
country was perfectly familiar to every gentleman 
to whom he addressed himself; but there were 
some peculiar features of it, growing out of the 
recognition of Texas itself, which show that till 
this war commenced, Texas did not consider her 
title to the Rio Grande to be good. He had here 
an extract written by one of the Presidents of 
Texas, who was now sitting as a United States 
Senator at the other end of the Capitol, which sus- 
tained him in this position. 

[Mr. T. here read several extracts bearing on 
that point, one of which was from a letter written 
by General Hunt to Mr. Forsyth, in which Gen- 
eral Hunt said that Texas had territory estimated 
at 200,000 square miles.] But what was Texas as 
now bounded by the gentlemen around him? A 
territory of 480,000 square miles! From less than 
200,000 square miles she had become a country of 
480,000 square miles, afthough General Hunt, who 
was sent here from Texas after she acquired her 
independence, and after the passage of the act of 
19th December, 1836, said the extent of her geo- 
graphical limits was 200,000; that she claimed no 
more, and exercised jurisdiction over no more. 

But he had other authority. In 1837, after the 
passage of this act, the Congress of Texas passed 
a resolution to send a flag of truce to treat with the 


one collection district, and Galveston a port of || Mexican authorities at Brazos Santiago, thus re- 


entry.}] Yet the gentleman told them that there 
were two revenue districts established, the west- 
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Texas, the gentleman from Maryland, and others, 
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ern boundary of one of which, he informed them, | 
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cognizing Mexican authority on this side of the 
Rio Grande. . If they would look at the debates 
of that time—if they would read the Journal of 
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proceedings of the Texan Congress, they would 
find that this now disputed territory was, by all 
parties, acknowledged to be the territory and the 
property of Mexico, and to be in the occupancy 
of the Mexican people. And yet the gentleman 
from Baltimore told them that Mexico had taken 
an offensive position there, and we a defensive one. 
Why, the people who were in the valley of the 
Rio Grande were born there, and reared there. It 
was their home; and they were interfered with in 
their homes by the troops whith the President of 
the United States sent there. Talk of those peo- 
ple taking an offensive position! Why, how could 
they offensively occupy a place. where they had 
been born and raised, and the possession of which 
they had never yielded up to anybody. ‘The val- 
ley of the Rio Grande was not a part of Texas; 
and the President had no authority to issue the 
order of the 13th January, 1846, sending our troops 
there. He had said, if the history of this annex- 
ation movement was written, it would show that 
it was all a plan of deception from the beginning; 
and that our Government had been plunged into 
this difficulty by a concealment of the truth re- 
garding it. Why, at the very time that we were 
discussing in this country the question of annex- 
ation, and the probabilities of a war which it 
would bring on, our chargé d'affaires to Texas 
had the power in his possession to order American 
troops beyond the line of the United States into 
Texas. He had power to do this before the con- 
summation of annexation. He had authority from 
the President in his pocket to do that which the 
President himself heal no power to do—to march 
the troops of this Union beyond the line of the 
Union. 

Mr. McLANE. Was that a Whig or a Demo- 
cratic President? 

Mr. THOMPSON. It was the act of John Ty- 
ler to whioh you and your party became particeps 
criminis—for when we cast him off as no longer 
worthy of our attention, he becamé fit material for 
you to use. It was done by the Administration 
of President Tyler, and the present President of 
the United States ratified and confirmed all he had 
done in regard to the annexation of Texas. 

Mr. T. proceeded to say, that the very order of 
the 28th June, 1845, which sent General Taylor 
from Fort Towson was issued before the consum- 
mation of annexation. Texas refused to come into 
the Union until she received a secret pledge from 
our chargé d’affaires that we would maintain her 
boundary to the Rio Grande; but no such pledge 
was made known to the people of the United 
If they would look to the letter of Gen- 
eral Houston, some time since published in the 
National Intelligencer, they would learn the fact 
of this pledge having been given by Mr. Murphy, 
our chargé to Texas. And who authorized him 


to make such a pledge? Was he authorized by 


the Constitution, the laws, or the people of the 
United States? No. Yet,that he made that pledge, 
Mr. T. had no sort of doubt. When General 
Howard, his successor, was called upon to exe- 
cute it, like an honest man, he told them he had 
no power todo so. After his death, Mr. Donel- 
son was sent to do what he refused to do, but the 
people of the United States were at no time in- 
formed of it during those secret negotiations. 
What authority had the President of the United 
States to march our troops to the Rio Grande? If 
the territory belonged to Mexico, and was in the 
ossession of Mexico, he had no right to do so. 
f it was merely disputed territory, he had no right 
to do so. Even though claimed by Texas, the 
President had no right to do so, fur it was occupied 
by Mexican citizens. fee 
Was it necessary for the defence of the country ? 
The gentleman from Maryland said that our troops 
were not marched there until months after General 
Taylor had repeatedly advised and urged the move- 
ment. Now words were very significant things, 
and a single word might sometimes do much 
mischief. Other gentlemen had asserted that Gen- 
eral Taylor advised the movement to the Rio 
Grande, but they had not said that he “ repeat- 
edly urged” it. Rank injustice had been done to 
that gallant old soldier, for he never either urged 
or ‘‘ repeated” his advice of such a movement. 
On the contrary, he retracted the remarks he had 
made on that subject, in his letter of October 4, 
1845. He explained and took them back; and yet 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] arose 
in his place here and said he “ repeatedly urged”’ 
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the marching of the army to the Rio Grande. 
Genera! Taylor never did positively recommend it; 
he wrote hypothetically when he wrote on the sub- 
ject, and great injustice was done to that distin- 
guished man, who had braved all the dangers of 
the camp and the field to bring the war to an hon- 
orable tetmination, by a charge that he had inter- 
fered with the political policy of the Government. 
Mr. McLANE desired the gentleman from In- 
diana to read an extract from General Taylor’s 
correspondence which he handed to him, to settle 
the question of fact. 
Mr. THOMPSON complied with the request of 
the gentleman from Maryland, and read from Gen- 
eral Taylor’s letter of November 7, 1845, as follows: 


¢ The position now occupied by the troops may perhaps 
be the best while negotiations are pending; at any rate, 
until a disposition shall be manifested by Mexico to protract 
them unreasonably.” * x * x * 

& On the hypothesis of an early adjustment of the bound- 
ary, and the conscquent establishment of permanent fron- 
tier posts, I cannct urge too thoronghly upon the department 
the necessity of occupying those posts before the warm 
weather shall set in.” 


_ Mr. THOMPSON then asked what this amount- 

ed to? It was hypothetical merely. General Tay- 
lor had been informed, both by Mr. Bancroft and 
‘Mr. Marcy, that his ultimate destination was the 
Rio Grande; and on the hypothesis that the army 
was destined by the Government to occupy that 
territory, he wrote that if it were to be done, for 
certain reasons, it was better that it should be 
done at once. -But as a political recommendation 
to this Government, General Taylor never did 
make the recommendation that our army should 
be marched to the valley of the Rio Grande. He 
(Mr. T.) could not consent that such an impres- 
sion should be sought to be made without de- 
nial; which denial he now made, and would not 
retract, without evidence greatly more than he had 
seen. 

Mr. T. read sundry extracts from the same let- 
ter,and said that there was no difference of opinion 
as to what that letter contained. He repeated that 
General Taylor’s recommendation was hypotheti- 
cal—only conditional upon the fact that the Gov- 
ernment intended to pursue the policy which had 
been already indicated to him by the Sdcretaries of 
War and the Navy. 

He then proceeded to say that they had been 
told by gentlemen on this floor, that the refusal of 
the Mexican Government to receive Mr. Slidell, 
justified the movement. There was something 
exceedingly singular in that part of the history of 
our country. If he understood it, it was this: 
Our Government learned, through Mr. Black, our 
consul, that the Mexican Government would re- 
ceive, not an envoy extraordinary, but a com- 
missioner. Such a commissioner never was sent; 
‘but an envoy extraordinary was sent. That min- 
ister was Mr. Slidell, who went to Mexico and 

Fesented his credentials. He was not received 

y the administration of Herrera. The refusal 
to receive him was communicated to this Govern- 
ment in a letter of the date of the 27th December, 
which was not received here until the 23d Janu- 
ary—ien days after the issuance of the order 
of the 13th January’to General Taylor. In the 
mean time, this Government had given orders for 
marching our troops to the Rio Grande, and had 
sent our navy to Vera Cruz. © He had heard it said 
by gentlemen that this question was not susceptible 
of debate, for that Herrera and Paredes had both 
ee Mr. Slidell. Now, he found inthe *‘Union,”’ 
of February 10, 1846, this paragraph: 

Mr. T. read from the Union newspaper of the 
date quoted, a paragraph setting forth that Mr. 
Slidell had not met with the slightest insult, but 
was received into society as an elegant and accom- 
plished gentleman. ‘The paragraph further stated, 
that he had not been received, neither had they 
declined to receive him; and that, judging from ap- 
pearances, there was no reason to believe that he 
would not be as acceptable to the Government of Paredes 
as to that of Herrera. That (said Mr. T.) was 
long after the orders had been issued to General 
Taylor. If they would look at the letter written 
by Mr. Slidell to the President of the United 
States, of the date of the 14th January, one day 
after the issuance of the order to General Taylor— 
that fatal order, which had plunged this country 
Into war—they would find that Mr. Slidell said 
himself that Paredes was a gentleman, and had 
received him asa gentleman. Yet they were told 
by gentlemen on this floor, and by the President 
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‘be forced to negotiate, and the President knew it. 


himself, and by his whole party, that Mr. Slidell 
was rejected by the Mexican Government, and 
that the order was issued in consequence thereof. 
Now, there was nothing in the history of this trans- 
action to sustain that assertion—for it is a mere 
assertion. On the contrary, he believed this Ad- 
ministration did not desire that Mr. Slidell should 
be received; for they had, as it seemed to him, 
deliberately resolved to plunge the country into 
war; and hence it was that this House could not 
get the President to give them the instructions to 
Mr. Slidell. And if any one was honest enough 
and bold enough to call upon the President to give 
them information in relation to the origin of this 
war, he was “giving aid and comfort to the ene- 
my.” Such was the language used on the other 
side of the House towards gentlemen on this, as 
if that oft-repeated and stereotyped phrase could 
now be dignified by repetition in this Hall._ 

They were told at the beginning of the war that 
we were fighting Mexico because she owes us 
debts and would not pay them. He feared, if this 
were so, that some of the States of this Union would 
be exposed to the danger of a war. The gentlemen 
from Mississippi and himself and colleagues, per- 
haps, might get into a scrape, as well as some on 
this side the mountains, if it were so. And even 
the gentleman from Maryland might not escape. 
According to his argument, if Great Britain should 
declare war because some of our States did not 
pay their debts, the war would be just on her 
part, and unjust on ours. But this was all a 
mere pretence. The truth was, the Administra- 
tion was determined to bring on the war, and to do 
it, they sent Mr. Slidell to Mexico, with the de- 
termination that he should be rejected. At the 
same time, a fleet was placed in the Gulf, and the 
army prepared for marching to the Rio Grande. 
If they would look at the reasons for the ultimate 
rejection of Mr. Slidell, it would be seen that they 
were assigned by Paredes to be that the army was 
marching info Mexicoon the north, while the navy 
was ready to blockade the Mexican ports on the 
Gulf. It was not to be expected that Mexico 
should treat under such circumstances. It was 
contrary to the Mexican character that they should 


And Paredes did not improperly judge the Admin- 
istration; for, while a pretended pacificator was 
sent by our Government to Mexico, provision had 
already been made for moving our army to the 
Mexican frontier, and placing our navy in her 
ports; which the President must have known 
would cause the Spanish spirit to rebel. In ‘*an- 
ticipation” of the rejection of Mr. Slidell, it was 
said the order was given. Yes; it was designed 
that it should be so; and in anticipation of the de- 
sired result, General Taylor was sent to the Rio 
Grande. Thus the ball was opened. Then came 
that famous act, with a falsehood on its face, de- 
claring that war existed by the act of Mexico, b 
which the minority here were placed in the posi- 
tion either to refuse supplies, or to swallow that 
false “‘preamble.’’ Under the power which the 
rules gave them, the majority forced it down. But 
if the fact were as the preamble asserted, what oc- 
casion was there for the preamble at all? No such 
preamble was adopted in 1812. Then they were 
content with a simple declaration of war, with- 
out a preamble. But when this act of Congress 
was passed, under the pretence that General Tay- 
lor required more men, what did the President 
do? Why, instead of going to the defence of Gen- 
eral Taylor, he organized a portion of the forcés 
laced at his disposal and sent them to New Mex- 
ico and California, to make conquest of those coun- 
tries, in violation of the spirit of the Constitution 
and of the letter of the law. 
He sent forces there with instructions to estab- 
lish civil governments, when he had only power to 
hold them, even after conquest, by military govern- 
ment. The result was the.beautiful state of things 
in both New Mexico and California which now 
exists. The oath of allegiance to this Govern- 
ment was directed to be administered to the inhab- 
itants of those countries; and, in case of refusal, they 
were to be treated as traitors and hung. Legislatures 
were to be organized, officers both appointed and 
elected, and the people directed to vote on the ques- 
tion of annexation to the United States! And this 
voting, too, be it borne in mind, was to be had un- 
der fear of being charged with treason if they re- 
fused obedience to the laws thus imposed on them 
by the sword. If they should now ask for admis- 


sion into this Union under these circumstances, 
we should doubtless be told that they were exceed- 
ingly anxious to be annexed, when the whole, in 
point of fact, was done by the power of the sword 
—that stern arbiter, which has settled the fate and 
destiny of millions before. 

This was the same power with which Tamerlane 
Overrun the countries of the East—by which, as 
history proved, so many other portions. of the 
globe have been subdued and desolated. It was the 
power of the purse and the sword now doing that 
which, under institutions such as ours,was confided 
alone to the people—a power, too, which was exer- 
cised in the name of Democracy, but which was 
used asa deadly stab at the vitals ofthe nation. So 
far as the question of power was concerned, he did 
not care whether Mr. Slidell was or was not reject- 
ed by the Mexican Government. The President 
of the United States was equally guilty of a vio- 
lation of the Constitution of the United States 
when he issued the order of the 18th of January, 
whether Mr. Slidell was or was not rejected. Mr. 
Buchanan, the Secretary of State, pointed out, 
in his letter to Mr. Slidell, the course which the 
Executive ought to have pursued. He said, if 
Mr. Slidell was finally rejected, he should report 
that fact tò the President, and it would be his duty 
to lay it before Congress. But did he doit? The 
Representatives of the people were then sitting in 
this Hall—here was the war-making power of the 
Union—here, by their Representatives, were the 
people of this country, in whose hands alone were 
these great issues placed by the Constitution. 
Why, then, did not the President pursue the 
course pointed out by the Secretary of State, by 
the Constitution, and by the past practice of the 
Government? It did not answer his designs to do 
so. It would not have comported with those secret 

urposes to which he had already referred. He 
believed as sincerely as he believed that we were 
all ultimately responsible to a God of justice, 
that if the people of this Union had not been cun- 
ningly, cautiously, and most studiously deceived 
by the annexation party, they never would have 
consented to annex Texas. It had brought a train 
of calamities along with it, from the effects of 
which we may never recover. And now when 
these calamities were coming fast upon us, when 
the storm was gathering over our heads, we were 
told here in Congress—he heard the argument this 
morning—that they must look carefully to all ex- 
penditures from the Federal treasury, that the 
Administration might have more money to carry 
on the war. Everything connected with the home 
department of this Government was to be treated 
with neglect—their rivers were to be unimproved, 
their harbors unprovided for, the ordinary ex- 
penses of the Government retrenched, the resources 
of the country undeveloped, the industrial pursuits 
of the people neglected, and everything that tended 
to a nation’s wealth and prosperity abandoned, 
that millions on millions of money might be ex- 
pended on a war begun and prosecuted under the 
pretence—to use the language of the gentleman 
from Maryland—that it was our duty to give moral 
and religious institutions to the Mexicans! And 
what were the moral and religious institutions 
which gentlemen were so solicitous to give to Mex- 
ico? With regard to the ‘ moral” institutions we 
were giving to Mexico, he saw an article in this 
morning’s Union, which would perhaps afford 
some light respecting them. 

Mr T. read the paragraph referred to, which 
stated that licenses had been issued for three gaming- 
houses in the city of Mexico, at the rate of five 
hundred dollars a month. A most admirable de- 
vice to improve the morals of the Mexican people! 
He had always thought that the Democratic party 
had been ever opposed to monopolies; but here 
they were giving a monopoly to Mexican gam- 
bling-shops, under pretence that it was to levy 
contributions for the support of the army! - 

Having but a minute teft, he would not attempt 
to pursue the subject further, but take occasion 
some other time to do so. 

Mr. RHETT next obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee. [A fullreport of Mr. R.’s 
speechy revised by himself, will be found in the 
Appendix. ] 

Mr. R. having concluded— 

Mr. GOGGIN obtained the floor; 

Whereupon the committee rose and reported 

rogress; 

And the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 

ferred : 

' By Mr. EVANS, of Ohio: The petition of Don L. Byam and 
34 others, citizens of Jackson tewnship, Muskingum county, 
Ohio, praying Congress to take such immediate measures as 
are best calculated to put an end to the existing war with 
Mexico; and that our Government make proposals to Mex- 
ico of such terms for peace as shall be just as well as honor- 
able ; that, as our soldiers have exhibited worthy examples 
ef valor, our Government shall exhibit an example of 
American generosity and moderation. » 

By Mr. GOGGIN: The petition of Edwin Porter, of Vir- 
ginia, praying for a settlement of his Post Office Department 
accounts. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The petition of citizens of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for an act of incorporation. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: The petition of the heirs of Jas. 
Conway. 

By Mr. ROSE: The memorial of the professors aud stu- 
dents of the Medical College of Geneva, New York, on the 
dizease of the potato. Also, the memorial of the citizens of 
Waterloo, Seneca county, New York, on the disease of the 
potato. 


IN SENATE. 
Trurspay, January 27, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Department of State, 
showing the returns of American seamen regis- 
ac during the year ending the 30th September, 

Also, from the War Department, containing a 
meport of the expenditures for the contingent ex- 
penses of the military establishment for the year 
1847. : | 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. BENTON presented a memorial from John 
Charles Frémont, praying an investigation, by a 
committee, into claims on the Government, origi- 
nating in California, partly in the establishment of 
the independence of California, before the war with 
Mexico was known, and partly since in carrying 
on military operations under the authority of the 
United States, and afterwards in supporting the 
civil government there. For part of these claims 
the drafts drawn by the petitioner had been pro- 
tested, and for these and other claims the Secretary 
of War had answered that ‘special legislation?’ 
was necessary. For this special legislation the 
present petition was presented, and it asked the 
speedy action of Congress, that the far distant 
claimants might not wait too long for tardy justice. 
The claims were meritorious; they were for per- 
sonal services rendered in war—for supplies fur- 
nished—for sacrifices made, and all in a spirit of 
patriotism and honor. They had given California 
to the United States, and the gift was worth infi- 
nitely more,than the cost even when all just claims 
were paid, and all justice,done to the settlers. The 
nature and amount of the claims required a careful 
Investigation ; the good should be paid at once; 
the bad should be silenced forever; and now is the 
time to do it. The petition asked the establish- 
ment of a commission in California, to audit and 
allow the claims, the amounts to be paid there to 
the claimants by the proper officers of the pay, the 
quartermaster, and the commissary departments. 
Auditing the accounts there, and payment there, 
were the great points of security both to the Gov- 
ernment and the claimants. Nothing should be 
por at Washington to agents or speculators; none 

ut claimants in their own persons should be paid 
at Washington. 

To go to paying claims here would open the 
peas unbounded fraud, which would not be 
closed in ten, nor twenty, nor fifty years: he 
(Mr..B.) believed he mishves seventycnes years; 
for Congress was now paying revolutionary claims 
of that age, and. theo California claims, if ‘allowed 
to fall into the hands of agents and speculators, 
would be a rich mine to be explored for a long 
time, and the longer the richer, especially after the 
death of Mr. Frémont. The establishment of a 
commission to acton the spot, was the proper way 
to do justice and prevent frauds in future. The 
petition avowed that the petitioner knew almost 
every transaction on which a liability of the United 
States could arise. Where he did not know the 
transaction himself, he knew the man that did, 
and they could be equally prompt and correct, 
before a commission, in verifying an honest claim, 
and detecting a false one. 

What the petition now specially asked was, that 
the committee to be charged with the question 
should take evidence upon the spot, to ascertain 
the general nature and the general amount of the 


claims, with the view to judge the necessity of a 
commission and the amount of the appropriation 
necessary to be made. For this purpose the peti- 
tion asked that the testimony of persons now in 
the city might be taken on oath, and reported to 
Congressas a guide to its action. Evidence enough 
was now in the city to enlighten Congress on these 
points. Military and naval officers were now in 
the city who knew the general character and the 
probable aggregate amount of these claims. Citi- 
zens of California, of character, and not interested 
in the claims, were also present. Their testimony 
could easily be obtained; and the petition prayed 
that they should be summoned and examined. 

Mr. B. then presented three reasons why the 
course in settling the claims should be adopted 
which the petition recommends: First, Justice to 
the claimants, who, unless they were paid at home, 
would become the prey of agents and speculators. 
Secondly, Justice to the United States, which, un- 
less it settled face to face with the claimants, and 
closed up the business at once, would have to pay 
false claims for an indefinite time. False claims 
would cost less to the speculator than true ones; 
even the true would be got at half price or less, but 
the false much Jower; and, when dependant upon 
vouchers here, the false and the true would be 
about on an equal footing. Thirdly, Justice to Mr. 
Frémont himself. This justice was of a twofold 
character—one to his purse, the other to his repu- 
tation. He was already under protest for large 
sums, and expected more—#40,000 or $50,000 in 
the whole. He was also liable for what was got 
from the inhabitants for the troops under his com- 
mand, both under the revolutionary movement for 
independence, and afterwards, when the war was 
carried on for the direct benefit of the United States, 
it having also got the benefit of the revolutionary 
movement. Justice to his reputation required the 
course he recommended. In no other way could 
false claims be prevented from rising up to be 
charged to his operations. In no other way could 
his reputation be shielded from false accounts, 
founded on false charges of his having ‘‘ taken 
property forcibly’? from the people. Either of 
these reasons ought to be sufficient to have the 
commission established, and the business closed 
up at once: the three put together—justice to the 
claimants, to the public treasury, and to the repu- 
tation of Mr. Frémont—he (Mr. B.) hoped would 
be sufficient, not merely to secure a reference of 
the petition to the proper committee, (the Military,) 
but also to authorize the establishment of the com- 
mission which was prayed for. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented a memorial from 
the-board of managers of the American Indian Mis- 
sion Association, asking the adoption of measures 
for improving the condition of the various Indian 
tribes; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition from 
the Hon. George Poindexter, asking compensation 
for the occupation and use of his property by vol- 
unteers mustered into the service of the United 
States during the war with Mexico; which was 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill for the relief of Reynolds 
May, accompanied by a report; which was order- 
ed to be printed. The bill was read a first time. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the widows 
and orphans of tho officers, seamen, and marines, 
of the brig of war Somers; which was read a first 
time. 

Mr. YULEEH, also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Purser Benjamin J. 
Cahoone; which was read a first time. 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. BAGBY said: Mr. President, on Tuesday 
last I had the honor to present three resolutions de- 
claratory of certain fundamental principles, with 
respect to the truth and correctness of which, I am 
clearly and without a shadow of doubt thoroughl 
convinced. ‘These resolutions, without aad- 
ment, alteration, or modification, contain and ex- 
press the convictions of my most deliberate judg- 
ment, upon the great and delicate questions to 
which they relate. They disclaim and deny the 
power of Congress, and of the treaty-making 


power, to interfere with the question of slavery in 


any State or Territory of this Union, or adopt any 
limitation, prohibition, or restriction, in regard to 
slavery in any territory hereafter acquired, So 
far, so good. Tt has occurred to me, upon reflec- 
tion, however, that they do not protect all the 
points I intended to secure. I hold in my hand 
an additional resolution, which, I think, is neces- 
sary in order to complete the series, and which is 
intended to negative the idea entertained in quar- 
ters entitled to great respect, that there is a power 
in the inhabitants of the territory to exclude slave- 
ry. The resolution I hold in my hand, declares 
that there is no such power in the legislature or 
the people of a territory; that they possess no po- 
litical power, except such as is conferred upon 
them by the act of Congress authorizing them to 
form a territorial government; and that, inasmuch 
as Congress does not possess this power, they 
cannot delegate it to the territories, or the inhab- 
itants thereof. I ask, sir, that this resolution be 
laid upon the table, and printed; and when my 
original resolutions ar@taken up, I shall move it 
as an amendment. 

Mr. BAGBY then submitted the following reso- 
lution, which he desired to have printed and ap- 
pended to those he had submitted some days 
since : 

Resolved, That neither the people nor the Legislature of a 
Territory have any constitutional power to exclude slavery 
from such Territory; and that the people or Legislature of a 
Territory possess no other political power than such as is 
delegated to them by Congress in the act authorizing them 
to form a territorial government. And inasmuch as Con- 
gress has no power to exclude or prohibit slavery in any ter- 
ritory ofthe United States, they cannot delegate such a power 
to the Legislature of a Territory or the people thereof. 

On motion of Mr. DOWNS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire whether, by the provisions of the 5th sec- 
tion of the act of 4th September, 1841, entitled ‘* An act to 
appropriate the proceeds of the sales of the public lands and 
to grant preémption rights,’? the right of preémption was 
suspended by the commencement of hostilities with Mexico; 
and if so in the opinion of the committee, then to report a 
bill to revive said right of preémption to confirm all claims 
that have been allowed by the officers of the Land Office un- 
der the law as originally passed, and to report by bill or 
otherwise. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
CAMERON some days since, was taken up for con- 
sideration : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be authorized 
to employ a clerk, to whom the usual per diem compensa- 
tion shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON stated that the committee 
were entirely unable to discharge their duties with- 
out the aid of a clerk. The new law in reference . 
to the execution of the public printing had devolved 
an immense amount of Jabor upon the committee, 
rendering the assistance which was asked alto- 
gether indispensable. 

Mr. CLAYTON did not exactly understand 
why the Committee on Printing should have a 
clerk, when other committees, whose labors were 
arduous, were not allowed that assistance. He 
believed that the Committee on Claims was the 
only committee which was allowed a clerk; but, as 
all knew, the amount of business devolving on that 
committee was very great, and much writing had 
to be done. F 

Mr. CAMERON said that he had not antici- 
pated the opposition of the Senator from Delaware. 
He would read a portion of the law relative to the 
public printing, from which his friend from Dela- 
ware would at once perceive that it was necessary 
that the committee should have a clerk. It was 
their duty to audit the accounts of the contractors 
for the public printing, and it was necessary to 
keep a set of books. So onerous indeed were the 


duties which this committee were called on to dis- 


charge, that the gentleman who had been appointed 
chairman of the committee at the commencement 
of the session, had declined serving, and his suc- 
cessor now talked of declining also. He felt 
assured that when the Senator from Delaware un- 
derstood the real state of the case, he would not 
offer any opposition to tife resolution 

Mr. CLAYTON replied that the argument ad- 
duced in favor of the appointment of a clerk for 
the Committee on Printing, applied with equal 
force to all other committees of that body, espe- 
‘cially to the committee whose duty it was to audit 
the accounts of the Senate. It was an innovation; 
and with all deference to the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, he could hardly suppose that there could 
be writing enough in that committee to justify the 
appointment of a clerk. If the committee were — 
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allowed a clerk, the other committees would, in all 
robability, also be eventually supplied with clerks. 
t appeared to him that the nécessity of the case 
was not such as to justify the appoihtment of this 
elerk, and therefore he must oppose the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. CAMERON thought that the Senator from 
Delaware must have forgotten that this was a new 
committee, acting under the new arrangement for 
the public printing, the entire supervision of which 
devolved on them. Already there were great com- 

laints about the manner in which the work had 
been executed. If the Senate thought proper to 
refuse the clerk, he said that he would be obliged 
to decline serving on the committee. 

Mr. CLAYTON suggested that the resolution 
might be allowed to lie over informally till an op- 
portunity had been afforded for further investiga- 
tion of the subject. If now driven to a vote, he 
must vote against the resolution. 

Mr. CAMERON said that he preferred a divi- 
sion on the question now. 

The question was then put, and on a division— 
twenty voting in the affirmative, noes not counted— 
the resolution was adopted. 


JESSE E. DOW. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, submitted by Mr. Dickinson on the 


20th instant, and it was agreed to: 

Resoived, That Jesse E. Dow be admitted to a seat in 
the reporter’s gallery, from which he was excluded by an 
order of the Senate of 16th March, 1846. 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


The Senate proceeded to eonsider the following 
resolution, submitted by Mr. AsnLey on the 19th 
instant; which was modified by the mover so as to 
read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire into, and report to the Senate, the manner in 
which the printing of the Senate has been executed; whether 
it has been done in conformity with the terms of the con- 
tracts, either as to the quality of the paper and size of the 
pages furnished, or the manner in which the printing has 

een done; also, that they inquire and report whether the 
documents printed and distributed by the printers to Con- 
gress are correctly printed from the originals sent to their 
Offices. 

Mr. DICKINSON asked whether the law on 
the subject of the public printing could be strength- 
ened by the passage of any resolution? The law 
required that the Committee on Printing should 
perform the very duty which this resolution pre- 
scribed, and therefore it appeared to him that this 
resolution was altogether unnecessary. 

Mr, ASHLEY remarked that he had received 
an anonymous communication, pointing out up- 
wards of twenty mistakes in two pages of the 
document containing the President’s message. 
Finding that the statement thus communicated 
to him was correct, he had felt it to be his duty to 
introduce the resolution. He did not, of course, 
wish to deal at all unjustly or unkindly with the 
contractors for the public printing, or indeed to 
make any exposé, but only asked the committee to 
Inquire and report whether the work had been 
properly executed. He hoped that the resolution 
would be passed. 

-Mr. CAMERON observed that he was not 
‘aba when the Senator from Arkansas rose, 

ut hé would merely remark that the committee 
had directed their attention to the subject to which 
that resolution referred. The committee had been 
informed yesterday by the contractor, that the 
paper which had been used thus far was not of 
the quality ordered by him; the parties with whom 
he had made the contract for paper having failed 
to fulfil their engagement. If the printer did not 
amend in the course of the work, the committee 
woltld introduce a proposition adapted to the case, 
for the action of the Senate. They entertained 
great hopes, however, that there would be an im- 
provement in the execution of the work. He 
would add, that there should be allowances made 
in this case. The organization of so large an 
establishment, in which phe believed, no less than 
one hundred and twenty persons were employed, 
was an undertaking of considerable difficulty, ang 
it could hardly be expected that all the details 
could be so completed at once as to ensure per- 
fection in the work to be executed. As for him- 
self, he had nota very favorable opinion of the 
new mode of executing the public printing, and 
he had opposed the passage of the law authorizing 
it to be done in this way. He was of opinion 
that under the former system the work would have 


been done more economically, and in superior 
style; still it was proper that just allowances 
should be made for the difficulties under which the 
contractors labored, and that the best should be 
made of the new system. 

Mr. DICKINSON said that he had a very good 
opinion of the new mode of executing the public 
printing, and regarded the principle established by 
it as eminently just and proper. It had broken up 
the old corrupt system of monopoly, by which 
large fortunes had been accumulated in a year or 
two out of the public purse. He believed that it 
had thus far been eminently successful, though its 
working was not entirely perfect. The Senatar 
from Arkansas had stated that he had received 
complaints with regard to the execution of the 
public printing, through an anonymous source. 
He (Mr. D.) would not insinuate that business 
competition had something to do with that com- 
munication; but he would take the liberty of re- 
minding the Senator of the excellent suggestion 
made by a member of the Irish Parliament, that 
every anonymous author should be obliged to 
subscribe his name to his work. As to typo- 
graphical errors, the documents printed under the 
former system have not been exempt from them. 
If the new establishment, when once fully organ- 
ized, prove inadequate or inattentive, let it be dealt 
with as severely as the law requires. But he 
hoped that at least a fair trial would be allowed 
the new system; and he did not doubt that, under 
the supervision of the committee charged with the 
subject, a fair trial would be given to it. 

Mr. NILES remarked, that the joint committee 
appointed for the supervision of the public print- 
ing had no authority to pass the accounts of the 
contractors. It was the duty of the committee in 
each House to examine these accounts; and, asa 
member of the Senate committee, he wished to 
say, that unless the printing were executed sub- 
stantially in cenformity with the contracts—which 
it had not been thus far, as he had been informed— 
the accounts of the contractors would not be passed 
by that committee. Formerly the printing had 
been well executed—executed in good style, with 
promptitude: that did not appear to be the case at 
present. The whole subject, however, would 
come under the supervision of the committee, 
whose duty it was to audit the accounts of the 
contractors. 

Mr. ASHLEY said, he certainly had not sup- 
posed that his resolution would have given rise to 
debate. The Senator from New York had entirely 
misapprehended his remark with regard to the 
anonymous communication. He had not acted 
on this communication; and it had only directed 
his attention to the matter. On examination, he 
had found that pages 800 and 803 of the document 
refarred to were so marred by errors of the press 
as to require translation into plain English in order 
to be understood. It was discreditable to file such 
documents. The excuse which the contractors 
had offered relative to the quality of the paper 
they had used did not afford any explanation of 
these typographical errors. He did not know any 
of the parties who had contracted to do the work, 
and would not have moved in the matter, had not 
his attention been directed to it by the communi- 
cation to which he had referred, the allegations 
in which he had ascertained to be correct. He 
found that not only in the quality of the paper, 
but also in the size of the page, there was a de- 
parture from the terms of the contract. There 
was a diminution in the size of the page to the 
extent of seven or eight per cent. He hoped that 
the resolution would be at once passed. ~ 

Mr. WESTCOTT said that he believed he had 
reason to congratulate himself on the vote which 
he gave when the proposition to have the public 
printing executed by contract was first made. He 
had protested against it then, and predicted that 
the very state of things now presented would oc- 
cur early in the first session of Congress. But he 
was willing to lend his aid to any judicious move- 
ment for separating the public printing from the 
public press, although opposed to the idea of 
huckstering it out to the lowest bidder, who would 
execute it ina bungling manner, and delay it so 
as to retard the public business. He was.perfectly 
satisfied that they never would have the public 
printing properly executed until they had a pub- 
lishing office under the control of Congress, sepa- 
rated from the public*press, and altogether free 
from the inconveniences of the paltry huckstering 


system of giving it out by contract. He was 
aware that this system would incur the objection 
that it would increase the patronage of, Congresa; 
but he was prepared to show that it was the only 
mode in which the public printing could be at once 
economically and properly executed. ‘With re- 
gard to the present contractors, he did not blame 
them. The documents annexed to the President’s 


"message are this year exceedingly voluminous; 
they were five times the size of those of former 


years. Iwas utterly impossible for the contract- 


ors to avoid delay in furnishing these documents. 


If they had had a public printing office, they could 


: have had the work done at the end of the first 
' week of the session. 


But the contractors could 


not have furnished it promptly without losing alk 
: thęgir profits, and thirty or forty thousand dollars 
besides. As it was, he believed they would lose 


by their contract. 
‘much to blame as the contractors. 


He thought Congress were as 
It was quite 


_ true that many errors of the press had occurred in 


' the documents; but he would appeal to the chair- 


man of the Committee on Printing—himself a 


' practical printer—whether these imperfections in 
the work were not attributable to the circum- 
' stances under which it was executed. He did not 
. see any necessity for the resolution. ‘The con- 


| of availing themselves of his services. 


: 
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: 
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tractors themselves were much annoyed by the 
difficulties in which they were placed, and Con- 
gress certainly ought to treat them in a spirit of 
liberality. ° 

Mr. CAMERON remarked, that the Senator 
from Arkansas had been appointed a member of 
the Committee on Printing, bat had not yet attend- 
ed any of its meetings. The Committee would 
have been very happy to have had the opportunity 
he reso- 
lution, he repeated, could not do any good; the 
committee were already acting in the matter. He 
thought it was reasonable that the contractors 
should be allowed a few days to complete their 
arrangements. [t was true, the work had thus 
far been imperfectly executed. But there were 
two sides to the question; as had been remarked, 
the documents were this year very voluminous. 
The President’s message and accompanying docu- 
ments amounted to seventeen hundred pages, 
whilst hitherto they had not exceeded eight hun- 
dred pages. Besides, there appeared to be a com- 
bination in the District against the contractors. 
Everybody connected with printing in the city 
seemed to have, in some degree, combined against 
them. The contractors, therefore, had a right to 
some sympathy; still he was for keeping them to 
their contract, although he believed the price tg be 


. too low. Common kindness requireg that they 
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should deal liberally with the contractors, and at 

least give them the opportunity of making such 

arrangements as would enable them to execute the 

Mille hereafter more perfectly than it had been 
one. 

Mr. ASHLEY explained that he had been 
appointed on the committee without his knowl- 
edge, and after the introduction of his resolution. 
He still insisted on the passage of the resolu- 
noms which, he remarked, went further than the 
aw. 

Mr. TURNEY said that he was at a loss to un- 
derstand the remarks which had been urged in 
extenuation of the manner in which the public 


| printing had been executed. It was admitted ow 


all hands that the work had not been properly 


' executed, but it was alleged that the contractors 


had been placed in circumstances of great difficulty 
and embarrassment. Well, certainly they had 
been placed in that situation by their own act, and 
he could not see with what propriety that could be 
presented as an excuse for their failure to comply 
with the terms of the contract. He hoped that the 
resolution would be adopted. 

Mr. CASS suggested, that as the hour for taking 
up the special order had already passed, this reso- 
lution should be passed over. 

The question was then taken on the resolution, 
and it was adopted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A. message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Waren, his Secretary, 
announcing that he had approved and signed, on 
the 26th instant,“ An act concerning certain collec- 
tion districts, and for other purposes; and ‘* An act 
to provide clothing for volunteers in the service of 
the United States.” 
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BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

Mr. BENTON asked and obtained leave to 
introduce a bill to amend the 65th and the 91st 
articles of war, in relation to the practice of courts 
martial and courts of inquiry in the army of the 
United States; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

[This bill provides that the above-mentioned 
articles shall be so amended— 

ist. That all deliberations and proceedings in 
courts martial and courts of inquiry shall be in 
open and public session. 

2d. The accused shall have a right to counsel. 

3d. That all evidence and any paper offered and 
rejected by decision of the court shall be entered 
in an appendix at the request of the party offering 
the same, for the consideration of the revising 
authority. 

Ath. That all questions to the admissibility of 
evidence or papers shall be open to objection be- 
fore being decided upon. 

5th. That in all decisions and in all the findings 
of the court, the yeas and nays, upon the demand 
of the minority, shall be entered on record. ] 


On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, the Senate 
roceeded to consider, as in Committee of the 
hole, the bill granting compensation to Samuel 
Leech, for services in investigating suspended sales 
in the Mineral Point land district, in the State of 
Wisconsin; and no amendment having been offered, 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed, and was sub- 
sequently read a third time and passed. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
to raise, for a limited time, an additional military 
force. 

Mr. PHELPS addressed the Senate, and, before 
concluding, the usual hour of adjournment having 
arrived, gave way to a motion to adjourn; and 

The Senate adjourned. 

{A full report of Mr. P.’s speech will be found 
in the A ppendix.] 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 28, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. DANIEL moveil to reconsider the fote by 
which the resolution was yesterday passed autho- 
rizing the Clerk to employ James Young, of Wash- 
ington, to compile a statement of all the claims that 
have been before Congress from the 14th to the 
29th Ccngress inclusive, showing the names of the 
claimants, the-action of Congress thereon, &c. 

_ After some remarks by Mr. DANIEL, in sup- 
port of his motion, and by Mr. ROCKWELL, of 
Connecticut, in opposition— 

Mr. ROCK WELL moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table; which motion was decided 
in the affirmative: Yeas 89, nays 87. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


THE PRIVATE ,CALENDAR. 

On motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecti- 
cut, the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on private bills, (Mr. McCLELLAND, of 
Michigan, in the chair.) . 

The following bills were taken up, considered, 
and laid aside to be reported to the House: 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
James Brown; 

_A-bill for the relief of Edward Quinn; 
* A bill for the relief of George Newton; 

A bill for the relief of Russell Goss; 

A bill for the relief of Alborne Allen. 

The following bills were taken up, and, being 
objected to, were laid aside: . 

A bill for the relief of Mary Brown, widow of 
Jacob Brown; 

Senate bill for the relief of the heirs of John 
Paul Jones; 

A bill directing the mode of settling the claims 
of Charles G. Ridgley; 

A bill for the relief of William Culver; 

A dill for the relief of Daniel Robinson; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Clapper; 

A bill for the relief of Mrs. Harriet Barney; 

A bill for the relief of Anthony Walter Bayard; 

A bill for the relief of Calvin Emmons; 

A bill for the relief of Henry M. Shreve. 

The bill to provide for additional examiners in 
the Patent Office was taken up, and, on motion, it 
was ordered to be reported to the House, with the 


recommendation that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAWYER here moved that the committee 
rise and report; and, on a division of the question, 
no quorum voted. 

r. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the 126th rule of the House be enforced, which re- 
quires the Chairman, whenever the committee finds 
itsel? without a quorum, to have the roll called, 
and report the names of the absentees to the 
House, which names are to be entered on the Jour- 


nal, 

The CHAIRMAN accordingly ordered the roll 
to be called; when it appeared that 158 members 
answered to their names. 

The committee then rose, and the Chairman 
reported the names of the absentees to the House, 
for the purpose of entering the same on the Jour- 
nal as required by the rule. 

The committee then again resumed its session; 
when the following bills were taken up, and, be- 
ing objected to, were laid aside, viz: 

A bill for the relief of John Anderson, of Mis- 
sourl; i 

A bill for the relief of William Hogan, admin- 
istrator of Michael Hogan, deceased; ; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of John Snyder, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Regnal alias Nick Hillary; 

A bill for the relief of James McAvoy; 

A bill for the relief of Barclay & Livingston, 
and Smith, Thurgar & Co.; 

A bill for the relief of the legal heirs and repre- 
sentatives of Nathaniel Cox, deceased, formerly 
navy agent at New Orleans; 

A bill for the relief of Charles Benns; 

A bill for the relief of John W. Hockett; 

A bill for the relief of William Ralston. 

A bill giving further time for satisfying claims 
for bounty lands, and for other purposes, was 
taken up; and, on motion, it was ordered to be re- 

orted to the House with a recommendation that 
it be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

A large number of other bills were taken up and 
read, but, the reports accompanying them not be- 
ing printed, they were informally laid aside. 

The committee then rose and reported to the 
House: 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
James Brown; 

A bill for the relief of Edward Quinn; 

A bill for the relief of George Newton; 

A bill for the relief of Russell Goss ; 

A bill for the relief of Alborne Allen: 
which several bills were ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and were engrossed, read a 
third time, passed, and sent to the Senate for con- 
currence. 

The CHAIRMAN also reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole had directed him to report to 
the House, with the recommendation that they be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 

The bill to provide for additional examiners in 
the Patent Office; and 

The bill giving further time for satisfying claims 
for bounty lands, and for other purposes. 

The said bills were accordingly committed to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


Mr. SIMS moved to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole from the bill to authorize attach- 
ments on mesne process in the county of Wash- 
ington, in the District of Columbia, and to provide 
more speedy and effectual legal remedies in said 
District, and for other purposes, and that said bill 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. Agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. ROOT, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole an the state 
of the Union, (Mr. J. R. Incersoit, of Pennsylva- 
nia, in the chair,) on the President’s message, and 
the resolutions referring the same to appropriate 
committees. 


Mr. GOGGIN, being entitled to the floor, said, 
as this was one of the days set apart by the rules 
of the House for the consideration of private bills, 
he had come to the House unprepared to make any 
remarks, and he therefore moved that the commit- 
tee rise. Agreed to. 


The committee rose and reported progress. 


On motion of Mr. HALL, of New York, 

Resolved, That the Secretary or Register of the Treasury 
shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to annex to the annual 
report of the Register of the Treasury an the commerce and 
navigation of the United States, the statement or report of 


the collector of customs of the commerce, tonnage, and ` 


business of the port or district of Buffalo Creek, which was 
received at the Treasury Department on or about the 18th 
day of December last, and too late to be included in the said 
annual report of the Register of the Treasury, and that .said 


statement or report of the said cullector shall be printed . 


with and be annexed to the said copies of said report of 
Register of the Treasury, heretofore ordered to be printed 
for the use of this House. 


BILLS INTRODUCRD. 

By Mr. DUER: A bill to alter the terms of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States 
for the northern district of New York. Referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciar 


By Mr. McCLERNAND: A bill to establish a- 


national armory at Fort Massac, in Illinois. Read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, an act of the Legislature of Illinois and 
the petitions received during the last Congress, 
upon the same subject, were referred to the same 
committee. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. COCKE rose to make a personal explana- 
tion. Leave being granted by the House— 

Mr. C. proceeded to say, that a few days since, 
in replying to some of the remarks of his colleague 
over the way, [Mr. Anprew Jounnson,] he found 
himself reported as saying, that ‘‘ he had not been 
‘aware of the existence of such a state of things; 
‘he was not a frequenter of such places; and 
‘ therefore had no personal knowledge on the sub- 
‘ject; but they had received the information from 
j his colleague, who must have visited them, he 
‘presumed, or he would not have acquired that 
‘information; ?”? . l 

Now, Mr. C. felt it to be due to his ooll 
here to say, that he had no knowledge at all of his 
colleague’s having been in the habit of frequentin 
places of the description named; what he ha 
said was in mere pleasantry, and intended by way 
of repartee. If his colleague was accustomed to 
frequent places of the sort he had described, Mr. 
C. had no knowledge of it, nor had he ever heard 
of any such thing. Lest, however, he might unin- 
tentionally have done his colleague injustice, or in 
any way injured his feelings or reputation, he 
volunteered this explanation, which he hoped 
would remove any such impression fram the mind 
of his colleague or of any other person. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, replied, that he 
was well satisfied with the explanation which had 
been made. A consciousness of his own course 
of conduct, as well as the amicable relations 
which had always subsisted between his coll e 
and himself, convinced him that nothing offensive 
or injurious could have been intended in the re- 
marks he had made. He had looked upon what 
had occurred, at the time and since, as a mere 
playful repartee, not intended to injure him, or be 
seriously understood by any one. 

Mr. COCKE added, that he had hoped that that 
portion of his remarks would not have been pub- 
lished in the report of his speech, and he regretted 
that they had been. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House do now adjourn. Disagreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 


lowing Executive communications: 

A communication from the Secretary of State, 
transmitting, in compliance with the act of March 
9, 1799, an abstract of the returns made to the de- 
partment by the collectors of customs, pursuant 
to the act of May 28, 1796, for the relief and pro- 
tection of American seamen, showing the number 
of seamen registered in each port of entry of the 
United Sates for the year ending the 30th of Sep- 
tember, 1347. Referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

A communication of the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in conformity with the ‘fifth section 
of the act of March 3, 1809, a statement of the 
expenditures, during the year 1847, from the ap- 
propriation for contingent expenses of the military 
establishment. Referred to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the War Department. 


Mr. WHITE asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a resolution. Objected to. 
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| NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. BOWLIN gave notice of a motion for leave 
to introduce a bill to amend an act entitled *¢ An 
act to provide for the better security of the lives 
of passengers on board of vessels propelled in 
whole or in part by steam,” approved July 9, 
1838; and a bill to ascertain and fix the fees taxable 
in favor of. the attorney of the United States for 
* Missouri, for services rendered in the Circuit Court 
of the United States for the district of Missouri. 

Mr. SLINGERLAND gave notice of a motion 
for leave to introduce a bill making appropriations 
to improve and remove the obstructions to the 
navigation of the Hudson river, above and below 
the city of Albany, in the State of New York. 

On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, the 
usual number of the annual message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States was ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, the bill 
from the Senate to provide for the compensation 
of Samuel Leech for services in the investigation 
-of suspended sales in the Miseral Point district, 
Wisconsin, was taken up, read, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, the 
House proceeded to consider the bill from the Sen- 
ate entitled ‘‘ An act supplementary to the act enti- 
tled ‘ An act to regulate the exercise of the appellate 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in certain cases, 
and for other purposes ;’”’ to which the following 
amendment, reported by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, was pending, viz: Strike out after the en- 


acting clause, and insert: 

« That all and singular the provisions of the act to which 
this is a supplement, so far as may be, shall be, and they 
hereby are, made applicable to all cases which were pending 
in the supreme or other superior courts of and for the late 
Territory of Iowa, at the time the said Territory was admit- 
ted into the Union as a State, and to all cases in whic 
judgments or decrees have been rendered in said supreme 
or superior court of the said late Territory of Iowa, and not 
hitherto removed as aforesaid by writ of error or appeal. 

e Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all and singular 
the provisions of the said act to which this is a supplement, 
so far as may be, shall be, and they hereby are, made appli- 
cable to all cases which may he pending in the supreme or 
other ior court of and for any Territory of the United 
States which may hereafter be admitted as a State into the 
Union at the time of its admission, and to all cases in which 
judgments or decrees shall have been rendered in such su- 
preme or superior court, at the time of such admission, and 
not previously removed by writ of error or appeal.’’ 


Mr. HALL moved to amend the amendment by 
inserting between the word ‘‘act,’’ where it first 
occurs, and the words ‘to which,” the words en- 
titled “ An act to regulate the exercise of the appel- 
late jurisdiction of the supreme court in certain 
cases, and for other purposes,” approved Febru- 
ary 22, 1847. 

he amendment to theamendment was agreed to. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, moved further to 


amend the amendment : 

cc And be it further enacted, That all cases, together with 
all process, records, orders, judgments, decrees, and pro- 
ceedings, of Federal character or jurisdiction, and not legally 
transferred to the State eourts of the State of Iowa, pending 
prior to and at the time of the admission of the said State of 
Iowa into the Union, in the district or supreme courts of the 
said Territory of lowa, are hereby transferred to the district 
court of the United States for the district of Iowa; and it 
shall be the duty of the respective clerks of the said courts 
of the said Territory of Iowa, or their successors in office, 
with whom the records and proceedings of said cases may 
be found, upon application by any person or persons inter- 
ested therein, to make and certify a full and complete copy 
of the records thereof, and transmit the saine, together with 
all the original process, pleadings, and other papers filed in 
such case or cases, and which may be removed without mu- 
tilating the records of said courts, to the clerk of the said 
district court of the United States; and when the said 
records, papers, and proceedings shall be thus certified to 
the said last-mentioned court, its jurisdiction shall be deem- 
ed as full and complete as that of the court in which the 
said case originated had been prior to the said admission of 
the State of Iowa, or as if the said case had been originally 
instituted in said district court of the United States.” 


This amendment was agreed to. 


The question was then put on the amendment to 
the Senate bill as amended, and it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was then read a third time 
and passed, and returned to the Senate for concur- 
rence in said amendment. 


Mr. HENLEY moved that the Hotse proceed 
to the consideration of business on the Speaker’s 
table, and that the message from the President of 
the United States in relation to the return of General 
Santa Anna to Mexico, and the instructions to 
Mr. Slidell, &c., be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Pending which motion, 

' The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred under the rule: 


By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The memorial of Dr. 
Hartwell Carver, praying for a charter to build a railroad 
from Lake Michigan to the Pacific Ocean. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of W. H. Haley and 
others, citizens of Warren, Trumbull county, Ohio, praying 
for peace with Mexico. 

By Mr. SLINGERLAND: A petition of Daniel Palmer 
and.42 others, citizens of New York. Daniel Palmer, at 
the early age of seventeen years, volunteered in the service 
of his country in the late war between the United States 
and Great Britain; in that war he was deprived of his right 
leg; since that time he had been allowed a trifling pension, 
until he enlisted in the Mexican-war ; and now he prays 
Congress to allow him his pension that was suspended while 
he was enlisted in the Mexican war; also, to allow him 
bounty for his land or treasury scrip, amounting in all to 
$160, Also, a petition of Colonel H. W. Dobbin and many 
of the genera) officers under whom he served in the late war 
with Great Britain, praying Congress to grant him a pension 
for his services in the late war with Great Britain. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, January 28, 1848. 


Mr. GREENE presented a resolution from the 
Legislature of Rhode Island apd Providence Plant- 
ations, instructing her Senators, &c., to oppose 
any proposition to lay a tax on tea and coffee; 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a petition from 
citizens of Appalachicola, in the State of Florida, 
praying that Mount Vernon may be purchased by 
the United States. 

Mr. W. stated, that he understood that there 
were similar petitions, signed by some three hun- 
dred thousand persons, in the hands of other Sen- 
ators, who were waiting an opportunity to present 
them. Until these petitions were before the Sen- 
ate, the best disposition to be made of the one he 
now presented would be to let it lie on the table. 

The petition was then laid on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. STURGEON, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the 
relief of Messrs. Cook, Anthony, Mahon, and 
others; which was read a first time. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on the Li- 
brary, reported a bill to authorize the purchase of 
the papers of Alexander Hamilton; which was 
read a first time. 

Several adverse reports were considered and 
agreed to. 

BILL INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

Mr. RUSK, on leave, introduced a bill to au- 
thorize the President to increase the naval estab- 
lishment of the United States; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of making an appropria- 
tion for the construction of a light-house on Raccoon Point, 
Dernier Isle, in the State of Louisiana; and into the expe- 
diency of an appropriation for a floating light in Atchafalaya 
bay, State of Louisiana. 

Mr. MILLER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether he has caused to be 
laid and collected any taxes, duties or imposts, upon goods 
and merchandise belonging to citizens of the United States, 
exported by such citizens from the United States to Mexico; 
and also what is the rate of such duties, and what amount 
has been collected; and also by what authority the same 
have been laid and collected. 

The resolution submitted some time since by 
Mr. Hanneecan, for the appointment of a select 
committee to examine in what manner the monu- 
ments erected to deceased Senators had been con- 
structed and preserved, was taken up and agreed 
to. 

On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the commit- 
tee was ordered to consist of five members, to be 
appointed by the Vice President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Messrs. 
Hannea@an, Maneum, Hunter, CRITTENDEN, and 
Dovetas, to compose said committee. 


GENERAL ORDERS. j 

On motion of Mr. BAGBY, a bill to authorize 
the settlement of the accounts of Joseph Nourse, 
deceased, was taken up. The bill was then read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. No amendment being offered, the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and was then read a third time, and passed. 
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On motion of Mr. UPHAM, a bill for the relief 
of Richard Bloss and others, was taken up. The 
bill was then read a second timé, and was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole; an amend- 
ment reported by the committee was agreed to, 
and the bill was reported as amended. The amend- 
ment was concurred in, and the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and was then 
read a third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, a 
bill making further provision for the surviving 
widows of the soldiers of the Revolution was.taken 
up. The bill was then read a second time, and 
considered as“in Committee of the Whole. No 
amendment being offered, the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and was then 
read a third time and passed. 

On motionof Mr. TURNEY, the Senate re- | 
sumed the consideration of the bill further to ex- ` 
tend the patent of Jethro Wood. 

Mr. BALDWIN, having withdrawn the amend- 
ment previously submitted by him, moved the fol- 
lowing proviso, to come in at the end of the bill « 

Provided, nevertheless, That the owner of any plough here- 
tofore constructed on the principle of said invention, or his 
assigns, shall continue to have the same right to use and dis- 


pose of such plough for use, that he or they would have had 
if this act had not been passed. l 


The bill was then passed over informally. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
to raise, for a limited time, an additional military 
force. 

Mr. CASS. Ihave been desired to state that 
it is the wish of my friends on this side of the 
Chamber, that this debate should be brought to a 
close within the most reasonable time. There is 
no disposition on this side of the Chamber to in- 
terfere in the slightest degree with the freedom of 
debate, or to prevent the fullest expression of opin- 
ion on the part of every member of the Senate; but 
we believe that it is very important that the debate 
on this subject should be speedily brought to a- 
close. There are other important measures which 
await the action of this body, which must neces- 
sarily be delayed till this bill be disposed of. It 
has occurred to us that hereafter, every gentleman 
who addresses the Senate on this bill, should ter- 
minate:his speech on the same day. We will have 
great pleasure in sitting as late as may be neces- 
sary; but we do hope that no Senator will here- 
after occupy more than one day. Iam requested, 
further, to state, that it is our hope that this debate 
may be brought to a close, if not at the end of next 
week, as early in the week after as possible. 

Mr. PHELPS then resumed and concluded his 
remarks. [A report of Mr. P.’s speech will be 
found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. DOWNS then obtained the floor, and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of execu- 
tive business; and, after some time spent therein, 
the doors were re-opened, and 

The Senate adjourned till Monday. 


a 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, January 29, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved the 
usual resolution terminating the debate on the bill 
for the relief of Mary Brown, widow of Jacob 
Brown, in ten minutes after the House shall again 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on pri- 
vate bills. 

Mr. HALL, of New York, moved to lay the 
resolution on the table. Disagreed to. 

The question was then put on the resolution, 
and it was agreed to. 

DEFINITE APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with the various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1849. Read and committed. 

Also, a bill to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the service of the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1848. : Po 

Mr. V. said, that before the vote was taken on 
the motion to commit the bill, he desired to state 
that he should call it up for the action of the House 
upon it as soon as the bill and the papers which 
accompanied it could be printed. , It proposed to 
appropriate a large sum of money, between twelve 
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and thirteen millions of dollars, in addition to a 
million appropriated early in the session, to supply 
the deficiency in the appropriations of the last ses- 
sion of Congress for the expenses of the now cur- 
rent fiscal year. The House would, therefore, see 
the necessity of prompt action upon it, as seven 
months of the year had already passed away. 

The Committee of Ways and Means had been 
prevented from reporting this bill at an earlier da 
by circumstances not under its own control. It 
will be recollected, that at the beginning of the ses- 
sion a million of dollars was appropriated to meet 
thẹ immediate wants of the department until the 
residue of the deficiency could be inquired into. 
On looking into the estimates, it was found that 
the Paymaster General had reported to the Secre- 
tary of War, at the commencement of the session, 
that he. could not estimate for the deficiency in his 
department till he received further returns from 
Mexico. About four weeks ago, the Secretary of 
War transmitted to the committee the Pay master’s 
estimate of the deficiency in that branch of the ser- 
vice, amounting to three million seven hundred 
and seventy-one thousand dollars. It was laid be- 
fore the committee the day after its receipt; but as 
it was not accompanied by a detailed statement of 
the items, the committee directed him to write to 
the Secretary of War for such a statement, both 
from the Paymaster and Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ments. He believed every diligence and effort had 
been used by the department to comply with the 
call of the committee at asearly a day as practica- 
ble, but it was not till within the present week that 
the information had been received by the com- 
mittee. 

There was another bill, also, which required the 
prompt attention of the House, and which he would 
avail himself of this occasion to give notice of his 
intention to call up at an early day. He had re- 
ference to the loan bill. He had imagined that 
the fortunate discovery of an error, which showed 
there were inthe treasury near seven millions of 
means at its command more than was supposed to 
exist there, had obviated the necessity of immediate 
action on that bill. But two days ago he had re- 
ceived a letter from the acting Secretary of the 
Treasury, stating that its immediate consideration 
was highly necessary. It is known to the mem- 
bers of the House that the annual report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury has not yet been printed. 
The examination of the statements and tables ap- 
pended to that report are absolutely essential to a 
correct understanding of the state of the finances. 
It was his intention to have accompanied the bill 
with a written report, which could not be made 
without the aid of that document. The reporting 
of the bill had been delayed as long as the commit- 
tee thought themselves justified in withholding it, 
for the purpose of seeing the Secretary’s report in 
print; but, as it was not printed, he refrained from 
making a written report, for fear that, without the 
aid of that document, he might fall into some great 
mistake, which for a time might mislead the House 
and the country. He himself had called several 
times at the printing office to inquire about that re- 
port; other members of the committee, he believed, 
had done the same thing. It was not yet forth- 
coming. He did not*feel able or willing to enter 
upon the discussion of that bill till he had had an 
opportunity to read and thoroughly study the Sec- 
retary’s report. The request of the acting Secretary 
of the Treasury,was, however, so urgent for imme- 
diate action, that he should, on Wednesday next, 
move to take up that bill, and leave it to the House 
to decide whether they would consider it before 
they had had an opportunity to see that report. 
He was directed by the committee to bring this 
subject of the public printing to the notice of the 
House. 

The appropriation bills for the next fiscal year, 
commencing on the Ist. of July next, are in the 
course of preparation, and those not already pre- 
sented will be reported as soon as practicable. It 
will be recollected that it is but a short time since 
. the reports of the different departments which ac- 
company the President’s message have been printed 
and laid on our tables. ‘The reports of the differ- 
ent bureaus to the heads of the departments give 
the detailed operations of the Government, and 
show the necessity of such appropriations as are 
discretionary. He had felt it to be his duty to 
read these reports, and compare them with the 
estimates, before presenting the annual appropria- 
tion bills, as that was the proper source to look to 


for explanation respecting the estimates. ‘There 
is a rule of the House that requires the appropria- 
tion bills to be reported within thirty days after 
the appointment of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. He wished to say a word about that rule, 
and the reason of its adoption. Formerly, the fiscal 
year commenced with the calendar year on the Ist 
of January. It followed, of course, that, if the 
appropriations were not made by the Ist of Janu- 
ary in each year, the operations of the Government 
were carried on without any provision for payment. 
Everything was carried on In anticipation of and 
upon the faith that Congress would make the ap- 
propriations: and thus it sometimes happened in 
the long sesion that the year was almost half gone 
before the appropriations were made to meet the 
necessary expenditures of the Government. This 
state of things every year occasioned much embar- 
rassment to the Executive Departments, and was 
attended with heavy losses to such of the public 
creditors as could not wait for the tardy movements 
of Congress. To remedy this evil, this rule of the 
House was adopted. It was found to be an inef- 
ficient remedy, because of the impossibility of 
making the appropriations by the time the fiscal 
hae commenced. It was finally wholly obviated 

y changing the commencement of the fiscal year 
from the Ist of January to the Ist of July. So 
that ifthe appropriations were now made, no part 
of them would be wanted for more than three 
months tocome. This rule, however, was left to 
stand among the rules of the House, though now 
of little practical utility. He would endeavor to 
see that the appropriations were all made in 
time to meet the wants of the Government, and 
that no detriment to the public service should arise 
ies want of timely action of the House upon 
them. 

Mr. ASHMUN said, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means had given notice, as 
he understood, that he would call_up a very im- 
portant bill on Wednesday next, on account of 
the urgent request of the Treasury Department, 
and that he would do thisin advance of the print- 
ing of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. A. rose that he might call the attention of the 
House and of the country to this state of things. 
Here was the House, in the very last days of Jan- 
uary, still without a copy of so important a docu- 
ment as the great fiscal report from the Treasury 
Department. 

Here Mr. BOYD raised an inquiry in relation 
to order, but the SPEAKER ruled Mr. A. to be 
in order. 

Mr. ASHMUN said, gentlemen need not feel 
sensitive; he was not going into any extended re- 
marks. His object was to call the attention of the 
House and of the public to what had been stated 
as the cause of this unprecedented delay, and to 
put to any member of the Committee on Printing, 
who happened to be present, the inquiry, when 
they were to expect the copies of this report to be 
laid on their tables? He saw a gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Concer] in his seat, who belong- 
ed to that committee. He would thank that gen- 
tleman to answer, if he could, the inquiry he 
had put. 

Mr. CONGER said, that, as a member of the 
Committee on Printing, he could only say that he 
had had an interview with the public printer some 
two or three days since; and that officer had then 
informed him that the body of the report had been 
taken back repeatedly, by order of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, for alteration; and he gave that 
as the reason for the delay which had occurred. 
It was this interruption, coming from the depart- 
ment itself, which had prevented an earlier deliv- 
ery of the printed copies of the report; and he had 
added, that if the manuscript should not again be 
taken out of his hands, the copies would be ready 
for delivery in two or three days. A part of it 
was now in type. That was the only explanation 
Mr. C. had to give in answer to the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts: that was the ex- 
planation he had received from the’ public printer. 

Mr. McKAY would like to know of the gentle- 
man from New York, (Mr. Concer, ] what changes 
those were which he stated, on the authority of the 
oo printer, to have been made in the report? 

ere they in the tabular statement? 

Mr. CONGER. The committee were not in- 
formed. 

Mr. McKAY said, that having heard the rumors 
which were circulating in the House that the tables 
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accompanying the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury had been withdrawn and altered, or 
others substituted in lieu thereof, he had seen the 
Register of the Treasury, whose business it was 
to prepare those tabular statements, and had men- 
tioned these rumors to him; and he now stated, 
upon his authority—the authority of Mr. Graham, 
an excellent and very honest man—that there was 
not the slightest foundation in the world for the 
rumor; that not a single table had been altered; 
that the tables were there now as they were first 
presented in the report. 

He was not going into a commentary or criti- 
cism upon the statements made by the honorable 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
He was glad to learn from that gentleman that he 
had determined to call up on Wednesday next the 
bill giving the Government authority to borrow a 
sum of money to meet the exigencies of the public 
service. 

With regard to the delay that had attended the 
execution of the public printing, the whole House 
must be aware that it was owing to causes which 
were apparent to all. In the first place, the sys- 
tem of printing had been changed. Formerly, the 
printing had been done by printers appointed by 
the House. Now, it was done by contract. He 
had voted against thatlaw himself. He presumed 
his friend from Massachusetts-[Mr. Asamun] and 
the honorable chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means voted for it. 

Mr. ASHMUN begged the gentleman’s pardon. 
He did not vote for it. He had always thought it 
a ‘* penny-wise and pound-foolish’’ operation. 

r. McKAY, (continuing.) At any rate he 
would cast no imputation on the printers. He 
hoped they would be able to perform their con- 
tract: they said they would. The documents this 
session were very voluminous; the President’s 
message and accompanying documents made a 
document nearly twice as large this year as last 
year. Owing to the existence of a state of war, 
the reports of all our generals, Secretaries of War 
and the Navy, and, in fact, of all our officers, 
were much larger, and made a document of nearly 
two thousand pages. Was not this an explana- 
tion of the delay ? 

But, in regard to the remark made by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, that the House would 
be called on Monday next to act upon the bill re- 
ported by the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means 

[A voice: “On Wednesday.’’] 

No, (said Mr. McK.) the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Vinton,] if he understood him correctly, 
gave notice that he would call up on Monday next 
the bill making appropriations to supply defi- 
clencies. F 

Mr. VINTON (Mr. McK. yielding) said he 
had stated that, as soon as the bill which he had 
this morning reported to supply deficiencies could 
be printed, with the accompanying documents, he 
would call it up. 

Mr. McKAY (resuming) supposed it would be 
printed, with the documents, by Monday. 

In regard to the deficiency bill, the House (said 
Mr. McK.) were already in possession of full in- 
formation—of every item of information which 
could have any bearing uponit. There was noth-, 
ing at all in the Secretary’s report in reference to 
these deficiencies, except his financial statement, 
and that was published weeks ago, during the sec- 
ond week of the session. 

Mr. ASHMUN (interposing) said, with refer- 
ence to the statement of the gentleman from North 
Carolina about the tables connected with the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, he had this mo- 
ment been informed by the public printer that the 
Secretary of the Treasury had now, at this mo- 
ment, in his possession these tables. 

Mr. McKAY. Well, I am authorized by the 
Register of the Treasury, Mr. Graham, to state 
that the tables have undergone no change at all 
since they were sent in accompanying the Secre- 
tary’s report, when it was first laid on the table. 

Mr. CONGER wished to make a further state- 
ment on this subject, and (Mr. McK. yielding) he 
said he (Mr. C.) had not only been informed b 
the printer, at this instant, of the same fact whic 
was communicated by him to the honorable gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, but that the proofs of 
this document, which he understood was now 
ready to be laid upon their tables, were now in the 
hands of the Secretary of the Treagury for revi- 
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sion; that he (the Secretary) had not yet sent them 
back to him, and this was the cause of the delay. 

In relation to the President’s message, he wished 
further to state what the public printer had inform- 
ed the Committee on Printing was the cause of the 
delay of that document; that he had furnished 
and was furnishing that document as fast as the 
lithographic maps contained in it were furnished 
to him. 

This statement he deemed it a matter of justice 
to the printer to make. 

Mr. McKAY (resuming) said the proof-sheets, 
he supposed, had been sent to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Everybody knew, that of large volu- 
minous documents like this, the proof-sheets were 


placed, for revision, in the hands of the Secretary, 


or the person making the reports, to secure accu- 
racy. But, to show that the gentleman was ut- 
terly mistaken, here (said Mr. McK., holding up 
a printed copy of the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasyry) is the document itself. How was it 

ossible for it, or parts of it, to be in the Treasury 

epartment, when the printed document was now 
in their document room? And every gentleman, 
by going up to the document room, (for the prac- 
tice was now changed, and, instead of the docu- 
ments being placed on the desks of the members, 
they were taken ùp to the document room,) could 
supply himself with a copy. 

Mr ASHMUN. Will the gentleman allow me 
to state, that the public printer tells me they were 

laced there this morning for the first time? 

Mr. McKAY. No matter about that. I con- 
tradict,. positively, peremptorily, the statement 
that any alteration has been made in the tables at 
the department. And the gentleman from New 
York, on the Committee of Printing, [Mr. Con- 
GER,] himself, only a day or two ago, asked this 
House for permission to have an addition made to 
this report of something which had been réceived 
since the report was communicated. 

He had but one remark in reference to the state- 
ment of the honorable chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means in regard to the time in which 
the appropriation bills should be reported. There 
was a rule of the House requiring them to be re- 
ported within thirty days after the appointment of 
the committee. That time had elapsed; and the 
honorable chairman said the failure to comply 
with the rule and the delay were owing in a great 
degree to a want of the documents which were ne- 
cessary. Now, he admitted, that in regard to one 
or two of these bills, which the committee were 
required peremptorily to report within thirty days, 
that was a good justification. The navy appro- 
priation bill, for instance, could not be reported, 
because the explanations were all contained in that 


' part of the documents accompanying the Presi- 


dent’s message which came from the Navy Depart- 
ment, and the message and accompanying docu- 
ments had been buta few days printed entire; butin 
regard to the civil and diplomatic bill, which was 
the large bill, he hazarded the assertion here, from 
some familiarity with the business of the commit- 
tee, that there was no gentleman who would find 
any information at all in the voluminous docu- 
ments accompanying the message which had the 
slightest bearing upon any item in that bill; and 
so inregard to the Indian appropriation bill. Now, 
two years ago, with a view of obviating this very 
difficulty, a resolution passed the two Houses of 
Congress requiring the estimates to be prepared 
and printed in advance, so as to be laid on the 
tables of members at the opening of the session. 
That had been done for the last two sessions. The 
document was now in the document room, and 
every gentleman could go up and get it. 

He concurred with the honorable chairman, and 
did not think it of any importance to report within 
the first thirty days. He would be glad if the 
committee would take time to examine these bills 
and retrench and cut down, as he thought could be 
done with regard to the public service. The great 
matter was not that they should be reported with- 
in the first thirty days. He thought that was a 
bad rule, and ought to be repealed, in consequence 
of the change of the commencement of the fiscal 
year. More time should be allowed to the com- 
mittee to prepare their bills; but after the bills 
were reported to the House, the great cause of 
complaint was, that the House would never act 
upon them; that they were not taken up till the 
close of the session, and then were hurried through 
without anything like due deliberation; and in 


short sessions, frequently on the very last night of 


the session, the two Houses were compelled to 
make appropriations which their own judgment 


would revolt at if they had time to deliberate. | 


Now, what he wanted was this—that when the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
made the motion to take up these bills, the House 
would do so, and act upon them in time, and let 
them go to the Senate, so that they would not be 
compelled to hurry them through at the very last 
hours of the session. Millions had been voted 
away in this way without anybody’s knowing 
anything at all where it had gone until it was too 
late to remedy it. 

He gave notice that he should, at an early day 
ask leave to introduce a resolution authorizing and 
requiring all these public documents, which the 
President and the heads of the departments were 
required to communicate annually to Congress, to 
be printed in advance—making it the duty of the 
President and the heads of the departments to 
have them prepared and printed, ready to be Jaid 
on their tables at the opening of the session. 
There could not then be any ground, more than 
two months after the commencement of the ses- 
sion, for gentlemen to get up and say, for want of 
diligence on the part of the printer, because these 
documents have not been sent in, we cannot act 
promptly on these various subjects. He hoped, 
therefore, the House would pass his resolution 


-when he introduced it, and it would remove and 


obviate many of the inconveniences and com- 
plaints which they now suffered. 

As the gentleman from Ohio had given notice 
that he would call up the Joan bill on Wednesday, 
Understanding that there was a communication on 
the Clerk’s table which related to this subject, he 
asked that it might be taken up and referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER stated that the first question 
would be on the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Vinron,] that the bill reported by him 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
papers, he ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HUDSON, referring to the remarks which 
had been made in relation to the document which 
had been handed to them this morning, said it had 
been stated, he believed, that the delay in printing 
that document was occasioned by its revision or 
the retention of the proof in the hands of the Secre- 
tary. On the other hand, it had been suggested 
that the statement could not be true; that there 
must be some misrepresentation in the case, be- 
cause they had the document now upon their ta- 
bles. He was informed by the public printer that 
the proofs were now in the hands of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and that the public printer had 
express directions from him not to deliver the doc- 
ument until these proofs were revised; and that 
the document had been sent in this morning at the 
bidding of the Committee on Printing of the two 
Houses, the public printer considering himself 
under obligation rather to obey the mandate of the 
Committee on Printing than the request of the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and that, while this 
document was now on their tables, several of the 
proof sheets were in the hands of the Secretary, 
and not returned by him, or had not been returned 
when these documents Heft the printing-office. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Will the gen- 
tleman say when these proofs were sent to the 
Secretary ? 

Mr. HUDSON (not hearing the request) con- 
tinuing, said he would also, while he was on the 
floor, make a single remark upon the delay that 
seemed to be charged—ton some extent, perhaps, 
upon the Committee of Ways and Means in sub- 
mitting their report—by the gentleman from North 
Carolina. 

Mr. McKAY (interposing) said he made no 
complaint. He thought it desirable, on the con- 
trary, that the committee should take more time 
in preparing their bills. He only said he thought 
the documents were not wanted to enable them to 
act upon the deficiency bill and upon the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill. 

Mr. HUDSON had understood the gentleman 
to intimate that some of the bills might have been 
reported at an earlier day, and he had seemed to 
intimate that there had been some unnecessary 
delay. He (Mr. H.) had only to say in reference 
to this, that there was no member of that commit- 
tee who was more desirous of sifting the whole 


matter of appropriations, and very justly, who 
kept more constantly sending to the departments 
for further information, or who was more desirous 
of waiting till that information was obtained, than 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. McKay.] 
He did not mention this in the way of complaint, 
but rather to commend the gentleman for his fidel- 
ity in this case, and to account further for the delay 
(if any had existed) on the part of that committee 
in prepanne their bills. 

he question was then taken on the motion of 
reference and the printing, and it was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means: | 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 29, 1848. 

‘Sir: Since the date of my last communication, fixing 
the amount of the loan of twelve millions of dollars, a letter 
(a copy of which is hereto annexed, dated the 21st instant,) 
has been received from the Secretary of War, giving the in- 
formation that he had submitted to the Cummittee of Ways 
and Means estimates to the amount of $3,808,000 since the 
commencement of the session, in addition to those hereto- 
fore submitted; I have therefore the honor to request that 
the loan should be granted for thesum of $16,000,000, which, 
it is believed, will be all that will be necessary to ask for 
during the present session of Congress. 

‘¢[ have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, McCLINTOCK YOUNG, 
« Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 
« Hon. R. C. WINTHROP, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives.” 


Mr. ASHMUN wished to correct a statement 
which he had made, personal to himself, in reply 
to the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Mc- 
Kay.] When the gentleman referred to the reso- 
lution in relation to letting out the printing at con- 
tract, and intimated that he (Mr. A.) had voted 
for it, he had replied at the spur of the moment 
that he considered it a foolish operation. On ex- 
amination, his memory was corrected; he did vote 
forit. And the error which he made was this: 
that, when the proposition was made to cut down 
Ritchie & Heiss to the contract price, he had voted 
against his political friends, and in favor of the 
Democratic printers. This had led him into the 
error. 

Mr. FARRELLY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill to provide for additional exami- 
ners in the Patent Office was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
which motion lies over for the present. 


The Senate bill to authorize the settlement of 
the accounts of Joseph Nourse, deceased, was 
taken up, read, and referred to thẹ Committee of 
Claims. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. HENLEY said: Mr. Speaker, I have risen 
this morning to a personal explanation; and I will 
remark, that I think if all explanations of this char- 
acter were as brief and explicit as the one I am 
about to make, they would not be so unpopular in 
this House. Some time since, sir, a member from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Hampton] wrote to his district, 
for publication, a letter, containing the charge that 
the amendment offered by me to the joint resolu- 
tion of thanks to General Taylor and his army for 
their achievement at Buena Vista, was intended to 
defeat or embarrass it. This I did not think proper 
to notice. But now, sir, another member from 
that State [Mr. Nes] has repeated the same charge, 
for the purpose, I suppose, of screening himself 
from the odium of his vote on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. It is unfair 
for any man to attempt to throw the burden of his 
own sins upon another. I will read the paragraph 
to which I wish to allude: 


« But an attempt is also made to prejudice the public mind 
against me by commecting this subject with a vote of thanks 
to General Taylor. It must be borne in mind that an amend- 
ment has been offered by a member from Indiana to the res- 
olution of thanks, designed to embarrass it, to which the 
amendment of Mr. Ashmun was a counter-movement.”? 


Of the propriety and parliamentary courtesy of 
members writing letters for publication, impugning 
the motives of others, I leave for the judgment of , 
the House and the good senge of the people to de- 
termine. What 1 desire to say ts, that if either or 
both of the members from Pennsylvania intend to 
say that I ‘designed to embarrass’ the vote of 
thanks to General Taylor and his army, they utter 
what, in point of fact, is not correct. They have 
no means of knowing my designs, and have no 
right to speak of them in this unqualified manner. 
It was the very furthest from my ‘* designs” to em- 
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barrass this. vote of thanks, but to place it in a 
light in which it would be worth having—to ex- 

ress to the world that the thanks were tendered 
by a grateful people in good faith, for noble deeds 
done in defence of the rights and honor of the na- 
tion, and not in prosecuting an unnecessary and 
an unconstitutional war. I consider this amend- 
ment as having been made necessary to defend the 
army in general, and General Taylor in particular, 
against the foul accusations that have been made 
here and elsewhere, to the effect that this war is a 
lawless invasion of the territory of an innocent 
neighbor, and our army little better than a band of 
robbers; and I shall offer it to every proposition 
of a like character which may be proposed while I 
am a member of this body. 

I believe that no honors can be won in an unjust 
cause, and no thanks would be acceptable to a 
brave and generous mind, from*those whose de- 
nunciations have been so often thundered forth 
against the justice of the cause in which this bril- 
liant achievement was performed. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


On motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecti- 
cut, the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on private bills, (Mr. Cuapman, of 
Maryland, in the chair.) l 

The first bill taken up was the bill for the relief 
of Mary Brown, widow of Jacob Brown; to which 
an amendment moved by Mr. Bow tin was pend- 
ing, viz: insert after the word ‘* Massachusetts”’ 
the words “‘ aged seventy-four years, and born be- 
fore the close of the revolutionary war.”’ 

The question on the amendment was put, and it 
was agreed to. 

After a short discussion on points of order, the 
time limited by the resolution for debate on this 
bill expired. 

Mr. FICKLIN moved to amend the bill by 
adding the following proviso : 


« Provided, That this pension is granted in consideration 
of the gallantry and death of Major Jacob Brown, (her step- 
son,) in command of the fort opposite Matamoros, and shall 
not be regarded as a precedent ın other cases.” 


Disagreed to. 


Mr. STUART, of Michigan, moved that the 
bill be reported to the House, with the recommend- 
ation that it be recommitted to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, with instructions to report 
a general bill. 

Mr. ROMAN moved to amend Mr. Srvarr’s 
motion by adding the following : 

« Providing pensions for all widows of revolutionary offi- 


cers and soldiers: Provided, said widows were born prior to 
the adoption of the Constitution.” 


Disagreed to. 


Mr. CUMMINS moved to amend Mr. Srvarr’s 
motion by inserting the Committee on “ Revo- 
lutionary Pensions” in lieu of ‘ Revolutionary 
Claims.”’ 

Mr. STUART accepted Mr. Cummins’s sug- 
gested modification. 

Mr. HALL, of New York, moved to amend the 
bill by striking out ‘* $20 per month ” and inserting 
“g4 per month.’ Disagreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, moved to amend the 
bill by striking out ‘* $20 per month?’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘ 8 per month.”? Agreed to. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved that the bill be reported 
to the House with the recommendation tltat it be 
committed to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, with instructions to report a bill grant- 
ing a pension to the widows of revolutionary offi- 
cers and soldiers who were married prior to the 
year 1800. j 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment of Mr. 
STUART, of Michigan, and the amendment of Mr. 
PoLLockK out of order. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, appealed from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The question on the appeal was stated and put 
to the committee. 

The decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill to 
the House. 

Mr, COLLAMER moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and, under its operation, the 
amendments of the Committee of the Whole were 
agreed to. 

And the bill was ordered to be engrossed, and 
was engrossed and read a third time: Yeas 119, 
nays 47. ; 

And then the House adjourned. 


SN AEE O OI 
a ame aeaaee aean a ee a aa 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred : á 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of Hannah Wightman, 
formerly widow of John Hart, deceased, for a pension. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee: The petition of Jease 
Coal and other citizens of Shady Valley, Johnson county, 
Tennessee, praying the establishment of a mail route from 
Taylorsville, via Shady Valley, to Papervilke. 

By Mr. MORSE: The memorial of Jean Baptiste Grange, 
praying permission to locate a tract of land. 

On motion of Mr. GREEN, the papers and petition of Cor- 
nelius Washburn and others, of Missouri, on the files of 
the House, were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Also, the papers relating to the claims of Reuben Gentry 
and others, for Indian depredations, were withdrawn from 
the files of the House, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affaire. 

By Mr. TURNER: The memorial and petition of Captain 
N. Wall and others, paying for an act to regulate and define 
the duty of officers and hands employed in the navigation of 
the Mississippi and other western rivers. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, January 31, 1848. 


The Journal of Saturday having been read and 
approved— 

Mr. CONGER, on leave, made a personal ex- 
planation relative to the remarks of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. McKay,] on Saturday 
last, while the printing of the report of theSecretary 
of the Treasury was incidentally under discus- 
sion. That gentleman is reported, in the Intelli- 
gencer of this morning, to have made the following 
remark: : 

‘And the gentleman from New York, on the Committee 
of Printing, (Mr. Conuer.] himself, only a day or two ago, 
asked this House for permission to have an addition made 
to this report of something which had been received since 
the report was communicated.” 

He (Mr. C.) did not hear the remark at the 
time, or he should immediately have taken occa- 
sion to correct the error into which the gentleman 
had, inadvertently, without doubt, fallen. The 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. McKay] had 
probably made the statement upon what he deem- 
ed good authority: but he (Mr. C.) felt it due to 
himself and the public to state, that so far from his 
having made any such request of the House as is 
stated, he knew nothing whatever of any request 
of the kind having been made by any one. 

Mr. McK AY said he had not seen the report of 
his remarks this morning in the Intelligencer, but 
he had stafed in substance what the gentleman now 
read. Some gentleman from New York had made 
a motion to append something which had subse- 
quently been received to the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, as he then supposed, but had 
since learned it was to the report on commerce and 
navigation. It was this fact that had Jed him into 
the error. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 

Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for certain fortifications of the United States for 
the year ending the 30th June, 1849. Also, a bill 
making appropriations for the support of the army 
and of volunteers for the year ending 30th June, 1849; 
which bills were read twice and committed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


The regular order of business was the call of 
the States for resolutions. 


On motion of Mr. PHELPS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing post routes from Oceola, St. Clair county, via 
Quincy, to Hickory Court-House, Missouri. 


On motion of Mr. HALL, of Missouri, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed to 
inquire into the propriety of authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to employ such an additional number of clerks in 
the office of the Second Auditor as are required by the exi- 
gencies of that office. 


Mr. GOTT moved the usual resolution to dore 


the debate in the Committee of the Whole on the 
President’s annual message, and the resolutions 
referring the same to the appropriate committees, on 
Tuesday, the Ist day of February, at tw6 o’clock. 

Mr. CROZIER moved to amend the resolution 
by inserting the ‘lst day of March,” in lieu of 
the ‘1st day of February.” Lost. 

Mr. COLLAMER moved to lay the resolution 
on the table; which motion was decided in the 
negative: Yeas 31, nays 136. 

Mr. FISHER moved to strike out “1st day of 
February,” and insert the “4th day of Febru- 


aa Lost. 


resolution was then agreed to. ` 


On motion of Mr. GREEN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post road from Alexandria, Clarke county, Mis- 


‘-souri, to Winchester, in said county. Also, from Alexan- 


dria to Canton, in Lewis county ; and also from Alexandria, 
by way of Francisville, Wood’s Mill, Bloomfield, Drakes- 
ville, Princeton, and Knoxville, to Fort Des Moines, in the 
State of Iowa. Also, from Kirksville to Lancaster, Mis- 
souri. 


On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the proprie y of granting to Anthony 
fae Eyck, Esq., commissioner to the Sandwich Islands, an 
outfit. 


_ Mr. STUART, of Michigan, moved the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of allowing the Sergeant-at- 
Arms to employ a clerk, and also to specify the compensa- 
tion for the same. 


Mr. COCKE moved to lay the resolution on the 
table. Agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. CABELL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Publie Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the survey and sale of so much of the public lands which 
have been or may hereafter he returned to the Land Office 
of the United States ‘‘unsaleable,”? as the settlers therein 
shall desire to purchase at the minimum price of one dollar 
and twenty-five cents per acre. 


On motion of Mr. CABELL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing, by law, 
the fees of district attorneys, marshals, clerks, commissjon- 
ers, and other officers of the courts of the United States, so 
that the same shall be in force in all the States. 


On motion of Mr. CABELL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce he instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of having a custom-house 
erected at Appalachi€ola, in the State of Florida; also, into 
the expediency of having a marine hospital erected at the 
same place. i 


Mr. CABELL asked leave to present a pream- 


wie and resolutions of the Legislature of the State 


of Florida, relative to the expenses of the Florida 
volunteers previous to their being mustered into 
the service of the United States. 

Also, the preamble and resolutions from the same 
source in relation to the Florida yolunteers in the 
Seminole war. 

Objection being made— 

Mr. CABELL moved to suspend the rules. 

The question was put, the rules suspended, and 
the preamble and resolutions received and referred. 


On motion of Mr. TWEEDY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making appropriations at 
the present session for the erection of a light-house at Sank 
Harbor, in the Territory of Wisconsin ; and also for the im- 
provement of the harbor of Sheboygan, in said Territory ; 
and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, | 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing by law for regis- 
tering foreign vessels purchased and repaired by citizens of 

the United States. 


On motion of Mr. LEFFLER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of setting apart a suf- 
ficient quantity of the public lands in the vicinity of the Mis- 
sissippi river to cover,at the minimum price, the estimated 
cost of the improvement of the Des Moines and Rock river 
rapids, said lands to be designated under the authority of the 
State of Iowa, sold by the Government of the United States, 
and the proceeds applied to said improvements, under the 
diregion of the Secretary of War. : 

Resolved, That if the above plan should be deemed inex- 
pedient, then that said committee be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of setting apart thirty per eent. of the 
net proceeds of the sales of the public lands for the said 
purpose within the following district, to wit: thirty miles 
on each side of the Mississippi, from the southern extremity 
of the Bes Moines rapids to the mouth of the St. Peters; the 
fund arising from which to be applied, under the direction of 
the Secretary of War, exclusively to said improvements; 
and that said committee report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. KAUFMAN presented a preamble and 
resolutions of the Legislature of Texas in relation 
to the passage of a law for the payment of the 
volunteers called out from that State under the 
requisitions of Colonel S. R. Curtis. Referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a new 
land district in the State of Iowa, with a land office at Fort 
Des Moines, in Polk county, and report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. CABELL moved the following resolution; 


which was read, and laid over under the rule: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be communicated to this House the num- 
ber and names of the commissioned officers in the military 
service of the United States who have been at any time at- 
tached to the army of the United States in Mexico, and who 
are now absent from said army on leave, or for any other 
purpose. 
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Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, presented the 
memorial of the children of Eli Whitney, the in- 
ventor of the cotton-gin, and moved its reference 
to a select committee of nine members. 

The question was put on its reference as above, 
and it was so referred 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, in pursuance of 

revious notice, introduced a bill to confirm the 
oundary line between Missouri and Arkansas. 

The bill was twice read, and— 

_ On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed; and was engyossed, read a 
third time, passed, and sent to the Senate for con- 
currence. 

Mr. JAMIESON moved the following resolu- 


tion, which was read and laid over: ` 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be instructed 
to inguire into the expediency of authorizing the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to employ a clerk. 


Mr. HARRIS presented certain joint resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Alabama favorable to 
the plan of Asa Whitney for a railroad from Lake 
Michigan to the Pacific Ocean. 

` Mr. TURNER asked leave to introduce a joint 
resolution to annex Upper and Lower California 
to the United States. 

It being objected to, the question was stated on 
granting leave, on which the yeas and nays were 
ordered; but, before any question was taken— 

Mr. BRODHEAD stated his desire to debate 
the motion on granting leave, and it was laid over 
under the rule. | 


On motion of Mr. RICEIARDSON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post-route from Kinderhook, in Pike county, INi- 
noia, to Hannibal, in the State of Missouri. 


On motion of Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post-route from Shieldsborough, Hancock county, 
Mississippi, by way of Gainesville, Columbia, and Monti- 
cello, to Gallatin, Mississippi; and also, from Bolivar, Mis- 
sissippi, by Augusta, Ellisville, Paulding, and Decatur, to 
Hillsborough. 


Mr. FEATHERSTON moved the following 
preamble and resolution, which were read and 
agreed to: 

Whereas the Government of the United States owns a 
large quantity of land in the State of Mississippi, lying in the 
Mississippi bottom, which is subject to overflow, and is 
thereby rendered worthless; and whereas the said lands 
would be of great value, were they reclaimed ; and whereas 
it is thought practicable to reclaim said lands by the con- 
struction of a levee on the east bank of the Mississippi 
river, in said State, to prevent their annual inundation: 
‘Therefore, 

Resolxed, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire intO the expediency of ceding to said 
State so much of said lands as may be necessary to con- 
struct such levee, provided the State of Mississippi will ap- 
propriate a part of her public lands for such purpose, each 
appropriating according to the quantity owned by thei re- 
spectively. 


Mr. EMBREE moved the following resolution, 


which was read and laid over under the rule: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to furnish to this House copies of all correspondence 
between the Secretary of War and Major General Scott, 
and between the Secretary of War and Major General Tay- 
lor, from the Ist of September, 1846, to the 1st of December, 
1847, which has not been heretofore published, and which 
may not be incompatible with the public interest. 


Mr. HARMANSON moved the following reso- 
lution, which was disagreed to: 
` Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands inquire 
whether the proviso in the distribution act of 1841, suspend- 
ing that act in the event of a war with a foreign Power, also 
suspends the preémption law which is in that act; and if 
so, to take such action, at as early a day as may he practi- 
cable, to reénact the preémption law, and to grant such 
further relief to the preémptioners as they may deem neces- 
sary. 

On motion of Mr. LA SERE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce he instructed 
to inquire into and report upon the necessity of erecting 
light-houses at the following points on the coast of Alabama, 
Mississippi, and Louisiana, viz: One on Horn Island, one on 
Ship Island, one at the mouth of Bayou Grand Sable, due 
north of the picr or landing for Mississippi city, one at the 


mona of the river Tauchipaho, and one on Proctor’s Shell 
ank. 


On motion of Mr. CUMMINS, 

_ Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed to 
inquire into the justice and expediency of causing to be paid 
to the officers and seamen who, in the year 1804, volun- 
teered their services under Captain Stephen Decatur, to 
recapture or destroy the brig Philadelphia, then lying in the 
harbor of Tripoli, the value of said vessel, which was, by 
the commander of the squadron, promised to said officers 
and men as a reward for their courage and enterprise, but 
which has never been paid to them. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the justice and expediency of 
causing the names of the surviving officers and seamen, and 
the widows ofsuch as may have died; who, in the year 1804, 


_of order which he made 


volunteered under Captain Stephen Decatur to recapture or 
destroy the brig Philadelphia, then lying in the harbor of 
Tripoli, to be entered on the pension roll; and that said 
committee report by bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. CROW ELE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of causing the sum 
allowed for the removal and subsistence under the Cherokee 
treaty to be paid to such Cherokees as were not required, 
under the provisions of those treatics, to remove west of the 
Mississippi. 

On motion of Mr. DICKINSON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire intothe expediency of estab- 
lishing a mail route from Lower Sandusky, in Sandusky 
county, Ohio, to Port Clinton, in Ottawa county, in the same 
State. 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five memhers be ap- 
pointed to inquire into and report to this House whether the 
slave trade is carried on within the District of Columbia; if 
so, by what legal authority it is sustained ; and whether any 
modification of the existing acts of Congress on that subject 
is expedient at this time. 


Mr. GIDDINGS moved the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, moved to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

The question was decided in the negative: Ayes 
81, noes 91. 

Mr. COBB rose to a question of order. He 
raised the point that it was nat in order upon the 
introduction of a resolution to move the previous 
question, and thereby cut off the House from its 
consideration, when the rule of the House ex- 
pressly provided that in the event of debate the 
resolution goes over. He submitted it was con- 
trary to the spirit of the rule, which, by providing 
that in case of debate arising the resolution should 
lie over, obviously contemplated that there- would 
be opportunity for debate if members wished. 

The SPEAKER said, he could only state, as 
he had already stated several times during the ses- 
sion, that, under the precedents which could be 
read, to almost any extent from the Journal, he 
was bound to decide that the previous question 
might be moved, and if sustained, it would bring 
the House to a direct vote. The question had 
been raised again and again, and repeatedly during 
the present session had the previous question been 
moved and sustained by the House under similar 
circumstances. The Chair could only be govern- 
ed by that rule of parliamentary law-which de- 
clared that ‘* instances make order.” If an alter- 
ation of the rules was desired, the Committee on 
Rules and Orders could report an amendment to 
the rules to meet the case. 

Mr. COBB knew the Chair was correct with 
reference to the precedents; but he thought the 
practice had been erroneous, and he wished a de- 
cision on the subject by the House. With refer- 
ence to forming a new rule, he thought there 
might be some difficulty about the wording of it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana. Has not the House 
already decided at this session, upon appeal, that 
the decision of the Chair is correct? 

The SPEAKER replied, he believed there had 
been such a decision. 

Mr. COBB said, he had no recollection of it. 
He had taken an appeal of this kind, but had 
withdrawn it. 

The SPEAKER read a precedent ‘anplicable to 
this case, under date of August 5, 1846, and said 
there were repeated decisions of the same sort 
during the last session and previous sessions. 

The question, he said, was on the appeal taken 
by the gentleman from Georgia from the decision 
of the Chair. | 

Mr. BURT desired distinctly to understand the 
question which had been raised by his friend from 
Georgia, [Mr. Coss.] He understood the point 


The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
the previous question having been moved, the ap- 

eal was not debatable. 

The CHAIR stated the question. When reso- 
lutions are offered on Monday, under the rules of 
the House, if they give rise to debate, they go 
over to a succeeding day. The gentleman from 
Ohio moved a resolution, and followed it immedi- 
ately with a call for the previous question; and the 

uestion before the House is, whether the call for 
the previous question can cut off the operation of 
the rule which requires that resolutions giving rise 
to debate shall go over`to a subsequent day. Un- 
der repeated decisions of the House the Chair 
decides that the previous question is in order: the 
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gentleman from Georgia appeals from the decision, 
aa the question before the House is on the ap- 
peal. 

The question, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House?” was taken 
by tellers, and decided in the affirmative: Ayes 
105, noes not counted. í 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The question on seconding the demand for the 
previous question was then put, and the House 
refused to second the said demand. 

Mr. STEPHENS then rose, and stated his.de- 
sire to debate this resolution, and it was laid over. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of extending 
the benefit of the act of 7th June, 1832, granting pensions to 
surviving officers and soldiers of the revolutionary war who 
served fora period of less than six months, and that they 
report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. CROWELL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution of Mr. Sruart, of Michi- 
gan, authorizing the Sergeant-at-Arms to emplo 
a clerk, was laid on the table. Decided by tellers: 
Ayes 81, nays 67. 

The vote being reconsidered, the resolution was 
before the House. 

Mr. FICKLIN stated his intention to-debate the 
resolution, and it was laid over under the rule. 


Mr. COCKE moved the following resolution, 


which was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
directed to transmit to the Clerk of this House the papers in 
the cases of Joseph Graham and George Kirk, applicants for 
pensions under the act of June 7, 1832, and that they be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing a new 
and complete tent fur the army, which shall protect the men 
from the water and the weather, be easily and quickly pitched 
and struck, and combine size, lightness, durability, and 
strength, with compactness of packing and facility of trans- 
portation. 


. Mr. BO¥D moved the following resolution, 


which was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That, upon the application of any member of 
Congress, it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions to deliver the papers in the case of any rejected appli- 
cation fora pension, upon said member receipting for the 
saine. 


On motion of Mr. FRENCH, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estah- 
lishing a post route from Mount Sterling, Kentucky, via the 
Beaver Ponds, on Red River, and the Estille Steam Furnace, 
to Irvine, in Estille county. 


On motion of Mr. MOREHEAD, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency and propriety of 
passing a law allowing the owners of what are commonly 
known as “ Bowie claims”? to Jand in the State of Arkansas, 
to enter the same at the minimum price, and that they re- 
port by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, moved the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read, and under a special 
suspension of the rules of the House, and the opera- 


tion of the previous question, agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President is requested, if consistent 
with the public interest, to furnish this House with a copy 
of General Taylor’s answer to the letter dated January 27, 
1847, which was addressed to General Taylor by the Hon. 
W. L. Marcy, Secretary of War, and a copy of which was 
communicated to this House on the Ist day of March last. 


On motion of Mr. HARALSON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be,instructed to inquire into the propriety of estab- 
lishing a post route from Griffin to Newnan, in the State of 
Georgia. j 

On motion of Mr. LUMPKIN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs he in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety and expediency of es- 
tablishing a national foundry in Cass- county, Georgia, at or 
near the point where the Western and Atlantic Railroad 
crosses the Etowah river, and report to this House by bill or 
otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. KING, of Georġia, 

Resolved, 'That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Albany, in Baker county, to Thom- 
asville, in Thomas county, and from Barrington Ferry, in 
McIntosh county, to Waresboro’, via Pendaver’s Store, in 
Wayne county, and Allabahan Creek, to Waresboro’, in 
Ware county, Georgia. 


On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of giving 
the Postmaster General power by Jaw to allow deputy post- 
masters extra compensation in certain cases where extra 
services are rendered, and particularly the postmaster at 
Union Point, Georgia, and that they report by bill or other- 
wise. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMES, of South Caro- 
lina, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
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structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
rank in the navy, and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. BURT, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the justice and propriety of causing 
an appropriation to be made for the purchase of the island 
at the confluence of the St. Peter’s and Mississippi rivers, 
agreeable to a contract entered into for that purpose by the 
Secretary of War on the 12th day of March, 1839, in obedi- 
ence to a joint resolution of both Houses of Congress of the 
13th of February, 1839. 


Mr. SIMS moved the following resolution; 
which was read, and under a special suspension, 


agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested (if in his opinion not-incompatible with the public 
interest) to lay before this House the documents and corie- 
spondence not already published relating to the tinal adjust- 
ment of the difficulties between Great Britain and the Uni- 
ted States concerning duties on rough rice or paddy. 


_Mr. CLINGMAN moved the following resolu- 
tion, which was read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to trans- 
mit tu this House copies of all written communications, 
suggestions, and plans gf campaign submitted to the War 
Department by Major Genera! Scott in October and Novem- 
ber, 1846; also, copies of all charges preferred against Ma- 
jor General Scott, upon which the President has ordered a 
court of inquiry, and suspended him from his command; 
together with copies of all communications received from 
General Scott since the capture of Vera Cruz. 


Mr. CLINGMAN moved to suspend the rules, 
that the resolution might be put upon its passage. 

The yeas and nays being taken on the motion 
to suspend, resulted: Yeas 95, nays 82. 

Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended; and the resolution ac- 
cordingly lies over. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into th® expediency of repealing so much 
of the law as requires mounted volunteers to furnish their 
own horses, and receive a daily allowance for the use and 
risk, and to provide that after such repeal they shall be 
mounted at the public expense, whenever mounted volun- 
teers may be needed. 

Resolved, further, That, in case the committee should 
think it inexpedient to repeal said law, they will inquire 
whether public economy would not be promoted by sus- 
pending its operation during the continuance of the present 
war with Mexico. 


On motion of Mr. SHEPPERD, 
__ Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
inquire into the expediency of granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Wright, of North Carolina; and that the Secretary of 
War communicate tu said committee the papers on file in 
the pension bureau relating to her application. 


On motion of Mr. BARRINGER, 
_ Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed to 
inquire and report whether any further legislation is re- 
quired in relation to claims against the Government of the 
United States, and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. BOTTS moved the following resolution; 
which was read, and lies over under the rule: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House (if not incompatible 
with the public interest) under what law or provision of the 
Constitution, or by what authority, the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States has, by his sanction and ap- 
proval, established a tariff of duties in the ports of the Mex- 
ican Republic ; and that he also communicate to this House 
by what legal, constitutional, or other authority, he has 
undertaken to appropriate the revenue thus derived to the 
support of our army in Mexico, without the sanction of the 
tax-laying and appropriating power of Congress, as estab- 
lished by the Constitution of the United States. 


Mr. BOTTS offered the following resolution, 
and moved the previous question: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department be, and they are hereby, instructed to 
Inquire into the practical operation of the law entitled “ An 
act to provide for the better organization of the Treasury, 
and for the collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and disburse- 
ment of the public revenue,” approved August 6, 1846; and 
to ascertain whether its provisions have been at any time 
orin any manner, violated; and if so, how, by whom, an 
under what authority or instructions; and that they also 
ascertain the amount of annual expenditures required for its 
complete organization and operation; and that they also 
inquire into any other violation of duty or abuse of power 
that may have occurred in the Treasury Department, and 
report the same to this House; and that they have leave to 
send for persons and papers. 


The demand for the previous question was sec- 
ouded, and, under its operation, the resolution was 
agreed to. 


Mr. MEADE offered the following resolution; 
which was read, and laid over under the rule: 

Resolved, As the settled opinion of this House, that it 
would -be inexpedient and unwise to annex the whole of 
Mexico to this Union; and that the territory lying north of 
the line proposed by Commissioner Trist to the Mexican 
Government is sufficient indemnity for the expenses already 
incurred in the present war. 


On motion of Mr. FULTON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 
into the expediency of changing the times of holding the dis- 
trict courts of the United States for the western district of 


Virginia, and of increasing the salary of the judge of that 
district. 

On motion of Mr. BROWN, of Virginia, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an 
appropriation of land in the Oregon Territory to the officers 
and men who explored that Territory in the years 1804, ’5, 
and °6, or to their heirs, where they are dead; and that they 
report by bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. PENDLETON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be instructed 
to inquire into the propriety of atlowing to John Lee, hostier 
to the House of Representatives, the same amount of extra 
compensation as was allowed to the hostler to the Senate 
and the messengers of the House for the last Congress, as 
he has been accustomed to receive in common with said 
persons. 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Christiansburg, in Montgomery 
county, Virginia, to Newport, in Giles county, Virginia. 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Franklin Court-House, by Canada’s 
Gap, to Floyd Court-House, Virginia. 


On motion of Mr. BOCOCK, 


Resolved, That leave he given to withdraw from the files 
ofthe Pension Office the papers of Elizabeth Williamson, of 
Elizabeth Simpson, of Sarah Victor, of Ann Hancock, and 
of Susan Oglesby, and that they he severally referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions; also, that leave be 
given to withdraw from the files of this House the papers 
presented in the case of Charles Lewis. 


On motion of Mr. BEALE, 

Resolved, That the memorial of the officers and crew of 
the United States schooner Shark, and accompanying docu- 
ments herewith presented, be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs; and that the said memorial, omitting the sig- 
natures, be printed. 


On motion of Mr. GOGGIN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into and report to this House, 
as far as practicable, how many (if any) postmasters or as- 
sistant postmasters are engaged in the service of the depart- 
ment who cannot read or write, with the names of all such 
persons, the date of their appointment, and the office at 
which they are engaged. 


BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

By Mr. HAMMONS: A bill supplementary to 
an act entitled ‘An act supplementary to the act 
for the relief of certain officers and soldiers of the 
Revolution.” Referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: A bill for the pres- 
ervation and repair of the harbor already begun at 
the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois. Read 
and referred. 

Also, a bill authorizing a term of the United 
States circuit court and district courts at Chicago, 
Illinois. Read and referred. . 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: A bill making an 
appropriation for the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi river. Read and referred. l 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas: A bill to es- 
tablish a judicial district in the western part of the 
State of Arkansas. Read and referred. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: A bill to amend an 
act confirming certain land claims in the State of 
Michigan. Read and referred. l 

Also, a bill for the relief of Shadrach Gillet and 
others. Read and referred. 

Also, a joint resolution relating to errors and 
defective returns in certain surveys, plats, and 
field-notes. Read and referred. 

By Mr. KAUFMAN: A joint resolution pro- 
viding for the payment of the regiment of Texas 
volunteers called into the United States service by 
Colonel Curtis, the commanding officer àt Camar- 
go. Read and referred. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill to pay to the State 
of Missouri two per cent. upon the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands sold in the said State, 
for the purpose of constructing a road through said 
State. ° 

Also, a bill granting to the State of Missouri 
certain lands for the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Osage river. Read and referred. 

By Mr. CATHCART: A bill for the prosecu- 
tion of the work upon the harbor at Michigan City, 
in the State of Indiana. Read and referred. 

By Mr. HENLEY: A bill to extend the right 
of suffrage in the District of Columbia. Read and 
referred. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill to reduce and gradu- 
ate the price of the public lands to actual settlers, 
and for other purposes. Read and referred. 

By Mr. STANTON: A bill for the relief of the 
heirs of Matthew Rea, a lieutenant in the revolu- 
tionary war. Read and referred. 


By Mr. COBB, of Georgia: A bill to regulate ` 
and equalize the compensation of district attorneys 
of the United States. Read and referred. 

By Mr. LUMPKIN: A bill for dividing the 
State of Georgia into two judicial districts, and or- 
ganizing and establishing an additional distriet 
court of the United States with circuit court pow- 
ers and jurisdiction. Read and referred. 

:- By Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina: A bill 
creating the office of Assistant Secretary of State, 
and for other purposes. Read and referred. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


By Mr. TWEEDY: Of a bill to amend an act 
entitled ‘ An act granting certain public lands to 
the Territory. of Wisconsin, for the purpose of 
opening a canal connecting the waters of Lake 
Michigan with Rock river.” 

By Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama: Of a bill to 
cede to the State of Alabama the public lands lying 
within the State for the purpose of education. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa: Of a bill to 
amend an act entitled ‘“ An act granting certain 
lands to the Territory of Iowa, to aid in the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Des Moines 
river, in said Territory,” approved August 8, 1846. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Of a bill to remove the 
United States land office from Upper Sandusky, in 
the State of Ohio, to Defiance, in said State. 

By Mr. DUNN: Ofa bill granting to the State 
of Indiana the refuse Jands within her limits for 
education and other purposes. č 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: Of a bill to create 
the office of surveyor general of the public lands 
in.the Territory of Oregon, and to grant donation 
rights to settlers therein, and for other purposes. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Of a bill to revive the act 
entitled “ An act to provide for the payment of 
horses and other property lost or destroyed in the 
military service of the United States,” approved 
January 18, 1837, and the acts approved October 
14, 1837, and August 23, 1842, amendatory of the 
same, and for other purposes; of a bill to establish 


' the western judicial district in the State of Mis- 


| souri; and of a bill for the relief of George W. 


Kidd. 

By Mr. HALL, of Missouri: Of a bill to grant 
certain public lands to the State of Missouri, for — 
the purpose of aiding to construct a railroad from 
the town of St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri, 
to the town of Hannibal, in said State, and for 
other purposes. 

Also, a bill for the relief of the volunteers en- 
gaged in the military service of the United States. 

Also, a bill for the establishment of certain post 
routes in the State of Missouri. 

By Mr. FARAN: Of a joint resolution direct- 
ing the payment of certain volunteers and regulars 
under limitations therein prescribed. 

By Mr. TURNER: Of a bill appropriating a 
ortion of the public land for the improvement of 
ock river, in the State of Illinois. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: Of a bill to 
grant alternate sections of the public lands in the 
State of Mississippi, for the improvement of certain 
rivers in that State. 

By Mr. VENABLE: Of a bill to retrocede all 
the District of Columbia to the State of Maryland, 
except the public buildings and grounds. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: Ofa bill granting pen- 
sions and annuities to certain widows of officers 
and soldiers of the revolutionary war. 

Also, of a bill to amend an act entitled ** An act 
to raise, for a limited time, an additional military 
force, and for other purposes,” passed on the 11th 
day of February, 1847. 

Also, of a bill granting pensions to the officers 
and men who in 1804 volunteered, under Captain 
Stephen Decatur, to recapture or destroy the brig 
Philadelphia, then lying in the harbor of Tripoli. 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred: | 

By Mr. PUTNAM: The petition of inhabitants of Lu- 
zerne, Pennsylvania, asking reduction of postage on news- 
papers, and particularly on small papers designed for juve- 
nile reading. Also, the petition of inhabitants of the county 
of Orange, New York, for the same purpose. Also, alike 
petition of inhabitants of Litchfield, Connecticut. Also, the 
petition of Eunice Crossman. of Sheldon, New York, the 
widow of a revolutionary officer, praying to be placed on 
the pension roll. 

By Mr. DUNCAN, of Ohio: The petition of E. H. Field 
and ethers, of Franklin county, Ohio, praying for a reduc- 
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tion en newspaper postage. Also, the petition of John Mc- 
Dowell and 35 other citizens of Seioto county, Ohio, pray- 

ing Congress to reduce the rate of postage at least one-half 
=- On all newspapers containing not more thah five hundred 
square inches. 

By Mr. COCKE: The petition of George Kirk, of Greene 
county, in the State of Tennessee, a soldier of the Revolu- 
tion, praying Congress to grant him a pension. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: The petition of T. Snow and others, 
of Oakland county, Michigan, for a change in the rates of 
postage. Also, the petition of citizens of Oakland county, 
same State, for a like purpose. Also, resolutions of the 
State of Michigan, and letter of J. 1. Conger, in relation to 
the harbor at the mouth of Clinton river, in said State. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of New Hampshire: The petition of 
Benjamin G. Pickens, praying tor an invalid pension for dis- 
abilities incurred during his service in the United States 
ariny. Also, the petition of B. Wright, a soldier of the late 
‘war with Great Britain, asking a pension for disabilities in- 
curred whilé serving in the army of the United States. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of Charles B. Col- 
lins, for a railroad across the American continent to the Pa- 
cific. Also, a petition for a mail route from Wilmington, in 

‘Will county, via Major, in Grundy county, to Pontiac, in 
Livingston county, Ilinois. Also, the petition of John Seno- 
field, for a preémption right. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: The petition of A. F. Parker and 
160 other citizens of tiancock county, Ohio, praying tor the 
establishment ofa mail route from ‘Viffiu, in Seneca county, 
Ohio, west on the Van Buren, Independence, and Ridgeville 
free turnpike, to Defiance, in Defiance county, Ohio. Also, 
two petitions from Thomas F. Johnson and 115 other citi- 
zens of Crawford county, Ohio, praying for a reduction of 
postage on juvenile newspapers of small dimensions. Also, 
the petition of citizens of Sandusky county, Ohio, for the 
same purpose. Also, the petition Of citizens of Crawford 
county, Ohio, praying for the reduction of postage on news- 
papers generally. , 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of John Tucker, of 
Franklin county, Illinois, praying Congress to pass a law 
authorizing him to locate a land warrant. 

By Mr. TWEEDY : A memorial of the Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of Wisconsin, praying for an appro- 
priation for the erection of a penitentiary in said Territory— 
heretofore presented Decembe? 17, 1845. Also, a memorial 
from the same body, praying for the appropriation of Fort 
Howard to the Territory of Wisconsin, tor educational pur- 
poses—heretofore presented April 3, 1846. 

By Mr. HUDSON : The memorial of Collins Stevens and 
others, praying that they may be protected against a foreign 
infraetion of their patent. 

By Mr McCLELLAND: The memorial of Charles How- 
ard and other citizens of Detroit, praying Congress to extend 
the principles of the laws regulating drawbacks and ware- 
housing to our trade with Canada, so that Canada wheat 
may be imported into the States on the northern frontier, 
admitted to entry under bond, be manufactured into flour in 
the United States, and upon the exportation of the flour the 
bonds may be cancelled, under such regulations as Congress 
may provide. , 

By Mr. WHITE: The petition and papers of B. M. Bon- 
ton, askfng compensation for the use of his invention and 
machines in making percussion caps, used by the army of 
the United States. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of Edmund Oviatt and 
others, citizens of Trumbull county, Ohio, praying the reduc- 
tion of postage one-half on all papers containing not more 
than five hundred square inches. Also, the petition of Dan. 
Eaton and other citizens of Youngstown, Mahoning county, 
Ohio, praying Congress to issue $150,000,000 of treasury 
notes for a national currency. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: The petition of Joseph Linville and 
67 citizens of Fairfield county, Ohio, asking an alteration of 
the post office laws relating to postage on newspapers. 

By Mr. LA SEKE: The memorial of the Chamber of 
Commerce of New Orleans, praying that the limits and ju- 
risdiction of the ports of Shieldshorough and Mississippi 
City be extended so as to include the harbors of Cat Island 
and Ship Island and the adjacent waters. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 31, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States, 
transmitted, in compliance with a resolution of the 
the 20th January, asking whether the general order 
No. 376 was issued under instructions from the 
War Department, &c. 

[The Secretary of War says that ‘* no particu- 
lar instructions have been given to General Scott 
for issuing the order referred to; but it is presumed 
that he has taken. that step in consequence of the 
general instructions given to him on the subject of 
levying‘gontributions, and of making the resources 
of the enemy’s country available as far as may be 
within the rules of civilized warfare, for the main- 
tenance of our troops in Mexico, and defraying the 
<a ne es incident to the present state of hostili- 

les. 

The Secretary gives an extract from General 
Scott’s despatch dated the 18th September, 1847, 
wherein the Commanding General submits certain 
suggestions to the Government, which are in effect 
as follows: ; 

Premising that he has no official information as 
to the number of troops ordered since the march 
of General Pierce’s detachment, but assuming the 
force en route at 6,500, and that 4,000 more are 
goon to follow, the General-in-chief states that he 
can hold the capital, garrisoned by 7,500 men, 


aguinst any external attack or combined with an 
internal insurrection, and have an ample surplus 
force to occupy Puebla, Perote, Jalapa, the Na- 
tional Bridge, the Paso de Obejas, Santa Fé, and 
Vera Cruz. 

Asa modification of this plan, it is added, that 
with a total of thirty thousand, the principal mi- 
ning district of the country may also be occupied, 
and a secure transit given to gold and silver bul- 
lion, which, paying the customary duties, would 
cover a considerable part of the expenses of occu- 
pation. General Scott further suggests, that to 
augment the army to fifty thousand, would enable 
it to occupy all the State capitals and principal 
cities, to drive guerrillas and robbing parties from 
the great highways of trade, to geize into our 
hands all the revenues of the country, and to keep 
the Central Government in constant motion and 
alarm until constrained to sue for peace. 

To withdraw the army from the interior of the 
country, and occupy the strong points within the 
boundaries which the United States intend to 
hold permanently, and, in the act of retiring, to 
blow up the citadel in the capital, the fortresses of 
Chapultepec, Perote, San Juan de Ulua, and the 
walls of Vera Cruz, (unless it be preferred to gar- 
rison the last two,) destroy all iron guns captured, 
and carry off all made of brass, with all ordnance 
stores of value, (the only cannon foundry in the 
Republic we have already destroyed,) and a strict 
blockade of the ports not garrisoned by our troops, 
would of course be essential in the conquest of a 

eace. 

j The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
War, in answer toa resolution of the 24th instant, 
calling for copies of letters, reports, and other com- 
munications referred to in the letter of General 
Taylor, dated at New Orleans, 20th July, 1845. 
[This-communication gives a number of letters ad- 
dressed by General Tuylor to the Adjutant Gen- 
eral, some of which are headed confidential. ] 

Also, a message from the President of the Uni- 
ted States, communicating a report of the Director 
of the Mint, showing the operations of the mint 
and branches during the year 1847. 

[From this document it appears that there have 
been deposited, during the year 1847, at the mint 
and its Pandos, $23,069,603 in gold and silver; 
while there have been coined, during the same 
period, in gold, $20,221,385; in silver, $2,374,450: 
total of gold, silver, and copper coin, $22,657,- 
671 69.] 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. NILES presented a petition from citizens of 
Windham, Connecticut, asking the reduction of 
postage on newspapers of a small size; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. N. also presented a petition from citizens 
of Middlesex, in the same State, relating to the 
same subject; which was referred to the same 
committee. Ean 

Mr. DIX presented a petition from Priscilla De- 
catur Twiggs, widow of Major Levi Twiggs, who 
fell at the storming of Chapultepec, and mother of 
George Decatur 'Twiggs, who tell at the engage- 
ment at the National Bridge. She asks that some 
provision may be made for her relief and that of 
her daùghters, leaving the principles upon which 
it may be granted, and the extent and mode in 
which it may be accomplished, to the wisdom and 
justice of Congress; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. l 

Mr. ATCHISON presented seven memorials 
from the General Assembly of Missouri: one 
asking donations of public lands for the improve- 
ment of the Osage river; which was referred to the 
Committee on’ Public Lands. A second, for the 
organization of a Territory west of Missouri; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries. [This memorial states that the territory lying 
west of the State of Missouri, extending from the 
territory occupied by the Cherokees to the north- 
ern line of the State, and west to the Plains, is 
now occupied by some thirty thousand Indians. 
If organized into a Territory, and opened to set- 
tlement by the white man, it would in five years 
rank in’ wealth and population among the first 
States in the Union. In one county in the Platte 
purchase, organized in 1839, with not more than 
twenty miles square in its limits, there is now a 


population of fifteen thousand. How much more | 


is that country worth to the Union than the entire 
territories occupied by the Indians.] A third, ask- 
ing that provision may be made to pay volunteers 
full pay as mounted men during their term of ser- 
vice; and if they have had the misfortune to lose 
their horses, also pay for the horses thus lost, às 


‘It was caused principally by the lack of forage, 


which should have been furnished by Gavernment; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. A fourth, that the small claims to lands 
derived from the French and Spanish Govern- 
ments may be confirmed, and the final adjustment 
of all provided for; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. A fifth, asking 
Congress to donate to Missouri certain public 
lands, for purposes of internal improvement; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
A sixth, against the repeal of the tariff of 1846 and 
the repeal of the sub-treasury law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. A seventh, 
requesting their Representatives to vote m accord- 
ance with the 8th section of the act of Congress 
“ to authorize the people of Missouri to form a 
constitution and State government, and for the ad- 
mission of such State into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States, and to prohibit 
slavery in certain Territories; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a memorial from the | 
Newcastle Agricultural Society, asking the renewal 
of a patent granted to Obed Hussey, for a reap- 
ing machine; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Mr. CORWIN presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Warren county, Ohio, asking a mail route 
from Springsborough to Ridgeville; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition from 
James M. Kibben, asking the relinquishment of 
certain reversionary interests of the United States 
in certain reservations; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. H. also presented a petition from Isaac C. 
Elston to the same purpose; which was referred 
to the same committee. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from John 
Baldwin, asking that the United States will pay 
such portions of the award made in his favor by 
the Mexican Commission as have not been paid; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

[Mr. B. explained the object of the memorialist, 
stating the grounds on which he sought redress; 
one of which was, that under the treaty of 1843, 
certain revenues were set apart by Mexico for the 
payment of her indebtedness to the United States, 
which revenues had been seized upon by the order 
of the United States Government, and were now 
collected by the military and naval forces of the 
eee 

Mr. BERRIEN presented a memorial from the 
Central Railroad and Banking Company of Geor- 
gia, asking the remission of duties on certain rail- 
road iron imported for the use of their railway; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MASON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a joint resolution for the relief of Clements, 
Bryan & Co.; which was read a first time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, reported a bill to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury, with the 
approbation of the Attorney General, to purchase 
for the United States the interest of Balie Peyton 
in the tract of land upon which the light-house 
stands at the Southwest Pass, at the mouth of the 
Mississippi river, accompanied by a report; which 
was read a first time. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported, without amendment, the bill to 
create the office of surveyor general of the public 
lands in the Territory of Oregon, and to grant do- 
nation rights to settlers thereon, and for other pur- 

oses. 

Mr. BREESE also, from the same committee, 
asked to be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the resolution relating to the allowance of 
compensation to such receivers of public money 
as performed the duties of assistant treasurer, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 


Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee of Claims, 


1848. 


reported a bill for the relief of Wiliam H. Pren- 
tiss; which was read a first time. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill to authorize the accounting 
Officers of the Treasury to settle the accounts of 
certain acting officers therein named; which was 
read a first time. 

On motion of Mr. YULEE, the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole by unani- 
mous consent, was read a second time, considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, and read a third 
time and passed. 

Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an adverse report on the 
petition of Maria Caldwell Robertson. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Officeand Post Roads, reported a bill inamendment 
of an act- entitled “An act to reduce the rates of 
postage, limit the use and restrict the abuse of the 
franking privilege, and for the prevention of frauds 
on the revenues of the Post Office Department,” 
passed March 3, 1845; which was read a first 
time. 

(This bil! allows the rates of commission authorized to be 
paid to posimasters by the first section of that act on the 
amount of postage received in each quarter, and in due pro- 
portion for any period less than a quarter. All postmasters 
whose commissions have been diminished by having been 
paid on the amount received in a year instead of a quarter, 
shall be permitted to resettle and adjust their accounts 
according to the first section of this act. Andethe Post- 
master General is authorized to employ such additional 
clerks as may he found necessary for the setthemefft of the 
accounts of postmasters under this act. ] 

On motion of Mr. CLARKE, the prior orders 
were postponed, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill further to extend the pat- 
ent of Jethro Wood. , The proviso introduced as 
an amendment by Mr. Batpwin was then agreed 
to, and the bill was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. WESTCOTT moved to take up the bill to 
provide for an additional number of examining 
clerks in the Patent Office, and to allow fees in 
certain cases. 

The motion having been agreed to, Mr. Lewis 
was about to move an amendment, when— 

Mr. BREESE called for the reading of the bill; 
but before it was read through, moved that the 
further reading be dispensed with, and the bill 
postponed until to-morrow, as it must be evi- 
dent from what they had heard that such a bill 
could not pass without leading to considerable dis- 
cussion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. SEVIER asked the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate for a few moments, in order to correct a mis- 
representation of remarks made by him a few days 
since. He found an article in the ** National In- 
telligencer’’ of Saturday last, under the imposing 
caption, ‘*‘ Acquisition of desired territory by force, 
and not of right, boldly avowed as the principle of 
the Administration,” in which it was attempted to 
show that he had affirmed such a principle. Now, 
he had never broached such a doctrine. He had 
never contended, he did not now contend, that an 
power had a right to take territory to which it had 
no claim. In the remarks made by him, on which 
the article in question affected to be acommentary, 
he had distinctly and explicitly maintained that the 
claim to the right of navigating the Mississippi was 
the ground on which the action of the Government 
had been predicated, and that the claim on which 
the act of 1806 rested was the title which the Uni- 
ted States Government believed they had by virtue 
of the purchase of Louisiana. He did not, how- 
ever, charge the ‘* Intelligencer’? with deliberate 
misrepresentation, as the report of his remarks was 
not quite correct. In justice to the reporter, it 
was proper to add, that the report was submitted 
to him, (Mr. S.;) but being engaged on committee 
business at the time, he was hurried, and did not 
notice the omission of a single word that obscured 
the sense. On the same occasion he had spoken 
of the Perdido as the eastern boundary. In the 
report it was made southern boundary, and he de- 
sired to correct that error, lest the ‘ fnielligencer” 
should perhaps make it the ground of assailing him 
on the score of geographical knowledge. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration’of the bill 
to raise, for a limited time, an additional military 
force. 

Mr. DOWNS. [had no intention, Mr. Presi- 
dent, when this bill first came up in the Senate, to 
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say anything upon the subject. -I thought, sir, that 
our progress in this war with Mexico was such— 
we having advanced to the interior of that country, 
taken possession of its capital, and accomplished 
everything, practically, that the army and the 
President could have accomplished—that at the 
meeting of this Congress, when it came together, 
it would, in its deliberations upon this subject, 
rather indicate what further steps should be taken 
in the matter, and would occupy their time in 
action rather than words. I had no expectation 
whatever, when this bill was first introduced, that 
its passage would be delayed, and that the meas- 
ures recommended by the President would be 
Ores 

find, however, that I have been very much 
mistaken. When it was proposed, for the first 
time, to take up this bill, I happened not to be in 
the Senate on that day, and | believe it was the 
only day in which I was absent since the com- 
mencement of the session; but, upon inquiring, I 
found that opposition was made to such consider- 
ation, and there was a very close vote as to 
whether the bill should be taken up. I understood 
from that fact, at that time, that some obstructions 
would be thrown in the way of its passage; but, 
still, I did not anticipate that decided opposition to 
the bill, which has since been manifested on the 
other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. President, as we have had so much discus- 
sion, and so much difference of opinion as to the 
origin of this war, and as, perhaps, we shall here- 
after havea difference of opinion as to the question 
by whom the opposition to the bill was com- 
menced, I wish to place on record the history, as 
I understand it, of this debate. In so doing, it 
will be necessary for me to allude to the course of 
certain Senators upon this all-important subject ; 
for in relation to the history of the action of the 
Senate, in the debate on this bill, I do not, for one, 
desire to have the question left in doubt as to who 
commenced or protracted this war of discussion. 
When the attempt was first made, gir, to call this 
bill up for consideration, the objection, as I under- 
stood from the “ Official Proceedings,” to taking it 
up was not one of direct opposition to the bill, but 
simply whether it should be taken up or not at that 
time. At all events, that appeared to be the light 
in which it was regarded by the chairman of the 
Military Committee. 

We soon, however, came to another stage of 
procedure in this matter. Some days after, when 
the bill was again called up, an amendment was 
offered by the Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Crit- 
TENDEN,| to change the provisions, &c. Still I 
did not understand that to be opposition to the 
bill; for, if I understood the Senator’s remarks on 
that subject, it was not denied that the President 
should be properly sustained in the conduct of this 
war. And Iam more confirmed in that opinion, 
from an incident that occurred about that period. 
In some preliminary discussion at’that time, I re- 
collect very distinctly that the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky seemed to be very much surprised 
at an incidental remark that fell from the Senator 
from Mississippi—viz: that the prosecution of the 
war had been delayed, or procrastinated, by Con- 
gress. I confess that I was very much of the 
opinion of the Senator from Kentucky, and I 
thought that the objection of the Senator from 
Rey was not so well founded as he affirmed 
it to be. I supposed that there had been no serious 
objection at the former session designed against 
the particular measures recommended for the pros- 
ecution of the war. I did not understand from the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky that 
such opposition was intended, but that there was 
only some difference of opinion as to the details 
of this particular measure. But, Mr. President, 
we soon arrived at other stages of this business. 
It was remarked the other day, by an honorable 
Senator on the other side, (I do not now recollect 
which,) that the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and those connected with him in 
the support of this bill, were ‘‘ making consider- 
able progress’’—that he had at first disclaimed all 
idea of the conquest of all Mexico, but that he 
now seemed to be disposed to regard it as not so 
unreasonable, or so monstrous—that such an idea 
might be tolerated—and that therefore he was 
making some progress. 

Now, I must say, in reply, that those who are 
thus charging us with inconsistency, are changing 
the position which they had assumed at the come 
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mencement very rapidly. It is they who have 
been making progress; but I must be allowed to 
say itis a progress backwards. From the time 
when the bill was first proposed to the present mo- 
ment, they have manifested an increasing opposi- 
tion to the prosecution of this war. Not only do 
they find fault with the suggestions of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, with thé suggestions of 
the War Department, with the reports of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
with all the authorities usually allowed on such 
occasions, but they resist and contest them at every 
point, and have denounced in the strongest terms 
the prosecution of the war. ‘hat was the stage, 
in the course of their procedure upon this subject, 
marked out by the Senator from Delaware. But 
they did not stop‘there. There was still another 
stage. Where they will stop in their onward 
career, I cannot say; for, soon after, another hon- 
orable Senator (the Senator from Connecticat) of- 
fered a resolution which took still higher ground: 
in the first place, that Mexico had no public do- 
main; anil, secondly, if she had, she had no power 
to cede any of said territory to us; and, therefore, 
our idea of acquiring territory for indemnity was 
altogether futile. Such has been the progress of 
the opposition to this bill; and I must confess, sir, 
that every additional step that has been made has 
but astonished me the mere. These latter posi- 
tions assumed by an honorable Senator have es- 
pecially astonished me more than all the rest. 
What are they? Why, that Mexico has no pub- 
lic domain, and that we can get nothing from her. 
Well, sir, I will not stop to discuss that question, 
for I care very little whether she has any public 
domain or not, though I understand the fact very 
differently. I understand that Mexico has a pub- 
lic dumain. I thirtk it very immaterial, and that 
the acquisition of territory for the public land 
it brings into the country is of no great advan- 
tage. In regard to public lands generally, and in 
respect particularly to the immense territory we 
have held, I think they bring in but very little 
income to the Government. 1 venture to say, that 
on examination in respect to the value of the 
public lands in this country, after deducting the 
expenses of surveys, purchases, and the other ne- 
cessary expenses, it would be found that it has 
been by no means a money-making business. 
There are other advantages in the acquisition of 
territory besides the mere value of the land. The 
increase of population, of commerce, and conse- 
quently of revenue resulting from such acquisition, 
must be taken into account. Suppose we had 
never received a dollar out of the immense territory 
acquired by the acquisition of Louisiana, would 
not the acquisition, considering the millions of 
revenue received at New Orleans, have been a suf- 
ficient inducement to its acquirement? I believe 
Mexico hasa public domain to cede; but whether 
she has or not, I do not care a straw. We want 
the territory for the spread of population, the in- 
crease of our commerce, and the extension of our 
liberties, just as we wanted Louisiana and the 
valley of the Mississippi, Floridas, and Texas. I 
shall not follow the Senator in his argument on 
this point. He cited from a work on international 
law, of which I profess to know but little. I shall 
not, then, follow him in that quotation. But I 
should think that such law as that which he cited 
is at variance with the practice of all nations, con- 
trary to common sense, and not to be tolerated in 
this age of the world. How, I would ask, did we 
acquire the very ground on which this Capitol 
stands? ‘Tradition records, that the Indians once 
lighted their council-fires on this very hill; would 
the Senator then have it, that we have no title to 
this, the site of our Capitol, and that the remnant 
of these Indians could at any time justly eject us 
from its possession? But if the Senator’s argu- 
ment should be correct, that Mexico has no power 
to cede territory, how will that help his cause? It 
will only make it the more necessary for ús to take 
it, if she cannot cede it. 

Such, then, sir, is the history of the opposition, 
thus far, to this bill. Before 1 proceed further, 
however, I will advert to an argument made by 
the honorable Senator from Vermont, who last 
addressed the Senate. In the conclusion of his 
remarks, he complained of the exercise of what 
he was pleased to term, an almost despotic mili- 
tary power, in the hands of the President of the 
United States in Mexico, and declaimed, at some 
length, against the. dangers of an abuse of a mili- 
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tary authority. But does not this military power 
continue to be exercised by the President, in the 
very necessity of the case, and because that legal 
provision has not yet been made by which he 
would have heen relieved of that responsibility ? 
So far from being desirous to hold California and 
New Mexico by military tenure, rather than by 
the organization of civil government, the President 
has been anxious ‘to be relieved of that responsi- 
bility, which the circumstances of the case have 
devolved upon him, and the gentleman from Ver- 
` mont can at any time contribute his share in the 
removal of that much of the military power of the 
President, by establishing civil or territorial gov- 
ernment. 

There is another preliminary remark which I 
desire to make, and it is in reference to the aston- 
ishing distrust manifested on the other side of the 
Chamber, with respect to the recommendation of 
the President, the Secretary of War, and the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs. I be- 
lieve it has hitherto been generally considered, 
that in cases where the honor and interest of the 
country are involved in a controversy with a for- 
eign Power, party spirit should be assuaged. And 
I think the history of the country shows, that in 
the highest party times, when such cases have 
arisen, party spirit has subsided. It was so, I 
recollect, some years ago, when the question of 
the northeastern boundary was in agitation. Then, 
nearly by unanimous consent—indeed, I believe it 
was unanimous—means were placed at the dispo- 
sal of the President to meet any contingency which 
might arise. So it was also, I believe, at the com- 
mencement of this war; but the spirit of party op- 
position has gradually arisen, and every measure 
suggested for the prosecution of the war is now 
most scrupulously scrutinized.- 

I now proceed to give some of the grounds of 
my vote upon this bill, in addition to the reasons 
given for its passage by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and so eloquently sus- 
tained by another member of the eommittee, (the 
Senator from Mississippi,) whose heroic and skill- 
ful exploits in two of the most brilliant battles— 
‘and I regret to say, also, as his own honorable 
wounds but too clearly attest, the most bloody 
battles of the war—Monterey and Buena Vista— 
add a weight to whatever he says on this subject, 
which, it seems to me, ought to be conclusive. 
I felt_ sure it woyld be so then, but I find I was 
mistaken. His arguments have not been answered; 
they never can or will be answered on this floor or 
elsewhere. Still, opposition to the bill appears to 
have constantly increased from that day to this. 
My thanks, and the thanks of this body and of the 
country, are due to the honorable Senator from Mis- 
sissipp!, (Col. Davis,] who is on the military com- 
mittee, for what he said on the amendment offered 
‘by the Senator from Kentucky. That amendment 
seemed almost to have reduced the friends of this 
bill to the necessity of undervaluing the efficiency 
of volunteers, or to adopt the amendment. There 
is a difference of opinion on this subject, both in the 
army and elsewhere. The honorable Senator was 
identified with both arms of the service, regulars 
and volunteers, and could have no partiality for 
either. Few men occupy the same position in this 
particular; he has said, therefore, all that is proper 
or necessary on the occasion, and, I have no doubt, 
satisfied both parties, that for the services contem- 
plated regulars are to be preferred. While ex- 
pressing, then, my thanks to that Senator, and my 
full concurrence in all he said on the respective 
merits of volunteers and regulars, giving preference 
to neither in their appropriate sphere, but doing 
ample credit to both, I take occasion to state a 
fact, and an opinion of volunteers, I once heard 
from a very distinguished officer of the regular 
army in the war of 1812, now no more, and who, 
like my friend from Mississippi, bore about him 
wounds received on the battle-fields of his country, 
arfd which, I believe, at last carried him prema- 
turely to the grave—I mean the late General Rip- 
ley. I thought the fact, stated, and the opinion 
given, a little extravagent. I now believe them 
both perfectly true. He said, that in all the annals 
of American warfare, American volunteers, in any 
thing like equal numbers, never had been beaten, 
and never could while our present institutions ex- 
isted. The battle-fields of New Orleans, Buena 
Vista, Cerro Gordo, Brazito, Sacramento, and 
others, attest the truth of what he said. 

In the debates on this bill, there has been, I 
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think, some incorrectness in the statements of 
those who oppose the bill, no doubt unintentional, 


as to the force now authorized and required by the- 


Executive and the committee, calculated to lead to 
error. It has been variously stated by different 
speakers, from ninety to a hundred thousand men, 
and the increase contemplated by the bill now 
under consideration, and the bill for twenty regi- 
ments of volunteers, as increasing the actual force 
in service thirty thousand men. 1 do not so under- 
| stand it. As I understand it, from the reports of 
the Adjutant General’s office, the présent forces 
authorized are: ; 
Regulars ......ccccccccccsccceceee o 30,390 
Volunteers ....ssssecsssoooooeoooo e 32816 


Total authorized ... ees. oe see... 63,166 
If we add to this the ten regiments contemplated 
by this bill, we make the whole amount 73,166. 
| The force in actual service, from the last returns, 
are: 


Regulars ...cccrcccscvcvccvcceceses 00333 

Volunteers ....scsecsocessseoeo o. e 20,286 

Volunteers from Michigan and Ala- 
bama, on their way....ceccccceses 2,200 


Making, in all, in actual service... 42,719 


From these statements, it will appear that the 
number that can be kept in service, of those autho- 
rized by law, is about two-thirds. This calculation 
will give for the actual force in service, after the 
ten new regiments are added, about 48,925—say 
fifty thousand men. And if the twenty additional 
regiments of volunteers be added to the forces 
previously authorized, the number that would be 
actually kept in service, according to this mode of 


bill authorizing the twenty regiments of volunteers, 
does not, as has been represented, add thirty thou- 
sand men to the number in actual service. They 
do not necessarily add a single man to either arm 
of the service; they only authorize the President 
to do so, if he deems it necessary. 

While on this branch of the subject, I desire to 
make a few remarks in reply to the arguments 
offered against the bill, and in favor of the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, (Mr. ButLer,] which is still fending. That 
amendment proposes, instead of increasing the 
number of the regiments, to add a certain number 
of men toeach company. I do not know much 
about military affairs, sir, but I confess that this 
amendment struck me as rather extraordinary, 
particularly when it was considered that the peace 
establishment of the United States had been already 
very much augmented in the manner proposed in 
the amendment; and above all, after the remark- 
able manifestations which the army had given of 
its efficiency under the present organization. The 
experiment of making that change in this or- 
ganization appeared to me to be of doubtful 
expediency, to say the least of it. A slight de- 
parture, even from an established system which 
has proved so eminently efficient, might be attend- 
ed with danger. I do not say that there would 
positively be danger in making the change pro- 
posed by the amendment, but l prefer leaving the 
organization of the army precisely as it is at pres- 
ent. The Senator from South Carolina recom- 
mends his amendment on the score of economy. 
In some cases, great economy is the worst econo- 
my. We cannot expect, when we go to war, that 
we can prosecute it without expense. I perfectly 
agree with gentlemen, who declare that when we 
go to war, we must pay for it. We must tax the 
people. I regard as one of the consequences of 
this war, the necessity of imposing taxes to meet 
the expenditures. I admit that at once, and am 
ready to go as far as any reasonable man, in the 
imposition of taxes, for the purpose of defraying 
the expenses of this war. The expense I know 
must be great, and for it we must provide. But 
considerations of economy are not to enter into the 
calculations of a people, when they find it necssary 
to enter into a war. The great object of war is 
success, and that is to be sought at any cost. We 
are now engaged in war, and we must prosecute 
it to a successful close. It is no time now to sit 
down, and counting the cost, cut off some of the 
odds and ends. If economy is our object, why 
nat strike off half of the officers of the army? If 
we are to adopt this economical policy, why not 
proceed to cut down all the officers? I have no 
fear as to our inability to meet the expenses of this 
war. We have met them thus far, and we shall 
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be fully able to meet them hereafter. - I cannot, 
therefore, concur in the amendment of the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

In the course of the argument on that amend- 
ment, something was said about the patronage,of 
the Executive, and in reference to that, I have a 
few words to offer. I know that complaints have 
been made with reference to the patronage dis- 
posed of by the Executive in the appointment of 
the principal officers of the army engaged in this 
war. But I think, sir, that an attentive examina- 
tion of the army list will furnish evidence of some 
justification for the conduct of the Executive. At 
the head of the list, there does seem to be a 
considerable preponderance of Democratic names; 
butif you look further down, you will discover that 
the officers appointed by the Executives of those 
States in which Whig influence prevails, have 
been selected from the ranks of that party. For 
myself, I would never permit such distinctions of 
party to operate in the selection of officers for the 
armies of the country; and never, in any recom- 
mendations which I have made, have such dis- 
tinctions been permitted to exercise the slightest 
influence. In the defence of the honor and inter- 
ests of the country, Whigs and Democrats alike 
have participated, and should fairly share in the 
offices and emoluments of the army. If the Pres- 
ident had acted in this matter in the exclusive 
spirit that has been alleged against him, I should 
have cendemned him most emphatically. But 
when I find that the spirit of exclusiveness in ap- 
pointments to office commenced on the other side, 
before the general staff was organized, I believe 
that the President was not at all to blame in at- 
tempting to make something like a balance, by 
appointing a large number of Democrats. 

Mr. MANGUM. Ifthe honorable Senator will 
allow me, I would remark, in reference to my 
own State, that such a course as he describes was 
not adopted by the Executive of that State; and 
that a very meritorious and scientific gentleman of 
the Democratic party received an appointment; 
indeed, I believe that all the appointments were 
made irrespective of party considerations. As the 
Senator is aware, we had a Whig Executive in 
that State. 

Mr. DOWNS.. I am very glad that the honor- 
able Senator interrupted me, because if in error, at 
any time, I shall always be happy to be corrected. 
I recollect an instance in the gentleman’s own 
State, which sustains me in the position I have 
assumed with respect to these appointments of the 
Executives of the States. I had the pleasure of 
being introduced, last summer, to a gentleman who 
commanded one of the new regiments in the regu- 
lar army, (Colonel Wilson,) and ascertained the 
fact, that although a man of wealth and standing 
in the community, having volunteered when the 
first call was made on the country, and been 
elected to some subordinate office, yet, contrary to 
general expectation, he did not receive from the 
State Executive the command of one of the regi- 
ments, and that, in consequence of the neglect, the’ 
President appointed him to the command of one 
of the new regiments. But [I regarded it as a very 
strong case in point, and I had it in view when Í 
made the remark which elicited the interruption 
of the honorable Senator. 

Mr. MANGUM. The fact is as stated by the 
honorable Senator. Colonel Wilson was afterwads 
appointed by the Executive here, and two strong 
letters from the Whig Senators of this body were 
written recommending him to the appointment. 
That was the spirit which, so far as I know, char- 
acterized the public authorities of North Carolina. 

Mr. DOWNS. I have no knowledge of the 
proceedings in North Carolina except in this in- 
stance, which, I confess, struck me as one of those 
affording a justification of the course of the Presi- 
dent. i did not, however, intend to refer to a 
particular case, but to speak generally of the course 
which had been taken in making the appointments. 
I do not pretend to go into all the instances occur- 
ring in the several States, but [ speak of the general 
result, and I believe that, upon investigation, it will 
be found that a large portion of the appointments 
of officers were made from the party which is op- 
posed to the President in their political views. 
This, sir, I believe, has been the liberal course of 
the Executive on this subject. 

Before I quit this part of the subject, there is one 
other reason which I will state, why I prefer regu- - 
Their duties are very 
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much the same, and as the war is conducted their 
period of service will be much the same, yet the 
difference between the officers of this description 
of force is very material. z 

_ The volunteer officers not holding their commis- 
sions from the United States, there is no opportu- 
nity for promotion. They may go there and fight 
for years, and though they perform the same duties 
as are performed by the officers of the regular army 
and achieve as gallant exploits, yet they can re- 
ceive noadvancement. Those who begin as captains 
will be captains still, and those who command as 
lieutenants will be lieutenants still. 

There was a remark made by the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina who last addressed 
the Senate upon this subject, and who offered an 
amendment to this bill, in which I cannot concur. 
It seemed to be based upon the idea that the en- 
gagement of volunteers or the enlistment of regular 
troops could not be accomplished. He says: 

‘¢ Why is it that the Executive, as we are informed, can- 
not raise the number of troops which by law he has author- 
ity to raise, for carryifig on this war in the heart of Mexico? 
Why is it? Does it arise from popular aversion against en- 
tering into such a service as this? If it were a war for the 
defence of our own soil, do you helieve that five times that 
number could not be called into requisition ? Sir, at the voice 
of the Executive of the United States, ten times that num- 
ber would spring up, ready to defend the national honor and 
the soil of the Republic. And I must here make another 
remark. If all parties in the United States, were to concur 
in the justice and propriety of carrying on this war, I would 
answer for it that the President could not say that it was out 
of his power to raise the number of troops which the laws 
of the country authorize him to raise. But, sir, the very 
fact that he is unable to raise these troops by the means 
which have been put in his power, is, I think, one of the 
omens which a wise ruler should regard in administering 
the trust—the sacred trust—that is committed to him.” 

Now, & do not understand the Président as 
taking any such ground. I have never understood 
that there has been a single case in which a call 
has been made for volunteers in which that call 
has not been fully and completely answered In 
Kentucky, Tennessee, and, in fact, in all the 
States, the last calls were not only responded to at 
once, but more men were offered than could be re- 
ceived. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg to interrupt the Senator 
for a moment. He has not exactly stated my 
proposition. In contending, as I did contend, that 
if the additional troops called for were necessary, 
they could be supplied in the manner proposed by 
my amendment to the bill, I asked the question, 
why not raise them in this way? One answer was, 
that the men would prefer entering a new organi- 
zation. But my proposition was, that if addi- 
tional troops were needed, they could be added to 
the old regiments, instead of incurring the expense 
of creating new ones. . 


Mr. DOWNS. Ido not see, in the remarks 
of the Senator, any distinction between the two 
descriptions of forces. On the contrary, the ten 
regiments authorized by the bill of last session 
were filled up with extraordinary rapidity. I do 
not know that there 1s any complaint in the re- 
cruiting for the old regiments. Almost every 
newspaper that was received from New Orleans 
announced the arrival of fresh troops, to fill up the 
reduced companies. oe 

But while upon this subject, permit me to make 
another remark, as an additional reason for the 

assage of this bill. There is no doubt that recruit- 
ing in the new regiments will be more rapid than 
in the old regiments. And the reason is, that 
when you appoint officers from civil life, they go 
into the country where they are known, and, con- 
sequently, the men the more readily undertake to 
serve under them. 

I do not know certainly how many of our troops 
„in Mexico were lost in battle and by disease, re- 
spectively, but I suppose at least as many were 
lost by. the last as by the first. Many at any rate 
fell by disease, and in consequence of the late pe- 
riod in which they arrived at Vera Cruz. 

If we then pass this bill at once, we can send 
them off at an early period, so as to escape the dis- 
eases of the climate, which have been heretofore 
encountered. But if we continue to debate the bill 
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shall not only do as was done last session, but the 
evil will be much greater than last year;.because 
this is a very long session, and may be extended 
indefinitely to the midst of summer; whereas, last 
year, the delay could not extend beyond the fourth 
of March. It was for reasons of this kind, as 
stated by the honorable chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, that I thought it would be 
far preferable to pass this bill without any unne- 
cessary delay. | 

As the remarks which I shall make are in a 
great degree in answer to arguments which have 


been made in opposition to the bill, I must say . 


that I should not have spoken at all, if it had not 
been for those arguments. 

I now wish to advert to another of the positions 
assumed by the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina, and lest I should be mistaken, I will 
quote the language of the gentleman: 

‘¢ But, sir; that is as faras I will go as an ultimatum of any 
proposition of peace to that Government. I would insist, 
in the first instance, in all measures of negotiation, that to 
the Rio Grande we are bound, under the most solemn of 
pledges, to protect the rights of Texas, But then the ques- 
tion may be asked—and it is a proper question—how would 
you establish any other line for separating the territories of 
the United States from those of Mexico? Will you fall back 
upon the line which separates Oregon from Mexico? I 
think not, sir. But, by way of making it as acceptable as 
possible to Mexico, and with a sincere desire to terminate 
this war, I would not hesitate, if it were to be done to-mor- 
row, to send the most illustrious embassy to Mexico, and to 
propose to her terms of peace upon this ultimatum, with the 
right, however, to demand froin her to say what line she 
should run by way of compensating us for the claims we 
have against her, and I should think it no degradation.” 

Now, I have a very great objection to the first 
proposition considered in this extract. I object 
totally and peremptorily to sending any more am- 
bassadors to Mexico. We have sent too many 
already. The President was right at first, how- 
ever, because our true policy is for peace, where it 
can be honorably obtained. Yet, although the 
President at the early stages of this war did make 
them these offers of peace, nothing has been done 
towards the conclusion of a peace by them. Even 
now, after they are completely overthrown, their 
capital taken, and army destroyed, still terms of 
peace are rejected. 

Under these circumstances, we ought not to send 
them another ambassador, high or low. We have 
made propositions many times, and they would 
not accept them—we have now conquered them— 
they are in our power. Shall we, then, solicit 
again until they consent to treat with us? If I 
were to send an embassy at all, it-should not be 
with such an ultimatum as the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina proposes. Why should we 
now agree to take the Oregon boundary as the 
extent of our title, giving them to understand that 
we expect nothing more, and leaving to themselves 
to propose a boundary for indemnity? 

This would be giving them new life or encour- 
agement. Ifthe President could be so weak as to 
present such a proposition, they would say at once 
“there is some mystery in this sudden change, 
some difficulty in the affairs of the American Gov- 
ernment,” which would encourage them to perse- 
vere in hostilities, under the impression that we 
would ultimately be compelled to give up our 
conquests; and this would be a reasonable conclu- 
sion from such a proposition. 

I now come to some general remarks which I 
wish to make upon the question of the war with 
Mexico. And first, sir, I have to say that there 
is one thing which has appeared to me very singu- 
lar in this discussion on the part of gentlemen on the 
other side of the Chamber. The President in his 
message has declared what he thinks as the right 
course to be pursued ; and gentlemen of the Dem- 
ocratic party generally, have concurred with the 
views he has taken; while those on the opposite 
side object to the policy in the most decided 
manner. But they do not tell us what they would 
do. Tt is very easy to find fault, but not so easy 
to tell us what would be the right course to pursue. 

The studied silence of our opponents on this 
subject is the more surprising, because we had 
indications, before the meeting of this session of 
Congress, that the objects of the war ought to be 
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declared, and the President compelled to abide by 


them. Mr. Clay, in his Lexington speech, said: 


& I conclude, therefore, Mr. President and fellow-citizens, 
with entire confidence, that Congress has the right, either 
atthe beginning or during the proseeution of any war, tq 
decide the objects and purposes for whichit was proclaimed, 
or for which it ought to be continued. And I think it is the 
duty of Congress, by some deliberate and authentic act, to 
declare*for what objects the present war shall be longer 
prosecuted. I suppose the President would not hesitate to 
regulate his conduct by the pronounced will of Congress, and 
to employ the force and the diplomatic power of the nation 
to execute that will. But ifthe President should decline or 
refuse to do so, and, in contempt of the supreme authority 
of Congress, shouJd persevere in waging the war for other 
objects than those proclaimed by Congress, then it would be 
the imperative duty of that body to vindicate its authority 
by the most stringent, and effectual, and appropriate meas- 
ures. And if, on the contrary, the enemy should refuse to 
conclude a treaty containing stipulations securing the ob- 
jects designated by Congress, it wouldbecome the duty of 
the whole Government to prosecute the war with all the 
nationaf energy, until those objects wete attained by a treaty 
of peace. There can be no insuperable difficulty'in Con- 
gress making such an authoritative declaration. Let it re- 
solve, simply, that the war shall, or shall not, be a war of 
conquest; and, if a war of conquest, what is to be con- 
quered. Should a resolution pass disclaiming the design of 
conquest, peace would follow in Jess than sixty days, if the 
President would conform to his constitutional duty.” 

This is frank and decided. I do not see any 
reasonable objections to the course suggested. 

I do not know what the President’s opinions 
are—I speak only for myself—but I would be very 
glad, and I think the President would also ac ee 
ified, if Congress would adopt such acourse. Why 
has not this course been adopted? 

There has been another announcement of this 
principle, and a very emphatic one, from another 
quarter. 

Iread only this morning, this decided declara- 
tion of opinion from a gentleman in another de- 
partment of the General Government: 

WASHINGTON, January 7, 1848. 

“My DEAR SIR: To all human appearance, the termination 
of this miserable war with Mexico is more remote than 
when the first blow was struck. In my judginent, it was 
unnecessarily and unconstitutionally commenced by march- 
ing our army into disputed territory in the possession of 
Mexico. And I think that Congress, who unquestionably 
have the power, should put an end to the war on just and 
honorable principles. sae 

« After agreeing upon the terms on which a treaty should 
he made, they should call upon the Executive by resolution 
to offer a peace to Mexico upon that basis, and, during the 
negotiation, hostilities should be suspended. If the Presi- 
dent shall refuse to do this, in the military appropriation 
bills the army should be required to take such positions as 
shall carry out the views of Congress. These bills the Pres- 
ident could not veto, and he would be bound by their re- 
quirements. This may be done by the House. 

«JOHN McLEAN.”? 

This is perfectly frank and clear, and admits of 
no doubt. 

If gentlemen approve of this doctrine let them 
subscribe to it boldly. There itis. I want a sim- 
ple response—yes or no. Do you approve of it, 
or do you not? Ihave, and the people have, a 
right to demand from gentlemen on the other side, .. 
what are their views? D , 

I have no idea that there will be any peace until 
the Presidential election is over; and is it to be 
supposed that the people are going to vote in the 


- dark? i 


I do hope, then, that those gentlemen who differ 
with us so much, and find so much fault, will pro- 
pose a plan of their own, or, at all events, that they 
will say on this qoen; yea or nay. Let them 
sign the bond. ere it is In unequivocal terms. 

I want to know whether they will propose to- 
withdraw the army, to give up, ‘not only the in- 
demnity of millions, which our citizens claim, but 
say that all the blood and treasure which has been 
spentin this war, shall be thrown away; or whether, 
in the spirit of the suggestion made by the honor- 
able Senator from South Carolina, go to Mexico, 
and fall on our knees, and entreat that she will 
make peace on her own terms. ` 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg the Senator will allow 
me to say, that I never assumed any such propo- 
sition; and I do not think that my language, on 
the occasion referred to, at all justifies such an in-. 
ference as has been drawn. lam quite ata loss .- 
to know how the gentleman could have arrived at ° 
such a conclusion. I certainly said that I would 
allow Mexico the privilege of indicating a line, 
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without at all pledging myself to accede to it. I 
did not wish to extort terms from her, under du- 
ress, at the mouth of the cannon. So far as regards 
the indemnity due us, whatever be the amount, 
I stated that Í would insist on an adjystment of it, 
allowing Mexico, simply, freedom in the conduct 
of the negotiation—giving her the privilege of indi- 
cating such boundaries as would be most favorable 
to permanent peace between the two Republics. 
I said nothing to authorize the extravagant propo- 
sition of the Senator from Louisiana. i 

Mr. DOWNS. The gentleman, I hope, did not 
understand me as saying he used those identical 
words, ‘‘ falling on our knees.’ ‘That wag a mere 
figure of speech. I did think, however, ffi ‘still 
think, that that was very much the meaning of the 
language employed by the honorable Senator. 

In the line of argument which I have marked 
out for. myself on this subject, I shall next pro- 
ceed to consider the causes of the war. It is said 
that the President made this war by ordering the 
troops to the Rio Grande. I differ from this opin- 
ion totally. 

I believe the war could not have been avoided, 
that it was the natural consequence of the conduct 
and the folly of the weak and imbecile Government 
of Mexico. 

If it were necessary to look for other causes of 
the war than this conduct of Mexico, I could sug- 
gest another cause much more probable than that 
of the conduct of the President. 

I believe it grew out of the obstinacy of the 
Mexican Government, in insisting upon her claim 
to the dominion.of Texas, after all the principal 
nations of the world had recognized her as an in- 
dependent republic. But if I should look for other 
causes than this at home, and if I should say that 
it arose not alone from the perversity of Mexico, 
but from the actions and opinions of certain per- 
sons within the United States, I should be much 
nearer the truth than by attributing it to any act of 
the President or of General Taylor. It was more 
owing to the position taken by certain persons in 
this country. I allude to the announcement made, 
in 1844, from a very high quarter, that the annex- 
ation of Texas was a cause of war. Mr. Clay, in 
his letter of 1844, says: | 

& I consider the annexation of Texas at this time, without 
the assent of Mexico, compromising te national character, 


and involving us certainly in war with Mexico and probably 
with other foreign Powers.”? 


This cry has been kept up ever since, and is the 
more likely to be the cause of the war than any 
act of the President. 

Now I da not say that this declaration was the 
cause of the war’; very far from it; but if we are 
to attribute it to any cause arising within the coun- 
try, this is the cause to which I would point. 
There were peculiar circumstances which gave to 
this declaration ¢xtraordinary weight with Mexico 
at that time. 

The very fact that two great Powers of Eu- 
rope, England and: France, interfered in a most 
unusual arfd extraordinary manner to prevent an- 
nexation, encouraged Mexico in the delusion that 
she must make this a cause of war with us, and 
that she would be sustained in it by the public 
opinion, at least of those countries, if not the 
civilized world. They, in addition to the feelings 
.of dread at our rapid encroachments in greatness, 
commerce, and power, had peculiar reasons for 
opposing our policy on this question. 7 

t was natural that Mexico should adopt the 
suggestions of the shrewd diplomatists of those 
nations, and resolve to fight it out. 

There was another reason also: the Oregon dis- 
pute was then existing. Mexico, in this whole 
affair, has been unfortunate. One of these misfor- 
tunes is, that this Oregon question existed at the 
time Mr. Slidell was sent as our minister. There 
is every | pone! he would have been received, 
and the dispute settled, if Mexico could have fore- 
seen what occurred a few months afterwards; if it 
had not been for the idea that we were likely to be 
involved in war with England on account of the 
Oregon question, she would have listened to rea- 
sonable terms, and the controversy would have 
been settled in 1845. I think, then, that those 
who impute this war to the President of the 
United States, or to General Taylor’s march to 
Rio Grande, should be very cautious how they 
use such a weapon. 

I do not know what are the intentions or pur- 
poses of gentlemen on the other side in this matter, 
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but I have a right to guess; and though I cannot 
divine their purposes, as they keep so close on the 
subject, if the do intend, by the position which 
they assumed here, to fight the battle of annexa- 
tion over again, I shall not shrink from the con- 
test, though I did think that that question had 
been settled, and the people believed that it had 
been settled. It was a question about which we 
differed, and which we fought manfully. One 
party prevailed; and I, for one, was willing to let 
the question rest forever. But if you throw down 
a gauntlet, I will not hesitate to take it up. 

While on the subject of the opinions of distin- 
guished men, I wish to refer to another opinion. 
I allude, sir, to Mr. Gallatin and his pamphlet on 
the Mexican war. He says, too, that annexation 
was actual war. I cannot view that document in 
the same light I do the speech or letter of the dis- 
tinguished statesman of Kentucky. I may be 
wrong in this, but so it is, I differ in opinion 
equally from them both; but while I listen with 
respect and attention to one of them, the great 
Kentuckian, I cannot read the lucubrations of the 
other without indignation. And this feeling is not 
because I undervalue the admonitions of the aged, 
as the young are too apt to do; I am myself old 
enough to have got over that weakness, if 1 ever 
had it. I listened not long since in this body, not 
only with respect and attention, but almost with 
filial reverence, to opinions and arguments of a dis- 
tinguished Senator, [Mr CaLHoun,] to not one of 
which ‘scarcely could I bring my mind to assent. 
I shall listen, whenever they speak, to other (Mr. 
D. here looked towards Messrs. Benton and 
WessTER) distinguished Senators with like feel- 
ings. 1 feel, sir, and I believe that the people of 
the United States feel, that such men as I have just 
alluded to, have a right to speak, and ought to be 
listened to with profound respect on questions of 
national honor and of foreign war. They were 
born in this land, and have grown up with this 
country; they have done the state some service; 
their history, for almost half a century, is their 
country’s history— 

« The page of her story is filled with their names !”? 
American genius has been appreciated, and Amer- 
ican eloquence admitted and illustrated by them. 
Yes, sir, to such men, on all subjects, I will listen 
with respect, however I may differ with them. 
Not so, sir, with him who comes from other lands 
—first breathed other than American air—once 
owed allegiance to another Power—has another 
native home, and attachments, and feelings, and 
prejudices, and opinions, and sympathies, more or 
less influenced, as they must be, by recollections 
of that native home. He school Americans in 
American honor and national decorum! No, sir; 
every impulse of my heart tells me no, and com- 
pels me to say it; [I cannot and will not resist it. 
Doubtless we have committed errors in our foreign 
policy; we may commit others; we should be more 
than human if we gid not. But such as, I believe, 
it ever has been, under all parties, through all the 
vicissitudes of the most eventful period in the 
world’s history for seventy-two years, so I hope 
and believe it will continue, long after we have 
passed away, and when even these solid walls, that 
have outlived the flames of one foreign war, shall 
moulder to decay and fall in ruins—American in 
origin—the inspiration of American mind, sustain- 
ed by American arms and hearts, but uninfluenced 
by anything that is not indigenous to our soil— 
foreign governments, foreign presses, foreign bay- 
onets, foreign opinions of any, whether domicili- 
ated at home or abroad, or anything else foreign. 
Yes, sir; right or wrong, successful or unsuccess- 
ful, Whig or Democratic, I want it to be American, 
all American, and nothing but American. 

Let it not be said I am a Native American, and 
decry foreigners, and would deprive them of all 
power. Far from it! I have always taken an 
opposite course in all my public life on this sub- 
ject; nor have I changed my opinion in the least. 1 
stand now where I ever have on this subject, where 
I stood in the legislative halls of my own State when 
this subject was agitated in 1839, and where, on a 
still more memorable occasion, in the Louisiana 
Convention, 1844-’45, when a strong attempt 
was made, principally by those opposed to my 
party in politics, to disfranchise, in some degree, 
foreigners. In one of the most protracted and an- 
imated debates that I believe has ever occurred in 
America on the subject, Iso effectually, with other 
Democratic friends, sustained the rights of our 


adopted citizens, that a meeting of the naturalized 
citizens of New Orleans voted medals to some half . 
a dozen of us, at the head of which was our elo- 
quent leader on the occasion, my good friend Ber- 
nard Marigny, who, though born in a land then 
foreign, has, without changing his allegiance or 
the ties of his native home, become an American 
citizen by the process of annexation; and as good 
a one as ever lived in it. Yes, sir, give them al- 
most all rights, as the Federal Constitution has; 
but I would request only, that on questions of na- 
tional honor and foreign war, they should not at 
least speak first and loudest, if they speak at all. 

I now come to another branch of the subject, 
viz: the position assumed by Senators on the 
other side, that the President of the United States 
was the cause of the war; that he brought it on by 
the ordering the removal of the troops to the Rio 
Grande. I disagree totally from this opinion. My 
opinion is, that if this war was brought’ on by any 
cause within the control of this Government, it 
was produced by other hands than those of the 
President of the United States, 

And I think an examination of the facts con- 
nected with the history of the matter will convince 
every impartial mind of its truth. Whether an- 
nexation was a declaration of war or not, Mexico 
considered it so, and made war accordingly; and 
the President had no option—he did not make it. 
Here are the facts on this point: Under date of 
August 23, 1843, the Mexican Minister of Foreign 
Relations, in the name of his Government, ad- 
dressed to our minister in Mexico the following 
language: 

The Mexican Government will consider equivalent to a 
declaration of war against tue Mexican Republic the passage 
of an act for the incorporation of Texas with the territory of 
the United States, the certainty of the fact being sufficient for 
the proclamation of war, leaving to the civilized world to 
determine with regard to the justice of the cause of the 
Mexican nation in a struggle which it has been so far from 
provoking.” 

On the 12th of June, 1844, just two months after 
the signature by Mr. Calhoun of the treaty for the 
annexation of Texas, Santa Anna, ther the Presi- 
dent of Mexico, announced to the Government of 
the United Státes, ‘“‘ that Mexico was resolved 
again to undertake vigorously the campaign against 
Texas, for which she held in readiness a large 
army,’’ and further expressed the determination of 
Mexico upon the point, as follows: 

és That in no manner will she consent to dismember her 
territory—rather will she carry the war to any extreme which 
may be necessary to sustain her rights; and that as nations 
do not die, THE RIGHT OF RECONQUERING THAT TERRITORY 
SHALL REMAIN TO OUR CHILDREN AND OUR GRAND-CHIL- 
DREN; THAT THIS WAS THE OPINION OF THE GOVERNMENT 
AND OF THE MEXICANS.’? 

Santa Anna followed up this declaration by issu- 
ing in the same month (June, 1844) a requisition 
for thirty thousand men, and $4,000,000, to ‘* carry 
on the war against Texas.” Generals’ Canalizo 
and Woll were placed in command of the force 
raised upon this requisition, and having advanced 
to Mier, on the Texan frontier, Woll, at the head 
of his invading army, put forth a general order 
under date of June 20, 1844, menacing *“‘ every in- 
dividual within one league of the left bank of the 
Rio del Norte with the traitor’s doom.” 

Mr. Bocanegra, then the Mexican Minister of 
Foreign Relations, styled the act of Congress pro- 
viding for annexation, in his circular letter to the 
various European ministers then resident in Mex- 
ico, under date of May 31, 1644, ‘*a declaration of 
war between the two nations.” 

On the 6th of March, 1845, the Mexican minis- 
ter protested against the act of annexation, and 
demanded his passports. Our minister in Mexico 
was refused all intercourse with that Government, 
and was told, on the 2d of April, by the Mexican 
Minister of Foreign Affairs— 


« That the Government of Mexico cannot continue diplo- 
matic relations with the United States upon the presumption 
that such relations are reconciJable with the law which the 
President of the United States has approved in regard tthe 
annexation of the department of Texas to the American 
Union; that this determination is founded upon the neces- 
sity which Mexico is under of maintaining no friendship 
with a republic which has violated her obligations, usurped 
a portion of territory which belongs to Mexico by a right 
which she will maintain at whatever cost.?? 


On the 4th of June, 1845, President Herrera 
issued a proclamation, announcing the intention of 
Mexico to resist by agms the annexation of Texas, 
and affirming— 

‘That the law of the United States in reference to the 
annexation of Texas to the United States, does in nowise 


destroy the rights that Mexico has, and will enforce, upon 
that department.” 
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Affixed to this proclamation, and published with 
it, were two decrees of the Mexican Congress— 
one setting forth that ‘‘ the Mexican nation calls 
upon all her children to the defence of her national 
independence;” and the other announcing that the 
Government would ‘‘call to arms all the forces 
of the army, according to the authority granted to 
it by existing laws.” — | 

On the 24th of April, 1846, Paredes issued a 
manifesto, expressing the determination in regard 
to the annexation which his Government had taken 
immediately upon its accession to power in the 
beginning of that year, and while General Taylor 
was still at Corpus Christi. In this manifesto, 
Paredes says: 

‘¢On resuming, in the beginning of the year, the heavy 
responsibility of guiding the destinies of the nation during 
a ghort period, I DETERMINED RESOLUTELY TO CHANGE ITS 
POLICY FROM THE WEAK AND PERNICIOUS SYSTEM OF TEM- 
PORIZING, which has been observed with regard to the United 
States of America, notwithstanding the perfidy with which 
that Government prepared for the OCCUPATION OF TEXAS, 
its treacherous violation of the existing treaties which guaran- 
tied the limits of the Republic, AND THE INSIDIOUS ACT BY 
WHICH IT INCORPORATED ONE OF OUR DEPARTMENTS WITH 
ITS.OWN CONFEDERACY. , 

& The old grievances, the offences against the Mexican na- 
tion, which have been incessantly repeated since 1836, had 
been CONSUMMATED BY THE INSULT OF SENDING US A MIN- 
ISTER, fo be accredited near our Governmentin the character 
of a residing minister, AS 1F THE RELATIONS BETWEEN THE 
TWO REPUBLICS HAD NOT SUFFERED ANY DISTURBANCE BY 


THE DEFINITE ACT OF THE ANNEXATION OF Texas. AT THE 


VERY TIME WHEN MR. SLIDELL APPEARED, THE TROOPS OF 
THE UNITED STATES WERE OCCUPYING OUR TERRITORY.” 
In this same manifesto, issued on the 24th of 
April, 1846, and professing to state his policy and 
the grounds of it, ever since he assumed power in 
the beginning of the year, he further tells us, that 
at that time he ‘‘ had sent orders to the general-in- 
chief of the division of our northern frontier, to act 


in hostility against the army which is in hostility 


against us,” &c. l 
On the 4th of October, 1845, General Taylor 
advised the march to the Rio Grande, in these 


words : 

‘For these reasons, our position thus far has, I think, 
been the best possible; but, now that the entire force will 
soon be concentrated, it may well be a question whether 
the views of Government will be best carried out by our 
remaining at this point. It is with great deference that I 
make any suggestions on topics which may become matter 


of deligate negotiation; but if our Government, in settling 


the question ef boundary, makes the line of the Rio Grande 
an ultimatum, I cannot doubt that the settlement will be 


greatly facilitated and hastened by our taking possession at 


once of one or two suitable points on or quite near the river. 
Our strength and state of preparation should be displayed 


ina manner not to be mistaken. However salutary may be 


the effect produced upon the border people by our presence 
here, we are too far from the frontier toimpress the Govern- 
ment of Mexico with our readiness to vindicate, by force of 
arms, if necessary, Our title to the country as far as the Rio 
Grande. The ‘army of occupation’ will, in a few days, be 
concentrated at this point, in condition for vigorous and 
efficient service. Mexico having as yet made no positive 


-declaration of war, or committed any overt act of hostilities, 


i do not feel at liberty, under my instructions, particularly 
those of July 8, to make a forward movement to the Rio 
Grande without authority from the War Department. 

« In case a forward movement should be ordered or au- 


‘thorized, I would recommend the occupation of Point Isabel 


and Laredo as best adapted to the purposes of observing the 
ee of the river and covering the frontier settlements of 
exas.’ 


On the 13th of January, 1846, orders were is- 
sued in conformity with this suggestion, but care- 
fully guarding against war, in these words: 


“ WaR DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington, January 13, 1846. 

c“ Sır: I am directed by the President to instruct you to 
advance and occupy, with the troops under yaur command, 
positions on or near the east bank of the Rio del Norte, as 
soon as it can be conveniently done, with reference to the 
season and the routes hy which your movements must be 
made. From the views heretofore presented to this depart- 
ment, it is presumed Point Isabel will be considered by you 
an eligible position. This point, or some one near it, and 
pori opposite Matamoros and Mier, and in the vicinity of 

aredo, are suggested for your consideration ; but you are 
left to your better Knowledge to determine the post or posts 
which you are to occupy, as well as the question of dividing 


_your forces with a view to oecupying two or more positions. 


‘In the positions you may take in carrying out these in- 
structions and other movements that may he made, the use 
ofthe Del Norte may be very convenient, if not necessary. 
Should you attempt to exercise the right which the United 
States have in common with Mexico to the free navigation 
of this river, it is probable that Mexico would ipterpose re- 
sistance. You will not attempt to enforce this right without 
further instructions. : e 

& Tt is not designed, in our present relations with Mexico, 
that you should treat her as an enemy; but, should she as- 
sume that character by a declaration of war, or any open act 
of hostility towards us, you will not act merely on the defen- 
sive, if your relative means enable you to do otherwise.” 


' These orders were received on the 4th of Feb- 
ruary, 1846, and were executed according to their 
spirit, as the despatch of 16th February shows: 


“ I have taken occasion to represent to some citizens of 
Matamoros, who were here with a large number of mutes 
for sale, and who are represented to have consigerable in- 
fluence at home, that the United States Government, in oc- 
cupying the Rio Grande, has no motive of hostility towards 
Mexico, and that the army will, in no case, go beyond the 
river, unless hostilities should be commenced by the Mexi- 
cans themselves; that the Mexicans living on this side will 
-not be disturbed in any way by the troops; that they will be 
protected in all their rights and usages; and that everything 
which the army may need will be purchased from them at 
fair prices. [also stated, that until the matter should be 
finally adjusted between.the two Governments, the harbor 
of Brazos Santiago would be open to the free use of the 
Mexicans as heretofore. The same views were impressed 
upon the Mexican custom-house officer at Brazos Santiago, 
by Captain Hardee, who commanded the escort which cov- 
ered the reconnoissance of Padre Island.” 


On the 11th March, the army marched from 
Corpus Christi; and on the 24th, General Taylor, 
with a part of his command, arrived at Point 
Isabel; and on the 28th, he arrived with the main 
body on the bank of the Rio Grande opposite 
Matamoros. Here I will read from the minutes 
of the interview between Generals Worth and La 
Vega on the same day, showing his refusal to 
allow him communication with our consul : 


“Gen. Worth.—Is the American consul in arrest, or in 
prison? | 

Gen. La Vega.—No. ` 

Gen. Worth.—Is he now in the exercise of his proper 
functions ? 

Gen. La Vega, after apparently consulting with the Licen- 
ciado Casares fora moment, replied that he was. . « 

Gen. Worth.—Then, as an American officer, in the name 
of my Government and my commanding general, I demand 
an interview with the consul of my country. 

(No reply.) 

Gen. Worth.—Has Mexico declared war against the Uni- 
ted States? 

Gen. La Vega.—No. 

Gen. Worth.—Are the two countries still at peace? 

Gen. La Vega.—Y es. 

Gen. Worth.—Then I again demand an interview with 
the consul of my Government,in Matamoros, in the presence, 
of course, of these gentlemen, or any other that the com- 
manding general in Matamoros may be pleased to designate. 

General La Vega reiterated that the consul was in the 
proper exercise of his functions; that he was notin arrest, 
nor were any other Americans in arrest at Matamoros; that 
he would submit the demand to General Mejia, adding that 
he thought there would be great difficulty. 

This demand was repeatedly made in the most emphatic 
manner, and a reply requested ; Genera] La Vega stating the 
consul continued in the exercise of his functions, and that 
General Worth’s demand would be submitted to General 
Mejia. 

No reply having been received from General La Vega 
relative to the demand for an interview with the American 
consul, the question was again introduced by General 
Worth, and the demand for the last time reiterated. 

General La Vega then promptly refused to comply with 
the demand, replying, without waiting for the interpreta- 
tion, “ No, no.” 

Gen. Worth.—I have now to state that a refusal of my 
demand to seethe American consul is regarded as a belliger- 
ent act; and, in conclusion, I have to add, the commanding 
general of the American forces on the left bank of the river 
will regard the passage of any armed party of Mexicans in 
hostile array across the Rio Grande as an act of war, and 
pursue it accordingly.’ 


General Ampudia arrived at Matamoros on the 
llth April, and on the 12th addressed this letter to 
General Taylor, ‘ by explicit and definitive orders, 
from my [his] Government:”’ 


“Your Government, in an incredible manner—you will even 
permit me to say an extravagant one, if the usage or general 
rules established and received among civilized nations 
are regarded—has not only insulted, but has exasperated the 
Mexican nation, bearing its conquering banner to the left 
bank of the Rio Bravo de] Norte; and in this case, by ex- 
plicit and definite orders of my Government, which neither 
can, will, nor should receive new outrages, I require you, 
in all form, and at latest in the peremptory term of twenty- 
four hours, to break up your camp and retire to the other 
bank of the Nueces river, while our Governments are regu- 
lating the pending question in relation to Texas. If you 
insist in remaining upon the soil Of-the department of Tanı- 
aulipas, it will clearly result that arms, and arms alone, 
must decide the question; and in that case, I advise you 
that we accept the war to which, with so much injustice on 
your part, yon provoke us, and that, on our part, this war 
shall be conducted conformably to the principles established 
hy the most civilized nations; that is to say, that the law of 
nations and of war shall be the guide of my operations, 
trusting that on your part the same will be observed. 

« With this view, I tender you the considerations due to 
your person and respectable office. 
« God and Liberty! 
c HEADQUARTERS AT MATAMOROS, 
+» 2o0’clock, p. m., April 12, 1846. 
« PEDRO D'AMPUDIA. 


c Señor General-in-Chief of the 
United States Army, Don Z. TAYLOR.” 


General Taylor’s Answer. 


cc HEADQUARTERS, ARMY OF OCCUPATION, 

Camp near Matamoros, Texas, April 12, 1846. 

‘¢ Senor: I have had the honor to receive vour'note of 
this date, in which you summon me to withdraw the forces 
under my command from their present position, and heyond 
the river Nueces, until the pending questions between our 
Governments, relative to the limits of Texas, shall be settled. 
l need hardly advise you, that, charged as [ am, in only a 


jof the department. 


military capacity, with she performance of specific duties, : 
l cannot enter into a discussion of the international ques- 
tion involved in the advance of the American army. 
~ « The instructions under which I am acting will not per- 
mit me to retrograde from the position I now occupy. In 
view of the relations between our respective Governments, 
and the individual suffering, which may result, I regret the 
alternative which you offer ;. but, at the same time, wish it 
understood that I shall by no means avoid such alternative, 
leaving the responsibility with those who rashly commence 
hostilities. ` 
«c Senor General D. PEDRO pe AMPUDIA.”? 


On the 15th of that month, considering this an 
act of war, General Taylor blockaded, the mouth 
of the Rio Grande. This is his report: 


“In my last despatch I advised you, that on receipt of 
General Ampudia’s summons to fall back from my position, 
I ordered a blockade of the mouth of the Rio Grande, deem- 
ing this measure perfectly propcr under the circumstances, 
and, at the same time, the most efficient means of lettin 
the Mexican commander understand that this state of gugst 
war was not to be interpreted to his advantage only, while 
we reaped the inconveniences attending it. On the 17th 
instant, pursuant to my instructions, Lieutenant Renshaw, 
of the navy, warned off two American schooners about to 
enter the river with provisions. Yesterday, I received from 
General Ampudia a communication on the subject, a trans- 
lation of which, and my reply, are herewith transmitted. I 
trust that my course in this matter will meet the approval 
It will, at any rate, compel the Mexi- 
cans to withdraw their army from Matamoros, where it 
cannot be subsisted, or to assume the offensive on this side 
of the river.” 

Ampudia’s reply. 
«c DIVISION OF THE NORTH, Second General in Chief. 

«From various sources worthy of confidence, I have 
learned that some vessels, bound for the mouth of the river, 
have not been able tq effect an entrance into that port, in 
consequence of your orders that they should be conducted 
to Brazos Santiago. ‘The cargo ‘of one of them icom- 
posed in great part, and of the other entirely, of provisions, 
which the contractors, charged with providing for the army 
uuder my orders, had procured, to fulfil the obligations of 
their contracts. You have taken possession of these provis- 
ions by force, and against the will of*the proprietors, one of 
whom is vice consul of her Catholic Majesty, and.the other 
of her Britannic Majesty; and whose rights, in place of 
being religiously respected, as was proffered, and as was 
to be hoped from the observance of the principles which 
govern among civilized nations, have, on the contrary, been 
violated in the most extraordinary manner, opposed to the 
guarantee and respect due to private property.” 


On the 16th of April, General Ampudia recog- 
nized a state of war, in his letter concerning Colonel 
Cross, in these terms: 


« In reply to your note which I received yesterday, Ihave 
the honor to state, that if Colonel Cross, Quartermaster 
General of the forces under your command, had been found 
at any of the military posts under my orders, his lot would 
have been that of a prisoner of war, treated with the con- 
sideration due his rank, and according to the rules prescrib- 
ed by the law of nations and of war, well considered in his 
siituation as a prisoner.”? | 


On the 24th of April, General Arista arrived, 
assumed the command, and notified General Tay- 
lor of the existence of war; and on the same day, 
giving the word and the blow at the same time, 
Captain Thornton and his command were at- 
tacked and defeated, as the following despatch 


will show: 
c HEADQUARTERS, ARMY OF OCCUPATION, 
“Camp near Mytamoros, Texas, April 26, 1846. 

‘Sir: I have repectfully to report, that General Arista 
arrived in Matamoros on the 24th instant, and assumed the 
chief command of the Mexican troops. On the same day 
he addressed me a communication, conceived in courteous 
terms, but saying that he considered hostilities commenced, 
and should prosecute them. A translation of his note and a 
copy of my reply will be transmitted the moment they can 
be prepared. I despatch this by an express which is now 
waiting. 

6c I regret to report that a party of dragoons, sent out by me 
on the 24th instant to watch the course of the river above 
on this bank, became engaged with a very large force of the 
enemy, and after a short affair, in which some sixteen were 
killed and wounded, appear to have been surrounded, and 
compelled to surrender. Not one of the party has returned, 
except a wounded man, sent iz this morning by the Mexi- 
can commander, so that I cannot report with confidence the 
particulars of the engagement, or the fate of the officers, 
except that Captain Hardee was known to be a prisoner 
and unhurt. Captain Thornton and Lieutenants Mason an 
Kane were the other officers. The party was sixty-three 
strong.’ 


Next comes General Taylor’s letter to Ampu- 
dia, of the 22d of April, explaining his course up 
to this time. - 


« On breaking up my camp at Corpus Christi, and movin 
forward with the army under my orders to occupy the left 
bank of the Rio Bravo, it was my earnest desire to execute 
my instructions in a pacific manner; to observe the utmost 
regard for the personal rights of all citizens residing on the 
left bank of the river, and to take care that the religion and 
customs of the people should suffer no violation. With this 
view, and to quiet the minds of the inhabitants, I issued 
orders to the army, enjoining a strict observance of the rights 
and interests of all Mexicans residing on the river, and 
caused said orders to be translated into Spanish, and circu- 
lated in the severa! towns on the Bravo. . These orders an- 
nounced the spirit in which we proposed to occupy the 
country, and I am proud to say that up to this moment the 
sume spirit has controlled the operations of the army. @y 
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reaching the Arroyo Colorado, I wag informed bya Mexican, 
officer that the order in question had been received at Mata- 
moros; but was told at the same.time that if I attempted to 
eross the river, it would be regarded as a declaration of 
war. Again, on my march to Frontone I was met by a 
deputation of the civil authorities of Matamoros, protesting 
against my occupation of a portion of the territory of Tamau- 
Iipas, and declaring that if the army was not at once with- 
drawn, war would result. While this communication was 
in my hands, it was discovered that the village of Frontone 
had been set on fire and abandoned. 
direct act of war, and informed the deputation that their 
communication would be answered by me when opposite 
Matamoros, which was done in respectful terms. Onreach- 
ing the river, I despatched an officer, high in rank, to convey 
to the commanding general in Matamoros the expression of 
my desire for amicable relations, and my willingness to leave 
open to the use of the citizens of Matamoros the port of 
Brazos Santiago, until the question of boundary should be 
definitively settled. - This officer received for reply, from 
the officer selected to confer with him, that my advance to 
the Rio Bravo was considered as a veritable act of war; and 
he was absolutely refused an interview with the American 
consul, in itself an act incompatible with a state of peace. 
Notwithstanding these repeated assurances on the part of 
the Mexican authorities, and notwithstanding the most obvi- 
ously hostile preparations on the right bank of the river, 
accompanied by a rigid non-intercourse, I carefully abstained 
from any act of hostility—determined that the onus of pro- 
ducing an actual state of hostilities should not rest with me. 
Our relations remained in this state until I had the honor to 
receive your note of the 12th instant, in which you denounce 
war as the alternative of my remaining in this position. As 
I could not, under my instructions, recede from my position, 
I accepted the alternative you offered, and made all my 
‘ dispositions to meet it suitably. But, still willing to adopt 
milder measures before proceeding to others, T contented 
myself, in the first instance, with ordering a blockade of the 
mouth of the Rio Bravo by the naval forces under my orders 
—a proceeding perfectly consonant with the state of war so 
often declared to exist, and which you acknowledge in your 
note ef the 16th instant, relative to the late Colonel Cross. 
If this measure seein oppressive, I wish it borne in mind 
that it has been forced upon me by the course you have 
seen fit to adopt. Lhave reported this blockade to my Gov- 
ernment, and shall not remove it until I receive instructions 
to that effect, unless, indeed, you desire an armistice, pend- 
ing the final settlement of the question between the Govern- 
ments, or until war shall be formally declared by either; in 
which case, [ will cheerfully open the river. In regard to 
the consequences you mention as resulting from a refusal to 
remove the blockade, I beg you-to understand that | am 
prepared for thein, be they what they may. 

& In conclusion, I take leave to state, that I consider the 
tone of your communication highly exceptionable, where 
you stigmatize the movement of the army under my orders 
as ‘ marked- with the seal of universal reprobation.? You 
must be aware that such language is not respectful in itself, 
` either to me or my Government; and while I observe in my 
own correspondence the courtesy due to your high position, 
and to the magnitude of the interests with which we are 
respectively charged, T shall expect the same in return.” 


No volunteers were called for except two com- 
panies from Texas until the 26th of April, though 
' full authority had already been given for the same. 
See despatch of that day: 

« Hostilities may now be considered as commenced, and 
I havo this day deamad it necessary to call upon the Gov- 
ernor of Texas for four regiments of volunteers, two to be 
mounted and two to serve as foot. As some delay must 
occur in collecting these troops, I have also desired the 
Governor of Louisiana to send out four regiments of infant- 
ry as soon as practicable. This will constitute an auxiliary 
force of nearly five thousand men, which will be required to 
prosecute the war with energy, and carry it, as it should be, 
into the enemy’s country. I trust the department will 
approve my course in this matter, and will give the neces- 
sary orders to the staff departinents for the supply of this 
` large additional force.” 

From these facts, I think it results clearly that 
the war did not commence by the act of the Presi- 
dent; that it was commenced by Mexico, as she 
had determined from the first, and that nothing 
would have prevented it, sooner or later. But if 
there was any cause which brought on the crisis 
at this particular time, it was, first, the blockade 
of the mouth of the Rio Grande, which, in the 
language of General Taylor, must necessarily com- 

l the Mexicans either to retreat or to cross the 
river and fight him; and, secondly, the failure of 
that general to call for volunteers, as he was au- 
thorized to do, after he arrived on the Rio Grande, 
and was informed of the hostile intentions of the 
Mexicans. He arrived there nearly a month be- 
fore the attack on Captain Thornton, and if he had 
then called on Texas and Louisiana for volun- 
teers, the rapidity with which they flew to his 
assistance afterwards shows that they might have 
arrived at the scene of action before the 24th of 
April. It can hardly be supposed if two or three 
thousand additional troops had been with General 
Taylor that the Mexicans would have crossed the 
river. These events occurred without the know!l- 
edge of the President of the United States, and 
before the facts could be communicated to him and 
any order given. No orders or authority was 
ever given to blockade the mouth of the river; on 
the contrary, General Taylor was instructed not 
to insist on the joint navigation of that river if it 


I viewed this asa | 


should be objected to by the Mexicans. General 
Taylor was repoa reminded of the ample au- 
thority given him to call for volunteers, and he, 
and not the President, was the best judge of what 
was necessary. He had a generous confidence in 
his army, that it was able to withstand the force 
which the Mexicans could bring against it, and 
subsequent events have proved that he was cor- 
rect. But the Mexicans did not know it at that time. 
They had no idea of our prowess; but I do not 
think they would have crossed the river against a 
large force. 

I do not blame General Taylor for the course he 
adopted. It may have precipitated the war a little 
sooner than it would otherwise have occurred; but 
still,as it must have occurred at last, and as we 
made a glorious beginning on the fields of Palo 
Alto and Resaca de la Palma, I see no cause to re- 
gret it. All I wish to say is, that for these events 
the President of the United States is not respon- 
sible. 

Before I close, there is another fact which I wish 
to submit to the consideration of the Senate. Those 
on the other side of the House contend that the 
President brought on the war by ordering the army 
to the Rio Grande, a territory either belonging to 
Mexico, or in dispute. Whatever difference of 
opinion may exist on the question of boundary, 
it was clearly the duty of the President to recog- 
nize the Rio Grande as the true boundary. Acts 
of Congress had recognized it as such; they were 
the laws of the land, and he was bound to obey 
them, whatever opinions may have been enter- 
tained by the Mexican Government, or others, on 
the question of boundary. That he was right in 
considering this American territory, and the Mex- 
ican troops as invading it, is clearly proved by the 
proceedings of this body, on the 12th of May, 
1846, when the bill recognizing the war was under 
consideration. I will here extract from the Jour- 
nal of the Senate: 


“On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, to amend the bill by 
striking out, section 1, line 4, the words ‘to prosecute said 
war to a speedy and successful termination,’ and in lieu 
thereof insert, ‘to repel invasion, and otherwise prosecute 
hostilities, until the country be secured from the danger of fur- 
ther invasion.’ ? 

This was determined in the negative—yeas 20, 
nays 26. How can it be contended, after this, 
that the President made this war, or that it was 
not made on American soil? How could the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. CRITTENDEN] call it 
“ invasion,” unless the Mexican army had crossed 
over into American soil. He, and they who voted 
with him, must have so considered it at the time. 
How can they, then, say now that the President 
made this war? 


On motion of Mr. DOUGLAS, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, February 1, 1848. 


The Journal of yesterday, which was unusually 
long, having been partially read— 

Mr. GOGGIN hoped it would be the pleasure 
of the House to dispense with the reading of the 
Journal. It consisted almost entirely of resolu- 
tions, which it could not be mecessary to read; 
whereas, if the reading were dispensed with, more 
time would be allowed in Committee of the Whole 
on the President’s message, on which debate was 
to he closed at two o’clock, by order of the House. 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS objected. If the reading of 
the Journal were now dispensed with, it would be 
the establishment of a precedent which might 
bring with it evil consequences. He therefore re- 
quired an enforcement of the rules. 

The SPEAKER said, that as objections were 
made, the Journal would be read—the motion to 
suspend requiring unanimous consent. 

The Clerk read the Journal accordingly. 


PRESIDENTS MESSAGE. 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, on the motion of 
Mr. GOGGIN, (Mr. Steruens, of Georgia, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the reso- 
lution to refer to appropriate committees the an- 
nual message of the President. 

_Mr. GOGGIN, who was entitled to the floor, 
then proceeded to address the committee. Before 
he proceeded with the remarks he intended to make, 
he desired to return his thanks to the committee 
for the very kind indulgence which it extended to 


him on Friday-last, when the debate was post- 
poned for his convenience. He then proceeded, and 
said he should endeavor, in the short space of time 
allotted him, to present to the committee some few 
views of the topics which had been discussed with 
so much ability by other gentlemen. The debate 
had assumed a wide range, and not only had the 
political action of this House in relation to this 
war been assailed by gentlemen on the other side, 
but unworthy motives—most unworthy motives— 
had been attributed to the majority; to those who 
had thought proper, as they had done, to act ina 
manner becoming freemen, and to differ with the 
gentlemen on the other side. Yes, most unworthy 
motives had been attributed to them; and the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Ruett,] who 
addressed the committee a few days since, with a 
sort of new-born zeal which he appeared to possess, 
declared that the President of the’ United States 
has, under the Constitution of the United States, 
authority, without the aid of Congress, to place 
this nation in a state of hostilities—attempting to 
draw a distinction between a state of hostilities 
and a state of war. For his part, he (Mr. G.) 
could not see the distinction as it was seen by the 
gentleman from South Carolina. With all respect 
to that gentleman’s judgment, to him (Mr. G.) 
it appeared to.be a distinction without a differ- 
ence. He chose to look at the Constitution of his 
country for himself, rather than to the readings of 
the Constitution—of that sacred instrument of 
the gentleman from South Carolina. The United 
States Constitution, as he read it, declares that 
Congress shall have power to declare war, and to 
raise and support armies, giving to the President 
of the United States only the power to conduct . 
the war when the war-making power shali declare 
that it exists. The Executive had no authority, 
without the aid of Congress, to take the initiative 
step in plgcing this country in a state of war, or— 
if the gentleman from South Carolina would so 
have it—in a state of hostilities. 

Mr. SIMS interposed. 

Mr. GOGGIN hoped the gentleman would not 
interrupt him; he had but a short time at his own 
disposal. : 

Mr. SIMS was understood to say that the gen- 
tleman from Virginia had misconceived the re- 
marks of the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
RuHeETT,] who was absent. l 

Mr. GOGGIN resumed. He had understood 
the gentleman from South Carolina as he had been 
understood by other gentlemen on this floor, and 
as he had expressed himself on this floor at the 
last session of Congress. Heretofore, the gentle- 
man from South Carolina had assumed the same 
position which he (Mr. G.) understood him to 
assume on Thursday last. But it had not been 
his practice to indulge in denunciation of gentle- 
men to whom he was opposed, by charging on 
them that they were inclined to trample on the 
Constitution of their country—that Constitution 
which they, in common with all others, had sworn 
to support; and he was unwilling to believe that 
gentlemen on the other side were less patriotic than 
he claimed to be himself. He made no such charge 
of a want of patriotism; but when gentlemen on 
the other side of this Chamber hurled at his side 
such charges, from which they claimed themselves | 
to be exempt, he could not but except to auch de- 
ninnciations, and to say that it was in his view an 
indication of a consciousness on the part of those 
gentlemen of their own weakness. ‘ The attempt 
and not the deed confounds us.”’ 

He hesitated not to say, as he had said hereto- 
fore, that the President- of the United States had 
violated the Constitution, by unnecessarily, im- 
properly,and unconstitutionaly, beginning the war 
with the Republic of Mexico. That position he 
had taken here. That opinion he thought proper 
to reiterate on this floor, and he would continue 
to repeat it, in spite of all denunciations here or 
elsewhere. He charged no treason on any one 
before the country; he accused no one of the com- 
mission of perjury before God or man; but he 
thought fhe President had mistaken his duty, and 
exceeded the authority which was given to him b 
the Constitution. His fault had been that he had 
been perverted. He (Mr. G.) said this, notwith- 
standing the danger to which he exposed himself 
of being charged with giving aid and comfort to 
the enemy. | 

And now as to the gentleman from South Caro- 
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lina, over the way, [Mr. Ruert.] He desired 
here to say to that gentleman, and all those friends 
` of his who stood beside that gentleman in times 
that tried men’s souls, that he meant not to dero- 
gate in the slightest degree from the high stand 
they took at that time, as men of honor and in- 
tegrity; and of the proud head of that party, he 
could with great truth say, that there was no man 
for whose private virtue and excellence of charac- 
ter he cherished a more unfeigned respect. At the 
same time, he would say that he considered him 
as having wholly mistaken his duty; but while he 
acknowledged the high principles under which 
they had all acted, he would like to know by 
what right the gentleman from South Carolina 
undertook to read lectures on political consistency 
and fidelity to the Constitution to gentlemen on 
that side of the House? Was his right derived 
from the memorable proclamation by Andrew 
Jackson, or from the bloody Force Bih, for which 
his present political chief had voted? Did it come 
from that ‘old hero,” whom no man had once 
denounced in stronger terms than the gentleman? 
While the gentleman was speaking, Mr. G. could 
not help thinking of one “R. Barnwell Smith,” 
who figured in the drama of nullification; and if 
the gentleman were no longer Romeo, it could be 
proved beyond dispute that he still belonged to 
the House of Montague. Was it for that gentle- 
man to say to the Whigs of that House, that nine 
out of ten of them were the very men who pro- 
longed the war? Mr. G. never had heard such a 
charge brought by either side in a political contest 
before—to brand a whole party, and that in time 
of war, with giving aid and comfort to the enemies 
of their country, and prolonging the very ‘war they 
continually denounced! Who commissioned that 
gentleman to come here and read to the members 
of this House lectures on political morals-and re- 
gard for the Constitution? 

Had that gentleman been himself such a devoted 
friend to the Constitution, such an attached ad- 
mirer and lover of this Union? Let any one listen 
for a moment to the language he had used in the 
South Carolina convention in March, 1833: “I 
‘ cannot palter with conscience or play the hypo- 
‘crite: nor can Carolina, consistently with her 
* honor or truth, dissemble as to her true situation. 
‘ I boldly declare it, (and I believe [I express the 
‘ feelings of the freemen I represent,) under the 
* Government as administered, I have no ardent at- 
* tachment to the Union oF THESE States.’? And 
yet that was the gentleman’ who stood up here 
and denounced the whole Whig party as guilty 
of prolonging this war! Whence, Mr. G. would 
again ask, had that gentleman his authority? Did 
he get it from his own consistency, prudence, 
loyalty to the Constitution, and love to this Union? 
Hear him again :.‘‘ No; for here is the bill of blood 
‘ by which the little of the Constitution that was 
* left is scattered to the winds; and the sword and 
‘the purse of the Confederacy are placed in the 
‘ hands of an insolent and brutal dictator.” Were 
the Whig party to be alarmed by the denunciations 
which a gentleman hurled at them who had spoken 
in this strain of vituperation of one of the best and 
the purest men his own party contained? Hap- 
pily that distinguished man had survived the hate 
of his enemies, and his ashes now slept peacefully 
beneath the shades of his own beloved Hermitage. 
Mr. G. was not to be disturbed by missiles from 
such a quarter; and he utterly denied, after such 
a public course as that gentleman had pursued, his 
right to come.into that House and read gentlemen 
lectures on political morals. Whom was it that 
President Jackson sought to arrest in their mad 
career over the Constitution and liberties of thcir 
country, as he understood them? In regard to 
whom did he use that memorable language in his 
message to both Houses on January 16, 1833? 

Speaking of the South Carolina ordinance, he 
Baid : “If these measures cannot be defeated and 
* overcome by the power conferred by the Consti- 
‘tution on the Federal Government, the Constitu- 
‘ tion must be considered as incompetent to its own 
‘defence; the supremacy of the laws is at an end; 
‘and the rights and liberties of the citizens can no 
‘longer receive protection from the Government of 
‘ the Union.”’ 

He trusted that the language of the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Ruerr] which Mr. G. 
had read to the House would stand unobliterated 
‘‘ to the last syllable of recorded time,” as a proof 
that the old hero of New Orleans, and the Consti- 


tution of our glorious Union, and the gréat and 
patriotic Whig party of 1848, had all managed, by 
some means, to survive the dread-inspiring anathe- 
mas of the gentleman from South Carolina. That 
gentleman had been too recently initiated into the 
secrets of the Cabinet to learn his own lesson; and 
yet he came to talk to members of that House 
about the powers and prerogatives of the Presi- 
dent, and based his entire speech on the doctrine 
that the Executive had a right to withhold from 
the people and the people’s representatives all 
knowledge of the ends and purposes for which he 
had begun or was still prosecuting the existing 
war. This was the gentleman, the privileged gen- 
tleman, who, with one other member of that 
House, had been allowed to inspect public official 
papers which were withheld from the less favored 
eyes of other Representatives. It must be appa- 
rent, that though the gentleman had not yet found 
his way to the White House, and might not have 
approached the presence of a political -chief who 
had given his vote for the odious force bill, he had 
got as far at least as the State Department, and 
had been allowed to examine records for which 
the House had called in vain. The gentleman had 
said, ‘So help him God, if he believed the Presi- 
dent guilty of a violation of the Constitution, he 
would vote to impeach him to-morrow.” Could 
not the gentleman see, even from his own case, 
that a man might attempt the grossest violation of 
the Constitution of his country, and yet not even 
be arrested? Why had he not impeached General 
Jackson? There had been a Democratic majority 
at the time in the House, yet they never voted an 
impeachment. 

At the last session, that gentleman had voted 
with the Whigs against the insertion of the pre- 
amble into the bill of supplies which declared that 
this war existed by the act of Mexico. Yes; this 
same gentleman who now read lectures to the 
Whigs in support of the action of the President in 
relation to this war, when it was the will of the 
House to insert that declaration in the preamble 
of the supply bill, had voted against it, in company 
with the Whigs and with some of Mr. G.’s col- 
leagues from Virginia. Of this he did not com- 
plain: he wished to have no controversy with his 
colleagues about the vote they had then given; but 
when the gentleman from South Carolina got up 
here and charged the Whigs with prolonging this 
war, and yet had refused to say the war was begun 
by Mexico, what were the inferences to be drawn 
from his vote? Somebody surely must have com- 
menced the war; the gentleman refused to declare 
that it was the Mexicans: then it must have been 
somebody in the United States. It was not Con- 
gress: who then was it? Who, in the United 
States, had unnecessarily and unconstuitutionally 
began the war? 

The gentleman had stood shoulder to shoulder 
with the Whigs in declaring that it was not begun 
by Mexico; and yet, in five minutes after giving 
that vote, had voted the supply bill with the pre- 
amble in its front, thereby voting in direct and 
open contradiction of his own speech. Now, when 
a gentleman of -this sort charged inconsistency on 
the Whigs, it would perhaps be as well he should 
look first at his own. 

But Mr. G. had another fact for the gentleman 
on the subject of impeaching the President. What 
had a great Democratic Senator said when the 
treaty for annexing Texas was pending before the 
Senate? ‘They, the President and his Secretary 
‘of State, made the war themselves, and made it 
‘ unconstitutionally, perfidiously, clandestinely, 
‘and piratically. The secret orders to our navy 
‘and army were piratical; for they were without 
‘law to waylay and attack a friendly Power with 
‘whom we have a treaty of amity; and as a mem- 
‘ ber of a court-martial Í would sentence to be shot 
‘any officer of the army or navy who should dare 
‘to attack Mexican troops, or ships, or cities, 
‘under that order.”’ 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, here said some- 
thing to Mr. G. which, from the relative position 
of the parties, was wholly lost to the reporter. 

Mr. G. replied, that if the gentleman ad waited 
a moment, Mr. G. was coming to that point; he 
should not conceal the fact. When eee had 
had a Democratic majority, and John Tyler was 
the President of the United States, if he violated the 
Constitution, why had they not impeached him? _ 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan. Because we did 
not think so. 


‘wherewith to defend the Constitution. 


Mr. G. said, he had not been aware before that 
the gentleman from Michigan had been a member 
of t oa Sue the records af the House, he 
believed, did not show it. Mr. G. was talking to 
gentlemen who were then members of Congress, 
and who might have impeached President Tyler. 
Was the gentleman from Michigan one? If not, 
he begged that gentleman would not take Mr. G.’s 
remarks to himself. 

But now Mr.G. must, for a little while, pay his 
respects (all in a very friendly way) to his col- 
league over the way from the Harper’s Ferry dis- 
trict, (Mr. Beprncer. | . 

.Mr. G. should not attempt to follow any of that 
gentleman’s flights of fancy: oh! no; the gentleman 
was quite too poetical for him—he could not hope 
to match him in poetry; his muse never would 
keep pace with the gentleman’s, who, every one 
knew, made her eagle flight among the clouds. 
But descending into the humble area of debate in 
that House, the gentleman had warbled for a mo- 
ment even among the ‘‘crabs’’ and “ crawfish” 
of the Whig party. The stoop was great. He 
supposed the gentleman likened the Whigs to shell- 
fish, because they were known to carry shields 
But if the 
Whigs were a ‘* crab-party,’’ how was it with the 
party of the gentleman? Was there no “crab” 
movement on their side of the House? They came 
into power with a holy horror of all banks—the 


‘very name filled them with disgust and terror; but © 


no sooner were they snugly ensconced in power 
and place, than forthwith they set up to build for 
themselves one of the grandest Government banks 
that the wit of man could contrive, and baptized it 
the sub-treasury, the constitutional treasury, &c. 
Was not that proceeding a little in the ‘‘ crawfish’? 
order? Was not this ‘‘ crabbing”? it somewhat? 
Then they had a very pious hatred of bank rags, 
and preached to the people that gold and silver 
were the only constitutional currency; but it so 
happened that they found a plentiful scarcity of 
the golden shiners, so they resorted to an over- 
flowing issue of treasury notes as a currency, good 
enough for the people, while they reserved what 
gold there was for those pure patriots who had 
been rewarded with an office. Another crab 
movement. Then they proclaimed themselves 
the irreconcilable, the deadly enemies of a pro- 
tective tariff. But now they find it necessary to 
resort to a tariff again to replenish their exhaust- 
ed treasury. Very crab-like. They came here 
asserting our clear and unquestionable right to 
the ‘t whole of Oregon,” up to 54° 40’, and they 
vowed they would have it, all or none. But no 
sooner did they see the old British Lion rising up 
from his lair and shaking the dew-drops from his 
mane, than they crawfished back to 499, a dis- 
tance of four hundred miles; and there they stood 
with their coats off, panting; but after a while 
they thought it best, on the whole, to put their 
coats on again, bid adieu to Old England, and turn 
about and shake their fists at the South, and swear 
that they would have all Mexico. Now, after all 
this, one would really think that the poetic gentle- 


_man from the Ferry (who was so great an adept 


in natural history) might have perceived that he 

and his party were quite as worthy ag the Whigs 

of the title of “the crab and crawfish party.” 

Mr. G., however, would make use of no such 

language—he applied no terms of that description 

to gentlemen who happened to differ from him in. 
political sentiment. 

Mr. G., having but little time, must hasten on, 
and call the attention of the House to the instance 
the gentleman had taken from the Administration 
of the venerable gentleman from Massachusetts, 
of a refusal to communicate certain documents to 
the House, as a justification of his leader in re- 
fusing to comply with the call of the House for 
the instructions to Mr. Slidell. But if the gentle- 
man had crawfished back a ‘little further in the 
record, he would have found that President Adams 
had communicated the very documents asked for 
to the Senate, and that he referred the House to 
that body, who might impart them or not, as they 
should deem most for the public good. The in- 
stance quoted, therefore, did not sustain his case. 

But the gentleman complained of the Whigs for | 
giving encouragement to the Mexicans in holding 
out against our arms, because their speeches were 
read, as he said, at the head of the Mexican line 
when drawn up on the field. Why, did the gen- 
tleman think so little of his own poetical and elo- 
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quent speech as to suppose that the same mail 
which carried the weak and dull speeches of the 
Whigs had not carried his? And did he suppose 
the Mexicans could not tell which had the most 
weight? But were the Representatives of Ameri- 
can freemen to be estopped from the liberty of 
speech, lest what they uttered on that floor should 
reach the Mexican camps? Mr. G. had supposed, 
heretofore, that his colleague went for liberty of 
speech and liberty of the press ; but it seemed that 
the gentleman had. lately endorsed the good old 
Austrian doctrine of passive obedience and non- 
resistance. Mr. G., for the gentleman’s especial 
benefit, would read him a scrap or two of Austrian 
orthodoxy. Here it-was, and in the form of a 
catechism toa: 
“© Question. What must subjects abstain from, [besides 
_ treason ?}] f 
"¢ Answer. They must abstain from talking unreasonably 
on the events of the war. 
« Question. And why so? 
« Answer. Because, as they are not aware of the real cir- 
cumstances of such events, they easily can deceive the pop- 


ulace with their discourse. 
«& Question. What must citizens and country people do not 


to be suspected? i i 
« Answer. They must keep quietly at home, mind their 


own business, work and pray.” [Laughter.] 

Was that what ghe gentleman would have us 
do? Was that his doctrine for Whig Representa- 
tives, that they should ‘‘ not talk unreasonably of 
the events of the war,” that they should *‘ stay at 
home, work and pray,” while the gentleman and. 
his party came here and denounced them, and com- 
pared them to crabs? . l 

One reason why Mr. G. wanted to see the in- 
structions from the Government was, because he 
desired to know whether the President had given 
instructions which warranted the forcible inculca- 
tion of the Roman Catholic faith and worship on 
Our troops? Whether the observance of the cere- 
-monies of the Romish church was to be*enforced, 
by his order, at the point of the bayonet, upon 
Americans enlisting or volunteering in the public 
service? Upon that subject he wished to bring to 
the notice of the committee one fact or two. 

Mr. G. here read the following from the Pro- 
testant Union of December 15, 1847, in which an 
article was copied from the “National American, 
published in Philadelphia: | | 

«We yesterday had the pleasure of conversing with Ser- 

eant Willis, of Captain Naylor’s company of Philadelphia 
ngers, lately from Jalapa, he having arrived at home on 
Tuesday. Sergeant Willis confirms the account, hitherto 
ublished in the Sun, of the FORCED KNEELING of the Amer- 
ican troops to the Catholic Host, by order of Colonel Childs, 
Military Governor of Jalapa. ‘The orders were issued to 
the officer of the day, Colonel Roberts, of the second regi- 
ment Pennsylvania volunteers. Both regulars and volun- 
teers, officors and men, were compelled to obey the order 
at the peril of their lives. As the Host passed by, the men 
were brought to present arms, then dropped to one knee, the 
bayonet facing to the ground, the but of the musket reversed 
under the right arm, while the left hand lifted the cap from 
the head and hung it upon the cock of the musket. The 
men were, during the whole morning, drilled to this cere- 
mony by the oflicer of the guard. The men protested. The 
officer of the guard replied, ‘My orders are to drill you to 
the performance of this duty. If you refuse the performance 
of it, you Know the consequences.’ Colonel Roberts kneeled 
down with the men.”? 

Now, he wished to call attention to-the fact, that 
here, while our glorious Constitution— 

Mr. HARALSON interrupted; but 

Mr. GOGGIN declined to yield, asking the gen- 
tleman, as a matter of favor, to permit him to go 
on. If he had made any allusion to the gentleman 
he would cheerfully give way. > 

He wished to call the attention of the House 
and the country to the fact, that here, for the first 
time, had the attempt been made, under the his- 
tory of our glorious Constitution, which declares 
that the freedom of speech, the freedom of thought, 
the freedom of religion, should be preserved sacred 
and inviolate to the descendants of those patriot 
ancestors of ours who fought and bled at Bunker 
Hill, Yorktown, Monmouth, and Trenton, who 
bequeathed this richest heritage of constitutional 
freedom to their descendants, that their sons who 
were called out to fight the battles of their country 
in subsequent times were to have any particular 
religion forced down their throats at the point of 

the bayonet. He said nothing against the Catho- 
lic religion; he expressed no opinion upon that; 
but if the attempt had been made to compel the 
army, or any portion of it, to receive the Protestant 
‘religion, he would have protested against it with 
equal warmth. Why, what would the wives, the 
sisters, the mothers—those whom we hold dearest 
and above all others—think that their husbands, 


brothers, and sons, in addition to the hardships 


they were called upon to undergo in fighting the 
battles of their country, should be called to bear 
these indignities at the point of the bayonet? 

But his colleague iM. . BEDINGER] said, that 
Santa Anna was admitted into Mexico for the 
sake of ‘‘ getting up a row,” (to use his own 
language.) Had it come to this, that the Admin- 
istration of the Government, that the President of 
the United States and his Cabinet had nothing 
more to do than to carry on negotiatians by which 
the exiled President of Mexico, who was engaged 


in the high amusement of cock-fighting at Cuba,- 


should be brought home and introduced into his 
country for the sake of *‘ getting uparow?”’ This, 
he (Mr. G.) must say, with all due respect to the 
President and his coadjutors, was miserably small 
game for one who occupied thé Executive chair of 
this country. ‘To kick up a row,” forsooth ! 
And he did ‘kick up a row.? Yes, Mr. Polk, 
(if he might be permitted to follow his colleague 
in his poetical flights,) after Santa Anna had got 
into the country, after the battle of Buena Vista, 
Cerro Gordo, and all the blood and carnage re- 
sulting, might be supposed to have closet musings 
something like this: 
3 & Ah! he is indeed a cantie chiel, 

And well in war can flaunt bis banner; 

Thousands brave will rue the hour 

I gave our foe his Santa Anna.’? 

And did his colleague endorse the suspension of 
General Scott? Was it the object now, on the eve 
of a Presidential election, to arrest that proud, noble, 
gallant old hero, just about the time he was going 
to conquer. a peace, to bring him home, that the 
glory of that achievement might enure to another? 
Were the Administration about to bring him home, 
following the course which they had pursued to- 


wards Santa Anna, to ‘kick up a row” in the 


Whig party ? If gentlemen thought so, they mis- 
took their man. General Scott was not the man 
to be used for that purpose. No, (said Mr. G.,) he 
is a Virginian; but I claim him not as a Virginian 
merely, but as an American, an American patriot 
and an American general; as a citizen belonging, 
like General Taylor, not to any section of the coun- 
try, but, like the gallant hero of Palo Alto, Buena 
Vista, and a hundred other fields, who was born 
down in his district, as a gallant commander, a 
noble Whig general. ‘They were Whigs, and the 
Democrats found it very cenvenient to call on 
Whig generals. He (General Taylor) was.not the 
man more than General Scott to bring about diffi- 
culties in the Whig ranks. But he would ask 
agdin if this could be the object in recalling the 
gallant hero (Scott) just at this particular time? He 
did not say it was. But, as the gentleman admit- 
ted that the President had thought proper to admit 
Santa Anna into Mexico for the purpose of ‘* get- 
ting up a row” 

Mr. BEDINGER interposed, and (Mr. G. yield- 
ing) said he merely wished to state that he had 
not said that the object of the President in suffer- 
ing Santa Anna to pass our squadron at Vera Cruz 
was to “‘kick up a row.’’ He had said that we 
had nothing to fear from Santa Anna, because, in 
the words of the gentleman from Mississippi, (Mr. 
Tompkins,) his capacity was about equal to the 
management of a cock-fight. 

Mr. GOGGIN, resuming, said he left the gen- 
tleman and the country to distinguish between the 
carnage of the battle-field and that of a cock-fight. 
He referred to those bloody fields where American 
skill and courage had coped, and coped success- 
fully, though with fearful loss of life, with the 
forces of Mexico, commanded and stimulated to 
effort by Santa Anna, and asked if he were such a 
man as his colleague supposed him to be? 

His colleague had told them that the President 
of the United States had communicated to the 
House of Representatives all the instructions given 
to Mr. Slidell compatible with the public interest 
to be made known, and all the facts relative to the 
admission of Santa Anna into Mexico. Now, 
nothing had been given relative to the return of 
Santa Anna, save that pass which was marked 
‘“ private and confidential.” As if the object of 
the President was to throw dust in the eyes of the 
people, when this House called for information in 
reference to the return of Santa Anna, “ and all 
other persons’? who might have been admitted into 
Mexico, the President, or the Secretary of State 
under his direction, communicated information in 
regard to a little boy who came home with Lieu- 
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tenant Frémont, and omitted entirely to mention 
anything about Almonte, Rejon, and the host of 
generals who were permitted to return with Santa 
Anna, and who, when they landed at Vera Cruz, 
were received, not amidst the roar of our cannon, 
but amidst the modest blushes of Commodore 
Conner, who told us (although he had this pasa. 
from the President in his pocket) that he did not 


‘think it best to seem to know that Santa Anna was 


on board, though he could have boarded the vessel 
which contained his person. 

Now, he wanted to call the attention of the 
House and of the country to the remarkable dis- 
closure made in the ‘* Union” of the 13th April, 
1846. Under its editorial head, that paper of that 
E referring to the Courier des Etats Unis, 
said: 

“According to that journal, the different sections of the 
republican party in Mexico had, at the latest dates resolved 
to unite against the common danger, and had taken meas- 
ures to invite Santa Anna to return to Mexico, and assume 
the position of chief of the republican party. Their over- 
ture had been favorably received by the exiled President.” 

Flere, then, was a proposition made from Mexico 
“ to invite Santa Anna to return,” and “assume - 
the position of chief of the republican party.’’ 
He was called back, not by Mr. Polk alone, but 
he united, it appeared, with the Mexicans in fur- 
nishing them this ‘‘ aid and comfort” in the person 
of Santa Anna. - 

Again, the “ Union” of the 9th of April copied 
extracts from Havana, which say, under date of 
February 20: 

“ The ex-President (Santa Anna) has his emissaries going 
backward and forward continually between Havana and 
Mexico, and his ex-Ministers, who are here along with him, 
are very sanguine of his return to his native land much 
soones than most people are aware of.” 

He also read an extract from the “Union” of 
10th February, 1846, which said : 

« The Santa Anna party is growing stronger every day in 
Vera Cruz. Itis confidently asserted, that if he were to 
make his appearance at any time, he would be supported by 
an immediate pronunciamento.’? 

Here, with these facts (continued Mr. G.) 
staring the Administration in the face, and know- 
ing that Santa Anna would be hailed as the deliv- 
erer of his country, this order was given, neyer- 
theless, to Conner, not to molest Santa Anna, but 
to “allow him to pass.’’ Santa Anna accordingly 
landed; and, as would be seen by the ‘Union’’ 
of August 26, the officers of the garrison of Vera 
Cruz declared in his favor, and expressed a pur- 
pose ‘‘in nowise to change the character of the war;”’ 
and that ‘*Santa Anna had the glory to establish 
‘the Republic; whatever may have been his er- 
‘rors, he was a firm supporter of public liberty 
‘and national honor. For this we proclaim him 
‘leader of this great enterprise. ” 

Then, as if alarmed when he (Santa Anna) had 
taken his stand—when he had issued his procla- 
mation, and declared his objects—the President 
and his party being alarmed, as if a master-spirit 
had been conjured up by them to lead our enemies, 
these were the soft tones with which the “Union” 
saluted us: 

< It is impossible to conjecture what effeet will be pro- 
duced on the Mexican policy by the arrival of Santa Anna. 
His reinstatement in power seems not improbable. He is a 
soldier by profession. Almonte seems to share his counsels, 
and he, from the first, has fully committed himself on the 
question of war for Texas. * * * It [the administration 
of Mr. Polk} must negotiate sword in hand.”? 

Fie read other extracts from the “Union” on this 
subject, one of which, under date of September 18, 
1846, declared that there was no foundation for the 
rumors afloat respecting the pass said to be fur- 
nished Santa Anna by the President of the United 
States. . 

Now, (said Mr. G.,) there was some necessity 
for calling for information in regard to these things 
—for facts which the country had a right to know, 
which might be locked up in the secrets of the de- 
partment, and withheld from the public. 

He had but little time, and must hasten on. As 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. McLane] had 
thought proper the other day to introduce into this 
debate the conduct of General Taylor, and charge 
him with prolonging this war, let him (Mr. G.) 
read what General Taylor said a few days after 
the battle of Palo Alto. This was part of a letter 
from General Taylor to the Adjutant General of 
the army, at Washington: 

t: HEADQUARTERS, ARMY OF OCCUPATION, 
«c City of Matamoros, May 18, 1846. 


‘Sir: I have the honor to report that my very limited 
means for crossing rivers prevented a complete prosecution 
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of the victory of the 9th instant. A ponton train, tke neces- 
sity of which I exhibited to the depariment last year, would 
have enabled the army to have crossed on the evening of 
the battle, take this city, and all the artillery and stores of 
the enemy, and a great number of prisuners—in short, to 
destroy entirely the Mexican army.” 


This, then, had been exhibited to the depart- 


ment a year before; and the President and the de- 


gata ar complained of Congress that they 
ad failed to do their duty—though apprized of 
what was necessary to be done, never thought 
proper to take this step. 

It was said that General Taylor advised the 
march to the Rio Grande. But the fact: was, that 
General Taylor said if the Rio Grande was to be 
tnsisted upon as our ultimatum, then he would ad- 
vise the march. Bring not the charge (said Mr. 
G.) upon General Taylor of having brought on or 
prolonged the war. If ever a patriot heart beat in 
a patriot bosom; if ever a soldier showed that he 
was the friend of the Constitution and laws of his 
country, General Taylor had shown it in what he 
would now read. When he had reached Corpus 
Christi; when he had planted his army on the 
western frontier of Texas; when, if ever, had he 
been an ambitious man, and desired to make for 
himself a name and fame at the expense of his 
country, it might be anticipated that he would have 
been anxious to push forward and meet the ene- 
my, General Taylor wrote, under date of August 
15, 1845: ** Nor do I fear that the reported concen- 
tration of troops at Matamoros is for any purposes 
of invasion.”’ 

He read extracts from other letters of General 


‘Taylor while at Corpus Christi, under dates of 


August 20, yeaa 6, October 11, 1845, and 
January 7 and February 16, 1846, all announcing 
that everything was quiet at the Rio Grande, and 
ascribing the rumors and ‘‘ exaggerated accounts 
of Mexican preparations to resist our advance, if 
not indeed to attempt an invasion of Texas,” * to 
personal interests connected with the stay of the 
army here,” and expressing the hope ‘that they 
will receive no attention at the War Department.” 
This was the language (said Mr. G.) of a patriot— 
of a man who knew his duty, who had some- 
thing of the true citizen-soldier in him, and who 
would not involve his country in a war for the 
sake of any laurels which he might thereby heap 
upon his own brow. He also referred to the fact 
that Mr. Buchanan, under date of 27th January, 
stated the fact that the army had been ordered for- 
ward to the Rio Grande in anticipation of the 
rejection of Mr. Slidell, and noticed various other 
facts going to show that the order for the advance 
of the army did not arise, and could not have 
arisen, from a knowledge of the rejection of Mr. 
Slidell, or any real danger of invasion by the 
Mexicans, or of disturbance while our army lay at 
Corpus Christi. | 

But he wished to call the attention of the House 
and the country to the position taken by Mr. Polk 
in his annual message in December, 1845, in which 
he communicated to the country a remarkable fact, 
which seemed, in a great measure, to have been 
overlooked. After speaking of having sent “a 
strong squadron” to the coast of Mexico, and 
having ordered our army to the western frontier, 
and stating that ‘‘ the result has been that Mexico 
has made no aggressive movement,” and that * the 
peace of the two republics has not been disturbed,’’ 
the President said, after they had remained in this 
situation for many weeks, without any movement 
of a hostile character on the part of Mexico, “I 
deemed it important, if possible, to put an end to this 
State of things.’ hat was this state of things? 
(asked Mr. G.) Why,a state of peace, a state of 
quiet, a state in which Mr. Polk himself seemed 
to rejoice ; yet afterwards, forgetting himself, he 
said he deemed it necessary to put an end to “this 
state of things;’’ and therefore he commissioned 
Mr. Slidell to go to his ‘‘great and good friend,” 
the President of Mexico. Mr. Slidell presented 
himself, and the Mexicans agreed to receive him 
as a commissioner ; but 

hoi the hammer fell, and Mr. G.’s hour ex- 

ired. 

Mr. MORSE next obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee during the remaining min- 
utes allotted to debate. The pertinacity with 
which gentlemen on this (the Whig) side of the 
Chamber had refused, on seveřal occasions, to per- 
mit the message of the Chief Magistrate of this 
country to take the usual course of reference, he 
said, would seem to indicate on their part some 


special reasons for debating this war; and none 
appearing very obvious to his mind, perhaps some 
less charitable person than himself would be apt 
to suppose that they had desired to prejudice and 
condemn beforehand the measures of this Admin- 
istration, and this without any just sense of re- 
sponsibility; for he presumed that in thirty-five 
minutes, when the committee would be called 
upon to vote, there would be no division on the 
question of committing the several portions of the 
message to the appropriate committees. But, be 
that as it might, some two months of the session 
had been taken up in arguing the merits of the 
war in which we found ourselves involved with a 
sister Republic—Mexico. Having been, in legal 
parlance, an aider, abettor, and adviser, so far as 
his humble action as a Representative on this floor 
went, in all the acts which had been supposed to 
have been instrumental in bringing on this war, he 
felt bound to say something in defence of the 
course pursued by the Executive and the majority 
of this House. He was satisfied with the mas- 
terly, unanswerable, and to this hour the unan- 
swered, message of the President on this subject. 
If he desired another argument, he would rest his 
case upon an argument made in another branch of 
this Capitol by a distinguished Senator who ordi- 
narily voted with the gentlemen on this (the 
Whig) side of the House, [referring to Mr. Jonn- 
son, of Maryland]—a gentleman whose sympa- 
thies and feelings by no means were to be pre- 
sumed to be favorable to the Executive and the 
Administration. And that same Senator himself, 
as if frightened by the sound himself had made, 
had endeavored to answer the unanswerable argu- 
ments of his own speech. How grand, perfect, 
and unanswerable was the argument! How lame 
and impotent was the conclusion! 

He would not allude for one moment to the 
charges and the brilliant denunciations that had 
been hurled against the Administration and all who 
support it on this floor, but with a view to what 
shifts and resorts gentlemen were driven, and how 
prone human nature is to believe what we wish to 
be true; and how desirous gentlemen were to show 
that some of the measures of the Administration 
had been the means of plungingathis country into 
an unnecessary, oe and unconstitutional war. 
But perhaps it would be as well for gentlemen 
to be somewhat chary in their language, for he 
thought in his short time he should be able to de- 
monstrate that if this ‘‘ fatal order,” as gentlemen 
were pleased to term it, of the 13th of January, 
which emanated from the War Department, were 
the cause of the war, that gentlemen were equally 
to blame, more to blame, because entertaining dif- 


ferent views, and were justly responsible for every 


dollar that had been expended, and for every drop 
of American blood that had been shed in this con- 
troversy. i i 

It was known to the country at large, it was 
known to every member of this body, in the month 
of January, that this order had gone forth. The 
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up to the time the war was recognized by this 
House—and he presumed the gentlemen opposite 
would not question that authority—was full of 
comments on the Administration, and the measures 
of the Administration, and of the advance of the 
army to the Rio Grande. From day to day this 
fact was commented on. How was it, then, that 
those gentlemen who have now such constitutional 
scruples about the simple order of the Chief Ma- 
gistrate of this country for the removal of the 
troops, as though that was the cause of the war— 
how did those gentlemen reconcile with those scru- 
ples the fact, that though the order was known to 
this country, not one single man endeavored to 
arrest its execution? Not a single man made the 
attempt. They knew how easy a thing it was for 
a resolution to be offered; for this House, as they 
had seen yesterday, was flooded with resolutions 
on all subjects on which inquiry could be made, 
even to so trifling a subject as the unexpended 
balance of some hundred dollars. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the gentleman give 
way? 

Mr. MORSE replied that he had only thirty 
minutes of his time left, and as he had made no 
allusion to the gentleman from Ohio, he did not 
choose to be interrupted. He had done injustice 
to no gentleman. He defied gentlemen to show 
that any single member on this floor, or on that of 
the Chamber at the other end of the Capitol, when 


they saw this hostile movement, this ‘ unholy,” 
this ‘‘ damnable usurpation,” for which gentlemen 
said the President should be impeached, took 
measures to arrest it. 

Mr. COLLAMER inquired if any gentleman 
here knew of the movement? i 

Mr. MORSE would anwer the gentleman. 

Mr. COLLAMER granted that in the month of 
February a resolution was introduced into this 
House, but it was suppressed. 

Mr. MORSE would answer the gentleman from 
Vermont. Because, forsooth, the President of the 
United States had not thought proper to commu- 
nicate each and every order given to the generals 
of our army, gentlemen assumed that the fact of 
this order having been given was not known. 
The question was, was the fact known? He as- 
serted that it was known, as well known as an 
other fact connected with the history of this Ad- 
ministration. It was published in the newspapers 
of the day, and the passage of our army across the 
desert of Sahara was publicly debated. 

Mr. TOOMBS. When did the army start? 

Mr. MORSE. When? Why, the order was 


‘given in it and, although the army did not 


start until March, the fact that the order was given 
was known a few days after, and “Mr. Clayton, a 
distinguished Senator from Delaware, had stated 
in the Senate Chamber that he called Mr. Cal- 
houn’s attention to it at the time, but that Senator 
declined meddling with the matter, because at that 
time we had negotiations going on in relation to 
the Oregen question, which the Senator from South 
Carolina thought might be injuriously affected by 
an interference with this movement of our army 
in Texas. Thus, then, it appeared that these gen- 
tlemen, who called themselves the peculiar friends 
of the Constitution, calmly looked on, although it 
was known that the order was given—known and 
published in the newspapers—known to members 
of this House, and there was not a single step 
taken in relation to it. 

Mr. COLLAMER said that Mr. Garrett Davis 
offered a resolution of inquiry in this House. 

Mr. MORSE said further, that that ‘‘ fatal order” 
was by no means the cause of war. The causes of 
the war existed long anterior to the issuing of that 
order; and the march to the Rio Grande was no 
more the cause of the war than the march on Con- 
cord or Lexington. If he were compelled to look 
beyond the stupidity and imbecility of the Mexi- 
can Government, which, through a long course of 
years, had refused to acknowledge the fixed fact 
that a certain portion of territory was a part of the 
United States, for cause of war, he might find a 
key to it in hints and intimations which were 

iven in this body when the subject of annexin 
Texas was discussed. There might be foun 
causes for the war, for there it was asserted that 
annexation would involve us in war; and that it 
ought to involve us in war, for Mexico would 


thereby be degraded. Much was said that was. 


calculated to excite Mexico; for annexation was 
denounced as affecting her national honor, and 
thus she was urged into a war, which, however, 
she would not have attempted to prosecute but for 
the prospect of our being engaged in a war respect- 
ing Oregon. There were gentlemen perhaps on 
this floor who agreed with the gentleman. from In- 
diana, (Mr. THompson,] who addressed the House 
the other day, in believing that it was the delib- 
erate design of this Government to plunge this 
country into a war by that ‘‘ fatal order.” But did 
these gentlemen conceal from themselves the fact, 
that long before Gerieral Taylor reached the Lit- 
tle Colorado, Mexico had sent forces there, some 
hundreds of miles from the capital? Were those 
gentlemen not aware of the fact that preparations 
had been made by Mexico to support an army 
there, and that resources had been placed at her 
disposal for that purpose? Did gentlemen conceal 
the fact that war was actually declared long before 
we thought proper to recognize it as having been 
declared by the Mexican Government? But that 
was not all. He agreed with gentlemen who had- 
addressed the House on this subject that the 
President could not make war. The President 
could commit an act of hostility. He might order 
a frigate to bombard a town of a peaceable neigh- 
bor, but that did not make a war. How then did 
gentlemen reconcile their present denunciations 
with their course during the last Congress? 

Mr. TOOMBS said he did denounce the ‘‘ pre- 
amble” in the face of the ferocious majority on the 
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other side of the House, as the gentleman from 
Louisiana very well knew. 

Mr. MORSE required to be shown more than 
denunciation; he desired to be shown some reso- 
lution to satisfy him that they attempted to awaken 
the attention of the country to it, if they had 
deemed it so pregnant with evil. Perhaps the 
President of the United States might have said, 
with some propriety— 

« Hadst thou but shook thy head or made a pause . 
When I spake darkly what I purposed, 
Or turned an eye of doubt upon my face 
As bid me tell my tale in express words, 
Deep shame had struck me dumb, made me break off, 
And those thy fears might have wrought fears in me. 
But thou didst understand me by my signs, 
And didst in signs again parley with sin ; 
Yea, without stop, didst thou let thy heart consent.” 


F The gentlemen opposite would not find a suffi- 
cient excuse in alleging that their only sin was a 
gin of omission. he .President of the United 
States was their agent—he .was the Executive 

ower of this Government—sworn to execute the 

axs and Constitution of this country; and if they 
supposed at the moment that he had gone beyond 
the detter of the law, why did they subsequently 
confirm his acts? He need not tell gentlemen, for 
they had many lawyers in their ranks, that an ap- 
proval of the act of their agent made it their own, 
with all its responsibilities. Gentlemen told the 
House and the country that they voted under pro- 
test—they assumed that they voted against the 
preamble, which states that the war was brought 
on by the act of Mexico, but they did vote for it 
-with that preamble. ‘That was an incontrovertible 
fact; and to use the language of an old distinguish- 
ed leader of their party, before he would have 
voted a deliberdte and damnable lie, the bones of 
General Taylor and his army might have been left 
to whiten the plains of Mexico. But did they de- 
ny that they had now the majority in this House? 
Would they, then, be deterred from voting sup- 
plies? They could not succeed in making the 
country believe in their sincerity by the utterance 
of mere denunciation, and malignant attacks on the 
Executive of the Union and on the minority in this 
House. They could only satisfy the country of 
theirsincerity by efforts to stop this ‘“ unholy and 
damnable” war. He had often heard gentlemen 
make gine on one side, and vote on the other; 
but he had never known men vote first and talk 
after. The gentlemen opposite knew that they 
intended to vote the supplies. Why, then, would 
they endeavor to lessen the force of this Govern- 
ment by assailing an important part of it—its 
Chief Magistrate ? He would not repeat the accu- 
sation that they were giving ‘‘ aid and comfort to 
the enemy.” e permitted no man to question 
his motives, and he questioned none. But could 
it be denied that they permitted this war by not 
opposing it? They had the power, and yet they. 
dared not stop this war. It was in vain to tell him 
** you have a majority in the other House.” They 
could stop the war in ten days if they were sincere; 
and with their power gnd expressed opinions he 
would doit. Their Committee of Waysand Means 
could report a bill making a certain appropriation 
and no more, which they could pass with the de- 
claration that the war was unholy, unnecessary, 
and unconstitutional, and Mr. Polk would not dare 
to disobey. Unless they did this, could they expect 
men to believe in their sincerity ? 


Now, while he did not think that this * fatal’ 


order,” which had been so often repeated that it 
was familiar to the whole country, was really the 
means of bringing on the war, yet he thought it 
could be satisfactorily shown that that order was 


made on the suggestion of General Taylor. He 
thought the correspondence which had taken place 
between the Secretary of War and General Tay. 


lor showed that the Secretary of War,on all occa- 
sions, deferred to the better judgment of General 
Taylor, and every order that was given was given 
to carry out the views suggested by him. But 
there was another act for which the Chief Magis- 
~ trate of this country was not responsible, which, 
on the contrary, was made by General Taylor, not 
only on his own responsibility, but in defiance of 
the suggestions of the Secretary of War. Gen- 
eral Taylor cut off the supplies of the Mexicans 
by blockading the Rio Grande; while the President 
and the Secretary of War desired him to let the 
navigation of the river be free. Yes, and the first 
thing the Government knew of it was from a com- 


munication written by General Taylor, in which | 


he said he had blockaded the Rio Grande and cut 
off their supplies, which would either cause the 
Mexicans to abandon their position or eome over 
and fight him. He did not say that General Tay- 
lor desired to bring on a war, but he gave the order 
to blockade the Rio Grande in defiance of the will 
of the Executive, when he knew it would bring 
on a war. General Taylor was positively in- 
structed to do nothing; he was desired to be con- 
ciliatory; he was simply told to take a position on 
the Rio Grande. But when General ‘Taylor was 
ordered to take such a position, was he told to 
plant his batteries with his guns pointed to the 
windows of Matamoros? eré there not other 
points which General Taylor could have chosen, 
to secure our rights and prevent the Mexican army 
crossing into the territory east of the river, with- 
out selecting a position opposite Matamoros? — 
He now proposed to make a few observations 
in relation to the future policy and conduct of this 
Government to bring about what seemed to bea 
desideratum, an honorable peace. He would say 
to his friends opposite, let us know the course you 
intend to pursue. If you are sincere in the views 
you have expressed, I conjure you, in the name of 
humanity, to stop this war. He desired to hear 
how the host of unredressed wrongs and injuries 
committed by the Mexicans could be wiped out? 
In any event, he appealed to the majority to relieve 
them from the responsibility and terminate this 
war. Let them present an undivided front to the 
Mexicans. | 
The Mexican people did not understand the po- 
sition of parties in this country; but if they saw, 
by unanimity of action here, that this country was 
determined to prosecute the war vigorously, wheth- 
er Mr. Clay, or General Taylor, or any other man, 
were President, they would come to terms. For 
what were the gentlemen opposite continuing this 
war? They say they want no territory; they say 
the war was unjust and unconstitutional: why, 
then, would they continue it? Was it from a love 
of blood and carnage? Honor enough they had 
had; for, from the time the first blow was struck 
on the Rio Grande until our troops had secure 
possession of the city of Mexico, they had ob- 
tained a series of victories that had never been 
equalled. If he could conscientiously think with 
the gentlemen for a moment, he should not hesi- 
tate as to what course he should pursue. The 
majority on the other side had the power to do it. 
The war could not go on without their consent. 
They said it would inoculate the body politic to 
incorporate Mexico in this Union; why, then, did 
they not take steps to end all further hostilitles, 
and settle on terms of peace? From the decisive 
vote given the other day, when only forty voted 
to withdraw our troops and terminate the war, he 
presumed that it was the intention of gentlemen to 
rosecute the war, and to prosecute it vigorously. 
hy, then, should they get up domestic quarrels 
here? Why should they agitate questions which 
could not, in the natural course of things, arise for 
yearstocome? Why tell these people that, though 
willing to conduct the war until an honorable peace 
can be made, yet, fight as long as they might, 
offer all the obstacles to a settlement of hostilities 
that they might, we would not ask for one foot of 
land, nor for any indemnity beyond three or four 
millions of dollars? He would not say this was 
giving “aid and comfort to the enemy,” but he 
would ask gentlemen, without attributing to them 
any improper motives, if the Mexicans would not 
thereby be induced to hold out, and to endeavor 
to protract the war? What had the Mexicans 
to lose? They carried on a guerrilla warfare, and 
he doubted if they could getanother army. They 
knew that diseases and the climate were infinitely 
more fatal to our armies than their own soldiers. 
But if the Whigs would unite with the Democrats, 
and declare that they intend to carry on the war 
vigorously, and that until peace was secured, Mex- 
ico must pay the expenses, they would have an 
interest in bringing about a peace. We have ac- 
uired New Mexico and California without such 
ifficulties; and if we went on and established 
territorial government in Mexico, with the decla- 
ration that if we did not keep the country abso- 
lutely we should hold it in trust, it would be the 
means of effecting that which they all professed to 
desire. But if the Mexicans found divisions in 
the councils of this country; if they found that a 
large portion of the people of the United States 
would be willing to abandon the advantages gained, 
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the evils would be greater than the loss of the 
money expended. 

He had stated, in the outset of his remarks, that 
there was no resolution offered here calling for in- 
formation in relation to the order for the movement 
of our army. He had been furnished with a reso- 
lution which was submitted on the 3d of February, 
1846, by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr . 
Asumoun,] which he would read : 


“ Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate to the House of Representative 
any information in his possession, not heretofore communi- 
cated, which affects the relations existing between the Uni- 
ted States and the Republic of Mexico; and particularly 
whether the army or navy, or any part of either, bad been 
ordered to move towards that Republic, and what occur 
rences have come to the knowledge of the President to 
require such a movement: Provided, The information can, 
in his opinion, be communicated without detriment to the 
public interest.” ' 


Now, this was only sufficient to show that it was 
known on the 3d of February that the order had 
been given. This shows that they had reason to 
know that fact. But in the month of March it 
was made public; and if Mr. Garrett Davis offered 
a resolution, it was never carried further. 

Mr. ASHMUN said the political friends of the 
gentleman from Louisiana refused to allow it to be 
acted upon. — 

Mr. MORSE said the resolution, if offered, 
would require a suspension of the rules, as he was 
informed, and required one day’s notice, unless 
ee consent were given. That was object- 
ed to—— a 

[The hour allotted to Mr. M. here expired, and 

also the time during which the debate should con- 
tinue. 
The CHAIRMAN then stated that the question 
was on the substitute of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BropHeap] to the series of resolu- 
tions of the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Vinron,} 
but that the latter would be taken up first for amend- 
ment seriatim, before the vote was taken on the 
substitute. 

The Clerk then read .severally the Ist, 2d, 3d, 
and 4th resolutions, to which no amendment was 
offered. ‘They were as follows: 


Ist. Resolved, That so much of the annual message of 
the President of the United States to the two Houses of 
Congress, at the present session, as has reference to the re- 
lations of the United States with foreign nations—to the 
causes that brought on the war with Mexico—to the alleged 
invasion by Mexico of the State of Texas—to the com- 
mencement of hostilities—to the efforts made by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to obtain a peace—to the cession 
by Mexico to the United States of a portion of her territory 
as an indemnity for our claims on her—to a release of Mex- 
ico from her liabilities to our citizens, and the assuinption of 
their payment by the United States; together with the re- 
commendation that the provinces of New Mexico and the 
Californias should be retained by the Unitcd States as an in- 
demnity—that they should hereafter be considered constitu- 
ent parts of our country, and the civil laws and jurisdiction 
of the United States extended over them; and the recom- 
mendation that the other Mexican provinces which have 
been reduced to our possession by conquest should continue 
to be held as a means of coercing Mexico to terms of peace, 
and that adcquate compensation should be fixed by law for 
such officers, both civil and military, as may be employed to 
conduct such government,—be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

2d. That so much of said message as recommends that 
territorial governments be established in New Mexico and 
the Californias, and the establishment of a territorial gov- 
ernment in Oregon, be referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. e 

3d. That so much of said message as relates to the state 
and condition of the army, to its increase, and to its opera- 
tions in Mexico, together with the report of the Secretary 
of War accompanying said message, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

4th. Thatso much of said message as relates to the estab- 
lishment of tribunals to try and punish crimes, and exercise 
jurisdiction in civil cases over American citizens in China, 
and so much as relates to the imposition and collection of 
duties on imports into the ports of Mexico by order of the 
President of the United States, and the disbursement of the 
moneys so collected, be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, with instructions to said committee to inquire 
and report by what law or authority said duties are imposed 
and said moneys disbursed. 


The fifth resolution was read, as follows: 

5th. That so much of said message as relates to the com- 
merce, tonnage, and navigation of the country, and to the 
influence which the operations of the sub-treasury, the ex- 
clusion of the receipt of bank paper in payment of dues to 
the Government, and the tariff act of the 30th of July, A. D. 
1846, have had, and will have, on the trade and currency of 
the country, together with so much of the accompanying report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury as relates to these subjects, be 
refered to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. VINTON was understood to say, that as 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury had 
been referred, this resolution required amendment. 
He therefore moved to strike out the words *‘ to- 
‘gether with so much of the accompanying report 
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‘of the Setretary. of the Treasury as relates to 
€ these subjects. ”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The sixth resolution was read, as follows: 

6th. That so much of said message as relates to the sub- 
ject of manufactures, and to the influence of the tariff act of 
the 30th July, A. D. 1846, on the manufactures of the coun- 
try, together with so much of the acompanying report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury as relates to this subject, be referred 
to the Committee on Manufactures. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, it was amended by 
striking out the words which were stricken from 
the fifth resolution. 


The seventh resolution was passed without 


amendment. It 1s as follows: 

«7th. That so much of said message as relates to the con- 
dition and operations of the navy, together with the accom- 
panying report of the Secretary of the Navy, be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


The eighth resolution was read, as follows: 

. 8th. That so much of said message as relates to the reve-, 
nue, to the public debt, to the increase thereof, to the crea- 
tion of a sinking fund, to a duty on tea and coffee, to the 
collection, safe-keeping, and disbursement of the public 
moneys; to the coinage, and the establishment of a branch 
mint at the city of New York; to the amendment of the 
sub-treasury act; to the estimated expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment, together with so much of the accompanying report of 
the Secretury of the Treasury as relates to these subjects, be 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend, by striking out 
the words which had been stricken out of the fifth 
and sixth resolutions. | 

Mr. WILMOT moved to amend the amendment 
by inserting the following : 

& And that said committee be inetructed to report a bill 

which shall provide for raising annually, during the continu- 
‘ ance of the war with Mexico, and until the payment of the 
public debt, the sum of five millions of dollars, to be as- 
sessed on personal property, stocks, and money at interest, 
. and apportioned among the States as provided by the Con- 
stitution.” 


Mr. WILMOT inquired if, under the rules of 
the House, he had not five minutes allowed him to 
explain his amendment? 

The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. WILMOT then proceeded to say, that he 
had offered this amendment because he was op- 

osed to a tax on tea and coffee, and that he should 

e compelled to vote against any proposition to 
that effect that might be offered. He believed the 
course which he proposed by this amendment was 
the proper one for meeting all extraordinary de- 
mands on the Government. For the ordinary ex- 
penses of the Government he was willing that the 
money should be raised by duties on imports; but 
for all extraordinary expenses there should be an 
appeal made to the people. This was the straight- 
forward way of doing business, and the Secretary 
of the Treasury, he was sorry to see, had not the 
courage to recommend that upon which he insist- 
ed when out of office. As a free-trade man, he 
should have adhered to the doctrines of this amend- 
ment. The Secretary of the Treasury should have 
known that it was impolitic to create a debt with- 
” out providing the means for its payment, and for 
the purpose of providing the means for the extin- 
guishment of the debt he new submitted this propo- 
sition. He preferred this mode for another reason: 
it was to avoid imposing all the burdens of the 
Government on the poor and laboring part of the 
community. Tax tea and coffee, and nine-tenths 
of it would be paid by the laboring part of the peo- 
ple. And why, in God’s name, (he asked,) should 
this be so? hy should they not tax the manu- 
facturers of the country, and the capitalists of the 
East and the South, to the amount of a fair propor- 
tion of the expenses of the Government? The peo- 

le of this country would shrink from no sacrifice 
which they were required to make for the prose- 
cution of a war that was just and necessary. They 
would pay the tax whieh his amendment proposed 
to impose cheerfully. And the tax should fall on 
those on whom this amendment would impose it. 
It should fall on commerce and on great commer- 
cial cities. Itshould fall on men who have means; 
who have money at interest, and large sums in the 
stocks, and who owned much personal property. 
It should not fall on those whò fight our battles; 
on the same class of men that sustained their coun- 
try’s honor on the bloody field. To throw on them 
the burden of maintaining the war might grind 
them down for years to come. The plan now 
proposed, he repeated, was the honest and straight- 
forward plan. It was the manly course, and the 
true way to meet the question. 

[Here the Chairman’s hammer fell, announcing 
the expiration of the gentleman’s five minutes. ] 


Mr.GENTRY moved to amend the amendment! 
so that it should provide that the committee should 
ways into the expediency of bringing in such a 

ill. 

The amendment suggested by Mr. GENTRY 
having been accepted, the question was taken on 
the amendment as modified, by tellers—Messrs. 
PoLLock and McCLeLLAND—and it was decided 
in the affirmative by a majority of 93 to 29. 

The amendment of Mr. Vinton was then adopted 
as amended. 


The ninth and other resolutions were then read, 
as follows: 

«9th. That so much of said message as relates to the 
public lands, to the graduation and reduction of the price 
thereof, to the amendment of the preémption laws, to the 
surveying and bringing into market the lands in Oregon, 
together with so much of the accompanying report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury as relates to these sflbjects, be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

“lOth. That so much of said message as relates to the 
Indian tribes and to our intercourse with them, together 
with so much of the accompanying report of the Secretary 
of War as relates to this subject, be reterred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

«llth. ‘Fhat so much of said message as relates to the 
condition and operations of the Post Office Department, to 
the collection in the British post ofiice of discriminating 
postages on letters and other mailable matter transported in 
American mail steamers, together with the accompanying 
report of the Postmaster General, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

«12th. That so much of said message as relates to agri- 
culture, and to the relief which is therein alleged it has de- 
rived trom the burdens of the protective policy, under the 
operation of the tariff act of July 30, A. D. 1846, andso much | 
of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury as relates to 
this subject, be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

« 13th. That so much of said message as recommends 
that provision be made for the families of those who have 
fallen or died in the service in Mexico, be referred to a 
select committee. 

‘614th. That so much of said message as declares that it 
may become proper for Our commanding generals in the field 
to give encouragement and assurances of protection to such | 
friends of peace in Mexico as will establish a government 
there, able and willing to conclude a peace with us, ‘and 
secure to us the indemnity we demand,’ be referred toa 
select committee. 

« l5th. That so much of said message as relates to the 
manner in which the war with Mexico ought to be prose- 
cuted, and the policy that should be pursued in respect to it, 
be referred to a select committee.” 


. The three last resolutions were amended, on the 
motion of Mr. VINTON, by adding thereto ‘‘ of 
nine members,” the number of which the select 


committees were to consist not having been speci- 
fied. i 


Mr. BRODHEAD moved that the resolutions 
which he had submitted as a substitute be taken 
up for amendment seriatim. 

They were taken up and read accordingly, and 
the following were passed without amendment : 

Resolved, That so much of the tnessage of the President 
of the United States to the two Houses of Congress at the 
present session as relates to the existing war with Mexico, 
to the condition of our citizens in China, and the propriety 
of making payment to the Spanish Government in the 
‘¢ Amistad case,” together with the accompanying corre- 
spondence in relation thereto, be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Resolved, That so much of the said message as relates to 
the condition and operations of the army, the propriety of in- 
creasing the same, and levying contributions upon the ene- 
my, together with the report of the Secretary of War, be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Resolved, That so much of the said message as relates to 
the establishment of Territorial Governments in Oregon, 
New Mexico, and the Californias, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. ` 

The Clerk then read the fourth resolution, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That so much of the said message as relates to 
the condition of the treasury, to the means of obtaining 
money to prosecute the war with Mexico, the propriety of 
imposing a duty upon tea and coffee, the warehousing sys- 
tem, the constitutional treasury, and the propriety of estab- 
lishing a branch mint at New York, be reterred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 


_ Mr. WILMOT moved to amend this resolution 
by adding the words which, on his motion, had 
been ingrafted on the 8th resolution of Mr. Vin- 
TON’S series. 

Mr. MEADE moved to strike out the words | 
5 five millions,” and leave a blank for the amount. 

ost, 

Mr. McKAY moved to strike out that portion 
which required the annual tax of five millions dol- 
lars, to be continued not only during the war, but 
during the continuance of the public debt. If this 
war was prolonged; if there was no reasonable 
probability that it would be brought to a close 
within a short time; if the rumors were not true 
that were flying all over the country that a treaty 
of peace has been concluded, whether by autho- 
rized or unauthorized agents of this Government; 


if, he repeated, there was no reasonable probability 
that this war would be brought to a close while this 
Congress was in session, he should feel it to be his 
duty, as a Representative of the people, to vote to 
raise the means, by an appeal directly to the pockets 
of the people, for the prosecution of the war. In 
doing this he had no doubt he should be sustained 
by the approbation of those who had sent him here. 
He hoped the war would be brought to a close in 
a short period; and, if so, there would be no ne- 
wiser for such a provision as this amendment 
would make. He knew the people of this country 
were patriotic enough, if they believed the war 


-was commenced constitutionally, to provide the 


means to carry it on and to bring it to a successful 
termination; but if the war was brought to a close 
within a reasonable period, there would be no ne- - 
cessity for any extraordinary provision, as the ordi- 
nary revenues of the Government would be amply 
sufficient to meet the public debt as well as the 
current expenses. He therefore moved to strike 
out the words “and until the payment of the pub- 
lic debt.” 

Mr. ASHMUN asked the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. McKay] to modify his amendment 
by inserting the words ‘ created by the war” after 
the words ‘ public debt.”’ 

Mr. McKAY declined so to modify his amend- 
ment; on which thequestion was taken, and it was 
rejected. | 

The words “ and other,’ a mere verbal correc- 
tion, were added after the word “ personal,” and 
before ‘‘property,’? in Mr. Witmor’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VAN DYKE moved to add, after ‘“ public 
debt,” the words ‘occasioned by the war.” 
Agreed to. | : 

Mr. HENLEY moved to add, after the word | 
“ debt,” the words *‘ created under the Adminis- 
tration of John Tyler.” Lost. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, desired to insert the 
word **Whig’’ before the word “Administration.” 

Another proposition was made to add the words 
“of Martin Van Buren.” 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, appealed to the Chair- 
man. to rule all these amendments out of order. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Pennsy!l- 
vania [Mr. Wiimor] was itself an amendment in 
the second degree, which was as far as they could 
go. It was an amendment to the amendment of 
another gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bron- 
HEAD. o, 

‘The CHAIRMAN said the proposition of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bropueap] 
was offered as a substitute for the series of resolu- 
tions submitted by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Vinton. | 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, replied that a substitute 
was not recognized by the parliamentary law. A 
substitute was in the nature ofan amendment, and 
must be so treated. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wi.Lmor’s 
amendment, and was agreed to. 

The residue of Mr. BropHeap’s resolutions were 
then read as follows, and passed without amend- _ 
ment. 

Resolved, That so much of the said message ag relates to 
the graduation and reduction of the price of the pubiic lands, 
the amendment and modification of the laws granting pre- 
emption rights to settlers, to the establishment of a surveyor 
general’s office in Oregon, and the grant of lands therein to 
laine settlers, be referred to the Committee *on Public 

ands. 

Resolved, That so much of the said message as relates to 
our relations with the various Indian tribes, and the appoint- 
ment of Indian agents west of the Rocky Mountains, be 
referred to the Cominittee on Indian Affairs. © à. 

Resolved, That so much of the said message as relates to 
the condition and operations of the navy, to the increase of 
sea steamers, together with the report of the Secretary of 
the Navy, be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Resolved, That so much of the said message as relates to 
the progress and condition of the mail service, the operations 
‘of the Post Office Department, and the postal arrangements 
with foreigu governments, together with the report of the 
Postmaster General, be referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. BropHEap—his stries of resolutions—as a 
substitute for those of Mr. VINTON. 

The question being taken on striking out Mr. 
Vinton’s resolutions, and inserting those of Mr. 
Bropueap, it was decided by tellers in the nega- 
tive: Ayes 81, noes 95. | 

Mr. VINTON’S resolutions, as amended, were 
then agreed to; and, on motion of Mr. COBB, the 
committee rose, and reported the resolutions,.as 
amended, to the House. ie © 
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Mr. COLLA MER addressed the Hoase nearly 
as follows: I have listened with a good deal of 
attention to the debates which have occurred in 
this House on some of the subjects contained in 
the President’s message, and I was desirous to 
extract, if I could, some general principle out of 
them. I have heard gentlemen discuss them now 
for many days; I have seen the array of parties in 
this House, or rather of the leaders who speak 
here, and who have explained their respective 
views on the great questions which are now agi- 
tating the country; and I have heard them, with 
regret, indulging in apparently but ill-disguised 

ersonalities in regard to the motives of gentlemen 
Opposed tothem. This has, for the most part, 
been done very modestly, with entire decorum, 
in point of form; yet one thing has been observ- 
able throughout: men have evidently been in- 
clined to think and to say that those who dis- 
agreed with themselves in opinion on the great 
points of public policy, especially in regard to this 
war, were enemies to their country. ‘They have 
at least permitted the community so to understand 
it, and this, [ may say, on both sides. 

Now, a man may differ from me in opinion on 
a question deeply affecting our common country, 
and yet, surely, be no enemy to that country. 
The truth is this: men erect in their own minds a 
standard of national prosperity, and of the ends 
and means of Government in its promotion; and 
then they take it for granted that everything which 
crosses their track must of course be hostile 
to the prosperity of the country, because, with 
them, the prosperity of the country is estimated 
according to the standard in their mind. 

And now, to travel back a little, we may ask, 
what are the great ends and purposes for which 

vernment is created? I have an idea, more or 

ess perfect, of those ends, and it is this: what- 
ever advances a nation in its social condition, con- 
sidered as physical, rational, and moral beings, 
is the legitimate end to be pursued by its govern- 
ment. And the means to accomplish this consist 
in the improvement of the country, the improve- 
ment of the means of mutual intercourse, whatever 
tends to make us a homogeneous people, and pro- 
motes the advance of the entire society in comfort, 
intelligence, and murals. 

I have been but a short time here; it is not more 
than five years since I became a member of this 
House; but with that amount of Congressional 
experience, and after carefully listening to the re- 
marks of gentlemen here, I am constrained to con- 
clude, that there are in this body gentlemen who 
have erected in their minds very different standards 
of national prosperity from that which I deem just 
and proper. According to their conceptions, the 
prosperity of a nation consists in what most ad- 
vances its military glory; in whatever extends the 
area of territory possessed; in whatever gives eclat 
to the nation, by blood, by gunpowder, by feats of 
arms. With them that is national prosperity. If 
they think that to be the true end and the proper 
means for a government, they will very naturally 
conceive that those who would obstruct this end— 
who would put 4 stop to such a career of pros- 
perity, are enemies to their country, traitors to its 
government. The fundamental difference be- 
tween us, then, lies in the question,—What is it 
which constitutes national glory? Iam justified 
in this conclusion by a review of what has recently 
happened in our history. What was the great 
enterprise on which we embarked when weadopted 
other than ordinary measures for the increase and 
extension of our territory, by the annexation of 
Texas, is not, and cannot, with honest and candid 
men, be a matter of dispute. The people in one 
portion of the Union said that Government ought 
so to use its power, as to cause that power to oper- 
ate on slavery.. At this doctrine the people of the 
South became alarmed. Their alarm, I think, was 
unfounded; but it was real, and they resorted to 
the annexation of Texas with a view to counteract 
the action they apprehended in another quarter. 
When the thing was announced by the official 
organ of the Government, the object was not 
cavilled about. Look at the language of Mr. Up- 
shur and of Mr. Calhoun. When they announced 
the formation of thé treaty of annexation to Mr. 
King, and to Mr. Pakenham, and to Mr. Shannon, 
Officially, as the organs of this Government, they 
avowed the object to be to preven the abolition of 
slavery in Texas by the influence of England, and 
the effect of such abolition on slavery here. The 


` 


object was not disguised. The man who says that 
such was not the design of that movement, charges 
the organs of his Government with deliberate false- 
hood, or else is endeavoring to humbug the people. 
But what was the difficulty in this matter? Both 
parties had formerly held, and uniformly main- 
tained that this Government had no power to act 
in any way on the subject of slavery. The ques- 
tion was notin which way Government should act 
upon it, but whether it could act at all. The peo- 

e held that Government had nothing to do with 
it whatever. 

Now, I ask, was not the treaty-making power 


| of this Government by the Texan treaty invoked 


to exercise its powers in-reference to slavery? 
Most certainly it was. And those who.were in 
favor of the treaty, in invoking such action by this 
Government, took the very ground before occu- 
pied only by the extreme abolitionists, viz: that 
Government could touch the subject in any way. 
But in regard to that treaty, we had it officially 
announced that the power of the Government was 
exerted to effect slavery. Being thus driven to 
the wall, the only question which remains for us 
is, in which way it shall effect it? There is; how- 
ever, but little question I presume on that point. 

I say, that the annexation, as made, was uncon- 
stitutional; but we are not going, on that account, 
to dissolve the Union, nor do I say that we are not 
bound by the act, practically, unconstitutional as it 
was. What I mean to say is, that when once men 
have resolved to go ahead in a course of that kind, 
neither the Constitution nor any other obstacle can 
long stand in their way. The whole question lies 
in a nut-shell, and it has been settled by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, who have 
declared that when the treaty power of this Gov- 
ernment has annexed any territory.to the Union, 
then we have legislative power over it, and not 
before.. We may annex by the treaty-making 
power, but the legislative power has no jurisdic- 
tion till the territory is actually brought, by treaty, 
into the Union. But in the case of Texas, the 
treaty was rejected, and Texas could not constitu- 
tionally be annexed in any other way. 

No one function of this Government lies, at the 
same time, in two different branches of the Gov- 
ernment. If a certain function of Government 
belongs to the treaty power, then it does not be- 
long to the legislative power. So I understand Mr. 
Madison. 
writings of Mr. Madison, in which he lays down 
the doctrine asserted by Mr. C., viz: that the 
same power cannot belong to each of the depart- 
ments. The same specific function in no case be- 
longs to any two branches, and cannot be exercis- 
ed separately by each of them; such action would 
be unnatural in theory and dangerous in praotice. ] 
The annexation (Mr. C. went on to say) was at- 
tempted to be effected by treaty: none could doubt 
that this would have been constitutional; but if the 
function of annexing belonged to the treaty power, 
then, according to Mr. Madison, it could not be 
exercised by any other branch of the Government. 
But we overrode Mr. Madison and the Constitu- 
tion too, and made a contract by legislative action 
which could only lawfully be made by the treaty 

ower, until we got the territory actually into the 

nion, and so within legislative jurisdiction. It 
was all an anomaly—a gross and palpable contra- 
vention of the Constitution. 

The treaty was rejected; and why? Because it 
went to the Rio Grande? Exactly for that reason, 
the joint resolution of annexation avoided that dif- 
ficulty; it annexed only what should be found 
properly to belong to Texas. We had already 


settled, by the rejection of the treaty’, that the ter-, 


ritory up to the Rio Grande did not properly be- 
long to her. Then came the President and took 
military possession of that very portion of terri- 
tory, the inclusion of which in the treaty caused 
the treaty to be rejected. It was in possession of 
the Mexicans, who had farms, towns, and forts 
there. That was possession. There was no es- 
cape from this statement of fact. The country was 
taken military possession of by our army under 
the orders of the President, while it was in the ac- 
tual possession of the. Mexican people. Mr. C. 
insisted that annexation.could only be made either 
by treaty or the sword. We annexed Texas by 
the sword. He affirmed the act of the President 
to be unconstitutional. But to say this was not to 
say that therefore the war was unconstitutional. 
The President might involve us in a war any day 


[Here Mr. Cottamer quoted from the. 


he pleased; he had only to insult a foréign minis- 
ter and refuse to apolagize, and we should be ina 
war forthwith. We had for a long time a diffi- 
culty with Great Britain. If the President had 
marched an army to Quebec, there would have 
been war at once, though the act of doing so would 
not have been constitutional; but this would not 
render the war itself unconstitutional. 

Thus the war with Mexico was begun, and it 
went on much in the same way. Our army got 
into a situation of peril; the President communi- 
cated that fact to Congress, and said that war ex- 
isted by the act of Mexico. Then came the bill 
of supplies; and many on Mr. C.’s side of the 
House voted for it. The question was, whether 
our army should be relieved; and they voted the 
bill, notwithstanding its preamble, to effect that — 
object. Our army then crossed the river, and 
pushed into what none denied to be the territory 
of Mexico. It entered Matamoros, and pushed 
on to Monterey. More supplies were voted. Con- 
gress at one time were told that our army was in 
danger, and there was glory ahead; next we heard 
that ‘the halls of the Montezumas were in view; 
and so from one glorious prospect to another; yet 
all the while the Executive was declaring that he 
had no such thing as conqfest in view. Well, no 
man could put his finger on any particular act, and 
say this is conquest. Why, what was conquest? 
It was the taking of territory with a view to re- 
tain it. The matter was perfectly plain. It was 
true that at the last session and in the session pre- 
vious, Mr. C. had not been without his suspicions; 
he did suspect, strongly, that more was meant by 
the operations of our army than a mere taking and 
temporary holding of forts and passes.” He saw 
expeditions fitting out for California, with instruc- 
tions to takeand to hold it; sothat if, at the end of 
the war, a treaty should be made on the basis of 
the ult possidetis, the United States might retain it 
in their hands. That arrangement looked to some- 
thing more than our controversy with Mexico; he 
suspected from that time that the true object was 
conquest. But the Executive message utterly de- 
nied all such purpose—no conquest was intended. 
And thus we had been led on from step to step, 
till at length we were here. And what was our 
condition now? We were told that our armies 
were to be spread all over Mexico, and all the capi- 
tals of the several States were to be seized and 
taken possession of, and the General Government 
was to be kept in constant agitation without a 
quiet spot to set its foot upon. But all this was 
not to destroy the nationality of Mexico. Oh! no; 
nothing further from the intention of the Execu- 
tive. It was much like the case of a man who 
should say to another, I have no intention of kill- 
ing you; oh! nó; while at the same time he was 
firing cannon balls through his vital parts. ‘This 
profession was all quibble. We were taking every 
means in our power to destroy her nationality, so 
that there would be nobody left in power to make 
atreaty with; but we meant no conquest—oh! no, 
not at all. 

The President told Congress that his object was 
to obtain indemnity; but there was evidence that 
that was not the real end in view. He sent Mr. 
Trist, who corresponded with the head of the 
Mexican Government. The terms of the treaty 
he was to make were not expressed in the mes- 
sage. These were blank in the agreement; and 
when the Mexicans said that they were willing to 
accommodate on the subject of the boundary line, 
as to whether it should run along by the Nueces 
or pass through the midst of the “stupendous de- 
sert,” he said he would refer that question to his 
Government. But there was a sine qua non in the 
instructions. They must surrender to us the 
whole of New Mexico. This, they contended, 
was more than we could pretend to demand as in- 
demnity. Oh! yes, replied Mr. Trist, and there- 
fore we are willing to pay you for it. They then 
put to him a question which never was answered: 

s it worthy of you, as a republican and christian 
nation, to compel us to sell our country? It never 
could be answered. It was manifest that the Presi- 
dent’s object was not indemnity, but something 
much beyond it. So much more that he was 
ready to pay for it. Now, Mr. C. said, he regard- 
ed all territorial acquisition made by treaty at the 
close of a war as conquest. The treaty was the 
child of the war; it was produced by the war; and 
what we get by the treaty we get by the war; call 
it purchase or whatever else you like, it was con- 
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uest, and only conquest.. With this avowal by 
the President of his intention virtually to destroy 
the whole country and annihilate its Government 
—having arrived at this point in the wan, the ques- 
tion presented itself, What are we to do? 

The war had thus far been conducted with this 
` disguised design; but he had now reached the point 
where this masquerade was necessary no longer. 
We had in Mexico an army, with general officers 
looking for viceroyalties and governorships. We 
had politicians, too, looking for posts and places of 
a civil kind; and we had a shipping interest whose 
interests were largely involved in the transportation 
of men and munitions of war. And, lastly, we had 
a people infatuated by the delusion of military 
glory, and carried away by the hurrah of national 
fame and conquest. hen the great and govern- 
ing passions of a people were ance roused by the 
desire and confident hope of obtaining, by force of 
arms from others, that which by their own indus- 
try they never could hope to acquire, we had 
reached a point where the statesman must pause 
and inquire, what was to be done? Men were 
gathered into large assemblies and told that it was 
our duty and our destiny to go ahead from con- 

uering to conquer, and whoever dared to resist 
the onward rush was straightway denounced as a 
traitor. We had now got up to the point where 
there was no longer any need for keeping up the 
thin disguise. ‘The chairman of the Military Com- 
mittee in the Senate of the United States—a man 
high in political station, in personal, confidential 
intercourse with the President—announced in his 
TEE that we haye a right to-go on and conquer 
xico; that we havea right, af she does not cede 
to us all we want, to take from her whatever we 
want by force; and it was maintained openly that 
this was a great Democratic principle. Could it 
be expected of Mr. C. that he should seriously and 
coolly undertake to do battle against a doctrine 
such as this—a doctrine which would have dis- 
graced a barbarous age six hundred years ago? 
Yes, the avowal had at length been made. Yet it 
was but an honest and unmasked avowal of the real 
principle on which the war had been conducted 
from the beginning, though hitherto under some 
weak disguise and various excuses, changing with 
the changing circumstances of the drama. Now it 
stood naked, withouta veil, in the open light of 
day, and Mr. C. had heard no reproof of the prin- 
ciple thus avowed. 
r. C. really did not know, ander such circum- 
“stances, where or how to begin. He called upon 
- all who had any respect to the memory of our 
forefathers, who, in declaring the war of our Inde- 
. pendence, professed to have a decent respect to 
the opinions of mankind, and called upon the God 
of battles to help the right. Buthere Mr. C. called 
upon all who loved right, and loved their country, 
to denounce and renounce a train of measures so 
monstrous. He called upon all who had any regard 

` for justice, or fear of God, who was its living em- 
bodiment, to join their efforts to wipe this foul stain 
from the hitherto fair name of our country. 

He would fain speak with coolness on every fit 
subject of discussion in this House, but he could 
not do it. The subject stirred too deeply within 
him. The abhorrence, the indignation he felt ren- 
dered coolness impossible. 

Mr. McKAY here interposed to explain. The 
gentleman from Vermont should not do injustice to 
the member of another branch of Congress. The 
ground taken by the individual to whom he had 
referred was, that, when we had a just claim against 
another nation, and she was unable to pay us in 
money, we had a right, if she refused to pay us in 
territory, to take what was necessary by force. 
He had not stated the doctrine so broadly as the 
gentleman represented. 

Mr. COLLAMER, resuming, said that he had 
no reference to the explanations which the gentle- 
man had made afterwards. He was speaking to 
the doctrines promulgated at the time, and not to 
what he had afterwards said in the way of explain- 
St away. 

he CHAIR here called Mr. C. to order, 
reminding him that it was out of ordér to speak of 
what was said ‘in a coordinate branch of Con- 


gress. , 

Mr. COLLAMER replied that what he had 
been commenting upon had been promulgated ina 
public journal, and put forth by the official report- 
er of the Senate. However, there was nothing 
. peculiar in the declarations to which he referred; 


the only thing which rendered it remarkable was 
its being somewhat premature. Under the prin- 
ciple avowed, the President had only to set up a 
claim against any foreign nation, no matter whether 
well or ill-founded, and then he could take as much 
of their territory as he chose and was able to take. 
He had only to raise a claim, and then raise an 
army. The principle covered the whole. After 
the promulgation of doctrine like this to our own 
people and before the world, Mr. C. hoped there 
would be no more petty piddling excuses about 
sending troops here or there, no more nice in- 
quiries into dates; the broad doctrine was openly 
avowed, that whatever we claimed we had a right 
by force to take. . 

I will endeavor rapidly to state some of the 
principles which I hold on this subject, and which 
go to show clearly, to demonstrate that the acqui- 
ring of territory by force of arms is an act of 
dangerous tendency, and ought not to be counte- 
nanced. 

In the first place, by doing so we do violence to 
the first principles of our Government. Our Gov- 
ernment is based upon the principle that mankind 
are competent to self-government; therefore, to go 
to a people and compel them, at the point of the 
bayonet, to cone into our Government, is a total 
subversion of the very fundamental principles of 
our Government. 

In the next place, we have pretended that we 
are competent to our own Goverment—that man- 
kind can govern their own passions. What does 
this say to the world? hy, that the republi- 
cans of America cannot govern their own passions; 
that they have ungovernable desires to take other 
people’s property; that they have been preying 
upon a weaker neighbor, and are seriously prepar- 
ing to swallow up her very existence as a nation. 

e do nat govern ourselves, our own passions, in 
the view of the world, if we adopt any such pro- 
ceeding. _ 

In the next place, however much may have been 
said about destroying the nationality of Mexico, 
we should destroy our own nationality by such an 
act. Weshall cease to be the people that we were; 
we cease to be the Saxon race Americanized—the 
people coming from a proud intelligent ancestry, 
capable of reducing to successful practice a gov- 
ernment within ourselves. We shall take in seven 
or eight millions of people in no way homogene- 
aus, incapable of being reduced to common feel- 
ings, common interests, common desires with 
us. 

Again, we are told we must go on with the war, 
because we must have ‘“‘ indemnity.’ One single 
word upon that. What do the Executive and 
those people who talk about it mean to be under- 
stood when they talk about ‘“‘indemnity ?” Do they 
expect we are to attain dollars and cents to put into 
the treasury, to replenish the outlays of millions 
which we have incurred? Now, what is there in 
Mexico from which we can obtain one single dol- 
lar? Can we derive anything from any or all her 
lands? Itake it that nobody supposes we could 
take away lands which are now in the hands of 
individual proprietors. Through the whole of Mex- 
ico there is not an acre fit for cultivation which is not 
granted away or hypothecated, and which has not 
been for a hundred years. 1 know that gentlemen 
consider that this people are exceedingly hungry 
for land. They say it runs in our race. I know 
it did when we fought the Indians for land, and 
drove them across the Ohio. When St. Clair was 
defeated by the Indians, and when our men return- 
ed to bury their dead, they found the Indians had 
filled the mouths of all our dead men with earth ! 
Whatever may be the bait held out on this score, 
there can be none obtained; and I verily believe, it 
appears very obvious, that a large part of those 
people who talk of “ indemnity” know that there 
is no land from which a dollar can be obtained. 
Therefore this story about getting ‘‘ indemnity’” 
is a delusion, a perfect and groundless delusion, 
however hungry our people may be for land. 

But it is said we must stay and fight it out, be- 
cause-we cannot make peace. That plea is equally 
false. Was there not, in the Trist treaty, an offer 
made by the Mexicans for peace? If you would 
stop this hungry hankering desire for conquest, you 
could make peaceinthirty days. The only difficulty 
was, then, that this Government insisted on the 
whole of New Mexico as well as California. The 
pretence, therefore, that you have got to go on, and 
you have got so far that you can better go on than 
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go back, is all a delusion and falsehood. I do not 
charge any man with lying about it, but it is a 


perfectly unfounded assertion. 


The next objection I have to the conquest of 
Mexico is, that I consider, when the people are 
baited on by the desire of conquest and deluded by 
the idea of military glory, we are mortgaging our 
own country for a debt of millions and hundreds 
of millions. A yet undisclosed debt is to be incur- 
red in this war of conquest, and what is to become 
ofit? [tisto become a mortgage,a lien on all the 
industry, all the results of industry, all the lands, 
and all the property of this country, for a succes- 
sion of generations to come. 

My next objection is, if the laws of nations are 
not to be utterly overridden and treated as mere 
moonshine, as our Constitution is too often treated— 
if any respect is to be had to the opinions of mankind, 
and the laws of mankind—if we conquer Mexico, 
we must take all her debt with her. I do not un- 
dertake to say it will ever be paid; I do not under- 
take to say how rife repudiation will ever become; 
but this I know, if the Jaws of nations are to be 
regarded, every dollar is to be paid. [cannot stop 
to read authorities on this point; but [ refer gentle- 
men to Vattel, book 2, section 203; in which, after 
treating of this subject at some length, he says: 
‘“ For a conqueror to refuse to pay the debts of the 
‘country which he has subdued, would be robbing . 
‘the creditor with whom he is not at war. ’”’ 

Do you not perceive, in all the orders given to 
our commanding officers, they are required careful- 
ly to avoid touching foreign property? Well, who 
owns this debt against Mexico? England, France, 
and other nations besides ours—I do not know 
how many uncounted millions. ‘Therefore, when 
you conquer the territory, you incur the debt; you 
are to count up your own millions with the millions 
which Mexico owes too. All this would have to 
be paid if you do not utterly override the laws of 
nations. 

Another reason which is assigned why the army 
should not come home is, that we should incur - 
national disgrace and national dishonor. I do not 
profess to be quite as nice a judge of honor as 
many men, not being very well versed in the pecu- 


liar principles of what is called the code of honor. 


I know something about the laws of common hon- 
esty, and I take itthat whatever is national honesty 
is consistent with national honor. I once heard 
a man remark, that he never knew a person appeal 
to his honor but he had used up his honesty. I think 
there is considerable foundation for the remark; 
and my idea is, that whatever can be done with 
honesty can be done with honor. 

The question then is, Can we honestly come 
home? ‘*Oh! but somebody will say something 
about your running away.”’ Is it possible that, 
after these repeated successful battles, anybody 
will charge us with running away? Is it necessary 
that, after you have your adversary down, you 
should keep your foot on his neck and ail him, 
and take your pay in his clothes? If thatishonor, 
it belongs to some code with which I am not ac- 
quainted. No, it is national honor and national 
magnanimity to come home. We have done enough 
and more than enough. 

But it is said it is our “ destiny” to go. Why, 
it seems to me, if such a thing is destined to be done, 
it does not require much aid from us. If I am des- 
tined to have my neighbor’s horse, am I therefore 
destined to go and steal him? It seems to me, Í 
would let “ destiny’? work, and I should get him 
honestly by-and-by. This plea of ‘ manifest des- 
tiny” was first avowed in this House in reference 
to the Oregon question by a gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Baxer.] At that time it produced geqeral 
laughter; it was matter of general derision through | 
the House. Now it is adopted as one of the po- 
pular issues of party! .It was our “ destiny” to 
go up to 540 40’. ell, the President settled the 
tt upon a line some five degrees lower, and 

id not the people acquiesce? 

But it is said, in behalf of the conquest, that 
thereby we should do good to the people of Mex- 
ico! A doctrine of this kind was the doctrine of 
the crusades; it is the very doctrine with which 
Cortez disgraced the christianized world when he 
overrun Mexico before. It is the plea which has 
been at the foundation of every conquest and cru- 
sade which has disgraced the world, It will not 
do for a people to adopt the idea that their institu- 
tions are better than any body’s else, and undertake 
to force them upon others at the point of the bay- ~ 
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onet; much less does it become the people of the 


United States. 
The hour here expired, and Mr. COBB obtained 
the floor, and, on motion, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 


ferred :. 4 

By Mr. HARALSON : The petition of sundry citizens of 
Heard, Carroll, and Paulding counties, in the State of Geor- 
gia, praying the establishment of certain mail routes therein 
named. : 

By Mr. KENNON: The petition of G. D. Kinnear and 60 
others, citizens of Belmont county, Ohio, praying a propor- 
tionate reduction of postage on all newspapers not containing 
more than five hundred square inches in size. , 

By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition of Jane Lynn, of Union 
county, Pennsylvania, widow ofa revolutionary soldier, pray- 
iiy for a pension. N 

By Mr LUMPKIN: The petition of Willian Fuller, pray- 
ing compensation for mail services on the mail route from 
Augusta to Savannah, in the State of Georgia. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: The petition of Eli Dresbach and 
140 others, citizens of Seneca county, Ohio, praying Congress 
to carry into effect the provisions of the Brownstown treaty 
and of the several ucts of Congress relating to the construc- 
tion of a road southerly from Lower Sandusky, Ohio. Also, 
petitions from citizens of Wyandot county, relating to the 
same subject. Also, petitions from citizens of Sandusky coun- 
ty, relating to the same subject. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana: A memorial from the 
trustees of the Wabash and Erie canal, in Indiana, praying 
for the passage of a law to confirm to the State of Indiana 
the selection of lands heretofore made by commissioners ap- 
pointed by the State, under the act of Congress granting to 
the State certain lands to aid in the construction of said canal. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petition of R. P. Harrison and 
13 others, citizens of Kirtland, Ohio, tor releasing the free 
States from all support ofslavery. Also, the petition of G. W. 
St. John and 3dothers, citizens of Morgan, Ohio, for closing 
the war with Mexico by withdrawing the army. Also, re- 
solutions of a meeting at Taneytown, Pennsylvania. Also, 
the petition of lsaac Haynesand 10J3others, citizens of Ohio, 
for a reduction of postage. Also, the petition of David Jack- 
son and 127 others, citizens of Ohio, that no more supplies 
may be given to carry on the war with Mexico. Also, the 
petitionef David Jackson and 127 others, citizens of Ohio, 
for the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CROWELL: ‘lhe petition of S. M. Prentiss and 
others, citizens of Portage county, Ohio, praying the reduc- 
tion of postage one-half on all papers containing not more 
than five hundred square inches. 

By Mr. T. BUTLER KING: The petition of the Central 
Railroad and Banking Company of Georgia, praying that cer- 
tain bonds given by said company for duties on railroad iron 
inay be cancelled. a 

By Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 
citizens of Alleghany county, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
reduction and equalization of postage on juvenile publica- 
tions. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, February 1, 1848. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition from 
citizens of the State of New York, praying that 
Rouse’s Point may be made a port of entry; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DOWNS presented a petition from citizens 
of the parish of Natchitoches, Louisiana, praying 
the confirmation of their land titles in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to repeal a part of the act 
entitled ‘“ An act to appropriate the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands, and to grant pre- 
emption rights.” The bill having been read a first 
time— . 

Mr. DOWNS expressed a wish that the bill 
might now have its second reading. 

Mr. PHELPS expressed his regret that there 
was a disposition to press a bill of such importance 
through the Senate. He desired time to examine 
its provisions, and was therefore reluctantly com- 
pelled to object to its second reading at this time. 


Mr. MANGUM, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, asked that the Committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the me- 
morial of the New Garden Monthly Meeting of 
Friends, asking the termination of the war with 
Mexico, the withdrawal of our troops, &c., and 
that it be laid on the table. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, 

™ Resolved, That the Military Committee, to which has 
been referred the petition of John Charles Frémont, in rela- 
tion to California claims on the Government of the United 
States, be authorized and directed to take testimony, writ- 
ten and oral, in regard to said claims, and, for that purpose, 
to summon witnesses now in or near the city of Washing- 
ton, and to administer oaths to said witnesses, and take 
their testimony in writing, and that the committee have 
eave to employ a clerk. 


s 
` 


On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Powhatan, in Lawrence 
county, Arkansas, via Walcott, to Willis, in Greene county, 
in said State. 


On motion of Mr. BREESE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire what legislation (if any) is necessary for 
the disposal of the lands lying upon the illinois river, in the 
State of Illinois, and Known as the “lost lands,” and to 
réport by bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. BREESE, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to inform the Senate what quantity of the public lands lying 
in the State of Illinois has been granted for military boun- 
ties since the lst day of January, 1819; the price at which 
they wert held by the United Stgtes; when granted; and 
also the quantity relinquished to the United States under 
the operation of the act of 24th of April, 1820. 

The resolutions submitted some days since by’ 
Mr. Bacsy, relative to the powers of the General 
Government, were taken up in their order, when 

Mr. BAGBY stated that he had no intention to 
ask the Senate to consider the resolutions at this 
time. He was desirous that the important bill 
now before the Senate should be first disposed of. 
He would therefore move that the resolutions be 
informally passed over, until that business be ter- 
minated, when he would call them up for consid- 
eration. 

The resolutions were then informally passed 
over. 


The following resolution, submitted on Friday, 
the 28th of January, by Mr. Miter, was taken 
up and adopted: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether he has caused to be 
laid and collected any taxes, duties, or imposts, upon goods 
and merchandise belonging to citizens of the United States, 
exported by such citizens from the United States to Mexico ; 
and, if so, what is the rate of such duties, and what amount 
has been collected ; and, also, by what authority of law the 
same have been levied and collected. 


On motion of Mr. RUSK, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill to allow further 
time for satisfying claims for bounty lands for 
military services in the late war with Great Brit- 
ain, and for other purposes. | 

Mr. RUSK moved to amend the bill by striking 
out, in the 8th line of the 1st section, the words, ‘in 
the war of the Revolution or.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said, that having intro- 
duced the bill, he would make a single remark in 
reference to the amendment. He did not know 
that there was any revolutionary soldiers whose 
claims for military bounty land were unsettled. In 
drafting the bill, however, he had inserted a pro- 
vision for their benefit in case there should be any 
left. There were some nine hundred soldiers of 
the last war who had claims to bounty lands which 
were still unsatisfied. His friend on the right (Mr. 
Rusx] had information from the proper depart- 
ment on the subject, and it might be that these 
were all the claims which were yet to be adjusted. 
He believed that the amendment had been submit- 
ted in order to remove the apprehensions of some 
friends over the way lest the bill might otherwise 
open the door to the unsatisfied Virginia military 
land warrants. The bill had nothing to do with ` 
that subject, which it did not at all look to or em- 
brace. ‘That subject would come up for considera- 
tion, when he should report a bill, of the introduc- 
tion of which he had given notice. He would 
again express the hope that the amendment would 
be withdrawn, lest there might be a single revolu- 
tionary soldier left who was entitled to military 
bounty land who could receive it only because his 
claims were manifest by the records of the depart- 
ment, and who would be entitled only to one hun- 
dred acres of land if he should successfully estab- 
lish his claim. It seemed to him, therefore, to be 
better to allow the clause in the bill toremain. It 
was inserted in former laws on the subject, and he 
did not see any necessity to strike it out in the bill 
now before the Senate. He added, that he deemed 
it proper to make this explanation without having 
any very decided feeling one way or the other with 
regard to the amendment. . 

r. RUSK said, that the only object he had in 
view in offering the amendment was to obviate the 
objections raised the other day against the bill, 
that it might open the door to the claims of revo- 
lutionary soldiers. He did not know whether there 
were any such claims in existence. This was sim- 
ply a renewal of the law which expired in July 
last. However, he presumed that there would be 
no difficulty after the explanation of the gentleman 
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who had reported the bill, and therefore he would 
not press the amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS had designgd to offer the same 
amendment which had been submitted by the 
Senator from Texas, and he hoped that it would 
not be withdrawn. If there were no revolutionary 
claims, as had been stated, he did not see the 
necessity for retaining the clause in the bill which 
the amendment proposed to strike out. It was 
useless, and therefore, on the very supposition that 
there was no case to be provided for, the clause 
was clearly unnecessary. But the bill, as he 
understood it, admitted of a construction which 
would allow a vast amount of those claims for land 
bounties, hitherto the subject of so much discus-- 
sion in both branches of Congress. His objection 
to the bill was, that it admitted of a construction 
which would again open the door for all the Vir- 
ginia claims. To avoid that construction, which 
it seemed was not contemplated by the gentleman 
who reported it, he would desire to see the amend- 
ment made. iter 8 

Mr. UNDERWOOD hoped that the bill would 
be amended as was desired; hut he assured, the 
Senator from Vermont that if the bill were suscep- 
tible of the construction which he had described, 
former bills were liable to the same objection. 
Each renewal of the law had been open to the 
same objection. The Senator was mistaken on 
the subject. The bill as it stood only related to 
the bounties which it proposed to give to the 
officers and soldiers of the, revolutionary army, 
upon the continental establishment, and had noth- 
ing whatever to do with the promise of bounties 
made by the Legislature of Virginia. But lest any 
difficulty should arise from the retention of the 
clause to which objection was made, he hoped that 
the amendment would be agreed to, so that the bill 
might at once pass, and these nine hundred soldiers 
of the late war receive the bounties to which they 
were entitled. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then reported to the 
Senate, read a third time, and passed. 


The Senate then proceeded to consider the bill 
supplementary to the act entitled “An act to regu- 
late the exercise of the appellate jurisdiction of the 
Supreme Court in certain cases, and for other 
purposes,” as amended by the House of Repre- 
sentatives; when the further consideration was 
postponed, and the amendments ordered to be 
printed. 

On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, the prior orders 
were postponed, and the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the bill to provide for additional examining 
clerks in the Patent Office, and for additional fees 
in certain cases, as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LEWIS moved to strike out the words after 
the enacting clause, and to insert the printed amend- 
ment which he sent to the chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana. What is the 
amendment? 

Mr. WESTCOTT explained, that the amend- 
ment was simply a substitution of the bill passed 
by the House of Representatives, which was con- 
sidered as more satisfactory than the bill which 
had originated in the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana. 
of the House bill. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended. The amend- 
ment having been concurred in, the bill was read 
a third time and passed. 

(This bill provides for two additional examiners in the 
Patent Office, at salaries of $2,500, and two additional assist- 


ant exaininers, at salaries of $1,500 per annum, and for three 
clerks at $1,200 cach per aiunum.] 


The VICE PRESIDENT said that he thought 
it respectful to the Senate to give notice of his in- 
tention to be absent from the city for some days. 
He made this statement, in order that Senators 
might be prepared to go into an election for a 
President pro tem. at their meeting to-morrow 
morning. 

THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
to raise, for a limited time, an additional military 
force. 

Mr. DOUGLAS addressed the Senate at great 
length. [A full report of Mr. D.’s speech will be 
found in the Appendix. | 

On motion of Mr. BELL, - 

The Senate adjourned. 


I am in favor 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 2, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. RHETT said that yesterday, unconscious 


of offence to any one, he was absent from his seat, 
preparing the speech he delivered last week for 
the press, and therefore had not the opportunity 
of correcting at the time they were made several 
misconceptions and perversions (unintentional, no 
doubt) of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Goc- 
cin.} His first misstatement—that which in real- 
ity is the cause of his heat and personalities—is as 
follows: | 

« Was it for that gentleman to say to the Whigs of that 
House that nine out of ten of them were the very men who 

olonged the war? Mr. G. never had heard such a charge 
brought by either side in a political contest hefore—to brand 
a whole party, and that in time of war, with giving aid and 
camfort to the enemies of their country, and prolonging the 
very war they continually denounced! Who commissioned 
that gentleman to come here and rcad to the members of 
this House lectures on political morals and regard for the 
Constitution ?”? 


Now, (said Mr. R.,) I said nothing whatever 
in my speech about the Whig party “giving aid 
and comfort to the enemies of their country.” I 
did not charge them with ‘prolonging the war.” 
What I said was this: that nine-tenths of them 
(and this expression, he admitted, was entirely too 
strong) would be very sorry to hear to-morrow 
that a peace was concluded, and that they were 
very willing that the war should continue until 
the next Presidential election, although they de- 
nounced it. And, sir, I assigned my reasons for 
this opinion. They looked to the war as the 
grand lever for lifting them to power in the next 
Presidential campaign. He had not expressed 
that opinion lightly; he had said so because he 
believed it. Nor did this imply any charge of a 
want of patriotism on their part. Why might not 
the Whig party 

Here Mr. T. BUTLER KING called Mr. 
Raett to order. The gentleman had asked leave 
to make a personal explanation; but, instead of 
doing this, he was going into an elaborate statement 
of reasons in vindication of a former speech, and 
explaining why he had brought certain charges 
„on the Whig party. 

The CHAIR replied to Mr. Kine, that it was 
not competent for the Chair to decide what a gen- 
tleman might think necessary to a personal expla- 
` nation. The House had unanimously given per- 
mission to the gentleman to explain, and the Chair 
could not interfere. 

Mr. KING thought that if gentlemen, when 
allowed by the courtesy of the House to make 
personal explanations, abused that courtesy by 
going into attacks on political opponents, they 
ought to be stopped. i 8 

Mr. PENDLETON moved that the gentleman 
from South Carolina have leave to proceed. 

Mr. T. B. KING. To proceed in order, not 
out of order. 

The CHAIR ruled that Mr. R. might proceed. 

Mr. RHETT said he had no wish to be out of 
order; hé had been explaining that in making cer- 
tain charges on the Whig party, he had spoken 
-only what he believed; but that he had by no means 
intended to charge on his political opponents any 
want of patriotism or fidelity to their own princi- 
ples. And in saying this, it did not follow that he 
put any *‘ brand” on the Whig party. They may 
conscientiously believe that the Mexican war, for 
the next six months, was a far less evil than the 
continued ascendency of the Democratic party. 
Many, too, may be of opinion that the debt which 
the war must create will be of greater benefit to the 
country, from the protection it will afford to our 
manufacturing interest, by the increased duty on 
imports it will require, than the direct evils of the 
war itself. But even had he asserted what the gen- 
tleman charges he did, ‘‘ that the Whig party was 
in favor of prolonging the war,” it would have been 
nothing to be offended at; it would not have been 
without justification. Here, where the supplies 
must originate, the Whig party have a majority, 
and can, therefore, by declaring their determina- 
tion to refuse the supplies, stop the war at once. 
Copgress has been in session two months, and they 
have not done this. More than this, the Commit- 
tee of .Ways and Means, entirely under their con- 
trol, has reported a loan bill of eighteen millions 
of dollars to this House. If they will not stop the 


war when they can at any day, buf, on the con- 


charge that they are willing it should continue or 
be prolonged ? 

he next error of statement by the gentleman 
from Virginia 1s as follows: 

« That gentleman had been too recently initiated into the 
secrets of. the Cabinet to learn his own lesson; and yet he 
caime to talk to members of that House about the powers 
and prerogatives of the President, and based his entire 
speech on the doctrine that the Executive had a right to 
withhold from the people and the people’s representatives 
all knowledge of the ends and purposes for which he had 
begun, or was still prosecuting, the existing war.” 


This basis of his entire speech, Mr. R. said, he 
hag unfortunately never heard of before. He 
knew of no call upon the Executive to communi- 
gate to this House ‘‘ the ends and purposes for 
which he had begun, or was still prosecuting, the 
existing war.’ That point, therefore, had never, 
to his knowledge, been made in the debate, or in 
the House. There had been a call upon the Presi- 
dent to communicate to this House the instructions 
given by the President to Mr. Slidell in his mis- 
sion to Mexico. To that point he had spoken, 
and had contended that the President had a right 
to withhold the information the House required; 
but even this point was by no means the basis of 
his speech. [Ít formed but a part—one only of 
many other false positions assumed in the debate 
which he controverted. | 

The next error is no better than those he had 
already noticed : 

“The gentleman had said, ‘So help him God, if he be- 
lieved the President guilty ofa violation of the Constitution, 
he would vote to impeach him to-morrow.’ Could not the 
gentleman see, even from his own case, that a man might 
attempt the grosest violation of the Constitution of his coun- 
try, and yet not even be arrested? Why had ke not im- 
peached General Jackson? 'T'here had been a Democratic 
majority at the time in the House, yet they never voted an 
impeachment.” 

The charge here is that my professions are not 
honest, because, being in Congress, I did notcarry 
them out with respect to General Jackson. With- 
out saying anything with respect to General Jack- 
son, who only carried out laws which Congress 
had passed, it is enough to repel the charge of 
inconsistency, for me to state that I was not a 
member of Congress during any part of General 
Jackson’s administration. 

The gentleman from Virginia further says: 

« At the last session, that gentleman had voted with the 
Whigs against the insertion of the preamble in the bill of 
supplies which declared that this war existed by the act of 
Mexico. * * * When the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina got up here and charged the Whigs with prolonging this 
war, and yet had refused to say the war was begun by Mex- 
ico, what were the inferences to be drawn froin this vote? 
Somebody, surely, must have commenced the war; the gen- 
tleman refused to declare that it was the Mexicans ; then it 


must have been somebody in the United States. It was not 
Congress; who, then, was it ??? 


Sir, said Mr. R., I refused to vote that Mexico 
‘begun the war,” as I have refused here to vote 
that the President ‘* begun the war.” Both of these 
positions, I have argued, were erroneous; anda 
large portion of my speech (to which the gentle- 
man seems so carefully to have attended) was de- 
voted to establish the proposition that Congress 
alone, under the Constitution, can begin or declare 
war, and that by the act of May, 1846, Congress 
did declare and begin the war. 

Again, the gentleman from Virginia says : 

‘The gentleman had stood shoulder to shoulder with the 
Whigs in declaring that it was not begun by Mexico; and 
yet, in five minutes after giving that vote, had voted the sup- 
ply bill with the preamble in its front, thereby voting in 
direct and open contradiction of his own speech. Now, 
when a gentleman of this sort charged inconsistency on the 


Whigs, it would perhaps be as well he should look first at 
his own.” 


Mr. R. said that if he had been guilty of incon- 
sistency, he shared it with the whole Whig party 
in the last Congress, with but a very few excep- 
tions. But, in truth, there was no inconsistency 
at all. Everybody knows that a preamble is no 
part of a law. He had voted against an incorrect 
preamble; and, when he voted for the law, he 
voted for all in it that constituted the law, which 
did not include the preamble. So far as the law 
was concerned, the preamble was nothing but a 
little blacking on paper. He should always deem 
it his duty to vote for any law he approved of, in 
spite of any preambles. 

The last matter he would notice was not per- 
sonal as regards his argument, but personal as 
regards his conduct. The gentleman had quoted 
from a speech delivered by him (Mr. R.) in the 


trary, propose the supplies, is y an exceptionable. 


South Carolina Convention which repealed the 
ordinance of nullification: 

« Had the gentleman been himself such a devoted friend 
to the Constitition, such an attached admirer and lover of 
this Union? -Let any one listen for a moment to the lan- 

age he had used in the South Carolina Convention in 

arch, 1833: ‘I cannot palter with conscience or play the 
‘hypocrite ; nor can Carolina, consistently with her honor 
‘ or truth, dissemble as to her: true situation. I boldly de- 
¢ clare it, (and I belie I express the feelings of the freemen 
‘I represent,) under the Government as administered, Ihave 
‘no ar attachment to the UNION OF THESE ÑTATES.?’ 
And yet that was the gentleman who stood up here and de- 
nounced the whole Whig party as guilty of prolonging this 
war! Whence, Mr. G. would again ask, had that gentleman 
his authority? Did he get it from his own consistency, pru- 
dence, loyalty to the Constitution, and love to this Union? 
Hear him again: ‘No; for bere is the bill of blnod by 
‘which the little of the Constitution that was left is scat- 
‘tered to the winds; and the sword and the purse of the 
‘Confederacy are placed in the hands of an insolent and 
‘brutal dictator.’ ”’ 

The gentleman seemed to regard this as a great 
outrage against the Constitution and the Union, so 
much so as to render any man who had been guilty 
of it for ever after incapable of speaking about 
either the Constitution or the Union. Sir, said Mr. 
R., we, in South Carolina, as consicentiously be- 
lieved, in that day, that we were upholding the 
Constitution of the United States as those opposed 
to us. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, here called 
Mr. R. to order, and objected to his proceeding. 
This was not a a explanation; it was the | 
commencement of a discussion on the subject of 
nullification. 

The CHAIR said that the gentleman was speak- 
ing under the unanimous permission of the House. 
There was no question before the House, and 
therefore the remarks of the gentleman could not 
be objected to as irrelevant. The gentleman from 
South Carolina had received unlimited permission 
to say whatever he might deem necessary to a per- 
sonal explanation, with this only restriction, that 
of avoiding personalities in debate. It seemed, 
therefore, to the Chair, that as the gentleman was 
invading no rule of the House, (all rules being sus- 
pended,) it had no power to interpose to arrest the 
gentleman’s course of remark. He ruled the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina to be in order. 

Mr. ROCK WELL took an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER required Mr. RockweE uv to 
reduce his appeal to writing; which he was pro- 
ceeding to do, when— 

Mr. RHETT said, that if he had been right be- 


fore, he certainly must be right now; for he had 


just got to the real point, and he submitted whether 


in such a state of things an appeal could lie? 

Mr. BURT said, he trusted the gentleman would 
save the House the question by consenting to with- 
draw the appeal. ` 

Mr. ROCKW ELL said, he had no objection to 
do so if the gentleman would confine himself, in 
his further remarks, to what was strictly personal. 
He thereupon withdrew the appeal. 

Mr. RHETT then resumed. I was observing, 
that so far from being violators of the Constitution, 
on the contrary, after the proclamation of Presi- 
dent Jackson, we considered ourselves as alone 
carrying the ark of the Constitution. And Ido - 
not doubt, if the gentleman from Virginia had.been 
in a similar situation, he would have used lan- 
guage at least as strong as that which he correctly 
says I used towards the Union. Ashe has spoken 
of the ‘“ immortal resolutions of 1798,” I must pre- 
sume he would have been with the Republicans of 
Virginia in the eventful struggle by that great State 
against the alien and sedition laws. 

Mr. GOGGIN here interposed to explain, and 
said, that he was not correctly represented in this 
part of the report of his remarks. He had not 
spoken of the resolutions of 1798, but of the great 

hig party of 1848. 

Mr. RHETT. Well, sir, it will be no shame 
to him to suppose that he would have been with 
his native State in her resistance to that first great 
aggression on the Constitution.and the rights of 
the States. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, here interposed. It 
was important, he said, that the House should de- 
cide what were and what were not the rights of 
members of the House when allowed to make per- 
sonal explanations here. He would therefore raise 
a point of order as to the gentleman’s further pro- 
ceeding, and would reduce it to writing. 

He did so, and his point of order was read at 
the Clerk’s table. It was, in substance, that the 
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ntleman from South Carolina, having been al- 
owed by the unanimous permission of the House 
to make a personal explanation, had.no right to 
extend his remarks beyond what was strictly per- 
sonal to himself, and to go into an answer to the 
speech of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Goaer. 

The CHAIR said that thig@was an abstract 
point of order, and, if it even should be decided in 
the. affirmative, would still leave the question 
whether the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
Ruett] was departing from what was personal, 
and going into a reply to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia. ‘This question the Chair did not feel itself 
authorized to decide. 

Mr. SMITH. Has the gentleman from South 
Carolina a right, then, to make a speech of an 
hour in reply to the gentleman from Virginia, un- 
der'the pretext of making a personal explanation? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has made no such 


‘decision. 


Mr. SMITH then said he would modify his 
question of order. 
The CHAIR remarked, 


@ 
that permissions to 
make personal explanations always 


had been 


_ abused. (He-did not say that they had or had 


not in the present case.) The only remedy for 
the evil would be for the House to make some 
specific rule for thatend. There being none such 
at present, the Chair ruled the gentleman from 
South Carolina to be in order. 

Mr. SMITH modified his point of order so as 
to declare that the gentleman hom South Carolina 
abused the courtesy of the House by explaining 
and defending positions taken by him in a former 
speech made in the House; and he took an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman specifies no 
particular remarks as being out of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to lay the’appeal on 
the table. 

Mr. SMITH demanded tellers, which were or- 
dered. 

Mr. GENTRY inquired of the Chair whether, 
if the appeal should not be laid upon the table, it 
would be debatable? 

The CHAIR doubted if it would be. 

The question being taken, the appeal was laid 
upon the table: Ayes 97, noes 36. 

Mr. RHETT resumed. What he had been say- 
ing when called tô order was personal to himself. 
He had been observing that the gentleman from 
Virginia, if put in like circumstances, would, he 
doubted not, have used the same or even stronger 
language than that to which he objected. 

Su pose, after Virginia had passed these laws, 

e Government of the United States had sent 
frigates and sloops-of-war up the James river to 
Richmond, and had quartered on the outskirts of 
that city a portion of our army, under the com- 


mand of the general-in-chief, with the avowed pur- 


pose of reducing Virginia to submission by force 
of arms, would the gentleman from Virginia have 
been very much enamored with “ the Government 
as administered ??? and would he have then been 
willing to make thé profession of pang “c ardently 
attached to the Union of these States ?”? [ do not ask 
him as a Democrat, who solemnly believed these 
laws to be enferced to be unconstitutional; but I ask 
him, as a Virginian, could he have suppressed feel- 
ings of indignation and alienation [would he, if he 
could, have suppressed them ?] against a Govern- 
ment and Union which had thus added threats and 
insults to its oppression? Sir, such was our posi- 
tion in South Carolina when your ships-of-war 
were in the harbor of Charleston, and a py of 
your army on Sullivan’s Island. But although the 
gentleman would have said as I did, that “ under 
the Government, as administered, I have no ardent 
attachment to the union of these States,’’ I doubt 
whether he—I doubt whether any Republican in 
Virginia in 1798—would, under such circumstan- 
ces, have said what I added in this speech, over- 


:looked entirely by the gentleman from Virginia in 


his quotations from it. Certainly the gentleman 
would not have said more if he desired to have his 
rofessions believed; and I think it would have 
been far more graceful if he had not compelled me 
to produce it as a sequence to his quetation. 
f will send it to the Clerk’s table to be read. 
Mr. BOTTS.. I object. 
Mr. RHETT. Then I will read it myself. He 
then read the following: 
“ But, Mr. President, let me not be misunderstood. When 
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I speak of the Union, I speak of it as it now is, not as it once 
was. I speak of the Union withits abuses, not ag it ought 
to be, without them. I speak of the Union without the Con- 


stitution—destroying the Constitution and the great princi- 


ples of liberty it was intended by our fathers to perpetuate 
and secute. For the Constitution of the United States, and 
the Union it was intended to create, I will yield to no one in 
my devotion and attachment. It has been for such a Union 
that we have struggled for years, and the hope of reforming 
it from what it is alone has rendered our situation tolerable 
under its oppressions.” . 

Mr. COLLAMER asked leave to make a per- 
sonal explanation. - 

[Many voices objected.] 

Mr. COBB obtained the floor, and was about to 
proceed in addressing the Chair. 

Mr. COLLAMER earnestly pressed for liberty 
to make a very brief explanation. 

[Objections and some confusion. ] 

Mr. COLLAMER. Ido not wish to explain 
what I said, but only to correct an error. [We 
have since learned from Mr. C. that the error he 
wished to correct in the report of his speech was, 
that he was reported to refer to certain remarks 
made in the Senate by the chairman of the Mili- 
tary Committee, (Mr. Cass,) instead of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations, Mr. 
SEVIER. | 

Objection being made to Mr. CoLLamMER’s pro- 
ceeding— 

Mr. COBB was again commencing; when 

Mr. VINTON asked to say a word from the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

This, too, was objected to, and a good deal of 
confusion arose. The House at length agreed to 
hear Mr. VINTON, who said that he had given 
notice, on Saturday last, that he would on this 
day call up the loan bill. It was important that 
that bill should be acted on; but, as there existed 
great impatience in the House to close the debate 
on the pending resolutions, he should at present 
content himself with expressing the hope that the 
debate would be closed this day. If, however, it 
should not be closed, he here gave notice that at 
one o’clock to-morrow he should move the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. GOGGIN wished to make a ver 
penesen » but the House would not 
an 

The SPEAKER announced that the question 
first in order to-day was the concurrence by the 
House in the kaa Aa reported yesterday by 
the Committee of the Whole, referring the Presi- 
dent’s message to appropriate committees; which 
question was pending when the House adjourned 
yesterday. 

Mr. COBB expressed his willingness to yield to 
gentlemen for personal explanations, but the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. Root] having objected to 
any being made, it would be of no avail, and he 
would therefore proceed_with his remarks. And 
he would, in the outset, say to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Vinron,] who had just intimated his 
desire that this debate should be brought to a close, 
that they upon his side of the House were dispos- 
ed to close the debate, and supposed it would have 
been closed when the resolutions were reported 
from the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
Union. But immediately on their being reported, 
the gentleman from Vermont {Mr. CoLtLamer] ob- 
tained the floor, and re-opened the discussion. 
Any time they thought proper to close it and take 
the question, he thought he might safely say, that 
they on his side of the House would unite with 
them in bringing this protracted debate to a close. 

Mr. BRODHEAD appealed -to Mr. Coss to 
yield the floor, to allow him to move an amend- 
ment to the resolutions, being, as was understood, 
the substitute moved by him in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COBB signified his willingness to yield, if 
he did not thereby lose his right to the floor. But 

The SPEAKER, on the point being raised by 
Mr. TOOMBS, decided that he could nog yield for 
this purpose and retain his right to the floor. 

Mr. COBB therefore declined to yield, and 
moved an amendment to the 8th resolution, to add 
after the word ‘personal’? the ‘words ‘and 
other,” so as to include ‘‘ other” than ** personal”? 
property in that upon which it is proposed to levy 
the tax. 

Mr. COBB then proceeded to address the com- 
mittee. It has been solemnly asserted (said he) 
during the present session of Congress, and entered 
in the form of a solemn vote by the party in the 
majority upon this floor upon the records of this 


brief ex- 
ear of it; 
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House, that the war in which we are now engaged 
with Mexico was ‘‘ unnecessarily and unconstitu- 
tionally begun by the President of the United 
States.” I take it that gentlemen, in voting this 
declaration, intend to convey fully the idea which 
the language employed by them imports—that the 
war is an unnecessary one, that it could easily 


“have been avoided by the exercise of proper wis- 


dom, discretion, and foresight on the part of the 
President, if he had been actuated by proper 
motives in the various measures which he has 
taken in reference to it—in order to sustain ‘the 
charge that the war was thus unnecessarily and 
unconstitutionally begun by the President, and in 
seeking to make him responsible before the country 
for all the blood which has been spilt and all the 
treasure which has been expended in the prosecu- 
tion of this war. The effort is made to put the 
responsibility of the war upon the order given by 
the President of the United States for the removal 
of our army from Corpus Christi to the Rio 
Grande. That, sir, is the head and front of the 
offending of the President of the United States, on 
account of which he is charged with having brought 
such a calamity and disgrace upon his country as 
necessarily result from having the country in- 
volved in war with a foreign nation. 

It may not be amiss, when we are examining as 
to the necessity of this war, as to the original 
causes which brought it about, and seeking to find 
the individual upon whom the responsibility is 
justly chargeable, to inquire what was the state of 
feeling and what were the opinions :which were 
entertained, not only on the part of gentlemen on 
this side, but on the other side, of the House, (for 
we were not alone the advocates and supporters 
of annexation,) during the progress of annexation. 
It may be of some service to us to know, at the 
time when these resolutions proposing the annex- 
ation of Texas to the United States were under 
consideration by the Congress of the United States, 
what were the objections which were then urged 
by the opponents of that measure to the introduc- 
tion of the Republic of Texas into the Union as 
one of our free and sovereign States. l need not 
remind gentlemen who were here during that dis- 
cussion; I need not remind those who are familiar 
with the views taken of this question by the public 
men of the country belonging to the opposite party, 
and the public press, which express, or are sup- 
posed to express, their sentiments, what were their 
feelings, views, and opinions in reference to the — 
result which would come upon the country if an- 
nexation was carried outas proposed by the friends ` 
of that measure. But it seems really that the 
memory of these gentlemen requires to be refreshed 
upon this subject. They have forgotten that at 
the time the measure was pending before Con- 
gress, and before the country, we, who were the 
friends of the measure, were met by them with 
the declaration, which then sounded all over the 
country as a great objection to annexation, that, 
in the event that annexation was carried out, war 
with Mexico would be the necessary result. We 
were told at that time, if you carry out this work 
of perfidy and iniquity towards the Republic of 
Mexico, you will necessarily give to that Republic 
cause of offence, such as will inevitably involve 
you in astate of war. These things should not 
pass away from the memory of gentlemen. They 
ought to recollect that at that time they held up 
before us the black picture of war between the 
United States and Mexico, and upon the con- 
sciences of those who supported that measure 
they endeavored to throw all the blood and all the 
waste of treasure which would result if the annex- 
ation was perfected. ' R 

Sir, if this was true, if the position then assumed 
by gentlemen was well founded, if they were hon- 
est and sincere in the declaration that they then 
sent forth to the country, I ask how it is now that 
all this responsibility which then rested upon the 
friends of the measure in advocating, supporting, 
voting for the resolutions of annexation, is to be 
wiped out and forgotten, and the whole of it to be 
brought up and charged upon. the conscience of 
the President of the United States, for having, as 
they now declare, involved us in a war which was 
“ unnecessary,” and which could have been avoid- 
ed if proper prudence, discretion, and foresight had 
been exercised by him? Not only did gentlemen 
then declare that war would be the result of an- 
nexation, but they went one step further, and 
declared that the annexation of Texas was ipsa 
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facto war. Sir, I desire to call the attention of the 
‘House and the country to the declarations that 
were then put forth before the country by. the op- 
ponents of annexation, and to compare them with 
the declaration which they had now so solemnly, 
under the obligations of their official oaths, put 
upon the records of Gongress, charging the Presi- 
dent of the United States with having involved the 
country in an unnecessary and unconstitutional 
war. They then not only declared that annexa- 
tion would result in war, but that the annexation 
of Texas per se was war. Now, if the annexation 
of Texas, by the act itself, was war, and war was 
thus commenced between the Republic of Mexico 
and the United States, I desire to know how it is 
that this same war was begun by the President of 
the United States? But to show what were the 
declarations of these gentlemen at this time, I will 
read a single paragraph from a speech—and it was 
the first speech delivered in the Howe of Repre- 
sentatives on the resolutions for the annexation of 
Texas—delivered on January 4, 1845, by the hon- 
orable gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. J. R. 
INGERROLL :] 

« A question had sometimes been made whether annexa- 
tion with Texas would lead to war with Mexico. Mr. I. did 
not consider that to be a true statement of the case. An- 
nexation with Texas was of itself, and of necessity, war 
with Mexico. How could it be otherwise? A war existed 
between these two countries. Whether civil or foreign in 
its nature, whether fiercely or sluggishly carried on, was not 
the point. * * * If Texas should become a part of the 
United States, that part kept alive the war in which it was 
engaged, and every part of the United States adopted and 
assumed it.”’ 

It is due (Mr. C. said) to the honorable gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, who I see is not in 


his seat, to state, that in the examination of 


the vote upon the amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Asumon,] declaring the 
war to have been unnecessarily and unconstitution- 
ally begun by the President of the United States, 
I do not find that he voted in the affirmative; and 


IT have not read this extract for the purpose of in- 


volving him in personal inconsistency, but as an 
exposition of the ground taken by the gentlemen 
of the opposite party pending the question of an- 
neXation, as a sentiment which was responded to 
by a very large proportion of the people of this 
country who agree with, and belong to, the same 
political party with the gentleman. 

I desire, however, to call your attention to an 
extract of a speech made by the gentleman from 
Vermont, (Mr. Cotxamer,] in which that gentle- 
man reiterated, and with equal force, the sentiments 
expressed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania; 
and I do find that the gentleman from Vermont is 
one of the number who have now declared upon 
the records of this Congress that this war was un- 
necessarily and unconstitutionally begun by the 
President of the United States. The gentleman 
from Vermont said, in a’speech delivered in this 
House on the 23d January, 1845: 

« My next objection is, that itis a war with Mexico. It 
is not, as has been insisted, only a matter for which Mexico 
may declare war, but will not. Mexico claims Texas asa 
revolted province, and is now at war with her to reduce her. 
This Mexico has the undoubted right to do, if she can. Of 
this right none can deprive her, without her consent. This 
is an existing war; and, let who would participate, Mexico 
may prosecute it without any new declaration of war.” 

Such was the declaration of the gentleman from 
Vermont at the time that the joint resolutions for 
the annexation of Texas were pending before Con- 
gress. He declared that the moment the resolu- 
tions were passed, and became the law of the land, 
war existed between Mexico and the United States. 
If so, I want to know at what time that war ceased, 
and at what time the present war was begun by the 
President of the United States, as gentlemen affirm 
it was. 7 

Here is the plain, positive, unequivocal declara- 
tion that annexation is war; and yet we are now 
solemnly told, and gentlemen have entered upon 
the records of Congress their declaration, that the 
war exists, or was begun by the President of the 
United States. I would like to be informed whether 
there has been any cessation in the war alluded to 
by the gentleman from Vermont, as having been 
begun by annexation; and, if so, where was the 
commencement of the war which gentlemen now 
declare to have been unnecessarily and unconstitu- 
tionally begun by the President of the United 
States? It is with the gentleman and his party to 
reconcile these conflicting statements. 

Mr. VINTON interposed, wishing to ask the 
gentleman from Georgia one question, and (Mr. 
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©. y'elding) inquired if the friends of annexation, 
at, the time of annexation, admitted it was war? 

Mr. COBB. No, sir. They did not admit it; 
nor do the friends of annexation involve them- 
selves In any inconsistency by assuming one posi- 
tion at that time and another now. We stand on 
the same ground now which we then occupied. 
We declared then that annexation was no just 
cause of offence to Mexico; that it ought not right- 
fully to involve this country in any war. Sir, a 
distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
WessTER,| since the declaration of war, has de- 
clared the same thing, which we did previous to 
that event. 

Mr. COLLAMER (Mr. Coss yielding) inquired 
whether, after the annexation of Texas, the Pres- 
dent, in his next annual massage, did not state 
that we were in a state of peace? 

Mr. COBB. Yes, beyond all question, the Pres- 
ident did so state. But how does that relieve the 
gentleman from the inconsistency of his position? 
Are you bound by whatever the President says? 

Mr. COLLAMER (Mr. Coss again yielding) 
stated that he had then said that he thought annexa- 
tion was war; but as Congress must receive infor- 
mation from the President as to the state of the coun- 
try, especially of its foreign relations, and as the 
President, after annexation had been consummated, 
said we were in a state of peace, if this information 
was correct, the war must have begun from some 
other cause. ° 

Mr. COBB. Do I understand the gentleman 
from Vermont to say, then, that the President satis- 
fied him that he [Mr. CotLamer] was originally 
wrong? [A laugh.] Dol understand the gentle- 
man from Vermont no longer to believe that an- 
nexation was war? 

Mr. COLLAMER. It was an act of war by the 
law of nations; but the President did not treat it 
so, and therefore [ took him on his own ground. 

Mr. COBB, (resuming.) Ifthe gentleman takes 
the President by the ground he assumes, he must 
allow that his mind has been convinced of his for- 
mer error by the agency of the President. The 
gentleman cannot say at one time before Congress 
that such and such are his opinions, and after- 
wards, when he asserts contradictory opinions, 
say he does so on the ground, that although he 
believes he was at first right, yet he is told by the 
President of the United States'that he was wrong. 
Are the gentlemen on that side of the House will- 
ing thus to place themselves in the attitude before 
the country of pinning their faith to the sleeve of 
the President? Or is it an attempt to justify them- 
selves in so glaring an inconsistency by the attempt 
to throw the burden of it off of their own shoulders 

and on to the President of the United States? Were 
gentlemen to come here under the solemnities which 
were thrown upon the official acts of members of 
this House, and put upon record the solemn dec- 
laration of a fact, and afterwards say to the coun- 
try, I did it not because I believed it, but because 
the President took that position? ‘That was the 
sum and substance of the explanation of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont; and I seriously doubt 
whether a better one can be given by any of the 
gentlemen who are involved with him in this awk- 
ward position before the country. I apprehend 
that these things may have passed away from the 
memory of the honorable gentleman from Ver- 
mont, and I recommend to him to bestow rather 
more reflection upon them before he undertakes to 
reconcile these contradictory statements of opin- 
ions. 

I have the speeches before me assuming the same 
position, of other gentlemen, some of whom are 
now members of this House, and -who, like the 
gentleman from Vermont, have now voted that the 
war was unnecessarily and unconstitutionally be- 
gun by the President. I will not trouble the 
House by reading further; my object is simply to 
present the fact to the attention of the House and 
the country, that the Whig party, in reference to 
the annexation of Texas and the war, now occupy 
a position wholly irreconcilable with the one 
taken by them at the time the resolutions for the 
annexation of Texas were pending before Con- 
gress. ‘There were three classes of opinions ex- 
pressed by gentlemen who were opposed to annex- 
ation : one class contended that annexation would 
be cause of war; another that it would necessarily 
involve the country in war; and the third took the 
strong position assumed by my friend from Ver- 
mont, that annexation was war per se. Now, I ap- 
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| peal to the candor of gentlemen on the opposite side 


of the House to say with what propriety, with what 
justice do you call down the indignation of this 
country upon the head of the President of the Uni- 
ted States for a war which some of you say was 
the necessary consequence of annexation, and 
which others of you say was identical with the 
act of annexation? I ask you to wipe out this 
record; blot it out; let it not go down to posterity 
side by side with the contradictory statement made 
by you on a former occasion. 

But I wish to inquire for a moment what are the 
reasons and motives which govern gentlemen on 
the other side of the House in thus changing their 
position on this question. 
disposed to hold the consciences of the men who 
originally brought about the annexation of Texas— 
who advocated by their votes, sustained and passed 
through both Houses of Congress, this measure— 
and who thus, as you then said, brought about 
this war,—responsible for the waste of blood ang 
treasure which has been occasioned by it? I con- 


Why are you not now - 


fess, in looking over the whole .subject, and eh- . 


deavoring to satisfy my mind whether or not any 
good reason exists for this change, I- have been 
unable to discover any. I can find but one reason, 
which I am compelled to believe has been the con- 
troliing one in bringing about this change of posi- 
tion on your part; and it is this: so long as you 
continued to charge that annexation iaolved: us 
in war—that annexation was ipso facto war—so 
long was the present President of the United States 
irresponsible. No point could be made upon Mr. 
Polk, no attack could be pushed against this Ad- 
ministration in consequence of this war, unless 
some means were resorted to to place the origin of 
it on other grounds than the act of annexation, 
which existed prior to Mr. Polk’s coming into 
power. I see no other reason for this glaring in- 
consistency, unless it be the attempt to relieve gen- 
tlemen on the opposite side of the House, who 
participated in bringing about annexation, from 
their due proportion of the responsibility, if re- 
sponsibility they will have it, of involving the 
country in war. What other motive could actuate 
gentlemen? Why is it that the eloquence of gen- 
tlemen against annexation has been hushed? I 
confess myself unable to find any other motives. 
I desire to call attention for a moment, amon 

the facts connected, as is alleged by gentlemen, 
with the commencement of this war, to the order 


of the President of the United States through the 


Secretary of War, for the march of our army from 
Corpus Christi to the Rio Grande. I desire to 
place before the country, and before my immediate 
constituents, facts which not only justify the Pres- 
ident in the issuing of that order, but which, if he 
had failed to do it, would have rendered him justly 
reprehensible before Congress and the country for 
a failure to do his duty. If he had failed to give- 
that order, if he had failed to make the necessary 
preparations for the defence of the territory of the 
State of Texas, as claimed by that State, gentlemen 
who now charge the responsibility of this wa 
upon him would have been eloquent in their de- 
nunciations of the imbecility and want of energy 
on the part of the Executive. Whatare the facts? 
Annexation had taken place when the present 
President came into power; the Mexican minister 
had notified this Government previous to annexa- 


tion what would be the opinion of his Government - 


if annexation aere carried out, that it would be, 
just cause of war. Immediately after the joint res- 
olutions of annexation had received the sanction of 
the different departnfents of this Government ne- 


cessary to give validity to them, and had becomea 
law, the minister of Mexico enters his solemn pro- 


test against the act, demands his passports, and by 
order of his Government destroys the existing dip- 
lomatic relations between the two Governments, 
and returns to his own country. Now, on the re- 
turn of their minister from this Government to 
Mexico, what is the feeling existing on,the part of 
the Mexican Government? I ask gentlemen to re- 
flect for a single moment. They were determined 
at that time, and had so declared before the world, 
upon the reconquest of Texas; they were making 
all their arrangements and preparations for war. 
War was the only alternative, as determined by 
the Republic of Mexico long prior to the issuing of 
the order of the President of the United States for 
the advance of our troops from Corpus Christi. I 
wish to call attention to the orders issued from the 
War Department of Mexico, under date of July 
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12, 1845, wherein the officers in command eS 
out the different States of that Republic were called 
upon to recruit and raise the necessary troops for 
ae defence of the territory, including the whole of 

exas. 


c Orrice oF WAR AND MARINE, 
« Section of Operations. 

« The United States have consummated the perfidy against 
Mexico by sanctioning the decree which declares the an- 
nexation of the department of Texas to that Republic. The 
injustice of that usurpation is apparent, and Mexico cannot 
tolerate such a grave injury without making an effort to 
prove to the United States the possibility of her ability to 
cause her rights to be respected. With this object, the Su- 
preme Government has resolved upon a declaration of war 
against that Power, seeing that our forbearance, instead of 
being received as a proof of our friendly disposition, has 


* been interpreted into an acknowledged impossibility on our 


part to carry on a successful war. 

‘¢ Such an error, on the part of the United States, will be 
advantageous to Mexico, because, suddenly abandoning its 
pacific attitude, it will to-morrow communicate to Congress 
the declaration of war, and excite the patriotism of its citi- 
zens to sustain the dignity of the nation and the integrity of 
its territory, now treacherously attacked, in utter disregard 
Of all guarantees recognized in this enlightened age. — 

« You will readily appreciate the importance of this sub- 
jéct, and the necessity of preparing the troops under your 
command to march towards any point which may require 
protection against these most unjust aggressions. I am 
directed by the Provisional President to enjoin you, as gen- 
eral-in-chief of your division, and as a citizen of this Re- 
public, to hold yourself in readiness to repel those who seek 
the rùin of Mexico. The Government is occupied in cover- 
ing the deficient points on the frontiers, and in collecting 
the necessary means, so that nothing, may he wanting to 
those whose glory it will be to defend the sacred rights of 
their country. 

«I have the honor to communicate for your intelligence, 


and to direct your conduct. 
‘© God and liberty ! GARCIA CONDE. 


« Mexico, July 12, 1845.” 

This was July 12, 1845. I could follow it up 
by reading other similar orders, down to the 12th 
of August of the same year, when we have orders 
from General Arista to the troops in his command, 
in which he says to them that ‘‘ the time to fight is 
come,” and that “the supreme Executive” ‘had 
demanded a declaration of war from Congress against 
that unjust nation,” (the United States.) 

When did all this occur? It occurred prior to 
the issuing of this order by the President of the 
United States, which gentlemen undertake to as- 
gign as the cause of the war—twelve months prior 
to the removal of our troops from Corpus Christi. 

Immediately before the annexation of ‘Texas— 
before the passage through Congress of the joint 
resolutions for that purpose, and not only so, but 
at the very time when this state of things existed 
in Mexico—a revolution was gotten up in that 
Republic, for the express purpose of destroying 
the administration of Herrera, because Herrera 
manifested -a willingness to trent with our Gov- 
ernment. Herrera’s administration had, through 
Mr. Black, given intimation to this Government, 
that our minister or commissioner, as you please, 
would be received by the Republic of Mexico. 
Well, at this very time, in the department of San 
Louis Potosi, where this revolution against Her- 
rera’s government was gotten up, a manifesto was 
adopted by the army of reserve, declaring that the 
government of Herrera ouglit to be overthrown; 
for what reason? Because it had permitted a min- 
ister from the United States to put his foot on 
Mexican soil. But here is an extract from the 
manifesto; it justified the movement against Her- 
rera’s administration on the ground that it— 

« Had repeatedly thwarted the purpose of the army to 
move upon Texas, and at the same time allowed the army 
to be vilified for its inaction by official journals; that it had 
admitted a commissioner, [meaning Mr. Slidell,] with whom 
it was endeavoring to arrange for the loss of the integrity of 
the Republic; that it had reduced the country almost to a 
state of anarchy, in the midst of which it existed, without 
revenue, without power, and almost without will; that these 
evils demanded an immediate remedy, and that the Adininis- 
tration confessed its total incompetency and powerlessneas ; 
that it had lost all respectability, so necessary to a Govern- 
ment, and had allowed a plenipotentiary of the United States 
to set foot in the country, and reside in the capital, with a 


view to barguin for the independence and nationality of the 
country, for which have been made so many sacrifices.’ 


That was the ground on which the administra- 
tion of Herrera was sought to be overthrown at 
that time. I am now appealing to witnesses fur- 
nished by the Republic of Mexico herself, to show 
where was the origin of the war, how it was com- 
menced, and by whom. It may, perhaps, be 
recollected, that when, on a former occasion, I allu- 
ded to this fact of the government of Herrera 
“being overthrown, in consequence of its pacific 
disposition towards the United States, a question 
was raised as to the. correctness of that position. 
I now refer gentlemen to the manifesto which I 
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have just read, which they must consider conclu- 
sive on the point, that those who were the prime 
movers in getting up this insurrection against the 
administration of Herrera, did it on the ground 
that it was pacifically disposed towards the United 
States. 

But [ have still stronger authority for this asser- 
tion, in the correspondence which took place very 
recently at the city of Mexico, between Mr. Trist, 
the commissioner on the part of the United States, 
and the authorities of the Republic of Mexico, in 
which it appears, from the letter of Herrera him- 
self, when appointed a commissioner on the part 
of Mexico to treat with the commissioner on the 
part of the United States, that he refused to accept 
his appointment on the ground that his Govern- 
ment had been overthrown because it had attempted 
to settle this very difficulty by peaceful negotia- 
tions. When this refusal was returned to the 
authorities of Mexico, they did not question the 
fact on which it was based, but, by way of con- 
firmation of my position on this question, said, 
why Herrera should be one of these commission- 
ers for this very reason. I think, then, that I am 
fully sustained in the position that the government 
of Herrera was overthrown, because it manifested 
pacific dispositions towards the Government of the 
United States, and the government of Paredes was 
established in its place. 

The state of things which brought about this 
result was going on there; manifestoes and pro- 
nunciamentos were being sued; the world was 
notified of the intention of Mexico to go to war 
for Texas; nevertheless the President of the United 
States, in his effort to bring about a peaceable set- 
tlement of the difficulties, appoints Mr. Slidell min- 
ister to the Republic of Mexico, and Mr. Slidell 
goes: for what purpose? Gentlemen say that the 
President had no purpose save involving the coun- 
try in war. Why did he send this minister there? 
lt is apparent from the correspondence at the time 
that the government of Herrera was disposed to 
receive him when he was first sent; but in conse- 
quence of the effort which was then going on, and 


which resulted three or four days after in his’ 


overthrow, the government of Herrera positively 
declined to receive our minister. When that in- 
formation was received by the President of the 
United States, this order tor the advance of our 
army was issued. ‘Now, I ask if, upon a review 
of these facts—if, looking at the repeated declara- 
tions of Mexico, that the annexation of Texas to 
the United States would be just cause of war—if, 
looking at the preparations which had been made 
by the Republic of Mexico for the purpose of car- 
rying on the war—at the refusal of that Govern- 
ment even to receive our minister, and the refusal 
based on a mere pretext, as I have high authority 
(which gentlemen on the opposite side of the 
House will admit) for saying,—when all this had 
been done, I ask if it was not the duty of the 
President of the United States to put the army of 
this Government in such a position as to protect 
the State of Texas within such limits as Texas 
claimed ? ° 

Why, if there had been a doubt as to the proper 
western boundary of Texas, this would have in- 
fluenced our Government whilst negotiations were 
pending ; but as soon as they had failed, when 
there was no reasonable prospect that they would 
be resumed, I appeal to the candor of every one 
whether it was not the duty of the President of the 
United States to pursue such a policy as to give 
protection to the State of Texas, such as Texas 
claimed it to be; in other words, if the matter in 
dispute was to be settled by arms, if Mexico still 
persisted in her determination to wage war upon 
the United States for the reconquest of Texas, 


their ‘‘ revolted province,” as they termed it, was | 
it not the duty of the United States.to be in such a | 
position by her army as that she could protect the | 
whole territory of one of the sovereign States of | 


this Union as that State claimed it? I put it to 
gentlemen on the other side to say, if, with this full 


conviction resting on his mind that Mexico was | 
determined to wage war for the reconquest of | 


Texas, it was not the duty of the President of the 


United States not to keep our troops at any post in | 


the interior of the State of ‘Texas, not at any point 
which he believed was not the proper boundary 
of Texas? When that question was answered, 
when gentlemen told him that, with such a convic- 
tion resting on their minds, they would permit a 


i 
t 
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the territory of the United States to be invaded by 
the troops of Mexico, then I will be prepared to 
attach some weight to their denunciations against 
the President of the United States for his removal 
of our forces from Corpus Christi to the Rio 
Grande. But no gentleman will take such a posi- 
tion, I am satisfied. z 

Sir, there were other things that transpired im- 
mediately after the failure of these negotiations 
and the issuing of this order, which, instead of 
casting any reproach on the President of the United 
States, only evidenced his foresight and his wis- 
dom in the conduct of the existing difficulties be- 
tween the two countries. l allude to the fact of 
the orders issued on the 6th and 17th of April by 
Paredes, instructing the Mexican army upon the 
Rio Grande, to cross the Rio Grande and take the 
inilialive of the war, which they had declared al- 
ready to exist, or which they had declared should 
exist on account of the annexation of Texas—an 
act, they said, ofinjustice to the Republic of Mexico. 
They instructed their army to take the initiative. 
Now, if they had known of the order and removal 
of our troops from the Nueces to the Rio Grande, 
and if the Republic of Mexico considered it, as 
gentlemen on the other side now consider it, to 
have been thé commencement of the war, how 
could Paredes direct his troops'to take the initiative 
of the war? If, onthe contrary, he did not know 
it, it showed a determination on the part of that 
Government to commence this war without any 
reference to the removal of our troops from Corpus 
Christi to the Rio Grande. The truth is, at that 
time the proposition which was presented to the 
President of the United States under these.consid- 
erations was the defence of all of Texas, as Texas 
claimed, or the abandonment of all of Texas. 

But I desire to allude to another consideration, 
which operated with great weight on the mind of 
the President at the time this order was given; I 
refer to the recommendation given to the War De- 


partment from the commanding general of the 


army in Texas. I refer to this recommendation 
of General Taylor for the purpose of replying 
particularly to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
‘fHompson,] who, in reply to the gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. McLane,j as to the subject of 
the recommendations cf Gencral Taylor, declared, 
as I understand, that General Taylor had retracted 
his original recommendation made to the Presi- 
dent of the United States in favor of the removal 
of our troops from Corpus Christi to the Rio 
Grande. That may be the construction of this 
correspondence by the gentleman from Indiana; 
but, so far as Í have been abie to judge of it, the 
very contrary of this ia the fact: so far from re- 
tracting his recommendation in his letter of Octo- 
ber 4, 1845, General Taylor’s letter of November 
7, 1845, is in stronger terms, and recommends the 
advance of the army on the supposition of the very 
state of things in which the President ordered it. 
This is an extract from his despatch of the 4th of 


October : - 

‘cit is with deference that I make any suggestions on 
topics which may become matter of delicate negotiation ; 
but if our Government, in settling the question of boundary, 


makes the line of the Rio Grande an ultimatum, I cannot 


doubt that the settlement will be greatly facilitated and 
hastened by our taking possession at once of one or two 
suitable points On or quite near that river. Our strength 
and state of preparation should be displayed in a manner 
not to be mistaken. However salutary may be the effect 
produced upon the border people by our presence here, we 
are too far from the frontier to impress the Government of 
Mexico with our readiness to vindicate, by force of arms, if 
necessary, our title to the country as far as the Rio Grande. 
The ‘army of occupation? will, in a few days, be concen- 
trated at this point, in condition for vigorous and efficient 
service. Mexico having as yet made no positive declaration 
of war, or committed any overt act of hostilities, I do not 
feel at liberty, under my instructions, particularly those of 
July 8, to make a forward movement to the Rio Grande, 
without authority from the War Department.” 


In this despatch General Taylor recommends 
that the troops be removed to some point on the 
Rio Grande, and he puts in the condition, that in 
the event the United States make ‘‘ the line of the 
Rio Grande an ultimatum.” Is this recommenda- 
tion one of a military character? Does he recom- 
mend that the army take position as one where 
they can successfully contend with the army of 
Mexico? No; it 1s on political reasons, because 
such a movementon the part of our army will 


have the happiest effect on the negotiations going on - 


between the two Governments. Did the President 
of.the United States take advantage of this recom- 
mendation of the commanding general to order our 


portion of the country which ‘they believed to be |! troops forward ta the Rio Grande? If the Presi- 
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dent had been as anxious as gentlemen now allege 
to find some pretext on which he might so direct 
the movement of our troops as to involve the two 
countries in war, here was the unqualified recom- 
mendation of the commanding general of the army 
in favor of the movement. But did he at this time 
act upon the recommendation? No; he deliber- 
ated upon it, and it was not until some time after- 
wards that he actudlly issued the order, which 
was recommended by General Taylor, and which 
gentlemen now say was the cause of the war. . 

But in November 7, 1845—for we now come to 
consider what the gentleman from Indiana said 
was the retraxit of General Taylor—so far from 
its being a retraxit, if the House would attend to 
its reading, they would see that the President of 
the United States acted literally upon its recom- 
mendation. On November 7, General Taylor 
writes thus: 

“ The intelligence from Mexico, however, tends to mod- 
ify, in some degree, the views expressed in that communi- 
cation. The position now occupicd by the troops may, 
perhaps, be the best, while negotiations are pending, or at 
any rate, until a disposition shall be manifested by Mexico 
to protract them unreasonably.” 

In this, he modifies the political recommendation 
which he made in his previous despatch, as to the 
ena effect of the advance of the troops to the 

io Grande upon the subject of negotiations; but 
still urges on the President of the United States, that 
in either of two events—the failure to negotiate, 
or the effort on the part of Mexico unnecessarily 
to poe the negotiations—then this order ought 
to be carried out. Was thata retraxit? What 
did the President do? I put it now to the candor 
of the gentleman from Indiana, if he is willing to 
abide by the recommendation of General Taylor? 
Will he justify the President if he only made 
the order under the exact state of circumstances in 
which it was recommended to be made by General 
Taylor? The very hypothesis on which General 
Taylor recommended the removal of our troops, 
viz: the failure to negotiate, had come to pass be- 
fore the President gave the order. And notonly 
this, but the other hypothesis, viz: a disposition 
was shown on the part of Mexico ‘‘ unreasonably 
to protract negotiations.’’ Ard still it is said that 
the President of the United States, in issuing that 
order, justified as he was bythe state of things 
which existed in the Republic of Mexico; justified 
by the warlike attitude assumed by that Republic 
towards the United States; justified by the prepara- 
tions for war which that Government had made; 
justified by the recommendation of our military 
commander who was there on the spot, and who 
was intrusted to a considerable extent with the 
management of the difficulties existing between 
the two Republics,—it is said that the President, in 
issuing this order, justified by these considera- 
tions, commenced an unnecessary and unconstitu- 
tional war, for which the most bitter denunciations 
are heaped upon him by gentlemen who, at the 
same time, shout hosannahs to the general who, 
writing from the scene of difficulty, perhaps had 
more influence on the mind of the President in 
issuing that order than any other man! I know 
not to what extent the President was influenced 
by this recommendation, but I have no hesitation 
eae he ought to have been operated upon 

It. ` 
` These were the circumstances under which the 
order for the advance of our troops from Corpus 
Christi-to the Rio Grande was issued. 

I come now to consider another position, and 
that has reference to the fact that the policy of the 
President of the United States, in reference to the 
defence of the western frontier of Texas, was 
communicated to Congress by the President prior 
to the issuing of the order. i say the policy indi- 
cated by that order, and which that order was 
intended to ay out, was communicated by the 
President of the United States in his annual mes- 
sage to Congress at the commencement of the ses- 
sion, in the course of which that order was issued. 
To show this, I will read a short extract or two 
from the message of Mr. Polk in December, 1845. 


« The jurisdiction ofthe United States, which at the for- 
mation of the Federal Constitution was bounded by the St. 
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Mary’s onthe Atlantic, has passed the Capes of Florida, and 
been peacefully extended to the Del Norte.” 

Here is a declaration in the message of the Pres- 
ident of what he considers the western boundary 
of Texas, viz: the Rio del Norte. 

Again, in the same message, he informs Con- 
gress : 

“ Our army was ordered to take position in the country 
between the Nueces and the Del Norte, and to repel any in- 
vasion of the Texan territory which nfight be attempted by 
the Mexican forces. Our squadronin the Gulf was ordered 
to codperate with the army.”? 

What was the Texan territory which the Presi- 
dent told the country at that early day the army 
was placed between the Nueces and the Rio del 
Norte for the purpose of defending? It is imma- 
terial how we may differ here about the line be- 
tween the Nueces and the Del Norte. We are 
inquiring now as to the policy of the President of 
the Unjsed States. What line did he inform you 
was thé line to defend—which the army was 
placed between the Nueces and the Del Norte to 
defend? In the extract first read, the President 
informed Congress that, in his judgment, the west- 
ern-boundary of Texas was the Rio del Norte; he 
then says, in the last extract, that our troops had 
been ordered between the Nueces and the Rio 
Grande for the purpose of protecting the territory 
of ‘Texas—that territory which, in his judgment, 
extended to the Rio del Norte. 

But the Secretary of War, in his annual report 
accompanying this message of the President in 
December, 1845, gives information of the same 
thing. He says: 

“ The ready acceptance on the part of Texas of the terms 
of annexation proffered by this Government excited the ill 


will of the Governmentof Mexico. That Republic menaced 
the immediate commencement of hostilities against the 


preparations to invade and subjugate Texas. Pursuant to 
your directions, an army of occupation was assembled in 
that State, and Brigadier General Taylor assigned to the 
command ofit. He was instructed to repel Mexican aggres- 
sions, and protect the country from Indian invasions; to 
regard the Rio del Norte as its western boundary, and to select 
a position for his forces with reference to this frontier; but to 
leave unmolested Mexican settlements, and also military 
posts, should there be any such posts on the east bank of 
that river, which were in the occupation of Mexican forces 
previously fo the period when Texas assented to the terms 
of annexation.” 

Sir, there is the communication made both by 
the President of the United States and the Secre- 
tary of War, at the commencement of the session 
of Congress in 1845, showing us, clearly as lan- 
guage can express, that the President considered 
the Rio Grande as the western boundary of Texas, 
and that an order had already been issued, and the 
troops posted there, for the purpose of protecting 
to the Rio del Norte. Was any movement made 
in Congress about it? None; and yet the troops, 
we were informed by the President, were in what 
gentlemen claim to be disputed territory, between 
the Nueces and the Rio Grande, and which march 
is now claimed by gentlemen to have been the 
commencement of the war. 

The gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Lincoty,] 
a few days ago, introduced a resolution inquiring 
of the President as to the particular spot on which 
American blood was spilt in the commencement of 
this struggle. I ask him and his party to say 
what particular spot of territory it was that the 
army first placed their foot upon, that constituted 
the commencement of this ‘‘ unnecessary and un- 
constitutional’? war? Where was it? Ifthe Nu- 
eces be the boundary, and if all between it and the 
Rio del Norte be disputed territory or the territory 
of Mexico, which cannot be touched by the troops 
of the United States without bringing on a war, 
where was it that our troops commenced the war? 
On what spot was it that they planted their foot- 
steps, and thereby brought about this war? Is 
not Corpus Christi the other side of the Nueces? 
And was not the army of the United States at Cor- 
pus Christi on the other side of the Nueces? You 
are stickling about the commencement of this war; 
tell me how it was that you sat quietly, without 
opening your mouths in complaint, and allowed the 
army of the United States to plant themselves on 
the western border of the Nueces, thus commencing | 
the war, as you nowclaim? There were the troops ! 


United States, and set on foot, as it was said, : 
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at Corpus Coristi, on the western bank of the 
Nueces. If the marching of the army between 
the Nueces and the Rio Grande by the President 
was the commencement of the war, I want to know 
how gentlemen are to draw the distinction between 
Corpue Christi and any other point ori the west 
side of the river; for you say the Nueces is the 
boundary of Texas, and when our troops passed 
that river that the war commenced? I repeat, 
gentlemen were notified of this thing, that Jong 
before the troops commenced their march the order 
had issued. But what were gentlemen on the 
opposite side in this House, and in the other 
branch of Congress, doing .at that time? Look 
at the position of affairs then: the step had been 
taken which, it is now declared by a solemn vote 
of this House, was an unnecessary and unconsti- 
tutional commencement of the war by the Presi- 
dent; consider the horrors of war, and of one 
brought on unnecessarily and unconstitutionally 
by the President of the United States; look at the 
tremendous consequences resulting from permitting 
the President with impunity to commence and 
carry on such a war; and yet gentlemen, who were 
informed of this state of things, who saw the 
country on the very verge of a calamitous, un- 
necessary, and unconstitutional war, put forth no 
effort to restrain the Executive. A distinguished 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. J. M. Craryron] 
says he put the matter into the hands of a gentle- 
man in this House. But did he not know that 
the Democrati¢ majority here was larger than in 
the Senate, and, from the very organization of so 
larze a House, and the difference in its rules from 
those of the Senate, a resolution of inquiry could 
not be brought in with anything like the ease it 
could be in the Senate, where, by the courtesy 
of that body, it might be brought up almost an 
morning? yet he sits still and contents himself wit 
merely handing over the subject to a member of 
this House. 

But I pass on, and come now to the bill declaring 
a state of war to exist between this Government 
and the-Republic of Mexico; and here [ will de- | 
tain you but a single moment. Now, after this 
order had been given, and the two countries in- 
volved in hostilities or war—I care not which—I 
call upon gentlemen on the opposite side to say if 
the time had not arrived, in case it had not before, 
for them to arrest this profligate Administration, 
which had thus unnecessarily and unconstitution- 
ally involved us in war? If you believed the ad- 
vance of the troops was unnecessary and uncon- 
stitutional, ought you not, in justice to the Mexi- 
cans, upon whose rights aggressions had thus been 
made—in justice to the Constitution of our country, 
which, as freemen and as statesmen, you should 
venerate, to have interposed and endeavored to 
save the country from the calamitous consequences 
of that act? But, by referring to the proceedings 
of Congress at that time, we find no effort was 
made for the purpose of bringing our army back 
from this unnecessary and unconsttutional war. 
I read from the proceedings in the House upon the 
war bill: : 


‘Mr. E. B. Homes offered the following amendment, 
which, by ayes 8, noes 122, was rejected: - 

«c Provided, That the provisions of this (the first) resolu- . 
tion do not, nor shall they be deeined to, apply to that por- 
tion of the country west and south of the river Nueces, 
except so far ns to withdraw, and, if noed be, to rescue our 
army from the region of the Rio Grande.’’ 


There was an effort on the part of the gentle- 
man from New York to save his country, to rescue 
the Constitution, and avert from both nations the 
horrors of a war thus unnecessarily and unconsti- 
tutionally, made by the President of the United 
States, as gentlemen have since declared; but what 
favor did it receive in this House? & was rejected 
by ayes 8, noes 122. Where were then the friends 
of this most remarkable declaration, which has 
now been entered on the records of Congress? 
Where were then those who looked upon the re- 
moval of our troops from Corpus Christi to the 
Rio Grande as the €ommencement of the war—as 
the unnecessary and unconstitutional act of the 
President of the United States? They manifested 
no disposition to atand by the gentleman from 
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New York—a gentleman who did his duty; did 
what he was bound to do, entertaining the opinions 
he @ntertained; who made, I presume, an honest 
effort to bring back the army from the Rio Grande 
to the Nueces. 

Here the hammer fell, and Mr. C.’s hour expired. 

Mr. STEPHENS then obtained the floor, and 
addressed the committee. [A full report of Mr. 
S.’s speech will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, said he had not 
intended to address the House when he entered 
the Hall this morning; but, after listening to what 
had just fallen from the gentleman from Georgia, 
(Mr. Srepuens,] he felt it his duty to speak. It 
was from feeling, and not from any previous pre- 
paration, that he now rose. 

The gentleman from Georgia had told the House 
that the people would rise in their majesty and put 

down this war. He would like that gentleman to 
` show him the time or the place in which the people 
had eyer yet risen to put down any war in which 
the country had been engaged. They never had 
‘¢ put down’’ any war that they themselves, through 
their representatives, declared. And though this 
present war had not been formally, and in so many 
words declared by their representatives here, yet a 
vote of supplies, both in men and money, had been 
passed, which was equivalent, in effect, to the most 
explicit and formal declaration of war. 
x The House and the country had been told, he 
did not know how often, that the President had 
himself made the war; yet the gentleman himself 
admitted that the annexation of ‘Texas (which was 
done by the votes of Congress) was considered as 
itself an act of war. Yes; and the gentleman might 
have gone further, and said that Mexico consider- 
ed it in the same light. She had withdrawn her 
minister the moment that act was consummated, 
and had thus placed herself in the attitude of war. 
She complained of the annexation as an outrage; 
and, if gentlemen would read the several notes ad- 
dressed by the Mexican Government to our minis- 
ter, Mr. Slidell, they would see that all they treated 
about was the compensation that we were to make 
to Mexico for having robbed her of Texas. Now, 
Mr. B. took it for granted, that in the instructions 
given to Mr. Slidell, none would be found as to 
making satisfaction to Mexico for the act of annex- 
ation. No such intention could for a moment have 
been entertained anywhere. The gentleman woild 
look in‘vain for anv act under Mr. Polk’s adminis- 
tration which admitted annexation to be a matter 
of war. On the contrary, search where he might, 
he would find in every instruction given, the strong- 
est disposition manifested in favor of peace, and 
that on terms honorable to all parties. 

The gentleman from Georgia had said that the 
trne origin of this war never would be known until 
the secrets of Mr. Slidell’s instructions should 
come forth to light. If so, then it was obvious 
‘+ that there was nothing to be found in all the public 
documents to show its. origin in this Administra- 
tion. Let gentlemen search and look; they would 
` find, in all the instructions given, whether to Gen- 
eral Taylor or Mr. Slidell, no disposition to exas- 
perate; but, on the contrary, everything calculated 
te soothe and to conciliate. On the first remon- 
strance of Mexico, the President had withdrawn our 
vessels of war lest Mexico should appear to nego- 
tiate under some shadow of durease. All had been 
done sedulously to avoid all irritation, so that the 
fullest opportunity might be afforded for negotia- 
tions of peace. 

From the very beginning this had been the 
temper of this Government. When Almonte, the 
Mexican minister, threatened to withdraw, declar- 
ing that annexation woutd be understood by Mex- 
ico as war, everything had been said to him to 
convince him that we had no wish or purpose of 
making war. Mexico had got the idea that our 
President cherished some secret covert purpose 
hostile to Mexico, and intended finally to go to 
war with her. And the Whigs seemed to be pos- 
sessed with the same imagination. They dreamed 
that in the secret instructions to Mr. Slidell would 
be found some directions showing that it was the 
policy of the Administration to get up a Mexican 
war, in order to found a claim on her for territory. 
Now, Mr. B. had risen merely with a view to 
show that no such purpose ever had existed, but 
that, contrary to our wishes afid efforts, the war 
had been forced upon us by Mexico herself. 

Mr. Buchanan, writing to our consul, (Mr. 
Black,) informed him that he had received an inti- 


mation that Mexico was inclined to treat for peace; 
and directing him to inquire, in a very delicate and 
cautious manner, whether such was the case. In 
reply to the inquiry, the Mexican Government 
said, that an envoy, if sent by us, would be re- 
ceived; but not a word was added as to the time 
at which he was to come: yet when he came, the 
complaint was, that he had come too soon—before 
he was expected—before they were ready for him. 
He waited till they should get ready—all the 
while telling them that, on our part, he was ready 
to treat; but, as had been observed by the gentle- 
man from Georgia, [Mr. Coss,] the administra- 
tion of Herrera was overthrown precisely because 
it had shown a willingness to make peace with the 
United States. Paredes and his army were deter- 
mined there should be no peace: they appealed to 
the national pride and obstinacy; and succeeding, 
the people put down Herrera, and set up Paredes 
in his place. 

This was the very moment that Mr. Slidell was 
waiting, and even suing, for an opportunity to ne- 
gotiate. So opposed were they to every idea of 
making peace with us, that while our minister was 
at their door walting to make a treaty of peace, 
they chose a man for President on the ae press 
ground that he would make no peace. Could it, 
then, be true that the cause of the war was the 
advance of our troops to the Rio Grande? No 
such charge had ever been made by Mexico her- 
self. The Whigs indeed said so: but where could 
they find the least trace of such an accusation by 
the Mexicans? They said, that even when nations 
were actually at war, that was no reason why a 
public minister could not be received from the 
hostile Power: at the samé time they refused 
to receive ours, unless he came to treat about 
the reparation we were to make them for having 
annexed Texas to the United States. Annexation 
was no cause of war. The Whigs themselves 
now admitted this. Mr. Webster had admitted it; 
so had Mr. Reverdy Johnson: the Whigs began to 
give itup. They knew full well that annexation 
was no just cause of war. Indeed, Mr. B. thought 
that in their great anxiety to preserve peace, Mr. 
Polk’s administration had stooped too low. Mr. 
B. was for peace; he considered peace to be the 
mission of this Union; but the desire of peace 
might be carried too far. He would not say, that 
previously to the actual annexation of Texas, our 
Government had been too submissive and concili- 
atory; but he would say, thatin his judgment, 
there had been rather too much of this since Texas 
was annexed. To make inquiry beforehand of 
Mexico whether, if we sent a minister he would 
be received, was certainly stooping too low; it 
looked too much like suing for peace. The in- 
structions to our minister, when they should be 
published, would evince to all by how strong a 
desire for peace the Administration had been actu- 
ated. Mr. B. called upon gentlemen, he chal- 
Jenged them to show where this Administration 
had, in any single instance, urged on our armies, 
where there was the least opening for pacific ne- 
gotiation. After the glorious victories of Palo 
Alto and Resaca our army paused, and an oppor- 
tunity was given for negotiation. After the most 
gallant capture of Monterey, another pause took 


place, and another chance was given to make peace. | 


After the immortal field of Buena Vista, the same 
thing took place. After, the bombardment of Vera 
Cruz and the capture of the castle of San Juan 
de Ulua, we sent a commissioner to offer them 

eace. When, afterward, our victorious army 

ad cut its way to the very gates of Mexico, in- 
stead of pushing on to a triumphant entry, we 
paused again. e abstained from burning their 
capital, and asked them even then to makeg treaty 
of peace. We sent the messenger of peace side by 
side with the messenger of war. We had not then 
asked them either for land or money, and they 
treacherously pretended to meet our overtures, and 
an armistice was concluded; but, immediately af- 
ter, they had used it most perfidiously in. strength- 
ening their fortifications. They refused the olive 
branch we held out to them, and compelled us to 
renew the fight. Mr. B. would now ask the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. SterpHens,] whether 
the Whigs would have been willing to accept 
what Mexico offered to Mr. Trist as the basis of 
a treaty? 

Mr. COLLAMER said the gentleman seemed 
to pause: was it in expectation ofareply? Ifso, 
he was ready to answer him. 


Mr. BROWN (resuming) said, he had not 
expected an answer. He had no doubt that the 
gentleman from Vermont, [Mr, CoLLAaAmER,] and 
perhaps some twenty or thirty gentlemen on that 
side of the House, of his own way of thinking, 
would have accepted them-and gone behind the 
Nueces; but he well knew that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr.Sreruens] would consent to no such 
degrading terms. That gentleman, he was well 
assured, wanted, when he went home to honora- 
ble constituents, to tell them he had voted for an 
honorable peace. 

But, supposing the march of our troops to the 
Rio Grande was, as gentlemen affirmed, the true 
cause of the war, had not General Taylor himself 
repeatedly urged that very measure on the Govern- 
ment? Let gentlemen examine his correspond- 
ence, and they would find that he recommended 
that our army should take post on the Rio Grande 
three months before the advance was actually or- 
dered. And after it had taken place, he wrote to 
the department that the effect had been salutary. 
While it was, in one aspect of it, a war-measure, 
in another aspect it was a peace-measure, and ita 
effect would be to hasten pending negotiations and 
ag about a peace. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia had shown that he had a heart as well asa 
mind. General Taylor well knew that no laurels 
worth the wearing could be won by a war with 
Mexico. He never would think of putting a crown 
upon his head that was stained with blood. But 
if the march he advised was an unnecessary and 
the war an unconstitutional one, the act was mur- 
der in the sight both of God and man. If so, then 
all those who had voted supplies to carry it on, 
were accessories after the fact. If the war was 
unjust; if in going to the Rio Grande we were 
marching into the possessions of a ffiendly Power; 
if we were carrying bloodshed and death into the 
midst of friends and peaceful nejghbors, how, im 
the name of Heaven, would gentlemen vote a dol- 
lar for such a purpose? And how dare they, on 
their own showing, deny®*that they were acces- 
sories to a murder? They were the men who had 
placed ten millions of money and fifty thousand 
men ‘in the hands of the President to enable him to 
make that very advance. By that act they said to 
him, ‘*Go on; you are in the right; go ahead.’” 
That was the meaning of the vote of supply. The 
act itself spoke plainly; and no speeches of gen- 
tlemen here could succeed in frittering its meaning 
away. The eyes of the people were wide open to 
what was doing, and gentlemen attempted in vain 
to blind them. 

From one passage in a letter of General Taylor’s, 
Mr. B. inferred that he must have recommended 
something which did not appear, but on which the 
Government had acted, before the spot was selected 
opposite to Matamoros. The general gays he is 
happy to find that his recommendations met the . 
approbation of the Government. And when the 
Executive directed him not to interfere with the 
military posts of Mexico on the river, but to take 
post somewhere upon its banks, the general said 
that this was ‘‘ in accordance with his own views 
pads aed expressed,’ or words to that effect. 

r. B. took it for granted that he must have laid 
down some general plan of operations, which em- 
braced his own advance to the river, but did not 
propose any direct interferenee with the Mexican 
posts. He tells the department that he had antici- 
pated the order to remove west of the Nueces. 
Yet the Opposition attempted to turn the whole 
argument against the war on the order to advance 
to the river. This might be important in a party 
view. 

Somehow or other, these gentlemen and the 
Mexicans always came to agree. The Mexicans, 
when the prefect of Tamaulipas came to meet 
General Taylor, told him that advancing beyond 
the Nueces was war. In this the Whigs agreed 
with them. Whenever the one took up a notion, 
and laid any stress upon it, the other always agreed 
in it. They had once insisted that annexation 
was the cause of the war, but now that was given 
up, and it was all.put in that ‘fatal order” to 
dirante to the Rio Grande. It was surely, then, 
important to know what was the real object of 
the order. General Taylor recommended it as 
a peace-measure. [Mr. B. here quoted a letter of 
General Taylor’s, dated on the 14th of October, 
recommending that if the Administration meant 
to insist on the Rio Grande as our boundary, it was 
important for our army to occupy certain points 
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on that river.) And, again, when on the march, 
he wrote that the measure had had a happy effect, 
and that his anticipations in that respect had been 
justified. 

The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. CoLLAMER] 
had yesterday given the House some salutary les- 
sons against imputing to each other evil motives; 
but what sort of motives had the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. SrerHEeNs] imputed to the Presi- 
dent? If it was possible the gentleman could 
believe what he said, he ought at once to vote 
to impeach the President The gentleman had 
eee the President with a desire to place Gen- 
eral Taylor in a position where he, must either 
be-whipped or cut off. Yes, the gentleman had 
directly charged the President of the United States 
with a desire to see an American army whipped, 
and its commanding general cut off. Did the gen- 
tleman réally believe this? Could there be a higher 
crime committed on the earth than to form such a 
wish and attempt to put it into effect? But, no; 
the gentleman did not believe it—he could not 
believe it. There was not a man in the United 
States who did believe it. No American could be 
brought to believe that the Executive or his Cabi- 
net entertained a wish to see an army of Ameri- 
cans cut off. Such a wish would be quite too 
contrary to the gentleman’s darling theory, that 
the President, without authority or necessity, had 
rushed into an unconstitutional war. 

The gentleman from Georgia had indulged in 
ene beautiful flight. He had invoked the Genius 
of Liberty—that Genius who had watched over 
the birth of Washington; and had said that this 
same Genius came down again to protect Taylor’s 
army at Buena Vista. Very beautiful. Now, Mr. 
B. presumed that this Genius of Liberty must be 
some celestial being—a spirit from above, not from 
beneath—it came from heaven on both missions. 
But what a position did the gentleman place him- 
self in, and all his Whig friends! They were all 
denouncing as wicked and damnable the war in 
which we were engaged, and yet a good being, 
direct from heaven, the very same that watched at 
the birthplace of Washington, camedown, and with 
guardian wings protected Taylor and his army 
while they were slaughtering and butchering, by 
thousands, poor, innocent, unoffending Mexicans! 
Only think of it. It reminded Mr. B. of the lan- 
guage of a smuggler, who, writing to an accom- 
plice, told him that Providence had favored them 
with a very dark night, so that they got the whole 
cargo safely landed. {A laugh.] 

ut thus it was with their friends over the way. 
To-day the cause of the war was one thing, to- 
morrow it was another. One day they declared 
the war unconstitutional, unnecessary, and mere 
murder and robbery, and the next day they voted 
. supplies to carry it on. One day they voted a 
refusal to withdraw our armies, and the day fol- 
lowing they voted that what our army was doing 
was unconstitutional and unnecessary. And they 
crowned all by informing the world that the Ge. 
nius of Liberty hovered over them for protection 
while they were massacring the innocent and the 
unoffending. 

If Mr. B. believed one half of what these gen- 
tlemen aaid, he never could vote a supply bill. He 
would not do it. How could he? A potential 
voice from Ashland had declared that Congress 
were bound to declare the purpose and objects 
of the war. Yet here had Congress been two 
months in session, and what had been done? Be- 
fore Congress met, it had been predicted that the 
minority would combine to interrupt business, and 
thwart everything attempted by the majority. And 
how had that prediction been accomplished? Mr. 
B. insisted that they had done all they could do to 
further the business of the nation. They had 
done their utmost to stop unnecessary debate; they 
had tried to prevent adjournments. When they 
had voted to fix a day to close debate, their vote 
had been rescinded by gentlemen on the other side. 
The war, which now seemed to pause, might break 
out afresh, and our army in Mexico might be de- 
stroyed; and yet Congress had not declared the 
object for which the war was carried on. Mr.B., 
for one, was very anxious to hear what the majori- 
ty would say on that point—for what they had 
voted to carry on the war and furnished the means. 
On Mr. B.’s side of the House, the declaration 
was already made. They had always had but 
one end in view, one story to tell; they were war- 
ring to compel a peace. They had best driven 
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into the war by the acts of Mexico, and now they 
were determined to carry it on till they had obtain- 
ed peace—an honorable and a permanent peace— 
such a peace as should give security for good 
neighborhood hereafter. He was not for such a 
termination of the war as should encourage Mex- 
ico to renew her old course of robbing and impris- 
oning our citizens, and then refusing us indemnity, 
and cheating our commissioners with forged pa- 
pers. To secure this, we must make her feel that 
when she made peace, it must be peace, and nota 
mere pretext for quasi war and underhand robbery. 
He was not for offering Mexico a premium for 
such a course, by withdrawing our armies without 
due security for the future. This was the object 
of the Administration and its friends, an honora- 
ble and a secure peace. What was the object:on 
the other side? He wanted to hear. Why did 
gentlemen carry on this war? Let the people 
know. The awful voice from Ashland had said 
that the world ought to know. Well, let it be 
known. 

Did the gentleman from Georgia believe that this 
House possessed the treaty-making power? One 
of the judges of the Supreme Court said it had, 
and that Congress ought to indicate the terms of 
a peace. Yes; this House, he supposed, were to 
propose to Mexico a treaty. The Constitution, 
indeed, declared that the treaty power belonged 
exclusively to the President and Senate; but a 
judge of the Supreme Court held that it belonged 
to the House, or at least to Congress. “ We, the 
Representatives of the people,” (as a gentleman 
on the other side had said, just as if the President 
was not as much elected by the people as the 
members of that House,) could no doubt make 
treaties as well as propose them, and fix the terms. 
He supposed the two Houses would soon be for 
resolving themselves into one body and voting 
a new constitution, as they did in Mexico. At all 
events, this was a new mode of making treaties, 
and he should like to see it carried out. Mean- 
while he called upon gentlemen to state their ob- 
ject in this war. The people would then under- 
stand them better; they would then begin to know 
what it was they really wanted. The President 
and his friends in that House wanted a war to 
obtain an honorable peace; but gentlemen on the 
other side wanted no war, and a dishonorable peace. 
If they could get any other sort of a peace than 
that, he wished they would let the people know 
how they were gning to get it. 

Mr. B. said he, for one, was not afraid to tax 
the people; he was not afraid to appeal to the peo- 
ple. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STE- 
PHENS] had said that this war was odious; but 
Mr. B. had seen no evidence of it. The war 
always had been popular with his people; and the 
people were willing to bear any necessary burdens 
when their country was at war; and so they would 
continue to be until it was brought to an honorable 
close. They wanted no war of offence; all they 
asked was, that other nations would let us alone. 

He considered the whole thing as unfortunate. 
It was to be regretted that Mexico could not see 
her true interest. But if she would not see, ought 
she not to suffer for her obstinate blindness 
and folly? Gentlemen need not fear; the people 
were ready to bear any tax in an honorable 
and a just war. They so believed the present war 
to be; and Mr. B. had not the remotest doubt they 
would cheerfully pay for it. See how they rushed 
to fill up the ranks of the volunteer regiments, 
everywhere, save in some parts of New England, 
(arid there the call for volunteers had not been a 
very loud one.) In his own patriotic State, in- 
stead of raising one regiment, they had raised two; 
they could have raised a brigade—aye, a division, 
had there been need. Men of all parties there 
were ready to fight for their country. They would 
not thus rush to battle if they believed it was a 
bad cause. They had eyes to see, as well as gen- 
tlemen in Congress. The war was popular; not 
that the people loved war for its own sake, but they 
believed this war had_been unjustly forced upon 
us. He denied that the gentleman from Georgia 
had any grounds for saying that the war was un- 
bebe and odious. If every man would now go 

ome, and put the question of his return on the 
uestion of this war, he imagined they would find 
higs in that House ‘‘few and far between.” In 
the city of Brotherly Love, look at the public 
meetings which came together to sustain the Pres- 
ident. Half the names of the most prominent men 
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said that some of the officers who fought at Buena 
Vista were of as pure blood’ as any the country 
contained. What the gentleman meant exactly 
by “pure blood” he knew not; he presumed in- 
tegrity and pure moral character. The gentleman 
had cited the names of Hardin and Clay. Well, 
what did such men goto Mexico for? To fight 
in an unjust, unconstitutional, unnecessary war ? 
No; gentlemen mistook the feeling within those 


were from the opposite party. There was 
ism in that city. The gentleman from 


walls for the feeling outside; but they were mis-. 
taken. Was Pennsylvania, was Kentucky op- 
osed to this war? Did they want an insecure, 
inglorious peace? Mr. B. had mistaken the whole ` 
character of this war, if it was not one which the 
people would cheerfully support. He meant men 
of heart, men of principle—not men of pocket. 
Let Mexico, then, and let our own soldiers, know 
what we are fighting for. Let all understand it 
was to secure an honorable and a permanent 
peace; not to cover the retreat of brave men, and 
patch up a dishonorable peace that must lead 
again to war. l 

If that was what we looked to, ìf our gallant 
little army were to make their way home with 
clouds of Mexicans at their heels, like the retreat 
of the ten thousand under Xenophon, then let us 
send back the flags that had been deposited in 
triumph at the War Office—leave not a relic of all 
our victories; speak no more of Hardin or of Clay, 
erect no monument over the gallant dead; it would 
be erected, not to gallant and honored defenders of 
their country’s honor, but to MURDERERS! 

Here Mr. B.’s hour expired, and Mr. C. B. 
SMITH obtained the floor, 
And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 2, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT being absent— 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, seconded by Mr. 
MANGUM, it was resolved that the honorable 
Davin R. Arcuison be appointed President of the 
Senate pro tempore. 


RESOLUTIONS, ETC. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented a res- 
olution passed by the Legislature of that State, in 
favor of the passage of a law granting a portion of 
public lands to each of the officers and soldiers, or 
their legal representatives, who served, or ma 
serve, in the war with Mexico; which was read, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, a resolution of the said Legislature, in 
favor of the passage of an act to indemnify citizens 
of the United States for losses by French spolia- 
tions prior to 1800; which was read, referred to the 
e on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
Also, resolutions of the said Legislature, in 
favor of the passage of a law authorizing the State 
of Louisiana to select other school land in lieu of 
such ag are unfit for cultivation; which were read, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. l 

Also, a memorial of the said Legislature, pray- 
ing an enlargement of the powers of said Legisla- 
ture, in reference to the selection and disposition 
of the sixteenth sections or school lands; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MEXICAN SPOLIATIONS. 


In presenting the memorial of Philo B. Johnson, 
praying indemnity for injuries to his person and 
property, committed by Mexican citizens— 

Mr. NILES said, that though the memorial went 
somewhat into detail, yet he should request that 
it be read. He would state briefly the substance 
of it. The memorialist was one of the claimants 
for spoliations by the Mexican Government. He 
had been subjected to gross outrages in the year 
1831, at or near Tabasco. He was an old sea cap- 
tain, now a resident of New York, but a native of 
the State which he (Mr. N.) represented. His 
whole life had been spent on the high seas, and 
having, unfortunately, lost all his property, has 
presented himself as a claimant for redress, on 
account of the injuries which he had sustained at 
the hands of the lawless agents,of the Mexican 
Government. The subject had some bearing on 
the great question before that body and the coun- - 
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try, in regard to the character of claims of citizens 
of the United States against Mexico, of which they 
heard so much. It would seem to be admitted on 
all hands, that it has become the duty of this Gov- 
ernment to take care of those who had just and 
honest claims against Mexico. This question had 
become one of some importance in relation to the 
present war with Mexico. It was part, perhaps 
an especial part, of the indemnity claimed from 
Mexico. It had been contended. however, amongst 
“others by an honorable and distinguished gentle- 
man, who had written a pamphlet on the subject, 
and who had been long in office under this Govern- 
ment, that these claims, being merely a debt, could 
not, according to the usages of nations, be made 
the subject of a war, or even, if he (Mr. N.) was 
not mistaken, enter into the considerations con- 
nected with the existing state of war. Now, these 
transactions took place years ago. The public 
mind was not, perhaps, much informed on the 
subject. But these claims had been in part act- 
ed upon—so far, at least, as they had come under 
the adjudication of the convention to which they 
were referred; and whether they had or had not 
assumed the shape and form of debts, in their 
original character they were not debts—not at all. 
Of course, by.the law of nations they could not 
interfere to provide for the settlement of a debt 
which any citizen of the United States might have 
against the Government of Mexico; that did not 
come within the province of the Government. 
But these were claims arising under our treaties 
with Mexico, and under the laws of nations, for 
spoliations on our commerce, and for the robbery 
and plunder of the property of our citizens, who 
were doing business in Mexico, thus involving the 
grossest violation of our flag. The present was one 
of those cases; the vessel in charge of the memo- 
rialist was violently seized and taken possession of. 
He was himself violently seized, put in the stocks, 
and incarcerated in a prison. He was compelled, 
at the point of the bayonet, to carry in his own 
vessel a military force, to aid in the civil wars of 
the country, first by one party, and then by the 
other. This was a fair sample of the general 
character of these claims. They arose from vio- 
lence, from spoliation, from a gross disregard of 
the sober obligations of national law. Every one 
of these claims afforded in itself, distinctly consid- ` 
ered, if not promptly met and redressed, a justifi- 
able cause of war. He did notesay that this war 
arose from these claims atall; but he did say, that 
this case and others showed that the conduct of 
the Mexican Government towards the United 
States had been not only unfriendly, but had been 
marked by every species of injustice, violence, 
and rapacity, unexampled in the commercial inter- 
course of any people making the slightest claim 
to civilizatiom. It was not necessary to say any- 
thing more on the subject, as the memorialist asked 
that his story of wrongs might be read. He would 
conclude by moving that it be read. 
The memorial, having been read, was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


. CADETS. 
Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to cause the 
Senate to be informed of the order, or law, by virtue of 
which the following words, in relation to the promotion of 
cadets, have been inserted in the Army Register of the 
United States, page 45, for the year 1847: 

‘Cadets acting as supernumerary officers in the army, in 
virtue of their brevets, will be successively promoted to va- 
cancies of the lowest grade which may first happen in the 
particular arm to which they may have been attached, ae- 
cording to the order of rank established at the Military 
Academy.” 


LIGHTING THE CAPITOL. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings, reported a bill to pay James Crutchett 
two thousand dollars for lighting the Capitol and 
Capitol | abe which was read, and passed to 
a second reading. 

Mr. HUNTER asked the unanimous consent 
of the Senate that the bill might have a second 
reading now. ` 

Mr. NILES objected to the second reading, pro- 
nouncing the plan by which the Capitol grounds 
were lighted to be a humbug. 

After an explanation by Mr. HUNTER that the 
bill was merely to meet a present emergency-— 

Mr. NILES withdrew his objection, and said 
that he should defgr what he wished to say until 
. the subject should come up on its merits. 
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The bill was then read a second time, by unani- 
mous consent, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole; and no amendment being made, it 
was reported to the Senate, read a third time, and 


passed. 


BRIG DOUGLASS. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee. of 
Claims, to whom was referred_the memorial of A. 
A. Frazier, for himself and Alvin Baker, reported 
the following resolution, which was considered. by 
unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the memorial of A, A. Frazier, for him- 
self and Alvin Baker, owners of the brig Douglass, praying 
indemnity for the losses caused by the alleged wrongful 
seizure by a British cruiser, be referred to the Secretary of 
State; and that the Secretary of State be directed to com- 
mtinicate to the Senate the originals or copies of all depo- 
sitions and other documents and papers in his department 
relating to said case; and likewise such correspondence as 
may have been had with the British Government, or its off- 
cers, and our own in relation thereto, which, in his opinion, 
may be made public consistent with the public interests ; 
and that the Secretary of State do also make a report on 
said case as presented to his departinent. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the petition of 
Joseph de la Francia, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill supplementary to “An act to au- 
thorize the Secretary of State to liquidate certain 
claims therein mentioned,” passed the 18th of April, 
1814. The bill was read, and passed to a second 
reading, and the report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the same committee, 
to whom was referred the petition of I. Bigelow, 
administrator on the estate of François Cazeau, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill, for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Frangois 
Cazeau, late merchant at Montreal. The bill was 
read, and passed to a second reading, and the re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to make an arrangement or 
compromise with Mangle M. Quackenbos and his 
codbligors, or any of them, for claims or bonds 
given by them as sureties to the United States, 
reported it without amendment. 


PENSIONS TO THE ORDNANCE CORPS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said, that under 
existing laws, the enlisted men of the ordnance 
corps were exempted from the benefit of the pen- 
sions allowed to men wounded and disabled in the 
service of the United States. The attention of the 
Military Committee had been drawn to the fact, 
and he was instructed to report a bill to meet the 
case. Before introducing it, he would merely 
remark, that he supposed that the exemption in 


the original law resulted from the fact, that these. 


men were enlisted under the title of “ artificers, 
armorers, and master workmen,” though regularly 
enlisted as soldiers, and liable to serve in the field. 
In their appropriate employment as artillerists, 
they were exposed to more hazard than any other 
branch of the service. They were exposed. to 
many accidents and casualties from the explosion 
of the combustible materials which they handled. 
They were also used in battle, generally in all 
siege trains, and were placed in charge of the artil- 
lery accompanying great marching armies. They 
had been used in this war in working rocket and 
howitzer batteries, and he had before him a state- 
ment relative toa single company engaged in work- 
ing a mountain howitzer in Mexico, which, in suc- 
cessive battles in the valiey of Mexico, lost, out of 
the one hundred and twenty men of which it was 
composed, in killed and wounded, twenty-thrée 
men—five killed and eighteen wounded. Some of 
the wounded men were tofally disabled, and had 
not been discharged, because no pension provision 
had been made for them; and if discharged, their 
disability from wounds received in battle render- 
ing them unable to obtain subsistence, they would 
have been thrown upon the charity of the country. 
In view of these considerations, the present bill 
had been prepared, and was presented with a re- 
quest that, by unanimous consent of the Senate, 
it should be passed to-day, or as soon as the Senate 
thought proper. l 

The said bill was read the second time, by unan- 
imous consent, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole; and, no amendment being made, it 
was reported to the Senate, engrossed, read a third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of La., from the Committee 
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on Pensions, to whom was referred the memorial 
of Francis O. Dorr and “Andrew C. Dorr, submit- 
ted an adverse report; which’ was ordered to be 
rinted. ; 
Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill to establish 
an additional district court of the United States in 
the State of Texas, reported it without amend- 
ment. f 
Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the petition of 
Thomas, Cowperthwaite, & Co., reported a bilt 
providing for the purchase and distribution of. the 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States among the several States and Territories; 
which was read, and passed to the second read- 
ing. : 
The following message was received from the 

House of Representatives, by Mr. Campbell, their 
Clerk: - 


Mr. Presipent : The House of Representatives 
have passed a bill entitled ‘‘ An act to confirm the 
boundary between Missouri and Arkansas;” in 
which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bil? 
to raise, for a limited time, an additional military 
force. | 

Mr. BELL addressed the Senate in epposition 
to the bill, and, without coneluding, gave way toa 
motion for adjournment. 

[A full report of Mr. BeLL’s speech will be 
found in the Appendix. The following isa synop- 
sis of his remarks :] 

Mr. BELL made an apology for troubling the 
Senate with any remarks after the discussion 
which had taken place. He could not agree with 
those who had said, that if no debate had arisen 
they would have permitted this bill to pass. He 


would not have done so, because he did not con- 
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sider that his voice was his own, and that it was 
to be used to make converts here, but that the 
country demanded its exercise for their advantage. 
He stated, that in his section of country there had 
been a universal opinion that the war should be 
vigorously prosecuted, and that all necessary sup- 
plies should be granted. It was necessary for him 
therefore to give the reasons which would compet 
him to vote against this bill. The Whig party 
had heretofore voted all supplies. He had come 
to Washington in the belief that he would vote for 
this bill, and he wished to show that the change 
which had taken place in his mind had been pro- 
duced by the change which had taken place in the 
policy of the Administration. 

He would not inquire whether General Taylor’s 
order of January 13, 1846, necessarily led to the 
war—which party commenced it—whether it was 
constitutional or unconstitutional—whether it might 
have been avoided or not, although he thought it 
might—or whether it was just or unjust; for if it 
were the latter, he would wish to throw a veil over 
it, and blot out the record of it forever. 

He disclaimed any sympathy with the Mexican 
Government, or her gasconading chiefs, although | 
he felt much for the unoffending portion of the 
people. He did not hold Mexico as entirely guilt- 
less of the war. The annexation of ‘Texas might 
have produced some hostile feeling in the people 
and Government of Mexico. In the consumma- 
tion of that act he did not think we had shown 
sufficient respect to the feelings of other: nations. 
He thought all peaceful overtures for a settlement 
of our difficulties should have been tried, and had 
they failed, there would have been cause of war. 
There was, iù his opinion, due to us some fair and 
reasonable and moderate and defensible indemnity 
from Mexico. But the pending out more men 
was a very different question. It involved ques- 
tions far transcending any,question of mere in- 
demnity—questions which were connected with 
our own interests, and with the welfare of our own 
institutions. 

He then went on to notice the aspersions which 
had been thrown on those who opposed the war, 
and which could only be excused on the ground of 
excited enthusiasm. But it was not thus that the 
freedom of speech was to be suppressed. He ad- 
verted to the remarks attributed to a general officer, 
once a member of this Senate, which he hoped 
were erroneously imputed to him in a morning 
paper. He thought that he was as free from party 
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influences in his views on the subject of the war 
as any one who might be disposed to ‘question 
him. They who opposed the war were not from 
one section, but from all sections of ‘the country. 
He would undertake to say, from the state of pub- 
lic opinion as far as he had ascertained it, two- 
thirds of the country were against the war, and 
desirous for peace. Considering that our military 
achievements had been sufficient to satisfy our na- 
tional honor, they would be willing to strangle the 
hydra to-day. ‘This might not be the case ten 
months hence. 

Rather than call on the opponents of the war to 
be silent, it would be, m his opinion, more mag- 
nanimous for its advocates to pause and take such 
a course as would tend to the termination of the 
contest. Suppose. the war should be continued, 
and blood should flow more copiously, he asked 
on whom would be the responsibility : 

Mr. B. then proceeded to examine what is the 
policy of the President in the further prosecution 
of this war. He held that the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs had not been suffi- 
ciently explicit on this point. By ane, it was said 
that the object is to conquer peace; another, that 
it is to obtain indemnity for the past and security 
for the future. The President has been more can- 
did. He says we ought to keep California and 
New Mexico. Would a treaty to this extent be 
satisfactory? What more do you want? More 
territory? Yes. What more? Would his friend 
from Mississippi answer? ' 

Mr. FOOTE said he would be satisfied himself 
with the territory stated by the President, if the 
condition of Mexico would enable its Government 
to give sufficient security for the permanence of 
such a treaty stipulation. He did not speak for 
any one but himself. 

r. BELL wished to know what further was 
wanted. If it was not money nor indemnity 
which was meant by asking for security, what did 
the message mean by ample indemnity for the 
past and security for the future? Were these 
mere expletives? Since the failure of Mr. Trist’s 
negotiations, and our splendid successes, a change 
had come over the policy of the Administration. 
Since that, the policy of obtaining security for the 
future had been adopted. 

He would say that the Administration and their 
advocates would not be satisfied with the mere 
cession of California and New Mexico. The chair- 
man of the Military Committee would not say the 
Administration would be satisfied with this ces- 
sion, because it would bring no security for the 
future. Nor would it do so. It would give no 
security for a permanent peace. That cession 
would not be satisfactory to the Administration or 
its advocates. 

Did the Administration desire the fortress of San 
Juan de Ulua? He knew it had no confidence in 
any of the chiefs in Mexico. He concluded that 
it neither wanted nor expected a treaty, until, b 
the triumphs of our arms, a party should be ele- 
vated to power, with whom a secure peace might 
be negotiated. 

It was a part of the policy of this Government, 
as had been disclosed by the able Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Dix,] to prevent the interference 
of any foreign government in the affairs of Mex- 
ico. And this was a key to the cabalistic phrase, 
‘security for the future.” It was the policy of the 
Administration to prevent any such interference. 
This policy may have been modified by more 
recent circumstances, of which he could know 
nothing. If a treaty had been made, it would be 
submitted to the action and responsibility of the 
Senate. The President would throw the respon- 
sibility of ratifying such a treaty on the Senate, as 
he was bound to do, by the course which he took 
in his annual message; and he (Mr. B.) said, that 
if in other respects the treaty was a fair one, he 
would give his aid to the President, to relieve him 
from any responsibility on the subject. 

. Mr. B. complained of the masked policy of the 

Administration. The people had been led to ex- 
pect an early peace; and now, they are to under- 
stand that no treaty can be made with the Mexican 
parties which now rule that country. This war is 
to be prolonged until we can create a government 
which can give us indemnity for the past, and the 
assurance that no transatlantic Power shall be per- 
mitted to interfere with the” concerns of Mexico, 
or obtain footlfold there. He would not say that 
such an event was impossible. 
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If California and New Mexico would be deemed 
sufficient, why not fall back on them and hold them? 
Oh! it will be answered, we have now possession 
of much more, and we cannot go back. The com- 
mon apology, ‘‘ force of circumstances,” is brought 
forward. It was so twelve months ago. We had 
possession of a third of Mexico, but the force of 
circumstances drove us on to pass into the heart of 
the country, and.make the Mexicans feel our re- 
venge. Force of circumstances now compels us 
to go on until we can coerce a treaty, which, like 
an ignis fatuus, eludes us as we pursue it. 

Pass this bill, and let the troops go out, and they 
cannot be recalled in less than one year. Hecom- 
puted the cost of an army of forty thousand or fifty 
thousand men in Mexico, at forty millions. If you 
could get ten millions out of Mexico, there would 
remain thirty millions for us to pay; and this would 
be five times the value of California and New Mex- 
ico—a barren and useless region. 

He referred to a movement of the Puros—as 
stated in a morning paper—in opposition to a 
treaty; and this is the very party on which the 
Administration relies for peace. The Administra- 
tion could not expect a treaty based on the idea 
of security for the future, while the existing party 
in Mexico remained in power. 

He believed that the Administration was embar- 
rassed by the double policy it had adopted—which 
was, to hold out a desire to make a treaty with 
any existing government, while it was operating 
to raise up a new party into power in Mexico. 

The avowal of the chairman of the Military 
Committee—that he knew no more of the policy 
of the Administration in the prosecution of the 
war than was disclosed in the official reports and 
public documents—he regarded as an extraordi- 
nary one. The argument of the honorable chair- 
man was based on those official reports and docu- 
ments. The chairman said circumstances might 
arise which would endanger our army; that an 
emeute might take place; that our troops were in 
the midst of ten millions of hostile population, a 
‘million of whom were able to bear arms. If it 
could be shown our army is in real peril, he would 
vote ten or thirty regiments immediately. He 
assumed that there are 45,000 troops in Mexico, 
32,000 of whom are under Scott. He reviewed 
what our troops had already done, by a greatly 
diminished number, against five or six times the 
number of Mexicans, by both General Taylor 
and General Scott, in order to show that our troops 
now in Mexico were sufficient for every purpose 
of defence or aggression. 

He complained that the chairman of the Military 
Committee had given no estimate of the number 
of troops which he thought necessary to hold the 
various posts. There were no data, therefore, be- 
fore the Senate, to enable it to form an opinion on 
this subject. He went on to calculate the forces 
which, in his opinion, would be sufficient. About 
5,000 men would be enough to hold the line of 
coast; and, allowing for 5,000 disabled, there 
would be still above 20,000 effectives under Gen. 
Scott. He believed that General Scott felt suffi- 
ciently strong to overrun the country, as it was 
understood that troops had already left Mexico 
for the interior. The troops now in Mexico are 
sufficient to take and garrison fourteen of their 
largest towns. 

nother object of the war is to make thé people 
of Mexico feel the pressure of the war, to seize 
the revenues, &c. The Senator from Michigan 
urged the immediate seizure of Zacatecas, because 
of the great revenue to be acquired from it. He 
epinited: out the errors to which we were subject 
when we attempted to compute the revenue from 
the mines and other sources. General Scott, by 
a single stroke of the pen, struck out the whole 
revenue from internal trade, amounting to four and 
a half millions. The full amount of revenue which 
could be derived would not be more than a mil- 
lion. In order to make the people of Mexico feel 
the burdens of the war, you at once abolish the 
duty which was most oppressive onthem. You 
relieve the people, instead of bringing the calamities 
of war upon them. You make them friendly to us, 
and that is what you mean, We have pursued a 
policy of alleviation on one hand, and of oppres- 
sion on the other. One must be abandoned. He 
concluded that the Administration desired no peace 
with any party now in power. 

Mr. CASS said he would answer as far as re- 
garded his own views as to the objects of the war. 
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The Senator had put several questions, and seemed 
to expect Senators to jump up and answer. He 
would only answer that they wanted security. He 
would not say what; but would leave that to be 
determined by the Executive, in whose discretion 
he had entire confidence. As to security, it was 
asked against the instability of the Government, 
and also against an intractable people. He would 
not say what the President might demand. We 
may not want an open boundary; we may want a 
mountain ridge. Since the submission of the res- 
olutions of the Senator from Indiana, {Mr. Hane 
NEGAN,] his inclinations pointed to the Sierra 
Madre, which would be an impassable boundary. 
The Senator from Tennessee assumed that we 
could make no treaty with the present Govern- 
ment, in the opinion of the Executive, because it 
could not give security for the future; and when 
he assumed this, he must have penetrated deeper 
into the policy of the Administration than he (Mr. 
C.) had. The Administration would be willing to 
make a treaty with any Government; but it would 
hold indemnity until it was assdred of the’ perma- 
nence of the Government. But we are not come 
to the point where thie nature of the security is to 
be fixed. | 

He disavowed having used the language that he 
knew nothing of the policy of the Administration, 
except what was disclosed in the official reports. 
The Senator from Tennessee probably had in his 
mind a remark made by him (Mr. C.) in refer- 
ence to the plan of the Secretary of War, anda 
very deep Blan it was. Speaking of that, he had 
said that he knew nothing more of the plan than 
what he gathered from the official report. For, 
although he had conversed with the Secretary, he 
had obtained no additional information. 

Mr. FOOTE made some brief explanation, 
which was not understood in the gallery. 

Mr. BELL here threw himself on the indul- 
gence of the Senate. If there was no objection on 
the part of Senators on the other side, he would 
postpone the residue of his remarks until to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. DOWNS said he had understood a rule was 
adopted that Senators should conclude on the same 
day. Acting with that impression, he had hurried 
his remarks on Monday to a conclusion, omitting 
much which he had intended to say, because he 
was unwilling to trespass on the patience of the 
Senate, and to infringe what he had believed to 
be the general understanding. He did not oppose 
an adjournment, but he thought it due to himself 
to make this explanation. 

Mr. BELL said, that after these remarks, he 
considered himself bound to proceed. ' 

Mr. TURNEY suggested that the weak condi- 
tion of his colleague’s health was well known to 
the Senate, and he hoped that an adjournment 
would be agreed to. He moved that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The motion to adjourn was withdrawn, for the 
purpose of receiving the following message from 
the President of the United States, by Mr. W ALKER, 
his Secretary: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

In answer to a resolution of the Senate of the 13th Janu- 
ary, 1848, calling for information on the subject ef the nego- 
tiation between the Commissioner of the United States and 
the Commissioners of Mexico during the supension of hos- 
tilities after the battles of Contreras and Churubusco, I 
transmit a report from the Secretary of State and the docu- 
ments which accompany it. a i 

I deem it proper to add, that the invitation from the Com- 
missioner of the United States to submit the proposition of 
boundary, referred to in his despatch No. 15, of the 4th of 
September, 1847, here with communicated, was unautho- 
rized by me, and was promptly disapproved ; and this disap- 
proval wascommunicated to the Commissioner of the United 
States with the least possible delay. 

JAMES K. POLK. 


WasuincTon, February 2, 1848. 

On motion by Mr. MANGUM, it was ordered 
that it lie on the table and be printed. 

{For the documents mentioned in the above mes- 
sace of the President, see Appendix.] 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, February 3, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, from the 
Committee on Printing, to which was referred, on . 
the 3d January last, the resolution relative to the 

rinting of extra copies of a report communicated 
by Colonel J. J. Abert to the Senate on the 13th 
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of December last, reported the following resolu- 
ae That five thousand extra copies of Colonel J. J. 
Abert’s report, which was communicated on the 13th of 
December last, in answer toa resolution of the Senate of 
the 17th January, 1847, be printed for the use of this House. 

The resolution having been read— 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved to amend it by 
adding at the end thereof the words, ‘‘and that 
two hundred and fifty of the said extra copies be 
assigned for the use of the Topographical Bureau.” 

he amendment was agreed to, and then the 
resolution as thus amended was agreed to. 

' Mr. HARALSON asked leave to make a per- 
sonal explanation. Objected to. 

-Mr HUNT gave notice that on to-morrow or 
some subsequent day, he would ask leave to bring 
in a bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Abraham Hogebaom. 


“Mr. PILLSBURY asked leave to make a very 


brief personal explanation. Objected to. 


THE MESSAGE—-THE WAR, ETC. 

The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness first in order, viz: the concurrence ‘by the 
House in the report of the Committee of the 
Whole, in their resolutions referring the Presi- 
dent’s anhual message to appropriate committees, 
and agreeing to the amendment of Mr. Coss, of 
Georgia, to the 8th resolution reported by the 
Committee of the Whole, viz: Add between the 
word ‘‘personal’’ and the word ‘ property’’ the 
words ‘and other,’’ so as to make it read, ‘to be 
assessed on personal and other property,” &c. 

-Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, then proceeded with 
his remarks. He should not consume any portion 
of his time, he said, in discussing the origin of 
the war with Mexico. That question had been 
thoroughly discussed, not only during this session, 
but during the last session. ‘The members of this 
House, and the country, were in possession of all 
the information necessary to enable them to form 
a conclusion satisfactory to themselves. He had 
only to say, in regard to that matter, that this 
House, during the present session, had decided, 
upon a solemn and deliberate vote, by yeas and 
nays, that this war was unnecessarily and uncon- 
stitutionally commenced by the President of the 
United States. He had had the good fortune— 
and he deemed it extreme good fortune—to have 
the opportunity of recording his vote in favor 
of this sentence of condemnation. In giving this 
vote, his heart concurred with his judgment. And 
he desired to say no more at this time in regard 
to the origin of this war, than to express his 
concurrence with the decision so solemnly made 
by this House. It was a decision which the peo- 
ple of the country would approve and endorse; 
and whatever might be the opinion of individuals, 
carried away by partisan excitement, when that 
extitement shall have been dissipated by the lapse 
‘of time, the deliberate sentiment of the American 

eople would sanction that vote of condemnation 
in regard to the origin of this war. 

But he desired to speak more particularly in ref- 
erence to questions of more practical utility—ques- 
tions which concerned the futyre rather than the 
past. However this war might have been began, 
on whomsoever should rest the responsibility of 
its origin, we are in the midst of it; its evils are 
now pressing upon us, paralyzing the energies of 
the country, drying up its resources, and wasting 
its best blood. It became them, the Representa- 
tives of the American people, sent here to deliber- 
ate upon questions affecting their interests, to de- 
vise some means by which this war may be brought 
to a close, and its calamitous consequences cur- 
tailed, if they cannot be prevented. 

He desired to occupy a few moments in the ex- 
amination of some of the evils which were likely 
to result to the country from the continuance of 
this war, and in the consideration of questions con- 
nected with the finances, as they were to be affected 
by the prosecution of it. ‘They had .had laid on 
their tables, and on which they would be called to 
act in a day or two, a bill proposing to add eighteen 
millions and a half to our public debt. It became 
them carefully to inquire how far that debt was 
likely to be increased by the continuance of this 
war, and how far the Representatives of the people 
were required by their duty to increase that debt. 

What was the amount of our debt at present? 
They were sometimes told that gentlemen on this 
side of the House, who stood opposed to the meas- 
ures of the national Administration, were in favor 


‘of a national debt; but, for one, he intended to 


testify, by his vote and action, that that charge 
did not apply to him. He regarded the accumu- 


lation of a national debt as an evil of the greatest || 


magnitude, and one which every consideration of 
duty and patriotism required them to ward from 
the country. The amount of our public debt, as 
we were informed by the Secretary and the Presi- 
dent at the commencement of the session, was 
$45,659,659 40. To what amount was it proposed 
to increase this debt? The President had already 
recommended loans to the amount of thirty-nine 
millions, viz: balance for 1848, eighteen and a half 


millions; and for 1849, twenty and a half millions | 


—making a total of thirty-nine millions, which he 
told Congress and the country would be required 
to continue the prosecution of the war up to the 


close of the next fiscal year, the 30th June, 1849. | 


Well, accerding to the President’s and Secre- 
tary ’s estimate, we have, then, in prospective, on 
the 30th June, 1849, a public debt of the amount 
of $84,659,659 40. This looks like a burden of 
debt well calculated to set the people to reflecting, 
even assuming the estimates made by the Execu- 
tive Department of the Government to be correct. 
But, he would ask, how much might the actual 
expenditures reasonably be calculated to exceed 
these estimates? At the last session of Congress, 
the President came forward with a recommenda- 
tion for a loan of twenty-three millions. [Mr. S. 


read a short extract from the message containing | 


this recommendation, in which the President esti- 
mated, if the war continued till the 30th June, 
1848, that an additionel loan of twenty-three mil- 
lions would be required, on the assumption that 
there was constantly retained in the treasury four 
millions to meet any contingencies; if such surplus 
were not provided for, a loan of nineteen millions 
would be sufficient. ] 

Now, the President of the United States, (con- 
tinued Mr. S.,) at the last session of Congress, 
informed Congress that a loan of twenty-three 
millions would be amply sufficient to continue this 
war until the 30th June, 1848, and that it would 
also enable Government to retain four millions in 
the treasury. We have not yet reached that pe- 
riod; the 30th June, 1848, is some months hence; 
and yet, at the commencement of the present ses- 
sion of Congress, the President comes forward and 
informs us, through his Secretary of the Treasury, 
that an additional loan of $18,500,000 is necessary 
now to continue this war up to the 30th June, 1848! 
And, at the same time, he tells us that three mil- 
lions is all that is necessary to be retained in the 
treasury; so that, adding to this eighteen and a 
half millions this additional million, it appears that 
nearly twenty millions additional are necessary, 
and that the estimates at the last session of Con- 
gress fell short by about twenty millions of dollars. 
How and why was this gross blunder made? Are 
we to attribute it to the errors of the Secretary of 
the Treasury? Was his judgment in regard to the 
finances of the country so poor that he fell into 
such grievous mistakes as these are? Or has there 
been an attempt to cover up and conceal from the 
country the enormous national debt which this war 
is creating? He cared not which horn of the di- 
lemma the Administration and its friends chose; 
in either case, it was conclusively shown that no 
confidence could be placed in the estimates ema- 
nating from that source. 

This estimate, as now made, showed the public 
debt to be eighty-four millions on the 30th June, 
1849. The estimate was made on the assumption 
that the Government would receive all the revenues 
estimated in the Secretary’s report, and would only 
be required to expend the amount which is there 
estimated. Let him ask if any reliance was to be 


| placed on these estimates? What were the esti- 


mates last year? Why, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, after the war began, estimated that the receipts 
of the Government for the year ending 30th June, 


1847, would be, in round numbers, $31,335,000; 


the actual receipts were $26,346,000, showing a 
deficiency of $4,988,000—almost five millions. He 
estimated the expenditures of the Government, for 
the same year, at $55,241,000; whereas the report 
now on their tables showed that the actual expend- 
itures were $59,451,000; making an excess of over 
$4,000,000. The facts as now before us, then, 
showed that the estimates of the Secretary of 
the: Treasury, in regard to the ag and ex- 
penditures of the last year, made a difference of 
$9,198,906. ~” 


Well, was it not fair to presume that the Presi- 
dent’s estimates in regard to the expenses of this and 
the next year, are as erroneous as they then were 
for the year 1847? He thought that presumption 
a fair one. If it were, then we should be required 
to add to the national debt, as already estimated, — 
$18,397,000, which would make a debt that we 
should be owing on the 30th June, 1849, of over 
¢103,000,000: a sum largely beyond the entire 
amount of the national debt created by the last war 
with Great Britain ! ' È 

Let him refer to a single fact, for the purpose 
of showing what degree of confidence was to be 
placed in the estimates of the Executive. In the 
annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
during this session, we are told that an additional 
loan of $18,500,000 would be required for the pres- 
ent year. The President, in his message, said the 
same thing. A few weeks ago, we were informed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury ad inierim, that 
a mistake had been discovered i their estimates, 
amounting to within a fraction of $7,000,000; that 
they found themselves in possession of $7,000,000 
more than they had estimated. Well, if that was 
true, what was the natural consequence? What 
was the inference that every sensible man would 
be likely to draw? Why, that the loan that was 
proposed might be reduced that sum; and the Sec- 
retary in fact tells us that the loan may be reduced 
to $12,000,000. But scarcely had the report con- 
taining this information been printed, when we 
were informed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
that his previous estimate was erroneous, and we 
were now called on to extend the loan to $16,000,- 
000. He (Mr. S.) ventured the prediction, that 
before this session of Congress closed, we should 
be told that the amount of the loan is not sufficient, 
and be called on for an additional amount. 

But, placing it upon their own estimates, making 
the allowance for errors for this and the suceeed- 
ing year, which he had shown had existed in the 
estimates of the last year, and our public debt 
would be on the 30th of June, 1849, $103,000,000 
and over, requiring an amount of $6,183,448 to 
meet the interest upon it at six percent. It be- 
came matter of very grave interest to this country 
to inquire how this debt was to be paid. How 
were we to meet it? How were the people of the 
United States to cancel the heavy amount of obli- 
gations which the present Administration were 
incurring for them? Why, the bill authorizing a 
loan at the last session contained a pledge of the 
proceeds of the public lands for the payment of 
the interest and principal. Did any gentleman be- 
lieve we could avail ourselves of anything from ~ 
that source ?—that the proceeds of the publie lands 
would be sufficient to meet a quarter of the interest 
on the public debt as it was likely to exist on the 
30th of June, 1849? No gentleman who looked 
into the matter could imagine such a thing. Before 
the war began, while the country was on a peace 
establishment, when the commercial, manufac- 
turing, and agricultural interests were prosperous, 
only between two and three millions were received. 
from the sales of the public lands; and could gen- 
tlemen, even if the receipts were to continue as 
large, expect to pay $6,000,000 out of that? , 

But how did the case stand with reference to this 
subject? Why, the very same Congress that made 
that pledge of the proceeds of the public lands 
passed a bill voting away sixteen millions of acres 
of public lands as bounty lands! He made no ob- 
jection to that act; he voted for it; he was willing 
to accord to the men and their wives and children 
who sacrifice their lives and health in this war that 
bounty which was due to their services; but what 
he blamed Congress for was, for not providing 
other means to meet the accumulation of interest 
and principal of this debt. The number of indi- 
viduals entitled to bounty lands, if the forces which 
were now called for were put in requisition, would. 
not be short of 100,000 men; they would draw. 
16,000,000 of acres, which, at the minimum Gov- 
ernment price, would amount to $20,000,000. How 
many years, allowing the income of the lands to be 
43,000,000 a year, would be required to take up. 
these military land warrants? Some seven years. 
During all that time every gentleman must per- 
ceive our revenue from the sales of the public lands 
is cut off; and this fund pledged for the redemption 
of the principal and interest of the public debt—a 
fund which produces not enough to pay the inter- 
est, much less the principal of the public debt—is 
entirely absorbed, and cannot be applied even to 


1848. 


the extent it would go to this purpose, to which it 
is pledged in the loan bill of the last session. 

e believed we had reached a point in the pro- 
secution of this war and in the finances of the 
country which appealed to the patriotism of those 
who brought this war upon the country—those 
who stand by the Administration and defend it— 
he believed we had reached a crisis which required 
them to come forward now and test the partiality 
of the American people for this war by imposing 
the necessary taxes to meet the interest and pro- 
pi for the payment of the principal of the public 

ebt. 

He here avowed himself to be in favor of the 
plan of levying direct taxes if this war was to be 
continued. e did not desire to continue this war 
on credit, without any means being provided to 
meet even the interest on the debt to be created. 
He would ask if such a course would be honest? 
Was it just? He was not willing to go on year 
after year in the prosecution of a war to gratify the 
ambitious designs of our rulers, accumulating a 
national debt for the next generation to pay, and 
at the same time impose no burdens on ourselves 
nor provide any means for its redemption. It was 
neither just nor honest to do so. At the com- 
mencement of this Government, in the first report 
made by the Secretary of the Treasury under the 
administration of Washington, a recommendation 
was made of this principle, which an attempt was 
made to establish, that no loan should at any time 
be obtained without at the same time providing the 
means by which the debt should be paid. He 
would read a short extract from that report: 

4t Incorporating, as a fundamental marim, in the system of 
public credit of the United States, that the creation of debt 
should always be accompanied by the means of extinguish- 
ment; that this is the true secret for rendering public credit 
émmortal; and that it is difficult to conceive a situation in 
which thefe may not be an adherence to the maxiin.”’ 

It would need no prophet to foretell, if we con- 
tinued this war in this manner one year longer, 
that not only would the stocks of this Government 
be hawked about Wall street seeking buyers ata 
depreciation, but no buyers would be found. We 
‘had heard a great deal said about the last war with 
Great Britain, and this war has been compared 
with that. Those who were opposed to this war 
had been compared to those who were opposed to 
that war; but there was a striking difference be- 
tween the friends of the two wars. The friends 
of the last war in Congress were willing to meet 
the crisis like men. They were not opposed to 
the imposition of burdens on their constituents to 
meet the expenses of the war; and during the very 
first year, $1,725,000 were raised by internal duties, 
and three millions by direct taxation among the. 
States. This was the course then pursued. Why 
do not the friends of this war, who tell us the war 
is so popular with the people, make some such 
provision to meet the expenses now incurred? The 
first thing done by the friends of the late war was 
to double the duties on imports; whereas, since 
this war was commenced, duties had been cut 
down fifty per cent. Surely in this there was a 
great difference. If there was necessity for meas- 
ures of that kind at that time, it was doubly neces- 
~ gary now. Why, the expenses of this war were 

reatly, very greatly, beyond the expenses of the 
ate war with Great Britain. He would refer to 
the expenses of this Government for a period of 
years, embracing the period of the late war with 
Great Britain, to show that he was correct in this 
position. From the 31st December, 1811, to the 
` 31st: December, 1812, the expenses of this Gov- 
ernment were $17,829,498 70. From the 3ist 
December, 1812, to the same day of 1813, the 
expenses were $28,082,396 92. From the same 
day of 1813 to 3lst December, 1814, they were 
$30,127,686 38. Thus, in three years, embracing 
the whole pa of the war with Great Britain, 
the national expenses, including all the expenses 
of the war, as well as the civil establishment, 
were $76,039,582 20. 

Now, what were the expenses contracted by this 
war? The expenses of the Government, from 
the 30th June, 1846, to the 30th June, 1847, were | 
$59,451,177 65. That was for a period but one 
month after the war was begun. For the year 
from the 30th June, 1847, to the 30th June, 1848, 
the estimated expenses were $58,615,660 07. And 
the estimates forthe next year were $55,644,941 72. 
The aggregate for these three years was $173,- 
411,779 44; or an excess over the éxpenditures 
during the. late war of $97,672,197 44; more, in 
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fact, than double the expenses of the late war; 
for the whole aggregate for that war, as he had 
shown, was but $76,039,582 20. They all, how- 


“ever, must know that these estimates were not 


correct. It would be noticed that the Secretary of 
the Treasury had estimated the expenses of this 
less than the past year, and for the next less than 
the present. The expenses of the first year of 
the war were estimated to be greater than would 
be required for subsequent years, when they had 
every reason to believe they would be much higher. 
If, however, the expenses should be only as high, 
then the excess would be $102,213,958 95. But 
did any gentleman there suppose the expenses 
would be less this year than the last? Did not 
every one know that the estimates for those years 
were erroneous? Nay, they were absurd. Every 
one must know that as the war progressed its ex- 
penses would increase. They were already called 
upon to raise thirty thousand more troops, and, 
while calling upon them to do this, the Executive 
told them that the war could be prosecuted for a 
less sum than it was the past year. Did gentle- 
men believe it? Would the people of this country, 
would any man of ordinary intelligence believe it? 
What had they done towards reducing the ex- 
penses for the next year? Had they decreased 
the pay of the soldier? Had they diminished the 
soldiers’ rations? Had they cut off any of the 
perquisites which the army might claim? Had 
they done anything to lessen the expense of this 
war? Nothing, absolutely nothing; and yet, ac- 
cording to the reasoning of the Executive, we may 
go on to raise new armies, and all the while the 
expense shali be lesa than heretofore. The idea 
was absurd. 

The gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Mc- 
Kay,] who has served several years on the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, a few days since told 
us, that after the war was ended, the ordinary rev- 
enues of the Government would be sufficient: to 

ay every expense of the Government, and the 
interest of the debt, without other taxation. But 
was that opinion of the gentleman from North 
Carolina correct? Let us look for a moment at 
the facts. The receipts for the year ending 30th 
June, 1846, were $29,499,247 06. That amount 
was raised thus: from customs, $26,712,667 87; 
from public lands, $2,694,452 48; and miscella- 
neous, $92,126 71. The expenses for the same 
period—and they were for a peace establishment, 
when a Democratic Administration was carrying 
out its professions of reform—were $28,031,114 20, 
being an excess of receipts over expenditures of 
$1,418,132 86. Ifthe revenue of the Government 
exceeded the expenditures so small an amount 
then, what must it be now? Did the gentleman 
from North Carolina really believe we could bring 
down our expenditures to our receipts? And how 
long will it take to get’rid of the army? The ad- 
ditional expense of the military establishment 
would be found to be immense. They all knew 
that the army never would be brought down, 
while he or any there lived, to the standard at 
which it was before the war began. No man 
could expect jt. If, then, there was only so small 
a surplus at the time of which he had epo ran 
where were they to get the means to pay this six 
millions of interest? From what sources was it to 
be derived? They could not get it from any 
source. l 

But let them look at the next year. The entire 
revenues for the year ending 30th June, 1847, were 
$26,346,790. 37. The expenditures for the same 
period were $59,451,177 65. Of this amount, 
$18,365,518 03 were the estimated expenses of the 
war; and for pay to volunteers and militia the 
sum was $1,368,709 40. There was, besides, for 
the redemption of the loan and treasury notes, 
$2,402,817 65; making, in all, $22,137,045 08; 
leaving for other expenses $37,314,123 5i/—being 
an excess over the revenue of $10,967,333 20. 
How, then, could it be expected that this debt 
could be paid out of the revenues of the Govern- 
ment without other taxation? 

Mr. McKAY inquired whence the gentleman 
from Indiana obtained his statistics? 

Mr. C. B. SMITH replied, that he took them 
as he found them given in the Secretary’s report. 
Here, then, was an excess of expenditures over 
revenue of nearly eleven millions of dollars; and 
when they came to add to the ordinary expenses 
of the Government six millions for interest of the 


debt, he asked gentlemen where they would derive 


the means to pay these demands? The expenses: 
of the army would be increased, and it could not 

be expected that they could meet their engagements’ 
without additional taxation. They could not ex- 
pect to receive more than thirty millions, while the 
expenses of the Government after the war would 

not be less than thirty-five millions; and when they 

added six millions as the interest on the public 
debt, making forty-one millions of dollars to be 
provided for, what were they todo? Yet this wag 
the kind of financiering which accompanied this 

Mexican war at this remarkable epoch of our his- 
tory. We are going on with the prosecution of a 
war on credit; we are creating a great national debt; 
and soon we should see treasury notes and Gov- 

ernment stocks sold in Wall street, the New York 
money market, at less than par. He believed they 
had not reached par since this session of Congress’ 
began, with a tendency downwards all the time. 
He believed it to be their duty to provide imme- 
diate means, by direct taxation, to raise a fund with’ 
which they could be able to meet the debt, and not 
suffer it to go on accumulating year after year with- 
out making any provision for its redemption. But 
he would say no more on that subject. There’ 
were other matters on which he wished to say a 
few words. _ 

He would be glad if some friend of this Admin- 
istration, some advocate of this war, would inform 
him with what object it was prosecuted. He 
should be glad if the President or any of his friends 
would point out clearly the line of operations which 
it was intended to pursue. He had heard a great 
deal said about this war being prosecuted vigor- 
ously to obtain an honorable peace; and Gesa 
one gentleman asked if they desiredù dishonorable 
peace. All certainly desired an honorable peace; 
and when gentlemen told the House that they 
would prosecute this war for the purpdse of ob- 
taining an honorable peace, he should be giad if 
they would come out and define their meaning, 
and let the House and the country know what they 
meant by an ‘* honorable peace.”’ 

But there was another phrase, which he believed 
originated with the President; for, the first time’ 
he saw it was in a Presidential message, whence 
it was soon caught up by the friends of the Admin- 
istration and became current It was this: that 
this war was to be prosecuted to obtain ‘‘ indem- . 
nity for the past andi security for the future.” ‘* In- 
demnity for the past"? Perhaps they could all 
understand what that means; but what meant the’ 
cabalistic phrase, ‘‘ security for the future?” Was 
security for the future to be found in the possession 
of all Mexico? Were we to provide against a 
breach of the peace by taking the whole country ? 


_Was it to be done by the establishment of a mili- 


tary force there, to keep the people of Mexico in 
subjection? He would like to know what was 
really the meaning of these words. 

Well, the President desired ‘‘ indemnity for the 
past and security for the future.” He was very. 
desirous to obtain an ‘‘ honorable peace.” The 
President told us in his late message, that he had 
authorized Mr. Trist to negotiate a peace. It ap- 
peared that the President, in such negotiations, 
desired to obtain New Mexico and California. 
His language in his message of the 7th December 
was this: / 

‘¢ The boundary of the Rio Grande, and the cession to the 
United States of New Mexico and Upper California, conati- 
tuted an ultimatum which our commissioner was under no ' 
circumstantes to yield.” | 

And why did he want New Mexico and Cali- 
fornia? Oh! there were the expenses of the war 
and spoliations on our commerce, and we were to 
have this territory as an indemnity. The Presi- 
dent repudiated conquests; yet he told us that this 
territory was worth more than the amount of our 
claims; and, therefore, our commissioner was iùn- 
structed to give a liberal equivalent. The follow- 
ing were the terms in which he spoke on this 


oint : á 
p «As the territory to be acquired by the boundary proposed 
might be estimated to be of greater value than a fair equiv- 
alent for our just demands, our commissioner was autho- 
rized to stipulate for the payment of such additional pecu- 
niary consideration ss was deemed reasonable.”” 

What the amount of that equivalent was, the 
President did not inform us; _but from other 
sources, it appeared that Mr. Trist offered twenty 
millions of dollars. So it seemed the President 
was not in favor of conquest; but hé did desire to 
obtain a portion of Mexican territory to which he 
was nct entitled, and they were called upon to 
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prosecute the war for the purpose of compelling 
Mexico to sell us á portion of her country, which 
the President acknowledges we have no right to 
claim. Was this to be an indemnity for future 
ce? There never was a conqueror that avowed 

is design of a conquest so openly as the design of 
our President was shown to be. He tells us he 
desires no conquests, and yet he continues the war 
until he can compel Mexico to sell for a fair price 
such portions of her territory as we may fix upon. 

But he would be glad to know by what means 
we were to obtain ‘security for the future.” 
Were we to obtain some guarantee from Mexico 
that she will not attempt to disturb us? Was she 
to give a bond in addition to a treaty? We might 
suppose, from an intimation in the President’s 
message on another subject, that security was to 
be found in building up civil governments of our 
own choice in Mexico, and by keenik up military 
establishments to overawe the people. Were we 
so wild, so reckless, as to hope to do so success- 
fully? Did the history of Europe furnish no pre- 
cedents to deter us from such a course? When 
Napoleon Bonaparte overrun Spain to place his 
brother on the throne of that country, he placed 
armies there to retain the power he lained: and 
while we imitated his conduct, we should profit by 
his example, and take warning from his fate. 1f 
we shall build up governments in Mexico, and 
attempt to. keep it in our power, we should require 
an army there of fifty thousand men for the next 
twenty years. 

When this war firsttommenced, he stated it as 
his opinion on this floor that the war was com- 
menced by the Administration for conquest. He 
knew the Administration had repeatedly denied 
all intention to make conquests; but he asked any 
man to look at the evidence, and then see if his 
mind could be brought to any other conclusion. 
He understood well the game that was being 
played. He believed it was not the desire or ex- 
pectation of the Administration to make any treaty 
with Mexico. He believed the country was to be 
deluded with hopes of peace until the next Presi- 
dentialelection shall have passed by. He believed, 
during the time that would intervene, the public 
mind would be often excited by rumors of that 
kind; and if they can succeed in securing the 
Government for another term of four years, the 
mask will then be thrown off, the real intention 
will be avowed, and they would then be told, as 
they were when the annexation of Texas was 
under discussion, that the American people had 
decided ih favor of annexing all. Mexico, and it 
would be pressed through Congress suddenly. Let 
them look for a moment at a short extract from a 
speech which had recently been made on this sub- 
ject. . He saw in the papers a speech reported of 
a acacia stood on intimate terms with the 
Administration, in which that gentleman said: 


‘There are numerous cases, aj] tending to the same 
point, that whenever it becomes impracticable to obtain ter- 
ritory by purchase, WE TAKE IT BY FORCE. All that strip of 
country lying between Natchez and Baton Rouge was taken 
possession of in that way. And we have done so in all 
cases when we could not obtain territory by negotiation ; 
and this course has been pursued throughout the world, in 
all times, by all Powers.” 


This was the declaration of the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, (Mr. Sevier, 
delivered in the United States Senate on the 24th 
January, 1848—a gentleman who stands on inti- 
mate terms and has confidential relations with the 
Executive of this Union, avowing it to be a prac- 
tice to take territory by force when we were not 
able to acquire it by negotiation. 

But he had also an extract from the speech of 
another gentleman, as follows: ‘ 

6 I repeat what I before said, that the longer Mexico con- 
tinues her obstinate rejection of reasonable indemnity, and 
the greater the exertions she compels us to make, the greater 
will be our demands, and the heavier her losses. What we 
would have accepted last year, Or even at the commence- 
ment of the present campaign, we may well refuse now; 
and what we would accept now, we may well refuse after 
afew months. And how much the public sentiment of this 
country may demand a year or two hence, if the war con- 
tinues so long, I do not pretend to predict. We may have 
to make the great experiment so dreaded by the Senator 
from South Carolina and the Senator from Kentucky, and 
annex the domains of Mexico to ourown. This is the pen- 
alty which national injustice has often been called to pay, 
and which Mexico may be preparing for herself.” 


This was the declaration of a gentleman [Mr. 
Cass} who was now generally understood to be 
the candidate of the Democratic party for the Presi- 
dency. He tells us that the indemnity to be re- 
quired from Mexico is to be increased in propor- 
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tion to her obstinacy; that what would have satis- 
fied us a few months ago will not satisfy us now; 
and that every additional month will increase our 
demands, until we reach that point so much dread- 
ed of ingulfing the whole country and bringing it 
under our Government. 

We have often heard that Democracy was pro- 
gressive. Itdoes indeed progress at a most fearful 
rate; and if its progression should not be arrested, 
it will involve this country in ruin. He had not 
a shadow of doubt that this war would continue 
until after the Presidential election. We were now 
told that a peace was negotiated by Mr. Trist with 
the commissioners of Mexico: but how often have 
we been deluded with the same rumor! After 
every battle in Mexico the same siren song has 
béen sung, the same dulcet notes sounded, but still 
peace came not. And it might answer avery good 
purpose, by preventing the people giving utterance 
to their indignation towards this Administration. 
‘The same story had been told, the same song sung 
ever since the war began; and yet all hopes of 
peace are as baseless as before. ‘There was a cry 
of ‘*peace, peace, when there was no peace.’’ 
We had heard arumor that Mr, Trist had effected 
a treaty of peace; but if he had, it would be re- 
jected by the Administration, and Mr. Trist would 
be exposed to the anathemas of the Administra- 
tion for daring to do it. Some had even gone so 
far as to say, thatif Mr. Trist came back, he would 
be hung for a traitor. At all events, he was satis- 
fied the Administration had no idea of obtaining 
a peace. The people were still longer to be de- 
luded with the ignis fatuus of peace, which would 
elude their grasp until after the Presidential elec- 
tion. Ifthe Administration shall succeed at the 
next election, which God forbid, the mask will be 
thrown off, and then we shall be told that we can- 
not get along without all Mexico; then we shall 
be told that the American people have decided in 
favor of annexation, and that annexation must be 
consummated. 

Sir, (said Mr. S.,) I believe there can be no 
easier task than for this Administration to bring 
the present war to a close. [I believe that peace, 
an honorable peace, may be made in thirty days: 
a peace just to Mexicoand honorable to ourselves : 
a peace in which we have an opportunity of show- 
ing our justice and magnanimity, as we have al- 
ready shown our heroic courage and skill in war. 
And what is necessary to effect this desirable ob- 
ject? Let the President appoint suitable commis- 
sioners—not one of the clerks of a department, but 
men of character and high standing; men known to 
the country, and whose character will bea guarantee 
of fair and upright intentions on the part of those 
sending them. Let these gentlemen repair to Mex- 
ico, and there let them propose terms of peace just 
and equitable to both parties; let them relinquish 
their wild schemes of conquest and annexation, 
and offer terms just and fair, and my word for it 
Mexico will accede to the offer If it is territory 
that we want, it can be obtained in this way, and 
without dishonor. But for myself I do not want 
or wish for a foot of her soil; and I detest and de- 
nounce all prosecution of a war for plunder. 

Mr. SAWYER here interposed,’ and (Mr. 
SMITH yielding the floor for a moment) inquired 
was were the terms he thought we ought to 
offer. 

Mr. SMITH, resuming, said that if he were in 
a position which required him to define the terms 
of a treaty, he might perhaps tell the gentleman 
what those terms were: as it was, he should be 
a to see the Administration define them. Why 

id they not? Why did they not propose some 
terms on which a judgment could be made up? 
Why conceal the object they sought under the 
cabalistic phrase of ‘* security for the future?” So 
far, however, as his own opinion went, Mr. S. 
would have no hesitation in saying what these terms 
ought to be. He had already stated them. In 
the first place, he utterly repudiated all idea of 
demanding indemnity for the expenses of the war. 
We have no right, said he, to make any such de- 
mand. I told my own constituents on the stump, 
that, for my own part, I would as soon think of 
taking a purse on the highway as extorting from 
Mexico the expenses of this war. The House 
have decided that the war is unconstitutional, and 
that it was begun by the President. I believe it: 
itis the truth. We have no right to ask to be re- 
imbursed for the cost of this war. I detest and 
despise this higgling with Mexico for the cost of 


ue 


the powder burnt in taking her forts and cities 
from her. But I am willing, in the next place, to 
demand full indemnity for the actual losses of our 
own citizens by the unlawful acts of the Mexicans. 
The losses, I believe, may amount to between two 
and three millions of dollars; and I would insist 
on having this payment to our citizens made in 
money. Does any one believe that the just rights 
of those who were losers by Mexican depredations 
could be secured by a further prosecution of this 
war? I donot. I believe no such thing. But if 
the war is to be continued only to obtain indemni- 
ty for the losses of our citizens, why are fift 
thousand men to be kept in the field? . Where is 
the necessity of occupying with our troops the 
Mexican capital? Why must we continue to prey 
upon her vitals? If New Mexico and California 
is what we want as indemnity, and all we want, 
twenty thousand men are amply sufficient; why 
not take and occupy those provinces, and let the 
war cease? With that force we can hold them 
both against any power Mexico can send against 
them for these twenty years tocome. The fact 
that the Administration has not done this is of 
itself strong ground of suspicion of another and a 
concealed design. With but five thousand men in 
New Mexico, and the same force in California, 
we could keep possession in spite of all that Mexico 
could do. She could scarcely molest or give us 
the least disturbance in holding both. 

Mr. S. thought there was wisdom and sound 
policy in the course recommended by a distin- 
uished gentleman at the other end of the Capitol. 
TSupuosed by the reporter to refer to Mr. CaL- 
HOUN’s proposed line of occupation.] If this was, 
in‘truth, all the Administration meant by their 
demand of ‘“indemnity,’’ he thought there was 
wisdom in taking the ground proposed by that 
Senator. But, as Mr. S. had already said, he had 
no hope that that, or any other policy, would be 
adopted to put an end to the war. There was but 
one mode by which that could be effected, and that 
was; by a change of our rulers for men of different 
views and principles, and he trusted that, at the 

approaching election, this would be done. 

`- All that was connected with this policy of the 
war of this Administration, had been character- 
ized by a want of sincerity towards the people. 
Had our rulers openly avowed it to be their design 
to go to war with Mexico, the war would either 
have been avoided altogether, or closed long before 
now. Had they, like men, imposed the burdens 
necessary to conduct the war, and which must ulti- 
mately be borne by the people, the people would 
have seen that the war was ended long before this 
time. The boasted popularity of the war, would not 
survive one visitof the collector. If gentlemen were 
sincere in their expressed views of the justice and 
policy of the war, now was the time for them to 
show it: let them vote the necessary taxes—let 
them make their appeal to the people to pay at 
least a part of the expenses of the contest. Let 
them do this, and they would soon find that the 
alleged popularity of their war would vanish like 
the mists of the morning. When they found them- 
selves called on to pay heavy taxes to sustain a 
foreign war, carried on more than a thousand miles 
from our own frontier, rely on it they would be- 
gin to inquire closely into the objects and ends for 
which it was conducted. 

In England, when a war was declared by the 
Government, and the feelings of the people deeply 
roused, they contributed cheerfully to sustain the 
King in his quarrel; and, were this a case of law- 
less invasion of our territories, there were no bur- 
dens which the people would refuse to bear in in- 
dignantly repelling it. Buta war undertaken by 
party rulers, for party ends, and the gratification . 
of a selfish and a grasping ambition, was quite ano- 
ther affair. I believe (said Mr. S.) that every foot 
of Mexican territory we may acquire in such a 
conflict, will prove a curse to us and to our chil- 
dren, The annexation of Texas he had ever eon- 
sidered as a most unhappy event in our history; 
and we were now but reaping the fruits of that un- 
justifiable transaction in fields of blood. ‘The fur- 
ther we went the greater would be the evils we 
should bring on ourselves and our posterity. The 
more foreign territory we might thus acquire, the 
nearer should we come to the dissolution of this 
Union. He hed no idea that our glorious institu- 
tions would long survive, or our Union long endure, 
if we should: once succeed in embracing within 
its limits the whole territory of Mexico. Who- 
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ever lived to see that day, would soon witness the 
end of this Government, and the ruin of that rich 
inheritance left us by our revolutionary fathers. 

The hour of one having now arrived, the CHAIR, 
from amidst a host of competitors, assigned the 
floor to— 

Mr. VINTON, who said that he had risen under 
the conviction that there was much of other import- 
ant business which demanded the immediate at- 
tention of the House, and with the purpose of 
endeavoring to bring this debate to a conclusion. 
But before he made the motion he intended, and of 
which he had given notice yesterday, he wished to 
say a few words on a topic which had arisen with- 
in a day or two, in the course of the discussion 
which had now occupied the House for some time. 
It had not been Mr. V.’s intention to take any part 
in this debate; nor should he, had not the topic 
been broached to which he had just alluded; he 
meant the project of direct taxation, contained in 
the amendment which had been yi oposed by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Witmor.] 

The resolutions on which the House were now 
acting proposed a reference of the several subjects 
contained in the message of the President to both 
Houses of Congress; but the message said nothing 
on the subject of direct taxation, and therefore it 
was that Mr. V. did not wish to see any amend- 
ment on that subject appended to the resolutions of 
reference. 

But he had other reasons for this unwillingness. 
Thegentleman from North Carolina, over the way, 
[Mr. McKay,] had said to the House on Saturday, 
that unless this war was brought speedily to a 
close, he. should make an- appeal directly to the 
peop e to support it. He wished to ask, whether, 

y this appeal, he meant the proposal of direct 
taxes ? moe 

Mr. McKAY spoke briefly in reply, but his 
back was turned to the reporter, and not a word 
he said was distinctly heard; it was conjectured 
that he replied substantially in the affirmative. 

Mr. VINTON, resuming. Well, sir, the ex- 

ression ‘ appeal to the purse of the gga was 
anguage unknown to the Constitution. The gen- 
tleman, he presumed, meant direct taxation. That 
was becoming, it seemed, a very popular doctrine 
of late in the ranks of the Democracy. They had 
heard it broached at the last Congress by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Ruerr,] and he 
was sorry to hear it now advocated by his friend 
from Indiana, [Mr. Smirg.] Mr. V. had risen to 
say that he never should vote to lay a direct tax 
so long as any other means remained by which 
the revenues of the country could be replenished; 
and because that idea seemed to have met with 
some acceptance in the House, and was now, as 
he understood, endorsed to some extent by the 
able and eloquent gentleman from Indiana, Mr. S. 
felt it right and obligatory that something should 
be said now, before the people should be led astray 
upon the subject. 

When this war had been commenced, the coun- 
try had a revenue system which, did it exist at 
present, would have brought into the treasury 
many millions more than were now to be found 
there. The Executive made the war, and thereby 
necessarily increased to a great extent the public 
expenditure. The war was declared in May; and 
what had happened immediately after? In July 
the party in power established the sub-treasury, 
and by so doing cut itself off from all aid derived 
from our banking institutions, and from the use of 
the ordinary currency of the country. That was 
the first step taken by those in power after com- 
mencing a war. What next? hile the national 
expenses were constantly increasing, they abolished 
the existing tariff of duties, and substituted another 
in its place, by which at least one-third of the ac- 
cruing revenue was Stricken off at a single blow. 

Now, there existed in the country two opposing 
parties on the subject of taxation and of trade: the 
free-trade party and the protection party. The 
doctrines of the free-trade party ended necessarily 
in direct taxation. 'Thither they ténded, and there 
they ended, of necessity. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. WitMmort] was a free-trade man, 
and so far his introduction of an amendment in 
favor of direct taxation was all quite consistent. 
Mr. V. was not a free-trade man; and he never 
would agree to impose a direct tax while a system 
of indirect taxation would answer the purposes of 
Government. But how would this system of direct 
taxes operatein practice? Suppose Congress should 


impose a direct tax: had gentlemen considered how 
it would work? The example of direct taxation 
in the last war, which had been quoted in defence 
of the scheme now, was no precedent for him. 
The war tax of the last war was a tax of netes- 
sity; and if the same necessity existed now, Mr. V. 
would resort to it again, with whatever reluctance. 
In our last war we were situated very much, as to 
reveuue from abroad, as Mexico was now; all our 
ports were occupied or blockaded by the vessels of 
the enemy, and the. revenue from imports was of 
course cut off entirely. In that state of affairs we 
had nothing to resort to but internal taxes to šup- 
ort the war. But was that our condition now? 
ere we thrown upon the same necessity in this 
war? Every one knew we were not; on the con- 
trary, Mr. V. believed it would be perfectly easy4 
by a due adjustment of our revenue system, to ob- 
tain an income of forty millions; and he agreed 
with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Smiru] 
that all that would be wanted. 

But here he would say to the Opposition, that 
they had only to stand still and wait the progress 
of time and of events, and these would accomplish 
all for us that we could desire; these would do 
more for us than we could do for ourselves. We 
had already arrived at that point when not only 
war revenues were needed, but a largely greater 
income would be permanently needed than was 
now realized from the present reduced tariff. ‘The 
greatissue would have to be presented—it must be, 
of necessity—whether we would go into a system 
of direct taxation, or whether we would review 
our entire revenue system; and while, on the one 
hand, we provided to meet the necessities of the 
Government, we should, on the other, do some- 
thing to protect the labor of the country. For him- 
self, he was in favor of bestowing some attention 
on the wants of the people, while he was making 
provision to supply the wants of their Govern- 
ment. 

These were the two great systems which were 
submitted to the consideration of the people and of 
their Representatives. The Administration would 
be compelled to recommend the one or the other. 
The thing was inevitable; there was no escape from 
it. Mr. V. was for no opiates, no anodynes, no 
small doses. He was not for a tax on tea and cof- 
fee; he was for going much further and much 
deeper. He was for looking into the condition of 
our iron interest, our cotton and our woollen man- 
ufactures. These great interests of the countr 
were in imminent danger from the revulsion which 
had taken place, especially the iron interest. He 
went for the whole protective system, or for none. 
When the Administration should have recom- 
mended the one or the other alternative, Mr. V. 
would be prepared to consider and to act upon. it. 
If they gave up a tariff, we must necessarily have 
direct taxation. Congress would then have to 
choose between protecting the people by a tariff of 
duties that would supply the wants of Govern- 
ment, while it covered the interests of our own 
labor, and grinding them by a system of direct tax- 
ation. This (said Mr. V.) is their system; the 
other is ours. 

Have gentlemen considered how a direct tax 
would operate on the different parts of the coun- 
try? Do they remember that property of the same 
kind and of the same value would be taxed at dif- 
ferent rates in different States? This difference 
results from that provision of the Constitution 
which directs that direct taxes shall be apportion- 
ed among the States according to their population. 
To show how it would operate, take, for example, 
the proposition submitted by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bropueap,] and let us see how 
his tax of five millions would be raised. Ohio has 
one-tenth part of the population of the Union; she 
would therefore be assessed with five hundred thou- 
sand dollars, which would be paid by a direct as- 
sessment on the property of the people of that State. 
But has Ohio one-tenth part of the property of the 
Union, or anything like it? Indiana having on 
this floor the same number of Representatives with 
Massachusetts, the two States would pay an equal 
share of these five millions. It would be compar- 
atively a light burden on Massachusetts, and a 
grievous one on Indiana. The tax is increased 
upon the property. of a State, not in proportion to 
its wealth, but to its poverty. From those who 
have much, little is taken; but from those who have 
little, nothing of that little is left. ‘This provision 
of the Constitution must have had its origin in an 
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idea entertained- by its framers that the legislation 
of Congress would be vastly more local and ex- 
clusive in its benefits than experience has shown 
to be the case. It is the price which the Consti- 
tution imposes for the supposed local advantage 
that would be derived by a State by having.a rep- 
resentation here. Our experience is all the other 
way. While the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ° 
SmitH] was speaking, I endeavored to recall tomy 
recollection any one measure of any great moment 
in which, during almost twenty years that I have 
been here, I gave a vote different from what I would 
have given if I had been a member from Massa- 
chusetts or Louisiana instead of Ohio, without 
being able to remember a single one. The great 
commercial and trading interests of the country 
are so interwoven together, and so identified; the 
interior and the seaboard are so bound together, 
that a true representation of one is a representation 
of the other. Beyond the advancement of those 
great and general interests, which promote the good 
of all, what benefit is conferred on the interior? 
None whatever. And it is for this reason, aside 
from the oppressive nature of the tax itself, that 
this mode of raising revenue should be resorted to 
only when all others fail. The estimated expend- 
itures of the Government, for the present year, ex- 
ceed sixty-two millions of dollars. What would 
be the effect of such a tax on Ohio? 

Ohio already raises for the purpose of meeting 
her own public debt, and carrying on her own 
government, one million ang a quarter of dollars 
per annum by direct taxation. Add six millions, 

er share of what will be necessary to carry you 
through one year of this war, and the direct taxes 
assessed on the people of that State, will be equal 
not merely to all her gold and silver, but to all her 
bank paper besides—will be equal to the whole 
circulation of the State. Now, I am going into 
no such taxation as that. I do not, by my action, 
give any countenance to any such thing, here or 
elsewhere. I wish it to be distinctly understood, 
that I countenance no such thing. 

The agricultural States of the West and South, 
the agricultural States everywhere, cannot stand 
this description of taxation. It is nowhere but in 
the great commercial and manufacturing districts 
of this country, and where there is a great accu- 
mulation of personal property, that the thing can 
be borne for a day. There is not a single southern 
or western State that can live fora day under such 
a system; and I am not disposed for a moment to 
countenance the idea that we are to resort to that 
system of taxation on account of this war in which 
we are involved. As I said when I rose, we have 
nothing to do but to bide our time; by the progress 
of events, they who are in power would be com- 
pelled to come to us and ask that that protection 
and those revenues be restored which they volun- 
tarily took away. That is my doctrine. When 
they repent and come back,—when the prodigal 
returns, we will receive him kindly. I will wait 
for that. 7 

In conclusion, Mr. V. remarked, that he had 
yesterday given notice that he would move the pre- 
vious question on this debate. He had not then 
intended to have said a word, and it was only in 
consequence of this particular topic which had 
sprung up, that he had been induced to say any- 
thing now. He did not wish to engage in the 
general debate at all, and, for the purpose of ter- 
minating this discussion, so that they might get 
to other business, and at the same time, by refer- 
ring this message, that it might come under the 
consideration of the committees, he moved the pre- 
vious question. . 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered; and was announced 
to be first on the amendment of Mr. Coss, pro- 
posing to add, in the eighth resolution, after the 
word “‘ personal,” the words ‘‘ and other;’”’ so as 
to provide for the taxing of ‘‘ personal and other 
property.” , 

Mr. STEPHENS inquired, in case the amend- 
ment of his colleague [Mr. Coss] were voted down, 
‘whether it would not then be in order to call for a 
division, so as to vote separately on the original 
resolutions? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

The question being taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Coss, it was rejected. 

The Ist, 2d, 3d, 4th, 5th, 6th, and 7th resolu- 
tions, as reported by the Committee of the Whole, 
were then read and concurred in by the lfouse. 
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The 8th resolution being next in order— 

Mr. STEPHENS asked for a division of the 
question on agreeing to the said resolution, so as 
to take a separate question on each branch of it. 

The question was then put on the first branch 
of the resolution, and it was concurred in, as fol- 
lows: 


« That so much of said message as relates to the revenue, 
to the public debt, to the increase thereof, to the creation of 
a sinking fund, to a duty on tea and coffee, to the collection, 
safe-keeping, and disbursement of the public moneys, to the 
coinage, and the establishment of a branch mint at the city 
of New York, tothe amendment of the sub-treasury act, and 
to the estimated expenditures of the Government, be refer- 
red to the Committee of Ways and Means.” 


The question was then stated on the second 
branch of the said resolution, viz: 


& And that the said committee be instrueted to inquire 
into the expediency of raising annually, during the contin- 
uance of the war with Mexico, and until the payment of the 
public debt, the sum of five millions of dollars, to be assessed 
on personal property, stocks, and money at interest, and 
apportioned among the several States, as provided by the 

onstitution.”? 


The question on agreeing to the above was de- 
cided by yeas and nays, as follows : 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashmun, Botts, Brodhead, Burt, Chase, 
Clapp, Franklin Clark, Collins, Crowell, Duer, Fries, 
Gaines, Giddings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hunt, Andrew 
Johnson, George Ww. Jones, William T. Lawrence, Sidney 
Lawrence, Lord, Marvin, Mullin, Nelson, Nicoll, Palfrey, 
Petrie, Pillsbury, Putnara, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, Rum- 
sey, St. John, Sherrill, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Van 
Dyke, Wentworth, White, Williams, Wiley, Wilmot, and 
Wood ward—44. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Green 
Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Barrow, Bayly, Beale, Bed- 
inger, Birdsall, Biack, Blanchard, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brady, William G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert 
G. Brown, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, Canby, Cathcart, Chap- 
man, Beverly L. Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb, William- 
son R. W.Cobb, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, Crozier, Daniel, 
Dickey, Dickinson, Dixon, Donnell, Daniel Duncan, Gar- 
nett Duncan, Dunn, Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Faran, Farrelly, Featherston, Fisher, Flour- 
-noy, Freedley, French, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, Goggin, 
Green, Hale, Willard P. Hall, Nathan K. Hall, Hammons, 
James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Haralson, Harris, 
Henley, Henry, Hill, Elias B. Holmes, George S. Houston, 
John W. Houston, Hubbard, Irvin, Iverson, James H. John- 
son, John W. Jones, Kaufman, Kellogg, Kennon, Thomas 
Butler King, Daniel P. King, Lahm, La Sère, Leffier, Levin, 
Ligon, Lincoln, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McDowell, 
McIlvaine, McKay, McLane, Mann, Marsh, Meade, Morris, 
Murphy, Newall, Outlaw, Peaslee, Peck, Peyton, Phelps, 
Pollock, Preston, Richardson, Richey, Rockhill, John A. 
Rockwell, Root, Sawyer, Shepperd, Sims, Slingerland, 
Truman Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Chas. 
E. Stuart, Strohm, Strong, Sylvester, Tallmadge, Taylor, 
Thomas, James Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, John 
B. Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, William Thompson, 
Thurston, Tooinbs, Turner, Venable, Vinton, Warren, 
Wick, and Wilson—143. 


So the second branch of the 8th resolution was 
disagreed to. i 

The 9th, 10th, llth, 12th, and 13th resolutions 
were réad and concurred in. 

The 14th resolution was then read, as follows: 


& That so much of said message as declares that it may 
become proper for our commanding generals in the field to 
ave encouragement and assurances of protection to such 

riends of peace in Mexico as will establish a governnient 
there, able and willing to conclude a peace with us, ‘and 
secure to us the indemnity we demand,’ be referred toa 
select committee.”? 


On the question of concurrence by the House in 
this resolution the yeas and nays were taken, and 
resulted as follows: ~ 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Ashmun, 
Barringer, Barrow, Blanchard, Botts, Brady, Buckner, But- 
ler, Cabell, Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Conger, Cranston, 
Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, 
Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Edwards, Embree, 
Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Fleurnoy, 
Freedley, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, 
Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, Moses Himp- 
ton, Haskell, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, 
Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Irvin, John W. Jones, Kellogg, 
Thomas Butler King, Daniel P. King, William T. Lawence, 
Levin, Lincoln, Mclivaine, Marsh, Morehead, Mullin, 
Nelson, Newall, Outlaw, Palfrey, PendJeton, Pollock, Pres- 
ton, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Root, Rumsey, St. John, Shepperd, Sherrill, Slingerland, 
Truman Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Strohm; Syl- 
vester, Tallmadge, Taylor, Tompkins, Richard W. Thomp- 
son, John B. Thompson, Toombs, Van Dyke, Vinton, War- 
ren, White, and Wilson—98, 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bing- 
ham, Birdsall, Black, Bocock, Bowdon, Boyd, William G. 
Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart 
Chase, Clapp, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Collins, Daniel, Dickinson, 
Faran, Ficklin, Fries, French, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, 
Haralson, Harris, Henley, Hill, George S. Houston, Iverson, 
Andrew Johnson, James H. Johnsan, Robert W. Johnson, 
ne W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Lahn, La Sére, Sid- 
ney Lawrence, Leffler, Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, McClelland, 
McClernand, McDowell, McKay, McLane, Mann, Meade, 
Morris, Morse, Murphy, Nicoll, Peaslee, Peck, Peyton, 
Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Rockhill, 
Sawyer, Simpson, Sims, Robert Smith, Stanton, Charles E. 


Stuart, Thomas, James Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, 
William Thompson, Thurston, Turner, Venable, Went- 


worth, Wick, Williams, Wiley, Wilmot, and Woodward 


So the 14th resolution was concurred in. 


The 15th and last resolution was then read, viz: 


& That so much of said message as relates to the manner 
in which the war with Mexico ought to be prosecuted, and 
the policy that should be pursued in respect toit, be referred 
to a select committee consisting of nine members.?? 

On the question of concurrence in this resolu- 
tion, the yeas and nays were taken, and resulted 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Jobn Quincy Adams, Green Ad- 
ams, Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, Black, Blanchard, Botts, 
Boyd, Brady Buckner, Butler, Cabell, Cathcart, Chapman, 
Clingman Cocke Collins, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield 
belie drozier, Dickinson, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Daniel 

uucan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Edwards, Embree, Alex- 
ander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Featherston, Ficklin, 
Fisher, Flournoy, Freedley, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Gentry, 
Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. 
Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Haskell, Henry, 
Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, 
Hunt, Irvin, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, John W. 
Jones, Kellogg, T. B. King, Daniel P. King, W. T. Law- 
rence, S. Lawrence, Leffler, Lincoln, Mclivaine, Marsh, 
Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, Nelson, Newall, Outlaw, Pal- 
frey, Pendlcton, Pollock, Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, Rich- 
ardson, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, 
St. John, Sawyer, Shepperd, Sherrill, Sylvester, Simpson, 
Slingerland, Truman Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, An- 
drew Stewart, Strohm, Tallmadge, Taylor, Tompkins, R. 
W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, Toombs, Van Dyke, 
Vinton, Warren, White, and Wilson—114. 

AY S—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bird- 
sall, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Brodhead, Wm. G. Brown, 
Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Clapp, Franklin Clark, 
Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Daniel, Faran, Fries, French, Green,W. P. Hall, Hammons, 
Haralson, Harris, Henley, Hin, George S. Houston, Iverson, 
James H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Kaufman, Kennon, 
Lahın, La Sère, Ligon, Lumpkin, McClelland, McClernand, 
McDowell, McKay, McLane, Mann, Meade, Morris, Nicoll, 
Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, 
Richey, Rockhill, Sims, Robert Smith, Stanton, Charles E. 
Stuart, Thomas, James Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, 
Wm. Thompson, Thurston, Turner, Venable, Wentworth, 
Williams, Wiley, and Wilmot—73. 


So the 15th resolution was concurred in. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. -< 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, rose and said he was 
confined to his bed by severe indisposition on 
Monday last, when the States were called for 
resolutions. He therefore asked the indulgence 
of the House to permit him at this time to intro- 
duce two bills, of which previous notice had been 
given. 

Leave being granted— 

Mr. C. introduced ‘a bill to amend an act en- 
titled ** An act to raise, for a limited time, an ad- 
ditional military force, and for other purposes,” 
approved February 11, 1847; anda bill to reduce 
and graduate the price of the public lands to ac- 
tual settlers and cultivators; which bills were read 
and referred. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill regulating the appoint- 
ment of clerks in the Executive departments, and 
for other purposes. Read and committed, and 
made the special order for Thursday next. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, reported bills for the relief 
of Joshua Kennedy, deceased; for the relief of 
G. DeLirac; for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Captain George R. Shoemaker, deceased; 
and for the relief of Charles Waldron; which bills 
were severally read and committed. 

Mr. WILMOT, from the same committee, re- 
a a bill for the relief of Lyon & Howard. 

ead and committed. 

"Mr. THOMAS, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of George Coch- 
ran. Laid on the table. 

Mr. NELSON, from the same committee, re- 

orted a bill for the relief of Elisha F. Richards. 

ead and committed. — 

Mr. CROWELL, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Jeremiah Moor. 
Read and committed. 

Also, made adverse reports on the petitions of 
James Little, Thomas A. Williams, James Gra- 
ham, and of Michael Hogan. Laid on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the same committee, re- 

orted.a bill for the relief of Colonel Robert Wal- 
ace, aid-de-camp to General William Hull. Read 
and committed. 

Mr. DUNN, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report on the petition of the legal represent- 
atives of Isaac D, Taulbee. Laid on the table. 


Mr. FLOURNOY, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Nimrod Farrow and Richard Harris. 
Read and committed. 

Mr. HUNT, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported a joint resolution extending the time for 
the erection of certain light-houses. The resolu- 
tion was twice read. ° 

Mr. H. moved that the joint resolution be now. 
put on its passage. . 

After some debate by Mr. HUNT, Mr. HOUS- 
TON of Alabama, and Mr. McKAY— > 

Mr. McKAY moved to commit the resolution to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Disagreed to. 

The joint resolution was then ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HUNT, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported bills making an appropriation for im- 
proving and repairing the harbor at Buffalo; making. 
an appropriation to improve the navigation of the. 
Mississippi river; making appropriations for the 
preservation and repairs of the public works upon 
certain harbors and rivers, and for the survey of 
certain harbors; providing for the repair of certain 
marine hospitals; which bills were severally read 
and committed. 

And then the House adjourned. 


[Mr. MEADE, on offering his resolution, on 
the 31st January, declaring it inexpedient to annex 
the whole of Mexico, &e., (see Congressional 
Globe, page 269,) called for the previous question; 
but the call was not sustained by the House.] 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred : 


By Mr. RICHEY: The petition of L. D. Cory and 48 
other citizens of Washington county, in the State of Ohio, 
praying for a proportionate reduction of postage on all news- 
papers containing not more than five hundred square inches 
in size. 

By Mr. MANN: The memorial and petition of Lawrence 
Taliaferro, late Indian agent at St. Peter’s, praying to be al- 
lowed rent for buildings for the use of the Indian agency at 
that place, occupied for that purpose. Also, the petition 
of Abram Brinker, of Butler County, Pennsylvania, for the 
amount due from Government on certificate for services in 
the revolutionary war. Also, the petition of Joseph Shaw, 
Tobias Hammer, and 71 others, citizens of Cambria county, 
Penneylvania, setting forth the inequality of the rates of post- 
age on newspapers, and praying a reduction of postage on all 
newspapers not containing more than five hundred square 
inches. Also, the petition of Barbara Lancaster, of West- 
moreland county, Pennsylvania, formerly widow of H 
Greer, who was a soldier in the war of 1812, and died in ser- 
vice, for his bounty lands. 

By Mr. HAMMONS: The petition of Edward Clark and 
others, of Sally Taylor, of Abigail Goodwin, of Lewis Good- 
win and others, of Samuel Stacy and others, for their pro- 
portions of the Bergen prizes taken by the squadron of John 
Pau) Jones. 

By Mr. RUMSEY: The petition of inhabitants of Porter 
county, Pennsylvania, and Alleghany county, New York, 
fora post road from Honeoye Valley, by way of Conders- 
port and McThay’s Mill, to Wellsville, New York. 

By Mr. ROSE: The memorial of the citizens of Canan- 
daigua, New York, on the disease of the potato. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of James Moore and 36 
others, citizens of Pike county, Ohio, praying a reduction 
of the postage on small newspapers. 

By Mr. PUTNAM: The petition of inhabitants of the 
county of Orange, New York, praying for a reduction of. 
postage on newspapers, and particularly on small papers de-. 
signed for juvenile reading. Also, a like petition of inhabit-. 
ants of Litchfield, Connecticut. Also, the petition of Eunice 
Crossman, the widow of a revolutionary officer, praying to 
be placed on the pension list. 

By Mr. HARALSON: The petition and paper? of Marga- 
ret G. Leverett, widow of Thomas Leverett, fora pension. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of S. C. Beardsley and 
others, citizens ọf Portage county, Ohio, praying the reduc- 
tion of postage one-half on all papers containing not more : 
than five hundred square inches. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: The petition of S. H. Zink, of Ohio, 
for pay for subsisting volunteers. 

By Mr. BEDINGER: The petition of T. J. W. Sullivan 
and others, citizens of Jefferson county, Virginia, praying a . 
change in the rates of postage on certain newspapers. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: The resolutions of 
the Pennsylvania Legislature, in favor of the repeal of the 
act of Congress of the 3d of March, 1847, charging*postage : 
on certain newspapers. 

By Mr. STUART, of Michigan: Petitions of citizens of. 
New Buffalo, Michigan, for an appopriation to improve the - 
harbor at that place. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of Nelson Spencer and 
others, citizens of Newton Falls, Trumbul! county, Ohio, 
praying for peace with Mexico. Also, the petition of L. M. . 
Miller and others, citizens of Summit county, Ohio, praying , 
a reduction of postage on occasional newspapers not sent: 
from the office of publication. 

By Mr, HOLMES, of New-York: The petition of General.: 
Jacob Gould, in relatinn to the United States district courts. 
for the northern district of New York. 

By Mr. GAINES: The petition of Captain C. M. Clay, for- 
property lost in Mexico. 
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Mr. FELCH presented a memorial of citizens 
of New Buffalo, in the State of Michigan, praying 


the establishment of a naval depot at that place; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 

Mr. DIX presented a memorial from merchants 
of the city of New York, asking that foreign wheat 
may be imported free of duty, for the purpose of 
being ground for exportation; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented a me- 
morial from the representatives of the yearly 
meeting of the Society of Friends for New Eng- 
land, asking that Congress will, in its wisdom, 
adopt such measures as will bring the war with 
Mexico to a speedy termination; which was laid 
on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported a bill to allow arrearages of pension to 
Hugh W.. Dobbin, an officer in the late war, ac- 
companied by a report; which was read a first 


time. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Anna J. 
Hassler, accompanied by a report; which was read 
a first time. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to carry into effect certain 
provisions in the treaties between the United States 
and China and the Ottoman Porte, giving certain 
judicial powers to ministers and consuls of the 
United States in those countries; which was read 
a first time. 

Mr. ASHLEY said it was the desire of the com- 
mittee that this bill should be passed before the de- 
parture of the Commissioner to China. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported an adverse report on the me- 
morial of Joseph Bouchard; which was read a first 


time. 

Mr. BALDWIN submitted the following reso- 
lutions, which were ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That if any territory shall hereafter be acquired 
by the United States or annexed thereto, the act by which 
such territory is acquired or annexed, whatever such act may 
be, should contain an unalterable fundamental article or pro- 
vision whereby slavery or involuntary servitude, except as 
punishment for crime, shall be forever excluded from the 
territory acquired or annexed. l 

Resolved, That in any cession of territory that may He ac- 
quired as the result of the war with Mexico, the desire of 
that Republic, expressed by her commissioners in their ne- 
gotiation with Mr. Trist, to provide for the protection of the 
inhabitants of the ceded territory against the introduction of 
the system of human slavery therein by a stipulation to that 
effect in any treaty that may be made, cannot, consistently 
with the rights of those inhabitants, or with the principles of 
justice and liberty, which have been proclaimed to the world 
as the basis of our institutions, be disregarded or denied. 


GENERAL ORDERS. 

The following bills were severally considered as 
in Committee of the Whole, and after having been 
ordered to be engrossed, were subsequently read 
a third time by unanimous consent and passed: 

A bill for the relief of Peter Capella, administra- 
tor ofAndrew Capella, and for the relief of John 
Capa, and for the relief of Elijah Pettit and Han- 
nah Pettit, his wife, heirs of John Beardon, de- 
ceased. 

A bill for the relief of Charles L. Dell. 

A bill for the relief of Richard S. Coxe. 

The bill from the House of Representatives de- 
fining the boundary between Missouri and Arkan- 
sas was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

_ The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the W hole, the bill for the relief of Cad- 
walader Wallace. 

Mr. BERRIEN. As that is a bill making a 
large appropriation, I should be glad to hear some 
statement of the grounds on which the committee 
have recommended it. 

Mr. CORWIN. It is true, as has been stated 
by the Senator from.Georgia, that it is a bill in- 
volving a pretty large appropriation. I reported 
it myself from the Committee on Public Lands, 
and [ hopethat the attention of the Senate will be 
directed to it, as I esteem it one which deserves 
consideration; and, therefore, I shall move that it 
be laid by informally for the present, so that when 
taken up, the Senate may be prepared to act 
upon it. 

The bill was then passed over informally. 


a 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 


to raise, for a limited time, an additional military 


force; when— 

Mr, BELL resumed his remarks, by expressing 
his personal obligation to the Senate for an indul- 
gence which had not been extended to others, He 
repeated his position, that according to the views 
it had expressed, the Administration could not 
make a treaty with the present Government of 
Mexico. And further, that the course pursued by 
our commanding officers in Mexico, proved that the 
Administration had no design to make such treaty. 

He had put the question to the Military chair- 
man, whether the Administration would accept a 
treaty ceding California and New Mexico? The 
chairman declined to give any direct answer. He 
merely replied that ‘the Administration would ac- 
cept a treaty which gave indemnity for the past 
and security for the future. The honorable chair- 
man had said he would be willing to take the Sierra 
Madre as a boundary. The answers of the chair- 
man were propery discreet. It was not to be 
expected that the precise character of the security 
to be given could now be settled. 

The operations of the army in Mexico, and the 
instructions given to the commanding general, 
were, to his mind, proofs that the policy devised 
by the Administration was now in a course of pro- 
gressive development. He referred to some re- 
marks of the gallant Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Davis,] that one object of this bill would be, to 
relieve some of our broken-down regiments; also, 
to his remarks at another time, that for protracted 
warfare and garrison duty, regulars are more suit- 
able than volunteers. All this tended to prove a 
design on the part of the Administration not to 
accept a treaty, but to retain military occupation 
of the territory, until a government could be built 
up able to give the security demanded for the 
future. 

Mr. DAVIS explained, that although he had 
used the language, he had not in his mind the ob- 
ject which had been stated by the Senator from 

‘ennessee. He disclaimed the idea that our Gov- 
ernment could interfere with the domestic institu- 
tions of Mexico. Instead of desiring a protracted 
occupation, he was only anxious to crush a peace 
out of Mexico. He prayed God that the Govern- 
ment of Herrera might give us a peace. The 
Sierra Madre would be a proper boundary. 

Mr. BELL resumed. He asked if the gallant 
Senator could say that this boundary would be 
satisfactory to his own party, to the President, 
and to the Senate. Fie would be very happy to 
believe that the views of the gallant Senator were. 
those of all the friends with whom he was asso- 
ciated; but he feared such was not the fact. 

He assumed that it was the policy of the Ad- 
ministration not to make a peace; and the passage 
of this bill was proof of the fact. He had not 
seen the estimate of General Scott as to the num- 
ber of troops which he deemed necessary. There 
were now 45,000 troops in Mexico; and for what 
other purpose were these additional regiments re- 
quired, unless to retain permanent occupation? It 
appeared that our army is in alliance with a great 
party in the city of Mexico; that a conciliatory 
course has been pursued, by relieving the pee 
of the internal taxes; and that this party desires 
our troops to retain military possession. He be- 
lieved it was the policy of our Government to hold 


possession until the country became tranquilized, 


and the government permanent. He said he could 
easily see that Senators on the other side were not 
all united among themselves as to the proper policy 
to be pursued. 

He desired now to examine whether it is practi- 
cable to carry out the poliey which the Govern- 
ment is now carrying on. e hoped to hear from 
a Senator now sitting at his ease on the other side 
of the Chamber, [Mr. Benton,] before the close 
of the discussion. That Senator well knew the 
mauntains of difficulties which lie in the way. 


_He looked at a large proportion of the Mexican 


population, not less than four out of the aggregate 
of-eight millions, degraded, vile, addicted to every 
vice; another portion, of about two millions, of 
mixed blood, who were somewhat superior to the 
first, although they are laborers; there was a mil- 
lion of the white race, rancheros, land proprietors, 
who are separated from the. mass. by the hatred, 
the mutual hatred, which exists between them, 
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and presents an insuperable barrier between them. 
There are about twenty languages spoken in Mex- 
ico. Even the Spanish language is not understood 
by many of the alcaldes, who have to examine 
passports. The soldier in the. ranks frequently 
cannot understand the language of the.officer next 
above him. We, must take the property of the 
proprietors, and distribute it, before we can carry 
out our policy of permanent possession. The 
white race are the. descendants of the Visigoths 
and Suevi, who overran the Roman empire. The 
clergy also constitute an impediment. Hetookno | 
exception to any religious creed; but where there 
is no toleration'of freedom of opinion, there can 
be no improvement. The Romish religion might 
be the true religion; but wherever Protestantism 

revails, civilization and liberality are to be found 
in the greatest degree. 

Mr. B. contended that any further advance to 
an understanding with the Puros and Republican 
paty will commit us to permanent occupation. 

he party which we countenance will become com- 
promised; and we cannot then abandon them 
without being guilty of baseness. We must pro- 
tect them, and the occupation of a few months 
will grow into an occupation forever. How will | 
it be determined when our troops might be safely 
withdrawn? The pay of the Mexican lancer is 
two dollars a day, and he subsists himself and his 
horse, and makes up the deficiency by plunder. 
Withdraw the United States troops, and these will 
pour out from all the mountains and gorges, and. 
desolate the country. 

The regiments contemplated by the present bill 
cannot be organized in much less than a year. 
And when that force shall have garrisoned the forts 
and cities, our people will flock into the country, 
and they will be constantly exposed to the attacks 
of the lawless bands which will swarm around 
them. ~ 
By enabling the Puros to form a government, 
and undertaking their protection, we shall gradu- 
ally build up a more potent power in the numbers 
of our own people, which will soon. become. set- 
tlers, and will demand protection. So that our 
army will never be withdrawn. And this will be 
the last act of the national drama, when the force, 
of circumstances will compel us to hold the whole, 
country by right of conquest. 

Mr. B. quoted some passages from the message 
of the President, which, in-his opinion, sustained. 
his view of the necessity which would arise for 
the permanent occupation of the country. He. 
asked when the political millenium indicated by. 
the Executive would be perfected? Could it cease. 
in ten months, or would it not require a lapse of 

ears? Can we indoctrinate them with our {po-. 
itical principles in less time? The President him- 
self looked to the possibility that the final measure. 
which would be forced on us would be the takin 
entire possession of the Mexican country, an 
governing it according to our own principles. 

He quoted also from a letter of the Secretary 
of State in support of the same views. He alsa, 
ad verted to the remark of a gallant general charging 
that the Whigs were running against destiny, as- 
serting that they would break their necks against 
destiny; while another general intimated that it 
would be proper for us to take the innocent people. 
of Mexico into our care, and retain them under. 
our. protection. 

hat shall we do with Mexico, if we annex. 
her? She will be cut up into twenty States. Her. 
degraded mass will at least be a basis of repre- 
sentation; and thus, for five millions, taking a 
basis of one hundred thousand for a representa- 
tive, there would be fifty new Representatives. 
There would be forty new Senators, men of this 
mixed race, taking their seats here; and this would 
make the Senate a wore interesting spectacle. Our 
Chamber must be enlarged; and by and by we 
may find it necessary to centralize our Capitol. 
Senators on the other side will. say, we will 
have none of this. How. will it be prevented ? - 
Gentlemen would be King to take them in a 
state of pupilage, and to hold them so, until they 
became sufficiently instructed to become part of us. 

He wished to know what was the difference., 
between an appendage, and suggested that as offi- 
cers would be the tutors, and bayonets the rods, | 
we might hope to enlighten these new. citizens. 


_ The debt of Mexico, the condition of the clergy— ` 


these are obstacles which will have to be. sur- 
mounted. 
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- He asked what foreign Governments would say 
or do, when they find that we held Mexico by 
right of conquest, and then cut her up into proy- 
inces? Would they interfere? Our whole country 
would rise at once to resist any foreign inter- 
ference. But this would not prevent the moral 
injury which would result to us from our policy. 

e looked at the possibility of a union of the 
great European Powers, which might be leagued 

ainst us, and the mischiefs which might be in- 
flicted on us by such united hostility. While 

+ protesting against foreign’ interference in our re- 
publican hemisphere, we are taking away all merit 
from our motives by taking and plundering a sister 
. Republic. , 

He looked at the extending range of Executive 
patronage since the system of proscription was 

‘commenced. Let us take possession of Mexico, 
and we shall have twenty-six Territories to cre- 
ate, twenty-six governors, as many secretaries, 
judges, district attorneys, directors of mints, &c., 
will have to be appointed; and we must have a 
Governor-General in Mexico. John Bull need no 
longer swell out: we shall have a Governor-Gen- 
eral, we shall have our six-and-twenty governors; 
and although our India will not extend as far as the 
gun rises and sets, we may stretch it to the Frozen 
Ocean. And whata presentation day there will be 
at the White House when all these officers attend 
to kiss hands and take leave, on their departure for 
their distant posts! The forms of our Republic no 
doubt would still be preserved; but, as ıt was in 
Rome, the forms may survive after the spirit of 
republicanism shall have passed away. l 

` Your enlarged army, your military marine, 
will be sources of a constantly growing expendi- 
ture, 

* - And this was called destiny. He called it po- 
Jitical death. k 

He proceeded to glance at the new Democratic 
principles which had come into fashion. They who 
are its disciples are not over modest. They claim 

the discovery of steam-engines for railroads and 
the'ocean. They may as well claim the lightning 
from the Deity as the result of progressive De- 
mocracy. The tendency of this spirit he called 
en Senators to pause and contemplate. Let them 
look at the danger which it threatens to our insti- 
tutions. 

He dwelt on the historical and natural events 
which rendered Mexico a country captivating to 
the young and ardent, especially since a classic 
light had been shed over it by the genius of Pres- 
cott. Even although he had passed the ardent 
period of youth, his bosom warmed with the vivid 
pictures which memory sketched. He had no 
doubt all these matters would be presented through 
the country the next autumn to lure and captivate 
the people. l 
In spite of all that opposition could bring against 

the cause of. the existing policy, he saw the dan- 

ger which threatened the country from the determi- 
nation evinced by the President and his party to 
occupy and annex the Mexican territory. He 

did not believe that the President, at the com- 

mencement of the war, intended this extensive 

conquest, 

He went on to institute a comparison between 
our war with Mexico and that of Cortez, between 
which he recognized some points of similarity. 

` Both were characterized by the same eagerness for 
, plunder, and the same covetousness for conquest 
and territory. 

: He expatiated on the tendency of party influ- 
ences to debase the moral and intellectual quali- 
ties. He had admired the high and philosophic 
views which had emanated from the honorable 
Senator from Michigan, before he entered the po- 
litical arena. The effect of the precepts and opin- 
ions of that Senator in forming the characters of the 
youth of our country ought not to be underrated, 
and it was not to be doubted that some of the po- 
litical sentiments which had fallen from him in the 
e of this discussion would be productive of 
evil. 

He concluded with reiterating his opinion that 
the policy of the Administration was not to make 
a treaty with the existing authorities in Mexico, 
because they were unable to give a satisfactory 
guarantee for that security for the future which 
pur Government had expressed its purpose to re- 

uire. 

: On motion of Mr. SEVIER, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 4, 1848.. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read— 

Mr. SIMS rose to a privileged question. He 
observed that his vote was erroneously recorded 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Witmor] to the eighth resolution 
of the gentleman from Chio, [Mr. Vinron,] 
referring the President’s message, by which the 
Committee of Ways and Means was directed to 
institute an inquiry as to the propriety of impos- 
ing direct taxes. It seems that his vote was re- 
corded in the negative; whereas, when the roll 
was called, for satisfactory reasons to himself—~ 
not as a party man, not as an Administration or an 
anti-Administration man—he had thought proper 
to vote in the affirmative. He hoped the Journal 
would be corrected. 

The Journal was corrected accordingly. 


Mi. VINTON moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, for the purpose of taking up the 
loan bill. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the private calendar. 

Mr. WILMOT rose to make a personal expla- 
nation. 

Mr. GAYLE was understood to desire permis- 
sion to introduce a bill of which he had heretofore 
given notice. l 

Mr. BRODHEAD objected. 

The SPEAKER said the motion of the gentle- 
man from Connecticut would be first in order, pri- 
vate bills being the regular order for this day. 

Mr. McCLERNAND rose to a privileged ques- 
tion, He perceived from the ‘‘Union’’ of this 
morning, that his name was omitted in the list of 
poe and nays. [‘‘ I object,” from several voices. ] 

e desired to give a reason why he made the in- 
quiry. He voted in the affirmative | 

Objections were made. 


nee 


Mr. WILMOT inquired if it would be in order |! 


for him to ask the unanimous consent of the House 
to make a personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER replied it would not, while the 
motion to go into committee was pending. 

Mr. WILMOT hoped the gentleman from Con- 
necticut would withdraw his motion, to enable him 
to make a personal explanation. ° 

Mr. ROCK WELL assented. | 

Mr. VINTON yielded to a like appeal. 

Mr. WILMOT then desired permission of the 
House to make an explanation. Objected to. 

Mr. BEALE rose to a privileged question. He 
said that in the vote of yesterday, by which the 
last of the series of resolutions referring the Presi- 
dent’s message was adopted, he perceived that his 
name was omitted. He voted ın the affirmative 
on that question. 

The SPEAKER said the Journal would be cor- 
rected accordingly. 

Mr. VINTON then renewed his motion, that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. | 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCK WELL renewed his mo- 
tion that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the private calendar. 

The SPEAKER said, that as the regular order 
of business for this day was the consideration of 
bills on the private calender, the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. Rockwe._] would 
be first in order. 

And the question being taken on that motion, 
it was decided in the affirmative. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole, (Mr. Boyp, of Kentucky, in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of such 
bills as were not objected to. 

The following bills were read, objected to, and 
laid aside: 

An act for the relief of the heirs of John Paul 
Jones; : 

A bill directing the mode of settling the claim 
of Charles G. Ridgley; 

A bill for the relief of Anthony Walton Bayard; 

A bill for the relief of Calvin Efnmons; l 

A bill for the relief of Henry M. Shreve; 

A bill to extend John J. Adams’s patent for flat- 
tening cylinder window glass; : 


A bill for the relief of E. G. Smith; 


_ A bill for the relief of David Myerle; 

A bill for the relief of Jacob Gideon, 

A bill for the relief of Bent, St. Vrain & Co. 

A bill for the relief of J. Throckmorton; 

A bill for the relief of William Hogan, adminjs- 
trator of Michael Hogan, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the securities of Elijah J. 
Weed, late quartermaster of marines, deceased ; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Scott; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Regnal, alias Nick Hilliary; 

A bill for the relief of James McAvoy; 

A bill for the relief of Charles Benns; 

A bill for the relief of John W. Hockett; 

A bill for the relief of William Ralston; 

A bill for the relief of Nancy Tompkins; 

A bill for the relief of James Glynn and others; 

A joint resolution for the relief of J. Melville 
Gillis and others; 

A bill for the relief of Charles Reeder, Walter 
R. Johnson, and Thomas P. Jones; 

A bill for settling the claim of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Richard W. Meade, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Benjamin Hodges; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Cornelius Manning; and 

A bill for the relief of John Mitchell. 

The following bills were read and ordered to be 
reported to the House: 

A bill for the relief of William Culver; 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Robinson; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Clapper; 

A bill for the relief of Mrs. Harriet Barney; 

A bill for the relief of John Anderson, of Mis- 
souri; 

A bill for the relief Joseph C. Doxey; 

A bill for the relief of S. Morris Waln; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John Snyder, deceased; ” 

A bill for the relief of Amzy Judd; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Mathew Stew- 
art; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph and Lindley Ward; 
A bill for the relief of Mrs. Anne W. Angus; 
A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Mays; 

A bill for the relief of James H Conley; 

A bill for the relief of Jesse Young; l 

A bill for the relief of Silas Waterman. 

The bill for the relief of Amelia Brereton was 
amended by inserting before the words ‘* Amelia 
Brereton” the words ‘legal representatives of,’’ 
so as to make it read, ** to the legal representatives 
of Amelia Brereton,’ &c.; and it was then ordered 
to be reported to the House. 

The bill for the relief of Barclay & Livingston, 
and Smith, Thurgar, O., was amended by 
striking out the words ‘‘ and interest thereon from 
time of payment;” and was then ordered to be 
reported to the House. 

The bill for the relief of the legal heirs and rep- 
resentatives of Nathaniel Cox, deceased, formerly 
navy agent at New Orleans, was ordered to be re- 

orted tothe House, with the recommendation that 
it be recommitted to the Committee of Claims. 

The committee then rose, and the bills for the 
relief of William'Culver; of Daniel Robinson; of 
Elizabeth Clapper; of Mrs. Harriet Barney; of 
John Anderson, of Missouri; of Joseph C. Doxey; 
of S. Morris Waln; of the legal representatives of 
John Snyder, deceased; of Amzy Judd; of the 
heirs of Mathew Stewart; of Joseph and Lindley 
Ward; of Mrs. Anne W. Angus; of Elizabeth 
Mays; of James H. Conley; of Jesse Young; and 
of Silas Waterman—were reported to the House 
without amendment, and were severally taken up, 
read, and ordered to be engrossed; and were sab: 
sequently engrossed, read a third time, passed, 
and sent to the Senate for concurrence. . 

The bills for the relief of Amelia Brereton, and 
for the relief of Barclay & Livingston, and Smith, 
Thurgar, & Co., which were reported to the House 
with amendments, were taken up, the amendments 
were concurred in, and the bills ordered to be en- 
grossed; and were engrossed, read a third time, 
passed, and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

The bill for the relief of the legal heirs and rep- 
resentatives of Nathaniel Cox, deceased, formerly 
navy agent at New Orleans, which was reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it be re- 
committed to the Committee of Claims, was taken 
up, the report of the Committee of the Whole con- 
curred in, and the bill accordingly was recommit- 
ted to the Committee of Claims. - 
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The following bills from the Senate, lying on 
the Speaker’s table, were taken up, read a first and 
second time, and appropriately referred: 

A bill for the relief of Richard Bloss and others; 

An act to further extend the patent of Jethro 
Wood; 

An act to pay James Crutchett two thousand 
dollars for lighting the Capitol and Capitol grounds. 

On motion of Mr. HAMMONS, 


Resolved, 'That the Commissioner of Pensions be directed 
to deliver the papers of Daniel H. Warren on his application 
for a pension to any member of the Committee on [Invalid or 
eee Pensions, such member giving his receipt for 

e same. 


THE UNITED STATES MINT. 


_ The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President, communicating the annual 
report of the Director of the Mint at Philadelphia, 
showing the operation of the mint and branch 
mints for the year 1847. | 

The letter of the Director of the Mint shows, 
that during the past year the coinage was— 


At Philadelphia: In gold........... $13,269,080 
' SIVEF esac eeees 990,450 
Copper.......0. 61,837 

— $14,348 367 


The number of pieces coined 11,545,278. 
The deposits amounted to: In gold $13,670,896 


silver 962,781 

14,633,677 
At New Orleans: In gold........... - $6,085,000 
silver..... ess.. 1,384,000 

$7,469,000 


The number of pieces coined 3,659,500. 


The deposits amounted to: In gold $6,252,228 
silver 1,487,278 


7,739,506 
At Charlotte, N. C.: It amounted to............ $478,820 
Number of pieces in halt eagles....84,15] 
quarter eagles 23,266 
The deposits (in gold) amounted to.........-... 344,045 
At Dahlonega, Georgia, it amounted to.......... $361,485 
Number of pieces in half eagles... .64,405 
quarter eagles 15,784 
The deposits (in gold) amounted to............ 352,366 
At the several mints: In gold..... ...$20,221,385 
d silver....... 2,374,450 
copper...... 61,827 
. 657,662 
The deposits amounted to: In gold. . 20,619,544 
silver. 2,450,059 
— 23,059,603 


EE qo 


The message and accompanying documents were 
laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 


LETTER FROM GENERAL TAYLOR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before thé House a 
message from the President of the United States, 
communicating the following documents from the 
War Department, in compliance with a resolution 
of the House of the 31st ultimo: 


Wark DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 3, 1848. 
To the President of the United States: 

Sir: [n compliance with your directions to be furnished 
with “ a copy of General Taylor’s answer tothe letter, dated 
January 27, 1847, which was addressed to General Taylor 
by the Hon. William L. Marcy, Secretary of War,” 1 have 
the honor to submit herewith a copy of the letter referred to. 
The letter from this department of the 27th of January, 1847, 
was laid before Congress, pursuant to a call at the last ses- 
sion. The answer to it, now submitted, was not then written, 
and did not reach this department until more than a month 
and ahalf after the resolution calling for the correspondence 
with General Taylor was answered, and Congress had ad- 
journed. Very respectfully, your obedient servant 

. W. L. MARCY. 


HEADQUARTERS, ARMY OF OCCUPATION, 
Agua Nueva, March 3, 1847. 
Sir: Ihave had the honor to receive your communication 
of January 27th, enclosing a newspaper slip, and expressing 
the regret of the departinent that the letter copied in that 


slip, and which was addressed by myself to Major-General | 


Gaines, should havé been published. 

Although your letter does not convey the direct eensure of 
the department or of the President, yet, when it is taken in 
connection with the revival of a paragraph in the regulations 
of 1825, touching the publication of private letters concerning 
Operations in the field, Iam not permitted to doubt that 1 
have become the subject of Executive disapprobation. To 
any expression of it, coming with the authority of the Presi- 
dent, I am bound by my duty, and by my respect for his high 
Office, patiently to submit; but, lest my silence should be 
construed into.a tacit admission of the grounds and conclu- 
sions set forth in your communication, I deem it a duty 
which I owe to myself to submit a few remarks in reply. I 
shali be pardoned for speaking plainly. 

- In the first place, the published letter bears upon its face 
.the most conclusive evidence that it was intended only for 
pave perusal, and not at all for publication. It was pub- 

ished without my knowledge, and contrary to my wishes. 
Surely, I need not say that I am not in the habit of writing 


for the newspapers. The letter was a familiar one, written 
to an old mili 


tary friend, with whom I have for many years 
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interchanged opinions on professional subjects. That he 
should think proper, under any circumstances, to publish it, 
could not have been fereseen by me. 

ln the absence of proof that the publication was made 
with my authority or knowledge, I may be permitted to say, 
that the quotation in your letter of the six hundred and fifti- 
eth paragraph of the superseded regulations of 1825, in which 
the terms ‘‘ mischievous” and “ disgraceful” are employed 
to characterize certain Jetvera or reports, conveys, though 
not openly, a measure of rebuke, which, to say the least, is 


‘rather harsh, and which many may think not warranted by 


the premises. Again: I have caretully examined the letter 
in question, and I do not admit that it is obnoxious to the 
objections urged in your communication. I see nothing in 
it which, under the same circumstances, I would not write 
again. To suppose that it will give the enemy valuable 
information, touching our past or prospective line of opera- 
tions, is to know very little of the Mexican sources Of in- 
formation, or of their extraordinary sagacity and facilities in 
keeping constantly apprized of our movements. 

As to my particular views in regard to the general policy 
to be puted towards Mexico, J perceive by the public 
journals that they are shared by many distinguished states- 
men, and also in part by a conspicuous officer of the navy, 
the publication of whose opinions is not perhaps obstructed 
by any regulations of his department. h is difficult, then, 
to imagine that the diffusion of mine can render any pecu- 
liar aid to the enemy, or specialiy disincline him ‘to enter 
into negotiations for peace.”? 


In conclusion, I would say that it has given me great pain: 


to be brought into the position in which I now find myself 
with regard to the Departmentof War and the Government. 
It has not been of my own seeking. To the extent of my 
ability, and the means placed at my disposal, Ihave sought 
faithfully to serve the country, by carrying out the wishes 
and instructions of the Executive. But it cannot he con- 
cealed, that since the capitulation of Monterey, the confi- 
dence of the department, and I too much fear of the Presi- 
dent, has been gradually withdrawn, and my consideration 
and usefulness correspondingly diminished. ‘The apparent 
determination uf the department to place me in an attitude 
antagonistical to the Government has an apt illustragion in 
the well-known fable of Æsop. But I ask no favor, and I 
shrink from no responsibility. While intrusted with the 
command in this quarter, I shall continue to devote all my 
energies to the public good, looking for my reward to the 
consciousness of pure motives and the final verdict of im- 
partial history. 
I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
Z. TAYLOR, 
Maj. Gen. U. S. 4., commanding. 

Hon. W. L. Marcy, 
Secretary of War, Washington. 


The message and accompanying letter were laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BARROW moved that ten thousand extra 
copies of the message and accompanying letter be 
printed for the use of the House. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, moved that 
fifteen thousand extra copies be printed for the use 
of the House. , 

The motions to print extra copies lie over under 
the rule. 

The House then adjourned to Monday next. 


IN SENATE. 
Farivar, February 4, 1848. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in compliance with a resolution submitted by 
Mr. Dayton, calling for the minutes and other 

apers in the arbitration case on the subject of the 
Pen Patch Island. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. CASS presented a petition from Orville B. 
Dibble and George C. Bates, praying the grant of 
a right of way over a portion of the public lands 
for the construction of a canal round the Falls of 
St. Mary’s river, Michigan; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented a petition from citizens 
of Arkansas, asking the removal of the raft on Red 
river; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial from 
citizens of Adams county, Pennsylvania, prayin 
the adoption of measures to bring the war wit 
Mexico to a speedy termination; which was laid 
on the table. | 

Mr. RUSK presented the following resolution, 


which lies over: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be required to 
procure hundred copies of the map of Mexico, 5,000 
copies of the map of the Valley of Mexice and of the seat of 
war, published by J. Disturnei, N. Y., not to exceed the cost 
of one dollar each, and ten cents each for the others. 


GENERAL ORDERS. 

A bill making an appropriation for removing ob- 
structions in the Savannah river was taken up, 
read a second time, considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and was then engrossed, read a third 
time, and passed. 

A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Hoggatt was 
taken up, read a second time, considered as in 


Committee of the Whole, and was then engrossed 
and read a third time, and passed. 


PRE-EMPTION BILL. 

A bill to establish a permanent general preémp- 
tion system in favor of actual settlers on the public 
lands, was taken up, and read a second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

No amendment being offered, the bill was about 
to be reported to the Senate, when— 

Mr. PHELPS suggested the propriety of sus- 
pending the reading of the bill. It was evident, 
from what had been read, that it proposed to intro- 
duce an entirely new system jn the policy of the 
Government relative to the public lands, and it 
would, unquestionably, excite discussion. ~ It was 
hardly expedient to enter into its consideration 
now. He moved that it be passed over infor- 
mally. 

Mr. ASHLEY did not object to the suggestion, 
if the bill could be taken up at an early period. It 
was true, that it proposed changes in the public- 
land policy, and these changes were called for in 
justice to the settlers in the new States. He was 
willing it should be deferred, if taken up at an early 
period. It was substantially the same bill which 
was before the Senate at the last session, and was 
then. partially discussed. He would not press it 
now, if the gentleman would name an early day 
for its consideration. . | 
* Mr. BREESE suggested Monday week. 

Mr. ASHLEY then moved that the bill be made 
the special order for Monday week. 

Mr. BADGER remarked, that another bill al-. 
ready had been set down as the special order for - 
that day. : 
~ On motion by Mr. ASHLEY, it was 

Ordered, That said bill be postponed to, and made the spe- 
cial order for, Monday, the 2lst February, instant. 

PENSIONS TO WIDOWS AND ORPHANS. 

The Senate then proceeded to consider a bill 
amending an act entitled ! An act granting half- 
pay to widows or orphans where the husbands 
and fathers have died of wounds received in the 
military service of .the United States, in cases ‘of 
deceased officers and soldiers of the militia and 
volunteers,” passed July 4, 1836. 

The bill having been read a second time, and 
being under consideration as in Committee of the 
Whole— 

Mr. NILES said he was apprehensive that this. 
bill had not received its proper investigation. He 
expressed the opinion that the paon system 
required revision, and asked whether the bill con- 
templated to give half-pay for life, or for the term 
of five years? He would also like to know 
whether it embraced in its provisions the widows 
and orphans of volunteers, as that force belonged 
to the Federal Government, and not to the States 
from whence they had volunteered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, stated that the 
bill had been reported by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and was recommended in the message of the 
President. All must recollect the petitions pre- 
sented by the Senator from New York, (Mr. Drx,] 
and his elequent and forcible remarks made on that 
occasion, and which petitions were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. The Committee 
on Pensions thought it would wait until the Mili- 
tary Committee had acted; but, on consultation 
with several of its members, it was supposed that 
a bill would come more appropriately from the 
Committee on Pensions, and hence this bill had 
been reported. 

Mr. DIX explained, that the petitioners con- 
templated two measures—one giving half-pay for 
life, and the other for five years. The present 
bill, he believed, adopted the pension for five 
years, and did not go further. 

Mr. NILES inquired if the bill made any dis- 
tinction between persons who died in service or 
were killed in battle. 

Mr. DIX thought there was no distinction in 
the bill, though he had not examined it very care- 
fully. The wives and children of those who died 
in service in Mexico were made recipients of the 
bounty of the Government. 

Mr. NILES did not wish to oppose this bill, 
but he thought it had better be postponed for the 
present; which suggestion was adopted. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 
The Senate then resumed the consideration of 


the bill to raise, for a limited time, an additienal 
military force; when— ý 
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© Mr. SEVIER said, he should ‘have taken no 
part in the discussion had it been confined to the 
merits of the ten-regiment bill, nor would he now 
go very much at length into the debate. 

He would vote for the bill because it was re- 
commended. by the proper authority, because it 
was approved by the Military Committee, because 
it would accelerate peace, and give financial relief 
to the treasury. But his chief object in rising was 
to defend the President against the attacks which 
had been made on him. | 

He referred the origi? of the war to the attack 
made by the Mexicans on Thornton and Hardee, 
on which the President founded his war message. 
It had been asserted that the annexation of Texas 
was a cause of the war. This was one of the remote 
causes, of which the President was guiltless, as 
well.as of others which had been referred to, and 
which took place long before the President came 
into power. Texas will be held, every part and 
parcel, by us, in spite of the denunciations of the 
opposite party; and if Mexico should be deprived 
of any more of her territory, it may be attributed 
to the efforts of the same party. The President 
inherited both the great questions—Oregon and 
- Texas. He desired to go back into the history of 
these twin sisters. 

Texas was settled by United States citizens; she 
revolted from Mexico, and was admitted into this 
Confederacy. Two propositions were rejected by 
Presidents Jackson and Van Buren, out of defer- 
ence to the opinion of the world. Subsequently, 
she was invited into our Union; and for reasons 
- which she assigned, she consented. A treaty was 
submitted to the Senate, a copy of which found its 
way into the newspupers, and the excitement be- 
came intense. This took place just before the 
meetings of the conventions for the nomination of 
a President. The treaty was rejécted; an issue 
was then made, previous to the elections of No- 
vember, 1844, and the result was the election of 
the present Executive. 

A resolution to admit Texas was submitted in 
the House of Representatives, was passed by a 
small majority,and sent to the Senate, where it was 
referred to a committee, which reported against it. 
A compromise was then made, and the resolution 
was amended, and carried by Senators who should 
never be forgotten by Texas, among whom were 
three gentlemen from the other side—Menrnicx, 
Henperson, and Reverpy Jonnson. The result 
was transmitted on the last day of the session to 
Texas. 

The difficulties which had arisen out of these 
events had, in his opinion, been managed by the 
President with the greatest sagacity and wisdom. 

He then proceeded to state in detail what those 
steps were. He followed the course of General 
Taylor from his first movement in June, 1845, 
until August, 1845, when he reached Corpus 
Christi. In October he received information from 
the Department that there would probably be no 
invasion of Texas. 

The President states, that previous to Septem- 
- ber, 1845, there was a disposition on the part of 
Mexico to settle all differences. 
consul, was then written to, to ascertain the feel- 
ing of the Government, and to him the Mexican 
Secretary of State communicated the readiness of 
the Government to receive a United States minister 
to settle all disputes. 

Thus things stood when Congress assembled in 
December, 1845, when, in consequence of the 
President’s message, we put the whole of this 
coast under our jurisdiction. Where was the in- 
dignation of the opposite party? Did they wait 
for the cannon of Palo Alto to wake up their 
brains and their tongues? 

Our minister presented himself, and Mexico 
refused to receive him. He remained there until 
the revolution had placed Paredes in power. Mr. 
Slidell, in a letter dated 6th December, which 
reached this city in January, communicated all 
these events, and after this, the order to General 
a Aa which has been so censured, was issued. 

e then recited and replied to the various ob- 
jections made to this order, which he maintained 
that the President had a coristitutional power to 
issue, and which circumstances fully jastifed. He 
insisted that the territory of Texas stretched to the 
east bank of the Rio Grande; that from the time 
of the battle of San Jacinto in 1836, the Mexicans 
had never crossed from the west bank, except on 
_ two occasions, when bands came over to plundér, 
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and returned without any booty. Texas had ex- 
pelled the Mexicans from this territory, had es- 
tablished her civil jurisdiction over it, and had 
sent into it a surveyor to survey the lands. He 
inferred from these facts, that Texas had as clear 
a right to the territory up to the Rio Grande, as 
we have to these United States. 
had been said concerning the distance for voters to 
go to Corpus Christi, he referred to the condition 
of Arkansas, since his youth, to show the distance 
which grand jurors had to travel to the courts on 
which they were summoned to serve, some two 
hundred or two hundred and fifty miles. The 
inhabitants on the Rio Grande who had to travel 
to Corpus Christi, were, in fact, better off than the 
original settlers in Arkansas. The inhabitants of 
that region were left by Texas in the full enjoy- 
ment ofall the privileges which they had previously 
possessed. 

He adverted to the resolution of the Senator from 
Missouri, calling on the department to ascertain 
the boundary we asked. In reply, a map was 
furnished, showing that it extended to the Rio 
Grande. It was the duty of the United States to 
hold on to this territory, until it should be proved 
that our claim was unsustainable. Our Govern- 
ment had sent minister after minister to decide the 
question, but Mexico had stubbornly rejected 
every overture to that effect. 

He reminded the Senate of the anxiety and ex- 
citement which prevailed pending the discussion of 
the Oregon question; and of the negotiations which 
brought about the settlement of thatdifficulty. Yet 
Mexico could not be prevailed upon to settle the 
difficulty between her and the United States by ne- 
gotiation. 


The information communicated by Captain Con- | 


ner to General Taylor, that eight thousand Mexi- 


cans were on their march to the Rio Grande, was’ 


before General Taylor made a movement. He 
referred also to the correspondence of General 
Taylor which showed that he had found Mexi- 
can troops prepared for hostile operations, and to 
other facts, to prove that the Mexicans had march- 
ed to the Rio Grande, for the purpose of invading 
our territory, before it was ever known that Gen- 
eral Taylor was on his march. 

He regretted that the Senator from Maryland 
should have made it a ground of reproach against 
the President that General Taylor was not sus- 
tained, and stated that General Taylor had author- 
ity to make requisitions on several Governors, and 
to raise pecuniary means, whenever, in his opin- 
ra the exigencies of the service should require 
them. 

In reference to the resolutions for the annexation 
of Texas, he stated that there was no difference 
between the two on the subject of boundary, and 
therefore the President was not censurable for his 
selection between them on the ground assumed by 
some Senators on the other side. 

He drew a distinction between the cases of 1803 
and 1806—that of Louisiana and Florida—regard- 
ing them as aggressive acts, the object of which 
was the invasion of the possessions of France and 
Spain—while our case now was one of necessary 
defence. 

He concluded from all that he had said that the 
President had acted, in entering into the war, with 
the greatest prudence, wisdom, and forbearance. — 

On the subject of the manner in which the war 
had been carried on, he intended to be very brief. 
If the glorious results which had marked its pro- 
gress throughout were not evidence sufficiently aat- 
isfactory of the skill and energy with which it had 
been prosecuted, he could add but little to it. He 
remarked on the perseverance with which Senators 
on the other side had endeavored to embarrass the 
Executive in his movements, by throwing odium 
on the war, by representations of the dangerous 
diseases of the Mexican climate—of the ruin which 
overhung the treasury—and of the bankruptcy 
which was coming ‘on the country. For the pur- 
pose of facilitating the conclusion of a treaty— 
which Senators in the opposition were clamoring 
for—the President came to Congress for two mil- 
lions, and then the cry on the other side was, 
« Would you buy a peace ?”’ l 

His view of the objects for which we now prose- 
cute the war was, that they are indemnity for our 
expenditures, in the shape of territory—and he had 
named California and New Mexico last session; 
and indemnity for the claims of our citizens for spo- 
liations. The President had at one time stated, that 


In reply to what. 


he regarded Upper California and New Mexico as 
adequate indemnity. After several victories had 
been won, he did not rise in his terms; and al- 
though, subsequently to the capture of the city of 
Mexico, he has demanded more, still if atany time 
a treaty, embracing Upper California and New 
Mexico, had been sent to this Senate, it would 
have been ratified here. | 

In reply to the position of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, {Mr. BELL,]) that the President does not 
really desire a peace, he (Mr. S.) expressed him- 
self surprised, after the President had sought peace 
with so much eagerness and solicitude. 

Mr. BELL explained that he had stated that the 
President was not anxious to make a treaty, unless 
he could so make it as to obtain security for the 
future. 

Mr. CASS asked on what authority the Senator 
from Tennessee stated that it was a security against 
the interference of foreign nations. 

Mr. BELL replied, that it was a deduction from 
the policy which had been pursued, and the argu- 
ments by which it was defended“here. He pro- 
tested against being represented as saying the Pres- 
ident was not anxious to make a peace—he ought 
to be—but that he would not make a peace which 
did not offer security for the future. 

Mr. SEVIER said the President would not sign 
a treaty with a man of straw. He would consider 
a treaty on parchment as pretty good authority in 
itself. He would make a treaty with any stable 
government, for he would say that no man could 
be more averse to the war than the President had 
been from the first. It had been asked, Would 
California and New Mexico be sufficient? He 


| thought the Senator from Tennessee, and his 
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friends, must have received information that Mr. 
Trist had made a treaty. He had thought of rising 
and putting the question solemnly, Had the friends 
of General Scott received any information of any ` 
treaty which had been made? 

Mr. BELL disavowed any knowledge of the 
kind. Fiad the Senator any knowledge ofany such 
treaty : 

Mr. SEVIER, not a word. The President 
wants a fair indemnity in territory, or otherwise. 
He had never thought of taking the whole of Mexi- 
co. Never, until the beginning of this session, had 
he ever heard it imputed to the President, or his 
Cabinet, that he desired this. Andif things are 
taking this tendency, it will be because of the course 
of argument which has been pursued here. The 
Senator from Maryland had stated that he would 
be willing to take a little territory in satisfaction of 
claims, yet he would scorn to take indemnity in 
territory. Another Senator had asserted, that he 
would have the troops withdrawn by the shortest 
road and the cheapest way. Senators made up 
their own issues, and then deduced their various 
conclusions, without reference to the true facts. 

He was in favor of advancing, rather than an 
inglorious retreat. If we withdrew our troops—if 
they came back without a peace—we should leave 
an exasperated enemy behind us, and this would 
lead to a series of new outrages of the most lament- 
able character. As to what the Senator from Ten- 
nessee had said on the subject of classes, and the 
impossibility of civilizing the mass, he reminded 
that Senator of his own system for the removal of 
the Indians to the West. In carrying out that 
system, bills had been passed locating some of 
these Indians on the borders of Arkansas, where 
they had formed themselves into a government, 
and had since flourished, and had become an order- 
Ph prosperous, and easily-governed people. He 

id not see any greater difficulty in civilizing and 
governing the mass of Mexicans. 

As to the right of voting, he did not know that 
the Mexicans would gain it from the Constitution. 
The Indians had not gone up to vote that he knew 
of. 

He took great exception to the resemblance 
drawn by the Senator from ‘Tennessee between the 
war of Cortez and this war—making glory and 
gold the objects of its further prosecution. He de- 
fended the Administration against this charge. He 
denied that the friends of the President or of this 
bill were actuated by any such base motives. As 
to the reference drawn from the abolition of the 
transit duties that General Scott was endeavoring 
to conciliate the people, instead of collecting these 
taxes, General Scott receives a sum in lieu of the 
amount. The Senator had also asked if we would 
take the public debt of Mexico, He replied, that 
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he would do so, and her church debt too; as our | 


Income would increase with the increase of our 
population. He then dwelt at some length on 
the remarks of the Senator from Tennessee, rela- 
tive to the increased. patronage which the acquisi- 
tion of Mexico would throw into the hands of 
the President. He stated that the President had 
grown weary of patronage, and would rejoice if 


the power was not vested in him. He concluded. 


with reasserting that the President had no objec- 
tion to make a peace with any authority as stable 
as the present Government of Mexico. 

Mr. HUNTER obtained the floor. 

Mr. FOOTE then rose, and said: I wish to pro- 
pound two questions to the Senator from Tennes- 
see, which I have reduced to writing. 

A Senator. “Order.” ; 

Mr. FOOTE. It will not occupy more than a 
few moments. I was not in‘my seat yesterday, 
being confined to my room by indisposition, and 
had not then an opportunity of putting these inter- 
rogatories to the Senator. The Senator from Ten- 
. nessee, the day before yesterday, quite unexpect- 
edly, propounded certain questions, which, he said, 
he confidently expected would be answered by me, 
as he regarded me as a bold and independent man, 
who would not shrink from the responsibility of 
answering questions of that nature. - His questions 
were answered; and knowing him to be a man of 
at least equal boldness, I can have no hesitation in 
saying that Į anticipate equal promptitude, on his 
part, in replying to the questions I am now about 
to propound. I will further premise, that I put 
these inquiries in a spirit of courtesy, and with a 
strong desire of obtaining an expression of the 
Senator’s views. I desire, then, to inquire of the 
Senator, first, whether, when he addressed the 
Senate, he had any knowledge or information, of 
a reliable character, that a treaty, or anything 
equivalent thereto, had been agreed on in Mexico; 
and if so, whether by authorized agents of the 
Government, or by unauthorized persons; and, if 
by unauthorized persons, is the Senator from Ten- 
nessee aware of any connection or correspondence 
between these agents, or unauthorized persons, 
and any person or persons in the United States? 

Mr. BELL I see that the Senator means it in 
a mild spirit, but certainly it is claiming a great 
right, on his part, to catechise me in this form. 

_Mr. FOOTE. If he does not wish—— 

Mr. BELL. I say that I only deny the right of 
any Senator to ask me such a question, implying 
a breach of confidence on the part of agents of the 
Government, and which might, by possibility, in- 
volve myself. 

Mr. FOOTE. I did not intend that. 

Mr. BELL. Oh! I believe the Senator means 
nothing at all improper. I did hear the rumors 
that there was a projet of a treaty presented by the 
commissioners to Mr. Trist, and afterwards to 
General Scott, and that it had been forwarded to 
Washington. Upon further inquiry, I did not 
find any authority whatever for the rumor. I may 
add, that I have had no communication with any 
agent of the Government, whether in America or 
in Mexico. 

Mr. FOOTE. The question does not implicate 
the Senator. 

Mr. BELL. I have had no such information, 
and am rather disposed to believe that there has 
been no foundation for the rumors to which allu- 
sion has been made. From some announcements, 
(semi-official,) it would seem that there had been 
somethine in them; but I see it denied in the re- 
cognized ‘organ of the Administration, and must 
suppose that that statement is true. If both the 
Senators had attended closely to my remarks, 
they would have seen that the tenor of my argu- 
ment was, that the Administration must seek 
something more than territory, as affording ‘* se- 
curity for the future,” and that it ‘mattered not, 
so far as my argument was concerned, whether 
they claim the Californias and New Mexico, ora 
still further extension of territory on the same 
border. ~ 

Mr. BENTON. I wish, sir, to make a motion, 
necessary to the organization of the Senate. We 
have elected a President pro tempore, in the ab- 
sence of the Vice President, and have nat yet 

iven gotice of it to the President. He does not 

now how things are here. I ask the indulgence 
of the Senate, then, in order to submit a resolu- 
tion directing the Secretary to notify the President 
of what we have done. 
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It was theh— 

Ordered, That the-Secretary wait on the President of the 
United States, and notify him that the Senate, in the absence 
of the Vice President, have chosen the Hon. Davip R. 
ATCHISON President of the Senate pro tempore ; and that he 
ea a similar communication to the House of Representa- 

ves. 


Mr. FOOTE again rose to address the Chair. 

Mr. MANGUM. I rise, sir 

Mr. FOOTE. I will not occupy the attention 
of the Senate long. Give me a fair chance. I was 
sick yesterday. 

Mr. MANGUM. I rise to order. 

Mr. FOOTE. If the Senator be unwilling to 
allow me—— 

Mr. MANGUM. Iam not at all unwilling to 
allow any Senator the full exercise of his privi- 
leges. But I now make a point of order. What 
I suggest is in the spirit of which I am sure the 
gentleman will himself approve. This kind of cat- 
echising gentlemen in this body 

Mr. FOOTE. Who commenced it? 

Mr. MANGUM I regard not only as a de- 
parture from the order, but as calculated to impair 
the dignity of our course of procedure. Let me 
assure the honorable Senator from Mississippi that 
I make this point of order in all respect and kind- 
ness to himself, and strictly in a desire to adhere 
to the uniform usages of the body as I understand 
them. It will be readily perceived that great dis- 
order mustensue if such a practice were permitted. 
If Senators are to rise up in this way, on any oc- 
casion, out of the course of debate, and put inter- 
rogatories on isolated points, calling now on the 
Senator from Michigan, and now on the Senator 
from South Carolina, and so on, I submit to the 
Senator himself whether such a course of proce- 
dure would not be disorderly, and ought to be 
avoided on all hands? 

Mr. BELL. It seems to be alleged that I com- 
menced the system of interrogation. I hope that 
the Senator kom North Carolina will allow the 
Senator from Mississippi to proceed. 

Mr. FOOTE. In my own vindication I must 
say that really I am not very familiar with the 
rules of order; I am told, however, that the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina is entirely mistaken. At 
any rate it is not for me to vindicate the Senator 
from Tennessee, whose magnanimity has just now 
induced him to acknowledge that he is himself re- 
sponsible for all that has occurred. His questions 
were propounded to me in the confident expecta- 
tion that [ would answer, and I did answer; and, 
therefore, it would have been much more season- 
able had the Senator from North Carolina pre- 
sented his views of order on the day before yester- 
day. My next question is: Would the Senator 
from Tennessee agree to a treaty with Mexico, 
without full indemnity for past wrongs received at 
the hands of her Government, and security from 
future aggressions—and also what amount of in- 
demnity and what kind of security he would de- 
mand ? 

Mr. BELL. I can assure the Senator that I 
would weigh well any treaty that might be pre- 
sented to this body, and try to do so impartially. 
But I hold that greater calamities might befall this 
country than the acceptance of a treaty which did 
not give even full indemnity. I should regard the 
success of the poligy which I have attempted to 
show in the course of my argument was now in 
progress, and which I still believed to be pursued, 
notwithstanding the denial of the gentleman who 
has addressed the Senate to-day, as a greater evil 
than that. I would endeavor to weigh the evils, 
when the issue comes up between taking the Rio 
Grande, to which we claim title, and the conquest 
of the whole of the country, and the holding of it 
either in the shape of States or as dependant prov- 
inces; with my present impressions of the evil of 
such a policy, I would prefer the former to the lat- 
ter alternative. 

Mr. FOOTE. What boundary? 

Mr. BELL. If the Senator desires to learn all 
my individual opinions, I shall be very happy to 
communicate them. I should be quite willing to 
take the Rio Grande as the boundary; but the 
Senator is not, therefore, to say, that i preferred 
not to take any indemnity. : 

Mr. FOOTE, I did not say so. 

Mr. BELL. I distinctly stated that I was not 
opposed to exacting such indemnity from Mexico 
as would not be oppressive or ruinous to her. I 
did not go against all indemnity, and I trust I was 
so understood. The honorable Senator from Mis- 


sissippi was not here yesterday, and therefore it 
is probable that he wishes to know my individual 
opinions on those points: they are not worth much, 
it is true; but such as they are, I gave them, with- 
out disguise, and I had hoped, with sufficient 
explicitness to indicate what I should do in any 
particular exigency that might arise. 
The Senate then adjourned till Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 7, 1848. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 
Mr. STEPHENS asked the general consent of 


the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to furnish this 
House with copies of all letters received at the War Office 
from General Taylor from the Ist to the 22d of February, 
1847, inclusive, which have not heretofore been made pub- 
lic, and so far as the same may not be prejudicial to the 
public interests. 


The reception of the resolution being objected 


to— 
Mr. STEPHENS moved to suspend the rules. 
The question was put, and the rules were sus- 
pended. 
The resolution was then received and agreed to. 


THANKS TO GENERAL SCOTT, ETC. 

Mr. HUNT asked the general gonsent of the 
House to introduce the following joint resolutions, 
of which previous notice had been given: 

JOINT RESOLUTIONS expressive of the thanks of Con- 
gress to Major General Winfield Scott and the troops 


under his command, for their distinguished gallantry and 
good conduct in the campaign of 1847. 


Resolved unanimously by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Oongress assem- 
bled, That the thanks of Congress be, and they are hereby, 
presented to Winfield Scott, Major General commanding in 
chief the army in Mexico, and through him to the officers 
and men of the regular and volunteer corps under him, for 
their uniform gallantry and good conduct, conspicuously 
displayed at the siege and capture of the city of Vera Cruz 
and Castle of San Juan de Ulua, March 29, 1847; and in the 
successive battles of Cerro Gordo, April 18th; Contreras 
San Antonio, and Churubusco, Angust 19th and 20th; and 
for the victories achieved in front of the city of Mexico, 
September 8th, 11th, 12th, and 13th; and the capture of the 
metropolis, September 14th, 1847; in which the Mexican 
troops, greatly superior in numbers, and with every advan- 
tage of position, were in every conflict signally defeated by 
the American arms. 

2. Resolved, That the President of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, requested to cause to be struck a gold 
medal, with devices embljematical of the series of brilliant 
victories achieved by the army, and presented to Major 
General Winfield Scott, as a testimony of the high sense 
entertained by Congress of his valor, skill, and judicious 
conduct in the memorable-campaign of 1847. i 

3. Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to cause the foregoing resolutions to be commu- 
nicated to Major General Scott in ‘such terms as he may 
deem best calculated to give effect to the objects thereof. 

Mr. SAWYER objecting— 

Mr. HUNT moved to suspend the rules, to en- 
able him to introduce the joint resolution. 

The rules being suspended, the resolutions were — 
received, and read a first and second time. 

Mr. HUNT rose and said he had no desire to 
occupy the time of the House with a discussion of 
these resolutions. He could not doubt but the 
House was now pera to come to a vote on the 
subject. He believed the resolutions expressed 
the universal sentiment of the American people in 
relation to those brilliant achievements to which 
they refer. Y: 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired if debate 
was in order on these resolutions. 

The SPEAKER replied that debate was in or- 
der. 

Mr. HOUSTON inquired if the resolutions 
would not go over if any one desired to debate 
them. 

The SPEAKER replied that they would not, as 
this was not resolution day. 

Mr. HUNT then resumed. He said he had no 
desire to discuss the general merits of these reso- 
lutions. He would, however, say a single word. 
It would be perceived that the resolutions con- 
tained no mention, by name, of those subordinate 
officers who bore so conspicuous a part in achiev- 
ing those glorious victories by our arms. His 
reason was, that it would be more appropriate 
and fitting that these resolutions should be drawn 
in the usual form, and confined to the general 
commanding in chief. He hoped, however, that 
some gentleman would take an early occasion to 
submit a resolution expressive of the thanks of 
Congress and the country to all the subordinate 
officers, which would receive his best support, 
He now moved the previous question, 
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entleman from 


Mr. TOMPKINS hoped the 
emand for the 


‘New York would withdraw his 
previous question. ae 

Mr. RICHARDSON made a like request. His 
object was to obtain the opportunity to offer an 
amendment to the resolutions, which he believed 
would meet the approbation of the gentleman from 
New York and of the House. He wished to 
introduce an amendment to give the thanks of 
Congress to General Taylor for his distinguished 
services to the country at the battle of Buena 
Vista. , 

Mr. HUNT said he could not consent to with- 
draw his motion; but if the gentleman from Illi- 
nois would afterwards submit his amendment as 
an independent proposition, it should have his 
(Mr. H.’s) best support. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL desired to offer an 
amendment, which, perhaps, the gentleman from 
New York would accept. 

The SPEAKER said no amendment could be 
received but by unanimous consent. 

Objections were made; and the question being 
put on the demand for the previous question, it 
was sustained. 

The main question was then put, and the reso- 
lutions were ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. ‘ : 

Mr. HUNT hoped they would have their third 
reading at this time. 

Mr. HENLEY moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the resolutions were ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, his object being to 
offer an amendment. He did not wish to take up 
the time of the House, but he wished to make the 
resolutions perfect by an amendment which he 
was of opinion would meet the approbation of all 
sides of the House. He wished to submit it as 
an addition to the first resolution, which enu- 
merates the achievements of our army, in these 
words: 


& All of which triumphs and achievements are honorable 
to our national character, and give additional brilliancy and 
lustre to the American name.’’ 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, hoped gentlemen 
on the other side of the House would consent to 
have the resolutions amended so as embrace all of 
the major and brigadier generals who were in 
those battles. If they would look to the proceed- 
ings of Congress on preceding similar occasions, 
they would find, if he (Mr. H.) recollected cor- 
rectly,’ that medals had been presented to all offi- 
cers, as far down as brigadier generals. He 
desired to conform to that practice on this occa- 
sion, and include by name all of the major and 
brigadier generale; and if gentlemen would agree 
to it, he would propose to insert the names of 
Major Generals Quitman and Pillow, and Briga- 
dier Generals Worth, Twiggs, Smith, Shields, and 
Pierce. This, he believed, included all, and he 
hoped no one would object to it. 

r. HASKELL inquired if the gentleman from 
Alabama had intentionally omitted the name of 
Major General Patterson? : 

Mr. HOUSTON said, certainly not; his inten- 
tion had been to include all, and, in the hurry of 
preparing the amendment, he and those around 
him had casually omitted the name of that distin- 
guished officer. He would vote the resolutions, 
whether his amendment prevailed or not, with 
very great pleasure, and he believed all on his side 
of the House would do so likewise. He had no 
wish to delay or defeat the thanks; the officers 
named, all of them, Major General Scott as well 
as the others, were eminently entitled to them, 

and he hoped gentlemen over the way would con- 
~ gent to the amendment he now proposed. Gen- 
emen must remember—they could not have for- 
gotten—that this was the course pursued at the 
last Congress, when thanks were voted to General 
Taylor. His recollection was, that on that occa- 
sion, we included by name the officers who were 
with him at Monterey, to the grade of brigadier 
generals. The same custom should be observed 
now. To vary from it might be improperly con- 
strued; to leave out those names without cause, 
without a reason, and in direct conflict with the 
usages of Congress, would be, in his opinion, im- 
proper and unfair to those very distinguished and 
patriotic officers. l 

Mr. BOTTS moved the previous question on 
the motion to reconsider. - 

There was a second, and the main question was 
ordered to be now put. 
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Mr. HENLEY called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion to reconsider, and they were ordered, 
and resulted thus: Yeas 86, nays 113. 

So the motion to reconsider was negatived. 

The question then recurred on the third reading. 

Mr. HARALSON rose and said, he had voted 
for the reconsideration, not in a spirit of opposi- 
tion to these resolutions, but with a view to amend 
them so as to include those distinguished generals 
who had taken so conspicuous a part in those glo- 
rious conflicts. He had no other-object now than 
to call for the yeas and nays on the final passage 
of the resolutions. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HUNT expressed his opinion that a reso- 
lution to accomplish the object of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Hararson] would meet with 
general approbation in this House. He now mov- 
ed the previous question on the third reading. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved to recommit 
with a view to amend the resolutions. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman’s motion 
was not now in order. r 

The House then seconded the demand for the 
previous question, and the main question was or- 
dered to be now put. 

The roll was then called, and— | 

Mr. HASKELL rose when his name was‘called 
and desired to explain, that while voting with great 

leasure for these resolutions, he did not wish to 
e understood as voting for himself. Having been 
an officer on the occasions referred to, he was 
placed in a delicate position; but with this expla- 
nation he gladly gave his vote in the affirmative. 

The question om the passage of the resolution 
was decided in the affirmative: Yeas 197, nay 1. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BOTTS asked the general consent to offer 


the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House whether any commu- 
nication has been received from Mexico containing propo- 
sitions from the Mexican authorities or commissioners fora 
treaty of peace; and if so, that he communicate the same, 
if itcan be done without detriment to the public interests. 


Objection being made— 
Mr. BOTTS moved a suspension of the rules. 

The question on suspending the rules was de- 
cided in the affirmative, and the resolution was re- 

ceived and agreed to. 

THANKS TO GENERAL TAYLOR, ETC. 

Mr. STEPHENS, the rules having been sus- 
ended for the purpose, introduced the following 


joint resolutions: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
thanks of Congress are due, and they are hereby tendered, 
to Major General Zachary ‘Laylor, and, through him, to the 
officers and soldiers of the regular army and of the volun- 
teers under his command, for their indomitable valor, skill, 
and good conduct, conspicuously displayed on the twenty- 
second and twenty-third days of February last, in the battle 
of Buena Vista, in defeating a Mexican army of more than 
four times their number, consisting of chosen troops, under 
their favorite commander, General Santa Anna, and thereby 
obtaining a victory over the enemy which, for its signal and 
brilliant character, is unsurpassed in the military annals of 
the world. ss 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be struck a gold medal, with devices 


-emblematical of this splendid achievement, and presented 


to Major General Zachary Taylor, as a testimony of the high 
sense entertained by Congress of his judicious and distin- 
guished conduct on that memorable occasion. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause the foregoing resolutions to be communi- 
cated to Major General Taylor in such terms as he may deem 
best calculated to give effect to the object thereof. 

The resolutions were read a first and second time. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved the previous question 
on their engrossment and third reading, which was 
seconded; and, under its operation, the resolutions 
were ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and, being engrossed, they were accordingly read 
a third time and passed: Yeas 181, nay 1. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. WILMOT rose and asked leave to make a 
personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER said it would be in order only 
by the general consent of the House. 

No objection being made— | 

Mr. WILMOT was proceeding with his re- 
marks; when— 

Mr. ROOT rose and objected. 

The objection, coming too late, was not re- 
ceived. 

Mr. WILMOT (continuing) said he trusted that 
gentlemen would find that he was nct disposed in 
any degree to abuse ’the courtesy or trespass far 


` 


upon the indulgence which had been extended to 
him. It was the first time, since he had been a 
member of this House, that he had asked to have 
extended to him any indulgence of this character, 
and he should not now have made the request had 
it not been for the very extraordinary and peculiar 
character of an article which appeared in the 
‘“ Union” of the 3d instant under its editorial head. 
As that is the second attack (said Mr. W.) which 
has been made upon me, within the last few days, 
in the editorial columns of that paper, the “ vener- 
able” editor who presides over it might think I 
was wanting in personal respect unless I noticed 
them. It is not, sir, I assure you, because I feel 
the slightest degree of inconvenience or pain under 
the lash which he chooses to apply to me. I feel 
entirely confident that any efforts which that gen- 
tleman may make to injure me before my constit- 
uents will be idle and abortive. My principles 
were known to them before I left my home; the 
were always freely promulgated; and when 
choose to avow them on this floor, I claim the 
right to do so, and I am entirely indifferent what 
course the editor of the ‘ Union’’ may see fit to 
take with reference to it. I will read the article to 
which I refer: 

‘Mr. D. Wilmot, of Pennsylvania, is not content with the 
notoriety he has gained by his proviso. We must have the 
Wilmot proviso No. 2. He has proposed a scheme of direct 
taxation—to fall, we presume, heavily on the slaves of the 
South. Fortunately, this day it was rejected in the House, 
several of the Whigs voting against it. 

‘The Administration does not ask such idle schemes and 
such mischievous allies. Ifthis Representative from Penn- 
sylvania is not content with consulting wiser counsellors, 
he had better set up a school of his own, and call it the 
Wilmot School. If he means, however, to codperate with 
the Republican party, we advise him to consult and act with 
them. The Administration has laid down. its platform. 
Pursue its measures of finance, let them be honestly carried 
out, and we shall require no direct tax; but we will obtain 
what money we require on moderate terms.” 

This, sir, it appears to me, is an article of the 
most extraordinary tone and character. In the 
first place, it denounces this ‘* scheme”? (as it is 
pleased to call it) of direct taxation as a “‘ second 
proviso,” as ‘* another firebrand” thrown into the 
Republican ranks. We have heard for the last 
year—nay, more, ever since the introduction of 
the proviso which I had the honor to introduce to 
exclude slavery from any territory to be acquired— 
through the columns of that paper, that it was a 
firebrand thrown into the ranks of the Democratic 
party, which is likely to divide, and perhaps event- 
ually to result in the defeat of that party. This 
has been the constant clamor of the “ Union.” 
We now hear, from the same source, that this is 
“ Proviso No. 2.’’. A proposition which, as a Rep- 
resentative of the people, standing on my rights 
as a member of this House—which, on my respon- 
sibility to my people, and to God under the oath 
I have taken here—I have proposed, for the pur- 
pose of drawing from the capital and wealth of the 
country some fair proportion of the expenses and 
burdens of this Government, is denounced as a 
firebrand by this pretended organ of the Adminis- 
tration—pretended organ, I say; God forbid that I 
should accuse it of speaking the sentiments of the 
Administration! Ido not believe that any article 
of this character can procure the endorsement of 
the President or any prudent member of his Cab- 
inet. 

This a ‘“‘ mischievous proposition”? which I in- 
troduced! ‘A firebrand!” says Mr. Ritchie. A 
“ second proviso! A second attempt to intade the 
principles of the Republican party! A second at- 
tempt to strike at that “‘ peculiar” institution which 
this ‘* venerable” editor seems always to have in 
view, and at which he seems to see some blow 
struck in almost every movement that may be made 
here! Why, if a proposition is before Congress 
for the introduction of. new territory into this 
Union, Mr. Ritchie sees nothing in it above and 
beyond the extension of slavery! If a proposition’ 
is introduced here for the purpose of raising money 
for the support of this Government in time of war, 
and for the payment of its debt, Mr. Ritchie, this 
far-seeing editor, sees nothing in tbat proposition 
but an effort to impose a tax upon a peculiar spe- 
cies of property. His vision 1s altogether unable 
to extend any further; and he seems to think that. 
gentlemen are actuated by no other motives or ob- 
jects, in whatever movement they may make here. 
I had no particular allusion to this species of prop- 
erty. Ifthere had been no such property I should 
have made the same proposition; I did not propose 
to exempt it; I do not know why a few thousand 
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capitalists of the South, who hold a certain species 
of property, should be exempt from taxation; but 
my object was to call upon the capital generally in 
all sections of the country—North and South, East 
and West—wherever found, to bear its just pro- 
portion of the burdens of the Government. This 
was my object; to this object my amendment was 
directed, and to this only. And this isa ‘‘ here- 
sy” in the Republican creed! A new doctrine in 
the Democratic party, is it? Mr. Ritchie declares 
it to bea heresy; that it must be kicked out of 
doors; and “ fortunately,” he tells us, ‘it was; 
several of the Whigs voting against it.” Mr. 
Ritchie, then, was fortunate in having some allies; 
it was fortunate for him that some few Whigs came 
to his aid and voted down this ‘‘ mischievous”? 
rinciple, which he charges me with attempting to 
interpolate into the creed of the Democratic party. 
Why, the language employed in this article, like 
everything he says about me, is calculated and in- 
tended to mislead public opinion, and to place me 
in a false position before the country and my con- 
stituents; to represent me as acting with the great 
_body of the Whig party in support of a proposi- 
tion which goes to overthrow the principles of the 
Democratic party, and that there was here and 
there a Whig who voted with the Democratic 
party, and thus defeated this ‘* mischievous” 
measure. An examination of the vote shows that 
seventy-two Whigs voted against the proposition! 
This is ‘ several” of them, with a vengeance! 
‘ Several” to come up and sustain Mr. Ritchie’s 
views in this matter! Let the old man beware; 
let him look to the company he isin! While he 
denounces me as a ‘* mischievous ally” of the Ad- 
ministration, such an one as he did not want, he 
has taken into his bosom and confidence seventy- 
two “allies”? from the Opposition party! So it 
would seem he denounces proposition; they 
vote against it: Thomas Ritchie and they act 
together upon it! 
here is another fact to which I wish to call the 
attention of the louse. The honorable gentleman 
from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, [Mr. Vinron,] that respectable and 
able gentleman, one of the seventy-two Whig allies 
of Mr. Ritchie, is not content with giving a silent 
vote, but gives his reasons for the course which 
the ‘“ Union” so pen approves, and for pursu- 
ing the opposite of which it sees fit to visit me 
with so strong denunciations. When the prop- 
osition which I moved came before the House, the 
gentleman (Mr. Vinton] is reported as saying : 

c There existed in the country two opposing parties on 
the subject of taxation and of trade: the Free-trade party and 
the Protective party. The doctrines of the Free-trade party 
ended necessarily in direct taxation. ‘Thither they tended, 
and there they ended of necessity. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was a free-trade man, and so far his introduc- 
tion of an amendment in favor of direct taxation was all 
quite consistent. Mr. Vinron was not a free-trade man; 
and he never would agree to impose a direct tax while a 
_ system of indirect taxation would answer the purposes of 

Government.” i 

I differ with the gentleman from Ohio that the 
doctrines of free trade necessarily end in direct 
taxation to the extent which he lays down. The 
true free trade doctrine is, that the ordinary ex- 

enses of the Government in time of peace should 
be borne by an equitable system of duties on im- 
ports, but that all extraordinary demands upon 
the treasury should be met by direct taxation. The 
doctrine of the protectionists is, that no revenues 
shall be raised by direct taxes so long as the wants 
of the Government can possibly be met by loans 
or by indirect taxes. 

Now, I would like to know what becomes of 
the free-trade principle, if you commence increas- 
ing duties to meet. extraordinary demands on the 
treasury, like the present, and to avoid incurring 
a nationa! debt, or to pay it off when contracted ? 
Increase the duties in this way, and you havea 
protective tariff; you fall into the hands of the pro- 
tectionists inevitably; and that is what the gentle- 
man from Ohio and the whole Whig party seek; 
what they are endeavoring to accomplish by resist- 
ing direct taxation—by resisting this appeal to the 
great principles of the Republican party. They 
are seeking to force us back again upon the ground 
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of protection, to bring upon us a high protective 
tariff; and Mr. Ritchie ought to know it, and does 
know it; and I charge him with coéperating with 
these high-tariff men—with abandoning the doc- 
trines of free trade. He is willing that a debt of 
one or two hundred millions should be accumu- 
lated, thus making it absolutely necessary that the 
principle of a low tariff should be abandoned and 
a high protective tariff resorted to, because there 
is no other way of meeting these extraordinary 
expenditures except by direct taxation, which he 
so loudly condemns. If you have brought your 
tariff down, in time of peace, to the lowest point 
demanded by an economical administration of the 
Government, how are you to meet extraordinary 
expenditures except by an increase of the tariff, or 
a resort to direct taxes? If the tariff be increased, 
do you not come upon the grounds of the protec- 
tionists? To avoid this, is the policy of the Re- 
publican party. The only alternative is a resort tu 
direct taxation; and for bringing forward a propo- 
sition based on this principle I am denounced. 

Within a few days I have been assailed from 
the same source, charged with having abandoned 
the doctrines of the free-trade party. I have 
never abandoned them; I have held them from my 
youth. I adhere to them still. He charged me 
with deserting the tariff of 1846, and with labor- 
ing to defeat it in the last stages of its passage. 
This is not true, and I can bring ‘* Father Ritchie” 
himself to prove it. I never gave a vote the in- 
tention or the effect of which was to defeat the 
bill. My votes will be found consistent with each 
other and with the sentiments declared in my 
speech on that subject. Within the same hour in 
which I gave the vote of non-concurrence with the 
amendment of the Sennte, I voted twice-against 
laying the bill on the table. But suppose it to be 
true that I did abandon the principles of free trade, 
did I not come forward on the Ist of February 
with a proposition founded upon those principles, 
providing for raising by direct taxes revenue to 
meet the extraordinary expenditures incident to 
the war, and for the payment within a reasonable 
time of the debt necessarily incurred in its prose- 
cution? No sooner was this done than I am de- 
nounced as a ‘‘ mischievous ally.” This is the 
consistency ot Mr. Ritchie! 

Again: he advises me ‘‘to consult wiser coun- 
sellors.” If by this he means to imply that in 
moving in this measure I have consulted with the 
opponents of this Administration, I pronounce the 
insinuation false. I consulted with no man; I 
took counsel of my own judgment, and acted as I 
thought duty to my constituents required. If, on 
the other hand, I am to understand it as an invi- 
tation to take counsel of him, [ respectfully decline. 
I would regard it as unsafe. I think he has ar- 
rived at that period of life when his judgment, if 
he ever had any, is unbalanced and unhinged. He 
has reached that period of old age known as second 
childhood, more feeble and more helpless than the 
first. I trust I will be able to show before I sit 
down that his deviations from party principles and 
policy have been so wanton and so flagrant, that 
it would be unsafe for any Democrat to rely upon 
his counsels or follow his advice. 

But the most extraordinary and significant part 
of the article is that in which he informs me that 
the “ platform is laid down’’ on which I am to 
stand. Now I appeal to every gentleman, can 
language more grossly insolent be A RAA to- 
wards a member of this House? Itis substantially 
this: The platform is laid down; if you choose to 
stand upon it, well; but if you dare to depart from 
it, I hold in my hand a lash with which to pursue 
you. I am commanded to walk between two par- 
allel lines, and if perchance [I step over, the anath- 


emas of this man are fulminated upon my head; 


this man who professes to be the organ of the great 
Republican party of the Union, and who has done 
more to weaken and divide that party, by his nar- 
row and sectional views, and by his denunciations 
of sound and unwavering Democrats, than any 
other one hundred men. If the Republican party 
should be defeated, if its banner trails in the dust, 


this Mr. T. Ritchie will not for the first time be !: 
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responsible for its overthrow by his assaults and 
denunciations of men who have stood with fidelity 
and entire consistency on the platform of the Re- 
publican party. Without arrogating to myself 
any particular merit, I claim to have stood there 
myself, and I defy him and those who use him to 
point out any act or vote of mine as a Representa- 
tive upon this floor that conflicts in the least de- 
gree with the principles of the party to which I 
belong. Even if he chooses to penetrate my dis- 
trict and inquire into my political conduct and his- 
tory, [ defy him to bring against me the first act 
of party unfaithfulness. 

This is a most novel, a most extraordinary 
charge preferred against me. I venture to say 
that you may search the records of the public 
prints of every party organ that has existed since 
the establishment of the Government without find- 
ing its parallel. The principle here laid down is, 
that the Representative has no right to think or act 
for himself; that he has no right to consult the 
feelings or wishes of the constituency he repre- 
sents, but that his highest duties are discharged 
when he follows blindly the path marked out for 
him by others—when He stands like a block upon 
the platform laid down for him. T have always 
understood that by the Constitution all revenue 
measures must originate in this House. Mr. 
Ritchie, it seems, interprets the Constitution dif- 
ferently. ‘*The platform is laid down;’’ ‘‘ the 
measures of finance are marked out;” and it is our 
duty to pursue them under the pains and penalties 
of excommunication. Who authorized ‘* Father 
Ritchie” to send. in here his measures of finance? 
or who gave him the right to demand of us im- 
plicit obedience to the recommendations of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, or to hurl upon us de- 
nunciations ? 

Sir, what were the objects and purposes of my 
amendment, honestly and fairly considered? I 
have already statéd that it was to reach the capital 
and wealth of the country. Iam one of those who 
believe that a great public debt is a great calamity; 
one of the most paralyzing and unmitigated curses 
that can be inflicted upon labor; one of the most 
effectual means of binding down and keeping 
down the honest laborers of the land. Such have 
been its consequences in every Government, and if 
the same policy be pursued by us, such will be its 
results here. So believing, I am anxious to pro- 
vide for the extinguishment of the debt at an early 
day; and this, too, from the pockets of those who 
are best able to bearit. Weare in the midst ofa 
war—a war that must be prosecuted. In its prose- 
cution a large debt has already been incurred, and 
if continued, it must be greatly increased. I hold 
that it is our duty that we should at this time pro- 
vide means for its early extinguishment. We 
have no right to inflict upon posterity those bur- 
dens -which properly belong to ourselves, and 
which we are abundantly able to bear. What 
right have we to cast upon our children the curse 
of an onerous public debt? I hold that provision 
should be made for its early payment, at least 
within the life of the generation that creates it. - 
This is my doctrine; and it is for entertaining such 
principles that Lam denounced. 

The able gentleman from North Carolina, chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means of the 
last Congress, [Mr. McKay,] when my proposi- 
tion was introduced, made a speech in favor of 
resorting to direct taxation, if the present war is 
not speedily brought toa close. He, of course, 
comes in for a share of the denunciations of the © 
« Union.” I differ from that gentleman in this: 
he would resort to this mode of raising revenue 
only'in the event of a prolonged continuance of 
the war. I would advocate its adoption if the war 
were to cease to-day. I look as well to the pay- 
ment of the public debt as to the raising of money 
to supply the immediate wants of the treasury. 
If, after the extinguishment of the public debt, 
there should be a surplus of revenue beyond the 
ordinary wants of the Government, I would dimin- 
ish the duties, and thus relieve the people froma 
portion of the burdens of taxation. Such, I un- 
dertake to say, are the doctrines of the free-trade 
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party; and to such results my proposition was 
directed. Every man’ knows that the great bur- 
dens of Government rest upon the laboring, toiling 
masses; and because they bese the Joad in silence, 
because they have no pensioned presses to utter 
their grievances or to assail their rulers, therefore 
you would load them down until their very backs 
were broken. My proposition was to reach the 
capital of the country—to tax stocks, money at 
interest, and personal property. I could not go 
into details as to the particular kinds of personal 

roperty on which I would have this tax imposed. 
Tis was the appropriate duty of the committee. 
Could I have gone into details, Í should have desig- 
nated as the objects of taxatian, gold and silver 
plate, pleasure carriages, watches and jewelry of 
all kinds, and household furniture exceeding in 
value a given amount. 

These, sir, were some of the luxuries and ex- 
travagances of the rich that I particularly had in 
view. I have already said that I did not intend 
to exempt the capital of the South; and therefore 
the peculiar property in which the money of the 
planter is principally invested would have been 
. embraced. I desired to exempt the humble la- 
borer of the country from any portion of this tax. 
I believe that if the whole five millions proposed 
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to be raised by my amendment were drawn from | 


the large capitalists and more wealthy classes, still 
the largest proportion of the burdens of Govern- 
ment would fall upon the laboring classes. 

I have said I regard Mr. Ritchie as an unsafe 


counsellor; I would not dare to follow his advice, | 


even if I were disposed to seek it. In order to 
show how unsafe and how dangerous y would be 
to be guided by his counsels, I will read some of 
his violent attacks upon General Jackson, and 
also give the opinion which General Jackson en- 
tertained of him. I read extracts taken from the 
Richmond Enquirer at the time when General 
Jackson’s name was before the country as a can- 
didate of the Republican party: 


¢¢ We cannot consent to lend a hand toward the election 
of such a man as Andrew Jackson.” 

« We would deprecate his election as a curse: upon our 
country.” 

« One who in any great crisis, would convert the whole 
country into one great camp, and would reduce almost 
everything under martial law.” ` 

& Compare him with Adams and Crawford, and how in- 
ferior must he be.” 

« We can commend General Jackson’s modesty in reti- 
Ting from the Senate and the bench, where he discovered 
the superior qualifications of other people. Can we say as 
much for his modesty, when he is now aspiring to the high- 
est office in this nation ?”? 

« He is too little of a statesman, too rash, too violent in 
his temper, his measures too much inclined to arbitrary 
government, to obtain the humble support of the editor of 
this paper.’”’ i 

« What kind of a President would this great civilian 
make? A gentleman who cannot interpret the plain ex- 
pression of one law, and fet would be called upon to admin- 
ister all the Jaws of the land! One whose ideas are so 
purely military that he would transmute a traitor into a spy, 
or would punish treason, not by the civic courts, but by a 
court martial !”? 


These were the opinions entertained by Mr. | 


Ritchie of General Jackson. Do 
that hè would be a safe adviser for a Democrat 
who has drawn largely from the opinions of that 
great man in the formation of his political creed ? 
who looks upon his veto messages as a text-book 
to guide the republican in the path of safety? I 
shall not call upon him for his advice, but most 
respectfully decline to follow any he may offer. 

But Genera] Jackson placed on record his esti- 
mate of Mr. Ritchie’s character. 
the letters of Judge Brackenridge: 

«I have often heard him (Jackson) use these emphatic 
words: ‘ Ritchie is the greatest scoundrelin America? And 
in one of these letters he uses the following language, which 
deserves to be engraved in letters of brass: 

& cI see that [ am attacked in Congress by Cooke, Whit- 
¢ man, and Williams, aided by that infamous press, the Rich- 
¢ mond Enquirer. Ifsuch a corrupt press as the Richmond 
¢ Enquirer were to approbate my conduct, [ should think that 
‘in. some unguarded moment I had committed some great 
¢‘ moral impropriety.’ ” 

Weall know with what apprehension, nay; with 
what fear General Jackson, in his last moments, 
contemplated the displacement of his old friends, 
Blair and Rives, and the removal of T. Ritchie to 
the seat of Government as the editor of the organ 
of the Republican party. He predicted that divis- 
ion in the party and disaster would follow. He 
remonstrated, he did all that a dying patriot could 
do to save us from such a calamity, to preserve 
the integrity and harmony of the Republican ranks. 
But the faithful and tried servants of the party, 
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(Blair and Rives,) who had stood by. us in our hour 
of peril, who had safely carried us through the most 
trying and eventful struggle in the annals of party 
warfare, were thrust aside. What were the rea- 
sons assigned for this? Did any one ever question 
their integrity as partisans or as men? Their 
ability and energy were never doubted; but it was 
said that they had assailed so roughly many Dem- 
ocrats as to make them obnoxious to a considera- 
ble portion of the party. True, they did assail with 
vigor, and justly, too, many professed and pre- 
tended Democrats. It was at a time when treason 
was rife in our ranks; when the Bank of the United 
States had openly entered the political arena, and 
was buying up, like cattle in the market, presses 
and the people’s Representatives. And yet, Blair 
and Rives, during the whole twelve years of Jack- 
son’s and Van Buren’s administrations, never de- 
nounced half as many members of the party as 
has this querulous and waspish old man. They 
denounced for good cause; he, without reason or 
just foundation. Take the members of the last 


Congress, and of the one hundred and forty Demo- 


crats of which it was composed, there cannot be 
found twenty whose skirts are free from the direct 
or indirect censures of this reviler of General 
Jackson. Those who sustained appropriations for 
internal improvements—embracing a large share of 
the Democratic representation in Congress—have 
been duly read out of the party, unchurched from 
its communion, and set over to the Whigs. In 
the ** Union” of December 16, 1847, all such are 
censured as codperating with the Whigs “ to op- 

ose the war, to compel the Administration to 
withdraw the army, to embarrass the Republican 
party, and elevate the Whig candidate to the Presi- 
dency.” 

Next came those who in the late Congress op- 
posed a tax upon tea and coffee. All will remem- 
ber the severity with which the anathemas of the 
“ Union” were poured out upon the heads of this 
class of sinners. At one time, there was no re- 
demption or salvation for those who opposed the 
principles of free trade; and last, but in due season, 
are heard the thunders of this organ against those 
who support this policy, and honestly seek to 
carry it out by a resort to direct taxation to meet 
the heavy expenditures of a foreign war. 

But the editor of the Union has other and deeper 
sins to answer for than any [ have yet charged 
upon him. He labored to destroy the administra- 
tion of Mr. Van Buren in the crisis of its fate. He 
opposed that greatest and most wholesome of al! 
measures that engaged the attention and enlisted 
the support of the Republican party of modern 
times, the Independent Treasury, recommended 
by Mr. Van Buren, whose Administration reflects 
the highest honor on the Democratic party, and 
will constitute a bright page in the history of the 
Republic. I read again from the Richmond En-. 
quirer : 

«This scheme [the Independent Treasury] is wicked, be- 


: cause it can only be said to be a wanton experiment to dis- 


credit the present State banks, and would essentially aid 
Mr. Biddle and kis bank in breaking them down.” . 

«Let it once get foothold, and all the restraints of the 
Constitution will be broken down, with the liberties of the 
people.” 

« The institution and establishment of sub-treasuties at-all 
the necessary and commercial points in the United States 
would cost the Government Several millions of dollars. 
Strong houses, with vaults, chests, bars, bolts, and locks, 
would be necessary, with a regular corps of watchmen and 
an additional set of officers. To blind the public, the scheme 
might be commenced with very few new officers, but they 
would soon be increased to any number actually necessary.” 

« For the benefit of Mr. Gouge’s argument we will sup- 
pose all the State banks put down, their charters repealed, 
and, if you please, the Fanny Wrisht doctrines carried out 
as far as its advocates desire; all grants to laids annulled; 
debts, contracts, credits, and slavery abolished; marriages 
and our obligations to morality and religion abrogated ; and 
everything we want to be purchased or sacrificed by the 
actual payment of gold and silver; and in what would we 
be improved ?”? 

« We go for the sound State banks—those which will 
answer the purposes of the Government; those which are 
honest in their wishes and zealous in their efforts to resume 
specie payments—in preference to the Treasury system.” 

“ We have objected to the Sub-treasury system, so called, 
that, in the first place, it will enlarge the Executive power, 
ALREADY TOO GREAT for a republic; secondly, that it con- 
tributes to endanger the security of the public funds; and, 
thirdly, that it is calculated to produce two currencies—a 
baser one for the people and a better one for the Govern- 
ment. 

s We opposed the Sub-treasury system, so denominated, 
in 1834; we maintain the same ground in 1837.” 


Where will you find more gross and outrageous 
assaults upon this measure, should you search the 
most violent Whig papers of the time? This is 
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the man who shortly after was upon his knees, a 
suppliant for mercy, imploring forgiveness for 
himself and his fellow-traitors, Rives and TALL- 
MADGE, and begging to be received once more into 
the party. This is the man who now denounces 
and reads Democrats out of the party by the score. 
Then, he was anxious to be taken in upqp any 
terms, even on trial; now, he has grown so arro- 
gant and presuming as to erect a platform on which 
all must stand. f 

These attacks upon me, after all, have not come 
so unexpectedly. I anticipated them before I left 
home; and in a public meeting of my constituents, 
told them I was a marked man by this old dotard; 
that if it were in the power of his press to destroy 
my standing, he would do it. But I bid him de- 
fiance. My people know me, and are beginning 
pretty well to understand him, and those who use 
him. I could easily save myself from these assaults, 
if I were as vacillating as he has been. There 
would be no difficulty between Mr. Ritchie and 
myself if one day I would support a great meas- 
ure on principle, and the next day turn round and 
oppose it. I would be secure from misrepresenta- 
tion and abuse if I would submit my neck to the 
yoke, and wear the collar of a certain aspirant for 
the Presidency, in whose interest the ‘‘ Union” is 
enlisted, and for whose elevation it is laboring. If 
I would make myself an instrument in his hands, 
(which God forbid!) I have na doubt but there 
would be an abundance of grace and mercy for me. 
The Abraham’s bosom of ‘ Father Ritchie” is 
wide enough and warm enough for all sorts of sin- 
ners except myself. Those who opposed the tariff 
—I do not wish to be understood as censuring 
them—have been received back into the fold of the 
party; those who opposed the Administration on 
the question of improvements of rivers and har- 
bors, although excommunicated, have received 
absolution; for even the flagrant sin of opposition 
to the tax on tea arid coffee, I think there has been 
forgiveness; and I verily believe that I, although 
the greatest of sinners, might be forgiven even for 
the proviso, if I would enlist under the banner 
of acertain aspirant for the Presidency. I have 
formed my deliber€te opinions and estimates of 
this man, and I declare I prefer any other man 
named by the Republican party as a candidate for 
the Presidency—either Cass, Dallas, or Wood- 
bury, nay, even Mr. Calhoun himself; he is a bold, 
frank man, who meets all questions fairly, never 
evading or dodging the issues they involve. 

Sir, simultaneously, on the 25th of December, 
the ‘* Union,’’ in this city, and the ‘ Pennsyl- 
vanian,’’ a paper published one hundred and fifty 
miles distant, came out with articles abusive and 
denunciatory of myself. The editor of the latter 
paper was in this city at the time, and from the 
similarity of the charges preferred against me, 
I have no doubt that the attacks were arranged 
and preconcerted. My prostration was determined 
upon, because it was believed that my opposition 
to this Presidential aspirant was uncompromising 
and unyielding. Again: the article which I have 
been noticing, which apptared in the ** Union” of 
the 3d instant, was also, as I am informed, accom- 
panied by a similar attack in the “ Pennsylvanian” 
of the same date, and they are both the leading 
organs of the scheming, ambitious candidate. The 
one in Philadelphia is known to be devoted en- 
tirely to his interest, edited by his protege, who is 
in the receipt of $1,500 of the public patronage.. 
The singular coincidence of these attacks, both in 
time, character, and circumstance, Jeaves no doubt 
upon my mind as to the source from which they 
come, or the reasons that prompt them. That as- 
pirant may send papers and documents into my 
county, to men of whose names he has never 
heard, except as they have been furnished, marked 
“« with the kind respects of ———.”’ Yet he will 
find the Democracy of that county firm in their 
attachment to their principles, and like a wall to 
those who oppose them. ‘Talk of him as a candi- 
date for the Presidency! With him as their can- 
didate they would meet with a most overwhelming 
and most disastrous defeat. He the candidate of 
the Republican party—the reviler of Madison! the 
opponent of the war! It is idle; and his friends 
begin to see it and know it. i 

The true reasons for this assault upon me are, 
first, my adherence to the proviso; and, next, my 
unwillingness to favor the pretensions of this man. 
Ihave nocandidate, no particular favorite; but I pre- 
fer either of the Democrats who have been named 
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to this man. I have aright to these preferences, to 
enjoy them, and to express them. I doubt not 
that for so doing a portion of the press of my State 
will assail and denounce me. But I intend to pre- 
serve all such, and doubt not but the ear-mark 
will be found upon them, and that upon inquiry it 
will be discovered that they are in the receipt of 
patronage from him, or obtained through his in- 
fluence. I believe, but for the large patronage 
employed, that the Democracy of Pennsylvania 
would have declared its preference for some other 
man for the Presidency. Here, sir, men are de- 
nounced, proscribed, read out of the party, for no 
other offence than demanding that the free soil of 
the country shall be preserved for freemen, and for 
proposing te tax the wealth of the country, and 
make it contribute its due share towards the ex- 
penses of the war‘and the payment of the public 
debt. How was it, sir, in Pennsylvania, when the 
integrity of the Democratic party was struck down, 
its candidate for United States Senator defeated, 
by a combination of Whigs, Natives, and a few 
unsound Democrats; when chicanery triumphed 
over party usages, and prostrated as pure, as noble, 
and as talented a man as breathes the air of our 
mountain hills—how was it then? Were there 
any denunciations for those who had brought 
about this defeat and overthrow of our party? 
How was it when the Democracy of Pennsylva- 
nia appealed to those in high places here to stand 
by and sustain the party thus stricken down, to 
vindicate its usages? Then, sir, this man, whose 
eyes are directed to the White House; could take 
refuge behind his official position, and declare he 
thought it improper for him to interfere in the af- 
fairs of a sovereign State. With all his nice sense 
ef propriety in this respect, will either he or his 
friends inform the public whether he did not write 
to Maine, with a view to influence the Governor 
to appoint a particular individual Senator in the 
place of Mr. Fairfield? He can interfere in the 
affairs of a State, even of a county or township, 
when it suits his own purposes and advances his 
own interests. Pending an election of delegates 
to a county convention, he can send, or cause to 
be sent, papers marked with his ‘ kind respects,” 
for the purpose of controlling that convention, and 
securing the election of delegates favorable to him- 
self for the Presidency. But when the great Re- 
publican party of Pennsylvania call upon him to 
stand by its usages, sustain its integrity and its 
character, then he can take refuge behind his 
office; then he has even a squeamish sense of the 
proprieties of his position. This man the candi- 
date of the Republican party! We are not driven 
to such an extremity. He may carry the dele- 
gates from Pennsylvania in the national conven- 
tion, but they will be of no service in securing a 
nomination. If of the right material, they might 
be of value in the trading and trafficking which too 
frequently characterizes such bodies. He num- 
bers in the ranks of his supporters many of the 
best and soundest Republicans of that State, but 
there is scarcely a trading, trafficking, unprin- 
cipled politician within its borders who is not 
enlisted under his banner. l 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said that a good 
many would like to know to whom the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania referred by name. 

Mr. WILMOT. I have no doubt but that every 
Paue present knows the individual to whom 

have reference. But I am not in the habit of 
speaking in the dark. 1 refer to the Secretary of 
State; and I verily believe that one if not the main 
cause for these assaults upon me is to be found in 
my opposition to him. I repeat, no one who 
maintains his independence and his manhood, who 
refuses to enlist as-a partisan in his cause, can ever 
find favor, much less friendship, at his hands. 
Why did George W. Woodward’s head fall in the 
Senate Chamber? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
BROWN, of Pennsylvania, interposed to make 
explanations. - 

r. WILMOT yielded the floor. 

Mr.C. BROWN interposed here tọ make an 
explanation; and Mr. W. yielding the floor, he 
asked his colleague if he [Mr. WiLmorT] was not 
at Harrisburg immediately previous to the time 
Mr. Woodward was first named as a candidate 
for the United States Senate, and if he did not 
come there as the avowed friend of, Mr. Wood- 
ward; but when there, believing there was a 
chance for his own nomination, turn against Mr. 


Woodward, and did all he could to defeat his 
nomination? He(Mr. B.) was there at the time, 
and knew that his [Mr. Wi.mor’s] particular and 
bosom friends did all they could against Mr. 
Woodward, and that it was understood he himself 
did the same. He (Mr. B.) wrote to Mr. Wood- 
ward at the time. At the same time Mr. B. knew 
many-.of Mr. Buchanan’s friends were then the 
strong supporters of Mr. Woodward. For him- 
self, Mr. b. said, he was not the partisan friend 


of Mr. Buchanan for the Presidency, or of any. 


other man; but he thought it was not very chival- 

rous, to say the least, to get up ona question of 
ersonal privilege to assail a citizen of his own 
tate, when there was no chance of a reply. 

[There were loud cries of order. Mr. Brown, 
who spoke under some excitement, was frequently 
interrupted, and much confusion prevailed through 
the House. 

The SPEAKER interposed, and remarked that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown] 
was not in order. 

Mr. BROW N still retained possession of the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will take his seat. 

Mr. BROWN. I have done, sir. 

Mr. WILMOT then resumed, and said it seem- 
ed his remarks had roused his colleague. 

Mr. BROWN. Only to put right a matter of 
fact, sir. . 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, desired to 
say a word. 

r. WILMOT refused to yield the floor. He 
said he desired to set himself right in relation to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Philadelphia, 
[Mr. Brown.] Hesaid he was not responsible for 
the action of others. In the second place, he was 
not opposed to the election of Mr. Woodward. 
And, thirdly, he had no idea or expectation of 
being elected Senator of the United States from 
the State of Pennsylvania; none at all. He was 
in favor of George W. Woodward. When Mr. 
Cameron was elected he was not in Harrisburg, 
and he had no more idea of being elected Senator 
than any other gentleman in his country. 

Some conversation here took place between Mr. 
BROWN and Mr. WILMOT in an under tone. 
When he could be again heard, Mr. Witmor was 
explaining that he had been nominated with some 
hundred others; that he had been spoken of by 
some friends; but that he had not five friends there, 
and how, then, could he have had any chance of 
an election? He solemnly declared that George 
W. Woodward was his first choice. As to the 
friend alluded to, he took him into a room and told 
him that his declarations respecting Mr. Wood- 
ward were not pleasing to him, (Mr. W.) 

Mr. BROWN desired the gentleman to yield the 
floor that he might explain. 

Mr. WYLMOT refused to yield the floor; the 
gentleman had consumed too much of his time be- 
fore. He wished distinctly to say that the gentle- 
man from Philadelphia labored under a wrong 
impression. That he was opposed to Mr. Wood- 
ward was not true. The gentleman from Phila- 
delphia had no record to show that he was. Mr. 
Woodward was his friend. He desired to see Mr. 
Woodward in the United States Senate more than 
any other man, both on account of his personal 
relations with him and his eminent talents. And, 
in relation to the judgeship, he said that his friends 
believed that Mr. Woodward had been struck 
down with the consent of the Secretary of State. 
[Mr. Brown made some observations from his 
seat.] The gentleman said it was not a fact; but he 
said the friends of Mr. Woodward believed it. If 
it were not so he wished to do no injustice; but 
Mr. Woodward’s friends so believed. If it were 
not so they were wrong, and not he who reported 
what they believed. He (Mr. W.) could not 
prove it on the Secretary of State, as facts were 
proved in courts of justice ; but he again declared 
that Mr. Woodward’s friends so believed; and 
this he knew, that Mr. Buchanan did not come 
out and vindicate the party. That he did know. 
It might be asked what all this had to do with a 
personal explanation? To which he would reply, 
that he was showing his constituents why he was 
assailed here and in Philadelphia. It was not 
because he had betrayed the cause of labor or the 
interests of the people; it was because he would 
not submit to walk the plank Mr. Ritchie had 
laid down, or attached himself to the car of a par- 
ticular aspirant to the Presidency. That was the 


reason. But why should he be so assailed? He 
appealed. to his whole condyct to show that he 
advocated the general principles of the party. He 
had supported all the great questions by acting 
uniformly with the Administration. He had sus- 
tained all the great party measures with no more 
difference on other points than had characterized 
some other gentlemen. But because he differed 
as to the way to raise money to carry on the war; 
because he was opposed to taxing labor by the 
imposition of a duty on tea and coffee, desiring 
rather to tax jewelry and other property, he was 
to be driven out of the party. That was the rea- 
son, that was the pretence for it. As well might 
some Western members be accused of desertin 

the Administration because they had not aered 
with the Administration, on every point. He was 
with the Administration on the questions of war 
and the acquisition of territory; but because he 
desired it to be free territory, was that a reason 
why he should be denounced? When had it be- 
come a doctrine of the Democratic party that they 
must be in favor of extending slavery over free 
soil? He had not abandoned the cause intrusted 
to him; he had not been unfaithful to the cause of 
the laboring man; but he was not willing to stand 
on the platform that Mr. Ritchie might lay down in 
all things; and, further, he chose to act on his own 
preferences for a candidate for the Presidency. 

Here the SPEAKER announced the expiration 
of the gentleman’s hour. 

Mr. BRODHEAD then desired to make a brief 
i Vane 

r. ROOT objected. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL said if the gentleman 
persisted in his objection, he should move a sus- 
pension of the rules. stl 

Mr. ROOT still objected, observing that the ex- 
planation could be reserved for another day. 

Mr. THOMPSON desired to make an explana- 
tion now, if his colleague did not. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he did, too, 

Mr. BOTTS moved a suspension of the rules to 
give the gentlemen from Pennsylvania an oppor- 
tunity to be heard; which was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, then rose 
and said that the few remarks he should submit 
would be offered more under feelings of regret than 
ina spirit of anger towards his colleague. He 
must say, however, in the outset, that he was 
much indebted to the House for its indulgence in 
giving him an opportunity now to reply to the re- 
marks of the gentleman who had just addressed 
them. It seemed to him that it nearly always 
happened in every community that some spirit of 
malignity superinduced some persons, if they could 
not rise to the eminence others occupied, to en- 
deavor to pull such persons down to the level of 
themselves. No man perhaps in this Union stood 
higher than James Buchanan, and it would be well 
for his colleague if, when he shall have arrived at 
Mr. Buchanan’s age, he shall have earned for him- 
self such a reputation for honor and talent as the 
Secretary of State. His colleague had remarked 
that Mr. Buchanan was the reviler of Mr. Madi- 
son, and an opposer of the war of 1812. An op» 
poser of the war!. And where was his colleague 
at that time? In his cradle, and yet he presumed 
to assail Mr. Buchanan, who, if inquired for, 
would be found to be a volunteer in the army at 
that time. Mr. Buchanan an opposer of the last 
war! Seek for him and he would be found in the 
lines at Baltimore. He an opposer of the last war! 
Why, he was its ardent supporter both in the Le- 
gislature and on the stump. He had been assail- 
ed respecting some old speech attributed to him— 
that old speech had been a standing slander—but 
Mr. Buchanan made no other speech than for the 
prosecution of the war. The version given of Mr. 
Buchanan’s speech was untrue. 

But, further, his colleague had alluded to affairs 
at home, in regard to the nomination of a Mr. 
Woodward. Now, he had lived as long in Penn- 
sylvania as his friend—he would call him go still, 
though he had forfeited all claims to the title by 
his attack on one of their most prominent citizens 
—and he never heard of the appearance of Mr. . 
Buchanan at that election between Mr. Woodward 
and Mr. Cameron. 

Mr. WILMOT made some observation in his 
seat which was not audible at the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. THOMPSON would ask what Mr. Buchan- 
an could have done to ‘stand by his party,” as 
the gentleman desired he should have done. The 
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election was made; was it for Mr: Buchanan to 
come out and denounce it? What could Mr. Bu- 
chanan have done? Was any call made on him? 
He asserted that there never was a call made on 
Mr. Buchanan to denounce the election of General 
Cameron. General Cameron professed to be a 
Democrat; he yoted with Democrats; and he was a 
Democrat; and in his election Mr. Buchanan acqui- 
esced, as he (Mr. Tompson) and others had done. 

Mr. WILMOT rose and said the gentleman was 
misinformed. A call had been made upon Mr. 
Buchanan, to come out in condemnation of the 
manner of Mr. Cameron’s election. 

Mr. THOMPSON interposed to stop the re- 
marks of his colleague, who had had his hour, 
and had occupied it quite satisfactorily to himself, 
doubtless, if to the satisfaction of nobody else. 


‘He had never heard of Mr. Buchanan refusing 


rmission to publish any correspondence. He 
Pad heard that Mr. Buchanan addressed an open, 
fair, and above-board letter to a committee. 

.But he would proceed. [t was unjust to rake 
up old charges against Mr. Buchanan, unless they 
were well founded, which some of those made by 
his colleague he knew were not. His colleague 
might have believed them to be well founded. 
There was, however, sometimes a resort to imagin- 
ation when facts did not exist. He would here 
say that there never was a man in the State of 
Pennsylvania more popular than James Buchanan. 
His popularity was spontaneously bestowed by 
the people, on account of his purity of character 


and great ability. This was exhibited in their pri- 


mary meetings, as in their county and city con- 
ventions; and at the convention of the 4th March, 
Mr. Buchanan would have one hundred votes out 
of one hundred ané thirty-three delegates. Yes, 
and the Democratic party in his colleague’s Con- 

ressional district would vote for Mr. Buchanan. 
He would undertake to say, that, notwithstanding 
all the efforts that might be made in the Susque- 
hanna Congressional district, instructions would 
not be obtained against him; whereas, at a large 
meeting held in one county, the course pursued by 
his colleague had been condemned, if notin others 
also. The people esteemed Mr. Buchanan more 
highly than any man : and with a view to give the 
world a fair opportunity to judge on this subject, 
he would here state that this was not the first time 
his colleague had stood alone, not one member of 
the Pennsylvania delegation octupying the posi- 
tion with him. He differed from his colleagues 
on the Oregon question, and on the tariffalso. He 
differed on other questions likewise, and the De- 
mocracy denounced him. Let him gohome. Itwas 
sometimes much safer and much pleasanter to sit 
here than to go home. No man was more popular 
with his colleague’s constituents than Mr. Buchan- 
an. . The people have spoken, and nothing would 
tempt them to detract from his character and stand- 
ing. He should have allowed his colleague to 
have taken his seat without observation, if his 
opposition to Mr. Buchanan had been of a differ- 
ent character; but when his colleague’s opposition 
was personal, when the bitterness which had been 
exhibited arose alone from selfish feelings 

Loud cries of ‘‘ order.’’] 

he SPEAKER called the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to order. . 

Mr. WILMOT. Oh! [have no objection to it. 

Mr. CHARLES J. INGERSOLL rose to a 

uestion of order. He had this day heard the 

yhair say, that it was out of order to say that a 
man had forfeited respect; now, he never heard 
of a rule which made that contrary to order. 
[Laughter.] : 

The SPEAKER reiterated his decision, that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Tuompson] 
was out of order. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. In what respect? I 
shall have to appeal from the decision of the Chair 
on that point. 

Mr. THOMPSON resumed, and said he did not 
desire to violate the rules or deviate from the 
courtesies of the House. He wished the House, 
however, to know that all these diversities of 
Opinion were on personal grounds—entirely per- 
sonal; and he cared not longer to speak of a man 
who acted under the impulse of personal feelings. 
This House well knew how improper it was to 
speak of a gentleman under the influence of such 
feelings, and to the intelligence of the House he 
should leave it. What personal feelings could 
prompt Mr. Buchanan to superinduce Mr. Ritchie 


` 


to write such an articlé as that which had been 
read? 

Mr. WILMOT entered into a conversation from 
his seat. 


The SPEAKER called him to order. 
Mr. THOMPSON said he would take the ex- 


planation of his colleague. It was because such 
an article appeared, not only here but elsewhere. 
It was because such articles were multitudinous. 
Why, similar articles might appear in fifty differ- 
ent papers through the State of Pennsylvania; and 
would it follow that they were written by Mr. 
Buchanan, or instigated by him? Was it neces- 
sary that Mr. Buchanan should instigate any 
person to write such productions to induce the 
Democracy to speak their sentiments respecting 
his colleague? Mr. Buchanan warred not with his 
colleague. He desired it not. He never had 
warred with him; and he (Mr. T.) would promise 
his colleague that he never would. 


Mr. WILMOT was understood to ask Mr. 
Tompson if he had not franked something to his 
(Mr. W.’s) district? 

Mr. THOMPSON replied that he might have 
franked documents to go there, but he knew not if 
he had. He had, at the request of a gentleman, 
franked the proceedings of a meeting in Philadel- 
phia for transmission to the people, but he was not 
aware that Mr. Buchanan knew it. He never told 
Mr. Buchanan of it: and cogent evidence it would 
have been, if he had, of a lofty conspiracy to 
interfere with the standing of his colleague in his 
own district! The idea was monstrous. He 
never could bear to turn back and traduce any- 
body, especially a man from his own State—a 
man of such preéminence of character and stand- 
ing as the Secretary of State—a man identified 
with Democracy and with the old hero, General 
Jackson. But he had risen with no intention to 
speak in this disjointed manner, nor was it neces- 
sary. Mr. Buchanan wasa man whose character 
was written in the diplomacy of the country in a 
manner never to be obliterated. It might not have 
been necessary that he should say this. He 
should not have risen at all if his colleague had 
made his speech in Pennsylvania. But it was 
made here, among strangers to Mr. Buchanan, 
many of the members being here for the first time. 
Those to whom Mr. Buchanan was more inti- 
mately known—the electors of his own State—had 
instructed their delegates to their convention to put 
forth Mr. Buchanan, and to insist upon his nomi- 
nation as the Democratic candidate for the Presi- 
dency. There were, he believed, from eighty to 
ninety already appointed. 

He thanked the House for its indulgence. He 
had nothing further to add. 


THANKS TO ALBERT GALLATIN. 
Mr. GIDDINGS sent to the Clerk’s table and 


moved the adoption of certain resolutions, which, 
he said, were expressive of his views on the sub- 
ject to which they referred. He desired the Clerk 
to read them for information. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL objected. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from Ohio 
an the right to describe his resolutions in his 

ace. 

Mr. GIDDINGS read his resolutions, as follows: 


Whereas the honor and true glory of all republican gov- 
ernments consist in promoting the happiness of their peo- 
ple, by encouraging education, diffusing intelligence, and 
extending the arts and sciences among them: 

And whereas it was eminently the intention of the great 
founders of our institutions that we should exhibit to the 
world an elevated example of the capability of man for self- 
government, leaving the people of other nations to the en- 
joyment of those rights which we claim for oufselves, unin- 
fluenced except by our example for justice, magnanimity, 
intelligence, and moral purity: 

And whereas these objects are irreconcilably opposed to 
foreign wars, by which the spirit of conquest is engendered, 
a love of military fame is excited, in which the peaceful av- 
ocations and moral restraint of civil life are forgotten amid 
the carnage, strife, and bloodshed of the battle-field, on 
which the lives of thousands of our fellow-men are sacri- 
ficed, and by which lamentation, anguish, and wo are car- 
ried to the bosoms of innumerable surviving friends and 


- relatives: 


And whereas, in our present war with Mexico, more than 
twenty thousand American citizens have fallen victims to 
the spirit of military ambition, and distress and mourning 
are brought upon our own country as well as upon Mexico, 
and a national debt has been incurred, and must rest upon 
those who sicceed us: Now, therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of Americain Oongress assembled, That we re- 
gard with satisfaction and profound respect the labors of 
those philanthropists and patriots who are engaged in calling 
the attention of the people of these States to a just estimate 
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Mr. MURPHY moved an adjournment; which 
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| 
an amendment, which he desired to be read. 
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of the blessings of peace, and to a proper appreciation of the 
evils of war. 

Resolved, further, That the thanks of Congress and the 

| gratitude of the people of the United States are justly due 
tu the Hon. Albert Gallatin for his distinguished efforts in the 
cause of truth and humanity, touching the war in which we 
are engaged. 

Mr. GIDDINGS subsequently modified his res- 
olution, by substituting the words “ many thou- 
sands” in lieu of the words *“ more than twenty 
thousand.,’’ r 

Mr. G. asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce them. , 

Objections were made. 

Mr. GIDDINGS then moved a suspension of 
the rules for their introduction. 

The motion was agreed to, and the: resolutions 
were then read a first time. 


was negatived. 

PS question having been put on the second 
reading— 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL desired to offer an 
amendment, striking out a portion of the resolu- 
tion; but 

The SPEAKER decided it to be out of order. 

Mr. INGERSOLL inquired if it was not on the 
same subject—the Mexican war. fLaughter.] 

The SPEAKER said there was no analogy bea 
tween the gentleman’s amendment and a resolution 

| of thanks. ; 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded, and, the main question 
was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. W. ealled for the yeas and nays on the main 
question. 

Mr. DUNN moved to lay the whole subject on 
the table. 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for the yeas and 
| nays, and they were ordered, and resulted thus: 
| Yeas 132, nays 45. So the joint resolution was 
laid on the table. 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which, on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. Sternens,] certain 
correspondence with General Taylor had been 
called for. His object was to offer a resolution as 


It was read accordingly, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to furnish to this House copiea of all correspond- 
ence between the Secretary of War and Major General 
Scott, and between the Secretary of War and Major Gen- 
eral Taylor, and between Major General Scott and N. P. 
Trist, late Commissioner of the United States to Mexico; 
and between the latter and the Secretary of State, which 
has not heretofore been published, and the publication of 
which may not be incompatible with the public interest. 

Mr. H., after consideration, offered his amend- 
ment asa resolution. He said he was willing to 
call upon the War Department of this Government 
for all the correspondence had with all our gen- 
erals; and if this resolution were adopted he should 
have no desire to reconsider the resolution adopted 
this morning. 

The resolution was adopted, and 

The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred under the rule: i 


By Mr. MORSE: The petition of J. Gibbs and 71 others, 
praying for the establishment of a post route from Mount 
Lebanon to Alexandria, Louisiana. ; 

By Mr. BUTLER: The petition of citizens of Columbia 
county, Pennsylvania, asking for the passage of a law caus- 
ing the present mail route from Pottsville to Cattawissa, to 
start from Pottsville and end at Towanda, Bradford county ; 
and also praying that said mail be carried daily (except Sun- 
day) direct from Pottsville to Bloomsburg, and continued 
thence to Towanda, via Orangeville, three times a week, 
and three times a week from Bloomsburg, via Jerseytown 
and White Hall, to Muncy. Also, the petition of citizens 
of Luzerne county, Pennsylvania, praying for an immediate 
and proportionate reduction of postage on all newspapers 
not containing more than five hundred square inches. Also, 
the petition of citizens of Luzerne county, Pennsylvania, 
asking that the existing laws may be so altered as to allow 
newspapers to be transmitted through the mail free of post- 
age in the counties in which they are printed, and any dis- 


also, that the provision of the act of Congress passed 3d 
of March, 1847, authorizing a charge of three cents post- 
age n all papers not sent by the publishers may be re- 
pealed. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The remonstrance of 
Samuel Whiterow, sen., against the bill further to extend 
the patent of Jethro. Wood. Also, the memorial of W. F. 
Holmes and 186 others, praying that the principles of the 
laws of drawback and warehousing may be so extended as 
to allow the introduction of Canadian wheat into the fron- 
tier lake and river ports, for manufacture into flour, in the 
United States, under bond, and that upon the actual export- 
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ation of the said flour, the said bonds may be cancelled 
under such regulations as Congress may prescribe. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of Henry D. Haff and 
sixty-four others, citizens of Wisconsin and Illinois, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a post ronte from Southport, 
Wisconsin, to Richmond, Minois, via Pleasant Prairie, 
Knoxou’s Corner, Liberty, and English Prairie. 

By Mr. T. BUTLER KING: The petition of thefpilots 
and others of the town of St. Mary’s, Georgia, asking that 
the light-house on Amelia Island may be removed to a more 
eligible position. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, asking tor the passage of a law 
providing for the tree distribution of the public lands among 
the non-landholders of the United States. 

By Mr. STUART, of Michigan: The petition from the in- 
habitants of Eaton and Ingham counties, for a mail route 
from Marshall, Michigan, to the capital of the State, via 
Eaton Rapids. 

By Mr. WM. THOMPSON, of Iowa: Sundry peti ions 
from various parts of the State of Iowa, in addition to for- 
mer petitions of tie same purport, praying for the establish- 
ment of a post route from Alexandria, Missouri, via Bloom- 
field, Princeton, Knoxville, and other intermediate points, 
to Fort Des Moines, in the State of Iowa. 

By Mr. ROBERT SMITH: The petition of JesseGordon, 
a revolutionary soldier, in‘the ninety-third year of his age, 
praying an increase of pension. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petitioneof Billings ©. Plimp- 
ton, Russel Bordon, and others, citizens of Trumbull county, 
Ohio, praying the reduction of postage one-half on all papers 
containing not more than five hundred square inches. Also, 
the petition of Hiram Giddings, and others, citizens of 
Portage county, Ohio, praying the reduction of postage one- 
half on all papers containing not more than five hundred 
square iuches. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: A petition for a mail route from 
Littlefort, via Wentworth, Angola, Antioch, English Prairie. 
Blivin’s Mills, Solon, Richmond, Alden, Bigfoot Prairie, 

Wisconsin,) Burton’s Corners, (Ulinois,) Wilmot and 

Maniey’s Prairie, to Beloit, in Wisconsin. Also, the peti- 
tion of Charies Gardner, for a grant of land to improve the 
navigation of the Iroquois and K:tnkakee rivers. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: The petition of John Springer, 
and a large number of other citizens of Madison county, 
illinois, praying a reduction of postage on juvenile news- 
papers of smal) dimensions. Also, the petition of ‘I’. Harri- 
son, and L11 other citizens of St. Clair county, Illinois, for 
the same object. Also, the petition of John Hamilton, of 
Alton, Illinois, praying remuneration for moneys paid by 
him for the United States Government during the late war 
with Great Britain. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The petition of Eph- 
raim Finch and others, in behalf of Thomas Duer, for money 
expended while in the service of the United States during 
the last war with Great Britain. - 

By Mr. LUMPKIN: The petition of Lowry Williams, an 
Indian countryman, and entitled to all the privileges of a 
Cherokee Indian under the’ provisions of a treaty between 
the United States and the Cherokee nation of Indians, con- 
cluded in 1835, praying that Congress may provide for the 
payment of one-half of the value of his improvement, as as- 
sessed by the valuing agents appointed in accordance with 
the provisions of said treaty, and which have been withheld 
from him illegally. 

By Mr. FREEDLEY: The resolutions and proceedings 
of a public meeting held in the fifth Congressional district of 
Pennsylvania, relative to the war with Mexico. 

By Mr. DICKEY: The petition of S. T. Trimble and 109 
other citizens of Beaver county, Pennsylvania, praying for 
an alteration in the rates of postage now established by law. 
Also, the petition of Talbot ‘Townsend and 136 other citizens 
of Beaver county, Pennsylvania, praying that the public 
lands shall be laid outin farms and small lots for the free use 
of such citizens (not possessed of other lands) as will oc- 
cupy them, allowing the settler the right to dispose of his 
possessions to any one p°! possessed of other land. Also, 
the petition of William J. Alexander and 100 other citizens 
of Washington county, Pennsylvania, praying for a reduc- 
tion of the rates of postage, and also for a reduction of post- 
age in favor of juvenile newspapers. 

By Mr. TURNER: The petition of John Dexter and 172 
others, praying for a mail route from Peru, in the State of 
Illinois, to Lee, Centre, and, Daysville. Also, the petition of 
John Rose and 89 others, praying for a mail route from La 
Salle, in the State of Illinois, to Rockford, in the same 
State. Also, the petition and memorial of citizens of the 
State of [ilinois, praying for an act to grant the right of pre- 
emption to the Great Western railroad, in the State of Illi- 
nois, to the public lands through which said railroad may 


pass. 

By Mr. INGE: The petition of 32 citizens of Fayette 
county, in the State of Alabama, praying an increase of the 
revolutionary pension of David Black. 

ə By Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware: A memorial, signed 

by numerous citizens in various ports of the United States, 

praying for an appropriation for the construction of an ica 
arbor at Delaware city, on the Delaware river. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Henry D. Evans and 
485 other citizens of Missouri, praying a grant to the State 
of Missouri of each alternate section of land held by the 
United States for five miles ọn each side of a proposed rail- 
road from the city of Lexington, via St. Louis, to Ohio city, 
at the mouth of the Ohio river; the said land, or the pro- 
ceeds thereof, to be applied in aid of the construction of 
said road, and not otherwise; and where said lands have 
been purchased or preoccupied by settlers on preémption 
rights, that the State be permitted to select an equivalent 
quantity from contiguous lands along said road. Also, the 
petition of Hiram Pearson and 87 others, praying Congress 
to provide for draining the swamp or submerged Jands in 
southeastern Missouri. Also, the petition of M. Underwood 
and 56 others, praying the establishment of a post route 
from Fredericktown, in Madison county, Missouri, to 
Lound’s post office, Wayne county, same State, via Devatt 
Bollinger’s. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: The memorial and papers of the 
heirs of Israel Cryder, for claims against the United States 
for provisions purchased for thearmy during the Revolution. 
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IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 7, 1848. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, made in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate, accom- 
paned by a map of the examination of New 

exico made by Lieutenant J. W. Abert; which 
was read. 

On motion by Mr. CASS, it was ordered to be 


referred to the Committee on Printing. 


PETITIONS. 

: Mr. HALE presented a memorial of ministers 
and laymen of the Unitarian denomination of 
Christians, praying the adoption of measures for 
the reéstablishment of peace between the United 
States and the Republic of Mexico; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the petition of Obed 
Hussey, praying an extension of his patent for a 
reaping machine; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of Wil- 
liam W. Wynn, praying to be allowed the right 
of preémption to certain lands in the State of 
Arkansas; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. TURNEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered by unanimous consent 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads inquire into the exp:diency of establishing a post 
route from Athens to Kingston, Tennessee. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted the 
following resolution, which was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to: j 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be instructed tore- 
port to the Senate the causes of the repeated recent failures of 
the mail to and from New Orleans; and what legislation, if 
any, is necessary to prevent the recurrence of such failures, as 
well as to prevent the losses sustained by the public in can- 
sequence of the conveyance of intelligence in advance of 
the United States miail, by the express mail established by 
individuals. 


Mr. BALDWIN submitted the following reso- 


lution for consideration: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate, if in the possession 
of the Department of State, a copy of the instructions of the 
ministerial council of the Republic of Mexico to the com- 
missioners appointed to negotiate with Mr. Trist, dated at 
Mexico on or about the 24th day of August, 1847; together 
with the proposals or project, if any, submitted by the Mex- 
ican commissioners as the basis of a treaty, prior to the 
counter-project submitted by them on the 6th of September, 
1847, and already communicated to the Senate; and also 
che proceedings, if any, which were had in relation to said 
proposals first submitted ; so far as thesame may be commu- 
nicated consistently with the public interest. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill to grant to 
the State of Illinois a right of way through the 
public lands, and for other purposes, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, to whom was referred the bill to establish 
the territorial government of Oregon, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, reported a resolution for the relief of Betsey 
Mcintosh; which was read the first and second 
times by unanimous consent. 

The Senate proceeded to consider said resolu- 
tion, as in Committee of the Whole; and no amend- 
ment being made, it was reported to the Senate, 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The said resolution was read a third time, by 
unanimous consent, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Campse tt, their Clerk, 
annauncing that the House of Representatives 
have passed bills of the following titles: 

.An act for the relief of William Culver; 

An act for the relief of Daniel Robinson; 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth Clapper, of 
Muskingum county, in the State of Ohio ; 

An act for the relief of Harriet Barney ; 

An act for the relief of John Anderson; 

An act for the relief of Joseph C. Doxey ; 

An act for the relief of S. Morris Waln; 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Amelia Brereton ; l 

An act for the relief of the legal heirs of John 
Snyder, deceased ; 
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An act for the relief of Barclay & Livingston, 
and Smith, Thurgar, & Co. ; 

An act for the relief of Amzy Judd ; 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Matthew 
Stewart; 

An act for the relief of Joseph and Lindley 
Ward ; 
’ An act for the relief of Mrs. Anne W. Angus; 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth Mays ; 

An act for the relief of James H. Conley; 

An act for the relief of Jesse Young; 

An act for the relief of Silas Waterman. 
In which they request the concurrence of the 
Senate. 


The said bills were read a first and second time, 
by unanimous consent, and referred as followss 

The bills for the relief of William Culver; of 
Daniel Robinson; of John Anderson; of Joseph C. 
Doxey; of S. Morris Waln; of the legal represent- 
atives of Amelia Brereton; of the legal heirs of 
John Snyder, deceased; and of the heirs of Mat- 
thew Stewart; were referred to the Committee of 
Claims. | 

The bills for the relief of Elizabeth Clapper; of 
Harriet Barney; of Jesse Young; and of Silas 
Waterman; were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The bill for the relief of Mrs. Anne W. An- 
gus; of Elizabeth Mays; and of James H. Con- 
ley; were referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, — oe 

The bill for the relief of Barclay & Livingston, 
Smith, Thurgar & Co., was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The bill for the relief of Amzy Judd was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph and Lindley 
Ward was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

PROMOTION OF CADETS. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the ard 
resolution, submitted by Mr. Benton on the 
instant, and it was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to cause the 
Senate to be iaformed of the order or luw by virtue of 
which the following words in relation to the promotion of 
cadets have been inserted in the Army Register of the Uni- 
ted States, page 45, for the year 1847: 

« Cadets acting as supernumerary officers in the army, in 
virtue of their brevets, wil] be successively promoted to 
vacancies of the lowest grade which may first happen in the - 
particular arm to which they may have been attached, 
according to the order of rank established at the Military 
Academy.” 

-MAP OF MEXICO. I 

The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, submitted by Mr. Rusx on the 4th in- 
stant: . 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be required to 
procure hundred copies of the map of Mexico, five 
thousand copies of the map of the Valley of Mexico and of 
the seat of war, published by J. Disturnell, of New York, 
not to exceed in cost one dollar each for the map of Mexico, 
and ten cents for the othera. 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was ordered that 
it be referred to the Committee on the Library. 


BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills were then severally consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, and were subse- 
quently read a third time by unanimous consent 
and passed: 

A bill in addition to an act for the relief of Wal- 
ter Loomis and Abel Gay, approved July 2, 1836. 

A bill for the relief of Edward Bolon. 

A bill confirming former sales, by the State of 
Illinois, of the Ohio Saline Reservations, and au- 


thorizing the sale of the residue of such reserva- 
tions. 


HALF-PAY TO WIDOWS AND ORPHANS. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
amending the act entitled ‘ An act granting half- 
pay to widows or orphans where their husbands 
and fathers have died of wounds received in the 
military service of the United States, in cases of 
deceased officers and soldiers of the militia and 
volunteers,” passed July 4, 1836. 

The question being on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time— 

Mr. NILES offered the following amendment, 


which was agreed to: 

Add to the end of the bill, & who were in the army of the 
United States on the first day of March, 1846, or at any sub- 
sequent period during the present war between the United 
States and Mexico.” 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed; and 


was subsequently read a third time and passed, as 


follows: : 

6 Be it enacted, &c., That the provisions of the first sec- 
tion of the act entitled “An act granting half-pay to widows 
or orphans, where their husbands and fathers have died of 
wounds received in the military service of the United States, 
in certain cases, and for other purposes,” approved July 
fourth, eighteen hundred and thirty-six, shall be applicable 
to all widows and orphans of officers, non-commissioned 
officers, musicians, and soldiers of the army of the United 
States, who were in the army of the United States on the 
first day of March, eighteen hundred and forty-six, or at any 
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subsequent period during the present war between the Uni- | 


ted States and Mexico.” 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
to raise, for alimited time, an additional military 
force. 

Mr. BALDWIN. I ask the indulgence of the 
Senate, and of the Senator from Virginia, who is 
entitled to the floor, to enable me to make an ex- 
planation in behalf of my friend and constituent, 
Captain Gregory, of the navy, who conceives that 
the honorable Senator from Arkansas (Mr. Sevier] 
was under a misapprehension in regard to a 
material fact in the statement made by him, on the 
authority of Captain Gregory, in the Senate on Fri- 
day last. $ , 

The honorable Senator from Arkansas, if I cor- 
rectly understood him, wasendeavoring to convince 

‘the Senate, that Point Isabel and the harbor of 
Brazos Santiago were not in the possession of the 
Mexicans at the time of General Taylor’s march 
upon the Rio Grande, and of his seizure and oc- 
cupation of them as a depot for his army, on the 
25th of March, 1846. In proof of that position, he 
was understood to state to the Senate, that he had 
been informed by Captain Gregory that on landing 
there he saw only two or three huts slightly built 
with forked sticks, and no Mexicans, except a few 
vagabonds and fishermen. The Senator from 
Arkansas was-under the erroneous impression that 
Captain Gregory, in the conversation to which he 
alluded, had reference to the condition of the place 
anterior to the time of its being taken possession of 
by General Taylor; whereas, in fact, Point Isabel 
and the port of Brazos Santiago had been in the 
military occupation of General ba kd more than 
a month before the-landing of Capt. Gregory, which 
was on the 8th May—the day on which the battle 
of Palo Alto was fought. Capt. Gregory informs 
_me. that he then observed the remains of several 
dwellings that had been burnt. His conversation 
with the Senator from Arkansas was casual and 
in general terms, as he was not aware at the time 
that information was desired for the purpose of be- 
ing communicated to the Senate. He is the more 
desirous of correcting the error into which the hon- 
orable Senator has inadvertently fallen, as it places 
him somewhat in conflict with the statements of 
General Taylor in his correspondence with the 
Government. It will be recollected by the Senate, 
that General Taylor speaks of the harbor of Brazos 
Santiago as being the port used by the citizens 
of Matamoros in their commerce, and states that 
he had given assurances, when at Corpus Christi, 
to some citizens of Matamoros, and on his arrival 
at the river had renewed them in a communication 
to the commanding general at that place, that until 
the question of boundary should be definitively 
settled, the- harbor of Brazos Santiago should be 
iopen to the free use of the Mexicans as hereto- 
fore. He also speaks of ‘*the Mexican custom- 
house officer at Brazos Santiago,’’ and of the 
houses that were burnt on the 24th of March by 
the port captain, who had made his escape before 
the arrival of the troops; by whom only two or 
three ‘inoffensive Mexicans were found, the rest 
having left for Matamoros. 

Mr. SEVIER. If the Senator will indulge me 
for a moment, I will state, that in the course of my 
remarks the other day, in referring to the nature 
of the settlement at Brazos Santiago, I did men- 
tion that I had conversed with Captain Gregory 
on the subject, and that his statement confirmed 
the information which I had received previously 
from other quarters. Certainly, the impression 
left upon my mind was, that Captain Gregory was 
there when General ‘Taylor landed. If he had ref- 
erence to a subsequent arrival there, Į shall make 
the correction with great pleasure. I may add, 
that my information was obtained from other 
sources, amongst others, from one of the Senators 
from Texas, and I alluded to Captain Gregory’s 
statement as corroboratory. of what I had heard 
from other gentlemen. 


Mr. HUNTER said, if the question merely re- 


lated to the addition of ten regiments to the army, 


he would have taken no part in the debate. But 
higher and graver questions were involved—ques- 
tions involving the interests and the progress of 
the people of the United States. He believed that 
the people of these United States were destined to 
occupy a prominent position in the events which 
are now in progress throughout the world. He 
referred to the principles on which our system is 
founded, which had been attempted unsuccessfully 
to be applied to Mexican government. He had 
great faith in the soundness of public opinion, 
but the questions which now call for our delibera- 
tion and decision were a few years ago merely 
subjects of speculation. They have come here 
without the premonitions which shadows general- 
ly cast before them, and we are called to act on 
them. He said that the war had come upon us 
with a suddenness which prevented preparation, 
and that we had been plunged in it so deeply that 
we had now only to meet the consequences which 
it has produced. | 

He regarded the question to be now, how we 
should regulate our progress—whether we should 
spread our population over distant territories in the 
Same way that Rome and England had done, by 
spreading ruin before and around us, or shall fulfil 
our destiny by extending the generous influences 
of our system among other communities. Provi- 
dence had planted us in this wilderness, and des- 
tined us to spread freedom of thought and energy 
of action around us. He adverted to our rapid and 
prosperous growth, to the knowledge we had obtain- 
ed of truth by handling it, to the advantage wehad 
derived from our division into various and inde- 
pendent communities, to the duty imposed on us 
to civilize the scene in which we were placed, and 
to wrest from the soil a support for man. Weare 
in a position to accomplish more than any nation 
before us has done, and he believed it could be 
achieved. He referred to the modes in which it 
must be done. We must diminish the action of 
the central power in the several parts; a fraternal 
spirit must be cherished among our people; and 
this can only be done in a homogeneous popula- 
tion. But he regretted to say that he saw not only 
in the public prints, but in the language of Sena- 
tors here, a growing disposition to annex the whole 
of Mexico. He rejoiced to hear the Senator from 
Arkansas disclaim, on the part of the Administra- 
tion, any such object; but the tendency of all the 
argument of his friend from Arkansas seemed to 
take that course. He adverted to the expression 


of the chairman of the AE Ommnuie’ that 
we could swallow the whole of Mexico, with feel- 


ings of regret. He regarded an association with 
the Mexican people as one to be dreaded, both in 
view of its influence on southern institutions, and 
on account of the impracticability of amalgamating 
races so distinct and irreconcilable. He asked his 
friend from Arkansas, if he would treat the In- 
dians, who are now in the exercise of equal privi- 
leges in Mexico, and who legislated for themselves, 
as citizens of the United States? 

Mr. FOOTE asked if he was to understand the 
Senator as stating that the Indians in Mexico were 
in this position? 

Mr. HUNTER stated the German writer on 
whose authority he made the statement. He went 
on to show the impracticability of any union with 
the Mexican classes on equal terms. To attach 
the Mexican territory as a province, he considered 
still more objectionable. The colonies which had 
been subdued by European nations had been cost- 
ly appendages, and had never contributed to the 
support of their conquerors. He repudiated the 
idea of deriving any revenue from Mexico, or of 
keeping the religious classes in subjection and un- 
der regulation. ‘The church establishment of Mex- 
ico connected with the State acted well in the 
system of that Government; and if we destroy it, 
we destroy and debase the whole people. 

In reference to what the Senator from Arkansas 
had said about patronage, he asked if patronage 
was not power, and if ıt might not be so exerted 
as to defeat the effect of the elective system? In 
the administration of any fund which might be 
raised from Mexican territory, he feared that there 
would be great danger. The Representatives of 
the people would become careless about money 
which was not derived from their own constitu- 
encies, and thus the management of it would be 
thrown entirely in the hands of the Executive. 
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He said: that it was a delusive idea that we could 
raise in the country the means to sustain the troops 
employed there. He looked at the disastrous re- 
sults which that policy produced in the Roman 
empire. 

Mr. H. took a view of the mischiefs which grew 
out of wars waged for conquest, and quoted from 
Dr. Johnson to show the classes which have de- 
rived benefits from a system which was pregnant 
with so much general evil. That we should be 
exempt from the evils which wars 6f this character 
inflicted on other nations, was scarcely to be ex- 
pected. He referred to the ruin brought on Rome 

| by the abuse of the money power. He adverted 
to the commencement of the funding system in 
England, and the immense mass of debt with which 
it had burdened that country.. He glanced at the 
| extent of her conquests, the lustre of the glory 
| which she had acquired, and the increase of her 
colonies; and contrasted these benefits with the 
debt which was contracted, to the amount of a 
mortgage on her whole territory; and such would 
be the effect of wars waged for conquest every- 
where. If we enter into them here, the people 
must seek relief from these results in a change of 
| government. He did not believe that our present 
| form would survive an attempt to carry out pro- 
jects of conquest by taxing the pockets of the 
people. Again, he referred to the downfall of 
Rome, in consequence of her adoption of a policy 
of this nature, by the power even of the very col- 
onies which she had subjugated. 
It may be said that British example was more 
encouraging, that her power and glory were still 
on the increase. He would not attempt to predict 
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how long her greatness might continue. But he 
would say she was no example for us. Would 
we take her colonies with her debt? Or would 


we even take her possessions if they were offered 
to us on no other condition but that we should 
protect and govern them? 

He had given the views of our progress and 
destiny as they presented themselves to his mind, 
and he now came to look at the objects of the war. 
He would not consent that we should take a line 
which would run so far as to throw on us the 
burden and responsibility of governing any large 
mass of the Mexican people. But he did not 
believe it practicable to prevent our people from 
overspreading that country. The Mexican people 
were now receding before the Indian; and this 
affords a new argument in favor of our occupation 
of that territory, which would otherwise fall into 
the occupation of the savage. He would desire to 
obtain from the Mexican people a fair commercial 
treaty, as a sine qua non. He would not destroy 
the social fabric in Mexico. When we close this 
war, it should leave the social character and insti- 
tutions of the Mexicans undisturbed, to develop 
themselves according to their own views. 

He regarded the formation ef plans of campaigns, 
and of directing the necessary military operations, 
as peculiarly and properly an. Executive measure. 
It was limited by the power of Congress { put a 
stop to the war, to define its objects, or to arrest 
the supplies. He intended to vote for the supplies. 
But he thought that if peace was not speedily 
obtained, the plan of the campaign should be 
changed. He had originally viewed the plan of 
the Senator from South Carolina as the proper one. 
But he had come to the conclusion that the. line 
suggested by his friend on his left [Mr. JEFFERSON 
Davis] would be the best in every view. Both 
for the purpose of a defensive, and, in case cf 
necessity, an offensive war, it appeared to,be most 
suitable. It would enable us to carry on thrs war 
more economically and with a prospect of a 
speedier peace, and a prevention of too gréat an 
extension of Executive patronage. The occupa- 
tion of the Sierra Madre would enable us to hold 
the trade between Tampico, San Luis, and Vera 
Cruz. Our trade would go on between the north- 
ern and southern side of the line without danger 
of interruption. , 

Before the Mexicans could give us any trouble, 
they would have to settle their differences between 
themselves. This line could be occupied by a 
force less by sixty or seventy thousand men than 
any other line which had been pointed out—a sav- 
ing of twenty or thirty millions annually.. There 
would be far less waste of human life, not merely 
in our own forces, but among the Mexicans. He 
believed that we should also be able to make a sta- 
ble peace, which he dad not think practicable at 
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this time with the existing Government. The 
Mexicans would wish to reclaim this territory by 
negotiation. 

r. DAVIS explained, that the line which the 
Senator had indicated, was marked by greater ad- 
vantages than had been described. It was not a 
defensive line, but a military line, which could be 
held as the basis of military operations. 

Mr. HUNTER resumed, by reference to the 
remarks of the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
Dix,] concerning the danger of the interference of 
European Powers, if we withdraw our troops to 
this or any other line. He did not think that able 
Senator had, on this point, sustained his position, 
and he gave the reasons which induced him to dis- 
sent from the cenclusions of that distinguished 
gentleman. He did not think the inducements to 
foreign interference would be increased by such 
withdrawal. He thought, too, that, as to the rel- 
ative power of the priesthood, the longer the war 
continues the less likely are we to reduce it. Make 

peace now, and we leave this power where we found 
it. If we continue the war, we promote the views 
of the friends of a monarchy; unless it is proposed 
that we shall build up a republic there, and main- 
tain it by the sword. To this he could never 
agree. e denied that to withdraw to a line 
would in any way tarnish our national reputation. 
Our object in retreating would be, because we 
would not inflict unnecessary misery and affliction 
on the country. , Our army has done enough for 
the glory of the country—enough for fame! May 
these also survive and long live in the affections 
of their country! Our army has done enough for 
military glory. There can be no danger in re- 
treating behind a given line. 

It had been thrown out that the people would be 
willing to take a more limited boundary, but he did 
not believe this was exactly so. 

He then went into a brief apd brilliant view of 
the destiny which our country is destined to pur- 
sue, of the aspirations which should fill ever 
patriotic breast, (of which any synopsis which 
could be given would utterly fail to give a correct 
idea.) In the cultivation of the aspirations of our 
name and fame, it became us to decide whether 
we should pursue a peaceful path, or plunge deeper 
into war. His conclusion was, that our inteérests, 
both as regards our character in the eyes of the 
world, and the perpétuity of our free institutions, 
pointed to a course of moderation. It was b 
pursuing such a course that we should most speed- 
ily and most effectually reach that high moral and 

political destiny which Providence seems to have 
assigned to us. 

Mr. MILLER then obtained the floor, and, 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business. 

After some time, the doors were re-opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, February 8, 1848. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read and 
gs Vi ee 
r. BRODHEAD rose and asked permission 
to offer a resolution having relation to the funeral 
expenses of his late colleague, Mr. Hornseck, 
which was in the usual form, and therefore would 
neither elicit debate nor objection. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of this House ascertain the usual 
amount of the expense of burial of a deceased member of 
this House at the Congressional burying ground, near this 
` city; and such amount, when ascertained, the Clerk shall 
report to the Committee on Accounts, who shall examine 
the same; and, if approved by said committee, the Clerk 
ghali thereupon pay the amaunt so reported to said commit- 
tee to Mrs. Hornbeck, widow of the late honorabje Joun 
W. HornBECk, deceased, late a member of this House from 
the State of Pennsylvania; and that the Speaker pay to the 
snid Mra. Hornbeck the balance of the daily pay and mile- 
age due to her late husband on the day of his death, to wit, 
on the 16th day of January, 1848. 
__ Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, desired to know 
if there were any precedents for such a resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. BRODHEAD replied that the resolution 
had been prepared by the Clerk of the House in 
accordance with the precedents on the Journal. 

Mr. ATKINSON desired to make an inquiry. 
If he understood the resolution, it directed the 
Clerk of this House to ascertain the usual and 
necessary expenses of the burial of members who 
die in this city, and, having ascertained them, to 
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pay that amount to the widow of Mr. Hornsecx, 
deceased. Now, he must say he regretted that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania had introduced 
a proposition of that sort, and, if he stood alone, 
he would vote against it; and if the question was 
to be taken, he hoped it would be taken by yeas 
and nays. He knew it required some moral 
courage to stand up in this Hall and oppose propo- 
sitions of this kind; but there were nalts and there 
were wrongs, and he would have his arm cut off 
before he would put his hand into the public treas- 
ury and do that which the Constitution did not 
allow them to do. It was bad enough, God knows, 
to bury individuals who die here at the public 
expense; but to make a donation to a widow of a 
member of Congress, was what he had hoped 
never to hear broached by a member of the Con- 
gress of the United States. He must be pardoned 
in saying that if he stood alone he should desire 
to have his vote recorded in the negative on this 
resolution. 7 

Mr. BRODHEAD replied, notwithstanding all 
that had been said by the gentleman from Virginia, 
if this resolution should be adopted, there would 
be no more taken from the treasury of the United 
States than if his colleague, Mr. Hornsecx, had 
lived to the time of the election of his successor. 
Mr. Hornseck, it must be recollected, had sus- 
tained all the expenses of the campaign, and, hav- 
ing been elected, he came here and took his seat. 
His health, however, compelled him to return to 
his home and to his family, where he sought the 
care and consolation of his wife in his dying hour. 
Inquiry had been made from him as to whether his 
resolution was in the usual form. He answered 
that it was. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, said the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania had misunderstood his 
inquiry. He did not inquire whether the resolu- 
tion was in the usual form, but whether there were 
any precedents for such a resolution; for really he 
had no recollection of any. As to the form of the 
resolution he had no other concern than that which 
had relation to its becoming a precedent. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama inquired if there were any precedents for 
this resolution; in reply, he would say that there 
were, for the Clerk had framed this resolution pre- 
cisely according to previous resolutions on the Jour- 
nal. He would add that this resolution was entirely 
proper, and the amount of money which he pro- 
posed to appropriate by it ought to be paid. He 
was very willing that the yeas and nays should be 
taken upon it. 

Mr. ATKINSON desired to ask a question. 
He desired to know to what time the pay of the 
gentleman’s colleague was to be calculated ? 

Mr. BRODHEAD replied that it was calculated 
up to the time of his death, and no more. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, for the purpose of ex- 
amining into this matter, and ascertaining if there 
were any precedents, suggested that the resolution 
should be referred to the Committee on Accounts. 
If there were precedents, let the Committee on 
Accounts report that fact to the House, and let not 
the House establish new precedents without exam- 
ination. He moved the reference of the resolution 
to the Commtttee on Accounts. 

i BRODHEAD. I hope it will not be refer- 
red. 

The motion to refer was decided in the affirma- 
tive—79 voting in the affirmative, and 63 in the 
negative. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, by leave, pre- 
sented certain resolutions of the General Assembly 
of Kentucky on the subject of newspaper postage. 
Referred to the Committee.on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr.ST. JOHN, by leave, presented certain res- 
olutions of the Legislature of the State of New 
York, on the subject of slavery in any territory 
hereafter to be acquired by this Government. 
Laid on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GRINNELL, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to establish the collection 
district of Wareham, in the State of Massachusetts; 
a bill for the relief of Elisha H. Willis; and a bill 
to authorize the issue of a register to the barque 
Wilhamet; which bills were severally read and 
committed. 

Mr. GRINNELL also reported a bill to change 
the location of certain light-houses and buoys. 
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The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, moved that 
the bill be now put on its passage, and made a few 
remarks, strenuously urging the immediate pas- 
sage of the bill. 

After some further debate by Messrs. FICK- 
LIN, GRINNELL, and SIMS— 

Mr. FICKLIN moved to commit the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
which motion was disagreed to. 

The bill was then read a third time and passed, 
and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. GRINNELL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill to authorize the issue of a regis- 
ter to the barque Wilhamet had been committed. 

The motion to reconsider being agreed to, the 
bill was read a third time, passed, and sent to the 
Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. HUNT, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported a bill for the improvement of certain har- 
bors in the Territory of Wisconsin; and a bill 
authorizing an additional number of inspectors in 
the district of New Orleans; which bills were sev- 
erally read and committed. 

Mr. SIMPSON, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to license yachts, and for other purposes. 
Read and EE A 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which was referred the Senate bill t® 
provide for the compensation of Samuel Leech for 
services in the investigation of suspended sales in 
the Mineral Point district, Wisconsin, reported 
the same with an amendment. Read and com- 
mitted. - 

Mr. C. also, reported a bill in explanation of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to appropriate the proceeds of 
the public lands and to grant preémption rights.” 
Read and committed. 

Mr. PUTNAM, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the petition of Wm. W 
Gitt. Laid on the table. 

Mr. GOGGIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, made a report on the reso- 
lution of the House of the 17th instant relative to 
the terms upon which the Postmaster General can 
be released from the contract made by him during 
the past year for the transportation of the great 
southern mail from Baltimore down the bay. Laid 
on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, a bill to amend 
the act to provide for the transportation of the 
mail between the United States and foreign coun- 
tries, and for other purposes. Read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of 
John P. Skinner and the legal representatives of 
Isaac Green. Read and committed. 

Mr. ASHMUN, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to amend an act entitled “An act in 
amendment of the acts respecting the judicial sys- 
tem of the United States.” 

Mr. A. said he had been directed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to ask that the bill be now 
put upon its passage. ee 

The question was put.on ordering the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill, and it was 
agreed to. ; ae 

The bill was then engrossed, read a third time, 
passed, and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. ASHMUN also made an adverse: report 
upon the petition of Hannah Avery. Laid on the 
table. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which had been referred the House bill 
to amend an act entitled “An act extending the 
jurisdiction of the district courts to certain cases 
upon the lakes and navigable waters connectin 
the same,” approved February 26, 1845, reporte 
the same back to the House, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do not pass. The bill was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. LUMPKIN, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the House bill to divide 
the State of Georgia into two judicial districts, and 
organizing and establishing an additional district 
court of the United States with circuit court pow- 
ers and. jurisdiction, reported the same without 
amendment. 

Mr. L. moved that the-bill now be put upon its 
passage. 

The question was put on ordering the engross- 
ment and third reading, and it was agreed to. 
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The bill was then engrossed, read a third time, 
and passed, and sent to the Senate for concur- 


rence. 

Mr. HALL, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported a bill for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of William McKenzie, late a seaman 
on board the United States ship Vincennes. Read 
and committed. 

Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, reported a bill to amend 
the charter of the Provident Association of Clerks 
in thecity of Washington; which was readand com- 
mitted. 

Mr. KING, of. Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee of Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill 
for ghe relief of the grandchildren of Major Gen- 
eg Baron de Kalb. Read and committed. 


On motion of Mr. KING, Mr. Roserrt L. Rose, 
„a member of the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, who had been called home by illness in 
his family, was excused from further service on 
said committee. 


Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Lieutenant Francis Ware. 
Read and committed. 

Also, an adverse report upon the petition of 
Isaac Porter. Laid on the table. 

e Mr. BRADY, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of James 
B. Davenport. Read and committed. 

Mr. RUMSEY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Frederick Durrire, and 
& bill for the relief of Elisha Thomasson. Read 
and committed. 

Mr. HARMANSON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of James B. Sexton; 
a bin to confirm Elizabeth Burriss, her heirs and 
assigns, in their title to a tract of land; and a bill 
for the relief of the heirs and widow of Francis 
Gramillion; which bills were severally read and 
committed. 

Mr. WICK, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of William Triplett; a bill for 
the relief of Simon Rodriguez; a bill for the relief 
of Marcus Fulton Johnson; and a bill supple- 
mentary fo an act approved the 6th day of July, 
1842, entitled “An act confirming certain land 
claims in Louisiana;”’ which bills were severally 
read ‘and committed. 

Also, an adverse report upon the petition of 
Jacob Reer. Laid on the table. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, from the same 
committee, made adverse reports upon the petitions 
of James Swan and Adino Goodenough. Laid 
on the table. 

” Mr. TOMPKINS, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Henry 
Reeks. Laid on the table. 


SENATE BILLS. 

Senate bills of the following titles were taken 
up, read, and appropriately referred, viz: 

An act to allow further time for satisfying claims 
for bounty lands for military services in the late 
war with Great Britain, and for other purposes; 

. An act making an appropriation for removing 
obstructions in the Savannah river; 

An act for the relief of Peter Capella, adminis- 
trator of Andrew Capella, deceased, and for the 
relief of John Capo, and for the relief of Elijah 
Petty and Hannah Petty, his wife, heirs of John 
Beardon, deceased; 

_ An act for the relief of Charles L. Dell; 
An act for the relief of Richard S. Coxe; _ 
-An act for the relief of Nathaniel Hoggatt; 

An act amending the act entitled ‘An act grant- 
ing half-pay to widows or orphans, where their 
husbands and fathers have died of wounds received 
in the military service of the United States, in 
cases of deceased officers and soldiers of the mili- 
' tia and volunteers,” passed July 4, 1836; 

Au act in addition to ‘An act for the relief of 
bbs Loomis and Abel Gay,” approved July 2, 
6; 

An act for the relief of Edward Bolon; 

An act confirming former sales by the State of 
Illinois of the Ohio saline reservations, and autho- 
rizing the sale of the residue of such reservations; 

An act to enable and authorize the accounting 
officers of the treasury to audit and settle the 
accounts of certain acting officers therein men- 
tioned; 

An act to extend the provisions of the existing 


pension laws to enlisted men of the ordnance corps 
of the United States army; 

An act to provide additional examiners in the 
Patent Office, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FARRELLY stated that it was very xnport- 
ant that this bill should pass immediately. The 
business of the office was very much in arrear. 
One of the examiners was now engaged upona 
case which was presented in May last; the other 
on a case brought forward in June, some six or 
seven months ago. There were now over seven 
hundréd applications pending for this year, being 
an increase of about five hundred over last year; 
and it was exceedingly important, both in justice 
to inventors and with reference to the public in- 
terests, that there should be such a force employed 
as that applications for patents might be passed 
upon without unreasonable delay. 

Mr. HENLEY urged immediate action upon 
the bill as indispensably necessary to give a speedy 
examination to applications for patents. ‘There 
was now a deficiency in the number of examiners, 
and the work was six months’ behind, thus obli- 
ging meritorious inventors, who went there with 
money in hand, to wait an unreasonable time for 
their inventions to be passed upon. Competent 
examiners must be nien of science, and command- 
ed larger salaries in other places than they were 
paid in the Patent Office. The proposed increase 
of salary was necessary, and involved no expendi- 
ture of money from the treasury, as it came from 
the Patent Office fund. Gentlemen would be no 
better informed of the subject three months hence; 
and he hoped the bill would now be passed, as was 
required by the policy of the Government in the 
encouragement of the useful arts. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, insisted on the 
propriety of the reference to a committee, to give 
opportunity for a full examination of its general 
merits, and especially of its details. He ques- 
tioned the fact whether a patent fund was really 
on hand. There might be nominally; but had the 
large annual appropriations by Congress for print- 
ing the Patent Office report, and other expenses 
connected with the office, been deducted from the 
revenues of the office, it would be found to be. 
largely in debt. But if there was actually such a 
fund, it constituted no reason for paying unreason- 
able salaries. He was willing to pay fair ones. 
He deprecated the practice that had grown up of 
passing bills without reference. He concluded by 
modifying his motion so as to refer to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. VINTON said, unless this debate could be 
brought to a close, he should move the previous 
question. 

Mr. HENLEY said he was willing to acquiesce 
in the reference. 

After a few words from Mr. BOW LIN, the bill 
was referred accordingly. 


: ROUGH RICE AND PADDY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, in 
answer to a resolution of the House of January 
31st, (ultimo,) communicating a report from the 
Secretary of, State, and the ‘‘documents and cor- 
respondence, not already published, relating to the 
final adjustment of the difficulties between Great 
Britain and the United States concerning rough rice 
and paddy.” 

THE LOAN BILL——THE FINANCES. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Borts, of Virginia, in the 
chair. : 

Mi. VINTON moved that the committee pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill to authorize a 
loan not to exceed the sum of eighteen million five 
hundred thousand dollars. 

This motion was agreed to; and the bill having 
been read— 

Mr. VINTON moved to strike out the words 
418,500,000 and substitute therefor the sum of 
$16,000,000. 

Mr. VINTON said: At the commencement of 
the last session of Congress, when it was the duty 
of the Executive to recommend, and of Congress 
to provide, for the wants of the present fiscal year, 
the President of the United States, in his annual 
message, and the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
his annual report, both stated, that if the war with 
Mexico should be continued till the first of July, 
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lars was all that would be wanted to carry the 
Government forward to that date, and leave a sur- 
plus of four millions in the treasury. Both these 
functionaries recommended the loan. It was grant- 
ed by Congress, and the money obtained. But, 
notwithstanding this provision for the Govern- 
ment, the Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual 
report to Congress on the state of the finances, 
made at the commencement of the present session, 
had informed us that a further loan of eighteen 
and a half millions of dollars would be required to 
meet the expenses of the Government for the 
same year. ‘The bill now before us was reported 
for that sum, in pursuance to this statement of the 
Secretary and the recommendation of the Presi- 
dent in his annual message. Shortly after the 
bill was reported, perhaps on the same day, a let- 
ter was addressed to the Speaker of the House by 
the acting Secretary of the Treasury, giving in- 
formation to the House of the fortunate discovery 
of an error in the financial statement presented at ` 
the commencement of the session, which disclosed 
the gratifying fact that there were in the treasury, 
subject to its command, near seven millions of dol- 
lars more than had been stated in the prior report; 
in consequence of which, the House was informed 
that the loan could be reduced from eighteen anda 
half to twelve millions of dollars. 

A few days since, however, another letter was 
transmitted to the House by the same officer, con- 
veying the unpleasant intelligence that when the 
last letter was addressed to the House it was not 
known at the Treasury Department that the Sec- 
retary of War had called upon the Committee of 
Ways and Means for an appropriation of near four 
millions of dollars, to supply certain deficiencies in 
that branch of the public service for the current 
fiscal year, which would render a loan of sixteen 
millions necessary to meet the wants of the Gov- 
ernment. Presuming the errors to be all correct- 
ed, and the omissions supplied which the Treasury 
desires to provide for, he had now submitted the 
motion to reduce the loan to sixteen millions in 
accordance to the Executive recommendation. He 
had made this motion, because the Secretary of the 
Treasury does not ask for more, and not from a 
belief of his own that this sum will suffice to carry 
the Government to the Ist of July, when a new 
fiscal year commences. On the contrary, he feared, 
and indeed he might say it was his opinion, that 
instead of sixteen, from twenty to twenty-five mil-. 
lions would be wanted to carry us safely on to the 
end of this year. And if the war shall continue 
through the next fiscal year, for which the esti- 
mates now lie before us, a further loan will be 
necessary of not less than from thirty-five to thirty- 
eight millions, even if Congress should refuse to 
add to the army any part of the thirty thousand 
regulars and volunteers recommended by the Pres- 
ident. He was aware there was a very wide dif- 
ference between this sum and twenty and a half 
millions, which the Secretary and the President of 
the United States have told us is all that will be 
needed for the next year—great and oppressive 
upon the country as even that enormous sum must 
be admitted to be. He knew this opinion might 
appear to be very bold and visionary in him, when 
put forth in opposition to that of the highest of- 
cers of the nation, and to proceed from some party 
bias which had warped and blinded his better judg- 
ment. “But he felt that he had some right to ques- 
tion their accuracy, when it was recollected that 
last year both of those functionaries, at the cor- 
responding period of the year, expressed a strong 
and undoubting opinion that a loan of twenty- 
three millions would provide for all the wants of 
the Government for the now present year, and 
leave a surplus of four millions in the treasury on 
the 1st of July next; and that they now inform us 
that an additional loan of sixteen millions is re- 
quired to carry us to the Ist of July, and leave a 
surplus of only three millions in the treasury at 
that time instead of four. From which fact it fol- 
lows, that at the last session, when it was our duty 
to provide for the wants of the present year, in- 
stead of providing for them now, the Executive, 
looking to a surplus of four millions at the end of 
the year, should then have recommended a loan of 
forty millions instead of twenty-three. If at the 
last session any member of the Opposition had 
ventured the opinion that forty millions were 
wanted, he would hardly have escaped the impu- 
tation of a desire to impair the public credit, and in 
that way “ give aid and comfort” to Mexico. 
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It cannot be denied that this great mistake of the 
Executive imposes on Congress the imperious 
duty, which, as faithful agents of the people, we 
have noright to pretermit if we would, when we 
are now called upon again to open wide the purse- 
strings of the nation, to scrutinize severely, yet 
candidly and fairly, the recommendations upon 


‘ which we are now acting, to see if there be any | 
reasonable ground for apprehension of a like un- | 


fortunate error. From this statement of facts two 
or three questions must force themselves on the 
mind of every gentleman, and every one must de- 
sire a solution of them. How did the former mis- 
calculation happen? Is the additional loan now 
asked forthe present year enough? Is there any. 
mistake in the‘estimates for next year? He would 
confine himself in what he had now to say to a dis- 
cussion of these questions, which he feared would 
more than consume his hour, and reserve to him- 
self, as he necessarily must do, an answer to such 
objections as might be made against the principles 
of the bill. By looking into the Executive esti- 
mates of the revenues of the last and present year, 
and into the estimate of the expenditures, it will 
be apparent that the receipts were largely over-esti- 
mated, and the expenses still more largely under- 
estimated. And here we find the true cause of the 
sad necessity which is now imposed upon us of 
raising a loan of sixteen millions of dollars to bal- 
ance this unfortunate mistake; for most unfortunate 
it is both for the Government and the people. We 
all know that if forty millions instead of twenty- 
three had then been asked for and put in the market, 
it would have found a ready purchaser; that it 
would have been purchased is proved by the fact that 
bids for more than fifty millions were made for the 
Joan when these twenty-three were put up for sale. 
At that time of unprecedented commercial pros- 
penty a loan to the amount of forty millions could 

ave been taken up without any serious injury to 
the business and currency of the country; while 
now, by reason of its own mistakes, for which it 
alone is in fault and alone responsible, the Gov- 
ernment must go into the market for these sixteen 
millions, when trade is depressed, when money is 
scarce, when great commercial distress prevails, and 
still greater is anticipated. 

Perhaps it would not be going too far to say, 
that, putting wholly out of view the distress. and 
derangement which the Government must produce 
by going now into the money market as a bor- 
rower, for every dollar it borrows it will cause the 
loss of more than another dollar to the business of 
the country. And here he would add, that the 
Government committed, if possible, a still greater 
blunder in the manner in which the loan was issu- 
ed. Having got what the Secretary calls a divorce 
from the banks—which the Government had long 
been suing for, and which took effect on the first 
of the last year, just at the moment when the law 
went into operation requiring all payments to the 
Government to be made in specie, and which en- 
joined it on the Government to pay its debts in 
coin also—he seems to have been in great haste to 
‘set up the business of banking in a description of 
paper credit which the revords of the war of the 

evolution and of the late war with Great Britain 
abundantly prove to be far more worthless than 
bank paper, if pushed to any great extent beyond 
what the accruing revenues would absorb. Instead 
of funding the loan and ‘issuing certificates of stock 
for it, which could not have been returned upon the 
treasury in payment of Government dues, he com- 
mitted the great oversight of issuing, in exchange 
for the specie he borrowed, Government promis- 
sory notes, commonly called treasury notes, which 
are receivable in payment of all debts due to the 
Governmént. 
more nor less than an anticipation of realizing, in 
advance, the revenues of the Government, it is per- 
fectly apparent they should never be put out except 
in case of overruling necessity; and it cannot be 
pretended that any such necessity existed then, 
- when more than fifty millions were seeking invest- 
ment, and when specie was more abundant than it 
ever had been before in any period of our history. 
In place of that abundance, a great demand for 
specie now exists, which has caused these notes 
to fall below par; and now, being worth less than 
specie, they are flowing back into the treasury, in 
payment of all Government demands; and thus the 
- Government is, or shortly must be, unable to meet 
its engagements in specie, in which the sub-treasury 
act directs the public creditors to be paid. The 


Now, as these notes are nothing | 
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amount of these notes now oustanding is equal to 
all the revenues of the Government for half a year 
to come. It should have been perfectly obvious to 
the Secretary, when these notes were issued, that, 
as soon as specie became scarce, they would all be 
back upon his hands in payment of customs, lands, 
and other public dues; thus, for the time being, 
beggaring the treasury and rendering the formal 
machinery of the sub-treasury nought but a depos- 
itory of Government promissory notes instead of 
specie, for which it was provided with elaborate 
care. ? 

But, passing by this topic, he would proceed to 
assign his reasons more in detail for saying that 
the income of the Government had been over-esti- 
mated and its expenditures under-estimated. The 
latter greatly exceeded in amount the former. For 
the over-estimates, the Secretary of the Treasury 
is responsible; and for the still more serious under- 
estimates, the Secretary of War is accountable. He 
would not charge either of those officers with hav- 
ing purposely prepared and presented to Congress 
erroneous estimates; but he must say that the war 
estimates are so wide of the mark as to raise sus- 
picions of their good faith. In view of the magni- 
tude of the war expenditures, he could readily 
imagine that both of these officers would feel a 
strong desire to put as good a face as possible 
on the state of their affairs. What men desire 
they can easily persuade themselves to believe. 
The Secretary of the Treasury therefore might, in 
his desire to provide means to meet the public ex- 
penses, over-estimate his receipts by a pretty large 
per centage, without being aware of it, and might 
at the same time firmly believe in realizing the full 
amount, The same remark is applicable to the 
Secretary of War in the desire he must feel to cur- 
tail the war expenses as much as possible. But 
this furnishes a good reason why their estimates 
should be severely and doubtingly scrutinized in 
this House. Great allowances ought also to be 
made for the uncertainty that must always, from 
many causes, hang over future receipts and future 
war expenditures; but with all this uncertainty, 
the heads of the departments ought to be able to 
make a reasonable approach to the truth. If they 
would keep themselves free from difficulty, it would 
be wise always to make large deductions from their 
calculations. In private life, if an individual in 
carrying on his business habitually over-estimates 
his means and underrates his expenses, it requires 
no prophet to foretell that he is doomed to be a 
bankrupt, and that, too, before he is aware of it. 

This is equally true of the great undertakings of 
governments. When a great work is undertaken, 
the execution of which requires multiplied and 
complicated operations to be conducted on a large 
scale, oftentimes under pressing emergencies, that 
overrule all calculations of economy, where losses 
are met with from all the elements, and from the 
hand of violence; and all is to be done by a thou- 
sand agents, who are making contracts and dis- 
bursing money, scattered over a large space ata 
great distance from their principal; and most espe- 
cially if these agents, one and all, are impressed 
with the idea that their principal is rich and very 
able to pay, and not a few of them are of faithless 
morality, and believe that he is a great goose, 
whose feathers rightfully belong to him who can 

luck them; and if, to cap the climax, he himself 
puts the highest possible estimates on his means, 
and underrates the cost, we may be sure he will 
have a sad time in footing the bills. Last year, the 
annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury on 
the state of the finances, which 1s always presented 
to Congress when the year is nearly half expired, 
over-estimated the revenue of the then current year 
near five millions, and under-estimated the expendi- 
tures of the year more than four millions; making, 
together, at the end of the year, a balanee against 
the treasury greater than his estimate, by more 
than nine millions ; which, of course, occasions, in 
part, the necessity for the loan now asked for. The 
Secretary now tells us that a loan of sixteen mil- 
lions will carry him through the year. If the 
Secretary’s over-estimates and under-estimates of 
the receipts and expenditures of this year are as 
wide of the mark as I have shown those of the last 
to have been at the corresponding period of that 
year—say nine millions—that sum, added to the six- 
teen, will make twenty-five millions as the amount 
of loan that he ought to have asked for. But gentle- 
men will perhaps say that this has put him on his 
guard; that he has profited by experience. So far 


from it, he regretted to say that the Secretary has 
estimated the revenues of this year at more than 
eight and a half millions above the receipts of the 
last, the estimates of the receipts for this year being 
$34,900,000, while the sum tgtal ofall the revenues 
of last year was $26,346,790 37. There is every 
reason to believe he is again five millions above 
the mark. For example, he estimates the customs 
for the three last quarters of this year at a fraction 
under twenty millions, ($19,893,742 59.) There- 
turns for the first of those three quarters are now 
received, showing the duties for that quarter to 
amount only to a fraction over five and a quarter 
millions ($5,337,874 84.) The actual receipts from 
the customs last year were $23,747,864 66. He 
estimates the customs this year at $31,000,000— 
being an excess over the actual receipts of last 
year of seven and a quarter millions. 

So much for the customs; now let us turn to the 
public lands. The last three years have been 
years of great prosperity in the West and South- 
west, where the public lands are situated. For 
those three years the annual average income from 
the sales of the lands has been below two and a 
half millions, ($2,419,942 66.) In his’ annual re- 
port a year ago, the Secretary estimated the receipts 
of the public lands for the then current year at 
$3,400,000. His report of this year shows that they 
actually yielded only $2,498,355 20, being an over- 
estimate of near a million of dollars; and yet, in 
the face of these facts, he puts down his estimate 
of the public lands for this year at $3,500,000. 
But let it be admitted that the income from the 
public lands will equal his calculations. The’ 
question then arises, can he use the moneys de- 
rived from this source to pay the current expenses . 
of the Government? He undoubtedly can use the 
proceeds of the sales of the first two quarters of 
this year in that way; but he has no right so to 
apply the proceeds of the sales made after the first 
of January last. In his estimates of this year and 
the next fiscal year, he has treated the moneys to 
be derived from this source as though they belonged 
to the general revenue, and were to be used for 
the current expenses of the Government. This, 
as he conceived, was in direct violation of the act 
of the last session to raise a loan of twenty-three 
millions of dollars, which specifically pledged the 
proceeds of the public lands to pay, first, the inter- 
est on the loan, and the residue to be applied to 
the purchase of the stock when the same can be 
bought at a price not above par. That gentlemen 
might see on what footing this branch of the pub- 
lic revenue is placed by that act, he would read 
the provision on that subject, which is in the fol- 
lowing words: | | 

‘¢ That for the payment of the stuck which may be created 
under the provisions of this act, the sales of the public lands 
are hereby pledged, and it is made the duty of the Secretary 
of the treasury to use artd apply all moneys which may be 
received into the treasury for the sales of the public lands 
ufter the lst day of January 1848, first to pay the interest 
on all stocks issued by virtue of this act; and, secondly, to 
use the balance of said receipts, after paying the interest 
aforesaid, in the purchase of said stocks at their market 
value: Provided, no more than par shall be paid for said 
stocks.” 

Now, this act makes the proceeds of the public 
lands a sinking fund for the liquidation of the loan 
of twenty-three millions, and expressly enjoins it 
on the Secretary so to apply them. He believed 
those in this House holding quite opposite opinions 
on most questions of finance united in giving this 
pledge for very different reasons. He was a 
member of the committee that reported the bill, 
and very well recollected what his own reasons 
were. He thought that whatever other loans the 
Mexican war might render necessary, and how- 
ever they might sink inthe market, with this fund 
to back it, this stock could never sink toa low ebb. 
Those who have adventured their money in this 
stock have a right to demand a faithful execution 
of this pledge. That stock is now below par, and 
it is the bounden duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to sustain its credit by a faithful appli- 
cation of. the mone which may be received into 
the treasury from the sales of lands. He had his 
reasons for agreeing to that pledge, in which the 
owners of the stock are but remotely if at all inter- 
ested. He was very glad to take this branch cf 
the public revenue out of the general treasury, 
and thereby throw the support of the Government 
upon the customs alone, as one of the surest 
means of compelling the Government, under the 
pressure of its necessities, to abandon at an earlier 
day than it otherwise would its mischievous free- 
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trade policy, and come back again to the protec- 
tion of the home labor of the country, as the on! 
aure fountain of public prosperity and of abund- 
ant: supply of revenue. He had another reason 
which weighed strongly with him for giving the 
lands in pledge. For near a quarter of a century 
unceasing efforts had been made in both branches 
of Congress to break down the public land system 
and squander the lands, by reducing the price so 
low that they would no longer be regarded as 
worthy the care of Congress and the expense of 
managing them. He thought this pledge, with 
all those who held that public pledges should be 
maintained inviolate, would be a tar to any future 
legislation that should impdir its value. And yet, 
in the face of all this, both the President of the 
United States, in his annual message to Congress, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual 
report, utterly regardless of this pledge and of the 
express duty enjoined upen the Secretary, come 
back to the attack upon this land fund with 
renewed vigor, and exhaust all their energy with 
no little sophis.ry of argument to induce Congress 
to reduce the price of the lands. And for what, do 
you think? Not asthe means of paying off the 
debt for which they are mortgaged, but as the 
means by aid of which they expect to raise the 
loan now asked for. And that there may be no 
pretext on this subject for a repetition of the argu- 
ment, which only a few days since was urged on 
this floor, that a powerless minority in the last 
Congress had acquiesced in Executive usurpations 
because it made no movement to arrest them, he 
would now give notice, that at the end of this 

uarter he would move a resolution to inquire if 
the injunctions of that law had been obeyed. 

Others of different opinions from his own were 

in favor of giving this pledge, since it would put 
an end to the policy of distributing the proceeds 
of the lands among the States. Now, it is nota 
little remarkable that the Secretary assumes that 
this pledge has interposed an insuperable bar 
against distribution, while at the same time he 
utterly disregards it in all other respects. Had it 
not been for this notice of it by the Secretary, he 
should have presumed that both he and the Presi- 
dent had inadvertently recommended a policy sub- 
versive of the express injunctions of the law. No 
matter if all the results could be realized which the 
President and Secretary seem to imagine would 
follow from a reduction of the price of the public 
lands, still not a dollar of it could be lawfully used 
in aid of the loan now under consideration, nor in 
aid of the other expenses of the Government, any 
further than so much of the moneys from the sales 
of lands as, will pay the accruing interest on the 
twenty-three million loan would to that extent 
diminish the current expenses of the Government. 
The interest on the part of that loan now drawing 
interest, and on the whole of it for next year, will 
amount to two and a half millions for this year 
and the next. In addition to that, eighteen hundred 
thousand dollars have been received prior to the 
first of January, which is not under pledge; ma- 
king together four millions three hundred thou- 
sand dollars as the whole amount that can be used 
this year and next from the sales of the Jands in 
aid of the general charges dn the treasury, let the 
sales amount to what they may; while the esti- 
mated receipts for the two years are six and a half 
millions; making, therefore, an over-estimate, in 
any event, of more than two millions from “this 
branch of the public revenue. But if he had time 
to do it, he thought he could demonstrate to the sat- 
isfaction of the House that it was hardly possible 
to prevent the Mexican bounty land warrants from 
absorbing for several years to come nearly all the 
fe of the sales, as little else will be paid for 
ands while they are outstanding, and remain at 
their present reduced price, being in the market 
worth but little more than half the Government 
pee the quantity of land which they will buy. 

f this unfortunate result should be realized, then 
nearly the whole amount of the Secretary’s esti- 
mate for the lands would have to be deducted 
from the means of the treasury, and the interest 
of even the twenty-three million loan provided for 
otherwise. And here he would dismiss the sub- 
ject of the estimates of the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry, and bestow some attention on those of the 
~ Secretary of War, which are much wider of the 
mark. 3 

He had already shown, that in the estimates 
presented last year for the expenses of the then 
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current year, between the over-estimates and under- 
estimates of the two Secretaries, the treasury was 
worse off at the end of the year than they had cal- 
culated by more than nine millions of dollars; and 
that, in his estimates for the now current year, the 
Secretary of the Treasury had evidently fallen 
again into the same error; and that, in forming an 
opinion as to the extent of the wants of the Gov- 
ernment for this year over the loan now asked for, 
we must add to it the amount of the Secretary’s 
over-estimate of receipts for the year, amounting 
in all probability to at least five or more millions 
of dollars, which would bring the loan wanted 
from sixteen up to twenty-one millions. To this 
must be added whatever may be the under-esti- 
mates of the Secretary of War. At the last ses- 
sion of Congress, when the regular estimates were 
presented for the present fiscal year, which com- 
menced on the Ist of July, 1847, the whole ex- 
penditures for the year, in all branches of the 

ublic service, were estimated at $45,781,784 51. 

e have gone through one month over half of the 
year, and the estimates already sent in for the year 
amount to $62,783,660 07, composed of the fol- 
lowing items: Estimated expenditures for the 
current year, as set down in the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for the current year, the 
sum of $58,615,660 07; between the 9th of Decem- 
ber, the date of that report, and the date of the 
acting Secretary’s letter to Congress of the 19th of 
January, in which he informed the House that the 
loan could be reduced to twelve millions, the Sec- 
retary of War had sent in to the Committee of 
Ways and Means further estimates to the amount 
of $3,808,000, and on the 3d instant the Secretary 
of War sent in to the Committee of Ways and 
Means a further estimate for a deficiency in the 
Quartermaster’s Department of $360,000; making 
altogether the before-mentioned sum of $62,783,- 
660 07, as the estimated expenditures of the year 
which began on the Ist of July last, instead of the 
sum of $45,781,784 51, as ones estimated at 
the beginning of the last session of Congress. Of 
this last sum, the Secretary of War estimated for 
the army proper, volunteers, and ordnance depart- 
ment, the sum of $23,978,929 25; while the esti- 
mated deficiencies sent in at the present session by 
the Secretary of War, for the army proper, volun- 
teers, and ordnance, amount to the additional sum 
of $14,033,439 74 If we bear in mind that the 
mere excess over the estimates for this branch of 
the public service for a single year is equal to the 
whole annual expense (except the payments made 
on account of the public debt) of the entire Gov- 
ernment under the administration of the younger 
Adams, we may well be startled at this disclo- 
sure of what is now going on. But it is said, by 
way of excuse for this, thata larger force has been 
called into the service than was anticipated when 
the estimates were originally made for the year. 
Undoubtedly a larger force has been called out 
than was provided for in those estimates; but is 
that an excuse for the omission? The true ques- 
tion is, ought not these troops to have been esti- 
mateg for; and, if so, why was it omitted? Has 
the Administration since undertaken any great 
military expedition or movement not then begun 
or decided upon? Were not our troops then in 
New Mexico and California? Was not General 
Taylor as far advanced into Mexico as at this day? 
Was not the invasion of Mexico through Vera 
Cruz then decided upon? and had not the Com- 
mander-in-chief then gone from this city to organ- 
ize and take command of the expedition? Had 
not both the Commander-in-chief and General 
Taylor, when called upon officially, given it as 
their opinion that to accomplish all that was de- 
cided upon would require a larger force than has 
even yet been called into the service? 

But, waiving these inquiries, have the whole 
amount of the deficiencies for this year been even 
yet presented to Congress? He was afraid not. 
it appears that the Quartermaster General, on the 
4th of November, estimated the deficiency in his 
branch of the service as follows: For arrearages in 
the Quartermaster’s Department proper, seven mil- 
lions five hundred thousand dollars; and for cloth- 
ing, camp and garrison equipage, nine hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars—making in all an estimated 
average of eight millions four hundred and sixty 
thousand dollars. In submitting this estimate to 
the Secretary of War, and along with it his esti- 
mate for the next fiscal year, amounting for that 
year to $19,291,200, the Quartermaster General 
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remarks that ‘‘ these estimates are based upon the 
‘supposition that there wil” be from fifty to fifty- 
‘five thousand men in the pay of the Government 
‘to be provided for, to keep thirty-five thousand 
‘ effective men in the field; and that force is far too 
‘ small for any valuable purpose. The force esti- 
‘mated for will every man of them be required.” 
The Secretary of War, notwithstanding, returned 
these estimates to the Quartermaster General for 
revision and reduction. Andon the 15th of No- 
vember, the Quartermaster General again handed 
in these estimates, having cut down the estimate 
for arrearages in the Quartermaster’s Department 
proper from seven miHions five hundred thousand 
dollars to five millions, and the estimate of arrear- 
age for clothing, camp and garrison equipage, from 
nine hundred and sixty thousand to six hundred 
thousand dollars—making a reduction in the last 
item of three hundred and sixty thousand dollars, 
and in the former of two millions five hundred thou- 
sand dollars, being in both a reduction of two mil- 
lions eight: hundred and sixty thousand dollars be- 
low his first estimate. At the same time, he reduced 
the estimate for the Quartermaster’s Department 
for the next fiscal year from nineteen millions two 
hundred and ninety-one thousand two hundred dol- 
lars, as first estimated, to fourteen millions two 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars—being a reduc- 
tion on next year’s original estimate of five mil- 
lions forty-one thousand two hundred dollars; and 
a reduction in the original estimate for the arrear- 
ages of this and for the service of next year of 
seven millions nine hundred and one thousand 
two hundred dollars. In submitting these reduce 
tions, the Quartermaster General writes to the 
Secretary of War that his first estimates ‘* were 
‘made out from data derived from the experience’ 
‘of the last year;’’ and he also says, ‘ Whether 
‘those reductions be judicious time must deter- 
‘mine. I would not have ventured to make them 
‘but for the fact that two sessions of Congress 
‘will have terminated before the expiration of 
‘the fiscal year for which the estimates now sub- 
‘mitted have been made.’’? Now this looks di- 
rectly to large deficiencies again next year, which 
will go to swell the Joan that will then be re- 
quired. By direction of the Committee of le 
and Means he (Mr. V.) addressed a letter to the 
Secretary of War to know why the original esti- 
mates were cut down, and to ask him for a copy 
of those estimates with the Quartermaster Gener- 
al’s letter to him accompanying them. On the 
24th of January, the Secretary of War furnished 
the committee with a copy of the original estimates, 
and a copy of the Quartermaster General’s letter. 
The Secretary also transmitted to the committee a 
report to him from the Quartermaster General of 
the 18th of January last, to whom the Secretary 
had referred the committee’s letter of inquiry. In 
that report, the Quartermaster General says to the 
Secretary ‘‘that the estimate for the service of the 
‘year was reduced in consequence of the informa- 
‘tion which you communicated to me as to the pol- 
‘icy intended to be adhered to by the Executive, 
‘and from having ascertained, between the 4th and 
‘ 25th of November, that the expenses of supporting 
‘the troops in the interior of Mexico were not so 
‘great as I had estimated them.” He concludes 
this report in a manner so guarded as to show that 
he had no confidence in being able to carry out 
these reductions. He says, in- conclusion, “should 
‘ there be no heavy losses of property, and no ex- 
‘traordinary operations undertaken during the year, 
‘and the troops be not increased, | think the sums 
‘asked for will be sufficient; but the most rigid 
‘economy will be required to make them do.” It 
ig very improbable that none of these contingen- 
cies will occur in the course of the next eighteen 
months, if the war continue; and it is almost cer- 
tain that all of them will happen. We may there- 
fore put it down as settled that these reductions 
will all be called for. And in proof of it, on the 
3d of the present month, only ten days after his 
letter to the Committee of Ways and Means, the 
Secretary of War writes to the committee that a 
contingency had happened which made it neces- 
sary to have an additional $360,000 for the Cloth- 
ing, Department, which brings back the arrearage 
for clothing from the reduced sum of six hundred 
thousand dol- 
eneral had ori- 
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lars, at which the Quartermaster 
ginally estimated it. 

If we would make safe provision for the present 
fiscal year, we shall restore the two millions eight 
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hundred and sixty thousand dollars which were 
taken away from the Quartermaster General’s 
original estimate. If this be done, and we assume 
there will be no other expenditures during the 
year beyond what is already estimated for, and no 
addition made to the army, then the wants of the 
Government for this year beyond its means will 
stand thus: To the loan Of sixteen milliohs now 
asked for by the Secretary of the Treasury add five 
millions for over-estimate of the revenue of the 
year, and add also two millions eight hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars for the under-estimate of 
the expenditures in the War Department, and 
there must be raised by loan to carry the Govern- 
ment to the Ist of July next twenty-two millions 
eight hundred and sixty thousand dollars. And 
the loan of the last session, which was intended to 
provide for the whole of the present year, instead of 
twenty-three millions, which the Secretary, as al- 
ready stated, informed Congress was all that would 
be wanted, should have been for forty-five millions 
eight hundred and sixty thousand dollars. If the 
sixteen millions now proposed to be raised will 
meet the wants of the Government, then the pub- 
lic debt at the end of the present fiscal year (June 
30th) will be sixty-six millions of dollars. If you 
add to this seven millions eight hundred and sixty 
thousand dollars for the over-estimates of receipts 
and under-estimate of expenditures, as already ex- 
plained, the debt at that date will be seventy-three 
millions eight hundred thousand dollars. 

Let us now see what addition will be made to 
this amount at the end of the next fiscal year, 
which ought properly to be provided for at the 
present session of Congress. The appropriations 
for next year, which begins on the Ist of July 
next, must be made at this session, and, when the 
appropriations are made, the means to pay them 
ought to be provided at the same time, instead of 
raising loans on an emergency, as we are now 
obliged to do, by reason of the short estimate of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, when the twenty- 
three million loan bill was passed at the last ses- 
sion. He should have ample time to negotiate his 
loan before the money is wanted. It is, therefore, 
the clear duty of the Executive to ask that provi- 
sion may be made at this session for all the wants 
of the Government for the next year, and not 
come, as at present, a year behind the proper 
time. 

What, he (Mr. V.) would ask, will be the re- 
ceipts and expenditures of the next fiscal year? 
And what will be the deficiency that must be pro- 
vided for byloan? The Secretary of the Treasury 
estimates itat twenty millions five hundred thou- 
sand. He (Mr. V.) was afraid that in this the 
Secretary was again as much below the mark as 
we now know he wasa year ago. He estimates 
the receipts for next year at thirty-five millions— 
thirty-two from customs and three from the public 
lands. Now, he had already shown, that to the 
extent of the interest on the twenty million loan 
of last year, and no further, can he use the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands to pay the expenses of 
the year; and there is great cause to fear that 
the soldiers’ bounty land warrants will so dry up 
the sales as not to bring money enough from that 
source to pay even the interest on that loan. 
> Then there is nothing left to fall back upon but 
the customs. So many causes—many of them 
oftentimes accidental or occult——-which are brought 
suddenly into action, so greatly influence the com- 
merce of the country, that no certain estimates can 
be made—they must of necessity be approxima- 
tions only to the truth. Judging, however, from 
certain great and general causes now at work, the 
revenue from the customs for the year which be- 
gins on the Ist of July next cannot be safely esti- 
mated at more than twenty-six or twenty-seven 
millions—say twenty-seven—and put the land at 
a million and, a half, making twenty-eight and a 
half for the year. This is the measure of the 
means of the Government. He therefore deducted 
six and a half millions from the Secretary’s esti- 
mate. What, on the other hand, will be the ex- 
penditures? There is now a much larger force in 
the public service than was employed at the begin- 
ning of the present year; and the fact that the 
Executive is pressing Congress for a large addition 
to it shows that, even if no more troops are grant- 
ed by Congress, all now there will continue to be 
employed, and that therefore there is not the re- 
motest ipa red that the expenses of the next 
year will fall below those of this, assuming them 
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to be no more. He had before shown that the es- 
timates for this year already sent in, amount to 
sixty-two millions seven hundred and eighty-three 
thousand six hundred and sixty dollars; that prob- 
ably two and a half millions must be added to that 
for under-estimates in the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment—bringing it up to upwards of sixty-five 
millions; to which must be added at least two mil- 
lions for additional interest next year on the loan 
now proposed to be raised, and that which must 
be raised at the beginning of the year to meet the 
wants of the year—say sixty-seven millions of 
dollars. From this amount take the next year’s 
revenue—twenty-eight and a half millions—and 
there will be a deficiency of thirty-eight and a half 
millions to be provided for by loan, instead of 
twenty millions and a half, as estimated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury—showing that the esti- 
mate for this year and next is about equally be- 
low the real wants of the Government; that for 
next year, upon this calculation, being seventeen 
millions less than the wants of the Government, 
while that for this year is now admitted to have 
been sixteen millions too small, with every prob- 
ability, as he had before shown, that the deficit 
to be supplied by loan will reach twenty-three 
millions or more. It must be borne in mind that 
the Quartermaster General’s estimate alone for the 
next year was cut down five millions and forty- 


one thousand in the manner before stated; the 


original estimate having been for that department 
$19,291,200, which was reduced to $14,250,000. 
The Quartermaster General, it will also be borne 
in mind, says it will require the most rigid econ- 
omy to make the reduced estimates do, should 
there be no heavy losses of property, no extraor- 
dinary operations undertaken during the year, 
and the troops be not increased. We know that 
more troops are urgently demanded; that losses of 
property must occur; that the Executive has now 
changed his policy, and is resolved upon carrying 
the war to the vitals of the enemy, which, in plain 
English, means to overrun and subdue the whole 
vast territory of Mexico; and, in pursuance of that 
policy, we already hear that great operations are 
organizing for the reduction of Potosi and Quer- 
etaro. What, then, will be the public debt at the 
end of the next fiscal year, if the war continue? 
This has become a solemn and alarming inquiry. 
He had already put down the probable debt at the 
end of this year at seventy-three millions eight 
hundred thousand dollars. If to that be added 
thirty-eight and a half millions for the deficit of 
next year, the amount, at the close of that year, 
will be upwards of one hundred and twelve mil- 
lions of dollars. 

If, however, the sixteen millions now asked 
for will do for this year, then the debt at the 
end of next year, should there bea deficit of no 
more than thirty-eight and a half millions in 
that year, will be but one hundred and four and 
a half millions. According to the estimates of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, the debt at the 
end of the next year will be eighty-six and a 
half millions. These estimates are all predica- 
ted upon the supposition that the increased force 
asked for is not raised. If that is raised, it must 
largely increase the public expenditures. It must 
be estimated for, and appropriations made here- 
after for its support. Any one of these estimates 
exhibits a sad prospect for the country. Looking 
at this bill as a mere money transaction between 
the Government and the public creditor, it may be 
thought to be more honest than expedient to make 
a disclosure of the present and prospective condi- 
tion of the financial affairs of the country; but itis 
not to be forgotten that there is another party 
whose agents we are, the tax-paying people, who 
must foot the bills, and who have a right to know 
the truth and the whole truth—to know how, by 
whom, and for what their money is expended. 
He felt bound to say,that from the nature and 
uncertainty of the facts from which many of the 
opinions he had stated are deduced, he could not 
rely with entire confidence in the correctness of 
all his conclusions ; but they were nevertheless 
conclusions he could not avoid coming. to. He 
sincerely hoped, for the sake of- the country, that 
his calculations were as much above the future 
wants of the Government as the pastestimates of 
the Executive are now known to have been below 
them. 

Mr. LIGON said: Mr. Chairman, this bill, 
to provide means to supply a deficiency in the 


treasury during the present year, Will, except as to 
the form which it shall assume, meet with no con- 
siderable opposition in either branch of Congress. 
At least I venture to hope for such a result. 

This being the case, instead of submitting an 
argument in favor of a measure which may rea- 
sonably be supposed not likely to meet opposition, 
except as to the form which it should take, I shall 
embrace this opportunity to submit my views upon 


: a subject nearly allied to this, and which has been 
i brought to our notice in two ways: fifst, by.a 


| message of the President, which, as yet, has not 


been disposed of; and, secondly, by bills reported 
by the Committee on Commerce on Thursday, the 
3d instant—I refer to the subject of the improve- 
ments of rivers and harbors at the expense of the 
Federal Government. 

Perhaps no better time than this can be found to 
say to this House and to the country, that in 
voting for bills to increase the public debt and the 
public taxes to support the army and navy, now 
employed on foreign service, it is my firm purpose 
not to be accessory to any movement to increase 
either the one or the other, to promote objects not 
indispensably necessary to sustain the national 
honor, to provide for just claims upon the treas- 
ury, and to carry on the ordinary and legitimate 
business of the Government. 

No general bill, exclusively providing for the 
improvement of navigable rivers, and of lake, gulf, 
and ocean harbors, has been passed into a law by 
the Congress of the United States during the last 
seven years. But few laws of that kind have been 
enacted by this Government from the day of its 
imperfect organization in 1776 up to this its period 
of matured fullness and power. Perhaps so few 
general appropriations have been made, that gen- 
tlemen may not be prepared to affirm that it has 
ever been ‘ the setiled policy” of this Government 
either to enter upon or to prosecute a ‘* general 
system of internal improvements.’’ Be this as it 
may, however, the bills soon to be under consid» > 
eration, and upon which, in some form or other, 
we shall be called upon officially to act, devolve 
upon the members of this House, each for himself, 
the duty of examining this great question of inter- 
nal improvements by the General Government; 
and this examination has to be made with a direct 
reference to the propriety of voting for or against 
the policy of resuscitating those internal improve- 
ment measures which obtained for a time, but were 
abandoned a few years ago, in consequence of the 
interposition of the Executive veto. 

The first question that naturally arises for the 
consideration of a representative of a constituent 
body, is that of power: has Congress the constitu- 
tional power to grant the money asked for, for the 
object specified? All acknowledge that while Con- 
cress has the physical power to vote for or against 
a bill, irrespective of any and of all obligations, 
human and divine; it is yet morally bound to vote 
for certain measures in accordance to the express 
commands of the Constitution; and there are cer- 
tain other measures, so grossly at war with its 
provisions, for which, were they presented, no 
representative would have a moral right to vote. 

The question of constitutional right, presented 
by these bills, has, on various occasions, been ably 
and elaborately discussed by many of the wisest 
statesmen who have adorned our country. Yet, 
notwithstanding the ability of those who have dis- 
cussed, and the number of years through which 
the discussion has run, diverse opinions are still 
entertained, not only among the people, but also 
among the most eminent statesmen of the times, 
upon the question of the constitutional power of 
Congress to remove obstructions from rivers, to 
construct and clear out harbors, make roads, dig 
canals, and to build bridges. To attempt to add 
anything either interesting or useful upoh a con- 
stitutional subject, which the greatest minds of our 
nation have exhausted without being able to settle 
to the satisfaction of the country, would be held in 
me (I fear) as inexcusable presumption. Whilst, 
therefore, I may be pardoned for saying that I 
have formed my opinions upon this subject, not 
without some study and reflection, I am quite sure 
I should not be, were I egotistical enough to repeat 
them here. 

I shall, therefore, leave the constitutional view 
of this question as I find it; and this the more . 
readily, as there are other reasons of sufficient 
weight to determine the course of action proper 
to be pursued at this conjuncture in relation to 
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such bills, without raising this primary question 
_of constitutional power. These reasons may be 
found, in part, in the circumstances which we find 
our country placed at this time; in the past legis- 
lative course pursued by Congress towards certain 
cities; and in the injustice towards many milliona 
of people, of which these bills would be the occa- 
sion, should they be passed into laws. - 

And, first, let us look at the circumstances by 
which we are surrounded. l , 

The Sècretary of the Treasury officially informs 
us that the estimated receipts into the treasury 
during the coming year may be stated at $35,100,- 
000. Gentlemen upon the other side of the Hall 
think this estimate a large one—so do J; but still 
it is the official one, and it was made out with 
great -care, and after a very deliberate survey of 
the sources af revenue. The Secretary also tells 
us that our expenses during this year will be 
$15,730,000 greater than our income; and during 
the next year, our expenses will be $20,500,000 
greater than our income. 

The present fiscal year ends on the 30th of June 
next; and on that day, notwithstanding the large 
loans made during the past few months, the defi- 
ciency in the treasury will, it is estimated by the 
Secretary, be $15,730,000. Many gentlemen, it 
may. not be improper to remark, estimate the defi- 
ciency at a far larger sum. 

Money to that large amount must be obtained 
by Congress, and placed in the treasury m to 
the 30th of June, to prevent the national credit 
from being dishonored. How shall this large sum 
be obtained? By borrowing, or by taxation, or by 
a resort to both means: : 

Borrowing creates a debt, to be paid off from 
the avails of subsequent taxation. It is a draft 
upon the future for the benefit of the present; and, 
it resorted to with an intent to shift the burdens 
legitimately belonging to the present generation 
upon the shoulders of a succeeding one, it is an 
unwarranted draft upon the treasury of a descrip- 
tion by no means reputable. Present necessity 
often prompts governments to an acceptance of 
bankers’ “ days of grace,” but does not justify an 
avoidance of the debt. A just debt may not, with 
honor, be denied, or avoided; but provision for 
its liquidation must be provided by him who ob- 
tains the just and the full consideration. But, 
besides that, it is honest for us to pay our own 
debts, instead of bequeathing them as an unwel- 
come legacy to our children. The creation and 
issuance of large amounts of evidences of national 
indebtedness must inevitably affect the values of 
similar paper-credits put forth by the several States, 
and by cities, corporations, and individuals. The 
amounts thus issued, and thus in danger of being 
injured, by our uttering paper to enter into.compe- 
tition for the money of the capitalists, are very 
large and very important. The bonds of the States 
call for, it is supposed, near $180,000,000; the 
bonds of cities, of counties, and of villages, rep- 
resent at least an equal sum; the bonds of railroads 
and canals, of turnpikes and bridges, probabl 
_ equal $200,000,000; and the bonds and other evi- 
dences of debt (other than those circulating as 
money) uttered by the banks, by manufacturing, 
mercantile, mechanical, and other legal corpora- 
tions, probably exceed the last-named sum. The 
amount of bonds, notes, and other evidences of 
debt, issued by private individuals throughout 
our widely-extended country, of course cannot 
be known. It is difficult to form a rational con- 
jecture as to the amount. We only know that 
the gross sum must, from the adventurous char- 
acter of our people, be prodigious. I have seen the 
assessed value of the real and personal property of 
the United States stated at four thousand millions of 
dollars. If this statementis correct, (and I know not 
what, ifany, reliance is to be placed upon it,) the real 
value of the real and personal property owned by 
the individuals composing our nation is three times 
greater, at the least; for we all know how low prop- 
erty is estimated, and how large a proportion es- 
capes assessment altogether. It is also stated that 
the daily payments at the counters of banks, 
insurance and trust companies, and brokers, in 
the city of New-York, equal about $4,000,000. 
Reasoning from these items, it would seem safe to 
assume that the various evidences of debt, in all 
forms, uttered by individuals, will amount to one 
thousand millions of dollars. This, including 
those issued by the nation, States, cities, counties, 
villages, railroads, canals, banks, other corpora- 
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tions, and individuals, would form an aggregate of 
evidences of indebtedness of two_thousand mil- 
lions of dollars, to represent twelve thousand mil- 
lions of dollars of property. With such an amount 
of obligations to be affected by our action here for 
good or for evil, can we be too cautious in our 
financial movements? If, by unnecessarily throw- 
ing large loans into the money market, and ab- 
stracting therefrom, at high rates, and at short no- 
tice, large sums, we produce, a stringent action, 
that increases the rates of interest, lessens the 
worth of produce and of real estate, and df paper 
based upon them, and occasions the sale of evi- 
dences of debt in general at losing rates, are we 
not justly, and in verity, responsible to our fellow- 
countrymen for this depreciation of their proper- 
ty? But it may be said, increased taxation will 
also distress individuals and corporations, and 
lessen the values of their property. This is fully 
admitted. It will certainly do so. Perhaps no 
more curious inquiry could be started than what 
would be the amount of the increased value of the 
various properties possessed by the people of Eng- 
land, if every species of taxation were totally ab- 
rogated. ‘Taxation is not only an evil, but itisa 
great and a constantly increasing evil in this coun- 
try. But is it not better to pay at least a part of 
the extra expenses we are now incurring, by call- 
ing upon all of the people to contribute their pro 
rata share than to create a national debt of a cum- 
brous character? and especially if that debt has 
to be created suddenly, and at the risk of disturb- 
ing the business relations, and of lessening the 
value of the property of the whole country? 

We are in the midst of a war, from which I am 
convinced the Representatives of the American 
people will never consent to be ingloriously extri- 
cated. We have offered peace to Mexico so often, 
that they have come to the conclusion that peace 
would be the greatest boon they have it in their 
power to bestow upon us. Now, unfortunately, 
they are not in a humor to gratify us; our gallant 
armies having inspired them with more respect 
than love, more admiration than gratitude. What, 
then, remains for us to do, consistent alike with 
the honor of our country, and the domestic inter- 
ests of our people? Is it not, clearly, to vote 
appropriations, which, if judiciously applied, will 
be most likely to ensure us that peace which Mex- 
ico would fain withhold? And in obtaining the 
means to meet such suitable appropriations, ought 
we not to draw as small a share from the money 
market, and as large a share from the property of 
the country, by taxes equally diffused, (and thus 
create as small a national debt,) as a due regard to 
the interests and the wishes of the people seem to 
demand? Neither side of this Hall advocates an 


neither side advocates the accumulation of a large 
debt. Gentlemen of the Opposition—if I correctly 
understand their position—are willing to raise a 
larger revenue, and thus lessen the amount of debt 
which will otherwise be rolled up, if we will adopt 
their methods of increasing the taxes. Such being 
the state of things, I do not despair of seeing some 
measure adopted that will enable the Administra- 


| tion to push this war vigorously forward to an 


early and a glorious conclusion, by means so 
wisely obtained as to leave the commerce and 
business of our beloved country nearly unaffected 
by the demands for such large sums of money. 
For these noble ends I esteem it our duty diligently 
to labor; and, for one, I shall, with a single eye, 
so labor as long as a single effort, however humble, 
may in any degree bid fair to be useful. 

Under these circumstances, when thus engaged 
in a foreign war which calls for money in sums so 
large as not only to threaten to entail upon us a per- 
manent national debt, but to visit us with present 
financial calamities, by reason of the difficulty of 
sparing from business circles such large sums of 
money, it is gravely proposed—and bills to that 
effect have already been introduced, under the im- 
posing auspices of one of the most important stand- 
ing committees of this House—to revive, formally 
to renew, a system of internal improvements by 
the General Government! A Congressional system, 
I ought to say; for it is now well known that the 
executive branch of the Government will in no way 
sanction it; and if it obtains, it can do so only by 
a two-thirds vote. It must, therefore, be wholly 
and exclusively a Congressional scheme or sys- 
tem. 

To this plan of adopting a system of internal 


inglorious withdrawal of our forces from Mexico—_ 


improvements upon the sole” authority of Con- 
gress, without an express constitutional right to 
do so, and in time of war—at a time when there 
is an actual deficiency in the treasury of fifteen and 
a half millions of dollars, and a prospective defi- 
ciency of twenty millions more—ata time when. 
we have just relaxed our commercial system, and 
entered into a freer and more vigorous competition 
with our commercial and manufacturing rivals— 
and at a time when the monetary circles of Eng- - 
land are tottering and shaken to their centres, and 
when our own are seriously threatened—I say, toa 
system thus proposed, and at such a time, I hope Í 
need only oppose the manifest interests of our 
country. No plan could more seriously compro- 
mise them; for it proposes to precipitate upon an 
exhausted treasury a closely-bound bundle of local 
interests, and to force the treasury upon an already 
overburdened money market, in order to gralify 
those insatiable local interests. Of the five thou- 
sand towns and villages situated upon navigable 
waters, probably not forty can be gratified with an 
appropriation to improve their harbors, under the 
wildest scheme that two-thirds of the members of 
Congress can be persuaded to pass during this ses- 
sion, And shall the whole of the business and 
commercial interests of this great nation be placed 
in jeopardy, that forty out of the thousands of 
towns and villages in this country shall be enabled 
to boast of having obtained appropriations from 
Congress; and that, too, ata time when the nation 
is at war, a debt rapidly accumulating, and the 
treasury overtaxed by more than $15,000,000 ? 
Sir, constitutional arguments need not be raised; 
for the interests of the people of every State seem to 
be endangered even by the mere introduction of such 
bills into Congress, under circumstances calculated 
to induce a belief that they may be enacted into 
laws. It is not difficult for the most ordinary busi- 
ness man to see, that if large sums of money are 
to be withdrawn from business, to carry on a gen- 
eral system of internal improvements, as well as 
to wage a war with Mexico, general financial em- 
barrassment must inevitably ensue. The money 
market cannot supply such extraordinary demands 
upon it, without producing derangements of the 
most extraordinary character. In the commercial 
distress that would ensue in consequence of enor- 
mous appropriations, who will say that persons 
holding evidences of debt would not be damaged 
more than one per cent.? And yet one per cent. 
upon two thousand millions of dollars is no less a 
sum than twenty milliens! Surely, we cannot too 
seriously consider, and may not lightly regard, the 
magnitude of the injury which even so slight a de- 
pression in the value of property produces. When 
considered with reference to all of the interests of 
this great country, what excuse, what apology can 
be devised for voting to enter upon such a system, 
under circumstances so remarkable? Can any 
one charge that I over-estimate the importance and 
value of the pecuniary interests of the people of 
this country? Let such candidly compare these 
interests with the rival onesin England. We learn, 
from the December number of Blackwood, (1847,) 
that “the value of the personal property in Eng- 


land was— 

In 1815... 2 0c 0e. ee cer oeo e e£1,200,000,000 

In 184]......cccccceccesee 2,000,000,000 

In 1847, about............. 2,400,000,000” | 
Or (in 1847) about the round sum of twelve thou- 
sand millions of dollars, ($12,000,000,000.) The 
value of real and of mixed property ts not stated, 
but “ the net rental of England alone was— 

In 1815... cc cece cece eee . ec€01 898,423 

In 1841... ..cccccesceveecceee 62,540,030 

In 1847... .... ccc ces cceeeseces 65,000,000” 
Or (in 1847) about $325,000,000 per annum. The 
annual taxes for a series of years have been in Eng- 
land as high as $335,000,000, and at this time 
amount to two hundred and fifty millions of dol- 
lars per annum! When we look at the agricul- 
tural and mechanical productions of the United 
States, at its manufactures and its commerce, and 
compare them with those of England, it is easy to 
be seen that, in stating the entire value of all prop- 
erty in this country at twelve thousand millions of 
dollars, (the estimated value of only the personal 
property of England,) I have all the warrants of 
analogy and of calculable probabilities in supposing 
that my estimate is far below the reality. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is confidently asserted 
that the late commercial panic in England has, 
within a few months, depreciated real and personal 
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property in that kingdom ‘‘more than the entire 
amount of the national debt !”’ 

If severe pressures upon the money markets of 
highly commercial nations thus seriously affect the 
value of property of all kinds, what reason could 
I render the intelligent constituency which I have 
the honor to represent in this House, if I were to 
cast their vote in favor of renewing a huge system 
of internal improvements in time ofi war, in time of 
a large treasury deficiency, and in the face of a re- 
stricted money market and an adverse foreign ex- 
change? None, sir; none. 

This Government ought not to enter the market 
at this time for a solitary dollar not indispensably 
necessary to the preservation of its honor. It 1s 
eruel to do so at a time when States, cities, rail- 
roads, canals, individuals, and corporations are 
vigorously struggling not only to relieve them- 
selves from the consequences that overtook them 
in the financial catastrophe of 1837, but to prepare 
honorably to sustain themselves in that generous 
competition now everywhere manifest, to excel in 
all that is desirable and right. 

By a wise, vigorous, and patriotic effort, the 
business circles will be able, I hope and believe, to 
supply the Government of the United States with, 
the means it will find really indispensable, at mod- 
erate rates, and without producing serious finan- 
cial derangerffents. But if to these indispensable 
loans are to be added others, devised to carry out 
ill-considered schémes to construct harbors in differ- 
ent and distant States, at difficult, nearly unknown, 
and but little frequented landings, it becomes the 
duty of this House to inquire whether it were not 
better to leave to the several States, or to resident 
citizens, the task of founding and beautifying towns, 
villages, and cities, and®of opening and maintain- 
ing the roads and canals, and all other avenues 
of approach ta them, rather than to embarrass the 
Government and the people with a burden not 
legitimately their own, If, upon this day, citizens 
residing upon the beautiful shores of the Chesa- 

eake, and others upon the banks of the majestic 
Lake Superior, and others still upon the Gulf 
coast, resolye to lay out and build up villages or 
cities, is their right to come here, in time of war, 
to demand of this body an appropriation to con- 
struct for their use, and for the use of such as may 
desire to trade with them, either a road, a canal, or 
a harbor, sufficiently clear to justify us in the eyes 
of the people of this country in granting their 
request, at the known risk of deranging the 
markets and of depreciating the prices of all the 
property in this country? But if those citizens, 
thus far removed from each other, and located 
where cities may well be expected to arise, had 
commenced (instead of to-day) one year ago, or 
ten, or twenty, or a hundred years, and had 
actually erected one or many buildings, could it 
be said that so mandatory are the provisions of 
the Constitution, we must, at the peril of rendering 
money scarce, and labor cheap, and property un- 
salable but at depreciated rates, borrow large 
sums of money at large rates of interest, and 
increase the taxes of the people to pay it, in order 
to build the asked-for road, canal, or harbor? 

If the Constitution does thus order us to make 
such expenditures for the benefit of isolated indi- 
viduals or of local communities, and at the ex- 
pense of all the rest of the people, in times of war 
and of peace, of prosperity and of adversity, at all 
hazards, and in defiance of all the maxims of com- 
mercial experience, I have failed to read it aright. 
If the Constitution does not positively order us to 
borrow money, in time of war, to clear out rivers, 
construct harbors, build roads, dig canals, drain 
swamps, build observatories, and establish uni- 
versities, then we ought to abstain from these: 
things, if the doing of them will be injurious to the 
credit of the Government, and ruinous to many of 
the interests of the citizens; for all goed govern- 
ments were instituted for the good of the governed, 
and their acts, general and singular, should ever 
be in harmony with this, the principle upon which 
they were founded. 

I cannot vote, in time of war, to borrow money 
to engage in a general system of internal ee: 
ments. I cannot vote to borrow money to be ex- 
lla to please a few towns, when, by so doing,- 

know that I am placing all the property of all tne 
citizens of this great country in imminent danger 
of depreciation. The interests of the m&ny should 
not be made to depend upon the schemes and the 
wishes of the few; nor with a hope of benefitinga 
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few persons, a few villages, a few cities, or even 
several important States, should the property of 
all the citizens be exposed to probable loss. 

But, in the next place, if we were nol engaged 
in war—if we were not in the money market, 
forcing weaker parties to pay higher rates of in- 
terest in consequence of our unwelcome intrusion 
—has not the past legislative action of Congress 
been such, towards certain cities, as to render the 
adoption of such a system an act of injustice to 
those cities? I think it has, and will, with the 
permission of the House, submit a few reasons in 
support of this opinion. 

Several cities and towns have had their harbors 


‘improved, or wholly created, at the expense of the 


treasury of the United States—to some,sthe appro- 
priations have been complete; to others, partial. 
But the greater number, the principal part, of the 
harbors of the United States, have never been the 
subjects of Government attention. If improved at 
all, they have been improved by those who have 
an interest therein. 

Baltimore is one of the most important cities of 
the Republic, and has been so from the period 
when this Government was organized. As it is 
important to the argument which I propose to sub- 
mit to be able to prove this, I have obtained from 
the Treasury Department a statement showing the 
amount of revenue collected at the port of Balti- 
more from the year 1789 to 1847, both years inclu- 
sive; also a statement showing the amount of 
revenue collected at all the ports of the United 
States during the same period. 


Slatement of the annual net revenue received from customs at 
all the poris in the United States, discriminating that re- 


ceived at the port of Baitimore, from 4th March, 1789, to 


30th June, 1847. 


Net revenue paid | Net revenue paid - 
into the treasury 


into the treasur 
Date. at all the ports of | atthe port of Bai. 
the United States. | timore. 
From Mar. 4, 1789, 
to Dec. 31, 1791.. $4,399,473 09 $553,368 10 
For the year 1792 3,443,070 85 426,058 32 
t 1793 4,255,003 56 855,531 24 
€c 1794 4,801,035 28 768,152 51 
6 1795 5,588,461 26 504,097 48 
c 1796 6,567,987 94 758,187 89 
66 1797 7,049,649 65 1,119,714 77 
66 1788 7,106,051 93 80,154 43 
c 1799 6,610,449 31 1,162,978 10 
c6 1£09 9,030,932 73 623,257 14 
7 1801 10,750,778 93 999,454 12 
66 1802 12,438,235 74 621,647 97 
6 1803 10,479,417 6) 952,016 17 
c6 1804 11,098,565 33 1,539,736 03 
7 1805 12,936,487 04 1,126,3&6 69 
s 1806 14,667,698 17 1,451,227 95 
T 1807 15,845,521 61 1,630,797 20 
és 1808 16,363,550 58 590,098 53 
c 1809 7,296,020 58 148,269 61 
6 1810 8,583,309 31 929,360 21 
6 1811 13,313,222 7 721,368 22 
6 1812 8,958,777 53 1,778,234 99 
6 1813 13,224,623 25 1€0,942 95 
6 1814 5,998,772 03 
c6 1815 7,282,942 22 4,052,132 90 
6 1816 36,305,874 88 2,765,928 24 
cs 1817 26,283,348 49 1,547,714 90 
c 1818 17,176,385 09 1,942,174 48 
c 1819 20,283,608 76 1,594,995 03 
6 1820 15,005,612 15 536,304 43 
c 1821 13,004,447 15 693,479 29 
c 1822 17,589,761 94 1,158,598 59 
6 1823 19,088,433 44 920,303 09 
c6 1824 17,878,325 71 875,593 13 
rT 1825 90,098,713 45 1,C04,211 67 
6 1826 23,341,331 77 1,052,675 41 
c 1827 19,712,283 29 1,207,391 84 
6 1828 23,205,523 64 1,277,850 93 
rT 1829 22,681,965 91 1,282,686 58 
rT: 1830 21,922,391 39 1,014,996 50 
6 1831 24,224,441 77 1,209,949 98 
6 1832 28,465,237 24 665,575 74 
rt} 1833 29,0:32,508 91 630,376 9u 
rT; 1834 16,214,957 15 519,831 25 
rT; 1835 19,391,310 59 810,141 98 
rT; 1836 23,409,940 53 1,334,838 96 
z 1837 11,169,290 39 959,562 90 
6 1838 16,158,800 36 1,014,523 71 
rT 1839 23,137,994 81 930,209 68 
c 1840 13,499,502 1 598,011 47 
cs 1841 14,487,216 74 655,205 93 
e 1842 18,187,908 76 481,299 35 
“6 1843 7,046,443 91 97,760 26 
c6 1844 26,183,570 94 623,530 44 
c6 1845 27,528,112 70 697,894 00 
c6 1846 25,712,667 87 700,610 28 
6 1847 23,747,864 60 594,025 21 


890,817,487 72 | $55,761,597 67 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Register’s Office, Dec. 23, 1847. 
DANIEL GRAHAM, Register. 


This table shows, that from 1789 to -1800, both 
years included, the revenue of the United States, col- 


lected at all the ports, amounted to $59,402,458 60; 
of this amount, $7,661,519 98 was collected at the 
port, of Baltimore—being nearly one-eighth of the 
whole. ` It is thus seen that about one-eighth of 
all the revenues of the Government of the United 
States, during the first eleven years of its existence, 
was derived from the port of Baltimore ! 

The next seven years shows a total revenue of 
$88,216,704 48; of this, there was collected at Bal- 
aula $8,301,266 13—being nearly one-tenth of the 
whole. 

By looking at the table, it will also be seen that 
more than one-half—in fact, more than five-ninths— 
of all the revenue of the United States was col- 
lected at Baltimore in the year 1815!—the whole 
amount being $7,282,942 22: collected at Balti- 
more, $4,052,132 90! Beginning with 1815, and 
going down to 1820, (five years,) and we see a 
total revenue of $107,333,159 35; of this, no less 
a sum than $11,902,945 55 was collected at the port 
of Baltimore—being about one-ninth part of the 
whole! 

Take still another period.. From 1825 tg 1831, 
both years included, the revenue from imore 
(the net revenue, after deducting all expenses) 
exceeded annually ong MILLION oF DOLLARS! The 
revenue received from Baltimore by the United 
States, after deducting all expenses of collection, in 
fifty-seven years, amounts to the stupendous sum 
of FIFTY-FIVE MILLIONS seven hundred and sixty- 
one thousand five hundred and ninety-seven dollars 
and sixty-seven cents, ($55,761,597 67)—a sum 
which would have constructed Our canal to Cum- 
berlafid, and our railroad to the Ohio river; created 
a large school-fund; improved our harbors; con- 
structed and maintained our light-houses, and 
greatly assisted to defray the expenses of the State 
and the city governments. 

This is what Baltimore has actually contributed 
to the common fund for the promotion of the com- 
mon good and the general welfare. And what has 
she received? 

I hold in my hand a statement from the Treas- 
ury Department, which shows that in fifty-seven 
years $55,000 have been expended by the United 
States upon the harbor of Baltimore! Nota thou- 
sand a year for a port from which nearly fifty-six 
millions of dollars have been received ! 

And now let us examine the justice and the 
equality of the general system of internal improve- 
ments sought to be established in the midst of this 
war. And let us judge of it, not by what its ene- 
mies prophesy as likely to grow out of it, nor by 
the promises which its indiscreet friends make for 
it; let us judge it by the past. The past may be 
known—the future cannot be. 

Under the revenue system, eight hundred and 
ninety millions of dollars have -been collected by 
the United States; of this sum, $9,837,894 58 
(nearly $10,000,000) have been expended by Gov- 
ernment in the prosecution of works of internal 
improvement. If Baltimore had received its pro 
rata share of the money expended on improve- 
ments, estimating according to what that port con- 
tributed to the treasury, as compared with sister 
ports, no less than one-sixteenth part of the ten 
millions of dollars would have been expended at 
Baltimore. 

Now, sir, instead of having $625,000 expended 
in our city, we have had but $55,000! If, there- 
fore, we are to prosecute a general system of inter- 
nal improvements, the old plan of expending 
moneys will not suit Baltimore, however well it 
may work elsewhere. For, of the $10,000,000, 
it contributed $625,000, and obtained $55,000! It 
would be infinitely better for us to make our own 
improvements; though I can easily understand why 
persons living in distant portions of the republic, 
paying little or nothing, and receiving moneys 
collected from the pockets of my constituents, 
should entertain a different opinion, and insist that 
it is to our interest to pay $625,000 in order to 
obtain $55,000! Pay twelve dollars in order to 
receive one back! 

Maryland surrendered to the United States the 
right to impose taxes upon the flourishing com- 
merce of Baltimore, in order, among other things, 
“ to ensure domestic tranquillity,” and ‘‘ to provide 
for the common defence” against foreign aggres- 
sion. These duties have been satisfactorily per- 
formed—at least to an extent as great as can 
reasonably be expected from a government in- 
trusted with duties so difficult and extensive. Our 
flag has been nobly upheld in the face of all nations, 
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under all the varied circumstances that have arisen 
in an eventful age of the world. Our domestic 
quiet has been perfectly ensured, and the general 
welfare substantively promoted; the first, I am 
happy to be able to say, has-been effected more 
by our admirable system of jurisprudence, than 
by the power of arms; and the latter, rather by 
abstaining from the imposition of burdens upon 
capital and industry, than by acts of munificence 
to individuals and classes. 

We have, then, but little or nothing of which 
justly to complain, but much to incite our pride 
and heighten eur satisfaction, when we contem- 
plate the glorious achievements of our Govern- 
ment. The industrial pursuits, compared with 
those of other nations, are inconsiderably burden- 
ed; commerce is lightly restricted, and our agricul- 
ture is in a far more favorable condition than that 
of any-other nation. 

If it is the constitutional duty of Congress to 
improve the harbors of the several cities of the 
- United States, then, in that case, Maryland has 
just cause of complaint for neglect of duty, as all 
must perceive. So deeply felt was the necessity 
of improvements in Baltimore harbar, to accom- 
modate its large and growing commerce, that as 
early as 1783—before the formation of the Federal 
Constitution—the General Assembly of the State 
of Maryland passed an act authorizing the levying 
of a tonnage duty upon all vessels entering the 

ort of Baltimore, for the express purpose of ma- 

ing such improvements. This act was renewed 
in 1788, and in 1791 was formally sanctioned by 
Congress—an act that conferred upon Margland 

owers which had been ceded to the United States. 
n 1789 the Constitution was adopted. That in- 
strument transferred the power of collecting reve- 
nue from commerce from the individual States to 
the United States. The General Government, 
being unable or unwilling to improve the harbor 
of Baltimore, in 1791 returned to the State of 
Maryland, for four years, so much of the ceded 
power as to allow said State to collect money 
enough from the commerce of Baltimore to put 
and to keep the harbor thereof in a condition bet- 
ter calculated for the accommodation of shipping. 
The act of 1791 was to remain in force only four 
years, Congress renewed it, however, in 1796, 
and again from time fo time until 1843, when the 
T of the same act were extended until 
1850! 

It is thus seen that the harbor of Baltimore has 
been maintained in a condition for business by a 
tax upon thecommerce of that city. This was the 
case before this Government was created. It has 
been the case ever since. Itis the case now when 
I speak. The commerce of Baltimore has been 
taxed since 1783, and is now taxed, for the im- 
provement of the harbor in which our ships are 
sheltered. For upwards of sixty years this whole 
expense has been borne by Baltimore—unless, in- 
deed, l am to except the $55,000 donated by the 
United States—a sum too small to form an excep- 
tion in a labor and cost so large. To preserve our 
harbor, we have, with the consent of Congress, 
taxed ourselves. We have applied in vain for Con- 
. gress to improve our harbor at the expense of the 
national treasury; but its consent to an act allow- 
ing us to tax ourselves has never been withheld; 
its assent has been prompt, hearty, and unfailing! 
And in 1850, when the act of 1791 again expires, 
I do not fear that Congress will refuse to renew it. 

As Baltimore has thus been compelled, by the 
neglect of Congress, to improve its own harbor, 
for the uninterrupted, consecutive period of sixty- 
five years, is it right, is it just, now to introduce a 
system by which Baltimore will be compelled, 
through all future years, to submit to additional 
taxation, that the avails thereof may be applied to 
improve rival harbors in any or in all parts of the 
United States? 

Maryland and Baltimore are deeply in debt. 
They are struggling to raise means honestly to pa 
those debts, and will, with great efforts, succeed. 
In many of the States, citizens feel aggrieved be- 
cause they are called upon to pay a tax of twenty- 
five to thirty cents upon one hundred dollars worth 
of property. Baltimore will be taxed this year, I 
see by a late paper, one hundred and fifty cents 
upon each one hundred dollars! l 

When the people of Maryland are struggling 
under a heavy load of debt and taxes, and are also 
making strenuous efforts to construct a commercial 
avenue from the great valley of the Ohio to the 


shores of the Chesapeake bay, at a cost of startling 
magnitude, considered in connection with their pres- 
ent obligations, I should be recreant to my trust 
were I to sit idly by and see the weight recklessly 


increased. I am compelled, by every sense of 
duty, resolutely to oppose all schemes, that look 
to borrowing money and increasing taxes, for 
making internal improvements in the several States 
by the General Government; for Maryland desires 
no increase of taxes or of debt to carry out a sys- 
tem of improvements by the United States. The 
wisest financiers, the most sagacious statesmen 
now living, cannot sit down and draft an inter- 
nal improvement bill that the majority of the peo- 
ple of Maryland would vote for, if, to carry out its 


provisions, increased debt and taxation would be ` 


necessary. Thisismy opinion. I maybe wrong, 
itis true; but I think there isnot much roomeven for 
doubt upon this subject. 

Look to the injustice of the schemes proposed 
for our sanction. Baltimore pays into the treasury 
fifty-five millions in a little more than fifty-five 
years ; in fifty years St. Louis has not contributed 
probably the one-half of one million. Estimates 
from the department show that an expenditure of 
some one or two hundred thousand dollars is 
necessary to the improvement of St. Louis harbor; 
pay this cost from the United States treasury, and, 
judging by the past, the people of Baltimore will 
pay one hundred dollars, and more, where the 
people of St. Louis pay one dollar, for the improve- 
ment of St. Louis harbor! And does St. Louis 
need this gratuity from the people of Baltimore? 
Not at all; far otherwise. St. Louis has more 
than fifty thousand people, great wealth, compara- 
tive freedom from debt, and an immense commerce. 
‘¢ The total annual commerce of St. Louis, imports 
and exports included, although yet in its infancy, 
is estimated’’ by its delegation to the Chicago con- 
vention of 1847 ‘‘at over $75,000,000 !—equalling 
nearly one-third of the whole foreign commerce 
of the United States.’ And this estimate is sus- 
tained by statements that carry conviction of its 
reliability. The people of that wealthy and emi- 
nently commercial city have the ability, without 
embarrassment, to make all the improvements they 
desire, and pay for them within this present year ! 
With what grace, then, can such a people, and of 
such vast wealth, ask of me to allow my overbur- 
dened constituents to be taxed for their benefit? 

For another instance of the injustice of such 
bills, take the case of the harbor at Buffalo, in 
New York. This city has almost as large a popu- 
lation, as much wealth and commerce, as St. Louis. 
Can any gentleman inform this House why Balti- 
more, after defraying the entire cost of improving 
its own harbor, shall be compelled, by law, to pay 
as much, or in fact more, towards paying for im- 
Bore the harbor of Buffalo, than the people of 

uffalo? If a reason can be rendered, I confess I 
should be pleased to hear it. But there are over- 
whelming reasons why Baltimore should not be 
taxed for the benefit of Buffalo; and to these | 
would, briefly as possible, call the attention of 
every member of this House. 

In the first place, Buffalo is able to improve its 
own harbor, without calling for help from towns 
and cities similarly situated. If the people of Buf- 
falo are able to suitably improve their harbor, the 
rightfulness of calling upon men who have no in- 
terest in it to assist in defraying the expense, is not 
self-evident. In the next place, if Buffalo insists 
upon having assistance, whether it is needed or 
not, that assistance should be given by the State of 
New York. Lastly, if it is said that others be- 
sides the citizens of Buffalo and the State of New 
York are interested, the reply is at hand—taz those 
who are beneficially interested. 

It is false in fact, it is false in theory, that per- 
sons living upon the waters of the Aroostook are 
pecuniarily interested in the improvement of the 
roads, bridges, and fences to be found in Oregon, 
Nebraska, and Minesota; and that therefore they 
should be taxed, and their property be sold to pay 
those taxes, to enable Government to improve 
those far-off and utterly unknown roads, bridges, 
and fences. To tax the dwellers upon the grassy 
plains of the Ozark mountains, or among the cane 
brakes of Mississippi, to obtain money with which 
to. improve Buffalo harbor, is to commit an out- 
rage for which no justification can be found either 
in the books or in the human heart. 

Let Buffalo harbor, like that of Baltimore, be 
improved by laying a small duty upon the tonnage 


that uses it. Let the burden be borne by those 
who are to be benefited. The burdens should be 
ears upon the shoulders of those who obtain the 

enefits flowing from them. The wagon that does 
not use the turnpike is free from toll; for the road 
is sustained by tolls collected from teams which 
travel on it. So, also, let harbors be improved 
by moneys collected from those who do, and not 
from those who do not, use them. And I say this 
the more earnestly, because my constituents have 
always practised what [ now preach. They have 
improved their own harbor; and I, in their name, 
protest against being compelled by law to improve 
the harbors of their neighbors also. Would not 
such compulsion be manifest injustice? 

But, it may be said, if Buffalo harbor is not im- 
proved, the Take commerce will pass by Buffalo, 
go through Lake Ontario, and into the St. Law- 
rence, and, passing over the railroad which the 
Vermonters are building, go to Boston, instead of 
passing through the Erie canal on its way to the 
city of New York This is possible; in fact, un- 
less the harbor is enlarged, improved, and ren- 
dered secure and easy of access, as we have made 
Baltimore harbor; and unless the Erie and Hud- 
son canal is not also greatly enlarged and im-- 
proved, it is probable that a large amount of the lake 
trade will pass by Buffalo, and go to Boston by 
the more northern route. This isa reason why 
the people of Buffalo should imitate Baltimore, but 
is not a reason why the people of the United States 
should interfere—the reverse rather. For why 
should all the people of the United States be taxed 
to enable New York thoroughly to estop the ‘“ men 
of Boston’’ from diverting its trade to themselves? 
If the trade of New York is in danger of being di- 
minished by the enterpriseeof Boston—if its canal 
revenues are in danger of being diminished from 
the same cause—I can see occasion for New York 
to employ its revenues and its capital to effect im- 
provements that will avert the danger with which 
their trade and commerce are menaced; but I can 
discover nothing that will justify Congress to tax 
my constituents to raise means with which to assist 
New York to counteract the subtle movements of 
their more enterprising neighbors. If our help 
were to be needed but once, we might consider the 
distress of our New York friends; but what guar- 
antee have we that they will be in any better con- 
dition to repel future than present incursions upon 
their commerce on the lakes? Why, sir, with that 
rich lake commerce directly in sight of their shores, 
it will prove to be as impossible to keep the Yankees 
away from it as it was to keep the Huns and Goths 
out of Italy, or the Tartars out of China! Itisa 
moral and physical impossibility, and I am op- 
posed to all attempts of the kind; let the Yorkers 
and the Yankees (Greek ys. Greek) settle the mat- 
ter at their leisure; this Government, in the mean 
time, wisely allowing them both to construct their 
own roads, their own harbors, and their own 
canals, without the slightest interference. 

Maryland, Pennsylvania, and New York, are en- 
gaged in the construction of commercial avenues 
to the West. New York has completed most of 
hers; the others have not. New York has immense 
revenues, and is free from embarrassment; Penn- 
sylvania and Maryland are deeply in debt, and 
are heavily taxed: their railroads to the Ohio are 
only in progress, and by no means completed. 
The port of the one is maintained at its own ex- 
pense, and that of the other has received but little 
or no governmental attention. Under such cir- 
cumstances, what could be more unjust to those 
two States, than for the United States to borrow 
money to improve the harbor at the termination 
of the principal New York commercial avenue, to 
increase its already greatly distended revenue, and 
then call upon Maryland and Pennsylvania to help 
to pay both the principal and the interest of the ex- 
penditure for the benefit of New York? New York 
has fairly obtained the lead of her competitors; 
her capital, population, and revenues are larger, 
and her public works are brought more nearly to 
perfection. Her competitors are straining every 
nerve—are piling up debts, and submitting to tax- 
ation toa frighttul extent, that they may not be 
totally and forever distanced in the struggle to gain 
the commerce of the West. This House sees the 
struggle; it perceives that New York is obtaining 
the advantage in the gigantic struggle, but fails not 
to note, that neither Boston, nor Philadelphia, nor 
Baltimore, is disposed to yield a handsbreadth, or 
to abate a single effort; on the contrary, they seem 
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as full of hope as they are of determination. Who, 
permit me to ask, witnessing this struggle, this 
noble courage, this generous hope, will come for- 
ward and say to these ardent and worthy spirits, 
« Take upon your aching shoulders this additional 
burden for the benefit of your successful rival?” 
Who has the heart to do this? 
` Mr. Chairman, I pray this House not to ask the 
ad of Baltimore, who are already grievous- 
y taxed, to contribute of their means for the 
improvement of harbors. For sixty-five years 
they have maintained their own harbor. Carmot 
their neighbors consent to imitate our example, 
until we have finished our public works, and so 
far paid off our obligations as to be able to reduce 
our taxes to a rate more nearly corresponding with 
other States? If St. Louis, and Buffalo, and other 
applicants for our bounty were poor, in debt, and 
laboring under a heavy burden of taxation, and 
in danger of losing their trade and commerce 
through the efforts of more highly favored com- 
petitors; if they were situated in States that were 
deeply in debt, and known to be restive under a 
heavy load of taxation, and had no other resource 
upon which to draw for assistance than the charity 
_of Congress, I confess my compassion would be 
strongly moved, and I should be grievously tempt- 
ed to do my constituents the injustice of forgetting 
their interests long enough to vote a small donation 
to these humble and needy dependants upon the 
charity of the General Government. But such is 
not their condition; they are rich, flourishing, and 
independent. May we not hope that they will 
hereafter scorn to assume the attitude of mendi- 
cants, or the unseemly character of sturdy beggars 
at the gates of an overdrawn treasury? May we 
not hope, that henceforth we shall cease to be an- 
noyed by their importunate solicitations, and have 
pleasing occasion to witness the honest pride with 
which each of these wealthy and thriving cities 
will cause their harbors, streets, and other public 
works to be improved upon the Baltimore plan— 
at the sole expense of those persons for whose sole 
benefit they are made? 

l think, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, that it is 
wrong to borrow money in time of war, to improve 
some thirty or forty of our numerous harbors, neg- 
lecting all the rest. 

I think it wrong, even were there no war, to 
borrow money upon the credit of ports improved 
at their own expense, to expend upon ports of 
equal wealth, but of less independence of charac- 
ter and of less public spirit. 

And, sir, if the war was at an end; if the Gov- 
ernment was free from debt, and the people free 
from taxation; if commerce, manufactures, and 
agriculture were in a condition the most flourish- 
ing, and the money market in a position easy and 
beyond apprehension of a cloudy future; and even 
if no ports had been improved at the expense of 
tonnage doing business with them, but all stood 
upon the samc level platform so far as relates to 
past governmental favors,—I would still be opposed 
to improving afew at the expense of the rest. 

Laws should be general, not partial in their op- 
eration; universal, not sectional in the distribution 
of benefits and of burdens; fair, just, and equal in 
their application to each citizen and each commu- 
nity whom they in anywise affect; not unfair, un- 
just, and unequal towards any of those for whose 
benefit they purport to have been made. 

Laws, to benefit a few persons, or a few ports, 
at the expense of all, may perhaps be considered 
legitimate in despotic countries, but certainly are 
at war with the spirit of republican institutions. 

Laws ordaining that all of the ports of this 
country shall be improved at the expense of all the 
citizens of the United States, would be general and 
not particular; and ought, therefore, to be prefer- 
red to those that designate a few favorite places 
Rituated in the more powerful States. . 

But laws should ever rest upon the rock of uni- 
versal justice. Commerce cannot subsist without 
the aid of agriculture; and agriculture cannot flour- 
ish unaided by commerce: they are necessary the 
one to the other. If, therefore, the humble tiller 
of the soil is to be taxed to improve the highways 
of commerce, the more pretending trader must 
contribute to the improvement of the roads of the 
farmer. If one port should be improved, then all; 
if one road, all. 

And for this plain reason, it is as unjust to com- 
pel a farmer in Maryland to assist a ship-owner in 


Buffalo to build a wharf to moor his vessel along | 


side of, as it is to compel the Buffalo ship-owner 
to assist the Maryland farmer to make his wagon- 
road to the nearest market town. If ships and 
ship-accommodations are necessary to the conduc- 
tion of the farmer’s crops to the foreign market, 
from which he draws his profits, so are roads the 
necessary and indispensable channels through 
which to obtain those products from which the 
merchant makes his profits. One class is as de- 
pendant and as independent as the other; neither 
can ‘* get gain” without the aid of the other. 

If, therefore, it is proposed that this Govern- 
ment, forgetting that it was created to establish 
justice, to provide for the common defence against 
foreign and domestic violence, to secure the bless- 
ings of liberty, and to form a more perfect union— 
I say, if this Government, forgetful of the objects 
which called it into beneficial existence, is to be 
precipitated into the adoption of a system of inter- 
nal improvements, that system should be general, 
and not sectional or special. Not one port only 
should be selected from a weak State, while a 
dozen are to be allotted to a strong one, but, 
regardless of everything but the ever-abiding prin- 
ciples of even-handed justice, all ports should be 
alike the objects of legislative care and the recipi- 
ents of Government bounty. As the dew of 
heaven, so should the justice of the government 
of man, fall alike and equally upon all. 

Taxes should be imposed with the strictest ref- 
erence to perfect equality. No one man’s dollar, 
no one man’s head, should be taxed at a higher 
rate than the dollar or the head of another. My 
dollar, my life, my reputation, my liberty, are each 
as precious, and no more precious, in the eye ofa 
just and equal law, than those of the greatest or of 
the humblest of my fellow-citizens. 

All citizens being called upon equally to contrib- 
ute to the supply of money to carry on works of 
internal improvement, may they not demand, in 


terms that justice cannot deny, that those taxes 


shall be disbursed upon improvements that shall 
benefit all as equally as they burdened all? 

The system proposed, to be just, must be uni- 
versal—must be co-extensive with the vast terri- 
tory we inhabit. Any other system would fail to 
possess that quality, the failure to have which 
ought ever to be fatal to all bills submitted for the 
consideration of this House—I mean equal justice 
to all sections of this vast country, favoritism to 
none! 

Mr. FISHER here obtained the floor and moved 
for the rising of the committee. 

The motion prevailing, the committee rose ac- 
cordingly. 

And thereupon the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred: 


By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petition of B. Hubbard and 168 
other citizens of Portage county, Ohio, aud of Ransom Bald- 
win and 23 other citizens of Stark county, Ohio, to absolve 
the people of the tree States from the support of slavery, or 
for a dissolution of our present Union between the free and 
slave States. Also, the petition of C. R. Ensign and 236 
inhabitants of Madison, Ohio, against the extension of sla- 
very, and to close the Mexican war. Als0, the petition of 36 
gentlemen and 80 ladies of Madison, Lake county, Ohio, for 
the withdrawal of the army from Mexico to the United 
States, and to conclude a treaty of peace. Also, of Wiliam 
Reed and 180 inhabitants of Ashtabula county, Ohio, for a 
change of mail route in said county. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of many citizens of 
Ohio, praying for the establishment of a mail route from 
Eaton to Greenville, in that State, by the way of New Cas- 
tine. Also, two petitions of Nathaniel and Catharine Law- 
rence, of New York, parents of Lieutenant N.C. Lawrence 
and of John C. Lawrence, of the United States Navy, de- 
ceased, praying for pensions. Also, the petition and papers 
of Ruth Freeman, widow of Captain Thomas Freeman, of 
Ohio, praying for compensation for extraordinary services 
rendered in the war of 1812-15, and for reimbursement of 
moneys advanced to the soldiers under his command, with- 
drawn from the files. Also, the petition of Catharine Rinker, 
of Philadelphia, widow of Samuel Rinker, who was a sail- 
ingmaster in the United States navy during the war of the 
Revolution, praying for a pension or compensation. 

By Mr. EMBREE: The memorial of W. A. Twigg and 
others, citizens of Posey county, Indiana, praying for the 
reduction of postage on ali newspapers containing not over 
50U square inches. Also, the memorial of sundry citizens of 
Orange county, Indiana, on the same subject. 

By Mr. PUTNAM: The resolutions of the New York State 
Legislature, asking the prohibition of slavery or involuntary 
servitude in territorial governments, if established in New 
Mexico and the Californias as recommended by the Presi- 
dentin his annual message. 

By Mr. HARALSON: The petition of sundry citizens of 
the city of Atalanta, in the State of Georgia, praying the es- 
tablishment ofa United States arsenal at that place. 

By Mr, HOLMES, of New York: Concurrent resolutions 
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of the State of New York in relation to slavery in the con- 
quered provinces of New Mexico and the Californias. 

By Mr. RUMSEY: The petition of deputy postmasters 
and others, citizens of Steuben county, New York, praying 
for additional compensation to deputy postmasters at offices 
where mails arrive between nine o’clock at night and five in 
the morning. é 

By Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina: The petition of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a branch mint. ; 

By Mr. DICKINSON: Petitions from citizens of Sandus- 
ky and Hancock counties, Ohio, praying Congress to reduce 
the postage on newspapers of smali dimensions. Also, pe- 
titions from citizens of Wyandot county, Obio, prayin 
Congress to carry into effect the treaty of Brownstown an 
ile ae of Congress relating to a road’boutherly from Lower 

andusky. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of Thomas Jones and 
others, citizens of Mahoning county, Ohio, praying the pas- 
sage of a Jaw prohibiting the sale of the public domain to any 
persons except actual settlers, and in quantities not exceed- 
ing one hundred and sixty acres; ten per cent. to be dis-: 
counted from Government prices on payment of each one 
hundred and sixty acres; twenty percent. on eighty acres ; 
forty per cent. on forty acres, and fifty per cent. on twenty 
acres. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of C. Latham Sholes, 
and forty-two others, asking for the establishinent of a mail 
route from Southport, Wisconsin, to Antioch, Illinois, via 
Pleasant Prairie. Also, the petition of Obell M. Ward and 
thirty-six others, for the saine object. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of Orville B. Dib- 
ble and George C. Bates, of the city of Betroit, for a grantto 
a company incorporated by the State ofMichigan of the right 
of way through Government lands for the construction of a 
ship canal around the falls of St. Mary’s river, in said State; 
and also for an appropriation of lands to aid im the construc- 
tion of the work. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Catharine Davison 
and forty-five others, citizens of Brown and Adams coun- 
ties, in the State of Ohio, praying a reduction of postage on 
small newspapers. Also, the petition of H. J. de Bruin and 
thirty-one others, citizensof Adains and Brown counties, in 
the State of Ohio, praying Congress to reduce the excessive 
postage now charged on small newspapers. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespar, February 8, 1848. 


Mr. BRIGHT presented a preamble and reso- 
lution passed by the Legislature of the State of 
Indiana, in favor of passing a law to provide for 
the payment of the claims of the representatives 
of Francis Vigo, for advances to the troops under 
General George Rogers Clark in the Illinois cam- 
paign; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a resolution passed 
by the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania, 
in favor of abolishing the postage on newspapers 
not sent over thirty miles from the place of publi- 
cation, and such other modifications of the post 
office laws as will provide a uniform system of 
cheap postage on letters and newspapers; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. YULEE presented the memorial of Bene- 
dict Madeore, Vicar General of Florida, and pastor 
of the Church of St. Augustine, and the memorial 
of the trustees and members of that church, pray- 
ing the re-transfer to its rightful owners of the 
property belonging to the church, which was 1m- 
properly conveyed to the United States at the 
cession of Florida, as public property, by the 
Spanish authorities; which were referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. E 

Mr. BRADBURY presented two petitions of 
citizens of the county of Hancock, Maine, pray- » 
ing the establishment of a mail route from Bucks- 
port to George’s Corner, in that State; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of Alfred Marshall, collector 
of the district of Belfast, in the State of Maine, 
praying an increase of compensation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. _ 

Mr. STURGEON presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Alleghany county, Pennsylvania, praying 
a reduction of the rates of postage on newspapers; 
‘which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of Samuel Blake, praying com- 
pensation for his services in taking the sixth census; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the memorial of Tho- 
mas L. L. Brent, praying to be allowed an outfit 
as chargé d’affaires of the United States at the 
court of Madrid; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. | __ l 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of C. H. 
McCormick, praying an extension of his patent 
for a reaping machine; which was referred tọ the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Offige. 
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Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Jo- 
aeph Nock, praying an extension of his patent 
for padlocks, desk, chest, and trunk locks; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. 

Mr. DIX presented the petition of John W. 
Leuchs, praying the return of certain goods seized 
by the collector of the port of New York, for an 
alleged violation of the revenue laws, and indem- 
nity for loss sustained by him in consequence of 
auch seizure; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
memorial of John Golder, praying remuneration 
for an alleged infringement by the Government of 
the United States of his patent for an improvement 
in the system of public finance; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented the petition of John 
P. Baldwin, praying that a register may issue to him 
for the schooner Robert Henry; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. CAMERON, it was ordered 
that the heirs of James Bell have leave to with- 
draw their petition and papers. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
1 Mr. MANGUM, submitted the following reso- 
lution, which was considered by unanimous con- 


gent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized 
to pay out of the contingent fund the person who performed 
the duties of one of the engrossing clerks of the Senate who 
was sick during the late recess, at the same rate of compen- 
sation as is usually paid to temporary clerks employed by 
the Senate, for the time he was so engaged. 


Mr. BAGBY stbmitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered by unanimous consent 


and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affaira be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of causing a survey 
and examination to be made with a vicw to the establish- 
ment of a national foundry at Tuscaloosa, in the State of 
Alabama. 


Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the motion to print the 
memorial of the representatives of the religious 
society of Friends for the States of New York, 
Vermont, Michigan, and some parts adjacent, 
praying for the settlement of the difficulties with 

exico by negotiation, reported that the same be 
not printed; which was agreed to. , 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisi- 
ana, asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill 
to authorize the relinquishment of the 16th section 
in certain cases, and the selection of other lands in 
lieu thereof; which was read the first and second 
times by unanimous consent, and referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 


Mr. DOWNS gave notice that on to-morrow, 
or some early day thereafter, he will ask leave of 
the Senate to introduce a bill to amend an act en- 
titled ‘ An act to provide for the punishment of 
offences committed in cutting, destroying, or re- 
moving live oak, and other timber or trees reserved 
for naval purposes,” approved 2d March, 1831; 
and for other purposes. 


THANKS TO GENERAL SCOTT, 


The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives expressive of the thanks of Congress to 
ve ie General Winfield Scott, and the troops 
under his command, was read the first and second 
times by unanimous consent. . 

Mr. YOLEE. I desire to suggest an amend- 
ment to the resolution; or at all events, I hope that 
the committee to which the resolution will be 
referred will so modify the resolution as to make 
it embrace the officers of the navy of the United 
States who participated in the operations at Vera 


~ Cruz. 


_Mr. BADGER. Introduce a separate resolu- 
tion. 
Mr. YULEE. I hope these naval officers will 
be included. | 
Mr. MANGUM. I trust that the honorable 
Senator will not insist upon a reference of this 
resolution. I think that the usual course has been 
to pass separate resolutions; and if the gentleman 
will propose a resolution of thanks to the officers 
of the navy, it would meet with our cordial assent. 
I hope that this resolution will be put upon fts 
assage. l 
Mr. NILES. I think that this is a subject of 
some delicacy, and that the resolution ought to be 
referred. There is, I presume, no doubt that the 
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body will unanimously agree to carry out the sub- 
stantial purposes intended to be effected by the 
resolution. But the form of the resolution may be 
a-matter of some importance; and it may be wor- 
thy of consideration whether the scope of it is 
such as to do justice to all the officers who have a 
right to expect even-handed justice from us. I 
move its reference to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

THANKS TO GENERAL TAYLOR. 

The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives expressive of thanks to Major General 
Taylor, was read the first and second times by 
unanimous consent, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

MEXICAN NEGOTIATIONS. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. BALDWIN, 
and it was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate, if in the possession 
of the Department of State, a copy of the instructions of the 
Ministerial Council of the Republic of Mexico to the com- 
missioners appointed to negotiate with Mr. Trist, dated at 
Mexico on or about the 24th day of August, 1847; together 
with the proposals gr project, if any, submitted by the Mex- 
ican commissioners as the basis of a treaty, prior to the 
counter-project submitted by them on the 8th of September, 
1847, and alreudy communicated to the Senate; and also, 
the procecdings, if any, which were had in relation to said 
proposals first submitted ; so fer as the same may be commu- 
nicated consistently with the public interest. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN ARKANSAS. 

The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill to divide the district 
of Arkansas into two judicial districts. 

Mr. BREESE suggested, that as the Senator 
from Arkansas, (Mr. Sevier,}] who had proposed 
an amendment to the bill, was not.now in his seat, 
the bill be passed by informally. 

Mr. ASHLEY remarked, that the bill when it 
came up in its order had been already passed by 
In consequence of the amendment having been 
offered by his colleague. He had no objection, 
however, to pass it by now, if a day were fixed 
for its consideration. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN expressed the hope that 
some day would be fixed for the consideration of 
the bill, so that it would be known when it would 
come up. He believed that they were encumber- 
ing the country in every direction with Federal 
courts, in his opinion, beyond the necessities of 
the country, and contrary to the true spirit or the 
Government. In the populous State from which 
he came, there was but one United States district 
court, and it had not a week’s business in the 
bea Unless the people of Arkansas were vastly 
itigious, he could not imagine how such an amount 
of business could be furnished as would require an 
additional court. 

Mr. ASHLEY had no objection to any day 
which any gentleman might be disposed to name. 
He would observe, however, that this bill stood 
upon a peculiar foundation. The Judiciary Com- 
mittee had never, since he became a member of it, 
reported a bill for the creation of more than two 
or three of these courts. In the present case, it 
was not intended to create a new judge, but only 
a new court, for the reasons plainly set forth ina 
report printed by order of the Senate. It would 
be observed, by referring to that report, that the 
court had jurisdiction to the Rocky Mountains, 
and the reason assigned for the creation of a new 
one, which he believed to he conclusive, was the 
great difficulty of compelling the Indian witnesses 
to come one hundred and fifty or two hundred 
miles into the interior of the State, to give testi- 
mony in cases arising in thatregion. Heretofore, 
the expense to the Government had been enormous, 
and there was no doubt, that if the court which it 
was now proposed to create, had existed from the 
first, the saving to the Government would have 
amounted to at least fifty thousand dollars. The 
saving of this expenditure hereafter, and the ren- 
dering facilities in the execution of justice in the 
Indian country, were the objects of the present 
bill. It was proposed to locate the court on the 
western border of the State, at Van Buren. He 
had taken the precaution, after the unanimous rec- 
ommendation of the State Legislature, to procure 
a letter from the superintendent of Indian affairs 
at the West, Captain Armstrong, and also from 
the commanding general, both of whom recom- 
mended the creation of the new court as a means 
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of punishing crine in the Indian country, and of 
economizing the expenditures of the Government. 
He referred the Senator from Kentucky to the 
report in this case, which would, he apprehended, 
remove his objections to the bill. In conclusion, 
he had no objection to fixing a particular day for 
the bill, and would name to-morrow. `, 

The bill was then postponed, and made the order 
of the day for to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 
The bill for the relief of William Marvin, in con- 
firming the title to a tract of land in Florida, granted 


by the Spanish Government to Bernardo Segui, on - 


the 20th of December, 1815, was read the second 
time and considered as in Committee of the Whole; 
and no amendment being made, it was reported to 
the Senate, engrossed, and read a third time. 

The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill for the relief of Susan 
E. Gordon. 

The question being put upon agreeing to the 
amendment to the bill reported from the Committee 
of Claims, it was determined in the affirmative. 

Mr. WESTCOTT moved an amendment to the 
bill; and the question being on concurring in said 
amendment— i 

Mr. DAYTON said that this was one of that 
class of bills which had of late years so multiplied 
upon the Senate. He thought that it ought to be 
examined with a little more care, and as the hour 
had now arrived for the special order, he moved 
that the bill should be passed by informally. 

Mr. FOOTE hoped that that course would not 
be taken, and he was sure that if the Senator from 
New Jersey knew the s of the case, he 
would not present any obstacle to the passage of 
the bill. As for himself, he had been exceedingly 
patient and forbearing in reference to the case, 
although he had been urged very earnestly to ask 
the Senate to take it up out of its order. The claim 
was an eminently meritorious one; and the bill 
was in substance the same as that which passed 
the Senate unanimously at the last session, and 
which would have been passed by the House, but 
from the accidental circumstance that it was not 
reached on the calendar. It had been carefully 
considered in the committee, and amended chiefly 
in its phraseology. The amendment offered did 
not affect the material clause of the bill atall. He 
knew the parties interested in this case, and they 
were persons of high moral worth. It wasa very 
small affair, and he did hope that no impediment 


would be thrown in the way of the passage of this — 


ill. 

Mr. DAYTON observed, that perhaps it would 
facilitate the gentleman’s views if he consented to 
the bill being passed by informally. He did not 
know that any objection would be made to its 

assage. . 

Mr. FOOTE acquiesced, and the bill was passed 
by informally. 

THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
to raise, for a limited time, an additional military 
force. 

Mr. MILLER apologized to the Senate for 
entering on the discussion which had already ex- 
hausted the attention of the Senate; but he was 
impelled by a sense of duty to express his views. 
He gave his views of the true meaning of the law 
of May, 1846, which authorized an appropriation 
of men and means to carry on the war, e con- 
sidered that that act was passed for the purpose of 
immediately putting an end to a war which was 
believed to have been unnecessarily commenced. 
It was to enable the Government to terminate the 
war, that the supplies were placed in the hands of 
the President For all supplies, up to this time, 
he had given his vote. Congress and the army 
had done their duty; but how had the President 
performed the duty assigned to him? He had ad- 
mitted Santa Anna into Mexico, and the result is 
before us. He had sent Mr. Trist, a clerk of the 
State Department, to enter into a negotiation; but 
what he has done, or where he is, cannot be dis- 
covered. He has been using the army and navy 
to drive a bargain with Mexico, and now we are 
told it is impossible to tell if the war can be termi- 
nated without the utter annihilation of Mexico. 

He denied that the President had any power to 
make a bargain with Mexico, for the purpose of 
obtaining territory. | 

He vindicated the opponents of the way from the 
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charge made against them of improperly throwing 
obstacles in the way of the prosecution of the war. 
He asserted that the sense of the country—of Con- 
gress—of members of the Senate, on both sides of 
the Chamber, was against the prosecution of the 
war forthe purpose of conquest. On the other hand, 
if the President would carry on the war for the 
object originally declared—the speedy termination 
of the contest-—there would be no opposition. But 
the war has gone on, step by step, until the Gov- 
ernment is chained to it, and the original object 
is lost sight of. We are now told, that we are to 
throw ourselves into the hands of a blind destiny, 
which is to conduct us whither it may. 

He would show that this bill was not necessary 
for the relief of the army; that it was not neces- 
sary to carry out the object for which it was com- 
menced—the prosecution of the war for the obtain- 
ment of a speedy peace; that to authorize this 
new eds of troops, would be to enter on a new 
war; and-that the tendency of all was, the entire 
annihilation of Mexico. 

Even a war unconstitutionally commenced by 
the President had its claims on Congress. It may 
be a war of the President’s making, but it was 
productive of injury to the country, and therefore 
called for the action of Congress. He went on to 
show that the ee of this bill’ was not neces- 
sary for the relief of our army. The number of 
our troops in Mexico at this time, he held to be 
sufficient to hold all the strong places in the coun- 
try. And beyond this, the President possessed 
an unexecuted authority to raise twenty thousand 
men. Yet while he held this authority, this bill 
was introduced and urged in the Senate with un- 
usual pertinacity, without allowing time for proper 
deliberation. | the glorious victories in the war 
had been won by numbers hearing no proportion 
tothe strength of the enemy. Yet an immense 
territory had been traversed, every strong fortress 
subdued, opposing armies conquered, and popu- 
lous cities occupied by an army not exceeding fif- 
teen thousand men. And we are now told that to 
hold our conquests, an addition of forty thousand 
or fifty thousand men is necessary. Mexico has 
been lacerated, pierced in every limb, and stricken 
` in heart; and now we talk of a vigorous prosecu- 
tion of the war. This resembled the courage of 
Falstaff; it was sending our troops to come in, not 
at, but after the death. 

He quoted from the President’s message to show 
how completely our arms had triumphed at every 
ep during the war. 

he force asked is not necessary to obtain all or 
any of the objects avowed by the President for 
the prosecution of the war—to repel invasion, to 
avenge the blood of our citizens, and to restore 
peace. We had succeeded in driving back Mex- 
ico in a manner which will prevent her from 
again invading us. We had sufficiently avenged 
the American blood shed, in the victories we have 
obtained. The overthrow of Paredes had been 
accomplished. Indemnity for the past the Presi- 
dent had already obtained; for he had stated that 
the cession of California and New Mexico would 
be deemed sufficient not only for indemnity, but to 
warrant the Coe of fifteen millions from our 
treasury. e have obtained the territory speci- 
fied, and hold it, never to be given up, as we 
have already established a territorial government 
there. The President may say he desires Mexico 
to acknowledge our right to this territory by a 
treaty of peace. To this it may be answered, that 
we have it already, and it is never to be given 
up; and if it is demanded that we pay fifteen 
millions for a peace to establish our title, he was 
not willing to go into a war for any such ob- 
ject. 

What is the security for the future that we ask? 
Is it to keep the peace? Is it that Mexico will not 
permit any foreign interference? What security 
can she give against such a contingency ?—unless, 
indeed, it be, what has been darkly foreshadowed, 
that we take possession of the whole of Mexico. 

‘A giant, scratched by a pin in the hands of a 
child, might as well demand that the child be 
bound over to keep the peace, as a security against 
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its recurrence. Every object had been obtained, 
except conquering a peace. 

It has been usually considered that when all the 
legal objects of a war have been accomplished, 
peace follows as a matter of course. We have 
obtained the objects for which the war was com- 
menced, and to prosecute the war any longer Is to 
commence a new war. In this case, war becomes 
the master of peace. Mexico is powerless, and 
we ourselves can alone make peace. 

What is the plan of the President to conquer 

eace? He has told us that we have hitherto be- 

aved with liberality towards Mexico, but that 
she has misunderstood us, and we must now 
change our policy, strike at her vitals, and make 
her fee] the miseries of war—in other words, strike 
at her social fabric, seize private property, go from 
town to town—as the e of the Military 
Committee said, from steeple to steeple. 

Mr. CASS. Never—never. I never used such 
language. 

Mr. MILLER. I must have misunderstood. 
Mr. M. then read from the President’s message, 
to show the reasons assigned by him for changing 
the character of the war. In the attempt to regen- 
erate Mexico by enforcing taxation and inflicting 
misery on her, suppose we fail in obtaining indem- 
nity. Then the President tells us we must take 
indemnity in our own hands: we must place our 
foot on the ruins of a sister Republic, and seize 
whatever comes within our grasp. 

As to the annihilation of all Mexico, this object 
had been avowed by some. Monstrous as was 
the idea of swallowing all Mexico, it had been 
thought of by the President. 

Mr. CASS explained, that he had never advo- 
cated the annihilation of all Mexico. He had said 
that if we were to obtain Mexico by absorption 
through the pores, or by swallowing through the 
throat—deglutition—it would not destroy us. He 
admitted it would be injurious; but if the obsti- 
nacy of the Mexican people should lead to that 
result, he had enough confidence in the intelligence 
of the American people to be assured it would not 
destroy us. 

Mr. MILLER resumed, by pointing out the 
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hold which the idea of annexation was taking of 


Ahe public mind, and the danger of giving counte- 
nance to it here. It had been asserted by another 
Senator that we had a divine right to take posses- 
sion of Mexico; and he had appealed to the Is- 
raelites’ taking possession of Canaan. The cases 
were not parallel. The Israelites went from a 
land of bondage to the homes of their fathers. 
We go from a land of freedom to one of bond- 
ave. 
“Me would not vote a dollar or a man for the 
conquest of Mexico, the tendency of which would 
be to ‘break down all free institutions. To give 
these troops would be to begin a new war with a 
new object. We could not hereafter plead our 
ignorance of the objects for which they are asked, 
after the avowals which have been made; and we 
could no longer remonstrate against the prosecution 
of the war on these grounds. It was due to us that 
we should make known the objects of the war. 
Our fathers did this at the commencement of the 
war of the Revolution, and we ought to follow 
their example. Instead of this, we have adopted 
a series of catch words, which are to stand in the 
place of a declaration of war. Let the people be 
enlightened as to the true objects of the war, and 
then let them say if they will expend their blood 
and treasure in the pursuit of them. 

Whatever intentions honorable Senators on the 
other side may have, the tendency of the war Is to 
the annihilation of Mexico. This war has now 
become a war of conquest. Our power pervades 
all the territory, and controls all the movements 
and institutions of the Mexicans. The Govern- 
ment is dead—the subject is before us—not to 
invoke the upright steel of the soldier, but a sub- 
ject for dissection. Let the army stand back, 
and let the President come forward and commence 
his dissection. ‘There is no reason for apprehen- 
sion. The corpse cannot hurt you. Take any limb 

! you may desire, as New Mexico‘and California 
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have been already cut off. The war, if continued, 
must end in the conquest of all Mexico. The 
chairman of the Military Committee says he is 
opposed to this result; so says the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations; so says the 
President; yet such is the inevitable tendency of 
the prolongation of the war. 

Peace, too, he maintained, was in-our power, 
But it appeared we could not agree among our- 
selves as to what we should ask. One desires all 
Mexico, one will take but a part, and one will 
have no territory at all. More troops are not 
necessary to make peace, and to give more would 
be to sanction the continuance of the war for the 
purpose of conquering all Mexico. As to foreign 


‘interference, he saw no danger of such a result, 


unless by our own course we provoke it. 

The President avowed his intention to strike 
the vitals of Mexico. He did not intend the heart, 
the country; but it is now clear that he means the 
mines. e are to send our forces into the bowels 
of the earth to dig out the sordid ore. It is a task 
which will not commend itself to our veterans. 
Well may Quitman and Shields and the gallant 
chieftain Taylor desire leave of absence from such 
duty. We want no generals and colonels to con- 
vert into tax collectors. There are no castles to 
be subdued but ‘that which every man has over his 
own head. There are no more battles to be won. 
If to this source we mean to look for our indem- 
nity, let it be collected by other hands. It would 
be more manly to say at once, that we desire to 
prosecute the war for the conquest of all Mexico 
than to carry on a disguised warfare. 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS explained, that he 
never. could have been supposed to say that our 
gallant soldiers ought to be employed in working 
the mines. He made some further observations 
concerning the moderation which marked what 
had been called progressive Democracy, to show 
that the fathers of our country had more grasping , 
views than the present Administration. 

Mr. MILLER said it would appear that this 
reference was made to justify the annexation of all] 
Mexico. 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS hoped not. He 
was opposed to the annexation of all Mexico. He ` 
referred to letters from the Rio Grande, which 
spoke of danger which threatened our troops in 
that quarter. 

Mr. MILLER asked the Senator if he believed 
there was any danger ? 

Mr. DAVIS said there might be; and he thought 
there was. 

Mr. MILLER said that the President, in that 
case, was to blame, as he had power to call out 
12,000 troops more than he had in the service, 

Mr. DAVIS. That is only to fill up regiments. 
He cannot get the recruits. ES 

Mr. MILLER said, that in every view of the 
subject, an honorable and a speedy peace was now 
in our power. We had vindicated every national 
right. We have no right to exact from Mexico 
what she has no power to give. We said we de- 
sired California and New Mexico; if she is willing 
to give us that territory, will it be said, that after 
the unbroken series of victories we have won, it 
would be a dishonorable conclusion of the war to 
accept such a peace? He-denied that any disgrace 
could result from the exercise of clemency by the 
conquerors. 

hat prevents peace? Nothing but this cry of 
‘manifest deStiny’’—the spread of the Anglo- 
Saxon race—the glory of extending our territory 
from sea to sea. It is probable that the Anglo- 
Saxon race will eventually people all this conti- 
nent;,but he would discourage the outery which 
in the midst of a war would hurry us on to the 
immolation of a sister Republic. e denied that 
public opinion was hurrying on these results. He 
adverted to the delusive notions which had been 
circulated to win the ear of the people. It wasa . 
temptation, in the form of the Spirit of evil, which 


i whispered ‘* All these, if you will worship the god 


Conquest, T will give you !”’ ha 
He stated, in his conclusion, that moderation in 
our councils and our course would be more glorious 
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than any laurels which we may win in-a prolonga- 
tion of the war. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD obtained the floor, and 

signified his intention to address the Senate upon 
the bill to-morrow; but subsequently yielded it to 
Mr.-NILES, with an informal understanding that 
he should be allowed to -follow the Senator from 
Connecticut. AN : 
/ Mr. CASS intimated his intention of proposing 
to-morrow, and he hoped it would be agreed to, 
that the Senate hold evening sessions until the ter- 
mination of the debate upon the ten-regiment bill. 

Mr. BERRIEN said, he hoped the suggestion 
of the honorable Senator would not be received 
with favor by the Senate. They were engaged in 
the discussion of a question of deep interest, as 
they believed, to the community. The honorable 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber had 
been heard patiently; they had discussed the sub- 
ject at their léisure. Senators on this side desired 
a like privilege, and they had a right to expect that 
no urgency on the part of honorable Senators on 
the other side would be allowed to deprive them 
óf that privilege. He was content to sit day after 
day, and listen to the remarks of Senators, and to 
limit his own to a single day; but he prayed not 
to be forced into evening sittings at this period of 
the session. 

Mr. CASS said he did not intend to press the 
question to-day. In regard to what was said by 
the honorable Senator from Georgia, he would say 
that it was as disagreeable to him as it could be to 


‘any'Senator, to press a proposition of this kind; 


but there was, in this case, an absolute necessity 
for speedy action upon the bill. He was desirous 
of submitting some remarks himself, and he was 
unwilling to inflict any restraint upon other Sena- 
tors, which he would not submit to himself. 
MEXICAN NEGOTIATIONS. 


On motion by Mr. BALDWIN, the vote by 
which the resolution submitted by him on yester- 
oy was this day agreed to, was reconsidered. 

_The question recurring upon agreeing to the res- 
olution— 

Mr. SEVIER moved to amend by inserting be- 
tween the word ‘‘ submitted” and the word ‘‘so,”’ 


the following: 


& And also any correspondence which may have taken 
place between Mr. Trist and General Scott, or either of 
those gentlemen, with the Government of the United States, 
upon the subject of the proposed treaty or negotiation be- 
tween the United States and Mexico, at the time of the ar- 
rival of Mr. Trist in Mexico, or subsequently, or upon the 
subject of the proposals made to Mr. Trist by the commis- 
sioners of Mexico.” - 


_The amendment was agreed to, and the resolu- 
tion, as amended, was then agreed to. ` 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WeEpNEsDay, February 9, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


_ The SPEAKER proceeded to call the commit- 
tees for reports. | 


Mr. BOTTS, from the Committee’on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred Senate bill to pro- 
mote the filling up of vacancies in the volunteer 
corps now in the service of the United States, re- 
ported the same without amendment. Read and 
committed. | 

Also, from the same committee, to which had 
been referred Senate bill to provide additional 
qpe near New. Orleans for United States sol- 

iers and volunteers returning from or going to the 
seat of war in Mexico, reported the same without 


. amendment. 


Mr. BOTTS moved that the bill be now 
upon its passage. 

_ The question was put, and agreed to; and the 
bill was then read athird time, passed, and returned 
to the Senate. 

Military 


Mr. BURT, from the Committee on 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Antonio Pacheco. Read and 
committed. 
- Mr. DICKEY, from the 
behalf of the minority, 


put 


same committee, in 
made a report adverse to 


the petition of the legal representatives of Antonio 
Pacheco. Laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. DICKEY moved that five thousand extra 
eqpies of the majority and minority reports on the 


etition of the legal representatives of Antonio 
acheco be printed for the use of the House. 

Mr. BOYD, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An 
act to raise, for a limited time, an additional milita- 
ry force, and for other purposes,” approved Febru- 
ary 11, 1847, reported the same back to the House, 
with a recommendation that it do not pass. 

The question being on the passage of the bill— 

Mr. BOYD moved that it be laid on the table. 
Agreed to. | 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reportéd a bill for the reliefof Purser 
Joseph Bryan. Read and committed. 

Mr. CABELL, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of John W. Simonton 
and others. Read and committed. : 

Mr. WHITE, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill for the relief of the widow and heirs-at- 
law of Silas Duncan, deceased, late of the United 
States navy; and a joint resolution for the relief 
of William Speiden, purser United States navy; 
which were read and committed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiang, from the Committee 
on Territories, reported a bill to establish the ter- 
ritorial government of Oregon. Read, committed, 
and made the special order for Monday, the 14th 
of March. 

Mr. COCKE, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, made adverse reports on the 
petitions of Lucy Johnson, John Young, Samuel 
Pool, Caroline W. Cone, John Murcheson, Anna 
Hamilton, and Charlotte McCam. Laid on the 


table. 

Mr. SIDNEY LAWRENCE, from the same 

| committee, made an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of Samuel Gregory. Laid on the table. 
Mr. BOCOCK, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the petitions of the heirs of 
Prudent la Jeunesse, Jacob Olinger, and Bathsheba 
McDaniel. Laid on the table. 

Mr. CUMMINS, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of Sarah 
May, widow of John May, and of Francis G. de 
Liessielin. ‘Laid on the table 

Mr. HAMMONS, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of Phebe 
Brown, Mehitabel Marble, Phineas Raymond, 
and Hugh W. Dobbin. Laid on the table. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported bills for the relief of William 
Blake, for the relief of Jonathan Fitzwater, and 
for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Hildreth; which bills 
were read and committed. 

Mr. WILEY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of William Pool; a bill 
for the relief of Aaron Tucker; and a bill for the 
relief of Samuel Cony; which bills were read and 
committed. 

Mr. VENABLE, from the same committee, 
reported a billfor the relief of the heirs of William 
Evans. Read and committed. 

Mr. ECKERT, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of W. P. Brady. Read 
and committed. 

Mr. W.T. LAWRENCE, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill for the relief of Hervey 
Jones. Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, an adverse 
report on the petition of John Morrison. Laid on 
the table. 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, made a report to accom- 
pany House bill directing the mode of settling the 
claims of Charles G. Ridgely. Laid on the table. 

Mr. FARRELLY, from the Committee on 
Patents, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Stephen Bowerman. Laid on the table. . 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, to which was referredSenate 
bills to authorize the settlement of the accounts of 
Joseph Nourse, deceased, a bill in addition to an 
act ior the relief of Walter Loomis and Abel 
Gay, approved July 2, 1836, and a bill for the 
relief ot Edward Bolan, reported the same sever- 
ally back to the House without amendment. Read 
and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
providing for the punishment of false swearing in 
certain cases. Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, an adverse 
report on the petition of Lewis Roberts. Laid on 
the table. . 

Mr. CROWELL, from the same committee, 
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reported a bill for the relief of William T. Hol- 
land. Read and committed. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the petitions of William Stocks, 
erecta and James Monroe. Laid on the 
table. 

Mr. WILMOT, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Mary B. Renner, 
widow of Daniel Renner, and a bill for the relief 
of Noah A. Phelps; which bills were read and 
committed. 

Mr. FLOURNOY, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition of John 
Martin. Laid on the table. 

Mr. DUNN, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Peter Shaffer, and a bill for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Colonel 
Francis Vigo; which bills were read and com- 
mitted. | 

Mr. D., by leave, presented a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of Indiana, in relation 
to the claim of the heirs of Colonel Francis Vigo, 
late a citizen of Knox county, Indiana. Laid on 
the table. 

Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, made an adverse report on the 
petition of Horace Sprague. Laid on the table. 


Mr. BOWLIN, by leave, introduced a bill to 
amend an act entitled ‘ An act to provide for the 
better security of passengers on board of vessels 

ropelled in whole or in part by steam,” approved 
J uly 9, 1836, and a bill to ascertain and fix the fees 
taxable in favor of the attorney of the United States 
for Missouri, for services rendered in the circuit 
court of the United States for the district of Mis- 
souri; which bills were read and referred. 


Mr. HAMPTON, by leave, presented a joint 
resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, rela- 
tive to cheap postage. Referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


THE LOAN BILL. 

On motion of Mr. COBB, of Georgia, the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Borrts, of Virginia, in 
the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill to authorize a loan not to exceed the sum 
of $18,500,000. l 

Mr. FISHER, who was entitled to the floor 
from last evening, addressed the committee. There 
was a bill now before the committee (he said) au- 
thorizing the President of the United States to 
borrow some eighteen millions five hundred thou- 
sand dollars. lt became them all to inquire what 
is the cause of this difficulty, and of the Govern- 
ment being involved to the extent that renders it 
necessary to ask for a loan of that amount? It 
was necessary for the people to know what in- 
duced this state of things—whether we are really 
just, and whether we have come into our present 
condition in an honorable and fair manner. His 
colleague [Mr. Vinton] the other day had shown 
clearly that it was the object of the Administration 
to conceal all the measures it contemplated from 
the citizens of the United States—to conceal the 
real situation and condition of public affairs from 
the people, who have the right to know. He (Mr. 
V.] had shown clearly that the Administration 
over-estimated in the one case, and under-estimated 
in the other—over-estimated the income of the 
Government, and under-estimated its expenditures; 
and by that means had fallen short by the sum now 
asked to defray the expenditures of the present 
fiscal year. He must say here in his place (and 
he desired to speak candidly on this subject) that 
it had been the policy of this Administration, from 
the commencement of this war to the present time, 


to keep the people in ignorance of the true causes 


of this war, and of the real condition of this coun- 
try as affected by the war. 

It certainly was a fact that the present war could 
not be justified upon any sound principles of rea- 
son or justice; the course we had pursued could 
not be justified by a statement of facts or fair 
argument: consequently, the President, in his mes- 
sages, was driven to the necessity of making state- 
ments that were utterly untrue. His advocates, 
also, who were driven to the necessity either of 
abandoning the President or supporting him in his 
false position—who could not support the course 
of the Administration by truth and matter of fact, 
were obliged to do it (if it was done at all) hy 
making statements which were entirely untrue, for 


which there was no foundation, and by using argu- 
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ments which were either utterly unsound and falla- 
cious, or foreign to the subject. This might seem 
to bè a strong position, but it was no stronger than 
the truth. 

It would take a long time for him to trace out all 
the untrue statements that jaf been made by the 
opposite party. When he said their statements 
were untrue, he did not wish to be understood as 
Saying that they had actually lied. They might 
have made these statements through ignorance; for 
what he knew, they might have been ignorant of 
the fact, and if they were ignorant of the fact, of 
course it could not be attributed to them as a lie. 
Be that as it might, it was their duty to know better; 
and wherever knowledge was a duty, ignorance 
was a crime. Whatever it was the duty ofa man 
to know, he did know, in the estimation of the 
Jaws both of God and man, and was held respon- 
sible for his acts. Consequently, the Administra- 
tion and its advocates placed themselves in a posi- 
tion unenviable indeed. Their statements, their 
arguments, their assertions were opposed to matter 
of fact in the main; they were opposed to the his- 
tory of the country; they were opposed to the 
intelligence and knowledge of the whole world. 

Now, in order to argue this question fairly, (for 
he meant to direct his attention principally to the 
subject of the war,) or to argue any other question 
fairly, it was positively necessary in the outset, in 
order that their arguments might be directed to the 
point at issue, for the opposing or contefting 

arties to ascertain what was the real difference 
between them—on what points they agree, and on 
what points they do not agree: they must ascertain 
exactly the issue between the two parties, and then 
direct their arguments accordingly... What, then, 
was the issue between the parties here in regard 
to this war? The President and his party assumed 
that the war was just—justly commenced; com- 
menced by the act of Mexico; that the Mexicans 
shed the first blood—shed American blood on 
American soil; that they struck the first blow. 
And many other things were introduced here. 
Well, he (Mr. F.) took a different position. 

He believed the war was unnecessarily and un- 
constitutionally commenced; consequently, it was 
unjustly commenced; and that, too, not by the 
President of Mexico, but by the President of the 
United States, and by his order. He took the 
ground, also, and he-challenged proof to the con- 
trary, that there had not been a single Mexican 
foot placed, nor a drop of American bloed slied, 

„on American soil, since the commencement of the 
war. He would not deny himself but that the an- 
nexation of Texas was a remote cause of war. 
The gentleman from Maryland (Mr. McLane] 
said the other day, that he considered the war una- 
voidable on our part; and to his (Mr. FisHEr’s) 
mind—and he thought it must be so to the mind 
of every man—it was apparent that if Texas had 
not been annexed, there would have been no war. 
But was the annexation of Texas unavoidable on 


our part? Again: he believed the immediate cause 


of war was the removal of our forces to the Rio 
Grande, by order of the President of the United 
States. The gentlemen opposite had attempted to 
justify this act of the President of the United States, 
by attempting to prove that the territory lying be- 
tween the Nueces and the Rio Grande belonged to 
Texas. Now, if in this those gentlemen had 
failed to justify the President for moving our troops 
to the Rio Grande—if it should be shown that that 
territory belonged to Mexico—it would be appa- 
rent that the President of the United States had 
been guilty of causmg an invasion of the territory 
of a neighboring republic. He would examine 
some of the grounds on which these positions rest- 
ed, and endeavor to discover some point on which 
all parties could unite; for where there were con- 
flicting assertions, where there were irreconcilable 
statements, it became necessary to fix on some 
round on which both parties could unite, as a 
pasis—as a point from which to start. Well, this 
pounn he found here. It was admitted on all 

ands, and it would not be disputed by any one, 
that the territory between the Nueces and the Rio 
Grande did once lawfully and indisputably belong 
to Mexico. No one, he apprehended, would dis- 
pute that. Here, then, was ground on which to 
stand, and from which we may reason with respect 
to the claims of either party. Taking, then, this 
as the basis of the argument—that Mexico once 
indisputably owned the territory—the next ques- 
tion which arose was, Did Texas subsequently 


become the owner of that territory, and how did 
she become possessed of it? Such a position was 
proved by existing documents to be untrue. Mr. 
Donelson, our chargé d’affaires to Texas, says in 
one of his letters, that the most westerly peint 
occupied by Texas was Corpus Christi. The most 
westerly point, be it observed; consequently, the 
other territory, if occupied at all, was occupied by 
Mexicans. The published despatches of General 
Taylor to this Government also state, that there 
was a Mexican custom-house and officers at Brazos 
Santiago. How, then, did Texas become the 


owner of that territory ? 


It had been admitted here, and he presumed it 
would not now be disputed, that originally Texas 
did not extend futther west than the Nueces river. 
It was also admitted that the title of Texas extend- 
ed as far as her jurisdiction, which, by her rebellion, 
she secured and exercised. But did Texas, by her 
rebellion against Mexican authority, obtain and ex- 
ercise jurisdiction over the territory lying between 
the Nueces and the Rio Grande? Did she extend 
her jurisdiction and the limifs of her republic so as 
to embrace that territory? She claimed Corpus 
Christi, and no more. Consequently, as had been 
said a day or two since by the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Stepuens,] it might be considered 
that the boundary was in the great, the “ stupend- 
ous desert,” as it had been called, over which 
neither the Mexican nor the Texan Government 
had extended jurisdiction. He contended—and 
the gentlemen opposite had not proved to the con- 
trary—that Mexico possessed the valley of the 
Rio Grande, from its mouth to its source. It was 
occupied by Mexican citizens; it was in their in- 
disputable possession. Who would doubt that? 
If any ventured to do so, he had the documents be- 
fore him, from which he could prove his position 
to be based on truth. If, then, Mexico was in 
possession of that territory, he asked what right 
had Texas to claim it? 

It had been said—and it was frequently reitera- 
ted by the advocates of the President and of the 
war—that the boundary of Louisiana formerly ex- 
tended over that territory. This, however, was a 
position which, he believed, had been abandoned; 
for, if Louisiana did once extend so far, it after- 
wards unquestionably belonged to Mexico, and was 
known as the Department of Tamaulipas. He re- 
peated the inquiry, then, what fight had Texas to 
it 


It had been asserted by some gentlemen on this 
floor, that the constitution of the Republic of Tex- 
as claimed all the territory to the Rio Grande, and 
that the constitution of Texas, after her annexa- 
tion, reiterated the same claim. For the benefit of 
the gentlemen who had made such assertions, he 
would remark that he had those constitutions be- 
fore him, and he could find nothing of the kind in 
either of them. Neither of those constitutions 
claimed the Rio Grande as the boundary fine. 
There was an act, or declaration, that the Rio 
Grande should be the line of boundary between 
Mexico and Texas. A declaration! And here 
let him inquire if it was this declaration that gave 
Texas the right to that country, or was the right 
possessed before? The declaration most assuredly 
could give no right. If, therefore, Texas had the 
right, she had it before the declaration was made. 
Had she that right? There was no claim of right, 
except that Santa Anna had made some sort of a 
treaty or bargain, by which Texas acquired the 
right to the territory extending to the Rio Grande. 
This claim, however, he believed had been aban- 
doned; for Texas had no valid claim in conse- 

uence of the contract with Santa Anna. Santa 
Anna had no authority over that territory more 
than was possessed by any other general com- 
manding; and if he had, he was a prisoner at the 
time the treaty was made. Satan, on the Mount 
with the Saviour of the world, promised the Re- 
deemer all the kingdoms of the earth if he would 
fall down and worship him; but he promised that 
which he did not possess. And so it was with 
Santa Anna: for he had not the right to give a foot 
of land in that territory. Thus, then, it appeared 
that the claim of Texas was based on her own 
declaration. Now, ifa declaration will give title, 
what would prevent every member on this floor 
having as much land as he chose? [Ít was very 
certain that Mexico exercised jurisdiction over 
that territory; and it was equally as certain that 
Texas could get it only by one of two ways— 
conquest or treaty. eH, did Texas conquer 


that territory? Every one present knew she did 
not, although it had, he believed, been said by 
some gentlemen that her forces had been driven 
to the opposite side of the river. If this were so 
on one or two occasions, did the people who 
occupied that territory rebel with the Texans, 
or were they kept in obedience to Texan author- 
ity? “Why, years after those events occurred, 
they found the individuals residing there pay- 
ing obedience to the laws of Mexico, whose 
authority extended up the river to Santa Fé; and 
if a right existed to a foot of land at the mouth of 
the river, the right extended to its source. 

If the principle for which gentlemen had con- 
tended on this floor were once established in our 
Government, it would be the establishment of a 
principle which would seriously affect our own 
interests. Suppose, for instance, that Texas should 
rebel against the United States. Texas is now a 
State of this Union, as she was once a State of 
Mexico, and she might rebel against our authority, 
and proclaim herself independent. Now, if she 
should do so, and should declare that the Missis- 
sippi river was the boundary between us, would 
that declaration establish the boundary at that 
river? Suppose a few of the inhabitants residing 
on the eastern bank of the Sabine should unite 
with the Texans in their rebellion, and join in such 
a declaration that the Mississippi, from its mouth 
to its source, was the boundary, would the fact 
be any better established? Not at all. Nor was 
the principle laid down by the President of the 
United States and his supporters less absurd; nay, 
more, it would be subversive of all law, of all 
reason, and of common sense, and it would ulti- 
‘mately prove destructive to our own Government. 
The position of the President and his advocates 
was so palpably absurd, that he would venture to 
re-state it; for its reiteration would render argument 
useless. Jt was this: if Texas should rebel against 
this Government, declare the Mississippi to be her 
boundary, and maintain her independence nine 
years, as a matter of course Texas would have 
the right to the western bank of that river, from 
its mouth to its source, including St. Louis and all. 
Thus, it would be seen that, by establishing the 
principle for which the President contended, we 
might do that which would prove destructive to 
ourselves. South Carolina, in the event of suc- 
cessful nullification, might thus have claimed to 
the Potomac, or wherever else she pleased; and 
because she claimed it, according to the doctrine 
of the President and his supporters, she would 
have been entitled to it. 

Well, then, such being the facts, it was appa- 
rent Texas had not conquered the territory in the 
valley of the Rio Grande. She claimed, but she 
had not conquered it. Was there, then, anything 
done to justify the marching of our army to the 
Rio Grande? Was there any evidence of an in- 
tended invasion of Texas by a Mexican force? It 
had been roundly asserted by some gentlemen, 
over and over again, that the President of Mexico 
had ordered the Mexican army to the eastern bank 
of the Rio Grande. Well, what waa done there? 
And who commanded? The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Rosinson] stated that Ampudia, with 
the forces under his command, crossed the river 
and struck the first blow, and that American blood 
was spilt there. Unfortunately for the gentleman 
who gave utterance to such statements, they were 
not founded in truth, and were not susceptible of 
proof. If gentlemen would trace the history of 
that affair, they would find not the least evidence 
that Mexico ever struck the first blow, or any 
blow, until after aggressions had been made by 
troops of these United States. What was the his- 
tory of those transactions? General Taylor was 
ordered to the Rio Grande by the President of the 
United States, and when he arrived there Mexican 
citizens fled from before him. Having arrived - 
there, he blockaded the mouth of the Rio Grande, _ 
and then wrote to the President of the’ United 
States, informing him what he had done, and 
stating that Mexico would have either to retreat or 
to come over and fight him. From this she had 
no escape; she had no alternative but an inglorious 
retreat or a battle. Now, he would ask any dis- 

assionate man if this was not war on our part? 
Most undeniably it was. = 

But, again, previous to the attack made on Cap- 
tain Thornton and his command, orders had been 
given to Lieutenant Porter and others to scour the 
country. Pursuant to these orders, fa stated by 
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General Taylor in one of his letters, a Mexican 
camp was discovered, and the attempt was made 
to drive them away. In this affair two men were 
killed. This was before the attack on Captain 
Thornton. There was no evidence who struck 
the first blow. The statement was, that an attack 
was made, but it was not said by whom that un- 
fortunate affair was commenced. In the affair of 
Captain Thornton, it appeared that the Mexicans 
were drawn up, and that he charged them. 

But to return to the march of our army; and, 
for further illustration, suppose that Texas, having 
maintained her independence of us for nine years, 
should annex herself to the Mexican Republic, 
and that the Mexican Government should send 
her armies to the eastern bank of the Sabine, or 
opposite New Orleans, as our President sent our 
armies to the Rio Grande to take up a position op- 
posite Matamoros, for the cases were strictly anal- 
ogous. Hechallenged gentlemen to show him an 
defect in theanalogy. Well, suppose, as the Mex1- 
can army approached New Orleans, the citizens of 
Louisiana should fly before it, and the Mexican 
general should blockade the Mississippi river, so 
as to compel the American forces that might be in 
New Orleans either to go back or come over and 
fight him, would not this be cause of war? 

Mr. RROWN, of Virginia, inquired whether the 
Rio Grande was not blockaded by General Taylor 
on his Own authority? 

Mr. FISHER replied, that he was establishing 
the fact and its inevitable consequence, and’ that 
was all-sufficient for this portion of his argument; 
but, by whomsoever it was done, it had been sub- 
sequently sanctioned and approved by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. His purpose now was 


. to show that we commenced the war with Mexico. 


If, then, the Mexican general should blockade the 
Mississippi river, as our general blockaded the 
Rio Grande, he asked the advocates of the Presi- 
dent and of the war whether it would not be an 
aggression on the part of Mexico which would 
be cause of war? The gentlemen opposite said it 
was no aggression on our part to do this on the 
Rio Grande; and if they were consistent, and ad- 
hered to the pou they sought to establish, 
they must yield as much to Mexico in the case 
he had imagined if she should blockade the Mis- 
sissippi. Thus he had sustained his premises 
that the principle of the President, if established, 
would be destructive of our own rights and in- 
terests. If the Texan title should be acquiesced 
in because she had declared the territory was hers, 
although she had never subdued it—if it was to be 
treated as hers because she claimed it by a law of 
her own enactment, he again asserted that this 


~~ would be to subyert all rights to territory, and 


common sense also. 

But again: it had been said by gentlemen oppo- 
site, that from 1843 neither the military of Mexico 
nor her civil officers had ever been on the eastern 
bank of the Rio Grande, but that those of Texas 
had. Now, precisely the reverse of this was the 
truth. No Texan ever made a tour to the eastern 
bank of the Rio Grande without being either cap- 
tured or killed. How, then, could it be maintain- 
ed that Texas had conquered or revolutionized that 
territory? It was neither conquered nor revolution- 
ized, and therefore Texas had no right to it, and 
could not justly claim it. It belonged to its origin- 
al owners. There were four ways by which ter- 
ritory could be acquired. First, by discovery; 
secondly, by occupation; thirdly, by conquest; and 
foutthly, by purchase. Well, then, as Mexico 
had an undisputed right to this territory, Texas of 
course had no right to it, and consequently it could 
not be claimed as American soil. It was also 
shown to be untrue that in this war México struck 
the first blow. We have proof to the contrary. 
It was demonstrable that we were the aggressors. 
The documents to which gentlemen opposite had 
access did not sustain the position they had as- 
sumed.. 

But the advocates of this war took other ground. 
They maintain that our claim for indemnity for 
spoliations on the commerce of our citizens was 
justifiable cause of war. But did they mcan to 
contend that the war was commenced for the pur- 
pose of obtaining indemnity from Mexico? Why, 
this would be an admission that the President com- 
menced the war. The spoliations on our com- 
merce by Mexico were not acts of recent date; 
what right, then, had the President to make war 
for indemnities? This position was an aggravation 


saa than a justification of the act of the Presi- 
ént. 

But again: gentlemen said Mr. Slidell was re- 
jected, and hence we had cause of war. But would 
it be pretended that the President had the right to 
commence war because. Mexico rejected Mr. Sli- 
dell? The idea was preposterous. If, however, 
the President had acted in good faith, Mr. Slidell 
would not have been rejected, and he believed war 
would not have ensued. Mexico asked for a com- 
missioner to settle the difficulties existing between 
the two Governments, and our President sent a 
minister plenipotentiary to reside there, and Mex- 
ico refused to receive him in that character, as she 
had the right todo. Herrera and Paredes both 
asked for a commissioner, which our President 
refused to send. Subsequently, however, he sent 
Mr. Trist as a commissioner, when we were in- 
volved in a war, from al] the horrors of which we 
might have been spared, if a commissioner had 
been sent in the first instance. : 

But the President now tells us he has offered 
them liberal terms ofspeace. But what are those 
terms? They knew nothing about them. The 
President would not communicate to Congress the 
orders given to Mr. Slidell, nor what amount of 
money Mr. Trist wag authorized to pay for the 
territory which he was instructed to demand. 
How, then, could they tell whether the terms were 
liberal or otherwise? He believed, if the Presi- 
dent had offered Mexico just and fair terms of 
peace, that he could have obtained it; but he had 
not donè so, and Mexico would not make peace 
because the terms offered were such as no honor- 
able nation could submit to. There was not a doubt 
on his mind that the object of the Administration 
was the conquest of the whole of Mexico; and be- 
lieving as he did on this subject, and as he thought 
every gentleman must believe who looked at the 
facts free from party influences, that the war was 
unjustly commenced on our part—that if we car 
iton to the conquest of the whole of Mexico, it 
will prove destructive to our own Government— 
he asked what they were to do as honorable men 
and as patriots in such acase? If the war was 
commenced unjustly, and to carry it on would re- 
sult in adding Mexico to these United States, which 
would be destructive of our republican institutions, 
what was their duty as patriots in this crisis? Why, 
evidently, as far ag in their power lay, ii was their 
duty, by some means, to stop this atrocious war. 
As just men and as patriots, they must do this. 
From the discharge of this duty they had no es- 
cape but in wrong doing. 

But some gentlemen had argued that the war 
was constitutionally made, and yet they contended 
that the President had no constitutional power to 
invade the territory of a neighboring nation. He 
had power to repel invasion and to suppress insur- 
rection, but he had no right to send an army among 
the citizens of Mexico on the Rio Grande. Nor 
was there any evidence that Mexico contemplated 
an invasion. Some gentlemen had asserted. that 
Mexico had collected troops in great numbers—to 
the number of seven thousand—previous to that 
time, on the western bank of the Rio Grande, with 
the avowed intention to invade and reconquer 
Texas; and that they were stationed at Matamo- 


ros. Of this there was no evidence. The assump- | 


tion was unsustained; nay, the proof established 
the contrary to be the truth. There was no col- 
lection of troops more than were ordinarily there, 
before General Taylor was ordered to the Rio 
Grande. General Taylor told the President that 
there were scarcely two thousand troops at Mata- 
moros, and that there was no probability of an 
attack. The President, too, told them that the two 
nations were at that time at peace, the disturbance 
of which must have been anticipated as a conse- 
quence of the marching of our troops to the Rio 
Grande. And what was the condition of things in 
relation to Texas as a republic? Mexico, on her 
part, and Mr. Jones, the President of Texas, sus- 
pended hostilities, and they were not recommenced 
until we marched our troops in her territory. As 
to any protection which Texas required, she had 
it while our army was stationed at Corpus Christi. 
Peace then existed, but our President broke it, and 
peace was not asked for now because peace was 
not designed or desired by the President. Noore 
could read the despatches sent to General Taylor 
without coming to the conclusion that the deliberate 
design was to involve us in a war with Mexico. 
The President hastily pushed on our troops, under 


the pretence that Mexico was raising forces; but 
General Taylor, in his peculiarly mild manner, 
told the President that he was misinformed—that 
there was no collection of troops—that there was 
no necessity for warlike demonstrations—that there 
was no danger. The President nevertheless urged 
on our troops, with the evident determination to 
involve the two nations m deadly hostilities. 

But the President told us in his message of 1845, 
in addition to the evidence already spoken of, that 
when our army was at Corpus Christi, it was on 
the western frontier of Texas. He told us in that 
same message that our army was on the eastern 
frontier of Mexico. There was, then, no claim to 
that portion of Mexican territory; but now that 
alofie was not sufficient; for the whole of Mexico 
was to be subdued, and brought unwillingly into 
this Union. And this he could not but regard as 
the height of despotism. It was most assuredly 
not republicanism. And what would be the effect 
on ourselves? Mexicans would not quietly yield 
themselves to our Government on the one hand, 
and, on the other, the same spirit which would bring 
them amongst us against their inclination would 
be dangerous to the liberty of our own citizens. 
It might attempt to establish a despotism over us. 
It was the same spirit which actuated despots of 
the Old World, and caused the many martyrdoms 
of good and great men, whose butcheries stained 
the pages of history. Let the principle be tolera- 
ted and established amongst us that other nations 
must be subdued to our dominion, and our own 
liberties will not be safe. And on what pretence 
was it that we should conquer other States and 
annex them to ourselves? It had been said that 
we must give them the benefit of free institutions. 
It was, then, because we considered our Govern- 
ment better than theirs. But was it the province 
of this Republic to force its institutions on other 
nations? Had we not claimed for mankind the 
right to govern themselves by such laws as they 
might enact for their own government? For what 
but this did our forefathers engage in our revolu- 
tionary struggle? And yet at this early period of 
the history of this Republic, its President disavow- 
ed that principle as a governing one for the Mexi- 
can people; and he sought to subdue them and to 
bring them into subjection to us and to our laws. 
Such was not the character of his (Mr. F.’s) de- 
mocracy. He claimed for other nations, as well 
as for our own, the right to establish either repub- 
licanism, an aristocracy, or an anarchy. If other 
nations are submissive to a despotism, it is no 
business of ours. Jt gives us no right to interfere 
with them, and the exercise of such a power, he 
again asserted, could not be consistent with our 
own institutions. 

The President now told us that the whole object 
of the war was to obtain indemnity. That was the 
avowed object of this war. The President claims 
indemnity not only for spoliations on the property 
of our citizens, but for ihe expenses of thig war. 
Now, wheré were they to stop? He again appealed 
to the House—to every member of it, as a patriot 
jealous of the honor of his country—to aid ın put- 
ting a stop to this war. If we proceed with the 
war on this principle, the result was obvious. It 
was evidently the determination of the President 
to subdue the whole of Mexico, and annex it to 
the United States; and this he (Mr. F.) would 
endeavor to prevent as far as he had the power. 
Could this be done ? Gentlemen opposite had asked 
what were our terms of peace; and to that ques- 
tion he answered, that he would make peace now 
precisely as he would have made peace soon after 
the war began. He would claim nothing on account 
of the expenses of the war; and hence he held 
that we were entitled to nothing that we had no 
claim to before the commencement of hostilities. 
He would, in the next place, seek to establish a 
boundary line between the two Republics, and that 
line he believed should be in the “ stupendous de- 
sert” beyond the Nueces. He would then secure 
indemnity for our citizens for the losses they had 
sustained; and this was all he would desire, and 
it was all we should expect the Mexican Govern- 
ment to consent to. e should remember, that 
by waging an unjust war, by contending for un- 
reasonable indemnities, we were dishonoring our 
own nation. Some gentlemen who had preceded 
him had well said, that injustice and unrighteous- 
ness were not consistent with national honor. So 
far as bravery in battle, and the success of our 
arms was concerned, we have gained great honor in 
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an unjust war; but, at the same time, we have been 
tarnishing the national honor at home. And how 
shall we redeem ourselves from the stain? The 
first step should be to stop this unjust wary. Asa 
nation we must be just, for we read in the inspired 
volume, that “ righteousness exalted a nation, but 
sin is a reproach to any people.’ 

The Chairman’s hammer here announced the 
termination of the gentleman’s hour, and-he yielded 
the floor, for which there were many competitors; 
but was obtained by l 

Mr. THOMAS, of Tennessee, who first referred 
to the variety of subjects which had already been 
discussed during the pendency of this bill, in jus- 
tification of the course of remark which he should 
take. A cali had been made upon the President 
for the instructions given to Mr. Slidell; com- 
pliance with that call had been refused, and now 
we heard the course of the President denounced 
as throwing himself on his ‘royal prerogative” 
in withholding information. But the House had 
been passing resolution after resolution since that 
time asking information of the President, “< if, in 
his opinion, it is not incompatible with the public 
interests to be communicated.” Thus the very 
course of the House stood out a clear justification 
of the President. 

- But on this point he would refer to some of the 
views entertained by men who knew more of the 
spirit of the Constitution than he professed to 
know. He would first read from a record made 
oy Mr. Jefferson of the consultations of President 

ashington's Cabinet, dated March 31, 1792: 

t March 31, 1792.—A meeting at the President’s. Present: 
Thomas Jefferson, Alexander Hamilton, Henry Knox, and 
Edmund Randolph. The subject was the resolution of the 
House of Representatives, of March 27, to appoint a com- 
mittee to inquire into the causes of the. failure of the late 
expeditiou under Major General St. Clair, with the power 
to call for such persons, papers, and records as may be 
necessary to assist their inquiries. The committee had 
written to Knox for the original letters, instructions, &c. 
The President had called us to consult merely because it 
was the first example, and he wished that, so far as it should 
become a precedent, it should be rightly conducted. He 
neither acknowledged nor denied, nor even doubted, the 
propriety of what the House were doing, for he had not 
thought upon it, nor was he acquainted with subjects of 
this kind; he could readily conceive there might be papers 
of so secret a nature as they ought not to be given up. We 
were not prepared, and wished time to think and inquire. 

“April 2.—Met again at the President’s on the same sub- 
ject. We had ali considered, and were of one mind: first, 
that the House was an inquest, and therefore might institute 
inquiries; secondly, that it might call for papers generally; 
thirdly, that the Executive ought to communicate such pa- 
pers as the public good would permit, and ought to refuse 
those the disclosure of which would injure the public ; con- 
sequently, were to exercise a discretion.” 


He alluded to the message of General Washing- 
ton in 1796 upon this subject, to which so frequent 
reference had recently been made. A part of this 
message, he said, was wholly disapproved of by the 
Republican party of that day, led on by Giles and 
Madison. Mr. Madison made an able argument, 
which was ere at length, against the message 
of General Washington. But he did not saya 
single word against the position which was quoted 
by President Polk from General Washington’s 
message. On the contrary, Mr. Madison, who was 
then heading the opposition to President Wash- 
ington, used the following language, clearly sus- 
_ taining Mr. Polk in the position he’had taken. In 
the House of Representatives, April 6, 1796, Mr. 
` Madison said: 

& He thought it clear that the House must have a right in 
all cases to ask for information which might assist their delib- 
erations on subjects submitted to them by the Constitution ; 
being responsible nevertheless for the propriety of the meas- 
ure. He was as ready to admit that the Executive hada 
right, under a due responsibility, also to withhold informa- 
tion when ofa nature that did not permit a disclosure of it 
atthe time. Andif the refusal of the President had been 
founded firmly on a representation that the state of the busi- 
ness within his department and the contents of the papers 
asked for required it, although he might have regretted the 
refusal, he should have been little disposed to criticise it.” 

Again, he says: 

“If the Executive conceives that, in relation tò his own 
department, papers could not be safely communicated, he 
might on that ground refuse them, because he was the com- 
petent though responsible judge within his own depart- 
ment.” l 

Here, then, we had the authority of Washing- 
ton and Madison sustaining the course of Mr. 
Polk. Mr. Jefferson, Mr. Monroe, General Jack- 
son, and other high authorities could be brought 
forward on this side, and not a single one could be 
found to the contrary. 

Mr. T. referred to the effort that had been made 
by reference to the còurse of Mr. Polk upon the call 
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upon President Adams for information relative to 
the Panama mission, to convict him*(Mr. Polk) 
of inconsistency in now declining to communicate 
all the informatión demanded by the House, and 
he entered into a minute examination of that 
case, with a view to the complete vindjcation of 
Mr. Polk. He maintained that the doctrine the 
friends of the President advocated on the subject 
had been the doctrine of all parties since the found- 
ation of the Government; and he referred to 
Judge Story and other elementary writers on the 
Constitution; all of whom, he said, went so far as 
to say that the House of Representatives had no 
right to demand information of the President upon 
any subject in relation to our foreign affairs, but 
could go no further than to request it. They held 
that this was the whole right of the House. 

Mr. T. said it was all important to look at 
the history of this war, to sce how far it had 
progressed, what sums it had cost, and, what was 
of far more consequence, what an amount of hu- 
man life had been expended in its prosecution. 
The gentleman on the other side, after contem- 
plating the whole affair, came to the conclusion 
that it was wrong, all wrong; and that all this 
vast amount of evi] had been incurred in the pros- 
ecution of an unjust, unnecessary, and unconsti- 
tutional war. If that genteman was in the right 
as to the character of the war, and the unconstitu- 
tional manner in which it had been commenced, 
then he was right in maintaining that we ought to 
recall our troops, and make a treaty with Mexico 
on precisely the same basis we had offered at the 
beginning; but if his principle was right thus far, 
it ought to have carried him further. If we had 
gone to war with Mexico unjustly, we owed her 
reparation. Ifall our war had been a wanton ag- 
gression on her rights, and invasion of her terri- 
tory, most certainly it was our duty to make’ her 
amends as best we might. Why did he stop short 
of the manifest requirements of justice? The gen- 
tleman discoursed very eloquently about the prin- 
ciples of honor and justice, and he drew even from 
the Good Book itself in support of them; but had 
he consulted that volume, he might have found 
something about making restoration fourfold. 

But let us examine the basis on which the charge 
against the Administration rested. The gentleman 
would have the world believe that all the evils of 
this state of war had been brought upon the coun- 
try by the unnecessary and uneonstitutional march 
of our army to the banks of the Rio Grande. Now, 
it seemed to Mr. T., that if gentlemen who brought 
this charge would but look back a little, they would 
find that they were placing their own friends ina 
rather awkward predicament. " 

On the 11th of May, 1846, when this House were 
engaged in discussing the neceesary measures to be 
taken in preparation for a possible war with Eng- 
land, an Executive message came into the House, 
stating that war existed on the banks of the Rio 
Grande. An amendment was accordingly intro- 
duced, declaring that the war existed by the act 
of Mexico. This amendment was voted by the 
House—a majority of the Tennessee delegation 
voting in the affirmative. And afterwards, when 
the bill was introduced granting supplies in men 
and money, though many gentlemen on the other 
side maintained stoutly that the amendment de- 
clared a lie, and that they were compelled to vote 
what they did not believe, yet all of them, with 
the exception of fourteen, voted in favor of the bill. 
Now admitting, for argument sake, that what they 
said was true, and the amendment declaring the 
war to exist by the act of Mexico was false, still, 
(he asked,) what was the bill for? To make pro- 
vision to carry on the war. It placed fifty thou- 
sand volunteers aud ten millions of money at the 
disposition of the President, to enable him to pros- 
ecute the war. Yes; the bill called fifty thousand 
of our fellow-citizens from their peaceful homes, 
and sent them to encounter the horrors and dangers 
of a deadly climate, and all in order to carry on 
an unjust, unnecessary, and unconstitutional war! 
Now, if gentlemen knew the war to be thus unjust; 
if they believed it to be unnecessary, and, to crown 
all, in contravention of the Constitution, why did 
a vote for the bill? 

hey complained that they were forced to vote 
that the war was begun by Mexico, though they 
knew better, though they knew that it was begun 
by ourselves. Well, if they knew that, why did 
they vote to prosecute the war? They might be 


forced to vote for the amendments if they voted. 


for the bill; but who could force them to vote to 
carry on`a war that was unnecessary, unjust, and 
unconstitutional?, How far had the war proceeded 
when that bill was passed? As far as the House 
knew, our army was encamped on the left bank of 
the Rio Grande, and the Mexican army was on 
the other bank, directly opposite. Some of these 
troops had crossed, and some American soldiers 
had been slain. Did a state of things like that 
call for so vast an expenditure? Although Mr. T. 
professed to be a friend and supporter of the pres- 
ent Administration, he never had entertained, and 
he trusted he never should, so much respect for 
any Administration as to vote ten millions of dol-* * 
lars and fifty thousand men to aid it in earrying 
on an unjust, unnecessary, and unconstitutional 
war. According to these gentlemen, the war was 
all wrong, wrong from the start, begun by tram- 
pling on the Constitution; when our troops were 
slain, they were in the territories of a friendly 
neighbor, where they had na right to be: and yet 
these gentlemen voted to give the President all he 
asked; and what for? 

Mr. T. and his friends believéd that the war 
had been begun by Mexico; and if so, then both 
men and money ought to be voted, and voted 
freely, to carry 1t on. But how could gentlemen 
ever pretend to justify themselves who believed, 
as they said, directly the reverse? Mr. T. main- 
tained that the troops when encamped on the Rio 
Grande were just where they ought to have been; 
and therefore, as Mexico had attacked them there, 
and so commenced the war, he held very consist- 
ently that the House were as much bound to vote 
for carrying on the war now as they were at first. 

But gentlemen said they voted the bill mot to 
carry on the war, but merely in order to relieve 
General Taylor. The excuse was frivolous—the 
answer perfectly nugatory. They knew perfectl 
that before the men they were voting could possi- 
bly reach General Taylor, his fate would have 
been sealed. That vote could not affect his safety 
or avail to deliver him from the greatest danger. 
He was three thousand miles off: who could pre- 
tend that he voted in the hope that relief would 
reach him, in consequence of that vote, in time to 
effect his rescue? It was vainto pretend it. They 
voted the bill, then, not to extricate General Taylor. 
Should information reach the House to-day that 
the President of the United Srates had ordered an 
army across the St. Lawrence into Canada, and 
that our general and his command were in immi- 
nent danger of being cut to pieces—they were one 


‘thousand miles off, in the interior of the country— 


and the President, while communicating these facts 
to Congress, should ask for millions of money and 


| thousands of men to go to the rescue, who would 


vote such a bill? Who would not instantly ask, 
‘why is our army in Canada? what right hate. 
they to be there?’ And no gentleman would rise 
and say they had any right. But when the sup- - 
ply bill passed at tiie commencement of this war, 
nobody on the other side raised such an objettion, 
but they voted the men and the money for the war. 
Now they pretended that it was only to relieve 
General Taylor. 

And now on- the subject af the boundary of 
Texas. It had been said here, time and again, 


and he believed it was generally admitted, that the 


right of Texas was a revolutionary right, and that 
just so far as the revolution actually extended, 
just so far and no farther her right to the territory 
extended with it. Well, take the question on that 
ground. Every one knew, that when a revolution 
prevailed in any country against the previously 
existing government, it was not a possible thing 
to bound the extent of the revolution by precise 
lines, as a land surveyor would run the bounds of 
an estate with compass and chain. It was not 
practicable to tell within a rood just, how far it 
could with truth be said that the revolution had 
spread itself. Now it was important, in order to 
come at this point, to look and see where the con- 
tending parties themselves considered the dividing 
line as running. When the declaration of inde- 
pendence was made hry in 1836, she had not 
precisely defined any boundary. But subsequent 
events went to fix it. After the battle of San Ja- 
cinto had been fought, and President Santa Anna 
captured, a treaty, or something which bore the 
name, (whether it was strictly a treaty or not, he 
should not argue,) was entered into; and though 
it might not be of binding power, still it went to 


! show how the parties on both sides understood 
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the boundary between them. Here were the rep- 
resentatives of the two countries met in one place, 
and they sat down to settle upon the liné. On 
what did they agree, and what did they claim from 
each other? Texas claimed to the Rio Grande, 
while Mexico claimed up to the Sabine. There 
was the issue; and this showed what was the mat- 
ter in dispute. If the treaty had no other effect, it 
served to let Mexico know what Texas claimed. 
In 1843 an armistice took place, and in 1845 a 
second; the respective parties retired for the pur- 
pose of negotiating. The Mexicans went west of 
the Rio Grande, while the Texans went to the 
east side of it. In June, 1844, an effort was made 
by Mexico, under General Woll, to reconquer 

exas; and the invading general then issued a 
proclamation, in which he spoke of Texas as a 


revolted province of Mexico. That revolted prov- 
ince, whatever its boundaries were, was the Texas 
which we annexed to the United States. [Here 


Mr. T. quoted the proclamation of General Woll, 
and argued, from the language he employed, that 
he regarded the Rio Grande as the boundary of the 
revolted province he had been sent to reconquer. | 

But it was said that, on the banks of the Rio 
Grande, there were certain peaceful Mexican set- 
tlements. Well, so there were. But what then? 
As he had already said, in fixing the great bounds 
and limits which separated different countries, it 
was impossible to bend the line hither and thither 
to meet the little local inconveniences of different 
neighborhoods. It was not possible to bound the 
extent of revolutions by lines going in and out, 
like the limits of a private estate. In our own 
revolution there had been Tories who were op- 
posed to it; and Tory settlements where the flag 
of the new Government was not suffered to float. 
There were some who refused to fight on either 
side, and others who fought to retain the establish- 
ed Government; but did we at the peace surrender 
these local spots in the general acknowledgment 
of our national independence? Had Great Britain 
the face to ask that reservations should be made 
wherever a Tory neighborhood existed? Besides, 
there was no proof that these people settled on the 
Rio Grande were Mexican Tories to the Texan 
Government ; on the contrary, the proclamation 
put forth by Canales spoke of them as being noto- 
riously unfriendly to Mexico, and as having said 
that they never would submit again to Mexican 
authority. It might be that they were non-com- 
batants, and, on account of the too near vicinity of 
the Mexican forces, were afraid to come out and 
take open sides with Texas. But had any remon- 
strance come up from them to General Taylor 
showing that they were Mexican at heart? There 
might have been a few isolated cases, but none 
that evinced anything like a concerted movement 
or general action. On these principles Mr. T. 
contended that, in establishing a national bound- 
ary line, regard could not be had to these isolated 
spots: we must, fix on great and prominent nat- 
ural features of the country, without attempting 
ig it the convenience of each particular neighbor- 

ood. 

Mr. T. wished to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the manifest inconsistency of gentlemen 
who were opposed to this war. The course of 
the Administration, according to them, was wrong, 
only wrong, and that continually. Nothing praise- 
worthy was to be found. But when these same 
gentlemen came to speak of another individual, 
and one who had had no little to do in carrying on 
the war, their lips could utter nothing but praise. 
Now, Mr. T. had taken the pains to collect from 
the reports of the general in command, (a gentle- 
man who, for the most part, was no very enthusi- 
astic friend of this Administration—who certainly 
knew something about the facts in the case about 
which he was writing,) some extracts which he 
would read to the committee. He commenced 
with a letter from General Taylor to the depart- 
ment, of September 14, 1845; it was written from 
. Corpus Christi, and it gave the opinion that he 
should not need volunteers to aid him in the exe- 
cution of the orders received. He read also from 
another, dated October 8,‘in which he stated that 
the people on this side the river would not be 
averse to his march, and, though he considered 
Corpus Christi as a very proper point to hold, he 
should have preferred an advanced position on the 
river—Corpus Christi was “‘ too far from the fron- 
tier.” Now, gentlemen on the other side warmly 
insisted that Corpus Christi was itself the frontier 


of Texas. General Taylor, it seemed, was ofa 
Neat different opinion. This view taken by Gen- 
eral Taylor was corroborated by that of Canales, 
who, writing from Camargo, a small town imme- 
diately on the Rio del Norte, declares it to be the 
“ northern frontier’? of Mexico. He also quoted 
General Taylor as speaking of “ our title to the 
Rio Grande.” He thought that Corpus Christi 
might do well enough so far, but considered it his 
duty to suggest the expediency of advancing to 
the Rio Grande. 

Now, gentlemen on the other side would all 
admit that General Taylor was actuated by a regard 
for the good of his country; so the must have con- 
sidered it for the good of this country that our 
army should be advanced to the left bank of the 
Rio Grande, the very thing charged as so great an 
enormity on the President. Mr. T. next quoted 
another letter of General Taylor, in which he dis- 
claims all necessity of taking volunteers from the 
other States, and says that if any should be needed 
he should draw them from Texas. Now, what 
had General Taylor been sent there for? To ob- 
tain all the information in his power on the spot, 
and then to give to the department his advice as a 
military man. His next letter acknowledged the 
receipt of the order of the 13th of January, (‘ the 
fatal order,’’) and speaks about his reaching the 
banks of the river, and being then able to judge of 
the temper of the inhabitants of the northern prov- 
inces of Mexico; but gave it as his opinion that 
the people on the river were well disposed towards 
us, and that his advance to the river would have a 
great effect. l 

It had been contended that General Taylor, in a 
subsequent letter, withdrew this advice in favor 
of advancing to the river; but Mr. T contended 
that this was a false construction put on General 
Taylor’s language; which, on the contrary, ex- 
pressed his high approbation of such a step. On 
the 16th of January, he told the department that 
he did not think the advance of the army would 
be seriously resisted; he spoke of enforcing * our 
rights,” and thought there would be no need of 
increasing his force by volunteers, &c., because 
the people would generally remain quiet. 

Now, let any one compare the language of gen- 
tlemen on the other side in regard to the President 
of the United States and to a chieftain whom they 
considered themselves as enjoying a monopoly to 
extol. 

He went on tô quote from letters written by 
General Taylor on the 15th and 21st of April, after 
he had reached the river, and was encamped im- 
mediately opposite Matamoros. Here he spoke 
of our right tq a joint navigation of the river, and 
the necessity, under certain circumstances, of 
“ carrying the war, as it should be carried, into 
the enemy’s country.’ He called for five thou- 
sand men, expressly for the purpose of marching 
into Mexico. Now, he presumed General Tay- 
lor knew as well as any man whether the war was 
begun by Mexico or by the United States. 

The President of the United States, on the 11th 
May, said that the war had been commenced by 
Mexico, and Congress declared the same thing. 
On the 11th of March, the Mexican minister, in 
his letter to our Government, declared that Mexi- 
co had used all efforts in her power to avoid the 
war, but it had been provoked on our part. A 
gentleman on the other side of the House, speak- 
ing the other day, had made the same statement. 
The Mexican minister used the term “‘ provoked,” 
and so did gentlemen here. There seemed an 
entire agreement between their language and that 
of the Mexicans. Now, it might be that Mr. 


'T.’s partiality for his own country blinded his 


perceptions of truth; but certain it was, that he 
should not like to be found thus agreeing with the 
enemies of his country. Now, to see how far 
General Taylor agreed with his enthusiastic ad- 
mirers on this floor, he would read from a de- 
spatch of his, dated the 8th of May, in which, 
speaking of his answer to the Mexican request for 
an armistice, he tells Arista that circumstances 
have changed, and that he could not now suspend 
an operation which ‘the had not initiated or pro- 
voked.”” 

Mr. T. would leave the gentlemen on the other 
side to settle this difference in sentiment between 
themselves and the Mexican minister on the one 
side and General Taylor on the other. Which 
was right? Both could not be. Here were the 
President of the United States and General Taylor 


on the one side, and a Whig majority of the House 
of Representatives on the other. He contended 
that these gentlemen had by their acts admitted 
before the world that General Taylor was in the 
right. If not, then they were chargeable with all 
the consequences of the war. They had voted 
men and money to inflict these terrible evils both 
on Mexico and their own ated However 
reprehensible the President might be, they had 
gone further than he. He bad ordered the army 
to the Rio Grande; they had carried it to the gates 
of Mexico. All the thousand miseries which had 
been endured, all the thousand scenes of wo which 
had since occurred, were chargeable on them. How 
many widows’ wails and orphans’ cries had gone 
up to Heaven, witnessing against men who sup- 
plied all the means of carrying on an unjust and 
unnecessary war. Yes; these gentlemen had done 
it. They voted the supply bill—but why? They 
said the war was unjust—a war of invasion—a war - 
of conquest; and still they voted to carry it on. 
Those on Mr. T.’s side had but acted as did their 
revolutionary sires, when they believed their rights 
to be invaded. They thought the war right and 
just—provoked by Mexico, and not to be avoided 
by us without dishonor. They were, therefore, 
chargeable with no inconsistency; but gentlemen 
who said it was “a lie” that Mexico begun the 
war, and yet voted a bill which proceeded on that 
assumption, how could they escape the responsi- 
bility of all the woes which followed in its train? 
For himself, he would rather have believed the 
falsehood (if falsehood it was) than voted the bilk 
while disbelieving it. 

Mr. T. here quoted the letter of the Secretary 
of War to General Taylor, in which he directed 
him, should the common right of navigating the 
Rio Grande berresisted by Mexico, not to attempt 
to enforce it by military means. The course of 
the General was approved so far, but he must let 
the river alone. Mr. T. here read the following 
extract from General Taylor’s letter of the 23d of 
April, 1846, to the Secretary of War: 

« In my last despatch, I advised you that, on receipt of 
General Ampudia’s summons to fall back from my position, 
l ordered a blockade of the mouth of the Rio Grande, deem- 
ing this a measure perfectly proper under the circumstances. 
* * * T trust that my course in this matter will meet the 
approval of the department. It will at any rate eompel the 
Mexicans either to withdraw their army from Matamoros, 


where it cannot be subsisted, or to assuine the offensive on 
this side of the river.” 


Now, gentlemen could scarce find language se- 
vere enough to censure the President for the ‘* fatal 
order” to advance the army to the Rio Grande, 
and yet not a word of censure for General Taylor, 
who had ordered, on his sole responsibility, the. 
river to be blockaded, and that against the Presi- 
dent’s orders. Mr. T. here read a part of General 
Taylor’s letter to Ampudia, in-which he tells the 
Spaniard that the war has been “ forced upon us,’” 
What would he have said could he have foreseen 
the positions that would be taken by his own spe- 
cial admirers on the floor? He was surprised that 
even a Mexican should pretend that we began the 
war. How would he have hung his head to think 
that Americans and American legislators should 
be found standing with the bragging and swift- 
running Ampudia ! : 

Here the Chairman’s hammer fell, and Mr. T. 
resumed his seat. 


Mr. MARSH then got the floor, and the come 
mittee rose. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, in compliance with the resolution of the House 
of the 17th ultimo, a letter from the Colonel of the 
Corps of Topographical Engineers, enclosing the 
report and map of Lieutenant Emory, of the Topo- 
graphical Engineers, of the route of the army under 
the command of General Kearny, from the Mis- 
souri river to the Pacific Ocean; and, also, a copy 
of the Journal of the expedition kept by Captain 
Abraham R. Johnson. 
` Mr. McCLELLAND moved that the commu- 
nication be referred to the Committee on Printing, 
with a view to the printing of an extra number. 
It was so referred. 

On motion of Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, 
the Senate bill for the relief of Thomas Rhodes, 
which was lying on the Speaker’s table, was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 


1848. 
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for the naval service for the year ending 30th June, || Michigan river to the Pacific ocean; which was 


1849. Read and committed. 
On motion of Mr. HALL, of New York, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce inquire into 
the propriety and expediency of appropriating a sum not 
exceeding twenty-five thousand dollars, for the expenses of 
confirming the survey of the Great Lakes, heretofore con- 
ducted by the Corps of Topographical Engineers, under the 
direction of the War Department, and that said committee 
report by bill or otherwise. i 

NOTICE OF BILLS. 

Notices of motions for leave to introduce bills 
and joint resolutions were given— , 

By Mr. WILEY: Of a bill for the relief of Dan- 
iel H. Warren. , , 

By Mr. HALL, of Missouri: Of a joint reso- 
lution giving the thanks of Congress to Colonel 
Doniphan and. Brigadier General Price, and the 
officers and men under their respective commands 
in the late military operations in New Mexico and 
Chihuahua. — 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
WeEpnespay, February 9, 1848. 


a VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair 
to-day. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication of the acting Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting, in answer to a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the lst instant, a report of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
respecting lands granted for military bounties, in 
the State of Illinois, since the. lst of June, 1819; 
which was ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. DIX presented a preamble and resolution 
aie by the Legislature of the State of New 

ork, instructing the Senators, and requesting the 
Representatives of that State in Congress, to use 
their efforts to effect the exclusion of slavery from 
any provincial or territorial government which the 
United States may hereafter establish; which were 
read and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 
Mr. HALE presented a memorial from John P. 
Andrews, of Salem, Massachusetts, stating that 
navies and armies bring war, and that war brings 


armies and navies, and that the only effectual | 


method of preventing the commencement and stop- 
ping the continuance of war, is the adoption of the 
Christian policy of resisting evil by doing good, 
and asking that Congress will look into the pro- 
priety of issuing a circular to all the nations of 
the world to join in a plan for the disbanding of 
all armies and navies, and all preparations for 
war. 

Mr. BREESE presented the memorial of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Nicholas Jarrot, 
deceased, praying the confirmation of their title to 
certain lands in the State of Illinois; which was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. DAYIS, of Massachusetts, presented the 
memorial of the heirs-at-law of Timothy P. An- 
derson, deceased, praying an extension of his patent 
for an improvement in the economy of water power 
by means of a graduated spout; which was refer- 
oa to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 

ffice. 

Mr. BENTON presented a memorial from Alex- 
ander Vattemare, a man, said Mr. B., well known 
for his extraordinary and meritorious exertions in 
favor of the exchange of American and foreign 
books relating to science, politics, history, &c. 
Mr. V. asks the establishment of a permanent 
agency by the United States for the exchange of 
all public documents printed and published under 
their authority, for similar works published under 
the sanction of foreign governments. Mr. B. 
asked that the memorial might be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Ebay: which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRUANCE presented the memorial of 
masters of vessels engaged jin the coasting trade, 
praying the construction of an ice harbor at Dela- 
ware city, in the Delaware bay; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Justus Pow- 
ers, a soldier in the last war with Great Britain, 
praying to be allowed arrears of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 
George Wilkes, praying the adoption of measures 
for the construction of a national railroad from the 


referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of the administrator of John 
Andersen, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

Ordered, That the petition of Aaron Weeks, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

On motion by Mr. HALE, it was 

Ordered, That the guardian of Artemas Conant have leave 
to withdraw his petition and papers. , 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of La., it was. 

Ordered, That the Committee on Pensions be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of Alborne Allen, and that it 
be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. DIX, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce he discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill from the House 
of Representatives, for the relief of Barclay, & Livingston, 
and Smith, Thurgar, & Co., and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Fiuance. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
_Mr. BADGER submitted the following resolu- 

tion for consideration: | 

Resolved, That there be paid to each of the messengers of 
the Senate and office of the Secretary of the Senate, who 
have not already received it, the same additional compen- 
sation that was paid to R. P. Anderson and J. L. Clubb for 
the second session of the twenty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. WEBSTER submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration : f 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 
into the expediency of making further psovision by law re- 
specting imprisonment for debt on process issuing from the 
courts of the United States. 


Mr. WEBSTER remarked, that he had received 
a communication, for the accuracy of which he 
could not vouch, as its source was unknown to 
him, setting forth a case of very considerable hard- 
ship and apparent cruelty, growing out of impris- 
onment under a process issuing out of the courts 
of the United States. He thought it proper to 
lose no time in bringing the subject to the atten- 
tion of the Senate; and if the Senate saw fit to 
adopt the resolution, he would place the communi- 
cation in the hands of the Judiciary Committee, 
whose early action upon the subject he solicited. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, to whom was 
referred the petition of the heirs of William Gray- 
son, deceased, submitted a report accompanied by 
a bill for the relief of the heirs and legal represent- 
atives of Colonel William Grayson. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
petition of Welcome Parmenter, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill for his relief. 

Mr. J., from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the petition of David Currier, submitted 
a report, accompanied by a bill for his relief. 

The said bills were severally read and passed to 
a second reading, and the several reports ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 


following bills from the House of Representatives, 


reported them without amendment: 
An act for the relief of Mrs. Harriet Barney. 
An act for the relief of George Newton. 
An act for the relief of Jesse Young. 
An act for the relief of Russell Goss. 
An act for the relief of Mary Brown, widow of 
Jacob Brown. 


GRANTING A REGISTER. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the petition of John P. Bald- 
win, reported a bill to authorize the issuing of a 
register or enrolment to the schooner Robert Henry; 
which was read the first and second times by unani- 
mous consent, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. D. stated that this bill rested on the same 
principle as that of one or two others of the same 
character which had been promptly passed by the 
Senate, and he should therefore be gratified if the 
Senate would dispense with the usual forms and 
permit the bill to be passed. 

Mr. D. also, from the same committee, asked 
to be discharged from the further consideration of 
the memorial of Barclay & rye tines and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Finance. 


_MAP OF NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a motion to print the 
report of the examination and map of New Mex- 
ico, made by Lieutenant J. W. Abert, of the Topo- 
graphical Corps, reported that it be printed, and 
that two thousand additional copies, with the map 
accompanying the report, be printed for the use of 
the Senate. : 


MISSOURI AND ARKANSAS BOUNDARY. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives confirming the boundary 
between Missouri and Arkansas, reported it With- 
out amendment. 

Mr. A. urged upon the Senate immediate action 
on the bill; and it was by general consent consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole, read a third time, 
and passed. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill concerning 
testimony, reported it with amendments. 


ADDITIONAL COURT IN ARKANSAS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill to divide the district 
of Arkansas into two judicial, districts. 

In submitting an amendment to this bill— 

Mr. SEVIER said that it would be perceived 
that this bill proposed to establish a court without 
a judge, or at least that the duties were to be per- 
formed by the present judge. The object of the 
amendment was to create a judge for this court, 
and he thought that he could assign satisfactory 
reasons for that procedure. The State of Arkansas, 
as the Senate was aware, was one of great territo- 
rial extent, and had attached to it the jurisdiction 
of all the Indian tribes on the border, which ex- 
tended from that line indefinitely westward. _ 

Mr. DAYTON suggested that, as the Senator 
from Kentucky, (Mr. CRITTENDEN,] at whose 
request the bill had been postponed, was not now 
in his seat, the bill be passed over informally. 

Mr. SEVIER had no disposition to press the 
bill in the absence of the Senator. He would send 
his amendment now to the desk, and, if printed by 
to-morrow, he would submit it. l 

Mr. ASHLEY hoped that the bill would not 
lose its priority, as it had been made the speciąl 
order for to-day. i 

Mr. SEVIER remarked that it could be called 
up to-morrow of course. i 

Mr. ATCHISON was opposed to the bill; but 
as it had already been passed over 6n several 
occasions, and a good deal of time had thus been 
wasted, he moved that it be made the special 
order for Monday two weeks. 

Mr. DAYTON hoped that the motion would be 
assented to by the Senator from Arkansas. He 
knew that the Senator from Kentucky was anxious 
that a particular day should be fixed for the con- 
sideration of the bill, so that it might be disposed 
of in some way. . 

Mr. ASHLEY objected. The bill had already 
been deferred again and again. It had been made 
the special order for to-day, in accordance with 
the request of the Senator from Kentucky. He 
had no desire, however, to take it up in the absence 
of any gentleman who felt any interest in the 
subject; although he must confess he was opposed. 
to deferring the consideration of the bill for the 
period mentioned by his friend, the Senator from 
Missouri. He hoped that it would be continued on 
the docket till to-morrow, and retain its priority. 

Mr. SEVIER had but one remark to make. 
The bill had been called up on the day before yes- 
terday, and he then obtained the consent of his 
colleague to postpone it another day, in order to 
allow him an opportunity of preparing an amend- 
ment, giving a judge to the court. hen he was 
prepared with his amendment, his colleague was 
absent; and he did not press it. He was willing 
that it should be postponed for a short time, till to- 
morrow or next day; but he hoped that it would 
not be postponed ndsaniey or to a remote pe- 
riod. He believed that he had been assailed at 
home, because he had not urged the measure. Cer- 
tainly he had been ready at all times to support 
the bill, and did not wish to afford the slightest 
ground for the representation that he was at all un- 
friendly to it. But he had been assailed beeayse 
he had not made speeches to get the bill taken up. 
He wished it to be taken up, and was prepared to 
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make a speech upon it, showing its impọrtance and 
expediency. : 
Mr. ATCHISON thought that the bill was in- 
deed one of great importance, and that that consid- 
eration furnished an additional reason why a day 
should be fixed for the discussion of it. He thought 
that it proposed a new principle 
Mr. SEVIER begged his friend from Missourt 
to alow him to make anexplanation. It was true 
that one of the sections of the bill provided that the 
court within its jurisdiction thus created, extend- 
ing into the Indian country, should have cognizance 
of civil and criminal cases also. It was the object 
of the amendment to restrict the jurisdiction of the 
court within the limit of the Indian tribes, to such 
cases as were made cognizable by our courts by 
the intercourse law of 1832, and the modification of 
that act in 1834, and the cases specified in the In- 
dian treaties. ° 
‘ Mr. ATCHISON was not yet satisfied with re- 
spect to the propriety of the object contemplated in 


the bill. He therefore insisted on his motion to 
make the bill the special order for Monday two 
weeks. 


Mr. WESTCOTT suggested that the bill should 

be recommitted with theamendment. He was op- 

osed to this alteration of bills in the Senate. Let 
it be sent back to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. SEVIER read the section of the bill which 
he proposed to amend, and made some additional 
explanation of the object of the amendment. 

he bill was then postponed to, and made the 
special order of the day for, Monday, the 28th 
instant, and the amendment was ordered to be 
printed. 
PRIVATE BILL. 

The bill for the relief of William Marvin, in 
confirming the title to a tract of land in Florida, 
granted by the Spanish Government to Bernardo 
Segui, on the 20th December, 1815, was read a 
third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. Campse.t, their Clerk, an- 
nouncing that the House have passed bills of the 
following titles : 

An act to divide the State of Georgia into two 
judicial districts, and organizing and establishing 
an additional district court of the United States, 
with circuit court powers and jurisdiction; 

An act to amend an act entitled ‘* An act in 
amendment of the acts respecting the judicial sys- 
tem of the United States;’’ 

An act to authorize the issuing of a register to 
the barque Wilhamet; 

An act to change the location of certain light- 
houses and buoys; 

In which they request the concurrence of the 


~ Senate. 


They have also passed the bill of the Senate en- 
titled ‘‘ An act to provide additional quarters near 
to New Orleans for United States soldiers and vol- 
unteers returned from, or going to, the seat of war 
in Mexico.’’ 

THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
raise, for a limited time, an additional military 

orce. 

Mr. NILES addressed the Senate, and said, this 

uestion, in this crisis of the war—he might say, 
this crisis of our country—was one of such grave 
importance, that he must be excused for making 
some remarks at length on the subject, however 
impatient Senators may be to bring the debate to 
aconclusion. He regarded it as a question of most 
graveimportance. He felt himself the more bound 
to discuss the subject, because, so far as voting for 
all the measures which had led to that state of 
things, he had to bear a portion of the responsi- 
bility which attached to these measures. 

He felt himself called on to give his suggestions 
as to the best mode of extricating ourselves from 
the novel and perilous position in which we now 
stand in relation to Mexico. The war had not 
scathed our borders—our citizens had not been 
burdened; but how long this exemption should 
continue was uncertain. He believed that the 
time must come when we shall be required to take 
the burden of taxation on ourselves instead of 
er it on posterity. The war is beginning 
to be felt in the commercial and financial classes, 
and it must soon and heavily fall on the industrial 
pursuits of the country. The achievements of our 


| 


army had added greatly to the honor and glory, 
and he would add, to the strength of the country. 
They had been obtained without burdening us 
thus far, except where the evil has fallen with a 
crushing weight on the bleeding hearts of families | 
made desolate. We talk of exacting the expenses 
of the war from Mexico. How are we to ascer- 
tain the expenses? Shall we go to the Register’s 
office to ascertain the expenses—the value of the 
lives already sacrificed—of a Butler, a Ringgold, | 
a Ridgely, a Ransom, &c.? Shall we go there for 
an estimate of the cost which must be incurred by 
a further continuance of the war? 

He expressed his regret that all this amount of | 
sacrifice had been incurred without the obtainment 
of any of the objects for which the war was com- 
menced. The obstacle must be sought for partly 
in the character of the Mexicans themselves, and 
partly in the tone of public sentiment here. He 
adverted to the distractions which lacerated Mex- 
ico, which seemed to render it impracticable for 
her Government to act. Prejudices had been ex- 
cited against us, and the Mexicans believe that we 
are prosecuting the war not for the purpose of 
conquering peace, but for conquest and subjuga- 
tion. This was attributable to the course which 
has been taken by many of both parties. On one 
side it had been alleged that the war was unconsti- 
tutional in its commencement, and it is now assert- 
ed, that our talk in favor of peace is Insincere and 
hypocritical. But it will not do for the friends of 
the Administration to make this a ground of attack. 
It ought to have been foreseen and calculated on 
that an opposition would have to be encountered, 
and that this would form one of the obstacles to 
be met. But he put to Senators who had ọpposed 
the war, whether they had not carried their oppo- 
sisition too far? 

Should Senators on the other side come into 
power, as he apprehended they would, had they 
not by their own course rendered it difficult for 
themselves to make peace with Mexico, if it should 
be devolved on them to putanend to the war? He 
wished to relieve them from that embarrassing 
Seii by settling the difficulty for them before- 

and. 

He then took a view of the course taken by some 
who are members of the Democratic party, in dis- 
cussing whether the absorption of the whole of 
Mexico would have any injurious effect on our 
own institutions. He deprecated this course of 
argument. He regretted the reference to manifest 
destiny, and to our Anglo-Saxon blood, as if we 
were to tread in the steps of our savage ancestors 
of that race, and spread barbarous ‘ravage round 
us. ‘These ideas were hostile to peace. 

‘The Senator from Tennessee assumed that our 
Government did not desire peace, and argued from 
that assumption that such was the sentiment of the 
whole party in this country which sustains’ the 
Administration. He thought that this was assum- 
ing too much concerning the President and those 
who brought him into power, although he must 
admit there was some ground for it. -He regretted 
that the Senator from Tennessee, who once be- 
longed to that party, and whose talents added great 
strength to it, should ever have left it, as his talents 
might have prevented the party from taking a 
wrong course. But if that Senator had gone to 
the worship of idols, and turned his back on the 
true church, he had a right to select his own 
course. 

He did not think that the attainment of peace 
was more difficult now than it had been, or that 
there was less disposition on the part of the Presi- 
dent and his friends to seek it. He referred to the 
state of parties at the period of our difficulty with 
France, and the conciliatory tone of one party— 
and that the party now in opposition—which tend- 
ed so essentially to the settlement of the question. 
While he separated Thomas Jefferson from his 
friends on this occasion, he asserted that there was 
in the latter a dangerous proneness to violent meas- 
ures. His policy in endeavoring to avoid the last 
extremity, by resorting to every step short of it, 
raised up a clamorous outcry against him. He 
then read a number of extracts which he had made 
from the opinions and maxims of some of the great 
men who had been regarded as the fathers of the 
two parties. 

Fle then went into a view of the policy—the 
only practical policy—to be pursued in regard to 
Mexico. Whatever difference may exist as to 
the origin and progress of the war, he thought 


that hitherto we stand well. He called on gentle- 
men on both sides to cast aside the filthy garments 
of party, and come to the rescue of their common 
country from the perils which threaten her. He 
briefly commented on all the various plans which 
had been suggested.: The proposition of a military 
line to the Sierra Madre, he would not look at in 
a military view, in reference to the conduct of a 
campaign. But he reminded Senators that this 
line embraced two-thirds of all the Mexican terri- 
tory, and to adopt it would be tantamount to an 
entire dismemberment of Mexico. He was equally 
opposed to the plan of a permanent occupation of 
what we now occupy. He desired to bring the 
war to a close. He thought this may be done. 
The war had accomplished its mission, and was 
now at an end. Although Mexico is in‘a state of 
distraction, she is not now in a state of war. The 
question is, whether we shall adopt a policy of 
military occupation, which is the same as the sub- 
jugation of all Mexico, or whether the Senate 
should take it in hand. He would retain for a 
time the posts which we now occupy, until another 
attempt has been made to negotiate a peace. He 
would vote for this bill, because he desired that 
the final effort should be an effective one. The 
last news from Mexico, although it indicates a 
disposition for peace, gives evidence, at the same 
time, that the general hatred against us is as set- 
tled and active as it has been at any time. It is 
incumbent on us to make one more effort while 
our power is displayed in Mexico. A treaty, he 
admitted, might be of little more value than the 

archment; yet it was the most desirable method. 
The Senate, as part of the executive, had a right 
to give its opinion on the heb ar The present 
moment he regarded as particularly auspicious for- 
such an effort. | : 

Shall we leave the offer to come from Mexico, 
or shall we take the matter into our own hands? 
It would be no excuse for us, if we do not act, to 
say that such was the feeling in Mexico that it was 
impossible for us to make a peace. It becomes us 
to act, and it is demanded of us by the honor and 
interests of our country. He would have Texas 
up to the Rio Grande, and indemnity for the claims 
of our citizens. We have Texas up to that bound- 
ary, and we have in our possession ample indem- 
nity, in New Mexico and California. Weare told 
that we must hold on to this, and it is intended we 
shalldo so. We are then to continue the war until 
we compel Mexico to acknowledge our right to 
hold it. He could not see any dishonor which could 
be sustained by withdrawing our troops from the 
military occupation of the country, now that we 
have all, and more than the indemnity we require. 
This would end hostilities, if it did not end war, 
and there could not be much more war if there 
were no hostilities. In New Mexico, the citizens 
of which had some of the old Spanish blood in 
their veins, there is great hatred against us, which 
is kept alive by our prosecution of the war. Fie 
thought the withdrawal of our troops, and merely 
occupying the territory held for indemnity, would 
enable us to reduce our troops to fifteen thousand 
men, and he would be ready so to reduce it to- 
morrow, if his plan should be adopted. 

The President’s view was similar to that now 
suggested—the only difference between them was 
a question of time. 

There could be no longer any war with a real 
force in Mexico. They talk of raising twenty | 
thousand men, but he believed such a force would 
only be found to exist on paper. The only war 
we could now wage would be a war on the peo- 
ple. It did not become our country to war with 
non-combatants. He would not make war on the 
women, of whom one of our citizens says, they 
are rosy-cheeked and beautiful, and had he not 
been a married man, he would have annexed him- 
self toa Mexican. We ought not to make war on 
the people. He referred to the fatal step taken by 
Napoleon in making war with Spain. It was the 
first step to his fall. He asked the chairman of 
the Military Committee if he desired to make an In- 
dia in Mexico, and to send some Warren Hastings 
there, whose financial abilities would be only sec- 
ond to his rapacity. The necessary result of this 
policy must be the annihilation of the nationality 
of Mexico. 

He then wert briefly into the question of an- 
nexation, and denounced those who advocated it. 
Our country was not the territory we occupy; that 
belongs to Him who created it, and who has 
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placed‘us on it. But our country is our people, . 


with their free institutions, and moral greatness, 
and system of edutation, and rèligious feeling. 
It is of these we ought to be proud. To annex 
Mexico would produce violent death. Our polit- 
ical system derives all its strength from the State 
“peepee and could we pretend that out of 


exico we could create States fit for the purposes | 


of self-zovernment? The idea was preposterous. 
He reminded his friend, the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, that the Indians in Mexico were citizens, and 
could not be treated as we treated our own Indians. 
There would be no way but to follow the example 
of. Old Spain, and send a viceroy; and this we 
could not do. 

What law could we establish there? Should 
it be Spanish law? or must we translate our own 
laws? The same evils would be perpetrated as 
were perpetrated in India. The British sent out 
there judges, without making any laws; and when 
a second Jefferies was sent there, and introduced 
the English law, the oppression became greater 
than before they had any law. And what. could 
we do with our laws in Mexico? Had they ever 
heard of habeas corpus or bail prise? They would 
consider the introduction of our law among them 
as an intolerable oppression. He alluded to the 
advantages, in point of civilization, which barba- 
rous nations had obtained from amalgamation 
with enlightened nations which they had subdued. 
But he had never heard of any benefits which had 
resulted to civilized nations from overrunning an 
ignorant nation. 

He asked if we were expected to sustain a mili- 
tary force in Mexico, with all the expense and 
ail the consequences, for the purpose of preventing 
the interference of European nations—of keeping 
outa monarchy? He thought it probable that a 
monarchy was the best system for Mexico, most 
suited to her habits and interests; and we ought 
not to take steps to prevent her Government from 
taking that form. It would be a different question 
if England were to attempt to colonize her. 

He was sorry that the President had introduced 
such a phrase in his message, the phrase ** indem- 
nity for the past and security for the future.” It 
had a bad birth. It was the phrase adopted by 
Pitt when he plunged Great Britain in the war 
with France and all continental Europe. And look 
at the result, and the only result—the enormous 
national debt, rising above eight hundred millions 
sterling, and the oppressive burdens it imposed on 
every laborer and artisan throughout the kingdom 
of Great Britain. 

It seemed that Destiny had decreed that we 
should overrun the whole of Mexico. His friend 
from New York [Mr. Dickinson] had submitted a 
resolution which added ‘all contiguous territory.” 
This phrase was broad enough for anything. It 
might embrace Panama and onwards to Cape 
Horn; and but for the ocean barrier, might take in 
the Sandwich Islands. He was opposed to this. 
In separate families, these countries were checks 
on each other; and force should never be employed 
to disturb this wise arrangement. Our dominion 
cannot be extended by force. Would we endeavor 
to satisfy a petty ambition by an exertion of mere 
physical force? Joel Barlow describes a free gov- 
ernment as a substitution of moral for physical 
power. 

_Mr. N. said that he should regard the anni- 
hilation of the nationality of Mexico as a great 
evil, pregnant with injury to our own institutions. 
Instead of strengthening us, it would make us 
weaker, as it would destroy the harmonious work- 
ing of our system. He had but a short time to be 
here, and he felt it to be his duty to warn the Sen- 
ate of the ag which might be produced by 
the adoption of an unwise policy in the manage- 
ment of the crisis in which we are now placed. 

On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspar, February 10, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, by leave, intro- 
duced a bill to create the office of surveyor of the 


. public lands for the Territory of Oregon, and to 


dispose of said Sears lands, and for ‘other pur- 
poses. Read and referred. 

Mr. PHELPS, by leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of George W Kidd, and a bill to revive the 


act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the payment of 
horses and other property lost or destroyed in the 
military service of the United States,” approved 
January 18, 1837, and the acts approved October 
14, 1842, amendatory of the same; which bills 
were read and: referred. 

On motion of Mr. DONNELL, by leave, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire whether any, and, if any, what alteration 
or extension of the act of the 29th September, 1789, entitled 
« An act to regulate process in the courts of the United 
States,’ is necessary, in order to adapt the practice and 
proceedings in the courts of the United States to the existing 
practice and proceedings in the courts of the several States 
4 i ich the courts of the United States may be respectively 

eld. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, by 
leave 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
40 inquire into the propriety of making appropriations for 
the improvement of the harbor of Havre de Grace, Mary- 
land, and that they repart by bill or otherwise. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the bill regulating 
the appointment of clerks in the executive depart- 
ments and for other purposes, which had been 
made the special order for this day, was postponed 
until this day week. 

PEACE MEMORIAL FROM THE QUAKERS. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, by leave, pre- 
sented the memorial of the Representatives of the 
Yearly Meeting of the Society of Friends for New 
England, praying for the speedy termination of the 
war with Mexico, and moved its reference to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and that it be 
printed. 

The motion was divided, and the memorial was 
referred tø the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The question returring on the motion to print— 

Mr. KING addressed the House as follows: I 
had supposed that a memorial so important, coming 
from a people so respectable, would be printed 
without a question. This memorial comes from 
nihe thousand persons residing in six sovereign 
States of this Union, persons who, for sobriety, 
general intellizence, and private worth, compare 
favorably with any other class of citizens; men 
warmly attached to the country and its free insti- 
tutions. They are men who emphatically mind 
their own business, who maintain their own poor, 
pay taxes for general purposes, and educate their 
own children; they are not found a burden on the 
community, in almshouses, jails, or penitentiaries; 
they ‘‘render to Cæsar the things that are Czsar’s,”’ 
and ask peacefully to enjoy the rights of con- 
science and to obey its dictates. 

The Friends of New England who present this 
memorial, like the other followers of Penn through- 
out the Union, have no party or political organi- 
zation; they never vex Congress with petitions 
about banks, or tariffs, or land distribution, or sub- 
treasuries; it is only on great moral and religious 
questions that they come here; it is only when 
conscience prompts that their voice is heard in this 
Hall, and that solemn voice must not now be sup- 
pressed. 

The expense of printing this memorial will not 
exceed three or four dollars; we every day print 
papers of very little importance, and some of even 
doubtful character. Within the last five minutes 
you have ordered the printing of a bill which pro- 
vides for paying for horses lost or killed in the 
military service of the United States. This was 
deemed worth printing; but a memorial so decent, 
so respectful, from the Society of Friends, who 
consider themselves bound to do to others as they 
would that others should do to them—the memorial 
of the Friends of all New England, who feel a ne- 
cessity laid on them to bear their testimony faith- 
fully against all wars and fightings—a testimony 
which their predecessors in religious profession 
have uniformly borne through good report and evil 
report, and, in former times, through much cruel 
suffering, both bodily and mental—must not be 
printed on account of establishing a bad precedent. 
On the table before you lies a petition, printed in 
the Senate, of the officers of the United States army 
in Mexico, praying for the passage of a law ma- 
king provision for old and disabled officers. It may 
be right, then, to provide for disabled officers; but 
it is not right to agitate the question of bringing to 
a speedy close the war which makes such provi- 
sion necessary. ‘The progress of the war must 
not be questioned, though forty battles have 
achieved enough for glory; though the blood of 
more than twenty-seven thousand slain and wound- 
ed Americans, citizens of the sister republics, has 


drenched the Mexican soil; though scores of thou- 
sands of widows, and orphans, and friends are 
mourning for their loved and lost friends. It may 
be right to vote men and money for the further 
prosecution of this war of invasion, but the refusal 
to print this memorial must be considered as the 
expression of a determination not to give the ques- 
tion of a speedy termination of the war a respect- 
ful and decent consideration. 

Mr. K. said he hoped he should not be obliged 
to ask for the yeas and nays, but that the House 
would permit this memorial from a class of the 
people so numerous and worthy, and on a subject 
which involves the character, the prosperity, and 
the lasting honor and true glory of the nation, to 
be printed. He hoped that, however much mem- 
bers might be suspected of a want of conscientious- 
ness there, they would not manifest a wanton 
recklessness and disrespect for a class of men who 
abhor all war and fighting; who cherish the belief 
that the peacemakers are the children of God, and 
whose lives and conduct exemplify and prove the 
truth of their professions. : 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, was opposed to the 
printing of this document, without reference to its 
contents or to the character and respectability of 
the memorialists. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts was aware that opposition had ever been 
made to the printing of any memorial of individual 
citizens, however respectable. The utmost extent 
to which the House had gone, with some few ex- 
ceptions, was to print the memorials and resolu- 
tions of our State Legislatures. It was unjust, 
invidious, to draw distinctions between citizens of 
different portions of the ey If they printed 
the memorial of the Friends, they ought to print 
the memorials of any other citizens of this country 
who respectfully petitioned this House for action 
on any subject. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Kine] 
said that these memorialists were good citizens; 
that they maintained their own poor, educated 
their own children, paid their own taxes, and 
obeyed the laws. Every word of this, however 
true in regard to them, (and he had no doubt of it,) 
was equally true in regard to the citizens he had 
the honor to represent; and yet the citizens of the 
State of Georgia had on more than one occasion 
r resolutions at their primary meetings, and 

ad signed petitions, which, when presented to this 
House, were refused to be printed. And not only 
so, but the fact was equally true in regard to the 
constituents of every gentleman on this floor. Yet 
they did not expend the public money in printing 
these memorials, so unnecessary and uncalled for. 
Once open the door, and it would be necessary to 
print all the petitions which were presented, (to 
which he, Mr. C., presumed nota single gentle- 
man on this floor would consent,) or discrimina- 
tions, invidious discriminations, must be made 
between the citizens of the country. 

He knew not the character of the memorial; he 
had not examined it. He did not object to its 
printing on account of its coming from the Society 
of Friends; his objections rose on the principle he 
had laid down. e trusted the House would not 
depart from a custom founded in justice and pro- 
priety—that was, to refuse to print memorials 
whenever presented, unless they came from the 
State Legislatures, or unless there was some pecu- 
liar cause for their printing. To this rule he 
knew there had been some exceptions, but he 
trusted they would not be repeated. He moved 
to lay the motion to print on the table. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, asked the yeas 
and nays on the motion. 

Mr. HENLEY said he did not like to be obliged 


to vote upon a question of this sort until 


The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman from — 


Indiana that the motion to lay on the table was 
not debatable. ý 

Mr. HENLEY appealed to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Cors] to withdraw it, to give him 
the opportunity to make some remarks. - 

Mr. COBB, in compliance with the request, 
withdrew the motion; 

Mr. HENLEY asked for the reading of the me- 


 morial before he proceeded; and it was read, as 


follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the. 
United States of America in Congress ussembled: 

The memorial of the Representatives of the Yearly Meet- 
ing of the Society of Friends for New England, respectfully 
showeth : : 

That your memorialista regard with deep regret and sor- 
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row the existence and continuance of the war hetween this 
country and Mexico. 

Weare notinsensible of the importance and responsibility 
of appearing as petitioners before the constituted authorities 
of our country; but we are constrained, under a deep sense 
of the unrighteousness and vast practical evils inseparably 
connected with war, again earnestly to solicit your serious 
attention to it. 

While your memorialista believe that all wars and fight- 
ings are contrary to the precepts and spirit of the Gospel of 
Christ, and are forbidden to Christians, they are aware that 
circumstances sometimes attend the prosecution thereof 
which may very much increase their calamities. How far 
the war in which this country is now engaged with Mexico 
partakes of such circumstances, it may not become us, in 
thus memorializing you, to decide. But, in addition to the 
many thousands of Mexicans, among whom are great num- 
bers of women and helpless children, who have fallen on 
the field of battle, or in the capture of cities, is the fearful 
fuct that the lives of thousands of our citizens have also 
been sacrificed in this strife, increasing in no small degree 
the number of the widows and the fatherless. 

Nor can we but deplore the circumstance that our own 
citizens now compose an invading army within the ac- 
knowledged territory of a neighboring nation, towards whom 
this country has heretofore been on terms of amity and 
peace. And your memorialists would entreat you, as the 
representatives of this nation, calmly to take into your se- 
rious consideration the responsibility of your present po- 
sition. 

And they earnestly desire, that in your deliberations upon 
this momentous subject, you may be directed by that wisdom 
which has for its aim the doing unto others as we would 
they should do unto us, to adopt measures for the speedy 
termination of this war; and that the retrospect of after 
days may afford to you the consolation of having discharged 
your ou to yourselves, t9 your country, and to your God. 

Signed by direction and on behalf of a meeting of the 
representatives afuresaid, held in Providence, Rhode Island, 
the 4th day of the first month, 1848. 

SAMUEL BOYCE, Clerk. 


Mr. HENLEY then said, this was not the first 
time since this war was begun that memorials of the 
same character have been presented from the same 
source. What did they ask for? They ask this 
Congress to feel sensible of the responsibility of 
the position they occupy, and to take measures for 
the speedy restoration of peace. When they come 
forward and address us in such language, Mr. H. 
understood them as charging us with not enter- 
taining that due sense of the responsibility of our 
position before the country which we ought to feel; 
and, in making this charge, Mr. H. declared that 
they charged a falsehood upon this Congress; espe- 
cially. was it a false charge with reference to that 
- particular party against which it was directed. 

Mr. H. averred that the Democratic party had 

a true appreciation of the responsibility of their 

osition, and a sincere desire for peace; and this 
intimation to the contrary was but a repetition of 
the common political slang of the day, and that 
was the character of the entire memorial. He 
“had high respect for the Society of Friends; but 
when they came here with language which was 
in the mouths of every political demagogue and 
agitator in the land, and calculated rather to retard 
and postpone peace than to accelerate it, he could 
not consent to print it. It was a slander, come 
from what quarter it might, that the Administra- 
tion or Democratic party ever desired war, if it 
could be avoided, or that they did not now desire 

ace at the earliest possible period, when it could 

e made with honor. 

He admitted that the people of the Society of 
Friends deserved all that had been claimed for 
them; that they were respectable and good citizens. 


Many of them live in his own State and district ; 


many of them were his own relatives. His con- 
nections, nearly all of them, happen to belong to 
that class of people; and he knew, and they knew, 
that they had been opposed to their country in 
every contest of arms in which she has been en- 
gazed—even in the holy contest of the Revolution 
they stood against theircountry. They may have 
. been honest; but their fault has been, that they 
have permitted their peculiar notions to override 
their love of country and all their nobler impulses 
of patriotism. This was their great fault. If they 
would have the right to charge us with fault, he 
would exercise the same right with respect to 
these Friends. 

These memorialists were praying Congress for 
peace. Not that we should negotiate a peace that 
would redound to the national honor, but to make 
peace at all hazards. They do notask you to be 
careful to maintain the integrity of the country’s 
name and character, but they ask you to make 
peace unconditionally—upon any terms. That 
was what he understood by the memorial, and for 
that additional reason he would not consent to 
print. He respected the Society of Friends as a 
people, but he had no respect for the position 


which they had uniformly occupied before the 
country, whenever the country has been engaged 
in war. 

Mr. H. had yet something further to gay in rela- 
tion to these people. Although they were all very 
honest and conscientious, yet it might be made to 
appear, that even on the subject of war, they were 
not always altogether as conscientious as they 
claim to be. It was within the knowledge of Mr. 
H. that they had voted for military chieftains for 
office, though they had formally professed to be- 
lieve such a course dangerous and immoral; and 
from this fact we had a right to infer that they 
were not much more conscientious than other peo- 
ple. He knew and admitted that all were liable to 
error; but if you scrutinize closely the Quaker 
character, it will be found to embrace a great many 
of the frailties of human nature; and among them, 
that of being inconsistent was not the least con- 
spicuous. Hf they could vote for a military chief- 
tain to sustain the cause of Federalism, they could 
as well support the war, if it were necessary to 
support the policy of the Federal party. They 
were not exempt from inconsistency in their con- 
duct, and upon a close examination it would be 
found that they had no more claims to conscien- 
tiousness and honesty than their neighbors. He 
knew that in the days of the Revolution there were 
a few of -them who joined in the contest; that in 
the late war, and in the present, there were to be 
found in that Society as true friends to the mainte- 
nance of the honor and character of the country as 
there were among any other class of people. To 
none of these were his remarks intended to apply. 
On the contrary, they had his thanks for this evi- 
dence of their patriotism—soaring above sectarian 
tenets. 

Mr. PALFREY said that he understood the 
gentleman from Indiana to say what he, (Mr. P.,) 
as a new member, could not be expected to know, 
that it was not customary to print memorials, ex- 
cept memorials of States. But legal gentlemen 
remembered the maxim as to law, manente ratione, 
manet lex—‘‘ the law lasts as long as the reason 
lasts.’? This was, or ought to be, equally true of 
the usages of the House. As long as petitions 
were actually reported upon by the committees to 
which they were referred, there might be less rea- 
son for printing them, because then they became 
known to the House and the country in another 
way. But, by various artifices, the right of peti- 
tion had become reduced almost to a nullity. So 
far had this process gone, that it was now very 
difficult so much as to present a petition to the 
House, so as to bring the prayer of the petitioners 
to the knowledge of the members and the country, 
and all the trouble which, in consequence of the 


‘strong interest in its object, had been taken in pre- 


paring it, was thus absolutely thrown away. Pe- 
tition day only occurred once a fortnight; it fell on 
the only day in the week on which the rules and 
orders could be suspended; and the recent practice 
had been to suspend the rules on that day, so as 
to afford opportunity for President-making in one 
or another form, or any other business which was 
thought important enough to justify an exclusion 
of the people from the right of presenting their 
memorials to their servants on this floor. Mr. P. 
had had petitions on hand for more than six weeks, 
from between three and four thousand ministers 
and laymen of the Unitarian denomination, besides 
others, which he had not been able yet to get an 
opportunity to present. It was no answer to him 
to say that, by another rule of the Hause, he could 
hand his petitions at any time to the Clerk to go 
to a committee. Suppose he wanted to refer a 
memorial to a select committee: certainly the Chair 
would not raise one without a vote of the House. 
Besides, Mr. P. had only spoken a public secret 
when he had said that there were petitions on sub- 
jects very interesting to their signers and to the- 
country, which, as things now stood, were doomed 
never to be heard of more, after they got into the 
hands of the standing committees of this House. 
The only chance for them to come before the 
House and before the country was by being print- 
ed. And this poor justice, at least, he should give- 
his vote to render to the highly respectable signers 
of the memorial now presented Ky his friend and 
colleague. __- 

Mr. HENLEY rose to a question of order. 

Mr. PALFREY hoped the gentleman would 
not interrupt him. He did not interrupt the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 
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Mr. HENLEY said he would interrupt the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. The pending ques- 
tion was on the motion to print. 

Mr. PALFREY said he was strictly in order. 

The SPEAKER was also understood tb decide 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts was in 
order in alluding to facts as illustrations of an ar- 
gument. 

Mr. PALFREY said he believed he could satisfy 
the gentleman from Indiana himself that he was in 
order in the remarks which he had made on the 

uestion before the House. He maintained that 
this memorial, which came from the Conference of 
Friends, ought to be printed, because in no ather 
way would it in the ordinary course of things come 
before the House. When such memorials as that 
which he held in his hand, and that presented by 
his friend—memorials. to which signatures were 
obtained with so much pains, indicating great in- 
terest in the subject—were presented to the con- 
sideration of the House, if the House would not 
allow the rules pertaining to matters of that kind 
to be carried into effect—if they. were to be buried 
in the hands of their standing committees, then he 
said it was most material and important that the 
Fiouse should print them, at least that through the 
medium of the press these petitions might be 
brought to the view of the House and of the peo- 
pleat large. It was to say this that he had risen, 
and the gentleman from Indiana would see that his 
argument was pertinent. He should vote for the 
motion to print. 

Mr. HASKELL moved the previous question. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved to lay the mo- 
tion to print the memorial on the table; which 
motion to Jay on the table was decided in the neg- 
ative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, 
Black, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, William G. Brown, Charles 
Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Chase, Franklin 
Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, Collins, Cummins, 
Daniel, Dickinson, Edsall, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, 
Fleurnoy, Fries, French, Fulton, Goggin, Green, Hammons, 
Harris, Henley, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Iverson, 
Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Kaufman, Kennon, Lahm, La Sére, Leffler, Ligon, Lord, 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, Mce- 
Lane, Mann, Miller, Morris, Morse, Nicoll, Peck, Peyton, 
Phelps, Preston, Richardson, Richey, Rockhill, Sawyer, 
Simpson, Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stark weath- 
er, Stephens, Charles E. Stuart, Thomas, Thurston, Turner, 
Venable, Wiley, and Woodward—8l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Green 
Adams, Ashmun, Blanchard, Botts, Brady, Bucknér, Canby, 
Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, 
Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Danie] Duncan, 
Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Alex- 
ander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Gayle, Gid- 
dings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, Moses 
H ımpton, Haskell, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Hous- 
ton, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
John W. Jones, Daniel P. King, William T. Lawrence, Sid- 
ney Lawrence, Levin, Lincoln, McIlvaine, Marsh, Marvin, 
Morehead, Mullin, Nelson, Newall, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pen- 
dleton, Petrie, Pollock, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, 
John A.Rockwell, Roman, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, 
Shepperd, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, 
Truman Smith, Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Tallmadge, Thi- 
bodeaux, Taylor, Tompkins, Richard W. Thompson, John B. 
Thompson, William Thompson, Toombs, Van Dyke, Vin- . 
ton, Warren, and Wilson—93. 


The House refusing to lay the motion to print 
on the table— 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and under its operation the memorial was 
ordered to be printed, by yeas and nays as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Green Adams, Ash- 
mun, Barrow, Blanchard, Botts, Brady, Buckner, Butler, 
Canby, Chapman, Clapp, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Con- 
ger, Cranston, Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, 
Donnell, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, 
Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, 
Farrelly, Fisher, Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Gott, Gregory, 
Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, Moses Hampton, Haskell, 
Henry, Elias B. Holmes, Hubbard, Hudson, Joseph R. In- 
gersoll, Irvin, Jenkins, John W. Jones, Daniel P. King, W. 
T. Lawrence, S. Lawrence, Lincoln, Mciivaine, Marsh, 
Marvin, Mullin, Nelson, Newall, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pendle- 
ton, Pollock, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. 
Rockwell, Roman, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Shep- 
perd, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Tru- 
man Smith, Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Tallmadge, Thibo- 
deaux, Taylor, Tompkins, R. W. Thompson, John B. 
Thompson, Wm. Thompson, Thurston, Toombs, Van Dyke, 
“Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, White, and Wilson—98. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkingon, Beale, Bedinger, Bingham, 
Birdsall, Black, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Wm. G. 
Brown, Charles Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Chase, Franklin 
Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobh, Collins, Cummins, 
Daniel, Dickinson, Edsall, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, 
Flournoy, Fries, French, Fulton, Goggin, Green, W. P. Hall, 
Harris, Henley, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Iverson, An- 
drew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kauf- 
man, Kennon, Lahin, La Sére, Leffler, Ligon. Lord, Lump- 
kin, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McKay, McLane, 
Mann, Miller, Morse, Nicoll, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, 
Pillabury, Preston, Richardson, Richey, Sawyer, Simpson, 
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Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Ste- 
phens, Charles E. Stuart, Thomas, James Thompson, Tur- 
ner, y enable, Williams, Wiley, and Woodward —883. 


So the memorial was ordered to be printed. 
THE LOAN BILL AND THE WAR. 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Botts, of 
Virginia, in the chair,) and proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill authorizing a loan not exceed- 
ing $18,500,000. : 

r. MARSH, who was entitled to the floor from 

A addressed the committee during his al- 
otted hour. l 

Mr. M. said that he 


BO to avail himself 
of this occasion to do w 


at he had never before 


“attempted to do in this place, viz: express his own 


opinion and that which he believed to be the opin- 
ion of a large majority of his constituents, and, 
as he hoped, of the whale American people, on 
the causes, motives, objects, and dependencies of 
the existing war with Mexico, and which would 
induce him to vote against the further prosecu- 
tion of hostilities, which, though oniy com- 
menced for defence, were obviously to be carried 
on for the purposes of conquest. The advo- 
cates of the war said, that it was now too late 
to stop, and the only question to be settled was, 
what means ought to be adopted to bring the war 
to as speedy a termination as possible, and obtain 
such a peace as should be honorable to us and just 
to our adversaries. It would be, did a state of war 
absolve us from all moral responsibilities to those 
of the human family who happened to be our en- 
emies? Mr. M. was one who never had been 
able to see the distinction between public and pri- 
vate morality, and who held that there was a broad 
distinction betweena war for the defence and main- 
tenance of existing rights and a war for the suc- 
cessful establishment of new claims. 

In judging of the propriety of prosecuting any 


War, it was material to inquire into the design and | 


purposes for which the warehad been commenced; 
otherwise, we could never know whether the war 
had accomplished its end or not. In regard to 
this war, it was unimportant to distinguish between 
its primary cause and its immediate occasion. It 
was now, he believed, pretty generally if not uni- 
versally admitted, that the primary cause of our 
war with Mexico was the annexation of Texas; 
the Sg sabe cause was certainly the advance 
of the United States army to the banks of the 
Rio Grande; but it did not therefore follow that 
the war was a necessary consequence. This 
Cabinet might be responsible for the actual exist- 
ence of the war, though its predecessor might have 
produced that state of things out of which it had 
grown. If the Administration had been guilty of 
precipitating this dire calamity upon the country, 
or if they should now refuse the terms of peace 
which were generally understood to have been of- 
fered by Mexico, they were responsible before 
God and man for all their acts.or neglects in rela- 
tion to the whole subject. 

After the fatal wound we had inflicted on the 
national honor and independence of Mexico, by 
the absorption of a revolted province, which she 
still claimed as an integral part of her empire, Mr. 
M. would not say that it had ever been possible to 
avoid a war; but, as had been well shown by his 
friend from Connecticut, (understood to refer to 
Mr. Dixon,) the Administration never had bona fide 
endeavored to avoid it by soothing the wounded 


feelings of Mexico, or doing anything to conciliate: |. 


until this were tried, they had no right to presume, 
beforehand, that she would refuse all conciliation. 
She had at any rate committed no hostile acts; the 
casus belli had not occurred when the present war 
was provoked and commenced by us. He would 
not say that the Administration had wantonly 

lunged the country into this contest, with a full 
Knowledge beforehand of its character and results; 
but this much he would say, that he had no doubt 
the President had ordered the advance of our 
troops under the hope that he might thereby goad 
Mexico into some hostile act, that would serve as 
plausible reason for a large increase of the army 
and navy, and a proportionate augmentation of 
Executive patronage; and that he calculated at the 
cost of a small war to extort from Mexico her fair- 
est provinces, thereby placing President Polk by 
the side of President Tyler, on the bad eminence 
of those who undertook to become the “ enlargers 
of the area of freedom.”’ 

But, besides all this, the Executive resolved on 


=» 


taking steps to get the Californias. ‘The surrender 
of Oregon had been predetermined, and it became 
necessary to propitiate the irritated feelings of the 
West, indignant as that high-spirited people would 
certainly be at the loss of what they all had been 
taught was their ‘* unquestionable” right. A war 
with Mexico presented itself as the readiest and 


most likely method to effect this object, by open-. 


ing to Western enterprise new regions in the South, 
in place of those which it was deemed the part of 
iscretion to surrender to the demand of Great 
Britain. i 
Mr. M. said he could not regard this war but as 
a national offence. It was against the spirit of the 
times. It was a retrograde step in the onward 
progress of civilization and humanity. It wasa 
misuse, a total perversion of our rich resources, a 
misdirection of our aims. The cultivation of the 
arts of peace, of reproduction, of multiplication, 
of creation, were now recognized on all hands as 
best suited to the genius and enterprising spirit of 
our people. To cultivate war, in preference, was 
an inversion of statesmanship unworthy of the nine- 
teenth century, and against the precepts of Chris- 
tianity. It called a great civilized and Christian 
nation to turn the ploughshare into the sword. 
The policy of this people was to increase by 
natural growth and by accretion, not to spread by 
acquisition and conquest. The very publicity that 
necessarily attended the operations of a republican 
government was utterly opposed to the policy of 
an acquisitive war, which must have been planned 
in darkness. But it was nota thing to be won- 
dered at that an Administration which was in di- 
rect hostility to the encouragement of the useful 
arts and the protection of domestic industry should 
seek to divert public attention from its selfish and 
ambitions policy by holding up the tinsel of mili- 
tary glory, and waving before the gaze of the 
people the false and meretricious splendor of for- 
eign conquest, and thus finding out a new and 
pe employment for hands which its own course 
ad taken from the industrial occupations and pur- 
suits of private life. An effort had been made to 
hide the turpitude of this war of aggression by ex- 
aggerating the wrongs we had experienced from 
the Mexicans, and the glory to be acquired by vic- 
tory over them. The South were told that the 
success of the contest would provide ample space 
for the spread and the confirmed establishment 
of slavery, and effectually dissipate the delusive 
hope with which Mr. Walker’s letter had cheated 
the Democracy of the North; while, at the same 
time, the North was encouraged by the hope that 
the Wilmot proviso would be grafted on some of 
the war bills, and would thereby practically pre- 
vent the further extension of slavery. Those who 
had clothed two nations in scarlet, and dipped their 
hands in the blood of each other, hoped to blind 
the eyes of the people of this country Y dazzling 
them with the prospect of admitting the East India 
trade into the ports of Califòrnia. 
Mr. M. said he was not the apologist of Mexi- 
co. He entertained no admiration for her charac- 
ter, nor was he disposed to deny that she had done 


‘us great wrong; and none could hope less than he 


did from a country under the double burden of 
the despotism of soldiery and the despotism of 
priests. The Mexicans were, technically, the en- 
emies of his country, and he wished for them no 
trophies erected at our expense. But, on the other 
hand, he had no sympathy with men who would 
visit the sins of aspiring and cruel leaders on the 
@oor degraded beings who were but the passive 
instruments of their tyranny and hell-born ambi- 
tion; who scorned the civic victories of peace, and 
had chaplets to bestow only on the bold and reck- 
less soldier. Mr. M. had no wish to see Mexican 
women converted into widows, and their cities 
given to the flames. He had rather his country 
would sit down in honest shame than enjoy the 
guilty glory of having, by lawless violence, spread 
her dominion over this entire continent. One 
murder made a villain, a thousand made a hero; 
but the statesman, who sat coolly down in the 
seclusion of his closet, and planned a war of party 
ambition, and the hot-headed ruler whose orders 
bathed a land in blood, were but wholesale man- 
slayers, whom no amount of carnage and destruc- 
tion could ever convert into heroes. Bonaparte, 
the greatest captain the world had seen, turned 
paa and wept, and trembled, on discovering, that 

y an order rashly given to gratify a woman with 


the sight of a battle-field, he had shortened, though 
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but for a few days, the lives of many of his faithful 
soldiers; but what compunctious visitings, what 
gracious drops of generous repentance, had this 
Administration ever exhibited at the sweeping 
slaughter in the streets of Monterey, the crushing. 
of women and children in the bombardment of 
Vera Cruz, at the pestilence of the camp, sweep- 
ing thousands into an inglorious grave, or even at 
the tears and mourning that were to be witnessed 
in the highways of this metropolis ? | 

But, while discussing the question of morals 
involved in the prosecution of this war, it would 
be well to inquire into the origin, the causa causa- 
rum, which was to be found in the annexation of 
Texas. , 

Perhaps the bare act of annexation itself, apart 
from the motives which led to it, and the means 
by which,it was effected, might not warrant a 
declaration of war on the part of Mexico. Tode- 
termine this point, it was requisite that we should 
know more than would, in all probability, be ever 
known by the present generation, touching the 
relations of Mexico to her revolted province. It 
might be urged that Texas was at the time actually 
independent; and it was possible, though the fact 
had never yet been proved, that her revolt from 
under the Mexican authority was justified, by her 
misrule and oppression; but our ground of judg- 
ment must have respect to the motives and the 
means which produced her annexation to this 
Union. The motive, the avowed motive, was to 
prevent the abolition of slavery in Texas, and to 
get more space for extending and strengthening 
that institution. The annexation was held to be 
necessary to the security of the slaveholder; it was 
indispensable, in order to the securing of his rights 
as guarantied by the Constitution; and the infer- 
ence drawn from these premises was, that there- 
fore the General Government was bound to aid in 
the project. It was true that a timid suggestion 
had been added as to the probable loss of a great 
market for northern manufactures; and a humbug 
was gotten up about Texas being necessary-to the 
Union, as a means of strengthening the defences 
of an exposed frontier; and, as a make-weight, 
there had been thrown in an sl aaa of the 
power of British influences which would be ex- 
erted there, should annexation not be effected; but 
he passed all these considerations, because, though 
they might possibly be successful in gulling such 
persons as had been simple enough to give cre- 
dence to the Kane letter, assuring them that Mr. 
Polk was a great friend to protecting domestic in- 
dustry, yet it was perfectly notorious that they 
never had availed to influence a single vote in Con- 
gress. Congress had had before it the naked 
question, as a southern question—as the question 
of slavery. The question before them had been, 
whether this General Government was or was not 
called upon to support and strengthen that institu- 
tion, by giving it space for a greater extension? 
Up to that time, it had always been contended by 
the South, and generally admitted by the North, 
that. the General Government had no jurisdiction 
as to slavery; but, as had been well said by an- 
other, in their over-heated zeal, the friends of an- 
nexation conceded a principle which the abolition- 
ists had not been slow to take advantage of, viz: 
that Congress had the right of legislation on a sub- 
ject which had hitherto been confined exclusively 
to the legislative power of the States. 

Mr. M. said he should not now undertake to 
discuss the subject of slavery either as a Christian 
or an unchristian institution. He had formed an 
opinion on that subject which remained unchanged, 
in spite of the theological argument which had 
been made on this floor, and the proofs in its favor 
which had then been adduced from holy writ, and 
which, if certain indications and intimations were 
worthy of confidence, were soon to be repeated 
again in that House; but it was of the highest im- 
portance to remember, and the fact ought never to 
be forgotten, that the leading motive of those in 
authority in getting up this war with Mexico was 
the perpetuation of slavery. _ f 

However wrong the motive of the war might 
have been, there was yet. more of crime in the 
means used in bringing it to pass. Whoever 
wished to read the blackest page in American his- 
tory should ferret out the secret intrigues, the hid- 
den unacknowledged plans and insidious deceptive 
efforts to excite the nation and get it up to the war 
pitch, in order to use that powerful feeling to effect 
certain predetermined party objects. He pught to 
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dive into the recesses of that Machiavelian policy 
which held out different baits to different portions 
of the country; that, by combining the action of 
many discordant elements and applying it in one 
direction, annexation might be Sree ea in spite 
of the North. He should watch and see how that 
-contemptible faction long continued to swing back- 
ward and forward between the remonstrances of 
conscience and party interest, till they were at last 
fixed by means which proved irresistible. He 
should take pains to learn what votes had been 
dictated by craven fear, and what by damnable 
corruption. : 

But the conduct of those who had been the most 

unscrupulous in plotting to effect annexation was 
less enormous in atrocity than that of their north- 
ern allies, who had excused their votes for annex- 
ation under the salvo of the ‘ Wilmot proviso,” or 
the “ Brinkerhoff proviso,’’ according to others. 
I? they chose to go to loggerheads with each other 
about the name, let them do so, and keep at it as 
long as they liked. Mr. M. was willing to vote in 
support of that war. Whether it was the Brinker- 
hoff or the Wilmot proviso, it was the boldest 
experiment that ever had been tried on the credu- 
lity of the American people; but now that that 
humbug had utterly failed to accomplish either of 
the objects for which it was gotten up, he should 
nôt be surprised if those who had been the loudest 
and most clamorous in its favor should prove to 
be the very first to listen to the voice of tempta- 
tion from high places. 
. He knew that there were some Democrats who 
had voted for that measure, who were men of 
honor and integrity, and had been actuated by an 
honest regard for the good of the people; but others 
had been tempted to concur in the measure asa 
means of testifying the regret they felt at having 
voted for annexation. But the great mass were of 
a far different description. Some were actuated by 
a propelling force operating at home; others for 
the sake of disposing of an obnoxious western 
candidate for the Presidency, who had committed 
himself by a vote in the Senate, while their north- 
ern candidate lay snugly perdu, and escaped the 
responsibility. If the same western gentleman 
should be a candidate, his noisiest advocates would 
find—[but what it was they would find the reporter 
failed to hear.] In March, that proviso had been 
defeated by five votes, after having been previously 
carried by nine. The Administration succeeded 
in its defeat by using only five votes; had more 
been necessary, they could have had fifty. [Voices: 
«That is a fact.’’] But because an election was 
approaching in New Hampshire, and another in 
Connecticut, and something else was coming on in 
Maine, a dispensation was granted for this one 
time to northern friends of the Administration, and 
they were allowed as an act of grace to vote for 
the proviso, for this time. 

Mr. M. said he was not very well acquainted 
with the present feelings of southern gentlemen on 
the subject of annexation, but he believed that they 
began to discover that it was not quite that El Do- 
rado they had ‘imagined; that it had involved us in 
a war, and had had the effect of exciting among 
our people a lust of land that had led and was 
still urging us on to the commission of all sorts of 
crimes. In the North, it had raised a tempest 
before which the Administration_began to quail; 
and even some clear-headed men in the South 
itself began to doubt the wisdom of the step they 
had taken, and were fain to be content to veil the 
effulgence of the “‘ lone star,” by accomplishing a 
peace with Mexico. 

The only remedy for the evils we endure was 
a just and honorable peace. But what was an hon- 
orable peace? No peace could be honorable to us, 
that was not at the same time honorable to Mexi- 
co. There was no honor for the strongest party 
in a contest in bringing it to an end, unless he had 
regard to the honor of the weaker party also. It 
was said Mexico was largely indebted to us, and 
we must insist upon full payment of the demand. 
Was Mexico indebted to us for secretly fomenting 
rebellion in one of her provinces? Did she owe 

“us for our taking forcible possession of territory 
she claimed as hers, and which our own Senate 
had solemnly voted to be hers? Did she owe us for 
slaughtering her unoffending citizens; for the cap- 
ture of the castle of San Juan de Ulua; for the 
bombardment of Vera Cruz; for the capture of her 
ancient capital, or for the disgrace and dispersion 
of her Government? What, in fact, did she owe 


us but the debts due to our private citizens for 
depredations committed on their property? And 
who could doubt that these she was willing and 
anxious to pay? 

But, on the other hand, had it never been de- 
clared here that we owed Mexico for the loss of 
her province of Texas? Nay, had no intimation 
been made to Mexico herself to that effect? Who 
was prepared, who was able to strike the balance, 
and to show the amount due from us? Our citi- 
zens claimed some three millions for indemnities; 
could any one show that the compensation we 
owed Mexico was not twice or three times three 
millions? 

Gentlemen repudiated all idea of acquisition of 
territory by conquest. All they asked was, that 
we should get California and New Mexico as an 
indemnity to the United States for the charges of 
this war. Mr. M. insisted there was no excuse 
for the war on the plea of indemnity. Texas alone 
was indemnity enough. That alone was more than 
enough. A compulsory treaty to pay us for the 
war would be dishonorable to Mexico. and doubly 
dishonorable to ourselves. And the President and 
the Administration were now ready to buy what 
before was to have been obtained by conquest. 

It ought never to be forgotten. that the strength 
of a nation was not measured by the strength of 
her army or navy, or by the splendor of its gov- 
ernment. A splendid government was not the 
object in the view of our fathers when they framed 
the Constitution. Would any gentleman main- 
tain that the little Republic of San Marino was less 
happy than the great States of Europe, or that the 
Duchy of Tuscany was less happily administered 
than if it were under the splendid sceptre of Met- 
ternich? Did gentlemen forget that the quiet, un- 
pretending Norway was at this day the freest 
country in Europe? It was not military strength 
which enabled a country to resist the invasion of 
their liberties. Great fleets and armies, on the 
contrary, wére themselves means of Executive pa- 
tronage. They were a concentrated embodiment 
of Executive power, while the resistance of that 
power was enfeebled from its being scattered. In 
small republics the distribution of power among 
different departments tended to the preservation of 
liberty; but in large republics the reverse was 
true. The States had no fleets, no regular armies; 
and though the militia, even of one State, might 
defy the armies of the Federal Government to 
arms, yet those armies might nevertheless enable 
an ambitious and unprincipled President to subvert 
the liberty of his country. So it had happened in 
the case of Rome; the legions which had been 
raised for the protection of the frontier had fixed a 
Dictator on the throne. And so it seemed not im- 
possible it should happen again. What had we 
lately seen? The legions of Pennsylvania had voted 
in Mexico. The ballot-box was carried with them 
as apiece of camp furniture, and a military com- 
mander issued his order for the holding of an elec- 
tion for civil officers! 

When a country possessed a genial soil and 
climate, capable of sustaining human life by mod- 
erate industry, and of furnishing the materials of a 
profitable commerce, and ofsupplying its population 
with ample means of resisting invasion from with- 
out, and when its position as a nation was recog- 
nized and respected by the family of nations around 
it, that nation was in possession of all the condi- 
tions of national prosperity. To it nothing eould 
be gained by a war for path Now, the Unitel 
States had reached this point long ago. He was 
of opinion that our original limits were amply suf- 
ficient to secure to us all these advantages. And 
he often felt inclined to doubt whether it had not 
been better for us had we remained to this day 
within those limits. Our territory was then equal 
to the kingdom of most European monarchs; it was 
inviolable by any foreign Power; it supplied us 
with a vast and growing commerce: what more 
did we need? Mr. M. would not dispute the wis- 
dom of acquiring Florida and Eastern Louisiana, 
because that seemed to be needful to furnish a de- 

ôt for western commerce: but he did riot see 
how our condition could be improved now by any 
new acquisitions. He could not perceive how the 
value of southern land would be increased, or the 

rice of Genesee flour raised, by our getting New 
Mexico; or how the merchants of Boston, and 
New York, and Philadelphia, and Baltimore, and 
Charleston, would be enriched by having the seat 
of the China trade transferred to the bay of San 


Francisco. We surely needed no more fafd than 
we now had, either for ‘population, commerce, or 
defence; and he was not willing to wage a guilty 
war for the benefit of posterity. 

Mr. M. confessed, moreover, that he was a good 
deal skeptical as to the very florid descriptions 
which were given us of the regions of California 
and Oregon: but if they were all that some repre- 
sented them to be in fertility of soil and natural 
advantages of every kind, they would soon become 
able to set up an independent government for them- 
selves. Those countries were rapidly filling up 
by a ponn aaan from the midst of ourselyes: they 
would naturally sympathize with our forms of 
government; but there could be no common integ- 
est between them and us; and the time must soon 
come when the temporary bonds which might unite 
them to this Republic must be severed. And was 
it worth all the blood and treasure of this war to 
obtain such an acquisition as that? But, even 
should the acquisition of territory be permanent, 
where was the a that it would be of any ad- 
vantage to us? The advantage was not to be found 
in their natural productions: for all admitted that 
they would not sustain a dense population: they 
were adapted only for the residence of a people in 
the lowest stage of civilization, in the semi-barbar- 
ous or pastoral stage. The population was mixed, 
heterogeneous, and different from us in language, 
laws, religion, and customs. The experience of 
years had proved that they were unable to govern 
themselves: they were too ignorant to appreciate 
the value and blessings of free government,’or to 
a it even when it should be set up among 
them. 

But how was this war to be carried on? Did 
the Administration really presume that the North 
would be weak enough to bear the expenses of a 
war undertaken and prosecuted exclusively to pro- 
mote the interests of the South? The annexation 
of Texas, by bringing two new votes into the Sen- 
ate, had enabled the South to depreciate the indus- 
try of the North, and deprive it of the national pro- 
tection; and now the same political aspirants, after 
having done this, and plunged the country in a 
war, called upon the North to pay the expenses of 
thewhole movement. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury proposed to tax tea and coffee; others proposed 
to tax.al] the articles on the free list; others to tax 
bank stock and gold and silver vessels. Disguise 
the scheme as they might, it was all intended to 
shift the burden of this war, undertaken for south- 
ern interests, upon the shoulders of the North. 
Would southern gentlemen tell him what amount — 
of bank stock was owned by the three or four mil- 
lions of our southern slaves? What amount of. 
costly jewelry adorned their persons or their dress? 
Or what golden goblets or silver plate were usually 
employed by them at their meals? 

Mr. M. here warned these gentlemen that none 
of these schemes to tax one part of the country to 
pay for a war to benefit the other part of it would 
ever succeed. Those who commenced and were 
desirous of protracting the war ought to bear its 
burdens, and would have to bear them. 

It had been very flatteringly said here that the 
people were too patriotic to refuse taxation for the 
support of the war. Well, and if they were, were 
gentlemen here ready to tax them according to the 
provisions and original intent of the Constitution— 
that was, in proportion to representation? If any 
northern man should vote to tax the slaves who 
were represented on that floor, what southern man 
would vote for the bill? It had been said by a gen- 
tleman here that no direct taxation wauld be needed. 
Mr. M. was not of that opinion. We never should 
get ata knowledge of the whole expenses of this 
war; but looking at the various sources of expend- 
iture while the war continued, and at the long train 
of claims that would follow it, it would be found 
that the estimate made by a distinguished gentle- 
man at the other end of the Capitol was not an 
extravagant one. ; 

The population of Mexico at this time was three 
times in amount what ours had been at the Revo- 
lution; nor were they divided, as we had been, by 
doubts as to the soundness of our cause; nota 
doubt was felt in any breast, but they were all 
united as one man in the defence of their country 
and their religion. Now, if Great Britain, after 
an eight years’ contest, was content to withdraw 
her fleets and armies, and sacrifice every point for 
which she had gone to war with us, at what ex- 
pense should we in the end be willing to withdraw 
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from Mexico and sign a peace, giving all we were | 
willing to ask and she to give? - 

Mr. M. said that he had thus briefly assigned 
some of the reasons against the acquisition of new 
territory; and he thought that it was possible, by 
a union of good men throughout the country, to 
avert this dismemberment of Mexico. Let them 
insist on a peace that should be short of any dis- 
-memberment of Mexican territory; let them refuse 
to sustain any longer a war for conquest; and say 
that the} were ready to settle upon the terms offer- 
ed at the commencement of the struggle. 

There was another consideration which ought to 
have commanding weight with all who loved their 
country. The moment we should acquire any 
new territory at the South, the flames of the old 
Missouri question would break forth anew, and 
burn more fiercely than before. The very moment 
such a treaty came into the Senate, the northern 
States would at once say that there must be a re- 
striction against the admission of slavery. The 
South would rise up and sty, we never will con- 
sent to any such restriction; itisan outrage on our 
rights. And thus the new provinces would only 
be a thing to quarrel over, but never to enjoy. 

Mr. M. said he had admired the firmness of 
southern gentlemen on the Oregon question; that 
inflexible firmness saved us from a war with 
England, which seemed otherwise inevitable. It 
compelled the Administration to settle a very 
difficult and embarrassing question in a manner 
w was now shown to be wise and satisfactory 
to all. 

It was contended that the passage of the supply 
bill, in May, 1846, was a committal of all who 
voted for it to the support of the war. This, to 
say the least, was not very ingenuous. The first 
bill, as reported, contained no declaration of war, 
nor any assertion that war existed by the act of 
Mexico; that declaration was foisted in by an 
amendment when but two hours of debate remain- 
ed, and no Whig was suffered to get the floor to 
oppose it; and the bill finally passed under the 
previous question. 

Nothing at that time was known of the vic- 
tories of Taylor at Palo Alto or Resaca; every- 
body supposed our army to be in a most perilous 
“predicament, and that, if not reinforced, it must 
ultimately be cut off. War doubtless existed; and 
it was our duty to rescue the little band of brave 
men who were in such peril. Could they refuse 
this, although the preamble was forced upon them 
by an inflexible majority? Most of them thought 
not. They saw the snare which had been prepared 
for them; they were forced either to seem to sanc- 
tion the war, or to encounter popular indignation 
by refusing supplies; and they resorted to the only 
mode left them of foiling the base stratagem of 
their opponents. Perhaps they had been in error; 
perhaps they should have known better the valor 
of our noble little army; but, if they erred then, 
it would be doubly an error now, after the open 
avowal which had been made of the iniquitous 
oes for which the war was carried on. 

here were particular reasons against granting 
the new regiments asked by the Executive. The 
report from the War Department stated that the 
regiments already in Mexico were not filled. The 
President should first fill these ranks before he 
asked for new ones. But the policy was too ob- 
vious to be hid. New regiments opened doors for 
new patronage. Loaves and fishes were thus put 
at the disposal of the President wherewith to re- 
ward partisans. And if these regiments should be 
raised, did any one expect that the command of 
_ them would be given to men of military experience? 
If you wanted to know who were to get the epau- 
lettes, only look at the hungry expectants who were 
flocking up like cormorants and whooping like 
empty-bellied wolves at the heels of power. He 
knew there were some most honorable exceptions; 
but look at the mass of them who now elbowed 
you on the avenues to the War Office. Whisker- 
ed coxcombs, microscopic Orlandos, bustling man- 
akins, fellows whose very eye seemed to cry out, 
‘s Fee-fan-fum, I smell the blood of a Mexican, 
alive or dead, I will have some.” [Loud laugh- 
ter.] Mr. M. was almost ready to ery with the 
prince in the play— 
« Mine eyes are out, 
With the fierce looks ofall these hloody men.”? 

He referred to the gross injustice that had been 
done to the bravest officers of the regular army. 
Not only had they been treated with studied neg- 


lect, but a strenuous effort was made to deprive 
them øf the credit they had so dearly earned, and 
to ascribe to the mere animal courage of volunteers 
what was due to the skill and science of the edu- 
cated gentlemen of the army. He did not deny 
the valor and patriotism of the volunteers. Ameri- 
cans had often proved their possession of these 
virtues on many a hard-fought field, when annex- 
ing Mexico was never heard of. But what ex- 
cited the loud commendations of intelligent military 
men of other nations, was the skillful strategical 
movements, the scientific combinations, and judi- 
cious ordering of the field, which had guided the 
valor of the army to such illustrious victories. 
This was owing to the military education enjoyed 
by the leading officers. But this was decried; and 
an effort would, lie doubted not, yet be renewed to 
prostrate the military school, and make the com- 
mands in our army mere rewards of partisan ser- 
vices; and the road to military preferment would 
be found in political subserviency and a staunch 
adherence to party mandates. 

Mr. M. was referring to the studied absence of 
Executive commendation of the merits of those 
who had effected the noblest exploits of valor and 
skill, when his hour expired, and he resumed his 
Seat. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said: I am aware, 
Mr. Chairman, that I am to speak under many 
disadvantages. The committee have manifestly 
grown weary of this discussion; and nothing less 
than such a speech as that with which we have 
been entertained by the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. Marsu] will now interest them. The speech 
was beautiful in its conception, and chaste in its 
delivery; and though, to my mind, illogical in its 
deductions, and erroneous in its conclusions, it 
arrested the profound attention of the committee. 
If I had selected my own position, I should not 
have chosen to follow such a speech, it not being 
my purpose to reply to it. The difficulty in ob- 
taining the floor has imposed on me the necessit 
of speaking when I am permitted, and not when 
desired to do so. 

The opinions of my constituents constitute a 
part of the grand aggregate of public sentiment in 
regard to the Mexican war; and both they and 
their representative .have a -reasonable anxiety 
that these opinions may be included when the 
general account current with public opinion comes 
to be made up on this subject. 

We believe the war to have been just and con- 
stitutional in its commencement; that it has been 
vigorously prosecuted thus far, for wise and proper 
ends; and that it should be so prosecuted, until 
we have the amplest reparation for past wrongs, 
and the fullest security that our rights as a nation 
are to be respected in future. To this end, we 
are prepared to vote such number of troops, and 
such additional sums of money as, in the judgment 
of the commander-in-chief, may be necessary to 
attain these objects. , 

The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Marsu] has 
said that the annexation of Texas was the cause 
of the war, and I agree with him. War, he says, 
was not the necessary result of annexation, and 
again I agree with him. It was no just cause of 
complaint with Mexico, that we annexed Texas to 
the United States. This,to my mind, is clear; and 

et, if we had not had annexation, we should have 

ad no war. Mexico may have destroyed our 
property, murdered our people, insulted our flag, 
amd violated her treaty stipulations, as she had 
done for many long years, and such is our love of 
peace, that we would have borne it all with pa- 
tience, and waited for reparation on the-tedious 

rocess of negotiation with a nation proverbial for 
bene slow in making treaties, and swift to violate 
them after they are made. But when Mexico came 
upon our soil, inal] the panoply of war, burning 
our houses, plundering and murdering our people 
before our face, threatening desolation to the coun- 
try, and menacing our little army with a total 
overthrow, we began at last to think of war. The 
old leaven of 1776 began to work—the spirit of 
1812, which had been dormant for more than thirty 
years, awoke from its slumbers; still we only 
thought of war. Mexico threatened, but we looked 
for peace. Point Isabel had been set on fire, Cross 
was murdered, Thotnton and his command were 
captured and borne off in triumph, and yet we had 
no war. A Mexican army threatened to attack 
General Taylor in his camp, and yet war lingered 
in the lap of peace. At length, a Mexican general, 


ED 


at the head of a Mexican army, boldly threw him- 
self across the path of our forces, and hurling 
defiance in their teeth, disputed their march at the 
mouth of the cannon. Two bloody conflicts (in 
both of which, Mexico, true to her national in- 
stincta, fired the first gun, and made the first retreat) 
were the consequences. And afterall this, we are 
told that we commenced the war. 

The President, it is said, commenced the war 
by ordering the army into Mexico, and by his 
subsequent ‘* unnecessary and unconstitutional?’ 
orders to General Taylor to advance and take a 
position on the Rio Grande. Let us examine 
these orders, their dates, their contents, and the 
circumstances under which they were issued—not 
as partisans, intent on gaining advantage for the 
one or the other party, but as patriots, as the rep- 
resentatives of a free people, Who love justice as 
much as they love their country. But before we 
do this, let us examine into the history of that 
Texas, the annexation of which produced the war, 
to the end that we may fully appreciate the justice 
of the complaint urged with so mach vehemence 
and ill blood by Mexico against it. Having ad- 
mitted that the annexation (however unjustly 
made so) was the cause of the war, I should 
fail in doing justice to the President, improperly 
charged as he is, by a vote of this House, with 
bringing the country Into a state of war * unneces- 
sarily and unconstitutionally,’’ if I did not note 
the precise agency which he had in the transac- 
tion. As a private citizen he gave his opinion in 
favor of it, as did hundreds of thousands alt over 
the Union. I shall not pause to inquire how far 
his views may have influenced his countrymen, or 
to what extent an expression of them influenced 
his fellow-citizens, in calling him from private life 


to preside over the destinies of this great nation’ . 


The conviction has taken deep root in the public 
mind, that the expression of opinions adverse to 
those of Mr. Polk defeated the nomination to the 
Presidency of one distinguished man before a 
convention of his party, and the election of another 
by the people. From all of which, Ihave concluded 
that Mr. Polk did not lead, but followed public 
sentiment on this subject. The sin of the Presi- 
dent is not (if I am right in this) that he led, but 
that he followed, his countrymen into a false posi- 
tion, if false it was. The responsibility rests, 
therefore, where I hope responsibility in this coun- 
try may always rest on all questions of vital in- 
terest, with the people—the people who demanded 
annexation—the people who never did and never 
will shirk the responsibility of their own act—the 
people who will, if permitted, fight out this war to 
a speedy and honorable issue—the people who 
wil supply all the means, both in men and money, 
and in the end, in defiance of opposition here or 
elsewhere, demand and obtain just and honorable 
terms of Mexico. They will settle their accounts 
in their own way, not only with Mexico, but with 
their representatives here, meting out justice to 
whom it is due. 

Annexation, I have said, was no just cause of 
war. [In this I but concur in opinion with the elo- 
quent gentleman who preceded me. Iam glad, 
too, to find myself sustained in this by another of 
New England’s sons—a man to whom I kriow 
many thousands of his countrymen look for coun- 
sel, and on whose accents they hang as upon the 
words of inspiration—a man who not only a bag 
but thinks fora large number of people, who do 
their thinking, as princes sometimes do their woo- 
ing, by proxy. Mr. Webster is reported to have 
said, in a late speech on this subject: ‘‘ And I 
‘go further: I say that, in my judgment, after 
‘ the events of 1836 and the battle of San Jacinto, 
‘ Mexico had no reason to regard Texas as one of 
‘her provinces. She had no power in Texas; but 
‘it was entirely at the disposition of those who 
‘lived in it. They made a Government for them- 
‘selves. This country acknowledged that Gov- 
‘ernment, foreign States acknowledged that Gov- 
‘ernment; and I think, in fairness and honesty, 
‘we must admit, that in 1840, °41, 42, and °43, 
‘Texas was an independent State among the 
‘States of the earth. [ do not admit, therefore, 
‘that it was any just ground of complaint on the 
‘part of Mexico that the United States annexed 
‘ Texas to themselves.” 

Let us now, Mr. Chairman, look to the record, 
and see how far it justifies these conclusions. 
What was Texas at the period of annexation? A 
sovereign and independent republic. History so 
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records her. The nations of the earth had so ac- 
knowledged her.‘ She won her independence, as 


. we won ours, on the battle-field. She maintained 


it, as we maintained ours, by the energy, the valor, 
the indomitable courage; of her people. We ac- 
knowledged her independence, as other nations 
had acknowledged ours—as we and others had ac- 
knowledged the independence of Mexico herself. 
We did not consult Spain when we acknowledged 
the independence of Mexico; nor did we think it 
necessary to consult Mexico when Texas asked 
to be recognized as independent of her lawless 
tyranny. ¥ ee 
Texas, thus independent, asked admission into 
our Union. She presented the sublime spectacle of 
an independent republic, asking to blot out her 


. separate nationality, and to- merge her political 


existence into that of a sister republic; that the 
flac of this Union, with the addition of another 
star, might be permitted to float over the people 
and the territory of two nations united into one. 
The politicians raised their voices against it, but 
the people said it should be done, and it was done— 
Vox populi. 

hat Texas was it that was thus annexed to 
the United States? It was that country which we 
had acquired from France in 1803—which we 
ceded to Spain in 1819—which never did belong of 
right to Mexico—which Houston and his brave 
compatriots wrested from tyranny and misrule on 
the plains of San Jacinto, and over which they 
extênded, and continued for eight years to main- 
tain, both civil and military jurisdiction. It was 
the country lying between the Sabine and the Rio 
Grande; and we have the concurrent testimony of 
living witnesses, who have come down to us from 
another generation, that history is right. Mr. 
Clay and John Quincy Adams are these wit- 
nesses. 

It is now said, that Mexico, in fixing the bound- 
ary between the departments of Texas and Tam- 
aulipas blotted out the old landmarks as recog- 
nized in the treaties of 1803 and 1819, and appointed 
the Nueces as the dividing line. This may be so, 
or it may not. I have tolerable evidence that it is 
not. I neither admit nor deny the truth of the 
assertion; therefore content myself with saying, 


- that without stronger evidence than I have yet 


seen, | must adhere to a conviction long enter- 
tained, that the Nueces never was the boundary 
between Texas and Tamaulipas by any law of 
Mexico, properly so considered. But this is wholly 
immaterial. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
leita | took the correct view of this subject, 
and I am happy to have his concurrence on one 
oint, and to commend his” views to his party. 

exas, says the gentleman, extended as far west 
as the people of that country established and 
maintained their authority, and this I shall démon- 
strate was to the Rio Grande. The first Texan 
Congress that assembled after the battle of San 
Jacinto defined the western boundary by the Rio 
Grande. When we and other nations acknowl- 
edged her independence, this was her boundary, as 
defined by herself; we acknowledged her jurisdic- 
tion over the whole country without restriction or 
limitation. Texas laid off counties in the country 
between the Nueces and the Rio Grande, and these 
counties were represented when, as a State, she 
asked admission into the Union. She declares all 
her laws, not inconsistent with the annexation 
resolutions nor with the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, to be still in force. Now, was there 
anything either in our Constitution or in the reso- 
lutions of annexation not perfectly consistent with 
this law defining the western boundary of Texas 
by the Rio Grande? Nothing, sir. The question 
of boundary, by the resolutions, was to be finally 
settled, so far as the United States and Mexico 
were concerned, by negotiation; and until our Gov- 
ernment, bY virtue of the power thus reserved 
over the question, concluded this negotiation, the 
laws of Texas, by the terms of the compact, 
remamed in force. But further than this, Texas, 
by her constitution as a State of this Union, de- 
fines the counties of Bexar and San Patricio, 
as in senatorial districts. ‘These counties lie, in 
whole or in part, between the Rio Grande and 
the Nueces. The United States admitted her as a 
member of the Confederacy, knowing that she 
had fixed her western boundary at the Rio Grande, 
and approved her constitution defining the sena- 
orial district I have just mentioned. Not a court 
or thè transaction of business was held in that 


country, save under Texan laws. Texas, then, 
established and maintained her civil jurisdiction 
over the country. In a military point of view, 
how did she stand? Whenever Mexico, by her 
predatory invaders, crossed the Rio Grande, she 
commenced killing and destroying, showing that 
she was among enemies. Surely she would not 
thus prey upon her own people; and Texas, when 
she drove out the invaders, always pursued them 
to the Rio Grande; and she drove them out as 
often as they came in. Thus, I think, her mili- 
tary authority over the country is made complete. 

hen the United States admitted Texas into the 
Union, it was with a full knowledge that she had 
defined her western boundary by the Rio Grande; 
that she had maintained that boundary by her 
civil and military authority. We accepted her 
constitution, establishing, as it did, a senatorial 
district west of the Nueces, and extending to the 
Rio Grande. We did more than this, in declaring 
Corpus Christi a port for the collection of duties. 
We established a post office there, and another at 
Point Isabel; we established post routes in the 
country. Thus, in every form in which the ques- 
tion may be viewed, whether in regard to the 
legislation of Texas, or of our own Congress, the 
country*between the Nueces and the Rio Grande 
has been recognized as within the limits of Texas. 
Congress, in times of peace, has never assumed 
the right to collect duties, and to establish post 
offices and post roads in Mexico; and by this ver 
act of legislation, we have proclaimed to the Presi- 
dent and to the world, that the jurisdiction of the 
United States has been extended to all the country 
between these two rivers. Under these circum- 
Stances,-what was the President’s manifest duty? 
To abandon a country, thus recognized as within 
the rightful limits of a member of the Union, and 
therefore under the ægis of national protection ?— 
to give it up to Mexican rapacity, suffer our 
custom-house to be burnt, our post offices destroy- 
ed, our mail-carriers killed or taken prisoners?—the 
houses of our citizens destroyed, and themselves 
and families butchered or driven from the country? 
Had he done this, his present revilers would, with 
justice, have heaped mountains of abuse on him. 
The whole country would have risen up against 
him, and he would indeed Rave been buried so 
deep beneath the curses of his countrymen, ** that 
the arm of resurrection never would have reached 
him!”? 

What, again let me ask, was the President’s 
manifest duty? To settle the question of boundary 
by negotiation, as the annexation resolutions had 
provided; and, until this was done, to hold peace- 
able possession of all the territory within the right- 
ful limits of Texas, and, if needs be, to repel any 
hostile invasion of tt from Mexico or elsewhere. 

For a more perfect understanding of the Presi- 
dent’s course, let us consider the temper in which 
Mexico received an intimation that Texas was 
about to be annexed. As early as 1843, (when 
Mr. Webster thinks Mexico had no just claim 
on Texas,) her Minister of Foreign Affairs thus 
writes to Mr. Thompson, our minister resident in 
Mexico: 

‘¢ The Mexican Government will consider equivalent to a 
declaration of war against the Mexican Republic the passage 
of an act for the incorporation of Texas with the United 
States; the certainty of the fact being sufficient for the proc- 
laination of war, leaving it to the civilized world to determine 


with regard to the justice of the cause of the Mexican nation 
in a struggle which it has been fo far from provoking.?? 
@ 


o 

Mexico continued to threaten, and our people 
became more resolute on the question of annex- 
ation—very properly determining to do what they 
had a right to do in defiance of Mexican threats or 
Mexican arms. When the voice of the people 
had triumphed over the voice of the politicians, and 
when, in obedience to the popular mandate, the 
annexation resolutions d both Houses of Con- 
gress, what course did Mexico pursue? Her min- 
ister resident here, addressed to Mr. Calhoun, then 
Secretary of State of the United States, a formal 
protest against this consummation of the will of 
our people. From this protest I submit an ex- 
tract. After assigning what he is pleased to term 
reasons against the annexation, General Almonte 
proceeds? 

« For these reasons, the undersigned, in compliance with 
his instructions, finds himself required to protest—as he 
does in fact protest—in the most solemn manner, in the 
name of his Government, against the law passed on the 28th 
of the last month by the general Congress of the United 


States, and approved on the first of the present month by the 
President of these States, whereby the provincë of Texas, 


an integrant portion of the Mexican territory, is agreed and 
admitted [se consiente y admite] into the American Union. 
The undersigned, moreover, protests, in the name of his 
Government, that the said law can in nowise invalidate the 
rights on which Mexico relies to recover the above-men- 
tioned province of Texas, of which she now sees herself 
unjustly despoiled; and that she will maintain and aphold 
those rights at all times, by every means which may be in 
her power.” ` : i 


Now, sir, what have we here? The Mexican 
protest against the anńexation of Texas—* The 
province of Texas, an integral portion of the Mexican 
territory.” ‘The bold Mexican scorns to speak of 
a divided province or territories in dispute. He 
had heard of the “ fifty-four-forties,” and he be- 
came in spivit one of them. He went for the whole 
or none. And what was the threat distinctly put 
forth in the minister’s protest? That Mexico will 
uphold her right to Texas at all times, and by etery 
means which may be in her power. What means are 
here alluded to? She had threatened war if Texas 
was annexed. The people of the United States 
spurned the threat; and after the annexation is 
consummated, Mexico says she will use all the 
means in her power ‘to recover the province of 
which she sees herself unjustly despoiled.” These 
means were armies, equipped for action—they 
could be nothing else. After this petulant ex- 
hibition of the Mexican minister, he received his 
passports at his own request, and left the country; 


-and what followed? Every gale that swept from 


the south bore upon its wings some note of prep- 
aration in Mexico to invade Texas. Her embattled 
hosts were congregating from her hills and her 
valleys. At every step she uttered war, and nota 
breath escaped her that did not carry with it the 
taint of her deep and damning hate of our countr 
and our laws. Look at all this, and answer me, if 
the President would not have been grossly derelict 
in his duty if he had not been warned? Would he 
not have betrayed the confidence of a generous 
people if he had not prepared to meet this ap- 
pcscumis crisis? Nor was the President left to 

is own conjectures and the warnings which Mex- 
ico had given from time to time of her hostile in- 
tentions. The Texan Secretary of State appealed 
to the United States, through her minister, (Mr. 
Donelson,) for protection to his country against 
Mexican vengeance,—a modest appeal, sent up by 
a young sister not yet in the full bloom of woman- 
hood, to be protected against the infernal lusts of 
an infuriated monster. How should such an ap- 
peal have been answered? How was it answered? 
By sending our eagles to hover around and protect 
the young State. And who shall say it was wrong? 
Where are the men that dare stand up before the 
American people, and tell them, that after Texas 
was annexed by their order, the President ouzht 
to have given her over to the merciless spoliations 
of Mexico? There they sit, sir, on the opposite 
side of this Hall; the men who, in full view of 
all the facts, have soiled the Journals of this House 
with a charge that the President involved us in an 
‘“ unnecessary and unconstitutional war’’—a war 
commenced, as Mexico herself declared, ‘‘to re- 
cover the province of Texas, of which she saw 
herself unjustly despoiled.” 

Gentlemen, when closely pressed, admit that the 
army might rightfully have been sent to Corpus 
Christi. How dare they deny it? Congress had 
declared it an American port for the collection of 
duties, and had otherwise legislated in regard to 
it. And where, sir, is Corpus Christi? West 
of the Nueces, by a parallel line, several miles, 
and in that very territory which gentlemen how 


claim as disputed territory. American Senators . 


and Representatives have set up for Mexico a 
boundary which she never did, until prompted to 
it by them, set up for herself. They claim the 


Nueces as her boundary, and we for our own coun- - 


try claim the Rio Grande. Now, you admit that 
our armies might rightfully cross the boundary 
claimed by you for Mexico, and yet you say that 
they could not, ‘‘ lawfully and constitutionally,” 
penetrate as far west as our boundary. Will some 
gentleman oblige me by pointing out an inter- 
mediate stopping point—some place at which our 


army might halt without.a violation of the rights ` 


of Mexico or our own ‘ Constitution.” ` Until 
this is done, I must indulge the opinion, that by the 
same right that they crossed the line claimed for 
Mexico, aT could advance to the boundary 
claimed for the United States. There was no in- 
termediate stopping point. ' 


Gentlemen claim that the territory between the 
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.Nueces and the Rio Grande was neutral territory. 
How came it to be so? You tell me it was terri- 
tory in dispute. Who made it so? Mexico cer- 
tainly never did. She claimed, Į repeat, all of 
Texas, and scorned to speak of anything short of 
a recovery of the whole province. But admitting 
(which can only be done for the sake of argument) 
that the territory was in dispute—had we not as 
much right to be on it as Mexico? And if we 
went there and occupied it first, might Mexico. 
come with force of arms and drive us away? 
Does not common sense revolt at the idea, of the 
right of one party to drive another by force, from 
the occupancy of an estate to which each have an 
equal claim? 

But gentlemen tell us the question of boundary 
ought to have been settled by negotiation; and I 
agree with them perfectly. It ought to have been 
so adjusted. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
Mars] says the President never intended or de- 
sired to settle the dispute without a war. He 
longed for a little more patronage, a few more 
offices, with which to sate the cormorant appetites 
of his hungry expectants. A “most unworthy 
charge, as ridiculous in its conception as it is un- 
true in fact. That the President did desire to 
settle this and all other matters of difference with 
`~ Mexico, ‘let facts be submitted to a candid 
world.” After all the demonstrations which Mex- 
ico had made from time to time, the President 
contented himself with sending a small army to 
the frontiers of Texas, and took the earliest op- 
porani of assuring Mexico that the army was 
sent wit 
ances were from time to time repeated in the most 
positive and emphatic form. When sufficient 
time had elapsed for passion to subside and reason 
to resume her dominion in Mexico, the President, 
advancing with the most cautious steps, directed a 
communication to be written to our consul in Mex- 
ico, (the minister having been sent home,) in- 
structing him to ascertain if Mexico would re- 
ceive “an envoy intrusted with full powers to 
adjust ALL QUESTIONS in dispute between the two 
countries.”? This despatch of Mr. Buchanan 
bears date September 17, 1845; and on the 17th of 
October following, (only one month,) Mr. Consul 
Black encloses the answer of Mr. Peña y Peña, 
Mexican Minister of Foreign Affairs, stating that 
Mexico would receive ‘*the commissioner who 
may come with full power to settle the matter in 
dispute,” &c. Now gentlemen rise in their places 
and tell us that the President intentionally picked 
a quarrel with Mexico; that Mexico agreed to re- 
ceive a commissioner, and the President sent them 
an envoy. For once, I give them the credit of 
following the enemies of their country. Mexico 
herself first made this point. The published doc- 
uments (Doc. 196, H. R., 29th Cong., Ist sess., 
Executive) show.that the United States offered to 
send ‘‘an envoy,” and Mexico agreed to receive 
“THE commissioner; not a commissioner, but 
the commissioner; meaning evidently to imply, 
that the envoy, the minister, the commissioner, the 
diplomatic agent of the United States, ‘‘ charged 
with a settlement of all questions in dispute be- 
tween the two countries,’ would be received in 
whatever name or style he presented his creden- 
tials. And so Mr. Buchanan understood it; so 
the President understood it; so Mr. Consul Black 
understood it, for, on the 28th of October, we 
find him writing to the Secretary of State that ‘the 
Mexican Government is very anxious to know 
when they may expect THE Envoy.” What plaus- 
ible pretext is there that Mexico expected a com- 
missioner? She expected and had agreed to re- 
ceive the diplomatic agent which our Government 
had proposed to send. This is manifest from the 
whole correspondence. Paredes threatened to over- 
throw the weak or treacherous government of 
Herrera; and, by way of sustaining his tottering 
fortunes, his Secretary was doubtless directed to 
make the best possible showing against the re- 
ception of Mr. Slidell, who, it is known, had pro- 
ceeded to Mexico with extraordinary despatch, 
and presented his credentials as Envoy Extraordi- 
nary and Minister Plenipotentiary, on the 8th day 
of December; and on the 17th of the same month 
he reports his rejection to the State Department at 
home. I need not recapitulate the reasons assigned 
for this extraordinary conduct on the part of Mex- 
ico: they were as puerile as they were absurd and 
contradictory. It was here stated, for the first 
time, that Mexico had agreed to receive a com- 


no hostile intentions; and these assur-* 


force of arms, if necessary, our title to the country as far as 
99 


missioner, and that the appointment of an envoy 
was not in accordance with the agreement; that 
Mexico only contemplated negotiations on the sub- 
ject of Texas, and that the powers of Mr. Slidell, 
as Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipoten- 
tiary, were not sufficient. Did stupidity ever sink 
to lower depths, or barefaced impudence assume a 
bolder front? A commissioner 1s desired, to treat 
on a single subject, and an envoy extraordinary, 
s“ with power to treat on all questions,” rejected 
because his powers are not sufficient! This is the 
manner in which the President’s sincere overtures 
were treated—the credentials of his envoy, ad- 
dressed to his “great and good friend,” and con- 
veying marked assurances of his ‘‘ desire to restore, 
cultivate, and strengthen friendship and good cor- 
respondence,” scornfully thrust aside, and the en- 
voy rejected. Mr. Slidell remained in the country, 
still seeking that * friendship and good correspond- 
ence” which was the object of his mission, until 
the revolution in favor of Paredes was complete; 
and on the Ist of March, 1846, he presented his 
credentials to the revolutionary President of revo- 
lutionary Mexico; and on the 12th of the same 
month, our minister was again rejected by Pa- 


_redes’s government, and he informed that Mexico 


had from the first regarded annexation as a cause 
of war, (casus belli.) Thus fruitlessly terminated 
this sincere attempt at negotiations—sincere on our 
part, as every circumstance attests; hypocritical 
on the part of Mexico, as her official despatches 
fully prove. I beg to remark again, that up to this 
date, (January 12, 1846,) Mexico regarded annexa- 
tion as a cause of war. We hear nothing from her 
about the neutral territory, or the disputed territo- 
ry, between the Nueces and the Rio Grande. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us return, and examine 
events as they transpired nearerhome. On the 28th 
of May, 1845, General Taylor was ordered with 
his forces to ‘a position where they could promptly 
and efficiently act in defence of Texas.” On the 
15th June, Mr. Bancroft, Secretary of War ad 
interim, ordered him to a position on or near the 
Rio Grande. This order was modified in several 
successive orders from Secretary Marcy. Andon 
the 15th of August, 1845, the General dates his 
official despatch, Corpus Christi, Texas. Here he 
remained until the 11th of March, 1846. Much 
stress has been laid on Mr. Bancroft’s order of the 
25th May, 1845. Now,I have simply to ask, if 
that order had not been recalled, how did it hap- 
pen that General Taylor did not ‘‘ take up a posi- 
tion on the Rio Grande??? Why do we find him 
at Corpus Christi from August 15, 1845, to March 
12, 1846? There can be but one answer: The 
order to advance had been revoked. It was done 
on the 30th of June, one month and two days after 
it was issued, and before General Taylor had yet 
reached Texas. On the 4th of October, 1845, the 
General writes to the War Office from Corpus 
Christi, Texas; and from this important despatch 
I read— 

& It is with great deference that I make any suggestions 
on subjects which may become matters of delicate negotia- 
tion; but if our Government, in settling the question ol 
boundary, makes the line of the Rio Grande an ultimatum, 
I cannot doubt that the settlement will be greatly FACILI- 
TATED and HASTENED by our taking possession at ONCE of 
one or two suitable points on or quite near that river. Our 
strength and state of preparation should be displayed IN a 
MANNER NOT TO BE MISTAKEN. However salutary may be 
the effect produced on the border people by our presence 


here, we are TOO FAR FROM THE FRONTIER to impress the 
Government of Mexico with our readiness to vindicate, by 


the Rio Grande. 


I have introduced this extract for more purposes 
than one. The first of these is, to show that Gen- 
eral Taylor knew that Mr. Bancroft’s order to 
march to the Rio Grande had been revoked; for he 
here suggests that he be allowed to take one or 
two positions on the Rio Grande. Then I wish 
to exhibit the cogent reasoning in favor of such a 
position. First, that it would ‘ facilitate and hast- 
en a settlement of the boundary;” then it would 
‘display, in an imposing manner, our strength 
and state of preparation to the enemy.” And, 
lastly, that it would ‘‘impress the Mexican Gov- 
ernment with a due sense of our readiness to vin- 
dicate, by force of arms, if necessary, our title to 
the country to the Rio Grande.” These were 
the cogent, and, to my mind, conclusive reasons 
of the honest-hearted, patriotic, and brave old 
General for advising his Government to allow 
him *‘ to take one or two positions , at once, on or 
near the Rio Grande.” His position at Corpus 
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Christi was, he said, ‘too far from the frontier.” 
The gentlemen in the opposition now pretend that 
Corpus Christi is. beyond the Texas line; but the 
General thought it was too far from ths frontier, and 
asked permission to make a display of his strength 
and state of preparation on or near the Rio Grande. 
With what justice do gentlemen pretend that Gen- 
eral Taylor was weak and without arms, unpre- 
pared for battle, when he declares his wish to ex- 

ibit, ‘‘ ina manner not to be mistaken, his strength 
and state of preparation?’’—with what propriety 
charge that the order to march to the Rio Grande 
precipitated vis into an ‘* unnecessary and uncon- 
stitutional war,’? when the general in command 
advised it as a means of * greatly facilitating and 
hastening a settlement of the controversy?” But, 
say gentlemen, the opinions of General Taylor 
were hypothetical: ‘If our Government intend 
to make the Rio Grande an ultimatum in settlin 
the boundary”’ then he gave his opinions. An 
even these hypothetical opinions were subsequently 
modified, we are told. i scant the opinions were 
based on the hypothesis that we intended to insist 
on the. Rio Grande; and, I ask, if there is a single 
member of this House who ever dreamed that our 
Government would insist on less than the Rio 
Grande? I venture to say there is not one. The 
hypothesis, then, amounts to nothing. How far 
was this discreet, sensible and patriotic advice of 
the old chief subsequently modihed, No injustice 
shall be done to General ne with my consent, 
for mere party pulp e-uses his pen as he 
does his sword, for his country, and not for a 
party. Under date November 7, 1845, Corpus 
Christi, Texas, he writes to the War Depart- 
ment: 


« The position now occupied by the troops may perhaps 
be the best while NEGOTIATIONS ARE PENDING, Or atany rate, 


until a disposition shail be manifested by Mexico to protruct 
them unreasonably.’? 


Here again he imparts sound and sensible ad- 
vice to his country; and the Administration, with 
that deference to the superior military judgment of 
the General, which it has always exhibited, acted 
on this advice. For we see that, advised as he 
was by General Taylor on the 4th of October, at 
ONCE to take one or two positions on or near the 
Rio Grande, the order to advance was not issued 
by the President until the 13th of January, 1846; 
and why? Because negotiations were pending; and 
the President thought, with General Taylor, that 
the position of the army at Corpus Christi was the 
best that could be occupied ‘‘ pending nogotiations.”? 
What had happened on the 13th of January? Mr. 


Slidell was not on that day wending his way (as a 


great man has erroneously stated) to Mexico with . 
his diplomatic credentials in his pocket. He had 
reached Mexico, (I speak from the record,) pre- 
sented his credentials on the 8th of December, 
1845, and on the 17th of the same month reported 
his rejection to his Government. This despatch was 
received at the State Department on the 12th of 
January; diplomacy had failed, negotiations were 
no longer pending, and General Taylor’s advice. 
given on the 4th of October, and modified on the 
7th of November, 1845, was now in all its bearings 
fully carried out. The order to advance, and “ at 
ONCE take one or two positions on or near the Rio 
Grande,’’ was issued on the 13th of January, 1846. 
If any are disposed to censure the President for 
permitting the important despatch of October 4th 
to remain unanswered until the 13th of January, 
let them bear in mind that negotiations were pénd- 
ing, and that the character of this Government’s 
response, must of necessity have depended on the 
result of these negotiations. i 
Now, let us follow General Taylor in his march. 
He is approaching the frontiers of Texas. He 
moved the last column of his army from Corpus 
Christi on the llth of March, and on the 12th, 
Mr. Shidell was, a last time, rejected by the Pare- 
des’s government in Mexico. On the 4th of Feb- 
ruary, the general writes to his Government, that 
“ our advance to the Rio Grande will have a pow- 
erful effect.” His march was unmolested until 
he reached the Arroyo Colorada. Here the ‘‘ir- 
regular Mexican cavalry,’ (rancheros,) or, in 
plain English, mountain robbers, opposed his 
crossing the river. The old general announced 
his determination to advance, and pointed signifi- 
cantly at his big guns; whereupon the “ irregular 
Mexican cavalry” retired. The next we hear of 
him he is at Point Isabel, and here waited on by a 
Mexican deputation, sent by the prefect of Mata- 
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Moxos, on a mission of peace; and during the inter- 
view; Point Isabel was set on fire. This, says 
General Taylor, “ I considered a decided evidence 

of hostility, and was not willing to be trifled with 

any longer.” Our army advanced to a point op- 

-posite Matamoros, from which General Taylor 
wrote, on the 29th of March, that the Mexicans 

were decidedly: hostile; and urged, for the first 

time, a reinforcement of his command. I beg to 

‘remark on this despatch, that it was addressed to 
the Adjutant General at Washington, and called 

on him for recruits, when the official documents 

show that the General had authority, from the 23d 

of August, 1845, to make requisitions on the Gov- 

ernors of Texas, Louisiana, Alabama, Mississippi, 

Tennessee, and Kentucky, ‘‘ for such number and 

description of troops as he might deem necessary.” 
And I risk nothing in saying, that these States 

were ready at all times to have responded to such 

a requisition. Nor can I forbear, in justice to all 
parties, to mention, that General Taylor wrote to 

the same officer, on the 16th of February, 1846, 

ridiculing the idea of a large Mexican force at- 

_tempting to arrest his march, or to invade Texas; 
and says all these accounts are exaggerated: ‘I 

‘do not believe that our advance to the banks of 

‘the Rio Grande will be resisted. The army, how- 

‘ever, will go FULLY PREPARED for a state of hos- 

‘tilities, should they be ane ey provoked 

‘by the Mexicans.” In justice, too, I must call 

attention to the letter of Secretary Marcy, dated 
March 2, directing him to give assurances to Mex- 

ico that ‘‘it is our Bettled determination, in every 

‘possiBle eVent, to protect private property, to 

‘respect personal rights, and to abstain from all 

‘ interference in religious matters.” This General 

Taylor did. He was, by the same despatch, re- 

minded, ‘‘ that in case of hostilities, his advance 

‘ to the Rio Grande woald remove him to a great- 

“er distance from the region from which auxiliary 

s forces could be drawn;” and told ‘* promptly and 

‘ efficiently to use the authority with which he was 

* clothed—to call to his aid such auxiliary forces 

‘as he might need.” Now, I ask, in the name of 

justice and common honesty, what propriety is 
there in charging the Administration with sending 

General Taylor to the Rio Grande without suffi- 

cient force? He says, ‘ the army will go fully pre- 

pared for a state of hostilities; but “I do not 
think our march to the Rio Grande-will be op- 

posed.” The Government tells him to ‘‘ draw any 

number of auxiliary troops of the description you 

may need from the southwestern States; and as 

ou are removing to a greater distance from your 


auxiliaries, be on your guard—prepared to sustain’ 


yourself against any assault.” 

‘I have but one other reference to make to these 
despatches, and that to the letter of General Taylor, 
in which he notes for the first time the state of 
preparation on both sides. Says the General, 
‘“¢ The Mexicans still retain a hostile attitude, and 
‘have thrown up some works evidently intended 
‘to prevent us from crossing the river. On our 
‘side, a battery of four 18-pounders will be com- 
: pered, and the guns placed in battery to-day. 
‘These guns bear directly upon the public square 
‘in Matamoros. THEIR OBJECT CANNOT BE MIS- 
‘TAKEN BY THE ENEMY.” . 

It has been falsely charged that these guns were 
planted by order of the Government. So far from 
it, General Taylor was directed to maintain the 
defensive, to respect private property, to protect 
personal rights, and to abstain from all interference 
with religion. He writes to his Government ex- 
ultingly, ‘* we have planted our battery, it bears 
‘directly upon the public square in Matamoros, 
‘and within good range for demolishing the town. 
* The object canot be mistaken by the enemy.” I do 
not blame General Taylor for this. He pip RIGHT: 
No American General would have done otherwise. 
General Taylor is entitled to all the credit for 
plantwg that battery. I know he does not thank 
any man for pretending to shield him from the 

odium of the act. 
__ Now, Mr. Chairman, where was this despatch 
‘dated? Opposite Matamoros, in Mexico? No, 
sir. InTamaulipas? No, sir; but opposite Mata- 
= moros, Texas.. General Taylor set out for the 
Frontiers of Texas, and he did not go beyond. He 
was no Israelitish general leading an army through 
an unknown wilderness. He knew the-country in 
which he pitched his tent, and he called it Texas. 
He so continued to call it in his subsequent de- 
spatches. l 
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What, sir, were some of the most thrilling events 
connected with the‘earliest history of this war? 


Point Isabel set on fire, and the brave old General, 


as he witnesses the conflagration, declares, I will 
be trifled with no longer. fe plants his guns bear- 
ing‘on Matamoros, and ‘ within good range to de- 
molish the town,” and exultingly says, ‘‘ their 
object cannot be mistaken.’’ The heroic Cross is 
murdered in cold blood, and Thorriton and his 
command taken prisoners. The affairs at Palo 


Alto and Resaca occur; and what, sir, was the effect 


produced on the public mind at home by the an- 
nouncement of these events? By one common 
impulse, the whole nation rose in arms; a feeling 
as wide-spread and universal as it was patriotic 
and just, took possession of every mind; the elec- 
tric spark that lit the fires of genuine patriotism on 
the hearts of the people to the remotest nooks and 
dells of the far west, and all around to the shores 
of the sea, touched the political, calculating heart 
of Congress, and by a vote more prompt and more 
unanimous than was ever before known, war was 
solemnly declared ‘‘ to exist by the act of Mexi- 
co.” ithin the last few days, this House has 
declared, by a strict party vote, that “the war 
exists by the unnecessary and unconstitutional act 
of the President.” Against this foul charge I have 
combated, with what success, I leave the commit- 
tee to decide. But what ‘‘ has brought this change 
o’er the spirit of your dreams?” Ah! fatal act; 
fatal to the best interests of these States, fatal to 
truth and justice, the bastard offspring of a disap- 
pointed patriot. But I will not indulge my thoughts 
on this subject. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Asumun,] who introduced this resolu- 
tion, took his party by surprise, and placed them 
in a position from which there is no retreat. You 
have crossed the Rubicon; your votes are on rec- 
ord, and they will rise up like spectres against you 
in all after time. We accept the issue you have 
presented, and go into the next Presidential con- 
test on it; for, disguise it as you may, the Presi- 
dency is the grand centre around which all this 
machinery revolves. - The bank had gone down, 
free trade had become popular, the independent 
treasury was firmly planted; in short, Whigery 
had been sent to graze, like Nebuchadnezzar, and 
Democracy had been taken into the bosom of the 
people, and your friend and ally [Mr. Asamun] 
struck upon this grand conception; it was the bat- 
tery with which the defunct bodies of banks, 
tariffs, distribution, ef id omne genus, were to be 
galvanized into a renewed existence. Verily, 
whom the gods would destroy, they first make 
mad. Go on; take sides against your country; 
sympathize with Mexico; refuse, if you dare, to 
vote supplies to carry on this war; strengthen the 
issue you have already presented; make the breach 
wider and wider between us, and when the people 
decide the contest, they will exalt the men who 
stand by the stars and stripes, and consign to a 
merited ignominy every man who dares outrage 
their sense of patriotism by ‘ giving aid and com- 
fort to the enemy.” 

How is it proposed to raise money to carry on 
this war? The President and Secretary of the 
Treasury proposea loan, an issue of treasury notes, 
and a duty on tea and coffee. The gentlemen from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Wiimort] and Indiana, .[Mr. 
Smiru,] and other gentlemen, take fire at this prop- 
osition to tax tea and coffee, and pour out their 
piteous lamentations over the distresses of the 
poor man. When, sir, did these gentlemen first 
learn tosympathize with the poor man? Wasitata 
time when they were taxing cotton cloth, leather, 
iron, coal, and salt? Was it, sir, when they were 
levying protective duties on these articles, all of 
which enter into the poor man’s consumption? 
The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Marsa] pours 
out the fulness of his sympathetic heart over the 
poor man’s tax on tea and coffee, and then he be- 
wails the downfall of protection. You, sir, syfpa- 
thize with the poor man’s tax! you, who would 
tax all the necessaries of life to give protection to 
some overgrown manufacturer! Strange and in- 
comprehensible logic, that we must tax the poor 
man’s hat, his shoes, his shirt, his plough, his 
axe—everything, in short, which he consumes, 
for the benefit of the manufacturer! but your 
sympathetic hearts will not allow you to tax his tea 
and coffee to support your Government in time of 
war. You wond send him shoeless, hatless, and 
shirtless, to cultivate his ground without imple- 
ments, unless he pays tribute to the manufacturers; 
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only give him tea that is not taxed, and you are 
satisfied. You would lay his diseased body on a 
pallet that is taxed; give him taxed medicine 
from a spoon that is taxed; you give him. un- 
taxed tea in a cup that is taxed; he dies, and 
you tax his winding sheet, and consign him to a 
grave that is dug with a spade that is taxed, and 
then insult his memory by saying that you gave 
him untaxed tea. Why; sir, if T thus outraged 
the poor man’s common sense during life, insulted 
him in his last moments, and whined a hypocritical 
sympathy over his tomb when dead, I should ex- 
pect his ghost to rise up in judgment against me. 

Other gentlemen may do as they please—for me 
and my people, we go for our country. We write 
on our banner, *‘ millions for defence, but not one 
cent for tribute.” Tax our property, tax our sup- 
plies, ay, tax our tea and coffee, tax us millions 
on millions, for the defence of our country’s flag 
and our country’s honor, and we will pay it; but 
if you ask us to pay one cent of tribute to your 
lordly manufacturers, we rise up in rebellion 
against you. Take our property for the defence 
of our national honor, but do not plunder us to 
make a rich man more rich. 

Gentlemen affect great alarm at the thought of 
direct taxation. The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. SrepHens] seemed peculiarly nervous on 
this subject. He lashed himself into a passion, 
as other gentlemen have done, declared emphati- 
cally that he never would levy direct taxes on his 
constituents to carry on this ‘‘ unnecessary and 
unconstitutional war.’’ I beg gentlemen to quiet 
their nerves; nobody has asked them to vote for 
direct taxes; and whenever the President, or Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, or the Committee on Ways 
and Means, ask for such a tax, as necessary and 
proper, it will be time enough to discuss it. 

I shall omit much of what I intended to say, re- 
serving for another occasion my views on the 
question of indemnity and future security, and 
upon the disposition which Congress may make 
of newly-acquired territory. These and their kin- 
dred subjects will, I hope, more properly engage ` 
our attention at a later period of the session. e 
Government needs money, and we delay it in need- 
less discussion. : 

I will vote for a loan, I will vote for treasury 
notes, and for a tax on tea and coffee; I will vote 
for men, regulars and volunteers; in short, sir, Í 
will vote for anything and everything that may be 
needed to prosecute this war to such a conclusion as 
the Government can accept without dishonor. My 
constituents will sustain me in this. They are 
patnota: they go for their own country, and against 

exico; and they expect of their Representative 
fealty to their views. Their motto has ever been, 
“ Our country — may she be always right; but 
right or wrong, our country.”’ 

Mr. DUER next obtained the floor, but gave 
way at the request of 

_Mr. RUMSEY, who moved that the committee 
rise. 

The CHAIRMAN put the question, agd pro- 
nounced it determined in the affirmative. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, inquired if there 
was a quorum voting. 

It appeared that there was not, and a conversa- 
tion arose as to the duty of calling the roll and 
reporting the absentees. 

he CHAIRMAN said the 126th rule was im- 
perative: 

‘© Whenever the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, or the Coinmittee of the Whole House, finds 
itself without a quorum, the chairman shall cause the roll 
of the House to'be called, and thereupon the committee 
shall rise, and the chairman shall report the naines of the 
ae to the House, which shall be entered on the Jour- 
nai. 

Mr. ASHMUN contended that less than a quo- 
rum could rise, as less than a quorum of the House 
could adjourn. The rule only related to the trans- 
action of business in Committee. 

[Cries of ‘* Call the roll.’’] 

The CHAIRMAN took a different view of the 
rule, and directed the Clerk to call the roll, and it 
was called accordingly. 

The roll having been called, but the result not 
announced— 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, desired to have his 
name recorded. 

The CHAIRMAN inquired if the gentleman 
from Tennessee was present when his name was 
called ? 

Mr. JONES replied that he was here now. 
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When there was a call of the House, after those 
present were called, the Clerk called the absentees, 
and all such as had entered the Hall were then 
recorded as present. 

The CHAIRMAN explained the difference be- 
tween the present position of the House and that 
ofa call. No gentleman could have his name now 
recorded who was not present when his name was 
called. 

Mr. JONES reiterated his argument. 

Mr. STEPHENS rose to a question of order. 

Mr. JONES said that was what he was going to 
make. His question of order was, that a member 
presenting himself before the result of the call was 
announced had the right to have his name record- 
ed, otherwise he would be reported as absent when 
he was present. 

The GHAIRMAN overruled the point raised. 

Mr. JONES appealed from that decision. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, contended that it was 
not competent for the Chair to entertain the appeal. 
The Committee, under the rule, must rise, and the 
names of the absentees be reported to the House. 

Mr. JONES said he had no feeling in the mat- 
ter. He had no objection to the fact going to his 
constituents; but he did not think it right that any 
member should be reported to the world as absent 
when he was here ready to do his duty. 

The CHAIRMAN again apprized the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that the rule was imperative. 

Mr. JONES desired but to say one word. 

The CHAIRMAN called the gentleman to 
order. 

After some other observations, the committee 
rose, and the Chairman reported the facts and the 
absentees to the House. 


- The House then adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred : 


By Mr. CONGER: Of 119 adult ladies of Springport» 
Cayuga county, New York, praying Congress and the Exec- 
utive to take the necessary steps for securing an imme- 
diate and permanent peace with Mexico by withdrawing the 
troops of this nation from her territory, restoring to her 
possession the provinces which we now occupy, offering the 
amplest atonement tn our power for all wrongs which imay 
have been inflicted hy us, and appointing commissioners 
empowered to adjust questions in dispute between these 
two sister republics. Also, a like petition of 19 male citi- 
zens of the same place. Also, the petition of 37 citizens of 
Cortlandt county, New York, for-the abolition of slavery in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories. Also, the 
petition of 23 eitizens of Cortlandt county, New York, asking 
that Congress would examine the positions therein stated in 
regard te the validity and constitutionality of slavery in the 
States, and secure the right of the writ of habeas corpus to 
all sach persons as are illegally held as slaves. 

By Mr. DUER: The reinonstrance of E. F. Cook & Co. 
against the renewal of O. C. Harris’s patent for a paint 
mill. 

By Mr. STUART, of Michigan: The petition of D. Plimp- 
ton and others, for the reduction of postage on newspapers. 

By Mr. HALL, of New York: The joint resolutions of 
the Senate and Assembly of the State of New York, instruct- 
ing the Senators and requesting the Representatives from 
that State to use their best endeavors to insert in every act or 
ordinance establishing territorial or provisional governments 
in New Mexico and the Californias a provision and guaran- 
tee prohibiting slavery or involuntary servitude except as a 
punishment for crime. Also, the petition and papers of 
James Sloan, of Erie county, New York, praying for prize- 
money as one of the captors of the brigs Caledonia and 
Adams, near fort Erie, in the war of 1812. 

By Mr. SMITH, of lilinois: The petition of Samuel 
Moore and 60 other citizens of St. Clair county, Dlinois, 
praying a reduction of postage on juvenile newspapers of 
small dimensions. 

By Mr. MORSE, of Louisiana: The petition of R. C. Stock- 
ton, tutor of the minor Octave de la Houssaye, praying for an 
amendment to an act confirming the heirs of De la Houssaye 
to a tract of land, &c. 

By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition and papers of Mrs. 
Boyd, of Pennsylvania, widow of Colonel John Boyd, a 
revolutionary officer, taken from the files of the House. 
Also, the petition and papers of John P. Schuyler, of Muncy, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. DUNCAN, of Ohio: The petition of citizens of 
Licking county, Ohio, asking for a reduction on newspaper 
postage. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of William Stinson and 
thirty others, praying for the establishment of a post route 
from Bellevue, the county seat of Bossier parish, to Winder. 

By Mr. CROWELL, The petition of Dan Eaton and others, 
~ citizens of Mahoning county, Ohio, praying Congress to pass 
a law appropriating a sufficient portion of the public lands to 
eodloniz2 the free people of color in the United States. 
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By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of John H. Roundtreeand 
seventy-three others, citizens of Grant county, Wisconsin, 
praying for a proportionate reduction of postage on news- 
papers not containing more than 500 square inches. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: The petition of the inhabitants re- 
siding in the valley of the Housatonic, in the State of Con- 
necticut, including the town ef Derby, a port of delivery, 
praying for an appropriation for the removal of the bar at the 
mouth of the Housatonic river. 

By Mr. HUNT: The petition of Lyman A. Spalding, and 
other citizens of Lockport, New York. Also, the petition 
of Samuel M. Spencer, and other citizens of Orleans county, 
New York, asking Congress to extend the drawhack sys- 
tem to Canadian wheat Manufactured in the United States 
for export. 

By Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania : Three memorials 
from citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
further renewal of the patent of Jethro Wood’s cast iron 
plough in favor of his heirs. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 10, 1848. 


Mr. BENTON presented a petition from the 
Common Council of the city of St. Louis, urging 
upon Congress the necessity of appropriations for 
the impfovements of the harbor at that city; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. B. spoke of the document, as replete with 
valuable information, and moved that it be printed; 
which was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER presented a petition from Eliza- 
beth Munroe, widow of Dr. Thomas J. C. Mun- 
roe, deceased, late a surgeon in the army of the 
United States, for a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, made an adverse report on the 
memorial of Mary M. Telfair. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
David N. Smith, accompanied by a report; which 
was ordered to be printed. The bill was read a 
first time. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported House bill for the relief of 
Joseph and Lindley Ward, without amendment. 

On motion of Mr. A., this bill was considered 
by unanimous consent, read a third time, and 
passed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
to aid the charity hospital at New Orleans in defraying the 
expenses of the sick and destitute volunteer troops, as well 
as of sick and destitute citizens of the United States re- 
ceived into said institution. 


Mr. WESTCOTT submitted the following reso- 


lution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized 
to pay to the youths employed in the Senate post office at 
last session, one hundred dollars each, in full compensation 
for the services of last session. 


The above resolution was referred‘to the Com- 
mittee on the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Bapcer, was taken up and referred to the 


same committee : 

Resolved, That there be paid to each of the messengers of 
the Senate and office of the Secretary of the Senate, who 
have not already received it, the same additional compensa- 
tion that was paid R. P. Anderson and J. L. Clubb, for the 
second session of the 29th Congress. 


Mr. CASS, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a joint resolution authorizing medals and certifi- 
cates to be given to officers and volunteers for 
path conduct in battle during the war with 

exico; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


[It authorizes the President to have two dies made, one 
of a larger and the other of a smaller size, with suitable 
devices, and to cause silver medals to be struck—the larger 
size to be presented to, commissioned officers, and the 
smaller to each non-commissioned officer, musician, and 
private of the regular forces and volunteers who may have 
distinguished himself or may hereafter distinguish himself 
in battle during the present war ; also, certificates on parch- 
ment, signed by the President, and sealed with the seal of the 
War Department, countersigned by the Secretary of War, 
to be presented to each officer, non-commissioned officer, 
musician, and private receiving a medal—the certificate to 
state the battle in which such person has distinguished 
himeelf. The officers who have received gold medals and 
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to whom the thanks of Congress have been granted do not 
come within the provisions of this resolution. It provides 
for a board of not less than three field-officers, one of whom 
shall be a general officer, if the service allows of it, to be 
convened by the Secretary of War.in this city, to examine 
the reports of the various actions with the enemy, and of the 
conduct of officers and men engaged therein, and designate 
such as are worthy, and report the same to the Secretary of 
War, who is to lay it before the President for his approval, 
and if the President approves, then medals and certificates 
are to be presented. It further provides that when any offi- 
cer, non-commissioned officer, musician, or private has been 
killed in battle, or died in consequence of wounds received, 
the medal and certificate, if he should be entitled to them, 
are to go to his family. ] 

Mr. HANNEGAN, on leave, introduced a joint 
resolution of thanks to Colonel Alexander W. 
een ea officers, and men under his command; 
which was read a first and second time, and refer- 
red to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

[This resolution provides swords, with suitable devices, 
to Colonel Doniphan, Lieutenant Colonel D. C. Mitchell, 
Lieutenant Colonel Congrave Jackson, Majors William Gil- 
pin and Meredith L. Clarke, in testimony of the high sense 
entertained hy Congress and the country of their gallantry, 
self-denial, and noble conduct in the campaign. ] 


The bills from the House of Representatives 
were taken up, and after having been read a first 
and second time by their titles, were appropriately 
referred, with the exception of the bil granting a 
register for the barque Wilhamet; which, on mo- 
tion of Mr. DIX, was taken up by unanimous 
consent, and passed. . 


The report from the Committee on Printing for 
the printing of 20,000 copies of Lieutenant Abert’s 
report was agreed to. 


GENERAL ORDERS. 

The bill granting compensation to J. N. Moore 
was taken up and passed. 

The following bis were taken up in their order 
on the calendar, and after having been considered, 
were ordered to be engrossed, and were, by unani- 
mous consent, read a third time and passed: 

A bill for the relief of Susan E. Gordon. 

A bill for an increase of the medical staff of the 
army for a limited time. 

A bill for the relief of Jones and Boker. 

The bill authorizing persons to whom reserva- 
tions of land have been made under Indian treaties 
to alienate the same in fee was taken up as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The question being upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment submitted by Mr. Hannecan on a former 
day, it was read for information. 

r. WESTCOTT suggested that as the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, who had offered the amend- 
ment, was not now in his seat, the bill be passed 
over informally. 

Mr. ATCHISON presumed there could be no 
difficulty in regard to the amendment; however, 
the Senator from Indiana was now in his seat, and 
could explain it. 

Mr. BREESE remarked, that the object of the 
bill was to obviate the necessity of special legisla- 
tion. By the treaty made at Camp Tippecanoe 
with the Pottawatomie Indians, sections of land 
were reserved to certain Indians, after the lands 
had been ceded in bulk to the United States. 
These Indians supposed they had an estate in fee 
in these lands, and by deeds approved by the 
President of the United States, sold their interest 
in their reserved lands. It was now understood, 
after careful inspection of the treaty of 1832, that 
the construction of the terms employed did not 
give to these Indians an estate in fee in those lands, 
but an interest during their lifetime. The design 
of the bill now before the Senate was to relinquish 
to the purchasers of these lands the supposed re- 
served right of the Government of ihe United: 
States. There were some ten or fifteen cases in- 
volved in the matter, and in order to avoid the 
necessity of special legislation, it was thought that 
it might be proper to have a general law including 
the whole subject. Congress had never refused, 
when any similar application had been made, to 
grant the relief now sought. Similar cases had 
occurred in Alabama, growing out of this treaty, 
but he would not trouble the Senate by any refer- 
ence to them at present. a 

He then sent to the desk of the Secretary a let- 
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ter from one of the commissioners who had con- 
cluded the treaty, giving it as his opinion that the 
Indians supposed they had: the lands in fee. 

Mr. HANNEGAN stated that the amendment 
which he proposed to the original bill, was intend- 
ed to meet cases under this bill entirely, which 
the bill did not. There wasa provision in it which 
required that the deeds should be executed accord- 
ing to the laws of the State in which the lands 
were located. Compliance with that provision was 
almost impossible on the part of persons residing 
at a distance in Missouri, Iowa, and Kentucky. 
In order to meet that, and certain minor objections, 
he had offered the amendment, which covered the 
“whole ground. In no single instance heretofore 
had Congress refused to pass special acts in simi- 
lar cases “arising under this treaty. Hereferred to 
former acts of Congress, in 1839 and 1841, embra- 
cing similar cases. He presumed that the deeds 
in the present case had had the sanction of the 
President; but his approval of them was made 
necessary before the conveyance could be perfect. 
He presumed that there was no more danger of 
fraud than in any other case of purchase and sale 
of Indian lands. The statement of one of the 
commissioners who made the treaty had just been 
read to the Senate, and showed that the under- 
standing at the time was, that the reservation was 
made in favor of the Indians, as all other individual 
reservations have heretofore been made, and that 
they had, therefore, a right to sell and convey, with 
the sanction of the President. “That was all that 
was asked in this case. The papers now before 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, showed incon- 
‘testably that a full and ample price had been paid 
for the lands; indeed, from his own knowledge, he 
could say that fora ‘portion of them, double the 
value had been paid in mone 

Mr. BADGER hoped that his friend from Indi- 
ana would not understand him as indicating the 
slightest hostility to the amendment when he sug- 
gested the propriety of the reference of the bill, 
with the proposed amendment, to the Judiciary 
Committee. The statements of the gentleman from 
Indiana, and those also of the*gentleman from Illi- 
nois, had satisfied him that some act of legislation 
in reference to this matter was proper and neces- 
sary. He was not, therefore, opposed to the 
measure, but was of opinion that it should undergo 
ca examination of the committee of the Senate 

supposed to be specially charged with the legal pro- 
ceedings which might be necessary. 

Mr. HANNEGAN explained that the bill had 
been referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and his friend from Missouri [Mr. Arcuison] 
united with him in requesting that that committee 
should be discharged from the consideration of the 
subject, and that it should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to which they thought it 

roperly belonged. He ‘could not conceive that it 
involved any question requiring the examination of 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. ATCHISON observed that the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Breese] had already shown that 
committees had, in several instances, acted on this 
subject in the manner roposed by this bill. The 
only question involved was, whether the United 
States would now cede to the purchaser from the 
Indians, the reversionary interest which it was sup- 
posed the United States held in them under the 
treaty. Upon the broad principle of getting rid of 
the public lands, if for no other reason, he would 
say, give that reversionary interest to the purchas- 
ers. He held that in getting rid of the public 
land, an important service was rendered to the 
Government of the United States, as well as to the 
State in which the land lies, and to private indi- 
viduals who became purchasers. 

Mr. BADGER suggested that his friends on the 
other side labored under some misapprehension as 
to his object in desiring the reference to the Judi- 
ciary Committee. Although the case had been 

‘passed upon by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
still there might be a question remaining with re- 
gard to the legal safeguard to be thrown around 
the measure. 

Mr. HANNEGAN begged to inform his friend 
from North Carolina that the same guards pre- 
cisely had been interposed in this case as had 
existed almost contemporaneously with the Gov- 
ernment with regard to lands held by individual 
reservation. 

Mr. BADGER then withdrew his motion. 

The amendment was then agreed to; and no 


‘clined before the war. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. CSF. *10,, 


further amendment being made, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate, and the amendment was con- 
curred in. 

The bill was then engrossed, and read a third 
time and passed. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to raise, for a limited time, an additional mil- 
itary force; when— 

Mr. UNDER WOOD commenced , by adverting 
to the wars of the Revolution and of 1812, in both 
of which the objects were clearly defined, and the 
people knew what they were fighting for. In this 
third war against a civilized nation, ‘do the people 
‘know what | they are fighting for? They were now 
considering the question. He perceived that there 
were influences at work, the object of which was 
to prevent light on that subject from reaching the 
people. He referred to the message of the Presi- 
dent denouncing those who opposed the policy of the 
Executive as giving aid and comfort to the enemy; 
also to the officers and editors who had followed 
in the same track. The people were not consulted 
when this war was commenced; and the honor of 
the country is not involved in the prosecution 
of the war. He separated the Government from 
the people on this subject, because the war was 
the act of the former, the latter having never given 
their sanction to the origin of the war. °The ob- 
ject of the officers of the Government was to 
identify themselves with the people. But the 
people are now engaged in the investigation of 
the matter, and beneficial results might be ex- 
pected. 

It was the practice in legislation to look to pre- 
cedents; and hence it became of hich importance 
that every act should be now scrutinized, in order 
that no evil precedent may be left behind us. He 
wished to state the facts which had operated on 
his mind in the formation of his opinions on the 
subject. 

What were the principles which had been said 
to enter into the conduct of this war? A Senator 
from the Empire State [Mr. Dickinson] had sub- 
mitted a aoh tion looking to the annexation of 
‘“ contiguous territory.” What do we want with 
more territory? We have ample room, every va- 
riety of soil and climate, productive of all descrip- 
tions of fruits, and our resources are as yet only in 
the course of development. Destiny—manifest 
destiny—will lead us to greater prosperity. While 
we can remain knit together as a band of brothers, 
and confine ourselves to defensive, instead of going 
into offensive war, we may defy the world. But 
his friend over the way would reply, ‘¢ Ah! but 
there is our commerce!’? He did not think that 
our commercial interests required the annexation 
of Mexico. He referred to commercial tables to 
show how greatly our trade with Mexico had de- 
So that no commercial ben- 
efit was to be calculated on among the results of 
an aggressive war. 

What other objects are there which can justify 
the annexation of Mexico? To extend the area 
of freedom! Captain Henry has written a book 
to show that we must have the whole of North 
and South America. He seems to think that it is 
our manifest destiny to spread the area of freedom 
over the entire continent. Man is an ambitious 
animal. He believes that he is capable of being 
first in everything in the affairs of the world. But he 
(Mr. U.) was of a different opinion. There was a 
limit beyond which human intellect could not pass. 
It was not in the order of Providence that one nation 
should take into its hands the government of all 
other nations. If we were to annex Mexico, we 
should need an interpreter to explain the laws our 
new people would have to obey. Our judicial and 
legislative system would not admit the accession 
of duties which would result from such an annexa- 
tion. As we are extending our system even over 
our own territory, we find that labor is growing 
very burdensome; and if these dutics are not faith- 
fully performed, there may be danger of producing 
discontent among the people, and $ separation from 
the Union. 

He glanced at the religious aspett of the war, 
and enumerated the amount of religious institu- 
tions in the country—the number of theological 
institutions, seminaries, ministers, and communi- 
cants; the last item exceeding three millions. If 
all this class were to be turned into propagandists, 
and to march on a crusade, with fire and sword, 


that the second order, dated six months afterwards, 
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against the religion of I aed ac oth iens AO ae so, Protestant 
as he was, he would stand up in opposition to the 
scheme. 

It is attempted to justify the. war by the asser- 
tion that Mexico struck the first blow, or was 
preparing to strike it. He denied that there was 
any other demonstration than mere gasconade, 
which did not justify the President in marching 
our troops against Mexico. 

He referred to the date of the order to General 
Taylor to march to the Rio Grande, and contended 


was nearly in the same words. The first was in 
June, 1845; the second in January, 1846. The 
movement on the part of the Mexicans was in 
July, 1845. Consequently the order of our Gov- 
ernment of June, 1845, was previous to any hos- 
tile act of the Mexicans. He read from Captain 
Henry’s book, to show the suspicions which ex- 
isted on the subject of the murder of Colonel Cross, 
and also to prove with whom rested the responsi- 
bility of shedding the first blood. 

Whose was the soil? The battles of Palo Alto, 
&c., were fought on soil which belonged to the 
State of Tamaulipas. The Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. Doveras] had referred to the union of Texas 
and Coahuila against Mexico; but that Senator, 
when he quoted the title acquired to these States 
as proof that we had a right to the soil of Tamau- 
lipas, endeavored to show what was a non sequitur. 
Where is the evidence that this soil was conquered ? 
Corpus Christi was not established until two years 
after the battle of San Jacinto, nor any Texan 

settlement made on the right bank of the Nueces. 
Texas had no military post at Corpus Christi. 
The post was established by Colonel ee 
himself, to keep off the Indians. It was state 
on the authority of Captain Henry, that the Mex- 
icans sent two hundred men to destroy. the settle- 
| ment of McKinney; when the latter, finding the 
aan indefensible, employed a little Mexican “gold 
io purchase his safety. He referred to a person 
named McLean, from his-own district, wko was 
at Corpus Christi, who stated that he had given 
the best horse he had to Ampudia. It was 
further stated that McKinney himself had taken 
the oath of allegiance to the Mexican Govern- 
ment. 

In the cases of elections by which the law was 
passed declaring the boundary of Texas, soldiers 
were allowed to vote. There was no mention of 
districts, or counties, or towns. The alcaldes took 
the votes where it was most convenient. 

Mr. RUSK gave a brief statement of the history 
of the revolution in Texas, for the purpose of 
showing that San Patricio was founded by the 
temporary government, and that there was a set- 
tlement west of the’Nueces before the revolu- 
tion, which was founded by a person named 
*Power. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD resumed. He did not un- 
derstand that the boundary line between Texas 
and Tamaulipas was changed by this settlement. 
He then went on to prove that we recognized a 
country which was depopulated, and founded our 
title on that recognition. We ought, in a war of 
conquest, to wait until time enough ‘has elapsed 
for its possession in the hands of those who sub- 
dued it, to bar an ejectnient. It was a dangerous 
precedent. It would be dangerous to adopt the 
same course in Canada, or in the strip of Russian 
territory above 54° 40’. It would be proper for the 
people to decide whether these shall be made pre- 
cedents. 

‘s Indemnity for the past and security for the fu- 
ture,’’is now said to be the object of the prosecution 
of the war. Security for the future we cannot have. 
Strength can get nothing from weakness. And in- 
demnity for the past, which the President says re- 
lates to claims which have been ‘long deferred,” 
cannot be had. The phrase ‘long deferred’? comes 
with a bad grace from the same pen which vetoed 
the bill relating to French spoliations. If we were 
to continue the war until we get indemnity for 
the expenses of the war, and the pgyment of the 
claims of our citizens, the war will be intermin- 
able. 

He asked, what would be the expenses of the 
war? He stated that the bounty lands would 
amount to fourteen millions and a half, according - 
to an estimate made by the committee of which he 
was a member. Add about six: millions for the 
Mexican claims, and all the expenses of the arm 
and navy (without reckoning the amount whic! 
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would be required if this bill should pass) would 
far exceed one hundred millions. Then there 
would be numberless Indian titles to be bought 
out, the expenses of governors and all the ma- 
chinery of the territorial governments, and regis- 
ters and receivers. We have already the first 
curse of Egypt upon us—the curse of blood. The 
cost of the war cannot be less than two hundred 
millions. And what would the indemnity in Cal- 
ifornia and New Mexico bring? Could you get as 
much, if there be any public domain for sale, as 

ou would from the sale of our own rich lands? 

e referred to the amounts which had been re- 
ceived in prosperous years at our public land sales, 
and asserted the impossibility of making as much 
out of the sale of lands in Mexico as would reim- 
burse the expenses of the war, or even the inter- 
est on them. 

_ He referred to a report from the General Land 
Office which had been received by the committee 
to which he belonged, which. showed that even in 
our rich territory, the public lands had heretofore 
not indemnified our Government for the expenses 
incurred by them. If we had not been able to do 
this at home, we are much less likely to do it in 
Mexico. 

The idea of making Mexico pay the expenses 
of the war by military contributions on her trade, 
he also treated as a mere delusion. There was 
nothing in the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury which furnished any data on which these 
calculations could be founded. The report was 
full of ‘‘ifs.”’ If this took place, or if that oc- 
curred, then there would be some prospect that a 
little revenue might be obtained. He read from 
the report of the Secretary to sustain the view 
he had thrown out on this point. He also quoted 
from General Scott’s statement of the amounts he 
had assessed in the different States, according to 
which, if you get all into successful operation, the 
total revenue which can be gained would not ex- 
ceed four millions, supposing every dollar collected, 
and not a dollar lost. And this is to be collected 

-by Mexican officers, who are required to fleece 
their own people: and, in failure to do this, their 
estates are, to be confiscated, their bodies impri- 
soned, &c. By what principle of public law could 
this procedure be justified? He thought it was an 
interpolation which could not bear the test. Should 
an enemy ever enter our country, would any Sena- 
tor permit himself to be under a collector, to take 

ı money from our own citizens to put into the ene- 

my’s pocket? Before any such compensation as 
we ask for indemnity can be obtained, we shall have 
very greatly to increase the army. 

Mr. U. suggested as the proper course, that we 
should withdraw our troops taking such indem- 
nity as we can obtain, He remarked on the incon- 
sistent statements which had been put forth—in 
one moment, asserting that there is a revenue of 
- four millions, and in the next, that Mexico has no 
revenue, and can pay nothing by way of contri- 
bution. 

He would have no objection to take San Fran- 
cisco by way of indemnity to our citizens; but if 
Mexico wauld agree to pay the money, he would 
not take that harbor merely for the sake of hold- 
ing territory. 

Is it expected by Senators on the other sidc, that 
we are to keepan army in Mexico for the purpose 
of protecting the Puros? He thought such an idea 
preposterous. 

The only way, in his view, was to retrace our 
steps. And he was of opinion, that it was the 
duty of the two Houses tojoin in a resolution 
stating what ought to be asked for, and what would 
be deemed a satisfactory arrangement for the settle- 
ment of the difficulty. Mr. U. having concluded. 

On motion of Mr. TURNEY, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 11, 1848. 
The Journal having been read— 


Mr. WICK rose and said, he perceived that, on 
the motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Coss] to Jay the motion to print the Quakers’ 
memorial on the table yesterday, he was recorded 
as having voted in the negative; he was so record- 
ed in both the morning papers. As he was not 
present when that vote was taken, and did not enter 
the House for three hours afterwards, he hoped 


the Journal would be so corrected as to show that 
he did not vote at all. 

The Journal was corrected accordingly. 

The SPEAKER announced that both the gen- 


tlemen composing the Committee on Enrolled Bills. - 


were absent; and, if no objections were made, 
he would now supply their places on that com- 
mittee by appointing two others, as there were 
several enrolled bills which required examina- 
tion. 

No objection being made, the SPEAKER named 
Mr. Houston, of Delaware, and Mr. Peck, as the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Senate bills of the following titles lying on the 
Speaker’s table were taken up, read a first and 
second time, and appropriately referred : 

An act to compensate John M. Moore. 

An act authorizing persons to whom reserva- 
tions of land have been made under certain Indian 
treaties to alienate the same in fee. 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of George Fisher, deceased. 

An act for the relief of William Marvin in con- 
firming the title to a tract of land in Florida, grant- 
ed by the Spanish Government to Bernardo Segui 
on the 20th December, 1815. 

An act for the increase of the medical staff of 
the army for a limited time. 

A bill fpr the relief of Jones & Boker. 

A bill for the relief of Betsy McIntosh. 

The bill from the Senate to authorize the issuing 
of a register or enrolment to the schooner Robert 
Henry was read three times, passed, and returned 
to the Senate. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, as re- 
quired by the Ist section of the act of March 2, 
1803, an abstract of the returns of the militia of the 
several States, with their names, accoutrements, 
and ammunition. Referred to the Committee on 
the Militia. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the 
following message from the President of the Uni- 
ted States: 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: 
In answer to the resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the 7th instant, I transmit herewith 
a report from the Secretary of State. 
No communication has been received from Mex- 
ico, containing propositions from the Mexican au- 
thorities or commissioners for a treaty of peace, 
except the ‘‘counter projet’ presented by the 
Mexican commissioners to the commissioner of 
the United States on the 6th of September last, a 
copy of which, with the documents accompany- 
ing it, Í communicated to the Senate of the United 
States on the 2d instant. A copy of my commu- 
nication to the Senate, embracing this ‘‘ projet,” 


is herewith communicated. 
JAMES K. POLK. 
Wasuineton, February 10, 1848. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 
Mr. J. A. ROCK WELL moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
private calendar. 

Mr. VINTON gave notice that if that motion 
did not prevail, he would move that the House go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The question being first stated upon the motion 
by Mr. RocKwELL, the yeas and nays were de- 
manded and ordered; and, being taken, resulted— 
yeas 88, nays 79. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole, (Mr. PoLrLock, of Pennsylvania, in 
the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of 
the private calendar. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of John Paul 
Jones was taken up. The question being upon 
agreeing to certain amendments reported by the 
Committee of Claims— 

Mr. STARKWEATHER occupied an hour in 
a speech against the bill, moving that the enacting 
clause be stricken out. 

After further debate by Mr. ROOT, in opposi- 
tion to the bill, and Messrs HOLMES, of South 
Carolina, and ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, in 
support of the same, the committee rose and 
reported progress. ` 
On motion, it was 


Ordered, That when the House adjourn, it be to meet on 
Monday next. 


The House then adjourned. 


4 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, Februavy 11, 1848. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 


a message from the President of the United States, 


enclosing a reply to a resolution of the Senate, 
calling for information on the subject of duties and 
imposts levied on goods and merchandise of citi- 
zens of the United States transported to Mexico; 
which was ordered to be printed. The message is 
as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States : 

In answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 
Ist instant, requesting to be informed whether 
“any taxes, duties, or imposts,”’ have been ‘laid 
and collected”? ‘ upon goods and merchandise be- 
‘longing to citizens of the United States, exported 
‘by such citizens from the United States to Mex- 
‘ico; and if so, what is the rate of such duties, 
‘and what amount has been collected, and also by 
‘what authority of law the same have been laid 
‘and collected,” I refer the Senate to my annual 
message of the 7th of December last, in which I 
informed Congress that orders had been given to: 
our military and naval commanders in Mexico to 
adopt the policy, as far as is practicable, of levying 
military contributions upon the enemy for the sup- 
port of ourarmy. As one of the modes adopted 
for levying such contributions, it was stated in that 
message that— 

« On the thirty-first of March last, I caused an order to be 
issued to our military and naval commanders to levy and 
eollect a military contribution upon all vessels and mer- 
chandise which might enter any of the ports of Mexico in 
our military occupation, and to apply such contributions 
towards defraying the expenses of the war. By virtue of 
the right of conquest, and the laws of war, the conqueror, 
consulting his own safety or convenience, may either ex- 
clude foreign commerce altogether from all such ports, or 
permit it upon such terms and conditions as he may pre- 
scribe. Before the principal ports of Mexico were blockaded 
by our navy, the revenue derived from import duties, under 
the laws of Mexico, was paid into the Mexican treasury. 
After these ports had fallen into our military possession, the 
blockade was raised, and commerce with them permitted 
upon prescribed termsand conditions. They were open to 
the trade of all nations, upon the payment of duties more 
moderate in their amount than, those which had been pre- 
viously levied by Mexico; and the rcvenue, which was for- 
merly paid into the Mexican treasury, was directed to be 
collected by our military and naval officers, and applicd to 
the use of our army and navy. Care was taken that the 
Officers, soldiers, and sailors, of our army and navy should 
be exempted from the operations of the order; and as tife 
merchandise imported upon which the order operated must 
be consumed by Mexican citizens, the contributions exacted , 
were, in effect, the seizure of the public revenues of Mexi- 
co, and the application of them to our own use. Jn direct- 
ing this measure, the object was to compel the enemy to 
contribute, as far as practicable, towards the expenses of the 
war.” 

A copy of the order referred to, with the docu- 
ments accompanying it, has been communicated to 
Congress. 

The order operated upon the vessels and mer- 
chandise of all nations, whether belonging to citi- 
zens of the United States or to foreigners arriving 
in any of the ports in Mexico in our military oc- 
cupation. The contributions levied were a tax 
upon Mexican citizens, who were the consumers 
of the merchandise imported. But for the permit 
or license granted by the order, all vessels and 
merchandise belonging to citizens of the United 
States were necessarily excluded from all com- 
merce with Mexico from the commencement of 
the war. The coasts and ports of Mexico were 
ordered to be placed under blockade on the day 
Congress declared the war to exist; and by the 
laws of nations, the blockade applied to the ves- 
sels of the United States, as well as to the vessels 
of all other nations. Had no blockade been de- 
clared, or had any of our merchant vessels entered 
any of the ports of Mexico not blockaded, they 
would have been liable to be seized and condemned 
as lawful prize by the Mexican authorities. Wher 
the order was issued, it operated as a privilege to 
the vessels of the United States, as well as to those | 
of foreign countries, to enter the ports held by our 
arms, upon prescribed terms and conditions. It 
was altogether optional with citizens of the United 
States and foreigners to avail themselves of the 
privilege granted, upon the terms prescribed. Citi- 
zens of the United States and foreigners have 
availed themselves of these privileges. No prin- 
ciple is better established than that a nation at war 
has the right of shifting the burden off itself, and 
imposing it upon the enemy, by exacting military 
contributions. The mode of making such exac- 
tions must be left tothe discretion of the conqueror, 
but it should be exercised in a manner conformable 
to the rules of civilized warfare. 
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The right to levy these contributions is essential 
to the successful prosecution of war in an enemy’s 
country, and the practice of nations has been in 
accordance with this principle. It is as clearly 
necessary as the right to fight battles, and its ex- 
ercise is often essential to the subsistence of the 
army. | 

Entertaining no doubt that the military right to 
exclude commerce altogether from the ports of the 
enemy in our military occupation, included the 
minor right of admitting it under prescribed con- 
ditions, it became an important question, at the 
date of the order, whether there should be a dis- 
crimination between vessels and cargoes belonging 
to the citizens of the United States, and vessels 
and cargoes belonging to neutral nations. Had 
the vessels and cargoes belonging to citizens of the 
United States been admitted without. the payment 
of any duty, while a duty was Jevied on foreign 
vessels and cargoes, the object of the order would 
have been defeated. The whole commerce would 
have been conducted in American vessels. No 
contributions could have been collected, and the 
enemy would have been furnished with goods 
without the exaction from him of any contribution 
whatever; and would have been thus benefited by 
our military occupation, instead of being made to 
feel the evils of the war. In order to levy these 
contributions, and to make them available for the 
support of the army, it became therefore abso- 
lutely necessary that they should be collected upon 
imports into Mexican ports, whether in vessels 
belonging to citizens of the United States or to 
foreigners 

It was deemed proper to extend the privilege 
to vessels and their cargoes belonging to neutral 
natione. lt has been my policy, since the com-, 
mencement of the war with Mexico, to act justly 
and liberally towards all neutral nations, and to 
afford to them no just cause of complaint; and we 
have seen the good consequences of this policy by 
the general satisfaction which it has given. 

In answer to the inquiry contained in the resolu- 
tion, as to the rates of duties imposed, I refer you 
to the documents which accompanied my annual 
message of the 7th of December last, which con- 


- tain the information. 


From the accompanying reports of the Secretary 
of War and the Secretary of the Navy, it will be 
seen that the contributions have been collected on 
all vessels and cargoes, whether American or for- 
eign; but the returns to the departments do not 
show with exactness the amounts collected on 
American, as distinguishable from foreign, vessels 
and merchandise. JAMES K. POLK. 

Wasuinoeton, February 10, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a report from the War Department of the 
Militia returns for the year 1847. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. BREESE presented resolutions from the 
Legislature of the State of Illinois,in favor of an act 
to indemnify the citizens of that State who may 
have suffered by Indian depredations in the Black 
Hawk war; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition from 
Colonel Richard M. Johnson, praying compensa- 
tion for buildings erected by him for the Choctaw 
academy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. ! 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a petition from 
citizens: of West Florida, asking that the public 
lands may be divided and disposed of to citizens of 
the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition from Heze- 
kiah L. Thistle, setting forth alleged injustice on 
‘the part of the Commissioner of the Patent Office, 
in relation to a patent; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented a petition from Mid- 


_ shipman Rogers, asking remuneration for losses in 


money and sufferings during a captivity in Mexico, 
while making his escape, &c. 

Mr. CLAYTON said: I have the honor to pre- 
sent the memorial of Passed Midshipman Rogers, 
asking compensation. for losses and inj 


king injuries re- 
ceived in the service of his country. is memo- 


- rial is couched in terms as modest and unassuming 


as they are respectful to Congress, and glances at 
the leading incidents of an eventful story of daring 
enterprise and heroic fortitude, in captivity and 
distress, to which there can scarcely be found a 


parallel in the annals of the war. I shall ask of 
the Senate that this memorial be printed, in order 
that he may’ have the full benefit of his own state- 
ment; and I now propose to make a few remarks 
in relation to the chain which he presents, for the 
purpose of drawing the attention of the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, and the. 
members of it, to the facts of the case, because I 
suppose that is the committee to whom the memo- 
rial may most appropriately be referred. This 
young officer was one of the daring few who, in 
the month of November, 1846, were distinguished 
for cutting out and destroying the Mexican barque 
s‘: Creole,” then moored under the guns and fasten- 
ed to the walls of the fortress of San Juan de Ulua. 
Subsequently to the destruction of that vessel, the 
naval commander under whom Mr. Rogers served, 
was desirous that a reconnoissance should be made 
of the localities in the vicinity of Vera Cruz, as 
well for the purpose of aiding a land attack as of 
destroying the enemy’s depot of ammunition, and 
this young sailor volunteered with a few others— 
a small boat’s crew—to perform this dangerous 
service. On three successive nights this small 
party penetrated the dense chaparral in the neigh- 
borhood of the city of Vera Cruz, made a complete 
reconnoissance of all the objects of importance 
which they were sent to examine, and afterwards 
reported complete drawings of the localities around 
the city, which were held by General Worth to 
be of great value, as he occupied, in the invest- 
ment of the city, the particular spot which was the 
subject of this investigation. It was during this 
reconnoissance, on the last night of it, that Mr. 
Rogers was captured by a band of Mexican guards; 
and his capture was undoubtedly owing to his own 
generous impulse in saving a brother officer? On 
that occasion he narrowly escaped death at the 
moment of his capture, in consequence of the ex- 
asperated feelings of the Mexicans consequent on 
the destruction of the ‘t Creole.” He was carried 
that night to prison in Vera Cruz, where he re- 
mained four days and nights without sustenance, 
in a cell swarming with vermin, and where the 
only intelligence that reached him was, that he had 
been condemned to death as a spy, by a civil 
tribunal, the sole evidence offered before it being 
to the effect, that he was the leader of the party en- 
gaged in cutting out and destroying the *‘ Creole.” 
He then remained in constant expectation of death 
for many weeks; and when, as he thought, his 
death-summons Was coming, his only answer to it 
was the request, that he might avoid the Mexican 
mode of killing a man behind his back, and meet 
death as an American, who could look it in the 
face. He remained in that state of suspense fora 
long period, his imprisonment at Vera Cruz last- 
ing for three months. For some reason, the bloody 
sentence which had been recorded against him was 
never executed, and a military commission was 
ordered to sit upon his case. When General Scott 
was advancing to invest Vera Cruz, Mr. Rogers 
was marched on foot from that city to Perote, and 
confined in the noxious cells of that fortress. As 
the American army advanced into Mexico, he was 
again removed, and conveyed to Puebla. Al his 
property had been lost in the wreck of the Somers; 
and that which was conferred upon him by the 
hand of friendship or chayity, was taken from him 
by the robbers; whilst his life was at the same 
time in constant peril from the excited state of pub- 
lic feeling against our countrymen. Ata short dis- 
tance from Puebla the incensed rabble stoned him, 
and on that occasion, also, he narrowly escaped 
death. Owing to this excited state of public feel- 
ing, his guard was compelled to remain with him 
within a league of Puebla till midnight, lest he 
should be torn to pieces by the exasperated popu- 
lace in the city. When taken to Puebla, in so 
See peril was he, that the foreign residents of that 

tate interceded in his behalf, and obtained an or- 
der for his removal to the city of Mexico. In rags 
and wretchedness he was marched to the capital, 
where he remained a prisoner, until intelligence of 
the battle of Cerro Gordo arrived, when General 
Santa Anna, the hero of the Alamo, ordered his 
victim to be conveyed still further into the interior. 
Knowing that death would be the consequence of 
thatremoval, he made a successful effort to escape. 
Always in infinite peril, he made his way in Mexi- 
can disguise, being often subjected to examination 
from bands of guerrillas and Mexican guards, until 
he reached the plains which led him to Puebla, 
where General Scott was preparing, with his vic- 


torious army, to advance upon the city of Mexico. 
From his knowledge of the localities in the neighbor- 
hood of Mexico, and the numbers and condition of 
the Mexican forces, Mr. Roger® was now enabled 
to give valuable information to the commander-in- 
chief; and his character for courage and intelli- 
gence being well known, he was employed as a 
volunteer aid-de-camp by General Pillow, and in 
all the bloody actions which succeeded he was dis- 
tinguished as amongst the bravest of the brave. 
The despatches of the commanding general, whose 
aid he was, fully attest his character for skill and 
gallantry, and recommend him in the strongest 
terms to the notice of the commander-in-chief, be- 
stowing upon him as high eulogiums as on any 
other officer of his division. Engaged in all the 
other actions in the field, Mr. Rogers was particu- 
larly distinguished for his conduct, as his brother 
officers reldte, in the storming of Chapultepec, 
where he was one of the seven who first mounted 
the walls of that fortress, and planted the standard 
of his country over ‘* the halls of the Montezu- 
mas.” The sailor has now returned from the 
wars, but no brevet commission awaits him, be- 
cause the deck was not the field of his fame. He 
has earned his Jaurels upon the land; but although 
promotion may not attend him for the service 
which he performed upon land, his claims for jus- 
tice are strengthened by this service; and the only 
object which I have in view on this occasion is, to 
commend his claims for sheer justice to the con- 
sideration of the Committee on Military Affairs. 
I think that a stronger case could scarcely be pre- 
sented for the consideration of an American Con- 
gress. Ido not undertake to point out the mode 
or measure of redress which the case demands. 
leave that to the ability, the patriotism, the benevo- 
lence of the gentlemen of the Military Committee. 
We all unite in commendation of those of our 
countrymen who have been distinguished in this 
war. We are accustomed to rejore over the 
achievements of our countrymen in Mexico, with- 
out reference to party distinctions. When the 
gallant dead are brought from Mexico to their 
home, we follow the hearse, ‘‘ the war-horse and 
the muffied drum,” and unite in signifying to the 
world that the whole nation sorrows for the fallen. 
I hope that the same feeling which is so success- 
fully invoked in behalf of the memory of the gal- 
lant dead may be manifested to the living, and that 
when the pensioner shall return from Mexico—the 
crippled and war-worn soldier—claiming his dues, 
we shall be ready to award to them just compen- 
sation for the services which they have rendered 
to their country. I hope it may never be said of 
us— 
« How proud they can press to the funeral array 
Of him whom they shunned in his sickness and sorrow ; 


> And bailiffs may seize his last blanket to-day, | 
Whose pall shall be borne up by statesmen to-morrow !” 


I move that the memorial be printed, and refer- 
red to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The reference to the committee was then unani- 
mously ordered. 

Mr. HALE. The other day, a memorial was 
resented by the honorable Senator from Ohio 
Mr. Corwin] in favor of peace, and the Senate, 

as I understand, on the score of economy, refused 
to allow it to be printed. On a subsequent day, 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] pre- 
sented a memorial coming from the large and highly 
respectable body of Friends in the New England 
States, very brief and respectful, praying that 
measures might be taken to bring about a speed 
peace. It was also refused to print that memorial, 
on the ground of expense. I hope that the same 
rule will be applied to those memorials which ask 
for action in favor of war, or of those who have 
performed what are styled meritorious services in 
war. I hope that we will show some uniformity 
of action in regard to this matter; so that if those 
memorials asking for action which seems to imply 
approbation of the principles avowed in them in 
favor of the war, be printed, the Senate will not 
refuse the same measure of justice to memorials 
which come not from private individuals, but large 
bodies of Christians, asking the Government to do 
something towards the restoration of peace. For 
this reason, I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
question of printing this memorial. , 

Mr. TURNEY. I think it is necessary to take 
in this instance the course which has been hereto- 
fore adopted in similar cases. I move a reference 
to the Committee on Printing. 


1848. 


The motion to print was then referred to the 
Committee on Printing. "E 


Mr. YULEE expressed a wish to take. up the 
resolutions submitted by him as a substitute for 
the resolutions laid on the table by the Senator 
from New York (Mr. Dicxinson.] He had in- 
tended to postpone the remarks which he proposed 
to make on these, resolutions until the close of the 
discussion on the ten-regiment bill; but as there 
was no time fixed for the termination of that de- 
bate, he would ask the indulgence of the Senate 
to permit him to give his views on the subject now, 
before the expiration of the morning hour. 

After some conference with the Senators round 
him, Mr. Y. said he would forego his intention at 
this time, as the morning hour had nearly expired; 
but he hoped the Senate would allow him the privi- 
lege on Monday morning. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 

riation for the construction of fortifications at Proctor’s 
auding, on Lake Borgne, in the State of Lonisiana. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill providing for the obtaining 
of testimony in relation to claims for losseg in the 
Jate war in Florida; which was read a first time. 

Mr. DAYTON, ftom the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill for giving effect to cer- 
tain treaty stipulations between this and foreign 
governments, for the apprehension and delivering 
up of certain offenders; which was read a first 
time. 

Mr. DAYTON then gave notice that he should, 
at an early day, ask for the action of the Senate 
on this bill. 

Mr. CASS, from the Committee on Milita 
oes reported a bill for the relief of John Cald- 
well. 

Mr. CASS, from the same committee, reported, 
without amendment, the joint resolutions from the 
House, giving the thanks of the country to Major 
General Scott, and the officers of the army under 
his command; and, also, to Major General Tay- 
lor, and the officers serving under his command. 

On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Senate 
proceeded to consider these resolutions as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and they were reported for 
a third reading; and the question being on their 
passage— 

Mr. HALE said, I have no disposition to tres- 
pass on the attention of the Senate, but I cannot suf- 
fer the question to be taken without expressing the 
grounds of my opposition to the passage of this 
resolution. In doing so I have no object in view 
except to manifest consistent opposition to the war 
in all its phases—in all its aspects—and in what- 
ever way it can be presented. I feel constrained 
to record my vote against the passage of this reso- 
lution, because I cannot, by any possibility, by 
any sophistry, separate in my mind a vote of 
_ thanks to those officers for the agency which they 
have had in the war, from an approval of the war 
in which they are engaged. [ do not propose, at 
this time, to repeat to the Senate my convictions 
as to the character of this war, because I have 
already sufficiently expressed those convictions. 
{ desire only to vindicate the propriety of the 
course which I propose to take upon this occasion. 


Let me invite the attention of the Senate to a po 


ceeding parallel to this which occurred in the Brit- 
ish Parliament, on a proposition to thank the 
officers enganet in the American war for the ser- 
vices which they had rendered to the mother coun- 
try against the people of the colonies. By refer- 
ence to the ‘ British Annual Register,” we find, 
that on the 27th of November, 1781, a motion was 
made in the House of Commons that the thanks 
of the House should be given to Sir Henry Clin- 
ton, Knight of the Bath, for the important services 
rendered by him and troops under his command, 
in the reduction of Charleston; and that the thanks 
of that House should also be given to Earl Corn- 
wallis, for the signal and meritorious services he 
had done to his country, by the most glorious 
victory obtained by him over the American rebels 
at Camden: 

“Mr. Wilkesdeclared, that he thought it his duty to op- 
pore the motion, as originally introduced, respecting only 

ord Cornwallis, and all the subsequent amendments, be- 
cause, in his idea, every part of it conveyed an approbation 
of the American war—a war unfounded in principle, and 


fatal in its consequences to this sae He had condemned 
it, he said, at the beginning, and had regularly opposed its 
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progressin every stage, both in and out of Parliament. The 
eminent and very important services to his Majesty and this 
country, mentioned in the motion, he entirely disapproved, 
and consequently should withhold his thanks and gratitude, 
where he did not think them wanted, in a war of glaring 
injustice and wretched policy.” 


On this motion, Mr. Fox addressed the House; 
and I beg to read a short extract from the report 
of the debate: 

« He allowed the merits of the officers now in question, 
but he made a distinction between thanks and praise. He 
might admire their valor, but he could not separate the in- 
tention from the action; they were united in his mind; 
there they formed one whole; and he would not attempt to 
divide them. He would not vote the thanks of the Honse. 
to any admiral, while the navy of England was ia such bad 
hands.” 

It seems to me that that is the only consistent 
course of action for those who disapprove of this 
war, in all its stages and aspects, and in every pos- 
sible way in which it can be presented. I hold 
that that is the only consistent ground for those 
who maintain that this war has been wrong in its 
beginning, wrong in its prosecution, wrong in the 
objects to which it looks, and wrong in the means 
by which it is hoped to attain those objects. En- 
tertaining such a view of duty on this occasion, | 
cannot give thanks to anybody for any agency in 
this war, except such agency as tends to bring it 
to an immediate termination. Any judicious ef- 
forts, here or elsewhere, to bring this war to a 


‘close—to a speedy and honorable close—will com- . 


mand my earnest and most cordial thanks; but I 
have no thanks to offer those who have been em- 
ployed in the prosecution of a war which I believe 
to be thus unjust from its commencement. Nor 
can I accede to another proposition which I have 
heard maintained with a good deal of energy here 
and elsewhere—that an officer of the army or navy 
has no discretion—that he is a mere machine of 
the Administration—that it is to say, ‘‘go,” and he 
goeth, ‘“‘ come,” and he cometh, without attaching 
to himself any share of moral responsibility for 
the character of»the transaction in which he 1s en- 
gaged. I do not believe in any such doctrine. I 
do not believe that officers of the army or navy are 
such machines, and that by receiving commissions 
in either service they divest themselves of all re- 
sponsibility for the character of the transactions in 
which they may be engaged in pursuance of the 
orders which they receive. There is one bright 
page in the history of the English army, which I 
think might, with great propriety, be commended 
to the thoughtful consideration of every gentleman 
who thus represents the officers of the army as irre- 
sponsible machines. It is found in the history of 
the Earl of Effingham, a distinguished officer of 
the British army, and a member of the House of 
Peers. He was the colonel of a regiment in the 
British service, when he received orders to gore 
the army, about to embark for America, and fight 
the rebels at Charleston and Camden. His con- 
duct on that occasion was worthy of all commend- 
ation; and would to God that we had had some one 
who, inheriting a portion of his spirit when the 
order of this Administration was issued, directing 
the advance of the troops to the Rio Grande, 
would have followed so illustrious an example! 
The story is briefly told in the ‘Annual Register” 
for the year 1776, and with the indulgence of the 
Senate I will read it: 

« The Earl of Effingham, whose military genius had led 
him, when a youth, into the army, and had since prompted 
him to ripen theory into experience wherever real service 
was to be found, by acting as a volunteer in the war between 
the Russians and Turks, had, since his return, as a peer in 
Parliament, uniformly opposed the whole system of meas- 
ures pursued against the Americans, and finding, at length, 
that the regiment in which he served was intended for the 
American service, thought it inconaistent with his charac- 
ter, and unbecoming of his dignity, to enforce measures with 
his sword, which he hadso utterly condemned in his legisla- 
tive capacity. He accordingly wrote a letter of resignation to 
the Secretary at War, in which, having declared the cheer- 
fuluess with which he would sacrifice life and fortune in 
support of the safety, honor, and dignity, of his Majesty’s 
crown and person, he observed, that the same principles 
which had inspired him with these unalterable sentiments 
of duty and affection to the King, would not suffer him to be 
instrumental in depriving any part of his people of those lib- 
erties which form the best security for their fidelity and 
obedience to his Governinent. He expressed the deepest 
regret and greatest mortification at being obliged to quit a 
profession which bad been that of his ancestors for many 
ages, to the study and practice of which from childhood his 
past life had been applied, and his future intentionally dedi- 
cated; and that as he waived the advantage which the cus- 
tom of the service entitled him to, the right of selling what 
he had bought, he intreated, that he might be allowed to 
retain his rank in the army, that whenever the envy or 
ambition of foreign powers should require it, he might be 
enabled to serve his Majesty and his country in that way in 
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which, of all others, he thought himself best calculated to 
do it with effect.” : 


That was the course taken by that distinguished 
officer of the Britishtarmy when he received orders 
from the Crown to dmbark on a service which did 
not commend itself to his moral sentiments. If 
there could have beqn found within the ranks of the 
American army, an officer entertaining such eX- 
alted ideas of duty hnd dignity as that—who did 
not merge the mannn the offieer, and who could 
have told the Admibistration that he respected his 
own conyictions of truth and duty, and could not 

jeld obedience to an arbitrary mandate, I would 
have thanked him, and thanked God that he had 
given us such a man. But I can record no vote 
of thanks to any of the officers of this army, hav- 
ing been engaged in a contest which every feeling 
of my heart, and every dictate of my judgment 
condemns. The resolution speaks of glory. That 
glory I look upon as our shame! We have won 
no glory in this war which I desire to share, for 
it has been acquired in a cause which I believe has 
not been sustained by justice, and there can be no 
glory without justice. There can be glitter and 
there can be glare, but no glory separate from truth, 
righteousness, and justice; and believing that the 
whole of this transaction, from beginning to end, 
instead of adding anything to our national glory, 
has detracted from it—that instead of clothing our 
national character with just renown, it has ren- 
dered our name a shame and a reproach to the 
friends of free principles wherever the history of 
our doings in Mexico are known—I must, as one 
humble individual, withhold now and forever any 
vote of thanks or approbation to those who have 
been instrumental in carrying on that war. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I differ very much on 
this subject from the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat; and the remarks which he has made give 
me an opportunity of placing myself right before 
the Senate and elsewhere. ‘I believe, as he does, 
that this war was improperly and unconstitution- 
ally commenced. But does it follow, because { 
entertain that opinion, that the officers and soldiers 
engaged under the direction of the Government 
are not entitled to the thanks of the country for 
the performance of their duty? Upon what ground 
has the gentleman before me placed it? He gave 
an Instance of an English officer, who, sooner than 
draw the sword in execution of the orders of his 
Government, resigned his post. Does that apply 
to the soldiers who enlist ae the war, or for 
five years? Cantheyresign? No. Their hands 
are tied. They are compelled to obey the orders 
of their officers; and would the gentleman erect a 
different standard of honor for the soldier in the 
ranks and the officer who commands? The British 
officer to whom he alluded might have had an es- 
tate to which to retire; the circumstances in which 
he was placed may have enabled him to take the 
course which he did; but not so in regard to the 
officers‘of ourarmy. Iask, then, if the position of 
the gentleman involves anything more than this: 
that the officers and soldiers of the army are to 
obey orders according as they may conceive them 
to comport with moral principles or not? If that 
is to be the rule, what is to be the condition of the 
government of the army? It amounts to a disso- 
lution of that government at opce. My position 
as a legislator is one thing. I act upon principle; 
I attempt to give such a direction to public affairs 
as, in my judement, right principle demands. But 
as a citizen, I am bound to yield obedience to the 
law. After the legislature has acted, it is the duty 
of the citizen to comply with the e pre- 
scriptions. I have always repudiated the idea of 
an inferior tribunal, executive or legislative, setting 
itself up to expound the law, and act just as it 
understands the requirements of the case, as being 
entirely opposed to republican principles, and the 
good order of society. I think, that if this Legis- 
lature should express its determination to conquer 
the whole of Mexico, the citizens would be bound 
to submit. Asa legislator, I would feel it to be 
my duty to oppose to the very utmost such a 
determination. But if it were once so decided, 
constitutionally or unconstitutionally, there would 
then be nothing left but submission. It would be 
my duty to submit in that case. How is it with 
the army? The army is bound to execute the 
orders of the Government; and if it execute them. 
in the gallant style which has characterized the 
operations of our troops in Mexico, it is entitled 
to the thanks of every man whose heart beats with 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


342 


worthy impulses. It has been remarked here, and 
‘I think with great truth and, propriety, that the 
honor which the army has wqn has given strength 
to the country, and that that fis ae the only 
thing which we have gained hy this war; and that, 
but for thé acquisition of hojor by the army, the 
whole war, from the beginning to the end, instead 
of being matter of exultation, would have been 
the subject of lasting lamentation. I therefore 
think it to be my duty to vate cheerfully for this 


resolution, and toaécord to thé officers and soldiers . 


‘of the army my thanks for the manner in which 
: they have performed their duty. The war has 
not been their act; they are the mere agents of the 
Executive in carrying on thefwar. 

Mr. BUTLER. lam somewhat astonished atthe 
views taken by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire. Yet, perhaps I oughtgnot to be astonished 
this morning at the views which he has expressed, 
when I refer to the peculiar-opinions. which he in- 
troduced on another subject a few days since. We 
are now making materials for history; and the 
gentleman from New Hampshire has maintained 
that, instead of returning our thanks to the officers 
and men for their good conduct, gallantry and skill 
in the operations of this war,.not under the orders 
of the President, but under the national flag, they 
should be regarded by us as deserving the lasting 
reproach of history. Where does the gentleman 
learn his lessons upon subjects of this kind?) Am 
I, here in the Senate of the United States, to be 
told that those who have fallen in consequence of 
yielding obedience to the dictates of patriotism are 
to have reproach and infamy cast upon their graves? 
Am I to be told that those who have obeyed, per- 
haps reluctantly obeyed, the orders of the com- 
mander-in-chief in embarking in this war, are not 
entitled tp our thanks for maintaining the honor, 
the historica! reputation of this country abroad? 
And yet, such are the sentiments of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire. I solemnly believe 
that General Taylor, more, perhaps, than any 
other single individual in this country, is entitled 
tò our thanks for saving the.lives not only of his 
own troops, but the lives of those sent on this ex- 
pedition. Every battle that was fought, it seems 
to me, resulted almost in a miraculous escape 
from the overwhelming disaster which seemed to 
be impending over our army. If he had failed at 
Buena Vista, it is almost certain that the troops 
under command of General Scott would have been 
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not only to spell words, but to understand their |, occasion, however, I may advert to this matter; 


meaning. I believe he said that so far as regards 
one portion of the Confederacy—at least that was 
the tendency of his remarks—it should be put 
under ban of the condemnation of the other; 
and that it was correct in a representative of the 


| Federal Government—I mean the Secretary of |, 


i State—to protest against the interference of British 
power, so far as it affected only that portion of the 
Confederacy. Let me ask him, suppose the prop- 
osition had been made to introduce slaves into 
New Hampshire to the exclusion of others, and 
to settle the Maine boundary with a view to do sa, 
would he or would he not have invoked the Fed- 
eral powers to protect that portion of the Confed- 
eracy? But perhaps, sir, I am now going beyond 
' the legitimate limits of the present question. I 
| protest against this attempt. to cast contumely 
l 


and reproach upon the officers and soldiers who 
' have obeyed the orders of this Government, and 
| who deserve the lasting approbation of the coun- 
i try. 

Mr. CASS. As it appears to be probable that 
this discussion may be prolonged, and the hour 
for taking up the special order has already passed, 
I move that the resolution be passed by informally. 

SEVERAL Senators. Oh! no. Let it be acted 
upon now. 

Mr. CALHOUN, (in his seat.) Let it be passed 
over informally. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 


ator from Michigan withdraw his motion ? 


Mr. CASS. I believe not, Mr. President. I 
think I must adhere to it. 
Mr. HALE. I desire only to say a few,words 
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and was betrayed into it now, from the circum- 
stance that the gentleman on all subjects of this 
kind stands very much alone. 

_Mr. HALE. I am quite willing to ‘stand 
alone,” provided I stand on my convictions, I 
mean, sir, to vote as [ talk. I do not come here 
to make a speech denouncing this war as unjust 
and unconstitutional, and then stultify myself by 
voting men and money to the President, to carry ıt 
on. My speeches and my votes shall be, at all 
events, consistent with each other. While I think 
as Ido, I shall vote as I speak. I do not know 


' but I may be alone in that; but whether it be so or 


not, I shall so act, and leave it to be said whether 
it is a reproach to me or others, that I am thus 
alone. Permit me to say to that honorable Sena- 
tor in all kindness, and with no disposition to be 
offensive, that he entirely mistakes and misappre- 
hends the character of that portion of the Ameri- 
can people whom I am supposed to represent on 
this subject. Once for all, let me say, that we de- 
Sire no interference with, nor disturbance of, the 
existing institutions of the States. If the institu- 
tion of which you speak be a blessing, bless your- 
selves with it; if it be a curse, stagger under it as 
you may; let us remain free from 1t—let us alone. 
It is all that we desire—all that we ask. And per- 
mit me to say that our efforts will not cease, our 
exertions will not weary until we have done what 
we can to relieve ourselves of any share of re- 
proach or responsibility in respect to what we 
regard as a great and crying evil. We donot pre- 
tend to interfere with it, then, but we say, ‘‘ keep 
it to yourselves 1’? Do not come here and ask us 
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to tax people to the last point of endurance, to 


Mr. CASS. If the Senator desires to make a || carry on an aggressive war for its prosecution, sus- 


destroyed by the Mexican hosts which surrounded | 


them; and | yet am told that those who saved the 
lives of our troops—who went forth under our 


| 
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| quy upon the officers of the American army. 
‘| certainly have said no such thing—I have intended 
| no such thing. 
| 


| was impossible, in my mind, to separate the actors 


ii 


personal explanation, certainly I have no objection 
to withdrawing the motion. 7 

Mr. HALE. The honorable Senator from South 
Carolina says that I have undertaken to cast = 


I said that the officers engaged in 
this war could never have my thanks. I could not 
thank them for anything they had done, because it 


in the war from the war itself. Then, simply with 
the view of showing that I was not without prece- 
dent in. my course, I referred toa fact in history, 
drawing no inferences whatever from it. The 
severe philippic which the honorable Senator has 
thought proper to pronounce upon the precedent 
which I have cited, must be directed against the 


personal to myself. 
| 


national flag, are,.by the solemn judgment of the |! honored statesmen who stood up in the Parliament | 


Senate, to be condemned, because, when ordered to 
pass into the enemy’s country, with craven indif- 
ference to honor—in traitorous violation of their 
duty—they did not retire and give up their com- 


| 


of Great Britain, and maintained the cause of the 
American colonies—the cause of human liberty and 
human rights, against the arms of that power which 
was then endeavoring to crush the spirit of free- 


missions! Yes, the gentleman would have had || dom, bursting into life in these colonies. I have 


those officers to resign in the face of the enemy. I 
believe his doctrine goes so far, and that it would 
be consistent with his notions, that the officers and 


men should receive pay whilst they are guarding |! course which I myself adopt. 
i have the honor of occupying a place here, I must 
i follow my convictions, let them lead me where 
| they will. When I cannot follow my convictions, 


garrisons, but retire the moment that the order to 
encounter fhe perils of war was issued. Accord- 
ing to his idea, they are to be judges of the justice 
and propriety of the war. I do not know, how- 
ever, that the ideas which the gentleman has just 
now expressed, are at all different from some which 
. I heard the other day, and to which I shall now 
take the opportunity to advert. The very first 
remark which I heard from that gentleman in this 
Senate House was to maintain that whilst science 
in adventurous experiment was soaring to heaven, 
and making discoveries in the bowels of the earth, 
refuting the Mosaic cosmogony, he was not allow- 
ed to present memorials on your table for the sui- 
cide of this Confederacy. Such was the doctrine 
then maintained by the gentleman: that he was for- 
bidden to present on your table memorials and pe- 
titions which, if they had been acted upon, would 
have resulted in the immediate, infamous, suicide 
of this Confederacy. What did the gentleman then 
maintain? Nothing at all different from that which 
he now asserts: that one portion of this Confede- 
racy should have the liberty of presenting memo- 
rials of that kind, to alter the Constitution, so that 
one portion of the Confederacy should be deprived 
of those- guarantees under which it entered the 
Union. I recollect one of the remarks made by 
the gentleman on that occasion, and I hope he will 
pardon me for quoting his classic language. He 
said that he had learned in Yankee school-books 


in reference to the subject to which he alluded. 


not undertaken to mark out for a single individual 


| the course he is to pursue on this floor in reference. 
| to this subject; nor do I ask any to follow that 


But so long as I 


I will not come here. The honorable Senator has 
referred to some remarks which I made the other 
day, upon the occasion of presenting a ee ir 
think that the Senator undertook to characterize that 
memorial, and the course which 1 adopted on that 
occasion, in terms, which to say the least, if he had 
known all the facts, he would not have employed. 
What was the character of that memorial? Did it 
ask the Senate to transcend any of its acknowledg- 
ed powers? No. It was a memorial drawn up 
by a society of professing Christians, who eschew 
the doctrine of the justifiable employment of phys- 
ical force, and simply asked that the American 
Government would use all the powers vested in 
them by the Constitution, for the removal of that 
which they deemed to be an evil. The memori- 
alists could not be heard. Their petition could 
not be recefved by an American Senate. 

Mr. BU'PLER. I did not exactly allude to that 
part of it, and perhaps, indeed, I should ask par- 
don of the Senate for referring at all to what was 
not altogether germane to the immediate subject 
before it; but, if I recollect right, there was a me- 
morial or paper of some kind asking an altera- 
tion of the Conran. to enable them to interfere 
with that institution of the South. On another 
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tenance, and maintenance. Do not desire to go 
into our States, interfering with us there, and in 
claiming to preserve your institutions, disfranchise 
us. We hear a great deal about the far-famed 
compromises of the Constitution; but go into the 
State of New Hampshire, before a justice of the 
peace, with the certificate of any one claiming me 
as his slave, and you may drag me from the em- 
braces of my family and all that I hold dear. The 
habeas corpus and trial by jury are in a moment 
trampled in the dust, and slavery rides omnipotent 
over all the guarantees of the Constitution! It is 
from this that we ask to be relieved. We make 
no war upon you. That is all that we attempt,- 
and so far as we are enabled to do so, we shall con- 
tinue the attempt to maintain the integrity of our 
own constitution and our own institutions against 
these encroachments. Beyond that, we have no 
desire to go. Beyond that, we have never gone. 
The Senator, then, entirely misunderstood the 
purport of the efforts made by me, if he gave 
them any other character. A single word in re- 
gard to the matter immediately before the Senate, 
and I have done. I-think I cannot have been mis- 
understood when I said, that I did not characterize 
the acts of the officers of the army. I have spoken 
of the war in which they are engaged. I believe 
it to be unjust; and what would we have thought 
of the sincerity of the patriots in the British Par- 
liament—of Chatham, for instance, whose manly 
eloquence was exerted in denouncing the aggres- 
sions upon the liberties of the colonies, if he had 
united in the vote of thanks to Cornwallis and 
Clinton? That is all that I have maintained. I 
believe this war to be unjust, and, therefore, I 
cannot vote for the thanks of Congress to be given 
to any one who has had any agency in the prose- 
cution of that war. 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN, the subject was 
passed over informally. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
to raise, for a limited time, an additional military 
force. . 

Mr. TURNEY said, if heentertained those views 
of the unconstitutionality of the war which Sena- 
tors on the other side had expressed, he would vote 
against every measure for its prosecution. If the 
war was just, all agree this bill should ae If it 
was unjust, it ought not to pass. The points 
which had been urged on the other side in opposi- 
tion to the justice of the war were never heard of 
until this bill was brought before the Senate. He 
adverted to the movements of the army, early in 
the war, to show that the necessity for the passage 
of the bill granting the first supplies to the Presi- 
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dent was grounded on the perilous situation of 
General Taylor and his troops. 

He believed that the war would have long since 
been broughttoa close but for the divisions at home. 
He asked, what kind of a treaty of peace Senators, 
who thought the war unconstitutional and unjust, 
could make with Mexico? He saw that the differ- 
ences of opinion were strictly coincident with the 
party lines. We all know the effects of these 
party conflicts on the enemy, who is led to reflect 
on the consequence of this disunion among our 
own citizens, weakening our energies and distract- 
ing our efforts, and to hope. that a change of our 
counsels would open the way to a peaceful termi- 
nation of the war. 

He said that he concurred with his colleague in 
the opinion that the people of Tennessee are dis- 
posed to sustain the war; but he thought that his 
colleague, by voting against the bill, would not 
represent the opinions of the people. He adverted 
to the various points which had been urged on the 
other side, and stated that they had failed to change 
the convictions of his mind. 

He complained that Senators on the other side 
built up issues for themselves, and then went on 
to reason from them. They might be all easily 
overthrown, but he could not take up the time of 
_ the Senate with them. 

Annexation, which has been charged as the 
‘cause of the war, was the act of the Tyler admin- 


istration. The Senator from Maryland, [Mr. 
J areal in his unanswerable argument, asked 
why the President had not recalled the messenger, 
and thus prevented the act? He vindicated the 


President from the charge which had been made 
against the Executive on account of the non-revo- 
cation of the ministerial act of his predecessor. 
He contended that Mr. Polk had not the power to 
do so. if he had done so, still, annexation would 
have been perfected at the next session of Con- 
gress. 

To sustain the position which he had taken, he 
quoted copiously from the history of the matters 
connected with the annexation of Texas, and the 
opinions of the distinguished statesmen of the 
time on the subject. The Whig doctrine in 1844 
was, that the annexation of Texas would be pro- 
ductive of war; while the Democratic doctrine 
was, that it could present no just cause of war. 
Now the Whigs assert, that the removal of our 
troops beyond the Nueces to the Rio Grande was 
the cause of the war. The Whigs, therefore, had 
entirely changed their ground on this subject, 
abandoning the annexation as a cause, and assail- 
ing the acts of the present Executive as having led 
to the existing difficulties. 

He then went on to speak of the course pursued 
by the Mexican Government in relation to Mr. 
Slidell. She would not even listen to any propo- 
sition, but at once rejected the minister. What 
course was then left for the United States but to 
commence war? 

The administration of Mr. Tyler had brought 
on the war, in effect, by pursuing a course which 
closed the door against every proposition which 
we could make towards conciliation and peace. 
The present Administration had done all it could 
to avert the war, but every effort was frustrated, 
until, by the rejection of Mr. Slidell, every hope 
of peaceful adjustment was destroyed. The cor- 
respondence of our Secretary of State shows how 
strong was his disposition to pursue a conciliatory 
course. 

He would have, charged our Government with a 
violation of the national honor, if it had not ful- 
filled the assurance it gave to Texas to interpose, 
so as to prevent her re-invasion by Mexico. We 
talk much of the honor of the Government, the 
honor of the country, which must be preserved 
from stain at all hazards. What would have be- 
come of this honor, had we not redeemed the 
pledge given to Texas to interpose, to prevent her 
re-invasion by Mexico? 

He returned to the question of the annexation of 
Texas, and read from the diplomatic correspond- 
ence on the subject, to show that the Secretary of 
State had adopted that measure, in view of all its 
possible consequences, of which consequences war 
was one. [t was not a difference of opinion. as 
to the boundary between us and Mexico which 
caused the war, but it was the question of annex- 
ation as a whole. 

For the conduct of the war, the President is re- 
sponsible—responsible to the people. But he is a 
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cautious and prudent man, and has not acted with- 
out due consideration and consultation with mili- 
tary men, men of experience, men who are in 
possession of all the necessary information. He 
consulted General Taylor when the movement 
on the Rio Grande was resolved on. It had been 
alleged that our troops were sometimes too many 
—sometimes too few—and now we have more 
than can be required to bring the war to a termina- 
tion. 

He insisted that the Mexican troops had inva- 
ded our soil, when they crossed the Rio Grande, 
and that it was then a matter of necessity to repel 
them. 

He then went on to inquire what could be done 
to bring the war to a termination. He would use 
the language once used by a gentleman from Rhode 
Island—we are now in the war, and we must fight 
it out. It was strange that we, being in the midst 
of a war, should grieve at our own success—should 
take the alarm, and take sides with our enemy; 
that the suggestion should be urged that we must 
make peace, without waiting for the -Mexicans 
now to show theirhand. We have already made 
proposition after proposition, without effect. Yet 
we are told that we have peace in our power—that 
we can make peace when we please. Mexico is 
hot conquered; and when we say she is whipped, 
we are forced’ to admit that she is not conquered, 
for she will not listen to any proposition from us to 
terminate the war. 

He was desirous to carry on the war vigorously, 
to strike into the vitals of Mexico, and to force her 

Mr. TOURNEY concluded with recapitulating the 
points of his argument. 


On motion of Mr. MANGUM, a message was 
ordered to be sent to the House of Representa- 


tives, requesting the return of the bill for the in- | 


crease of the medical staff of the army of the United 
States. 

Mr. MANGUM explained that the bill had been 
suffered to pass the Senate without attracting any 
attention. And he gave notice of a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which it had been passed. 


On motion, it was ordered, that when the Senate 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday. 


Mr. BREESE then took the floor and expressed 
his desire to make some remarks on the bill under 
discussion, and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business; and, after some 
time, the doors were reopened, and 

‘The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 14, 1848. 


This being resolution day, the SPEAKER com- 
menced the call of the States for resolutions, com- 
mencing with the State of Virginia, where the call 
was suspended on the last resolution day. 


On motion of Mr. GOGGIN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into and report to what extent 
and in what respect, the franking privilege of the officers and 
members of this House has been restricted by recent decis- 
ions of the Postinaster General, or any of his assistants or 
deputies; and whether any, and if so what, further legisla- 
aus is necessary to give effect to the existing laws upon that 
subject. 


Mr. CHAPMAN offered the following resolu- 


tion, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That a select committee be appointed to inquire 
into the tobacco trade of the United States with the different 
countries of Europe, andthe duties and restrictions imposed 
upon this branch of American commerce, and to report by 
bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. CRISFIELD, : 

Résolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing a post route 
from Princess Anne, in Somerset county, Maryland, by 
Kingston, to Jefferson Corner, in said county. 


On motion of Mr. CHAPMAN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of building a light-house on 
Blackstone’s Island, in the Potomac river.. 


Mr. STROHM moved the following preamble 
and resolutions, which were read and laid over un- 
der the rule: 7 , 

Whereas it is extremely desirable that the peaceful rela- 
tions heretofore subsisting between the United States of 
America and the Republic of Mexico should be restored, as 
soon as the difficulties between the two countries can be ad- 
justed, upon principles of common justice and in conformity 
to the laws of nations; and whereas experience has demon- 
strated that the conquest of armies, thé capture of cities, and 
the occupation of territory in the enemy’s country are inad- 
equate to accomplish the great object which the peace-lov- 
ing citizens of both countries so ardently desire ; and where- 
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as, in the opinion of many, the cheapest, easiest, speediest, 
and most effectual way of procuring an honorable and per- 
manent peace would be to withdraw our armies from the 
territory of Mexico and propose commissioners to negotiate 


a treaty; and whereas it is the duty of Congress to make 
. ample provision for the security, pay, subsistence, and com- 


fort of the brave men who now compose our annies in 
Mexico, and whohave so gallantly defended the flag of their 
country: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
directed to make and report to this House an estimate of the 
amount of money that may be necessary to withdraw our 
troops now in Mexico to some point or points within our 
own undisputed territory, discharge and send home the 
volunteers, and sustain the regular army during the ensuing 
year. 

Resolved, That if, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, 
the safety of the army, in carrying out the policy above in- 
dicated, should it be adopted, will require an additional 
number of men, either by filling up deficiencies in existing 
regiments or by new levies, he shall report the number of 
men and the character of the troops which he may deem 
necessary, together with an estimate of the cost of raising, 
transporting, and subsisting such additional troops for one 
year, or for such period as he may judge that their services 
may be required, less than one year. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, . 

Resolved, ‘That the pay of John P. Gaines, a member of 
this House, be allowed from the first day of the session, he - 
having been prevented, from unavoidable causes, from 
reaching Washington, on his passage from Mexico, until 
some days thereatter. 


On motion of Mr. POLLOCK, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency ot extending 
the provisions of the act of Congress of June 7th, 1832, 
(granting pensions, &c.,) to the officers and soldiers, &c., 
who served during the Indian campaigns under Gcnerala 
Clarke, St. Clair, Harmar, and Wayne; also, to the officers. 
and soldiers of the late war with Great Britain, not other- 
wise provided for. 


On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency ofrepealing so much 
of the 30th section of the act of Congress of 1789, (Septem- 
ber 24,) to establish the judicial courts of the Cnited States, 
as authorizes the taking of depositions without notice to the 
adverse party; and of extending the privilege of American 
vessels to all foreign vessels transferred by judicial sales, 
under the order of a court of competent jurisdiction, to a 
citizen of the United States; and of providing a place of 
deposit for the bond of clerks of courts of the United States ; 
and of abolishing custom-house oaths; and of prohibiting 
execution of criminals in public; and of altering the hold- 
ing of the circuit court of the United States for the southern 
district of New York; und of regulating costs in courts of 
admiralty; and of so modifying the judiciary system of the 
United States as to facilitate the despatch of business, with- 
out impairing the rigor and wisdom of the administration of 
justice. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL offered the following 
resolution, which was read and laid over under 
the rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to this House on what articles, embraced in the 
tariff act of 1846, the duties can be increased beyond the 
existing rates so as to augment the revenue, and to what ex- 
tentthe said duties can be increased, and what additional 
revenue would accrue therefrom. z 


Mr. POLLOCK asked leave to offer a second 
resolution; to which 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, objected, on the 
ground that Mr. P. had already offered a resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to move the resolution. 

The question was put on suspending the rules, 
and it was disagreed to. 


On motion of Mr. STRONG, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire inta the expediency of establishing a na- 
tional foundry in the city of Reading, county of Berks, and 
State of Pennsylvania. . 


d 

On motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means in- 
quire and report to this House whether it would not increase 
tbe commerce between France and the United States, the 
duties from imports in the United States, and the advantage - 
of both countries, to reduce the present American duties on 
French wines, brandies, silks, jewels, and other French 
productions taxed as luxuries; and whether the said French 
productions should not be treated as necessary to enable 
France to pay for a greater than her present purchase of 
American cotton, rice, provisions, tobacco, and other Ameri- 
can productions. 


Mr. LEVIN offered a resolution authorizin 
the Sergeant-at-Arms to employ aclerk at a state 
salary. . 

Mr. L. moved the previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the reso- 
lution be laid upon the table. 

After some inquiries and points of order, the 
resolution was withdrawn. 


A PROPOSITION TO EXPUNGE. 
Mr. THOMPSON , of Pennsylvania, offered the 
following resolution: | 
Resolved, That the words`of the “amendment”? offered 
and adopted by the House to the resolution of thanks to 
Major General Taylor, on the 3d day of January, 1848, con- 
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was unnecessarily and unconstitutionally begun by the Presi- 
ent,” is untrue in fact, and calculated to prevent a peace 
with Mexico on the basis of indemnity, and should be ex- 
punged from the Journal, and that the Speaker cause the 
same to be expunged from the Journal of the House on the 
passage of this resolution. 


Mr. FHOMPSON moved the previous question. 
' Mr. ASHMUN said, as the resolution asserted 
what was not a fact, he moved that the resolution 
be laid on the table; and also asked the yeas and 
nays on the motion to lay on the table. 

r. GAYLE rose to a question of order; but, 
owing to the confusion in the Hall, his point of 
order was not heard by the reporter. l 

Mr. BURT moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Negatived. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, at the 
suggestion of several members, modified the reso- 
lution so as to insert the word ‘‘rescind”’ in place 
of the word expunge. 

Mr. McKAY rose to a point of order, and was 

roceeding to make some remarks, when 

The SPEAKER decided him out of order. 

The question was then put ori laying the resolu- 
tion on the table, and decided in the affirmative, as 


follows: : 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Green 
Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, Blanchard, Botts, 
Brady, Buckner, Butler, Canby, Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, 
Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crisficld, Crowell, Crozier, 
Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Garnett 
Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards Embree, Alexander Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Flournoy, Freedley, Fulton, 
Gaines, Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Gregory, 
Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses 
Hampton, Haskell, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Hous- 
ton, fubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jolin W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas Butler King, Daniel P. 
King, William T. Lawrende, Lincoln, Mcilvaine, Marsh, 
Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Outlaw, 
Palfrey, Pendleton, Preston, Putnain, Reynolds, Julius Rock- 
wel, John A. Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, 
Shepperd, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, 
Truman Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Tall- 
madge, Thibodeaux, Taylor, Tompkins, John B. Thompson, 
oes Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, White, and Wilson 


NAYS—Messrs. Bayly, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, 
Black, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Bredhead, William 
G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, 
Chase, Clapp, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell 
Cobb, Collins, Daniel, Dickinson, Edsall, Faran, Feather- 
ston, Ficklin, Fries, French, Green, Willard P. Hall, Ham- 
mons,’ Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Henley, Hill, George 
S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Iverson, Jackson, 
Jameson, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Kennon, Lahm, La Sère, Sidney Law- 
rence, Leffler, Lord, Lumpkin, McCièHand, McClernand, 
McKay, McLane, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, Murphy, 
Nicoll, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, 
Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Rockhill, Sawyer, Simpson, 
Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Charles 
E. Stuart, Strong, Thomas, James ‘Thompson, Robert A. 
Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, Turner, Venable, 
Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Wiley, and Wilmot—94. 


So. the resolution was laid on the table. 


A message was received from the Senate request- 
ing the House of Representatives to return to that 
body the bill of the Senate ‘‘ for an increase of the 
medical staff of the army for a limited time.” 

On motion of Mr. HARALSON, the request of 
the Senate was complied with, and the said bill 
was accordingly returned to the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. STEWART, of Pa., 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
pension of Thomas Thompson, of Pennsylvania. 


On motion of Mr. McILVAINE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of organizing a 
territorial government in the Indian country west of the 
. Mississippi, to which the Indians have been removed by 

is Government, and that they report by bill or other- 


e. 
On motion of Mr. BRADY, 
Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 

structed tu inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill 
providing that, in cases where soldiers who have been dis- 
charged ftom the service of the United States on account of 
isease or disability have applied, or may hereafter apply, 
bounty land or treasury scrip, under the act of 11th of 
ruary, 1847, the discharge shall be deemed sufficient 
evidence that the disease or disability was incurred in the 
service, unless the contrary shall appear. 


On motion of Mr. BUTLER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
national foundry at some suitable place within the lith 
Congressional district in the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, moved to sus- 
pend the rules, to enable him to move to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole from the Senate bill 
to authorize the payment to James Crutchett of 
$2,000 for lighting the Capitol and Capitol grounds. 


¢ 
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taining the words, ‘‘ that the war {meaning with Mexico} 


The motion was disagreed to—ayes 85, noes 47, 
two-thirds not voting in favor thereof. 


Mr. NEWALL offered the following preamble 


and resolution, which were read and agreed to: 

Whereas the late Hon. Samuel G. Wright, member elect 
to the 29th Congress from the second Congressional district 
of New Jersey, died previous to the first session of that body, 
and his death not heretofore announced: Therefore— 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 
cause a monument to be erected to his memory in the Con- 
gressional burying-ground, and to transmit a copy of this 
resolution to the family of the deceased. 


REFUNDING OF MONEYS BY THE STATES. 
Mr. MURPHY offered the following preamble 


and resolution, which were agreed to: 

Whereas, by an act entitled “An act to regulate the de- 
posits of the public money,” approved June 23, 1836, the 
surplus in the Treasury of the United States on the Ist of 
January, 1837, reserving five millions of dollars, was direct- 
ed to be deposited by the Secretary of the Treasury with 
the seve ral States on receiving certificates of deposits thereof 
signed by their treasurers, or other competent authorities, 
and expressing the usual and legal obligations, and pledging 
the faith of the State for the safe-keeping and repayment 
thereof, and for paying the said moneys and every part there- 
of from time to time, whenever the same should be required 
by the Secretary of the Treasury for defraying any wants of 
the public treasury; in pursuance of which act, the sum of 
$28,101,644 91 was deposited with the several States: 

And whereas, the moneys so deposited are required for 
the purpose of defraying the wants of the public treasury, 


and sound policy dictates the propriety of avoiding a large. 


public debt, which otherwise must accrue: Therefore, 

Be it Resolved, That it be referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means to inquire into the expediency of requi- 
ring the Secretary of the Treasury to cali for the repayment 
of the moneys of the United States deposited with the 
States, according to the pledged faith of the States, in the 
manner designated by the said act of June 23, 1836. 


INCREASE OF DUTY ON IRON. 

Mr. KELLOGG offered the following resolu- 
tion : | 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
duty on bar, bloom, pig, and manufactured iron, imported 
from foreign countries into thia, and that they report by bill 
or otherwise. 


Mr. BINGHAM moved that the resolution be 
laid upon the table; on which motion the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

r. STEPHENS gave notice, that if the mo- 
tion to lay on the table did not prevail, he would 
debate the resolution. 

Before the question on laying on the table was 

ut— 
Mr. DUER moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Agreed to. 
THE LOAN BILL AND THE WAR. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Borrs, of Virginia, in the chair,) and proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill authorizing a loan not 
exceeding $18,500,000. } 

Mr. DUER (who was entitled to the floor-from 
some days since) addressed the committee. Some 
time ago, (he said,) when the House had under 
consideration the message of the President, he had 
desired to say something with respect to one of the 
subjects therein adverted. to—the engrossing topic 
at this time. He was not so fortunate at that time 
as to obtain the floor. He supposed what he had 
then desired to say would be in order now; but he 
did not desiré to fatigue the House by going over 
beaten ground on the subject of the war. Many 
truths had been said, and well said, and he could 


not hope, by anything he could say, to give them. 


additional force. Therefore, with reference to some 
points, he would entirely omit their consideration, 
and of others he would content himself with merely 
stating his opinions generally, without entering into 
details. 

It seemed unquestionable that the origin of this 
war was the annexation of Texas. To say it led 
to the war, was a weak and exceptionable expres- 
sion. Annexation was war. It was unnecessary 
to refer to Grotius, Vattel, or any other writers on 
international law to sustain this position. It was 
capable of being made plain to the commonest un- 
derstanding; it was of the nature of an axiomatic 
truth. It was not denied that when Texas was 
annexed, Texas and Mexico were at war. What, 
then, became of. that war? Why, unless the an- 
nexation of Texas produced peace, (which was 
absurd,) the war followed the annexation: we an- 
nexed Texas, and the war with her. Her separate 
independence being gone, and she being annexed 
to us, the war continued with us. 

There was another proper share of responsibili- 
ty for this war which should. be attached to the 
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original authors of annexation. A distinguished 
gentleman, a year ago, claimed to be the author of 
the annexation of Texas; that whatever. praise or 
blame attached to that measure was due to him. 
He (Mr. D.) referred to the gentleman by whom 
principally the negotiations were conducted. The 
principle on which that gentleman justified the 
measure of the annexation of Texas was a justif- 
| cation (if well founded) of the President of the 
United States in the ieee of the war at this 
| time. What was the principle? We were not 
| left to conjecture it. It was of record; we found it 
| in the printed documents which were then laid be- 
fore the Senate. Mr. Carnovun laid it down asa 
fundamental principle—antagonistic to the British 
policy, frankly avowed by the British minister, 
that that Government, where it could do so with- 
out impropriety, sought throughout the world the 
abolition of slavery—that the Government of this 
country claimed the right to interfere for the pur- 
pose of preventing the abolition of slavery through- 
out the world, wherever its abolition would be 
injurious to the institution in this country; and it. 
was one of his propositions that, wherever any 
foreign State borders on a slaveholding State of 
this Union, it is unsafe to permit such foreign State 
to be a free State. He[Mr. Carnoux] held that 
the institution of slavery was a philanthropical in- 
stitution, a humane institution; that the effect of it 
was to preserve the colored race from idiocy, from 
insanity, from pauperism, and the like evils. Is 
followed unquestionably (said Mr. D.) from these 
principles, if well-founded, that the measure of 
annexation was justifiable. Ifso,if Mr. CALHOUN 
was justifiable in going to war with Mexico for 
the purpose of more firmly establishing slavery in 
Texas, then tne President of the United States was 
justifiable m further prosecuting this war for the 
P of establishing slavery in Mexico; for 
exico now bordered on a slaveholding State, and 

it was as much the duty of this Government to 
rotect this institution in Texas as it was in Lou- 
isiana or Arkansas. Nor did the principle stop 
there. We must go onward, and onward, con- 
quering, annexing, and introducing slavery into all 
our sister republics, until we shall have spread all 


over the American continent. 2 


He made these remarks in no invidious spirit 
towards the distinguished statesman by whom 
these negotiations were conducted. But he thought 
it due to justice and to the Whig party, who were 
opposed in the main to the measure from which 
the whole evil had grown, that the truth should 
be said. But, further; he had no idea that Mr. 
CaLuoun wished or intended actual war with Mex- 
ico; that Mr. Catnoun wished or intended to ex- 
tend the war into Mexico. He believed, in that 
respect, that that distinguished gentleman was illo- 
gical; that he did not look in the face the conse- 
quences, which naturally flowed from his own 
measure. He believed him [Mr. Catuoun] a friend 
of peace; that his error here had arisen from that 
cause from which most of his errors had arisen— 
from that fanaticism (and he used the word in no 
invidious sense, for there existed a fanaticism at 
the South as well as at the North on the subject 
of slavery) which caused him to think that slavery. 
was at the foundation of everything excellent in 
government. His great error was this. If he could 
have remained where he was—and where perhaps 
he was too honest to remain—war might not have 
followed; but he ran an immense, and, as the result 
had proved, a fatal hazard. He placed this ques- 
tion in the hands of gentlemen who were not actu- 
ated by pure motives, who were not averse to war, 
if by war their own designs or those of their party 
could be carried out; and the consequence was 
war. 

But the majority of the House of Representa- 
tives, and he, as one of that majority, had voted 
at this session that the war was ‘* unnecessaril 
and unconstitutionally commenced by the Presi- 
dent of the United States.’ The gentleman from 
Georgia, who ae some days ago, [Mr. Coss,] 
went into an elaborate argument to convict the 
Whigs of inconsistency who had previously ex- 
pressed sentiments similar to those which he now 
expressed, and who at this session had voted that 
the war was commenced by the President. Now 
perhaps he (Mr. D.) was rash and foolish in vol- 
intarily exposing himself to this charge of incon- 
sistency; but he thought the two positions were 
consistent, and both true. He thought that one 
source of difficulty with the gentleman from Geor- 
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gia and others had been, that they had not reflected 
that the word ‘ war,” like many other words in 
the English language, and in other languages, was 
capable of more than one signification. It denoted 
certain relations which might exist between two 
countries without actual hostilities; and it denoted 
(as used in common parlance) actual contest, ac- 
tual hostilities. Now, if things after annexation 
was consummated had remained in statu quo; if 
no change, after that, had taken place in the rela- 
tions between this country and Mexico, he said 
the President was not justified in ordering an inva- 
ding army into the territory of Mexico. Why? 
Because, though in one sense the measure of an- 
nexation was war, yet it was not intended to be 
by Congress, and was not in fact a declaration of 
war by this Government. It assumed the quarrel 
which Mexico had with Texas, if Mexico chose 
to prosecute that quarrel. We had no quarrel 
with her; she had given us no offence growing out 
of that measure of annexation. We assumed the 
quarrel, if she elected that the quarrel, then termi- 
nated, should continue. And even then, if there 
had been no change in our relations with Mexico, 
the President was not justifiable in sending an 
invading army into her territory. 

The act of Congress did not give the President 
euch power; it did not necessarily continue the 

uarrel. But Mexico madeher election; she chose 
that there should be peace. And if the state of 
things previously did not justify the President in 
commencing the war, clearly after Mexico elected 
peace, after she consented to receive a commis- 
sioner from the United States to settle the question 
of boundary, the President had no power of this 
description. 

He said, then, that these positions were both 
true and consistent, and he was not disposed to 
yield the one or the other. 

But the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Ruett,] in his argument upon that subject, held, 
as. he (Mr. D.) understood—and if he was wrong 
he wished to be corrected—that inasmuch as, by 
the Constitution of the United States, Congress 
alone could declare war, therefore it was impossi- 
ble for the President of the United States to com- 
mence a war. He might order an invading army 
into anather country; that would be hostility, the 
gentleman held, but not war, because Congress 
alone could declare war. For this argument, if 
he had understood it aright, he should perhaps be 
abliged to the gentleman. He thought it might be 
used upon other questions which would come up 
by me | by. He believed the gentleman from 
South Carolina denied the power of Congress to 
improve rivers and harbors and to erect piers. 
They had, or had had, where he lived, a pier now 
only preserved from ruin by the voluntary con- 
tributions of the inhabitants. Now, suppese Con- 
gress were to vote appropriations for the repair of 
that pier, or for the construction of another else- 
where: the gentleman from South Carolina, hold- 
ing that it was unconstitutional to vote for the 
erection of piers, would, by parity of reasoning, 
deny that, when erected, they were piersp but 
would hold them to be merely collections of stones 
and mortar. The gentleman argued that whatever 
was done unconstitutionally was as if it had not 
been done at all; and therefore he must admit that 
In voting such pd gg oer no unconstitutional 
act was committed. This was the reasoning by 
which he now defended the President against the 
charge of commencing the war. Did the gentle- 
man take the distinction between ‘‘ war?” (which 
he held could only be commenced by Congress) 
and hostilities, and mean to admit that the Presi- 
dent had commenced hostilities? If so, it was a 
mere question of words, which he (Mr. D.) was 
willing to yield, and say that this was an unconsti- 
tutional act of hostilities commenced by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

He did not wish to detain the committee long, 
when they had so often been on the banks of the 
Rio Grande. [A laugh.] Who commenced this 
war? wag a question which lay in a nutshell. Its 
answer depended on a simple fact. The Mexican 
and American armies met on or near the banks of 
the Rio Grande; there the first battle was fought. 
Now, which of these armies was the invading 
army? Upon whose soil was the first battle fought? 
If upon American soil, then the Mexicans were 
the invaders; but if upon Mexican soil, the Amer- 
icans were the invaders; and the President having 
ordered the invasion, the war was “ unnecessarily. 


and unconstitutionally commenced by the Presi- 
dent of the United States.’? Now, upon this ques- 
tion of fact, upon this question of position, turned 
the decision of the question, who commenced the 
war? But even admitting that Texas, and we 
through Texas, had just title to the Rio Grande, 
yet, if the western bank of the Rio Grande was at 
that time in actual possession of the Mexicans, 
this question of boundary being a controverted 
uestion, it was an unjustifiable act of the Presi- 
ent. Now, there was no want of witnesses here. 
Throwing aside others, here were two thousand 
men in the army under General Taylor who could 
testify from their own knowledge on the subject. 
Permit him to read the testimony of one of these 
witnesses. He wished to make out a prima facie 
case merely; and he asked gentlemen, if they 
could, to contradict this testimony by a particle of 
testimony on the other side. Here was an extract 
of a letter written at that time (and published 
shortly after in this country) by one of the officers 
under General Taylor, and who was an eye-wit- 
ness of the scenes of which he writes. He says: 
‘¢ Our situation here is an extraordinary one: right in the 
enemy’s country, actually occupying their corn and cotton 
fields, the people of the soil leaving their homes, and we, 
with a small handful of men, marching with colors flying 
and drums beating right under the very guna of one of their 
principal cities, displaying the star-spangled banner, as if in 
defiance, under their very noses, and they, with an army 


twice aur size, sit quietly down, and make not the least re- 
sistance, not the first effort to drive the invadersoff. There 


‘is no parallel to it.” 


Now, if what the President of the United States 
and his friends here said was actually true, this 
state of facts was entirely reversed. It was Amer- 
icans who were dwelling in the houses there, cul- 
tivating their corn and cotton fields; it was the 
Mexican invading army that drove them from their 
houses and fields, and the army of General Taylor 
went not to drive them away, but to protect the 
American inhabitants there. But where was the 
witness who testified to this state of things? Was 
there one, from the commanding general down to 
the meanest camp follower, who undertook to show 
that that was the state of facts, which must be 
shown to establish the position that war was com- 
menced by the act of Mexico? But he should be 
told—as he had heard such things before, both 
here and elsewhere—that, however this might be, 
he ought nevertheless to maintain (contrary to his 
clear convictions of truth) that the Mexicans were 
the invading army, and that the American army 
under General Taylor went forward to the left bank 
of the Rio Grande to protect the American inhab- 
itants there; that to do this, was to take the side of 
his country; and, in a state of war, men ought to 
take the side of their country. Yes, in war and in 
peace, every man ought to take the side of his 
country; but, in order to determine what was the 
side of his counuy, he must determine what was 
the true interest and glory of hiscountry. Is James 
K. Polk my country? Then I confess (said Mr. 
D.) I am no patriot. Is it patriotism to falsify 
facts?—to lie? In monarchical governments, 
there were men who surround the throne and 
fill the royal ear with falsehood and flattery, who 
live by these arts, and who call themselves loyal. 
So, too, in republican governments, there were 
men who surround their high functionaries; and 
they, too, live in this way, and call themselves 
patriots. But he liked better the honest man, who 
tells the king or his rulers the truth, though at the 
risk of disfavor and disgrace; and he had rather 
act this honest part himself, even at the risk of 
being stigmatized as a ‘‘ Mexican Whig.” 

Now, something as to the motives with which 
this war was commenced and prosecuted by the 
President of the United States, and by those par- 
tisans who sustained him. He thought he could 
discover a two-fold purpose: a domestic purpose, 
and a foreign purpose—an object to be accom- 
plished at home, and an object to be accomplished 
abroad. He believed, and he therefore charged, 
that the President of the United States had com- 
menced and was prosecuting this war in a base and 
partisan spirit, and for base and partisan purposes; 
and he thought the facts from which he deduced 
this conclusion amply sustained it, and were, in 
themselves, clear and indisputable. Let him no- 
tice here an inconsistency in gentlemen on the other 
side. ‘They are constantly saying to us, (said Mr. 
D.,) ‘* Why, you should unite with us in support- 
ing this war; the country should present a united 
front; you must not enter into discussions about 


the origin of this war, the motives with which it is - 
rosecuted, because these discussions, reaching 

exico, convey the idea that the country is di- 
vided, and cause her to persist in her obstinate 
resistance.” ‘The country is in war, (say they;) 
therefore, we must vote all the men and money 
the President requires; we must not inquire whether 
he has violated the Constitution; we must not in- 
quire, being engaged in an attempt to deprive the 
Mexicans of their liberties, whether our own are 
in danger! 

If gentlemen were sincere, if they really held 
these Mexican Indians in such fear as to think it 
unsafe to discuss the war, why was it that from ` 
the beginning they had done as they now did—all 
they could do to force the Whigs into opposition 
to the war? And why did they not indirectly, 
leaving ita matter of inference, instead of directly, 
say that there was in the country a party that 
sympathized with the Mexicans, that wished the 
Mexicans success? Do we hear any Whigs in 
this Hall or elsewhere, did any Whig journals 
use any such language? No; it proceeded entirely 
from gentlemen on the other side. We (said Mr. 
D.) may not utter the most solemn truths for fear 
Mexico may misunderstand them! You may give 
utterance to the grossest slanders, which do all 
this misehief (if any is done) which you profess 
so much to deprecate. It was not Whig truth, but 
Democratic falsehood, that gave ‘“‘aid and com- 
fort” tothe Mexicans. Suppose a Whig made a 
speech which was indiscreet, if they pleased, he 
asked gentlemen on the other side why did they 
select particular passages, print them in italics and 
capitals, distort them from the context, interpolate 
words never used, and found upon the whole a 
commentary as different as-possible from any idea 
in the mind of the author? would tell them: 
it was beeause they wished to injure the Whigs 
here at home by exciting popular prejudices, 
while they cared not what the effect might be 
abroad. He said, if any opinion existed in Mexico 
that there is a Mexican party in this Piet A the: 
President and his supporters, and not the Whigs, 
were responsible. Look at the very beginning 
of this war. The army of General Taylor was 
thought to be in danger; instant supplies were 
thought to be necessary to save them from destruc- 
tion; these supplies might have been voted almost 
unanimously; there might per chance have been 
a solitary no, but it would have been almost 
entirely unanimous. Then why did you not take 
that unanimous vote of Congress when you might 
have had it? Why did you deliberately determine 
that upon this question there should be a division? 
Why insist on pressing into this bill appropriating 
for supplies a preamble which I do not my you 
Believed false, but which you knew the Whigs 
believed to be false? Was it necessary to have 
this objectionable preamble in order to obtain the 
supplies? You had ample notice on the other side 
what the Whigs thought. Ona distinct vote be~ 
ing taken on this preamble, every Whig in this 
House, with perhaps two or three exceptions, 
voted to strike out this preamble; and with that 
notice gentlemen insisted on keeping the préamble 
in the bill. Now, if there wasany other hypothe- 
sis by which this act could be explained—if gen- 
tlemen, who deemed union so necessary, could 
tell him why they deliberately resolved that there 
should be division and separation on this ques- 
tion—if there was any other hypothesis by which 
it could be explained, he would like to hear it. 

Mr. BOYD, interposing for a word of explana- 
tion, (and Mr. D. yielding,) said, if the gentleman 
would refer to the record, he would find eighteen 
of his political friends voting for the preamble de- 
claring that Mexico made the war. 

Mr. DUER (reaming) said he had seen the 
yeas and nays as published at the time—whether 
correctly. or not, he could not tell—in which but 
four Whigs voted to sustain the preamble. I may 
be mistaken—— 

Mr. PENDLETON (in his seat.) You are 
right. 

Mr. DUER. The gentleman from Virginia says 
I am right: but the exact number is immaterial. 

Now, it was said, that the Whigs had voted that 
this war existed by the act of Mexico, and it was 
thought to convict them of gross inconsistency in 
voting at this session that the President of the 
United States commenced the war. That decla- 
ration was false, grossly false, although he fonnd it 
in the message of the President of the United 
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States at the present session of Congress. Hecer- 
tainly did not mean to charge that high functionary 
with deliberately saying what was untrue, but he 
charged that the fact alleged was untrue and false. 
He referred to facts, to the records of this House, 
which showed it to be false, and that the Whig 
party, with almost-entire unanimity, voted against 
the preamble upon a distinct vote; and because 
they voted for the bill with the preamble forced 
into it, rather than refuse supplies for the army in 
peril, it was said they voted for the preamble! The 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Ruerr] him- 
self explained it. He was one of those who voted 
against the preamble, and afterwards for the bill; 
that those who voted for the bill looked to the 
essence of the measure; that instant succors were 
believed to be necessary, and he voted for succors 
in spite of the false preamble attached to the bill. 
The preamble was declared upon solemn vote in 
this House, by the gentleman from South Carolina, 
and by the whole Whig party, with one or two 
exceptions, to be false. Every man here knew it; 
the country knew it; it was notorious that the 
Whig party never intended to say, and did not in 
fact say, that war was commenced by the act of 
Mexico. 
He would now allude to another mode in which 
entlemen on the other side ‘aided and comforted ”’ 
Mexico, by telling her that there is a Mexican 
party in this country. What did the President of 
the United States tell us in his message at the com- 
mencement of the last session of Congress? That 
the individuals who maintain that the soil on which 
the first battle was fought was not the soil of the 
United States, give ‘aid and comfort” to the en- 
emy. Did he simply mean that that was the indi- 
rect effect of using such language, and therefore 
that great prudence should be used? He (Mr. D.) 
did not think this was what he meant. The Pres- 
ident used the technical words which defined the 
crime of high treason in the Constitution of the 
United States. He, a lawyer, an adroit partisan, 
uses this language, and addresses it to the repre- 
sentatives of those whom the recent elections have 
demonstrated to be more than half the people of 
the United States! Never was more falsehood and 
more insult coupled together than in that message, 
if that was meant; and it was evident that it was 
meant—that it was intended by innuendo to insin- 
uate what elsewhere had been directly said, that 
those who maintain this position are moral traitors, 
and deserve the punishment affixed to treason. 
Now, when the Mexicans found the President 
of the United States saying that half or more of 
the people of this country think the war unjust— 
that they are Mexicans at heart,—were they not 
likely, coming from that source, to give the decla- 
ration credit? It is what you have said in Con- 
gress, (said Mr. D.,) what you are daily saying 


in your public presses; it is what your own Chief. 


Magistrate has said: these are the sources from 
which the Mexicans have imbibed the idea that 
there are Mexicans in this country. He would 
not stop to notice that charge, coming from the 
President of the United States, or from whatever 
source. The man, however exalted his position, 
who lowered himself to use calumnies of that de- 
scription, was too low to deserve his notice. Trai- 
tors to our country! The Whig party traitors! 
Who believes it? I should disdain to use such 
charges against my opponents. There may bea 
solitary traitor, but traitors in this country are 
rare. , 

He wished briefly to notice another feature in 
the management of this war, and that was, that all 
the honors and emoluments of this war, which 
were placed at the disposal of the President, had, 
with perhaps a few exceptions, from the beginning 
of the war, been conferred on the partisans of him 
who had recently declared himself the President of 


the country, not of a party. Now, he asked, was. 


this just? Who fought our battles? Were there 
not Whigs there as well as Democrats? Whose 
treasure was poured forth in this war? Did they 
tax Democrats alone? Would the burden of this 
debt which the Administration was rolling up rest on 
the children of Democrats alone, and not upon the 
‘children of Whigs? Why, then, while the Whigs 
equally shared these burdens, should their oppo- 
nents take all the honors to themselves? And if, 
in spite of this, we vote you supplies—if the Whigs 
volunteer to fight your battles, and provide for the 
widows and orphans of those who fall in battle, 
and for making which they certainly are not re- 
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sponsible, instead of receiving any credit for it, 
they are continually taunted with inconsistency by 
those who had commenced, and were prosecuting 
the war, for their own selfish partisan purposes. 
It may be inconsistent in a Whig, thinking as 
Whigs usually do, to volunteer to fight its battles 
so long as it is an aggressive war, a war of inva- 
sion. It may be that Hardin erred, and Lincoln 
erred; it may be that it was an error that young 
Clay’s gallant spirit sought immortality; but if so, 
it was an error of that sort that immortalizes the 
men who commit it; an error like that of Brutus 
when he slew the tyrant of his country; like that 
of Virginius when, to save his daughter from dis- 
honor, he plunged a dagger into her bosom. Is it 
generous in you Democrats, under such circum- 
stances, to taunt us with inconsistency in this war, 
commenced and prosecuted by you for partisan 
purposes; in this war in which you have reaped 
all the honors and emoluments, but in which we 
equally share the burdens; in this war in which 
you have sought to disgrace even the gallant gen- 
erals who have won all its victories because they 
are Whigs? And when the Whigs, under such 
circumstances, vote supplies and offer up their 
lives in defence of their country, and are met only 
by taunts and reproaches, do you properly appre- 
ciate their patriotism? And how have you treated 
the generals in this war? How have you “ aided 
and comforted” the Mexicans? You have ¢ourt- 
martialed now one of the generals, who has wona 
series of the most brilliant victories recorded in 
history. True, the other general—you have thank- 
ed him with a proviso. Was such a mode of thank- 
ing a victorious general ever dreamed of before? 
It seems the latest invention of ‘* progressive Des 
mocracy!’’ If General Taylor deserves censure, 
why, censure him; but do not treat him like a sick 
child—giving him physic mixed up with a little 
sweetening. i 

Leaving now the personal motives which had 
infiuence in the conduct of this war, he would 
refer to another mode of its prosecution. Under 
what head to place it he was somewhat at a loss; 
he thought it might come under the domestic head; 
that it might proceed from objects to be accom- 
plished here, not in Mexico. When hostilities 
broke out, there was in exile from Mexico, that 
man, who, of all the Mexicans, had the most influ- 
ence over his countrymen; a man of high talent; 
their ablest general, and nó mean general; the only 
man, who, although subject to all those mutations 
to which all men were subject in the Spanish- 
American States, alone seemed able permanently 
to retain power and influence. This man was in 
exile. The first thing we heard was, that this 
exiled general had passed through our blockading 
squadron, and been received in Mexico; that he 
had raised an army as if by magic, and from that 
day to this the obstinate resistance offered by the 
Mexicans, and most of the American blood which 
had flowed, may be traced to the presence of Santa 
Anna in Mexico. Shortly after this, a suspicion 
got abroad, incredible though it was, and too mon- 
strous almost for belief, and gathered strength, that 
Santa Anna entered Mexico with the knowledge 
and consent of the President of the United States ! 
It finally assumed the form of a direct charge, and 
the very pass was published by which it was said 
Santa Anna was admitted. Well, this was denied, 
peremptorily denied, and the pass alleged to be a 
forgery; but before long, the President of the Uni- 
ted States was obliged to acknowledge that with 
his connivance Santa Anna entered Mexico, and 
this war has been conducted on the part of the 
Mexicans. True, the copy first published was not 
an exact one; it was signed by James K. Polk, 
instead of Mr. Bancroft, who it now appeared 
signed it by order of the President; who was now 
rewarded—whether for that service he could not 
say—with the,mission to Great Britain. This 
pass was short, and being a document of import- 
ance, from which consequences so momentous had 
flown, he would ask permission to read it to the 
committee: 

[‘* PRIVATE AND CONFIDENTIAL. ] 


“U.S. Navy DEPARTMENT, May 13, 1846. 
c COMMODORE: If Santa Anna endeavors to enter the 
Mexican port, you wilt allow him to pass freely. 
“ Respectfully, yours, 
« GEORGE BANCROFT. 
‘Commodore Davin CONNER, 
&c Commanding Home Squadron.” 


This was the missive with which Santa Anna 
passed through the American fleet. 


With this | 


talisman hanging around his neck,.he raised the 
army which caused the gullies of Buena Vista to 
flow with the blood of our countrymen. By vir- 
tue of this same bloody scroll, he poured death 
into our ranks from the heights of Cerro Gordo; 
and at Contreras, and Churubusco, and Molino 
del Rey, and along the avenues to the city of Mex- 
ico, he strewed the fields and blocked the roads with 
the dead bodies of our brave soldiers. If these 
lines were written in the American blood they 
have caused to flow, the fatal characters would 
swell to gigantic proportions, and, Colossus-like, 
might bestride your Capitol; and if all the tears of 
widows and orphans that have the same source 
were poured out in the valley beneath, a sea would 
rise that would surmount the ** White House,’’ 
and bury in its waves James K. Polk and all his 
wicked advisers. 

This was not all; it was but part of the history 
of the conduct of the Administration in that war. 
At the time Santa Anna, under a power of attorney 
from the President of the United States, as his 
‘* private and confidential” agent, was raising an 
army to overwhelm General Taylor, at that very 
time the President of the United States was direct- 
ing General Scott to withdraw from Taylor the 
greater part of his victorious forces. At the same 
time that he was giving Mexico a general, he was 
withdrawing from our own general the greater part 
of his victorious forces. It reminded him (Mr. 
D.) of that passage of scripture where Delilah cuts 
off Samson’s, hair, and then shouts in his ears, 
s the Philistines be upon thee, Samson.” Now, 
he would not charge or believe that it was any part 
of the design or wish of the President of the Uni- 
ted States that General Taylor should be defeated 
and his gallant army annihilated. This suspicion 
was too monstrous! But he did suspect and be- 
lieve that a main motive at the bottom of this 
movement on the part of the President was, that 
he thought a retreat somewhat inglorious might be 
not useless discipline to one who was becoming 
too dangerous a rival. We cannot penetrate into 
the breasts of men and read their secret motives, 


‘but we have aright to judge of their motives as. 


plainly indicated by their actions. He believed 
from the opening of the war that one of the Presi- 
dent’s motives had been that he, as the hero of this 
war, might have his ambitious aspirings gratified 
by a reélection, and he believed it now to be one of 
the motives of James K. Polk. 

But let him briefly consider what were the ob- 
jects of the President of the United States and his 
partisans in the present prosecution of this war, as 
far as Mexico was concerned. The President de- 
clared in his message Jast year, and repeated it this 
year, that in the commencement and prosecution 
of the war, his object was ‘‘ peace,” and is now 
‘Sneace.’? He would not call in question the sin- 
cerity of the President; he would not imitate, in 
that respect, his own bad example. Doubtless he 
was avery sincere man; but he was unfortunate 
in this, that his acts were the reverse of his inten- 
tions. He believed him as sincere now as when 
he préfessed his conversion to the principles of a 
protective tariff in the Kane letter, or afterwards, 
when he went for the whole of Oregon up to 54 40. 

Bat how had the President sought peace? Why, 
in time of profound tranquillity, he orders our army 
to invade the soil of Mexico to ‘* conquer a peace.”’ 
That was the beginning. Our victorious arms 
penetrate into the interior, and capture Monterey. 
The general in command enters into an armistice 
with a view of opening negotiations for peace, 
which the President so much desires; but no sooner 
did the President hear of this, than he ordered the 
termination of the armistice, and directed the war 
to be renewed; and all for the sake of peace! Af- 
terwards he sends General Scott into Mexico, and 
after a series of brilliant battles, in all which Mex- 
ico is defeated, the victorious general finds himself 
before the capital of Mexico, which lies at his mercy. 
Then again negotiations are opened, and new offers 
of peace are made. The Mexicans offer to cede 
us, say one-third of their territory, (for he did not 
profess to speak with -entire exactness,) and this 
offer was indignantly rejected by the President, 
who all the while is seeking for ** peace !”’ 

What prevented peace from being made at that 
time (he asked) by Mr. Trist? What was the real 
difficulty? Was it one of territory? He thought 
not, from reading the correspondence. He thought 
it was obvious that the Mexicans were willing to 
abandon to us all their unoccupied territory; but 


+ 


1848. ; 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


347 


negotiations were broken off on a point of honor, 
because they would not sell us New Mexico, an 
inhabited portion of their Republic—because they 
could not barter away their countrymen who lived 
there. 

The President wanted peace. How much piece ? 
How much of Mexico was embraced in it? Was 
it one-half or two-thirds? The instructions to Mr. 
Trist were to take something like two-thirds. We 
were to recover indemnity; recover not only the 
debts, but the costs, and these were rapidly accu- 
mulating; and Mr. D. urged that these would soon 
absorb the whole of Mexico, and destroy her na- 
tionality, which seemed to be just what the Presi- 
dent desired, who nevertheless told us, if this 
should happen, it would happen contrary to his 
most streñuous desire, and as the sole consequence 
of the obstinacy of Mexico, in a war of invasion 
commenced and prosecuted by her! These were 
among those ‘ Democratic truths’? on which rest- 
ed the ‘column?’ which the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. McCriernanp] described, and which 
he so appropriately, Mr. D. thought, consecrated 
to James K. Polk. This was patriotism—going 
on conquering and to conquer! As patriots and 
republicans, we must go on! Away with this 
wretched cant! If you wish this plunder, this 
dismemberment of a sister Republic, let us stand 
forth like other conquerors, and plainly declare our 
purposes and desires. Let us, like Alexander, 
who boldly avowed that he went for glory and 
conquest, declare our objects. Away with this 
mawkish morality! with this desecration of reli- 
gion! with this cant about ‘‘ manifest destiny,” a 
DIVINE MISSION, a warrant from the Most High, to 
civilize, christianize, and democratize our sister 
republic at the mouth of the cannon !—sentiments 
which had found their way from dinner-table 
speeches and club harangues to the mouths of 
grave Senators, and even, as he had heard, to the 
pulpit itself, but which seemed to him fit only to 

e preached by a Friar Tuck toa band of robbers! 

I turn from James K. Polk, the dispenser of the 
spoils, to W asHINGTON, to find what patriotism is. 
There Í find the virtues dwelling together; there I 
find patriotism surrounded, hallowed, and adorned 
by truth, justice, and humanity. Who, for the 
whole of Oregon or of Mexico, would have the 


Mr. D. proceeded to notice the remarks of Mr. 
Morsg, of Louisiana, and said that the Whigs 
had not, as charged, declared the war to be “ un- 
just and unconstitutional,” but they had voted that 
It was ** unnecessarily and unconstitutionally com- 
menced by the President of the United States.” 
No one doubted that after it was authorized by 
Congress, it had become constitutional. 

The hammer here fell ar.the hour expired. 

Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, next obtained the 
floor. Passing by the financial questions which 
were involved in the bill immediately before the 
committee, and which might more properly be de- 
ferred till general measures to meet the expenses 
of the ensuing year were under consideration, he 
said he should direct his attention to another sub- 
ject which had occupied so much of the considera- 
tion of the committee. 

Among the gifts of nature, perhaps few were 
more brilliant and none more dangerous or delu- 
sive for a public speaker, when the pursuit of truth 
was desired, than a vivid imagination. Ungifted 
in this respect, he should not attempt to rival or 
answer the flights of imagination of the very imagi- 
native gentleman who had just preceded him. He 
should not attempt to repel the course of the attacks 
struck by that gentleman at the motives of the 
President—attacks which rested solely on the as- 
sertions of the speaker that he “ believed” that the 
President, although his motives were right, had 
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mistaken the proper course ; nor to repel the charges 
finally made of vices of intention, notwithstanding 
the gentleman’s previous admission to the con- 
trary. 

He left all that argument to consider the policy 
of our Government in reference to the war now 
waging with Mexico—a policy distinctly and ex- 
plicitly avowed. It was true that the act of Con- 
gress by which war was declared to exist between 
this country and Mexico did not specifically assert 
the objects for which that war should be waged. 
The conduct of Mexico had made such a declara- 
tion unnecessary upon this occasion, had it ordi- 
narily been customary and proper; but the omission 
to make such a declaration by Congress of the ob- 
jects of the war was neither unprecedented nor im- 
proper. A hostile blow struck by Mexico; the 
invasion of what was admitted to be our own ter- 
ritory; what General Taylor in command upon 
that frontier, what this House in granting means 
to repel invasiun, acknowledged to be our own 
soil; what by establishment of post routes and 
other acts Congress had acknowledged and assert- 
ed to be our boundary—Mexico making this in- 
vasion, striking the hostile blow—no manifesto 
was required of the objects of the war. It wasa 
war brought on by the act of Mexico. 

But, had a proclamation of the causes been re- 
quired, the Executive was the proper department 
of the Government under our system to make this 
manifesto, charged as he was with all our foreign 
relations, and thus possessed necessarily of the 
entire information on which such a proclamation or 
manifesto could be truthfully issued. And should 
Congress attempt to issue any proclamation or 
manifesto of the causes of the war, it must be based 
entirely upon the information furnished with refer- 
ence to those causes by the Executive.. But a 
proclamation of this sort was made by the Execu- 
tive, exactly as was done in 1812, when war was 
undertaken and declared to exist between this 
country and Great Britain. 

The President sent in his message in the month 
of May, 1846, in which he referred Congress to 
the injuries heretofore existing, and the catalogue 
of ills which we had experienced at the hands of 
Mexico, and then he set forth the objects of the 
the war. 


of every department of this Government which 
may be constitutionally intrusted with the matter. 
When, therefore, he asserted that our policy was 
distinctly and unequivocally made known, he 
meant it was the policy of the Government, and 
not of any part of thisGovernment. That policy, 
as often explained in this House, was briefly, in- 
demnity for the past and security for the future; 
and it had not been misunderstood either by this 
House or by the people of this country. Indem- 
nity for the past constituted a primary object of 
the war. The recognition of a boundary between 
the two republics, too, was one of the first objects 
of the war—the recognition of the Rio Grande as 
that boundary, and a peace which failed to secure 
that object could not do other than bring disgrace 
on our arms. 

Mr. S. read an extract from the President’s 
message of May, 1846, setting forth that war ex- 
isted by the act of Mexico, and that we were 
called upon to defend the rights and honor of the 
country. He also read a passage from the same 
message, which he said very explicitly avowed the 
objects of the war in which the country was in- 
volved, and then continued. With this declaration 
on the part of the President, and in response to 
the call of the President, Congress recognized the 
war for those avowed objects. They were, first, 
the establishment ofa boundary on the Rio Grande, 
excluding the interference or claim of Mexico to 
that portion of the State of Texas. That was the 


| 


first object of the war. Another object, which was 
also unequivocally avowed by the President and 
sanctioned by Congress, was the payment for in- 
juries which our-citizens have sustained by the acta 
of Mexico. These were the two primary objects 
of the war, and, as a necessary consequence, there 
was another attached to these objects, which was 
explicitly announced to Congress; it was, that the 
war would be prosecuted to secure the expenses 
of the war. This was a proposition that consisted 
with all the rules of national intercourse, and all 
the text writers on international Jaw. If a nation 
were driven into a war in defence of its just rights, 
and thus involved in heavy expense, it was neces- 
sarily, on a restoration of peace, entitled to those 
expenses, and hence this claim was founded in 
reason as well as international law. When, how- 
ever, peace came, this was one of those claims 
which might be inaisted on ‘rigorously or settled 
liberally. 

These, then, were the objects of the war; but 
connected with all wars there were necessarily re- 


sults which did not at first constitute the objects of , 


the war, but which. might necessarily be looked 
upon as results growing from them. One of these 
was punishment for the aggressions made on the 
country. This was connected, too, with the other 
branch of the general ground assumed, viz: secu- 
rity for the future. It was the duty of a belliger- 
ent forced into a war to punish the aggressor. It 
was the practice of every country to punish ag- 
gressors, to save themselves from future aggres- 
sions. This had been accomplished in part by 
the victories which we have achieved over Mexico. 
But there was another mode of punishing, and that 
was, by throwing on her the expenses of the war 
during its progress, and compelling her to pay 
them. Another was, to wrest from her provinces 
which, under other circumstances, we ‘would not 
demand. This might be done to secure to us our 
rights, and also for our security in reference to for- 
eign nations and Indian tribes on the frontier. We 
have a right to insist on the establishment of such 
territorial limits—looking at the conduct of Mexi- 
co—as will subserve our interests and safety for 
the future. But when peace shal} come—when a 
treaty shall be negotiated,—we may in this respect 
act with magnanimity, as becomes a great nation 
towards a weaker one. We may relinquish some 


of our rights in regard to the feelings of the weaker | 


belligerent, when we negotiate a peace; but while 
the war was being waged, there was neither time 
nor place for magnanimity. Magnanimity was a 


virtue to be exercised only on the return of peace - 


between belligerents. Magnanimity in war was 
to enforce rigorously the rules of war. A relaxa- 
tion of those rules was cruelty, inasmuch as it en- 
dangered a greater effusion of blood and outlay of 
the treasure of both nations. | 
This, then, was the policy of our Government, 
not simply of the Executive, but of the entire 
Government; a policy to which the Government 
has given its sanction, and to which the countr 
is pledged. And we cannot recede from that poli- 
cy. hat the war has not been waged for con- 
quest, the President has at all times told us. In 
the responses of Congress to the messages of the 
President, that feeling has predominated, and it has 
influenced the country in reference to the termina- 
tion of the war. But war should not be eternal; 
and every declaration of war implies the entire 
subjugation of one of the belligerents. Unless this 
were so, there would be no disposition to enter 
into sheen a to put a period to the war. 
If, then, Mexico shall still refuse to put a period 
to the war, in spite of all the efforts ọf our Govern- 
ment to bring it to a close, and to establish amica- 
ble relations between the two republics, was it not 
obviously the dictate of humanity, as well as the 
right of this country, that the war should be vig- 
orously prosecuted, that Mexico may be forced to 
abandon the war, and that its horrors may be mit- 
igated? This was obviously just; otherwise war 
would be eternal. He repeated, then, that in every 
war the final subjugation of one belligerent was 
necessary, if she refused to listen to overtures of 
eace on reasonable terms. This result was not 
desired by the President nor by the American 
people; and when peace shall come, then will come 
the time for the exercise of magnanimity. If it 
shall not come, we shall be obliged to subjugate 
that country in self-defence. But, if subjugated; 
it did not follow that we were to hold that country 
permanently. That was not the purpose of this 
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Government. A different avowal has been made. 
The President had told them that he was desirous 
to bring the war to a close; he was ready to nego- 
tiate a peace with any power in Mexico able to 
effect it. He was ready to go further. After the 
regular Government shall have failed to secure a 
peace on reasonable terms, he will be ready to 
make peace with any Government he can build up 
by means of the military occupation of the coun- 
try, sœanķious was the President for peace. And 
here two propositions presented themselves. Had 
Mexico, in her counter-project to Mr. Trist, offered 
fair and reasonable terms of peace, as had been 
hinted by some and denied by others? It should 
be remembered that the primary object of this war 
was to secure the American title to the territory on 
the banks of the Rio Grande. But this was dis- 
tinctly refused in the Mexican counter-project. 
Mexico made it a point of honor to refuse the ac- 
knowledgment of our title to that territory, and 
thus left the whole question unsettled for which 
we engaged in this war. It would be degrading 
to us, then, as a nation, to terminate the war on 
the terms which Mexico proposed, for it would be 
receding from the objects of the war, as announced 
by the Executive and by Congress at its com- 
mencement. 

But there were other terms offered which were 
insulting to our Government. It was proposed 
that we should not only take the Nueces as our 
boundary, but that we should call upon Great Bri- 
tain go become our security and guarantee, that un- 
der no circumstances will we admit into this Con- 
federacy any portion of that which is now Mexico. 
Not anly this, but future generations were to be 
prohibited from deriving any advantage from the 
eventa of the future, and our posterity as well as 
ourselves, were to be bound by treaty stipulations, 
which we were to call upon Great Britain to guar- 


anty. These, then, were terms which were highly. 


objectionable. A proposition which required us to 
obtain the guarantee of European nations was an 
insult to the dignity and honor of this country. 
But, besides this, there were other cardinal projects 
which were also objectionable. We were called 
upon to guaranty the continuance of the Roman 
Satholic religion within such limits of our territory 
as were herctofore part of Mexican territory. Here 
we were called upon to make a stipulation that was 
inconsistent with the principles of-our Govern- 
ment and the genius of our people, and an insult 
to every denomination of religion in the country. 
Such was the character of the terms whjch gentle- 
men on this floor urged that we should have adopt- 
ed, with which we should have been satisfied, and 
on which the war should have been concluded. 
The gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Stepuens] in- 
sisted that this war had been waged unnecessarily, 
and that therefore it shauld have been terminated 
on the terms offered to Mr. Trist; but if the gen- 
tleman from Georgia meant that our Government 
should have made a peace on the terms of that 
counter-project, he (Mr. Sms) confessed that his 
friend from Georgia held in less estimation than he 
could have supposed religious freedom, national 
independence, and national honor. 

He knew the objects for which the war was 
commenced were yet unattained, notwithstanding 
the vigorous prosecution of the war. The invader 
of our territory had been expelled, but he had not 
been sufficiently punished to give us security for 
the future. Our title to the territory on the Rio 
Grande was yet unacknowledged. Indemnity for 
the wrongs done to the persons and property of 
our citizens was yet unattained. We had been 
victorious in every battle, and thus we had brought 
upon Mexico condign punishment; but we have 
no security for the future. These were the legiti- 
mate objects of this war, and the question now 
being discussed in this the thirtieth Congress of 
the United States of America was, whether that pol- 
icy Should be abandoned or carried out? Whether 
we shall show the world that we are without firm- 
ness of purpose or derelict to our own purpose, 
and thus give semblance to the allegations of the 
people of European monarchies that there are no 
fixed principles in a republic? He knew there 
‘was authority in great names, but the policy of 
this Government in this respect would. not be 
changed at the dictate of great men. Nor would 
it be abandoned, unless it should be shown that it 
was unwise. A policy to be wise, must be first 
just; and, secondly, it must be calculated to effect 
the objects intended to be accomplished. And is. 


our policy just? Looking at the objects which he 


. had already enumerated, the justice of our policy 


depended, first, on the origin of the war, on its 
objects, and on the means used to carry it out. 
Of the first point, that which involved the justice 
of this war, it was not necessary that he should 
say anything, for it had been repeatedly discussed 
on this floor and before the whole country. On 
this point they had the expression of the opinion of 
thé country coming up from their primary meet- 
ings; it was seen, also, in the enthusiasm with 
which the ranks of the army were filled when a 
call was made for an additional force in the field. 
He candidly believed in the justice of the war, and 
he felt it was unnecessary to enter upon its vindi- 
cation. He knew its opponents had drawn a met- 
aphysical distinction between war with Mexico and 
this country, and war with Mexico and the Presi- 
dent of the United States. That distinction had been 
drawn by a distinguished gentleman at the other 
end of this Capitol. It has also been drawn at the 
cluse of the remarks of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Duer.] It was admitted by the gen- 
tleman opposite that the war was just as between 
Mexico and this country, but unjust as far as con- 
cerned*the Executive. It would then be insulting 
to argue the justice of the war. When Congress 
declared this war, it wasan expression of opinion 
on the part of Congress that the war was just and 
necessary. It had been urged by some of those 
gentlemen who voted for the recognition of the 
war, that it was forced upon them by a species of 
legislative duresse. Such was the condition of 
General Taylor on the Rio Grande, they say, that 
they were anxious to furnish him with prompt aid; 
but by a species of legislative duresse they were 
compelled to recognize the war, or leave General 
Taylor and his army without succor, the two ques- 
tions having been made indivisible by the then ma- 
jority in Congress. Now, that might be some ex- 
cuse for those gentlemen at both ends of the Capitol 
if that had been the only vote; but what should be 
said of the subsequent votes of money in which 
both parties in this House and in the other parti- 
cipated? Supplies of both men and money were 
furnished during the last session of the 29th Con- 
gress—supplies granted for what the gentleman 
now called a war of invasion. Now, if the war was 
unjust and unnecessary, was not the grant of the 
supplies by those gentlemen immoral? If the war 
was just and necessary, their votes were justified. 
Those gentlemen, therefore, who believe the war 
was unjust and unconstitutionally commenced, 
who yet vote supplies to carry it on, fall under the 
reprehension of those writers who declare that a 
war must be just and necessary to justify a nation 
that engages in it. If this war was neither just 
nor necessary, after voting the supplies for the re- 
lief of General Taylor, it became gentlemen who 
entertained that view to refuse all future supplies; 
they should refuse to give a dollar and to furnish 
a man for the prosecution of a war that they be- 
lieve to be both unjust and unnecessary. 

But he found that he had but little time remain- 
ing, and he should hasten on to touch other top- 
ics. He should omit all argument that would go 
to show the justice of the war, and come to the 
justice of the objects and policy of the war. 
Amongst these were, in the first place, the estab- 
lishment of our boundary, and indemnity for the 
injuries which our people have sustained from 

exico. It would not be necessary to urge any 
arguments to show the justice of this portion of our 
policy. The only point, then, to which he asked 
attention, was in reference to the measures to carry 
out a vigorous prosecution. of this war, which 
were necessary to the attainment of the end in 
view. These were the expenses of the war—mil- 
itary contributions, by which the burdens of the 
war were thrown on Mexico—and the acquisition 
of new territory to constitute a-sufficient indem- 
nity. On a previous occasion, he had stated his 
views of the duty of Congress in respect to the 
expenses of the war; and he should now-for a 
moment notice the other proposition, as to the right 
and duty of the President, as commander-in-chief, 
to levy military contributions on the enemy. 

On this point he quoted from Vattel, justifying 
military contributions as humane, because it saved 
the property of the inhabitants of the country from 
pillage. Such was the law of nations; but doubts 
had been expressed whether the President had the 
right to resort to that course which the law of na- 
tions sanctioned without the authority of an act of 


Congress. It would be remembered that Congress 
primarily was concerned in a declaration of war, 
and that there were three powers connected there- 
with, viz: “ to declare war, grant letters of marque 
‘and reprisal, and make rules concerning captures 
‘on land and water.’ Military contributions did 
not as a consequence fall within either of the last 
two powers; they were part of the declaration of 
war and of the means by which the war was to be 
waged. But fortunately, on this subject they were 
not left without authority. He admitted that the 
adjudication of captures required an act of Con» 
gress; but as to military contributions, he was not 
aware that the question had ever been distinctly 
made in our courts. There was, however, a pasə 
sage by Judge Story which goes to vindicate the 
President, and sustain the position for which he 
was contending. [Mr. S. read the extract refer- 
red to, and then continued.] It sufficiently ap- 
peared, then, that the policy of our Government 
was vindicated in this particular branch of the 
means for the prosecution of the war. 

. There was one remark which he wished to make 
as to another branch of the policy of this Govern- 
ment in terminating this war, and he wished to ask 
whether it was just and proper towards us and to- 
wards Mexico. Complaint had been made that it 
was the intention of the President to build upa 
Government in Mexico. Well, suppose that should 
be the ultimate policy of the President in attaining 
peaceful relations, would it be wrong in principle 
or unusual in practice? Did not the allied Pow- 
ers of Europe, when Louis XVIII. was restored 
to the throne of France, and Napoleon was ex- 
pelled, stipulate that they should hold that country 
for five years to give stability to the Government? 
And was not France to pay the expense of that 
military occupation? The right of the Allies, with 
whom Great Britain codperated, was founded in 
the necessity of the case. It was deemed neces- 
sary for future security. The allied Powers went 
so far as to debate the propriety of blotting out the 
nationality of France for their future security. It 
was admitted that this policy should not be lightly 
adopted; but, rather than that a war should be 
prosecuted eternally, the right to blot out a.na- 
tiun’s nationality might be resorted to, otherwise 
war might be perpetually waged, or until one bel- 
ligerent had extinguished the other. It was a pols 
icy which was justified on the ground that self- 

rotection required it on the one hand, and that 
humanity and mercy demanded it on the other. It 
was only in such an event that it should be resort- 
ed to; and it was in that view that the President 
had alluded to it as the ultimate means of attaining 

eace. This practice of European nations had not 

een frequent; but it was enough to show that it 
was not incompatible with the law of nations that 
such a course should be adopted. - 

One or two words in relation to the latter branch 
of the argument. Was this policy, if carried out, 
likely to attain our object—the securing of a peace ? 
The objections to this policy are twofold. Some 
contend thatit will more than carry out our policy, 
and involve us in consequences from which it will 
be well to save ourselves, by a national abandon- 
ment, and the withdrawal of our troops from that 
country. Another objection was, that it will not 
secure peace; that it would require a constant 
prosecution of the war; and that it would expose 
us to the danger of being entangled with European 
nations. xie would make but one or two remarks 
in relation to these objections. One class of ob- 
jectors required that our army should be entirely 
withdrawn, so as to acquire no territory. An- 
other class of objectors say, take territory, and 
withdraw and defend that. Now, the first answer 
heshould make would apply to both of these classes 
of objectors. It was this: that whether we with- 
drew our army to a line of territory to be claimed 
as indemnity, or entirely withdrew to the limits of 
the United States, there was still a state of war 
between this country and Mexico; peace was not 
restored, and war, with all its horrors and burdens, 
was still to be prosecuted ; whereas, by a vigorous 
prosecution of the war now, Mexico would be 
driven to embrace such terms as will restore ami- 
cable relations. 

The Chairman’s hammer announced the expira- 
tion of the gentleman’s hour, and the floor was 
awarded to Mr. Crozier. | . 
gues committee rose and reported progress; and 
then 

The House adjourned. 
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The following members compose the select com- 
mittee on the petition of the children of Eli Whit- 
ney, the inventor of the cotton-gin, viz: 

Messrs. Jounson of Arkansas, J. R. INGERSOLL, 
DonneL_, Woopwarp, CHAPMAN, LumMPxKIN, PAL- 
FREY, Bowpon, and Drxon. 


The select committee appointed on so much of 
the annual message of the President as recommends 
that provision be made for the families of those 
who have fallen or died in the military service of 
the United States in Mexico, is composed of the 
following members, viz: 5 

Messrs. OurLaw, HAsKELL, WILMOT, GAINES, 
Ricwarpson, FuLTON, Lorn, AsBBoTT, and THomp- 
son of Iowa. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 14, 1848. 


Mr. BERRIEN pee the credentials of the 
Hon. HerscueLL V. Jounson, appointed by the 
Governor of the State of Georgia a Senator of the 


United States, to fill the vacancy occasioned by the. 


resignation of the Hon. Water T. Corquirr. 


Mr. JOHNSON, having taken the oath prescrib- 
ed by law, took his seat in the Senate. 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. BADGER presented the memorial of Mrs. 
M. Rodgers, widow of Commodore John Rodgers, 
of the United States navy, deceased, praying pay- 
ment for double rations due her late husband as 
senior officer of the navy; which was referred to 
the Coggmittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented additional docu- 
ments ‘in relation to the claim of George Poindex- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on 


‘Claims. 

Mr.-MILLER presented the memorial of the 
executors and heirs of John Rogers, deceased, 
praying bounty land and half-pay; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COR WIN presented a memorial of the Ohio 
Yearly Meeting of Friends, held at Salem, praying 
for an immediate termination of the war with Mex- 
ico; which was ordered to be printed. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Stark county, Ohio, 
and a petition of citizens of Monroe ee Michi- 
ran, praying for a speedy termination of the war 
with Mexico, by withdrawing our troops within 
the limits of our own territory, and then settling 
the point in dispute by negotiation or reference; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Also,a memorial of citizens of Muskingum coun- 
ty, Ohio, remonstrating against the prosecution of 
the Mexican war for the purpose of conquest, or 
forcing Mexico to sell any part of her territory to 
the United States; which’was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Newell, asking to 
be allowed to change the location of a section of 
land granted him under an Indian treaty; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Mr. SEVIER presented the memorial of the 
Mayor and Common Council of the city of Fort 
Smith, praying the division of the district of Ar- 
kansas into two judicial districts, and the location 
of the seat of justice for the western division at 
that place; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of H. B. Gaither, Praying 
compensation for services as clerk to the Superin- 
tendent of Indian Affairs west of Arkansas; which 
wag referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CASS presented the ee of Sarah Ten 
Eyck, executrix of Conrad Ten Eyck, deceased, 
late marshal of the United States for the district of 
Michigan, praying the payment of a balance due 
him by the Government, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NILES presented the petition of Reuben M. 
- Gibbs, a pensioner of the United States, praying 
to be allowed arrears of pension; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the memorial of Charles Larrabee, a pen- 
sioner of the United States, praying to be allowed 
an increase and arrears of pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Asahel Kingsley, a revolu- 


tionary soldier, praying to be allowed a pension; 


which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. WESTCOTT presented a petition of cer- 


tain citizens of Florida, praying the establishment 
of a mail route from Alaqua, in Florida, to Geneva, 
in Alabama. Also, a petition of citizens of Flori- 
da, praying the establishment of a mail route from 
Ucheeanna to Milton, in that State; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. WESTCOTT observed, in offering these 
petitions, that the people of West Florida had for 
some time past complained of the mail arrangements 
there as a nuisance; and if a remedy was not pro- 
vided, they would prefer its being abated to con- 
tinuing as at present. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented the petition of 
the American Çolonization Society, praying reim- 
bursement of the expenses incurred by that society 
for the support of a number of Africans captured 
by a United States vessel of war from on board a 
slave-ship, and landed at Monrovia, in Liberia; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BAGBY presented the memorial of Peter 
Raudon, representative of John Raudon, deceased, 
praying indemnity for property destroyed during 
the Creek Indian hostilities; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented the peti- 
tion of Samuel F. Butterworth, praying compen- 
sation for services in carrying the mail; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

On motion of Mr. BAGBY, it was 


Ordered, 'I‘nat the petition of Jaimes H. Causten, assignee 
of Colonel B. Hogan, on the files of the Senate, be reterred 
to the Committee on [udian Affairs. | 


CHRIST CHURCH BURIAL GROUND. 

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee ðn the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of the Vestry of Washington Parish, report- 
ed a bill to authorize the sale of part of public 
reservation numbered thirteen in the city of Wash- 
ington, and for other purposes; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. DOWNS asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill to amend an act 
entitled *‘ An act to provide for the punishment of 
offences committed ın cutting, destroying, or re- 
moving live oak and other timber or trees reserved 
for naval purposes,” approved 2d March, 1831; 
which was read the first and second times by unan- 
imous consent, and referred to the Committee on 
Publi¢ Lands. 


The following message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Mr. Campse i, their 
Clerk: 


Mr. PresipenT: Iam directed by the House of Represent- 
atives to return to the Senate at their request the bili enti- 
tled ‘“ An act far an increase of the medical staff of the army 
fur a limited time.” 

‘The Speaker of the House of Representatives, having sign- 
ed sundry enrolled bills, | am directed to deliver them to the 
Senate for the signature of its President. 


INCREASE OF THE MEDICAL STAFF. 
Mr. BADGER moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the bill for an increase of the med- 
ical staff of the army, for a limited time, had been 
assed. 
The motion was postponed until to-morrow. 


MR. DICKINSON’S RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. YULEE moved a postponement of the 
prior orders, in order to take up the resolutions 
submitted on the 14th of December by Mr. Dicx- 
INSON, and that his resolutions, offered on the 12th 
of January as a substitute for those submitted by 
Mr. Dickinson, might be considered. l 

Mr. FOOTE objected. He regarded the bill 
now before the Senate as one of vital importance, 
and expressed his decided opposition to engaging 


| in the consideration of any other subject which 


might encroach upon the time allotted to the spe- 
cial order. He was not at all disposed to give 
way to a wordy debate, which would trençh upon 
the great measure now before the Senate, and be, 
perhaps, of mischievous tendency. 

Mr. YULEE replied, that he would be very 
sorry if what he had to say on this subject should 
be regarded as mischievous in its tendency. It 
was his purpose to discuss, upon its constitutional 
merits, a question which had not been introduced 
by him on that floor, but which was introduced 
by an honorable Senator from one of the most im- 
portant States in the Union, and which was fully 
discussed by him during the morning hour. Hav- 
ing presented a substitute for the resolutions sub- 
mitted by that gentleman, he had felt himself en- 


titled to ask the indulgence of the Senate for an 
opportunity of stating the grounds on which these 
resolutions rested. it was during the morning 
hour that the proposition of the Senator from New 
York was discussed, and it was during the morning 
hour that he (Mr. Y.) solicited a like indulgence 
from the Senate. 

Mr. FOOTE would not urge his objection, as 
assurance had now been at least impliedly given, © 
that the discussion of the bill before the Senate 
would not be interfered with, by allowing the Sen- 
ator from Florida to present his views on his prop- 
osition. But his conscience and sense of duty 
could not permit him to consent to the introduc- 
tion of any matter which was likely to impede, in 
the slightest degree, the progress of the debate on 
the great subject to which he alluded. 

g DOWN S also objected to the introduction 
of the resolutions of the Senator from Florida at 
this time. It was not probable that the discussion 
on them could be avoided, as there was a differ- 
ence of opinion in regard to them, even on the 
part of Senators from the South. Still, he was 
anxious to have the question discussed, and would 
be very happy to hear the discussion, when the 
Senate was less occupied than at present. . 

Mr. YULEE said that after he had spoken, a 
day could be fixed for the consideration of his res- 
olutions. 

Mr. DOWNS remarked, that in that case no 
opportunity of repy would be afforded to gentle- 
men who might be disposed to differ from the 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. TURNEY said that if the resolutions were 
taken up only during the morning hour, so as not 
to interfere with the discussion of the special 
order, he had no objection; if, on the other hand, 
the special order was trenched upon, he must re- 
fuse the discussion solicited by the honorable 
Senator from Florida. l 

Mr. CASS suggested a postponement of the 
resolutions till after the special order had been dis- 
posed of by the Senate. It was not a matter of 
pressing importance that the sentiments of the 
gentleman from Florida on this subject should be 
expressed to-day. For himself, he would hear 
the gentleman with great pleasure; but it did seem 
to him to be in every way most expedient to defer 
the consideration of his resolutions, and avoid any 
interruption of the debate on the special order, on 
which it was highly important to obtain speedy 
action. 

Mr. BADGER begged to submit, with great 
respect to the honorable chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, that the application thus 
made by the Senator from Florida stood on pecu- 
liar grounds. Agreeing fully with that gentleman 
in the general position that nothing should be done 
by which the discussion of the special order should 
be encroached upon, yet he reminded him that the 
Senate had permitted the honorable Senator from 
New York to occupy a portion of the morning hour 
in remarks on the resolutions submitted by him 
for which those of the Senator from Florida were 
i rat as a substitute. That was regretted by 

im at the time, as he regarded it as a precedent 
leading to encroachments on the time allotted for 
particular business. But in these circumstances it 
did, after all, appear to be due to the Senator from 
Florida that he should be indulged in a like oppor- 
tunity of expressing his views, deferring the fur- 
ther discussion of the subject till after the special 
order had been disposed of by the Senate. 

Mr. FOOTE said he disliked to occupy the time 
of the Senate, but it was important to make a re- 
mark in reply to the Senator from North Carolina. 
That gentleman had declared in one breath that 
when the Senate allowed the Senator from New 
York to discuss his resolutions, he condemned the , 
act—he disapproved of it—he felt at the time that 
it was a bad precedent, likely to lead to serious 
interference with the regular business of the Sen- 
ate, and yet, now he urged the Senate to do the 
very same thing. Why? On the ground of 
courtesy, forsooth, to the Senator from Florida. 
It appeared, then, that they were to do wrong that 
some good in the way of courtesy might come 
from it—to do what the Senator from North Caro- 
lina himself admitted to be improper, and had con- 
demned at the time—to persevere in doing evil in 
order to avoid wounding the sensibility of a Sena- 
tor! Now, the great question was, what did the 
country demand at their hands? Were they ta 
permit themselves—— 
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Mr. YULEE here begged to inform the Senator 
that he did not propose to interfere at all with the 
discussion of the ten-regiment bill. 

Mr. FOOTE replied that he had distinctly stated, 
if the Senator from Florida did not interfere with 
the discussion of the bill, he would not object to 
allowing him to present his views on his resolu- 
tions; but if the Senator encroached in the slightest 
degree—no more even than a second of time—on 
that bill, he felt bound to oppose the taking yp of 
his resolutions. 

Mr. YULEE said that he expected that he 
would get through with what he had to say before 
the expiration of the morning hour, and would 
have done so if he had not been interrupted by the 
Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. FOOTE regretted that the Senator from 
Florida had not been so explicit when he first an- 
nounced his desire that his resolutions should be 
taken up. 

‘Mr. CAMERON observed, that he thought it 
would save time to allow the Senator from Florida 
to proceed with his remarks. He understood that, 
the Senator would not occupy a longer period than 
the half hour which yet remained of the time allot- 
ted to morning business. ‘The Senator would not, 
if that was the case, interfere in the slightest degree 
with the speedy action of the Senate on the ten- 
regiment bill, a measure which was vitally im- 
portant to the interests of the country, and on the 
poe of which a speedy peace very much de- 

ended. 
Mr. HANNEGAN suggested that the Senator 
might be allowed to proceed, with the understand- 
ing that at one o’clock he should give way to the 
special order. l 

Mr. BADGER begged to. detain the Senate only 
a moment, for the purpose of setting himself right in 
regard to an observation which he made, and to 
which the Senator from Mississippi had attempted 
to give a construction which was not altogether 
correct. He did not suppose that the Senator from 
Florida ought to be indulged in making his speech, 
on the ground of *‘ courtesy;”’ but he thought that, 
in thé circumstances of the case, the Senate had 
so committed itself, thatit was perhaps an act of 
justice to allow that gentlemart to express his 
views on the resolutions offered as a substitute for 
those of the Senator from New York, who had 
been indulged in an opportunity of presenting his 
own at length. There was, therefore, no ground 
for the charge of inconsistency in the remark which 
he had made, that although at the time he feared 
that the extensipn of that indulgence to the Senator 
from New York might lead to inconvenience in 
the interruption of the public business, yet it seem- 
ed to be proper to grant a similar favor to the Sen- 
ator from Florida. It was better, he thought, to 
submit to the inconvenience, than deny to the Sen- 
ator from Florida the opportunity of presenting 
his views, as nearly contemporaneous as possible 
with those of the Senator who took a different view 
of the subject. 

Mr. FOOTE had only to say that he regarded 
justice to the country as more important than jus- 
tice to individuals. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
take up the resolutions submitted by the Senator 
from New York, and it was decided in the affirm- 
ative. 

The resolutions submitted by the Senator from 
New York (Mr. Dickinson) were then read as 
follows: 

Resolved, That true policy requires the Government of 
the United States to strengthen its political and commer- 
cial relations upon this continent by the annexation of such 
contiguous territory as may conduce to that end and can be 
justly obtained ; and that neither in such acquisition, nor in 
the territorial organization thereof, can any condition be 
constitutionally imposed or institutions be provided for or 
established inconsistent with the right of the people thereof 
to forin a free sovereign State, witn the power and privileges 
of the original members of the Confederacy. 

Resolved, That in organizing a territorial government for 
territory belonging to the United States, the principics of 
self-government upon which our federative system rests 
will be best promoted, the true spirit and meaning of the 
Constitution be observed, and the Confederacy strengthened, 
by: leaving all questions concerning the domestic policy 
therein to the legisiatures chosen by the people thereof. 


As a substitute for these resolutions, the Senator 
‘from Florida submitted the following, which were 


also read: 

Resolved, That the territory belonging to or which may 
be acquired by the United States is the common property of 
the Union, and the sovercignty over the same vests in the 
people of the several States comprising the Union. 

Resolved further, That the Federal Government has no 


delegated authority, nor the territorial community any inher- 
ent right, to exercise any legislative power within the said 
territories, by which the equal right vf all the citizens of the 
United States to acquire aud enjoy any part of the common 
property may be impaired or embarrassed. 


Mr. YULEE then addressed the Senate in ex- 
planation and support of his resolutions, but, with- 
out concluding his remarks, gave way to the spe- 
cial order. | 


‘THANKS TO GENERAL SCOTT. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first special 
order is the joint resolution from the House of 
Representatives expressive of the thanks of Con- 
gress to Major General Winfield Scott, and the 
troops under his command, for their distinguished 
gallantry and good conduct in the campaign of 
1847. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. I move that the further 
consideration of the resolution be postponed until 
to-morrow. 

' The motion was agreed to. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill. 


to raise, for alimited time, an additional military 
force. 

Mr. BREESE addressed the Senate in support 
of the bill. He said he never rose in this Senate 
to explain and defend any measure without great 
embarrassment. He felt this particularly on this 
occasion. He desired that for the opinions he was 
about to express, he alone should be held respon- 
sible, as they were confined to himself, and not 
adopted on the suggestion of any one. He refer- 
red to the efforts made in the State of Illinois to 
raise the men required from her, and expressed his 
confidence that the same success would crown the 
exertions which would be called for by the passage 
of this bill. it would be gloomy news in that 
State if the war were now to be abandoned. He 
reminded the Senate of his remarks at a former 
period, when he pledged himself for the zealous 
support which that State would give to the war. 
At that very moment the volunteers of Illinois 
were winning laurels at the glorious battle of Buena 
Vista. 

He had hoped, from the unanimity which pre- 
vailed among the people in favor of the war, that 
this bill would have been suffered to pass without 
calling forth the attacks which had been made 
against the Administration. He knew that the peo- 
ple were not to be operated on by mere declama- 
tion—by mere assertions, without Proof, that the 
war is unconstitutional. He referred to the act of 
May, 1846, declaring that war existed—and_ noth- 
ing more was done in the commencement of the 
war of 1812. It was the proper, the constitutional 
mode, of changing our state from peace to war; and 
if it was not unconstitutional in 1812, it is not so 
now. Mexico was the invading party. General 
Almonte had declared that his government would 
not give up Texas, but would maintain her claim 
to that territory at all hazards. He referred to 
one of his speeches in 1844, and cited it as evidence 
of his present opinions. 
Texas never was a portion of Mexico, after her 
declaration of independence. Ifthe State of Maine 
chose to secede from our Union, and establish a mon- 
archy, and should the rest of the States oppose it, 
would they have any right to force Maine to their 
views? Just so it was with Texas; she had the 
right to take her own course, in despite of the op- 
position of Mexico. ‘Texas declared her bound- 
aries in 1836, and her independence had been 
subsequently acknowledged by the most powerful 
nations of Kurope. Suppose, after the acknowl- 
edgment of the independence of Texas, the United 
States or any other Power, had entered into an alli- 
ance with her, offensive and defensive, and had 
conquered the territory up to the boundary now 
claimed, would not her right to that territory be 
conceded? 

He considered that in sending a minister to 
Mexico authorized to enter into negotiations for 
the adjustment of all questions in controversy be- 
tween us, the United States had done all which 
was required by the laws and practices of nations; 
and that Mexico, by her refusal to accede to that 
proposition, and her rejection of our minister, had 


justly provoked the war. The war was not merely 


popular, but had commenced rather by the action 

of the people than by the acts of the President. 
He adverted again to the war of 1812, not to 

charge on the Government of that day that it had 


He had then shown that | 


been unjustly commenced, but for the purpose of 
showing the attacks which were made upon it, on 
the ground of its injustice, by certain ministers in 
the New England States, from whose sermons he 
read extracts, and also quotations from the Boston 
Sentinel, the New Hanipshire Gazette, and other 
apers. Attempts were then made to prevent the 
oaning of money to the Government, and he very 
much feared that similar efforts were made now, 
when the Government is in want of a loan. After 
referring to the Federal papers of 1812, he com- 
pared the language which they used with that 
which was to be found in many of the leading 
Whig papers of the present day—the Ohio State 
Journal, the New Hampshire Statesman, the Na- 
tional Intelligencer, and other papers. The fate 
which befell those who promulgated these opinions 
in 1812 was, that they lost the public confidence, 
and could not now show themselves beyond their 
own States; and this ought to be a warning to 
those who now advocate the same principles. He 
referred to the opinion expressed by a judge of the 
Supreme Court, (Judge McLean,) which he de- 
nounced as marked with a peculiar impropriety as 
coming from a member of the Supreme Court. 

We had been coerced into the war by the con- 
duct of Mexico, and the march to the Rio Grande 
had nothing to do with its commencement. 

We are in the war, and ought to prosecute it 
until the objects for which it has been waged have 
been accomplished. In 1846, he had witnessed a 
more patriotic course on the part of Senators on 
the other side. They were then united in favor of 
the war. ‘ 

Mr. MANGUM explained, that at the time of 
the passage of the bill of May, 1846, he had en- 
tertained no doubt of our right to cross the Rio 
Grande, in case of necessity, and even to pene- 
trate into the heart of the Mexican territory; but 
he had always been opposed to a war of conquest. 

Mr. BREESE quoted a portion of the speech 
of the Senator from North Carolina, to show that 
that Senator was then willing to vote any number 
of men necessary to prosecute the war vigorously, 
while now they are unwilling to vote an addition 
to our army of ten regiments. 

It had been said that it was in the power of the 
Government to make peace at any moment. 

Mr. NILES said his language was, not that the 
Government had power to make peace, but to stop 
hostilities. 

Mr. BREESE. To stop hostilities would of 
necessity secure a peace. He then adverted to the 
propositions made by Mexico, and asked if any 
Senator on the other side would have consented to 
dismember Texas of any portion of her territory. 
Senators say the war is unjust. If so, they are 
bound to make compensation to Mexico for all 
the injury we have done to her. 

The President had originally informed us of his 
desire to prosecute the war for the purpose of ob- 
taining a peace. Now he tells us, that having been 
prevented so long, we must look for some indemnity. 
Mr. B. said he had his own views on the subject of 
the character and extent of the claims of our citizens 
to indemnity. He admitted that war is not our 
policy, and our history would prove that we had 
never been guilty of any aggressive acts. Peace 
is our true policy, and it is our duty to preserve 
it. But Mexico, in this case, was the aggressor. 
He desired peace, but he did not estimate the evils 
of war to be so terrible as some have done. He 
glanced at the cause of this war, to show that, 
while it had been waged against the leaders, it had 
produced no outrages on the people. He referred 
to the proclamation prepared in Washington, and 


‘sent to General Taylor, promising protection to 


the people, in consequence of which they received 
our troops joyfully. In case of peace, what is to 
become of those persons who have been seduced 
into allegiance to. this country? It becomes our 
duty to build up a government which will be able 
to give protection when our troops are withdrawn. 
As to the withdrawal of our troops behind any 


given line, its effect would be to render the war - 


interminable. The leading generals in Mexico 
would never acquiesce in the constitution of 1834, 
but would wage constant war, as soon as our arm 
should have retired behind a line. He declared he 
would not give his consent to any treaty in which 
the withdrawal of our troops was made a stipula- 
tion. A majority of two-thirds of the Senate could 
not be obtained in favor of such a treaty. 

There is a party in Mexico inyeterately opposed 
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to peace, and this is the party most friendly to us, 
‘because the presence of our forces assures them 
tranquillity. It was true, the conquest of all Mex- 
ico would not be consistent with the avowed objects 
of the war, for these were peace, and indemnity 
for the paèt and security for the future. But the 
Senator from South Carolina regarded conquest as 
foreign to the spirit and genius of our institutions. 
But he (Mr. B.) did not so regard it. He thought 
that, as the Constitution had given to Congress 
the power to make war, we must be guided by our 
discretion as to the use of it. 

He contended that no danger could result to our 
institutions from the admission of the Mexicans 
ta an equality with us, and to a political associa- 
tion. Were we to exclude men from the blessings 
of free institutions, merely because of a difference 
in the color of the skin? The Mexicans are wil- 
ling to give up their nationality in exchange for 
our free institutions; and he hoped to see, or that 
his children would see, the extension of these in- 
stitutions from one end of this continent to the 
other. He wished to know if Senators on the 
other side would give their consent to any act by 
which Texas should be given up. The enemies 
of free institutions were to be found in large cities; 
they were not to be found in the broad prairies of 
the West. l 

Without going much into the financial question, 
he did not feel that dread of a public debt which 
some experienced. He calculated that the increase 
of our territory would cause such an increase of 
our commerce, that we may expect a revenue of 
more than a hundred millions, which would enable 
us to extinguish any debt created by our efforts to 
conquer Mexico. We should have the control of 
the commerce of the world. Our country would 
be the money market of the world. Mexico her- 
self might be made to produce one hundred millions 
annually.. In the hands of our enterprising citizens; 
she would be made productive beyond the most 
sanguine calculations which could be made. He 
was, therefore, disposed to prosecute the war with 
vigor, until the whole of the Mexican territory 
should be subjugated. 

Mr. B. having concluded, 

On motion of Mr. UPHAM, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
„Executive business; and, after some time spent 
therein, the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, February 15, 1848. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. KAUFMAN moved the usual resolution to 
terminate all debate in Committee of the Whole, 
on the bill to authorize a loan not exceeding 
$18,500,000, on Wednesday next, at two o’clock, 

. m. 

j Mr. K. moved the previous question. 
= Mr. ROOT moved to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

The question was decided in the negative—yeas 
81, nays 105, as follows: .- 


YEAs—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Green Ad- 
ams, Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, Blanchard, Botts, Brady, 
Cabell, Canby, Chapman, Conger, Cranston, Crowell, Cro- 
zier, Dixon, Donnell, Daniel Duncan, Duun, Eckert, Ed- 
wards, Nathan Evans, Fisher, Freedley, Gayle, Gentry, Gott, 
Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hamp- 
ton, Moses Hampton, Haskell, Elias 8. Holmes, Hubbard, 
Hudson, Huut, Kellogg, Thomas B. King, Daniel P. King, 
William T. Lawrence, Lincoln, McIlvaine, Marsh, Marvin, 
Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pendleton, Pollock, 
Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Rumsey, St. Johu, Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, 
Silvester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, 
Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Strohm, ‘Tallmadge, Tnibo- 
deaux, Taylor, “L'umpkins, Vinton, W arren, White, and 
Wilson—81. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayly, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, 
Black, Bocock, Bowdon, Boyd, Brodhead, Win. G. Brown, 
Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Chase, 
Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, Cocke, 
Collamer, Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Garnett Duncan, 
Embree, Alexander Evans, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, 
Fiournoy, Fries, French, Fulton, Goggin, Hammons, Haral- 
son, Harmanson, Ilenley, Henry, Hill, Isaac E. Holmes, 
George S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jack- 
son, Jameson, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Robert W. John- 
son, George W. Jones, John W. Jones, Kaufinan, Kennon, 
Lahm, La Sere, S. Lawrence, Leffler, Lord, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McCtelland, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, Mce- 
Lane, Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, Nicoll, Peasive, 
Peek, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richardson, 
Richey, Rockhill, Sawyer, Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stan- 
ton, Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, ‘homas, Jas. Thomp- 
son, John B. Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, William 
Thompson, Thurston, Toombs, Turner, Van Dyke, Venable, 


i a nn e a an a ae a aa a a a De ma a 
= _ 
oe a nL a e e a a a a aa a a a a a 


pO eee nm—n—n vO Q0Q$0vO OO 


Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Wiley, Wilmot, and Wood- 
ward—105. 


The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded, and the main question ordered to be put 
—yeas 104, nays 93, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayly, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, 
Black, Bocock, Bowdon, Boyd, Brodhead, William G. 
Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, 
Chase, Clapp, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell 
Cobh, Cocke, Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Garnett Dun- 
can, Edsall, Faran, Farrelly, Featherston, Ficklin, Flour- 
noy, Fries, French, Fulton, Goggin, Green, Willard P. Hall, 
Hammons, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Henley, Hill, 
George S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jack- 
son, Jameson, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Robert W. John- 
son, George W. Jones, John W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, 
Lahm, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, Lord, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McKay. McLane, Mann, 
Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, Nicoll, Peaslee. Peck, Petrie, 
Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Rock- 
hill, Sawyer, Simpson, Sims. Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Thomas, James 
Thompson, R. A. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurs- 
ton, Toombs, Turner, Venable, Wentworth, Wick, Wil- 
lams, Wiley, and Wilmot—104, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Green Ad- 
ams, Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, Blanchard, Botts, Brady, 
Butler, Cabell, Canby, Chapman, Collamer, Conger, Crans- 
ton, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, 
Daniel Dunean, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Alexan- 
der Evans, Nathan Evans, Fisher, Freedley, Gayle, Gentry, 
Giddings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, 
James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Henry, E. B. lolmes, 
John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Kellogg, Thomas 
Butler King, Daniel P? King, William T. Lawrence, Lin- 
coln, McIlvaine, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead. Mullin, Nelson, 
Nes, Newall, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pendleton, Pollock, Preston, 
Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, Sil- 
vester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Ste- 
phens, Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Tallmadge, Thibodeaux, 
Taylor, Tompkins, Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thomp- 
son, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, White, and Wilson—93. 


The main question was then put, viz: ‘Shall 
the resolution pass?” It was decided in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 109, nays 87, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayly, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, 
Black, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, William 
G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, 
Chase, Clapp, B. L. Clark, F. Clark, H. Cobb, Cocke, Cal- 
lins, Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Garnett Duncan, Edsall, 
Embree, Alexander Evans, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, 
Flournoy, Fries, French, Fulton, Goggin, Green, Willard P. 
Hall, Hammons, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Heniey, 
Hill, Isaac E. Holmes, George X. Houston, Inge, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Iverson, Jackson, Jameson, Jenkins, James 
H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, John 
W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, 
Leffier, Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, 
McDowell, McKay,{McLane, Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, 
Morse, Murphy, Nes, Nicoil, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, 
Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Rockhill, 
Sawyer, Simpson, Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Thomas, William 
Thompson, Thurston, Toombs, Turner, Venable, Went- 
worth, Wick, Williams, Wiley, and Woodward—109. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Green Adams, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, Botts, Brady, Cabell, Canby, 
Chapman, Clingman, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, 
Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Daniel 
Duncan, Dunn, Edwards, Nathan Evans, Fisher, Freedley, 
Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Na- 
than K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Henry, 
Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, 
Hunt, Kellogg, Thomas Butler King, Daniel P. King, Wm. 
T. Lawrence, Lincoln, Mctlvaine, Marvin, Morehead, Mul- 
lin, Nelson, Newall, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pendleton, Pollock, 
Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Sherrill, Silvester, 
Slingerland, Caleb B. Sinith, Truman Smith, Stephens, 
Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Tallmadge, Thibodeaux, Taylor, 
Tompkins, Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, 
Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, White, and Wilson—87. 


THE LOAN BILL AND THE WAR. 


On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, the House then 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Borrs, of Virginia, 
in the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill authorizing a loan not exceeding $18,- 
500,000. 

Mr. CROZIER, of Tennessee, being entitled to 
the floor, said that the bill now before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, pro- 
viding for a loan of eighteen and a half millions of 
dollars, was one of a series of important measures 
recommended by the President of the United 
States. He was not, therefore, surprised, when, a 
few days since, his honorable colleague from the 
Maury district, [Mr. THomas,] who was an ardent 
supporter of the present Administration, and who 
had the honor of having the President of the Uni- 
ted States for one of his constituents, addressed the 
House, to hear him declare that he was prepared to 
vote on this measure, together with all the other im- 
portant measures under consideration, and which 
might be presented to their consideration by the 
President of the United States, without debate. 
Mr. C. had no hesitation in saying that when his 


`a 


honorable colleague made this declaration he not 
only spoke for himself, but expressed the senti- 
tents, feelings, and wishes of every member of his 
own party; for it was characteristic of all those who 
favored the usurpation of Executive power against 
the rights of the people, that they were invariably 
foes to free discussion. Whether the party who 


_were friendly to the Administration on this ffoor 


were liable to the charge of favoring usurpation, 
certain it was, from what we had seen this ses- 
sion and last session, that they had this quality, 
that they were opposed to frank, free discussion. 
At the last session of Congress, when this dominant 
party had a large majority in this House, there 
were many remarkable cases where this action took 
place; where they stopped debate upon most im- 
portant questions, without allowing anything like 
an adequate examination of them. Butit was not 
necessary to go back. At this session we had seen 
the same disposition manifested on the same side of 
this House, from the commencement of the session 
down to this morning. Resolutions had been in- 
troduced, from time to time, by members of the 
opposite side of this House, for the purpose of 
stopping debate on the President’s message. Scarce- 
ly had it been under consideration three days be- 
fore gentlemen commenced. to introduce their reso- 
lutions to stop the debate. And what was the reason 
for this? It was done, as he believed, that they 
might go out to the country with the false pretence 
that they were anxious to do the business of this 
House, and that debate upon this question hin-’ 
dered the progress of the business of the House. 
He had no hesitation, from what he had seen of 
their action during the present, as well as during 
the last session, in concluding that gentlemen on 
that side were attempting to make upon the record 
of the House proofs to go before the people that 
they were anxious to do the business of this coun- 
try, and that the Whigs were opposed to it. This 
shallow humbug, he told gentlemen, would have 
no effect; it would be swallowed up in the next 
canvass, and would never be heard of again. The 
reason would be perfectly understood why they 
had introduced these resolutions, time after time, 
for the purpose of stopping debate. 

In the brief time allotted him, he should go back 
to the President’s message, although gentlemen on 
the other side seemed very sensitive in the discus- 
sion of the measures recommended by the Execu- 
tive, and now before the country, to the considera- 
tion of this House. Some most important meas- 
ures were spoken to in this message of the Presi- 
dent. It seemed to him his duty to remark on 
what he considered a most singular paragraph in 
the message. Near its commencement, the Presi- . 
dent said : 

« On learning that hostilities had been commenced by 
Mexico, I promptly communicated that fact, accompanied 
with a succinct statement of our other causes of complaint 
against Mexico, to Congress; and that body, by the act of 
13th of May, 1845, declared that, ‘by the act ofthe Republic 
of Mexico, a state of war exists between that Government 
and the United States.’ Thisactdeclaring ‘the war to exist 
by the act of the Republic of Mexico,’ and making provision 
for its prosecution ‘to a speedy and successful termination,’ 
was passed with great unanimity by Congress, there being 


but two negative votes in the Senate, and but fourteen in 
the House of Representatives.” 


Now, it would be remarked by every member 
here present, that when the President of the Uni- 
ted States, after the bill recognizing the existence 
of the war and appropriating for its prosecution, 
was passed, undertook to speak from the record, 
he made three quotations from the preamble of the 
bill. The President professed to Jay before the 
people of the United States the vote of both Houses 


of Congress upon the preamble to the war bill; and 
how did he represent it? He said there were In 


this House but fourteen members voting against 
it, and in the Senate there were but two. Let 
them turn to the record, and it appeared clearly 
that the President of the United States must have 
seen the vote on the preamble as an independent 
proposition, which vote came immediately before 
the vote on the whole bill, and he could not have 
looked at the one without seeing the other. So 
far from there being but fourteen members of this 
House, as the President falsely represented, who 
voted against this preamble, there were sixty-seven 
who voted against it, and among them his (Mr. 
C.’s) name was found recorded, and also the names 
of fourteen Democrats, the friends of the President 
of the United States on this floor. 

He saw one gentleman [Mr. Sms] in his seat, 


who was a friend of the President of the United 
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States, who voted against this preamble, and who 
addressed the committee on yesterday evening’ for 
one hour without saying a word on this point. 

Mr. SIMS wished.an opportunity to explain. 

Mr. CROZIER signifie his willingness to yield, 
and wished to ask the gentleman a question. He 
was very desirous to hear why Democrats voted 
against the preamble. 

Mr. SIMS said he voted against it, not because 
he disbelieved one word which was said in it, but 
because he thought it was an improper mode of 
doing business. He was for separating the mes- 

—for referring so much of it as related to a 
declaration of war to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and let them propose a simple declaration 
of war; and so much as related to raising troops 
and munitions of war, to the Committee.on Mili- 
tary Affairs. But, when both were put together, 
he had no hesitation in voting for the bill. 

Mr. CROZIER (resuming) was very happy to 
hear the explanation of the gentleman, and, if fur- 
nished in an authentic form, would be very happy 
to-put it in his eee The gentleman from South 
Carolina stated that he voted against the preamble 
‘on a mere technicality, on. the bill appropriating 
fifty thousand men and ten millions of dollars for 
the “vigorous prosecution’? of the war; the gen- 
tleman was willing to vote the preamble out of the 
bill, and on a mere technicality! The gentleman 
took the same ground as his honorable colleague, 
who addressed the committee some days since, 
(Mr. Raetrt.] 

He would be glad to hear from other gentlemen 
of the Democratic party who voted against the pre- 
amble an explanation of their votes. He should 
like to hear from the gentleman from Virginia (un- 
derstood to refer to Mr. BepinceER) on this subject, 
who was not in his seat now. That gentleman 
addressed the House several days since for an 
hour, but he likewise never said a word about his 
vote against that preamble ! 

Now, so far as Mr. C. was concerned, the rea- 
son was plain for his vote against the preamble. 
He was opposed to it. He did not believe that 
what it contained was true, and therefore he voted 
against it. In this vote against it before the coun- 
try he satisfied his conscience. Posterity would 


' know, everybody now knew, why the Whigs voted 


against the preamble. They believed the declara- 
tion contained in it to be a gross falsehood, and 


they satisfied their consciences by voting against 


it, and, having done so, they voted for the whole 
bill, as, by the Democratic majority on this floor, 
they were obliged to do, or to refuse to vote supplies 
for our army in peril. He had reflected upon the 
subject for nearly two years, and he could not act 
differently were the question to come up again; he 
would be compelled to vote in the same way. His 
honorable colleague [Mr. Tomas] could not see 
how the Whigs could vote for succors to General 
Taylor; and held that, because they did not believe 
the preamble to be true, they were not justified in 
voting for the measure. Gentlemen on the other 
side did not occupy the same ground at the last 
session of Congress. He wanted to put one ques- 
tion to his honorable colleague: if his friend at that 
day did not believe it necessary that these troops 


‘should be sent for the purpose of aiding General 


Taylor, why was it (unless it were a simple act of 
tyranny and despotism) that they pressed that bill 


through in such hot haste and allowed not a word 


to be said upon it? 

If there was no necessity, as his colleague [Mr. 
Tno aed had said, to vote troops to rescue Gen- 
eral Taylor, why was the bill pressed through in 
such hot haste? If this were so, and the Demo- 
crats believed it, why did they refuse a fair expres- 
sion of opinion on the subject? If General ‘Taylor 
had been overpowered and defeated, the gentleman 


“must remember there would have been absolute 


necessity for raising another army immediately. 
But even in view of such a case as this, they might 
very reasonably have taken a day or two to delib- 
erate upon the subject. But he had not done with 
the President on this subject. The President of 
the United States, in his message, states that there 
were but fourteen votes in the House of Repre- 


‘sentatives against the declaration that war existed 
.by the act of the Republic of Mexico, and the pro- 


vision of means for its prosecution. Mark, but 
fourteen votes against that provision. Now, he 
would show the House that the President was 
mistaken; for there were sixty-seven who voted 
against it. It would be harsh in him to say that 


the President had told a deliberate and premedi- 
tated falsehood; that he had perpetrated an untruth; 
but, if he were a friend of the President, he would 
advise him not to be quite so careless in searching 
the records, even when he attempted to tell the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
for fear that his enemies might come to the con- 
clusion that he had done it wickedly and malicious- 
iy, and for fear that he might get his friends into 

ifficulty who took the statements of the President 
as true, how false soever they might be. A man 
should take care of his friends, if he had no regard 
for his enemies. 

But to pursue the subject further, and he must 
run over the message of the President rapidly. 
There were other reasons why the debate should 
not have been closed so suddenly. The annual 
message of the President of the United States was 
a document of great interest to every citizen in this 
vast republic. So interesting, indeed, was it, that 
the utmost capacity of steam and of electricity was 
resorted to to spread it through the entire republic; 
and before the Clerk of this House had completed 
its reading, it was in the hands of compositors in 
printing offices, in part, a thousand miles off. It 
was read, too, with the same impatient haste with 
which it was transmitted; indeed the despatch in 
its transmission was but evidence of the anxiety of 
the reader to possess it; and yet, and it was a sin- 
gular fact, there was no paper issued to the public 
which was read so carelessly as the President’s 
message, and for the obvious reason that the peo- 
ple necessarily supposed no statement would be 
contained in it without the most positive assurance 
of its truthfulness. In this fact there was an in- 
ducement to members of this House to scrutinize 
this message here, where there was both time and 
opportunity to expose its errors. And on exam- 
ining it, what did they find? Would it not be evi- 
dent, whatever the President’s professions might 
be, that his design was to swallow the whole of 
Mexico? Amongst the people there was much 
speculation as to the object of the present war. 

his was singular if the message was analyzed, 
and no attention paid to the President’s disclaim- 
ers, which were only thrown out to gull persons 
who are very gullible. For proof of the Presi- 
dent’s object in the further prosecution of the war, 
he would read a few extracts. On page eight the 
President says : 

« The commissioner of the United States was authorized 


‘to agree to the establishment of the Rio Grande as the bound- 


ary, from its entrance into the Gulf to its intersection with 
the southern boundary of New Mexico, in north latitude 
about thirty-two degrees, and to obtain a cession to the Uni- 
ted States of the provinces of New Mexico and the Califor- 
nias, and the privilege of the right of way acras the isth- 
mus of Tehuantepec. The boundary of the Rio Grande 
and the cession to the United States of New Mexico and 
Upper California constituted an ultimatum which ourcom- 
missioner was, under no circumstances, to yield.” 


Now, this was very plain. The commissioner 
was instructed to obtain New Mexico and Upper 
California; and what more did the President say 
in this connection ? 

« As the territory to be acquired by the boundary propos- 
ed might be estimated to be of greater value than a fair 
equivalent for our just demands, our commissioner was au- 


thorized to stipulate for the payment of such additional pe- 
cuniary consideration as was deemed reasonable.? 


Yes, such pecuniary consideration as was deem- 
ed reasonable! And report said that reasonable 
sum was some fifteen or twenty millions of dot- 
lars, in addition to some three or four millions 
which are claimed as having been some time due 
to our citizens. Here, then, was the President's 
mode of obtaining indemnity for the past and se- 
curity for the future. But he would travel a little 
further to find what the President subsequently 
demanded. On page 11 he says: 

« Since the liberal proposition of the United States was 
authorized to be made in April last, large expenditures have 
been incuired, and the precious blood of many of our patri- 
otic fellow-citizens has been shed in the prosecution of the 
war. This consideration, and the obstinate perseverance 
of Mexico in protracting the war, must influence the terms 
of peace which it may be deemed proper hereafter to ac- 
cept.” 

Now, then, more than New Mexico and Upper 
California was demanded. And what was it? 
Soon after the commencement of the war, New 
Mexico and Upper California would have sufficed ; 
but now the President is not satisfied without a 
larger portion of her territory. On page 12 he 
Says: 

« Early after the commencement of the war New Mexico 
and the Californixa were taken possession of by our forces. 


Our military and naval commanders were ordered to con- 
quer and hold them, subject to be disposed of by a treaty of 
peace. These provinces are now in our undisputed occu- 
pation, and have been so for many months, all resistance 
on the part of Mexico having ceased within their limits. I 
am satisfied that they should never be surrendered to Mex- 
ico.’ 

Here, then, it seems that Lower Califórnia must 
be taken as well as Upper, to satisfy the increased 
demands of the President, who is desirous that 
they ‘* should never be surrendered to Mexico.” 
But what more does the President expect? On 
page 15 he says: 

« With a people distracted and divided by contending fac- 
tions, and a government subject to constant changes by suc- 
cessive revolutions, the continued successes of our arms may 
fail to secure a satisfactory peace. In such event it may be- 
come proper for our commanding generals in the field to give 
encouragement and assurances of protection to the friends of 
peace in Mexicoin the establishment and mainftnance of a 
free republican government of their own choice, able and 
willing to conclude a peace which would be just to them and 
secure to us the indemnity we demand.”’ 

Now, suppose the President could find a party 
in Mexico to make a treaty of peace with us, suc 
a party would in all probability be in a minority; 
but, even if it were in a majority, and we should 
guaranty their power by our arms, would it make 
a peace? No; there would-be no end to the war 
until the present generation in México shall have 

assed awe: and the memory of this war shall 

ave faded from them. Why, we have tried such 
an experiment already. In 1835 we made a treaty 
with the Cherokee Indians, and, though they are 
more feeble than Mexico, yet from 1835 to 1848 
the deadliest hostility has existed against those who 
made it, notwithstanding the powerful inftuence of 
the United “States to make peace between them. . 
And so it would be with Mexico. But what next? 
There it would be seen the President folds his arms 
in despair of ever being able to obtain a peace: 

‘If, after affording this encouragement and protection, 
and after all the persevering and sincere efforts we have 
made, from the moment Mexico commenced the war, and 
prior tu that time, to adjust our differences with her, we 
shall ultimately fail, then we shall have exhausted all hon- 
orable means in pursuit of peace, and must continue to oc- 
cupy her country with our troops, taking the full measure of 
indemnity into our own hands, and must enforce the terms 
which our honor demands.” 


Here the President’s message indicates an ine 
tention to absorb the whole of Mexico, as the only 
means of getting a peace, or the termination of the 
war which he commenced. It was plain to his 
(Mr. C.’s) mind, and it must beso to the minds 
of other gentlemen who would reflect on this sub- 


ject, from all the evidence before them, that the 


President had never desired to make peace with 
Mexico. The President does not desire it at the 
present time. He had not wished to obtain such 
aresult. The President knew well that the war 
was prosecuted for party objects, and that its ter- 
mination now would be destructive to his party; 
hence he desired its continuance during his Presi- 
dency. It could be shown by the President’s own 
conduct that he had not desired peace. What had 
he done? Why, the first thing he did was to order 
our naval and military commanders to permit 
Santa Anna to return to Mexico; and the President 
told us when he got there we should have peace. 
And what next did he do? Why, he asked for 
three millions of dollars, and every gentleman who . 
was present at that time knew with what an air of 
authority an individual on that floor, speaking au- 
thoritatively doubtless, told them that, if they 
would grant the President those three millions of 
dollars, we could have peace in sixty days. Yes; 
he said he knew the fact. He had doubtless been 
in the council chamber; he had seen letters from 
friends of the President in Mexico, and he knew 
for those three millions a peace could be obtained. 
And how had that turned up? Why, instead of 
peace, it had only served to add fuel to the fire, and 
made it burn more furiously; for the Mexicans saw 
that the President supposed he could buy them for 
three millions of dollars. 

Well, what next? Hesent a commissioner down 
there. And who was he? Why, a mere clerk in 
one of our departments—the Department of State. 
Now, what was the practice of nations when they 
seek a peace with a belligerent nation? Did they 
send clerks from their Executive departments— 
even a chief clerk? No; they sent men that were 
not only known to their own nation, but to the 
world—men who had been employed in diplomacy 
before—men who know something of the business 
in which they were engaged—men, too, who carry 
with them a moral influence. Our President, how- 
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ever, sent a mere clerk: and what had been the 
result of that attempt to secure a peace? Why, as 
every other man‘except the President of the Ufiited 
States knew it would: it ended in his repudiating 
his own commissioner, who had been broken and 
deprived of his clerkship here at home. _ l 
ow, could gentlemen think the President sin- 
cere in his professed desirg to make a peace with 
Mexico? And what was to be the fate of this 
nation if we shall not be able to make peace with 
Mexico on the terms the President has heretofore 
desired? He would not pretend to portray to the 
committee what would be the result if we conquer 
the whole of Mexico and annex it to this Union. 
Political sages of this country have spoken on this 
subject, and they have warned the nation of the 
dangers to be apprehended from the experiment. 
But the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Sms] 
yesterday told them that the speechesand addresses 
of such men as Mr. Clay and Mr. Gallatin have 
made no impression upon “‘ young America.” He 
(Mr. C.) thought the gentleman was mistaken. 
Those addresses would make an impression on 
those who were blessed with ordinary intelligence. 
‘They might not, to be sure, have much effect with 
those who were imbued with a spirit of Quixotism, 
‘which seemed to characterize the President of the 
United States. Our Don Quixotte, however, was 
more fortunate than his prototype; for, while he 
had but one Sancho Panza to follow in his steps, 
and to wait upon his wishes, our President has a 
host of Sancho Panzas, who would like to rule the 
countries and islands he may conquer. 

He was in hopes some gentleman who was 
better able than he was would take up the message 
of the President and scrutinize its assertions and 
positions, for it could be done not only now but to 
the end of the session. As his time was rapidly 
passing away, he would but notice one other posi- 
tion of that message. He referred the committee 
to page 18, on which was the statement that, after 
the adjournment of the last session of Congress— 
on the 31st of March—the President issued an 
order creating a tariff for Mexico. Why the 
President had not submitted such a plan to Con- 
gress before its adjournment he was at a loss to 
discover. The President, however, professed to 
have guarded against making this tariff burden- 
some on our soldiers and sailors who fight our 
battles. He says: 

cc Care was taken that the officers, soldiers, and sailors of 
our army and navy should be exempted from the operations 
of the order; and as the merchandise imported upon which 
the order operated must be consumed by Mexican citizens, 
the contributions exacted were, in effect, the seizure of the 
public revenues of Mexico, and the application of them to 
our own use. In directing this measure, the object was to 
compel the enemy to contribute, as far as practicable, tv- 
wards the expenses of the war.”? 

Being anxious to know more of this important 
plan than the President communicates, he turned 
to the report of the Secretary of War, who has 
this matter under his control, and on page 573 he 
found this passage: . 

& Whenever any goods are imported by sutiers, and the 
duties paid by thein, as is required by these regulations, and 
when the sutier shall first prove to the satistaction of the 
commandant of the port that said sutier hab actually sold 
any of said identical goods so imported by him, to any 
officer, soldier, sailor, or marine, for their own actual indi- 
vidual’ use and consumption, and. not as merchandise for 
resale, then and in that case the duties so actually paid on 
said goods so sold to any officer, soldier, sailor, or marine, 
as aforesaid, shall be refunded to said sutlers; but, before 
refunding the money so collected, it shall be the duty of the 
council of administration, which, under the direction of the 
commandant ofthe post, fixes the price of sutlers’ goods, in 
determining the price of any of said goods so sold as afore- 
said by them, to deduct the duty so- paid from the price, 
with a view to avoid imposing any of the burdens of the 
duties herein prescribed upon the army or navy of the 
Union. And all officers’ individual stores introduced for 
their own actual use, and equipments required by law, are 
exempt from duty.” 

The money, then, was to be refunded to the 
soldier and sailor, which, it struck him, it would 
be difficult to reduce to practice so as to save the 
soldiers and sailors from paying this contribution 
to sustain the war, and therefore, as a member of 
the Committee on Expenditures of the War De- 

artment, he addressed a letter to the Secretary of 
ar, requesting him to inform the committee what 
® 


| 


sums had been refunded to sutlers under the 13th 
article of instructions from the War Department. 
To that letter the Secretary replied. And how 
much did the committee suppose had been returned 
to sutlers at Vera Cruz? Why, while the amount 
reported to have keen collected to the 31st October 
was $297,473 10, the sum refunded was the pitiful 
amount of $153 67. 

And in his letter, the Secretary told the commit-, 
tee he did not know whether that amount had been 
refunded to sflers. He says: 


«Tt is not known whether Messrs. Robinson and Wood- 
ruff, at Vera Cruz, were actual sutlers to the 3d regiment of 
Illinois volunteers; but as it appears from the return made 
that the sum refunded to them was for goods sold to that 
regiment, it is probable they were.’? 


Such was the caution and care exercised by the 


| President to guard our officers, soldiers, and sail- 


g: from contributing to the military contributions 
posed on Mexico. At Matamoros and Saltillo, 
it did not appear that a single dollar had been re- 
funded. The whole amount refunded at Tampico 
barely exceeded $7,200. A few days ago, a gentle- 
man from Mississippi, in addressing the committee, 
spoke of the tariff of 1842 taxing the shirts, hats, 
coats, and other useful and necessary articles of 
the farmer; but here it was seen that the Presi- 
dent taxed the officers and soldiers and sailors, 
whilè they were engaged in fighting this glorious 
war. 

He should now pass to another message of the 
President of the United States—that in which he 
gave his refusal to furnish the instructions with 
which Mr. Slidell went to Mexico, for which this 
House, by resolution, had called. And what were 
the President’s reasons for his refusal? He said 
it would be inconsistent with the public interests 
to comply. Now, the President, in his (Mr. C.’s) 
opinion, had not one inch of ground to stand upon 
for the justification of his refusal. What did Mr. 
Slidell go to Mexico for? To settle the boundary 
between the Nueces and the Rio Grande, a tract 
of country which no man there would care to pos- 
sess. And what else? To obtain the pitiful sum 
of three millions of dollars from Mexico, that be- 
ing the amount of the claims of our citizens against 
her. Well, was there anything in either of these 
matters of negotiation that required to be kept 
secret? The territory itself was worthless, so that 
the three millions was the most important subject; 
and what was there in that that required so much 
secrecy? Nothing that he could by any possi- 
bility see. Since that time, too, our relations had 
changed. Then we were in a state of peace; now 
we are in a state of war. Now we are negotiating 
at the point of the bayonet and the mouth of the 
cannon; then no hostilities had been commenced. 

What, then, was the reason for which the Pres- 
ident of the United States kept from Congress the 
instructions given to Mr. Slidell? ‘There was 
nothing in thespublic interests that could be inju- 
riously affected by it. Did the President send by 
Mr. Slidell an ultimatum, and was that the reason? 
Why, an ultimatum was sent by Mr. Trist, and 
that had been furnished. The President, by a 
message received a few days since, informed them 
that his ultimatum was New Mexico and Upper 
California. Why, then, he repeated, should the 
President oa secret the instructions given to Mr. 


Slidell, when he tells us what were the instructions 
given to Mr. Trist? The gentleman from Georgia, 


(Mr. StEPpHENS,] who addressed the committee on 
this subject a few days ago, it appeared to him, 
had struck upon the correct conclusion. That 
gentleman believed the President would not fur- 
nish those instructions because they would crimi- 
nate himself, which a criminal in our courts was 
not required to do. It was not the public interests, 
then, that would be injured by a compliance, but the 
crimination of the President would be the result. 
That was the only rational conclusion to which 
they could come in regard to it. It was a well- 
known principle, that when a party had testimon 
in his power which he would not produce, it 
would be taken as operating against him, for it 
was reasonable to suppose that if it would go in 
his justification he would produce it. 


Ee AE CSI 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, next obtained the 
floor. He said, that for several days he had been 


endeavoring to get the floor at night-fall, that he . 


might have the morning for his speech; but he had 
been unsuccessful, and hence he had availed him- 
self of this opportunity to make some remarks on 
the question pending before this committee. He 
had desired, before this debate closed, to submit 
some remarks in reply to the very elaborate state- 
ment of the chairman of the committee of Ways 
and Means. He had also desired to reply to some’ 
comments which fell from the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Tompxins,] in the course of a speech 
which he made on this floor; but he had now great- 
er interests of the country to attend to, and there- 
fore he should confine his remarks to the bill before 
them. He should defer his reply to the gentleman 
from Mississippi to some other occasion; but at 
the first convenient moment, he intended to com- 
ment on that gentleman’s remarks, and in such a 
manner as to make himself distinctly understood. 
He did not ordinarily indulge in harsh terms 
towards any member. It was not his habit to do 
so. He certainly should not do so now, but ad- 
dress himself to the positions of the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means respecting the 
bill under consideration. And what an extraordi- 
nary spectacle had been exhibited to the country 
and to the world by that honorable gentleman! 
Here was a bill which that gentleman, with the 
aid of his friends, had framed, not, only as to the 
amount, but the details also; and yet, after framin 
it, he was himself cae very first to assail it, an 
to present insuperable objections to its passage.” 
What were se adaa by that? P Was it 
that this House was merely to register the recom- 
mendations of the Administration? Or were they 
to carry out what they believed to be proper in the 
discharge of their solemn trust as Representatives 
of the people? The gentleman from Ohio said, 
that he moved to reduce the amount of the loan 
from $18,500,000 to $16,000,000, not on his own 
judgment, but in pursuance of an Executive recom- 
mendation; and went on in his remarks to say, that 
he believed that $16,000,000 would not be sufficient 
to carry the Government forward, but that from 
twenty to twenty-five millions would be necessary. 
Now, he put it to the gentleman from Ohio and to 
the committee, and asked what system of political 
morals was that by which the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, under all his 
multiplied obligations as a member of the House 
and the head of one of its most important commit- 
tees, could come here and report a bill, which, in 
his conscience, he believed to be insufficient for the 
purposes of the Government? Did the honorable 
gentleman from Ohio desire to stop the wheels of 
the Government? Was he willing to yield up his 
own opinions to the Executive or the Secretary of 
the Treasury? If he was not, why had he not 
brought in a bill according to his own judgment, 
asking the House to give twenty or even fwenty- 
five millions, if he thought so much was required ? 
But the gentleman from Ohio did not, in every 
respect, confine himself to the recommendations of 
the Executive; for while he seemed, in this instance, 
to be willing to consent to the amount recommended 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, he was not will- 
ing to yield to the balance of the recommendations; 
and thus he presents a bill of such a character that 
its paternity could not be determined. That gen- 
tleman argued that we could not get the money, 
because of the pecuniary pressure under. which 
the country was Jaboring: would he, then, tell the 
committee why he had changed the character. of 


Executive, giving the alternative between treasury 
notes and stock? E 

Mr. VINTON. Will the gentleman give me 
permission to interrupt him ? , : 
Mr. HOUSTON. I will, if the time will not be 
deducted from my hour. 

The CHAIRMAN replied that no such arrange- 
ment could be entered into. : 

Mr. HOUSTON, then, coùld not consent to 
yield the floor. 


Mr. VINTON, however, was heard to remark, 


® 


the bill from that which was recommended by the — 
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from his seat, that he had not said the money 
could not be raised, nor intimated anything of the 


kind. f 

Mr. HOUSTON said the argument of the gen- 
tleman went to show that that was the fact. Ifit 
were not so, why did he argue about stock being 
below par? i 

Mr. VINTON here interposed to say that he 
never had said that the money could not be raised. 
- Mr. HOUSTON admitted that the gentleman 
had not said so in so many words; but the drift of 
his whole argument, and. almost of his entire 
speech, was to show that such would be the re- 
sult. Else why had he argued about the effect of 
the panic? Why had he dwelt on the fact that the 
six per cent. stock of this Government was below 
par? The gentleman had told the committee that 
the result of the bill was “ unfortunate,’’ because 
every dollar obtained under it would prove an in- 
jury to the business of the country to at least the 
sameamount. According-to the gentleman, then, 
eevery dollar obtained on this loan would be a dol- 
lar and more deducted from the business and the 
prosperity of the country. Now, without under- 
taking to reply to this prediction, or showing that 
his prophecy was incorrect, he would ask that 
gentleman, if he believed what he said, how he 
could report such a bill? Was it, then, the object 
of tè honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means to injure the business and pros- 

erity of the country to the amount of sixteen mil- 
lions of dollars? Pass this bill, and, according to 
the gentleman’s own showing, his own bill would 
injure the country over sixteen millions of dollars. 
And, be it remembered, that this was done by the 
gentleman’s own choice, not in compliance with 
any Executive recommendation. The feature of 
the bill recommended by the department, for treas- 
ury notes, the gentleman struck out; he retained 
the sum asked for, but refused the issue of treas- 
ury notes—an operation which any man who had 
reached to monosyllables in the volume of political 
economy could not but know must largely aid and 
promote instead of mjuring the business and pros- 
perity of the country. o 

But the gentleman had said further, that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, after having tried to divorce 
the Government from all banks, had turned about 
in hot haste and entered into a traffic in Govern- 
ment paper far more worthless than the vilest of 
bank paper that ever was issued; and referred 
back to the treasury notes issued during the war 
of 1812 to show it. Now, on this subject of the 
issue of treasury notes, he would ask the gentle- 
man, in all candor, why he himself had voted for 
the very measure which he now denounced with 
such harshness? When he was indulging in 
so great severity of remark on the ee of 
treasury notes, he forgot to apprize the commit- 
tee that he had himself sanctioned it by his own 
vote. Mr. H. had looked at the record, and he 
found such to be the fact. And he was informed 
that another gentleman on the same side of the 
House, (Mr. Crozier,] who had just taken his 
atát, and who had joined in the same bitterness of 

mark in reference to the issue of treasury notes, 
had in like manner cast his own vote, at the last 
Congress, for the issue of twenty-eight millions of 
treasury notes. How beautifully consistent! Mr. 
H. here would read tó the committee a little of the 
language of the gentleman on this subject. [Mr. 
H. here quoted from the speech of Mr. Vinton. ] 

He then went on to deny that the Secretary of the 
Treasury had in any instance paid a creditor of the 
Government in paper money of any kind, unless 
such mode of payment was preferred by the cred- 
itor. If we could rely in the slightest degree on 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, if that 
fanctionary was possessed of any veracity at all, 
hig statement showed, that instead of having dealt 
in bank paper, or any other form or species of 
paper money, he had only done the very thing 
which the géntleman from Ohio had voted that it 
was right in‘him to do. That officer had paid out 
nothing but the constitutional currency, (gold and 
silvers)” yet the Porman had rated him in the 
most unmeasured terms for complying with the 
law passed by his own vote. But Mr. H. had a 
good deal more to say, and must hasten on. 

“If the gentleman proposed to reduce the amount 
of the loan at the Executive recommendation, why 
did he'not, in compliance with the Executive recom- 
mendation, retain, the treasury note feature in his | 
, bill; and’ thereby secure fhe certainty of having | 


year. 


the loan taken? This would have enabled him to 
avoid inflicting that terrible injury which he pre- 
dicted on the business and prosperity of the coun- 
try under his present bill. 

But if the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinton,] 
and Mr. H.’s other friends on the other side of the 
House, were desirous of fastening responsibility 
on the Administration, why, in the name of com- 
mon fairness, did they not give the Administration 
allthey asked for? After taking out of the bill the 
leading feature which the Administration had de- 
sired to have introduced into it, could they success- 
fully charge the failure of the logn, should it fail, 
on the Administration? Would they have any 
right to make any such charge if they refused its 
recommendations? By doing this, would they not 
effectually fasten responsibility on, themselves? 
Most assuredly; nor could the gentleman from 
Ohio, by any ingenuity, shift that responsibility 
off his own shouliers and that of his party. 
had the Committee of Ways and Means been 
changed? But for this change that committee 
would have reported such a bill as the minority 
of that committee now desired. But its organiza- 
tion had been changed, and they had now reported 
to the House a bill which the Treasury Departmen 
had not recommended; and the chairman of the 
committee,was himself the first man to give the 
bill a blow. Who would be found willing to take 
up the gentleman’s bantling when he spoke of it in 
the way he had done? Mr. H. and his friends 
did not want to have anything to do with it; and, 
though an honorable friend of Mr. H.’s, from 
Kentucky, might be willing te support it, yet Mr. 
H. did not doubt that he regretted that his chair- 
man had deserted him in its support. 

But Mr. H. must go on; his time was passing 
rapidly, and he must get to the treasury estimates. 
He would therefore leave this branch of the sub- 
ject, observing only, that in omitting the feature 
of treasury notes, the gentleman from Ohio had 
assumed a responsibility not to be sought, if not 
to be avoided. 

The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives exerted, 
necessarily, from the position he occupied, an 
extraordinary influence over everything connected 
with the fiscal concerns of the country. Indeed, 
in this respect, the chairman of that committee 
was second to no man in the Government but the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and hardly second even 
to the Secretary himself. Before a gentleman 
placed in such a position inflicted a stab on the 
most delicate and vital part of the fiscal operations 
of the Government and the country, he ought 
certainly to have first matured his plans, and 
well weighed every statement he ventured to make. 
He should not come before the House, and de- 
clare that the Government, instead of sixteen, 
would need from twenty to twenty-five millions of 
dollars to meet the necessities of the treasury. 
This estimate, Mr. H. would say, was a mere 
guess. The gentleman had all the estimates of the 
treasury before him: why, then, did he not put his 
finger on the deficient points in those. estimates? 
But, instead of doing this, his own estimates left 
a gap as wide at least as the accidental error of 
one of the clerks in the treasury, of which so 
much had been said. And this same mistake 
followed the gentleman through all the calcula- 
tions he had made. It was the same in regard 
to the deficit of 1849 as the deficit of the present 
Mr. H. did not believe there was a mem- 
ber of the House who was capable of reading the 
documents that could not make as good a guess as 
that. The gentleman gave the Secretary a hit or 
two about the mistakes of his clerks; but said 
he presumed that those errors had now all been 
corrected. He accused the Secretary of over esti- 
mating the receipts of the treasury by five millions 
of dollars, and underrating the expenditures by 
two millions and a half. The gentleman then 
added both these sums to the sixteen millions 
asked for by the Government, and said the real 
deficit would be twenty-two millions. Now, every 
one who knew enough of arithmetic to add two 
sums together, would be able to detect an error of 
a million of dollars in the result. This alone was 
sufficient to show that the gentleman from Ohio 
was the very last man who was entitled to call the 
Secretary to account for errors in his figures. 

The gentleman had committed a similar error as 
to the debt of the Government. He maintained 
that at the end of June, 1849, instead of twenty 


and a half millions, it would be thirty-eight mil- 
lions and a half of deficiencies for that year. 

But Mr. H. would now attempt to speak to the 
subject of these estimates. He had thought, a 
little while ago, he saw a certain gentleman very 
famous in this House and im the country for his 
deep knowledge on tariffs, on iron, on labor, and 
all that; but he believed he had walked. out. He 
was very sorry he was gone, as. he wanted to say 
a wofd or two to him. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania. I.am here: 
go ahead, 

Mr. HOUSTON. That gentleman had told the 
House that the tariff of 1846, in the first year of 
its operation, had yielded but twenty-three mil- 
lions of revenue. Was that a fair calculation? 
Could he intend to convey this idea as a correct 
one? The tariff of 1846 had not gone into oper- 
ation until December of that year, and therefore 
there had been in that year five months under the 
gentleman’s own beloved tariff of 1842. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the gentleman contra- 
dict any one thing that I said? 

Mr. HOUSTON said he had not time now to 
enter into a tariff discussion with him, but he 
would only reply that he did not believe there was 
one correct position in the gentleman’s speech. 

Mr. STEWART. Will you point out one that 

is not? 
Mr. HOUSTON said he had already pointed 
out one. There was not a man of common sense 
in the House who did not know that the tariff of 
1846 did not go into operation till five months after 
the commencement of. the- fiscal year on first of 
July, 1846. 

But he was coming to the estimates; and he 
wished to test. them only hy what was fair and 
right. He was glad his friend from Kentucky 
(Mr. MoreEnwEap] was so near. him, taking notes, 
and would reply with the ability he was known to 
possess. Mr. H. would call attention first to the 
estimates of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

In July, 1846, the Secretary, in reply to a call. 
of the Senate upon him to state the probable results 
of the tariff of 1846, estimated them, for the fiscal 

ear ending in June, 1847, at $27,835,000. In 
December. 1846, he adopted the estimates he had 
made for the year, and estimated the revenue of 
the year ending June 30, 1848, at twenty-eight 
millions. This was from customs; for it was to 
the product of the customs that Mr. H. was now 
confining his remarks. These two years put to- 
gether were then estimated to produce an aggregate 
of $55,835,000. Now, the gentleman from Ohio. 
(Mr. Tn charged the Secretary with having 
over-estimated the receipts of last year by five mil- 
lions of dollars. Mr. H. granted that the estimates. 
had exceeded the receipts. somewhere about four 
millions from customs. But he would now look 
at the receipts, quarter by quarter, and month by 
month, and it would soonsbe made to appear 
when and where the deficiency commenced. The 
total receipts for the year, instead of running up to 
twenty-eight millions, had been but about twenty- 
four. But where had the falling off commenced ? 
Five, months of these two years had been spent 
under the tariff of 1842, and nineteen under the 
tariff of 1846. In actual receipts, those five montha 
had yielded $7,869,000; the other seven months of 
that fiscal year had yielded $15,900,000; in all, 
493,774,000. Now, he put it to the gentleman to 


say where had been the falling off—during the first 


five months, or during the last seven? The seven 
months had yielded more than double the preceding. 
five. 

Mr. H. said that fhe amount already received 
this year from customs, showed that the total 
receipts would be abundantly sufficient to equal 
the estimates submitted by the department to Con- 
gress. THe year ending in June, 1847, had yielded 
near twenty-four millions. The first half of this 
year had produced sixteen millions: thoge of the 
last month (January, 1848) alone were over three 
millions. So that the nineteen months (five under 
the tariff of 742) had produced, from the customs. 
alone, a revenue of $43,418,000, leaving only 
eleven millions to be made up during the other five 
months. During the first week of this February, 
the gross receipts had been but a fraction short of 
a million of dollars. So, if we took this year, as 
far as it had gone, there remained but little over 
ten millions to be raised, and five months to do it 
in. The tariff of 1846 had gone into operation on 
the Ist December, 1846. The receipts for twelve. 


` 


1848. 


Soo: 


months thereafter had been over thirty-one mil- 
lions. - 

But he might be told, and it had been said in 
debate here, that the receipts during the first few 
months under the new tariff had been unusually 
large, because large amounts of goods remained in 
warehouse waiting for the reduced duties, which 
rushed in like a flood as soon as the law went into 
effect. But an examination of facts would show 
this argument to be unsound. Mr H. held in his 
hand a table, from which it appeared that on the 
day the tariff of 1846 went into effect, (lst Decem- 
ber, 1846,) there were in warehouse goods on 
which revenue had accrued, but had not been re- 
ceived, to the amount of $1,455,000. On the Ist of 
September 1847, they had amounted to $1,264,000, 
and on the Ist November, 1847, to $1,185,000; and 
on the lst December, 1847, they amounted to $1,- 
344,000, only $110,000 less than on the lst Decem- 
ber; 1846. Yet it was pretended that just before 
December, 1846, goods to a vast amount had been 
held up for the low duties, and as soonas the tariff 
went into operation, they came in at once and 
flooded the country! Facts and figures showed 
this not to be trus An unprecedented amount of 
goods lay in the warehouse now, at this very 
time. So that the representation on which gentle- 
men had so confidently relied was falsified by the 
record; and the rise under the tariff of 1846 was 
to be attributed to other causes. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the gentleman let me 


reply ?. 

Mr. HOUSTON. No, sir, he could not. He 
had shown that the great falling off was not to be 
accounted for in the way supposed. Of the five 
months under the tariff of 1842, the first three had 
produced $6,153,000, the other two had produced 
$1,700,000. 

The comparative result of the two tariffs might 
be tested in another way. The tariff of 1846 had 
in thirteen months yielded $34,700,000; divide this 
by thirteen, and the average would be $2,669,000. 

his was much larger than that of the last two 
months of the tariff of 1842 taken together. So 
that the general average under the present tariff, 
instead of falling below the estimates of the Sec- 
retary for the year, would exceed them. 

The Secretary, in December, 1847, reéstimated 
the ge te for the present year at thirty-one mil- 
lions, e had the proceeds for seven months, 
and there remained only eleven millions to be 
supplied by the other five months. Taking the 
average of actual receipts, whether by quarters or 
by single months, they warranted a total estimate 
of thirty-two millions. 

Mr. H. went on to say that here was presented 
to view rather a singular spectacle. Here were 
the regular official estimates of the Government 
openly assailed by the fiscal officer of this House, 
and: without a reason given. The gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. C. B. Smirn] agreed with the gentle- 
"man from Ohio in charging the Secretary with 
overrating the receipts of the treasury, and un- 
derrating the expenditures, and by putting them 
together, made up a deficit of nine millions. And 
as the Secretary (as they. charged) had made a 
blunder of nine millions for this year, they, argued 
that they were warranted in coming to the con- 
clusion that he would not be any nearer the truth 
in the next; and so putting down his assumed 
blunder for next year, they made up the total error. 
The gentleman from Indiana set down next year’s 
_error at nine millions. So they agreed to add 
eighteen millions before the end of 1849. l 

How variant was all this from what the Whigs 
had told the country when the tariff bill of 1846 was 
under discussion. They predicted that the tariff 
would yield not more than about twenty millions: 
many Whig gentlemen put it down as low as six- 
teen millions. They now came in and admitted 
it would yield twenty-seven millions. The friends 
of that tariff did not accept twenty-seven millions: 
the tables now showed a receipt of thirty-one 
millions; next year would produce thirty-two mil- 
lions; and his own belief was that the amount 
_ would go on increasing to millions more. 

And now a word on the public lands, to which 
he asked the attention of the gentleman from 
Ohio. He had told the committee that the esti- 
mates of the Secretary were larger than would be 
realized. Mr. H. did not know that the gentle- 
man had the estimates before him. The Secre- 
tary’s estimates from the public lands were for 
this year three and a half millions, and for the next 


three millions. Now, from the first quarter of the 
present year the proceeds had been $896,000, and 
for the second $940,000, making a total for tue half 
year of $1,836,843. Mr. H. thought it likely it 
would be for the other half year about two mil- 
lions. The total amount would overgo the three 
and a half millions which the Secretary had esti- 
mated. ' 

Mr. H. wished to say a word in reply to another 
point of the gentleman’s argument on the sub- 
ject of the public lands. He would not willingly 
misstate him, and he therefore desired his atten- 
tion. Both that gentleman and the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. C. B. Smitru] had argued that 
the estimate of the Secretary was unfounded, be- 
cause the proceeds of the land sales were already 
pledged for the repayment of the loan effected last 
year. Well, taking the argument as these gentle- 
men themselves had put it, how stood their account 
on the subject of consistency? He (Mr. V.) said 
that these public lands were solemnly pledged; 
and he condemned the President in the strongest 
terms for considering the proceeds derived from 
them as a part of the general revenue. The gen- 
tleman’s language on this point had been very 
strong. [Here Mr. H. quoted from Mr. Vin- 
ToN’s speech.] Now, would the gentleman who 
spoke in this lofty strain about keeping public 
eee inviolate tell the committee whether he 

imself had considered this pledge as inviolate? 
Had not that gentleman himself voted to impair 
the pledge at the last session? The gentleman 
could argue eloquently now against the violation 
af pledges; but when it was known that that gen- 
tleman had himself voted to violate this pledge 
of the public lands, by giving bounty lands to the 
soldiers, how much weight would his lecturing the 
House be likely to have on the conscience of its 
members? He asked the gentleman whether he 
had not voted for the bounty lands? 

Mr. VINTON rose to reply 

But Mr. HOUSTON said he could not yield up 
any part of his time, which was now almost gone. 
The Journals were here, and he affirmed that the 
gentleman did vote in the affirmative. 

The gentleman foresaw an ‘‘ unfortunate result”’ 
from the passage of this loan bill. Yes, it was 
likely to prove as unfortunate for him as his vote 
to hypothecate treasury notes for specie, and then 
charge it as an offence that the Secretary had 
done that very thing. The gentleman was him- 
self the first to destroy the sanctity of the pledge 
of these lands, and now he charged the same 
thing as a heinous offence on the part of the Presi- 
dent and Secretary of the Treasury. But how 
could they do otherwise than they had done when 
acting under that vote of the House? The bill 
sonnig the lands to the soldiers had passed the 

ouse by almost a unanimous vote, but some 
eighteen voting against it. Now, ifthe House vio- 
lated its pledge, how could they expect the Presi- 
dent and Secretary to insist on preserving it? The 
House had taken the lead, and by its own action 
had indicated to the Executive what it thought 
right in the premises. 

Mr. H. next adverted to what Mr. Vinton had 
said about the amount of the public debt at the end 
of the year 1849. He made it for this year seven- 
ty-three millions, and at the end of next it would 
be one hundred and twelve millions. In remark- 
ing upon this, he charged Mr. V. with charging 
improperly seven millions, and at the same time 
refusing to credit three millions on the other side 
of the account—the sum designed to be kept in the 
treasury. 

The gentleman said we must not touch the rev- 
enue from the public lands, because it was under 
pledge for last year’s loan. If so, what did he 
do with the two millions from the public lands 
after paying the interest on last year’s loan? He 
says it must not go into the treasury as reve- 
nue: then where must it go? To extinguish last 
year’s loan: well, and ought he then to refuse to 
give credit on that loan for these two millions? 
Did the gentleman propose to pocket this money? 
What was to become of it? God only knew what 
he meant to do with it. And, after all, what dif- 
ference did it make whether the money went into 
the treasury as general revenue, out of which last 
year’s loan must eventually be paid, or reserved 
as a sacred fund to pay that loan? It was as broad 
as it was Jong. If it went to the loan of last year, 
did it not extinguish so much of the public debt 
due this year? The gentleman could find no es- 
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tion; while the 


cape, but must admit that he had fallen into an 
error in failing to give credit for the $2,000,000. 

The gentleman attempted to argue from the esti- 
mates of the War Department that there was an 
under-estimate by the Secretary of the expendi- 
tures. But he would call his attention to the let- 
ter from the Quartermaster’s Department, which 
showed the reason of the deficit on the subject of 
soldiers’ clothing, and which he refused to have 
read. The gentleman had not told the committee 
that there were more troops to be clothed this year 
than last, and that there had been a great increase 
of charges for transportation also. If new supplies. 
of troops should not be sent, the charges under this 
head would be much diminished. Then it should be 
remembered that we had mounted more men than 
had at first been estimated for. The gentleman 
had not said a word about the charge for heavy 
transportation as a reason for the increased ex- 
penditures, or the rise in the price of rations, bread- 
stuffs, and supplies of all kinds. 

The gentleman had said that the Secretary 
required the Quartermaster General to reduce his 
estimates for his department. Mr. H. denied that 
statement. He (Mr. Vinton) said the committee 
were left in darkness as to the reason of the reduc- 
uartermaster General had fully 
stated to the Committee of Ways and Means 

Here the much-dreaded hammer knocked; and 
the gentleman from Alabama sank into his seat, 
exclaiming, ‘No matter—I’ll write and print 
it!” 

Mr. HUDSON, of Massachusetts, next obtained 
the floor. He said that the present condition of 
our country is well calculated to fill the mind 
with the most serious apprehensions. We are, 
said he, in the midst of a war—a war which a ma- 
jority of this House have declared to be ‘‘unneces- 
sarily and unconstitutionally commenced by the 
Exccutive.’? War in itself is at all times a great 
calamity: but when it is commenced without just 
cause, and is prosecuted for the ee purpose of 
conquest, it becomes a crime of the deepest dye. 
Such, I am persuaded, is the character of the war 
in which we are now engaged. It has already 
sent to a premature grave many thousands of our 
citizens, involved us in a heavy national debt, 
filled our people with a thirst for conquest, degraded 
us in the eyes of every civilized nation, and brought 
us to a point where the consummation of our am- 
bitious designs may prove the prelude of internal 
dissensions more to be dreaded than foreign war 
itself. 

I shall not, at this time, Mr. Chairman, attempt 
an examination of the causes of this unnatural, 
and, as I believe, iniquitous war. This has been 
done, and ably done, by others. After the repeat- 
ed exhibitions of the facts in the case, the question 
can hardly be considered an open one. It has 
been demonstrated again and again that the Texas 
we annexed was revolutionary Texas, and hence 
that her boundary was marked by the sword; that 
she never extended her jurisdiction beyond the 
immediate valley of the Nueces; that her claim to 
the Rio Grande was invalid, and that the resolu- 
tions of annexation regarded it as such, and re- 
served to the United States the right of settling the 
boundary with Mexico; that Mexico had a cus- 
tom-house at Santa Fé and at Brazos Santiago, 
both upon the left bank of the Rio Grande, where 
our merchants and traders had long been in the 
habit of paying duties to the Mexican Govern- 
ment; that two days after the passage of the reso- 
lutions of annexation, Congress passed an act in 
relation to drawbacks, which recognized Santa Fé 
by name as a Mexican city, and that nine months 
subsequently, the Secretary of the Treasury in- 
formed the House that this act allowing drawbacks 
on foreign exports to Santa Fé, in Mexico, had 
gone into effect, and was beginning to produce the 
most happy results; that we had a consul residing 
at Santa Fé, when our army was ordered into the 
country; that Mexico had not only civil but mili- 
tary possession on the left bank of the Rio Grande; 
that the Executive apprized General Taylor of that 
fact, and directed him not to disturb those perma- 
nent establishments, nor to interfere with the laws, 
religion, or usages of the people; in a word, that 
the whole valley of the Rio Grande, whether on 
the right or left bank of that river, was Mexican— 
a Mexican population, speaking the Mexican lan- 
guage, with Mexican laws, Mexican customs, 
Mexican jurisdiction—as purely Mexican as the 
city of Mexico itself. These facts are fully sus- 
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tained by the public records of this Government, 
known and read of all: men. 

Witha perfect knowledge of these facts, (for we 
cannot suppose the President ignorant of his coun- 
try’s history,) the Executive ordered our army 
into a territory to which we had no just title—a 
territory in possession of a nation with which we 
were at peace; and there our forces, under the di- 
rection of the President, committed overt acts of 
war, by blockading the Rio Grande and charging 
the Mexican lines, before they had fired a gun or 
obstructed the movement of our army by force. 
Although the design of this war was at first con- 
cealed from the American people, the late avowals 
of the President and his friends leave no doubt of 
its object.- It was commenced and ia prosecuted 
for the unholy purpose of conquest. 1 will not 
enlarge upon this point. A bare statement of the 
case is sufficient to show tts injustice, to crown its 
authors with infamy, and create serious alarm in 
the breast of every friend of our free institutions. 
But I will not pursue this branch of the subject. 
Passing over the causes of the war, and the unholy 
object for which it is prosecuted, I wish to call the 
attention of the committee to the financial embar- 
rassment in which it has involved us. 

At the commencement of the war our finances 
were in the most prosperous condition, there being 
a surplus of ten millions of dollars in the treasury. 
And now, after the war has been prosecuted some 
twenty months, we are on the verge of bankruptcy. 
We have consumed the ordinary revenue, ex- 
hausted the ten millions surplus, together with a 
loan or treasury notes of thirty-three millions, and 
are now called upon fora grant of sixteen millions 
more, to supply the wants of the Government 
during the present fiscal year; and this sum, I am 
persuaded, will be found too small by eight or ten 
millions, as I shall endeavor to show hereafter. 
So that, when the war shall have continued twen- 
ty-five months, we shall have expended, in addi- 
tion to the accruing revenue, some sixty-eight 
millions of dollars. ‘This is but a part of the bur- 
dens brought upon us by this unnecessary war. 
Our munitions of war, which have been accumu- 
lating for years in our arsenals, some fifteen mil- 
lions of dollars worth of our public domain given, 
dr to be given, in bounty to our soldiers, and long 
lists of pensions and private claims growing out of 
the war—these should be taken into the account, 
and will go far in increasing the sum. These are 
some of the pecuniary burdens which a weak and 
wicked Administration have wantonly brought 
upon the people. 

War is necessarily expensive, and is almost 
another name for oppressive taxation. And I re- 
joice that it is so. It bears the stamp of a prevent- 
ive Providence, and is calculated to awaken the 
people to a sense of their condition, and to induce 
a strict scrutiny into the conduct of their rulers. 
I am glad that this war has involved the Govern- 
ment in financial embarrassment, because the bur- 
dens of taxation may reach the grand sensorium 
of some men who, mad with ambition and drunk 
with the idea of acquisition, seem insensible to the 
calls of justice and the pleadings of humanity. And 
I venture to predict, that if the party now in pow- 
er—the criminal] authors of the war—had the man- 
liness to come forward and impose taxes sufficient 
to support the war, and sustain the credit of the 
Government, the people would rise in the majesty 
of their strength, and hurl indignantly from power 
those who have abused the trust which a confiding 
people have reposed in them. 

It is, Mr. Chairman, from a view of the docu- 
ments which have been submitted, impossible even 
to approximate the amount which has been wan- 
tonly wasted in this war of aggression and con- 
quest. The reports of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury are so obscyre, and his accounts are so con- 
fused, that it is difficult to understand them. There 
are some items, however, which are perfectly in- 
telligible; and to these { wish to call the attention 
of the committee. I allude to the army expendi- 
tures; and when I speak of these, I do not include 
the whole military establishment, but leave out of 
the account the.armories, arsenals, fortifications, 
Military Academy, and that part of the civil ser- 
vice which relates to the War Department. 


June, 1845, were......cccecccccasccccaccvoves $3,155 02 
_ During the year ending June 30, 1846.........0000. 7,454,577 
During the year ending June 3V, 1847............ . 33,88; 


. Here we perceive at once that the expenditures 
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of the army, including volunteers, have, during 
the year ending June 30, 1847, exceeded the peace 
atablishnient of the year ending June 30, 1845, 
$30,727,041; and for the present fiscal year the ex- 
penditure will be much greater. Iam aware that 
the Secretary of War estimates the cost of the 
army for the present fiscal year at $27,798,448, 
being more than $6,000,000 less than it was last 


| year; and I am also aware that these estimates are 
‘entitled to very little consideration. 
| tary last year estimated the cost of the army at 
| 427,733,096, which was $6,148,972 less than the 


The Secre- 


And how was this? What occa- 
sioned this increase of expenditure over the esti- 
mates which were made when the year had nearly 
half passed away? The Secretary would probably 
tell you that the President during the last half of 
the year called out more volunteers than had been 
anticipated, and that Congress created ten new 
regiments after the estimates were submitted, and 
that these were the causes of the increased ex- 
I admit that this new force would 
swallow up the extra $6,000,000; but still, with 
this increased force, the honorable Secretary 
comes forward, at the commencement of this 
Congress, with an estimate for the army for onl 

$27,798,448, being but $65,352 more than the esti- 
mate of last year, when it was too small b 

46,148,972. The ten regiments which were created, 
and the additional volunteers called out, could not 
have served more than six and most of them did 
not serve more than two or three months; and if 
this carried the expenditures from the $27,733,096 


actual cost. 


this increased force called into service during the 
war, and consequently serving during the whole of 
the present year, can be supported for $6,000,000 
less than they were last year, when they served but 
| a short time. Besides, we have already been in- 
| formed by the Executive Department (see Execu- 
tive document No. 2, and miscellaneous document 
No. 14, published by order of this House) that the 
appropriations of the last winter for the present 
fiscal year for the army were $14,014,635 too small, 
and that this additional sum must be provided for. 
And yet with these facts staring him in the face, 
the Secretary presents us with an estimate for the 
army this year less by $6,083,620 than the ascertain- 
ed expenses for the last year. Nothing short ofa 
disposition to conceal the real state of the treasury, 
can account for estimates like these. By a report 
of the Adjutant General, submitted with the Presi- 
dent’s message at the last session, it appeared that 
the army in the field in Mexico amounted at 
that time to 24,984; and by his report submitted 
with the message this year, it appears that the army 
in the field in Mexico amounts to 43,536; a fact 
which will justify the conclusion, that instead of 
the expense of the army being $6,000,000 less than 
it was last year, it will probably be $6,000,000 
more; showing the estimate to be $12,000,000 less 
than the probable expenditures. 

Thus far, Mr. Chairman, I haveconfined myself 
to the expenditures of the army alone; but if we 
look at the whole expenditures of the Government, 
we shall come to the same result, viz: that the es- 
timates are not at all reliable, being far below the 
actual expense. The ascertained expenditures of 
the last year are set down by Mr. Walker at 
$59,451,177; while the estimate for the present 
year 18 $58,615,660; being $835,517 less than the 
actual expenditures of last year. The improbabil- 
ity of this result will appear from the facts already 
stated. We have already seen that the army in 
the field the present year 1s eighteen thousand five 
hundred rank and file greater than it was last year; 
and there are now vacancies amounting to more 
than fifteen thousand in the regular and volunteer 
forces, which the President is authorized to fill, 
and which he is now filling with all possible de- 
spatch. The Executive has infarmed us that they’ 
have already ascertained deficiencies in the differ- 
ent departments, in the appropriations of the last 
session for the present fiscal year of $14,229,844. 
From every view we can take of the subject, I am 
satisfied that the estimates are from eight to ten 
millions too low. It is difficult and even impossi- 
ble to estimate the expenses of the campaign with 
perfect accuracy, but we have data before us suffi- 
cient to show that the estimates of the departments 
are not at all reliable. Though the Secretary of 
the Treasury estimates the total expenditure for 
the year 1848 at $58,615,114, I have no @oubt but 
that we may add $8,500,000 to this estimate with 


estimated up to $33,882,068, I cannot conceive how 
| 
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perfect safety, bringing the total expenditures of 
the year up to $67,100,000. On the other hand, I 
am satisfied that the Secretary of the Treasury has 
over-estimated his receipts. He sets down his 
means for the year ending Jane 30, 1848, as fol- 
lows, viz: 


Customs 2... sosoo coerce cccecccccccs cece $31 ,000,000: 
Public ANd S 4056. 64:55405544 ssa eee ewaeeoees 3,500,000- 
Miscellaneous soarces ......ooose. oooesovo 400,000 

$34,900,000 


No man, as it seems to me, can examine these 
estimated receipts without being satisfied that they 
are exaggerated. If we compare them with the 
receipts of preceding years, or if we inquire into 
the amount of imports, we must perceive at once 
that the receipt of $31,000,000 from customs is 
out of the question. To obtain that revenue, we 
must import, for home consumption, goods, wares , 
and merchandise, to the amount of $180,840,021; 
which would be $68,806,632 more than the aver- > 
age of the four preceding years. The average 
consumption of imports for the years 1844, 1845, 
and 1846, was $103,067,692; the consumption for 
the year 1847 was $138,534,480; being $35,466,788 
more than the average of the three preceding years. 
Seeing the imports for domestic consumption for 
the last year were $35,466,000 above the former 
average, l am satisfied that the people cannot, in 
their present embarrassed condition, pay for an im- 
port of $180,840,021; which would be $42,305,541 
more than was purchased last year, and $77,772,329 
more than the average of. 1844, 1845, and 1846. 
And yet this enormous importation must be made 
in order to give Mr. Walker his $31,000,000 of 
revenue from customs. The principal reason why 
our imports were so large last year, was the fam- 
ine in Europe, which enabled us to send abroad 
$41,000,000 of breadstuffs and provisions more 
than during the preceding year: but that cause has 
now passed away; and to infer that we can import 
$77,772,000 more than the average of 1844, 1845, 
and 1846, now that the famine has ceased, because 
we imported $35,466,000 more than that average 
while the famine existed, shows a love of the mar- 
velous hardly consistent with financial calculations. 

I believe that the revenue from customs cannot 
with any propriety be estimated above $26,500,000 
for the year 1848; and to obtain that revenue, we 
must import for home consumption $154,059,861; 
which is more than $15,525,000 above the imports 
of last year, and more than the country can sup- 
port. In estimating the revenue for the present 
year, I have taken the last year’s imports and 
revenue as the basis, though that basis is altogether 
too favorable to the Secretary. Five-twelfths of 
the last year was under the tariff of 1842, where 
the rates of duty were from five to ten per cent. 
higher than under the present tariff. So that, to 
realize the $31,000,000 estimated by the Secretary, 
we must in fact import a larger amount than I 
have stated; and the $26,500,000 which I have set 
down as the amount to be received would in fact 
require an import of more than the $154,059,000 ~ 
already stated. But, as I wish to be upon the safe 
side, I have chosen to adopt the ratio of the last 
year. I Iam correct in my positions, $4,500,000 
must be stricken from Mr. Walker’s revenue from 
customs. | 

He estimates the revenue from the public lands 
at $3,500,000, which I believe is at least $1,500,000 
more than can be realized from that source. The 
average income from the lands for the last three 
years has been. $2,423,276, and there are causes 
which must operate unfavorably upon that branch 
of the revenue. By the act of February 11, 1847, 
it was provided that all soldiers who have served 
twelve months in the Mexican war, or have been 
killed in battle, or have been discharged in conse- 
quence of sickness incurred in the service, shall 
receive one hundred and sixty acres of land, or 
scrip to the amount of one hundred dollars. Some 
twenty-five thousand of these soldiers have been 
discharged, and these land warrants are being is- 
sued in large numbers, and these warrants will 
absorb a large quantity of the public lands, and so 
divert the proceeds of the sales from the treasury. 
If I am right in these calculations, the balance- 
sheet at the end of the year will be materially af- 
fected. The case would then stand thus : 

Expenditures above the estimates.. .. s.es.. 


Revenue from customs less than estimate... 


$8,500,000 
4,500,000 
Revenue from lands Ices than estimate ..... 


1,500,C00 
14,500,000 
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Which sum of $14,500,000 added to Mr. Walker’s 
corrected balance, would make $23,314,036 excess 
of expenditures over means on the 30th of June 
next; and hence the loan, including $3,000,000 to 
be left in the treasury, should be $26,314,000, in- 
stead of $16,000,000. 

I regard this part of the subject so important 
that I must beg leave to dwell upon it more in de- 
tail. Ihave already shown that the importations 
for the last fiscal year, after deducting the reéx- 
portations, amounted to $138,534,480, and that 
this exceeded the average of the three preceding 
years by $35,466,788. It must be manifest to 
every one acquainted with the laws of trade, that 
our Imports and exports for a series of years must 
nearly balance each other. During the last fiscal 

ear, our exports of domestic products amounted 
to. $150,637,464, being $50,362,848 more than the 
average for the three preceding years. But this 
excess consisted almost entirely of breadstuffs and 
provisions, and was occasioned by the failure of 
the crops in almost every part of the eastern conti- 
nent. The Secretary himself informs us that the 
breadstuffs and provisions exported during the last 
year exceeded the export of the same articles the 
preceding year by $41,332,282. This fact con- 
firms my position that this. large export arose from 
the failure of foreign crops. This excess over 
former exports consisted not only in the increased 
quantity, but also in the increased price. But-the 
improved harvest in Europe has checked this 
export, and we have no reason to expect that we. 
shall be able to send forth this year the same quan- 
_ tity; andthe reduced price will greatly diminish the 
value of ourexports. In the articles of cotton and 
flour alone, the reduction of price, even if the quan- 
tity were the same, would reduce our exports sev- 
eral millions. 

This European famine not only increased our 
exports and consequently our import, but turned 
the balance of trade $12,102,984 in our favor. But 
nothing can be more fallacious than to reason from 
a single year. In 1837 we actually imported 
44,280,000 worth of breadstuffs; but ıt would be 
absurd to argue from that fact that we should con- 
tinue to import that amount. Equally absurd is it 
to maintain that we shall send abroad $65,900,000 
of provisions and breadstuffs annually, because 
we did during the past year, when the famine was 
so pinching in Europe that we sent out Govern- 
ment ships laden with provisions as a charity to 
their starving thousands. 

But we need not reason upon this subject. We 
have facts, official and stubborn facts, which show 
that the tide of trade is already setting against us. 
The imports during the first quarter of the present 
fiscal year amounted to $50,675,599, while the 
exports amounted to only $37,937,981; showing a 
balance of trade against us of $12,737,618, which 
exceeds the balance of trade in our favor during the 
past year of $634,634. The entire imports and ex- 

orts for the whole half year have not been received; 
bat { have returns from some of the principal cities, 
as will be seen by the following tabular statement : 


Imports into, and exports from, Boston, New York,.Philadel- 
phia, and Bultimore, for the quarters ending September 30 
and December 31, 1847. 


Imports for the quarter ending Septem- Exports for quarter 
tember 30, 1847. end’g Sep. 3u, 1847. 


Boston, merchandise ...... $8,517,913 $2,369,125 
.  Specie..... S esso 1,197,622 80,655 
New York, merchandise.. .. 31,412,527 14,607,041 
BpeCiC.sesssesos 7,35 470,557 
Philadelphia, merchandise. 4,185,858 1,506,959 

&pecie.... s. 93,8358 
Baltimore, merchandise.... 1,440,770 2,026,321 
SPEClE. .... 00. 31,639 4,390 
$47,428,517 | gal,0as,048 


Imports for the quarter ending Decem-|Exports for quarter 


ber 31, 1847. end’g Dec. 31, 1847. 
Boston, merchandise ...... $5,525,074 992,729 
Specie ..... cee see. 147,123 1,450,445 
New York, merchandise... 13,082,621 7,702,355 
SPECIE. .... 200. 199,400 3,917,359 
Philadelphia, merchandise. 2,020,461 1,096,901 
specie ....... 96,484 12,598 
Baltimore, merchandise... 846,735 1,676,312 

specie....... Ss 31,410 

Quarter ending Dec. 31.. .. $21,950,308 &18,403,699 
Quarter ending Sept. 30... 47,428,547 21,055,048 
Total ........ EEEE $69,578,845 39,403,747 


Notre.—During the same period, our imports of specie 


have amounted to $2,344,896, and our exports of specie to 
$5,937,004, as seen above. 
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Here, it will be seen that, taking these four 
cities, which comprise more than three-fourths of 
the commerce of the country, the balance of trade 
for the last six months is nearly $30,000,000 
against us, and that specie is rapidly leaving the 
country; the excess of specie exported during this 

eriod being about $3,600,000 above the import. 
We have had pleasing accounts of the great bal- 
ance of trade in our favor, and golden dreams of 
specie flowing into the country and filling the 
vaults of the sub-treasury, presented to us by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. But we already see 
that an average harvest in Europe has turned the 
tables against us, and dissipated those golden 
visions, ' 

The present condition of the money market and 
the general depression of business must reduce the 
imports for the last half of the year. All experi- 
ence shows that prosperity in our industrial pur- 
suits at home contributes greatly to the increase of 
our commerce; and that we never purchase foreign 
fabrics so freely as when money is plenty in the 
country. Itis true that our imports at the present 
time are heavy, but the depression of prices shows 
that we have a large sapply on hand, and leads us 
to expect that the future imports will be light. 
The pernicious effects of the tariff of 1846 and of 
the drain of specie from the country to support a 
foreign war, are beginning to develop themselves. 
Manufactures already feel the shock. The cotton, 
woollen, and iron interests of the country are 
greatly depressed; and with depressed manufac- 
tures we may soon anticipate a paralyzed agricul- 
ture and a stagnant commerce. Even if the tide of 
trade should continue so as to give us a large rev- 
enue during the present year, its inevitable effect 
would be to diminish our revenue for the next; 
and so leave as greata deficit on the 30th June, 
1849, as though it fell within this year. It should 
also be observed that the heavy importations of 
tea generally come in in the spring, and as this is 
free of duty, no revenue will be obtained from that 
source. 

A brief view of the finances of the country will 
show the utter failure of the tariff of 1846 as a 
revenue measure. Though the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the President in his message assure 
us that the tariff of 1846 has augmented the reve- 
nue of the country, every view I have been able to 
take of tae subject leads me to a very different 
result. e imports and exports, together with 
the net revenue from imports for the three years 
ending with the 30th of June, under the tariff of 
1842, were as follows: 


Imports for | Domestic ex- 


Years. consumpiion. ports. Net revenue. 
SSS EE See ae, Ree 

In 1844.. enee. $99,950,168 | $99,715,179 | $26,183,570 
1845 secacaecn 101,907,734 | 99,299,778 | 27,528,112 
1846 ...ccceeceee 110,345,174 | 102,141,893 | 26,712,667 
Average..... esses 103,067,692 | 100,385,616 | 26,808,116 
In 1847 they were..| 138,534,480! 150,637,464 | 23,747,854 


Here we have an amount of imports for the last 
year of $35,466,778 above the average of the three 
receding years; and yet the net revenue falls be- 
ow the average $3,060,252. The net revenue for 
the three years under the tariff of 1842, assessed 
upon the imports for home consumption, would 
amount to a duty of 26.01 per cent.; and if we 
multiply the imports of 1847 by that rate, it would 
give us a net revenue of $36,032,818; which shows 
a faing off of the revenue under the tariff of 1846, 
from what it would have been under the tariff of 
1842, of $12,284,954. While the Administration 


and its friends are clamorous for a loan of sixteen 
millions, they should remember that if they had 
not wantonly destroyed the best revenue system 
which this country ever enjoyed, they would have 
had more than two-thirds of that sum paid into the 
treasury; nay, if that system had remained in force 
up to this day, it would completely have super- 
seded the necessity of this loan, and have left a 
balance in the treasury. Here we have a full 
illustration of the crude, undigested system of the 
present Administration—a system which, had: it 
not been for the famine on the eastern continent, 
would have overwhelmed its friends in disappoint- 
ment. If the imports had remained at the average 
of the three preceding years. the. revenue under 
the present tariff would have amounted to only 
$17,624,575, or $9,283,531 less than the average 
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of the three years under the Whig tariff. Thus, 


_by the miserable policy of the Administration, the 


best interests of the country have not only been 
sacrificed, but the Government itself has been 
robbed of twelve millions of revenue at a time when 
the largest amount from ordinary sources would 
bainsufficient to meet the wants of the Govern- 
ment. The receipts from customs for the year 
1847 have not Only fallen off $3,060,252 from the 
average receipts of the three preceding years, but 
they have fallen $4,087,867 below the Secretary’s 
E estimate submitted to Congress in December, 

But it is hardly necessary to point out the blun- 
ders of the Secretary of the Treasury, or to show 
that his estimates are entitled to very little consid- 
eration. OF this, however, we may be certain— 
that his estimates are always in conformity with 
his preconceived opinions, and are designed to rec- 
ommend his own visionary schemes. In his first 
annual report on the finances to bring the tariff of 
1842 into disrepute, he estimated the revenue from 
customs for the year ending June 30, 1846, at 
$24,500,000; but the result showed a net revenue 
o? $26,712,667, showing that the Seretary’s esti- 
mate was $2,212,667 too low. But when he has 
his own darling system before him, there is no 
danger of error on the same side of the question. 
At the opening of the last Congress he estimates 
the receipts from customs for the year ending June, 
1847, at $27,835,731, being $4,087,867 more than 
was realized—the truevsum being $23,747,864. 
Thus we see that the Secretary’s fondness for 
his free-trade system leads him into an error of 
$2,212,000 in one year, and of $4,078,000 the 
next. 

But in view of all these blunders, and in the face 
of all these facts, the Secretary says: ‘‘ The new 
‘ tariff has now been in operation more than twelve 
“months, and has greatly augmented the ‘revenue 
‘and prosperity of the country. The net revenue 
‘from duties during the twelve montha ending the 
‘jst of December, 1847, under the new tariff, is 
t T being $8,528,596 more than it was 
‘during the twelve months preceding, under the 
‘tariff of 1842.” While this statement may be 
true to the letter, it is nevertheless calculated to 
deceive the public, and is so manifestly unjust, 
that I should hardly expect to see it presented as 
a basis of a settled principle in a grave official 
document. The honorable Secretary could not 
have forgotten, that in his first annual report to the 
29th Congress, he strongly recommended a reduc- 
tion of duties, and that this subject was agitated 
for months before the passage of the act; that the 
bill was reported to the House as early as April 
14, and became’a law July 30, 1846. Under these 
circumstances, we know that the importers would 
naturally keep back their orders in expectation of 
the reduction of duties. In this manner the tariff 
of 1846 would operate to check importations long 
before it became a law. And when the bill was 
passed, July 30, 1846, it contained an express in- 
vitation to importers not to bring their goods into 
market until the reduction had taken effect. The 
6th section of that act provides ‘* that all goods, 
‘wares, and merchandise imported after the pas- 
‘sage of this act, and which may be in the public 
‘ stores on the 2d day of December next, [one day after 
‘ the tariff of 1846 went into operation, | shall be sub- 
‘ ject to no other rate of duty upon the entry thereof than 
‘if the same were imported respectively after that day.” 
Such was the provision of the tariff act itself: and it 
requires no financial wisdom to see, that during the 
four months which intervened between the passage 
of the act and the time when it went into opera- 
tion, the entries of goods would be greatly reduced 
below the usual standard. Our merchants would 
not exhibit that shrewdness which has always 
been ascribed to them, had they not availed them- 
selves of this opportunity of saving some eight or 
ten per cent. on their importations. They would 
delay their orders; or, if their vessels returned, 
they would put their goods into the public stores, 
there to remain for a few weeks till the new tariff 
should take effect. This would greatly reduce the 
imports or entries, and aes yr the revenue, . 
during the autum of 1846, and throw into the fal- 
lowing quarter imports and revenue which did not | 
properly belong to it. The Secretary himself has 
furnished us evidence of this fact. In one of the 
tables appended. to his report, which is valuable as 
it furnishes evidence to confute his own fallacies, 
he informs us that the revenue in the months of 
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‘October and November, 1846, was only $1,688,- 
480, while in October and November, 1847, it 
‘amounted to | Alwar pert 3 a balance in fa- 
vor of the latter period of $2,711,520. Thig shows 
‘most conclusively that the goods which usually 
‘come into the country in the autumn were either 
‘kept back or were not brought into the market till 
after the lst of December, when the reduced duties 
took effect. It further appears, by the table of the 
Secretary, that the importations, and, consequent- 
ly, the revenue of the quarter ending September 
‘30, 1846, ‘were materially reduced by the passage 
of the tariff of July of that year. The revenue for 
‘that quarter was only $6,153,826, while the aver- 
àge revenue for the same quarters for the two pre- 
ceding years was $9,867,825; showing a falling off 
of $3,713,999 from the average. This falling off 
in the revenue“of the September quarter, and of 
‘the months of October and November, 1846, can 
Þe accounted for on no other principle than the 
‘effect of the tariff of that year. And yet, with 
‘these facts before them, the President of the Uni- 
‘ted States and his free-trade Secretary came before 
the country with a comparison of the year ending 
‘December 1, 1846, and the*year ending December 
1, 1847, as containing a just illustration of the two 
tariff systems; a comparison the fallacy of which 
‘must be obvious to the most superficial observer. 

I have already shown, that with an increased 
‘Importation of $35,466,788 above the average of 
the three preceding years, the revenue of 1847 had 
fallen more than $3,000,000 below the average of 
‘those years; and that if the tariff of 1842 had been 
in operation during the year 1847, with the same 
importations, we should have realized a net reve- 
nue of more than $36,000,000; showing a loss by 
‘the tariff of 1846 of more than $12,000,000. But 
the Secretary ascribes this increased importation to 
the reduction of duties. That the reduction of 
duties might contribute in some small degree to 
the increased importation, I am ready to admit; 
but that this 1s the principal cause, no man ac- 
‘guainted with the subject can believe for a single 
moment. The simple fact that our increased ex- 
port consisted almost entirely of provisions, shows 
‘as the true cause of our augmented imports and 
‘exports; and, unless the tariff of 1846 had power 
‘over the seasons, and actually scattered blight, 
‘mildew, and famine from its wings, it had but lit- 
‘the to do with our increased export for the last 
‘year. But, notwithstanding these plain and pal- 
pable facts, the Secretary informs us that the ex- 
‘port of domestic products, exclusive of gold and 
‘silver, in 1847, exceeded that of 1846 by more than 
forty-eight per cent.; and he has given us a table 
carrying this increase up to 1850, at which period 
‘our export will reach $488,445,056! I have no 
‘disposition to disturb these pleasing dreams of the 
honorable Secretary; but I believe that he is the 
only man, even in the present Administration, who 
would parade such visionary speculations in an 
official document. 

I have, Mr. Chairman, thus far confined myself 
mainly to the receipts and expenditures of the past 
and present fiscal years. But, as we are now called 
upon to provide for the next fiscal year, it may be 
well to look into futurity, and ascertain as well as 
swe may, what will be the probable expenditure 
Yor the next year. We have the estimate of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, covering those‘of the 
‘different departments, and it seems peculiarly for- 
tunate that he is able to reduce the expenditures 
‘very much in eee to the increase of the 
force called out. e have already seen the actual 
, ‘expense for the year ending June 30, 1847, and 
the estimated expenditures for 1848; and I will 
now call your attention to the estimates for the 
bead ending June 30, 1849, and that they may be 

sen at a glance, I will place them together: 


Boom éxpenditures for year ending June 30, 1847 $59,451,177 
ce ce ce 


timated 
timated c “ s 1849 55,644,941 
Jt will be seen that Mr. Walker’s estimated ex- 
penditures are based on a sliding scale, similar to 
thè British corn laws, where the duty is reduced 
with the incrense of the price. Our force in the 
' eld is constantly increasing, and yet our estimated 
éxpenditures are reduced from year to year—the 
cost of the service for 1849 being $3,806,236 less 
than the actual expenditures for 1847, though the 
force is much greater. Such is the picture pre- 
sented to us by the official documents. But every 
iman who will take the trouble to examine the 
subject, will be satisfied that the estimate for the 


1848 58,615,660- 


resent and for the next fiscal year is altogether too 
ow. There appears to be a systematic attempt, 
on the part of the Executive department, to reduce 


‘the estimates to the lowest possible point—not, 


however, as it would seem, from a conviction that 
the sum estimated will meet the wants of the ser- 
vice, but with a knowledge that if greater expenses 
are incurred, Congress cannot refuse to make ap- 
propriations to pay just debts. I speak advisedly 
when I make this remark. 

Agreeably to law and usage, the officers of the 
different bureaus make out their estimates for 
the coming year, and submit them to the head 
of the department. ‘These estimates for the next 
fiscal year have undergone an unusual degree of 
pruning. In confirmation of this, I will state a 
fact which will illustrate the principle, and show 
the reliance which may be placed upon the esti- 
mates. The Quartermaster General, on the 4th of 
November, submitted to the Secretary of War an 
estimate of expenditures in his department for the 
next fiscal year. The Secretary returned the esti- 
mates, with a request that they be reduced. The 


Quartermaster General complies with his request, | 


and, on the 15th of November, submits his revised 
estimates, saying he has made ‘‘ considerable re- 
ductions.” He says, however, that his first esti- 
mates “ were made out from data derived from 
the experience of the last year.’ He then adds: 
s Whether these reductions be judicious, time 
‘must determine. 1 would not have ventured to 
‘make them, but for the fact that two sessions of 
‘Congress will have terminated before the expira- 
‘tion of the fiscal year for which the estimates 
‘ now submitted, have been made. The sumsasked 
‘ for arrearages for the present fiscal year are not 
‘more, I am persnaded, than will be :equired.” 
Here, sir, it will be seen that the Quartermaster 
General, in his second estimates, virtually admits 
that they are too low—lower than the service, in 
his opinion, will justify. In fact, he was so well per- 
suaded that his estimates were too low, that he says 
he would not have ventured to make them, but for 
the fact that he could come in at the next session, 
and ask foradditional appropriations. The Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, being desirous of obtain- 
ing all the information requisite to a proper under- 
standing of the subject on which they were called 
to act, addressed a note to the Secretary of War, 
asking him for the original estimates the Quar- 
termaster General. When the original estimates 
were sent us, we found that it was literally true 
that he had made ‘‘considerable reductions.’’ 
And what do you suppose, Mr. Chairman, they 
were? How much do you suppose was cut off? 
I will tell you: the modest little sum of $7,901,200! 


But he does it under protest, declaring that he be-. 


lieves it will be wanted, as he founded his esti- 
mates upon the experience of the last year. 
Again, sir: the Secretary of the Navy gives us 
an estimate of $10,905,558; but, after this estimate 
had been in the hands of the committee some six 
weeks, the Secretary of the Navy comes forward 
and informs us that we can reduce the estimate 
$1,500,000, without any detriment to the public 
service. And what reason does the honorable 
Secretary offer in support of this reduction? What 
new discovery had he made? Why, he had dis- 
covered just what he must have known when he 
made his estimates—that cértain unexpended bal- 
ances would come over from the last year. But 
would he reduce the actual expenditure by this 
means? Not in the least. It would show less on 
paper; but, whether the $1,500,000 were drawn 
from the treasury under the law of last y@r or 
this, the sum would be the same, and the means 
must be provided in the one case as much as in 
the other. 
I have stated these facts, not because I am op- 
osed to reduction, but because I am opposed to 
imposition. I have stated them to show that there 
is a systematic attempt to make the appropriations 
as small as possible. Ido not believe that redu- 
cing the appropriations will reduce the expendi- 
tures, on the whole, one mill. TI am perfectly 
satisfied that there is a great unwillingness on the 
part of the Executive to have the enormous ex- 
enditures of this war known at the present ttme. 
ut the President does not wish to be behindhand 
in the good work of retrenchment, or to be out- 
done by his Secretaries; and consequently he 
comes in and proposes to cut off the paltry sum 
of some $18,500 from the grants made to the 
poor Indians for the purposes: of education! In 


several of the treaties made with the different tribes, 
there is a provision that certain sums shall be paid 
to them annually,-at the pleasure of the President, 
for their education and civilization. The different 
denominations of Christians who support their 
missionaries among these tribes have received from 
the Government a portion of these funds, which 
they expend for schools among the tribes, and ac- 
count to this Government for the manner in which 
it isexpended. The Presbyterians, I am informed, 
expend two dollars of their own money, for the 
purposes of education, for every dollar they receive 
from the Government; the Baptists expend about 
one dollar of their funds for every dollar they re- 
ceive from the public treasury; and the Methodists, 
who always act as pioneers in every good enter- 
prise, expend their money in aiding the Govern- 
ment to instruct these unfortunate children of the 
forest. And while these heralds of peace and sal- 
vation are willing to spend and be spent in the glo- 
rious cause, civilizing the untutored savages, and 
Opening to their dark and benighted minds the 
glories of immortality, the President of the United 


‘States comes forward, and, taking advantage of a 


clause in the treaties in which a confidence is re- 
posed in him, proposes to strike out these small 
appropriations granted to them for a valuable 
consideration. The Executive of a people eall- 
ing themselves Christian appears to be unwilling 
that the ministration of life should be dispensed 
among the savages in our own country; he wants 
the money to dispense the minisfration of death 
among the savages in Mexico. He wants all 
the resources of this country to convert, sword 
in hand, the wretched hordes of Mexico, not to 
christianity, but to citizens of the United States—a 
nation which has spread slaughter through their 
country, and treated them, as they believe, with 
the greatest injustice. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, a question naturally arises, 
why the Administration wish at the present time 
to reduce the appropriations? Their motives are 
in their own breasts. I am satisfied of the facty 
for they have revealed it; but they have not dis- 
closed the motive. But, being a Yankee, I shall 
claim the prerogative of a Yankee, and guess the 
reason. An important eléctioh is approaching, 
and the Administration do not wish to have the 
troublesome question of the expenses of the war 
brought before the people in the next Presidential 
contest. They know that, before we shall assemble 
here again, that question will have been decided one 
way or the other, and that, at that time, they may 
safely come forward and ask us to appropriate, not 
fourteen millions of dollars to supply deficiencies, 
but thrice that sum. This is my solution of that 
question; and, if any friend of the President on 
this floor thinks me uncharitable, I will ask him 
whether he had not a little rather that these heavy 
appropriations should be put off till the next ses- 
sion. I know he had. If he is frank and candid 
he will admit it. 

But, sir, all these artful attempts to blind the 
st hes of the people will not avail. The note of 
alarm shall be sounded, and the peo) Je shall know 
the fraud that, is attempted to be played off upon 
them. ‘The estimates that are presented are be- 
yond all question too low; and, if this miserable 
war continues, we shall find itso. That we may 
see what demands the Administration are making - 
upon the taxpayers of this country, I will present 
a statement of what they ask, directly and by im- 
plication. 

They ask us to appropriate certain specific sums, 
and these sums will involve others which are not 
specified; and these incidental expenses will in- 
crease with the continuance of the war. The de- 
ficiencies for this year are already ascertained to be 
more than $14,000,000, and it will be perfectly 
safe to set down the deficiencies for the next year 
at $16,000,000. ‘Ihe account, then, will stand 
thus : l 


Appropriations asked for. .......seecsccescsece $55,644,941 
Appropriations to supply deficiencies this year. 14,220,040 
Deficiencies next year.......scccccecceceseses 16,000,000 

$85,864,981 


Here we have direct and tangible appropriations 
for $85,864,900, in round numbers. But this is 
not all: they ask us to grant'them ten new regi- 
ments of regulars, which cannot be enlisted, trans- 
ported to Mexico, and supported there for a year, 


judting from the expenses of the past, short of 


$9,000,000. Then they ask for authority to call 
out twenty regiments of volunteers, which, as it 


1848. 
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may in some degree save the expense of recruit- 
‘ang, I will set down at:$17,500,000. If we com- 
ply with the request of the Executive, and grant 

im all the force he asks, and this force should be 
called into service, the account would stand as 
‘follows: 


Appropriations as above. .........+ o $85,864,981 
en new regiments of regulars....... 9,000,000 
Twenty regiments of volunteers ...... 17,500,000 


$112,364,981 


Here we have the round sum of $112,000,000; 
‘and who will say that this statement is exagger- 
ated? Let the whole force now asked for be called 
out, and let the regiments now in the field be filled 
up, and every dollar of this sum will be ‘required. 
There are also several sources of expenditure which 
‘have not been taken into this account, and which 
will be constantly increasing. If we go on bor- 
rowing money, the interest on the public debt will 
make no inconsiderable sum. The pension list 
will be constantly increasing, and before the end 
of the year, the numerous private claims for in- 
juries sustained in and by the war, will begin to 
‘come in, and the scrip which the discharged sol- 
‘diers will receive instead of their land bounty will 
‘be in the character of a public debt, on which in- 
‘terest must be paid. The exhausted arsenals must 
be replenished, and a thousand other charges inci- 
‘dent to a war must betaken into the account. The 


- incidental expenses of the Florida war, nor the war - 


of 1812, nor even the war of the Revolution, areas 
et all ascertained: so some of the expenses of this 
eXican war will remain unpaid for a half cen- 
‘tury. 
And while these enormous appropriations are 
asked for, and this vast amount is to be expended 


‘in a foreign country, but very little regard is paid- 


to the Interests of our own. While the Executive 
is wasting millions to destroy property abroad, he 
deries to Congress the right of saving property at 
home; while he is slaughtering Mexican soldiers, 
he will not allow us to save the lives of American 
‘seamen. When bills are passed to improve our 
harbors and rivers, to save the property of our citi- 
‘zens and the lives of our seamen, the President 
‘turns round and tells us that we have no right to 
improve our own country, oy save the lives of our 
‘own people. 

Now, sir, in view of our present financial con- 
dition, what is the duty of the Administration ? 
To go on borrowing money, and so entail upon 
our posterity a heavy national debt? No policy 
can be more unwise. ‘Every generation, as far as 
possible, should bear its own burdens, and pay its 
own debts. Our country is amply able to support 
a war on any reasonable scale; and they will do it 
cheerfully, if they believe the war to be just and 
necessary. Why, then, do not the Administration 
come out at once and recommend taxation? Our 
tariff can be so modified as to give ten or twelve mil- 
lions of revenue more than we are now receiving, 
and at the same time protect our own labor, stim- 
ulate our own industry, and develop our own re- 
sources. ‘This is what every enlightened statesman 
would recommend. And then we ‘should impose 
a direct tax, apportioned among the States agree- 
ably to the principles of the Constitution. But 
while our expenses are increasing, the Adminis- 
tration take no measures to increase our revenue; 
recommend nothing but a paltry tax upon tea and 
coffee. And why do they. pursue this narrow, this 
‘cowardly policy? The Democracy in their con- 
ventions declare that free trade and direct taxation 
are the basis of their theory. Why, then, do not 
the Administration come out and recommend direct 
taxes at once? The money will be needed. sny 
millions in addition to all our ordinary revenue will 
not be sufficient to carry us to the close of the next 
fiscal year. And why, I ask again, does not the 
President direct his facal agent, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, to ask for a direct tax of fifty mil- 
lions of dollars? 

The reason is obvious. He'knows that the mo- 
ment the people are called upon in this manner to 
support the war, they will begin to inquire more 
fully into its character, and the object for which it 
is prosecuted; and that such an inquiry would end 
in his own condemnation. He knows, too, that 
those States which are the most clamorous for the 
war, would be totally unable to pay their portion 
of the tax. I haveapportioned fifty millions among 
the several States agreeably to the federal basis, 
whieh I will present to the committee: 


An apportionment of fifty milions upon the several States, 
y 


agreeably to the constitutional hasis. 
Maine eesse cece cccccccces 7 Representatives, $1,535,088 
New Hampshite ........... 4 do a T7193 
Vermont ...esses sessessoos 4 do 877,193 
Massachusetts ....ssseoocee 10 do 2,192,983 
Rhode Island ..........00.. 2 do 438,597 
Connecticut ....ssesssoeeso 4 do 877,193 
New York .....ssssosoesooe 34 do 7,456,140 
New Jersey... cccesececece 5 do 1,096,490 
Pennsylvania ...... cece eeee 24 do 5,263,158 
Dela Ware ...... .ccccccceces 1 do 219,298 
Maryland .......00cccssccees 6 do 1,315,790 
Virgilia essre iss'steescesae es 15 do 3,289,474 
‘North Carolina.. .......... 9 do 1,973,684 
South Carolina.........5 oe 7 do 1,535,088 
GOOTBIA coves sccccsessevens 8 do 1,754,386 
Alabaima....cscccasessvecece 7 do 1,535,088 
Mississippi ....... ceescseees 4 do 877,193 
Louisiana id 065605006 seine’ 4 do 877,193 
ONO dais vis: ons eeG ene Kee ecs 21 do 4,605,263 
Kentucky sissecccsccccccces 10 do 2,192, 
Tennessee... sssososeooo 1l do 2,418,280 
ELETE P EE eeawes 10 do 2,192, 
DINOS) ose vie Seisiens anaes 7 do 1,535, 
Missouri .esesesosesoesoeoo 5 do 1,096,490 
Arkansas ....sssssossesosee 1 do 219,298 
Michigan....... 0005 eseceees 3 do 657,895 
Florida e.e sos EE A 1 do 219,298 
ORAS: Girin AIEN 2 do 438,597 
LOW E: P A EE 2 do 438,597 
228 $50,000,000 


How would the Democracy of the Keystone 
State be pleased with the idea of paying $5,263,000? 
Could hey inscribe that upon their banners, and 
fight as manfully as they did under the banner of 
‘Polk, Dallas, and the Tariff of 1842?” What 
would the warlike gentlemen from Maryland say 
to a tax of $1,315,000, in addition to the burdens 
they are now called to bear? What opinion of the 
war would be entertained by the good people of 
Alabama if it was brought home to them by a tax 
of $1,535,000 in a single year? Illinois would not 
find it exactly convenient to pay $1,535,000, nor 
Indiana to pay $2,192,000, annually. The sum 
of $657,000 would, I apprehend, fall rather heavily 
upon Michigan, and $219,000 would remind Ar- 
kansas that the sinews of war were as troublesome 
as the war itself. The people of Texas would find 
the glory of the war a poor investment, when they 
were required to pay $438,000 as the purchase 
money. I might mention Mississippi and Florida, 
and several other States, upon whom this tax 
would be rather oppressive; but as they are clam- 
orous for the war, they ought to be willing to bear 
their share of the butden. Particularly should the 
Democracy of these States advocate direct taxa- 
tion, because they are in favor of the war, and of 
this mode of raising the means. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the fact is, that neither the 
Administration nor their friends upon this floor 
dare recommend direct taxes. They know that 
the people in those States most clamorous for the 
war, would not sustain it for a single day, if they 
thought that they must come forward and pay 
their fair proportion of its burdens. If such a tax 
were imposed, we should be compelled to with- 
draw our army from Mexico, not only because we 
should not be able to support them there, but be- 
cause they would be needed to suppress iInsurrec- 
tions, which such a tax would produce. 

But this fact is a striking commentary upon the 
character of the war, and of the Administration 
which have wantonly involved us in it. The Amer- 
ican people are not wanting in patriotism. They 
stand ready at all times to sustain the Government 
in war, whaler may be the amount of taxes, 
provided they believe the war to be just and neces- 
sary. The very fact that the Administration dare 
not propose a direct tax is a clear confession that 


‘they know the war is unpopular with the people. 


They know that they have plunged the nation into 
a war without just cause, and now they attempt to 
avoid the responsibility, and put off the day of 
reckoning by throwing the burdens of this war 
upon those that come after them. Our fathers be- 
stowed upon us, their children, the rich inherit- 
ance of freedom; but the present Administration 
will, I fear, leave to their successors nothing but 
tarnished honor and a heavy national debt. 

Mr. NICOLL then got the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, who moved that 
the committee rise; on which motion a quorum 


.did not vote. 


The CHAIRMAN directed the Clerk to call 
the roll, in compliance with the 126th rule, which 
requires the Chairman to have the roll called, and 
‘the names of the absentees reported tothe House, 
to be entered on the Journal.’ 


Secretary of the Treasury, that the 


The committee then rose, ‘and the Chairman re- 
ported in accordance with the said rule.  ¢ 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved acall of the House. 

‘Mr. PHELPS moved that the House adjourn; 
which motion was decided in the negative: Yeas 
35, nays 80. ° 

Mr. RICHARDSON then withdrew his motion 
for a call of the House, and the committee re- | 
sumed its session. ‘ i 

Mr. NICOLL then addressed the committee, at 
a late hour, in a financial speech, of which we at- 
tempt to give but a bare outline. He expressed 
‘the embarrassment which he felt in rising to ad- 
dress the committee upon the subject before them, 
and the reluctance which, had he consulted his 
personal feelings, would have prevented him from 
taking part in the discussion; but referred to the 
fact of his being a member of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and of his representing in part 
the great commercial metropolis of the country, 
which was so sensitively alive to everything done 
in Congress upon the finances of the country, and 
so deeply interested in having their action discreet, 
proper, and so directed as to interfere. as little ‘as 
possible with the great monetary affairs of the 
country, as his apology for troubling ‘the com- 
mittee. 

He referred to the recommendation of the Presi- 
dent, in his late annual message, for a loan of 


eighteen and a half millions—viz: for deficiency 


fifteen and a half, and for a surplus to be reserved: 
in the treasury, three millions, (which amount re- 
commended had subsequently been reduced to.six- 
‘teen millions)—as the basis of this bill. The 
President had accompanied the recommendation 
with a suggestion, which was reiterated by the 
roper course 
to negotiate this loan would be similar to that in 
which the loan of last session was. negotiated, viz: 
by the issue of treasury notes, fundable in six 
per cent. stock, redeemable after twenty ‘years. 
The Administration also recommended a tax upon 
tea and coffee of twenty-five per centum. That 
was the plan of the Administration. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means had not seen ‘fit to 
adopt it, but in lieu of it proposed a simple ‘loan 
of sixteen millions of six per cent. stock, redeem- 
able after twenty years, not to be negotiated below 


par. The minority of the committee had embodied 


the suggestions of the President in a substitute 
which they reported. That was the difference be- 
tween the two plans. 

He confessed that when the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. Vixfow] 
opened the debate, he had expected to hear from 
him a full exposition of the reasons which had in- 
duced the committee to give their preference to the 
bill reported by him. He considered that the mi- 
nority of this House, and the Government, after 
having so eee) recommended a plan that 
seemed to them feasible, had a right to expect‘to 
hear the reasons for this rejection-of their plan and 
the substitution of another. But, so far as he was 
ahle to understand the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, he had given no reasons for 
this change. He seemed rather to have been-ac- 
cupied in endeavoring to show that an egregious: 
error had been committed by the Administration 
in estimating that only sixteen millions would ‘be 
required to make up the deficiency in the estimates 
for the present fiscal year. He thought the hon- 
orable chairman would have been more wise had 
he attempted to show to the House how he m- 
tended to raise the means required to carry on the 
Government. He (Mr. N.) submitted, that the 
course taken by him would not be very likely ‘to 
facilitate this object; that the capitalists of the 
country would not be very likely to be induced to 
take the loan by statements so exaggerated in regard 
to the wants of the Government. 

He should proceed to show that, in his.judg- 
ment, no error had been committed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in asking for a loan of sixteen 
millions; in other words, that there would be no 
real existing deficiency, so far as any reliance 
could be placed on estimates, on the Ist of July 
next, of over $13,000,000; and that a loan for that 
amount, and for a surplus in the treasury of 
$3,000,000, would be amply sufficient. 

In minutely examining the different points made 
by Mr. Vinron, and in defence of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, he first noticed the remarks ‘of 
Mr. V.\ with reference to the over-estimates of the 


| Secretary of the Treasury of the receipts.into the 
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treasury for the year ending the Ist of July last, 
ang the under-estimates of expenditures for the 
game year, referring to various incidental and ne- 
cessarily unforeseen causes, such as the unusual 
importations of specie in exchange for our exports 
of readerin, the large appropriations made by 
Congress, unforeseen at its commencement, the 
impossibility of estimating with entire precision 
the expenses requisite to sustain an army upon a 
theatre of operations a thousand miles distant. 

He next adverted to the fact, which Mr. V. had 
considered singularly unfortunate, that the Secre- 
tary had not last winter asked for a loan of forty 
millions of dollars instead of twenty-three millions, 
as the whole amount he (Mr. V.] considered might 


„easily have been negotiated then, when the money 


market was much more easy than now. He dit- 
fered with the gentleman on the matter of fact, 
maintaining that we had no evidence that the mo- 


‘ney could then have been raised more easily, and 


that the fact relied on, that $50,000,000 were offer- 
ed for the loan of $23,000,000, did not justly war- 
rant such an inference, as in many cases the differ- 
ent bids, which were principally made by brokers, 
were made on the faith of the same capital in the 
hands of capitalists. 

In reference to Mr. Vinron’s strictures upon the 
estimates of expenditures for the present year as 
under-estimates, he said that the gentleman had 
only specified the estimates for the Quartermaster 
General’s Department, and he argued that, even if 
they were actually increased above the estimates, 
our receipts of revenue from Mexico would be 
probably more than sufficient to supply the defi- 
ciency. The system of the collecfion of duties in 
the ports of Mexico had been denounced as a 
scheme of plunder, but he held it to be a perfectly 
legitimate ‘exercise of power on the part of a con- 

uering nation, and said there was reason to be- 
lieve, that if the scheme were properly followed 
out, with returning order and an increase of trade 
in that countey, we should receive a much larger 
revenue from customs there imposed than had been 
anticipated by many. He had seen statements of 
the revenues of that country as high as $12,000,000, 
and we had now all that country in our posses- 
sion, for all practical purposes, and could control 
its reveriues. 

He next proceeded to argue from the actual re- 
ceipts for the first two quarters of the present fiscal 

ear, and of the month of January and some days 
in February, as well as from other data, that the 
Secretary’s estimate of $31,000,000 revenue from 
imports during the present fiscal year was reliable 
as faras any estimate could.be. 

He also estimated that we might rely on the 
amount put down by the Secretary from the pub- 
lic lands this year, and expressed the opinion that 
the bounty land warrants to our soldiers would 
not diminish that source of revenue, as the defi- 
ciency of receipts which might otherwise be occa- 
sioned by the issue of these warrants, he estimated 
would be made up by the demand for lands of the 
vast and constantly increasing emigration to this 
country. He maintained, (as was understood by 
the reporter,) in reply to the objection that the 
proceeds of the sales of the lands could not be 
relied on as a source of revenue to meet present 
wants, having been specifically pledged by the 
loan bill of last session to meet the principal and 
interest of that loan, that they would answer both 
the purpose of this pledge and constitute the sur- 

plus which it was always necessary to retain on 
hand in the treasury. 

He would not say more on this subject. He 
believed the Government could get along and 
would get along through the present fiscal year 
with the loan of $16,000,000 asked for, if given 
in. proper form. Neither would he follow the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
in his ingenious and gloomy speculations as to the 
stateʻof the finances, and the difficulty of raising 
means to meet the anticipated deficiency in the 
revenues for the next fiscal year. He considered 
these speculations out of place on a bill proposing 
a loan for the present year: such gloomy fore- 
bodings would ill encourage capitalists to make 
those loans which were necessary: moreover, many 
causes might intervene to change materially the 
state of the finances before Congress was called 
upon to act upon the loan for 1849. We might 
be on the-eve of peace; we might then be in the 
receipt of much larger revenues from Mexico. 
“ Sufficient unto the day was-the evil thereof.” 


Let them now devote their best energies to provid- 
ing for raising this loan of $16,000,000 on the 
most favorable terms, and let the future take care 
of itself. 

In defence of the substitute of the minority of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, reported by 
Mr. McKay, proposing the issue of treasury notes, 
he referred to the proviso—which he considered a 
very important one, and one which, in his judg- 
ment, was calculated to remove the apprehensions 
entertained on the other side, that, by this issuc of 
treasury notes, a government bank and a govern- 
ment paper currency were to be established—that 
the amount of notes outstanding at any time under 
this act, together with all the issues under previous 
acts, should not exceed $20,000,000. On the 9th 
of February, he said there were $19,500,000 of 
treasury notes outstanding; so that the amount 
under this substitute could only be increased by 
$500,000, and the evils, if any, of the issue of 
treasury notes had already been encountered. 

But it might be asked, how, then, will this sub- 
stitute afford relief to the treasury, if under it only 
$500,000 additional treasury notes could be out- 
standing? He replied, that the treasury notes were 
being constantly and gradually absorbed by being 
funded, and this substitute would authorize the 
issue of treasury notes for every dollar thus fund- 
ed. He considered the fact of the funding process 
now going on at the rate of over a million a month, 
at six per cent., in a tight state of the money mar- 
ket, and-when money in other investments was 
bringing ten per cent., gratifying evidence that the 
credit of the Government was considered good, and 
a presage that when further offered, either in the 
form of treasury notes or of a loan, as proposed 
by the majority of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, it would not yet be tarnished. 

Mr. DUER inquired if he was to understand 
his colleague to predict that the loan would be 
taken at par? 

Mr. NICOLL replied, he believed it would, on 
the plan presented by the minority of the com- 
mittee, and he hoped ıt would on the other plan, 
though he and those with whom he acted could 
not be held responsible for its success. 

He next proceeded to vindicate the proposed 
plan of relief to the treasury by the issue of treas- 
ury notes, as the best and most convenient way 
the Government could possibly negotiate a loan;- 
as, while limited to a certain fixed amount, which 
would be absorbed by accruing revenues, not par- 
taking of the character of a currency or circulating 
medium; as affording a convenient medium of ex- 
changes, and means for temporary investment, 


which was always sought by large amounts of cap- 
ital in the cities; and he argued that the loan mieki 
be negotiated in this way without occasioning a 
pressure on the money market by being sent abroad 
(as in the case of the Croton water loan of New 
York city) into the country, beyond the reach of 
speculators, to the moderate capitalists; for, al- 
though within the last sixty days there had been 
a pressure on the money market on the Atlantic 
coast, he apprehended it did ‘not extend to any 
considerable degree into the interior. He also 
pointed out other advantages of treasury notes 
over a simple loan. - 
Speaking alone for himself, and not intending to 
involve gentlemen with whom he acted in any 
manner in the responsibility of this position, he 
expressed the opinion that additional revenues 
ought to be provided. It was an. unheard-of ex- 
ample that a foreign war should be carried on for 
two or three years and not a single additional dol- 
lar of revenue be called for by way of taxation. 
He believed this an error, and that the recommend- 
ation of the Executive to impose a temporary tax 
on tea and coffee should be agreed to. His own 
views were in favor of the eventual substitution of 
direct taxes in lieu of any tax on imports; but at 
present the country was not prepared for it asa 
sole and exclusive system. oreover, we wanted 
the money now. It could be raised immediately 
upon tea and coffee, under our existing revenue. 
system, with scarcely a dollar additional expense. 
It was true, a tax on tea and coffee was unequal; 
but so was all taxation unequal and anevil. He 
was willing that such a temporary tax should ke 
laid to meet present emergencies, with the under- 
standing that our whole system of taxation was to 
be revived, and the question to be made whether 
we should continue to go on in this indirect way 
of collecting taxes, or whether we should come hon- 


\ 


estly forward and let the people feel that taxation 
is an evil, and induce them to look jealously and 
carefully into all the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment. 

Now, let him ask his friend, the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, what his side of 
the House proposed. If his views of the financial 
exigencies of the Government were correct, it was 
the duty of the majority of the House to come 
forward with a scheme to meét it. Or would they 
fold their arms and say to the Government, we 
will force you to abandon your free-trade policy ? 
The responsibility was with them, and not with the 
minority of the House. The Administration and 
its friends had presented and matured a system of 
revenue, which had worked beyond the most 
sanguine anticipations formed of it; which had 
produced prosperity to the country, and increased 
the revenues of the treasury. He saw, in all the 
proceedings of the party opposed to the Adminis- 
tration, under the mask of exaggerated statements 
of expenditures, high protection stalking forth: - 
the battle on that question would have to be fought 
over again before the close of the session. Were 
gentlemen on the other side prepared to meet them 
on that issue? The friends of the Administration 
were ready to meet them upon it. As between the 
protective system and free trade, he would go for 
direct taxes. He believed the country would sus- 
tain him and others in these views of the war and 
of meeting its expenditures. It was the only 
honest course. 

[Mr. N. dealt largely in statistics.in substan- 
tiating his positions, and made other points which 
are necessarily omitted in this hasty sketch of his 
remarks. A full report of Mr. N.’s speech will 
be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. MOREHEAD next obtained the floor, and 
moved that the committee rise. Disagreed to: 
Ayes 50, noes 55. , 

A quorum not voting, the-CHAIRMAN or- 
dered the Clerk to Call the roll, as required by the 
126th rule, for the purpose of reporting the names 
of the absentees to the House, to be entered on the 
Journal. 

The roll having been called, the committee rosé, 
and the Chairman reported the mames of the ab- 
sentees. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved a call of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, at ten min- 
utes after six o’clock, moved that the House ad- 
journ; which motion was decided in the afirma- 
tive: Yeas 62, nays 59. 

And the House accordingly adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &.  , 


The following memorials and petitions were 


‘presented under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Solomon Davis, and 
sixty other citizens of Oregon county, Missouri, praying a 
change of the entry of a small tract of land which, by mis- 
take, was located upon barren hills, entirely unfit for culti- 
vation or any other purpose, instead of his home, which he 
designed to enter. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petition of John Brainard, and 
146 citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, praying a change in the sys- 
tem of disposing of the public lands. Also, the petition of 
Horace Ensign, and 439 citizens of Madison, Ohio, praying 
the abolition of the slave trade in the District of Columbia. 
Also, the petition of S. G. Clarke, and thirty-six other citizens 
of Ohio, praying a reduction of postage. 

By Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania: Two remonstrances 
numerously signed by citizens of Alleghany county, Penn- 
sylvania, against the further extension of Wood’s patent. 

By Mr. GRINNELL: The petition of William Mitchell 
and others, of Nantucket, for a light-house, to be placed on 
the southeasterly part of the island of Sankoty Head. 

By Mr. NEWALL: The petition of Abigail Stafford, for» 
a pension fur services of her husband in the revolutionary 


war. 

By Mr. NICOLL: The remonstrance of the Mutual Safe- 
ty Insurance Company, the General Mutual Insurance Com- 
pany, the Atlantic Mutual Insurance Company, and other 
insurance companies of the city of New York, and of Wet- 
more & Cryder, and other merchants of said city, against 
a repeal of the act of Congress of March 2, 1837, regulating 
pilots. Also, the petition of the Atlantic Mutual Insurance 
Company, and other marine insurance companies in the city 
of New York, Woodhull & Minturn, N. & G. Griswold, 
Cary & Co., Howland & Aspinwall, Grinnell, Minturn & 
Co., and others of the city of New York, for a light-house 
on Sankoty Head, on the eastern portion of the island of 
Nantucket. 

By Mr. BUTLER: The petition of citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, for the establishment of a post route from Providence, 
in Luzerne county, to the Milford and Owego turnpike. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Sundry petitions from farmers and 
others in the State of New York, against the renewal of 
Wood’s patent for making ploughs. 

By Mr. ROCKHILL: The petition of John B. Ruly and 
onehundred and fifty ethers, praying an equalization of the 
rates of postage on newspapers. Also, the petition of C. 


F. Melshsimer and eighty-one other citizens of Wells and 


1848. 


Allen counties, Indiana, praying that a post route may be 
established from Bluffton, in Wells county, to Fort Wayne, 
ín Allen county. 

By Mr. TWEEDY : The petition of John N. Brazie and 
fifty-one others, praying for the establishment of a mail 
route from Southport, Wisconsin, via Pleasant Prairie, 
Walker’s Prairie, Noxon’s Cotnets, Liberty, Village of Wil- 
mot, English Prairie, to Richmond, Illinois. Also, the pe- 
anon of O. E. Hail and seventy-nine others, for the same 

ject. 

By Mr. WHITE: The papers in the case of Captain John 
Percival, of the United States navy, praying for the allow- 
ance of money paid for a naturalist on board the frigate Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. BRADY: A remonstrance of members of the Le- 
gislature of Pennsylvania, against the renewal of the patent 
of Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. GAINES: The petition of the heirs of J. Mount- 
joy. Al:o, the petition of C. Orendorff. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of sundry citizens 
of Will and Iroquois counties, in [inois, for a mail route 
from Wilmington, via Horse Creek, Andrew Yates’s farm 
the Hawkins Settlement, Thomas Sammon’s farm, and 
Spring Creek, to Middleport. Also, from citizens of La Salle 
county, for a mail route from La Salle, via Troy Grove, 
Ovid, Dewey’s Mills, Lafayette Grove, Kelly’s Mills, Still- 
man, and Hishwaukie, to Rockford. Also, tor a mail route 
from Ottawa, via Norway, Newark, and Oswego, to Naper- 
Ville. Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, for 
the graduation of newspaper pustage, according to the dis- 
tances travelled. 

By Mr. STRONG: The petition of Peter S. Lutz, and 43 
other citizens of Berks county, Pennsylvania, praying for 
the establishment of a post road* from Rehrersburg, Berks 
county, to Jonestown, Lebanon county, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The memorial of W. A. Bradley and 
others, citizens of the District of Columbia, asking tor a char- 
ter for a steamboat company. 


By Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania; The report and 
memorial of the Board of Trade of the city of Wheeling, on 
the subject of steamboat explosions on the western waters. 


By Mr. FARRELLY: Remonstrances of certain citizens 
of Franklin, Venango county, of Newcastle, Mercer county, 
and of Conneautville, in Crawford county, Pennsylvania, 
against any further extension of Wood’s patent. 


By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Silas Silver and others, 
citizens of Lafayette county, Missouri, praying the reduction 
of postage on newspapers. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of Robert Ramsay, for 
@ pension. 

By Mr. JONES, of Georgia: The petition and papers of 
Wesley Leake, relating to his claim for.a horse and gun 
pressed into the service during the late Seminole war. 

By Mr. TURNER: The petition of William Sampson and 
90 others, praying for a mail route from Peru to Como and 
Mount Carroll, in the State of Illinois. -Also, the petition 
of John Irvine and 192 others, praying for same route. Also, 
the petition of Edward Olmstead and 227 others, praying for 
an extension uf the mail route from Blooming to Galesburg, 
to Knoxville, in the State of Illinois. Also, the petition of 
David Pratt and 27 others, praying for a mail route from 
La Salle to Rockford, in the State of Illinois. 


By Mr. LA SERE: The memorial of Peleg B. Phelps, of 
the city of Lafayette, asking tor additional compensation as 
surveyor and inspector of the revenue for the port of the 
city of Lafayette, Louisiana. Also, the memorial of Lewis 
B. Willis, late of the city of New Orleans, and late paymas- 
ter in the army, praying for the payment of a balance due 
him. 

By Mr. SMART: The petition of Samuel Pierce and 53 
others, of Reuben Leadbetter and 33 others, of Moses Mills 
and 33 others, of Urialhaven, Maine, asking that said town 
be annexed to the Belfast collection district. Also, the pe- 
titions of Benjamin Beverage and 111 others, of North Haven, 
and Joseph Boardman and 83 others, of Plesborough, Maine, 
asking to be annexed to the same district. 


By Mr. PUTNAM: The petition of inhabitants of Orange 
county, Vermont, asking reduction of postage on newspa- 
pers, and particularly on small papers designed for juvenile 
reading. Also, a remonstrance of J. R. Smith and 225 
others, of the county of Genesee, New York, against a re- 
vival of the patent granted to Jethro Wood for a cast-iron 
plough. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition and accompanying pa- 
pers of Joseph R. Brown, of Fort Snelling, Wisconsin, pray- 


ing indemnity for expenses incurred in consequence of the- 


arrest and surrender to United States officers of certain In- 
Gian offenders. 


By Mr. EDWARDS: The petition of Captain Zantzinger, 
of the United States navy. Also, the petition ef Jane Parker, 
widow of Southey Parker. 


By Mr. BRADY: The petition of citizens of Cumberland 
county, Pennsylvania, praying for an increase in the com- 
pensation to ordnance sergeants. Also, the petition of citi- 
zens uf Franklin county, Pennsylvania, praying for the adop- 


tion of such measures by Congress as shall bring’ the present 
war with Mexico to an immediate close. 


By Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania: The petition of the 
citizens of the borough of Lawrenceville, in the county of 
Alleghany, Pennsylvania, for the passage of a Jaw to place 
the ordnance men of the United States army on the same 
footing as other soldiers of the regular army, so far as bounty 
land and pensions are concerned. 


By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of David Mock, sen., and 
others, of Lafayette county, Missouri, praying the reduction 
of postage on newspapers under five hundred square inches. 
Also, the petition of W. J. R. Bailey and others, praying 
the establishment of a post route from Westport to Harrison- 
ville, in the State of Missouri. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of New Hampshire: The petition of 
Solsberry Wheeler for an increase and the payment of the 
balance of his pensior under the act of June 7, 1832. “Also, 
the petition of Martin Davey for the payment and continu- 
ance of his pension. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, February 15, 1848. 


_Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented a pe- 

tition from Mary Cassin, widow of Lieutenant 

Cassin, of the navy of the United States, for a 
ension; which was referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 

Mr. BREESE presented a petition from Polly 
Taylor, asking fora pension. ‘The petitioner states 
that she was married to Jesse Taylor in Mecklen- 
burg county, Virginia, in the year 1792, and had 
made application for her pension under the act of 
7th July, 1838; but because her first child was not 
born until the year 1796, it is inferred by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions that her marriage could not 
have taken place; and not being able to obtain her 
claim from the Department of War, she asks Con- 
gress to examine her proofs and place her on the 
pension roll; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, from citizens of Illinois, for a grant of land 
to the State to aid in the construction of a railroad 
to connect the Upper and Lower Mississippi; 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented a memorial from 
the Board of Trade of Wheeling, Virginia, con- 
taining a report inquiring into the causes of steame 
boat explosions and disasters on the western 
waters, and the best means of preventing the re- 
currence thereof. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said the subject was one 
of importance, and he did not know to what com- 
mittee it could be more appropriately sent than to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. WESTCOTT wished to call the attention of 
the Senator from Kentucky to one fact. Atan 
early day of the present session a resolution Was 
introduced inquiring what legislation was neces- 
sary on the subject, which was referred to tlre 
Committee on Commerce, and that committee re- 
ferred the subject to the Commissioner on Patents, 
to whom had gone all the memorials and docu- 
ments, so that he had all the information before 
him. The House of Representatives had pursued 
the same course. He presumed that officer would 
make his report in a week or so, and it would be 
better to give the present document the same refer- 
ence. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD had no objection if there 
was any prospect of speedy action; the laws on 
the subject certainly required some revision, and 
that promptly. ‘The citizens of the West were 
deeply interested in the adoption of some plan to 
secure the safety of passengers. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, conceived it 
would be more appropriate to refer the document 
to the Committee on Commerce. At an early day 
memorials were referred to that committee in rela- 
tion to the propriety of providing that vessels 
navigating certain rivers should be compelled to 
carry lights at night. This subject has been un- 
dergoing investigation, and there had been a vast 
accumulation of facts and some very important 
information obtained. He had himself received 
some important facts to lay before the committee. 
This memorial and report should go to the same 
committee, and when the report of the Commis- 
Sioner comes, that might also be referred, and aid 
in the object they all had in view. He thought it 
probable that a bill would speedily be reported. 

Mr. WESTCOTT withdrew his objections; and 
the papers were referred, with the consent of Mr. 
UNDERWOOD, to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented a petition 
from the military storekeepers of the United States, 
asking to be allowed the advantages and emolu- 
ments of the staff officers of the army of the United 
States; whic was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr.SEVIER presented a memorial from Robert 
Mills, engineer and architect, Washington, propos- 
ing a new route to the Pacific, with a plan for the 
pearl ede of despatches to Astoria, in the Ore- 
gon, Territory, in fifteen days, by the route of the 
Rio Grande; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. S. said he had examined the memorial care- 
fully ; that it was replete with valuable suggestions; 
and he moved that it be printed with the maps; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, for the abolition of slavery; 
the motion to receive which'was laid on the table. 
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_Also, a petition from James Hardy, for exten- 
sion of patent; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Fatents. l 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to take from the files 
of the Senate the papers in the case of John P, 
Douglass, with additional documents in favor of 
the heirs, (Mr. Douglass being dead,) and refer 
them to the Committee on Public Lands; which 
was agreed to. ` 

Mr. BAGBY presented a memorial from the 
Legislature of Alabama, asking that money or 
land scrip may be granted to the State in lieu of 
such school lands as are unfit for cultivation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a petition from J. L. Smith, of Alabama, 
for an amendment of the Constitution; which was 
laid on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported a bill granting a pen- 
sion to John Clarke; which was read a first time. 

Also, from the same committee, House bill for 
the relief of Silas Waterman, without amendment. 

Also, from the same committee, an adverse re- 
port on the petition of John Davenport. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill for the relief of William 
Woodbridge and Henry Chipman; which was read 
a first time. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
heirs of Jean F. Perry, Josiah Bleakley, Nicholas 
Jarrot, and Robert Morison; which was read a first 
time. . 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of John Dév- 
lin i Which was read a first time. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. DIX, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Libr&ry be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of purchasiag a marble bust 
of Washington, by Hoyggu snow in possession of Mr. George 
Gibbs. © iie ág 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of La., it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of an appropriation for the 
erection of a light-house on Proctor’s Shell Bank; and also 
for the erection of a light-house on Ship Island, in the State 
of Louisiana. . 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Md., it was 

Ordered, That a thousand copies of the report of the So- 
licitor of the Treasury in reply to the Senate’s resolution of 
the 17th ultimo, relative to the site of Fort Delaware, be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE, ETC. 

Mr. FELCH, on leave, introduced a bill con- 
cerning the courts of the United States in and for 
the district of Michigan; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachubetts, on leave, intro- 
duced a bill for the relief of Benjamin Adams & 
Co. and others; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


NO INCREASE OF THE MEDICAL STAFF. 

Mr. BADGER moved to take up the pill brought 
from the House of Representatives to increase the 
medical staff of the army, the vote on its 
having been reconsidered; he made the motion 
simply with a view to move its indefinite postpone- 
ment. The motion having been agreed to— 

Mr. B. said the bill provided for the appoint- 

ment of some half-dozen additional hospital sur- 
geons. It was the opinion of the Military Com- 
mittee that the bill ought not to pass, and that such 
an increase, at least in the form of the present bill, 
ought not to be adopted; and he therefore moved 
that it be indefinitely postponed; which motion 
was agreed to. . 
Mr. WESTCOTT moved to recommit the bill 
for the relief of the heirs of Francis Casseau to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. He had reported 
the bill, since which he had received information 
from the Senator from Tennessee, that induced 
him to change the report. The motion was agreed 
to, and the bill referred. 


DISPOSITION OF ACQUIRED TERRITORY. 
The Senate then took up the following resolu- 


tions and amendment: 

Resolved, That true policy requires the Government of 
the United States to strengthen its political and commercial 
relations upon this continent, by the annexation of such con- 
tiguous territory as may conduce to that end, and can be 
justly obtained; and that neither in such acquisition nor in 
the territorial organization thereof, can any conditions be 
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constitutionally iniposed, or institutions be provided for or 
_established, inconsistent with the right of the people thereof 
to form a free sovereign State, with the powers and privi- 
leges of the original members of the Confederacy. 
‘Resdlved, That in organizing a territorial government for 
territory belonging to the United States, the principles of 
self-government, upon which our federative system rests, 
will be best promoted, the true spirit and méaning of the 
“Constitution be observed, and the Confederacy strengthened, 
by leaving all*questions concerning the domestic policy 
thereim to the Legislatures chosen by the people thereof. 


The amendment proposed by Mr. Yutex is to 
- ~strike out all after the word ‘ resolved,” and in- 
gert: 


That the territory belonging to or which may be acquired 
by the United States is the common property of the Union, 
aud the sovereignty over the same vests in the people of the 

' severa! States composing the Union. 

Resolved, further, That the Federal Governmeut has no 
delegated authority nor the territorial community any inhe- 
reut right to exercise any legislative power within the said 
territuries by which the equal right of all the citizens of the 
United States to acquire and enjoy any part of the common 
property may be impaired or embarrassed. 


Mr. YULEE resumed his argument, and went 
on to show that the right to regulate the question 
of slavery in the States and Territories resided ex- 


clusively in the people of those States and Terri-. 


tories. 
Before he had concluded— 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill to raise, for a limited time, an additional 
military force. | 

Mr. UPHAM expressed a doubt whether. he 
could throw any additional light on the subject, 
but he could not, on this important subject, con- 
tent himself with a silent vote. | 

« In voting against the bill, he disclaimed any ine 
tention to embarrass the military operations of the 
Government. He did not agree with thewheirman 
of the Military Committee that this bill might be 
regarded ag common ground on which both par- 
ties might unite. Mr. U. thought differently. He 
thought we were treading on dangerous ground, 
and we were placing our oWfinstitutions in dan- 
ger. While we reproach European Powers for 
the dismemberment of Saxony and of Poland, we 
ourselves are marching to the cry of ‘ onward” to 
the dismemberment of Mexico, to force our free 
institutions on a‘people not prepared for their re- 
ception, and utterly opposed to them. It had been 
thrown out that it was intended to destroy the 
nationality of Mexico. 

Mr. FOOTE disclaimed for himself, and so far 
as he had heard, for other Senators on his side of 
the Chamber, any intention to absorb all Mexico. 
He was opposed to such an idea, and he had gone 
as far as any one. But if that country should be 
forced on us, we must educe all the gdod we can 
from it. | 

Mr. UPHAM read an extract from the printed 

eech of Mr. Cass. ` 

Mr. CASS said, he would now, for the third or 
fourth time, say, that he was entirely opposed to 
the annexation of the whole of Mexico. 

Mr. UPHAM resumed, and referred to the tend- 
ency of the remarks and movements of Senators, 
especially the resolutions submitted by Mr. Havn- 
NEGAN and Mr. Dickinson, and also to the 
speeches of some of our military officers, indicating 

“a design to denationalize and annex Mexico. He 
remarked on the denunciations by Colonel Mor- 
gan and others against those who oppose the 
‘war. Every man who opposes the war is de- 
nounced as a traitor at heart. He adverted to the 
speech of Commodore Stockton, in which it was 
‘asserted that it was our duty to conquer all Mex- 
ico. He quoted various toasts given at festivals, 
‘all looking to the same object, such as ‘‘ Our des- 
tiny—we may as well begin with Mexico.” 
“ No pent up Utica contracts our powers, 

But the whole boundless coutinent is ours.”? 

He regretted to see these indications of such a 
‘design. [t was at variance with the spirit and 
genius of our institutions. He reviewed the course 
of argument adopted in the formation of the Con- 
‘stitution, to show that there could be found therein 
nothing to warrant the policy which had now been 
adopted. He reprobated the war on the freedom 
of speech announced by the President in his mes- 
sage, in which he denounced all who oppose the 
war as giving *‘aid and comfort to the enemy,” 
and as guilty of treason to their country. Ifthe war 
.could not stand up against opposition —if it could 
not meet the open day—it was an argument against 
its justice. e Constitution proscribes the pas- 


sage of any law to restrict the freedom of speech, 
or the freedom of the press. These privileges he 
held up as inseparable from the security of our in- 
stitutions. And if this war could not stand up 
against it, it ought to be abandoned at once. The 
Senator from Illinois had quoted from sermons and 
newspapers of 1812, to show the denunciations 
which were pronounced against that war. But 
he (Mr. U.) could see no bearing which it had on 


this war, or for what purpose these extracts were’ 


read. That Senator said the war of 1812 and the 
present war were declared precisely in the same 
manner. He compared the messages of Mr. Madi- 
sonand Mr. Polk, to show their entire dissimilarity. 
Mr. Madison appealed to Congress to adopt such 
a course as he indicated, but Mr. Polk sent a mes- 
sage announcing that ‘‘ war exists.” There was 
no analogy between the two- cases. In the first 
case, it became a war of the people; in the last, it 
was a war of the President. Some of the supplies 
were opposed in 1812 on the ground, that being a 
maritime war, they ought to be supplies for the 
ih and not for the army. 

e estimated the present force in Mexico at 
sixty-five thousand, as was stated in the report of 
the Adjutant General. If the two bills which have 
been reported shall become laws, we shall have one 
hundred thousand men in the field. He stated that 
the troops under this bill could not be in Mexico 
for the present campaign, and, therefore, there was 
no immediate urgency for its passage. And if its 
pane. was only desired to gratify the host of 

angers-on who are seeking for commissions, he 
was not disposed to hurry it through. ao. o 

Referring to the opinions of General Scott and 
General Taylor, as to the amount of force requi- 
site for all the purposes indicated, he asked wh 
these regiments were required in such haste? It 
had been laid down as a test of patriotism to sup- 
‘port all the measures of the Administration, and it 
was regarded as treason to oppose them. He was 
always ready to stand by the country, but he re- 
garded the interests of the country as very distinct 
from the interests of the Administration. If he 
were to go home and tell his constituents that he 
voted for the ten-regiment bill because it was 
recommended by the President, and not that he 
thought it best for the country, they would tell him 
that he was sent here to act on his own judgment 
and discretion, and not as the echo of the Admin- 
istration; and that, as he had sustained measures 
which were not, in his opinion, called for by the 
interests of the coustry, he was no longer worthy 
of confidence. 

He then went into a review of the course which 
had been taken by the Administration previous to 
the commencement of the war, for the purpose of 
showing that we had shifted our ground and 
changed our views, and that Mexico had been very 
consistent and firm in refusing to dismember her 
territory. She had submitted a proposition which 
embraced a large cession of territory, but her offer 
was rejected, and the war recommenced. Since 
that time, it had been prosecuted for new objects. 
He had voted for the supplies asked by the law of 
May, 1846, on the faith of the message of the 
President, and relying on the facts put forth in that 
document, the printing of which was refused before 
the passage of the bill. It was stated in that mes- 
sage, that the Mexicans had invaded the territory 
of the United States, and that American blood had 
been shed on American soil, and he accordingly 
voted for the bill. The truth of the preamble had 
been doubted by Congress—that is, there was no 
evidence to prove the fact that war existed. It 
had been asserted that the preamble had been 
adopted with only two opposing votes in the Sen- 
ate and a few in the House, while the fact is, that 
several Senators retired, in order that they might 
not vote, and in the House there were sixty-seven 
votes recorded against the preamble. 

The proposition introduced by the Senator from 
Georgia, specifying the objects for which the war 
should be prosecuted, and which amendment, 
sustained by all the Whig Senators, was voted 
down, exhibited his views. He was willig to 
vote supplies for a war prosecuted for these ob- 
jects; but now that there has been an introduction 
of new objects which he could not approve, he 
could not vote for the bill. 

As to the origin of the war, it was an usurpa- 
tion of the President; and he charged all the waste 
of blood and treasure which had ensued on the 
Democratic party and the President. The order to 


‘ate terms. 


. of our citizens! was due to us. 
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‘General Taylor to ‘march to the Rio Grande was an 


act of usurpation. On the ‘subject of the annexa- 
tion of Texas, he stated that the northern Democ- 
racy was arrayed against it, although it afterwards 
wheeled back into the ranks of the Administration. 
He read an extract from the Dover (Democratic) 
Gazette, the Nashua Gazette, the proceedings of 
a Democratic mass meeting in Maine, the’Dein- 
ocratic resolutions in the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, and a quotation from the Washington 
Globe, to show the opposition to the annexation 
of Texas. The Baltimore Convention, assembled 
to nominate candidates for a President ‘and Vice 
President, took the management of our foreign af- 
‘fairs in their own hands, and determined that we 
must reoccupy the territory of Oregon, and rean- 
nex Texas. He showed how this action of the 
convention was received by the people, and also 
in what manner it was used to the overthrow of 
Mr. Van Buren. 

He adverted to the manner in which the‘annex- 
ation of Texas was consummated, in order to show 
that Mr. Polk was as much responsible for that 
act as was Mr. Tyler. He then went on to ex- 
amine the history of the revolution of Texas, and 
her connection with the neighboring States of Mex- 
ico. He contended that the territory between the 
Nueces and the Rio Grande belonged to Mexico, 
as was proved by its occupation when General 
Taylor made an advance, and when the Mexicans 
fired their property and fled, and the authorities of 
Tamaulipas informed General Taylor that this 
territory belonged to Mexico. If the United States 
set up a title to a country in the peaceable posses- 
sion of Mexico, it was at least incumbent on us to 
show the ground on which we make the seizure. 
Texas had never carried her jurisdiction beyond 
the Nueces, and could not confer a title she did 
not possess. 

The President had exceeded his legitimate pow- 
ers as the Executive, when he sent an army into 
Mexico. It was the province of Congress to ordér 
such a movement. It was only competent to Con- 
gress to declare war. 

He was willing to make peace on fair and moder- . 
He would not desire to overrun ‘and 
annex Mexico. A fair indemnity for the losses 
If we continue the 
war until we conquer all Mexico, we shall raise 
up a new power there, which will require the 
poa of an army of twenty thousand men to 

eep the peace. You may overrun the country, 
demolish her towns, seize her revenues, despoil 
her women, and you will still leave the Spanish 
blood there. You will have a perpetual cancer on 
the body politic. No nation had ever gained b 
a war of conquest. The result we have to fear 1s 
the raising up of a military despotism. He desired 
to live under free institutions. Our Government 
is destined at some future day to a glorious 'eleva- 
tion in the scale of nations. But let us keep within 
our own institutions. Thirty-three years of peace 
have built us up; let us still adhere to a peaceful 
policy. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, 

The Senate adjourned. 


¢ 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
| Wepnespar, February 16, 1848. 
Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to récon- 


‘sider the vote by which the resolution closing the 


debate in Committee of the Whole on the loan 
bill, at two o’clock this day, was passed. — 
Mr. HENLEY moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table; and the question being taken 
by ayes and noes, was decided in the negative— 
ayes 58, noes 68. E 
So the House refused to lay the motion to re- 
consider on: the table. 
The question then recurring on the motion to 
ee the yeas and nays were asked, ‘and or- 
ered. l 
Mr. BURT moved a call of the House; on whieh 
motion he asked the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered, and resulted—yeas 65, nays 108. 
` The question was then taken on the motion to 
reconsider, and decided in the negative—yeas 93, 
nays 95, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Green Adams, Ashmun, Barrin- 
ger, Blfnchard, Botta, Brady, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, Can- 
by, Chapman, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, Crow- 
ell?Urozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Daniel Duncan, 
Dunn, Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, 
Ficklin, Fisher, Freedley, Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Gott, 
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Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampton, 
Moses Hampton, Henry, Biias B. Holmes, Hubbard, Hud- 
sou, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, John W, Jones, Kellogg, 
Daniel P. King, William T. ‘Lawrence, Lincoln, Marsh, 
‘Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, Nelson, Newall, Nicoll, Outlaw, 
‘Palfrey, Pendleton, Pollock, Preston, Putuam, Reynolds, 
Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Roman, Root, Rumsey, 
St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, Silvester, Slinger- 
land, Caleb ‘B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stephens, Andrew 
Stewart, Strohm, Tallinadge, Thibodeaux, Taylor, Tomp- 
kins, Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, Van Dyke, 
Vinton, Warreu, White, and Wilson—93. 
NAYS—Mesers. ‘Bayly, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, 
Black, Bocock, Bowdon, Boyd, Brodhead, Willian Ge 
Brown, Charlies Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Chase, 
Clapp, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Clingman, Howell 


Cobb, Cocke, Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Garnett Dun-. 


can, Faran, Featherston, Fiournoy; Fries, French, Fulton, 
Goggin, Green, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, Haralson, Har- 
manson, Harris, Henley, Hill, John W. Hou-ton, Inge, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Iverson, Jackson, James H. Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, 
Lahm, La “@re, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, Ligon, Lord, 
Luinpkin, Maclay, McCtelland, McClernand, McDowell, 
McLane, Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, Murphy, 
Peck,.Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richey, Rock- 
hill, Sawyer, Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stark- 
weather, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Thomas, Winiam 
Thompson, Thurston, Toombs, Turner, Venable, Went 
we Wick, Williams, Wiley, Wilmot, and Woodward— 


So the House refused to reconsider the resolu- 
tion closing the debate at two o’clock, this day. 


LOAN BILL. 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, the House then 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Borts, of Virginia, in the 
chair,) on the bill to authorize a loan not to exceed 
the sum of’ $18,500,000. 

Mr. MOREHEAD was entitled to the floor, and 
occupied it during his allotted hour. (Mr. M.’s 
speech will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. POLLOCK followed Mr. Moreneap, and 
in ten minutes after he commenced he was arrested 
in his remarks by the arrival of the hour of two 
o’clock—the time which had been fixed for closing 
the debate. [Mr. P.’s remarks will be found in 
the Appendix. } 

The hour of two having arrived, the general de- 
bate was terminated. 

Mr. VINTON (who reported the bill from the 
Committee of Ways and Means) availed himself 
of the privilege, granted under the 34th rule, of 
closing the debate. [For Mr. V.’s speech, sée 
A ppendix.] 

he committee proceeded to vote on amend- 
ments as proposed, to wit: 
. The question was first put on the amendment to 
_ the first section moved by Mr. Vinton several days 
since, viz: Strike out the sum of ‘* $18,500,000,” 
and insert ‘“¢16,000,000;’’ and agreed to. 

Mr. HALE moved to amend the first section by 
adding at the end thereof the following: 

« Provided, That no part of the money received under the 
authority of this act shall be applied to any expenses that 


shall hereafter be incurred by the prosecution of the war 
with Mexico.”’ 


Disagreed to: Ayes 23, noes 118. 
Mr. McLANE moved to add to the end of the 


Ist section the following : 

« Provided, That from and afterthe passage of this act 
there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all articles not in- 
cluded in any of the schedules of dutiable articles of the tariff 
‘act of Congress of 1846, except specie and bullion, and 
wearing apparel and articles not imported from foreign 
countries, when imported into the United States, a duty of 
25 per centum ad valorem: Provided, That on importation 
of tea and coffee in foreign vessels not placed on a footing 
with vessels of the United States by reciprocal treaty stipu- 
latioris, or by proclamations of the President, issued in pur- 
suance of any act of Congress, the additional duty imposed 
by the llth section of the tariff act of Congress of 30th 
August, 1842, shall be exacted: nd provided, also, That 
coffee, the production or growth of the colonies or depend- 
‘encies of the Netherlands, imported into the United States 
from the Netherlands in Dutch vessels, shall not he suh- 


ected to such additional duty imposed by the aforesaid act 
of Cohigress of the JOth August, 1842.”? 


Mr. HUNT, of New York, rose to a point of 
order. He believed the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Maryland was out of order; and he 
asked for the reading of the 131st rule, from which 
it would appear that propositions to levy a tax 
could not be discussed or considered the same day 
they were offered. Under this rule, he raised the 
point that the proposition was out of order. 


The rule was read, as follows: 

& 131. No motion or proposition for a tax or charge upon 
the people shall be discussed the day in which it is made or 
Offered; and every such proposition shall receive its first 
discussion in a Commitee of the Whole House.” 


Mr. COLLAMER also suggested that the 


amendment was not in order, as not being germane 
to the bill. 


‘borrowed shall,” 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. _ 


The CHAIRMAN decided that the ‘amendment 
‘was notin order, under two rules. First, the 55th 
rule provided that ‘“ no motion or proposition on 
‘a subject different from that under consideration 
‘shall be admitted under color of amendment.” 
The proposition to impose a tax on tea and coffee, 
he said, was altogether different from the bill un- 
der consideration, which proposed to avoid taxa- 
tion by borrowing money. He also decided that 
it was out of order under the 13l1st rule, referred 
to by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. McLANE wished to maintain that his 
proposition was in order; but debate was not in 
order: He therefore appealed from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The question, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair 


‘stand as the judgment of the House?’’ was taken 


hy tellers, and decided in the affirmative: Ayes 
106, noes not counted. 

So the decision of the Chair was confirmed, and 
the amendment declared to be out of order. 


Mr. HALL, of New York, moved to amend 
the first section by adding between the words *‘ so 
and the words ‘‘be applied,” 
&c., the words ‘on being first duly appropriated 
therefor.” He explained his reason for offering 
the amendment, that, under the latitude of con- 
struction adopted at the Treasury Department, he 


‘was afraid, without this amendment, they might 
‘apply some of this money towards meeting the 
expenses of the army in Mexico, without first 


having a direct appropriation therefor by law. 
Mr. H. also offered a verbal amendment to 

strike out the words ‘‘ which stock,” near the end 

of the first section, and insert, in lieu thereof, the 


‘words **and the stock issued on such loan.”’ 


Pending the question on these amendments, 
On motion of Mr. STANTON, the committee 
rose and reported progress. 


THANKS TO THE NAVY. 


Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, askéd leave 
to introduce the following joint resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United Stutes of America in Oongress assembled, That 
the thanks of Congress are due, and are hereby tendered, 
to the officers, sailors, and marines of the Navy of the Uni- 
ted States, for the zeal and ability with which their duty, 
during the present war with Mexico, was performed, espe- 
cially for their efficient coöperation with the Army of the 
United States in the capture of Vera Cruz and the Castle of 
San Juan de Ulna. . ; 

2. Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to cause the foregoing resolution to be coinmuni- 
cated to the officers, sailors, and marines of the Navy of the 
United States, in such terma as he may deem best calculated: 
to give effect to the objects thereof. 


The reception of the resolution was objected to. 


Mr. CONGER asked leave to make a report 
from the Committee on Printing. Objected to. 
The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 16, 1848. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitted in compliance with 
a resolution of the 7th instant, calling for informa- 
tion in regard to the law by virtue of which cer- 
tain words in relation to the promotion of cadets 
have been inserted in the Army Register. Laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Postmaster General, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Senate 
calling for the causes of the repeated failures of 
the mail to and from New Orleans. Referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 
Mr. DIX presented a memorial from the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of New York, asking that the 


‘duties paid on goods destroyed by the fire of 1845 


may be refupded; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. DIX, in presenting this memorial, said, the 
memorial stated, that by the conflagration referred 
to, buildings and merchandise to the value of about 
six millions of dollars had been consumed; that 
the duties on the merchandise were estimated to 
exceed six hundred thousand dollars, of which 
about four hundred thousand dollars were on un- 
broken packages. It-also appeared that many of 
the merchants on whom these losses fell immedi- 
ately ordered fresh importations to supply the 
place of the merchandise destroyed; so that they 
had, in fact, paid double duties. Under these cir- 


cumstances, they prayed that the dutiés on the 
merchandise destroyed might be refunded. 

_ Mr. BRADBURY presented a petition from 
Aimaziah Goodwin, asking an increase of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRADBURY, in presenting this petition, 
asked the attention of the Committee on Pensions 
‘to it, a8 one presenting strong claims to favorable 
‘consideration. The petitioner had been in Dart- 
‘tnouth prison during the war of 1812, and, at the 
‘time of the massacre there, had been bayoneted by 
‘a British soldier, from the effects of which wound 
he had become an entire cripple, and utterly ün- 
able to put off or on his clothing without assist- 
ance. The pension allowed him'‘was six dollars a 
month, and wholly inadequate to his support; and - 
he therefore asks Congress for such increase as 
‘will ‘enable him to live. 

Mr. B. also presented a petition from citizens of 
Maine, asking the éstablishment of a post route 
from Augusta to Bangor, in the State of Maine; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented ‘a petition from 
citizens of Indiana, asking a mail route from Jas- 
per to Troy; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported the bill from the House to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘ An act in amendment of the acts 
respecting the judicial system of the United States,” 
without amendment. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the same committee, re- 
ported the concurrence of the committee in the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives 
to the bill to amend the act entitled ‘An act ex- 
tending the jurisdiction of the district courts to 
certain cases on the lakes and navigable rivers 
Conr eeung the same,” approved 26th February, 

45. 

On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, the report wag 
taken up and concurred in. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill in relation to the location of 
the land office in the Alachua land district, in Flor- 
ida; which was read a first time. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported, without amendment, a bill to pro- 
vide for a survey of the mouth of Red river, in the 
State of Louisiana. 

On motion of Mr. DOWNS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the appointment by the President of ten or more addi- 


tional cadets at large in the Military Academy at West 
Point. 


THANKS TO GEN. SCOTT, ETC. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the joint resolution from the House of Repfe- 
sentatives, expressive of thanks to Gen. WinrreLp 
Scott, and the troops under his command, for 
their distinguished gallantry and services... 

The resolution having had its third reading, the 
question was put on its passage; when— 

Mr. HALE demanded the yeas and nays; and 
the vote was as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Badger, Bagby, 
‘Benton, Berrien, Bradbury, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Cass, 
Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis 
of Mississippi, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Downs, Felch, 
Foote, Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, 
Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, Mangum, Ma- 
“son, Miller, Moor, Niles, Rask, Sevier, Spruance, Sturgeon, 
Turney, Upham, Westcott, and Yulee—42. 

NAY—Mr. Hale—l1. , 


THANKS TO GENERAL TAYLOR. 

The Senate then proceedėd to consider the joint 
resolution from the House of thanks to Majòr Gen- 
erel TAYLOR. 

The resolution having been read— 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said: l rise to inquire 
whether the résolution is now ina state to admit of 
amendment. I feel quite strongly that some little 
modification of the language of the resolution will be 
an improvement of it. When before the mifitary 
committee, some exception was taken to the form 
wf the resolution; but I am one who is not at all 
scrupulous about the language used on such occa- 
‘sions, when compliment 1s intended, and so, rather 
than disturb the resolution, we thought it best to 
‘report it back to the Senate just as it was sent to 
as. But upon reconsideration of the matter, I think 
it proper to move to amend the resolution by stri- 
king out the word *‘ indomitable,” and “ thereby 
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obtaining a victory over the enemy, which, for its 
signal and brilliant character, is unsurpassed in the 
military annals of the world.” ° 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, called for a read- 

ing of the resolution as proposed to be amended. 
he resolution, as amended, was then read, and 
the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have suggested the 
amendment which has been just adopted, not from 
any disposition, of course, at all to stint or dimin- 
ish the hogors to which I think General Taylor 
and the troops under his command are entitled for 
the victory of Buena Vista; but because I think 
that the language to which the resolution is now 
reduced, expresses in the simplest form and with 
unquestionable truth, what may be said in refer- 
ence to that great commander and his army in that 
achievement. His own character is of that simple 

~cast, sir, which naturally seems to prompt the use 
of a language congenial to that simplicity in every- 
thine that is said of him. When he and the battle 
of Buena Vista are spoken of, no pompous, gaudy 
words are needed. Both stand out before the 
world’‘in character and form, to be read by all 
mankind, in a language that cannot be surpassed 
by any phraseology which we, sir, may employ. 

I am sorry that there is one single negative in 
this body to giving thanks to our armies for the 
victories they have won in its service. [tis known 
to you, sir, that I am not amongst those who have 
approved of this war in its origin and its progress; 
but I make a distinction between those who might, 
as I think, have guided public affairs more wisel 
and with better results, and those whose duty It 
was to obey our orders and conforra themselves 
to our decrees. Is it possible that any gentleman 
can desire that the officers of our army shall sit in 
council to revise our acts and determine upon the 
question of the morality of their obedience to our 
orders? Your rules and articles of war forbid the 
possibility of it. Any convocation of military 
men in camp for the purpose of deliberating upon 
political questions and deciding them, is prohibited 
under the severest pains and penalties; and, sir, 
we would not hear their appeal, no matter how 
respectful the form in which it might be addressed 
to us, on any political question. They are our 
executive officers, and their duty is obedience. 
Yet, if I understand the objection made here, it is 
to the effect that they share in the responsibility 
of our decision; and, although bound by their oaths 
to obedience—bound by their office to obedience— 
bound by their office not to interfere with politics, 
or intermeddle with our decisions, but to obey and 
execute them, that they are to be responsible for 
our decrees, and their conduct is not to be measured 
by the skill and fidelity with which they execute 
these decrees. Where 1s this sort of caviling—this 
morality, if you please so to name it—to lead us? 
A sheriff may next set himself up to consider the 
judgment which the court has rendered, and to 
take into scrupulous consideration how far he can 
consistently execute the process put into his hands 
under that judgment! Sir, he has as much right 
to consider, when the execution is put into his 
hands, the morality and justice of that judgment, 
as Generals Scott and Taylor, or any of their offi- 
cers or men, had to consider the justice and. pro- 
priety of this war. The Jaw and the Constitu- 
tion have marked out definite duties for them to 
perform, and their merit consists in their faithful 
and punctual discharge of these duties, and noth- 
ing else; and they deserve credit or discredit ex- 
actly in proportion to the constancy, courage, and 
firmness with which they discharge their exec- 
utive duties. I can see no end to the mischiefs to 
result from the doctrine of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire. According to this doctrine, an 
officer is not-only to consider how best he may 
execute the duty imposed upon him in executing 
our laws, but he is to sit in council and judgment, 
reviewing our acts of Congress, and determining 
for himself what to do, and acting accordingly. 
Will the honorable Senator from New Hamp- 
shi® allow your generals and officers to convene 
together, and mayhap to divide themselves, gen- 
erals and colonels into one house, like your Sens 
ate; and corporals and privates into another, a 
House of Commons; there to take into considera- 
fion the questions of war and peace, and decide 
as they may think justice and morality require? 
Will the gentleman allow them to decide for wag 
when we are in favor of peace, or for peace when we 
are in favor of war? What does the gentleman think 


of that? If his doctrine be admitted, it myst be 
allowed in all its consequences, not merely in those 
to which the gentleman would confine it. The 
army may as well overrule our decision in favor 
of peace as that in favor of war. Sir, this is 
nothing but a spirit of mutiny. There is neither 
patriotism nor morality in this doctrine; neither in 
its foundation nor its results. It is a mutiny 
against morality—a mutiny against all discipline 
a mutiny against all government. ‘There must be 
a head to legislate and direct, and a body to exe- 
cute. It is in the Congress of the United States 
to decide, and it is in the army to obey; and to 
that honorable duty Í am disposed strictly to limit 
and confine the army. I am wholly opposed to 
allowing the army to meddle with politics. Your 
army will be very ready, and some of its officers 
will be very ready to take your places in the work 
of legislation, and not only to hold the sword in 
one hand, but to make laws with the other. It is 
to that, sir, that the doctrine of the gentleman 
leads; for the moment that you require of your 
generals to consider and entertain the morality, 
according to their notions of orders given them, 
you must, from that moment, leave them at liberty 
to decide for or against you; and if General Tay- 
lor be authored to consider the morality of this 
question of peace or war, and to lay down his 
sword if he pleases, every officer of the army, and 
every enlisted soldier, has the same right to do so. 
Can you distinguish between one and the other? 
No, sir; you cannot. And what sort of a govern- 
ment would you have in that case? It would be 
the mockery of the world. Yet that is the result 
to which this refined and original system of ethics 
would conduct you. Yet that is the pious and 
extravagant sort of morality, by the aid of whose 
inflation some minds seem to have ascended above 
the ordinary and sublunary concerns of mankind, 
and all those plain rules of government and mo- 
rality which have regulated the course of human 
society. These philosophers soar far above all 
that, and, entering the ethereal regions, seem en- 
gaged in the search for some celestial sort of guide 
for their government on earth! ldo not say that 
the gentleman before me goes to that extent of 
extravagance. He is one for whose talents and 
ability I entertain all proper respect; but, sir, is 
not the doctrine for which he contends likely to 
lead others, with less competency and less discre- 
tion to circumscribe its tendencies, into all these 
excesses? Can anything but misrule, and disor- 
der, and extravagance, be the consequence? And 
how much less deluded is such a politician than 
one of those Millerites who, arraying himself in 
what he calls his ‘* ascension robes,” climbs up a 
tree in order that he may have a fair flight to 
Heaven! It seems to me to bea political delu- 
sion of the same character, scarcely less extrava- 
gant, and certainly much more injurious to man- 
kind. 

Now, sir, if ever military men deserved credit 
for the skill and courage and fidelity with which 
they executed orders, Taylor and Scott are the 
men who have earned it; and does it now become 
us, after having made the war, or any of us, after 
the war has been made by the country, by its con- 
stituted authorities—does it become us to set our- 
selves in the chair of morality and give a sort of 
professional lecture, teaching our officers and sol- 
diers a lesson of disobedience and mutiny—teach- 
ing them that they should receive our decision, 
reverse it, and, breaking their swords, return 
home, breathing out denunciations against their 
country for the injustice and immorality of its 
legislation? Surely not. I know that the objec- 
tion is urged only against giving thanks, but that 
amounts to censure. Will you not give them any 
credit? They have won battles. Many of them 
have shed their blood, their life’s blood. Why 
are they not to have thanks? In another case, the 
objector admits thanks would be properly accorded; 
but in this case, he denies that they could be justly 
given. Does not the very ground on which. the 
objection to the honor contemplated to be given to 
them rests, imply that they have not done their 
duty so well as they might have done it by not 
gaining these victories? Can the gentleman, or 
anybody else here, draw a valid distinction? 
Suppose they had been defeated in these battles— 
suppose General Taylor had been vanquished at 
Buena Vista, would the gentleman then have of- 
fered his thanks? He will not thank him for the 
victory; would he have thanked him for suffering 
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| nameless. 
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to go on in the plain common way in which man- 


defeat? Suppose the soldiers had refused to obey 
the orders of General Taylor, saying, ‘* We have 
considered this matter, and do not think that this 
is a just war; we think it has been carried far 
enough; it ought to have stopped at Monterey:”’ 
would these men, in the estimation of the gentle- 
man, have merited our thanks? 

Sir, the evils into which the consequences of this 
doctrine, if adopted, would lead us, are endless and 
I can only say of the doctrine, that it 
is full of mischief. These men have sustained the 
honor of their country—they have gained illus- 
trious and distinguished victories against those 
whom you have declared to be enemies, and 
against whom you have sent them to fight. It is 
for that I give them thanks; it is for that the Sen- 
ate and the country have given their thanks; and I 
do hope—I can hardly hope—I was about to ex- 
press the hope—that this resolution may be allow- 
ed to pass without a single dissenting voice. The 
honorable Senator front New Hampshire has al- 
ready achieved the solitary glory of standing alone. 
I can myself make no distinction between Taylor 
and Scott, or their respective armies, in regard to 
these victories; but I cannot but hope that when 
a gentleman of so much talent and ability as the 
honorable Senator from New Hampshire shall re- 
consider more calmly and coolly the opinions under 
which he has acted, and advocated so eloquently 
here, he will be disposed to think that it is better 


kind have gone, and that the reason of mankind 
has approved for so many years, than strike out 
into any of these new and devious paths, into 
which extravagant and over-refined. notions of mo- 
a may lead. l 

r. HALE. So pointed an allusion has been 
made to the position which I occupy, that it seems 
due to myself and to the Senate that I should say 
one word in vindication of the course which I have 
taken. - This is the second occasion on the floor 
of the Senate, within a few days, on which [ have 
been either complimented or réproached—I can 
hardly say which—for standing alone. That was 
the very mission upon which I came. I came 
here to stand alone, so long as that policy which 
the Government was pursuing was persisted in; 
and I shall continue to stand alone until different 
sentiments prevail in this body, or a revolution in 
public sentiment shall send different representa- 
tives upon this floor. That is my position, then; 
and whether it is an honor or reproach others may, 
say. It is not for me to say whether it is honora- 
ble or dishonorable. 

The honorable Senator from Kentucky seems to 
think that my course, if persisted in, would open 
Pandora’s box, and let loose and rampant all man- 
ner of evil upon society in the United States. 
What is the course which I adopted? Has a 
syllable against the character of either of those 
officers escaped my lips? Certainly not—not a 
syllable. When the subject came up, I said that 
I could not, consistently with the convictions which 
I entertained, record my vote in favor of thanks 
to those officers. Sir, I may be a fanatic or a Mil- 
lerite; but I will not be a hypocrite. I will not 
thank officers for the agency which they have had 
in producing results which I loathe. No, sir. 
Whilst disapproving of the whole affair, I confess 
that I have not discrimination enough—I have not 
sufficient skill in splitting hairs—to enable me, 
without uneasiness, to denounce the war asa war 
of robbery, as unconstitutional and unjust, as be- 
gun by the President, and at the same time thank 
the agents who have.been engaged in carrying out 
this unjust and unconstitutional war. My fanati- 
cism does not enable me to make such: subtle dis- 
tinctions as that; and all that I said, when I 
addressed the Senate for a few moments on that 
day, was, that I proposed to vindicate the pro- 
priety of my conduct by a reference to history, 
showing, that on a similar occasion, a precedent 
had been furnished, which I thought I might safely 
follow. That precedent was presented in the con- 
duct of those who stood upon the side of justice, 
truth, liberty, and humanity, in the British Par- 
liament, when the gigantic power of that empire 
was exerted to crush the spirit of liberty here, then 
struggling for existence. Chatham, Fox, Wilkes, 
arrë, and a host of learned dead then stood up, 
and with manly and truthful eloquence, denounced 
the arbitrary acts of power directed against the 
friends of freedom in this country; and whai would 
we have thought of their sincerity and honesty— 
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what sentence would the moral sense of the world 
have pronounced upon them, if, after they had thus 
denounced the administration and the war, they 
had gone to the footstool of power, and bowed 
down and thanked the agents that had been the 
-tools of this tyranny and oppression? Had those 
illustrious friends of liberty thus acted at that day, 
I think, sir, their fame would have appeared in a 
very different light upon the pages of history. But 
the honorable Senator has said, that in the course 
which I have taken, there is neither patriotism nor 
morality. I beg leave to tell him it is a difference 
of opinion, merely. Morality is a pretty general 
term, and may cover a great many transactions 
about which there is difference of opinion; on that 
there can certainly be no issue, as it is a mere 
question of opinion. 

I ask if the doctrines promulgated by the honor- 
able Senator from Kentucky are not those which 
should receive the unqualified condemnation of the 
American Senate and the American people? What 
are they? They amount simply to this: that your 
army isa great machine—a tool, without heart, 
without head, without reflection—nothing but one 
great piece of animal mechanism; that the President, 
standing at the head of the Administration, has 
but to give the word and it operates as he chooses; 
and that the thanks of the American people are 
due to that army, irrespective of any considera- 
tions connected with the character of the duty 
which is assigned to itto perform. Suppose your 
President sends the army td this Senate to enact 
over the scenes which occurred in England, when 
Cromwell dissolved the Parliament, telling them 


that the kingdom of Christ had come, and he had - 


no need of such an assembly, would it then be 

our duty to give thanks to the army, because 
it had obeyed the bidding of its master? Let me 
tell the honorable Senator that my reading of his- 
tory has taught me that there is great danger to be 
apprehended to any republic from the overshadow- 
ing influence of this military fame, which this Sen- 
ate is about to bolster up by this vote of thanks. 
Has he forgotten the history of that period of the 
Roman republic when they elected their emperor 
in the camp, and then came to the Senate for its 
ratification? What are the American people about 
todo? The camp has already elected your em- 
peror—your next President. The decree has not 

et been registered, but the thing is done. There, 
Í think, lies the danger. We have, it is true, many 
aspirants for public favor, but the camp has al- 
ready made the selection. The powers of the Con- 
stitution may be preserved this time, but no man 
knows how much longer‘they will be retained. 
But whether that day may be more or less remote 
than many of us may imagine, when the camp 
comes here to ask the American Senate to ratify 
its deed, they never shall have my thanks for any 
agency in transactions which my judgment con- 
demns. Ido not say one word, because it is for- 
eign to my purpose, in regard to the character of 
those officers. {do not question their skill, their 
bravery, their judgment. I have not a word to 
say against them. I have not a single hostile feel- 
ing to them in my heart. Regarding them, how- 
ever,as the agents in transactions of which I wholly 
disapprove, | cannot thank them, because I cannot 
a m their instrumentality from the work in 
which they have been engaged. 

Mr. FOOTE. I was not in my place the other 
day when the discussion of those resolutions was 
in progress, but if I had been, I should have re- 

arded it as unpardonable had I not said something 
in reference to the sentiments which have forme 
the subject of the indignant comments of the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky. Iam not surprised 
at the course pursued by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, nor can any one who heard his lan- 
guage to-day, be surprised. The whole secret 
of his opposition to the vote of thanks has at last 
discovered itself. He is afraid that the arm 
may elect a President. He is afraid that the mill- 
tary excitement of the time may be so potent as 
to thrust some individual into the Presidency who 
ha; acquired glory in this war, and in consequence 
of which, a certain distinguished Senator from 
New Hampshire nominated for that very office, 
and who has accepted the nomination, might be 
excluded. It would be quite improper, then, to 
blame the Senator from New Hampshire for the 
course which he has adopted on this occasion. 
The Senator is quité right. He is acting upon the 
principle of enlightened selfishness. The whole 
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country will do justice to his motives, and he will 
descend to posterity as the most magnanimous 
statesman of modern times! Iam happy indeed 
to hear the frank and manly declaration which 
escaped the lips of. the Senator from Kentucky—I 
will not say escaped by accident, for it was evi- 
dent that it was the language of his feelings and 
his understanding—the same language which is 
employed by the intelligence and patriotism of the 
people in all parts of the Union, whatever faction 
may have said, in all the accursed forms in which 
faction has arrayed itself before the country. The 
Senator from Kentucky has taken the ground 
boldly that this is a national war—the war of the 
country—a war made by Congress and sanctioned 
in all the forms known to the Constitution, and 
that therefore every patriot in the land is bound to 
sustain it, especially such as are employed in arms 
for the national defence. It is no Presidential 
war, then, as some have asserted. It is no war 
gotten up for unholy and corrupt purposes. It is 
no unconstitutional war as some have argued, but 
it isa war declared by Congress, having every 
sanction that national legislation can give; a war 
which every patriot must sustain in its vigorous 
prosecution up to a glorious termination, and 
which none but traitors anywhere can oppose. I 
speak, of course, within due bounds. I allude 
not to the course ofany Senator. I speak but the 
language of history when I say, that in no age 
since civilization began, has there been any name 
for any man who opposed his country either in 
thought, word, or deed, when in arms for her 
own defence, except traitor. That is the name 
by which the Senator would be known if he 
dared to act out the sentiments of his heart as 
manifested in the language which he has utter- 
ed to-day. The punishment of treason, in all 
countries, is death; and he who would act out 
these sentiments would incur that as his due re- 
ward. l doubt whether, in some parts of the 
country, the process of law would be waited for; 
and even in some districts of New England, I am 
inclined to think that a coat of tar and feathers, 
or, perhaps, the severer infliction of Lynch law 
would be administered. I am tired and sick of this. 
I have been sufficiently wearied with it at home 
when reading newspaper accounts. I have been 
nauseated with it here. The whole country is 
indignant. ‘There is but one voice on the subject, 
except the small voice that is uttered by an unprin- 
cipled faction in New England. I say an “un- 
principled faction,” because it is a party gotten 
‘up for the purpose of bloodshed, delusion, and 
injustice—a party that cries ‘* peace, peace,” when 
the national honor is involved, and the country is 
armed in its defence; a party that cries out, ‘* Let 
us not shed the blood of the poor Mexicans—they 
have suffered enough injustice at our hands; let us 
make indemnity for the wrongs which we have 
perpetrated upon them.”’ 

I should have been very much astonished if a 
different course had been adopted by the Senator 
from New Hampshire. I am nota very diligent 
reader of Abolition newspapers, but looking over 
one or two lately, I perceived that a person named 
Garrison had been indulging in denunciations of 
the Senator from New Hampshire, because, in a 
speech which he had made on this floor, he had 
expressed some regret at being compelled to as- 
sume the character of an Ishmaelite in this body; 
which, by the by, was not exactly the fact ull 
now, for though it is true that his hands were 
against every man, yet nobody noticed him. 
However, for that declaration, and for the expres- 
sion of the hope that nothing he had said would 
be regarded as offensive, the Senator from New 
Hampshire had been taken to task by Lloyd Gar- 
rison, who had denounced him as not being a 
Liberty man; that he was not worthy of the Presi- 
dency; and had asserted that his name ought to be 
sricken from the Liberty ticket. Well, the Senator 
from New Hampshire, having of course domestic 
business which called him to New England, lately 
went thither, and indulged himself in several gusty 
harangues, in order to retrieve his character, and 
revive his claims to the Presidency. His course 
there entirely conciliated the whole Abolition party 
in New England; and with such motives to ener- 
getic action, Í am not at all surprised that the Sena- 
tor has returned filled with new zeal and increased 
animosity against this war, and that he should have 
made those rhetorical flourishes in which he had 
so freely. displayed himself on this eccasion. I 
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should have been very much astonished if he had 
pursued any other course. 

I will not detain the Senate long; but for the 
purpose of showing that the Senator is a politic, 
judicious man, and that, though not at all am- 
bitious, he may, perhaps, twenty years hence— 
making capital so rapidly as he does on this great 
question—stand a good chance for the Presidency, 
and is using the most efficient means to improve his 
ultimate popularity, I will call attention to a few 
passages in a pamphlet which I have seen for the 
first time this morning. It was sent to me by a 
gentleman who informs me that i@is in extensive 
circulation in New England, and is producin 
extraordinary effect. It seems that it is circulated 
by another party, who are ambitious of obtaining 
I speak by the book 
when I say, that a distinguished Senator from New. 
England, (Mr. WEBSTER,] not now in his seat, 
did, in a place not far from Faneuil Hall, some 


months ago, openly recognize the Abolitionists as ` 


his political brethren, and besought them to unite 
with the Whig party in an approaching election. 
I consider, then, the Whig party of New England 
and the faction controlled by the Senator from 
New Hampshire as standing on the same platform. 
Probably no reply will be attempted to what I say. 
It may be that Y shall not be deemed worthy of 
notice by the distinguished Senator over the way, 
but that will not prevent me from noticing him— 
courteously and patriotically, I trust—and in such 
a manner as I may think that notice at my hands 
is demanded. Humble as my abilities may be, I 
recognize no superior here, so far as the State 
which I have in part’ the honor to represent 1s 
concerned. I am not at all surprised that New 
England should be visited with this pamphlet at 
this time, because the distinguished Senator from 
New England, first in Richmond, in commencing 
his famous ‘southern tour, undertook to call this 
war in question, and afterwards, when he got 
back to New England, held the same language, 
and asserted that it had been the settled judg- 
ment of all nations, that the injustice of a war 
most materially tarnished the lustre of arms. Has 
that been explained? Can it be explained or vin- 
dicated? It means what the Senator from New 
Hampshire has more bodly said, using plainer 


and more explicit language, but language not more 
atriotic than that to which I have just refer- * 


un 
ed daneuaee which will not be less fiercely con- 
demned by posterity than that uttered on the oc- 
casion to which I have alluded by one of the most 
celebrated men of the Whig party, whose influence 
has spread itself abroad through all lands, and has 
a most controlling effect in Mexico at the present 
time, against his own country. e same senti- 
ment has been again and again eX&pressed by the 
organ of the Whigs in this city—the National 
Intelligencer. Every Whig paper in the country, 
with a few exceptions, has reëchoed it; and we 
all recollect the expression in a certain speech 
delivered here—to which I aliude in no spirit 
of unkindness—that if the speaker had been a 
Mexican as he was an American, he would have 
welcomed our armies with bloody hands and hospi- 
table graves. Yet that speech was published, with 
editorial sanction, in almost every W hig paper in the 
country. When on my way hither, last winter, I 
saw in Louisvillea Whig paper—the organ of the 
party in that city, the Louisville Journal—which 
eulogized and commended the speech in the warmest 
and mostexalted termsof encomium. Whilst, then, 
there are many men in that party—a glorious band, 
of whom I am glad to recognize the distinguished 
Senator from Kentucky as the leader, who do re- 
spond to the sentiments which he had expressed 
this morning—patriots in heart and in deed, recog- 
nizing the noble maxim of Roman times, that it 18 
a sweet and glorious thing to die for one’s country; 
whilst a great number of the members of the Whig 
party entertain such sentiments, there are many 
others who openly, or in their hearts, cherish sen- 
timents similar to those I have described, which 
they would dare to act out, if the majority of the 
p ople would sanction them. In proof of what I 

ve said on this point, I will read a few extracts 
from a pamphlet written by a member of the party 
of which the Senator from New Hampshire 1s the 
exponent here. It is said that— 

‘ A rose by any other name would smell as sweet.” | 

By what name shall I designate the party of which 
the gentleman from New Hampshire is the rep- 
resentative? Is it the Abolition or Liberty party ? 


365- 


e 


366 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. : 


Feb. 16, 


However this, may be, it is on the shoulders of. 
that party that he expects to be. foisted into the 
White House. Qh! may Heaven preserve my 
country from such a ay as.that! I say it 
with, no intention to insult the Senator, but be- 
cause he holds principles which, if carried out, 
would. make this republic more infamous on the 
pages of history than any nation that has ever. 
existed. The pamphlet is entitled ‘* Dick Crown- 
ingshield, the Assassin, and Zachary Taylor, the 
Soldier: the difference between them. By Henry 
C. Wright.” It is now circulating in New Eng- 
land, under Whag sanction, and is written by a. 
member of the Liberty party. 

Mr. HALE. Does the gentleman mean to say 
that the author of. that pamphlet is a member of. 
the Liberty party? 

Mr. FOOTE. So I understand. 

Mr. HALE. That individual’s career in Eng- 
land and this country is well known. He denies 
the right of all human government whatever; and. 
there is.no party which he. denounces with more 
severity and opprobrium than the Liberty party. 
The honorable Senator from Mississippi is, there- 
fore, mistaken in supposing that he is a member. 
of that party. It is not.so. The honorable Sen- 
ator asks. tọ what party I belong, and the name of: 
that party. I can tell him:in a moment the origin 
of the movement which has made my name some- 
what notorious in New Hampshire in regard to 
the position which I took about four years since. 
I was then a member of the House of Represent- 
atives from the State of, New Hampshire. At 
that time, the project of annexation was mooted 
in the House; ad the Richmond Enquirer, then 
edited by the present editor of the Union, declared 
that any one expecting anything from the Admin- 
istration must not go against that measure. I did 
not expect anything from the Administration, but 
I opposed the measure; and, in a letter to my con- 
stituents, I announced my intention to vote against 
it, assigning the reasons which influenced me in 
the determination. Thereupon, the progressive 
Democracy of New. Hampshire came together and, 
denounced me; and an issue was at once made in 
that. State upon the question. That is the origin 
of the movement; and the Senator is at liberty to 
give it any name which will best suit his classifica- 
tion. But he is entirely mistaken as regards Mr. 
Wright, who is no more a member of the Liberty 

arty than that Senator is, and probably looks on 
it with as much loathing as he does. 

Mr. FOOTE. Iam very glad to hear that he 
does. However, the pamphlet has been circulated 
by the Whigs of New England. The author may 
then be a Whig. 

Mr. HALE. _As I stand alone, I have only to 
take care of myWif. The Whigs can take care of 
themselves. 

Mr. FOOTE. Well, I do not understand. the. 
author to be strictly in correspondence with the 
Senator from New Hampshire, or that they are. 
‘inhabitants of the same town or county. Indeed, 
people change their politics so readily nowadays, 
that it would be a little unsafe, perhaps, for the 
Senator to undertake to sap Adin are the present 
political principles of Mr. Wright, with whom he. 
is.ashamed to bear any. connection. 

Mr. HALE. No, I am not. 

Mr. FOOTE. Well, then he is the particular 
friend of the Senator from New Hampshire; and of 
one thing I am certain, that in my. State such a 
pamphlet could not be allowed to circulate amongst 
the Whigs for a day. Such language as I am 
about to read, could not be uttered in the State in 
which I have the honor to reside, without hazard 
of life; nor could it, in my opinion, anywhere, 
where a high state of patriotism exists. Well; I will 
read a few delicious extracts from this pamphlet; 
and I hope that, if it be not a Whig document, 
gentlemen will stop its circulation. The gentle- 
man denies that it is a Liberty document. Who. 
has had it circulated I am not prepared to say, 
but I think-that it is perhaps intended to promote 
the Senator’s claims and those of Whig Presiden- 
tial aspirants generally, always excepting General, 
Taylor. 


DICK CROWNINGSHIELD-—-HIS EMPLOYERS—HIS BUSINESS. 


Joseph White lived in Salem. He was old and rich. Joe 
and Frank Knapp lived in the same town. They coveted 
his property, and expected to inherit it at his death. The 
protracted life of Joseph White was considered by them as 
oppozed to their interests. They wished to destroy it. They. 
called on Dick Crowningshield, a young man living in Ba- 


lem, who had studied the art of human slaughter at the West 
Point Military Academy, and said tô him, in substance : 

4 Will you enlist into our service ??? 

Dick. “ What to do?” 

Knapps. “ We wish to kill Joseph White.” 

Dick. ** What harm has he done to you ??? 

Knapps., ‘ None, save that by his life we are kept out of 
the possession of property which we expect to inherit. We 
have no resources but to kill him.” - 

Dick. ‘ But he is innocent of all evil intentions towards. 
you: . oi 
Knapps. “ We know he is; but his life is in our way, and 
we wish to get rid of him.” 

Dick. “* But would it be right to kill him ?” 

Knapps. “Give yourself no trouble about that. We will 
be responsible for the rightor wrong of the deed. If you en- 
list to do it, you have nothing to do with that question.”? 

Dick. “ But suppose I think it murder ?” - 

Knapps. “ Thatis our concern, not yours. If you enlist 
into our service, we wish you to enlist to do our pleasure, 
even though you think it to be murder.”’ 

Dick. “Who is to be benefited by his death??? 

Knupps. “ Ourselves, of course. We do not wish to kill 
him for his good, but solely for our own.” 

Dick. “So, then, Lam to understand that you wish to en- 
list ine into your service, to kill an innocent man, at your in- 
stigution, and for your benefit?” 

Knapps. “ Tiat is our wish. Will you enlist?” 

Dick. ** What ai L to get for doing the deed ?”? 

Knapps. * One thousand dollars.”? 

Dick. “ Do you wish me to kill any others ?”? 

Knapps. ‘ Kill this one man, and the money is yours, and 
we will discharge you from our service as soon as the deed 
is done.” 

Dick. “Well, I see no more wrong in enlisting into the 
service of two men to kill one, at their bidding and for their, 
benefit, than in enlisting into the service of millions, called 
a State, to kill thousands at their bidding and for their hene- 
fit. So I am at your service, and will execute your pleasure 
upon Joseph White.” 

The Knapps furnished their recruit with a dirk and blud- 
geon. At midnight, he entered the back window witha 
dark lantern, crept up the front stairs, and entered the sleep- 
ing-chamber of Joseph White. He was asleep. Dick struck 
him on his head with a club, then turned down the clothes 
and stabbed him thirteen times in the region of his heart; 
then covered him up, left the house, hid the bludgeon under 
the door-steps of a church, and melted the dagger. Dick 
and the Knapps were taken up and imprisoned. While 
awaiting their trial, Dick hung himself. ‘lhe Knapps were 
tried, condemned, and hung. 

What would you call Dick Crowningshield? A BIRED 
ASSASSIN is the answer; and all will insist that this is the 
only phrase in the English language that can truly designate 
his character and position. What would you cull the 
Knapps? The instigators and prime movers in the deed— 
the EMPLOYERS OF A HIRED ASSASSIN. The relation between 
Crowningshield and the Knapps was that of a hired assassin 
to his employers. The community would not endure the 
presence of the employers or the employed among them, and 
they put them all to death. 


ZACHARY TAYLOR—HIS EMPLOYERS-——HIS BUSINESS. 


There is a town in Mexico called Monterey. Itcontains 
say twenty thousand inhabitants, more or Jess. ‘They never 
injured the people of the United States, even in thought; yet 
their existence is opposed to their ambition, and lust of gold, 
and of oppression. They wish to destroy the town of Mon- 
terey. X», those who compose the United States, through 
their agents, the recruiting officers, go forth to enlist men 
into their service. They meet Zachary Taylor, and ask him, 
in substance: 

« Will you enlist into our service ?”? 

Zachary. “ What do you wish me to do??? 

People. ‘& We wish you to kill the people of Monterey.” 

Zach. ** What have they done?” 

People. ‘Oh! nothing; only their existence is opposed to 
our interests.”? l 

Zach. ** They are, then, innocent of all evil intentions and 
actious towards you??? 

People. “& Yes; they never injured us, and never intended 
to injure us.”? 

Zach. ** Why, then, do you wish to kill them 2”? 

People. “Simply and solely because they are in our way, 
and there is no other method to git rid of them.” 

Zach. ** Would it be right to kill them ?” 

People. “ That is our affair, not yours. We wish you to 
enlist to do our bidding, and kill whom we wish, RIGHT oR 
WRONG.” 

Zach. “ But suppose [ know them to be innocent; must I 
kill them?” 

People. ‘Yes; if we bid you.” 

Zuch. ** But suppose I believe that to kill them would be 
MURDER; must I do it??? 

People. “ Yes; if we bid you kill them. We wish to en- 
list none into our service as soldiers who are not willing to 
swear by the great God that they will kill any and all whom 
we bid them kill, even though they believe it would be mur- 
der.” 

Zach. *How-many do yon wish me to kill?” 

People. “ No particular persons or number; but we wish 
to enlist you to butcher men by the day, till we have gained 
our end.’’ i 

Zach. ‘So, then, now I understand you. You wish me to 
enlist into your service, to kill human beings, without regard. 
to their guilt or innocence, at your bidding, and for your bene- 
fit. You wish me to swear by the Eternal that { will kill 
men, women, and children, at your discretion, even though 
I know they are innocent, and though I believe that to kill 
them would be murder?” 

People. ‘ Yes; such is our wish.” 

Zach. “ But suppose I should enlist, and then should not 
be willing to kill all whom you command me to kill; and 
suppose I should wish to leave your service?” 

eople. ** Once enlisted, you must do our bidding, or he 
killed yourself; and if you attempt to leave our service with- 
out our consent, we shall shoot.or hang you.” : 

Zach. ‘* How much money will you give me?” 

People. “Two hundred dollars a month.” 


Zach. “ Well, the ministers and. churches say war is a 
right and Christian practice. If so, then it is right to enlist; 
and when enlisted, to go for my employers, right or wrong. 
So I am your man. Henceforth I am ready to. kill all you - 
bid me kill, though [ know them to be innocent, and though 
I believe it would be murder.” 

People. “You are the man for us. ‘Rouan anp Reavy? 
is your name henceforth. We have work on hand at this 
moment.?? - 

Zach. « Name it, and it is done.?? 

People. “There is a town in Mexico called Monterey. © 
Go, slay its inhabitants, and destroy it.” ‘ l 

Zach. ‘6 Give me the means, and the deed is done.” 

So the means are supplied by his employers. Now, be- 
hold Zachary before the devoted town. It is Sunday. This 
is the day chosen by him to make the attack. See the scenes 
enacted by Zachary, the soldier. He is acting as the agent 
of twenty millions. Had he bombarded that city asthe agent 
of two—how had he been the execration of mankind! 


I will not detain Senators by reading any more. 
extracts. I did not know that the time for taking 
up the special order had passed, or I should not have 
trespassed so long on the time of the Senate. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Go on. 

Mr. FOOTE. I will, then, if the Senate will 
bear with me, read a few additional paragraphs: 


Look at that nursery. See that mother watching her four 
little ones lovingly at play in one corner. Zachary dis- 
charges a gun loaded with grape-shot at them; and in a 
moment their limbs and bodies are torn to fragments, and 
the mother sits amid their mangled remains. In another 
nursery is an infant sleeping in the. cradle; the mother sits 
by it rocking and singing its lullaby. Zachary hurls a cannon 
bail at that mother and infant, and tears them in pieces. 

Look iuto that dining roun. There are a father and 
mother and five children atthe dinner table. A ball thrown 
by Zachary enters, and the father and children are torn and 
killed around the surviving mother. There is a school- 
house. In itare seventy-five children with their teacher. 
Zachary throws a bomb-shell among them. It explodes, 
and the torn limbs and dead bodies of tifty of those children 
are strewed about, and their teacher and companions are 
covered with their blood There is a daughter standing by. 
her broken-hearted father to comfort and sustain him. 
Zachary huris a cannon ball at her, and cuts her body in 
two, and there she.lies a mangled corpse betore her father. 

“ For the love of Heaven spare that house !” cries a young 
man to Zachary, as he is aiming a deadly missile at a par- 
ticular dwelling. ‘6 I CARE NOT IF EVERY OTHER HOUSE IN 
TOWN IS BLOWN TO aATOMS—but do not destroy that one.”? 

Zuchary. ** What is your reason?” 

Young man. “ My betrothed lives there. She whom I love 
as my own soul.” 

Zachary. ‘* Ail love and domestic affections must be for- 
gotten here.” 

Young man. “ But po spare that one. One of your own 
companions begs you to spare it.” 

Zuchury. * itis the bidding and for the interest of our em- 
ployers that that house and all in it should be destroyed. 
We must go for our employers, RIGHT OR WRONG.”? 

Young man. “& O spare it! To what dangers is she whom 
I love exposed! Think of the agony I must feel to find her 
a mangled corpse !”? ) 

Zuchary.—* Young man, you seem to care nothing about 
the other houses, and are willing to see them ‘blown to 
atoms.’ Yet every vall and bomb-shell we throw tears to 
pieces some wife or husband, some parent or child, some 


brother or sister, all of whom are objects of affection to 
others, and their death causes as much agony to curviving 
relatives as the death of your betrothed would to you. She 
mut die. Such is the bidding and pleasure of my employ- 
ers. 

A bomnb-shell is aimed at the house; and in an instant it 
is a heap of ruins. The shell comes into the parlor where 
the parents and their children are assembled, and explodea. 
A ragged piece of iron strikes the young woman, and tears | 
away her head and shoulders. 

Says another eye-witness of the doings of Zachary: “It 
was an awful sight to look upon the dead—some shot with 
cannon balls aud some with small shot; some with their 


‘heads shot off—some with their legs off—some with their 


bowels scuttered on the ground.” 

Says another eye-witness of another scene: * Bodies of 
Mexicans were lying all about in every direction—some with 
their heads entirely or party shot off; others without lezs or 
arms; Others with their entrails toin out. I crept about on 
my hands and knees, and at every few paces I would come 
across dead bodies ; and at one place, f discovered the body 
of a beautiful Mexican girl STAKED through her heart.” 

The aheve is substantially a truthful narrative of deeds 
perpetrated by him and his men in Monterey, and other 
towns in Mexico, at the bidding and for the benefit of his 
religious, republican employers.” | 

Mr, CRITTENDEN. If the Senator will per- 
mit me, I would beg leave to submit to him whether 
it is best to detain the Senate by reading more of 
that pamphigt. Enough has been given to enable 
us to judge of its character. I. will hear the Sena- 
tor with a great deal of pleasure, but I think he 
ought not to occupy the time of the Senate by read- 
ing pamphlets. 

Mr. FOOTE. I know that this thing is dis- 
gusting, but having the sanction of the Whigs of 
New England, I thought that it might be agreea~ 
ble more or less to the appetites of some gentlemen 
here. I feel that perhaps 1 owe some apology for 
occupying the attention of the Senaie so long. 
do not charge.the Whig party with this pamphlet, 
but I have quoted it in order to vindicate what has 
fallen from the Senator from Kpntucky in opposi- 
tign to, the dangerous, sentiments of the Senator. 
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. from New. Hampshire, presenting as, it does a 
striking illustration of the consequences.to which. 
such sentiments naturally lead. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN again rose. 

Mr. CASS. Is the Senator going to make any 
motion? The Senator from Texas has the floor 
- on the special order. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
Senate. 

Mr. RUSK. So far ag I am concerned, I de- 
sire to say, that I have great pleasure in asking 
the Senator from Kentucky to proceed. 

Mr, CRITTENDEN. I do not intend to pro- 
tract this debate, but I desire to acquit myself of 
the personality of which the honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire seems to have considered 
me to be guilty. I did not mean to say, sir, that. 
the gentleman was without patriotism, or without 
morality. No, sir, notatall. I meant only to con- 
test the proposition which he laid down, and on 
which his objections to this vote of thanks rested, 
and on which they could alone stand. It was in ref- 
erence to that proposition, and not the sincerity of 
the honorable gentleman, that my remarks were 
made; and it was very far from my intention, in- 
deed, to make any such charge as that he was 
wanting in morality or patriotism. The sentiments 
which the honorable gentleman entertained are of 
such a. peculiar character, that one can hardly fall 
into the error of supposing that they are entertain- 
ed from selfish motives. The gentleman must be 
sincere, and I do not doubt that he is sincere; and 
I assure him, that no personality was intended by 
me. 

I am alittle apprehensive that the Senator from 
Mississippi may have understood me as going a 
little further than I designed to be understood as 
going in relation to this war. I think I told you, at 
the commencement of my remarks, that I was not 
one of those who approved of this war—not at all. 
But I said that the war, by the act of Congress, 
had become a national war. It was war according 
to law; and I had supposed that the great principle 
of republican government consists in the combina- 
tion of the strength and power of the whole com- 
munity in executing the laws passed by the major. 
ity of that community; that I am as much bound 
to respect the law passed in reference to this war 
as I am in respect to any law that imposed duties 
or taxes, or regulated the conduct of citizens of the 
United States, With respect to any of those laws, 
the liberty of discussion, under the Constitution, 
and according to every principle of republican gov- 
ernment, is free and unlimited. It is upon that 
condition that every citizen of the republic agrees 
to conform himself to, and be governed by, the ma- 
jority, however repugnant to his own opinions 
may be the decisions of the majority. ‘This free- 
dom of discussion is the ground on which each and 
every individual may infer on entering into the so- 
cial compact, that he may safely and cheerfully 
agree to obey whatever law the majority passes 
whilst discussion is left free; or, in the words of 
Mr. Jefferson, that error may be tolerated whilst 
reason is left free to combat ıt. That is the prin- 
ciple of republican government. I do not hold 
that oppose the war because I discuss and ex- 
amine and reason, in order to prove to you 
that the law ought to be repealed or changed or 
modified, so as to put an end to this war. It is 
with respect to that law as it is in the case of 
every; other law. Every constitutional law claims 
the obedience of every man, no matter whether it 
be according to his wishes or not. It claims his 
obedience. But it leaves him free to discuss it. 
It leaves him free to endeavor, in the exercise of 
all his constitutional rights, to have the law re- 
pealed, no matter whether it relates to peace or 
war; and the right is equally perfect in regard to 
the one as the other. Circumstances may mod- 
ify, the exigencies of the country may control, 
the exercise of this right; but his constitutional 
right as a man and a citizen is to discuss the law 
fully. He ought to do so, because he is bound to 
obey. implicitly. Thatismy doctrine. I do nothold 
that because a man disapproves of this war and in 
that sense opposes it—that he is with one hand 
endeavoring to support the law as a national law, 
whilst with the other he exercises his right to put 
an end to that state of things, he makes an oppo- 
sition to the war, which in any true sense of it can 
be regarded as unpatriotic. Some gentlemen run 
into the idea—and it seems to me that my friend 
from Mississippi inclines to the belief—that any 


I will not detain the 


degree of disapprobation of the war, every species 
of opposition to it, betokens a want of patriotism 
or of courage, or of something that belongs to hon- 
orable and patriotic men. 

Mr. FOOTE. I thought that I used the most 
explicit language. I have uniformly used the same 
language, and it is now on record, upholding free- 
dom.of debate and discussion. But I have said, 
and repeat it now, that whenever speeches are 
made anywhere in the United States evidently 
intended to circulate in Mexico—calculated to en- 
courage the enemy of the country—those speeches 
are stamped with treachery to the country. I am 
not to be understood, however, as in the slightest 
degree trenching on the freedom of debate. The 
Senator from New Hampshire is bound to express 
his sentiments if he entertains them. I only de- 
plore his condition, being impelled by the peculiar 
character of his intellect to adopt such sentiments. 
Iam not willing to shackle even him, certainly not 
any other person. ButI see frequently newspaper 
articles which are intended to circulate in Mexico, 
giving “aid and comfort” to the enemy; and 
speeches have been made which we know to have 
had the same effect. All know this. It is a part 
of the history of the country, and I challenge de- 
nial of the statement that itis so. In my opinion, 
for making such speeches, the punishment of hang- 
ing, if the law allowed it, should be inflicted. I 
hope I am understood now. I hope the Senator 
from Kentucky will do me justice. I know itis 
one thing simply to declare that the war is unjust 
and to seek the repeal of the law, antl another to 
become a traitor to the country, in a moral point of 
view, by such overt acts in favor of the enemy as 
those to which I have alluded. Let it also be un- 
derstood that I charge nothing of the kind upon 
the Senator. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I regret that this debate 
has taken this excursory direction, passing entirely 
beyond the point to which I supposed it would be 
limited in the first instance, otherwise I should not 
have felt called upon to obtrude any remarks of 
mine upon the attention of the Senate. I believe 
that the honorable Senator is of too liberal a spirit 
himself lightly to impute to others any want of 
patriotism, much less to a great party like that of 
the Whigs. He disclaims any such imputation 
with respect to them, if I understood him. What, 
sir! do the Whig party want patriotism? and shall 
the Whig party, in retaliation, charge the Demo- 
cratic party with a want of patriotism? Then 
who, in the name of all that is virtuous, has patri- 
otism in this wide republic? 

The gentleman imposes another limitation upon 
this right of discussion in relation to the war, 
which it seems to me cannot be maintained. I 
may speak the more freely on this subject, inas- 
much as that, though my opinions on the war 
have not been withheld, it has not been my lot to 
participate so largely in the discussion as many 
others have, and I doubt whether in all the archives 
of Mexico, from the fortress of San Juan de Ulua 
to the city of Mexico, one sentence, line, or word, 
of any poor remarks that ever I made here can be 
found. And I am equally well assured that no 
remarks of my Whig associates or Democratic 
associates have been made for any such purpose of 
encouragement to Mexico or Mexicans. These 
remarks have been made in the exercise of their 
constitutional rights here, for the benefit of our 
own country, by the discussion of a matter involv- 
ing the interests of our country. 

Mr. FOOTE. Iam very sorry to interrupt the 
Senator. But I had no reference to speeches made 
here. I alluded to speeches made in various parts 
of the United States—deliberately made to crowds 
assembled, for the purpose'of being indoctrinated, 
and which the speaker knew would operate in 
Mexico, and therefore meriting all the denunci- 
ations which I heaped upon them; and I only 
regret that my powers of,sarcasm are not adequate 
to the work of stigmatizing them as they deserve. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. [accept the explanation 
of the gentleman. I thought he had reference to 
speeches here and elsewhere. It seems that he had 
not reference to speeches here. Now, that might 
be his limitation of the doctrine; but since I am 
upon the subject, allow me to say, that I know 
well tbat that is not the limitation put by presses 
now advocating the doctrine. We are told that 
this war with Mexico has been inflamed—that the 
obstinacy of the Mexican people has been increased 


Whigs, and Whig newspapers.. That is boldly; 
affirmed every day. The liberty of speech is. cen- 
sured. Weare told by these same presses, that 
instead of exercising the rights. of honorable gen- 
tlemen, and. those which appertain to the more 
dignified and important character. of representa- 
tives, we ought to be silent in regard to a matter 
in which the interests of the country.are concerned, 
and follow. in mute submission, whatever is done 
by the Executive of the Government. | 

Mr. FOOTE. If the Senator will allow me to 
bapa him again fora moment, I would state . 
that a distinguished. member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives from the State of Kentucky has re- 
ceived a letter from General Marshall, stating the 
fact that we. might have had a treaty of peace but 
for the speech of a distinguished citizen of Ken- 
tucky, with certain resolutions, which induced the 
leading men of Mexico to wheel about, and raised. 
a universal expectation of a pronunciamento by. 
which Mr. Polk would be turned out of the White 
House, and a certain distinguished gentlemen from 
Kentucky be brought in, from whom such a peace 
could be obtained as would accord. with their no- 
tions of justice and humanity, I state this asa 
matter of fact. We all know that this kind of in- 
telligence circulates freely in Mexico. No man 
can deny it. I did not charge any bad intentions 
at all to the distinguished gentleman in Kentucky 
who made the speech, but the effect has been pro- 
duced by it which was predicted at the time by 
myself and thousands of others. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I do not doubt that such 
a letter had been written, and that such is the opin- 
ion entertained by the writer. The gentleman is 
well knowh, and with him I have always sus- 
tained the most friendly relations; but, although 


| I do not know what effect his military career may 


have had, his politics were of the severest and most 
heated character when he went to Mexico. I pre- 
sume he retains those opinions, and is therefore 
very ready, from his, political bias, to place upon 
any act of the honorable gentleman alluded to— 
one of my most distinguished fellow-citizens, Mr. 
Clay—we need not conceal his name—an unfavor- 
able construction. It is quite likely that General 
Marshall may have entertained the opinion that 
we should have had a peace before now had it not 
been for Mr. Clay’s speech; but I put it in all can- 
dor to the honorable Senator from Mississippi to 
say whether a speech delivered. by Mr. Clay in 
November last in Kentucky has found such access 
to the mind of Mexice as to present | 

Mr. FOOTE. Ido believe that his magnetic 
influence may have been as preat as that described. 
The Mexicans are a peculiar people—semi-bar- 
barous—accustomed to pronunciamentos, and, of 
course, judge our country by their ewn. I judge, 
from the evidence before me, that they expect a 
pronunciamento here, which I think, though, they 
will expect a long time before it shall occur. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iam glad that my hon- 
orable friend from Mississippi cannot say that he 
believes that it is so. He is. very ingenious in 
giving reasons why it might possibly haye been 
so; but he is not quite satisfied that it is so; and 
how, can he—how can any man believe that a few 
scraps of newspapers, and a handbill or two, 
placed in the great scales of peace and war in Mex- 
ico, really turned the balance and inclined them 
in the favor of war? Why, what do we know of 
Mexico? We know. that the leading men want 
peace. They cannot make peace, and why? Be- 
cause the masses of the people have become ex- 
asperated against us, and those holding the reins 
of government dare not, for fear of popular ven- 
geance, make peace. The great masses of the 
Mexican people cannot read—they know nothing 
about our speeches, and nothing about our parties, 
and yet they are the people thatare for war. They 
are the exasperated people that insist, madly in- 
sist, on continuing this contest. “That is the 
account which I receive. That is the general tone 
of all the accounts. It is natural and reasonable. 
But the idea is absurd, that the people of Mexico, 
with patriotic feelings as strongly felt as in our 
own case, should be like a weathercock, moved by 
an article in a newspaper—a speech in Massachu- 
setts or Kentucky—or any process of logical rea-. 
soning. Yet it is put forward to the public as. 
having an effect of that kind, and that is insisted 
upon for the purpose of controlling and regulating 
our conduct and opinions here. Well, I trust that 


by their knowledge of what is said and done by |! I am incapable in any, circumstances of making a. 
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speech that can be ‘justly, or truly, or in any par- 
ticular sense, considered as hostile to my country. 
I trust that, having the liberty of free and full 
discussion, whenever and wherever I think that 
my duty requires its exercise, or it is my pleasure 
to use it, I shall freely exercise it. That is the 
reason, sir, why I boast that I am an American 
citizen—why we all boast that we are American 
citizens. But the moment we have a war, we are 
to be silent; and the more questionable may be the 
character of that war, the more stringent is to be 
the denial of the right of freedom of speech! Why, 
sir, that is the very time when we ought to speak 
out. If Mexico is so sensitive to the principles 
and opinions upon which we act, and by which 
we are governed in this country, she ought to know 
this, that however we may question, in our legisla- 
tive capacity, the justice and propriety of this war, 
so long as it continues—so long as it is a national 
war, made so by our laws, everybody—those who 
think it just, and those who think it unjust, unite 
their strength to carry it on; that the strength of 
the whole is to execute the will of the majority. 
That is the fundamental principle of our Govern- 
ment, and that Mexico ought to know. What 
s“ comfort,” then, can Mexico derive from our 
questioning the propriety of the war? If she knew 
how to estimate it aright, she will see the most 
formidable of all enemies in that very community 
which, while its members discuss the propriety 
of anything, they fully unite in their combined 
strength in executing whatever the will of the ma- 
jority may determine. And that is what Mexico 
must know and learn, if she reads to any advan- 


‘tage what we say and publish. But the effort of 


certain portions of the press has been to enforce 
silence on this whole subject, to control us by a 
sort of new-made editorial sedition-law! A few 
scraps of newspapers have been found in Mexico, 
and oh! forsooth, what swelling tirades of trea- 
son—treachery—combinations of our own coun- 
trymen against our own country and in favor of 

exico! Can anything be more palpable, sir, 
than the outrageous violation of liberty of discus- 
sion and freedom of the press which is thus dis- 
played? 

l regret that I have trespassed so long on the 
time of the Senate. I believe that I owe you an 
apology. I rose simply to make a few remarks 
on this resolution, from which we have so far de- 
parted, that it has almost been forgotten. I hope 
the question will be taken on the resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Senate will 
not expect that I intend to enter into this discus- 
sion. Indeed, I regret that the discussion has been 
thought necessary by any one; and I hope, with 
the Senator from Kentucky, that we will return 
immediately to the resolution from which we never 
should have wandered. It should be allowed to 
remain on the ground assumed, a simple vote of 
thanks, in which the justice of the war, its policy, 
the wisdom of the legislature on the subject, can- 
not, with any propriety, be at all involved. Off- 
cers have no other right than to refuse to obey an 
unconstitutional order. The power to declare war 
was vested by the Constitution in the Congress of 
the United Stases, and when they declared the war, 
it cannot be unconstitutional. The officer obeys 
the order he receives as an executive officer, and, 
upon the vote of thanks, involving only the con- 
sideration whether he has faithfully discharged his 
duty, we might expect the uhion of which the 
Senator from Kentucky has spoken—the union of 
the whole country on a question which has but 
two sides—the side of our country, and the side of 
the foreigners with whom we are at war. Party 
lines cannot enter into the consideration of such 
a question, whilst patriotism exists. ‘There may 
be a faction—there will be a faction—in all times 
there has been a faction, that would raise its croak- 
ing voice, when the people, with one accord, send 
up their pæans of thanks or prayers for success. 

es, sir, the American people, rejoicing over their 
independence, just acquired—exulting in the pos- 
session of civil liberty, at the close of our Revolu- 
tion, returned their thanks to Almighty God, who 
had held them in the hollow of his hand, and yet, 
in the emphatic and classic language of Patrick 
Henry, one croaker was found whose discordant 
voice attempted to disturb the harmony. Thè 
good sense of that day turned in loathing and dis- 
gust away, Why not do so now? Why shall 
we pause to enter into this long discussion about 
foregone conclusions before the question was 
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raised? Must President-making, too, be involved 
in a resolution of thanks to gallant officers? If so, 
and if the great result which has been deprecated is 
to come, and the army is to make your President, I 
would rather receive him from them than from the 
hands of fanatics. But here stands a soldier whose 
life has been wholly devoted to his country—whose 
services accumulating one by one, have become a 
pyramid, as beautiful for its simplicity as it is 
sublime for its grandeur—one which can stand like 
the commemorative monument of Bunker Hill, a 
plain and noble obelisk, with its head amid the 
clouds, and despising the assaults of the creeping 
things that crawl around its base! 

I trust that the feelings of gallant men will not 
be assailed when the.country comes to thank them 
for services done to the whole country. 1 trust, 
sir, that the Senate will no longer engage in a dis- 
cussion, not one point of which bears upon the 
question. at issue; and that, leaving whatever of 
croaking there may be to disturb the harmony of 
the people’s thanks, we will test the question by a 
vate of the Senate, allowing those who refuse to 
yield their thanks to the gallant soldier to go before 
the country in, the Issue. 

Mr. HALE asked for the yeas and nays on the 
hee of the joint resolution, and they were or- 

ered, 
The question was then put, and decided as fol- 


lows» 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bad- 
ger, Bagby, Bell, Benton, Berrien, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, 
Butler, Calhoun, Cameron, Cass, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, 
Crittenden, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Downs, Felch, Foote, Greene, 
ouston, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisi- 
ana, Johnson of Georgia, Mangum, Mason, Miller, Moor, 
Niles, Rusk, Sevier, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Upham, 
Westcott, and Yulee—47. 

NAY—Mr. Hale—l. . > 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, the vote on the pas- 
sage of the resolution in relation to General Scott 
was reconsidered, with a view to give Senators not 
in their seats at the time of taking the question an 
opportunity to record their names. 

he motion having been agreed to, the question 
was again puton the passage of the resolution, and 
decided in the affirmative, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bad- 
ger, Bagby, Bell, Benton, Berrien, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, 
Butler, Cameron, Cass, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton , Dick- 
inson, Dix, Downs, Felch, Foote, Greene, Hannegan, 
Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisi- 
ana, Johnson of Georgia, Mangum, Mason, Miller, Moor, 
Niles, Rusk, Sevier, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, West- 
cott, and Yulee—46. 

NAY—Mr. Hale—1. 


It being near three o’clock when the resolutions 
were disposed of, the special order was postponed, 
and the Senate proceeded to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business; and, after some time spent there- 
in, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 17, 1848. 


The SPEAKER presented certain testimony 
taken at New York, relating to the contested elec- 
tion for the sixth Congressional district of the 
State of New York. Referred to the Committee 
of Elections. 

Mr. SAWYER, by leave, introduced a bill to 
remove the land office from Upper Sandusky to 
Defiance, in the State of Ohio. Read and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CONGER, by leave, from the Conimittee 
on Printing, to which was. referred the report and 
maps of Lieutenant Emory, containing the report 
of Captain Cook, the report and maps of Lieuten- 
ant Abert, and the journal of Captain Johnson, 
reported the following resolution : 

Resolved, That 10,000 extra copies of each of said reports 
be printed for the use of the House; and that of said num- 
ber, 250 copies be furnished for the useof Lieutenant Emory, 
Captain Cook, and Lieutenant Abert, respectively. 

Mr. HENLEY wished to obtain the ear of the 
House for a moment, while he stated, in connec- 
tion with this resolution, the fact, that all questions 
referred to the Committee on Printing should be 
reported on immediately after they were referred 
and examined. If not, the consequence would 
frequently be a great loss to the Government; for, 
when the documents were submitted to the House, 
before the committee had time to examine the 
question of printing, the usual number were order- 
ed, printed, and, before the committee had opportu- 
nity to report, the composition might be distributed; 


Feb. 17. 


and the consequence was, when the Committee on 
Printing afterwards reported in favor of an extra 
number, the House were obliged to pay for addi- 
tional composition. What he proposed was, that . 
the House should now adopt a rule, of which he 
had given previous notice, similar to that which 
was in force with reference to the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, and one other committee, at least— 
that it should be in order for the Committee on. 
Printing to reportatany time. It would not inter- 
fere with the business of the House, and would, as 
he had before said, save a large amount of money, 
which would otherwise be paid for additional com- 
position when the matter had already been taken 
down. . 

The question on the passage of the resolution 
Eon by the: Committee on Printing was put, 
and the resolution was agreed to. 

The question was then put on the motion of Mr. 
HENLEY, and it was agreed to. 


Mr. PALFREY asked leave to offer the follow- 
ing resolution; which was objected to: 

Resolved, (as the sense of this House,) That the war now 
waging by the United States against the Republic of Mexico 
ought forthwith to cease. 

esolved, (as the sense of this House,) That such an 

amount of money, and no more, ought to be placed at the 
disposal of the Executive government, for the land and naval 
forces of this Republic now within the territory aird on the 
coasts of Mexico, as will be a sufficient and liberal provision 
for the return of said forces to the United States. 


THE LOAN BILL. l 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union (Mr. Borrs, of Virginia, in the 
chair) on the bill to authorize a loan not to exceed 
the sum of $18,500,000. 

The question pending when the committee rose 
haga! was onagreeing to the amendment moved 

y Mr. Haut, of New York, viz: to amend the 
Ist section by adding, between the words ‘‘ so bor- 
rowed shall?’ and the words ‘‘ be applied,” &c., the 
words ‘‘ on being first duly appropriated therefor.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question was then put on the second amend- 
ment of Mr. Hatt, viz: strike out the words “which 
stock,’’ near the end of the 1st section, and insert, 
in lieu thereof, the words ‘ and the stock issued on 
such loan.’ Agreed to. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, moved to add at 
the end of the 1st section, the following: ‘ And no 
certificate of stock shall be issued under this act 
until the President shall have nominated and the 
Senate confirmed three commissioners, fully au- 
thorized to negotiate a treaty of peace with the 
Mexican Government, on principles of reciprocal 
justice to both countries.”’ 

Mr. KING remarked, that he was desirous of 
drawing the attention of the House to the amend- 
ment which he had proposed. It simply provided 
that the President should, with the advice of the 
Senate, appoint three commissioners to treat with 
Mexico on terms of reciprocal justice. When the 
war commenced, nearly two years ago, we were 
told that this war was to bring upon us a peace in 
three months. Now, at the end of more than 
twenty months, we were as far from peace, appa- 
rently, as we were then. He wanted the country 
to make some demonstration that it is in earnest 
upon this subject—that we are determined to have 
a peace on some fair and honorable terms. 

We were told, some two years ago, that ‘‘ the 
heart of this great nation must be prepared for 
war;’’ and the heart of this great nation had been 
prepared for war. The Executive did not dare to 
wage a war with our equal, Great Britain, but 
commenced a war with poor, feeble Mexico. The 
heart of this great nation must be prepared for 
war! It appeared to him that the burning thirst 
of this great nation, by this time, must be slaked 
with the bleod which had been shed in this war. 
From the official reports, we were informed that 
more than twenty thousand Mexicans had either 
been killed or wounded in the prosecution of this 
war, and nearly seven thousand Americans. 

Surely this should be enough. But if this was . 
not enough of blood to slake the burning thirst of 
this great people, let us add to it the tears of the 
scores of thousands of widows and orphans, and 
friends of those who had perished, miserably per- 
ished, in this most miserable war. And if it was 
necessary also to take into the account, to satisfy 
this horrid god of war, the treasure which had 
been expended, he supposed three hundred mil- 
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we included that expended by the Mexicans as 
well as the Americans. In the name of humanity, 
he asked if all this was not sufficient to satisfy this 
burning heart of the nation, which had thus been 
oy prepared for war” by the present Administra- 
tion: 

His amendment proposed the appointment of 
three commissioners to treat with Mexico and give 
assurance of our desire to settle this difficulty on 
terms of justice and magnanimity. We surely 
had three men in this country who might be desig- 
nated by the President, to be approved by the 
Senate 

Mr. K. was here arrested by the fall of the ham- 
mer, announcing the expiration of the five minutes 
which are allowed by the rules for explaining an 
amendment. | 

Mr. HARALSON raised the point that the 
amendment was out of order, on the ground of 
irrelevancy. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

Mr. KAUFMAN asked. for tellers on the adop- 
tion of the amendment, which were not ordered. 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
rejected without a division. 

The second section was read. 

Mr. SAWYER moved to amend it by inserting 
after the words ‘‘ certificates of stock,” where the 
first occur, the following: ‘‘ No one of which shall 
be of a less amount than. one hundred dollars.”’ 
Rejected. 

Mr.SA WYER then moved to amend by striking 
out the following: 

And provided, also, That whenever required sv to do, 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be attached to 
any certificate or certificates to be issued under this act 
coupons of interest; and any certificate having such coupons 
of interest attached to it may be transferable by delivery of 
the certificate, instead of being assignable on the books of 
the treasury. 

Mr. SAWYER wished to state some reasons 
for striking out this proviso. In the first section 
of the bill these stocks were made transferable on 
the books of the department; in this proviso they 
were made transferable, at the option of the holder, 
by delivery, not by assignment. He had moved 
to add, that no certificates of stock less than 

100 should be issued; but that amendment had 

een rejected. He now moved to strike out this 
proviso; if it was retained, if the present form of 
the bill was preserved, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury might issue one dollar bills. There was 
nothing to prevent it, and the} were transferable 
by delivery. By that means they could make, 
under this bill, as good a United States bank as 
ever was. ‘They might issue every certificate of 
- this stock in one dollar bills. There was no limit 
to the number of them. He proposed to strike 
out the proviso, so as to make the certificates trans- 
ferable only on the books of the treasury. 

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. More- 
HEAD] yesterday observed in his remarks that this 
bill, reported by the majority of the committee, 
was the bill recommended by Mr. Walker, Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, with a slight exception, 
which was, that it did not provide for the issue of 
treasury notes. That exception made the whole 
difference.- The treasury notes provided for in the 
substitute, reported by the minority of the com- 
mittee, were not to be of denominations less than 
oe But, by the bill, all these certificates could 

é one dollar certificates, and they were tranfer- 
able by delivery. ‘ 

But gentlemen might say, while we have the 
present President and Secretary of the Treasury, 
there will be no dangerof having these small issues. 
Well, that might be so; but we had no guarantee 


that hereafter, when another Administration came’ 


into power, we might not have them, and the 
country flooded, under authority of this majority 
bill, with Government one-dollar bills. Gentle- 
men on the other side of this House had now the 
opportunity, and he called’upon them to come out 
and declare to the people of this country that they 
did not desire by the measure to make a Govern- 
ment bank, as they had charged that those with 
whom he acted would make by the issue of these 
treasury notes. These were his objections to the 
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bill, and he called on gentlemen to meet the ques- 


tion. 

Mr. VINTON, for the purpose of obtaining the 
opportunity to say a few words in explanation, 
moved to accept the motion to strike out the pro- 
viso. The reason for the provisoes to which his 
colleague [Mr. Sawyer] took exception was this: 
This bill proposed that certificates of stock shall 
be transferred on the books of the Register. This 
was the ordinary mode. But it was supposed, 
that if any part of it should go into the hands of 
foreigners, they would desire coupons. The stock 
authorized by the act of 1842 was tranferable on 
the books of the Register, but subsequently a pro- 
vision was inserted like that which this bill con- 
tained, because foreigners who take stock are 
accustomed to and therefore prefer coupons. The 
two provisoes of this bill amount to this: that the 
holder of stock who desired the evidence of his 
ownership to be on the books of the Register might 
have it so, and’ those who desired the other mode 
might have it. He knew not any law in which 
there had been a limitation of the amount of the 
stock to be issued. He was not apprehensive that 
the Secretary of the Treasury would enter upon 
the plan of issuing dollar certificates, as his col- 
league appeared to apprehend. If his colleague 
[Mr. Sawyer] thought the Secretary would do so, 
he (Mr. V.) had no objection to the restriction. 
He then withdrew his motion, having only made 
it to give himself an opportunity to make these 
observations. 

Mr. SAWYER replied, if the gentleman from 
Ohio was not afraid that the Secretary would do 
it, still there could be no impropriety in the amend- 
ment, which would put it out of the power of the 
Secretary to do it. : 

Mr. VINTON said he had already told the gen- 
tleman he had no objection to the amendment, 
though all the laws heretofore passed have no such 
restriction. He had, however, he repeated, no ob- 
jection to this bill undergoing the modification sug- 
gested by his colleague. 

Mr. McKAY hoped his friend from Ohio [Mr. 
SAWYER] would withdraw his proposition; for as 
the bill now stood, facilities would be afforded by 
it for the negotiation of the loan. He would, how- 
ever, be willing to limit the issuing of stock to 
sums not less than $50. He might be willing to 
go to $100, but he should not be willing to make 
any provision that would prevent people of moder- 
ate means lending to their Government their $50 
or $100. Many had small sums who could not 
lend large amounts, and he was desirous to give 
them the opportunity to invest those smal] means | 
on the security of the Government. 

Mr. SAWYER complied with the request of |! 
the gentleman from North Carolina, and withdrew , 
his amendment. 

Mr. McKAY then submitted another proviso, 
‘Sthat no certificate of stock shall be issued for 
less amounts than $50.’’ This amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. WM. T. LAWRENCE proposed to add, 
after the word ‘* certificates,” the words ** of not 
less than $500 each.”’ 

Mr. McLANE said this amendment was incon- 
sisten€ with the preceding one, adopted on the 
motion of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
[Mr. McKay.] He, therefore, moved to strike 
out ‘¢ $500”? and insert ‘* $50.” He was desirous 
to obviate all prohibitions of deposits by small 
capitalists. 

After some conversation thereon, Mr. McLANE 
withdrew his amendment.” 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Law- 
RENCE,] and it was rejected. 

Mr. GREGORY moved to add, after the word 
‘c par,” the words ‘in the city of New York, or 
be hypothecated for any loan of money thereon.”’ 
Rejected. 

Mr. MEADE moved to strike out the first pro- 
viso, in these words: ‘* Provided, That no part of 
said stock be sold below par.” He presumed it 
was not intended by the House to leave the Gov- 
ernment without money, in case its stock should 
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be a quarter or a half cent below par. The Gov- 
ernment must have money to meet the expenses 
which it has incurred, whether its stock was above 
or below par, and he supposed money, like every- 
thing else, had a market value. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GENTRY moved to insert after the word 
‘c par,” the words *‘ until the same shall have been 
advertised a reasonable time, and proposals for 
subscription to said loan invited; and the said 
Secretary, if he deem it for the interest of the Uni- 
ted States so to do, is hereby authorized to accept 
such proposals as shall offer the highest price for 
said stock, or any part thereof.”’ 

Mr. G. said the bill under consideration proposed 
to authorize the Government to obtain a loan to 
the amount of sixteen millions of dollars, and to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
Government stock at six per cent., but he was not 
allowed fo sell it below par. He (Mr. G.) pro- 
posed to remove this restriction. This money was 
needed to meet the liabilities already incurred, and 
to pay for contracts already made; and, though 
they learned from the papers of the day that Gov- 
ernment six per cent. stock was selling at par, It 
was a well-known fact that nothing was so fluctua- 
ting as the market value of stocks. To-day it mght 
be at par; to-morrow at a premium; and the next 
day below par. No man could foresee for six days 
what the market value would be; no man could 
say what the Government stock would sell at six, 
eight, or ten days hence; nor could any man say 
when the drafts drawn on the Government in Mex- 
ico would be sent in. But the Government must 
have the means to meet them, come when they 
might, and also its other liabilities. He held it to 
be the duty of this Congress, in authorizing a loan, 
to put itin such a shape as would enable the Gov- 
ernment to meet its liabilities in all events that 
might occur. That it was the duty of this Govern- 
ment to maintain its credit would be controverted 
by none; but, under the existing circumstances In 
which the Government was now placed, it seemed 
to him that every consideration of patriotism and 
sound policy required the Congress of the United 
States to guard against the possible occurrence of 
this nation presenting before the nations of the 
earth the spectacle of being a borrower, and yet 
unable to borrow in the market. He hoped the 
opinion which had been expressed, that this six 
per cent. stock could be negotiated would be reale- 
ized. The adoption of his amendment would in 
no degree change that state of things. He knew 
it would be objected to his amendment, that if it 
were adopted, capitalists might combine and com- 
pel the Government to sell its stock below par; but 
he could not think that such a combination need. 
be apprehended. This was a very broad Union; 
nay, the Secretary was not even restricted to this 
Union; he could send agents abroad, if he pleased. 
Such a combination, then, he could not think any 
capitalists here would attempt, and, if they did, he 
saw nothing to fear from It. > 

The Chairman’s hammer announced the expira- 
tion of the gentleman’s five minutes. 

Mr. FICKLIN moved to strike out all that por- 
tion of the amendment which provided for adver- 
tising, with a view to make a few remarks in reply - 
to the gentleman from Tennessee. He would 
say to that gentleman, that the experiment had 
been tried which he desired again toghazard, and 
the result was, that the stocks of the Government 
directly after went down in a most ruinous man- 
ner—even as low as thirty per cent. on stock, and 
fifty per cent. on treasury notes. ` This, he was 
understood to say, was during the war of 1814; 
since which time there has been no authority 
to sell six per cent. stock for less than par., Dis- 
aster had attended asubsequent similar experiment, 
and such would be the result now, and the credit of 
the Government would be seriously affected. Rather 
than adopt the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, he would make the stock a severe: 
or even ten per cent. stock. That was all he had 
to say, and he now withdrew hisamendment. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Gentrr’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 
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The third section was read. 
Mr. GRINNELL offered the following substi- 
tute for it: i ` 
& And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury be, and he is hereby, authorized to receive proposals for 
the taking of such loan, or any part or parts thereof; and 
that before disposing of the said stock, issued for such loan, 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be inserted in 
two public newspapers printed in the city of Washington, 
and two public newspapers printed in the principal city or 
capital of each State, an advertisement stating that bids and 
proposals for such loan will be received until a certain day, 
to be specified in such advertisement, not more than sixty 
days or less than twenty days from the time of the first in- 
sertion of said advertisement in the two newspapers in the 
city of Washington, and stating the amount of the loan 
required and in what instalments, and when and where it 
will be required to be paid; and the said Secretary may pay 
such expenses as may be necessarily incurred in printing 
and issuing certificates of stock, and other expenses inci- 
dent to the execution of this act, which shall not in all exceed 
the sum of $16,000, which sum of $16,000 is hereby appro- 
riated for these purposes, and shall be paid out of any money 
in the treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That 
no compensation shall be allowed to any officer whose salary 
is fixed by Jaw for any service performed by him in the exe- 
cution of this act.” 


Mr. G. said that the great object of the amend- 
ment he had offered was to provide for a full and 
fair competition for the loans wanted. 
only be done by public notice in the newspapers of 
the amount, times, and places of payment, and the 
amount of each instalment to be paid. The money, 
of course, will not be all wanted at one time. It 
is of great importance to the bidder for the loan to 
know precisely when he will be required to pay it. 
` Great dissatisfaction was felt when the last loan 
was made, under the act of 1847, on this account. 
The advertisement stated that ‘the department 
reserves the right of fixing the periods when the 
money must be paid.’? Many were deterred from 
bidding, because there was no certainty when they 
would be called onto pay. They must either keep 
their money on hand, losing the interest, or run 
the risk of being called on and not ready to pay. 
The want of this knowledge also gave rise to sus- 
picion that persons residing here had an advantage 
over those at a distance, by intimations more or 
less definite as to the periods when payments would 
be required. Another seine ds to the country in 
advertising would be the knowledge beforehand of 
how much per month would be required for the 
purposes of the Government. This would be a 
great relief to mercantile people. 

Mr. G. added that he had made this motion with 
the knowledge and approbation of a majority of 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. VINTON observed that this section of the 
bill had been copied verbatim from the law of 1832; 
but he was satisfied the amendment proposed by 
his friend from Massachusetts was better. 

Mr. GRINNELL said that it had been suggest- 
ed to him that in some of the cities indicated there 
might not be two papers published. He would, 
therefore, modify the amendment so as to say 
‘Sone or more,’’ instead of ‘* two.” 

Mr. McKAY expressed his hope that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts would not strike out 
the whole of the section, but would suffer that 
portion of it to stand which conferred on the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury power to employ an agent 
to obtain money on the loan. This power had 
always been given and always used in the case of 
former loans. 

Mr. GRINNELL said it was his intention to 
leave that, and he thought it was in the substitute. 

The substitute having been read— 

Mr. McKAY observed that it contained no such 
_ power. He did not believe that this bill was the 
most eligible form in which the desired loan could 
be effected; but he wished to make it as effective 
as possible, @nd he had no desire to see the bill de- 
feated. If this ordinary power of employing an 
agent by the department to assist in negotiating the 
loan should be denied, what must be the effect? 
The loan would be known or heard of only in the 
public papers, and the Government might have ta 
wait much longer before the loan was taken up. 
Mr. McK. had no doubt that at this very moment 
_ it might be taken in New York at par; but still it 
was proper and necessary that there should be an 
apon of the Treasury Department employed to fa- 
cilitate thie operation. Money was scattered abroad 
through the country; and such an individual might 
succeed in getting $50,000 in one place and $100,000 
in another, and so the loan would be sooner taken 
up. In all the previous loans effected by the Gov- 
ernment, such an agent lad always been employed. 


This can- 
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Mr. GRINNELL said he had no wish to strike 
out the power to employ a person of this descrip- 
tion; but he supposed his employment would be 
covered by the words “other expenses’’ in the 
amendment. However, he would modify his 
amendment by inserting, in the 17th line, the words 
s‘ the employment of agents;”’ and in relation to 
the papers to beemployed for advertising, he would 
further modify that clause by adding the words 
“ not exceeding two.” 

- The amendment, thus modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved to amend the bill 
by inserting the following as a new section, to come 
in after the third section: 

And heit further enacted, That all of the public lands which 
shall have heen in market twenty or more years at the time 
of applying to enter the same under this section shall be 
subject to sale at one dollar per acre ; and all of the public 
lands which shall have heen in market twenty-five or more 
years, as aforesaid, shall he subject to sale at seventy-five 
cents per acre; and all of the public lands which shal] have 
been in market thirty years, as aforesaid, shall be subject to 
sale at fifty cents per acre: Provided, That no one person 
shall he authorized to acquire more than one township, at 
the lowest rate of fifty cents per acre: Provided, also, That 
this section shall not be construed toimpair any preémption 
right now authorized, or which may be authorized, by law: 
And provided further, That the moneys to be received under 
this section shall be applied as now directed by law. 


The CHAIR decided this amendment to be out 
of order, as not germane to the bill. 

Mr. GREGORY moved a new section, to come 
in after the third section, as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That in case the emergencies of 
the country shall prevent the obtainment of the aforesaid 
suin of sixteen millions of dollars, or any part thereof, at the 
rate and on the terms provided in this act, it shall be Jawful 
for the Secretary of the Treasury to obtain the same, or any 
part thereof, on the payment of interest at the rate of and 
not to exceed seven per centum per annum: Provided, That 
the Joan obtained at seven per centum be reimbursable any 
time after five years after the first day of July next after the 
passage of this act. 


The amendment was rejected. 
The fourth section was read. 
Mr. COLLAMER moved to amend it as fol- 
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lows: 
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That the moneys arising from duties on goods, wares, 
and merchandise which may be imported into the United 
States, or so much thereof as shall be equal to the payment 
of the interest, be and the same are hereby pledged and ap- 
propriated to the payment of said interest; and the faitb of 
the United States is hereby pledged for the payment of said 
debt, and the payment of the same, when ultimately due, is 

| hereby directed out of any money then in the treasury not 
. otherwise appropriated. 
| Mr. COLLAMER said it was understood on all 
| sides of the House that the object of this bill was, to 
, enable the Secretary of the Treasury to borrow six- 
i teen millions of dollars in addition to the revenue. 
In addition to the revenue. But this section, as it 
stood, declared that the whole revenue was pledged, 
| first, for the payment of the interest, and then the 
principal of the loan; and also directed that the 
Secretary must first apply the revenue received to 
the principal. This would not be due for twenty 
years to come; yet the Secretary would be com- 
pelled to apply the very first moneys received into 
the treasury to create a sinking fund to reimburse 
the principal of the debt. He must do this before 
he did anything else with the public money. So 
that this loan, instead of being in aid of the reve- 
nue only, anticipated the revenue to be received, 
and forced the Secretary to sequester all the money 
that came in till the debt was provided for. Mr. 
C. thought the introduction of a provision of this 
kind went to defeat the great purpose of the bill, 
which was to get sixteen millions of money in ad- 
dilion to the revenue. This would not get the 
money in addition to the revenue at all; it only 
pledged the revenue as fast as received, and seques- 
tered it from all other uses. 

Mr. PALFREY moved to strike out the fourth 
section. 

Mr. PALEREY said, that should that amend- 
ment prevail, and the bill be reported to the House, 
he should then move in the House to strike out 
the word “ twenty,” in the first section, and insert 
the word “‘ five,’’ so as to make the loan reimburs- 
able at the end of five years; and then he should 
further move to instruct the Committee of Ways 
and Means to reporta bill laying a direct tax for a 
sufficient sum to constitute a sinking fund for the re- 
imbursement of the principal and interest of the loan. 

He would, if possible, within the five minutes 
allowed him by the rule, briefly state his reasons 
for this course. 

First, he believed it would be a sure way to 
bring about a speedy peace. Fighting seemed to 
many people a very agreeable thing, qs long as 
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they were not made to feel how expensive a lux- 
ury it was. But he believed there .was many a 
constituency in this country, now very greedy for 
blood and glory, who would not receive more than 
one visit from the collector before they would be 
sending instructions to their Representatives here 
to put a stop to the war without delay. 

Again: a direct tax always was the proper war 
tax. If you would not take that, you must look 
either to contracting a debt for posterity to pay— 
a course equally dishonest and dangerous—or else 
to obtaining a sufficient revenue from duties on 
imports, a thing practically impossible. We have 
no right to burden posterity with the payment of 
the expenses ofthis war. We have theglory,such 
as itis, and it is but fair that we should pay the 
bill. And the example of England ought to warn 
us of the danger of laying the charges of our wars 
on future times. As to getting a sinking fung for 
the proposed loan from the ordinary revenues of 
the country, every one must see it was out of 
the question. It was mere trifling to speak of such 
a thing. He put it to his friend, the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, whether 
he believed it possible, by any adjustment of a 
tariff system, to obtain a revenue of more than 
thirty-five millions.of dollars from imposts? And 
that sum would do no more, or scarcely more, than 
meet the ordinary expenses of the Government on 
a peace establishment, leaving little or nothing to 

o to the payment of the six millions of dollars of 
Interest on the public debt, to say nothing of the 
principal. It was true that the amount of import- 
ations, and the amount of revenue obtained from 
them, would increase with the growth of the coun- 
try; but there was not the slightest reason to sup- 
pose that they would increase in a greater ratio 
than the public expenses, or that the receipts from 
the custom-house could be relied upon to do more§ 
than meet the current charges of the Government, 
under any tariff system that could be devised. 

The chairman, in allusion to that article of the 
Constitution which provides that direct taxes shall 
be apportioned among the States according to their 
population, had said that such a tax would falk 
heavil¥ on Ohio, Indiana, and other States, whose 
wealth was not in proportion to their numbers. 
That argument might do very well for the chair- 
man and his constituents, but 1t worked the other 
way for him (Mr. P.) and his. The people of 
Massachusetts were large consumers of foreign 
articles, and accordingly paid a large amount of 
indirect taxes into the treasury; while, from their 
comparatively small numbers, their assessment of 
a direct tax would not be burdensome. They 
were friends to a protective system, believing it to 
be a wise and beneficial feature of national policy. 
But, he repeated, no system of duties could be 
made to yield more than would be wanted from — 
year to year, after the restoration of peace. Mas- 
sachusetts was always ready to pay her full pro- 
portion of the public dues. She contributed 
cheerfully and freely to every charge that went to 
promote the prosperity and honor of the country. 
But as to this war, she would like that those who 
approved and enjoyed it more than she did should 
pay more largely for their satisfaction. She would 
like to-contribute as small a share as possible to 
what she regarded with loathing and abhorrence— 
what, in a solemn legislative resolve, a few months 
ago, she had designated as ‘‘a war of conquest, 
‘hateful in its objects, wanton, unjust, and uncon- 
‘stitutional in its origin and character—a war 
‘against freedom, against humanity, against jus- 
‘tice, against the Union, against the Constitution, 
‘and against the free States.” [Laughter from the 
war side of the House. ] 

Mr. CoLLamER’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PatrRey’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
strike out the fourth section, and insert— 

That the faith of the United States is hereby pledged to 
provide and establish sufficient to pay, in addition to the 
ordinary expenses of the Government, the interest on the 
stock issued under the authority of tħis act, in such annual 
appropriation, as a sinking fund, as will reimburse the entire 
loan at or before its maturity. 

Mr. R. said he concurred in the opinion ex- 
ressed, that the clause in the fourth section should 
e stricken out in accordance with the proposed 

amendment. ‘The pledge of the revenues from the 
customs, in the first instance, to the payment of 
the principal of this loan, was either unmeaning 
and deceptive, or it defeated entirely the objects of 
the loan bill. If it meant anything, a was to 
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have any operation whatever, by way of security 
to the holder of the stock, it must be construed to 
provide for the setting apart the receipts from cus- 
toms as they were received, as a sinking fund, to 
reimburse the whole loan, before anything was 
applied to any other purpose except the principal 
and interest of the loan. 

But Mr. R. thought that it was very proper to 
pledge the faith of the Government, not only to 
pay the interest of the loan, but to make provision 

y law annually to appropriate a sum sufficient 
not only to pay the interest, but such a sum asa 
sinking fund as would reimburse the whole loan 
at its moiy. It was most improvident legisla- 
tion to grant large loans and make no provision for 
their reimbursement. The expenses of the two 
years ending next July, by the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, would exceed the .income 
from the customs, public lands, and all miscellane- 
ous sources, by at least fifty-five millions of dol- 
jars, and, after deducting the balance on hand at 
the commencement of these two years, the excess 
would be at least forty-six millions, for which no 
provision was made except by borrowing. It was 
clearly the duty of Congress, at its present session, 
to make some provision by an increase of duties 
for this lafge deficit. The only provision recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury was a 
duty on tea and coffee; and the wise scheme of 
reducing the price of the public lands. The only 
friend of tha Administration who may be said to 
have discussed this bill at all, was one of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, who had tacitly 
abandoned this last source of revenue, and avowed 
his preference for a direct tax as the best mode of 
increasing the revenues of the country. The tax 
on tea and coffee was defeated on a direct vote in 
the House of Representatives last year, when the 
friends of the Administration had a majority of 
seventy in this House, and no one supposes that 
either that peepee or one to impose a direct tax 
can prevail. ‘I'he amount proposed to be raised by 
a tea and coffee tax was comparatively trifling. 

The clear duty of Congress, in his view, was to 
adopt such a modification of existing revenue laws 
as would increase the receipts into the treasury 
annually at least ten millions of dollars. Such a 
measure could not appropriately be embraced in 
this bill, but he hoped would be seriously acted on 
by Congress during its present session. 

He should vote for this bill, because the money 
proposed to be raised by it was needed to pay the 
existing debts of the nation, for the payment of 
which no one denied the liability, and he was 
against all repudiation, either by the States or the 
General Government. 

The amendment was rejected. 

_ Mr. STRONG moved to amend the fourth sec- 
tion by striking out all after the enacting words, 
and inserting— 

That the faith of the United States is hereby pledged to 
provide and establish sufficient revenues for the regular pay- 
ment of the interest and for the redemption of said stock. 

Mr.STRONG explained and enforced his amend- 
ment. He objected to the whole principle of pledg- 
ing in a special manner any particular portion of 
the revenues of the country to the payment of this 
debt. If we obtained this money we obtained it 
on the faith of the Government, and if the customs 
were specially pledged it would be after all but 
giving the faith of the Government. The public 
creditor had no more to rely upon in the one case 
than in the other; in all cases they must rely on 
the faith, on the credit of the Government. 

Any additional pledge was, therefore, wholly 

. unnecessary; and it was, moreover, unusual. In 
logking back to the loans made by the Govern- 
ment during the last war he did not.find any spe- 
cific pledge; the only pledge was the general one, 
that the United States would raise a sufficient 
amount of revenue for the payment of the public 
debt, whatever it might be. 

- But we had already pledged the proceeds of the 
punic lands by the loan bill of the last session. 

hey were now entirely beyond our control. If 
we now proceeded to pledge the proceeds of the 
customs for the payment of this interest, what 
would we have to pledge when we came again to 
autharize another loan? Nothing but what was 
already mortgaged. There was no precedent, no 
reason whatever why the creditor of the Govern- 
ment should call upon it for any specific pledge, 
and he did not believe there was any such call. 

The amendment was agreed to.. ) 


Mr. ROCKWELL moved the following as a 
new section, to come in after the fourth section: 
That there be annually appropriated, as a sinking fund, 


such sum from the resources as will reimburse the entire 
loan at its maturity. 


The amendment was rejected. 


The 5th section being under consideration, in 
the following words: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to purchase, 
at any time betore the period herein limited for the redemp- 
‘tion of the stock hereby created, such portion thereof at the 
inarket price, not below par, as the funds of the Government 
may admit of, after meeting all the demands on the treasu- 
ry; and any surplus that hereafter may be in the treasury is 
hereby appropriated to that object. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved an amend- 
ment, to strike out the words ‘* not below par.”’ 

Mr. E. said a few words in support of his amend- 
ment, but was not heard so as to be reported. ` 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
rejected. 


Mr. POLLOCK moved to amend so as to make 
it read “at par.” He argued that it was proper 
that the stock should be redeemed at par; not 
above par, or below par. The Government, in 

urchasing the stock, should pay no more or no 
ess than the face of it. If our stocks were at par, 
and could be purchased, let the Government re- 
deem them, when the means in the treasury would 
admit; if it could not be done at par, it was better 
to pay the interest, and the Government should 
not attempt to buy up its own stock at Jess than 
par. Equal and exact justice should characterize 
all its transactions, as those of every good citizen. 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
rejected. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, moved to strike 
out the word *‘ below,’’ and insert ‘* above,’’ so as 
to make it read ‘‘ not above par.”’ 

He thought the House would certainly not in- 
sist upon the provisions of the section as it now 
stood. If the Government had the means in its 
treasury to redeem this stock, and it was selling in 
the market below par, he argued that it should be 
at liberty to go out on an equal footing with indi- 
vidual purchasers, and buy at the market price. 
[f the stocks of the Government were selling in 
open market at 80 or 90 per cent., and the Gov- 
ernment were required to purchase at par, it would 
allow the Government to choose its favorites, 
whose stock it saw fit to take, and would be doing 
injustice to all others. He trusted the Govern- 
ment would be allowed to buy its stocks on the 
best terms it could, not above par. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The 6th and last section was read and agreed to 
without amendment or modification. 
The bill having been gone through— 


Mr. McKAY moved a substitute therefor, of 
thirteen printed pages. The proceedings will ex- 
plain its leading provisions. 

Mr. McKAY observed that there was a section 
in his substitute proposing a tax on tea and coffee, 
which, under the decision of the Chair yesterday, 
he did not know whether it would be considered 
in order. These loan bills, however, had always 
been considered purely revenue bills. It had been 
decided over and over again that the Senate could 
not originate a loan bill; that it was in the nature 
of a tax bill; and therefore he took it, if this prop- 
osition were true, (and the uniform practice of the 
House had been in conformity with it,) that the 
decision announced by the Chairman on yesterday, 
when his friend from Maryland [Mr. eal 
offered an amendment proposing a tax on tea an 
coffee, was erroneous, and that it was clearly not 
out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN was understood to say, that 
the decision by which he ruled the amendment of 
the gentleman from Maryland out of order, would 
by no means involve the decision that this section 
was put of order—it being one section of an entire 
bill which was offered as a substitute for the bill of 
the committee. 

Mr. McKAY was very happy to hear that such 
was the decision of the Chair, and he would ac- 
cordingly offer the substitute of which he had given 
notice, and which had been printed and laid on 
their tables. 

Of course it would not be expected, that in the 
five minutes which wereeallowed him he should 
attempt to go into an explanation of the various 
provisions of the substitute which he offered. He 


had expected to address the House during the de- 
bate, but the state of his health had been such as 
to prevent him; and now, if the previous question 
was not moved and seconded in the House, he 
should take occasion, before the bill was passed, to 
give his views; otherwise he should do it when 
the deficiency bill came up. He should endeavor 
to show that there was great deception on the other 
side of the House in respect to the condition of the 
finances. 

This substitute was simply a copy of the bill 
passed at the last session authorizing the issue of 
treasury notes and a loan, with some amendments. 

One of these was the provision, that, when re- 
quired, coupons might be attached to the certifi- 
cates of stock, and they then be made transferable 
oy delivery instead of upon the books of the 

reasury alone. 48 

Another variation from the bill of last session— 
and a very important one—consisted in the pro- 
viso to the first section, that the amount of treas- 
ury notes outstanding at any one time under this 
and all preceding acts of Congress should not ex- 
ceed twenty millions of dollars. He had put in 
this proviso at the suggestion of gentlemen on the 
other side, who gave him some assurances; but he 
did not expect to see them act up to them. He 
meant, they were not bound at all by intimations 
which they gave out of the House. He knew they 
were pretty much machines here—going along In 
masses. He often did it himself—he acknowl- 
edged the fact. 

Passing by ather considerations, he would state 
the reason why he considered treasury notes pre- 
ferable to a loan. It was that these treasury notes 
formed a sort of temporary floating debt, which, in 
case peace should be shortly concluded, the Gov- 
ernment would be enabled to pay off——— 

Mr. McKay was here arrested midway in a 
sentence, amid roars of laughter, by the fall of the 
Chairman’s hammer. ~ 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
strike out the first section of the substitute, which 
is as follows : 

‘That the President of the United States is hereby 
authorized to cause treasury notes, for such sum or sums as 
the exigencies of the Government may require, but not ex- 
ceeding in the whole amount of notes issued the sum of 
fifteen millions of dollars, and of denominations not les® 
than fifty dollars for any one note, to be prepared, signed, 
and issued in the manner hereinatter provided: Provided, 
That the amount of treasury notes outstanding at any one . 
time, that may be issued under this and all preceding acts of 
Congress, shall not exceed twenty millions of dollars.” 

Mr. S. denounced the proposition as an attempt, 
in connection with the sub-treasury, to establish a 
vast Government bank—a non-specie-paying bank, 
issuing millions upon millions of paper, without a 
dollar of specie to redeem it. ‘Treasury notes are 
now below par: increase their amount to the ex- 
tent now proposed, and they will sink greatly 
below par; and of course every dollar of revenue 
will then be paid in treasury notes, which the 
treasury was bound to receive at par. Having 
nothing but treasury notes, they could pay nothing 
else: when the old pensioner or his widow, when 
the soldier or his heirs, call for their pay, they must 
take treasury notes or nothings—that, or starve. 
They would,be taken, and carried over the street to 
Messrs. Corcoran & Riggs, (Mr. Walker’s favorite 
bankers,) and sold at, perhaps, ten or fifteen per 
cent. discount, and then Messrs. Corcoran & Riggs 
would walk over to the treasury and fund them at 
six per cent., payable half-yearly. This was a 
scheme to enrich bankers and money-shavers, at 
the expense of the poor and honest people of the 
country. They must have the money; they can- 
not do without it; they must submit to the sacrifice. 
He was opposed to this whole paper-money sys- 
tem—a system to make ‘‘ the rich richer, and the 
poor poorer;’’ a system to enrich bankers, brokers, 
and misers, at the expense of honest meg. He 
would go for no such a swindling system as this. 
These treasury notes must depreciate; they could ` 
not be redeemed; they would be no better than the 
paper of a suspended bank. 

ook, sir, at the fact: your expenditures exceed- 
ing your entire revenue more than forty millions 
a year; requiring ten dollars a head for every tax- 
payer in the United States per annum, together 
with all our present revenués, to pay the expenses 
of this war. The taxables of the United States 
are estimated at four millions—being one-fifth of 
our population. Could they bear this increased 
burden of ten dollars a head % To borrow was but 
to postpone, and aggravate the evil day when it 
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came. In this state of things, what is proposed by 
this Administration and its friends here? To put 
a miserable duty on tea and coffee. Yes; take it 
off wine, as was yesterday proposed by his col- 
league, (Mr. C. J. Inczrsouz,] and put it on tea 
and coffee! take the duty off his own wine, and put 
it on the old lady’s tea and the poor man’s coffee! 
But this would amount to nothing; it was ‘‘a drop 
in the bucket.’’ But, sir, we have a plan on this 
side of the House that will be alike effective and 
beneficial. We can give you a tariff on the basis 
of the act of 1842 that will afford adequate pro- 
tection to the national industry, and give you ten 
or twelve millions a year more revenue than you 
now receive. 

But the gentleman from New York [Mr. Nico] 
boasted that our imports were doubled recently, 
while our exports had fallen off one-half. And 
must not ruin Inevitably follow such a state of 
things? Might not a man, who was buying and 
consuming every day double as much as he sold, 
as well boast of his prosperity? Ruin was just as 
certain to the nation as it would be to the individ- 
ual guilty of such folly and extravagance. ‘These 
enormous importations were not only carrying 
away our specie and Government stocks by mil- 
lions, but they were breaking down American es- 
tablishments. Accounts of failures were reaching 
us daily, and to a vast extent. Yes, sir, and these 
failures are made the theme of exultation by the 
‘“ Union,” the official paper, the organ of this Ad- 
ministration, which rejoices at the ruin of the im- 
mense American manufacturing establishments— 
rejoices that they are broken down by the British 
—by British importations. Sir, I will give you 
the words of the editor of the ** Union” in his pa- 
per of yesterday morning. In speaking of the fail- 
ure of several large establishments, and among 
others of an immense iron establishment at Wor- 
cester, he says: 

« It is perhaps fortunate for the great iron interest that the 
extravagance of some of them that have gone headlong into 


it has been so soon arrested by the iron suddenly thrown into 
this market from the revulsions in Great Britain.’ 


Yes, sir, fortunate that American manufactures 
have been arrested, broke down by the British, by 
‘¢ British iron suddenly thrown into our markets. ”’ 
Such are the British sentiments of this American 
official—President Polk and Secretary Walker’s 
organe But thisis not all. Alluding to these 
matters, the organ further says, ‘it is an ill wind 
that blows no good.’’ Itisa good wind that blows 
in British goods, blowsup American manufactures, 
and blows back their ships filled with American spe- 
cie and stocks. This is the wind for the British and 
this American organ; but it isa wind, a sirocco that 
brings death to American industry. But what 
next? Henextsays: ‘‘ The salutary check which 
the iron-masters are receiving will be a good les- 
son to every prudent man.” Yes, sir, ‘a saluta- 
ry check.” Stop American manufactures, and turn 
them, men, women, and children, out without em- 
ployment to starve, to support British labor and 
send our money to pay for British iron, made b 
British labor, out of British coal, ore, and ABE | 
tural produce consumed in its manufacture, while 
our own farmers are deprived of these great home 
markets for their produce. American labor turn- 
ed out to beg, and American coal and ore left 
useless in our mountains. And this is ‘a good 
lesson,” says Mr. Polk’s organ! Sir, the Ameri- 
can people, when they read this, will give him and 
his partisans ‘‘a good lesson” and ‘a salutary 
check” at the polls, which they will not soon for- 

et. 

But this is not all. In conclusion: the “ Union” 
says, ‘‘ free trade’’ will give them a market for their 
goods in distant countries, and even in the face of 
the English Manchester itself; and will, in the end, 
Ads their great interest a much better protection 
than the stringent tariff of 1842. | 

Free trade a better protection than the tariff of 
1842! What does this mean? The protection 
which the wolf, ‘in the well-known fable of 
Æsop,” gave the lamb; and under “ free trade,” 
we are to export goods to England—to ‘* Man- 
chester’’—to “distant countries.”” When? When 
by ‘‘ free trade’? American labor is brought down 
to the level of the labor ‘‘in those distant coun- 
tries,’’,and below it, and not before. You must 
work longer, and harder, and cheaper, and sell 
cheaper before you can send your goods to Man- 
chester; and the ‘‘ Union”’ and its supporters know 
it; and this is the condition,to which they intend to 
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bring the free people and prosperous labor of this 
country—12j cents a day. This is the inevitable 
result of their system. And with ‘free trade” 
where is your revenue? It is gone—every dollar 
of it—and you must draw your whole revenue by 
direct taxation from labor reduced to 125 cents a 
day. This is the result—the certain result of the 
‘< free-trade” policy of this Administration. There 
is no escape from it. What will the people of this 
country say to sucha system? I refer the ques- 
tion to their decision. l 

Before the question was taken on Mr. Stew- 
ART’s motion— 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
add, at the end of the first section, the words ‘‘ in- 
cluding the amount authorized to be hypothecated, 
in pursuance of the provisions of this act and 
other acts of Congress.” 

Mr. R., in support of the amendment, said that 
the amount of treasury notes outstanding, and in 
the possession of the treasury, was within about 
half a million of the whole amount which, by the 
provisions of this substitute, the Secretary was au- 
thorized to keep out at any one time; except so 
far as the notes should be funded, the whole addi- 
tional amount authorized to be issued of these 
treasury notes specified would be only that sum— 
of a half a million of dollars. It was conceded that 
this would be the result of the passing of the sub- 
stitute. He was apprehensive that some evasion 
might be attempted of this provision in the substi- 
tute, or the Administration wpuld soon find itself 
seriously embarrassed if this their favorite measure 
should prevail. The Secretary might, under the 
provisions of this substitute, obtain a loan on the 
hypothecation of the treasury notes, and the ob- 


ject of the amendment was to render the section 


clear, and to provide expressly what was indeed 
agreed to be the fair construction of the act, that 
the notes hypothecated should be deemed a part of 
the twenty millions allowed to be issued and out- 
standing of the notes authorized under this act and 
the preceding loan acts, and not in addition to that 
sum. : 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, moved to amend 
by adding the words, ‘* but no treasury notes shall 
be issued under this act until the President shall 
have nominated and the Senate confirmed the 
nomination of commissioners to negotiate a peace 
with Mexico.” Rejected. 


The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Srewart to strike out the first section, and it was 
rejected. 


The second section was then read. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to strike out that 
section. Lost. a 

Mr. GREGORY then moved to amend it by 
adding the words, ‘“ on all notes of the denomina- 
tion of $100 and upwards, hut no rate of interest 
shall be paid on any note of a lower denomina- 
tion.’ Rejected. 


The fourth section having been read— 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL ‘moved to add to the 
clause which authorizes the issue of a part of the 
treasury notes to such persons as choose to receive 
them “at par,” the words ‘‘ or at a rate below the 
market price.” 

He said these evidences of debt might be dis- 
posed of in a variety of ways. They might he 
given for money that might be borrowed, or they 
might be hypothecated or pledged under particu- 
lar circumstances; and all this would give the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury a great power, and enable 
him to exercise favoritism. He might let them go 
at par, when in reality.they were worth a great 
deal more.. Treasury notes have, almost in all 
instances, risen above par. He thought his friend 
fgom Pennsylvania (supposed to be an allusion to 
Mr. Stewart) was mistaken when he supposed 
that at this moment they were not at par. How- 
ever, the Secretary of the Treasury ought to be 
prohibited from selecting favored individuals to 
whom to issue them at better rates than they would 
be taken -at by others. Whether, therefore, the 
substitute should be ultimately adopted or not, he 
desired the amendment to be now made, to guard 
against even the possibility of favoritism being 
allowed to be vested in a single individual by a 
treasury note bill. : 

The amendment was*adopted. f 

Mr. GREGORY moved to strike out all the con- 
eluding part of the section. Lost. 


The sections from thd 5th to the 17th, inclusive, 
were respectively read, and no amendments of- 
fered. 

The 18th section having been read— 

Mr. GRINNELL submitted an amendment to 
strike out all relating to the receiving of proposals 
and appointing agents to negotiate the loan, and 
to insert the amendment which on his motion was 
attached to the bill reported by the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means. It was 
adopted. | 

Section 19 was passed without amendment. 

Section 20 having been read— 

Mr. McK AY moved to amend it by striking out 
the words ‘principal of and;’’ so as to pledge 
the revenue arising from customs for the payment 
of the interest only, and not the principal. The 
amendment was agreed to. | 

Section 21 having been read— 

Mr. COLLAMER moved to add at the end of 
the section a provision to repeal the tariff act of 
1846, and revive the tariff act of 1842. He said, 
if they were to begin a system of new taxation, 
he preferred that they should have a system by 
which it was perfectly clear they could realize nine 
millions of dollars more on importations. He 
thought the exigencies of the Government would 
require this amount, at the same time that it would 
give some protection to our own industry, and save 
the Government from the necessity of making any 
loans whatever. | 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired if the effect of 
this amendment would not be to revive the tariff 
act of 1842. 

{Loud cries of ‘* Yes.” ] 

Mr. McLANE inquired if the 21st section of 
the substitute to which this amendment was offered 
was itself in order. The Chair had heretofore 
decided that amendments which proposed taxation 
were not in order as amendments to a bill which 
proposed to raise a loan; yet such was the charae- 
ter of this section. 

A long conversation ensued on this point. 

The CHAIR decided that the section was part 


of an entire substitute, which the gentleman from 


North Carolina, [Mr. McKay,] a member of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, had reported on 
behalf of the minority of that committee. It was 
referred by the House to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, was read and 
acted upon by the committee, and hence the objec- 
tion came too late. ee” 

Several appeals were taken from the decision of 
the Chair; but, after much desultory discussion, 
they were withdrawn, and the decision of the 
Chair acquiesced in. 

T'ellers were then called for on Mr. CoLLAMER’S 
amendment, and Messrs. Boyp and PoLŁocK were 
appointed; and thay reported 84 in the affirmative 
and 95 in the negative; so the amendment was re- 


jected. i 


Mr. WENTWORTH moved the addition of 
proviso to the 2ist section, in the following words. 

And be it further provided, In order to still further increase 
the revenue, that all lands belonging to the United States 
which have been in market and subject to entry for ten 
years, and not more than fifteen years, may be entered at 
one dollar per acre ; all lands belonging to the United States 
which have been in market and subject to entry for fif- 
teen years, and not more than twenty-five years, may be 
entered at seventy five cents per acre; and all such lands 
which have been in market and subject to entry for more 
than twenty-five years, may be entered at fifty cents per 
acre; and all such lands which have been in market and 
subject to entry for more than thirty years, may be entered 
at twenty-five cents per acre; and all such lands which 
have been in market and subject to entry for more than 
thirty-five years shall be granted to the States in which they 


lie. 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of orger 
on the ground of irrelevancy. 

Mr. WENTWORTH inquired if the statement 
of the object for'which the reductions were pro- 

osed to be made did not make it relevant. 

The CHAIR replied in the negative, inasmuch 
as a preamble was not part of a bill. 

Mr. WENTWORTH then moved to strike out 
the words from Mr. McKayr’s substitute which 
proposed to limit taxation on tea and coffee to two 
years after the exchange of the ratification of 
a treaty of peace. He said he viewed the taxa- 
tion of tea and coffee and the war both as great 
evils, and he wished to get rid ofboth at the same 
time. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved to:strike dut “two 
years,” and insert ‘one year.” Lost. 


s 


1848. — 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
strike out all this 21st section, levying a tax on tea 
and coffee, and insert the following: 

In addition to the duties now levied and collected on the 
following articles, there shall be levied and collected on silks 
and the :rmauufactures of silk, on all Kinds of linen and the 
manufactures of linen, on iron and the manufactures of iron, 
and steel aud manufactures thereof, and glass, ten per cent. ; 
and on the free lists under existing laws, a duty of fifteen 
per cent.,excepting on gold and silver, on goods, wares, and 
merchandise, the growth, produce, or manufacture of the 
United States, exported from the same, and brought hack 
again, as provided forin schedule I of the act of July 30, 
1846; also, statuary and paintings, wearing apparel actually 
in use, and other personal effects not merchandise, profes- 
sional books, implements, instruments, and tools of trade, 
occupation, or employment of persons arriving in the Uni- 
ted States; which said duties shall be and remain collect- 
able tor and during the continuance of the war with Mexico, 
and for one year thereafter, and no longer. 


The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WENTWORTH moved to add at the end 


of the section the words ‘‘and the “duty on salt 
shall cease from and after the passage of this act.” 
Lost. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, rose and said he was 
about to do that which he feared would, in all 
probability, bring him in contact with the opinions 
of many of those with whom he usually agreed. 
Hie moved to strike out from the third line the 
words “‘ coffee and,” and the provisoes to the sec- 
tion. He supposed he should bring down on his 
head a portion of the community, but he was re- 
sponsible only to his constituents, and he should 
endeavor to carry out his pledges on this occasion, 
and on all others. Having pledged himself to his 
constituents that he would vote against any bill 
brought into this House to tax coffee, he trusted 
that would be a sufficient apology for his motion 
to strike out such portions of the section as pro- 
posed to do that which he was pledged to op- 
pose. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. GREGORY moved to add: ** And in order 
to increase the revenue, that the revenue duties 
levied by virtue of the act of July, 1846, be in- 
creased one-sixth on each and every item on the 
amount now assessed, to commence on the Ist 
day of July next, and to be continued during the 
existence of the war debt, which increased duty 
is hereby pledged for the payment of the interest 
on the loan hereby created, and to provide for the 
redemption of the principal.” Rejected. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts,tmoved to amend 
- by striking out the words ‘‘ after the passage ef 
this act,” and insert “ from and after the Ist day 
of May next.” Rejected. 

Mr.WENTWORTH moved an amendment, to 
add at the end of section 21 the following: 

And be it further enacted, That from and after the passage 
of this act, there shall be collected by the marshals in the 
several districts of the United States, under such regulations 
as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, an 
annual tax of 20 percent. ad valorem on all gold and silver 
ware exceeding in value fifty dollars; and in all cases where 
the marshals shall not themselves collect this duty, they are 
hereby authorized to employ the assessor, collector, sheriff, 
or coroner, in each of the same counties or parishes of the 
several States, to aid them in collecting said tax; and a 
compensation of one per cent. shall be allowed on the 
amount of tax collected and paid over under the provisions 
of this act. 

Mr. W. said he should quote no authority in 
support of the amendment he had offered, because 
it was one which his own mind approved. But he 
knew there were gentlemen who looked, in form- 
ing their course, to the opinions of others. To 
such he would say that this amendment was but 
a transcript of one offered by the present Secretary 
of the Treasury when a Senator, whilst the tariff 
of 1842 was pending. In his speech made in the 
Senate at that session, he demonstrated that an 
amount of five or ten millions might be raised from 
that source alone. [A yoice: ‘* Yes; from twenty 
to thirty millions."’] Now, if gentlemen thought 
the Secretary correct, he hoped they would not 
reject this amendment to the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HAMMONS moved to strike out the en- | 


tire section under consideration—viz: the 2lst. 
Rejected. 

r. GRINNELL moved to strike out the 22d 
section of the substitute. Rejected. 

The 23d section was read and agreed to. 

The 24th section was read. 

Mr. INGE moved to amend so as to require the 
Secretary of the Treasury to report weekly to 
Congress the amount of treasury notes issued 
under this act. , 
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Mr. INGE said he had submitted this motion 
to amend with a view of replying to one remark 
which had been made by his colleague [Mr. Coss, | 
in relation to the tax upon coffee. He felt bound 
to say that in what his colleague had done he had 
not reflected the feelings of the people of Alabama. 
[Several voices : ‘‘ Is this in order?”] Mr I. said 
he felt bound to say so, not only as a represent- 
ative of his own constituents, [here Mr. I. was 
called to order,} but in relation to both parties in 
Alabama. The gentleman had told the committee 
that he was acting under pledges. 

Here the CHAIR reminded Mr. I. that these 
remarks were not relevant to the amendment or to 
the bill, and were out of order. 

Mr. INGE. The gentleman has said here, that 
he is acting under pledges. I say [cries of ‘or- 
der’’]—I say that no part of his own district will 
sustain him. I believe that it would be a foul re- 
flection on the people of Alabama. 

The CHAIR again interposed and called Mr. 
Ince to order. 

Mr. INGE. I entertain no unkind feelings to- 
wards that gentleman. 

The CHAIR here warned Mr. Ince, that if he 
continued to violate the order of the House, he 
would be ordered to take his seat. 

Mr. INGE said he was sorry he had felt con- 
strained to go counter to the order of the House; 
his only object had been to reply to the remarks 
of his colleague: he now withdrew his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COBB was anxious to ‘make a rejoinder, 
but the House refused leave. 

The 24th section was then agreed to. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the substi- 
tute as amended. Decided by tellers: Ayes 82, 
noes 104. So the substitute was disagreed to. 

Mr. McKAY then proposed to modify his sub- 
stitute by striking out the twenty-first and twenty- 
second sections, (the former proposing a tax on 
tea and coffee, and the latter appropriating twenty 
thousand dollars to defray the expenses of issuing. 
treasury notes, ).and also by raising the amount of 
treasury notes to be authorized to sixteen millions; 
and this modified proposition he now moved as a 
substitute for the bill as amended. 

Mr. STEPHENS raised the point, that the 
committee having refused to insert one substitute, 
no other could be offered. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order; 
and, an appeal being taken by Mr. STEPHENS, 
he fortified himself by reading from Jefferson’s 
Manual. 

After some conversation, and amid not a little 
confusion and excitement in the House, Mr. S. 
waived the appeal. 

Mr. ASHMUN raised the point, that it was not 
in order to offer the substitute again—it being, as 
modified, substantially the same proposition upon 
which the committee had just voted. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled this point of order. 

Mr. VINTON appealed from the decision; but, 
amid the confusion of the House, the appeal was 
not again heard of by the reporter. It was, he 
believes, not insisted on. 

The modified substitute then retaining its posi- 
tion as the pending proposition— 

Mr. McKAY said he regretted exceedingly that 
his friends on this side of the House had not 
brought themselves up to vote for the proposition 
(contained in his first substitute) for a tax on tea 
and coffee. If they had not nerve enough to vote 
for it, they had no right to expect the other side 


.of the House would. We (said he) are the per- 


sons who have brought on this war, and we 
are properly responsible for all ita consequences, 
[roars of laughter,] and we ought to provide the 
means for carrying it on. What I mean is, that | 
we on this side are the advocates and supporters of 
the war. What do you suppose the whole amount | 
of this enormous tax will be, of which gentlemen 
are so afraid? I have a number of tables before me, 
which I will publish, that the country may see what 
this monstrous tax upon tea and coffee amounts to. 
Jt amounts to a charge of only thirteen cents upon 
each individual in the United States. 

Mr. McK. said there was a difference in the 
amount of treasury notes proposed to be issued 
by the present substitute and that which was pro- 
posed in his first amendment. This proposed the 
amount of $16,000,000 of treasury notes; the sub- 
stitue of the minority of the Committee of Ways 
and Means proposed $15,000,000, because they 


supposed that, if the tax were laid upon tea and 
coffee it would yield at least one million of dollars 


for the remainder of the year. But the committee 
having refused to insert this, he had increased the 


_proposed amount to $16,000,000. 


This brought up the naked question, then, be- 
fore the committee, whether they would authorize 
a competent loan by treasury notes and stock, or 
whether they would take the stock alone, and 
place this Government, in this perilous period of 
her history, completely in the power of the capi- 
talists of the country? Why, your treasury notes 
have always been superior during time of war to 
stock loans. As was remarked by his friend from 
Illinois, [Mr. Ficxxin,] during the last war with. 
Great Britain your treasury notes never fell below 
17 per cent. under par, while your Government 
stock was down to 30 per cent: below par. And 
during times of loans, from 1837 down to the 
present time, your treasury notes have been supe- 
rior to your stock. And what is this monstrous 
difference between treasury notes and stock, about 
which gentlemen on the other side talk so much? 
Talk about a Government bank, as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania declared the issue of treasur 
notes would make! The proposition was absurd. 
The simple feature of a bank 

The hammer here fell. . 

The question being taken on this second substi- 
tute by tellers, the vote stood: Ayes 104, noes 
105. 

So the modified substitute of Mr. McKay was 
rejected. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved that the committee now 
rise and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. McKAY was desirous of offering another 
substitute. 

Mr. TOOMBS contended that it was not in or- 
dor for him to do it. The bill reported from the 
committee had been gone through with section by 
section, and the gentleman’s substitute had been 
fully considered and rejected. The duty of the 
committee was now to report the original bill as 
amended. i 

The CHAIR was understood to rule Mr. Mc- 
Kay to be in order; and referred to a rule of the 
House which declared, that though one substi- 
tute was rejected, it did not preclude the offering 
of another. 

Mr. McKAY then moved the suhstitute which 
he desired, which consisted of the bill reported by 
the majority of the committee, with an alteration 
making the amount of the loan seventeen millions; 
making also the certificates of stock receivable in 
payment of the public dues, and (in an additional 
section) authorizing the issue of treasury notes for 
such proportion of the amount as in the opinion of 
the President may be required by the public inter- 
ests; provided that the whole amount of treasury 
notes outstanding at any one time under this and 
all previous acts shall not exceed twenty millions; 
and provided that the treasury notes hereby au- 
thorized shall be issued under all the conditions, 
restrictions, and limitations imposed by the act of 
28th January, 1847, authorizing the issue of treas- 
ury notes. 

The CHAIR said it was but andther form of 
modification of the substitute which had been 
tenes gone through with; and he ruled it out of 
order. 

Mr McKAY replied with warmth; and took an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

But the decision was affirmed by a vote of the 
committee taken by tellers: Ayes 105. ie 

The committee then rose and reported the bill of 


the majority of the Committee of Ways and Means 
as amended. : ee 
Mr. VINTON moved the previous question, 
which was seconded: Ayes 106, noes 104. | 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas moved that the 
House adjourn. Decided in the negative: Ayes 84, 
noes 115. ., 
The main question was then ordered to be put; 
which main question was, Will the House concur 
with the Committee of the Whole in their amend- 
ments? and the several amendments of the Com» 
mittee of the Whole were separately agreed to. 
The bill, as thus amended, provides as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the United States 
be and he is hereby authorized, at any time within one year 
from the passage of this act, to borrow, on the credit of the 
United States; sum not exceeding sixteen millions of dol- 
lars, or so much thereof as in his opinion the exigencies 
of the Government may require, at a rate of interest not 
exceeding six per centum per annum, payable quarterly or 
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semi-annually; which loan shall be made reimbursable at 
any time after twenty years from the first day of July next 
after the passage of this act; and said money, so borrowed, 
shall, on being first duly appropriated therefor, be applied, 
in addition to the money now in the treasury, or which may 
bz received therein from other sources, to defray any of the 
public expenses which have been heretofore or may be here- 
after authorized by law; and the stock issued on such loan 
shall be transferable on the books of the treasury. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be and he is hereby authorized, with the con- 
sent of the President of the United States, to cause to be 
prepared certificates of stock, which shall be signed by the 
Register of the Treasury, and sealed with the seal of the 
Treasury Department, for the sum to be borrowed as afore- 
said, or any part thereof, bearing an interest not to exceed 
six per centum per annum, and transferable and reimbfirs- 
able as aforesaid, and to cause said certificates of stock to 
be sold: Provided, That no part of said stock be sold below 
par: And provided, also, That whenever required so to do, 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be attached to 
any certificate or certificates to be issued under this act cou- 
pons of interest; and any certificate having such coupons of 
interest attached to it may be transferable by delivery of the 
certificate, instead of being assignable on the books of the 
treasury; but no certificate of stock shall be issued for a less 
amount than fifty dollars. 

Sec. 3. Jind be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be and he is hereby authorized to receive pro- 
posals for the taking of such loan or any part or parts there- 
uf; and that before disposing of the said stock issued for 
such loan, the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be 
inserted in two public newspapers printed in the city of 
Washington, and notexceeding two public newspapers print- 
ed in the principal city or capital of each State, an adver- 
tisement stating that bids and proposals fọr such loan will be 
received until a certain day, to be specified in such adver- 
tisement, not more than sixty daya or less than twenty days 
from the time ofthe first insertion of said advertisement in 
the two newspapers in the city of Washington, and stating 
the amount of the loan required, and in what instalments, 
and when and where, it will be required to be paid; and the 
dåáid Secretary may pay such expenses as may be necessarily 
incurred in printing and issuing certificates of stock, the 
employment of agents, and expenses incident to the execu- 
tion of this act, which shall not in all exceed the sum of six- 
teen thousand dollars; which sum of sixteen thousand dol- 
lars is hereby appropriated for these purposes, and shall be 
paid out of any money in the treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated: Provided, That no compensation shall be allowed 
to any officer whose salary is fixed by law for any service 
performed by hitn in the execution of this act. 

‘ Bec. 4. And beit further enacted, That the faith of the 
United States is hereby pledged to provide and establish suf- 
ficient revenues for the regular payment of the interest and 
for the redemption of said stock. 

Sec. 5. Anil be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be and he is hereby authorized to purchase, at 
any time before the period herein limited for the redemption 
of the stock hereby created, such portion thereof at the mar- 
ket price, mot below par, as the funds of the Government 
may admit of, after meeting ali the demands on the treasury ; 
and any surplus that hereafter may be in the treasury is 
hereby appropriated to that object. l 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That it shall .be the duty 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to report to Congress, at 
the commencement of the next session, the amount of money 
borrowed under this act, and of whom, and on what terms 
jt shall have been obtained, with an abstract or brief state- 
ment of all the proposals submitted for the same, distinguish- 
na between those accepted and those rejected, with a de- 

ailed statement of the expense of making such loans. 


The bill, as piven above, having been engrossed, 
it was passed by the following vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Green Adams, 
Barringer, Barrow, Bayly, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, 
Black, Blanchard, Bocock, Botts, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brodhead, Brady, William G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert 
G. Brown, Buckner, Burt, Butler, Cabell, Catheart, Chap- 
man, Chase, Clapp, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cocke, 
Collamer, Collins, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, Crozier, 
Cammins, Daniel, Dickey, Dickinson, Dixon, Donnell, 
Danie! Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, 
Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Faran, Farrelly, 
Featherston, Ficklin, Flournoy, Freedley, Fries, French, 
Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Gentry, Goggin, Gott, Green, Gregory, 
Grinnell, Willard P. Hall, Nathan K. Hall, Hammons, James 
G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, 
Haskell, Henley, Henry, Hill, Isaac E. Holmes, Elias B. 
Holmes, George 3. Houston, John W. Houston, Hunt, Inge, 
Charles J. Ingersoli, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Iverson, 
Jameson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James H, Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, John W. Jones, 
Kaufman, Kellogg, Kennon, Thomas Butler King, Lahm, 
La Sére, William T. Lawrence, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, 
Levin, Ligon, Lincoln, Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClel- 
Jand, McClernand, McDowell, McIlvaine, McKay, McLane, 
Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Meade, Miller, Morehead, Morris, 
Morse, Mullin, Marphy, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Nicoll, Out- 
law, Peaslee, Peck, Pendleton, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, Pills- 
bury, Pollock, Preston, Putnam, Rhett, Reynolds, Richey, 
Rockhill, John A. Rockwell, Roman, Rumsey, St. John, 
Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, Simpson, Sims, Slingerland, 
Smart, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stark- 
weather, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, 
Strohm, Strong, Tallmadge, Thibodeaux, Taylor, Thomas, 
Tompkins, Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, 
Robert A. Thompson, Wm. Thompson, Thurston, Toombs, 
Turner, Venable, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, White, 
Wick, Williams, Wiley, Wilmot, and Woodward—192. 

NAYS8—Messrs. Ashmun, Canby, Crowell, Fisher, Gid- 
dings, Hale, Hubbard, Hudson, Daniel P. King, Palfrey, 
Julius Rockwell, Root, Truman Smith, and Wilson—1l4. 


Mr. CLINGMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed. 


Mr. STEPHENS moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. Agreed to. 

The title of the bill was then amended so as to 
read, *‘A bill to authorize a loan not to exceed the 
sum of $16,000,000.’ 

And then the House adjourned. 


Ca) 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred: 


By Mr. CHAPMAN: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Washington, for an act of incorporation for a gas company. 
Also, the memorial of James H. Chezum, for payment for 
work done for the Government. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa: The petition of William 
H. Wallace and 88 other citizens of the State of Iowa, pray- 


ing for the establishment of a mail route from Mount Pieas- 


ant, via Deeds? Mills, Brighton, Oskaloosa, and other inter- 
mediate points, to Monroe city, in Jasper county. Also,the 
memorial of Samuel J. Bayard, esq., late receiver at Fairfield, 
Iowa. 

By Mr. RUMSEY: The remonstrance of citizens of Steu- 
ben county, New York, against revival of patent for Jethro 
Wood’s cast-iron plough. 

By Mr. GOTT: The remonstrance of Charles B. Sedg- 
wick and 86 others, citizens of Onondaga county, New York ; 
alzo, the remonstrance of E. H. Porter and 105 others, citizens 
of the said county ; also, the remonstrance of Samuel L. Ed- 
wards and 211 others, citizens of said county, against the 
passage ofany law to revive or continue the patent of Jethro 
Wood for a cast-iron plough. Also, resolutions of the Ex- 
ecutive Committee of the New York State Agricultural So- 
ciety, against a renewal of said patent. 

By Mr. CONGER: The remonstrance of 116 citizens and 
farmers of Cortland county, New York, against the further 
extension of the patent of Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. TURNER: The petition of M. Chamberlain and 
59 others, praying fora mail route from La Salle to Rock- 
ford, in the State of Illinois. Also, the petition of Samuel 
Crawford and others, praying for the same route. 

By Mr. BUTLER: The petition of citizens of Columbia 
county, Pennsylvania, for the passage of a law causing the 
present mail route from Pottsville to Catawissa to start from 
Pottsville and end at Towanda, Bradford county—the mail 
to be carried daily (except Sunday) direct from Pottsville 
via Bloomsburg and Orangeville to Towanda. 

By Mr. RICHEY: The petition of William Riley, jr., and 
85 others, citizens of Washington county, Ohio, praying the 
establishment of a mail route from Waterford, through Bar- 
low, to Watertown, in said county. 

By Mr. HUDSON: The memorial of Pearson Cowell and 
others, praying that an investigation be made into the man- 
ner in which the patent of Wm. Woodworth, for a planing 
machine, was renewed. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: The application of 
Thomas Griggs, in relation to an improvement in the appli- 
cation of steam to the propulsion of vessels. 

By Mr. DUNCAN, of Ohio: The petition of citizens of 
Franklin county, Ohio, asking for a reduction in newspaper 
postage. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: The petition of the heirs of Ja- 
eoh Cohen. 

By Mr. CRANSTON: The petition of Mary M. Telfair, 
praying for balance due her father, Israel Pearce, for final 
settlement certificates. 

By Mr. SLINGERLAND: The remonstrance and resolu- 
tion of the Executive Committee of the New York State 
Agricultural Society, against the passage of the bill renew- 
ing the patent of Jethro Wood, for improvements in the 
cast-iron plough. Referred to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania: Five memorials 
from citizens of Pennsylvania, against the further continu- 
ance of the patent of Jethro Wood for the cast-iron plough 
to his heirs. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of citizens of Ken- 
dall county, Illinois, for a mail route from Ottawa, via No- 
mey, Newark, and Oswego, to Naperville. 

By Mr. GREEN: The petition of citizens of Rock Island 
county, Illinois, praying a grant of land for the support of 
common schools. Also, a petition of sundry citizens of 
Scotland county, Missouri, praying the establishment of a 
post route from Memphis, in said county, to Keosaqua, in 


- said county. 


By Mr. CONGER: The remonstrance of 40 citizens and 
farmers of Cayuga county, New York, against the further 
extension ofthe patent of Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. GOTT: The memorial of citizens of Oswego 
county, New York, praying for a repeal of the act of Con- 
gress, passed at its last session, imposing postage on news- 
papers within thirty miles of publication. 

By Mr. MULLIN: The remonstrance of Allanson Skin- 
ner and 36 other citizens of the county of Jefferson, New 
York, against the extenson of the patent issued to Jethro 
Wood for the cast-iron plough. 


IN SENATE. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition 
of citizens of Jefferson county , Iowa, remonstrating 
against a change in the mail route from Burlington 
to Fairfield, in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. NILES presented a memorial of insurance 
companies and merchants of the city of New York, 
remonstrating against the repeal of the act of the 
2d March, 1837, concerning pilots; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 
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Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the present condition of the fund 
arising from the sale of the lands ceded by the treaty of Jan- 
uary 14, 1837, with the Saganaw band of Chippewa Indians, 
which were to be disposed of for their benefit; what meas- 
ures are required to effect a sale of said Jands at an early 
period and ata fair price; or whether it be expedient so to 
legislate, that the lands may at once become the property of 
the United States, and a fair compensation be made to the 
{ndians for them ; and whether, in justice and equity, pro- 
vision should not now be made, in anticipation of the sale 
of the lands, or as a part of such compensation if they are 
taken by the Government, for the payment of the class of 
obligations provided for in said treaty, and embraced in 
schedule B, which were not provided for out of the amount 
advanced by the United States for other obligations and ob- 
jects provided for in the same treaty. 

Mr. NILES submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to inquire whether further legislation is not expedient and 
necessary to protect the revenue from fraud in the importa- 
tion of tea and coffee. l 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
petition of Patrick Walker, submitted a report ac- 
companied by a bill granting a pension to Patrick 
Walker. 

The bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading, and the report ordered to be printed. 


MR. DICKINSON’S RESOLUTIONS. 

On motion by Mr. YULEE, the prior orders 
were suspended, and the Senate resumed the con- 
sideration of the resolutions submitted. by Mr. 
Dickinson, relative to the proper policy to be pur- 
sued by the United States in respect to the acquisi- 
tion of new territory, and the substitute therefor 
submitted by Mr. Yuter. 

Mr. YULEE resumed and concluded his argu- 
ment in support of his amendment, and after afew 
words from Messrs. Dickinson and Foorg, and 
some discussion upon a point of order, 

Mr. FOOTE moved to lay the resolutions on” 
the table. 

Mr. DICKINSON said, as soon as he could 
gather up the instalments of the Senator’s speech, 
he would reply to it. 

The motion of Mr. Foore to lay the resolutions 
on the table was then agreed to. 

[Mr. Y.’s speech, revised, will be found in the 
Appendix. ] 

THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
to raise, for a limited time, an additional military 
force. 

Mr. RUSK addressed the Senate in support of 
the bill. He considered hirnself called on, asa 
representative from the State of Texas, to answer 
the areuments which had been based on the idea 
that Texas had no right to a boundary beyond the. 
Nueces. ‘There had arisen a fashion of eonsider- 
ing the Texans as a wild, God-forsaken_set of land 
robbers. But he could assure the Senate that there 
were among them many who acknowledged the 
aid of an overruling Providence, which had enabled 
them to contend successfully in the establishment 
of their liberty against the superior power of 
Mexico. He stated that the boundary of Texas 
to the Rio Grande was established by her, and 
transferred to the United States. He briefly re- 
capitulated the chief facts in the history of the 
revolution in Texas, to show that Texas had been 
compelled to take up arms by the hostile course 
pursued by Mexico, and that the troops of Texas 
marched to the Rio Grande, and that this bound- 
ary had from that time been maintained. The 
first link in the chain of this boundary was to be 
found in the articles of capitalation of General 
Coss. 

After this, Santa Anna raised a large Mexican 
force to drive every American from the soil of 
Mexico. He was im control of the army and 
backed by the priesthood; while the people who 
would have sustained the Texans were unarmed. 
The Texans had but about one thousand troops to 
oppose to the overwhelming Mexican force. But 
a battle took place, in which Santa Anna was de- 
feated, half his army was destroyed, and Santa 
Anna taken prisioner. A treaty was afterwards 
made, in which the Mexicans acknowledged the 
Rio Grande as the boundary of Texas, and also 
acknowledged the independence of Texas. This 
treaty was made with Filisola, Santa Anna being 
aprisoner. This was the second link in the chain 
of. title. 

It had been urged that this treaty was made by 
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Santa Anna while he was a prisoner and under 
duress. The same treaty was proposed to Santa 
Anna, when he was first taken, and refused by 
him. It was then made with Filisola, who was 
not a prisoner, and who was at the head of five 
thousand men, while the Texans only amounted to 
one thousand. It was ratified by the Government 
of Mexico, for very good reasons—not to save the 
life of Santa Anna, but to save the Central Govern- 
ment, which was in danger of being overthrown. 

The title of Texas did not rest on this treaty. 
It was clear without it. The Mexicans retired 
beyond the Rio Grande. They had never since 
supposed that they had any claim on that side the 
Rio Grande. Filisola retired beyond the Rio 
Grande. The Texans took possession of the ter- 
ritory, and had kept possession of it ever since. 
It was occupied chiefly by the widows of those 
who had fallen in the contest with Santa Anna 
when he attempted to overthrow the Government 
of Texas. Texas could never be induced to with- 
draw protection from these widows and their 
orphans. 

e stated that there was never a custom-house 
at Brazos. The custom-house was at Matamoros. 
He explained the circumstances which had led to 
the putting in of vessels at Brazos. He stated 
that Laredo was a Mexican port, which was re- 
moved by the Mexicans from this to the other side 
of the Rio Grande, and this he regarded as testi- 
mony that Mexico considered that the territory on 
this side of the river was within the Texan bound- 
ary. 

Since the battle of San Jacinto, if the Mexicans 
had claimed the boundary to the Nueces, he de- 
manded the production of the proof. So far from 
having claimed it, she, by her acts, disclaimed it. 
He read from a proclamation of General Woll to 
show that he, by implication, sustained the right 
` of Texas to the Rio Grande. The Nueces was a 
new idea. Up to the battle of Buena Vista, Mex- 
ico had not adopted this claim. He read from the 
account given by Santa Anna of that battle, in 
which he said that he could not entertain any prop- 
osition for peace while any American soldiers were 
on that side of the Rio Grande, or on any portion 
of Mexican territory. 

As to Santa Fé, it was unnecessary for him to 
go at length into any evidence of the title of Texas 
to it. There was a contest going on between Tex- 
as and Mexico as to the possession of that place. 
The United States had now gone thither and taken 
possession of it, and would probably keep it. 

It had been said the President commenced the 
war. Whena fray took place between individuals, 
the blood became hot, and one assault followed 
another, until it was often forgotten how the fray 
commenced. Thus he thought it was now. If 
any one could examine all the facts, he must come 
to the conclusion that the President could do noth- 
ing, and that General Taylor could do nothing 
but what had been done. He reviewed the facts 
connected with the advance of General Taylor to 
- the Rio Grande, and adverted to the outrages per- 
petrated by Mexicans, especially to the attack on 
a family of sixteen persons, two of them ladies, 
the latter of whom were outraged, and the whole 
afterwards murdered, and the fingers of these ladies 
were cut off, and carried into Mexico as trophies. 
He asserted that if the dungeons of Mexico could 
have been searched, there would have been no two 
years when some American citizens would not 
have been found incarcerated, without any charge 
against them. He thought that Mexico had re- 
ceived no more than she deserved. He maintained 
that the United States Government was not suffi- 
ciently vigilant and vigorous in the protection of 
our citizens from injustice and mal-treatment in 
other countries. 

He came now to consider what remains to be 
done. He alluded to the evil effects which have 
resulted from the want of a unian of public opinion 
in favor of the war. He admitted that many, who 
were as patriotic and conscientious as he could be, 
believed the war to be unjust,.and to have been 
improperly begun. But the results of these differ- 
ences of opinion were unfavorable to peace. 

To withdraw our troops would, he said, be fol- 
lowed by the occupation of a foreign government. 
He happened to know, that Mexico had for a long 
time been entirely under the influence of the offi- 
cial agents of Great Britain. To this foreign influ- 
ence he attributed the hatred of this country, and. 
the decline of our trade with Mexico: He had 


‘as is unavoidable, many errors. 


derived strong corroborative evidence of this fact 
from Colonel Frémont, who had communicated to 
him circumstances showing that great portions of 
the church property in California had been trans- 
ferred into the hands of British agents, as well as 
other property. 

If we were to withdraw our forces, the military 
power under Santa Anna would immediately as- 
sume the control; or if Paredes should gain the 
ascendency, being a monarchist in principle, we 
should have a foreign prince there, who would op- 
press the Mexicans, and we should have foreigners 
to contend with. Santa Anna, who would be most 
likely to succeed, has no love for the Mexicans, 
since his leg was kicked about the streets. He 
would be willing to enslave them, or lend his aid 
to any one who would enslave them. The Presi- 
dent had made so many attempts at negotiation, as 
almost to subject himself to ridicule. He (Mr. R. 
would push the war until Mexico could be brought 
to her senses. 

To a defensive line he was opposed, as calcu- 
lated indefinitely to protract the war. 

He was for a vigorous prosecution of the war, 
for the purpose of showing Mexico we are deter- 
mined to force a peace out of her. If she saw 
that this was our course—that we are not suffering 
ourselves to be distracted by a pending Presiden- 
tial election, and that an army of 50,000 men was 
ready to pounce upon her,—she would at once 
conclude a peace. 

Tt had been said, we have men enough in Mexi- 
co; and this may be true. The battle of Buena 
Vista had been appealed to. It was said we had 
enough there to whip the overwhelming force of 
Santa Anna; and this was true. Butif we had 
had 20,000 men there, instead of 6,000, not a 
Mexican would have escaped. Had our arm 
been only 600, they would have stood their ground, 
and, although they might have been killed, would 
never have been whipped. 

If there could be any security against foreign 
interference—against Mexico falling into the hands 
of a European Power,—he would be content with 
a small portion of her territory, by way of indem- 
nity; but in the absence of all such security, he 
could not understand how the taking possession of 
all the territory, and guaranteeing the protection of 
the people, could be called robbery. 

e would not vote for any treaty which does 
not give us to the Sierra Madre and the whole of 
California. This would be indispensable to enable 
us to keep in our hands a necessary control over 
her movements, and it would be the best thing for 
Mexico, as she is not able to govern her distant 
proyinces. She has never been able to protect 
California or the Rio Grande. The inhabitants of 
those provinces are assailed by Indians, and the 
women and children are daily falling into the hands 
of these roving bands, by whom they are made 
slaves for life. It would therefore be beneficial to 
Mexico to take this course. He would venture 
this prediction, that if we continue the war for 
twelve months longer, we shall never get rid of 
it without the annexation of the whole of Mex- 


ico. l 

Mr. GREENE took the floor, and, on his mo- 
tion, 

The Senate adjourned. 


WASHINGTON, February 18, 1848. 

GENTLEMEN: In the Congressional Globe of the 16th in- 
stant, isa sketch of my speech on the “ Ten Regiment Bill,” 
so called, delivered in the Senate on the 14th, in which are, 
One only is so import- 
ant that I must beg you to correct it, by publishing this 
note. 

In the sketch, I find this sentence: “If the State of 
c Maine chose to secede from our Union, and establish a 
c monarchy, and should the rest of the States oppose it, would 
€ they have any right to force Maine to their views??? 

So far from saying this, Isaid the contrary. After having 
shown the independent condition of Texas as a member of 
the Confederacy of 1824, and the establishment of the central 
despotism of Mexico in 1835, to which ail the States sub- 
mitted, save Texas—she adhering to her republican forms, 
and to the constitution of 1624—I said, in substance: Sup- 
pose all the States of this Union, save Maine, should abolish 
their republican forms, and establish a monarchy, or a des- 
potism, would they have any right to coerce Maine to do the 
same? I said they would not. She would have a perfect 
right to maintain her republican forms, if she could; and a 
war waged to destroy them would be a war of aggression, 
and so of any other State in the Union. 

So soon as I can revise the notes banded me by the report- 
er of the. Senate’s proceedings, I will send you a copy of.the 
speech for your Appendia ln the en ame please publish 
this in your next paper. Very respectfully, yours 

hae ed - ’ 8. BREESE. 


Messrs. BLain.& RIVES. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 18, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Elections, reported the following reso- 
lution, which was read and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the memorial and specification of James 
Monroe, the reply thereto of David S. Jackson, together 
with the evidence and exhibits taken by thé parties in rela- 
tion to the contested election in the sixth Congressional 
gemet of the State of New York, be printed for the use of 
the House. 


Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a joint resolution to refund 
money for expenses incurred, subsistence or frans- 
portation furnished, and money advanced by indi- 
vidual citizens of the United States for the use of 
the volunteers before or after being mustered into 
the es of the United States. Read and com- 
mitted. 


PAYMENT OF TEXAS VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. BURT, from the same committee, to which 
it was referred, reported a joint resolution pror 
viding for the payment of the regiment of mounted 
troops called into the service of the United States 
by Colonel Curtis, the commanding officer at Ca- 
margo. 

The resolution having been read a first and sec- 
ond time— l 

Mr. BURT asked that it might be put upon its 
passage. 

The SPEAKER stated, if there were no objec- 
tion nor any motion to commit, the question would 
be on the engrossment for a third reading. 

Mr. BURT, in answer to various inquiries, said 
this resolution would not necessarily go to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, . 
because it did not in effect make any appropriation 
of money. The House would perceive that the 
resolution was designed to give the Secretary of 
War authority to pay that regiment out of funds 
already appropriated for the prosecution of the 
war. [t did not ask for the appropriation of a 
single dollar, nor was an appropriation necessary; 
it simply proposed to give the authority of Con- 
gress to pay certain sums out of appropriations 
already made and unexpended. He trusted, there- 
fore, and as the Committee on Military Affairs was 
unanimous in favor of its passage, that it would 
not be obstructed by either side of the House, but 
be passed through all its stages. 

Mr. HENLEY moved to strike out all that part 
of the resolution which proposed to pay for horses 
lost for want of forage. His reason was this: This 
Government has ever refused to pay for horses so 
lost, and he was therefore opposed to the payment 
in this case, when in former cases such payment 
had been refused. | 

Mr. BURT begged leave to say that the gentle- 
man from Indiana never, in the course of his life, 
made a more palpable mistake. So far from his 
statement being true, the very reverse was the fact, 
as was shown by all the legislation of Congress on 
that subject. But the officers of the Government 
were not authorized to make such payments with- 
out the special authority of Congress; and such 
authority, in accordance with precedents, this reso- 
lution proposed to give. When. mounted troops 
have been raised and mustered into the service of 
the United States, and the horses have been lost 
for want of forage which the Government could. 
not or would not povi such horses have at all 
times been paid for; and he would ask how any 
man with a conscience, could refuse to pay for 
horses so lost, either by the misfortune or the fault 
of the Government. 

Mr. POLLOCK thought the resolution was of 
such a character that it should go to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. The gen- 
tleman from South Carolina had said that this res- 
olution did not make an appropriation; but if ke 
had not greatly misunderstood its character, it was 
an appropriation .of an appropriation which was 
already made. There were other important ques- 
tions involved in this resolution, and therefore he 
moved that it be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURT desired permission to say a word or - 
two in explanation of the circumstances which re- 
quired the payment for these horses, and he thought 
he could satisfy the House that the resolution 
ought to be passed. He was very reluctant toob- 
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to make a brief statement of facts connected with 
this regiment being called into the service of the 
United States, but perhaps it was now proper that 
he should do so.: 

Mr. COLLAMER rose to a question of order, 
respecting which a brief conversation ensued be- 
tween him and the Speaker. 

Mr. BURT then proceeded to state to the House 
that after the army of General Taylor marched 
towards Saltillo, Colonel Curtis, of the Ohio vol- 
unteers, was left in command of the forces at 
Camargo, and of all the line of General Taylor from 
the mouth of the Rio Grande towards Saltillo. It 
would be recollected that Colonel Curtis, who was 
a vigilant officer, was advised of the approach of a 
large and numerous army under General Santa 
Anna on the position of General Taylor. He had 
had no intelligence from the army of General Taylor 
since the 21st of February of last year, and it was 
known to the House that on that day there was 
akirmishing between the armies of General Santa 
Anna and General Taylor. Colonel Curtis was 
unable to hear anything of our army, and was 
ignorant of its fate until about the 1st of April. 

o entirely was all communication cut off that no 
intelligence was received by Colonel Curtis of the 
conflict between the two armies, and he deemed it 
his absolute duty, knowing that General Urea was 
in the neighborhood with from four thousand to 
five thousand cavalry, which daily endangered the 
whole line of the Rio Grande, to call on the States 
for a large body of troops. He called on the State 
of Texas for two thousand troops. He had no 
authority for making that call, as every one knew. 
It was not authorized by the War Department nor 
by General Taylor; but Colonel Curtis made a 
sh rege on the Governor of the State of Texas, 
and, in his absence, the Secretary of State, whose 
duty it became, issued a proclamation calling 
troops into the service, and appointing San Antonio 
as a place of rendezvous. This regiment, with 
great promptitude and gallantry, repaired to the 

ace of rendezvous. When Colonel Curtis issued 
his oh E which, he repeated, that officer had 
no authority to issue, it became a question for the 
State of Texas to acknowledge or disregard the 
authority of Colonel Curtis; but the State of Texas 
deemed the exigencies of such a nature as to justify 
the call, and it was therefore promptly responded 
to; and the regiment she raised repaired to the 
rendezvous; and they were there mustered into the 
service of the United States. Having still received 
no intelligence from General Taylor, that regiment 
was put on march for Camargo, and, when within 
aday’s march of that place, it was met by an order 
from General Taylor, informing them of the battle 
of Buena Vista, and directing them, and all other 
troops raised under the same call, to return and be 
mustered out of the seryice of the United States. 
Here, then, was most gallant conduct on the part 
of this regiment, in meeting a call which was just- 
ified by the exigencies of the time, as was admit- 
ted by all who were informed of the state of things 
on the Rio Grande. It was not for this regiment 
to go behind the proclamation of the State officers. 
Well, having obtained the proclamation, they were 
mustered into the service of the United States, and 
on their march from San Antonio towards Camargo 
they passed through a country where forage could 
not be obtained, and many horses were lost on 
that march. They were then in the service of the 
United States, and he was utterly at a loss to con- 
ceive why any gentleman should resist the appli- 
cation now made to pay for them. The Secretary 
of War, as the House well knew, in his annual 
report, stating the fact that this regiment was called 
into the service without authority ef that depart- 
ment or any competent officer, still recommended 
‘that the regiment should be paid. In making the 
payment proposed by this resolution, this regi- 
ment would be placed simply on the footing of the 
troops sent to General Taylor by General Gaines 
without authority. When the application came to 
this House for the payment of those troops called 
out by General Gaines from the State of Louisiana, 
the resolution was panie without a solitary objec- 
tion, and he hoped the House would pass this 
resolution and do justice to those gallant men who 
80 promptly were mustered into the service of the 
seaey nat i 
Mr. BOWLIN made some inquiry, which was 
not heard at the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. BURT replied that that portion of the reso- 

lution simply declared that they should be entitled 


to the bounty lands they would have been entitled 


to if they-had been mustered into the service under | 


the call of competent authority. That had been 
recommended by the War Department, in obedi- 
ence to which it was drawn, so as to place those 
men where they would have stood if Colonel Cur- 
tis had had authority to make the call. 

Mr. POLLOCK said that he had no wish to be 
understood as opposing the bill; on the contrary, 
should he, on examination of its merits, find it to 
be just, he should be ready to vote for it. But 


‘he did oppose the rapid way in which many bills 


had lately been carried through the House. The 
present bill involved important principles. The 
House had made a provision of bounty lands; 
and this bill professed to be grounded on a call 
for troops by Colonel Curtis, made upon the Gov- 
ernor of Texas. If that call was authorized to 
be made, or if the Governor of Texas believed 
himself to be bound to obey it, Mr. P. did not 
know; possibly both might be true, and then he 
certainly should not oppose the claim. But they 
had passed many bills of late, by unanimous con- 
sent, without referring them to a Committee of the 
Whole, and some to his knowledge which never 
would have passed had they previously gone to a 
committee. One, particularly, he had in his eye, 
which, if the circumstances of the case had been 
known, would not have commanded ten votes. 
The Committee of Claims was organized expressly 
for the purpose of examining such claims, and the 
Committee of the Whole were under obligation to 
do the same before a bill passed the House. If the 
principles of this bill were right it should have his 
support, but if not he should most certainly oppose 
it. Meanwhile he demanded the previous question. 
Mr. P., however, consented to withdraw hiscall for 
the previous question, at the request of 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, who said that he 
understood this bill or resolution made provision 
to pay for horses lost by citizens of Texas who 
had obeyed a call of the Governor and entered into 
the service of the United States; the horses, as he 
understood it, were lost for want of forage being 
provided by the United States. The appropriation 
asked for was right and just, and according to the 
universal practice of the Government, which had 
always paid for horses lost without fault of the 
owners. But there were other classes of persons 
who had lost horses, who were equally meritori- 
ous with those embraced by this bill. 
therefore, that the Committee on Military Affairs 
would report a general bill, covering all—for all 
stood on the same grounds, both of equity and of 
precedent. 

The CHAIR here reminded Mr. Jones that the 
House was not now in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. JONES said he was aware of that; he 
merely wished to mention that there was one regi- 
ment of mounted men from ‘Tennessee who had 
been transported from Tampico to Vera Cruz 
without their horses, which were sent on to them 
afterwards. Of these horses many had been thrown 
overboard to lighten the ships which carried them, 
during the storms they had to encounter on their 
voyage. Such of them as reached Vera Cruz in 
safety had there been delivered to their owners, 
who, at the end of their term of service, delivered 
over their horses and were duly paid for them; 
while those whose horses had been thrown into the 
sea to save the vessel had never yet received a 
dollar in compensation. He hoped that the com- 
mittee would prepare a bill that should include this 
class of individuals, with all others who, while 
serving the country, had lost horses without any 
fault or delinquency of their own. 

Mr. GIDDING said something, not a word of 
which could be heard on the right of the chair; but 
believed to be a motion to refer to the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. BURT said, that if the gentleman from Ohio 
would permit him, he would move that the further 
consideration of the resolution be postponed till 
Tuesday next, and be made the special order for 
that day. 

Mr. GIDDINGS assented to the postponement, 
but hoped it would go toa Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

After a conversation, in which Messrs. GID- 
DINGS, BOYD, and BURT took part, the ques- 
tion was put on postponement, and agreed to. 


APPROPRIATION OF PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
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Naval Affairs, reported a bill granting to the Flor- 
ida, Alabama, and Georgia Railroad Company the 
alternate sections of the public lands along the. 
route of their.proposed railroads. 

Mr. K. moved to commit the-bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and that five thousarid extra 
copies of the accompanying report and maps be* 
printed -for the use of the House. The bill was 
committed. 

The question being then on the printing of the 
extra copiles— 

Mr. COLLAMER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill had been referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
He had but one point to make. This bill or reso- 
lution went to dispose of a considerable body of 
the public lands; and so far it was not a private bill, 
but one of a public nature. If the Committee on 
Naval Affairs was the proper organ of the House 
to report bills relating to the public lands, and land 
bills were to be reported without consulting the 
Committee on Public Lands, he wished to know it. 
He moved to reconsider the vote referring the bilt 
to a Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, with a view to refer it to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. KING said this motion of the gentleman 
from Vermont imposed upon him the necessity of 
saying a few words in explanation of the provisions 
of this bill. Pensacola was the great naval station 
in the Gulf for the protection and refitting of the 
navy of the United States. Reports of our engi- 
neers, made to the Government from year to year, 
showed that the lands in the vicinity of this import- 
ant station were so exceedingly barren as to be 
uninhabited and destitute of roads passing through 
them. Inconsequence of this, a naval depôt of so 
much value and importance to the Government, 
together with all the fortifications in its vicinity, 
were liable at any time to fall into the hands of an 
enterprising enemy. A bill poe means to 
remedy so great an evil, by the construction of a 
good military road, was a bill eminently connected 
with the naval affairs of the country, and it had 
therefore been referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. The committee in its report had given at 
large all the reasons why jurisdiction of the sub- 
ject pertained to them, as well as in favor of the 
measure itself. If the gentleman from Vermont . 
would but suffer that report to be printed, he would 
be at once fully satisfied. All the members would 
then be allowed ample time to reflect on the case 
before they were called on tọ act upon it. Mean- 
while, he earnestly hoped the reference of the bill 
would not be reconsidered. Let the report be 
printed, and then let the House judge whether 
there could be any necessity of sending the bill to 
the Committee on Public Lands. Mr. K. said he 
entertained the greatest possible respect for -that 
committee, as well as for the high character and 
judgment and liberality of his friend from Ver- 
mont, (Mr. CoLLAmER,] and he was very sure that 
gentleman could have been actuated by no desire 
to make an attack on the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. The gentleman was actuated, he felt very 
certain, only by a regard to propriety and the right 
order of proceeding. The matter had been sub- 
mitted to the Naval Committee from no want of 
confidence in the Land Committee, but simply be- 
cause its nature rendered it fit that it should be 
placed in their care. If it must first go to another 
committee, and wait for a report from them, it 
would probably be lost for this session. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, said it seemed to 
him that this was a subject which did not legiti- 
mately pertain to a Committee on the Public Lands. 
The bill was to provide means to construct a rail- 
road. The chairman of the Naval Committee, 
who had reported the bill, had explained the 
grounds of its provisions: it was for the better 
protection of a great naval depét in the Gulf of 
Florida. A subject of this sort did not fall within 
the cognizance of the Land Committee. If it went 
to any other than the Naval Committee, a more 
appropriate reference would be to the Committee 
on Military Affairs.. He hoped the motion to re- 
consider would not prevail. 

Mr. STANTON opposed the reconsideration, 
being against referring the bill to the Committee on 
Public Lands. He did not say whether he should 
vote for the bill or not; but he was prepared to say 
that the whole merits of the subject were clearly 
set forth in the committee’s report. He could see 
no reason for recommitment. After the Commit- 
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tee on Naval Affairs had fully examined the sub- 
ject, and had, with great labor and ability, pre- 
pared a full report upon it, it seemed to him to be 
treating that committee with some disrespect to 
refer it again to another committee. Any gentle- 
man who would take the pains to read the report 
would there find all the arguments fully and fairl 

resented, and would understand the subject in all 
its bearings. Why need it be referred a second 
time? : i 

Mr. McCLERNAND was not prepared to say 
whether he should vote for or against the proposi- 
tion in the bill, but to him it was perfectly clear 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs had no proper 

jurisdiction over an appropriation of the public lands. 
if a subject like this could be taken out of the hands 
of the Land Committee, all its jurisdiction over the 
subject of public lands might as well be taken away 
and the committee abolished at once. 

If a Committee on Naval Affairs could suggest 
the proper disposition of the public domain, with 


a view to facilitate the intercourse of different parts | 


of the country, in addition to looking after the 
naval affairs of the Government; if they were to 
propose the appropriation of millions of acres of the 
public lands to build railroads when they thought 
them needed to strengthen the defences of: the 
country, they might take cognizance in like man- 
ner of every work of internal improvement through- 
out the land, and all- proposals for works of that 
description must be submitted to the Naval Com- 
mittee. They would have to report on Mr. 
Whitney’s great road to Oregon, because lands 
were, asked for that, and though the Committee on 
Public Lands had that proposition now before them, 
he supposed they must give it up, and submit it to 
the committee who had charge of the naval affairs 
of the country. The practice of the House and 
the rules of the House would sanction no such ref- 
erence. 

Mr. ROCK W ELL moved the previous question. 

Mr. BOWLIN called for the reading of the rules 
which prescribed the dutie8 of the several standing 
committees; which was read accordingly. 

The previous question was seconded, put, and 
carried, and the motion to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union was 
reconsidered—ayes 85. 

It was then referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


CLAIM OF PAUL JONES’S HEIRS. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved a 
resolution to terminate the debate in Committee of 
the Whole in two hours on the Senate bill for the 
relief of the heirs of John Paul Jones, after the 
House shall again resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the private calendar. 

Mr.STARKWEATHER moved to lay the res- 
olution on the table. Negatived. 

Mr.C. J. INGERSOLL suggested to Mr. Rocx- 
WELL, to modify his resolution so as to close the 
debate in one hour; which being agreed to, the 
resolution was adopted. | 

The House then resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on private bills, (Mr. McCLernanp, 
of Illinois, in the chair.) 

The first bill on the calendar was the Senate bill 
for the relief of the heirs of John Paul Jones: 

The debate on the bill was resumed, and contin- 
ued by Messrs. BOWLIN, PUTNAM, and 
ROCKWELL of Connecticut. 

The hour for closing the debate arriving, the 
committee proceeded to vote on amendments as 
proposed. 

Mr. PUTNAM moved to amend the first sec- 
tion by striking out all after the word ‘ appropria- 
ted,” in the 7th line, viz: the words ‘‘upon the 

rinciples of justice and equity, according to acts 
in similar cases, and applicable thereto.” Disa- 
greed to. 

Mr. PUTNAM moved to amend the first section 
of the bill by adding after the words ‘‘ to adjust and 
pay,” in the 5th line, the following: ** the balance 
found due, if any, to the legal heirs or representa- 
tives of the said Jones.” Disagreed to. 

The second section was read, and amended b 
the insertion of the word ‘‘ captors” in the 13t 
line; so that it reads, ‘‘to be apportioned on the 
basis of the distribution of a settlement made with 
the captors for prizes,” &c. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
strike out the words, ‘‘ the said proportion to be 
deducted from the indemnity to be received from 


Denmark, in satisfaction of the loss sustained in 
the three prizes aforesaid.” Agreed to. 

Mr.. ROCKWELL moved further to amend the 
bill by adding thereto the following: ‘* deducting, 
however, from the share of Captain Peter Landais 
the sum received by him or his legal representa- 
tives, under an act of Congress approved the 28th 
of March, 1806.’’ Agreed to. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER moved to amend the 
‘second -section by striking out the ‘ represent- 
atives,’’ and inserting ‘heirs,’ and to add after 
the words ‘‘ John Paul Jones,” the words ‘‘ being 
citizens of the United States;’’ so as to make the 
claims payable to the legal heirs of the said John 
Paul Jones, ‘‘ being citizens of the United States, ”’ 
&c. 

The amendment was lost. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved to add at the end of 
the bill a proviso disallowing interest on the claim. 
Agreed to. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER moved to amend the 
second section by striking out the words “ as esti- 
mated by Benj. Franklin,” and inserting after the 
words ‘* proportions of,” the “ sum of $24,421 78;” 
so that it would read ‘‘ their respective proportions 
of $24,421 78, the value of three prizes captured,” 
&c. Rejected. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER moved to add at the 
end of the bill a proviso, a copy of which could not 
be obtained. It was rejected. 

Mr. DICKINSON moved to amend the third 
section by inserting the word ‘‘ lineal” after the 
word ‘* legal,” so as to make the claim payable to 
the ‘‘ legal lineal representatives of the said John 
Paul Jones.’’ Disagreed to. 

The bill having been gone through— 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to amend the bill by 
striking out all after the enacting clause and insert- 
ing a substitute authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to the legal heirs of John Paul 
Jones the sum of $24,421 78, the value of the prizes 
captured by said Jones and carried into the port of 
Bergen, in Norway, and by Denmark delivered 
up to Great Britain in 1779. Rejected. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill. 

Mr. BOWLIN again moved the substitute for the 
bill which he moved in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved the 
previous question; and under the operation thereof, 
the amendments of the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

Mr. ASHMUN raised a question of order on 
the amendment moved by Mr. Bow ty, and in- 
quired if Mr. B. could move an amendment while 
the amendments reported by the Committee of the 
Whole were pending. 

The SPEAKER overruled Mr. Asumun’s point 
of order. : 

The question was then put on Mr. Bowtin’s 
amendment, and decided in the negative: Yeas 76, 
nays 100. 

he bill was then read a third time, and, under 
the operation of the previous question, was passed: 
Yeas 99, nays 77. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
reconsider the vote passing the bill for the relief of 
the heirs of John Paul Jones. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. Agreed to. 

A motion was made that when the House ad- 
journs, it will adjourn till Monday next. 

The question on which was decided in the af- 
firmative by yeas and nays: Yeas 84, nays 82. 

And the House adjourned to Monday next. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred : 


By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of H. N. Strong and 192 
others, praying for the establishment of a post-route from 
Port Washington, W isconsin, to Beaver Dam, via Salisbury 
Mills and Hurricane. Also, the petition of Bertinck O’Con- 
ner and 59 others, for the saine object. Also, the petition of 
Richard Catlin and 70 others, praying for the establishment 
of a post-route from Waupun, Fond du Lac county, Wiscon- 
sin, via Cuesco, to Dartford. Also, the petition of William 
Wright and 26 others, of Winnebago county, in Wisconsin, 
praying for a proportional reduction of postage on all news- 
papers not containing more than 500 square inches. 

By Mr. GOTT: The remonstrance of Squire Munro and 
29 others, citizens of Onondaga county, New York, and the 
remonstrance of Burr Burton and 34 others, citizens of said 
county, against the passage of any law renewing and contin- 
uing the patent of Jethro Wood for a cast-iron plough. 
Also, the remonstrance of the people of the town of Onon- 
daga, in said county, in town meeting assembled, upon the 
same subject. 


By Mr. RICHEY: The petition of James A. Adair and 
54 other citizens of Morgan county, Ohio, praying. that the 
act of Congress passed March 3, 1847, requiring the payment 
of postage on newspapers within 30 miles be repealed, and 
also a reduction of letter postage. 

By Mr. EMBREE: A petition and application of John F. 
Staser, for a military land warrant, under the act of Con- 
gress Of llth February, 1847. l 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The memorial of Pro- 
fessor Dewey and several of the druggists of Rochester, New 
York, praying for a law subjecting imported articles intended 
for medical use to competent inspection, and if found base 
or spurious, to confiscation and destruction. 

By Mr. NELSON: The remonstrance of Reuben R. Finch 
and 281 other farmers and manufacturers of ploughs, of West- 
chester county, New York, against the passage of any law 
renewing or extending the patent of Jethro Wood for the 
cast-iron plough. 

By Mr. COCKE: The petition of Robert Hooke and 26 
others, citizens of East Tennessee, praying Congress to 
grant some compensation to them and others in consequence 
of valuable military services rendered in repelling the ag- 
gression of the Indians in the early settlement of that part 
of the country. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The petition of Aaron Kline and many 
other citizens of the city of New York, to limit the ahount 
of land to be purchased and held, and for the cessation of the 
sale of the public lands as at present, and for the laying them 
out in farms and lots for actual settlers not possessed of other 
land. Also, the petition of William J. Morgan and other 
citizens of New York, for the same. Also, the memorial 
of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of New York, for 
the return of duties on goods destroyed by the great fire in 
that city in 1845. 

By Mr. ST. JOHN: The remonstrance of J. H. Corwin 
and other citizens of Orange county, New York, against the 
renewal or extension of the patent formerly granted to 
Jethro Wood for the cast-iron plough. 

By Mr. CONGER: The remonstance of 40 citizens and 
farmers of Cortland county, New York, against the further 
extension of the patent of Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. EVANS, of Ohio: From James McLaughlin and 
48 other citizens of Morgan county, Ohio, praying a repeal 
of so much of the act ef 3d March, 1847, as subjects to the 
payment of postage newspapers circulating through the mail 
within thirty miles of the office of publication, and for a 
more efficient and uniform system of cheap postage. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, February 18, 1848. 


Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition of citizens 
of the United States residing in the Wyandot na- 
tion, in the Indian territory, praying a reduction of 
the rates of postage on newspapers; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, a document relating to the claim of Joseph 
Barclay, a soldier in the last war with Great Brit- 
ain, to an allowance of bounty land; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANGUM presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Davis and others, praying that the right to 

urchase the timber on certain public lands in Ala- 
baina may be granted to them; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BREESE presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of Illinois, praying the establishment of a mail 
route from Waterloo to Sparta, in that State; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. - 

On motion of Mr. BAGBY, the petition of Car- 
oline E. Clitherall, widow of George C. Clitherall, 
on the files of the Senate, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. | 

On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, it was ordered, 
that Scott, White & Co. have leave to withdraw 
their petition and papers. 


Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered by unanimous consent, 


and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency ofestab- 
lishing a post route from Waterloo, by Red Bud and Fayette- 
ville to Sparta, in the State of Illinois. 


Mr. BALDWIN submitted the following reso- 
lutions fot consideration; which were ordered to 
be printed: 

Resolved, That the amount collected by the army of the 
United States in Mexico, from the revenues of that Repub- 
lic, and from the contributions levied on the people thereof 
by order of the President of the United States for the support 
of the army, ought to be applied to the payment pro rata of 
the awards in favor of claimants under the convention be- 
tween the United States and the Mexican Republic, of the 
llth of April, 1839, for which the proceeds of the direct 
taxes of the Mexican Republic were solemnly pledged by 
the convention of the 30th of January, 1843. 

Resolved, That it pertains exclusively to Congress to raise 
and support armies by appropriations of money to that use 
fora limited term; and that no power is conferred by the 
Constitution on the President to apply any moneys collected 
under the authority of the United States, to the support of 
the army, without a specific appropriation therefor. 5 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate a particular account of all moneys collect- 
ed from the revenues of Mexico, or from military contribu- 
tions levied by his authority, and of the manner in which 
the same has been disposed of, or applied. 
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Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom were referred the memorials 
of Susan C. Randall and of C. Chauncey and 
others, submitted an adverse report; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was recommitted the petition 
of J. Bigelow, administrator of Francis Cazeau, 
deceased, and also the report (and bill accompany- 
ing the same) made in said case by same com- 
mittee, submitted an adverse report; which was 
ọrdered to be printed. 

Mr. TURNEY, from the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office, to whom was referred the 
petition of Aaron Carman, submitted an adverse 
report; which was ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of La., it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Pensions be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of Mary Cas- 
sin; and that it be referted to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be dis- 


charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
the Board of the American Indian Mission Association. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN MICHIGAN. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill concern- 
ing the courts of the United States in and for the 
district of Michigan, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

The Senate proceeded to consider said bill as 
in Committee of the Whole, and no amendment 
being made, it was reported to the Senate, read a 
third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REPORTED. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom were referred the following bills 
from the House of Representatives, reported them 
without amendment: 

An act for the relief of the legal heirs of John 
Snyder, deceased; 

Àn act for the relief of S. Morris Waln; 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of James Brown, deceased. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the. bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of Phineas Capen, 
‘legal administrator of John Cox, deceased, of Bos- 
ton, reported it without amendment. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

"A message was received from the House of 

Representatives, by Mr. Campse t,, their Clerk, 

` announcing that the House of Representatives had 

passed a bill entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize a loan 

not to exceed the sum of sixteen millions of dol- 

lars,” in which they request the concurrence of the 
Senate. 


THE LOAN BILL. 

The bill from the House of Representatives to 
authorize a loan not to exceed the sum of sixteen 
millions of dollars, was read the first and second 
times, by unanimous consent, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


COMPENSATION OF POSTMASTERS. 

On motion of Mr. NILES, the prior orders were 
suspended, and the bill in amendment of an act 
entitled ‘An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act 
to reduce the rates of postage, to limit the use and 
correct the abuse of the franking privilege, and for 
the prevention of fraud on the revenue of the 
Post Office Department,” passed the 3d of March, 
1845, was read the second time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole; and no amendment 
being made, it was a pog to the Senate, read a 
third time, and passed. 


WIDOW OF COLONEL McRAE. 


On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the prior 
orders were suspended, and the Senate resumed 
the consideration, as in Committee of the Whole, 
of the bill for the relief of Mary McRae, widow of 
Lieutenant Colonel William McRae, late of the 
United States army, deceased. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to amend the bill by 
striking out the words ‘‘ during her natural life,” 
and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘ for the ensuing five 
years from and after the passage of this act.’ 

Mr. SEVIER suggested the propriety of allow- 
ing the bill to stand as it had been reported. The 
widow of Colonel McRae was very old and infirm, 
and it was not likely she would live much longer. 
Their experience had shown that the. limitation of 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


these relief bills to a period of five years was not 
effective, a renewal always being sought. In order 
to save legislation, he made the suggestion, that 
the bill be aHowed to remain without amendment. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said that he should most 
cheerfully acquiesce in the suggestion, were it not 
for a letter which he had received from the old 
lady, with whom he had no previous acquaint- 
ance, and had never seen. She was more than 
seventy years of age, and was borne down by 
many infirmities. In that letter the old lady ex- 
pressed her desire that the limitation of five years 
should be made in order to facilitate the passage of 
the bill, at the same time that she implored speedy 
action. The claim was a highly meritorious one, 
and the relief proposed to be extended was in con- 
sideration of services as deserving as any ever ren- 
dered by any gallant soldier. 

Mr. BENTON then rose, but yielded to 

Mr. NILES, who said he did not rise exactly 
to oppose the bill, but he begged leave to call at- 
tention to the course of legislation on this sub- 
ject, in order that they might see whither it is 
tending, and where it 1s toend. Fora length of 
time a law providing for the widows and minor 
children of officers and soldiers of the militia 
dying from wounds in that service, had been in 
existence. As he thought, with good reason, a 
distinction had been made in favor of the militia. 
A few days since, after very little consideration, a 
bill had passed the Senate extending the law to 
which he had just alluded to the regular army of 
the United States. In the form in which it was 
presented, that bill would have gone back to 1818, 
but he had discovered that, and procured an amend- 
ment, which confined its operation to the regular 
army from the first of March, 1846, to the end of 
the present war. No doubt the case now before 
the Senate was highly meritorious; yet, as it went 
on the principle that the widow of an officer who 
had been engaged in the service of his country in 
war was entitled to this extension of a pension, it 
was easy to see that, if passed, it would not be 
easy to resist the application of this principle to 
all cases óf widows of officers or soldiers engaged 
in the last war with Great Britain. He wished, 
then, the attention of the Senate to be directed to 
the effect, length and breadth of the principle in 
which it was now proposed to act. 

Mr. BENTON said he yielded the floor to his 
friend from Connecticut, in the full expectation 
that he would support the bill, because he so gen- 
erally concurred in favor of what was right. This 
case of Mrs. MacRae had been brought forward 
by himself some years ago; and a Senator from 
Maine, no longer a member of the body, who was 
also acquainted with all the circumstances of the 
case, most cordially codperated in bringing it to 
the favorable consideration of the Senate. At the 
time the case was first brought forward, he ex- 
pressed his desire that the principle involved in the 
case might be applied to the whole army; but the 
old lady, having lived too long already to expect to 
be able to Jive long enough to see a general prin- 
ciple applied to meet her case, begged him to give 
the bill the form which the Senator from Indiana 
had now given it. In that form he cordially united 
with the Senator from Indiana, and others ac- 
quainted with the subject, in giving it a cordial 
support, in the full conviction, at the same time, 
that they were not doing adequate justice. It was 
the case of a lady (her letter showed her to be one 
in every sense of the word) who, for almost fifty 
years, had been the wife of as brave and as hon- 
orable a soldier as ever lived, and who, in this fifty 
years of military life, was always upon the fron- 
tier—always engaged in arduous service, in Indian 
wars, at frontier posts—doing everything which 
belonged to the laborious military life of the earli- 
est period of our history, from °91 coming down 
to the end of the war with Great Britain. He per- 
ished on the banks of the Ohio, struck with the 
cholera. 
row or the hatchet of the Indian, his wife would 
have taken her pension as a matter of course. He 
was struck down in the line of his duty, and his 
death to his family was precisely the same as if 
he had fallen by the hand of the foe. But the law 
made a difference between the soldier killed in bat- 
tle and him whodies from disease. Yet there should 
be no difference, for it matters not upon what field 
the soldier dies who gives his life for his country, 
so far as regards the merit of the sacrifice. It is 
the same in both cases. The loss to his. family is 


If he had been struck down by the ar-. 
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the same. And far more was he to be pitied who 
died from disease than he who fell at the head of 
his command on the field of battle. Yet the law 


made a difference; and thus, after fifty years of 


service, this officer’s widow cannot take a pension, 
because her husband was struck down by disease, 
although in the line of his duty. If she had been 
“a | twenty-four hours married, and her husband 
had fallen ın battle, she would have been entitled 
to a pension. But here, after fifty years of service, 
the widow of the officer receives nothing because 
he did not happen to fall by the hand of the foe. 

A Senator. He may have been on a furlough. 

Mr. BENTON. On furlough? He never had 
anything to do with furlough. What he had to 
do with most was double duty—building forts, 
opening roads, making bridges—on the frontier 
always. This was truly a case in which they 
might say: 

“ Deliberat Roma, perit Saguntum.” 
The old lady perishes whilst they deliberate! He 
hoped, in conclusion, that every consideration of 
justice would prompt the Senate to consent to the 
immediate passage of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, agreed with the 
Senator from Connecticut, that there might be 
some danger in establishing precedents calculated 
to lead to a too wide extension of the pension laws. 
But he did not apprehend that the passage of the 
present bill would operate in that way. The case 
was one of the most meritorious character, and it 
had peculiar features, which rendered it hardly 
probable that it would be hereafter cited as a prece- 
dent to justify any improper legislation. 

Mr. PEARCE remarked that it was difficult to 
resist such appeals to the feelings of Senators as 
had been made in favor of this bill. But he was 
of opinion that the bill introduced a new principle 
in their legislation, never known in the case of mil- 
itary pensions, and but for a short time, and that 
most unfavorably, in the case of naval pensions. 
The principle of the naval pension law was, that 
the widows of those killed in battle, dying from 
wounds received in battle, or in consequence of 
exposure to some of the peculiar hazards of their 
profession, were entitled to a pension. So far he 
was willing to go. But the present bill proposed 
to go further. It proposed to give a pension to 
the widow of an officer who died from a disease to 
which he was not subjected in the line of his duty. 
If that principle were adopted, why not extend it 
to all employees of the Government, civil as well 
as military. He was very far from wishing to de- 
tract from the value and importance of the services 
of this officer, but he did not approve of the prin- 
ciple involved inthe bill. If the bill passed, he 
did not see why they should not go on, and, fol- 
lowing the suggestion of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, enact a general Jaw, giving pensions to the 
widows of all officers dying in the service, no mat-e- 
ter how or where. 

Mr. BADGER said that he was at once glad 
and sorry to hear the remarks of his friend from 
Maryland, because it was evident that throughout. 
his excellent understanding was engaged in a forced 
contest with the suggestions of his heart. For 
himself, he had never given a vote in that body 
with more pleasure than he would vote for this bill. 
It introduced no new principle into their pension 
laws. It was not an application to extend the pen- 
sion laws. It was simply an application to Con- 
gress to pass a special bill for a special case, and 
when a similar case presented itself all that was 
to be done was to make a similar provision for it. 
When a similar case occurred he would, with equal 
cheerfulness, be prepared to provide for it in the 
same way. He thought that that country might 
be declared incapable of self-government, and the 
proper discharge of its duties to those who served ` 
it, which was either unable or unwilling to dis- 
charge such a debt as that incurred in the present 
case—a case of more than forty years unremitted, 
devoted, faithful service, death in the service, and 
an aged relict left entirely destitute. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said that he had refrained 
from expressing his own opinion on the bill from 
the fact that he had been satisfied from the first 
that the Senate would pass the bill. He rose for 
the purpose of begging the friends of the bill at 
any rate, and Senators on every side, to allow the 
question to be taken without further debate, as it 
was apparent from the hands of the clock that un- 
less acted on at once it would be laid over for 
another day, meanwhile, in the beautiful language 
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quoted by the Senator from Missouri, whilst we 
deliberated the aged widow starved. 

The amendment was agreed to; and no further 
amendment being made, the bill was reported to 
the Senate, and the amendment concurred in. 

And the bill was read a third time and passed. . 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
On motion, it was ordered that when the Senate 
adjourns, it be to Monday next. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill to raise, for a limited time, an additional 
military force. 

Mr. GREENE, who was entitled to the floor, said, 
that when the act of 13th May, 1846, was passed, 
he was absent on a visit to his family. He had 
since voted in favor of all supplies; but having 
made up his mind to vote against this bill, he 
thought it due, even at this late period of the ses- 
sion, to himself and his constituents, to assign his 
reasons. He did not expect to change a vote, but 
he must yield to the convictions of duty, which 
would not permit him to be silent. He would 
have voted for the law of May, 1846, had he been 
present, because it was represented that our army 
under General Taylor was in peril. 

He considered the war as illegally commenced 
by the President when he issued the order to 
General “Faylor to march to the Rio Grande. 

The first proposition he laid down was, that the 
objects of the war are changed. The idea of the 
conquest of Mexico was never intended or avowed 
when the war commenced. He referred to the 
message of the President of the 4th August, 1846, in 
which it is said that we ought to pay a reasonable 
price for any territory which Mexico might be 
willing to cede, and disavowing explicitly any idea 
of conquest. The same tone is perceptible in sub- 
sequent messages. 

e contrasted the language of the messages from 
which he had_read, with that of his message at the 
commen@ment of this session of Congress. It is 
now declared that we ought to prosecute the war 
until we compel Mexico to make peace, and that we 
ought to retain the territory we have conquered as 
an indemnity for the expenditures we have incur- 
red. The President says he is satisfied the prov- 
inces of New Mexico and California should never 
be surrendered to Mexico, and recommends that 
we establish a government over them. It is clear, 
from this change of tone, that he now looks to the 
acquisition of this territory by conquest. So op- 
posed is this language to that which he formerly | 
used with reference to the war, that it clearly jus- 
tifies all who are against the conquest of Mexico 
in voting against this bill. 

The fact was, we had received nothing from the 
war-making power, or the Executive, defining expli- 
citly the objects of the war. We have only indefinite 
phrases; and we are left to infer these objects from 
the speeches of political leaders here and through- 
out the country. He referred to General Hous- 
ton’s speech at a meeting at Tammany Hall. 
Speeches at these public meetings, from high quar- 
ters, gave a tone to public opinion; and when they 
are heretical, are calculated to do great mischief; 
to be dangerous to those who heard, and those who 
were absent. He quoted the part of the speech 
which described the people of the United States as 
land-loving people, ever since the Pilgrims, who 
landed at Plymouth Rock, had robbed the Indians. 
And when the Senator from Mississippi asked 
what was to be done with Mexico, there was a 
cry “annex it.” The Senator said he was not 
prepared for that, but circumstances might bring 
that result. 

He then referred to the resolutions submitted by 
Mr. Baasy, especially the second, which asserts 
that conquest is a legitimate mode of acquiring ter- 
ritory. He then quoted from a letter received by 
him, with an extract from a newspaper containing 
opinions expressed by Mr. Baasy to his constitu- 
ents, which were consistent with the resolutions. 

He then adverted to the resolutions offered by 
Mr. Dickinson and Mr. Hanneean, as calculated 
to deepen the impression in the public mind that the 
conquest of the whole of Mexico is designed. 
The chairman of the Military Committee disavows 
this intention, but says it would not kill us to swal- 
low the whole of Mexico. The chairman of the 
Foreign Relations had indicated that if this was to 
be made an issue in the next Présidential contest, 
he would be ready to go for the whole of Mexico. 


These were indeed but shadows, but ‘coming events 
cast their shadows before.” He referred to the 
agitation of the Texas question during the last 
Presidential contest, and felt an apprehension that 
the Mexican question was to be made the issue at 
the next. f 

The second proposition he laid down was, as to 
the right of the Government of the United.States 
to hold foreign territory by the title of conquest 
merely. He took a view of the character and 
objects of those who framed the Constitution, and 
of its provisions. He stated that the purchase of 
Louisiana was n6t justified by Mr. Jefferson on 
the ground of its constitutionality, but on the 
ground of its necessity, and the advantages it 
promised. It was to benefit the Western States, 
by giving them an outlet for their products. Ina 
letter to Mr. Breckenridge, of August, 1803, he 
explains himself to this effect, stating that he might 
be required to appeal to the people for an amend- 
ment of the Constitution, which did not authorize 
the holding of foreign territory. In another letter, 
to General Lincoln, dated 30th August, Mr. Jef- 
ferson makes suggestions bearing out the same 
idea. In another letter, to Wilson C. Nicholas, the 
same construction of the constitutional power was 

given. 

The same opinion was entertained by Mr. Madi- 
son, Mr. Adams, and other leading sfatesmen of 
that day. ‘The silence of the people, however, 
may have been regarded as giving assent to the 
act, and as being virtually an amendment of the 
Constitution. The Constitution required the ac- 
quiescence of two-thirds of the Senate to a treaty 
to render it valid. This was intended as a pro- 
tection to the States which framed the compact. 
But the annexation of Texas was consummated by 
a joint resolution, and thus this security was de- 
stroyed. 

We are now required to take one more step—to 
acquire the possession of Mexico by conquest. 
We are bound to pause before we adopt this new 
principle laid down by the President, which would 
carry us on to the extension of our Republic just 
so far as we can find contiguous territory, accord- 
ing to the language of the Senator from New 
York. 

The third proposition was, as to the expediency 
of the proposed annexation of Mexico, or the 
annexation of any territory beyond the limits we 
now possess. He deprecated any annexation, be- 
cause it would necessarily bring up the question 
of slavery, as was already proved by the move- 
ment of the Senator from New York. He referred 
to the terms of the original compromise, which 
was ratified by Congress, and to which the north- 
ern States had faithfully adhered. The purchase 
of Louisiana had added to the slave States; and a 
further purchase will be objected to by the free 
States, on the ground that it will be an infringe- 
ment of this compact, to which they are consci- 
entiously opposed. And would it then be said, 
that this would not threaten the existence of our 
own institutions? He saw nothing but evil in the 
prospect of this annexation; nothing to be desired 
in the idea of manifest destiny, linking us forever 
to this dead body. The mass of Mexicans, igno- 
rant, unenlightened, varying in complexion as they 
are, have all the rights of freemen in their present 
condition. Are we ready to give them the same 
rights as a portion of the United States? 

Mr. FOOTE suggested that the four millions of 
Indians in Mexico had not for many years pos- 
sessed just rights. ; 

Mr. GREENE said, authorities varied on this 
point. He could not look at the possibility of 
annexation without feeling his taste rebel against 
his coming in communion with Mexicans. 

Mr. SEVIER stated, that there were not above 
six thousand negroes in Mexico. 

Mr. GREENE wenton toremark, that the hold- 
ing of Mexico involved the necessity of keeping 
up a standing army equal to that required to con- 
quer her. We could not expect to keep quiet 
possession, as in Louisiana. 

The last proposition with which he would trouble 
the Senate is, the effect of keeping a standing army 
on our institutions. The army now in Mexico is 
forty-five thousand men, and we were now called 
on to add, in regulars and volunteers, thirty thou- 
sand more. He considered such a force as entirely 
unnecessary for any legitimate object. Itis intended 
to conquer all the residue of Mexico. Looking at: 
annexation as likely to grow out of an acquies- 


cence in the policy of the President, he considered 
it one of the greatest evils which could befall our 
aa He could not, therefore, vote for this © 

ill. 

Mr. MASON took the floor, and moved that the 
Senate adjourn; but afterwards withdrew the mo- 
tion. 

PRIVATE BILL. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of J. W. Nye, 
assignee of Peter Bargy and Hugh Stewart, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his relief. 

The bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading; and the report ordered to be printed. 


INVIOLABILITY OF FRANKS. 

Mr. BADGER submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post ' 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the propriety and neces- 
sity of providing by law, that no frank of any letter or packet, 
otherwise valid, shall be held or treated as invalid by reason 
ofthe direction ofsuch packet or letter being in a handwriting 
different from that of the frank. 

Mr. BADGER asked for its:immediate consid- 
eration. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
resolution, by unanimous consent. | 

Mr. BADGER. I desire to make a single re- 
mark by way of showing the necessity for the 
adoption of this resolution. As the law at present 
stands, all letters and packages, under the weight 
of two ounces, may be sent and received by mem- 
bers of Congress free of postage. The Post Office 
Department has introduced a proviso into this law, 
providing that members who frank letters and 
documents shall also direct them. This is an un- 
warranted interference. It is a proviso not con- 
tained in the law. It isa serious inconvenience, 
and, in my humble opinion, is a gross indignity to 
members of this body. A gentleman, who is a 
member of the other House, showed me, to-day, 
a package which he had sent to his sister at school. 
The frank had been stricken off, and postage- 
charged, although both the frank and the direction 
were written by himself, as he tells me, with dif- 
ferent pens. 

Mr. WESTCOTT. The Postmaster General 
has rectified this matter some days since. It will 
do no harm to anybody; but there is no necessit 
for any action. Some days since, I was informed, 
letters written for me, and at my request, and on 
my business, public and private, by a friend and 
constituent who was here, because directed b 
him, though franked by me, were charged wit 
postage, and my frank erased. I felt indignant at 
itas an outrage. On inquiry, I found the same 
rule had been adopted as to all members of Con-. 
gress. Supposing it was the fault of the city 
postmaster, or his clerks, I called at the General 
Post Office, to have them instructed properly; and 
the Postmaster General being away, I saw Mr. 
Brown, the First Assistant, and complained of the 
erasure as unlawful. Subsequently, a few days 
ago, the city postmaster informed me that he had 
received instructions to let all franked letters and 
documents pass, whether directed by the person 
franking or not. 

Mr. BADGER. Documents, not letters. 

Mr. WESTCOTT. No, sir—letters and docu- 
ments both. I was particular in my inquiry, and 
he expressly told me the instructions applied to 
both. 

Mr. BADGER. All that is. desired to be at- 
tained by the resolution now presented is, that we 
shall all stand upon the same footing as the Sena- 
tor from Florida. If it has been rectified in regard 
to him, let it be so generally. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I merely rise to state 
that perhaps I have as much reason to complain of 
post office regulations as any member of this body. 
I have suffered from them grievously. When I 
was a member of the other House, my constitu- 
ents were, on one occasion, charged six hundred 
dollars for a few speeches which I franked to them. 
It was done in this way: I wrote the frank, and 
got my wife to direct them; I left the city in the 
morning, and, as I was afterwards told, the speeches 
were not sent to the post office until the next day. 
The franks were all erased, and those to whom 
they were sent were charged a dollar and a quarter 
postage on each, amounting to about six hundred 
dollars. Thus this amount was taken from my 
district by the assumption of the. post office to de- 
grade.me by refusing my frank. ‘The envelopes, 
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_ a great many of themawere sent back to me to 
show the abuse that had been practised by the 

ost office. I have made it a rule, since I have 
bean in Congress, never to frank for others. Du- 
ring the last summer, conceiving that I had a right 
to send and receive all my letters free of postage, 
I franked those which I sent to Louisville; and 1 
was afterwards informed that the franks were 
erased and postage charged regularly. Another 
gentleman has told me that he was served in the 
same way. It is a palpable misconstruction of the 
law; and it is really time that we should take the 
subject under our consideration, and prescribe, a 
remedy. 

Mr. CASS. Whatis the purpose of the reso- 
lution? Is itan inquiry whether the law has been 
violated? 

Mr. BADGER. The object is to change the 
law, and render it more explicit. 

Mr. CASS. Why, the law is clear in itself, is 
it not? 

At the request of several Senators, the resolution 
was again read by the Secretary. | 

Mr. CALHOUN. I really-doubt the propriety 
of adopting this resolution. There is no authority, 
as I understand, by which the Postmaster General 
is authorized to put such a construction as he may 
think proper upon a law of Congress. The reso- 
lution ought to be in the form of an assertion of 
our rights. 

Mr. BADGER. I will cheerfully concur in an 
resolution which the honorable Senator from Sout 
Carolina may think proper to propose in regard to 
this matter, which will secure to us our rights. 
And I will go further, and express a clear and 
decided condemnation of the practice, on the part 
of any officers of this Government, of not only in- 
terpreting our laws in a way to suit their own 
views, but of amending them. I would make it 
an offence, punishable in a high degree, upon pros- 
ecution in the courts of the United States, in case 
any postmaster should dare to charge postage upon 
letters that are franked by those who are entitled 
to the franking privilege. 

Mr. CALHOUN. [ submit to the honorable 
Senator whether or not the right exists on tlie part 
of any officer of the Government to put his own 
interpretation upon a law of Congress. lam not 
aware thatitis so. I would suggest as the proper 
course to be pursed, to call upon the Postmaster 
General to state upon what principle it is that he 
gives the construction to the law which he has 
given; and after we have received a reply from 
him, then let a resolution be passed indicative of 
the sense of this body in regard to it. 

Mr. SEVIER. I think that if Senators will 
take the trouble to look at the law, they will find 
that the postmaster has done exactly what the law 
requires; yet I am in favor of the resolution. I 
had my attention called to this subject last year. 
I had occasion to send a letter to Alexandria. 
The postmaster there disregarded my frank; I 
wrote him rather a warm letter; and ‘he came up 
and. took the trouble to look out the provisions of 
the law, and the result was, that I apologized for 
the trouble I had given him. If Senators will look 
at the law, I think they will be satisfied that the 
construction given to it is right; and I admit that 
it ought to be modified, for it is impossible for us 
in all cases to direct our documents ourselves. 

Mr. BADGER. I think that the. Senator is 
under a misapprehension. An alteration has been 
made in regard to the franking privilege by an act 
of last session. 

Mr. BADGER quoted from the act. 

Mr. NILES. I concur entirely with the hon- 
orable Senator from Arkansas. My opinion is, 
that the law is correctly construed, and that prob- 
ably it will be right to remove the difficulty which 
the Senator has alluded to by an enactment. If 
the department has given an illiberal construc- 
tion to the law, it may be necessary to pass a 
declaratory act. I know how the law was form- 
erly, as I had the honor to be for a short time in 
the department. The question has never been con- 
sidered there as turning upon the circumstances of 
directing the letters or packages; it has been placed 
on a more substantial foundation; and that is, 
whose act is the sending of the document? Ifa 
document is sent, and the department is satisfied 
that it cannot be the act of the person whose frank 
it bears, postage is very properly charged. The 
mere fact of getting.another individual to do the 
writing, however, does not change the act so far 
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as the sending the letter or the document is con- 
cerned; it remains the act of the person franking 
it, and has always been so regarded. Iapprehend 
that the law is right as it is; but I have no objection 
to inquire whether any amendment may be made, 
though I would not assume that it is wrong. 

Mr. FOOTE earnestly deprecated adjudication 
without investigation. He hofed that the Senate 
would never despise the great principle of justice 
imbodied in the saying—“ strike, but first hear 
me.” 

. The resolution was then agreed to. 


CHEROKEE COMMISSTONERS. 

Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of Way be requested to trans- 
mit to the Senate the volumes containing the proceedings 
of Messrs. Faton and Hubley, commissioners under the treaty 
of 1835 and 1833, between the United States and the Chero- 
kee nation of Indians. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a report of the Secretary of War, communicating, 
agreeably to law, a report of the Second Comptrol- 
ler, showing the appropriations, under the direc- 
tion of the department, for the fiscal year ending 
30th June, 1847; the amount drawn from the treas- 
ury: and the balances on the 1st July, 1847; which 
was read and ordered to be printed. 


The bill for the relief of John Black, late consul 
of the United States at the city of Mexico, was 
read the second time and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and no amendment being 
made, it was reported to the Senate, read a third 
time, and passed. ` 

On motion, 

The Senate adjourned. 


'HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 21, 1848. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


Mr. McCLERNAND introduced a bill to create 
the office of surveyor general of the public lands in 
the Territory of Oregon, and to grant donation 
rights to settlers therein, and for other purposes. 
Referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. NELSON presented the remonstrance of 
Harrison Chapman and 117 other farmers of Put- 
nam county, New York, against the passage of 
any law renewing or extending the patent granted 
to Jethro Wood for the cast-iron plough. Referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. WILSON presented three remonstrances 
of a similar character from citizens of New Hamp- 
shire; which were referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

PETITIONS. 

The SPEAKER commenced the call of the 
States for petitions, commencing with the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin, and calling backwards. Pe- 
titions were presented— 

From Iowa: By Mr. LEFFLER. 

From Illinois: By Mr. TURNER. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, presented joint 
resolutions of the Legislature of Michigan, in re- 
lation to the permanent enrolment of the first regi- 
ment of the Michigan volunteers into the service 
of the United States. Referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. WENTWORTH, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a marine hospital at the city 
of Chicago; also, asto the expediency of placing wrought 
iron buoys to mark out the channel of the St. Clair river; 
also, into the expediency of constructing a light-house at 
Port du Mort, or Death’s Door, in Wisconsin. 

On motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post-route between Fairfield and Maysville, in the 
State of [linois. ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of extending the 
benefit of the bounty-land system to officers of the army 
W have become such by promotion from the ranks during 
the war. i 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills, of which previous notice had been given, 
were introduced, read, and referred, as follows : 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill to establishanother 
judicial district in the State of Missouri, and for 
other purposes. l 

By Mr. HALL, of Missouri: A bill for the re- 
lief of the volunteers engaged in the military ser- 
vice of the United States. 


“By Mr. FICKLIN: A bill to cede the public 
lands within the limits of the new States on cer- 
tain conditions. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: A bill to grant a 
quantity of land.to the State of Illinois for the pur- 

ose of aiding in opening the navigation of the 
Rakakee and Iroquois rivers, so as to connect with 
the Illinois and Michigan canal, which connects 
the Upper Lakes with the Mississippi river. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee: A bill to 
increase the pension of Henry Click, of Cocke 
county, Tennessee. 


NOTICE OF BILLS. . 

Notice of motions for leave to introduce bills 
were given as follows: 

By Mr. TWEEDY: A bill to reduce the mini- 
mum price of certain reserved public lands in the 
Territory of Wisconsin, and to grant preémption 
rights to the settlers thereon. 

Also, a bill for the admission of the State of 
Wisconsin into the Union. 

By Mr. KAUFMAN: A bill authorizing the 
State of Texas to extend her eastern and northern 
boundaries, so as to include within the same one- 
half of Sabine pass, Sabine lake, and Sabine river, 
up to the thirty-second degree of north latitude; 
and also one-half of Red river, from a point where 
a line drawn due north from said thirty-two de- 
grees of north latitude strikes said Red river, west- 
ward to the degree of longitude one hundred west 
from London and twenty-three from Washington. 

By Mr. LEFFLER: A bill to donate to the 
State of Iowa certain alternate sections of the pub- 
lic lands, to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from Davenport to the Council Bluffs, on the Mis- 
souri river. 


THANKS TO MILITARY OFFICERS. 
Mr. CHASE asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to enable him to offer the following 
resolutions : 


Resolved, §c., That the thanks of Congress are due, and 
are hereby tendered, to Brigadier General D. § Twiggs, 
Brevet Major General W. J. Worth, Major General G. J. 
Pillow, and Brigadier General James Shields, and, through 
them, to the officers and soldiers of the regular and volun- 
teer corps under their command, for their gallantry and mil- 
itary skill, displayed at the siege and capture of the city of 
Vera Cruz and the castle of San Juan de Ulua, March, 1847; 
atthe atorming of Cerro Gordo, April, 1847; at the desperate 
battles of Contreras, San Antonio, and Churubusco, August, 
1847; and at the sanguinary engagements before the city of 
Mexico, September, 1847. 

That the thanks of Congress are hereby tendered to Major 
General! R. Patterson, and through him to the officers and 
soldiers under his command, for their gallant bearing at the 
siege of Vera Cruz, and the capture of the castle of San Juan 
de Ulua, and atthe victory of Cerro Gordo, in March and 
April, 1847. 

That the thanks of Congress are due, and are hereby ten- 
dered, to Major General John A. Quitman, and through him 


] to the officers and men under his command, for their heroism 


and good conduct at the fall of Vera Cruz and the strong 
castle of San Juan de Ulua, and at the splendid victories 
achieved by our arms in the valley of Mexico, in August and 
September, 1847. . 

That the thanks of Congress are due, and are hereby ten- 
dered, to Brigadier Generals Franklin Pierce, Persifer F. 
Smith, and George Cadwalader, and through them to the 
officers and men under their command, for the military skill 
and good conduct exhibited by them at the splendid victories 
obtained by our army in the valley and before the city of 
Mexico, in August and September, 1847. 

Resolved, That these victories, following each other in 
quick succession, and wrung from the enemy under all cir- 
cumstances, create a doubt which to admire the most, the 
skill and gallantry of the commanders or the indomitable 
courage of the soldiers, which prompted this band of heroes 
to press forward into the heart of the enemy’s country, over- 
coming every obstacle, scattering the armies of Mexico like 
chaff before the wind, until the most signal triumphs are 
crowned by the possession of the far-famed ‘s Halls of the 
Montezumas.”? 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and 
heis hereby, requested to cause to be struck eight gold med- 
als, with devices emblematical of the series of brilliant vic- 
tories achieved by the army, and that one be presented to 
each of the generals named in these resolutions, as a testi- 
mony of the high sense entertained by Congress of their 
skill and good conduct in the brilliant campaigns of 1847. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate these resolutions to the generals 
specified in the foregoing resolutions, in snch terms as he 
may deem best calqulated to give effect to the object there- 
of; and that he be requested to cause an order to be issued 
that they be read at the head of the several corps of the 
army. ' 

Objection being made, 

Mr. CHASE moved a suspension of the rules 
to allow him to introduce the resolutions. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 110, nays 54, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barringer, Bedinger, Birdsall, Black, 


Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, William &. Brown, 
Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Chase, 
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Clapp, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Collins, Conger, Crisfield, Crozier, Cummins, Daniel, 
Dickinson, Duer, Dunn, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, Fries, 
French, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Goggin, Willard P. Hall, 
Hammons, Haralson, Harris, Henley, Hill, Isaac E. Holmes, 
George S. Houston, John W. Houston, Inge, Charles J. In- 
geraai, Irvin, Iverson, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, 

ames H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Kaufman, Kennon, Lahm, La Sère, Sidney Lawrence, 
Leffler, Ligon, Lord, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, 
McDowell, McKay. Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, 
Mullin, Newall, Outlaw, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, 
Phelps, Pillsbury, Pollock, Putnain, Reynolds, Richardson, 
Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Rumsey, Sawyer, Sherrill, 
Sims, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, 
Charles E. Stuart, Thomas, James Thompson, Robert A. 
Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, Turner, Vena- 
ble, Warren, Wentworth, Williams, Wiley, and Wood- 
ward—110. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Green Adams, 
Ashmun, Brady, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, Chapman, Cocke, 
Cranston, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Daniel Duncan, Edwards, 
Nathan Evans, Fisher, Giddings, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, 
Nathan K. Hall, Henry, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, Hubbard, 
Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Kellogg, Daniel P. King, Wil- 
liani T. Lawrence, Lincoln, McIlvaine, Marsh, Morehead, 
Nelson, Nes, Pendleton, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Schenck, Shepperd, Slingerland, Caleb B. 
Smith, Truman Sinith, Strohm, SE Taylor, Rich- 
ard W. Thompson, Toombs, Van Dyke, White, and Wil- 
son—o4. 

Two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were suspended, and the joint resolutions were 
received and read the first time. _ 

Mr. COCKE gave notice of his intention to de- 
bate the resolutions,.and inquired if they would 
not lie over under the rule? 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

Mr. COCKE moved that the resolutions be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER remarked, that that motion was 
not now in order, nor would be until they had been 
read a second time. If they were now objected 
to, the proper motion would be that they be now 
rejected. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, moved that they 
be rejected. He made this motion because these 
officers had already been thanked by a vote of this 
House, and not because he was unwilling to give 
them thanks for their services. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on the 
rejection of the resolutions. 

Mr. STEPHENS hoped that the motion to re- 
ject the resolutions would not be persisted in. The 
gentleman from Delaware had stated that he had 
no objection to thank the officers named in the 
resolutions, and therefore he hoped they would be 
allowed to take the course ae by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. CocKE,] and be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. He 
desired to see the resolutions put in a proper form, 
and he should be ready to vote for them at any 
time. 

Mr. HOUSTON withdrew his motion. 

The resolutions were then read a first and sec- 
ond time; and S 

Mr. COCKE moved that they be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARALSON desired permission to say a 
few words in regard to this motion. Asa mem- 
ber of the Committee on Military Affairs, perhaps 
he should not now give expression to any opin- 
ion. His position was a peculiar one, and, consid- 
ering his position, he ought not perhaps to object 
to the reference proposed; but he could not see the 
necessity for such a motion. The resolutions 
barely expressed the thanks of Congress to officers 
of our army; and why should they go to a com- 
mittee when other resolutions of a like character 
had not been so referred? If the House was prepared 
to vote on the subject, and he did not doubt the 
sincerity of gentlemen when they said they were 
ready to give a vote of thanks to our officers for 
their gallantry in fighting the battles of the coun- 
try, why should the vote be delayed? Why not 
give the vote at once? Why should they resort to 
a tardy movement, which the reference to the mil- 
‘itary or any other committee would be? He re- 
poi that it was a bare expression of thanks. 

id gentlemen approve or disapprove of it? If 
they approved, why not vote now? If they dis- 
approved, let it be declared, and let not the resolu- 


tions be entombed by a reference to a standing 


committee of this House. He knew not the course 
gentlemen meant to pursue, but he again appealed 
to them to vote at once directly on these resolu- 
tions. If the House approved of them, let the vote 
of thanks be given promptly to those officers. Let 
its expression of thanks be as unhesitating as it 
-was in both Houses of Congress on other resolu- 


tions some days ago. He had no hesitation in 
saying what his course would be, and asa member 
of the Military Committee probably he should not 
object to the reference; but he preferred a vote at 
once, and he should give his vote for the resolu- 
tions. There was no necessity for the reference, 
and he hoped the House would come to a direct 
vote upon them. 

Mr. CHASE moved the previous question. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, desired the gentleman 
from Tennessee to withdraw that motion to give 
him the opportunity to submit an amendment. 

Mr. CHASE could not comply with the gentle- 
man’s request. 

Mr. COCKE inquired whether, if the previous 
question was sustained, it would not cut off his 
motidn to refer? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. COCKE said he hoped the House would 
not sustain the call. 

Tellers were called for on seconding the demand 
for the previous question, and Messrs. TuH180- 
Deaux and Brown, of Mississippi, were appoint- 
ed, and they reported 77 in the affirmative, and 71 
in the negative; so there was a second. ` 

Mr. STEPHENS called for the yeas and nays 
on the question, ‘‘ Shall the main question be now 
put?” and they were ordered; and, on being taken, 
were: 98 yeas and 86 nays, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, Black, Bow- 
don, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Charles 
Brown, Albert G. Brown, Cathcart, Chase, Clapp, Franklin 
Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Collins, 
Cummins, Daniel, Dickey, Dickinson, Edsall, Faran, Feath- 
erston, Ficklin, Fries, French. Fulton, Hammons, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Harris, Henley, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Irvin, Iverson, Jackson, Jenkins, 
Andrew Johnson, James H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Lahm, La Sére, 
Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, Levin, Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, 
McLane, Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, Murphy, 
Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Pollock, 
Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Sawyer, 
Sims, Robert Smith, Starkweather, Stanton, Charles E. 
Stuart, Thomas, James Thompson, Robert 4. Thompson, 
William Thompson, Thurston, Turner, Venable, Wick, 
Williams, Wiley, and Woodward—97. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Green Adams, Ashmun, 
Barringer, Blanchard, Brady, Buckner, Burt, Butler, Cabell, 
Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, 
Crowell, Crozier, Dixon, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Garnett 
Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Nathan Evans, 
Fisher, Gaines, Gayle, Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Gregory, 
Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses 
Hampton, Henry, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Hous- 
ton, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, John W. 
Jones, Kellogg, William T. Lawrence, Lincoln, McIlvaine, 
Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Outlaw, 
Palfrey, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Roman, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Shepperd, Sherrill, 
Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stephens, 
Strohm, Tallmadge, Thibodeaux, Taylor, R. W. Thompson, 
John B. Thompson, Toombs, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, 
White, and Wilson—86. 


So the main question was ordered to be now 


ut. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on en- 
grossing the resolutions for a third reading. 

The Clerk, at the request of several gentlemen, 
again read the resolutions for their information. 

The SPEAKER then rose to put the question, 
but he was interrupted by— - 

Mr. HUNT, who desired him to stop, and by 
several gentlemen, who sprang from their seats 
to the assistance of the venerable Jonn Quincy 


-Apams, who was observed to be sinking from his 


seat in what appeared to be the agonies of death. 
Mr. ApAms was immediately borne to the Rotundo 
for the benefit of purer air, and afterwards to the 
Speaker’s room, assiduously attended by many 
members of the House; and the House hastily 
adjourned. i 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, February 21, 1848. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Campse 1, their Clerk, 
announcing that the House of Representatives had 
passed the bill of the Senate entitled ‘‘ An act for 
the relief of the heirs of John Paul Jones,” with 
amendments, in which they request the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments made by the House of Representatives to 
the bill for the relief of the heirs of John Paul 
Jones. a) 

The amendment having been read— 

‘Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, moved that the 
bill be referred to the committee. 
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Mr. HANNEGAN said that the bill did not 
originate in the committee this year, and in the 
peculiar circumstances of the case, was passed 
without reference, having passed both Houses 
last session, and failed to become a law in conse- 
quence of being accidentally lost in the lobby on. 
the way to the President for his signature. Owing 
to the courtesy, not to say a sense of justice of thé 
Senate, it was passed this session without being 
subjected to the usual form of reference to a com- 
mittee. The claim itself had undergone a strict 
investigation on these occasions. Twice had it 
been the subject of a favorable report, and it had 
again passed the House by a large vote in its favor. 
The amendments were entirely immaterial, bein 
merely verbal. There was only one that had any 
substance, and that made an exception against the 
heirs of Captain Landais, who have received their 
share of the original claim. He hoped that the 
Senator from Massachusetts would withéraw his 
motion, in order that he might be enabled to move 
the concurrence of the Senate in the amendments 
of the House. 

Mr. DAVIS was quite aware that this bill had 
received the action of the Senate in the form in 
which it passed at the last session. Still he was 
not able to understand the bearing of the amend- 
ments which had been read. He could.not deter- 
mine, without some examination, whether -they 
were important or not; therefore, without enter- 
taining any hostile feeling to the bill, or any desire 
to delay its final passage, he believed that it had 
better be examined by a committee; at least, that 
was his impression, althongh, if the Senate thought 
otherwise, he should not insist on his motion. 

Mr. HANNEGAN then rose, but yielded to 

Mr. BENTON, who inquired if the motion was 
withdrawn? 

Mr. DAVIS replied in the negative, and added, 
that it would not be, unless the general sense of 
the Senate opposed it. : 

Mr. BENTON then said that it would not be 
withdrawn by the unanimous sense of the Senate, 
for he would object to the withdrawal of the mo- 
tion. This was a case seventy years old—ap- 
proaching very close to that—and within the last 
two or three sessions had had at least a rapid pas- 
sage through the two Houses. Now he was told 
by old Senators, when he came there, that he 
should distrust anything that went rapidly and 
unanimously; and their philosophical reasoning 
was, that the human mind was so various in its 
conclusions, that if any case was fully stated and 
presented in all its bearings, there would be differ- 
ence of opinion in regard to it, and that, therefore, 
when a case passed rapidly through a legislative 
body, the presumption was that it had not been 
fully stated and attentively examined. He was 
not in his seat when this bill was called up and 
passed through the Senate, without the observance 
of the usual forms. Had he been in his place 
upon that occasion, he -should have moved that it 
be subjected to all those forms which the wisdom 
of legislators had provided for the protection of 
the public interests, and for ensuring sound and 
wholesome legislation. Now, with respect to the 
merits of this claim, he knew nothing. But he 
did know one thing: that our ancestors, the men 
of the Revolution, were just men. He doubted 
neither their justice nor their patriotism. ‘They 
were also wise men. The men of the Revolution 
constituted a body of men rarely seen on the face 
of the earth—rarely equalled in the justice, wisdom, 
and moderation of all their doings. ` They who 
lived during the Revolution, and were cognizant 
of all that occurred during that period, soon after 
that event—each State within itself, and the Gen- 
eral Government by assuming an amount perhaps 
exceeding all just demands against it—settled every 
just claim upon them, and they settled precisely 
as every man settles who 1s just, and at the same 
time, poor. They settled all accounts against 
them, and, if they could not pay, they gave their 
notes. Certificates were given in every case in 


| which they thought that anything was due; and 


his reading led him to say, that in the general 
assumpsit which took place about the year 94, an 
amount over and above what was due was assumed 
and allowed for the purpose of covering everything 
which generosity even, not to speak of justice, 
demanded. That was his understanding of the 
closing up of the affairs of the Revolution, and 
with that understanding, he looked with extreme 
suspicion upon any claim that was now presented. 
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In the first place, such a claim was nothing less 
than an impeachment of the integrity of the men 
of that day; if not of their integrity, at all events, 
of their knowledge of their own transactions; and 
assumed that they of the third generation knew 
the tFansactions of their grandfathers better than 
they did at the time when these transactions took 
lace! He asked what would become of Senators, 
if, at the end of sixty or seventy years, their chil- 
dren should be called upon to pay any demand 
which might be then brought up against their an- 
cestors? How would Senators meet a claim pre- 
sented against them for transactions sixty or sev- 
enty years ago, on the part of their grandfathers? 
‘Fhere must be some end to this business. Every 
-generation was charged with the management of 
its own business. He did not say that they should 
have exactly a statute of limitation, but he said 
that that principle must go into the affairs of the 
whole eemmunity, otherwise nothing public or 
private, nothing between man and man, or nation 
and nation, could ever be regarded as settled. It 
was a just principle that they who lived at the 
time, and were cognizant of the transaction, were 
the proper persons to settle the case. There was 
great danger in posterity attempting to open trans- 
actions which had been passed upon by preceding 
generations. He hoped that the bill would be re- 
ferred and examined, and that it would be subjected 
to every form which the wisdom of legislators had 
devised for the purpose of protecting the public inte- 
rests and securing sound and wholesome legislation. 
Mr. HANNEGAN desired to inquire, before 
replying to the Senator from Missouri, whether it 
required the unanimous consent of the Senate, or 
simply a majority, in order to obtain a considera- 
tion of the amendments without reference? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. A majority is 
sufficient. 
Mr. HANNEGAN then proceeded to say, that 
the opposition of the Senator from Missouri to 
this bill appeared to rest on a very singular found- 
ation; for he had assigned no reason for the oppo- 
sition, except the age of the claim, telling the Senate 
that he distrusted any claim which presented itself, 
if it happened to be sixty or seventy: years old. 
The Senator had remarked that the men of the 
Revolution were eminently wise and eminently 
just, and that they took care to protect every good 
claim against the Government of that time, by the 
issue of certificates. Well, no one valued more 
highly the character of our revolutionary fathers 
than Le himself, no one cherished greater vener- 
ation for their memory; no one rendered more 
willing homage to their justice and sagacity. But 
it was to be presumed that the history of the coun- 
try was intelligible to those who read it, and, as 
he had stated, committees of both branches of 
Congress had examined the history so far as it 
related to this claim, and had pronounced the claim 
tobe just. That body had unanimously pronounced 
it just. Two committees of that body, after a 
most thorough investigation, had pronounced it 
just. The bill had twice passed the Senate, without 
a division. It had passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives three times, by an almost overwhelming 
vote. The closest vate yet given on the bill had 
been that of Friday last in the House, and on that 
occasion, according to the report in the papers, 
there was a majority in its favor of twenty-two, 
after the most strenuous exertions against it. It 
was the singular history of the bill at the last 
session which alone exempted it from the usual 
forms on its introduction at the commencement of 
the present session. A sense of justice and of pro- 
priety, a sense of honor and of honesty, induced 
the Senate, by a unanimous vote, during the first 
week of the session, to exempt this bill from those 
ordinary forms of legislation, which he would be 
the last man to undervalue, or lightly disregard. 
In point of fact, the bill was a law, if ever there 
was a law in the eye of God, and an upright tribu- 
nal on earth; and hence it was, that the Senate did 
unanimously place it in the same position in which 
it was at the close of the last session of Congress. 
It then wanted only the last form prescribed by 
the Constitution, the signature of the President, 
to become technically, as it was substantially, the 
law of the land. It was lost on its way from the 
‘desk of the Secretary to the chamber in the Capitol, 
in which the President was ergeren in attaching 
his signature to the Bill which had been passed by 
Congress. If ever any claim had been subjected 
to:the rigorous examination and: scrutiny of Con- 


gress, this was that claim; and if ever the prose- 
cution of a claim resulted in unhappy consequences 
to the individual concerned, it was in this case. 
He had no doubt that the fate of the bill brought 
to an untimely grave one of the most accomplished 
and estimable gentlemen that he had ever met with 
in the whole course of his life. ‘That unfortunate 
man had set his heart upon the fulfilment of his 
cherished hopes of justice, which he sought at the 
hands of Congress. There the last stay of his 
fortunes was fixed; to that he had devoted all his 
energies, all his time, all his means. After two 
years of indomitable labor on his part, and at the 
very moment that the cup approached his lips, the 
rude hand of fate dashed it in atoms to the earth ! 
The shock was too much for him, and he sank 
into the grave, leaving a helpless family. Such 
were the.circumstances in which the Senate had 
seen proper to avoid the ordinary rules of legisla- 
tion, and give the bill a direct passage on the day 
on which it was introduced. 7 

As to the merits of the claim, what were they? 
He held in his hand the report of the committee, 
which was on the files of both Houses. It gave 
compensation, indemnity for prizes captured by 
the renowned naval hero—the world-famous Paul 
Jones—captured by him from the British Gov- 
ernment in the war of the Revolution; and under 
the direction of Dr. Franklin, then our commis- 
sioner in France, these prizes were carried to the 
port of Bergen, in Norway, under the dominion 
of Denmark. Denmark, in violation of the law of 
nations, on the demand of England, yielded up 
those prizes to that Power, and made herself justly 
amenable to the captors for the amount of prize- 
money. Dr. Franklin himself assessed the value 
of the captured vessels, and that valuation was 
now before them. It was admitted, and was all 
that was asked, neither more nor less, without a 
cent of interest. ‘The Government of the United 
States took the matter in hand, and faltered and 
trifled with it, as it was in the habit of doing in 
case of claims against foreign Governments, thus 
depriving the individual claimants of the means of 

rosecuting their claims. Indeed, the cowardly 

renchman who betrayed Jones in the most famous 
of his actions, long since received his share of the 
prize-money, but the descendants of the true hero, 
till this day had not received a solitary cent. This 
bill proposed to give to the heirs that which Paul 
Jones was himself entitled to seventy years ago, 
without one cent of interest. He trusted that the 
Senate would, without hesitation, notwithstand- 
ing the objection urged with respect to the age of 
the claim, concur in the amendment, and at once 
pass the bill. 

Mr. CAMERON remarked that he was a mem- 
ber of the committee to whom the case had been 
formerly referred, and he had satisfied himself 
that the claim was just. The Senate was also sat- 
isfied of its justice, and: passed the bill by an almost 
unanimous vote. In his opinion, the only objec- 
tion advanced against the bill which was presented 
by the Senator from Missouri furnished the strong- 
est argument in its favor. If justice had been de- 
layed in this case for a period of seventy years, 
that was surely one of the most powerful reasons 
why justice should be promptly rendered now. 
There was not a gentleman present, there was 
scarcely a man in the country, who did not know. 
of some case, standing from the time of the Revo- 
lution to this day, unsettled. It was true that the 
men of the Revolution were just—no body of men 
that ever existed were more so; but they were 
poor; they were not only too poor to be generous, 
but to pay their debts. The debts of the Revolu- 
tion were left to be discharged when the country 
would be able to liquidate them. He himself knew 
of thousands of dollars worth of the continental 
ee which lay locked up in old chests in his 
own State which had never been liquidated. The 
country made a compromise, but he believed now, 
as he had always believed, that it was discredita- 
ble to them. But the strong argument in favor of 
this bill was, that it had passed through all the 
forms of legislation, and accidentally failed to re- 
ceive the signature of the President, and thereby 
become a law. It passed after a full investigation. 
If the Senate refused to pass it now, it placed the 
bill within the reach of accident again. He could 
not believe—he did nog know—till that moment 
that any one would have looked at this as anything 
more than a matter of form. He hoped the bill 
would be passed immediately. 


Mr. BAGBY said, that it appeared to him that 
the Senators from Indiana and Pennsylvania had 
both mistaken the true point at issue with regard 
to this bill. He-did not understand that the merits 
of the claim of the heirs of Paul Jones were at all 
involved in the proposition submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. The distinct and simple 
question before the Senate was, whether that was 
a deliberative body or not, and whether the usual 
forms of legislation were to be adhered to or be 
overthrown and lost sight of. He did not under- 
stand the gentleman from Massachusetts to be op- 
posed to the bill on its merits; on the contrary, 
that Senator had distinctly stated that he did not 
at present inquire into the merits of the bill, But 
it must be obvious, he contended, to all who have 
at all observed the transaction of business in that 
kody, whether with regard to old or new claims, 
that they were falling into a very loose, careless, 
and, in his humble conception, improper practice. 
Although both of his friends on his right [Mr. 
Hannecan and Mr. Cameron] belonged to the 
junior members of the body in point of years, yet 
it was supposed that Senators were of that ad- 
vanced age which ensured deliberation before they 
came there; and now, what was the argument ad- 
vanced? Why, that because this bill had slept for 
three quarters of a century, and because it passed 
at the very last hour of the last session, therefore it 
was to be taken up post-haste, and carried through 
the body. If the bill possessed one iota of the 
merit attributed to it by both his friends on his 
right—and he did not question thay it did—where 
was the danger of subjecting it to the usual ordeal 
of legislation? He did not, as he had said, at all 
enter into the merits of the bill; he took it for 
granted that its passage was prima facie evidence 
that the claim was a good one; but he maintained 
the principle that the character of the body asa 
deliberative assembly required that every measure, 
especially one which had lain for threescore years 
and ten, should be subjected to the ordinary forms 
of legislation. o 

Mr. HANNEGAN. It has been knocking at 
the doors of Congress since 1803. 

Mr. BAGBY. No doubt; but he would rather 
have this or any other claim lie over till next ses- 
sion, than the established forms of this body 
should be disregarded from day today. He in- 
sisted on the strict adherence to the usual forms of ` 
legislation in this as in all other cases. 

Mr. MANGUM remarked, that the only diffi- 
culty which he perceived in this case arose out of 
the fact that the bill at this session was not reported 
by a committee at all; for if it had been reported, 


| he had no doubt it would have passed that Cham- 


ber, and that then, having also passed the House 
of Representatives with amendments, it would, on 
its return, in case the amendments should have been 
regarded as immaterial by its friends, have been at 
once passed upon by the Senate. Not having been 
reported, however, a little more strength was given 
to the proposition that it should be referred toa 
committee. Yet, what was to be gained by a ref- 
erence? The only question now remaining was on 
the amendments of the House, which did not open 
the merits of the bill—not at all—and those who 
had charge of it had represented that the amend- 
ments were merely verbal, except one which was 
not of much importance, and even if it were con- 
curred in, and it should turn out that injustice had 
been done to any branch of the family; redress was 
easily to be obtained by an application to Congress. 
He knew that this case had undergone a very 
thorough examination on its merits, not in that 
Chamber, but by a committee who sat upon it week 
after week and week after week. It was well known 
to hongrable Senators, that it was utterly impossi- 
ble for any member of this or any other legislative 
body to become intimately acquainted with the 
merits of such cases from personal examination. 
It was necessary that they should trust to their 
organs, the committees. In this case, the commit- 
tee had repeatedly examined the case, and reported. 
favorably. He believed that the Senate would 
stultify itself in the eyes of the country if, after a’ 
solemn adjudication, it should refer the bill again 
to a committee, where its merits would not be at 
all open, and the amendments were admitted to be 
quite immaterial. Even if it were possible that 
under the influence of feeling they might go a little 
further than strict justice, yet the consideration that 
this was a just claim, which had lain unsettled for 
more than a century, ought to be allawed some 
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weight. Besides, their means were now abundant, 
for he understood that the war with Mexico had 
ceased. He hoped, then, that there would be no 
unwillingness to do full justice to the claims of the 
descendants of one who not only rendered import- 
ant service in the revolutionary struggle, but, by 
his great achievements, had added to the renown 
of the American name. ° 

. Mr. BADGER said he had voted for the passage 
of the bill at the last session, and had voted fora 
similar bill this session, But he could not consent 
that it should be passed immediately, in conse- 
quence of the statements made by the honorable 
Senator from Indiana, as he thought it proper now 
to refer it to the committee. Had the question on 
concurrence been presented, he would have at once 
voted in favor of the bill; but he felt that there was 
a necessity of referring the subject to the com- 
mittee, if any Senator desired the reference. He 
believed that his honorable colleague was quite 
correct that the merits of the case were not involv- 
ed; yet that did not furnish fas hte why the 
reference should not be made. The long session 
was before them, and he could not see why the 
ordinary course should be resisted when it was 
demanded. He hoped that his friend from Indiana 
would yield and allow the reference. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, wished to as- 
gure the Senate that nothing was more opposed to 
his view than any purpose of unnecessary delay. 
He had no desire to interpose the slightest obstacle 
to the passage of the bill, and yet, as he was some- 
what responsible for the motion to refer, he wish- 
ed to say a word in reference to his purpose in 
making the motion. The business was in such 
confusion at the close of last session, that the bill 
had fallen under the table and was there lost. 

Mr. HANNEGAN begged to inform the Senator 
that the bill had long previously passed the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS said he knew that, and that it had 
been brought to receive the signature of the Vice 
President. 

Mr. HANNEGANWN stated that it did receive that 
Officer’s signature, and that it was on the way to 
the Executive chamber that it was lost. 
~ Mr. DAVIS. The bill did not become a law. 
Now, he did not complain of the rapidity with 
which the bill passed; all that he wished was to 
secure proper examination of the amendments 
which jt had now received in the House. The 
object in organizing the committee was to secure 
deliberation: The remark made by the honorable 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Maneum] 
showed the necessity of deliberate examination. 
That gentleman had said, that if injustice was done 
by any of the amendments, redress could be ob- 
tained on application to Congréss. Now, it was to 
supercede the necessity of any such subsequent 
legislation that he wished it referred to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BENTON observed, that all he had to say 
was, that with regard to this claim, which had been 
represented as long pending, as a‘‘continual’’claim, 
he knew nothing whatsoever. He did not know 
that it had passed and been lost accidentally, till 
after the close of last session. All that might have 
been owing to his not attending to the business of 
the Senate, but such was the fact. Now, he would 
go further and say, that he never knew what the 
bill was for, nor whatit was about—he knew noth- 
ing of the foundation of the claim till yesterday, 
when his attention was drawn to it by a speech of 
a member of the House, [Mr. STARKWEATHER, | 
which that gentleman had sent to him, and which 
he had read, as he read all the speeches of that gen- 
tleman, with attention. It was thus that he had be- 
come acquainted with the nature of the claim, and 
he made this statement merely for the purpose of 
excluding himself from the supposition that he had 
given this bill Sieg consideration when it was 
before the Senate. The application at present was, 
to give the bill a reference to the proper committee, 
and that perhaps would afford him an opportunity 
of requesting that committee to inquire whether 
Paul Jones had any heirs. It had been his cus- 
tom from his childhood to read everything relating 
to the Revolution, and he thought he knew some- 
thing about the men of the Revolution. Every- 
thing connected with these men was worthy of 
careful examination. Yet he did not know that 
Paul Jones had any heirs. Perhaps the committee 
would find thatout. He hoped that the reference 
would be made. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he would not detain 
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| the Senate by making any observations, and would 


merely read the amendments, contenting himself 
with a single remark in reply to the allusion of the 
Senator from Missouri to the fact, that'Paul Jones 
had no heirs. The report had an entirely differ- 
ent statement, and he believed that, accdrding to 
the laws of descent, a man could have heirs, and 
direct heirs, without having had children. The 
children of his brothers and sisters were his heirs. 
The grandchildren of his brothers and sisters were 
his heirs in the eye of the law. That was the case 
in the present instance. He then read the amend- 
ments, and added, that it would be seen that they 
bette as he had represented them, entirely imma- 
terial. 


Mr. BRADBURY remarked that the Senator 


from Indiana had alluded to the fact that this bill: 


had once passed the Senate unanimously. He 
was himself present on that day early in the ses- 
sion, on which the bill was passed without being 
subjected to the usual forms, and had supposed 
that the case was one so clear, so well settled, one 
about which there could be no doubt, that as 
a matter of courtesy to the Senator from Indi- 
ana, he had readily yielded to his request, and 
voted for its immediate passage. Since that time 
he had had occasion to look into the case, and he 
confessed that he was unable again to vote in favor 
of the bill on its merits out of courtesy to any 
Senator. The Senator from Indiana had on the 
present occasion alluded to one fact to which he 
wished to call the attention of the Senate. That 
Senator had gone into the merits of the bill, and 
alleged that the United States Government had 
deprived the claimants of the means of prosecuting 


. their claims against a foreign government. The 


Senator then placed that claim on the grotind that 
the United States Government had interposed he- 
tween the claimant and the foreign government, 
and had itself assumed the claim. In looking into 
the fucts of the case, he found that the treaty with 
Denmark did not exactly warrant that conclusion; 
and he hoped that the reference would be made, in 
order that an lei might be offered of in- 
vestigating the matter. If the claim were just, he 
would be very happy to vote in favor of the bill. 
If it were not just, he could not conscientiously 
vote for it; and in these circumstances he wished 
that the bill might be subjected to the usual forms 
of legislation, in order that it might be acted on 
with coolness and deliberation. 

Mr. CASS sail he hoped the bill would be 
passed over informally, in order that the special 
order might be taken up. : 

SEVERAL SENATORS. ‘* Question.’’ 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
refer the bill to the committee, and it was agreed 
to—Ayes 25. 

ILLNESS OF JOHN QUINCY ADAMS. 

Mr. BENTON rose, and with great feeling, said: 
I am called on to make a painful announcement to 
the Senate. I have just been informed that the 
House of Representatives has this instant adjourn- 
ed under the most afflictive circumstances. A 
calamitous visitation has fallen on one of its oldest 
and most valuable members—one who has been 
President of the United States, and whose charac- 
ter has inspired the highest respect and esteem. 
Mr. Apams has just sunk down in his chair, and 
has been carried into an adjoining room, and may 
be at this moment passing from the earth, under the 
roof that covers us, and almost in our presence. 
In these circumstances the whole Senate will feel 
alike, and feel wholly unable to attend to any busi- 
ness. I therefore move the immediate adjourn- 
ment of the Senate. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, February 22, 1848. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, the usual hour, 
and it was marked with deep solemnity and sad- 
ness. The Rev. H. Suicer, the Congressional 
Chaplain, performed the duty of his office with 
unusual impressiveness, and tenderly and delicate- 
ly alluded to the venerable. sage who lay in an 
adjoining room, unconscious of all earthly concerns, 
on the verge of eternity. 

The SPEAKER then rose and said, he deemed 
it proper to state to the House from the chair that 
his venerable colleague, Joun Quincy ADAMS, was 
atill in a state of unconsciousness in the Speaker’s 


room, and, in the opinion of his medical advisers, 
was rapidly sinking. 
_ Mr. BURT moved that the House do now ad- 
ourn. 

Mr. GIDDINGS suggested that the Journal of 
yesterday should state the cause of its early ad- 


journment. 


The SPEAKER acquiesced, and directed the 
Clerk to record the melancholy circumstance. 
The House then adjourned. . 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred : 


By Mr. TURNER: The petition of H. Wells and others 
praying for an act to authorize the citizens of Rock Island 
to select 160 acres of land, for school purposes in lieu of six- 
teenth section. Also, the petition of H. Whitney and others, 
praying for a maH route trom La Salle to Lee Centre and 
Daysville,in the State of Illinois. 

By Mr. THURSTON: The remonstrance of Benjamin G. 
Teal and one hundred others, against the renewal of the 
patent to the heirs of Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. A. JOHNSON : The papers of Jonathan Naff, Ed- 
ward ‘Taylor, and Cornelius Hughes, all applicants to be 
placed on the roll of invalid pensioners. Also, the papers of 
Thomas Richard, an applicant to be placed on the roll of 
revolutionary pensioners. 

By Mr. GAINES : The petition of W. H. Scott, for indem- 
nity for loss sustained by the failure and refusal of the Post- 
master General to give him a mail contract according to 
agreement. 

By Mr. GREEN ADAMS: The petition of Jarvis Jackson, 
praying tu be relieved from the payment of a judgment ob- 
tained against him as the security of Calvin Carter, late 
postmaster at London, Kentucky. 

By Mr. HUNT: The petition of W. S. Rossiter, James 
Brown, jr., and other citizens of New York, for the admis- 
sion of Canadian produce free of duty. Also, a petition of the 
same purport from Horace White and other citizens of Sy- 
racuse, New York. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The remonstrance of 
N. Stearns and fifty-three others, of Monroe county, New 
York, against extending the patent of Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: A petition for a mail route from 
Juliet, via Jackson creek, Reed’s Grove, Wilmington, Rock 
creek, Bullbonia, Mount Langum, Middleport, and Milford, 
Illinois, to Lafayette, in Indiana. Also, the petition of citi- 
zens of McLean county, fer a change in the present system 
of newspaper postage. Also, the proceedings of a public 
meeting held at Buffalo, New York, by the owners and mas- 
ters of vessels. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, February 22, 1848. 


The Journal having been read— 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, rose and said, 
that he was informed the House of Representa- 
tives had met and instantly adjourned, in conse- 
pa of the continued and dangerous illness of 

r. Apams, who still lay within these walls in á 
very perilous condition. Mr. Apams, he said, had 
attained to a great age, and had been eminently 
distinguished among the illustrious men of the 
country; and he hoped, under the circumstances 
which existed, the motion he was about to make 
would meet with the approbation of the Senate. 
It seemed to him that the anxieties of the moment, 
as well as veneration for one who has so long been 
an important co-laborer in our councils, in a meas- 
ure unfitted us for deliberation. 

Mr. D. then moved that the Senate do now ad- 
journ. 

The question being put, it was decided in the 
affirmative, nemine dissentiente; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, February 23, 1848. 


After an appropriate prayer by the Rev. Mr. 
Suicer, the Journal of yesterday was read and 


approved. 
The House then, on motion of Mr. BARRIN- 
GER, adjourned. ý 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 23, 1848. 


Before the Journal had been read— 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States announcing that he had approved 
and signed several enrolled bills, and transmitting 
a message in writing. The message was of an 
Executive character. 

Mr. ALLEN rose to present some resolutions, 

Mr. SEVIER. Let the Journal be first read. 

The Journal was then read. 

Mr. SEVIER moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Executive businegs. 
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Mr. ALLEN said he wished now to be permit- 
ted to submit his resolutions. 

Mr. SEVIER. If the resolutions will not lead 
to discussion, I will withdraw my proposition, for 
the purpose of allowing them to be submitted. 

r. ALLEN. There will be no discussion. 


Mr. ALLEN then submitted the following: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the 
Senate whether the active operations of the army of the 
United States in Mexico have been and now are suspengled 
by an armistice, and if so, by whose agency and in virtu of 
what authority such armistice has been effected. _ 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instruct- 
ed to inquire and to report to the Senate, by bill or otherwise, 
whether, in addition to the following act, to wit : “Anact for 
the punishment of certain crimes therein specified. Be i 
enacted, $c., That if any person, being a citizen of the Uni- 
ted States, whether he be actually resident or abiding within 
the United States orin any foreign country, shall, without the 
permission or authority of the Government of the United 
States, directly or indirectly, commence or carry on any ver- 
bal or written correspondence or intercourse with any foreign 
government, or any Officer or agent thereof, with an intent to 
influence the measures or conductof any foreign government, 
or of any officer or agent thereot,in relation to any disputes or 
controversies with the United States, or defeat the measures 
of the Governmentof the United States; orif any person being 
a citizen of or resident within the United States, and not duly 
authorized, shall counsel, advise, aid, or assist in any such 
correspondence, with intent as aforesaid, he or they shall be 
deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and, on conviction 
before any court of the United States having jurisdiction 
thereof, shall be punished by a fine not exceeding five thou 
sand dollars and by imprisonment during a term of not less 
than six months, nor exceeding three years: Provided al- 
ways, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed 
to abridge the right of individual citizens of the United States 
to apply, by themselves or their lawful agents, to any foreign 
Government or their agents thereof for the redress of any 
injuries in relation to person or property which such indi- 
viduals inay have sustained from such Government, or any 
of its agents, citizens, or subjects,’? approved January 30, 
1799—any further legislation be necessary in order more 
effectually to protect the rights and interests of the people of 
the United States against the consequences which may re- 
sult from the assumption of any individual or individuals, 
without authority to act, in the name or behalf of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, or any department or officer 
thereof, with any foreign Government, or department or offi- 
cer thereof, or any individual or individuals assuming to be 
such foreign Government, or department or officer thereof, 
and especially in matters of peace and war. 

Resolved, That the fortieth rule for conducting business in 
the Senate, and which requires the Senate to close its doors 
when transacting Executive business, be rescinded, and the 
Senate shall hereafter sit with open doors while transacting 
all business. 

Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy be, and the same 
is hereby, removed from all past proceedings of the Senate in 
Executive session. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, rose to submit a 
paper; when— 

r. SEVIER immediately renewed his propo- 
sition, refusing to give way. 

And the motion having been agreed to, the Sen- 
ate proceeded to the consideration of Executive 
business. 

After an hour spent in Executive session, the 
doors were reopened; when 

Several petitions were presented and referred. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Two or three unimportant bills were reported 
from committees. 

Mr. CASS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, submitted the testimony taken before the 
committee in relation to the claims upon the Gov- 


‘ernment by citizens of California, arising out of 


our military operations in that country. 

Mr. C. said that this testimony disclosed much 
important information, and he moved that it be 
printed, and that 20,000 extra copies be also print- 
ed for distribution; which was agreed to. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

Mr. CASS gave notice that he would call up the 
ten-regiment bill to-morrow, at one o’clock, and 
he hoped the Senate would be prepared to act upon 
it without delay, as it was desirable that it should 
be speedily passed. 

. Mı . MASON observed, that when this bill was 
last before the Senate, he had obtained the floor, 
with a view of expressing his opinions upon the 
arious subjects which had been presented, when 
it-should next be before the Senate. Since that 
day, however, the bill had not been before the Sen- 
ate, and circumstances had occurred, pretty well 
known to the public, which rendered it unneces- 
sary that the discussion should be continued in the 
range which it had hitherto taken. . He was, there- 
fore, very willing to yield the floor, if Senators 
upon the other side would forego their intention 
further to discuss the bill, and let it be put upon 
its passage. He knew of nothing which had trans- 
ired to render such a measure unnecessary. 
Mr. CASS said, it was the unasimous opinion 


of gentlemen on his side of the Chamber that to 
halt now in our military operations would be fatal. 
Their wish was that the bill should be passed be- 
fore the adjournment to-morrow. 

Mr. BERRIEN observed, that if gentlemen on 
the other side, holding the majority, were deter- 
mined to press the passage of this bill to-morrow, 
those on his side must yield to the force of supe- 
rior numbers. He trusted, however, that such a 
course would not be pursued, but that the privilege 
which had been enjoyed by gentlemen on the other 
side of discussing the bill fully, would also be ex- 
tended to them, to afford an opportunity of explain- 
ing why they thought the bill unnecessary. 

Mr. MASON inferred, from the observations of 
the Senator from Georgia, that it was the opinion 
on that side of the Chamber that the bill was now 
unnecessary. He should feel it his duty, there- 
fore, to occupy the floor to-morrow, to show that 
the necessity for the passage of the bill still ex- 
ists. 

Mr. ALLEN suggested to Senators on the other 
side, who seemed disposed to continue the debate 
upon the bill, that they might avail themselves of 
materials for the discussion, by taking up and 
adopting the resolution which he had offered this 
morning for rescinding the rule requiring a portion 
of the business of the Senate to be transacted in 
secret session. They could then introduce topics 
which it would not otherwise be in order for them 
even to allude to. 

Mr. MANGUM did not exactly comprehend 
the extent and scope of the resolution referred to 
by the Senator from Ohio. 

Several Senators called for the reading of the 
resolution, and it was read by the Secretary. [The 
resolution, which is to rescind the 40th rule, is 
given above. | : 

Mr. MANGUM observed, that he would not 
interpose his vote to a resolution to consider the 
particular matter which had been alluded to in 
open session, if gentlemen on the other side saw 
proper to take such a step. He would place the 
responsibility upon gentlemen representing the 
Administration upon that floor, and if they saw fit 
to adopt such a course, he would not interpose his 
negative. As to the resolution which had been 
read, so wide in its scope, he would take occasion 
to give his views upon it when it should come 


up. 
| "Mr. ALLEN moved that the resolution be now 
taken up. 

Mr.. MANGUM would not himself interpose 
any objection; but, under the rule, the resolution 
must lie on the table if a single member objected. 

Mr. BERRIEN said there wasa grave question 
involved in this resolution, and it should not be 
acted on hastily. He therefore moved that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. DOUGLAS demànded the yeas and nays 
on the motion. : 

Mr. ALLEN suggested to the Senator from 
Georgia thatthe resolution could be postponed until 
to-morrow without an adjournment. 

Mr. BERRIEN had taken that mode of post- 
poning the resolution. If, however, there was a 
desire for a longer session, he would withdraw the 
motiqn. 

Mr. CAMERON was opposed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution to-day, though when it came 
up he might be found with the mover. ‘Too much 
time had already been wasted in the discussion of 
the ten-regiment bill; and he hoped there would be 
no more delay in regard to it. The necessity for 
its passage was as great now, or greater, than ever. 

Mr. NILES hoped the Senator would withdraw 
his objection, and let the resolution be taken up. 

Mr. CALHOUN thought there was an intimate 

connection between the ten-regiment bill and the 
subject which had been alluded to, which pertained 
to Executive business. He hoped the honorable 
chairman of the Military Committee would not, 
therefore, persist in his determination to press the 
passage of the bill. As to the resolution of the 
Senator from Ohio, he was utterly opposed to it, 
even if so modified as to embrace only the present 
subject for Executive consideration. It would be 
‘opening the door to a dangerous precedent, and 
would throw down the barrier which the Consti- 
tution had wisely placed round the consideration 
of questions involving peace or war. 

Mr. MANGUM hoped he was not understood 
as approving even the consideration of the one par- 


ticular subject which had been alluded to in open ! 


session. He did not approve of it. He had merely 
observed that if those representing the Adminis- 
tration chose to take the responsibility of such a 
course, he should not interpose his negative to it. 
He thought it was a question for them to settle, 
and upon them would rest the responsibility. 

Mr. CALHOUN had not understood the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina as approving it. 

Mr. CASS desired to say one word. There 
was a greater necessity now than ever for the pas- 
sage of the bill. Suppose a treaty had been nego- 
tiated, it was very well known that there was not 
a quorum of the Mexican Congress at Queretaro 
to have ratified such a treaty. And supposing we 
should ratify a treaty, if there be one, it is well 
known that there is no stability in the Mexican 
Government; that itis here to-day and gone to- 
morrow, and there is no certainty that it would be 
ratified by the one which might exist when it 
should reach Mexico. Besides, if we relax our 
military operations, it might disincline them to 
ratify any treaty. The passage of the bill will 
cost us nothing, for we need not raise the troops 
if they are not needed. But we should make a 
demonstration here to act upon the fears of the 
Mexican rulers, and thus force them into a peace. 

Mr. MANGUM rose to a point of order. 

Mr. CASS was aware that he was not in order, 
there being no question before the Senate. Other 
gentlemen, however, had been permitted to go on, 
and ashe had been personally alluded to by the 
Senator from South Carolina, he hoped he would 
be allowed the same privilege. 

Mr. MANGUM said that was not his point of 
order. It was, whether the Senator was not in 
some sense affording “aid and comfort to the 
enemy,” by making remarks here which would 
be published, and might reach their ears, about 
making a feint—a movement for effect—to operate 
upon their fears, the knowledge of which would 
tend to defeat its aim? 

Mr. CASS was not for making a feint: he was 
for effective operations. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said he should 
object to the consideration of the resolution of the 
Senator from Ohio to-day, and he would therefore 
move that the Senate adjourn; which was agreed 
to without dissent. 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 24, 1848. 


The House met at the usual hour, and was 
opened by prayer by the Chaplain. A full attend- 
ance of members and a crowded audienée attested 
the deep interest of the occasion which called the 
two Houses to offer public testimonials of their 
proua respect for the memory of the Hon. 

ouN Quincy Apams, who breathed his last on 
esterday evening, and whose mortal remains yet 
ie within the walls of the Capitol. 

The SPEAKER (the Hon. R. C. WintHrop) 
rose, and in a feeling and affecting manner ad- 
dressed the House as follows: 


Gentlemen of the House of 
Representatives of the United States: 

It has been thought fit that the Chair should 
announce officially to this House an event alread 
known to the members individually, and whi 
has filled all our hearts with sadness. 

A seat on this floor has been vacated, towards 
which our eyes have been accustomed to turn with 
no common interest. 

A voice has been hushed forever in this Hall, 
to which all ears have been wont to listen with 
profound reverence. 

A venerable form has faded from our sight, 
around which we have daily clustered with an af- 
fectionate regard. 

A name has been stricken from the roll of the 
living statesmen of our land, which has been asso- 
ciated for more than half a century with the high- 
est civil service, and the loftiest civil renown. 

On Monday, the 2lst instant, JonN Quincy 
Apams sunk in his seat, in presence of us all, b 
a sudden illness, from which he never recovered; 
and he died in the Speaker‘s room at a quarter 
past seven o’clock last evening, with the officers 
of the House and the delegation of his own Mas- 
sachusetts around him. 

Whatever advanced age, Jong experience, great 
ability, vast learning, accumulated public honors, 
a spotless private character, and a firm religious 
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faith, could do to render any one an object of in- 
terest, respect, and admiration, they had done for 
this distinguished person; and interest, respect, 


and admiration are but feeble terms to express the | 


feelings with which the members of this House 
ae the people of the country have long regarded 
im. 

After a life of eighty years, devoted from its 
earliest maturity to the public service, he has at 
length gone to his rest. He has been privileged to 
die at his post; to fall while in the discharge of his 
duties; to expire beneath the roof of the Capitol; 
and to have his last scene associated forever in his- 
tory with the birthday of that illustrious Patriot, 
whose just discernment brought him first into the 
service of his country. 

The close of such a life, under such circumstan- 
ces, is not an event for unmingled emotions. We 
cannot find it in our hearts to regret, that he has died 
as he has died. He himself could have desired 
no other end. ‘*This is the end of earth,’ were 
his last words, uttered on the day on which he fell. 
But we might almost hear him exclaiming, as he 
left us—in a language hardly less familiar to him 
than his native tongue—“‘ Hoc est, nimirum, magis 
feliciter de vitå migrare, quam mori.” 

It is for others to suggest what honors shall be 
paid to his memory. No acts of ours are neces- 
sary to his fame. But it may be due to ourselves 
and to the country, that tlre national sense of his 
character and services should be fitly commemo- 
rated. 

When the Speaker concluded— 

Mr. HUDSON, of Massachusetts, rose and ad- 
dressed the House as follows: | 

Mr. Speaker: I rise, with no ordinary emo- 
tion, to perform a painful duty, which has been 
assigned me by my colleagues, growing out of an 
event which has recently occurred in the midst of 
us, the announcement of which has just been made 
by the Chair. My late venerable colleague is no 
more! A great and good man has fallen! He 
has been stricken down in the midst of us, while 
in the discharge of his public duties. One whose 
public services are coeval with the establishment 
of our Government—one who has come down to 
us front past generations, and of whom it might 
almost be said that he was living in the midst of 
posterity, an example to us and to those who come 
after us—has ceased from his labors, and gone to 
his reward. The peculiar circumstances of his 
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|| till his father took him to Paris, at the time of the 


death are known to every member of this House, - 


and are calculated to make a deep and lasting im- 
pression. They weigh so heavily upon my own 
mind and feelings, that I am almost inclined to 
believe that silence is the most appropriate token 
of our grief, and the most suitable tribute to his 
memory. 

Jonn Quincy Apams was born on the 11th day 
of July, 1767, in that part of Braintree, Massa- 
chusetts, which was subsequently incorporated 
into a town by the name of Quincy, and hence 
was in the eighty-first year of his age. ‘In 1778, 
when he was but eleven years of age, he accom- 
panied his father, John Adams, to France, who 
was sent with Benjamin Franklin and Arthur Lee, 
as Commissioners to the Court of Versailles. Af- 
ter remaining in France about eighteen months, 
during which time he applied himself closely to 
the study of the French and Latin languages, he 
returned to his own country in August, 1779. 
November of the same year, his father was again 
despatched to Europe for the discharge of diplo- 
matic services, and took his son John Quincy with 
him. At Paris he was put to school; and when, 
in 1780, John Adams removed to Holland, his son 
enjoyed the advantages of the public school at 
Amsterdam, and afterwards of the University at 
Leyden. Francis Dana, who accompanied John 
Adams, as Secretary to the Embassy, received in 
1781 the appointment of Minister Plenipotentiary 
to Russia, and took John Quincy Adams, then 
fourteen years of age, with him as his private sec- 
retary. Flere he remained till October, 1782, when 
he left. Mr. Dana at St. Petersburgh, and returned 
through Sweden, Denmark, Hamburg, and Bre- 
‘men, to Holland, where he remained some months, 


. 25 


In’ 


signing of the treaty of peace in 1783. From that 
time till 1785, he was with his father in England, 
Holland, and France; during the whole of which 
period he was a close student. 

At the age of eighteen, at his own request, his 
father permitted him to return to Massachusetts, 
where he entered Harvard University, and was 
graduated in 1787 with distinguished honors. Soon 
after leaving college, he entered the office of the 
celebrated Theophilus Parsons, afterwards Chief 
Justice of Massachusetts, where he remained the 
usual period of three years in the study of the 
law, when he entered the profession, and establish- 
ed himself at Boston. 

In 1794, General Washington appointed him 
Resident Minister to the United Netherlands. From 
that period till 1801 he was in Europe, employed 
in diplomatic business, and as a public minister in 
Holland, England, and Prussia. Just as General 
Washington was retiring from office, he appointed 
Mr. Adams Minister Plenipotentiary to the Court 
of Portugal. While on his way to Lisbon he 
received a new commission, changing his destina- 
tion to Berlin. During his residence of about three 
years and a half at Berlin, he concluded an im- 
portant commercial treaty with Prussia—thus ac- 
complishing the object of his mission. He was 
recalled near the close of his father’s administra- 
tion, and arrived in his native country in Septem- 
ber, 1801. 

In 1802 he was chosen by the Boston district to 
the Senate of Massachusetts, and soon after was 
elected by the Legislature a Senator in Congress 
for six years from March 3, 1803. He remained 
in the Senate of the United States until 1808, when 
he resigned. While in the Senate he received the 
appointment of Professor of Rhetoric in Harvard 

niversity, an office which he filled with distin- 
guished ability. . 

In 1809 he was appointed by President Madison 
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipoten- 
tiary to the Court of Russia, where he rendered the 
most important services to his country. By his 
influence with that Court, he induced Russia to 
offer her mediation between Great Britain and the 
United States in the war of 1812; and, when the 
proper time had arrived, he was placed by Presi- 
dent Madison at the head of five distinguished 
commissioners to negotiate a treaty of peace, which 
vas concluded at Ghent in 1814. Mr. Apams was 
then associated with Mr. Clay and Mr. Gallatin to 
negotiate a.commercial convention with Great Brit- 
ain, and was forthwith appointed Minister Pleni- 
potentiary to the Court of St. James. While in 
Europe in 1811, he received the appointment of 
Associate Justice of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, which he declined. 

After remaining in England till the close of Pres- 
ident Madison’s administration, he was called 
home, and placed by President Monroe at the head 
of the Department of State, where he remained 
eight years. 

In 1825 he was chosen by the House of Repre- 
sentatives President of the Umited States for the 
term of four years. On leaving the Presidency in 
1829, he returned to his native place in Massachu- 
setts, and in 1831 he was elected a member of this 
House, and by the free suffrages of the people has 
been continued in that office to the day of his death. 

This is but a hasty and imperfect enumeration 
of the public stations which have been filled by m 
late lamented colleague. Of the manner in which 
he has discharged these public trusts it is not ne- 
cessary for me to speak. Suffice it to say, that his 
long eventful life has been devoted to the public 
service, and the ability and fidelity with which he 
has discharged every duty are known and acknowl- 


edged throughout the nation. His fame is so 
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and man appears as he really is, we find in him all 
those silent and social virtues which adorn the 
character. His ardent love of justice, his inflexi- 
ble regard for truth, his stern devotion to the cause 
of civil and religious liberty, were blended with 
meekness, sobriety, and charity. But the crown- 
ing glory of his character was his devotion to the 
cause of his Redeemer. 

To that cause he was publicly dedicated on the 
second day of his earthly existence, and through- 
out a long life he manifested a firm belief in Di- 
vine revelation, and a calm trust in that Being who 
rules among the nations, and spreads the mantle 
of his love over his dependant children. But he 
is gone. The places that have known him wal 
now know him no more forever. This ipstance 
of mortality, at once so peculiar and so painful, 
admonishes us of the uncertainty of life, and 
teaches us so to number our days, that we may 
apply our hearts unto wisdom. 

e tender to his afflicted family our heartfelt 
sympathy, and assire them that a nation’s tears 
will be mingled with theirs. And while we lovk 


for consolation to the wisdom and goodness of an 


overruling Providence, we would affectionately 
commend them to that gracious Being who has re- 
vealed himself as the father of the fatherless and 
the widow’s God and friend. 

Mr. Hvupson concluded by offering the follow- 
ing resalutions: 

Resolved, That this House has heard with the deepest 
sensibility of the death in this Capitol of Joun Quincy 
ApaAMs, 2 member of the House from the State of Massa- 
chusetts. 

Resolved, That, as a testimony of respect for the memory 
of this distinguished statesman, the officers and members 
of the House will wear the usual badge of mourning, and 
attend the funeral in this Hall on Saturday next, at twelve 
o’clock. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to superintend 
the funeral solemnities. i ; l 

Resolved, That the proceedings of this House in relation 
to the death of Jons Quincy Apams be communicated to 
the family of the deceased by the Clerk. 

Resolved, That this House, as a further mark of respect 
for the memory of the deceased, do adjourn to Saturday next, 
the day appointed for the funeral. 


Before the question was stated on these resolu- 
tions— 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, rose and 
said: Mr. Speaker, the mingled tones of sorrow, 
like the voice of many waters, has come unto us 
from a sister State—Massachusetts weeping for 
her honored son. The State I have the honor in 
part. to represent, once endured, with yours, acom- 
mon suffering, battled for a common cause, and 
rejoiced in a common triumph. Surely, then, it 
is mect that in this the day of your affliction we 
should mingle our griefs. 

When a great man falls, the nation mourns; 
when a patriarch is removed, the people weep. 
Ours, my associates, is no common bereavement. 
The chain which linked our hearts with the gifted 
spirits of former times has been rudely snapped. 
The lips from which flowed those living and glo- . 
rious truths that our fathers uttered are closed in 
death. Yes, my friends, Death has been among 
us ! e has not entered the humble cottage of 
some unknown, ignoble peasant; he has knocked 
audibly at the palace of a nation! His footstep 
has been heard in the Hall of a State! He has 
cloven down his victim in the midst of the councils 
ofa people! He has borne in triumph from among 

ou the gravest, wisest, most reverend head! Ah! 

e has taken him as a trophy who was once chief 
over many States, adorned with virtue, and learn- 
ing, and truth; he has borne at his chariot wheels 
a renowned one of the earth! 

There was no incident in the birth, the life, the 


|| death, of Mr. Apams, not intimately woven with 


the history of the land. Born in thanight of his 
country’s tribulation, he heard the first murmurs 


blended with his country’s history that it will live |! of discontent; he saw the first efforts for deliver- 


when all the frail monuments of art shall have |! ance. 


crumbled into dust. By his death the country has 
lost a pure patriot, science an ardent votary, and 
the cause of human freedom a devoted friend. 


| 


| 


| 


Whilst yet a little child, he listened with 
eagerness to the whispers of freedom as they 
breathed from the lips of her almost inspired 
apostles: he caught the fire that was then kindled; 


But it is not as a public man merely that we are |i his eye beamed with the first ray; he watched the 
to contemplate Mr. Apaf™s. In the private walks || day spring from on high; and long before he de- 


of life, ‘‘where tired dissimulation drops the mask,” |; parte 


from earth, it was gracioysly vouchsafed 


unto him to behold the effulgence of her noontide || the temple of his country’s freedom. How in this 


glory. department he ministered to his coun) = wants 


is father saw the promise of the son, and early || we all know and have witnessed. How often 
we have crowded into that aisle, and clustered 


Jed him by the hand to drink of the very fountains 
around that now vacant desk, to listen to the coun- 


of light and liberty itself., His youthful thoughts 
were kindled with the idealism of a republic, whose || sels of wisdom as they fell from the lips of the ven- 
erable sage, we can all remember, for it was but 


living form and features he was destined to behold 
visibly. Removed at an early age to a distant || of yesterday. But what a change! How won- 
drous! how sudden! °Tis like a vision of the 


country, he-there, under the eye of his father, was 
instructed in the rigid lore of a Franklin, as I have || night. That form which we beheld but a few days 
l since is now cold in death! 


heard him say. His intellect was expanded by : 
But the last Sabbath and in this Hall he wor- 


the conversations, and invigorated by the acute l vis He 
shipped with others. Now his spirit mingles with 


disquisitions, of the Academicians, whose fiery 
zeal, even at that early period, was waking up the || the noble army of martyrs and the just made per- 
fect in the eternal adoration of the living God! 


mind of France to deeper thoughts, bolder inqui- 
ries, and more matured reffection—to result ulti- 
mately, as we all know, in terrificaction. Return- 
ing to this country, he entered into the cool cloisters 
of the college; passed through the various stages to 
acquire that discipline of mind which intense study 
can alone impart; and thence, as he was about to 
emerge, appeared those buds of promise which 


With him “ this is the end of earth.” He sleeps 
the sleep that knows no waking. He is gone— 
and forever! The sun that ushers in the morn of 
that next holy day, while it gilds the lofty dome 
| of the Capitol, shall rest with soft and mellow light 
' upon the consecrated spot beneath whose turf for- 
i ever lies the Parriot FATHER and the PATRIOT 
SAGE! 
Mr. VINTON rose and addressed the House: 

Mr. Speaker, (said he,) when the messenger of 
death enters this Hall, and bids one of us come 
away, it is our custom to commit exclusively to 
some colleague of the departed member the solemn 
ceremony of its announcement. Usage requires 
no more. But the venerable man whom the de- 
| Stroying angel smote down in our very presence— 
| the book of whose great life is now written and 
| finished—stood out far beyond the rest of us, upon 
a broader and higher elevation. It is true he was 
| the son of Massachusetts, and to her belongs the 
proud honor of having given him birth. But he 
ave just been told, transferred him at an early age || was more than the son of Massachusetts; he did 
to a foreign court; scarcely initiated into its diplo- || not belong to her alone; he offered himself to his 
macy before his services were required for another |: country, and she made him her property. His 
and a more extended sphere. Passing from that, |; fame, his wisdom, and his works, were all his 
he returned to his own country, and was placed :; country’s. These are his rich and common legacy 
by the suffrages of his State in the chamber of the |! to us all. It is therefore that we of the great na- 
other end of this Capitol; and there, the activity of i tional: brotherhood claim the precious privilege to 
his mind, the freedom of his thought, the independ- |; cluster close around the children of Massachu- 
ence of his action, rendered him to his constituents ; setts—to take part with them in this sad solemnity 
for the time being unacceptable, by uniting him to || —to sympathize with them, and along with them 
the policy of Mr. Jefferson. He retired from the |; —to give utterance to our sorrow, to our reverence, 
‘halls of Congress; but he went to no ignoble ease.. | to our veneration for the departed dead, and to our 

| 

| 

| 

| 


soon blossomed into those blushing honors he after- 
wards wore so thick around him. His was not 
the dreamy life of the schools; but he leapt into 
the arena of activity, to run a career of gloriòus 
emulation with the gifted spirits of the earth. He 
gaw the efforts to place his country on a deep and 
stable foundation, where it now rests. He had 
seen the colonies emerge into States, and the States | 
cemented into Union, and realized, in the forma- |; 
tion of this confederated republic, all that his ardent 
hopes had pictured out in the recesses of schools. 
Young as he then was, he contributed, by the en- 
ergy of his mind and the vigor of his pen, to sup- 
fe the administration of Washington, who, we 


Wearied with the toils, heated with the contests, || deep affliction in this great national bereavement. 
|! I did not rise—I dare not attempt one word of 
‘| eulogy upon the illustrious dead—nor dare I ven- 
ture to portray his exalted character as a states- 
man, or the bright virtues of his private life. I 
know how incompetent I am to the performance 
of sucha task. I trust that in due time, and on 
some fitting occasion, this will be done by some 
one of the great and gifted intellects of Massachu- 

setts. But still I hope I may be permitted to sa 

that no man has heretofore died, when a memb 
those shadowy billows with which all Europe i of this body, who will fill so large a space in his 
heaved beneath the throes of the great heart of | country’s history, or who has stamped so deeply 
France. . | his impress on her institutions. The solemnity of 
Mr. Apams saw and felt that the pulse of freedom |; the occasion forbids, perhaps the period has not 
day by day beat feebler and feebler throughout the | yet arrived, for the expression of an unbiassed 
continent. He counselled the ministers of Russia. ‘| opinion respecting the effect of this on his coun- 
He was one of those that stimulated them to wake i; try’s welfare. But when time shall have numher- 
ed with the dead us who were actors with him 


from their torpor, and he had the satisfaction to 
behold, from the frozen regions of the north, those || upon this great drama of life; when the partialities 
of his friends and the prejudices of his enemies, 


mighty hordes pour out upon the sunny nations of | 
the south to give deliverance to People, States, and || if any he have left behind, shall have been buried 
Powers. His own country demanded his services, || in one common grave, he and the work of his 
and he became, with Gallatin and Clay, a mediator |! great life may be safely trusted to the truthful his- 
of that peace between two nations which we trust |! torian, and to the judgment of an impartial pos- 
shall exist forever, while the only contests shall | terity. To this great and just ordeal, he, with all 
be those of good will on earth and mutual brother- | the renowned and mighty of the earth who have 
hood. | gone before him, must come at last. And to its 
He went—as his father had gone after the first | verdict, those of us who knew him best, and were 

| 

{ 

| 


amidst the glitter of lights and the swell of volup- 
tuous music, but to watch the swell and play of | 


‘war of the Revolution—upon the termination of || most deyoted to him, are most willing to commit 
the second war, to the Court of St. James. Here- || him, and all that heachieved. The time, the place, 
mained not long before another sphere was opened |! and the manner of his death, all conspire to excite 
to him. As Secretary of State for eight years, he || the profoundest sensation everywhere, as it has 
fulfilled the arduous duties incident to that high || done in this Hall; and especially to teach us 
. -post In a country just emerging from conflict. To || ‘* what shadows we are, and what shadows we 

the highest office of the people he was quickly || pursue;”’ to teach us how vain and valueless are 
raised; and how in that sphere he moved—with || all our struggles and: contests here for distinction 
what ease, ability, and grace—we all know, and |) or for power; and, above all, that no human great- 
history will record. He crushed no heart beneath i ness, no fame, no honor, no high attainment, no 
| divine exaltation of intellect, can aught avait us 


the rude grasp of proscription; he left no heritage 
of widows’ cries or orphans’ tears. || to avert the dread sentence of God upon poor mor- 
| ust thou shalt 


He disrobed himself with dignity of the vestures | tal man: ‘‘ Dust thou art, and unto 


of office, not to retire to the shades of Quincy, but, || return.” : 

in the maturity of his intellect, in the vigor of his Mr. McDOWELL, of Virginia, then rose and 
thought, to leap into this arena, and to continue, |! said: Such, for half a@entury, Mr. Speaker, has 
as he had begun, a disciple, an ardent devotee at ' been the eminent position of Mr. Apams in the 
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eyes of his countrymen; his paricipation in the 
highest honors which it was theirs to give; his in- 
timate association with controlling events in their 
national annals, and with the formation of that 
public opinion which brought them about; such the 
veneration and almost universal homage entertain- 
ed for his intellect and virtues; and such, ir all re- 
spects, his great relations to this entire Union, and 
to the daily thought of its rowing millions,—that 
on this sad occasion the language of all its parts 
will be that of lamentation and of tribute. It is not 
for Massachusetts to mourn alone over a solitary 
and exclusive bereavement. It is not for her to 
feel alone a solitary and exclusive sorrow. No, 
sir; no! Her sister Commonwealths gather to her 
side in this hour of her affliction, and, intertwining 
their arms with hers, they bend together over the 
bier of her illustrious son—feeling as she feels, and 
weeping as she weeps, over a sage, a patriot, and a 
statesman gone! It was in these great character- 
istics of individual and of public man that his coun- 
try reverenced that son when living, and such, 
with a painful sense of her common loss, will she 
deplore him now that he is dead. 

Born in our revolutionary day, and brought up 
in early and cherished intimacy with the fathers 
and founders of the Republic, he was a living bond 
of connection between the present and the past— 
the venerable representative of the memories of an- 
other age, and the zealous, watchful, and power- 
ful one of the expectations, interests, and progres- 
sive knowledge of his own. 

There he sat, with his intense eye upon every- 
thing that passed, the pictaresque and rare old man, 
unapproachable by all others in the unity of his 
character and in the thousand-fold anxieties which 
centered upon him. No human being ever enter- 
ed this Hall without turning habitually and with 
heartfelt deference first to him, and few ever left it 
without pausing as they went to pour out their 
blessings upon that spirit of consecration to the 
country which brought and which kept him here. 

Standing upon the extreme boundary of human 
life, and disdaining all the relaxations and exemp- 
tions of age, his outer framework only was crumb- 
ling away. The glorious engine within stil-work- 
ed on unhurt, uninjured, amid all the dilapidations 
around it, and worked on with its wonted and its 
iron power until the blow was sent from above 
which crushed it into fragments before us. And 
however appalling that blow, and however pro- 
foundly it smote upon our own feelings as we be- 
held its extinguishing effect upon his, where else 
could it have fallen so fitly upon him? Where else 
‘could he have been relieved from the yoke of his 
labors so well as in the field where he bore them? 
Where else would he himself have been so willing 
to have yielded up his life as upon the post of duty 
and by the side of that very altar to which he had 
devoted it? Where but in the Capitol of his coun- 
try, to which all the throbbings and hopes of his 
heart had been given, would the dying patriot be | 
so willing that those hopes and throbbings should 
cease? And where but from this mansion-house 
of liberty on earth could this dying Christian more 
fitly go to his mansion-house of eternal liberty on 
high? 

But kindling to the imagination and soothing 
even to;the feelings as is the death of Mr. Apams, 
with all the accessories and associations of this 
spot around him, how infinitely deeper is the in- 
terest which is given to it by the conviction that 
he was willing and ready to meet it? He was hap- 
pily spared, by the preservation of his rich facul- 
ties to the last, from becoming a melancholy spec- 
tacle of dotard and drivelling old age. He was 
still more happily spared, by the just and wise and 
truthful use of those faculties, from becoming the 
melancholy and revolting spectacle of irreverent 
and wicked old age. None knew better or felt 
more deeply than he that 

«Tis not the whole of life to live, 
Nor all of death to die 3”? 
and hence for long years his life has been a con- 
tinuous and beautiful illustration of the great truth, 
that whilst the fear of man is the consummation of 
all folly, the fear of God is the beginning of all 
wisdom. To such an one, * composure” amid the 


. perils of death, and when ‘the last of earth has 


come,’’ is a supporting power frequently and di- 
vinely given; and, if it has not been permitted to 
him, as toa prophet of old, to be spared the bit- 
terness of death, and to go to the heaven that he 
looked for, and that he loved, in a chariot of fire, 
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yet to the eye of human faith his access to the 
same abode has been as speedy and as safe. In- 
stead of wearing away under tife waste of disease, 
and passing through all the woes and’ weaknesses 
which dissolving nature generally undergoes, a 
blow of brief but mortal agony strikes him at once 
into the tomb, and thus his spirit, instantly freed, 
goes right up to the parent fountain from which it 
came. The messenger cails, the soul is in heaven. 

At this moment of fresh affliction, whilst stand- 
ing in the very presence of death, it is not meet to 
go Into any special review of the labors or opin- 
ions of the departed. Whatever may be thought 
of those politically, posterity will never deny to 
him the possession of great talents, actuated by 
great virtues, and directed with boldness, honesty, 
and earnest purpose, for an unequalled length of 
time, to whatever, in his judgment, was best for 
the interests, honor, and perpetuity of his country. 
This is the lesson taught by his life. That which 
is taught by his death calls upen us all, with solemn 
appealing cry, “ Be ye also ready, for ye know not 
the hour when the Son of Man cometh!”’ 

Mr. NEWALL rose and moved the following 
as an additional resolution: 

Resolved, That the seat in this Hall just vacated by the 
death of the late JoHN Quincy Apams, be unoccupied for 


thirty days, and that it, together with the Hall, remain clothed 
with the symbol of mourning during that time. 


Mr. TALLMADGE, of New York, rose and 
said: Mr. Speaker, 1 do not rise to present an 
eulogium upon the character of the deceased, but 
I am confident that every manifestation of respect 
for the memory of the illustrious dead will meet 
with a cordial response from every member of this 
House. In compliance with the suggestions of 
several members, and in accordance with my own 
feelings, I ask leave to introduce the following ad- 
ditional resolution: | 


M Resolved, That the Speaker appoint one member of this 


House from each State and Territory asa committee to es- 
cort the remains of our venerable friend, the honorable 
Joux Quincy ADAMs, to the place designated by his friends 
for his interment.* 

All the above resolutions were unanimously 


agreed to. 


Mr. VINTON then moved that the Speaker’s 
announcement of the death of the Hon. Joun 
Quincy Apams be entered on the Journal. This 
was also agreed to unanimously, and then the 
House adjourned to Saturday. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuourspay, February 24, 1848. 


Mr. BERRIEN presented a joint resolution from 
the Legislature of Georgia, asking for the estab- 
lishment of certain post routes in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee onethe Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Georgia, that with pride and exultation it 
recurs to the battle-fields of the Rio Grande and of 
Mexico, in the war now waging, as evincive of the 
patriotism and gallantry of our people; but more 
especially to mark, by some deliberate expression, 
the sense it entertains of the value of the military 
institution of the United States at West Point, as 
illustrated by the science, the skill, the courage, 
and noble bearing of her cadets, and to whom is 
justly to be ascribed a large share of the lustre and 
glory achieved by our arms. 

Also, a joint resolution in favor of the construc- 
tion of a railroad across the continent of North 
America, which would make the United States the 
great highway between Europe and the populous 
and wealthy empire of Asia, and facilitate our own 
intercourse with those regions. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented a petition from Mary 
E. D. Blaney, asking payment for property of her 


*The SPEAKER appointed the following gentlemen to 
compose the said committee : 


Mr. Tallmadge, of N. Y. 
Mr. Wilson, of N. H. 

Mr. Ashmun, of Mass. 

Mr. J. A. Rockwell, of Conn. 


- Hammons, of Me. 
. Collamer, of Vt. 
. Thurston, of R.I. 
. Newell, of N. J. 


Mr. McIlvaine, of Penn. Mr. J. W. Houston, of Del. 
Mr. Ligon, of Md. Mr. Meade, of Va. 

Mr. Barringer, of N.C. Mr. Holmes, of S. C. 

Mr Lumpkin, of Ga. Mr. Hilliard, of Ala. 


. Morse, of La. 


. A. G. Brown, of Miss. 
. French, of Ky. 


. Schenck, of Ohio. 


Mr. Gentry, of Tenn. Mr. C. B. Smith, of Ind. 
Mr. Wentworth, of Il. Mr. Phelps, of Mo. 

Mr. R. W. Johnson, of Ark. Mr. C. E. Stuart, of Mich. 
Mr. Cabell, of Florida. Mr. Kaufman, of Texas. 


. W. Thompson, of Iowa. Mr. Tweedy, of W.T. 


late husband, Major George Blaney, taken by the 
United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
memorial of Isabella Cole, asking indemnity for 
losses and injuiriesdone to a vessel belonging to her 
late husband, by the Peruvian authorities; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the payment of Charles 
Richmond; which was read a first time. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to authorize the relinquish- 
ment of the the 16th section, in certain cases, and 
the selection of other lands in lieu thereof, without 
amendment. 

On motion of Mr. DOWNS, the Committee on 
Private Land Claims was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition of Joseph Newell, 
and it was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. DOWNS, the Committee on 
Indian Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petitions of Isaac C. Elston 
and James McKibben. 


MR. ALLENS RESOLUTIONS. 

The resolutions submitted yesterday by Mr. 
ALLEN coming up for consideration— 

Mr. ALLEN said there was one of the resolu- 
tions which he presumed would give rise to no dis- 
cussion. He meant that relating to the armistice, 
which was simply a call for information. He would 
move to take up that resolution. 

The resolution was then read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the 
Senate whether the active operations of the army of the 
United States in Mexico have been and now are suspended 
by an armistice; and, if se, by whose agency, and in virtue 
of what authority, such armistice has been effected. 


Mr. SEVIER moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. l 

Mr. ALLEN wished to know if this motion 
was made with a view to make a final disposition 
of the resolution in this way; if so, he would call 
for the ayes and noes on the motion. 

A sufficient number rising to second the demand, 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SEVIER said his object was to prevent any 
discussion of the resolution at this time. It might 
be called up on some other day. 

The question was then taken, and decided as 
follows—yeas 11, nays, 37. 

YEAS—Messrs. Atherton, Butler Calhoun, Davis of 
Massachusetts, Greene, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, 
Johnson of Georgia, Niles, Sevier, and Sturgeon—11. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Badger, Bagby, 
Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Cameron, 
Cass, Clarke. Clayton, Corwin, Davis of Mississippi, Davton, 
Dickinson, Dix, Douglas, Downs, Foote, Hannegan, Hous- 
ton, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Miller, Moor, Pearce, Phelps, 
Rusk, Spruance, Turney, Upham, and Yulee—37. 

Mr. SEVIER expressed himself at a loss to 
understand this vote. How this resolution could 
be discussed without going into Executive matters 
before the Senate he did not know. He would 
vote against the resolution, and he asked for the 
ayes and noes on its adoption. 

A sufficient number rising, the ayes and noes 
were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, moved to amend 
the resolution, by introducing the words, ‘if, in 
his opinion, not detrimental to the public service.” 

Mr. ALLEN accepted the amendment, and the 
resolution was modified accordingly. 

Mr. BREESE moved to transfer the resolution 
to the Executive Journal; but, after a few words 
from Mr. ALLEN, and an objection (overruled by 
the VICE PRESIDENT) that it was too late to make 
the motion after the yeas and nays had been order- 
ed on the adoption of the resolution, withdrew his 
motion. 

The question was then taken, and decided as 
follows—yeas 41, nays 9. 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bad- 
ger, Bagby, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Berrien, Bradbury, 
Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, 
Dickinson, Dix, Douglas, Downs, Foote, Greene, Han- 
negan, Houston, Johnson of Georgia, Mangum, Mason, 
Miller, Moor, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, Spruance, Turney, 
Underwood, and Upham— 41. 

NAYS—Messrs. Butler, Calhoun, Hunter, Johnson of 
Maryland, Lewis, Niles, Sevier, Sturgeon, and Yulee—9. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN then moved his second resolution, 


` 
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to which he antiçipated no objection, as it was 
merely a resolution of inquiry. oO 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Reso!ved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instruct- 
ed to inquire and to report to the Senate, by bill or otherwise, 
whether, in addition to the following act, to wit: 6 An act 
‘for the punishment of certain crimes therein specifitd. Be 
‘i enacted, $c. That if any person, being a citizen of the 
‘United States, whether he be actually resident or abiding 
‘within the United States or in any foreign country, shall, 
‘without the permission or authority of the Government of 
‘the United States, directly or indireculy, commence or carry 
‘on any verbal or written correspondence or intercourse 
‘with any foreign government, or any officer or agent there- 
‘of, with an intent to influence the measures or conduct of 
‘any foreign government, or of any officer or agent thereof, 
‘in relation to any disputes or controversies with the Unite 


|| € States, or defeat the measures of the Government of the 


‘United States; or if any person, being a citizen of or resi- 
‘dent within the United States, and not duly authorized, 
‘shall counsel, advise, aid, or assist in any such correspond- 
‘ence, with intent as aforesaid, he or they shall be deemed 
‘guilty of a high misdemeanor, and, on conviction before 
‘any court of the United States having jurisdiction thereof, 
‘shall be punished bya fine not exceeding five thousand dol- 
‘lars, and by imprisonment during aterm of not Jess than 
‘six months, nor exceeding three years: Provided always, 
‘That nothing in this act contained shall be construed to 
‘abridge the right of individual citizens of the United States 
‘to apply, by themselves or their lawful agents, to any for- 
‘eign government, or the agents thereof, for the redress of 
‘any injuries in relation to person or property which such 
‘individuals may have sustained from such government, 
‘or any of its agents, citizens, or subjects,’? approved Janu- 
ary 3), 1799—any further legislation be necessary in order 
more effectually to protect the rights and interests of the 
people of the United States against the consequences which 
may result from the assumption of any individual or indi- 
viduals, without authority to act, in the name or behalf of 
the Government of the United States, or any department or 
officer thereof, with any foreign government, or dcparunent 
or officer thereof, or any individual or individuals assuming 
to be such foreign government, or department or officer 
thereof, and especially in matters of peace and war. 


No objection being offered, the resolution was 
agreed to. 

The other resolutions were then suffered to lie 
over. 

MR. BALDWIN S RESOLUTIONS. 

The following resolutions, submitted by Mr. 
Baupwin, were then taken up in their order: 

Resolved, That if any territory shall hereafter be acquired 
by the United States, or annexed thereto, the act by which 
said territory is acquired or annexed, whatever such act may 
be, should contain an unalterable fundamental article or 
provision whereby slavery or involuntary servitude, except 
as punishment for crime, shall be forever excluded from the 
territory acquired or annexed. ; 

Resolved, That in any cession of territory that may be 
acquired as the result of the war with Mexico, the desire of 
that republic, expressed by her commissioners in their nego- 
tiations with Mr. Trist, to provide for the protection of the 
inhabitants of the ceded territory against the introduction of 
the system of human slavery therein, by a stipulation to that 
effect in any treaty that may be made, cannot, consistently 
with the rights of those inhabitants, or with the principles 
of justice and liberty which have been proclaimed to the 
world as the basis of our institutions, be disregarded or 


denicd. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, hoped these res- 
olutions would be informally passed over for the 
resent. i 
Mr. FOOTE moved to lay them on the table. 
Mr. BALDWIN. Ifitis intended, by this mo- 
tion, finally to dispose of the resolution 
Mr. FOOTE. The motion to lay on the table 
is not debatable. I ask for the ayes and noes on 
my motion. 
The ayes and noes were ordered. 
At the suggestion of some Senators near him 
Mr. FOOTE withdrew the motion. i 
Mr. RUSK renewed it. l 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, asked if the-ob- 
ject was finally to dispose of the resolutions? 
Mr. RUSK replied, that such was his object; 
although, if the resolutions could not hereafter be 
taken up without specific motion, he would be 
willing to withdraw his motion. 
Mr. BAGBY regretted’ that these resolutions 
should have been taken up at this time. He had 
a conversation with the Senator from Connecticut 
on the subject of these resolutions, and those which 
he himself had submitted, and they had come to 
an understanding to ask the Senate, after the im- 
portant bill now pending should be disposed of, 
to agree that a day should be fixed for the consid- 
eration of the propositions contained in both sets 
of resolutions. If called on to vote now, therefore, 
he must either vote against his own feelings, or in 
violation of this understanding. He would not 
vote in contradiction to his pledge. He therefore 
hoped the resolutions would be passed over infor- 
mally. 
Mr. BALDWIN said he was about to state, 
when interrupted by the Senator from Mississippi, 
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that this understanding existed; and that, as the 
resolutions of the Senatar were submitted prior to 
his, and those avhich he (Mr. B.) submitted were 
antagonistic in their character, they had agreed to 
move their consideration on the same day. He had 
supposed, also; that the resolutions of the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. YuLee] would have been post- 

oned; but there was no agreement to that effect. 

e had no disposition to violate this arrangement; 
and he hoped his resolutions would be informally 
passed over, until the whole could be taken up. 

Mr. RUSK said, this was a very exciting sub- 
ject, and it might lead to a discussion which would 
shake the existence of our institutions. There was 
atime for all things. We have before us other 
and more solemn matters demanding our attention. 
A dispensation of Providence had fallen upon us, 
which ought to admonish us not to go into the 
discussion of exciting topics; and, to prevent a 
firebrand from being thrown into the Senate—par- 
ticularly to-day—he hoped the resolutions would 
be placed in a situation to require a motion to call 
them up. | : 

Mr. BALDWIN hoped the Senator did not 
understand that the resolutions had been taken up 
at his instance. He would only say that their 
language was precisely similar to the ninth of a 
series of resolutions adopted by the Legislature of 
Connecticut. 

Mr. ALLEN moved to lay the resolutions on 
the table, now and forevér, and asked for the yeas 
and nays. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. 
made. 

The question was then taken, and decided as 
follows—yeas 35, nays 11: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Badger, Bell, 
Benton, Berrien, Bradbury, Brecse, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, 
Cameron, Cass, Clarke, Clayton, Davis of Mississippi, Dick- 
inson, Douglas, Downs, Foote, Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mangum, 
Mason, Moor, Pearce, Rusk, Sevier, Sturgeon, and Tur- 


That motion is already 


ney—3J35. 

NAYS—Mesers. Bagby, Baldwin, Corwin, Davis of Mas- 
sachusetts, Dayton, Dix, Greene, Miller, Niles, Spruance, 
and Upham—11. 


A bill to repeal the pilot act was taken up, and 
assed over informally. 


A bill for the relief of the legal representatives’ 


of Jacques Moulon, was taken up, read a second 
time, considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
and ordered to a third reading; it was then read a 
third time, and passed. 

A bill for the relief of Fernando Fellauny was 
taken up, and read a second time, when its further 
consideration was informally passed over. . 


DEATH OF HON. J. Q. ADAMS. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives announcing the death of the Hon. 
Joun Quincy Apams,a member of that body, who 
expired on Wednesday evening, the 23d instant, 
- in the Capitol, and the proceedings of the House 
of Representatives thereupon. 

The message having been read— 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, rose, and thus 
addressed that body: 

Mr. Presiwwent: By the recent affliction of my 
colleague, a painful duty devolves upon me. The 
message just delivered from the House, proves 
that the hand of God has been again among us. 
A great and good man has gone from our midst. 
If, in speaking of Joun Quincy Apams,I can give 
utterance to the Janguage of ihy own heart, I am 
confident I shall meet with a response from the 
Senate. 

He was born in the then Province of Massa- 
chusetts, while she was girding herself for the great 
revolutionary struggle which was then before her. 
His parentage is too well known to need even an 
allusion; yet I may be pardoned if I say, that his 
father seemed born to aid in the establishment of 
our free Government, and his mother was a suit- 
able companion and colaborer of such a patriot. 
The cradle hymns of the child were the songs of 
liberty. The power and competence of man for 
self-government were the topics which he most 
frequently heard discussed by the wise men of the 
day, and the inspiration thus caught gave form 
and pressure to his after life. Thus early imbued 
- with the love of free institutions, educated by his 
father for the service of his country, and early led 
by Washington to its altar, he has stood before 
the world as one of its eminent statesmen. He 
has occupied, in turn, almost every place of honor 


which the country could give him, and for more | 


than half a century has been thus identified with | 
its history. Under any circumstances, I should 
feel myself unequal to the task of rendering justice 
to his memory; but, with the debilitating effect of 
bad health still upon me, I can only, with extreme 
brevity, touch upon some of the most prominent 
features of his life. 

While yet a young man, he was, in May, 1794, 
appointed Minister Resident to the States General | 
of the United Netherlands. In May, 1796, two 
years after, he was appointed Minister Plenipoten- 
tiary at Lisbon, in Portugal. These honors were 
conferred on him by George Washington, with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. 

In May, 1797, he was appointed Minister Pleni- 
potentiary to the King of Prussia. In March, 1798, 
and probably while at Berlin, he was appointed a 
commissioner with full powers to negotiate a treaty 
of amity and commerce with Sweden. 

After his return to the United States, he was 
elected by the Legislature of Massachusetts a Sen- 
ator, and discharged the duties of that station in 
this Chamber from the 4th of March, 1803, until 
June, 1808, when, differing from his colleague and 
from his State upon a great political question, he 
resigned his seat. In June, 1809, he was nomi- 
nated and appojnted Minister Plenipotentiary to 
the Court of gt Petersburgh. 
= While at that court, in February, 1811, he was 
appointed an Associate Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, to fill a vacancy occa- 
sioned by the death of Judge Cushing, but never 
took his seat upon the Bench. 

In May, 1813, he, with Messrs. Gallatin and 
Bayard, was nominated Envoy Extraordinary and 
Minister Plenipotentiary to negotiate a treaty of 
peace with Great Britain, under the mediation of 
Russia, and a treaty of commerce with Russia. 
From causes which it is unnecessary to notice, 
nothing was accomplished under this appointment. 
But afterwards, in January, 1814, he, with Messrs. 
Gallatin, Bayard, Clay, and Russell, were appoint- 
ed Ministers Plenipotentiary and Extraordinary to 
negotiate a treaty of peace and a treaty of com- 
merce with Great Britain. ‘This mission succeed- 
ed in effecting a pacification, and the name of Mr. 
Apams is subscribed to the treaty of Ghent. 

After this eventful crisis in our public affairs, he 
was, in February, 1815, selected by Mr. Madison 
to represent the country and protect its interests at 
the Court of St. James, and he remained there as 
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotenti- 
ary until Mr. Monroe became President of the 
United States. 

On the 5th of March, 1817, at the commence- 
ment of the new administration, he was appointed 
Secretary of State, and continued in the office while 
that gentleman was at the head of the administra- 
tion. 

In 1825 he was elected his successor, and dis- 
charged the duties of President for one term, end- 
ing on the 3d of March, 1829. 

Here followed a brief period of repose from pub- 
lic service, and Mr. Apams retired to the family 
mansion at Quincy, but was elected a member of 
the House of Representatives from the district in 
which he lived at the next election which occurred 
after his return to it, and took his seat in Decem- 
ber, 1831: he retained it by successive elections to 
the day of his death. ; 

I have not ventured on this occasion beyond a 
bare enumeration of the high places of trust and 
confidence which have been conferred upon the 
deceased. The service covers a period of more 
than half a century; and what language can I em- 
ploy which will portray more forcibly the great 
merits of the deceased, the confidence reposed in 
him by the public, or the ability with which he 
discharged the duties devolved upon him, than by 
this simple narration of recorded facts? An ambi- 
tious man could not desire a more emphatic eulogy. 

Mr. Apams, however, was not merely a states- 
man, but a ripe, accomplished scholar, who, during 
a life of remarkably well-directed industry, made | 
those great acquirements which adorned his char- 


acter, and gave to it the manly strength of wisdom 
and intelligence. 

As a statesman and patriot, he will rank among 
the illustrious men of an age prolific in great names, 
and greatly distinguished for its progress in civili- 
zation. The productions of his pen are proofs of 
a vigorous mind, imbued with a profound knowl- 
edge of what it investigates, and of a memory 
which was singularly retentive and capacious. | 


But his character ia not made up of those con- 
spicuous qualities alone. He will be rememberéd 
| for the virtues of private life—for his elevated moral 
example—for his integrity—for his devotion to his 
| duties as a Christian, as a neighbor, and as the 
| head of a family. In all these relations, few per- 
sons have seta more steadfast or brighter example, 
and few have descended to the grave where the 
broken ties of social and domestic affection have 
been more sincerely lamented. Great as may be 
| the Joss to the public of one so gifted and wise, it 
| is by the family that his death will be most deeply 
felt. His aged and beloved partner, who has so 
long shared the honors of his career, and to whom 
all who know her are bound by the ties of friend- 
ship, will believe that we share her grief, mourn 
her bereavement, and sympathize with her in her 
affliction. 

It is believed to have been the earnest wish of 
his heart to die, like Chatham, in the midst of his 
labors. Jt was a sublime thought, that where he 
had toiled in the house of the nation, in hours of 
the day devoted to its service, the stroke of death 
should reach him, and there sever the ties of love 
and patriotism which bound him toearth. He fell 
in his seat, attacked by paralysis, of which he had 
before been avictim. To describe the scene which 
ensued would be impossible. It was more than the 
spontaneous gush of feeling which all such events 
call forth, so much to the honor of our nature. It 
was the expression of reverence for his moral worth; 
of admiration for his great intellectual endowments, 
and of veneration for his age and public services. 
All gathered round the sufferer, and the strong 
sympafhy and deep feeling which manifested itself 
showed that the business of the House (which was 
instantly adjourned) was forgotten amid the dis- 
tressing anxieties of the moment. He was soon 
removed to the apartment of the Speaker, where 
he remained surrounded by afflicted friends till 
the weary clay resigned its immortal spirit. ‘* This 
is the end of earth!’’ Brief but emphatic words. 
They were among the last uttered by the dying 
Christian. 

Thus has closed the life of one whose purity, 
patriotism, talents, and learning, have seldom been 
seriously questioned. ‘To say that he had faults, 
would only be declaring that he was human. Let 
him who is exempt from error venture to point 
them out. In this long career of public life, it 
would be strange if the venerable man had not 
met with many who have differed from him in 
sentiment, or who have condemned his acts. If 
there be such, let the mantle of oblivion be thrown 
over each unkind thought. Let not the grave of 
the old man eloquent be desecrated by unfriendly 
remembrances, but let us yield our homage to his 
many virtues, fd let it be our prayer that we may 
so perform our duties here, that if summoned ina 
like sudden and appalling manner, we may not be 
found unprepared or unable to utter his words, ‘I 
am composed.”’ 

Mr. President, with this imperfect sketch of the 
character and service of a great man, I Jeave the 
subject in the hands of the Senate by moving the 
resolutions which I send to the Chair: 

Resolved, That the Senate has received with deep sensi- 
bility the message from the House of Representatives an- 
nouncing the death of the honorable Joun Quincy ADAMS, 
a representative from the State of Massachusetts. 

Resolved, That in token of respect for the memory of the 


deceased, the Senate will attend his funeral at the hour ap- 
pointed by the House of Representatives, and will wear the 
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usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect for the mem- 
ory of the deceased, the Senate do now adjourn until Sat- 
urday next, to the time appointed for the funeral. 

The resolutions having been read— 

Mr. BENTON, of Missouri, addressed the Sen- 
ate as follows: Mr. President: The voice of his 
native State has been heard, through one of the 
Senators of Massachusetts, announcing the death 
of heraged and most distinguished gon. The voice 
of the other Senator from Massachusetts ts not 
heard, nor is his presence seen. A domestic calam- 
ity, known to us all, and felt by us all, confines 
him to the chamber of private grief, while the 
Senate is occupied with the public manifestations 
of a respect and sorrow which a national loss in- 
spires. In the absence of that Senator, and as the 
member of this body longest here, it is not unfit- 
ting or unbecoming in me to second the motion 
which has been made for extending the last honors 
of the Senate to him who, forty-five years ago, 
was a member of this body, who, at the time of 
his death, was among the oldest members of the 
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House of Representatives, and who, putting the 
years of his service together, was the oldest of all 
the members of the American Government. 

The eulogium of Mr. Apams is made in the facts 
of his life, which the Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Davis] has so strikingly stated, that, from 
early manhood to octogenarian age, he has been 
constantly and mòst honorably employed in the 
public service. Fora period of more than fifty 
years, from the time of his first appointment as 
minister abroad under Washington to his last elec- 
tion to the House of Representatives by the people 
of his native district, he has been constantly re- 
tained in the public service, and that, not by the 
favor of a sovereign, or by hereditary title, but by 
the elections and appointments of republican gov- 
ernment. This fact makes the eulogy of the illus- 
trious deceased. For what, except a union of all 
the qualities which command the esteem and con- 
fidence of man, could have ensured a public service 
so long, by appointments free and popular, and 
from sources so various and exalted? Minister 
many times abroad; member of this body; mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives; Cabinet min- 
ister; President of the United States; such has been 
the galaxy of his splendid appointments. And 
what but moral excellence the mest perfect; intel- 
lectual ability the most eminent; fidelity the most 
unwavering; service the most useful, would have 
commanded such a succession of appointments so 
exalted, and from sources so various and so emi- 
nent? Nothing less could have commanded such a 
series of appointments; and accordingly we see the 


union of all these great qualities in him who has 


received them. 

In this long career of public service Mr. Anams 
was distinguished not only by faithful attention to 
all the great duties of his stations, but toall their less 
and minor duties. He was not the Salaminian 
galley, to be launched only on extraordinary occa- 
sions, but he was the ready vessel, always launch- 
ed when the duties of his station required it, be the 
occasion great or small. As President, as Cabinet 
minister, as minister abroad, he examined all 
questions that came before him, and examined all, 
in all thetr parts, in all the minutia of their detail, as 
" well as in all the vastness of their comprehension. 
As Senator, and as a member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, the obscure committee room was as 
much the witness of his laborious application to 
the drudgery of legislation as the halls of the two 
Houses were to the ever-ready speech, replete with 
knowledge, which instructed all hearers, enlight- 
ened all subjects, and gave dignity and ornament 
to debate. 

In the observance of all the proprieties of life, 
Mr. Apams was a most noble and impressive ex- 
ample. He cultivated the minor as well as the 
greater virtues. Wherever his presence could give 
aid and countenance to what was useful and hon- 
orable to man, there he was. Jn the exercises of 
the school and of the college—in the meritorious 
meetings of the agricultural, mechanical, and com- 
mercial societies—in attendance upon Divine wor- 
ship—he gave the punctual attendance rarely seen 
but in those who are free from the weight of pub- 
tic cares. 

Punctual to every duty, death found him at the 
ea of duty; and where else could it have found 

im, at any stage of his career, for the fifty years 
of his illustrious public life? From the time of 
his first appointment by Washington to his last 
election by the people of his native town, where 
could death have found him but at the post of duty? 
At that post, in the fullness of age, in the ripeness 
of renown, crowned with honors, surrounded by 
his family, his friends, and admirers, and in the 
very presence of the national representation, he has 
been gathered to his fathers, leaving behind him the 
memory of public services which are the history of 
his country for half a century, and the example of 
a life, public and private, which should be the 
study and the model of the generations of his 
countrymen. 

When Mr. B. concluded, the resolutions were 
unanimously adopted, and the Senate adjourned to 
Saturday. ; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, February 26, 1848. 


Pursuant to the resolve of both Houses of Con- 
gress, this day was set apart for rendering to the 
remains of the deceased patriot and statesman, the 


honorable Jonn Quincy Apams, the last human 
tribute.* 

The SPEAKER having taken the chair, the 
Journal of Thursday was read. Soon after, the 
Senate entered, preceded by their presiding officer. 
He took his seat on the left of the Speaker. As 
the Senators passed up the centre aisle and took 
their seats, the Speaker and members of the House 
rose, and continued standing till they had taken 
the seats assigned them. Soon after, the Presi- 
dent of the United States entered the Hall, and 
was received by all in like manner, while he took 
his seat on the right of the Speaker. The mem- 
bers of the Cabinet occupied seats in front of the 
Senators, and opposite to the Foreign Ministers. 
The Judges of the Supreme Court, preceded by 


their officers, passed up tō seats on the right of the’ 


Clerk’s desk. The relatives of the deceased were 
next conducted to a position reserved for them on 
the extreme left. Next entered the members of 
the Legislature of Maryland, preceded by the offi- 
cers and chaplain of that holy Legislature, 
sitting at Annapolis, having passed resolutions to 
attend the funeral. Next entered the corporate 
authorities of Washington, headed by their respect- 
ive officers, who were conducted to places by the 
officers of the House. At length came the body, 
escorted by the Committee of Arrangements, and 
followed by the delegation of Massachusetts as 
mourners. The Speaker, the President of the 
Senate, the officers of both Houses, the members 
of the committee of arrangements, the pall-bearers, 
and attendant physicians wore white scarfs. The 
whole assemblage being thus at length completed, 
the deep silence of expectation pervaded the Hall. 
Not a rude sound, and scarce a sound of any kind, 
was to be heard among the waiting thousands who 
crowded the galleries and lobbies in every spot 
where a human being could find room to stand. 
The Chaplain of the House, the Rev. Mr. Gur- 
LEY, then rose and read an appropriate portion of 


* At an early hour men in uniform might be séen hasten- 
ing to their respective places of parade, while numerous 
groups of citizens and strangers were flocking from: all direc- 
tions toward the Capitol. 

By a judicious arrangement, the doors of that vast build- 
ing were thrown open to the gathering multitudes, while 
those of the Hall of the House of Representatives, where the 
funeral ceremonies were to take place, were closed to all 
hut the members and officers of the House. The ladies? gal- 
lery was rapidly filled up, all gentlemen without distinction 
being peremptorily excluded. A certain portion of the semi- 
circular gallery (usually occupied throughout by gentlemen 
only) was partitioned off for the accommodation of a very 
large choir of singers, selected from those of the several 
churehes of the city. 

The Hall was shrouded in black, and presented a very 
solemn appearance. ‘This part of the arrangements was 
executed with great taste and judgment by the officers of 
the Honse, under the suggestions and kind supervision ofa 
distinguished lady. T'he figure of History. especially, (whose 
graceful form surmounts the clock, holding in her hands a 
tahlet and a pen,) was robed with consummate taste and 
judgment, the black drapery covering her entire person, with 
the exception of the arm holding the recorded pen, whose 
alabaster whiteness, in strong contrast with the surrounding 
stole, had a fine effect; heightened as it was by the attitude 
of the head, which, turning towards one side, happened to 
have its countenance in the very direction where stood the 
vacant seat of Mr. Apams, as if in the act of recording the 
solemn circumstances of his death. That seat, by order of 
the House, was draped in the deepest mourning, and, by the 
fact of its vacancy, recalled every beholder to the blow 
which had there fallen, like a thunderbolt from a cloudless 
sky. The portraits of WasHINTON and of LAFAYETTE, on 
either hand of the chair. were covered over with thin crape, 
casting a melancholy dimness over the features, without 
entirely concealing them, the frames being covered with a 
deeper black. The effect of this, too, was very fine, most 
truly representing what would have been the feeling of both 
those distinguished men, if alive to witness the solemn 
scene; for WASHINGTON gave the deceased his first com- 
mission, and LAFAYETTE embraced him in his arms when 
taking his last adieu of America. 

The members gradually arrived and filled up their seats in 
the Hall,a portion, however, being reserved for the Senate. 

The space in the central area, infront of the Clerk’s table 
was furnished with seats for the Judges, the Cabinet, the 
Diplomatic Corps, and the Committee of Arrangements, con- 
sisting of one member from each State of the Union: while, 
in its centre, stood a table, covered with a black velvet 
pall, to support the corpse. 

Officers of the Army and Navy, as they entered the Hall, 
had seats assigned them next in the rear of the Foreign Min- 
isters. .By an unfortunate omission, no seats were reserved 
for the Clergy; but as a number ef them arrived, not only 
from the city, but from Baltimore, Alexandria, and several 
from Massachusetts, they were conducted by the officers of 
the House to favorable positions. ` 

The members of the Diplomatic Body arrived severally, 
from time to time, and not in a body : some of them mani- 
fested their respect for the solemn occasion, and for the 
presence of the assembled authorities of the nation, by ap- 
pearing in their full official dresses, with their respective 
orders and decorations, while others seem to have deemed 
it more appropriate to appear in simple black. The contrast 
could not but strike the eye.—National Intelligencer. 
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Holy Writ, and addressed the throne of Heavenly 
Grace in a meek and devout prayer. 

He then read a hymn which had been selected 
for the occasion, and which was sung with admir- 
able skill and impressive effect by the choir. As 
the wailing notes swelled and sank away in melan- 
choly cadence, their placid, stilling, and solemnizing 
effect was obvious to the eye, in the countenances 
of the listening auditory, and prepared them for 
the address which followed, from these words in 
Job, “And thine age shall be clearer than the noon- 
day: thou shalt shine forth, thou shalt be as the morn- 
ing: and thou shalt be secure, because there is hope.» — 
(Chapter xi. 17.) 

The address was followed by a closing hymn and 
the Apostolic benediction, when the funeral pro- 
cession began to be formed, the corpse was borne 
out of the Hall, the several public bodies fell into 


i their place, passing in succession along the broad 


asdi0 


aisle and through the north door into the Rotundo, 
great flight of steps to the open area in front, 
where carriages were in waiting to receive them., 
der, to the Congressional Burying Ground, where 
the body was deposited, but in a few days is to be 
Military escort of Cavalry and Infantry, of Wash- 
ington and Alexandria. 
The Chaplains of both Houses of Congress. 
Physicians who attended the deceased. 
Pall- Bearers: 

Hon. J. J. McKay, N. C. +3 ( Hon. Truman Smith, Con. 
Hon. J. C. Calhoun, S. C. | «3 Hon. T. H. Benton, Mo. 
Chief Justice R. B. Taney, | Hon. Justice J. McLean, 
Hon. W. W. Scaton, > | Hon. Thos. H. Crawford. 

Mr. J. F. Harvey, Conductor of the Car. 
The Senators and Representatives from the State 

of Massachusetts, as mourners. 

The House of Representatives of the United 
States, preceded by their Speaker and Clerk. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate. 

The Senate, preceded by their President and | 
The other officers of the Senate. 
The President of the United States. 
The Judges of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and its officers. 
T 
the District of Columbia, and its officers. 
The Diplomatic Corps. 

Bureaus of the several Departments of the 
Government, with their officers. 
Government. 

Members of Maryland Legislature. 

The Columbia.Typographical Society. 
Officers and students of Georgetown College. 
Literary Institutions. 

Fire Companies of the District. 

Citizens and Strangers. 

The whole proceeding was conducted with great 
cited among people of all classes to witness it 
shows the deep hold the event itself had taken on 


and so out on the eastern portico, and down the 

The procession then moved In the following or- 
removed to Quincy: 

Band. 
Committee of Arrangements. 
Hon. Linn Boyd, Ken. = { Hon. J. R. Ingersoll, Penn. l 
General George Gibson, Com. Charits Morgis, ' 
The family and friends of the deceased. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms of the House. 
The other officers of the House of Representatives. 
Secretary. 
The Heads of Departments. 

he Judges of the Circuit and District Courts of 
The Comptrollers, Auditors, and other Heads of 

Officers of the Army and Navy at the seat of 
The Corporations of Washington and Alexandria. 

Officers and students of Columbia College. 
Odd Fellows. 

decorum and dignity, and the universal interest ex- 
the public mind. 


* The coffin was covered with black velvet and ornamented 
with silver lace. The silver breastplate presented the fol- 
lowing inscription : 

Joun Quincy ADAMS, 


Born 
An Inhabitant of Marsac huset: July 11, 1767. 


Die 
A Citizen of the United States, ; 
In the Capitol of Washington, 
February 23, 1848; 
Having served his ount y for Half a century, 


An 
Enjoyed its Highest Honors, 


ee, + ee eee 


Feb. 28, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
l Monpay, February 28, 1848. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


MRS. ADAMS. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose and asked the 
unanimous consent of the House to complete the 
honors which they had bestowed upon its late 
most illustrious member, by giving to his widow 
the,same mark of national respect which had been 
conferred by law upon Mrs. Madison and Mrs. 

arrison, to wit, that of sendin® and receiving 
through the mail all letters and papers free o 
postage. 

_ He sent up to the Clerk’s table the bill which he 
had prepared, and he trusted there would be no 
objection to its immediate passage. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

, Be it enacted, §c.,. That all letters and packets carried to 
and from Louisa Catharine Adams, widow of the late John 
Qtincy Adams, be conveyed free of postage during hier nat- 
ural life. 

Mr. SAWYER suggested to Mr. INGERSOLL, 
that upon Mrs. Madison had been conferred the 
privilege of this Hall, and that the same mark of 
respect should be extended to Mrs. Adams. | 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. That cannot be done 
by act of Congress. In the case referred to, the 
privilege was granted by a simple resolution of the 
House. This is a law of Congress. 

The bill, by unanimous consent, received its 
second reading. 

And then, having been ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time now— 

The bill was read a third time and passed. 


i . MR. ADAMS. l 
Mr. ASHMUN, on leave, offered the following 
resolution: 

Resothed, That the Committee of Arrangements be direct- 
ed to cause to be published, in pamphlet form, and in such 
manner as may seem to them appropriate for the use of the 
House, twenty thousand copies of the addresses made by the 
Speaker and the members ofthis House, and of the addresses 
made to the Senate, together with the discourse of the Rev. 
Mr. Gurley, upon the occasion of the death of the Hon. Jonn 
Quincy ADAMS. 


Mr. SLINGERLAND moved to amend the res- 
olution by striking out ‘twenty thousand” and 
inserting ‘‘ forty thousand.” Disagreed to. 

The resolution was then adopted. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (under a suspension 
Of the rules for the purpose,) presented certain 
resolutions of the Legislature of the State of Ten- 
nessee, Viz: 

A resolution relating to the service of Captains 
Gillespie, Peake, “Vernon, and Rogers, with their 
companies as mounted volunteers in the service of 
the United States in the year 1836; 

A resolution in relation to horses lost by volun- 
teers in the United States service in the Mexican 
war; 

_A resolution for an increase in the pay of the 
privates in our army in Mexico; saat 

Which resolutions were severally read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. LEVIN, from the Committee on Engray- 
ing, made a report recommending that one copy of 
the map and drawings accompanying the report of 
Lieutenant Emory be engraved and attached to 
each printed copy of said report; l i 

Also, from the same committee, made a report 
recommending that the map accompanying the me- 
morial of the Alabama, Florida, and Georgia Rail- 
road Company, (on which memorial Mr. Kine, 
of Georgia, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
made a report,) be engraved and attached to each 
printed copy of said report; 

Which said reports were severally adopted. ` 


Mr. GAYLE, on leave, presented a memorial 
of the Legislature of Alabama in favor of cash or 
ie in lieu of worthless lands heretofore granted 
by Congress for the use of schools. Referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. CRISFIELD, on leave, presented resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Maryland in favor of an 
appropriation for a light-boat on the Seven Foot 

noll, in the Chesapeake bay, for a light-house on 
Greenbury Point, and a light-house on Flat Cap, 
at the mouth of Annamessex river. Referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. __ he 

Mr. PILLSBURY, on leave, presented resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Texas, protesting against 
the relinquishment of the Mexican. provinces or 
States without indemnity; and also against any law 


| which shall be intended to prevent the citizens of 


er nd 


ra a Pt SR NRE 


slaveholding States from taking their property with 
them in emigrating to said acquired territory. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CUMMINS rose to a question of order. 
He submitted that, under the 36th rule, this day 
was set apart for the calling of the States for res- 
olutions. 

Mr. MURPHY moved to suspend the rules, in 
order that the States might be called for petitions. 

Mr. STEPHENS inquired if resolutions of State 
Legislatures could not be received in order under 
the call for resolutions? 

The SPEAKER-‘-replied in the negative. 

The question being taken, the House refused to 
suspend the rules. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, inquired if the joint 
resolution giving the thanks of Congress to certain 
officers of the army, which was under considera- 
tion, and on which the main question Irad been or- 
dered when the proceedings of the House had been 
interrupted by the melancholy event which had oc- 
curred here during the last week, was not now in 
order as the first question ? 

The SPEAKER replied that this resolution was 
not now in order, but had taken its place on the 
Speaker’s table, and would come up in order with 
resolutions on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the States 
for resolutions, commencing at the State where the 
call ceased on the last resolution day, viz: New 
York. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMES, of New York, 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on the Judiciary be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law against 
the importation of foreign criminals and paupers into the 
United States; or else, in some way, to relieve the several 
seaport and lake towns from the onerous burdens arising 
froin a fearful and unprecedented increase of foreign pau- 
pers. 


On motion of Mr. REYNOLDS, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands he direct- 
ed toinquire into the justice ahd expediency of granting a 
bounty in land to such soldiers of the old fourth regiment of 
United States infantry as served during any part of the jast 
war with Great Britain. 


On motion of Mr. SHERRILL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post-reute from Gilboa, in Schoharie county, New 
York, by way of Jefferson and North Harpersfield, to Daven- 
port, tn Delaware county, New York. 


Mr. HALL, of New York, moved the follow- 


ing preamble and resolution: | 
Whereas there has been presented to this House and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, a petition of 
Alexander Hunter, Esq., marshal of the District of Colum- 
bia, praving for the settlement and payment of an account 
against the United States for the commitment, feeding. and 
rejeasement of persons claimed as slaves or fugitives from 
service and committed as such to the cnstody of the said 
marshal in the jail of the United States in the District of Co- 
jumbia; which account extends through several years, and 
consists of about two hundred items, amounting in the 
aggregate to £5,361 60; and whereas it appears by the said 
account that one Moses Thornton was kept in said jail 
for the space of twelve hundred and forty days, for which 
sneh marshal has charged the United States....... $421 60 
That four persons designated as ‘“‘Meade’s negroes”? 
were kept in’said jail five hundred and eighty-five 
days each, for which said marsha} has charged the 
United States ss sccct sas csinw a olaieneawsuwtem, Ara 
And had been before Kept in said jail over fifty days 
each, for which said marshal has charged the 
United States . 
That eight persons, designated as * Buckner’s ne- 
groes,” were keptin said jail four hundred and 
sixty-two days each, for which said marshal has 
charged the United States ; 


795 60 


70 28 


That Peyton Harris was kept in said jail three hun- 
dred and twenty-one days, for which said imar- 
shal has charged the United States............06 

And that five several persons, the cause of whose 
commitment is stated in said account to be a peti- 
tion for freedom, were kept in said jail for one 
hundred and eleven, one hundred and seventy- 
two, two hundred and thirty-two, three hundred 
and seventy-one, and three hundred and seventy- 
one days, respectively, for which said marshal has - 
charged the United States...........qessessceee. 437 38 

And whereas it is claimed and alleged by or on behalf of the 

said marshal that the commitment and detention of said per- 

sons claimed to be slaves was authorized and required. by 
the laws of the United States, and was under and by virtue 
of warrants, orders, or process of courts or magistrates of the 

United States within the District of Columbia, and that, the 

United States are therefore bound to pay the sgid account; 

and whereas it is supposed that the said commitments and 

detentions were. authorized by the act of Congress entitled 

“ An act for establishing the temporary and permanent.seat 

of the Government of the United States,” passed July 16, 

1790, by which it was provided that the laws of the States 
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within the District accepted for the permanent seat of the 
Government of the United States should not be affected by 
such acceptance unril the time fixed for the removal of the 
Government thereto, “and until Congress shall otherwise 
by law provide,” andthe act of Congress entitled ‘ An act 
concerning the District of Colambia,’? passed February 27 

1801, by which it is enacted “that the laws of the State of 
‘ Virginia, as they now exist, shall be and continue in force 
‘in that partof the District of Colambia which was ceded by: 
‘said State to the United States, and by them accepted as 
‘the permanent seat of Government; and that the laws of 
‘the State of Maryland, as they now exist, shall be and cone 
‘tinue in force in that part of the said Distriet which was 
‘ceded by that State to the United States and by them ac- 
‘cepted as aforesaid ;’? and that the justices of the peace 
appointed in such District by the President of the United 
States “shall, in all matters civil and criminal, and in what- 
‘ever relates to the conservation of the peace, have all the 
‘ powers vested in, and shal} perform all the duties required 
‘of, justices of the peace, as individual magistrates by the 
‘Jaws before continued in force in those parts of said Dis- 

‘trict for which they shall have been respectively appointed; *? 
and whereas such commitments and detentions can only be 

authorized under the said aets of Congress or some other act 
or acts of Congress authorizing the same; and whereas the 
nse of the public jail of the United States within the District 

of Columbia, (while owned and controlled by the United 
States, and maintained at their expense,) for the detention 
and safekeeping of persons claimed as slaves or fugitives 
from service is not required for the full and perfect mainte- 
nance of the compromises of the Constitution ; and whereas 
the further use for the purposes aforesaid of the public jai} 
of the territory in yich Congress has by the Constitution 
the express power of exclusive legislation, is no interference 
with the domestic institutions of the States, more especially 

if the right of recapture, by the master or his agent, is lett 
to act with full force upon the runaway slave or fugitive 
from service; and such use is repugnant to the feelings ofa 
large majority of the people of the United States: There- 
fore, 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and 
they are hereby, directed to report to this House, with alk 
convenient speed, a bill repealing all laws of Congress, and 
abrogating, so far as they are operative or in force im the 
District of Columbia, all laws of the State of Maryland which 
authorize or require the courts, officers, or magistrates of 
the United States, or of the said District, within. the District, 
of Cotumbia, to issue process for arrest, or commit to the 
jail of the said District any runaway or other slave or fagi- 
tive from service, or colored person claimed as suciy, except. 
on due complaint and proof of, or on a conviction for, some. 
crime or misdemeanor, the commission of which by any. 
free white person would authorize in the same mamer th 
arrest, commitment, and detention Of such white person in 
like manner charged with or convicted thereof. 


Mr. HALL moved the previous question. 
After inquiries by Mr. McKAY and Mr. CUM- 
MINS, the question on seconding the previous 
uestion was put,and the House refused to second 
he previous question.: The resolution accordingty 
lies over. 


Mr. WHITE moved the following resolution, 


which was read: ae eee 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War communicate to this, 
House a list containing all the contracts entered into since. 
the lst of December, 1846, stating, first, the name of the 
contractor and sureties; second, the nature and amount of 
each contract, whether advertised ar not by publishing in 
one or more newspapers, the rate at whieh contracts were 
made, the prices paid for services performed or articles fur- 
nished; thirdly, what contracts have heen fulfilled or per- 
formed, and what have not been, furnishing the reasons 
why, and whether any, and if any, what measures have been 
taken to enforce the performance, or seeure the Government: 
against loss by proceeding against the sureties; fourthly, 
whether higher prices have been paid to other persons who 
have performed, in whole or in part, any contracts or orders 
which have been undertaken by others, with the reasons for 
paying or allowing such extra or higher prices, giving the 
‘name and residence of such contractors and their sureties, 
and whether publie notice was given of the failure.of the 
parties to execute their contracts; also, showing, whether 
the same parties who failed to perform their engagements 
were interested in subsequent contracts at the same or higher 
rates. 


Mr. W. moved to suspend the rules for the pur- 
pose of considering the resolution. Disagreed to. 


Mr. NELSON moved the following resolution, 
which was read and laid over under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of Patents be, and he ig 
hereby, requested to furnish this House with a list or state- 
ment of all patents which have heretofore been granted by 
the United States for ploughs, or for improvements in the 
construction of ploughs, setting forth the date of each patent, 
to whom granted, with the specification of the invention or 
improvement claimed by the patentees severally and respect- 
ively; whether any and which of said patents have been 
renewed or extended, and for what periods of time, witb 
such other facts as may be in his power.to give as shall bet, 
ter enable this House to judge of the merits of the invention 
claimed by Jethro Wood, of the cast-iron plough. 


On motion of Mr. GOTT, a j 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Expenditures be 
instructed to ascertain and reportto this House the expenses 
of the war with Mexico, giving the items of such expenses 
as far as practicable. 

Mr. LORD moved the following’ resolution, 

which was read and laid’ over under the rule: — 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Patents he requested 
by this House to causeal} the models now in hia departmex 
of metallic air-tight coffins, designed for tb LRS eet i 


A Tor tne, 
ies, to bé exaémihtd and ré 


safe transportation of bo 
upon without delay. 


1848. 


Mr. DUER moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That no member who is permitted to make a 
personal explanation shal! be allowed to speak more than 
ten minutes in making such explanation. 


The resolution was required, under the rules, to 
- lie over one day. 

Mr. D. moved to suspend the rules for the pur- 
pose of considering the resolution. Agreed to. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia, then moved to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on the Rules. Agreed 
to. 

PROHIBITION OF SLAVERY. 
Mr. PUTNAM moved the following preamble 


and resolution: 

Whereas, in the settlement of the difficulties pending be- 
tween this country and Mexico, territory may be acquired 
in which slavery does not now exist; and whereas Congress, 
in the organization of a Territorial Government at an early 
period of our political history, established a principle worthy 
of imitation in all future time, furbidding the existence of 
slavery in free territery: Therefore, 

Resolved, That in any territory which may be acquired 
from Mexico, over which shall be established Territorial 
Governments, slavery or involuntary servitude, except as a 
punishment for crime, whereof the party shall have been 
duly convicted, should be forever prohibited; and that, in 
any act or resolution establishing such Governments, a fund- 
amental provision ought to be inserted to that effect. 


Mr. P. moved the previous question. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was decided by 
yeas and nays. 

- After the roll was called through, Mr. C. J. 
INGERSOLL rose and asked leave to vote. He 
said he was not, he believed, exactly within the 
bar when his name was called, being engaged at 
the reporter’s desk. He had, however, entered 
before the name immediately following his own 
was called. If allowed to vote, he would vote aye. 
His vote was not recerved. 

Mr. MURPHY rose and said he was not with- 
in the bar when his name was called, but he asked 
leave to vote. It being objected to, 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved to suspend tite 
rules to allow Mr. Mureny and himself to vote. 
Disagreed to. 

The result was then announced, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Bar- 
row, Bayly, Bedinger, Birdsall, Black, Bocock, Bowdon, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Boydon, Brodhead, Charles Brown, Albert 
G. Brown, Burt, Cabell, Cathcart, Chase, Clapp, Franklin 
Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williain- 
gon B. W. Cobb, Cocke, Crisfield, Crozier, Daniel, Dick- 
inson, Donnell, Garnett Duncan, Featherston, Ficklin, 
French, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Gentry, Goggin, Green, W. 
P. Hall, Haralson, Harris, Haskell, Henley, Hill, Hilliard, 
Isaac E. Holmes, George 8. Houston, Inge, Iverson, Jackson, 
Sameson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. 
Jones, John W. Jones, Kaufinan, Kennon, Thomas Butler 
Kiag, La Sère, Levin, Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McCiernand, MeKay, McLane, Mann, Miller, Morehead, 
Morse, Outlaw, Pendleton, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, 
Preston, Bichardson, Richey, Robinson, Roman, Sawyer, 
Shepperd, Simpson, Sims, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stephens, 
Thibodeaux, Thomas, Tompkins, John B. Thompson, R. 
A. Thompson, Toombs, Turner, Venable, Wick, Williams, 
Wiley, and Woodward—105. 

WAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Bingham, Brady, Butler, 
Canby, Collamer, Collins, Conger, Cranston, Crowell, Cum- 
mins, Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, 
Edwards, Embree, Nathan Evans, Faran, Farrelly, Fisher, 
Freedley, Fries, Giddings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, N. 
K. Hall, Hammons, James G. Hampton, Moses Hanipton, 
Henry, Elias B. Holmes, J. W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, 
Hunt, Irvin, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Kellogg, Daniel 
P. King, Lahm, William T. Lawrence, Sidney Lawrence, 
Leffler, Lincoln, McClelland, McIlvaine, Marsh, Marvin, 
Morris, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Palfrey, Peaslee, Peck, 
Pollock Putnain, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Sherrill, Silvester, 
Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Starkweather, 
Andrew Stewart, C. E. Stuart, Strohm, Tallmadge, Tayfor, 
Richard W. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, 

_Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, White, Wilmot, 
and Wilson—92. 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills, of which previous notice had been given, 
were introduced, as follows: 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Abraham Hogeboom, deceased. 

y Mr. JENKINS: A bill to regulate the com- 
pensation of postmasters, to exempt certain news- 
papers from postage, and to reduce the postage on 
transient newspapers. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: A bill grant- 
ing a quantity of land to the State of Mississippi 
for the purpose of improving the navigation of cer- 
tain rivers in that State. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Notices of motions for leave to introduce bills 
were given as follows: 


THE CONGRESSIONAL. GLOBE. 


By Mr: HOLMES, of New York: Of a bill to 
authorize the Brockport and Clarkson Plank Road 
Company to import from Canada a certain quanti- 
ty of lumber free of duty. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Of a bill to satisfy claims 
for bounty lands for military services in both wars 
with Great Britain. 


DEFICIENT APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Hunt, of New York, in the chair,) 
on the bill further to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the service of the fiscal year ending 
the 30th June, 1848. 

Mr. VINTON said, in printing the bill one item 
had been left out. He moved to insert it, to come 
in before the item *‘ for one floating light,” &c. 

This clause, he said, had been in the bill as re- 
ported from the committee, but had, through inad- 
vertence, been omitted inthe printed copy. The 
amendment was agreed to. 

The item appropriating $706 15 for superintend- 
ent’s commission of 23 per cent. on $28,246, having 
been read— | 

Mr. MULLIN desired information on the ne- 
cessity for this appropriation. 

Mr. VINTON stated that the committee had 
received a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury on the subject, which he would send to the 
Clerk’s table to be read for the information of the 
House. . [The letter was read accordingly.] 

Mr. V. briefly explained, stating that the com- 
mission here to be appropriated was at the rate 
which the Government had usually allowed. 

The item was then agreed to. 

The item appropriating $5,000 for the contingent 
expenses of the Treasury Department having been 
read— | 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the bill by 
striking it out. Mr. S. observed that these “< con- 
tingent expenses of the Treasury Department” had 
been incurred, mainly, by the transmission of spe- 
cie funds belonging to the United States from one 
part of the country to another. Now, there was 
on the Speaker’s table a call upon the Secretary 
of the Treasury to report to Congress the amount 
of expenditure which had been incurred by the 
adoption of.the ‘‘ independent treasury,’’ which 
remained to be acted upon. The reply would show 
that the amount inserted in this deficiency bill as 
« contingent expenses of the Treaqury 
ment?’ consisted chiefly of cost of transportation, 
the necessity for which had arisen exclusively from 
the adoption of the sub-treasury policy of the De- 
mocratic party. 

Mr. S. said he had voted against going into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on this bill, because the House 
was not in possession of the requisite information, 
though it had been repeatedly demanded, to enable 
it to judge of the necessity for these deficiencies 
which it was called upon to supply. At the last 
session no information could be obtained, because 
as soon as a resolution was introduced by Mr. 8.’s 
side of the House making a call on the President, 
or either of the heads of departments, for facts the 
House ought to know, it was instantly voted down. 
Those who then constituted the majority in the 
House were willing to “go it blind,” and they 
stifled all inquiry into public abuses. But, although 
those who had then been a powerless minority on 
that floor were now in the majority, or claimed to 
be so, things did not seem to go much better now 
as to the obtaining of necessary and proper infor- 
mation than they had done before. The House 
was continually hurried into Committee of the 
Whole and called upon to vote supplies and to ap- 
propriate to meet deficiencies in the treasury, while 
resolution after resolution still lay on the Speaker’s 
table, and it seemed impossible to get them acted 
on. His recollection was naturally called, in the 
first place, to a resolution he had himself offered, 
making inquiry as to the necessity of the forma- 
tion of a civil government in Santa Fé and New 
Mexico; the appointment there of an attorney gen- 
eral, of judges, and other officers of a civil chance: 
ter; by what authority such a government was set 
up, and these officers commissioned; under what 
law their salaries were paid, and how the money 
was provided. But no reply had been obtained to 
the inquiry. Had the Government responded, the 
answer would most probably have shown that 
much of the deficit for which the House was now 
called on to provide had arisen from such unau- 
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thorized and illegal squandering of the money of 
the nation: how much was justly attributable to 
such a source none in that House, at least none on 
his side of it, could tell. ~ 

Then a gentleman from New York, on his left, 
had introduced a resolution calling on the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury for a return of the amount of 
revenue received in each collection district,and how 
many persons were employed and kept on Gov- 
ernment pay to collect and receive it. What did 
that mean? The House were trying to get at the 
real state of facts upon the northern frontier; where 
it was generally believed there were collection dis- 
tricts in which the whole amount of revenue col- 
lected did not half pay the salaries of the Govern- 
ment employés, who were nominally engaged in 
collecting duties, but where, around every little 
office along the line, there was gathered a group of 
hungry office-holders, ready and waiting like rav- 
enous cormorants to devour the little sums that 
came in as a godsend to fill their bellies and pat 
some of Uncle Sam’s money in their pockets. To 
what extent this was true the House were not 

ossessed of the means of knowing; but certainly 
it would bé well that the House should know before 
they voted a bill like this, to make up deficiencies 
thus created. 

Another resolution had been offered by a gen- 
tleman from Virginia over the way, calling upon 
the President to tell the House for what specific 
objects the three millions of dollars had been de- 
manded and placed at his discretion at the last 
session: whether the money had yet been disposed 
of, and the instructions given by his order touch- 
ing its application. But no answer was vouch- 
safed from the White House. What had become 
of those memorable three millions? Possibly the 
Committee on Ways and Means might know; it 
was possible they were able to tell the’ nation 
whether this money had been spent or not;.but as 
to most of the other members of the House, Mr. 
S. believed they remained profoundly in the dark. 
And yet they were called on to legislate and to 
appropriate more money, while all information aa 
to how money already granted had been employed 
was refused., 

Another resolution had been offered calling for 
information as to the appointment of secret inspec- 
tors in New Hampshire during the last three years, 
and what compensation these unknown dignitaries 
received, and by what law. Could the truth be 
brought out, it would probably appear that the 
public money. had been squandered to pay Gov- 
ernment favorites whose employment was wholly 
unnecessary. . , 

He found, in the next place, a resolution proposed 
by his colleague, calling for information more di- 
rectly connected with the item of this bill now 
under discussion, viz: as to the amounts of money 
transferred under the sub-treasury system; what 
rule had been observed in allowing compensation 
for such transfers; and what had thus far been the 
total expense. No answer had been given to this 
inquiry, more than to all the rest; yet the House 
were called on to vote money to pay'for this very 
expenditure. This laying out of money for the 
transportation of specie from one end of the coun-' 
try to the other was a part of the working of the 
blessed sub-treasury system. Was it too much to 
ask that before the House voted the appropriations 
in this: bill they should first demand to know some- 
thing about how this large deficit arose? 

Then there was another call for information 
which had met with no better fate; it had been 
offered by a gentleman from Florida, asking to 
know what officers of our army were absent from 
the field on leave. What did a call like this mean? 
This, too, had a direct connection with the public 
expenditures, and therefore was germane to the 
object of this bill. Congress were called on by the 
Executive department for more men and money 
to carry on the war in Mexico, and the President 
wanted more commissioned officers whom it would 
be for him to appoint. Now, was it not fit that 
the House should know whether there were not 
general and other officers unemployed ? 

Some time ago when generals, one or two, re- 
turned from the field of glory in Mexico, they 
were gazed at as a sort of prodigies, and feted, and 
feasted, and lauded, and toasted, till it seerfed as 
if we could not do enough to show our admiration 
and gratitude for their achievements; but now offi- 
cers of all grades, from generals to cor orals, had 
become so common on our avenues and about our 
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hotels, that, like other commodities in ma?ket 
which obeyed the universal law of demand and 
supply, they had fallen wonderfully in value as 
things to be stared at; if not far below their par 
value, at least far below that very high estimation 
which had been set upon them at the beginning 
of the session. All these officers might possibly 
be regularly and properly here on leave of ab- 
sence, duly srani and richly earned. He meant 
to insinuate nothing to the contrary. Yet it was 
surely no more than proper that members of Con- 
gress should know whether such was the case, 
and, while more officers were loudly called for, 
that we should be informed whether those we had 
already were all found just where they ought to 


that remained still without reply. There‘had been 
another passed asking under what law the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury had levied a tariff of duties on 

oods imported into all the ports of Mexico, and 
by what authority the President undertook to 
apply the moneys thus collected to the support of 
our army ina foreign country? This surely was 


e. 

But these were not all the resolutions of inquiry 
| 
| 
| 


an innocent inquiry, but it had been left unan- |: 


House should demand and receive, direct from 
the Executive and his departments, full and satis- 
factory information before they commenced voting 
away the people’s money either for deficiencies or 
ae other demands. 

ake another item. Here was a proposition to 
give a commission of two and a half per cent. 
upon some twenty-eight thousand dollars, making 
a commission of over seven hundred dollars for 
the payment of this amount of appropriations : 
‘for superintendent’s commission on $28,246, at 
2% per cent., $706 15.” Who was this “ superin- 
tendent???’ Was he some official, some clerk sent 
down from some one of these departments here, 
to perform this onerous duty ? By what propriety 
of law or custom was that payment to be made? 
He did not understand that even the Committee 
of Ways and Means had the information why 
they were called upon to vote this appropriation. 
But, however it might be with reference to this, 
there were many other items, and items of import- 
ance, on which the House was altogether destitute 
of that information which they had the right to 
have from the Executive, in order to enable them 
to act understandingly and with due regard to the 


swered. Here wasan Executive who, without any |i interests of their constituents and the wants of the 


action of Congress, undertook, of his own mere | 
pleasure, as an incident to the war power, to levy 
a whole tariff of duties on goods imported into all 


public service. 
He nowcame back to the motion he had made— 
to strike out this item appropriating five thousand 


the ports of Mexico, and then to spend the money ': dollars for the transfer of moneys from place to 


thus gathered in the pay of the army. 

Had that House, though holding in an especial | 
manner the keys of the treasury, and with whom 
alone all money bills must originate, any distinct 
understanding how this money was raised, or how 
it was spent? Notat all: they were told there was 
a deficit of means in the treasury, and they were 
called on to make good the sums required; but 
none of their inquiries were answered, and all the 
light they asked for was sedulously excluded. 

Every one remembered the very able speech 


made by his colleague, the chairman of the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means, [Mr. Vinron,] in 


which he showed that when the Administration, 
at the last session of Congress asked for a loan of 
$23,000,000, they ought, from the facts then before 
them, to have asked for one of $40,000,000; and that 
even now, when they had asked for $16,000,000 
more, and the House had authorized it, making 
an amount of about $40,000,000, still more and 
more would be wanted to get through with the 
present fiscal year. Now, was it too much to 
Inquire how far the necessity for these demands 
might be obviated by the system of finance which 
the Executive, on his own responsibility, had | 
established, and was carrying on over the con- 
quered country? 

He might go over their calendar, and comment 
upon various propositions that had been made to 
the House asking information from the Executive, 
or from the Executive departments, upon the very 
subjects upon which from day to day they were 
called to legislate. He desired never to see this 
House go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, until, by following up the busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table, it had disposed of these 
various calls, and obtained from the Executive and 
his various departments ail the light upon subjects 
on which Congress was called to act, which the 
Executive could afford if he would, and would 
have to afford, if distinctly demanded by Congress, 
unless he should again assert his prerogative and 
declare that they were required to legislate blindly; 
and that it was enough for them to know what he 
asks, without knowing what might be the occasion 
which led to his asking it. , k 

For this reason he had submitted the motion to 
strike out this particular provision. Upon the in- 
formation called for by the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. ,) they had had a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury explaining some of 
these deficiencies, and among others this very item 
which he had moved to strike out, appropriating 
for the transfer of money from place to place under 
the sub-treasury act. This communication was 
made to the chairman of the Çommittee of Ways 
and Means alone; and unless they drew it from 
him this House would have no light upon the 
various important subjects on which they were 
called to act. The Committee of Ways and Means 
and its chairthan were ready, he dared say, at all 
times to give such information as they had. But 
was that the proper mode of legislation? Would 
it not be better that upon these various topics the 
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place—for carting about gold and silver under the 
sub-treasury system. If he had`^no other reason 
for making the motion, it was reason enough that 
there remained on the Speaker’s table a resolution 
asking the Executive to state to this House what 
had been the expenses incident to the operation of 
this system, from what places money had been 
removed, and what rule had been adopted in re- 
gard to paying agents for this service. He wanted 
light on the subject before he was called upon to 


act. 

Mr. MULLIN moved an amendment to the 
amendment, to strike out also the section appro- 
priating for superintendent’s commission of 2} per 
cent. on $28,246, $706 15. © 
He briefly explained the grounds on which he 
made the motion. He was understood to say that 
this compensation was proposed simply for paying 
out this money, and that the officers who were to 
discharge the duty were now receiving regular sal- 
aries. He objected to providing for extra pay to 
them, and moved to strike out the clause. l 
Mr. McKAY, in reference to Mr. MuLLIN’s mo- 
tion, and to his remarks and the remarks of Mr. 
Scuenck on the subject, said, if the gentleman 
would take the trouble to look into former appro- 
priation bills, they would find that this was nota 
new item. It was an old item, an item sanctioned 
for along time. What was meant by “ superin- 
tendents” was the collectors of your customs, who 
were scattered -all along your seaboards and lake 
shores, and who, as superintendents of light-houses, 
were to disburse the appropriations made for them, 
and to have a general supervision over them. 
Two years ago a proviso had been made to an 
appropriation bill, and was now the law of the 
land, that no collector whose compensation was 
two thousand dollars should receive any of these 


public officer who was required to perform extra 
duty—duty not connected with the office he held— 
should receive for such extra service more than 
four hundred dollars per annum. The payment 
of these commissions was a matter of economy; 
for if they did not require these collectors to per- 
form this duty, which was in nowise connected 
with their office, and for which they were allowed 
the small compensation of two and a half per cent., 
the consequence would be, that we should have to 
Support officers at-an expense of three, four, or 
five times this amount for this purpose. The col- 
lectors at New York, Boston, Portland, Philadel- 
phia, New Orleans, and in all our other collection 
districts, were to discharge this duty of superin- 
tendence; and where, as in the case of several of 
those he had mentioned, they received salaries of 
two thousand dollars or over, they received no 
extra compensation for this extra service; but there 
were many small ports where our collectors did 
not receive more than four, five, or sfx hundred 
dollars a year, and where they were required to 
erform this extraordinary duty, not at all pertain- 
Ing to their proper business, they were allowed 
this small compensation of two and a half per cent., 


commissions. And there was another law that no ` 
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instead of employing other officers especially for 
this purpose. Gentlemen might strike out the 
appropriation, if they pleased; and then it would 
devolve upon them to provide some other way in 
which these duties might be discharged. F'or him- 
self, he thought it was economy to retain the pres- 
ent system. He admitted he did not like this 
practice of officers receiving extra compensation. 
He had had some little agency in having put a stop 
to it to some extent. We had now a law on our 
statue book saving thousands of dollars by cutting 
off this practice. But here was a case where, on 
the score of economy, it was best, and which seeme 


ed the best mode of performing the duty. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said, he voted with the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scuencx] against going 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and for the same reason that the honorable 
ventleman said he did; that was to say, because 
he preferred the regular order of business, instead 
of going on this day into anything that was out of 
the regular order. So far he agreed with the hon- 
orable gentleman from Ohio, but to his argument 
he altogether demurred. | 

As respected, in the first place, the appropria- 
tion for the independent treasury. The independ- 
ent treasury system was not now before them. It 
had passed into a law; and refusing to vote appro- 
priations under it was precisely the same as re- 
fusing to vote appropriations for carrying on any 
of the other operations of the Government. Would 
the honorable gentleman from Ohio object to ap- 
propriations for the payment of custom-house offi- 
cers? Certainly not; though the gentleman and 
himself (Mr. I.) voted together against the tariff 
act of 1846. It was an appropriation, in principle, 
for carrying on the operations of this Government, 
and to refuse to vote it, was to withhold supplies 
in the worst possible shape in which it could be 
done. è -` 

Mr. SCHENCK (Mr. I. yielding for explana- 
tion) said he had not taken the ground that he 
would vote against any appropriation for carrying 
out any laws of the land including this sub-treasury 
enactment, because he was opposed to the scheme 
itself. It would be observed, that the appropriation 
to which he objected was an appropriation of sev- 
eral thousands of dollars for paying for the transfer 
of funds from one place to another. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. No; the clause specifies that 
the appropriation is for ‘‘expenses under the act 
for the collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and dis- 
bursernent of the public revenue,” which are the 
very words of the title of what is known as the 
independent treasury act. 

Mr. SCHENCK. We were advised, among the 
other merits of the sub-treasury scheme, that it was 
to be a particularly cheap plan of collecting, safe- 
keeping, and disbursing the public revenue; but 
we have hints now, from sources other than offi- 
cial, that in practice it does not prove a particularly 
cheap plan, but that the appropriations which are 
required under it for carting money from place to 
place were not contemplated by the act, and, there- 
fore, before Congress was called upon to appro- 
priate money for an item like this, he thought it 
would be well to have information from the Execu- 
tive to explain why such an appropriation was ne- 
cessary ; and, aboveall, whether under the sub-treas- 
ury, or under what act, he called upon Congress 
to authorize such expenditures. 

His appeal to this House was not to vote down 
this supply bill, but to take up the regular order of 
business on the Speaker’s table, and pass these 
resolutions of inquiry upon various subjects, and 
especially such as would throw light upon supply 
bills, so that, when they came to legislate, they 
would have the facts and information before them 
which were necessary in order to legislate under- 
standingly; and his object was also to show that 
the majority now here was—— 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL (interrupting and re- 
suming his remarks) said he meant to notice that. 
It was part of his object to notice the animadver- 
sions of the gentleman under which he and those 
who were in a majority on this floor at the last 
session of Congress rested, viz: that they had re- 
fused to the gentleman from Ohio and his friends, 
information when. they sought to obtain it from the 
Executive. But he submitted to the gentleman, 
and the common sense of every member of this 
House, whether his motion was not altogether 
misconceived and irregular? Why not move that 
the committee rise, and not move to strike out an 


1848. 


indispensable itemg which was to stop the wheels 
of Government as far as they could be stopped by 
guch a motion? oe My _ 

He was not here for the purpose of eulogizing 
the independent treasury, which the gentleman 
had so frequently been pleased to term the sub- 
treasury. In his opinion, it was one of the best 
and most important acts ever passed by the Con- 
gress of the United States; and, so far as his por- 
tion of the country was concerned—if he was not 
greatly mistaken—it had redeemed and established 
its character, not only with his party, but with 
all intelligent business men of Philadelphia, fora 
salutary influence upon the fiscal operations of the 
country. 

But he desired the honorable gentleman from 
Ohio to tell him, if he could, of any instance in 
which he, (Mr. I.,) and the party with which he 
was connected—a majority in the last Congress, 
but now reduced to a minority—had thrown an 
obstacle in the way of those who were now the 
majority interrogating the Executive in all its 
branches? He had never voted against such a 
resolution in his life, for this simple reason, that 
he believed, in nineteen cases out of twenty, it was 
to give to the Executive the opportunity of ex- 
plaining something which appeared wrong; of 
vindicating himself to the country by stating the 
facts. And, if he mistook not, that was the course 
of the party with which he was associated in the 
last Congress; and he did not think the gentleman 
from Ohio could point to any remarkable case in 
which there was a refusal on their part to interro- 
gate the President to the full length desired by the 
Opposition. 

He further remembered suggesting repeatedly 
during that Congress, that under the law of 1789, 
to which the independent treasury was but a sup- 
plement, which authorized the House to call the 
Secretary of the Treasury to this bar and require 
him in person to give explanations, he repeatedly 
proposed—not on this floor, but in conversation 
with various gentlemen —that that provision should 
be enforced, and, if need be, that the Secretary of 
the Treasury should be called upon to appear be- 
fore them. He particularly recollected making 
that suggestion to a gentleman from Kentucky, not 
now a member of Congress, who was then a very 
forward and a very important opponent of the 
present Administration, (Mr. Garrett Davis.) He 
should like to know of an instance in which this 
information ‘was withheld. He knew of no such 
instance; and when the charge was made he denied 
it. He thought the gentleman from Ohio was 
altogether mistaken; he thought the gentleman had 
the same opportunity then that he certainly takes 
pow occasionally, of addressing the House and of 
bringing resolutions to its notice, and he certain 
was never overruled in any of his attempts to elicit 
information. 

Mr. SCHENCK interposed, and inquired if the 
honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania said he 
(Mr. S.) was mistaken when he stated that propo- 
sitions of inquiry of the Executive departments 
were many times voted down during the last Con- 

ress? 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Why, does not the gentle- 
man remember we wanted to know somethin 
about Santa Anna’s pass? A resolution relating to 
the operations under the sub-treasury, similar to 
the very one to which we have been referring, was 
also voted down. He could give the gentleman a 
long string of resolutions that were voted down, or 
not entertained at all, when the party with whom 
he acted wanted to make any call upon the other 
end of the avenue. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. As to Santa Anna’s pass, 
I confess I am obliged to pass that, for-I do not 
recollect it. 7 

As to the ‘‘ three millions’’—with which, from 
the position which he then occupied upon the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, but from which he was 
*now relieved, he had had a great deal to do—if the 

entleman from Ohio would take thẹ trouble to 

ook into the act of Congress, as it was proposed 
and enacted, and now stood on our statute-book, 
he would see that the President was not at liberty 
to spend one single dollar under any circumstances 
that had hitherto taken place The act of Congress 
was plain—explicit. The President had not spent 
it, because he could not spend it; and any inquiry, 
any suspicion, was answered by the act itself. 

Now, as to the notice which the honorable gen- 
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tleman from Ohio had taken of certain military 
gentlemen, whose presence in this metropolis had 
given him some umbrage, he was sure that the 
gentleman could not fail to see that it was a little 
unfair to attack these. honorable members of an- 
other profession when they had not an opportunity 
of answering anything that was said. He did not 
mean to say that the gentleman had said anything 
to their disparagement; but a word had fallen from 
him that had astonished him, (Mr, I.,) viz: that 
military stock was falling. Why, was it falling 
in Kentucky and Virginia too? If he was not mis- 
taken, the conventions of those States had declared 
in favor of à military gentleman, who, according 
to the movements and notions of gentlemen on the 
other side, was to be the successor of the peaceable 
gentleman now in the Presidential chair. 

[In reply to something said by some gentleman 
in his seat, in relation to the nomination of General 
Taylor in Virginia— 

Mr. I. said, he did not know who nominated 
him; but he had been nominated in two of the 
most important States of this Union. He could 
not, therefore, perceive that military stock was fall- 
ing; but, on the contrary, it was rising very high— 
far above par—not only in Mexico, but here, there, 
and everywhere, as far as he could understand. 
He did not know how it might be in the great 
State of the chairman, [Mr. Hunt, of New York;] 
but, excepting that, it was only when we got into 
the confederacy of ‘‘ steady habits,” as he was in- 
formed, that this military stock was not very high 
indeed. It seemed to him, therefore, that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio was mistaken in this respect, as 
he was sure he was mistaken in all other respects. 
He had merely risen, therefore, for the purpose 
of entering his protest against all the gentleman’s 
arguments. . 

Mr. SAWYER said he had taken the floor for 
a few moments to congratulate the House and the 
country upon the seeming change that had taken 
place on this floor. His colleague [Mr. Scuenck] 
had this morning read a pretty severe lecture to 
his other colleague [Mr. Vinton] for not progress- 
ing in his work in the right way, and he had passed 
some pretty seVere rebukes on his own party for 
the course they had taken. The gentleman had 
taken up the calendar and read divers resolutions 
lying on the Speaker’s table, and complained be- 
cause they were not taken up and acted on. In 
the first place, he told them, that when the party 
with whom he (Mr. Sawyer) acted were in a large 
majority on this floor, they prevented any action 
on that side of the House. But, now, why did he 
come here and repeat his complaint? The gentle- 
man’s own party were now in the majority, and 
yet he complained that the business on the Speak- 
er’s table was not disposed of; that, in passing 
this bill now, they were taking a leap in the dark; 
that they had not enlightened themselves on the 
subjects on which they were called to act. Sir, 
(said Mr. S.,) you have a majority in this House, 
and how are you using it? Day after day, after 
ou have been in session a short time, speaking 
on subjects foreign to the measures before you, 
you move an adjournment; the motion comes from 
your side of the House; you adjourn over from 
Friday to Monday, week after week; and you use 
the whole of the time of the House in debating 
questions about the war, or other questions which 
have no connection with the subjects before you. 
You offer resolutions looking forward to putting 
down thie President of the Democratic party and 
elevating another certain individual to that same 
high place. All these resolutions are treated in 
the same way. What do you do with them? 
You suffer them to lie on your table two or three 
months. The very first resolution my colleague 
[Mr. ScuHencx] spoke of was his own resolution; 
and he has never raised his voice on this floor to 
attempt to take it up from the table. All these 
resolutions are of the same class; and now you 
come here and complain that they are not passed, 
and make that an excuse for voting against appro- 
priations which are indispensable to carry on the 
Government in time of war. He called upon gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House, and their 
constituents, and the country, to note the fact, that 
they had the majority, and conducted the business 
of the House in this way; and, when they were 
called upon to vote supplies for carrying on the 
Government, they got up and interposed these 
complaints as a barrier. Upon their heads rested 
all the responsibility. If they were desirous of 
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advancing and despatching the affairs of the gene- 
ral legislature, he asked them to go forward. His 


|| (Mr. 8.’s) party were not responsible for the 
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delays that had been incurred. When the Presi- 
dent’s message and the loan bill were under con- 
sideration in their order, day after day motions 
were made on his side of the House to take them 
out of Committee of the Whole and terminate de- 
bate. Immediately up jumped a member on the 
other side of the House and moved to lay the 
resolution on the table; the yeas and nays were 
called; and, by drawing tightly the cords of party, - 
they laid it on the table. That was the way in 
which the majority of the House did the business 
of the country. 

His colleague also complained about the officers 
being about here. There was another gallant offi- 
cer who was glorifying through the country, and 
eae making some political capital, that they 

eard no complaint of from that quarter. 

What was the character of these men of whom 
they heard this complaint? They were men who 
had been literally shot to pieces, who were unable 
to stay inthe army and any longer do their country 
service there; and the gentleman, his colleague, 
and others saw fit to get up in this Hall and de- 
nounce them as altogether out of the line of their 
duty. 

He had risen to congratulate the House on the 
great change which was about to take place. They 
had been now three months in session, and the 
most they had done was to grant registers to three 
or four vessels‘and pass a few private bills. Not 
one bill had yet been passed, or one efficient step 
taken towards (with one single exception) for- 
warding the public interests, and preparing to re- 
turn home to their constituents. It appeared to 
him that his colleague, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means [Mr. Vinton] would 
not thank his other colleague for the charge he had 
made, that he (Mr. V.] had got all the information 
and refused to communicate it to the House. That 
was a quarrel with which Mr. S.”had nothing to 
do; he had desired simply to call attention to it, 
and to the mode in which the majority of the House 
were consuming the time without accomplishing 
anything. 

ir. GIDDINGS said he had entertained no ex- 
pectation of addressing the committee until within 
a few minutes. Nor did he now intend to detain 
them long. He was disposed to take issue with ~ 
gentlemen who said that the Whigs had a majority 
in this body. He intended to say that it was a 
doubtful question which party had a majority, or 
whether either had. If we were to take the issue of 
1844, it was quite certain that the Whigs have not 
amajority. That party was then unanimously op- 
posed to this war. It is now certain that a large 
majority of this House are in favor of su8taining 
it. The Whig party were then opposed to the 
extension of slavery. The vote of this morning 
shows a majority of thirteen in favor of extending 


_the curse of human bondage and degradation upon 


soil now free. He repeated, that if we adopted 
the great issue of 1844, the majority was opposed 
to the Whigs. 

The issues then adopted were of transcendent 
importance. Mr. Upshur, as Secretary of State, 
on the 8th August, 1843, put forth the novel, and, 
at that time, unheard of doctrine, that it was the 
duty of the Federal Government to uphold and 
extend the institution of domestic slavery. The 
declaration was taken up and repeated by the party 
in this Hall and in the other end of the Capitol, in 
Southern primary conventions, by State Legisla- 
tures, in the public press, and by stump orators. 
The annexation of Texas, to secure slavery in that 
Government and sustain it in this, was the avowed 
policy of the Democratic party. The issue thus 
tendered was accepted by Mr. Clay, who, in his 
speech at Raleigh, North Carolina, laid down a 
synopsis of Whig doctrine, in which he declared 
that “the support, by the several States, of their 
own peculiar institutions, constituted the ninth arti- 
cle of the Whig faith.” ° 

In 1839, in the Senate of the United States, Mr. 
C. had declared that ‘‘Congress possessed no power 
whatever over the institution of slavery, except as 
it relates to representation, taxation, and the power 
to restore fugitive slaves.” ‘* All other powers 
(said he) belong to the States.” The issue ten- 
dered by the Democratic party was ewe td 
him, and by the party to which he belonged. e 
denied (said he) the power of Congress to prosti- 
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tute its functions. to the upholding of a system of 
human degradation. This was the distinct posi- 
tion of our party at that time. On this broad basis 
of the Constitution we took our stand, and met the 
assaults then made upon us. It was the great 
issue which, like Aaron’s rod, swallowed up all 
others. Itis now (said Mr. G.) the transcendent 
‘and absorbing question which occupies the intellect 
of the nation. Who (said he) now speaks of the 
benefits or evils of a protective tarif? Who in this 
Hall portrays its advantages among the free labor- 
ers of the North? Or who explains its evils to the 
slave labor of the South? Who now occupies time 


- upon the subject of harbor improvements and of 


river navigation? Why, (said he,) these matters are 
almost forgotten. No one now takes the trouble 
to mention a United States Bank, or to insist upon 
a division of the proceeds of the public lands. 
These subject are not thought of. The members 
here are divided into the propagandists of slavery, 
and the advocates of freedom. The old party 
lines are becoming indistinct and uncertain. A 
portion of those who have heretofore acted with 
us now incline to the cause of extending slavery; 
and some who have acted against us now go for 
limiting that institution. New political associa- 
tions are forming, and have been for years; and 
the trammels of party are often broken, and their 
influence disregarded. 

The war (said Mr. G.) in which we are engaged 
is but a consequence of the policy of extending sla- 
yery: It was clearly foretold by those who exam- 
ined the subject in the light of reason. It was for 
years proclaimed in this Hall, and in the other end 
of the Capitol—in our State Legislatures—through 
the public press, and by our stump orators through- 
out the nation. The vast expenditure of blood 
and treasure in this war, its crimes of deep and 
damning dye, were foretold with as much accuracy 
as the pen of the historian will hereafter record 
them. Here, in this Hall, at each session since 
1843, the~circumstances with which we are now 
surrounded have been often described. As he 
had remarked, our position in 1844 was that of 
unmistakable opposition to this war. They had 
not ceased to condemn it, from the commence- 
ment of the Presidential campaign of that year 
down to the llth May, 1846—that ill-fated day, 
when a large portion of his friends apparently 

. changed their policy and voted for it. He meant 


no disrespect to his friends and colleagues who | 


voted for that bill; but they would permit him to 
say, that he then regarded it as, in a great degree, 
a surrender of their position. It detracted from 
their moral power. They yielded up a portion of 
their strength; they went over to the measures of 
their opponents, When they subsequently lent 
their votes to continue the work of devastation and 
death which the President had commenced, they 
. stood before the world tacitly admitting, to a cer- 
tain extent, that he was right in commencing the 
war, and that they were wrong in opposing it. 
They went in with their opponents in support of 
their medsures, and so far acted with them, and 
became a part of them. 

He concurred in what had been so well said by 
his colleague, [Mr. ScuEencx,] that the Whig party 
were following in the footsteps of the Democrats 
of the last Congress. The policy which Demo- 
crats then adopted the Whigs are new carrying 
out. If they declared this to be Whig policy, he 
asked the difference between the policy of the 
Democrats and the policy of the Whigs? “A 
rose would smell as sweet by any other name.”’ 
The bill before them, appropriating some twelve 
millions, was merely to supply the money to carry 
on the war which they have so loudly condemned 
in 1844 and 1845, and which they still denounce. 

e said, the lines which separated the two par- 
ties had become obscure and uncertain. It was 
difficult to tell who were Whigs and who were Dem- 
s ocrats. He'cast no imputations upon his friends 
on this side of the House; far from it. He believed 
them sincere and patriotic. But they would per- 
mit him to say, that he never had, and never should, 
vote for a dollar or a man to carry on a war whieh 
he had so long denounced as wicked and barbar- 
ous.. He must be permitted to remain where he 
stood in 1844—unmistakably opposed to this war, 
in all its phases, in its generals, and in its details. 
He believed he was a Whig in 1844; he had not 
changed. He adhered to the same principles now 
as he did then; and, as he was not in favor of 
changing positions, he thought it likely he would 
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remain attached to the same doctrines. If other 
gentlemen feel that itisright to yield their doctrines, 
he should not complain; but for himself, he desired 
permission to adhere to his doctrines ung satisfied 
that they were erroneous. 

He had foreseen the present state of things in this 
Hall, prior to the election of Speaker. His col- 
leagues would bear witness that he had pointed out 
to them the peculiar circumstances under which we 
are now placed. He had told them, that if elected 
Speaker, the honorable gentleman who now fills 
that office would so constitute the Committee of 
Ways and Means as to secure reports in favor of 
appropriating means to continue this work of mur- 
der and rapine in Mexico. He meant no disrespect 
to the honorable Speaker, nor to the members of 
the committee. They were as patriotic as himself. 
But with his views of duty, he could vote for no 
man who he believed would exert his influence to 
increase our national guilt, by continuing this war. 
He had denounced the President for bringing the 
war upon us; and he could see no way in which 
the work of cutting Mexican throats had become 
sanctified in the sight of Heaven. 

Weare informed (said Mr. G.) in holy writ, that 
Pilate, a Pagan governor, when he saw the people 
about to shed innocent blood, took water and wash- 
ed his hands, declaring himself exempt from the 
crime which they were about to commit. And 
shall I, (said he,) a professing Christian, hesitate 
to wash my hands of this transcendent crime? No 
sir, never. In saying this, he spoke his own views. 
He regarded every Fife sacrificed in this war a mur- 
der, accompanied with all of the moral guilt attach- 
ed to that crime. This guilt must rest upon all 
who contributed to promote the work of human 
butchery. 
to understand, that no considerations should induce 
him to participate in such Heaven-provoking in- 
iquity. He called this House and the country to 
witness, that, as in 1844, he was opposed to the 
war, he was equally opposed to,it at the election 
of Speaker. Principles never change. He might 
waver in his moral or his political conduct; his 
political friends may alter their position, but the 
principles of right and wrong are immutable and 
eternal. 

Again: He said, that in 1844, when the oppo- 
site party had urged the duty of this Government’s 
assuming jurisdiction over the institution of sla- 
very, Mr. Clay declared that ‘* Congress possessed 
‘no power whatever over the subject of slavery; 
‘that the existence, maintenance, and continuance of 
‘that institution depended exclusively upon the 
< power and authority of the States in which it was 
‘ situated.’ Before Heaven, he believed this doc- 
trine correct in 1844; he now believed it correct. 
But look at your Committees on the District of 
Columbia maid on the Judiciary. They are the 
organs of the Whig party in this House; yet they 
silently entomb the voice of Northern philanthropy 
as it is sent to them in the form of petitions pray- 
ing the repeal of those acts of Congress which 
sustain the slave trade in this District. ‘That traffic 
which has so long disgraced the nation is thus up- 
held and protected by a Whig committee of this 
body. They will not report upon the petitions 
committed to them. No influence can extort from 
them a word in favor or against a practice at the 
mention of which humanity shudders. Of this 
Heaven-defying outrage upon a portion of our 
race, he was exempt. He had foretold this state 
of things prior to the election of Speaker. He 
then refused his vote to an honorable member who 
he was conscious would so constitute those com- 
mittees as to sustain this commerce in human 
flesh. He repeated that he meant no disrespect 
to the gentleman who filled the Speaker’s chair. 
He doubted not that his motives were pure; but 
he was conscious that his policy was such that he 
(Mr. G.) could not unite in, and he had therefore 
voted against him. He declared that this support 
of the slave trade by Congress was opposed to the 
doctrines maintained by the Whigs in 1844. He 
had not changed his views on that subject. He 
now remained upon the Whig platform of that 
day. But he found, Whigs o pyne the same 
ground on this subject with the Democrats. So 
far as a disinterested observer would discover, 
there was on this question almost a total oblitera- 
tion of the lines which separate the two parties. 
A portion of the Whigs and a portion of the Dem- 
ocrats desire to see the Government separated from 
the support of crimes daily committed in this city, 


| we punish with death, 


He wished the House and the country. 


the perpetration of which upon the shores of Africa 
e declared that he felt 
conscious that on these subjects of supporting the 
war and the slave trade the Whig party in this 
House was placed in a false position. The masses 


of his party, he thought, were opposed to both these _ 


measures. He believed that a large majority of 
the Whigs of this body were opposed to them. 
He had to the best of his abilities labored to pre- 
vent this state of the party, and it was due to him- 
self and to those he represented that he should 
thus publicly define his position. That position, 
he repeated, was the position of the Whig party of 
his district, of his State, at this time, and in 1844. 

Another important point had not escaped the 
notice of the public. While the Whigs, as a 
party, have manifested the most determined hos- 
tility to the war, denouncing it as wicked, unjust, 
and barbarous, as an accumulation of crime beyond 
conception, they had been called on here to express 
their profound gratitude to those who have volan», 
tarily engaged in this work of slaughtering our 
race. He was aware of the fine-drawn casuistry 
which teaches us to denounce the crime, while we 
praise those who commit it; fo execrate the slaugh- 
ter of women and children at Monterey and at 
Vera Cruz, while here, in this Hall, we tender a 
nation’s gratitude to those who voluntarily guided. 
and directed the butchery. He had been unable 
to discover the force of such reasoning; probably. 
he had not appreciated the argument; certainly he 
could not agree to the doctrine. One of the offi- 
cers to whom the thanks of Congress were thus 
tendered, was his personal and political friend. 
One who had done much to save the nation from 
the horrors of war, in 1839, when hostilities had. 
hovered over our northeastern frontier. That was 
an elevated and noble example of philanthropy 
and patriotism; one for which he would gladly 
have united in avote of thanks. But when those 
high officers went to Mexico to engage in devast- 
ating that country, in cannonading their cities, and 
in the slaughter of their people, they did so volun- 
tarily; there was no compulsion in the business. 
He thought that a Roman firmness and unbending 
integrity should then have characterized their 
conduct; they should instantly have resigned their 
offices, refused to enter upon the work of butcher- 
ing a foreign people, and retired to their homes, 
ahd received the approval of their consciences, 
the gratitude of all good men, and the smiles of 
Heaven. 

But, sir, (said he,) these officers went to Mex- 
ico, took charge of our armies, and became the 
instruments of carrying out the designs of vault- 
ing ambition, and of executing deeds at the con- 
templation of which his soul shrunk back with 
horror. For those acts he felt no pulsation of 
gratitude. Had he voted for the resolutions, he 
would have belied his conscience, and done vio- 
lence to truth. He had at first thought he would 
remain silent when the vote should be taken, but 
further consideration convinced him that it was his 
duty to vote against the resolutions. He was un- 
willing, by his silence, to encourage the thirst for 
military eclat which these resolutions were calcu- 
lated to inspire. But, on this subject both parties 
had fully united, all party distinctions were lost 
sight of, and he found himself in the very extra- 
ordinary position of voting alone in this body. 
But, even though his vote stood solitary upon the 
record, he felt willing that it should pass the 
test of an enlightened people. He had witnessed 
the baleful effects of a standing army. It had 
brought us into this war. Had we been destitute 
of an army, the President would have been unable 
to involve us in hostilities with Mexico. He said 
the nation was now sustaining an army in Mexico 
at an expense of one hundred and twenty-five 
thousand dollars per day. This sum is drawn 
from the hard earnings of the toiling millions; and 
what do they get in return? ve they sub- 
ject the people of Mexico to our will. We, who 
have declared that all men are born free and 
equal, “ that to secure our natural rights govern- 
ments are formed among men, deriving their just 
powers from the consent of the governed,” now 
squander untold millions for little purpose, except 
to give evidence of our own want of sincerity in the 
profession we have made to the world. e see 
the officers of the army on every street of the city 
here living at their ease, and: at the expense of 
those who toil for their daily bread. . Rather than 
encourage the increase of our army, he would 
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britig back the fifty thousand troops from Mexico 
and disband them. He would have them return 
to civil life; he would have each earn his own 
support, and by his labor contribute something to 
the general wealth of the nation. The army was 
a cancer upon the body politic. It was striking its 
fibres into the vital parts of society, and extending 
its virus into the veins and arteries of the Govern- 
ment, and must sooner or later overthrow our 
institutions. It had already assumed an iinport- 
ance which must strike the reflecting portion of 
our people with astonishment. 

On the 4th July last, at an encampment far in 
the interior of Mexico, at a meeting of the officers 
of our army, one of their number was nominated 
for the highest office in the gift of the American 
people. Thus early in the hjstory of this nation 
had an attempt been made by the army to dictate 
to the people a Presilent—to send us from the 
camp a man to guide our ship of state; one whose 
hands are dripping with human gore; so that when 
he shall lay his fingers upon the sacred book to 
take the oath of office, he may leave the sacred 
volume polluted with the blood of innocence. Are 
such things becoming a moral, a Christian people? 
Yet in this Hall, from an early period of the ses- 
sion, we had heard gentlemen, in their speeches, 
lending aid and giving influence to this plan of 
foisting upon the people a President whose only 
recommendation is his military fame. lf military 
service qualifies a man for the highest office of 
Government, it is easy to see that our minor offices 
will be filled with the same class; and the day is 
near when our Government must become a ‘* mili- 
tary republic.” When he had heard gentlemen 
speaking in this Hall of the popularity of the dis- 
tinguished officer to whom he had alluded, and of 
that political millenium when all pagties are to unite 
in his support, he had desired to inquire what were 
the principles on which he would, if elected, ad- 
minister the Government? And with permission of 
the committee, he would now prupound, through 
the Chair, a question to the honorable chairman 
of the Committee on Manufactures. He desired 
respectfully to inquire of that gentleman whether 
General Taylor was in favor of a protective-tariff? 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, answered 
that he was. . | 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he was happy to hear it. 
He had not been aware that we possessed evidence 
to justify us in believing that he was thus favora- 
ble to northern interests. But-he also desired to 
ascertain whether the free-trade men of South Car- 
olina, who were equally zealous in the support of 
General Taylor, were not equally sure that he was 
in favor of their policy? 

[A voice answered, Yes.] | | 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Of course. They would 
never support a man who was in favor of the pro- 
tective policy. Yet the most ultra supporters of 
free trade, and the most determined adherents of a 
protective tariff are to unite in support of a distin- 
guished military officer for President. Each knows 
that he or his opponents must find themselves de- 
ceived after the election. But each is hoping it 
will not be him, and each rejoicing in the thought 
that it will be those opposed to him. He declared 
that the we creed contained no such uncertain 
expression of political faith. But (Mr. G. said) 
he wished to inquire a little further. He desired 
to understand General Taylor’s views upon the 
subject of improving our lake harbors and our river 
navigation, That was a subject in which the 
northern States had a deep interest. They would 
not be likely to cast their votes for any candidate 
who was not known to be favorable to our domes- 
tic commerce. If some one of the gentlemen from 
the free States, who is expecting to be Vice Presi- 
dent under Gen. Taylor, would inform him whether 
that distinguished officer was in favor of such im- 
provements, he would feel much obliged ? 

Mr, STEWART replied, that General Taylor 
- had said he would pursue the policy of General 
Washington, if elected. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said we had no lake, harbor, 
nor river improvements in the days of General 
Washington. But he wished to know whether 
those who have.steadily opposed such improve- 
ments, and are now supporters of General Taylor, 
were not equally certain. that he would veto any 
bill for such purpose? (Several voices responded, 


Yes, ] re or ee ene i Sor a . ; 
Mr. GIDDINGS continued. Nothing was more 
certain. i 
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Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL interrupted Mr. G., 
and wished to inquire what General Taylor’s views 
were in regard to slavery? 

Mr. GIDDINGS, in reply, said that, with the 
gentleman’s permission, he would make his own 
speech. He wished by these inquiries to exhibit 
to this House, and to the nation, the true character 
of this attempt to lead the people of the nation, 
blindfolded, to the support of a man whose senti- 
ments on these most vital questions-are wholly un- 
known. He had thus brought the subject before 
the committee in a plain manner. All were aware 
that many and able friends of General Taylor were 
present. No one of them could inform us of his 
opinions; yet they ask the people to support him, 
not because they know him to be in favor of these 
measures or against them, but because they don’t 
know whether he is one way or the other. 

Again, (said he,) nine of the States of this Union 
have taken a position against the further extension 
of slavery. Among them are Ohio, and Pennsyl- 
vania, and New York. In their sovereign capaci- 
ties, they have declared their unalterable hostility 
to the policy of extending that institution, and in 
favor of the issues of 1844. Now, he desired to 
know whether General Taylor was in favor of 
confining that institution to its present bounds? 

Mr. STEWART said, that General Taylor had 
declared, that if elected, he would follow in the 
footsteps of Washington, Jefferson, and Madi- 


son. ` 

Mr. GIDDINGS resumed. That was all quite 
indefinite and uncertain; but he would like to know 
how the gentleman’s colleague over the way [Mr. 
Wimor] understood General Taylor on that sub- 


ect. 

Mr. WILMOT said that, when he reflected that 
General Taylor was a southern man, a slave- 
holder, and that southern interests were rallying 
to his support, he had no confidence in General 
Taylor on this subject. 

Mr. GIDDINGS resumed. Southern papers 
declare General Taylor to be ‘‘ as true to the inter- 
ests of slavery as the needle is to the pole.” That he 
is firmly opposed to the Wilmot proviso, as it is 
called. Southern men proclaim him to be unalter- 
ably opposed to all restrictions of slavery. 

Mr. STEWART, interrupting him, said, Gen- 
eral Taylor had said he would support the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The veriest demagogue found 
in our country bar-rooms would say that; John 
Tyler said it. The declaration means nothing. 
Mr. STEWART wished to know if the gen- 
tleman from Ohio had not supported Henry Clay 
in 1844? , 

Mr. GIDDINGS replied, that he had cheerfully 
supported him, and for the reason that his views 
were known. He had proclaimed his sentiments 
definitely and. distinctly. No man was asked to 
vote in the dark. He had for many years acted 
as a Senator in a capacity which gave publicity to 
his views. He was a Whig ‘ known and read of 
ali men.’’ As early as 1839 he had declared his 
views in regard to the powers of Congress over 
the institution of slavery. ‘Those views accorded 
with his own; and, in supporting Mr. Clay, he 
supported his own constitutional views in regard 
to slavery, and in regard to the Whig policy. 
But how stands the case now, said he? Is Gen- 
eral Taylor a Whig? The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania says he is. But General Taylor, speak- 
ing for himself, says he ‘* will not be the exponent 
of the principles of any party.’’ If he will not 
become the exponent and supporter of Whig prin- 
ciples, he (Mr. G.) would not vote for him. The 
man who does so, must leave the Whig party, for 
he will not sustain Whig sentiments. He would 
speak for himself and for his constituents, and 
he believed he could speak for the Whigs of his 
State, when he declared that they would not again 
be ‘t TyLERIZED.”’ 

Mr. HENLEY next obtained the floor, to reply 
to the remarks of both the gentlemen from Ohio, 
[Messrs. Scuenck and Gippines.] He said it 
was not his practice to bring into this Hall party 
discussions; he never intended to commence a 
party debate, but when it was commenced and 
forced upon the House by the other or either side 
of the House, he was ever ready to meet it. Lest 
he should omit it hereafter, he would here say, 
at the outset, that whenever he saw a gentleman 
pursue an honest and honorable course, he was 
ready to commend it, no matter which side of the 
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House it came from. In that spirit he desired to 
speak of the effort of the gentleman who had just 
taken his seat. The. gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Gippives] had taken an honest and an independent 
course, and he was worthy of all commendation. 
The gentleman from Ohio was right in calling the 
attehtion of the nation to the uncertainty in which | 
they were left respecting the. opinions of General 
Taylor, who was to be nominated as the Whig 
candidate for the Presidency. They had not evén 
obtained an expression of his opinion respecting 
the first, great, paramount principle of Whigery— 
the Wilmot proviso. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Stewart] could not say that his 
favorite candidate was in favor of the tariff, but 
he contented himself with the assurance that Gen- 
eral Taylor would stand by the principles of the 
Constitution. He thought the chairman of the 
Committee on Manufactures would be driven to 
resort to the makers of Yankee notions for the 
manufacture of a candidate that would suit all the 
hues and colors of the Whig party. The gentle- 
man from Ohio had inquired for the opmions ef | 
General Taylor respecting the improvement of 
rivers and harbors by the Government, and had he 
obtained any answer to his inquiries? The Whigs 
had professed for some years to stand on an ever- 
lasting platform, but when they were asked if their 
candidate was in favor of their principles, they 
were unable to obtain an answer. But they were 
themselves deceived if they thought they could 
again deceive the people as they did in 1840. 

Mr. DUER said the Whigs would not nominate 
any but a Whig—one who would carry out Whig 
principles. He was ready|to meet a defeat with a 
true Whig, rather than to see the party nominate 
a candidate who was nota Whig. However, the 
question had to be tested whether General Taylor 
would accept the nomination from the Whig party, 
and.be an opponent of Whig principles. General 
Taylor’s sense of honor—which he presumed no 
one would question—would prevent the acceptance. 
of the nomination of the Whig party if he was 
opposed to their principles. 

Various questions were put to the gentleman 
from New York from several parts of the House, 
in the midst of much confusion. . 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, rose to a point of 
order. He desired to inquire if this was a con- 
vention met to nominate a candidate for the Presi- 
dency? If it were not, then this debate was ouf 
of order. 

Mr. HENLEY said he did not wish to misrep- 
resent the gentleman from New York, and hence 
he thought he had the right to ask him a question, 
and to allow him to answerit. He understood the 
gentleman from New York to say that he could not 
support General Taylor or any other man, unlesa 
he accepted the nomination from the Whig party 
pledged to Whig principles. 

Mr. DUER denied that he had said anything of 
‘« pledges,” but he would vote for no man who 
was not an exponent of Whig principles. 

The. CHAIRMAN interposed, and said this 
course of proceeding was out of order. 

Mr. HENLEY said. this mode of asking inter- 
rogatories had been tolerated ever since he had 
been in Congress, and it was the usage of every- 
body of which he had any knowledge. 

The CHAIRMAN reiterated that it was not in 
order. 

Mr. HENLEY said, what he desired to know 
was—and the question was perfectly consistent 
with parliamentary rules—whether the gentleman 
from New York would support General Taylor 
for the Presidency if he were nominated, and did 
not pledge himself to sustain the principles of the 
Whig party? è 

Mr. DUER said, if it should make such a nomi- 
nation, he should consider the Whig party as dis- 
solving itself, and what he might then do it was 
impossible for him now to gay. i 

Mr. HENLEY said that would do. The gen- 
tleman from New York had declared whenever the 
Whig party shall make such a nomination’ he, 
would consider the Whig party dissolved, and so 
should he, (Mr. Hexer.) | 

Mr. DUER again explained. What he said 
was, that if any candidate should say ‘‘I accept 
your nomination, but protest against your princi- 
ples,’’ he should consider it a dissolution of the 


arty. 
Mr. HENLEY was satisfied with the answer, 
and hoped the reporters would put itdown. It 
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was evident there was a desire to prevent the im- 
pression going abroad that the Whig party intended 
to go before the country with a candidate of whose 
principles they knew nothing—or with a declara- 
tion of principles which meant nothing at all; and 
such were General Taylor’s replies to questions 
put to him, in which he said he would abide by 
the Constitution. He was unwilling to attribute 
to any party improper motives, or to charge upon 
them a desire to get power by a concealment of 
rinciple; but what was the position in which the 
hig party was placing itself? The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Gipptnes] had told them that the 
Whigs of Ohio would not again be Tylerized; and 
they might say, too, that they would not be Tay- 
lorized. Did not Mr. Tyler proclaim himself in 
favor of the principles of Washington, and of Jef- 
ferson,and of Madison? And yet, how soon after 
coming to the Presidency was he charged with 
being a traitor to the Whig party? Such a case 
might again occur. Permit, him, however, to tell 
the Whig party that the people would not again 
be deceived. Before a candidate could obtain their 
suffrages, he must declare his sentiments. He 
must proclaim himself to be either for or against 
the Wilmot proviso, which the gentleman from 
Ohio proclaimed to be a Whig principle. If Gen- 
eral Taylor avowed himself in favor of it, did 
they expect he would be sustained by the South? 
Would the Whig party agree amongst itself on 
that point? That which with the gentleman from 
Ohio was a paramount question, was in itself a 
sectional issue, which would tend to destroy the 
Whig party, if it did not endanger the Union. 
Such would be the result if they ran a candidate 
who avowed himself in favor of the Wilmot pro- 
viso. Wasit, then, the purpose of the Whig party 
to run a man who would notavow himself? Would 
they not leave on the public mind the impression 
that they intended to deceive the people by such a 
course? He should be glad to know if the gentle- 
man from New York would vote for Genefal 
Taylor if he should declare himself opposed to the 
Wilmot proviso. 

Mr. DUER said the Wilmot proviso might be 
an abstract or it might be a practical question. 
Mr. HENLEY desired the gentleman to answer, 

osing it to be practical question. 

he CHAIRMAN hoped gentlemen would be 


in order. 


su 


Mr. HENLEY said he meant to be in order if | 


the gentleman from New York would declare his 
position on this point. Viewing itasa practical 
question, with the possibility that General Tay- 
lor, if he were President, might exercise the veto 
power in relation to it, he wished to give the gen- 
tleman from New York an opportunity to say 
frankly and openly what he would do. It was 
usual in this House to obtain the opinions of gen- 
tlemen in this way, on great and important ques- 
tions on which the people felt a deep interest. He 


hoped the gentleman from New York would be | 


more explicit than, he had been. i 
Mr. DUER said it was exceedingly difficult to 
answer questions of that description impromptu— 
questions which depended on contingencies. He 
was a practical man, and when he could not getall 
he wanted, he came as near as he could. But his 
impression was that he would not. . He would, how- 
ever, say that if a southern man, Jonn C. CALHOUN 
or any other on the ofe side, should be nominated, 
and a northern doughface on the other, he would 
vote for the southern man in preference to the 
northern doughface. 
Mr. HENLEY would not trouble the gentleman 
with any further questions. He supposed the 
entleman would rather have a southern dough- 
Tuce than a northern doughface. He.had but one 
other remark to nfake respecting the Wilmot pro- 
viso. He understood that the Whig party of the 
North had committed itself to that proposition, and 
therefore he wished to state one fact for the benefit 
of the country. Whefi he was a candidate for re- 
election, his opponent was committed to the Wil- 
mot proviso, and pledged himself before a large 
audience that he would not support General Tay- 
lor unless he would avow himself before the election 
to bein favor of it too. His opponent was not elect- 
ed. The Whigs, then, were in this dilemma. They 
have made the Wilmot proviso a paramount political 
guestion. To that they were pledged irrevocably, 
and they could not go for any man who would not 
avow himself for it. Such was the condition of the 
Whig party in the State of Indiana, and he believ- 


ed all over the Union; and they could not dodge 
the quastion and maintain a character for consist- 
ency and sincerity. 

But he had not intended to devote so much time 
to this question when herose. His purpose was 
to make a few remarks in reply to the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Scnencxk,] who had charged the 
Administration with creating new offices for the 
purpose of giving employment to some of their fa- 
vorites. The gentleman from Ohio had charged 
not only that on the Democratic party, but also 
that they were proscriptive. Now, what was the 
history of this House during the brief career of the 
Whig majority? The first thing done when they 
aame here was to organize the party, small as was 
its majority, with a view to monopolize all the 
offices. hey took a Northern Speaker and a 
Southwestern Clerk, and conciliated the other sec- 
tions by selecting other officers from them; and if 
they had not failed to elect their postmaster, they 
would have made a clean sweep of it. ‘To this he 
should not have objected; nor should he have com- 
plained, further than to call the attention of the 
country to it, and to say this is the party that goes 
before you with the hypocritical cry of no party, no 
proscription for opinion’s sake; which professes 
to appoint officers only on the ground that they 
are honest, and faithful, and capable. Notwith- 
standing such professions, let them look at all the 
subordinate appointments about this House, and 
how many would they find that had been.spared ? 
There might be a solitary exception to swear by, 
but the exceptions would be found rare, even down 
to the appointments which the Doorkeeper had 
under his control. The Whig party was the most 
proscriptive party on earth. 7 

Mr. SCHENCK said he had said nothing at all 
about removal from office, for or against it. What 
he had said was, that there were appropriations for 
various purposes and to supply deficiencies in the 
treasury; and that there were various inquiries not 
answered which were designed to throw light on 
the appropriations asked for by the Executive de- 
partments. Among other things, he alluded to the 
resolution submitted by a gentleman from New 
York in relation to secret inspectors of the custom- 
houses along the frontiers. He said it had been 
repeatedly charged, and the gentleman from New 
York had corroborated the accusation, that officers 
were employed and received salaries for which ap- 
propriations were made from the public treasury 
that were evidently useless; and that it was proper 
they should get ample information on these mat- 
ters, to see if they could not prevent these deficien- 
cies hereafter arising. 

Mr. HENLEY understood the gentleman from 
Ohio at the time. He had charged the Adminis- 
tration either with creating new offices or keeping 
officers in unnecessarily; and he (Mr. H.) was re- 
plying to the charge against the Democratic party 
that they had employed favorites unnecessarily. 
He was bringing before the country the course pur- 
sued by the Whig party. In relation to the crea- 
tion of new offices, what had they done? For four 
years the business of the Committee of Ways and 
Means had been done without a clerk. He asked 
if he was right? (Mr. McKay, to whom the in- 
quiry was addressed, made noreply.] Now, how- 
ever, a clerk was employed. He need do nothing 
more than state that fact. An office had been 
created for two years, perhaps, in which an indi- 
vidual would be employed, at a salary, he supposed, 
of $1,500. Again: during the last two Congresses, 
extending over a space of four years, there were 


| eight pages employed in this House, and now there 


were twelve, being an addition of four. This might 
be a smalt matter, but it was a fact, and he should 
state facts, without making accusations against any- 
body. 

Mr. McKAY rose and made some explanation 
in relation to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
which was not distinctly heard. - 

Mr. HENLEY then alluded to what Mr.Scnencx 
said about swarms of Government officers gather- 
ing like cormorants around the little custom-houses 
on the northern frontier, and devouring the rev- 
enue collected, and insisted that if the Democrats 
were so disposed they could retaliate the like 
charges. He referred to the narrow spirit in which 
the appointments had been made at the present 
session in relation to the standing committees of 
the House and to its officers. At the Jast session, 
when the Democrats had been in possession of a 
majority of sixty, they had, of course, elected a 
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Democratic Speaker’ and Democratic officers; but 
how had the committees of the House been made 
up? In all, or nearly all of them, there had, to be 
sure, been a majority of Democratic members; but 
two very important committees had had prominent 
Whigs placed at the head of them. But what was 
witnessed now? Although the parties in the House 
were almost equally divided, not a single Demo- 
crat was to be found at the head of any one stand- 
ing committee in the whole list.: This he did not 
suppose had happened simply by the designation 
of the Speaker—a gentleman for whom, with every 
other member of the House, he entertained great 
respect, but such was the fact. 

Now, he did not charge this as anything to be 
complained of; not at all. He did not blame*any 
party for putting its own men at the head of the 
committees, and giving their own side a majority; 
but what he blamed the Whigs for was affecting 
to make a great outcry against proscription, and 
yet practising it themselves all the while, just as 
much as those they berated for it. While the 
were legs liberal than the Democrats had been wit 
a majority of sixty members, they were endeavor- 
ing to produce the impression on the mind of the 
country that they were so very liberal as tu despise 
everything like party exclusiveness. Democrats 
had left at least some committees in control of the 
Whigs; but when the Whigs came into power, not 
a democratic chairman was anywhere to be found. 

Talk about the proscription of the Democratic 

party! Why, Mr. H. understood, and he believed 
it to be fact, that, under all the merciless proscrip- 
tion that reigned while the Democratic party were 
in power, a majority of all the clerkships in the 
departments were filled by Whigs, and were so at 
this moment, even under the iron rale of James K. 
Polk. 
* A gentleman here asked him how it was in the 
Senate? Mr. H. could not say: possibly the clerka 
in the appointment of that body were too cunning 
to express any political opinion. Possibly the rule 
which the gentleman from Ohio had applied in the 
case of General Taylor might be acted on by them. 
However, be they Whigs or Democrats, he was 
ready to admit that they had been long enough in 
their places, and it was time they should be changed. 
Had he the power, he would remove them, at all . 
events. Mr. H. avowed himself in favor of turn- 
ing out them not only, but all ather clerks now in 
office, and putting new men into their places. They 
had been sucking the sweet long enough—let them 
give others a chance. In a word, he went for ro- 
tation In office, and that whether the incumbents 
were in by election or by appointment. He went 
for that principle; and he was ready to bow, and 
and expected to bow, to it in his own person. 

As to what the gentleman from Ohio had charged 
about the House having been three months in ses- 
sion, and having done nothing, Mr. H. agreed with 
him most fully. They had indeed done almost 
literally nothing, and it was his belief they would 
continue to do nothing. And who was -responsi- 
ble for it? They, surely, who had the majority in 
the House. It was well known that motions to ad- 
journ generally came from their side of the House. 
It was they who moved to adjourn over Saturdays. 
For four weeks in succession that motion had come 
from one and the same gentleman—[a ener] It 
was gentlemen on that side who had carried the 
motion, with the help, he admitted, of some on 
his own. He was ashamed of this: .they ought to 
have refused. It was the duty of both sides to 
remain in their seats a reasonable time: he could 
not, and would not, vote for such doings. But in 
this matter there was no comparison between the 
side sides of the House, as the yeas and nays would 
show. 

The Whig majority were always in favor of 
adjournment. These gentlemen claimed, at least, 
to have a clear majority in the House, and as such 
they were responsible, and so the people would 
hold them. If no business was done in the House 
they were answerable for it. It was right and just 
that for whatever was done in a popular body, the 
majority of that body should be held to answer. 

The gentleman from Ohio had come forward with 
his usual prediction of the downfall of the Union. 
He had heard that prophecy from the same gen- 
tleman often before; he had now uttered it once 
more. But it had been repeated till it lost all effect. 
As to Mr. H., he heeded it no more than the idle 
wind; nor would the people mind it a whit more 
than he. Parson Miller had prophesied the end 
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of all things some time ago, and when the world 
had failed to comé to an end, as he had said, he 
fixed a new day and prophesied again. : 

. Now, with Mr. H., the one prophecy passed for 
about as much asthe other. There were croakers 
in all times and under all governments. The reins 
of power had been in the hands of the Democratic 
_ party (with the exception of eight years) ever since 
the foundation of the Government; and he was not 
going to fear the Union would be dissolved because 
they were held by a Democratic President now; 
and as few fears had he that a party which had 
maintained its ascendency so long was now to 
come to an end. 

(The following is the substance, in a correct 
form, of remarks elicited from Mr. Durr, in reply 
to certain questions of Mr. Henry: 

Mr. DUER says: Mr. Henty having stated that 
the Whig party was about toabandon its principles, 
and nominate General Taylor for the office of Pres- 
ident, without knowing what his opinions were 
upon those questions upon which the two great 
parties of the country are divided, I asked that 
gentleman his authority for making that statement. 
And in putting to him this question, and in answer 
to questions from him, I said substantially as fol- 
lows: That, so far as I knew anything of the 


nomination, unless his own opinions agreed with 
those thus declared by the convention nominating 
him. That if, however, such a convention should 
nominate a candidate otherwise than asa Whig, and 
the exponent of the principles of the Whigs, or, if 
it should adopt a nominee who would only accept 
the nomination with a protest against the principles 
of the party nominating him, I should consider 
such action as equivalent to a dissolution of the 
Whig party. That I did not, however, expect 
or one any pledges, and had never given any 
myself. 

Being afterwards asked, whether I would sup- 
port General Taylor if he should declare himself 
opposed to the ** Wilmot proviso,” I replied, that 
that might not become a practical question; but 
that, if otherwise, yet, inasmuch as the question was 
one that must be determined by Congress, I should 
pec be contented with a candidate who would 
eave to Congress its determination. I was then 
asked whether, if it was known that General 
Taylor would veto any bill prohibiting slavery in 
newly acquired territories, | would then vote for 
him? To this I replied, that the question was a 
difficult and delicate one, because it was impossible 
to foresee what contingencies might arise, and 
under what circumstances it might be presented. 
That it was my present impression, that in such 
case I should not vote for General Taylor. But 
that, if ever I were compelled to make my choice 
between a southern man, an open advocate of 
slavery—John C. Calhoun, for instance—and a 
northern doughface, I should choose the southern 


man. ] l 
Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the committee rise; which motion prevailed. 


And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 28, 1848. 


Mr. MILLER presented resolutions passed by 
the Legislature of the State of New Jersey, in 
opposition to a repeal of the act of March 2, 1837, 
concerning pilots; which were laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. CASS presented the petition of Levi Wells, 
a pensioner of the United States, praying to be 
allowed arrears of pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. YULEE presented a petition of citizens of 
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Orange county, East Florida, praying the estab- 
lishment of a post office in that county; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 
On motion by Mr. WESTCOTT, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Archibald Smith, Jun., on 


the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


_Mr. BENTON submitted the following resoft- 
tion for consideration: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate a copy of the proceed- 
ings of the general court martial in the case of Lieutenant 
Cojonel Frémont. 

Mr. BENTON gave notice that, on to-morrow, 
he should ask leave of the Senate to introduce a 
Joint resolution in relation to the purchase of A mer- 
i ican hemp for the use of the navy. 


| REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. š 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
| 
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mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
| petition of Asahel Kingsley, submitted an adverse 
| report; which was ordered to be printed. 
i; Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 

nance, to whom was referred the bill authorizing 
payment of interest on the amount advanced by 
| the State of Alabama to the General Government, 
pending the Creek hostilities in 1836 and 1837, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
| Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
petition of William B. Stokes, reported a bill for 
; his relief; which was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 


| 
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| Bill for the relief of Fernando Fellany. 
Bill for the relief of Peter Engles, senior. 
And no amendment being made, they were re- 
| ported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed; were 
engrossed, read a third time by unanimous consent 
and passed. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 

Mr. YULEE. With the permission of the 
Senate, I will trespass a moment upon its time. I 
have been waiting an opportunity for a week past 
to bring to the notice of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. Foore,] a report of proceedings in this 
body, in which he is made to allege *‘ misquota- 
tion” of authorities by me. Being quite satisfied 
that such was not his intention, I have thought it 
proper to enable him to correct it in his place. He 
will find the passage I refer to in the copy of the 
New York Herald, which I hand him. 

Mr. FOOTE. 1 think I can explain the matter 


— 


—. 


the reporter. I did accuse the Senator from F'lor- 
ida of ‘* misquotation,” not, however, exactly in 
the sense in which he seems to apprehend it. In 
the course of the hurried remarks made by me, on 
the occasion to which allusion has been made, I 
did say that I was perfectly prepared to demon- 
strate that the authorities cited by the Senator, 
whether musty or modern, were either wholly in- 
applicable, or, being applicable, were, according to 
all the rules of fair and legitimate interpretation, 
altogether hostile to his views. In that case, I 
accused the Senator of misquotation, and a more 
unfortunate case of misquotation it has rarely been 
my lot to witness. I accompanied the accusation 
with a suggestion that I did not charge the Senator 
with having, in the language of the poet, 
« Just enough of learning to misquote.’ 


Cases of misquotation, we know, are not unfre- 
quent at the bar. Often, a lawyer’s authorities 
are turned totally against him, and the sword is 
wrenched from the hand of the combatant, and he 
himself made its victim. In the present case, I 
intended to show that the weapons of the Senator 
could be turned against himself, and I am prepared 
to demonstrate that his citation of his authorities 
has been peculiarly unfortunate. But, of course, 
I did not charge the Senator with erroneous reading 
of the authorities. I did not accuse him of any 
interpolation of words or sentences. I simply 
intended to convey the idea that his authorities, 
from Puffendorff down to the most modern, Judge 
Martin of Louisiana, so far as they were at all 
applicable, could be wielded to the utter destruc- 
tion of the dangerous views propounded by him, 
which were, in my opinion, most illiberally ad- 
vanced, under all the circumstances of the case, 
and were calculated to do much serious public 


without at all calling in question the accuracy of 


detriment to distinguished gentlemen of the North, 
who had girded on their armor for the defence and 
vindication of the constitutional rights of the South. 
The Senator has, however, tempered his phrase- 
ology in his pues speech, and made himself to 
“coo as gently as a sucking dove,” although it is 
well known he was a ‘‘ roaring lion’? throughout 
his spoken speech. k 

Mr. YULEE. I understand the Senator to say 
that he did not mean to use ‘‘ misquotation” in its 
ordinary sense of misfecital, but only as meaning 
misapplication. With this I am content, and will 
be happy to hear how the Senator, when he comes 
to the discussion of the question, will sustain his 
proposition that the authorities I cited are not per- 
tinent to my argument. Upon this issue I am 
willing to go before the Senate and the country. 
But before I sit down I will correct the Senator in 
his impression that my remarks have undergone 
any change in the matter of them since delivered. 
The argument is preserved as nearly as possible, 
under the circumstances—quite as nearly as is 
usual in this or other deliberative bodies. I did 
omit certain matter which I had read from news- 
papers of the day, in illustration of what I charged 
to be the ultimate views of the advocates of the - 
two plans of adjustment I was commenting upon. 
These were omitted from my printed speech, be- 
cause, among other reasons, unnecessary to the 
argument, and because demanding more room than 
my printer thought could be spared. The Senator 
from New York (Mr. Dickinson] knew that such 
was my purpose. 

Mr. FOOTE—[being supplied with a diction- 
ary, read the definition of the word ‘‘ quote,” and 
added:] The Senator will thus find that the mean- 
ing of the word ‘‘ quote” is given, *‘ to cite.” All 
I intended to convey was, that the authorities cited 
by him were either injudiciously or erroneously 
cited, and were not calculated to afford him * aid 
and comfort” in the discussion. The Senator from 
Alabama, now in his seat, [Mr. Lewss,] will bear 
me witness that both he and I concurred that the 
manner and matter of the speech of the Senator 
from Florida, as delivered, were, in all the circum- 
stances of the case, lamentably harsh and unkind 
to some of the best friends of the South, at the 
North. In the printed speech, however, (and I 
am quite happy to say so,) there is not, from be- 
ginning to end, a single expression which can be 
construed into even an approximation of harsh- 
ness. Therefore, I am warranted in saying that 
there must be something overpoweringly harsh in 
his manner of expressing himself, or that I did not 
understand the terms which the Senator used. 
Certainly I listened to the remarks of the Senator 
with attention, and so did other gentlemen. I am 
willing to appeal to members of this body for a 
decision of the question whether the Senator has 
not mingled a great deal more honey in his phra- 
seology as printed, than he appeared to be willing - 
to intuse into his speech as delivered ? 

Mr. LEWIS said he regretted his friend from 
Mississippi had given so much consequence to 
anything he might have said as to the manner of 
the Senator from Florida. He certainly had not 
said that the manner of that gentleman was harsh 
and offensive, for he was not present when that 
gentleman made those remarks. In reply to the 
suggestion from another source, that such remarks 
were harsh, he (Mr. L.) had expressed his regret, 
as he had also regretted before any remarks were 
made, that the Senator from New York had not 
amended his resolutions as he (Mr. L.) had hoped 
and believed he was willing to do. 

Mr. FOOTE. The explanation of the Senator 
from Alabama confirms what I have said, and 
shows that even rumor and the general impression 
with regard to the remarks of the Senator from 
Florida, were as I have stated. I make these re- 
marks because it was thought by some that I dealt 
rather unkindly with the Senator from Florida in 
my rebuke; and, certainly, I should have been 
guilty of gross discourtesy, had I rebuked him for 
using language so calm and honeyed as that which 
appears in the printed ro 

Mr. HANNEGAN. I rise to a question of order. 
There is a great deal of important business to be 
transacted in the morning hour, and as this dispute 
appears to be altogether a personal matter between 
the two gentlemen, without any point on either 
side, so far as I am able to perceive, [ ask that the 
Serjate will proceed to the consideration of the 
morning business. 
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Mr. YULEE. More time has been consumed 
than I anticipated. The Senator says that he does 
not mean the matter is different, but that there is 
less severity of tone. I will only say, that so far as 
the Senator supposed there was any personal un- 
kindnessin my language or manner on the occasion 
referred to, he is totally mistaken. I entertained 
no unkind feelings towards the Senator from New 
York, (Mr. Dicki1nson,] or any one who took an 
interest in the discussion, and could not therefore 
have manifested any. If | had been personally 
unkind, certainly the Senator aseri ved, whoever 
he might be, would have noticed it for himself. 
Perhaps my manner was very earnest and warm. 
That is my nature. My manner, such as it is, no 
doubt admits of improvement. The manner of 
many of us might be improved, if “ the gift”? were 
given us— . 
` To see ourselves as others see us.” 

I will now ask the Senator, as he seems to be quite 
opposed to the doctrines of my speech, what is the 

recise point of difference between us? Does he 
hold that a citizen of the United States could be 
excluded from residing upon territory of. the Uni- 
ted States, with his slave property ? 

Mr. FOOTE. I wear no mask—I shun no ques- 
tion—and my sentiments on that subject are well 
known. i i 

‘Mr. SEVIER. J move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Executive business. 

The motion was put, dnd agreed to. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business; and, after some time so 
occupied, the doors were opened, and . 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, February 29, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. HARALSON, by general consent, present- 
ed a joint resolution of the Legislature of Georgia, 
relating to the Military Academy at West Point. 
Referred to the Committee on Mititary Affairs. 

Also, a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Georgia for the establishment of a mail route. 


Mr. VINTON moved that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the naval service for 
the year ending June 30, 1849, and that it be recom- 
mitted to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

‘Mr. SCHENCK objecting, the motion was not 
entertained. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, reported bills for the relief 
of Mathews, Wood & Hall; for the relief of the 
legal representatives of William D. Cheever, de- 
ceased; and for the relief of John Morgan; which 
bills were severally read and committed. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, from the same committee, 
to which was referred the petitions of James Jones, 
James C. Neely, James È. Cooper, Caleb Neely, 
Samuel Pigg, James Mahoney, Mary Carty, Cath- 
arine Ramey, and Thomas E. Thorp, praying 
compensation for horses lost in the war with Mex- 
ico, made a report thereon, accompanied by a bill 
providing for the payment of horses and other 
property lost or destroyed in the military service 
of the United States. Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, made adverse 
reports on the petitions of James F. Megowan, 
George W. Rumyon, Thomas Bryan, and George 
W. Bell. Laid on the table. 

Mr. ROCKW ELL, from the same committee, 
reported the following resolution; which, after a 
brief explanation by him, was adopted : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury communi- 
cate to this House what additional number of clerks, if any, 
are necessary in any of the bureaus im bis department, in 
order to facilitate the transaction of the public business, and 
what amount of money ought to be appropriated to defray 


pa errenecs consequent upon the appointment of such 
clerks. 3 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of James Porterfield. Read and committed. 

Mr. THOMAS also made adverse reports on 
the petitions of Allen Gorham, McKnight, Brent 
tae and Henry W. Andrews. Laid on the 
table. 

Mr. NELSON, from the same committee, re- 
ported bills for the relief of Andrew A. Jones and 
Caspar B. Cooke and others; which bills were sev- 
erally read and committed, i i 


Mr. CROW ELL, from the same committee, re- | 


ported bills for the relief of Zachariah Lawrence, 
of Ohio, and for the relief of Wm. P. Zantzinger; 
which bills were read and committed. 

Mr. CROW ELL also made an adverse report on 
the petition of Herman Loury. Laid on the table. 


Mr. ROOT, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which had been referred 
the Senate resolution for the relief of David Shaw 
and Solomon T. Corser, reported the same back 
to the House, with an amendment. Committed. 

Mr. GOGGIN, from the same committee, re- 


Mr. DUNN, from the same committee, reported i; ported bills to establish certain post routes; and for 


bills for the relief of Daniel Steenrod; for the relief 
Of@Gideon Walker; for the relief of Dr. A. G. 
Henry, of Ilinois; for the relief of John B. Rogers, 
of South Carolina; for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Bernard Todd; and for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Robert Fulton, deceas- 
ed; which bills were severally read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, made an adverse 
report on the petition of W.J. A. Bradford; which 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the same committée, to 
which had been referred Senate bill for the relief of 
George Fisher, reported the same without amend- 
ment. Committed. | 

Mr. LIGON, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Capt. Wm. Smallwood Tillard. Read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. HUNT, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which had been referred Senate bill 
making an appropriation for removing obstructions 
in the Savannah river, reported the same with an 
amendment. Committed. 

Also, from the same committeg, reported a bill 
for the allowance of drawback on wheat imported 
from the British North American provinces, when 
manufactured in the United States and exported to 
foreign countries. Read and committed. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of the owners and 
crew of certain vessels employed in the cod fish- 
ery. Read and committed. 

- Also, from the same committee, a bill to change 
the name of the steamboat Charles Downing to the 
Calhoun; which bill was read three times, passed, 
and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. THIBODEAUX, from thesame committee, 
reported a bill supplementary to an act approved 
July 7, 1838, entitled ‘An act to provide for the 
safety of passengers on board vessels propelled in 
whole or in part by steam;”’ also, to establish a 
collection district in the State of Georgia. Read 
and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, made an adverse 
report on the petition of Joseph Emerie. . Laid on 
the table. . 

On motion of Mr. THIBODEAUX, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to which was referred the 
House bill to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
provide for the better security of passengers on 
board vessels propelled in whole or in part by 
steam,” was discharged from the further consid- 
a thereof, and it was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. SIMPSON, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the petition of James Fos- 
ter. Laid on the table. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill to legalize the trans- 
fer of bounty land warrant 7943. Read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, from the same commit- 
tee, reported bills to amend the act approved 24th 
of May, 1824, entitled ‘An act supplementary to 
an act approved on the 3d March, 1819, entitled 
‘An act providing for the correction of errors in 
making entries of land at the land offices;’”’ also, 
to provide for cases of lost bounty land warrants. 
Read and committed. 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, from the same 
committee, reported a bill for the relief of John 
O’Siris. - Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, made adverse 
reports upon the petitions of John Tucker and 
Barbara Lancaster. Laid on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, to which had 
been referred Senate bill to allow further time for 
satisfying claims for bounty land for military ser- 
vices in the late war with Great Britain, and for 
other purposes, reported the same with an amend- 
ment. Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which had 
been referred Senate bill confirming former sales 
by the State of Illinois of the Ohio Sabine reser- 
vations, and authorizing the sale of the residue of 
such reservations, reported the same back to the 
House without amendment. Committed. 
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the relief of William De Buys, late postmaster at 
New Orleans. Read and committed. 

Also, an adverse report on the petition of Edwin 
Porter & Co. Laid on the table. i 

Also, from the same committee, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution, which was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of amending the act 
of April 30, 1790, entitled “An act for the punishment of 
certain crimes against the United States,” so as to provide 
more effectually for the punishment of depredations on the 
mail, and of extending the limitation for the commencement 
of indictments or intormation beyond the period of two 
years, or of abolishing the same altogether; and that the 
letter of James Hutchinson, postmaster in Georgia, refer- 
ring to that subject, together with a letter of the Postinaster 
General to the chairman of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads of the 7th of Jauuary last, be referred with 
this resolution to the said Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, in behalf of the mi- 
nority of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, made an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of William De Buys, late postmaster at New 
Orleans. 

Also, from the same committee, adverse reports 
on the petitions of Farley D. Thompson, and of 
merchants and citizens of Mobile, Alabama. Laid 
on the table. 3 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, to which was referred Senate 
bills for the relief of Richard S. Coxe; for the re- 
lief of Milledge Galphin, executor of George Gal- 
phin, deceased; and for the relief of Richard Bloss 
and others, reported the same without amendment; 
which bills were severally committed. — 


BUSINESS OF THE SUPREME COURT. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill supplemental to the act en- 
titled “ An act concerning the Supreme Court of 
the United States,” approved June 17, 1844. 

Mr. I, said, that in reporting this bill, he would 
offer a brief explanation, and ask either that it 
should be put upon its passage, if there were no 
objection, or, if objection should be made to that 
course, that it should be made the special order for 
an early day. The object of the bill is to relieve 
the Supreme Court from a great accumulation of 
business. Without some such provision, a crying 
evil will be without a remedy. It is known that 
the judiciary system of the United States, although 
in itself a good one, has probably been outgrown 
by the great expansiveness of the country. New 
States have come in rapid succession ‘into the 
Union. The prospect of multiplied sovereignties 
in the future is as striking as the history of them 
in the past. With them new questions arise, and 
new litigation is the necessary consequence. Points 
are presented of extreme intricacy as well as nov- 
elty. Time is necessary for the consideration of 
them. The already burdened state of the docket 
amounts to a denial of justice. Its condition, un- 
less speedily relieved, will become a reproach, not 
to the learned court, but to the whole country, and 
especially to Congress, which alone holds in its 
hand the power of present relief, and, when it 
shall become necessary, of eventual remedy. ` ` 

In 1837 every case on the docket was called, and 
all but twenty-nine only were left unargued. Since 
that time there has been a state of saccumulation 
which has defied the efforts of learning and ability, 
On the 7th of January, 1848, there were one hun- 
dred and ninety-eight cases for argument. Of 
these twenty-nine have been decided; seventeen 
have been argued and are under consideration; 
three have been partly argued, and will be taken 
up again. The Court at this moment is listening 
to an argument in No. 39. The session will close 
next week, and it is scarcely possible that further 
progress will be made in the docket. 

What may be the best permanent system, in the 
event of a change, must be a subject of grave 
consideration. Fortunately that does not require 
immediate action. Different plans have been sug- 
gested. Considerable difference of opinion exists 
respecting them. It is surmised that even upon 
the bench there is not a concurrence of opinion. 
All that is now required can now be done. An 
entire devotion of the attention of the court to 
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their appellate duties for a season may be recon- 
ciled to the uninterrupted progress of business in 
the circuits. This bill contemplates a relief of the 
judges from circuit court duties for two years. It 
enables them to give all their labor and abilities to 
the accumulated and accumulating business of the 
Supreme Court. 

It is known that the judges are already relieved 
from a necessity of attending alternate sessions in 
their circuits. No sort of effect has been produced 
by this provision, which has existed in vain for 
five years. The reason for its failure is obvious. 
The annual term is now of three months’ duration. 
Probably no set of men can apply all the energies 
of the most capacious and practised intellects unin- 
terruptedly to such great and responsible duties as 
are here involved beyond that period; an occasional 
interval of rest or of study and reflection is indis- 
pensable. The term is already too long; attention 
and energy, however vigorous at the commence- 
ment, are seen to flag:and falter towards the close. 
Let them adjourn when they are exhausted, and 
let them meet again after longer or shorter inter- 
vals, prepared to devote new and refreshed spirits 
to their high and honorable duties. When the 
loud demands of the country shall have been com- 
plied with, and the wheels of justice shall no longer 
be clogged and virtually arrested, and when, be- 
sides, an experiment shall have been fairly made 
which will shed useful light upon inquiries into a 
proper permanent arrangement, then it will be time 
to mature a system which may last forages. 

Mr. BOWLIN said that he was opposed to the 
proposition of the honorable gentleman at the head 
of the Judiciary Committee to put this bill upon 
its immediate passage, and would therefore move 
its reference to the Committee of the Whoie on the 
state of the Union, where its merits could be inves- 
tigated, and also the merits of a substitute for it 
which he proposed to offer. He had anticipated 
the coming in of this bill, and had a substitute at 
hand, which would give the relief sought for the 
court, and also greatly rélieve the people, particu- 
larly of the western and distant States from the 
metropolis. This was an important bill, and re- 
quired the calmest deliberation. It was a question 
of separating the judges of the Supreme Court for- 
ever from the people, and giving them a permanent 
residence here. He said forever; for, though the 
bill proposed a temporary separation, he regarded 
it as the foundation for future action in making it 
permanent. He presumed there was nota gentle- 
man within the sound of his voice who believed 
that if we passed this bill that we would ever see 
a supreme judge upon the circuits again. We had 
to treat the proposition as one proposing a perpet- 
ual separation of the judges of the Supreme Court 
from their circuits, and gentlemen deceived them- 
selves who looked upon it in- any other light. 
And this (said Mr. B.) is proposed to be done 
with a view of enabling the Supreme Court to get 
up with their docket. If there were not other and 
multiplied objections to the plan, he would ask 
whether it was likely to accomplish the proposed 
. Object. He, for one, believed it would not. The 


natural effect of leaving the jurisdiction of the cir- | 


cuits in the district judges would be, in his opinion, 
to lessen the confidence of suitors in the decisions 
of the courts and multiply appeals. And what, he 
asked, would be the effect of such a system pro- 
posing such results upon the people remotely situ- 
ated from the Capitol, where it was no trifling 
matter to be following up appeals? It was simply 
(consulting the ease and comfort of the judges of 
the Supreme Court) to give suitors the privilege at 
such a cost as amounted to a denial of justice. 
_The whole plan, in his opinion, would increase the 
very evil it was proposed to remedy, by greatly 
enlarging the docket of the Supreme Court. But 
there were other objections to the system besides 
merely consulting the ease of the judges at the ex- 
pense of the people. He, for one, was not prepared 
‘to remove the judges of the Supreme Court forever 
from the States and the people, and give them a 
permanent residence here. 

- But he had not risen to discuss the merits of the 
bill, but simply to remind the House, that though 
this bill upon its face was special and temporary 
in its character, yet it was destined to work a rad- 
ical change in the whole judicial system of this 
country, and ought to be referred and thoroughly 
investigated. If it was so referred, and an oppor- 
tunity was presented, he would take occasion to 
manifest his opposition to the scheme. All he now 


asked was, that it be referred, together with the 
substitute, and that both be printed, in order that 
the House might be able to judge between the two 
systems. 

In this substitute he proposed a remedy for the 
evil complained of, which he believed would be 


‘efficient, would be cheaper to the people,and would 


add no additional burdens to the Supreme Court. 
The substitute contemplated, as did the bill, shat 
the district judges, in the first instance, should have 
‘heat vae the same as the circuit courts now 
ave. It also contemplated an intermediate tribu- 
nal in each circuit as a court of appeals and errors, 
in the first instance, which was to be composed of 
the district judges of the circuit court, and one 
judge from the Supreme Court; that from the de- 
cision of this intermediate tribunal an appeal and 
writ of error lay, in the last resort, to the Supreme 
Court, except in cases of minor importance, and 
where no constitutional question should arise. 

This was a brief sketch of the plan of the sub- 
stitute, which was to carry justice nearer to the 
people, not to remove it farther from them, for the 
convenience or ease of any man or set of men. 
These courts would be composed of four or five 
judges—enough to give confidence in their decis- 
ions—and lessen the chances of appealing to the 
court of final resort. And what effect would that 
have upon the remote States of this Confederacy? 
Would it not tend to settle the great body of their 
cases near home, and at a trifling expense com- 
pan with the costs of prosecuting an appeal up 
aere. No man could doubt that this system would 
greatly lessen the number of appeals that would 
come to the court of last resort. This, then, pre- 
sents a perfect remedy for the evil, brings justice 
nearer to the people without imposing unnecessary 
burdens upon the judges. The bill contemplates 
alone the ease of the judges, at an enormous ex- 
pense to the people, at a great distance; the sub- 
stitute contemplates cheap and convenient justice 
to the people, at a very moderate expenditure of 
labar to the judges—indeed, a decrease of labor 
compared with the present system. 

But all he (Mr. B.) asked for the present was, 
that the House would not hastily pass a bill work- 
ing a perfect and expensive revolution of the whole 
judicial system, without deliberation, without con- 
sideration. Let the whole matter be referred, and 
take the usual course; let the bill and substitute 
be printed, that the House might see both plans, 
and choose between them. This was all he asked; 
and, in view of the importance of the measures, he 
had a right to expect ıt would be accorded. 

Mr. B. concluded by moving the reference of 
the bill and his proposed substitute to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
their printing. 

Mr. INGERSOLL inquired of the gentleman 
from Missouri whether, by his bill, he intended 
any present relief for the accumulation of business 
now on the docket of the Supreme Court, which 
was the main object which he had in view in his 
bill. The business of that court was how greatly 
in arrears, and would go on accumulating in a ge- 
ometrical ratio for some years to come, unless 
some immediate relief were provided. He did not 
understand that there was any provision in the 
ventleman’s substitute for the present relief of the 
Supreme Court in the accumulation of business. 
He would cheerfully acquiesce in having the gen- 
tleman’s alteration printed and brought forward for 
consideration; but he should certainly object to its 
being referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, for which there was no 
reason, aS it contained no appropriation. He 
therefore hoped it would be made the special order 
of the day for a day certain, anda day near at hand. 

The SPEAKER stated to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, that if he made a motion to post- 
pone to a day certain, it would take precedence of 
the motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. INGERSOLL then proposed that it be 
made the special order for a certain day, but was 
informed by the Speaker that the motion would 
not be in order, except by general consent. 

Mr. VINTON said it was a very important bill, 
and should be acted on with as little delay as pos- 
sible, as the Supreme Court would adjourn in the 
course of ten or twelve days. 

e It was proposed by Mr. Vinton and others to 
make it the special order of the day for next Tues- 
day, by general consent. 
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Aa Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, and others ob- 
ected. 
Mr. ASHMUN said the bill was of the utmost 
importance; and referring it to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union was equiva- 
lent to rejecting it. If it was to-be passed at all, 
it ought to be passed now, or speedily; and if the 
entleman from Missouri and other gentlemen hav- 
ing different views as to the form in which it should 
be passed, would consent to make it the special 
order of the day, there could be no objection. Let 
the gentlemangs proposition be printed, and let the 
whole matter come up soon. o 

The question being first on Mr. BowLin’s mo- 
tion to refer, it was taken, and decided in the nega- 
tive. - 

Mr. BOWLIN then moved his substitute ag an 
amendment, and moved the printing of the bill and 
amendment, and the postponement of the subject 
to Monday next. ; 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said, he had no objec- 
tion to the printing of the substitute, and that both 
the bill and the proposed amendment should be 
subject to reflection and brought up at an early day 
together. 

he motion being agreed to, the further consider- 
ation of the bill was postponed to Monday next. 


Mr. LUMPKIN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of William 
Fuller. Read and committed. 

Mr. DIXON, from the same committee, report- 
ed bills for the relief of Susan C. Randall and for 
the relief of François Cazeau; which bills were 
read and committed. 

Mr. ASHMUN, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred Senate bill entitled “An 
act to make attachments which are made under 
process issuing from the courts of the United States 
conform to the laws regulating such attachments in 
the courts of the States,” reported the same with 
sundry amendments. 

The amendments were read, and severally agreed 
to, and the bill was read a third time, passed, and 
returned to the Senate. 

Mr. TAYLOR, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred Senate bill for the relief 
of Mr. Capella, administrator of Andrew Capella, 
deceased, and for the relief of John Capo, and for” 
the relief of Elijah Petty and Hannah Petty, his 
wife, heirs of John Beardon, deceased, reported the 
same without amendment. Read and committed. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. Lost. 


Mr. BOWDON, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the heirs of Colonel David Hopkins. Read and 
committed. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, from the same 
committee, reported a bill for the relief of Elizabeth 
Converse. Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, an adverse re- 
port upon the petition of the heirs of Susannah and 
George Stewart. Laid on the table. 

Mr. TOMPKINS, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Charles Cappel; which was read three times, pass- 
ed, and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. BARRINGER, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred Senate bill 
authorizing persons to whom reservations of land 
have been made, under certain Indian treaties, to 
alienate the same in fee, reported the same without 
amendment. j 

Aftersome desultory discussion by Messrs. BAR- 
RINGER,CATHCART,CUMMINS, THOMP- 
SON of Indiana, WENTWORTH, and others, 
the bill was read a third time, passed, and returned 
to the Senate. 

Mr. BARRINGER, from the same committee, 
to which had been referred the joint resolution of 
the Senate for the relief of Betsy McIntosh, re- 
ported the same with an amendment; which was 
read and agreed to. 

The joint resolution, as amended, was then read 
a third time, passed, and returned to the Senate. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the State of the Union. Lost. 

Mr. BUCKNER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred Senate bill for the 
relief of Thomas Talbot and others, reported the | 
same without amendment. Committed. - - À 
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Mr. MARVIN, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which had been referred Senate 
bill for the relief of Charles L. Dell, reported the 
same without amendment. Committed. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill to regulate the pay 
and emoluments of the professors in the Naval 
School and in the National Observatory. Read 
and committed. 

Mr. STANTON, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred Senate bij] to enable the 
accounting officers of the treasury to audit and 
settle the accounts of certain acting officers therein 
mentioned, reported the same back to the House 
with amendments. The bill and amendments were 
committed. 

Also, from the same committee, an adverse re- 
port on the petition of Uriah Brown, Laid on 
the table. 

Mr. BAYLY, from the same committee, report- 
ed bills for the relief of Thomas Ap Catesby Jones, 
and for the relief of Andrew C. Armstrong; which 
bills were severally read and committed. 

Mr. WHITE, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill for the relief of Captain John Percival. 
Read and committed. ` 

Mr. ROCK WELL, of Massachusetts, from the 
Committee on the Territories, reported the follow- 
ing resolutions: 

Resolved, That the accompanying report of Lieutenant 
Nei) M. Howison, of the United States navy, to the com- 
mander of the Pacific squadron, being the result of an ex- 
amination in the year 1846 of the coasts, harbors, rivers, 
soil, productions, climate, and population of the Territory 
of Oregon, be printed for the use of the House. 


Resolved, That ten thousand extra copies of the same be 
printed. 


On motion of Mr. CONGER, the motion to 
print an extra number was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

The’ first resolution was then agreed to. 


Mr. COCKE, from the Committee on Revolu- 


tionary Pensions, to which was referred the reso- 


‘lution of the House of January 17, instructing them 


to inquire into the expediency of granting to widows 
who were married to revolutionary officers or sol- 
diers prior to 1812 all the benefits of the acts passed 
for the benefit of those widows married prior to 
1794, made a report thereon, sesompanied: by the 
following resolution, which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union: 

Resolved, That it is inexpedient to extend the pension 


systein to such widows of the officers and soldiers of the 
Revolution as were married subsequent to the lst day of 


- January, 1794. 


Mr. COCKE also reported the following resolu- 

on: 

i Resolved, That a resolution which passed this House ona 
former day of the present session of Congress, requiring the 
Commissioner of Pensions to deliver to the nembers of this 
House the original papers in any case pending in his office, 
upon giving a receipt for the same, be and the same is here- 
by rescinded. 

Mr. COCKE, by general consent, introduced a 
bill, of which previous notice had been given, re- 
pealing so mych of the first section of an act enti- 
tled ‘“ An act supplemental to an act entitled ‘An 
act providing for the prosecution of the existing 
war between the United States and the Republic of 
Mexico,’ and for other purposes,’’ approved í 
1846, as authorizes the President of the United 
States, when the war with Mexico shall be termi- 
nated by a definitive treaty of peace, to select from 
the brigadier and major generals then in service the 
number to be retained, without regard to the date 
of their commissions. Read and referred. 

Mr. CUMMINS, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, made adverse reports on the 
petitions of the widow of Jonathan Weightman; 
the widow of William Wright; of Hannah Weight- 
man, formerly widow of John Hart; and Sarah 
Mies, widow of Wm. Miles. Laid on the table. 

Mr. S. LAWRENCE, from the same commit- 
fee, made an adverse report on the petition of Sam- 
uel Hutchinson. Laid on the table. 

Mr. S. LAWRENCE also, on behalf of the mi- 
nority of the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions, asked leave to introduce a bill. 

The question being on granting leave, a discus- 
sion arose, in which Messrs. HOLMES, of South 
Carolina, RHETT,C.J.INGERSOLL,S. LAW- 
RENCE, COCKE, and others participated. 

Before the question was put, Mr. S. LAW- 
RENCE withdrew his application for leave to in- 
troduce a bill, 

Mr. FREEDLEY, from the Committee on Rev- 
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olutionary Pensions, reported bills for the relief of 
H. Carrington, executor of Paulina Le Grand, de- 
ceased; and for the relief of Anna Griffin. Read 
and committed. . 

Also, from the same committee, adverse reports 
on the petitions of John Morrison and Elizabeth- 
Pool, deceased. Laid on the table. 

Mr. STRONG, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the petitions of Tabitha Tem- 
ple, of Clarinda Mix, of Agney Clark, and of Jane 
Lynn. Laid on the table. 

Mr. DONNELL, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the petitions of Mary M. Foot, 
of Lucy Wright, and of Elizabeth Martin. Laid 
on the table. 

Mr. S. LAWRENCE, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill for the relief of John Morrison, 
and a bill granting a pension to Ruth Hallenbeck; 
which bills were severally read and committed. 

Mr. SILVESTER, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of John 
Gorman. Laid on the table. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which had been referred Senate bill 
to extend the provisions of existing pension laws 
to enlisted men of the ordnance corps of the United 
States army, reported the same. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported bills 
for the relief of William Butler, and for the relief 
of Artemas Conant; which bills were severally 
read and committed. 

Mr. W. T. LAWRENCE, from the same com- 
mittee, reported bills for the relief of Jesse Wash- 
ington Jackson; for the relief of Samuel Gray; for 
the relief of James Fugate; and for the relief of 
Lizur B. Canfield; which bills were severally read 
and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, made adverse 
reports upon the petitions of Aquila Goodwin, of 
Alexander McDonald, and of Alexander McEwen. 
Laid on the table. 

Mr. ECKERT, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Richard Reynolds. 

Mr. WILEY, from the same committee, report- 
ed bilis for the relief of John Hibbert; for the relief 
of Daniel H. Warren; for the relief of John Camp- 
bell; and for the relief of Nathaniel Shiflet; which 
bills were severally read and committed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia, from the same 
committee, reported bills for the relief of Lewis 
Hastings, and for the relief of Skelton Felton; 
which bills were severally read and committed. 

Mr. KENNON, from the Committee of Ac- 
counts, made an adverse report upon the resolution 
of the House relative to extra compensation to 
John Lee. Laid on the table. 

Mr. FARRELLY, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents, reported a‘bill for the relief of Elisha H. 
Holmes. Read and committed. 


ADDITIONAL EXAMINERS OF PATENTS, 


Mr. FARRELLY reported Senate bill, to pro- 
vide additional examiners in the Patent Office, 
which had been referred to the Committee on Pa- 
tents, with amendments. 

Mr. FARRELLY, in explanation of the bill, 
repeated what he had stated when the bill was 
before under consideration, that the business of 
the Patent Office was some eight months in arrear, 
and that there was a pressing necessity for the 
passage of the bill. 

He explained the several amendments which 
the Committee on Patents proposed. 

In reference to the principal one, he said the bill 
proposed to fix the salary of the principal exami- 
ner at $2,500, and of the assistant examiners at 
$1,500. The office of principal examiner was one 
which required scientific attainments, and partook 
of the nature of a judicial office. It was the duty 
of the examiner to decide upon the various appli- 
cations made for patents. Compared with the 
salaries of other scientific officers of a like grade, 
$2,500 was a small salary. The’ expenses of the 
office were paid entirely out of the patent fund, and 
were no charge on the treasury. The petitioners— 
the inventors—asked that the salarv of the princi- 
pal examiner should be made $3,000; but the com- 
mittee, with a view of economizing as far as pos- 
sible, fixed it at $2,500. 

The amendments of the Committee on Patents 
were read and agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of ‘Bennessee, moved to amend 
the bill by reducing the amount of salaries as pro- 
vided by the bill from $2,500 to $2;000: 


ad 
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Mr. J. briefly advocated his amendment. The 
reduction which he proposed might seem like a 
very small sum; yet new, with an empty treasury, 
with a war on our hands, and While we were 
obliged to borrow money, was no time to increase 
salaries. It had been stated, when the subject was 
before under consideration, as an argument for the 
increase of these salaries, that there was a large 
patent fund on hand, and that the expenses of the 
office were paid out of it. He had at that time 
questioned the fact; and it now appeared that it 
was not so; that instead, the office was, in fact, in 
debt hundreds of thousands of dollars. He saw 
no necessity for this increase of salary; he thought 
competent men could be obtained to perform these 
duties for the compensation he proposed; and they 
should economize in every proper way the ex- 
penses of the Government. 

Mr. TOOMBS concurred in the view of Mr. 
Jounson, and wished the gentleman would carry 
his amendment further, and bring down the salary 
to the present salary, $1,500. He held it was 
totally unnecessary to pay a salary of $2,500 to 
these examiners. It was as much as the judges 
and the most important and honorable State offi- 
cers received. ‘The services of an examiner had 
always been obtained for $1,500. The increase 
proposed was an unnecessary and profligate ex- 
penditure of the public money, and he wished the 
attention of Congress could be brought to it. This 
was no time for the increase of salaries, when the 
Government was in want of all the revenues it 
could raise, and vastly more. 

As to the justification which had been brought 
forward, that there was a patent fund out of which 
these salaries and other expenses were paid, so as 
not to become a charge upon the treasury, it was 
all ideal: the department was indebted to the Gov- 
ernment hundreds of thousands of dollars. ‘To be 
sure, a fund could be kept on hand by the Gov- 
ernment paying all the expenses of the office, and 
its retaining all its receipts. But, in fact, the office 
was largely in debt, and these salaries were paid 
out of the public treasury, and he held that they 
were sufficient. , 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, obtained the floor; 
but yielded, to give 

Mr. A. JOHNSON an opportunity to modify 
his amendment, in compliance with the suggestion 
of Mr. Toomss. He reduced the salary, as pro- 
posed by it, to $1,500. 

Mr. KING, resuming the floor, opposed the 
amendment,. and advocated the bill as presented 
by the committee. There was on hand, he said, 
a large reserved patent fund, which had resulted 
from the payments by inventors; and every man 
who contributed to this fund was entitled to speedy 
justice, in having his application for a patent 
passed upon without unreasonable delay. At the 
time when this salary of $1,500 was fixed by law, 
there were something like seven hundred and fifty 
cases presented annually; now there were more 
than fifteen hundred; so that, if two examiners 
were necessary then, four were equally necessary 
now. But the business of the office had accumu- 
lated in greater proportion than the increase of the 
number of cases. ; 

The duties of the examiner of the Patent Office 
were much more important, and required a greater 
amount of experience and scientific attainments for 
their proper discharge, than those of any clerkship 
under the Government. They might compare 
favorably with the duties of the judges of our 
highest courts. ‘There was not in any department 
of the Government an officer of whom so much 
was required, nor who was so poorly paid. He 
mentioned the assistants of the Superintendent of 
the Coast Survey, and the officers employed in the 
United States Mint, as officers receiving much 
larger salaries, but whose duties were far less 
arduous and important. 

The very money paid to the examiners of the 
Patent Office was placed there by the inventors, 
who came and asked their applications to be ex- 
amined,who asked speedy justice, and who should 
not be obliged to wait eight or ten months before ` 
their case could be reached, The officers placed there 
should be competent men, and salaries adequate to 
a the services of such men should be paid. 

as it not within the knowledge of this House 
that the principle examiner had left his office, not 
because his duties were not congenial to his taste, 
but because he was so poorly paid; and he was 
now receiving, in a neighboring city, a salary of 
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$5,000 for much less duties? We could not expect || justice of the case. It was his ambition as a legis- 


to procure the-services of any man of requisite 
qualifications for $1,500. Justice to this department 
of the Government, justice to the men employed 
in it, and more than all, justice to the inventors, 
who were doing so much in scientific investigation 
for the character of this country, required that the 
proposes increase should be made. The commit- 
ad reported it unanimously. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL referred to an instance 
of an inventor (whose case had been brought to 
his attention by letter) who had been obliged to 
leave the city, and would have to wait for months 
before his application could be passed upon. That 
was a public grievance, and a public grievance that 
ought to be remedied. There was no more inter- 
esting property—no property in lands, stocks, 
moneys, that was more interesting or more deser- 
ving of public attention than this property of intel- 
lect. He referred to the cotton gin, an invention 
made in the State of the gentleman who opposed 
this bill—in Georgia. 

A voice: No, it was invented in Connecticut. ] 
r. INGERSOLL. No, in Georgia. Mr. 
Whitney, the inventor, was born in Connecticut, 
but was living at the time of the invention in 
Georgia. 

Mr. TOOMBS (Mr. I. yielding) said that the 
number of examiners was not affected by the pro- 
posed amendment of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Jonnson.} It was the compensation 
alone which that proposition touched. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, (continuing.) Yes, I un- 
derstand it. It does reach the number, because 
you take from these examiners the compensation, 
and you will not get them. 

He further proceeded to speak of this highly 
interesting property, this intellectual property, 
which, for the first time in the United States of 
America, had been put on something like a respect- 
able footing, and of the many interesting and im- 
portant men who had been brought to beggary and 
to the grave by the vexation, litigation, and delay, 
in passing upon their inventions. He was for 
doing something for these people. He knew that 
this was a subject that required the greatest public 
attention, and he must totally dissent from the 
views expressed by the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Toomss,] for whom he had a great respect. 
Fle denied that the standard which the gentleman 
had.assumed, of State salaries, was any criterion 
of what salaries should be in this city, with all the 
expenses, uncertainty, and unfavorable circum- 
stances attending these situations. 

He voted for the highest compensation here on 
the principle that he believed it was the cheapest; 
that it was true economy. They had undertaken, 
at the last session, to cheapen their public printing. 
What was the consequence? Every member was 
entitled, as he was told by some of the younger- 
members who had ciphered it out, to sixty-five 
copies of the President’s message and accompany- 
ing documents. Well, after three months he had 
got thirteen, where he should have had sixty-five. 

e did not wish to speak unkindly of anybody he 
did not know. He only wished to say that this 
eternal system of cheapening in small matters was 
a poor policy, and generally proved the most ex- 
pensive. He was an economist on large occasions; 
and he thought a great deal of public money might 
be saved; but this cutting down of a salary from 
$2,500 to $2,000 did not answer the purpose—did 
not result in any good. 

He recurred to the importance and interest of 
this species of property—the property of intellect 
an¢ genius—that which shed lustre upon the 
American name in distant climes, and to the neces- 


sity of having it fully protected. To this end || 


competent examiners were necessary, and they 
should be paid an adequate salary. He thought 
the salary proposed by this bill was not too high, 
and that it was the best economy. 

Mr. HENLEY remarked, that he rarely if ever 
had differed from his friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
A. JOHNSON] on a question of retrenchment; but 
he was compelled to do so at this time, and to go 
far the bill of the committee, from the manifest 
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lator to be considered an economist; and for this 
reason he wished to explain why he went in this 
case for what might be called a high salary. 

Fifteen hundred dollars, it was said, was a com- 
pensation large enough for this Examiner of the 
Patent Office. He read from a list of the salaries 
of the assistants of the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey, and of officers in the United States Mint, 
ranging from $2,000 to 3,500, and said the duties 
of none of those were equal in importance to those 
of this officer. As had properly been said, he had 
to pass upon the applications for the renewal of 
patents, an error in the decision upon which fre- 
quently gave rise to long and expensive lawsuits, 
as a consequence curtailing the advance of scientific 
inventions in the community. Was it not better 
in every view—more economical, more just both 
to inventors and to the public, to give sufficient 
salaries to have the duties correctly performed in 
the first instance? | 

The honorable gentleman from Georgia said 
$1,500 was a sufficient compensation for the exer- 
cise of the kind of attainments required in these 
examiners. Why, had the honorable gentlgman 
examined the scientific acquirements necessary even 
in one branch of their business? Mr. H. ventured 
to say, without intending the least disrespect to the 

entleman, that in three months he could not make 

imself capable of deciding upon the application 
for a patent for a churn or a washing machine, 
much less of acting upon the applications for n- 
provements of the steam-engine, or of the cotton- 
gin, which had done so much for the gentleman’s 
State. Would the gentleman undertake to say how 
long it would take to educate himself so as to be 
competent to decide upon even the simplest of these 
applications? 

Mr. TOOMBS said he did not think he could 
learn to shoe a horse in three years; but that was 
not a reason why he should pay $500 for it. 

Mr. HENLEY. Well, it might take the gen- 
tleman three years to learn the blacksmithing trade. 
Then, if to learn a mere mechanical operation 
would require three years, how long would it take 
him to qualify himself to pass upon extremely 
complicated and difficult cases, wherein not only 
the science of blacksmithing generally, but of en- 
ginery, and a great number of sciences which had 
been introduced in this progressive age, were in- 
volved, and in which thousands and millions of 
dollars were involved also? And when he had 
qualified himself for this duty, would he agree to 
serve this department for $1,500 a year? An ac- 
quaintance not with one, but a familiarity with the 
whole circle of sciences was necessary for a com- 
petent examiner in that office. He ought to bea 
perfect walking-encyclopedia; he ought to havea 
familiar knowledge with the whole circle of sciences, 
and with all the inventions ever made in all coun- 


tries; not, when the application came, to go and | 


search through his encyclopedia to see whether such 
a thing had ever before been introduced in the known 
world, and educate himself with reference to the 
case, but to be ready at once to point to all the in- 
ventions ever made of a similar character—whether 
the application was for a patent, for a churn, or a 
plough, or for any of the important improvements 
of our age. 

The gentleman from Tenneesee told them that 
the Patent Office building had cost the Government 
three or four hundred thousand dollars. Why, 
did the gentleman mean to place the great benefits 
that society had derived from the inventions that 
had been introduced into use in this country in 
consequence of the Patent Office in the scale against 
dollars and cents? Would the gentleman from 
Georgia or the gentleman from Tennessee attempt 
to estimate the incalculable benefits derived from 
the great inventions of Whitney, and Fulton, and 
Morse? Would they speak about the Patent 
Office and the patent system, which had encour- 
aged these and other stupendous achievements of 
science and inventive genius which went so far to 
distinguish oar age from all that had preceded it, 
being in debt to the Government ?- : 

These were the reasons why, in this case, he 


The SPEAKER stated that the first business in 


voted for what was called a high salary; but un- 
justly so, he thought. The compensation pro- 
posed was necessary to command the services of 
competent men, and it was paid out of the patent 
fund, which was received from inventors, whose 
claims public justice, as well as justice to them- 
selves individually, demahded should be passed 
upon with as little delay and upon as enlightened 
and correct principles as possible. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved the previous question, 
which was seconded. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL inquired whether, if 
the House were to adjourn now, the bill would be 
the first business in order to-morrow morning? 


order in the morning would be the continuation of 
the calls on committees for reports, and that he 
would commence at the committee where the call 
was suspended to-day;. and, as this was a report 
ies a committee, it would be the first subject in 
order. 

And then, on motion of Mr. C. J. INGER- 
SOLL, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred : 


By Mr. SHEPPERD: The memorial of the Yearly Meet- 
ing of the Society of Friends in North Carolina, remon- 
strating against war, as opposed to the true principles of 
Christianity, and praying Congress to adopt such measures 
as may lead to a speedy restoration of peace between our 
own Government and that of the Republic of Mexico. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 
John McAllister, for compensation for carrying the mail. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of O. F. Donn aud 140 
others, citizens of Southport, Wisconsin, praying for an ad- 
ditional appropriation for the completion of the harbor at 
that place. 

By Mr.GRINNELL: The petitions of William Whitman 

“and others, against the patent granted to William W. Wood- 
worth, administrator of Wim. Woodworth ; of Grinnell, Min- 
turn, & Co., and others, for the improvement of passenger 
vessels so as to prevent ship fever; and of Atkins Dyer, for 
return of tonnage duty paid by him. 

By Mr. SHERRILL: The remonstrance of J. L. Bloomer 
and 41 others, citizens and farmers of Ulster county, New 
York, against the passage of any law reviving and continu- 
ing the patent of Jethro Wood for a cast-iron plough. Also, 
the petition of Levinus Monson and others, citizens of Del- 
aware county. New York, praying for a reduction of postage. 

By Mr. CONGER: The remonstrance of 421 citizens and 
farmers of Cortland county, New York, against the further 
extension of the patent of Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. BRADY: The petition of Edward Armor for an > 
increase of his pension. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: The petition of 679 citizens of 
Troy, New York, praying for the passage of a law autho- 
rizing the transmission of newspapers and other publications 
through the mails at reduced rates of postage, or free. Also, 
the petition of Almy Tiftt, for compensation for her father’s 
services in the Revolution. Also, the petition of citizens of 
Rensselaer county, New York, against the renewal of Jethro 
Wood’s patent for the cast-iron plough. 

By Mr. ST. JOHN: The petition of inhabitants of Colli- 
koon, Sullivan county, New York, for a post route from 
Fosterdale to Rockland, in Sullivan county. Also, the re- 
maenstrance of E. P. Wheeler and other citizens of Orange 
county, New York, against the renewal or extension of the 
patent to Jethro Wood for a cast-iron plough. 

By Mr. DUER: The remonstrance of sundry farmers in 
Wayne county, New York, against the renewal of the patent 
for Jethro Wood?’s plough. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The. petition of sundry citizens of 
Montgomery county, Ohio, praying that, those soldiers who 
have been enlisted or mustered into the army, and after- 
wards, before their term of service expired, promoted to be 
commissioned officers, may receive the same Dounty land as 
if they had heen discharged as privates or non-commissioned 
officers. 

By Mr. RUMSEY: The remonstrance of citizens of Steu- 
ben county, New York, against the revival of the patent for 
Jethro Wood’s cast-iron plough. 

By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition of Maria Brown, widow 
of Joe] Brown, a soldier in the late war with Great Britain, 
praying for a pension. 

By Mr. NELSON: The remonstrance of W. F. Van Wart 
and 58 others, farmers and manufacturers of ploughs in the 
.county of Westchester, New York, remonstrating against 
the passage of any law for the renewal or extension of the 
Jethro Wood patent for the manufacture of the cast-iron 

lough. 

j By Mr. STUART, of Michigan: The petitjon of citizens 
of Branch county, Michigan, for a reduction™ind equaliza- 
tion of postage on newspapers. Also, petitions of the citi- 
zens of Van Buren county, Michigan, for the same purpose. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: The petition of 183 citizens of Mid- 
dletown, Connecticut, for the withdrawal of the troops of 
the UMited States from Mexico. Also, the petition of Cy- 
prian Wilcox and others, inhabitants of New Haven county, 
Conhecticut, remonstrating against the renewal of a patent 


l to the heirs of Jethro Wood. 
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By Mr. JENKINS: The petition of several hundred in- 
habitants of the State of New York, for the discontinuance 
of the war with Mexico, ahd to prohibit the introduction of 
shavery into any territory to be acquired. Also, twenty re- 
monstrances from several hundred inhabitants of the State 
of New York, against the renewal of Wood’s patent plough. 

By Mr. ROCKHILL: Thie petition of Luther Cleland. 
and 33 other citizens of Steuben county, Indiana, praying 
the establishment of a post route, to commence at Lima, in 
the State and county aforesaid, by way of Lexington, Jack- 
son, Steuben, &c., to Defiance, in the State of Ohio. 

By Mr. RICHEY: The petition of J. J. Hollester and 102 
citizens of Washington and Athens counties, Ohio, praying 
the establishment of a weekly mail route from Constitution, 
in Washingtor county, through Warren, Belpre, and Deca- 
tur, to Federalton, in Athens county, Ohio. 

By Mr. HUDSON: The petition of John Patten and 183 
other legal voters of Bowdoinham, Maine, praying that peace 
may be restored to the country. 

By Mr. IIARMANSON: Resolutions of the Legislature 
of Louisiana respecting the location of school lands; re- 
specting bounty Jand to volunteers; respecting the sixteenth 
section; and respecting French spoliations. | 

By Mr. ROMAN: The petition of John Harrigan, of 
Washington county, Maryland, praying Congress to grant 
him a pension for wounds received at the bombardment of 
Fort McHenry, in the last war with Great Britain. 

By Mr. GOTT: The remonstrance of Wright Dwinnell 
and 77 other citizens of Onondaga county, New York; also, 
the remonstrance of Phurey W. Ayres and 125 other citi- 
zens of the county of Cortland, New York; also, the remon- 
strance ot Charles Keen and 32 other citizens of Onondaga 
county, NeW York, against the passage of any law reviving 
and continuing the patent of Jethro Wood for a cast-iron 

loagh. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of John Sweegles 
and others, of Hillsdale, Michigan, fur a post route froin 
Hillsdale to Montpelier, Milliam county, Ohio. Also, the 
remonstrance of E. H. Winans and others, of Adrian, Michi- 
gan, against the further extension of the Jethro Wood patent. 
Also, the remonstrance of Isaac Lewis and others, of Mon- 
roe, Michigan, against the same. 

By Mr. MeILVAINE: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Chester county, Pennsylvania, and Newcastle county, Del- 
aware, praying for a post route from Stanton to Avondale. 
Also, the petition of Benjamin J. Passmore and other inhab- 
itants of Chester county, Pennsylvania, praying for a speedy 
and honorable peace, without the acquisition of any Mexi- 
can territory whatever. 

By Mr. MULLIN: The remonstrances of Edmund Davis 
and others, of E. S. Hammond and others, and of Samuel J. 
Davis and others, citizens of the county of Jefferson, New 
York, against the extension of the patent of Jethro Wood, 
for the cast-iron plough. 

By Mr. ECKERT: A petition of citizens of Schuylkill 
county, praying for a post route from Orwigsburg, in Schuyl- 
ki, to Lehighton, in Carbon county. Also, a petition of 
citizens of Lebanon county, for apost route from Jonestown, 
in Lebanon county, to Rehrereburg, in Berks county. 

By Mr. ASHMUN: The petition of the heirs of John Ken- 
krick, one of the first exploresg of Oregon, asking for a con- 

_firmation of their titles to landin that territory. 

By Mr. TURNER: The petition of C. Bennet and sixty 
others, praying for a mail route from Peru, in the State of 
Hlinois, via Princeton, Winnebago, Yorktown, Washington, 
Bennington, Crandall’s Ferry, Attica, Fair Port, Gustow’s 
ee and Pleasant Valley, to Rock Island, in the State of 

linois. 

By Mr. FARRELLY: The petition of citizens of Craw- 
ford county, Penosyivania, for withdrawal of the army from 
Mexico, and for peace. Also, two remonstrances of citizens 
of Crawtord county, and one of citizens of Mercer county, 
Pennsylvania, against any further extension of Wood’s pat- 


ent. 

By Mr. HALL, of New York: The petition of Rebeeca 
Bump, of Mount Morris, New York, widow of John Bump, 
a revolutionary soldier, praying for an extension. of the laws 
granting pensions to widows of soldiers of the Revolution, 
with accompanying certificates of Hon. Micah Brooks, and 
others. Also, remonstrance of Thornas C. Love and sixty 
other inhabitants of Erie county, New York, against the 
further extension of the patent granted to Jethro Wood. A 
like remonstrance from Moses Baker. Alike remonstrance 
of seventy-five inhabitants of same county. Also, the peti- 
tion of William Wilkeson, of Buffalo, New York, asking 
that the bill extending the patent to Jethro Wood may be 
amended so as to secure tothe representatives of J. Swan 
the same rights he had in the original patent. Also, petition 
of Sarah Munger, the widow, and Mary Ann Lowell, the 
daughter of Lieutenant Wiseman, deceased, praying for a 
pension on account of the decease of said Wiseman from 
sickness contracted while in the service of the United States 
on the Niagara frontier in the war of 1812, with papers ac- 
companying said petition, and former papers on the same 
subject taken from the files. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The petition of the 
Brockport and Clarkson Plank Road Company, asking to be 
allowed to import from Canada a certain quantity of lumber 
feee of duty. Also, the remonstrance of Earl D. King and 
205 others, of Brockport, New York, against renewing the 
patent of Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. PUTNAM: The remonstrance of Samuel Rich- 
mond and 102 others, inhabitants of the county of Genesee, 
New York, against the renewal of the patent granted to 
Jethro Wood for a cast-iron plough. Also, the like remon- 
strance of S. Chamberlin and 94 others, of Leroy, New 
York. Also, the memorial of Owen Griffith and 201 others, 
of Batavia, New York, opposed to any further sale of the 
public lands; asking that the same may be laid out into 
farms for the,free use of such citizens (not possessed of 
other lands) will occupy them; and that no transfer of 
such lands be inade to States or Territories, only on condi- 
tion that such a disposition shall be made of them. Also 
the like memorial of Jesse Sherwood and 57 others, of By- 
ron, New York. Also, the remonstrance of Benjamig Clark 
and others, opposed to the revival of the patent to Jethro 
Wood for a cast-iron plough. 

By Mr. STARKWEATHER: A remonstrance of 1,433 
farmers, from the counties of Tioga, Madison, Oneida, Cay- 
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uga, Herkimer, Wyoming, Seneca, Saratoga, St. Lawrence, 
Ontario, Monroe, Albany, Livingston, Wayne, Schoharie, 
and Oswego, State of New York, against renewing or ex- 
tending the patent tu Jethro Wood. Also, the affidavits of 
Elijah Wilson and John S. Peckham, of Oneida county, 
New York, showing the sum of 4,400 paid Jethro Wood 
by three furnace companies (in a short period of time) for 
the privilege of manufacturing and vending his cast-iron 
plough. 

By Mr. NELSON: The petition of J. W. Mitchell, John 
Stevens, and 120 other citizens of Yonkers, Westchester 
county, New York, praying that the General Government 
no longer traffic nor permit traffic in the public Jands yet in 
its possession; that such land shall be laid out in farins and 
lots for the free use of such citizens (not possessed of other 
land) as will occupy them, with the right to dispose of the 
possession to any one not possessed of other land ; and that 
the jurisdiction of the public lands be transferred to the 
Stites or Territories only on condition that such disposition 
shall be made of them. Also, the remonstrance of Reuben 
Quinby, Aaron Ward, and others, citizens of Sing Sing, 
Westchester county, New York, against the passage of any 
law renewing or extending the patent to Jethro Wood for 
the cast-iron plough. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The remonstrance of General 
C. C. Van Horn, and a very large number of other citizens 
of Mill county, [linois, against the confirmation of certain 
Indian claims in that county. Also, the petition of citizens 
of Kendall county for a mail route from Ottawa, via Nor- 
way, Newark, and Oswego, to Naperviile. 

By Mr. STUART, of Michigan: The petition of citizens 
of Brooklyn and vicinity, in the county of Jackson, Michi- 
gan, for a mail route from Brooklyn to Grand Lake, in the 
county and State aforesaid. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: For release of the people of the free 
States from support of slavery: John Farrington and sixty- 
nine others citizens of Ohio; Lewis Morgan and seventy- 
nine other citizens of Stark county, Ohio; M. R. Robinson 
and cighty-seven other citizens of Stark county, Ohio. For 
reduction of postage: William H. Mills and sixty-two other 
citizelts of Greenville, Ohio. For a Congress of Nations, to 
settle national disputes : Josiah Wheet and one hundred and 
eighty-eight other citizens of Ohio. For a system of direct 
taxation, to defray expenses of the war: B. B. Willson and 
forty-five other citizens of Ohio. Praying indemnity for 
seizing a vessel while petitioner was in the discharge of 
official duty: William Millford. 

Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The memorial of the 
aes and common council of Rochester, asking Congress 
to adopt measures to prevent the unjust increase of foreign 
paupers in our seaboard and inland frontier cities and towns. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: The petition of Messrs. Koons & 
Dean, praying to be paid for advances made to Captain Fair- 
fax’s company of volunteers. 

By Mr. HALL, of New York: The petition of Judson 
Saurin and others, praying for the establishment of a naval 
depét at New Buffalo, in the State of Michigan. 

Mr. ROMAN obtained leave to withdraw the papers in 
relation to the claim of the legal representatives of Henry 
Hoffinan, of Maryland, deceased, and that the same be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: Several petitions from citizens of 
Seneca county, Ohio, praying for a mail route from Tiffin, 
Seneca county, Ohio, to Rome, in said county. Also, a pe- 
tition from citizens of Crawford county, praying for a mail 
route from Brokensword, in Crawford county, to Republic, 
in Seneca county, Ohio. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, February 29, 1848. 


The following message was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. Waker, 
his Secretary : 


To the Senate of the United States: 

In answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 
24th instant, requesting to be informed whether 
the active operations of the army of the United 
States in Mexico have been, and now are suspend- 
ed; and if so, by whose k and in virtue of 
what authority such armistice has been effected, I 
have to state, that I have received no information 
relating to the subject, other thay that communi- 
cated to the Senate with my Executive message 
of the 22d instant. JAMES K. POLK. 

W asHineton, February 28, 1848. 


On motion by Mr. ALLEN, it was ordered to 
lie on the table. 


RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 

Mr. TURNEY presented a resolution passed by 
the Legislature of the State of ‘Tennessee, in favor 
of increasing the pay of the private soldiers in the 
gervice of the United States in Mexico; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a resolution of said Legislature, in favor 
of the enactment of a law to provide for the pay- 
ment of the value of horses and equipments lost 
by volunteers in the service of the United States 
in the Mexican war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a resolution of said Legislature, in favor 
of a law allowing further compensation to certain 
companies of Missouri mounted volunteers mus- 
tered into the service of the United States in the 
year 1836; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


Mr. CLARKE presented sun resolutions 


-in Rhode Island, asking that t 


Feb. 29, 


of the Legislature of Rhode Island, in favor of 
bringing the war with Mexico to a close, and 
stating that, discarding all purposes of conquest 
and occupation, or of extorting from’ Mexico a 
territorial indemnity for claims ascertained or un- 
adjusted, it is expedient that measures be taken to 
establish the relations of peace between the Uni- 
ted States and that Republic, by such a treaty of 
indemnity and limits as will secure an equitable 
houndary between the contracting parties and a just 
indemnity to the United States for all claims as- 
certained or unadjusted previous to the order of 
13th January, 1846, directing the advance of the 
army from Corpus Christi to the western bank of 
the Rio Grande. 

Mr. RUSK presented a resolution passed by the 
Legislature of the State of ‘Texas, in favor of the 
enactment of a law requiring the judge of the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district of 
Texas, to reside within the limits of his district; 
which was laid upon the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, a resolution of said Legislature, in favor of 
incorporating the navy of the late Republic of 
Texas in the naval establishment of the United 
States; which was laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 


Mr. YULEE presented a resolution passed by 
the Legislature of the State of Florida, in favor of 
the enactment of a law providing compensation to 
citizens of that State who suffered by Indian dep- 
redations in the Seminole war; also resolutions of 
said Legislature in favor of a law making provision 
for the widows and orphans of the officers and 
soldiers who have lost their lives in the war with 
Mexico; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, resolutions of said Legislature in favor of 
removing the land office from Newnansville to 
Oceola, in that State; in favor of the enactment of a 
law granting to that State, for school purposes, any 


land which may have reverted to the United States _ 


under the armed occupation act, and the right to 
locate, in separate sections, a quantity of land 
granted by Congress for a seat of government for 
said State; in favor of the enactment of a law to 
provide for the survey and location of all lands in 
that State claimed under Spanish grants; in favor 
of the enactment of a law authorizing the inhabi- 
tants of townships in that State, whose school 
lands are valueless or covered by prior Spanish 
grants, to enter on any of the public lands of the 
United States a like quantity of land; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr WESTCOTT presented a resolution passed 
by the Legislature of the State of Florida, relative 
to certain changes in the mode of carrying the 
mail on the route from Chattahoochie to Pensa- 
cola; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, a resolution passed by the Legislature of 
the State of Florida, in favor of the removal of the 
Indian tribes, in that State, to the territory pro- 
vided for their reception, and the adoption of 
measures for protecting the inhabitants of said 
State from Indian incursions and depredations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

Also, resolutions of said Legislature, in favor of 
a grant of public land for the erection of a court- 
house at Tampa, in that State; in favor of the en- 
actment of alaw to graduate the price of the public 
lands in that State; in favor of the relinquishment 
to that State of certain overflowed lands, the pro- 
ceeds of which, when reclaimed, to be applied to 
purposes of education; and in favor of the enact- 
ment of a law granting preémption rights to actual 
settlers on the public lands in that State; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented the petition of 
Rockland Carlton, praying the reimbursement of 
the amount of a fine incurred by him through the 
mistake of a custom-house officer; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. CLARKE presented a petition from a vast 
number of inhabitants of rape pori and its vicinity, 

e war with Mexico 
may be brought to a close, and stating that the 
prosecution of the war against Mexieo is alike 


~ 


1848. 


THE CONGRESS 


IONAE GLOBE. 


403 


repugnant to the dictates of humanity and the prin- 
ciples of the Christian religion, and remonstrating 
against all further exposure of the lives of their 
fellow-beings in this cause as wanton and wicked, 
and imploring Congress to abstain from what is 
believed by them to be contrary to the will of 
the great body of the American people; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of citizens of 
Ogle county, Illinois; a petition of Enoch Pond and 
others, citizens of the United States; a petition of 
James Knapp and others, citizens of the United 
States; a petition of A. W. Townsend and others, 
citizens of the State of Pennsylvania; a petition of 
Origen Bacheler; a petition of female inhabitants 
of Syracuse, New York; and a petition of female 
inhabitants of Bangor and its vicinity, in Maine, 

raying the adoption of measures for the reéstab- 
ishment of peace between the United States and 
the Republic of Mexico; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Portsmouth and 
Wew Castle, New Hampshire, praying an increase 
of the duties on imported fish; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Alexander Ladd, legal rep- 
resentative of Nathaniel A. Haven and Eliphalet 
Ladd, deceased, praying the final action of Con- 
gress on the claims of American citizens to in- 
demnity for spoliations committed on their com- 
merce by the French Government prior to 1800; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Erie county, Ohio, 
praying the enactment of a law organizing a vol- 
unteer force for the suppression of insurrections in 
the southern States; a petition of citizens of Locks 
Village, Massachusetts, praying the adoption of 
measures for terminating the war with Mexico, 
and the abolition of slavery and the slave trade in 
the District of Columbia; and two petitions of citi- 
zens of the State of Ohio, praying the adoption of 
measures for releasing the citizens of the non- 
slaveholding States from all constitutional obliga- 
tions to countenance the institution of slavery; 
aS motions to receive which were laid upon the 
table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Western Pennsyl- 
vania, praying the repeal of the act imposing a 
fine on persons convicted of harboring or conceal- 
ing fugitive slaves; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, submitted a com- 
munication addressed to him by Woodsen Wren, 
postmaster at Natchez, Mississippi, on the subject 
of amending the Post Office laws, and increasing 
the compensation of postmasters; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. BELL presented a petition of citizens of 


Overton county, Tennessee, praying the adoption |: 


of measures for terminating the war with Mexico; 
which was laid upon the table. 

On motion by Mr. BRADBURY, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Ichabod Jordan, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. UPHAM, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Azel Spalding, on 


the files of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- | 


tee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 

Ordered, That the documents on the files of the 
Senate, relating to the claim of Joseph Loranger, 
be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. PHELPS, it was 

Ordered, That Ross Winans have leave to with- 
draw his petition and papers. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Ga., it was 
Ordered, That Zachariah Cox have leave to with- 
draw his petition and papers. 


Mr. RUSK gave notice that to-morrow, or at 
some early day, he would ask leave of the Senate 
to introduce a bill to provide for transcribing cer- 
tain State papers of the late Republic of Texas. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. CAMPBELL, their Clerk, an- 
nouncing thatthe House of Representatives had 
pe a bill granting the franking privilege to Mrs. 

ouisa Catharine Adams, in which they request 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


| for that 


The bill from the House granting the franking 
privilege to Louisa Catharine Adams, widow of 
the late John Quincy Adams, was read a first and 
second time by its title, when 

Mr. MILLER moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill; and the motion 
having been agreed to, the bill was considered, read 
a third time, and passed. 


ALABAMA AND FLORIDA BOUNDARY. 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. BAGBY asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a hill in relation to the 
boundary line between Alabama and Florida; 
which was read the first and second times by 


unanimous consent, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
petition of Bethiah Healy, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill granting a pension to Bethiah 
Healy; which was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 


Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the petition of David 
H. Leeper, reported a bill to confirm to the legal 
representatives of Joseph Dutailles the location of 
a certain New Madrid certificate; which was read, 
and passed to the second reading. 


On motion by Mr. BREESE, it was 

Ordered, That a letter from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, accompanying the petition of Joseph Du- 
tailles, be printed. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
ALLEN, came up for consideration: 


Resolved, That the fortieth rule for conducting business in 
the Senate, and which requires the Senate to close its doors 
when transacting Executive business, be rescinded, and the 
Senate shall hereafter sit with open doors while transacting 
all business. 


Mr. SEVIER moved to lay the resolution on 
the table, and asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and the question having been taken, 
it was decided in the affirmative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashley, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, 
Bradbury, Breese, Butler, Calhoun, Cass, Clarke, Corwin, 
Crittenden, Davis of Massathusetts, Dayton, Dix, Downs, 
Felch, Greene, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, 
Miller, Moor, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, Sevier, Spruance, 
Sturgeon, Onderwood, Uphain, Webster, and Yulee—39. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Bright, 
Clayton, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Douglas, Hale, 
Hannegan, Houston, and Turney—13. l 


The following resolution then came up: 


Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy he, and the same ` 


is hereby, removed from all past proceedings of the Senate 
in Executive session. 

Mr. ALLEN expressed a wish, that in conse- 
quence of the recent vote on the other resolution, 
this might be informally passed over, as he desired, 


at some more convenient time, to discuss the sub-. 
ject. 


Mr. MANGUM said, that he regarded this 
whole matter as clearly out of order. No discus- 
sion could take place on this subject which would 
not be an interference with the Executive functions 
of the Senate. He moved, therefore, in order to a 
final disposition of the whole matter, to lay the res- 
olutten on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN desired to say a single word if the 
Senator from North Carolina would withdraw his 
motion. 

Mr. MANGUM. Certainly; I will withdraw it 
urpose. 

Mr. ALLEN resumed. He suggested to Sena- 


| tors round him, that as it was his intention to ex- 


press his views on this resolution on some future 
day, when the Senate would not be pressed with 
impertant business, the motion to lay it on the 
table, as a final disposition of it, ought not to be 
agreed to. 

Mr. MANGUM renewed his motion, and the 
resolution was ordered to be laid on the table with- 
out a division. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Benton, was taken up and adopted: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate a copy of the proceed- 


ings of the general court martial in the case of Lieutenant 
Colonel Frémont. d 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the consideration of Executive business, and 
remained there until half-past four, p. m., when 
the doors were opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 1, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER announced as the business first 
in order the bill of the Senate ‘‘ providing additional 
examiners for the Patent Office,’ which was yes- 
terday reported from the’ Committee on Patents, 
with amendments, and under consideration when 
the House adjourned; the question being on the 
amendment of Mr. Jounson, of Tennessee, viz: 
to strike out the sum of $2,500 as salaries to the 
chief examiners, and insert $1,500, on which the 
previous question was moved and secended, and 
the main question ordered. 

The question now was on the main question, 
viz: to Strike out $2,500, and insert $1,500; and 
it was decided in the negative—yeas 79, nays 105. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring on the third reading of 


| the bill, it was taken, and decided in the affirma- 


tive, and the bill was then read a third time. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved to reconsider the’ 
vote by which the bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, with a view to reduce the salaries from 
$2,500 to $2,000. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved to lay the motion on 
the table; which was decided in the negative—yeas 
74, nays 116. 

So the motion to reconsider was not laid on the 
table. ; 

And the question then recurring on agreeing to 
the said motion— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, said he hoped 
it would prevail; for some amendments were ne- 
cessary, and there were some provisions in the bill 
that were ambiguous that should be made clear. 
He was desirous to move an amendment to reduce 
the salary of the Commissioner of Patents five hun- 
dred dollars, and, as that officer agreed with him 
in politics, he should not expose himself to a chargo 
of being actuated by party feelings. Another 
amendment which he wished to offer was, to pro- 
vide for the disposition of the fees to be collected 
under this bill. There were others, too, which he 
would not now enumerate. Mr. J. then defended 
himself against the charge that he was opposed to. 
the arts and sciences. He examined the nature of 
the duties of the examiners of patents, and con- 
trasted their Jabors with those of their fellow-citi- 
zens of all ranks and professions, and contended 
that they did not labor six hours a day, while they 
were better paid than State officers. 

_Mr.McCLELLAND moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. VINTON rose and said, it was very im- 
portant that the bill which was before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
Monday, to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the present fiscal year, should be disposod 
of, otherwise the operations of the Government 
would be suspended. If the House should con- 
sent now to go into Committee of the Whole for 
the purpose of disposing of that bill, the one now 
under consideration would retain its place as the 
morning business, and could be disposed of to- 
morrow. He therefore moved that the House 
now resolve itself into Committee of the W hole on 
the state of the Union. 

Before the question was taken— 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communication: 

WASHINGTON, February 29, 1848. 

Sır: The resolutions in honor of my dear deceased hus- 
band, passed by the illustrious assembly over which you 
preside, and of which he at the moment of his death was a 
member, have been duly communicated to me. 

Penetrated with grief at this distressing event of my life ; 
mourning the loss of one who has been at once my example 
and my support through the trials of half a century, permit 

‚me nevertheless to express through you my deepest grati- 
tude for the signal manner in which the public regard has 
been volantarily manifested by your honorable body, and the 
consolation derived to me and mine from the reflection, that 
the unwearied efforts of an old public servant have not even 
in this world proved without their reward in the generous 
appreciation of them by his country. 

With great respect, I remain, sir, your obedient servant, 

LOUISA CATHARINE ADAMS. | 


To the Hon. ROBERT C. WINTHROP, 
Speaker of the House of Representativ@of the U. S. 


DEFICIENT APPROPRIATIONS. . 


The question then recurring, and was taken, on 
the motion of Mr. Vinton, and having been deci- 
ded in the affirmative— , 

The House again resolved itself inta Committee - 
of the Whole, (Mr. Hunt, of New York, in the 
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chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1848. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, being en- 
titled to the floor, rose and addressed the commit- 
tee as follows: 

- When the loan bill, with the proposed amend- 
ment of the minority of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, was under discussion, it was my pur- 
pose to have addressed the House in relation to 
those measures, and especially the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury on the finances. I failed 
to do so at that time, but suppose it to be quite 
pertinent to the bill now before the House to pre- 
sent my views in relation to that report. 

In common with the public at large, I was aston- 
ished when it was announced, after the lapse of 
more than a month from ‘the time when the Sec- 
retary made his report to Congress, that he had 
discovered an error of about seven millions of 
dollars in his original estimate. It seemed incredi- 
ble that so gross and disgraceful a mistake should 
have been made, in any form, by any head of the 
Treasury Department. It was supposed that, at 
least, the error must have been one of estimate 
merely; but when it appeared, on the examination 
of the supplemental report of the department, and 
the tables in the report, referred to, that it was a 
misstatement of the amount of funds actually re- 
ceived into the treasury, of the avails of treasury 
notes during the first quarter of the present fiscal 
year; that the Secretary had in his hands seven mil- 
lions of available means more than he was aware 
of, and that the amount of the loan asked for by 
him could be reduced to that amount, the amaze- 
ment of the intelligent business portion of the 
public was unbounded. After such an exhibition 
of gross ignorance of the condition of the depart- 
ment; after so grievous an error in the statement 
of the matter which was the very gist of his report, 
which remained undetected for a month and ten 
days after the report had been sent to Congress, 
I came to the examination of this document with 
the utmost distrust in its accuracy, which has been 
fully justified, as I think, in the result; and I expect 
to substantiate the following propositions: 

1. That, deducting the actual and estimated re- 
ceipts for the two years ending 30th June, 1848, 
(including the entire amount of treasury notes au- 
thorized by the acts of July 22, 1846, and January 
28, 1847,) from the actual and estimated expendi- 
tures for the same period, there remains, on the 
basis of the report itself, an amount to be provided 
by Joan—an excess of expenditures over receipts— 
greater by more than $1,132,000 than the amount 
ar a by the Secretary or provided for in the loan 

ill. 

2. That ths amount is shown by a subsequent 
statement, furnished me by the Register of the 
Treasury, to be larger than the above sum, as a 
portion of the expenses charged under the head of 
redemption of treasury notes and loans, during the 
last fiscal year and the first quarter of the present 
fiscal year, was for payments made on account of 
prior loans and for interest; and that by these two 
reports, taken together, it will appear that the ex- 
cess of expenditure on the Ist July, 1848, would 
be, instead of $1,132,000, more than $1,500,000 
more than the amount of the estimates of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

3. That the amount of avails of treasury notes 
actually received for 
of the present, fiscal year, and the amount esti- 
mated as available, exceed by more than five mil- 
lions the whole amount authorized;‘ and if from 
this is deducted, as it should be, the amount of 
treasury notes redeemed during the same period, 
there is still an excess of more than $1,500,000 of 
avails of treasury notes, actual and estimated, over 
and above the amount authorized to be issued, on 
the supposition that the amount of treasury notes 
actually redeemed is truly stated in the tables for 
the first quarter of the present fiscal year. 

4. That the explanatory statement of the Regis- 
ter of the Treasury furnishes no satisfactory ex- 
planation, and is shown on its face to be erroneous 
to an amoug exceeding $135,000 in the result at 
which it arrlves. 

5. That the amount of treasury notes for the 
first quarter, as stated in table B, attached to the 
report, is not correctly stated; that the whole 
amount actually received during the quarter from 
customs, as shown by table KK, and from public 
lands, as shown by table X, was the sum of 


e last, and the first quarter. 


$39,350; that the amount stated in table B, for re- 
demption of treasury notes, of $2,385,329, includes 
the amount of notes funded, which is in no sense 
a redemption of the notes, and in no way reduces 
the amount of the avails of the notes previously 
received, as stated on the other side of the account; 
that this appears from other tables attached to the 
report; thus showing that in this statement there 
was an error of more than $2,300,000; and if the 
statement is correct, of the avails of treasury notes 
during this quarter, the mistake of the Secretary 
is more than $3,300,000. 

6. That, according to these tables, the amount 
of treasury notes available for the residue of the 
present ‘fiscal year, after the first quarter, instead 
of being, as stated by the Secretary, $6,285,294 
55, would be only about $2,800,000, thus showing 
an over-estimate of the available means of about 
three and a half millions of dollars. 

7. That the statement of the amount of public 
debt and interest paid during the year ending De- 
cember 1, 1847,is more than $10,400,000, as shown 
by table E, and less, as shown by table Q, than 
$9,300,000 for seventeen months, embraciig the 
period mentioned in table E. 

I am aware, sir, that I am making avery serious 
charge, and one which, if sustained by the papers 
to which I shall refer, will show the head of this 
department to be most grossly incompetent to the 
station which he fills. It is made with great sin- 
cerity, at least, and after a careful examination. If 
J did not suppose the results to which I have ar- 
rived demonstrable as well as true, I should not 
make any such assertion, and I am quite desirous 
that the members of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, or any other gentleman in the House who 
shall suppose that I am wrong, should, while I am 
speaking, correct any statement which I may make 
if iPhis opinion erroneous. 

The main problem to be solved is, upon the 
basis of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the actual and estimated expenditures and means 
of payment for the two years ending July 1, 1848, 
what will be the amount to be provided for on that 
day by the way of loan? 

This proposition appears to me to be a very 
simple one, and to the solution of which it is not 
at all difficult to arrive. The amount of actual and 
estimated expenditures is given in the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury for the two years. The 
amount of the actual and estimated receipts is 
given also during the same period. These means 
of payment are from three sources only: 1. The 
balance on hand on the Ist of July, 1846, the com- 
mencement of the two years. 2. The ordinary 
receipts from the customs, public lands, and mis- 
cellaneous sources. 3. The amount of the loans 
authorized during the same period by Congress. 

It is evident, therefore, if you leave out of con- 
sideration the loans of 1846 and 1847, and the 
amount to be received from that source, deducting 
the amount of notes redeemed, the amount of the 
balance on hand added to the amount of actual and 
estimated receipts being deducted from the amount 
of expenditures actual and estinated during the 
same period, will give the balance to be provided 
for on the 1st of July, 1848. If from this amount 
you deduct the total amount of the two loans au- 
thorized, the balance must necessarily be the sum 
to be provided for at the end of the year.. 

In this view of the matter, which I begin by 
placing in its most simple form, it is perfectly cer- 
tain that nothing more in any way can be made 
out of the loan of $33,060,000 than, if sold at par, 
the precise amount; or, if sold at a fraction above 
par, the trifling amount in addition; and no process 
of ciphering, no combination of figures, no mathe- 
matics, either in the Treasury Department or else- 
where, can vary the result. In this view of the 
subject, it is quite unimportant whether the loan 
has been negotiated or not, whether it is all in the 
form of money in the treasury, or in the form of 
scrip or treasury notes in the hands of the Secre- 
tary, which may be made available for the use of 
the treasury. The result is the same; nothing 


more can be made out of this loan, at par, than the 


sum of $33,000,000. 

It appears, however, by the report, that the 
avails of treasury notes and loans during the year 
ending 1st of July, 1847, was $25,679,199 45. It 
also appears, on the other side of the same stater 
ment, that there was paid for the “ redemption 
of treasury notes during the year;” the sum of 
$2,361,397 07, which, being deducted, leaves the 
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net amount of avails of treasury notea during the 
ear to be the sum of $23,217,702 38; and if this 
is deducted from the amount of the two loans, the 
whole amount of available means from treasury 
notes for the present year would be only the sum 
of $9,782,297 62. 

. This was the whole amount of treasury notes 
available at the end of the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1847. If from this you deduct in the first place, 
the amount of avails of treasury notes and loan 
for the first quarter, less the amount redeemed and 
returned into the treasury, you have the whole 
amount, on the Secretary’s own showing, of the 
treasury notes available for the residue of the pres- 
ent fiscal year. 

In order to present this matter at the. glance of 
the eye, I give the statement, as shown by the re- 
port of the Secretary, for the two years, in a sum- 
mary presenting the results of the Secretary’s own 
figures: 

Actual expenditures for the year ending 38th 

JUNG, LSI cays Sawer dee eraai e... $59,651,177 65 

Deduct treasury notes redeemed... e.s. eose.  2,361.397 07 
57,089,780 58 

Actua] expenditures for the 

quarter ending September 

30, 1848, and estimated ex- 


penditures for the rest of the 
year, ending 30th of June, 
1248 


eet nee ee ee re $58,615,660 07 
Deduct redemption of treasu- 

ry notes in the first quarter 

in table B, contained in 

statement of expenditures of 

first QUarter......eseseceee 2,385,829 63 


56,230,330 44 
113,320,131 02 
Actual receipts during the year 

ending 30th June, 1847, ex- 
clusive of loans and notes... 
Estimated receipts during the 
yearending 30th June, 1848, 
exelusive of amounts of 
treasury notes and Juans... 34,900,000 60 


$35,473,229 45 


70,373,229 45 


42,946,881 57 

Tota] amount of Joans...... evccccccseces 33,000,000 00 
Excess of expenditures over receipts on the 

Ist July, 1848 (E E E EE SE E eee 6 e@eeonoe veoeaevree eevee e 9,946,881 5? 


By the original statement of 
the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry, the excess of expendi- 
tures over receipts, Was.... 

Deduct for avails of treasury 
notes omitted by mistake, as 
per statement of January 19, 
1848.... 


$15,729,114 97 | 


6,915,078 00 
8,814,036 2% 


*eeronvreseseeeoeae ooa‘ ee 


By the corrected statement of the Secretary.. 


Error of the Secretary in under-estimating 
the excess of expenditures, and under-sta- 
ting the amount of loan, as appearing by 
his report eccessi rsss rsa 

Thizamuunt, however, should } 
be inereased, as in the 
amount of “redemption of 
treasury’? notes above, is 
included notes under other 
acts, as by statement of the 
Register of the Treasury, | 
VIZ. wccccccccvcecoes ET 


1,132,845 30 


@ees ove weee 


$193,697 07 
142,979 63$ 404,098 70 
67,622 00 


1,537,143 00 

It thus appears that, deducting the receipts and 
available means from the expenditures, there re- 
mains on the 1stof July next an excess of expend- 
itures over the receipts greater than the sum re- 
ported by the Secretary by $1,132,845 30. This 
amount is shown by the report of the Secretary; 
and, in order to arrive at the result, I have deduct- 
ed from the statement of the experfditures during 
the last year and the first quarter of the present 
fiscal year the amount of treasury notes said to 
have been returned into the treasury, as contained 
in schedules A and B. But since the last report 
of the department, the Register of the Treasury has 
furnished what purports to be a precise statement 
of these treasury notes, (to which I shall have oc- 
casion to refer, and to show that even that state- 
ment is erroneous from the statement itself.) From 
this statement it appears that there were embraced 
in these two entries the sum of $404,298 70, which 
was for expenditures in redemption of other loans 
and interest. As this amount, therefore, should 
not, in the view we have taken, have been deduct- 
ed from the expenditures, of course the balance of 
the excess of expenditures over receipts would be so 
much greater—that is, $1,537,143 more than stated 
by the Secretary, or provided for by the loan bill. 

In the foregoing statement we have estimated the 
precise avails of the loan at $33,000,000. The 
small advance on a portion of it would slightly vary 
the result. Jt seems to me that nothing can be 
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plainer than that the sum which is shown by these 
figures is the true balance to be provided for. 

I am aware that some gentlemen (and the Sec- 
retary seems to be of that number) have some idea 
that the power to reissue these treasury notes 
places in some way increased means in the power 
of the Government; and that this thirty-three mil- 
lions may become fifty millions, or some other 


indefinite amount. Nothing in the-world can be 


| 
| 


more erroneous, not to say absurd, than this view, 
as a moment’s consideration will show. The acts 
of July, 1846, and January, 1847, which authorized | 
the issue of treasury notes ora loan, expressly | 
limit the gross amount to the sum of $33,000,000. | 
If a loan had been effected the day after the pass- | 
ing of these acts for the whole amount, no one | 
disputes that nothing further could be realized. | 
The authority given by the acts would be thus | 
exhausted. Would not this have given the Gov- | 
ernment all that they can in any way receive from | 
these two loans? If the price was the same, would | 
. not the Secretary of the Treasury have preferred | 
to issue stock instead of treasury notes? It will 
also be agreed, that if the notes were issued on two 
years’ time, and not redeemable under that time, |! 
when the money was received into the treasury on | 
the whole of these notes, nothing further would |! 
remain to be received from that source. | 
Now, sir, the question is, whether the receiving 
these treasury notes at the custom-houses and land 
officé&s instead of gold and silver, in any way in- 
creases the available amount of this loan. It most 
clearly does not. When they are so received, they | 
are received in the place of gold and silver, which | 
would otherwise go into the treasury; and after 
they are received, the very best thing which can | 
be done with them is to negotiate them the very || 
next day for the very gold and silver which would 
otherwise have been received from the payer of | 
duties. These treasury notes are, so far as pay- | 
ment of duties, &c., is concerned, a kind of Gov- : 


increases the available means of the Government. | 
If there had not apparently been a dense fog | 
surrounding this subject, a grievous confusion of | 
ideas which seems to have been one cause of the 
Successive and almost incredible errors of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, I should not, most 
assuredly, have argued so plain a proposition. If, 
however, I am correct thus far, it is not at all ne- 
cessary for me to proceed one step further to show 
that there is the mistake to which I have above re- 
ferred, and which will require an increase of the 
loan bill some one and a half millions of dollars. 
| 


There have been, however, a succession of 
blunders on this subject, in part connected with 
the statements I have already made, and growing | 
out of them, and in part of a separate and distinct 
character, and showing the error to be far more 
serious in amount. It is not, in the view I have 
taken of the subject, and in order to arrive at these 
results, important that we should be successful in 
exposing or correcting these blunders. It may, 
however, be very important, and, in view of the ` 
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recent advertisement of the Secretary for proposals 
for five millions of treasury notes, of the utmost 
practical interest to expose other and more serious 
errors. ° 

The Secretary states the amount of avails of 
treasury notes, as I have already shown, durin 
the year 1846 and the first quarter of 1847, and the 
estimate of avails from the same quarter, as follows: 
Avails of treasury notes durin 

year ending 30th June, 1847, $25,679,199 45 
Deduct redemption of treasury 

notes during the year...... 2,361,397 07 l 


ooo 
ee ee e aane 


—— $23,317,802 
Avails of treasury notes for 
~ quarter ending Ist October, 
plee y OP ATT $6,915,078 00 | 
Redemption or treasury notes 
and interest...........-... 2,385,329 63 
— 4,529,748 37 
Estimated avails of treasury notes and loans 
for year, AS in report. .. 2. cee cece cess veces 6,265,294 55 
34,132,845 30 
Deduct from this amount the amount of loan 33,000,000 00 
1,132,845 50 


It thus appears that, according to his awn show- 
ing, there is a greater amount received from this 
loan and estimate for this year, than the whole of 
the loan by more than a million of dollars. Per- 
ceiving this discrepancy, I applied to the Register 
of the Treasury for an explanation of the difficulty. 
The result of this he has given me in the following 
statement: 

Statement erplinatory of the Loans and Treasury Notes 
authorized by acts of 1846 and 1847. 
Amount received for treasury notes and loans 

under acts of 1846 and 1847. during the 

fiscal year ending 30th June, 1847, per Sec- 

FOCALY s report: isis dc endceaeeaeeas eee en ss $25,679,199 45 
Deduct treasury notes redeemed under acts 

of 1846 and 1847, being part of the sum of 

$2,351,397 07, included under the head of 

reimbursement of treasury notes for same 

year, the difference being for notes re- 


deemed under other acts. .....c..cccecees 2,167,700 00 
5 


23,511,499 45° 
Amount received for treasury notes and loans 
daring the quarter ending 30th September, 
1847, omitted in the financial statement in - 
Secretary’s report, but contained in the 
table referred to in that statement......... 


| 
| 


6,915,078 00 ' 


30,426,577 45 ı 
Deduct treasury notes reimbursed under acts | 
of 1846 and 1847, being part of the sum of | 
$#2.385,529 63, includ+d‘under the head of | 
redemption of treasury notes and interest, 
in the same quarter, the difference being | 
for treasury notes issued under other acts 
and interest.........ccceceeeees E PEE 2,242 350 00 
28,184,227 45 | 
Deduct also treasury notes redeemed and 
funded, issued under acts prior to act of | 
22d of July, 1846, also part of said sum of | 
42,385,329 63 67,622 00 : 
28,116,605 45 
Deduct also the amount of treasury notes 
issucd under acts of 1846 and 1847, which 
Were in the hands of the accounting ofti- 
cers on the Ist of October, 1847, and not 
covered by warrant, but which notes when 


covered will make the charge against the o 
treasury equal to the notes converted into 
stock or received for public dues.......... 1,401.20) 00 


f 26,714,705 45 | 
Add amount of treasury notes and stock avail- | 
able for the remainder of the fiscal year | 
ending 30th June, 1848, (see statement G | 
accompanying Secretary’s report)........ 6,285,294 | 

| 


$33,000,000 
J DANIEL GRAHAM, Register. 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, 


Register’s Office, January 18, 1848. 
This corrected statement of the Register of the 
Treasury is, on the face of it, erroneous, to the | 


extent of $135,244, arising from the adding of the ` 
sum of $67,622, instead of deducting it. A word | 
of explanation will make this clear. Table B | 
shows the avails of treasury notes to have been | 
for the first quarter of the present year $6,915,078. 
From this amount, in order to show the actual 
amount of these notes on hand, should be deducted 
the amount which has been returned into the treas- | 
ury of notes issued in 1846 and 1847. This is 
| 


S| Si 


stated in the report to be 2,385,329 63. The Re- 
gister, however, states, in his corrected statement, 
that a portion of these notes, so stated as having 
been redeemed or returned into the treasury, were 
notes issued under other acts, and for interest paid, 
and should thus be deducted from theabove amount 
of $2,385,329 63. He does so deduct the sum of 
$142,979 63, and, after having so deducted it, sub- 
tracts the amount. This is all right as far as it 
goes, but the error consists in this: He proceeds 
to ‘‘deduct also treasury notes, redeemed and 
issued under acts prior to acts of 22d July, 1846, 
also part of said sum of $2,385,329 63, $67,622.” 
This is clearly wrong. This amount clearly re- 
duced by so much the amount which was to be 
subtracted, and thus increased instead of diminishing 
the amount of treasury notes to be accounted for 
from the sum of $1,401,900 to $1,537,143. 

It will be seen that this statement shows the dis- 
crepancy to be greater than shown by the report 
of the Secretary, owing to the fact that the pay- 
ment made on account of former loans is deducted. | 
The explanation of this discrepancy, and the mode 
in which the accounts are made to balance, is 
shown as follows: 


« Deduct also the amount of treasury notes issued under 
acts of 1846 and 1847, which were in the hands of the ac- 
counting officers on the first of October, 1847, and not cov- 
ered by warrant, but which notes when covered will make 
the charge against the treasury equal to the notes converted 
into stock or received for public dues $1,401,900.” 


(I have shown that this sum should be $1,537,- 
143.) I know not, sir, that I understand this state- 
ment. I hope some of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, particularly those who are especially 


ee 
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in the confidence of the Executive and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, will enlighten us in this 
matter, which, to my eyes, appears to be not re- 
markable for clearness, however much it may have 
been the wish of the officers at the department to 
throw light on this subject. Let us, however, look 
at this explanation in connection with table G, from 
which the estimated balance, which is to be avail- 
able for the year ending July 1, 1848, istaken. In 
relation to the amount of the actual avails received 
from loans and treasury notes during the year 
ending June 30, 1847, and the first quarter ending 
Ottober 1, 1847, there is no controversy. The 
question is as to the amount available during the 
residue of the year. The table is as follows: 
G.—Amount available on the lst Octoher, 1847, of the loans 
| of 1846 and 1847. 
Of the loan of 1846—loan of. .$10,000,000 00 
Stock issued in °46, $4,999,149 45 
Stock issued in ’47, 2,096,100 00 
Treasury notes out- 
standing...... .-+ 1,255,850 00 
————-——— 8,351,099 45 


Of the loan of 1847—loan of. . .23,000,000 00 
| Stock issued...... $4,339,856 00 
Notes outstanding 14,028,750 00 


1,648,900 55 


18,363,606 00 


6,285,295 55 


Register’s Office, December 1, 1847. 
DANIEL GRAHAM, Register. 


| It thus appears that, on the “Ist October, 1847, 


| TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


the stock issued on the two loans amounted to 
$11,435,105 45, and the outstanding treasury notes 


ii amounted to $15,279,600. These sums taken to- 


| gether and deducted from the whole amount of 
| $33,000,000, leaves an amount of available notes, 


I| by the table, of $6,285,294 55. The stock havin 


| been issued, and being on a long loan, it is a fixe 
amount, and the only question which arises is in 
relation to the ‘‘ notes outstanding.” If that is 
correct, the balance of $6,285,294 55 is correct. Is 
the amount too large or too small ?: If it is meant 
that some of the notes which are entered as out- 

standing, are in fact returned to the treasury, and 
| not entered on the books, the difficulty would by 
| this only be increased, and the discrepancy made 
i so much the greater. If, on the cefttrary, it is 
meant that the amount of notes really outstanding 
is larger than the apparent amount, because the 
amount has been actually disposed of, and the 
money received by the department, but the notes 
not actually issued, the result would certainly be 
to reduce the balance, and to show that the esti- 
mated amount of available means for the year was 
not $6,285,294 55, but $1,401,900 less than that 
amount; which in no manner relieves the diffi- 
culty, but shows that he has made the ve 
error which is claimed, and that his report is 
not to be relied upon for accuracy on this subject, 
and the amount of available means is so much 
less. 

My own impression is, that in this statement, as 
in the others, ıt is only an indication of the utter 
confusion and darkness which prevails in the de- 
partment of the treasury. And if I am correct in 
stating that the error of over $135,000 exists in the 
statement of the Register, it leads to the supposition 
that the amount of $1,401,900 is inserted to force a 
balance. 

This difficulty is also sought to be explained by 
a writer in the ‘* Union” of yesterday evening, who 
himself in no way meets the difficulty. The ex- 
planation is as follows: 


« The explanation is very easy. Authority is given by law 
to reissue such treasury notes as may be reccived in pay- 
ment of public dues or redeemed with specie, provided that 
the total outstanding at any one time does not exceed a cer- 
tain amount. In this way, atter having received upwards 
of twenty-five millions from Joans and treasury notes in the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1847, and nearly seven millions 
in the quarter ending Septeinber 30, the Government had 
still power on the Ist of October to borrow upwards of six 
millions; because part of the treasury notes previously ia- 
sued had been redeemed and were by Jaw reissuable.’’ 


It will be perceived that I have deducted the 
‘“ part of the treasury notes previously issued 
(which) had been redeemed and were by law re- 
issuable,” and that the balance above referred to 
still remains. J l 

I refer to this article, because on its face it ap- 
pears to have come from some officer in the Treas- 
ury Department, and is thus semi-official. If any 
gentleman in the House will say that it does not 
proceed from any such semi-official source, I will 
throw it out of consideration. 


— 
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———— 4,636,394 00 - 
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Thave in this statement taken the report of the 
Secretary throughout as correct, but in relation to 
one very important element he appears, from his 
own tables, to be clearly wrong. 

In statement B, the amount of avails of treasury 
notes, &c., for the quarter ending 3tth Septem- 
ber, 1847, is,.as often before stated, the sum of 
46,915,078; “ redemption of treasury notes and 
interest,” on the other side of the same account, 
Is $2,385,329 63. 

‘B.— Statement of duties, revenues, and public expenditures, for 
the first quarter of the fiscal year from 1st of July to 30th 
of September, 1847, agreeably to warrants issued, exclusive 
of trust funds. 

RECEIPTS. 


From customs...... ere cov ccccccsscescoe $11,106,257 41 
From sales of public lands ......+...++ seve 896,883 47 
From miscellaneous and incidental sources. . 58,503 47 
From avails of treasury notes issued 

under act of 22d July, 1845. ...... $250,000 
From avails of treasury notes issued 
_ -under act of 28th January, 1847.. .4,225,800 
From avails of loan of 22d July, 1846 111,000 
From avails of loan of 28th January, 

TOA E (E E O weeeeeeve 2,328,278 


6,915,078 00 
$18.976,752 35 


EXPENDITURES. _ 
Civil list, misceHaneous, and foreign inter- 


COUFSE.... cece ccevccccsccrserececccsce $1, I]6 689 44 


Army proper, Xe. .......+-. breves rr rr ... 8,717,583 66 
Fortifications, ordnance, arming militia, &c. 577,280 67 
Indian department .......... EE es 691,795 05 
Pensions .......cseeees EEPE EE Wie T x 583,332 36 
Naval eatablishment.“...... be opecessoece »- 2,384,805 45 
Redemption of treasury notes and interest... 2,385,329 63 
Redemption of three per cent. stock...... ae 257 04 
Reimbursement registered debts........... i 234 17 
Interest on the publie debt.....sesooesoces. 11,196 28 


$16,469,194 69 


Now, Mr. Chairman, it is quite apparent that 
in this sum are improperly placed such portion of 
thé treasury notes as were funded during this quar- 


ter, and for which stock was issued, and equally | 


apparent that it should not be so placed. That it 
is so placed, is apparent by referring to schedule 
M of the report, which is a statement of the 
t reimbursement of treasury notes monthly, from 
December 1, 1846, to December 1, 1847.”’ 

It also appears, by a reference to table KK, that 
the full amount of treasury notes received during 
the months embraced in that quarter was: 


From the CUSTOMS... ccc cccccc cece cccscscsoscc ces sal 00 
And by table X, from the public lands...... 1,850 


; $39,350 
Showing that the whole amount paid in for duties 
and lands was less than $40,000. 


(EE EE E a E r E d 


This also appears from the article in the ‘*Union” | 


to which I have already referred, as follows: 

In the amount given in table B. (namely, $2,385,329 63) 
appear to he included treasury notes redeemed by conver- 
sion into stocks, as wel! as by receipt for public dues and 
payments of money.” 


This mistake is the more remarkable, because, | 


in deducting the amount of redemption of treasury 
notes in the previous fiscal year, he makes the 
deduction of those which were funded, and only 
places the balance as the amount which is to be 


deducted, as reducing the avails of the portion of | 


the loan available during the year. 

This was clearly correct, because, if treasury 
notes for a given amount are converted into a loan, 
the debt thereby only assumes a permanent instead 
of a temporary character; but the operation in no 
way diminishes the avails previously received for 
the notes. 

Correcting this small error of over two and a 
quarter millions, the following is the result, as ap- 
pears from the Secretary ’s report: 

Avails of treasury notes and loans during the 


year ending June 30, 1847........... Salon 
Deduct amount of treasury notes redeemed.. 


5,679,189 45 

2.361.397 07 
$23,317,802 38 
Avails of treasury notes for quar- 

ter ending October 1, 1847, (ta- 

ble B)..cccccccccccccvccc cee oO, 915,078 00 
Deduct for avails of treas- 

ury notes paid for duties 

same time, as per table 

KK e+e 37,590 
1,850 

39,350 00 


Do. public lands (X). Svea 


6,875,728 00 


Actual net avails of treasury notes and loans 
during the year and quarter ending Septem- 
ber 30, 1847 evoeeovee @seee eo e008 s 

According to these statements 
tary of the Treasury, the amount available 
for the residue of the year would be....... 2,806,469 62 


$33.000,000 CO 


30,193,530 38 


| lions more than the whole amount. 
: of theee errors is somewhat remarkable. 


In view also of these corrections, let us see to 
what result the Secretary is reduced: 
Avails of treasury notes and | 


Joans, as above......:.....§320,0/9,199 45 
Deduet redeemed....... +e... 2,361,397 07 
——— $R,3177R 38 


Avails of treasury notes, as 


BOVE... 2... coe sears 6,915.078 
Deduct redeemed......0+ os 39,350 
—— 6,875,728 00 
Estimated avails of treasury notes and loans 6,225,294 55 
$35,478,724 93 


This amount will be varied only by the sum 
which may have been paid in during the quarter 
for other debts due the Government, aside from the 
customs and public lands, which must be very 
trifling. | 

It thus appears that the Secretary, with what he 
has already received from the thirty-three millions 
of treasury notes, and what he estimates for the 
future, calculates upon about three and a half mil- 
The history 


1. The department, on the 19th January, say 
that they had omitted, by mistake, a statement of 
the actual receipts from treasury notes for the first 
quarter of this fiscal year, $6,915,078. 

2. By the report of the Secretary, deducting the 
receipts from the expenditures, it appears that the 
mistake in under-estimating the excess of expend- 
itures is about $1,132,000. 

3. By the explanatory statement of the Register 
of the Treasury, it appears that this excess is about 
$1,000,000. 

4. By correcting the apparent error in statement 
in table B of the redemption of treasury notes, the 
error in relation to treasury notes is shown to be 
about $3,500,000 l 

There is another most serious and acknowledged 
err®, to which I wish to call the attention of the 
House. It isin relation to the amount of public 
debt paid during certain periods. ,Statement E, in 
the report of the Secretary, is headed, ‘‘ Statement 
of the amount of the public debt paid from Ist 
December, 1846, to Ist December, 1847,” and the 
amount is $9,046,511 35; and below, and connect- 
ed with it, ** Statement of the amount of interest on 
the public debt, from Jst December, 1846, to Ist 
December 1847.” The amount of this is $1,433,- 
850 29; being together the sum of $10,480,362 14. 
Thus showing the amount of debt and interest 

aid during the twelve months ending Ist Decem- 
er, 1847. 

Table Q, in the same report, is headed as follows: 
« Table of payments made annually on account of 
the interest and principal of public debt, from the 
4th March, 1789, to the Ist December, 1847.” 
From this it appears that the total amount of pay- 
ments of public debt and interest from the Ist July, 
1846, to lst December, 1847, seventeen months, 
and embracing the same months as in table E, 
is $9,261,259 08; that is, that the amount paid for 
seventeen months is $1,219,103 06 less than the 
other table shows to have been paid for a part of 
the time. 

It will be perceived that the object of both these 
tables was only different in this respect, that the 
first gave the payments for one year, and the other 
for a series of years; and yet, this enormous dis- 
crepancy! 

The ‘* Union,” in the article referred to above, 
acknowledges this error as follows: 


& Looking through the tables appended to the report, we 
find two others, whieh may require explanation. Table E, 
on page 43, contains a statement of the amount of public debt 
paid from December 1, 1846, to December 1, 1847, amount- 
ing, principal and interest, to $10,480,362 10. Table Q, on 
page 67, contains a statement of the payments made annu- 
ally on account of the principal and interest of the public 
debt, from the 4th of March, 1789, to the Ist of December, 
1847. Here we find that the payments on these accounts, from 
July 1, 1846, to June 30, 1247, amounted to $6,722,021] 39; 
and from June 30 to December }, 1847, to $2,539,237 69— 
together, $9,201,259 08. 

‘s How is this? According to table E, the payments on 
account of the public debt amounted, in twelve months, to 
nearly ten millions and a half; while, according to table Q, 
the payments on the same account amounted, in seventeen 
months, to little more than nine millions and a quarter ; 
while in these seventeen months are included the very 
twelve months that are embraced in table E.” 


This attempted explanation is too long to be 
inserted. Indeed it is no explanation at all, but 
only amounts to a statement that the trouble arises 
from the confused mode of keeping the accounts 
at the treasury. This is no apology whatever for 
these two conflicting statements in the same report, 
for the same materials were on hand in one case as 


1 


in the other. If the Secretary does not know the 
amount of debt paid in the time named, he should 
give place to some one who can find it out. 

In view of these facts, it may be useful to pause 
and examine for a moment the financial labors of 
the head of the Treasury Department. During the 
last session of Congress he estimates the amount 
required to meet all the expenses of the Govern- 
ment to the 30th of June, 1848, and asks for a loan 
to meet the deficiency. All that he asks is granted; 
but before one-half of the year is passed, he 
informs Congress that his calculations were alt 
wrong, and that an additional loan would be re- 
quired of about eighteen and a half millions of dol- 
lars to meet the expenses of the Government to that 
time. This communication is made to Congress 
on the 9th of December; but by the time that the 
communication is printed in full, on the 19th of 
January, he informs Congress, through the Chief 
Clerk, that he had made the gross error of more 
than six millions nine hundred thousand dollars, 
and that his receipts had been that much more. 
than he was aware of when he made his report, 
and that the amount of the loan might be dimin- 
ished to that extent. There is much parade of the 
mistake of a clerk in preparing statements, and 
very unnecessary trouble is expended in showing 
how this rror occurred. It is far more remarkable 
that any man should ever be at the head of the 
Treasury that could, by any possibility, make a 
mistake in stating his resources at nearly Seven 
millions of dollars short of the true amount. What 
kind of knowledge must he have of the finances of 
the country, if he can lose this sum without know- 
ing it, or, which is the same thing, in the formal 
annual official communication to Congress, make 
a statement of the actual receipts into the treasury 
seven millions short of the amount. The error is 
one which shows an utter ignoranee of the affairs 
of the department and the state of the finances of 
the country which is truly alarming. 

In order, however, to show the incompetenc 
of the head of this department more strikingly, 1¢ 
now appears that his original mistake was not as 
reat as he supposed it was; and in his correction 
of the former blunder, he has made another of a 
very serious amount. 

Mr. Chairman, a most serious question arises : 
What confidence have we in the safety of the 
funds of the Government? I mean not to charge 
any dishonesty upon the head of that department; 
far from it. But where is the check upon the 
large number of persons through whose hands, in 
one form or another, the money, and treasury 
notes, and stock certificates pass? What is the 
system of accountability? Does the Secretary 
mean to issue, in violation of law, the amount of 
treasury notes which he says will be available 
during the present fiscal year? How many mil- 
lions of treasury notes must be lost or stolen in 
order to enable the Secretary to discover the loss? 
Why does not the public voice indignantly de- 
mand that these matters should be explained, and 
that the dreaming philosopher at the head of the 
Treasury, with all his schemes, notions of free 
trade, and his laborious trifling, should give up 
his post to a person having some practical skill in 
the affairs of life—some knowledge of the finances 
of the country? The reason doubtless is, that 
the millions upon millions which are squandered, 
worse than thrown away in this miserable war 
with Mexico, renders the public quite indifferent 
to minor matters. The repeated and successive 
blunders and counter-blunders of millions of dol- 
lars, which would, in any other period of our 
history, have thrust any Secretary from office, 
covered him with disgrace, and made him the 
reproach and by-word of the whole land, is justly 
considered as only one of the minor-enormities of 
this Administration. This horrible war with Mex- 
ico, and, most of all, the nefarious and heathenish 
principles openly avowed by men occupying re- 
sponsible stations in the Government—the publicly 
setting at naught the eternal and unchangeable 
principles of justice, of right, and of truth, and the 
control of a superintending Providence, the law of 
the Almighty Ruler of the Universe, and worship- 
ping ‘‘ destiny’’—relying upon superior power, in- 
dulging in an unholy thirst for empire—these things 
may well, as they do, occupy the public mind, and 
the extremest confusion and disorder, if nothin 
worse, in the finances, may well be considered 
as of minor consequence. 

° It may be amusing to inquire what has occupied 
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the attention of the learned and laborious Secre- 
tary, for he is distinguished for curious learning 
and the most severe labors. It has not been the 
common-place duties of understanding the condi- 
tion of his department and attending to the dull 
routine of their discharge, which has been the 
ambition of his predecessors, but visions, dreams, 
revelations have engrossed the mind of the Secre- 
tary—‘‘ enthusiasm,” as the organ calls it. In- 
terminable tables of figures, of no value except to 
exhibit great and bootless labor, tending to no 
practical results; learned and abstract disquisi- 
tions; the most wild and extravagant calculations, 
have occupied the weary days and sleepless nights 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. So imaginative 
and poetical a head of the department surely was 
never before seen. Let us turn to what may well 
be called the poetry of finance. The Secretary has 
the rare talent of making the figures of arithmetic 
the vehicle of the wildest visions of the imagina- 
tion; and I am sure, Mr. Chairman, after the 
patient attention which has béen given to my dry 
details, the committee are surely entitled to what- 
ever is amusing and poetical in the matter. 

The Secretary, in the 23d page of his report, 
says: ‘‘ By table BB, it appears that the augment- 
‘ ation of our domestic exports, exclusive of specie, 
‘last year, compared with the preteding, was 
* $48,856,802, or upwards of 48 per cent; and, at 
‘ the same rate per cent. per annum of augmenta- 
‘ tion, would amount, in 1849, per table CC, to 
+ $329,959,993, or much greater than the domestic 
‘ export from State to State. The future per cent- 
‘ age of increase may not be so great.” 

his table CC is a curiosity in its way: 
CC.—Statement showing what the domestic exports of the 

United States, exclusive of gold and silver, would be on the 

30th of June, 1849, if, during each of the three years suc- 


ceeding the last fiscal year, the per centage of augmentution 
were the sume as during the last fiscal year. 


The increase of domestic exports of the United States, ex- 
clusive of gold and silver, on the 30th of June, 1847, as 


compared with the year 1846, was $48,656,502—being 
48.039316 per cent. 
Domestic ex- | Per cent. | Domestic 
Years. jports, excRisive| 48.00316. exports. |Years. 
of specie. 
June 30 
1846 | $101,718,042 
1847 150,574,244 | $72,323,506 |$222,898,356! 1848 
1848 222,898,350 | 107,061,643 | 329,959,993} 1849 
1849 329,959,993 | 158,485,063 | 488,445,050/ 1850 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 

"  Regisler’s Office, December 1, 1847. 
DANIEL GRAHAM, Register. 

I do not know, sir, why the Secretary should 

have stopped with the year 1850. I have figured 
myself a little on this subject. I had not the 
courage to encounter the vulgar fractions; and, 
instead of the annual per centage of increase of 
48 316-10,000ths, I have taken fifty per cent., as a 
few millions are of no consideration in dealing 
with such enormous sums. I find, sir, by thus 
following out the table, the amount of domestic 
exports in 1855 would be over $3,800,000,000— 
three thousand eight hundred millions of dollars! 
‘And by the time this twenty years’ loan would 
become due, the amount would be beyond compu- 
tation. 
_ The Secretary has extravagantly over-estimated 
in his report the amount of productive industry of 
the country at $3,000,000,000 annually, and yet, if 
his table of calculations is to be followed out, in 
1855 the annual domestic exports on its basis would 
be greater than the entire productive industry of 
the country. 

I do not mean to be understood to say, that the 
Secretary estimates that this rate of increase is to 


continue. Indeed, he or ie in so many words, 
“‘the future per centage of increase may not be so 
great.” 


It is to be presumed that he had some practical 
object in view in the statements above, and in giv- 
ing us this elaborate calculation. I do not charge 
him with a deliberate purpose to mislead and de- 
ceive the public by such exhibits. I am inclined 
to think it is only the “ enthusiasm” that the editor 
of the *‘ Union” admired so much—the result of 
vague, indefinite, visionary schemes and notions, 
which on many pther occasions have distinguished 
B ara date of this functionary. 

e follows up this same course of reasoning in 
table SS, of his report, which is a “‘ statement show- 
‘ing what the tonnage of the United States would 
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‘be on the 30th June, 1857, if, during each of the 
‘ ten years succeeding the last fiscal year, the per 
‘centage of augmentation were the same as during 
‘ the last fiscal year.” 

This calculation shows the tonnage during the 
year 1847 as being $2,839,046, and the estimated 
tonnage in 1857 to be $7,926,377. What can be 
more insulting to the common sense of the nation 
than such calculations, were it not that they are 
too laughable to excite any other feeling than amuse- 
ment? 

I am reminded by gentlemen around me that the 
Secretary has pursued the same course of figuring 
in relation to other matters; but I forbear to mul- 
tiply instances of this kind, and will only add one 
further extract from his report. On the 22d page 
he says: 

& An addition of thirty cents each to the consumption of 
eur products exchanged from State to State by our own 
people would furnish an increased market of the value only 
of $6,300,000; whereas an increase of thirty cents each, by 
a system of liberal exchanges with the people of all the 
world, would give us a market for an additional value of 


$300,000,000 per annum of our exports. Such an addition 
cannot occur by refusing to receive in exchange the products 


of other nations, and demanding the $300,000,000 per annum: 


in specie, which could never be supplied ; but, by receiving 
foreign products at low duties in exchange for our exports, 
such an augmentation might take place. The only obstacles 
to such exchanges are the duties and the freights.”? 

What can be more absurd than this statement! 
I need not say, Mr. Chairman, that I have no per- 
sonal unkind feelings towards the Secretary of the 
Treasury. {have commented freely, and in terms 
which I think they deserved, upon his public acts, 
and the mode in which he has administered the 
affairs of his department. I think, since he has 
been in this office, he has done more to the injury 
of the country than any other man. He has pre- 
ferred the praise and approbation of our commercial 
rivals to the true prosperity and peace of his coun- 
try, and has never brought to the administration of 
the finances of the country those qualities of prac- 
tical wisdom, sound sense, and enlarged experience 
so necessary in the management of the affairs of the 
Treasury Department. 

I had designed, sir, to have said something on 


the subject of the loan bill which has passed this ` 


House, and may return to us again, but my time 
is exhausted. 

Mr. McLANE addressed the committee as fol- 
ows: 

Mr. Cuairnman: I do not rise to reply to the 
honorable gentleman from Connecticut, (Mr. Rock- 
WELL,] who has just taken his seat. To an hon- 
orable friend on my left [Mr. McKay] more ap- 
propriately bélongs that task; and though the 
gentleman from Connecticut enjoys in his own 
State no mean repute as a financier, yet I do not 
think the assault he has just made on the estimates 
of the Secretary of the Treasury will prove to rest 
on any surer foundation than that which served to 
sustain the efforts of those on the other side of the 
House who have preceded him, in the hitherto 
fruitless task of impeaching the accuracy of Mr. 
Walker’s estimates. To those estimates I propose 
to direct some reflections. But, before doing so, 
I desire to refer to a speech delivered in this Hall 
some weeks since by an honorable gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. R. W. THompson.] The very 
great latitude allowed to debate, in the consider- 
ation of the bill now before the committee—and 
more particularly the example presented on day 
before yesterday, when the very topics to which I 
propose to refer were covered in all their aspects, 
personal and political—renders all apology un- 
necessary for the trespass I am about to commit 
on the indulgence of the committee. 


The honorable gentleman from Indiana has been 
pleased to consider it his peculiar function to vin- 
dicate the truth of ey in so far as he has 
found that history violated in the expression of 
my views and opinions upon the abstract justice 
and necessity of this Mexican war. I have, he 
says, entirely mistaken the ier questions of his- 
tory which are involved in the origin and prosecu- 
tion of the war; and having thus mistaken and 
misstated these questions, he finds I have made 
my erroneous view of them subserve the party 
purposes of the existing Administration. To use 
his own language, he says: 

« The gentleman, in my conception, has entirely mistaken 
the great questions of history which are involved in the ori- 
gin and prosecution of the war; and has made these ques- 
tions, thus misstated by him, subseyve what, I think I shall 
be able tọ show, were exclusively and entirely the party 
purposes of this Administration. 


“The fondemens speech, as originally written out by 
himself, Í presume, and published in the “ Union,” con- 
tained the assumption—in order to justify the President of 
the United States in the issuance of the order of the 13th 
January, 1846, for the march of the army to the yalley of the 
Rio Grande—that the President, in his message of Decem- 
ber, 1845, had communicated to Congress the fact that Gen- 
eral Taylor had been ordered to marth the army to the 
valley of the Rio Grande. I quote his words. He says: ‘In 
‘ December, 1845, Congress was informed that General Tay- 
‘lor had been assigned to the defence of the country west 
í to the Rio Grande.’ 

« Now, I have carefully looked into the history of this 
thing; I have carefully examined all the publie documents 
upon which I can lay my hands, and nowhere do I find, 
from the beginning to the end of all the communications 
which emanated from the President of the United States in 
December, 1845, or prior to that time, the declaration that 
General Taylor had heen ordered to march ‘the troops under 
his command to the Rio Grande. There was no such mes- 
sage, no such document to be found, no such political fact 
recorded in the history of the country. The President of 
the United States did communicate to Congress in Decem- 
ber, 1845, that he had assigned General Taylor to the com: 
mand of the army, and that his position was to be taken be- 
tween the Nueces and the Rio Grande; but not that he was 
to march éo the Rio Grande. The Secretary of War, at the 
commencement of that session, communicated to. Congress 
intelligence of the fact that General Taylor had been as- 
signed to the command of the country between the Nueces 
and the Rio Grande, with an “ultimate destination” to the 
Rio Grande—with a purpose of ultimately occupying the 
valley of the Rio Grandes but nowhere, either in the mes- 
sage of the President, or in the report of the Secretary of 
War, was there any communication made to Congress that 
General Taylor was assigned to the command of the army, 
and ordered to march to the Rio Grande.” 


Sir, here is a somewhat ostentatious champion- 
ship of the truth of history, by my honorable 
friend, couched, it is true, in terms of grace and 
courtesy, and introduced with a very gracious and 
complimentary expression of respect for the man» 
ner and ability with which I applied myself to the 
work of error and misrepresentation, to subserve 
the party purposes of this Administration. 

Sir, my honorable friend must permit me to sdy 
that I lose sight of the gratification 1 should natu- 
rally feel for his very flattering judgment of my 
ability or eloquence, deserved or undeserved, when 
he is pleased to accompany the expression of his 
judgment with such grave allegations. 

Sir, I should not long ‘possess my own self- 
respect, if I could misstate the history of my coun- 
try to subserve the party purposes of this or any 
other Administration. 4 do not imagine that the 
honorable gentleman would impute to me any in- 
tentional misstatement of this history; but I am 
not disposed to avoid the issue he has raised, b 
an acknowledgment of error or negligence. I feel, 
sir, the responsibility which rests upon us all, in 
our deliberations here, to consider maturely the 
subjects that engage our attention; and I have 
such respect for this House, that I cannot acknowl- 
edge I have either mistaken or misstated the histor- 
ical facts connected with this Mexican war ques- 
tion, until I meet with other instructions than is 
afforded by the speech of the honorable gentleman 
from Indiana. The first issue oome by this 
speech is to be found in the following words, as 
stated in the extract just read from the pamphlet 
copy of his speech, which he politely handed to 
me immediately on its publication, to wit: 

‘c In DECEMBER, 1845, CONGRESS WAS INFORM- 
ED THAT GENERAL TAYLOR HAD BEEN ASSIGNED 
TO THE DEFENCE OF TIIE COUNTRY WEST OF THE 
Rio GRANDE.” , , 

I propose, sir, to repeat and reaffirm this posi- 
tion: and historical statement, in all its original 
integrity; and I shall present from the record the 
most positive and affirmative proof of its accuracy. 
I shall then, sir, feel it my duty to comment upon, 
and, if I may be allowed the expression, to ex- 
pose, the very extraordinary statements and argu- 


ments submitted by the gentleman from Indiana, 
in refutation of this relation of historical fact, 


taken almost literally from the annual report of 
the Secretary of War. I shall, I think, convict 
my honorable friend of the sin of omission, in not 
seeing what was on the face of the record; and of 
the sin of commission, in saying that he found on 
the record that which is not on the record at all. 
I shall then, further, I think, satisfy him that he 
has misapprehended the record when he read it cor- 
rectly, and misapplied it after he misapprehend- 
ed-it, by offering it in refutation of a statement of 
fact entirely different from the relation of historical 
fact he had engaged to overturn. As positive and 
affirmative proof that I was accurate in the position 
that, ‘in December, 1845, Congress was informed 
‘ that General Taylor had been assigned to the defence 
‘ of the country west to the Rio Grande,” I beg to 
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read from the President’s message. of December 
2, 1845: 

‘©The jurisdiction of the United States—which, at the 
formation of the Federal Constitution, was bounded by the 
St. Mary’s,on the Atlantic—has passed the capes of Florida, 


and been peacefully extended to the Del Norte.” 
5 * * 7. _*® Kad * k * * 


“ Since that time, Mexico has, until recently, occupied 
an attitude of hostility towards the United States—has been 
marshalling and organizing armies, issuing proclamations, 
and avowing the intention to make war on the United 
States, either by an open declaration, or by invading Texas. 
Both the Congress and convention of the people of Texas 
invited this Governinent to send an army into that territory, 
to protect and defend them against the menaced attack. 
The moment the terms of annexation offered by the United 
States were accepted by Texas, the latter became so far a 
part of our own country as to make it our duty to afford 
such protection and defence. I therefore deemed it proper, 
as a precautionary measure, to order a strong squadron to 
the coasts of Mexico, and to concentrate an efficient military 
force on the western frontier of Texas. Our army was or- 
dered to take position in the country between the Nucces and 
the Del Norte, and to repel any invasion of the ‘Texan terri- 
tory which might be attempted by the Mexican forces.”? 

And also from the Secretary of War’s report, 
November 29, 1845, and communicated to Con- 
gress with the message of December 2, 1845: 

s The ready acceptance on the part of Texas of the terms 
of annexation proffered by this Governinent, excited the ill- 
will of the Government of Mexico. That Republic menaced 
the immediate commencement of hostilities against the 
United States, and set on foot, as it was said, extensive 
preparations to invade and subjugate Texas. Pursuant to 
your directions, an army of occupation was assembled in 
that State, and Brigadier General Taylor assigned to the 
command of it. He was instructed to repel Mexican ag- 
gressions, and to protect the country from Indian invasions ; 
to regard the Rio del Norte as its western boundary ; and to 
select a position for his forces with reference to this frontier, 
but to leave unmolested Mexican settlements, and also mil- 
itary posts, should there be any such -posts on the east bank 
of that river which were in the occupency of Mexican forces 
previously to the period when Texas assented to the terms of 
annexation.” 
` I read thus at length, that there may be no room 
left for misapprehension in regard to the only point 
at issue, to wit: | 

«¢ In December, 1845, Congress was informed that General 
Taylor had been assigned to the defence of the country west to 
the Rio Grande.” 

I would now, sir, turn for a moment to this vol- 
unteer championship of historical truth. What 
does my friend from Indiana say, to refute the po- 
sition thus affirmatively and positively proved from 
the record? He says, in the extractfrom his speech 
which I have just read: 

s Now, I have curefully looked into the history of this thing; 
I have carefully exumined all the public documents upon which 
Ican lay my hands; and nowhere do I find, from the hegin- 
ning to the end of all the communications which emanated from 
the President of the United States in December, 1845, or prior 
to that time, THE DECLARATION THAT GENERAL TAYLOR 
HAD BEEN ORDERED TO MARCH HIS TROOPS TO THE Rio 
GRANDE.’? 


Now, sir, here is a misapprehension and a mis- 
statement of the position he proposed to refute— 
here is the substitution of the idea of an express 
order to march troops to the Rio Grande, instead 
of my real position, so very explicitly stated in 
his own speech, ‘‘ that General Taylor had been as- 
signed to the defence of the country west to the Rio 
Grande’’—a distinction the more important, when 
we consider the sequel of my argument, which 

left the responsibility of selecting, or advising the 
selection of, the particular posts to be occupied, 
with the commanding general, and referred the 
whole responsibility of taking mifitary possession 
west to the Rio Grande, to the positive orders of 
our Government, issued as early as June, 1845, in- 
formation of which was communicated to Congress 
in December, 1845, as fully appears from the rec- 
ord just read; while the particular order of Janu- 
ary 13, 1846, was subordinate to the original and 
primitive action of the Government in June, 1845, 
and was taken, in concurrence with the command- 
ing general, as a further and necessary means of 
maintaining our boundary and possession to the 
Rio Grande, which Congress had been informed 
was already designated to General Taylor as the 
western frontier of Texas. - 

Sir, I cannot suppose that the honorable gentle- 
man from Indiana designedly misapprehended or 
misstated the position he had undertaken to con- 
trovert; therefore, sir, I assume that he considered 
the idea he here expresses in regard to an order to 
march troops to the Rio Grande as identical with 
my position, that General Taylor had been assign- 
ed to the defence of the country west to the Rio 
Grande—a position which the gentleman from In- 
diana will feel and acknowledge, is fully sustained 
by the report ofthe Secretary of War, which, not- 
withstanding his careful examination of all the 
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documenis, was overlooked by the gentleman from 
Indiana. I am the more confirmed in this impres- 
sion, from the fact that the gentleman says, in the 
extract from his speech which l have read, that 
“the Secretary of War, at the commencement of that 
‘ session (December, 1845,) communicated to Con- 
s gress intelligence of the fact that General Taylor had 
‘ been assigned to the command of the country between 
‘ the Nueces and the Rio Grande, with an ‘ ultimate 
‘ destination’ to the Rio Grande.” 

I am constrained to believe the honorable gen- 
tleman never read the report of the Secretary of 
War, for there is no such communication or state- 
ment in it as that.which [ have just stated in the 
terms and language of the honorable gentleman 
from Indiana. All that is to be found in that re- 

ort about the orders to General Taylor, and the 
Fexan frontier, is that which I have already read, 
and which says nothing about ‘* ultimate destina- 
tion.” No such terms can be found in the report, 
from the beginning to the end; but, on the con- 
trary, the explicit declaration that General Taylor 
was assigned to the command of the army of occu- 
pation in Texas, to repel Mexican aggressions and 
to repel Indian invasions, and ‘‘to regard the Rio 
‘del Norte as its (Texas’) western boundary, and to 
‘ select a position for his forces with reference to this 
‘ frontier.” I assume, then, sir, that the gentleman 
from Indiana is not playing upon terms, and 
changing the issue ‘‘ that General Taylor had been 
assigned to the defence of the ccuntry west to the Rio 
Grande,” into the mere technical declaration ‘‘ that 
General Taylor had been ordered to march the troops 
under his command to the Rio Grande;’’ and this as- 
sumption I must make, to avoid a conclusion more 
unfortunate for that gentleman than the one I have 
already enunciated, to wit: that he has sinned a 
sin of omission, in not reading the report of the Sec- 
retary of War, when he so carefully examined all 
the documents; and a sin of commission, when he 
stated to this House that the Secretary of War, at 
the commencement of that session, (December, 
1845,) communicated to Congress one word about 
the “ultimate destination” of General Taylor. Sir, 
I have thus referred to the misapprehension of the 

osition in my speech which the gentleman from 

ndiana proposed to controvert, and to his double 
sin of omission and commission in his examination 
of the public records of history, to vindicate which 
he seemed the chosen champion. A word now 
upon his misapprehension and misapplication of 
these records, ices he has not omitted to exam- 
ine them, and where he states correctly their con- 
text. 

I refer to his view of that order fo General Tay- 


lor, in which he is instructed that his ultimate desti- 
nation was the Rio Grande. ‘This order, as the 


gentleman himself says in a subsequent part of his 
argument, was issued before the terms of annexa- 
tion offered by Congress had been accepted by 
Texas; and, as is very clear on its face, expresses 
to General Taylor the instructions of his Govern- 
ment, that his ultimate destination, when Texas 
shall have accepted our terms of annexation, will 
be the western frontier of ‘Texas—the Rio Grande 
—on or near which he will take his position. I 
will read the whole letter : 
(Confidential. ] 


Wak DEPARTMENT, June 15, 1845. 

Sır: On the 4th day of July next, or very soon thereafter, 
the convention of the people of Texas wiil probably accept 
the proposition of annexation, under the joint resolutions of 
the late Congress of the United States. That acceptance 
will constitute Texas an integral portion of our country. 

In anticipation of that event you will forthwith make a 
forward movement with the troops under your coininand, 
and advance to the mouth of the Sabine, or to such other 
point on the Guif of Mexico, or its navigable waters, as in 
your judgment may be most convenient for an embarkation 
at the proper time for the western frontier of ‘Texas. 

In leaving to your judgment to decide the route, it is in- 
tended that you choose the most expeditious, having due 
regard to the health and efficiency of the troops on reaching 
the point of destination. 

The force under your immediate command at and near 
Fort Jesup to be put in inotion on the receipt of these 
instructions, will be the third and fourth regiments of infan- 
try, and seyen companies of the second regiment of dra- 
goons. The two absent companies of the fourth infantry 
have been ordered to join their regiments. Artillery will be 
ordered from New Orleans. 

It is understood that suituble forage for cavalry cannot be 
obtained in the region which the troops are to occupy; if 
this be so, the dragoons must leave their horses and serve 
as riflemen. But it is possible that horses of the country, 
accustomed tu subsist on meager forage, may be procured if 
it be found necessary. You will therefore take the precau- 
tion to order a portion of the cavalry equipments to accom- 
pany the regiment, with a view to mounted service. 

The point of your ultimate destination is the western frontier 
of Texas, where you will select and occupy, on or near the Rio 
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Grande del Norte, such a site as will consist with the health of 


-the troops, and will be best adapted to repel invasion, und to 


tect what, in the event of annexation, wili be our western 

der. You will limit yourself to the defence of the terzitory 
of Texas, unless Mexico should declare war against the United 
States. 

Your movement to the Gulf of Mexico, and your prepara- 
tions to embark for the western frontier of Texas, are to be 
made without any delay; but you will not cffeet a landing 
on that frontier until you have yourself ascertained the due 
acceptance of Texas of the proffered terms of annexation, 
or until you receive directions from Mr. Donelson. 

I ain, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

GEORGE BANCROFT. 
To Brig. Gen. Z. TAYLOR, U. S. Army, Commanding Ist 
Dept., Fort Jesup, La. 


So much for his evident misapprehension of 
the record. But the misapplication of it is even 


.more unfortunate; for this order of June 15, 1845, 


thus misapprehended, is treated by the honorable 
gentleman as the report of the Secretary of War to 
Congress at the commencement of the session in 
December, 1845; when, in fact, it was not commu- 
nicated to Congress until May, 1846, after the war 
was commenced. .In December, 1845, Congress 
had not the opportunity to misapprehend or to 
misapply this order to General Taylor about his 
ultimate destination. They only knew what the 
President’s message and the report of the Secre- 
tary of War explicitly stated—that General Tay- 


| lor had been instructed to regard the Rio Grande 


as the western frontier of Texas, and to defend ànd 
protect the country west to that frontier. And 
this is all I have presumed to state; and It.is to 
cbntrovert this position that the honorable gentle- 
man from Indiana has so enveloped himself in ' 
errors of fact and inference. 

The importance of this position cannot be over- 
rated; for Congress, thus explicitly acquainted 
with the pony and views of the Executive in re- 
gard to the defence of our southwestern fron- 
tier, engaged in further legislation, which, I have 
argued, affirmatively sanctioned the policy of the 
Executive, and concurred in treating the Rio 
Grande as the frontier of Texas. It is to this 
question of concurrence ‘only that the position re- 
ferred to was taken, and entirely apart from the 
rightful action of our Government, which treated 
the Rio Grande as our southwestern boundary. 
In this view of the case, the abstract order to 
march to the Rio Grande becomes entirely sub- 
ordinate to the occupation of the country between 
the Nueces and the Rio Grande, west to the latter 
river, avoiding all Mexican settlements, and acting 
purely on the defensive; for Congress having once ` 
concurred in treating the Rio Grande as the fron- 
tier, the movements of troops between that river 
and the Nueces cannot be called illegal and uncon- 
stitutional, with or without the advice of the com- 
maniding general, which is only important incident- 
ally with other considerations in indicating the 
wisdom and discretion of the Executive. And in 
this view only could I refer to it; and in this view 
I mean to reaffirm and maintain the position I have 
heretofore taken on this point, which the honora- 
ble gentleman from Indiana treatsas an assumption 
equally unfounded with that of which I have just 
treated, and which not only violates the truth of 
history, but does cruel injustice to General Tay- 
lor. Sir, I will not only rescue history from such 
a champion as my friend from Indiana, but I will 
rescue General Taylor from the position which 
would do him no honor or credit. I should be 
embarrassed in performing this task, if I should 
attempt to excuse the gentleman from Indiana for 
the liberty he has taken, with General Taylor’s 
Opinions and public despatches. Sir, if to answer 
the assumptions of my argument, or to place Gen- 
eral Taylor before the country in a position which 
will enable the Whig party, without inconsistency, 
not to say self-stultification, to make him their 
party candidate for the Presidency, it be necessary 
thus to misapprehend and misstate his intercourse 
with the Government, I do not envy the ingenuity 
and courage of that gentleman who undertakes a 
task so little creditable to the political morals of 
our countrymen. On this point the gentleman from 
Indiana says: 

« Now, sir, words are very significant things ; and a single 
word misapplied often does great mischief. Other gentle- 
men have asserted that General Taylor udvised the move- 
ment to the Rio Grande. Such was the argument of my 
friend and colleague over the way, [Mr. Rosinson.] ButI 
have heard nobody, except the gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. McLane,] say that he ‘repeatedly urged it. This ac- 
cusation does very great injustice to General Taylor, a gal- 
lant and well-tried soldier; for he never either ‘ urged’ or 
repeated his advice of such a movement. On the contrary, 


all the suggestions made by him upon the subject were qual- 
ified before the issuance of theorder. Yet, notwithstanding 
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this, the gentleman says he ‘ repeatedly urged’ the marching 
of the troops to the Rio Grande. Sir, it is not easy to mis- 
take the true position of General Taylor in this matter. He 
never did positively recommend the occupancy of the Rio 
Grande valley. ° He wrote hypothetically, whenever he wrote 
to the department on the subject, always having reference 
to the ‘ultimute destination’ of his army, as previously indi- 
cated to him by both Mr. Bancroft and Mr. Marcy. TI repeat, 
therefore, that to represent him in a different position from 
that in which his published letters place him, is doing him 
great, very great injustice. If there is nothing in his posi- 
tion to do so, his distinguished services at the head of a gallant 
army should guard hiim against such accusations. Itis but 
a poor reward for his tuils now to be told, after he has braved 
the dangers of the camp and field to bring this War to an hon- 
orable termination, that he has interfered with the politica! 
pulicy of the Government, when the strict line of duty culled 
him to another and a wholly diferent sphere. As a soldier, 
he has obeyed the orders of his Government; as a coinmand- 
er, he has covered himself with imperishable tame; butin 
neither capacity has he ever undertaken to prescribe a course 
of political policy for this Administration. He kuows his 
duty too well, and I do not believe that he would swerve 
froin its straightest line for power, patronage, or place.”? 


Sir, the material issue here is simple—to wit: 
that General Taylor advised, repeatedly urged the 
advance movement of our troops from Corpus 
Christi further west to the Rio Grande, upon both 
political and military considerations. Now, sir, I 
will not exchange, at this moment, with the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, any opinion about General 
Taylor’s political or military character. I shall 
respect him by confining myself to the question at 
issue. I shall maintain, by affirmative proof, the 
eee have already taken, and since assailed 

y the gentleman from Indiana. I will then make 
a more particular reference to the terms and argu- 
ment in which that honorable gentleman would 
controvert my position. I read from the despatches 
of October 4, and November 7, 1845: ™ 


Extract of a letter from General Taylor, dated Corpus Ohristi, 
October 4, 1845. 

& It is with great deference that I make any suggestions 
on topics which may become matter of delicate negotiation; 
but if our Government, in settling the question of boundary, 
makes the line of the Rio Grande an ultimatuin, I cannot 
douht that the settlement will be greatly facilitated and 
hastened by our taking possession at once of one or two suit- 
able points on or quite near that river. Our strength and 
state of preparation should be displayed in a manner not to 
be mistaken. However salutary may be the effect produced 
upon the border people by our presence here, we are too 
far from the frontier to impress the Governinent uf Mexico 
with our readiness to vindicate, by force of arms, if neces- 
sary, our title tothe country ds far as the Rio Grande. The 
‘army of occupation’ will, in a few days, be concentrated 
at this point, in condition for vigorous and efficient service. 
Mexico having as yet made no positive declaration of war, 
or committed any overt act of hostilities, I do not feelat 
liberty, under my instructions, particularly those of July 8, 
to inake a forward movement to the Rio Grande without 
authority from the War Department.” 


Extract of a letter from General Taylor, dated Corpus Christi, 
Teras, November 7, 1845. 

& SIR: I respectfully enclose a copy ofa letter from Com- 
modore Conner, conimanding the home squadron, which I 
received by the ‘ Saratoga’ sloop-of-war, on the Sth instant. 
The intelligence communicated by the Commodore will 
doubtless reach the seat of Government long before the 
receipt of this letter. 

« The communication from the Secretary of War, dated 
October 16, was received and acknowledged on the ist and 
Əd instant. I purposely deterred a detailed reply to the va- 
rious points embraced in that communication until [ could 
receive an answer to mine of October 4, which covered (at 
least in part) the same ground. The inteliigence from Mez- 
ico, however, tends to modify, in some degree, the views ex- 
pressed in that communication. T'he position now occupied by 
the troops may, perhaps, be the best while negotiations ure 
pendinz, or at any rate until a disposition shall be manifested 
by Mexico tə protract them unreasonably. Under the suppo- 
sition that such may be the view of the department, I shall 
make no movement from this point, except for the purpose 
of examining the country, until further instructions are re- 
ceived. You will perceive, from my orders, that reconnois- 
santes are almost constantly in the field, the officers of 
engineers and topographical engineers rendering valuable 
service on these duties. I refer you to the reports made by 
those officers to the chiefs of their own bureaus for the in- 
formation which is thus procured in relation to the country. 
An examination of the harbor of Brazos Santiaga will be 
ordered in a few days—as soon as a proper vessel shall be- 
come disposable for that service.” 


Here, sir, General Taylor being in possession 
of full instructions from his Government, inform- 
ing him that the Rio Grande was our southwestern 
frontier, with orders issued before annexation, 
informing him {as I have shown by the order 
of June 15, 1845) that his ultimate destination, 
after the terms of annexation were accepted, would 
be that western frontier—with orders issued after 
these terms were accepted, reaffirming the original 
instructions, with qualifications in regard to iso- 
lated points and settlements in possession of Mex- 
ican authorities, and caution as to the defensive 
attitude he should maintain;—thus instructed, he 
advises the advance to the Rio Grande as a politi- 
cal movement, judicious and advisable, provided 
the Government meant to insist on the Rio Grande 
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as their ultimatum ; with which policy he had || as our western frontier; but that, as between the | 
nothing to do, and in the adoption of which he || different branches of our Government, the Presi- 


shared no responsibility—it was for him only, as 
a faithful officer of the Government, to accept their 
policy and sustain it. He wrote, as he himself 
says, with deference, and hypothetically, upon 
topics not strictly pertaining to his military func- 
tions; but sull, sir, he wrote not the less explicitly 
or frankly, and I desire to add, wisely. Meanwhile, 
sir, General ‘l'aylor hears from Commodore Con- 
ner that Mexico had agreed to negotiate, and then 
General Taylor writes the despatch of November 
7, 1845, in which he qualifies his recommendation 
for the forward movement, by expressing the opin- 
ion that ** the position now occupied by the troops 
‘may perhaps be the best while negotiations are 
‘pending; at any rate, until a disposition shall be 
‘ manifested by Mexico to protract them unreasona- 
‘bly. 

Sir, this disposition to protract them unreason- 
ably was known to our Government on the 12th of 
January, 1846; and in this contingency, the coun- 
sel of General Taylor, in his despatch of October 
4, 1845, becomes the counsel of General Taylor in 
his despatch of November 7, 1846; and thus, str, 
the recommendation for a forward movement, ad- 
vised in the despatch of October 4, is repeated in the 
despatch of November 7. So much for the politi- 
cal or diplomatic feature of these despatches. The 
concluding paragraph of the despatch of Novem- 
ber 7, refers to the sanitary considerations involv- 
ed in the military features of the campaign, and 
urges strongly upon the Government the advance 
of our troops before the warm weather should 
set in. 

Sir, upon these despatches of October 4, and No- 
vernber 7, the honorable gentleman from Indiana 
thus comments: | i 


«“ Now, Mr. Chairman, what does all this amount to? 
Does not the gentleinan see that the suggestions of General 
‘L aylor were hypothetical merely? He had, as I have already 
shown, been iutornned, both by Mr. Bancroft and Mr. Marcy, 
that his ‘ ultimate destination’ was the Rio Grande; and on 
the hypothesis only that the ariny were destined by the Gov- 
ernment to occupy that territory, he wrote to the Adminis- 
tration that if it were to Le done, for certain reasons, it was 
better that it shoulé be done at once. Butas a political re- 
commendation to this Government, General Taylor never 
did unconditionally advise that our army should be marched 
to the Rio Grande. I cannot consent that such an impres- 
sion should be sought to be made, without denial; which 
denial I now make, and will not retract, without evidence 
greatly more than 1 have yet seen. 

« Every word he has said on the subject, both in his letter 
of October 4th, and in that of November 7th, is hypotheticul 
mereJy—only conditional upon the fact that the Government 
intended to pursue the policy which had been already indi- 
cated to him by the Secretaries of War and the Navy. But 
hypothetical as it was, it was qualified—withdrawn—taken 
back, if you please, in the letter of November 7th, in which 
he distinctly informed the Administration that he ‘should 
make no movement? from Corpus Christi ‘until further in- 
structions are received? Never did any man more explicitly 
declare his designs, and it is passing strange that they should 
be so wholly misconceived.”? 

Here, sir, is the same confusion and misappre- 
hension about the terms ‘‘ ullimate destination,” 
which, as I have said, have no signification, ex- 
cept as it refers to the acceptance of our terms of 
annexation; the despatch in which it occurs telling 
General Taylor that this acceptance will take place 
about the 4th of July, on the happening of which 
his destination is the western frontier of Texas— 
the Rio Grande—on or near which he will take his 
position. 

No one doubts, sir, that this counsel of General 
Taylor was entirely independent of the responsi- 
bility and policy of the Government, which treated 
the Rio Grande as the western frontier of Texas. 
No one doubts, sir, that it was hypothetical; and 
the hypothesis in question was the already settled 
ultimatum, that the Rio Grande was our west- 
ern frontier. In this sense only did I ever refer 
to it. The merits of the original question, as to 
whether the Rio Grande was rightfully made our 
ultimatum, was not in any way connected with 
this counsel of General Taylor; nor did I so treat 
it. On the contrary, I vindicated this policy of 
the Government on its own merits, and argued that 
the whole Government concurred in adopting this 
policy. ‘The counsel of General Taylor was 
referred to incidentally, and in a sense collateral 
to the main issue. This counsel of General Tay- 
lor had, in my mind, peculiar significance in 
meeting the argument of a very accomplished 
gentleman of my own State in the other wing 
of the Capitol, who considered that our whole 
Government—Congress and the Executive—had 
concurred rightfully in treating the Rio Grande 
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dent had sinned in lack of wisdom, in ordering the 
army to the Rio Grande. In this connection, the 
whole Government being rightfully committed to 
the Rio Grande as the ultimatum, the counsel of 
General Taylor relieved the President to that ex- 
tent. His folly was shared at least by an eminent 
and judicious soldier, within reach of the enemy, 
who had been for months reflecting upon their dis- 

osition, and his own situation and responsibility. 

can well understand that the gentleman from In- 
diana should be anxious to rescue General Taylor 
from all connection with this horrid march of the 
army from Corpus Christi to the Rio Grande— 
the last issue of the Whig party; for, what with 
the very independent relation now borne by Gen- 
eral Taylor to all parties in this country, if he is 
to be separated from his new friends on this issue, 
how are they to seek a connection with him, 
without the humiliation referred to by the honor- 
able gentleman from New York, (Mr. Dvusr,|]— 
their dissolution? Taylor Whigs and Clay Whigs 
are alike anxious to shut their eyes to their own 
embarrassments. 

I have felt, sir, that with such freedom as ex- 
ists on the other side of this House, in character- 
izing the Executive expositions of the course and 
policy of the Administration as unworthy of cred- 
it, and stigmatizing in masses those who support 
this policy almost as participes criminis, with 
the imputation of error and argumentative as well 
as historical assumption laid at my door individ- 
ually,—I have felt, | say, bound thus to present a- 
full exposition, to rebuke (if I may so say) this 
somewhat ostentatious arraignment of my accu- 
racy. Besides, sir, I do not choose to be made 
the occasion of calling out either Clay Whigs or 
Taylor Whigs to the vindication of General Taylor’s 
character or judgment. I beg to assure my friend 
from Indiana that I do not need his assistance to 
enable me to do justice to General Taylor, which 
I am able to do without any fear of embarrassing 
myself here or elsewhere. ‘This explanation is the 
more necessary, as my honorable friend from In- 
diana has been represented to my constituents as 
the handsomest and most eloquent man in Congress, 
who had riddled to flinders their young locofoco 
representative. My friend has been in Baltimore, 
and has heard something of the same kind from the 
fairest portion of my constituency. I concede to 
him, sir, the palm of beauty and eloquence; but I 
cannot consent to let him pass current as more 
accurate or truthful; he must permit me, on this 
latter branch of the comparison, to, hold him to 
the ‘* wager of battle.” 

Another assumption—and the second in order, 
as treated by the honorable gentleman from Indi- 
ana, to which he is pleased to take excepvion— 
consists, he says, in the position laid down by me 
in these terms: 

‘¢ A reference to this act of admission of the State of Texas 
cle Deceinber, 1845,) will show that it was the State of 
“exas that was adinitted, with a constitution already forined, 
affirming the declaratory statutes which defined the bound- 


ary west to the Rio Grande; and with such boundary she 
was admitted a State into the Union.” 


To this the honorable gentleman objects, in the 
first place, that Texas herself, by her boundary 
statute of 1836, acquired no title. With this argu- 
ment on this head I do not propose to interfere. 
Having stated it, he says: i 


« | repeat, therefore, that Texas having acquired no title 
by the act declaring her boundary to be the Rio Grande, none 
could have been conferred on the United States, if we had 
adopted that act. But we did not. ln the constitution of 
Texas, with which she was received into the Union, and 
which was adopted after the juint resolution for annexation 
had passed, there war an express provision that all acts of 
her Congress were affirined and continued in full force, ez- 
cept thosein derogation of the Constitution of the United States, 
or in violation of the terms of annezation. Now, the joint 
resolution of annexation, as One of its most prominent fea- 
tures, contained a provision that the question of boundary 
should be left to be settled by negotiation. And if the ques- 
tion of boundary were to be settled by negotiation, how could 
this act of 1836 be otherwise than inconsistent with the joint 
resolution? That act fixed the boundary without negotia- 
tion, declared the Rio Grande to be the western boundary, 
and, as a matter of course, by the express terms of annexa- 
tion, had no binding force upon the United States. Texas, 
herself, could not have regarded that statute as.affirmed by 
her constitution ; for, by excepting all acts in conflict with ` . 
our joint resolution, she, in point of fact, repealed the act of 
19th December, 1836. Such is the legal effect of her uwn 
constitution, solemnly made and ratified; and by its terms 
she must now stand.’? 


I have but one word of comment -here, and it is 
to suggest that I differ entirely with the gentleman 
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from Indiana in regard to the qualification in the 
constitution of Texas, under which he excepts 
the boundary statutes of 1836, as in derogation of 
the joint resolutions of annexation, which reserved 
to the United States the right to adjust the bound- 
ary question. This reservation merely conferred 
on the United States the right to cede to Mexico, 
in the exercise of the treaty power, a portion of 
the soil of Texas, if, in the exercise of that power, 
it should have been deemed advisable to fix ona 
boundary east of the Rio Grande, the then bound- 
ary of Texas, and so recognized in the joint reao- 
lutions of annexation, which provided for territory 
north and south of the parallel of 36° 30'—a par- 
allel which, by reference to the map, it will be seen, 
would never have been reached if the Nueces river 
had been the western boundary of Texas—or, in- 
deed, any intermediate river east of the Rio Grande; 
which latter, being the western boundary of Tex- 
as, has its source near the head of the Arkansas 
river, about the 39th parallel of latitude; thus sug- 
gesting to Congress the necessity and propriety of 
extending to Texas the principle of the Missouri 
compromise. 

The only remaining issue presented by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, to which I am called to reply, 
is that which has reference to the act of December 
3, 1845, extending to Texas the revenue system of 
the United States. I stated, in explanation, to the 
honorable gentleman, that I understood the act of 
Congress only to constitute one collection district 
for the State of Texas, with a port of delivery at 
Corpus Christi, and an inspector of customs at 
Point Isabel, near the Rio Grande. In the face of 
this explanation, he affirms that— 

& Congress did not intend, by these acts, to go beyond the 
point to which the jurisdiction of Texas extended at the 
time of annexation. That point was the county of San 
Patricio, which had been cxtended so as to embrace Corpus 


Christi and the territory immediately adjacent, but had never, 
at that time gone further.” 


And in a note appended to his printed speech, 
the gentleman from Indiana says: 


& Since this speech was delivered, I have examined, and 
find the fact to be, that no inspector of customs was ever ap- 
pointed for Point Isabel. The law did not authorize such 
an officer. The act of 3lst December, 1845, provided for a 
collector at Galveston, and a surveyor for each of the ports 
of delivery. That of March 3, 1847, provided for a collector 
at Saluria, a deputy collector at Aransas, a deputy collector 
for Sabine, and for surveyors at the several ports of delivery 
ereated by that act—ali east of Corpus Ohristi. By the Blue 
Book of 1848, I find that all the officers of customs appuinted 
A belay by the President, reside at Galveston, Velasco, and 

abine.?? 


In reply to these truly unfortunate errors, I beg 
to refer that gentleman to the act of the Texan 
Congress, passed 24th May, 1838, extending the 
county of San Patricio to the Rio Grande; and to 
the records of the treasury, where he will find that 
Daniel S. Terry, on the 19th day of February, 
1846, was nominated by the United States collector 
for the collection district of Texas, an inspector of 
customs for the port of Point Isabel; and on the 
9th March, 1846, the nomination and appointment 
of Mr. Terry were approved by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. I beg to read the letter of appoint- 
ment and confirmation: 


~ _COLLECTOR’s OFFICE, GALVESTON, Feb. 19, 1846. 
Sir: I am informally advised that the United States 
forces, now stationed at ‘ Corpus Christi,’ are under orders 
to remove tothe “ Brazos San Jago or Point Isabel.?? If 
such should be the case, it is apparent that it will be im- 
portant for the protection of the revenue that an inspector 
of the revenue should be stationed at said point. If it should 
meet the views of the department, I respectfully recom- 
mend, as a proper person for that place, Daniel S. Terry, a 
young gentleman in whom every confidence may be placed. 

Very respectfully, H. G. ROUNNELS, Collector. 


N. B. I am informed, since writing the above, that calcu- 
lations are being made tor the purpose of smuggling as soon 
as the ariny shall arrive at Brazos San Jago or Point Isabel. 
I shall await your instructions. I enclose a communica- 
tion from tie surveyor and inspector of the port at Corpus 
Christi tor your consideration. 

H. G. RUNNELS. 


TREASORY DEPARTMENT, March 9, 1846. 

Str: The nomination vf Daniel S. Terry as deputy col- 
lector and inspector of the customs, to be stationed at the 
& Brazos San Jago, or Point Isabel,” submitted in your let- 
ter of the 19th ultimo, is approved, at a per diem compensa- 
tiop not to exceed $50 per month. As soon as the location 
of Mr. Terry is deterinined upon, you will please advise the 
department. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

R. J. WALKER, 


Secretary of the Treasury. 
H. G. Runnexs, Esq., yof f 


Collector of the Customs, Galveston, Texas. 


The l i incumbent of this same port is Mr. 
James Gooch, appointed, I believe, April 16, 1847. 
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In conclusion, sir, I have to say, while I regret 
that the honorable gentleman from Indiana should 
have appended to his speech this note of contra- 
diction, so peremptorily stated, I have not the least 
idea that he desired to make any issue of veracity, 
or even Oppose any unpleasant contradiction to a 
a statement of fact found in my speech. Still, sir, 
I would not be satisfied to let such an irregular 
Statement of differences rest between us, when a 
simple reference to the official records of the Treas- 
ury Department, accessible to all of us, furnish the 
means of vindicating my own accuracy. With 
this view only would I detain the committee on 
this point; for I have no intention of going again 
into the merits of the argument which | presented 
in support of the position that Congress had ex- 
tended our revenue system west to the Rio Grande. 
I well understand that it was over the State of Tex- 
as, in general terms, that the revenue system was 
extended; and the appointment of a surveyor at 
Corpus Christi, and an inspector or deputy collector 
for Point Isabel, both civil appointments, made 
regularly according to the existing laws of the 
United States, were referred to in explanation of 
the extent to which this revenue system was ap- 
plied by the act of December 23, 1845. 

Mr. McL. yielded the floor to Mr. ‘THompson 
just before the conclusion of his hour, expressing 
his regret that he had not the time to make the re- 
flections he desired in regard to the Treasury esti- 
mates to which he had referred in the opening of 
his remarks. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana; next obtained 
the floor, and the committee rose and reported 
progress. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution yesterday reported by the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions by Mr. 
Cocke, declaring it inexpcdient to extend to the 
widows of revolutionary officers and soldiers who 
were married prior to 1812 the benefits of the laws 
in force or which may be passed for the benefit of 
widows who were married prior to 1794, together 
with the report of the minority on the same sub- 
ject, made by Mr. Lawrence, of New York, were 
committed to the Committee of the Whole. 

Before the question was put, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
WepneEspay, March 1, 1848. 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a memo- 


rial from the Legislature of lowa, asking a grant 
of land for the purpose of making a road from Du- 
buque to Keokuk; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BREESE presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of Illinois in relation to a railroad from 
Lake Michigan to the Pacific, on Whitney’s plan; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. HOUSTON presented joint resolutions of 
the Legislature of ‘Texas, protesting against the 
relinquishment of the Mexican provinces conquer- 
ed by and in possession of the United States, with- 
out indemnity, and also protesting against any law 
to prevent the citizens of slaveholding States from 
taking their property with them in emigrating to 
said acquired territories; which were ordered to be 

rinted. 

Also, the petition of Manuel Ravena, asking 
compensation for the schooner Franciscan, seized 
by the United States marshal at Galveston, and 
sold for the benefit of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
petition of citizens of Baltimore and other inhabi- 
tants of the State of Maryland, asking for a re- 
duced and uniform rate of postage; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the petition of citizens of Portsmouth, 
New Hampshire, in relation to a specific duty on 
fish, and that the same be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. oo 

Mr. SEVIER moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Executive business, which 
motion was agreed to; and at half past twelve the 
doors were closed, and remained so until a late 
hour. When they were reopened, 

The Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 2, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. MARSH moved that the Speaker fill the 
vacancy on the Joint Library Committee, occa- 
sioned by the death of the Hon. Joun Quincy 
Apams. Agreed to. 

The SPEAKER then appointed Mr. PALFREY, 
of Massachusetts, to aol said vacancy. ` 

THE PRINTING OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Printing, 
to which was referred the resolution of the House 
authorizing the printing of five thousand extra 
copies of the report of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs on granting to the Florida, Georgia, and 
Alabama Railroad Company alternate sections of 
land along the route of their proposed railroad, re- 
ported the resolution back to the House, with the 
recommendation that it be agreed to. 

Mr. ASHMUN had nothing to say about that _ 
report, but he wished to take occasion to make 
some inquiry with reference to the condition of our 
public printing. It was said yesterday, and they 
all knew the fact, that the printing of the House 
was so much behind, that they were themselves 
not only greatly discommoded, but their constitu- 
ents were deprived of the usual means of informa- 
tion on interesting and important public questions. 
For instance, the President’s message and accom- 
panying documents, to which they were each 
entitled to some sixty or seventy copies, were so 
far behindhand that only some twelve or fourteen 
had been laid on their tables. Requests were com- 
ing from all parts of the country for this valuable 
and important document, and up to this time not 
one-fifth of the number to which they were entitled 
had been printed or delivered to this House. 

It did seem to him, that some measure ought to 
be adopted by the House either sto discharge the 
present printers or do something to give an impulse 
to their action. He did not desire to make any 
trouble; he did not know what the obstacles were 
to the punctual fulfillment of their contract; it was 
not for him to know. They all felt the delay to 
be a great grievance; and he desired to know if 
some member of the Committee on Printing could 
inform them what reason could be given for it, and . 
whether there was any prospect of its being re- 
moved for the future? 

Mr. WENTWORTH said he was about to 
propound the same question; and he had hoped 
that the Committee on Printing would have done 
something long ere this to expedite the public 
pang Supposing this were a short session: 

hat would have been their condition? The 4th 
of March was just at hand, and they had scarcely 
begun to receive their documents. He was daily 
receiving letters from his constituents (and he pre- 
sumed this was the case with nearly every mem- 
ber of the House) and from conductors of the 
public press, making urgent calls for these docu- 
ments. The matter called loudly for reform, and 
it was high time that something should be done. 
He hoped the Committee on Printing would see 
to it. He was prepared at any time, 1f the public 
printing was not done faster than it now was, to 
vote for any resolution which would bring the 
doeuments, as they were due, and lay them on 
their tables. ' 

Mr. CONGER said, so far as the President’s 
message was_concerned, he was assured by the 
printers that the number required would be fur- 
nished this week. Whether they would be or not 
he could not say. That was the latest intelligence 
the committee had received from the public print- 
ers. So far as the printing generally was concerned, 
he believed the experience of every man who had 
had a seat on this floor in former Congresses told 
him that complaints, continued and frequent com- 
plaints, in relation to the public printing, had been 
made. Whether those complaints were more nu- 
merous, whether they were better founded now 
than formerly, he could not say. But, in refer- 
ence to the delay that existed in the public print- 
ing, he could only say that the printers had assured 
the committee, within the last few days, that they 
had so nearly brought up the printing of the docu- 
ments ordered, that hereafter there would be no 
cause of complaint on the ground of delay. 

Mr. WENTWORTH repeated the inquiry. 
Supposing this were a short session of Congress: 
What would be their predicament in relation to the 
public documenta? Instead of being furnished 
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promptly in any reasonable time, day after day 
they were putting one of the President’s messages 
on their tables, and, as had already been stated, 
three-fourths and more of those documents were 
behind at this late period. He had put a small 
bill on their table, and it was ten days before it 
was sent back printed. 

Mr. CONGER replied that the committee were 
aware that there had been delay. This had been, 
in every instance, brought to the attention of the 
printers; and in every instance the printers had 
given the committee such assurances of the dill- 
gence made use of in their office, and of the great 
amount of labor expended in executing their du- 
ties, that they had been inclined to believe that 
they would in a short time bring up the printing 
of the House, and relieve themselves from the 
embarrassment which they experienced, and the 
inconvenience which members of the House suf- 
fered. 

Mr. WENTWORTH would like to inquire of 
the gentleman if the Committee on Printing had 
examined the paper on which the documents were 
printed, and the amount of matter in the page, and 
compared them with the specimens on which the 
contract was made? 

Mr. CONGER replied, he was happy to have 
the opportunity to answer the gentleman. That 
matter had been under the most serious consider- 
ation of the committee; the examination had been 
made. The committee were fully aware that the 
paper, as furnished thus far, had not been of the 
quality specified in the contract; and also, that the 


-` + matter on the page was not sufficient to answer the 


stipulations of the contract. This subject had been 
under serious consideration; and although the com- 
mittee had not come to the full determination as to 
what action they would take upon it, yet, in audit- 
ing the bills presented thus far, they had deducted 
a per centage on the compensation equivalent to 
the deficiency. 

Mr. WENTWORTH was understood further 
to inquire if the printing of the Journal of ‘the 
House was not behindhand to as far back as the 
Ist or 2d of January? 

Mr. CONGER thought not so far back. 

Mr. WENTWORT How far? 

Mr. CONGER’S impression was that it was to 
about the 15th of January. 

Mr. WENTWORTH suggested, if the contract 
had been violated or forfeited by the printer, that 
it was the duty of the committee to report the fact 
to this House at once, and they would take action, 
and summary action, upon it. 

Mr. CRISFIELD was understood to inquire if 
the delay in the printing did not arise from the fact 
that the prices at which the printing had been 
taken, were at a rate for which the printing could 
ae be done, and done seasonably, except at a 
oss? 

Mr. CONGER said, so far as that matter was 
concerned, not being a practical printer himself, 
he could not answer from his own knowledge. 
There was on the Committee on Printing one prac- 
tical printer, and he believed it was not improper 
in this- place to say that that gentleman had ex- 
pressed the opinion that the prices paid were too 
low. 
` But, so far as the general inquiry was concerned 
in relation to what the committee had done, and 
what the committee had determined upon, he could 
only say that the whole matter had been under 
their most careful investigation and consideration, 
and that the proper course of action had not been 
determined upon by them. 

Mr. VEN ABLE wished to know whether the 
House were to be obliged to wait until the commit- 
tee came to some conclusion? Were they to be 
kept out ef their Journal a month and two months? 
Was the printing to be done so that they could 
scarcely read it, and upon a quality of paper so 
poor that no man would wish to preserve the doc- 
‘uments? He had asked for bills again and again 
which had been ordered to be printed. They could 
not be had. The reply made was, that the con- 
tract was too low. hy, if this was the case, if 
the printers could not accomplish the work they 
had undertaken to perform, in the name of com- 
mon sense, let the House give them up the con- 
tract—give them a clean receipt; let the public 
printing be well and promptly done, and let them 
pay for it like men. 

r. HUNT said, that there was the same delay 
in printing the President’s message and accompa- 


securities. 


nying documents at the first session of the last 
Congress. Complaints were then repeatedly made, 
and particularly, it would be recollected, by the 
colleague [Mr. Hunson]. of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, who now brought up the subject. 

It should also be borne in mind that the docu- 
ments this session were fifty per cent. larger than 
they ever had been before; and, in regard to the 
prices paid, the amount received by the printers 
of the last Congress, under the joint resolution of 
1819, for the printing of the President’s message 
and accompanying documents, (a document of 1,000 
pages, ) was #1 54; the present printers received for 
the same document, which was now enlarged to 
about 1,500 pages, about 50 cents—less than one- 
third of the former prices. He was in favor of pay- 
ing an ample and sufficient price, but as long as the 
House were informed that the printers were prepar- 
ed to go on and fulfill their contract, he thought it 
best not to afford them relief until they asked relief. 
There was no doubt in his mind that the printers 
would fulfill their contract; they were responsible 
parties, and, in addition, they had given ample 
In passing from the old system to an- 
other, it ought to be expected that at first there 
one be considerable delays; these were unavoid- 
able. 

With reference to the quality of the paper: these 
printers had contracted for a large quantity of paper 
of the same quality as described in the contract; it 
was bought by sample; when they came to open 
it they found it of inferior quality, but could not 
get other paper, and had this on their hands. So 
a had been in a measure obliged to make use 
of it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN wished to offer as an amend- 
ment an additional resolution, which was read at 
the Clerk’s desk, and which instructed the Com- 
mittee on Printing to investigate this whole matter 
of delay, and to inquire and report means for its 
remedy. 


y 
The SPEAKER ruled the amendment out of . 


arder. 

Mr. ASHMUN said, he had not intended to 
make any unnecessary complaints in relation to 
the public printers. He had spoken of the man- 
ner in which they performed their work. He 
presumed they were respectable men, good print- 
ers, and competent to the discharge of their duties; 
but he desired to call the attention of the House to 
the fact—because it was his firm conviction that it 
would prove to be such—that they never could, 
and never would, make good their contract. They 
had undertaken a task to which they were not 
adequate, because at prices which were incompe- 
tent. He had no idea, because they did not come 
forward and ask for relief, that this House should 
sit still and subject itself to all the inconveniences 
growing out of their neglect of duty. He thought 
the time had come when they should be relieved 
from the evil consequences of this delay. 

Mr. HUNT here interposed with a word of in- 
quiry, which was altogether lost to the reporter; 
to which 

Mr. ASHMUN replied, that he recollected no 
such thing, nor did he think the gentleman accu- 
rate in his recollection. There had been some 
complaint at the first session of the last Congress, 
as there always was some complaint. He remem- 
bered full well his colleague at that time made some 
complaint in reference to the President’s message, 
as referred to by the gentleman from New York, 
but that complaint was made before the Ist of 
January—was made in December, according to 
his recollection. At all events, there certainly had 
never been any such delay as they had had at the 
present session of Congress. He was satisfied, 
that under the present system, which had been 
adopted as an experiment, they would always be 
subject to delay; and although the printing was 
done cheaper, he thought it poor and miserable 
economy. He therefore hoped the Hause would 
take some measure—he did not know what—he 
hoped no rash measure—by which they and the 
country would be,yelieved from the inconvenience 
and injury under which they now labored in failing 
to receive important public documents. 

Mr.WENTWORTH was in favor of the con- 
tract system. He believed the printing could be 
executed under that system, if they held men to 
their bonds; and they had a Committee on Print- 
ing purposely appointed to see if the public print- 
ers complied with their contract. If they did not 
in one single instance, let the committee report it, 


and let the House turn them out and take the next 
lowest bidder; and if he failed to do what he un- 


_dertook, let him be turned out and the next lowest 


bidder be contracted with, and soon they would 
find men who could do the printing and have the 
documents promptly laid on their tables. He had 
only further to remark that it was for their own 
convenience and for the interest and information of 
their constituents that they ordered the printing of 
these documents, and not for the benefit of the 
printers. 

Mr. PALFREY had been somewhat surprised 
that in all the debates on this subject the question 
had not been made whether the public printers had 
or had not exercised all the diligence they properly 
could? If there were any means of examining into 
that question, let it be done. But their comfort 
and the interests of the country required that their 
attention should be given to a very different ques- 
tion; their capacity for action day by day, and 
through that, the interests of the country, required 
that the printing should be promptly done. He 
cared not about these printers: or any others; he 
cared not about a little more or a great deal more 
being paid, but he did demand, in behalf of his con- 
stituents and of the constituents of other gentlemen, 
that this work should be properly and seasonably 
done. How that was to be accomplished he did 
not know; that was to be attended to by the Com- 
mittee on Printing. | i 

One other topic of great, though perhaps of in- 
ferior importance. ‘The documents of this House 
were objects of curiosity and interest in foreign 
countries. The printing of this House had always, 
to the best of his knowledge and belief, been ex- 
ecuted in the most discreditable manner—he did 
not say discreditable to those engaged in it; for 
aught he knew, they furnished all the documents 
in as good a style as they could afford to do at the 
rate at which they had been paid for the printing. 
If they could not get the printing done better at 
the rates heretofore given, double, triple, quadru- 
ple the price; but he entreated the House not to 
disgrace itself by sending out their documents in 
such a manner, to not only the people of this coun- 
try, but to foreign courts and libraries, and the 
archives of foreign governments. As the printing 
had been done, it was a reproach to these great 
States. It had been so executed that he could 
hardly read it. He was of opinion that this Gov- 
ernment should send out its documents as correct 
specimens of the art of printing. 

Mr. BURT rose to a point of order. The prop- 
osition before the House, as he understood it, was 
a motion to print a specified number of a certain 
document which had come to the House from one 
of its committees. He did not understand it to be 
a proposition in relation to the manner in which 
the public printing was executed, and he therefore 
submitted that this debate was irregular and out of 
order, and he felt it to be his duty to arrest it un- 
less it was in order. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that the 
motion was for the printing of an extra number of 
copies, and it was in order to examine the proba- 
bility of obtaining them. 

Mr. PALFREY said his apology, if he had 
taken too wide a range, was, that when he came 
into the House, the question had been started, and 
he had made his remarks rather on topics which 
had been raised by other gentlemen who preceded 
him in debate than on the question, of which he 
was ignorant. 

The question was put on agreeing to the report 
of the Committee on Printing, and it was agreed to. 


EXAMINERS IN THE PATENT OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER announced as the business first 
in order the bill to provide additional examiners 
for the Patent Office and for other purposes, which 
was reported on Tuesday last with amendments, 
and which was pending yesterday when the House - 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole. 

The question being on ordering the bill to be 
read a third time— 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved to amend the bill 
by striking out ‘‘ $2,500” as the salaries of chief 
examiners, and inserting ‘‘ $2,000,” and moved 
the previous question. | 

Before the demand for the previous question was 
seconded, Mr. HENLEY made a few remarks in 
explanation. 

The previous question was then seconded; and 
under its operation the amendment was agreed to, 
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and the bill read a third time, passed, and returned 
to the Senate. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CROZIER, from the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Department of War, reported the 
following resolution; which was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing inquire into the | 
propriety and expediency of printing 10,000 extra copies of | 
the abstract of contracts reported from the War Department 
and presented to the House on the 26th of January last. | 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following resolution; which was read 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That these be printed the usual number of the 
report and maps of Lieutenant Emory, containing the report 
of Captain Cook, the report and maps of Lieutenant Abert, 
and the journal of Captain Johnson, as the same were trans; 
mitted to the House by the Secretary of War on the 9th of 
February, 1848. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Select Com- 
mittee on Rules, made a report proposing amend- 
ments to the 4th, 30th, 56th, and the 114th rules; 


Mr. MURPHY, from the Committee on En- 
graving, to which was referred the question of 
engraving and publishing the maps and drawings 
accompanying the report of Lieutenant Abert, 
10,000 extra copies of which had been ordered to 
be printed by the House, reported the following 
resolution, whieh was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That one copy of the said map and drawings be 


engraved and attached to each printed copy ordered by the 
House. 


Mr. MEADE, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported a bill to change the time of holding 
the district court of the United States for the west- 
ern district of Virginia, and for other purposes. 
Read and committed. 


Mr. VINTON moved the usual resolution clos- 
ing all debate in Committee of the Whole on the 
bill making further appropriations to supply defi- 
ciencies for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1848, 
to-morrow (Friday) at two o’clock. Agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications: 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with the 
provisions of the 3d section of the act to carry into 
effect the treaties concluded by the Chickasaw 
tribe of Indians on the 20th October, 1832, and the 
24th May, 1834, a statement of the respective funds 
on account of said tribe for the year 1847. Laid 
on the table. 

A communication from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a report, made in pursuance of an act 
of Ist May, 1820, showing the balances of appro- 
priations under the direction of that department 
remaining in the treasury on the Ist of July, 1846, 
the appropriations made for the fiscal year 1846-7, 
with other information upon the same subject. 
Laid on the table. 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a report of the names and 
compensation of the clerks and other persons em- 
pt in that department during the past year. 
Referred to the Committee on the Expenditures 
of the Department of the Treasury. 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy, transmitting, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives of January 
13, 1846, a statement showing the number and 
compensation of clerks and other persons employ- 
ed in that department during the last year, together 
with their places of residence at the time of ap- 
pointment. Laid upon the table. 

A communication from the Postmaster General, 
transmitting specific estimates of the sums of mo- 
ney expected to be required for the service of the 
department during the next fiscal year, prepared in 
obedience to the 2d section of the act of July 2, 1836. 
Referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

A communication from the Postmaster General, 
transmitting a report of the disbursing agent of 
that department, exhibiting a detailed statement of 
his receipts and payments during the calendar 
year 1847, and the balance on hand. Laid upon 
the table. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 


lowing letter: 
: WASHINGTON, February 28, 1848. 
The undersigned. has devised a plan for taking the yeas 
and nays, by which much valuable time and consequent 
expense may be saved to fhe Government. 


which were read, considered, and agreed to. 
| 
| 


A small cabinet, called the register, is attached to the 
Clerk’s desk, within which the present printed list is placed, 
having opposite to each name the words yea, nay. From 
this wires lead under the floor to each desk, and there con- 
nect with two-keys, inscribed yea, nay. On touching the 
one it causes a piston to rise in the register and cut out the 
word not voted. The vote of the whole House is given 
simultaneously, without the possibility of mistake or failure. 
Ten or more impressions may be taken at the same instant, 
each of which may be duplicated by the copying press, thus 
enabling the Clerk to accommodate all the reporters. 

Less than a minute is sufficient, but on important ques- 
tions five or ten minutes, according to the pleasure of the 
House, may be allowed to Jet all the members reach their 
seats. 

The apparatus may be put up in the Hall in the course of 
a few weeks, without interfering with the session, at a cost 
of $3,000. 

An operative model is now here, which he would be 
happy to present before a committee. Very respectfully, 

FRANCIS H. SMITH, of Baltimore. 

Hon. R. C. WINTHROP, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

After conversation between Messrs. J. R. IN- 
GERSOLL, WENTWORTH, and HOUSTON, 
of Delaware, the letter was referred to the Commit- 


tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
The SPEAKER presented a letter from Alex- 


ander Vattemare, a citizen of France, enclosing his 
memorial asking aid of Congress in perfecting his 
system of international exchanges of books, maps, 
engravings, &c. The memorial was referred to 
the Committee on the Library. 


DEFICIENT APPROPRIATIONS. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the State 
of the Union, (Mr. Hunt, of New York, in the 
chair,) on the bill further to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1848. 

Mr. R. W. THOMPSON said, that nothing was 
further from his wish or design than to make a 
speech pending the consideration of this bill, nor 
should he now do so were it not rendered neces- 
sary by what was said on yesterday by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, (Mr. McLane.] ‘That 
gentleman’s remarks had so direct a reference to 
him, (Mr. T.,) that if he passed them by without 
notice, it might be supposed that he intended to 
treat him uncourteously. Nothing was further 
from his wish. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] 
seemed to think that he (Mr. T.) was his rival on 
this floor. He understood him to say that it had 
been so asserted in the Baltimore district. He 
claimed to be neither the rival of the gentleman 
from Maryland nor of any other member of this 
House, nor to be the especial defender of the truth of 
history. He professed to be only a plain man, the 
representative of a plain people, of whom he was 

roud, and who had confided to his hands a trust 
which he should endeavor to perform truly and 
faithfully. They had charged him with a partici- 
pation in the duties of this House, and he could 
assure the gentleman, that without reference to the 
superiority of any one member here over another, 
he should discharge those duties with a just and 
full sense of all his responsibilities. He came here 
not to enter the field of gladiatorial combat with 
the gentleman from Maryland nor any other mem- 
ber of the House, nor to shrink from the task of 
defending his position, or the interests of those 
who sent him, or to defend the truth of history, 
whenever in his own judgment it became neces- 
sary and proper. The people of his district knew 
full well, before he came, of the desire on his part 
to exercise, so far as he could, every possible de- 
gree of instrumentality to bring the Government 
back to the true principles of the Constitution, and 
to terminate successfully, speedily, and honor- 
ably, the present unnecessary war into which the 
country had been unconstitutionally plunged by 
an ambitious and imbecile Executive. These du- 
ties he trusted he should perform in a manner hbe- 
coming to himself as an individual ané as a mem- 
ber of this House. . 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] 
had also told the committee that he (Mr. T.) was, 
in the Baltimore district, supposed to be his rival, 
not only in those things which were understood to be 
essential to a public debate, but was also his rival in 
personal beauty! With the most modest and becom- 
ing pretensions to personal comeliness, he would 
say to the gentleman that in that, too, his position 
was wholly misconceived. For his own part, he 
could not imagine how, by possibility, the personal 
appearance, either of the gentleman or himself, 
could have any relation to public questions pend- 


ing before this. House, unless it was that, in the 
district represented by the gentleman, the personal 
appearance of a member of Congress was deemed 
to be of the greatest importance. ([Laughter.] If 
such were the fact, he now frankly and willingly 
yielded the palm to the gentleman. And if, here- 
after, a doubt should anywhere exist, whether the 
gentleman or himself was the handsomest man, he 
desired the question to be forever settled, that the 
gentleman from Maryland was, without dispute, 
the best looking man in the present Congress! 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. T. said he should now proceed briefly to 
notice what the gentleman from Maryland called 
the issue of fact between them. He trusted the 
gentleman did not regard it as a question of vera- 
city, for, as he understood it, it was simply one of 
construction, involving merely the interpretation 
of certain language. In the meaning to be attach- 
ed to this language, the gentleman and himself had 
differed, and that difference had led to this debate. 
He thought that, before he should close, he should 
be able to convince the committee, and, perhaps, 
the gentleman himself, that all the material parts 
of his speech, to which the gentleman had on 
yesterday attempted a reply, so far from being 
weakened by that reply, were fortified and strength- 
ened. And he thought he should also be able to 
show that the gentleman had, in fact, replied to 
his own speech, heretofore made, and had refuted 
some of the main positions he had there taken. 

What was the original point of controversy, to 
which the gentleman returned on yesterday? In 
the speech to which his (Mr. T.’s) former one was’ 
a reply, it had been asserted that it was communi- 


: cated to Congress in December, 1845, that General 


Taylor had been ‘‘ assigned to the defence of the 
country west to the Rio Grande.’’ He had said, 
and he should now repeat it, although not at all 
necessary to his present design, that no such com- 
munication had been made to Congress. He then 
showed, by reference to the President’s message 
of December, 1845, that the President did not com- 
municate it; that he merely informed Congress 
that General ‘Taylor had been ordered to take posi- 
tion between the Nueces and the Rio Grande, and that 
everybody knew at that time, that the point occu- 
ied by him was Corpus Christi. Nowhere was 
it said by the President that General Taylor had 
been ordered to the Rio Grande, or to defend the 
Rio Grande, or to maintain it as the boundary of 
Texas. But, that the Administration might have 
the full benefit of the admission, (if it were, in fact, 
an admission at all,) he had further stated, that the 
Secretary of War, in his communication to Con- 
gress,in December, 1845, did avow that his ultimate 
purpose was the defence of the territory of the Rio 
Grande, and the maintenance of that river as the 
boundary of Texas. He did not then pretend to 
quote the words of the Secretary of War. He 
merely undertook to-state the substance of his re- 
port upon that particular point, and to show that 
even the Secretary had informed Congress of no 
such fact as that General Taylor had, at that time, 
been ‘‘ assigned to the defence of the country west 
to the Rio Grande.” The gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. McLane] did, however, on yesterday, 
insist that he (Mr. T.) was guilty of both the sin 
of omission and of commission, in misstating some 
ortion of the history of these events, and in fail- 
ing to state other portions of it. And, in order to 
make good his charge, he had found it necessary 
to assert that the Secretary of War did not report 
to Congress, as he (Mr. T.) had admitted, which 
admission he had made with the sole view that 
he should do no injustice to the Administration. 
Now, it was not important to his (Mr. T.’s) origi- 
nal argument, nor was it now important to him 
whether the Secretary so reported or no; for if he 
did not so report, and the President did not so re- 
port, then Congress was not informed, as the gen- 
tleman had asserted, that General Taylor had been 
‘assigned to the defence of the Rio Grande.” 
Does not the gentleman see, therefore, that his 
argument of yesterday is a complete refutation of 
that made in his original speech; and that while 
he has insisted, in the one, that this information 
was given to Congress, he has insisted, in the other, 
that it was not. He will find it difficult to extri- 
cate himself from this contradiction of himself. 

Mr. T. said he had conceived it to be important 
to know, whether or no, at the session in Decem- 
ber, 1845, Congress had knowledge of the fact, 
that General Taylor had been ordered to advance 
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_ the army to the valley of the Rio Grande, or 
whether or no the President designed to give such 
order. This was one of the questions of the pres- 
ent controversy; and he did not hesitate to repeat, 
what he had heretofore said, that no such order 


was made known to Congress and the country, 


and that, if such an order were then contemplated, 
it was known only to the Executive and those to 
whom his secrets were confided. 

Mr. McLANE desired to explain; and Mr. 
Tuompson having yielded the floor for that pur- 
pose, he said, that the gentleman from Indiana, 


(Mr. THompson,] in his original speech, had un- 


dertaken to controvert the point that General Tay- 
lor was assigned to a position for the defence of 
the territory west to the Rio Grande; but that he 
now undertook to answer a position which he 
[Mr. McLane] had not taken—which was, that 
the President had ordered General Taylor to the 
Rio Grande. 

Mr. THOMPSON continued. He said he would 
explain the gentleman’s true position by reference 
to his first speech, and insisted that he should abide 
by what he had there avowed. He read from that 
speech, to show that the gentleman had argued 
that the act of Congress admitting ‘Texas into the 
Union, and consummating annexation, had adopted 
the Rio Grande as the boundary of Texas, because 
it had been communicated to Congress before that 
act was passed, that General Taylor was ‘‘ des- 
tined to defend and protect the soil of Texas,” the 
ss western frontier” of which was the Rio Grande. 
How Wid the gentleman reach this conclusion? 
Was it by merely setting up the claim to the Rio 
Grande, with the purpose of ultimately pressing it 
to consummation, that we were to derive title? If 
the claim were a good one, why had it not been 
asserted at once, and without delay? If the Rio 
Grande was the ‘‘western frontier” of Texas, why 
had General Taylor been sent only to the Nueces, 
when the avowed object of the Government was 
the protection of that frontier? Did not the gen- 
tleman see, that the annunciation of the design— 
whether by the President or Secretary of War—of 
ultimately going to the Rio Grande, could have no 
reference whatsoever to any legislation predicated 
upon the then existing state of things, and which 
was had before any attempt was made to carry 
that design into execution? But the force of the 
gentleman’s answer to this is, that the legislation 
of Congress adopted the intention of the Executive, 
and made ita part of the law of the land. Why, 
sir, (said Mr. Eo) there is no sort of justification 
for such a process of reasoning, if, indeed, it can 
be called reasoning atall. The President, through 
the Secretary of War, avowed the design of ulti- 
mately occupying the valley of the Rio Grande as 
the western boundary of Texas; but Congress, by 
the joint resolution of annexation, had expressly 
disavowed the imtention of involving the Govern- 
ment in such a movement. That resolution pro- 
vided, that the boundary between Mexico and 
Texas should be settled by negotiation, not by the 
partisan resolves of Mr. Polk and his Cabinet. It 
was binding upon the President and the country, 
and the violation of its provisions by the President 


was a flagrant and palpable dereliction of duty. . 


And for such an act of usurpation and wrong, 
there was not found the slightest apelogy in what 
was set up in the original speech of the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. McLane,] nor were the in- 
ferences of that speech at all justified by the facts 
from which he had attempted to deduce them. 
The whole point of controversy was a plain and 
simple one. Did Congress know, when the reso- 
lution to annex Texas was passed, that General 
Taylor had been ordered to march to the Rio 
Grande? The gentleman from Maryland had said, 
in his first speech, that Congress did know that he 
had been assigned to the defence of the country west 
to the Rio Grande.” How he could be ‘‘ assigned to 
the defence”’ of the valley of the Rio Grande, and 
ethavena authority to march there with his army, 
r. T. acknowledged his utter inability to compre- 
hend. He had supposed.that the gentleman’s lan- 
guage was capable of just the interpretation which 
he had given it, and he still thinks that it is so. 
He does not know of any rule of interpretation other 
than that which gives to the gentleman’s words the 
meaning he has attached to them. And under- 
standing them as he did when he made his former 
speech, and as he still does, he then said, and again 
repeated, that no such information was communi- 
cated to Congress cither by the President or the 
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Secretary of War. If it had been, then he agreed 
that the act admitting ‘Texas into this Union would 
have adopted the Rio Grande as the boundary, and 
there would have been no necessity for the subse- 
quent order of the 13th of January, 1846. The 
issuance of that order by the President shows that 
he did not regard any previous one as giving Gen- 
eral Taylor authority to go beyond Corpus Christi; 
and the letters of General Taylor show that he did 
not intend to go beyond there until positively or- 
dered by the Government to do so. If left to him- 
self, he never would have marched the army to the 
Rio Grande, but would have been content to guard 
what, at the time he marched to Corpus Christi, 
was understood and known to be the western fron- 
tier of Texas—just as he had formerly done on 
our own frontier at the posts upon the southwest- 
ern border. But he did not care to press this part 
of the controversy further. He had already taken 
up more time with it than he had wished or de- 
signed. : 

The gentleman from Maryland had fallen into 


| error as to what he supposed was his (Mr. T.’s) 


use of the words ‘“ ultimate destination;’’ and had 
read from the annual report of the Secretary of 
War to show that no such words had been em- 
ployed by him. He (Mr. T.) had already said 
that he had not designed to quote the words of the 
Secretary of War in that report. His object was 
merely to state the substance of what he had com- 
municated to Congress. He knew perfectly well 
that the term “ ultimate destination?’ was first used 
by Mr. Bancroft in June, 1845, in his despatch 
from tne War Department; and that this despatch 
was not communicated to Congress until after the 
war had commenced. It accompanied the war 
message of the President of the 11th of May, 1846. 
But, although not employed, in December, 1845, 
by the Secretary of War, it was perfectly apparent, 
from what he had said, and what the President 
had said, that it was the design of the Adminis- 
tration that its ultimate policy would be the occu- 
pation of the valley of the Rio Grande. It was 
also apparent, from General Taylor’s letters, that 
he understood this design. Yet, while all this was 
so, and the purpose of going to the Rio Grande 
was thus foreshadowed, it was, beyond question, 
true, that Congress had no information that any 
steps had then been taken to execute this design. 
That being the case, any attempt to do so, with 
the resolution of annexation still in force, was a 
violation of the express terms of that resolution, 
and placed the President in the attitude of judging 
for himself what he should do, wholly irrespective 
of Congress and the people. As Congress de- 
termined that the question of boundary should be 
settled by negotiation, the President had no right to 
settle it in any other way; and it was a flagrant 


outrage upon the rights of the people, when he' 


usurped the power to determine where the bound- 
ary should be, and to maintain it by the sword. 
All that he (Mr. T.) had insisted on was, that the 
President had resolved that he would so maintain 
it, at the time he communicated to Congress his 
message of December, 1845; but that he had not 
so declared this purpose as even to cause the sus- 
picion, upon the part of anybody not familiar with 
his Cabinet secrets, that he intended to move the 
army to the Rio Grande without the authority of 
law. Certainly he had made no effort to move it 
there until the order of 13th of January, 1846; and 
that order, issued when Congress was in session, 
and without its knowledge, violated the act of an- 
nexation, the Constitution of the United States, 
and was an unprecedented assault upon the rights 
of the people. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] 
had also stated on yesterday, that he (Mr. T.) had 
fallen into error in regard to the extent of the coun- 
ty of San Patricio. He (Mr. T.) had asserted, 
that before the independence of ‘Texas, the county 
of San Patricio extended only to the Nueces river; 
but that afterwards, it had been extended so as to 
embrace Corpus Christi. The gentleman said, on 
yesterday, that, by an act of the Texan Legisla- 
ture, passed in 1842 or 1843, it was extended to 
the Rio Grande. This was in confirmation of what 
he (Mr. T.) had said. The point to which this 
county was extended, after Texan independence, 


was in no way material. The only question was, 


whether the revolutionary title of Texas extended 
beyond the Nueces? The fact now stated by the 
gentleman from Maryland proved that it did not 
extend beyond the 
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the necessity of passing an act of the Texan Con- 


gress to extend ıt beyond that point? The truth 
was—and the gentleman’s argument yesterday 
was an admission of it—that Texas has no title 
beyond the Nueces, except that which she has 
acquired since her revolution, by her own legis- 
lation. This is no title at all, as he (Mr. PS 
had shown in his former speech; for Texas had 
never maintained jurisdiction beyond the settle- 
ments around Corpus Christi, except that jurisdic- 
tian which she had been able to maintain since the 
war began, by the military power of this Govern- 
ment. Whatever rights thus acquired, are the 
rights of a conqueror, under the law of nations, 
and subject to determination at the close of the 
war. 

The gentleman from Maryland—passing to what 
he seemed to regard as the most important part of 
the controversy between them—had insisted with 
creat earnestness that he was right in that position, 
in his first speech, wherein he charged that Generat 
Taylor, in his letter of October 4, 1845, had advised 
the movement to the Rio Grande as a measure of 
political and diplomatic policy. He (Mr. T.) in- 
tended to have no quarrel with the gentleman as 
to the meaning either of the term political or diplo- 
matic; but he did before, and he now did again, 
and should hereafter repeat it, if it became neces- 
sary, take issue with him on the point whether or 
no General Taylor did intend to make a political 
recommendation to the Administration. He con- 
fidently appealed to the often-expressed opinion of 
General Taylor on that subject, and was fully pre- 
pared to maintain, as he had before done, from 
those expressed opinions, that he never intended 
to make, and never did make, any recommendation 
of a political character to this Government. Every 
word that he said had exclusive reference to what 
he understood to be the fixed policy of the Admin- 
istration, whose orders he, as a military comman- 
der, was bound to obey. What did he, or could 
he, know of the secret designs of Mr. Polk and his 
Cabinet? And if he had known them, what sym- 
pathies had he with them or those who cherished 
them? Did he participate with Mr. Polk in the 
wish to ingulf the whole of Mexico, and to wrest 
from it any portion of its territory? Was he so 
fond of war that he thirsted for Mexican blood? 
Did he know the true nature of our relations with 
Mexico? Had he been informed of the instruc- 
tions to Mr. Slidell, which the President now refuses 
to communicate to us, the representatives of the 
Pora General Taylor’s whole life, and all that 

e has written and said on the subject of this war, 
prove beyond controversy, that he took no part in 
the Presidential counsels, and that he had no inten- 
tion of advising the movements of the Administra- 
tion. It was wholly out of his line of duty to do 
so. As a military commander he had nothing to 
do with the Government policy of settling bound- 
ary lines or acquiring territory. His duty re- 
quired him to defend the country to its just and 
true limits, and to go beyond those limits only in 
the event of being ordered to do so by the superior 
power of the Government. He did go, not pur- 
suant to any political or diplomatic policy which he 
had recommended, but in subordination to the 
President of the United States, who, as comman- 
der-in-chief of the army, had ordered him to do 


so. 

If the order of the 13th of January, 1846, were 
a rightful order, if it were given according to law 
and the Constitution, if the public interest required 
that it should be issued, and if it were necessary 
to the maintenance of the honor or rights of the 
country, why is it that the gentleman from Mary- 
land and other defenders of the President, labor 
so hard to relieve the President from the responsi- 
bility of issuing it, and to place it upon the old hero 
of Buena Vista and Monterey? If there isso much 
patriotism in the advocacy of the war and its con- 
tinuance until Mexico is entirely subdued, why 
are the President and his friends so desirous to 
shrink from the honor of having brought it on? 
That is, he could assure the gentleman, not the 
way in which General Taylor does his work. It 
was his rule to *‘ask no favors, and shrink from 
no responaibility;’’ and he (Mr. T.) thought, that 
by firmly maintaining this rule of conduct, as he 
believed he would, he would yet express himself so 
fully in regard to this war, that there would be.no 
mistaking his sentiments. Gentlemen bere will find 
themselves wholly unable to persuade the country 


ueces. If it had, wherefore !! that he brought on the war. The mind of the country 


r 


. western boundary of one of which was the Rio 
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is already made up on tbat question. And being 
made up, it is convinced of the unkindness with 
which gentlemen are here treating General Taylor, 
by insisting that he was the cause of the war, when 
they know full well that he only marched from 
Corpus Christi when ordered to do so by the Pres- 
ident, and declared to the Administration that he 
would not march until he was so ordered. 

He (Mr. T.) did not perceive the present im- 
portance of it, but the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. McLane) had also asserted on yesterday, 
that'while General Taylor was in Louisiana, he 
was ordered not to march into Texas before her 
annexation was consummated. He could scarcely 
refrain from smiling. when he heard the gentleman 
make the remark. 

Mr. McLANE desired to explain. He had not 
said, before her annexation was conswmmated, but 
before the people of Texas had given their assent 
to the terms of annexation proposed to them. 

Mr. THOMPSON continued. He confessed that 
he had not sufficient acuteness of discrimination to 
understand the difference between that acceptance 
and actual annexation. Whenever Texas accepted 
the terms of our joint resolution, she became, to 
all intents and purposes, as much a part of this 
country as she is now; and the President was just 
as much bound to defend her, to her true limits, 
after that was done, as he was after she was ad- 
mitted as a State into the Union. 

Mr. McLANE . again interrupted Mr. T. What 
he said was not distinctly heard, but was under- 
stood to be a repetition, in substance, of what he 
had said when last up. , 

Mr. THOMPSON. continued. General Taylor 
was ordered by Mr. Donelson, on the 28th of June, 
1845, to march into Texas and take position at 
Corpus Christi. Now, he would thank the gen- 
tleman to tell him how this order of 28th June 
could have reference to a contingency that must de- 

end on a popular act, afterwards to be performed? 
Texas did not consent to come into this Union un- 
til that consent was given by her convention which 
met on the 4th of July, 1845. General Taylor was 
instructed to march into Texas before that accept- 
ance. The order to march there was given pursu- 
ant to the instructions of this Government. Te was 
therefore true, beyond question, that there was a 
hot haste about this thing which had plunged the 
nation into all its present difficulties. 

Mr. T. would now proceed to notice that part 
of the gentleman’s speech which had reference 
to collection districts in Texas, upon the facts in 
regard to which the gentleman from Maryland 
and himself were at issue. That gentleman had 
at first said that Texas had, by an act of Con- 
gress, been divided into two collection districts, the 


Grande. He had, on the other hand, shown, by 
the law itself, that the whole State of Texas con- 
stituted but one collection district, of which Corpus 
Christi was the extreme western limit. After his 
former speech was made, he had looked into the 
reports from the Treasury Department, had exam- 
ined the Blue Book, and every other source of in- 
formation upon which he could lay his hands, and 
had been unable to find any other reference to this 
district than that which he had made in his speech 
and in the note attached to it. Nowhere in an 
public document or in any book, could he find the 
appointment of an inspector of customs at Point 
Isabel. He had therefore stated, that no such offi- 
cer had ever been appointed. What the Adminis- 
tration may or may not have done since the war 
begun has nothing to do with the question; for it 
has now appointed officers of the customs in many 
of the ports of Mexico. ‘Thése appointments are 
made by virtue of rights claimed by the President as 
a military conqueror. But there is no public record 
of any civil appointment of an inspector at Point 
Isabel made either before or since the war began. 
He has, at all events, searched for and has been 
unable to find any such; and he does not believe 
that any such can be found. He has heard, some 
time ago, that there is a military inspector of cus- 
toms at Point Isabel, but no such civil officer of 
this.Government there. He does not know how 
the fact is; but he does know, that if the President 
or the Secretary of the Treasury: has appointed 
such a civil officer there, it has been done without 
authority of law, as it is not within any collection 
district of the United States. And he also knows, 
that if such appointment has been made, no report 
of it has been made heretofore to Congress or the 
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country. It has never been officially communi- 


SS SS a aS 
Cee Siew a 


cated, nor had he, or the House, or the country, 
received any public notice thereof until the gen- 
tleman from Maryland read, some letters here, 
on yesterday, which he had obtained at the office 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. There was some- 
thing very singular, to his mind, about this mode 
of conducting public business; but it seemed to be 
a favorite mode with this Administration. When 
he (Mr. T.) had spoken, in his former speech, of 
the order to General Taylor to march to the Rio 
Grande having been given before the President 
knew that Mr. Slidell was rejected, he had been 
told by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
RueEtt] that the fact of Mr. Slidell’s rejection was 
communicated to the Government in a paper which 
had not yet, even to the present day, been made 
public. He then asked the gentleman from South 
Carolina where he had procured a sight of that 
paper, and his response was, that he had seen it, 
but a day or two before, in the Department of 
War. He repeated, that it isa most singular mode 
of proceeding, that the Government should have 
certain documents which ought to be public, re- 
served for only the sight of the friends of the Admin- 
istration, when nobody else knew their contents, 
to be used here just as the occasion might require. 
That was precisely the character of the informa- 
tion yesterday communicated by the gentleman 
from Marylaid in relation to an inspector at Point 
Isabel. But, notwithstandmg it was thus, for the 
first time, made public, it proved nothing more than 
what he (Mr. T.) had already said—that this in- 
spector was a military officer. The letter from the 
collector at Galveston to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, which the gentleman had read, was dated Feb- 
ruary 19, 1846, more than one month after General 
Taylor was ordered to the Rio Grande. His letter 
recommended an inspector to be appointed at Point 
Isabel, and gave as a reason therefor that he had 
been ‘‘advised that-the United States forces now 
‘ [then] stationed at ‘ Corpus Christi’ are [were] 
‘under orders to remove” there. ‘This shows that 
the necessity of this appointment was occasioned 
by the movements of the army, and that the ap- 
pointment was a military one. Under this recom- 
mendation, it was made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, on the 9th of March, 1846, nearly two 
months after General Taylor had been ordered to 
the Rio Grande. Here, then, was a solution of 
the whole matter. The inspector was a military 
officer, not responsible to any law of the United 
States, but alone to the President and the Secretary 
of the Treasury. He had no doubt that, if the 
whole truth could be got at, it would turn out, that 
at this day, the customs were collected there under 
the military orders in council and the tariff of duties 
which the President and his Secretaries had caused 
to be issued. By the same authority they had ap- 

ointed collectors and inspectors at Vera Cruz and 

ampico. : 

Mr. McLANE (Mr. T. yielding for explanation) 
would state to the committee and to the’gentleman 
from Indiana, wo seemed to have forgotten what 
the law of the land was about inspectors of cus- 
toms, that the laws of the United States required 
the collector of a district to nominate the inspector, 
and that he should be confirmed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. That was a civil office, known 
to the laws of the land; and that civil officer was 
at Point Isabel But (he was understood to say) 
no such civil officers-were at Vera Cruz and Tam- 
pico; they were military officers. 

Mr. THOMPSON continued. He presumed 
he knew, perhaps as well as the gentleman him- 
self did, that, by the acts of Congress of 1799 and 
1804, the power to appoint inspectors was given 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, upon the nomi- 
nation of the collector. But that did not, in any 
manner, change this question. This is a question 
of power. Had either the President or his Secre- 
tary of the Treasury the power to act in defiance 
of an act of Congress, which pointed out where 
these officers should be located, and appoint an 
officer beyond the limits fixed by law? Had either 
the President or his ‘‘chancellor of the Exchequer”? 
the civil power to act upon the nomination of an 
inspector from a collector at Monterey on the Pa- 
cific? or could they, by virtue ofany civilauthority, 
order an officer of the United States to reside there? 
He repeated .that the whole question was one of 
power. Neither the President nor the Secretary 
of the Treasury had the power: they acted alone 
under niilitary authority. 


| communicate to Congress. 


: March 2, 


He (Mr. T.) thought he had now shown the 


committee, and the gentleman from Maryland, 
that so far from weakening any position which had 
been taken by him, (Mr. TS) in his original 
speech, every single one had: been strengthened- 
and fortified by the argument of the gentleman on 
yesterday. That which the gentleman seemed to 
consider the most important difference between 
them, could not now but be fully understood: he 
meant the appointment of inspector at Point Isa- 
bel. He would repeat, that there might be no 
mistake as to his position, that if the Secre of 
the Treasury, by virtue of the military power given 
him by the President, had thought proper to ap- 
point such an officer, it had been done in defiance 
of law, and the country had no information of it 
in any part of the public history, until it was fur- 
nished to the gentleman from Maryland in a pri- 
vate letter from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. McLANE. Private? 

Mr. THOMPSON said he meant a letter ad- 
dressed to the gentleman as a member of this 
House. 

Mr. McLANE said it was a copy from the 
record. - 

Mr. THOMPSON continued. It was a copy 
from a record of which neither this House nor the 
country had any information whatsoever, until it 
was brought here by the gentleman himself, and 
read in his speech on yesterday. It was furnished 
him privately, by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
to defend the Administration against the charge of 
violating a law of Congress. But he would not 
dwell longer upon this question. He wanted, be- - 
fore he sat down, to notice another part of the 
gentleman’s speech, which was not a reply to any 
of the arguments of his (Mr. T’s) former one. 

The gentleman seemed very anxious to place him 
(Mr. T.) before the country, not only as a Whig, 
but as a Clay Whig, or a Taylor Whig; he be- 
lieved the gentleman had not been able to settle, in 
his own mind, to which class he belonged. Now 
the gentleman represented him correctly in calling 
him a “whole Whig,” for he did profess to be a whole 
Whig. Still he was not here as the especial de- 
fender either of Mr. Clay or General Taylor. They 
needed no defence from him. But he would take 
this occasion to say, that it did not become the 
gentleman from Maryland, nor his political friends, 
to exhibit so much anxiety to strike at the repu- 
tation of General Taylor. The old warrior had 
been buffeted about quite enough by the Admin- 
istration itself. Not only have they endeavored 
to shut his mouth, when he had dared to express 
his opinions on the subject of the war, (as he 
did in his letter to General Gaines,) by reviving 
an old and obsolete order of the War Department, 
but they have studiously endeavored to deprive 
him of his well-earned fame. Mr. Polk did not 
want to hear what General Taylor had to say on 
the political policy of the Government. The mo- 
ment he undertook to say what, in his judgment, it 
should be, it was attempted to deprive him of the 
privilege of writing a word to anybody but the 
officers of the Government, who should expose to 
the public only that which the President chose to 
But that was not the 
true object of the hostility of the President to 
General Taylor. He saw the possibility that 
General Taylor might become a favorite with the 
poopie, and this was quite enough for him to know. 

rom that hour the veteran soldier was destined to 
be sacrificed, if there was strength enough in the 
Presidential arm to do it. Accordingly, his force 
at Buena Vista was reduced to.a mere handful of 
men. Nearly all the regular soldiers whom he 
had tried in the valley of the Rio Grande and.at 
Monterey, were taken from him. He was left 
only in command of untried volunteers, who had 
never heard the report of a hostile gun, almost in 
the heart.of Mexico, surrounded by embarrass- 
ments on every side, with the best appointed 
forces of Mexico in his front, commanded by the 
general who had been sent to Mexico by Mr. Polk, 
and who then had a force more than four times the 
number of his own.’ This was but a part of the 

olicy of this Administration towards General 

aylor. But, thanks to him and his brave little 
army, he had alike foiled the puny efforts of a jeal- 
ous Executive, and added new honors to his own 
name, and fresh glory to his country. 

He had a few words to say, before he sat down, 
about the extreme anxiety which the gentleman 
from Maryland had exhibited, to place the Whig 
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party in the most awkward predicament of being 

reatly divided on a candidate for the Presidency. 

t was of very little importance to this country how 
he or the gentleman from Maryland intended to 
vote on the question of the Presidency. He would 
say to the honorable gentleman, however, if he laid 
the flattering unction to his soul that the Whig party 
was so divided as he had represented, he was vastly 
mistaken. There werea great many men in that par- 
ty, who were prepared, whenever the crisis might 
call for the surrender of individual preferences and 
feelings, to buckle on their armor in the common 
defence of the Constitution, and the rescue of the 
country from the fearful evils which beset it. We, 
(said Mr. T.,) it is true, from particular reasons, 


have individual preferences; but there is some- | 


thing in this great controversy higher than men-- 
than the elevation of any particular candidate to 
the Presidency. The security, the salvation of 
the Constitution, is the great question to be tried. 
In a contest of this sort we are prepared to rear 
the old banner under which we have fought 
in former times, and do duty to the glorious 
Constitution of our fathers; and whether under 
the banner of Mr. Clay, who has long stood fore- 
most among the most distinguished statesmen 
of our country; or whether under that of Gen- 
eral Taylor, who has fought our battles and 
covered himself all over with glory, who “asks 
no favor and shrinks from no responsibility;” 
or whether under the banner of some of the other 
illustrious men who are scattered all over this 
Union; we will go into the contestas if animated by 
one spirit, and having but one common object— 
the enduring prosperity and happiness of our coun- 
try. Why, does the gentleman suppose we have 

ot nobody else but General Taylor and Mr. Clay? 

et him look all over this Union, and we can point 
to those under whose banner the Whig party could 
rally with hope and confidence. Massachusetts 
can boast her Webster, the able defender of the 
Constitution; Delaware, her Clayton; Pennsylva- 
nia, her Sergeant and Binney; New York, her 
Fillmore; Ohio, her McLean, Corwin, and Ewing; 
Kentucky, her Crittenden; Tennessee, her Bell; 


North Carolina, her Mangum and Badger; South. 


Carolina, her Preston. These were all men whom 
Whigs delight to honor. And there were others 
scattered all over the country—not only in public 
life, but in private life-—-men far more distinguished 
for intellect and patriotism than he who now dis- 
penses power at the other end of the avenue. 

But the gentleman’s own political friends, he 
understood, had a good many family quarrels, a 
good many family jars, which it might be rather 
more difficult to reconcile. He had understood 
that the gentleman who sat at the other end of the 
avenue had himself set up pretensions for reélec- 
tion, but that a large portion of his friends were 
unwilling to make him their candidate, for two 
prominent reasons: first, because he admitted Santa 
Anna into Mexico; and second, because rumor, 
with her ten thousand tongues, says he has circum- 
vented his Cabinet by giving secret instructions to 
Frist when he had said publicly that he had recalled 
him. ‘Then he understood that a distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania was sometimes 
talked of, but he was denounced here as having 
been an opposer of the last war. Then there was 
a distinguished Senator from Michigan who was 
an aspirant, yet it was hinted that he had been 
on both sides of the Wilmot proviso. There was 
also the honorable gentleman who was now second 
in office under the Government, whose name was 
associated with Mr. Polk’s in the last canvass, but 
it was brought against him that he wrote the bill 
for the recharter of the United States Bank. When- 
ever that party should have settled their differ- 
ences, (if they should succeed in so doing,) and 
have brought out their man, and put their harness 
on, let him tell them, that every true and gallant 
Whig, whether under the banner of Mr. Clay or 
General Taylor, would be found prepared to do 
his duty manfully for the defence of the Constitu- 
tion and the country. He was authorized to speak 
for none but himself, but the gentleman properly 
interpreted him when he said that he (Mr. T.) was 
a “whole Whig.” This need not be told to his 
constituents or to those who knew him. From his 
very boyhood he had tried to do service in that 

lorious cause. He was proud to be called a Whig. 
t was the highest title he wished to wear; and he 
now told the gentleman, (without telling him for 
whom he might go until the great voice of the 


party had spoken,) that in this contest the candi- 
date of the gentleman’s party, whoever he might 
be, would find a competitor with whom he might 
an to enter into no mean or childish contest. 

r. STANTON, of Tennessee, here interposed, 
and, Mr. T. yielding, said he understood the gen- ' 
tleman from Indiana to refer to a rumor that the : 
President had circumvented his Cabinet, by sending | 
secret instructions to Mr. Trist. He desired to 
know whether he understood the honorable gen- 
tleman to make such a charge? 

' Mr. THOMPSON. Not at all; certainly not. | 
He knew nothing at all of the secrets at the other | 
end of the avenue. He had not even a personal | 
acquaintance with the gentleman who occupies the 
Presidential chair, consequently he could not know 
what were the secret purposes of his Administra- 
tion. All he knew about this matter was obtained 
from an artiele in the leading French paper of New 
York, which came to this city yesterday. He 
made no endorsement of the charge. 

Mr. STANTON. I have it within my know- 
Jedge to say that the statement is absolutely false. 

Mr. THOMPSON resuming. Iam glad to hear 
it, for the sake of the President of the United |! 
States. The honorable gentleman then does know 
what are the secrets of the President! 

What he had said to the honorable gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. T. remarked) had been 
prompted by no unkind feeling. lt was sen a 
difference of interpretation—of construction be- 
tween the gentleman and himself. And as such 
were the sentiments which he experienced towards 
the gentleman from Maryland, that gentleman 
would permit him to offer to him a piece of friendly | 
advice. He (Mr. T.) had a little more experience | 
as a member of this House than the gentleman 
had, and this experience had satisfied him that a 
member might not presume too much upon his 
reputation here. He would therefore say, with 
kindness, to the gentleman, that it would be well 
for them both to imitate the example of older 
and more experienced members, who did not 
speak so often as to wear out the patience of the 
House. 

Whatever might be the verdict (Mr. T. pro- 
ceeded to remark) passed here upon the great 
questions of cohtroversy which excited the nation, 
the people of this country, from one end to the 
other, would investigate these questions for them- 
selves. They would declare, by their own po- 
tential voice, what should be done. Gentlemen, 
he knew, were in the habit of saying they 
could anticipate the result of the Presidential 
contest. He could not. Would to God he could. 
When gentlemen on the other side should have 
brought out a distinguished man of their party, 
and put him in nomination, and when his party 
should have done the same, no man could tell the 
result. He feared it; he feared it for the Consti- 
tution; he feared it for the country. All he could 
say, was, that every true-hearted patriot would do 
his duty to the Constitution, and leave the issue 
in the hands of the people and of God. He trust- 
ed and hoped that the public virtue of this country 
was not yet destroyed. He trusted and hoped 
that the strong arm of this Executive, exercised 
in defiance of popular judgment, of the popuiar 
will, of the Constitution, and of the law, had not 
yet stricken down that attachment which the peo- 
ple had been accustomed to feel for the institutions 
of our country. He trusted and believed that there 
was yet enough jof public virtue left to defend the 
Constitution in its purity, and save it from ruin. 

Where are we? (said he.) Where do we stand? 
We may wrangle here as we please. We may 
enter into the arena of partisan discussion in this 
Hall, and divert our own minds, and the minds of 
the people; but we are in the midst of a great | 
crisis. What shall be done? is asked every where. 
We have been engaged in war—in a devastating, 
ruinous war—with a sister republic. We have 
now the flattering prospect of peace. What shall 
we do with that peace, if we make peace? What 
will be the result of our acquisitions, if we make 
acquisitions of territory? Who can tell? If we 
do not make peace, where are we to stop? Are 
we to go forward with our conquering arms, and 
overrun and subjugate the whole of Mexico, and 
the whole of this continent? We are told that the 
pee of the northern States of Mexico, not em- 

raced in the treaty, are petitioning for admission 
into this Union. It is known that a commissioner 
from Yucatan is asking the protection of this Gov- 
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ernment. Looking to South America, we see even 
there they are throwing themselves into the arms 
of this Administration for protection. The inhab- 
itants of Venezuela ask shelter from us. Where 
are we to stop? He asked; in God’s name, where 
are we to stop? 

We have Desi plunged into this condition by 
the President of the United States, not by the peo- 
ple of the country. . It has been done by the Pres- 
ident, not under the recommendation of General 
Taylor, but under his own stern, stubborn, ob- 
stinate will. Where, he repeated, are we to stop? 
It is easy to plunge this country into war. A 
weak, ambitious, imbecile President by a single 
stroke of the pen, may get us into a long, expen- 
sive, ruinous war; but it demands all the sagacity, 
all the wisdom, all the true-hearted patriotism of 
the country, to get us out of it. The incendiary 
may set fire to our building, but it requires a mul- 
titude, with well-directed efforts, to extinguish it. 
The President may hurl his country almost over 
the precipice; but it requires all the patriotism of 
all our wisest and best statesmen to save it. He 
trusted in God it would be saved. Their only re- 
liance was on the public virtue of the nation. If 
that is not exercised, and exercised speedily, he 
could not but foresee a dark and gloomy fate for 
the country. 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, next addressed 
the committee, directing his remarks to a subject 
which it seemed to him had not received that con- 
sideration from the two Houses of Congress and 
from the American people which its importance, 
in his judgment, required, viz: to the objects and 
purposes which this Administration had been seek- 
ing to accomplish by the proseqution of the exist- 
ing war with Mexico. Passing over the question 
of the origin of the war, and admitting, for the sake 
of argument, that the President of the United States . 
had a right to order the army to the Rio Grande; 
assuming, for the sake of argument—and he made 
these admissions and assumptions for no other pur- 
pose—the validity of the claim advanced by the 
Administration of the clear and indisputable nature 
of our title to the Rio Grande; assuming that the 
reiterated asseverations of the President of the Uni- 
ted States that Mexico was the aggressor were 
well-founded, that she invaded the territory of the 
United States, and that, by an attack on Captain 
Thornton’s command on the 24th April, 1846, she 
was guilty of shedding American blood upon Amer- 
ican soil, he asked if the aggression thus made 
upon our territory was not repelled, if the victories 
of Palo Alto and Resaca de la Palma were not suf- 
ficient vindications of tĦẹ honor and integrity of 
our country? Was it not sufficient for our army, 
under the lead of the gallant, the successful Tay- 
lor, to have scattered the Mexican forces before 
them as chaff? Had we been content to remain on 
this side of the Rio Grande, did any human being 
believe that this gasconading, vainglorious, cow- 
ardly race of Mexicans would have ever dared to 
come on this side of the Rio Grande for the pur- 
pose of assailing the American arms? 

But this Administration, not content with repel- 
ling aggression, as they claimed, had seen fit to ` 
invade the Republic of Mexico; to send an army 
into Upper California and New Mexico, to organ- 
ize an expedition of a very extraordinary charac- 
ter under General Wool to capture Chihuahua, 
and to take possession of Tamaulipas, New Leon, 
and Coahuila. Not satisfied with thus capturing 
some eight or ten of the northern States of Mexico, 
the interior of the country was penetrated, by the 
way of Vera Cruz, to the very heart of the repub- 
lic, as the President would have it, expending one 
hundred millions of money, and, as he verily be- 
lieved, at least thirty-five thousand lives of the 
American citizens! , 

And why had all this been done? What had 
been the policy of the Administration in thus pros- 
ecuting this war in this most extraordinary man- 
ner? it would be impossible, he said, for him to 
discuss this questiofi fully under present circum- 
stances, without referring to the treaty of peace 
which it was said had been negotiated in the city 
of Mexico, either with or without the authority of 
our Government, which had been brought to this 
city, and it was said was now pending before the 
other branch of the National Legislature. In 
speaking of it, he spoke from no sources of infor- 
ation except those common to all the members of 
the House; and he spoke on his responsibility 
alone. He also intended to speak with modera- 
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tion, with caution, as it was a subject of the utmost 
delicacy, of the utmost importance. 

Was it not extraordinary that we should have 
now pending before one department of this Gov- 
ernment the question whether the boundaries of 
the United States should be extended to an immense 
extent; whether vast regions of country should be 
brought within our jurisdiction and subjected to 
our laws; that the question should be pending 
whether a foreign people, who speak not our lan- 
guage, who know nothing of our institutions, 
should be brought within the limits of the United 
States of America; whether the Government of the 
United States should be committed, in addition to 
all its vast expenditures in the prosecution of this 
war, in addition to the $100,000,000, and he thought 
he might safely say the $150,000,000, and the fear- 
ful sacrifice of life,—was it not strange that the 
question should be pending whether, in addition to 
all these, we should put ourselves under obligations 
for a sum of no less than $21,000,000, and yet 
the representatives of the people not be informed 
one word about it? It might be said that they 
would have an opportunity to pronounce upon it 
when, after it was ratified—in case it should be 
ratified—the House of Representatives was called 
upon to vote appropriations to carry it into effect. 
But did not every man know that they would then 
be placed ina position where they would be forced 
to appropriate? Yet not one word was communi- 
cated by the President to the representatives of the 
people upon this subject. 

e knew that the Executive was under no con- 
stitutional obligations to take advice of the imme- 
diate representatives of the people; but he should 
suppose, when he entertained so extraordinary a 
proposition as this, that he would desire to learn 
what might be the views of the House of Repre- 
sentatives upon it; for, he repeated, when the treaty 
should be ratified it would be the supreme law of 
the land. The territory would have been acquired 
and subjected to our laws, the Po would” have 
come under our jurisdiction, and the House of Rep- 
resentatives would be forced to make the necessary 
appropriations to give it effect. The obligation 
rested on the House. It was so held by General 
Jackson and the two Houses of Congress in rela- 
tion to the French treaty in 1831, where the French 
Government agreed to pay twenty-five millions 
francs by instalments, and the French Chamber of 
Deputies refused to make the appropriation. Did 
not our Government treat that as a most outrage- 
ous breach of faith, and were we not on the very 
point of going to war with France to enforce that 


man f P 

hat objects and purposes, then, had this 
Administration been seeking to accomplish by this 
war, and what did it seek by this treaty ? Whether 
it should be ratified or not, was a matter in refer- 
eħce to which he did not express any opinion. If 
that question was thrown into his hands for decis- 
ion he should feel that there was devolved on him 
a fearful responsibility—a choice on the one hand 
between a war which was fraught with awful evils 
to our common country, and on the other hand a 
treaty which he greatly feared would ultimately 
produce calamities not less direful to the country 
than the prosecution of the war itself. 

He called the attention of the House and the 
country to the surprising change in the language 
made use of by the Administration and its friends, 
in relation to their objects and purposes, during 
the progress of the war. When it was first com- 
menced we were told that their object was to ‘‘ con- 
quer a peace,’’and the friends of the Administration 
on this floor and elsewhere insisted that it should 
be a short war and a glorious war. But not turn- 
ing out so, it had become necessary for the President 
and his friends to modify their language, and they 
then insisted that the objects of the war were “‘ in- 
demnity for the past and security for the future.” 
What was meant by these words no human being 
was able to tell. In his annual message at the 
commencement of the last session of Congress, the 
President totally disclaimed all. idea of conquest. 
But at the present session he modified his language 
and said that his object was not to conquer ‘* Mex- 
ico’’—meaning the whole of Mexico; that he did 
not desire to extinguish her nationality, but that 
she should continue to exist as a separate and inde- 
pendent republic; and then he wound up by telling 
us, in very significant language, that we must have 
“ indemnity for the past and security for the fu- 
ture.” “Indemnity” for what? For the debt which 


Mexico owed our citizens prior to the war? Why 
did he not say so? ‘* Indemnity” for all the ex- 
penses of the war? Why not say so, if this is 
what he meant? *‘ Indemnity” for all the blood 
and all the sacrifices made in the prosecution of the 
war? He said no such thing. f 

Well, as to this “security.” What did he mean 
by that? It seemed that he wanted to put Mexico 
in some way under bond for good behavior. Ex- 
actly how it was to be done he could not perceive, 
except it were by bombarding her cities, blowing 
up her castles, dispersing her armies, and sending 
widowhood and orphanage to thousands of homes 
of that republic. He wanted ‘security for the 
future’? in some way. At length this treaty had 
come, and it afforded new light on the subject. - 

He referred to what were understood to be the 
terms of the treaty—the cession of all the country 
this side of the Rio Grande, and all of New Mex- 
ico, and nearly all of Upper California; and he 
said that he had evidence before him, which he 
would imbody in his printed speech, sufficient to 
satisfy every reasonable man that that country was 
not worth two straws, and was most properly and 
emphatically characterized by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr C. J. INGERSOLL,] in a phrase 
which had become somewhat notorious, a ‘‘ stu- 
pendous desert.’ Such a treaty would give us 
upon the Pacific about ten degrees of latitude, viz: 
from 32° to 42°, the southern boundary of Oregon. 
And for this country we were to pay the enormous 
sum of twenty or twenty-one millions of dollars— 
to pay $15,000,000 to Mexico in round coin, 
(whether this included the ‘‘three millions” or 
not he did not know,) and to assume some five or 
six millions of the claims of our citizens against 
Mexico. 

We were to pay this enormous sum, and take 
possession of this territory; and he would not give 
the county of Dutchess,in New York, for the whole 
of it! e were to pay a sum greatly larger than 
we paid for the whole of the Louisiana territory, 
including what is now Louisiana, Arkansas, Mis- 
souri, lowa—and territory enough for six or eight 
more States—Texas being thrown into the bargain. 
To pay $21,000,000 for this miserable, worthless 
territory, under this most magnificent Administra- 
tion, in addition to the one hundred to one hundred. 
and fifty millions already expended, and to the 
twenty-five or thirty thousand lives of American 
citizens sacrificed! ‘This was to be paid for a vast 
expanse of mountains, rocks, and arid deserts, and 
with it we were to have under our jurisdiction hun- 
dreds of thousands of the wild savages of that 
country, and to impose upon this Government 
hereafter, to the end of time, the necessity of main- 
taining an army, in addition to our old peace estab- 
lishment, of some five to ten thousand men, and 
incurring an expense annually of some five to seven 
millions of dollars in addition to the ordinary ex- 
penses of this Government. 

The President in his message informed us that 
when he sent this most distinguished diplomatist, 
Mr. Nicholas P. Trist, a clerk in the Department 
of State—of whom probably no ten members of 
Congress knew anything before—that his propo- 
sition to the Mexican Government was to take all 
the territory he (Mr. S.) had mentioned; and in 
addition, Lower California—a cape of Jand—no, he 
would not pervert language so as to say of land, 
but a cape of rocks, mountains, sandy deserts— 
running down back of Mexico to the equator. He 
commented upon the chaffering disposition mani- 
fested in this affair. He had never been able to 
bring himself to believe that, as wild, extravagant, 
ridiculous as he considered this Administration, 
they ever had -been in earnest in making this 
proposition. It had turned out that a real bargain 
was what the President was driving at. The 
Yankees were said to have some talent at a trade, 
but he confessed here was a specimen of Tennessee 
ingenuity which distanced them. 

He next proceeded to argue from the understood 
stipulation of the treaty to pay this large amount 
of money, the hollowness of the pretence set up 
by the Administration of “ indemnity for the 
past;”? as, in case this had been the real object, 
(Mexico having nothing but territory to indem- 
nify us with,) he would have merely taken enough 
to amount to the indemnity. Of course, in taking 
territory, convenient boundaries were necessary, | 
and it might well have been that such boundaries 
would have taken us beyond our precise claim for 


them a half million, or even one or two millions of . 
dollars. But when the Administration came to 
ropose our paying about twenty millions of dol- 
ars in addition, it clearly proved that their object 
was to compel Mexico to cede such portion of her 
territory as we wanted, and to pay her the terms 
we ourselves saw fit to establish. The object of 
this war, it turned out, then, was to drive a bar- 
gain with Mexico—to force her to sell her country! 

Mr. S. here remarked that, as his time was 
moving away so rapidly, he must pass over many 
of the topics of which he had intended to speak, 
and content himself by a general reference to them, 
reserving to his written speech the full expres- 
sion of his views. He should attempt therein to 
show— 

That this acquisition of territory was none.the 
less a conquest because we stipulatedjto pay a 
compensation. 

That in acquiring this territory, and forcing a 
large number—probably one hundred thousand 
citizens of Mexico to come under our jurisdiction— 
we would be violating a great-fundamental princi- 
ple of our own Government. 

That, by the acquisition of this territory, we were 
likely to introduce disaster and disunion among 
ourselves. That, by this acquisition, would be 
broken up what has been denominated the ‘+ Mis- 
souri compromise,” because it would destroy the 
foundation on which that compromise rested, which 
was a fair, a just, and a division of the ex- 
isting territory of the United States between the 
free and slave States. After having acquired Texas 
in the manner we did, if we, in addition, were to 


acquire New Mexico and California, it would be 


an utter annihilation of the basis on which the 


_Missouri compromise rested. 
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And, moreover, he said, (and this he regarded 
as a material point, but he could not dwell upon 
it,) that action upon this treaty in the Senate of the 
United States, or, if occasion should require it 
here, would place these bodies in such a position 
as to prevent their passing upon its merits. The 
President of the United States involves the coun- 
try, by his own wanton act, in a foreign war, and 
after prosecuting it at an enormous expenditure, 
and sacrifice of money and valuable lives, he makes 
a treaty to close the war. Now, he asked, if the 
Senate of the United States, or if the members of 
this House, could, under such circumstances, act 
on the merits of the treaty? Were they not placed 
in such a situation that they were forced to choose 
between two enormous evils, and was it not likely 
then that it would be ratified, though with entire 
repugnance? Might not gentlemen in the other 
wing of the Capitol vote for it, while believing it 
in the highest degree injurious to the country, for 
they found themselves so situated, that they were 
obliged to choose between a bad war and a bad 
treaty? They might see fit to choose the latter as 
the least evil of the two. He wished, however, 
in any remarks that he might make here, not to be 
understood as expressing any opinion whether the 
treaty should or should not be ratified. He never- 
theless must insist that it would be in the highest 
degree injurious to bring New Mexico and Cali- 
fornia under our jurisdiction and the laws of the 
United States, and place them on the same footing 
with the members of this Confederacy—New York, 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Jilinois, Michigan, 
and Missouri, States which at no very distant day 
would have from three millions to five millions of 
inhabitants each. He utterly denied that this coun- 
try could derive any considerable advantage from 
the territory to be acquired. And this brought 
him to a subject that had a very important bearing 
on the general question which he had propounded 
for consideration, and that was, whether the policy 
of this administration in regard to the objects of 
this war, was such as accorda with the prosperity 
and true interests of the people? He desired to 
say at this time, that he had collated and collected, 
and in point of fact, had before him on his table, 
a large mass of testimony on this point, which it 
was totally impossible that he could submit to the 
committee in the time prescribed by the rules of 
the House. Its general tendency and effect, how- 
ever, was to show that it was impossible that the 
Administration could obtain any indemnity, even 
for our original claim, from any portion of that 
territory of Mexico denominated the Northern 
States. He was fully prepared to show that the 
President was making a most extravagant bargain. 


indemnity, and have been necessary for us to pay |! If our Government were to take all the territory 
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which he understood Mexico was now willing to | 


cede in consideration of the sum proposed to be 
pal, and the claims existing anterior to the war, 

e insisted it would be a most extravagant bargain. 
He denied that the whole of that territory was 
worth five millions of dollars. And in regard to 
the country on this side of the Rio Grande, he de- 
sired to propound an inquiry for the consideration 
of his friends on the other side of the House. 
After having contended here, as gentlemen had 
done for two long years, that we were the real 
owners to the valley of the Rio Grande; after de- 
Po a as gentlemen with great ability and 
ingenuity had sought to do, and the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. McLane] had told them the 
story about the appointment of inspectors of the 
custom-house there; after the repeated assertion 
that Texas did extend to the Rio Grande, and that 
the army of this Government had the right to take 
up its march to the Rio Grande, and to occupy it 
from its mouth to its source, was the twenty-one 
millions of dollars now, or any part of it, to be 
paid for that territory? If it was not to be paid 
for that, what was that enormous consideration to 
be paid for? 

_Mr. ASH MUN interposed, and begged to en- 
lighten the gentleman from Connecticut on that 
point. Perhaps the gentleman did not understand 
the full value of the purchase. Now, he under- 
stood that it was intended as a consideration for 
not only what was now properly Mexico, but it 
was also to purchase the right of Mexico to Texas. 
We were now to pay for Texas. 

Mr. SMITH would say nothing of the real value 
of Texas, for we had on this floor gentlemen who 
represented her, for whom he had great personal 
respect. Nor would he undertake to say how 
soon it would be that we should have representa- 
tives here from the sister States of New Mexico 
and California; but it seemed strange to him that 
we were now to pay a large consideration for that 
which the Administration and its friends demon- 
strated was ours, and which they contended for 
as zealously as for ‘* 54° 40’ or fight.” No longer 
since than the last session of Congress they had 
heard these arguments, and yet now the President 
was asking us to ratify a treaty by which Mexico 
sells her right to ‘Texas—to all on this side of the 
Nueces, as well as that lying between the Nueces 
and the Rio Grande. 

Mr. McLANE was understood to explain that 
this Government was not to pay for territory—not 
for one inch on this side of the Rio Grande, but for 
jurisdiction over territory to be ceded by Mexico. 

Mr. SMITH said, then it appeared we were not 
to get a foot of territory, except in the deserts of 
California, but we were to get jurisdiction. Juris- 
diction over what? Over savages and an impassa- 
ble desert, where no man could travel with safety. 
He saw that he had not the time to bring before 
the House the mass of evidence which he had in 
his possession respecting the value of that territo- 
ry, the object of which was to show that that whole 
country was of no value, but he would read an 
extract from a statement made by Lieutenant Col- 
one! Emory, of the topographical engineers, who 
has lately been appointed to a regiment of volun- 
teers, and -has joined the army in Mexico. He 
had intended to have requested the opinion of his 
friend from the Covington district of Kentucky 
(Mr. m respecting the value of that territo- 
ry, for which this Administration had waged a 
destructive and expensive war. Not having time 
to ask for it now, he hoped the gentleman from 
Kentucky would give it to him in writing. 

[Mr. S. then read largely from the statement of 
Lieutenant Colonel Emory, and was still proceed- 
ing, when the chairman announced the expiration 
of his hour. 

Mr. FICKLIN followed, and said he should not 
reply to the many points raised by gentlemen 
who had preceded him, either as to the number of 
men that had the scurvy there, as set forth in one 
of the extracts which had been read, or as to the 
value of the territory which it was proposed that 
we should now acquire from Mexico. He should 
proceed to another branch of the argument. 
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They had had this morning two speeehes from 
the opposite side of the House; one from the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. THompson,] to which 
he had listened with great pleasure, and one from 
the distinguished gentleman from Connecticut, (Mr. 
SmiruH,| who had undertaken to cause a smile at 
the attempt to bring worthless territory into this 
Union. Now, he (Mr. F.) should not undertake 
to discuss the subject-matter of the treaty, inas- 
much as it was not before them, and, as yet, they 
had nothing to do with it. He confessed he was 
somewhat surprised that gentlemen had alluded to 
it here, much less bring it into this debate and make 
it the subject of discussion. But, having been 
brought here, he was equally surprised at the 
adroitness with which gentlemen had dodged the 
question, and shown how unwilling they were to 
commit themselves as to the merits of the treaty. 
Now, he asked those gentlemen, were they for the 
treaty or against it? Or was it only their object 
to find fault with everything the President does? 
Was it their object merely to make political capital 
for the coming canvass of 1848? He was ata loss 
to know on what issue they were to meet gentle- 
men at this time. 
of a change of the policy of the Administration. 
The first object, they say, was to ‘‘ conquer a 
peace,” as promulged by the Executive, but the 
object now was to obtain ** indemnity for the past 
and security for the future.” What was the posi- 
tion of the gentlemen opposite on these points? 
When this war commenced they had speech after 
speech of burning eloquence to show that the an- 
nexation of Texas was war per se; that annexation 
was notonly likely to bring war, but that it was war. 
On that question, however, they had some friends 
on the other side who stood by them. There was 
a gentleman from Georgia, [supposed to be Mr. 
Toomss,] to whose speeches he always listened 
with admiration, who made an eloquent speech in 
favor of annexation—one of the most eloquent, in 
short, that he had ever listened to in this Hall. 
There were other Whig members who voted with 
the friends of annexation throughout; but they 
found now that all, or nearly all—if their vote on 
a recent resolution was to be taken as expressive 
of the views of that side of the House—were now 
ready to say that annexation did not produce war, 
but that the President did by his unjust and un- 
constitutional act. 

Mr. F. read an extract from the first speech of 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. R. W. THomp- 
son;] and, after commenting thereon, inquired why 
the gentlemen opposite had changed their own po- 
sition? It was because it was necessary to save 
those gentlemen who voted for annexation. If 
they retained the position that annexation was 
war, then the head of the gentleman from Georgia, 
and his friends who voted with him for annexation, 
must be taken off; they must fall under the guil- 
lotine of party; and the only way to relieve them 
was, to change the issue, and say that annexation 
did not produce war, but that our miserable Presi- 
dent had produced it. Such was the charge now 
brought against the President, for whose defence 
it was not necessary that he should now detain 
the committee. The multiform charges which the 
gentlemen on the other side made against the Presi- 
dent were rather amusing than otherwise. First, 
he was a perfect Nero—a cold-hearted tyrant— 
one who would fiddle while Rome was burning, 
and the Capitol was reduced to ashes. At another 
time, he was the weakest, most contemptible, most 
pusillanimous man breathing. Now, thesecharges 
were certainly contradictory, but they were not 
more contradictory than the positions which the 
gentlemen opposite had taken on the subject of 
this Mexican war. They had made no greater 
mistake than that the people of Texas were land 
robbers and outcasts, and that, as between Mexico 
and Texas, Mexico was right, and Texas all 
wrong. If gentlemen would calmly look at the 
subject, and not permit their feelings and their 
i pte toinfluence their judgments, they would 

nd that, from the beginning of the controversy to 
the present time, Texas had been all right and 
Mexico ail wrong. This he asserted without fear 


Those gentlemen had spoken. 
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and by no other authority, subverted the 


of successful contradiction. Texas, in common 
with every other department of Mexico, went into 
the revolution, and established the constitution of 
1824—a constitution similar to that of our own— 
and he defied gentlemen on the other side to adduce 
a single act to show that Texas had ever violated 
that constitution, or departed from its provisions. 

Here, then, was a point to start from. Texas 
entered into the support of that constitution in 
good faith, and in good faith every other State of 
Mexico should have united to carry it out. In 
1834, however, Santa Anna, by a military order, 
overn- 
ment, turned out Gomez Farias, and brought in 
a military Vice President, and he sent his myr- 
midons into every part of Texas, to compel the 
people of that State to submit to his authority. 
Texas resisted, and he would ask his friends on 
the other side of the House, if there was one 
amongst them so craven that he would not have 
resisted as Texas did? Texas, he repeated, re- 
sisted: with less than thirty thousand people she 
stood up against a nation of eight millions in de- 
fending her rights. And who were the Texans 
who had been denounced in such opprobrious 
terms? Permit him to name Stephen S. Austin, 
whose name was stamped on the character of the 
country—a man of as high a character as any gen- 
tleman in this House. He was a man of intel- 
ligence, integrity, and great worth. He formerly 
resided in Potosi, in the State of Missouri; then 
he emigrated to Texas, under the permission of 
the Spanish Government, to found a colony there. 
Afterwards they found him dragged to the city of 
Mexico, and there he was incarcerated in a loath- 
some prison, without crime or fault on his part; 
and to the day of his death he never recovered from 
the disease which he there contracted. Stephen 
S. Austin, then, was the head of the end of 
Texas, and he was worthy to be placed at the head 
of that or of any other country. 

But to come to the issue as to the marching of 
the army, and the question of title which it involv- 
ed. Now, he defied gentlemen on the other side 
to put their finger on a better title for Mexico than 
Texas possessed to that territory. Texas had an 
undisputed title until it was promulged here and 
sounded from one end to the other of this nation— 
commencing at the Capitol and repeated through 
every Whig newspaper in the country—that the 
title was in Mexico. Yes, the title of Mexico was 
a Whig discovery, for it had not beem previous 
discovered by Mexico. And now as to the march 
to the Rio Grande. He would sayto gentlemen 
opposite, that he would not hold General Taylor 
responsible for his letter in which he said, if the 
Government intended to insistupon the Rio Grande 
as an ultimatum, they should take a position on 
the Rio Grande; and he would give to General 
Taylor all the benefit of the qualification which it 
was said to possess in presenting an alternative. 
General Taylor evidently thought the true course 
was to march at once to the Rio Grande, and they 
found that he did take the Rio Grande. But was 
he instructed to take a position, as he did, opposite 
to Matamoros, and to blockade the Rio Grande? 
On looking over the papers in that connection, they 
would find no instructions to General Taylor to 
point his cannon on the city of Matamoros. Yet 
in doing these things he blamed not General ihe & 
lor, nor found any fault with him. He thought 
General Taylor was right. He had no doubt that 
General Taylor saw the necessity for doing what 
he did. And, again, they found no instructions 
from the Executive department to General Taylor 
to cross the river to Matamoros. [Mr. F. read an 
extract from General Taylor’s letter to the depart- 
ment of War of the 26th April, 1846, on the sub- 


ject of additional forces which he had called for, 


and his opinion in relation to the prosecution of 
the war with their assistance, to show that Gene- 
ral Taylor endorsed all that had been done. Mr. 
F. also quoted from General Taylor’s letter of the 
18th May to Arista, in which he said he could not 
suspend operations in which he had not taken the 
initiative nor provoked aggression, and claimed 
Matamoros as a sine qua non.] Here, then, it would 
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also be seen that General Taylor endorsed the 
whole. He found more troops necessary, and he 
called for them, and he refused to’ suspend hostili- 
ties on the application of Arista, for reasons which 
he gave. If gentlemen would read the documents 
with the attention to which they were entitled, they 
would find that General Taylor, as soon as the 


‘prmistice was concluded, was instructed to retain 


‘possession of Monterey—but where was he found 
afterwards? The movement to Saltillo and Buena 
Vista he was not instructed to make by the De- 
partment of War. But it was said that the Presi- 
dent took away his forces with a view to prevent 
his usefulness. Now, gentlemen were at fault in 
that particular. If they would read the corre- 
spondence which had been furnished to the House, 
they would find how it was that General Taylor’s 
men were taken away. Mr. F. read General Scott’s 
letter to General Taylor, announcing to him that 
he was about to proceed to take command+—not 
of the army of General Taylor in the north, but of 
an expedition to the city of Mexico, for which 
purpose he should be under the necessity of taking 
part of his gallant.soldiers with whom he had ac- 
quired so much glory, reducing General ‘Taylor 
for a time to a defensive position. General Scott 
expressed his regret for the necessity which com- 
fs led him to do this, but he consoled General Tay- 
or by a reference to the glory which he had already 
acquired and with which he could afford to yield 
to the inactivity to which he was necessarily sub- 
jected. In the subsequent unfortunate controver- 
sies which had arisen among our generals, he (Mr. 
F,) should not participate nor bestow upon them 
any part of his attention at this time. They had 
fought the battles of their country, and he was 
proud of the victories they had won. Those vic- 
tories were worth infinitely more than the dollars 
and cents they had cost. Fora quarter of a cen- 
tury we had been in a state of profound peace, and 
European Powers had distrusted our ability to 
maintain our rights, but on that point this war, 
more than anything else, would probably satisfy 
them. Those who regarded this war as inexpedi- 
ent, as bringing no advantage to this country, and 
as unnecessary and unconstitutional, it appeared to 
him did not reflect truly on all that relates to it. 
They could not shut their eyes to the fact that since 
1824 Mexico has been in a most disturbed condi- 
tion. Pronunciamento had succeeded pronuncia- 
mento; one government had been overthrown and 
succeeded by another, and that country had re- 
ceived a downward tendency and reached a point 
at which foreign Governments began to look anx- 
iously to the possibility of establishing a throne 
in Mexico. Spain, Austria and France were all 
looking with eager eyes to the period of time when 
a European prince could ascend a throne in Mexi- 
co. Between France and Spain there was an ad- 
ditional alliance by the Montpensier marriage, and 
their mutual intrigues were directed to the accom- 
plishment of this object. Spain herself, it was 
shown, had spent $100,000 of the revenues of Hav- 
ana in negotiations with Mexico for that purpose. 
In 1846 Mr. Black, our consul in Mexico, gave to 
his Government a notification of these movements, 
and it was known also that Santa Anna overthrew 
Paredes in 1846 on the ground, which was pro- 
claimed through all the Mexican States, that he 
was in favor of the establishment of a monarchy. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL rose and recalled the 
attention of the gentleman of Illinois to his remarks 
on the reduction of General Taylor’s forces by 
General] Scott, and inquired if the gentleman from 
Illinois had adverted to the order under which Gen- 
eral Scott acted in making that requisition on Gen- 
eral Taylor. 

Mr. FICKLIWN said he had read General Scott’s 
letter to General Taylor, and also the instructions 
of the Government to General Scott, from which 
he learned that the first plan was to go to Tam- 
pico, and General Patterson, it would be recollect- 
ed, commenced his march on that expedition. It 
would also be found that General Scott wrote to 
General Taylor the letter in which he said he had 
made application to the department for the com- 
mand to Mexico. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said, if the gentleman 
would look at the documents, he would find that 
General Scott was acting under instructions of the 
Government. | 

Mr. FICKLIN said the expedition was directed 
by the Government, but the mode in which it 
ahould be carried out was left to General Scott. 
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However, for what had been done by our generals 
he had no disposition to blame them. hat he 
desired was, to repel the attempts which had been 
made on the other side of the House—in this he 
did not include the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. J. R. INGERsoLL,] for he would not attribute 
to him such a purpose—to make political capital 
out of the supposed hostility of the President and 
the War Department to General Taylor. 

He had before said, and he would repeat it, that 
this war with Mexico was a necessary war, and 
it was not waged for the acquisition of territory; but 
if we do acquire territory by it, he differed in toto 
from the gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. Smitu,] 
who said that this acquisition would be of no value 
to this country. He thought it would be of im- 
mense value to us; and if we only get jurisdiction, 
it was pretty much all that wedo want. We want 
a harbor on the Pacific; but, for one, he would not 
have gone to war with Mexico for her territory. 
But he did not put it on that ground. He put it 
as between Mexico and Texas, and he came to the 
conclusion that Mexico was inthe wrong. Texas 
had as much right to be annexed to this country 
and to enjoy all our privileges as to Mexico, and 
more too, for Texas had a more permanent gov- 
ernment; and, having the right to be annexed to 
this Government, and the annexation having been 
consummated, we could not escape from this war 
but with disgrace. After the resolutions of annex- 
ation were adopted, they found Almonte, who had 
previously said its adoption would be cause of war, 
asking for his passports and leaving the country. 
They found Garcia Conde, Minister of War in 
Mexico, giving orders to muster troops into their 
service and to prepare for war. ‘They found, also, 
that Paredes instructed his generals on the Rio 
Grande to take the initiative in this matter before 
the war had actually commenced. They found, 
also, that on the Little Colorado General Taylor 
was met by the enemy, and that our citizens were 
there butchered. The committee could not have 
forgotten the murder of Colonel Cross, and others 
of a like character. Now, with all these facts and 
circumstances, he asked how this Government 
could have taken any other course? It has taken 
the only course left to it, and it was fortunate that 
it had a general who was willing to assume the 
position that he could not suspend hostilities, iu 
which he had not taken the initiative, and who 
made the possession of Matamoros a sine qua non. 
In this General Taylor spoke the sentiments of the 
American people. Gentlemen here talked about 
this question being settled, and about the people 


sending up to have a treaty ratified, and that the 
war was unpopular. Now, he had seen no evi- 


dence of the unpopularity of the war except among 
party politicians, With the people it was a popu- 
lar war. With all those whose hearts were in the 
right place it was a popular war, and it would be 
sustained. 

Every war in which this country had been en- 
gaged had been unpopular with some. The war 
of the Revolution was unpopular with the Tories; 
the late war with Great Britain was unpopular 
with the blue-light Federalists; the war with Mex- 
ico also was unpopular with a portion of the com- 
munity; but with the great body of the people it 
was popular, and would remain so. The gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. R. W. THompson,] to 
whose very eloquent speech he listened with great 
pleasure, had introduced into this discussion the 
subject of the Presidential election, and he seemed 
to intimate that they were going to sweep every- 
thing away before them in the coming contest. But 
let him not lay the flattering unction to his soul 
that he was going to elect a candidate to the Pres- 
idency by opposition to the war, or by taking the 
position that this was a “‘no-party”’ era. They 
had had one elected on the ‘‘no-party’’ issue, 
whose principles after election they were afraid to 
tell to the country. The result of that election had 
settled the public mind, and never, while the pres- 
ent generation lived, would it be repeated. 

The people of this country did not mean again 
to be Tylerized. A friend of his, a little while ago, 
gave him a little historical incident which might 
serve to illustrate this ** no-party’’ matter. When 
James the First ascended the throne of England, 
two friends in conversation made him the subject 
of their discourse. One inquired, what sort of a 
man this James the First was? and the reply was 
an illustration in which he was compared to a mon- 
key. ‘If I hold him,” said the gentleman, “ I can 


make him bite you; and if you hold him, you can 
make him bite me.’”? And so it was with Tyler. 
While you held him, he was made to bite us; but 
when we held him, he was made to bite you. 
[Laughter.] Whenevera candidate should be again 
brought before the people of this country who 
would not declare his principles, they might rest 
assured such a course would fail. His principles 
must be inscribed on his banner, that those who 
run may read. 

Mr. LEVIN said: Mr. Chairman, I have been 
so often misrepresented by the paid agents of the 
Jesuits who hang around this Hall, and who swarm 
over our land, that I have come prepared to-day. 
I was surprised to find in the bill now before the 
committee an appropriation for a chargéship to 
Rome, and still more surprised when my friend, 
the honorable gentleman from Alabama, informed 


‘me that he intended to move an améndment, sub- 


Sstituting in its stead a minister plenipotentiary. 
An embassy to Rome I had supposed to be the pet 
measure of the President of the United States. 
Sympathy with Pope Pius IX. appears to be the 
hobby-horse of political leaders. O’Connell, the 
Irish reformer, is dead. The curtain has fallen 
upon that last act of the national farce, and now the 
Pope, an Italian reformer, steps upon the stage to 
conclude what O’Connell left unfinished. The 
hurrah has gone through the country; public meet- 
ings have been held; sympathy for the Pope has 
grown almost into a fashion: yet, sir, in no legiti- 
mate sense can this embassy to Rome be called a 
national measure, intended for the public benefit. 
We have no commerce to protect in the Roman - 
States; we have no seamen whose rights may need 
even the supervision of a Government agent or 
consul; we have no navy riding in her only harbor; 
we have no interests that may be exposed to jeop- 
ardy for want of an ambassador. 

The Papal flag has never been known to wave 
in an American port. No American vessel has 
received the visit of a Pope. Dwelling under the 
shadow of the ruins of antiquity, we have never 
been disturbed but by the bulls of Pope Gregory 
and the intrigues of his Jesuits. What, then, has 
produced this sudden revolution in the concerns of 
the two countries? We are told that Pius IX. is 
a reformer. Indeed! In what sense is he a re- 
former? Has he divested himself of any of his 
absolute prerogatives? Has he cast off his claims 
to infallibility? Has he flung aside his triple 
crown? Has he diminished aught from the impe- 
rial elevation of the tiara? And does he no longer 
hold in bondage the bodies and souls of his sub- 
jects? Has he become a republican? Does he 
acknowledge the inherent equality of mankind? 
Has he abolished tithes? Has he emancipated his 
people? Has he suppressed the Jesuits? Far 
from it. Nothing of this has been done. He 
maintains his own prerogatives as absolute as 
Gregory XIX. or any of his illustrious predeces- 
sors. In what, then, does the world give him credit 
for being a reformer? For building up on a new 
and firmer foundation his own secular power; for 
permitting a press to be established in Rome un- 
der his own supervision and control; for carrying 
out measures not to be censured, but certainly 
giving him no pretenstons beyond that of a selfish: 
sagacity, intent on the study of all means calculated 
to add stability to his spiritual power and firmness 
to histemporal throne. But a sagacious monarch 
does not constitute a liberal reformer, even though 
he may correct many abuses that disgraced his pre- 
decessors, who, by their bigotry and intolerance, 
had reduced the once boasted power of the Papal See 
toa mere cipher. As a free and civilized Govern- 
ment, anxious for the continued progress of the 
popular mind, we had infinitely more reason for 
applauding Gregory XIX. for pulling down the 
power of the Roman See than sending an embassy 
to Pius IX. for having revived the drooping giant, 
and imparted fresh energy to the most despotic 
power the world has ever seen or ever felt. Why 
was no ambassador sent to Gregory? Why is an 
ambassador sent to Pius? Not because the inter- 
ests of this country require it. And who believes 
it is because of the lauded liberality of one who 
seems ambitious of the renown of a man of the 
age? Who believes it is because Pius encourages 
railways, for what are Roman railways to us? We 
have a more rational though less pleasing solution 


of this wonderful and newly-awakened sympathy 
for Rome in the increase of the Roman Catholic 


vote, caused by the Irish famine and the difficulty 
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of living in the German States, which sends among 
us such countless legions of foreigners. 

And what must be the occupation of the Ameri- 
can ambassador when he reaches Rome? Will he 
devote his attention to the increase of this supply 
of alien voters, or to the interests of the United 
States in the Cabinets of continental Europe? Hav- 
ing no commercial or political duties to perform, 
gave those connected with the American ballot- 
box, he must keep up the supply of voters, who 
are to be judiciously located by the legate of the 
Pope. And who so capable of this great diplo- 
matic duty as the man who has so industriously 
agitated this sympathy for Rome, to gratify his 
inordinate and gigantic ambition; who, for years 
past, has been the dictator, the trader, and the pan- 
der of the foreign Roman Catholic vote; who one 
thinute acts the priest, and the next day plays the 

olitician; who would have the world to believe that 

e is greater than the President of the United States 
because he is the power behind the throne who 
moves the President; who would have the world be- 
lieve that, because he flatters the American people 
by a sermon from the national forum, he is the 
mainspring of the American Congress? Combining 
the character of priest and politician, allowed to the 
ministers of no other sect, this ambitious dema- 
gogue, taking for his motto that “ impudence is 
power,” has dared to display an extent of auda- 
city never practised and never allowed to any other 
clergyman. This embassy, and all the public tur- 
moil that has led to its suggestion, is the work of 
an intriguing, restless, grasping, and ambitious 
priest, who fans in his bosom the nefarious hope 
that he is himself to be the destined organ between 
a free republic and an absolute hierarch. 

Is it not enough that he should draw us into the 
vortex of European tyranny, superstition, and cor- 
ruption, but must he also dream of the vast honor 
of consummating in his own person this revolting 
alliance between the crimes of hoary guilt and the 
pay of youthful innocence? For what, after all, 

as this popular Pope done but oiled the chains of 
his people that they might never have power to 
break them asunder? hat are all his reforms 
but gilded thraldom, and slavery made eternal by 
modern rivets forged in the fire of that ‘* progress” 
which serves equally to gloss the schemes of ty- 
rants and the projects of imbecility; which can be 
used with as much plausibility by the arch-tyrant, 
who understands how to enslave men through their 
passions and imaginations, as the political empiric 
who disguises his own ignorance by prating of the 
march of mind; whose tongue discourses of bene- 
volence while his iron hand is armed with the pow- 
er of oppression? 

I ask has Pius IX. abolished tithes? Has he 
granted universal suffrage, or any suffrage, to his 
Papal subjects? Has he established a representa- 
tive government? Has he introduced trial by jury? 
Has he granted the writ of habeas corpus? Has 
he abolished the college of cardinals? Has he es- 
tablished common schools? Has he struck down 
the power of the confessional? Has he repealed 
the demoralizing edict of celibacy ? Has he thrown 
open the gates of the monastery, or unbarred the 
iron bolts of the convent? Has he separated church 
power from state authority? Has he abolished 
that pest-house of intrigue and pernicious propa- 
gandism, the Society of the Jesuits? He has done 
none of these things. Then, what has he done to 
entitle him to the sympathy of the people and the 
homage of the Government of the United States? 
Nothing. 

He has made no fundamental alteration in the 
papal system. The edifice remains entire; it is 
supported by the sume Gothic colums of medieval 
ignorance and superstition. He may polish an 
architrave—he may repair a broken step leading 
to the vestibule, or suspend a new wreath around 
the altar, or add an ivory crucifix, or even lay a 
railway into the capital of the Cesars—but the 
palace system remains entire, unaltered, unim- 

roved—the same stern tyranny, the same inflex- 
ible compound of earthly and celestial despotism. 
Yet the man who is Pope is not a Cesar Borgia. 
Pius is not as a man so narrow and contracted as 
Gregory. Pius understands human nature, and 
knows how to render the papal system popular by 
wreathing chains with rose blossoms. Perhaps the 
elements mıx more gently in his bosom. But all 
this does not make the papal system less odious. 

It was said of Augustus, the first Roman Empe- 
ror, that he madé tyranny so beautiful by his 


amiable character, as to destroy in the Roman 
people the love of liberty. Pius is now doing more 
than Augustus, for he is reconciling the world to 
the concentrated despotism of the most iron-handed 
hierarchy that ever flourished. 

If Rome will not come to America, America must 
go to Rome! This is the new doctrine of an age 
of retrogressive progress. If the Pope will not es- 
tablish a republic for his Italian subjects, we, the 
American people, must renounce all the ties of our 


glorious freedom, and endorse the papal system as - 


the perfection of human wisdom, by sending an 
ambassador to Rome to congratulate ‘“ His Holi- 
ness” on having made—what? The Roman peo- 
ple free? Oh! no; but on having made tyranny 
amiable; in having sugared the poisoned cake. 
And for this, the highest crime against freedom, 
we are to commission an ambassador to Rome! 
Is there an American heart that does not recoil from 
the utter degradation of the scheme? l 

When nations profess to assimilate on prin- 
ciples of amity, and to draw closer the ties of good 
will, it is on the ground of a common cause— 
equally dear to both—either of freedom or of abso- 
lute power. If Rome were a republic, the propo- 
sal to send an ambassador to preserve principles 
common to both Governments, and equally dear 
to the people of both countries, would rest ona 
different foundation. In that case we should have 
congenial interests to preserve; in that case we 
should be codperating in the common cause of 
human rights. But now we exhibit to the world 
the spectacle of a pure antagonism in our system 
of government to that of Rome. Two systems 
more opposite could not exist. When liberty 
makes concessions to tyranny, which party gains 
by it? Not freedom—not the cause of human 
rights. Despotism thrives by it. We lend en- 
couragement to a system of government at open 
war with the happiness of mankind. We become 
the patrons of an absolute monarch. We tell him 
to ** scourge on, scourge on.” 

We are about to act in a crisis of Papal history 
pregnant with the most eventful consequences to 
the world. It is notacommon occasion. No or- 
dinary impulse moves the great machinery of papal 
ale whose wheels are oiled by the adulation of 

esuit priests on the one hand and demagogues on 
the other. Not only is Rome coming into a new 
epoch, but the United States is also beginning a 
new era. Why we have never before had an am- 
bassador at Rome, is answered by the prompt 
reply that Rome never before had a Pius IX. on 
the papal throne! We have nothing, then, to jus- 
tify this projected innovation but the modern char- 
acter of the new Pope. Embassies once opened 
are never closed. We cannot compliment Pius 
by an embassy, therefore, for even after his death 
it must be continued. We compliment the papal 
system of government by sending an ambassador, 
having no commercial interests to settle or political 
relations to adjust. Nor is it possible to compli- 
ment Pius without complimenting his system of 
government, for he has as a liberal reformer made 
no fundamental alterations in it. We are there- 
fore to compliment him on his modified manner of 
administering a system radically at war with the 
rights of man; pernicious in itself, and dangerous 
in every form it may assume, and under every 
modification that individual genius may venture to 
adopt as a covering to its deformity. 

We have sympathized with the independence 
of Greece, of South America, and of Mexico, 
when, casting off the yoke of kings, they estab- 
lished their claims to self-government. But how 
did we sympathize? Not by sending an ambas- 
sador, but by passing resolutions in Congress 
applauding the act of emancipation. Here were 
cases in which nations achieved their freedom, and 
yet we sent no ambassadors. If Pius has emanci- 
pated the Roman people, bring forward your reso- 
lutions, and then we may have an opportunity to 
inquire how far the extent of his reforms will 
justify even that manifestation of our national ap- 
plause. The innovation now proposed is against 
all precedent, is frowned down by all principle, is 
denounced by facts, and rendered ridiculous by its 
extravagance. It would indeed be a farce but for 
the tragic character of its consequences; and these 
entitle it to our unmitigated abhorrence. 

Pass this bill, and you insult the majesty of the 
people by the desecration of their Constitution, by 
the violence done to the genius of our Government, 
by the outrage on free principles involved in the 
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| 


| 
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| 
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proposition to recognize Papal Rome, an infallible 
Church Power, as the head of the State. 

When we talk of the genius of republican gov- 
ernment, and allude to the spirit of free institutions, 
said to be so mortally wounded by the Mexican 
war, let us remember the wrong done to the spirit 
of freedom by this scheme of an ambassador to 
the Pope, whose spiritual character is the absorb-. ` 
ing one of his throne, and who, if he is no Pope, 
is no sovereign—he holding his right to rule his 
subjects from a divine, nota human source. In 
all other monarchies the right divine is abolished. 
In Rome, it is the essence of secular as well as 
ecclesiastical power. And hence it is that no Pope 
can be a reformer, in the true sense of that term. 
He cannot give the people the rights they are enti- 
tled to, because from that moment he would cease 
to be Pope, and the people, ceasing to be slaves, 
would become sovereign. Pius never can do what 
would entitle him to American approbation. No 
Pope can ever be worthy of an ambassador from 
this Republic on grounds such as we now hear 
maintained. 

«Would you have a serpent sting you twice?” 
We have had experience of the evils of monarchy 
in its best form, and shall we risk the perils of its 
deadly venom in the worst? When did the Church 
of Rome, or the Pope, ever receive homage that it 
did not exact fealty? When did it ever pause in its 
giant march after universal dominion? When did it 
ever sleep if power was to be gained by waking? 
When did it ever fascinate without the intention to 
destroy? 

The flood of immigration is sweeping its milliogs 
of foreign Roman Catholic voters over the land. 
The past is gloomy enough; the present awfully 
portentous; but the future is black ‘* with shadows, 
clouds, and darkness.” This country seems des- 
tined to be the grand theatre of Roman Catholic 
power—not American papistry, but the papistry 
of Rome—of the Old World—of Austria and of 
the Pope. Shall we grow wise in time, or shall 
we surrender up our rights without resistance? 
Shall we make a stand now, on a Government 

roposition to unite this free Republic with abso- 
lace Rome, or shall we surrender in anticipation 
of the day of trial, and ask the Pope, in despair, 
to fetter our hands before we strike a blow? 

Sir, if it be written in the black book of fate that 
this great Republic is yet to become a dependancy 
of the Court of Rome, let us not hasten our infam 
by any premature weakness, by any act that shall 
expedite our downfall or accelerate our bondage. 
We are now asked to become voluntary agents in 
enthralling ourselves; we are implored to send an 
ambassador to Rome—to have our manacles forged 
in the furnaces of the imperial city, under the 
special care of the Holy Father, who ee ee 
no human authority in matters of government, but 
who pleads a divine right to bow down the neck 
of man in the dust, and yoke him to the iron car 
of absolute power. 

Do Americans who think favorably of this meas- | 
ure asa stroke of policy to conciliate the foreign 
‘Catholic vote, calculate tbat it must cost the honor, 
if not the freedom, of our country, when they pro- 
pose that we shall despatch a political ambassador 
to a prince who maintains that all power emanates 
from a Divine source, and that the people possess 
in themselves no inherent rights? Has it been 
ascertained even that the Pontiff will receive an 
ambassador from a country not only branded with 
heresy, but outlawed as Democratic from the pale 
of legitimate government? The practice of the 
Papal Court has always been adverse to receiving 
missions from Powers that did not in some form 
acknowledge her supremacy. Even England has 
for ages maintained no diplomatic relations with 
Rome, owing to her Protestant contumacy. Are 
we to bend the knee first, and then to acknowledge 


_ the Pope as the source of all power? Must we 


prove recreant to our glorious Declaration of Inde- 
pendence? Must we renounce popular rights? On 
what terms is our ambassador to go? Does the 
proposition come from the Pope, or originate with 
our own Cabinet? These are important questions 
to answer. Has his Holiness turned Democrat, 
and fallen in love with our free institutions? This 
is not probable; for if he cannot tolerate the idea 
of a Protestant hierarchy like England, he will not 
assuredly be able to look with complacency upon 
a people who maintain the radical equality of the 
human race as we do. 

If the appointment were a mere mercantile ar- 
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rangement to negotiate a treaty of trade and com- 
merce, it would wear a color more rational—even 
although the Pope is not bound TO KEEP FAITH 
WITH HERETICS! But, alas! the Pontine Marshes 
are the boundaries of the trade and«commerce of 
the Roman Pontiff. He has no trade, no com- 
merce, no exchanges of value to offer for our cot- 
«ten, our tobacco, our rice, our flour, or our hemp. 
t becomes, then, a pure political embassy; yet, 
having no political relations with Rome; it becomes 
reduced to a mere nullity, an empty form, an un- 
Meanjng pageant, a ridiculous display, wicked in 
its conception, disgraceful in its tendency, and 
prodigal in its expenditure. Is this a time to play 
with expensive baubles, while we are borrowing 
millions upon millions to prosecute the war? Must 
we add to the burdens of our national debt by tax- 
ing tea and coffee, in order that we may send an 
ambassador to the Roman Pontiff, to acquire the 
vices or familiarize himself with the frivolities of 
European courts? l 
How stands this boasted Italian reformer as a 
constitutional monarch? Is he willing to part with 
any of his boasted prerogatives as an absolute king? 
Listen to his own declaration, spoken at the last 
opening of his Council of State, and mark the holy 
indignation with which he repels the slightest 1m- 
putation or suspicion of his despotic character! 
And yet we, the American people, propose to send 
a deputation, an embassy, to this confirmed despot! 
These are his words: 

«I thank you for your good intentions; and, as regards 
the public welfare, I esteem them of value. It was for the 
public good that, since my elevation to the Pontifical throne, 
I have, in accordance with the counsels inspired by God, 
accomplished all that I could; and [ am still ready, with the 
assistance of God, to do all for the future, without, however, 
retrenching in any degree the sovereignty of the Pontificate ; 
and, inasmuch as I received it full and entire from my pre- 
decessors, so shall I transmit this sacred deposit to my suc- 
cessors. I have three millions of subjects as witnesses, 
and I have hitherto accomplished much to unite my sub- 
jects with me, and to ascertain and provide for their neces- 
sities. It was particularly to ascertain those wants, and to 
Pores better for the exigencies of the public service, that 

have assembled a permanent council. [t was to hear your 
opinion when necessary, and to aid me in my sovereign res- 
olutions, in which I shall consult my conscience, and confer 
on them with the Ministers and the Sacred College. Any- 
body who would take any other view of the functions you 
are called to fulfill would mistake materially, as well as he 
that would see in the Council of State I have created the re- 
alization of their own Utopias, and the germ of an institution 
incoinpatible with the Pontifical sovereignty.” 


Now, what are the facts? The United States 
can only regard Pius, in his temporal and political 
character, as a sovereign, the monarch of Rome. 
And we find that sovereign so jealous of his ab- 
solute power as to denounce by anticipation any 
possible surmise of his intention to part with or 
relax in favor of popular freedom any the slightest 
portion of his absolute prerogatives. He will not 
retrench one iota of that power which he has re- 
ceived full and entire from his predecessors, and 
which he will transmit as a sacred deposit to his 
successors. And what is this deposit? Such is 
the language of the reformer, for whom a faction 
in the United States would express sympathy, and 
with whom they are willing to fraternize! 

True, we send a minister to Russia, an absolute 
monarchy; but our commercial relations with Rus- 
sia justify it. But in the case of Pius we propose 
to'send a sympathizing embassy, a special political 


agent, to uphold his political character and encour- | 


age him in his efforts to overthrow American in- 


United States, and are now spread through the 
Jength and breadth of the land. With smiling and 
meek exterior, their purposes are all useful. They 
wear no terrific front; they carry no weapon to 
destroy life; but bear the sceptre of knowledge in 
their hands, and under the banner of ** education” 
they instil the insidious doctrines that invest them 
with almost omnipotent power over the minds of 
their disciples. Power over the human will is the 
object of the Jesuit, and the aim of that power is 
to rule man by enslaving him. A community un- 
der the influence of Jesuits must be a community 
of slaves. Implicit obedience to the behests of a 
despot is the first law of the order; and will you 
give fresh vigor to that order by courting a legate 
of the Pope, to be stationed in this city for the 
purpose of centralizing its influence? Sir, foreign 
colonies planted among us, under the influence of 
such a central power, cannot fail to work out their 
designs, even to the overthrow of our free institu- 
tions. 

I tell you, and I tell the nation, a there is yet 
time to save it,) that the propagandists of Europe 
are colonizing this country; that the foreign popu- 
lation is being dexterously located, not only with 
the view to the holding of the balance of power in 
certain States, but with reference to the organiza- 
tion of new ones, under the peculiar influence of 
the Jesuits, who will spread their ample wings 
over them, go where they may. The Jesuit is not 
| confined to the country. He is athome everywhere. 

His web is thrown over all. His power benumbs 
the soul and fetters the body. His victim is con- 
trolled, and moves, and acts, at the will of his 
master, and it is this master whom you propose to 
serve by the passage of this bill. 

Sir, a Jesuit college or seminary is now a familiar 
thing, to be seen in all places, and daily increased, 
without exciting a sensation, or giving birth to a 
remark. Habit reconciles us to evil, even when 
most odious and revolting in its features. Buta 
gilded exterior makes evil a welcome object to our 
senses. We greet the man whose bland smiles 

| cheer us, and whose flatteries gratify our vanity. 
| Courtesy and learning both unite to render the 
Jesuit insinuating; and had he no object but the 
single purpose of improving the intellect of man- 
| kind, he should receive the homage of my admira- 
' tiom. But even *‘ education’’ may be purchased at 
too high a price. After all, can the knowledge 
inculcated by the Jesuit be called ‘‘ education ?’’ 
It is not, at least, the education of an American or 
of a freeman. A republican, come from what 
l 


quarter of the globe he may, ought to have his 
whole soul expanded to the utmost bounds of lib- 
erality—free, daring, energetic, and boundless in 
its soaring flight; feeling no throb he feared to utter, 
burning with no thought he dare not express. 
This, sir, is the basis, the only basis, of American 
education. Unrestrained freedom of thought and 
speech, with no master but God, no superior but 
the laws—conscience for his guide, and reason for 
his counsellor. 
| If no other evil resulted to the American people 
but this system of servile education by the ambi- 
tious Jesuit, who seeks to control it—wrapping up 
the minds of our American youths in the eternal 
bondage of Egyptian darkness—it would be quite 
a sufficient inducement to put a curb on the evil 
: rather than to give loose rein to their designs by 
the passage of this bill. 


t 


Romish Church is a temporal prince, of absolute 
power, and infallible authority. Question his man- 
date, and excommunication follows. Disobey his 
behests, and, lo! the rod of his vengeance falls on 
the culprit, both in this world and the future. The 
fountain of its honors, ministry, and functions, 
(spread where it may,) is at Rome. The Pope— 
reformer though he be—is the head of all. From 
him flows the double stream of spiritual and tem- 
poral power, which, however it may divide itself 
for a season by the rugged face of foreign climes, 
never rests, but boils and bubbles forever, till it 
reunites; even through the impediments of blood , 
carnage, revolution, and rebellion. Its impetuous 
surges of ambition beat against every shore for the 
admission of its temporal power, and now, amidst 
the spreading lights of the nineteenth century, we 
are asked not only to recognize, but to send a 
minister plenipotentiary in advance, craving his Ho- 
liness to condescend, by creating a religious tie, to 
take us into his holy keeping. 

Gracious and just Heaven! to what direful ends 
will the passions and ambition of men hurry them! 
How inscrutable are the ways of God to test our 
virtue, and waken in our bosoms the divine emo- 
tions which led the noble men of other days to make 
such immortal sacrifices, when burning at the fie 
stake, or dying under the tortures of the Inquisi- 
tion—when Smithfield celebrated her hellish or- 
gies, or the rack tore the bleeding limbs of heroic 
martyrs at Madrid—or the massacre of the Hu- 
guenots deluged the fair fields of France with the 
best blood of the age! 

Will gentlemen whọ propose to rivet this religious 
chain think of the future, for it is to the future that 
we are to look for bonds, fetters, and disfranchise- 
ment? That future which in a few years will ex- 
pand our population to an hundred millions; when 
our wild Indian lands, ee Oregon and the 
far West, shall have been settled by foreign Roman 
Catholics and their children, all under the cuidance 
and control of Jesuit leaders, bound to obey their 
general, the Pope’s nuncio, whose headquarters are 
to be the seat of government, and that seat of gov- 
ernment the city of WasuincrTon! 

Let us imagine for a moment all this immense 
expanse of empire, embracing some fifty or sixty 
States, to be settled by its proportion of the foreign 
slaves of foreign Jesuits; and, inferring the future 
from the past, that they have been successful in 
extending their invasions upon the spiritual and 
political rights of the American people, what 
would be the direful consequences of this dreadful 
overshadowing of the moral and intellectual world? 
Are the religious wars and relentless persecutions 
of fire, rack, and other bloody demonstrations of 
bigotry, with which Popery has deluged Europe 
for ages, again to be acted over here—on the ffair 
and unstained bosom of our vast and free Repub- 
lic? Heaven forbid this foul desecration of our 
equal rights! And yet what hope of exemption 
gleams in the future, unless the friends of civil and 
religious liberty, animated by a sublime devotion 
to the welfare of their children and the freedom of 
posterity, now combine to arrest the march of pa- 
pal usurpation before it overspreads the land, and 
plants its ‘*‘ canRisons’’ of power deep in the bo- 
som of our valleys, irresistible, and unresisted ? 

The combination of despotism—the despotism 
of Church and State power—must be counteracted 
by combinations of freemen, under the sacred 
guarantee of the Constitution, which makes resist- 


Let it not be forgotten that this system of intel- 
lectual and moral bondage is only a means to a great 
ulterior end; and that is political power and religious 


stitutions. | 
Sir, I wage no war against any religious opinions | 
of foreigners or Americans, nor do I conceive Jesuit | 


ance virtue, and stamps the denunciation of this 
‘unholy and revolting alliance” with the sublimest 
attributes of patriotism and benevolence. 


influence to have any connection with religion. | 
Roman Catholic countries have in succession de- 
nounced, expelled, or proscribed the Jesuits, as the 
most formidable enemies of government; several 
Popes have fulminated their bulls against them. 
It is too trite a part of history to detail, for all 
know that it was Pope Clement XIV. who promul- 
gated the memorable edict for their suppression, 
as a pernicious order, whose ambition was incom- 
patible with the government of empires and the 
purity of the Roman Catholic religion! Their 
colleges were suppressed, and their revenues con- 
fiscated by Roman Catholic prelates, popes, and 
kings. The institution of Ignatius Loyala was 
made to immortalize the ambition of bad men. It 
laughed with derision at the power of states to ex- 
tinguish it; it still flourishes more formidable than 
ever throughout Europe, unseen in its giant power, 
but more powerful than kings. Following in the 
path of their victims, they come in droves to the 


authority. Although the Popes have, at various 

periods in the history of the world, pretended to 

suppress the order of the Jesuits, they have never 

failed to avail themselves of their aid as missiona- 

ries. They might be suppressed at home, but it 
| was only to nerve them for fresh exertion in a 
distant land. It never was content with spiritual 
diffusion, but always struggles and pants to gain 
temporal power for its priestly head. We find no 
other religion but that of the Pope concentrating its 
;| votes to accomplish political power. It is peculiar 
| to Popery never to rest content till it incorporates 

its power with the civilgovernment. We have the 
voice of History to instruct us in the fact that a re- 
ligion founded on the union of spiritual and temporal 
| power will strive naturally to propagate that union, as 
indispensable to its perfection. Without political 
power, such a religion is not only incomplete, but 
defective, deformed, and wanting in its natural 
' members. Why isit so? Because the head of the 
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I have already shown you that our minister will 
have no duties to perform in Roine; and now per- 
mit me to inquire what interests of Rome, as a Eu- 
ropean Power, are to be protected by her minister 
in this country? 

Sir, this constitutes the gist, the very marrow 
of the question. He is destined to be a vigilant 
observer of the ruffled waters of political agitation 
—an active correspondent, advisory and directo- 
ry, and, so far as the Jesuits in this country are 
concerned, mandatory—concentrating the combined 
force of foreign Roman Catholic action, and the 
foreign Roman Catholic vote, upon such men and 
such measures as are best calculated to extend the 
temporal power and political influence of the Ro- 
mish priesthood! | 

Shall such a consummation be brought about or 
hastened by the action of those who claim to be 
the descendants of the Pilgrims? Sir, I trust not. 
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Does England send a minister to Rome? No; and 
yet their international relations, having especial 
reference to the condition of Ireland, are. full of 
importance. England well knows that what is 
useful may be attained, and that what is fraught 
with danger may be avoided by dispensing with 
reciprocal embassies. England does not forget 
the teachings of history. Cardinal legates and 
Papal nuncios have in their day taught her lessons 
—lessons never to be forgotten, for those lessons 
were written in blood! 

Sir, every step of Pius the Ninth, in his seeming 
spirit of reform, is made with a direct reference to 
the extension of his temporal power over this 
Republic. He has political sagacity enough to 
discover that the practical workings out of the 
principles of freedom, through the medium of uni- 
versal suffrage, can be adroitly converted into the 
means of supporting the spirit of superstition as 
the basis of political power. 

While we are engaged in this Mexican war, let 
us not lose sight of the fact that Europe is invading 
us; that her paupers and criminals, under the con- 
trol of Jesuit leaders, are swarming over the land, 
spreading disease, physical, moral, political, and 
religious. 

Sir, there has been, and there is, a systematic 
effort now going on to overthrow American rights 
and American institutions, by the means to which 
I have alluded. There are those who hear me, 
who know full well, that a few years ago, a dis- 
tinguished German historian delivered a course of 
lectures before the Emperor of Austria and the 
nobility of that country, in which he undertook to 
show that Europe’s thrones would remain insecure 
so long as this example of free government existed 
in the United States. His name was Slegell. In 
his eighteenth lecture, he proceeded to show how 
to give solidity to the thrones of tyrants. ‘‘Send 
t your refuse population,” said he, ‘*to the United 
‘States, under the contrdl of the Jesuits. They 
‘ will keep the foreign population separate and dis- 
‘tinct from the American. They will prevent 
‘amalgamation, and a distinct political organiza- 
‘tion may be formed. THEIR BALLOT-BOXES ARE 
t LEFT OPEN! You. ARE INVITED TO TAKE POSSES- 
€ SION OF THEM!’ ‘* Do this,” said he, “and the 
‘work is done !”’ 

Immediately the Leopold Institution was found- 
ed, afterwards the Society at Lyons; and while the 
American people have been sending their thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of dollars to Christian- 
ize and evangelize the Mahommedan world, the 
Roman Catholic crowned heads of Europe have 
been erecting their chapels from Canada’s border 
to the Gulf of Mexico, having for their end and 
aim the subjugation of American rights, and the 
destruction of American institutions. 

Am Í not right? Look back to the past. Iven- 
tured, during the first session of the 29th Congress, 
to tell our sister States of the South that a cloud 
was gathering over their soil. I knew that the 
Jesuits were actively at work, ready to seize upon 
any question that threatened to shake the Union, 
or lead to its dissolution. 

I remembered then, as I do now, the encyclical 
letter of Pope Gregory against slavery—not in 
Spain, Portugal, or italy, but slavery in the Uni- 
ted States! I remembered, too, that it was follow- 
ed up by Daniel O’Connell’s celebrated letter to 
the Repealers of Cincinnati, in which he told them: 
“ Where you have the electoral franchise, give your 
‘votes to none but those who will assist you in carry- 
‘ing out the pious intentions of his Holiness the 
t Pope!” 

Sir, I quote him word for word. Here was a 
double appeal—as subjects of the Pope you must 
advocate repeal, and as members òf his church you 
must oppose slavery in the United States, although 
the Popes of Rome had given it their pious coun- 
tenance and protection for a period of fourteen hun- 
dred years. ` 
O’Connell had felt the aid that abolitionism had 
given him in England; he had overcalculated its 
power and influence in this country, and yet he 
was willing to combine the Irish Catholic and abo- 
lition vote in the United States in order to hold the 
balance of power and bring both in subjection to 
the dictation of the Pope of Rome! 

At this crisis a body of patriotic Americans at 
the North, viewing southern rights and southern in- 
stitutions as a part of American rights and Ameri- 
can institutions, planted themselves in self-defence. 
They resisted the right of the Pope or his dema- 
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gogue to interfere with any American institution 
which existed under the Constitution of their coun- 
try. They called public meetings to denounce.this 
wanton and gross outrage; and it was under such 
circumstances that ten American® citizens were 
shot down in cold blood, by the advice and coun- 
sel of the very Jesuit priesthood whom this appro- 
priation proposes to encourage in their murderous | 
assault upon the lives of the native born sons of | 
the soil. 

Sir, the Jesuits are busily at work. Driven out 
of France, Portugal, and Spain, they are making 
their stronghold here in our midst. The provisoes 
and firebrands flung into this House day after day , 
are traceable to the secret operations of that Order, | 


which is now striking for -the mastery of the | 


world. ! 

And yet at no period in the history of the world 
was the human understanding more auspiciously 
disposed than at this moment to the propagation of | 
every opinion favorable to the growth of the power | 
and the diffusion of the dogmas of Rome. In the | 
fullness of light we seem willing that the torch shall | 
be extinguished, because we feel so secure in our | 
power. In the excess of our toleration and liber- | 
ality we seem disposed to invite the intolerance of ' 
bigotry against ourselves, lest, if we stand by our | 
rights, we should be charged with bigotry! This | 
is the error of an age of overstrained refinement, 
of scientific liberality, of the universal diffusion of | 
the press. But it is the very error of the moon, 
the ntadness of amenity, the liberality which leads | 
the commander of a beleaguered garrison to open 
its gates to the foe and invite him to partake of a ! 
repast, when his avowed object is the subjugation | 
of his citadel. | 

Sir, the line of demarcation which separates | 
toleration from bigotry and persecution is too | 
boldly and broadly drawn by the rights of man, as | 
defined by the Constitution, and the fundamental | 
principles of religion, as they exist in letters of | 
living light upon the pages of the Bible. | 

And here, sir, I may be permitted to ask, why 
is it that the Jesuits have made such strenuous | 
efforts to drive that Bible from our public schools? | 
Why those dark insinuations of the unfitness of 
Bible truths for the daily duties of life? We claim 
for the American born child of the foreign Roman 
Catholic the same glorious privileges our own | 
children enjoy; to read, examine, investigate for 
themselves, to reject or addpt it as they see fit, un- 
awed by any human power. Shall there be one 
code of morals for one class, and another for a 
higher ora lower one? Shall the Jesuit clergy 
coin a construction of the Bible for the people 
which the people have no right to test by their 
own understandings, and thus establish a human 
tariff for crime, adjusted by mere human author- 
ity, ın Opposition to the commandments of God, 
and meet with no resistance? Or rather, so far 
from resistance, the approving smiles and generous 
encouragement of the Representatives of the Ameri- 
can people? 

Sir, we have lived to see the Bible driven from our 

ublic schools and BURNT IN THE PUBLIC STREETS! 

hat Bible so inseparably interwoven with the 
oe and spirit of American institutions. The 

ongress of 1777 distributed thirty thousand copies 
of that Bible among the American people—that same 
Bible which Mary gave to her little boy GEORGE, 
whose precepts and whose principles Jed him, at 
the head of the American troops, to achieve that 
freedom which we now enjoy. Do what you may, 
I tell you that the American born citizens of this 
country, at least the native born Americans, will at 
all hazards keep that Bible in the hands of their 
LITTLE GEORGES, TOO. 

To me, sir, it is a matter of amazement that any 
member of this House should be willing to advo- 


mittee, which yields to the exorbitant pretensions 
and bends to the domineering power of the Pope 
of Rome. 

The Native Americans, scorned and abused as 
they have been, because they loved their country bet- 
ter than they did party, have struggled, thus far in 
vain, to apply a check to the great and growing 
evil that now overshadows the land. Their object 
has been conservative. They wished to apply A 
preventive. The bill now before the committee 

roposes to strengthen and fortify and extend 
Jesuit influence in the United States. Pass it if 
you will. Send a minister plenipotentiary and en- 


voy extraordinary to the Pope of Rome. I tell you 


| 
cate such a proposition as that now before thecom- 
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that the heart of the nation will be reached, that 
the American people will awaken from their slum» 
ber, and that Native Americanism will be at last 
understood and properly appreciated. Pass your 
bill, and from that hour Native AMERICANISM 
means only the defence of Protestant rights and 
Protestant freedom against Papal tyranny and 
Jesuit aggression. 

Upon that broad platform we stand, and let pos- 
terity judge. Sir, we do test against this reli- 
gious link between our free Republic and that Papal 
throne—a throne unlike all others, built upon power, 
spiritual and temporal, political and religious—a 
throne which makes man a slave, and transforms 
kings into fiends, priests into tormentors, a people 
into drones, a country into a desert—a throne 
which extinguishes the fire on the altar of domestic 
love, in a form peculiar, fatal, revolting; snatching 
its votaries away from the homage of nature to the 
cold convent, the repulsive abbey, the gloomy cell 
of the anchorite, the horrid dungeon of the inqui- 
sition, and the demoralizing edict of celibacy; stir- 
ring up sedition, rebellion, and civil war, as the only 
means of extending a power which reason revolts 
from, and persuasion fails to diffuse—which man- 
kind have resisted in every age, at the peril and 
under the penalty of the cannon’s mouth, the edge 
of the sword, the fire of the faggot, the torments 
of the stake, and the tortures of the rack ! 

Sir, in the name of the American people, I pro- 
test against this innovation, which would make us 
a by-word among the nations. 

It is almost an obsolete, but still a venerated and 
solemn custom, appropriate to all great and immi- 
nent conjunctures of public import, to invoke the 
special protection of a Superior Being, and in the 
same spirit that animated our sires of 1776, I ex- 
claim, Gop save THE REPUBLIC! 

When Mr. Levin concluded, | 

Mr. STRONG obtained the floor, and the com- 
mittee rose and the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 


ferred under the rule: 

By Mr. WHITE, of New York: Two memorials of the 
farmers and citizens of the county of Saratoga, New York, 
remonstrating against the renewal of the patent of the heirs 
of Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina: The petition of 
Moses D. Hyams and others, for papers to change the name 
of the French brig Bontemps to Palmetto. 

By Mr. HALL, of New York: The petition of Morris 
Fosdick, one of the justices of the county court of Erie, New 
York, praying for a modification of the laws relating to nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of citizens of the western 
part of Missouri, praying the establishment of two judicial 
districts in said State. Also, the petition of Lewis D. Offield 
praying compensation for services of his sons, who marched 
to the place of rendezvous to be mustered into service, after 
having volunteered, and were not received into service. 

By Mr. SMART: Of Edward Cole, of Frankfort, Maine, 
for increase of pension. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: The petition of a large num- 
ber of citizens of Monroe and Randoiph counties, praying 
the establishment of a mail route from Waterloo, in Monroe 
county, via Red Bud, Evansville, and Ellis Grove, to Ches- 
ter. in Randolph county. Also, the petition of W. T. Miller 
and 141 other citizens of Madison county, Illinois, praying 
a reduction of newspaper postage, and particularly on juve- 
nile papers of small dimensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: The petition of James Co, praying 
for a pension. 

By Mr. MARVIN: The following memorials, all remon- 
strating against the renewal of the patent of Jethro Wood 
for the benefit of his heirs: Of M. Wiard and fifty others, 
citizens of Livingston county ; of William Paul and seventy 
others, citizens of Ontario county ; of George R. Hall and 
one hundred others, citizens of Cattaraugus county ; of John 
B. Wilber and one hundred others, of last-named county ; of 
T.C. Barrett and thirty others, citizens of Chatauque county; 
of William H. Riley and ninety-eight others, citizens of the 
last-named county; of S. H. Dickinson and fifty others, of 
the county last named ; of E. A. Lester and eighty others, of 
the last-named county; and of Forbes Johnson and thirty- 
four others, citizens of said county of Chatauque, all of the 
State of New York. ; 

By Mr. GOTT: The remonstrance of James H. King and 
fifty other citizens of Onondaga county, New York, against 
the passage of any law reviving or continuing the patent of 
Jethro Wood for a cast-iron plough. l 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The remonstrance of 
Hiram Wright and one hundred and two other citizens of 
Monroe county, New York, against extending the patent of 
Jethro Wond. 

By Mr. HUNT: The remonstrance of one hundred and 
twenty-five citizens of Caledonia, New York, against re- 
newing the patent of Jethro Wood. o ; 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa: The petition of A. H. 
Haskell and sixty-four other citizens of Iowa, praying for 
the establishment of a mail route froin Fairfield, Jefferson 
county, via Lancaster, Sigourney, and Wasson’s Mille, to 
Iowa City. 

By Mr. HUDSON: The memorial of Enoch Pained and 
one hundred and fifty-one others, praying that peace may 
be restored to the country. 
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By Mr. GAINES: The petition of D. Drake Henrie, pray- 
ing indemnity for property lost and serviees rendered in the 
service of the United States in the war with Mexico. 

By Mr. KING, of Massachusetts : The memorial of Henry 
H. Sibley and 40 others, inhabitants of Minesota, praying 
that that country may have a territorial government, and 
that it may not be annexed to Wisconsin. Also,the memo- 
rial of Hall Judd and 66 others, citizens of Northampton, 
Massachusetts, against the United States Government traf- 
ficking in the public lands, and for laying.them out in farms 
for actual settlers not possessed of other lands. Also, the 

ition of Surah Sampson, widow of Peleg Sampson, arev- 
olutionary soldier, for a pension. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: A petition fora mail route from 
Joliet, via Jackson Creek, Reed’s Grove, Wilmington, Rock 
Creek, Bulbonia, Mount Saugum, Middieport, and Milford, 
to Lafayette, Indiana. Also, one from Peru, via Troy Grove, 
Ovid, Daney’s Mills, Inlet Grove, Lafayette Grove, Kelly’s 
Mills, Whiteoak Grove, Stillman, and Kishiwankie, to 
Rockford. 

By Mr. HALL, of New York: The remonstrance of & 
citizens of Erie county, New York, against the extension of 
the patent granted to Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. WHITE: The memorial of Anthony M. Brackett, 
A. Harris, and 176 others, farmers and citizens of the county 
of Saratoga, New York, remonstrating against the renewal 
of the patent of Jethro Wood for a cast-iron plough, for the 
benefit of his heirs and assigns. 

By Mr. GAINES: The petition of Linchfield Sharp, pray- 
ing compensation for services rendered and injuries received 
in the Indian war in 1793 and 1794, as well as in 1812. 

_ By Mr. ROCKWELL, of Massachusetts: T'he petition of 
Priscilla Maxwell, of Charlemont, Massachusetts, daughter 
of the late Lieutenant Colone! Hugh Maxwell, of the army 
of the Revolution, for a pension. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas: Five memorials praying 
the removal of the raft in Red river. 


Shem -ea - 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 2, 1848. 
Mr. WEBSTER presented a petition from cer- 


tain citizens of Kingston, in the State of Massachu- 
setts, engaged in the fisheries, asking that the duty 
on fish may be made specific. 

Mr. WEBSTER, in introducing this petition, 
said that the petitioners complain that the effect of 
the present duty is to give great advantage to the 
British fisheries over those of the United States. 
The English fishermen can come from the neigh- 
boring colonies, Canada, New Brunswick, and 
Newfoundland, in light and cheap constructed 
vessels, and fish during the day, and return at night 
and cure their fish, which are admitted into the 
ports of the United States under an ad valorem duty, 
invoiced at such rates as will not afford a remu- 
Nerating return for the capital invested and labor 
performed by persons engaged in that branch of 
business in the United States; and they therefore 
ask that the auty may be made specific, and at the 
rate prescribed by the act of 1842. The petition 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. YULEE presented additional documents on 
the claims of Isaac Varnes, and of the adminis- 
trator of James Edwards; which were referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported the bill for the relief of the heirs of John 
Paul Jones, and recommending a concurrence in 
the amendments of the House. 

Mr. M. moved that the report be concurred in. 

Mr. BRADBURY thought the bill would give 
rise to debate: and the question was postponed. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on 
Patents, made an adverse report on the memorial 
of Hezekiah L. Thistle; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report on the petition of Herrick Aikin. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. DIX, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of directing the Secretary 
of thè Treasury to transmit by Mr. Alexander Vattemare 
copies of the standard weights and measures of the United 
States to the Government of France. 


On motion of Mr. DIX, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Buildings be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of completing the 
ventilation of the Senate Chamber. 


Mr. BRADBURY submitted the following, and 
asked its immediate consideration, observing that 
the information was important to the Senate and 
the public. Every day’s mails brought pressing 
inquiries on the subject, and, at the rate they were 
now receiving them, it appeared to him that they 
should not get one-half of the quota to which each 
Senator was entitled before the meeting of the next 
Congress. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be requested to 


ascertain and report at what time the copies of the Presi- 
dent’s message and accompanying documents ordered by 
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the Senate to be printed, and which have not yet been re- 
ceived, may be expected. 

Mr. DIX suggested that the resolution had bet- 
ter lie over. He had accidentally met the printer, 
a day or two since, who informed him that he was 
waiting for the engraving of the maps, and that the 
printing was finished. 

Mr. BRADBURY said, if such were the fact, 
he desired it to go forth to the public through a re- 
port of the committee. 

Mr. W ESTCOTT thought it would be well to 
extend the inquiry a little further. He had seen 
the printer this morning, who had informed him 
that the difficulty was principally owing to the 
delay in furnishing the maps. And he had un- 
derstood further, that such of the maps as had 
been received were sent in to the printer without 
being folded, so that it was found necessary to 
fold them into a shape to fit the printed pages. 
To do this, the printer had been compelled to em- 
ploy additional hands. Mr. W. thought, there- 
fore, that the resolution ought to be extended so 
as to include an authority to the printer to employ 
and pay an adequate number of hands. The 
cause which was assigned for the delay would 
thus be removed. 

Mr. BRADBURY expressed a wish that the 
order might go to the committee in its present 
form, feeling no doubt that the matter would be 
fully investigated. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

The Senate then proceeded to consider theamend- 
ments made by the House to the bill ‘to make 
attachments which are made under process issuing 
from the courts of the United States conform to 
the laws regulating such attachments in the courts 
of the States;’?’ when— 

Mr. WEBSTER moved that the Senate concur 
in the amendments of the House. One of these 
made the provision of the bill applicable only to 
cases which may hereafter occur, and the other re- 
lates to cases of debts due the United States. 

Mr. SEVIER asked whether this limitation to 
future tases was right. 

aoe WEBSTER said, in his opinion, it was 
right. 

he amendments were then concurred it. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments made by the House to the joint resolution for 
the relief of Betsey McIntosh, and they were con- 
curred in. 

The bill from the House to change the name of 
the steamboat Charles Downing to Calhoun, was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, (quarter before one, ) 
the Senate proceeded to the consideration of Ex- 
ecutive business; and, after sitting till a late hour, 
the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, March 3, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. SCHENCK rose and said, that in his pres- 
ent state of health, and in consequence of the in- 
clemency of the weather, he was under the necessity 
of asking the House to excuse him frown service on 
the committee appointed to accompany the remains 
of their late venerable colleague, Joun Quincy 
Apvams, to their last resting-place in the State of 
Massachusetts. He therefore moved that he be 
excused from service on that committee, and that 
the vacancy be filled by the Speaker. 

The motion was agreed to, and the SPEAKER 
appointed Mr. Epwarps to supply the vacancy. 

Mr. CABELL moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar. This was the day 
on which bills could be acted upon without debate; 
and another opportunity to dispose of that class of 
bills would not again soon occur. He was aware 
that the House had fixed two o’clock to-day to 
terminate debate on the deficiency bill; but a recon- 
sideration of that vote, and the postponement of 
the termination of the debate to the same hour to- 
morrow, he trusted would be consented to, and 
thereby private bills could be disposed of, and those 
gentlemen who desired to speak on the deficiency 
bill would have the opportunity to do so. 


Mr. CABELL withdrew his motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the atate of the Union, 
to allow the gentleman from Connecticut to make 
the motion he had indicated. 

_Mr. ROCKWELL then moved a reconsidera- 
tion of the vote by which the. House had fixed a 
period to the debate on the deficiency bill, with the 
avowed purpose to move the termination of debate 
at two o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


_ Mr. ROCKWELL then moved that the resolu- 
tion be so amended as to fix two o’clock on Satur- 
day for the close of debate. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved to amend the reso- 
lution so as to make the time half-past two 
o’clock. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to amend the 
amendment so as to fix one o’clock. On Monday, 
he said, thirty members of the House would leave 
the seat of Government to accompany the remains 
of the late Mr. Apams to the State of Massachu- 
setts. It was therefore necessary that the finat 
vote should be taken on Saturday. And after the 
close of the debate, so far as the time might be 
fixed by resolution of the House, the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means would have 
the right to occupy one hour by the rules of the 
House. One o’clock, therefore, should be fixed, 
instead of two, or half-past two, as proposed by 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Curina- 
MAN. 

Mr. VINTON was understoood to say that he 
had no intention to occupy the time allowed him 
by the rules, 

The amendments were then rejected, and the 
original resolution agreed to. 


Bills of the Senate of the following titles, lying 
on the Speaker’s table, were taken up, read a 
first and second time, and appropriately referred, 
viz : . 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Jacques Moulon. 

A bill for the relief of Fernando Fellanny. 

A bill for the relief of Peter Engels, sen. 

A bill for the relief of Mary McRae, widow of 
Lieutenant Colonel William McRae, late of the 
United States army, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of John Black, late United 
States consul at the city of Mexico. 

A bill in amendment of an act entitled “ An act 
to amend the act entitled ‘An act to reduce the rates 
of postage, to limit the use and correct the abuse 
of the franking privilege, and for the prevention of 
fraud on the revenues of the Post Office Depart- 
ment,’ ’’ passed March 3, 1845. 

The bill from the Senate entitled ** An act con- 
cerning the courts of the United States in and for 
the district of Michigan,” was taken up, read three 
times, passed, and returned to the Senate. 


Mr. CUMMINS moved, that when this House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet to-morrow at eleven 
o’clock. | 

The motion was ruled out of order. 


On motion of Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecti- 
cut, the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the private calendar, (Mr. Asumun, 
of Massachusetts, in the chair.) 

The bill directing the mode of settling the claims 
of Charles G. Ridgely was taken up and amended, 
so as to provide for the settlement of the claim upon 
roza principles. It was then ordered to be report- 
ed to the House. 

The following bills were taken up, read, consid- 
ered, and ordered to be reported to the House, 
viz; 

A bill for the relief of Calvin Emmons; 

A bill for the relief of E. G. Smith; 

A bill for the relief of Bent, St. Vrain & Co.; 

A bill for the relief of J. Throckmorton; 

A bill for the relief of William Hogan, admin- 
istrator of Michael Hogan, deceased; l 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Regnal alias Nick Hilliary; 

A bill for the relief of James McAvoy; 

A bill for the relief of Charles Benus; 

A bill for the relief of William Ralston; 

A bill for the relief of Nancy Tompkins; 

A bill for the relief of John Mitchell; 

A bill for the relief of David Thomas; 

A. bill for the relief of Stephen Champlin; 

A joint resolution for the relief of Georgé R. 
Smith, of Missouri; | 

A bill for the relief of Bennett M. Dell; 
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A bill for the relief of John Manley; 

A bill for the relief of Sarah Stokes; 

A bill for the relief of Esther Russell; 

A bill for the relief of the Red River Railroad 
Company; 

A bill for the relief of Stalker & Hill; 

A bill for the relief of Reuben Perry and Thomas 
P. Ligon; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin White; 

A bill for the relief of Anthony Bessie; 

A bill for the relief of G. F. dela Roche and W. 
P. S. Sanger; 

A bill for the relief of Jonathan Moore, of the 
State of Massachusetts; 

A bill for the relief of Robert Ellis; 
_ A bill for the relief uf Catharine Fulton, of Wash- 
ington county, Pennsylvania. 


- Senate bills for the relief of the administratrix of 
Elisha L. Keen, deceased, and providing for the 
payment of the claim of Walter R. Johnson against 
the United States, were also taken up, read, consid- 
ered, and ordered to be reported to the House. 


The bill for the relief of certain forward warrant 
officers of the United States navy was ordered to 
be reported to the House, with the recommenda- 
tion that it bé referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The committee rose and reported. 


The bills;from the Senate for the relief of the 
administratrix of Elisha L. Keen, deceased, and 
roviding for the payment of the claim of Walter 

. Johnson against the United States, were then 
read a third time, passed, and returned to the Sen- 
ate. 

The recommendation of the Committee of the 
Whole, that the bill for the relief of certain for- 
ward warrant officers of the United States navy be 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, was agreed to, and the bill is 
accordinely committed. 

The bill directing the mode of settling the claims 
of Charles G. Ridgely was taken up, the amend- 
ments of the Committee of the Whole concurred 
in, the bill was read a third time, passed, and sent 
to the Senate for concurrence. 

The above-mentioned bills, which were reported 
by the Committee of the Whole without amend- 
ment, were taken up, ordered to be engrossed, and, 
being engrossed, were read a third time, passed, 
and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the an- 
nual report of the Commissioner of Patents, show- 
ing the operations of the Patent Office for the year 
ee which was referred to the Committee on 

atents. 


On motion of Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, the 
Committee on Printing were directed to inquire 
into the expediency of printing an extra number of 
the report of the Commissioner of Patents. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of State, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with the act of 2d of March, 
1819, regulating passenger ships and vessels, tabu- 
lar statements showing the number and designa- 
tion of passengers who arrived in each collection 
district of the United States during the year ending 
the 30th of September, 1847; which were laid upon 
the table and ordered to be printed. `° 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama, under the rule, filed 
with the Clerk a notice of a motion for leave to in- 
troduce a bill to increase the pay of the regular and 
volunteer soldiers in the American army. 


_Mr. BINGHAM, by leave, presented a resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of Michigan 
relative to the establishing a mail route from De- 
troit to Michigun. Referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, March 3, 1848. 


The following message was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. WALKER, 
his Secretary: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

In answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 3d Janu- 
ary, 1848, I communicate herewith a report from the Secre- 
tary of State, with the accompanying documents, containing 
“ tia correspondence of Mr. Wise, late Minister of the 
United States at the Court of Brazil, relating to the subject 
of the slave trade.” JAMES K. POLK. 

WASHINGTON, March 2, 1848. 


The message was read, and ordered to be print- 
ed. 
RESOLUTIONS OF NEW JERSEY. 


Mr. DAYTON presented resolutions passed by 
the Legislature of the State of New Jersey in favor 
of the construction of a railroad from Lake Michi- 
gan to the Pacific Ocean, on the plan proposed by 
Asa Whitney. _ 

Mr. DAYTON said, in presenting these resolu- 
tions, he desired to say afew words. On previous 
occasions he had, in response to instructions from 
political adversaries, disclaimed the binding force 
of any such instructions. ‘These resolutions ema- 
nated from a Legislature composed of a large ma- 
jority of political friends. They are not intended 
as instructions, but advisory. In this view, said 
he, they are entitled to my most deliberate and 
respectful consideration, and they shall receive it. 
But I know, that the body by whom these reso- 
lutions were passed, will ask no more than this of 
me. Without having given to the subject any 
careful consideration, | may be pardoned for saying 
that, as at present advised, my impressions are 
altogether against the scheme of Mr. Whitney as 
unwise and impracticable. These opinions will 
be carefully reviewed when this question shall be 
presented; and, if consistently with my views of 
official duty, I can conform myself to the wishes 
of a body whose wishes I am ever bound to re- 
spect, it will give me pleasure. 
contrary, | remain of my present opinions, I shall 
be under the ultimate necessity of responding in 
this matter to political friends, as I have hereto- 
fore responded to political opponents. 

Mr. DAYTON thereupon moved that the reso- 
lutions be laid upon the table, and printed for the 
use of the Senate; and the motion was agreed 
to. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented the proceedings of 
a Democratic meeting of citizens of the county of 
Saratoga, New York, approving and sustaining 
the measures pursued by the Government in the 
prosecution of the war with Mexico; which were 
read and laid upon the table. 


Mr. DIX presented a memorial of surgeons in 
the army and navy of the United States, praying 
the adoption of measures for preventing the import- 
ation of spurious and adulterated drugs and medi- 
cines; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


On motion by Mr. ASHLEY, it was 


Ordere?, That the petition of Alfred White, on the files of 
the Senate, be referred tu the Comuinittee on the Post Olfice 
and Post Roads. 


On motion by Mr. ASHLEY, it was 


Ordered, That the Comunittee on the Judiciary be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Alexander Ladd; and that it lie on the tabte. 


Mr. WESTCOTT submitted the following res- 
olution for consideration: 


Resolved, That one thousand additional copies of Lieuten- 
ant Emory’s report, and Colonel Cooke’s report and map, 
heretofore ordered to be printed, be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 


Mr. CASS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom the subject was referred, reported 
a bill for ascertaining and paying the California 
claims; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. 


(The bill appropriates $700,000 to defray the expenses of 
the military operations under the orders of Captain Stockton 
and Lieutenant Colonel Frémont, and to defray the expenses 
of the civil government established there by Captain S., and 
all just claims arising out of civil and military operations. 
Also, for a board to ascertain the claims, to consist of the 
commanding officer of the California battalion and two offi- 
cers of said battalion while in service. The board to sit 
in different places, and to give certificates for the amount 
found duc, the same to be paid forthwith in California by 
some proper officer duly appointed ; allows the board to ap- 
point a clerk to Keep a record; the board is to be allowed to 
take testimony for or against any claim, and allow or disal- 
low according to the justice of the case; it gives the Cali- 
fornia battalion all the benefits of the acts of Congress in 
favor of mounted volunteer troops ; all claims held to be nu- 
founded or unjust are to be forever barred; the decision of 
the majority of the board to be final; the amount allowed 
the officers of the board as compensation $3,000, and $2,000 
for the clerk; witnesses on the part of the United States are 
allowed ten cents a mile, and the same to members of the 


. board not entitled to army transportation. ] 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. SEVIER, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the consideration of Executive business; and, 
after some time spent therein, the doors were again 
opened, and, 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


But if, on the 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, March 4, 1848. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read and 
approved— 

On motion of Mr. CABELL, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Wasuincron Hunt, of 
New York, in the chair,) and proceeded to con- 
sider the bill further to supply deficiencies in ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 30th, 


Mr. STRONG, who was entitled to the floor, 
commenced by saying that he should not imitate 
the course of those who had preeeded him in this 
debate, in occupying the brief hour permitted to 
him in animadversions and censures on the course 
of the Executive. He held it was the duty of all, 
instead of wasting time in crimination of the past, 
to endeavor, with one accord, to restore peace to 
the country on just and honorable terms. How 
this end could be accomplished by accusing the 
President of having been actuated in every meas- 
ure he adopted by some covert, selfish, nefarious 
design, Mr. S. confessed he could not very well 
see. No man, assuredly, would adopt a course 
like this in the affairs of private life. Ifa man’s 
house was in flames, and all he owned in the world 
was beneath its roof, when every effort was called 
for to rescue his all from destruction, he would not 
stand idle till he had proved to all his neighbors 
that his dwelling must have been purposely set fire 
to, and had vented his wrath in denouncing the in- 
cendiary. He drops that inquiry till he has saved 
his children and goods, and then he may institute 
the most rigid scrutiny as to the real author of the 
fire. So inthis case. If the President had been 
guilty of errors, this was not the time to pause to 
investigate them. We were now at war; when 
peace should come, then the inquiry would bea 
timely one, and it might be prosecuted to any ex- 
tent that gentlemen pleased, without danger of re- 
tarding and postponing an event which the whole 
country so ardently desired. 

Mr. S. went on to say, that with this conviction, 
his course on the present occasion should be first to 
inquire what ought to be our future course, circum- 
stanced as the nation was. True, it might be neces- 
sary, in order to ascertain this, to refer somewhat to 
the past, but only for the sake of being thereby the 
better guided as to the future. There was one fun- 
damental inquiry, which seemed to have been to- 
tally overlooked throughout almost this entire 
discussion, and that was, whether the war was in 
itself just or unjust; for, if the war was essentially 
unjust, then the course of duty was clear and plain. 

e must cease to do evil; we must not only prose- 
cute the war no further, but we must retrace our 
steps; we must recall our armies; we must restore 
to Mexico every foot of her territory, and we must 
tender to her ample indemnity for the unmerited 
evils we had inflicted. Mr. S. would have no part 
in any unjust war. But if the war was just and 
right in its principle, and the injuries we had re- 
ceived and the expense to which we had been sub- 
jected in redressing them conferred on us rights, as 
the injured party, then we might and ought to en- 
force them. 

The subject first to be inquired into, then, was 
whether, in the existing war, it was the United 
States or Mexico which ‘‘ had*her quarrel just.” 
But this was scarcely a debatable question. -Even 
the gentlemen onthe other side had themselves 
all o virtually admitted that, as to the principle 
of the war, we were in the right. Yes; even the 
resolution itself, which declared that the President 


had commenced the war in an unjust, annecy, 
and unconstitutional manner, carefully avoided de- 


nying the justice of the war itself. Indeed, they 
could not but so view it, else how could they con- 
sistently or conscientiously vote the supplies to 
carry iton? Say what gentlemen pleased against 
the President or his motives, when gentlemen gave 
their votes to carry on an existing war, their vote 
spoke loudly in the people’s ear, that they viewed 
the war as in itself just and right. Mr. S. said 
that he did not, indeed, attach so much importance 
to the vote first given, declaring that war existed 
by the act of Mexico; but, whatever might be said 
about the duress under which that vote had been 
given, the whole course of gentlemen ever since 
admitted of no ambiguity as to what were their real 
sentiments of the struggle in which their country 
was engaged. No gentleman on the other aide, or 
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any side, of the House, had yet ventured to affirm, 
directly, and in so many words, that we are en- 
gaged in an unjust war, before the remarks of the 
entleman from Ohio [Mr. Scnencx] the other 
ay, since when, a like assertion had been made 
by others. o 

But Mr. S. would look beyond the declaration 
of gentlemen of either party. In judging on this 
question, it was necessary to look at the condition 
of things which preceded the war—not at the ac- 
tual commencement of hostilities, but at the status 
belli itself; for the one of these things might, and 
often did, exist without the other, as was the case 
after a public declaration of war had been made by 
one or both of two nations whose forces had not 
yet met in conflict; or, in the midst of a continued 
war, in the depth of winter, when the armies on 
both sides were in winter quarters, and no actual 
fighting was going on. Here were no hostilities, 
but yet there was a state of war. And, on the 
other hand, there might be actual hostilities, and 
yet no status belli; a familiar illustration of which 
occurred in the case of the Chesapeake and the 
Little Belt, and in that of the attack on the steamer 
Caroline. In neither of those cases had war been 
recognized as existing by either nation, though 
their subjects had been killing each other. 

But how had this state of war between the Uni- 
ted States and Mexico been brought about? At 
the time when the resolution for the annexation of 
Texas was pending before Congress, those op- 
posed to that measure had constantly affirmed that 
the passage of that resolution, or at least its carry- 
ing out, in the actual annexation of that province, 
not only would lead to war, but was virtually war 
itself—in annexing Texas we ‘annexed a war 
with Mexico.” Well, if those gentlemen were 
correct in their doctrine, (and Mr. S. was not 
going to deny that they were, and the same doc- 
trine was avowed now,) then there needed no 
actual formal declaration of war to constitute a 
state of war between the United States and Mex- 
ico; all that was necessary was to pass the joint 
resolution, or, at furthest, to carry out and consum- 
mate that resolution into actual practical annex- 
ation. 

Nor were declarations of war by both parties 
necessary to two nations being in a state of war 
with each other. Should France declare war 
against the United States, might not the President 
at once, without waiting for the formality of a 
declaration on our part, move the army and navy 
of the United States against a declared enemy? 
Most certainly. Nor would any declaration on 
the part of the United States be necessary. For 
what wasa declaration of war? Was it anything 
more than this, a declaration by the competent 
authority that war existed? The purpose of the 
declaration was a notice to neutral nations and to 
our own people to avoid trading in articles contra- 
band of war, and to protect their own persons and 
property against attack. 

he custom of making a solemn public formal 
declaration of war was derived, as every one 
knew, from the practice of the Romans, who, in 
the spirit of fairness to an adversary, sent a her- 
ald to the frontiers of the hostile nation, and gave 
them warning that Rome was at war with them, 
and they might act accordingly. Wherever sufti- 
cient notice was given that a state of war actually 
existed, such notice was equivalent to a declaration 
of war. Well, Texas had been annexed, and was 
recognized as constituting an integral part of the 
United States. She merged her nationality in ours, 
and we became one people. Now, gentlemen on 
the other side, after the ground they had so often 
taken while the annexation resolution was pend- 
ing, would hardly now deny that by the event of 
annexation a state of war was created between us 
and Mexico. 

And Mexico herself had ever since taken the 
same ground. Her mouth had been closed; she 
never said that the President’s order to the troops 
to advance to the Rio Grande was the commence- 
ment of war between her and us. She made no 
distinction between the territory on the east and on 
the west of the Nueces; she claimed the whole 
country up to the Sabine. To say that the order 
to advance the army opposite Matamoros was the 
beginning of the present war was an afterthought, 
invented by Whig gentlemen seemingly to shield 
the Mexicans from blame and cast it all on the 
President. 

Notwithstanding the long silence of Mexico on 


the subject of our claims against her, no sooner did 
she learn that the annexation of Texas was pro- 
posed than she manifested feelings of hostility, 
and gave public notice to our Government that, if 
the project of annexation should be actually carried 
out, the relations of amity between the two nations 
would be disturbed. On the 28th of August an 
official notification was addressed by the Mexican 
minister to our Secretary of State that his Govern- 
ment would consider the incorporation of Texas 
into the Union as an act of war. [Here Mr. S. 
read the document.] This was a public, solemn, 
official notice to our Government, that on a given 
contingency a state of war would exist. On the 
23d of November, Mr. Almonte wrote to Mr. Bu- 
chanan, that if the annexation was sanctioned by 
this Government, Mexico would consider it as an 
aggression, his mission to this Government would 
be ended, and Mexico was determined in that case 
to declare war against us. [Mr. S. here quoted 
the document.] ‘These were distinct official noti- 
fications, and were in all respect equivalent to a 
contingent declaration of war; war was declared to 
be suspended on a contingency which afterwards 
happened. 

here were, moreover, domestic declarations 
by the Mexican Government to the same effect. 
With these, to be sure, we as a nation had nothing 
to do; but they went to show a uniform and de- 
liberate design on the part of Mexico to consider 
annexation as war. After these official acts, how 
could Mexico say that the status belli did not exist 
the very moment annexation should be consum- 
mated? And, in fact, she never did say so. Mex- 
ico never had disavowed the ground assumed in 
the notices to which he had alluded. She never had. 
declared, either at home or to us, that she did not 
mean to consider herself as at war with the United 
States immediately on the annexation of Texas. 

But the gentleman from New York, over the 
way, had said that Mexico, who might choose to 
consider it war or not, elected to be at peace with 
us; while the gentleman, at the same time, adhered 
to the doctrine that annexation was virtual war. 
Mr. S. admitted, indeed, that Mexico agreed to 
receive from us a commissioner to settle the ques- 
tion of boundary; but he asked the gentleman trom 
New York to tell him where that gentleman found 
the reception of such a functionary to be incon- 
sistent with a state of war between two nations? 
There was no incompatibility, no inconsistency 
between them; and in fact Mexico never had dis- 
avowed the state of war, but, on the contrary, had 
reiterated the declaration again and again. 

On the 12th June, Santa Anna issued a procla- 
mation—not addressed to us, but of a domestic 
character, and with which, therefore, we had noth- 
ing to do, and which we were not bound to notice; 
but it went to show that Mexico herself thought 
annexation to be war. The proclamation stated 
that Mexico was mustering forces, and was about 
again to commence a campaign against Texas. On 
the 6th March, 1845, Almonte addressed an offi- 
cial note to our Government demanding his pass- 
ports. [Mr. S. quoted the document.} Did this 
look like ‘‘ electing to be at peace?’’ Not at all. 
On the 4th June, 1845, Herrera also issued a do- 
mestic proclamation, in which he declared that our 
act of annexation did not destroy the rights of 
Mexico over Texas, and that she was resolved to 
enforce them. And, still more, on the 12th July 
the Mexican Minister of War and Marine issued 
the following. [Here Mr. S. quoted the docu- 
ment, in which he declares that the perfidy of the 
United States had consummated the act of annex- 
ation, and that Mexico could not tolerate such an 
indignity, and was resolved to declare war against 
the United States. ] 

And yet, said the gentleman from New York, 
Mexico elected peace. Now, at this time, when 
this last proclamation was issued, General Taylor 
was not at Corpus Christi; he had not even ad- 
vanced as far as the Nueces. And yet, said the 
gentleman from New York, Mexico elected peace! 
It was true that Mexico did not immediately com- 
mence hostilities; she delayed with the lingering 
hope * * *. But Herrera’s administration was 
overthrown, and the avowed object of the revolu- 
tion which overthrew him was to institute more 
hostile. proceedings against the United States. Pa- 
redes succeeded him, and shortly after his election 
he produced a domestic proclamation, and that 

roclamation was relied upon on the other side of 
this Hall as giving an, indication of his peaceful 


disposition. Now that proclamation was not one 
addressed to this Government. It was wholly a 
domestic affair. Jt was true that in that procla- 
mation Paredes said it was not in his power to 
declare war, and Mexico had not and would not 
make aggressions on the United States. But, at 
the same time, Paredes declared that the Mexican 
Government never would recognize the rights of 
the United States to any part of Texas; that it was 
still their own, and that they would enforce their 
rights to it by arms. He was at that time raising 
a large army, and had it upon the banks of the 
Rio Grande, and Mexican papers, printed in the 
city of Mexico, avowed that the object was to 
march to the Nueces. Now, he cared not what 
the domestic declarations of Paredes were. We 
were to judge from the declarations given to us; we 
were to judge from their acts. It mattered not, as 
was correctly remarked by the honorable gentle- 
man from Vermont, [Mr. CoLiamer,] what a 
man’s intentions might be, if his acts did not cor- 
respond with them. We were to judge from acts. 
Paredes said in his proclamation that the time for 
temporizing had passed; that Texas having been 
annexed to this country, the time for hostilities 
had come. 

Now, was there anything unjust in the United 
States to take them at their word—to believe, when 
Mexico proclaimed the existence of a state of war, 
and her intention to prosecute it and drive off the 
invaders, as she styled us, from the entire country 
of Texas, that she meant what she said. 

But on the 18th April, 1846, Paredes issued the 
order to Arista, who was then in command of the 
army of the North, in which he declared that hos- 
tilities should be commenced. He argued that in 
either case—whether Paredes at that time knew of 
the advance of the army. under General Taylor to 
the Rio Grande or not—that advance was not the 
cause of the issuing of the orders of Paredes and 
of his warlike movements. 

He asked, then, whether Mexico had not de- 
barred herself, after this official notice to our Gov- 
ernment, which she had, never retracted, from 
saying anything else of the commencement of the 
state of war, of the cause of it, than the annexa- 
tion of Texas? And if, by her declarations, by 
her military preparations and movements, all cor- 
responding with these declarations, she induced 
us to anticipate her attack, had we done anything 
inconsistent with right and prudence? 

He had thus far discussed this question as be- 
tween Mexico and the United States. He had not 
averted to the acts of the Executive of the United 
States, which had been so much discussed on the 
other side of the House, because it was immate- 
rial. The inquiry was between us and the Mex- 
ican Government, and it mattered not whether the 
Executive of the United States was justifiable or 
not. The honorable gentleman from New York 
had arrived at the conclusion that this war was 
unjustifiable in a most singular manner—by look- 
ing at the acts of the President through the dis- 
torted medium of party. He said that the act of 
the President, in. commencing the war, as he 
alleged he commenced it, was unnecessary and 
unconstitutional, and he therefore concluded that 
the war was unjust. There never was a greater 
mistake and fallacy of reasoning. If the order of 
the 13th January, 1846, was a palpable violation 
of the Constitution, it did not prove that the war 
was unjust. Suppose the French Government 
were to land an invading army on the coast of 
South Carolina, and that the President, without 
consulting Congress, should raise an army and 
borrow money to resist this invasion, his acts 
would be clearly unconstitutional and unnecessary. 
But would the quarrel from that reason, as be- 
tween us and France, from this cause be unjust on 
our part? Fle apprehended that the fallacy on the 
part of gentlemen on the other side of the House 
was in not distinguishing between the acts of the 
Executive and of the nation. 

Mexico had always protested against the annex- 
ation of Texas. She gave, and had never with- 
drawn, her official notice that that act produced a 
state of war. Now, was the defence of Mexico 
tenable? Was she justifiable, from the reason 
which she herself gave in assuming a position 
which inevitably led to the commencement of hos- 
tilities? Texas was annexed. He would not stop 
to discuss the expediency or the propriety of@hat 
annexation. ‘That had already amply been done. 
Texas had become one of us, and she never would 
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be separated from us. No day-dreamer imagined 
' the possibility of it. But Mexico put her defence 
for commencing the war upon the annexation of 
Texas. This was the ground which she first 
took, and which she had always maintained as her 
justification. He briefly referred to the history 
of Texas as an independent republic—so vindi- 
cated by herself at San Jacinto, and so acknowl- 
edged by England, France, and the United States 
—to show that Mexico had no cause of com- 
laint when she chose to annex herself to the 
nited States. There were many who doubted 
about the expediency of the annexation of Texas, 
but no one, as far as he knew, doubted in regard 
to its justice, and the injustice of Mexico com- 
plaining of it and making it cause of war. If par- 
ticular authority was wanting on this point he 
could refer to a distinguished Senator, who, after 
having vainly opposed the annexation of Texas, de- 
clared that it was no just cause of hostilities on the 
part of Mexico. Well, if it was not, the only 
excuse which Mexico ever set up was swept from 
beneath her. The injustice of this war was hers. 

If the war, then, was just on our side, we had 
the moral, the acknowledged right to indemnity 
for expenses in maintaining our justcause. There 
could be no doubt about this. It was a doctrine 
acknowledged by the laws of nations; it was a 
universal practice among nations; it appealed to 
every man’s sense of right. He could not stop to 
discuss this question. He would not undertake 
to declare the extent of the indemnity which we 
should require. There was no earthly tribunal to 
adjudicate upon the disputes of nations, and deter- 
mine their rights.. That must be left to the sense 
of justice of the victorious nation; and to that he 
was willing to leave it. It should be settled with 
justice to ourselves and magnanimity towards Mex- 
ico. He was not insensible to the loss of life in- 
curred in this war. The bones of many of his 
fellow-townsmen slept in Mexican graves. He 
was not insensible to the distress of families, to the 
accumulation of national debt, to the increase of 
taxes, and, more than all, to the injury to the pub- 
lic morals; and he would avert these evils from the 
country as soon as it could be done consistently 
with honor and justice. 

But it had been argued that indemnity was not 
within our power—in money, in land, or in any 
other way. The honorable gentleman from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. CoLLamer,] to whom he had listened 
with great attention, had told them that the whole 
of the Mexican territory had long since been grant- 
ed away; that we could not take from individuals 
their private property, and therefore that we could 
get no indemnity in land. He agreed with the gen- 
tleman that we could not take from individuals the 
lands which the Mexican Government had granted 
bona fide; and he was inclined to think that a very 
Jarge proportion of the Mexican lands were already 
in the hands of individuals. But he dissented en- 
tirely from the position that indemnity was not to 
be obtained even if the fee simple to territory were 
not acquired. Was sovereignty nothing? That sov- 
ereignty which should give to us the right of emi- 
nent domain, the right over the rivers and harbors, 
and the jurisdiction over the country? Indemnity in 
sovereignty, and sovereignty alone, had been the 
ordinary mode in which satisfaction had been ob- 
tained in modern times. History was full of such 
cases. For hundreds of years it had not been pos- 
sible to obtain indemnity in any other way in 
Europe. Had not the fee simple of a single acre 
of land been obtained when we purchased Louisi- 
ana, was not the sovereignty over the territory 
and the free navigation of the Mississippi from its 
mouth to its source more valuable than aught else? 
Now, the acquisition of the sovereignty over New 
Mexico and California would give us a free mar- 
ket for our manufactures and agricultural produc- 
tions, the right of their rivers and harbors, and 
all the commercial advantages resulting therefrom. 
These would be of great value, though he did not 
say they would be as much as the like rights in 
Louisiana. We might, then, obtain indemnity in 
sovereignty, even though that sovereignty did not 
include the fee simple of one acre of land. 

But, said the honorable gentleman from Ver- 
mont, if we acquire New Mexico and California, 
we are liable to become responsible for a large 
amount of debts. Whether he meant the debts of 
the State which we might acquire, or the debts of 
the General Government of Mexico, he (Mr. S.) 
did not know. But, be this as it might, he dis- 


sented entirely from the doctrine. If we obtained 
any part of Mexico, we obtained it as indemnity— 
as‘satisfaction for past debts. How, then, could we 
be liable for the debts which were due to others? 
It was but the ordinary case of two creditors. Was 
the one who obtained satisfaction for his demands 
under any liability to pay the other, although his 
demands might exhaust all the property of the 
debtor? 

But the doctrine was one eminently dangerous 
to the peace of the world. A nation’s debt might 
be vastly more than the value of its lands, and 
such a nation might commit aggressions upon 
others at pleasure, without being compelled to 
make indemnity. 

But we had been referred to Vattel for authority 
on this point. It was true, he laid down that for 
a conqueror to refuse to pay the debts of the na- 
tion he had subdued, would be to rob its innocent 
creditors. Now, he was but a commentator, and 
might lay down doctrines which were unsound. 
And, moreover, he was speaking of conquest, 
without reference to the object for which that con- 
quest was made. He had notin view cases where 
that object was indemnity—satisfaction for past 
indebtedness. The principle could not be sus- 
tained. The laws of nations were but the laws of 
nature applied to nations; and we should search in 
vain in the laws of nature or the usage of civilized 
nations for any such liability as Vattel assumed to 
exist. He appealed to gentlemen on the other 
side who maintained this doctrine, to show an 
single instance in the history of nations in whic 
it was recognized. No such solitary usage was 
to be found. Vattel, it was true, did refer to one 
case, and so did the gentleman from Vermont in 
his speech—the case of the conquest of Silesia by 
Frederick the Great. The gentleman said that 
there the King of England demanded the payment 
of debts due from Silesia, and that after some shuf- 
fling Prussia paid them. He (Mr. S.) referred to 
the circumstances of the case, and denied that it 
was one of conquest. There was no pretence of 
conquest, but all the title which Prussia acquired 
was by treaty, and the liability of Prussia for the 
debts of the conquered country was voluntaril 
assumed cotemporaneously with the treaty. If 
the assumption had been made subsequently, there 
might have been some pretence for claiming it asa 
precedent to establish this doctrine. 

He repeated that no solitary case was to be found 
in history which went to prove the liability of a 
conquering nation, or a nation obtaining territory 
by treaty for indemnity, being liable to pay the 
debts of the conquered country; and he therefore 
totally denied the assumption which was made by 
gentlemen on the other side, that if we obtained 
any part of Mexico, we were liable for her debts, 

e had now, he thought, vindicated our right 
to indemnity. 

But it was said that such was not the object of 
the President; that, notwithstanding his repeated 
avowals, his paramount object behind all this was 
to build up his own fame by the extension of our 
territorial limits. This was inferred from the fact 
that Mr. Trist, in his correspondence with the 
Mexican commissioners, required as a sine qua 
non that certain provinces of Mexico should be 
ceded. Now; it was admitted on all hands that 
indemnity, that satisfaction for past indebtedness, 
could alone be obtained by taking territory. If 
territory were obtained for this purpose, and we 
agreed to pay all that the territory was worth more 
than our demands, was it for that reason any the 
less indemnity? To illustrate this principle by a 
case in private life: two farmers own land adjacent 
to each other; one has received an injury from the 
other; it is proposed to settle the difficulty: the 
aggressor cannot pay in money, but offers to pay 
in land, and to set off one of his fields adjoining 
the injured party; but it being more in value than 
the damages, the party receiving it pays the ex- 
cess—was not that a case of indemnity? Was it 
a case to produce dissatisfaction ? Why apply a 
different principle to the transactions of nations ? 
That which was just and right between individuals 
was so between nations. În taking territory there 
was an obvious propriety in observing political and 
natural boundaries. If we take that which is ad- 
jacent to us, he was unable to see why it was an 
the less indemnity, because, in taking it by suc 
boundaries, we acquired a larger amount than was 
sufficient to meet our demands, and paid over the 
difference. 


But it was said, it was compelling Mexico to 
sell us her territory—that it was enforcing a'pur- 
chase at the point of the bayonet. He denied that 
it was any such thing, although it was so declared 
in the language of the Mexican commissioners. 
Was it any more unjust to compel her to pay in 
territory (she having nothing else to pay) than it 
would be out of her national treasury, in case she 
had the means. 

He would now briefly turn to another consid- 
eration which had been pressed upon us. The 
impression had been made within this Hall, by 
al ener delivered here, and existed to a consider- 
able extent, that peace is immediately within our 
power, and has been all along. Numerous memo- 
rials, respectably signed, had been presented to this 
House, asking us to take measures for peace, 
What measures they did not say. They only ask 
what all desire—for he thought there was no divi- 
sion of opinion on this subject. All wished for 
peace. ‘The question was, what measure could be 
taken to bring about a just and honorable peace? 
It was an achievement of no little difficulty. War 
was easily commenced; it needed the act of only 
one party. Peace was a matter of much more dif- 
ficult attainment. It needed the assent of both 
parties, and that, too, while both parties were ex- 
cited by the sense of past and present injuries, or 
supposed injuries. 

But it was said peace was within our power, as 
was proved by the counter projet submitted to Mr. 
Trist by the Mexican commissioners. He admit- 
ted such a peace might easily be procured. But 
was it a peace which would be satisfactory to hon- 
orable gentlemen who are so forward to accuse the 
Administration of a reluctance to make peace? Let 
them refer for a moment to the terms of that projet. 
The Mexican commissioners did indeed offer to 
relinquish all east of the Nueces; but that was ours 
already. They did offer to cede a part of Mexico 
at a stipulated price, but they made no abatement 
for the Mexican debts and injuries, and for the 
expenses of the war. We, on our side, were to 
relinquish all our claims to that part of Texas 
which lies between the Nueces and the Rio Grande. 
He further proceeded to show, that if we had yield- 
ed to the extraordinary propositions submitted, to 

ay for the territory east of the Nueces, and for 
indemnities to Mexican citizens for injuries which 
they had sustained from our troops, and for duties 
on goods introduced into Mexican ports, we should 
have been acknowledging that we -had prosecuted 
an unjust war, and bringing disgrace on our own 
heads. These very propositiuns, ‘he thought, sat- 
isfactorily showed that peace with Mexico ‘was 
not within our own power, and that somethin 
remained to be done before peace could be secured. 
On these points, however, he should be compelled 
to defer his remarks. He thought he had showed 
that our cause and our quarrel was just, and con- 
sequently we have certain rights which we ought 
to enforce. The means by which that should be 
done he would leave with those with whom the Con- 
stitution had placed it. Whether the treaty which 
was understood to be under consideration at the 
other end of the Capitol secured all our rights, he 
would not undertake to say. He was willing to 
leave the settlement of its details to the treaty- 
making coe 

Mr. S. was continuing his remarks on this 
branch of the subject when his hour expired. 

Mr. CABELL next obtained the floor, and com- 
menced by saying, that during the short period he 
had had the honor of a seat upon this floor, from 
which he was excluded by the ruthless spirit of 
party, the Congress of the United States was en- 
gaged in a discussion of the questions involved in 
the ** Oregon controversy.” The universal topic 
of conversation here and throughout the country— 
the subject of absorbing interest to every class of 
our community—was the probability of a war with 
England. Well did he recollect the agitating and 
painful suspense in which the public mind was held 
during the first two months of the first session of 
the last Congress. The danger of a conflict with 
England seemed imminent. In the language of a 
distinguished Senator, it appeared that ‘ war was 
inevitable.” And if the opinionsexpressed by the 
President of the United States, and the measures 
recommended by him, had been approved by Con- 
gress, war would have been the necessary consequence. 
He declared the title of the United States to the 
whole country to 549 40’ ‘$ clear and unquestion- 
able;’’ that the time for negotiation had passed; 
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that the rights of this Government should be as- 
serted at the point of the bayonet. All who talked 
of compromise and negotiation were denounced as 
being under foreign influences—as British Whigs. 

Fortunately for the country—fortunately for the 
world—these denunciations were not heeded. The 
Senate of the United States advised the President 
to recede from his extreme and untenable position. 
Wise counsels prevailed. The conservatism of the 
Senate saved’ us from the dreadful calamity of a 
war with the most powerful nation of the earth. 
The question was settled by negotiation, and that 
very line of compromise was adopted for the advo- 
cacy of which the Whig party was denounced as 
‘¢ traitors !” 

The heart of the patriot swelled with joy and 
thankfulness that the peace of the world was not 
to be disturbed. But, if the President was sincere 
in the opinion that the title of this Government to 
the whole of Oregon was “‘ clear and unquestion- 
able,” then was he derelict of his duty, false to his 
country; if he was not sincere, then was he guilty 
of deception utterly unworthy the high station he 
occupies. 

Upon the final happy settlement of this contro- 
versy, against the recommendation of the President, 
and inspite of his efforts to defeat it, his friends 
and flatterers, parasites of Executive greatness, 
raised the cry of hallelujah, and shouted glory to 
our great and mighty President. He has achieved 
by peaceful negotiations what other Presidents 
labored in vain to accomplish ! 

After the lapse of two years, he (Mr. C.) again 
took his place among the Representatives of the 
people, having appealed to his constituents to re- 
verse the unrighteous decree of a Democratic ma- 
jority of this House; and triumphantly had the 
people of Florida vindicated the majesty of the law, 
which was so grossly violated in his person. He 
returned and found his country involved in war— 
not with the powerful kingdom of Great Britain, 
but with a feeble sister republic—a war ‘‘ unneces- 
sarily and unconstitutionally commenced by the 

. President of the United States.’? He made this 
declaration emphatically, for the reason, as he said, 
.that he was temporarily absent from the Hall when 
the vote was taken on the famous amendment of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Asumun,] 
and he wished his position to be distinctly under- 
stood. 

Had the same course been pursued in reference 
to our relations with Mexico which was adopted 
in thé Oregon controversy, war might and would 
-have been avoided. But this did not comport with 
the purposes and designs of Mr. Polk. He had 
“« seen visions and dreamed dreams” of military 
glory. The roar of the British lion had somewhat 
‘* frightened him from his propriety,” but the hiss 
of the Mexican serpent was without its terrors. 
And he fondly hoped that, after precipitating his 
country in war-with so feeble a Power as Mexico, 
he could easily wrest from her a vast extent of 
territory, and, by the glory of acquisition, cover over 
the breach made in the Consiitution of his country. 

The conduct of the President of the United States 
justified these imputations. In the case of Oregon, 
we had an open question of boundary to settle, 
which was submitted to Congress. And the north- 
western boundary of the United States was settled 
by negotiation. ‘There might have been some pal- 
liation for the President if, on his assuming the 
reins of Government, in March, 1845, he had 
acted in accordance with his declared opinion, 
that “our title to the whole of Oregon was clear 
and unquestionable,’’ and ordered the army of the 
United States to take position on the line of 54° 40’. 
lt might have been said, that as Congress twas not 
jn session, and would not convene for nine months, 
there was no reason for delay in taking possession 
of a country our right and title to which did not ad- 
mit of aquestion. But the President did not choose 
to take this responsibility. He preferred to wait 
and take the advice of Congress as to whether he 
should cede to Great Britain more than five degrees 
of territory, which was clearly and unquestionably 
ours, or go to war with that Government. 

In the case of ‘Texas, we also had a question of 
boundary, which had been designedly left open by 
the terms of the joint resolutions of annexation. 
No man has ventured to say that the title of the 
United States to the whole country now claimed 

as Texas was “ clear and unquestionable.” Con- 
gress had expressly left the question open, to be 
settled by negotiation, because it was uncertain 


how far the western boundary of Texas extended. 
But the President of the United States, although 
Congress was at the time in session, declined to con- 
sult the Representatives of the people, lest they 
might settle this question too by negotiation, and thus 
preserve the peace of the country, and prevent the 
fulfillment of those visions of glory of which he 
| had dreamed, and deprive him of the exercise of 
that patronage by which he hoped to retain him- 
self and friends in power. 

The army was ordered to take position on the 
Rio Grandeg in a country which was in undisturb- 
ed possession of Mexican citizens. The flag of 
the United States was insultingly unfurled under 
the walls of an important Mexican city; our can- 
non mounted and pointed upon the town; the mouth 
of the Rio Grande blockaded; and yet we are grave- 
ly told that Mexico commenced the war! He did 
not propose to inquire into the justice of the war 
itself, or whether Congress ought or ought not to 
have declared war against Mexico. It was imma- 
terial whether we had just ground for war or not. 
It was immaterial whether, in the opinion of the 
President, the boundary of Texas did or did not 
extend to the Rio Grande; Congress had recognized 
the country between the Nueces and the Rio Grande 
as disputed territory, the right to which was to be 
settled by negotiation. The President had no right 
to decide these questions, and to precipitate this 
country in war. The war-making power is, by 
the Constitution, vested in Congress; and if the 
President of the United States involves his coun- 
try in war with a foreign Power, he is guilty of a 
violation of that Constitution, whether there exist 
just cause of war or not. 

He was astonished, when, a few days ago, he 
heard from a distinguished Representative from 
the State of South Carolina, [Mr. Ruetrt,] that 
the war-making power was in the President of the 
United States. This was going further in defence 
of Executive prerogative than he had ever known 
before. The President may at his pleasure exer- 
cise the sovereign prerogative of making war, and 
Congress has no other power than to declare its 
existence. The people of this country would be 
startled by the annunciation of this doctrine. But 
it is essential to relieve the President from the 
charge of an infraction of the Constitution he has 
sworn to protect. That the President did make 
this war, every candid mind will admit. The gen- 
tleman from South Carolina relieves him from the 
charge of a violation of the Constitution, by claim- 
ing for the Executive “the war-making” power. 
In no other way can the President be defended. 

Time would not permit him to discuss this novel, 
startling, anti-republican doctrine. He contented 
himself with its statement. 

The gentleman from Maryland, from the city of 
Baltimore, in his able defence of the President of 
the United States, said that ‘* the Texas we annex- 
ed was the Texas revolutionized.” ‘This, Mr. C. 
understood to be the ground assumed by the Whig 
party. He subscribed to it most cordially. It 
seemed to him that the arguments of gentlemen in 
this House, and in the Senate, if argument were ne- 
cessary, had so clearly shown that ‘‘ Texas revo- 
lutionized”’ did not extend to the Rio Grande, that 
not a shade of doubt can rest upon the minds of 
those who are not determined not to be convinced. 
With deference to the gentleman from Baltimore, 
he would say it seemed to him absurd to contend 
that the citizens of Santa Fé had achieved a revo- 
lutionary right of independence of Mexico. When 
did they revolt; when did they declare their inde- 
pendence of Mexico; when did they become part 
of *‘ Texas revolutionized;’? when did they take 
part in the Government of Texas; when did they 
cease to be represented in the Mexican Congress? 
They were Mexicans, (said Mr. C.,) friendly to 
-the Mexican Government; enemies of Texas; ene- 
mies of the United States. With no more pro- 
priety can it be said that the inhabitants of the 
States of New Mexico and Tamaulipas, on the 
east bank of the Rio Grande, were ‘Texans. They 
had not revolted from Mexico; they never àc- 
knowledged allegiance to ‘‘ Texas revolutionized.”’ 
They took no part in the Texan revolution. They 
remained contented citizens of States of the Mex- 
ican Republic, and were represented in the Mexi- 
can Congress. They were in peaceful possession 
of the country, quietly cultivating the soil, imagin- 
ing themselves Mexicans, when General Taylor 
was ordered to break up his camp at Corpus Chris- 
ti. They fled at the approach of the American 


army, firing their houses, not dreaming that they 
were Texans, and that by the joint resolution of 
annexation, they had been manufactured into free 
citizens of the United States, and that General 
Taylor was commander of an army of their own 
countrymen. 

‘¢Texas revolutionized’? extended beyond the. 
Nueces. It embraced the valley of that river, both 
banks. And Mexicans, none but Mexicans, con- 
tinued to occupy both banks of the Rio Grande.. 

It was into this country and among these people 
that the President ordered the army of the United 
States, without consulting. Congress; and it was 
thus that the war with Mexico was begun. 

This act of the President, involving his country 
in this unfortunate war, has been justly condemned 
by the best and wisest men of this country as an 
unconstitutional exercise of power. And for their 
condemnation of this Executive act, they are de- 
nounced by the defenders of Executive prerogative 
as traitors! Those who thought Mr. Polk’s rec- 
ommendation to Congress in the matter of the 
Northwestern boundary was unwise were branded 
with the epithet of “British Whigs.” All who 
question his policy now are “ Mexican Whigs.” ` 

ven the President has so far forgotten what was 
due to the dignity of his exalted station, as to en- 
gage in this disgusting war upon some of the 
purest men and truest patriots which this or any 
other country has known. Even he has charac- 
terized their resistance to his usurpations and 
encroachments upon the Constitution as ‘* moral 
treason,” and fulminated from the throne the foul 
libel that they are ‘“‘ affording aid and comfort to 
the enemies of the United States.” 

Mr. INGE here interrupted Mr. CaseLL, and 
denied that the President ever made such a charge, 
and demanded proof. 

Mr. CABELL was astonished that this state- 
ment should be denied. He believed the gentle- 
man from Alabama was the only person who 
would question the accuracy of the statement. 
The fact was notorious. He would refer the gen- 
tleman to the annual message of the President to 
i thas in December, 1846. He then contin- 
ued— 

Yes, sir, it has come to this, that in this ‘ free 
and enlightened land,’? where the freedom of 
thought and liberty of speech is the pride and boast 
of every American citizen, we dare not whisper a 
word of opposition to the acts and policy of the 
President but that we are traitors to our country. 
We, the immediate representatives of the people— 
sentinels upon the watch-tower, to guard the ap- 
proaches to the Temple of Liberty, to defend the 
sacred Constitution of our country, the palladium 
of our rights and liberties—we dare not give warning 
of the approach of danger, lest our voice may of- 
fend the ear of a Democratic President, whose acts 
are not to be too closely scrutinized. 

If we condemn the proposition shadowed forth 
inthe Government paper in this city, to rob the 
Catholic churches in Mexico to defray the expenses 
of this war, and express our indignation at the 
sacrilegious proposal, we are charged with treason. 

If we charge that the President of the United 
States has usurped the power of Congress and vio- 
lated the Constitution by making war upon Mexi- 
co, we hear the sound of treason issuing from the 
great organ of Democracy in this city—treasan, 
treason, reverberated through all the organs, big 
and little, down to the vilest Democratic banjo that 
jingles in the remotest corner of the country. 

We ask by what authority did the President, 
after overrunning Santa Fé, New Mexico, and Cali- 
fornia, send his satraps to establish civtl govern- 
ments in foreign territories, and proclaim the in- 
habitants thereof ‘‘ citizens of the United States,’’ 
and ‘‘one with our people! The only response 
is ‘‘ treason.” , 

In the progress of this war we find the President 
of the United States, without the sanction of Con- 
gress, without even asking their authority, laying 
and collecting taxes, duties, and imposts in Mex- 
ico, establishing a tariff for the ports of Mexico, to 
raise and provide means for carrying on the war, 
and claiming the right to disburse the money so 
raised at his discretion, without the authority of 
Congress. He first makes the war, then seeks to 
carry it on in such manner as to make money 
with which to prosecute it further; makes war to 
make money; makes money to make war. ‘These 
measures may be right in themselves; but has the 
President the right to adopt them without the assent 
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of Congress? If he has, then may he at any time 
involve his country in war; and if, in this way, 
money enough can be raised to defray its expense, 
he may laugh at any attempt of Congress to arrest 
its progress. mae 

ut it is said we must not question the propriety 
of all these acts of the President; it is treasonable; 
the laws of nations justify the ‘‘ conqueror’’ in 
doing all that the President has done. 

The President of the United States, in his late 
message to the Senate, says: ‘‘No principle is better 
‘ established than that a nation at war has the right 
‘of shifting the burden off itself and imposing it 
‘upon the enemy, by exacting military contribu- 
‘tions. The mode of making such exactions must 
‘be left to the discretion of the conqueror; but it 
‘should be exercised in a manner conformable to 
‘the rules of civilized. warfare. * * * * The 
s practice of nations has been in accordance with 
s this principle. ”’ 

He did not propose to question the right of one 
nation to levy military contributions upon another 
with which it is at war. But is the President of 
the United States the American nation? Is Mr. 
Polk the Government of the United States ? 

Sir, (said Mr. C.,) it is this doctrine which 
alarms the friends of the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States; it is this assumption and usurpation of 
power, which tends to make the Government a 
unit, to consolidate all power in the hands of the 
Executive, which the Whig party have denounced. 

What, sir, is the doctrine here advanced? I, 
James K. Polk, President of the United States and 
conqueror of all Mexico, having made war upon 
that republic and overrun her provinces, do estab- 
lish therein civil governments, and I do ordain that 
taxes shall be levied and revenue collected in the 
conquered States, as I, ‘‘ the conqueror,” shall 
prescribe, and that all moneys collected in the in- 
terior or on the seacoast shall be disbursed accord- 
ing to the discretion of ‘* myself, the conqueror. ?”™ 

ir, the questions presented by these encroach- 
ments of the Executive are grave, startling, and 
momentous. Mr. C. expressed his regret that his 
time would not permit him to dwell longer upon 
them. He trusted that some gentleman better com- 
petent for the task would present them, in their 
true light, to the American people. 

Mr. Polk and his friends cannot distinguish be- 
tween the President and the Government of the 
United States; between their party and their coun- 
try. We condemn certain acts of the President; 
but this proves no want of loyalty to our country 
or love for its Constitution. We condemn these 
acts because we believe they militate against the 
interest of our country, and are in violation of its 
Constitution. With these Democratic gentlemen 
their country is their party; to assail that party, 
or its head, is to assail all they know and love of 
country. 

In speaking of these unauthorized and unjustifi- 
able acts of the President, he would not imitate 
Mr. Polk’s example, and charge him with trea- 
gon or wilful violation of the Constitution of his 
country. He thought that ‘‘too much” power 
“ had made him mad.” In the language of a dis- 
tinguished friend of the President in ‘Tennessee, 
(Mr. Aaron V. Brown,] he was willing to believe 
that *‘ the error was in the head, not the heart.’’ 

And who are they who are thus stigmatized as 
s Mexican Whigs,” ‘ giving aid and comfort to 
the enemy?’ The distinguished Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. CaLHoun] and his friends, 
who have condemned the war policy of the Presi- 
dent; the entire Whig party of this country—a 
majority of the people of the United States. It is 
too well known to be denied, that by far the greater 

ortion of the officers of the regular army, who 
have distinguished themselves in the various bat- 
tles in Mexico, are Whigs; and it is notorious that 
a majority of those who have volunteered for this 
war are Whigs. Whig fathers and Whig mothers 
have sent their sons to the battle-field. They con- 
demned the act of the President in bringing on the 
war. But it was enough for Whigs to know that 
their country was at war, and called upon her sons 
to fight her battles; and, without stopping to in- 
quire how war was brought about, they rushed 
to the field to maintain their country’s honor or 
to die. These are ‘* Mexican Whigs!” We have 
but recently been called to sympathize with an 
illustrious member of the Whig party, [Mr. W EB- 
sTER,] for the loss of a son who fell a victim to 
disease in the military service of his country, in 


Mexico. Another eminent Whig Senator [Mr. 
CRITTENDEN] has two gallant sons wiih the army 
in Mexico. They are ** Mexican Whigs!’ Hevn- 
RY Cray, at the mention of whose name the heart 
of every hi thrills with emotion, sent his be- 
loved son to die on the plains of Mexico. My 
gallant friend who sits near me, [Mr. HASKELL, of 
Tennessee,] who so nobly sustained himself and 
the honor of his State and his country at the battle 
of Cerro Gordo, is one of these ‘* Mexican Whigs.” 
It would take hours to enumerate the Whig offi- 
cers and Whig men who have rendered distinguish- 
ed service in this war. They will live in the pages 
of history and in the hearts of their countrymen. 
These are ‘‘ Mexican Whigs!’’ Scott, whose his- 
tory will be perhaps the brightest page in the his- 
tory of our country, who has won for himself and 
his eountry a reputation wide as the world, and 
has achieved exploits the brilliant lustre of which 
time can never dim, is another ** Mexican Whig.” 
And that glorious old chief, the prestige of whose 
name is to the American army more than hosts of 
armed men—who, when our soldiers fora moment 
faltered and called for reinforcements, bade them 
‘ Onward ! I and Major Bliss will support you,” 
and by his voice and presence inspired confidence, 
zeal, and enthusiasm which no power could resist, 
and which swept from the plains of Buena Vista 
the untold hosts of Santa Anna—he who, “ asking 
no favors and shrinking from no responsibility,” 
‘s never surrenders,” but leads his followers on to 
certain victory—he who has a hold upon the affec- 
tions of the people of this country such-as has not 
been known since the days of Washington—he 
who has been or will be chosen as the leader of 
the Whig party in the great civil battle to be 
fought in November next, and who will drive 
from their high places the party now in power, 
which has so signally abused the trust a generous 
people confided to them, and brought such dire 
calamities upon our country—who will scatter 
them as he did the Mexicans at Buena Vista—he 
whom the current of popular sentiment is bearing 
onward to the Presidency with a force and power 
that will sweep every obstacle before it—he, Gen- 
eral Zachary ‘Taylor, is a ‘* Mexican Whig!’ 

And here he begged permission to read a letter 
which he met with in a daily paper this morning, 
which would be found to be an answer to the state- 
ment of gentlemen opposite, that General Taylor 
was nota Whig, and therefore could not be the 
Whig candidate. It was of recent date, and was 
written by General Taylor to his friend Colonel 
Mitchell, of Cincinnati. It was as follows: 

«c BaTon Rouee, (La.) February 12, 1848. 

« MY DEAR CoLoneL: Your very kind coinmunication and 
the accompunying newspaper have duly reached me. 

& in reply to the closing remarks of your letter I have no 
hesitation in stating, as 1 have stated on former occasions, 
that Jam a Whig, though not an ultra one, and that J huve 
no desire to conceul this uct from any portion of the people of 
the United States. I deem it but candid, however, to add, 
that if the Whig party desire at the next Presidential elec- 
tion to cast their votes for me, they must do it ou their own 
responsibility, and without any pledges from me. 

& Should | be elected to that office, | should deem it to be 
my duty, and should most certainly claim the right, to look 
to the Constitution and the high interests of our common 
country, and not to the principles of a party, for my rules of 
action. 

«With my sincerest thanks for your expression of friend- 
ship, and my best wishes for your success through life, I 
remain, very truly, your friend and obedient servant, i 

“Z. TAYLOR. 
« Col. A. M. MITCHELL, Cincinnati, Ohio.” 

[When the last lines of the second paragraph 
were read there was a burst of laughter from the 
Democratic side of the House, which was cordially 
returned by the Whigs at the end of the third para- 

raph. 
i Mr. h continued and said, the sentiments of that 
letter were such as the Whig party ever desired to 
administer this Government upon. They were 
always desirous ‘‘ to look to the Constitution and 
the high interests of our common country.” They 
were satisfied that General Taylor was a Whig, 
and they asked from him no pledges by which the 
country might be involved in war. They asked 
him not to pledge himself to carry out the resolu- 
tions of an irresponsible party convention. Here 
General Taylor had assumed the true platform on 
which the Whigs would administer the Govern- 
ment. They were willing to abide by the Consti- 
tution as it is; and on that Constitution General 
Taylor had taken his position, with the declaration 
that he is a Whig. Gendemen might smile at this 
statement that General Taylor would act on the 
principles of the Constitution. He (Mr. C.) had 


shown that the party now in power had utterly 
disregarded the principles of the Constitution, and 
it was natural for them to smile at the statement 
that General Taylor would be governed by the 
Constitution. 

Mr. C. continued. He meant no disparagement 
of the gentlemen of the Democratic party who have 
rendered gallant services in the war. Butler, Quit- 
man, Shields, Davis, Yell, and hundreds of others, 
richly deserve the meed of praise they have re- 
ceived. They enjoy and are entitled to the grati- 
tude and thanks of their country. Men of each 
party,in Mr. C.’s own State and elsewhere, seemed 
to have vied with each other in their efforts to be 
first to respond to the call for volunteers. Mr. C. 
said he proposed not to institute invidious compari- 
sons, but to repel the slanderous aspersion upon 
the party with which ‘he acted, that they are *¢ trai- 
tors to their country,” and would afford ‘‘ aid and 
comfort to the enemy.”’ 

Mr. C. said he was not inclined to throw back 
this charge into the face of those who made it, 
though he thought the admission of Santa Anna 
and his generals into Mexico would justify him. 
But he begged to suggest to those who thus slan- 
dered the Whig party, whether they. do not afford 
“aid and comfort to the enemy” by their unceas- 
ing efforts to convince the people of this country 

„and Mexico that the Whig party, composed of a 
majority of the people of the United States, and 
having a majority of Representatives on this floor, 
are ‘‘ traitors to their own country, and Mexicans 
at heart.” If any such false impression exists 
among the Mexicans and influences their action, 
the Democratic party is responsible for it. We 
(continued Mr. C.) have condemned certain acts 
of Mr. Polk, but as regards the honor and interest 
of our country, we know but one party, and that 
is for our country. If the Mexicans are mad and 
foolish enough to believe that a majority of the 
people of the United States are traitors, and dis- 
posed to give them aid and comfort, it is because 
of the reiterated false charges of the President of 
the United States and his friends. 

The uy has been told that the Whig party 
has protracted this war by preventing ns * vigor- 
ous prosecution.” How could the Whig party 
have prevented the ‘‘ vigorous prosecution”’ of the 
war if they had the disposition? The President 
is a Democrat, the Senate is and has been Demo- 
cratic; the last House of Representatives was 
Democratic two to one. What power have the 
Whigs had to prevent this ‘‘ greater vigor” in the 
prosecution of the war? None, sir. This is like 
all the other false and unscrupulous charges against 
the Whigs. Except the proposition to create the 
office of lieutenant general to supersede such men 
as Scott and Taylor, every measure recommended 
by the President, in connection with this war, has 
been adopted; not one dollar nor one man asked for 
has been refused. The day after the receipt of 
tidings of the commencement of hostilities, ten mil- 
lions of dollars were appropriated, and authority 
given to the President to call out fifty thousand 
volunteers; other and larger sums were appropria- 
ted as they were asked for. Ten new regiments 
were added to the regular army. How, then, is 
the Whig party, how is Congress responsible for 
any mismanagement or want of vigor in the pros- 
ecution of the war? The President, and he alone, 
is responsible. What has been his policy? Gen- 
eral Taylor was sent with less than three thousand 
men to the Rio Grande, as if to provoke a battle. 
Had he gone with a large force, there is reason to 
believe there would have been no fighting, no war. 
He had been informed there are papers on file in 
the War Department showing that the President 
was advised what would be the consequence of 
sending so small a force, and urging him-to in~ 
crease General Taylor’s command, assuring him 
that, in such case, Arista would not cross the 
river. But this did not suit the views of the Pres- 
ident. He seems to have sought to precipitate the 
country in war, thinking he would have a glorious 
campaign of a few months, and signalize his Ad- 
ministration by the acquisition of immense territo- 
rial possessions. War was the natural and neces- 
sary consequence of his folly. ‘The battles of Palo 
Alto and the Palm Ravine were fought and won 
against overwhelming numbers. The enemy was 
pursued to the Rio Grande, and General Taylor 
writes to the department ‘‘ if he had been furnished 
with the means which he had asked for,” he could 
have at once crossed the river and captured or cut 
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to pieces the entire Mexican army. Here is an 
instance of * vigorous prosecution.’ Why was 
not General Taylor’s request complied with? Why 
was not the ponton train furnished? Was the 
Whig party responsible for this gross neglect of 
the War Department? 

When the veteran Gaines, then at New Orleans, 
heard of the troubles on the Rio Grande, he took 
the responsibility of making a requisition on the 
Governor of Louisiana for troops to be sent to 
the aid of General Taylor. The President, in- 
stead of applauding the zeal and promptness of 
General Gaines, countermanded the requisition, 
and that gallant old soldier, who showed more 
judgment and knowledge of Mexican character 
than every member of the Administration at Wash- 
ington, was subjected to the mortification of a 
court-martial. 

The arrival of troops at General Taylor’s camp 
was thus delayed. Is the Whig party responsible 
for this? 

After waiting four months, during which time 
_ the Mexican army was ee and increased, 

General Taylor reached Monterey with about 
6,000 troops. The city in the mean time had been 
well fortified. 

The battle of Monterey was fought and won; but 
the great advantage was lost which would have 
been gained if a sufficient force had been sent for- 
ward. Is the Whig party responsible for this loss 
of four months, and for the failure to capture the 
entire Mexican army at Monterey in consequence 
of the insufficient force under command of General 
Taylor? No, sir, the responsibility is with the 
President. He is responsible for the valuable 
lives lost in the bloody fights before and in the 
streets of Monterey. if e had promptly dis- 
patched the men he was authorized to call into the 
service of the United States, there would have been 
no fighting—no blood spilt. 

The country well knows how long it was before 
General Taylor could advance upon Saltillo, in 
consequence of want of men and necessary sup- 
plies. At last he reached Saltillo, when his troops 
were withdrawn, except about 5,000 volunteers 
and a handful of regulars, to reinforce General 
Scott, who had been ordered to embark for Vera 

ruz. 

Why were these troops withdrawn? Why did 
not the President call into the field more of the 
50,000 volunteers which he had authority to receive 
into service? Sir, the answer is plain. The Pres- 
ident wanted nerve, and was afraid to call out the 
men necessary to a vigorous and successful prose- 
cution of the war, lest the tax-paying people would 
be alarmed at the evidence it would give of the 
enormous eXpense the war would entail upon the 
country. 

The troops were withdrawn, and General Taylor 
checked in his forward march to the interior of 
Mexico. Santa Anna assailed him with a force 
five times his own. Few generals would have 
ventured to fight the battle of Buena Vista. None 
but General Taylor could have won it. 

For the immense loss of life at Buena Vista the 
President of the United States is responsible.: If 
he had ordered the necessary force to join General 
Taylor, we would not now mourn the loss of the 
brave officers and men who fell in that sangui. 
nery conflict. 

he embarkation of General Scott for Vera Cruz 
was delayed for months. Why this delay? Is 
the Whig party responsible forit? Why did not 
the President have more troops in the field at an 
earlier date? 

After the bombardment of Vera Cruz and the 
battle of Cerro Gordo, General Scott could not 
advance upon the city of Mexico for the want of 
troops. hy was this? Why hed they not been 
sent forward? More than four months he awaited 
reinforcements at Puebla, and then advanced, with 
an insufficient force, to win the glorious but bloody 
battles before the city of Mexico. For months 
after these batiles troops continued to arrive. Why, 
I repeat, were they not sent forward sooner? Was 
the Whig party responsible ? 

This is what is called a ‘‘ vigorous prosecution 
of the war!” Never, he would venture to say, 
never was there a war the conduct of which was 
more characterized by imbecility and want of vigor 
on the part of any Government. Our army has 
achieved miracles. The President seems to have 
expected impossibilities. This war has now been 
waged for near two years. The progress of our 


army, notwithstanding the gross and criminal ne- 
glect and mismanagement of the Administration, 
has been a succession of triamphs. Its glorious 
career, so grateful to the hearts of Americans, must 
fill the world with admiration. Its brilliant achieve- 
ments stand almost unrivalled in the annals of his- 
tory. Abroad we have greatly added to our fame 
and reputation as a warlike people, and occupy an 
exalted position among the most powerful nations 
of the world. But (said Mr. C.) these brilliant 
triumphs and this foreign reputation have been 
most dearly won. Appalling is the number of 
lives our country mourns, and startling the magni- 
tude of the debt entailed upon our people. 

Mr. C. then briefly alluded to the vast expense 
of the military operations in Mexico. He could 
not go into details, but the public debt at the end 
of the war would probably reach one hundred and 
fifty millions of dollars. Individual loss, in some 
instances, would be proportionately greater. 

It is difficult, if not impossible, to estimate the 
loss of life sustained in this war. The killed in 
battle are alone reported. ‘These are not equal to 
a tithe of those who die of disease. ‘The number 
of those who return with shattered constitutions 
to die among their friends is still greater. 

Mr. C. said he had no knowledge or experience 
on this subject except what he derived from the two 
companies which have gone to Mexico from his dis- 
trict. From one of these he had a letter, of recent 
date, in which it is stated that of about eighty men 
who left Florida a few months ago, but twenty-three 
were able to leave Jalapa, and some of these were 
sick. Tie rest had died, or were lying ill in hos- 
pitals, or had been discharged as unfit for further 
duty. Sir, this is horrible! 

Notwithstanding this waste of money and dread- 
ful loss of life, as yet no good practical result has 
been attained. The settlement of our difficulties 
and the prospects of peace with Mexico seem to 
be as far removed as ever. It is true, a treaty of 
peace is said to be under consideration in the Sen- 
ate. But it came in “ such a questionable shape,” 
that he could have no confidence in the fulfillment 
of its stipulations. Whenever and wherever (he 
continued) our troops have encountered those of 
Mexico, they have triumphed. The ‘impregnable 
castle of San Juan de Ulua” has fallen; the proud 
capital of the republic has capitulated, and our vic- 
torious army is now revelling in the far-famed 
‘* halls of the Montezumas,;” we have “‘ penetrated 
into the vital parts of Mexico;’’ more than two- 
thirds of her territory has been overrun by our 
troops; and yet no party in Mexico, except that 
which is supported and protected by our army, talks 
of peace except to denounce its supposed advo- 
cates. He had not the faintest expectation that 
this treaty, as it was called, made by a private 
citizen of the United States, without authority from 
this Government, and who had been expressly 
ordered not to enter into correspondence with the 
enemy, could ever become the law of the land, or 
that any peace it pretended to guaranty would be 
observed. 

It was universally admitted that it would not be 
ratified by the Senate of the United States without 
important modifications. And even if our Senate 
should consent to give more than $20,000,000 for 
the miserable country, and more miserable popu- 
lation, proposed to be ceded to us, we have no rea- 
son to believe that the Congress of Mexico will 
consent to this forced sale of their territory, poor 
and barren as it is. If it was so certain as has 
been said, that the Mexican Congress would ratif: 
the treaty, why was Mr. Freaner hurried off? Why 
did he not wait for its ratification? No, sir; the 
people of Mexico are opposed to any such treaty. 
And if it be ratified at all, it will be by a govern- 
ernment to be patched up by ourselves, and whose 
tottering proportions must be sustained by our 
arms. Fle would not speak of the dishonor and 
infamy of such an act, for he knew that no such 
appeal would have weight with the present Exec- 
utive. But does any man suppose that a permanent 
peace can be thus obtained? So soon as our troops 
shall be withdrawn, the government which we 
have made to treat with us will be overthrown, and 
the war resumed. 

Admitting the possibility of the ratification of 
the treaty by the Congress of Mexico, and the 
Senate of the United States, there is reason to fear 
that when it comes into this House the principle 
of the Wilmot proviso will be tacked on to the bill 
making appropriations to carry it into execution. 


These are the ordeals through which the treaty 
must pass. 

Mr. C. said he trusted he was deceived in his 
fears that we were not to have peace. God grant 
that he might be! He would be glad to have peace 
on almost any terms—even on the terms proposed 
in the present treaty. But he had no confidence, 
none, that the war was to be thus ended, and he 
would proceed as though he had not heard of the 
treaty. 

And now the question presents itself, What is 
best to be done to meet the exigency of our public 
affairs, and to relieve the country from the embar- 
rassments in which it is involved? For near two 
years we have endeavored to ‘‘ conquer a peace.” 
Shall we continue our unavailing efforts? 

It has been gravely onore that we go on 
‘* conquering and to conquer’’ till we subjugate the 
“whole of Mexico,’’ and annex it to „the United 
States—till, in the language of a distinguished 
Senator from Michigan, we “‘ swallowed the whole 
of it.’ He was aware that this design was de- 
nied by the Administration and its friends. But 
their denial should not affect our belief. They 
denied that negotiations were going on with Great 
Britain pending the discussion of the Oregon ques- 
tion in the last Congress. They denied the pass 
to Santa Anna. They denied that Mr. Trist had 
been sent as commissioner to Mexico. They 
denied the truth of the rumors as to the present 
treaty. He could not take time to enumerate the 
instances in which they denied what they knew 
to be true. They have forfeited all confidence in 
their declarations. We are left to infer their de- 
signs from their acts; and every act is cumulative of 
the evidence that the acquisition or absorption of 
Mexico is their real object. Why do they send 
troops to California to be disbanded there? Why do 
they insist upon overrunning the whole country. 

In most of the Democratic meetings throughout 
the country we find the idea of the acquisition of 
the whole of Mexico prominent. At the famous 
dinner in the ‘* temple of Democracy,” in this city, 
in January last, at which were convened the Vice 
President of the United States and all the high priests 
of Democracy, this was the theme of discourse, and 
the sentiment was received with universal enthue . 
siasm. We hear daily from distinguished Demo- 
cratic Senators and members of this House that the 
absorption of Mexico is our “‘ inevitable destiny.” 
The cabalistic phrase of ‘‘ the whole or none’’ has 
been dropped, and they now “ go for all contiguous 
territory.” Jt is understood that the most talent- 
ed and influential member of Mr. Polk’s Cabinet 
is an open advocate of this measure. 

Mr. C. continued. There is reason to fear and 
believe that such are the purposes and designs of 
the party now in power. Nothing, he said, but 
the conservatism of the Whig party and “the suc- 
cess of its measures can prevent their fulfillment. 
He considered the treaty now before the Senate 
but a link in the chain of evidence. Should it be 
ratified, we acquire nearly one-half of Mexico. He 
had already said he had no hope that it would 
secure us a lasting peace. ‘The terms of it are such 
that hostilities would necessarily be renewed. We 
would again be called on to “ prosecute the war 
vigorously,” and more territory would be demand- 
ed to defray the expense of its prosecution. 

Sir, this idea—the conquest and absorption of 
Mexico—has become familiar to the public mind. 
It no longer shocks the Por sense of justice and 
morality. He referred to the following article 
from the Louisville Journal: 

« A little over forty years ago, Aaron Burr was brought to 
trial on a charge of treason, for undertaking to raise within 
the limits of the United States the means of wresting Mcxi- 
co from the dominion of Spain. It was treason then to dream 
of the conquest of Mexico, but itis now the height of patriot- 
ism to undertake it !”? 

The editor of the Louisville Journal is right: the 
conquest of Mexico, and not the dismemberment of 
the Union, was Burr’s real object. 

He repeated that each day more clearly develops 
the real object of the present leaders of the Demo- 
cratic party. He added that the only hope for the 
country was the overthrow of this Administration. 
If that could not be accomplished, the absorption of 
the whole territory of Mexico becomes inevitable. 
The Whig party, he said, and whatever of con- 
servatism there was in the Democratic party, will 
resist to the last a measure fraught with conse- 
quences so fatal to our Republic. But at times, 
he said, his heart misgave him, and he feared that 
the disorganizing principles of ‘* progressive De- 
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mocracy” could not be successfully resisted. Ex- 
pansion, acquisition, love of territory, are charac- 


teristic of the spirit of the age: right, justice, 


morality, are obsolete terms; words familiar to our 
ancestors, but the meaning of which Locofocoism 
cannot comprehend. If you ask by what right it is 

roposed to seize the territory of Mexico, you are 
aughed at as being ‘‘ behind the age.” The only 
question is, how much do our people want? and 
Mexico must give itup. Ifthey want the whole, 
we must take the whole. The Whig party arrays 
itself in opposition to this nefarious doctrine. It is 
the doctrine of the freebooter, not of a civilized 
republic. 

We wish to preserve untarnished the honor of 
our country, and we desire peace with Mexico— 
-peace to be predicated on ‘‘ honorable terms.” We 
repudiate the idea of our right to take her territory 
by conquest, or to force her to sell us her lands. For 
myself, (said Mr. C.,) l am utterly opposed to the 
, acquisition of the territory of Mexico, and would 
not accept the peaceable cession of the whole 
country to the Isthmus of Darien. I would regard 
its acquisition as the greatest curse which could 
befall my country. ould to God the waters of 
the Pacific could roll back to the Rocky Mountains, 
and a gulf of fire could flow between the United 
States and Mexico! 

r. C. then spoke of the evil consequences 
likely to result from the acquisition of Mexican 
territory. He said the proposed experiment of 
the acquisition of territory by conquest 1s new and 
fearful, and fraught with peculiar interest, particu- 
larly to us of the South. Setting aside the ques- 
tion of the constitutional power of Congress or of 
this Government thus to add to the limits of the 
United States, and leaving out of view all questions 
of right, justice, and morality, nothing to his mind 
seemed more unwise and impolitic. If we annex 
the land, we must take the population along with 
it. And shall we, (he said,) by an act of Con- 
gress, convert the black, white, red, mongrel, 
miserable population of Mexico—the Mexicans, 
Indians, Mulattoes, Mestizas, Chinos, Zambos 
Quintéros—into free and enlightened American citi- 
zens, entitled to all the privileges which we enjoy? 
These people would claim the right of representa- 
tion on this floor, unless we made slaves qf them. 
According to the present ratio, the seven million 

opulation of Mexico would be entitled to one 
hundred and twelve representatives—nearly one- 
half our present number. Are the people of this 
country prepared to have one-half or one-third 
of the Congress of the United States composed of 
these miserable, bigoted creatures? 

The peculiar interest which this question pos- 
sesses to the southern States arises from its inti- 
mate connection with the subject of slavery. The 
radical difference of opinion between the people of 
the North and South as to the power of Congress 
over this subject, and as to the rights of the south- 
ern States, must lead to the most violent dissen- 
sions and angry discussions on a proposition to 
annex the territory of Mexico to the United States. 
We of the South cannot and will not consent to 
the annexation of territory on our southern and 
southwestern frontier, from which slavery is to be 
excluded by law. ‘The people of the North seem 
almost as much resolved that the territory to be 
acquired shali not be slave territory. 

Mr. C. then remarked that this was a matter of 
the deepest interest to him and his constituents, 
and that he would avail himself of another occasion 
to express his views on it fully. Time would not 
allow him now. 

At present he would content himself with re- 
marking that he was not disposed to jeopard the 
integrity of the American Union by gratifying the 
ambition of the President and by pandering to this 
unholy lust after the territory of a weak sister 
republic. The first object of his heart was the 
perpetuity of our glorious Confederacy, and the 

reservation of the Constitution which our fathers 

anded down to us, and under whose benign influ- 
ences the United States of America have so rapidly 
advanced in population, power, and prosperity, till 
they had become the wonder and admiration of the 
world. 


But, sir, my country is at war. I condemn the 


President for having, as I believe, ‘* unnecessarily | 


and unconstitutionally commenced the war.’’ But 
we are in it, and must make the most of it. We 
had cause of complaint against Mexico. We have 
questions of difference between us. These must 


be settled. He would not forget, in his condemna- 
tion of the acts of the President, what was due to 
his country. 

The President had involved the country in war, 
and, so long as the war continued, he would vote 
all necessary supplies of men and money. He 
would do all in his power to preserve the honor of 
his country, and to secure the comfort and safety 
of our troops in Mexico. He did not believe that 
‘ permanent peace” could be hoped for under this 
Administration. The only remedy for the evils 
under which we are now suffering was in the 
“ ballot-box.’ He would appeal to the people to 
place at the head of the Government men who 
would regard the true interest of the country, and 
who would restore to us the blessings of peace. 

He then spoke of the loan bill which recently 
passed the House, and remarked that he had voted 
for that bill, and would give the President author- 
ity to borrow all the money he required, but that 
he was opposed to the issue of treasury notes. 

He said he would not vote for the ten-regiment 
bill, but would authorize the President to call out 
as many volunteers as he thought necessary. Vol- 
unteers are more easily raised than regulars, and 
the battle of Buena Vista proved their efficiency. 

Mr. C. then remarked that he believed that peace, 
‘* honorable peace,’’ could be secured by the Presi 
dent forthwith, and he held him responsible for the 
continuance of the war. 

Do we, he sgaid, want “‘ indemnity for the past ?”’ 
And if land is indemnity, let us take it. e have 
it already. Is it ‘* security for the future?’ This 
proposition must excite a smile with all who hear 
It. Security against Mexico! What better secu- 
rity can we ask than we now have? Is it not no- 
torious that some one hundred Texans defended 
the frontier of their country from Mexican inva- 
sion for about ten years; and shall it be said that 
the great power of the Government of the United 
must demand security against aggression from that 
poor, miserable, prostrate Republic? What secu- 
rity? Shall we call on England or other European 
Powers to guaranty our safety? Sir, this idea is 
not only humiliating, but, with deference to the 
friends of the President, he must say it 1s supremely 
ridiculous. 

Is it national honor for which we are fighting? Is 
it not enough that our soldiers, officers and men, 
have covered themselves with imperishable honors? 
—that they have exhibited to the world brilliant 
examples of their prowess in arms, and given proof 
in every engagement of their vast superiority over 
the Mexicans? Why seek for them new fields of 

lory? 

He had said that we could have peace to-morrow 
if we will. Mr. Polk has only to say, let there be 
peace, and there will be peace. Let him withdraw 
our troops from the interior of Mexico, and take a 
line, not of ‘‘ defence’’—for the idea of the neces- 
sity of defence against Mexico was absurd—it should 
rather be called a line of peace. Let us deal liber- 
ally with Mexico; let us claim only so much of 
her territory as will indemnify our Government 
for the assumption of the claims of our citizens 
upon the Government of Mexico. Let her keep her 
land, and let us keep our money. By pursuing 
this course we shall have no further trouble. There 
is no danger that Mexico, in her feeble, crippled, 
prostrate condition, will recommence hostilities. 
‘There will be peace, practical peace, though a 
formal treaty may be deferred, Mexico will never 
disturb this peaceful relation. 

Mr. C. then spoke of the late Seminole war, 
which, he said, afforded a precedent for the plan he 
proposed, and which was the only way in which 
that war could have been brought to a close. 

He said he would not have this line be the Nue- 
ces or any point within the acknowledged limits of 
Texas. The questions of boundary and indemnity 
for the claims of our citizens existing before the war 
would be left open, and some other ambitious or 
mischievous President may again involve usin war. 
These questions must be settled now. 

Let the line be far enough to embrace the legiti- 
mate boundary of Texas, and territory enough to 
pay the indemnity we may justly claim, should 

exico be unable to pay these claims in money. 
Then say to Mexico, we desire peace with you: 
we have taken possession of so much of your ter- 
ritory as we deem an equivalent for the claims of 
our citizens, which you have acknowledged and 
promised to pay: we shall not invade your country 
further, but we shall hold possession of the coun- 
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try we have occupied till you are willing to treat 
with us, and settle all questions of difference be- 
tween us. , 

What do we gain by this policy? We gain 
every avowed object of the war. We have alread 
‘ repelled the invaders.” Our national honor will 
be in no way compromitted. We have already 
acquired enough of ‘‘ military glory.” We gain 
undisputed possession of Texas, the title to which 
Mexico has claimed even to the Sabine; we settle 
the question of boundary; we secure indemnity to 
our-citizens; we stop the drain upon our Treasury, 
which the war has caused; we prevent an accu- 
muiation of national debt which the resources of 
this country for one hundred years cannot pay; 
we prevent the violent agitaticns, distractions, and 
dissensions—the bitter heartburnings and sectional 
feuds, consequent upon a prosecution of the war 
for conquest, and which threaten the dissolufion 
of our Union; we stop the devastations of death 
and disease which are making sad havoc in our 
army; we secure peace—peace with all its genial 
blessings; we restore our volunteer soldiers to the 
bosoms of their families; we bring joy and gladness 
to ten thousand hearth-stones; we rejoice the hearts 
of anxious mothers, whose patriotism, stronger 
than a mother’s love, has been willing to sacrifice 
their offspring at the shrine of their country’s hon- 
or. And if we gain not all which mad ambition 
covets, we exhibit to thé world a noble example 
of magnanimity to a fallen foe. 

‘Here the time allowed for debate expired, and 
the committee proceeded to vote on amendments 
as follows: 

Mr. MULLIN moved to strike out the item for 
superintendent’s commission on twenty-eight thou- 
sand two hundred and forty-six dollars at two and 
a half per cent., seven hundred and six dollars and 
fifteen cents. Disagreed to. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to strike out the item 
for contingent expenses under the act for the col- 
lection, safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement 
of the public revenue of sixth August, eighteen 
mundied: and forty-six, five thousand dollars. Dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved to strike out the item for 
expenses of loans and treasury notes, five thousand 
dollars. Agreed to. 

Mr. V. moved to add the following: ‘* For per 
diem compensation of clerks in the office in the 
Ordnance Bureau, one thousand and ninety-eight 
dollars.” Agreed to. : 

Mr. COCKE moved to strike out the item for 
per diem compensation for eight clerks employed 
on bounty land business in the Pension Office, six 
thousand nine hundred and twenty-six dollars and 
forty cents, and insert an amendment providing 
for the payment of extra clerks to be employed in 
the office of the Commissioner of Pensions, fifteen 
thousand two hundred and ninety-six dollars and 
ninety-six cents, and that the compensation of no 
clerk shall exceed three dollars and thirty-three 
cents per diem. 

Mr. C. explained that his object in offering this 
amendment was, that he might have an opportu- 
nity to advotate a speedy increase in the clerical 
force to be employed in the Pension Office; and he 
availed himself of the five minutes allowed by the 
rules of the House to urge an extension of the ap- 
propriation; for an extension of time would be 
absolutely necessary to enable the clerks to beem- 
ployed to complete the work for which they were 
required. 

Mr. GREEN took similar views, having sub- 
mitted a slight amendment, in order to have the 
privilege of expressing them; after which he with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. TOMPKINS next rose, and offered an 
amendment, being desirous, in behalf of citizens 
of the State of Mississippi, to appeal to this House 
to take some steps to do justice to those who were 
among the best citizens of the land. He had re- 
cently visited the Pension Office, and he had seen 
that, at this time, there were from ten thousand to 
twelve thousand claims to bounty lands lying un- 
acted upon for want of clerical capacity to do the 
necessary duty. Among those whose claims were 
thus neglected there were some who had periled 
their lives in the service of the country, and their 
claims were likely to lie for three, six, and proba- 
bly eight months, unless some addition were made 
to the force of the office, that the Government 
might keep its faith with them. They had periled 
all that was precious to men ta carry their coun- 
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try’s flag in honor and to victory, and the least 
that Congress could do was to dispose of their 
claims in something like a reasonable time. He 
simply rose to make these remarks, having con- 
stituents of his own numbered among these mefit- 
orious applicants who had stood so long knocking 
at the door of the Pension Office ineffectually for 
justice. The national faith was pledged to them; 
and for the country’s interest and the country’s 
honor they had sacrificed their all, and mingled 
their blood together. The national honor, then, 
required that its faith should be preserved. Having 
fnade these remarks, he withdrew the amendment 
which he had offered. 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved to amend by adding 
after the word ‘‘ pensions’’ the words ‘ with the 
approval of the Secretary of War,” and on this he 
desired that a vote should be taken. He thought 
it was important that this amendment should be 
adopted. Mr. J. then proceeded to argue its ne- 
cessity, in reply to some remarks which had fallen 
from the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Green. ] 
This amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. Cocke’s amendment as amended was then 
agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved to add an item for extra 
clerks in the office of the Secretary of War, to be 
paid out of an unexpended balance in said office, 
two hundred and ninety-one dollars. Agreed to. 

Mr. THIBODEAUX moved to amend the item 
for outfits of chargés des affaires to Naples, the 
Papal States, and the Republics of Bolivia, Gua- 
temala, and the Ecuador, twenty-two thousand 
five hundred dollars, by striking out the words 
“the Papal States,’ and reduce the amount of 
twenty-two thousand five hundred dollars to eigh- 
teen thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said he intended 
to vote against the proposed mission to Rome, but 
before doing so he desired to set himself right ‘be- 
fore the country. If we had commercial or politi- 
calvrelations with the Papal States which demand- 
ed the protection of an ambassador, he would vote 
for it. But he understood that we had little or 
no commerce there, and that during our separate 
national existence we had established no political 
relations with the Pope; there seemed, then, to be 
no necessity for our doing so now. In giving the 
vote which he had intimated his purpose to give, 
he desired not to be misunderstood by his Catholic 
constituents. He was actuated by no feeling of 
prejudice against Catholicism; but it was his deep 
conviction that we had no right to interfere in mat- 
ters of religion. That subject should be left by the 
House where it had been left by the Constitution— 
to the hearts of the people; and he would say to 
every man throughout this broad Confederacy, 
‘Go and serve God after the dictates of your 
own conscience.’ It was necessary at this time 
that the country should husband its resources, and 
he could not consent, therefore, to incur the ex pense 
of a new mission which seemed not to be demand- 
ed by the political or commercial condition of the 
country. He then withdrew the amendment which 
he had offered, for the purpose of gbtaining an 
opportunity to make these observations. 

r. HILLIARD moved an amendment so as to 
pews for the appointment of a full minister to 
ome. He moved to strike out ‘‘ chargé d’affaires?’ 
to the Papal States, and insert ‘‘ resident minister,”’ 
and increase the sum to $30,000. 

Mr. H. said: I regret that the opportunity has 
not been afforded me of replying to the speech of 
my honorable friend from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
Levin] before the committee proceeded to vote on 
the appropriation which provides the means of 
opening diplomatic intercourse with the Papal 
States. The speech was remarkable for the beau- 
ty of its language and the elevated tone of many 
of its sentiments; but it lacked one great quality— 
liberality. There was about it nothing of tolera- 
tion; it disclosed none of the spirit of the beautiful 
sentiment of St. Augustine, ‘‘ Pet there be charity 
in all things.’ I cannot, of course within the few 
minutes allowed me, attempt to reply to the speech 
of the honorable gentleman; but | shall seek an 
early occasion to do so, when I hope to be able to 
show that there is much in the present condition 
of Italy to awaken the hopes of all men who watch 
with interest the progress of reform throughout 
the world. In the mean while, let us not, in our 
impatience, forget that there is a mighty difference 
between reform and revolution. A reformation is 
brought about by the steady but gradual march of 
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truth; while a revolution, like the earthquake, too 
often upheaves to overthrow and crush. That 
a reform is begun in Italy, no man can doubt 
who will take the trouble to compare the present 
political state of that country with that which it 
exhibited previous to the accession of the present 
Pontiff. The spirit of reform is waked up in that 
beautiful and classic land. It can never be put 
down. While a representative of the freest gov- 
ernment on earth may be employed in observing 
the progress of liberal principles in that interesting 
and important part of Europe, and may serve to 
diffuse a better knowledge of our political system, 
I cannot discover that we can suffer any injury 
from such intercourse. 

In my judgment, neither Christianity nor free 
principles have anything to fear from a conflict with 
opposing powers. I would send a minister to the 
Papal States as I would to any other Power; I 
would encourage every reform in the Government; 
I would cheer the friends of freedom in all Europe, 
by sending a minister from the United States of 
America, where the noblest toleration is granted to 
all opinions, to reside at a court where hitherto the 
policy has been to crush all freedom of thought 
and action. It would be a spectacle of high moral 
interest to see such a representative from republi- 
can America, taking his post amidst the ruined tem- 
ples and arches of a country where, in other days, 
republican Rome exhibited to the world its col- 
lossal proportions. 

Sir, I do not mistake the Pope for a republican; 
far from it: but | recognize him as a reformer. I 


desire to send toall the States named in this bill 


ministers resident, in the place of chargés des af- 
faires. They would be accredited to the Sove- 
reign, while chargés des affaires would be accred- 
ited to the Minister of Foreign Affairs. 

The question being taken on Mr. HILLIARD’s 
amendment to the amendment, it was rejected. 

Mr. LEVIN then moved an amendment to the 
amendment, to reduce the sum of $18,500 to 
$18,000. 

Mr. L. then said that the honorable gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hiiutarp] had taken occasion 
to allude to the want of liberality on his (Mr. L.’s) 
part, in resisting the riveting of this religious link 
between Papal Rome and free America. Sir, (said 
he,) the present Pope is guided and directed and 
controlled by Louis Philippe. The old Pope was 
under the direction of Prince Metternich, of Aus- 
tria. We all know the settled hostility which has 
existed for centuries between France and England. 
Louis Philippe sees, or thinks he sees, that Eng- 
land, through Puseyism, is relapsing into Roman- 
ism. He has said to the Pope, popularize your 
system. It is a perfect system, addressed to every 
passion or prejudice, hope or fear, which work 
within the human breast. And yet, amid the 
spreading lights of the nineteenth century, the 
representatives of the American people are called 
upon to recognize Papal Rome on the ground that 
the present Pope is a reformer. You cannot con- 
gratulate Pius [X. without congratulating him 
upon his Papal system. Send your embassy to 
Pius IX. Embassies once opened, as I before 
said, are never closed. The Pope is not living for 
himself, but for the Pope who ìs to succeed him, 
and has pledged himself to hand down that sacred 
deposit of slavery as he received it from his pre- 
decessors; that he will leave untouched. nd 
when the American people, judging from the para- 
graphs put into the papers by bishops and Jesuits, 
are led to think the present Pope a reformer, he 
plants himself upon his true ground and says, l 
am a despot. It was in no sectarian 

Here the hammer fell; but— 

Mr. LEVIN finished his sentence: ‘* spirit that 
the Native Americans resist this union of our free 
Republic with Papal Rome.” Mr. L. withdrew 
his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HILLIARD here moved an amendment 
with a view to reply. Mr. H. said: My honor- 
able friend and myself do not differ in our horror 
of an intolerant and dangerous religious system; 
but we do differ in our views of the true policy to 
be pursued towards the Papal power. We both 
desire to sustain the Bible, and to vindicate Pro- 
testant Christianity. I need not say that I am no 
partisan of the Pope; on thecontrary, there breathes 
not a man whose sympathy with the Protestant 
cause beats stronger or quicker than my own. I 
can never forget its battles nor its victories, its per- 
secutions nor its triumphs. But, sir, I solemnly 


ee et 


believe that toleration is the wisest as well as nobles 


.policy. - 


The gentleman has been so indiscreet as to men- 
tion the nineteenth century. Sir, there has been 
a time when such an argument as we have heard 
to-day would have been appropriate. It was that 
dark period when the dungeon, the inquisition, 
and the stake claimed as victims all who were con- 
victed of heresy by a tribunal usurping the author- 
ity of God. But in this nineteenth century I am 
surprised to hear such views in an American Con- 
gress, from a gentleman so enlightened as my 
friend from Pennsylvania. 

He asks what reforms has the Pope granted? I 
answer that he has expelled from power a Secre- 
tary of State distinguished for his despotic and 
harsh opinions, and put in his place a man of lib- 
eral views; he has thrown wide a door for the ad- 
mission of his people without respect to rank who 
may come with petitions to him; he has caused a 
box to be placed in the Vatican, where all who 
desire to submit their complaints to his own eye 
may deposit a statement of their wrongs; he has 
assembled a council to advise him as to the wants 
of his people; and, if he had done nothing more 
than transfer his alliance from Metternich to Louis 
Philippe, I should hail that as a great step in the 
progress of reform. 

Rely upon it, sir, the spirit of reform is waked 
up in Italy. It will “not down at the bidding’’ 
of armed and imperious Austria or any other hu- 
man power. I would send a minister from this 
Republic to cheer it, to observe it, to report its pro- 
Sian That spirit will, I trust yet rekindle the 
ie upon the ruined altars of freedom throughout 

taly. 

Our true policy is to extend our peaceful rela- 
tions with the world. We have nothing to fear 
from an intercourse of that kind with other Pow- 
ers. Truth is clad in more than triple steel; and I 
would bid her spread her standard in the very 
midst of the world, and take her station in front of 
the Vatican. By keeping the Papal See isolated, 
you strengthen it. It carries on its agencies in 
secret. Bring it upon the open field; do not shun 
it; bring it into open intercourse with a free Pro- 
testant nation, and civil and religious liberty will 
achieve new triumphs. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsy vania, moved an amend- 
ment to the amendment, to increase the sum from 
$18,500 to $20.000. 

Mr. B. said he was not in the House on Thurs- 
day, when his colleague (Mr. Levin] read his 
speech against the appropriation for a chargé d’af- 
faires to the Papal States, nor had he read it in 
the papers; but he had heard enough in the re- 
marks of that gentleman just made, to know that 
their whole character had been the introduction of 
religious discussion and legislation in that Hall. 
The Constitution of the United States, (said Mr. 
B.,) as well as the constitutions of all the States, 
prohibit all legislation on this subject—require 
no such test for any station under them; and, in 
fact, both by their spirit and letter, prohibit its 
introduction either into our domestic or foreign re- 
lations inany way whatever. It never has entered 
into the consideration of our Government before, 
what was the religious character of any people 
with whom we had, or proposed to establish, ami- 
cable relations; and he regretted very much that 
his colleague had introduced itnow. In the legis- 
lation of Congress, this incendiary subject had 
never found favor; and with the people every- 
where, except in the district represented by the 
gentleman himself, it had been quickly and sternly 
rebuked. 

Mr. LEVIN (standing before the Speaker’s 
desk, and in front of Mr. Brown) called out, ‘‘ In 
the tinder-box.”’ 

Mr. BROWN. Yes! he—(pointing to Mr. Le- 
vin)—the gentleman from Pennsylvania—was the 
first to introduce the incendiary subject of religion 
into the politics of Philadelphia, and by his inflam- 
matory harangues, produced all the incendiarism 
and bloodshed that for a while covered it with 
gloom and disgrace. Yes, sir, he was the author 
of all the incendiary measures—— 

The CHAIRMAN here interposed, and called 
the gentleman to order. 

[Cries of order.] 

. Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. I would like to know 
why my colleague is out of order? 

The CHAIR replied that it was not in order for 
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a gentleman in debate to reflect upon the character 
of” another member of this House. 

Mr. BROWN still retaining the floor— 

Mr. LEVIN repeated the question. Did the 
incendiary spirit to which the gentleman alluded 
originate from a tinder-box ? 

Mr. BROWN. The incendiary spirit origina- 


ted frorn the gentleman himself, introducing reli- 


gion into the political contests of Philadelphia. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL again rose to order. 
He desired to have the sense of the House upon 
the question whether ,it was competent for one 
member to say of another member here, by a fig- 
urative expression, (for such he supposed it was,) 
that he was the author of an incendigry movement? 
It appeared to him, that such words had been used 
from time immemorial in Parliament, and in every 
legislative assembly. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, interposing, inquired of 
the Chair if this debate was not out of order? 

: Mr. INGERSOLL, before he took his seat, ap- 
ealed from the decision of the Chair that his col- 
eague was out of order in his remarks. 
he CHAIR called the committee to order, and 
stated the decision. He considered it out of order 
for any gentleman upon this floor to impute to any 
other gentleman that he had been actuated by an 
incendiary motive and purpose; and upon that 
ground had decided the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
ania [Mr. Brown] to be out of order. From this 
decision the gentleman [Mr. INcERsoLL] appeal- 
ed; and the question was, ‘‘ Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee! 

The question, being taken on the appeal by tel- 
lers, was decided in the afirmative—ayes 96, noes 
81. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the remarks of Mr. Brown were decided out of 
order. 

Mr. LEVIN rose and moved an amendment to 
the amendment to reduce the sum to $10,000, and 
was about to speak, when he was interrupted by 
inqpiries from several gentlemen if Mr. Brown 
was not entitled to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN Stee that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown] had two minutes 
of his time remaining, but, having been decided 
out of order, he could not proceed under the rule 
witheut leave of the House. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved that he be allowed to 
proceed in order. 

Mr. BROWN said he did not want any favors. 
If he could not go on under the rule as a matter of 
right he would not at all. 

Mr. POLLOCK accordingly waived his mo- 
tion. 

Mr. BROWN said he would withdraw his 
amendment and move another, and on this he 
claimed the right to be heard. 

Mr. COLLAMER rose to a point of order. 

There was great confusion and excitement in the 


all. 

The CHAIRMAN called to order, and said no 
proposition would be entertained until the commit- 
tee came to order. 

Mr. COLLAMER stated his point of order. He 
understood the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Browny] to have been ruled out of order in his re- 
marks, and made to take his seat. He therefore 
could not rise up without leave of the House. But 
he assumed to take the floor, to make another mo- 
tion, and to go on with his speech. He took ob- 
jection to it, and contended that the gentleman had 
no right to the floor. His colleague, (Mr. Levin, ] 
moreover, had obtained the floor after he [Mr. 
Brown] was called to order, and had offered an 
amendment, on which he was now entitled to the 
floor. 

Considerable conversation ensued. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled Mr. CotLamer’s 
point of order, and decided that Mr. Brown, al- 
though he had been decided out of order in his re- 
marks; having withdrawn his amendment, had the 
right to offer another and to explain it under the 
rule. 

Mr. TOMPKINS inquired of the Chairman con- 
cerning his decision, with a view to appeal if he 
understood it correctly. He understood the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown] to have 
made a motion of amendment; to have debated 
that motion for the space of five minutes, or nearly 
20; to have been decided out of order in his re- 
marks upon it, and required by the rule to take 
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his seat; that he then withdrew that amendment, 
and, claiming not to have yielded the floor, (al- 
though, when he had been required to take his 
seat, by the rule, his colleague [Mr. Levin] was 
recognized by the Chair, and: offered an amend- 
ment, ) offered a second amendment, and proposed to 
debate that five minutes. If that was the decision 
of the Chair, he appealed. 

Mr. RICEIARDSON raised the point of order 
that the gentleman from Mississippi could not make 
a point of order, there being already one pend- 


ing. 

The CHAIRMAN called to order, and said the 
point of Mr. Tompkins was in order, there being no 
other pending previously. 

In reply to the inquiry of Mr. Tompxins— 

The CHAIRMAN said that, in his opinion, un- 
der the broad language of the rule, it was com- 
petent for a gentleman to withdraw his amend- 
ment, and offer another one and go on with his 
remarks. 

Mr. TOMPKINS appealed from the decision, 
and wished to state the grounds on which he rest- 
ed his appeal; but was greeted by vehement and 
continued cries to order from the opposite side of 
the Hall. 

The CHAIR called to order, but in vain, as his 
voice was drowned in the confusion that prevailed 
on the floor. 

Mr. TOMPKINS, in the mean time, retained 
his position on the floor. 

In the midst of this scene of uproar and excite- 
ment— 

_Mr. BOTTS rose and moved that the coramittee 
rise. 

The question being taken by tellers, it was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 

So the committee rose and reported. 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following memorials and petitions were 
presented under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. EVANS, of Maryland: The petition of Sarah A. 
Wirt, praying compensation for two horses taken during the 
late war with Great Britain from her late husband for the 
use of the United States. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of John Young and others, 
citizens of Osuge county, Missouri, praying that a tract of 
land be donated to suid county for a county seat. 

By Mr. ROCKHILL: ‘rhe petition of George W. Balding 
and sundry Others, citizens-of Steuben county, Indiana, 
praying the establishment of a mail route from West Unity, 
Williains county, Ohio, to Angola, Steuben county, Indiana, 
thence to La Grange Centre. Also, the petition of Moses 
Shepherd and 42 others, praying the establishment of a post 
route from Muncie, Delaware county, Indiana, by way of 
Alexander, Madison county, to the county seat of Tipton 
county, in the State aforesaid. ‘ 

By Mr. HUNT: The petition of James Abeel, asking Con- 
gress to increase tie pay of military storekeepers. 

By Mr. KAUFMAN: The petition of citizens of Texas 
for a mail route from Fulton to Jeflerson, in that State. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: The remonstrance of G. G. Shoup 
and 89 others, citizens of Laurel, Indiana, and its vicinity, 
against the renewal to the heirs of Jethro Wood of a plough 
patent. 

By Mr. SLINGERLAND: A remonstrance of 86 of the 
citizens and farmers of the county of Albany, in the State of 
New York, against the renewal of the patent of Jethro 
Wood, now deceased. 

By Mr. WHITE: The petition of John J. Young, a com- 
mander in the navy or the United States, praying tur a pen- 
sion. 

Mr. POLLOCK withdrew from the files of the House the 
petition and papers of Joseph Brown, of Pennsylvania, a 
soldier of the Revolutionary war, asking arrears of pen- 
sion, &c. 

By Mr.GOTT: The memorial of George E. Delavan and 
Others, citizens of Onondaga county, New York, praying 
for a reduction of postage upon periudicals and pamphlets, 
Also, the memorial of H. W. Alien and others, citizens of 
Onondaga, praying for a repeal of the law imposing postage 
upon newspapers within thirty miles of the office of publi- 
cation. Also, the remonstrance of Wm. J. Curtip and 
others, citizens of Onundaga county, against the passage of 
any law rencwing or continuing the patent of Jethro Wood 
for a cast-iron plough. 

By Mr. NEWELL: A memorial from William Riley, Jo- 
seph Goodenough, and others, praying the establishing a 
post route froin Key Port to Squancum, Munmouth cuunty, 
New Jersey. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The remonstrance of 
C. H. Sweet and 20 others, citizens of Monroe county, New 
York, against extending the patent heretofore granted to 
Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of 
T. F. Gordon, praying an appropriation to enable the Treas- 
ury Department to fulfill its contract for a manual of the laws 
relating to coinmerce, navigation and revenue. 

By. Mr. EVANS, oF Ohio: The petition of Joseph J. Wat- 
son for an increase of pension. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of Pliny Allen, super- 
visor of Walworth county, and of £. R. Utterand 116 others, 
of Walworth and Rock counties, Wisconsin, praying for 
the establishment of a tri-weekly mail route from Milwaukie 
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to Beloit, Wisconsin, via Troy, Elkhorn, Delavan, Darien, 
Allen’s Grove, did Clinton. Also, the petition of Seymour 
Wilcox and &3 others, of Wanpun, Fondulac county, Wis- 
consin, praying for the establishment of a mail route from 
that place to Dartford, Mosquito county, via Ceusco. Also, 
the petition of Lem. Hollister, and 45 others, of Wisconsin, 
praying for the establishment of a mail route from Darien to 
Whitewater, in Walworth county, Wisconsin, through 
Reed’s corner, Richmond, and Keeche’s Corner. Also, the 
petition of William James and 99 others, of Wisconsin for 
the same object. Also, the petition of the supervisors of the 
county of Walworth for a mail route from Darien, through 
Reed’s Corner, Richmond, and Utter’s Corner to White- 
water. Also, the petition of Bernard Burke and 116 others, 
settlers of the even numbered sections of the canal lands in 
Wisconsin, praying that the same may be sold at the same. 
minimum price and subject to the same rights of preémp- 
tion as other public lands. Also, the petition of John Thomp- 
son and 47 others, residents on the Lake Michigan and Rock 
river canal reserve in Wisconsin, praying for the same’ 
object, and also for the return of the excess of the purchase 
money over $1 25 per acre of the tracts of said lands alread 
sold to the purchasers. Also, the petition of Myren E. 
Morse and 235 others, of Wisconsin, praying that the pre- 
emption Jaw of 1841 be so amended as to extend the tine 
of payment and proof to four years, and so as to extend 
the benefits of the act to all persons who shall have filed a 
declaration of intention to become citizens of the United 
States, and so as to subject the occupants of public lands to 
taxation on account of the lands occupied by them by the 
State or territory in which they may be situated. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, March 4, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of State, en- 
closing a return of the number and designation of 
the passengers which have arrived at each collec- 
tion district during the year ending the 30th Sep- 
tember, 1847; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, the annual report of the Commissioner of 
Patents; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, several joint resolutions from the Legisla- 
ture of Florida, on various subjects; which, 

On motion of Mr. W ESTCOTT, who suggested 
that these resolutions had been heretofore present- 
ed by his colleague, were laid on the table. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. RUSK, on leave, introduced a bill to pro- 
vide for transcribing certain State papers of the 
late Republic of Texas; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, on leave, intro- 
duced a joint resolution appointing certain Regents 
of the Smithsonian Insutution; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 


Mr. PEARCE, on leave, introduced a bill to 
remit the duties on books, maps, and charts, im- 
ported for the use of the Library of Congress; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. P. moved that the bill be now considered, 
explaining that it was merely a transcript of the ` 
former law, which had just expired. He antici- 
pated no objection to the bill, as it must be apparent 
to every one that the payment of duties in this case 
was merely taking money out of one pocket to put 
it in the other. 

The bill was then considered as in committee of 
the whole, reported without amendment, and or- 
dered to be read a third time. It was then read a 
third time and passed. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
Claims, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Mary Ann Davis. 


Mr. SEVIER moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Executive business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT suggested thata batch 
of bills had just come in from the House of Rep- 
S which were on the table to be disposed 
of. 

Mr. SEVIER said, it was of much more im- 
portance to transact the Executive business than 
to refer these bills. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Arkansas insist on his motion? 

Mr. SEVIER replied in the affirmative. 

The question was then put and carried. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration of 
Executive business, (twenty minutes past twelve, ) 
and remained with closed doors until a late hour; 
when the doors were reopened, 


And the Senate adjourned, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, March 6, 1848. 

The Journal of Saturday having been read and 
approved— 

Mr. BRODHEAD introduced to the House Mr. 
Samvugex A. Braipces, a member elect from the State 
of Pennsylvania, (to supply the vacancy caused by 
the death of Mr. Hornsecx,) who was qualified, 
and took his seat. 

The SPEAKER presented a memorial and res- 
olutions of the Legislature of the State of Florida, 
relative to a mail route from Chattahoochie to Pen- 
sacola. 

Also, a resolution of the same Legislature, rela- 
tive to the widows and orphans of those who have 
died in the service of their country in Mexico: 

Also, resolutions of the same Legislature, in 
relation to preëmption rights in said State. 

The memorial and resolutions were appropriate- 
ly referred. 


Mr. HUNT moved to suspend the rules to enable 
him to movea resolution making certain bills making 
appropriations for theimprovement of certain rivers 
and harbors the special order of the day for Tues- 
day, the 21st day of March instant, and 30 to con- 
tinue until finally disposed of by the House. 

On the motion to suspend the rules, the yeas and 
nays were taken, and resulted in favor of suspend- 
ing 82, against it 64. Two-thirds not voting in 
favor thereof, the motion was lost. 


Mr. BOTTS said he had received a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of War, enclosing a 
muster-roll of an Indian company received into the 
United States service by Colonel Harney, which 
he asked leave to present, and have referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. The communica- 
tion was received and referred. 


Mr. McCLELLAND stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Stuart, was deterred by indisposition from 
accompanying the remains of the Hon. Joun 
Quincy Apams to Massachusetts, as a member of 
the committee appointed for that purpose. Under 
these circumstances, the delegation from Michigan 
had met and designated Mr. Brnenam of that State 
to fillthe vacancy. Mr. McC. moved that the sub- 
stitution be sanctioned. 

Ordered accordingly. 


` JUDICIARY. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved that the rules 
be suspended for the purpose of taking up the bill 
supplemental to the act entitled ‘* An act concern- 
ing the Supreme Court of the United States,” ap- 

roved June 17, 1844, and the amendment moved 
by Mr. Bow in to the same. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was 


taken up. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL explained the neces- 
sity and urged the passage of this bill; reiterating 
the arguments used when it was last before the 
House. He also replied to some objections made 
by the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. BowLin.] 
The bill proposed to relieve the judges of the 
Supreme Court of the United States from attend- 
ance on circuit for the term of two years, for the 
purpose of enabling them to give their whole at- 
tention to the appeal docket, on which cases had 
greatly accumulated. He had been surprised to 
find that doubts were entertained in some quarters 
whether any business could be done by the district 


judges on circuit if the Supreme Court judges of 


the United States were discharged from that duty. 
If there were any force in that objection, the 


passage of this bill would have the effect of bring-. 


ing the business on the circuits to.a stand; but, to 
show that it was based on error, he referred to the 
act of Congress of the 29th of April, 1802, which 
would be found on page 158, vol. 2, of the statutes 
at large, which gave to the district judge alone the 

ower to hold circuit courts at any and all times. 
He read the fourth section of that act to show that 
the power which he had specified was given to 
the district judge. 

He should be very reluctant to take away from 
the circuits the learning and ability and industry 
of the circuit judges, if he were not perfectly assur- 
ed, from ample experience, of the learning and 
ability and industry of the district judges them- 
selves. In the Pennsylvania district, after the 
death of Judge Baldwin, and during his sickness— 
a period of more than two years—all the business 
of the circuit was done by the district judge, a man 
of great reputation, and the business was never 


better done than during that time. The district 
judges were men of ability, and they were per- 
fectly competent to discharge the duty that would 
devolve upon them during the two years that they 
would be deprived of the assistance of the circuit 
judges by this bill, while theSupreme Court would 
thereby be enabled to dispose of the cases on its 
calendar, which were accumulating, and the deci- 
sion of which was of pressing necessity. 

Mr. I. then gave a historical review of the Su- 
preme Court, the enlargement from time to time of 
its terms, from an early period down to the recent 
change, by which the commencement of its session 
was altered from the first Monday in January to 
the first Monday in December. He read tabular 
statements of the condition of its docket and the 
number of cases disposed of during a succession of 
years, and went on to enumerate the States from 
which the cases came that were now on the docket, 
and thereby showed that in this bill suitors from 
the distant States had the deepest interest. He 
then urged the passage of the bill with great ear- 
nestness. 

Mr. BOWLIWN spoke at great length in oppo- 
sition, and in advocacy of an amendment which he 
proposed to substitute for the bill of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BOW LIN said that he regretted to see such 
a manifest disposition to force this bill through, 
without investigation, without deliberation. By 
the refusal of the House to commit this bill, and 
suffer it to take the usual course of legislation, it 
was too clearly manifested that it was to be passed 
through, irrespective of its merits. That it was 
at all times embarrassing to him to speak in that 
Hall, and became doubly so when he felt it to be 
his duty to argue against a prejudged case. But 
he had a duty to perform, and if the bill must pass, 
he intended to record his sentiments and his vote 
againstit. In view of the history of this measure, 
he could not look upon it in any other light than 
as a permanent measure, however plausible a char- 
acter it may assume as a temporary act. ‘Those 
who sought its poese did not want it as a tempo- 
rary measure, if they were not satisficd that it was 
to become permanent. Pass the bill for two years, 
and, in his humble opinion, they might take their 
leave of the circuit judges upon their circuits for- 
ever. This, he believed, would be the effect of the 
bill; and, whether designed or not by the commit- 
tee, those who had the beneficiary interest in it so 
considered it, in his solemn belief. 

He then went into a history of the measure of 
separating the Supreme Court from the States and 
the people, from its origin with the odium of the 
midnight judges in 1801, up to the present time. 
He detailed its progress, its final passage, public 
indignation, and its speedy overthrow. He then 
recurred to the second attempt in 1824-’25, and 
1825-26, to produce the like effect, and its failure 
at that time. He commented at length upon these 
continued struggles to provide for the ease, com- 
fort, and convenience of the Judges of the Supreme 
Court, at the expense and to the injury of the 


prope. 
e said no man entertained a higher respect than 
he had for that coordinate branch of the Govern- 
ment. He knew their character; he knew the 
elevated position which they properly occupied in 
public estimation, and he knew them still better 
in the vast and mighty power which they exer- 
cised; but with all his respect for the judges, in 
the exercise of his functions as a representative of 
the people, he should speak of them with the 
utmost freedom of debate. He then reviewed their 
owers and duties, and the diversified systems of 
aws they were called upon to administer, and the 
necessity of their becoming familiar with the prac- 
tical operations of such systems, to enable them 
to adjudicate wisely upon them. And he reviewed 
at length the circuit system, and eulogized its 
beauties under all circumstances, and particularly 
In a federative system of government. 

He reminded the House that these judges had a 
common-law jurisdiction, to be administered for the 
several States, according to their systems, as opera- 
ted upon by their customs, usages, and statutory 
law. He commented at length upon the beauties 
and origin of the common law, and demonstrated 
that it never grew up to its pean perfection by 
judges in secret chambers. It was the circuit sys- 
tem under which the common law grew up—a 
system still adhered to by our ancestors. 

He alluded to our natural antipathy to the po- 
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litical systems of England, but remarked that he 
pem no lawyer would fail to acknowledge the 

eauty of her system of jurisprudence. He then 
went into a detail of the system by which the 
highest judges of the empire attended the circuits, 
and pursued nisi prius business; and alleged that 
since the reform speech of Lord Brougham, it had 
almost ripened into a proverb, that no judge was 
qualified to decide in the last resort, who did not 
perform nisi prius duties. 

He alluded to the duties of the Lord Chief Jus- 
tice of the King’s Bench, who, he believed, tried 
more cases in the lower courts than the whole of 
our Supreme Judges, and yet set in the high court, 
and adjudicatedgppeals. But, to accomplish this, 
he had to avoid fancy speeches for the amusement 
of the public. It was notin the King’s Bench, as 
here; a crowd, even ladies, collected from day to 
day, to hear specimens of forensic eloquence; 
when, if the bar were strictly confined to the prin- 
ciples of law, and plain, unpoetic legal authorities, 
it would fall dull upon their ears. 

He also went into a lengthened argument to 
prove that this system, if adopted, enhanced the 
price of justice to the people of the distant States; 
that it would enhance the evil of a large docket, 
under which pretence they had been called upon 
to pass this bill; and that it was solely for the ease 
of the bench and benefit of leading attorneys who 
centred around the metropolis. He could see no 
other interest connected in the measure. 

He was then proceeding to point out and de- 
nounce the evils of the new system, and eulogizing 
the circuit system established in 1789 by our an- 
cestors, and demonstrating that if we were reck- 
lessly to tear down that beautiful system, then his 
amendment presented the next best system in his 
substitute 

When the hammer fell, evidently before he was 
through. 

[The speeches of Mr. J. R. IxceersoLL and Mr. 
Bow in, on the same subject, will be found in the 
gs ae 
_ Mr. STEPHENS demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved that the 
bill be laid upon the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken, stood, yeas 67, nays 88. 

So the bill was not laid on the table. 

The question then recurred, and was taken on 
the demand for the previous question, but there 
was no second. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 
amend the bill by striking out the words ‘‘ two 
years,” and inserting ‘‘ one year,” so as to limit 
the operation of the bill for one year. 

Mr. T. said he was convinced that some reform 
should be made in the judiciary system of this 
country. It was required by the number of ap- 
peals from all sections of the country. He had 
come to the House this morning determined not to 
support this bill; but he was frank to confess that 
the remarks of the chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary had induced him to change his mind. 
He understood the honorable gentleman to say he 
would introduce a bill for the reform of the Judi- 
ciary. It was not possible for the House at this 
time to go into a consideration of the revision of 
the whole system; but any one who was familiar 
with the number of cases and the progress of busi- 
ness before the Supreme Court must be convinced 
that absolute injustice was perpetrated on the 
clients before that court. He would mention one 
case; and from this they might judge of others. 
His attention had been called to ıt by one of his 
constituents. It was a case involving $18,000, and 
was brought up to the Supreme Court by appeal, 
in 1844, and entered on the docket of 1844-"45. It 
was continued on the docket of 1845—46, 1846-47, 
and was now on the docket of 1847-—'48, number 
65, there being some twenty cases before it. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL. The court has just 
got beyond case number forty. 

Mr. THOMPSON (continuing) said it would be 
impossible to reach it during this session of the 
court, unless some bill of this character passed 
Congress. Now, as the necessary result of this 
delay on the parties—$18,000 were involved in the 
controversy—the defeated party brought it up with 
no expectation of success in the appeal, but for the 
benefit of the delay. They refused to submit it to 
the court on printed arguments, but insisted that 
counsel should appear. The consequence was 
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that the party who had justice on his side was 
about to be sold out, having been deprived of jus- 
tice for four years, and was in a desperate condi- 
tion. That was but one case. He knew not how 
many cases there were of a similar character. He 
thought the House should take the subject into 
consideration and adopt some system, if it were 
possible, by which these judges could be constrain- 
ed to greater progress, or be enabled to make greater 
progress, (as it was said they were now unable to 
do.) For his part, he found that the increasing 
the length of the terms which they held had not 
increased the number of cases disposed of. He 
went into some detajls to show the fact, that the 
despatch of business was not as great before that 
court now as formerly. 

Now, it was of the utmost moment to the State 
which he had the honor in part to represent that 
they should have the circuit judges go-there; and 
he was in doubt whether it was of more importance 
to have the Supreme Court deciding here or ‘going 
into the circuit of Mississippi. But he thought it 
was better that they should go on here and attempt 
to clear the docket. With this object he moved 
the amendment of one year. If adopted, it would 
enable this Congress—upon whom he thought was 
devolved the duty—to change the judiciary system 
within that time. For himself, he was convinced 
that much of that which was said by the gentle- 
man from Missouri was true. If we once relieved 
the Supreme Court judges from circuit court at- 
tendance, even for a limited time, he was afraid 
they would never again attend to circuit court du- 
ties; and the result would be that we should have 
nine judges for life fastened upon this Government. 
But on account of the largeness of the docket he 
was willing to relieve them from the performance 
of circuit duties for one year, hoping that there 
would be a reform in our judicial system. | 

He suggested a change in the places for holding 
the court, and suggested that it should sit in two 
different places of the Union for the accommoda- 
tion of suitors and parties of the legal profession. 
He also intimated that Washington, during the 
excitement of a session of Congress, was less fa- 
vorable for the despatch of business than any other 
place would be. e suggested a reconstruction of 
the court itself, but reserved the expression of his 
Opinion on that point until a promised bill to reform 
the Judiciary should come up for discussion, and 
concluded by urging the adoption of his amend- 
ment. ° 

Mr. VINTON said this was not a bill, he 
thought, for the relief of the Supreme Court, but 
for the relief of its suitors. He could bear testi- 
mony to the truthfulness of the remarks of the 
gentleman from Mississippi. He had a-cause on 
the docket himself, which had been there for 
three years without being reached; and this fact, 
he was of opinion, was an inducement with some 
parties to carry up their cases, as thereby they 
availed themselves of the delay which an appeal 
produced. To appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States was in many cases an absolute 
denial of justice, and something should be done to 
remedy the existing evil. If one year would be 
sufficient to enable the judges to dispose of the 
business on the docket, he should be content to 
adopt the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi; but he believed the number of cases was 
one hundred and fifty or one hundred and sixty. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL. After disposing of 

those that would be disposed of during the present 
term. 
Mr. VINTON had excluded those decided 
during the present term, which were about forty 
in number. To dispose of those, however, the 
court had sat since the first Monday in December; 
and at that rate he feared one year would not be 
sufficient to dispose of those which remained. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded; and, under its opera- 
tion, the amendment of Mr. Tompson was agreed 
to. 

The question was then put on the substitute for 
the bill which was offered on a previous day by 
Mr. Bow xt, and it was rejected. 
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The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and, being engrossed, was read 
a third time. 

And the question being ‘Shall this bill pass ?”’ 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Green Adams, Barrow, Bayly, 
Bedinger, Bocock, Boydon, Brodhead, Brady, Bridges, Burt, 
Butler, ali Canby, Chapman, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Cocke, Conger, Cranston, Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Garnett 
Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edsall, Embree, Nathan Evans, 
Farrelly, Freedley, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Giddings, Goggin, 
Green, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. 
Hampton, Harris, Henry, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Inge, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Iverson, John W. Jones, Daniel P. 
King, Levin, McLane. Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Nelson, 
Palfrey, Pendleton, Petrie, Preston, Putnam, Revnolds, 
Julius Rockwell, Rumsey, St. John, Shepperd, Silvester, 
Truman Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Strohm, Strong, Thibo- 
deaux, Taylor, Jacoh Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, 
John B. Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, Toombs, Tuck, 
van D; Venable, Vinton, Warren, White, and Wood- 
ward—89. 

NAYS—Messrs. Beale, Birdsall. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Charles Brown, Buckner, Collins, Crozier, Donnell, Feath- 
erston, Ficklin, Fisher, Fries, Gott, Moses Hampton, Henley, 
Hill, Elias B. Holmes, George S. Houston, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, Jenkins, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kel- 
logg. Kennan, Lahm, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, Lincoln, 
Lord, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McKay, Mann, 
Miller, Morris, Murphy. Outlaw, Peaslee, Peck, Peyton, 
Pollock, Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill. Root, 
Sawver, Simpson, Sims, Smart, Thomas, Tompkins, Turner, 
and Wick—60. 


So the bill was passed and sent to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
The following is the bill as it passed: 

A BILL supplemental to the act entitled ** An act concern- 
ing the Supreme Court of the United States,” approved 
June 17, 1814, 

Be it enacted, §c., That for and during the term of one 
year from the passing of this act, it shall not he the duty of 


' the Justices of the Supreme Court to attend any circuit 


court, and the business of the Supreme Court shall receive 
the undivided attention of the Justices of the Supreme Court, 
with power to adjourn from time to time, and to hold their 
sittings at such times and with such intervals as the pressure 
of business may permitand require: Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall he construed to take away the right 
of apy Justice of the Supreme Court, in his discretion, to 
attend any terms of the proper circuit court which may have 
been designated for him, whenever in his opinion the public 
interest may require it, and his attendance at the Supreme 
a may, without injury or inconvenience, be dispensed 
with. f 


Mr. THIBODEAUX moved to suspend the 
rules, to enable him to move to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole from the bill relating to 
the collection district of New Orleans, and for 
other purposes. Aves 89, noes 58. Two-thirds 
not voting in the affirmative, the motion was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY, previous notice having been 
given, introduced a bill requiring all moneys re- 
ceivable from customs, and from all other sources. 
to be paid immediately into the treasury, without 
any abatement or deduction, and for other pur- 
poses. Read and referred. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to provide for the ventilation 
of passenger vessels, and for other purposes. Read 
and committed. 


' Mr. HALL, of Missouri, asked leave to intro- 
duce a joint resolution, of which previous notice 
had been given, giving the thanks of Congress to 
Brigadier General Price and Colonel Alexander 
W. Doniphan. 

It being objected to— 

Mr. HALL moved to suspend the rules, on 
which the yeas and nays were taken, and resulted 
—yeas 93, nays 55. Two-thirds not voting in the 
affirmative, the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. COCKE asked leave to introduce the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs he, and 
they are hereby, directed to report to this House a suitable 
joint resolution awarding gold medals to such officers or sol- 
diers of the army as have distinguished themselves in the 


war with Mexico, and who should receive this marked com- 
pliment at the hands of Congress. 


Objection being made, Mr. COCKE moved to 
suspend the rules; which motion being agreed to, 
the resolution was received. i 

Mr. COCKE moved the previous question, which 
was seconded; and, under its operation, the reso- 
lution was adopted. 
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l Mr. HILL, previous notice having been given, 
introduced a bill to increase the pay of the private 
soldiers engaged in the war with Mexico. Read 
and referred. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia, presented a joint reso. 
lution of the Legislature of the State of Georgia, 
for a mail route between Blairsville and Mount 


Yonah. 


Mr. CABELL presented sundry resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Flarida on various 
subjects; which were appropriately referred, and 
ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. FULTON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing a post 
route from Mechanicsburg, in Giles county, Virginia, to 
Perry’s Store, in the county of Tazewell, and ‘report by bill 
or otherwise. 

Mr. LORD asked leave to introduce a resolution 
directing tKe Commissioner of Patents to cause an 
examination to be made of all the models in his 
department of metallic air-tight coffins for trans- 
portation of bodies, and report the result thereof 
to the House without delay. 

It being objected to— 

Mr. LORD moved to suspend the rules; but be- 
fore the question was taken, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, March 6, 1848. 


Mr. DICKINSON rose, and stated that he was 
not much in the habit of troubling the Senate with 
complaints as to the manner in which his remarks 
were reported. But he felt it due to himself to 
correct a misapprehension which had found its 
way into some newspapers published af a distance. 
It would be recollected that he presented, a day or 
two ago, some resolutions adopted at a mass meet- 
ing held at Saratoga, which he had designated the 
old battle-grounds of the Revolution. In some 
papers it had been erroneously represented that 
these resolutions breathed a spirit of opposition to 
the war with Mexico. Instead of this, the very 
reverse was the fact, as they were approbatory of 
the war. Although the resolutions would speak 
for themselves, he had deemed it proper publicly 
to notice the error. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition from 
John Erickson, asking compensation for services 
rendered as engineer in planning and superintend- 
ing the construction of the steam machinery of the 
United States steamer Princeton; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. MILLER presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of New Jersey, affirming the declaration 
of the sentiments of the Chicago convention, in 
favor of the improvement of the harbors and navi- 
gable rivers of the country through the action of 
the General Government; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. FOOTE presented a petition from the heirs 
of Colonel James Mayson, asking compensation 
for the services of said Mayson during the revolu- 
tionary war; which was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also a petition from Volney E. Howard and 
others, asking to be relieved from certain bonds 
held against them by the United States in payment 
for certain lands which had been previously lo- 
cated; which was „referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a petition from Luke Lea and David Shel- 
ton, asking for a grant of land in Mississippi, for 
the purpose of experimenting on turpentine; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented a peti- 
tion from certain enlisted men of the Ordnance 
corps, asking to be placed on the same footing in 
reference to reénlistments as other soldiers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented a petition from 
Ambrose H. Abbott and others, citizens of Maine, 
asking the establishment of a mail route from Ban- 
gor to Augusta, through Frankfort, Monroe, &c. ; 
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which was referred to the Committee on the Post 


T 


Offices and Post Roads. , 


Mr. BUTLER presented a petition from Moses 
D. Hyama and others, asking to be allowed to 
change the name of a vessel from ‘Roger Bon- 
temps” to Palmetto; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


Mr. BENTON presented a memorial from James 
F. Haliday and other printers of the District of 
Columbia, asking the establishment of a national 
printing office at the seat of Government. 

Mr. BENTON described this petition as ema- 
nating from persons who were practical printers; 
and they also set forth in the petition the reasons 
on which their application was grounded. Their 
opinions were of great value in a practical point of 
view. He was not well informed as to the man- 
ner in which the printing for the British Parlia- 
ment was given out, but he would say, that in its 

pe and paper, in its general execution, and the | 
A orm in which it appeared, it was superior to any | 
other printing in the world. It was presented in 
a handsome form, very unlike to our thick, un- 
wieldly octavo volumes. He had taken a'volume 
out of the Library, for the purpose $ exhibiting 
it to the Senate. Senators would sečat once the 
difference between that and the mode in which the 
printing of Congress is executed. Let Senators 
feel the weight of the volume—it is like lead in its 
compactness and solidity. Here the mechanic arts 
had reached as high a state of perfection as in any 
country. We have as good printers and binders | 
as can be found on the face of the earth; and he 
thought the subject of the petition in his hands 
was one well worthy the serious consideration of 
the Senate. 

He would ask that the volume he held in his 
hand should be sent, with the memorial, to the 
Committee on Printing, in order that an expres- 
sion might be obtained of the views of the Com- 
mittee, as to any improvement which could be 
introduced in our present system. And as the 
memorial was full of sound and practical views, he 
would ask that it be printed. 

The memorial was then referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. MASON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Samuel Grice. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of subscribing for — copies 
of the battle-fields and route of operations of General Scott 
in the valley of Mexico, drawn by Captain McClellan, of 
the Topographical Engineers, United States army. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the consideration of Executive business at 
twenty minutes past twelve o’clock, and remained 
therein to the usual hour; the doors were then 
reopened, and 

he Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvuespay, March 7, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. GAYLE, by leave, presented the memorial 
of the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company, and of 
the States of Alabama, Mississippi, Tennessee, and 
Kentucky, asking the right of way over the pub- 
lic lands, and a grant of public lands to aid said 
company. Referred to the Committee on Private 


Land Claims. 


On motion of Mr. PUTNAM, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds be instructed to examine and determine whether, 
dn their opinion, the Hall of Representatives is sufficiently 
ventilated with respect to the health of its members, and, if 
not, that they inquire into the expediency of having such 
ventilation made as may be deemed necessary and proper, 
‘and that they report by bill or otherwise. 

On motion of Mr. RICHEY, 

Resolved, That the papers on file in the Clerk’s office in 
‘the case of Arthur T aggart, and with the additional evidence 
taken therein, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 


Mr. STEPHENS asked leave to offer the fol- 


nO WINE: 
ved, That the following words, to wit: ‘* Provided, 
‘That when debate is closed by order of the House, any 
“member shall be allowed in committee five minutes to 
‘explain any amendinent he may offer,” in the 34th rule of 
this House, be and the same is hereby abolished. 

Being objected to, the resolution was not re- 
ceived. 


Mr. CROWELL, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Joseph 
R. Brawn. Laid on the table. | 
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Mr. HUNT, from the Committee on Commerce, 


reported a bill to remit the duties upon certain 
goods destroyed by fire in the city of New York. 
Read and committed, 


Mr. GREGORY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of William Harding, and 
a bill for the relief of Emanuel Berri and J ohn M. 
Keese. Read and committed. 


Mr. PUTNAM, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, made an adverse report upon the petition 
of Frederick Hall. Laid on the table. 


Mr. SFEPHENS, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the House bill granting to the 
Alabama, Florida, and Georgia Railroad Company 
the alternate sections of the public lands along the 
route of the contemplated roads on certain condi- 
tions, reported it back to the House with amend- 
‘ments. Read and committed. 


SOLDIERS’ BOUNTY LAND. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, from the same com- 
; mittee, reported a bill to amend an act entitled 
s An act to raise, for a limited time, an additional 
military force, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
February 11, 1847. Read a first and second time. 

Mr. EVANS desired the bill to be put upon its 
passage, and was proceeding to speak of its merits, 
when a question arose whether debate was now in 
order, and whether it ought not to be sent to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

In the conversation on these points, Messrs. 
BOYD, G. S. HOUSTON, McCLERNAND, 
and others, took part. 

Mr. EVANS proceeded, the Speaker having 
decided that he was in order. He would only re- 
| mark, for the information of the House, that some 
| of the most meritorious men, non-commissioned 
| officers and privates, who served their country in 
Mexico, were by the act of 1847 deprived of their 


where privates were compelled to accept promo- 
tion, all their officers having been killed on the 
battle- field; they were, therefore, absolutely com- 
pelled to accept promotion, and it would be the 
grossest act of injustice to refuse to pass this bill. 
ae hoped no objection would be offered to obstruct 
| its passage, so that those meritorious men who so 
signally distinguished themselves in the Mexican 
war might receive their one hundred and sixty 
acres of land. He moved that the bill be put on 


its passa 
RICHARDSON said he had no objection 


| 
| 
| Mr. 
to the passage of this bill; nay, he was in favor of 
its passage; but he thought it required some amend- 
ment to obviate difficulties which he could foresee, 
if it were passed in the shape in which it now was. 
The bill provided, if he understood it correctly, 
that all the non-commissioned officers, musicians, 
and privates, who had been promoted, should be 
entitled to their bounty land. In many cases—it 
| was so with those who went from the State of Illi- 
nois, and some other States also—the officers were 
| chosen after the comipanies were formed at the 
| place of rendezvous; the officers then appointed 
were mustered as privates, and by the provisions 
of this bill were as much entitled to their bounty 
land as any others. Now, an amendment should 
be made to the bill to correct this; for even the 
privates were not entitled to bounty lands accord- 
| ing to existing laws, if they were disbanded before 
reaching the seat of military operations. There 
| 
| 


were, however, many reasons why the general 
provisions of this or some such bill should be 
passed. e remembered that in the corps to 
which he belonged, and other corps in the regi- 
ment in which he served in Mexico, officers were 
cut down, and if it had been known that the con- 
struction now given by the department were to be 
put upon the law of 1847, it would have been im- 
possible to have officered those companies, for 
their commissions were not a sufficient compensa- 
tion to them for the loss of their land. He pro- 
posed to amend the bill by adding to the first 
section the words: ‘* Provided they shall have 
been elected or promoted after reaching the place 
of military operations. ”’ 

Mr. HASKELL said that this bill had been 
before the Committee on Military Affairs, who 
had been almost unanimously in its favor; and he 
was very glad that the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Evans] had now introduced it; and as the 
bill was so obviously just and fair, he earnest] 
hoped that gentlemen would aid those who felt 
specially interested in its passage in getting it 


bounty lands. ‘There were cases without number | 


ey 
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through the House without- delay. He trusted 
the bill would be suffered to pass now, and would 
not be delayed by further referring it. 

It was not often, Mr. H. observed, that he 
troubled the House with any remarks of his, nor 
should he now have risen were it not for the 
peculiar interes the took in the success of the bill, 
in behalf of- those with whom he had been asso- 
ciated in the service. The regiment to which he 
had lately been attached in Mexico had been 
organized in the field, the men who composed it 
having left Tennessee in companies. The regi- 
ment, as such, had not been organized uxtil two 
moriths after its members had been mustered into 
the service. There was not an officer in it who 
had not first served as a private for more than two 
months. The War Department had so construed 
the law granting bounty land to volunteers who 
should have served till they were honorably dis- 
charged, that when a soldier should have been 
promoted from the ranks and received a commis- 
sion as an officer, he should be no longer entitled‘ 
to his bounty land, he not having served as a com- 
mon soldier until he was discharged from the 
service. Should this very singular construction of 
the law receive the sanction of Congress it would 
operate in this way: A private who should muster 
into the service to-day and should march to-mor- 
row, and on the march—that was, on to-morrow— 
should fall sick or receive some bodily i injury, and 
be reported by the surgeon as disabled, and there- 
upon be discharged, would receive his full amount 
of bounty land from the Government, though he 
had actually served but one day, because he had 
been mustered into the service and duly discharged. 
But, under the same decision, should he muster 
to-day and should continue to serve for eleven 
months and twenty days, and then for his merito- 
rious services should be promoted and commis- 
sioned, he would be deprived of the reward pro- 


‘vided for him by the Government, and originally 


set apart as a stimulus to a faithful discharge of 
ay. and as an inducement to enter into the mili- 
tary service of his country. Under such a con- 
struction as this the law did not operate fairly; and 
surely it must strike every reasonable man as no 
more than just that a private, though commission- 
ed afterward as an officer, should not on that ac- 
count be stripped of his right to his bounty land. 

The fact of his having been thus honored ought 
surely to constitute no disability. The fact of his 

promotion, on the contrary, warranted the infer- 
ence that he had served a f as a private, 

although he had not been ‘‘ honorably discharged ,”’ 
in the words of the law. Was it fair, that if a 

man, after serving as a private, should be dis- 
charged, he must receive his land, but if, instead 

of being discharged, he was promoted, he should 

not? Ifany difference was made, in consequence 
of his promotion for merit, it surely ought to be 

rather in his favor than to his disadvantage. 

Mr. EVANS spoke in defence of the bill, con- 
tending that as it stood it did not prevent the officer 
who had first served as a private from receiving 
his land. All it did was to show that there was a 
class of privates who were not as meritorious as 
others. Men who had not served so long as others 
(having been prevented oy circumstances without 
any fault of theirs) might be not less entitled to the 
bounty of the Government. Mr. E. could see no 
reason why the amendment was necessary. Those 
who were promoted to be officers usually received 
that promotion in consequence of superior educa- 
tion or some other external advantage, apart from 
merit as soldiers. He hoped the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois would not be adopted. 
Mr. E. utterly disclaimed all intention or desire to 
deprive the soldier of his right, nor would the bill 
have any such effect. The amendment was unne- 
cessary, and he hoped it would not be adopted. 

Mr. GIDDINGS inquired of the Chair whether 
it would be in order to move that the bill be refer- 
red to the Military Committee? He thought that 
the House were getting into a very bad habit of 

assing bills, he had almost said with indecent 

aste. Matters of much importance were often 
thus disposed of without being examined, and of 
which a large part of the members knew little or 
nothing. 

Mr. G. insisted that subjects requiring the action 
of the House ought always to be first subjected. to 
the deliberate investigation of a committee. They 
were asked now to ‘pass a bill at once, with the 
nature and operation of which they were unac- 
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at 


quainted, without allowing time for examination 
or reflection. He was told that these men had 
served their country with great gallantry. He had 
no doubt of it. Our soldiers were in the habit of 
doing so. They had served with the utmost gal- 
lantry in the last war; there were twelve-months | 
volunteers who had served in that war through the | 
whole term of their enlistment, and yet had never 
received the first dollar nor a single acre of land. 
In the frontier war men had served yet longer than 
that, who had never to this hour received any 
reward whatever. Mr. G. did not wish to be 
understood as opposing this bill; but those who 
were intrusted with the power of legislation were 
sacredly bound to mete out justice with an equal 
hand. He was not prepared to pass on this bill, 
because he was not acquainted with its merits. He 
hoped it would be sent to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. EVANS presumed the gentleman had not 
listened to the debate, or he would have ‘learned 
that the bill had already been before the Military 
Committee, who were nearly unanimous in its fa- 
vor; it was now reported from the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Mr. GIDDINGS then suggested the propriety of 
referring it to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said, that if the merits of 
this bill were not apparent on its. face, they had 
been abundantly demonstrated by gentlemen who 
spoke from a practical and personal acquaintance 
with the subject. Possibly the bill might be de- 
fective in some particular point, as the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Rictarpson] seemed to sup- 
pose, and who had therefore moved an amendment 
to meet the case; but its general provisions had | 


been well considered, and it would effect the object | 


of extending the benefit of a land warrant to such 
officers as had been promoted from the ranks | 
during the war. Why should they not receive it? 
The design of the original bill providing the land | 
bounty had been to stimulate men to enter the 
service, and to reward those who had faithfully 
served their country according to the terms of their 
enlistment. It was intended to add the motive of 
interest to the motive of patriotism, and thus in- 
duce men to rally round the standard of their coun- 
try and defend it at the risk of their lives. Such 
men deserved reward; and did they deserve it less 
because personal merit and good behavior had led 
to their promotion? To maintain such a principle 
would be to invert every process of reasoning and 
every consideration of justice. It would be to 
defeat the very end and object of the original bill, 
and to act against its spirit. ` 

Mr. McC. said he was acquainted with one case 
which would illustrate the justice of the provisions 
of this bill. It was the case of a volunteer who 
had gone into the service and been promoted, but 
when a. regiment was to be organized, had volun- 

rily gone into the ranks and served as a private, 
(though he was a man of education and talents.) 
In the bloody field of Buena Vista, every officer 
of that company had been cut down, and this man 
had been promoted by the choice of the company 
to be its captain, and, under the circumstances, he 
_could not do otherwise than accept his appoint- 
ment. It was his duty to accept it. There was a 
necessity for the filling of the vacancies which the 
fortune of war had created. The company was 
without a head to lead it on to battle; it must have | 
officers; and would any gentleman say, that be- | 
cause under such circumstances he had accepted | 
his commission, it was just to deprive him of his | 
bounty land? Was it ever the design of the law | 
to exclude such men from the bounty of their 
country ? 

The amendment proposed by his colleague [Mr. 
RicHaRpson] confined the operation of the bill to 
men who had been promoted from the ranks in the 
actual seat of war, and did not extend it to such as 
had received the choice of their comrades at home 
before reaching the field. Mr. McC. thought 
there was sound reason for such a distinction. 
When men were chosen officers at the rendezvous 
there might not be as strong reason for extending 
to them the benefits of this bill; but when a pri- 
vate had served in the ranks till the necessities of 
the service required and led to his promotion, 
surely the reason and equity of the provisions of 
the bill were strong and self-evident. 

Mr. HARALSON said, he looked upon the 
‘question as one merely of form. The House, he 


believed were pretty generally agreed that some- 
thing of the kind proposed ought to be done, and 
it probably would be; but at an early period of the 
session the subject had been referred to the Mii- 
tery Committee, who had reported a bill having 
this very object in view. 

Mr. EVANS here interposed, to say that the 
gentleman was not probably aware that this bill 
had, within only four days past, been referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, who had reported 
it now to the Flouse. The committee were bound 
to report it. 

Mr. HARALSON said he was aware of that; 
but went on again to say that the Military Com- 
mittee had reported a bill for this object, which had, 
with their assent, been referred to the Committec 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. The com- 
mittee had not thought themselves infallible; they 
considered it possible that they might have erred, 

| and they were not afraid to have their work thor- 
oughly examined. The gentleman from Mary- 
| land [Mr. Evans] now said that the bill had been 
| again reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands. Well, what harm could arise from refer- 
ring it to the Committee of the Whoie on the'state 
of the Union? Mr. H. did not insist that, though 
a military bill, it should be sent to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, because that committee had 
already had the subject before them; but he thought 
there was wisdom in referring it to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of tlie Union, where its 
provisions might undergo a thorough examination. 
The ger.tleman from Illinois [Mr. Rrcnarpson] had 
moved an important amendment, and some other 
gentleman, he believed, had moved another: very 
possibly it might be found that the bill could be 
amended, with advantage, in other particulars. 
Could any gentleman indulge the belief that, if now 
sent to a Committee of t e Whole on the state of 
the Union, it would be suffered to lie neglected 
during the whole of the residue of this session? 

[Several voices: ‘t Yes—we do.’’] 

Mr. H. could not entertain such a thought. He 
thought it would be much better to let the bill be 
examined than to take it from the committee on 
Public Lands, and at once passit. Its details were 
not known; the bill had not even been printed; 
and its provisions had not been well considered. 
What harm could arise from its reference? Per- 
haps there might be some points in the bill as it 
came from the Committee on Public Lands, better 
than in that from the Military Committee, and vice 
versa. The House had it not before them; it had 
not even been printed. He hoped the bill would 
be sent to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. | 

Mr. EVANS here accepted, as a modification, 
the amendment proposed by Mr. RICHARDSON. ~ 

Mr. POLLOCK said that he fully concurred in 
the merits of the principle on which the bill pro- 
ceeded. There was certainly no propriety that 
when a soldier had been promoted for merit he 
should be deprived of his claim to bounty land. 
Surely such a promotion was equivalent, in view 
of the spirit and end of the law, to an honorable 
discharge. He believed the construction put upon 
the law by the department was wholly erroneous, 
and in direct violation of the spirit if not the letter 
of the act. Certainly these men ought not to have 
been excluded from the benefits of the law, nor 
could he conceive on what grounds the construc- 
tion could have proceeded. But the decision had 
been made; and the purpose of the present bill 
was to correct so strange an interpretation. No 
doubt the bill should be acted on; but the question 
was whether it should be passed now, without one- 
half the members of the House knowing what ita 
provisions were, for the bill had not been printed. 
it involved a large amount of land, which was 
equivalent in effect to involving a large amount of 
money, because the soldier had his option to take 
either land or scrip. Mr. P. was in favor of re- 
ferring the bill to the Committee of the Me on 
the State of the Union first, because the House 
was sliding into a habit of passing bills hastily, 
without due reflection, and without reference to 
committees. 


was in favor of extending every proper privilege to 
men who had periled their lives in the service of 
the country, and while he gavè our little army the 
fullest credit for the almost romantic valor they had 
displayed, and would in an especial manner crown 


He insisted that no bill ought to be | 
so passed. In the second place, because, while he | 


a i a 


with glory the devoted courage and eminent ser- || i 


vices of the volunteers, yet he could not forget that 
there were. others equally meritorious who had not 
yet received a single acre from the gratitude of 
their country. 

In the last war with Great Britain, one of the 
greatest Powers of the earth, we had had volunteers 
who left all the comforts of home, and met in the 
bloody field a foeman not unworthy of their steel, 
and yet there was not a line on the statute-book to 
reward their patriotic devotion. Bounty had been 
given to those who enlisted to serve during the 
war, or for five years; but their officers had not 
yet received the first dollar. 

He desired, then, that this bill should go to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of an amendment, which he in- 
tended to offer, extending the provisions of this act 
to these meritorious men. . 

But there was another class of men to whom the 
provisions of the act ought to be extended—to those 
brave spirits who, in the darkest hour of our coun- 
try’s peril, left all that was dear, and periled their 
lives and their health in our Western wars, fight- 
ing against a foe more savage than the Mexicans, 
under Generals Wayne, St. Clair, and Harmer. 
Where was the provision on the statute-book for 
those men who, when dangers gathered thick and 
fast around them, sacrificed their lives and comfort 
—their everything—in the defence of their country’s 
rights? Many of those gentlemen who day after 
day were ready to vote hundreds of thousands for 
those men who had gone to Mexico forgot those 
who in other days had performed these bloody 
services for their country. Let equal justice be 
done to all; while those who had been engaged in 
the present war were provided for, let not those of 
former days be forgotten. Let them go back and 
do justice to the past. os 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, was understood to 
say, that the very class of cases to which the gen- 


l; teman referred, was provided for in another bill, 


which was either reported, or which a committee 
had by resolution been instructed to report. __ 

Mr. POLLOCK said he knew well, that during 
the very last session, the same steps had been 
taken towards making provisions for these persons, 
but nothing could be accomplished. ‘The measure 
was never reached. To avoid such a result again 
was his desire. He had prepared for this purpose, 
and would offer it, if this bill were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
an amendment covering these cases. Let justice 
be done to all. He hoped that those who were 
willing to do justice to our brave soldiers in Mex-. 
ico, would be willing to do justice also to those 
who in other times defended their éountry, and 
covered themselves with honor and glory. 

Mr. WICK said he had not got the floor for the 
purpose of wasting time and words to show how 
glad he would be to do ample justice to all those 
who had periled their lives in the service of their 
country, but because he thought he could explain 
one or two points which were not very generally 
understood. Itso happened, that the resolution, 
under the instructions of which this bill had been 
reported, originated with him; and it also happen- 
ed, that he had drawn the bill under consideration, 
and placed it in the possession of a member of the 
committee. 

Mr. EVANS begged the gentleman’s pardon. 
[A laugh.] He had reported the bill, and he had 
certainly not received it from the gentleman. 

Mr. WICK said he alluded to the bill reported 
by the Committee on Military Affairs, and which 
was amply sufficient in its details to meet the emer- 


gencies for which it was intended. | 
First, as to the objections which had been made 
against the Department of War, in reference to 
the construction given by it to the bounty-land 
law. It was very easy for these exceptions to be 
taken, but they must remember that while they 
were legislating here, they ought to sto all the 
pig-holes to the laws which they passed. It so hap- 
ened, that in the bounty-land law they did not do 
it. Our public functionaries, In executing their 
legislation, had to be extremely guarded, for they 
could not do right anyhow. That was demonstra- 
ble; for from the commencement of this Adminis- 
tration to this hour, there h&d never been a single 
Executive act which had see ae up be- | 
fore the country and complained of. , 
Mr. HASKELL inieenored: and (Mr. W. yield- 
ing) explained that in the remarks he had made, 
it bad not been his design to reflect upon the de- 
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artment, or charge them with having done wrong. 
But under the doubtful wording of the law, it was | 
highly probable that the department had come to ʻi 
the best-conclusion possible, although the law, as | 
construed by them, was unjust in its operation. | 
He had not intended to reflect upon the depart- | 
ment, 
Mr. WICK (resuming) remarked, that the boun- | 
ty-land law provided that warrants should be given |, 
to all the soldiers of our army who recetved an 
honorable discharge. That phrase ‘honorable 


the morning, and in the mean time gentlemen would 
have an opportunity to examine the provisions of 
the bill, moved that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


if gentlemen could dispose of bills here without any 
acuon whatever? 
| The SPEAKER replied that the motion to go 


discharge” had a technical construction; it meant || into Committee of the Whole was always in order. 
a written discharge over the hand of the commis- | 
sioned officer, certifying that the individual had : Se ee ee ee 

Mr. Vintron’s motion being ‘agreed to, the Hause 


resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 


been honorably discharged from the service of the | 
country. In all legislation, in common parlance, 
it had never received any other meaning. There- | 
fore, promotion was notan ** honorable discharge.” | 
This was an oversight in their legislation. When | 
the bounty-land law was under consideration, it 
was not foreseen that privates would become 
officers by election—probably it was not thought |: 
of. But the facts had turned out, that in the case 
of officers who die or resign, their places must be 
filled, and filled by election. The votes, the free | 
suffrages of their companions in arms, were the | 
highest evidence of their merit. But in conse- | 
quence of their being promoted, they never would | 
receive an honorable discharge; they were not | 
private soldiers, and no others were entitled to a | 
discharge. ‘Therefore they were not within the | 
letter of the law. | 
. Within his own knowledge, there were two or | 

! 

| 


deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1848. 

The state of the question, when the committee 
rose, was as follows: 

Mr. TnıBopeaux had moved to amend the item 
“ For outfits of chargés des affaires to Naples, the 
Papal States, and the republics of Bolivia, Guate- 
mala, and Ecuador, $22,500,” by striking out the 
words, “the Papal States,’ and reducing the 
amount to $18,000. 
| To this amendment an amendment had been 
‘moved by Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania, which 
| gave rise to an appeal, the immediate question upon 
| which was thus stated by the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN remarked, before the ques- 
tion was taken on the appeal, he would state the 
precise question before the committee. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown] had offered 

| an amendment to the amendment of the gentle- 
l man from Louisiana, (Mr. TmBopeaux.] The 
| gentleman from Pennsylvania had proceeded to ad- 
'i dress the committee upon his amendment. Whilst 
i making his remarks, he was called to order for 
i| personal language applied to another member of 
|| the committee. He was decided by the committee 
li to be out of order. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
‘i vania, after having been called to order, was not 
entitled to the floor to proceed in his remarks upon 

his amendment, without first obtaining leave of the 

committee; but the Chair had recognized the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania and assigned him the 
i floor. Instead of asking leave of the committee to 

of this bill, for an object of this kind, in all proba- || proceed upon the amendment which he bad pre- 

bility, would be fatal. To send it to the Com- :; viously offered, he withdrew his amendment, and 

mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 1 asked leave to offer another amendment. 

! 


three privates who had been elected within a few 
days of the expiration of their term of service— 
receiving thus a few weeks’ compensation as offi- 
cers, to the exclusion of their bounty lands. This 
was not just. It was not the intention of either 
House of Congress. To supply the defect, there- 
fore, it was necessary to pass a law making pro- 
motion equivalent to an honorable discharge. 

-It was said by the honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Potiock,] that it was desirable 
to refer this bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, that other meritorious cases 
might be provided for. Mr. W. should waste no ii 
words nor make any high-sounding declarations j 
of his readiness to extend bounty-land warrants to | 

| 


| 
those who had rendered military services in times || 
past. But he would say this, that the reference 


would be like sending it to kingdom come—to that || The Chair had decided, that inasmuch as the 
- bourne whence, it was said, nothing returned. ;| gentleman was not entitled to the floor on the 
Sufficient to the day is the evil thereof. They || amendment he had offered, and the floor having 
had a proposition before them making provision || been assigned to him subsequently to the decision 
for those who, in the legislation of last Congress, || of the committee, he could withdraw his amend- 
were forgotten. As wise men, let them keep it || ment and offer another amendment. From that 
separate from everything else. This meritorious '| decision the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
measure ought not to be strangled by an entangling || Tompxins| had appealed, and the question now 
alliance. i, was, ‘*Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
An honorable gentleman had said, that this was || judgment of the committee?” 
a provision involving a large amount of expendi- Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, was under- 


ture. This was a very great error. Attheextent, |; stood to remark, that he agreed most cordially 
‘| with the honorable gentleman who made the ap- 


there were not more than twenty to forty persons : 

who had enlisted as privates, and who had been |: peal. He thought the whole proceedings of Sat- 

elevated by election to the rank of officers. They i urday had been in conflict with the rule. He 

might receive scrip for four thousand dollars.’ This |. thought the clear object of the five-minutes rule 
: was to enable gentlemen offering amendments to 


was the whole of the immense expenditure of which | 
the gentleman spoke. l explain them, without replying to what had been 
There was no occasion for referring the bill to |! said by others. He had no wish to violate the 
‘| rules of order; but if an evil praetice was adopted 
Union. It was a measure which might be passed | by the House, he felt himself obliged to follow, 
immediately without any such reference, for it !! although he regretted that it should find favor 
made no appropriation. ` It was declaratory only || here. He therefore withdrew his amendment, un- 
in its provisions. [t declared what was the inten- |, der the belief that the five minutes were allowed 
tion of a former Congress. It was to make pro- i| for gentlemen to explain the general objects of 
motion equivalent to an honorable discharge. He | their amendments, and not to go on with debate. 
hoped that those. who honestly desired to do jus- || There was time. enough for that before the resolu- 
tice to a worthy, to the most worthy class of men l tion to terminate debate took effect. 
who went into the service of their country, would || The CHAIR. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
not seek to strangle this bill, either by referring it || vania having withdrawn his amendment, the ap- 
| peal falls as a matter of course. 


to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, or by connecting with it a provision for any || The Cuair would now proceed to state, that, in 
| his opinion, the wide range of debate which had 


been taken under the 34th rule, allowing the ex- 


other set of men whatever. Let the provision 

which ought to be made for any other class of | 
planation of amendments, was clearly in contra- 
vention of the spirit and intention of the rule. He 


meritorious individuals, whether the soldiers of the 

Revolution, of the war of 1812, or of the wars with : 
was of opinion that gentlemen, under this rule, had 
no right to offer amendments for any other pur- 


the Indians, come up in separate bills. The | 

should be considered on thelr own merits, each li 

elass standing by itself, and the House would be |' pose than to have them voted upon by the House, 

enabled to vote understandingly. i| and not to offer remarks; and the Chair should in- 
Mr. VINTON, remarking that the morning hour | sist, that, in explaining any amendment, gentle- 


e 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


t 
1 
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| had some time since expired, and that if the House | men must confine themselves to its merits, with- 
went into Committee of the Whole on the state of |! out remarking upon collateral subjects, and sub- 
the Union now, this would be the first business in || jects which did not come within the fair range of 
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the explanation of the amendment. : 
The question was now on the amendment of th 


gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. TuipopEavx.] 


Mr. DICKEY moved to amend the amendment 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, wished to know || so as to strike out the whole’ item, except. for 
chargé d’affaires to Naples, $4,500. 


His object in making that motion he would 


briefly state. These new missions, which were 
| about to be created for the first time, were recom- 


| mended by the President of the United States in 
‘| his annual message at the commencement of the 


| 


Hont, of New York, in the chair,) and proceeded |! these new ministers. 
to the consideration of the bill further to supply i among the deficiencies for the present fiscal year. 
|| They were not an item of deficiency. They were 


present session of Congress, in which he stated 
that estimates would be furnished for the oufits to 
These estimates were not 


not yet created. The object and intention of the 
President in recommending them, and the object 
and intention of the committee in including them 
now, must have been for the purpose of creating 
these missions at this time, before the expiration 
of the present fiscal year. Now, he was not sen- 
sible of any necessity for the imstitution of these 
missions at all, to any one of the places proposed. 
He was not aware, from any evidence which the 


| House had before them, that our consuls might 


not attend to all our commercial interests at these 
oints; and he was not one of those who would 


i increase the patronage of the Executive at his 


pleasure and bidding, however gentlemen on the 
other side of the Hall might be disposed todo. He 
trusted that this side of the House would examine 
this question before they created these missions. 
They would have ample eprom if they were 
introduced into the appropriation bills for 1849. 
There would be time enough to insert them then, 
and they would find by looking into the estimates 
that they were embraced among the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year 1849. 

He therefore moved to strike out these new mis- 
sions entirely, leaving only the mission to Naples, 
which had heretofore been instituted, and pro- 
viding $4,500 for it. He did not know that the 
sum was necessary; he did not know but this sal- 
ary was atin provided for; if it were not, he 
was willing it should be left in the bill. 

The question being taken, the amendment of 
Mr. Diexey was agreed to: Ayes 61, noes 56. 

[Mr. TuHrsopEaux’s amendment, it appears, was 
superseded by the adoption of the one just men- 
tioned, as no question was taken upon it.] 


The next item being under consideration, viz: 
“ For one quarter’s salary for each of the chargés 
des affaires to the Papal States, Bolivia, Guate- 
mala, and Ecuador, $4,500.” i 

Mr. DICKEY moved an amendment to strike 
out the item, which was agreed to. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, moved the following, 
to come in after the item, ‘‘ For salary of the con- 
sul at Beyroot,”’ &c.: 


«That the sum of fifteen thousand dollars be and hereby 
is appropriated, for the purpose of enabling and authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to employ such additional 
number of elerks in the offiee of the Second Auditor (ata 
per diem of not more than three dollars and thirty-three 
cents for each clerk) as are required by the exigencies of the 
service.”? 


Mr. SMITH said, in offering the amendment 
which he had sent to the Chair, would state that a 
similar provision had been made in this bill pro- 
viding for additional clerks in the Pension Office; 
they were much needed in that office to enable that 
department to do justice to the gallant men who so 
nobly defended the rights and the honor of our 
country in the battle-field. His amendment was 
to provide for another branch of the service equally 
important, either to the men who had fought our 
battles, or to the friends of those who had been 
killed or died while in the service. All cases con- 
nected with arrears of pay had to go before the 
Second Auditor for adjustment. There were many 
claims now before that bureau, presented by the 
widows and orphans of those slain in their coun- 
try’s service, and justice and humanity called for 
a speedy examination and allowance of such 
claims. He could speak advisedly on this subject; 
for he believed that no portion of the army in 
Mexico had suffered more than the regiment which 
went from his district. There were claims of six 
months’ standing before.that bureau, unadjusted, - 
from his district, and he presumed the same was 
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true in regard to many other members of the 
House. It was due to the head of that office (Mr. 
MceCalla) to say that he was a faithful and efficient 
officer, and did all in his power to forward the 
business in his department; but it was impossible 
for him, without an -additional force, to bring up 
the business so as to do justice to the claimants. 
He therefore believed that no opposition would be 
made to the adoption of his amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved to add after the foregoing, 
an item for the relief and protection of American 
seamen in foreign countries, $20,000. Agreed to. 

Mr. FISHER moved to amend the item ‘“ For 
regular supplies, incidental expenses, and trans- 
portation in the Quartermaster’s Department of the 
army, $5,000,000,” by inserting between the word 
* transportation”? and the words ‘‘in the” the 
words “of the army from Mexico to the United 
States; so that it would read, ‘‘and transporta- 
tion of the army from Mexico to the United States, 
in the Quartermaster’s Department,’’ &c. 

Mr. F. spoke in support of his amendment. He 
said the bill now before the committee provides 
for the appropriation of same twelve miilions of 
dollars, amongst other things, for the prosecution 
of the present war up to the Ist of July next. Al- 
though there are some other objectionable items in 
the bill, yet, if my amendment is adopted, I am 
willing to forego them ail, and vote for the whole 
bill; but if it is rejected, I will be constrained to 
vote against the bill. f am perfectly willing to 
vote for the items which provide for clothing the 
army, for subsistence in kind, for pay of volun- 
teers, and medical o ry. but to vote money 
to further prosecute the war I cannot, for reasons 
which I will now offer in brief, as I have but five 
minutes to speak. First, I have long since been 
convinced that the war was unnecessarily and un- 
constitutionally begun by the President of the Uni- 
ted States by invading Mexican territory, and that 
the declaration that war exists by the act of Mex- 
ico was untrue. At the commencement of the 
war this ground was taken a Ba Whig party, 
both in and out of Congress. ith a full knowl- 
edge of these facts and declarations on our part, 
the people returned a majority of Whigs to this 
branch of Congress, thereby endorsing the truth of 
the declarations we had made. Thus delegated 
we came here, and by a vote reiterated the same 
fact, that the war was unnecessarily and unconsti- 
tutionally begun by the President; and, if those 
who sent us here have anywhere said that we mis- 
represented their views by that vote, I have not 
heard of it;. buts on the contrary, they have every- 
where acknowledged its truth. Again, we all 
believe that the object of the war now, is the con- 
quest of a part, if not the whole, of Mexico; atany 
rate, that this will be the result if peace is not 
restored during this session of Congress. We 
further believe that such a result would prove a 
curse to, if not the final ruin of, our own Govern- 
ment. In view, then, of the unjust beginning of 
the war, and the destructive end to which we are 
urged by the Administration, what is our duty in 
the case before us? “The answer is clearly this, 
Put an end to the war. But how? I answer, by 
adopting my amendment, and then passing the 
bill. The amendment does not propose to with- 
hold appropriations; it only defines the object, as 
is the case all through the bill with other appro- 
priations, for which this one item of five -millions 
of dollars is appropriated. That we have the con- 
stitutional power either entirely to withhold appro- 
priations or to define the objects for which they 
are made, no one will deny. The people know 
that we have this power, and, under the circum- 
stances, think we ought to exercise it to put a stop 
to this ungodly war. They look for it and de- 
mand it at our- hands. They well know that we 
have no power to do it only in one or the other 
of the ways I have here specified. If, therefore, 
we do not exercise the power which they know we 
have to put an end to the war, will we be carrying 
out the will of our constituents? Certainly not. 
Expediency, patriotism, and everything dear to us, 
demand that we should exercise our constitutjonal 
power to save the honor, interest, and permanency 
of our Government. If we make all the appropri- 
t.tions, and for the objects asked for by the Ad- 
ministration, in what regard do we differ from those 
the people rejected at the last election? And where, 
too, is our consistency and patriotism? We be- 
lieve the war. to be unjust in the beginning, and 
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destructive in the end, if permitted to go on, and 
yet will we not interpose our constitutional power 
to arrest it? I hope we may, and that all, espe- 
cially on this side of the House, will vote for this 
amendment. 


| 
one to a preceding part of the bill. | 
Mr. FISHER assented. | 
Mr. VINTON then moved to amend the item | 
“For clothing of the army, camp and garrisan 
equipage, $600,000,”’ by striking out $600,000, 
and inserting ‘including $160,000 for clothing 
to volunteers, in lieu of commutation therefor, 
$1,120,000.” i ~ 
Mr. V. said the deficiency, it would be recol- 
lected, was estimated by the Quartermaster’s De- | 
partment at $960,000 in the estimates which were | 
originally sent to this House, and published in : 
miscellaneous document No. 14, which was pre- | 
sented with this bill. It was subsequently cut | 
down to $600,000, and that sum was inserted in | 
conformity with the reduced estimates of the Secre- | 
taryof War. Since that time, however, the Secre- 
tary of War had addressed a letter to the chairman | 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, stating that | 
in consequence of the clothing in Mexico having | 
turned out to be of poor quality, it would be neces- | 
sary to bring back the appropriation to the sum 
stated in the original estimates, viz: $960,000, by | 
adding $360,000 to the item in the bill. There ; 
was a further item of $160,000, making the sum | 
total of $1,120,000, Which was also involved in this | 
amendment, but which was no addition to the ap- | 
propriation, Until the present time a commutation | 
has been given instead of clothing in kind; but | 
during the present session a law had been passed 
directing that volunteer clothing should be’ fur- 
nished in kind, and hence it became necessary to 


transfer this item from the Paymaster’s to the 
Quartermaster’s Department. There was a pro- 
vision of this character in the item for the Pay- 
master’s Department, which he should move to 
strike out when they reached it, and reduce the 
amount by the sum which he now proposed to 
increase the Quartermaster’s. It was therefore 
simply a transfer, and no addition to the bill. 
The amendment was agreed to. | 
| 


Mr. FISHER then renewed his amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to amend the | 
amendment by inserting after the word ‘‘expen- | 
ses’’ the words ‘‘in the further prosecution of the | 
war with Mexico, or.” He said it was known | 
that a treaty of peace was before the Senate, by | 
which the war might be brought toa close. What | 
the fate of that treaty would be he knew not; but | 
if his amendment were adopted, and the bill should | 
then become a law, they would have provision | 
either for the prosecution of the war or the with- , 
drawal of our troops from Mexico. He wished | 
to be prepared at all points, and he thanked the 


gentleman who offered the amendment for the 
opportunity it afforded him to submit this amend- 
ment to that_amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to, and the amendment as amended was rejected. 


Mr. VINTON moved to amend the item “ For 
pay of volunteers called into service during the | 
present fiscal year, $3,771,000,” by reducing the | 
amount to $3,611,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved the following as a new 
| 
| 
| 
| 


section: 


And be it further enacted, That the sum of $890,000 be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated for clothing in kind to 
volunteers for the flacal year ending the 30th of June, 1849, 
agreeably to the act entitled “An act to provide clothing for 
volunteers in the service of the United States,” approved 
the 26th January, 1848; and that so much of said sum of 
$800,000 as the President shall direct is hereby authorized to 
be applied to the purchase of said clothing during the cur- 
rent fiscal year. 


Mr. V., on offerine this additional section, said 
that the Committee of Ways and Means had re- 
ceived a letter from the Secretary of War, saying 
that it would not only be necessary to transfer the 
item of $160,000 from the Paymaster’s to the 
Quartermaster’s Department, but to anticipate the 
appropriations for the coming year; that is, that it 
will be necessary to make purchases of clothing in 
this country at so early a period that it could reach 
Mexico at the commencement of the next fiscal 
year. About one-half had been already purchased, 
and drafts drawn on the Government for that 


amount. He proposed an additional section to 
meet the views of the department in that respect. 
Mr. V. sent several letters to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read, which he had received from the Secre- 
tary of War. In respect to one of these letters he 
said, since this bill had been under consideration, 
they had received news of the possibility of a 
peace being concluded, and he had in consequence, 
on behalf of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
addressed a letter to the Secretary of War, to know 


whether, if the treaty should be ratified and the war 
ended, these appropriations would be necessary. 
To that inquiry one of these letters was an an- 
swer. 

The Clerk read the letter, and it set forth that at 
least half of the appropriation would be necessary 
In any event. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 


Mr. VAN DYKE moved to amend the bill by 
adding the following: 

Provided, That no part of the money hereby appropriated 
for the service of the army and marine corps shall be applied 
to any further conquest or any further attempt to subjugate 
the Republic of Mexico. 


Mr. V. D. said it would be perceived that his 
amendment was designed to make provision to 
prevent any part of the money to be appropriated 
by this bill being used for the acquisition of more 
conquests in Mexico. He had not offered it with 
any view to prevent appropriations being made for 
necessary purposes, nor did he intend to occupy 

' his five minutes to explain what was meant by his 
| amendment; but this he would say, that unless 
that or some equivalent amendment were adopted, 
he could not, nor would not vote forthe bill. He 
understood that these appropriations were intended 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending on the Ist of July next, but they 
had heard something about a peace. Whether they 
| were going to have peace or not, was not so certain; 
| and if his amendment were not adopted, what was 
| there to prevent the President of the United States 
‘using every dollar raised for the purposes of the 
| army and the marine corps, for the prosecution of 
' other conquests in Mexico? ‘These estimates were 
| based on the supposition that we should remain 
| in a state of war and nota state of peace. The 
| estimates were made before the treaty of peace 
i arrived here. What, then, was there to prevent the 
President, instead of paying the whole of the old 
debt with this money, using itin making conquests 
from one end of Mexico to the other? He (Mr. 
V. D.) did not feel himself at liberty to take the 
| ground of some other gentlemen and refuse the 
| supplies for the support of the army in Mexico, 
| because they were there by authority of law, and 
he would, be willing to vote all needful supplies for 
| their subsistence, or to get the nation out of the 
difficulty in which it was at present, but he would 
not vote a dollar to enable the President to get us 
| further in. He would vote millions to protect our 
gallant army, but not a dollar to enable the Presi- 
dent to pursue a course of aggression for the acqui- 
sition of Mexican territory, or to compel Mexico 
to sell her soil and transfer her citizens to this 
Union. He insisted on restricting the President of 
| the United States in the use of the means which 
Congress might place at his disposal. — 
| Mr. V. D. was cut short by the expiration of 
his five minutes, and his amendment was then re- 
jected, 21 only voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved to amend the first sec- 
tion by adding an item to appropriate $2,000 to pay 
Mr. Crutchett for lighting the Capitol and Capitol 

| grounds with gas. He said the money had been 
expended, and the appropriation ought'to be made. 
| 
| 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, rose to a question 
of order. He stated his point to be, that the con- 
tingent fund of the House was chargeable with the 
payment contemplated by this amendment, wheree 
as the appropriations to be made by this bill wer- 
to be a charge on the treasury. | 

The CHAIRMAN replied that it was compe- 
tent for the House to adopt a provision to make 
the lighting of the Capitol and Capitol grounds 
chargeable on the treasury, although it had here- 
tofore made it chargeable on its contingent fund. 

Mr. RUMSEY inquired if there was nota bill 

| ending in the House forthe purpose contemplated 
y this amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN was understood to answer in 
the affirmative. j 
Mr. POLLOCK said there was not only oné but 
two, and yet the appropriation had not yet been 
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made. However, to obviate all objections, he 

would amend his amendment so as to make the 

proposed appropriation $2,000 10. ra 
The amendment was agreed to by a majority of 


83 to 33. _ | 

On.motion, the committee then ross and report- 
ed the bill to the House. 

All the amendments of the Committee of the 
Whole were concurred in without a division by the 
House, except the following item, viz: ‘* For out- 
fits of chargés des affaires to Naples, the Papal 
States, and the republics of Bolivia, Guatemala, and 
Ecuador, twenty-two thousand five hundred dol- 
lars;”? which was amended by the Committee of 
the Whole by striking out the words ‘the Papal 
States, the republics of Bolivia, Guatemala, and 
Ecuador, twenty-two” and insert ‘* four,” so that 
it would read ‘* For outfit of chargé d’affaires to 
Naples, $4,500. ’” 

Mr. MURPHY asked the yeas and nays on 
concurring with the committee in that amendment. 
They were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 

‘follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Green Adams, Barrow, Beile, 
Blanchard, Boydon, Brady, Buckner, Butler, Cabcll, Canby, 
Cocke, Conger, Cranston, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dan- 
iel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Embree, Nathan Evans, Fi-her, 
Flournoy, Fulton, Gaines, Giddings, Goggin, Gregory, Hale, 
Nathan K. Hall, Haskell, Henry, Hill, Elias B. Holmes, 
Hubbard, Inge, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, George 
W. Jones, John W. Jones, Danie! P. King, William T. Law- 
rence, Levin, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Nelson, Outlaw, 
Palfrey, Preston, Root, Rumsey, Silvester, Simpson, Sims, 
Truman Smith, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Richard W. Thomp- 
son, ‘Toombs, Van Dyke, and Warren—63. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bedinger, Birdsall, Black, Bo- 
cock, Bowdon, Boyd, Brodhead, Bridges, Charles Brown, 
Burt, Cathcart, Chapman, Chase, Clapp, Franklin Clark, 
Beverly L. Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobh, Collins, Daniel, Dickinson, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, 
Dunn, Edsall, Alexander Evans, Featherston, Ficklin, Fries, 
Gayle, Gott, Green, Grinnell, Willard P. Hall, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Harris, Henley, George S. Houston, Hudson, 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Iverson, Jackson, Jeukin-, 
Robert W. Johnson, Kellogg, Kennon, Lahin, Sidney Law- 
rence, Leffler, Lincoln, Lord, Maclay, McClelland, Mc- 
Clernand, McLane, Mann, Miller, Morris, Mullin, Murphy, 
Peaslee, Peck, Pendleton, Peyton, Pillsbury, Reynolds, 
Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Julius Rockwell, 
St. John, Sawyer, Smart, Stanton, Stephens, Strong, Taylor, 

homas, Jacob Thompson, John B. Thompson, Robert A. 

hompson, Tuck, Turner, Venable, Vinton, White, Wick, 
Williams, and Wiley—95. 


So the House refused to concur with the com- 
mittee in that amendment. 


The item for one quarter’s salary for each of the 
chargés des affaires to the Papal States, Bolivia, 
Guatemala, and Ecuador, four thousand five hun- 
dred dollars, which had been stricken out by the 
committee, was read, and on the question of con- 
curring with the committee— 


-Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, asked the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered and taken, and resulted 
as follows: ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Green Adams, Boydon, Brady, 
Buckner, Burt, Canby, Cook, Conger, Cranston, Crowell, 
Crozier, Dickey, Daniel Duncan, Embree, Fisher, Flournoy, 
Giddings, Goggin, Gregory, Nathan K. Hall, Haskell, Henry, 
Hill, Hubbard, Inge, ‘Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Levin, Marsh, Marvin, Outlaw, Palfrey, Preston, Silvester, 
Sims, Truman Smith, Strohm, Thibodeaux, 'Toombs, Van 
Dyke, and Woodward—42. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Barrow, Bedinger, Birdsall, 
Black, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhewd, Bridges, 
Charles Brown, Butler, Cathcart, Chapman, Clapp, Franklin 
Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Collins, 
Daniel, Dickinson, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Garnett Duncan, 
Dunn, Edsall, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Feathers- 
ton, Ficklin, Fries, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Gott, Green, W. 
P. Hall, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Henley, George S. 
Houston, Hunt, Charles J. Inger:oll, Iverson, Jackson, 
Jenkins, Robert W. Johnson, Kennon, Lahm, Sidney Law- 
rence, Leffler, Lincoin, Lord, Maclay, McClelland, McCler- 
nand, McKay, McLane, Mann, Miller, Morehead, Morris, 
Mullin, Murphy, Nelson, Peaslee, Peck, Pendleton, Petrie, 
Peyton, Pollock, Rhett, Reynolds, Richardson, Richey, Rob- 
inson, Rockhill, Julius Rockwell , Rumsey, St. John, Sawyer, 
Simpson, Smart, Robert Sinith, Stanton, Stephens, Strong, 
Taylor, Thomas, Jacob ‘Thompson, Richard W. ‘Thompson, 
‘John B. Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, Tuck, Turner 
Venable, Vinton, Warren, White, Wick, Williams, an 
Wiley—106. 


So the House refused to concur with the com- 
mittee in striking out that item. F 

All the amendments of the committee having 
been acted on, the question was put on orderin 
the bill to be engrossed and read a third time, an 
it was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved a reconsidera- 
tion -of this vote, with a view, he said, to address 
a few words of common sense to the House; but, 
as the hour was now late, he would move an ad- 
journment. 

The motion being decided in the affirmative, 

The House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented and referred : 


By Mr. GAINES: A memorial of a meeting of citizens of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, in relation to steamboat navigation in the 


est. 

By Mr. DUER: The petition of sundry residents of the 
towns of Amboy and Constantia, in Oswego county, New 
York, praying for the establishment of a mail route from 
Williamstown to Amboy Corners. Also, the petition of &6 
farmers and citizens of Madison county, New York, against 
the revival of the patent for Jethro Wood’s plough. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The petition of Horace G. Dean and 
207 others, citizens of Lowell, in the State of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the passage of a Jaw establishing a uniforin 
rate of letter postage and the pre-payment thereof, at two 
cents each for all letters not exceeding one ouncein weight. 
And they further ask that all newspaper postage be reduced 
to one cent for each paper, and also for the total abolition of 
the franking privilege. 

By Mr. PUTNAM: The remonstrance of H. N. Stanley 
and others, citizens of Genesee county, New York, against 
the revival of the patent of Jethro Wood for a cast-iron 
plough. Also, the petition of Nelson Wolcott and others, 
ecitizeas of Wyoming county, New York, on the same sub- 
jeet. Also, the memorial of William G. Morse and 101 
Others, opposed to the sale of the public lands, and that they 
be laid out into farins for the tree use of those who are not 


_ po sessed of lands; and oppesed to any grant to the States 
' of the lands, exceptfor such purposes. 
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By Mr. 'CTHOMPSON, of Mississippi: The petition of citi- 
zens of Tishemingo county, Mississippi, praying the estab- 
Jishmeut of a mail route from Eastport to Fulton, in said 
State. Also, the memorial of Woodson Wren, of Natchez, 
Mississippi, praying for a modification of the post office 
Jaws increasing the compensation of postmasters. Also, the 
petition of the Baptist Convention of the State of Mississip- 
pi, praying for the erection of a second Indian territory, for 
the exclusive occupation and enjoyment of the several In- 
dian tribes. 

By Mr. HUNT: The remonstrance of 208 citizens of Or- 
leans county, New York, against extending the patent of 
Jettiro Wood. 

By Mr. CONGER: The remonstrance of 50 eitizeng and 
farmers Of Cayuga county, New York, against the further 
extension of the patent of Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. DUNOAN, of Ohio: The petition of citizens of 
Licking and Delaware counties, Ohio, praying for a reduc- 
tion On newspaper postage. 

By Mr. GRINNELL: The petition of Thomas Nickerson 
and a large number of others, of Provincetown, Massachu- 
setts, stating that the facilities tor taking codfish on the coast 
of the British provinees give the inhabitants thereof advan- 
tages over our Own fishermen. They therefore pray that 
the duty on codfish may be increased and made specitic. 


IN SENATE. 
Turespay, March 7, 1848. 
Mr. DOWNS presented two memorials from 


citizens of Louisiana, asking the establishment of |! 


a judicial district in that part of the State lying 
north of Red river; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. BREESE presented three memorials from 
citizens of Illinois, in relation to mail routes from 
Waterloo, by Red river and Lafayette; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


Mr. DIX presented a petition from ship owners 
and consignees of the city of New York, foralaw 
to facilitate the landing and warehousing of car- 
goes of vessels from foreign, ports; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. FELCH presented a petition from citizens 
of Michigan, asking that the General Government 
will provide for the construction of a road from 
Green Bay to Lake Superior, and that public lands 
may be appropriated for that purpose; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented a peti- 
tion from Major Borland, of Arkansas mounted 
volunteers, asking that his command, which were 
captured at Encarnacion, shall receive the pay of 
mounted troops for the time of their imprison- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill to relinquish the re- 
versionary interest of the United States in a certain 
Indian reservation in the State of Alabama; which 
was read a first time. 


Mr. STURGEON, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the 
relief of George V. Mitchell, accompanied by a 
report; the bill was read a first time. 


On motion of Mr. BREESE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of establishing by law a 
tariff of fees for the attorneys of the United States in those 
States respectively where, for services rendered in the Su- 
preme Court, there is no established fee bill or allowance 
for such services. 


| 
| 
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While this resolution was under consideration, 

Mr. HALE expressed a wish that it should be 
made general in its character, so as to embrace a 
uniform state of fees in all the States. At present. 
a great inequality exists. é 

Mr. BREESE replied, that the resolution in its 
present form, would open the whole subject before 
the committee. 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business, 
and remained therein from twenty minutes past 
twelve o’clock until half-past seven; and then the 
doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WeEpNESDAY, March 8, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, by leave, pre- 
sented a memorial of the Legislature of the State 


| of Alabama, in relation to tolls charged on the 


Muscle Shoals canal. Referred to the Committee 


on Commerce. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the subject of printing 
extra copies of the report of the late Lieutenant 
Niel M. Howison, of the United States navy, re- 
orted the following resolution, which was read 
and adopted: 


Resolved, That 15,090 extra copies of said report be printed 
for the use of the House. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, by. 
leave— 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of framing a general 
law for the protection and relief of captured volunteers in 
the war with Mexico. 


Mr. STANTON said that some time since he 
had offered a resolution requesting the President 
to communicate any correspondence which may 
have taken place with the Government of Great 
Britain relative to the adoption of principles of 
reciprocity in the trade of the two countries. He 
perceived that it had excited some interest in the 
newspapers; and as he had learned from the Sec- 
retary of State that there was some correspond- 
ence, he requested the House to take up the reso~ . 
lution and act upon it. The resolution was then 
taken up and read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House any correspondence 


| which may have recently taken place with the British Gov- 


ernment relative to the adoption of principles of reciprocity 
in the trade and shipping of the two countries, provided 


such communication shall not, in his judgment, conflict 
with the public interest. 


The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the subject of printing 
extra copies of the annual report on commerce and 
navigation, reported the following resolution: — 


Resolved, That five thousand extra copies of the said re- 
port be printed. j 


Mr. H. said that he had had that report ìn his 
drawer some time, and he thought it probable the 
composition had been taken down. If it were so, 
he would not urge the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. GRINNELL inquired if ten thousand was 
not the usual number. It was a document of very 
great importance to the commercial world, and he 
thought that five thousand extra copies were in- 
sufficient to supply the wants of the country, and 
he therefore moved to amend the resolution by 
striking out five thousand and inserting ten thou- 
sand. 

Mr. CONGER said as the House were proba- 
bly not advised of the cost of printing the exfra 
copies, he would state that it would amount to 
about $880. ; 

The question was then put on strikin& out five 
thousand and inserting ten thousand, and it was 
agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 


Mr. LEFFLER presented several resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Iowa relating to the 
public lands and post routes. Laid on the table 
and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. WHITE moved the following resolution, 
which was read : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing take into con- 
sideration the propriety of printing as many copies of the 
agricultural report from the Commissioner on Patents as will 
equal the cost-of printing the report of said Commissioner 
at the first session of the twenty-ninth Congress, and having 
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the same bound at a cost not exceeding twenty cents per 
copy. 

After some suggestions by Mr. THOMPSON, 
of Mississippi, and Mr. HENLEY— 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved to lay the reso- 
lution on thetable. Disagreed to. 

Mr. FARRELLY moved to amend the resolu- 
tion by striking out all after the word ‘‘ Resolved,” 
and inserting— 

“That the usual number of copies of the report of the 
Cominissioner of Patents be printed, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Printing to consider the propriety of 
printing 5,090 extra copies of the report and documents to- 
gether, and 5,000 copies of the report and documents without 
the agricultural report, and the decisions of Judge Cranch; 
4,000 copies of the agricultural report, and 2,000 copies of 
the decisions of Judge Cranch; and that the Committee on 
Engraving inquire into the expediency of engraving the 
plates accompanying the agricultural report.’ 

After some further remarks, by Messrs. FAR- 
RELLY, WHITE, HENLEY, KING of Mas- 

sachusetts, and COBB of Georgia— 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved to amend the 
amendment by striking out all thereof, and in- 
serting : 

‘That the Committee on Printing be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of printing an extra number of the re- 
port of the Commissioner of Patents.” 


The SPEAKER ruled Mr. Coss’s amendment 
out of order, there being already an amendment 
pending. 

Mr. COBB then moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. Disagreed fo. 

Mr. WHITE accepted Mr. Farre.iy’s amend- 
ment as a modification of his resolution. 

Mr. COBB then renewed his amendment to the 
resolution as modified. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded, and under its operation 
Mr. C.’s amendment was rejected. 

The resolution as modified was then adopted. 


Mr. IVERSON, by leave, presented resolutions 
of the Legislature of the State of Georgia relative 
toa mail route from Traveller’s Rest, in Dooly 
county, to Florence, in. Stewart county. Refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

DEFICIENT APPROPRIATIONS. 

The SPEAKER announced the business first in 
order to be the motion of Mr. C. J. Incersott to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill further to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1848, was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose and said: There 
are occasions when it is well to adopt the republi- 
can maxim of recurring to first principles—Ut a 
fontibus hotius horiant quam rivults connectentibus— 
and, therefore, I will read a paragraph in the Con- 
stitution, without which it would never have been 
adopted. I refer to the first amendment, which is 
in these words : ‘Congress shall make no law for 
the establishment of religion,” &c.; and I shall 
accompany that with a portion of an address pre- 
sented by the Roman Catholics in the United States 
to the first President, from which I beg leave to 
read two paragraphs : 

‘Sin: We have been Jong impatient to testify our joy 
and unbounded confidence on your being called by a unani- 
mous vote to the first station of a country in which that 
unanimity could not have been obtained without the pre- 
vious merit of unexampled services, of eminent wisdom, 
and unblemished virtue. 

« This prospect of national prosperity is peculiarly pleas- 
ing to us on another account, because, whilst our country 
preserves her freedom and independence, we shall have a 
well-founded title to claim from her justice equal rights of 
citizenship, as well the price of our blood spilt under your 
eyes, and of our common exertions for her defence, under 
your auspicious eonduct—rights rendered more dear to us 
by the remembrance of former hardships.”’ 

This address was signed by Charles Carroll of 
Carrollton, (the last venerable survivor of the sign- 
ers of the Declaration of Independence,) and by 
John Carroll, a near relation of Charles, the first 
American Republican Archbishop. It was also 
signed by Thomas Fitzsimmons, one of the fra- 
mers of the Constitution, as well as by many other 
gentlemen of great respectability. 

Some years after, another President of the Uni- 
ted States, a strict Presbyterian, on the death of the 
late Episcopal Chief Justice Marshall, nominated 
for his successor a Roman Catholic, of Maryland, 
a gentleman of high character and of high legal 
attainments, who has ever since filled that elevated 
position; and, to come down to the present session 
of the present Congress, some few weekg ago, I 
was called upon to sign an application to the Ro- 


man Catholic Bishop of New York, to which the 
names of most of the members of both Houses 
were subscribed, requesting him to preach the 
next Sunday in this Hall. The list was headed, if 
I am not mistaken, by the hame of that venerable 
and illustrious member for whose pious and pa- 
triotic death this apartment is draped in the habil- 
iments of mourning, and whose funeral obsequies 
are consecrated by the whole country. 

A few days past I was waited on by one of the 
pages belonging to this House, who handed me a 
subscription list, on which I saw the names of 
many of these same gentlemen signed for an ex- 
tensive dissemination of a commentary on this pro- 
ceeding, which I beg to read from a speech of my 
colleague of the Southwark district: 

“ And who so capable of the great diplomatic duty as the 
man who has so industriously agitated this sympathy for 
Rome, to gratify his inordinate and gigantic ambition ; who, 
for years past, has been the dictator, the trader, and the 
pander of the toreign Roman Catholic vote; who one min- 
ute acts the priest, and the next day plays the politician ; 
who would have the world to believe that he is greater than 
the President of the United States, because he is the power 
behindthe throne who moves the President; who would have 
the world believe that, because he flatters the American 
people by a sermon from the national forum, he is the main- 
spring of the American Congress? Combining the character 
of priest and politician, allowed to the ministers of no other 
sect, this ambitious demagogue, taking for his motto that 
‘ impudence is power,’ has dared to display an extent of au- 
daeity never practised and never allowed to any other cler- 
gyman. ‘This embassy, and all the public turmoil that has 
led to its suggestion, is the work of an intriguing, restless, 
grasping, and ambitious priest, who fans in his bosom the 
nefarious hope that he is himself to be the destined organ 
hetween a free republic and an absolute hierarch.”? 

I make these statements in no ill-will or unkind- 
ness towards my colleague. On the contrary, ever 
since I came here I have endeavored to maintain 
toward him that personal kindness which should 
always prevail between gentlemen belonging to 
the same public body, especially those coming 
from the same State and the same neighborhood; 
but I say these things for the sake of showing that 
the subject has been presented by him under feel- 
ings of excitement and of exaggeration calculated 
to do him great injury. He has brought into this 
House an appeal to religious prejudices, which 
ought never to be invoked within these halls. I 
understand that out of the two hundred and twenty- 
eight members of this House, two hundred and 
twenty-six are Protestants. There are, I am told, 


but two Catholics in the House. Weare a Protest- 


ant Congress, representing a Protestant communi- 
ty. I therefore think it prudent and wise—and I 
have disciplined my own feelings to that standard 
—to avoid the excitement which subjects of this 
kind are so apt to create. 

My colleague, suffer me to say, in his abuse of 
the Pope and of the Bishop, bestowed no few mal- 
edictions upon the Jesuits. I do not know whether 
my colleague ever saw a Jesuit. 

Mr. LEVIN. I think I see one now before me. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Is that intended as a per- 
sonal insult? 

Mr. LEVIN. Certainly not. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I neither give nor take in- 
sults; that is my rule. 

On our next National Anniversary, on the 4th of 
July, I will, if he pleases, introduce my colleague 
into the college at Georgetown, and, when he is 
there, make him acquainted with the highly re 
spectable Jesuits belonging to that institution— 
gentlemen whom I know, and the extent and depth 
of whose scientific attainments and the purity (so 
far as I know or have ever heard) of whose lives 
entitle them to general respect; men who have 
maintained the standing of that institution for these 
fifty or sixty years past, while, during that same 
period, bishop after bishop of the Protestant 
churches have been convicted of inebriety and pro- 
miscuous amours, and been degraded for the gross- 
est vices. For fifty years those Jesuit fathers 
have been disseminating the doctrines of human 
freedom, as well as the treasures of science, to the 
youth of America, and not an instance has occurred 
of anything to their dishonor. 

I cannot but suspect my colleague of speaking of 
them without understanding what is in truth their 
real character. I want him to go there, that he 
may learn charity from Jesuits—that charity with- 
out which we are told from very high authority 
that, though he spoke with the tongues of men or 
of angels, he cannot be a Christian. I mean no 
offence when I say that I want my colleague to go 
there, not only that he may learn charity, but also 
that he may learn from these same Jesuits—I am 


, sure I may—that he may learn taste; and while I. 


am ready to admit that he is an eloquent declaim- 
er, I think he might derive important information 
not only in regard to the feelings of his heart, but. 
the outpourings of his tongue. 

My colleague will not take the Pope as a reform- 
er, unless he will let him strike down his tiara and 
strip him of his scarlet robes. Now, I think that 
if my colleague is to wait till the Pope accom- 
plishes this reform, he is likely to wait.a good 
while. There is an old-fashioned verse, which 


says: 


« The Emperor, Stadtholder, Pope, you and I, 
Will sit down to a jollification.”’ 

I doubt if ever we shall attain to that degree of 
intimacy; but, as a great reformer, I am satisfied 
it is the interest, the duty, and the true policy of 
the people of this country to cheer him on in the: 
noble career on which he has entered. 

After submitting these brief introductory remarks, 
I now come to the immediate question before us. 

It is said, that we have no commercial relations 
with the dominions of the Pope. I am. not sur- 
prised that my colleague should have fallen into 
such a deep pit-fall of error as this, because the 
whole tone and character of his speech evinces: 
that it was delivered under the influence of passion, 
which always blinds the judgment. But I confess 
I am astonished that a gentleman who is the late 
chief magistrate of the cotton-growing State of 
Mississippi, [Mr. A. G. Brown,] should have- 
moved to strike out from this bill ay appropriation 
for the expenses of a mission to Rome, on the 

round that we have no commercial relations with 
taly. And I was still more surprised, when a 
gentleman, who is one of the Representatives of: 
the sugar interest on this floor, should have sec- 
onded such a proposal. 

I make my appeal to gentlemen here who repre- 
sent the cotton interest, to say whether it is true 
that we have no commercial interests in Italy. And 
in the first place, I refer gentlemen to a suggestion 
—the very first suggestion, I think, made by this 
much-abused Pope—for the formation of a com- 
mercial league between the States of Italy, precise- 
ly the same with ours. When Mr. Madison first 
suggested the formation of our present Constitu- 
tion as a substitnte for the old Confederation, he 
asked no more than was substantially contained in 
the very first suggestion of Pius IX. The Pope 
proposed and urged the policy of forming a com- 
mercial league to embrace all the Italian States. 
The sagacity of the man enabled him to know that 
he could not effect great reforms of a political kind 
by starts and jumps, but that he must effect the 
removal of ancient abuses by a deliberate course 
of wisdom and moderation. 

We have a minister at the Court of Prussia. 
What are our commercial relations with Prussia? 
They are insignificant. But Prussia is the col- 
lector for the. nineteen German States, which are - 
embraced in that great commercial confederacy 
known by the name of the Zoll-Verein. The 
Pope has moved a measure of the same kind among 
the States of Italy. 

My colleague says, that the Pope has control of 
no other waters than those of the Pontine Marshes. 
I believe that Ancona and Civita Vecchia are the 
only ports in the Papal States. 

Here Mr. GRINNELL interposed, to remind Mr. 
I. that there were ports on the Adriatic as well as 
on the Mediterranean. ] 

Yes, yes; I am aware of all that. Ido not for. 
get the Adriatic. But let us first dispose of the 
Mediterranean. There is Civita Vecchia and Leg- 
horn close by, in Tuscany. 

When we go round into the Adriatic, at the head 
of the Gulf, we find the city of Trieste virtually 
an American city. I know that it lies in that part 
of Italy which is at present under the Austrian 
Government; but it is so far an American com- 
mercial city, that, owing chiefly to commerce and 
enterprise, the city has doubled its extent and pop- 
ulation within the last ten years—just as New 
Bedford has done, which is represented here by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. GRIN- 
NELL.) Trieste is the southern inlet into Germany, 
just as Hamburg is the northern; and large quan- 
tities of American cotton, American tobacco, Amer- 
ican sugar, (so far as we are able to supply the 
demand, though we have not yet enough tosupply 
it entirely,) are entering it continually, constitu- 
ting an important branch of American commerce. 
From the much-abused Texas, whose ‘‘ stupen- 
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dous desert” has obtained for: me so much noto- 
riety, will be raised eventually large quantities of 
sugar every year. Nay, Iam told, in regard to 
that very desert, that there is no finer soil for the 

roduction of sugar to be found on our continent. 

t is a desert, it is true, because it is now thickly 
overgrown with chaparral, and because it is water- 
ed by no streams; yet I am credibly informed that 
there is no finer sugar region upon earth.. [A 


laugh ] 
rieste, as I have'said, is the great southern in- 
let for foreign products to all the southern States 
of Germany. It is under the domination of Aus- 
tria; but the effect of a commercial league among 
all the Italian States, will be to restore Trieste to 
Italy, first under the embrace of a commercial, and 
ultimately under that of a political confederacy 
with the other States. As soon as this shall be 
done, it will at once be the depot of a vast com- 
merce. 

I call all those gentlemen here who represent the 
cotton interest, and indeed the representatives of 
all the southern States, to the fact that Great Brit- 
ain derives an income of twelve millions of dollars 
annually from the sale of American cotton in the 
shape of twist. She sends that amount into Ger- 
many, through the ports of Trieste and Hamburg; 
but it is all American cotton, grown here, and con- 
verted into cotton yarn in the factories of England. 
Why cannot we so convert it ourselves? I heard 
a gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,]a mem- 
ber of the Committee of Ways and Means, vote 
against this appropriation yesterday—a gentleman 
who does know that Georgia is beginning to con- 
vert her own staple into cotton twist, and that 
slave labor is the very best in the world for such 
a purpose. There is no reason in the world, that 
I see, why these twelve millions should not come 
into the coffers of the United States, where the 
manufacture legitimately belongs, as well as into 
those of Great Britain, where it does not. Surely 
we can twist our own cotton as well as they can 
do it forus. In Pennsylvania, and in New Eng- 
land, there are factories established which are do- 
ing it now; and I ask gentlemen representing the 
cotton-growing interest in this House, what it is 
which prevents the price of cotton from being above 
seven cents a pound? [Southern voices: ‘It is 
eight!” “s I will sell mine for seven!”] Take seven 
cents as the basis of your calculation, and then 
reckon your profits on two millions of bales, the 

roduce of last year, by adding the twelve mil- 
lions paid to England, and say whether there is no 
commercial motive for our having a diplomatic 
agent in Italy. 

To gentlemen from my own State, I would say 
that England gets a revenue of sixteen millions of 
dollars per annum by the iron she sends out into 
Germany, and yet it is not English iron, though 
sentfrom England. I believe not a pig of it is 
found there. Such is the labor-saving industry of 
that wonderful people that they can take iron and 
cotton from America and other foreign countries, 
and, after manufacturing it in England, can return 
it in a new shape, and thereby make immense 
profits for themselves. f anticipate the day when 
my own blessed Pennsylvania will get her share 
of these profits. The same is true of the tobacco 
interest. I know that on this point my colleague 
from the Southwark district and myself differ as 
widely as we do in politics. He detests Jesuits 
and delights in tobacco; while I, on the contrary, 
. like Jesuits much and abhor tobacco. But this 
is a growing interest; and I say to gentlemen be- 
ware how you trifte with the vagaries of com- 
merce, or cramp, or curtail, or refuse fully to 
develop it. Cripple not that great American com- 
merce by which we pay the expense of our gallant 
army, and, in a word, by whose operation on the 
national prosperity we are become that great 
people that we are. Most of that commerce is 
sustained by none of the necessities, but by 
the mere luxuries of life; it is conversant with 
opium, with brandy, with tea, with coffee, with 
ginseng. 

All these substances are called for by the appe- 
tites of man, and it is the business of commerce 
to meet his tastes and his notions, and to supply 
them; and out of them to realize for the coun- 
try which maintains it, great profits and great 
power. 

When the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Brown] moved to strike out this little item of nine 
thousand dollars, he could not fully have realized 


all that this mission is likely to bring to him and 
to his people. I think he must, by this time, see 
that there is something in the commercial relations 
between the Pope and the United States; that there 


| is the prospect of a vast commerce between us. 


The Pope sees it, and hence his first proposal for 
a commercial league. True, it is but in embryo 
now. What was the commercial condition of this 
country under the Confederation, when our im- 
poris yielded us a duty of less than five per cent.? 

e could not live upon it. What our condition 
was then, the condition of the Italian States is now, 
but not so poor as we were. There must be a 
beginning. I venture to say that there exist now 

reat commercial motives for an American agency 
in Italy. We have a minister in Austria; we have 
a minister in Prussia; we have à ministêr in Tur- 
key; we have a minister in China; we have a min- 
ister in Spain. Why have we ministers at all these 
courts, and none in Italy? None of these promise 
us the same returns, if we will only consent to cast 
our bread upon the waters. What have we a min- 
ister in Turkey for? I speak somewhat at ran- 
dom, and shall be happy to be corrected if I am 
wrong; but I suppose it is for the poor profits of 
the trade of the Black Sea. But that will hardly 
pay the outfit of the mission. Why have we a 
minister to China? The late venerable gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. Adams) always thought 
that, instead of allowing a commissioner a salary 
of $5,000, we ought to have a full minister, with 
the regular salary and outfit. But why keep a 
minister there, unless it be on the broad and sound 
principle of extending our commercial relations 
with the whole world ? 

Our foreign diplomatic relations do not cost us 
$300,000 a year. Now, I like to see a little and 
sometimes a great deal of republican magnificence. 
We sometimes pay more than the mission would 
cost us for burying a member of this House. Since 
I first took my seat in this Hall, the expenses of 
the Judiciary of the United States have increased 
from forty thousand to five hundred thousand dol- 
larsa year. We pay this sum for repressing crime 
and mitigating injustice in the country; and we see 
with what success. The mere judicial service costs 
us twice as much as all our foreign missions put 
together—by which we maintain the peace, protect 
the commerce, and develop the character of the 
country all-over the world. There is nothing to 
which money can be applied to better advantage 
and with greater profit than in extending our com- 
mercial missions abroad. ‘These are missions of 
peace—missions of profit—missions of national 
character; and gentlemen will find that the mere 
commercial question involved in the case of a mis- 
sion to the Pope is not quite so bald as some 
may have at first view conccived it to be. There 
is more in it than the commerce of the Pontine 
Marshes. 

_ But now to the political aspect of the ques- 
tion. 

I find the case is well argued in a letter recently 
written from London by a correspondent of the 
National Intelligencer. I will read a paragraph or 
two to the House; and be it remembered that this 
letter is written by no Papist—by no Jesuit—but 
by a Unitarian—about as far off from the Pope as 
he well can be: 

« From Rome there is nothing new. The Pontiff is stead- 
ily advancing in the path of reform, with a dignified, cau- 
tious, but firm step. The people of Romce have been called 
upon, through the journals, to forego this year the expensive 
mummery of the Carnival, and consecrate the money usu- 
ally lavished at that holiday in the purchase of a dozen more 
field- pieces for the protection of the city.” 

My colleague, in his speech, talked something 
about peat’ and painting being the only business 
pursued by the poor contemptible descendants of 
the ancient Romans. Now, I should be glad to 
know if we should be ourselves willing to take any- 
thing from the annual expenses of this House 
(which are now, I believe, little less than a million 
of dollars every year) for any useful purpose which 
has no show about it—nothing to make a spectacle? 
Would we consent to curtail our own per diem, 
or make any other personal sacrifice, in the na- 
ture of a patriotic oblation, such 4s this Pope pro- 
poses? 

«c The hint is likely to be adopted ; for, now that the citi- 
zens feel themselves to be treated like men and rational 
beings, they have assumed the tastes and bearing of such, 
and scorn the grovelling merriment of slaves. 

« A return has just been published of the population of 


Italy. ‘The following classification may serve to show, now 
that Naples has joined the ‘good cause,’ the comparative 
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numerical strength of the advocates of absolute and liberal 
governments: 


Liberals. Absolutists. 
Sardinia..... ..... 4,879,000 | Modena........... 483,000 
Roman States...... 2,877,000 | Parmaand Placentia 477,000 
Naples and Sicily ..8,566,500 | Venitian Lombardy 4,759,000 
Tuscany and Lucca 1,701,700 | Italian T'yrol....... 522,608 
Monaco ......-+0+. 7,580 | Istria, (Austrian)... 485,00 
San Marino........ 7,950 ! 

Liberals........ 18,040,130 | Absolutists.......6,726,608 


om oe 


I (said Mr. I.) thought it was more; I supposed 
it was twenty-seven millions; but I see that this 
writer makes it but twenty-five. 

« This is a gratifying classification and result to the lover 
of progress and of national independence and individual hap- 
piness. Should the Austrian Government see its true inter- 
ests, and act kindly with her Italian dominions, the small 
States of Modena and Parma would not long resist the gen- 
eral current, and the regeneration of Italy would be complete. 
May we not hope for such a glorious result 2?) 


This correspondent further says: 


«In Italy the principal points of attraction are Naples and 
Sicily, and there also the cause of rational liberty is making 
most cheering progress. The King of Naples seems to have 
been aware, from the first news of the outbreak in Sicily, 
that his arbitrary power was checked.’? 


And he then, after describing the intermediate 
course of events, closes by stating— 

« A royal ordonnance was accordingly issued decreeing 
a national constitution for the Kingdon of the Two Sicilies, 
founded on the same principles as the French charter of 
1830, including the chambers, the royal inviolability, the 
responsibility of ministers, the liberty of the press, and the 
national guard.” 


Here is all that they call freedom in France and 
England. What we consider freedom they look 
upon as its excesses. At all events, they have se- 
cured a republican government with a king, (which 
was as necessary there asin France.) Nota dollar 
can be touched by him, however, without a vote 
of the representatives of the people. This is now 
as fully established there as it is in the United 
States. And this is Italy! These are the people 
of Italy, whom my colleague represents as loving 
nothing but statuary and painting. 

But who is this Pope that has been denounced 
here in such round terms? He is no cloistered 
priest. He is a young Pope—not a young man, 
to be sure, being probably over fifty years of age; 
for it is hard to find a cardinal eligible who is un- 
der that age: but he has the probability of fifty 
years yet before him to consummate those great 
reforms he has entered upon, and entered upon as 
a wise man, and not as a fool. I say he isa youn 
Pope; and more than that: he is troubled with 
none of that compulsory chastity which my col- 
league thinks so shocking. He has once been at 
liberty, with a cockade on his head, and a sword 
by his side. Ele wasa soldier before he becamea 
priest; and when he became a priest he did what 
no Pope ever did before. He crossed the Atlantic 
and came to America—to South America, indeed— 
but to America, then heaving with, the throes of 
3 incipient revolution to throw off the yoke of 

ain. 

"He then went back to Europe with his mind 
enlarged and his passions corrected; and with en- 
larged notions of liberty, of economy, and all the 
Sere aaa dats of republican government. This 
isthe Pope to whom it is proposed to send a min- 
ister, and I can assure gentlemen that I have been 
told by a well qualified judge lately returned from 
the spot, that so strong was the feeling among the 
whole Italian people in favor of emancipation, that 
when the cardinals went into the election of a Pope 
they were fully aware that they had only the alter- 
natives of reform or revolution. They knew that 
unless they elected a firm and a wise man the peo- 
ple would rise and even through an ocean of blood 
would seek a free government. The French revo- 
lution in 1830 had kindled a flame through all the 
south of Europe. The English reform bill soon 
followed, and in Italy a scene of revolt and blood- 
shed took place; they did what they could then, 
but they could do no more. That was but a 
preparatory movement, and in that which is now 

oing on the Pope is but the standard-bearer. The 

talians, whatever my colleague may think of 
them, are among the very best medical, moral, 
and natural and political philosophers in the world. 
True, they have been kept down by the Govern- 
ments of Naples and of Austria; but the fire has 
long been burning—the fire is there—and at last it 
has broken out. And under what auspices? If 
my colleague is a republican, what objection can 
he possibly have to the Pope’s sending us as many 
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of such men as he pleases? -What harm will they 
do us? Are they likely to deteriorate—to injure 
us? I cannot see how? And what does our-glo- 
rious mother country say to these events? The 
commercial and political correspondent of the In- 
telligencer says: i 


‘¢ Buta more important item still is, that Sir Ralph Aber- 
- crombie, the Euglish Plenipotentiary in Sardinia, has com- 
municated to the Minister of Foreign Affairs at Turin a note 
send by Lord Palmerston to the Court of Vienna, in which 
it is declared that, in case an Austrian intervention should 
be attempted in Tuscany, in the Roman States, or in the 
Kingdom of the Two Sicilies, it would be considered by 
Engiand as a declaration of war.” 


My colleague said there never had been an Eng- 


lish minister at Rome, because the Pope would 


never consent to receive one. He is under a great 
mistake. It is not because the Pope refused to 
receive a minister from England, but because the 
British Parliament refused to send one. England 
is a Protestant country. She was afraid of the 
Pretender, and the constitution forbade a Catholic 
succession. ‘There has been no Papal representa- 
tive in London because an act of Parliament stood 
in the way, but Lord Landsdowne has lately intro- 
duced a bill to authorize the Crown to send a min- 
ister to Rome; and in all probability, while I am 
now addressing this House, he is there. But that 
is not all. Lord Minto was sent to the Italian 
States, just as I proposed that we should do; he 
was sent, not indeed directly to Rome, but to 
Lombardy, Tuscany, and Naples. He is saying 
to the people of those States, ‘*Go on; we will stan 
by you; be just and fear not.” 

I regretted very much the confusion created in 
the House by a personal pass between two of my 
colleagues, and the more as the Chair, by a vigor- 
ous irregularity, (for I doubt much if a majority 
voted to adjourn,) very properly adjourned the 
House. I regretted it because by that means my 
amendment was excluded. I wanted to appoint a 
full minister to Italy, with a salary and outfit of 
$18,000 at least. I want a minister plenipotentiary 
to go, (and I would call him an ambassador, if the 
President will consent to the use of such a term,) 
as being sent on so great an occasion. For gen- 
tlemen will allow me to say this is a great occa- 
sion; we are called on by the circumstances to say 
whether we will or will not take part and lot in 
this great reform. When General Washington 
was President in 1793 he broke the first treaty the 
United States ever made, but he did it because the 
supreme safety of the country required it; and it 
was a measure eminently wise. 

But I think the time has come when this coun- 
try can no longer avoid taking some part in the 
current of events throughout Christendom. Are we 
to leave everything to Great Britain while we have 
commercial interests and relations all over the 
world, and a navy to protect them, and while we 
have conquered capitals at a greater distance from 
Washington than Rome is, and far more inacces- 
sible? Are we not to send a minister there? Are 
we not bound to say to this Pope, in our own ver- 
nacular, (and it is a very good one,) ‘* Go-ahead 

our Holiness! [Much merriment.] Surely we 
ave the same right that Austria has. l 

My colleague said that no minister had been 
sent by this country to the States of South Amer- 
ica. But here he was as far wrong as in other 
matters. Cæsar Rodney, Mr. Bland, and a third 
whose name I cannot now recollect, were sent as 
commissioners throughout all the South American 
States to fan the flame of freedom. At that time 
the greatest citizen of this republic—the man who 
is now passing by ovation from city to city on his 
way hence to New York—I mean Mr. Clay—when 


on this floor, rebuked the then Administration be- 
cause he said that, originating as we had done, and 


owing our own freedom to a similar movement, we” 


were. bound to give to those struggling States the 
right-hand of encouragement. .Nor was Mr. Clay 
alone in sucha sentiment. Some years after, little 
Greece undertook a struggle for freedom; and what 
had we to do with Greece? She had not even any 
Pontine marshes to benefit our commerce; yet a 
highly distinguished statesman now in the Senate 
d allude to Mr. WEBsTER—made an eloquent 
movement in this House in favor of our tendering 
to Greece our aid. I maintain it is our duty tò show 
‘to the world that we take an interest in the move- 
ments of this Pope. True, asking you to step over 
the Atlantic is asking a great step, and I am wil- 
ling to submit to better judgments than my own. 
But I remember that in 1823 one of our most pru- 
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dent and discreet Presidents, Mr. Monroe, sug- 
gested in his message to Congress whether it was 
not our duty and our true policy to say to the mem- 
bers of the Holy Alliance that they should not be 
suffered to plant a colony not only in North but 
even in South America. 

Here the hour expired, and Mr. I. resumed his 
seat. 

Mr. LEVIN next obtained the floor, and said: 
Before I proceed to reply to the gentleman who 
has just taken his seat, 4 feel it due to myself, as 
well as to my constituents, to explain the allusion 
which I made the other day to the subject of the 
‘c tinder-box.’’ I asked the gentleman on that 
occasion, whether the torch of the incendiary had 
been lighted at the ‘‘ tinder-box;’’ and I am satis- 
fied that he did not understand the bearing of that 
inquiry, otherwise he certainly would not have 
given it a personal application. If J] remember 
aright, the people of that district which I now have 
the honor to represent, once elevated my colleague 
from the third Congressional district to a seat in 
the councils of the nation. So long as Rome or 
Ireland ruled it, he represented it. He seems to 
think that the spirit of “t incendiarism”’ still slum- 
bers amongst that patriotic and much-injured peo- 
ple. Whether he will have equal reason to defame 
those whom he now represents, the next Congres- 
sional election in Pennsylvania will decide. 

Sir, it is known to the country, that at a time 
when the rights even of the Irish Catholics in that 
district were invaded—aye, sir, after they had con- 
verted the church of St. Philip de Neri into a gar- 
rison—and it surely ceased to be a church and 
became a garrison when arms and ammunition 
were placed within its walls—when thus stripped 
of its sanctity, who defended and protected that 
fortress thus prepared to vomit its flames upon 
American citizens? I answer, the Native Ameri- 
cans. Everything had been done to inflame and 
infuriate the people. The ‘‘ Hibernia Greens,” 
with loaded muskets, were placed within that con- 
secrated building. At this moment, that noble- 
hearted and patriotic man, Thomas D. Grover, 
called at my house and asked me to accompany 
him to that scene, in order that I might aid in 
saving the lives of those men, and preserve the 
church from destruction. We well knew that the 
character of a church is its best protection. If that 
will not protect it, arms never will in this country. 
When we walked to the rear of the church, we 
found two cannon loaded to the muzzle, one of 
them so aimed as to enter the window. Thomas D. 
Grover mounted the one, [ stepped upon the other, 


placing my foot upon the touchhole just as they 


were about to apply the torch. I then proclaimed 
that if that church fell, I would fall amidst its ruins, 
l pleaded for the safety of the Roman Catholic 
altar. I succeeded, with the aid of the Native 
Americans of the district, in allaying the popular 
excitement. We carried off the zuns. We saved 
the church; and there it stands a monument of the 
protective power of Native Americans. We en- 
tered the basement of the building, incendiaries as 
we were, but we bore no torch, and there we found 
a ‘*tinder-box,’’? with matches and all needful 
preparation made to set it on fire. But, sir, the 
Native Americans of that district have put an eter- 
nal extinguisher upon any and every ‘‘tinder-box’”’ 
which shall ever threaten the conflagration of 
churches, or the cold-blooded slaughter of Ameri- 
can citizens engaged in the exercise of their con- 
stitutional rights. So much, sir for this explana- 
tion. 

T now turn to my colleague from the fourth Con- 
gressional district. ‘The gentleman has read from 
the Constitution of the United States. Well, sir, 
that is the plattorm upon which I stand. He tells 
us that Congress cannot legislate upon the subject 
of religion. We all admit that; and Europe well 
knows it. But, sir, the States can legislate upon 
the subject:of religion; and here let me announce 
to this House and to this nation a startling fact. 

In 1843, when the Pope issued his encyclical let- 
ter against slavery, and Daniel O’Connell publish- 
ed his manifesto calling upon the Irish Catholics 
of the United States to carry out the intentions of 
the Pope at the ballot-box, (for you must take them 
in connection as illustrating the real designs of the 
Pope,)-he called together in the city of London the 
most influential and wealthy Roman Catholics for 
the purpose of forming an association, having for 
its avowed object the overthrow of Protestant 
rights and Protestant freedom in the United States. 


A 
‘ 


A circular or pamphlet was prepared, which was 
dexterously and judiciously distributed; and in 
that circular we find the same ground assumed 
which has been taken upon the floor of this House 
by my colleague from the fourth Congressional dis- 
trict—*‘ Congress has no power to legislate upon 
the subject of religion.’’ But in the circular they 
proclaimed the fact—and it seems they understood 


| this subject well—that, the States may change the 


fundamental law, and make the Roman Catholic 
religion the established religion of the State! This, 
sir, In itself explains the secret of this extraordi- 
nary flood of Roman Catholic population now 
pouring into our country. 
what extraordinary that the Romish hierarchy in 
Europe have never directly or indirectly attempted 
to interpose the slightest check to that immense im- 
migration which yearly transfers so many thou- 
sands from their dominion? I put it to the com- 
mon sense of every man whether it is at all likel 

that the transference to our shores of such multi- 
tudes of the followers of the Pope would be thus 
looked upon without alarm or regret, if the subtle 
policy of the Romish Pontiff had not given him 
assurance that the result would in nowise impair 
his strength or endanger his dominion? The docu- 
ment to which I allude was obtained with some 
difficulty by a gentleman—a citizen of this coun, 
try—who was then in London. It was handed by 


-him to a distinguished Senator of the United States, 


[Mr. Westcorrt,] by whom it was placed in the 
hands of Mr. Buchanan, the Secretary of State. 
Far be it from me to charge the Secretary of State 
with the suppression of that document. But it has 
been lost or mislaid; and as it is the only copy of 
which I have heard, I hope that I may yet have an 
opportunity of laying it before the country. 

The honorable gentleman from the fourth Con- 
gressional district of Pennsylvania travels back to 
1791 for the purpose of showing the devotion of 
Roman Catholics to the cause of human freedom. 
Why not take the position assumed by ‘‘ Eugenio 
Macnamara, Catholic Priest and Apostolic Mis- 
sionary,’’ of more recent date, to show that ‘‘ the 
‘frish Catholics are best adapted to the religion, 
‘character, and temperament of the inhabitants of 
‘ Mexico,” and ‘‘ to protect the Californians against 
‘ becoming the prey of the Methodist wolves?”’ I 
was surprised that my colleague found it necessary 
to go su far back in American history in order to 
vindicate his position, inasmuch as, in his own let- 
ter of 1815, he denounces the Jesuits, and particu- 
larly the Pope, to be ‘* the scarlet-clad whore of 
Babylon.” Sir, I never went so far as that. I 
confess, however, that I profited much ‘by that 
letter from the pen of the honorable gentleman 
from the fourth Congressional district, and whom I 
expected to find on this occasion an able ally, and 
not a foe. 

Sir, Charles Carroll, to whom allusion was made, 
was the contemporary of Lafayette. Lafayette 
was well aware of the heroic devotion to the cause 
of liberty which the Irish patriot displayed. Yet 
it was Lafayette who proclaimed that when the 
liberties of this country fall it would be through 
the instrumentality of the Roman Catholic priest- 
hood. The honorable gentleman has pronounced 
a high encomium on the would-be nuncio or legate 
of the Pope—Bishop Hughes? The picture must 
have been well drawn, or the honorable gentleman 
would have failed to recognize the original. 
spoke of a scheming, plotting, crafty, ambitious 
priest, and the leader of the Democracy supposes 
that I alluded to one of their chosen allies. Well, 
be itso. Did not Bishop Hughes desert the altar 
for the political arena, and in Carroll Hall, in the 
city of New York, call upon his Irish Catholic fol- 
lowers, the subjects of the Pope, to vote for none 
but those who were pledged to pass a law ejecting 
the Bible from the public schools? Was not the 
same movement made in Philadelphia and in Bal- 
timore? And yet we, who stand in self-defence in 
this great emergency, are charged with making an 
effort to connect politics and religion! ` 

When the honorable gentleman from the fourth 
Congressional district declared that I could never 
have seen a Jesuit, I rose in my place, and, look- 
ing at him, exclaimed, ‘‘ I see one now !? The 
gentleman asked if I intended to insulthim. I re- 
plied, ‘* Certainly not.”? The gentleman entirely 
misunderstood me; for, sir, aware that his former 
conception of the character of the Jesuits had un- 
dergone an entire change, and that he now regarded 
the members of that order as occupying the most 
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exalted rank in the scale of moral and intellectual 
excellence, I had imagined that when I recognized 
in himself a member of that illustrious order, I of- 
fered a homage which even his nice sense would. 
not regard as at all distasteful. 
Without deigning a reply to any portion of the 
argument which I had the honor to submit a few 
days ago, the honorable gentleman, with his usual 
adroitness, attempts to turn the public attention to 
our commercial interests in the Italian States. The 
commerce to which the gentleman alludes is already 
fully protected. That commercial intercourse 1s 
with Austria, and is fully secured by our diplo- 


, matic arrangements with that Government. So far 


as our commerce with the Pope is concerned, have 


| 


l 


| 


' tled to the highest consideration, 1 must insist on 
' declining it. Suppose I should go and should be 
: seized with one of those unfortunate attacks of 
, cramp and should die, nothing would satisfy my 
| constituents that I had not been poisoned by the 
| Jesuits. l 
| Sir, the gentleman has alluded to the ancient Ro- 
mans. I suppose he meant the descendants of 
| Brutus, who have ever been in love with the very 
; manacles they wear. Why did he not, with his 
! usual research, extract from the treasures of his- 
i tory? Why did he not turn to Spain, and point 
| us to the spectacles of despotism there, presenting 
| the realities of blood, civil war, social rage, deso- 
| lating passion, and consuming ignorance? If not 


we not a consul at Ancona, at Ravenna, and at |! to Spain, why not turn to Portugal, where Jesuit- 


Rome? In neither of these ports can a fishing- 
boat float in safety; and yet we are gravely told 
that by the creation of this mission all the great 
agricultural and commercial interests of the coun- 
try are to-be protected and advanced! No, sir; this 
problem is more readily solved by a reference to 
the message of the President, in which he speaks 
of the ‘interesting political events now going on 
in Rome.” We are to send a diplomatic agent to 
Rome, whose duty it shall be to take a part in the 
‘interesting political events,’ and to receive in 
return a legate of the Pope, armed with civil and 
ecclesiastical power, whose duty it will be to direct 
and control the ‘ interesting political events” now 
going on in America. i i 

Sir, I reiterate the assertion that this whole 
scheme has for its object political power and reli- 
gious connection. The object is to centralize a 
Jesuit influence in-the United States, destined to 


- act as the ally of the so-called Democracy. It will 


so act until it becomes sufficiently powerful to de- 
mand from the Democracy that it shall become its 
ally! Sir, did not the honorable gentleman step a 
little beyond the line of liberality which he has laid 
down as his guide, when he saw fit to seize upon the 
acts of debauchery committed by Protestant clergy- 
men, in order, under the cover of these individual 
acts, to assail the great body of Protestantism itself? 
He knew as wellas | know that the Protestant clergy 
of this country and of the world are characterized 
by the utmost purity. The great body of the Pro- 
testant clergy may well cast back with disdain any 
such attempt to attach to it the disgrace of these 
exceptional cases, just as the polished steel flings 
back from its immaculate surface the ‘‘ breath which 
seeks to stain it!’? The Protestant clergy have no 
secret confessional; they have no convents; they 
have no nunneries; their every act is done beneath 
the broad blaze of day. . 

Is it not strange that under circumstances like 
these I should be charged with bringing the subject 
of religion into this House? It has been introduced 
by a committee of the House, and in a bill to sup- 
ply deficiencies, leading the new members of the 
House to suppose that a previous law existed au- 
thorizing the appointment of this mission, and that 
all that was now needed was a supply of money 
to meet the expenditure. Sir, the plan is worthy 
of the plot. The whole movement is jesuitical, 

But my colleague points to the fact that there are 
but two Catholics-in the House. Would to God 
there were more of the same stamp. Sir, the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana, himself a Catholic, resists 
this religious link. I have no doubt he represents 
the noble feeling and lofty patriotism of American 
Catholics, when he opposes the formation of this 
religious tie, and protests against the extension of 
the temporal authority of the Pope over the United 
States, which is the ulterior end and aim of this 
jeSuitical movement. Tor what need have the Je- 
suits of Roman Catholic representatives so long as 
their friends and supporters may be found in the 
Representatives of the American people? My col- 
league has extended to me a kind invitation to visit 
the Jesuit College at Georgetown. He tells me I 
will find them bland, courteous, accomplished, and 
gentlemanly. Sir, I do not doubt it. I know not 
how many members of this House may have ac- 
cepted their hospitality. They live, as I learn, 
most luxuriously. And the gentleman tells me 
that my ‘‘taste’? may be improved by a visit. Sir, 
I have been suffering for some months past with 
that most terrible of all terrible diseases, dyspep- 
sia. [I am subject to attacks of ‘‘cramp” in the 
stomach. It is not the first time that I have re- 
ceived a similar invitation; and although it comes 
from a very high source, and although the organ 
through whom the communication is made is enti- 


| ism has done its worst; where ignorance lies in 


! abject servitude upon banks of flowers; where as- 
, Sassinations stalk abroad in the open day, secure 
| of the sanctuary of the church? I will not pursue 
| this subject. Enough is seen to show us that 
| where Papal power locks and unlocks the souls of 
| men to suit her selfish ends, there can never be any 

moral or intellectual vitality, any civil or religious 
| freedom. 

But the gentleman tells us that the spirit of lib- 
erty is spreading over Europe. If it be so, it is 
| because the Jesuits have been thrust from power, 

and, impotent in the Old World, prepare to make 
a last desperate effort here. The gentleman is dis- 
tinguished, as we all know, for his historical lore. 

Has he indeed forgotten that, just as liberty has 
| advanced in Europe, the power of the Church of 

the Seven Hills has been diminished? During the 
long night of ecclesiastical despotism, you look in 
| vain for any recognition of popular rights. It was 
the reformation from Popery which, unlocking 
| the barriers by which the powers of the human 
| mind and the spirit of free inquiry had been so 
| 


long imprisoned, gave the first impulse to civil and 
religious liberty in the ancient world; and the his- 
tory of free institutions in Europe is, after all, 
made up of the continual conflict between ecclesi- 
astical domination on the one hand, and the grow- 
ing intelligence of the people on the other. Itis 
true, as the gentleman has said, that we sympa- 
thized with Greece in her struggle for freedom. I 
feel proud of my country, and I feel proud of the 
great men who vindicated the claims of Greece upon 
| this floor. She struck for freedom, and America 
sympathized, as she will ever sympathize, when 
| chains are to be broken and men made free. Let 
other nations gather in her train, as she waves her 
beacon light over the vast expanse that now clothes 
in darkness the greater part of the earth. 

But let them engage in this work in our spirit. 
| 


Let them strike for freedom of thought, freedom of 
opinion, freedom in its broad and large sense, be- 
fore they ask us to become the vassal of Jesuit 
power. The gentleman, indeed, tells us that the 
Jesuits are ‘‘ harmless,” and asks why we should 
refuse to allow them to ‘‘ colonize” this country. 
Does this need teply? Sir, go to the district which 
you now represent, and ask the widows and or- 
phans whom they have made, whether the Jesuits 
are ‘“‘harmless.’’ Go to the tombs of martyrs 
who fell in your own district in defence of consti- 
tutional rights, and over their hallowed graves in- 
quire whether the Jesuits are “ harmless.” Nay, 
look abroad, and as you behold in every nook and 
corner of the land the evidence of their presence in 
all their subtle and ceaseless activity, poisoning 
the streains of education, sapping the Protestant- 
ism of your youth, whispering their well-disguised 
schemes in-the ear of your local legislatures, and 
then ask whether the Jesuits are ‘* harmless.’’ 

Ah! says the gentleman, the Jesuits, in a spirit 
of marked liberality, are busily engaged in England 
in the effort to dissolve the connection between 
Church and State. But that happens to be a Pro- 
testant hierarchy, and under it Jesuitism cannot 
thrive. Their object is surely transparent enough. 
They seek a Roman Catholic establishment under 
the domination of the Pope. 

Mr. MACLAY. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask a question? 

Mr. LEVIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MACLAY. Whilst on the subject of 
Jesuitism, I would like to propound an inquiry, 
which, if not now made, I may not have another 
opportunity to make. I was not present when the 
honorable gentleman delivered his last speech, and 
I wish to know if the report of it in the “‘ National 
Intelligencer’’ is a correct one. 
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Mr. LEVIN answered affirmatively. 
Mr. MACLAY sh hii if the following extract 
was correctly reporte | 

“í Sir, there has been and there is a systematic effort now 


geing on to overthrow American rights and American insti- 
tutions by the means to which I have alluded. There are 


. those who hear me who know full well that, a few years 


ago, a distinguished German historian delivered a course’ of 
lectures before the Emperor of Austria and the nobility of 
that country, in which he undertook to show that Europe’s- 
thrones would remain insecure so long as this example of 
free government existed in the United States. His name 
was Schlegel. In his eighteenth lecture, he proceeded to . 
show how to give solidity to the thrones of tyrants. ‘Send 
jour refuse population,’ said he, < to the United States, un- 
der the ¢ontrol of the Jesuits. They will keep the foreign” 
population separate and distinct from the American. They 
will prevent amalgamation, and a distinct political organi- 
zation may be formed. THEIR BALLOT-BOXES ARE LEFT 
OPEN! YOU ARE INVITED TO TAKE POSSESSION OF THEM! 
Do this,’ said he, ‘and the work is done !? » 


Mr. LEVIN read the extract, and said it was. 

Mr. MACLAY. I assert that there is no such 
passage in Schlegel’s eighteenth lecture, Aor in 
any other. I have the eighteenth and other lec- 
tures in my hand, and defy the gentleman to ver- 
ify his quotation. Again, the gentleman, in his 
speech, speaks of the Pope’s having published an 
encyclical letter against slavery in the United 
States. Now, sir, there is not one word in this 
letter in relation to slavery in the United States. 
The allusion in this letter refers to the slave trade 
between the States of South America and Africa, 
and was buta repetition of the sentiment of en- 
lightened men in every section of our country, 
North or South, condemnatory of that inhuman 
trafic. A bolder attempt to palm off misstate- 
ments upon the credulity of this House I have 
never witnessed. 

Mr. LEVIN. I may be mistaken as to the 
name of the author, but I will produce the work 
from which the quotation was made. And on the 
subject of slavery, it is true the Pope did not use 
the term American slavery; for he was granting 
his dispensation at the very moment tolerating 
slavery in Cuba and Brazil; but you must take 
that letter in connection with the letter of Daniel 
O’Connell—the text and the commentary. I sup- 
pose it is necessary for me to quote, as I did here- 
tofore, his exact language: ‘ Where you have the 
‘electoral franchise, give your votes to none but 
‘those who will assist you in carrying out the 
‘pious intentions of his Holiness the Pope.” And 
in order to corroborate what I before said on this 
subject, I will now quote from Captain Marryat’s 
Diary, which I suppose my colleague will regard 
as authofity fully equal to that of his Unitarian 
correspondent in the city of London: 


“ The remark of the author of the Voice from America, 
that ‘aware of the implacable aversion of the people to mon- 
‘archy, the priesthood are accu:tomed studiously to adapt 
‘themselves to this state of feeling,’ proves rather to me the 
universal subtlety shown by the Catholic clergy, which, 
added to their zeal and perseverance, £0 increases the power 
of the church. At present Catholicism is, comparatively 
speaking, weak in America, and the object of that church is 
to become strong. ‘They do not, therefore, frighten or alarm 
their converts by any present show of the invariable results, 
but are content to bide their time until they shall find them- 
selves strong enough to exert their power with triumphant 
success. The Protestant cause in America is weak, from 
the evil effects of the voluntary system, particularly from its 
division into so many sects. A house divided against itself 
cannot long stand; and every year it will be found that the 
Catholic church will increase its power; andit is a question 
whether a hierarchy may not eventually be raised, which, 
so far from advocating the principles of equality, may serve as 
a check to the spirit of Democracy, becoming more powerful 
than the Government, curbing public opinion, and reducing 
to better order the present choatic state of society. 

“Judge Haliburton asserts that all America will be a 
Catholic country. That all America west of the Alleganies 
will eventually be a Catholic country I have no doubt, as the 
Catholics are already in the majority, and there is nothing, 
as Mr. Cooper observes, to prevent any State from estab- 
lishing that or any other religion as the religion of the State, 
and this is one of the dark clouds which hang over the des- 
tiny of the western hemisphere. ; 

« The Rev. Mr. Reed says: ‘It should really seem that the 
‘ Pope, in the fear of expulsion from Europe, is anxious to 
‘find a reversion in this New World. The crowned heads 
‘of the continent, having the same enmity to free political 
‘institutions which his Holiness has to free religious insti- 
€ tutions, willingly unite in the attempt to enthral this people. 
‘They have heard of the necessities of the.West; they have 
‘the foresight to see that the West will become the heart of 
‘the country, and ultimately determine the character of the 
‘whole; and they have resolved to establish themselves there. 
‘ Large, yea, princely grants have been made from the Leo- 
< pold Society and other sources, chiefly, though by no means 
‘exclusively, in favor of this portion of the empire that is to 
‘be. These sums are expended in erecting showy churches 
‘and . colleges, and in sustaining priests and emissaries. 
‘ Everything is done to captivate, and to liberalize in appear- 
‘ance a system essentially despotic. The sagacity of the 


| ‘effort is discovered, in avoiding to attack and shock the 
¢ 


prejudices of the adult, that they may direct. the education . 
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‘of the young. They look to thefuture; and they really 
‘have great advantages indoingso. They send out teachers 
‘excellently qualified; superior, certainly, to the run of 
‘native teachers. Some value the European modes of edu- 
‘cation as the more excellent, others value them as the 
€ mark of fashion; the demand for instruction, too, is always 
‘beyond the supply, so that they find little difficulty in ob- 
‘taining the charge of Protestant children. This, in my 
‘judgment, is the point of policy which should be especially 
‘regarded with jealousy; but the actual alarm has arisen 
‘from the disclosure of a correspondence which avows de- 
‘sions on the West beyond what I have here set down. It 
‘js a curious affair, and is one other evidence, if evidence 
‘were needed, that Popery and Jesuitism are one.” »’ 

After reading this extract, Mr. L. also read the 
following note—both of which, the note and ex- 
tract, are to be found on the same page (159th) of 
Marryat’s Diary in America, 2d volume: 

“There is nothing in the Constitution of the United States 
to prevent all the States, or any particular State, from pos- 
sessing an established religion.’?’— Coaoper’s Democrat. 

Sir, my colleague seems willing to create this 
religious link between Rome and the United States, 
destined to lead to the overthrow of American 
rights and American institutions, and tells us in 
language not be misunderstood, that in return for 
all this wrong we will have a market for our sugar, 
cotton, and tobacco. If the proposition were true, 
the cotton-planters of the South and the sugar- 
growers of Louisiana, Catholics as they are, would 
repel this proposition with scorn and indignation. 
But, sir, let us examine this point. I think it can. 
be very readily demonstrated that the gentleman 
must have forgotten the geographical features of 
this question, or that he must have been grossly 
misinformed. The gentleman has gravely argued 
that England, making her yarn from the cotton of 
the South, which could be more cheaply manufac- 
tured by your slave labor, annually throws into 
the States of the Germanic Confederation, through 
the port of Trieste, in the Adriatic, and Hamburg, 
by the Baltic, an amount of exports from which 
she realizes a profit of twelve millions of dollars; 
and that for the annual export of your tobacco and 
sugar, through the same channels, she realizes an 
additional profit of fourteen millions of dollars. 
Does the gentleman forget that Trieste is within 
the Austrian dominions; that Hamburg is sepa- 
rated by the breadth of Europe from the Papal 
States; and that over the waters of the broad and 
free Adriatic Papal Rome exercises no sway, nor 
could one Italian Zoll-Verein have any influence? 
Or does he rely on my presumed want of informa- 
tion on commercial subjects in the perpetration of 
this gross imposition on the intelligence of the 
House? ° 

After all, sir, the gentleman has not undertaken 
to reply to any proposition assumed by me in the 
speech which I had the honor to deliver a few days 
since. There it stands upon the record, and, as 
I said before, let posterity judge between us. The 
record will live. Posterity will remember my 
prophecy, made in the Congress of the United 
States on the 8th day of March, 1848. Let coming 
generations remember that I vainly struggled to 
apply a preventive to this gigantic evil, and vindi- 
cate American rights. The representatives of the 
American people prefer that their children and their 
children’s children shall apply the cure. Fearful 
will be that remedy; for the stain which you this 
day affix upon the nation is destined to be washed 
out only with their blood! 

Mr. DICKEY said he wished to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the new missions which were 
included in this deficiency bill. He desired to have 
them stricken out of this bill, in order that they 
might come up for the deliberation and determina- 
tion of this House upon the report made from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. In the annual 
message of the President to Congress at the com- 
mencement of the last session he had not thought 
proper to recommend to his Democratic friends 
upon this floor the institution of these missions. 
They were not then included in the estimates. 
They could not now be deficiencies. They were 
new missions, which were proposed to be insti- 
tuted for the first time, and were included by the 
Secretary of State, upon the suggestion of the Pres 
ident, in the bill to supply deficiencies, because he 
desired to send out these missions before the present 
fiscal year expired. | 

Now, he was not disposed to grant him the per- 
mission to nominate these men at this time, and 
to appropriate from the treasury for their outfits 
and salaries. He desired that the House, both sides 
of the House, should discuss upon the report of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs the nature and 
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character of our diplomatic relations with foreign 


countries. 

He did not know what was the object of the 
President in his desire to institute this mission to 
Rome. It might be on account of the political re- 
form which had taken place there, and which, to a 
certain extent, no doubt had been of benefit to the 
people. But he had been ata loss to perceive that 
the Pope had opened up that country to the Pro- 
testants of this country, that they might propagate 
their religious opinions there; nor could any. min- 
ister whom we might send congratulate the Pope 
upon that reform, upon whatever else he might 
congratulate him. Now, if the object of the Pres- 
ident and his. party was to play a political game, 
and offer this asa bid for the Catholics of this 
country, and if his (Mr. D.’s) political friends de- 
sired to play this game too, let them make this a 
full mission. Ifthe object were to congratulate the 
Pope on his reforms, let us send a full embassy 
with full powers. We might find a Protestant from 
this country submissive enough to kneel to his 
Holiness the Pope, and kiss his slippers. Such an 
one might be found in the Democratic ranks, no 
doubt; whether now or hereafter he might be found 
in the Whig ranks, was a question for the future 
to determine. 

- He was little acquainted with the character of 
the Jesuits spoken of by both his colleagues, (Mr. 
Levin, and Mr. C. J. Incersoxy.] But he had 
recently come across a lecture delivered in New 
York bya gentleman once distinguished as a Dem- 
ocrat—as editor of the Democratic Review—Mr. 
Brownson, upon the political reforms of the Pope, 
and the necessity of political reformation in Europe, 
in which he spoke as though the time was coming 
when this reformation would be extended to this 
country. And what was the reformation which was 
spoken of in so high terms? It was the spiritual 
ascendency of the Catholics in Europe—while they 
might be disposed to give secular power to any 
one who would aid in establishing their religious 
power. 

Now, how far this mission to Rome on the part 
of Democrats, suggested by the President, might 
be with the view of working out this unhappy 
problem in this country, he would leave for them 
to say. He trusted, he hoped, he firmly believed, 
that there never would come a time In this country 
when this ‘‘ reform’’ should be accomplished. And 
yet there was nothing in our State constitutions 
which prevented the Catholics, when they got the 
power, through the ballot-boxes, from establishing 
the Catholic religion in the States; and when they 
should have obtained the majority, what security 
should we have against it? We had heard not 
long since that there had been a conclave of Cath- 
olic Bishops assembled in this city to discuss the 
effects of this Mexican war upon the Church of 
Rome. Their decision was that it would be ben- 
eficial; because, by the annexation of the whole 
of Mexico, by the incorporation of six or seven 
millions of Catholics among us at once, it would 
give them greatly increased power over the civil 
and religious institutions of our own conntry. We 
would probably incorporate some of these Mexi- 
can States into our Union; annex them to this 
country. They might contain not a great deal of 
population, and there might not be a great deal of 
danger to be apprehended from them. But if he 
was correctly informed, the treaty now under con- 
sideration contained a provision to secure, if not to 
establish, the Roman Catholic religion in the two 
States to be annexed. If so, the President, in his 
message communicating the treaty, did not recom- 
mend that that clause should be stricken out; but 
he did recommend that the clause which guaranties 
the rights of individuals to lands granted under 
Mexican power should be stricken out! 

But he had no particular hostility to this mis- 
sion to the Papal States any more than to the other 
new missions which it was proposed to create. 
He said, if it were the mature opinion of this 
House to send a mission to the Pope, to congratu- 
late him upon his political reforms, let it be a-full 
mission. He hdd moved and succeeded yesterday, 
in committee, to strike them all out. He intended 
now, if the motion to reconsider should prevail, to 
move to recommit the bill to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, for the purpose of having the 
whole of these new missions stricken out. ` In all 
his researches, he had been able to find no commer- 
cial or other good reason for the institution of these 
missions. He found our whole commercial inter- 


course with Italy did not equal the amount of com- 
merce we have with Hayti. Yetit was not proposed 
to send a mission to the latter place, because the 
inhabitants of that country happened to be of a 
different class and color. He referred to the ex- 
ceedingly small amount—almost the entire want of 
our commerce, as shown by the printed tables of 
commerce—with Bolivia, Ecuador, and Guate- 
mala, little exceeding in its entire value the sum to 
be appropriated for the outfits and salaries of the 
missions proposed. With reference to Guatemala, 
he did not know what our commerce might be, 
nor whether there might be any. It was well 
known, that, in 1837, Mr. Van Buren sent a gen- 
tleman—now celebrated asa traveller—by the name. 
of Stephens, to hunt about and see if he could not 
find some public authorities there. He did not 
succeed in so doing, and he devoted his time to 
researches into the antiquities of Guatemala and 
Yucatan. Now, it might be very interesting to 
send out another minister, at a salary per annum 
of $4,500, and an outfit of $4,500, to busy himself 
in collecting materials foranother book. This was 
the most important public measure which he could 
perceive likely to be accomplished by it. 
Now, as to drawing more closely and intimately 
the bonds of intercourse between the Republics of 
South America and our own, if, when we h 
established those missions there, we did not tre 
them better than we had our sister Republic of 
Mexico, he hoped in God we should never send a 
mission there. We had wrested from Mexico, in 
our friendly intercourse with her, three of her 
States! He did not know but it might be the ob- 
ject of these missions to prepare the way to swallow 
up all these republics, for that was the Democratic 
doctrine of the present day. 
He asked gentlemen on both sides to strike out 
these missions, that the whole subject might be 
fully considered upon the report of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and it might be provided for, 
if necessary, in the regular appropriation bill for 
the next fiscal year. Let them not attach this 
matter to a deficiency bill making provision for the 
army in Mexico. He intended to vote for this; 
but he was opposed to creating new and unneces-. 
Sary missions at a time when our resources were. 
so exhausted. When in order, he should move to 
recommit the bill, with instructions to strike out 
these missions. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, said, he desired 
briefly to address the House, to say what he had 
been prevented from saying the other day when he 
had unfortunately and unintentionally got out of 
order, and was not permitted to go on. 
He should not pursue the general discussion of 
the subject which had been introduced by his 
colleagues from the first and fourth Congressional 
districts of Pennsylvania. He was opposed to 
the introduction at all, in the consideration of 
our domestic or foreign relations, of anything 
that bore upon the religious opinions of men. 
It had never before been made an objection to 
establishing diplomatic relations with foreign coun- 
tries that their religion was Episcopalian, Luther- 
an, Catholic;_that it was anything, or nothing. 
We had lately established commercial relations 
with China, whose religion was a religion which 
we all condemned. It was now, for the first time, 
in forming amicable relations with foreign coun- 
tries, that we inquired what the religion of the 
people might be. It was to this he. objected. It 
was to the mingling of religion with politics, and 
influencing political action by religious opirions, 
whether in this Hall, in the respective States, or 
to the introduction of the two subjects among peo- 
le who live amicably with one another, though 
olding different religious tenets, that he objected. 
In all countries, wherever the subject of religion 
had been introduced into politics and among the 
el to influence their action upon politics, it had 
een an incendiary subject; it had drenched some 
of the fairest fields in the world with blood—blood 
the hands of the same people, wherever 


shed b 
d against each other upon religious sub- 


arraye 
jects. 

His colleague [Mr. Levin] had asked, whenever 
the Catholics got control of all the States, what 
security we would have against their establishing 
the Catholic religion? There was an old saying, 
‘¢ when the sky falls we will catch larks.’”? What 
security, he would ask, had we that the Method- 
ists, the Episcopalians, the Baptists, the Presby- 
terians, might not get the controlling power in this. 
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country and establish their own religion ?—a ma- 
jority of whom were increasing much faster in this 
country than the Catholics, with all the importa- 
tions so much talked of from foreign countries. 
Look to the history of the Episcopalians and of 
the Presbyterians, and of other Protestant sects: 
had they not persecuted each other? Had not the 
Episcopalians persecuted the Dissenters in Eng- 
land? Had not the Presbyterians,~on our own 
free soil, among the green hills of Massachu- 
setts, persecuted those who dissented from them? 
He. said, then, what security have we, if any re- 
‘ligion should succeed in obtaining the controlling 

ower in our land, that ita friends will not estab- 
lish it as the law of the land, and persecute all other 
creeds? The security was the spirit of resistance 
to oppression which was now speading in Italy, 
which had spread all over the United States, and 
which he trusted would be diffu8ed all over the 


_ world; the spirit that caused men to prefer to suf- 


, sole representative on this floor. 
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fer death rather than be trammelled by religious 


or political despotism. Another security was, that 


in the more enlightened and tolerant spirit of the 
Christian religion, and the progress of mind and 
conflicts of opinion, no one religion cauld acquire 
sufficient strength to override all others. 
But he had risen principally to ip hi word in 
erence to what his colleague [Mr. Levin] had 
said relative to the party in the ard and county of 
Philadelphia, of which he (Mr. Levin] was the 
He said, from 
the course of that gentleman here, that he was 
forming new alliances. He called the southern 
members here to notice the remark of his colleague 
from the first district, which was in character with 
all the other facts and assertions made by that 
honorable gentleman. The extract was long, and: 
he could only give the substance of what the gen- 
tleman said on this point. The gentleman refer- 
red to the letter of O’Connell against the slavery 
of the South, and said it was to the action of Jes- 
uits that all the provisoes were owing which had 
been thrown into this Hall—meaning the provisoes 
against the extension of slavery; for Mr. O’Con- 
nell’s letter referred to the extension of slavery. 
The gentleman said that he and his Native Ameri- 
can friends in Philadelphia had held meetings to 
resist this influence. Meetings were held, he 
granted, by the gentleman and his party, but they 
were not to sustain the South, but to denounce the 
Catholics. It was not the gentleman and his Na- 
tive party that met to repel the Abolition notions 
of O’Connell, but the Democratic party, and 
among them, and indeed foremost, were man 
Irish Catholic Democrats. This (Mr. B. said) 
ho know, for 
‘¢ All of it he saw, ` 
And part of it he was.” 
But he had better proof there was no connec- 
tion with the Native Americans and opposition to 
O’Connell’s letter and the provisoes against sla- 
very? He referred to the record of the last Con- 
gress. On the 50lst page, the Wilmot proviso 
was proposed, and it appeared that every Native 
American on the floor of this House, including the 
pen ean himself, voted for that proviso. Now, 
e put it to the gentleman whether he and his 
friends on this floor were then under the influence 
of the Jesuits, to whom, he said we owed the in- 
troduction of all these provisoes? That was about 
a year ago. But now the gentleman wished to 
change his position and that of his friends, and 
connect themselves with southern feelings an 
southern interests. Yet how did the gentleman’s 
s‘ Native” party stand now? 
- He had received, within aboat two weeks, in- 
structions from a very respectable body of gentle- 
men, representing more than half of his district— 
municipal officers, called the Commissioners of 
Spring Garden—all of whom were pure unadul- 
terated Native Americans. ‘They instructed him 
thus. [Here he read the resolution. It requested 
Mr. Brown to use his influence against the ratifi- 
catior of any treaty by which territory should be 
acquired, if slavery or involuntary servitude, ex- 
cept for crime, were not expressly forever prohib- 
ited.} Now, had the Jesuits prompted these 
Native American commissioners and friends of his 
colleague to send these instructions into this Hall? 
These were questions which he would like to hear 
answered. The southern gentlemen on the oppo- 
site side, with whom his colleague was about to 
form an alliance, ought to have this explained; 


and it might be, the Native party of Philadelphia, 


before they were transferred by the gentleman to 
the South, may want it explained also; certainly 
his (Mr. -B.’s) constituents, who had instructed 


him on the chee ought ‘to know whether they. 


were acting under the influence of the Jesuits, or 
were to be transferred to the South as opposed to 
these provisoes. 

His colleague had spoken of the Jesuits attempt- 
ing to drive the Bible out of the public schools, and 
of actually causing it to be burned in the streets. 
He supposed the gentleman to refer, again, to Phil- 


adelphia. 

Mr. LEVIN was understood to say he referred 
mostly to New York. i 

Mr. MURPHY, of New York, denied that any- 
thing of the kind had ever taken place in New 
York. 

Mr. BROWN (continuing) said, if his colleague 
had reference to the Bible being burnt in the streets, 
or treated indecorously in Philadelphia, he pro- 
nounced it altogether untrue. No such thing had 
ever occurred there, The only desecration he evér 
saw of it was, the gentleman and his party, on the 
Ath of July, carrying the Bible through the streets 
as a part of their celebration. Once, and once only, 
they did it; for the public indignation was such 
that they did not dare again to do it. The well- 
meaning portion of the community did not want 
it to be desecrated by being paraded through the 
streets by men who paid no attention to its pre- 
cepts, but whase whole conduct was at war with 
the charitable, tolerant, and beniga doctrines of its 
authors. 

In reference to the question of introducing the 
Bible into the public schools there, he said that the 
records of the boards of school directors, when the 
question had been agitated, showed that a majority 
of those who voted against it were Protestants, 
and not Catholics. Among those most opposed to 
introducing the Bible into the public schools were 
those most respected for their religious character 
and conduct. 
common, but that all the religious teachings of the 
young should be by their parents or their chosen 
spiritual instructors, and notby young school teach- 
ers, selected merely for their literary and scientific 
attainments. He said, therefore, when the gentle- 
man spoke of Jesuits attempting to expel the Bible 
frorn the public schools, that he spoke against many 
of his own Protestant constituents. All these 
charges against the Catholics of expelling the Bible 
from the public schools were got up, he believed— 
as the secret circular, to which his colleague had 
referred, was got up—by those opposed to the 
Catholics, when the stories were manufactured, in 
1840, aguinst Governor Shunk, of trampling upon 
the American flag, which the gentleman himself did 
not believe a single word of; and yet the gentleman 
found fault with Mr. Buchanan, because, when he 
received a mere printed, unattested circular, he did 
not take solemn action upon it, and lay it perhaps 
before the House of Representatives as proof of 
a conspiracy against our Government. He had 
thought all such complaints against the Jesuits, 
except with a few zealous bigots, had gone down 
to the tombs and were forgotten by everybody, 
except the writers of French novels and their 
readers. 

He next referred to that part of his colleague’s 
remarks, that charged the riots and bloodshed ił 
Philadelphia upon the Jesuits, and said they were 
all chargeable to his colleague and the leaders of 
the Native American party. He referred to their 
calling a Native meeting in the midst of a settle- 
ment of Catholic Irish, and then, in the most out- 
rageous manner, reviling their country and their 
religion, in terms that would have aroused to deeds 
of violence any American, if uttered against his 
religion or his country, in a foreign land. These 
Irish Catholics, with all their religious zeal and 
fiery temper, bore it all, nor offered resistance till 
they thought their dwellings were about to be at- 
tacked by the mob assembled in front of them, and 
who had threatened them; for it was.matter of 
history that the first shot was fired in the market- 
house in Kensington, where the Native American 
meeting was held. 

He said this first act of blood and arson, and all 
that followed it, was all attributable to his colleague 
from the first district and his followers, but to him 
most of all. For some years he had been deliver- 
ing temperance lectures in Philadelphia, which, he 
was free to say, had no doubt done much good, 
and had thus gained the confidence and regard of 


rhey said it should not be made so ` 


a large class of citizens, amang whom were many 
of the Methodist and other religious societies. 
When this subject began to fail him, his colleague, 
he said, turned his influence with these people to 
political effect, and changed his lectures on tem- 
perance to addresses against foreigners, and parti- 
cularly against Catholics and the Catholic religion, 
spreading throughout the community the most in- 
cendiary tirades ever promulgated by any man in 
the darkest ages, and based upon as unfounded 
charges; nor was it in these addresses alone, but 
through a newspaper. called the ‘* Sun,” he also 
uttered, from day to day, the outpourings of his 
spirit against the Catholics, unworthy any age and 
any people. : 
hus it was that his colleague and his friends 
maddened the minds of their followers, and caused 
allthe incendiarism and blood that he charges in his 
remarks upon the Jesuits, and the consequence of 
which was the death of a number of citizens, and 
the burning of a large number of Catholic dwellings 
and two churches—one of them in the second dis- 
trict, whose peaceful inhabitants had never molest- 
ed anybody in the world, and were entirely un- 
connected with the walks of his colleague from the 
first district and the Native party. | 
The story of the tinder-box and matches being 
found in the basement of St. Philin’s church, as 
told by the gentleman, (Mr. B. said,) was a mis- 
erable apology for the gentleman’s declaration that 
it was proof that the members of the church there- 


with intended to set fire to their own ehurch, for 


the purpose of laying it to the charge of the Native 
American party. Why should they have done this? 
Had not the Catholic churches in Kensington and 
in the city both been fired and burned to ashes 
before this, in the face of the world, by the Native 
Americans? Who had denied this? The gentle- 
man, he said, was hard pushed for an excuse for 
the attack on St. Philip’s church, when he told 
them there was a tinder-box found in its cellar? 

The gentleman also told them of his exploits in 
saving the church and those within it; how he and 
his friend, Thomas D. Grover, had harangued the 
mob assembled for- its destruction, and mounted 
the cannon pointed at its walls, which, but for their 
timely interference, would, in a few short minutes 
more, have blown it and all within it to atoms. 
Who brought these cannon there? Were they not 
the Native American party, of whom the gentle- 
man was the acknowledged leader? Why was that 
mob there, to destroy a Catholic church, filled with 
Catholic citizens? Was it not to carry into effect 
the teachings of their leader and his associates? 
Let the world judge. The gentleman said he quell- 
ed the mob—he mounted the cannon—he saved the 
church and those within it! Did he? Then, let 
me ask him, who ever controlled a mob but the 
man who made it? No better testimony could be 
had to prove the author of that mob than to know 
the man who quelled its thirst for arson and blood; 
who, amid its cheering, was carried away in tri- 
umph, mounted on its cannon. 

But (said Mr. B.) why did the gentleman and 
his friends interfere to save St. Philip’s church? 
They had not interfered to save St. Michael’s nor 
St. Augustine’s. They had not appeared before 
the mob in Kensington, when their guns were 
pointed at the Catholics and their dwellings, though 


_they well knew of it all, and by their interference 


could have easily prevented or stopped the burn- 
ings and massacres. He would tell the gentleman 
why he had stopped the destruction of St. Philip’s. 
The public mind had aroused from its lethargy, 
and the people throughout the city, and county, 
and State, had recovered from the paralyzation 
into which the first shock of these unnatural scenes 
and doings had thrown them, and were gathering 
in their might, to bring to justice and punishment 
their authors. 
laid in ashes, and valuable and innocent lives sac- 
rificed; the mob was increasing in numbers and 
audacity, and its leaders seemed to revel in the 
enjoyment of uncontrolled power of doing evil. 
But they saw there was a point beyond which 
they dare not go; and to save themselves, they 
saved St. Philip’s church: Had that church been 
burned, and those in it murdered, he (Mr. B.) 
would tell his colleague from the first district, his 
friends and himself would very probably have 
been elevated to higher places than a seat in Con- 
gress. 

In reference to Mr. Levin’s professions in be- 
half of the Native Americans of love of country 


Churches and dwellings had been — 
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above party, he said if he had the record here he 
could prove it to the satisfaction of the House and 
the country as clear as day that from the first rise 
of the party to the present day it had been held in 
the market by its leader, and again and again sold 
to the highest bidder. He could show how the 


leaders had held themselves for sale, and had ac-. 


tually sold themselves to the Whig party, like cat- 
tle in the market, transferring their votes by hun- 
dreds and thousands to certain Whig candidates, 
and in return receiving in payment Whig votes for 
certain of their candidates. This bargain and sale 
of the party was too notorious, he said, to need 
proof, and if it did, the records of all the elections 
in and about Philadelphia for the last few years 
bore ample and shameful evidence of the fact. 

Why, (said Mr. B.,) these very commissioners 
of Spring Garden, who had taken it upon them- 
selves to instruct him, owed their election to this 
same bargaining means. Yet, in the face of all 
this, and in the face of his attempt to transfer them 
now to his new friends of the South, has the gen- 
tleman the assurance to stand up and say the Na- 
tive Americans love their country better than their 
party? 

In reference to the remarks of Mr Dickey, he 
said he thought the gentleman, in placing his op- 

osition to these missions on the ground that Pres- 
ident Polk recommended them asa means of buying 
Roman Catholic votes, had taken a course as ob- 
jectionable as that of his other colleague. The 
President recommended these missions because he 
thought they would subserve the interests of the 
country. The question whether we had commer- 
cial intercourse before we established diplomatic 
relations should not be taken into consideration. 
It had been the policy of Great Britain not to take 
it into the account. She had attained her commer- 
cial rank by having her representatives in the dif- 
ferent parts of the world, even before their markets 
were opened, so as to avail herself of the earliest 
advantages of them, so he thought the United 
States ought todo. Their extended and extenuing 
commerce—the awakening everywhere over the 
earth of new sources of commerce, and of new po- 
litical ideas—demanded of them to extend their 
amicable relations far and wide, and have agents 
wherever an American citizen or an American flag 
were to be found. The cost was nothing, compared 
to the advantages that would ultimately result to 
them and to the world. 

It was no party political question which was 
involved in these missions. In his district the 
majority of the Catholic vote might belong to the 


Democratic party; yet they were divided, and in |. 


and about Philadelphia many of them belonged to 
the Whig party. In Ohio the Catholics had been 
arrayed, not long since, against the Democratic 
party. He appealed to gentlemen from Ohio for 
the correctness of the assertion. They had been 
‘induced there to think that the Whig party were 
their true friends. This attack, then, upon Mr. 
Polk, that he recommended these missions for the 
purchase of Catholic votes, was gratuitous and 
‘Incendiary. Mr. Polk wanted no votes. 
an attempt, therefore, of his colleague from the 
Beaver district, more bitterly to array the parties 
against each other. He deprecated this whole sys- 
tem of dragging the religious opinions of men into 
our political contests; and he could say, that in all 
he had said in the city and county of Philadelphia 
for twenty years past, he had never attempted to 
make political capital out of the religious profes- 
sions and opinions of men. He deprecated that 
either of his colleagues should have taken this in- 
cendiary position here. If it were all true, as his 
colleague had asserted, that Rome—the Pope, the 
cardinals, and everything else there, were linked 
against our republican institutions, and forming 
their schemes to control us, it was the very reason 
why we should have a minister there to watch at 
the fountain-head these movements, to acquaint 
himself with the transactions in the secret conclaves 
of the Pope. Where were we to send our minis- 
ters, if not to the places so pregnant for evil or for 
good to our institutions and our people? 
But he apprehended no such danger. As his 
colleague [Mr. C. J. IncersoLL] had said, looking 
at the state of things now in Rome, did not the 
American heart beat in unison with that of Pope 
Pius in his efforts for the amelioration of the con- 
dition of the Italians? But even supposing,as had 
been said, that the Pope proposed no spiritual, 
and but little political reform, were not hia efforts 
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to improve the physical condition of his people 
worthy of American sympathy and American sup- 
port? Where was the American heart that did not 
rejoice to see the Italy of the present day, with all 
its deserted plains and ruined cities—with all its 
Lazzaroni, its sculptors and painters, so sneeringly 
intruded into this debate by his colleague from 
the first district—all rivalling again that Italy of 
classic memory, so dear to every lover of beauty, 
of genius, of liberty, and of greatness? Where was 
the American citizen who would not rejoice to see 
the Roman soldier again on the threatre of the 
world—not fighting for extended empire, as of 
yore, but fighting for the extension of the empire 
of freedom ? 

Mr. COCKE moved the previous question; 
which was seconded, and under its operation the 
House refused to reconsider. 

The question recurring on the passage of the 
bill— 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved the previous 
question; which was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion was ordered to be now put. 

The main question was accordingly put, viz: 
Shall the bill pass? and it was decided in the af- 
firmative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashmun, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bel- 
cher, Bird-all, Black, Blanchard, Bocock, Botts, Bowdon, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Boydon, Brady, Bridges, Brodhead, Charles 
Brown, Burt, Butler, Cathcart, Chapman, Chage, Franklin 
Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Clinginan, Howell Cobb, William- 
son R. W. Cobb, Cocke, Collins, Conger, Cranston, Crozier, 
Daniel, Dickey, Dickinson, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Garnett 
Duncan, Dunn, Ed-all, Embree, Alexander Evans, Faran, 
Featherston, Ficklin, Flournoy, French, Fulton, Gaines, 
Gayle, Goggin, Gott, Green, Willard P. Hall, Moses Hamp- 
ton, Harmanson, Harris, Haskell, Henley, Hill, Elias B. 
Holmes, George S. Houston, Hunt, Inge, Charles J. In- 
gersoll, Irvin, Iverson, Jackson, Jameson, Robert W. John- 
son, Juhn W. Jones, Kellogg, Kennon, Lahm, La Sére, 
Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, Lincoln, Lord, Maclay, McClel- 
land, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, McLane, Mann, 
Marvin, Miller, Morehead, Morris, Mullin, Murphy, Nel- 
son, Nes, Outlaw, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Pollock, 
Preston, Putnam, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Robinson, 
Rockhill, Rumsey, St. John, Sawyer, Shepperd, Silvester, 
Sims, Sinart, Robert Smith, Truman Smith, Stanton, Ste- 
phens, Strong, Ta, lor, Thibodeaux, Thomas, James Thomp- 
son, Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, Robert A. 
Thompson, William ‘thompson, Turner, Venable, Vinton, 
Warren, White, Wick, Williams, and Woodward—137. 

NAYS—Messrz. Canby, Nathan Evans, Fisher, Giddings, 
Hale, Henry, Hudson, Daniel P. King, Levin, Marsh, Pal- 
frey, Julius Rockwell, Root, Strohin, and Van Dyke—15. 


So the bill was passed in the following form, to 
wit: 

Be it enacted, §c., That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year ending June . 
30, 1843, viz: 

For pay of one additional clerk in the office of 
the Fifth Auditor, rendered necessary by the 
increase of light-house business, at 09 per | 
annum, from June 1, 1847, to June 3J, 1848... 

For extra clerk hire for the settlement of the 
increase of business in the othice of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, occasioned by the Mexi- 
can war..... iia etude Ge eee cos Droese tw 

For salary of the judge of the southern district 
of Florida, per act of February 23, 1847, from 
March 3, 1847, to June 30, 1848, at $2,0.0 per 
BOM Ue E se ye mneeia sacs arenes 

For salaries of district attorney and marshal of 
the southern district of Florida, per sume act, 
from March 3, 1847, to June 3U, 1848, at $200 
each Per ANNUIN.... ccc cceccccccecscccsceee 

For salaries of the two keepers of the public 
archives in Florida, per act of March 3, 1825 

Provided, That so much of said act of March 3, 
1825, as authorizes the appointment of two 
keepers of the public arehives shall be and 
the same is hereby repealed, from and after 
June 30, 1848; and iu the mean time it shall 
be tne duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to cause the said archives to be removed to 
some public office in the State of Florida, to 
be designated by the President of the United 
States, there to be safely kept. 

For expenses of thirty-five light. houses, includ- 
ing oil and other annual supplies, delivering 
the same, and repairing the lighting apparatus 
for tour hundred and twenty lamps; salarics 
of thirty-five Keepers, at the fixed average of 
$400 per annum ; and also all other expenses 
tor SIX INONUNS ss ies vis cee ky es es cscs ee sscwes 

For one new floating light, including the keep- 
ers iene te at and all other expenses, for 
nine MOvthS.........eeeees errr rr ee és 

For additional expenses of sundry new buoys, 
for six months....... oD digas esis sat TETT ‘ 

For additional expenses of a temporary float 
ing light at Sand Key, Florida, in lieu of the 
light-house destroyed there........ ERPE ‘ 1,500 00 

For superintendent’s commission on $238,246, 
at 2) per cent......eeee. TE S N 706 15 

For contingent expenses, under the act for the | 


§ 865 94 
6,000 00 
2,661 12 


532 22 
1,000 00 


22,740 00 


2,316 00 
1,690 00 


collection, safekeeping, transfer, and dis- 
Aa ala of the public revenue, of August 
1846... cc cccces eeseecevoeeve seen eeeesnneseve ee @ 
For per diem compensation for clerk employed 
in the Adjutant General’a office..........00. 


5,000 00 
1,000 00 


=, cg nr eT 


| 


For per diem compensation of clerk employed 
in Ordnance Office..... om caer at 
For per diem compensation for eight clerks em- 
ployed, and such additional number of clerks 
as the exigencies-of the public service may 
require to be employed temporarily by the 
Commissioner of Pensions, with the appro- 
bation and consent of the Secretary of War 
during the present fiscal year, on bounty-land 
business in the Pension Office, at a rate not 
exceeding $3 33 per day........scaesscoes 
For contingent expenses of the Pension Office. . 
For clerks in the office of the Secretary of War, 
being an unexpended balance of the appro- 
priation remaining on the 30th of June for 
that purpose. ......cceees creer re eer 
For outfits of chargés des affaires to Naples, the 
Papal States, and the republics of Bolivia, 
Guatemala, and Ecuador. .......cccecceeees 
For one quarter’s salary for each of the chargés 
des affaires to the Papal States, Bolivia, Gua- 
temala. and Ecuador..........0.. EVE FEENS 
For salary of the consul at Beyroot, from Au- 
gust 4, 1846, to June 30, 1848........... ane 
To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to em- 
ploy such additional number of clerks in the 
office of the Second Auditor (at a per diem of 
not more than $3 33 for each clerk) as are re- 
quired by the exigencies of the service...... 
For the relief and protection of American sea- 
men in foreign countries. ........e0. 


ARMY. 

For regular supplies, incidental expenses, and 
transportation in the Quartermaster’s depart- 
ment of the army......00 cece ccesceccceses 

For clothing of the army, camp and garrison 
equipage, including $160,000 for clothing to . 
volunteers, in lieu of commutation therefor.. 1,120,000 00 

For subsistence in kind, in addition to $1 ,000,- 

00) appropriated at the present session...... 2,937,939 74 

For pay of volunteers called into service during 
the present fiscal yeat ee cceceee 9,611,000 00 

For medical and hospital department.......,. 64,500 00 

For purchase of ordnance, ordnance stores, and 

“Sppli€ss s N sassossoose 

For expense of arbitrating Pea 

Patch I[sland...... osooso cooeseccosscsoooe 
MARINE CORP3. 

For provisiONS.....ssesssoesesoosososeoooooeo 

For clothing.......ccccccsccccccscccscsiccees 36,00) 00 

For (uelissccs .os5cia siecdaws Seen ewes 

For military stOres.......0.cccess ceccesccesee 

For transportation and expenses of recruiting.. 

For contingencies.......... rer TT ee 

For paying James Crutchett for lighting the Cap- 
itol and grounds......ccceccceccceesceccces 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sum of $800,- 

000 he, and the same is hereby, appropriated, for clothing in 
kind to volunteers, for the fiscal year ending the 30th of 
June, 1849, agreeably to the act entitled “ An act to provide 
clothing for volunteers in the service of the United States,” 
approved the 26th of January, 1848; and that so much of 
snid sum of $800,000 as the President shail direct, is hereby 
authorized to be applied to the purchase of said clothing 
during the current fiscal year. 


The House then adjourned. 


$1,098 00 


15,680 96 
- 1,000 00 


291 85 
22,500 00 


4,500 00 
953 80 


15,000 00 
20,000 00 


5,000,000 90 
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IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 8, 1848. 


Mr. SEVIER presented a geographical and com- 
mercial memoir on the present state, production, 
trade, and commerce of Siberia, Manchurior, and 
the Asiatic islands of the Northern Pacific Ocean, 
and on the importance of opening commercial inter- 
course therewith. 

Mr. S. characterized the document as one con- 
taining much valuable information. It was from 
Aaran H. Palmer, a corresponding member of the 
National Institute, and was addressed to the Pres- 
ident. It was referred to the Committee on the 
Library, and ordered to be printed. l 


Mr. WEBSTER presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Forwardsville, Virginia, asking Congress 
to consider the expediency of endeavoring to effect 
such change in the laws as shall appropriate the 
proceeds of the public lands in aid of the extinc- 
tion of slavery, and appointing commissioners, 
whose duty it shall be, under such conditions as 
Congress shall prescribe, to purchase and emanci- 
pate female children born prior to 1856,and making 
annual appropriations on a pledge of said public 
lands, with a declaratory act that from and after 
1856 there shall be no hereditary slavery, and all 
born after that date shall be free. 

Mr. W. moved its reference to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. MASON said he had no knowledge of the . 
quarter whence this petition had emanated. He 
believed that when petitions of this character were 
presented, it was the practice of the Senate to lay 
the motion for their reception on the table. He 
hoped that course would be taken in the present 
case, and, for that purpose, he would object to the 
reception of the petition. 

r. WEBSTER said he would tell the Senator 
that the petition came from his own constituents— 


` 
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from the State of Virginia. Of the petitioners he 
had no knowledge; but the object of the petition 
was ‘similar to the proposition made by a distin- 
guished citizen twenty years ago. He had pre- 
sented this petition without saying anything in 
favor or disfavor of it. “He was not at all anxious 
as to the direction which might be given to it; and 
if the Senator from Virginia would take the respon- 
sibility of pointing out the course it should take, 
it would obtain his acquiescence, although he had 
thought it did not come within the rule alluded to 
by the Senator. 

The question of reception was then laid on the 
table. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition from S. P. 
Arden, asking that exchange periodical publica- 
tions may be exempted from postage; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Indiana, in favor of making com- 

ensation to the adjutant general of that State for 
fis services in raising and organizing two regiments 
of volunteers for the service of the United States 
in the war with Mexico; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a custom-house 
at the port of Biloxi, in the county of Harrison, and State 
of Mississippi. 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing for the erection of 
a light-house on the west end of Ship Island, situated in the 
Gulf of Mexico, of the coast of Mississippi ; also, for a light- 
house on said coast, at Mississippi City. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
navy-yard at the harbor of “Cat”? and “Ship Island,” off 
the coast of Mississippi, for the protection of our merchant 
marine engaged in the commerce of the Gulf of Mexico, 
and for the repair and construction of public vessels. 


On motion of Mr. TURNEY, fifteen hundred 
extra copies of the report of the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office on the petition of 
Herrick Aiken were ordered to be printed for the 
use of the Patent Office. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported House bill to change the name of the 
steamboat Charles Downing to the ‘* Calhoun,” 
without amendment. > 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill to provide a 
free communication across the Eastern Branch, in 
the District of Columbia; which was read a first 
time. 


Mr. SEVIER moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Executive business. 

Mr. DOWNS hoped the bills from the House 
might be read and referred; some of thcm were of 
importance, and particularly that relating to the 
Supreme Court. 

r. SEVIER would make no objection as to 
that particular bill, but he should certainly object 
to the others being taken up. 

The House bill supplemental to the act entitled 
“An act concerning the Supreme Court of the 
United States,” approved 17th June, 1844, was 
then read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The Senate then, at twenty minutes past twelve 
o’clock, proceeded to the consideration of Execu- 
tive business, and remained therein until eight 
o’clock, when the.doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 9, 1848. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. MURPHY, on leave, presented the memorial 
of the New York Historical Society in relation to 
the manner of taking the next census. Read and 
referred. 


- Mr. STEPHENS moved to reconsider the vote 

_ by which the bil further to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1848, was passed; and moved the previous 
question thereon. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. The ques- 
tion having been taken and decided in the affirm- 
car the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
tapie. 
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| Mr. ROBERT SMITH asked leave to introduce 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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| Mr. VINTON, on leave, from the Committee of 


Ways and Means, reported a bill making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 
the Government for the year ending June 30, 1849, 
and for other purposes. Read and committed. 


Mr. BOTTS, on leave, presented a communica- 


| tion from the War Department, 1especting the pay- 


ment of freight on the remains of deceased officers 
of the army shipped from Mexico. Read and re- 
ferred. 


the following joint resolutions: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 

United Stutes of America in Congress assembled, That the 
i President be, and he hereby is, authorized to cause certifi- 

cates to be prepared on parchment of suitable size and with 

appropriate devices, to be presented to each officer, non- 

commissioned officer, musician, and private, of the regular 
| forces and volunteers, who has served or may serve in the 
present war with Mexico, during the term for which he 
entered the army, or until he has been or shall be honorably 
discharged from the service, which shall be signed by the 
President and sealed with the seal of the War Department, 
and countersigned by the Secretary of War; which certifi- 
cate shall set forth the term of service of the officer, non- 
commissioned officer, musician, or private, and the battle 
or battles in which he has been or may be engaged, together 
with all special acts of distinguished gallantry performed by 
him in the service. 

And be it further resolved, That it shall be the duty of the 
President to cause such measures to be taken as he may 
| deem most expedient and best calculated to procure correct 

information as to the services of the officers, non-commis- 
sioned officers, musicians, and privates, who have served, 
or may serve, in the present war with Mexico, to enable 
him to carry into effect the foregoing resolution. 

And be it further resolved, That when any officer, non- 
commissioned officer, musician, or private, has been, or may 
be, killed in battle, or has died, or may die, in the service, 
the certificate aforesaid shall be presented to his family. 


Mr. STEPHENS objected. This whole sub- 
ject (he said) was now, by resolution of the House, 
before the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McLANE. Not in this shape. | 

Mr. STEPHENS (continuing.) ‘That commit- 
tee will doubtless in due time make a suitable 

‘report, and put in proper form the sense of this 
House touching the merits and services of all the 
subordinate officers of our army in the battles in 
Mexico. And until that committee should report, 
he would object to the introduction of such resolu- 
tions as those now offered. 

The resolution was not received. 


SOLDIERS BOUNTY LANDS. 


ed by Mr. Evans, of Maryland, from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act to raise for a limited time an additional military 
force, and for other purposes,” approved February 
11, 1847, upon which twa questions were pend- 
ing, viz: the question on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of Mr. Ricuarpson, of Illinois, and the 
question on the motion of Mr. Gippinés, that the 
bill be committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, who was entitled 
to the floor, on appeal by Mr. Brown, of Penn- 
sylvania, yielded to that gentleman for explana- 
tion. 

Mr. BROWN said this was the first time in the 
course of eighteen years’ legislation on this floor 
and elsewhere, that he had asked the opportunity 
to make a personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER interposed, and remarked, that 
he must state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that, the question having been announced, no per- 
sonal explanation was in order. 

Mr. BROWN appealed to the gentleman from 
Maryland if he did not give way to him. 

Mr. EVANS replied that he was willing to yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, if it did not 
come out of his time. 

Mr. ROOT rose and objected to any personal 
explanation. 

r. BROWN said he only asked five minutes, 
and if he went beyond that time, he hoped gentle- 
men would call him to order. 

The SPEAKER repeated that no personal ex- 
planations were in order, and that the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. Evans] was entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. BROWN. 
I not in order? 

. Mr. EVANS still manifested his willingness to 
ield to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER, If the gentleman from Mary- 
land yields the floor, he loses his right to it. 


If the gentleman yields it, am 


Mr. EVANS declined then to yield, and was 
about to proceed, when— : 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose to a 
question of order, He made the point that the 
gentleman. frorn Maryland had once-spoken, and 
was not again entitled to the floor until every gen- 
tleman who wished had spoken. 

Mr. EVANS said he had not spoken. He had 
never taken five minutes of the hour of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON inquired of the Chair if the 
gentleman from Maryland had not spoken? 

The SPEAKER replied that he had not upon 
the immediate pending question. E 

Mr. EVANS then took the floor, and, before 
proceeding with his remarks, said he desired that 
the report made by the Committee on Public Lands, 
MPTE this bill, should be read. It was 
very Short. 

The report was read at the £lerk’s desk. 

Mr. BROWN again rose, and desired to address 
to the gentleman from Maryland a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Maryland give way? 

Mr. EVANS yielded for this purpose. 

Mr. BROWN wished to put himself before this 
House, before his constituents, and the country, in 
the proper light. He wished to put to the gentle- 
man from Maryland a question connected with 
what took place in the House yesterday. — 

The SPEAKER. Unless the remarks of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania apply to the subject 
under consideration, it is not competent for the 
gentleman from Maryland to give way to them. 

Mr. McLANE rose to a point of order. He 
wished to submit to the Chair whether or not the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania had the right to ask 
the gentleman from Maryland whether such or 
hee a passage occurred upon this floor yester- 

ay? 

The SPEAKER. If it relates to the question 
before the House. If not, it is out of order. 

Mr. EVANS resumed the floor, and caused to 
be read the 9th section of the act of the last session 
of Congress giving bounty lands to non-commis- 
sioned officers, musicians, and privates, in the war 
with Mexico. 

Now (Mr. E. said) by the construction which 
had been put upon this act by the War Department, 
which the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. PotLocx] the other day seemed to think not 
warranted, but which seemed to him (Mr. E.) a 
very fair construction, these non-commissioned of- 
ficers, musicians, and privates—no matter how they 
had distinguished themselves; no matter how freely 
they had poured out their blood in Mexico; no 
matter what sacrifices they had made in leaving 
their country and going into a far distant land; no 
matter by what merit or on account of what ser- 
vice they had received their promotion—by the 
very fact of promotion lost their 160 acres of Jand. 
This was the decision of the department—and a 
very correct decision he thought it was—upon this 
act of the last Congress. Yet nothing could be 
plainer than that, when the soldier had served 
his whole term of enlistment except within a few 
days, and was promoted, nothing could be more 
just than they should receive their bounty lands. 
As was said by the honorable gentleman from Illi- 
nois (Mr. Ricuarpson] the other day, there had 
been cases where soldiers had actually been com- 
pelled to accept promotions which they would not 


have done had they known that such would have . 


been the construction of the department. 

This bill was similar in its character to the bill 
reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The bill from the Committee on Military A ffairs— 
which the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Wick} 
said he drew up—provided substantially for the 
very same matter provided for by this bill from the 
Committee on Public Lands. They differed slight- 
ly in their form. He had seen the other bill, and 
from a careful examination of it, he preferred the 
bill reported by him from the Committee of Public 
Lands, and therefore he could not consent to sub- 
stitute the other for this. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PoL- 
Lock] had spoken of the soldiers of the Jast war— 
the war of 1812—and inquired why they were not 
provided for. It was his (Mr. E.'s) impression 
that they were provided for by divers acts. But if 
they had not been provided for, it should be done 
by a separate bill. However, he had not intended 
to occupy the time of the House, and he should 
conclude with a motion which he intended as no 
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unkindness to any one ın this House, but for the 
papas of bringing the House to a vote on the 

ill, and thereby doing justice to the gallant men 
who have served their country on the battle-fields 
of Mexico. There was no reason why the bill 
‘should not be now passed, and therefore he moved 
the previous question. 

The previous question was not seconded 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said, if he 
understood the bill, it was designed to give what 
was deemed a proper construction to a law passed 
by the last Congress. He proceeded further to 
explain what he understood to be the effect of the 
bill if it should be agreed to, and expressed the 
opinion that it should be so changed as to confine 
it to promotions less than field officers. He desired 
also to make another amendment, for the purpose 
of doing another act of justice which had been long 
delayed—he alluded to the soldiers of the last war. 
By his amendment he proposed to give to each 
non-commissioned officer, musician, and private, 
who was regularly mustered into the service of the 
United States as a member of any volunteer com- 
pany, or company of rangers or militia, for not less 
than twelve months’ service during the war of 1812, 
and received an honorable discharge, a certificate 
or warrant for one hundred and sixty acres of land. 
And in the event of the death of any such non- 
commissioned officer musician, or private, after his 
discharge and before the issuing of the certificate 
or warrant, it should be issued according to the 
rules which govern the descent of bounty land as 
provided in the act of February 11, 1847. For ser- 
vice of less time than a year he wished to make other 
provisions; for three months’ service he proposed 
to give acertificate or warrant for forty acres of land. 

Mr. McCLERNAND entreated the gentleman 
from Mississippi not to encumber this bill with 
such a provision as that indicated, inasmuch as it 
would inevitably defeat the bill itself. 

Mr. THOMPSON was of opinion that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois would vote for the bill and for 
the amendment also, and be one of the last men to 
vote it down. : 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
Mississippi that his amendment was not in order. 
The pending bill was declaratory in its character— 
it simply prescribed a construction for part of the 
bill of 1847, whereas the amendment which the 
gentleman from Mississippi proposed to offer was 
of an entirely different character. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said the gentleman from 
Mississippi had asked him if he would nöt stand 
side by side with that e in support of a 
bill to give bounty lands to the volunteers of the 
last war; to that he replied that such measures 
always received his support, and he was prepared 
to vote for such a bill at a proper time, but not 
when it would have the effect of strangling the 
measure now pending. 

Mr. THOMPSON denied that his object was 
to strangle this measure. He was desirous to co- 
operate with those who were evidently so eager to 
do justice to the meritorious men who had served 
in the Mexican war; but he desired at the same 
_time to couple with it a provision to do justice to 
another class of men, who also had strong claims 
on their country. However, perhaps it would be 
more advisable to refer the bill to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, where it 
could be amended so as to accomplish his purpose 
and the desire of the friends of this bill. He would 
go further still, and vote to make the bill the spe- 
cial order for some particular day. 

Mr. EVANS begged to remind the gentleman 
that this was merely a declaratory act; it related 
to the construction of a particular act; and he hoped 
the -gentleman would not embarrass it with any 
irrelevant motion. ; : 

Mr. THOMPSON still insisted that it should 
be referred, that it might be seen whether it car- 
ried out their intentions. 

‘Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from 
Maryland seems to fear that the amendment I had 
the honor, when this bill was last under consider- 


ation, to propose, may retard or defeat the bill. T. 


assure the gentleman that if I thought it would do 
so I should not urge it, for I am sure no man can 
be more satisfied than I am of the necessity of the 
passage of some such law upon this subject. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, said the gentleman 
from Illinois is entirely mistaken. Iam satisfied 
his proposed amendment is proper, and would ac- 
cept it 1f I could. , 


‘present bill, would get this bounty. 


Mr. R. proceeded. The proviso to the ninth 
section of the act granting bounty lands to non- 
commissioned officers, musicians, and privates, is 
as follows: i 

« Provided, That nothing contained in this section shall 
be construed to give bounty lands to such volunteers as were 


accepted into the service and discharged without being 
marehed to the seat of war.’ * 


Now, by the construction given to this proviso, 
if a soldier dies the day before he reaches the seat 
of war, his family are not entitled to the bounty of 
land. If, upon his way to the seat of war, a soldier, 
in the discharge of his duty, becomes sick, and is 
discharged, he is not entitled to this bounty. 

Mr. MOREHEAD took the liberty of suggesting 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Rrcuarpson] 
that he was slightly mistaken ds to the construction 
that had been given to this section of the law. He 
knew that it was now settled that any volunteer 
regularly mustered into service, and marched from 
the place of rendezvous, who was discharged for 
sickness incurred in the time of his duty, before 
actually reaching the seat of war; came within the 
provision of the law, and was entitled to bounty 
land; he had the written opinion of the Secretary of 
War to this effect. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I was not aware that 
the construction, such as the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has stated, had been given totheact. I am 
certain that a different construction had been given 
to.the act at the opening of the session of Con- 
gress. I can say, however, that I am glad to learn 
that such a construction has been given. I am 
satisfied that itis iù accordance with the spirit of 
the law. My object in proposing the amendment 
is this: In many cases individuals were willing 
to go as field officers; they went to the place of 
rendezvous, and when they became satisfied that 
they could be elected to a field office, enlisted as 
privates, and were elected to a field office, never 
paar a day’s service asa private. And now 

submit if it is necessary or proper to give to these 
men the bounty of Jand, while all of the other offi- 
cers are denied such bounty? 

If a person in good faith entered the service as 
a non-commissioned officer, musician, or private, 
and afterwards was promoted, he should not be 
deprived of this bounty; but, if he entered the ser- 
vice with an understanding that lie was to be pro- 
moted, and was not to serve as a private, then he is 
not and should not be entitled to this bounty. In 
many of the States the companies were mustered 
into the service, having elected no other officer 
than a captain. Immediately after the enlistment, 
the other officers were elected. In some of the 
States the companies were fully officered before 
their enlistment. By the bill, without any amend- 
ment, the law would operate unequally, and, in my 
opinion, unjustly. When the officers were elected 
after the enlistment of the company, they, by the 
When the 
company was fully officered, before its enlistment, 
the officers would not get this bounty. It is to 
obviate this difficulty and inequality that I have 
proposed the amendment. There are cases that 
need legislative aid. My colleague [Mr. McCier- 
NAND] referred to one, the other day, when this 
bill was Under discussion. There are many others, 
not only from Illinois, but from half the States of 
this Union. In cases where privates or non-com- 
missioned officers have ceived: as such nearly their 
entire time of enlistment, and then been promoted, 
it is right and proper to give them this bounty: 
they have earned it rightly, earned it in hard ser- 
vice for the country. I hope the bill, with some 
amendment that will limit it to these meritorious 
cases, may pass. : 

Some conversation ensued, in which Mr. HALL, 
Mr. RICHARDSON, and Mr. MOREHEAD took 

art. 
J Mr. BOYD said he had not risen to make a specch 
upon the bill, but simply for the purpose of sug- 
gesting an amendment restricting its benefits to ofti- 
cers below the grade of field officers. He thought 
it would be best to restrict the operation of the bill 
to the lower grades of officers in the army. __ 

Mr. RICHARDSON said he had no objection 
to such an amendment—all he wanted was to set 
himself right. He was not opposed to the bill; he 
was strongly in its favor. He knew well the need 
there was for such a provision as it contemplated. 
The case which had been referred to by his col- 
league [Mr. ‘T'Hompson] was one which had repeat- 
edly occurred during the présent war. After the 
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battle of Buena Vista, they had great difficulty in 
finding officers for companies who had lost every 
officer in action; because men who had served in 
the ranks, and thereby earned their bounty lands, 
were unwilling to accept commissions, because 
they would lose their land. The bill ought to pass, 
but Mr. R. was for limiting its operation in sucha 
manner as to do justice to all. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, advocated the refer- 
ence of the bill, but not to a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, which was the 
worst place in the world for perfecting the details 
of a bill: he thought it ought to go to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, who would have time and 
opportunity maturely to consider the whole sub- 
ject. They would examine the original law as 
well as the construction put upon it at the Pension 
Office, and when they had maturely digested the 
best shape for it to take, could report a suitable bill 
to the House. The original bill intended that all 
soldiers and non-commissioned officers, serving 
out their time and getting an honorable discharge, 
should get bounty land; though it contained a pro- 
viso that if they did not reach the seat of war they 
should not be entitled to it; but that proviso was 
thought to work injustice, and it was rescinded. 

Mr. J. thought the bill in its present shape very 
objectionable, and not likely to secure the object 
sought in reporting it. He argued from the words 
of the bill that while those who had been elected 
from the ranks to the commission of field officers 
would get their land, those promoted to be onl 
captains and lieutenants would get none—the pri- 
vates who took their places would get land, while 
others who were mustered the very next day would 
get none. 

Mr. EVANS said that was the very thing in- 
tended. Under the original act officers got no land 
at all, it was given to privates only. This bill was 
introduced expressly to correct that evil. 

Mr. JONES (resuming) said, that should the 
bill become a law in its present form, it would 
give rise to constructions at the Pension Office that 
would occasion ten times as much dissatisfaction 
and complaint as existed now. So great was the 
difficulty of filling vacancies among company offi- 
cers who fell on the field, that many companies 
from his portion of the country continued to be 
commanded often by second lieutenants te the end 
of their term of enlistment. Mr. J. thought the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. Ricnarpson,] which restricted the ben- 
efits of the bill to privates promoted at the actual 
seat of war, calculated to create an invidious dis- 
tinction, and confine the bounty, of the Govern- 
ment to a favored few. Some regiments had gone 
to the seat of war in companies, and their field 
officers were elected there: these would get land, 
while the captains and lieutenants of their com- 
panies would be entitled to none. The bill heeded 
to be revised and amended by a committee. He 
thought the Government ought to give the bounty 
to all the officers or to none. The law in its pres- 
ent shape would present great difficulties of con- 
struction, and give rise to multiplied complaints. 

Mr. BLACK obtained the floor, and was about 
to address the House, when 

Mr. HUNT inquired of the Chair whether the 
morning hour had not expired? _ 

The CHAIR replying in the affirmative, _ 

Mr. HUNT moved that the House proceed to 
ne consideration of business on the Speaker's 
table. 

The CHAIR stated that the first business on 
the Speaker’s table was the Executive veto on the 
harbor bill. 

After a brief desultory conversation, 

Mr. HUNT withdrew his motion. 

Mr. BLACK, said it was impossible that the 
House could act ona bill of this character with- 
out doing great injustice to one class of persons or 
another, unless it were deliberately considered and 
fully matured by a suitable committee. Mr. B. 
was for securing the land bounty to every volun- 
teer officer. That would do justice to all. He 
was not in favor of any improper and invidious 
discriminations. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, observed that he had 
not been in the habit of troubling the House by 
remarks of his, but it happened that he represent- 
ed here a Congressional district from which more 
volunteers had gone to this Mexican war than from 
any other in the whole country, and on that aċ- 
count it was fit and proper that he should say’a 
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few words on a bill of this character. If any gen- 
tleman doubted the correctness of what he had 


whenever it passed, would not apply to more than 
three or four hundred cases at most. Its object 


stated, let him go to the record and he would find |, was only to supply a defect in the bill of the last 


it to be true; if not, Mr. S. should then be ready 


to make to him the amende honorable. His district || declaratory of the intent and meaning of the act of 


had sent two regiments to fight the battles of the 
country, and it was ready to send two more, if 
they were needed. Mr. S. might say, in relation 
to hfs own action in regard to these volunteers, that 
in an early stage of the proceedings of Congress 
in regard to the war, Mr. S. had given notice of 
his intention to introduce a bill to provide for the 
very cases contained in the present bill. But be- 
fore he had had an opportunity to bring in the bill, 
the Committee on Military Affairs had reported 
one for the same objects. 

Mr. S. was in favor of the bill reported from the 
Military Committee and also from the Committee 
on the Public Lands. He thought that the amend- 
ment which had been moved by his colleague 
[Mr. Ricwarpson] was just in its principle;. he 
went for the distinction it contained; but certainly 
it would be gross injustice to exclude from the 
benefit of the land bounty private soldiers who for 
merit had been promoted to commissions on the 
field. Mr. S. concurred in the belief that the con- 
struction put upon the original bill at the Pension 
Office was wrong; but he had an amendment 
which he proposed to offer, which in its results 
would confer more benefits and on more men than 
the present bill. It had regard to many cases which 
were continually occurring in the new States. 

There were many men in his district; who, prior 
to going into the service, had made improvements 
on Government lands, which they had not been able 
to pay for; and after having served out the term for 
which they entered the army, they have been pre- 
vented entering the lands which they had made 
valuable by their toil and sweat, by the construc- 
tion given by some of the Federal officers to the 
laws, granting them bounty lands. 

Mr. S. said, the main object he had in rising was 
to propose an amendment, which was highly im- 

ortant to all the soldiers who went from the States 
in which there were public lands. It was to enable 
those entitled to locate these Lounty land warrants 
to do so, in tracts of forty or eighty acres, as they 
might deem most for their interest. 

r. S. would like to move this as a new section 
to the bill; but, as he presumed that would not 
now be in order, he would propose itas an amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by his colleague. 
He held it to be proper to allow these soldiers to 
enter their land in tracts of eighty and of forty 
acres, and not require them to take their one hun- 
dred and sixty dcres all in a body. Would gen- 
tlemen force these brave and faithful men to take 
all their bounty in woodland or all of it in prairie? 
He presumed not. -By allowing them to enter it 
in smaller tracts, the amendment would go to ben- 
efit a hundred men where the bill as it now stood 
would benefit one. 

Mr. EVANS said, that there was a bill for this 
very purpose now before the Land Committee. 

Mr. SMITH replied, that that was very pos- 
sible—so there were many other bills before the 
committees of the House which might never be- 
come laws. Mr.S. was for embracing the present 
moment: he wanted this provision, not in the shape 
of a separate bill, to be reported at some future 
day, but to have it added now as an amendment to 
a bill which was on the way to its passage. 

The CHAIR reminded Mr. Smita, that since 
the offering of the amendment of his colleague, 
[Mr. Ricrarpson,] a motion had been made to 
commit the bill. No further amendment was in 
order till that motion was decided. 

Mr. Smirn’s amendment was as follows: 

“And that the land warrants for military services in the 
present war with Mexico, issued in pursuance of the Sth 
section of the act of February 11, 1847, to raise, for a limited 
time, an additional military force, and for other purposes, 
may be located hy the warrantee, or his heirs at law, in 
forty or eighty acre tracts, at any land office in the United 
States, npon any of the public lands in such district subject 
to private entry, or upon any lands improved by the war- 
rantee, or his heirs at law, or to which he or his heirs may 
have secured a pre€mption right; and the provisions of this 
section shall apply to the cases provided for in this act.” 

A brief conversation ensued between Mr. FICK- 
LIN and Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said it appeared 
to him that the House did not look at this matter 
in a correct light. Many of them seemed to regard 
it as a bill brought in here to cover a very large 
number of cases. Now the fact was that the bill, 


f rendered necessary. 
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|| Opposition was not on the other side. 
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| Session; or, more justly, it was a declaratory act— 


the last session, because from the very terms and 
language of that act these very cases were embraced 
therein, when by the construction of the depart- 
ment they were put out, and thereby this. bill was 


The motion had been made to refer this bill to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. Why, the 
proposition to refer to another standing committee 
was nothing more than a reflection upon the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, who had reported it. He 
would like to know what peculiar and superior 
right the Committee on uay Affairs had to the 
consideration of this subject. Ít related equally to 
the business of each. He would like to ask where 
was the opposition to this bill? Gentlemen on,the 
other side could reproach this side bitterly. The 
It was 
among the Democracy. If there were those who 
wanted to defeat it, let them get up and say so 
boldly, openly. He asked, therefore, that the bill 
might be voted upon by yeas and nays. 

This was no extraordinary bill; it was merely 
declaratory of the act of last session. It was true 
that there was a defect in the bill as reported, but 
it was a defect which was amply supplied and pro- 
vided against by the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois. He said let this bill pass as it 
stood. It provided for all the cases for which it 
intended to provide; and let these other cases 
which it was sought to provide for come up in 
some separate bill. He knew that every time the 
loaded a bill in this House with additional amend- 
ments they endangered the bill itself, or ran the 
risk of wearying the House until the most just and 
righteous act was sacrificed here. He called for 
the yeas and nays, and he hoped that the bill might 
be sustained, and the question taken upon the mer- 
its of the bill. He understood that the Committee 
on Military Affairs had reported a bill which was 
identical with the bill before the House. It seemed 
to him, then, that the object of referring it back to 
the committee, or rather toa different committee, 
was to produce delay and to defeat the bill. The 
bill and amendments as they were now presented— 
as every man could see by examining them—made 
ample provision for granting justice to those brave 
and patriotic citizens who had gone to war, and at 
the same time effectually guarded the public treas- 
ury. He called upon Democrats to sustain it, and 
to sustain the motion he was about to make; for 
he did not want the Whigs to have all the honor 
of passing this measure. He demanded the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. HASKELL appealed to the gentleman to 
withdraw his demand for a few moments, to allow 
him to make a few very brief suggestions, which he 
thought would remove the difficulties under which 
gentlemen labored with reference to this bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON withdrew his motion on a pledge 
from Mr. H. that he would renew it. 

Mr. HASKELL said he thought he had a propo- 
sition which, ıf this House would adopt it, would 
enable them to dispose of this whole matter intel- 
ligibly, and in a manner to meet the views of all. 

e held in his hand a substitute for the bill, which 
he had lately drawn up, and which he wished to 
have read for the information of the House. 

[The proposed substitute was read by the Clerk, 
and declared that promotion should be considered 
equivalent to an ‘‘ honorable discharge,” and re- 
pee the proviso in the bounty-land law of the 

ast session. | 

Mr. H. said he understood that the great object 
sought to be accomplished by this bill was to give 
to each officer who was elected after having enlist- 
ed asa private the bounty lands which were offered 
as an inducement to enlist. The decision of the 
department excluded the officers. Now, if the bill 
which he proposed should be taken by the House 
as a substitute for the bill reported, it explained 
the act of llth February, 1847, and operated as a 
certain and sure guide to the department in making 
its decision. It covered all cases; it covered the 
case of every individual who had been mustered 
into the service of the United States as a private, 
and who had been subsequently promoted. 

The proviso which this bill proposed to repeal 
was this. [He read the proviso of the act of the 


in the section should be construed to give bounty 
lands to such volunteers as had been mustered into 
service and discharged without being marched to 
the seat of battle.) This proviso was manifestly 
unjust. If the private was mustered into the ser- 
vice of the United States he might contract disease 
before he marched one mile from the place of ren- 
dezvous; and if he was taken sick and died before 
he reached the seat of war, he died as much in the 
service of his country as if he fell by the bullets of 
the enemy. This proviso was wrong on its very 
face. The bill which he offered covered all classes 
of cases, and rendered unnecessary all the manifold 
amendments which had been suggested to the bill 
under consideration. 

Mr. HARALSON inquired, whether the sub- 
stitute embraced cases of promotion in the regular 


army? 

Mr. HASKELL. There are no such promo- 
tions in the regular-army. 

Mr. HARALSON entertained a different opinion. 

Mr. HASKELL, in compliance with his pledge, 
renewed the demand for the previous question. 

In reply to inquiries by Messrs. THOMPSON, 
of Mississippi, and McLANE— 

The SPEAKER stated that the previous ques- 
tion, if sustained, would cut off the motion to refer, 
and bring the House to a direct vote—first, upon 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, and 
next on the engrossment of the bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, before the ques- 
tion on seconding the demand for the previous 
question was taken, wished to raise a question of 
order, which was, perhaps, as pertinent here as it 
would be in any place. He did not make it, he 
remarked, because he was opposed to the bill. He 
intended to vote for it. It was this: that as the bill 
made an appropriation of lands, and in its alternate 
provisions also made an appropriation of money, 
it must, under the rules of the House, go to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
unless two-thirds of the House voted that itshould 
be passed now; and, this being the case, if the pre- 
vious question were sustained, would it not—in- 
stead of bringing the House to a direct vote upon 
the amendment, and then upon the engrossment of 
the bill, which would otherwise be the main ques- 
Hon—bring the House to vote first upon the refer 
ence: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to the 
gentleman from Alabama and the House, that, in 
case this bill involved upon its face an appropria- 
tion of money, the previous question, if sustained, 
would bring the House to vote upon the reference 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. The Chair did not, however, regard this 
as a bill which necessarily went to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. There 
was hardly a bill which came before the House 
which did not necessarily involve some expendi- 
ture; yet, if it did not on its face contain an appro- 
priation of money, it was not required to go to the 
committee. ‘There was no rule which required 
that a bill which made an appropriation of the pub- 
lic lands should be referred, nor was there any 
precedent for it. The rule, moreover, required 
that all proceedings touching the appropriation of 
money must be first discussed in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. If this, then, 
was an appropriation bill, the whole discussion had 
been out of order. The Chair, however, regarded 
this as a mere declaratory act, explanatory of the 
act of last session, giving a construction to that act 
contrary to the construction given to it by the De- 
partment of War. He was, therefore, of the opin- 
ion, that if the previous question were sustained, 
it would cut off the motion to refer, and bring the 
House to a vote—first upon the amendment, and 
then upon the engrossment of the bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON—remarking that he believed 
that it had been the universal practice of the House, 
whenever the public property was to be appro- 
pna, to refer the bill to the Committee of the 

hole on the state of the Union, and that every 
consideration which would produce a rule requir- 
ing appropriations of money to go to the Commit- 
tee oi the Whole on the state of the Union would 
also require a bill appropriating the public property 
to go there—appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. l 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to lay the appeal on 
the table. | 

The question being taken, was decided in the 


last session, which provided that nothing contained |) affirmative. 
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The question then recurring on seconding the 
demand for the previous question, it was taken, 
and decided in the negative: Ayes 42, noes not 
counted. 

The question then recurred on the motion to 

refer. 
- EMBREE referred, as his apology for 
troubling the House with a single remark, to cer- 
tain instructions which he had lately received from 
his constituents. He was in favor of referring the 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of making some amend- 
ments. He thought that the soldiers of the late 
war with Great Britain ought to be included in 
this or some other measure of this kind; and he 
feared, if this bill were brought to a direct vote, 
that many gentlemen would vote for it who might 
not be so careful to vote for granting the same ben- 
efits to.those who aided in the defence of our coun- 
try in the war of 1812. He was in favor of referring 
this bill, and then of making it the special order for 
some particular day. 

Gentlemen had stated that the reference of the 
bill was calculated to create delay. He thought 
there had been a delay of thirty-six years in doing 
justice to those who had exhibited equal valor and 
equal patriotism in former times in defence of their 
country’s honor and rights. By refersing this bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, the amendments he desired could be pro- 
posed, as well as other amendments which gentle- 
men might consider necessary to place the bill in 
its best shape, and they would be brought to a di- 
rect vote upon them. He could not conceive why 
it was that a spirit at this time was so clearly dis- 
played in this House of willingness to make these 
grants to those who had been or might be engaged 
in the present war with Mexico, and of unwilling- 
ness to render an equal measure of justice to those 
who fought in the last war with Great Britain. 
That was a war with a Power rich in the munitions 
of war and in all pecuniary means; with a Power 
whose navy made her the boasted mistress of the 
seas. We had then to contend with enemies in 
the heart of our country, and our brave soldiers 
then displayed as much valor in meeting them and 
driving them from our coasts as had been exhibited 
in the present war; and it appeared to him that the 
same kind and just spirit should be manifested to- 
wards both classes of our citizens. 

For these reasons he was ın favor of the refer- 
ence to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and of making it the special order 
for an early day. " 

The question being taken, it was decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the bill and amendments were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PUTNAM, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to authorize the Legislature 
of the State of Illinois to sell and convey the bal- 
ance of the lands reserved and granted to said State 
for the use of the Ohio Saline. Read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. HUNT moved that the House proceed to 
the consideration of business on the Speaker’s 
table. Disagreed to. 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, to which was referred the bill of 
the House to amend an act entitled “ An act to 
raise for a limited time an additional military force, 
and for other purposes,’’ approved February 11, 
1847, reported the same back tothe House, with 
the recommendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. E. moved to lay the bill on the table, and 
that it be printed. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, inquired of the Chair 
upon what question the sense of the House could 
be tested on this bill. 

The SPEAKER replied, that ifthe motion to 
lay on the table failed, the question would then be 
on the engrossment of the bill. 

The question being taken on laying on the table, 
it was decided in the negative. 
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‘Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. POLLOCK moved to refer the bill to the || consideration of the petition of William Champlin. 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, desired that this ques- 
tion should be brought before the House during 
the present session of Congress. It had been sug- 
gested to him, that if this reference were made, the 
bill might not again be reached. He trusted, how- 
ever, that it would be, and he should then give his 
reasons why the bill ought to pass, and should 
endeavor to show that it would not only redound 
to the honor of the General Government, but to 
the benefit of those widows and orphans whose 
husbands and fathers had poured out their blood 
upon the hattle-fields of Mexico. It was a bill 
that should receive the favorable consideration of 
the House. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the bill was referred. 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, made adverse reports on the 
petitions of George F. Bloom and Henry S. Bloom, 
and of Martin Sled, Mary King, Tottenger Schne- 
bel, Allen Sink, Joseph Porterfield, and Henry 
Keeton. Laid on the table. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill for the relief of John S. 
Conger. Read and committed. 


Mr. ST. JOHN, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, made an adverse report 
on the petition of Mary Matthews Nowland. Laid 
on the table. 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the aame committee, re- 
ported a bill authorizing postmasters at county 
seats of justice to receive subscriptions for news- 
papers and periodicals, to be paid through the 
agency of the Post Office Department, and for other 
purposes. Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported a joint 
resolution for the relief of H. M. Barney. Read 
and committed. 


Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the 
Senate bill for the relief of Jones and Boker, re- 
ported the same back to the House with an amend- 
ment. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
to revive the act entitled ‘* An act to provide for 
the payment of horses and other property lost or 
destroyed in the military service of the United 
States,” approved January 18, 1837, and the acts 
approved October 14, 1837, and August 23, 1842, 
amendatory of the same, reported it back to the 
House without amendment. Committed. 

Also, a bill to amend the act entitled ‘‘ An act to 
regulate the proceedings in the circuit courts of the 
United States and for other purposes,’’ passed 
August 8, 1846. The bill was read a first and 
second time. | 

Mr. I. asked that the bill might be put upon its 
passage. 

After some conversation between Messrs. IN- 
GERSOLL, WHITE, and DUER— 

Mr. JENKINS moved to commit the bill to the 
Disagreed to. 

The bill was then read a third time and passed, 
and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 


Mr. INGERSOLL, from the same committee, 
reported bills to abolish the use of certain oaths at 
the custom-houses of the United States, and for 
other purposes, and to abolish public executions 
in certain cases. Read and committed. 

e Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a joint resolution for the relief of 
Alexander Hunter, marshal of the District of Co- 
lumbia. Read and committed. 

Mr. IVERSON, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Captain Samuel Jones, 
deceased. Read and committed. 

Mr. OUTLAW, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Joseph Savage, deceased. Read and com- 
mitted. 

On motion of Mr. OUTLAW, the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims was discharged from the 


Laid on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the same committee, re- 
ported bills for the relief of George A. Barnitz, 
husband of Margaret Barnitz, the only surviving 
heir of Lieutenant Colonel David Grier, of the 
army of the Revolution, authorizing the Secretary 
of War to issue a duplicate of land warrant No. 
1,469, which originally issued in favor of Adam 
Hart, February 3, 1829; which bills were severally 
read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, made an ad- 
verse report on the petition of the legal representa- 
a of Lieutenant George Brent. Laid on the 
table. 

Mr. MORRIS, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of Nathan Beard. 
Laid on the table. 

Mr. RUMSEY, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an adverse 1eport on the peti- 
tion of the heirs and legal representatives of Wil- 
liam Marsha). Laid on the table. 

Mr. HARMANSON, from the same commit- 
tee, reported bills for the relief of Sarah D. Cald- 
well, wie of James H. Bingham; for the relief of 
Edna Hickman, wife of Alexander D. Peck; and 
for the relief of the heirs of John Wood, deceased; 
which bills were severally read and referred. 

Mr. WICK, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
William McFarland, deceased. Read and com- 
mitted. 

On motion of Mr. BOTTS, the Committee on 
Military Affairs was discharged from the consid- 
eration of the resolution of the Legislature of In- 
diana, in relation to the compensation of the adju- 
tant general of said State; from the petition of 
James S. Abel, asking Congress to increase the 
pay of military storekeepers; from the petition of 
citizens of Alleghany county, Pennsylvania, for a 
law to place the ordnance men of the United States 
army on the same footing with the other soldiers 
of the regular army, so far as bounty land and 
pensions are concerned; and from the petition of 
citizens of Cumberland county, Pennsylvania, for 
an increase in the compensation to ordnance ser- 
geants; and they were laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. BOYD, the same committee 
was discharged from the petition of Anthony Drane, 
late a captain of the United States army. Laid on 
the table. 

Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Thomas Gregg. Laid on the table. 

Mr. WHITE, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill for the relief of John J. Young, a com- 
mander in the United States navy. Read and com- 
mitted, 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Wm. M. Blackford, late chargé d’affaires to New 
Grenada. Read and committed. 

Mr. S. LAWRENCE, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of Francis Hutinach. Read and committed. 

Mr. SILVESTER, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Dolly 
Tracy, widow of Solomon Tracy. Laid on the 
table. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred Senate bills for the 
relief of Fernando Fellany and for the relief of Pe- 
ter Engils, senior, reported the same back without 
amendment. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
for the relief of Eliza S. Roberts, widow of Lieut. 
Moses A. Roberts, deceased. Read and commit- 


Mr. FRIES, from the same committee, made ad- 
verse reports on the petitions of John Whitmore, 
James Burns, Samuel Dickson, and Rachel Salts. 
Laid on the table. 

Mr. W.T. LAWRENCE, from the same com- 
mittee, reported bills for the relief of Seth Morton, 
and for the relief of Joseph Johnson. Read and 
committed. 


Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Patents, 
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reported a bill for the relief of Hamilton Lapham; 
and Mr. H. asked that the bill be put upon its pas- 


e. 
“Ne SAWYER moved to commit the bill. 

After a short discussion by Messrs. HENLEY, 
SAWYER, PUTNAM, and FARRELLY, the 
bill was committed. l 

Mr. HENLEY, from the same committee, re- 

orted a bill to authorize the Commissioner of 

atents to renew the patent of Cyrus McCormick 
for his horizontal plough. Read and committed. 

Mr. CRANSTON presented the resolutions of 
the General Assembly of Rhode Island, requesting 
their Senators and Representatives to oppose the 
laying a duty on tea and coffee. 

Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of 
the State of Rhode Island, in favor of bringing the 
war with Mexico to a close. Laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. SIMS, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a port of 


entry at Bucksville, on the Waccamaw river, in the district 
of Horry, South Carolina. 


On motion of Mr. TOOMBS, from the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, the bill making appro- 
riations for the naval service for the year ending 
Jue 30, 1849, was recommitted to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. VAN DYKE presented resolugions of the 
Legislature of New Jersey, affirming the declara- 
tion of the sentiments of the Chicago Convention, 
held in July, 1847, upon the improvement of rivers 
and harbors. Referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to which had been referred the bill 
requiring all moneys receivable from customs and 
from all other sources to be paid immediately into 
the treasury without abatement or deduction, and 
for other purposes, reported the same back to the 
House without amendment. Committed. 

On motion of Mr. POLLOCK, it was made the 
special order of the day for Wednesday next. 


Mr. POLLOCK, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following resolution, which was read 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of repealing so much 
of the existing laws relating to the public lands as requires 
all patents issued from the General Land Office to be signed 
by the President of the United States; and also, so much of 
said laws as authorize the President to appoint a secretary 
to sign said patents. Also, to inquire into the expediency 
of amending said laws so as to require all patents for public 
lands to be signed by the Commissioner, and countersigned 
by the Recorder, of the General Land Office, or to be exe- 


outed and iasued in such manneras will be most coinpatible 
with the public interest, without the signature of the Presi- 


dent, and as will avoid unnecessary delay in the issuing 
thereof. 


Mr. DUNN, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported bills for the relief of Elijah Milam; for 
the relief of Thomas P. Graham; for the payment 
of a debt due to the heirs of Antoine Peltier; for 
the relief of the heirs of Nicholas Lachance and 
others; which bills were read and committed. 

Also, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Benjamin Sawyer. 

r. CROWELL, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of John Har- 
vis, Captain W. J. Heady, Hiram Hall, and S. H. 
Zink. Laid on the table. 

Mr. FLOURNOY, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Christopher H. Pix, 
of Texas. Read and committed. 

Also, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Nathaniel Cox. Laid on the table. 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. HUNT moved that the House do now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the business on the 
Speaker’s table. Agreed to. 

The first subject taken up, was the message of 
the President of the United States, returning to the 
House of Representatives the bill to provide for 
continuing certain works in the Territory of Wis- 
consin, and for other purposes, with his objections 
for withholding his approbation of the same—on 
which two questions were pending, viz: Mr. Wenrt- 
WORTH’S motion to refer to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and Mr. Vinton’s motion to refer to a select 
committee. 

Mr. VINTON withdrew his motion to refer to 
a select committee, and the question recurred on 
the motion to refer to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania, said, that 
prior to taking up the subject which he intended 


ed 
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to discuss at the present time, it might not be 
ee to submit a few remarks, and they 
should be very few, on a subject intimately con- 
nected with the making of appropriations for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors. He referred 
to the question of the tariff. He should not now 
go at length into the discussion of that question, 
because it had been already ably discussed by 
several gentlemen on this floor, and particularly 
by his colleague, [Mr. Stewart was understood 
by the allusion.] But the district which he had 
the honor to represent on this floor was deeply 
Interested in the question of the protection of 
American labor and American capital. They be- 
lieve that, notwithstanding the boasted benefits 
of the tariff ef 1846, the old-fashioned American 
Whig tariff of 1842 was best calculated to promote 
their interest and the interests of the whole coun- 
try; and, accordingly, at a recent county conven- 
tion held in the county of Alleghany, resolutions 
were passed calling on Congress to repeal the tariff 
of 1846 and restore the tariff of 1842. He regret- 
ted that he had not the paper before him containing 
those resolutions, for he should cheerfully submit 
them to the consideration of the House. He was 
not ashamed of the contents of those resolutions, 
for he most cheerfully and cordially concurred with 
the sentiments expressed in them. He believed the 
tariff of 1846 ought to be repealed, and the tariff of 
1842 restored; and he hoped the appropriate com- 
mittee would bring in a billfor that purpose, and 
that the House would be brought to a direct vote 
upon it ina short time. He believed it was due 
to the interests of the country, and to its industry, 
that that odious free-trade British act should be 
repealed and an American tariff restored. 

Mr. BEDINGER rose and said the question, as 
he understood it, was on the veto message of the 
President in relation to improvement of rivers and 
harbors; but the gentleman was discussing the 
tariff. Now, he asked if the gentleman was in 
order? 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that the 
gentleman was not out of order. 

Mr. HAMPTON said, if they proceeded to make 
appropriations for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors, it would be necessary to look to the reve- 
nue whence the means to make the expenditures 
for that purpose must be derived. That, therefore, 
was a question affecting the tariff, as the means of 
creating a revenue, and he should proceed, being 
perfectly in order, to express his opinion that the 
tariff act of 1842, if it were substituted for the act 
of 1846, would furnish ample means for the pur- 

ose. 

j He did not propose to go iuto a discussion of 
the details of that bill; but, as a member of the 
Whig side of the House, he wished to take up the 
glove which was thrown down some time since by 
a gentleman on the other side of the House from 
the city of New York, [Mr. NıcoLL,] who asked if 
the Whig members of this House would have the 
boldness to meet them on the question of protection 
or free trade? For one, (and he was not autho- 
rized.to speak for his brethren,) he was ready, on 
his own behalf, and in the name of his constitu- 
ents, to meet them there or elsewhere on the ques- 
tion of American industry, or the odious system, 
the humbug of free trade. The gentleman from 
New York stated that, as between the question of 
protection and direct taxation, he was in favor of 
the latter. In so many words, he was in favor of 
direct taxation. Now, (said Mr. H.,) I take issue 
with that gentleman for myself and my constitu- 
ents; and I may safely say for the State which I 
have the honor in part to represent, that on the 
question of protection or direct taxation, they will 
find Pennsylvania where they have not found her 
very lately. She will be found on the side of pro- 
tection, for it is her own interest; she will be found 
on the side of protection; for the labor of her own 
citizens in opposition to the pauper labor of Great 
Britain. The people that I have the honor to rep- 
resent have been taxed until they are unable to bear 
taxation any longer. But what will be the effect 
of a system of direct taxation on her? Why, if 
the revenues of this Government are to be raised 
by a direct tax, her proportion of the amount will 
be some six millions of dollars, which she must 
raise by direct taxes on her citizens. 

But, sir, I did not rise for the purpose of dis- 
cussing this question. I propose to discuss, for a 
short time, with the indulgence of the House, the 
question of appropriations for the improvement of 


rivers and harbors. On that subject, sir, I shalt 
spend a few minutes, and but a few, on the ques- 
tion of its constitutionality. That has been denied 
by the President in his message; and I regret that 
I have neither the time nor the ability to take up 
that message, item by item, and examine and re- 
fute it, as I would do, high as the authority that 
asserts the doctrines which it tontains may be. 
The argument of the President is, that it is uncon- 
stitutional to make appropriations for the improve- 
ment of harbors and rivers. But I presume I need 
not go into a discussion of that question at all, for 
this House has vetoed the President’s veto itself. 
We have already passed on that question, and I 
doubt not a large and overwhelming majority of 
this House is ready at any time to decide it con- 
stitutional to make appropriations for that pur- 
ose. 

But, sir, I propose to submit a few remarks on 
that subject before I proceed to the discussion of 
the propriety of making appropriations for objects 
ofthe kind contemplated. Prior to the formation 
of this Union, I would like to know if any gentle- 
man will deny that the States possessed power to 
make appropriations for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors within their respective jurisdictions ? 
Well, if they possessed that power, what has be- 
come of it? Did they surrender it to the General 
Government, or did they retain it, or is it lost? 
One of these three propositions must be true. It 
is admitted on all hands that the States do not pos- 
sess it without the authority of Congress. The 
President has stated in his message, and the Con- 
stitution proved, that the States cannot levy a duty 
on tonnage without the consent of Congress for 
that or for any other purpose. Well, if the States 
cannot do it without the consent of Congress, I 
should like to know if Congress cannot do it with- 
out the consent of the States? Does the Consti- 
tution provide that Congress must ask the States 
if they will make such appropriations for purposes 
of this kind? Not at all. Suppose Gonera 
should refuse to grant the consent of which the 
President speaks: Have the States the power to 
levy a duty on tonnage? Where, then, is the 
power to make these appropriations and to levy 
this duty on tonnage? It is nowhere. No power 
possesses it, if Congress refuses its consent; for 
the States cannot do ıt without Congress, and Con- 
gress refuses to grant its consent. But, sir, I would 
like for a moment to call the attention of gentlemen 
to the provisions of the Constitution. The tenth 
section provides that— 


« No State shall enter into any treaty, alliance, or confed- 
eration; grant letters of marque and reprisal; coin money ; 


emit bills of credit; make anything but gold and silver coia 
A tender in payment of debts; poss any bill of attninder, ax 


post facto law, or law impairing the obligation of contracts, 
or grant any title of nobility. 

‘¢ No state shall, without the consent of Congress, lay any 
imposts or duties on imports or exports, except what may 
be absolutely necessary for executing its inspection laws; 
and the net produce of all duties and imports, laid by any 
State on imports or exports, shall be for the use of the treas- 
ury of the United States; and all such Jaws shall be subject 
to the revision and control of the Congress.”? 

Here the power is unconditional and unqualified. 
But may not Congress consent that the State of 
Pennsylvania, or Massachusetts, or South Caro- 
lina, shall make her own tariff in her own way? 
Unquestionably it may, under the same provisions 
of the Constitution which authorizes Congress to 
consent that States may levy a duty on tonnage. 
I ask gentlemen why they single out the duty on 
tonnage, when that subject is but one of many 
which are embraced in the same general provisions? 
The clauses of the Constitution which make pro- 
vision on the subject of ‘* imposts or duties on im- 
ports and exports” also provides that no tonnage 
duty shall be imposed but with the same sanction 
of Congress. The words are: 

« No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay any 
duty of tonnage, keep troops or ships of war in time of peace, 
enter into any agreement or compact with another State, or 
with a foreign Power, or engage in war, unless actually in- 
vaded, or in such imminent danger as will not admit of 
delay.” 

Why, then, I repeat, are we called upon to single 
out one particular power that may be be exercised 
by States with the consent of Congress, leaving all 
other powers to be exercised by Congress? Why, 
the President tells you, you have no power to make 
appropriations for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors with one breath, and with the next he tells 
you that you have that power, if you chose to ex- 
ercise one of the powers granted by the Constitu- 
tion with the consent of Congress. - Well, how is 
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this matter? Has Congress the power to consent 
that the States shall levy duties on tonnage, and 
has she not the right to exercise that power her- 


self? Has Congress the power to declare war? | 


Undoubtedly it has. But has it the power to con- 


of Congress, that all these western rivers—the 
Mississippi and all its tributary streams—are pub- 
lic highways, and free and open to all citizens of 
the United States. Its language is, that ‘‘ the navi- 
gable waters leading into the Mississippi and St. 


sent that a State may wage war? Who ever heard i| Lawrence, and the carrying places between the 


ìt pretended for a moment that Congress does not 
possess the power to declare war and to keep troops 


and ships in time of peace? Who ever heard it j these streams are 
doubted for a moment? And yet these powers are l 
| 


placed in the same category with that of levying | 
duty on tonnage. If Congress does not possess 
the power to levy a duty on tonnage and to improve 
harbors and rivers, then Congress does not possess | 
the power to keep ships in time of peace, or to de- | 
clare war; and perhaps the President so thought | 
when he brought on this Mexican war himself. ' 
Perhaps that was the reason why he did not apply | 
to Congress to declare war, and, Jackson-like, ' 
“ took the responsibility.” 
Now, I say, we should either exercise this | 
whole power in a judicious manner, for the good ' 
of the whole people of these United States, or give | 
back to the various States the power on these dif- 
ferent subjects which they 
Union. Will you split up these powers, and ap- 
poruon them amongst the States? Itis impossi- 
le. You cannot do it. 
But, sir, the President tells us further that we ; 


may go on and improve rivers and harbors by : 
I ask how this is to | 
Here is the State of Pennsylvania, for | 


means of this tonnage duty. 
be done? 
instance: how is she to improve the Ohio river, 
which is beyond her borders? Here are Pennsyl- 


| 

ossessed before the 
| 

| 
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| 


vania, Virginia, Ohio, Kentucky, and Illinois, all - 
interested in the improvement of the Ohio river. |! 


Suppose Pennsylvania were permitted by law to 


levy a duty on tonnage, where would she expend ‘| millions over whom it spreads its protection, will be best 


‘| promoted by carefully abstaining from the exercise of all 


her money? How is the Ohio river to be improved 
by that? Here isthe State of Ohio on the one 
side and Virginia on the other. We are told that 
two States may enter into an agreement for that 
purpose; but they cannotdo it. The Constitution 
forbids States to enter into any compact. ‘* No 
State shall enter into any treaty, alliance, or con- 


|| tion!?? That all sounds very well, sir. 
| President’s practice was only in accordance with 
i his faith, he would be an exemplary statesman, 


same, shall be common highways.” Now, if the 
General Government has power to declare that 
ublic highways, and that all 
the citizens of the United States have the right to 
pass and repass upon them, I should like to know 


if it has not committed itself to keep these public 
i highways in repair? Itis that fact that enables the 


General Government to take toll on these waters, 
to erect custom-houses, and to receive money for 
licenses. It is because they have declared them to 
be highways, free and open for all the citizens of 
these United States. And as the States have sur- 
rendered their power to the General Government, 
it is bound in good faith to carry out the power for 
the general good of the whole. 

But the friends of these improvements, sir; have 
been charged with a violation of the Constitution. 
We have been told, that Congress has no power 
to make appropriations for such improvements. 
From whom does thatallegation come? From the 
President of the United States and his party. Not 
all his party, sir; for a portion at least of them who 
occupy seats on this floor, have come up and sus- 
tained the right of Congress to make these appro- 
priations. ‘The President talks about strict con- 
struction of the Constitution. Inone of the closing 


|! paragraphs of his celebrated veto message, he 
‘| Says: 


“In the meantime, I deem it proper to add, that the in- 
vestigation of this subject has impressed me more strongly 


‘| than ever with the solemn conviction that the usefulness and 


permanency of this Government, and the happiness of the 


powers not clearly granted by the Constitution.”? 


Yes, sir, “ carefully abstaining from the exercise 
of all powers not clearly granted by the Constitu- 
If the 


federation,’ is the language of the Constitution. || indeed. But 1 would like to propound to his Ex- 
But, if you remove that difficulty, what then? If || cellency two or three questions on this subject. I 
Ohio agrees, Virginia may disagree. If Kentucky !| would like to know in what clause of the Consti- 


consents, Illinois may not do so. How, then, are 
you to improve your harbors and rivers? I men- 
tion these as instances to show the difficulties 
which present themselves, for we have rivers pass- 


ing through many States. The thing is impos- | 


sible. 

Well, sir, if you have no power to improve these 
rivers and harbors—if you have no power to re- 
move a rock or a sandbar or a snag, which, in the 
West, are known as ‘‘ Polk stalks’’—I should like 
to know how you get the power to erect light- 
houses, and to place buoys to point out the dangers 
of navigation on the seacoast, and to put up marks 
for the guidance of mariners?) Where do you de- 
rive your power? How does it come to pass that 
you pass laws regulating the number of longboats 
and steamboats, and give tokens or signs to the 
boatmen that they may know which course to steer 
and which toavoid? Where do you get that power? 
If you have no control over the western rivers at 
all—if you have no power to improve them, where 
do you get your power to erect custom-houses, 
and take money from the pockets of the steamboat 
owners before you allow them to sail on those 
rivers? or to legislate at all on the subject of steam- 
boat navigation, imposing heavy penalties for not 
having longboats, water-buckets, lights, &c.? [In 
my city of Pittsburg the President appoints cus- 
tom-house officers, and there he takes money for 
licenses for boats to run on the river, and inspec- 
tors of engines. But this is not regulating com- 
merce in the sense contended for by the President. 
He takes money for a license to run upon that 
river, over whic 
should like to know what right he has to send 


custom-house officers there to take our money, if | 
he has no business there—if he has no control : 
over them whatever. What right have you to col- | 


it into the treasury of the United States, if those 
rivers are exclusively within the jurisdiction of the 
States, and if Congress has no control over them? 
That right is founded alone on the assumption that 
these rivers are great national highways, open to 
all the citizens of the United States. 

as 1787 it was expreasly declared, by an ordinance 


lect duties from our owners of steamboats, and put I 
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he says he has no control. I; 


s far back | 


| 


tution he finds power to annex a foreign Govern- 
ment to this Union? I would like to know in what 
part of the Constitution he finds power to extend 
our laws over China? And yet he recommended 
in his annual message, that our laws should be 
extended over a portion of China. The President 
would confer an obligation on me and on this 
House, if, under his rule of strict construction, he 
would point out the section and paragraph of the 
Constitution whence he derives that power. I 
would like to know, too, whence he derives his 
power to authorize a survey of the Dead Sea? I 
would like to know whence he derives his power, 
after he has conquered by the arms of this Union 
a neighboring republic, or even portions of its 
territory, to establish a system of civil government 
there? Yet, sir, by a single dash of the same pen 
that wrote the passage which I have just read, our 
revenue laws are extended over the Republic of 
Mexico. I should like exceedingly well to hear 
from the President, or from some friend of his on 
this floor, whence the President derives his power 
to establish a system of civil government in New 
Mexico, or California, or Tamaulipas, or Coa- 
huila, or Santa Fé, or to authorize a survey of the 


‘Isthmus of Tehuantepec? What is the object of 


the survey of that isthmus? Why, says a gentle- 
man near me, it 1s for the purpose of making a 
canal or a railroad. I suppose it will bea canal. 
So, then, the President derives power from the 
Constitution to go into the territory of a sister re- 
public and conquer it, and then go to work to make 
‘canals there, while we are told we have not power 
to improve the great highways that nature has 
made in this country, and which are laid down on 
our maps. Why, it would seem from this hasty 
review of the subject that the Constitution was 
made for the benefit of foreign nations, and not of 
this country. Everything that tends to benefit the 
people of this country is unconstitutional, while all 
that is calculated to benefit foreign trade and for- 
eign nations is perfectly constitutional. When our 
forefathers framed this sacred instrument they were 
egregiously in error, if this construction is true. 
hey thought they were adopting a form of con- 
stitution which would be beneficial to the people of 


this country. That opinion was shadowed forth 
in the preamble: ‘* We, the people of the United 
‘States, in order to form a more perfect union, 
‘ establish justice, ensure domestic tranquillity, pro- 
‘ vide for the common defence, promote the general 
‘ welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to our- 
‘selves and our posterity, do ordain and establish 
‘this Constitution for the United States of Ame- 
‘rica.’ But that was alla mistake and a delusion. 
Our forefathers were making and establishing a 
constitution for the henefit of foreign nations, and 
for the welfare of other countries. 

Mr. H. went on to inquire if it was possible that 
such an instrument could have been framed by the 
makers of the Constitution, and by any fair inter- 
pretation be susceptible of being so perverted. 

Gentlemen may talk about the Constitution as 
much as they will, but, as was not inappropriately 
said in jest by the gentleman from North Carolina, 
[Mr. »} you have no Constitution. Has 
the Constitution ever stood in the way of the partv 
now in power? Flas it prevented anything which 
the President and his parasites have thought proper 
tocarry out? All power is now vested in the domi- 
nant party; and so long as that party shall continue 
to reign, whatever does not square with the views 
and purposes of the party is unconstitutional; 
while, on the other hand, whatever they wish to 
accomplish, be it what it may, is all perfectly con- 
Stitutional. All the powers of this Government 
are rapidly concentrating in the person of the Pres- 
ident. Gentlemen talk about the Baltimore reso- 
lutions, and about not paralyzing the will of the 
people; but what is it that the President can ask 
that he has not always got, so long as he hada 
majority in this House? What great measure, 
whether of a financial or of any other kind, has not 
been first originated by the President or by one of 
the heads of department who have been selected to 
do his pleasure? I detest, I abominate and abhor 
this one-man power. I am utterly opposed toa 
consolidated government. What honeyed lan- 
guage do we not hear on this subject from gentle- 
men on the other side! How eloquently they can 
declaim against the threatening dangers of aconsol- 
idated government; yet what else is our Govern- 
ment at this hour? ki power, the whole Govern- 
ment, is now virtually in the President, and he 
wields and exercises it just ał he pleases. Leta 
man have the boldness to differ from his views, and 
let him have the temerity to avow that difference 
on this floor, and he is denounced in the *‘ Union’? 
before the next twenty-four hours. Forthwith he 
must walk the plank. He had but one alternative, 
either to stand on the platform with the Executive 
or to be pushed into the sea. And that is not con- 
solidation! Certainly not: consolidation? not at 
all. Measures are willed by the President, and 
the President is elected by the pean: ergo, what- 
ever measures he wishes are the measures of the 

eople, and his will is the willof the people. That 
istheargument. But I go for a truly popular Gov- 
ernment; by which I mean a Government in which 
all great measures of public policy originate with 
the people themselves. 

But time will not allow me to dwell longer on 
this question of the constitutionality of the bill. 
Suffer me on this point to read a short extract from 
a letter addressed by a very distinguished gentle- 
man, to whom I presume gentlemen will not object 
as a high constitutional authority. I refer to the 
letter of Colonel Benton. What does he say? I 
will read it for the benefit of our friends over the 
way: 

« The lake and river navigation of the great West, to pro- 
mote which the Convention is called, very early had a 
share of my attention, and I never had a doubt of the con- 
stitutionality or expediency of bringing that navigation 
within the circle of internal improvement by the Federal 
Government, when the object to be improved should be one 
of general and national importance.” 

A Voice: ‘* That will not be admitted as good 
authority now.” 

Mr. H. Possibly it may not be now: for they 
change their principles so often, that one can 
scarcely tell what they are: it once was good au- 
thority. 

I propose now to call the attention of the House 
to the importance, necessity, and propriety of ap- 

ropriating money, and that with no stinted hand, 

ut to an extent commensurate with the magni- 
tude of the great interests involved, to the improve- 
ment of our western rivers. 

I shall be forced to confine my attention to some 
of the great points in the Mississippi valley, and 
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unwillingly to omit a reference to the trade of the 
reat lakes, and the propriety of improving the 
fake harbors. Other gentlemen who will follow 
me will do ample justice to that subject. If I say 
nothing now on that part of the subject, it is not 
because I do not most ardently desire to see those 
reat interests regarded and provided for as they 
dedire to be; but my time is limited, and I fear 
I shall not have opportunity to say half I desired 
and intended. I refer gentlemen on that subject 
to the report of the Chicago Convention, and to the 
official survey of the lakes ‘by our topographical 
engineers submitted during this present session. 


What is the extent of the great Mississippi val- 
ley ? i 

It is a vast fertile valley extending from the 
sources of the Mississippi in the north, to the Gulf 
of Mexico in the south, and from the Alleghany 
Mountains in the east, to the Rocky Mountains in 
the west. 

But yesterday, this vast region was an unbroken 
wilderness; now it embraces eleven entire States, 
with parts of two others, and two Territories. It 

contains about 1,200,000 square miles, or 768,000,- 
000 of acres—more than ten times as large as the 
kingdom of Great Britain—containing a population 
of nearly 12,000,000, equal to that of all the Atlan- 
tic States, and nearly e ual to one-half the popula- 
tion of the kingdom of Great Britain—that being 
27,830,105. 


Cast your eyes into the future for a period of 
only sixty years, and suppose the population to 
increase in the same ratio of the past sixty years, 
(doubling every ten years,) at the end of that pe- 
riod you would see spread over this fertile valley, 
if capable of sustaining them, more than six hun- 
dred millions of human beings! Make every rea- 
sonable deduction in this calculation, and your 
children now living will see the population of this 
valley equal at least to that of the whole of Eu- 
rope. ‘* Europe comprises 61 independent States, 
‘of these 3 are empires, 16 kingdoms, 7 grand 
€ duchies, 1 electorate, 11 duchies, 1 landeravate, 
‘11 principalities, 1 lordship, 1 ecclesiastical state, 
“and 9 republics.’ The population of the whole 
is about two hundred and forty millions. 

What is the length of the navigable and of the 
boatable rivers in this great valley? On this sub- 
ject permit me to quote from the same authority 
and from the same document. I mean Colonel 
Benton’s letter to the Chicago Convention: 


« Many years ago the late Governor Clarke and myself 
undertook to calculate the extent of the boatable water in 
the valley of the Mississippi: we made it about 50,030 miles, 
of which 30,000 were computed to unite above St. Louis, 
and 20,000 below. Of course, we counted all the infant 
streams on which a flat, a keel, or a batteau could be float- 
ed, and justly; for every tributary, of the humblest boatable 
character, helps to swell not only the volume of the central 
waters, but of the commerce upon them.’’ 


An official report states the length of streams 
navigable by steamboats at 16,000 miles. The 
navigation of these ‘inland seas,’’ these mighty 
rivers, is obstructed by rocks, snags, sand-bars, 
and falls. They need the fostering hand of Gov- 
ernment to make them, what nature designed them 
to be, the great arteries of this immense region of 
country, along which shall flow, free and unob- 
structed, its commerce, its agricultural products, 
its minerals, and its manufactures. 

We invoke the fostering hand of the General 
Government to improve the navigation of these 
great national highways, and thus increase the 
facility of bringing the agricultural products of the 
country toa market. We have not the vast ad- 
vantages enjoyed by our brethren on the Atlantic 
or on the Gulf. We are shut in between two vast 
chains of mountains; but we believe our Govern- 
ment has the power to confer on us a benefit so 
greatly needed, and we call on it to exert that 
power for good. 

And here let me invite the attention of the 
House to the increase of the commerce and agricul- 
ture of this great valley, exhibiting a growth as 
astonishing and almost incredible as that of its 
navigation. 

The first vessel which navigated our streams 
was the frail Indian canoe, constructed of bark. 
This sort of vehicle has even yet scarcely ceased; 
and, though the Indian war-whoop has scarcely 
died in the bosom of our forests, these rivers are 
already covered with steamers of the largest size. 
Next came the Mackinaw boat, carrying from 
1,500 pounds to three tons; and next came the 
keel-boat, or barge, of from thirty to forty tons. 


With a boat of this description from three to four 
months were consumed in making a trip from 
New Orleans to St. Louis. In 1819 the voyage 
occupied a steamboat. twenty-seven days. Now 
it is accomplished in less than four days. 

The annual exports from the lower part of the 
Mississippi valley for the year 1802 amounted to 
about $2,160,000, and the imports to about $2,500,- 
000. For the year 1846 the receipts from the upper 
country at New Orleans amounted to $77,193,464. 
In 1817, when steam was first introduced upon the 
Mississippi, the whole commerce, from New Or- 
leans to the upper country, was transported in 
about twenty barges, of an average of 100 tons each, 
and making one trip ina year. The number of 
keel boats on the Ohio was about 160, arty ine 
thirty tonseach. The whole tonnage was estimate 
at between 6,000 and 7,000 tons. ; 

In 1836 (a period of nineteen years) the number 
of steamboats on the Mississippi and its tributaries 
was 230, and their tonnage 39,000. 


In 1840 the number of steamboats was 285—tonnage 49.800 
1842 ia Ove siens ewes dO.....006.-450....d0....90,000 
1843...00.d0..sccccees do e eee -672....00...134,400 
1844...... a TREERE E: O TETERE es 685....d0...144,150 
1845...... IO 6's04:0'se's% do..... esee. 109....00.,.159,713 
1846...... i ee AOs gresa 1,190....d0...249,050 
1847...... Aisian do about. . 1,200 


The value of the property transported in 1847 
was— 


Western produce shipped to New Orleans.. ... "$84,912,810 
Produce shipped from port to port for home 


CONSUMPtİON... esee eosoososesesessesoos eoo 90,000,000 

Shipped through Pittsburg and the canals for 
the waters of the Ohio and Mississippi...... 84,000,000 
Total value of produce shipped........ &258,912.810 


It is estimated that the foreign merchandise, coin, 
bullion, and other articles received in exchange 
amount to the same sum. The value of the prop- 
erty, then, shipped on the Mississippi and its trib- 
utaries would amount in one year to the sum of 
say $500,000,000; a sum far exceeding in value all 
our commerce with foreign nations. 

And here I must be permitted to notice particu- 
larly the trade, &c. on the Ohio river, at its head, 
the city of Pittsburg. (For this I am indebted to 
Mr. Bingham:) 


Steamboats belonging to and built at the port of Pittsburg, as 
appears by the books of the collector. 


In 1844 there were built and enrolled 44—tonnage 7,034 

] Oeics ies ares 8460160, 640815 
ore sses ete bee 60h. 0 ee 8394 
.59. e e e dO... 9,353 


197 30,596 


The whole number of steamboats belonging to 
the port of Pittsburg, on the Ist of January, 1848, 
was one hundred and nine; the total tonnage of 
this port on the same day was 28,000 tons. 

The cost of building and fitting out steamboats 
on the western rivers averages $80 per ton. Hence 
the original cost of the tonnage of this port, at ¢80 
per ton, would be $2,240,000. 

As time will not permit me to go through all the 
details, I must content myself with showing the 
increase of trade and travel by contrast. Thus, 
from the Ohio river— 

In 1843, steamboat arrivals, 1,707, tonnage 165,317 tons. 

In 1847, c6 e 3,178, “° 372,465 « 

Thus it will be seen that in four years the travel 
and trade on the river has been doubled. 

To carry out the last year more fully, it will show 
the following result: 


Steamboat arrivals....3,178 
ee departures. .3,178 


1846.... eee se... A0.. 
1847... eeeoeeeed , SOO P a aeons 


Tonnage....372,465 
és 372,465 


744.930) 
Add one-third over custom-house measurement. 248,310 
Flat and keel-boat arrivals 764, tonnage........ 20.730 


1.013.970 


This is the entire tonnage of the Ohio river land-. 
ed at the port of Pittsburg. 

About ten millions of bushels of coal from the 
Monongahela and about seventy-five millions of 
feet of lumber from the Alleghany river descends 
the Ohio every year. 

From these statistical details, which rest on the 
highest authority, it will appear that the internal 
commerce of our great western valley amounts in 
value to double that of the foreign commerce of the 
country. Yet notwithstanding this well authenti- 
cated fact, while we send ambassadors, chargés, 
and consuls to all the countries of the world, and 
maintain fleets in every sea; while we spend mil- 
lions on millions for the protection of foreign com- 


merce, not a dollar is expended to aid this great 
commercial interest of the people of the Mississippi 
valley. We do not complain of what you do for 
the foreign commerce of the country: it is all as it 
should be: what we complain of, and justly, is 
that we, with a commerce double in amount, get 
not a dollar for ours. 

We are taxed to sustain this Government; we 
fight your battles. I know not how many men may 
have gone from the district of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Smita] over the way, but I do know 
that five companies were mustered in the county of 
Alleghany alone, whose numbers, according to our 
latest accounts, have dwindled down so that the 
average diminution averages twenty-four men from 
each company. We bear your burdens; we sus- 
tain your armies; we pay your taxes; and all we 
ask in return is the fostering hand of our own Gov- 
ernment to protect so vast an interest as [ have 
stated. Nor do we beg this asa favor. No; the 
West asks no favors, as she shrinks from no re- 
sponsibilities. We demand it as our right. 

Mr. Hampron’s hour here expired, and the floor 
was obtained hy— _ 

Mr. SAWYER, of Ohio, who said he had not 
risen to debate the bill, or to make a speech on that 
or any other subject, (not even the Presidency.) 
He thought we had had quite enough speeches on 
the subject; the subject was well understood on all 
hands. He had risen to move the previous ques- 
tion. 

After a brief conversation as to whether the pre- 
vious question should be put now or in the morn- 
ing, it was agreed, as the hour was late, to defer it 
till to-morrow. 

And thereupon, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following memorials and petitions were 
presented under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. WHITE: The petition of D. G. Garnsey, praying 
eel ag for pay for services during the war with Great 

ritain. 

By Mr.GAYLE: A memorial of the citizens of Mobile, 
asking an appropriation to deepen the channel of Mobile bay. 

By Mr. HALL, of Missouri: The petition of William 
Gibson, asking pny for certain property lost while in the 
service of the United States. Also, a petition from various 
citizens from the State of Missouri, asking a grant of land 
to the Hannibal and Saint Joseph Railroad Company. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas: The petition of Joseph 
Jester, a captured volunteer, praying relief. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The memorial of the steamboat agents 
of the city of St. Louis, asking speedy action upon some 
system of legislation toguard against the recurrence of acci- 
dents in steamboats. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of James S$. McGinnis, 
of Ross county, Ohio, praying that he may be paid bis ac- 
count against the United States, for subsistence furnished 
for ninety-three men in the second regiment of Ohio volun- 
teers, 

By Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania: The petition of C. 
Evans, of Pitt-burg, Pennsylvania, praying Congress to pass 
a law authorizing the Government to purchase his patent- 
right for the prevention of explosions of steam-boilers. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: be memorial of the Corporation of 
Georgetown, upon the subject of the navigation of the Po- 
tomac, and asking and appropriation for the improvement of 
its channel. 

By Mr. SILVESTER: A remonstrance of certain inhab- 
itants of Green county, New York, against the renewal of 
the patent formerly granted to Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: The petition of John Dearment, 
of Holidaysburg, Pennsylvania, praying for a law to be passed 
which shall empower the Postmaster General to make an 
allowance to Mr. Dearment on his contract No. 1601. 

By Mr. MANN: The Petition of Frederick Taylor, of 
Westmoreland county, Pennsylvania, a soldier in the late 
war with England. praying for a pension. Also, the petition 
ot Henry Neely, of Westmoreland county, Pennsylvania, a 
soldier in the late war with England, praying for a pension. 

By Mr. PILLSBURY: The memorial of citizens of the 
collection district of Saluria, Texas, praying the removal of 
the custom-house to Decrow’s Point. 

By Mr. GRINNELL: The petition of Barton Ricketson, 
asking compensation for removing wrecks from the harbor 
formed by the Delaware Breakwater. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi: The petition of W. 

H. Cleveland, J. A. Talbot, N. Holley, J. R. Nixon, and J. 
Elmer, praying the change of the custom-house from Shields- 
borough to Biloxi, Missisrippi. 
_ By Mr. STUART, of Michigan: The petition of 89 citi- 
zens of lonia county, Michigan, for the removal of the seat 
of Government of the United States to Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Also, the petition of citizens of St. Joseph county, Michigan, 
and vicinity, for an increase of the pay of the postmaster at 
Motteville, in said county. Also, the petition of citizens of 
Marshall, Calhoun county, Michigan, that a post route from 
that place to Michigan, the capital of the State, via Eaton 
Rapids, be established, and that the mail be transported 
thereon six times per week. 

By Mr. CRANSTON: The petition of the American In- 
surance Company and other citizens of Rhede Island, mer- 
chants, ship-owners, and ship-masters, praying that a dal- 
phin be placed on Long Bed, in Providenceriver. Also,the 
petition of Thomas R. Hazard and 302 other citizens of the 
town of Newport and vicinity, in the State of Rhode Island 
against the further prosecution of the war against Mexico. 
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By Mr. DUNCAN, of Ohio: The petition of citizens of 
Delaware county, Ohio, asking the establishment of a post 
office at Strat'ord; in said Delaware county. 

By Mr. DUER: ‘The petition of sundry citizens of the 
United States, residing at the port of Oswego, in the State 
of New York, praying for an appropriation for the recon- 
struction of the piers and the improvement of the harbor at 
Oswego, 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of Thomas H. Good- 
win, Arad Kent, and others, citizens of Sumuinit county, 
Ohio, remonstraling against the passage of the bill renewing 
to the heirs of Jethro Wood the patent for the cast-iron 
plough, for various reasons, and among them because the 
said Jethro Wood and his heirs have nready enjoyed the 
patent for a period of twenty-eight years. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Yesterday morning, in the House of Representatives, Mr, 
Cares Brown asked permission of the House to make a 
personal explanation ; which was refused. 

It is understood that Mr. Brown desired to notice a para- 
graph in the remarks of Mr. Levin, as reported to have been 
delivered yesterday, which was not spoken by him in debate. 
The following note from Mr. Levin will fully explain the 
matter. 

Mr. Brown requests us to say, that had the remarks been 
made in the House, he would have given them the same 
notice as he did the other portions of Mr. Levin’s remark. 


To the Editors of the National Intelligencer: 

Sirs: I feelit due to my colleague, the Hon. CHARLES 
Brown, to say that the following paragraph, thouzh forming 
a part of my notes, was not delivered in the House. In re- 
porting, as I do, my own speeches from my own notes, it is 
often impossible to remember whether each point had been 
really discussed in the House. Respectfully, 

L. C. LEVIN. 


“Otherwise he certainly would not have given it a per- 
sonal application. If t remember aright, the people of that 
district which I now have the honor to represent once elc- 
vated my colleague from the third Congressional district to 
a seat in the councils of the mation. So long as Rome or 
Ireland ruled it he represented it. He seems to think that 
the spirit of  incendiarism’ still slumbers amonyst that patri- 
otic and much injured people. Whether he will have equal 
reason to defame those whom he now represents, the next 
Congressional election in Pennsylvania will decide.” 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 9, 1848. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented a peti- 
tion from the attorneys for the Choctaw Indians, 
asking such action as may be necessary to protect 
their legal rights for services rendered in prosecu- 
tion of their claims growing out of the treaty of 
Dancing Rabbit Creek; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. DIX presented a memorial from the New 
York Historical Society, asking that Congress will 
take such steps as will ensure a more perfect and 
satisfactory census in 1850; and that the act au- 
thorizing the next census should be passed by the 
present Congress; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. DIX also presented a petition from citizens 
of New York, asking the privilege of importing 
wheat free of duty, for the purpose of being ground 
for exportation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


Mr. FOOTE presented a petition from citizens 
of Mississippi in relation to the establishment of 
a mail route; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. FOOTE also presented the proceedings of 
a meeting of the Baptist Convention of Mississippi, 
asking that a territory may be set apart for the ex- 
clusive use and occupancy of the Indian tribes; 
cae was referred to the Committee on Indian 
airs, 


Mr. CORWIN presented a petition from Mary 
Ann W. Van Ness, praying an extension of the 
appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the 
United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
dictary, reported House bill supplemental to the 
act entitled * An act concerning the Supreme Court 
of the United States,” approved June 17, 1844, 
without amendment. 


The bill from the House further to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
fiscal year ending 30th June, 1848, was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. . 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, rose to make 
inquiry of the Presiding Officer, whether there had 
been received any answer to a resolution which he 
(Mr. J.) had submitted on the 30th day of De- 
cember last, calling for a detailed statement of the 
number of troops called into service since the 13th 


of May, 1846, the number killed, the number that 
had died, &c. 

The VICE PRESIDENT answered, that it did 
not appear from the Journal that any such reply. 
had been received. 

Mr. JOHNSON then gave notice that unless it 
was answered within a day or two he would re- 
new the call. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Executive business at twenty minutes past twelve 
o’clock, and remained therein until nearly six, 
when the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, March 10, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


Mr. SAWYER moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill to renew the patent heretofore grant- 
ed to Hamilton Lapham was committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. HENLEY said if the motion was agreed 
to, he would make a report referring the matter to 
the Commissioner on Patents for his investigation 
and decision. 

Mr. VENABLE moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. Agreed to. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

On motion of Mr. CROWELL, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
private calendar, (Mr. Bropueap, of Pennsylvania, 
in the chair.) 

The first bill on the calendar was a bill for the 
relief of Anthony Walton Bayard. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. BOWLIN, 
SAWYER, POLLOCK, and CUMMINS— 

Mr. CUMMINS moved to amend the bill by 
striking out the retrospective clause and inserting 
an amendment granting a pension at the rate of $12 
per month, to continue during his natural life. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL make some urgent 
remarks in support of the bill and amendment; 
and when he concluded— 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved to amend Mr. Cum- 
mMins’s amendment by striking out ‘‘ $12’? and 
inserting ‘* $20’? per month. Disagreed to. 

Mr. FULTON moved to strike out “$12” and 
and insert * $15”? per month. Agreed to. 

a ie bill was then laid aside to be reported to the 
ouse. 


The bill next taken up was a bill to extend to 
John J. Adams a patent for flattening cylinder 
window glass. 

A discussion followed, in which Messrs. SAW- 
YER, HENLEY, EVANS, CUMMINS, BOW- 
LIN, and NELSON, participated. 

After various and ineffectual efforts to amend 
the bill, it was eventually so amended as to pro- 
vide ‘* that the application of John J. Adams for 
‘an extension of the patent heretofore granted to 
‘him for his invention of a machine for flattening 
‘cylinder window glass my be made at any time 
‘within six months after the passage of this act, 
‘in the manner prescribed by existing laws, with 
‘ the like effect and the same privileges and advan- 
‘tages as though he had made such application 
‘ within the time prescribed by existing laws: Pro- 
‘ vided, That no right of action shall accrue to the 
‘said John J. Adams by virtue of said extension 
‘ for any violation of the patent so extended which 
‘shall happen within six months after the renewal 
‘of such patent shall be granted.”’ 

Mr. SAWYER then moved that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that it do not pass. 

After some debate, the committee was divided 
on the motion, when it appeared a quorum did not 


vote. 

The CHAIRMAN was proceeding to execute 
the 126th rule, which requires the roll to be called 
and the names of the absentees reported to the 
House, when 

Mr. DUER raised a point of order. He con- 
tended that the fact that a quorum had not voted 
was not proof that a quorum was not present. 

The CHAIR decided that the rule was impera- 
tive, and had been so decided by his predecessors. 

Mr. TOOMBS said he should appeal from that 
decision if the Chair did not permit the House to 
be the judge and interpreter of its own rules. 

After some conversation thereon, in which Mr. 
SIMS, Mr. SAWYER, and others took part, the 


Chair put the question on the appeal thus: ‘* Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the House?” 

Tellers were called for, and Messrs. HENLEY 
and PorLocx were appointed, and they reported 
84 in the affirmative, and 18 in the negative; no 
quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN (having so large a majority 
of those who voted, though less than a quorum to 
sustain him) directed the roll to be called, in ace 
cordance with the rule; and when it was called 
through— 

The committee rose and reported the bill pro- 
viding for the payment of arrearages of pension 
to Anthony Walton Bayard. 

The CHAIRMAN also reported that the com- 
mittee had found itself without a quorum, and that 
the roll had been called in accordance with the rule 
of the House. He further reported that 137 mem- 
bers had answered to their names; he reported fur- 
ther the names of the absentees, that they might 
be entered on the Journal. 

Mr. McCLELLAND rose and said the House 
would remember that thirty of its members were 
absent by leave of the House, attending the re- 
mains of the late Joun Q. Apams to their last 
resting-place, and he wished to know if those 
names would be entered on the Journal as absent- 
ees? He thought, according to what he deemed 
a proper construction of the rule, those names 
should not be recorded amongst those of the ab- 
sentees, inasmuch as they were absent by leave of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that the 
fact should be noted on the Journal. 

Mr. PALFREY moved that when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn to Monday next. 

Mr. SAWYER demanded the yeas and nays; 
and, on a count, it appeared that there were for 
taking the yeas and nays 24, against it 97. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

BREACH OF PRIVILEGE. 

Before the vote was announced, the House was 
thrown into confusion by a personal conflict be- 
tween Mr. Hararson and Mr. G. W. Jones. 
These gentlemen had been seated in conversation 
at a desk in the front row, to the right of the Chair, 
with Mr. Bow in between them; and the collision 
was sudden and inexplicable to the House. Sev- 
eral members in their immediate neighborhood 

romptly interposed and separated them, and 

The SPEAKER called upon the members of the 
House to resume their seats. 

Some decree of order having been restored, 

Mr. SAWYER rose and said he hoped the gen- 
tlemen would make the necessary explanation and 
apology to the House. 

The SPEAKER and Mr. SIMS rose simulta- 
neously. 

The SPEAKER announced the vote to the 
House; which we have stated above. 

Mr. SIMS said it was to prevent that announce- 
ment that he had risen; for it had occurred to him, 
and he was confirmed in that opinion by a gentle- 
man near him who was familiar with parliament- 
ary rules and practice, that the interposition of any 
business would preclude any action of the House 
on the occurrence which they had just witnessed. 

The SPEAKER replied that the gentleman was 
in error. 

Mr. SAWYER again called on the gentlemen to 
explain and apologize. 

r. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved that the 
House proceed to the regular orders; but gave way 


to 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES, who rose and said: 
Mr. Speaker, I consider an apology due from me 
to this House. Unexpectedly on my part, I have 
got into a difficulty in this House while it is in 
session—improperly, I am ready to admit, being 
in the House. To the House, then, sir, I owe an 
apology. I hope the House will receive it, and 
excuse me for being concerned in an indiscretion, 
and I may say an indignity offered to the House. 

Mr. HARALSON said, that those who had ob- 
served his course as a member on that floor, could 
not but know that he had always respected the 
order of the House, and had uniformly endeavored 
to preserve it. It was therefore with regret that 
he now found himself called on by the occurrence 
which had just taken place, to apologize to the 
House. No one could regret more than he did, 
that the unpleasant scene which had just been wit- 
nessed had taken place in the House. If there 
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was anything he desired more than another for 
Congress, it was a constant observance of decorous 
and orderly conduct in conducting the public busi- 
ness. Perhaps it would not be proper for him to 


allude to the circumstances,which led to the diffi- 


culty. Suffice it to say, they had been such as he 
had thought himself justified in what he had done, 
though, up to that time, so faras he knew, the 
most friendly relations had existed between him- 
self and the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to adjourn; but the 
motion exciting loud cries of dissent in all quar- 
ters, Mr. S. withdrew it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said, that up to the 
very moment of the occurrence which the House 
had witnessed, no unkindness had prevailed-be- 
tween the gentleman from Georgia and himself; 
on the contrary, he had always viewed that gentle- 
man as his friend. 

Another motion being made for an adjourn- 
ment— 

The SPEAKER reminded the mover that there 
was already a motion pending, that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn till Monday next. 

The yeas and nays were demanded; but, before 
they were ordered— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, observed, that 
he had not been present when the collision took 
place between the two gentlemen; but he now un- 
drstood that it was purely a matter of the moment, 
and that all difficulty between his two friends had 
been already arranged. Yet he thought it was 
Propet that some action should be taken by the 

ouse in reference to the occurrence, and he had 
therefore drawn up a resolution, which he would 
beg leave to send to the Chair. 

r. STEPHENS moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. No good could arise from having 
the private quarrels between members of the House 
spread upon the Journal. 

The motion to lay on the table was negatived. 

The question was put on the motion that when 
this House adjourns, it will adjourn till Monday 
next, and it was agreed to. 

A motion was made that the House do now ad- 
journ. It was decided in the negative by yeas and 
naya Yeas 31, nays 123. 

he resolution offered by Mr. Tuompson was 
then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five members be ap- 
pointed, who shall inquire into and report to the House the 
facts in relation to the personal rencontre on the floor of the 
House, during its session to-day, between the members from 
Georgia and Tennessee, the honorable Messrs. HARALSON 
and Jones, and also what proceedings in their judgment are 
necessary for the vindication of the dignity of this House. 

Mr. WASHINGTON HUNT, of New York, 
expressed his hope that the resolution would be 
adopted, and he tendered to the gentleman from 
Mississippi his thanks for having offered it. It was 
true, the occurrence had been very properly apolo- 
gized for; yet the House owed it to its own digni- 
ty and self-respect, that measures be taken to pre- 
vent the occurrence of like scenes in future. If 
there was anything in which the people of the 
country took a just pride, it was in the orderly 
deportment of their Representatives in that House; 
and when outrages of this kind were perpetrated 
in what was especially their own Hall, the people 
felt themselves wounded. Perhaps it was not 
necessary that anything further need be said in 
regard to the past; but certainly the House owed 
it to themselves to take some action in the matter, 
and he did not see how they could adopt a more 
proper resolution than that which had just been 
moved. He hoped it would be adopted. 

. Mr. BEDINGER moved to adjourn, but great 
disapprobation being manifested, Mr. B. withdrew 
the motion. 

Mr. McLANE observed that the House had 
received an ample apology for what had taken 
place, and the character and dignity of the House 
were thereby shielded; and, under such circum- 
stances, he could see no necessity for raising a com- 
mittee of inquiry. He was opposed to placing the 
personal quarrels and momentary disagreements of 
members of the House upon its Journals with a 
view of promoting its dignity; he thought it likely 
rather to have a contrary effect. He had not risen 
to speak to the resolution, but for a far more agree- 
able purpose; he rose to state to the House that 
the two gentlemen between whom an unpleasant 
collision had arisen, mutually regretted what had 

assed, and had mutually apologized to each other. 

hey both felt that it was the result of a momen- 


_ 


tary ebullition of passion, and regretted that a thing 
so foreign to the feelings they had always enter- 


tained toward each other should have occurred |} stances. 


before the House and before the country. They 


had, as he had stated, mutually and simultaneously || 
expressed that regret, and apologized to each other. || 


As a gentleman and a man of honor, Mr. McLane 
felt satisfied that this was the proper mode of set- 
tling the affair in cases where nothing but mutual 
friendship and good will had previously existed 
between the parties. 

Mr. JONES repeated what he had already sta- 
ted, that, up to the moment when the collision had 
taken place, such an occurrence had been wholly 
unexpected on his part. As an indignity to the 
House, and as a violation of its order, he deeply 
regretted it; and he regretted it equally on account 
of the individual gentleman with whom the diffi- 


culty had occurred; in token of which he here 


tendered him his hand. 

[Applause from the House and galleries. The 
CHAIR called to order.] 

Mr. HARALSON said he accepted the gentle- 
man’s hand, and regretted most sincerely what 
had happened under a momentary irritation; and 
he regretted it the more because, between the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee and himself there had al- 
ways existed the utmost kindness and friendship, 
and he met him now in a spirit of mutual respect. 
Mr. H. was perfectly willing, however, that the 
House should do whatever it might deem neces- 
sary for the vindication of its own character and 
dignity. Before sitting down he would again say 
that his feelings toward his friend from Tennessee 
were just the same as ever. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he was 
entirely satisfied with what had just been stated by 
both the gentlemen implicated in this unpleasant 
affair, and he rejoiced that the resolution he had 
offered had led to this making up between them; 
and if no objection should be made, he was willing 
to withdraw his resolution. 

[Some faint expressions of objection were heard 
in remote quarters of the House. ] 

Mr. T. said, as he heard no gentleman object, 
he withdrew his resolution. 

Several gentlemen here rose and said, “I ob- 
ject.” 

Mr. THOMPSON said he felt assured there 
could be no general objection—it could not go be- 
yond some three or four gentlemen: he would, 
therefore, take the responsibility of withdrawing 
the resolution. 

Mr. INGE moved to adjourn. Lost. 

Mr. FULTON moved that the House again re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole, and 
resume the consideration of private bills. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he rose to a question of 
privilege, but as he saw a gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts who had probably risen for the same pur- 
pose, he would yield to him. 

Mr. HUDSON said he was not certain whether 
the resolution offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. ‘THomrson] was withdrawn or not. 

Mr. McLANE. Itis not withdrawn; the mover 
cannot withdraw it—it is in possession of the 


House. 

Mr. HUDSON. Then am I to understand that 
the resolution is pending? 

The CHAIR. The resolution is withdrawn; it 
has not been acted on, and is still within the power 
of the mover. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he had had no wish to 
withdraw the resolution if gentlemen were unwil- 
ling; and he would, therefore, re-move it, and let 
it remain before the House. 

Mr. HUDSON observed, that he had been about 
to say, that while he had no personal feeling in 
this matter, and no desire that any unusual course 
should be adopted in regard to it, he believed the 
course proposed by the gentleman from Mississippi 
was the usual course, and as such he hoped it 
would not be objected to. If, as it sometimes hap- 
pened in matters of this kind, the entire blame 
rested with one of the parties, while none what- 
ever attached itself to the other, and the House 
dismissed the matter so without further inquiry, 
injustice might be done, and blame left to rest 
where it did not justly belong. It was therefore 
due to the parties concerned that a committee 
should be appointed, who should investigate the 
matter coolly and dispassionately; and some ten 
days hence, when all feeling had measurably sub- 
sided, make a report of the facts to the House, and 
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recommend such measures as it would be proper 
for the House to adopt in view of all the circum- 
Mr. H. had witnessed several of these 
occurrences 

Mr BEDINGER here rose and insisted that 
the gentleman was out of order. The resolution 
had been withdrawn, and the Chair had so pro- 
nounced. The gentleman was speaking to a reso- 
lution not before the House. 

The CHAIR stated that the gentleman from 
Mississippi had re-moved the resolution, and the 
question was now on its adoption. 

Mr. HUDSON resumed. And though, in one of 
them, the parties engaged had made a prompt and 
humble confession to the House, and had apolo- 
gized in the fullest manner to all concerned, yet a 
committee of investigation had nevertheless been 
appointed. Now, asa friend to both the gentle- 
men implicated on the present occasion—and he 
believed he might say that gentlemen generally on 
his own side of the House were sincerely the 
friends of both—he thought that the usual mode 
of proceeding had better be adopted., Let a com- 
mittee be appointed, and let them recommend the 
proper steps to be taken. If, in their judgment, 
some new rule could advantageously be adopted 
to prevent the like occurrences in future, it would 
be proper to include that in their report to the 
House. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he was entirely opposed 
to the adoption of the resolution. He had been 
here now for some years, and in that time he had 
witnessed several scenes approximating to that 
which had now occurred; but he had never seen 
any good, nor did he expect ever to see any, grow 
out of the appointment of investigating committees 
to report on the facts of the case. He did not be- 
lieve that any committee could report the facts, all 
the facts, with the various shades of difference in 
the bearings of one upon the other. ‘The two gen- 
tlemen here were personal friends. Of the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Haratson] every one 
would testify that there was not a more pacific or 
a more uniformly decorous and orderly member 
on the floor. And the same might with truth be 
said of the gentleman from Tennessee. He neither 
knew nor had he ever seen anything to the con- 
trary in that gentleman. But all men were liable 
to be betrayed by a gust of sudden passion, and to 
act without caution and without reflection. 

But why, after both these gentlemen had made 
such an ample apology to the House, and had in 
its presence become reconciled to each other, should 
any committee be appointed to tell the House the 
cause of the quarrel? Mr. S. did not care what it 
was; he did not want to know what it was; and, 
above all, he did not desire to see it put on the rec- 
ord of the House, spread out before the country 
and the world. Let it be buried. He said bury 
it; he cared not what it was. How would the dig- 
nity of the House be promoted by raking up the 
causes of this momentary difficulty between two 

entlemen who had always been good friends, and 

ere now good friends again? The committee 
would call up members before them, and one gen- 
tleman would tell the story one way and another 
another way, and no two would ever tell it alike; 
while perhaps the very process of examination 
would give rise to new difficulties of the like sort. 
The dignity of the House required no such thing. 
He moved to lay the resolution on the table. 

The question being put, the Chair could not de- 
cide which side had it; and acount being called for— 

Mr. STEPHENS withdrew his motion. 

Mr. DUER observed that he had had but little 
practical acquaintance with the House, and there- 
fore he could not say from experience whether in- 
vestigating committees, in cases of this kind, had 
been productive of good or not; but he thought 
that the appointment of such a committee in this 
case, if it did no other good, would at least serve 
to show that the House did not regard an occur- 
rence such as that which had now happened in its 
presence as a matter to be passed over merely be- 
cause the parties who had been engaged were sat- 
isfied. The gentleman from Georgia seemed to 
consider the matter as merely a question between 
these two gentlemen; but it was far otherwise. 
The question was, whether it comported with the 
dignity of the House to suffer such things to pass 
without its notice. Todo so would be virtually to 
say to its members, Gentlemen, you may engage 
in personal rencontres as often as you like, if you 
will only make apologies enough afterward. 
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It is objected, that to appoint a committee will 
be to give publicity to the quarrels of members. 
But that would give them no greater publicity; the 
papers would take care of that. 


Mr. D. had no feeling in this matter. The oc- 


currence was one which did not reflect on the Re : 
ny 


sonal character of the gentlemen involved. 
gentleman might, in an unguarded moment, be 
overcome by a gust of passion. It was not to 
pause these gentlemen Mr. D. was concerned; 

ut he thought it due to the House that something 
should be done. Was this thing to go on forever? 
Mr. D. looked to the future; he desired a commit- 
tee to report a resolution, or propose a rule of the 
House, that for the future, gentlemen who should 
engage in these contests on the floor of the House 
should be expelled. He desired no such thing to 
be done now. Toexpel gentlemen without a pre- 
vious warning would seem harsh; but really gen- 
tlemen seemed practically to forget what that 
House was: it was not an association of gentlemen 
met for their own business or amusement; it was 


the House of Representatives of the American | 


people. 

Mr. WICK said he should be sorry to see this 
resolution adopted, or any further action taken by 
the House in this matter; and this for several 
reasons. 

And, in the first place, he concurred with the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. STEPHENS,] as to the 
results of the past experience of the House in cases 
of a similar kind. Whenever a committee had been 
appointed it had uniformly turned out just as that 
Sa dali had said. The facts in a case of this 

ind could not be ascertained with any certainty. 
These collisions usually occurred when a number 
of gentlemen were seated close to each other, so 
that there was great difficulty in seeing what took 
place, and the confusion which instantly arose pre- 
sented a like obstacle to all correct hearing. The 
conversations in which they arose were often car- 
ried on in a subdued tone, and it was scarcely pos- 
sible to say what actually passed on either side. 
A committee, however patiently they examined 
the witnesses before them, could never satisfy 
themselves as to the true facts of the case. They 
never got at the whole case, and after groping in 
the dark day after day they most generally ended in 
making out avery uncertain and unsatisfactory 
report; and after the House had wasted a long time 
in excited discussions and contradictory statements 
they usually ended in declining to act. And Mr. 
W. would now venture to prophesy that, should 
the resolution proposed be adopted, the whole affair 
would end just in that way. 

If it was desirable to mark out a course for the 
future, that could be done in the ordinary course, 
and just as well without a committee as with one. 

And, as to sustaining the dignity of the House, 
he thought that going into a long report about the 
details of a squabble on the floor would be more 
likely to bring the House into disrespect, if not 
ridicule and contempt before the people, who were 
the true sovereigns of the country. A good book 
that was very often talked about, and now and then 
read a little, had a precept, if he remembered right- 
ly, about doing to others as we would have them 

o tous. Here were two gentlemen, usually very 
orderly in their conduct, who had-become excited, 
(as gentlemen from the South and the Southwest 
were very apt to do,) and had been guilty of some 
petty violence toward each other—nothing ver 
serious—no blood shed, and neither of them muc 
hurt, and, almost immediately becoming cool, had 
mutually expressed deep regret at what had occur- 
red, and voluntarily made the amplest apology to 
the House. Nobody had been much pea he 
believed, and nobody, so far as he knew, had felt 
their dignity greatly offended. Now, suppose that 
this was the case of himself and his friend over the 
way. Suppose that, without previous malice, and, 
on the contrary, after a previous intercourse of 
mutual respect and friendship, they should sud- 
denly get into a quarrel, and Mr. W. should ask 
for a committee of investigation, and attempt to 
make a grave and solemn affair of it, when it could 
all be adjusted in a moment and they become as 
good friends as ever, would the gentleman think it 
was (loing as he would be done by? Some allow- 
ance must be made for human infirmity and the 
furce of motnentary and sudden excitement. Cer- 
tainly Mr. W. would wish they should be consid- 
ered if it were his own case. 

And as to rules to prevent a like occurrence in 


future, gentlemen could not, to use a Western 


phrase, ** no way they could fix it,’’ make a set of 


absolute rules to operate on Western men. They 
were not used to them. It was not according to their 
notions and habits. 
men were, somehow, not so prudent, not so cal- 
culating, as the universal New England nation. 
(A laugh.) Nothing could make them so; it was 
not ın their nature. And when two good West- 
ern and Southern friends had a little squabble for 
a minute or two between them, they were, forsooth, 
to be expelled! Would Mr. W. think of expellin 
a friend of his for such a matter as had happene 
here to-day? Notawhitofit. They had acted, 
momentarily, under an infirmity common to all 
men born in the South and inthe West. They 
would do these things now and then, and man could 
enact no laws that would prevent them. And they 
did not think hard of such little occurrences: they 
meant no harm by it. They often got into a little 
scratch, but it was forgotten in a moment. Why, 
he and the very best friend he had in the world had 
once had a fight—a fight with chairs—in a justice’s 
office, where he was a pettifogger; and no men 
loved each other better now. He was a good gen- 
tleman and a good friend. Mr. W. saw nothing 
but evil likely to grow out of the resolution: the 
country would laugh it to scorn—at least all that 
country west of the mountains. And asto preserv- 
ing, by this means, the dignity of the House, the 
folks out there did not believe that the House had 
any very great dignity. They did not respect judges 
any more for wearing black silk gowns, nor officers 
for wearing cocked hats. When a little squabble 
took place, the chief matter was to get it done up 
snugly, without any further difficulty; and if this 
was done, he did not think the dignity of the House 
would be very terribly offended. He claimed some 
privilege for Western and Southwestern men. Let 
the committee make their report and form as many 
rules as they pleased, it would all end in nothing. 
The gentleman proposed that all who, in future, 
should be guilty of coming to blows in the House, 
should be expelled. It was obvious, that where 
one alone, or one chiefly was in fault, the rule would 
work abominable injustice. He hoped they should 
have no committee to make a solemn matter of what 
had been all amicably settled, and spread the mo- 
mentary disputes of members all over the country. 
He hoped gentlemen would act in a spirit of for- 
bearance, and that the resolution of the gentleman 
from eon would be voted down. 

Mr. HOUSTON inquired of the Chair whether 
the fact that these gentlemen had an open recon- 
ciliation, and had made mutual apologies to each 
other, and also to the House, would go on the 
Journal? 

The CHAIR referred him to a precedent in the 
case of Mr. White, of Kentucky, and Mr. Rath- 
bun, of New York, when suchsapologies had been 
made, and the whole had been entered on the 
Journal. The same entry would be made in this 
case. 

Mr. BEDINGER hoped the resolution would 
not pass. If, after so long a time, we could not 
tell what was the true origin of the Mexican war, 
how could it be expected that a committee would, 


in a few days, be able to get at the true origin of 


this petty war on the floor of the House? hy 
go into such an investigation when hostilities had 
ceased, a treaty had been made, and mutual rati- 
fications had passed? He moved the previous 
question. 

After some confusion and desultory conversa- 
tion, Mr. B. consented to withdraw his call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. BAYLY said that when the resolution had 
been offered by the gentleman from Mississippi, 
[Mr. Tuompson,] he had thought it appropriate 
and proper, and should have voted for it; but what 
had transpired since had satisfied him that it would 
be inappropriate now. A mutual retraxit had 


passed between the parties—a mutual admission |; 


of error; and, so far as any quarrel had existed 
between them, there was an end of it. As to the 
facts of the case, (for which the committee was to 
be raised,) they were assumed in the apologies 
made. And he would say to the gentleman from 
New York over the way, [Mr. Duer,] that the 
resolution would not effect the object he desired. 
That gentleman aimed only at preventing quarrels 
in future. This resolution would not do that. 
This was not the appropriate mode of providing 


against the recurrence of affairs of this kind. If 


Southern and Southwestern | 


mee a NT a 


the gentleman would introduce a resolution direct- 
ing a committee to inquire what action ought to be 
taken by the House with that view, Mr. B. was 
ready to vote for it. But the only inquiry now 
was, whether the quarrel between the two mem- 
bers had been amicably and honorably adjusted. 
This had been done. The two gentlemen were 
heartily ashamed of what, in a moment of passion, 
had occurred between them, and they were deeply 
mortified at its publicity. eae would gentlemen 
seek to give it yet greater publicity? This was 
the only object that would be attained by the reso- 
lution, and it was one which none shouid desire. 
Mr. B. would suggest to the gentleman from New 
York to accomplish his object by offering an 
amendment to the resolution. 

Mr. TUCK was gratified by observing the uni- 
versal tenderness which had been manifested to- 
ward the gentlemen who had been concerned in 
this affair, and in that tenderness Mr. T. cordially 
concurred. But the question to be settled was, 
whether, in order to the prevention of the recur- 
rence of like scenes in future, all that was required 
was that the parties should amicably settle their 
difference. He believed the House ought not to 
set such a precedent. The matter connected itself 
with more important considerations than those of 
a mere private and personal contest. An encoun- 
ter had taken place between two members of the 
House, which was mortifying to the parties, and 
humiliating to the House: all who felt anxiety for 
the national reputation could not but be grieved 
that such a thing should have occurred tn that 
Hall. He hoped such notice would be taken of it 
as would satisfy all that the occurrence was some- 
thing of far greater importance than a mere per- 
sonal quarrel. It would, he thought, be a happy 
circumstance, if the appointment of a committee 
of inquiry should be merged in the appointment 
of a committee to introduce new and more efficient 
rules for the preservation of order and the preven- 
tion of such occurrences for the future. The coun- 
try—North, South, East, and West—would ap- 
prove of such a measure. Mr. T. felt great ten- 
derness towards both the gentlemen implicated; 
but he nevertheless hoped a rule would be adopted 
to prevent the recurrence of such flagrant breaches 
of order. If that should be done, and a member 
or members should be expelled from the House, 
it would put an eternal quietus to this matter of 
personal encounters. Such a scene as had been 
witnessed this day never would occur again. Mr. 
T. wished to move an amendment to the resolu- 
tion instructing the committee to inquire what ac- 
tion of the House was requisite to prevent the re- 
currence of similar scenes 1n future. Mr. T. closed 
by demanding the previous question. 

Before it was ascertained whether there was a 
second to the demand— 

Mr. STEPHENS inquired of the Chair whether 
it would be in order for him to offer a substitute 
for the resolution and amendment? i 

The CHAIR replied, it would not now be in 
order, but the substitute might be read for infor- 
mation; and it was read as follows: 

“« The gentleman from Georgia (Mr. HARAL- 
son] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jones] having apologized to the House for the 
breach of order committed by them during the sit- 
ting of the House: 

“ Resolved, That said apology be accepted by the 
House, and that no further proceedings be‘taken 
in relation thereto.”’ 

Mr. STEPHENS said, if the previous question 
should be voted down, he would offer this reso- 
lution. 

Mr. ROCKHILL. I feel as if I wanted to talk 
to the House for about two minutes. If I can be 
indulged, I shall not, probably, trouble the House 
again this session. 

The CHAIR ruled Mr. RocguaiLL out of order; 
no debate could be allowed till it was ascertained 
whether there-was a second to the previous ques- 
tion. 

The vote being taken, the call was refused: 
Ayes 59, noes 72. 

Mr. STEPHENS now wished to move the reso- 
lution which had been read. 

But the CHAIR said the amendment moved by 
Mr. Tuck must first be disposed of. 

Mr. ROCKHILL. This is the first time I have 
felt like saying a word to this House, and this is 
the first word I have said, (except aye or no.) 
What I rise for now, is not in reference to what 


456 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


has happened here. A gentleman from New York, 
over the way, [Mr. Duer,] is for the House taking 
some action to prevent the recurrence of such 
things for the future. He never will prevent them. 
If he would put a stop to them, he must first put 
a stop to the human family. [A laugh.] I never 
struck but one man in my life; yet, sometimes, 
when I am in the best and most quiet humor in 
the world, before you can say Jack Robinson, I 
am so—(extending his arms and doubling both 
fists.) [Immense laughter.] 1 see no propriety 
in expelling men for such a thing as has happened 
to-day; all the wish | have on the subject is, that 
when scuffles do occur, they may all terminate 
just as this hasdone. Why expel men when they 
have nobly come forward and asked torgiveness of | 
the House and of each other? | 


If you appoint a committee, you may have many 
Witnesses, and not two of them witness to the 
same facts. Mr. R. said he had risen for fear 
some such rule as was talked about might be 
adopted. [Renewed merriment.] I have no fear | 
of ever being expelled for such doings myself, and | 
yet I may. ‘Therefore ldo not want any such rule | 
adopted. 

r. R. resumed his seat amidst much good 
natured excitement, and not a little laughter. 
Mr. GIDDINGS said, that while he entertained 


the kindest feelings toward the individuals con- 
cerned in this transaction, he could not be unmind- 
ful of the fact, that the eyes of the nation were upon 
the body to which they belonged. They expect 
(said he) the members here to maintain the deco- 
rum and dignity properly belonging to the national 
Legislature. ‘They who had deputed their repre- 
sentatives to transact business of high import 
would not expect this matter to pass unnoticed. 
It was due to the members and to the nation that 
an expression of disapprobation at least should be 
adopted. He thought that no such scene had here- 
tofore been suffered to pass without an emphatic 
condemnation of the House. He recollected no 
such instance, although he recollected several af- 
frays like the present. 

He said if they suffered this transaction to pass 
without any expression of condemnation, it would 
appear that the House were receding from the 
position heretofore maintained. He hoped such 
would not be the case. He trusted that suitable 
measures would be adopted to vindicate the char- 
acter of the House and to discourage a recurrence 
of scenes like that which they had just witnessed. 

The question being put on Mr. ‘Tucx’s amend- 
ment, it was rejected: Ayes 54, noes 72. 

And, under the operation of the previous ques- 
tion, Mr. SrepHeNns’s amendment was adopted: 
Yeas 77, nays 69. 

The resolution, as thus amended by substitute, 
was then carried: Ayes 74, noes 53. 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripvay, March 10, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a memo- 
rial numerously signed by citizens of the District 
of Columbia and others, asking that the estate of 
Mount Vernon may be purchased by the General 
Government for the use of the public; which was 
about to be laid on the table, when— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, suggested that | 
its reference to the Committee on the District of | 
Columbia would be more respectful to the memo- | 
rialists. He therefore made that motion; which 

| 


was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE moved that the memorial be printed. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Without the names. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, without the names. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 

Mr. DOWNS presented a petition from Wil- 
liam W. Wall, asking that the sale of a tract of 
land in Mississippi may be confirmed to him; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Private : 
Land Claims. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Stalker and Hill; 
which was read a first time. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a joint resolution for the 
relief of H. B. Gaither; which was read a first 
time. 

Mr. YULEE, in pursuance of notice, introduced 
a bill concerning the school laws in the State of 


Florida; which was read a first and second time, | 


aud referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Sixteen of the private bills received some days 
since from the House of Representatives, were read 
a first and second ume by their titles, and appro- 
priately referred. 

SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. BERRIEN said he desired to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to a bill which had been yester- 
day favorably reported on by a majority of the 
Judiciary Committee. The object of that bill was 
to relieve the pressure of business in the Supreme 
Court. The Court had announced its intention to 
adjourn to-morrow, so that, if the bill was to have 
any effect, it would be necessary to consider and 
pass itat once. He moved to postpone the pre- 
vious orders, for the purpose of taking up the bill 
supplementary to an act entitled ‘* An act concern- 
ing the Supreme Court of the United States.” 

Mr. ASHLEY suggested that whenever this bill 
should be brought up for the action of the Senate, 
it would require very mature consideration. He 
had reported it by instruction from the majority 
of the committee; but it was the intention of the 
minority to propose an amendment which would 
bring the whole subject before the Senate. The 
minority believed that the bill as it now stands 
would produce more injury than if the existing 
system were left as itis. T'he bill left one class of 
appeals entirely unprovided for. 

Mr. DAYTON. I hope the Senator from Ar- 
kansas will pardon me—but the bill is not before 
the Senate. 

Mr. ASHLEY said his only object was to show 
that the bill was too important to be disposed of 
during the morning hour. He also wished to 
show that there was a division of opinion in the 
committee on the propriety of the change. It was 
said that the Court had determined to adjourn to- 
morrow. If so, the consideration of the bill now 
could be of no importance, as it could not become 
a law before the adjournment of the Court. 

A Senator. ‘The law does not compel the 
Court to adjourn to-morrow. 


Mr. SEVIER moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Executive business. He had 
been willing to give the Senator from Georgia an 
opportunity to make the motion, so that the busi- 
ness did not occupy more than a few minutes. 

Mr. BERRIEN begged merely to say that he had 
fulfilled his duty in bringing forward the motion; 
and he felt indebted to the kindness of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations for | 
the opportunity of doing so. Having discharged 
his duty, he would now withdraw the motion. 

The question was then taken on the motion of | 
Mr. Sevier, and decided in the affirmative. 


The Senate then (quarter past twelve) proceeded 
to the consideratf®n of Executive business,* and 
remained in deliberation until nine o’clock, when ! 
the doors were reopened. 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it adjourn to 
meet on Tuesday next. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


m A SS SAS 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Monpay, March 13, 1848. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER commenced thecall of the States 
for resolutions, beginning at the State at which the 
call was suspended on the last resolution day, viz: | 
New York. i 


Mr. SILVESTER moved the following pream- 


ble and resolution: 
Whereas an indignity has recently been offered to the | 
honor of this House, and a breach of its order and decorum | 
committed, by a personal rencontre on the floor of the House, | 
hetween two of its members; and whereas it is expedient to | 
guard against the recurrence of such offences for the future : 
Therefore— | 
Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be requested to 
report to this House, on or betore the expiration of ten days 
from this date, the propriety of adopting, as a standing rule | 
of this House, the following, or something of the like import, | 
and that will meet the exigencies of the case, viz: If any 
member shall, during the session of the House, and in the 
presence of the House, engage in a personal rencontre with 
a fellow-member, he shall, for such an insult upon the | 
* The Treaty of Peace and Cession concluded between | 
the Commissioners of the United States and Mexico, which | 
has been for two weeks under debate in the Senate, was last | 
evening ratified by a vote, it is understood, of 38 yeas to 15 | 
nays—two-thirds of the Senate being the number required | 
to carry it.—National Intelligencer, March 11. l 


March 13, 
| 


dignity of the House, and upon the fact being duly ascer- 
| tained, be expelled from his seat in the House, and be ineli- 
| gible to the same for the remainder of the term for which he 
shall have been elected. 


The resolution giving rise to debate, it was laid 
over under the rule. 


| Mr. HUNT offered a resolution making certain 
bills for the improvement of harbors and rivers, &c., 
the special order of the day for a certain day. 

The SPEAKER ruled the resolution out of order, 
as it proposed to change the order of business. 

Mr. HUNT moved to suspend the rules to ena- 
ble him to offer the resolution. 

The question was put, and two-thirds not voting 
therefor, the rules were not suspended. So the 
resolution was not received. 

| 


Mr. SLINGERLAND offered the following 
preamble and resolution, which were read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands: 


Whereas, under the present policy regulating the sales of 
the public Jands, monopolies oppressive to the people arise, 
and speculation is greatly encouraged, at the expense of 
actual settlers; and whereas, in a grcat majority of cases, 
those who design settling upon the publie domain are com- 
pelled to pay large prices to speculators for lands which they 
have obtained froin the Government at a low rate; and 
whereas an imperative necessity has grown out of this state 
of things that measures be taken that the public domain shall 
be disposed of only in limited quantities to actual settlers, 
so as to exclude the grasping and oppressive speculation at 
present existing: Therefore— 

Resolved, ‘That the Comuinittee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to report a bill to this House to give actual settlers 
the benefit of limited quantities of the public lands fora com- 
pensation which shall not exceed fiftv cents per acre; said 
bill also providing that for all tracts of land above such spe- 
cified quantities, the price shall be increased in such pro- 
portion as to prevent all unwarrantable and unnecessary 
speculation in such lands. 


On motion by Mr. WM. T. LAWRENCE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of requesting the 
President of the United States to open negotiations with the 
Powers of Christendom, for the purpose of introducing into 
the code of national law (in conformity with the practice 
now recognized as obligatory in conquests on Jand) the prin- 
ciple that in wars between nations private vessels not armed 
for offence and not carrying munitions of war, (although be- 
longing to the citizens or subjects of a belligerant nation,) 
shall be free from capture or detention by an enemy; and 
that the committve be authorized to report by resolution or 
otherwise. 


Mr. MURPHY asked the leave of the House to 
present a petition, which he had been endeavoring 
for six weeks past to find an opportunity to present, 
but had been unable to do so in open House, in 
consequence of petitions not having been called for 
during that time. 

Leave being granted by the House— 

Mr. M. further said that it was from the National 
Reform Association of the city of Brooklyn, pray- 
ing that the public lands should be granted in small 
parcels to actual settlers without charge; and that 
he was decidedly in favor of the measure. 

On motion of Mr. S. LAWRENCE, 

Resolved, ‘(hat the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 

| structed to inquire into the expediency and propriety of 


| establishing a military post at Crown Point, on Lake Cham- 
| plain, New York; and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. MULLIN, l 
Resolved, That it be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
| diciary to inquire into the propriety of renee defendants 
| in criminal cases in the courts of the United States to ex- 
ı amine witnesses on their behalf on commission; and that 
| they report by bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. PECK, 
Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of passing an act for 


the settlement of the claims of the 4th regiment 2d brigade 
and 3d division of the Vermont Militia, tor services at the 
battle of Plattsburg; and that they report by bill or other- 
wise. 


On motion of Mr. HENRY, 
| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of etab- 
| lishing a post route from Townsend, in Vermont, to West 
| Townsend, in said State; and that they report by bill or 
otherwise. 


Mr. PALFREY moved the following resolution, 


which was read, and laid over, under the rule: 
Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate 
| to this House, if not inconsistent with the public interest, 
i copies of instructions issued from the State Department to 


i William Hogan, employed by this Government in the island 


of Hayti, in the years 1844 and 1845; also, copies of any 
correspondence between the Departinent of State and said 

| Hogan during and subsequent to the time of his said mis- 
sion. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making provision 
for the payment of the sum which has been audited and 
found due to Massachusetts and Maine for militia services, 
as set forth in a letter from the Secretary of War, dated De- 
cember 23, 1837, and found in House Doc. No. 45, 2d session 
th Congress. 


1848. 
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Mr. ROCKWELL, of Massachusetts, moved 
the following resolution, which was read and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That bill No 201 of the House, entitled a bill to 
establish the Territorial Government of Oregon, now in 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and which has been made the special order for the 14th of 


March instant, be made the special order for the 28th of 
March instant. 


On motion of Mr. GRINNELL, 


Resolved, ‘hat the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of placing buoys and a light- 
hou:e to guide vessels through Miskeket channel, between 
Martha’s Vineyard and Nantucket. 


On motion of Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, 

Resolved, ‘That document No. 335 of the 3d session 27th 
Congress, containing informationin regard to claims of Uni- 
ted :=tates citizens on the Government of Hayti, be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. PEASLEE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs inquire 
into the expediency of providing by Jaw that the officers, 
seamen, and marines of all vessels commissioned by the 
Provincial and Continental Congress to war against Great 
Britain be entitled to and shall receive the full benefits of all 
laws and resolutions enacted for the relief of the officers and 
soldiers of the ariny of the Revolution. 


Mr. TUCK offered the following preamble and 


resolution: 

Whereas the laws of the United States now permit the 
collection of debts by the extent of executions upon persons 
held as slaves, and sales have been made of slaves by virtue 
of such laws: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed 
to report a bill to prohibit the sale of persons held as slaves 
on any precept in favor of the United States. 


Mr. STEPHENS giving notice of his intention 
to debate the resolution, it was laid over under the 
rule. 


On motion of Mr. SMART, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of erecting a light-house at 
some point on the shore of the town of Isleshorough, in the 
State of Maine; and also to inquire into the expediency of 
erecting a light-house near the town of Northport, in said 
State; and said committee is hereby authorized to take from 
the files of the House any papers in relation to the erection 
of said light-houses. 


On motion of Mr. CLARKE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds inquire into the expediency of substituting gas 
where oil is now u<ed for Jight at the public expense, and 
report by bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. GREGORY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
to consider the propriety of making an appropriation of not 
less than 10,609 for the improvement of the navigation of 
the Passaic river,in the State of New Jersey, and report by 
bill or otherwise. 


Mr. ECKERT offered the following resolution, 
which was read and laid over under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury furnish to 
this House a monthly statement ofall the iron, inanufactures 
of iron, and all the mineral coal imported into the United 
States from the lst of July, 1847, to the 1st of March, 1848, 
designating the quantity and value of the various kinds of 
iron, and the value of the manufactures thereof, and the 
amount and value of mineral coal imported during said 
period. 


Mr. MANN offered the following resolution, 


which was read, and laid over under the rule: 
Resolved, That the Commissioner of Pensions send to this 
House the papers of Mott Wilkinson, a soldier of the revo- 
lutionary war, on file in his office, and that the same be 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, as 
evidence in hie application for increase of pension. 


On motion of Mr. BUTLER, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reviving and ex- 
tending the act of the 27thof July, 1842, allowing five years 
for the issue and location of late war bounty-land warrant», 
which act expired on the 27th of July last, so as to provide 
for such bounty-land warrants as have not been satisfied. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved to suspend the 
rules to enable him to submit a motion making the 
message of the President of the United States de- 
clining to communicate to the House of Represent- 
atives all the instructions given Mr. Slidell as 
minister to Mexico, &c., the special order of the 
day for Thursday next. 

The question was put, and the motion was dis- 
agreed to, two-thirds not voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. FREEDLEY offered the following preamble 
and resolution: 


Whereas, the increased expenses of Government caused 
by the war with Mexico, renders it proper that additional 
revenues shall be provided to meet the same: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of so modifying and 
increasing the duties on imports as to yield to Government 
the largest amount of revenue which such imports can be 
made to yield consistent with the welfare and best interests 
of the country; such increased duties to continue during 
the war with Mexico, and until the debt thereby created 
shall be paid off; said committee to have leave to report by 
bill or otherwise. 


jection to its immediate passage. 


Mr. VENABLE giving notice of his intention 
to debate the resolution, it was laid over under the 
rule. 


On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, 

Resolved, That the petition and papers of Mrs. Martha 
Gray, widow of Captain Gray, the discoverer of the Colum- 
bia river, be taken from the files of this House and referred 


‘to the Committee on Publie Lands. 


Mr. BRADY offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts he instructed 
to inquire whether any, and, if any, what, arrangements are 
necessary for the despatch of business in the office of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms. 


Mr. BRADY moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and the question then being 
on agreeing to the resolution— 

Mr. RICHARDSON gave notice of his inten- 
tion to debate it; and it was laid over under the 


rule. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce he instructed 
to inquire into the propriety of bringing in a bill providing 
for the appointment of an officer to reside at Chesapeake 
city, in the State of Maryland, for the purpose of granting 
enrolments and licenses to vessels engaged in the coasting 
trade. 


On motion of Mr. CRISFIELD, 

Re-olved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and it is 
hereby, instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a light-hou-e on Flat Cap, at the mouth of Annames-ex 
river, in the State of Maryland ; and also into the expediency 
of establishing a light-hoat on the Seven-Foot Knoll, near 
the mouth of Patapsco river, in said State. 


On motion of Mr. ROMAN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
national foundry at Weverton, in Washington county, Mary- 
land, and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


On mation of Mr. McDOWELL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing by law a post route from the town of Moorsfield, in 
Hardy county, Virginia, by way of the south fork of the south 
branch of the Potomac river, to McDowell’s post office, in 
the county of Highland, Virginia, and that said committee 
report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. GOGGIN offered the following preamble and 
resolution, which were read and agreed to: 


Whereas the volunteers engaged for a period during the 
war with Mexico are required to perform the same service, 
undergo the same hardships, and are in most respects on the 
same footing with the regular enlisted soldiers of the army ; 
and whereas the said voiunteers have greatly distinguished 
themselves heretofore as a most efficient branch of the ser- 
vice: In order, therefore, to promote the enrolment of volun- 
teers in future, if such shall be needed, as well as to provide 
for snch as are now in service— 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of allowing to the vol- 
unteers now in the service, or who may be hereafter enrollcd, 
the same bounty, the same clothing, and other advantages, 
without regard to pay, as are now allowed to soldiers enlist- 
ing in the regular ariny. 


Mr. CLINGMAN offered the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs have pow- 
er and authority, and they are hereby authorized, in the ex- 
amination of the facts presented in the memorial of claimants 
under the treaty with the Cherokees, made in 1835, with 
supplemental articles in 1836, to send for persons, records, 
and papers, and to examine witnesses in relation to all the 
matters of complaint in said memorial set forth, as well as 
of the conduct of the late board of commissioners, appointed 
at different times under the 17th article of said treaty, and 
also the matters of complaint against other officers of the 
Government; and that they make full report to this House. 


The resolution, giving rise to debate, was laid 
over under the rule. 


On motion of Mr. DONNELL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of establishing additional 
buoys and stationary and floating lights on the Cape Fear 
river, between the town of Wilmington, North Carolina, and 
the ocean. 


On motion of Mr. VENABLE, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving inquire into 
the expediency of procuring ten thousand copies of Fré- 
mont’s road-map from Fort Independence, in Missouri, to 
Fort Wallawalla, in Oregon. 


Mr. IVERSON moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to fur- 
nish to this House a list of all the Creek Indian reservations 
under the treaty of 1832 which remain unsold by the reserver, 
or otherwise undisposed of, and the sales of which have not 
been approved by the President of the United States, desig- 
nating in said list the name of each reserver, and the town 
to which said reserver belonged ; also, whether snch reser- 
vation be a dead location or not; whether any claim, and 
what, has been presented at the War Department for any 
of said unsold reservations, with the condition of such claim 
or title; also, what plan, if any, has been adopted by the 
War Department for the disposition of said unsold reserva- 
tions. 


Mr. IVERSON said, as the resolution was of 
general interest, he thought there would be no ob- 
He therefore 
moved to suspend the rules for the purpose. 


The rules were suspended, and the resolution 
was agreed to. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, offered the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That it shall be the duty of the Speaker of this 
House to cause, as soon as practicable, the desks to be re- 
moved from this Hall, the seats to remain as they are until 
some better arrangement can be made; that he shall also 
cause a suitable tibune to be erected in the front of the 
Clerk’s table for the accommodation of such members as 
may desire to address the House from that place. 


Mr. K. moved the previous question. 

Mr. DONNELL moved to lay the resolution on 
the table; which motion was decided in the affirm- 
ative by yeas and nays: Yeas 96, nays 68. So 
the resolution was laid on the table. : 


On motion of Mr. CHASE, 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Military Affairs be re- 
quested to inquire into the propriety of reporting a bill to 
this House providing for conprnsating the volunteer mount- 
ed troops for the loss of horses in the Mexican war, as 
follows: 


1. Horses dying for want of forage. 

2. Stolen by Mexicans in the enemy’s country. 

3. Taken from the owners ane appropriated to the service 
of the United States officers, whereby the owners were de- 
prived of their use, &e. 

4. Lostin transportation from Tampico to Vera Cruz, or 
in landing at Vera Cruz. 

5. Compensation tor the use of horses of which the own- 


-ers were deprived by order of the United States, whereby 


the volunteer lost his horse, as well as the pay of a mounted 
man, and was reduced to the rank of infantry. 


On motion of Mr. CROZIER, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing a post 
route from Dalton, in the State of Georgia, to Benton, in the 
State of Tennessee. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved the following 
resolution, which was read and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of Public Buildings he 
requested to report to this House what injury, if any, in his 
opinion, has been done to the Capitol by cutting through the 
walls and arches of the bnilding for the introduction of gas 
pipes; also, whether, in his opinion, any injury is likety to 
resu't from digging about or under the foundation of the 
building for the purpose of putting in furnaces to heat or 
warm the halls and rooms of the Capitol; and, also, whether 
the heavy weight upon the domme, from the pole and its 
braces, which support the large gas lantern, does not endan- 
ger the dome itself, if not other parts of the building; and 
that he be requested also to report what will probably be the 
annual cost of materials to generate gas, and for hands or 
persons to attend the gas-works used in lighting the Capitol. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, offered the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 


Resolved, That rotation in office, in the opinion of this 
House, is one of the cardinal tenets in a republican form of 
government, and ought never to be violated on any pretence 
whatever, and should he practised upon by all administra- 
tions, regardless of their party names. 

Resolved, That eight years, in the opinion of this House, 
is the longest term any individual ouglit to he permitted to 
remain in office, whose appointinent is conferred by the 
President of the United States and the Heads of Depart- 
ments, either by the Constitution or by law. 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the appoint- 
ment of persons to office should be made upon the basis of 
representation from the several States in the Congress of the 
United States; that is to say, the whole number of perrons 
appointed to office should he divided by the whole number 
of Representatives, giving to each Congressional district in 
the Union its fair ratio of officers under the Federal Gov- 
ernment. 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, any Con- 
gressional district in the Union is more than competent to 
furnish its full quota of officers upon the principle as laid 
down in the foregoing resolutions, who would be honest, 
capable, and faithful to the Constitution of the United States. 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, immediately 
after all the offices shall be filled upon the principle laid 
down in these resolutions, the President and the heads of 
departments should divide the whole number of Congres- 
sional districts into four equal divisions, or as near so as 
may he practicable, classing thein one, two, three, and four ; 
the officers belonging to the first district falling into the first 
class shall be vacated at the expiration of eight years ; those 
falling into the second class shall be vacated at the expira- 
tion of six years; those falling into the third class shall be 
vacated at the expiration of four years; those falling into 
the fourth class shall be vacated at the expiration of two 
vears 3 so that one-fourth of the whole number of officers 
thus appointed would be retiring from office every two years, 
and anew set coming in to fill the vacancies thus occasion- 


d. 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, in the selec- 
tion of individuals to fill the offices under the Federal Gov- 
ernment, due regard should be had to the farmers and me- 
chanics of the country, so as to give them their proportion 
of said offices. 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this Honse, the people 
the principles of the Constitution, the spirit of the times, an 
justice, all demand at the hands of the President and heads 
of departments, so soon as may be practicable, to carry into 
fulland fair effect the principles and doctrines laid down in 
the foregoing resolutions. 


Mr. J. moved the previous question. 
Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to lay the 


resolutions on the table. Agreed to. Ayes 87, 
noes 32. So the resolutions were laid on the table. 
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On motion of Mr. McKAY, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of having printed the following 
statements, which have been prepared in the office of the 
Register of the Treasury : 

1. A statement of the amount of all revenues received 
through each custom-house, and the moneys expended at 
each to defray the expenses of collection, froin the earliest 
practicable period to June 30, 1847, classifying the receipts 
and expenditures under different heads, as far as the books 
of the department will permit. 

2. A statement of the quantity of land sold, the amount 
received therefor, how paid, and the expenses of collection 
in each land district, from the earliest practicable period to 
the 30th of June, 1847, dividing the expenditures under the 
usual different heads. 

3. A statement of the whole amount of revenue received 
into the treasury each year, from the earliest practicable date 
tọ June 30, 1847, giving the source from whence the same 
was derived. 

4. A statement of the expenditures of the Government 
from the earliest practicable time to June 30, 1847, separating 
the same under different hcads of expenditure, as far as can 
be done from the records. 

5. A statement of the importations and exportations of do- 
mestic and foreign goods in American and foreign vessels to 
and from each country, from the earliest practicable period 
to June 30, 1847. 

6. A statement of the tonnage of each district and State, 
and of the classes of vessels, from the earliest period practi- 
cable to June 30, 1847. 

7. A statement of the American tonnage engaged in for- 
eign trade and in the coasting trade and fisheries, and sea- 
men employed, and of foreign tonnage entered and cleared, 
and the number of their crews from each port and State, 
from the earliest practicable period to June 30, 1847. 

8. A statement of the amount of moneys received on ac- 
count of the marine hospital fund in each district and State, 
and the expenditures at the same places from the same fund, 
and from appropriations each year, from the earliest practi- 
cable period to the 30th June, 1847. 


Mr. CUMMINS offered the following preamble 


and resolutions, which were read: 


Whereas the rights and powers conferred by the people of 
the United States upon the Government of the United States 
are by the Constitution wisely divided into and distributed 
among three separate, distinct, and independent depart- 
ments, the Legislative, the Executive, and the Judicial, 
upon each of which are conferred certain separate, distinct, 
and independeut powers and rights, and of each of which is 
required the faithful perforinance of certain separate, inde- 
pendent, and distinct duties: and whereas the safety of the 
citizens and the harmony and perpetuity of the Government 
itself requires that each department should be kept within its 
prescribed constitutional limits, and that neither be permit- 
ted to usurp the powers or to encroach upon the rights or 
privileges of the other : and whereas the management of our 
affairs with foreign nations and the power to negotiate treaties 
is by tle Constitution conferred upon the President, and the 
Pere to ratify or reject treaties belongs to the Senate, each 

eing held responsible to the people for the wisdom and 
fidclity with which they respectfully exercise these powers 
and discharge their respective duties: and whereas by the 
Constitution of the United States the President is constituted 
the commander-in-chief of our army and navy, and he, with 
his Cabinet ministers and officers in command, are charged 
with and held responsible for the faithful, efficient, and wise 
exercise of the power and discharge of the duties thus con- 
ferred: and whereas it would be impolitic and unwise, pend- 
ing the negotiation of treaties With toreign nations, or during 
the existence of outstanding and unsettled questions, to give 
publicity to or to inform tiie adverse Government of the in- 
structions given by our Government at home to our minis- 
ters and diplomatic agents abroad, or of the confidential 
correspondence which inay have passed between them : and 
whereas, also, it would be unwise and often disastrous to 
the public interests, during the existence of a war, to publish 
to the world and inforin the public enemy of the strength, 
position, condition, and movements of our army, or to ‘dis- 
close to the public enemy the plans of projected campaigns 
yet unexecuted: Therefore 

Resolved, That the President of the United States, in the 
faithful discharge of his constitutional duties, is invested 
with the right and clothed with the power to withhold from 
publication to the world and to the public enemy such in- 
formation as in his judgment, and in the exercise of a sound 
diseretion, would jeopard the safety of our army and the 
success of our arms, and such as would be detrimental to the 
public interests and advantageous to the enemy only. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States, in the 
faithful discharge of his constitutional duties, is invested 
with the right and clothed with the power to withhold from 
publication such information, instructions, and confidential 
correspondence, connected with the unsettled international 
controversies or pending negotiations on the same, as in his 
judgment, and in the exercise of a sound discretion, would 
be prejudicial to the public interest and beneficial to the ad- 
verse Government. 

Resolved, ‘That the House of Representatives has the right 
and power to call upon the President of the United States 
for any information which he, as President, may possess or 
control, touching or concerning our national affairs, either 
domestic or foreign, and that it is the duty of the President 
.to communicate such information, unless, from consider- 
ations of public policy, and in the exercise of a sound dis- 
cretion, he should be of opinion that the publication of such 
information would be prejadicial to the public interest, or 
advantageous to our adversaries. 


Mr. CUMMINS moved the previous question. 
Mr. DUNN moved to lay the resolutions on the 
table. Lost. 
The House then refused to second the previous 
question; and os 
Mr. DUER giving notice of his intention to de- 
bate the resolutions, they were laid over. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


eneren, amma aae e nea a or TT nn a a a a RE a e a n a S a eanan- 


Mr. LAHM offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Mileage be instructed 
to report a bill, as soon as convenient, so amending the laws 
regulating the compensation of Senators and Representatives 
in Congress as to reduce their coinpensation of travel to and 
from the seat of Government of the United States to the sum 
of five dollars for every twenty miles of travel for the first 
four hundred miles to and from said seat of Government, and 
on all the distance over the said four hundred miles the 
same to be reduced to two dollars for every twenty miles 
travel, and that said committee be also instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of reducing the per diem pay of mein- 
bers of Congress, and on this last subject they report by bill 
or otherwise. 


Mr. LAHM moved the previous question. 

The question was put on seconding the demand 
for the previous question, and the House refused 
to second the said demand; and 

Mr. RICHARDSON then giving notice of his 
intention to debate the resolution, it was laid over 
under the rule. 


On motion of Mr. CROWELL, 

Resolved, That the petition of William Greer, together 
with the additional testimony in the case, be referred again 
to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion of Mr. TAYLOR, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be, 
and they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of ceding to the State of Ohio all the lands remaining 
unsold, and that are unsaleable, in the Chilicothe land dis- 
trict,in that State, for such purposes of internal improve- 
ment and education in said district as the General Assembly 
of Ohio may deem best. 


Mr. FRIES offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and he is here- 
by, authorized to pay to William T. Stewart his pay as mes- 
senger of the House of Representatives for the months of 
December, January, and February. 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, giving notice of 
his intention to debate the resolution, it was laid 
over under the rule. 


Mr. HARMANSON offered the following reso- 
lution, which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the State 
of the Union be discharged from the further consideration 
of House bill No. 8, being a bill relating to the collection 
district of New Orleans, and for other purposes, and be 
made the special order of the day for to-morrow, Tuesday, 
the 15th instant. 


Mr. EMBREE offered the following resolution, 
which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Government of the United States 
owns a Jarge quantity of land in the counties of Gibson and 
Posey, in the State of Indiana, lying on the Wabash and 
White rivers, which is flat and wet, and subject to over- 
flow, and thereby rendered worthless, and create disease in 
the adjoining country; and whereas said Jands have been 
offered for sale more than forty years, and that the same 
would be of great value were they reclaimed, and the coun- 
try around them rendered much more healthv; and whereas 
it is thought practicable to reclaim said lands by draining and 
levelling: Therefore be it resolved, that the Committee on 
Public Lands inquire into the expediency of granting and 
ceding to said counties the portion of said lands lying in 
each respectively for the purposes aforesaid. 


On motion of Mr. CATHCART, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public’ Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing that 
those persons who have entitled themselves to receive 160 
acres of bounty land for their services during the present 
war with Mexico, and who may be likewise preémption 
claimants upon the Miami lands in Indiana, shall have the 
privilege of entering such tracts by the application of their 
bounty-land warrants in payment or part pay therefor: said 
warrants to be estimated at $200. 


On motion of Mr. DUNN: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire whether there is any regula- 
tions of the Post Office Department by which greater facili- 
ties are given in the transmission through the Post Office to 
written than to printed matter; the reason or necessity of 
any such regulations; and whether there has been any un- 
reasonable delay in forwarding any public documents or 
other printed matter, after being placed in the Post Office; 
and also whether any further legislation is necessary to en- 
sure the speedy and safe transmission of all mailable matter 
deposited in the Post Office, whether printed or written. 


Mr. EMBREE offered the following preamble 
and resolution, which were read, and the resolu- 
tion agreed to: 


Whereas, James Smithson, Esq., by his last will and testa- 
ment, having given the whole of his property, now amount- 
ing to more than $700,000, to the United States, to found an 
establishment for the increase and diffusion of knowledge 
among men, and Congress, to carry out the liberal designs of 
the donor, having passed an act entitled ‘‘ An act to establish 
the Smithsonian Institution for the increase and diffusion of 
knowledge among men,” approved August 10, 1846; and 
whereas officers have been appointed under said act, and are 
proceeding to erect a building, which, with the improve- 
ments attached, according to their estimate, is to cost about 
$250,000; and said officers are about to establish in said 
building, with the funds of the institution, a library, to con- 
tain 100,000 volumes, a museum ona large scale, a chemical 
laboratory, lecture-rooms for the purpose of delivering lec- 
tures, and a gallery of art; and whereas all of said objects 
are local in their nature, and confined to the city of Wash- 
ington and its vicinity, when the design of the liberal donor 
was not only the increase of knowledge but the diffusion of 
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it amongst men, for the general good; and whereas said act 
provides *‘tuat there is reserved to Congress the right of 
altering or amending, adding to, or repealing any of the pro- 
visions of this act:’? Therefore, be it l 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Library inquire into 
the expediency of so changing and modifying said act as to 
establish a departinent<in said institution for the purpose of 
collecting and arranging information on agriculture, common 
schvuol education, political economy, and the useful arts and 
sciences ; which information, together with the useful lec- 
tures that may be delivered in said institution, shall be pub- 
lished and circulated gratuitously among the people, so as to 
carry out the design of the testator in diffusing useful knowl- 
edge amongst men, and that said committee report by bill or 
otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. TOMPKINS, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of provi- 
ding for permanent arrangements with the railroads in the 
several States of the Union to transport the United States 
mail, and means and munitions of war upon long confracts, 
say twenty years. 

Resolved, ‘That the said Committee be also instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of granting such contracts on 
terms and conditions that certain per cent. of compensation 
for such services be employed to complete unfinished por- 
tions of roads, to fill up links not now connecting, and for 
the continuation especially of the southwestern chain of 
railroads; and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. TOMPKINS, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of granting to the 
States of Mississippi and Alabama certain portions .of the 
public lands, to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Jackson, in the State of Mississippi, to Montgomery, in the 
State of Alabama ; and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. TOMPKINS, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a mail route from Hillsborough, Scott county, to 
Raleigh, Smith county, Mississippi; and the establishment 
of a post office at the house of Asa Myers, in the said county 
of Scott; and that they report by bill or otherwise. And, 
also, that they inquire into the expediency of granting to the 
Postmaster General authority to branch the mail stage route 
from Jackson, in Mississippi, to Gainsville and Livingston, 
in Alabama, at or east of Hillsborough, so that one branch pass 
through Philadelphia, in the county of Neshoba, and De 
Kalb, in the county of Kemper, and the other branch to pass 
through Decatur, in the county of Newton, and Marion, in 
the county of Lauderdale, Mississippi ; and that they report 
by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instruct- 
ed to report to this House joint resolutions to be recom- 
mended to the several States for adoption, amending the firat 
section of the third article of the Constitution of the United 
States, which provides that ‘‘ the judges both of the Supreme 
and inferior courts shall hold their offices during good beha- 
vior,” so as to read, the judges both of the Supreme and 
inferior courts shall hold their offices for a term of years, to 
be prescribed by law.?? 


Mr. THOMPSON moved the previous question. 

Mr. FRIES moved to lay the resolution on the 
table; which motion was decided in the affirmative: 
Yeas 83, nays 68. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, asked leave to intro- 
duce the following joint resolution, of which pre- 
vious notice had been given, viz: 


RESOLUTION authorizing the President te cause certifi- 
cates to be prepared and presentcd to the officers and sol- 
diers who have served in the present war with Mexico. 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President be, and he hereby is, authorized to cause cer- 
tificates to be prepared on parchment, of suitable size, and 
with appropriate devices, to be presented to each officer, 
non-commissioned officer, musician, and private, of the reg- 
ular forces and volunteers, who has served or may serve in 
the present war with Mexico during the term for which he 
entered the army, or until he has been or shall be honorably 
discharged from the service; which shall be signed by the 
President and sealed with the seal of the War Department, 
and countersigned by the Secretary of War; which certifi- 
cates shall set forth the term of service of the officer, non- 
commissioned officer, musician, or private, and the battle or 
battles in which he has been or may be engaged, together 
with all special acts of distinguished gallantry performed by 
him in the service. 

Jind be it further resolved, That it shall be the duty of the 
President to cause such measures to be taken as he may 
deem most expedient and best calculated to procure correct 
information as to the services of the officers, non-comimnis- 
sioned officers, musicians, and privates, who have served or 
may serve in the present war with Mexico, to enable him to 
carry into effect the foregoing resolution. 

And be it further resolved, That when any officer, non- 
commissioned officer, musician, or private, has beenor may 
be killed in battle, or has died or may die in the service, the 
certificate aforesaid shall be presented to his family. 


Debate arising on the motion for leave, it was 
laid over under the rule. 


On motion of Mr. FICKLIN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands inquire 
into the expediency of reporting a hill granting bounty lands 
to the soldiers engaged in the Indian wars, under Generals 
St. Clair, Hamar, and Wayne; and also such soldiers of the 
war of 1812 as have not received bounty lands; and that they 
report by bill or otherwise. 
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On motion of Mr. TURNER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce he instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a port of 
entry at the city of Galena, in the State of Illinois ; and that 
they report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. HALL, of Missouri, moved for leave to 
introduce a joint resolution of thanks to Brigadier 
General Price and Colonel Doniphan, and through 
them to the officers and men under their command. 

Mr. HALL moved the previous question on the 
motion for leave, which was not seconded; and 
debate arising on the motion for leave, it was laid 
over under the rule. 


On motion of Mr. HALL, of Missouri, 

Resolved, That the Commitiee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so 
amending the post office laws as to give the franking priv- 
ilege to all postmasters whose salaries at this time do not 
exceed two hundred dollars per annum. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved the fol- 
lowing resolution; but, giving rise to debate, it 
was laid over under the rule: 

Resolved, (with the concurrence of the Senate,) That the 
President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives close the present session of Congress by an ad- 


journment of their respective Houses on Monday, the 26th 
day of June, A. D. 1848. 


Mr. GREGORY moved the following resolution; 
which, giving rise to debate, was laid over under 


the rule: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House pay, on the audit 
of the Coinmittee of Accounts, the account of T. Barley 
Meyers and F. F. Marbury, employed by the Solicitor of the 
Treasury under a resolution of the House of the 20th Janu- 
ary, 1846, to take sworn testimony in the claim of Matthews, 
Wood, and Hall. 


On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, 

Resolved, That the Comunittee on Printing inquire into the 
propriety of printing an additional number of the President’s 
message, with the accompanying documents, for the use of 
the members of the House. 


On mation of Mr. LEFFLER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estah- 
lishing a post route from the Raccoon Forks of the Des 
Moines river to Council Bluffs, on the Missouri; also, from 
El Kadir to Jacksonville, in Clayton county, Iowa. 

Mr. SLINGERLAND offered the following 
preamble and resolution: 

Whereas the death of the distinguished and lamented 
statesman, Hon. John Quincey Adams, is a source of sorrow- 
ful interest to all parts of the Union; and as every circum- 
stance relatingto that event is universally desired and eagerly 
eought for; and as the copies of the addresses made in Con- 
gress and the address of the chaplain of the House of Rep- 
resentatives upon that event, which have been previously 
ordered to be printed, have been found inadequate to supply 
the call for them: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Printing be in- 
structed to have printed twenty thousand additional copies 
of those addresses. 

The resolution being objected to, it was not re- 
ceived. 
On motion of Mr. HENLEY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing for the 
reception of military bounty land warrants in payment for 
lands by persons holding preëmption rights. 


Mr. CLINGMAN moved to suspend the rules, 
for the purpose of enabling him to offer a resolu- 
tion. 

The question was put, and two-thirds not voting 
in favor thereof, it was not agreed to. 

[The following is a copy of the resolution which 
Mr. C. proposed to offer: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform this 
House why the correspondence heretofore called for by the 
following resolution has not been furnished to the House: 

‘Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to furnish to this House copies of all correspondence 
between the Secretary of War and Major General Scott, and 
between the Secretary of War and Major General Taylor, 
and between Major General Scott andN. P. Trist, late Com- 
missioner of the United States to Mexico, and between the 
latter and the Secretary of State, which has not heretofore 
been published, and the publication of which may not be 
incompatible with the public interest.’*} 


RESOLUTIONS FROM STATE LEGISLATURES. 

Mr. HAMPTON, of New Jersey, presented 
resolutions of the Legislature of New Jersey, ap- 
proving of Mr. Whitney’s plan of constructing a 
railroad from Lake Michigan to the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. NELSON presented a joint resolution of 
the Senate and Assembly of the State of New 
York, against any alteration of the ‘* Act concern- 
ing pilots,” by which a competition among pilots 
would be diminished. 

Also, a similar joint resolution in favor of the 
continuance of pensions to the widows of soldiers 
of the Revolution. 

Mr. HOLMES, of New York, presented reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of New York, in relation 
to extending the pension laws by which widows of 
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revolutionary officers and soldiers are entitled to 
pensions. 

Mr. HALL, of New York, presented resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of the State of New York, 
against any change in the act concerning pilots 
which would destroy or diminish the competition 
now existing. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, presented 
resolutions of the Legislature of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, approving of Mr. Whitney’s plan of con- 
structing a railroad from Lake Michigan to the 
Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. STRONG presented similar resolutions of 
the Legislature of New York. 

Mr. OUTLAW presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of North Carolina relating to the inlets 
on the coast of North Carolina. 

Mr. EDSALL presented the resolution of the 
Legislature of New Jersey in favor of Mr. Whit- 
ney’s plan for a railroad to Oregon. 

Also, the resolutions of the same relative to the 
pilot laws of the United States. 

Also, resolutions of the same, approving the sen- 
timents expressed by the Chicago Convention, in 
July last, in relation to harbors and navigable 
rivers, &c. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, presented the resolu- 
tions of the State of Georgia asking for the con- 
struction of various post-routes in said State. 

Also, for changing a mail-route so as to run 
from Boxville up to Dublin, on the west side of 
Oconee river, and down from Dublin to Boxville, 
on the east side of said river. 

Also, resolutions from the same approving of 
Mr. Whitney’s plan for the construction of a rail- 
road to Oregon. 

Also, resolutions from the same expressive of 
the sense it entertains of the value of the Military 
Institute of the United States at West Point. 

Mr. ROCKHILL presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Indiana, relative to the pay- 
ment of annuities belonging to the Miami tribe of 
Indians. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
By Mr. HALL, of New York: A bill concern- 


ing costs in civil suits and proceedings in the name 
of the United States. Referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama: A bill to cede 
to the State of Alabama the public lands lying 
within the limits of said State for purposes of edu- 
cation. Referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. INGE: A bill for the relief of John B. 
Smith and Simeon Darden. Referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS: A bill to provide pen- 
sions for all the officers and soldiers, regular and 
volunteer, who have been injured and perma- 
nently disabled in the service of the United States 
in the existing war with Mexico. Read twice and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 
Notices of motions for leave to introduce bills 


were given as follows, viz: 

By Mr. CUMMINS: Of the bill declaratory of 
the rights of naturalized citizens of the United 
States, and to secure and protect them in the peace- 
ful exercise and enjoyment of their rights against 
the acts and influence of foreign Governments and 
their diplomatic agents. 

By Mr. WICK: Of a bill to prohibit the im- 
portation of slaves into the District of Columbia, 
with certain exceptions. 

By Mr. HALL, of New York: Ofa bill to pro- 
vide for obtaining accurate returns and annual state- 
ments of the internal trade and commerce of the 
United States. 

Also, a bill to refund to the New York Indians 
the moneys withheld from them by Janus Stugker, 
sub-agent appointed for said Indians by the United 
States. 

Also, a bill to extend the provisions and benefits 
of certain acts of Congress granting pensions to 
He widows of the officers and soldiers of the Revo- 
ution. 

By Mr. S. LAWRENCE: Of a bill to revive 
and amend the act entitled ‘‘An act granting bounty 
lands and extra pay to certain Canadian volun- 
teers,” approved March 5, 1816. 

By Mr. LA SERE: Of a bill authorizing the 
appointment of an additional judge of the United 
States District Court for the State of Louisiana. 
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By Mr. FULTON: Ofa joint resolution autho- 
rizing the Secretary of State to furnish the clerk of 
the District Court of the United States for the 
Western District of Virginia four copies of Little 
& Brown’s edition of the laws of the United States. 

By Mr. CROWELL: Of a bill to repeal so much 
of the act approved February 27, 1801, and all other 
acts and parts of acts concerning the District of 
Columbia, as in any way interferes with the insti- 
tution of slavery or the slave trade therein. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications, viz: 

I. A communication from the Postmaster Gene- 
ral, relative to the transportation of the mail from 
Charleston to Chagres, touching at St. Augustine 
and Key West, and also at Havana and across the 
Isthmus of Panama, and thence to Astoria, with a 
copy of a contract accepted by that department for 
that service, subject to the action of Congress. 

If. A communication from the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, transmitting, in compliance with the act of 
March 3, 1845, a copy of a contract for the trans- 
portation of the United States mail between New 
York and Bremen, upon the terms and conditions 
pee by said act. 

II. A letter fromjthe Commissioner of Patents, 
In answer to the resolution of the House of the 
12th of January last, as to what legislation is ne- 
cessary to provide room in the Patent Office build- 
ing for the arrangement of models in such manner 
as to give the examiners such access to them as is 
necessary in the discharge of their duties. 


On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, the House pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the business on the 
Speaker’s table. 

The first business in order was the message from 
the President of the United States, returning to 
the House the bill of the last session ‘‘to provide 
for continuing certain works in the Territory of 
Wisconsin,” with his objections for withholding 
his approval; on which a motion to refer the mes- 
sage to the Committee on Commerce was pending 
and also the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded; and under 
its operation the message was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The next subject in order was the message from 
the President of the United States, transmitting 
documents in relation to the return of Santa Anna 
and Paredes to Mexico, and refusing to furnish the 
instructions given to Mr. Slidell, as requested by 
the resolution of the House of Representatives of 
the 4th of January, 1848. 

Mr. TOMPKINS, being entitled to the floor, 
rose, and stating his inability to proceed in his 
remarks this evening, 

The House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, March 14, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. PALFREY asked the House to take up the 
resolution he yesterday offered and act upon it. 
The resolution was read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate 
to this House, if not inconsistent with the public interest, 
copies of instructions issued from the State Department to 
William Hogan, employed by this Government in the island 
of Hayti in the years 1844 and 1845; also, copies of any cor- 
respondence between the Department of State and said Ho- 
gan during and subsequent to the time of his said mission. 


Objection being made, the resolution was not 
considered. 


Mr. GAYLE, by general consent, introduced a 
bill, previous notice having been given, to establish 
the rates of postage on steamboats and other water 
craft not in the employ of the United States. Read 
and committed. 


On motion of Mr. HOLMES, of New York, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the propriety and expediency of importin 
into the United Statea the Alpaca or Peruvian sheep, an 
whether it would be consistent and advisable to employ the 
vessels of the General Government for that purpose. 


On motion of Mr. CONGER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving be instructed 
to report whether the lithographic maps accompanying the 
President’s annual message, as ordered to be published by 
this House, have been furnished to the number required when 
the last was received, if so furnished ; and if not furnished, 
when they may be expected, and whether there has been 
any unnecessary delay in furnishing the same or any part 
thereof. Also, thatthey report whether said committee have 
contracted for the publication of the map of Lieutenants Em- 


ory and Abert, or either of themi, as ordered by this House ; 
and, if so, with whomeaid contract has heen made, and when 


said maps, or any portion of the number ordered, will be 
ready for delivery. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CROWELL, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Cassius M. Clay. 
Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, an adverse re- 
port upon: the petition of John Hamilton. Laid 
on the table. 

Mr. LIGON, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the petition of John De- 
groot. Laid on the table. 

Mr. DUNN, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports upon the petitions of Jarvis Jack- 
son and Jeremiah Rushton. Laid on the table. 

Mr. FLOURNOY, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Thomas Crown. 
Read and committed. 

Mr. HUNT, from the Committee on Commerce, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Atkins 
Dyer. Laid on the table. 

Mr. GREGORY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to provide for landing and storing the 
cargoes of vessels from foreign ports, and for other 
purposes. Read and committed. 

Mr. DONNELL asked leave to offer a resolution; 
but, objection being made, it was not received. 

Mr. GOGGIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, made an adverse report on 
the petition of John McRae. Laid on the table. 

r. SIMS, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, reported a bill to incorporate the 
Washington Mutual Fire Insurance Company. 
Read and committed. 3 

Mr. HALL, of New York, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of 
George R. Ward. Read and committed. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for 
the relief of Joshua Eddy, deceased Read and 
committed. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported a bill to repeal so much 
of the 30th section of the act to establish the ju- 
dicial courts of the United States as authorizes the 
taking of depositions de bene esse, without notifica- 
tion to the adverse party. Read and committed. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a joint resolution for the re- 
lief of Samuel T. Anderson. Read and committed. 

Mr. K. also presented a memorial of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of the city of New York, in 
relation to the removal of obstructions to naviga- 
tion at Hell Gate, in the East river, accompanied 
by a plan for the improvement thereof. Referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill to incorporate 
the Eagle Steamboat Company. Read and com- 
mitted. | 

Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
to change the name of Photius Kavasales to. Pho- 
tius Fisk. The bill was twice read. 

Mr. C. made a brief statement of the case. The 

etitioner (he said) was a chaplain in the United 

tates navy, a naturalized citizen, and at present 
an inhabitant of the District of Columbia, being 
stationed at the navy-yard in this city. Mr. Kav- 
asales was desirous of changing his name in con- 
sequence of some events which had taken place in 
Greece, his native country; and the name he wish- 
ed to take was that of an early benefactor. There 
could be no doubt of the power of Congress to pass 
such a law, similar acts having been passed here- 
tofore; and, as he presumed there could be no ob- 
jections to the object of the bill, he moved that it 

ave its third reading at this time, and bė immedi- 
ately put upon its passage. 

Mr. FICKLIN said he had been absent from 
the committee when this bill was under considera- 
tion, and he did not know that he should oppose 
the object of the bill; but he could not give his as- 
sent to the motion to pass it without previous ref- 
erence- to a committee. One of the standing com- 
mittees of the House ought to have an opportunity 
of inquiring into the facts of the case, and report 
them to the House. He thought the House had 
of late got too much into the habit of passing bills 
hastily, on the spur of the moment, without due 
consideration; and he, for one, should set himself 
against the continuance of such a practice. He 


hoped the bill would take the usual course. 
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Mr. SIMS thought there could be no possible 
necessity for committing so simple a bill as this. 
The case was perfectly plain, and there could be 
no doubt as to the power of the House to act. The 
applicant for whose benefit this bill had been re- 
ported was a naturalized citizen of the United 
States,and a resident citizen of this District. When 
a citizen of one of the States was desirous of 
changing his name, an act was passed by the State 
Legislature, either directly or by authorizing the 
courts to do it. Congress stood to the people of 
this District in the place of a local legislature, and, 
no question, possessed the power to pass a bill of 
this description. 

Mr. BURT wished to inquire of the chairman 
of the committee who reported this bill whether, 
by the laws of Maryland, (which were at present 
in force in this District,) the courts were not em- 
powered to change the names of citizens applying 
for such change? Had the committee inquired on 
that subject? ; 

Mr. SIMS replied that the committee had not 
made such an inquiry, because, knowing that their 
chairman was an able, experienced, and learned 
member of the Maryland bar, they presumed, of 
course, that he was well informed on that point. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, stated that the laws 
of Maryland gave to the courts no such power. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL was desirous of know- 
ing why any man in the United States could not, 
without any act of Congress, or of any Legisla- 
ture whatever, change his name as he pleased? 
He had put that question to a learned gentleman 
of his acquaintance, who agreed with himself in 
the opinion that there was nothing to prevent it. 
Mr. I. believed that a man could change his own 
name by his own act as often as he pleased. Mr. 
[. had seen the question tried and decided in the 
affirmative. But such change, when made, did not 
Operate to diminish in the least degree the force of 
any previous contract the individual might have 
entered into previously, nor would it prevent his 
being brought before a court of justice for any 
crime he had before committed. 

Mr. SIMS assented to the position taken by Mr. 
INGERSOLL, that a man might change his name as 
often as he pleased; but, though he had the natural 
right to do it, this was like many other natural 
rights which a man did not choose always to ex- 
ercise. A man had a natural right to get drunk, 
but he could not exercise that right without conse- 
quences which every man did not like to incur. No 
respectable man would choose to have his name 
accompanied with a dozen aliases. It was accord- 
ingly customary in all the States for an orderly and 
good citizen, who for particular reasons might be 
desirous of changing his name, to apply to the 
highest tribunal in the State where he resided, who 
passed a solemn ene act of legislation making 
the change desired. 

In other States the necessity for this was super- 
seded by u general law empowering certain of the 
State courts to grant such requests. By thismeans 
good order was preserved in the community, and 
a citizen whose circumstances rendered it proper 
and desirable that he should change his name was 
preserved from being exposed to suspicion in doing 
so. It was a good municipal police regulation, and 
ought to be encouraged; while, on the contrary, 
the change of men’s names without such sanction 
of public authority ought not to be encouraged. 
He saw no conceivable necessity for any delay in 
so plain a case as this, and he hoped the bill would 
be suffered to pass at once without further objec- 
tion. 

Mr. PALFREY said he had not watched the 
course of this debate, having had his attention par- 
tially called off to another matter. He understood, 
however, the facts to be, that a highly respectable 
gentleman, a citizen of this District, and a chaplain 
in the navy, who was a naturalized citizen of the 
United States, desired, for reasons satisfactory to 
himself, to have his name changed, by assuming 
that of a deceased benefactor. The only objection 
Mr. P. had heard urged in opposition to this bill 
was, that the petitioner could make the change for 
himself. Mr.P. was acquainted with the fact that 
names were changed by statute law in the States. 
In Massachusetts, when a man wanted to change 
his name, he petitioned the State Legislature; the 
petition was sent to a committee, who reported a 
bill for his relief, which passed the usual forms, 
the same as any other State law. If this was the 
general course in the State Legislatures, he pre- 
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sumed, as Congress was in the place of a State 
Legislature to the people of this District, the same 
thing could here be done by Congress. The only 
remedy proposed by his friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. 7 R. IncersoLrL] for this Mr. Kavasales was 
that he should change his name to any other he 
preferred to bear, without any of the forms of legis- 
lation. His friend was a lawyer, which Mr. P. 
was not; and if he said so, Mr. P. presumed that 
a man might, if he pleased, take a new name as 
often as he pleased, under which he might sue and 
be sued, justas under that by which he was known 
before. But would not this be considered asa 
very suspicious proceeding? The first time such 
a man signed his new name to a note of hand, 
would it give much satisfaction to the receiver of 
the note, who had always till then known him by 
another name? And would it be so if he did ita 
second time? Would not such a proceeding be 
apt to give rise to some embarrassing questions ? 
But Mr. P. thought that the Congress of the Uni. 
ted States had barred itself against a refusal-in this 
case by passing previous laws for such a change. 
The records of the House would, he believed, show 
some half dozen cases in which similar applications 
had been complied with for the benefit of citizens 
of the District of Columbia. The recent case of 
Captain Finch, of the navy, whose name had been 
changed to Bolton, must be fresh in the recollection 
of all. 

Mr. FICKLIN persisted in his objection to per- 
mitting this bill to pass without previous reference 
to a committee. His first objection was, that this 
practice of passing, what were stated to be unim- 
portant bills, without referring them, was becoming 
too frequent in the House; and bills had sometimes 
been passed in this way, on the assurance of some 
member that they were mere matters of form, or 
of a nature so simple as not to admit of any ques- 
tion, which, when it was too late, were found to 
be of great importance. He thought ita good rule 
that all bills, of every kind, whether of great or 
little alleged importance, should go to one of the 
standing committees of the House, and undergo a 
full investigation there. The exceptions, Mr. F. 
thought, should be rare, indeed. In the present 
case, he could see no necessity for running this bill 
through the House, without its being referred. He 
would desire to ask the chairman of the committee 
what evidence had the committee or the House 
that the applicant was a resident of the District of 
Columbia? Ilad any witnesses testified that such 
was the fact; or had the committee taken it for 
granted, on the mere assertion of the party who 
wished to change his name. Such changes were 
sometimes sought for dishonest purposes, though 
Mr. F. was very far from charging such to be the 
case in the present instance. 

Mr. CHAPMAN stated, in reply, that the com- 
mittee and the House had as strong evidence of the 
fact as could possibly be desired. They had the 
Navy Register, which showed that Mr. Kavasales 
was a chaplain in the United States navy, and that, 
by order of the Navy Department, he had been 
ordered, as his station, to the navy-yard in this 
city. He was by birth a Greek; and he presumed 
he need not state that he could not be an officer of 
the United States navy unless he were a naturalized 
citizen. The applicant had shown, by this official 
document, that he was a citizen of the District. 

Mr. C. said he could not have supposed that a 
little bill like this, whose only object and effect was 
to enable a respectable man, from an honorable 
motive, to change his name for that of an early 
benefactor, could possibly have given rise to such 
a discussion? e hoped his friend from Illinois 
(Mr. Ficxiin] would consent to withdraw his 
objection. 

Mr. FICKLIN regretted that he could not com- 
ply with the request of his friend from Maryland, 
especially as that gentleman was one of the clever- 
est men in the House. He should be forced to 
vote against the passage of the bill. 

Several other members were on their feet; when 

Mr. STEPHENS moved the previous question. 

The motion was seconded by the House, and 
the previous question was put and carried, and the 
bill was passed. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill to incorporate 
the Washington Gas Light Company. Read and 
committed. 

Mr. SILVESTER, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, made adverse reports on 
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the petitions of Mary Woods, Rebecca Bump, 
Harriet McAlister, and Emily Hoyt. Laid on the 
table. 

Mr. S. LAWRENCE, from the same commit- 
tee, made adverse reports on the petitions of Mary 
Blaking, Priscilla Maxwell, and Joanna Steeples. 
Laid on the table. 

Mr. CUMMINS, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of Abigail 
Harris and Elizabeth Throop. Laid on the table. 

Mr. COCKE, from the same committee, to 
which was referred Senate bill amending the act 
entitled **An act granting half-pay to widows or 
‘orphans, where their husbands and fathers have 
‘died of wounds received in the military service 
‘of the United States, in cases of deceased officers 
‘and soldiers of the militia and volunteers, passed 
‘July 4, 1836,” reported the same with an amend- 
ment. Committed. 

Mr. FREEDLEY, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of David 
Black, Hannah Hampton, the heirs of David 
Jewett, Ruth Loomis, Philena Phelps, Thankful 
Penly, and John Sutherland. Laid on the table. 


Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on the 
Library, reported the following resolution, which 
was agreed to: 


Resolved, That 10,000 copies each of the three maps 
drawn by Captain McClellan, from actual surveys by him- 
self and others of the Topographical corps, of the battles of 
Mexico aud of Cerro Gordo, and of the operations at Vera 
Cruz, be printed for the use of this House, of which 1,009 
copies shall be on drawing paper, and 9,000 on good thin 
map paper, and that the Committee on Engraving be direct- 
ed to contract for the same. 


Mr. W. T. LAWRENCE, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief 
of Joel Thacker. Read and committed. 


COLLECTION DISTRICT OF NEW ORLEANS. 


On motion of Mr. THIBODEAUX, the House 


then took up the bill relating to the collection dis- 
trict of New Orleans, and for other purposes, it be- 
ing the special order set apart for this day. 

The bill was read, and the question being on en- 
grossing the bill and reading it a third time— 

Mr. THIBODEAUX rose and said: It is not 
my intention to discuss the merits of this bill at 
any length, as its provisions are rather of a local 
than of a general nature, and more immediately 
affect the commercial interest of New Orleans than 
those of the country at large. The Committee 
on Commerce to whom the bill was referred, has 
reported unanimously in its favor; and, if the Le- 
gislature of the State of Louisiana be considered 
as good authority in this matter by the members of 
this House, then here there will be no opposition 
to its provisions; for the House of Representatives 
of that State has recently passed, by a vote of 51 to 
19, aresolution recommending the extension of the 
port of New Orleans so as to include Lafayette, 
and the Senate concurred in it with only two dis- 
senting voices. Sir, the city of New Orleans has, 
within a few years, filled her entire upper corporate 
limit, and has united with Lafayette, the centre of 
a street being the only boundary between them, 
though they are under different municipal authori- 
ties; but, for all purposes of trade and commerce, 
New Orleans and Talayelts are one and the same 
city. As now established by law, the port of New 
Orleans is limited on the upper side by the city of 
Lafayette, with its well-built streets and its popu- 
Jation of ten thousand souls, while the lower part 
of the port, where the spread of improvement and 
population has been less, includes lumber-yards, 
saw-mills, kitchen-gardens, and other suburban 
establishments, and vessels are there but seldom 
seen, whereas the wharves of the upper part are 
constantly crowded with craft of every description. 
Thus the actual port is limited on the one side so 
as to exclude from the benefit of custom-house 
regulations a very large portion of its inhabitants, 
who are among the most deeply interested in its 
commercial prosperity. The exigencies of com- 
merce imperiously demand the extension of the 
port of New Orleans as proposed by the bill under 
consideration, and, so far as I have been able to 
ascertain, the opposition to the measure is based 
more upon merely local considerations than upon 
any circumstances affecting its expediency and ne- 
cessity as a matter of general interest and utility. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, was read 


a third time, passed, and sent to the Senate for | 


concurrence. 


MR. SLIDELL’S INSTRUCTIONS. 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, the House pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the business on the 
Speaker’s table, viz: The message of the Presi 
dent of the United States, transmitting documents 
in relation to the return of Santa Anna and Paredes 
to Mexico, and refusing to furnish the instructions 
given Mr. Slidell, as requested by a resolution of 
ey oe of Representatives of 4th of January, 
1848. 

Mr. TOMPKINS, who was entitled to the floor 
when the subject was previously under considera- 
tion, addressed the House in continuation of re- 
marks commenced by him on the 19th of January 
last, and a full report of which will be found in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. STANTON next succeeded in catching the 
Speaker’s eye and recognition, and he ascended 
the tribune, or rostrum, thence to address the 
House, thus stationing himself with his back to 
the reporters. He was understood to commence 
by saying that it was not his purpose to reply to 
the speech of the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
‘Yompxins,] who had just taken his seat, but to 
give his views generally on the present state of 
affairs, as connected with the war with Mexico, 
and the responsibility that belongs to the parties 
that divide this country in reference to the war. 
In doing this, it would come properly within the 
scope of his remarks to defend the position which 
the President had taken, to which the gentleman 
from Mississippi had very pointedly referred. A 
full report of the speech of Mr. S. will appear in 
the Appendix. 

Mr. ROOT, of Ohio, obtained the floor, and 
moved an adjournment, which was carried, and 

The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented and reterred : 


By Mr. PRESTON: The petition of William C. Williams 
and others, pra) ing for a change in the post office laws. 

By Mr. MCCLEVLAND: ‘Ene remon trance of Charles 
Chandler and otners, of Clinton, Michigan, against the tur- 
ther extension ov the Jethro Wood patent. 

By Mr. Sı L VES1 ER: The petiuon ot certain inhab tants 
of tue county 0i Greene, in the state of New York, prayiug 
lOr the establishment of a post route from Greenville, tarougu 
Nurton Hill, to Oak Hill. 

By Mr. BKADY : Tne remonstrance of Adam Small and 
100 otuer citizens and farmers of Franklin county, Pennsyl- 
Vania, against the renewal of Jethro Wood’s patent. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New Yoik: A petition suggesting 
the propriety of a general law by which ah incorporated 
piank ryad compames may be permitted to import lumber 
for actual Use Upon the saime terms which railroad compa- 
nics are peituilted to import iron tor the use of their respect- 
ive rouds. 

By Mr. HAMPTON, of New Jersey: The petition of Job 
Haines, Reuben Roberts, and 218 other citizens of the State 
ot New Jeisey, a king Congress to establish a mail route 
from the city of Pmlad:i Ipuia to Mount Laurel, in said State, 
and certain post offices therein named. Also, the petition 
of John tailey, Nicholas Rape, and 203 other citizens of 
New Jersey, asking Congress ior an appropriation to remove 
the obstructions trom Great Egy Harbor river, in said State. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: ‘Lhe petition of citizens 
of Wheat.and tor a military depôt at the mouth of the Gen- 
esee river, in the State of New Yoik. 

By Mr. GOTT: Several athdavits of citizens of Munroe 
county, New York, showing suis paid tor the privileze of 
making Jethro Wood’s ca: t-iron plough. 

By Mr. NELSON: The petition ot Thomas Suthard and 
Many other citizens of Peekskill, in the State oi New York, 
on the subject of the reduction of po-tage on newspapers. 
Also, the remonstrance of Juin Brayon, George L. Scars, 
and other citizens of Orange county, New York, against the 
renewal or extension oJ tue Jethro Wood patent (ur the cast- 
iron plough. 

by Mr. 'T'URNER: The petition of P. B. Gaston and 180 
others, praying tor a mail route from Peru to Princeton, 
Winnebago, Yorktown, Washington, Bennington, Crandall’s 
Furry, Attica, Fairport, Gaston’s Grove, and Pleasant Val- 
ley, and to Roek [-land. Also, of William H. ltuval and 
Olnets, pruylug fur the same subject. Also, the p: tition of 
S. D. Carpenter and 123 others, praying for ainail route from 
Enzabeth to Freeport, in the State of Hlinois. Also, the 
petition of D. H. Birdsall, postmaster at Dixon, illinois, pray- 
mig fur additional compensation. Also, the petition and 
papers of John Howe, of Freeport, IHinois, praying for a 
law authorizing the allowance and payment of certain ac- 
counts. 

By Mr. McKAY: The petition of Sarah Yates, of Colum- 
bia, South Carolina, asking that compensation may be made 
tu the estate of Captain Jonn Yates for supplies which he 
furnished to the American ariny in the revolutionary war. 

By Mr. ECKERT: A petition trom citizens of Schuylkill 
couaty, fora mail route from Orwig-burg, Schuylkill county, 
to Lehighton, Carbon county. 

By Mr. SLINGERLAND: The petition of John Christie. 

By Mr. BULLER: The petition of John Case and other 
ciuzens of Columibia county, Pennsylvania, asking that the 
General Government shail wo lounges traffic sor permit trathe 
in the pubuc lands yet in its possession; aud that said lands 
shat! be laid out in farms or lots for the free use of such cit- 
izens (not possessed of other land) as will occupy them ; and 


that the jurisdiction of the public lands be transferred to the 
States or Territories only on condition that such a disposi- 
tion be made of them. 

By Mr. EVANS, of Maryland: The petition of William 
Hudson, George W. Beunett, David F. Karmer, John J. R. 
Poole, and others, praying the appointn ent of a peron to 
grant enrollments and licenses, to reside at Chesapeake city 
Maryland. Also, the petition of Robert R. Emeraon and 
others, citizens of Caroline county, Maryland, pray g the 
discontinuance of certain mail ioutes and the establishment 
of others. 

By Mr. RUMSEY: The petition of William H. Lampert 
and other citizens of Ontario county, New York, against the 
revival of the patent for Jethro Wood’s cast-iron plough. 

By Mr. STUART, of Michigan: The petition of citizens 
of Kalamazoo and St. Joseph’s counties, in the State of 
Michigan, for a mail route from Kalamazoo, in the county 
of Kalamazoo, Michigan, to Lima, in the ecunty of La- 
grange, Indiana, via Austin’s Lake, Vick-burg, John W. 
Backey’s, Mendon Sand Lake, and Sturgis Prairie. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Twenty-three remonstrances against 
the renewal of Wond?s patent. 

By Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 
1,300 citizens of Alleghany county, Pennsylvania, praying for 
the repeal of the actof Congress entitled “An act respecting 
fugitives from justice and persons escaping from the service 
of their-masters,”? passed February 12, 17¢3. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of Thomas Gilmore, 
Nathan Webb, and other citizens of Trumbull county, Chio, 
for the repeal of -o much of the act of Congress of March 3, 
1847, as requires postage to be paid on newepapers circu- 
lating within thirty miles of the office of publication, and tor 
such other modifications of said act as shall more effectually 
provide for a uniform system of cheap postage on letters. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, March 14, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a report of the acting Secretary of the Treasury, 
made agreeably to law, exhibiting certain contracts 
and expenditures during the periods and for the ob- 
jects therein mentioned. 


RESOLUTIONS OF NEW YORK LEGISLATURE. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a resolution passed 
by the Legislature of the State of New York, in 
favor of an extension of the acts granting pensions 
to the widows of officers and soldiers of the Revo- 
lution; which was laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DIX presented a resolution passed by the 
Legislature of New York, in opposition to any 
change in the act of the 2d of March, 1837, con- 
cerning pilots; which was laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 
Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of Seneca 


G. Simmons, an officer in the army, praying to be 
released from Jiability for certain public money 
stolen from his possession in Mexico; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a petition of citizens of the counties of 
Bradley and Jefferson, in Arkansas, praying to be 
allowed the right of preémption to the lands on 
which they have settled; which was laid upon the 
table. 

Also, the petition of Joseph M. Meriwether, 
and a petition of a number of citizens of Arkansas 
in his behalf, praying to be allowed the right of 
preémption to a tract of land; which were referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of H. 
N. Denison, praying the payment of an accepted 
draft, drawn hy James Reeside, mail contractor, 
on the Post Office Department; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, it was ordered, 
that the petition of Emeline Owens, on the files of 
the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. CALHOUN, it was ordered, 
that the petition of Robert M. Harriron, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was ordered, 
that William Storke Jett have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 


Mr. DOWNS submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered by unanimous consent 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire whether any further provision by law 
may be necessary to authorize the same compensation to be 
paid to witnesses in the courts of the United States on the 
part of the defendant as on the part of the Government, and 
to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. ASHLEY gave notice that on to-morrow, 
or atan early day, he would ask leave of the Sen- 
ate to bring in a bill to regulate the fees in the sev- 
eral courts of the United States. 
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Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill authorizin 
the surrender of certain bonds held by the Unite 
States to the State of Indiana, reported the same 
with amendments, and submitted a special report 
onthe subject; which was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill to reduce and 
graduate the price of the public lands, and for other 
purposes, reported it without amendment. 


THE LOAN BILL. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives to authorize a loan not 
to exceed the sum of sixteen millions, reported it 
with amendments. 

[The amendments are merely verbal, with the 
exception of the introduction of a clause stating 
that proposals are required to be sealed, and be 
opened by the Secretary of the Treasury, or other 
officer of the department, on the day appointed, 
publicly, in the presence of such persons as may 
choose to attend. ] 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. A., from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the bill from the House of Representa- 
tives, further to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the service of the fiscal year ending 
the 30th June, 1848, reported it with amendments. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
petition of Alfred White, reported a bill for his 
relief; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred the bill for the 
relief of Benjamin Adams and Company, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom were referred the petition of 
Volney E. Howard, and the memorial of Isabella 
Cole, executrix of William Cole, deceased, sub- 
mitted reports thereon; which were ordered to be 
printed. 


VIRGINIA REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. UNDERWOOD asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill to provide for 
the unpaid claims of the officers and soldiers of the 
Virginia State and Continental lines of the revolu- 
tionary army; which was read the first and second 
times, by unanimous consent, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 

On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, the prior 
orders were postponed, and the Senate proceeded 
to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, the 
bill from the House of Representatives further to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
service of the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 
1848. 

The bill having been partially amended— 

Mr. HALE inquired of the chairman of the Fi- 
nance Committee, whether the item of $5,000 for 
expenses in the issue of treasury notes, was intend- 
ed to be appropriated to the payment of officers 
now receiving salaries? 

Mr. ATHERTON replied that he did not so 
understand it. The appropriation for this, pur- 
pose, if he were correctly informed, amounted, in 
the whole, to $40,000. ‘There was amongst the 
papers accompanying the bill, a statement of the 
disbursements during the current fiscal year, under 
that appropriation, amounting to $38,000. The 
sum appropriated being thus nearly exhausted, it 
was estimated by the Treasury Department that 
an additional appropriation of $5,000 would be 
necessary. He then sent to the desk a statement 
of these expenditures, which was read by the Sec- 
retary. 

Mr. HALE then moved a proviso, that no part 
of this sum should be paid to officers receiving sal- 
aries for Issuing or signing treasury notes. 

Mr. ATHERTON said he had not the slightest 
objection to the amendment. 

r. MANGUM then said, that with the per- 
mission of the honorable chairman of the Finance 
Committee, he would move that the bill before the 
Senate be passed over informally, with the view of 

-making another motion. 
Mr. ATHERTON assented. 


Mr. MANGUM then moved that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Executive business. 

The motion being agreed to, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the consideration of Executive business. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 
The doors having been re-opened, the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the bill supplying 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the current 


ear. 
ý Mr. HALE said, thatas he had ascertained that 
a similar provision had been inserted in the loan 
bill, he would withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. BENTON moved further to amend the bill 
by striking out the item allowing a chargé to the 
Papal States, and inserting “ minister plenipoten- 
tiary,’ and to increase the appropriation from 
$22,000 to $31,000. 

THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

Mr. CASS then said: This bill will, it is now 
evident, lead to a somewhat protracted discussion, 
and [ therefore hope that it will be passed over 
informally, and that the Senate will take up the 
ten-regiment bill. Ishall not trouble the Senate 
with any remarks in support of this suggestion, 
but merely express the Hone that gentlemen will 
acquiesce in the propriety of adopting it. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I hope that further debate 
on the ten-regiment bill will not be prosecuted until 
a certain matter now pending, and to which I may 
not at present further refer, shall have been decided 
in one way or another. l have no disposition to 
defer the consideration of the bill, but, in my judg- 
ment, it is important that the matter to which I 
have alluded should be decided before this military 
bill be taken up. 

Mr. CASS. I do not understand at all how any 
motion in secret session can have any relation to 
this bill. There is no necessity to affect mystery 
where there is none. The whole world knows 
that a minister goes shortly to Mexico. 

an WEBSTER. The whole world knows 
what? 

Mr. CASS. That somebody goes to Mexico 
with a certain paper. There are two very special 
reasons why we should act on this bill promptly. 
We should be prepared for the most vigorous pros- 
ecution of the war, if that paper should be rejected 
by Mexico. We all know that the Government 
of Mexico is tottering and unstable; we all know 
the difficulties to which it is exposed; and there- 
fore we ought to be prepared, in the event of the 
failure to ratify the treaty. We know of what 
elements the Mexican nation, like all other nations, 
is composed. We ought to satisfy them that we 
intend to prosecute the war with the utmost vigor, 
in order to hold out powerful motives for the rati- 
fication of the treaty. When asked, the other day, 
if my object was to frighten Mexico, I answered, 
that it was by all means. It is a great deal more 
humane to frighten than to fight the Mexicans. It 
is also more economical. The object of all wars 
is, to compel a treaty of peace; and that great ob- 
ject is best to be attained by satisfying your enemy 
of the injuries to which they must inevitably be 
exposed by continued resistance. Our true policy 
now obviously is, to adopt promptly the most vig- 
orous measures, with the view of inducing the 
Government of Mexico to ratify the treaty, and 
the people of Mexico to observe it when it is made. 
Who can deny, that if the intelligence of the pas- 
sage of this bill accompanied the treaty, it would 
exercise an all-important influence in the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty? The next best thing for us to 
do is, the prompt passage of the bill. I trust it 
will be promptly passed, and, as I should hope, 
unanimously. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I merely desire to know to 
what treaty the honorable gentleman alluded? 

Mr. CASS. I am really at a loss to know why 
any mystery should be affected in this matter. I 
suppose that there is somewhere a certain paper, 
and that the whole world knows all about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator make any specific motion ? 

Mr. CASS. í move that the prior order be 
postponed, and that this bill be taken up. 

r. BERRIEN. The object of the Senator 
may be, perhaps, obtained, and the objection of 
the Senator from Massachusetts be removed, if the 
motion just made be withdrawn, in order that I 
may be allowed to submit a motion that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness. 


Sr rr ner rr ee 


Mr. CASS. I have no objection, if that will 
hasten the conclusion of the matter, and enable 
gentlemen to vote upon it- 

Mr. BERRIEN. I move, then, that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness. 

CHAIRMAN ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Before the question is 
put, I beg that the gentleman will withdraw his 
motion, in order to allow me to make one. A good 
deal of important business, and some of it of rather 
| an urgent nature, as I am informed, is before the 
| Committee on Foreign Relations. We have, this 
‘morning, removed the head of that committee 
: by appointing him to another office, and the gen- 

tleman next to him on the list of members of the 
; committee declines taking the place of chairman. 
| I suppose that the usual course—at all events that 
it is entirely proper, that the gentleman who stands 
next, the honorable gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Hannecan,] should be appointed to that place. I 
move that he be appointed. 

It was then 

Ordered, That Mr. Hannecan be appointed 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
in the place of Mr. Sevier, and the vacancy in the 
; committee be filled by the appointment of the Presi- 

ding Officer. 

Mr. Mason was accordingly appointed. 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is necessary 
to make some disposition of the bill now before the 
Senate. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Let it be laid over informally. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I am of course unwilling 
to insist on the consideration of this bill, if the hon- 
orable chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs wishes to go on with the regular order of the 

| day; and I would give way for that purpose. But 
I should very much regret that the Senate should, 
for any other purpose, postpone the consideration 
of this bill, on which speedy action is necessary, 
as some branches of the public service must suffer 
in case its passage should be delayed. The ten 
regiment bill has of course the right of priority, and 
to it I am prepared to yield. But I now rise to give 
notice that I shall to-morrow request the Senate to 
resume the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. CASS. I have already stated my own views, 
and will cheerfully consent to the request of the gen- 
tleman so far as regards myself. My great object 
is to obtain the immediate passage of the bill. 

he further consideration of the bill was then 
postponed till to-morrow. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I renew my motion. 

The motion being agreed to, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the consideration of Executive business, and 
after some time spent therein, the doors were open- 
ed, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 15, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


On motion of Mr. PECK, 

Resolved, That the papers in the Pension Office relating to 
the application of Tilly Hamilton and Carty Burnham for 
pensions, be taken from said office and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. GREEN presented the petition of citizens 
of Fayette and Palmyra land districts, in the State 
of Missouri, praying for the establishment of a new 
land district. Referred to a select committee. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WILEY, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of John 
Knight. Read and committed. 

Mr. NES, from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of Thomas Flanagan. Read and 
committed. 

Mr. FARRELLY, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents, to whom was referred the Senate bill to fur- 
ther extend the patent of Jethro Wood, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report in writing. 

Mr. F. moved that the bill be committed. 

Mr. NELSON moved to lay the bill on the table, 
and that the report be arinted: Agreed to. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, submitted 
an amendment to the bill to amend an act entitled 


1848. 
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«An act to raise, for a limited time, an additional 
military force, and for other purposes,” approved 
February 11, 1847. The amendment was com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 


CONTRACTS FOR SUPPLIES, ETC. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Printing, to which was referred the reso- 
lution of the House relative to the printing of 
10,000 extra copies of the abstract of contracts 
communicated by the War Department, reported 
the following resolution, which was read and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That ten thousand extra copies of the abstract 


of contracts from the Department of War, communicated on 
the 26th January last, be printed for the use of this House. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, was opposed 
to the resolution; he did not believe that a report 
of these contracts would be of any interest to the 

ublic; it might be examined by those interested 
in the contracts, but the mass of the community 
would probably never read or look at it. 

Mr. CROZIER said that the resolution had re- 
ceived the sanction of two different committees of 
the House, viz: the Committee on Expenditures 
in the War Department, and the Committee on 
Printing. The document proposed to be printed 
contained an abstract of all the contracts which 
had been made by the War Department during the 
last year—contracts which might probably amount 
to $50,000,000. He would not assert with cer- 
tainty that they did reach that amount, but the 
aggregate amount was certainly not less than 
elope te The printing of the proposed num- 

er of copies would cost about $400. 

There were two reasons which had induced the 
committee to report this resolution to the House. 
In the first place, the subject was, in itself, one of 

reat importance—a very large sum of money was 
involved; the information would be valuable and 
interesting in various aspects; and surely it was 
due to the people of the United States, who fur- 
nished the money, that they should have an op- 
portunity of seeing how their money had gone— 
what had been done with it, and who had got it. 
They had a right to know how this immense sum, 
contributed out of their own hard earnings, had 
been expended. Much various and useful informa- 
tion would be disseminated by the printing and dis- 
tribution of this document. It would, for exam- 
ple, present at one view the prices of the munitions 
of war in different portions of the country. So far 
from its being of interest only to contractors, Mr. 
C. believed that there was no document that would 
be read by the people with greater interest and 
curiosity. The men who paid the taxes would 
vey naturally desire to know how those intrusted 
with its application had discharged their trust. 
This was one of the considerations which had in- 
duced the committee to report the resolution. 

. But there was another and a very important rea- 
son. The committee had been charged with the 
duty of making inquiry whether frauds had not 
taken place in connection with this letting out of 
contracts. 

Mr. C. would not say that frauds had occurred; 
but this he would say, that there had been some 
very high charges allowed and paid; enormous 
prices had been charged to the Government. If 
this document should be printed and circulated 
through the country, this information would be got 
by the people, and they were entitled to receive it. 
Many of these contracts, if not made in direct con- 
travention of law, were not in accordance with it. 
The contracts had not all of them been made as 
they ought to have been, and by law were required 
to be. Many of them had been given out to con- 
tractors privately, without being published the re- 
quisite time, or published at all. It was true that 
many of the contractors were men of the strictest 
honor, and the terms on which the contracts were 
let were in many cases extremely economical. It 
was due to such men that this fact should be known, 
while it was equally proper that where the case 
was the reverse of all this, this also should be ex- 
posed. 

Mr. C. here referred to instances which occurred 
in the campaign of General Taylor, in which very 
exorbitant prices had been given for transportation 
while our army lay upon the Rio Grande. He in- 
stanced contracts made with the owners of steam- 
boats and the per diem paid for mules. While 
mules could be had on the spot for 33 cents per 
day, some eight hundred horses and mules had 


been purchased in Ohio, which cost the Govern- 
ment about $800,000, and the transportation of 
which cost $30,000. Among these allowances 
there were some which might at first appear to be 
very reasonable, and even very low, which, on 
close examination and a knowledge of all the cir- 
cumstances, would be found to be enormously high. 
In Mr. C.’s district published contracts made with 
individuals offering under the advertisement had 
been rescinded, and private contracts made with 
individuals in their place. Mr. C. went on to con- 
tend that where abuses’ had been perpetrated they 
ought to be exposed, while if they were fairly and 
honorably made and fulfilled, the fact ought to be 
known. Why did gentlemen desire to withhold 
the publication? Mr. C., in conclusion, moved the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, put, and 
carried; and the main question being on the adop- 
tion of the resolution, the vote was taken by tel- 
lers, and carried: Ayes 80, noes 66. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the Committee of 
Ways and Means was discharged from the consid- 
eration of the petition of the county of Mahoning, 
Ohio, asking for the issue, by the Government, of 
$150,000,000 of treasury notes for a national cur- 
rency; the petition of citizens of Ohio, asking that 
no further supplies be given to carry on the war 
with Mexico; and also from the resolutions of the 
House of the 21st December, 1847, and 14th Janu- 
ary, 1848, in relation to recalling the surplus reve- 
nue deposited with the several States under an act 
of Congress of 23d June, 1836; also, from the reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of South Carolina touch- 
ing the establishment of a branch mint at Charles- 
ton; and from the petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Charleston, on the same subject; 
and also from the consideration of the resolutions 
of the Legislature of Missouri, in relation to the 
tariff of 1846 and the independent treasury law; 
and they were laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the Committee of 
Claims was discharged from the consideration of 
the petition of Samuel J. Bayard, late receiver at 
Fairfield, Iowa; and it was laid on the table. 

Mr. DUNN, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of Levi Seakly. 
Laid on the table. 

Mr. CROWELL, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petitions of John 
Walker, Benjamin Perham, and Joseph Hail. 
Laid on the table. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the petitions of Harry Richard- 
F Darcus Jewell, and Jacob Yerty. Laid on the 
table. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS, the Committee of 
Claims were discharged from the consideration of 
the bill for the relief of N. C. Orear; also, from the 
petition of Peleg B. Phelps, of Louisiana; also, 
from the resolution of the House of the 31st Janu- 
ary last, in relation to the expediency of paying to 
the officers and seamen who, in the year 1804, vol- 
unteered under Captain Stephen Decatur to recap- 
ture or destroy the frigate Philadelphia, then lying 
in the harbor of Tripoli; and they were laid on the 
table. 

Mr. GOGGIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a resolution, which 
was modified and passed as follows: 


Resolved, That House bill to amend the act to provide for 
the transportation of the mail between the United States and 
foreign countries and for other purposes, be nade the special 
order of the day for the first Wednesday in April next. 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved, by the gen- 
eral consent of the House, tnat the bill to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘ An act to raise, for a limited time, an 
additional military force, and for other purposes,’’ 
approved February 11, 1847, reported by him from 
the Committee on Public Lands, be made the spe- 
cial order for Tuesday, the 4th of April next. 

Mr. BOYD moved to amend Mr. Evans’s mo- 
tion by embracing also the bill of a similar title re- 
ported by Mr. B. from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. EVANS accepted Mr. Boyp’s amendment, 
and the motion was then agreed to. 

Mr. MURPHY, from the Committee on En- 
graving, to which was referred the resolution in- 
structing that committee to inquire whether certain 
maps had been duly furnished to the House, &c., 
made a report, which, after some conversation 


AL GLOBE. 


between Messrs. CONGER and MURPHY, was 
laid on the table. 

_ Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the 
Flouse for the relief of the volunteers engaged in 
the military service of the United States, reported 
the same back to the House with an spa ira 
Committed. 

On motion of Mr. TUCK, the Committee on 
Naval Affairs was discharged from the considera- 
tion of the petitions of H. S. Stellwagen and Wil- 
liam R. Ashards; and they were laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. COCKE, the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions was discharged from the 
consideration of the petition of officers of the army 
in Mexico for further provision for the widows 
and children of such officers and soldiers as have 
died in the public service. Laid on the table. 

Mr.GRINNELL, from the Committee on Cum- 
merce, reported a bill to transfer the towns of Vinal 
Haven, New Haven, and Islesborough, from the 
collection district of Penobscot to that of Belfast, 
in the State of Maine. Read and committed. 

Mr. PETRIE, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported bills for the relief of Parmelia 
Slavin, and for the relief of Jonathan Slyter; which 
bills were severally read and committed. 

Mr. DUNN, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of George W. Milam. Read and committed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting, in obedience to the act of 21st April, 
1808, and 2d March, 1809, exhibits of contracts 
made by that department during the years 1846 
and 1847. Also, a statement of the payment of 
miscellaneous claims, together with statements of 
expenditure from the marine hospital fund, with 
the aggregate heads of expenditure for the relief of 
sick and disabled seamen in each year from 1836 
to 1847, inclusive. Laid on the table. 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy, transmitting, in compliance with the act of 
Ist of May, 1820, a statement of the appropriations 
for the naval service for the last focal year: Laid 
on the table. 


The Senate bill to remit the duties on books, 
maps, and charts, imported for the use of the Li- 
brary of Congress, was taken up, read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


THE INSTRUCTIONS TO MR. SLIDELL. 

The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the business on the Speaker’s table, viz: The 
message of the President of the United States, 
transmitting documents in relation to the return of 
Santa Anna and Paredes to Mexico, and refusing 
to communicate a copy of the instructions given to 
Mr. Slidell when minister to Mexico. 

Mr. ROOT, of Ohio, being entitled to the floor, 
occupied his hour in discussing the war and pub- 
lic affairs generally. (His remarks will be found 
in the Appendix. ] 


MODE OF PAYING THE PUBLIC REVENUE. 
On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Moreneap, of Kentucky, in the 
chair,) on the special order, viz: 


A BILL requiring all moneys receivable from customs, and 
from all other sources, to be paid immediately into the 
Treasury, without abatement or deduction; and for other 
purposes. 


Be it enacted, &c., That, from and after the thirtieth day of 
June, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, the gross amount of 
all duties received from customs, from the sales of public 
lands, and from all miscellaneous sources, for the use of the 
United States, shall be paid, by the officer or agent receiving 
the same, into the treasury of the United States, at as early 
a day as practicable, without any abatement or deduction on 
account of salary, fees, costs, charges, expenses, or claim of 
any description whatever: Provided, That nothing herein 
contained shall be construed to alter the existing laws regu- 
luting the collection of the revenues of the Post Office De- 
partment. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That so much money as 
may be necessary for the payment of debentures or draw- 
hacks, bounties, and allowances which are or may be autho- 
rized and payable after the day aforesaid, be, and the same 
are hereby, appropriated for that purpose, out of any money 
in the treasury, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of that department, according to the laws autho- 
rizing said debentures or drawbacks, bounties, and allow- 
ances. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to submit to Congress, at 
the commencement of the next regular session, estimates 
of appropriations which may be required to provide for the 
expenses of collecting the revenue from customs, and also 
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from the public lands, for the second half of the next fiscal 
year, and separate estimates for the said purpose for the year 
endin: the thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and fifty; and 
similar estimates from year to year thereafter. 

Sec. 4. And he tt further enacted, That so much money as 
may be necessary to pay the expenses of collections referred 
to in the next preceding section, and until specific appropria- 
tions for the objects shall be made by Congress, be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
treasury, to be expended after the thirtieth June, eighteen 
bundred and forty-eight, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary thereof, conformahly to law and regulation: Provided, 
That the expenses of collecting the revenue from customs 
shall not thereafter exceed the sum of one million five hun- 
dred and sixty thousand dollars per annum, and in proportion 
for a less time. 

This bill having been read— 

Mr. McKAY moved to amend the 4th section, 
after the words ‘‘ next preceding section,” by in- 
serting ‘* including the first half of the next fiscal 

ear.” l 

_ Mr. McKAY went on then to explain the ob- 
ject and provisions of the bill. The title expressed 
them in substance. It required that all moneys 
receivable by the Government after the 30th June 
next, should be paid immediately into the treasury 
without any of the deductions heretofore made. 
These deductions had been various; some for the 
amount paid to importers in the shape of deben- 
tures and drawbacks, also in bounties to fishing 
vessels, and also for the expenses of collection. 
The practice heretofore had been to withhold these 
various amounts, and not to pay them into the 
treasury at all. Any gentleman who had a curi- 
osity to see what these several classes of deduc- 
tions had been, might find them in a report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury for the year 1845, where 
they would find a table setting forth the gross 
amount of revenue received, and then the several 
heads of deduction, together with the amounts de- 
ducted. By looking at the first column of this 
table they would find that the gross amount of 
revenue accruing from imports that year was 

30,892,000, of which $1,783,000 was paid for de- 

enture and drawback. Then came allowances 
on the reéxportation of refined sugar; then boun- 
ties and allowances on fishing vessels; and, lastly, 
the expenses of collecting the revenue; from all 
which it appeared that, out of the $30,892,000 
received, but $26,326,000 were actually paid into 
the treasury. The chief item withheld was the 
amount paid for collection. 

Mr. McK. here read a table to show how the 
expense uf collecting the revenue had gradually 
increased, until in 1846 it amounted to $2,059,0U0, 
and during the present year had risen to $2,U90,9 Lo. 
Mr. McK. admitted that, during a few years past, 
Congress had done much to regulate the expendi- 
tures under the Treasury Dopartment, in the mul- 
tiplication of revenue officers, and in the building, 
at the mere d-scretion of the Secretary, of as many 
revenue cutters as he chose to order. These could 
not now be built, unless after explicit previous 
appropriations. Previous to the passage of these 
salutary laws, the Executive had it in his power 
to fix the number of surveyors, gaugers, and clerks 
at his discretion, as well as the number of revenue 
cutters, and he was fully authorized by law to pay 
all these expenses out of the gross amount of reve- 
nue received. This Mr. McK. considered as high- 
ly improper. He went into other remarks illus- 
trative of the benefits of restraining this discretion 
and subjecting all these expenditures to the spe- 
cific provisions of law, and highly commended the 
legislation of Congress with this view, so far as it 
had gone. 

The number of collectors and their deputies was 
still wholly undefined by law; in some ports the 
salary of deputies was $1,000, in others $1,500. 
In the port of New York alone there were ex- 
pended as much as $100,000) a year for the salaries 
of clerks; yet the amount of compensation paid to 
each was left wholly under the control of the Sec- 
retary. This was all wrong. This class of ex- 
penditures was rapidly increasing, and it was high 
time that a stop should be put to such a state of 
things. Mr. McK. dwelt on the extravagant sums 
spent in useless experiments in regard to revenue 
steamers and experimental revenue cutters. He 
read an extract from a statement from the depart- 
ment, in which it was said that the sums expended 
on these experiments would have provided twenty- 
eight armed brigs of two hundred and fifty tons. 
The present Secretary of the Treasury entirely 
disapproved of such a state of the law, and was 
desirous that the wide discretionary power he now 
exereised should be defined and limited by pro- 


visions of law, and intrusted to specific appropria- 
tions. Mr. McK. quoted from his report a para- 
graph in which that functionary gave it as his 
opinion that a saving of at least half a million of 
dollars might be effected in the collection of the 
revenue. He proposed as a maximum to cover all 
this expense the sum of $1,525,000. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means were unanimous in 
reporting this bill, and believed that even a larger 
sum might be saved than that named by the Sec- 
retary. Here Mr. McK. quoted from the commit- 
tee’s report. Last year, as he had shown, the cost 
of collection had amounted to $2,090,000. The Sec- 
retary thought it might be reduced to $1,525,000. 
Asa medium between these two sums, the com- 
mittee recommended that it be fixed at $1,550,000, 
and the bill required that the whole amount re- 
ceived before the 30th of June next should be 
paid without any reduction into the treasury, and 
that these indefinite appropriations should be made 
to provide for paying out again the sums needed 
for debentures, drawbacks, &c., and that next ses- 
sion the Secretary should submit to Congress an 
estimate of the cost of collection up to the close of 
the fiscal year 1850. Congress could then appro- 
priate the necessary amount. 

Mr. McK. insisted it was not right in principle 
that, after the people had been eguired to pay 
large sums in the shape of duties on imports for 
the use of Government, that any deductions should 
be made out of that amount at the discretion of a 
Government officer. Quite too much was at pres- 
ent left to Executive discretion. The Executive 
department had no desire to retain this discretion 
in their hands, but were willing and desirous that 
it should be restrained. 

In the public statement annually made of the ex- 
penditures of the Government, the amounts thus 
deducted from the gross amount of the revenue 
before it reached the treasury did not appear. 
From looking at the face of that account, any one 
not apprized of the real state of the case, would 
suppose that it comprised the whole amount of the 
Government expenditure; but it was not so. It 
showed a less amount by two or three millions 
than was actually the case. This should be cor- 
rected. The bill would prevent this false appear- 
ance of the statement, and would give a true exposé 
of the whole expenses of the Government. Great 
good would result from the passage of the bill; it 
would carry out both the spirit and the letter of 
the Constitution, which required that all moneys 
received for revenue should be paid into the treas- 
ury of the United States, and that none should be 
drawn out of the treasury save by warrant of law. 
A large saving would be made in the expense of 
collection: the Secretary thought this might be 
done, and Mr. McK. was in favor of trying it. 

Mr. MURPHY was understood to say, that so 
far as the expenses of the collection of the revenue 
were concerned, he entirely agreed with the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina. But he wished to 
inquire of that gentleman whether he could show 
any recommendation from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, that the amount paid for drawback must 
first be paid into the treasury before it could be 
paid over to the importing merchant who reéxport- 
ed goods he had brought into the country ? 

Mr. McK. making no reply, Mr. M. would sub- 
mit whether it could with truth be said that this 
was money paid by the people to the Government? 
It was money advanced, temporarily, by the im- 
porter, to be returned to him as soon as he reéx- 
ported his imported goods. To require that these 
amounts should all be first paid into the treasury, 
and not repaid until specific appropriations could 
be made by Congress, must operate greatly to em- 
barrass the commercial business of the country. 
Mr. M. had no desire to throw impediment in the 
way of measures which had received the sanction 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, but he 
would request that the bill be informally passed by 
for the present, until further time should have been 
afforded to examine its practical effect. 

Mr. McKAY replied, that if the gentleman had 
examined the report and the provisions of the bill, 
he would have seen that there was no foundation 
whatever for his apprehensions as to any embar- 
rassment being caused to the business of the coun- 
try. He here entered into an explanation addressed 
to Mr. Murpuy, but which, from the positions of 
the parties, was almost entirely lost to the reporter. 
He understood Mr. McK. to refer to a bill report- 
ed by Mr. Cambreleng, requiring all moneys paid 
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under protest, to go immediately into the treasury; 
and that large sums had been paid out of it the 
present year for drawback and debentures. So he 
understood Mr. McK. to say, but even of this he 
is not entirely certain. 

Mr. HUNT observed that this bill certainly 
made very material alterations in our revenue sys- 
tem, and was of too much importance to be acted 
on without careful consideration. For himself, he 
had had no opportunity to examine the provisions 
of this bill. It had just been printed, and it was 
reported on the 9th of this month. There had not 
been sufficient time afforded for its examination. 
From the slight reflection he had given to it since 
it came up, he was satisfied that its provisions were 
right and proper, so far as it applied to the salaries 
of our officers who were employed in collectin 
revenue. He thought the money should be said 
into the treasury in the first instance, and that the 
salaries of the collectors, like those of other officers, 
should be drawn from the treasury by appropria- 
tions made by law. 

But there was a serious difficulty about the sec- 
ond section. He agreed with his colleague [Mr. 
Murrury] in the opinion that it would subject our 
importers to very serious inconvenience and diffi- 
culty. Whenever they made application for draw- 
hacks, they would be obliged to come here to the 
Treasury Department; and in these cases, which 
were numerous and frequent, delays would be like- 
ly to arise, and they be subjected to serious ex- 
pense and inconvenience. The duty of the collec- 
tor in those cases was nothing more nor less than 
to pay back the amount of duties which he had 
received, deducting two and a half percent. He 
had received a communication from an intelligent 
merchant in New York, who represented that this 
provision of the bill would subject the importing 
merchants to very serious inconvenience; and he 
thought they ought, at all events, to give this very 
important class of our community an opportunity 
to be heard. 

He hoped his friend from North Carolina [Mr. 
McKay] would either consent to strike out this 
section or postpone it—for a week, if the gentleman 
pleased—to give the House further opportunity to 
examine the bearing of this part of its provisions. 
He should be very unwilling to make so important 
a change, affecting commercial transactions in all 
our large cities, as this second section would, with- 
out more scrutiny and examination than gentlemen 
on all sides had been able to give to it. 

He was very sorry to throw any impediment in 
the way of the adoption of the other provisions of 
the bill. He thought they ought to be enacted into 
a law, but he was not prepared, and he thought it 
was very evident the House were not prepared, to 
act upon this on the spur of the moment. 

Mr. POLLOCK said he concurred entirely with 
the gentleman from North Carolina. He thought 
that this was, to all intents and purposes, a reform 
bill. No serious objection could be urged to its 
passage. There was no good reason why the mo- 
ney received from customs and the public lands 
should not be paid into the treasury, and appro- 
priations be made by law for the salaries of collec- 
tors and receivers as they were for the salaries of 
all other officers. It was truly a reform bill. It 
would effect a saving of half a million of dollars 
annually to the Government, and would secure the 
Government from frauds on the part of those who, 
under existing laws, received payment of demands 
upon the Government without appropriations made 
therefor by law. 

He could not perceive the force of the objections 
that had been urged against applying this princi- 
ple to the payment of debentures. He thought 
those objections had been answered by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. At present more than 
one-half of the debentures were paid by the Treas- 
urer of the United States. No delay, no inconve- 
nience could arise to the importing merchants from 
the simple transfer of the payment of debentures 
from the collectors of customs to the Treasurer of 
the United States, which was all that this section 
of the bill contemplated. The bill, viewed in every 
possible light, threw around our public moneys 
every security that could be demanded. It gave 
to the moneys thus received the supervision of the 
Treasurer of the United States, superadded to that 
of Congress, to whom by the Constitution was 
committed particularly the supervision of the ex- 
penditure of all moneys by the Government. 

As had been stated, three years were allowed in 
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which drawbacks might be demanded. If these 
moneys were allowed to remain in the hands of 
the collectors of customs, as they now did, ìt af- 
forded them the opportunity to speculate upon 
them. There might be millions in their hands. 

It securgd the public creditor also from the fail- 
ure of the collectors, because this Government 
would not be bound to indemnify the importers for 
losses sustained by them. 

They also knew that the amount of expenditures 
in the various departments of this Government was 
regulated more by the appropriations than by the 
wants of the Government; that was to say, that, 
however large the sums which were appropriated 
and placed at the disposal of our disbursing officers, 
they were all sure to be expended. 

Mr. HUNT interposed and (Mr. P. yielding) 
remarked that, according to the gentleman’s con- 
struction of this section, importers who paid money 
into the treasury upon exportation of their goods 
would be required to come to the Treasurer of the 
United States to receive their drawbacks. 

Mr. POLLOCK replied that all they would have 
to do would be to come to the Treasurer—and that 
was what they now did in nine cases out of ten— 
and receive their drawbacks out of the treasury of 
the United States. 

Mr EVANS, of Maryland, said, if he under- 
stood the explanation of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, it would not be necessary to require par- 
ticular appropriations for these payments, but that 
this bill made a general indefinite appropriatfon for 
the purpose. 

r. McKAY, in reply, remarked, if we made 
an appropriation for the salary of the clerks in the 
custom-house in New York, nobody supposed that 
they would be required to come to Washington 
to get their pay» but that they would receive it 
through the collector at New York. So, if Con- 
gress made indefinite appropriations for deben- 
tures, the merchants would receive the payments 
of them at New York. 

Mr. EVANS. So I understand; and that is 
right. 

Me: HUNT inquired if it was now in order to 
move to strike out the second section? If so, he 
would make that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN replied that: it was not, as 
that section had been passed, and the fourth was 
now under consideration, to which an amendment 
was pending 

Mr. McKAY said, under the establishment of 
the warehousing system, there was perhaps no 
necessity at all for the law which allows deben- 
tures. Under the warehousing system, any mer- 
chant could bring his goods in, and was not re- 
quired to pay duties until he took them out. He 
understood—not from the Secretary, however— 
that the Secretary of the Treasury had this subject 
under consideration, and that he might make some 
recommendation to Congress—to repeal the law 
allowing drawbacks, perhaps. 

He thought the section as it now stood was per- 
fectly harmless, and he hoped the committee would 
not strike it out. 

Mr. TOOMBS said, that in very many cases 
there might be the same necessity for the law al- 
lowing drawbacks as existed before the adoption 
of the warehousing system. For instance, many 
of these importations might be brought in in one 
shape, and be exported in another. lt would then 
be necessary to remove them from the warehouse. 

Mr. McKAY (in his seat) was understood to 
assent to this suggestion. 

Mr. TOOMBS (continuing) contended, however, 
that the second section was eminently proper, in 
order to give efficiency to the bill. It gave rise to 
no other difficulties than at present existed, for 
now nine-tenths of the drawbacks were paid at the 
treasury. If they struck out the second section, 
we would be compelled to have large and indefi- 
nite sums of money in the hands of our collectors; 
and little, therefore, would be accomplished to- 
wards those reforms which the bill contemplated. 
The great object to require appropriations to be 
made by law before the moneys were paid out 
would be entirely defeated, so far as the payment 


of drawbacks was concerned. This bill had been 
well considered, and was efficient for the purposes 
which it sought to accomplish. Those purposes 
were to carry out important constitutional provis- 
ions. He trusted the committee would not agree 
to the motion of the gentleman from New York to 
strike out. 

The CHAIRMAN reminded him that the mo- 
tion was not pending, not having been received. 

Mr. GRINNELL said the only possible objec- 
tion to the provisions of this bill which struck him 
was, that under it the importing merchant who was 
entitled to receive his drawbacks would be required 
to come to Washington, before the Secretary of the 
Treasury, before he could receive them. If this 
could be remedied by any amendment, so that when 
the collector gave his debenture, showing that so 
much money was due on the exportation of goods, 
the merchant could take that certificate to the sub- 
treasurer, or any other officer, and receive his 
money, the whole difficulty would be removed. But 
if the merchant was compelled in every case, upon 
the exportation of his goods, to send his claim here, 
to have some agent at Washington, or to come 
himself, for the purpose of procuring his drawback, 
it would involve so much inconvenience and ex- 
pense that they would have to repeal or alter the 


‘law. He could not see, under the second section, 


any other mode by which these settlements were 
to be made. He understood that the merchants 
would have to send their debentures here, and 
would have to meet any informalities or objections 
at a distance from home, whereas at home they 
could be easily remedied. He could see no objec- 
tion to the other provisions of the bill, but much 
to commend them to the favorable- consideration 
of the House. 

Mr. McKAY said that as the bill made a gen- 
eral appropriation for cases of this kind, the mer- 
chant would have only to present his claim to the 
collector and he would receive his drawbacks. As 
it was in the War Department, our soldiers who 
were in Mexico had to be paid. The Secretary of 
War made a requisition upon the treasury for a 
million of dollars: a million of dollars were drawn 
out under the forms of the law, and placed in the 
hands of paymasters, and by them were disbursed 
according to law. So it would be under this bill. 
An appropriation would be made by Congress; 
the collectors of the different ports would want so 
much money for the pay of drawbacks, and they 
would pay it out to the just claimants. Thus gen- 
tlemen would see that the difficulties which the 
were fearful would be involved were wholly imagi- 


nary. 

Mr. McLANE desired to call the attention of 
the gentleman from New York to the concluding 
provision of the second section of the bill. The 
second section, having made full indefinite appro- 

riation to cover any amount of money that might 
be in the treasury of the United States under de- 
benture, proceeded to state that these moneys 
should be expended under the directions of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. These directions now 
existed, and by them the money was now paid 
out by the collectors. It was not to be drawn out 
on treasury warrants, but, under the directions of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, would be paid out 
any day and any hour in the city of New York 
any amount of drawbacks. 

r. MURPHY, remarking that the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McLane] represented that 
this money was not to be drawn out on treasury 
warrants, asked what then would be the benefit of 
this provision? If the money went into the treas- 
ury, it must come out legally by warrant. 

he gentleman from North Carolina said this 
money would be paid out as the soldiers were paid 
in Mexico. Here, then, was a large amount which 
would be drawn by the collector or other paymas- 
ter in New York, and kept in his hands for the 
purpose of paying these drawbacks, as, from time 
to time, they were demanded. Now, he asked, 
what check was there in such a provision? He 
had supposed that the object was to take it out of 
the hands of collectors. But, even if it were to be 
drawn out by warrant, he told gentlemen, from 


experience, that often and often had it been the 
case, in the navy department at New York, that the 

ublic creditors had been kept back from receiv- 
ing their money for months, when the Government 
was Straitened for means. He was not opposed to 
this bill; he merely asked time to consider its pro- 
visions. : 

Mr. GRINNELL suggested to the House an 
amendment to the second section, which he thought 
would obviate the whole difficulty, and he hoped 
unite all in favor of it. He hoped the gentleman 
from North Carolina would approve of it. He 
read the amendment, and explained that it simply 
recognized the idea that these cayments of draw- 
backs were to be made at the ports whence the 
goods were exported. 

Mr. SAWYER said he understood that the 
second section was not under consideration, and 
therefore the amendment was not in order. 

Mr. GRINNELL replied that he supposed it 
would bein order by the general consent of the 
committee. This bill had come up rather unex- 
pectedly—not having been printed or offered for 
their inspection until to-day. He thought the ob- 
ject of the bill a good one, and was in favor of it; 
but he thought some amendments to the second 
section were necessary, in order that the merchants 
should receive their drawbacks at the ports whence 
they export their goods. 

Mr. SAWYER insisted upon his point of order; 
which was sustained by the Chair. 

Mr. McKAY said he did not think there was a 
necessity for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. It simply required the Secretary 
of the Treasury to cause to be deposited with the 
collectors of the various ports sums of money suffi- 
cient to meet the demands upon them for draw- 
backs. Now, that was what the section itself 
authorized. It made an appropriation; and when 


an appropriation was made by law, of course it was _ 


the duty of the officers who have the disbursement 
of it, to make that disbursement with as much con- 
venience to the public creditor as possible. The 
amendment gave no additional authority at all. 
The section provided that the moneys thus appro- 
priated should be expended under the direction of 
the head of the department. 

Now, with reference to the remark of the gen- 
tleman from New York, that the money would 
accungilate in the hands of the executive officers, 
did not the gentleman know that at this session 
they had appropriated and would appropriate 
$50,000,000, and that the Executive might draw 
every dollar of it from the treasury, and place it in 
the hands of the disbursing officers? But, although 
he had the legal right, it would be highly improper 
in him to do it. When these appropriations had 
been made, they were drawn for from time to 
time, according to the exigencies of the public 
service. No doubt if this second section stood as 
it was originally reported, the Secretary would so 
direct the expenditure of the money as to work the 
least possible inconvenience to the mercantile com- 
munity. If there were the slightest foundation for 
the apprehensions which were entertained, he would 
agree to the amendment of the gentleman, but it 
would do no good, as the section itself provided for 
the same object. 

The CHAIRMAN again announced the ques- 
tion to be on the amendment of Mr. McKay to 
the fourth section. 

Mr. GRINNELL moved that the committee 
rise, and remarked that he would be willing to take 
up this bill again at whatever time the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. McKay] desired; but 
the House wanted time to examine it, and were 
unprepared to act upon it now. 

The motion to rise was rejected. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. McKay, it was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNT moved to add at the end of the 
fourth section the following: 

Provided, also, That all drawbacks, debentures, and boun- 
ties, authorized by law, may be paid by the collector of cus- 
toms at the port of exportation, without previous application 


to the Treasury Department, and in the same manner prac- 
tised heretofore. 


Disagreed to. 
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Mr. HALL, of New York, moved to add to the 
bill the following additional sections: 

SEC. 5. And be it enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he hereby is, directed to report to Con- 
gress, at the commencement of the next session thereof, the 
actual amount of moneys in the treasury of the United States 
at the commencement of the fiscal year on the Ist day of 
July, 1848, stating in such report what portion of such 
amount belongs absolutely to the United States, and what 
portion thereof is held in trust, and the nature and descrip- 
tion of each of the trusts under which such moneys are held, 
aad the amount held under each of said trusts respectively ; 
and in case the amount of trust funds theretofore paid into 
the treasury of the United States, and not expended in dis- 
charge of its duties as trustee, shall exceed the balance then 
in the treasury, that he shall state the amount of such trust 
funds so paid into the treasury, and not expended as afore- 
said, under each of such trusts respectively; and that said 
Secretary of the Treasury shall, at the same time, report to 
Congress a statement of all the outstanding warrants drawn 
against the treasury and not paid at the commencement of the 
said fiscal year, stating the amounts of each of said warrants, 
and the accounts on which the same were drawn, and whe- 
ther the same were or were not drawn on account of trust 
funds which had heen before paid into the treasury. 

SEC. 6. And he it further enacted, That the President, each 
of the heads of departments, and all the officers of the Uni- 
ted States who, as such officers or heads of departments, 
shall, at the commencement of said fiscal year, hold or con- 
trol any moneys, securities, or other valuable thing in trust 
under any law or treaty of the United States, he and they 
are hereby directed to report to Congress at its next session 
the nature and character of each of said trusts, when and 
how the same was created, and the amount of moneys and 
description of the securities or other valuable thing which 
may have been at any time, and were atthe commencement 
of the said fiscal year, held or controlled, and the receipts 
and payments on account thereof. 


Mr. HALL remarked that the bill now under 
consideration was one of which he heartily ap- 
proved. It proposed to take effect at the com- 
mencement of the next fiscal year. He desired, 
therefore, that, as proposed by his amendment, at 
that time we should havea statement of the precise 
amount of funds in the treasury, designating abso- 
lutely the amount belonging to the United States, 
and the amount held by the United States in trust 
for the Indian tribes, or for any other purpose 
whatsoever. 

The first section which he offered proposed, 
moreover, that the Secretary of the Treasury 
should state the amount of outstanding warrants, 
and why they had not been paid. This statement 
would show the amount of money in the treasury 
subject to warrants; or, if there was no such money, 
it would show the amount which the United States 
were indebted on account of trust funds, and the 
amount remaining in the treasury. 

He proposed also to require of the collectors and 
all other officers having public funds in their hands 
the amount of trust funds held by them. As far 
as he had been able to learn, there had been made 
no report to Congress within a long period which 
enabled them to determine the amount of trust 
funds held by the United States, or what officers 
had control of those funds. He desired to see, at 
the commencement of the next session of Congress, 
a report made by every officer of the Government 
who holds trust funds, and that they should give 
an account of their stewardship. 

Mr. McKAY suggested that this was not the 

lace to insert calls for information, this being a 

ill which would go on the statute-book; that the 
gentleman from New York would accomplish his 
object on the next resolution day by offering a reso- 
lution calling for the information which he desired. 

But the first section proposed was wholly un- 
necessary. It required the ecretary of the Treas- 
ury to report to Congress at the commencement of 
the next session the amount in the treasury on 
the Ist of July, 1848. Now, the Secretary always 
had done that; he was required to do it by the law 
of 1789. Look atthe report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury at the present session, and the gen- 
tleman would find that the Secretary stated the 
amount which was in the treasury on the Ist of 
July last, and at the next session he would give 
the same information, coming up to the 1st of July 
next; he would state the balance then remaining in 
the treasury. 

Then in regard to the next point—viz: the call 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury to state the 
amount of trust funds in the treasury—if the gen- 
tleman would take the trouble to look into the 
tables attached to the report of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, he would there find all the infor- 
mation he asked on this point. All the money the 
United States held in trust for the different Indian 
tribes was distinctly stated; this information was 
given at the commencement of every session. 

Then in regard to the call for the amount of out- 
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standing warrants upon the treasury, did not the 
gentleman know that every three months—upon 
the Ist of April, or two or three days after, and at 
the beginning of every three months thereafter— 
this very statement was published in the ** Intelli- 
gencer” and ** Union?” 

Therefore the sections were wholly unnecessary. 
In case the inquiries were necessary, they would 
more properly form the subject of a resolution. 
But all the information asked for was found in the 
printed documents. 

Mr. HALL replied that he understood there was 
such a report in relation to outstanding drafts as 
the gentleman mentioned; but he understood, too, 
that the statement annexed to the annual report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the balance re- 
maining in the treasury at the end of the year, and 
the statement of the Register of the Treasury of 
the same balance, did not agree; and the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, if he would examine the 
two, would see that the Secretary of the Treasury 
stated it to be something over $1,700,000, while the 
Register of the Treasury showed the amount in the 
treasury at the same time to be nearly $5,000,000. 
Now, this difference, as he understood, grew out 
of the fact, that in the one the outstanding war- 
rants were not included, and in the other the 
were; and also the fact that one statement includ- 
ed and the other statement excluded trust funds. 
By reference to these documents, they could un- 
doubtedly find the amount of outstanding warrants 
at the time of their publication, but he had not been 
able to find there or elsewhere any statement of the 
amount of trust funds in the treasury. 

Mr. McKAY (Mr. Hatz yielding) said the Gov- 
ernment held in trust for the Indian tribes various 
sums of money. Some of this money had been 
invested in United States and State stocks, and the 
stocks had been paid over to the tribes. But in 
another portion ‘of the documents the aggregate 
amount was given of the trust funds which the 
Government now holds, but which were not in the 
treasury, for the Government had used the money. 
The gentleman, if he would look into the appropri- 
ation bills, would see the appropriations, from year 
to year, of large sums of money for the payment 
of the interest upon these funds, which the Gov- 
ernment had not thought proper to invest. 

Mr. HALL (continuing) said, a large portion of 
these trust funds had been invested in one form or 
another, in State stocks or otherwise, sometimes 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and sometimes under the direction of the 
Secretary of War. But he wished to remind the 
honorable gentleman from North Carolina that 
there were other sums held in trust by the Gov- 
ernment than those which had been taken for the 
benefit of the Indian tribes. The funds of the 
Smithsonian Institution were one instance. And 
one of the objects he had in offering his amendment 
was, to discover the amount of money which had 
been received as trust funds, and expended for the 
ordinary purposes of Government. He wanted 
to know how the money received in trust by the 
Government, or its officers, had been invested. 
He wanted information on this subject, and he 
believed the country wanted information on this 
subject; and he apprehended, when they were 
about to adopt the new system of the gentleman 
from North Caroling: the present was the proper 
time to adopt the amendment to this bill, which 
would bring forward this information. He had no 
disposition to embarrass this bill, but it was one of 
whose objects he heartily approved. 

Mr. STROHM, in a few remarks very indis- 
tinctly heard, was understood to suggest to Mr. 
Ha tt the propriety of not pressing his amendment, 
as the:Committee on Public Expenditures would, 
before the session closed, bring forward a bil] 
which would meet the object of the gentleman, by 
requiring the same information, and the statement 
of these accounts in such a manner as that every- 
body could understand them. 

The committee then roseand reported progress. 

PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Printing, 
to which was referred the resolution of the House 
of the 8th instant, in relation to the printing of 
extra numbers of the report of the Commissioner 
of Patents, made a report, recommending that the 
usual number of copies of the said report be print- 
ed, and, in addition thereto, that ninety thousand 
copies extra of the same, without the list of patents 
granted and expired, the claims, and the opinions 


of the Chief Justice, and ten thousand extra copies 
of the whole report be printed, and that fifteen 
hundred copies of the former and five hundred 
copies of the latter be delivered to the Commis- 
sioner of Patents for the use of the Patent Office. 
The report further states, that the cost of printing 
will be about twenty-six cents per copy, and can 
be bound at about fourteen cents per copy, making 
the cost of each copy bound at forty cents, and the 
aggregate cost of printing and binding the whole 
number will amount to about forty thousand dol- 
lars. The committee unanimously recommend the 
binding of the whole number. 
Pending the report, the House adjouftned. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 15, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 

the following letter: 
WASHINGTON, March 15, 1848. 

Sir: Very unexpectedly to me, and very much against my 
personal wishes, Ihave been induced, froin patriotic con- 
siderations I hope, to accept an office of which you and the 
Senate are advised, which renders it necessary that I should 
resign my seat as one of the Senators from the State of Ar- 
kansas; and that resignation is herewith tendered. 

Wishing you, sir, and each member of the Senate, every 
blessing which this life can afford, I have the honor to be, 
sir, with high respect, your obedient servant, 


A. H. SEVIER. 
Hon. Georee M. DALLAS 
Vice President of the United States. 


On motion by Mr. ASHLEY, it was 


. Ordered, That the Vice PRESIDENT be requested to inform 
the Executive of the State of Arkansas, that the Hon. Am- 
BROSE H. SEVIER has this day resigned his seat in the Sen- 
ate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a report of the Secretary of the Navy, made agree- 
ably to law, accompanied by a statement from the 
Second Comptroller of the Treasury, of the appro- 
priations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1847. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a preamble and res- 
olutions passed by the Legislature of the State of 
Pennsylvania, in favor of the construction ofa rail- 
road from Lake Michigan to the Pacific Ocean, on 
the plan proposed by Mr. Whitney; which were 
laid upon the table. ` 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition of numerous 
citizens of the town of St. Louis, Missouri, stating 
their belief that the present war with Mexico was 
altogether wrong in principle and most pernicious in 
its effects, and asking Congress to use all lawful 
means for its speedy termination, by the exercise 
of their constitutional authority in defining the ob- 
ject of the war, by the immediate cessation of hos- 
tilities, by the settlement of just and honorable 
terms as the basis of a treaty of peace, and by per- 
severing efforts to negotiate with the proper au- 
thority of Mexico until agreement to such terms 
can be obtained. 

Mr. B. said the memorial was numerously sign- 
ed and the parties highly respeetable and intelligent, 
and it gave him great pleasure to add that the 
porer of the petitioners was in a very fair way of 
eing accomplished. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, praying that the United States 
hd may be recalled from Mexico and peace 
established with that republic; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing the establishment of a mail route from Provi- 
dence to Tufton, in that State; which was referred 
to Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of Leonard Gray, a soldier in 
the last war with Great Britain, praying to be 
allowed a pension; which was referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. LEWIS presented a petition of citizens of 
Clarke county, Alabama, praying the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Wilderness Post Office, 
to Mott’s Post Office, in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of T. L. Smith, praying a grant 
of land to the Eufaula and Geneva Railroad Com- 
pany to aid in the construction of a railroad from 

ufaula to Pensacola; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

RESOLUTIONS. 
_Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was read the first and second times by 
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unanimous consent, and referred to the Committee 
on the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

_ Resolued, ‘hat the Secretary of the Senate allow and pay, 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, to James Moore 
the same per diem compensation that is now allowed and 
to the boys assisting the mail carriers of the Senate, he 

aving performed the same duties during the 28th Congress 
without compensation. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the petition of 
Frederick Dawson, James Schott, and Elisha Dana 
Whitney, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill for their relief. 

_ The bill was read and passed to the second read- 
ing. 

“Ordered, That the report be printed. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the same Committee, 
to whom was referred the petition of Leslie Combs, 
submitted a report; which was ordered to be print- 
ed. 
Mr. MASON, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom was referred the memorial of the widow 
and legal representatives of Reuben Lassiter, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom were referred the 
bills from the House of Representatives for the 
relief of John Mitchell, and for the relief of John 
Manley, reported them without amendment. 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. DOUGLAS asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill to establish the 
Territory of Nebraska; which was read the first and 
second times, by unanimous consent, and referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. BENTON asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a joint resolution to pro- 
mote the purchase of American hemp for the use of 
the American navy; which was read the first and 
second times, by unanimous consent, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


EXAMINERS OF PATENTS. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments made by the House of Representatives to 


the bill of the Senate to provide additional exam- 
iners in the Patent Office, and for other purposes; 


and, 

On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, it was 

Ordered, That they be referred to the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of Commodore Foxall A. Parker, of the United 
States navy; and, 

On motion by Mr. BADGER, it was 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed until to-morrow. 

BILLS FROM THE HOUSE. 

The bills from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Sarah Stokes, widow of John Stokes; 
for the relief of Esther Russell; for the relief of 
Jonathan Moore, of the State of Massachusetts; 
for the relief of Robert Ellis; and for the relief of 
Catharine Fulton, of Washington county, Penn- 
sylvania; were severally read the first and second 
times, by unanimous consent, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The bills from the House of Representatives 
relating to the collection district of New Orleans, 
and for other purposes, and for the relief of the 
Red River Railroad Company, were severally read 
the first and second times, by unanimous consent, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bills from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Stalker and Hill, and for the relief of 
Reuben Perry and Thomas P. Ligon, were seve- 
rally read the first and second times, by unanimous 
consent, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the benefit of Benjamin White, was read the first 
and second times, by unanimous consent, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bills from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Anthony Bessee, and for the relief of 
Charles Cappell, were severally read the first and 
second times, by unanimous consent, and referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The bill from the House of Representatives for the 
relief of G. F. de la Roche and W. P. S. Sanger, 
was read the first and second times, by unanimous 
one and referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

The bills from the House of Representatives to 


change the name of Photius Kavasales to that of 
Phouus Fisk, and to amend the act entitled ‘* An 
act to regulate the proceedings in the circuit court 
of the United States, and for other purposes,” 
passed 8th August, 1846, were severally read the 
first and second times, by unanimous consent, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the relief of George R. Smith was 
read the first and second times, by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. BAGBY gave notice that on to-morrow, or 
at an early day, he would ask leave of the Senate 
to bring in a bill relating to the public lands. 


JOHN PAUL JONES. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
for the relief of the heirs of John Paul Jones; and 
they were concurred in. 


CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO. 


The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the joint resolution to create 
a board to ascertain and determine the amount of 
each of the claims of the citizens of the United 
States against Mexico; and 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of La., it was 

Ordered, That it be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 


Mr. CASS moved that the prior orders of the 
day be postponed, and that the bill making pro- 
visions for an increase of the regular army be taken 
up; which was agreed to. 

The question pending being the motion by Mr. 
Bor er, to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, with instructions to strike out all 
after the enacting clause, and insert the following: 

«That the regular army shall be increased as follows, to 
wit: To each company of artillery, infantry, and regiment 
of riflemen, there shall be added privates, and to each 
of the regiments aforesaid as many subalterns as will pro- 
vide two first lieutenants and two second lieutenants respect- 
ively: Provided, That the said troops shall be required to 


serve during the war with Mexico, but may be sooner dis- 
charged by order of the President.” 


The yeas and nays were demanded by Mr. 
BREESE, and being seconded, were ordered and 
taken with the following result: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Butler, 
Calhoun, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis of 
Massachusetts, Dayton, Greene, Hale, Mangum, Phelps, 
and Underwood—l7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Bradbury, Breese, Cameron, Cass, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Han- 
negan, Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, Johnson of Louisiana, 
Lewis, Mason, Moor, Niles, Sturgeon, Turney, Westcott, 
and Yulee—28. 


The question being on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. CALHOUN said: I had no anticipation that 
this bill would be put on its passage to-day. I 
have had no opportunity of being heard upon it, 
and I desire to offer my views before it be passed. 
With this view, I hope it may be laid over till to- 


morrow. I move that it be laid over till to-mor- 
row. 
Mr. CASS. Ihave merely to observe that if the 


gentleman wishes to offer some remarks on the bill, 
1 will hear him with great pleasure. But the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Mason] has the floor. 

Mr. CALHOUN. [had forgotten that; and of 
course I do not desire to be heard before the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. MASON. When this bill was under the 
consideration of the Senate some three weeks since, 
the debate was made to embrace the entire subject 
connected with the origin of the war and its conduct 
on the part of the Government of the United States. 
lt was my purpose then to have gone into the debate 
to the extent to which it had then proceeded. But 
Since that time, events have transpired, perfectly 
well known to the country, which would, in my 
judgment, render it inexpedient, if not impossible, 
to present views intended for a totally different 
state of the case. What these events are I may 
not be perhaps permitted to allude to here, further 
than as they haye gone forth to the country on 
well accredited ftimor. But, sir, I have not yet 
heard that a peace has been made with Mexico. 
If such be the fact, I am uninformed of it. “That 
a negotiation may be pending may be true—that 
an armistice exists between the two contending 
armies may be true. But if that be true, it exists 
only on a rumor, which, as I have said, is so well 


accredited as to render it in bad taste to speak of 
one who was an enemy in the terms in which I 
should have been disposed to do on a former occa- 
sion. I have said, that, so far as I am informed, 
there is as yet no peace with Mexico. Now, if 
such be the fact, where is the policy, where is the 
wisdom of refusing to pass this bill 3 If negotia- 
tions, with a view to peace, are pending, have we 
not had such experience of the character of that 
foe with whom we were once, and may be again, 
engaged in warfare as teaches us the necessity of 
all proper precaution now? Do we not know that 
if Mexico be brought to listen to the terms of peace, 
it will be because she has been prostrated and ren- 
dered powerless by the force of our arms? , Do we 
not know that up to a very late period, with a per- 
fect consciousness that it must be madness to resist 
longer, the spirit of every party in Mexico was 
averse to a peace? A spirit of infatuation seemed 
to pervade them to the last moment, when they 
were forced to submit to the stern lesson of infe- 
riority. Now, who can doubt—I submit to Sena- 
tors around me and to the country—who can doubt 
that if Mexico should acquire fresh confidence from 
any occurrences here, nothing would be so likely 
to be seized upon by her as a determination on the 
part of this Senate to stop where we were, and re- 
frain from making any further provision to carry 
on a war? We have learned that Mexico is a wil 
and a faithless foe. What was her conduct wit 
regard to the mission that was sent to her, on her 
own invitation, before the war began, and which 
was promptly acceded to with the view of prevent- 
ing hostilities? She invited a minister, and prom- 
ised to receive him. He was sent—sent speedily— 
in order to evince the earnest desire on the part 
of this Government to preventa war. The dis- 
courteous reception with which that minister was 
met is known. The Mexican Government denied 
that his mission was even anticipated! Procrasti- 
nating, delaying Mexico sought refuge in every 
possible expedient, and attributed our indulgence 
to pusillanimity and weakness. The minister was 
instructed to remain and to preserve the equanim- 
ity of his temper in all his intercourse with Mexi- 
co, to avoid a collision, and, if possible, to adjust, 
by negotiation, the difficulties pending between the 
two countries. But our minister was compelled 
to rdturn from his bootless mission. Again, how 
was it after the war had commenced, and when 
our armies were thundering at the gates of Mexi- 
co? A faithless armistice was proposed. Mexico 
sought a suspension of hostilities, with a view to 
negotiation. It is now known to history, that in 
violation of the stipulations of that armistice every 
hour was employed in strengthening their defences 
with a view to carry on the war! Such is the char- 
acter of this foe. Now, whether there be or be 
not a peace resulting from the negotiation now 
spoken of as pending is a tale yet untold of time; 
and he is a bold man who, knowing what is now 
known, will venture to form a deliberate qudement 
that peace will follow. My own decided impres- 
sion, then, is, that every consideration of prudence 
and wise policy demand that this bill should pass, 
and pass immediately. I had made up my mind 
not to enter into the subject-matter of the former 
debate. It would be unsuited to the occasion to do 
so. I hope that the time has gone by for the dis- 
cussion of that question, but the time has not gone 
by for those military measures which should be 
prosecuted promptly, in order to evince such a de- 
termination on our part as will compel the Mexi- 
can Government to declare an honest and bona fide 
cessation of hostilities. I have risen merely for 
the purpose of expressing that opinion. I trust 
that there will not be any debate further than that 
indicated by the Senator from South Carolina; but 
should there be any new debate, I may enter into 
it when it arises. 

Mr. BADGER moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Executive business. 

Mr. CASS. I hope that the Senate will not 
agree to that motion. It appears to me that there 
is business of vastly more importance to be acied 
on in Open session. 

The yeas and nays were demanded on the ques- 
tion, and being seconded, were taken, with the 
following result: 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Butler, 
Cathoun, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davie of 
Massachusetts, Greene, Hale, Johnson of Louisiana, Man- 
gum, Phelps, and Underwood—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, 
Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Davis of Missis- 
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sippi, Dickinson, Dix, Douglas, 


Downs, Felch, Foote, Hun- 
ter, Jonnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mason, Moor, Niles, Turney, 
Westcott, and Yulee—26. 


The motion was therefore not agreed to. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, rose and re- 


marked, that not being present when the question 
was put, he had voted under a misapprehension; 
he did not know that the vote was taken on the 

roposition of the Senator from South Carolina, 

Mr. But er] or he would have voted for it; that 

om what had recently occurred, he could not 
now believe that the additional regiments contem- 
plated by the bill under consideration, would be 
required at all; under existing circumstances, there- 
fore, he preferred that provision for an increase of 
the United States army should be made in the 
manner proposed by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, by filling up the old regiments. He would 
not, however, in consequence of the large majority 
against the proposition, move a reconsideration of 
the vote. 

Mr. MANGUM. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of this bill till this day fortnight. 
It is true, I have very little hope that this motion 
will prevail; and yet I cannot well suppress the 
expression of my great surprise—I might almost 
say my astonishment—that this bill is pressed at 
this time, in the spirit which has been manifested 
in the circumstances by which we are now sur- 
rounded. It is probable that there are many other 
gentlemen who desire to be heard on this subject, 
and yet it is Bereny well known that the phases 
of public business have undergone a very great 
change, although we are inhibited by circum- 
stances from explaining the how or wherefore. It 
seems to me that, as a matter of taste, not to speak 
of policy, it cannot but be regarded as most extra- 
ordinary to press this bill in this spirit at the pres- 
ent moment. At all events, allow a week or two 
weeks to elapse, and then dispose of the question. 
It would be very important,-it seems to me, that 
we should go into Executive session before we are 
called upon to take the vote upon the question now 
before us. But it is refused to go into Executive 
session—refused by an overwhelming majority of 
this body. And yet gentlemen are to be tongue- 
tied; they are to be prohibited from making any 
reference to matters which are of essential import- 
ance in the consideration of this very question. 
We are called on to occupy the same ground as 
was presented six weeks ago, although it is known 
that the ground is changed. Weare to be put 
absolutely in duress by the manner in which this 
question is now brought forward. It is of great 
and obvious importance that we should be enabled 
to refer to things as they are. It certainly strikes 
me as the most extraordinary proceeding I have 
ever witnessed, when we are called upon to act on 
this subject as if we stood precisely on the same 
proun’ that we did six weeks ago. Nota battle 

as been fought since last fall. Our troops repose 
in Mexico perfectly at their ease. We have forty 
thousand men there, and there is not a thousand 
armed men in the whole Republic of Mexico to 
oppose them. There is not even the rumor of an 
assault; and yet in that state of things, and when 
you can fill up the regiments now organized to 
sixty thousand men, we are called upon and pressed 
to send ten thousand additional troops to Mexico! 
Why, sir, is it not apparent, that that augmenta- 
tion of your military force can have no reference 
to the Mexican war, whatever bearing it may have 
upon Executive patronage? I impute none but 
pare motives to the honorable chairman of the 
ilitary Committee; but so far as regards the ac- 
celeration of peace, or the termination of the war— 
so far as regards any purpose for which those ten 
regiments might be required in Mexico, I think if 
we were permitted to go into this subject, and as 
we all know it now to exist, it would be utterly 
impossible to discover even the shadow of pro- 
priety for such a procedure at this time, in all the 
circumstances of the case. At all events, if this 
question is to be pressed against my convictions 
of propriety—against my conviction, also, that it 
would be in violation of the pretty well established 
usage of this body, it will change essentially m 
views and conduct upon another question that will 
come beforeus. I hope, judging from what I have 
seen heretofore, that these considerations will work 
Gut such a conviction upon the minds of at least a 
sufficient number, that we may be allowed to speak 
fully of all we know, and all that is pertinent to the 
matter now under consideration, and is submitted 


to us for discussion in open session. I cannot be- 
lieve that if this appeal were put properly before 
the President and heads of departments, embracing 
the consideration of another question which must 
be acted on in another capacity, and which must 
bring upon them embarrassment in its full weight, 
that all warlike operations and movements would 
be suspended for the present. But the truth is, 
that when parties become harnessed, to use a cant 
phrase, they generally ‘* go it blind.’’ I appeal to 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
to let us have an opportunity of speaking to this 
subject in open day, and with all the light which 
can be brought to bear upon it. I appeal to the 
magnanimity—to the sense of justice of Senators 
on the other side of the Chamber—and I hope that 
there is no necessity of making any appeal to a 
single Senator on this side—to free those who wish 
to speak on this subject from the duress and the 
chains in which they are now placed. 1 cannot 
believe that if the matter were properly considered, 
there would be a persistence in this course at this 
time. The going into Executive session is refused 
by a very large majority 
Mr. BENTON. Will the Senator hear one 
word? I voted against going into Executive ses- 
sion, because a bill of the highest importance is 
ending, which we wish to take up. 

Mr. MANGUM. Ifthe bill to which the hon- 
orable Senator alluded be called up, and it is, as I 
hear, of importance, I shall certainly be in favor of 

roceeding with it. $ 

Mr. CALHOUN, (in his seat.) Move to lay 
this bill on the table. 

Mr. MANGUM. I will vary my motion, but 
may have occasion again to renew it. I move that 
the bill lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. CASS. The Senator from North Carolina 
has expressed a good deal of surprise 
Mr. HALE. Is this motion debatable? 

Mr. CASS. Willthe Senator withdraw his mo- 
tion for a moment? 

Mr. MANGUM. Certainly. 

Mr. CASS. The Senator has expressed sur- 
prise that this bill which has been under consider- 
ation for a period of three months, should be press- 
ed toa vote. I confess that I cannot understand 
the grounds of the gentleman’s surprise. The bill 
has been discussed to the fullest extent on both 
sides of the Chamber during the last three months, 
yet the gentleman from North Carolina talks of 
haste. 

Mr. MANGUM. It has been in dry-dock for 
three weeks; and the Senator will recollect that the 
signs of the times have changed. 

Mr. CASS. It has been in the dry-dock for 
three weeks! Well, it is now time that it was 
afloat upon the ocean. But I have not the slight- 
est conception of what it is to which the gentleman 
alludes when he speaks of gagging. He seems to 
suppose that we must go into Executive session 
before we proceed to act upon this bill. Well, I 
can only conjecture the bearing which an Execu- 
tive session can have upon this subject. It is sup- 
posed out of doors that we have ratified a certain 
instrument—that the two great parties of the Sen- 
ate have been divided—that we stood pro and con— 
and that we want to explain ourselves eventually, 
but what that has to do with this bill passes my 
comprehension. It is simply a question whether 
we Shall raise this additional force for two pur- 
poses: first, to be ready for the immediate prose- 
cution of hostilities in the event of the rejection of 
the treaty by Mexico—quite a possible result from 
the unstable nature of her government, and the irri- 
tated feelings of her people; and perhaps I might 
say, that itis a probable result, at all events every- 
thing admonishes us of the necessity of being pre- 
pared; and second, that we may send out with our 
minister the vote of preparation—the intelligence 
that, in the event of a refusal of the treaty, we are 
ready to prosecute the war with the utmost vigor. 
Our own eagle presents the illustration of our pol- 
icy—the olive branch and the arrows—the one to 
be used if we may, the other if we must. I trust 
that this bill will be passed by the unanimous vote 
of both Houses. If it should be thus passed im- 
mediately, I have no more doubt than I have of my 
own existence, that we should have peace. With- 
out the passage of this bill, I do not undertake to 
say how long peace may be deferred. But I re- 
peat, suppose the dil agree is correct, and that 
you go on to ratify this paper, I might rather say 
as the public says, to negotiate—— 


we) 


' in secret session. 


Mr. MANGUM. Ihold that that supposition 
is entirely out of order. It is not to be entertained 
in open session that anything at all has been done 
I make a question of order. 

Mr. CASS. I have only to say then, that if we 
have not a right to suppose anything here, I do not 
know what right appertains to a Senator. 

Mr. MANGUM. I might suppose a thousand 
things might have happened in a correspondence, 
and the supposition might conform exactly to the 
fact, and if that be in order, I see no sort of objec- 
tion to opening this discussion without any further 
action. But if I happened to be mistaken—— 

Mr. CASS. The Senator himself introduced the 
whole thing distinctly and openly, so that no one 
could misunderstand him. Unless we affect to 
have a spirit of mysticism, unbecoming us and the 
occasion, it is utterly impossible to avoid allusions 
to what is known to all. 

Mr. MANGUM. I renew my motion. It is 
with no purpose of embarrassment that I make 
this motion. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to know the object 
of laying the bill on the table. 

Mr. MANGUM. That the Senator from Mis- 
“et [Mr. Benton] may call up the appropriation 

ill. 

Mr. CASS. The Senator from Missouri has 
not, as I understand, intimated such a design. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Proceed with 
the call. 

The yeas and nays were demanded; and, being 
seconded, were taken with the following result: 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Belt, Berrien, Calhoun, 
Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis of Massachu- 
setts, Dayton, Greene, Hale, Johnson of Louisiana, Man- 
gum, Phelps, Underwood, and Webster—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
Benton, Bradbury, Breese, Butler, Cameron, Cass, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Dougias, Downs, Felch, Foote, 
Hannegan, Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mason, 
Moor, Niles, ‘urney, Westcott, and Yulee—28. 


ati question again recurring on the passage of 
the bill— : 

Mr. BALDWIN addressed the Senate at length 
against the bill. He expressed his regret that the 
question should be pressed now, and particularly 
so for reasons which were known to the Senate. 
He could see no necessity for this augmentation 
of our force in Mexico, and scarcely a plausible 
reason for this great increase of the patronage of 
the Executive. The war in Mexico was ended. 
There were no more battles to be fought, no more 
victories to be won. Our sister Republic, in whose 
early career our warmest sympathies had been en- 
listed, now lies prostrate, crushed to the earth, her 
Government driven from place to place, in search 
of a resting spot; her seven millions of population 
are dissociated, disorganized, with scarcely the 
form of a Government existing, and all her admin- 
istration, general and local, conducted under the in- 
fluence of martial law. Our gallant army has only 

aused in its career of victory, because there is no 
onger to be found any enemy to impede its prog- 
ress, and, instead of being employed at this mo- 
ment in war and battles with the enemy, is occu- 
en in the business of collecting military contri- 

utions, for the support of our troops, from an 
Ha alate people. What army is there now 
to be encountered in combat? ‘There is no neces- 
sity for adding a regiment to our army in Mexico. 
The whole country is looking for peace—hoping 
for peace—for anything rather than the augmenta- 
tion of our forces. Mexico, instead of new troops 
being sent into her territory, expects the with- 
drawal of those now there. No one out of this 
Capitol calculates on such a movement. The 
streets and avenues of our city are filled with offi- 
cers who have returned from the seat of war; be- 
cause there is no longer employment for them 
there; while those who remain there, in the ab- 
sence of other employment, are turning their hatred 
on each other. To what purpose, then, is this 
new force to be sent to Mexico? Is it for the pur- 
pose of compelling them to make new cessions of 
territory? If so, such an object would not have 
his approbation. He wanted no additional terri- 
tory—the country wanted none. All that the 
country required was peace, and indemnity to those 
of our citizens who have suffered wrongs from 
Mexico. Both of these, he believed, Mexico was 
entirely disposed to give. If we have been in- 
jured in our honor, we have taken ample redress, 
a full measure of vengeance. Our Government 
has always prided itself in never demanding what 
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ia not right, and never submitting to anything 
that is wrong. On what principle, then, are we 
about to send out an army to drive a bargain with 
Mexico? He thought it clearly unjust to urge on 
Mexico to surrender any portion of her territory ; 
yet, from the message of the President, which was 
explicit on this point, he could not doubt that this 
was one of the purposes of the present bill. 

Mr. B. went on to inquire into the constitution- 
ality of the war with Mexico. He maintained that 
the President could not of himself place the coun- 
try in a state of war. A mere collision of troops 
was not war, unless sanctioned by the Government. 
He referred to the instructions of the Secretary of 
War to General Taylor, that he should not confine 
himself to defensive operations, but that he should 
act aggressively. It was proper that General Tay- 
lor should place himself in a strong defensive 
position; but he could have no sufficient authority 
for acts of aggression. He referred to the corre- 
spondence of the War Department to sustain him 
in this statement. It was the duty of the Execu- 
tive to instruct General Taylor to defend himself; 
but to instruct him to carry on aggressive opera- 
tions indicated a determination, from the first, to 
conquer and obtain Mexico. 

e adverted to the claims of our citizens against 
Mexico, and to the steps which had been taken by 
the Government to obtain a recognition and liqui- 
dation of them. He read extracts from the public 
documents, to show that the poverty of Mexico 
alone prevented her from discharging her obliga- 
tions under the treaty which she had entered into 
with the United States for the adjustment of these 
claims. We had no more right to complain of 
Mexico for her non-payment of the claims, than 
Mexico had to complain of us for an interference 
with Texas. She had an acknowledged right to 
endeavor to conquer her revolted province, and to 
compel her to contribute her portion to the general 
indebtedness of Mexico; and we, by merging Tex- 
as into our Union, had thwarted her in this object. 
When we took Texas, we placed ourselves ina 
position which rendered it liable for the default of 
Texas in relation to Mexico. Under these circum- 
stances, it was incumbent on us to treat with Mex- 
ico in a liberal spirit. And he believed it was origi- 
nally the intention of our Government to act towards 
her in that liberal spirit. Whether it was in that 
spirit that Mr. Slidell was sent was another ques- 
tion, and a question on which he was not now 
permitted to speak. If Mr. Slidell’s mission was a 
mission of peace, the sending of General Taylor 
to the Rio Grande, and of Captain Gillespie to Cal- 
ifornia, was scarcely consistent with it. 

Before Texas came into the Union, she agreed to 
pay five millions of the debt of Mexico for her in- 
dependence, and we have deprived Mexico of that 
amount by admitting Texas into our Union. He 
believed that when the correspondence between 
our Government and Mr. Shannon should be pub- 
lished, it would show that we were disposed to set- 
tle our claims both to boundary and indemnity on 
the most liberal basis. As to the boundary of 
Texas, he combated the idea that her right of soil 
extended to the Rio Grande; and asked if the in- 
hakitants who fled before General Taylor were 
Texans or Mexicans? He was opposed to the 
cession of any territory which Texas had nota 
right to cede. He denied the right of Mexico to 
cede any of her independent States to us; and ex- 

ressed astonishment that such cession should have 
en demanded by our Government. And what 
could be our object in asking a cession of terri- 
tory? Had Congress disclosed any great public 
object which was to be promoted? He maintained 
that, unless for some great national purpose point- 
ed out by Congress, we had no right to ask from a 
foreizn nation a cession of territory. We have no 
right to admit foreign territory into our Union for 
the mere purpose of forming new States. Louisi- 
ana was acquired to quiet the discontented popu- 
lation of the West, and on the ground of a strong 
and inevitable necessity. The purchase was made, 
and received the sanction of Congress. And it 
was the same with Florida. But no such claim of 
necessity exists to justify the acquisition of Cali- 
fornia and the territory to the Pacific, which is onl 
suitable for a Mexican or an Indian population. It 
can avail nothing to us for the purposes of cultiva- 
tion or settlement. California is mostly a sterile 
desert, for the possession of which it would be folly 
to enter into a war. Mexico has evinced a strong 
reluctance to cede New Mexico, alleging that the 


inhabitants are loyal, and ought not to be trans- 
ferred to the United States. And is it to overcome 
this reluctance that these new troops are to be sent 
to Mexico? 

He was opposed to the sending these ten regi- 
ments to trample down Mexico further than she 
had been trampled on. He would take indemnity 
for our wronged citizens, but he thought our honor 
had been sufficiently redressed. He had no desire 
to annex to our country a population dissimilar in 
all its aspects. He was opposed to it, further, be- 
cause he could not but fear the effects of it on our 
southern domestic institutions. We may properly 
shut our doors, and say that we had already sufi- 
cient territory; that from thirteen we have increas- 
ed to sixteen States; and that we require nothing 
further. To what further extent will the cupidity 
of our people carry us? Will it carry us to wage 
war in Canada? or to extend our territory still 
further south, by annexing the adjacent territory? 
Have we counted the costs of this process of ex- 
pansion? Have we calculated all the expense and 
inconvenience of subjugating and keeping in sub- 
mission the savage and warlike tribes with which 
we must necessarily be brought in conflict in our 
career, and the further perils in which we may be- 
come involved? How could our Supreme Court, 
already burdened beyond its power of relieving 
itself, by the business of our present population, 
carry out the administration of justice through all 
the new countries which we may bring into our 
Union? 

In every view he could take of the subject, he 
could not bring himself to the conclusion, that it 
was either necessary or proper to send out these 
ten regiments to reinforce our army in Mexico. 
He reminded the Senate that the force of our pres- 
ent army, after the regiments were filled up, would 
be sufficient for all contingencies likely to occur. 

Mr. ALLEN then said: In looking over the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate, I find that this bill was taken 
up on the 30th of December; that the discussion on 
it was opened on the 3d of January—more than two 
months since; the Senate, in the meantime, having 
been occupied in its consideration, with the excep- 
tion of the last two weeks, which have been spent 
in Executive session. Now, sir, it does seem to 
me, that there ought not only to be an end, but a 
speedy end, put to this subject. I believe, that 
when the discussion was suspended on account of 
the other matter, of which I am not at liberty to 
speak, almost every gentleman of this body who 
intended to speak at all upon the bill, had spoken 
fully. I believe that the best thing which can be 
done to accomplish the end which all profess to 
desire—the final and diplomatic termination of this 
war—would be, to vote for a conditional augment- 
ation of the military force of the country; and that 
vote to accompany the minister who will bear the 
despatches to Mexico. Thatis my opinion. I am 
of opinion, that, if this vote be not taken, and if 
what may transpire here shall be permitted to trans- 

ire with the presumptive evidence that the country 
is disarmed, and is disarming, nothing beneficial 
will be the result. That is my deliberate opinion. 
I think that a vote now—to-day—or, at least, to- 
morrow, upon this bill, is absolutely necessary to 
the welfare of our interests in Mexico; and, enter- 
taining this opinion, and in consideration of the 
time already consumed in this discussion, looking 
also to the advanced period of the session, and the 
increasing desire on the part of all Senators that 
the session should not be protracted throughout 
the whole year, I do hope that to-morrow, at the 
very farthest period, the vote of the Senate will be 
taken on this bill. 

It is in vain to say that gentlemen have not had 
an opportunity of being heard on this bill. There 
has been sufficient opportunity for all to be heard. 
It is in vain to say, that any recently occurring 
events change the reasons upon which the Presi- 
dent recommends this bill. Although I am not 
one who, for the sake of patronage, desires this 
augmentation, yet I would much rather that the 
augmented patronage which this bill will give the 
Executive should be created, than that the public 
interests of the country should be put in peril, and 
be, perhaps, permanently endangered, as I believe 
they will be, by the further procrastination of the 
action of the Senate. I believe that we should 
treat, armed, and not disarmed—that we should 
treat with manifest readiness to meet any emer- 
gency which failure of negotiation might bring 
about, and not treat with a declaration in advance, 


that if Mexico refuse to make peace we cannot 
prosecute the war any further. I believe that some 
evil has already been done, and on another occa- 
sion [ intimated the same opinion to the Senate, 
in consequence of relaxing the muscles of the coun- 
try in this struggle. I do not want to see a greater 
degree of lassitude in this contest, until we know 
that this war is not only concluded, but concluded 
by atreaty of peace.. I do not wish to have a ces- 
sation of war without a treaty of peace, because 
that would be to protract the struggle indefinite- 
ly, and without any great and fixed object on the 
part of the Government. According to the views 
eth oh I expressed on another occasion, peace 
might have, as I thought, been obtained more 
speedily under other circumstances, and other au- 
spices; but in no circumstances does the history 
of the experience of other nations or common 
reason lead us to any other conclusion than that 
warring nations should make peace before they 
disarm. If there be an armistice, it is an ar- 
mistice that acts upon us alone, and not upon 
Mexico, because she is disarmed. We are the 
armed party; and every hour that this war remains 
unclosed by a treaty is an hour of detriment to the 
interests of this nation. Gentlemen may exclaim, 
What! do you mean to scare Mexico be arming 
anew! Why, we mean to impress Mexico em- 
phatically with this important truth, that if she 
does not choose to make peace, she has no other 
alternative but war—that we are not going to sound 
a retreat when it is ascertained that she is not pre- 
pared to sign a peace. This is the sentiment with 
which she should be impressed. She should be 
distinctly advised that what has been done, has 
not resulted from our weakness, but from our sense 
of justice and our sense of moderation. There- 
fore, we should manifest no weakness, but stand 
armed till she signs; and if she do not sign, man- 
ifest to her the fact that we are armed. That, 
sir, is my opinion, as one who believes that in the 

resent state of affairs peace is desirable. What 
i might have said six weeks ago is one thing, and 
what I say in the present state of our relations with 
Mexico is another thing. I say, that in the present 
state of these relations, peace is desirable; but I 
say, also, that in order to attain greater certainty 
of peace, we should not disarm before the peace 
is signed, but stand prepared with all the readiness 
of battle. Now, this bill, if it pass, will do no 
more than sanction the President in making a con- 
tingent augmentation of the army as a precaution- 
ary measure. That is all. If peace come, the 
troops will not go; if peace do not come, the troops 
ought to go. It is a plain proposition. Ifthere be 
a peace, the soldiers will not march; if there be no 
peace, the soldiers should march. We can there- 
fore inflict no injury on the interests of the coun- 
try by the passage of this bill; and I desire, having 
of course no right to speak in behalf of others, that 
we will not let to-morrow pass without the final 
action of the Senate upon this bill. In the mean- 
time, there can be several speeches made. If neces- 
sary we can sit here all night. But let it be under- 
stood and firmly resolved, that the vote will be 
taken before we adjourn to-morrow. I shall be 
glad if this suggestion meet the general concurrence 
of the Senate. 

Mr. FOOTE then made some remarks in reply 
to that portion of the argument of the Senator 
from Connecticut, which was directed against the 
acquisition of additional territory, on the ground 
that thereby the influence of the old States would 
be weakened. 

Mr. CALHOUN. If no gentleman desires to 
speak on this bill, I should be glad to have an op- 
portunity of stating my views on it to-morrow. 
The reasons which compel me to vote against the 
bill have been mistaken. I intended, even if the 
treaty 

Mr. MANGUM. Will the Senator yield the 
floor fora moment. I see that the usual hour of 
adjournment has arrived. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I have only one word to say. 
I had intended to vote against this bill in any event; 
and I must say, that an occurrence which has re- 
cently taken place , rather strengthens my intention 
to vote against it. I have had no opportunity, 
however, of expressing myself on the subject, and 
have occupied very little of the time of the Senate; 
and if it should please the Senate to postpone the 
consideration of the bill till to-morrow, I would 
regard it as an accommodation. 

On motion, the Senate then adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 16, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution reported by Mr. 
Tuompson, of Kentucky, from the Committee on 
Printing, directing the printing of ten thousand 
extra copies of the abstract of contracts, commu- 
nicated from the War ee tiga ae in January last, 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COBB said he had a very few words to offer 
by way of giving his reasons for moving the recon- 
sideration. He entertained little doubt that very 
few members of this House knew what was the 
character of the document. 

Mr. CROZIER rose to a point of order, and, 
stating that the previous question had been moved 
upon the adoption of the resolution, inquired of the 
Speaker if the motion to reconsider was debatable? 

The SPEAKER replied that it was—the previ- 
ous question having exhausted itself. 

Mr. CROZIER remarked, that if in order, he 
had no objection to the matter being further deba- 
ted. On the contrary, he was very glad the gentle- 
man from Georgia had again brought it up. 

Mr. COBB (resuming) said the members of the 
House were not aware of the nature of the docu- 
ment of which they had ordered this extra num- 
ber of copies to be printed. He was not himself 
informed of its full character when this resolution 
was adopted yesterday. Immediately upon its 
adoption, he hunted for the document in order to 
examine it, and he found it had not been printed, 
and therefore was not in possession of the House, 
though it had probably been examined by the com- 
mittee to whom it was referred. He had, however, 
obtained a copy of the document, of similar char- 
acter, of the last session of Congress, and, upon 
examination of the manuscript in the hands of the 
printers, had ascertained that the document of this 
session corresponded with that of the last session 
of Congress. In moving to reconsider this reso- 
lution, he wished it distinctly to be understood 
by the House that he did not object to the printing 
of the document. The printing had been ordered 
some time ago, and it was now in the hands of 
the printers. It ought to be printed and put in the 
possession of the House and of the committee, 
in order that they might have the information it 
contained. To that he had no objection what- 
ever. His objection was to the printing of an extra 
number, for the reason that it was, as it purported 
to be, a mere abstract of the contracts made by the 
officers of the army. It did not communicate to 
the country that information which it was, per- 
haps, the object of gentlemen to throw before the 

eople; but it was a mere general account, calcu- 
ated to do gross injustice to the character of those 
officers who had made the contracts, without afford- 
ing the opportunity, on their part, to give to the 
country any explanation whatever. ‘The printing 
of this extra number (whether it was so intended 
or not) was calculated to have the effect of inducing 
the opinion, on the part of the country, that Con- 
gress looked upon these contracts with suspicion, 
and regarded them as frauds, and thereby the char- 
acter of those individuals whose names were con- 
nected with them would, without discrimination, 
be called to suffer, and no opportunity whatever 
be given them for explanation. 

He would refer to some of the items contained 
in this document of the last session of Congress, 
for the purpose of exhibiting its character, and the 
ground of the objection which he now took to 
printing an extra number. He read an item for 
the transportation of troops, $1,800. Now, this 
was all that was said in reference to this contract. 
Whether it was a just and proper one, whether 
the officer who made it acted fairly and justly to 
the Government, there was no evidence whatever 
contained in the document which they sent out. 
But they proposed to print a large number of ex- 
tra copies and send them out to the country with 
the general charge made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee yesterday, that gross frauds had been 
perpetrated in making these contracts, and all.the 
individuals whose names were connected with the 
contracts were involved in this imputation of fraud. 
There was no specification whatever which of 
these contracts were fraudulently made or wherein 
the frauds consisted. In looking over the list they 
found many expenditures which, on the first blush, 
would be considered highly improper, such as the 


prices paid for steamboats, for horses and mules, 
perhaps, and for various other things. But if the 
circumstances were also shown under which the 
contracts were made, it would be seen that they 
were fully justified. In sending out this mere ab- 
stract, however, no such vindication went out with 
it, and all who had made these contracts, whether 
justly and fairly or unjustly and unfairly, suffered 
equally in the imputation. 

Another idea, connected with the publication of 
these abstracts, ought to be considered by the 
House, upon the principle of justice to all those 
who would be affected by the publication of this 
document in this manner. It would be recollected, 
in reference to the Florida war, the war of 1812, and 
every war in which this or any other Government 
had been involved, that officers connected with the 
army had made contracts of a grossly improper 
character, which had been seized upon, not for the 
purpose of attaching blame and odium to the offi- 
cers who had made the contracts, and who ought 
to be held individually responsible for their im- 
proper acts, but as the ground of attack upon the 
Administration and the head of the department, by 
holding them responsible for the charges thus made 
against certain of their subordinate officers which 
they were allowed no opportunity to explain. This 
was peculiarly the case in reference to the Florida 
war. Mr. Van Buren’s administration was charged 
with fraud and corruption on the ground that con- 
tracts of a very improper character had been made 
during the prosecution of that war. Now, he pro- 
tested against this system of holding the head of 
the War Department and the Administration re- 
sponsible for the conduct of individuals who acted 
upon their own responsibility as officers of this 
Government, and more particularly so upon a doc- 
ument sent out which did not afford evidence of 
the circumstances under which they acted. 

He therefore proposed, instead of the printing 
of these extra documents, as the proper course, 
and the one justified by the circumstances of the 
case—as that course called for by a sense of jus- 
tice to these officers of the Government, as well as 
to the heads of the War and Navy Departments, 
and all others interested—that the document, as 
originally proposed, and as had been the invariable 
custom, should be printed; that the information 
which it contained should be laid before Congress, 
and placed in the hands of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Expenditures in the War and Navy Depart- 
ments—to the former of which the gentleman from 
Tennessee belonged—who would have it in their 

ower to bring it to the notice of the country by 
ooking into those cases where frauds had been 
committed, by investigating those instances where 
individuals had made contracts in corruption and 
fraud upon the Government. The gentleman from 
Tennessee alluded to one case which came either 
within his own personal knowledge or informa- 
tion. Let him direct his attention and that of the 
committee to the investigation of this case; let him 
use the power of this House for the purpose of 
gathering evidence on which these charges are 
made. Fair opportunity should be allowed to 
every officer to explain his conduct in transactions 
on which charges were brought against him. If, 
when this had been given, it appeared that any of 
these officers had acted unjustifiably, let the com- 
mittee proceed a step further, and inquire whether 
the superior officers of the army who had these 
matters under their supervision had allowed them 
to pass unrebuked, uncensured: let them come up 
to the very head of the department and of the Gov- 
ernment, and wherever they found anything im- 
proper or unjust committed—wherever they found 
frauds sanctioned in any degree—let them hold 
not only the individuals who committed, but those 
who overlooked and sanctioned them, responsible 
before the country. He submitted to his friend 
from Tennessee whether this was not the only 
course which, in justice to all interested, could be 
pursued. 

This document, containing abstracts of contracts 
and payments, was sent in according to law by the 
head of the department, to furnish information on 
which the House, if they discovered frauds, could 
base their action, and not, as the gentleman from 
Tennessee seemed to suppose, for the purpose of 
going out before the country as the basis of impu- 
tations of fraud, which could not be sustained if 
the whole circumstances were given. Justice to 
the individuals immediately concerned, as well as 
to the heads of departments and the Executive, 


required that such charges should be based on 
some more substantial foundation. 

The gentleman from Tennessee had said that the 
opposition of his (Mr. Coss’s) side of the House 
to this printing manifested a desire on their part to 
suppress information. This was not so. They 
had no desire whatever to suppress it. It had 
been communicated to Congress by the head of 
the War Department; it had been ordered to be 
eens and placed in the possession of every mem- 

er of the House and of the committee. Al the 
objection was to printing an extra number, to be 
sent throughout the country as a charge, as was 
intimated by the gentleman from Tennessee upon 
these officers and upon the head of the department. 
It was wholly wrong, involving men in charges of 
which they were entirely innocent. 

He trusted, therefore, that the gentleman from 
Tennessee would consent to this reconsideration, 
and that the committees of this House would in- 
vestigate the matter, and wherever they found that 
frauds had been committed, that individuals had 
used the power of their offices improperly, unjustly 
to the Government, he would go with the gentle- 
man, and so he thought would the whole House, 
in ferreting out these frauds, and holding those who 
had committed or participated in them justly re- 
sponsible before the country. Let the responsi- 
bility fall upon the heads of those who were cul- 
pable, and not involve innocent men whose names 
were connected with these contracts. 

Mr. CROZIER remarked, that as he had before 
said, yesterday and to-day, he was not opposed to 
the discussion of this question, if the gentleman 
desired—not at all. He was glad the gentleman 
had brought it up this morning. It gave him the 
opportunity of correcting a mistake made in the 
Intelligencer, in the report of his remarks yesterday, 
by which he was made to say that, for the trans- 
portation of eight hundred horses and mules from 
Ohio, the cost to the Government was $800,000. 
What he had said was, that the cost of these 
horses and mules was about $80,000, and the ex- 
pene? of their transportation was about $30,000, 

eing $33 50 p head; that, while the Government 
was paying this high Pe for horses and mules in 
the State of Ohio, and these high prices for their 
transportation to the State of Texas, General Tay- 
lor was at the very time hiring a mule and a driver 
upon the Rio Grande for fifty-five cents per diem, 
and mules which were much better adapted to the 
service for which he wanted them than those which 
were purchased, being already broken; and that, 
under the contracts entered into by General Tay- 
lor on the Rio Grande, it cost less to transport his 
whole army from the banks of the Rio Grande to 
Monterey than the cost of these eight hundred 
mules and horses in Ohio, and their transportation 
to Texas. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I should 
like to know why horses were ever purchased in 
Ohio? 

Mr. CROZIER. That is the very thing I want 
to know, too. He had said yesterday that it was, 
on the part of the Government or of the head of 
the department, a gross error of judgment, or a 
negligence that amounted to fraud, not to inquire 
into this matter; and he had said then, that if any- 
body would take up these abstracts 

Mr. FRIES, interposing, (and Mr. C. yielding,) 
was understood to advise the gentleman that it was 
perhaps not best to make the charge of fraud upon 
this Ohio contractor, for he was a Whig, and be- 
longed to the gentleman’s own party. 

Mr. CROZIER (resuming) said. if frauds had 
been committed, to whatever party the person be- 
longs, let them be exposed. He further said that 
General Taylor, if they would authorize his con- 
tracts upon the Rio Grande, had made them all 
with the most rigid regard to economy. Steamboats 
had been chartered by some officers at half the 
price that others had chartered boats for. He did 
not wish to disparage the officer who had made 
these contracts, or to praise General Taylor, who 
contracted at so low a rate for the mules and boats, 
of which he had spoken in his remarks of yestere 
day. It might be that there might not have been 
much demand for them when General Taylor made 
his contracts; but it must strike everybody that 
General Taylor’s contracts were less than half the 
price of those subsequently made. 

Now, having corrected these errors of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, he would come to the argu- 
ment of the gentleman; and what was it? The 
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gentleman said this document should not go to the 
country, because it might mislead the people. If 
this was so, why print this thing at all? Why 
should it be printed and come to Congress, if it was 


likely to be misunderstood, and to lead to the 
condemnation of these officers? Why, that is a 
reason why it should be suppressed altogether; 
whereas the gentleman knew that it had been 
ordered to be printed for the use of this House, 
and he only desired an additional number of copies, 
which the gentleman now moved to reconsider. 
The gentleman from Georgia and his party pro- 
fessed great reliance on the knowledge and intel- 
ligence of the people, and yet he was not willing 
that the people should have an abstract of contracts 
which was made by one of the gentleman’s own 
party, Mr. Marcy, the Secretary of War. Did 
the gentleman mean to be understood as being ap- 
prehensive about the people’s examining a docu- 
ment sent to this House by the Secretary of War? 
Oh! said the gentleman, give us a committee. A 
committee of what kind? A committee with a ma- 
jority of his own political friends? Why not send 
it to the people, and let them examine it? Was 
the gentleman afraid of that? 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Ohio, rose, and, having ob- 
tained permission to occupy the floor for the pur- 
pose, said it had been stated that the person who 
obtained the contract for these horses in Ohio was 
a member of the Whig party, and acted with the 
party of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Cro- 
ZIER.) Now, he would inquire who the contractor 
was? 

Mr. FRIES rose and said it was Mr. Minor, of 
Columbus. 

Mr. DUNCAN said he was not aware that Mr. 
Minor wasa Whig. He was originally a Demo- 
crat, and had acted with the Democratic party, 
though, for some reason or other, he had ,become 
dissatisfied with that party. It might be that these 
contracts had been As to him to bring him back 
into their ranks. r. Minor was his own con- 
stituent, he believed, and if he had belonged to the 
Whig party he thought he should have known it. 
I believe he voted against me when I was a candi- 
date for the seat which I have now the honor to 
occupy. 

Mr. FRIES replied that Mr. Minor was a mem- 
ber of the Whig Central Committee of the State of 
Ohio, and actually voted to give the gentleman 
[Mr. ETA the seat which he now holds. 

Mr. CROZIER. Well, of the political opinions 
of the contractors I know nothing. If this con- 
tractor were a Whig, these extravagant contracts 
might be calculated to buy him up. If he could be 
corrupted by a contract, it was strange that con- 
tract had not done it. 

He would now return to the argument of the 
gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Coss,) who was 
willing to have this document examined by a 
Whig committee, and sent forth to the country. 
Well, and what would be said of such examina- 
tion and the report such a committee might make 
by their opponents? He knew the course of argu- 
ment pursued on the stump. Why, it would be 
said that it was a Whig report. It would be said 
thatit was a garbled statement—that it was untrue. 
And what did he propose? He would ask the gen- 
tleman from Georgia and the House if the course 
he proposed was not much fairer? He proposed 
to take this abstract of contracts, which had been 
furnished to the House by one of the political 
friends of the gentleman from Georgia, (the Sec- 
retary of war,) and send that out to the people, 
that they might judge for themselves. Oh, but, 
said the gentleman, they would make a mistake. 
But did not the people Know as well as the gentle- 
man from Georgia or himself (Mr. C.) what was 
a fair price for oats, or hay, or straw, and for all 
the provisions which might have been furnished to 
the army? Did not many of the peopie know, 
too, what was a fair price for many of the muni- 
tions of war? Did not steamboat owners know 
what was a fair price for transportation from Louis- 
ville to New Orleans, or from New York and other 
ports to any destination which the Government 
might prescribe? How, then, could they be mis- 
led? The people paid the taxes from which the 
money thus ape was obtained; and he thought 
they ought to be allowed to see how the money 
which they paid was disposed of. Well, then, as 
to the amount of which he had spoken yesterday. 
He said it was fifty millions of dollars which had 
been expended by the agency of the War Depart- 


ment; but he did not say it had been expended in 
the course of the last year, but from the commence- 
ment of the war. the appropriations last year 
were $28,000,000. The deficiencies which had 
been supplied by this House this session were 
about $14,000,000, making a gross amount of 
$41,000,000. When the war first commenced there 
was an appropriation of $10,000,000, making the 
gross sum of $51,000,000. Subsequently, a large 
amount had been appropriated, but what the par- 
ticular sum was he did not know. He did not sup- 
a that all the contracts for which this money 
ad been designed had been reported; but what 
objection could there be to the printing of this ab- 
stract of but a portion of the contracts which had 
been furnished by a political friend of the gentle- 
man from Georgia? There was, to be sure, the 
uestion of the cost, though he did not understand 
the gentleman from Georgia to have made a point 
of that. And what was it? Why, the pitiful sum 
of $400 for the printing of one of the most inter- 
esting documents that had for some time been sent 
to Congress. Why should so small an amount be 
an obstacle in the way of publishing a document of 
so much importance? He wished it to go to the 
people before the committee could say a word re- 
specting it. Let it go to the people as it came from 
the Secretary of War. The people could judge of 
the price of these things as well as anybody else. 
_ But there was one reason why he would be will- 
ing to vote for this motion of reconsideration; and 
it was not the motive which actuated the gentleman 
from Georgia in making this motion. He believed 
that a greater number of this document should be 
printed for circulation among the people, and there- 
fore he might be willing to vote for the reconsider- 
ation, with the view to strike out ten thousand and 
insert twenty thousand. He wished the people to 
sec what we were paying, and an examination of 
this document would show them that some of the 
sums paid were extravagant. For reports not half 
so valuable, more than five times the expense was 
incurred in printing. Besides, by printing this 
document, they might be enabled to obtain some 
valuable information. 

He had a letter in his drawer, from which he 
learned that contracts had been entered into b 
builders of steamboats for old boats, for which 
from three to five thousand dollars more had been 
paid than they were building new ones for. True, 
some gentlemen might say, that the great demand 
served to enhance the price. Well, the people 
would take that into consideration, and they could 
say whether the prices were fair, or whether they 
were extravagant. He had not charged that frauds 
had been committed, as had been intimated; but he 
had said, that some of these contracts were so 
enormous that they ought to be investigated. He 
had no question but that many of these contracts 
had been made with the strictest fidelity and hon- 
esty. Respecting others, there might have been 
great negligence on the part of officers of this Gov- 
ernment, if not absolute fraud. But he was willing 
that it should go to the country for examination. 
He would not now prolong this debate. If gen- 
tlemen desired to prolong it, he had no objection; 
but when the committee should report, there would 
be opportunities sufficient afforded to members to 
discuss the propriety of the many subjects which 
it embraced. 

Mr. COBB rose to reply to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. He said, the gentle- 
man from Tennessee had charged that he was un- 
willing to publish this document because he was 
unwilling to throw information before the people 
of this country; that he was not willing to trust 
the people with the examination of subjects of this 
character. But it was not so. His. remarks bore 
no such construction; and he believed the gentle- 


man from Tennessee stood alone in so interpreting” 


them. He had expressly stated, that he objecte 
to the publication because the document was wholly 
unsatisfactory, for it would not communicate to 
the country the information they professed to be 
desirous to publish. 

Mr. CROZIER said, the idea he attempted to 
convey was this: there were facts which the gen- 
tleman from Georgia was unwilling to throw before 
the people, because he thought they had not knowl- 
edge enough to understand them. They were facts 
concerning the price of. provisions and munitions 
of war, and he (Mr. Crozier) thought the people 
well understood what they were worth. 

Mr. COBB said, as usual, the gentleman from 


Tennessee was now as far wrong as he was before. 
The gentleman from Tennessee had himself ad- 
miei before this House, that, from the abstract, 
he could not tell whether the contracts were fraud- 
ulent or not. He stood before the House with the 
admission that the abstract did not show whether 
they were honest or fraudulent. 

Mr. CROZIER said the gentleman from Geor- 
gia was mistaken. He had stated this, that there 
were some contracts so enormously high that no- 
body could fail to see that they were wrong, and 
there were others which had been brought to his 
own knowledge which were apparently low and 
fair, but which were not fair. That was what he 
had said. 

Mr. COBB resumed. Why, the gentleman from 
Tennessee, in his argument yesterday, gave as his 
reason for wishing the publication of these extra 
numbers of the abstract of these contracts and send- 
ing them to the country, that they should thereby 
gather up additional evidence to show that there 
was fraud and corruption. But the gentleman from 
Tennessee must admit, and so would every mem- 
ber on this floor, that an examination of this re- 
port, which was made by virtue of laws requiring 
the Department of War to furnish such a report, 
would not enable any one to show which of these 
contracts were fraudulent and which were honest. 
The gentlemen from Tennessee would not pretend 
to say that this document will communicate to the 
country the nature and character of the contracts 
of which a mere abstract was given. The gentle- 
man had spoken of the chartering of a steamboat 
for $18,000, and why was it done? What were 
the exigencies of the circumstances under which 
the boat was chartered? ‘That does not appear on 
the face of this abstract, nor how it was officered. 
Was that sum of $18,000 given for the vessel abso- 
lutely, or only for a given time? Had they satis- 
factory evidence on these points? In one state of 
things a sum paid might be necessary, which at an- 
other time would be grossly outrageous. At one 
time the exigencies of the service might not require 
it, but at another time the payment of $18,000 for 
a steamboat would meet with the approbation of 
every man who was familiar with the facts of the 
case. And so it might be with the purchase of 
horses. To judge of the correctness ofthe contract, 
they must know the circumstances under which the 
contract was made. To be able to decide whether 
the contract was fraudulent or honest, they must 
know the circumstances and emergencies of the 
case which required the purchases to be made. A 
purchase might be enormous and exorbitant to-day 
which to-morrow the exigencies of the times might 
require to be made at any price; and hence he pro- 
tested against the publication of a mere abstract 
of contracts which would not afford satisfactory 
information in relation to them. 

The gentleman from Tennessee said some of these 
contracts were right and others might be fraudu- 
lent. Now, when this document should be sent 
before the country, the men who had made fair and. 
honest contracts would stand arraigned before the 
bar of public opinion on the same charge as those 
whose contracts were not so honest, if there were 
any such, for the gentleman had pointed out no 
distinction. The honest man and he who was dis- 
honest would stand on the same footing. Now, he 
appealed to the sense of justice of the House if it 
would consent thus to punish untried the honest 
contractor? Justice demanded a fair and full in- 
vestigation before such a course was pursued. 
There was a committee now, and the gentlemen 
opposite had the power to make the investiga- 
tion, and to discover whether these contracts were 
made under exigencies of the public service, and 
at the instance of the commanding general of the 
army. Because a contract appeared to be exorb- 
itant, this House ought not to come to the conclu- 
sion that it was so without investigation and with- 
out examination. What he proposed in this mat- 
ter was right and just, and he thought it should 
command the favorable consideration of every mem- 
ber of this House. It was, that the committee of 
the House that had charged ftaud and corruption 
should investigate it and point it out, direct public 
attention to it, and then let all unite in holding it 
up to public censure. If any better course could 
be recommended heshould be happy to pursue it. 

Mr. STEPHENS did not understand from the 
gentleman from Tennessee that this matter involved 
those charges against personal character which his 
colleague [Mr. Coss] appeared to suppose. He 
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thought his colleague, in his zeal and earnestness, 
had mistaken the object of the gentleman from 
Tennessee. At least his colleague had mistaken 
his (Mr. S.’s) yesterday, in voting for the pane 
of this document, and that which he should give, 
too, against the reconsideration. It might be, when 
this document should have been published, and the 
people have had an opportunity to see it and to 
ascertain how their money goes, that it might be 
found that frauds had been committed. hat, 
however, was not the object of the publication of 
the document. It was not intended to arraign the 
contractors on charges of fraud and corruption; the 
object was to give the people light. He asked if 
the argument of the gentleman from Tennessee 

Mr. Crozier] did not put him in that position? 

ut how stood his colleague, [Mr. Coss?] No 
report accompanied this document. It wasa mere 
abstract of contracts as it had been sent to this 
House by the Secretary of War. And yet his 
colleague pppoe its publication in an argument 
which put him in the position of being afraid that 
the people would not understand it. Now, he 
(Mr. S.) wanted the people to know what became 
of their money. They were the tax-payers; they 
bore the burdens of the war; was it not right, then, 
that they should know where every shilling and 
sixpence went? For one, he was willing to give 
it to them. Let this document, then, be printed. 
Let a number of copies be sent before the people 
of the country. No injury could be done to the 
contractors. He disavowed any intention to injure 
anybody; but he called upon the House to let his 
constituents and the entire country see and know 
where their money went. The position of his 
colleague was, that the people were incompetent 
to judge of the propriety of these contracts—— _ 

r. COBB interposed to explain. He said his 
objection was not to the publication, if it would 
convey information; but he objected because it did 
not convey to the mind any satisfactory informa- 
tion. He did not object to sending anything be- 
fore the people that would be useful; but this was 
a mere abstract, and was not satisfactory for the 
purpose contemplated. 

r. STEPHENS said it showed clearly what 
was done with their money; and, if he understood 
it, that was what the people wanted. 

- Mr. COBB said the people wantto know whether 
their money had been spent rightfully and proper- 
ly, and that this document did not show. 

Mr. STEPHENS. His colleague said it was 
impossible, from this document, to know, with 
accuracy, what did become of the money; but, if 
he understood it, it was a report of the Secretary 
of War, made in compliance with a call of this 
House. Was it the object of the Secretary of 
War to make a report so that no man could tell 
what had become of the money? Was that the 
position in which his colleague wished to repre- 
sent the Secretary of War? 

Mr. COBB again interposed to explain. The 
document was made in compliance with an express 
law of Congress, which required an abstract of this 
kind. This abstract showed where the money 
had gone, but his colleague and the gentleman 
from Tennessee appeared to think that the object 
was to show whether the money had gone right- 
fully or not. That the abstract did not show, and 
could not. 

Mr. CROZIER said the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Coss] wished to bring this matter down toa 
single issue. Now, he had examined the docu- 
ment, and he reiterated, that in some cases it would 
show on the face of it whether the contracts were 
fraudulent or not, and whether they were correct 
or not. And asan additional inducement with the 
committee to recommend this printing, there were 
contracts which looked as though they were cor- 
rect, that might net be so. He would not say that 
they were fraudulent; they were apparently cor- 
rect; and if this document were published, per- 
sons living at the places where the contracts were 
made, might be able to bring them to the notice of 
the committee, and give them information which 
would go to show whether they were fraudulent 
or 


not. 
Mr. COBB asked the gentleman from Tennessee 
to put his finger on any contract that was not fair. 


Mr. CROZIER referred to the transportation of 


horses. He said further, there were contracts from 
his own district, which had been bid for at prices 
that were considered low, but they were rescinded 
by an officer of the United States, who made a 


contract with a favorite, by which the Government, 


in the transportation of one regiment, lost from 
two to three thousand dollars. 

Some conversation ensued between Mr. COBB 
and Mr. CROZIER, and between Mr. FRIES and 
Mr. DUNCAN. 

Mr. FRIES said, in relation to Mr. Minor, of 
Columbus, that if there was fraud, it was in the 
family circle of the gentlemen opposite, for they 
were all of the same political party. 

Mr. STEPHENS then ah BO A He said this 
conversation between the gentlemen from Tennes- 
see and Ohio, if there were nothing else, convinced 
him of the importance of publishing this docu- 
ment. ‘Now, he again urged the House to let these 
things go to the people of this country, for it was 
for them to say whether their money has been 
wastefully and extravagantly applied. It might 
be, when the people become cognizant of these 
things, they would be struck with the facts as light 
fell on their vision. It was for this reason that 
information was given to the people. This was 
not brought forward with a view to impeach the 
contractors, but to let the people see how their 
money was applied. It might be the people might 
see that there were frauds committed. If the con- 
tracts were all honest, they would bear seeing. 
What cared he, whether an individual living in 
Ohio wasa Whig ora Democrat. Asa represent- 
ative of the people on this floor, was he to wink 
and blink at peculations of the public money, be- 
cause a Whig stole it? No; he did not care whether 
Mr. Minor was a Whig or a Democrat, or any- 
thing else, and he trusted the people would have 
all the information on this subject that would be 
necessary to explain it. Whig or Democrat, it 
made no difference to him. The conversation which 
had this day taken place, showed him the import- 
ance of giving to the people this information. His 
colleague said that they on his (Mr. S.’s) side of the 
House, had the power to proceed with the investi- 
gation of this subject against the contractors; but 
he (Mr. S.) disavowed it, and called upon gentle- 
men ats to aid him in giving the people this 
light. If the contracts were honestly made, he 
saw no reason why an attempt should be made to 
prevent this publication. If the contracts were 
honestly made, it would make no difference to the 
contractors, if they were published on the wings 
of the wind. Why should gentlemen oppose the 
publication of an official document from their own 
fiscal officer ? 

As to the cost, they were told it would be trifling 

in comparison to that of other documents which 
had been ordered to be printed. Would gentlemen 
vote to expend $40,000 in publishing a report from 
the Commissioner of Patents and refuse a few hun- 
dred dollars to print a report informing the people 
of the manner of expending some fifty millions of 
the public money? He trusted not. 
- Allusion had been made to the Whig side of the 
House as pressing this publication for party ends. 
He ened that.gentlemen on the other side, who 
claimed to be the exclusive guardians of the peo- 
ple’s rights, would not refuse to Jet them know 
what had become of their own money. When 
one of them sent an agent to dispose of his crop, 
he exacted at his return a strict account of what he 
had done with the money received for it: and would 
members of that House, where the people were 
directly and especially represented, the stewards of 
their money, refuse them an account of how it had 
been applied ? 

Mr. S. would not insult the House by argument 
on such a question: it was a plain question of com- 
mon sense and common honesty. Let the people 
know how much they were paying for glory. Let 
them see what millions were coming in which they 
must settle. Mr. S. had no objection that his peo- 
ple should see the whole truth. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said that this document 
had already been published by order of the House. 
This being the case, the gentleman from Tennes- 
see moved the printing of an additional number, 
and to what purpose? The gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. STterHeENs] disclaimed its being for any 
mere party purpose. 

Mr. STEPHENS, interposing, said that he did 
disclaim it. ‘The measure was urged for no party 
purpose: it was brought forward with a view to 
let the people be put in possession of information 
which it was important for them to possess. This 
was a public official document. Let the people 
have it; they were entitled to a sight of it. 


Mr. McCLERNAND resumed. The gentle- 
man renewed the disclaimer; but Mr. McC. spoke 
to facts, not to appearances or pretexts. [t must 
be obvious to all that the mover of this resolution 
meant to fix upon the present Administration the 
charge of fraud in reference to these contracts. He 
repeated it, he was speaking to facts, not to pre- 
tences, or professions, or pretexts. Having made 
this charge of fraud, he moved for this republication. 
But the gentleman from Georgia had said that the 
document proved only what was on its face: and 
what was that? Thata large sum of money had 
gone out of the treasury, and the people, the gen- 
tleman contended, had a right to know for what. 
Well, this was all very well. No one denied it. 
But, had the gentleman forgotten the fact that the 
motion of the gentleman had been accompanied by 
a speech? The document would go to the country 
accompanied by a charge of fraud. 

Mr. CROZIER said that the gentleman from 
Illinois had fallen into two mistakes in one sen- 
tence. In the first place, this document never had 
been published at all; and in the next place, that 
Mr. C. had charged fraud upon the Administra- 
tion in letting out these contracts for supplies. So 
far was this from being true, that Mr. Cc. had ex- 
pressly declared in his speech that it gave him 
pleasure to state that some of these contracts had 
been entered into with the utmost fidelity and 
economy. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said he spoke to the gen- 
eral effect of the gentleman’s speech. He would 
appeal to every one who heard him, whether the 
evident design of this republication was not to fix 
a charge of fraud on the Administration. That 
was plainly the drift and effect of the gentleman’s 
argument. Hearing this charge of fraud brought 
forward by gentlemen in the Opposition, the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] came forward 
and asked the gentleman to modify his resolution, 
so as to order a committee of inquiry into any 
frauds that might have been committed. But no, 
the gentleman resisted all modification of his reso- 
lution; he resisted the overwhelming argument and 
appeal of the gentleman from Georgia, and insisted 
on standing, where he had done from the first, on 
mere party ground. And what had he made by 
his motion? He had charged fraud in two in- 
stances—not any fraud that could be shown by the 
face of the document, but from extrinsic evidence 
entirely: and what was the result? Both his charges 
ended in fastening the fraud, if any had been com- 
mitted, on members of hig own party. So far as 
the House had yet gone, instead of any blame 
lying on the Administration, it was fixed, by the 
gentleman’s own account, upon his own political 
friends. What was there irregular or unfair in 
the argument of the gentleman from Georgia? 
That gentleman had said that this document, on 
its face, did not show whether a contractor alleged 
to have been favored was a friend of the Adminis- 
tration or not. But if the object was to expose 
fraudulent transactions, that gentleman proposed 
that a committee of investigation should be raised, 
so that the frauds, if any existed, might be held 
up to public reprobation. Was there not justice 
in this? Did it not appeal to the common sense of 
the House? Would gentlemen, without any cer- 
tain information to go upon, openly charge fraud 
upon our public officers? Were they prepared to 
do this? Was it not an act of injustice that gentle- 
men would afterwards be ashamed of? If fraud had 
been committed, was it not according to the usage 
of the House to ascertain the fact by a committee, 
and then deal with the offenders according to law ? 

The gentleman from Georgia, over the way, said 
that the country had a right to know what had 
gone with their money. So they had; and the 
public documents would show what had gone with 
it; they were before the country.. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman said this 
information was before the country. He (Mr. S.) 
denied it: this was an official document still in 
manuscript, which never had been printed, and 
which they on that side of the House wanted to 
have printed and put before the country. It never 
yet had been printed even for the use of the House, 
and the public had never seen a line of it. It was 
true, the usual number of copies had been ordered, 
but even these were not yet printed; but they 
wanted many more, for the purpose of distribu- 
tion; and this was the only document in which 
this information in relation to contracts was to be 
found in any detail. 
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Mr. McCLERNAND resumed. The usual num- 
ber of copies had been ordered, and the document 
would thus be published to the country. But the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] wanted a 
committee—he wanted a thorough investigation, 
that the names of those who had entered into any 
fraudulent contract might be given to the world, 
and thereby other contractors freed from suspicion. 
Those on Mr. McC.’s side of the House were not 
unwilling that an extra number of this document 
should be printed; they made no issue upon that: 
what they wanted was, that honest men’s fair fame 
should be vindicated, and all frauds exposed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, said that it 
seemed to him that this whole discussion arose 
from a misconception of the design of the commit- 
tee in reporting this resolution for printing an ex- 
tra number of this document. The gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. Crozier] belonged to a commit- 
tee who had been charged with inquiring whether 
frauds had not been committed in reference to pub- 
lic contracts for supplies, transportation, &c. ‘That 
committee had some time since moved the printing 
of an extra number of copies of this abstract of con- 
tracts. This was before the news had reached us 
of the conclusion of a treaty of peace. 

Mr. T. understood that the gentleman had made 
the motion because he wished that the information 
contained in the document should go before the 
country, not that he charged that frauds had been 
committed, but if any did exist, that the people 
might be aware of it. Not only was this no party 
movement in its first inception, but when the reso- 
lution was afterwards referred to the Committee 
on Printing, so far from anything like party action 
being taken upon it, that committee (to which Mr. 
T. belonged) were in favor of printing the docu- 
ment simply for this reason: the abstract showed 
that many millions of dollars had been expended 
for the hire of steamboats, the purchase of horses 
and mules, and flour and pork and beef, and the 
munitions of war. The war was then in progress. 
Mr. T. wanted those in Ohio and Kentucky who had 
provisions to sell to know what had been paid to 
others for them: he desired that his own constituents 
and others should be apprized that large specula- 
tions were making in the articles which they raised, 
and would be glad to sell to the Government, or any 
other responsible purchaser. And not only that, 
but if any exorbitant prices had been paid for the 
hire of steamboats, for the purchase of mules and 
their transportation, for flour and beef and other 
provisions for our troops, he wanted the whole 
country to know it, because it would excite com- 
petition, and thereby possibly save much of the 
public money by preventing further extravagant 
contracts. This was the open straightforward pur- 
pose which had induced the Committee on Printing 
to report the resolution. He never had learned 
that a fair competition between the producers for 
the public contracts was calculated to injure the 
Government. He must be allowed to say that the 
document, the printing of which seemed to have 
so greatly excited gentlemen on the other side of 
the House, was their own document; and all that 
was proposed was to print it, without note, com- 
ment, or commentary, or explanation, or animad- 
version of any kind. If a public official return of 
facts could not be suffered to go before the nation, 
it was a very strange thing. It never was intend- 
ed as a party movement: it was honestly intended 
to give valuable information to the public, and 
thereby to prevent the Government from being 
fleeced by unprincipled men, who were ever ready 
to take advantage of the public necessities and to 
prey upon their country. Its tendency was to 
deliver the Government from a gang of Shylocks, 
who, without patriotism or common honesty, were 
ever ready to enrich themselves at the expense of 
their country. So far from having reported it 
with any party view, Mr. T. had not so much as 
dreamed of making such a use of it. 

Mr. T. should, before he concluded, move to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. He 
sought no concealment for any fraudulent con- 
tractors. Let gentlemen investigate as thoroughly 
as they pleased. He charged no fraud; but if gen- 
tlemen wanted an investigating cominittee, let them 
have it. Let them search to the bottom, and if 
there were fraudulent contracts, (if such a thing 
could exist,) let the fraud be fastened on the guilty 
parties, and, whoever they might be, let them go 
to the wall. If there was to be an investigation, 
that was but an additional reason for adopting this 
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resolution, because the printing of such a docu- 
ment would be a material aid in conducting such 
an investigation. 

Mr. T. concluded by moving to lay the motion 
of reconsideration on the table; but at the request 
of Mr. McKay, who promised to renew the mo- 
tion, withdrew it. 

Mr. McKAY said he had no doubt that the 
object of the Committee on Printing in reporting 
this resolution had been to disseminate information 
among the people; he thought, however, that this 
practice of ordering the printing of large extra 
numbers of any public document was, to say the 
least of it, very questionable. But, not to dwell on 
that, Mr. McK. would ask of gentleman whether 
their object was not to give the people full and fair 
information? They surely did not wish to deceive 
the country. Now, he would venture to say, that 
this document would not give them a fair view of 
the expenditure of fifty millions of the public 
money, as was pretended. ‘The amount had been 
enormously exaggerated. These contracts were 
those which had been made during the last fiscal 

ear; but the fiscal year ended on the 30th June. 

‘he whole amount could not reach twenty mil- 
lions; and, be the amount what it might, it would 
show but a very small part of the public expendi- 
tures. 

Mr. CROZIER here interposed, to remind Mr. 
McKay that in his speech he had expressly said, 
that he did not know the exact amount; that it 
might be fifty millions. The document might cover 
the whole expenditure, or it might not; he had 
estimated it at thirty millions. 

Mr. McKAY said the abstract reached only to 
the end of the fiscal year; being just such a docu- 
ment as had been sent in last year and printed by 
order of the House. But the most extraordinary 
reason he had yet heard given for printing this 
large extra number was that stated by the gentle- 
man who had just taken his seat, and who had 
reported the resolution from the Printing Commit- 
tee. The gentleman said he did not charge fraud, 
and the publication of the document was intended 
for no party purpose; for what then? Why, to 
produce greater competition. Why, did not the 
gentleman know that this was an abstract of past 
contracts, not of those yet future? If the object 
was to create competition by publishing the con- 
tracts, that was already accomplished, for these 
contracts were all let out after publicly being ad- 
vertised for a prescribed length of time. Such ad- 
vertisements were made in the papers every day; 
contracts for forage, for fuel, for provisions, &c., 
were making continually, and the fullest and fair- 
est competition was invited by advertisements in 
the most widely-spread prints of the day. But 
this was not the purpose for which he had risen. 

Mr. THOMPSON inquired whether the adver- 
tisements of which the gentleman spoke (as if it 
was not known to everybody) gave people through 
the country any knowledge as to the prices actu- 
ally paid by the Government for such articles as 
were to be furnished? Would a farmer in Ken- 
tucky learn from them what he might get for his 
flour or beef or beans at New Orleans, or at the 
Brazos St. Jago? 

Mr. McKAY (resuming) observed, that he had 
not the slightest doubt that some enormous prices 
had been paid for steamboats, for purchase of 
mules, &c.; he had not the slightest doubt that 
there had been great waste and extravagance, and 
he called now upon the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, 
the chairman of the Committee on Public Expend- 
itures of the War Department, [Mr. Crozier,] to 
perform his duty to the House and to the country 
by instituting a full and rigid examination of all 
these matters; and if there had been any fault on 
the part of these public officers, if any of them in 
the execution of their public trusts had committed 
fraud and extravagance in procuring contracts for 
supplies, let it be known, and let their names be 
held up to the country—to the public indignation 
and reprobation. 

This was the duty of the gentleman, and now 
he came forward, after Congress had been in ses- 
sion three months, and he had been charged with 
the execution of this duty, and what did he pro- 
pose? The publication of an extra number of copies 
of this document, to go forth to the country, to 
alarm the people; to say to them, those who were 
the friends of the war, ‘‘See what monstrous ex- 
‘ travagance this Government has been guilty of in 
‘making these contracts—paying $100 for mules 


‘in the valley of the Mississippi, when they could 
‘ have been procured at the same time on the Rio 
‘ Grande, for $10, $20, or $30. See what enormous 
‘prices have been paid for corn, oats, &c. For 
‘seven or eight days’ use of a steamboat, seven or 
‘eight, or ten thousand dollars—as much as was 
‘the actual cost of the boat.” This was right, the 
gentleman said. Well, for what did they send it 
out? To give information to the people, certainly. 
But it should be borne in mind that most of those 
officers of the Government who had made these con- 
tracts were the gentleman’s own political friends— 
nearly every one of them were Whigs—he assert- 
ed it boldly, defying contradiction. But it was no 
matter whether they were Whigs or Democrats. 
If they were Democrats he wanted them exposed; 
whoever had been guilty of frauds upon the Gov- 
ernment, he would join in bringing them out to the 
public reprobation. 

But he wished to read to his friend from Ten- 
nessee and to the House, the rule defining the du- 
ties of the Committee on the Expenditures of the 
War Department. Its duties and the duties of the 
Committees on the Expenditures of the other De- 
partments were laid down together: 

c It shall be the duty of the said committees to examine 
into the state of the accounts and expenditures respectively 
submitted to them, and to inquire and report particularly— 

« Whether the expenditures of the respective departments 
are justified by law; 

‘¢ Whether the claims from time to time satisfied and dis- 
charged by the respective departments are supported by suf- 
ficient vouchers establishing their justness both as to their 
character and amount,” &c. 

Now, here was the specific duty of this commit- 
tee. Gentlemen wanted this information to go to 
the people, to let them see the great extravagance 
which had been committed. Now, the gentleman 
from Tennessee, who was the chairman of this 
committee, who {had been engaged in the exami- 
nation of these accounts for the last three months, 
had come forward here yesterday and very frankly 
told them that a large portion of these contracts 
were perfectly honest and properly made, but then 
that there were others, he believed, which were 
unjust, extravagant, fraudulent. He made a gen- 
eral allegation of fraud. Could he pick out the spe- 
cific cases? Let the gentleman take this document 
—he was the chairman of the committee, having 
access to the department—and make a thorough 
investigation; for as he understood the geo eman 
he was not prepared to-day to put his finger upon 
any one of these contracts which he could state 
unequivocally to be fraudulent. 

Mr. CROZIER (Mr. McK. yielding) said he 
was very much obliged to the gentleman from 
North Carolina for the lesson which he had given 
him. He (Mr. C.) himself had read the rules sev- 
eral times. The gentleman had been told that this 
document had never been printed at all. He had 
looked into the manuscript slightly; he had noted 
down some fifty or one hundred contracts to be 
examined into, and whenever this document was 
printed and placed in the hands of the different 
members of the committee they would go to work. 
It would take them—not only during the ordinary 
committee hours, but sitting the whole time when 
the House was in session—until Congress adjourn- 
ed, and perhaps longer, to examine it fully; but 
still they would do whatever they could. In the 
mean time, however, the committee thought they 
could gain information from the country by circu- 
lating the document, and that cases might be 
brought to their notice peculiarly demanding in- 
vestigation. The committee would do all within 
their power in the matter. He knew the gentle- 
man from North Carolina on this subject of ex- 
penditures was a rigid master; but he thanked the 
gentleman for his teachings, and he thought the 
committee would follow them. 

Mr. McKAY (resuming) remarked that he had 
not intended, by referring to the rule, to express 
the idea that the gentleman was not inclined to do 
his duty. 

The House of Representatives (he continued) 
was the grand inquest of the nation. By the Con- 
stitution of the United States, impeachment could 
alone be presented to this House. If there was 
any public wrong or fraud committed by the Ex- 
ecutive branch of the Government, or any part of it, 
here was the place where the inquiry must be made 
and prosecuted. It was therefore the duty of this 
House, by its organs—these various committees 
on the expenditures of the several departments—to 
commence the investigation of any wrongs which 
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had been done, and which were to be held up to 
the country. Now, what he proposed to the other 
side of the House in all frankness was, if any frauds 
had beem committed in the making of these con- 
tracts, let it be fully investigated; and he would go 
as far as he who went farthest in holding it up to 
public scorn and indignation. Let them reconsider 
this order for the printing of extra copies; let the 
committee resume the investigation, or commence 
it, if it was not already commenced; let them take 
up all those cases where there was any appearance 
of extravagance or fraud, and push them to the 
extreme of scrutiny, calling on the officers of the 
department for information; and if they could not 
satisfy them that all the transactions were per- 
fectly fair, let the committee come forward with a 
report exposing whatever extravagance or fraud 
had been committed, and he (Mr. McK.) would 
vote with the gentleman to print any number of 
extra copies he might desire. Let the whole 
matter go forth to the country by report of the 
committee, containing specific allegations, with the 
explanations which were given. 

n compliance with the pledge given to Mr. 
Tuompson, Mr. McK. concluded by renewing the 
motion to lay on the table. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, and 
being taken, resulted: Yeas 93, nays 78. 
So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


THE PUBLIC REVENUE. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Rocxwe .t, of Connecticut, in the 
chair,) on the special order, viz: the bill requiring 
all moneys receivable from customs, and from all 
other sources, to be paid immediately into the treas- 
ury, without abatement or deduction, and for other 
purposes. 

The question pending when the committee rose 

esterday was on agreeing to the amendment of 
Mr. Hatt, of New York. 

Mr. HALL withdrew his amendment, for a 
moment, at the request of— 

Mr. McKAY, who, remarking that it was not 
in order to go back to the second section, except 
by general consent, asked such consent to enable 
him to offer an amendment to that section, which 
had been agreed upon by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts (Mr, GRINNELL] and himself, in conse- 
quence of the doubts yesterday expressed as to the 
working of that section as it stood in the bill. 

No objection being made— 

Mr. McKAY offered the following amendment 


to the second section: 

«c Provided, That the collectors of the customs shall be 
the disbursing agents to pay the aforesaid debentures, draw- 
backs, bounties, and allowances, and that all debenture 
certificates, issued according to law, shall be received in 
payment of duties at the custom-house where the same has 
- been issued—the laws regulating drawbacks having been 
complied with.” 


By the laws of 1789 (he remarked) the collectors 
were made the disbursing agents of the Govern- 
ment, and these drawbacks were paid, as he had 
stated yesterday, out of the gross products of the 
customs. Inasmuch as the first section required 
that these gross duties should be paid immediate- 
ly into the treasury, there might be some doubt 
whether, under this law, the collectors would con- 
tinue to be the disbursing agents. His opinion 
was that they would. But to remove all doubt he 
offered this amendment. 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HALL renewed the amendment which he 
had offered yesterday, with certain modifications 
to make it read as follows: 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he hereby is, directed to report to Con- 
gress, at the commencement of the next session thereof, the 
actual amount of moneys in the treasury of the United States 
at the commencement of the fiscal year on the 1st day of July, 
1848, stating in such report what portion of such amount 
belongs absolutely to the United States, and what portion 
thereof is held in trust, and the nature and description of 
each of the trusts under which such moneys are held, and 
the amount held under each of said trusts respectively ; and, 
in case the amount of trust funds theretofore paid into the 
treasury of the United States, and not expended in discharge 
of its duties as trustee, shall exceed the balance then in the 
treasury, that he shall state the amount of such trust funds 
so paid into the treasury and not expended as aforesaid, un- 
der each of such trusts respectively ; and that said Secretary 
of the Treasury shall, at the same time, report to Congress a 
statement of all the outstanding warrants drawn against the 
treasury and not paid atthe commencement of the said fiscal 
year, stating the amounts of each of said warrants, and the 
accounts on which the same were drawn, and whether the 
same were or were not drawn on account of trust funds 


which had been before paid into the treasury; and also the 
amount of the public debt at the commencement of such 
fiscal year; and that the said Secretary of the Treasury shall, 
annually thereafter, make to Congress, at the commence- 
ment of each regular session thereof, a similar report, having 
relation to the commencement of the then current fiscal year. 
And the said report shall be contained in and made a part of 
the annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the 
finances of the country. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the President, each 
of the heads of departments, and all the officers of the Uni- 
ted States who, as such officers or heads of departments, 
shall, at the commencement of said fiscal year, hold or con- 
trol any moneys, securities, or other valuable thing in trust, 
under any law or treaty uf the United States, be and they 
are hereby, directed to report to Congress, at its next session 
the nature and character of each of said trusts, when an 
how the same was created, and the amount of moneys and 
description of the securities or other valuable thing which 
have been at any time, and were at the commencement of 
the said fiscal year, held or controlled. and the receipts and 
payments on account thereof; and that all such officers and 
heads of departments who have, during the preceding fiscal 
year, held or controlled any trust funds or property, shall, 
annually thereafter, at the commencement of each regular 
session of Congress, make a report to Congress containing a 
full and accurate statement and account of their doings, re- 
ceipts, and expenditures, during the preceding fiscal year 
on account of each of the trusts committed to or executed 
by them. 

Mr. HALL said, he had no doubt that the object 
which the gentleman from North Carolina proposed 
to accomplish by this bill and amendments, and the 
object which he (Mr. H.) had in view in the amend- 
ment which he offered, were substantially the same. 
Both of them desired to obtain hereafter more 
accurate and intelligible statements from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in regard to the condition of 
the finances of the country. For that purpose, the 
gentleman from North Carolina had reported this 
bill, requiring that all the moneys belonging to the 
United States should, immediately after they were 
received by the officers whose duty it was to receive 
them, be paid into the treasury of the United States, 
without any deduction on account of salaries, or 
expenses of any other kind whatsoever. Now, 
his amendment proposed that, with the commence- 
ment of this new system proposed by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, there should commence 
a system of reports which should show, more dis- 
tinctly than had hitherto been shown, the amount 
of money in the treasury of the United States, the 
amount which belonged absolutely to the United 
States, and the amount held in trust by the United 
States, for the benefit of Indian tribes, or for any 
other purpose whatsoever. He desired, further- 
more, that these reports should be contained in the 
annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury on 
the condition of our finances. 

The gentleman from North Carolina had told 
the House yesterday, in reference to the reports 
which this amendment sought, that, if he (Mr. H.) 
would turn to the report of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, he would find the statement of all 
the information which he asked for. But he de- 
sired that this report, which had relation to the 
finances of the country, should be embraced in the 
annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
that the whole of it should be included in a single 
document, and that document be so plain and intel- 
ligible that gentlemen who came to this House for 
the first time could have some idea, at least, upon 
reading the annual report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, of the true state of the finances of the 
country. Gentlemen who, like the gentleman from 
North Carolina, for twenty years, had occupied 
seats on this floor, might be able to learn something 
of the condition of the finances from the annual 
reports made on that subject; but he was not 
ashamed to confess, that he had examined these 
documents with some care, and had not been able 
to come to any conclusion satisfactory to himself 
on the subject. For example: when he saw the 
statement of the Secretary of the Treasury, that 
the amount of moneys remaining in the treasury 
at the commencement of the present fiscal year 
was but $1,700,000, or something more, and when 
he knew the fact that the Secretary had stated, at 
the commencement of the last session, that it was 
necessary that four millions should be kept con- 
stantly in the treasury, in order to carry on success- 
fully the operations of the Government, he had felt 
some inclination to inquire further into this matter, 
and to see whether there might not be some mis- 
take in relation to the amount of money actually 
in the treasury of the United States. On lookin 
into the Secretary’s account of the receipts and 
expenditures, he found that, in fang these re- 
ceipts, the Secretary had excluded $3,193,200, the 
avails of treasury notes and loan, which he had 


stated to have been funded, and which were ex- 
cluded on that ground. Now, the gentleman from 
North Carolina could perhaps inform the House 
why the Secretary should exclude from the amount 
of the receipts for the year this $3,193,200. As 
he understood it, no treasury note could be issued 
unless the amount was paid into the treasury, or 
unless they were paid out to the public creditors 
in discharge of the public debt; and therefore, in 
his judgment, the whole amount of these treasury 
notes and loans should be regarded as receipts into 
the tgeasury, and this $3,193,200 should not have 
been excluded from this statement of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

But, for the purpose of satisfying himself further 
in relation to this matter, he had gone to the office 
of the public printers, and found there the state- 
ment of the Register of the Treasury of the receipts 
and expenditures during the same period, and there 
he found the Register of the Treasury had included 
this 3,193,200 asa portion of the receipts into the 
treasury during the last fiscal year. He had in- 
cluded this amount, although it had been excluded 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Again: he found, upon a further examination of 
that report, there was a considerable difference be- 
tween the statement made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the amounts paid on the civil list, 
foreign intercourse, miscellaneous, War Depart- 
ment, Navy Department, and public debt, and the 
statement made by the Register of the Treasury, and 
annexed to the annual report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. He had made inquiries at the Treas-. 
ury Department, and was informed that these differ- 
ences were to be accounted for by the outstanding 
warrants and the trust funds included in the one 
and excluded from the other of these statements. 
Now, he desired that these reports should be made 
in such a manner that they should not send forth 
to the country, issuing from the same department, 
two separate statements of receipts and expendi- 
tures, differing by millions. 

He would not take up the time of the committee 
by going through and stating all the differences 
between the statements of these two officers. He 
confessed, after he had heard the explanation of the 
Register of the Treasury, he had not been able to 
account for the whole of the discrepancy. There 
were other discrepancies between these reports 
which had not been explained, and which he ap- 

rehended could not be satisfactorily explained. 

n the first place, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in his annual report on the finances, page 39, gave 
the amount paid on account of the public debt du- 
ring the last fiscal year at $3,522,082 37; at page 
67 he gave the amount of the public debt paid 
during the same period at $6,722,021 39; and the 
Register, in his statement, gave the amount at 
$6,719,282; so that here were three statements of 
the same thing emanating from the same depart- 
ment, all different in amount, and covering precise- 
ly the same period. Now, there might be some 
explanation of it. Perhaps the gentleman from 
North Carolina could give some explanation. He 
hoped there was nothing wrong, for the sake of the 
Secretary, and he hoped so for the sake of the 
country; for, if common fame did not do the Sec- 
retary injustice, there was nothing in his past his- 
tory or his present pecuniary condition that, in 
case of wrong, would give to the country the slight- 
est promise of *‘ indemnity for the past” or * se- 
curity for the future.” 

Again, the Secretary, at page 43 of his report, 
an the amount paid on account of the public 

ebt from December 1, 1846, to December 1, 1847, 
at $10,480,362 14. This was for the twelve months 
ending December 1, 1847. Now, at page 67 of 
the same report, he gave the amount paid on the 
same account, for the seventéen months énding on 
the same day at $9,261,259 08, making the amount 

aid for seventeen months more than one million 
ess than the amount paid in twelve out of those 
seventeen months. 

This was a matter which, to him, appeared to 
require correction; and he desired to have, in one 
report, that should be intelligible in itself, a full 
statement of thecondition of our finances, in such 
a manner that every member of Congress, whether 
he had been here before or not, could obtain from 
it something like an accurate idea of the condition 
of the. finances of the country. 

In reference to the suggestion of Mr. McKay, 
that the subject of this amendment was an appro- 
priate one fora resolution, he said he apprehended 
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it should be introduced into some bill by way of 
amendment, or else be made the subject of a separate 
bill, so that not only on the lst of July next, but 
annually thereafter, a full statement of the condi- 
tion of the treasury and of the trust funds should be 
made to Congress, as contemplated by his amend- 
ment. 

Why should they, for the purpose of determin- 
ing the amount of trust funds held by the Govern- 
ment, be compelled to go to the report of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a document which 
was not printed or sent out to the people in con- 
nection with the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the finances? But, if they looked to 
that document, it struck him that the result would 
be equally unsatisfactory. The gentleman from 
North Carolina had told him he should find in that 
document the statement which he desired. He 
found here a statement of the stocks held on ac- 
count of the Indians, and he thought this statement 
would of itself show the necessity of having some 
annual report from those officers who held moneys 
in trust for the benefit of the Indian tribes. Why, 
was there any court of equity in this Union which 
did not require annually a report of every trustee 
holding funds under its orders, of the condition of 
the funds, and of the receipts and expenditures 
during the year? And should Congress, who stood 
here as the guardians of the Indian tribes, require 
less from our own officers, who held these funds 
for the benefit of the Indians, and for whose acts 
the United States were, or ought to be, responsible. 
In running over this account of stocks held by the 
Government, he perceived that there were stocks 
of the State of Alabama held for the Cherokees, 
to the amount of $300,000, in a single item, for 


which the trustee of these Indians seemed to have. 


par the par value. He did not know how it might 
ave been at the time when this investment was 
made, but he was well satisfied that now these 
stocks would bring nothing like their par value. 

There was also an investment to a large amount 
in Indiana stocks, for which a premium had been 
paid. ‘These stocks had been sold during the last 
year for thirty-five cents on the dollar. ‘These and 
other statements contained in these reports, show- 
ed the necessity of a full annual statement of these 
trust funds, and of the investments made on ac- 
count of the different trusts. 

But, again, the gentleman from North Carolina, 
as he understood him, said that he would find in 
this report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
a statement of the whole amount of moneys in the 
treasury on account of trust funds. 

Mr. McKAY (Mr. H. yielding) explained that 
he had said the gentleman would find the amount 
held by the Government in trust. Hedid not say 
the moneys were in the treasury. 

Mr. HALL (resuming) said that was one object 
which he had in view in offering his amendment, 
that the House might see the amount in the treas- 
ury as well as that held by officers. Here was a 
statement showing the amount provided for by 
Indian treaties, which must be considered in the 
treasury, and for which the Government was pay- 
ing five or six per cent. interest, to be some $5,- 
273,000. Now, he would like to inquire of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, if this was not 
properly a portion of our public debt? If we did 
not owe this amount to these Indian tribes, and on 
which we are paying interest under a law making 
permanent appropriations? 

Mr. McKAY (Mr. H. yielding) said he had 
stated yesterday, that the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs showed the amount held 
by the Government on trust for the Indian tribes 
which had been invested. With regard to that 
which was not invested, which was five millions 
and over, of course the Government paid the inter- 
est upon it, and there was no doubt but it formed 
a part of the public debt of the country. He had 
also stated, that upon referring to the Indian ap- 
propra non bills, the gentleman would see that 

arge sums were appropriated expressly for the 
purpose of meeting the interest upon these several 
sums. For instance, the Government negotiated 
a treaty with Indian tribes, in which it agreed to 
pay one hundred and fifty or three hundred thou- 
sand dollars, and promised to invest it; but instead 
of investing it, it paid the interest. The money 
was not in the treasury, but the Government was 
debtor to that amount. 

Mr. HALL said that was what he supposed. 
He would like further to inquire whether this 


PEU was included in the amount of public 
ebt existing on the Ist December, as stated in the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, page 44? 

Mr. McKAY replied that it was not included. 

It did not form a portion of what was called the 
public debt. 
Mr. HALL (resuming) said he had been led to 
suppose that it was not included in the Secretary’s 
statement; but it was, as the gentleman from North 
Carolina admitted, and as must be very evident to 
every gentleman at the first glance, a part of the 
public debt. Why, then, was it not stated? This 
one item added over $5,000,000 to the amount of 
the debt of the United States, as stated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

In conclusion, he remarked that he had intended, 
on a former occasion, to have gone through with 
an examination of these reports of the Secretary 
of the Treasury and the Register, and shown the 
discrepancies which existed between them, and 
asked from gentlemen on the other side some ex- 
poan in regard to them. But he felt it would 

e out of place now, when the simple question 
before the committee was upon the amendment 


which he had offered. He hoped this amendment | 


would be adopted, or else that this bill, with the 
amendment he proposed, would be referred back 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, that they 
might report some more suitable provision, that 
would bring before the House from the Secretary 
of the Treasury clear, distinct, intelligible state- 
ments, annually, of the condition of the treasury 
and of the finances of the country. 

Mr. TOOMBS wished to say one word in reply 
to the gentleman from New York. Very many of 
the objects which that gentleman sought were ex- 
ceedingly proper, but they were not proper here. 
He admitted, with the gentleman, that there was 
very great difficulty in understanding, from the 
way in which the accounts were given by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, the financial condition of 
the country; but gentlemen ought not to be aston- 
ished at that, for he believed the Secretary of the 
Treasury did not understand it himself. e had 
found him correcting his reports by millions, and 
no doubt he would have to correct further before 
Congress adjourned. , 

But this bill sought one importaut object, and 
he thought it ought to be disembarrassed with the 
numerous provisions of the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York. This bill sought simply 
to put all the money into the public treasury, and 
draw it from the public treasury by law, accord- 
ing to the requirements of the Constitution, so 
as to get rid of the difficulty of spending two or 
three millions without authority of law, as we now 
did. A large class of our revenue officers and re- 
ceivers of public moneys received compensations 
which were fixed without authority of law. They 
were not brought before the Congress of the na- 
tion; they could not judge of the propriety of their 
compensation or of their efficiency. This bill 
brought the regulation of their salaries and their 
duties under the control of Congress, and enabled 
them to place a correction upon frauds here as well 
as elsewhere. 

The object of the gentleman was exceedingly 
proper in calling for information; but the gentle- 
man from North Carolina was correct in saying, if 
you would wade through the various documents, 
very much of the information the gentleman sought 
would be found to be now provided for by law; 
and what further was necessary could be called for 
by resolution. 

Mr. HALL (Mr. T. yielding) inquired if they 
could procure these statements annually by a reso- 
lution of inquiry? 


Mr. TOOMBS replied that each Congress could 


do it. 

Mr. HALL said it was necessary that they 
should have these reports annually. 

Mr. TOOMBS (resuming) repeated that there 
were provisions of existing law which answered 
the purposes of the requisition of the amendment; 
therefore it was wholly unnecessary. He thought 
the amendment arose in part from gentleman hav- 
ing failed to give sufficient attention to the docu- 
ments. The Secretary of the Treasury was re- 
quired by law to make many of these statements. 
These trust funds could all be arrived at if the gen- 
tleman would take the trouble to examine the laws 
of the land which stood upon treaties. 

Mr. HALL inquired how long it would take the 
gentleman from Georgia to satisfy himself of the 


amount of trust funds held by the Government, 
the disposition that had been made of them, and 
their present state? 

Mr. TOOMBS said it would be difficult thus to 
accomplish what the gentleman desired. If the gen- 
tleman thought the laws prescribing the duty of the 
Secretary of the Treasury were not sufficiently ex- 
plicit, he should have no objection to the gentle- 
man’s introducing a bill for the purpose of doing 
that which he sought to do by this amendment, 
but which was not appropriate to this bill. Much 
of the difficulty arose from the inattention of gen- 
tlemen, and in consequence of their not taking the 
trouble to ascertain the facts in connection with the 
revenue of the country. ‘The question should first 
be examined and reported upon by a committee. 
It was too large a question to be decided upon by 
this House without such preparatory examination, 
and he was not disposed to act upon it at the in- 
stance of any gentleman without being satisfied 
that it had been investigated fully. He preferred 
that a committee should be instructed to bring in a 
bill. It was a question to which perhaps no gen- 
tleman there had paid sufficient attention, and 
therefore he objected to the proposed amendment 
of this bill, for neither the House nor a committee 
had had an opportunity to examine and ascertain - 
that it was just and proper. 

Mr. HUDSON concurred with many of the re- 
marks which had fallen from the member of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. Toomss,} 
but he differed entirely with him on one position 
which he had assumed—namely, that this amend- 
ment was irrelevant to the bill under consideration. 
If he understood the bill, it related to the finances 
of the country. It provided that the sum collected 
from imposts should be returned to the treasury, 
and that the officers engaged in these collections 
should be paid out of the treasury. This, of 
course, would involve some change, a considerable 
change, in the annual reports of the Secretary of 
the Treasury on the subject of the finances; and 
the gentleman from New York, by his amendment, 
proposed to require the Secretary to say in his 
report some things in detail which were now stated 
in gross, and that he should give us a more dis- 
tinct view of the different funds which were held 
by him or by other officers of the Government. 

Ow, it seemed to him that it was perfectly legiti- 
mate, when they were changing the basis of the 
Secretary’s estimates, to require from him esti- 
mates which he had never made before, and to 
require him to make others in some particular way; 
and he therefore could not perceive that there could 
be any solid objection made to this amendment. 
The gentleman himself admitted that the report of 
the Secretary for the present year had been of such 
a character that it was impossible for any of them 
to understand it fully. In other parts of his re- 
marks, the gentleman had intimated, that with a 
little industry, any one would be enabled to under- 
stand not only the state of the treasury proper, but 
to ascertain and understand the condition of all the 
trust funds, spread as they were through various 
laws, and recognized by various treaties. This, 
said the gentleman, a little industry would make 
perfectly plain. Now, he (Mr. H.) admitted that 
gentleman’s industry and great power of endu- 
rance; but he confessed that for himself the task 
was not so easy; and the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. McKay,] familiar as he had long 
been with the subject, had likewise confessed how 
difficult he found it fully to understand all the Sec- 
retary’s report. And why the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Toomss] should object to this pro- 
vision, requiring the Secretary to make his report 
more in detail and with greater plainness, was, 
Mr. H. confessed, more than he could discover: 
certainly the gentleman did not wish the reports 
to be continued as unintelligible as they were at 
present. | 

The gentleman from New York required nothing 
more than than the funds should be explained dis- 
tinctly and separately. We had now the singular 
spectacle of two or three reports, containing state- 
ments of different funds, respecting which differ- 
ent views and opinions had been expressed by the. 
same officer. Yes, he could produce reports of the 
same Secretary of the Treasury, respecting par- 
ticular funds, which did not agree. Now, he 
asked, how was this? Oh, the trust funds were 
included in one case, which were not in another. 
Now, how, he asked, could any committee com- 
prehend reports which stated the funds in different 
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ways? Andthe members of the House who had 
not plodded through all the treaties to find out the 
state and condition of these funds would find it 
almost impossible to explain these differences. But 
the Secretary of the Treasury could ina short time 
furnish a document which would convey the intel- 
ligence clearly and satisfactorily. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] 
suggested, that this information could be embraced 
in a resolution of inquiry, and thus they could 
obtain all the information they desired. Of reso- 
lutions calling for information, they had had some 
experience. It was well known that a resolution 
calling for information must, under the rule, lie on 
the table for one day. Well, it then went on the 
docket, and was never reached. They had reso- 
lution on resolution now on the docket, which had 
not been reached thus far, and perhaps never would 
be; or if they were, at the end of some months, 
and then adopted, some six or eight weeks more 
perhaps would elapse before they were responded 
to; whereas, the only value of much of the infor- 
mation thus called for was in having it immediately 
for the regulation of the action of the House. 

It seemed to him, that this was the appropriate 
bill wherein to provide for the furnishing of the 
information which they desired, and that they 
should not rely on calls, to which gentlemen knew 
well how easy it was to give the go-by. In short, 
he could not see any valid objection to it. 

It had been said by the gentleman from Georgia, 
(Mr. Toomss,] that this amendment involved a 
great principle. Now he (Mr. H.) could not see 
any vital principle involved; and that it should 
contain such a principle, was more than he could 
comprehend. e knew not how far into the mi- 
nutiæ this amendment would require the Secretary 
to go; but he apprehended, be it more or less, 
there was no constitutional question involved. 

He hoped the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York would be adopted. No harm could 
arise from it, but great good would be accom- 
plished; and it appeared to him that this was both 
the proper time and place to introduce it. Besides, 
it would give the Secretary of the Treasury an 
opportunity to make his report more intelligi- 


e. 

Mr. McKAY did not propose to follow the ex- 
ample set him by the gentleman from New York, 
by going into an examination of the state of the 
treasury. On some other occasion, he trusted to 
have the opportunity to do so, and of showing his 
views as to who was wrong and who was right. 
One objection which he had to this amendment 
was, that it sought to obtain information which the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the heads of de- 
partments were now required to furnish. He then 
proceeded to call the attention of the committee to 
a series of documents which were now required to 
be prepared for the use of Congress at each session, 
by authority of laws, some of which date as far 
back as 1791. He enumerated some of these doc- 
uments, and described their peculiar characters, 
and stated how necessary their consolidation had 
become. This he gave notice of his intention to 
attempt at an early day, in order that these various 
provisions of law, by being imbodied in one enact- 
ment, might be both accessible and intelligible. He 
wanted no mystery about the affairs of this Gov- 
ernment. They should be so conducted that all 
could readily understand them, and thus be made 
unlike the embarrassed and broken-down Govern- 
ments of Europe. He hoped the amendment 
would not be agreed to, for it was out of place; 
and he pledged himself, at an early period of the 
session, to attempt to accomplish all the gentleman 
desired in the way to which he had adverted. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the bill be laid aside, 
for the purpose of taking up the bill making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the various Indian tribes for the 
year ending June 30, 1849. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Then, on the motion of Mr. DONNELL, the 


committee rose and reported the bill which it had 
considered and perfected, and progress on the In- 
dian bill. 

The bill reported from the committee was taken 
up in the House, the amendments made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union were 
agreed to under the operation of the previous ques- 
tion, and, on the motion of Mr. McKAY, it was 


ordered to be engrossed, and was read a third 
time, and passed. 


JETHRO WOOD'S PATENT. 

Mr. CRISFIELD moved the reconsideration of 
the vote laying on the table the bill for the relief 
of the heirs of Jethro Wood. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

Mr. CRISFIELD called for the yeas and nays, 
but they were not ordered. 

The motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKE moved to reconsider the vote of 
yesterday, by which a memorial of the officers of 
the army in Mexico was laid on the table, for the 
purpose of having it referred to a standing com- 
mittee. 

The motion was agreed to, and the memorial 
referred accordingly. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, trans- 
mitting a copy of the constitution of the State Gov- 
ernment formed by the people of the Territory of 
Wisconsin, in convention assembled, in pursuance 
of an act of Congress, entitled ‘* An act to enable 
the people of Wisconsin Territory to form a con- 
stitution and State Government for the admission 
of such State into the Union,’’ approved August 
6, 1846; also, the documents accompanying the 
Constitution, which were transmitted by the Presi- 
dent of the convention to the President of the Uni- 
ted States. Referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following memorials and petitions were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of William Teall and 53 
Others, citizens of Wisconsin, asking an appropriation of 
5,000 on the road from Port Washington to Dekoree, in 
isconsin. Also, the petition of John B. Smith and 81 oth- 
ers, for a beacon-light on the North Government Pier, at the 
mouth of the Milwaukie river. Also, the petition of George 
H. Smith and 3J0 others, for an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the harbor at Sheboygan, Wisconsin Terri- 
tory. Also, the memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of Wisconsin, approved February 23, 1848, pray- 
ing for an appropriation for a light-house at Port Washing- 
ton, in said ‘Territory, and for the survey of the harbor at 
that place. Also, a like memorial, approved same day, for 
an appropriation of 817,315 to complete the improvement of 
the Grant river Slough, at Potosi, Wisconsin. Also, the me- 
morial of James Johnson and others, physicians and drug- 
gists at Milwaukie, Wisconsin, praying tor the passage of an 
act providing for the inspection of all articles itnported for 
medical use, and for the forfeiture and destruction of any 
such articles which shall be found to be adulterated or 
spurious. Also, the petition of Tallmadge Elwell and 97 
others, of Oaktield, Fon du Lac county, Wisconsin, praying 
for the reduction of the postage on all newspapers to one 
cent, payable on every paper atthe office from which the 
same may be taken out. Also, the petition of Charles Moody 
and 107 others, residents on the even-numbered sections on 
the Milwaukie and Rock River Canal Grant, praying for the 
passage of an act reducing the price of said lands to $1 25 
per acre ; providing for the sale thereof in October, 1849, to 
the rightful claimants; dividing half and fractional quarter- 
sections among two Or more separate claimants, and for the 
repayment, in money or in land, of the excess over §1 25 
per acre paid for such of these lands as may have been 
already sold to the purchasers. Also, the petition of Nathan 
W. Mower and 38 others, residents on the even-numbered 
sections on the Milwaukie and Rock River Canal Grant, for 
the reduction of the price thereof to $1 25 per acre, and for 
the sale thereof at an early day, subject to preémption, to 
the settlers, and for refunding to the former purchasers the 
excess paid, in money or in land. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: The petition of U. E. Robin- 
son and others, praying a grant of land to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad from Cairo to Chicago, and to the Upper 
Mississippi. Also, resolutions of a public meeting in the 
county of Franklin, Illinois, favorable to a grant of land to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from Cairo to Chicago, 
and thence to the Upper Mississippi. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuourspay, March 16, 1848. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented a res- 
olution passed by the Legislature of the State of 
Louisiana, in favor of extending the port of New 
Orleans, so as to embrace the city of Lafayette, in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial of mem- 
bers of the bar of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing that the circuit duties of the Judges of the Su- 
preme Court may not be suspended; which was 
laid upon the table. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, submitted addi- 
tional documents relating to the petition of John 


Johnson and others; which were referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DIX presented two memorials from J. New- 
ton, proposing a line of mail steamers between the 
cities of New York and Vera Cruz, and between 
New Orleans and Vera Cruz. Mr. N. agrees to 
perform the duty for $250,000 per year, in monthly 
instalments; the vessels to be such as will be ap- 
proved of by the Navy Department, and shall Fe 
suited fur war steamers; and says he is prepared 
to enter upon the service at twenty days’ notice 
with a first class steamship of 1,450 tons, unsur- 
passed by any steamship in the United States in 
model, strength, or fitness for the service named. 
He also proposes to establish a line between New 
Orleans and Vera Cruz, for ten years, for $135,000 
per annum, in monthly instalments. 

Also, the memorial of Grinnell, Minturn & Co., 
and others, merchants and importers in New York, 
praying the reimbursement of certain import duties 
paid by them, and the enactment of a law making 
allowance in the payment of duties, for wastage on 
merchandise arriving in the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BENTON presented a memorial of import- 
ing merchants in St. Louis, Missouri, praying to 
be relieved from the operation of certain restric- 
tions, imposed by the existing tariff, on merchan- 
dise imported in that city through the port of New 
Orleans; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOWNS presented the petition of James 
G. Carson, praying the confirmation of his title to 
certain lands in Louisiana; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the 
corporation of the City of Washington, praying 
certain amendments of their charter; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented the petition of Lew- 
is Kennedy, and Henry Gaither and Company, 
praying permission to erect saw-mills on a certain 
tract of land belonging to the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion by Mr. ALLEN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the chiefs and delegation of 
the Wyandot nation of Indians, on the files of the Senate, 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted the 
following resolution, which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 
priation to indemnify the officers, seamen, and marines of 
the United States steam frigate Missouri, for the losses sus- 
tained by them by the destruction by fire of the said frigate 
at Gibraltar, on the 2d August, 1843. 

Mr. CLARKE submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to transmit to the Senate a copy of “a despatch to 
the United States consul at Monterey, T. O. Larkin, Esq.,”? 
forwarded in November, 1845, by Captain Gillespie of the 
marine corps, and which was, by him, destroyed before 
entering the port of Vera Cruz. 

Mr. NILES submitted the following resolution 
for consideration : 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate copies of the correspondence between the 
minister of the United States at London, and any authorities 
of the British Government, in relation to a postal arrange- 
ment between the two countries. 


On motion of Mr. ATCHISON, it was 


Ordered, That the vacancy in the Committee on (ndian 
Affairs, caused by the resignation of Mr. Sevier, be filled 
by the appointment of the Presiding Officer. 

Mr. CASS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
authorizing medals and certificates to be given to 
officers and soldiers of the regular forces and vol- 
unteers for gallant conduct in battle during the war 
with Mexico, reported it with an amendment. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 

On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, the prior or- 
ders were postponed, and the Senate resumed the 
consideration, as in Committee of the Whole, of 
the bill from the House of Representatives further 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
oo of the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 
1848. 

The question pending being upon agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by Mr. Benton, to strike 
out the words ** the Papal States,” in line 84, and 
after ‘‘ Ecuador,” in line 86, insert ‘‘and for a 
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minister plenipotentiary to the Papal States,” and 
strike out “‘twenty-two”’ and insert ‘‘thirty-one”— 

Mr. ATHERTON remarked that the Senator 
from Missouri not being in his seat, he would ask 
leave to offer an amendment. 

Mr. A. then moved to amend the bill by insert- 
ing, at the close of the 63d line, ‘for contingent 
‘expenses in the office of the Treasurer of the 
¢ United States, five hundred dollars;’’ which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. A. moved further to amend the bill by stri- 
“king out, in the 138th line, the word ‘‘two” and 
inserting ‘‘ three;’? which was agreed to. 

Mr. BREESE moved further to amend the bill 
by inserting, between lines 100 and 101, ‘‘ for com- 

ensation to eight additional clerks to be employsd 
in the General Land Office, four of them at the rate 
of twelve hundred dollars per annum each, and the 
remaining four at the rate of one thousand dollars 
per annum each, the sum of two thousand two 
hundred dollars;’? which was agreed to. 

The question then being upon agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by Mr. Benton, in refer- 
ence to the mission to the Papal States— 

Mr. BENTON. The amendment speaks for it- 
self. Its object is to make the mission to Rome 
afull one. I desire that we should send to Rome, 
once the head of the political world, and for so long 
a period the head of the religious world, a minister 
who might be charged with other duties, so that in 
point of expenditure the amount would not exceed 
that of two chargéships, the duties of which would 
be discharged by an agent of a rank more becoming 
the station and the objects to be accomplished. 

Mr. BADGER. I have myself been unable to 
see any necessity for establishing either a charge- 
ship or a full mission to the Papal States. The 
President, in his message, recommends the estab- 
lishment of such a mission for two reasons: first, 
on account of what he calls ‘‘ recent interesting 
political events;’’ and second, because attention to 
the commerce of the country requires it. Now, 
with regard to the latter view, for more than seven- 
ty years, if we have any commerce with the Papal 
States, we have found it adequately protected with- 
out having been under the necessity of establishing 
such a mission. Sir, the commerce of the United 
States with the Papal States must be very small in- 
deed. In fact, it is so small that it has never been 
the subject of distinct statement, so far as I am 
aware, In any accounts we have had from any of 
the departments of the Government in regard to 
our intercourse with foreign nations; and the ex- 

orts of the United States to the whole of Italy, 
including the Papal States, scarcely amount to one 
million of dollars,a year. We have,‘in the Papal 
States, three consuls. The probability is, that the 
whole amount of the commercial intercourse of the 
United States with these States, does not amount to 
one hundred thousand dollars a year; and it seems 
to me, that so far as the commercial interests of the 
United States are concerned, it would be paying the 
largest insurance that has been known in commer- 
cial dealings, if we incur the expense either ofa full 
mission or a chargéship for the purpose of afford- 
ing some incidental benefit or protection to a com- 
merce not exceeding one hundred thousand dollars 
a year, already under the charge of three American 
consuls. It seems to me very obvious that this 
consideration has very little weight. 

But what is the other reason assigned by the 
President? The recent political events which have 
taken place in the Papal States, under the direction 
of the present Pope.” In what possible mode, I 
ask, do these political events make it necessary 
that we should send a minister to Rome? How 
are we connected with these political events? What 
influence is it expected that our minister can exer- 
cise over these events, or the party connected with 
them; or in what way will this mission, politically 
considered, be of service to this country or to the 
Papal States? What is the character of these po- 
litical events which are now in progress at Rome? 
Nothing has taken place which in the least em- 
braces any alteration in the form of government 
that has always obtained in those States. The 
present Pope is the same absolute master of his 

eople that all his predecessors in time past have 
een. He has surrendered none of the absolute 
owers which adorn and strengthen the tiara which 
e wears. He has erected no barriers against the 
abuse of those powers, either by himself or by his 
successors. He stands now an autocrat, possessed 
of and exercising a supreme authority over all his 


subjects, who are absolutely dependant on him for 
every privilege they enjoy—for every right which 
they exercise—for every relaxation which has 
been extended to them from the rigid severity of 
former days. He is nothing in the world, in com- 
parison with his paper but a good and kind 
master of his subjects, who are emphatically his 
vassals. He has made no reform—he has made 
no surrender of any of the principles of arbitrary 
power—he has not evinced any disposition to 
abridge the limits of his authority in the slightest 
degree. The uncontrollable authority of that sceptre 
which he wields is the same unquestionable and 
unquestioned dominion which has heen exercised 
by his predecessors. Now, sir, what on earth can 
induce us at this time to establish this mission to 
the Papal States? Do we expect to sustain his 
Holiness in pursuing the course which he has 
adopted? Do we intend to extend to him our 
countenance and support? Why, in that point 
of view, I think it may be seriously questioned 
whether we do not greatly over-estimate the posi- 
tion which we occupy, and whether his Holiness 
will consider himself at all obliged by our counte- 
nance and support. 

In what way, then, is this mission to benefit this 
country? There is no commerce to be protected— 
none at least that has not always been amply pro- 
tected by the consuls of the United States in the 
Papal dominions. ‘There is nothing in the world 
in the present political condition of Rome which 
makes such a mission of the slightest importance 
to us or to her, considered in regard to those polit- 
ical relations which may subsist between us and 
her as two independent States. Well, that being 
so, is not the United States now commencing, in 
the establishment of this mission, a system to 
which we have been heretofore entire strangers? 
Is not this mission, in the view of it which I have 
presented, merely a religious mission on the part 
of the United States to the first bishop of Europe? 
Certainly it is, sir. Although his Holiness is not 
only the first bishop—the universal head of the 
Roman Catholic Church, but annexes to that the 
character of a secular prince, it must always be 
recollected that the Papal States are but the appan- 
age attached to the Episcopal see, for the purpose 
of giving support and dignity to his religious char- 
acter and office. It is as a spiritual ruler that he 
exercises his influence over his dominions. Asa 
secular prince, simply and merely, he would be 
nobody. It is his Holiness that governs. Itis 
the universal bishop of the church that rules in 
the Papal States. His counsellors are the principal 
bishops, priests, and deacons of Christendom. His 
ministers are priests. His ambassadors are priests. 
The whole machinery, control, and direction of 
his government stamp it as being in every respect 
a spiritual dominion. Now, I admit that that con- 
sideration would furnish no reason why the pro- 
posed mission should not be established, if there 
were any great interests of the people of this coun- 
try to be protected, or any great object connected 
with their welfare to be achieved by it. But, so 
far as I am aware, there are no such considerations 
of policy to be urged in this case. This is simply 
the sending forth of a mission from the United 
States to the first Roman Catholic bishop of the 
world. 

To such a mission, sir, I, for one, am opposed. 
I wish for our Roman Catholic citizens of this 
country, precisely what we all enjoy, the absolute 
and unqualified possession of all our religious 
rights. They may make themselves dependent 
upon, or believe themselves to be dependent upon, 
and to be bound in spiritual submission to any head 
of their church they please, here or elsewhere; but 
rely upon it, the establishment of this mission will 
be considered by the great Protestant interests of 
this country as one undertaken for the purpose of 
giving a new character to that particular church 
ef which the sovereign Pontiff is the head. It will 
be regarded as placing him and his church in this 
country upon a far different footing from that which 
is tee by other religious denominations; and 
it will be felt throughout the extent of this land 
that the Government of the United States has in- 
stituted, in reference to this particular church, a 
proceeding entirely dissonant from its past policy; 
and that it has departed in no small degree from 
the principles of universal toleration and that non- 
intervention in religious matters which the Con- 
stitution has prescribed. When we look, sir, at 
the small amount of the commerce of the United 
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States with the Papal States, when we consider 
the absence of everything like an effort, on the part 
of his Holiness the Pope, to introduce the princi- 
ples of free government in the Papal States, the 
idea will force itself on the minds of all, that were 
it not for the thousands of foreign Roman Catholic 
voters in the United States, the efforts of his Holi- 
ness to ameliorate the condition of his subjects 
would have met with less sympathy, and the com- 
merce of the United States with the Papal States 
would have attracted less solicitude, from the occu- 
pant of the White House. 

I cannot vote, sir, either for the full mission or 
the chargéship. I regard the establishment of 
either as involving a needless expenditure of mo- 
ney, and if not fraught with mischief, to be at beat 
altogether useless. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I would just submit to 
the gentleman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions whether it would not seem a little disparaging 
to the other important and respectable Powers of 
Europe to whom diplomatic agents of a lower grade 
are sent if this amendment should prevail. Neither 
our political nor commercial relations with the Pa- 
pal States bear the least proportion, I suppose, to 
those we sustain to Portugal, Denmark, Sweden, 
Holland, Belgium, or Naples, to whom ministers 
of a lower grade are now sent. Now, when ar- 
ranging our diplomatic agents with those Pow- 
ers, including Austria, one of the greatest Powers 
on the continent of Europe, why should we pass 
them by with ministers of the second grade, and 
give one of a higher grade to the Papal States? 

Mr. BENTON. In proposing to substitute for 
a chargéship a full mission to the Papal States, I 
had not in view the commerce we might have in 
the Tiber. Our commerce is not much greater, I 
believe, in the Roman Tiber than it is in our own 
Tiber! The Senator from New York [Mr. Dix] 
says he has been there, and that our commerce 
there is greater than that on our own Tiber, and Í 

ield to his superior information on the subject. 

ut, sir, it was not in that point of view that I made 
the amendment, but solely in a political point of 
view. In sending a minister of the first grade to 
that city, with which grand recollections must for- 
ever be associated—which was once the mistress 
of the world, and has been the head of the Chris- 
tian church for a long period—I look not only to 
the “‘ eternal city” itself, but to the whole of Italy, 
which is most wonderfully scant in diplomatic rep- 
resentatives from the United States. We havea 
chargé at Naples, and from that point we pass over 
all that was Rome, at one period even of her best 
days, and go into cisalpine-Gaul, before we find 
another diplomatic representative of the United 
States. At the foot of the Alps we have another 
chargé, and he has just got there, or is perhaps yet 
on the way. I believe we go to Turin before we 
find another. Here is a gap from the gulf of Ta- 
rentum to the foot of the Alps, in which we do not 
find a single diplomatic representative of the Uni- 
ted States; an extent of country containing how 
many millions? It embraces all Italy, with twenty 
millions of people, divided, to be sure into several 
Powers, but without a single diplomatic agent of 
the United States. Now, in sending a minister to 
Rome, the head of the Italian States, I consider 
that we would have a diplomatic agent who would 
be in substance, if not in form, a representative of 
the United States in Italy itself. It is in that en- 
larged point of view that I have looked with some 
degree of interest to the establishment of this mis- 
sion to Rome of a minister of the highest rank. It 
is certain that the political movements alluded to 
in the President’s message, are not confined to the 
city of Rome, and it is, In my opinion, eminently 
expedient and proper that a full mission should be 
established. Having thus expressed the views by 
which I have been influenced in offering the amend- 
ment, I leave it with the Senate. 

Mr.CASS. As the morning hour has expired, 
I trust that this bill will be passed over informally, 
and the ten-regiment bill will be taken up. 


The bill was passed over informally. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
making provision for an addition to the regular 
military force. 

Mr. CALHOUN. After a very careful exami- 
nation, I have not been able to find a single argu- 
ment which, in my opinion, would justify the 
passage of this bill at this time, and under existing 
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circumstances. I cannot but feel that those who 
have come to a different conclusion have over- 
looked the actual condition of the Mexican Gov- 
ernment and of the Mexican people, in supposing 
that this bill was necessary either to intimidate or 
coerce that Government into a ratification of the 
treaty recently acted upon here. If that Govern- 
ment were strong and vigorous, if the people of 
Mexico were united in resistance to us, and capa- 
ble of sustaining a war in the event that the treaty 
shall not be ratified, there might be strong reasons 
for passing this bill. But such is not the case. On 
the contrary, the very opposite is. The Govern- 
ment itself is little more than a shadow, without 
an army and without revenue; the people in a state 
of distraction, with a large and powerful party in 
opposition to the Government, and for a continu- 
ance of the war—not in hostility to us, but in hos- 
tility to their own Government, which they desire 
should be overthrown. The Government itself 
exists by our forbearance, and under our counte- 
nance; they have been induced to treat with us 
from the dread of their annihilation, and we to treat 
with them from the same consideration. For, 
strange as it may appear, the very motive that in- 
duced Mexico to treat with us induced us to to treat 
with her. She dreaded her annihilation, and so 
did we. It is difficult to say which would be sub- 
jected to the greatest evil in consequence of such 
annihilation. The danger is not that the Mexican 
Government, in the event of the rejection of the 
treaty, would be able to resist, but it is that it may 
perish before she can ratify it. But, if I am mis- 
taken in all this, one thing is clear: without these 
ten additional regiments, we have the means of in- 
timidating or coercing that Government to any 
extent we please; a single brigade may annihilate 
it. But even if we should choose to avoid this, we 
hold another power in our hands that is ample to 
induce her to ratify the treaty, provided there be 
any hesitation on her part. We would in that case 
have but to tell her that we will adopt the boundary 
agreed upon in the treaty, and thus save ourselves 
the vast sum of twenty millions of dollars, which 
rumor states that we are to give for the ceded ter- 
ritory. This consideration alone is sufficient, pro- 
vided the Mexican Government can maintain itself 
until she shall have acted upon this treaty, with 
the amendments that may have been made to it by 
this body. 

In this view of the subject, I regard the passage 
of this bill, if it be intended either for the purpose 
of intimidation or of coercion, to be entirely use- 
less—an unmeaning bravado. But if it were merely 
useless, as much as I may be averse to it, my aver- 
sion would not be near so great as it now is. It 
is worse than useless; it is mischievous, and will 
prove mischievous both here and there. Mischiev- 
ous here, for if this body, conversant with all the 
secret proceedings in reference to the treaty, and 
supposed by the country to be fully informed of 
everything in relation to the subject, should pass 
the bill now before it, it will be received by the 
public as an apprehension on our part that there is 
great danger that the treaty will not be ratified, 
and the effect upon our commerce and upon the 
money interest of the country will be highly inju- 
rious. It will be mischievous there, for the real 
danger that the Mexican Government has to fear 
is this: there is a large party in Mexico called 
Puros, which is unwilling to see a peace concluded 
between the Mexican Government and this coun- 
try; unwilling, not because they are our friends or 
enemies, but simply for the reason that they wish 
to see that Government annihilated and the power 
placed in their hands. Now, if the impression 
SERR there by the passage of this bili should 

, that there is danger that the treaty will not be 
ratified, it will arouse and animate that party to 
double exertion in order to fulfill their object. 

But I consider it not only useless, not only mis- 
chievous in the light which I have indicated, but 
it will be a costly bravado. I take it for granted 
that the honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs does not intend simply that this 
bill shall pass this body; that would be unworthy 
of his character. He then expects that it will also 
fae the other branch of Congress and become a 
aw, and that the force will be raised and be em- 
ployed, if the treaty should fail, in carrying on the 
war with Mexico. Well, if the bill passes—and I 
must consider it in that light—in that case, what 
will be the result? There will be no difficulty in 
getting officers and men; they will have no appre- 


hensions of going to Mexico or fighting future bat- 
tles; the enlistment will turn out to be a money 
speculation; each recruit will receive for his enlist- 
ment his bounty in land, amounting to one hundred 
and sixty acres, his bounty in money, equal to 
twelve dollars, the usual issue of clothing, amount- 
ing at the present price to about twenty-one dollars. 


Estimating the bounty in land at one dollar and a 


quarter an acre, it would make the whole $2,000,- 
000. These items alone would be equal to two 
millions three or four hundred thousand dollars. 
Add to this the pay and emoluments of the officers, 
the pay to the soldiers, the expense for subsistence, 
and that for recruiting, and the whole sum will be 
found to be not less than three millions of dollars, 
to which the passage of this bill would subject the 
Government. To this must be added the vast 
patronage which the appointment of five hundred 
officers and this great additional expenditure would 
confer on the President; and that, too, on the very 
eve of a Presidential election, when the patronage 
of the Government is brought into the highest de- 
gree of activity. Such increase of patronage is a 
great evil, as every man of every party will readily 
acknowledge, if he would candidly express his 
sentiments: for, if there is anything on which all 
are agreed, it is that Executive patronage is already 
enormous, and ought not to be increased. 

Now, I submit to my friends on this side of the 
Chamber, who have indicated a disposition to pass 
this bill, whether they are willing to incur this 
heavy cost, and subject the country to this great 
evil, by passing this bill, which I have shown to be 
a useless bravado, unbecoming a great and mag- 
nanimous people. 

But I not only object to the passage of the bill at 
this time, and under existing circumstances, but 1 
take higher ground. I am opposed to the bill un- 
der all circumstances. I would have voted against 
it if a treaty had not been made, and for reasons 
that to myself are conclusive, and which I will 
now proceed to state. 

Sir, we all know the origin of this bill. It was 
reported early in the session, and originated in the 
message of the President recommending a vigor- 
ous prosecution of the war; and its leading and 
main object was to carry that recommendation into 
effect. If, then, we pass this bill, we give, accord- 
ing tomy humble conception, a pledge to the Ex- 
ecutive and to the country, that if the treaty fails 
we will resort to a vigorous prosecution of the war. 
I, for one, am unwilling to give this pledge; un- 
willing, because I think it ought not to be given, 
and unwilling, because, if given, Iam of the im- 
pression it never will be redeemed. 

It ought not to be given, for reasons which I have 
assigned fully on a former occasion, and which I 
shall only briefly repeat on this. A vigorous pros- 
ecution of the war would be the annihilation of the 
Mexican Government, leaving no government with 
whom to treat. The effect of that would be the 
entire subjugation of the country, throwing upon 
us one of two alternatives: either to create a gov- 
ernment by our own authority with which to treat 
—and this, I trust, no one who duly appreciates 
the true principles of our system of government 
will ever adopt—or to hold it under our subjuga- 
tion as a conquered country, to be governed as 
provinces, or to be incorporated into the Union. 

Now, as I am utterly opposed to this, for reasons 
which I stated at large on the occasion referred to, 
and which it is not necessary here to repeat, I, for 
one, cannot give this pledge. Nor can I give it 
because I have not the least expectation that it 
would ever be redeemed. The sentiment of the 
whole country is remarkably changed in reference 
to the war. There was at that time a large party 
in the country who were in favor of taking the 
whole of Mexico. I have but to appeal to the pro- 
ceedings of public meetings, and to declarations re- 

eatedly made in the public journals to prove this. 
But that sentiment is changed. And why is it 
changed? Because the people were not aware at that 
time of what would be the consequence of a vigor- 
ous prosecution of the war. It was an appeal to 
their manly pride. But as soon as they saw the 
consequences, that the result would be as | have sta- 
ted, they drew back and put the seal of their repro- 
bation upon it, not only for the present, but I trust 
forever. With this strong disapprobation of the 
war on the part of the people, it would be an idle 
dream to suppose that in the event of a failure of 
the treaty, this war would ever be renewed to be 
carried on vigorously. 


But, it may be asked, what shall be done? My 
answer is plain and simple. Only one thing can 
be done—to fall back and take the line of the 
treaty; to tell the Mexican people that we intend 
to hold it; that we are satisfied if they are. Nor 
can it be objected that it costs more, for it would 
take fully as large an army, and at as great a cost, 
to protect Mexico, under the treaty, against the 
Indians falling on our side of the line, under the 
treaty, as to protect ourselves against the Mex- 
icans by assuming the line without the treaty, 
not to take into estimate the twenty millions of 
a which would be saved by adopting the 
atter. 

The whole affairisin ourown hands. Whether the 
treaty fails or not, we still have the complete con- 
trol, if we act with wisdom and firmness, and avoid, 
what I detest above all things, a system of menace 
or bravado in the management of our negotiation. 
I had hoped that that system had been abandoned 
forever. It nearly involved us in a war with Eng- 
land about Oregon. It was only prevented by the 
wisdom and firmness of this body. It was resort- 
ed to in our negotiations with Mexico; and the 
march of the army under General Taylor to the 
Rio Grande was but intended to sustain it. Un- 
fortunately, the circumstances prevented the Senate 
from interposing, as in the case of Oregon, and 
this war was the consequence. 

But, Mr. President, the vigorous prosecution of 
the war is not the only object of this bill. It isthe 
primary, the principal one. But there is another 
one, secondary, it 1s true, though not much less 
important. This bill was intended, in part, to carr 
into execution a system of imposts and taxes, whic 
the President of the United States had imposed 
upon Mexico. The army, includingfthe force to 
be raised by this bill, was intended to be used for 
collecting the duties and imposts; for that purpose 
it was to be spread all over Mexico, as has been 
officially announced. 

Now, I hold that we cannot pass this bill with- 
out sanctioning the act of the President in this 
respect; and that I, for one, never can do, because 
I am under a deep conviction that the President 
has no right whatever to impose taxes, internal of 
external, on the people of Mexico. It is an act 
without the authority of the Constitution or law, 
and eminently dangerous to the country. Thus 
thinking that neither the Constitution nor law gives 
him any such authority, I would not be true to my 
trust if I were to vote for the bill. I would have 
been glad to have avoided it at the present time. 


My friends around me know that I was anxious 


that this bill should not be pressed upon us now— 
not that I desired to shun the responsibility of the 
sea aaa of my opinions—but* because I prefer- 
red postponing it until after the treaty was ratified, 
and when there could be no cry of giving aid and 
comfort to the enemy. But it is forced upon me, 
and, if there be any responsibility in expressing 
my opinion at this time, it ought of right to fall, 
not on me, but upon those who, without any ne- 
cessity, have forced this bill upon us. 

But to return to the thread of the argument. I 
ask, where can the President find the authority for 
imposing these taxes? Can it be found in your 
Constitution? If so, pointit out. Can it be found 
in your law? If so, point it out. No such au- 
thority is to be found in either. But it may be 
said it is comprehended under the implied powers 
of the Executive—that is, the powers necessary 
and proper to carry out those expressly delegated 
to him. If so, point out the power which it is 
intended to carry into execution. But let me sa 
to gentlemen in advance, if you do this you will 
not remove the difficulty. If you should succeed 
in showing that it is an implied power, which I 
hold to be impossible, you must still point out an 
act of Congress to authorize its exercise. The 
framers of the Constitution, in their great sagacity, 
have taken care to insert a provision in the Consti- 
tution investing Congress amply with the power 
to pass all laws necessary and proper to carry into 
execution not only its own oe but those vest- 
ed in any department or office of the Government. 
I refer to what is usually called the residuary 
clause, which provides ‘* that Congress shall have 
‘power to pass all laws necessary and proper to 
‘carry into execution thé foregoing powers, (that 
‘is, powers invested in Congress,) or powers vest- 
‘ed in any of the departments or offices of the 
‘Government.’’ Then, if it is an implied power, 
it becomes a Congressional power by this express 
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provision, and must have the sanction of Congress 
for carrying it into effect. 

But it may be said that the President is com- 
mander-in-chief of the army in Mexico, and that 
it is an essential part of the power of the com- 
mander-in-chief to impose a system of taxation in 
the enemy’s country. If, indeed, it be an essen- 
tial part of the power, it cannot be separated from 
it without destroying the power itself, and it must 
of course belong to him as commander-in-chief in 
the United States as well as in Mexico, or in any 
other conquered country. But it is manifest that 
it cannot exist within the limits of the United 
States, because the Constitution expressly invests 
the same not in the President, but in Congress. 
But to this it may be said, there is a distinction 
between exercising the power in the United States 
and exercising it in Mexico, or any other place 
beyond the boundary of the United States, where 
our army may be operating. ‘To this I answer by 
asking, Why so? What makes the distinction? 
What possible reason can be assigned why the 

ower may be exercised in the one and not in the 
other? Who can answer these questions? 

But if it is the case—if the President can exer- 
cise in Mexico a power expressly given to Con- 
gress, which he cannot exercise in the United 
States—I would ask where is the limit to his pow- 
er in Mexico? Has he also the power of making 
appropriations of money collected in Mexico, with- 
out the sanction of Congress? This he has already 
done. Has he the power to apply the money to 
whatever purpose he may think proper, and among 
others to raise a military force in Mexico without 
the sanction of Congress? That, also, he has al- 
ready done. But if there be no limitation, then 
his powers are absolute and despotic in Mexico, 
and he stands in the two-fold character of the con- 
stitutional President of the United States and the 
absolute and despotic ruler of Mexico. To what 
must this conclusion lead? What may he not do? 
He may lay taxes at his pleasure either as to kind 
or amount; he may establish the rules and regula- 
tions for their collection; he may dispose of them, 
without passing the ‘proceeds into the treasury, to 
any object or for any purpose he may think prop- 
er, and is not liable or responsible to Congress or 
any other authority, in any respect whatever, in 
doing all this. He may, of course, raise armies, 
and pay them out of the proceeds of the taxes; he 
may wage war against the neighboring countries 
to the south of him at his pleasure, and extend his 
authority by force of arms to whatever extent he 
may desire; or he may equip a fleet and assail the 
islands of the South Sea; or he may direct it against 
Japan, or any other country he may think proper. 
Nay, further, he may turn his army against his 
own country, and make it the instrument of its sub- 
jugation. Against all this there is no remedy, and 
can be none, if he has the power which must ne- 
cessarily result from the principles which would 
invest him with the power of laying taxes. 

But, it may be asked, what are the limitations 
upon his power as commander-in-chief? The an- 
swer is an easy one. His power is to command 
the army. Let us put a true value upon words. 
To command in chief is to have the supreme con- 
trol in conducting and directing the army in its 
military operations. Such is its power, and only 
power. It is a restricted one, of which the con- 
stitutional legislation of the country furnishes many 
evidences. The very act which recognizes war 
with Mexico vests him with the power of using 
the army and navy for its prosecution, clearly ın- 
dicating that the power of using them for that pur- 
pose required the authority of law. If we look back 
into all the declarations which have been made by 
this Government, we shall find that they all, in 
like manner, confer the same power on the Presi- 
dent. Besides, if we turn to the laws in reference 
to suppressing insurrections, it will be found that 
they expressly authorize the President to use the 
militia and the army for the purpose—showing, in 
like manner, the prevailing opinion heretofore that 
the sanction of law was necessary to use a military 
force for this purpose, as well as for carrying into 
effect a declaration of war. Such also is the case 
in reference to repelling invasion. If there be any 
power which one would suppose would belong to 
the President as commander-in-chief, it would be 
that of establishing rules and regulations for the 

overnment of the army; but if we turn to the 
onstitution, we shall find even that power is con- 
ferred by express provision upon Congress: all 


going to show within what narrow limits the Con- 
stitution and the laws restrict the power of the 
President. 

But it may be asked, has the conqueror no power 
to impose taxes upon aconquered country? Yes, 
he certainly has. When an army invades a coun- 
try and subdues it, in whole or ın part, the con- 
queror has a right to impose taxes and collect 
them. But the question occurs, under our system 
of Government, who is the conqueror? I answer, 
the people of the United States are the conquerors. 
It is they who have conquered Mexico; not the 
President, not the generals, not the army. They 
are but the instrumects by which the conquest has 
been effected. And it is the people of the United 
States that have the right to impose taxes. But 
who represents the United States—who is their 
organ through which wan! act? I answer, this 
Government, the Federal Government, consisting 
of the Executive, the Legislative, and the Judiciary 
departments. The question then is, to what ex- 
tent the President represents exclusively the Uni- 
ted States in the conquered country? The answer 
is, to no other extent than as commander-in-chief; 
in all other respects almost, Congress is the sole 
representative, and to them especially belongs, by 
express delegation, the power of laying and col- 
lecting taxes, and of appropriating them to such 
objects as the Constitution warrants, unrestricted, 
extending as far as the United States authority 
extends, without restriction or distinction. Now, 
whenever a country is conquered, even in part, 
and held by the conquering power, the sovereignt 
of the country thus held is for the time suspended, 
and that of the conquering substituted in its place; 
and of course, in our case, the authority of the 
Government in its departments attaches to it as if 
it was a part of the United States itself, each in its 
appropriate sphere. ‘The opposite doctrine, which 
would make the Executive the sole and exclusive 
power in such portions of the country, is entirely 
destitute of authority, and would lead to all the 
most dangerous and monstrous consequences which 
have been traced out. All this is so clear that it 
is surprising that it has been overlooked, or that 
there should be any division or diversity of senti- 
ment in reference to it. 

The taxes which are the subject of these remarks 
were imposed by the President in the interval be- 
tween this and the preceding session of Congress, 
and this is the first opportunity I have had to ex- 
press my opinion in reference to the authority by 
which they were laid. And I avail myself of this 
occasion to put in my solemn protest against the 
power. If it should become a precedent hereafter, 
it, in connection with the authority which the 
President has assumed in making this war, would 
lead to the establishment of a fatal error in refer- 
ence to the power of this Government as it relates 
to war. It will to that extent elevate the power of 
the Executive in practice as far above the Legisla- 
tive as the latter is elevated above the former by 
the Constitution, and lead, almost necessarily in 
the end, to establish despotic authority in the Ex- 
ecutive branch of the Government. It must be 
borne in mind that we are a warlike’people, rapid- 
ly increasing in number and population, well fed, 
well clothed, and having an abundance of leisure. 
Like all such people we seek excitement, and there 
is no description of excitement more enticing to the 
young and ardent than war. It is difficult to pre- 
vent such a people from rushing into war, and if 
wars should frequently hereafter occur in conse- 
quence, and the precedents set by this be not re- 
versed, nothing can prevent the Executive power 
from overshadowing the Constitution and the lib- 
erties of the country. We now have an opportu- 
nity to reverse that precedent by giving a strong 
and decided vote against the passage of this bill. 

It may be proper for me to remark in conclusion 
that I am aware that there are some doubtful ques- 
tions as to the exact extent of the power of the 
President as commander-in-chief of the army of the 
United States, and parui y that of making ac- 
quisitionsand establishing temporary governments, 
such as have been established in New Mexico and 
California. I will not now enter upon the investi- 
gation, but my aprenon is, in case of making 
requisitions over the portions of the country in 
which the authority of the United States is even 
temporarily established, or erecting temporary gov- 
ernments in such portions of the conquered coun- 
try, the President has acted without authority of 
law or the Constitution. In coming to this con- 


clusion, I am willing to allow to the President, as 
commander-in-chief, many and great powers; but 
they are such as arise out of exigencies immedi- 
ately connected with the operation of the army or 
its safety. Among them I include the power of 
seizing upon supplies of all descriptions when they 
become indispensable the use of the army, or to 
batter down towns, and to remove all obstacles, 
when necessary, for his security or success. But 
when he comes to act over portions of the territory 
subject to our control, he exercises power not be- 
longing to him. But to the Legislative department 
of the Government, Congress may indeed give him 
authority by law to levy contributions, or to estab- 
lish temporary governments. But it is one thing 
to’exercise tt on his own authority, and another to 
exercise it under authority of law. By the one he is 
pei under the control of law, while by the other 

e places himself above the control of law. 

I have now vl Naat my opinion. In all I 
have said I trust I have put myself above party 
feeling or personal considerations. Iam actuated 
by the single motive to contribute to correct the 
errors of a political character which have been 
committed in the origin and the prosecution of the 
war, and to guard, as far as in my power, against 
the dangerous precedents which they were calcu- 
lated to establish, if not noticed or exposed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I desire to ex- 
press my views on this bill, but I presume that, at 
this advanced stage of the day, the Senate can 
hardly be expected to have patience to listen to the 
discussion, and I am not disposed to trespass upon 
them, unless it is understood that the vote is to be 
taken to-day. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I hope that the bill will be 
passed over informally, in order to allow the gentle- 
man from Georgia an opportunity of expressing 
his views. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I would suggest that the wishes 
of my colleague might be gratified by the Senate 
passing this bill informally over, and resuming the 
consideration of that bill which was laid aside on 
the expiration of the morning hour. 

Mr. CASS. I am extremely anxious to meet 
the wishes of the Senator from Georgia, but really 
I am opposed to relapsing into the former mode of 
discussion by one speech each day. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Ido not think that there is 
any danger of the result apprehended by the hon- 
orable chairman of the Military Committee. I 
believe all parties will concur in deprecating that; 
but there is a very important bill—the bill supply- 
ing deficiencies in the appropriations for the cur- 
rent fiscal year—which awaits our action. I hope 
that, by the general assent of the Senate, the wishes 
of my colleague may be gratified, and that this bill 
will be laid aside informally, in order that the con- 
sideration of that one to which I have just alluded 
may be resumed. 

Mr. ATHERTON. This bill has already been 
a very long time before the Senate, and it is cer- 
tainly important that it should be acted upon, in 
order that the bill to which the honorable Senator 
alludes, and others may be taken up and disposed 


of. 

Mr. FOOTE. Allow me to suggest that my 
honorable friend from Georgia will now proceed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, then addressed the 
Senate, making some preliminary remarks in ref- 
erence to his own position, and proceeding to advo- 
cate the course of the President in the origin and 
the prosecution of the war. He adverted to our 
recognition of Mexican independence in 1803, and 
to all our subsequent policy and friendly deport- 
ment relating to her. In return, we have only been 
requited by ingratitude and injustice, our citizens 
imprisoned and plundered, and all her conduct 
bearing the character of the most settled hatred of 
us. He remarked,on the policy adopted by France 
and England, whenever wrongs were inflicted on 
their subjects by any foreign Power. He then 
came to the annexation of Texas, and maintained 
that there was no justification to be found in that 
measure for General Almonte demanding his pass- 


„ports, and for the consequences which followed 


is departure. That annexation left the boundary 
question to be settled by negotiation, and the course 
of Mexico on that occasion showed a predeter- 
mined intention to go to war. She took offence on 
the ground that by annexing Texas, we had des- 
poiled Mexico of a most valuable portion of her 
territory, whereas, by the acts of Santa Anna 
against Texas, that country had become absolved 
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from her connection with Mexico, and was an 
independent and sovereign State. Texas had as- 
sumed this character, and had maintained her inde- 
pendence, and had a perfect right to annex herself 
to the United States. 

He inquired if it was in the power of the United 
States to settle her differences with Mexico by ne- 
gotiation? To show that it was not, he quoted 
the mission of Mr. Slidell, and cited all the details 
attending the progress of that mission. Negotia- 
tion having been thus rejected, there was no course 
left but a resort to hostilities on our part. 

As to the advance of General Taylor, which had 
been asserted as the cause of the war, he suggested 
that this advance was by the advice of General 
Taylor, who regarded such a step as likely to pro- 
duce an adjustment of the difficulties. But he con- 
tended, before the advance of General Taylor, the | 
Mexicans had given unequivocal proofs of a hos- 
tile intention, and these he referred to elaborately. | 

He repudiated the idea that the President under 
the then existing circumstances had no right to ad- 
vance into the disputed territory, supposing it to 
have been disputed. He denied, however, that the 
territory was in dispute. Texas had asserted her 
claim to the Rio Grande, the Mexicans had been 
driven beyond it, and the treaty with General Santa 
Anna confirmed it. Texas, by her Congress, in 
1836, established her right by a division of the 
territory into counties; and subsequently directed 
courts to be held there, thus exercising as well as 
claiming her right to the Rio Grande, which has 
always been recognized as the western boundary 
of Texas. There was, therefore, no impropriety 
in this advance, and it could not be regarded as a 
sufficient cause of war. Having a right to the ter- 
ritory to the Rio Grande, there could be no impro- 
priety in sending our troops to occupy it. 

Being at war with Mexico, how are we to get out 
of it? Itis said that we must withdraw our troops 
within a defensive line. He asked if this would 
be carrying out the high purposes contemplated 
by the war, and by the Congress which voted the 
fifty thousand volunteers and the ten millions for 
its prosecution? No question about the advance 
of General Taylor was then raised. He referred 
to the fable, in Dilworth’s Spelling Book, of the 
old man who detected the boy in his apple or- 
chard stealing apples. In that case the thief was 
proof against tufts of grass, until the old man de- 
termined to try what virtue there was in stones. 
So, as to Mexico, we have been acting with kindness, 
generosity, and magnanimity; this was pelting with 
tufts of grass. He would be for trying what vir- 
tue there is in stones, if kindness, generosity, and 
magnanimity would not effect the purpose. 

He adverted to the opinions and arguments of 
those who were adverse to the acquisition of ter- 
ritory, and charged the Whig party with always 
having been adverse to the acquisition of territory, 
in the cases of Florida and Louisiana. If this 

rinciple were to be adopted, we might as well 
build upa wall round our Union to prevent our 
people from going beyond it. He believed that had 
we crowded all the increased Popea non of our 
country into the thirteen original States, it would, 
before this time, have proved fatal to our institu- 
tions. Dense masses were always dangerous on 
account of their liability to excitement, and the 
difficulty of checking it. But when men are scat- 
tered, and each has his small portion of land to 
cultivate, he is contented, virtuous, and disposed 
to pursue the arts of peace. 

bn the subject of manifest destiny, he held that 
we are destined either to spread our boundaries 
over this whole continent, or to see the elevation 
of all its different portions, by the influence of our 
institutions upon them. 

He could not concur in the opinion of the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, that the passing of that 
bill would be an empty threat. He thought, on the 
contrary, that if the treaty were ratified, the bill 
would amount to nothing: if not, we should be 
prepared for vigorous operations. If the passage 
of the bill was to be regarded as a pledge that we 
would sustain a vigorous prosecution of the war, 
should the treaty be rejected, it was precisely that 
kind of pledge which we ought to give. The occu- 
pation of a defensive line would not bring us a 
peace in twenty years, while it would involve an 
outlay of money not less than the vigorous prose- 
cution of the war. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina held that a vigorous prosecution of the war 
must absorb the whole of Mexico, and that the 


absorption of all Mexico would be injurious to the 
success of our institutions. He differed from these 
views, and thought that, without suffering ourselves 
to be influenced by two nice a calculation of the 
events of the future, we ought to do our duty fear- 
lessly, and according to the best lights we can 
obtain. 

The views of the Senator from South Carolina, 
as to the powers of the President as commander- 
in-chief, dia not convince his mind. He regarded 
the incidental powers which accompanied the dec- 
laration of war by Congress were sufficient to war- 
rant all that the President had done. He asked 
how would any war be conducted, if it was neces- 
sary for the commander-in-chief, on every occa- 
sion, to consult Congress. What would become 
of the war, while he summoned Congress, sub- 
mitted his plan, and while Congress discussed it 
some eight or nine weeks, and finally overruled his 


views. 

Mr. BERRIEN then moved that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. CASS. Will the gentleman withdraw his 
motion fora moment? [ do hope that the Senate 
will terminate this discussion to-morrow. If not, 
I must be constrained to vote against the adjourn- 
ment. 

[Several Senators assented to the informal un- 
derstanding that the discussion on the bill should 
terminate to-morrow. | 

Mr. BRADBURY said he hoped that a motion 
would be made for the reconsideration of a bill 
which involved a large amount of money; and 
although in one section of it a provision was made 
which, to a very considerable extent, met his ap- 
proval, yet there was a principle involved in the 
second section, the adoption of which he would 
regard as very dangerous—a principle which would 
in this single act take from the treasury nearly a 

uarter of a million of dollars, and which, in its 
final operation, would be broad enough to bank- 
rupt the treasury of any government that was ever 
created. It virtually assumed that when we have 
existing claims against a foreign Government 

Mr. CASS. Will the honorable Senator excuse 
me? What is the question? 

Mr. FOOTE. Itison the passage of the ten- 
regiment bill. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I desire simply to move a 
reconsideration of the bill. It passed without a 
division. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I am sure that the Senate 
desires to see the Senator accommodated. All that 
is necessary to be done is, that the Senate, by 
general consent, allow him to make a motion to 
reconsider the bill; and then the Senate will be in 
possession of the motion of the Senator from 
Georgia to adjourn. 

By general consent, the motion of the Senator 
from Maine was then considered and agreed to; 
and then, on motion, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, March 17, 1848. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read and 

approved— , 

he House proceeded to the consideration of 
the report made on Wednesday last by Mr. Cox- 
GER, from the Committee on Printing, recommend- 
ing the printing and binding of 90,000 extra copies 
of the report of the Commissioner of Patents, for 
the use of the House. 

And the question being on the adoption of said 
report— 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved to strike out 90,000 
and insert 40,000. They would then (he said) 
have 40,000 copies of the report on the subject of 
agriculture, and 10,000 copies of the entire report, 
making a total of 50,000 copies. This, he thought, 
would be a sufficient number for the use of this 
House. 

Again, if they needed the whole number recom- 
mended by the Committee on Printing, there would 
be no knowing, for they had no means of know- 
ing that he could see, when they should receive 
these copies. When they had heretofore ordered 
the printing of this document, they had not re- 
ceived one solitary copy of it until long after they 
had adjourned and reached their homes; and, judg- 
ing from the facts before them, if this large number 
should now be ordered according to the purpose 
of the Committee on Printing, not only their own 


term would have expired, but perhaps the terms 
of their successors, and their successors’ succes- 
sors too, would have expired before the printed 
copies would be received. He thought that 50,000 
copies, which would be given by his amendment, 
would be ample. It seemed to him to be a very 
large number. He was one of those who believed. 
that this was one of the most important documents 
printed by Congress. There was not one that was 
more sought after by the agricultural portion of the 
community—numerous letters were coming here 
to members from their constituents, desiring them 
to furnish them with these documenta. And he 
had always voted for the largest number. He 
would now vote for a number that would be ample 
for all valuable purposes. He hoped his amend- 
ment would be adopted. To the binding he had 
no objection. 

Mr. CONGER desired to say a few words by 
way of explanation of the facts set forth in the 
report of the committee. The Committee on Print- 
ing had ascertained that the printing of that docu- 
ment entire would amount to the sum named in 
the mp but, in estimating the cost of printing 
the whole edition suggested, they had not estima- 
ted the amount, provided the edition should be re- 
duced. The sum of $40,000 would pay for print- 
ing the whole edition, but from that amount a 
deduction should be made in consequence of the 
omission of a portion which the committee had 
recommended. The omission would amount to 
about one-third of the quantity of matter in the 
report, and this would make a deduction in the 
cost of printing, which was stated at twenty-six 
cents per copy. The deduction, then, would be 
one-third of $40,000, the aggregate estimated for 
printing the whole. | 

In relation to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. G. W. Jones,] he said there must 
necessarily be some delay in the delivery of the 
work. It was undoubtedly true that this number 
of copies could not be delivered in the course of a 
few days, or even a few weeks perhaps. But the 
committee had assurance from the printer that this 
work would be immediately put in type; and if the 
maps should be engraved so that the printer could 
have them, this document would be very soon de- 
livered. The binding of the work would undoubt- 
edly cause some more delay, but it could not cause 
a delay to any very great extent, and he was con- 
fident, if the number recommended by the com- 
mittee should be ordered, the House would have 
them before the close of the present session. 

In relation to the expense, he desired to say one 
word. Of the last report of the Commissioner of 
Patents, forty-three thousand copies were ordered, 
and that edition cost the Government $78,497; 
whereas the committee recommend that of this 
report more than twice that number should be 
printed, and yet the whole would be furnished at 
about half the expense. 

In relation to the binding, if that was objected to 
as a novel thing he thought much might be said 
in favor of it. The committee, after considering the 
whole subject, had recommended the binding. He 
admitted there was in the committee a diversity of 
opinion respecting the number of copies that should 
be ordered; but, judging from the general anxiety 
which had been expressed throughout the whole 
country for this work, a majority of the committee 
thought one hundred thousand copies would not 
be more than sufficient to supply the demand. His 
opinion was, that it would fail short of supplying 
the demand. But, entertaining these views, the 
committee had recommended the printing of one 
hundred thousand copies, and large as the sum was 
which it was estimated they would cost, they be- 
lieved the money would be well laid out, inasmuch 
as it would be expended in the dissemination of use- 
ful information, by distributing that report broad- 
cast through the land. 

Mr. R. SMITH, of Illinois, was in favor of 
printing this report as it came from the Committee 
on Printing. He admitted they spent a great deal 
of money in printing, but he thought the report of 
the Commissioner of Patents one of the most val- 
uable documents ever ordered to be printed by this 
House. He knew, so far as concerned his own 
immediate constituents, it was a document that was 
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more sought after than any printed by order of 
either House of Congress. The agricultural por- 
tion of it was carefully read and examined by 
farmers; to that class of his constituents it was of 
great value, and there should he no hesitation here 
as to its publication. As to the binding, he came 
to the conclusion that if it was worth printing it 
was worth binding. He deemed it highly expe- 
dient that it should be bound, as thereby it would 
be better preserved. He had no desire to occupy 
much of the time of the House, if there was a dis- 
position to take the question, but he thought there 
should be a full House when the question was dis- 
posed of. He should be satisfied with the decision 
of the House, whatever it might be, but he desired 
to have the yeas and nays upon it. He would 
now only add, that it was due to the country that 
this document should be printed and sent out to 
‘the people. 

Mr. MARVIN was in favor both of the printing 
and the binding. He was satisfied with the con- 
clusion to which the Committee on Printing had 
arrived, and he was more especially gratified with 
that portion of their report in which they state 
that, although they recommend the House to print 
double the number ordered last year, the cost 
would be only about half as much. But he was 

articularly desirous that the document should be 
Connid: for valuable as it was unquestionably, it 
was ill calculated for preservation—and much of 
its utility depended on its preservation—if sent 
forth in sheets. It was not good economy, after 
expending so much in its publication, to refuse the 
additional sum which the binding would cost for 
its preservation. ‘The volume published last year 
was a large one, and the second time he took it in 
hand it tumbled to pieces. This was a work which 
should be so bound that it could be kept for fre- 


quent consultation, not only now, but for the pur- ji He should prefer, of course, to have it at as early 


pose of reference hereafter. And here permit him 
to state, that even if the House should publish the 
large number recommended by the Committee on 
Printing, the number would be but as a dropin the 
ocean. Compare the number of copies with the 
number of individuals who were desirous to pro- 
cure it, and those for whom it was particularly 
designed—he meant the farmers of this country— 
and see how inadequate the number would be to 
supply the demand. Why, he should hardly know 
what to do with his proportion of them shen ob- 
tained. Then surely, as they would not be suffi- 
cient to supply his Congressional district, the 
should be put ın such a condition as would permit 
them to be passed from hand to hand. This the 
binding would accomplish, and it would fit them 
for deposite in the public libraries and the common 
school district libraries throughout the States. He 
had made a computation, and he found that the 
number now proposed to be printed would be 
barely sufficient even for that purpose. Common 
school districts, he was aware, were not so com- 
mon in all the States of this Union as in that which 
he in part represented; but they were located 
through the New England States particularly, and 
_ also in the West; and he hoped the House would 
supply every library in the common school dis- 
tricts throughout the land, that every individual 
might be able to possess himself of the instructions 
which this document contained; and he would 
undertake to say that this Government had never 
seen` the day, nor ever would, when its money 
could be better expended so ag to subserve the best 
interests of the country. It was not from war and 
strife, from battle and bloodshed, but from the 
aceful pursuits of life, that the true glory of this 
nion must come. The promotion of agriculture, 
the encouragement of the mechanic arts, and the 
diffusion of intelligence, while they promoted the 
welfare and happiness of the people, would, also 
best serve to perpetuate our national interest and 
national glory. e hoped, therefore, there would 
be no substantial objection to the motion which 
had been submitted from the Committee on Print- 


ing. 

_ Mr. LAHM had no disposition to consume the 
time of the House with a discussion of this mat- 
ter; but he felt that it was due to his constituents 
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gentlemen who had advocated the printing of the 
largest number of this document. He could bear 
testimony to the fact that there was no document 
that emanated from this body for which there were 
so many urgent demands as for the report of the | 
Commissioner of Patents. He might here state | 
that he represented emphatically an agricultural | 
district. ‘That district consisted of two counties; | 
and when he assured the House that in that dis- 


, to express his concurrence in the views of those j Printing Committee, [Mr. HenLev,] who was also 
;| a member of the Committee on Patents, would be 
| able to answer those questions more satisfactorily. 

| 
‘| mittee- on Printing had not examined this docu- 


Mr. VINTON understood, then, that the Com- 


ment; whether the Committee on Patents had, he 
had yet to learn. As he had said before, if this 
document contained really valuable matter, : he 
would be willing to vote the necessary appropria- 


i; tion for its printing; but, before they voted away 


trict there was sold from the wagon more wheat i $40,000 for that purpose, it should be carefully ex- 


than from any other district in the Union, it would 
be conceded that he was correct in saying that he 
was emphatically the representative of an agricul- | 
tural district. The documents usually printed by 
order of this House were documents which were 

sought by politicians. The President’s message, | 
the speeches delivered on this floor and repub- 

lished to the world, were all mainly sought by | 
politicians; but here was a document which was | 
deeply interesting to the agriculturists, to the men 
who sustained this Government and kept its wheels 
in motion; and hence it seemed to him, let the 
expense be what it might, he cared not if it was 
double the amount of the estimate, he should vote 
for it. He should assuredly vote for the largest | 
number now proposed. According to the report | 
of the committee, if that number were ordered, 

each member would get about four hundred copies. | 
Now, he could distribute twice that number in his 
district to very good advantage, and he assured 
the House that each one would be highly prized. 
The objection of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Jones] was no objection to him. The mat- 
ter which the document contained was exceedingly 
valuable to the farming community; it was matter 
which could be studied to advantage in succeeding 
seasons, if it was not received during the present. 


a period as possible; but if it could not be pre- 
pared this year, he could supply his constituents 
with it the next. Knowing it to be the wish of so 
large a portion of his constituents to possess this 
document, he repeated that he should vote for the 

largest number. | 
Mr. VINTON said, if this was really a valu- 
able document, he should be willing to vote an 
appropriation of $40,000 for its publication; but | 
before he voted so large a sum of money as that, 
he should like to know what the document was. 
Had it been examined by any committee of this 
House, to ascertain its character, and to learn 
whether it treats of free trade; or what? Had the | 
Committee on Printing examined this document? 
| 


He should like to hear if they had. 

Mr. CONGER replied, for himself, he had not 
read it. It was for some days before the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and he supposed the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Heniey,] who was also a 
member of the Committee on Printing, would be 
able to answer that question. 

Mr. McKAY was understood to inquire of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Concer] whether 
the number which he reported to have been order- 
ed last year, and the amount expended, was exclu- | 
sively by order of this House, or whether the 
whole ordered by the House of Representatives 
and the Sen@@ were not included. 

Mr. CONGER, in his reply, was understood to 
say that his information on this subject was based | 
on a memorandum which he had taken on an ex- | 
amination of a document containing a list of ac- | 
counts as audited for the year in which the last | 
report was printed. He had found that seven thou- 
sand copies of the entire report were printed, and | 
36,335 copies of the agricultural part of it; but 
what proportion of those numbers was ordered by 
the Senate, he was unable to say. The aggregate 
number of copies was 43,335, but he knew not by 
whose order hey were all printed. He found, ona 
reference to the same memorandum of the accounts, 
that there was a deduction of 334 per cent. made 
from the aggregate cast of those documents; bút 
he also found that, at the last session of Congress, 
that amount was made up; so that Ritchie & Heiss | 
received in fact, for that document, the sum of 


$78,497. He had no doubt his colleague on the || 


| 


| amined by a committee of this House, and a report 
i| should be made that would satisfy them respecting 


its value and the character of its contents. He 
suggested that it should be recommitted to the 
Committee on Printing or the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

Mr. STEPHENS was disinclined to vote on this 
question—as much so as the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Vinron]—without knowing what the docu- 
ment was. This would be a large publication, and 
it would be unwise, as the number proposed was 
unprecedented, to print it without knowing some- 
thing of its character. Of the binding he would 
only say, that he thought it right and proper that 
they should have all their large documenta, such 
as the President’s message, &c., bound in a cheap 
manner. In that portion of the report, then, he 
concurred; but he was averse to voting for the 
printing of so large a number until the character 
of the document was known. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
recommit the report to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. POLLOCK said, if the report should be re- 
committed to that committee, and they should read 
it, they could only report it back with a statement 
that it was valuable, but the members of this House 
could not tell what would be their own estimate 
upon it untilit had been submitted to them. But 
heretofore they well knew that when they had or- 
dered large numbers of similar documents, on all 
occasionsand at all times,the document had been ap- 
proved. This fact was evidence of the strongest pos- 
sible kind in favor of printing this document; not evl- 
dence from one particular party or from one House, 
but from all parties of both Houses. They knew 
the value of the documents of this kind heretofore 
published, and he was informed by a gentleman 
who had had this document under consideration 
that it was as important as any preceding one. It 
had been stated that ten thousand copies of the en- 
tire report, and ninety thousand copies of the ag- 
ricultural portion of it, could be published for ha 
the price paid for less than half the number of th 
last report. Now, surely this could not be squan- 
dering the public money uselessly. Upwards of 
$73,000 had been paid for forty-three thousand 
copies, and now it was proposed to print one hun- 
dred thousand copies for $40,000, or for a less 
amount. Now, they all agreed, in the East, West, 
North,.and South, as to the importance of this 
work; the agricultural part of the community had 
a deep and manifest interest in it; and therefore he 
was disposed to print the larger number. They 
had squandered hundreds and thousands in the 
publication of documents that were of no legitimate 
value to the people, but this was peculiarly the 
people’s document, and the sooner it was printed 
the better. He hoped it would not be recommit- 
ted. 

Mr. TOOMBS thought this matter was entitled 
to great consideration. He was opposed to the 
motion of the Committee on Printing. This sys- 
tem of printing ought to be put down, for it was 
running into wasteful extravagance, and he trusted 
this Congress would put a stop to it, whether the 
subject was agriculture or anything else. It was 
an unjust system. Here was a proposition to print- 
100,000 copies of a report; but would that number 
be sufficient to supply all the people of this coun- 
try? If not, it became unequal. If they intended 
to print, let all be served alike; give to everybody, 
or to everybody who contributes to the expense. 
The publication of documents which tend to eluci- | 
date the action of the people’s Representatives on 
public questions was quite a different thing, and 
therefore it became necessary to print such docu- 
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ments, that the people might have access to them, 
and be able to judge of the conduct of those whom 
they had sent here to represent their interests. But 
when they printed books to teach the people agri- 
culture, they violated a great principle, and set an 
example which would be destructive of the legiti- 
mate objects of Government. If they were going 
to print in this manner, they had better set upa 
great printing office at once. They were now ask- 
ed to print 90,000 copies of a report. He objected 
to it under any circumstances, but more especially 
as they did not know what it was. If this was in- 
tended to give the people a valuable agricultural 
report, he need only remind the House that at this 
day they could procuré everything that was valu- 
able on the subject of agriculture for the smallest 
possiblesum. Some gentlemen had remarked that 
_ their constituents were applicants for these re- 
ports. Why, if this House should print a comic 
almanac for gratuitous circulation he had no doubt 
there would be plenty of applicants forit. Hehad 
ho doubt they would find applicants for books that 
could be got for nothing; but such business did 
not come within the legitimate duties of the House 
of Representatives. It wasa violation of sound 
principle and a betrayal of their public trust. They 
were not authorized thus to put their hand in the 
public treasury, and seize the public money for the 

urpose of applying it to objects that came not 
egitimately within their powers and duties. It 
was a violation of right principle. It was a usurp- 
ation of power on the part of this House. The 
subject of this report was not strictly connected 
with the business of this House. The print- 
ing which this House was authorized to execute 
was of an entirely different character. But if 


_. they could print this book, they could print works 


on the subject of geology, and science, and the 
arts. He oped this House would now at once 
and forever put an end to such extravagance in 
_printing. Gentlemen had talked of saving forty 
thousand dollars by printing this report for so 
much less than was expended last year. When 
taking this money from the public treasury, be- 
cause it was not so much as had been taken on 
other occasions, forsooth, they were effecting a 
saving! He was opposed to such economy. No 
part of this money should be so improperly taken, 
and he trusted gentlemen would unite on this floor 
to put a stop to it. 

r. HENLEY remarked, that being a member 
of both the Committee on Patents and the Com- 
‘mittee on Printing, he wished to state, in a very 
few words, his views in relation to this printing. 
He did not concur with the majority of the com- 
mittee in their report in favor of the largest num- 
ber. He had been a member of the Committee on 
Patents several years. That committee had here- 
tofore always reported in favor of printing a large 
number of the agricultural portion of the report of 

e Commissioner of Patents. He had gone here- 

fére for the largest number; and when he had 
done that, he had been considered, to some extent 
on both sides of the House, as extravagant. In 
relation to this printing, he looked upon it, as he 
had heretofore, as an important document—one 
which was looked for with interest by the farming 

ortion of the community. But while he had been 
in favor of the largest number heretofore, he must 
acknowledge that gentlemen had gone far ahead of 
him in their ideas in relation to the printing of this 
document. They ought to exercise prudence and 
discretion in regard to the printing of public docu- 
ments. Did they 
putting them into the hands of every man through- 
out the country who might desire a copy? Cer- 
tainly not. Their object was first for the informa- 
tion of this House, and next, as far as was reason- 

_ able, for the information of the country. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lanm] said he 
could distribute. hundreds (he might have said 
thousands) of this document among his constitu- 
ents to advantage. No one disputed that. If they 
should print Webster’s Spelling Book, as had been 
said by the gentleman from Georgia, although he 

-believed his constituents understood the rudiments 
of our language as well as the inhabitants of any 
other part of the country, he believed he might 
distribute them to advantage there. They might 
print al] kinds of books they pleased, and send to 
the people. They would be received gladly; they 
would send forth information to the country. But 
the House must limit their printing within the 
bounds of proper discretion and prudence: This 


was a valuable document; he knew the farmers 
wanted it. But he knew that there was not a 
farmer within the bounds of his constituency who 
did not want one thing more—that was, that they 
should exercise a sound economy and discretion 
in the public expenditures. He asserted that 
ninety thousand copies of this work was an ex- 
travagant appropriation at this time, in view of the 
condition of the public finances; it might not be, 
if we had an infinite amount of money in the treas- 
ury. But in the present state of things it was ex- 
travagant, and would not be expected or desired 
by the farming community whom it was intended 
to benefit. Being himself one of that class of peo- 
ple called farmers, he thought he had the right to 
speak for them, and to say that they did not desire 
any extravagance on the part of their Representa- 
tives, even in printing this report. 

As to the suggestion of sending it back to the 
committee to be read, if that was done, he wanted 
to amend the motion so as to have the gentleman 
who made the suggestion added to the committee, 
and it be made his duty to read it. A document of 
four hundred printed pages, the gentleman from 
Georgia, with all his industry, would not find time 
to read, notwithstanding he got the House to ad- 
journ every day at four o’clock, and consequently 
might be supposed to have a good deal of time for 
this and other reading. It was most singular that 
this committee should be expected to read this 
document before they recommended its printing. 
He believed another gentleman had made the same 
inquiry, and that it was the same gentleman who 
made the motion to print fifteen thousand extra 
.copies of the President’s message and accompany- 
ing documents. He presumed the gentleman had 
not read that document in manuscript. The fact 
was, they could only judge of this work by print- 
ing it. They had no time to read many of their 
documents even after they were printed. He ven- 
tured to say that the gentleman who made the mo- 
tion and inquiry had not yet read the last report of 
the Commissioner of Patents, made two years ago, 
and he doubted very much whether he ever would. 
This was a labor that could not be performed. 
What! read all this immense amount of documents, 
all this trash, before they ordered it to be printed ! 
It would be necessary, then, to raise another com- 
mittee—a committee on reading. 

He made these remarks for the purpose of defend- 
ing the committee against the imputation, which it 
seemed to be intended to throw upon them, because 
they had reported in favor of printing, before they 
had read the document. 

Seventy-eight thousand dollars, it was said, (and 
he believed it was true, ) was the price paid for print- 
ing the report of the Commissioner of Patents at 
the Ist session of the 29th Congress. That docu- 
ment, let him state, and many gentlemen remem- 
bered the fact, was ordered to be printed under the 
expectation that it was much smaller than it turned 
out to be. It proved to be a very large and volu- 
minous document. But, on the ground taken by 
many gentlemen around him, the larger the better, 
if it contained valuable information. But it was 
larger than was anticipated by many gentlemen 
who voted for its printing. The expenditure was 
a very heavy one. Gentlemen seized on this as a 
criterion and a precedent to sanction the printing of 
a large number now; but it ought to be a warning 
against such extravagance instead of being a land- 
mark to guide their course. Seventy-eight thou- 
sand dollars for this printing was an enormous sum. 


print them for the purpose of || It ought to be limited to some reasonable amount, 


which would give satisfaction to the country, and 
not involve extravagance here. We he was in 
favor of printing, he wished ta limit it to a reason- 
able number of copies. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, said he could not ac- 
cede to the position taken by his friend from 
Georgia, [Mr. Toemss.] The position which the 
gentleman assumed, if acted upon by the House, 
would circumscribe the printing of this House 
within very narrow limits indeed. It would cut 
off a large portion of the printing of this House 
which had uniformly been ordered, and which 
would certainly come within the rule which he 
defined as limiting the power of the House. There 
was not a session in which they did not print 
thousands of documents containing statistical in- 
formation in regard to the eommerce and naviga- 
tion of the country, and in relation to our manu- 
facturing interests. Why did they print them? 
If the position assumed by the gentleman from 


Georgia was correct, this was all wrong; they had 
no right to give the country information in regard 
to commerce and manufactures. | 

Mr. TOOMBS, interposing, (and Mr. S. yield- 
ing,) explained his position, as given above. 

Mr. SMITH (resuming) said he thought they 
had the same right to legislate on the subject of 
agriculture that they had to legislate upon the sub- 
ject of commere, navigation, and manufactures. 
Was it to be laid down ‘at this period that the 
greatest interest of the country—one in which 
three-quarters of our population were interested— 
was a subject not coming within the constitutional 
power of Congress, while Congress might, for- 
sooth, legislate upon a large number of minor in- 
terests? Why did they, he asked, establish a 
Committee on Agriculture, if the subject of agri- 
culture did not come within their constitutional 
power? He believed the constitutional power of 
Congress to legislate upon the sul-ject of agricul- 


‘ture was equal to its constitutional power over the 


subject of manufactures, commerce, and naviga- 
tion. And he believed the people had great reason 
to complain of Congress that this great and im- - 
portant branch of their interests had been so long 
neglected. He believed if Congress would pay a 
little more attention to the interests of agriculture, 
if they would make more liberal appropriation to 
subserve that great interest of the country, that 
they would better perform their duties to the peo- 
ple under the Constitution. The proposition had 
sometimes been made in this House to organize a 
separate bureau to collect statistics in regard to 
agriculture, that the people might be enlishtened 
upon this great Interest. He had been in favor of 
such a bureau—of liberal appropriations to sustain 
it, and he was in favor of liberal appropriations to 
disseminate the valuable information contained in 
this report. The country had heen deluged with 
political documents until ıt was sick of them, and 
now everywhere there was a desire for something 
upon agriculture, concerning which much valuable 
information was contained in this report. During 
the last Congress they printed a report of this char- 
acter, and he did not believe there had been an 
document printed within the last ten years whic 
had been received with so much satisfaction. If 
$100,000 were appropriated for the publication of 
this report, it would be regarded by the great body 
of the people of both political parties as an appro- 
priation better calculated to advance their interests 
than any other which they could make. 

He was in favor of printing the largest number 
proposed. He should vote for it cheerfully, know- 
ing that the vote would meet the approbation of 
all his constituents of all parties. They desired 
this document to be printed and extensively circu- 
lated among them. 

Mr. RHETT was understood to say, that the 
sentiments advanced by the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Smiru] were certainly very much akin to 
the proposition before the House. Fle referred to 
the position taken by Mr. Toomss. He (Mr. R.) 
considered that the whole of their legislation over 
manufactures, as well as over agriculture, was a 
usurpation of power; and he thought the usurp- 
ation in the one case was just as clear as in the 
other. What were the powers of Congress over 
these subjects, but the one power, to regulate com- 
merce? If this document had brought information 
here, strictly within the limits of the constitutional 
power of Congress over commerce, he would be 
willing to print it. What did his friends, who repre- - 
sented manufacturing communities, say? Because 
Congress could regulate commerce, and lay duties 
for that purpose, that they could lay duties incon- 
sistent with that purpose—lay duties to keep com- 
merce out. Because they could lay duties for rev- 
enue, they could lay duties to destroy revenue by 
prohibitions. That was the kind of reasoning by 
which they got this power. | 

But gentlemen on the other side went one step 
farther, and said they had not only the right to 
regulate manufactures, but to regulate agriculture, 
although that power was distinctly proposed in the 
Convention which framed the Constitution, and 
negatived. Yet the gentleman from Indiana said 
they had as much power over agriculture as they 
had over commerce and manufactures. He admit- - 
ted that they had the power over what strictly be- 
longed to commerce; he denied that they had the 
other powers. See how this course of usurpation 
proceeded. What was the document which was 
proposed to be printed? It was a report on patents. 
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Patents were ingenious devices, by which the pro- 
cesses of industry and art were facilitated; and, un- 
der the head of * patents,” they came forward and 
took the whole subject of agriculture under their 
jurisdiction, and printed Jarge numbers of a docu- 
ment, not for the information of Congress, but to 
inform the people upon agriculture. The whole 
matter was in conformity with the course of usurp- 
ation by this House. 

Mr. TOOMBS (Mr. R. yielding at his request) 
explained his position. He did not hold that Con- 
gress had direct power any more over the subject 
of manufactures than of agriculture; but, that it 
had equal power, so far as the regulation of com- 
merce was concerned, over both. But this docu- 
mentdid not in any wise tend toenlighten Congress 
in its legislation over the subject of agriculture, to 
the extent to which it had the right to legislate 
upon that subject. They could lay duties upon 
agricultural products as well as they could upon 
manufactures. The power to regulate commerce, 
then, gave this incidental power over manufactures, 
and over agriculture. But he agreed with the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, that they had no fur- 
ther power over either. 

Mr. RHETT (resuming) said he was very glad, 
indeed, t6 hear the explanation of the gentleman 
from Georgia. He agreed with the gentleman that 
this document was beyond the bounds which the 
gentleman had laid down, because it did not in- 
form Congress in matters of legislation. What 
was the principle that had hitherto been adopted ? 
They had subscribed for Elliot’s Debates, and for 
the Congressional Globe, the contract for which 
was equivalent to an inheritance of $10,000 a year 
to Blair & Rives to all eternity. He presumed 
they would not sell it for much less than that 
amount. He supposed it would still be carried on 
a their successors on the Avenue when they died. 

hey had had other books printed, but all of them 
on the principle of enlightening themselves upon 
subjects of legislation. They had proceeded on 
the basis that they had not the means of informing 
themselves of their duties; that they were entirely 
too poor to get the books from other sources, but 
that they must be handed to them by the Clerk 
from the table. But now they were going one step 
beyond informing themselves, and had got to in- 
form all the people, and that upon a subject over 
which jurisdiction was proposed to be given in the 
Convention, and the proposition was voted down. 
No doubt every farmer considered this document 
valuable; there was no doubt about its popularity; 
and he believed the foundation of this measure was 
popularity; that it was to dispense favors to the 
people. Afterall, when it was analyzed, it amount- 
ed to this: Congressional patronage for the benefit 
of members of Congress, by this usurpation of 
power, this plunder of the A e utterly 
detested and scorned all these expedients. He had 
never voted for one, and he never would, so long 
as he had that sense of propriety and that dignity 
which it became a member of Congress to pre- 
serve. If they were to vote these things—if it was 
the purpose of Congress to give to members the 
means of pleasing the people by the donation of 
information, let them, not confine themselves to 
this document; let them subscribe for works upon 
agricultural chemistry—let them go to philoso- 
phers, those who analyzed the great principles of 
agriculture, and give their works to the people. 
He thought the whole proceeding was utterly un- 
worthy, utterly wrong. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, remarked, that 
although he might be considered as wanting in 
those high and gentlemanly principles which the 
gentleman from South Carolina had said became 
a member of Congress, he could not but'say, that 
for one, he was in favor of printing this report, be- 
cause he knew it was demanded by the great agri- 
cultural interests of the country. That was his 
motive for advocating and voting in favor of print- 
ing this report, and not because he wanted to make 

olitical capital out of itat home or elsewhere. 

e should be glad to have this document to dis- 
seminate among his people; not that they wanted 
information on the subject of agriculture; not that 
they wanted general intelligence so much as the 
people of some other portions of this country, ac- 
cording to the best of his judgment and belief. 
They should disseminate knowledge among the 
people, in order that they might send to this House 
men competent to legislate upon subjects in which 
their general welfare was concerned. Let them 
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send the Congressional Globe, if they pleased; let 
them send the Comic Almanac, referred to by one 
gentleman, if they thought it would go to benefit 
their constituents; let them send anything that 
would enlighten them, that would give them infor- 
mation. it was information upon this great sub- 
ject of agriculture that he was in favor of dissem- 
inating to the people of all sections of the country, 
north, south, east, and west, and it wag with this 
object in view that he should vote for the printing of 
thisdocument. Thirty-five or forty thousand dol- 
lars was a petty sum to appropriate to a purpose so 
valuable to the people of the whole country. They 
spent immense sums in printing documents inter- 
esting to a very small portion of the people. They 
had ordered the printing of a commercial document 
here the other day at an expense of half the sum 
which this document would cost; yet it would not 
interest a more than one hundredth part of 
the people in any measure compared with the in- 
terest which was felt upon the subject of agricul- 
ture throughout the whole country. But a few 
years ago they had published one single document 
which cost twice as much as this Patent Office doc- 
ument would cost, just for the purpose of letting 
a very few individuals know the route which our 
troops pursued as they went to the western por- 
tion of this country. He alluded to Lieutenant 
Colonel Frémont’s report, which was published in 
SO expensive a manner that it could be read by 
but a very few persons, so small was the number 
of copies. 

Now, might they not legislate upon the subject 
of agriculture, because the Constitution did not in 
express terms provide for it? He did not know 
what the Constitution meant in that common 
phrase ‘* general welfare,’ which had been used 
so often and was so much hackneyed that people 
were disposed to smile at it, if it did not convey 
to Congress a power over agriculture. He did 
not know what possible interest could be promo- 
ted which would tend more to the general welfare 
i of the country than the interest of agriculture. 
| He was in favor of printing the largest number, 

because he knew the whole people of this great 
country were far more interested in this document 
than they were in any other which they could 
send out to them. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, demanded the pre- 
vious question, which was seconded, and the main 
question orderéd: being first on the amendment 
to reduce the number of copies from 90,000 to 
40,000. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered; 
and being taken, resulted: Yeas 52, nays 99. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 
report of the committee, it was taken by yeas and 
nays, and decided in the affirmative: Yeas 117, 
nays 35. 

So that, of the report of the Commissioner of 
Patents, there are ordered to be printed, in addition 
to the usual number, 90,000 copies without the list 
of patents granted and expired, the claims, and the 
opinions of the Chief Justice, and 10,000 copies of 
the report entire, including all its parts. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


On motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecti- 
cut, the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the private calendar, (Mr. GEORGE 
S. Houston, of Alabama, in the chair.) 

The question pending when the House were last 
in committee, was the motion that ‘the bill to 
extend to John J. Adam a patent for flattening 
cylinder window glass”’ be laid aside to be report- 
ed to the House, with the recommendation that it 
do not pass. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 


The bill for the relief of Captain Henry M. 
Shreve was next taken up, and debated by Mr. 


BOWLIN in opposition, and Mr. GREEN in. 


favor of the claim. 

Mr. VENABLE then obtained the floor; but 
before commencing his remarks— 

A motion was made that the committee rise. 

The question was put, and there were—ayes 55, 
noes 25. $ 

A quorum not voting— 

The CHAIRMAN ordered the Clerk to call the 
roli of the members under the 126th rule of the 
House, which requires the Chairman to have the 
roll called when the committee finds itself without 


a quorum, and report the names of the absentees 
to the House, to be entered upon the Journal. 

The committee rose, and the Chairman reported 
the bill to extend to John J. Adam a patent for 
flattening cylinder window glass, to the House, 
with the recommendation that it do not pass. 

Also, that on a motion that the committee rise, 
finding itself without a quorum, the roll was called. 

Mr. McKAY said it would be remembered that 
a bill to regulate the appointment of clerks and for 
other purposes, reported by him, had been made 
the special order for a previous day, but he had 
not at that time called it up, as the loan bill was 
then pending. It was considered an important 
bill, and he now desired it should be made the 
special order for ‘Tuesday next. | 

The SPEAKER said the motion could only be 
entertained by unanimous consent. 

Objections were made— 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripvay, March 17, 1848. 


On motion by Mr. Mangum, it was. . 

Ordered, That the memorial of John Hogan, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. ` 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
from the House of Representatives for the relief 
of Sarah Stokes, widow of John Stokes, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. M ASON, from the Committee of Claims, to 
whom was referred the petition of Charles M. Gib- 
son, submjtted a report, accompanied by a bill for 
his relief; which was read, and passed to the second 
reading, and the report ee to be printed. 


Mr. BADGER gave notice that on to-morrow, 
orat an early day, he would ask leave of the Sen- 
ate to introduce a bill in relation to the true intent 
and meaning of the acts authorizing the exercise 
of the franking privilege. 

_The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. CLARKE: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to transmit to the Senate a copy of “a despatch to 
the United States consul at Monterey, T. O. Larkin, E-q.,”? 
forwarded in November, 1845, by Captain Gillespie, of the 
marine corp:, and which was, by him, destroyed before en- 
tering the port of Vera Cruz. 

The resolution having been amended by the ad- 
dition of the words * if a communication of the 
same be not, in his opinion, incompatible with the 
public interests,” was agreed to. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the followin 
resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. Nixes, an 
it was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be tequested to communicate 
to the Senate copies of the correspondence between the 
minister of the United States at London, and any authorities 
of the British Government, in relation to a postal arrange- 
ment between the two countries. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the motion 
submitted by Mr. Westcott, on the 3d instant, 
and it was agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That one thousand additional copies of the re- 
ports of Lieutenant Emory and Colonel Cooke, and the 
accompanying map and illustrations, heretofore ordered to 
be printed by the Senate, be furnished for the use of the 
Senate. 

The bill supplementary to an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the transportation of the mail 
between the United States and foreign countries, 
and for other purposes,” was read the second time 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole; 
and, pe 

On motion by Mr. NILES, it was 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof be post- 
poned to, and made the order of the day for, Monday, the 
öd day of April next. 

A bill from the House of Representatives, re- 
quiring all moneys receivable from customs and 
from all other sources, to be paid immediately into 
the treasury without abatement or deduction, and 
for other purposes, was read the first and_second 
times, by unanimous consent, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. | 

On motion by Mr. CASS, the prior orders were 

postponed, and the Senate resumed the considera- 

tion of the bill, on its third reading, to raise, fora 
limited time, an additional military force. 

Mr. BERRIEN addressed the Senate In oppo- 

sition to the bill. He said he would have gladly 
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been spared from the task of addressing the Senate 
at this late period of the debate, and he might have 
done so, had the Senate consented to raise the veil 
which conceals its Executive action. He might 
have .remained silent, and satisfied himself with 
rivately communing with his constituents. But 
he was impelled to break silence, in order that 
the two voices of Georgia might be heard on the 
question. , 
The object of the bill is to urge the Mexican 
Government to ratify tbe treaty. No one doubts 
that this is the object. Mexico, left to her own 
free will, would not have consented to this treaty, 
and we are to compel her to surrender a large por- 
tion of her territory for a stipulatėd price, which we 
force her to accept. Whether we have a right to 
do this—whether, as a Christian nation, we ought 
to do so—and whether the result of such a step is 
not likely to prove injurious to our own interests,— 
these are questions which will be asked by the 


historian of our country when the excitement of 


the hour shall have passed away. 

As to the military character of the bill, he would 
say nothing: this had no doubt been deliberated 
on by the committee, to whose judgment he paid 
all deference; but there were graver considerations 
which compelled him now to raise his voice in 
opposition to the bill. 


e defined patriotism as the concentration of 


the energies of the people for the interests of the 
whole. And the glory of the country consists in 
the unquestionable rectitude of its proceedings, and 
the valor with which they are cgrried out. We 


are now, for the first time, conquerors in a war of 


ageression; our bleeding foe lies prostrate beneath 
our sword, and humanity shudders at the desola- 
tion which we have spread through an adjoining 
Republic. 

` He alluded to the course taken by individuals 
and a portion of the press, in commenting on the 
expected progress of the American people, in 
which the wildest and most impracticable theories 
had been started; and he believed that those who 

“expressed such sentiments, were perfectly honest 
in their belief of the practicability of wħat they 
uttered. 

‘Our national reputation he had believed to have 
been sufficiently established by the war of the 
Revolution and the war which existed from 1812 
to 1816. He did not imagine that it was left to be 
established by a war with so weak a Power as 
Mexico. 

On the subject of our right to acquire territory, 
the Senator Kom Virginia [Mr. Hunter] and the 
Senator from New York (Mr. Dix] had given their 
Opinions that this question was no longer open to 

‘discussion. In the school of ethics in which he 
was educated, he had been taught to believe that 
the right to do a thing should be made clear before 
the expediency of doing it was determined on; and, 
to him, the right in this case was by no means made 
clear. On that question we are now thrown back. 
By what right do we take this territory of California 
and New Mexico? Is it by the right of conquest? 
Does this authorize an abandonment of the princi- 

les of honor and humanity to the grasp of power? 

f so, the right is complete, and Mexico remains 
entirely at our mercy. 

Mr. FOOTE called the Senator to order, as touch- 
ing on points which could not be alluded to in de- 

ate. 

. Mr. BERRIEN said he had no reference to any- 
thing which had passed in secret session. e 
alluded to the language of the President, as the 

Senator would have seen had he attended closely 
to his remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT having decided that 
the remarks were perfectly in order— 

Mr. BERRIEN resumed, protesting that we 
were pursuing a course in reference to this acqui- 
sition of territory which the Constitution did not 
justify. The extent of the high and holy princi- 
ples for which that instrument gave the power to 
raise armies were distinctly stated, and had no 
reference to aggressive war, or the right to seize 
foreign territory., It surely cannot be pretended 
that the object sought to be accomplished was the 
indemnity of those of our citizens who have suffer- 
ed wrongs from Mexico! Conquest gives power, 
but confers no right. It gives power to do what 
you will with a prostrate foe, subject to the judg- 
ment’ of Heaven as to the manner in-which such 

.power is exerted. In this case, he felt exceedingly 
anxious that in our demands on Mexico we should 
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not pass beyond the line of right, that we should 
require nqthing beyond a just indemnity. 

hat we had placed ourselves in hostile attitude 
to Mexico by our annexation of Texas, he pre- 
sumed no one could doubt. For some time before 
the resolution to annex Texas passed, there had 
been no active hostilities between her and Mexico. 
Before the annexation, the President had deter- 
mined, at whatever cost, to extend the boundaries 
of Texas to the Rio Grande—peaceably if he 
could, forcibly if he must. He pointed out the 
evidence of this fact in the correspondence of the 
Government with General Taylor, who resisted 
every effort to push forward to the Rio Grande, 
until he received the final order to advance. The 
conduct of General Taylor, in this instance, was 
truly patyiotic, as it was eminently wise. He came 
to the conclusion, from an examination of the 
facts, that there was nothing in the circumstances 
connected with the beginning of the war to justify 
us in asking as indemnity the territory now de- 
manded. But supposing that Mexico had come 
into territory which belonged to the United States, 
having committed this act of aggression, has she 
not been sufficiently chastised for the act by the 
victories of Palo Alto and Resaca de la Palma? 
Have we not in these battles and those which pre- 
ceded, sufficiently elevated and fixed the reputation 
of our country? Mexico must have learned that 
hereafter she must not meet our troops in collision; 
and when this lesson was first given her, had we 
then terminated the war, the glory and security 
acquired by the act would have far exceeded any 
which we have since obtained, or which we can 
ever acquire in a war of conquest. After the ar- 
mistice at Monterey, Mexico would have readil 
listenéd to a proposition to conclude the war on suc 
terms as we might have been disposed to offer. 

For what purpose was the war prosecuted after 
this armistice? It was said that it was to conquer 
peace. He could attach no definite meuning to the 
phrase; but the amount of treasure and of blood 
which has sinte been wasted, has yet to be cal- 
culated. With reference to the aggressions com- 
mitted by Mexico on our citizens, we had made 
a treaty, which stood in the place of any preéxist- 
ing claim to indemnity; our claim was merged in 
that treaty, and we could not set up any demand 
for indemnity independent of that treaty. He 
made some sarcastic observations on the justice 
and humanity which were attributed to our policy 
by some of the Senators who had advocated this 


| bill. 


As ta the idea of manifest destiny, which many 
had connected with this war, he inquired, if the 
adoption of the phrase was not an innovation on 
the omnipotence of God, and whether poor worms 
of earth could pretend to understand and explain 
the purposes of Deity. 

e referred to the language in which the Presi- 
dent, in his message relative to the annexation of 
Texas, designated the political institutions of Mex- 
ico as similar to our own. Yet we now require of 
Mexico to cede the soil and government of two of 
her separate, sovereign and independent States; and 
this, he contended, we had no right to require. If 
the case of Mexico and the United States was re- 
versed, and Mexico had been in the midst of our 
capital, made a demand for the cession of two of 
our States, should we not have rejected the propo- 
sition with scorn, and declared our determination 
to sustain the integrity of our Union, or to die in 
its defence? 

In reference to the value of California itself, he 
looked at the opposite estimates which had been 
circulated. If it was unfit for cultivation, we ought 
not to take it as a gift. If it was capable of culti- 
vation, and unfit for slave Jabor, the South would 
attach little value to it. If it was capable of cultiva- 
tion, and fit for slave labor, then would arise that 
dangerous question, to which every other question 
is as nothing in point of importance—a question in 
which the North and the South have taken their 
honest and unalterable stand. If he saw nothing 
else in it but the dread that this question might be 
introduced, he would reject all the broad lands of 
Mexico, rather than encounter it. He prayed that 
the time may be far distant when sectional feelings 
shall sunder our Union. He devoutly hoped that 
our country would prosper in its happy Union, 
casting its beneficence around it, carrying on the 
high purposes for which it was founded, and that 
nothing would occur to disturb its harmony, or to 
affect its durability. , 


Mr. WEBSTER. Although laboring under 
deep depression, I still feel it my duty, at as early 
a moment as I may be able, to address the Senate 
upon the state of the country, and on the further 
prosecution of the war. I have listened, sir, silent- 
ly but attentively to the discussion which has taken 
place upon this bill, and upon otherconnected sub- 
jects in this Senate; and it is not my purpose to 
enter into the historical narrative, or the historical 
argument which has accompanied its discussion on 
the one side or on the other. New events have 
arisen, bringing new questions; and since the re- 
sumption of the discussion upon this measure, two 
or three days ago, these events have heen alluded 
to, first by the honorable Senator who conducts 
this bill through the Senate, and again by the hon- 
orable Senator before me from Carolina. By both 
these honorable members these events have been 
declared to be well known to all the world, and b 
one of them [Mr. Cass] it was remarked that there 
need be no affectation of mystery. Since these 
statements were made I have heard the gentleman 
from South Carolina express his views on the 
question. Ihave heard him on various and mo- 
mentous subjects, on many interesting occasions, 
and I desire to say, sir, that I never heard him 
with more unqualified concurrence in every word 
he uttered. The topics which he discussed were 
oo it appears to me, in their just light, and 
1e sustained his own views in regard to them with 
that clearness and power of argument which 
always characterize his efforts in debate. I thank 
him. [thank him especially for the manly stand 
he took upon one point, which has not been so 
much discussed here as others—I mean the plain, 
absolute unconstitutionality and illegality of the 
Executive Government in attempting to enact laws 
by Executive authority in conquered territories out 
of the United States. Sir, whether the power ex- | 
ists in the President or not, may be inferred by an- 
swering another question, Does he wear a crown? 
That’s the only question. If he wears a crown— 
if he is the king of the country— if we are his sub- 
jects, and they who are conquered by the arms of 
the country become his subjects also, and owe him 
allegiance—why, then, according to well-established 
principles, until the interference of the Legislature, 
but no longer, even then, he may conquer—he may 
govern—he may impose laws—he may lay taxes— 
he may assess duties. The Kigg of England has 
done it, in the various cases of conquest, from the 
conquest of Wales and Ireland down to the con- 
quest of the West India Islands, in the war of °56, 
and in the wars growing out of the French Revo- 
lution. The King of England has done it; done 
it by royal prerogative; done it in the government 
of his own subjects, existing in or inhabiting ter- 
ritories not under the protection of English law, 
but governed by him until Parliament puts them 
under the protection of English law. Now, sir, 
there was laid before us, at the commencement of 
the session, a system of legislation for Mexico as 
for a conquered country. Let us not confound 
ideas that are in themselves separable and neces- 
sarily distinct. This is not the question, whether 
he who is in an enemy’s country at the head of an 
army, may not supply his daily wants; whether 
he may not seize the granaries and the herds—if 
he choose so to conduct the war—of the enemy in 
whose country he is: that is one thing; but the 
question is here, whether sitting in the Presidential 
house, by an act of mere authority, when the coun- 
try is conquered and subdued, the President of the 
United States may by, and of, and through, his 
own power establish in Mexico a system of civil 
law. 

We have read, sir, and some of us have not for- 
gotten it, in all books of authority treating of the 
law of nations, that when a country is conquered 
or ceded, its existing laws are not changed tll the 
competent authority of the conquering, Power 
changes them. That I hold to be ‘the universal 
doctrine of public law. Well, here is a system of 
levying. taxes, repealing old laws, and makin 
new ones—a system behind that, of which I rea 
with pain and mortification; for I find, in this com- 
munication of the Secretary, sanctioned by the 
President, that our brave troops (as they are always 
called, ten times in every page) were directed to lay 
hold on all the little municipal treasures—all the 
little collections for social purposes that carried on. 
the interior, the municipal, what we should call 
the parish concerns of Mexico! They were direct- 
ed to seize them all! The War Department issued 
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orders to chase the Government of Mexico like a 
partridge on the mountain, from city to city—to 
give it no rest for the sole of its foot—to extermi- 
nate it; and another order issued from the Treas- 
ury Department at the same time directed this 
seizure of all these small and petty sums of public 
money. Iam obliged, therefore, to the gentleman 
from South Carolina for having brought this sub- 
jeet to the attention of the Senate. 

I am happy in having an opportunyy of expres- 
sing my repugnance to all the doctrine and all the 

ractice. here will it lead to? What does the 

resident do with this money? Why, he supports 
the army! But this mone 
any appropriation of law. The Constitution of the 
United States says that the Executive power shall 
have no appropriations for military purposes for 
more than two years. But here there is a stand- 
ing appropriation put at the disposition and discre- 
tion of the President of the United States of all the 
money he can collect by this system of personal 
Executive legislation over seven millions of people, 
and that under the Constitution of the United 
States! If the statement of this case does not at- 
tract the attention of the community—in short, if 
the question is not argued before an American 
Senate when it is stated, it is beyond my power to 
illustrate it by any further argument. 

Sir, while I rejoice that the honorable member 
from South Carolina has done so important a ser- 
vice, as to put this question in a proper and clear 
light before the community and the Senate;‘and, 
while I agree, as I have said, in all that he has 
uttered on the topics which he has treated; that 
topic which was upon my mind and my conscience 
more than all the rest, was a topic which he did 
not treat, and in regard to which I fear I may not 
expect—would to God that I could expect !—his 
concurrence, and the strength of his arm: [ mean 
the object, plain and manifest, original in the in- 
ception of this war, not always avowed, but always, 
however, the real object: the creation of new States 
on the southern border of the United States, to be 
formed out of the territory of Mexico, and the peo- 
ple inhabiting the territory of Mexico. If, after a 
service of thirty years in these councils, he could 
have taken a Jead—if his convictions of duty, I mean 
to say, could have allowed him to take a lead and 
make a stand for the integrity of the United States, 
even with these large recent accessions, which I 
am willing to consider as brotherly accessions, 
that I have no disposition to reject, discourage, or 
discountenance, in the existing circumstances of the 
case—if, I say, sir, that, at the end of our common 
service, now for thirty years, the honorable mem- 
ber could have seen his line of duty to lie in such 
a direction that he could have taken a stand for the 
integrity of the United States—these United States, 
into whose service he and I entered in early life, 
with warm and equally warm patriotic affections— 
the love of a known country, a defined country, an 
American country,—if he had found it consistent 
with his duty to have taken such a stand, and I 
had FS in supporting him in it, I should feel 
that I had perished in a service eminently connected 
with the prosperity and true honor of the coun- 


Mr. President, I am obliged to my friend from 
eorgia for having taken that view of some topics 
in this case, with his usual clearness and ability, 
which will relieve me from the necessity of discus- 
sing those subjects which he has taken up. I feel, 
sir, the great embarrassment which surrounds me, 
brought about by those events which have taken 
lace and been adverted to in the Senate. It has 
een stated by the gentleman to whom I alluded, 
{Mr. Cass,] that the whole world knows that a 
treaty has come hither from Mexico—that it has 
been acted upon here, and is sent back—that a 
member of this body, occupying an eminent posi- 
tion in its deliberations and conduct, has been sent 
out as a minister with full powers to make expla- 
nations—of course not explanations of what was 
done in Mexico, but explanations of what has been 
done here. There has been, such a paper here—I 
allude to none of its particulars, although follow- 
ing the example ef the honorable member from 
Michigan, who says that all the world knows there 
is a treaty, I might say, all the world knows, too, 
exactly what the treaty is, for the details are as 
well known as the principal fact. I feel, sir, as I 
said, a new embarrassment. On the events that 
have occurred here within three weeks, political 
friends to some extent differ, and that goes nearer 
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to my heart than any dart that political adversaries 
could direct. 

The war is odious. Generally speaking, taking 
the whole couniry together, the war is odious in a 
high degree. The country is distressed. A treaty 
has been offered. It has been here, and it has been 
sent back. Now, I feel, sir, that there has been 
manifested throughout the country a very strong 
desire, for the sake of peace, that this treaty, or any 
treaty, should be ratified. The business of the 
country is disorganized and distressed. Men know 
not what to calculate upon. The occupations of 
life are embarrassed. The finances of individuals, | 
as well as of the country, are much deranged—the 
circumstances of sadividuala placing them in great 
exigency and necessity of immediate relief; and | 
there has come up a strong expression in favor of 
any treaty on any terms, if it will bring peace. 
Now, sir, I am not for any treaty on any terms, 
though it bring peace. In my judgment, with en- 
tire diffidence therein, and entire deference to the | 
better judgment of others, I think that this indis- | 
criminate demand of peace, in any circumstances 
and on any terms, is either an effusion of ecstatic | 
delight at the prospect of getting rid of an abomi- | 
nated war, or else it is the result of a feeling for | 
which I have not so much respect—that we are to 
take this, whatever it may be; or I will rather say, 
that we are to take whatever may be offered, lest 
our masters should give us harder terms. It is 
either the effusion of joy at the prospect of putting | 
an end to the war, or else that men’s resolution | 
cools. 

I believe, sir, that the press on all sides, with | 
very few exceptions—perhaps uniting for once— ; 
have for the last three weeks pressed the Senate, | 
by their daily counsels and advice, to take the 
treaty whatever it may be. All these considera- 
tions, which seem to me to spring from the first 
impulse, and not from the sober second thought of | 
the people, appear to be designed—I will not say 
designed, but calculated, as they have been calcu- 
lated—to press forward the councils of the Senate; 
and to induce these councils to take any bit of 
parchment, or any bit of paper which could be 
called or concluded to be a treaty—to clench it, 
and confirm it, with our eyes blindfolded. No, 
sir—with our eyes dead, sightless as the eyes of a 
marble statue, to all the future. 

On these subjects, sir, to the extent to which it 
may be proper for me to discuss them, I wish to | 
declare my sentiments once for all; not going back | 
to the origin of the war—not reéxamining orders | 
of the Executive—not pausing te consider, as my : 
honorable friend from Georgia has done, the vari- 
ous stages in the progress of the campaigns, in 
which it might seem to have been, and I think he 
has proved that it was, the duty of the Executive 
to consider the propriety of arresting the war,— | 
without attempting any of this sort of discursive | 
dissertation upon the case, I nevertheless destre to | 
express my opinions upon the state of the country, 
upon the further prosecution of the war, and upon 
that most important, and, if not vital, most inter- 
esting question, the revenue, and the ability of the 
country, in the present existing legislation of Con- 
gress, to supply the public demands. An under- 
standing, however, was entered into yesterday, to 
which I was a party, that the question upon the final 
passage of this bill should be taken to-day. I do | 
not propose to depart from that understanding. If | 
I had strength, which I have not, and health, which 
I have not, there is not time, without pushing the | 
Senate into a very late session, to say what I wish | 
to say. I will, therefore, with the permission of | 
the Senate—and I hope not without the concur- : 
rence of the honorable member who is at the head ' 
of the Finance Committee, postpone what I have | 
further to say upon this subject, until the early part | 
of next week, when I understand the loan bill ' 
will be before the Senate. This measure is to raise | 
men; that measure is to pay them. The object, | 
therefore, of both is one—the further prosecution | 
of the war with Mexico. What I have to say, | 
then, may as well be said appropriately on one bill ! 
as the other, and therefore i shall not now detain | 
the Senate; but if an opportunity should be offeted | 
upon the earliest introduction of the loan bill, I 
shall claim the privilege of expressing myself on | 
the several points which I have now mentioned to 
the Senate. | 

Mr. CASS. -Mr. President, before I proceed to 
the more serious part of my undertaking, I beg to 
make a few remarks somewhat personal to myself. 
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And I am induced to do so in consequence of an 
allusion made the other day by my honorable friend 
from Delaware, (for I am sure he will permit me to 
call him such,) and which, I frankly confess, I did 
not take in very good part. The Senator said I 
was, or had constituted myself, the champion of the 
Administration, and that I had blown a trumpet 
and uttered a note of defiance—that I had thrown 
down a glove, which he, in the spirit, | presume of 
chivalry, had taken up. Now, sir, all this is in- 
correct. I gave no challenge; I assumed no cham- 
pionship; J uttered no note of defiance. The very 
thing, which the Senator from Delaware supposes 
I did. was the very thing I feel I could not have 
had the folly todo. I said, on the introduction of 
the army bill, that in presenting it, I should not 
touch any of the disputed points which divide our 
two great political parties, but I thought, from 
appearances, which could not be misapprehended, 
that these would be introduced by others. I said 
further, that the discuss on of the great topics of 
the day, respecting the war, could not be avoided, 
though I had hoped they would be postponed till 
this necessary bill was passed; but that at an 
rate, however severe might be the attack, I trust 

it would be as earnestly met, and easily repelled. 
This is the substance of my remarks, sir, and I 
must say to the honorable Senator from Delaware, 
that he has not a little surprised me by Gece te 
from them the conclusion, that I had constitute 
myself the champion of the Administration, and 
that I had brought on a controversy by the very 


|| terms, with which I disclaimed any such intention. 


Why, sir, I knew all this would come, and so did 
every member of the Senate. I knew that the 
course of the Administration would be severely 
assailed on the other side of the Chamber, and my 
conviction was not the less certain, that it would be 

romptly met on this side and easily repelled. But 
Eiras I did not say, certainly I did not think, it 
would be repelled by me. I knew that task was 
committed to better hands than mine. I knew.there 
were faithful sentinels on this side of the Senate; 
able and experienced statesmen; prompt, powerful, 
and fearless debaters, who have passed much of 
their lives jn these legislative encounters, and who 
would defend with energy, and I believed with suc- 
cess, those measures, which met with the entire 
approbation of the great party, to which they be- 
long. lt is in no spirit of affected humility, that I 
feel I have no right to assume the duties of men 
like these. My life has not been passed in such 
scenes as this. The early and more active portion 
of it was spent amid the toils and privations and 
exposures of a new country, and not a little of it 
upon the very verge of civilization, and even be- 
yond it, where duties far different from those com- 
mitted to us here, called me and occupied me. A 
vote of the Senate has placed me, contrary to m 
own wishes, at the head of the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, and if, in the discharge of its duties, 
I can lend any aid towards what I consider the best 
interests of my country in the situation in which 
she is placed, I shall be satisfied, without making 
the vain attempt attributed to me by the Senator 
from Delaware. So much for my championship. 
It is not my glove, which the honorable Senator 
has picked up, but his own. : 

The distinguished Senator from South Carolina, 

[Mr. Catnoun,] in the discussion of yesterday, 
gave his opinions upon some important topics con- 
nected with this bill. The questions, presented by 
him are of the highest importance, and were urged 
with all that closeness and clearness which charac- 
terize his intellectual labors. I desire to express 
not only my dissent from his conclusions, but, as 
briefly as may be, the views that have struck me 
during the short period I have had to reflect upon 
the subject. At the very commencement, I feel a 
difficulty, which will be obvious to all that know— 
and who does not know ?—the process, at once com- 

ressed and logical, by which that Senator reaches 
his deductions; in consequence of being compelled 
to rely upon my memory, and not having been 
able to read his speech, which has been laid upon 
our table, since we took pur seats in this Chamber 
to-day. 

However I may have misapprehended him, du- 
ring the progress of his remarks, I did not misap- 
rehend him at their commencement. He 
y asserting, that there was not a single reason in 
favor of the passage of this bill. Certainly, sir, 
this assertion is far too broad. We may differ as 
to the weight of the arguments in support of this 
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measure, but to pronounce, almost ex cathedra, that 
that there is no argument at all, which would jus- 
tify its passage, seems to be rather a bad augury 
for fair investigation. 

The Senator says it will be mischievous here, 
because it will have a tendency to alarm the mone 
interest. Now, sir, I have no invidious compari- 
son to make among the various occupations of our 
community—the members of which, while labor- 
ing for themselves, are contributing also to the 
wealth of the country. It is not my habit. I would 
merely remark, that questions affecting the honor 
and interest of the country, in her communication 
with other nations, must be decided upon much 
higher considerations, than the effects they will 
produce upon the stock market, and upon the fluc- 
tuations, which give to its speculations the spirit, 
sometimes, of gambling, rather than of sober cal- 
culation. But, sir, I do not agree with the Senator 
in his anticipations. If,as Í understand him, a 
peace is necessary for the wholesome operation of 
the moneyed interests, any measures, having a tend- 
eficy to promote peace, would give confidence to 
those who control it. If, sir, an overwhelming 
ferce were immediately raised and despatched to 
Mexico, no man can doubt but that this war would 
be immediately terminated; and the more vigor- 
ous our preparations—the more fixed our determina- 
tion to prosecute it vigorousl y—the more convinced 
shall we be, and the Mexican people also, that 
peace will come, and come speedily. So far from 
viewing this subject as the Senator does, I con- 
sider every step we take towards vigorous prepar- 
ations, a step towards peace; and I believe it will 
strengthen, and not weaken, the confidence of the 
moneyed men, and aid, instead of injuring, the 
money market. If we go on with a series of timid, 
irresolute, and indecisive measures, we may pro- 
long this war till doomsday. If we strike one vig- 
orous stroke, we may terminate it without delay. 

The Senator says, also, that the passage of this 
bill will be mischievous in Mexico, because it will 
animate some of the parties, into which that un- 
happy country is divided, to increased exertions 
against us. If this be so, it presents to me a new 
chapter in human nature. hen our country 1s 
at war, or apparently approaching it, to put on an 
armor and an attitude befitting the occasion, would 
be, according to this new principle of national 
intercommunication, impolitic, if not dangerous, as 
it would excite the enemy to more vigorous action. 
Mr. President, it is not thus, I have read history, 
and it is not thus that public disputes are brought 
to satisfactory termination. If in peace to prepare 
for war, is a wise sentiment—now become an ax- 
iom—certainly when ho&tilities have actually com- 
menced, and two Powers are contending for the 
mastery, if one relaxes it preparations for fear of 
‘animating the exertions of the other, it is not diffi- 
cult to foresee to what dishonor such a course— 
whether originating in pusillahimity or false mag- 
nanimity—must necessarily lead. 

But, sir, are there no reasons why this bill should 
now pass? ‘There are, sir, and very strong ones 
too—so decisive, indeed, that even the powerful 
intellect of the Senator from South Carolina has not 
been able to satisfy me, that there is one substan- 
tial objection to the measure. 

We are at war with Mexico. The papers, 
indeed, of to-day, tell us that an armistice fur two 


months has been concluded. ‘That is liable to be. 


broken, and hostilities resumed, from one day to 
another, as accident or design on the part of the 
enemy may dictate. And a proof of their bad faith, 
in a similar arrangement at the city of Mexico, 
should warn us, that little reliance can be placed 
upon these fey Hoan and, indeed, the very de- 
spatch, which brought us information of the armis- 
tice, brought us also information, that it had been 
broken. And happen what may, in the mean time, 
this armistice, at the end of the term, must give 
way to hostilities, unless prolonged by mutual con- 
sent, or terminated by a peace. And certainly it 
will not be prolonged by us, unless a peace is to 
take its place. 

Now, sir, what does a wise precaution require? 
It requires us to strengthen our forces in Mexico, 
and to make the most vigorous preparation to 
prosecute: the war with renewed exertion, should 
our efforts to procure a peace prove fruitless. 

You know, Mr. President, and the Senate knows, 
and the country knows, that a paper has arrived 
here, and gone back to Mexico, with the imprima- 
tur of this body upon it, modified, indeed, but still 
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fixing terms, which. will lead to peace if accepted 
by the Mexican Government. Now, sir, it may 
be accepted there, or rejected, no man can tell 
which. The Government is unstable, the people 
intractable and turbulent, and the country split into 
factions, warring against one another, and each con- 
tending for supremacy. In such a state of things, 
what is our duty? It is, as I have already said, 
to be prepared for contingencies, and to recom- 
mence our military operations with the utmost 
vigor, as soon as the war recommences, if that 
event should happen. 

But, in the second place, the very preparation 
we make may be the reason for rendering its em- 
ployment unnecessary. If the Government and 
people of Mexico see, by the measures which we 
have taken here, that there is an absolute deter- 
mination to overrun and overcome their country, 
that would furnish a strong motive for their acqui- 
escence in the terms of peace. As our relaxation 
would encourage them to resist, so, renewed exer- 
tions on our part would show them the futility of 
resistance, and leave them no hope, but in doing us 
justice. So much for the reasons in favor of the 
passage of this bill. The force it contemplates to 
raise may not be wanted. In that event, it will 
not be organized, and no injury will be done. It 
may be wanted, and in that event, it will be ready 
for such contingencies, as may happen. 

The Senator from South Carolina says, that 
when the President, in his annual message, asked 
for this force, he did so in order to be able to pros- 
ecute the war more vigorously, and that to vote fer 
this bill is te give a pledge, that this should be done. 
This may be so, sir; but whether so or not, Í am 
ready to give any necessary pledge upon the sub- 
ject. The Senator is not in favor of a vigorous 
prosecution of the war, even should we fail in our 
efforts to obtain a peace. What are his views upon 
this subject, sir? He says, that at the commence- 
ment of the session, the opinion was spreading 
everywhere, that the whole of Mexico should be 
annexed to the United States; but that since that 
time, achange has been going on—the result, I 
suppose, of our discussions—and that the acquisi- 
tion of the whole Mexican territory is no longer 
desired. For my part, sir, I see no change what- 
ever upon this subject. l believe the prevailing 
sentiment is now, just what it has been during the 
whole progress of these hostilities. ‘The Senator, 
in his remarks upon this subject some two or three 
months since, when asked for the proof, that the 
acquisition of all Mexico was desired by the Amer- 
ican people, referred to one or two demonstrations, 
that had taken place at one or two public meetings, 
but failed to produce the slightest evidence, as in- 
deed there was none, that the American people had 
determined upon this greatexperiment. The sen- 
timent prevailed then, and prevails yet, that we 
may be compelled to make it, by the obstinate in- 
justigg of the Mexicans, and that, if we cannot 
terminate the war in any other way, we must ter- 
minate it by taking possession of their country, 
and holding it subject to our power, and with some 
kind of a government, to provide for its internal 
security. 

Well, sir, this state of things may come, but I 
hope not. But it will not be prevented by speeches 
and resolutions in this body. It will be prevented 
by much higher events. For myself, my opinion 
has been unchanged, and I have several times 
expressed it In this Chamber. I think the anni- 
hilation of the Mexican Government and the an- 
nexation of the whole Mexican territory would be 
a serious injury to our Confederacy. I see great 
inconvenience in the measure, and many sound 
practical objections to it. But I repeat also my 
previous declaration, that I am not one of those 
who believe that even that step would be fatal to 
us. My confidence in the progress and duration 
of this Government is-unshaken and unshakable.. 
Its destiny, under God, is committed to the people, 
and no other earthly power can destroy it. However 
extensive may be the sphere of its operation, it has 
in it a spirit of vitality, growing out of the ver 
principle of its formation and objects—the will of 
all for the good of all—which will enable it to re- 
sist many of those shocks of time and accident, to 
which other governments have been exposed, and 
have fallen victims. If all this is a dream, sir, it 
is a very happy one, and a dream from which I 
have no wish to be awakened. 

I desire, sir, to allude to a remark made by an 
honorable Senator from Virginia, (Mr. Hunter.] 
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Some time since he addressed the Senate upon this 
subject in a speech, replete with able views and 


beautiful illustrations. It was one of those efforts 
which, while they do honor to the speaker, reflect 
honor upon all those who are associated with him 
in the discharge of the high functions, committed 
to us. While I thank him for the pleasure he gave 
me, I thank him also for his favorable notice of a 
little word I used upon that occasion. The dis- 
tinguished Senator from South Carolina had said, 
that the absorption of all Mexico would be fatal to 
us. While expressing the opinion I have just re- 
iterated, that the measure would be injurious, I 
repudiated the idea that it would be fatal; and said, 
that if we were to swallow all Mexico, it would not 
kill us. Well, sir, itis a good old fashioned phrase, 
but the Senator from Virginia seemed to think that 
it required some protection, and threw over it his 
critical ægis by saying it should hereafter become 
classical. I thank the honorable Senator for his 
kind interference; but I beg to assure him, that the 
phrase had some pretensions to be a standard one, 

„even before I used it, and he sanctioned it. It is 
at least as old, in our language, as the time of the 
translators of the Bible. How much more aged, I 
do not stop to inquire; but in the language, whence 
our Bible was translated, it is at least thirty’centu- 
ries older. ‘* Israel is swallowed up,” said one of 
her prophets when the throne of David was over- 
turned, and his kingdom annexed, aye, annexed, 
to the kingdom of Assyria. ‘< Israel is swallowed 
up.’ Now, sir, I may congratulate myself upon 
my position. Supported by the Bible and by the 
honorable Senator from Virginia, I may defy the 
shafts of criticism, invulnerable to the heel behind. 
such bucklers! . : 

The Senator from South Carolina, instead of a 
vigorous prosecution of the war, proposes to with- 
draw our Jroops from the other portions of the 
Mexican country, and to establish them upon a 
line, which shall be the boundary of the territory 
which we intend to hold. This proposition has, in 
substance, been twice before made by the honora- 
ble Senator; once at the last session of Congress, 
and once some weeks since at the present. He 
supported his views then and now with that force 
which marks his reasoning. But while he inter- 
ested, he did not convince me. There never was 
such a line, there never will be such a one. I say 
it with all defference, but with a perfect conviction 
of the truth, that such a line is impossible. That, 
which the Senator proposes, runs from the Rio 
Grande to the Passo del Norte, probably about 
eight hundred miles; and thence, with a deflection 
not necessary to notice, to the Pacific Ocean, which 
is a little less than an equal distance; making upon 
the whole route probably fifteen hundred miles. 
The force required to defend the line pf the Rio 
Grande the honorable Senator does not give; but - 
he thinks a small one would be sufficient. I have 
conversed with one of our ablest generals upon 
this subject, and he considers 20,000 men neces- 
sary to the defence of the Rio Grande frontier. 

From the Passo del Norte to the Gulf of Cali- 
fornia, the Senator from South Carolina thinks that 
one regiment and a few small vessels of war would 
be an adequate protection against Mexicans and 
Indians. What effect armed vessels can have in 
the defence of a line which stretches six hundred 
miles beyond them, as I do not comprehend, [ will 
not stop to inquire. Their guns would probably 
command the beach, off which they might anchor, 
if they anchored near enough. But I do not be- 
lieve, that a Mexican guerilla would place himself 
within their reach in order to crossa line open to 
him in all directions. As to the regiment, ifequally 
divided, its numbers fit for duty would probably 

| give one man to every mile of distance between 
the Passo and the Gulf, certainly not more. 

In his annual message, the President has pre- 
sented with great force the objections to this prop- 
osition. I shall not repeat them, for they must be. 
fresh in the recollection of the Senate. They seem 
to me to prove, beyond question, the impolicy of 
establishing such a line, and the impracticability of 
holding it. With no natural boundary, with no 
defensive stations, (for how many could a few 
' hundred men occupy and defend?) with a bound- 

less region on both sides; with the necessity of 
bringing. supplies through long, difficult, and ex- 
' posed routes; and with the ever-consuming dis- 
| orders of the climate—how could such a line be 
defended with such a force? Our troops must be. 
in detachments, or they can afford no protection; 
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while the enemy may be in masses, and bring their | 


whole force to operate upon a part of ours. If we 
are defeated, we are destroyed; for we have no 
reinforcements to order up, nor to fall back on. 
Our point of support might be one thousand miles 
off. If the enemy are defeated, they retire beyond 
an enchanted line, where danger cannot come. 

But after all, what. good would this do, even if 
the line could be defended? How would it bring 

eace? What possible motive would the Mex- 
icans have to make peace in such a state of things? 
They have it at all times, when they desire it; for 
the line is a Chinese wall, beyond which we may 
look indeed, but must not pass. For if we should 
pass it, we should that moment abandon our plan, 
confess its inefficiency, and commence a new sys- 
tem of operations to recover the ground from which 
we had retreated before entering upon this danger- 
ous experiment. We assume our line. We take 
a position behind it, covering the country we in- 
tend to hold. It isa sine qua non; and we will not 
treat with Mexico till she relinquishes all right to 
the region we claim. What, then, has she to gain 
by peace? No territory, for all we hold we keep; 
no honor, for that is compromised by the cession; 
Ao exemption from the evils and calamities of war, 
for she is just as secure behind the line, while the 
stalu que lasts, as she would be if a treaty were 
signed, sealed, ratified, and promulgated. If she 
choose to sit still, there is peace; if she choose to 
attack us, she attacks us, and, if successful, fol- 
lows up her advantages, till she strikes a decisive 
blow; but if unsuccessful, she retires behind her 
barrier, and awaits a better opportunity to renew 
her efforts. Such a state of things would be inter- 
minable, for anything! see. No Government could 
maintain it. No public sentiment could bear it. 
Mexico would have every motive to continue it, 
because the chances of the future might give her 
success, and restore her territory; whereas they 
could do her no injury, and in the mean time she 
would not put the seal to her own dishgnor. 

As to the defence of a line between coterminous 
countries, it rests upon very plain principles. If 
the countries are at war, one or the other, or both, 
will attempt to cross it. Neither will remain be- 
hind their line for the avowed purpose of defend- 
ing it, unless, indeed, one of them is so weak that 
offensive measures would be impracticable. Ifan 
pee is made, the party making it has neces- 
sarily some military operations in view, which, if 
successful, it pursues, but if unsuccessful, it aban- 
dons and returns. The defence of the line itself, 
in this state of things, becomes a secondary object, 
yielding to ulterior considerations, involved in the 
plans of operations. An invading torce, if repelled, 
must be followed, and if followed, must be pur- 
sued to its places of refuge or the battle-field, her 
the fate of arms must decide the contest. Any con- 
test hetween nations, involving other principles, 
would be irreconcilable with public sentiment, and 
incompatible with the plainest dictates of policy. 
No, Mr. President, let us go on in the old-fash- 
ioned way—lI will not say the good old-fashioned 
way, because the term-.would be inapplicable and 
improper; but I will say the approved old-fashion- 
ed way—and wage this war as our fathers waged 
war before us, and as our sons will probably wage 
it after us, if driven to this last appeal of nations. 
Let us discard these untried plans, and place our 
faith in experience, not in experiments. Let us 
push our operations, firmly as need be, but merci- 
fully as may be, till we have conquered enough of 
the country to overcome obstinate injustice, and 
thus to conquer a peace. 

But a principal object of the Senator from South 
Carolina seems to be, to place the Administration 
in the wrong in the measures it has directed to be 
taken, for levying contributions for the support 
and subsistence of our army in Mexico. To do 
this, he has commenced with what I consider a 
fundamental error, that when we enter an ene- 
my’s country in war, we take with us all the pow- 
ers of our own Constitution. If it is meant by 
this, that an invading army has a right to exercise 
all the powers fairly derivable from the Constitu- 
tion, and relating to a state of war, the proposition 
is true, but entirely useless for the purpose of the 
honorable Senator’s argument. Byt if it is meant 
that the guarantees of the Constitution accompany 
the army and operate upon the movements of our 
troops in a hostile country, nothing can be more 
erroneous in principle, or would be more injurious 


in practice. The slightest reflection will «satisfy | 
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any one, that the extension of our constitutional 
guarantees over countries occupied by our armies 
would be utterly subversive of all the rights of 
war. We could not march a step without finding 
impediments that could not be overcome. The 
provisions of the Constitution are : | 

«That Congress shall have power— 

« To declare war, grant letters of marque and ¢eprizals 
and make rules and regulations concerning captures on lan 
and water. 

«To raise and support armies. 

« To make rules for the government and regulation of the 
land and naval forces.” g 

The Constitution further provides that— 

& The President of the United States shall be commander- 
in-chief of the army and navy,” &c. 

These are all the provisions of the Constitution 
bearing upon the war-making power. 

In the whole history of our legislation there are 
but two provisions respecting the conduct of our 
forces in foreign countries, and these are coeval 
with the Government, having been first passed in 
1775, and again in 1806, and forming thus a perma- 
nent part of our military code. These two pro- 
visions are in articles fifty-one and fifty-five of the 
rules and articles of war. The former declares 
that— 


« No officer or soldier shall do violence to any person, who 
brings provisions or other necessaries to the camp, garrison, 
or quarters of the forces of the United States, employed in 
any parts nntof the said States, under pain of death, or such 
other punishment as a court-martial may direct.” 

The latter declares that— 


6S Whoever, belonging to the armies of the United States 
employed in foreign parts, shall force a safeguard, shall suf- 
fer. death.”? l 

Hereis our whole written legislation, constitu- 
tional or congressional, upon this subject. 

Now, sir, like other nations, we are liable to 
war; and when engaged in it, we are entitled to 
all the rights which that condition brings with it. 
Nor do I believe, that those rights are in the small- 
eSfah ttle diminished, because we choose that our 
Ciffef Magistrate should wear a hat and not a 
crown, to follow out an allusion made this evening 
by a distinguished Senator. Our army, in the 
prosecution of war, enters a hostile country. What 
may it do there? Originally, in the early ages of 
the world, the right of conquest included an unlim- 
ited right to seize and dispose of the persons and 
property of all the people subjugated by its arms— 
Hear the earliest Jewish historian : 

& And we took all his cities at that time, and utterly de- 
stroyed the imen and the women, and the little ones, of every 
city, we left none to remain.’ 

‘¢ Only the cattle we took for a prey unto ourselves, and 
despoiled the cities, which we took.” 
= In the progress of.time, however, better senti- 
ments prevailed,and humanity endeavored tocheck, 
if not the progress of conquering armies, at least the 
evils that followed in their train, by laying down 
rules for assuaging the calamities of War. These 
conventional rules, established by the general con- 
currence of civilized nations, now constitute that 
part of the law of nations applicable to this sub- 
ject. To be sure, they are liable to be violated, 
and when not violated, to be narrowed in their 
operations by controlling circumstances; but their 
general obligation no one of the present family of 
nations calls in question. — 

I repeat, what may our army do in a hostile coun- 
try? It may do anything proper to promote the 
objects it has in view, which is not prohibited b 
its own Government, or by the laws of nations. It 
goes forth to battle and to conquest. Its effort is 
to subdue the enemy by all the aggressive means 
it can exercise. To injure him, when, how, and 
where it can, subject only to the limitation I have 
laid down, in order to compel him to accept the 
terms of peace prescribed by its Government. 

But.in the practical exertion of these powers we 
are met, in limine, by a suggestion of the honora- 
ble Senator‘from South Carolina, (Mr. Catnoun,] 
that it is the conqueror to whom they belong, and 
that this conqueror is the sovereign, and the sov- 
ereign in the United States is the people, who alone 
can exercise these high attributes, or at any rate 
some of them. It may be remarked, however, that 
they do not belong to the conqueror, as such, but 
to the enemy; whether an invading army is ad- 
vancing or retreating, victorious or defeated, its 
rights are still the samé, and belong to it as long 
as the last band composing it remains in arms upon 
hostile territory. But let that pass. The Senator 
also says, that the people in this country are the 
sovereign. I shall take no issue with him upon 
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that proposition; I concede it in the fullest extent. 
It is one of the first lessons we learn after leaving 
the cradle; it is as broad in its operation as this 
broad land, and the sentiment itself is probably 
one of the last we abandon in life. But, sir, what 


| then? The Senator will not require the sovereign 


people of the United States to exercise all their 
right, either of peace or war, in person. This is 
done, and must be done, by their agents, civil and 
military, who are responsible to them and con- 
trolled by the laws, they choose to establish. And 
if our sovereign may not exercise all the just pow- 
ers of war by our military officers, which a Euro- 
pean sovereign may exercise, in person or by 
proxy, it follows that countries with monarchical 
forms of government have important rights of in- 
dependence, which do not belong to us. I dissent, 
loto celo, from any such doctrine, and from any 
principles necessarily leading to it. We stand on 
the broad platform of national equality, and will 
not yield the smallest particle of our rights to for- 
eign pretensions, royal or imperial. 

Well, sir, our army commences its operations. 
It may overrun the whole hostile country, doing 
all those deeds of distress and death which it must 
do, to a great extent, to accomplish the objects of 
its destination. Whence does it derive the right 
to do all this, let me ask the Senator from South 
Carolina? Not from the Constitution and the 
laws, except from the general powers I have quoted 
relating to war; for there is not a single specific 
grant in our whole code, looking’even to such a 
state of things. Let him, or any one else, put his 
finger upon that clause of our statute book, which 
authorizes an American soldier to kill a Mexican, 
to burn a‘house, or to seize and hold a city, or to 
do the thousand and one acts of violence, which go 
to make up the condition of war. Well, then, 
even without specific powers from our sovereign, 
our army may do these deeds, simply because a 
war exists, and they are its proper incidents. No 
other grant is necessary. Our sovereign says to 
our armed citizens, I am at war; go forth and 
maintain the honor and interest of your country. 
Now, having shown what an army does and may 
do, I may call upon the honorable Senator to show 
what it may not do, within the limitations I have 
laid down, He will acknowledge it may kill a 
Mexican, not because it is expressly authorized to 
do so by law, but because that act Is proper in its 
operations, and is allowed by the general laws of 
warfare. The right to levy supplies, whether of 
money, of provisions, of forage, of elothing, of the 
means of transportation, and of other objects not 
necessary to be eńumerated, belongs to the state 
of war. No one will deny that fact. It accom- 
nied the first and the last army that ever entered 
the battle-field, and will accompany every one, that 
may hereafter follow in the same career. In Eu- 
rope it has been common, in later years to subsist 
and support armies in the enemy’s country, and 
there have been cases, and, I believe, not a few of 
them, where they have sent home to the national 
treasury large sums collected during their progress. 
The Allies, on the downfall of Napoleon, levied 
upon France a contribution of 1,500,000,000 of- 
francs. Whenever a European army enters an 
enemy’s country, it calls upon the municipal au- 
thorities of each city and town to contribute such 
supplies in kind and such amount of money, as it 
chooses to demand, under the penalty of military 
execution. That threat, I believe, has never yet 
faited. No one calls in question the right of our 
troops to take supplies in kind as an incident to 
war. Let those who maintain the distinction, 
either in principle or practice, between supplies in 
kind and in cash, show it, and show where is the 
power to demand the one and not the other. 

Why, sir, the error of the Senator from South 
Carolina I conceive to be this: He seems to think, 
that an express grant of power from the sovereign 
of the country is necessary to the exercise of some 
of the rights of war. If to some, they are to all; 
for the most acute mind can draw no line between 
them—lI mean between those usually exercised in 
legitimate warfare. ` As to the power of the sover- 
eign to restrain the use of these means of carrying 
on war, or to prohibit them entirely, theré can be 
no doubt. Congress, the legislative agents of our 
sovereign, may at any time establish an entire code. 
for the conduct of our armies in hostile countries, 
and may restrict their powers within the narrow- 
est limits. The question, however, is not what. 
Congress may do, but what it has done. It has 
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yet done nothing of the kind, and our troops are. | The political objection urged by the Senator 


free to act as the good of the country may require, 
and as the incidents belonging to a state of war 
fairly permit. ‘The exercise of these powers is of 
course vested in the commanding officer, unless 
directed or restrained by superior authority at 
home. The President is the constitutional com- 
mander-in-chief, and whether present or absent, 
may direct the operations of our armies and pre- 
scribe the mode of conduct they shall adopt. He 
has done so in the present case. 

I see no difference, sir, in the application of the 
general principle arising out of the mode in which 
a contribution is enforced, whether it is levied by the 
agency of our own officers or of Mexican officers, 
the power is the same, and whether upon muni- 
cipal authorities, upon classes, or upon individu- 
als. The fairer and the more equal is the mode, 
the less is the injury and the greater the satisfac- 
tion. And an American army, of all other armies, 
should seek to attain its object with the least dis- 
tress. The contribution is an assessment, and all 
must pay it who are subject to the rules of war. 
And it is the nature and not the name of the thing 
which determines its true quality. Call it as you 
please, tax, duty, impost, supply, contribution, or 
what not, it is a forcible demand of private means, 
made by an army in an enemy’s country, of such 
a nature and amount as the commander of the 
army may direct, rendered more acceptable in the 
present instance by being levied and collected in 
conformity with the Mexican laws, and thus ac- 
commodating itself as far as possible to Mexican 
usages. There never was a peas form of con- 
tribution, than that which we have adopted—one 
more equal in its operation, or less oppressive in 
its administration. 

Now, sir, what is the objection to this? Iun- 
derstand: there.are two reasons urged by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina against the course of the 
Administration on this subject. The first consti- 
tutional, and the second political. With respect 
to the first, if I comprehend the train of reasoning 
pursued by the Senator, he considers the contribu- 
tions required by our army in Mexico as taxes, 
and their collection as an exercise of the tax-levy- 
Ing power conferred only upon Congress by the 
Constitution. “I cannot, sir, for myself, doubt for 
a moment that that provision of the Constitution 
is confined to the United States. As I have already 
-remarked, if the guarantees of that instrument ac- 
company our armies, we may just as well aban- 
don all attempts to carry on offensive operations 
abroad, as our armies could not march a foot, with- 
out finding themselves surrounded with insuper- 
able obstacles. Congress may undoubtedly pre- 
scribe, the mode, in which forced impositions shall 
be collected in an enemy’s country. But it may 
do that, not under the tax-levying power, but un- 
der the war-declaring, and thence war-regulating 
power. It may put an end to the practice, and 
when it regulates or prohibits it, its decision be- 
comes the law of our armies, for a strict obedience 
of which, every one, within his proper sphere, is 
responsible; but until Congress does interfere, the 
right and its exercise depend on the principles I 
have stated, and not upon analogies, verbal or 
substantial, applicable only to a different state of 
things. I cannot but remark, however, sir, that 
if any one, who has doubts upon this question, will 
run his eye over the Constitution, he will see ata 
glance that its powers and protections are intended, 
not for a foreign country, but for our own. That 
would be a strange construction indeed which 
would give to the Mexicans the right ‘* to be se- 
cure in their persons, houses,” &c., ‘to a speedy 
and public trial by an impartial jury,” &c., and to 
all the other political blessings, which make our 
Government what itis. And who shall divide the 
Constitution, and tell us what portion operates 
abroad, as well as at home? That the whole of it 
does not follow our armies is clearly shown from 
the consequences, which would flow from such a 
construction. There is but one practical solution 
of the difficulty, and I use that word difficulty in 
deference to the opinions advanced by gentlemen 
of the most powerful intellect, and not because I 
feel the slightest doubt myself; and that solution 
is to confine the Constitution to our own coun- 
try, except where its provisions obviously extend 
` abroad; and this brings us again to the war-making 
power, which would enable Congress during the 
continuance of hostilities to provide at its discretion 
for the government of countries held by ourarmies. 
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against the exercise of this power, is founded in 
the dangers, which might result from it. Well, 
sir, there is danger in such a power. There is 
danger in all war powers. The distinguished Sen- 
ator, in a speech last session, which few will ever 
forget, who heard it, depicted with his peculiar force 
the danger of triumphant generals returning with 
conquering armies; even his graphic deecription 
did not appal me, for our generals and our armies 
are but constituent portions of our people, and I 
trust for many a generation will mingle with the 
mighty mass of American freemen, without delay, 
and without reluctance, as soon as their military 
duties are terminated. But there are greater dan- 
gers than these, and first among them is the loss 
of national honor. Discard your military means, 
because the plains of liberty are filled with the 
crumbling monuments of republics, overthrown by 
a disloyal soldiery, and where would be your own 
safety ın these days of national ambition and ag- 
grandizement? 

From my own views of our institutions, and 
from the opinion I have formed of the character 
of the American people—formed during an active 
life, passed under circumstances which brought 
me into contact with men of all opinions and pur- 
suits—I consider the destruction of this Govern- 
ment by military usurpation as one of the very last 
evils which threatens us; to be apprehended only 
when our necks are prepared for the yoke, and 
when it will matter little, who puts it on. 

The President may abuse his power, says the 
Senator. Certainly he may, and so he may abuse 
any power; but powers must be granied, though 
they may be abused. If any one fears that result 
now, let him prepare a legislative remedy to pre- 
vent it. As that is not my case, I shall not volun- 
teer my services for such a work; but I am pre- 
pared at any time to look into the whole matter, 
and to hold all who have taken part in it to a 
strict accountability. The President desires noth- 
ing else, nor his political friends for him; an 
predict, that any investigation will but commend 
the Administration the more to the confidence of 
the country. But let not a most important right 
belonging to the American people, and one which 
may be essential to their military success be cast 
to the winds, because some time or other, or some 
where of other, abuses may grow out of its exer- 
cise. 

In our investigation into the origin of this war, 
there are two separate questions, which present 
themselves for consideration; one, which may be 
termed external, and the other internal. The for- 
mer connects itself with us as a people whose char- 
acter and conduct have been arraigned before the 
world, and the latter concerns ourselves alone, as it 
relates to the course of the Executive in the earlier 
measures, which ledtothewar. The war itself may 
be just, and we stand acquitted of every charge of 
aggression; while.the President may have passed 
beyond the limits of his constitutional duty, and 
assumed to direct, where Congress alone had the 
power to act. By far the most important question 
touches the character of our country, and this in- 
volves the justice of the war. The subject itself 
is a fruitful one, and has been so often examined 
and exhausted, that it requires some moral courage 
to discuss it even briefly. I shall endeavor to com- 
press my remarks within the narrowest space, 
confining myself, as much as may be, to propo- 


' sitions rather than to illustrations. 


Had we cause of war against Mexico? It has 
been said, and upon this floor, that to give just 
cause of war, there must be a clear right, coupled 
with a “‘ sort of necessity,” before a resort is had to 
this extreme necessity. Such general considera- 
tions, however, as this, amount to very little in 
guiding the conduct of nations, asa slight analysis 
of this principle will show. The honorable Sen- 


ator himself who advanced it, concedes that we 


had a clear right, and if a ‘‘sort of necessity” to 
enforce it had been coupled with this, we should 
have stood justified in the eyes of the world had 
we declared war against Mexico years ago. And 
what is this ‘sort of necessity,” without which 
the right is to remain barren? Why, I take it, if 
thirty years of aggression on one side and of re- 
monstrance on the other, do not constitute this 
necessity, it would be vain to seek it in any war 
undertaken in modern times. 

The fact is, sir, the question of war is a compli- 
cated one, into which considerations of right and 
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expediency enter largely, if not equally. If one 
nation injures another, and refuses or unreason- 
ably delays to make satisfaction, this gives to the 
injured Power just cause of war. But whether - 
she shall undertake it, depends upon her own posi- 
tion—on that of her adversary—on the magnitude 
of the injury; and, frequently, on other circum- 
stances, political or financial, which it would be 


useless to specify, and impossible to enumerate.. 


Nations must and will judge for themselves under 
these circumstances, as well of the right itself, as 
of the ‘‘ sort of necessity” there may be of en- 
forcing it. The right once established, and that 
the gentleman himself concedes in this case, the 
resort to force is a question, rather of discretion, 
than of morals, as it ıs a remedy consequent upon 
the violation of national rights. It is too late to 
tell us, sir, that we had no just cause of war. 
Successive administrations of the Government and 
the voice of the American people have pronounced . 
an irrevocable judgment upon that question. 

Our complaintsagainst Mexico commenced near- 
ly with the commencement of her independence. 
They go back to the year 1817, and come down to 
the present day in almost one uninterrupted series 
of outrages. I shall not state them sertalin, nor, 
enter into the detail of their nature and extent. 
This has been repeatedly done, and the official doc- 
uments are before the country. I will merely clas- 
sify, from an able report made by Mr. Forsyth in 
1817, the various heads of complaints, which will 
present the general aspect of the subject. 

1. Treasure belonging to citizens of the United 
States has been seized by Mexican officers, in its 
transit from the capital to the coast. 

2. Vessels of the United States have been cap- 
tured, detained, and condemned, upon the most 
frivolous pretext. 

3. Duties have been exacted from ‘others, noto- 
riously against law, or without law. 

4. Other vessels have been employed, and in 
some instances ruined, in the Mexican service, 
without corapensation to the owners. 

5. Citizens of the United States have been im- 

risoned for long periods of time, without being 
informed of the offences with which they were 
charged. 

6. Other citizens have been murdered and rob- 
bed by Mexican officers on the high seas, without 
any attempt to bring the guilty justice. l 

General Jackson, in a message to Congress in 
1837, stated that. these causes of complaint ** would 
justify, in the eyes of all nations, immediate war.”” 
This sentiment was fully concurred in by the Com- 
mittee of Foreign Relations of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, who said ‘* that ample cause exists 
for taking war into our own hands; and we believe 
that we shall be justified in the opinion of other 
nations, for taking such a step.” 

President Van Buren, in December, 1837, dis- 
tinctly told Congress that redress was beyond the 
reach of the Executive, and could only be obtain- 
ed by the action of Congress, which action. must 
of course have been war. \ . 

As to the conventions which have since been 
made by the two countries, and violated by Mex- 
ico, I need not enter into their history. They are 
fresh in the recollection of all. ‘These three con- 
ventions, by the infidelity of the Mexican Govern- 
ment, have proved nearly fruitless; and after thirty 
years of injury on the one side, and of remon- 
strance on the other, there is nothing left to us but 
to abandon all hope of redress, or to obtain it by 
a vigorous prosecution of the war. Who, then, 
shall say to us, that we have commenced a war un- 
justly, which was in fact commenced by the enemy, 
and which, even had it been declared by us, would 
have been justified by the practice of nations, and 
by the injuries we had sustained ? 

I do not intend, Mr. President, to be led into the 
discussion of any polemic respecting the wicked- 
ness of war. I leave that to the schools and the 
debating societies. I am content, and if not, I am- 
compelled, to take things as they are, as they have 
been, and as they will be. Sent here as practical — 
men, to deal with the interests of our country, we 
must not be diverted from the true path marked 
out by the experience and usages of the world, by 
crude speculations and misplaced philanthropy. 
We were aggrieved and injured, and could obtain 
no redress; and we were entitled to take our reme- 
dy into our own hands, in order to obtain that jus- 
tice, which was pertinaciously withheld from us. 
The most superficial reader of modern history— 
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‘the most casual observer of passing events, must 
know, that outrages far less flagrant in their charac- 
ter.than those committed by Mexico against us, 
have occasioned half the wars of modern times. 

But, sir, Lam well aware that these considera- 
tions apply only to our just right to declare war 
against Mexico at any time, within the last twenty 

ears. We did not commit the offensive. Mexi- 
co herself struck the first stroke, and why? Be- 
cause Texas was annexed to the United States. I 
recollect the gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber thought there was some fluttering in our 
ranks, when this avowal was first made. But there 
was none whatever, sir. We concede the propo- 
sition in its fullest extent, that this annexation was 
the cause of war. How then, sir, stands this 
great question, as to the justice of its commence- 
ment? : 

I will not trespass upon the patience of the Sen- 
ate by presenting this subject in all its details. I 
will again compress my views into a series of 

` propositions, and thus spare your time and my 
own. 

Texas, a constituent portion of the Mexican 
republic, declared itself independent, as Mexico, a 
constituent portion of the Spanish monarchy, had 
done before it, and asserted and maintained its 
rights by a revolution. 

The war between these two powers continued 
for some time, with varying success, till 1836, 
when a Mexican army, led by the chief magistrate 
of the republic, was conquered, and dispersed or 
made‘prisoners, and the commander himself cap- 
tured. 

After the month of June of that year, Texas con- 
tinued in the undisturbed possession of her inde- 
pendence, and ‘no effort was made to reduce her, 
not a single Mexican party, with the exception, I 
understand, of two predatory incursions, having 
since ever made an inroad into her territory. The 
war was in fact at an end. - 

In the mean time, the independence of Texas 
was acknowledged by the United States, and by 
some of the other principal Powers of the world; 
and she was permitted to take her equal station 
among the nations of the earth. . 

In cases of revolution, where one portion of a na- 
tion is endeavoring to separate itself from another, 
while the contest is going on, and each party is 
exerting itself to attain its object, it is the duty of 
other Powers to look on,and not to interfere in fa- 
vor of one side or the other. But there is a limit 
to this duty. Such contests cannot be permitted 
forever to continue. The peace of the world for- 
bids it, and there are instances on record, where 
other nations have said: This struggle has con- 
tinued long enough; it must now be terminated, 
and the revolting people be secured in their inde- 
pendence. But there is still another limit to this 
duty of non-interference, and that is, the abandon- 
ment by the original government of all attempts to 
reduce by force its revolting citizens. The aban- 
donment of the remedy is the abandonment of the 
right. The peace of the world cannot be put to 
hazard by the pertinacious obstinacy of any nation, 
which holds on to nominal claims, without the 
power and the disposition to maintain them. The 
-neutral duties exist only flagrante bello. And when 
the war ceases, the previous relations of the two 
States cease, and they become like’ other nations, 
‘ enemies in war, in peace friends.’? When Texas 
was annexed to this Confederacy, this was her re- 
lation to Mexico, and she had the same right to 
form treaties of alliance or annexation, as had the 
people from whom she had separated. ‘If these 
things are so,” the union of Texas and this coun- 
try was no just cause of offence to Mexico, and 
gave her no right to complain of our conduct. 

And this view is fortified by an incident, clearly 
indicative of the public opinion in Mexico of the 
value of her right to subjugate Texas. While the 
question of annexation between this latter Power 

‘and the United States was pending, Mexico offer- 
ed to acknowledge the independence of Texas, if 
she would engage not to join the American Con- 
federacy. This offer was in fect the very acknowl. 
edgment it proposed to make conditionally. It 
conceded the inability of Mexico to enforce her 
claim of sovereignty, while it asked, as the con- 
dition of recognition, the surrender of the right to 
direct its future political destiny, as might seem 
most acceptable to its people. 

So much for the general subject of annexation, 
and the rights and d uties growing out of it. 


- 


But it has been said, not in Mexico, but here, 
that the origin of this war was not in the annexa- 
tion of Texas, but because we carried her bound- 
ary to the Rio Grande, and took possession of the 
country between the Nueces and that river. Who 
says this, Mr. President? Not the government or 
people of Mexico, but citizens of: our own coun- 
try, who find a cause of offence for the enemy, 
which they have failed to discover for themselves. 
The Nueces is an American, not a Mexican bound- 
ary. The Texas of Mexico was Texas to the 
Sabine, with no intermediate boundary. In all the 
communications with the Mexican Government, 
as I have had occasion to say before, no distinction 
is made between the Nueces and the Rio Grande. 
And the occupation by our forces, of the country 
between these rivers, was never presented as an 
exclusive cause of complaint, nor indeed noticed in 
any manner whatever. It was the annexation and 
occupation of Texas, and not of any particular 

ortion of Texas, which led to the reclamations, 
and finally to the hostilities of Mexico. It wasa 
question of title, and not of boundary; a claim of 
right, which went for the whole, and would never 
be satisfied with the relinquishment of a part. 
When the act for annexation passed, the Mexican 
minister in this country immediately protested 
against that measure; declared it to be just cause 
of war, and at the same time demanded his pass- 
ports, and left the country. And the Supreme 
Government of Mexico, in March, 1846, informed 
Mr. Slidell, that it looked upon ‘ annexation as a 
casus belli; and, as a consequence of this declara- 
tion, negotiation was, by its very nature, at an end, 
and war was the only recourse of the Mexican 
Government.’’ And, in conformity with these 
views, forces were collected on the Rio Grande, in 
order that Mexico might take the “ initiative” in 
hostilities against us, to borrow the expression of 
General Paredes in his orders to the commanding 
general. And, sir, these warnings and threaten- 
ings were no vain declarations. Mexico said what 
she would do, and she did as she said. She de- 
clared to us, that if we annexed Texas she would 
go to war. We annexed Texas, and she went to 
war. As early as April, 1846, and before the 
movement of General Taylor could have been 
known in Mexico, her President directed the gen- 
eral upon the frontier to ‘‘ attack’? our army by 
every means, which war permits. 

Who, then, sir, has a right to say, what the 
Mexican Government has never said—that they 
went to war, not because we annexed Texas, but 
because we took possession of the country west of 
the Nueces? In all the diplomatic correspond- 
ence between the two Governments, there is no 
allusion to that river, nor is any greater claim ad- 
vanced to one of its banks, than to the other. 
Why, then, when our country is summoned to 
trial at the bar of the public optnion of the world, 
why should the American Senate swell the cata- 
logue, of an enemy’s grievances, and make out a 
better case for Mexico than she has made for her- 
self? In our endeavor to do right to others, let us 
not do wrong to ourselves. Let us distrust our 
own judgment, when we find ourselves inclined to 
take a more favorable view of the cause of Mexico 
than she has taken for herself. Let us yield to 
justice what we refuse to patriotism. There is no 
want of shrewdness in Mexican statesmen. They 
have made the best of their own case; and if they 
have omitted the passage of the Nueces in the cat- 
alogue of their wrongs, we may be sure it was no 


-special wrong in their eyes; and that it was not 


because we crossed that river, but because we en- 
tered Texas, that our enemy attacked us, and thus 
commenced the war. 

The question of the title of Texas to the country 
extending ‘to the Rio Grande, has been several 
times elaborately discussed before the Senate, but 
never more ably than by the honorable Senators 
from Maryland and Texas, [Messrs. JouHnson and 
Rusx.] I listened with great pleasure to their ex- 
position, and I am content to leave the subject, 
where they left it, altogether satisfied with the 
views they presented, and equally satisfied, that I 
can add nothing to their force or clearness. oœ 

What judgment, then, are we to pronounce upon 
the measures, which were directed to be taken by 
the President, previously to the commencement of 
the war by Mexico? This question is in fact a 
double one, involving two considerations: one, af- 
fecting our relations with other countries, and the 
other our own institutions only. The former 
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touches our character and conduct before the na- 
tions of the earth, while the latter relates only to 
ourselves. . ; 

This war was commenced by Mexico, that is, 
Mexico first attacked our troops; but I agree, that 
if we pushed an armed force within the Mexican 
frontier without cause, that measure throws on us 
the guilt of this war. How stands this matter? 

1. It seems now to be generally agreed on all 
hands, that the mere annexation of Texas gave to 
Mexico no just cause of War, and it follows, that 
if its boundaries extended to the Rio Grande, then 
we did only what we had a right to do in' march- 
ing our forces to that river, and are not responsible 
for results. Both of these points I have noticed, 
and the last has been conclusively established by 
the excellent views taken of the title of Texas by 
the Senators, to whom 1 have referred. 

2. If the title to the country from the Nueces to 
the Rio Grande was in dispute between the par- 
ties—and I believe no one here has ventured to 
deny, that we had some well-founded claims to it— 
and Mexico was preparing to take possession of 
it, we had a right to anticipate her, and thus to 
assert our own title. i 

3. But taking the strongest ground against our- 
selves, that we had no title whatever to the Rio 
Grande, still we had a right to go there, if we con- 
sidered such a measure necessary to our defence, 
and if the preparations of Mexico announced a de- 
sign to attack us. 

Did they announce such a determination? No 
one here, sir, will deny that fact. I shall not de- 
tain the Senate with the various proofs, spread 
through the history of our intercommunication 
with Mexico, from the first suggestion respecting 
annexation, till her army crossed the Rio Grande 
in order of battle. The protest of her minister 
here—the declaration of her Government— its 
formal annunciation to the European diplomatic 
agents accredited to it—the public order of its gen- 
erals, and the collection and movement of its forces, 
left no doubt of its designs, and if they had, the 
result would have disclosed them. 

The movement of our troops, under these circum- 
stances, became a defensive measure; for, as has 
been well remarked by the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. BuTLER,] it is not necessary 
for the justification of a nation, that it should await 
an impending attack. ‘That power, in fact, com- 
mences the war, which makes the first threatening 
preparations for it, and not the one, which merely 
strikes the first stroke. If a government collects 
its forces, marches them to its frontier, and makes 
public preparations for passing it, and thus for 
war, at the same time openly avowing its determi- 
nation to commence it, both the reason of mankind 
and the usage of nations, authorize the people, 
whose peace is thus threatened, to anticipate their 
adversary, and to repel the threatened attack, by 
an attack of their own. This course is strictly 
defensive, and modern history abounds with ex- 
amples, illustrative of the principle. 

So much for the question between us and Mex- 
ico, as to the commencement of the war. 

As to the internal question relating to the con- 
duct of the President, it admits of but one answer. 
That cases may occur, in which it is his duty, un- 
der his constitutional power, to repel an actual or . 
threatened invasion before Congress can act upon 
the subject, no one can doubt; and.for myself, I 
could never see any just constitutional or legal ob- 
jections to the course he pursued in this whole 
affair. But there is one other consideration, which 
is decisive, and that is, that the orders for the 
movement of the troops to the Rio Grande were 
given by the President on the 13th of January, 
1846, and thirteen days before that; an act of Con- 
gress had been passed recognizing our jurisdiction 
west of the Nueces. It was the duty of the Ex- 
ecutive to carry it into effect, and thus consider 
the boundary of Texas, as extended beyond that 
river. 

As the “initiative” was taken by our adversary, 
we took the defensive, and, the attack being inev- 
itable, it was for us to choose where to receive It. 
Such, I repeat, is the law of nations, and such the 
practice of nations. 

So much for the commencement of the war. 

I had anticipated many modes of attack upon 
the Administration, and many avowed causes of 
censure; but I must confess I had not anticipated 
the charge of the honorable Senator from Mary- 
land, (Mr. Jounson,] that the Administration had 
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vored it itself feeble or inefficient, and that the war 
kad not been vigorously prosecuted. I am not 
ning, sir, to undertake a refutation‘of this charge. 
TRA that to the people, who sent us here, and 
the measure of whose glory has been filled by 
brilliant achievements, which will yield in their 
renown to few, if any, of the great martial feats of 
our age. ‘*We have had an ostentatious and as- 
serted vigor,” says the honorable Senator, ‘‘ but 
we have had nothing else, so far as the President 
ts concerned.”’ | 
An ostentatious and asserted vigor! Well, this 
is a strange world, and in my time I have seen and 
heard many strange things in it, but I have heard 
few stranger things than this. ‘The act recognizing 
war was ‘passed on the 13th day of May, 1846, 
twenty-two months ago. At that time we had an 
army, whose total of rank and file consisted of 
7,523 men. They occupied thirty-seven forts and 
positions in the interior of the United States, and 
upon our inland and seaboard frontier, compre- 
hending a space almost equal to half of Europe; 
and the portion of this force under General Tay- 
lor, upon the Nueces, amounted to 3,001 men. 
This was our preparation for meeting the war. 
All else had to be collected or created. ° Recolléct, 
sir, that our situation is far different from that of 
the martial Powers of Europe. War is there both 
a trade and a science, and its Governments are 
always prepared to meet contingencies, which can- 
not, indeed, be foreseen, but which, if not provided 
for, bring ruin and disaster in their train. At one 
time, the people of France were a great army—thė 
country a vast camp—the cities and towns, ar- 
senals and magazines, and the fields, sources of 
supply for the imrhense living machine, whose 
movements were always so tremendous and often 
so irresistible. Well, sir, we had nothing of all 
this. We had no army, for our little force scarcely 
deserved the'`name. We had no conscription by 
which to increase it. Andall the materiel neces- 
sary for the subsistence and transportation and 
operations of our troops had to be collected through 
the country, and conveyed to a distant scene of 
operations. This scene is three thousand miles 
off; and little did the Government or the country 
know of the condition of Mexico—of i its fortresses 
or their state of preparation—of its armies or their 
státe of efficiency or discipline—of the roads, the 
bridges, the means of transportation and subsist- 
ence, and the thousand other points, essential to 
military operations, and which, in the various 
countries of Europe, are studied and known. 
Now, sir, in the face of all these obstacles, what 
have we done? We have sent our troops to the 
shores of the Pacific, by routes across the conti- 
nent, and around Cape Horn; we have subdued 
Upper and Lower California and New Mexico; we 
have taken possession of the rich and po ulous 
districts upon the Rio Grànde; we have carried the 
war into the heart of the Republic, after attack- 
ing and reducing the renowned fortress, which 
commands its principal maritime entrance, the 
capture of which alone was glory enough for 
France; wè have taken its capital, dispersed its 
armies, made its Government a fugitive, and re- 
duced to subjection a large portion. of its popula- 
tion; we have fought at least fourteen important 
actions, of which eight were pitched battles, and 
in every one there was a disparity of force against 
us, and in many an inequality, which carries us 
back for similar examples of desperate struggles 
to the early ages of the world—to the combats of 
the Greeks and Persians—which they resemble, 
rather than the conflicts; which the severe truth of 
modern history judges and records. We have 
captured a score of great cities, some of them forti- 
fied and defended, and capable of strong resistance. 
Time would fail me to tell all we have done, nor 
can it be necessary; for is it not already written in 
imperishable letters upon the records of history, 
and in burning and shining characters upon the 
heart of évery ‘American? Yet you have not done 
enough, says the honorable Senator from Mary- 
land to the Administration; you have not prose- 
cuted the war with sufficient vigor. You have done 
tvo much, says the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina; you have prosecuted the war too vigor- 
ously; so much so, indeed, that the great danger, 
we have now to apprehend, is, the annihilation of 
Mexican national independence, and the annexa- 
tion of the whole Mexican territory; and the only 
remedy for the false position, in hich. youruntimely 
energy has placed us, is‘an abandonment of much 
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you have gained, and a retreat behind a line, where 


you can curb your martial propensities, and restrain 
your desire for aggrandizement. I shall not thrust 
myself into this ‘controversy; it is in better hands 
than mine; but I must confess it appears to me, 
that the Senator from South Careling is much 
nearer the mark than the Senator from Maryland; 
and that our offence, if one there be, is an offence 
of commission, and not of omission. 

Now, if the ‘Senator from Maryland thinks all 
this success is not glory enough for twenty-two 
short months, he must shut the peges of history, 
and go back to the fabulous ages, or open the vol- 
umes of imagination, and of a highly sublimated 
imagination, “too, before he can End a series of 
operations worthy of thestandard of military gtory, 
which he seems to have prepared for himself. The 
labors of Hercules shrink into insignificance, when 
compared with his model. 

And now for the future. What are we to do? 
We are to do just what other nations always have 
done, and always will do, in circumstances similar 
toourown. We have to prosecute the war vigor- 
ously, efficiently, promptly, till the Mexican peo- 
ple are satisfied of their inability to resist us, and 
are disposed to make a reasonable peace. There 
is a point, sir, in military operations, and we must 
reach that point if necessary, where pertinacious 
obstinacy will be overcome,-and where, as Í have 
already said, submission is cheaper than resist- 
ance. I think I heard it said, sir, upon this floor, 
that we had got the victim down, and he was ex- 
hausted and spiritless, and that we were preparing 
to plunge a bowie-knife into his heart. ‘rhis lan- 
guage is in bad taste, sir; and the allusion, it seems 
to me, wholly unfounded. We have got no pros- 
trate victim, and are preparing for no assassination. 
We are firhting the Mexicans, and they are fight- 
ing us, or, rat any rate, claim to be fighting us, and 
refuse all the offers we make to treat with them. 
They compel us, either to close the war dishonora- 
bly, or to prosecute it inexorably. It is objected 
here and elsewhere, as a practical difficulty, that 
there is no Government to negotiate. But this is 
not so, sir; the difficulty lies beyond the Govern- 
ment. There are acknowledgėd rulers with au-. 
tħority enougħ to treat, were they disposed to do 
so, as the recent result has shown. And why 
have they not been so before? Because the public, 
so far as there is one, is adverse to the measure. 
The honorable Senator from Mississippi, with his 
knowledge of the Mexican character, has made 
known to us one characteristic trait, which explains 
the infatuation that prevails in that country; and 
that is, an overweening vanity—a_ settled convic- 
tion of their superiority to us—and a proneness to 
attribute their reverses to anything, rather than 
their own imbecility. 8o much for the masses. 
The more profound portions of society may well 
study the doctrine of chances, and looking to the 
divisions which prevail in our councils, and to the 
opposition which the legislative measures of the 
war encounter, may flatter themselves that our ex- 
ertions will become relaxed, and the Executive 
unable to prosecute any further operations. 

The remedy for all this is a palpable one; it is 
founded in human nature: Increase your force, ex- 
tend your operations, overrun district after dis- 
trict, establish yourself in city after city, awaken 
the Mexicans from their lethargy of false hope, 
and let them feel, that they have no recourse but to 
do us justice. And add to all this, union in our 
our councils at home, which, after all, is the first 
element of prompt success. Postpone our inter- 
nal difficulties till our external ones ure adjusted. 
One unanimous vote in each of these two Halls, 
evincing a determination to prosecute the war with 
all our strength, would be better than an army with 
banners. It would be a moral force, that would 
proclaim our power, and conquer the peace we so 
much desire. My life for it, if we do this, we shall 
succeed in three months; we shall find a Govern- 
ment ready enough to ratify the treaty or to make 
another, and a nation ready enough to observe its 
Stipulations. Mexicans are like all other people; 
and, as I remarked a few days since; they must 
sow, Yand reap, and be clothed, and preserve the 
institutions of society, and the cherished relations 
of social life. They do not all mean to be killed, 
nor voluntarily to abandon everything, that makes 
life desirable. Let us go on, then, and time and 
perseverance, we may hope, will bring with them 
their just reward. 

And now for the ghjesia: of the war. This sub- 


ject has occupied much of the attention of the Senate; 
“indemnity and security ” have been bandied about, 
as though they were mysterious words, employed. 
to conceal some great project, or magical words, 
intended to obtain some great end, darkly shadowed 


ical necromancers to conceal their work of iniquity 
and deception. 


word which fully expresses my views upon this 
subject, and that word is, Acquisition. The object 
of the war is an honorable peace, and that peace 
can best be obtained by an adequate compensation 
for the injuries done us by Mexico, and that com- 
pensation must be made in territory, as it can be 
made in nothing else. There is one consideration, 
Mr. President, in all this question of territorial 
compensation, which has great weight with me. 
While I trust we shall act as fairly by Mexico, as 
her own conduct will permit, I do not conceal from 
myself, that my reluctance to annex portions of 
that country to ours is much less than it would be 
were [ not convinced, that the permanent happiness 
of the people would ‘be promoted by the measure. 
I believe it the happiest fate that could befall them; 
and l believe that this war, injurious in many re- 
spects, as it may have been, and must have been, 
is destined to work a great good for the Mexican 
people. I believe it will meliorate their condition, 
civil, religious, social, and political. I believe that 
the contact with our citizens will bring many ad- 
vantages, permanently beneficial. The country will 
be laid open to the world, and the intellectual lessons 


population, and bring them to a knowledge of their 
rights, and of the means of enforcing them. 


but experience teaches us thatgreat political changes 


ernment of the world, and that they often come to 
renovate decrepid nations, and to give new vigor 
to the human faculties. The existing race in Mex- 
ico has proved itself ignorant, feeble, and, if not 
retrograding, stationary. Another career may be 


swept away, and the route of our armies may 
become avenues of communication, by which light 
and knowledge may spread over Mexico, and the 
past remembered only to make the blessings of the 
change more evident and acceptable. I repeat, sir, 
that the claim we set up is for compensation for 


American Senate, in this middle of the nineteenth 
century, with the adoption of barbarous principles, 
as well as barbarous usages, because, in a state of 
war, when the appeal is to arms, and when the 
decision rests on strength and not on reason, we 
measure our own demands by our own sense of 


to take what we claim. And an honorable Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. BUTLER ,] seems to have 
made it a particular cause of grievance, as he con- 
siders it a most extraordinary measure in diplo- 
macy, that we should havedefined the line we mean 
to establish, and have said to the enemy, make that 


Mr. President, did that honorable Senator never 
hear of an ultimatum i in national intercommunica- 
tiot? What is more common—indeed, what is 
more proper—if a nation has once determined upon 
its course, than to say to its adversary, there is our 
lowest offer: accept it, or do better. The history 
of the world is full of these examples; and I must 
confess it was with no little astonishment that I 
heard the honorable Senator add this to his cata- 


He told us, there were some of us ready to vote 
for anything. As I have voted, and intend to vote, 
for all the necessary war measures, I suppose I may 


anything members. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly not! I only remarked 
that I was-inclined to think that anything coming 
with an Executive recommendation would be swal- 
lowed whole; and, indeed, I confess that I think 
so yet! 

Mr. CASS. We all know the courtesy of the 
honorable Senator, and I will not believe he intend- 
ed all the words import, and therefore I shall not 
make a retort, which readily presents itself. But I 
will say, it requires very little stretch of patriotism 
to defend the Government, for making a manly and 
frank propery and for avowing its determination 
to stand by it to the last. And what other rule, 


forth—a kind of ‘* Open Sesame!” enabling polit- 


I am not going over this ground. 
again, sir. Ihave only to say, that there is a single. 


Man cannot fathom the designs of Providence; 


are among the means employed in the moral gov- 


opened to them; the abuses of generations may. be - 


injury, and yet we are gravely reproached in the’ 


justice; and claim what we think right, and intend. 


logue of reproaches against the Administration. . 


of Europe and America will elevate a depressed . 
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sir, is there, or can there be, for the conduct of na- 
tions, than the rule of the strongest, where all pa- 
cific means of procuring ue have been tried and 
found wanting? They have no common umpire, 
and when they commit their cause to the battle- 
field, they do so with a full knowledge of the'con- 
sequences. Security and indemnity, it victorious— 
cessions and concessions if vanquished; and all 
this, harsh as it may appear, has much good sense 
in its favor, as, indeed, has almost every general 
rule, which the experience of the world has adopt- 
ed. Man is naturally as pugnacious as his coten- 
ants of the earth, whether walking on two legs or 
on four. Heis kept in restraint by the institutions 
of society, and by the saldtary operations of law. 
But nations are independent; they acknowledge no 
superior; and much that restrains them—not ull, 
indeed, for the opinion of the world is something, 
and moral principal something more,—but the 
greatest restraint, which keeps them from perpet- 
ual collisions is, the certain injury and the uncertain 
issue of war. The race is not always to the swift, 
nor the battle to the strong. So says the book of 
inspiration. Numbers do not ensure victory, nor 
wer always command success. So says the 
book of human experience. And this uncertainty 
is a salutary check upon the ever-active prompt- 
ings of ambition. But divest war of its legiti- 
mate consequences, which have belonged to it 
from the earliest periods of history, establish the 
rinciple, which this new kind of sickly magnanim- 
ity seeks to lay down, that there is to be neither 
security nor indemnity, or that the sae ua, and 
not the conquering power. is to be the judge of both, 
and where are we? Where would be the peace of 
the world, or where the discharge of national obli- 
gations, if there were no penalty for injustice, and 
none of the motives to do right, which spring from 
the fear of the consequences of doing wrong? 

An honorable Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. 
Batpwin,] informs us, that Mexico has no money 
to indemnify us, and that she cannot cede any por- 
tion of her territory for that object, because her 
own constitution prohibits it. Well, sir, I suppose 
she may then set the world at defiance, and become 
the Ishmaelite of nations; with, however, a better 
fate than Ishmael of old; for his hand was against 
every man, and every man’s hand against him, 
while Mexico might be the aggressor, without be- 
ing exposed to any retribution. Sir, when a peo- 
ple deprive themselves of the power to redress an 
injury, they should be very careful not to commit 
one. No nation can intrench itself behind its paper 
barriers, and say to the world, do what I may, I 
am not responsible; for l have declared the tnviola- 
bility of my territory. An easy kind of shelter 
this for aggression and injustice! and a new 
principle to me, in the law of nations, this security, 
not for, but against, indemnity. I do not know 
where it is to be found, but it must be very new or 
very old, antiquated or unacknowledged. No, sir, 
there is no such principle, there can be no such 
pune Nations, like individuals, are responsi- 

Je for their acts, and must pay the penalty of 
their injustice. This matter lies within a narrow 
compass. Ifa nation interdicts to its government 
the authority to alienate any portion of its terri- 
tory, it must take care, in its disputes with other 
countries, that it hes right or power, and especially 
the latter, on its side. If conquered, its internal 
regulations will not protect it from the legitimate 

_consequences of defeat. If it will neither cede 
nor pay, it must remain at the mercy of its ene- 


my. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Ina foreign war with another 
nation, should the demand be made by that nation, 
that the only terms in which peace would be se- 
cured by us, would be the cession of the State of 
Michigan, does the honorable gentleman believe, 
that the Federal Government of this Union would 
have the right to make the cession ? 

Mr. CASS. I have not the slightest difficulty in 
answering the question of the honorable Senator. 
There is no power in this Government to cede 
away one foot of the United States. But, sir, there 
are considerations, which will ride over written 
constitutions, and among these are the events of 
war. Now, I am not going to enter into a discus- 
sion with any man, respecting the course this coun- 
try will adopt, should tt be prostrated at the feet of 
a conqueror. I am not going to suppose any such 
case. Í believe it one of the last dangers that awaits 

eus. But if, in the Providence of God, it should 
come, I leave it to our children in the fiftieth or the 


een re PS R e 
a SE 


nS a a 
pres ae maa e Sa 


hundredth generation, to adjust it as they must, if 
they cannot adjust it as they would. ° 

Undoubtedly, sir, a conquering nation, in judging 
for itself, judges under a great weight of responsi- 
bility. It is the natural result of its position. That 
now is our situation, and I trust that, in the meas- 
ure we mete out: to ourselves, we shall commit no 
such crying injustice, as may proveke the censure 
of the world, or draw upon us the retributions of 
Providence. 

I repeat, sir, that we must take the affairs of this 
world as they are, and not as we would have them 
to be; and I am afraid, that public wars will long 
continue to be the tribunal for the adjustment of 
public disputes; probably until the advent of that 
period, which we know will come, because He has 
said it, who will make it come, but which seems 
yet far remote, when the quarrels of nations as 
well as of individuals will cease, and the contests 
of life give way to universal benevolence. 

But the honorable Senator from Delaware visits 
with peculiar reprotation every proposition to ac- 
quire indemnity from Mexico. e says: “I 
‘desire to say, for one, that ] never have been, 
‘and I am not now, willing to acquire an acre 
‘of ground from Mexico, or any other nation 
‘under Heaven, by conquest or robbery.” He 
says, “that honesty is the best policy; and that 
‘an honorable reputation to a country is of more 
‘value than land or money.” + I hold,” says the 
‘honorable Senator, *‘ that any attempt on our 
‘part, merely because we happen to possess supe- 
‘rior strength, to compel a weaker nation to cede 
‘us all that we chouse to demand as indemnity, 
‘ whilst we at the same time admit, that we ask for 
‘more than she owes us, is nothing else but rob- 
‘ bery. 

Mr. President, I hold to no such doctrine. The 
world holds to no such doctrine; and never has, 
and never will, till the governments of man shall 
have fulfilled their task, or the nature of man 
shall have entirely changed. Robbery, indeed! 
Ít seems to me, sir, (l say it with all deference,) 
it would be an utter perversion of terms to des- 
ignate an acquisition by conquest for indemnity 
as a robbery. An honorable Senator from Ver- 
mont has designated it by other epithets. He 
calls it piracy and plunder. If this war is just, 
as I, for one, bebeve it to be, what was our just 
claim at its commencement is far from being a suf- 
ficient claim now. Our balance has greatly aug- 
mented. The most rigid casuist cannot deny, that 
we are fairly entitled to a just compensation for the 
losses and expenses, which we have encountered 
from the obstinate injustice of the Mexican Gov- 
ernment; and, as [ have already shown, of the ex- 
tent of this compensation, we must, of necessity, 
be the judges. Robbery, indeed! Pirates and 
plunderers, indeed ! 
since men were united in civil society, made by 
One nation from another, in this new ethical nom- 
enclature, become robberies. The Assyrian was 
a robber, and so was the Egyptian and the Gre- 
cian and the Roman in the ancient world; and: in 
the modern, robbers are as plenty as nations; for 
England, and France, and Russia, and Prussia, 
and Austria, and every people under Heaven, have 
alternately lost and gatned territorial acquistion by 
war and conquest, and have thus exposed them- 


i selves to the harsh epithet, which the honorable 


Senator from Delaware would apply to his own 
country, if she claims the right to act agreeably to 
the laws of nations. Iam well aware, that ques- 
tions of ethics are not to be decided by mathemat- 
ical rules; nor is there any arithmetic of morals, 
which can make one right out of twenty wrongs. 
But the usage of nations makes the law of nations; 
and the practice of all time shows, that conquest 
gives right as permanent and unquestionable as 
rights derived from any conventional arrangements, 
public or private. 

But, sir, the honorable Senator from Delaware, 
in farther illustration of his proposition, has re- 
sorted to an analogy, which seems to me utterly to 
fail him in its application to the subject before us. 
Analogies are always rather dangerous weapons 
in argumentative discussions ; and I have seldom 
seen one which seems to me more so than the very 
case presented to prove that we are robbers. ‘If 
‘a man owes me a sum of money,” says the hon- 
‘ orable Senator from Delaware, ‘‘ and I meet him 
‘on the highway, and insist, witha pistol pointed 
‘to his breast, that he shall deliver to me a deed 
‘ of his farm, at the estimate which Í choose to put 
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‘upon it, I think there could not be much differ- 
‘ence of opinion as to the nature of that transac- 
j tig and Í should liketo know how my friend from 
s Maryland, who is an able lawyer, would defend 
‘the man guilty of such conduct. Would it be 
‘any palliation or excuse or justification of the 
‘conduct of an offender, in such a case, that some 
‘money was due to him? Could there be found 
‘in Christendom a court and jury that would hesi- 
‘tate, as to the verdict in sch a case? And what, 
‘Jet me ask, as a friend near me [Mr. W EBsTER] 
‘suggests, what would be the value of a deed ob- 
‘tained under such circumstances ?”’ 

Is it possible, Mr. President, that the two dis- 
tinguished Senators from Delaware and Massachu- 
setts, I might almost say, the first among the first 
jurists in the land can believe that this Government 
is to be driven from its position and its purposes, 
and the American people from their determination 
to be indemnified, by a false analogy like thia? I 
use the word false in its logical, not in its ethical 
sense. Can it have escaped the penetration of those 
learned gentlemen, that the casé they suppose is 
one, where both the parties are the subjects of 
municipal law, which extends, equally, its protec- 
tion and its penalties over all, who owe it alle- 
giance? The robber is violating the law, and not 
only can gain nothing by his crime, but exposes 
himself to severe punishthent. There is acommon 
umpire between these men, to which their disputes, 
if they have any, must be referred, and which has 
power to enforce its own arbitraments. But the 
contests of nations involve far different principles. 
Their very ey makeseach the judge of its own 
rights, and the asserter of its own remedies. Do 
the honorable gentlemen mean to push their anal- 
ogy so far as to contend, that all treaties made be- 
tween stronger and weaker Powers are void, for 
the very reason that victory has declared for the 
one, and that the other must submit? If this new 
principle is to be interpolated into the law of na- 
tions, what would become. of half the treaties in 
the world, and all the territorial changes they 
have made and confirmed? The subject appears to 
me so plain, as to defy illustration; and I leave it 
with the simple remark, that we have duties to 
ourselves as well as to Mexico, and that if we do 
to her as other nations have always done under 
similar circumstances, we shall do all that the most 
jealous advocate of his country’s honor can de- 
mand. 

Mr, President, we are furnished with two other 
dissuasive reasons against the acquisition of Mex- 
ican territory One relates to the present and the 
future, and the other to the past. The former, ad- 
dressing itself to our fears, belongs to what may 
be called the school of national apprehension; and 
the latter, addressing itself to our sense of shame, 
may be called the school of national humiliation. 
I shall trouble the Senate with a few remarks upon 
each. 

We are warned of the dangerous consequences 
of increasing our territorial extent. T heard all this 
nearly half a century ago, when Lonisiana was 
acquired. The feurs, now, cannot be stronger, 
nor stronger expressed than they were then. They 
were again spread before us when Florida was pur- 
chased; and still again, when Texas was annex- 
ed. We have lived them down, sir, and peepee 
there are few men, within the limits of the republic, 
who would now desire the excision of either of 
those acquisitions, certainly not of the two former. 
Let us judge the future by the past, the only safe 
rule of judgment. Our Government has a won- 
derful power of accommodating itself to the exten- 
sion of the country. Its double formation, if I 
may so speak, of external and internal sovereign- 
ties, enables it to spread without weakness, and 
to preserve its power of cohesion with its process 
of enlargement. And the progress in the sd ec 
sciences comes in aid of our own political pro- 
gress. The means of communication are every 
day augmenting, and even now, we are practically 
less remote from each other as a people, than we 
were in 1789. 

I lived upon the Ohio, Mr. President, at the 
period of the acquisition of Louisiana, and watch- 
ed, as did the whole western population, the pro- 
gress of that great measure. Recollecting the ob- 
jections made to it, as well in Congress, as in the 
country, and hearing those, which had been urged 
here to the proposed acquisition, I was struck with 
their similarity, | might almost say their identity, 
and: turned to the debates of that period to fortify 
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my impressions. The result I will give you in a 
‘very brief extract: 
? [DEBATE IN OCTOBER, 1803.] 


Mr. Gatrrin said: “ He did not, however, fear those fon: 
sequences; he feared the effect of a vast extent of our em- 
pire: he feared the effects of the increased value of labor, 
the decrease in the value of lands, &c. He did fear, though 
this land was flowing with milk and honey, that this Eden 
of the New World would prove a cemetery for the bodies of 
our citizens.”? 

Mr. ToaTcHer said : “ This acquisition of distant territory 
will involve the necessity of a considerable standing army 
so justly an object of terror.” 

Mr. Griawo.p said: ‘“ The vast and unmanageable extent 
which the accession of Louisiana will give to the United 
States—the consequent dispersion of our population, and 


the destruction of that balance, which it is so important to- 


maintain between the eastern and western States, threatens 
at no very distant day the subdivision of our Union.”’ 

Mr. Wuite said: “I believe it will be the greatest curse, 
that could at present befall us,&c. * * * We have 
already territory enough, and when I contemplate the evils 
that may arise to these States from this intended incorpora- 
tion of Louisiana into the Union, I would rather see it given 
to France, to Spain, or to any other nation of the earth, upon 
the mere condition that no citizen of the United States 
should ever settle within its limits, than to see the territory 
sold for an hundred millions of dollars and we retain the 
sovereignty.” | 

Mr. Tracy called “ it a pernicious measure—the admission 
of Louisiana, of a world and such a world into our Union. 
This would be absorbing the northern States, and render 
them as insignificant in the Union as they ought to be, if, 
by their own consent, the measure should be adopted. 


Now, sir, two of the speakers in this debate 
were predecessors of the honorable Senator from 
Connecticut, (Mr. Batpwin,] who has felt and 
expressed such alarm at the proposed extension 
of our territorial limits. That Senator says, he 
would rather give millions to get rid of the terri- 
tory, than to pay a dollar for its acquisition. Mr. 
White, of Delaware, fixed his price for getting rid 
of Louisiana at one hundred millions of dollars. 
Mr. Tracy, an able and eloquent statesman, pre- 
dicted that the acquisition of Louisiana would 
“ absorb the northern States, and render them in- 
significant in the Union.” The Senator from Con- 
necticut strikes the same key-note, and sounds a 
similar alarm. Now, sir, all this apprehension is 
without the slightest foundation. The just influ- 
ence of Connecticut, of all the New England States 
` indeed, will never be reduced by the progress of 
our country. Ido not speak of the influence of 
numbers, but I speak of that moral power, which 
intelligence, and morality, and patriotism, always 
give to every community. Who, in this broad land, 
does not look back to the history of New England, 
and associate the glory of his country with the 
glorious deeds, which: passed there, and which laid 
the foundations of our freedom and prosperity? 
Go where you will, sir, from the lakes to the ocean, 
from the St. John’s to the Rio Grande, and every- 
where you find emigrants from New England, 
carrying with them the fruits of its intelligence, 
and spreading its influence wherever they go. 
Why, sir, there are five Senators, natives of New 
Hampshire, now members of this body, and as 
one, and the least worthy among them, I am proud 
to acknowledge, here, in this high place, that much 
of the.success, undeserved on my part, which has 
attended me through life, I owe to the early lessons 
of wisdom and virtue which were taught me in my 
native State, and which, if I have too often ne- 
glected, I have never forgotten. There may be 
climates less rugged, and hills less sterile; but no 
population ever occupied a country sounder in head 
or heart, or more richly endowed with those prin- 
ciples which give energy to man, and dignity to 
human nature. The influence of qualities like 
. these will be felt and acknowledged throughout 
‘our Confederacy; whether those who bless it and 
pray for it utter their blessings and their prayers 
upon the coast of New England, or the shores of 
the Pacific. 

We are also told, as a dissuasive against the 
prosecution of this war, that we can raise no more 
men nor money, and that our exertions must ex- 

- pire, from the very lassitude of our ‘patriotism. 
Our fathers had these difficulties to contend with, 
in the war of the Revolution, magnified, indeed, a 
thousand fold, by the circumstances and the nature 
of the contest, and yet they fought on, till they 
obtained peace for themselves, and freedom for us, 
and founded upon a rock—the rock, I hope, of 
ages—this magnificent republican empire. We 
heard all this, also, in 1812, and yet, in the face of 
it, we conducted that war to a glorious termination. 
We heard it all again at the commencement of this 
very war, and the time has already past, according 
to the prediction of a statesman now present, of 
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the highest character, supported almost by mathe- 
matical calculations, when we were to have neither 
men nor money, and when our cause was to fail 
from the failure of all the means necessary to sup- 
portit. Now, sir, nothing can be werse than to 
stop without attaining our object. If we cannot 
raise men, and cannot raise money, why then we 
must stop. Bust, thank God, we have not got to 
that point yet, nor do I believe we ever shall get 
to it. Let us not halt in our course now, simply 
for the fear that we may be compelled to halt there 
some time or other. Sufficient unto the day is the 
evil thereof. Sufficient for the dishonor of this 
country will be the time when she will practically 
exhibit her inability to maintain her rights and her 
honor. 

Why, sir, what was said on this subject during 
the session of Congress, on the 25th and 26th of 
January, 1847, one little year ago? Let us look 
back fora moment. The lesson may be a profit- 
able one for us all, and certainly an encouraging 
one for those who indulge in gloomy forebodings, 
and doubt the disposition or capacity of their coun- 
try, to augment her exertions as her trials augment. 
I hold in my hand extracts from the debates, which 
then took place on the subject of the loan. I will 
read a few passages, not mentioning, however, the 
names of the speakers, as it is not my object to 
recall any invidious recollections, but simply to 
show the sentiments, which then srevailed, and 
how these have been rebuked by the result. . 

One speaker said: 


« The crisis in which they were placed was unprecedent- 
ed. They had no adequate revenue, and were going on 
without any way of increasing it. He should support this 
measure, therefore, from necessity, because they could do 
nothing else. Yet he feared it was-with evil to the currency 
of the country,” &e. * * * * «He predicted it would 
occasion a depression of the currency of the whole country 
toa mostinischievous extent. l 

& In passing it, they were treasuring up wrath against the 
day cf wrath—and that day of wrath would come—and when 
it came, he feared they would not be able to stand.” 

« But it was evident,” said another speaker, “that a lgan 
could not be vbtained.?”? 

« A good deal had been said,” Mr. Casa remarked, “ about 
the levying of a specific tax, to which he might refer; but 
the Administration was responsible for the loan. They had 
told them they could get it upon terms to which they would 
willingly submit. 

‘Mr. E. No. 

« Mr. Cass. No, says the honorable gentleman? 

« Mr. E. Where do you find it? + 

«Mr. Cass. In the terms’of the call for it by the Adminis- 
tration. They might fail to get it, but they had good reason 
toexpectit. * * * *, He knew that, duringthe progress 
of financial difficulties with England, it became necessary 
to combine every loan with a specific tax. Why? Because 
that country was overloaded with taxes—in the midst of a 
tremendous war—a war alinost against the whole civilized 
world—and with a debt out of all manner of proportion. 
Hence it became necessary for thein to resort to the mode 
referred to. 
` 6 But did any man believe that the faith of this nation was 


not sufficient to raise the twenty-three millions of dollars? 


* k 


* They had paid off two debts, and they could pay 
off another.” 
A speaker also observed: 


« Yet the Senator from Michigan told them merely to pass 
this bill, and they would have all the money wanted. * * 
* * The gentleman from Florida (Mr. Westcott] also 
thought there was no sort of danger, but that the public credit 
could raise money enough.” 


So much for the prophecies of the last session of 
Congress. How they have been fulfilled has now 
passed into history, and yet we hear the same 
lugubrious note at the present session, and it was, 
I believe, the honorable Senator from Vermont, 
(Mr. PueLrs,] who proved most clearly our finan- 
cial imbecility, and his views were adopted by 
other Senators. And we have heard elsewhere, 
and ‘from a high quarter too, that a tax ‘‘ would 
wind up this miserable Mexican war in ninety 
days.” Hinc ille lachryna! Tears for taxes, but 
none for wounded honor! [ trust I shall never live 
to see the day, when the American people will 
prosecute an unjust war, because they do not feel 
its burdens, or abandon a just one, because they 
feel or fear its financial pressure. : 

But I see, by an article in the London Times, of 
January 4th, that these cis-Atlantic forebodings are 
not the only ones. Our neighbors over the water 
record and regret! the appearances, which seem to 
them to indicate an approaching exhausted treas- 
ury and its consequences, on our future exertions. 
That article warns us, as we are warned here, of 
the danger of a public debt, and of the taxes, to 
which it must lead. And I observe, that a late 
Morning Chronicle adopts a similar standard for 
our patriotic sacrifices. It thinks that our losses 
and the derangement of the financial operations of 
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the country will prove too much for ‘ Jonathan’s 
patience;’’ and that a proposal to increase to a con- 
siderable extent, the'amount we. pay in taxes, will 
soon cure us of our warlike mania. 

But | mistake the feelings of my countrymen, if 
such considerations will deter them from the pros- 
ecution of the war, in which we are engaged. If 
taxes are necessary, they will bear them. Ad- 
vancing as this country is with so rapid a pace in 
all the elements of power and prosperity, any debt 
it may contract in a necessary war can give no seri- 
ous cause of apprehension. [ repeat the sentiment 
I expressed last session, that I do not believe one 
word in the European financial axiom, that new 
debts must be secured by new taxes. Our experi- 
ence has disproved it. Where nations are station- 
ary, and already weighed down with fiscal im- 
positions, such a principle may te necessary to the 
support of their credit. But in the career opened 
to us, where our resources are augmenting in a 
geometrical ratio, the credit of the country will be 
found sufficient, and its increasing resources will 
go far towards the discharge of all its engagements. 
As to a debt like that of England, the thing is im- 
possible here. It is one of the last dangers, which 
threatens us. A people, who govern themselves, 
and tax themselves, will never sanction a system 
of extravagant and unnecessary expenditures,—a 
system which, in England, asa writer in the Edin- 
burgh Review observed, very wittily and very tru- 
ly, some years since, commences at the cradle, and 
going on through all the gradations of society, still 
taxing as life advances, finally taxes the tombstone, 
—and then dismisses him who sleeps under it, to be 
taxed no more. Such are the blessings of a Gov- 
ernment separated from the people, and without 
proper sympathy for their condition, or responsi- 
bility for their own principles. 

The other dissuasive reason against the annexa- 
tion of territory, to which I have adverted, founded 
on our own conduct towards other nations, against 
whom we had causes of complaint, amounting to 
causes of war, if we had chosen to consider them 
such, was presented by the Senator from Mary- 
land, (Mr. Pearce.] ‘This appeal to the fruits of 
our own pusillanimity has been made before, but 
has never, l think, been so directly prosecuted, as 
by that gentleman in his remarks upon the gen- 
eral subject the other day. And this brings me 
back to his proposition, which I have already con- 
sidered, that We have no just cause of war against 
Mexico. In its defence, in addition to the general 
principle that the right and the ‘‘ sort of necessity”? 
should both exist, he added, by way, I suppose, of 
illustration, thati— 

‘The President had paraded before us an exaggerated 
statement of these claims.” 

And he proceeds, among other things, to ask— 


« If the resistance or neglect to pay on the part of Mexico 
is even comparable to that which we have experienced at 
the hand of stronger nations? And I ask, if it becomes us 
to adopt one rule or measure of justice in regard to a weak 
nation, and another rule of rights in regard to a strong and 


haughty people ?”? 

I answer, no; emphatically no. We have but 
one rule of right or justice for all nations, and that 
is, that they fulfill those duties towards us, which 
we have a right to ask, and which we, in our turn, 
must render. And this is our rule, as well with 
England, or France and Mexico, as with San 
Marino or Monaco, or the great empire, which 
embraces a large portion of Europe and stretches 
through Asia to the Frozen Ocean and the Eastern . 
Sea. The honorable gentleman confounds the 
right with the remedy. ‘The one is independent 
of circumstances, and the other depends upon our- 
selves. Why, his own illustration clearly exhibits 
this difference. He says we had causes enough 
of war against France and England, and his re- 
proach is that these were not followed by war 
against the former Power, “ a great and mighty 

cople.” He says, ‘‘ and yet we talk of violated 

onor;’’ ‘and the President rants about our claims 
against Mexico.’ I beg to assure the Senate that 
this language is the language of the’ honorable Sen- 
ator, and not mine. I shall never talk about the 
ranting of the Chief Magistrate, when he spreads 
our public grievances before the representatives of 
the people, and thus before the people and the 
world; nor shall I ever taunt my country by inti- 
mating that her course has been so pusillanimous, 
that for her to talk of violated honor is a solemn 
farce. But were all this so, it is quite time that 
our policy were changed. We are well chastised « 
for the want of self-respect we have exhibifed, i 
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we have lost our honor; and if we do not stop in 
this career of humiliation, the proclivity will be- 
come steeper and steeper, and our descent more 
and more rapid, till we shall have neither rights 
to assert, nor honor to defend, nor disposition to 
do either. . 

This catalogue raisonnée of our acts of humilia- 
tion I have heard before; but never, I think, with 
such strong terms of reprobation. Our submission 
to the insults of the Neapolitan, the Dane, the 
Gaul, and the Anglo-Saxon, is brought before us, 
as it were in staring capitals, and some of these 
are characterized as— 

& Committed in the wantonness of power—in the very 
scorn of our rights—without the slightest justification; and 
persisted in, repeated, and boldly defended, with a most 
offensive effrontery, and yet endured by this country through 
successive administrations from 106 to 1831.7? 

l regret, sir, to hear all this; not for its own 
sake, for we have nothing to reproach ourselves 
with, but in connection with the subject before us. 
Í regret to hear, that too much forbearance—if too 
much there was; as the gentleman seems to inti- 
mate—is now made the pretext for more; that we 
must suffer from Mexico because we have suffered 
from others, and that we must go on thus inter- 
minably, exposed to the attacks of the strong and 
the weak, and to the contempt of all. 

But, sir, the people of this country have never 
been deficient in patriotism or aa tlionalipride: Du- 
ring the period when these aggressions, to which 
the honorable gentleman alludes, were committed, 
the moral and political world was in commotion, 
the foundations of society in Europe were uproot- 
ed, and a mighty revolution was sweeping over 
that region, which occasioned greater changes in 
the world, than did the five preceding centuries. 
Tremendous military establishments were formed, 
and the rule of might became the rule of right. 
‘These injuries commenced under the administra- 
tion of General Washington, and were continued 
through the administrations of Mr. Adams, and 
Mr. Jefferson, and Mr. Madison; but their prin- 
cipal weight fell upon us during the Presidency of 
Mr. Jefferson, and a portion of that of Mr. Madi- 
son. And everlasting honor is due to those two 
eminent patriots and statesmen for the firm, pru- 
dent, and dignified course they pursued under the 
trying and perilous circumstances, in which they 
and their country were placed. History has set 
its sea? upon their measures, and in all time here- 
after, their memory will be held in honor by a 
grateful people. 

But, sir, we went to war with France in 1798, 
and with England in 1812, two of the mightiest 
Powers on earth, and with immense military estab- 
lishments at their disposal, till then unknown in 
modern times. And it was the conviction in France 
that the firm character and decided course of Gen- 
eral Jackson, and the responsive feeling of the 
American people, would lead to a war with that 
country, if justice was not done us, and not the in- 
terference of England, which produced the arrange- 
ment of 1830, and its execution, by which our 
chapter of complaints against France was closed, 
and I hope forever. 

Here, sir, were two wars within fifteen years, 
and both prosecuted, when we were comparatively 
feeble in numbers, in strength, and in wealth, and 
a third barely avoided by the satisfaction of our 
claims. Now, sir, I deny that we are justly liable 
to the reproach of pusillanimity, or that we have 
forfeited our claim to talk of violated honor. Or, 
that Mexico, or any one for Mexico, in this coun- 
try or elsewhere, has a right to say, you had es- 
tablished your character for tame submission, and 
you have therefore no right to ask indemnity of 
me for wrongs such as you have suffered from 
others, and which your own forbearance in former 
years induced me to refuse. 

There are two incidents, episodes I may call 
them, in the great action going on, which, though 
they neither give direction to its movement, nor 
certainty to its termination, are yet worthy of re- 
mark, as they exhibit, if not the faults of the Ad- 
ministration, at any rate the facility with which 
their measures are assailed. One of these charges 
1 have never heard, I confess it, with becoming grav- 
ity. The other is new, or at any rate new to me, 
andshas been presented by the Senator from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Jounson,] with his accustomed ability, 
which sometimes makes ‘‘ the wrong appear the 
better reason.” I shall content myself with touch- 
ing, rather than considering them. 

One great grievance alleged by the Mexican 
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Government, and ‘repeated here, and one for which 
our minister was rudely driven from the republic, 


is, that we sent her a plenipotentiary and not a: 


commissioner, to effect an amicable. arrangement 
of the difficulties between the two countries. 
Really, sir, in the whole history of national inter- 
communication, no such frivolous reason as this 
was ever given for involving two countries in war, 
that a higher grade of diplomatic agent was sent 
by one Power than the other demanded. The 
reverse may have happened when the most idle 
questions were-grave subjects of investigation and 
remonstrance. Mexico must have had few sub- 
stantial causes of complaint, and the opponents of 
the Administration few just grounds of animadver- 
sion, when such a measure assumes an important 
position in their respective lists of grievances. But 
how stands the fact? Anxious to restore the diplo- 
matic relations between the two countries, which 
had been interrupted by the Mexican Government, 
the President directed that our consul (Mr. Black) 
should communicate this desire to the Mexican 
authorities, and say to them, that if they ‘ would 
‘receive an envoy fram the United States to adjust 
‘all the questions in dispute between the two coun- 
i tries, he will immediately despatch one to Mex- 
‘ico. 

To this proposition the Mexican Secretary of 
State answered: 

« My Government is disposed to receive the commisioner 
of the United States who may come to this capital with full 


powers from his Government to settle the present dispute in 
a peaceful, reasonable, and honorable manner.’? 


_ Here is the acceptance of the proposition, and 
the agreement to receive the commissioner whom 
the Government of the United States proposed to 
send, under the title of envoy ‘‘ to settle the pres- 
ent dispute.” Well, the envoy was sent, com- 
missioned for this very purpose, and when he 
arrived he was refused recognition, because he came 
as an envoy, and because his powers extended to 
the adjustment of the whole dispute between the 
two countries, and were not confined to ‘*‘ ques- 
tions relative to Texas.” As to the mere title, it 
does not merit a moment’s serious consideration. 
It was an afterthought, a subterfuge, resorted to 
in order to justify what the Mexican Government 
was determined to do, but what it was easier to do 
than to defend. It is evident that our proposition 
was accepted as made, and that envoy and com- 
missioner were but convertible terms. This is 
shown by the letter of the Mexican Secretary of 


| State to Mr. Slidell, in which he says: 
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« That the single word “restore”? is by no means suffi- 
cient to give to Mr. Slidell the special character of commis- 
sioner or plenipotentiary ad hoc.” 


But Mr. Slidell had too much power; or, in other 
words, he was charged to settle the whole contro- 
versy between the two countries, and not the Mex- 
ican portion of it alone. And was not this arrange- 
ment in the very terms of the proposition and its 
acceptance? We desire to Send you an envoy, 
says Mr. Buchanan, to adjust all the questions in 
dispute between the two Governments. We will 
receive your commissioner, answers Mr. Pefia y 
Peña, charged’ ‘‘to settle the present dispute” be- 
tween your country and ours. Well, what was 
this dispute? It had two sides to it, like most 
other disputes, public and private. We com- 
plained that Mexico had injured our citizens, and 
she complained that we had annexed Texas. And 
the dispute was made up of these causes of com- 

laint. Could the Mexican Government be so 
berote as to suppose, that the United States would 
adjust her side of the quarrel and leave their own 
unadjusted? That we should be willing to do 
something, I know not what, by which Mexico 
would agree to the annexation or we abandon it, 
and thus satisfy her cause of complaint, and then 
turn round and enter upon another negotiation of 
twenty-five years to satisfy our own? If our Ad- 
ministration had acted thus, they would have met 
and merited universal execration. And now the 
great cause of grievance with our adversary is, that 
though we were willing to do her justice, yet we 
required at the same time, that justice should be 
done to us. 

And one of qur most eminent living statesmen— 
a connecting link between the present and the past 
generation—has not only endeavored to place Mex- 
ico right, and his adopted country wrong, upon this, 
as well as upon other questions at issue with her, but 
has elaborately discussed it, and given to his sen- 
timents—which have been widely disseminated by 


party zeal and the public press—the authority of 
‘his name. p 

In his remarks anon this subject, as Mr. Galla- 
tin commences with an error, it is not surprising 
that he ends with one. He says: ‘The Mexican 
Government insisted, that it only agreed to receive 
a commissioner to treat on the questions that had 
arisen from the events in Texas,” &c. This as- 
sumption of the Mexican Secretary of State, which 
Mr. Gallatin endorses—as he must endorse it, in 
order to place his own Government in the wrong, 
for which he seems to have powerful, if not patri- 
otic propensities—is contradicted by Mr. Pefia y 
Pefia’s letter to Mr. Black, in which he says, ex- 
pressly, that the commissioner of the United States, 
coming “‘to settle the present dispute,” will be - 
received by the Mexican Government. In the 
whole letter, which pledged the Mexican faith to 
the reception of the minister, there was no allusion, 
direct or indirect, to ‘‘ the questions which had 
arisen from the events in Texas.’’? So much for 
the substance of the charge. 

Mr. Gallatin discusses the question of etiquette— 
as this finally descends to be—with more zeal and 
unction than would have been expected from a cola- 
borer with Jefferson and Madison in the republican 
vineyard. He says that treaties of peace are always 
negotiated by commissioners, appointed for that 
special purpose. If this were so, it would not touch 
the present case; for Mexico had then neither de- 
clared war, nor committed any act necessarily lead- 
ing to it. But it is not so, and Mr. Gallatin ought 
to have known it. He ought to have known that 
he was appointed an envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary, with four other eminent citi- 
zens, in 1814, to negotiate a treaty of peace with 
England. They are thus designated in the treaty 
itself; and I have actually seen the record of their 
commission in the Department of State. He ought 
to have known, that the very treaty of peace be- 
tween France and Great Britain in 1783, which he 
cites and asserts was negotiated by commissioners, 
was, in fact, negotiated by the Duke of Manches- 
ter, as ‘* ambassador extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary,’’ &c.; and that the preliminary 
treaty between the same Powers was negotiated in 
1762, by the Duke of Bedford, ‘* minister plenipo- 
tentiary,’’ and that in the full powers from our 
Congress, dated June 15, 1781, the persons ap- 
pointed to negotiate a treaty of peace with England 
are styled ‘‘ ministers plenipotentiary,” &c.; and 
he ought to have known that modern history is 
filled with similar examples. É 

But, sir, while the Government has been assailed, 
at home, upon this point of diplomatic etiquette, it 
has heen redeemed, abroad, from all blame by the 
publication of the letter of General Herrera, writ- 
ten on the 25th of August last, in answer to an 
application from Santa Anna inviting him to act as 
a commissioner to treat for peace with the United 
States. ‘* For no other act than showing that there 
‘would be no obstacle to his (Mr. Slidell’s) pre- 
‘senting himself, and having his propositions 
‘heard, my administration was calumniated in the 
‘most atrocious manner. For this gct alone, the 
‘revolution which displacedeme from the com- 
‘mand was set on foot.” I need add nothing to 
this declaration of the Ex-President of Mexico. 
I leave the question between Mr. Gallatin and 
General Herrera. 

The other objection, which I have classed as an 
episode is, that of the two alternative propositions, 
which the President was authorized to offer to 
Texas, he chose the one, which committed the 
United States to admit her into the Union, with- 
out any specific provision, that her boundaries 
should be established, subject to the control of the 
General Government, 

In the first place, sir, the present Administra- 
tion was not then in power, and is not responsible 
for the choice of the mode of procedure. The 
offer was made by Mr. Tyler before the expira- 
tion of his term of service. 

In the second place, the power of decision was 
purely discretionary, and if the President was 
wrong in selecting that alternative, Congress was 
wrong in giving him the power to do so. 

In the third place, a reasonable discretion must 
necessarily exist in Congress on this subject; and 
if that body is clearly satisfied, that Texas claims 
more than she has any right to claim, I see noth- 
ing in the act of annexation, which would compel 
the Government to involve the country in an un- 
just war to defend an unjust claim. 
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In the fourth place, the honorable Senator must 
know, that by no other mode could the annexa- 
tion of Texas ‘have been consummated, as there 
was no probability, I may almost add possibility, 
that any treaty for that purpose would be ratified 
by the Senate. A constitutional majority of two- 
thirds could nat have been obtained. The law 
. itself passed this body, but by a bare majority of 
one. It wa annexation under the law, and with- 
out the concurrence of the treaty-making power of 
the Senate, or it was not annexation at all. 

Mr. President, a few remarks upon another top- 
ic, and I will cease to trespass upon the indulgence 
of the Senate. 

It has been said in England, and in the United 
States, and perhaps in Mexico, though not so bit- 
terly, I think, that our armies in that country 
have committed terrible cruelties, unworthy of us, 
and of the age, and which should call upon us the 
condemnation of the world. And the great Jour- 
nal of England, the proclaimer of English modera- 
tion and phi anthropy, has said that— 

“The cruelties perpetrated by Hernando Cortez, on his 
first expedition to Mexico, have been surpassed in barbarity 
and heartlessness, by the heroic commanders of the model 
Republic. If despotism can be symbolized by a knout, 
American republicanism may be represented by a gatlows, 
and from the same spirit of historic heraldry, which would 
indicate Fregch republicanisin by a guillotine.” 

I wish I could give the date of this article, for I 
should like to fix its exact chronology; but I can- 
not, as [ cut it out of one of the American papers, 
and have since lost the reference. 

Mr. President, I listened with equal pleasure 
and interest, a few days since, to the remarks of 
the Senator from New York, (Mr. Dix]—to his 
statesmanlike views, expressed with equal clear- 
ness of thought and felicity of language. But 
there was nothing, which better became his posi- 
tion, or ours, than his exposition of the principles 
of the British Government, when contrasted with 
its professions—its eternal process of aggrandize- 
ment, and its eternal claim to moderation. And I 
was the more struck with his illustration of the 
subject, because it corresponded with some obser- 
vations I had the honor to submit to the Senate, 
respecting it, at the last session of Congress. l was 
then met by the Roman war-cry—from the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wes- 
sTER]—Delenda est Carthago! as though the mere 
reference to historical facts announced a spirit of 
vengeance unbecoming us and our country. Mr. 
President, there is nothing to be gained by soft 
words on such occasions as these. They may 
turn away private wrath, but they never yet turned 
away public envy and jealousy. Let us look our 
accusers and their accusations full in the face. 
“I thank God,” said the Pharisee of old, ‘‘ that 
I am not aa other men are.” We thank God, 
says the public opinion of England, that we are 
not like other nations, and least of all like that 
great grasping mobocracy. of the western hemi- 
sphere, which is seizing and annexing the territory 
of its neighbors! And this is said with as much 
stern gravity as though the coast of England 
bounded hex possessions, and as though there were 
a rock, or islet, or ¢sland, or continent, she did not 
covet, and, coveting, did not seek, and, seeking, 
did not strive to obtain with a streng hand, if she 
thought her hands strong enough to obtain it. In 
the whole history of national reproofs, and na- 
tional professions, there is nothing like this—that 
England should cast the first stone against other 
nations for a spirit of conquest and aggrandize- 
ment! re 

That great paper, the “ Times ’’—great in its 
circulation and in its influence—is the existing ex- 

onent of English sentiment. It does not make, 

ut ministers to, public opinion; it does not guide, 
but indicates it. te caters for the national appetite; 
but its dishes are prepared for the public taste, and 
not the taste for the dishes. Every calumny upon 
us, every slur upon our morals and sneer at our 
manners, finds open ears to admit it, and willing 
hearts to receive it. For myself, sir, 1 am tired of 
all this; and Í think Mr. Walsh’ some years ago, 
rendered an acceptable service to the cause of truth 
and of his country, by the publication of his work 
upon this very subject; and I wish some patriotic 
American would bring it down to the ees day, 
and exhibit in all its glaring contrast the difference 
between English practice and English professions. 
I am tired ¿lso of the eternal cant about the Anglo- 
Saxon race, as. though that were the only stock 
from which virtue and intelligence could spring— 
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as though our own population were homogeneous, 
and descended from the English family alone; 
while we know it has levied contributions upon 
all the nations of the earth—upon France, and 
Holland, and Spain, arid Germany, and Sweden, 
and Norway, to a large amount, and upon Ireland 
—oppressed and down-trodden Ireland—to a much 
larger; and all those contributions soon became 
fused together, losing their peculiar traits, and 
forming the American people, with a character of 
their own, and I think with pride enough to assert 
their identity, and to treat the Anglo-Saxon race, 
as they treat all other races, in questions of na- 
tional comity, as friends or enemies, depending on 
the prevalent sentiments with which they them- 
selves are regarded. 

Mr. HALE, (in his seat.) And Africa too? 

Mr. CASS. Let us go on with our own race. 
An cye for an eye and a tooth for a tooth, said the 
Jewish lawgiver. The rule is a harsh one, and I 
would not adopt it, even in repelling national cal- 
umnies. But with England I would do better. I 
would let her own history condemn her, when she 
asserts her superiority oveg the other nations of 
the earth. 

In the year 1756, a war broke out between the 
English and the Nabob of Bengal. The English 
general, Clive, entered into a secret correspondence 
with the commander of the Nabob’s forces. A 
rich Indian banker, named Omichund, was a prin- 
cipal agent in the arrangement of this affair, and 
he was to receive a large sum of money for his 
services. In conformity with the stipulations, the 
commander abandoned his master upon the field 
of battle, and was elevated by the English te the 
vacant throne. Omichund demanded more than 
Clive was willing to grant; but fearing that he 
might betray the secret, the English general deter- 
mined to deceive him. And he did so. I quote 
from an English historian: 


“& Omichund’s interests were to be protected by a special 
clause in the treaty. ‘I'wo treaties were drawn up: one, 
written on white piper, contained no reference to Omi- 
chund; another, written upon red paper, contained all the 
stipulations of the white treaty, and, in addition, an article 
in favor of Omichund, to deceive whom was the only purt- 
pose for which it existed. But a yew difficnity occurred. 
The select committee had no hesitation in signing both the 
treaties; but Adiniral Watson refused his assent to the mock 
document, and the absence of his name, it was foreseen, 
would excite the suspicion of so wary a man as Omichund. 
Here, again, Clive had an expedient ready. Jt was toattach 
the Adiniral’s name by another hand, (or in other words, to 
forge it.) ‘The two treatiés were according!y rendered com- 
plete, and the red one answered its purpose. Omichund 
kept the secret of the conspirators, Soorag-o0-Dowlah was 
dethroned, and Meer-Jatiier elevated to his place.” 

« ‘rhe sequel of the tale is melancholy. * * * * That 
document was produced in white. Oimichund became agi- 
tated, and said, ‘This cannot be the treaty; it was a red 
treaty Lsaw.’ Clive coolly replied, ‘ Yes, but this is a white 
one ;’ and turning to Scraiton, who spoke the native lan- 
guage more pertectly than himself, he said, ‘It is now tite 
to undeceive Omichund.’? Tune process of undeceiving the 
miserable man was short and :imple. In compliance with 
the suggestion of Clive, Scrafton said: ‘ Omichuad, the red 
treaty isa thick; you age to have nothing ;’ and he needed 
not to say more. ‘The senses of Omichund had fled ; he fell 
back into a swoon, from which he recovered only to linger 
Out tle remnant of his life in a state of idiocy.” 

This was, in fact, the foundation of the great em- 
pire of England in Hindostan. Many an English 
moralist has visited this process of acquisition— 
the only one, perhaps, of the kind in all history— 
with that indignant reprobation, which costs noth- 
ing but well-turned periods. From that time, the 
English Government has been the sovereign of 
Bengal. But where is the Englishman, moralist 
or statesman, writer or politician, who has ever 
proposed to surrender this territory, acquired by 
forgery, or to redeem the national character from 
the charge of participating in the crime, by reject- 
ing the benefit it brought with it? So much for 
coats of arms. I commend this incident to the 
Herald’s college. But to return to the charges of 
cruelty which have been made against our army 
in Mexico. Noone believes them, or has repeated 
them. Weareall equally free from that reproach. 
But there have been many allusions, exaggerated 
ones, it appears to me, to the terrible calamities, 
which our war has inflicted upon the Mexican 
people, and which elsewhere might be quoted as 
corroborative proof of the alleged misconduct of 
our soldiers. I would not stop to quarrel with 
mere figures of rhetoric, nor would 1 apply any 
severe canons of criticism to extemporaneous de- 
bates like ours, where much is said in the heat of 
discussion, that our cooler judgment doés not ap- 
prove, and said, too, in stronger language, than we 
design to use. : 
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In illustration of these remarks, I will read a 
short extract from a speech of an honorable Sena- 
tor upon this floor, who, in all the qualities of head 
and heart, that give worth and eminence in public 
or in private life, is inferior to none of his asso- 
ciates: 

« We hear of an intention to strike outraged Mexico in 
yet more vital points—we do not arrest it. We suffer the 
expedition to go on. Before the Mexican blood is yet dry 
upon the fields of Palo Alto, Resaca de la Palma, Monterey, 
and Buena Vista, Vera Cruz is bombarded. Her churches 
fall under the dreadful aim of the mortar—the blood of her 
women and children runs in streains through her before 
peaceful and happy streets—her almost every thoroughfare 
is obstructed by the mangled bodies of her slaughtered citi- 
zens, until at last, her valor can hold out no longer before 
the mighty and crushing power of our arms. She surrenders. 
Yet still our vengeance is not glutted. Innocent, unoffend- 
ing, outraged Mexico has yet more cities to be laid waste or 
conquered—inore hearts to be wrung—more gallant blood to 
be shed—more wormen and children to be slaughtereda—more 
agony in every form to suffer. We have not yet had our fill 
of binod. We march on in fiendish progress. At Cerro 
Gordo, Churubusco, Chapultepec, Molino del Rey, our march 
of slaughter is renewed, and goes on with yet more fearful 
violence. Mexican blood waters every plain. The cries of 
Mexican agony startle every ear, and still the work gues on. 
We lay siege to the city of Mexico itself—hombard its peace- 
ful dwellings—make her streets to run with human blood, 
and slaughter again women and children, until resiétance 
becomes unavailing. We get.possession of the capital, and 
yet carry on the contest. Sir, can our country have done 
such deeds? Is she so deeply steeped in crime? Has she 
no honor left? Are we Christian and civilized men, or are 
we robbers and murderers? I hope she will pardon me the 
inguiry; and yet if the war was unjust, if it was not pro- 
voked, if it was our act, and not the act of Mexico, every 
human heart, animated by a single human feeling, can but 
answer in the affirmative. 

“ But no, sir; no, sir, it is not so. She is high-minded, 
just, and honorable. She is civilized, not savage. ` Her citi- 
zens are moral and Christian. Those scenes are in the eye 
of God and man to be justified, because necessary to our. 
honor, and forced upon us in vindication of our violated 
rights. Mexico is answerable for all these sad and sicken- 
ing results. The war is just because she commenced it. It 
does exist by her act, and,so help me God, but for that con- 
viction, as F reverence truth and detest falsehood, I woul 
never have voted for the act of the 15th May, 1846. 

‘‘ These scenes,” says the honorable Senator, 
“are in the eyes of God and man to be justified, 
because necessary to our honor, and forced upon 
us in vindication of our violated rights.” 

Mr. President, we have a far better justification 
than belligerent necessity for our conduct in Mex- 
ico, and that is, that these scenes as described, did 
not and could not occur there. The colors are too 
dark, and the picture not true to nature. And no 
one sooner than the Senator himself, will be re- 
joiced at an opportunity of correcting any misap- 
prehension, to which the strength of his language 
may have-exposed his meaning. 

Now, sir, I put it to the honorable Senator and 
to the Senate, whether such vivid descriptions as 
these are not calculated to do us injury im the eyes 
of the world?) Whether they will not be transfer- 
red to the other hemisphere, and swell the catalogue 
of calumnies, which intolerance, both political and 
social, is pouring out against our country? I have 
made a good deal of inquiry upon the subject, and 
lam perfectly satisfied, that the evils which the 
progress of our arms has inflicted upon Mexico 
are far less than ever before attended the opera- 
tions of a hostile army. It would be folly to deny, 
that war brings calamities enough, under the most 
favorable circumstances, where even the discipline 
of an invading army is the sternest, the disposition 
of the commander and of the officers the best, and 
the measures to repress unnecessary violence the 
promptest and the mostefficient. But] religiously 
believe that the injuries we have committed in Mex- 
ico (and I have taken some trouble to ascertain the 
truth) have been less, far less, than ever followed 
in the train of any atmy that ever went forth to 
foreign war. [ haverun my he over several pages 
of history, (cursorily, indeed, but carefully enough 
for my purpose,) to ascertain what has. been the 
conduct of other nations in similar circumstances, 
and how far they have carried their forbearance, 
either in the exciting operations of a sate or 
after victory had crowned their exertions. I bave 
not omitted, in this search, a glance at the military 
history of England, whence the first stone is al- 
way thrown at us, and who, guiltless herself of 
ambition and oppression, is the self-constituted 
judge, I was about to say, but I correct myself by 
saying, the condemner of this country, past, pres- 
ent, and to come. ° 

And now what says the record of human wars? 
I have collected, Mr. Prestdent, from the records 
of history, several instances of the extreme cruel- 
ties and sufferings, which have attended warfare, 
from the period described by the Jewish historian, 
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when “ they took all his cities at that time, and 
utterly destroyed the men, and the women, and 
the little ones—of every city they left none to re- 
main’’—down to the last continental war, which 
ravaged Europe. I shall content myself with a 
brief reference to some of them. 

Louis the XIV. laid waste the Palatinate; and 
men, women, and children were driven in a severe 
season out of their habitations, to wander about the 
fields and to perish of hunger and cold, while the 
beheld their houses reduced to ashes, their goods 
seized, and their possessions pillaged by the rapa- 
cious soldiery. 

At the siege of Prague, by the philosophic 
Frederick, twelve thousand famished, houseless 
wretches were driven out by the Austrians, but 
were compelled by the Prussians to return, in order | 
that an increasing famine might force their enemies | 
to a more speedy surrender. More than one hun- | 
dred thousand bombs and red-hot shot were thrown | 
into the city, and upwards of nine hundred houses | 
reduced to ashes. | 
_ In the invasion of Prussia by the Russians, in | 
1765, they hung innocent inhabitants from the | 
trees, tore out their hearts and their intestines, rip- | 
pe open their bodies, cut off their noses and ears, 

roke their legs, fired villages and hamlets, formed 
a circle around the burning houses, and drove back 
their fleeing inmates into the flames. 

An officer serving in the French army, in 1757, 
says, “ the country is plundered and laid waste for 
thirty leagues around us, as if fire from heaven had 
fallen upon it. Our soldiers plundered, murdered, 
and committed all sorts of abominations.”’ 

The history of the English sieges in Spain and 
Portugal, contain terrible narratives of human suf- 
fering. Iwill merely quote the remarks of Colonel 
Napier, the historian of Wellington’s campaigns, | 
upon the capture of San Sebastian. ‘* This storm,” 
says he, ‘ seemed to be the signal of hell for the 
‘ perpetration of villany, which would have shamed 
‘the most ferocious barbarians of antiquity. At 
‘Ciudad Rodrigo, intoxication and plunder had 
‘been the principal object; at Badajos, lust and 
‘murder were joined to rapineand druukenness; Lut 
‘at San Sebastian, the direst, the most revolting 
‘cruelty was added to the catalogue of crimes. 
‘One atrocity, of which a girl of seventeen was the 
‘victim, staggers the mind by its enormous, in- 
‘credible, indescribable barbarity.”’ 

So much for an English siege. Let another 
passage describe the progress of an English army. 
& On this occasion,” says Colonel Napier, that is, 
on the first day’s march of the English army from 
Madrid, ‘‘ there was no want of provisions, no 
‘hardships to exasperate the men, and yet l, the 
‘author of this history, counted on the first day’s 
‘march from Madrid seventeen bodies of murdered 
‘ peasants.” 

Such is war in the Old World. God forbid that 
horrors like these should accompany its progress 
inthe New! No man who has the slightest knowl- 
edge of the American character can believe that such 
atrocities have ever been committed by our troops. 
Where are the burning cities behind us? The 
desert country before us, abandoned at our ap- 
proach? The devastation and oppression around 
us, marking at the same time our power and our 
cruelty? We can say it in a spirit of truth and not 
of national vanity, that such ,scenes have no place 
where our armies march. Though my convictions’ 
on this subject are as strong as convictions can well 
be, yet I have not hesitated to fortify them with all 
the information I could procure here. I have in- 
quired of many gallant officers, who have visited 
us what has been the conduct of our troops in 
Mexico, and I have received but one answer, and 
that expressed in the strongest terms, that no men 
could have behaved better under the circumstances 
in which they were placed. Such is the testimony 
of General Quitman, of General Shields, of Gen. 
Pierce, of Col. Harney, Col. Garland, Col. Mor- 

an, Col. Moore, and others. I name these names, 
yecause they are known to the whole country, and 
those,who bear them, have also borne distinguished 
parts in our operations in Mexico, and have been 
in the best situation to ascertain the truth. They 
have authorized me thus publicly to appeal to their 
testimony, and I believe I understood from all of 
them, that they were not aware of an instance of 
rivate assassination by an American soldier in 
exico. Offences against persons are almost un- 
known, and the Mexicans themselves find and 
acknowledge this foreign armed government het- 
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ter and more equal than their own, which it has 
replaced: General Pierce informed me he did not 
believe, that in the march from Vera Cruz to Puebla, 
damages to the amount of five dollars were com- 
mitted and left unpaid by his column of twenty- 
five hundred men. Genera! Quitman was the 
military governor of Mexico, and well acquainted, 
therefore, with its internal police, and he says our 
soldiery is as regular there as in one of our own 
cities. General Shields, in a note to me on this 
subject, says: 

“ In reply to your inquiries, touching the general conduct 
of our troops in Mexico, I can bricfly state, thatin my opin- 
ion, our army has been more distinguished for magnanimity 
and bumanity, than even for bravery. In Mexico this has 
been freely acknowledged on all occasions, both by foreign 
residents and natives. No other army, it is admitted, ever 
behaved so well under similar circumstances.” 


Colonel Garland says: ` 


« It is scarcely possible that the army which marched from 
Vera Cruz and entered the city of Mexico in triumph could 
have heen guilty of any outrage upon unoffendiug people, 
without its coming to my knowledge. Everything taken on 
the march and in the various towns occupied by our troops, 
was uniformly paid for by order. Many of the most respect- 
able inhabitants have remarked to me, that they felt greater 
security, both for their persons and property, whilst their 
towns were occupied by American troops, than they had 
formerly enjoyed tor a quarter of a century.”’ 


Colonel Morgan in a note also says: 

“T'he conduct of our troops in the field having become a 
subject of misrepresentation, [ respectfully place at your dis- 
posal a few facts, which fuily refute the Charges of the ene- 
mies of our country, whether made at home or abroad: 


“Our people have greater cause to be proud of the mag- 
nanimity of the American commanders and their troops 
after victory, than of their valor during the battle. Ttis an 
every day scene in the field to see an American soldier, in 
the heat of battle, kneel down beside his wounded enemy 
and give him water from his canteen, and share the Jast 
morsel of his biscuit with his prostrate foe. 

“« In European warfare the history of the storming of a city 
is at the same time a history of its pillage. What are the 
facts in regard to the storming of Mexico? Although the 
enemy had infamously violated‘the armi tice of Churubusco; 
and afterwards, on tie bloody field of Molino, they mangled 
and murdered our wounded officers and soldiers when too 
feeble to defend themselves; notwithstanding all this, our 
soldiery resented the barbarity of their enemy by protecting 
their property froin the pillage of their own leperos. 

“ Tanumerable instances might be given of the forbearance 
of our troops, but [ will give but one or two. 

& A company of the 6th infantry, in cutting its way through 
a house, entered a room containing an open box of gold 
coin. The American soldiers occupied the ré6om, passed 
through it, and not a dollar was touched. On the same 
night a party of our troops discovered a box of gold address- 
ed to a Mexican; they immediately reported the fact to their 
Officer, and he placed the box in charge of a foreign minister 
to be delivered to the owner. This conduct excited the as- 
toni-hment of the Mexican, and in a public card he express- 
ed his admiration of the forbearance of the American troops. 

« Qur army has ever esteemed generosity asa nobler virtue 
than courage; and if it boasts at all, itis of its humanity, not 
its prowess.”? 


These are bright testimonials. Honors thus 
won and worn by our gallant citizens are dearer 
to their countrymen, than the glorious exertions of 
the battle-field, or the victories that have crowned 
them. 

Incidents, like these described by Colonel Mor- 
gan, have been related to me by other officers, and 
they better illustrate the present topic, than any 
pansy tics however warm, or any description, 

owever graphic. A Mexican horseman rides 
over the battle-field, thrusting hislance through the 
helpless wounded, gleaning, with savage ferocity, 
in the harvest, where the Great Reaper himself had 
passed and spared; while the American soldier, in 
the same scene of carnage, stoops down, and raising 
his prostrate foe, pours the contents of his canteen 
into his parched lips, and recalls his fainting spirit 
to bless the generous enemy. This picture is at 
the same time a bright and a dark one, but it 
marks, both now and forever, the characteristics 
of the two armies, and | commend it to all who 
doubt the humanity of the American soldier, or 
the cruelty of the Mexican. 

Mr. WEBSTER® I entertain no intention to 
discuss the general topics introduced in the speech 
of the honorable gentleman. On one point only I 
wish to say a few words, and ‘that is with regard 
to the remarks which he made upon the speech of 
the honorable member from South Carolina, and 
some observations of my own, upon this assumed 
authority by the Executive of the United States 
to levy and collect taxes in Mexico. Now, sir, 
when gentlemen of experience and character debate 
these grave questions, the first thing is to ascertain 
what these questions are, and to present them 
truly, according to their character, for discussion. 
The honorable member from Michigan supposes 
that this levying of taxes and imposts in the ter- 


ritories of Mexico, by the authority of the Pres-. 
ident of the United States, is an act of war. It is 
no such thing. l l 

Mr. CASS, (in his seat.) It is a right of war. 

Mr. WEBSTER. It is no such thing. It ig 
neither an act nor a right of war, according to the - 
law of nations. He calls it a contribution. It is 
no contribution. It is a legislative act; and when 
the honorable member quoted those portions of the 
United States Constitution which he thought ap- 
plicable to the case, he might without impropriet 
have quoted another ‘passage, which says that all 
legislative power is vested in the Senate and House 
of Representatives. 

Now, it exactly comes to this: is the establish- 
ment of a code of customs in Mexico an act of war, 
or derived from war, or an act of legislation? Why, 
clearly, it is the latter. I want to know how the 
President of the United States can overturn the 
revenue law of Mexico, and establish a new one 
in its stead, any more than he can overturn the 
law of the descent of property, the law of inherit- 
ance, the criminal code, or any other portion of 
Mexican law? <A contribution levied upon Mex- 
ico! It isno such thing. What is it? It is a code 
of customary duties, framed here in the Treasury 
Department, and sent to Mexico, to’ be exercised 
upon whom and upon wore epee Upon the 
Mexicans? Why, no, sir. Very little of it upon 
Mexicans, because it is a law of imposts. It işa 
law upon those who import goods and merchand- 
ise into Mexico—upon all the neutrals of the 
world—upon all non-combatants; and not only 
that, but it is a law levying a duty of imposts upon 

oods and merchandise carried thither by citizens 
of the United States; and that the honorable gen- 
tleman calls a ‘‘ contribution.” 

Mr. CASS. Ido. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Well, then, I think he calls 
things by names which have no more relation to 
them than black has to white. It is not a contri- 
bution at all. 

Mr. FOOTE. I would ask the honorable gen- 
tleman whether he conceives it to be the duty of 
the Government of the United States to protect the 
revenue officers of Mexico in the collection af du- 
ties ; or should their proceedings have been super- 
seded by proceedings of a similar kind dn the part 
of the United States? What would he have done 
in the case? 

Mr. WEBSTER. Just exactly what Congress, 
in its discretion, should think fit to do. What I 
say is, that it is an exercise of legislative power, 
and no exercise of military power. If there is any 
analogy between that and. the case mentioned by 
the honorable gentleman, of the marshals of the 
French army levying contributions as they march- 
ed from city to city, flagrante bello, at the head of 
their forces, I do not understand the logic—I do 
not understand that train of legal mind which can 
perceive analogies in cases which, as it appears 
to me, are entirely dissimilar. When an army 
marches through an enemy’s country, It Is up 
posed to have the right of supporting Itself by the 
strong hand; it has the absolute right of war, 
whether it choose to exercise it or not, to make pil- 
lage—to seize private property. And what is con- 
tribution ? hy, itis a substitute for the law of 
pillage, the practice of plunder. When an army 
approaches a city, the commander of that army 
asks so much support—so many thousand crowns 
—such and auch provisions; he says he will take 
them by the strong hand, unless the authorities 
compound by giving so much money, in consider- 
ation of which he will forbear the exercise of that 
military right. 

Let me ask the honorable gentleman another 

uestion. A part of this system, sanctioned by 
the President, was, that the moneys collected by 
these leviés, should be paid over to the military 
and naval officers. Could they not just as well 
have been ordered to be brought here and put into 
our treasury? Does it make a particle of differ- 
ence, and is it not a system of revenue established 
under Executive authority in Mexico; and will 
any man call that military contribution? Let it be 
shown by any authentic work on national law— 
by any decided case—by any course of reasoning or 
argument, that the levying of a permanent system 
of revenue, in a conquered territory,is exactly the 
same thing as a temporary or occasional military 
contribution of a marching army; and then the 
charge brought against the Administration cannot 
be maintained. 


496 


Mr. CALHOUN. Irise to make a very few 
remarks. When I addressed the Senate yester- 
day, in reply to the question, What shall we do if 
the treaty is not ratified, I answered—take posses- 
sion of the country which is ceded to us by that 
instrument, occupy it, and @efend it. The worthy 
Senator from Michigan says, he is at a loss to un- 
derstand what I mean by that. Well, there is not 
much difference between us. I am at a loss to 
understand why he cannot understand it. It ap- 

ears to me to be one of the plainest propositions 
in the world. He has hunted up a thousand ima- 
ginary difficulties that never did exist, and never 
can exist, in order to make good his case. Does 
he wish to know how my plan can be carried out? 
I point to the case of Texas. Tue whole of the 
eastern frontier, according to the line ceded to us 
by the treaty, was the boundary which Texas 
claimed as against Mexico. Now, does not every 
man know, that for seven long years Texas held 
possession of tliat frontier to the Nueces, without 
a single invasion on the part of Mexico, and that, 
at a time when Texas had not more than three or 
four companies of regulars altogether? Now, sir, 
if Texas could hold that line then, is there any 
difficulty with Texas in doing it now as far as the 
Rio Grande, when she has doubled her population, 
and is backed by the whole of the United States? 
And yet the worthy Senator from Michigan cannot 
understand it! It is impossible that he can under- 
stand it! Again, as to California, he is, if possible, 
more at a loss with regard tothat. His first great 
difficulty is as to our occupying the Gulf of Califor- 
nia. If the Senator will remember, the line that I 
proposed passed through the whole extent of the 
Gulf of California, and if he will look at the map 
he will find it is a very broad expanse of water. 
He will find that it covers a very large portion of 
California—all the settled and inhabited portion o 
California. If he will look at the statistics of Mex- 
ico, he will find that she has not a single armed ves- 
sel. Now, what I asserted was, that a few armed 
vessels-——one or two steamers among them—occu- 
pying that expanse of water wofld be sufficient to 
secure us against all attacks of Mexico on that 
portion of the line; and yet the Senator could 
not understand it! It is, as [ understand, with 
him, a sort of metaphysical idea! Now, as to the 
residue of that line. The whole length of it is 
about four or five hundred miles from the head of 
the Gulf to the Paso del Norte. That is all that 
remains to be defended. Well, the whole of the 
country covered by that line is inhabited by Indian 
tribes, so powerful that there is no fear of Mexico 
invading it. They invade Mexico! They are too 
powerful for her; and it will not require a single 
soldier to be stationed on its whole extent to protect 
us against Mexico. There may be some protection 
necessary against the Indians. Indeed California 
is so remote from Mexico, and the difficulty of ap- 
proach so great, that the mere handful of people in 
California have been enabled in fact to have almost 
an independent government there. oe to say 
that not a single regiment will be needed there—that 
the Americans now there, together with the natives 
who are well affected towards us and desirous of 
seeing our authority established, will be quite ade- 
“quate to defend it against Mexico forever, with the 
aid of a few vessels in the Gulf of California. 

Now, I venture to present, what no doubt will 
appear to the Senator a very bold proposition: the 
cost would be vastly less to fall back and occupy 
the country without the treaty, than to occupy it 
under the treaty. I beg the especial attention of 
the Senator. Under the treaty—I may speak of 
what every one knows perfectly well—a large mass 
of Indians is thrown on our side of the line, and, 
from the necessity of the case, we shall be com- 

elled to defend Mexico against these Indians; or, 
if we should not, and Mexico should have force 
enough, she will have the right to pass over and 
attack these Indians within our line, to which we 
could not submit. For that purpose, then, we will 
_ be obliged to establish a line of military posts along 
the whole length of the Gila, from the Paso del 
Norte to the head of the Gulf of California. But 
it would require a larger and more expensive force 
to occupy this long line of posts, so as to defend 
Mexico against the Indians, than would be neces- 
sary to occupy and defend the country against the 
Mexicans themselves. The reason is obvious. 
The Gulf of California, as l have stated, will cover, 
with a few vessels, the whole of the settled part of 
California; and the intervening Indian tribes be- 


tween the head of the Gulf of California and the 
Paso del Norte would effectually cover us from 
the possibility of an attack on that part of the 
line from the Mexicans. Nor would it he neces- 
sary to have any considerable force to protect us 
against the Indians, as their hostilfty to Mexico, 
and their love of plunder, would direct their war- 
fare exclusively against Mexico. ‘Thus the long 
line, of which the Senator spoke, of fifteen hundred 
miles, could, to its whole extent, from the Pacific 
Ocean to the Paso del Norte, be defended by a 
small force, and at an inconsiderable expenditure, 
if held without the treaty. The only remaining 
part is that from the Paso to the Gulf of Mexico, 
along the Rio del Norte; and we know from the 
experience of Texas how little that will probably 
cost. Now, if we add to this différence, in the 
cost of defending the country without the treaty, 
and of defending under the treaty, the large surn 
of fifteen or twenty millions of dollars, which will 
be saved if Mexico refuses to ratify the treaty, there 
can be no doubt but we will be great gainers, in a 
pecuniary point of view, if she should refuse to 
ratify. 

But I understand the drift of the Senator’s re- 
marks in this particular. He and I entertained di- 
rectly opposite opinions as to what should be done, 
in case the treaty should not be ratified. He is, in 


that event, for a vigorous prosecution of the war, 


and hence his Vigorous attack upon the policy of 
which, in that case, I am in favor, and exaggerated 
statement of the expense and difficulty of main- 
taining it. Indeed, there has been a standing con- 
flict between the two lines of policy, almost from 
the commencement of the war, and hence the re- 
ia assaults of a similar character, which have 
een repeatedly made on that which I have main- 
tained, and with the same view, by those who sup- 
port the policy maintained by the Senator. But I 
have no fear—none in the world—that we shall 
ever return toa ‘‘ vigorous prosecution of the war.” 
That day is gone. You cannot vitalize the policy. 
It is buried. The country would consider it the 
greatest misfortune that could befall us, if we were 
to reopen and renew the Mexican war. The tide 
of public opinion is running with irresistible force 
against it. I have no apprehension of it. But I 
do desire that in the mean time the public mind 
shall not be occupied with an idea which will pre- 
vent it from falling readily into its natural posi- 
tion, if this treaty should be ratified. If the treaty 
should not be ratified, it is plain that we must keep 
possession of the country, and defend it. 

Every Senator can speak of his course and his 
votes in the secret session. I voted for the treaty, 
and Í supported it. But did I do that because I 
regarded it as preferable to the course which I in- 
dicated at the commencement of this and last ses- 
sion? No, sir, not at all. I did it for two reasons: 
In the first place, I was anxious to terminate this 
war on any reasonable ground, and was determined 
to avail myself of the earliest opportunity of ter- 
minating it; for I hold it to be pregnant of evil of 
the most dangerous character, if it continues. In 
the next place, it is the natural way of terminating 
hostilities between nations; and many of my friends 
whom I see around me will testify that I have de- 
clared, for the last three or four weeks, that I was 
in favor of allowing the Administration reasonable 
time to make a treaty. But at the same time I was 
not ignorant of the many advantages of a defensive 
line. And again, ÍI take this opportunity to say, 
that, so far as my voice is concerned, I wish it now 
to be established, as I hope it will be, by the ratifi- 
cation of the treaty. I hope we never shall take by 
an aggressive war one foot of territory by conquest. 
We pay by the treaty the full value—more than 
the full value—a hundred times more than the full 
value, as far as Mexico isgconcerned; for it is 
worse than useless to her, and the full value as far 
as we are concerned, and I rejoice it is so. I wish 
to square accounts liberally and justly with Mex- 
ico, and we have done so, and hence my desire that 
Mexico shall ratify this treaty, and receive this 
money. 

These are my views. As to the other remarks 
which the Senator was pleased to make, with re- 
gard to my speech of yesterday, I pass them by 
without a comment, except as they relate to the 
right of the President to establish a system of taxes 
in Mexico. I listened to the Senator, as I always 
do, with attention, and I must say, if I could have 
entertained a doubt as to the truth of the position 
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dispelled. We know that the gentleman is deeply 
versed in the principles of law, of great intelligence, 
capable of investigating questions of this character. 
I expected when he rose, that he would meet the 
points which were presented; that he would attempt 
to show their fallacy, and exhibit the true principles 
which ought to govern us in this case, if mine were 
false. I was disappointed. As far as I understood 
the Senator—and if I be in error, I hope he will 
correct me—he assumes one broad position, which, 
in my judgment—I say it with great deference—is 
withouta particle of truth to sustain it. He assumes 
that the President, in consequence of the declara- 
tion of war, has an unlimited power in Mexico. 
Am I right? 

Mr. CASS. Unlimited, except by the restrictions 
imposed by the law of nations. 

Mr. CALHOUN. Well, then, the law of na- 
tions does not prohibit an order of nobility. Can 
he create nobles in Mexico? Give me the answer. 

Mr. CASS. Is that one of the incidents of the 
war-making power? 

Mr. CALHOUN. I repeat it. Can he establish 
an order of nobility? | 

Mr. CASS. I would not give much for the pat- 
ents of nobility. 

Mr. CALHOUN. Can he establish an order of 
nobles? 

Mr. CASS. Without going into any detail, I 
may state, that the commander-in-chief and his 
generals may do any act, in the prosecution of the 
war in Mexico, which is not prohibited by the law 
of nations. All I can do ‘is to lay down general 

rinciples. Itcannot be expected that I should go 
into details of all that may or may not be done. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I did not intend this as an 
irrelevant or impertinent question, and I must re- 
gard the Senator’s refusal to deny, asan admission, 
on his part, that the President has the power. 
Indeed it followed necessarily from the principle 
laid down by him. It would indeed be an import- 
ant power in the hands of the President to bring, 
and subject, a conquered country under his arbi- 
trary rule. The Senator acknowledges that the 
power is a very dangerous one. It is indeed a 
dangerous power, if it be as unlimited as he con- 
tends for. Can he create a field-marshal in Mexico? 
The Senator will not doubt that if the President 
could raise an army there, he can create a field- 
marshal. I hold it to be the most monstrous 
proposition eyer uttered within the Senate, that 
conquering a country like Mexico, the President 
can constitute himself a despotic ruler, without the 
slightest limitation on his power. If all this be 
true, war is indeed dangerous! If that be the fact, 
we ought never to engage in a war of conquest. 
If that be the fact, there are double reasons for the 
ratification of the treaty, and fleeing the country. 

There is a tendency in all parties, when they 
have been for a long time in possession of power, 
to augment it. It has been the fortune of the 
popular party in this country to hold possession 
of the Government for a great length of time, and 
it is no more than human nature that the effect 
of that long-continued tenure should be the crea- 
tion of the fondness of power, that necessarily di- 
minishing the love of liberty. This love of power 
leads men to strike at those provisions of the Con- 
stitution which restrict power. I believe that the 
popular party in thid country have resisted this 
tendency for a great length of time to a considera- 


ble extent; but it is impossible for any man who 


reads the early history of that party not to be im- 
pressed with the conviction that it has departed 
from the principles which then characterized it. 
The declaration of the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs this evening, proves a great de- 
parture beyond all controversy. I did not believe 
that there was a man in this country—certainly 
not that there was one in the Senate—who would 
declare that the President of the United States, as 
commander-in-chief of the army in Mexico, has 
no restrictions on his power but those imposed by 
the law of nations. 

Mr. CASS. After the Senator has concluded I 
may say what I did declare. . 

Mr. CALHOUN. I will gladly hear the Sen- 
ator now. 

Mr. CASS. When the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina has finished 
Mr. CALHOUN. Then I shall finish now. 

Mr. CASS. What I maintain is, that the com- 
mander-in-chief and the generals under him have a 


which I assumed yesterday, all doubt would be !! right to do any act of war justified by the law of 
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nations, and it belongs to every officer of the army, 
from a general down to a corporal. I went at 
large into the question, in the remarks which I had 


the honor to make to-day. The course taken in 


Mexico has been fully justified by the practice of 
war in all ages. Whether the contribution be in 
cash or in kind, the principle is the same. One 
word as to the line which the honorable Senator 
has laid down. I have presented the objections to 
it which, to my judgment, are decisive, and I need 
not repeat them. No public opinion in the world 
could permit such a thing as the establishment of 
a line behind which an operating army must retire. 
If you are at war with an enemy, you cannot stop 
Spon a given line. But Texas pursued the enemy; 
and whenever you follow the enemy beyond the 
line, the project is abandoned. 

Mr. CALHOUN. But the Senator puts the 
question, How can I justify the army in perform- 
Ing any act not authorized expressly by law? I take 
the ground, that the army may do under the Presi- 
dent, as commander in-ehiet anything that prop- 
erly belongs to him in that character. Now, the 
extent is not defined; it is governed by the exigen- 
ciesof war. I believe I use the very terms employed 
in the elementary works upon this subject. But 
these acts must relate to war, and not to legislate 
for a conquered country. Now, if you mean that 
an army in operation can seize provisions of every 
description, means of transportation, and sq on, I 
` never denied it; but if you mean to say, that after 
the countty is conquered, the commander-in-chief 
may levy either taxes or contributions, I deny the 
doctrine altogether. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Senator from 
Louisiana (Mr. Jounson] has expressed his con- 
viction of the certainty of an immediate peace, and 
on that he based his argument in presenting his 
motion to recommit the bill, with instructions. 
I lrave just received a letter from Mexico, which 
certainly does not encourage me in the prospect of 
peace. This letter states that the road from Vera 
Cruz to Mexico is infested by guerilleros, and that 
a party for Orizaba had been attacked by them, and 
been compelled to return to Vera Cruz. Though 
reported that the Mexicans had been dispersed, yet 
the American party left their dead on the field, and 
all their property fell into the hands of the gueril- 
leros. Those reports which we have had of Santa 
Anna asking his passports, and leaving the coun- 
try, are all pretext. Instead of leaving-the country, 
it is said that he is now recruiting his forces, and 
looks to future operations. Perhaps he is raising 
nothing more than an escort—but peace is not his 
object. I beg to say to the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina, that that party in Mexico to which 
he alludes, as being neither unfriendly nor inimical 
to us, is the party on which Santa Anna is falling 
back for support in his hostile movements—the 
party of Puros, which invited him to return to 

exico, as the enemy of monarchical government, 
in order to overthrow Paredes. 

I cannot, for myself, approve of any such policy 
as that spoken of by the Senator from South Car- 
olina, nor can I at all conceive why,he should re- 
gard the raising this additional force in the light of 
mere braggadocio. We proposes to raise it for the 
moral effect which it may produce on Mexico. We 
may with great propriety pass this bill in drder to 
give Mexico to understand that if she do not give 
us-peace willingly, we will coerce a peace. ut 
that gallant army which has performed so many 
glorious deeds is rapidly wasting away. The yel- 
low fever has appeared in Vera Cruz, and our 
troops are dying in the interior of other diseases. 
The volunteers are becoming daily more and more 
dissatisfied with the service; and, in my opinion, 
the spirit of the contract under which they entered 
the service justifies their discharge as soon asactive 
hostilities cease. They entered for the war, but 
they believed that on the cessation of active hostil- 
ities they would be discharged. Already the ques- 
tion is mooted whether, if there can be war without 
a declaration of war, there may not be peace with- 
out a trealy. 

But the honorable Senator from South Carolina 
not only directs his attention to the present meas- 
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ure, which he reprobates as mere braggadocio, 

_but this goes back to an old subject—the removal 
of the army to the banks of the Rio Grande. He 
says: 

t The whole affair is in our own hands. Whether the 
treaty fails or not, we still have the complete contral, if we 
act with wisdom and firmness, and avoid, whatI detest above 
all things, a system of menace or bravado, in the manage- 
ment of our negotiation. I had hoped that that system had 
heen abandoned forever. It nearly involved us in a war 
with England about Oregon. It was only prevented by the 
wisdom and firmness of this body. It was resorted toin our 
negotiations with Mexico, and the march of the army under 
General Tavlor to the Rio Grande, was but intended to sus- 
tain it. Unfortunately, the circumstances prevented the 
Senate from interposing as in the case of Oregon, and this 
war was the consequence.”? 


Now the President has clearly the right to move 
the army of the United States into any portion of 
its territory. 

Mr. CALHOUN (in his seat.) Certainly not 
into disputed territory. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator says that the Presi- 
dent has not the right to move the army into any 
disputed territory. When we annexed Texas, we left 
this houndary question open for negotiation, The 
Administration sought assiduously to settle the 
question by negotiation. What, then, is the argu- 
ment of the Senator? When the opposite party 
refuse to settle the question by negotiation, are we 
to be estopped? Are we'to allow the enemy to 
wrest from us the dominion which we claim as ours 
of right? Ifso, what is this but a broad invitation 
to every jand to dispute the boundary with us? 
But I would ask the honorable Senator, how comes 
it, that even before the annexation of Texas, the 
navy of the United States was ordered to the Gulf 
of Mexico for the protection of Texas? =| 

Mr. CALHOUN. The answer ts obvious. The 
Gulf of Mexico is the common property of all na- 
tions. It is not disputed. But though we had a 
right to lay off Vera Cruz, we had not the right to 
enter the harbor of Vera Cruz. 

Mr. DAVIS. Was it not the gentleman’s own 
soba to make a naval demonstration against Vera 

ruz. 

Mr. CALHOUN. Ihave no knowledge of snch 
an order. Will the Senator permit me to notice 
another point? He indicated that the President 
had a right to march the army into any disputed 
territory. Am I right? 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not consider it disputed ter- 


ritory. 


Mr. CALHOUN. He says, he does not con-. 


sider disputed territory, in what he differs from 
the resolutions annexing Texas, for they expressly 
admit the country to the east of the Del Norte, 
to a certain extent, at least, to be disputed terri- 
tory, by providing that the boundary between 
Texas and Mexico, shall be settled. by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Now, as Texas never 
claimed any country beyond the Del Norte, it re- 
sults necessarily, that the point to be settled was, 
whether the boundary of Texas extended to that 
river or not, admitting, of course, that country 
lying east to some extent, was disputed territory. 
Now, I ask, how is a question of disputed territory 
to be settled? There can be but two modes. By 
negotiation or war. As far as it relates to the former, 
the President, with the Senate, represent exclu- 
sively the United States; but when negotiation fails 
to settle adisputed boundary, nothing is more clear; 
that if it becomes necessary to resort to war to es- 
tablish the boundary, in that case, the power passes 
out of the hands of the President into that of Con- 
gress, which, under the Constitution, exclusively 
possesses the war-making power, and that it be- 
longs, in that case, exclusively to Congress, to 
determine where the boundary is, and, if it thinks 
proper, to authorize the President to establish it by 
force. The great mistake of the Senator, and those 
who think with him, 1s to look exclusively to the 
question between Mexico and the United ‘States, 
and to overlook entirely the question between the 
departments of our own Government. As be- 
tween the United States and Mexico, there can be 
no doubt, that when negotiation failed, the United 
States had the right to establish by force the bound- 
ary for themselves. But the question is, through 


what department? Through the President, or 
through Congress? The very statement of this 
ee is sufficient to decide it to all who have 
the least knowledge of our Constitution. The error 
of the Senator consists in supposing, that when the 
President failed to negotiate with Mexico in refer- 
ence to the boundary, his failure gave him the right 
to determine on his own authority, without con- 
sulting Congress, which was the boundary, and 
to occupy by force the disputed territory, when in 
fact the failure of the negotiation exhausted his 
power, and left him no means of acting but b 
submitting the question to Congress for its deci- 
sion. [Ít is really wonderful to those who have 
been iñ this body for any considerable length of 
time, that there should be any question on these 
points. 

It may be proper to add, that the power of the 
President and the Senate is so rigidly restricted to. 
negotiating and making treaties, that, although they 
may make, they have no authority to set aside a 
treaty when it is violated by the opposite party. 
That power belongs not even to the Judiciary, but 
to Congress; of whith there is a remarkable in- 
stance in reference to the treaty made between 
France and the United States, during the war of 
the Rtvolution. That treaty was so outrageously 
violated by France during her revolutionary strug- 
gle, that it became necessary on our part to dis- 
avow any further obligation under it; and that was - 
made by a joint resolutjon of Congress, declaring 
it to be null and void. This precedent has never 
been questioned. It shows that the power was re- 
stricted within the limits 1 have assigned. 
Assuming these views to be correct, I put the 
question to the Senator, how could the President, 
on his own authority, order Generat Taylor to oc- 
cupy a territory which the resolutions of Congress 
and the act of Texas acceding to them admitted 
to be disputed territory between her and Mexico, 
and that, too, without consulting or even advising 
Congress of the order, although Congress was at 
the time in session? I hold that the President 
had no more right to order the army to march 
into the disputed territory than he had to order it 
to march into Mexico. I might appeal tö the 
whole history of our country, in reference to this 
point, for the truth of this position. There are 
many cases that bear upon it. Among others, I 
might cite those which occurred under the Admin- 
istration of General Washington. It is known to 
all the least conversant with our history, that 
Great Britain, after the treaty of peace, held on not 
only to Detroit, which was near the frontier, and 
then in the woods, but to Fort Stanwix, now 
Rome, in the very heart of the State of New York, 
from 1783 to 1794, without any attempt on the 
part of General Washington to disturb her posses- 
sion.. He never dreamt of attacking either with- 
out authority of Congress; and if he had, there 
was no one at that day that would not have con- 
sidered it as a flagrant violation of the Constitu- 
tion. To this I may add, we had a question of 
disputed boundary in Maine, arising out of the 
same treaty, which remained open under all Ad- 
ministrations down to a very late period, that of 
Mr. Tyler’s Administration; yet there was not 
any attempt whatever on the part of the many 
Presidents, in the long intervening period, to assert 
by force the right of the United States to the dis- 
puted territory. I never heard the principle laid 
down anterior to this war with Mexico, that the 
President, on his‘own authority, had the right to 
march the army,intoia disputed territory. 

Mr. WESTCOTT. 1l beg to remind the Sena- 
tor that Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Madison seized 
upon the country west of the Mississippi. 

Mr. CALHOUN. On! that was a trifling case. 
You could cover the whole country with a blan- 


t! 
Mr. DAVIS. I repeat, that I cannot perceive 
on what grounds the Senator will justify the order 
sending the navy to the Gulf of Mexico, whilst we 
were negotiating the annexation of Texas, and yet 
deny that after.annexation was completed. 
Mr. CALHOUN. They were issued when 
Congress was in session. If any attack had been 
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necessary, application would have been made to 
Congress fôr authority. | 

Mr. DAVIS. The whole case is matter of 
yecord; and we know as well as the actors in it, 
that our navy did stand off and on the coast, look- 
ing into Mexican harbors, to keep our Government 
advised of any hostile movements, and be papers 
to act, if necessary, for the protection of Texas. 
For the like purpose, a large portion of our army 
was concentrated upon the border, and put in 
correspondence-with the President of Texas. The 
Senator from South Carolina, then Secretary of 
State, communicated to the Texan Govérnment 
this disposition of our land and naval forces, and 
announced it to be the purpose of the President, as 
a duty under the then existing circumstances, to 
use all his constitutional power to protect Texas 
from foreign mvasion. If the whole power to 

ant the protection thus offered, consisted in ask- 
ing for authority by an act of Congress, it was a 
promise likely to be filled with hope deferred. In 
view of the delays which would probably.have 
attended the passage of such an act, what justifi- 
cation can there be for so early a movement of the 
army and navy to the immediate proximity of an- 
ticipated operations. Does the Senator deny the 
power of the President to order the army into any 
part of the United States? 

Mr. CALHOUN. He has no right to order it 
into disputed territory. — 

Mr. DAVIS. What! shall a foreign Power 
dispute our territorial limits—refuse to settle the 
boundary by negotiation—seize, by force, territory 
rightfully ours, and our Executive stand powerless 
by and see the enemy gain the advantage of occu- 
pying all the commanding positions of the coun- 
try. This would be an alluring invitation to every 
coterminous Power to select their opportunity and 
dispute our boundary. At another time, during 
the recess of Congress, according to the Senator’s 
general position, the territory thus disputed could 
be seized with entire safety. Upon the question 
of the northeastern boundary, to which the Sena- 
tor alluded, my recollections are different from his. 
I think by both the Committee on Military Affairs 
and by the Committee on Foreign Relations re- 

orts were made at the time, recognizing the power 
of the Executive to use the military force of the 
country—to call out the militia—to protect the ter- 
ritory claimed by Maine from hostile invasion, or 
an attempt by military force to exercise exclusive 
jurisdiction within the disputed territory. But I 
was about to say, when I yielded to the honorable 
Senator, that after Texas became a part of the 
American Union, and we failed by negotiation to 
adjust the boundary with Mexico, the question 
became closed against us, and the United States 
had no other mode by which to determine the ter- 
ritory of Texas, than by reference to her limits, as 
defined before annexation to the United States; all 
which having been asserted and maintained, we 
were bound to insist on and defend from forcible 
seizure. By annexation, Texas lost the power to 
negotiate or to carry on the war; and coextensive 
with this surrender were the obligations imposed 
upon the United States. The President did what 
every man of patriotic impulses will say he should 
havedone—afford to Texas that protection which a 


State had the right to demand; and in ordering the 


army to the Rio Grande, he did no more than 
might have been done in the case‘of the northeast- 
ern boundary, when that was an open question. 
But the Senator has laid down the position that 
this was done to intimidate Mexico. Not so. Our 
army was encamped at Corpus Christi, which had 
been made a port of entry. Was that, then, in 
the disputed territory? Where was the disputed 
territory? Mexico claimed up to the Sabine. She 
has continued to assert that claim; and any inter- 
mediate line between the Sabine and the Rio 
Grande, is of our suggestion, and not of Mexican 
‘origin. When, at a recent period, Santa Anna 
returned to Mexico, he promised to restore the 
severed territory of Texas, and to gather laurels on 
the banks of the Sabine, and lay them at the feet of 
the Supreme Government. A right to the whole 
of Texas, a determination to restore it to Mexico, 
has, by her soldiers and her statesmen, been uni- 
formly asserted—adhered to with the pertinacity 
characteristic of the Spanish race. The whole of 
Texas, then, was included in this disputed terri- 
tory, and if the President had no right to march 
the army to the Rio Grande, he had no right to 
order it across the Sabine. Mexico claimed the 


whole of Texas. In the controversy on the part 
of Mexico.the question was not whether the Nue- 
ces or the Rio Grande was the boundary, but 
whether Texas was a part of the United States or 
not. Upon the part of the United States that ques- 
tien was closed, forever closed. Before her army 
was ordered into the territory of Texas, nothing 
was open but the adjustment of boundary. This 
was sought by negotiation with Mexico, and out 
advances: were insultingly repelled. That the 
boundary of revolutionary Texas was the Rio 
Grande—at least the lower part of that river—has 
been too often and too conclusively demonstrated 
to require more than a passing notice. Without 
E to the mass of evidence which has been 
presented here on other occasions, I will refer only 
to that on which I mainly rely. After the battle 
of San Jacinto, and when Santa Anna was a pris- 
oner in the hands of the Texans, General Filisola, 
commanding the Mexican army, wrote to his Gov- 
ernment, communicating the fact of President Santa 
Anna’s capture, and giving the saddest account of 
the condition of the troops under his command. 
The President ad interim replied, and gave the 
General authority to do whatever should be neces- 
an to procure the release of the captive President, 
and to save his troops and, munitions of war. 
These results were obtained by treaty. General 
Filisola was one of the parties to that treaty, and 
the consideration given to Texas for the vast ben- 
efits thus secured was the recognition of the Rio 
Grande as a boundary, and the immediate with- 
drawal of all Mexican troops beyond it. It is true 
this treaty was never formally ratified by Mexico, 
but having obtained the full benefit of all its stipu- 
lations, I submit whether the moral obligation was 
not complete henceforth and forever to recognize 
the Rio Grande as the true boundary. That is the 
only argument on which I have ever found it ne- 
cessary to-rest this point. 

Not being a lawyer, I will not attempt to discuss 
a legal question with the eminent jurist on the 
other side of the Chamber, [Mr. Wessrer,] but 
cannot forbear from expressing my surprise at the 
view which he, in connection with the distin- 
guished Senator on this side of the Chamber, [Mr. 


Ca.noun,] takes of the legitimate rights of our 


army when invading a foreign country. They 
would restrain our army from the moment it en- 
ters a hostile country, so as to pa it from 
availing itself of any of the public funds—they 
would restrict it to such contributions as they 
might wring from the citizens. Now, one of the 
evidences of the advancement of civilization in the 
conduct of war has been seen in that very pro- 
cedure on the part of an army which these distin- 
guished Senators condemn. Instead of wringing 
from poverty, from the agricultural citizen, the 
means of maintenance, our army have seized only 
upon the public resources of the country, and have 
thus illustrated the intelligence, the chivalry, and 
humanity of the American people. 

The Senators contend that legislation is neces- 
sary to appropriate the pablic revenues of Mexico 
to the maintenance of our army, whilst they admit 
the right to seize private property for its use. Sir, 
I had thought our war was waged against the gen- 
eral government of Mexico, and that our policy was 
as far as possible to relieve the peaceful population 
from the ordinary sufferings of war. Sir, [ am at 
a loss to conceive how we could properly legislate 
upon a country which had not been conquered— 
for a people in open war against us—or how the 
laws, if enacted, could be properly executed under 
such circumstances. The foreign government must 
have been displaced by our arms, before there was 
space for our legislative and judicial departments 
to flow in; and the roar of those arms must have 
been hushed, before the voice of the lawgiver could 
be heard. Tke Constitution of the United States 
makes provision for the organization and mainte- 
nance of our army and navy, and for calling out 
the militia by legislative enactments. It makes the 
President the commander-in-chief of the army and 
navy, and the militia, when called into service. 
Congress declared that war existed. It passed 
laws for raising men and money. The President, 
as commander-in-chief, assumed the command of 
the army; and, as has been stated by the Senator 
from Michigan, from that moment all the rights 
which apporre to a state of war, attached to the 
army. ‘The exercise of legislative rights only fol- 
lows when Congress takes possession of a con- 
quered country. Up to that point nothing but the 


power of the Executive department flows in. The 
power belongs not to the President merely,-but to 
the Executive department; and, without orders 
from the President, every officer in the army could 
exercise it. The right is conferred by war, and 
the only difference between the action of our army 
and that of any other, has consisted in this, that 
ours has demanded less, and taken nothing by 
force. [t has not committed pillage. The gov- 
ernment opposed to us has been deprived of power, 
and the resources by which it was sustained natu- 
rally flowed to the army which took the country 
and people in charge. In laying duties—in collect- 
ing taxes, they have collected but a portion of the 
revenue which would have flowed to the Mexican . 
Government if it had not been displaced by our 
arms. Both could not exist together. Such is the 
plain, common sense view of the matter. The 
legal view I must leave to others. The honorable 
Serlator from South Carolina fears that if the Presi- 
dent exercise this power, immense abuses may 
follow—that armies may be raised, and treaties 
may be made with other countries; and that, he 
says, would be in violation of the Constitution of 
the United States. The Constitution of the United. 
States is a temple, gradually extending itself, and 
covering acre after acre, State after State, spanning 
rivers and mountains, but not yet gone to foreign 
lands. It is still limited to the United States. fe 
cannot be violated in Mexico. It does not extend 
to Mexico, and God forbid it ever should! It is 
the Constitution of our own Union and our own 
peop and none but territory annexed to our 
nion can claim to be under that Constitution. If 
the President has violated the Constitution, in the 
progress of this war, you must prove that he has 
failed to comply with the law which declared the 
war and authorized him to prosecute it, giving him - 
men and money for that purpose. Uhtil that be 
shown, the President cannot have violated any 
provision of the Constitution in Mexico. 

But the main purpose for which I rose, sir, was 
to speak of the effect of the passage of this bill in 
Mexico. We had information from a special agent 
sent to Mexico in 1844 that he had commenced pre- 
liminaries, and had the prospect of a settlement by 
negotiation, of all the difficulties then pending. On 
the fourth day after the negotiation had been open- 
ed, two celebrated letters published in that year 
redched Mexico. One dated at Raleigh, and the 
other at Lindenwold. On the arrival of these let- 
ters, forwarded, it is said by the Mexican minister 
at Washington City, the negotiation was imme- 
diately suspended. Again, Mexico probably in- 
tended to enter into a negotiation for the settlement 
of the questions then in dispute, when Mr. Black 
received intimation, in the terms so often referred 
to here, of a willingness on the part of Mexico to 
receive a commissioner; though i think that there 
has been altogether a misunderstanding of the lan- 
guage in which the note was written. Commission- 
ado was the term employed, meaning one commis- 
sioned, empowered to settle the question in dispute. 
Now, they may have meant no other questions 
than those growing out of the annexation of Texas; 
but, as the Senator from Michigan remarked, they 
sought refuge in the subterfuge of the distiction ` 
between the terms ‘‘ minister” and ‘‘ commission- 
er,” and thus evaded the obligation of the contract 
into which they had voluntarily entered. And 
why? Because, at that time a controversy had 
arisen with regard to the boundary in Oregon. 
The Mexicans then cherished the hope that there 
would be war between this country and England, 
and that, with the latter as an ally, they would be 
able to regain Texas. The old.hope was thus re- 
vived. ‘They refused to enter into negotiations. 
And now, if they have their hopes revived again 
with the prospect of a refusal here to supply men 
and money to prosecute the war, they will again 
reject negotiations in the expectation that a new 
administration may come into power in the United 
States more favorable to them. If we change the 
poliey which we have heretofore pursued, there can 

e no doubt they will refuse to ratify the treaty. 

In our intercourse with Mexico, if we have erred, 
it has been in undue consideration and misplaced 
leniency. For a long term of years we have borne 
national insult, and left unredressed the personal 
outrages and pecuniary injuries done to our citi- 
zens by Mexico. We have passeg unnoticed the 
offences repeatedly offered in their official corre- 
spondence; it was the strong rendered patient, with 
the captiousness of the weak, by the consciousness 


_ Odious for what? 
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of his ability to punish. This course, so long ob- 
served by our Government, has surely not been 
departed from by the present Administration. 

i cannot conceive, sir, how the President could 
have exhibited greater forbearance towards Mex- 
ico. He sent out a minister to treat with her on 
the first intimation of any desire on her part to 
enter into a negotiation for the purpose of restorin 
amicable relations. Acting in the forbearing a 


friendly spirit of the power, who had taken that 


infant republic by the hand when it first essayed 
to walk, we studiously avoided collision. Collis- 
ion, however, from the causes to which I have 
alluded, became at last inevitable. Yet it is gravely 
asserted, that the President had determined to ex- 
tend the territory of the United States to the Rio 
Grande, ‘* peaceably if he could, forcibly if he 
must;’? most certainly not to extend the territory 
of the United States, but to settle the question of 
boundary; and had we been the aggressive party, 


. as it has been allezed—had we been reckless of the 


feelings, rights, and interests of Mexico, we cer- 
tainly never should have incorporated a provision 
in the terms of annexation, securing to us the right 
of settling the limits of Texas—that was done to 
Fane against the possibility of a collision with 

exico; we did not adopt the extreme claims of 
‘Texas, but reserved to ourselves the right to settle 
the question of boundary. Nothing could have 
been done more indicative of the friendly spirit 
which we entertained towards Mexico. 

At this late hour, I certainly shail not attempt to 
enlarge; but I must take occasion to say, that I do 
not think that Mexico is’ about to cede any terri- 
tory to the United States; I think that we are 
about to retrocede territory to Mexico. I hold 
that in a just war we conquered a larger portion of 
Mexico, and that to it we have a title which has 
been regarded as valid ever since man existed in a 
social condition—the title of conquest. It séems 
to me that the question now is, how much we shall 
keep, how much we shall give up, and that Mex- 
ico cedes nothing. 

Mr. WEBSTER was understood to inquire if 
that vee was in accordance with the terms of the 

ri at 

r. DAVIS. I have seen papers in English 
and Spanish, and I think in none was the term 
‘cede employed. As a moralist I would not under- 
take to defend the seizure of country from the in- 
habitants, but the question was settled long before 
the oldest member of the Senate entered it. These 
very Mexican people settled it when they conquer- 
ed the ancient Aztecs. If they had the right to 
take the territory from that people, who did not 
cultivate it, the argument is equally good against 
them now. They produce little to that which the 
country ie capable of yielding; and year by year 
the amount is steadily decreasing. The country is 
going to waste, villages are depopulated, fields 
-once highly productive in all that nature in her 
bounty yielded to the industry of man, now lie 
uncultivated, and marked only by the remains of 
the irrigatory ditches by which they were formerly 
watered. The exuberant wealth of Mexico once 
flowed out to sustain the American colonies of 
Spain—the governments of Louisiana and Florida 
received contributions from her. Turn, now, and 
contemplate the change which the difference of 
government has wrought, and tell me whether all 
the arguments of utilitarianism and of humanity 
may not now be more successfully applied to the 
Mexican than by them against the Aztec popula- 
tion. ` 

The Senator says this war is “odious.” Odious! 
On account of the skill and gal- 
lantry with which it has been conducted? Or is it 
becausé of the humanity, the morality, the mag- 
nanimous erry which has marked its execu- 
tion? Odious! hy, in any newspaper which I 
take up, I find notices of large assemblages of the 


' people gathered together to do honor to the remains 


of some dead soldier brought back from Mexico; 
or around the festive board to greet the return of 
some gallant member of the army The conduct- 
ors of the press, Without distinction of party, ex- 


_ press the highest approbation of the conduct of the 


army. Where is the odium? What portion of 
our population is infected with it? From what 
cause does it arise? It cannot be on account of 
the origin of the war, the extraordinary unanimity 
with which it was declared by both Houses of 
Congress, the eagerness with which our citizens 
pressed to the service, forbid that conclusion. 


long and unbroken succession of victories has 
satiated the public appetite for military tsumph. 
There may be a surfeit, for more has been offered 


‘than needed for a feast. An over anxiety.for im» 


mediate peace is the natural result; with this I 
sympathize; beyond this I am not prepared to be- 
lieve the popular feeling of the country extends. | 

We have cause to be proud of the’ record this 
war will leave behind it—a monument more lasting 
than brass. We, the actors of to-day, must soon 
crumble to dust; the institutions we now maintain, 
and hope will be perpetuah may pass away; the 
Republic may sink in the ocean of time, and the 
tide of human events roll unbroken over its grave; 
but the events of this war will live in the history 
of our country and our race, affording, in all ages 
to come, proof of the high state of civilization 
amongst the people who conducted it—proof of the 
intelligence which pervaded the rank and file who 
fought its battles—proof of the resources of such 
a Government as ours, wholly unembarrassed in 
the midst of war, conquering one nation and feeding 
another! Where, sir, are the evidences of evil 
brought upon us by this “‘ odious” war? Where 
can you point to any inroad upon our prosperity, 
public or private, industrial, commercial, or finan- 
cial, which can be, in any degree, attributed to the 
prosecution of this war? All that is yet to be 
shown, and I confidently await the issue. 

Mr. WESTCOTT then addressed the Senate in 
favor of the bill, on the ground that, in his judg- 
ment, there was not a reasonable expectation of a 
treaty of peace. [This speech will be given in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. BUTLER. As I perceive that the Senate 
is determined to refuse to modify the bill—for they 
have already decided, by quite a large majority, 
that these troops shall be raised—I have nothing 
further to say in regard to that matter, beyond this 
one remark: I wish the Senate distinctly to under- 


stand, that if this bill pass the other House, it will : 


not be passed as a bill for organizing ten regiments, 
with the complement of officers which belongs to 
such a force. The simple proposition that I made 
was, to add thirty men to each company, or three 
hundred to each regiment, of the present army. 
It has not been the pleasure of the Senate to adopt 
my amendment to recommit the bill; and I ask the 
Senate to take notice, that that will be the form in 
which the troops will be raised. The action of the 
Senate itself will have the effect of influencing the 
House to ingraft such an amendment. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire the attention -of the 
Senate for a short time, although, but for the re- 
marks of the honorable Senator from Michigan, I 
should hardly have thought it necessary to trouble 
the Senate any further. But before I proceed to 
reply to that Senator, I must be allowed to say, 
that I was forcibly struck by the remarks of the 
honorable Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] 
with regard to the conduct of Mexico since this 
armistice was proclaimed. It is shown that there 
is an armistice existing, which is to last at least 
two months, in order to afford time for negotia- 
tions. In this state of the case, the Senator from 
Mississippi says that he has received a letter from 
a friend, whom he fully accredits, in Mexico, sta- 
ting the fact which we have seen announced in the 
public prints—that the country between Mexico 
and Vera Cruz is filled with guerrilleros, and that, 
though the armistice has been proclaimed, the war 
still rages. Sir, this fact is a pregnant one. It 
proves to us—what I have stated before—that that 
Government has not the power to enforce obe- 
dience to its will. No one doubts that they who 
have negotiated have acted in good faith, and that 
they are desirous of restraining these guerrilleros, 
and that, so far as they have the power, they will do 
so; but it is impossible for them to restrain them: 
and what is the inference? Why, that whether the 
treaty i3 ratified or not, when your army returns, 
your peace will not be a secure one. It seems to 
me that these facts show us irresistibly that the 
conclusion of the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina is the correct one, that the only mode of 
obtaining a permanent peace is to withdraw to a 
line and defend it. We can defend it as well with- 
out a treaty as with it. If there is no government 
in Mexico which can compel these guerrilleros to 
obey, what are we to do? Would it not have been 
far better if we had taken the advice of the honor- 
able Senator long ago? We may be compelled to 
dc so yet. In that case, there is no doubt we have 


A |! troops enough already in Mexico for the defence 


of the line, though perhaps not enough for ** over- 
running the whole country, capturing every town 
and province, and keeping the government in per- 
petual motion.” It ts evident, from the report of 
the Adjutant General, that we have troops enough 
there to keep this Ime, which seems to be ouè in- 
evitable destiny in the end, if the information of 
the honorable Senator from Mississippi be correct. 
Now, a word to. the honorable Senator from 
Michigan. In the course of my remarks some time 
ago, to which the honorable Senator has replied to- 
day, I did say, that I thought he put himself in 
the position of the champion of the Administration, 
but [*did not use the term in an offensive sense. 
He has this day proved himself the champion, the 
very Ajax Telemon, of his party. The honorable 
Senator, in the opening speech on this bill, intima- 
ted to us that the whole course of the Government, 
in the conduct of this war, was impregnable; that 
if it were attacked, the assault could be easily met 
and as easily repelled. I noticed this remark of the 
honorable Senator at the time, and to avoid all mis- 
take, I quoted from his speech verbatim et literatim, 
in his hearing. -I drew the inference, and so said 
that the champion of the Administration had 
thrown his gauntlet at our feet, that he had defied 
us to show a single instance in which the conduct 
of the Administration was not impregnable. Sir, 
I, as one of the humblest of the Senators defied, 
dared to take the gauntlet up, and proceeded to 
direct his attention to a set of facts, calling for his 
defence. I referred to the conduct of Santa Anna, 
as the murderer of our people at Goliad and the 
Alamo. This, I think, was of itself enough to 
satisfy Mr. ae and every one of the character of 
that man. I then proceeded to ask the Senator 
from Michigan, why the President, on the day on 
which this war commenced, admitted this same 
Santa Anna into Mexico by special order, with all 
his sins upon his head—the consequence of which 
admission has been, that we have been compelled 
to fight thousands and tens of thousands of Mexi- 
cans, who never would have rallied under any other 
leader. And now, as the honorable Senator from 
Mississippi said to-night, this same Santa Anna, 
instead of leaving Mexico, is rallying his bands, 
not only of guerrilleros, but of regular forces, for - 
another attack upon us. And if this information 
be correct, there 13 no reason on our part to believe, 
so long as he remains in Mexico, there will be an 
permanent peace. Who, then, is fo blame for all 
this? The Administration: the President. And I 
called the Senator from Michigan to defend them 
from this charge, if their conduct was impregnable, 
and so easily defended. Well, what has he done? 
Why, he tells me to-day, in a speech which he 
made, closing the debate upon this bill, that I have 
done him wrong in calling him the champion of 
the Administration; and instead of exonerating the 
President from this charge, the champion is totally 
silent on the subject. e have heard some dozen 
speeches on that side of the Chamber in defence of 
the Executive, and though we are told thay the 
conduct of the-Administration is impregnable and 
easily defended, not one of the gentlemen who have 
spoken has condescended to notice the matter at 
all. The Senator from Michigan says he is not 
the champion. Now, I appeal to the Senate if he 
did not, in effect, blow a trumpet to invite an an- : 
tagonist into the field, and when I met him there, 
if he did riot lay down his arms and beata retreat. 
Again: I charged upon the Administration that 
they caused the troops to be withdrawn from Gen- 
eral Taylor; whilst on the eve of the battle of Buena 
Vista, and when Santa Anna stood in his front, 
with twenty thousand of the best troops of Mex- 
ico, leaving him barely about a quarter of the num- 
ber opposed to him. I also adverted to the failure 
to supply General Scott with troops while at Pueb- 
la, though he repeatedly entreated troops and mu- 
nitions of war; so that, finally, that great captain 
was obliged to enter the city of Mexico with less 
than six thousand men. rue, he, like General 
Taylor, was successful, on all occasions, against 
fearful odds; yet I arraigned the conduct of the Ad- 
ministration for exposing both these generals to the 
embarrassments with which they were p to 
contend by reason of these acts, whilst ntrary 
course would have saved the lives of thgusands of 
our people. But toall this there has been no reply. 
There was another subject on which the honor- 
able Senator did me the konar to offer a reply to 
some remarks of miné. I had sard, in the course 


| of the debate, that the President has, in hif annual 


500 | 


message, distinctly announced a new position; that 
he had attempted to negotiate, and had stated his 
ultimatum, which had been refused; and that noth- 
ing remained but to conquer Mexico. All know 
that I was the advocate of supplies to the army. I 
voted them on all occasions; but when the Presi- 
dent took up this position, and avowed that his 
object was conquest, I said I would go no further, 
and I stated some cases to justify myself in this 
determination. Amongst other things, I put the 
case of a man who had money due him, who met 
his debtor on the highway, and demanded of him, 
presenting at the same time a pistol to his breast, 
that he should surrender to him a deed of his farm, 
though it was worth far more than the debt. This 
I designated by the term which anybody would 
apply to the transaction. ` The honorable Senator 
does not deny the analogy or the justice of the 
view which I took in reference to private individ- 
uals. I know that he would be the last man who 
would undertake to justify such an attempt to de- 
spoil his neighbor. à 

Mr. FOOTE. Will the honorable Senator allow 
me to say that I understood the Senator from Mich- 
igan as denying the analogy. 
- Mr.CLAYTON. The Senator from Michigan 
is present. He can answer for himself. 

r. CASS. Idid say, the honorable Senator 
will recollect, that I considered the analogy to be 
false. I use the term logically, and not in its ethical 
sense. I said analogies were dangerous things. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, ‘analogies are dan- 
gerous things.” Let us see now how the matter 
stands, and wherein this analogy is false. The 
President said that he was constrained to give up 
the idea of negotiating, and that more forces must 
- be sent, in order to compel them to sign a treaty 
ceding to us New Mexico and California. The 
Mexicans owed us money for certain claims held 
by our citizens, the amount of which was admitted 
to be vastly below the value of the territory de- 
mandeg. ere, then, is the case of a nation de- 
manding a cession of territory ‘which is worth 
much more than the debt due to that nation, and 
demanding it at the mouth of the cannon—‘“‘ co- 
_ ercing’’ acquiescence, to use the. language of the 
President. Now what is the reply of the Senator 
from Michigan? The only answer is, that nations 
are not like individuals; that there is no reasoning 
by analogy from the case which I have put of the 
individual, to that of a nation. Why not? The 
honorable Senator says, because an individual is 
answerable to a tribunal or an umpire, and that a 
nation is not. Let us look a little into this matter. 

he private individual does not commit highway 
robbery because, forsooth, there is a court which 
will punish him, whilsta nation is responsible to 
no, human tribunal—to no umpire, and therefore 
the analogy, as the honorable Senator says, is 
“ false.” Now, is this true? Is it true, that states- 
men, legislating for a nation, are answerable to no 
tribunal? I thought there was such a thing as the 
jaw of nations—a code recognized by all the civil- 
ized world, by which the conduet of nations is 
governed—I thought that statesmen legislating for 
a nation were as much bound by rules of mo- 
rality—were as much bound to observe integrity 
of conduct in acting for the nation as in acting in- 
dividually. I thought that honor was worth as 
much to a nation as land or money, and as I would 
not despoil my neighbor of his property, so I would 
not place my country in a position to be accused 
ofa similar act. But the honorable Senator, who 
would scorn to do this in his private capacity, jus- 
tifies it as the act of a nation! Is there no such 
thing to govern us as conscience, when acting as 
` public men? How will the honorable Senator 
satisfy his own heart when it charges him with co- 
operating with others in an act which will produce 
the result of lowering the character of a nation? If 
that heart should hereafter reproach him with in- 
justice, and swell with remorse, he may follow the 


the cockney did to the eels, when she put them i’ 
the paste alive; she rapp’d ’em o’ the coxcombs 
witha stick, and ery’d, ‘ down, wantons, down P ” 
He 
can. 

Mr. President, I have felt warmly on this sub- 
ject, because the honor of my country is as dear 
to me as my own individual honor. [ would do 
nothing that was calculated to tarnish it; on the 
contrary, I would do everything to sustain that 
high character for integrity and morality which 
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was sustained so nobly by the fathers of the repub- 
lic. I regard that as of more value than would be 
all the wealth of the mines of Golconda, and all 
the military glory which could be gained for cen- 
turies to come. 

There are many other points to which I would 
be glad to advert, but the lateness of the hour ad- 
monishes me that I should no longer trespass upon 
the patience of the Senate. 

Mr. CASS. 1 really was not aware, Mr. Presi- 


dent, that the honorable Senator from Delaware. 


considered any remarks from me upon the subject 
of Santa Anna’s return, as a matter of the least 
importance. The President himself, in his mes- 
sage, had placed that question, I thought, upon 
impregnable grounds. If had not done so, the 
Senator from Delaware was as capable as any other 
person of showing the failure. This he has not 
done. I will observe, however, sir, for the conso- 
lation of the honorable Senator, and of all who 
have made the return of Santa Anna a peculiar 
cause of grief, that he has proved himself the best 
Mexican- general for us that could possibly have 
been seleeted; and that if he had been nominated 
to the Senate, and we had foreseen the result, he 
would have been confirmed unanimously. He has 
been defeated in every battle he fought, lost every 
place he attempted to hold, and is now a wanderer, 
without power or influence, having seen his coun- 
try overrun, its armies dispersed, its government 
a fugitive, and a large portion of its population re- 
duced to subjection. Ido not believe that another 
Mexican general could have been found who would 
have lost more battles, abandoned more positions, 
or fled with.more ignominies. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I only wish to say, in reply 
to the gentleman, that Santa Anna has proved hini- 
self beyond all doubt to be the best general for 
them that the Mexicans could have had. The fact 
that he was defeated by such men as Taylor and 
Scott, is no proof that he was not the best of the 
Mexican generals. Sir, who else could have ral- 
lied the thousands of Mexicans who marched un- 
der his banner? Who, since he has disappeared 
from the theatre of action in Mexico, has been 
able to rally a single regiment? No man. And 
now, when we hear to-night for the first time, that 
troops are again about to be raised, we find Santa 
Anna is the man who is'marshalling them for bat- 
tle. Suir, if he had not been admitted into Mexico 
no one can doubt or deny that we could have 
marched to the capital without the sacrifice of 
thousands of lives which we have been compelled 
to undergo. If he had not been admitted into 
Mexico, the battle of Buena Vista would not have 
been fought; and no other man could have raised 
the army which met us at Cerro Gordo, at Molino 
del Rey, at Chapultepec, and at the gates of Mex- 
ico itself. Sir, upon the head of the President of 
the United States fails justly the blame of this act. 
We have heard much of aiding and abetting the 
Mexicans, of moral treason, and of giving aid and 
comfort to the enemy; but if a private individual 
had done that which -the President acknowledges 
he has done ina public capacity, how would he 
have been called to answer it? . l 

Mr. FOOTE. May laska question? Does the 
honorable Senator mean to say that the President 
intended to give aid and comfort to the enemy? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Notatall. F say that hav- 
ing done this act, he has, as Talleyrand would have 
said, been ‘* guilty of a blunder that is greater than 
a crime.” 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I dislike to detain the Senate 


at this late hour; but sinee the Senator from Dela- 
ware has reopened the whole debate, by his grave 
charges, l will say a few words in reply. 

Mr. CLAYTON. IF spoke at the earliest mo- 
ment I could get the floor. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have no doubt of it; and I, 
too, speak at the earliest moment I can get an op- 
portunity; and I am resolved that this debate shall 
not be terminated without a refutation of the grave 
charges which the Senator from Delaware has pre- 
ferred against the Administration. I ask in what 
sense the admission of Santa Anna was improper? 
Was not every Mexican then out of Mexico ad- 
mitted into that country, if he desired to return? 
You had a blockade against the admission of mu- 


nitions of war and merchandise, but had you any | 


blockade against individuals? Every Mexican, 
Frenchman, Spaniard, and citizen of every other 
nation upon earth, was permitted to enter that 
country, Will the Senator take the position, that 


with the remainder of his troops. 
sent home two regiments from my own State, 
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whilst. every other individual belonging to the 
Mexican nation was permitted to reënter Mexico, 
Santa Anna should not have been permitted? | 
rather agree with the Senator from Mississippi, in 
relation to this matter, tħat we should let them 
have the men they wanted to command their ar- 
mies—any general they chose to select—that we 
might fight their best men. I much prefer that 
we can say we defeated their best general in every 
held, and that they cannot now say, had Santa 
Anna been there, we could not have done it. ; 

But, sir, there 4s another reason why F fully 
justify that act. I believe that it was not a blun- 
der, but one of the wisest and most politic meas- 
ures that has been adopted by the Administration 
in the prosecution of this war I know that the 
time has not come for the development of all the 
facts, but enough has been disclosed to convinee 
me of the policy of that act. We all know thas 
Paredes was then at the head of the Mexican Gov- 
ernment, and that he obtained that position in con- 
sequence of an avowed hostility to the United 
States; that he represented the monarchical party, 
and that his success would have been the success 
of monarchical principles. They had thrust Her- 
rera out for no other reason than that he desired 
to make peace with us. We know, also, from the - 
best information, that Paredes was at the head of 
an army raised by himself—an army which he 
was able to pay every week, or every day, if ne- 
cessary, in British gold, when at the same time he 
himself was known to be a bankrupt without a 
dollar. We know, upon the authority of British 
newspapers, that it was announced that the admis- 
sion of Santa Anna and the expulsion of Paredes 
was the estoppel of a great movement in Mexico. 
We all recollect the tirade-of abuse poured out in 
the Times and the Journal des Debats, of London 
and Paris, against Santa Anna, for preventing the 
consummation of this movement. What was this 
movement? It was, as I have said, got up for the 
purpose of establishing a monarchy in Mexico. 
Whether Santa Anna was there or not, there was 
to be war. If Paredes had continued at the head 
of affairs, you would have been engaged in a war 
backed by Europe; if Santa Anna was elevated to 
the chief authority, you would have a war under 
the direction of a man who could look for no sym- 
pathy beyond the limits of Mexico. There was 
the difference. The time will come when the veil 
will be removed, and it will then be seen that the 
admission of Santa Anna was one of the wisest 
movements in the whole conduct of the war. 

A word in relation to another charge brought 
against the Administration, which is, the with- 
drawing the forces from General Taylor, just be- 
fore the battle of Buena Vista. Does the Senator 
expect that that charge will go forth to the world, 
with our silent acquiescence? Does he not know 
that the Administration did not withdraw a man 
from General ‘Faylor—that the troops were with- 
drawn by General Scott himself, of his own volition, 
without any directions from the Administration? 
The Administration had no more to do with that 
measure than I had, if I am correctly informed. 
My recollection is distinct that General Scott had 
diseretionary power, and that this was his act, and 
not the act of the Administration. Whenever any 
credit is to be claimed, the honorable Senator is 
ready enough to claim the credit for the generals 
employed in Mexico; but wherever blame is to be 
attached, he is as ready to throw it upon the Ad- 
ministration. 

Again, sir,as to the charge of not supplying Gen- 
eral Scott with sufficient force. This 1s the first 
time that I have heard such acomplaint. I know 
of one fact in regard to that campaign, in which, 
however, F ground no complant—and it is this: 
General Scott discharged several thousand volun- 
teers at Jalapa, long before their time of service 
expired, and then proceeded to Perote and Puebla, 
I know that he 


months before their term of service expired; and 
I now find it certainly very difficult to comprehend 
how itis that General Scott w6uld have sent back 


. these troops, who had distinguished themselves in 


the field, if he was in need of them, and could not ` 
have got along without them. _ 
Now, a word or two upon this question of rob- 


bery. The honorable Senator from Delaware 
_ perseveres in his attempt to fix upon the Supporters 


of this war his old charge of robbery, and repeats 
the parallel he has drawn before between this and 


1848. 


the case of highway robbery. This charge, let 
us recollect, is urged by a Senator who has voted 
for the war from the beginning. 


against it as soon as he found it was a war of con- 
quest. 
Did he find it in the President’s message? 

he had better examine the message again. 


If so, 
The 


President informed us in his message of last ses-_j} 


sion, that he had taken possession of California 
and New Mexico; and recommended that provision 
be made for the establishment of civil government 
in those conquered provinces. He had better refer 
again to the message asking for the appropriation 
of three millions of dollars. Why did the Presi- 
dent ask for that appropriation? He referred you 
to the case of the acquisition of Loutsiana, in which 
money. was required to be paid in advance, and also 
to the case of the purchase of Fiorida; and after 
referring to these cases, illustrative of the grounds 
upon which he recommended the appropriation, 
he asked for three millions of dollars. Now, 
was not the demand of the Executive a clear 
notice of the intention of the Administration to 
receive territory as a consequence of the prose- 
cution of this war? and not only to receive ter- 
ritory, but to receive sufficient for indemnity, 
as well for the claims due to our citizens, as for 
all the expenses of the war? These facts were 
before us at the last session. Every Senator 
knew them; and the war bills were voted for, at 
the last session, with a full knowledge of these 
facts. Still we are told, that because it is praposed 
to receive territory as indemnity, therefore it is a 
war of aggression. I repeat, that it has been well 
known—it has been proclaimed in both Houses 
from the beginning—that the war was to bring 
territory as compensation or indemnity. I under- 
take to say, that { do not believe there is a Serator 
on this floor, nor a human being within the sound 
of my voice, who did not know the fact that it was 
intended, from the time the war commenced, that 
territory was to be acquired. And yet, though we 
all knew this—though the President told us so— 
though he asked for money to pay the, first instal- 
ment in compensation for the territory so acquired, 

et the changes are still rung on the charge that it 

1as recently become a war of conquest. 

The war was forced on us by Mexico. It was 
just on our part, aggressive on hers.. We tried to 
avoid it, and to settle the difficulty by negotiation. 
Mexico made the attack; we repelled that attack, 
and carried the war into the enemy’s country, with 
a view of getting ‘‘ indemnity for the past” and, if 
you please, “ security for the future’’—security 
that they never would commence war upon us 

ain. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Did 
the treaty ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. When the gentleman will 
show me a treaty of peace, I will examine it, and 
tell him whether we have that security. But Iam 
unable to comprehend upon what ground he af- 
firms the immorality of this war. Such a charge, 
coming from a gentleman who has supported it 

from the beginning—who voted for it, who did not 

vote for it ignorantly, who knew at the time the 
war was declared that the Mexicans had attacked 
a detachment of our army—is, to say the least of 
it, very singular. The war was voted with a full 
knowledge of these facts. I have looked, sir, into 
the debate—indeed, I was present at the time that 
vote was given—and I was not able to find a man 
who doubted the propriety of that declaration, 
provided that the attack upon our troops was an 
authorized one. The Democratic Senators were 
asked to pause, in order to see whether the attack 
had been authorized by the Mexican Government. 
And it was at that time that the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina drew his memorable and 
novel distinction between hostilities and a state of 
war. The objection to the preamble was, that it 
was doubtful whether war existed. Still we are 
told that Senators have now found out, for the first 
time; that it isa war of conquest! 

Mr. BAGBY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

SEVERAL Senators. Oh, no. 

Mr. BAGBY. I will withdraw the motion pro- 
yided this debate ceases; but I cannot consent to 
expose my health, night after night, by sitting un- 
der the influence of this gas, listening to a debate 
which has been already exhausted. 

Mr. CAMERON. I came here this morning 
determined to sit out the discussion. 


you get that security in 


He has voted for } 
every war measure, I believe, but he says he turned 


Pray, how did he make. that discovery? | 


‘answer the 


PRESIDING OFFICER. "The question is on 
adjournment. 

The question was then taken, with the follow- 
ihg result: Ayes 22, noes 26. 

So the Senate refused to‘adjourn. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, then submitted 
the following motion: To recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, with instructions to 


amend it by inserting at the end thereof the fol-. 


lowing: 

« Provided, however, That the President shall not be an- 
thorized to nominate or appoint any officer, or to do any 
other actin the execution of this act, until it shall be satis- 
factorily ascertained that the pending negotiations with 
Mexico for securing a peace with that country by treaty 
have failed.” 


On this motion-the yeas and nays were demand- 
ed, and were taken, with the following result: 
YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Butler, 


Caihoun, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis of 


Massachusetts, Dayton, Greene, Hate, Johnson of Louisi- 
ar Manguin, Phelps, Underwood, Upham, and WeDster 
` NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 


by, Benton, Bradbury, Breese, Cameron, Cass, Davis of 


Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Foote, 
Hannegan, Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mason, 
Moor, Niles, Sturgeon, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—2z. 
The motion. was therefore not agreed to; and 
the question recurred on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana. Had the ques- 
tion been taken upon this bill before any proceed- 
ings took place upon the treaty, I should have 
voted for it; and had the amendment which I had 
the honor to offer to-day been adopted, 1 should 
have voted for it; but I think that, after the occur- 
rences which have recently taken place, the matter 
is totally changed. A treaty has been agreed upon, 
and a commissioner has been sent to Mexico, and 
we have reason to believe that the treaty will be 
ratified. These forces, therefore, will never be 
called into the field. The amendment which I 


_offered was intended to prevent the President from 


appointing these four or five hundred officers, and 
raising the troops until actually required to. be 
called into the field, which may never be the case, 
and thereby to save a useless expense of two or 
three millions of dollars. Under the present cir- 
cumstances, I cannot reconcile it with my sense of 
duty to vote for this bill. 

_I have heretofore voted for all measures for the 
vigorous prosecution of the war, but the aspect of 
affairs is now materially changed. I would still 
have voted for the bill, however, if my amendment 
had prevailed, or if I could have had an assurance 
from the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, that the President would not make these 
appointments until they were actually required. 
We have every reason to suppose that the treaty 
will be ratified, and, besides, that the power now 
exists to fill up the old regiments. I much regret 
the situation in which I am placed, in regard to 
this bill, but not having the assurances to which I 
have alluded, I cannot give my vote for its passage. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam very far from submitting 
to those who have made an arbitrary rule for de- 
ciding this matter without debate, and I now take 
leave to ask of the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, certain questions to which I ex- 
pect to receive answers. 

Mr. CASS. Ido not feel ‘disposed to answer 
questions. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, if the Senator is not 
able to answer the questions 

Mr. FOOTE. I hope the honorable Senator 
will ask me the questions that he proposes to ask. 

Mr. BUTLER. I intend to ask them. 

Mr. FOOTE. 
does not, I will answer the questions for the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. BUTLER. I fear my friend will answer 
them too well. I ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, whether it is the inten- 
tion of the President, if this bill passes, imme- 
diately to appoint the officers? 

Mr. CASS. I have not the least objection to 
uestion. Ido not know. — 

Mr. BUTLER. That is not a very definite an- 
swer? 

Mr. FOOTE. If the honorable Senator will 
allow me to answer him, I will remind him that 
the Senator from Ohio, on the day before yester- 
day, in anticipation of all such questions, declared 
that, if there was a prospect of peace, the troops 
would not march, and if there was a prospect of 
war, they would. 


If the Senator from Michigan 
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_Mr. BUTLER. I am not answered yet.- The 
Sentap from Michigan knows nothing on the sub- 
ject: 

Mr. CASS. I will observe, that I some time 
ago bad a conversation with the President respect- 
ing the proposition to make this bill not absolute, 
but discretionary—allowing him to determine 
whether the force should be raised or not. He 
thought the suggestion a proper one. 

Mr. BUTLER. I believe that the Senator has 
answered the inquiry in a kind spirit, although the 
answer does not altogether satisfy me of the pro- 
priety of passing this bill; I am willing, however, 
to leave it with the House of Representatives to 
determine. But I must ask another question. Is 
it the iMention of the President to appoint any 
general officers under this bill, as was done under 
the bill of last year? 

Mr. CASS. This bill does not provide for 
them. . 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not say they were ap- 
pointed under the provisions of that bill, but there 
were general officers appointed—two brigadier- 
generals and four major-generals. I only inquire 
the opinion of the, Senator as a military man. 

Mr. CASS. The Senator is entirely welcome 
to my individual opinion, . 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the honorable Senator 
from Michigan, as the organ of the Administration, 
whether it is the purpose to add other general offi- 
cers to those already appointed, for the purpose of 
fulfilling what we must suppose to be the demands 
of the service. | 

Mr. CASS. Ido not know; but it is my pri- 
vate opinion, that additional general officers will 
not be wanted. 

Mr. BUTLER. I believe the honorable Senator 
has answered fairly. He says he does not know 
whether it be the intention of the President to ap- 
point these officers immediately or not. 

Mr. FOOTE. Will the honorable Senator in- 
dulge me a moment? I have had no confidential 
communication on the subject, yet I feel authorized 
to state one fact. > . | 

Mr. BUTLER. What is that? : 

Mr. FOOTE. There wasa meeting of the mem- 
bers of this body who are favorable to the passage 
of this bill, and the understanding arrived at was 
that there was to be no appointments made, unless 
there was an actual necessity for the troops to be 
despatched to the field; and I do hope that that 
meeting, caucus, or whatever it may be called, will 
unite in enforcing upon the President this determi- 
nation. - 

Mr.BUTLER. These are assurances which in 
some measure relieve me from the apptehensions 
which I haveentertained. I could have preferred, 
howeyer, that the bill should have been recommit- 
ted, and a clause embracing such a provision in- 
troduced as a proviso to the bill. A majority here, 
however, has declined to recommit the bill with a 
view to amend it, and we must therefore take it, 
I suppose, according to the provision it contains, 
and pass it, subject to the discretion of the Presi- 
dent. There are contingencies under which I would 
put these troops at the disposaj of the President 
unhesitatingly, for even if it be determined to with- 
draw the army to a line of defence, I am strongly 
inclined to the opinion that the number of troops . 
that we have in Mexico at present is not sufficient. 
It appeared to me to be a criminal disregard of 
human life, to send only about ten thousand men 
under General Scott to invade an empire, with a 
population of eight millions. I thought it criminal, 
sir, a rash reliance upon the gallantry, skill, and 
patriotism of our citizen soldiers, which no govern- 
ment on earth had a right to expect from its peo- 
Success, however, has vindicated the course 
of the Administration; success, I repeat, has vin- 
dicated the aet, and averted the force of that indig- 
nation which would, had the result been otherwise, 
have deservedly fallen upon the Administration. 
But whether that success depended on the wisdom 
of the measures which they devised, or upon the 
gallantry and intrepidity of the officers and men 
who performed the work, is a question which I 
leave to others to determine. : 

Mr. CLAYTON. A few words in reply to the 
Senator from Illinois. He has undertaken to defend. 
the conduct of the President in admitting Santa 
Anna into Mexico: first, upon an allegation of his 
own, that, at that time, it was customary to admit 
Mexicans into Mexico without any restriction. 
Sir, this is new to me. -I do not believe it. Itis 
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impossible that, flagrante bello—after war was de- 
clared—there could have been a standing order for 
their admission. Does the gentleman mean that? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I mean only what I said. I 
said not a word about orders; but I ask the gen- 
‘tleman to show me an order prohibiting the en- 
trance of Mexicans into that country even after the 
commencement of the war. What I said was, 
that there was a blockade against the introduction 
of munitions of war, merchandise, &c., but not 
against individuals; and I refer the gentleman to 
the fact that there was: continual passing and re- 
passing between Cuba and Mexico. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, now, what answer is 
tbat? Why was a pass given, if every one had a 
right to enter the country? And whoever heard 
before that, flagrante bello, any and every person 
might pass... Sir, the construction put upon the 
matter by the President was the right one; if it 
were necessary for Santa Anna to enter Mexico, it 
was nedessary for the Secretary of the Navy to 
give him a pass. 

The gentleman will recollect the great noise that 
was made by our Government in consequence of 
Paredes being smuggled into Mexico in an Eng- 
lish vessel. do not choose to dwell upon this. 
But ‘the gentleman says (and it is the first time I 
ever heard it) that the President did a most praise- 
worthy thing in passing Santa Anna into Mexico, 
because, at that time, Paredes was at the head of 
a monarchical party, and that the admission of 
Santa Anna was the means of displacing him. 
Why, what manner of reasoning is that? Did the 
President prefer to go to war with a republican 
party instead of a monarchical one? Do our re- 
publican fnstitutions teach us such doctrines as 
these? If Paredes was at the head of the monar- 
chical party, he was the very man for us to put 
down. ith regard to the employment of British 

old, I undertake to say, that if such had really 
Geen the case, and the fact had become known in 
this country, it would have had the effect of uni- 
ting the people as one man. The President would 
have required no better circumstance than that a 
. foreign government was sustaining the Mexicans 
to.enable him to procure the instant and unreserved 
coöperation of every man in the country. 

ut to come to the real merits of theease. Who 
ever heard before that Paredes would have been a 
more formidable antagonist than Santa Anna? Does 
any man suppose that forty such as Paredes could 
have rallied as great a force as Santa Anna? He 
could collect thousands where others would fail to 
collect hundreds. But I must advert briefly to one 
or two other points in reference to which the Sen- 
ator from Illinois has spoken. I have complained 
that the troops under General Taylor’s command 
were withdrawn in the face of an enemy of four 
times their number, thus jeoparding his safety, and 
compelling him tò fight against vastly superior 
numbers. I complained that that withdrawal was 
an act of the Administration. The gentleman tells 
me in reply that the Administration is not censur- 
able for this, but that General Scott is alone an- 
swerable. And in proof of his position, the hon- 
orable Senator tellg me that he has seen nothing in 
the public prints to justify the charge that the War 
Department or the Administration had done more 
than appoint General Scott general-in-chief over 
the army; giving him the general power to act in 
this matter as he pleased. Now, I imagine that if 
there was nothing more, if the Administration gave 
him this general power, the Administration is re- 
sponsible for his acts. The. honorable Senator 
cannot screen the Administration by any ingenu- 
ity of his from censure, if censure 1s to fall any- 
where, because General Scott, in pursuance of 
power a. conferred upon him, ordered the 
withdrawal. But I think that the honorable Sen- 
ator will find, by reference to the documents, that 
thé.facts are, that the Administration distinctly un- 
derstood, before General Scott went to Mexico, 
that he was to do this, and that it was indispensa- 
bly necessary to his success in that great campaign 
which he was to wage. Where was he to get an 
army sufficient for the purpose which he had to 
accomplish? How could he have avoided doing 
this? Is it supposed that he was to go without 
these troops; was this idea entertained by the Sec- 
retary of War? No; I make no such accusation. 
And does any man doubt that the whole plan of 
the campaign was settled here? Does any man 
doubt that before General Scott left this city it was 
perfectly understood that he was to receive from 


General Taylor the forces with which he was to 
capture Vera Cruz. I do notcharge upon the Ad- 
ministration the absurdity of ordering Gen. Scott 
to take Vera Cruz without troops. ` 

The honorable Senator also condescends to reply 
to another part of my remarks. I have said that 
General Scott complained that he was left a long 
time without sufficient troops at Puebla. This the 
honorable Senator tells me cannot be so, because 
General Scott discharged a great number of volun- 
teers before their term of service expired; thus 
proving that he had sufficient force to enable him 
to take the city of Mexico without them. Now, 
I believe everybody knows the reason why he dis- 
charged these volunteers. They were men whose 
term of service had nearly expired, and it would 
have expired before they could ossibly be made 
serviceable, and they had refused to reénlist. He 
informs the Government that he found it would be 
better, under such circumstances, to save the trouble 
and expense of feeding them any longer, by allow- 
ing them to go home; but, at that moment, their 
services and the services of many more were requi- 
site, in order to carry on the war with success. 

Next, the Senator from Illinois tells me that I 
must stop complaining that this war is a war of 
aggression and conquest, because, forsooth, he 
says I voted for the war, and for supplies after the 
war was begun. I thought that everybody here— 
and the honorable Senator says he was present 
in the Chamber at the time the vote waa given—I 
thought that everybody who heard that vote, dis- 
tinctly understood my position. We had debated 
the bill from day to day, denying the truth of the 
preamble, and insisting on striking out that which 
we did not believe. If the Senator was here, he 
heard us on this side implore Senators on the other 
side to permit us to divide the bill from the pream- 
ble declaring the war, and heard, when at last the 
vote was given, many Senators give their votes 
in these words: ‘* Aye, without the preamble.” 
He must have known, also, that we not only de- 
nied .the truth of the preamble, but all appealed 
to the justice and magnanimity of gentlemen on 
the other side to permit us to divide the bill, so 
as to vote for the supplies, which we believed to 
be necessary to rescue our army, without voting a 
dane declaring war to exist by the act of 

exico, which we did not believe. Under these 
circumstances it was that we voted fifty thousand 
men and ten millions of dollars supplies to our 
army. in peril. But does not the honorable Sena- 
tor, if he was present, well remember, that after 
our appeal to the other side, Senators on that side 
rose and said to us, ‘* We agree that you shall 
protest against the preamble, and you may enter 
your protest upon the Journal of the Senate; at 
any rate, you shall be understood as voting for the 
supplies.” The Senator from Missouri and the 
Senator from Mississippi, (the lamented Mr. 
SPEIGHT) came forward and publicly entered into 
this understanding with us. Let the honorable 
Senator look back to the debate of that day; it will 
speak for itself, however loosely and lamely it 
may have been reported, as I recollect was the 
case with the remarks which I then made. In re- 
gard to supplies, L have always voted for them, 
and have differed in this respect from some of my 
friends, on this side, whom I have endeavored to 
induce to take the same view that I did. And even 
now. I would vote all necessary supplies. l am as 
anxious to sustain the honor of the army as any 
man; but the new position which the President 
takes, and which the honorable Senator denies to 
be a new position, puts it out of my power to vote 
for this bill. The Senator says that the same po- 
sition existed formerly. lam surprised! Why, 
it was declared by the President on all former oc- 
casions that it was not the purpose af the Admin- 
istration to make this a war of conquest. Had I 
not a right to believe this? But the gentleman 
says that the three-million bill indicated conquest. 
Sir, there is nothing like it; there is nothing about 
territory in that bill; it is an appropriation of three 
millions of dollars to effect a speedy and honor- 
able peace: that is the language of the bill; it is not 
stated that the object was to acquire territory by 
conquest. No, sir, it was not announced until the 
commencement of this session that territory was 
to be acquired by any such means. 

I regret the necessity for troubling the Senate 
so long, for I know that the patience of Senators 
is exhausted; but I desire now to make one remark 
upon the merits of the bill. We are now, if.we 


act. 


pass this and the volunteer bill, to send thirty thou- 
sand men to Mexico, in addition to those already 
there; and this large army is to be raised during 
an armistice with a country with which we have 
been treating, towards whom we have been hold- 
Ing out an idea that we desire peace. What will 
be the effect of such a measure upon them? What 
would be the effect upon any nation in Christen- 
dom, which, when negotiating with another nation, 
should see that nation deliberately raising thirty 
thousand more troops? Would not such a raising 
of troops, pending an armistice, occasion the im- 
mediate breaking up,of all negotiations? It would 
be looked upon as a deliberate insult; it would be 
regarded as an attempt to accomplish that by bra- 
vado—by menace—which could not be obtained 
by argument and fair discussion. 

Mr. FOOTE. I would ask whether it was not 
a Whig Senator who declared that it was our duty 
to advanee with the sword in one hand, and the 
olive branch in the other? 7 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman who made 


that declaration is well able to answer for himself. 


I thank the Senate for the patience with which they 


have heard the remarks which I thought it neces- 
sary to submit. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. As the honorable Sena- 
tor from Mississippi has alluded to me, I will, with 
the permission of the Senate, remark, that I did 
say that I believed this war was regarded as a la- 
mentable and deptorable war, even by those who 
considered it justifiable and warrantable, and that 
I thought it would be highly becoming in this re- 
public to adopt a course characterized by magna- 
nimity, and to offer, after every blow that might be 
struck, terms of peace. I. never found fault with 
too much solicitude to make peace. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senate need not be ap- 
prehensive that I shall detain them long. I wish 
merely to say, that it is true that the honorable 
Senator from Delaware protested against the pre- 
amble to the bill; but the debate shows—and I 
have read it recently—that the ground of the pro- 
test was, that they did not believe that war existed 
at all, it being doubtful whether Mexico had au- 
thorized the attack which had been made by the 
Mexican troops upon our army. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I beg leave to say, that the. 
Senator is entirely mistaken, as: he will find by 
inquiring of any Senator who was. in this Cham- 
ber at the time war was declared. | 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Well, I leave it there. Now, 
in regard to General Scott sending home the vol- 
unteers whom he discharged, previous to the ex- 
piration of their period of service, I did not say 
that he had enough of force, for I do not know 
the fact; but I do know that he sent them back, 
and I know they refused to re-volunteer; and 
why? Because they were required to re-volunteer 
for the war, instead of for the expedition. to. the 
city of Mexico. Now, in regard to withdrawing. 
the troops from General Taylor, I fear the honor- 
able Senator will not only find it difficult to-night, 
but at any time hereafter, to show that it was the 
act of the Administration, or that the Administra- 
tion ordered General Scott to withdraw them. On 
the contrary, General Scott, being the superior 
officer in command, took the responsibility of. 
withdrawing those troops. And now, as to the 
question where he was to get peat if he did not 
take those. Before the battle of Monterey, Gen- 
eral Taylor had something like sixteen thousand 
troops; of these he left at least two-thirds inactive, 
whilst he proceeded to capture the town of Mon- 
terey with the remainder. General Scott went 
down to Mexico as commander-in-chief of the 
army; and the withdrawal of those troops was his 
If the gentleman supposed it would reflect 
any glory upon General Scott, he would have at- 
tributed the act to him, there is no doubt. But 
here is the difficulty. General Scott and General 
Taylor must both be praised and exalted at the 
expense of the Administration. Their faults, if 
any there be, must be charged upon the Adminis- 
tration, whilst the merit of their proceedings in the. 
prosecution of the war rests wholly with themselves. 
One general rule must be played off against the 
other for political purposes, and the Administra- 
tion be made responsible for their blunders, if there, 
be any, in this Presidential campaign. If gentle- 
men can succeed in this game, I have no doubt they. 
will make considerable political capital. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire, in justice to 
General Scott, to state a fact,and to.ask the Sena- 
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tor from Illinois if it be not so. If Iam correctly 
informed, the time of service of these volunteers 
would have expired in a month and a half or there- 
abouts. Does the Senator know the time when. 
these troops would have been discharged by the 
terms of their enlistment? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I donot know precisely, but 
. Tam under the impression that their time would 
have expired in July. I know this, however, that 
the men were willing to go on to the city of Mex- 
ico. 

Mr. CLAYTON. What authority had General 
Scott to enlist these troops for six weeks, or till 
they entered Mexico? 

‘Mr. DOUGLAS. -None atall; but the Senator 
will perceive that my position remains altogether 
untouched. I have shown that General Scott, on 
his own authority, voluntarily discharged these 
troops at the very time when the Senator repre- 
sents him as being compelled to weaken General 
Taylor’s column in consequence of pot receiving 
reinforcements from the War Department. 

~Mr. NILES. - I rise, sir, to thank the gentle- 
men who have occupied the attention of the Senate 
this evening. The subject is so entirely fresh and 
novel that I might have voted with a great deal of 
difficulty had it not been for the able arguments 
which we have heard this evening, by which I have 
been so much enlightened, that I think I can now 
vote with a tolerably safe conscience! Now, if l 
receive an answer to one question which I desire 
to ask I shall be entirely satisfied. I do not know 
what Senator I had better ask; perhaps the honora- 
ble Senator from Delaware will do as well as any 
other. 1 inquire, then, whether. in his conscience 
he believes itis the destiny of this country, ulti- 
mately, to swallow all Mexico or not? 

. Mr. CLAYTON, (jocularly.) It depends upon 
what the people shall do at the Presidential elec- 
tion next fall. That election will answer the Sen- 
ator fully. Let him wait till that event. | 

Mr. CASS demanded the yeas and nays on the 
passage of the bill, which were ordered and taken, 
with the following result: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 


by, Benton, Bradbury, Breese, Butler, Cameron, Cass, Davis 
of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Douglas, Downs, Felch, 
Foote, Hannegan, Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Ma- 
son, Moor, Niles, Sturgeon, ‘l'urney, Westcott, and Yulee— 


NAYS—Measrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Calhoun, 
Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis of Massachu- 
setts, Dayton, Greene, Hale, Johnson of Louisiana, Man- 
gum, Phelps, Underwood, Upham, and Webster—19. 


So it was l 

Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the titie thereof be 
as aforesaid. 

Ordered, That the Secretary request the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives therein. l 


On motion, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 18, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. HUNT rose and said: Mr. Speaker, I rise 


to discharge a mournful and unwelcome duty. 
Upon me has been devolved the melancholy task of 
announcing to the House that Joun M. Horer, 
one of the Representatives of the State of New 
York, has departed this life. He died at Jackson- 
ville, in Florida, on the 8th instant, after a pro- 
tracted illness, which he enduret! with calmness 
and Christian resignation. 

I feel the inadequacy of language to express the 
grief with which I am penetrated by this afflicting 
event. The nation has lost one of her noblest sons, 
and the public councils are deprived of the services 


of a pure patriot and a wise statesman. The esti- 


mation in which his virtues were held by the peo- 
ple of the State to which he belonged forms, of 
itself, the highest eulogium upon his character. 
Mr. Horey was a native of Salisbury, in Gon- 
necticut, where he was born in November, 1802. 
He graduated with distinguished honors at Yale 
College, in 1822, and, after pursuing a course of 
legal study under the ablest masters of the law, he 
was admitted to the New York bar in 1825, and 
commenced practice the next year at Lyons, in 
Western New York, where he has ever ‘since re- 
sided. His learning, capacity, and integrity, soon 
placed him in the front rank of his profession. To 
a mind at once brilliant and. solid, he united those 
generous qualities of the heart which attract the 


love and confidence of mankind. Popular honors 


-and public spirit. 


| were showered upon him, and, during his whole 


career, he enjoyed the most gratifying demonstra- 
tions of public regard. In various stations of pub- 
lic trust he exemplified the remark that official 
elevation is made truly illustrious by the personal 
worth and fidelity of the incumbent. In the Legis- 
lature of his State he gained a high reputation for 
eloquence and ability. Ever firm and unyielding 
in the assertion of what he deemed to be the truth 
and the right, always fearless and bold in the ex- 
pression of his convictions, yet the ingenuous can- 
dor of his spirit disarmed hostility by winning the 
admiration and friendship of political opponents. 
Whilst he had no personal enemies, no man could. 
boast a more devoted ‘‘troop of friends.” He 
belonged to a family distinguished for patriotism 
he circle of his nearer kins- 
men embraced several names whose public ser- 
vices illustrate the annals of our State; among them, 
Myron Holley and Peter B. Porter, the compeers 
of De Witt Clinton. ~ | 

At the Congressional election in November, 1846, 
Mr. HoLLey was elected to the 30th Congress by 
the district composed of Wayne and Seneca coun- 
ties. At the. time of his election he was in the 
pride of manhood, enjoying the fullest degree of 
health and vigor. Perhaps few of us could have 
anticipated with so much confidence a long life of 
honorable usefulness. His numerous friends looked 
to him with pride and hope, assured by his pre- 
vious career that he would speedily reach a distin- 
guished eminence in the councils of his country. 
Had it pleased an all-wise Providence to spare th 
life of our departed friend, none who knew him 
can doubt that he would have held a place in the 


. first rank among the most conspicuous and useful 


members of this body. But his melancholy fate 
reminds us of the instability of worldly honors, 
and the vanity of our fondest hopes. | 

A few months after his election he was suddenly 
prostrated by an attack of apoplexy. His strong 
constitution withstood the shock, and he gradually 
regained his health, until his complaint assumed a 
new form, and terminated in a pulmonary disease 
which proved fatal.  — | 

He came to the Capitol at the operfing of the 
present session, hoping for a gradual restoration of 
health which should enable him to discharge his 
public duties. But he was advised to seek a milder 
climate, and soon proceeded to Florida, intending 
to spend the winter there, and resume his place 
upon the return of spring. His devoted wife ac- 
companied him on his journey. She was ever by 
his side, ‘ʻa ministering angel,” to cheer and solace 
his sinking spirit, till she closed his eyes in death. 

It is gratifying to know that he was sustained in 
the last trying hour by a firm Christian faith and 
devout submission to the Divine will. In writin 
toa friend, the day before his death, he said, ‘Wit 
hopes of earthly fame or distinction I have done; I 
seek those better things to which the humblest 
votary may aspire.” He had evidently withdrawn 
his thoughts from ‘‘ the competitions, factions, and 
debates of mankind,” to contemplate the higher 
concerns of that immortal existence upon which 
he now has entered. ae 

Mr. Speaker, in the community where our la- 
mented colleague had dwelt so long, the intelligence 
of his death will be received with the deepest sor- 
row. Universally beloved while living, his loss 
will be universally mourned; whilst the memor 
of his manly graces and virtues will be fondly 
cherished by all who knew him. Í 

I dare not trust myself to speak of the domestic 
circle which is made desolate, and the hallowed 
ties which are sundered by this afflictive dispensa- 
tion. Would that we might impart consolation to 
the bereaved family by the expression of our af- 
fectionate sympathy and condolence! May they be 
sustained and comforted by the protecting power of 
that Supreme Being whose merciful promise it is 
to be the widow’s friend and “a father to the 
fatherless.”’ 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
resolutions: | a 


Resolved, That this House has heard, with deepsensibility, 
the annunciation of the death of the Hon. Joun M. HOLLEY, 
a member from the State of New York. 

Resolved, That this House tenders to the relatives of the 
deceased the expression of its sympathy on this affecting 
event, and, as a testimony of respect for the memory of the’ 
deceased, the members and officers of the House will go into 
mourning by wearing crape on the left arm for thirty days. 

-` Resolved, ‘That, as a further mark of respect for the mem- 
ory of the deceased, this House do now adjourn. 


And then the House adjourned. | 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following memorials and petitions were 
presented under the rule, and referred: 
By Mr. C. E. STUART: The memorial of the members 


of the Legislature of the State of Michigan, for a mail route’ 
from Battle creek, in the county of Calhoun, to Michigan, 
the seat of Government of said State. 

By Mr. S. LAWRENCE: The memorial of 120 citizens 
of Ontario county, New York, against the renewal of the 
patent of Jethra Wood for his iron plough. 

By Mr. PUTNAM: .The concurrent resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of New York, against any such change in the “act 
concerning pilots”? as tended to destroy or diminish the com- 
petition now existing. . ` 
e Mr. EVANS, of Maryland: The petition of Adam 

hann. i 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The petition of George W. Biscoe, 
of Maryland, for compensation for property destroyed by the. 
British forces in the war of 1812. 

By Mr. PEASLEE: The petition of certain citizens of 
New Hampshire, against the renewal of Jethro Wood’s 

tent. 

P By Mr. MANN: The petition of Henry Miller, of West- 
moreland county, Pennsylvania, a soldier in the war of 1812 
with Great Britain, praying tor a pension. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: The memorial of the legal repre- 
sentatives of John Jackson, pilot, asking for a pension for the. 
loss of an arm in the action with the Serapis, promised him 
by the comimander of the ‘Bon Homme Richard, and sanc- 
tioned by a report and resolution of the Continental Con- 

ress. 
By Mr. CONGER: The remonstrance of 60 citizens and 
farmers of Cortlandt county, New York, against the further . 
eXtension of the patent of Jethro Wood for the cast-iron 
plough. Also, the affidavit of Jacob Sanders, jr., of Homer, 
New York, showing that he had paid four hundred dollars 
ao the privilege of manufacturing Jethro Wood’s cast-iron 
ough. ` 
By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of S. B. Aden, of St. 
Louis, praying Congress to so modify the post office laws ag 
to pluce periodicals in their exchanges on the same footing 
as the newspapers—free of postage. eat 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The proceedings of a public 
meeting in Franklin county, Illinois, praying Congress to 
grant a quantity of land to assist in the completion of the 
Great Central railroad in that State. 

By Mr. BOWLIN : The memorial of the corporate author- 
ities and the villagers of the village of Carondelet, in Mis- 
souri, praying the confirmation of their commons according - 
to official survey, l 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of H. N. Wells and 25 
others, members of the Legislative Assembly of Wisconsin, 
for the establishment of a mail route from Fond du Lac, via 
Hurmesville,on Fox river, to Plover Portage, on the Wis- 
consin river, in Wisconsin, , 

By Mr. GREEN: A petition for a pension to Mrs. Maria 
Hogue, widow of William G. Hogue, deceased, who died — 
while in service in the Mexican War. , 

By Mr. CRANSTON: The petition of Jonathan Reynoldg 
and others, praying the erection of buoys in Narraganset 
bay. Also, the petition of David Melville, administrator on 
the estate of Benjamin Fry, deceased. Also, the petition of 
Charles Bulfinch and others, praying that the title to certain 
lands in the Territory of Oregon may be confirmed. 

By Mr. EMBREE: ‘fhe petition of Samuel Humphreys, 
M. W. Rowe, and other citizens of Posey county, andlor, 
praying for the enactment of such laws as will prevent lan 
monopolies, &c. a os 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois : -The petition of Hiram Peno- 
yer and 230 other citizens of Union and other counties, in 
Illinois, praying a grant of 20,000 acres of land to establish a 


seminary at Western Saratoga, in Union county, Illinois, ` ' 


IN. SENATE. 
SATURDAY, March 18, 1848. 


Mr. BREESE presented a document relating to 
the claim of Mr. E. Owen; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the.consideration of Executive business; 
and, after a short time, the doors were reopened. 


Mr. BRADBURY withdrew his motion to recon- 
sider the vote of concurrence in the amendments 
to the bill for the relief of the heirs of John Paul 


Jones. ; 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of. Louisiana, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
to improve the harbor at Port Pontchartrain, in the State of 


Louisiana. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing the death of the Hon. 
Joun M: Hottey, a Representative from the State 
of New York; which having been read— K 

Mr. DICKINSON rose and addresged the Senate 
as follows: , 

This painful message, Mr. President, devolves 
on me the melancholy duty of paying a brief ‘trib- 
ute to the virtues of the deceased, and of asking 
the Senate to unite in the customary ceremonials, 
of respect for his memory. The fearful messenger 
Death has of late been no stranger in these Halls. 
Eight times during the present session have the. 
members of this Congress been called to put on 
the habiliments of mourning. Eight times -haye. 
we been thus significantly admonished of the futile. 
tenure by which we hold life and earthly honors. 
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Three members of the Senate and five members of 
the House of Representatives since the last session 
of Congress—some at the meridian of manhood, 
and others full of years and, honors—have been 
summoned to their final account. ‘t The cup goes 
round, and who so añful as to put it by ?”” , 
Joun M. Horer, the lamented subject of this 
notice, was born at Salisbury, in the State of Con- 
necticut, in November, 1802, and was educated at 
Yale, where he graduated with distinguished hon- 
ors in 1822. Having chosen as his pursuit the 
Jegal profession, he spent one year in the celebrated 
Jaw school of Mr. Gould, at Litchfield, in his na- 
tive State, then removed to the State of New York, 
where he completed the usual course of prepara- 
tory studies, and was admitted to the bar in 1825. 
He soon after opened an office in the village of 
Lyons, in the county of Wayne, where he acquired 
an extensive practice, and where he continued to 
reside until the time of his death. Besides filling 
various local offices of dignity and trust, he was 
chosen to represent his county in the Assembly of 
his State in 1838, and again in 1841. -In 1846, he 
was chosen to represent the 27th Congressional 
- district, composed of the counties of Seneca and 
Wayne, in the Thirtieth Congress, and was, at 
the time of his election, in the enjoyment of health 
which gave promise of a long life of usefulness 
and horor. But, about one year since, he was 
struck suddenly down with a fit of pulmonary ap- 
oplexy, from which he never fully recovered. Be- 
ing desirous to discharge with fidelity his repre- 
sentative obligations, at the commencement of the 
present session, though exceedingly feeble and in- 
firm, he repaired to the Capitol, and took part in 
the organization of the House, and yielded reluc- 
tantly to the advice of his physicians and friends 
to seek relief in repose and a southern clime. Im- 
mediately after the opening of the session, he pro- 
ceeded to Jacksonville, in the State of Florida, 
where the genial influences of the climate seemed 
` to revive him for a season, and his friends were 
flattered with the hope of his recovery. Buta 
sudden return of the disease brought with it a fatal 
termination, and he expired on the 8th instant. 
He died, conscious of the mighty change which 
awaited him, calm and resigned, in the hope of a 
glorious future. The companion of his life, who 
had accontpanied him with that fidelity and affec- 
tion known only to woman, was present at his 
bedside, to smooth his dying pillow, and close his 
eyes in death. She is now returning to her deso- 
late home with all that is mortal of a beloved and 
faithful husband, to tell her children they are 
fatherless! Into that sanctuary of private grief I 


may not obtrude; for, alas, how impotent is all 


human consolation ! . 

I had long known the deceased by reputation, 
and in 1838 was associated with him in the New 
York Legislature; and though in a different branch, 
I recollect full well how highly he was there 
esteemed by all who knew him. He was a citizen 
of pure morals and correct deportment, a success- 
ful and honorable member of the bar, a prudent 
and able legislator, and was especially beloved for 
his social and domestic virtues. 

Thus lived and thus died Jonn M. Houzey, a 
member of the House of Representatives of the 
thirtieth Congress of the United States—cut off in 
the midst of his usefulness, leaving to his family, 
his friends, and his country, the priceless legacy 
of an unblemished namé. 

Mr. D. concluded by moving the usual resolu- 
tions; which having been adopted— ! 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monnpay, March 20, 1848. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 
Mr. SAWYER, by leave, introduced a bill, of 


which previous notice was given, to provide for 
bringing home to the United States the remains of 
the deceased officers and soldiers of our country 
who were killed in battle or who died in Mexico 
during the present war. The bill is as follows: 


Whereas, by a recent freaty of peace agreed upon between 
this country and Mexico by the United States Senate, it is, 
among other things, stipulated and agreed, that the United 
States are to vacate all the territory south of the Rio Grande: 
and whereas, many of our gallant officers and soldiers, (vol- 
unteers and regulars,) in the hour of danger, rushed to the 
thickest of the battle-strife, and fought and fel! in defence of 
their country’s rights and honor: and whereas the voice of 
humanity, ever alive to human suffering, and ever active in 


| commemorating the deeds of our country’s defenders, makes 


a solemn appeal to ns as representatives of that people for 
whom they Offered up their lives, to see theit remains res- 
cued from their present inhospitable graves, and suitably 
honored with Christian burial, so that their remains may be 
protected by that flag for which they so nobly fought and 
died, and that their dust may repose in their own land and 
country: Therefore, , 

Be it enacted, §c., That the President of the United States 
be,and heis hereby, authorized and required to appointsome 
suitable persons, not exceeding three, to proceed to Mexico 
so soon as he shali deem expedient, and cause the remains 
of the decfased officers and soldiers of the American army 
to be removed to some appropriate spot within the United 
States, and there interred in a manner commensurate with 
their high deserts as American patriots, and in a way appro- 
priate to the nation. 

Sec. 2. Beit further enacted, That the sum of fifty thon- 
sand dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
carry into full effect the provisions of this act. 

Mr. SAWYER said he did not think it neces- 
sary to refer this bill to any standing committee of 
the House, but he thought it should go directly to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and that it should be made the special order 
for some particular day—say the 4th of July next. 

This was a subject (he proceeded to remark) in 
which he felt a deep interest; and he thought, if it 
was understood by the House, there would be but 
little objection to the proposition which he made. 
He proposed by this bill to appropriate fifty thou- 
sand dollars for the purpose specified; and he had 
ascertained by calculation satisfactory to himself, 
that this sum would be amply sufficient. It was 
known that the remains of most of our officers and 
many of our soldiers who had fallen in Mexico, 
and who had wealthy friends, had been brought 
home at private expense; and in Ohio, and several 
other States, appropriations had been made out of 
the public funds, the treasure of the people, to bring 
home the remains of their deceased fellow-citizens 
who had surrendered up their lives in fighting the 
battles of their country. Now, Congress were 
spending money every day for purposes no more 
laudable. 

The bill explained upon its faée (he said) the 
objects which he had in view. In the first place, 
as he had remarked, most of our officers had been 
brought home and interred, some of them at the 
public expense of the States in which they resided, 
others at the expense of individuals; but there were 
hundreds of poor soldiers who had died fighting 
the battles of the country, and to protect that flag 
under which they fell. We had surrendered by 
the treaty a large portion of the territory we had 
conquered, or had given it back to the Mexicans, 
and he desired that this small pittance shculd be 
bestowed for the purpose of bringing home the 
balance of our soldiers, so that they might repose 
beneath the folds and under the stars and stripes 
of our own flag, which would be a guarantee to 
protect their dust from desecration. He had so 
little confidence in the Mexican character as to feel 
no surety but as soon as our army was withdrawn 
from that territory, the bones of our brave soldiers 
would be dug up and sold to the lampblack maker, 
if they pleased. 


What protection should we provide for them? |. 


Were they not worthy of the honors contemplated 
in this bill? Let us send a vessel, and gather up 
the mouldering dust, the naked bones of as many 
as was possible. We could not get them all; but 
let us show our good disposition to do so; let the 
gations of the world know that we do it and pay 
for it from the public purse. Let their mortal re- 
mains be brought home to American soil, to be 
protected by the flag under which they fought and 
died. Where would we find a common grave for 
them? He would suggest that an.appropriate one 
might be selected at or near the battle-field of New 
Orleans, and there they be interred with the bodies 
of those brave men who in former years fell under 
General Jackson, defending their country against 
the outrages of Great Britain, If a convenient one 
could not be found there, let them be taken to the 
banks .of the Mississippi, near the residence of 
General Taylor, under whose command they died. 
That brave old soldier, he would warrant, would 
give a suitable place for their interment, where 
passers-by, up and down the Mississippi river, 
should look on their last resting-place; or they 
might be taken to Boston, to Bunker’s Hill, to this 
Federal city, or to his: own district—to Fort De- 
fiance, where the bones and dust of many brave 
men lie, and there erect a suitable monument to 
commemorate their deeds of greatness and valor. 
He ‘had made these suggestions in order to call 


the attention of the House to the proposition. Let 
thost gentlemen who were disposed vote against 
it. It would take probably fifty thousand dollars | 
to carry out the objects of the bill. Now, what 
was that? It had cost probably twice as much to 
bury one individual—the distinguished statesman 
who had recently died in this Hall. That was all 
right. It was due to his character, as a tribute of 
respect to that great man. The appropriation he 
proposed was no less due to those men who had 
fought and died in Mexico, in defence of the rights 
and honor of their country. He hoped the mo- 
tion he had made would be sustained. 

Mr. HASKELL said the proposition of the 
gentleman from Ohio struck ‘him very singularly. 
It might spring from the purest and best motives, 
and he should be sorry to intimate that the motives 
which had influenced him in bringing it in were 
other than those of a humane and generous charac- 
ter. But the proposition was so strange, so im- 
practicable, so singular, that it seemed to him it 
must have had its origin in no other motive than 
that of a desire to make some political capital dr 
influence some portion of the relatives of the fallen 
soldiers, and that the gentleman was not animated 
by those lofty and disinterested motives which the 
bill on its face would seem to indicate. Now, he 
(Mr. H.) was opposed to anything in the shape 
of humbuggery, come from wherever it might, 
from this side or from the other side of the House; 
and, regarding this as having its origin peculiarly 
in such a spirit, he should oppose it. 

What could we do with these remains? How 
could we get them together? How could they be 
distinguished after we did get them together? They 
were a heap of undistinguished dust,-sleeping in a 
mass of undistinguished graves. They slept every- 
where, all over the country; and not only that, 
they were buried in the blue depths of the ocean, 
and had rolled down the turbid waters of the Rio 
Grande to the bosom of the Gulf. They slept in 
the chaparral, or were piled into graves by dozens 
ata time, all over the country, and they could 
never be distinguished. Better far do a more char- 
itable thing than this bringing back the undistin- 
guished bodies of the dead. If the gentleman 
wanted to do real service to humanity; if he want- 
ed to benefit anybody; if he wished to bind up the 
broken heart, or pour congolation into the bosoms 
of the bereaved friends, let this money be devoted 
in the shape of pensions, to the relief of the widows 
and orphans of those who had fallen. Ifthe pur- 
poses of philanthropy were to be subserved; if the 
objects of the gratitude of the country were to be 
advanced; if anything practicable was to be done, 
let them divert the money to a channel where it 
could be made useful, and where it could be prac- 
tically appropriated. l 


-* Upon the battle-fields of Mexico our own dead 


slept, indiscriminately mixed with the dead of the 
enemy; and how would we know but we were 
bringing back the dead bodies of the enemy, to 
bedew them with the tears of the nation? How 
would we know but the bodies of some of the 
deadliest foemen who, in the secret chaparral, had 
thrown the lasso around the necks of some unwary 
soldier, would be placed here beneath a mauso- 
leum, and watered with the tears ofa nation’s grati- 
tude? The proposition was ridiculous, absurd. 
He yielded to no man in devotion to the patriotism 
and the noblefeelings that carried our brave sol- - 
diers to the field of battle. He respected the mem- 
ory of those who had fallen; he honored those 
who lived. They were his fellow-comrades, bound 
to him by the remembrance of common dangers, 
by all the ties that bound friend to friend. The 
boys with whom he had been brought up and edu- 
cated; with whom he had gone out to the battle; 
whom he had commanded; those dearest to his 
bosom, slept there in one heap of undistinguished 
dust near that of those who slew them. Willing 
as he was that their remains should be brought 
back w they could be by private means, and 
where seasonable measures had been taken to se- 
cure and identify them, he was utterly opposed 
to this foolish and useless expenditure. 

Mr. HARALSON remarked, that all proper 
honor and respect was due to the remains of those 
who had died in a foreign land beneath the flag of 
the United States. Such was his feeling. But it 
was unnecessary for him, at this time, further to 
state his opinion as to the proper course to be 
taken. He had risen for the purpose of stating to 


the House that this subject had been under the 
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consideration of the Committee on Military Affairs, | 


and that they had directed the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. Burt] to make a report to 
this House, in the shape of a resolution or resolu- 
tions. What its precise nature would be, he was 
not able to state; but it Was sufficient for him to 
state that the ‘subject was considered at the last 
meeting of the committee, and a report would soon 
be made to the House. 

It would not be amiss, therefore, if this proposi- 
tion, identified in some degree with the military 
operations of the country in their consequences, 
should be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. That committee would soon make their 
report, and they would go as far as practicable to 
remove the remains to our own shores of those 
who had gallantly fell in a foreign land. In no 
spirit of hostility to the object proposed to be at- 
tained by the gentleman from Ohio, as far as it was 
practicable, but with a view to a more close and 
minute examination as to how far it was practica- 
ble to carry out the provisions of this bill, he would 
move, if if would take precedence of the other mo- 
tion, to refer the bill to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. . 

The SPEAKER said, that under ordinary cir- 
cumstances, the motion to refer to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union would have 
precedence over the motion of the gentleman from- 
Georgia.’ But as this bill involved an appropria- 
tion, and must go to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, the Chair would first put 
the motion to refer to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; and if that should not prevail, it would go 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union without a vote. 

Mr. SAWYER said he had no objection that 
the House should make what disposition it pleased 
of the bill. He was charged by the honorable 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Hasxexx] with 
offering this bill as a humbug. [It might perhaps 
be a humbug if the gentleman’s estimation. But 
he assured the gentleman, and every member of 
this House, that he had introduced it for no such 
purpose, but with the best of motives. He did 
not understand the gentleman as charging him with 
doing it with the intention of humbugging, but that 
the gentleman himself considered it a humbug. 
He (Mr. S.) considered it not a humbug. He 
moved it with henest and genuine motives, ‘and 
he was willing at any time to cast his vote for it, 
and to stand upon it before his constituents. He 
had uo objection, if the House saw fit, to its going 
to a committee, if it were not to be smothered there. 
He wished the House to dispose of it as they 
pleased. | 

The question being taken, the bill was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. CLINGMAN asked leave to introduce the 
following resolution! 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform this 
House why the correspondence heretofore calied for by the 
following resolution Las not been furnished to the House: 

‘Resolved, ‘That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to furnish to this House copies of atl correspondence 
between the Secretary of War and Major General Scott, and 
between the Secretary of War and Major General Taylor, 
and between Major General Scott and N. P. Trist, late Com- 
missioner of the United States to Mexico; and between the 
Jatter and the Secretary of State, which has not heretofore 
been published, and the publication of which may not be 
incompatible with the public interest.” 


_ The reception of the resolution being objected 


to— 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved to suspend the rules; 
which motion was decided by yeas and nays: 
Yeas 84, nays 84. 

Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. | 


= BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, by leave, intro- 
duced bills, of which previous notice was given, of 
the following titles, viz: 

A bill granting a quantity of land to the State 
of Mississippi for the purpose of improving the 
navigation of certain rivers in that State. Referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill supplemental to an act to confirm the sur- 
vey and loeation of claims for lands in the State of 
Mississippi east of the Pearl river and south of the 
3iat ae of north latitude, approved March 3, 
A eferred to the Committee on Private Land 

AIMS, ; 


Mr. TWEEDY, by leave, introduced a bill, of 
which previous notice was given, viz; 


A bill for the admission of the State of Wiscon- 
sin into the Union. Referred to the Committee 
on the Territories. ` 

Mr. KELLOGG gave notice that he would intro- 
duce a bill of the following title! “An act declaring 
Whitehall, in the State of New York, a port of 


entry.” 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, by general con- 
sent, offered the following resolution, Which was 


read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of graduating the 
price of the public lands according to the following rules, 
that is to say: lands that have been offered for five years 
and not sold, to be now offered at one dollar per acre ; lands 
that have been offered for ten years and not sold, to be now 
Offered at seventy-five cents per acre ; and lands that have 
been offered for fifteen years and not sold, to be offered at 
fifty cents per acre; and hereafter at the end of every twelve 
months, reckoning from the Ist day of July, 1849, there shall 
bea further reduction of twelve and one-half cents per acre 
in the price of all public lands that have been on that day 
Offered five years or more, and these rules shail be observed 
in disposing of lands hereafter to be offered; and all lands 
not sold within twelve months after the price is reduced to 
twelve aud one-half cents per acre, shall be relinquished to 
the States within which they lie, respectively, for the pur- 
poses of education ; Provided, That no fee or reward shall 
be paid by or accepted from any pupil for tuition at a school 
supported in whole or in part by the lands thus relinquished. 


Mr. BROWN offered the following series of 


resolutions, which were read and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘Vhat the Clerk of this House be, and he is here- 
by, instructed to send under his frank three copies of the 
printed report of the Commissioner of Patents tor the year 
1347 to the Governor of cach State and Territory in the 
Union, for the use of such State or ‘lerritory, and two copies 
to the clerk of the county court of each county in the Uni- 
ted States, for the use of the county; und hereafter, in all 
Cases where an extra number of any ducument is ordered 
tu-be printed, it shail be the duty of the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, uniess otherwise ordered by the House, 
to transmit said document to the States and counties as 18 
herein directed; and to this end he shall reserve from the 
first copies delivered by the printer a sutiicient nuinber to 
supply the demands of this resoluuion. 

Resolved, That it shall be the duty of the Clerk, before he 
sends the documents above referred to, to have the same 
well bound. 


On motion of Mr. WENTWORTH, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads inquire into the expediency of graduating the rate of 
newspaper postage according to the number of miles over 
which they are transported ; also, into the expediency of 
restoring to postinasters the privilege of receiving a certain 
nuinber of newspapers free of postage. 


On motion of Mr. WENTWORTH, 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Public Lands inquire 
into the expediency of providing by law that any landless 
citizen of the United States, or any other adult landless per- 
son, who will legally testify that he has taken the necessary 
steps to become a citizen, aud intends to be gso as soon as 
possible, may possess, by actual residence and cultivation, 
suv long as he shall continue Jaudless, and destitute of the 
means of purchasing lind, a certain quantity of the public 
lands now remaining unso:d and unclaimed under any of the 
preémption laws ofthe United States, and thus secure every 
person a farm who is willing to dwell upon and cultivate it. 


On motion of Mr. TWEEDY, 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation at 
the present session tur the prosecution of the harbor im- 
provements at Potosi, Wisconsin Territory. 


Mr. TWEEDY offered the following resolutions’ 
which was read, and laid over one day under the 
rule: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to intorm this House what has been dune by the accounting 
officers of the ‘Treasury Department to carry into effect that 
section of the act of Congress, approved August 29, 1842, 
directing them to audit and settle the expenses of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the ‘Territory of Wisconsin not then 
closed and settled, and what steps, if any, have been taken 
to procure the setlement of said expenses by said officers, 
or tu a-certain the amount thereof; what instructions, if any, 
have heen given tu the late or to the pfesent Secretary of 
said Territory in reference to the settlement of said ex- 
penses; and what moneys, if any, have been intrusted to 
either of the said Secretaries for tiat purpose, and what dis- 
position has been made and what account has been rendered 
of the same ; and if any portion-of such expenses have been 
settled and paid and the vouchers thereof received, when 
and by whom were the same paid, and what is the aggregate 
amount thereof; and that he especially be requested to in- 
form this House what causes have prevented or delayed, or 
do now prevent or delay, the auditing and payment of that 
portion of said expenses still unsettled, and what things, if 
any, are necessary to be done on the part of the officers of 


said Territory now holding the vouchers for these expenses, - 


in order to obtain the settlement and payment thereof with- 
out delay. 


On motion of Mr. CROWELL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Offiee and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail-ronte from the town of Kinsman, in the 
county of ‘Trumbull, to the city of Cleveland, in the county 
of Cuyahoga, iu the State of Ohio. 


On motion of Mr. FRENCH, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post-route from Winchester, in Clarke county, 


in Kentucky, via Reuben Rucker’s, Walter Gohde’s, and 
the mouth of Woodward’s Creek, to Irvine, in Estell coun- 
ty, and also into the expediency of establishing a post-routé 
from Kiddville, in Clarke county, Kentucky, to intersect thé 
above named route at the said Gonde’s. 

Mr. M. HAMPTON presented certain resolu- 
tions from the Legislature of Pennsylvania, relative 
to Asa Whitney’s plan for constructing a railroad 
from Lake Michigan to the Pacific Ocean. Refera 
red to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. LUMPKIN presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of Georgia, in favor of the 
establishment of a mail-route between Dalton and 
Dahlonega. Referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. LUMPKIN asked leave to present resolu- 
tions of the Democratic Convention held in Cocke 
county, Georgia, in relation to the war with Mex- 
ico. Mr. L. asked that the resolutions be read. 
Objected to. . 

Mr. LUMPKIN moved that the rules be sus- 
pended for the purpose of having the resolutions 
read. Disagreed to, two-thirds not voting in favor 
thereof. 

The question was then put on granting leave to 
Mr. Lumpkin to present the said resolutions, and 
it was decided in the negative. 

Mr. McCLELLAND gave notice of his inten- 
tion to ask leave, on. some future day, to bring in 
a bill to provide for the issuing a land patent to 


Thomas B. Clark. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communication from the President of the 
United States: 
, WASHINGTON, March 20, 1848, 
To the House of Repzesentatives : 

I transmit herewith reports of the Secretary of State and 
the Secretary of War, with the accompanying documents, 
in compliance with the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the 7th February, 1848, requesting the Piexi- 
dent to communicate to that House “ copies of all corre- 
‘spondence between the Secretary of War and Major 
‘General Scott, and between the Secretary of War and 
‘General Tdylor, and between Major General Scott and 
‘t N. P. Trist, late Commissioner of the United States to 
‘ Mexico, and between the latter and the Secretary of State, 
‘which has not heretofore been published, and the publica- 
‘tion of which may not be incompatible with the public 
‘interests.”? JAMES K. POLK. 


After some conversation between Mr. CLING- + 
MAN and Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, as to the 
printing of an extra number of copies of the mes- 
sage and documents just read to the House— 

r. HENLEY moved a resolution, instructing 
the Committee on Printing to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of printing ten thousand copies extra of - 
the message and accompanying documents this 
day received and read to the House. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. GOTT, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to report a bill making newspapers free 


of postage within thirty miles of the place ot publication, and | 
within the county where the rame are published. 


On motion of Mr. TURNER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of donating a portion of the 
public lands in the State of Illinois. for the improvement of 
Rock river. 


Mr. CROZIER offered the following resolution, — 
which was read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War report to this House 
the amount of money that has been collected at the different 

rts of Mexico, in consequence of the order from the War 
Deparment, issued in March Bast; and also what sums bave 
been collected in the interior, under any Orders issuingtrom 
any military commander; and that he cause a tabular state- 
ment to be made of the manner in which the same has been 
disbursed, similar to that required by the acts of the 2lat of 
April, 18.8, and March 3, 1809, of appropriations which have 
been made by law. | . 

Mr. CROZIER moved that the rules be suspend- 
ed for the purpose of acting on the resolution; which 
motion was decided by yeas and nays: Yeas 110, 
nays 65. ow 

wo-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were not suspended. ; 

The resolution accordingly lies over under the 
rule. 

EXPENSES OF INDIAN DEPARTMENT. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Rocuwe xt, of Massachusetts, in 
the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian department, &c., 
for the year ending June 30, 1849. i 

The reading of the bill for information having 
been dispensed with, it was read by items for 
amendment. 
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Mr. SAWYER moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing, at the end of the first item, the following pro- 
viso: : 

« Provided that no money appropriated by the provisions 
of this act shall be applied for the education of Indian chil- 
dren, except for the support of schools within the territory. 
of the Various Indian tribes.” 

Mr. SAWYER said he felt himself constrained, 
by a sense of duty to the Indians, to the country, 
and to himself, to oppose certain things that had 
been going on in relation to this academy for a. 
number of years—since 1825. 

Mr. VINTON (Mr. S. yielding) suggested that 
_at page six of the bill would be found an appropri- 
ation for the Choctaws, and that his colleague’s 
amendment would more properly come in at that 
part of the bill. 

Mr. SAWYER continued, and referred to House 
document on this subject of the session of 1841-42, 
to show that the amounts of money appropriated 
for the education of Indian children at this Choc- 
taw academy (for there were there the children of 
various tribes, although it was called the Choctaw 
academy ) since 1825, had been enormous, and they 
had gone into the hands of Colonel Johnson for his 
special benefit. It was with some degrec of regret 
that he» made the statement and proposed: this 
amendment, for no man held Colonel Johnson in 
higher estimation than he. He found, on looking 
into the freport, that about $290 per annum had 
been paid for every child taught in that academy. 
There was a plenty of public institutions in this 
country who would be glad to teach these chil- 
dren—to give ‘them every particle of tuition they 
received at this Choctaw academy, for $50; and he 
wished to show the manner in which this thing had 
been done. . 

At the time the treaties were going on with the 
different tribes of Indians, the Cħoctaws particu- 
larly, the department here insisted on having a 
portion of their annuities appropriated to defray- 
ing the expenses of a certain number of children 
educated at the Choctaw eae The Indians 
time and again refused. Colonel Johnson came on 
here from time to time and would insist on having 
one more year’s appropriation. It had been grant- 
ed, notwithstanding an article in the treaty that no 
portion-of the money should be appropriated to the 
education of the Choctaw children at the academy. 
Look at the report of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. He was decidedly opposed to further ap- 

ropriations for this academy, and thought the 
[ndana should be educated in their own nation. 
Now, if Congress did not prohibit it by law, this 
same process would be repeated. Some $10,000, 
or $15,000, or $20,000, had been expended annu- 
ally, and had not done the Indians a dollar’s worth 
of good. It had been expended—he said it here 
in his place—for the benefit of this man, who had 
established the academy, and not for the benefit 
-of the Indians. Instead of its being necessary to 
pay this $289 or $290 per year for the education 
of a single Indian child, the War Department had 
written proposals before it to take them, clothe, 
board, and educate them, for $50 a year. But, as 
long as it was not expressly prohibited by law, 
Colonel Johnson would come on here, as he had 


done this year, and, in open violation of treaty. 


stipulations, get this appropriation for his benefit. 
Since 1825 the document he held in his hand show- 
ed there had been expended at this single academy 
$474,000—almost half a million dollars—enough to 
educate every Indian child in the United States. 
By looking at the list of contingent expenses, it 
would be seen that each Indian child had to pay a 
certain sum for the use of the academy building: 
He ventured to say that Colonel Johnson had got 
paid in this way ten times over for this building; 
and yet a bill was now before the Senate making 
an appropriation to pay him for the building. He 
entered his solemn protest against this-kind of pro- 
ceeding; he cared not whether a personal or politi- 
cal friend was involved in it, ag long as he held a 
seat on this floor he would expoèeit at all hazards. 
He made the statement from the book when he 
asserted that this gentleman had been coming here 
year by year for the last two or three years—not- 
withstanding there was a positive prohibition in 
the treaty, notwithstanding the Indians positively 
refused to treat with the provision in it that one of 
their children should go to that academy—and. re- 
ceiving’ his appropriation. And, furthermore, he 
ventured to say we had paid $10,000 more than 
we needed to-have done, because certain individu- 


als wanted to get this small annuity for Colonel 
Johnson’s academy. He spoke from the book- 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, here interposed, 
and, the floor being yielded, with no little warmth 
and some harshness, repelled as false the charge of 
swindling and villany, if any such charge had 
been made, upon Colonel Johnson.” . 

Mr. SAW YER (continuing) said he charged 
just what he had stated. He made no charge of 
swindling upon Colonel Johnson. He said there 
had been swindling going on; and he had stated 
that Colonel Johnson came here, and made his ap- 
plication, and~ had obtained his object; and that 
one of these treaties had cost $10,000 more than 
it would have cost had this appropriation been left 
out. 

Some further conversation passed between Mr. 
Sawyer and Mr. Jounson; after which— 

Mr. SAWYER (continuing) specified the con- 
tingent expenses charged for collecting the Indian 
children, bringing them to the academy, boarding 
on the way, &c., as those of which he particularly 
complained. * Although he complained of the gen- 
eral extravagance of the appropriations connected 
with the Choctaw academy, he did not (he said) 
charge the Colonel with swindling; for probably 
he had done just what the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas and himself would have done—got a good bar- 
ain: but, after he had signed an agreement with Mr. 

. Hartley Crawford, late Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, that he would make no more applications, 
he had come on here two or three times since, and 
got this appropriation. 

Mr. BOYD. the floor being yielded, explained, 
that although he had not examined into this matter 
particularly, he had understood the other day from 
the Secretary of War that there was a provision 
in the late treaty with the Choctaws, providing, that 
if the Indians should so elect, that school should 
be continued at the White Sulphur Springs, Ken- 
tucky; and, under that provision, the Secretary of 
War had issued his proclamation, that in case the 
Indians did so elect, the school should be so con- 
tinued. That, he understood, was the provision 
of the treat 


fact; and it was to this he had just been referring 
when he had said that one treaty cost $10,000 more 
than it need to have done, had not this provision 
been inserted. 

Mr. VINTON said this subject had been brought 
under the investigation of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
had been examined by that committee. His state- 
ment, in substance, was, that with the exception of 
one tribe, (for there were several tribes whose chil- 
dren were placed in that school,) the Indians had 
all given notice that they would take their chudren 
home at the end of the now current year. The 
number of scholars in that school, he believed the 
Commissioner said, was about fifty; and after those 
had left who were to be taken at the end of the 
year, it would leave only some eight or ten who 
would remain, and the school would probably, 
therefore, be discontinued, as there would not be 
scholars enough left to justify keeping itup. That 
seemed to be the understanding of the Commis- 
sioner. Now, in that state of the case, of course 
the money provided for the Choctaws in this bill 
would, in conformity with the treaty, be expended 
on the Indians. | 
° Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he be- 
lieved efforts had been made for the last four or 
five years to stop this institution. The subject 
had been for one or two sessions carefully exam- 
ined, and he believed the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Vinton] had given a correct version -of the 
manner in which the institution was to be closed 
up. At the last session of Congress, the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs had examined this matter 
with some care, Charges that savored somewhat 
of severity had been brought against the manage- 
ment of the institution; and he regretted very much 
that his friend from Ohio, who was generally very 
correct, should have allowed. himself at this time 
to go into a repetition of the charges which came 
up then, and were examined by the committee. 
As far as they at that time examined the subject, 
this institution had been conducted with perfect 
propriety,’so far as Colonel Johnson was concern- 
ed, and the exceptions taken were to the course of 
some of its teachers. | 

But, as this institution would be necessarily 
closed up, and as he did- riot understand that any 


Mr. SAWYER (continuing) said that was the. 


| 


appropriation was here made for it, but that it had 
heretofore been supported out of the contingent 
fund for the education of the Indian children, it 
was but just to Colonel Johnson and to the Gov- 
ernment that he should briefly recur to its history. 

Mr. SAW YER inquired (Mr. THompson yield- 
ing) if he understood the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi to say that no appropriation was contained. 
in the bill for this academy, and if this had not 
been the case for years? 

Mr. THOMPSON replied that it had been sus- 
tained for two or three years, and he believed pre- 
viously, out of the contingent fund for the pur- 
poses of education among the Indians. The present 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in the report to. 
which the gentleman had referred, had expressed 
his opinion against the continuance of this acad- 
emy, but yet had recommended no such provision 
of law as proposed by the gentleman from Ohio. 
None was necessary. 

This academy (Mr. T. proceeded to say) had 
been of immense service to the Indians. It had 
been the first great means of introducing education 
among the Choctaws and among other tribes. 
Citizens had been there from all the various tribes, 
who had returned eduéated men; and he ventured 
to assert that, at this time, there was as high a 
standard of education in academies contained. in 
the Choctaw nation as there was in many of the 
academies in the States. The teachers were edu- 
cated at this Choctaw academy at the Great Cross- 
ings, Kentucky. Although it was now believed 
that the best system of educating the Indians was 
to connect with the cultivation of the mind instruc- 
tion in the various mechanic and agricultural arts, 
and this by way of manual labor schools within 
the Indian territory, yet let justice be given to 
whom justice was‘due. It was perfectly evident. 
that this academy had been of immense service; 
many of the chiefs of the various tribes were edu- 
cated men, and had been educated there; and when 
we had induced Colonel Johnson to expend a large 
sum of money in building that academy, to with 
draw all support from him suddenly would be un- 
just. He did not understand the gentleman from 
Ohio to charge swindling upon Colonel Johnson. 
He believed that a careful examination would show 
that there had been no impropriety on his part. 

He thought we had much reason to congratulate. 

ourselves that we were making so rapid progress 
in the advancement of education among the Indian 
tribes. For the last few years, by the action of the 
missionary, aided and assisted by the benevolent 
and liberal views of the department, institutions 
had been established among them upon the manual 
labor system, and had been the means of introdu- 
cing among them not only religion and science, but 
a knowledge of all the industrial pursuits of civil- 
ized life, and many of the tribes now presented a 
state of improvement far above many of the States 
of Mexico. Our Indians upon our western frontiers 
were turning out annually men capable of filling 
any office—divines, and men of minds capable of. 
distinguishing themselves upon any theatre of ac- 
tion. 
This Choctaw academy was the foundation of all 
this improvement. It had not only given the spring 
to knowledge and science, but, by receiving the 
chiefs of the different tribes, had led to the forma- 
tion of acquaintance and friendship, resulting in 
lasting harmony between them of incalculable value. 
Surely, then, we ought to have some grateful feel- . 
ings not only to the man who established but to 
those who had conducted and maintained ‘this in- 
stitution. 

But now that a disposition was'manifested among 
the Indians to take their children home to be edu- 
cated, he concurred in the policy of it. Let it be 
done in a liberal way. It would be done, he had 
reason to believe, without the adoption of this 
amendment, and he hoped that by this‘or any other 
action, they would not do anything which could 
be construed into an intimation that they were 
disposed to set at naught, cut off, or even reproach 
those who had heretofore sustained this institu- 


tion. 

Mr.-McKAY said he was in favor of imposing 
a limitation upon the expenditure of the money 
appropriated by this bill for the purposes of edu- 
cation among the Indian tribes; but be would like 
to have the gentleman from Ohio modify his amend- 
ment, so that it should not apply exclusively to the 
Choctaw academy, but that it should provide that 
no money hereby appropriated for school purposea 
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should be expended elsewhere than within the In- 
dian country. He was decidedly in favor of the 
principle of limiting the expenditure of this appro- 
priation within the Indian pacha 

Mr. SAWYER signified his willingness to mod- 
ify his amendment in the manner suggested. 

Mr. McK AY remarked that he had then buta sin- 
gle word to say in relation to this proposition. The- 
gentleman from Mississippi was wholly mistaken 
when he said that the means heretofore expended 
at this academy had been taken from what was 
called the contingent fund. This was notso. There 
was no. such fund, except a fund of $10,000, or 
under. There was a fund of $10,000 for what 
were called civilization purposes—for the purpose 
of civilizing the Indian tribes—a part of which had 
been applied to the purposes of education, but not 
the whole of it. . 

The report of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs (he said) showed. that the Cherokees had 
appropriated out of their own funds $25,000, and 
were now engaged in building a large and substan- 
tial academy; the Choctaws had five seminaries, 
and there were several others scattered throughout 
the different tribes. By referring to this report of 
the Commissioner, gentlemen would find all these 
and other facts specifically stated. 

He referred to the statement of Mr. Vinton, 
relative to Mr. Medill’s communication to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, in which he had 
conveyed the idea that this Choctaw academy in 
Kentucky would close at the end of the present 
fiscal year. Arrangements had been made (he 
said) with Colonel Johnson, by which the opera- 
tion of the school, so far as depended upon the 
appropriation of moneys by the Government, was 
to cease at the termination of the present fiscal 
year, on the Ist of July next; but it was rymored 
about the streets, that he had succeeded in obtain- 
ing a postponement of the execution of this ar- 
rangement—how long, he (Mr. McK.) had not 
learned. . 

Mr. VINTON inquired, if this arrangement had 
been entered into. subsequently to Mr. Medill’s 
being before the Committee of Ways and Means? 

'Mr.,.McKAY replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. VINTON said, he had never before heard 
of it. He had stated what the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs (Mr. Medill) had said. 

Mr. McKAY (continuing) said, he made no im- 
ae upon the chairman of the Committee of. 

ays and Means. It was true, as the gentleman 
had said, that this arrangement had been made, 
but it had subsequently been altered, as he under- 
stood. Now, he (Mr. McK.) was in favor of 
carrying out, of executing this original plan. This 
was not a new idea with him. Gentlemen who 
had been at the head of the War Department would 
bear him witness that for ten or twelve years he 
. had uniformly appealed to them to recommend to 
Congress to limit the expenditure of this money, 
of these large sums (for it was upwards of twenty . 
thousand dollars pee fe and some years reached 
twenty-five thousand dollars) to be expended for 
the purposes of education within the limits of the 
Indiat tribes; and if this policy had been adopted, 
it would have resulted in incalculable advantages 
to the Indians. l 

He rejọiced to see this spirit of improvement 
awakened among the various tribes. To be sure, 
they were called the pupils of the Government; he 
would be glad to see them reach their majority, 
and become independent. He rejoiced ‘to see the 
Cherokees, and Choctaws, and even the tribes in 
the North, everywhere building up schools, and 
educating, not only their sons, but their daughters. 
The Cherokees had appropriated out of their own. 
money twenty-five thousand dollars, for the pur- 

oses of education, for building up schools, &c. 

et the large sams of money appropriated by us, 
in addition to their own appropriations, be expend- 
ed within the limits of the various tribes; let man- 
ual-labor schools be established; let all the arts— 
let blacksmiths, shoemakers, and artisans of all 
descriptions—go in among them, and the boys be 
taught all these trades; let the farms be cultivated. 
in the neighborhood of these schools, and let them 
be taught how to use the plough, and be made 
familiar with the other operations of agriculture. 
That was not all. By the expenditure of this 
money for purposes of education within the trikes, 
Indian villages would be -built up, markets would 
be created, and the necessity for agricultural labor 
and productions would stimulate them to the raising. 


of corn and other grains, and familiarize the Indians 
to the various industrial pursuits of the whites. 
Thus immense advantages would be conferred 
upon them. 

He made no imputation at all upon the character 
of those who had been connected with the Choc- 
taw academy in Kentucky, but these considera- 
tions, he said, convinced him that it was far better 
that the money should be expended within the In- 
dian territory; and as the Secretary of War had 
now the liberty to expend it at his discretion— 
every dollar of it within the limits of the United 
States if he pleased—he wished the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio modified, as he had sig- 
nified his willingness it should be, to be adopted, 
and thus every expenditure of it without the Indian 
territory be prohibited. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, differed from 


Mr. McKay in that, while he was decidedly in 
favor of the establishment of schools within the In- 
-dian territories, he thought in many cases it would 
be of benefit to those who passed through the lower 
stages of instruction there, to come into the States 
to spend the last year of their instruction at our 
schools. 
amendment which should prohibit any further ap- 
propriation of this money to establishing or keep- 
ing up schools within the States, but was unwilling 
that the restriction should be so extended as to 
prevent the appropriation of a part of the money 
to defray the expenses of those who were sent into 
the States to spend the last year of their instruc- 
trons. 

Mr. BOYD (Mr. T. 


ielding) wished to inquire 
of the gentleman from M 


ississippi, who, from his 


position on the Committee of Indian Affairs for. 


several years, was very familiar with the whole 
subject, whether anything had appeared in his in- 
vestigations, going to impeach the honor or the 


conduct of Colonel Johnson connected with this. 


academy ? 

Mr. THOMPSON entered into some explana- 
tions to show that Colonel Johnson was not ob- 
noxious to any censure. 

Mr. MeKA 
any impeachment of the character of Colonel John- 
son. 

Mr. BARRINGER concurred in the propriety 
of spending this money in the Indian territories, 
but the proviso, as proposed, was much too strin- 
gent, inasmuch as it would prevent the President 
selecting any Indian youths to receive an education 


in the higher branches than those taught in the 


schools located among the tribes. If there were 


abuses, let them be corrected; but he hoped noth- 


ing would be done to throw obstacles in the way 
of the education of these people. 

Mr. POLLOCK had doubts of the power of this 
„House to enter upon such legislation. An amount 
of money was to be expended to promote educa- 
tion among the Indian tribes by certain treaty stip- 
ulations. It was placed in the President’s hands 
for that purpose, and he would like to know how 
it could be brought under the control of Congress. 
Treaty stipulations were above the action of Con- 
gress; how then could they in this case dictate to 
the President? He would not deprive the Presi- 
dent of the right to select young Indians for the 
‘purpose of sending them to the States to be edu- 
cated. He believed not only the cause of educa- 
tion, but of the civilization of the tribes would be 
promoted by it. Many had been so educated, and 
thus they had been enabled to promote the interest 
of those tribes, and he hoped the amendment would 
not prevail. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky, urged the gentle- 


man from North Carolina to withdraw his amend- 
ment; and after a brief conversation, in which Mr. 
McKAY, Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. CLARKE, took part, the 
amendments were withdrawn. 

The Clerk then proceeded in the reading of the 
sections until he arrived at the item of $3,000 for 
the payment of annuities to the Chickasaws, in 


accordance with a stipulation in the act of 25th. 


February, 1799. l 
Mr. VINTỌN moved to amend the item under 
the head of “ the Chickasaws:”’ 


« For education for fifteen years, stipulated in the second. 


article of the supplement to the treaty of the 24th May, 1834, 
($1,000 having heretofore been appropriated,) $2,000.” 


Mr. GIDDINGS called the attention of the 
Committee of Ways and Means to this item, and 
expressed a desire for information in relation to it. 


i 


He was- willing, then, to vote for an, 


said he had expressly disclaimed. 


re aaa 


He aes to know why this annuity was paid 
at alls | 

Mr. McKAY replied that it was an old acquaint- 
ance. That appropriation had been made ever 
since the year 1799. He had not seen the original 
agreement by virtue of which it was paid, though 
he had applied for it. AOA 

Mr. GIDDINGS then semarked, that it appear- 
ed the Committee of Ways and Means had recom- 
mended the payment of an annuity without know- 
ing what it was for. 

r. VINTON said it was perfectly immaterial 
to him what it was for. The Government had 
made an agreement with this Indian tribe to pay. 
this annuity; the law required it to be paid, and 
this estimate was in conformity with the act of 
Congress which required it to be made. The com- 
mittee were only carrying out the law. — ` 

Mr. GIDDINGS said it seemed to him they 
should know what obligations they were under to 
the tribe of Indians, before they voted this appro- 

riation. If we. were under abligeticns to them, 
et the money be appropriated; if not, strike it 
out. i 

Mr. VINTON replied that so long as the. law 
remained in force it was the duty of the Committee. 
of Ways and Mgans to bring in. appropriations in 
accordance with law. Perhaps it.was the duty of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs to inquire into the 
consideration for which the money was required to 
be paid, but he did: not conceive it to be the duty 
of the Committee of Ways and Means to make 
the examination. 

Mr. GIDDINGS had no intention to cast any 
imputation on the Committee of Ways and Means. 
He moved to strike out the appropriation. 

Mr. McKAY, before the vote was taken on. the 
motion to strike out the item, wished to say a word 
in its defence. The gentleman from Ohio would 
see that this appropriation was required! by. an 
agreement made some time prior to the. year 1799, 
and the appropriation was made in pursuance of 
such agreement, and also in pursuance of law. 
This Government had been going on making the. 
appropriation for the last fifty years. Every Ex- 
ecutive, every Secretary of War, every Committee 
on Indian Affairs had considered it a permanent 
annuity, made so by a solemn agreement, which 
was recognized on their statute books. 

Mr. HUDSON also argued that it was a perma- 
nent annuity, which the faith of the Government 
was pledged to pay. He thought the Committee. 
of Ways and Means could not, nor should not, be 
required to`go behind the statute. If it were so 
in this case, they would be required to do it in all 
cases, and their duties woułd become more ardu- 
ous than. they could endure; but he did not so 
understand it. If the. Committee of Ways and 
Means were to, be required to go behind every 
statute and inquire jnto the reasons for their enact- 
ment, they would have not only to examine every. 
subject that came before Congress, but all corre- 
spondence, and every communication, and all the 


‘treaties, and all the laws that related to both our 


foreign and domestic relations, from the commence- 
ment of this Government to the present day. 
Mr. SIMS moved that the committee rise. 
-The committee rose accordingly, and reported 
progress. | 
' Mr. McKAY moved that from and after this 
day, the daily hour of meeting shall be éleven 
o’clock. | | 
Objections being made, he moved a suspension 
of the rules; pending which motion, | 
The House adjourned. 
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Mr. BRADBURY presented a petition of citi- 
zens of the county of Penobscot, in Maine, pray- 
ing the abolition of the slave trade in the District 
of Columbia, or the removal of the seat of Govern- 
ment; the motion to receive which was laid upon 
the table. l | 

Mr. DOWNS presented a petition of citizerf& of 
Louisiana, praying the establishment of a judicial 
district north of Red river, in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented a petition of citizens 
of Arkansas, praying the establishment of a mail 
route from Raymond to Camden, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office'and Post Roads. 


~~ 


- Mr. CASS presented the petition of E. P. Hast- 
ings, praying compensation for his services as 
pension agent for the State of Michigan; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives for the relief-of Amzy 
Judd, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BREESE, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of Benjamin White, 
reported it without amendment. ` 

r. BALDWIN, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of D. A. Wat- 
terton, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which bill was read and passed to 
the second reading, and the report ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the same Committee, 
to whom was referred the memorial of Columbus 
Alexander and Theodore Barnard, submitted a re- 

ort, accompanied by a bill for their relief; which 
bit was read and passed to the second reading, 
and the report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BADGER, from the Corgmittee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of Da- 


. vid Myerle, submitted a report, accompanied by a 


bill for his relief; which bill was read and passed 
to the second reading, and the report ordered to be 
printed. 
Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of John H. 
White, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which bill was read and passed to 
the second reading, and the report ordered to be 
printed. ° 
Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the.petition of 
Wm. W. Wall, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for the relief of the heirs of John Wall, 
deceased; which bill was read and passed to the 


second reading, and the report ordered to be print- 


ed. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the relief of Charles Cappell, re- 
ported it without amendment. 


| SCHOOL LANDS IN FLORIDA. 
Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 


Lands, to whom was referred the bill concerning 


the school lands in the State of Florida, reported it 
with an amendment. 


AMERICAN HEMP FOR THE NAVY. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to. whom was referred the joint resolution 
to promote the purchase of American hemp for 
the use of the American navy, reported it with an 
amendment, so as to read as follows: 

Be it resolved, &c., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and 
he is hereby, authorized, if in his opinion it will be advan- 
tageous to the public interests, to make contracts for any 
term not exceeding five years, for the purchase of American 
water-rotted hemp for the use of the United States navy, pro- 
vided the same can be had of equal quality with the best 
foreign hemp, and at a price not exceeding the avetage price 
of such hemp for the last five years—the inspection and de- 
livery to be at the place of purchase. 


Mr. YULEE asked for the immediate consider- 
atfon of the resolution; which motion was agreed 


‘to, and the resolution ordered to be engrossed. 


The question was about to be put on the passage 
of the resolution, when— 

Mr. CAMERON objected to the mation. He 
would prefer that the bill lie over until to-morrow. 
There were other interests to be looked to—certain 
articles known as coal and iron, for instance. The 
present resolution was for the protection of west- 
ern interests alone. | 

Mr. NILES made some remark not distinctly 
heard, in which he appeared to be congratulating 
the Senator from Florida on the new lights he 
seemed to have received in respect to the protec- 
tion of American interests. 

- ‘Rhe resolution was then passed over. 


. EXAMINERS OF PATENTS. 
Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on Pat- 


ents and the Patent Office, to whom was referred 
the amendments of the House to the bill of the 
Senate, to provide additional examiners in the Pat- 
ent Office and for other purposes, reported thereon, 
with a recommendation that the Senate disagree to 
the amendments of the House. 
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Mr. WESTCOTT asked for the immediate con- 
sideration of the amendments. The question being 
about to be put upon concurring in the amend- 
ments— 

Mr. TURNEY said he hoped the question would 
be divided and taken upon the first amendment 
separately. He believed that the salary of an ex- 
aminer of patents was now some fifteen or eighteen 
hundred dollars, and he knew no good reason why 
it should be raised to twenty-five hundred. He 


thought that this was hardly an appropriate time. 


for an increase of salaries, when the country was 
involved in war, and had no superabundance of 
revenue to dispose of. He thought it would be 
proper to concur with this amendment to strike out 
the twenty-five hundred dollars. l 

Mr. W ESTCOTT remarked that all the mem- 
bers of the committee were unanimous in disagree- 
ing to the amendments of the House, with the ex- 
ception of the first amendment, and a majority of 
the committee were in favor of disagreeing to that 
amendment. The bill as it originally passed the 
Senate, he said, gave to each of the examiners in 
the Patent Office a salary of twenty-five hundred 
dollars. The House amendment proposed to re- 
duce it to two thousand. The fixing of the salary 
at twenty-five hundred dollars was on consultation 
with the Commissioner; and those having busi- 
ness with the Patent Office considered it a3 a mat- 
ter of the very first importance, as we are obliged 
to have men of the highest scientific attainments, 
and who are acquainted with the French and Ger- 
man languages. ‘The Senate will perceive the ne- 
cessity for an increase of salary when I state the 
fact, that within the last five years examiners who 
have received eighteen hundred dollars a year, 
finding that the salary was not adequate to the 
service required, and that they could make twice 
as much money by acting as agents, have re- 
signed their offices. I think that the salary pro- 
posed is not too large; and 1 will mention the fact 
that the money does not come out of the treasury. 
The law provides that it shall be taken from the 
receipts of the Patent Office, and that office has 
already a fund of some seventy thousand dollars. 
l hope that the Senate will concur with the recom- 
mendation of the committee, and disagree with the 
amendments of the House. 

Mr. DICKINSON. This is simply a question 
of demand and supply. ln my judgment, a salary 
of twenty-five hundred dollars is hecessary, for the 
reason that you cannot get competent men for a 


smalier salary. The office cannot be filled by mere 


politicians or mere clerks. The gentleman filling 
that office must be an encyclopzdia of science, and 
though he may not be required to converse fluently 
in German and in French, it is necessary that he 
should be able to read those languages, because he 
is required to consult scientific works in the Ger- 
man and French languages, in order to determine 
whether an invention presented isa new one. And 
he must be acquainted with chemistry, in all its 
details; in short, he must be qualified for one of 
the most learned professorships in our institutions 
of learning. Now, you cannot get men possessing 
these -qualifications, for less than twenty-five hun- 
dred dollars a year. The number of such men is 
comparatively small; the demand is greater than 
the supply. You can get men to take the office 
for one thousand dollars a year; but you cannot 
get men who are qualified to discharge the duties 
for that sum. lam not for high salaries generally, 
but this is one of those cases which require liberal 
salaries. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana. I do not know 
that I understand the purport of this amendment. 

Mr. WESTCOTT. The bill originally pro- 
posed to give twenty-five hundred dollars a year 
to the examiners of the Patent Office. The House 
struck out twenty-five hundred and inserted two 
thousand. The committee proposes to ‘disagree 
with this amendment of the House. , 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well, I hope the Senate will 
disagree to the amendment. A salary of twenty- 
five hundred dollars is quite a low one. The duties 
are laborious, and they require men of high scien- 
tific attainments. I think that the examiners should 
have a higher salary than the Commissioner, as 
they have the whole of the labor to perform. 1 
hope that the Senate will disagree to the amend- 


Mr. TURNEY. Before the question is taken, 
I desire to say a single word. 


Mr. ATHERTON. As I perceive that the de- 
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bate upon this bill is likely to continue, I would 
like to have it laid over until to-morrow, for it is 
very desirable that the Senate should proceed with 
the consideration of the bill making appropriations 
to supply the deficiencies for the current fiscal 
ear. 

á On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, it was 

` Ordered, That the further consideration thereof be post- 
poned until to-morrow. ' 

THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. BADGER asked and 


_obtained leave to bring in a bill to declare the true 


intent and meaning, so far as respects the franking 
privilege of members of Congress, of the act ap- 
proved the first of March, 1847, and of the act 
entitled “An act to reduce the rates of postage, to 
limit the use and correct the abuse of the franking 
privilege; and for the prevention of frauds on the 
Post Office Department;’’ passed the 3d of March, 
1845, and for other purposes. 

The bill having been read the first and second 
times, by unanimous consent— 

Mr. BADGER. I shall move a reference of this 
bill to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads; but before the question is put, I desire to 
occupy the attention of the Senate for a few mo- 
ments, and particularly to call the attention of my 
friend, the chairman of that committee, to one or 
two observations regarding the purposes intended 
to be accomplished by the bill, and the present 
state of the law to which it relates. It will be 
found, by referring to the act passed on the 3d of 
March, 1845, “to reduce the rates of postage,” 
&c., that Congress at that time adopted an entirely - 
new system with regard to the franking privilege, 
and placed it in the main upon different grounds 
from those which it previously occupied. The act 
of 1845 seems to be designed as a substitute for the 
former law upon the subject, and by implication to 
repeal it, and this implication is strengthened by the 
fact, that the latter law expressly saves from repeal 
certain portions of the former. It will be found, upon 
looking at the act of 1845, that the eighth section — 
of it grants to members of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, delegates from Territories,&c., 
the right to send and receive free of postage ‘‘ any 
letter, newspaper, or packet,” not exceeding two 
ounces in weight, during each session of Congress, 
and for thirty days before and after. The same 
section declares that they shall have the right “to 
frank written letters from themselves during the 
whole year, as now authorized by law.’ Itis 
therefore clear and beyond controversy, that, ac- 
cording to the provisions of the law of 1845, the 
franking privilege of members of the two Houses 
during the session of Congress, and for thirty days 
before and after, consists in the power to send and 
receive, free of postage, any letter, newspaper, or 
package, and that it is perfectly immaterial by 
whom directed, to whom addressed, or by whom 
written. There is but one single qualification, 
that the letter, newspaper, or package, shall not 
exceed two ounces in weight. If there could be 
any doubt in regard to the terms embraced in this 
part of the section, that doubt is removed by the 
clear distinction that is taken between this frank- | 
ing privilege, during the sessions of Congress, and 
thirty days before and after, and the franking priv- 
ilege given for the residue of the year, which is 
confined to written letters from themselves. It is 
clear, therefore, that the act contemplated and de- 
clared, that during the sessions, members of ‘this 
house and the other should have the right to frank 
any letter, any newspaper, any package written 
or printed, no matter whether it was composed of 
paper or muslin, no matter by whom directed, by 
whom signed, with no exception, but the single 
qualification, that the letter, newspaper, or pack- 
age, should not exceed two ounces in weight. 
Now, I apprehend there might have been in the 
minds of Congress, reasons for making this dis- 
crimination, and for the confining the franking priv- 
ilege, during the residue of the year, to written let- 
ters from themselves. Whatever might have been 
the reason, or whether there was any, the distinc- 
tion isclearly made. Then, sir, at the last session, 
we passed an act which was reported by my friend, - 
the chairman of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, containing this provision, that 
members of Congress shall have power to receive, 
as well as to send—for it will be observed that, 
under the act of 1845, they had only the- right to 
send their own letters in the intervening time be- 
tween the sessions, that they shall have a right to 
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receive, as well as to send, all letters and packages 
not weighing over two ounces free of postage, up 
to the first Monday of December following” the 
expiration of their term of office. Now, sir, as 
faras Iam able to perceive, it is not only prob. 
able—not only highly reasonable—but it is abso- 
lutely certain that, as the law now stands, the 
franking privilege to members of Congress is sub- 
ject to but one restriction; that is, that the letter, 
newspaper, or package, shall not exceed two 
ounces in weight. Well, sir, we are all aware 
that, recently, by some regulations, a discrimina- 
tion has been made between packets put up in 
coarse envelopes, and which are not supposed to 
be letters, and those which are put up in fine en- 
velopes, which are supposed to be letters; and in 
the latter case, it is required that the address shall 
be in the same hand as the frank, or else the post- 
master is directed to disregard the frank and charge 
postage. This I consider to be simply a gratuitous 
distinction, adopted without any appearance of 
reason or propriety. The bill, therefore, which I 
have the honor to submit to the Senate, is intend- 
ed, in the first place, to declare, so as to put it be- 
yond the possibility of doubt or cavil, what is the 
Jaw on the subject, not to enlarge or alter the frank- 
ing privilege, but simply to declare it. I have 
brought the subject forward, sir, because I desire 
to have the judgment of the Senate upon it. I feel 
that members of this body are as much entitled to 
trust and confidence as any man in the Executive 
departments. We are personally responsible to 
our constituents for the abuse of our privileges; 
and we should not permit ourselves to be respon- 
sible to any Executive officer whatever. If the 
rule requiring the address to be in the same hand 
as the frank applies to letters, why is it not ap- 
plied to documents also? the laws making no 
difference between them. The construction will, 
erhans, affect me as little as it-will any mem- 
er. [have always endeavored to avoid putting 
myself or my friends in the power of any such 
capricious construction of the law relating to the 
franking privilege. I have directed every letter 
and document I have sent, at whatever trouble and 
inconvenience to myself. 
The bill was accordingly referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


FEES IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Agreeably to notice, Mr. ASHLEY asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill to regulate the fees 
and costs to be allowed clerks, marshals, and attor- 
neys of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which was read 
the first and second times, by unanimous consent, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 

On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, the prior 
orders were postponed, and the Senate resumed 
the consideration, as in Committee of the Whole, 
of the bill from the House of Representatives fur- 
ther to supply the deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the service of the fiscal year ending the 30th 
June, 1848. 

The question pending being upon agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by Mr. Benton, to strike 
out the words ‘the Papal States,” in line 84, and 
after ** Ecuador,” in line 86, insert **and for a 
minister plenipotentiary to the Papal States,” and 
strike out “twenty-two,” and insert ‘* thirty- 
one,” 

Mr. HALE. Idesire to ask the chairman of 
the committee from which this bill was’ reported, 
why this item is inserted among deficiencies of ap- 
propriations for the past year? 

Mr. ATHERTON. he fiscal year has not 
yet expired, and the object is, I suppose, to send 
the chargé d’affaires, or minister, whichever he 
may be, before the conclusion of the year. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. If [ understand the effect 
of this amendment, it is to change the nature of 
the mission to Rome from chargé d’affaires to min- 
ister plenipotentiary. I would suggest to’ those 
who are in favor of this amendment, whether it 
would not be better policy, instead of making this 
embassy a full one, to substitute a minister resi- 
dent. We might, it seems to me, more properly 
send to Rome a minister resident, with a salary 
such as that which is paid to our resident minister 
at Constantinople and our minister in China. A 
minister resident has this advantage over a chargé 
d’affaires, that whilst the chargé cannot approach 
the sovereign, the minister resident can. The Sen- 


-ships to the Italian States. 


ator from Missouri stated the other day that one 
object in making this a full mission was, that it 
might ultimately absorb all the missions or chargé- 
Now, we have a very 
considerable commerce with the Italian States, and 
in that commerce American shipping is pringipally 
employed. . In the dominions of Austria, a coun- 
try which contains upwards of thirty millions of 
people, we have but a chargé d’affaires. We have 
nothing but a chargé in Portugal, and the same in 
Belgium. We have considerable commerce with 
these countries, and it is all in our favor. The 
temporal power of the Pope is very limited, and 
of course, as correctly stated by the Senator from 
North Carolina, it is only in the character of a 
temporal prince that a diplomatic agent could be 
sent by us to the sovereign Pontiff. All history 
proves that, until very recently, Austria has sus- 
tained the Pontiff in the temporal power which he 
exercises. l 

In making this suggestion, I wish it to be under- 
stood that 1 am incapable of being governed by 
anything like religious or sectarian feelings. Sure- 
ly I entertain no prejudice against the Catholic 
religion; when, on the contrary, I regard it with 


| the highest veneration, looking upon it as I do, as 


the casket which held, through many a long year, 
the gem of the Christian faith—holding, as I do, 
too, sir,"in the highest possible reverence, the 
character of the present Pontiff, Pius the Ninth. 
It has been said by the distinguished Senator from 
Missouri, who made some very eloquent and ap- 
propriate remarks upon this subject the other day, 


that it would be becoming in us to send a full min- 


ister to Rome, which was surrounded by such 
grand associations. 1 put this question, however, 
upon principle, and there is another Power which 
haa, l think, stronger claims to a full embassy. I' 
allude to Switzerland, where now exists the only 
pure Democracy which is now to be found on the 
tace of Europe. It would be a higher compliment 
to our own people—to our own institutions—to 
send an embassy to Switzerland. Ancient Rome, 
and modern Rome, are essentially different. It is 
true that, as the Senator says, Rome still stands 
upon the banks of the Tiber; yet modern Rome 
does not occupy, the site of that Rome of the elder 
ages of the world, which must ever possess the 
highest interest to the imagination and feelings. 
The modern city occupies the opposite bank, and 
is separated by the classic stream from the soil on 
which the Coliséum and the Parthenon stood. All 
is now a ** marble wilderness,’’ where Tully once 
‘¢ launched his moral thunders on the subject soul,” 
where the accursed steel of the assassin Brutus 
struck at the heart of Cesar; and where every 
heart glowed with the accents of the immortal 
Cicero. But, sir, these are not considerations 
which are now to weigh with us. 

I submit to the Senate, as a question of expe- 
diency, what must be the effect upon Belgium, 
Portugal, Austria, and the other Italian States, if 
we send a full embassy to Rome? For we all 
know, whatever may be the progress of liberat 
principles in Italy at this moment, the most des- 
potic governments that ever existed have prevailed 
there tor the last five hundred years. 

Mr. MANGUM. Do Í understand the Sena- 
tor as offering an amendment? 

Mr. HANNEGAN. I propose to strike out 
what relates to the mission to the Papal States, 
and substitute a section providing for a minister 
resident. ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s 


object can be accomplished by the striking out 


“ plenipotentiary,” and inserting ‘' resident,” and 
striking out ‘* thirty-one,” and inserting ‘t twenty- 
eight.” 

The question being taken upon this amendment 
to the amendment, it was disagreed to on a divis- 
ion: Ayes 12, noes 19. 

The question recurring on the amendment of the 
Senator from Missouri— ° 

Mr. HANNEGAN .demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

PRESIDING OFFICER. They were ordered 
at a former day. 

Mr. CLAYTON. This bill came to us fromthe 
House, proposing to send a chargé d’atfaires to 
the Papal States. The Committee on Finance, to 
which the bill was referred, has reported the bill 
as it cume from the House, without amendments, 
thus recommending the establishment of this new 
mission. Such was the judgment of the committee 


of which l was a member. I concurred in the re- 

ort; and I see no reason whatever to change it. 

t seems to me, sir, fo be admitted on all hands, 
that there is nothing in the commercial relations 
bétween the two countries to justify any mission 
Whatever; but, in my judgment, there is enough 
connection between the gocial and political rela- 
tions of the cunt ea Mo authorize it. I havė 
been willing, therefore, to establish this missioni 
of a chargé to the Papal States; but it does seem 
to me that there is. serious objection to going 
further. Austria is a country with thirty-eight 
millions of people, with whom we have extensive 
commercial relations, and we send to them only a 
chargé d’affaires. We. have also extensive com- 
mercial relations with some other of the Italian 
States,with Portugal, with Sweden, with Denmark, 
and to all these we only send a.chargé d’affaires. 

I cannot perceive, sir, the necessity, therefore, of 
going beyond that grade of ministers which we are 
accustomed to send to these States. I am perfect- 

ly willing, sir, to mark by thy vote the sympathy 
that is felt by the people of this country, for the 

liberality of the opinions of Pope Pius the Ninth. 

I am perfeetly willing to go thus far, and in my 
opinion all that ought to be asked of us is, to place 
these States upon the same footing with the great 
empire of Austria, the second and most populous 
of all the States of Europe. And honorable Sena- 
tors will bear it in mind, that if we proceed to 
make a full mission now to the Papal States, we 
may excite bad feelings among the other States, 
whose commercial relations with us are vastly 
more extensive, than those of the Papal States can 
be, and to which we now send, and shall probably 
continue to send, chargés des affaires. I am, there- 
fore,.opposed to the amendment, and shall support 
the bill as it was sent to us from the House, and 
as reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. NILES. This is only one of the missions 
that are provided for in this bill; there are three 
others, making altogether four misstons to be pro- 
vided for. As to the policy which has led to this 
measure, it certainly cannot be owing to the sur- 
plus of funds in our treasury. There are, however, 
four missions to be created—one to Guatemala, one 
to the Republic of Bolivia, and one to Ecuador. 
Two of these, I believe, have little or no commerce 
with us; and whether the mission be political or 
commercial—what considerations are to recommend | 
them to the favorable action of the Senate, I am 
not prepared to say. If I believed that they were 
commercial, that they were calculated in the least 
degree to promote or extend our commerce, I should - 
be in favor of their establishment. But I believe 
there is no people on the whole earth, as commer- 
cial as we are, whose commercial interests are so 
little aided by the Government as thoséof the Uni- 
ted States. Tibelieve it will be our true policy, and 
I have long thought so, to furnish to the different 
countries of this hemisphere, commercial agents; 


-for I believe that our commercial interests have 


been shamefully neglected. Our trade has been 

declining from year to year, with many of those 

countries. One of the countries upon this hemis- 

phere with which we have held diplomatic relations 

—I mean the Republic of New Grenada—we have 

so neglected; for although we have had a chargé 
d’affaires there for years, be has neglected his ` 
duty. We have no treaty with that Government, 

and those who have no treaty with them, have to 

pay twenty per cent. upon their whole trade, which 

in our case amounted to about ten millions of dol- 

lars; and the consequence has been the throwing 

of all this into the hands of our rivals, the British. 

Two vessels from the port of New York carried on 

a trade with that country for years, under the flag of 
Great Britain—a sort of smuggling trade. So en- 

tirely was this matter neglected, that our commerce 

with that country ceased altogether. 

Now, I should like to know, if I could, how 
these missions are to be carried out—how the law 
is to be executed—whether men qualified and pre- 
pared for the duties which they are required to 
perform are to be sent there to make themselves - 
useful to our commerce, or whether men will be 
sent who neither know what their duties are. nor 
care whether they are performed: mere politicians, 
stump orators, who are to be rewarded with places 
for political services. -It would be throwing so 
much money away, and I should be disposed to 
go against the whole of these missions; but, be- 
lieving that the interests of this country will fully 
justify the attempt to send missions into these 
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countries, I shall vote for the bill, though, at the 
bame time, not without very great doubt that it 
Will be money thrown away. But in regard to 
the mission to, the Papal States, I must say that I 
do not see any sufficient reason for sending an 
agent there above the second grade. It seems to 
me that it is going far eugh to begin with; and 
if our interests there sould hereafter render it 
necessary to have a diplomatic agent of a higher 

rade, such a mission can be provided for. Here- 
tofore it has not been deemed necessary to main- 


tain political relations at all with those States; and | 


_it seems to me that an agent of the second grade is 
high enough to begin with. I do not think that 
his Holiness the Pope has any great-claim upon 
this country in any view. The country is a small 
‘one, and thére are larger, in which we have more 
important interests, and in which are nothing more 
than chargés des affaires. I shall vote for these 
missions of the second grade, and I shall do it 
With very great doubts that the money will be 
thrown away. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I was in hopes 
that my friend from Connecticut, after making a 
speech against this item of the bill, would have 
moved to strike it out; but I understand him to 
say that lie will vote for it. I do not know that I 

am poe to say that the item ought to be 

stricken out. I am prepared to say, however, that 
it demands some explanation at the hands of those 
who bring it before us. What is this bill? It is 
not one of the regular appropriation bills. Itisa 
bill for supplying the deficiencies of appropriations 
for the fiscal year. Four missions, then, were for- 
gotten in the general appropriation bills. Four 
missions were left unattended to by those who 
made the estimates for the year, and by ug who 
looked into the subject. Now, sir, the title of this 
bill is probably a misnomer. This is a creation of 
four new missions at the places which are named 
in the item which is under consideration. And 
now we are not quite content, it appears, to have 
these chargéships filled; we are not satisfied to 
establish the second grade of missions, but there 

‘is now a motion before us to raise one of them to 
the rank of minister plenipotentiary. And for 
‘what purpose? A minister to the Papal States! 

To what end? Why, I think it is sufficiently ob- 
vious, from what has been said, that it is a mere 
complimentary thing. It is well understood that 
there is no commerce, no trade or intercourse with 
those States, which demands, as a matter of busi- 
ness, any notice at all. Will you send out a mis-. 
gion which is a mere complimentary mission? The 
objection I have to it is, in the first place, that a 
compliment of thatnature is wholly unnecessary. 
It is not demanded by any circumstances which 

‘exist, and it is introducing a decidedly bad prece- 
dent. There is a constant effort made to raise the 
grade af our foreign ministers everywhere. I think 

‘it was only at the last session that we had laid upon 
our table a long argument, by somebody, in which 
the writer attempted to prove that the interests of 
this country were sacrificed in reducing the mission 
to Austria from a plenipotentiary to a chargé d’af- 
faires, and we were called upon to restore the mis- 
sion to its former rank. The arguntents, however, 
failed to prevail, and our minister remained there 
in his new capacity, although, I believe, a threat 
had been thrown out that he would resign. 

Now, what I desire to know is, how any such 
emergency has sprung up at this time as to make 
it necessary to introduce here four new missions 
to foreign Governments. I desire to know, sir, 
‘whether there be anything new in the relations 
between us and the countries named—anything 
that has occurred since we were last together—to 
make it necessary to legislate in this special way 
upon this subject. I should be very thankful to 
the chairman of the committee for a httle informa- 
tion upon several other points in this bill. I should 
be glad to know why it becomes necessary to le- 
gislate to such an extent, as this bill seems to im- 
_ ply, to supply deficiencies; in other words, how 

` 1t happens that the estimates which were made to 
carry us through the year, when we were together 
at the last session, happened to prove so utterly 

‘inadequate for the objects for which they were in- 
‘tended ? I shauld be glad to know how it hap- 
pened. I can remember very well that it was said 
on this floor, when those estimates were under 
discussion, that they were inadequate; that they 
would not carry the Government through the year, | 

‘from the 30th June to the 3Qth Jane; but that you 


would come here, and demand further appropria- 
tions, in order to meet the ordinary expenditures. 
I would be glad to know how it happens that the 
officers of the Government, whose duty it-is to 
make the estimates, are always under such a great 
misapprehension in regard to the expenditures of 
particular departments of the Government. We 
have a deficiency, forexample, in one branch of the 
army expenditures of five millions of dollars, and 
in another of three or four millions. I would be 


glad to. know how it happens that the estimates of |, 


a department, where the business is so well under- 
stood as in the Navy Department, can be so inac- 


curate as to fal] short sdme eight or ten thousand 


dollars for the pay of the clerks in that department. 
I find in this bill, under the head of the army, in 
the Quartermaster’s department, an additional ap- 
propriation of five millions of dollars, to carry out 
the operations of that single department of the 
army. I find also in the department. of clothing 


‘and subsistence three millions more are required to 


meet the expenditures of that department. 1 will 
not go into an examination of the various items of 
this bill; but I should be glad to hear from the 
chairman of the committee some explanation; and 
J should be glad to hear him state the amount of 
money which is proposed to be appropriated by 
this bill as it came from the House; and also the 
amount which it is proposed to add by the amend- 
ments which are to be inserted here. 

Mr. ATHERTON. The amount oe 
by the bill as it came from the House, I believe, is 
a little over thirteen millions of dollars. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 1 make it over fourteen mìl- 
lions. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I believe it will be found 
that the biil as it came from the House appropri- 
ates for the current fiscal year $13,237,166 98. 
There has been an appropriation already passed at 
the present session, for the subsistence in kind of 
the regular army and the volunteers, of one mil- 
lion of dollars, which makes the sum for deficiency 
in the whole over fourteen millions. As it regards 
the reason why the additional appropriations are 
required, I can only say, that they arose probably 
from the military operations costing more in some 
Instances than they were expected to cost, from a 
larger number of troops having been called out and 
from the military operations having been more ex- 
tensive than was anticipated when the original es- 
timates were sent in; but all the estimates which 
are contained in this bill, with the addition of a few 
slight amendments, were contained in the letter of 
the Secretary, which was sent to the Senate at the 
commencement of the session, with the exception 
of the four millions which I have mentioned. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that I should make 
any remarks atall upon this amendment, as I in- 


tend to vote against the whole bill, on the ground 


that it contains appropriations for the prosecution 
of the war in Mexico. But I beg to call the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the Finance Committee to 
the rather singular fact, that our expenditures have 
become so enormous, that a few *‘ mistakes” m 
the calculations of the Treasury Department—a 


few mere slips of the pen—involve a larger amount 


than the whole annual expenditure during the Ad- 
ministration of General Jackson. Then, I believe, 
the annual expenditure was about fourteen mil- 
lions, and here we have a bill for supplying mere 
deficiencies which calls for nearly sixteen mil- 
lions! ° 

Mr. ATHERTON. Ifthe gentleman will spare 
me one moment, I would beg to remind him, that 
in the House a clause was added to the bill appro- 
priating $800,000 for the service of the next year, 
which has nothing to do with the supply of the 
deficiency in the current year. 

Mr. HALE. Why, that is a very small matter 
indeed, when our expenses are a hundred millions 
annually. It appears, however, making the de- 
duction which is now. suggested, that, according 
to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
appropriations last year amounted to fifty-five mil- 
lions, and that he expended ffty-nine millions; so 
that, adding the amount involved in the present 
bill, the whole sum will be about seventy millions 


of dollars. Now, sir, during the last war with 


Great Britain, when we were fighting her on all 
our coasts, and our navy was gaining laurels on 
every sea on which we had commerce to be assail- 
ed and protected, our expenditure was only thirty- 
two millions. 


Mr. ATHERTON. The Senator is mistaken 


as to one fact. This deficiency of ten millions is 
included in the estimate of expenditures of the cur- 
rent year; so that there are only four millions to 
be added, making the annual expenditure sixty 
millions. : 

Mr. HALE. 1 have the documents before me. 
I see, by the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, that the appropriations of last year amounted 
to fifty-five millions; and here is an addition of 
fifteen millions more, not going into the estimates, | 
but to supply deficiencies. Am I not right? 

Mr. ATHERTON. Does the Senator mean 
for the current fiscal year? 

Mr. HALE. The year ending 30th June. 

Mr. ATHERTON. In order to get at the 
amount of the expenditures for this year, the ap- 
propriations for the Post Office Department and 
the deficiencies of Jast year must be deducted; and 
I believe the Senator will find that the result is as 
I havestated, about sixty millions. 

Mr. HALE. I have not gone into the details 
of this matter, but T have calculated the amount as 
I read the document. I wish, however, to-call the 
attention of the Senate and the country to the fact, 
that while it cost us about thirty millions a year 
to fight the most powerful nation on earth, along 
our whole coast, from Eastport to New Orleans, 
and whilst our navy was victoriously engaged on 
every ocean where there was American commerce 
to be protected, even in. the harbors of South 
America, it now costs us seventy millions of dol- 
lars, or sixty millions, according to the explana- 
tion now given, to carry on this war with Mexico, 
and that the appropriations are increasing, as has 
been insisted on by the Senator from Connecticut. 
I merely mention this as a somewhat significent 
fact. By the by, I hope that when the Senator 
from Connecticut referred to the danger of appoint- 
ing “stump orators” and hack politicians to diplo- 
matic stations, he had no reference to any late 
nominations which have been made. 

But to come to the question before the Senate on 
the amendment. I confess that I have regarded 
the recommendation of the President, which has 
been seconded by the committee, to send a mis- 
sion to the Papal States, with a great deal of inter- 
est and pleasure. I regard it asa sign of progress 
—as in some sort the ‘‘ bringing forth of fruits 
meet for repentance’—that an Administration, 
which, for two years past, has been appealing to 


.the lust of war and rapine, and been stimulating 


all that is brutal in humanity, has so far changed 
its policy, and is about to appeal to popular pas- 
sion in a much less exceptionable manner. I have 
no doubt of the truth of what the honorable Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. Bapcer] has said, - 
that this is a mere pandering to the Roman Catho- 
lic voters of this country. I ask my friend if it is 

not much more reasonable, and rational,and Chris- 

tian, to pander . 

Mr. FOOTE. Am to understand that the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina has preferred so grave a 
charge? 

Mr. HALE. So I understand him. 

Mr. FOOTE. Did he say ‘‘ pander ?”’ 

Mr. HALE. If he did not say so, I will say 
so. I have no doubt of it. l 

Mr. FOOTE. Does the Senator understand the 
term which he has employed ? 

Mr. HALE. I have not got a dictionary at 
hand, and really make no pretensions to great lex- 
icographical knowledge. 

Mr. FOOTE. Did the Senator ever hear of 
Pandarus? - i 

Mr. HALE. Oh! Iwill endeavor to meet the 
nice taste of the Senator. I will use another term. 
I will say that it is fishing for Roman Catholic . 
votes; and I certainly think that this is quite an 
improvement in the diplomacy of the last twenty- - 
two months, so far as regards the neighboring Re- 

ublic of Mexico. But why should this minister 
je sent? It is admitted on all hands that we have 
no commercial interegts to be protected in the Papal 
States. It is designed merely as a compliment to 
the Pope. Well, if compliment be intended, why 
not extend it to San Maring, which, amid ‘the 
changing destinies of Italy, has maintained its re- 

ublican institutions for hundreds and hundreds of 
years? Why not first extend this compliment to 
that ancient republic, instead of to the Pope of 
Rome? And if there be any pretence that we have 
there commercial interests which require protec- 
tion, why not send a minister to Hayti, where there 
are atill larger commercial interests to be protected, 
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having just and well-founded claims on this Gov- 
‘ernment, and where our citizens cannot get even a 
hearing, because we have no accredited agent? It 
' seems to me, sir, that there should be some uniform 
“system adopted with regard to the appointment of 
our diplomatic agents abroad; and I certainly think 
that the emergency must be very pressing indeed, 
which requires the insertion of this proposition in 
a bill which I had supposed was, what it purports 
to be, a measure for supplying deficiencies in the 
‘appropriations. The deficiency is, it appears to 
me, large enough, without adding to it the expense 
‘involved in the establishing & this mission. 
Mr. FOOTE. `I intend to trespass only a very 
few minutes on the time of the Senate, and I rise 
chiefly for the purpose of making some remarks 
in referente to the extraordinary charge brought 
against the Administration by the gentleman who 
has just taken his seat. Far he it from me to ac- 
cuse the Senator of ‘anything like plagiarism; but 
I do feel authorized to suggest, that at least the 
laws of good taste were not duly considered, in 
introducing, from any source whatever, however 
distinguished, such a sentiment as that which so 
signally deformed a poran of the speech which 
we have heard from him this morning. He has 
very loudly and fiercely preferred a serious charge 
against the Administration. After good naturedly 
confessing that the explanation of his colleague in 
‘relation to fiscal deficiencies was so satisfactory, 
‘that’ he was ne able to show anything to the con- 
‘trary successfully, in a fit of desperate earnestness, 
he has undertaken to suggest—not orginally, but 
by borrowing from the Senator from North Caro- 
lina—that this is an attempt on the part of the Ad- 
“ministration to pander to Catholic feeling—using 
a term which, in all languages, is recognized as 
coarse and vulgar. I did not hear the speech of 
the Senator from North Carolina, and, until his 
‘silence disappointed me, I had sa that the igno- 
ble attempt to excite sectarian feeling in opposition 
to this bill, was original with the Senator from 
New Dane But the significant and eloquent 
silence of the Senator from North Carolina, evinces 
that he has been correctly reported, and that with 
him did originate this most extraordinary accusa- 
tion. The Administration, then, is charged with 
an attempt to ‘‘ pander” to Catholic feeling. I 
‘shall make no elaborate vindication of the Admin- 
istration against an allegation which I hold to be 
‘equally absurd and malignant. 
Mr. MANGUM. I do not know for what 
reason my een does not choose to explain. 
But I understand that he used no such expres- 


sion. 

-~ Mr. FOOTE. I am very glad to hear it. I can 
only say that the colleague of the gentleman who 
has just sat down, does himself great injustice 
when he suffers himself to be misquoted in his 
own presence. The Senator from.-New Hamp- 
shire, then, stands convicted of gross misquota- 
tian; -and if the Senator from New Hampshire, 
laboring under an erroneous impression, adopted 
the expression on the ground of authority, and not 
of its intrinsic merit, I trust he will speedily re- 
nounce it. I was about to say that, as one of the 
humblest members of the Democratic party, I 
should disdain an elaborate and formal vindication 
of the Administration against the charge in ques- 
‘tion—which I have denounced already as alike 
‘absurd and malignant, and incapable of any sup- 
‘port whatever from anything that can be called 
evidencé. Pandering to Catholic feeling! I am 
not a member of any church. I have oniy had 
the honor of being born in a Christian country, 
and have always paid—as I trust I have felt—a 
decent respect to the religion of my forefathers, 
and all those religious institutions which I have 
‘ever undoubtingly believed to be conservative of 
‘the great principles of civil and religious liberty, 
‘and affording the surest safeguard which to the 
“mind of man has been ever reserved, for the per- 
“manence everywhere of all that is valuable to him 
as a moral being., I have no partiality for any 
particular church or creed. But, as an American— 
as the citizen of a country in which the various 
“forms of belief are alike free, I should scorn my- 


‘self, if I permitted the existence in my bosom of 


‘any such feelings as those attributed to the Ad- 
ministration in the debate of this morning, Al- 
, though not a member of a church, I can say, with 
my hand, on my heart, that I have beheld with 
“emotions of delight:the advance -of the Christian 


‘bears rule. 


‘suecess of Episcopalians, Catholics, Methodists,’ 


and all other religious denominations, Ì have sym- 
pathized with equal warmth. I have never expe- 
rienced the slightest apprehension in regard to the 
multiplication of the strength of any branch of the 
Christian church. Under our Constitution, we 
have nothing to fear from any such influences as 
those-alluded to. | 


But itis declared that this is an attempt to’ 


« pander” to Catholic feeling, in advance of the 
Presidential election. In the first place, I have to 
say, that from my knowledge of the clergy and 
people of the Catholic communion, they would 


‘scorn to be used for such a purpose; and I know 


enough of the Administration to assert that no such 
idea could ever have been conceived by them. 
Pandering to the Catholics of this country! The 
gentleman may be more familiar than I am with 
the business of corrupt bargaining for popular suf- 
frages. It is, 1 trust, a process not common in 
this country. At any rate, I live in a part of the 
world where the thing is not practised, and where, 
if practised, it would be punished in the most sig- 
nal manner. I know that demagogism is to be 
met with in all sections of the country, and that 
this business of bargaining for votes is not alto- 
gether unknown in various places. I will not say 
that the history of the Senator, but that his expe- 
rience and means of observation in the part of the 
country where he resides, may-have enabled him 
to obtain more information in regard to this mat- 
ter of corrupt bargaining for votes than I have 
enjoyed. But surel 
suggestion, that the President of the United States 
and those with whom he advises are attempting 
by this movement to ‘‘ pander” to the Catholics, 
is a charge not worthy even of the extended no- 
tice which I have given it. I advance to another 
topic, on which I will detain the Senate only a 
moment. . 

I intend to vote for a full mission to Rome, and 
I have only one reason; but it is with me a potent 


‘one. Whatever others may say, I do not hesitate 


to avow, that I recognize the present Pope of 
Rome, the head of the Catholic Church as he is, as 
the man of the age—the head of the great reform 
movement of the European world—the man who 
has dared to borrow light from this country, and 
diffuse it throughout th® dominion in which he 
His name is now identified with the 
cause of civil and religious liberty in the Old World; 
and although not one single dollar’s worth of com- 


merce were carried on between this country and 


the Papal States, I would zealously advocate the 
establishment of diplomatic relations with the sov- 
ereign Pontiff. Using the language of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, (Mr. Davis,] 1 would, even 
as a com limentary mark of our sympathy, send 
this mission to the Pope.’ As the champion of 
freedom, he is worthy of our highest rezard—our 
sincerest reverence—our most devout affection. 
It 1s suggested that perhaps Austria may be of- 
fended. Well, I do not desire to say anything to 
offend Austria; but I am sure I should be ashamed 
of this Government if, from fear of offending Aus- 
tria, it should be restrained from doing what is 
right in this matter. It has, indeed, been said that 
the nope of Rome is sustained by Austria. Why, 
can It be forgotten that Austrian bayonets are at 
this moment opposing freedom in Italy? Do we 
not know that the cause of liberty has been con- 
tinually assailed, amid blood, and fire, and deso- 
lation, by the armies of Austria? And yet Aus- 
tria must be propitiated! I think, sir, from what 
we learn of recent movements in France, and the 
convulsed state of Portugal, Spain, and the Aus- 
trian dominions in the neighborhood of the Rhine, 
that that Power has something else to do at pres- 
ent, besides watching, with vigilant jealousy, our 
actions towards Italy and other countries. I be- 


lieve, sir, that the present is eminently an auspi- 


cious moment in which to send an embassy to 
Rome. Not that I would attempt anything in the 
spirit of propagandism. Far be it from me to in- 
terfere in the conduct of civil affairs in any part of 
Italy. But, sir, the Pope is leading in the great 
regenerative movement which already threatens 
the speedy extinction of monarchical government 
throughout the civilized world; and does it become 
us, in a spirit of heartless indifference, to decline 
even a cold and formal recognition of the struggle 
for popular freedom? Whatever others may do, 
I am determined to do all I can, with such limited 


cause in all the countries of Christendom. In‘the || influence as I possess, to advance that cause in 


this groundless and illiberal 
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Europe, by extending to it my warmest syri- 


pathies. 

l have meant nothing unkind, and I trust have 
said nothing unkind; but I honestly believe that 
the sentiments of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire are worthy of the severest censure, and, hav 
ing endeavored to express my strong disapprobation 
of them, I shall not longer trespass on the attention 
of the Senate. 

‘Mr. HALE. Perhaps I should make some &x- 
planation to the Senator from North Carolina. I 
certainly did not mean to misquote‘or misrepresent , 
ae am sure he will not suppose that I could 

o SO. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly not. sae 

Mr. HALE. Now, one word as to what was 
said, which produced such a flood of eloquence from 
the gentleman from Mississippi. I certainly did_ 
not expect that that gentleman and myself would 
very cordially agree in certain political matters. 
Our positions on some subjects are wide apart; andy 
therefore, it does not seriously disturb my equanim- 
ity to find him quite antagonistic in reference to 
these questions. When the Senator came down 
upon my political position, with all his Jupiter 

onans thundering eloquence, I regarded it aga 
matter of course. But really, sir, when a gentle- 
man of his refined taste, eloquence of diction, puri- 
ty of style, chasteness of manner, and everything 
et contributes to the character ofa poea orator, 
is compelled, reluctantly compelled, 1 doubt not, to 

pronounce my oor efforts vulgar, I do “ feel bad t’? 
Mr. FOOTE. I did not pronounce the effort 

vulgar. - l 
Mr. HALE.- It was the language then? 

Mr. FOOTE. No; it was the sentiment. And 
if the Senator will refer to the original, he will find. 
that what I say is strictly true. “ Vulgar” is de- 
rived from the word “ vulgus,’ which means the 
common people; and the term simply implies that 
the sentiment is common among the masses. 

Mr. HALE. Ah! that is all? 

Mr. FOOTE. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Then I am very glad to find that 
my sentiments are becoming so popular! Now, 
I do not travel with the dictionary in my pocket, 
but one of the pages Has brought me one of those 
big dictionaries which we had in the Senate’ the 
other day, when the Senator from Kentucky lost 
so much in not’being present to hear. 

Mr. FOOTE. Ah! takecare! That may have 
been in secret session ! | X 

Mr. HALE. If so, it has now got out! Ido. 
not know, however, but that if the public were here 
and listened to our poor debates, they would hard] 
think that the injunction had been taken off the 
dictionaries! But I have the dictionary before me, 
and I find that this “ vulgar” word 

Mr. FOOTE. ‘What dictionary is it? 

Mr. HALE. Compiled by one Sam Johnson ! 
I find,sir, that this “ vulgar’? word was used in 
common by that vulgar fellow, Shakspeare, also 
by one Dryden, one Rowe, and a man who used- 
to write doggerel, ore John Milton. All of them 
used this ‘‘ vulgar” word ‘‘ pander!’ Nowy, in its 
direct application to this very case, I said that I 
believed that this was an attempt on the part of the. 
Administration to ‘* pander” to the Reman Cathe 
olic voters, or Roman Catholic’ prejudices, and I 
gave credit to the Senator from North Carolina-—— 

Mr. FOOTE. The Senator has not read the au- 
thorities. Will he allow me to look at them for a 
moment? I donot undertake to deny that the word 
is to be found in the dictionary, or that Shakspeare 
used it; but I meant to say that it was a word al- 
ways intended for purposes of scurrility—of vulgar 
meaning—and, like many other epithets in Shaks- 
peare, not appropriate on all occasions, and certainly 
not becoming in such a dignified body as this. 

_ Mr. HALE. I shall read the authorities. Here 

is one: 

‘¢O, ye pandering ragcals, there’s a conspiracy against me !?” 
(Laughter. 9 
Mr. FOOTE. ` Very well. Would the Senatọr 

affirm that ‘‘ rascal ” is parliamentary language ?’* 

Mr.CAMERON. Would the Senator be so good 
as to read the authority again; some of us on thig 
side did not hear it distinctly ? . 
Mr. HALE. Certainly—with great pleasure, 
sir: 
“O, ye pandering rascals, there’s a conspiracy against me !??. 

Why, sir, if I had searched the dictionary from 
beginning to end, I could not have hit upon a word 
which more clearly expresses what I meant tQ 


e 


an 


- me to correct him. 
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conyey. This isan attempt, on the part of the 


Administration, to pander to thc passions of the 
Roman Catholic voters. That is what I think. 
When the honorable Senator from Mississippi 
ays he has great confidence in the Administra- 
tion 

Mr. FOOTE. Will the honorable Senator allow 
me to interrupt him fora moment? The most se- 
rious part of what I said was not so much a denial 
af his allegation as a solemn call upon him for 
evidence in*support of the charge. 

Mr. HALE. I understand. 

Mr. FOOTE. Allow me further to state my 


proposition. | 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. FOOTE. If a person were arraigned as a 


criminal, and no evidence of his guilt was produced, 
he would certainly go free of punishment; I there- 
fore invoke the Senator to adduce his proofs—I 
challenge him to the proof. 

Mr. HALE. The evidence is to be found in the 
absence of all proof to the contrary. -This is a fair 
mode of argument, as the Senator must admit. 


“When there is something palpable on the face of 


the case—if no other motive than that which strikes 
the mind as being the palpable motive is made to 
appear—then the inference-is legitimate, in ‘the ab- 
sence of all proof to the contrary, that that is really 
the motive. 3 

Mr. FOOTE. Suppose the Senator were charged 
with a grave offence, of which he was altogether 
innocent—though appearances were against him— 
and if he failed to adduce proof of his innocence, 
would he then be justly found guilty? 

Mr. HALE. Nonconstat! The conclusion does 
not follow from the premises—not at all. But the 
Senator from Mississippi said that Pope Pius the 
Ninth was ‘ the man of the age.” ‘Why, I thought 
James K. Polk was “ the man of the age!” I should 
like to know what right any Democrat, sound in 
the faith, has to pronounce Pope Pius *‘ the man of 
the age!” I did not propose, however, to go into 
this question of a mission to Rome. T rose only 
for the purpose of freeing myself from the charge 
of using a vulgarism. As modified, however, by 
the Senator from Mississippi, instead of a charge, 
it is a compliment. I feel flattered. He says that 
my sentiment is becoming very common amongst 
the people. I agree with him. Ido believe the 
people regard this as an attempt, on the part of the 
Administration, to pander to Roman Catholic pre- 
judices. f 

Mr. FOOTE. I hope the Senator will allow 
I did not say that the senti- 
ment was common amongst the people, but that 
his language was of a common caste and charac- 
ter. 

Mr.HALE. Well, I am a common man. Ido 
not pretend to be anything else. And now, having 
exposed ‘the attempt on the part of the Adminis- 
tration as well as l can, I would appeal to Senators; 
and if there are any other ambitious men in the 
Senate besides myself, I would call on them to see 
to it, that the man who has prepared this measure 
doesn’t ‘* bring all this grist into his hopper.’’ If 
there be any other Presidential aspirant here besides 


myself, I think he had better look well_to this- 


business. Did the Senator from Michigem speak 
tome? [{Laughter, in which the reply of Mr. Cass 
was lost to the reporter. ] 

Mr. HANNEGAN. When the Senator from 
Mississippi alluded to the fear of Austria, had he 
reference to any remarks made by me? 

Mr. FOOTE. I alluded entirely to the speech 


_of the Senator from North Carolina, of which I 


have been regarded in any other than 


had read little more than the half. 

Mr. MANGUM. I have but a word to say on 
this bill, We have all been amused by this lexi- 
cographical discussion, which is entirely innocent. 
But I exceedingly regret that this measure should 

a purely 
business point of view. [I regard it, and I hone l 
shall continue to regard it, strictly in that light. 
This Government recognizes no such thing as sec- 
tarian prejudices or sectarian feelings. We are 
accústomed to act altogether irrespective of all such 
considerations. But though I have my prejudices 
on this subject, and I hope, with due deference to 
the opinions of others, yet 1 am utterly incapable, 
while sitting here, `of acting with regard to any 
sectarian feelings whatsoever. I shall act in this 
case purely as a business transaction. Well, then, 
what is it in that light? This mission originated 
in one of two purposes—in either the political or 
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the commercial aspect of the case, or in bath. The 


“whole subject of our diplomatic agencies have been 


frequently spoken of, and some have concurred in 
the opinion that the multiplication of so many mis- 
sions in the States bordering on the Mediterranean 
has been bad policy. l have thought that it was a 
very convenient mode of gratifying perhaps many of 
our political friends under all Administrations; and 
I know, that a few years ago, this matter was the 
subject of conversation in a very intelligent circle, 
and that a suggestion was then made which struck 
me as a wise one, to the effect, that if we could 
annihilate several of the missions already estab- 
lished, of very little political or commercial im- 

ortance, it might be important to send a full min- 
ister to some point in the Italian States, who might 


‘concentrate all our interests, commercial and polit- 


ical, and give dignity and efficiency to our diplo- 
matic relations in that quarter of the world. IT dm 
willing to admit, that in that point of view, Rome 
might be a suitable location for such a mission, as 
there is at that city a vast confluence from all parts 
of Europe; and in a political aspect it might be 
useful. Our commerce with the Papal States is 
not very 
sideration. 

As to the progress of liberal opinions, in Italy 
or elsewhere, I am perfectly willing to sympathize 
in all efforts to meliorate the condition of the people; 
but here, in my place, I protest not only against all 
attempts to excite religious feeling or sectarian 
feeling, but also against the idea that it is the mis- 
sion of this Government to propagate our own 
views, or in any way to interfere with the internal 
affairs of any other people. Against religious 
propagandism and political propagandism [ am 
equally opposed. Whenever I behold shackles and 
fetters falling from the limbs of mankind, I rejoice, 
and freely extend my sympathies; but sitting here, 
in this place, I trust, sir, that nothing shall divert 
my attention from the duties which belong to this 
station, and the interests to which I am solemnly 
bound to give exclusive attention. We are here 
to.attend to our own affairs, not to meddle with 
the domestic concerns of any other people. 

I have had some difficulty in determining whe- 
ther, either in a political or commercial aspeg¢t, any 
mission was called for at Rome. At all events, I 
have made up my mind to vote against the full 
mission. I would vote for a minister resident. 
We send a minister resident to Constantinople, the 
city of the Turk; and also to the Heathen in the 
Eastern seas and China. This we do.totally irre- 
spective of religious differences, and almost purely 
from conSiderations of commercial policy, very 
little political interest being involved. I confess I 
do not regard with favor the multiplication of these 
diplomatic agencies, which does look something 
like making snug provision for political friends. 
Without imputing any such motives in the present 
case, I must say that I have seen evidences of a 
gradual tendency in this direction under all the Ad- 
ministrations. fÍ am desirous of checking it; and 
I do not know that I could be brought to vote in 
favor of this measure at all, were it not in order to 
show that I cannot be affected by any sectarian in- 
fluences whatever. Of all the great principles which 
lie at the foundation of our free institutions, I be- 
lieve that there is none more conservative and 
more essential to the security of those institutions, 
than the principle of universal toleration and equal- 
ity of all the churches, each being left to the volun- 
tary support of its own members. History has 
taught us that whenever the church becomes con- 
nected with the State—without any imputation 
on the principle of religion itself—corruption and 
abuse of power are the result. 

Again, I have always thought that the policy of 
this Government in reference to some of the prin- 
cipal European missions was unwise. I would 
give them more imposing effect. The represent- 
atives abroad of this great and wealthy and pow- 
erful people ought not to stand at the tail of the 
whole diplomatic corps of Europe. I would give 
them more consideration. The money would be 
wisely spent. It would be wise policy also to 
provide the material suitable to the place. But, 
perhaps, in a country like ours, where party must 
always have large influence, it can hardly be hoped 
that such appointments will be always the most 
judicious. I shall vote against the proposed amend- 
ment. , ; 

Mr. ALLEN. I have a very few words to say 
on the matter before the Senate. I shall vòte for 


great, but it is a matter worthy of con- || 
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this mission, and for a minister of the hizhest 
grade; because, if there be any reason for the 


. establishment of the mission at all, it appears to 


me that it should be of the first class. 


One or two 


' objections have been urged against this measure; 
i ° ° 
: and one has been, that it was intended to affect the 


ballot-boxes in the United States—a conclusion 
drawn from the fact, that the head of the Govern- 
ment, to which it is proposed to send this mission, 
is a member of a particular church. That objec- 
tion thus resolves itself into this: that although the 
mission be sent to a Government, yet because the 


. head of that Government is the member of a 


church, therefore it should not be sent. 


| 


| 
| 
; 
| 


' 
‘ 
i 


Now, 
when our Constitution required us to keep our 
hands off this sacred subject of religion, it simply 
prohibited two things: the establishment of a State 
religion, and the persecution of any particular re- 
ligious faith whatever. But because the head of 
the Government to which this mission is to be sent 
is the member of a church, it is argued that, there- 
fore, the minister ought not to Le sent. 

Mr. MANGUM. I hope the Senator does not 
allude to any remarks of mine? | 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. This misston has noth- 
ing to do with the church. It is a mission to a 
government, not toa priest. It is a mission toa 


| government recognized as such—a terrestrial, nota 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


1 


| 


' ple. 


celestial government—a government known by law 
to the nations, and sustaining relations as a govern- 
ment to other nations—a government in all essential 
features, independent of the peculiarity of an eccle- 
siastic at its head. I say, then, it does not become 
us, who have no jurisdiction of this sacred subject, 
to proscribe, or to attempt to proscribe, any branch 
of the church whatever, or any creed or denomi- 
nation of Christians. So far as this objection - 
goes, I plead the Constitution in answer to it. We 
have no right to proscribe men or a government on 
account of their religious opinions. Well, then, 
that objection may be set aside. What is the 
other? That there is but little commerce with the 
Papal States. True, but this mission is recom- 
mended by the Executive upon other than com- 
mercial grounds. It is recommended upon high 
political grounds—reasons which will” outweigh 
mere commercial considerations—reasons that will 
stand good so long as there is a tongue to utter the 
name of freedom tn the world. The President 
presents, as the first of these reasons, that the 
peculiar political condition of the Papal States—a 
condition in which it was impossible for him as 
the head of a great government of freemen not to 
sympathize if he truly represented his country- 
men. The liberation of oppressed humanity has 
but commenced in Italy. A change has been pro- 
posed, the object of which is to free the oppressed, 
and diminish the number of the starving. When 
such a state of things as this is about to. transpire 
in that part of the world most sacred to our classic 
recollections as well as to the Christian sympathies 
of our whole people of every denomination, does it 
become us to stand here and talk about the amount 
of commerce that floats upon the Tiber, before we 
expend a few thousand dollars for the establish- 
ment of this mission? ‘There is nothing’ new inall 
this. The idea did not originate with the Presi- 
dent. It is not for the first time heard in this broad. 
land; nor is the policy proposed one which for the 
first time meets a response in the heart of this peo- 
Many a year ago this government followed 
the example of all other governments in the world, 


' and tendered its sympathies to a people who were 


' struggling in the same cause. 


Why, sir, when- 


ever an unfortunate people have been endeavoring 


| 


| 


to free themselves from despotic authority, and the 


effort has been crushed by force of arms, every 


other despot in Europe has sent his minister with 
congratulations to the successful tyrant. When, 
onthe other hand, the people triumph—when, as 
recently in Paris, the people bear upon their shoul- 
ders the shattered fragment of a throne, and con- 
sume it with fire, and the model of our own Consti- 
tution is selected, does it become us to stand here 
and add up the difference between $4,500 and 
$9,000, in order to determine whether we will stand 
by and see brother despot congratulate brother des- 
pot for his triumphs over the liberties of the people, 
whilst we dare not offer our congratulations to the 
people when they triumph over their despotic 
rulers? No, sir, our Government has acted in 
this matter before this day. A famous resolution 
was long since moved, in obedience to Mr. Mon- 
řoe’s recommendation, in the House of Represent- 
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atiyes, to tender, in the form of a legislative vote, 
the sympathies of the American people to the 
struggling Greeks. But now, it seems, we are to 
stand by and behold unmoved the attempt of the 
head of a government to extend the liberties of his 
people despite of the opposition of neighboring 
despots, who fear, in the peer. of Italian reform, 
that their thrones may be endangered. We are 
told that we have no commerce on the Tiber, and 
that we must on no account expend nine thousand 
dollars in order to aid the course of freedom 
throdghout the world! Sir, I hope we shall; and 
I hope further, that there will be spirit enough 
within the walls of this Capitol to tender the con- 
gratulations of Congress, in the name of the peo- 
ple, to their triumphant brethren in France, before 
we adjourn. That is what I hope. We know 
what is going on In the world, and we cannot avoid 
taking sides, at all events by sympathy and by all 
the moral influences that we can bring to bear. 
We cannot avoid taking sides with the people of 
Europe without betraying the great cause of hu- 
man liberty. 
We live inan age of the world when great truths 
are established too glaring for any man to say, 
‘s I look but see not!’? One great truth has been 
established within the last forty days; and I pro- 
nounce it one of the most important truths which 
has been politically established since the found- 
ation of society, and it is this: that armed men 
no longer afford a guarantee to despotism. Stand- 
ing armies can no longer be relied on to sustain 
thrones, but, on the contrary, mix and mingle 
with the oppressed multitude, and are the first to 
reduce those thrones to ashes. That is the great 
truth of the age. It has just been established in 
France—established in the presence of a hundred 
thousand bayonets in the pay of the crown! That, 
air, is worth more than all the discoveries with re- 
gard to steam and electricity that haye been made, 
no matter how much bragging there may have 
been about the use of these elements. There are 
but two powers in the government of man now in 
operation—force and public opinion. Force has 
failed in the heart of Europe, and the governments 
there must forever rest upon opinion, and that 
opinion founded upon the enlightened reason of 
the people. 
I am driven by the nature of the discussion far 
from my purpose when Í rose. But I cannot but 
think the events in Europe at this hour, which, in 
connection with the acts of the head of the Papal 
States, are, by an involuntary association of ideas, 
brought up in connection with this measure. Itis 
impossible to speak of the recent interesting events 
in Italy without reference to the regeneration of 
France. 
a mission of the highest grade to fhe Papal States. 
Mr. BADGER. The observations of the hon- 
erable Senator. from Ohio make it necessary that I 
should occupy the attention of the Senate fora few 
moments. Ido not propose to follow him in the 
wide field into which he has entered, nor to ques- 
tion any of his gigantic conceptions with regard to 
recent events in France; but to come back simply 
to the consideration of the question before the 
Senate. The Senator from Ohio stated that some 
one had objected to the establishment of this mis- 
sicn to Rome, because the sovereign of that coun- 
try was a member of a particular church, and as 
in answer to a question put by my colleague, 
whether the reference was to any remarks made 
by him, the Senator from Ohio answered in the 
negative, it occurred as possible, that the honora- 
ble Senator might have referred to something 
which fell from me the other day. 
Mr. ALLEN. I may state that I had direct and 
exclusive reference to the remarks of the Senator 
from North Carolina, and his argument, which 
was, that the Protestant people of the United States 
would mark this transaction. 
, Mr. BADGER. I understand, then, the Sena- 

tor has just now attributed to me the remark that 
L-had objected to the establishment of this mission 
because the head of that Government is a member 
of a particular church. It is very certain thas I 
said no such thing as the Senator just now attri- 


I shall vote, sir, for the establishment of . 


butes to me, and I think it is equally certain that 


no such thing can be deduced from what I did say. 
Certainly I never objected to the establishment of 
this mission because the sovereign of Rome is a 
member of a particular church. Such an expres- 
sion never fell from me; and I am certain that I 
never conceived such an idea. Without profess- 
ing to have any superior information on the sub- 
ject, I was certainly aware that the sovereigns of 
all the countries of Europe with whom we have 
diplomatic relations, are members of particular 
churches, or religious communities. However, I 
will endeavor to re-state my objection, and make 
it so clear that the ground which I take cannot be 
possibly confounded by anybody with the error of 
objecting to a mission toa foreign Government be- 
cause its head is the member ofa church. 

This mission must be recommended to us by 
some considerations either of interest to ourselves, 
or the general welfare of society. It is recom- 
mended by the President on the ground of “ re- 
cent interesting political events,” in progress in 
Italy, under the direction of the present Pope; and, 
secondly, on the ground of exercising a due over- 
sight over our commercial interests in that part of 
the world. Now, with regard to the latter, it 
seems to be conceded, as I understand, by every 
gentleman in the Senate, who has taken part in 
this discussion, that we have no commercial inter- 
ests with the: Papal States that require this mis- 
sion; that as these interests are small and incon- 
siderable, and have been sufficiently provided for 
by the three American consuls in the Papal States, 
so they may safely be left to the same superintend- 
ence in future. The honorabie Senator looks down 
with scorn at the idea of troubling ourselves with 
any such sublunary matters as commercial interest; 
and, soaring entirely above any of those earthly 
regions which we occupy, has gone on a transcend- 
ental excursion in pursuit of reasons why we 
should institute this mission to Rome. Now, the 
President of the United States, in his message, has 
made the commercial interests of the country one 
of the grounds on which he thinks this mission 
ought to be established. Being myself rather a 
plain man, and not at all given to transcendental 
views of any kind, I cannot forbear thinking that 
an American Senate may be more properly engaged 
in considering if the commercial interests of this 
country require the institution of this mission. 
The general impression seems to be that they do 
not require it. On what other ground is it asked 
that now, at this particular time, this mission shall 
be established, and either a minister or a chargé 
sent to the Papal States? ‘* The recent political 
events in Rome,” which the honorable Senator 
from Ohio has spoken of as if there had been some 
real change in the political condition of the people 
of Rome—as if Pope Pius the Ninth had adopted 
some measures by which absolute power should 
be mitigated, and some degree of popular rights 
established. The Senator speaks of the Pope as 
if he were engaged in an effort to establish civil 
and religious liberty. He speaks of the sympathy 
which every American heart should feel for all 
such movements in every part of the world. Well, 
then, when such a movement does take place, I 
hope I shall have a reasonable and just degree of 
sympathy for it; but I must have some little evi- 
dence of its exiatence before that sympathy can be 
awakened. Now, I ask the honorable Senator 
from Ohio, who is no doubt familiar with all these 
events in Rome, what step the Pope has taken to- 
wards the establishment either of religious or civil 
freedom? Has he granted to the people of his 
States a legislative chamber? Has he given them 
any participation in the privileges of government? 
Has he permitted freedom of speech and of the 
press? Has he abolished the censorship? Has 
he granted universal religious toleration? Has he 
abridged any portion of the power which he re- 
ceived from his predecessors? Has he interposed 
a single barrier in any form to the exercise of that 
absolute control over his subjects which he has 
received from his predecessors and which he means 
to hand down to those who are to succeed him? 
Not at all. He has made some municipal reforms. 


rg eset 


He has shown himself to be a kind and good 
master to his subjects; but not only has he done 
nothing by which their condition as the subjects 
of an absolyte sovereign may be mitigated, but he 
has expressly disavowed the intention of making 
any such change. But, says the Senator from 
Ohio, we are to send out this mission for the pur- 
pose of tendering our congratulations to the people 
of the Papal States upon the advancement that they 
have made in the establishment of their liberties 
under the patronage of their sovereign Pontiff. Do 
they assemble in conventions? Do they meet in 
legislative bodies? Have they any representation 
whatever by which they are recognized as a power 
in the State, and to which these congratulations 
can be tendered? Not at all.. They are kindly, 
beneficently governed, and as far as their personal 
welfare is concerned, they are wisely governed by 
the sovereign Pontiff. But itseems to me that the 
Senator forgets the nature of that sovereignty. It 
is as the first Bishop of the Church that the Pope 
possesses any temporal rower. The Government 
> as has been very well expressed by Malte 
run— 


& An elective monarchy, having for its domain the earth, 
on which it only occupies a point; and for its empire, the 
heavens, from which it looks at kings as its inferiors.” 


-When the Pope dies, how is his successor ap- 
pointed? The succession is not by hereditary de- 
scent; there is no election by the people; the choice 
eN ° 
is made hy the sacred college of Cardinals. 

Mr. WEBSTER, (in his seat.) From one of 
their own number. ; 

Mr. BADGER. Yes; and that college consists, 
I believe, of seventy members—bishops, priests, 
deacons. They meet and select one of their 
body as the successor of the late Pontiff, and he 
derives all his power from that body. They choose 
the Pope. He is elected by a body of priests, and 
succeeds to an absolute power over the people of 
the Papal States. It is, therefore, an absolute, un- 
broken, and unmitigated despotism. In using that 
term, I mean na reproach to the present Pontiff, 
who is, as I sincerely believe, greatly in advance 
of a large proportion of the distinguished person- 
ages who have occupied the Papal chair. But the 
government is, of necessity, a despotism; although 
it by no means follows, that the individual who 
exercises the power may be, in his heart, a despot. 
Yet, the present Pope has nfade no approximation 
to freedom, in the American sense of the term. 
What do we understand by freedom? Not merely 
the protection extended by a kind and beneficent 
ruler. It is, to be subjected to the government of 
a known law. Itis, to have guarantees that our 
rights shall not be invaded; and amongst these 
rights, is the exercise of the elective franchise by 
the body of the people. It is, to enjoy a share in 
legislation, which is null and void, without the 
assent of our people. Now it is impossible, in my 
view of it, that the Pope can establish such a sys- 
tem of free government in hisdominions. We all 
know that it is one of the claims put forth by the 
sovereign Pontiff, that he was constitued ‘ prince 
over al] nations and kingdoms’’—* he plucks up, 
pulls down, destroys, plants, and builds,” at his 
sovereign pleasure—exercising, in short, all those 
powers claimed by Pope Pius the Fifth, in his 


famous Bull of Excommunication. We know that 
the church, of which the Pope is the head, never 


changes. Other things may change, but the Cath- 
olic church changes not. What was once claimed 
by her, is éver claimed by her. Itis true, in the 
progress ofcivilization,in modern times, the power 
to exercise the claimed authority over the nations 
and kingdoms of the earth has fallen into disuse, 
because it can be no longer carried into execution, 
and because, perhaps, there is no disposition to 
carry it out. But this power is still claimed. It 
is impossible, then, according to this view of the 
Papal authority and government, that the Pope 
could divide the authority with the people of his 
States, which has been annexed to his spiritual 
kingdom, in order to give it external dignity and 
respectability. 

It seems to me, that when this matter comes to 
be carefully considered, it must be regarded as 
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simply a mission from this country to the first 
bishop of the world; because it is only as an 
ecclesiastic that the sovereign Pontiff exercises 
temporal authority. The point of my objection 
is, that this is a mission—not as the Senator from 
Ohio supposes, to a member of a particular church; 
but that it is sending a mission to a spiritual sover- 
eign, who is the head of the Catholic church. 


_ And I said, and now repeat, that the Protestant 


communities of this country. will regard that step 
asa great departure from the principles. which have 
regulated our intércourse with other nations. I 
do not object to the mission because the person 
to whom it is to be sent is a member of a particu- 
Jar church, or because he happens to be the head 
of the Catholic church. I object to it because he 
is a spiritual potentate, and there are no interests 
of the United States in his dominions which re- 


quire the “presence of a diplomatic agent of this 


country. Lt is on this ground that I object to the 
establishment of this mission, and on that ground I 
would object to a diplomatic mission to the bishop 
of any church. l 

I agree in what was said by my friend from In- 
diana, that if it be our object to testify our respect 
for free institutions and republican government in 
the Old World, by the establishment of a mission, 
we had much better send a minister to the Swiss 
Confederation. But I think my friend might have 
gone still further. There is one republic, to which 
the sending of a mission could not be interpreted 
as evincing anything else than a sincere desire to 
pay homage and respect to a republican govern- 
ment. There is the little republic of San Marino, 
with its thirty square miles of territory, and seven 
thousand inhabitants, which has existed as a re- 
public for fourteen centuries. Itis the oldest sister 
that we have in the world. She was a republic 
for ten centuries before this conttnent was discov- 
ered; and if we are disposed to go out of our way, 
and send missions merely for the purpose of ex- 
pressing our sympathy with the republican insti- 
tutions of mankind, here is a case for its unexcep- 
tionable exercise. Such a mission could not be 
regarded in any other light than as manifesting 
before the world our reverence for this small but 
ancient republic. ; 

But I understood the other day, if I correctly 
followed the remarks of the honorable Senator 
from Missouri, that he was disposed to establish 
this mission in consequence of the grand associa- 
tions connected with Rome. I trust that I can 
e the classic feelings of the honorable 

nator—lI trust I am not altogether indifferent to 
such considerations—but I cannot see how they 
would justify us in sending a mission for the pur- 
pose of testifying our respect to the departed great- 
ness of ancient Rome. I would suggest that the 
money necessary for the establishment of sucha 
mission had much better be appropriated to send- 
ing to Rome and defrgying the expenses of some 
of our young men Of genius, as usual without 
means, who might be employed in studyiug the 
works of ancient art, and return to their own coun- 
try accomplished painters and sculptors, able to 
adorn their native land with works which might 
exercise the most important influences in educating 
and jmproving the public taste. But I also under- 
stood that Senator to suggest, that he would be in 
favor of making this ultimately a mission for the 
whole of the Italian States. When that proposi- 
tion comes before us, it may be worthy of consid- 
eration. At present, however, I do not think that 
any necessity exists for the establishment of this 
mission. Other gentlemen think differently, and 
will, of course, govern themselves by their own 
judgment. 

Mr. FOOTE then addressed the Senate in favor 
of the/mission to Rome, in a speech, of which a full 
report will be given in the Appendix. 


The question was then taken on the amendment 
by yeas and nays, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Bagb 
Dickinson, Dix, Douglas, Downs, che 
ees ane Moor—13. 
3—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Baldwin- 
Bell, ae Bradbury, Butler, Calhoun, Clayton, Critten, 
den, Davis of Massachusetts, Davia of Mississippi, Dayton, 
Tee ae annegan, None, Johnson of Louisiana, 
i angum ason, Niles, Phelps, Turney, Und 
wood, Upham, and Westcott—28. i meals 


The amendment was therefore rejected; and, 
after some further progress had been made in 
amending the bill— 

he Senate, on motion, adjourned. 


Benton, Cass, 
Felch, Foote, Johnson 
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The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. CLINGMAN rose, he said, to make‘a priv- 
ilezed motion. He moved to reconsider the vote 
of yesterday, by which the House had instructed 
the Committee on Printing, to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of printing an extra number of the Presi- 
| dent’s message and the correspondence of General 
i Scott with the Department of War, which accom- 
panied it. | 
| He wished to make a brief explanation of his 
reasons for such a motion, and to justify his pre- 
| diction of yesterday, when he expressed his ap- 
prehension that this correspondence would not be 
full. Since that time he had ascertained what was 
the character of this correspondence, for if it were 
not full, he did not want any extra copies of it. He 
had looked over that correspondence briefly since 
| it has been placed in the hands of the printer, 
| and he was sorry to say that his worst fears were 
realized. He found that it was not a full state- 
ment of the correspondence. He found not only 
that some important letters were omitted alto- 
| gether, but that of some letters extracts were given 
from the middle; of others, they were furnished 
with the end, and in some cases they had the be- 
| ginning and the end, but no middle. He had no 
doubt that those gentlemen who furnished this cor- 
respondence exercised the discretion given to them 
very honestly under the resolution of this House 
which called for it. Perhaps the resolution justi- 
fied them in keeping back the documents entire, 
| for no doubt those gentlemen honestly thought that 

by sustaining the persons now in power, they were 
doing that which was important to the welfare of 
this country. Anything which had the tendency 
to lower the present Administration in the public 
estimation, or to overthrow it, they doubtless hon- 
estly thought was detrimental to the public inter- 
est. That he would not pretend to dispute. But 
he wished to call the attention of the House to this 
correspondence, and to show that it was too im- 
perfect to be sent to the country. There was noth- 
ing in this whole correspondence that he deemed 
injurious to General Scott; on the contrary, he had 
no doubt it would elevate General Scott, and place 
him on that favorable ground on which he ought 
to stand, and on which he would stand when the 
whole facts were known. 

But, before he remarked on this point of the 
subject, and proceeded to call the attention of the 
House to one or two important documents, he 
wished to say that he had been brought to the con- 
clusion at which he had arrived, respecting the 
management of this war, from a perusal of these 
documents—his conclusion was, that the war had 
been negligently managed by the Administration, 
and that all the merit of 1t was due to our generals. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, rose to a ques- 

tion of order. He desired to know whether the 


Speaker considered it in order to indulge in a course 
of irrelevant debate on a motion to reconsider; and 
he supposed the gentleman from North Carolina 
would admit that his course of remark was irrele- 
vant. i 

Mr. CLINGMAN said he was speaking on the 
matters embraced in this correspondence and the 
despatches which had passed between the depart- 
ment and our generals; and this he supposed was 
in order. 3 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, said the gentle- 
man was discussing the manner in which the 
President and the Secretary of War had managed 
the war with Mexico. If, however, the whole 
question was to be thrown open—if both sides 
were to be heard—if the Speaker deemed it in order, 
on a motion to reconsider a vote ordering the print- 
ing of a certain number of copies of a certain docu- 
ment, to go into a general debate, let it be so. 

The SPEAKER replied, that these motions to 
print and to reconsider opened the general question 
embraced in the documents to be printed, but the 
gentleman from North Carolina must confine him- 
self to that question. 
© Mr. CLINGMAN said he would confine him- 
self to this correspondence. Well, then, they had 
here a correspondence, in compliance with a call 
of this House, which purported to give the whole 
of General Scott’s despatches as well as the cor- 
respondence of General Taylor. He was not about 
to discuss the origin of this war—the House had 
decided that it was unconstitutionally and unne- 


cessarily beguy—but he intended to advert to facts 
shown by this correspondence, which, to his mind, 
made it appear that this Administration had been 
guilty of gross negligence in not furnishing our offi- 
cers with what it had undertaken to furnish; and 
he intended to comment on the manner in which 
General Taylor had been left in Mexico. He 
knew not that the country fully understood this 
matter, and he should therefore make some obser- 
vations on the extraordinary course which the 
department had pursued. 

He would here remark, that this correspond- 
ence, as furnished by the President, which pur- 
ported to be the correspondence and despatches of 
General Scott, did not contain one important docu- 
ment, in which was embraced the whole plan of 
the campaign which General Scott went to Mex- 
ico to execute. That was omitted, and for what 
reason? He would here say that, while the Ad- 
ministration had pursued its miserable, contempti- 
ble system in the prosecution of this war, what 
had been well done had been done by our offi- 
cers and the army under their command, and the 
Administration, while apparently undertaking to 
furnish all the correspondence of General Scott, 
knew well that it was important not to send in 
General Scott’s plan of the campaign. He did not 
intend to go into an examination and discussion of 
these despatches at this time; but this he would 
say, that if General Scott’s plan had been carried 
out, we should long since have seen an end of this 
war. The Administration had this plan in June or 
July, and if it had been carried out, we might have 
had a termination of this war twelve months sooner 
than we now have. But the Administration did 
not think proper to adopt and to adhere to Gen- 
eral Scott’s plan; and yet, on looking over Gen- 
eral Scott’s correspondence recently, he did not 
find a single suggestion in it that had not been 
verified by facts. It not only had turned out as 
he told them, that if volunteers were sent out they 
would die there—as they did, deprived of tents to 
shelter them, as well as of other necessaries of life— 
but that no onward movement could be made for 
want of horses and the means of transportation. 
It was only the other day that he heard a gentle- 
man in the other wing of this Capitol denouncing 
General Taylor, for advancing on Monterey, with 
from six to eight thousand men, when he had 
twenty thousand men in the valley of the Rio 
Grande. Now, if the correspondence were all pub- 
lished, it would be seen that the Administration 
obliged him to undertake that movement, but failed 
to furnish him with horses or wagons for the trans- 
yortation of his troops. If General Taylor had 
ee furnished with proper means, he would have 
captured the enemy at Monterey, without the heavy 
loss he sustained, and thus have escaped the vote 
of censure of this Flouse at its last session; and 
the despatches would show that through that entire 
campaign General Taylor was crippled in conse- 
quence of the War Department not having furnish- 
ed him with the means of accomplishing all he de- 
sired. But the War Department, seeing that the 
contest had been so conducted by General Taylor, 
With the inefficient means at his disposal, as though 
resulting in a series of brilliant victories, to give 
no hope of an early peace, thought proper again to 
onsale General Scott, who was then in this city, 
and at length to take his counsel as to future oper- 
ations. General Scott accordingly elaborated a 
plan of campaign, which the Administration has 
not thought proper to give to the public. In that 
plan General Scott foresaw all the contingencies 
which would arise. | 

He wished to go to Vera Cruz with 14,000 men, 
and he expected to capture it in a certain time. 
He then intended to march forward to Jalapa, and 
10,000 additional troops were to be furnished him 
for that purpose. General Scott preferred regu- 
lars for his expedition, which he was compelled to 
take from General Taylor; but, after that measure 
had been decided upon, the Administration had 
ample time to reinforce General Taylor, as they 
promised to do, by raising his command to 10,000 
men long before the battle of- Buena Vista. It 
came, then, with a bad grace from the Administra- 
tion, or its organs and friends, to censure General 
Scott and General Taylor, when they had failed to 
do that which they had promised to enable those 
Generals to carry on their operations. l 

But after General Scott had gone to Vera Cruz, 
and succeeded in capturing that city, what was the 
next step of this Administration? It was an at- 
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tempt to supersede him by a Lieutenant General. 
The Administration was willing to let General 
Scott go forward against Vera Cruz; and many 
regarded it as a desperate undertaking, many deem- 
ed it impracticable to capture Vera Cruz. The 
gentleman the Administration selected to be the 
Lieutenant General so regarded it; General Tay- 
lor, too, spoke doubtingly of it, and said that the 
attempt ought not to be made with less than 25,000 
men. But the Administration were willing that 
_ General Scott should go there, that he might take 
. the responsibility of the expedition in case of a 
failare, and be superseded by a Lieutenant General 
if he succeeded. General Scott succeeded at Vera 
Cruz, and subsequently at Cerro Gordo; and he 
had the authority of a gentleman of experience in 
such matters, then in his eye, [turning to Colonel 
HasKeLL,] for saying that, but for the consummate 
skill displayed by General Scott in turning the 
enemy’s position, the valor of our troops would 
have failed to force the passage. Perhaps the only 
thing to be regretted in those brilliant achievements 
was that which was occasioned by one of Mr. 
Polk’s own friends, (General Pillow,) in exposing 
the regiment of a friend of his (Mr. C.’s) unneces- 
sarily. General Scott then succeeded with con- 
summate ability, and he proceeded on his march 
to the city of Mexico; but when he arrived at 
Jalapa he found the Administration had failed- to 
furnish him with the ten thousand troops which 
were promised. It was not three days since he 
heard a friend of this Administration assail General 
Scott for discharging the volunteers before their 
time had expired. Why, their time expired in 
June, and General Scott found, in the month of 


April, that they could not march to the city of | 


Mexico for want of wagons, horses, and other 
means of transportation. He discovered that their 
time would expire before they could march, and 
therefore he sent them home that they might escape 
the vomito. And yet General Scott was assailed 
for that! In one of General Scott’s letters (he 
` alluded to one written from Puebla, 25th July) he 
complained of this failure on the part of the Ad- 
ministration in sending him troops and means of 
transportation; and he says that the first communi- 
cation he received from the department, after the 
capture of Vera Cruz, contained a censure, and, 
after the victory of Cerro Gordo, without one word 
of commendation, he had been condemned for dis- 
charging on parole the prisoners taken at the latter 
lace. He adds, that he would go on with his gal- 
ant army, inferior in numbers as it was, and that 
in five or six weeks he would reach the city of 
Mexico, unless stopped by a peace or armistice; 
at which place, according to the rate at which the 
censures were progressing, he thought it likely that 
he would be suspended from command. In this 
matter he exhibited his usual sagacity and fore- 
sight, as subsequent events have shown. General 
Scott’s correspondence, as sent in, shows all this, 
but it has not been furnished to this House. Why 
should the correspondence of General Worth with 
General Scott be published and this withheld? 

Iit would be monstrous to suppose that the intel- 
lect of our rulers was so distorted and utterly per- 
verted as to think, that in this correspondence 
there was anything to justify the Administration 
in its course towards this injured soldier. The 
Administration seemed to think that the crime he 
had committed was so enormous as to render it 
necessary he should be tried on the spot, in the 
very presence of the enemy, and before the gallant 
army he had led to victory. A quartermaster, a 
new colonel, and a militia officer, were sent to try 
him. -All the proceedings of the court martial had 
been kept in the most profound darkness. Thus, 
at the close of the most brilliant campaign in the 
national annals, this brave and accomplished leader 
found himself suspended from command. In less 
than six months he had taken Vera Cruz, with its 
impregnable castle; he had marched four hundred 
miles into the heart of a country the most difficult, 
by reason of its physical features, armed and pre- 
pared to resist him at every step, with a force of 
less than ten thousand men; with this little band 
he had put to rout thirty thousand men of the 
enemy, Intrenched in positions the strongest by 
nature and art, skillfully turning them in every in- 
stance, and had stormed and taken a walled city 
of two hundred thousand inhabitants, utterly an- 
nihilating the army opposed to him, and capturing 
in his march seven hundred pieces of cannon. And 


for this he had been suspended, The despatches 


showed what had at first been the temper of Trist 
towarils General Scott. Why had General Scott 
been thus suspended? To show, as it would seem, 
the authority of the Administration! To demon- 
strate the great power and dignity of Mr. Pregi- 
dent Polk and his Government, the conqueror of 
Mexico must be overthrown. But Mr. C. would 
tell gentlemen that if they imagined that the Amer- 
ican people viewed such a-proceeding with indif- 
ference, they would find themselves under a great 
mistake. Wherever Mr. C. had gone, and where- 
ever his information extended, there was a deep 
feeling of indignation at such treatment in reward 
for such services. And he should be greatly dis- 
appointed if the Administration had not raised in 
the country a storm which they would be little 
able to meet. They seemed to desire to make an 
exhibition of General Scott under arrest. It re- 

minded him of a passage in history, recorded in a 
book which was not so often read as it deserved to 
be. He alluded to -the scriptural account of the 
manner in which Samson was treated by his con- 
querors. Having got the strong man, at whose 
name they trembled, into their power, they bound 
him, and reserved him for exhibition on State oc- 
casions. In one instance, when brought forth be- 
fore the people to make them sport, he laid his 
hands on the main pillars of the edifice, and brought 
it down in ruins-upon the lords of the Philistines. 
If the present Administration did not experience a 
like fate at the hands of the people, it would owe 
its escape to other causes than its own merits. 

- General Scott, in onc.of his letters from Puebla, 
looking on the inadequate force with which he was 
about to march upon the capital, predicted that he 
should have a thousand of his men killed before he 
reached it, all whose lives might have been saved 
had he been furnished with the force suitable and 
proper for such a conquest. But with the feeble 
command he led, he had pushed his triumphant 
way in the face of the most unequal opposition, 
every day fighting a battle, till he entered the gates 
of Mexico in triumph. One is reminded of an 
incident of European history. After the battle of 
Pavia, Charles V., having his rival Francis a pris- 
oner, asked of a French peasant who was brought 
before him, ‘how many days’ journey 18 It to 
Paris??? «s Twelve, sir,’? was the reply; ‘‘ but 
they will be days of battle.” There was, how- 
ever, one striking difference between the cases. 
Though Charles was only twelve days’ journey 
from Paris, he was never able to reach it; but Scott 
did reach Mexico, marching on steadily, though 
he had to fight a battle each day. 

Mr. C. said he had been told that the Duke of 
Wellington—one of the best men in the world to 
pronource an opinion on such a subject—had de- 
clared that, with a full knowledge of the country 
assailed and its natural means of defence, he had 
not supposed there was a captain in the world who 
could take the city with such means; but that Scott 
had moved on as regularly as a general would 
march in time of peace, exhibiting the most con- 
summate skill and indomitable courage. Nor was 
this all hisglory. He had, besides, effected a treaty 
of peace—a treaty which, to be sure, was not all 
that could have been desired, but that was no fault 
of his. The Administration had not trusted him 
with its negotiation. Although he had shown such 
proofs of his capacity in civil as well as political 
movements; although he had been sent by General 
Jackson (no personal friend of his) to keep the 
peace at Charleston in the days of nullification, 
and subsequently by Mr. Van Buren to the Maine 
border, as well as to put down the insurrection on 
the Canada line, and in each case he had succeed- 
ed in his mission; yet the present Administration 
could not trust him, but had appointed the head 
clerk in the Department of State, to manage a dip- 
lomatic mission of this weight and importance. 
The correspondence contained sufficient evidence 
of what sort of a man this clerk was; and though 
but little, comparatively, had been given, we could 
tell Hercules by his foot; and this diplomatic cler- 
ical subordinate,in what did appear, vilified General 
Scott, in the most insulting language, and talked of 
“bringing him down from the clouds, where he 
had attempted to soar over the heads of ordinary 
men.” General Scott treated this functionary with 
merited contempt. But (from what cause, did not 
appear) in a few months this person wholly changed 
his tone; and writing home about General Scott, 
declared him to be the wisest and greatest man in 
the world. General Scott had fought his way ta 
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the capital of Mexico, and having driven the op- 
pean armies before him, and dispersed and aani- 

ilated their force, made a treaty of peace. If it 
was deemed a bad treaty, General Scott was not 
responsible for its defects. It was his duty to effect 
peace by sug a treaty as the Administration would 
sanction. For the Administration, it was a most 
lame and impotent conclusion of their ill-conducted 
war. ‘They had begun the war with the declara- 
tion that they must have not only what Mexico 
owed our citizens for spoliations, but indemnity also 
for the cost of the war itself, and security for the ful- 
fillment of the terms of peace. But, instead of all 
this, this humbled Administration got only a quit- 
claim to Texas, (which they insisted had been ours 
before)—agreed to pay Mexico’s debt to our citi- 
zens for spoliations, and for two worthless provinces 
had stipulated besides to give her fifteen millions of 
dollars. A glorious consummation, indeed! Why, 
we gave but fifteen millions for Louisiana, which 
was worth twenty times the value of both put to- 
gether. This was doing wonders, truly, after having 
spent a hundred millions in the war, and lost thou- 
sands of valuable lives. If Mexico, before the com- 
mencement of the war, had offered us such a bar- 
gain, Congress would not have accepted it. Much 
talk had been made about indemnity, but we had 
got no indemnity; for the country we had bought 
so dear was, almost all of it, private property. The 
land, whatever of it was worth cultivating, belong- 
ed to individuals; the residue was worth little or 
nothing, and would not pay the expense of survey- 
ing and selling it. The formation of a treaty, at 
all, reflected very high credit on the general-who 
effected it, while the terms of the treaty reflected 
no glory whatever on the Administration. 

Mr. C. said he had occupied much more time 
than he at first intended, nor should he have said 
so much, if the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Hovsron] had not interrupted him. The subject 
was open, under the motion to reconsider, and 
gentlemen would have full opportunity for reply. 
He insisted that all the credit, both of the war and 
the peace, was due exclusively to our able officers 
and the brave men they commanded; but in both 
the Administration had utterly failed. When it 
was proposed in the British Parliament to throw 
forces into Canada, as a preparatory measure 
against an insurrection there, Wellington had in- 
sisted that they ought to be on a large scale, adding 
the memorable remark that ‘‘ a great country like 
England could not have a little war.” The Ad- 
ministration of our Government had, however, 
tried to have such a war; they had done their best 
for it, having pursued throughout a picayune sys- 
tem in its management, because the generals at 
the head of our armies happened to be Whigs! 
Victory having nevertheless been won, surely the 
Administration, if it had had any soul, would have 
given to these brave and able men the credit to 
which they had so justly entitled themselves; but 
instead of this, there had been a studied effort to 
degrade them, lest they should gain too much popu- 
larity. 
` Now Mr. C. did not wish the country to pre- 
judge the case of General Scott, on such fragments 
of correspondence as were here sent to the House 
by the Executive. The correspondence had been 
garbled—most grossly garbled. One of General 
Scott’s letters, especially, had been garbled in like 
manner elsewhere. ‘The papers stated that a man 
called Cass, in a certain public place in the United 
States, (he would not say where,) had read a part 
of this letter, but obstinately refused to read the 
residue. Now, who had ever seen one-half of a 


$ 


deposition read in a court of justice, and the resi- ~ 


due withheld ? 
nanimous system of the Administration. 
denounced it in advance. 

Those who had -been opposed to this war had 
been denounced in an Executive message and by 
Executive partisans as *‘ giving aid and comfort to 
the enemy” by their speeches on that floor, and 
thereby preventing peace. No, the Opposition had 
furnished the Administration with all necessary 
means to carry on the war—‘‘ to conquer a peace,” 
as the phrase went; and if they had desired a peace 
they could have had it long ago. But they wanted 
no such thing; all they wanted was to silence the 
Whigs, and prevent them from looking into the 
doings of the Administration; but they would find 
that the Whigs could furnish the means of carry- 
ing on the war, and still expose the abuses and 
denounce the usurpations of the President. When 


Yet that was the liberal, the. mag- 
Mr. C. 
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Hannibal, after fighting the battle of Cannæ and 


wag approaching the city of Rome, found to his 
dismay that the Bomans had, while retaining 
means to defend themselves against him, sent 
out a reinforcement at the opposite gate to one of 
their generals in Spain, he expressed great amaze- 
ment at the strength of a people’ who, while de- 
fending their city against his victorious army, 
could at the same time carry war into a distant 
province; and, in like manner, the Whigs had been 
found strong enough to conquer New Spain and 
carry on a vigorous and successful war against the 
enemy near this capital. When this correspondence 
should be published, Mr. C. intended to say a few 
things more about it, and show the people how 
shamelessly it had been garbled and mutilated 
with a view to uphold the Administration. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, here obtained 
the floor. 

Mr. CLINGMAN said it had been his intention 
to withdraw his motion before he sat down; buf, 
as the gentleman had got the floor, let him go on. 

Mr. THOMPSON then proceeded to observe 
that this debate was wholly unexpected by him, 
yet he wished to say a few words in reply to the 
gentleman from North Carolina. That gentleman 
chad taken a very strange attitude, and seemed to 
want to place the Administration and its friends in 
another, as strange. The gentleman, according to 
his own showing, believed the war with Mexico 
to be unjust and unconstitutional. If so, then it 
. must have been an immoral and irreligious war. 
And, though Congress’ had furnished the means to 
carry.it on, and the gentleman himself had voted 
the supplies for that purpose, yet he maintained 
that the Executive, in its arrangementof the troops 
employed, had virtually been making war upon 
one of our own generals, and would have rejoiced 
to see him defeated. Could anything be conceived, 
even in the heat of party zeal, more ridiculous than 
this? That he who was, under the Constitution, 
commander-in-chief of the whole military force of 
the country, would rejoice to see our armies de- 
feated and disyraced, while his own glory, as the 
alleged author of the war, must manifestly depend 
on the success of our arms! Why this attempt 
to raise up the Administration against our generals, 
and set them in array against each other? In this 
attempt, advantage was taken of the generals them- 
selves. While ıt was the President himself who 
had called General Scott to the head of the army, 
it was pretended that it had been done only to de- 
stroy him. Nothing could be more ridiculous. 

The gentleman alleged that the Administration 
had crippled and opposed General Taylor from the 
very beginning; that they had not furnished him 
an adequate force to capture Monterey, and had 
refused or neglected to furnish the necessary trans- 
portation. But could the gentleman have examined 
into the facts of the case? It was’ true that Gen- 
eral Taylor had made such‘a complaint in a let@r 
to General Gaines; but the moment that complaint 
was known to the Administration, the Quarter- 
master General had been called upon to explain. 
The letter of General Jesup (a man not unknown 
to this country, but who had won himself some 
reputation by deeds with which every man in the 
country was familiar) was before Mr. T., and he 
would take the liberty of reading some extracts 
from it. It was an interesting document, and, from 
the remarks of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, Mr. T. was certain the gentleman could not 
have read it. 

{Here an extract was read from General Jesup’s 
letter, dated New Orleans, December 5, alleging 
that it was all the fault of General Taylor himself, 
who got all he asked for; if he wanted more, he 
should have asked for more, &c.] 

The gentleman from North Carolina had repeat- 
ed in his speech what General Jesup had heard as 
a report on his way to New Orleans. When that 
officer heard the report, he had written to the de- 
partmeft, referring to a letter from General Taylor 
of the 2d July, addressed to the Adjutant General, 
in which he stated that he must have to rely on 
the country for the’ means of transportation, &c. 
[Mr. T. quoted the letter.] Here General Jesup, 
after making his explanation and defence, added, 
that if his statement was not deemed sufficient and 
satisfactory, he demanded a court martial. Did the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. CLincman] 
desire a court martial to settie the question whether 
the Quartermaster General had or had not done 


his duty to General Taylor? If the gentleman had- 


| 


had the fairness to admit (what was no doubt the 
truth) that the difficulty experienced by. General 
Taylor arose from the subject itself, and was in- 
herent in the state of the country, he would have 
dgne justice both to General Taylor and the Ad- 
ministration. But he was not content with this. 


With or without cause, he must charge the Ad-e 


ministration and the Executive with inefficiency. 
But the explanation contained in the document 
which he had just read, was so entirely full and 
satisfactory, that all just and honorable minds must 
admit it. 

Mr. T. said he knew well how far party zeal 
would sometimes drive a man who yielded himself 
up to itsinfluence. But he insisted that, if gentle- 
men would be just, they must either give the eredit 
of the war and of the peace to both the army and 
the Government,‘ or else deny credit to either. 
Why make this invidious distinction? Why must 
the generals be lauded because they were Whigs, 
and the Administration, who sent and who sus- 
tained them, be condemned because they were 
Democrats? General Scott told the Secretary of 
War what he proposed to do, viz: to hold the 
country on this side the Sierra Madre, and remain 
on the defensive, [here Mr. T. quoted the. letter, ] 
adding that it would be the policy of the enemy 
to cut our lines of military defences. 

Now, here was the sum and substance of the 
instructions of the department to General Scott: 
You must provide sufficient force to enable General 
Taylor to hold this side of the Sierra Madre, and 
the other troops are at your disposal to operate on 
the Gulf coast, especially at Vera Cruz. 

He next read from the letter of General Scott to 
General Taylor, informing him (General F.) that 
he was obliged to take from him a large portion of 
the troops he had so long commanded; that only 
sufficient force would be left him for the present to 
act on the defensive, &e. This sufficient force was 
provided for General Taylor to remain on the de- 
fensive, General Scott being authorized to deter- 
mine that question—for the Secretary himself said 
no positive directions would be given touching the 
number of forces to be left at these respective 
points, and that General Scott himself must deter- 
mine that question; yet, strange to say, the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina intimated most broad- 
ly that the troops were withdrawn from General 
Taylor that he might be defeated. 

Mr. CLINGMAN (the floor being yielded) said 
he had not intimated any such thing. He had said 
that they were withdrawn from General Taylor 
by orders of the department, and they undertook 
to supply him with other troops in their place, but 
neglected to do it. | 

Mr. THOMPSON (resuming) said that remind- 
ed him of one point. As the gentleman from North 
Carolina was not a member of the last Congress, 
he would not therefore be held responsible, but his 
party would be held responsible for it. It was 
this: why troops were not sent forward at an ear- 
lier day. When General Scott left here, it was 
oppos that additional troops would be sent for- 
ward. 

Mr. CLINGMAN (in his seat) said it was long 
before that that the bill authorizing the President 
to raise fifty thousand volunteers had passed. 

Mr. THOMPSON replied, it was very true. 
But he would like to know of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, if General Scott did not desire of 
the Administration ten thousand regulars, and if 
he did not say that he considered regulars. abso- 
lutely necessary for the service ? 

Mr. CLINGMAN was understood to remind 
the gentleman that his party had a majority of 
seventy on this fioor, and could pass any measure 
they had a mind to. 

Mr. THOMPSON said that was very true; but 
it was also true that the minority could, under the 
rules, delay the passage of a bill, particularly in 
the Senate, by discussion. In this House they 


carried it through with the utmost promptness un- } 


der the previous question. Inthe Senate they had 
avery meager majority, and it was talked upon 
nearly two months. 
proceedings. Who was responsible for it ?: 

Mr. HARALSON (Mr. T. yielding) said he 
had better avail himself of this opportunity per- 
haps to put himself and the country right in regard 
to one matter. He did not remember exactly the 


day upon which the bill providing for the addi- 


tional military force passed; he thought it was 
upon the 11th of February, 1847; but one thing he 
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Such was the history of the - 


did remember well, becausethe was then acting in 
a position which made it his duty to look well into 
the matter—that the bill to raise the ten regiments 
was reported to this House, he thought, on the 
23th December, certainly on the very first day at 
which it eould be dene after the reference of the 
President’s message, and on the day after that 
reference, it was under discussion until it passed 
in this House and the other. The bill was pre- 
pared in anticrpation of the reference of the Presi- 
dent’s message; and he would take occasion, as it 
was perhaps his duty to do, to say, in behalf of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, that every effort 
was made by them, especially by himself, as chair- 
man of the committee, to press it to final action as 
soon as possible. Many motions were made by 
himself, as the chairman of that committee, for 
that purpose, and they did obtain action upon it 
in this House, as well as the other, as soon as the 
Opposition would let them have it. 

Mr. THOMPSON (resuming) said, if this de- 
lay, then, was occasioned by the action of Con- 
gress, apart from the responsibility of one party 
or the other, (for he did not care to make a party 
speech,) could the Administration be responsible? 
At the time the troops were required, the Admin- 
istration urged that they should be raised at the 
very earliest period. ‘There was not a member of 
the House, not a man in. the country, but knew 
that action, AcTION, was called for by the depart- 
ment—that they desired early and immediate action 
by Congress. General Scott at that time, and 
General Taylor, so far as he knew, believed that 
there was a sufficient force left for the army to 
remain on the defensive, and he (General Scott) 
thought he had a sufficient force to go forward to 
Vera Cruz and attack that place; and the result 
showed that his calculations did not deceive him. 

And here he would say, that he was struck with 
the remarks of the gentleman from Nerth Carona 
{Mr. Crineman] upon what he [Mr. C.]} supposed 
was Mr. Benton's opinion upon the attack of 
Vera Cruz. He would like to know by what 
authority the gentleman spoke. So far as he (Mr. 
T.) understood Col. Benton, the gentleman had 
misrepresented him totally—entirely—this morn- 
ing. Whether Mr. Benton’s opinion was a matter 
of moment or not 

Mr. CLINGMAN interposed, and (Mr. T. 
yielding) said he had referred to Mr. Benron’s 
speech on the Lieutenant General. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he supposed the gentle- 
man had no other authority than Mr. Benrton’s 
speeches. He knew that his (Mr. B.’s) view 
was, that it was not necessary to attaek that strong 
castle; that we could go into the interior, and that 
Vera Cruz would fall necessarily; that it was not 
necessary to make a direct attack upon it from the 
seacoast. But the gentleman from North Carolina 
totally misrepresented the fact in saying that Gen- 
eral Scott had been sent down there on a fool’s 
errand, with a-small, inferior force, to be cut up, 
and, if it was- cut up, the Administration would 


+ say, ** Why, General Scott went down there by 


his own choice, and if he fails, he fails as the result 
of responsibility assumed by himself.’? Not so. 
The responsibility was shared both by the Admin- 
istration and General Scott. He believed he could 
carry that strong castle with the force furnished; 
the Administration told him to go forward; he did 
go forward, and succeeded; the event justified the 
calculation. Did the gentleman, or anybody, sup- 
pose that this Administration would have been 
satisfied to allow General Scott to go upon that 
expedition, unless they had been eonvinced like- 
wise that he could succeed in it? 

` The gentleman from North Carolina said there 


| had been a bad disposition manifested on the part 


of the Administration throughout the war towards 
He (Mr. T.) 
said there had been no such disposition; that the 
whole correspondence showed the utmost kindness 
an their part towards these individuals; and this 
effort to get up an opposition between the Admin- 
istration ‘and the Generals was made for the ex- 


-press purpose of benefiting the party of those men 


who were opposed to the war, being great friends 
of those who had fought in an unjust cause! Why 
say that these Generals had gained gtorious laurels 
for themselves and their country, when, at the | 
same time, the individuals who made that declara- 
tion said that they had been fighting in an unjust 
and unholy cause? 
This brought him to the course of the gentleman 
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from North Carolina himself, who had been in a 
perfect state of feverish anxiety to get hold of this 
correspondence. Although it had’ been called for 
by resolution, althpugh the document was large, 
. the gentleman had for the last five or six days been 
troubling the House with attempts to suspend the 
rules, upon every occasion when he could possibly 
introduce his motion, that he might submit and 
have passed a resolution inquiring why it had not 
been sent in. As soon as It was sent In—with no 
portion whatever garbled, as the gentleman him- 
self must be convinced—the gentleman had looked 


at it; he (Mr. T.) had not; but he’ ventured the | 


-assertion that not one single sentence had been 
stricken out but that which related to the court of 
inquiry now going on; he had not seen the docu- 
ment, or talked with any of the heads of depart- 
ments about it, but he ventured to say that the fact 
was so. But, now that it was sent in, the gentle- 
man continued to exhibit his feverish anxiety to 
know why the Administration had not sent in 
something more; and, lo and behold! he was 
against the printing; or, if it was printed, he 
seemed to want to have his notes and comments 
go out to the country as a part and parcel of the 
correspondence, and to consider that they were 
just as important as any part of it! Now, he 
(Mr. T.) had no doubt but the people would be 
able to digest these reports, and that; too, without 
the speech of the honorable gentleman going along 
with it. | 
He had been struck with the gentleman’s dispo- 
sition this morning. On yesterday he could say 
nothing. Butsince he had looked through the cov- 
respondence, he said there were garbled statements; 
that some provisions had been stricken out; and 
this morning the gentleman had moved to recon- 
sider the printing, to enable him to make his speech; 
and, moreover, after he had finished, he had with- 
drawn his motion; thus indicating that he wanted 
his own comments to go to the country; that he 
wanted to create suspicion on the part of the peo- 
ple that there had been some injustice done—that 
there had been some impropriety committed by the 
Administration, without allowing any word of ex- 
planation to be made on the other side. 
- These remarks he had made unexpectedly; but 
ke thought he had shown there was something ex- 
traordinary in the course of the gentleman, that he 


should privately examine the documents, and then, | 


fearing that they should go out to the country with- 
out his comments, should roundly, boldly declare 
that the Administration had nograteful feelings, but 
were desirous to ruin the generals who had con- 
ducted the campaign. It was unworthy of the high 
and proper-course which should be pursued on the 
floor of Congress. Let them do justice to all; let 


them deal fairly, equally with all, and let the coun- |. 


try decide. 

Mr. HASKELL said he should favor the motion 
of the gentleman from North Carolina to reconsider, 
for the purpose of having this dccyment printed 
entire when it was circulated inthecountry. The 
best, the most authentic history of this war, was to 
be found upon the public records, and when those 
records were all published and sent to the country 
entire, then alone would this country be able to 
judge properly and correctly to decide upon the con- 
duct of the Executive. He was firmly convinced, 
from what he had seen, from what he had heard, 
and from what he had read in reference to the con- 
duct of this war, that it had been characterized by 
a series of Executive blunders, from the very mo- 
ment the order was first given to General Taylor 
to march to the Rio Grande up to the present; and 
he was firmly of the opinion that the protracted 
character of this campaign had grown entirely out 
of miscalculation, misapprehension on the part of 
the Executive in reference to the character of the 
foe-with whom we were contending. 

Could any reasonable man believe that the Presi- 
dent of the United States would have ever ordered 
General Taylor to break up his camp at Corpus 
Christi and to advance with his meager force to the 
banks of the Rio Grande, if he had -believed that 
the enemy would have been there to meet him so 
promptly and with such a force? From the time 
this war commenced the President had been labor- 
ing under the idea that our army had to meet-a foe 
too insignificant almost for American valor to con- 
tend with, and had very evidently believed that he 
could bully, threaten, intimidate, Mexico into peace 
at any time he desired. It was with this misap- 
prehension that he had ordered the advance of the 


army to the banks of the RioGrande. The Pres- 
ident believed, as Mr. Slidell had informed him in 


| one of his despatches from Mexico, that the ap- 


pearance simply of a formidable force on the banks 
of the Rio Grande would be sufficient to intimidate 
the enemy to terms. The President had calculated 
without his host, and had found that mere bravado, 
intimidation, bullying, and threats, were not suffi- 
cient to awe a people into subjection who had their 
firesides and their homes to defend. So far from 
being intimidated into peace, the enemy met our 
forces, crossed the river, and gave them battle upon 
ground where the President had supposed our 
army would rest undisturbed. When the battles of 
Palo Alto and Resaca de la Palma occurred, it was 
then believed by the President, and the party of 
which he was the head, and by the great body of 
the people, that peace would follow—that this man- 
ifestation of American valor, this proof of Ameri- 
can prowess, would be sufficient to bring about a 
peace. But here* again the President, with that 
want of forecast which had characterized him from 
the commencement of the campaign to the present 
moment, had most grievously miscalculated. His 
object was to show that the protracted character of 
this campaign had been the fault of the Executive, 
in his want of foresight, and, it being so, that he 
was properly responsible to the country for it. 

The battles of Palo Alto and Resaca did not 
bring with them peace. It was necessary to in- 
vade the territory of the enemy still further, to pen- 
etrate into the interior, and endeavor to conquer a 
peace, and at the same time to wrest from him his 
territory. Now, when it became apparent that 
General ‘Taylor would haye to proceed into the in- 
terior of the country, and the battle of Monterey 
was to be fought, he charged upon the Executive 
that he had totally failed to supply the General who 
headed his troops with transportation and the sup- 
plies necessary for the successful prosecution of 
the war. He (Mr. H.) was on the banks of the 
Rio Grande at that time. He knew that General 
Taylor, when he marched from Camargo to Mon- 
terey, if he had had sufficient transportation, could 
have taken with him more troops, more supplies, 
more munitions. He was compelled to move from 
Camargo in this crippled condition, and to assail 
Monterey with a force inadequate to the work to 
be performed. The battle of Monterey was a dear- 
bought victory—one which came near not being one 
at all; and if General Taylor had had with him 
more artillery, more men, there would have been 
no necessity for a capitulation; and, instead of a 
surrender of the enemy, and their marching out 
with the honors of war, he might have captured 
the whole of them, and done much to conquer a 
peace by crippling the power of the enemy. 

He charged this partial capture, this half-victory 
of Monterey, if he might so term it, upon the want 
of foresight, the want of proper wisdom on the part 
of the Executive, in not furnishing General Tay- 
lor with the fneans and munitions necessary to ac- 
complish the object. 

Well, after Monterey fell, after that victory was 
heralded upon the wings of the wind, and the ex- 
ultation and joy with which it was received in the 
United States was manifested, the President of the 
United States, still further mistaking the character 
of the people of Mexico, was ready to rest quietly 
and persuade himself into the belief that the work 
was accomplished, and that there was no further 
necessity for the vigorous prosecution of the war. 
He believed that the Mexican nation was humbled; 
and it was for this reason, on account of this opin- 
ion of the President of the United States, that Gen- 
eral Taylor was left at Saltillo with such an inad- 
equate force as he there commanded. He could 
not find it in his heart to believe that the President 
of the United States cherished the inhuman pur- 
pose of subjecting General Taylor and his brave 
army to butchery. The thought was too horrible 
to be conceived, much less to be harbored and ex- 

ressed. He believed. the reason why General 

aylor was not better supplied with men, why 
there were not more reinforcements on his line than 
there were, grew out of the want of forecast and of 
prudence on the part of the President; because he 
believed he had already conquered the enemy. 
General Taylor’s troops were withdrawn, his reg- 
ulars were all taken from him; he was left with a 
handful of men at Monterey and Saltillo; and if it 
had not been for the indomitable courage, the un- 
wavering determination, and all the glorious quali- 
ties that make a soldier which adorned that old 
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man, disaster would have followed, and lamenta» 
tion and wo wouid have been the wail of the entire 
country. What the mismanagement, what the im- 
becility, what the want of foresight on the part of the 
President of the United States, had come well nigh 
producing—that was, disaster and ruin—the ster- 
ling qualities and glorious character of that old hero 
retrieved and madeglorious. He saved the country. 
He fought not only an enemy who were rallied 
and animated to desperate resistance by a leader 
who had been imported into the country by our 
Executive; but he encountered a fire in the rear; 


_he fought the Executive of the United States and 


Santa Anna in one and the same battle, and de- 
feated them both! : 

Well, after the signal victory on the ever-mem- 
orable field of Buena Vista, the President of the 
United States, and those who believed with him, 
again got into their heads thé hope, nay the belief, 
that the work was done—that a peace had heen 
conquered. Still it took but a very little to show 
that peace was not yet. The expedition against 
Vera Cruz was carried out. It fell, and the castle 
of San Juan de Ulua was taken. This fall and 
capture, in the admirable manner in which it was 
performed, was attributable, he was free to confess, 
almost entirely to the great military spirit and sound. 
judgment of General Scott. 

But after the capture of Vera Cruz, the President 
of the United States once more deceived himself 
with the hope that, inasmuch as he had got pos- 
session of the key which unlocked the interior of 
that whole empire, the work was accomplished, 
and a speedy peace would follow. And it was 
because of this belief, he was firmly convinced, 
that grew the hesitancy and the failure to furnish 
forthwith to General Scott the means of transport- 
ation necessary to enable him to push his victory 
into the heart of the country. 

After every movement, the President, it seemed, 
had been ready to fold his hands until Mexico cried 
for quarters. With the iron determination of the 
Spaniards, mixed up with the savage ferocity of 
the Indians, the Mexicans evinced a stubbornness 
and obstinacy which no other nation had ever in- 
stanced. -They believed that they. were the great- 
est soldiers in the world, and that the combined 
armies of the globe would never be able to wrest 
from them their territory, or tread the halls of the 
‘Montezumas. Mr. Polk should have known this.. 
He should have had mind enough, or those who 
counselled him, to have known something of the 
character of the enemy, and made proper provision 
for the execution of the war. The battle of Buena 
Vista preceded the fall of Vera Cruz but a very few 
days; and if General Scott had been provided at the 
moment with sufficient supplies of transportation, 
and with the ability to get along with an adequate 
force, he could have moved forward from Vera 
Cruz instantly; he could have passed Cerro Gordo 
without a battle, and entered the gates of Mexico 
before her army could have rallied; because, at 
this particular time, Santa Anna had not time to. 
have reached Vera Cruz from Buena Vista, to have 
defended the castle of San Juan, or to have located 
himself along the route to Mexico, to wait for Gen- 
eral Scott. If they could have moved from Vera 
Cruz, they could have passed Cerro Gordo; but this 
Administration, by its want of energy, crippled the 
army, and afforded aid and comfort to the enemy, 
by enabling them to meet us at Cerro Gordo. 

Well, General Scott broke up his.camp at Vera 
Cruz, marched to Cerro Gordo, fought the enem 
there, and, with a skill and military science whic 
has probably never heen excelled by living man, 
he conquered. The defeat at Cerro Gordo was a 
total rout. There was nota remnant of the enemy 
left to make a stand against ourarmy. They were 
dispersed ,jdriven in every direction in despondency, 
overcome with the overwhelming defeat ahd dis- 
aster which had attended their footsteps. Mexico 
was at that moment a ready prey for our army, if 
General Scott had been permitted to advance. 
What was his condition? There was Mexico at 
that moment without an army+—without means of 
making any, even a respectable opposition to our 
advance into the city of Mexico; and yet General 
Scott was unable to move more than fifteen miles 
from the field of battle. Troops and means of 
transportation had been promised him, but he had 
not vot them. The term of the twelve months 
volunteers was about to expire; and if the Admin- 
istration had used ordinary diligence, he could have 
taken the city of Mexico before its expiration. | 
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But the delay in supplying him with the means to 
advance compelled him to stay there, to recuperate 
and recruit his troops; the time of the twelve months’ 
volunteers approached its close, and they were sent 
home; and he was still compelled to linger there 
until reinforcements could come up, which he ex- 
pected to arrive. Jf General Scott could have 
advanced after the battle of Cerro Gordo, he could 
have arrived in the city of Mexico without a single 
battle. 

Well, General Scott moved on in time from Ja- 
Japa, and he entered the valley of Mexico. He 
met the enemy at Contreras and Churubusco, and 
fought and gloriously triumphed there. He there 
nearly accomplished the object in view. But it 
must be known that all this time—from the day he 
left Jalapa to his arrival in the city of Mexico— 
General Scott was continually interfered with; he 
was not only cramped for want of proper means 
for efficient operations, but he was continually in- 
terfered with by the President and his agents. Mr. 
Polk seemed to have no other idea than that, after 
every battle-there was to be peace; and he sent out 
Mr. Trist to carry out his views, and opinions, 
and feelings, in reference to it. If General Scott 
had been alone—if he had not been hampered, and 
tied, and bound down by Mr. Trist, after the bat- 
tles of Churubusco and Contreras, General Scott 
would have carried Mexico without the bloodshed 
which followed. He (Mr. H.) charged the Presi- 


dier from the gates of Vera Cruz to the gates of 
. Mexico. He was aécountable for the whole of it. 
The President talked about aid and comfort being 
given to the enemy; he talked about a vigorous 
prosecution of the war; but who. had done more to 


furnish aid and comfort to the enemy, and less to- 


wards a vigorous prosecution of the war, than Mr. 
Polk? The President’s absorbing idea, that we 
were to have peace after every battle, seemed to 
have prevented any provident arrangements for the 
vigorous prosecution of the war. He, by the de- 
lays for which he was accountable, had enabled 
the enemy to meet us in every field. Who, then, 
had given so much aid and comfort to the enemy 
as James K. Polk, the President of these United 
States? This was believed by those who believed 
this war to be necessary, as well as by those who 
were opposed to it. It was believed by those who 
took part in it, who participated in its victories, and 
poured out their life’s blood for the honor and glory 
of their country. He charged James K. Polk, for 
ordering an inefficient force to advance on the Rio 
Grande, with the blood that was shed at Palo Alto 
and Resaca de la Palma. He charged on James 
K. Polk the loss of so much life’s blood on the 
battle-field of Buena Vista, where General Taylor 
was left with a handful of men. All this he charged 
on James K. Polk, the President of the United 
States. He charged that James K. Polk, by his 
dilly-dallying course, had given time to the enemy 
to meet us on every battle-field from Vera Cruz to 
Mexico; and he called for all the despatches and 
correspondence, that it might be published to the 
_ world as the only authentic record and history of 
the war. When these documents shall be in the 
hands of men, they would not fail to see that-this 
war had been protracted by the conduct of the Ex- 
ecutive, and.that all the victories that we had achiev- 


ed had been attributable to the skill of our generals 


and the indomitable valor of our soldiers. 

Before he took his seat, he wished to makea 
remark respecting an allusion made by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, [Mr. THompson.] Not 
less than half a dozen times during his remarks, 
that gentleman had charged on the Whig party 
that they believed this to be an unjust war. Noth- 
Ing was more common than such an accusation 
from the other side of the House and from Demo- 
cratic newspapers throughout this country. They 
all charged that the Whig party proclaimed this 
to be an unjust war. Now, in some portions of 
the W hig pårty that opinion was entertained; but 
he (Mr. H.) spoke for himself; he could speak 
for the Whig party who were ọpposed to the war 
where he lived; he could speak, too, for the Whigs 
of the South on that, subject; and for himself and 
for them, he denied that they had ever character- 
ized it as an unjust war. He had said that it was 
unnecessarily and unconstitutionally begun, and 
so he now said. A war might be unjustly begun, 
and yet justly fought. A war might be unneces- 
sarily begun, and yet necessarily prosecuted. It 


dent of the United States with the loss of ee 
single drup of blood shed by every American sol- 


might be unconstitutionally begun, and yet consti- 
tutionally continued. All he had heard said by 
the Whig party was, that it was-unnecessarily and 
unconstitutionally begun by the President, and yet 
it was necessarily and constitutionally prosecuted. 
He made a distinction jn this way. He held that 
Congress was the war-making power. The Pres- 
ident has no power to make war without consult- 
ing Congress. Well, then, this war was uncon- 
stitutionall y commenced, because the President had 
not the constitutional power to make war. The 
march of our army on the Rio Grande was an act 
of war, because it was an invasion of territory 
about which we had proposed to treat. When 
Congress again came together, they found the 
country in war. There was no time then to spend 
in useless discussion. In the emergency in which 
they were placed, they found it necessary to vote 
supplies of both men and money, and hence the 
war which was unconstituuionally begun was con- 
stitutionally conducted. 

He could readily imagine how a war might be 
unjustly commenced, and yet justly prosecuted. 
For instance, he might use insulting language to 
the gentleman from Mississippi. He might en- 
deavor to bully that gentleman and alarm him by 
threats. The gentleman from Mississippi might 
reply in a similar spirit, and might insult him (Mr. 
H.) in return, and ultimately strike him. He 
(Mr. H.) would grant that he had done wrong in 
threatening, bullying, and attempting to intimidate 
the gentleman from Mississippi; but he had been 
struck, and consequently he had to defend himself, 


and whatever fighting he did after that, he consid- 


ered was done in self-defence, and fully justified. 
[Laughter.] Thus it would be seen he made a 
distinction. This may not be a just war as far as 
the President was concerned, for he had assumed 


| to act for the representatives of the people, and 


without consulting them, and thus had involved 
us in a war with Mexico. He made a wide dis- 
tinction between the action of the President and of 
the people.’ The President had done wrong in 
getting us into this difficulty, but, being in, we 
must make the best of it. The President had got 
us into a difficulty, and now what they had to do 
was to get out of it in the best way they could. 
Mr. McLANE next obtained the floor, and pro- 
ceeded to reply to the remarks of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Cirveman.] The gen- 
tleman’ from North Carolina, in what he (Mr. 
McL.) viewed as a partisan speech, had com- 
plained that the production of a part of his corre- 
spondence had placed General Scott unfavorably 
before the country, and had called for the whole 
as an act of justice to General Scott. Now, how 
could the gentleman from North Carolina know 
that there was any other part of that correspond- 
ence, and that it would serve to defend the reputa- 
tion of General Scott? He differed entirely from 
the conclusions of the gentleman from North Car- 
olina. He believed the correspondence of General 
Scott would show him in a less favorable aspect 
than he deserved: it certainly would not elevate 
him before the country. He then proceeded, by 
a reference to documents, to reply to the attack 
which the gentleman from North Carolina had 
made on the Executive management of the war. 
The gentleman had impeached the wisdom of 
the Administration. He had told them that the 
Administration had committed a series of blunders 
from the commencement of the war in 1846 to the 
present time, and that it had exposed the army to 
disasters, and its generals to reproach and censure. 
Against these accusations he proposed to vindicate 
the Administration, and-he should not be found 
covering up the skill and courage of General Tay- 
lor, for the purpose of-bringing General Scott for- 
ward for the campaign. When this campaign was 
first suggested here, it was a column of attack 
from the head waters of the Missouri to the Pacific; 
from Texas to Chihuahua, and up the valley of 
the Rio Grande to Monterey. Then the invasion 
of the city of Mexico was not looked to. The 
campaign then looked to the occupation of the 
northern provinces of Mexico, and it had been 
eminently successful. But then a new era occur- 
red. The occupation of the northern provinces 
was not thought to be enough. It was thought 
necessary to occupy the whole Gulf coast, and it 
was thought possible to go to the city of Mexico. 
Of the details of these movements the gentleman 
from North Carolina had sought to place the re- 
sponsibility on the Administration. Fo shift that 
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responsibility upon General Taylor and General 
Scott, showing that they concurred in and advised 
all the details of the campaign, he read extracts 
from several-despatches. From these documents 
he proceeded to show what number of men Gen- 
eral Taylor deemed necessary for the operations 
in the valley of the Rio Grande and the Gulf coast, 
and stated that the Government called out the num- 
ber of troops that were required by its general, on 
whose advice and recommendation it acted. The 
President sent a message to Congress urging the 
necessary action to furnish the force required; and 
where then was the responsibility? -He said, he 
argued this question of concurrence, not to place 
either general in the wrong, for he thought them 
both right, but to refute the unfounded attack which 
had been made on the President. He then pro- 
ceeded to examine the responsibility of those who 
acted with a party majority, and to show that the 
course pursued by the friends of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. HasxeLL] had the effect, 
whatever the design might have been, to afford aid 
and comfort to the enemy. i 

He next proceeded with his documentary quota- 
tions to show the .agency of General Scott in the 
movement on Vera Cruz and Mexico. It was, 
General Scott who took General Taylor’s forces. 
He read General Scott’s letter to General Taylor,- 
written two days after he received his order from 
the War Department, in which he told General 
Taylor that he must leave him on the defensive; 
and, also, the order to General Scott, directing him 
to repair to Mexico, and investing him with ful} - 
powers. 

Mr. McL. said, he was showing to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina the responsibility of 
General Scott. Generał Scott had not waited till 
he got to Mexico to judge whether it would be 
necessary to take General Taylor’s troops from 
him for Vera Cruz; he had got only as far as New 
York when he had already resolved to reduce 
Taylor to the defensive, and he did it. He admit- 
ted that General Scott had captured Vera Cruz 
most successfully, most beautifully. Mr. McL. 
was not denying his merit, nor seeking to lessen 
his well-earned fame; he was only arguing tore- 
fute his reproach against the President. And, after 
all, General Taylor had himself selected the num- 
ber of troops to be detailed to aid General Scott, 
reserving enough to defend the valley of the Rio 
Bravo. He had of choice advanced beyond Mon- 
terey, after capturing that place, and had gone 
with his troops into the grazing country, and in 
the very face of the enemy. 

When General Scott wrote his letter of Novem- 
ber 25, he knew what additional reinforcements 
had been asked for; be said in that letter that the 
President had asked for nine new regiments, and 
might probably soon ask for more. And then 
came that very significant paragraph: ‘“‘ We are not 
‘without the hope that Congress will add ten or 
‘twelve new regiments to the regular establish- 
‘ ment. ?”? 

Mr. MeL. charged neither Scott nor Taylor with 
any want of fidelity in the full discharge of-their 
official duties, however obnoxous to censure they 
might have rendered themselves by parts of their 
despatches to the War Department. The gentle- 
man from North Carolina was not pleased with this 
correspondence. It was quite unsatisfactory to 
him. And why? Because ‘‘it did not present 
General Scott in as favorable a light as he de- 
served.” In this Mr. McL. entirely agreed with 
the gentleman. He thought it did not present him 
in a very favorable light. But men who were the 
most brilliant in battle did not always shine as 
brightly in the use of the pen as the sword. 

After some remarks, not very well heard by the 
reporter, Mr. McL. went on to way that it was not 
General Pillow alone who stood in the way of 
General Scott. There was another general, and 
another soldier, not a general, who had rendered 
himself as glorious in council as in the field. Ft 
was Duncan, who, after the battle of Palo Alto, 
prayed, for the honor of West Point and the regu- 
lar army, that the enemy might be met on the mor- 
row. Duncan did not wish to cast any reproach on 
the gallantry of the volunteers, but asked that an 
opportunity might be given to the regulars alone 
to rout and destroy this Mexican army. General 
Taylor had given them no answer at the time, but 
had laid his hand upon Duncan, and ordered him 
to say to Major Bliss that they should fight the 
enemy to-morrow. The gentleman from North ` 
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Carolina would find nothing in all that was done 
at Cerro Gordo, or in any of the battles that fol- 
lowed, more beautiful or better worthy of contem- 

lation than the moral courage of Duncan, who 
had been reproachfully spoken of as ‘* Worth’s 

et.” It was Duncan’s battery which gave bril- 
iancy te the whole campaign on the Rio Grande; 
his was a corps which had never known defeat. 
Many of: those who were General Scott’s strongest 
admirers had considered it undignified and even 
” disgusting to call Duncan a pet; and it was the re- 
currence of such things on the part of that com- 
mander, which, appéaring in this correspondence, 
was calculated to present him unfavorably before 
the country. It was these weaknesses of temper, 
which must make General Scott weak as a Presi- 
dential candidate, in the minds of men of sense and 
reflection. There was so much in this correspond- 
ence akin to the famous letter that contained the 
“ plate of soup,” that it was calculated to present 
General Scott unfavorably, considered as a man, 
though not as a soldier. 

And now Mr. McL. referred to a despatch which 
` enabled him to say to the House that General 
Scott had been neither arrested nor disgraced. He 
then alluded to a despatch written after the famous 
soup letter, in-which he begged the President to 
give him command of the army, from which it ap- 
peared that the little sources of irritation which had 
so much vexed him were, nevertheless, not suffi- 
cient to prevent him from asking to go to Mexico 
and take General Taylor’s command. He wrote 
this on the 12th.of September. Whathad induced 
him to seek such a trust? The causes were ob- 
viqus. General Scott was a man of ability and a 
man of ambition, and he wished to go to the field 
to seek distinction there. This was all right. For 
this no man would pretend to censure him. He 
was aman of military experience, too, and mili- 
tary science, and he might think it due to his past 
services. This, too, was all right. But General 
Scott was a man of irritable temper, and this 
all must admit. Who, for example, now thought 
the Government to have been wrong in the famous 
soup case? No man, he believed, out of that 
House. In another letter, General Scott had antici- 
pated that he would take the city of Mexico, but as 
goon as he got there he supposed he should be sus- 
pended. Mr. McL. presumed that the gentleman 
from North Carolina would not contend that this 
was dignified or proper language. After that came 
another Fe which showed the same irrita- 
bility, producing a conflict with his bosom friend 
and oid companion in arms. On the ground of a 
mere anonymous letter, compiled at Pittsburg, of 
various fragments of other correspondence, he flew 
out against his former friend, and wrote that gen- 
eral order about the “ pet familiars;’’ thus attack- 
ing one of the most gallant men that ever entered 
- afield, as was his friend and compeer Duncan. But 
brave as General Worth might be, and Democrat 
as he was, Mr. McL. did not want him as a can- 
didate. 

A voice: “ His democracy will not hurt him.’’] 

Mr. CLINGMAN again obtained the floor, and 
observed that he had not risen to make a speech, 
nor did he purpose to detain the House over five 
minutes. He had attained the object for which 
he had moved the reconsideration, by bringing the 
attention of the House to the garbled condition of 
the despatches it was now proposed to print: 

Mr. INGE rose to order, contending that Mr. 
Ciineman, having spoken once, was not entitled 
to the floor. l 

The CHAIR said tbis was true, if any other 
gentleman wished to speak, and claimed the floor 
when he rose. ; 

Mr. INGE said he claimed it. 

The CHAIR replied that he should have done 
so in time, then. No one having claimed it when 
the gentleman from North Carolina rose, the floor 
had been assigned to him in pursuance of the uni- 
form practice of the House. 

Mr, CLINGMAN went on to say that the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] misunder- 
stood him. He had said that one very important 
document in the correspondence of General Scott 
with the department, in which he had laid down. 
his plan of the campaign, was wholly omitted in 
what had been transmitted to thé House. The 
gentleman said that General Scott had been willing 
to go to the attack of Vera Cruz with no more 
than 10,000 men. But Mr. C. had shown that 
though this was true, General Scott had had the 


promise that when he got there he should receive 
a reinforcement of. 10,000 more, which promise 
was not kept. As tọ the general order to which 
the gentleman had alluded, it had already been 


pe through the country, because it was be- . 
i 


eved that it might operate to injure General Scott; 
but he had justly complained that the Government 
had not given him the whole force which it had 
promised him. The gentleman had pronounced a 
long and labored eulogy on General Worth. Mr. 
C. fad no wish or intention to detract in the slight- 
est degree fiom the fame of that brave officer; but 
he thought there was nothing in the affair between 
them that detracted aught from the just reputation 
and standing of General Scott. In his second 
order, he declared that in the first he had alluded 
to ‘the author of the Leonidas letter;’’ and for 
this the Administration had taken the side of Gen- 
eral Worth, liberated him from arrest, and arrested 
General Scott, and were going to try him. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Jacos 
THompson] had said that the President had fur- 
nished all the correspondence for which they, had 
asked, except what was included in the proceed- 
ings of the court of inquiry. But for what had this 
court of inquiry been got up? If General Scott 
had not always been very prudent in his despatch- 
es—if he had not employed such exactly meas- 
ured language as he might have selected—if he 
had said something about “a pruriency of fame 
not earned’’—was this a sufficient reason for his 
arrest? Was the court created to try him for an 
offence against the rules of grammar? 

The gentleman had accused him of a purpose to 
injure General Taylor. Mr. C. utterly disclaimed 
it. It was true, he had made no argument in de- 
fence of General Taylor, because he had many 
and able friends on that floor, who had already 
poren in his behalf with an eloquence which Mr. 

. could never hope to emulate or equal; and the 
public had already passed upon the case, and given 
judgment in his favor. So far from seeking to 
derogate in the smallest degree from the well- 
earned fame of that glorious old soldier, he had 
felt his heart swell with exultation at the just 
plaudits his merits had received. There was no 
man whom he estimated higher as a military man 
or asa gentleman. But he did not mean to see 
General Scott treated in this way, and sit silent. 
Why was this court of inquiry ordered upon him? 
Worth had been found to be in the wrong, and 
Scott in the right; yet Worth was liberated. and 
Scott arrested.  - 

Mr. C. did not understand what the gentleman 
meant about Presidential candidates, and not want- 
ing Worth as one. The gentleman seemed to have 
the faculty of seeing candidates for the Presidency 
springing upevery where. He appeared also greatly 
to fear the Western Reserve. Now Mr. È liked 
the name. His own district in North Carolina 
was called the Western Réserve, and for his own 
part he liked the Whig voters in the Western Re- 
serve of Ohio, though there were some things in 
which he could never agree with his friend near 
him, [Mr. Root.] The gentleman from Mary- 
land need not give himself 80 much uneasiness on 
behalf of the Whig party and the Whig candidate. 
Anxious and fearful as the gentleman seemed to be 
lest the Whigs should not be able to agree among 
themselves, he-would find that the Whigs would 
manage to unite on a candidate. Much as they 
might differ on some points, they would all rally 
when it came to the point. Meanwhile, for one, 
he should much like to know how the gentleman 
from Maryland got along with his Pennsylvania 
friend and others who went for the Wilmot pro- 
viso ? 


Mr.McLANE. We expect to beat him. [Much 


laughter.] I mean to beat the Wilmot proviso. 


t 


[Increased merriment. ] 

Mr. CLINGMAN said he should think that the 
gentleman’s friend from Pennsylvania was rather 
hard to beat. He confessed that he liked to see 
the sturdy independence with which that gentle- 
man stood up against those who seemed disposed 
to browbeat him. He commended the spirit and 


determination with which he resisted party dicta- ‘ 


tion. 

Mr. McLANE said that he never had main- 
tained that Congress had the power to interfere 
with the subject of slavery; and, by way of com- 
promise, had proposed that the new territory to be 
acquired should be divided in that respect by a 
geographical line. l 


Mr. CLINGMAN said that that was his doc- 
trine; but the doctrine of General Cass was utterly 


at war with what had been the practice of the. 


Government for seventy years. Mr. C.’s position 
was fully sustained by the whole action of the 
Government during that time; and he thought that 
those who went into extremes on either side, M- 
sisting that acquired territory must all be free or 
all slave territory, were equally wrong. Mr. C. 
placed himself on the ground of the Constitution 
and on the uniform practice of the Government for 
sixty or seventy years; and he ventured to predict 
that his friend -from the Western Reserve (Mr. 
Root] and himself would be found perfectly united 
in the Presidential struggle that was at hand. How 
that union was to be effected he did not undertake 
now to tell; but the gentleman would find that they 
were united against him and his candidate. 

Mr. INGE inquired of the Chair whether this 
course of remark was in order? i 

Mr. CLINGMAN said he knew it was a sore 
subject, and he would not distress gentlemen by 
continuing it. : i 

Mr. INGE thereupon moved that the House do 
now adjourn; which motion prevailed. 

And thereupon the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following memorials and petitions were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred:- 


By Mr. JAMESON: The petition of William H. Russell, 
late marshal of the district of Missouri, for an act for his 
relief. , 

By Mr. WHITE: The memorial of H. Skinner, praying 
instruction for the plough equal at least to that which is pro- 
vided by the Government for improvement in the art of war, 
Also, the memorial of Janes S. Abeel, S. Lansing, Edward 
Ingersoll and others, praying for adequate compensation to 
military storekeepers. “ , 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: The petition of John J. Ram- 
sey and 76 others, praying the establishment of a mail route 
from Hopewell to Cotteeville, in the State of Mississippi. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The memorial of Charles Findlay, 
praying that a draft drawn by the Shawnee Indians in favor 
of the Superintendent of Indian affairs at St. Louis be paid. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The petition and other 


papers of George S. Chaflin, a sergeant in the last war with 


Great Britain, showing great hardship and consequent loss 
of health, and asking for compensation and relief. ; 

By Mr. PETTiT: Sundry petitions of citizens of Indiana, 
praying a further postponement of the sales and a reduction 
of the price of lands in the great Miami reserve in Indiana. 

By Mr. PRESTON : The petition of Valentine Miller, of 
Monroe county, Virginia, praying fora pension. Also, the 
petition of Andrew S. Warwick and others, citizens of Poca- 
hontas and Randoiph counties, praying for the establishment 
of certain post offices and post routes. f , 

By Mr. PILLSBURY : The memorial of Maurice K. Sim- 
ons, of the Commissariat department, Mexico, but who was 
engaged in several bate? and lost a leg in consequence ofa 
severe wound, praying for a pension. 

By Mr. BEALE: The petition of Charles C. Jell. Also, 
asked leave to withdraw from the files of the House the me- 
morial and accompanying papers of John Burke. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas: The memorial of John 
F. McCoy and others, on the part of the old settler party of 
Cherokee Indians, praying relief. 

By Mr. STUART, of Michigan : The remonstrance of cit- 
izens of the county of Calhoun, Michigan, against the re- 
newal of the patent of Jethro Wood for bis cast-iron plough 
for the benefit of his heirs. 

By Mr. GRINNELL: The ene of Job Chase and 421 
ae for a vere Noung or light-boat on Kill Pond bar, near 

onomoy, Cape Cod. te: 

By Mr. TWEEDY : The memorial of the Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of Wisconsin, praying that the mili- 
tary reservation on the east side of the Missiasipp! river, op- 
posite to Fort Snelling, may be raised, and the right of 
preémption granted to the former settlers thereon. 

By Mr.CHAPMAN: The memorial of Wm. and Richerd 
H. Reedin for indemnity for property destroyed in the war 
of 1812. ear 

By Mr. HALL, of New York: The remonstrance of Elisha 
M. Adams and 140 others, inhabitants of the county of Erie, 
New York, against the extension of the patent granted to 
Jethro Wood. Also, alike remonstrance of sundry inhab- 
itants of Black Rock, in the same county. Also, the me- 
morial of Samuel N. Callendar, Almon M. Clapp, and others, 
citizens of Buffalo, New York, praying for a speedy, termi- 
nation of the war with Mexico. Also, the petition of Jo- 
seph Freeman, James E. Case, and others, for the establish- 
ment of a new post route from Alden to Mill Grove, in the 
county of Erie, New York. Also, an affidavit of mma 
Sloan, of Black Rock, New York, in support of his c m 
to prize money for RA ates in taking the Caledonia an 
Detroit, in the war of 1812. Pes : 

By Mr. KING, of Massachusetts: The petition of Fitz 
W. Sayward and 90 others, of Gloucester, for a spe 
duty on imported fish, and that the rate may be the same as 
by the tariff of 1842. Also, the petition of Norman noy 
and 70 others, of Essex, for the annexation of the town 0 
Essex to the collection district of Gloucester. Also, the 
memorial of S. D. Robbins and others, a committee of the 
town of Chelsea, for the removal of the marine Hosp to 
the land owned by the Unitcd States near the naval oF 


ital. ; ; 
J By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The petition sed E 
E. Arnold and 505 otherg, citizens of Rochester, bea Ors, 
asking that the General Government will desist {from ute: 
sale and traffic in the public lands in its possession, an 


r 
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ame may be laid off into convenient farms and lots for 
te Tree use of such citizens (not possessed of otber land) 

i cupy then. 
ae Mie WENT WORTH: The petition of the citizens of 
Builbonia, Will county, tor a mail route from Joliet, via 
Jackson Creck, Reed’s Grove, Wilmington, Mount Langum, 
and Middleport, to Lafayette, Indiana. Also, the petition 
of Eliis Smalley, and a large number of other citizens of 
Chicago, in favor of land reform. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Jonathan Durham and 
others, citizens of township 22, range 28, in Barry county, 
Missouri, praying to be permitted to select other Jand in lieu 
of the 16th section of said township, which is valueless. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of William M. Daniels 
and 183 others, for a tri-Wweekly mail route from Potosi to 
Beetown, Wisconsin. Also, the petition of John Dougherty 
‘and 30 others, residents within the Green Bay land district, 
praying for the passage of an act dividing said land district. 
Also, the proceedings and resolutions of a meeting of the 
citizens of St. Croix gounty and vicinity, in Wisconsin » held 
at St. Paul, the 24th day of January, 1848, in relation to the 
northern boundary of the State of Wisconsin. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of W. E. Smith, E. N. 
Bangs, and others, citizens of the United States, representing 
that they are desirous of making a permanent location for 
themselves and families in the vicinity of each other, where 
they can enjoy a home with laws sufficient for the free de- 


velopment of mind and body: representing, that where the 


petitioners reside land monopolies have taken deep root 
and they as well as others of slender means, are compelled 
to become the humble and servile tenants of the landlord, 
or confined to tracts of land so small as to have escaped 
the observation, or so sterile as to have destroyed the cupid- 
ity, of the land leviathans ; and they believe it for the interest 
and independent character of their children to select a loca- 
tion in the unoccupied wilds of the United States, where the 
mind and body can be free to act, and their children grow 
up with the feelings of independence of American citizens 
and thus benefit the country by extending civilization an 

the arts, and bring the unoccupied lands of the country into 
the neighborhood of large settlements, and thereby make 
them more valuable. fn view of all this, they ask a grant 
of one hundred and sixty acres of land to the head of each 
family that shall join them, not exceeding one hundred fam- 
ilies, in forming a settlement, and who shall become bona 
fide scttlers on the land thus granted, and as much for each 


male child of each family as may seem reasonable, to be 


selected in a body by the settlers, in the unoccupied lands 
of the United States between the latitudes of 40° and 42° 
north, and longitude 15° and 17° west, from the city of 
Washington. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespar, March 21, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a commu- 
nication from W. C. Anderson, in relation to the 
causes of explosion in steam boilers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
~ [Mr. Anderson holds, that a clean boiler, sup- 
plied with water, never explodes. To this hypoth- 
esis, may be added the query, How clean the boiler, 
and how much the water? The reply is, ‘‘ reason- 
ably clean, and a reasonable supply of water.” 
This communication appears to be a statement of 
facts, and entitled to much consideration. ‘The 


“writer holds, that there are but two causes of 


dangerous explosion—one from a boiler not clean, 
containing mud or other foreign matter, and the 
other from no water at all. In either case, the 
metal most exposed to the fire acquires a red heat; 
but in the first case, the boiler may be well charged 
with water, though at the same time greatly charged 
with mud; and in either case, the fault may exist 
in but one boiler in a range of many. As steam- 
boat boilers always have flues, and those settled as 
low down in the boiler as possible, not to come in 
contact, metal to metal, the quantity of mud, by 
only moderate accumulation, soon rises on the sides, 
so as partially to imbed the flue. The flame and 
heat passing through the flue, soon softens the 
metal excluded from the water, and in that state it 

ields to the surrounding pressure, and collapses. 

n doing this, the seams of the flue open, and scald- 
ing water and steam rush through both ends. This 
is the explosion so often heard of from the col- 
lapsing of flues, and the consequent scalding of 
those fore and aft of the boiler. 

In the other cause of explosion, from absence 
of water, the consequences are the more extensiye- 
ly destructive, because the explosive agent is pro- 
portionably more powerful than any force of steam 
to be produced by the usual construction of steam 
furnaces with an engine at all in working motion. 
This agent is no less than hydrogen, aided by its 
companion, oxygen, in the shape of water. The 
explosion in this case never occurs but in a boiler 
heated enough to deconipose these elements, and 
by the aid of one to ignite the other, and it mostly 
happens from the first jets of water from the force- 
pump in renewing the motion of the engine after 
its suspension for some of the purposes occurring 
so frequently during a trip. It may happen, and 
has done so, though but seldom, without a sus- 
pension, but never without the ‘absence of water in 
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one or more of the boilers. The supply-pump 
may, indeed, fail, from the double cause of either 
a mechanical defect in its motion, or from no mo- 
tion at all.] f 


Mr. HALE presented a petition from D. Lamb 
and 23 others, citizens of the United States, asking 
that there may be no more traffic in the public 
lands, and that they be laid out in farms and Jots 
for the free use of such citizens as will occupy 
them; and that the jurisdiction of the public lands 
be transferred to States and Territories only on 
condition that such disposition shall be made of 
them; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Also, from John Needles and others, citizens of 
Baltimore, in favor of the abolishment of the slave 
trade in the District of Columbia. 

Also, eleven memorials from different portions 
of Pennsylvania, numerously signed, asking for 
such measures as will effect such change in the 
Constitution and laws of the United States as shall 
abolish slavery. 

Also, eight memorials pretty numerously signed 


| from the same State, asking for a peaceable disso- 
lution of the Union, on the ground that the Con- 
| 


stitution, in pledging itself tothe support of slavery, 
violates the Divine Jaw, makes war upon human 
rights, and is grossly inconsistent with republican 
principles. 

Also from sixty-four citizens of Pennsylvania 
and Delaware, for the abolition of slavery through- 
out the Union. - 

In the case of all these petitions, the motion to 
receive them was laid on the table. | 


Mr. UPHAM presented a petition from Sarah 
Tyler, of Vermont, widow of a revolutionary offi- 
cer, asking an increase of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BENTON presented a memorial from the 
Mayor and City Council of the city of St. Louis, 
in behalf of the inhabitants, asking an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the harbor at that 


place; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Mr. BENTON stated that this memorial con- 


| tained much important statistical information, val- 


uable to the whole country, and moved that it be 
printed; which motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BAGBY presented several memorials from 
the Legislature of the State of Alabama: one ask- 
ing the assent of Congress to an actof the State 
Legislature leasing the canal round the Muscle 
Shoals,in the Tennessee river; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, for a law dispensing with letters of admin- 


volunteered and fell victims to disease in the Mex- 
ican war, upon the ground that the bounty of Gov- 
ernment would be swallowed up in the costs of 
administration; which*was referred to the Com- 


istration in the case of citizens of that State, who 


Also, asking to be allowed to select other lands 
in casés where the 16th section proves valueless; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


Also, responses of the Legislature of Alabama 
to the resolutions of the States of Vermont and 
Rhede Island, in relation to slavery, the tariff, and 


mittee on Military Affairs. 

| ° 

| the Mexican war; which were laid on the table, 
I 
| 


and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. DIX presented a memorial from John P. 
Howard, offering to run a line of first class ocean 
steam-ships between New York and Marseilles for 
the same compensation and under the same re- 
strictions as are contained in the contracts with the 
Southampton and Bremen and New York and 
Liverpool lines; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented a petition from 
James Cochran and several citizens of the State 
of Maine, in favor of a daily mail route between 
Augusta and Bangor, through South China; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. B. called the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
to the sunject, and said, while the revenue derived 
from the State from letters was very large, that 
the facilities did not correspond with those offered 

| in other instances. He concluded with expressin 
a fear that former petitions on this subject ha 
been overlooked by the committee, 


March 21, 


Mr. LEWIS presented memorials from the Le- 
gislature of Alabama, asking for a donation of 
public land to make a railway between the south- 
ern partof that State and the interior of the West. 

Also, for purposes of education. 

Also, for interest on advances made by the State 
during Creek hostilities. ° 

Also for an extension of the right of preémption 
to certain settlers on the public lands in that State. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BALDWIN; from the Committee of Claims, 
reported House bill for the relief of the heirs of 
Matthew Stewart, without amendment. 

Also, House bill for the relief of John Ander- 
son, without amendment. 

Also, House bill -for the relief of Wilttam Cul- 
ver, without amendment; each bid accompanied 
by a report. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. YULEE, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs ve direct- 
ed to inquire into the propriety of providing for a retired list 
in the navy. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, i 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Senate he directed 
to inquire into the execution of the Senate order of January 
13, directing the report of Dr. Wislinzenous to be printed, 
and report the progress, if any, made in the execution of 
said order. i 


Mr. HANNEGAN submitted the following: - 

Resolved, That there be printed 1,500 extra copies of the 
communication of the State Department in answer to a call 
fer the correspondence of Mr. Wise on the subject of the 
slave trade. 

Mr. NILES hoped some reason would be shown 
why this resolution for an increase of printing was 
introduced. He thought it time we should know 
what we were doing. One hundred thousand dol- 
lars had been expended in printing in the House, 
and probably nearly as much here. Never had he 
known, he was on the eve of saying, such a reck- 
less course as seemed to be pursued during the 
present session in relation to public printing. If 
not specially called for, he hoped the resolution 
would not pass. 

Mr. HANNEGAN could assure the Senator 
from Connecticut, that when .he came to know 
what the resolution contemplated, he would not 
deem it reckless. It was for the correspondence 
of Mr. Wise on the subject of the slave trade—a 
matter that was just now an important, nay, he 
might add, a vital question. It was before. the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. NILES. Isit voluminous? 

Mr. CAMERON ‘said, it was not before the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HUNTER said, he believed it was not a 
voluminous document, although he had not read 
it. He said, it was an interesting document, and ` 
that an extra number of copies would be required. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. ATHERTON moved to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill to supply deficiencies— 
stating that it was very important that it should 
be acted on without further delay; that there were 
drafts liable to protest, and, indeed, he believed 
one for $10,000 had already been protested. 

. The motion having been agreed to, the bill was 
taken up; when— i 

Mr. ATCHISON withdrew an amendment which 
he had sent to the Chair for the pay of seven addi- 
tional clerks in the Indian Department. : 

Mr. WESTCOTT also withdrew his motion to 
amend; and 

The bill was reported to the Senate with the 
amendments. 

The amendments were then concurred in. 


Mr. BADGER moved to amend the diplomatic 
paragraph, by striking out the words “ Papal 
States.” Should that motion prevail, he would 
afterwards move to diminish the appropriation. 

A debate ensued, in which Messrs. WEBSTER, 
ATHERTON, DAYTON, FOOTE, BUTLER, 
HANNEGAN, CASS, DIX, BADGER, MAN- 
GUM, CALHOUN, and JOHNSON of Louisi- 
ana, took part;* when the yeas and nays being 
ordered, at the call of Mr. Hanneean, the question 
was taken, and decided as follows; 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Berrien, Butler, Hale, 
Hannegan, and Rusk—7. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Bell, 


* A report of this Debate is necessarily deferred, but will 
be found in the Appendix, 
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Bradbury, Breese, Calhoun, Cass, Clarke, Clayton, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dickinson, 
Dix, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Foote, Greene, Hunter, John- 
son of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mangum, 
Mason, Miller, Moor, Niles, Phelps, Turney, Underwood, 
Upham, Westcott, and Yulee—36. 

Mr. HANNEGAN then moved to amend the 
bill by striking out ‘‘ chargé,” and inserting the 
words ‘ For the salary of a minister resident to the 
Papal States.’’ 

The question having been taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Hanngaan, it was decided in the neg- 
ative as follows: ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Ragby, Breese, 
Cass, Clayton, Dickinson, Dix, Douglas, Downs, Felch, 
Foote, Hannegan, Johnson of Louisiana, Juhnson of Georgia, 
Lewis, Mangum, and Moor—1]9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Berrien, Bradbury, Butler, 
Calhoun, Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of M ississip- 
i, Dayton, Greene, Hale, Hunter, Mason, Miller, Niles 

helps, Rusk, Turney, Underwood, Upham, Wescott, and 
Yulee—23. 

Mr. WESTCOTT moved to strike out the pro- 
viso in relation to the keepers of the public archives 
in Florida; which was agreed to. 

The amendments made to the bill were then sev- 
erally concurred in, and the amendments ordered 
to be engrossed, and the bill, by unanimous con- 
sent, was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, asked permission 
to make a report, which, though late as was the 
hour, was received through the courtesy of the 
Vice President. The report was from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, in the case of Ben- 
edict Madeore, Vicar General of the Catholics of 
Florida, and pastor of the Catholic Church of St. 
Augustine, in Florida. The report sets forth the 
facts in a clear and lucid manner, and concludes 
with a resolution for the printing of all the papers, 
which, after being verified, are to be sent to the 
Solicitor of the j 
investigate said case; to procure all papers relating 
thereto in the public departments, and all other 
testimony that he can obtain relating to the title of 
the United States to the property claimed; to make 
a report on the merits of the case, and communi- 
cate the same as early as practicable during the 
session. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, and Mr. DAVIS, 
of Mississippi, made a few observations; but as 
the Senate was on the point of adjourning after a 
long sitting, and there was great noise and confu- 
sion in the galleries, it was impossible to under- 
stand their import. 

The report was agreed to; and, 

"On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the bill autho- 
rizing a loan of sixteen millions was taken up, and 
informally passed over; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, March 22, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. HALL, of Missouri, on leave, presented a 
memorial of Sullivan and other counties adjacent 
thereto, in the State of Missouri, praying for the 
establishment of a new land district in the northern 
part of said State. Referred to the select committee 
upon that subject, appointed on the 17th instant. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, on leave, presented the 
memorial of John Jay, and also the memorial of 
William C. Bryant and others, all of the city of 
New York, praying for the passage of an inter- 
national copyright law. Referred to a select com- 
mittee. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, on leave, presented 
several* memorials, &c., from the Legislature of 
Alabama, on various subjects; which were appro- 
priately referred. 

Mr. CLARK, of Kentucky, on leave, presented 
a preamble and resolution relative to Mr. Asa 
Whitney’s plan of a railroad from Lake Michigan 
to the Pacific Ocean; also, a resolution concerning 
the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TOMPKINS, on leave, presented resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of the State of Mississippi, 
for the poser of a law authorizing the appropri- 
ation of the two per cent. fund to the construction 
of a railroad from Jackson, in said State, east- 
wardly, Referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. PALFREY asked leave to present a me- 
morial, numerqualy signed: by pastors and laymen 
of the Unitarian socieues of New Engiand, asking 


reasury, who is to examine and. 
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Congress to bring to a close the war with Mex- 
ico. 

it was objected to, and the memorial was not 
received. 


Mr. CUMMINS asked leave to offer the follow- 
ing resolutions, which were read? 


Resolved, That it becomes the people of the United States 
to rejoice that the sentiment of self-government is commend- 
ing itself testhe favorable consideration and adoption of the 
intelligent and thinking men ofall intelligent nations. 

Resoluad, That the only legitimate source yi pee power 
is the of the peuple, and the only righttul end of its ex- 
ercise their good. 

Resolved, 'l'hat we zincerely hope that down-trodden hu- 
manity may succeed in breaking down all forms of tyranuy 
and oppression, and in the establishment of free and national 
governments for the good of the governed, and not for the 
uggrandizement of those who govern. 

Resolved, That we tender our warmest sympathies to the 
people of France and Italy in their present struggle for re- 
form, and sincerely hope they may succeed in establishin 
free and constitutional governments, emanating from an 
based upon the will of the governed, suited to their wants 
mi condition, and such as will secure to them liberty and 
safety. 

Resolved, That we tender our sympathy and hopes of suc- 


cess to every people who are seeking to establish for theim- 


scives free and national governments, and that whatever of 
blood and treasure may be shed or spent in a struggle of the 
oppressed against the oppressor, is to be charged to the un- 
just resistance of the oppressor, who strives to hold and ex- 
ercise the rights of the people, usurped against their will, and 
exercised for the benefit of the few and the oppression of the 
many, and not to the people, who seck only to regain and 
exercise their natural rights in such manner as wiil best se- 
cure and promote their own happiness and safety. 

The reception of the resolutions being objected 


to, they were not received. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. ` 

By Mr. HILLIARD: A bill to change the place 
of holding the district court of the United States 
for the middie district of Alabama. Referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EVANS, of Maryland: A bill to au- 
thorize the trustees of Newark College, in the State 
of Delaware, to import certain philosophical appa- 
ratus free of duty. Referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


The bill further to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for tue fiscal year ending June 30, 
1848, which was returned from the Senate with 
amendments, was taken up, and referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. BRODHEAD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution directing the Clerk of the 
Hois to transmit to the Governor of each State 
and Territory, and to the clerk of each county in 
the United States, certain public documents, was 
passed on Monday last. 

The motion to reconsider was entered on the 
Journal, and informally laid over. 


CORRESPONDENCE OF GENERAL SCOTT. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the unfinished busi- 
ness. Agreed to. 

The SPEAKER stated the unfinished business 
to be the motion of Mr. Ciineman to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was passed, on 
Monday last, instructing the Committee on Print- 
ing to inquire into the expediency of printing an 
extra number of the correspondence between the 
Secretary of War and Generals Scott and Tay- 
lor, &c. 

Mr. INGE, who was entitled to ¢he floor, ad- 
dressed the committee during the hour. After ex- 
pressing his gratitude to the House for its kind- 
ness in adjourning yesterday, though at an hour 
somewhat earlier than usual, at his request, he 
said, he must be permitted, here, in the outset, to 
deprecate that spirit of party which to so great an 
extent prevailed in the deliberations and discus- 
sions of that body. Since the assembling of the 
present Congress, they had had an iteration and 


réiteration of party charges—made, he was under- | 


stood to admit,.to a greater or less extent, on his 
own as well as on the opposite side of the House. 
It would seem, to an impartial observer, as if the 
interest of the country was wholly forgotten, and 
that patriotism slumbered. On the opposite side 
of the House, especially, gentlemen seemed to be 
strangers to the influence of patriotic feeling. The 
minds of the Opposition aspired, apparently, after 
nothing but mere party issues. 

At the opening of Congress, the Executive rec- 
ommended to the House important legislation— 
legislation necessary for the support of our armies 
engaged in a foreign war—legislation required in 
order to carry out the policy of Government in re- 
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ard to our struggle.with Mexico. But how was 
it met? How had it been received? It had been 
met, not by legislation, not in the spirit which 
should animate the bosom of every man through- 
out the country in times like these—a spirit that 
looks only to the ‘public good. It had been re- 
sponded to only by the acrimonious spirit of party. 
Gentlemen seemed wholly oblivious of the public 
ae and the national honor, and to seek nothing 

ut how they might disparage the Administration, 
how they might assail the Democratic party, and 
how best to advance the low and selfish ends of 
party. They cherished a devotion to party feel- 
ing and party ends alone. But in a time-of war, 
like the present, when the whole American people 
ought to be united as one man, Mr. I. felt himself 
incapable of looking merely to party issues, or to 
direct his efforts solely to party purposes.. - 

He did not object to the existence of parties 
in a State, provided they were restrained within le- 
gitimate bounds. Parties had existed in all free 
States, and they must ever continue to exist where 
man was permitted to think for himself and give 
utterance to his thoughts. So long as Greece had 
been free, parties had always existed, and party 
discussions were corffmon among the people ; nor 
did they end till the flag of Alexander waved in ` 
triumph over the temples of Pericles. Just so it 
had been at Rome; parties prevailed throughout 
the Republic, and they continued to prevail till the - 
diadem of the Cesars had supplanted the tribuni- 
tian power. Nor did Mr. I. desire to see parties 
abolished in this country. On the contrary, hè 
desired to see the people divided on great and lead- 
ing points of public policy. He liked to see party 
discussion left free, so long as all merely sectional 
and subordinate issues were kept under, and the 
nation was divided only on great and weighty 

uestions. While to this extent he had no objec- 
tion to see party prevailing among us, he could not 
but deprecate that excess of party spirit which he 
lamented to see prevailing to so great a degree on 
the opposite side of that Fall. 

Mr. I. had been not a little surprised at the 
course pursued by gentlemen in the opposition 
yesterday in relation to this correspondence of 
General Scott and General Taylor. It was a fact 
that the whole of that correspondence had been 
published with the message of the Executive 
which accompanied it. And yet it had yesterday 
been openly said here that the correspondence had 
been ‘‘shamefully garbled.” The fact was not so. 
The whole was in possession of the House. But 
when it was brought to light it did not suit the pur- 
pose of the member who had made the call for it; 
and he found his charge against the Executive not 
sustained by it, as he had expected. Therefore, the 
tenor and tone of his remarks had been changed, 
and he had gone into a general assault on the Ad- 
ministration for its imbecility in planning the war 
with Mexico. The gentleman gave the very high- 
est commendation to the bravery and conduct of 
the generals in command, but contended that the 
campaign had been badly planned. Where but 
within these walls was such an opinion entertained 
or expressed? Badly planned! Let gentlemen 
look at the map of Mexico, and give a fair and 
candid decision. One campaign had been planned 
for the conquest of California, and had it failed ? 
No; our flag had been borne in triumph across 
the entire province, and now floated in triumph 
over the bay of San Francisco. Badly planned! 
The great object of the war had been the capture 
of the city of Mexico, under the impression that 
that event must bring peace as its necessary and 
natural consequence. Would gentlemen say there 
had been any fault in planning the campaign 
against the Mexican capital? 

We were told before the war commenced that it 
was the prevalent opinion in Europe that the castle 
of San Juan de Ulua was impregnable: but the gates 
of that celebrated fortress had opened at the sum- 
mons of our cannon, and the Gibraltar of the West- 
ern World:had yielded to the irresistible prestige of 
ourarms. The whole campaign had been conducted 
with a brilliancy which challenged the admiration 
of the world. Having secured the possession of 
Vera Cruz and its formidable castle, our army had 
made its way to the pass of Cerro Gordo, and its 
column had starcely been shaken as it passed. 
After an uninterrupted series of the most memo- 
rable victories, our forces had cut their way te the 
gates of Mexico, and the city was taken by storm, 
and the war thus brought to an end. Now, where 
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had been the fault of a campaign like this? In 
what did the wisdom of any plan, military or civil, 
‘consist? In the adaptation of means to a desired 
end. And this wisdom had marked the course of 
the Administration. They were fully aware of the 
character of the foe with whém we had to con- 
tend, and therefore they had not brought into the 
field armies such as it would have been necessary 
to call out if we had a war with one of the Eu- 
ropean Powers. They had brought enough forces 
to carry every point desired without any disaster. 
Yet the Administration were denounced as imbe- 
cile. 
refutation. 

Gentlemen charged on the department and the 
President the withdrawal of General Taylor’s 
forces with a view to expose him to defeat and 
disgrace. This charge was equally without foun- 
dation. Gentlemen ought not to forget that it had 
once been thought best to assail Vera Cruz by the 
way of San Luis Potosi; but when that plan was 
abandoned for the route by sea, General Taylor 
was left in possession of a sufficient force to main- 
tain his position. But they had been told again, 
that if General Taylor had gone to the Rio Grande 
with a greater force, the cons€quences would have 
been very different. But he had gone there with 
' a force sufficient to repel any opposing force that 

Mexico could bring against them, and the result. 
had proved that it was fully adequate to the object 
in view. 

The letter of General Jesup, which was read to 
the House yesterday, was conclusive to show that 
he had abundance of transportation—that he had 
everything he desired in that march to Matamoros; 
and if there was any fault, that fault fell upon 
General Taylor. It was upon his head that those 
censures fell which they had heard uttered here 

esterday. They were directed to the President, 
but they fell upon General Taylor, for he was 
authorized to call upon the Governors of the ad- 
jacent States for sufficient forces to carry out his 
objects—to drive off any forces which impeded his 
progress. It was a charge directed against Gen- 
eral Taylor, although ostensibly directed against 
Mr. Polk; and it came from a man who was inim- 
ical to General Taylor, who sought to break him 
down, whose object was to promote another dis- 
tinguished military chieftain upon the ruins of 
_ General Taylor. That was the object, and the 
only object, of the attack made yesterday; the posi- 
tion of Mr. Polk repelled the assault from him and 
drew it upon General Taylor. l 

Well, he was'willing to submit to the people of 
this country the determination of the question 
raised in this discussion. He was willing that the 
people should settle the groundless charges made 
yesterday upon the Executive. It was unnecessary 
for him to Say any more in their refutation. The 
course of the Whig party upon the question of the 
Mexican war would have been a matter of surprise 
if they were not compelled to attribute it to the 
necessity of their situation. It was well known, 
that when the question of Texas annexation was 
first presented to the country by the Tyler treaty, 
it was not a party question. It was proclaimed 
everywhere to be a great American question—a 

uestion which overrode all party considerations. 
Bat that treaty was rejected by the American Sen- 
ate. When that rejection occurred, the people of 
the United States took the question into their own 
hands. ‘There was a general response of disap- 

robation at the rejection of the treaty. The popu- 
far voice demanded the annexation of Texas. 
Well, it was not supposed that the annexation of 
Texas would form an issue in the contest of 1844. 
But Mr. Clay, in his Raleigh letter, came out 
against annexation, and took the ground, that the 
annexation of Texas would be the annexation of 
a war with Mexico; that Mexico had claims upon 
Texas. Now, the claims of Mexico upon Texas 
had been forgotten by that Government. They 
were revived by Mr. Clay in his Raleigh letter, 
and in that way the annexation of Texas became 
a party question in the contest of 1844. That 
measure was announced by the Baltimore Conven- 
tion in 1844, as a part of the Democratic creed, 
and exercised, he ventured to say, a more poten- 
tial influence in that canvass than any other ques- 
tion. The Whigs opposed it, and held, that to 
annex Texas would be to annex a war with 
Mexico. The Democrats held that Texas was a 
free and independent republic. He briefly referred 
to the leading facts in the history of the Texas 


The charge was too frivolous to demand 
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revolution, to show that it was complete and suc- 
cessful, and mentioned the fact of the independence 
of Texas having been recognized by our own Gov- 
ernment, as well as by the leading governments of 
Europe. Being independent, she had a right to 
admission into this Union; and the people, sustain- 
ing the Democratic party, decided that she should 
be annexed. Congress passed resolutions, accord- 
ingly, for the annexation, notwithstemding the 
claim which Mexico saw fit to renew, although 
(he said) her offer, during the very sessiorm®f Con- 
gress in which these resolutions were passed, to 
recognize the independence of Texas on the condi- 
tion that she would not annex herself to the United 
States, was, in fact, a surrender of her claims, and 
a complete recognition of her independence. The 
American people decided rightly, upon all the facts 
being presented to them, after the most elaborate 
discussion on both sides, in favor of the annex- 
ation. 

He had remarked, that these stale claims of 
Mexico were revived by the Raleigh letter of Mr. 
Clay, and the course taken on that question by the. 
Whig party. He further declared, that the posi- 
tion taken by the Whig party on that question 
was tle germ of the Mexican war. If there had 
been unanimity on the part of the people of this 
country on the question of annexation; if it had 
not been made a party question, Mexico never 
would have revived the claims upon Texas which 
she had abandoned, and we should have. had a 
peaceful annexation of Texas; we might have re- 
covered, in a legitimate, lawful, and peaceful man- 
ner, that province which we threw from us by the 
treaty of 1819, and had restored to us a people 


' who were kindred to us in sympathy, who had the 
‘same views of popular government, and who were 
.worthy, in every point of view, of belonging to 


this Confederacy. . 

The foundation for this war having thus been 
laid by the course pursued by the Whig party of 
the country, upon the question of annexation, it 
was this party who should justly be held respon- 
sible for having involved the country in war. If 
there was anything wrong in the war, it rested 
upon them, for they produced the incipient causes 
of it. | 

Congress, then, having provided by the joint 
resolutions of March, 1845, for the admission of 
Texas into the American Confederacy, those reso- 
lutions were submitted for her acceptance; in her 
convention, she accepted the terms proposed, and 
the agreement having been ratified by the subse- 
quent Congress, she became fully incorporated 
into our Union. Upon the passage of these reso- 
lutions by Congress, it would be remembered the 
Mexican minister, then resident here, demanded 
his passports, and returned to his own country, 
prociaiming that the annexation of Texas was 
cause of war, in accordance with the position taken 
by the Whig party in the canvass of 1844. Their 
minister declared, that by the annexation, our Gov- 
ernment had placed themselves virtually at war 


with the Government of Mexico, and that Mexi- |. 


co would immediately assert her rights by force of 
arms; that Texas must be invaded, and the con- 
quering standard of Mexico must be planted on 
the banks of the Sabine. Mexico claimed the 
whole of ‘Texas; she never confined her pretences 
to any intermediate territory. 

What, then, was the duty of the Executive of the 
United States, after Texas had assented to our 
terms, and was virtually in the Union? An inva- 
sion was threatened; it was known that an army 
was collecting in Mexico for the invasion of Texas; 
that by annexation, she had excited the increased 
enmity of Mexico. Was it not the duty of the 
President, then, under these circumstances—was 
he not bound by his constitutional oath, to pro- 
tect that country from invasion? By the act of 
annexation, she had placed herself under our juris- 
diction. She had the right to demand protection 
of the Federal Government. An invasion thus 
being threatened, the President did send our army 
into Texas. He selected General Taylor to com- 
mand that army, and directed him to take up a 
position: in Texas to protect that country from in- 
vasion, instructing him at the same time to pursue 
a pacific course, to do nothing which would pro- 
voke hostilities between the two nations. In doing 
this, he did no more than he was bound to do—no 
more than it was his ae not only, but his abso- 
lute obligation, to do. Our army remained at Cor- 
pus Christi, until the Administration was advised 
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by the commanding general to order its advance to — 
the banks of the Rio Grande, under the impres- 
sion that a display of our military force would tend 
to prevent the collision between the two nations 
which was threatened. It was the impression of 
General Taylor that this advance of the -army 
would tend to peace—that it would tend to accom- 
plish the earnest desire of the President for the 
settlement of the existing difficulties between the 
two nations, especially to the recognition of the 
Rio Grande as a boundary, which was claimed by 
Texas when she came into this Confederacy. 

An argument had been made from analogy 
against the course of this Administration in direct- 
ing the march of the army to the Rio Grande. 
They had. been referred to the Oregon question, 
and: asked why the Executive did not order the 
army to march to the line of 54° 40’? Why, the 
men who made this charge forgot the history and 
circumstances of the Oregon question; they forgot 
that that territory was jointly occupied under treaty 


‘stipulations by the two Powers who claimed it. 


And they forgot further that we had no population 
there to protect. Now, the object in marching the 
army from Corpus Christi to the Rio Grande was 
to protect the people of Texas from invasion. This 
Oregon question, therefore, bore no analogy to the 
question of the annexation of Texas. They were 
wholly dissimilar in all their circumstances. Why, 
he would be inclined to think, if he did not know 
the contrary, that the gentlemen who made this 
argument were 54° 40’ men themselves—that the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. CABELL] was, who 
seemed to censure the course of the President for 
not marching the army up to the line of 54° 40’. 

They had been told yesterday that if General 
Taylor had been provided with a sufficient force 
the war would have been terminated upon the 
banks of the Rio Grande; and that the protraction 
of the war was attributable to the inadequacy in 
General ‘Taylor’s force and the force that marched 
to the column of General Scott. But he contended 
that we must look for the cause of the continuance 
of the war elsewhere—to causes which were obvi- 
ous, and which were. recognized by the country; 
to the course pursued by the partisans of the Whig 
party in reference to the war. The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. HasgeLL] had enlightened 
the House with his views of constitution law, and 
had made his exposition of the vote of the House 
given some time ago in reference.to the causes of 
the war. The gentleman might be a very good 
fighter: he had acquired some fame at Cerro Gordo; 
he had passed through that battle he (Mr. I.) be- 
lieved unscathed, but still there were some remark- 
able incidents connected with that battle which 
would give the gentleman fame before the coun- 
try. He (Mr. I.) believed it was said by a dis- 
tinguished officer who commanded at Cerro Gordo 
that the gentleman from Tennessee at least lost his 
hat upon that occasion ) 

The SPEAKER here interposed, and said he 
must call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. INGE (continuing) said he was going on to 
remark, that however good a fighter the gentleman 
might be, he had a great objection to—— 

Mr. HASKELL rose inquiringly, and said he 
ag hear the remark which the gentleman had 
made. 

Mr. INGE observed that the Speaker had pro- 
nounced it out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alaba- 
ma will proceed in order. 

Mr. INGE (Mr. H. still retaining his position 
upon the floor) said he had no objection to pro- 
ceeding in the remarks he had made, and in fur- 
ther remarks, if he was not called to order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must insist upon 
the observance of the rules of the House. 

Mr. INGE (resuming) said he was at liberty at 
least to comment upon the gentleman’s legal and 
constitutional opinions as delivered here yesterday. 
He then proceeded to read anextract or two from 
the report of Mr. Hasxe.u’s remarks of yesterday, 
contained in the Intelligencer of this morning: 


« He (Mr. H.) could speak-for the Whig party who were 
opposed to the war where he lived ; he could speak, too, for 
the Whigs of the South on that subject; and for himself and 
for them he denied that they had ever characterized it as an 
unjust war.’’ 


_ The gentleman (said Mr. I.) extended his decla- 
ration too far. He knew something of the opinion 
of the Whigs of the South, and he knew that they | 
did not concur with the gentleman in his own 


1848. 


notions, and he must ask leave to contradict him 


on this point. 

« He could readily imagine how a war might be unjustly 
commenced pand yet justly prusecuted. For instance: he 
miglit usc insulting Jauguage to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi. He might endeavor to bully that gentleman and alarm 
him by threats. The gentleman from Mississippi might 
reply ina similar spirit, and might insult him (Mr. R.) in 
return, and ultimately strike him. He (Mr. H.) would grant 
thathe had done wrong in threatening, bullying, and at- 
tempting to intimidate the gentleman from Mississippi; but 
he had been struck, and consequently he had to detend hiin- 
selt; and whatever fighting he did alter that, he considered 
' was done in self-defence, and fully justified.” 


Now, whence did the gentleman from Tennessee 
derive his notions of constitutional law? Did he 
take his position upon his own authority, or could 
he refer to precedent? Let him ask the gentleman 
in what school of law or of philosophy he had 
learned his lesson? Did he draw it from the great 
sources of the British law—from Coke and Black- 
stone? Did he draw it from the great code of the 
Roman law? Why, they inculcated no such doc- 
trines as this. It was not the common law of this 
country, and he (Mr. I.) would not believe it was 
the statute law of Tennessee. Surely thére was 
no statute in Tennessee which would authorize 
him to pursue such a course. The gentleman had 
said he might bully a man—he might dntimidate 
him by threats—and when that man struck him, 
he might defend himself, and then go on fighting 
ad libitum. l 

. Mr. HASKELL (Mr. I. yielding for explana- 
tion) said the gentleman from Alabama misappre- 
hended the position he had taken. The idea he 
had intended to convey by the illustration he had 
made use of was this: That the President of the 
United States, and not the people of the country, 
had committed the first assault; that the attempt 
at intimidation, the threat, the bullying, if they 
pleased, was done by the President of the United 
States; and that when Congress assembled, and the 
people through their Representatives first came to 
vote supplies of men and money to get ourselves 
out of the difficulty into which the President had 
plunged us, it was necessary and right. 

Mr. INGE (resuming) said the explanation was 
a mere repetition of what he had just read from the 
gentleman’s remarks of yesterday, and did not alter 
thecase. But what force was there in the example 
which the gentleman had brought forward: Had 
not the gentleman placed himself in the position of 
bullying, and not the gentleman from Mississippi? 
Now, this was a mohstrous doctrine of law, a mon- 
strous doctrine of morals, for a man to assert that 
a war was unconstitutional and yet just! Ifit was 
unconstitutional, of course it was wrong in its in- 
ception, and every step taken in its prosecution 
was wrong. It was equally absurd to say thata 
war which was unnecessary could be a just war— 
that an unnecessary war could, under any circum- 
stances, be a just war. An unnecessary war was 
a war waged withott right, without good cause; a 
war which was unjdstifiable. If it was unjustifi- 
able, then, and unnecessary, how could it be just? 
Why, that was a morality certainly which be- 
longed to the grog shop, and not to this Hall. It 
was the morality which belonged to the bully who 
fought on the streets, and not to the code of na- 
tions. 

He would next proceed to consider the course 
of the Whig party on the question of the war af- 
ter hostilities had begun. How did this war ques- 
tion become a party question? When the cannon’s 
roar from the banks of the Rio Grande broke on 
the Mexican ear, where was the anti-war party of 
this country? <A universal enthusiasm pervaded 
the whole American pope With perfect una- 
nimity the call of the President was responded to. 
Hundreds of thousands offered their services to 
go to the rescue. When Peter the Hermit raised 
the standard of the Cross, and invited soldiers to 
rescue the Holy Land from the possession of the 
infidel, there was not a more hearty response than 
when our President called upon his country to go 
to the rescue when the first sound of war.was 
heard on the Rio Grande. Where was the anti- 
war party in this Hall then? At that time the 
only objection heard here was the preamble of the 
war act, by which the declaration was made that 
the war existed by the act of Mexico. That was 
the only objection then taken; but an exanination 
would show that that act was passed for the pur- 
pose of making provision for the vigorous prosecu- 
tion of the war. Then fifty thousand men and 
ten millions of money were voted for that purpose. 
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No gentleman could justify his course at that time 
by saying that he voted supplies to rescue the 
army of General Taylor. lt was known that Gen- 
eral Taylor was safe. It was well known that 
General Taylor had instructions to call upon the 
adjacent States for reinforcements, and that the 
Mexican army would be vanquished before aid 
from this G@®ernment could arrive. It was there- 
fore well known to every man who voted for the 
war bill that the supplies were voted for the prose- 
cution of the war into the heart of Mexico. The 
language of the bill was, to prosecute the war toa 
speedy and successful termination, and, when that 
bill came before this House, there was no anti- 
war party in this country. And when did that 
anti-war party spring up? When it was discovered 
that the Administration was identified with the 
war. When the Whig partisans found out that 
the honor and glory of the war would redound to 
the honor of the Administration, then it was that 
the Whig party took ground against the war, and 
not before, for party purposes and party objects. 
Then they became willing to protract the war, to 
augment the sufferings of the army in Mexico, and 
to stain the national honor for the accomplishment 
of their party objects. That had been clearly 
evinced at each succeeding session of Congress. 
The President, in his annual message to Con- 
gress, had proclaimed that there were a few per- 
sons in this country—a few misled persons—who 
had denounced the war as unconstitutional and 
unjust, and as an aggression on a weak and unof- 
fending nation; and the course thus pursued by 
those few persons the President declared was cal- 
culated to afford aid and comfort to the enemy. 
They were but a few persons, who were influ- 
enced by a kind of mawkish sensibility respecting 
this war, and the censure of the President was 
directed to them. It seemed, however, that cer- 
tain prominent gentlemen on the other side of this 
House thought that condemnation was an attack 


on them, and a gentleman from Tennessee, in a, 


most abusive speech on this floor, denounced the 
Executive of this nation, That gentleman declared 
that the President of the United States had slan- 
dered the Whig party; and the same accusation 
had been repeated by the gentleman from Florida, 
[Mr. CaBELL,] who was not now in his seat. 
Now, he (Mr. I.) denied that the President had 
made such an allegation against the Whig party. 
It was only necessary to refer to the President’s 
message to show that the denunciation was but 
directed against a few persons who might well be 
termed misguided. Did the gentlemen who ap- 
propriated this declaration to themselves mean to 
be understood to say that the Whig party was a 
few persons? Was the Mexican war at that time 
a party question? It had been made so by the 
action of members of the Whig party on this floor, 
by both their action and their speeches, and they 
had since that been waging a two-fold war. For 
the purpose of operating on this Government, they 
had crippled its energies in the prosecution of the 
war. ‘hey had not done it openly and undis- 
guisedly, but it had most assuredly been done, and 
done in both branches of Congress, and the, only 
effect of such a procedure had been to encourage 
the enemy. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HASKELL] 
had volunteered his opinion that this war had been 
unnecessarily prolonged—that it had not been ade- 
quately enforced; but there were other gentlemen 
who had participated in that war and returned to 
their homes who held a contrary opinion. He 
read an extract from a document before him, to 
to show that Colonel Wynkoop did not concur 
with the gentleman from Tennessee in the opinion 
he had expressed, and said that officer had stated 
that the war had been protracted by the action of 
General Pierce, too, a gen- 
tleman of high respectability and unquestioned 
veracity, had made the same charge. So, then, it 
seemed that military men disagreed, and he had 
some authority for the position he had assumed. 

But what had been the action of the present 
House on this question? It was incumbent on this 
House when it met to carry out measures‘for the 
prosecution of this war and the accomplishment of 
the object which it had proposed—its successful 
termination. But what had beendone? Nothing. 
A loan was asked for; treasury notes were asked 
for, which the friends of the war were of opinion 
would have the tendency to relieve the country, 
give animation to its commerce, and increase its 
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prosperity. But instead of that, they had a loan 
bill passed by this House-which authorized the 
iasuing of a six per cent. stock. And what was 
the object of that measure? It was to contract the 
money market, to interrupt the business, and to 
derange the commercial operations of the country, 
and bring odium on the war. That was the ob- 
ject—that was the design. And what had been 
the course of the Whig party on another measure? 
Had they voted supplies for military operations? 
Had they furnished the means asked for by the 
President?: 

The House had consumed its time with the pas- 
sage of abstract resolutions. They had deliberately 
passed a resolution which falsified history, per- 
verted facts, and sullied the national records with 
a deliberate falsehood. That was the way in 
which the Whig party acted here during this ses- 
sion. : 
In reference to this war, the gentlemen opposite 
had made for themselves a hobby; butan anti-war 
hobby the American people had never sustained, 
hat were the principles of 
the Whig party divested of this hobby, and what 
principles would they have to carry out if they 
shoul aoeerard come into power? They had 
abandoned all the issues for which they had bere- 
tofore contended, and they had now nothing upon 


‘which to unite but this anti-war hobby. he 


bank was now an ‘‘obsolete idea.’ Nobody now 


proposed to repeal the tariff of 1846, and to restore 
that of 1842. Both of those issues had given place 
to opposition to the war, to which they were driven 
as a matter of sheer necessity. What, then, was 
their position, and what were their purposes? 
Here the Speaker’s hammer fell, announcing the 
expiration of the gentleman’s allotted time. 


Mr. VINTON rose and said, that, thinking it 
more important to proceed to the consideration of | 
the appropriation bills, he would move to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table, and if that mo- 
tion should prevail, he would move to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion having been agreed to, the motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 


SOLDIERS’ BOUNTY LAND WARRANTS. 

Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, on leave given, reported the fol- 
lowing joint resolution, which was read three 
times, passed, and sent to the Senate for concur- 
rence: 

Resolved, §c., 'I'hat in all cases of application for boun 
land warrants under the act approved February llth, 1847, 
the honorable discharge of the applicant showing that the 
same was predicated on a sargeon’s certificate of disability, 
shall be considered as satisfactory evidence to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions that the disability was incurred in the 
course of the service. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House’ re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, on the Indian appropriation 
bill, (Mr. Rocxwe xu, of Massachusetts, in the 
chair.) 

The question pending when the committee was 
last in session was on agreeing to the amendment 
of Mr. Vinton, viz: ‘‘For education for fifteen 
‘ years, stipulated in the second article of the su 
‘ plement to the treaty of 24th May, 1834, ($1,000 
‘having heretofore been appropriated,) 2,000.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was then continued down 
to the items under the head ‘‘ To the Florida In- 
dians.”? 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved to strike out the first 
item under the head of ‘* The Florida Indians.”’ 

Mr. G. eaid there were some facts to which he 
wished to call the attention of the committee, and 


-hence he made his motion to strike out this item. 


He designed to show that the treaty, under which 
the appropriation waa proposed to be made, had - 
never been observed. It was of the date of 1823, 
and he repeated that it had never been regarded - 
either by the Indians or by ourselves. In order 
to show the manner in which we ourselves have 
discarded it, he would call the attention of the 
House to the treaty itself. 

By the third article of the treaty, the United States 
Government stipulated to take the Seminole Indians 
under its care and protection, and defend them 
against all persons whatever; in return for which, 
the Indians had agreed to do certain things on their 
part. He had looked into this treaty and its fulfill- 
ment, and he now called the attention of the House 
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to the fact, that instead of protecting these poor 
Indians, wè had, on the contrary, sufiered them to 
be robbed and outraged with impunity. He would 
send an Executive document of the first session of 
the twenty-fourth Congress to the Clerk’s table, 
and ask that it might be read. [It was read accord- 
ingly.) The paper was dated April 2, 1846. ft 
stated that a certain tract of land had been secured 
to a certain Indian chief in 1823. That in conse- 
quence af suspicions which had been excited 
against him and his people, as contemplating mis- 
chief to the whites, he had voluntarily offered to 
be disarmed, and accordingly he and his people 
had surrendered their arms, and in this helpless 
condition had been robbed of all the negroes he 
held, and which were there called and considered 
so much property. A catalogue of their names 


and respective value was given, from which it 


appeared that their collective value amounted to 
fifteen thousand dollars. Some of them he had 
held for twenty years; others were very young. 
They were taken forcibly by a vagabond negro- 
stealer named Robinson, who had run off and 
never been apprehended. 

Mr.G. said he had made this motion only for 
the purpose of awaking the attention of the House 
to this cross outrage, which had never been atoned 
for. The facts of the case were certified by the 
United States district attorney for Florida and by 
the judge before whom the case had been brought. 
He wished the House and the country to know 
how these Indians, while under the pledged pro- 
tection of the United States, had been treated by a 
set of Florida slave-thieves. These people had 
spread an alarm through that part of the country, 
by persuading them that those Indians were plot- 
ting mischief against the whites. The people there- 
upon came to them, and charged them with intend- 
ing to shed their blood. TheIndians repelled the 
charge with indignation, and promptly offered to 
give proof of their friendly feelings and purposes 
by voluntarily proposing to surrender their arms. 
The offer was accepted. The Indians gave up 
their guns; and when they were thus in a dis- 
armed and helpless state, these Jand-pirates set 
upon them, and robbed them of every slave they 
had in the world, and transported them to Georgia, 
where they weresold,and where they now languish- 
ed in bondage. 

If any language could fitly characterize a pro- 
ceeding like this, Mr. G. confessed he could not 
command it. The chief who had experienced this 
return for the demonstration of his friendly feel- 
ings towards white men, was at the time a man of 
property, quiet and industrious, the owner of a 
ferry and a farm and a number of negroes. 

Now, this Government had pledged itself for the 
protection of these people. The Indians believed 
our assurance, rested secure under the protection 
of the Government of the United States, and quietly 
and voluntarily surrendered up their arms to our 
hands, and lost their all in consequence. This 
chief had sent up his petition to the House for in- 
demnification; the memorial had been referred, and 
had been pressed upon the House for years to- 
gether; but, while his memorial slept in this House, 
the man himself emigrated over the Mississippi, 
and there lived in poverty at this day. But though 
he had thus left our borders, and gone far from the 
scene of his former prosperity, he still continued 
to send an imploring voice to Congress for redress; 
he still continued to make his appeal to the justice 
of that House. 

Mr. G. could not move and could not vote to 
give this injured chief the redress he asked for and 
claimed, because he did not believe that one man 
could own another, and be paid for him as prop- 
erty. But the House was daily in the habit of 
paying white men for slaves lost, and why should 
they nof measure out equal relief to an Indian? 
Mr. G. could not himself vote for a bill giving him 
the money he asked, because, as he said, he was 
not in the belief that a man could hold a slave, or be 

aid for him if lost; but while the committees of the 
House were, from time to time, reporting in favor 
of white claimants in like cases, he thought, on 
their own principles, they ought not to refuse re- 
lief to a poor Indian. These people were still cry- 
ing to the Government for stipulated relief, but the 
offenders were to this hour ‘* unwhipped of jus- 
tice.” They had been indicted, but could not be 
convicted. Asa member of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs he deemed it his duty to call the at- 
tention of the House to these facts, and to show up 
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the different ways in which this Government meted 
justice to the helpless and to the strong. 

Before he resumed his seat it was proper that 
he should notice the difference between the state 
of servitude as it existed among Indians and among 
the whites at theSouth. Among the former, slavery 
itself was comparative freedom. Slaves to Indians 
looked with horror to being slaves (© white men. 
For this assertion Mr. G. had the evidence of 
Wiley Thompson, late our agent among the Semi- 
noles. The slaves belonging to this Indian chief 
had been seized and taken from comparative free- 
dom and sold into all the horrors of slavery in 
Georgia, and there they still were suffered to lan- 
guish against all the principles of natural justice, 
and in violation of the express stipulations of a 
solemn treaty. 

Mr. G. having thus effected his object in bring- 
ing this case to the notice of the House, withdrew 
the motion he had made to strike out. 

Mr. G. again rose for the purpose of putting a 
question to the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means in relation to the treaty of 1845. 
He wanted information. By the grace and favor 
of the Speaker he had been raised to a place on the 
Committee on Indian Affairs; and, wishing to dis- 
charge his duty as a member of that committee, he 
applied to the chairman of the Committee of Ways 


and Means. That gentleman and the House must: 


be aware that there had long existed a quarrel be- 
tween the Seminole Indians and the Creeks. The 
quarrel was one of ancient standing, having had 
its origin during the times of the Revolution. In 
1845 it had been mutually agreed that the Presi- 
dent of the United States should settle these differ- 
ences. The object of Mr. G.’s inquiry was, to 
know whether that ancient qaarrel had been ad- 
justed by the President, as proposed ? 

Mr. VINTON replied that it was not in his 
power to give his colleague any information on 
that subject. ‘The treaty with these Indians re- 

uired a certain sum of money to be annually paid 
them by the United States, and it therefore became 
the duty of the House to appropriate that sum 
every year to carry out the law; and it was equally 
the duty of the President to pay them what by law 
belonged to them. If his colleague thought that 
the money had been paid to the wrong party, the 
bill was open to amendment in that respect. Mr. 
V. could not see how the questian relating to the 
adjustment of this quarrel had any bearing on the 
duty of this House to appropriate the sum stipu- 
lated by law. , 

Mr. GIDDINGS replied that the United States 
Government occupied the position of guardians to 
these Indians, and that it was our duty to care for 
them as for so many minors. We had forced the 
Seminoles, at the point of the bayonet, to migrate 
into the country beyond the Mississippi, but their 
whole tribe shunned the Creeks with the utmost 
dread, because the Creeks laid claim to the wives 
and children of the Seminoles, and were ready to 
seize them as slaves. Hence these wretcheâ Semi- 
noles were seeking a residence wherever they could 
find it—some in the forest, some in the midst of 
the Chickasaw nation, and were ready to go any- 
where provided they kept out of the reach of the 
Creeks. 

Certain slaves of the Creeks had fled from their 
masters before the Revolution, and had intermar- 
ried with Seminoles; whence the Creeks claimed 
their descendants`as slaves, and the United States 
Government had paid two hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars to get rid of that claim, although what 
the Seminoles actually claimed did not amount to 
more than half that sum—the Creeks insisting on 
an allowance for what would have been their in- 
crease when in servitude. The Seminoles lived in 
such dread of the Creeks that they dared not cross 
the Mississippi, because they would find there a 


‘branch of the Creek nation; and this was the true 


origin of the Florida war. It was a subject of com- 
plaint by the Cherokees that the Seminoles had 
come among them for refuge, and continued there 
as trespassers. Commissioners had been appointed 
by the United States Government to settle these 
difficulties; and-as the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, the former chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, [Mr. McKay,] was in strict in- 
timacy and communication with the President of 
the United States, he probably knew all about the 
whole matter. Mr. & did not know whether the 
difficulty had been reconciled, or whether the Semi- 
‘noles had been actually stripped of their wives and 
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children. He should be obliged to the gentleman 
from North Carolina if he would give him inform- 
ation on that point. 

Mr. VINTON said that he did not understand 
his colleague [Mr. Gippines] to take the position, 
that the money appropriated for these Indians was 
not due to them by law. -Now, the money was 
equally due to them whether the controversy al- 
luded to had or had not been settled. However 
that might be, the House were not in circumstances 
to decide who were in the right and who were in 
the wrong. That was for the President to decide. 
Mr. V. went on to say, that he entirely agreed with 
his colleague in believing that our Government had 
treated the Indians very harshly, and had not al- 
ways kept its treaties with them as it should have 
done; but even if his colleague was able to show 
this in the present case, it would form no reason 
why we should not pay this annuity. If, indeed, 
he could show that these Indians refused to com- 
ply with the stipulations of the treaty on their 
part that might be a very good reason for with- 

olding their annuities; but this, if Mr. V. under- 
stood the matter, his colleague did not pretend, and 
he could not therefore see what his colleague’s in- 
qay had to do with the appropriation. 

r. GIDDINGS replied that he had made no 
motion to strike out the appropriation. He did 
not ask that the money should be withheld, but Re 
had simply put forth an inquiry with a view to as- 
certain the real facts of the case. Far be it from 
him to withhold from them their money. He 
wished rather to do them good; at any rate he was 
willing to do them justice. Could any man tell 
what was the true situation of this matter? They 
were going on legislating in the dark; and no in- 
quiries could extort any light on the subject. Mr. 
G. was against this mode of legislation. He was 
not ready to vote money with his eyes blind- 
folded. 

Mr. VINTON again pressed his inquiry. If 
Congress were bound to pay this annuity, what 
difference did it make to them whether these In- 
dians had settled the controversy among them- 
selves, or whether our Government had treated 
them well or ill? It was the duty of Congress to 
execute the Indian treaties, and hence it became 
the duty of the Committee of Ways and Means to 
report to the House the necessary appropriations 
for that purpose. If abuses had been committed, 
or if Government had been guilty of an omission 
of its duty, it belonged certainly rather to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs than to the Committee of 
Ways and Means to inquire into the facts. His 
colleague belonged to that committee, and yet he 
came to Mr. V. for this information. He would 
retort the question, and ask his colleague whether 
he had done his own duty? He asked his col- 
league what was the condition of these Indians, 
and whether they had made up their quarrels. 

Mr. GIDDINGS rejoined. W hen the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means asked his 
vote for paying a certain sum of money, he ought 
to be able to tell him why the money was wanting. 
When the President called upon Congress for 
money, he generally told Congress what the money 
was for. But if his colleague was ready to put 
the case of these Indians and their annuity under 
the jurisdiction of Indian Affairs, that committee 
would take good care of them. 

Mr. VINTON replied, that estimates were sent 
into the House, and corresponding items were re- 
ported in the Indian appropriation bills, because 
we had treaties with those Indians in which we 
agreed to pay them a certain sum of money. 
Those treaties were the law of the land, and the 
Committee of Ways and Means could not go be- 
hind them. As chairman of that committee, Mr. 
V. had examined more than a hundred of those 


- treaties, and there found that the bond of the Gov- 


ernment was given to pay them certain stipulated 
sums of money. All the information. he had to 
give his colleague in relation to the present item 
was, to say that our treaty required it. Did his 
colleague deny that the money was due? If he 
wanted to know what was the state of the contro- 
versy between two Indian tribes, let him, as a 
member of the Committee on Indian Affairs, make 
the requisite investigation. This certainly was not 
the duty of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
If it belonged to anybody, it belonged to the In- 
dian Committee. It was for this reason that dif- 
ferent standing committees had been appointed by 
the House, so that each might take its own appro- 
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priate share of the public business, and each report 
the bills which belonged to its own department. If 
further legislation was demanded by the state of 
these tribes, it was for the Indian Committee, and 
not for the Finance Committee of the House, to 
report thar necessity, and prepare the proper bills 
to meet it. | 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, wished to say 
one word, though not on the matter immediately 
before the committee. He could not see, for one, 
with what propriety a member of the Committee 
of Ways and Means applied to a member of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs to know whether a 
certain appropriation was or was not needed for a 
certain tribe. That committee never applied to the 
Indian Committee for any information before re- 
porting the items for annuity. They never asked 
that committee whether the treaties provided for 
were still in force. On the contrary, the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means had assumed to itself, as 
its own exclusive prerogative, the reporting of ap- 

ropriations for all moneys to be expended by the 
Frouse, and left to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
nothing more than a few Indian claims. He con- 
tended that that committee should exercise a gen- 
eral jurisdiction over all the affairs of our Indian 
tribes, and that all appropriations for the fulfillment 
of Indian treaties should, in-the first place, be sub- 
mitted to its revision. Such had formerly been 
the practice; for what reason it had been discontin- 
ued, he could not understand. 

Mr. VINTON said, that if the estimates from 
the department, tocomply with Indian treaties, had 
been sent by the Executive to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, it would, no doubt, be the duty of 
that committee to report appropriations for these 
objects; but it did so happen that these estimates 
were sent to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
in order that that committee might report the ap- 
propriations to fulfill our public engagements. That 
committee had looked only to the treaties, and if 
they there found the Government was bound to 
pay a certain sum, they reported appropriations 
accordingly. Further than this, it was not their 
province to look; and as the estimates were sent 
them from the departments, so the House was in 
the habit of referring to them all matters requiring 
an appropriation of money. If there was any fault 
in this, it lay not with the committee, but with the 
House. 

Mr. THOMPSON replied, if so, then with what 
popnsy did the chairman of the Committee of 

ays and Means [Mr. Vinton] call upon his 
colleague (Mr. Gippines] for information in rela- 
tion to appropriations for an Indian tribe? Were 
the Committee on Indian Affairs responsible? They 
were never inquired of except about Indian claims. 

Mr. VINTON said they did not require to be in 
relation to Indian annuities, because these were 
stipulated by treaty. Would the gentleman have 
the committee go back to the treaties and inquire 
whether they had been rightly made? Must they 
go to the President and ask whether certain Indian 
tribes were now peaceable or not? And must they 
know this before they reported an appropriation to 
pay annuities stipulated by law? He put it to the 
gentleman to answer. Had that committee any- 
thing whatever to do with the question whether 
certain Indians were quarrelling or not? 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON replied that he considered it 
the duty of the Committee on Indian Affairs to re- 
view the whole policy of the Government in rela- 
tion to the Indian tribes; but as things stood, the 
whole landed relations of this Government, as well 
as its. whole Indian relations, were thrown as a 
matter of course before the Committee of Ways 
and Means. If the Indian Committee were suffer- 
ed to exercise its proper jurisdiction, they might 
find it necessary on examination to takea portion of 
the annuity of one tribe and give it to another. It 
was known that among the Creeks there were three 
distinct parties, each of whom claimed the entire 
annuity of the tribe. Who so proper to examine 
and decide on these conflicting claims as the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs? But how could they re- 
port in relation to an appropriation which never 
had been referred to them? : 

Mr. VINTON said that he had already contend- 
ed that the Committee of Ways and Means had 
nothing to do with the quarrels of the Indians, and 
he agreed with the gentleman from Mississippi 
that if any inquiry was necessary on those subjects 
it appertained to the Indian Committee. Such in- 
quiries constituted their appropriate duty. But a 
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member of that committee had been again and 
again inquiring of him for information about facts 
which neither he nor his committee had anything 
to do with.. They dealt with the estimates and the 
treaties, and neither said anything about Indian 
quarrels. i 

Mr. THOMPSON said he was not finding any 
fault with the Committee of Ways and Means; 
he cast no censure upon them, but he thought the 
existing usage was wrong and ought to be altered. 
He thought the practice in the House ought to 
conform to that in the Senaté, where all subjects 
touching Indians were referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. But here Indian appropriations 
were reported, on which the Indian Committee had 
never been consulted at all. The chairman had 
not inquired of their committee whether any 
changes had taken place in the state of the tribes 
calling for a change of appropriations. The com- 
mittee were taken by surprise, and they found 
several items omitted in this bill which ought to 
be in it, and which they should have suggested if 
they had been consulted before the bill had been 
reported. ‘There was the question in relation to 
the ‘Texas Indians; there was not a word about 
them in the bill. That whole subject belonged 
appropriately to the Indian Committee, but no 

revious notice had been given them. 

Mr. EVANS was understood to say that the 
rules of the House did not distinctly specify what 
duty the Committee on Indian Affairs was to per- 
form, and also that there existed no ground of 
complaint against the Committee of Ways and 
Means, but he was very imperfectly heard. 

Mr. McK AY could not but consider the remarks 
of the gentleman from’ Mississippi [Mr. Tuomp- 
sON] as of a very extraordinary character. That 
gentleman was so very good that he actually conde- 
scended to excuse the Committee of Ways and 
Means for reporting the Indian appropriation bill. 
The chairman had referred him to treaty stipula- 
tions, and what had been his reply? Why, that 
all previous Committees of Ways and Means (who 
had ‘always reported these bills) had usurped, for- 
sooth, the duties of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs! Was it any act of usurpation to report the 
regular Indian appropriation bills? Had the com- 
mittee violated the rules of the House? Haditgone 
pe ne the jurisdiction expressly assigned to it? 

r. C.J. INGERSOLL here rose to order, and 
put an inquiry, which, in the excited state of the 
House, the reporter could not distinctly hear. 

Mr. McKAY. That is a question for a Phila- 
delphia lawyer. [Peels of laughter.] Only look 
at your rules. Ask them whether the Committee 
of Ways and Means is not required to report the 
annual appropriation bills. (Mr. McK. here read 
the rules.] One of these rules, as I very well re- 
member, was adopted on motion of a venerable 
gentleman who used to fill that vacant seat, and it 
requires that these bills shall be reported within 
thirty days from the commencement of the session. 
One of these regular annual bills is the bill appro- 
priating for Indian annuities. It had always been 
the practice of the Government to send the esti- 
mates for these annuities to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and for that committee to re- 
port the bill to the House. 

But only see what sort of a popes the gentle- 
man from Mississippi is introducing here. Why, 
if his doctrine is true, push it out; carry out his 
own principle, and what will it end in? Why, l 
suppose that, when the Committee of Ways and 
Means wish to report any appropriations in refer- 
ence to Indians, they must first go in a body to the 
committee-room of. the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and then, first making a low bow, must stand 
with their hats off, and humbly refer the whole 
matter to the superior judgment and approbation 
of the gentleman’s Indian Committee. ‘They must 
say to that committee: ‘*Gentlemen, be good enough 
to inform us, for we ourselves do not know, whether 
the laws for these Indian treaties are still in force.. 
Here is a treaty with the Omahas, and here is 
another treaty with the Choctaws, and here is a 
treaty with the Weas, and another with the Pian- 
keshaws; may we report appropriations to fulfill 
them? Can you tell us whether these treaties have 
the force of law??? And, having submitted these 
inquiries, I suppose the Committee of Ways and 
Means must then make another low bow and re- 
tire, and humbly wait till the Indian Committee, at 
their leisure and in proper and suitable time, shall 
see fit to reply. 
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= Well, and then will come the gentleman from 
Virginia and the gentleman from Georgia, and va- 
rious other gentlemen from the different commit- 
tees, and require that all appropriations for the 
army, and the navy, and the judiciary, and every- 
thing else, must first be submitied to the judgment 
of their committées. Why did not the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Haratson] get up here and 
complain that the Committee of Ways and Means 
had been guilty of daring asurpation, in reporting 
appropriations for the pay of the army, before they 
had first gone to his committee, to get information 
whether the law fixing the pay of the army had 
not been repealed? And soall the rest of the com- 
mittees may come, and make the same complaint. 
The gentleman from Mississippi looked very se- 
rious and very earnest, just as if he meant what 
he said, but I think he must have been sporting. 
Sporting or not, his doctrine, if carried out, goes 
to reduce the Committee of Ways and Means to 
a machine, toa mere automaton. They must re- 
port no bill to the House till all the other commit- 
tees have looked over it, and told them whether it 
was proper or not. ; 

The true principle and the true rule is this: 
Where any existing law requires from*Govern- 
ment the payment of a sum of money, the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means is the proper organ to 
report to the House an appropriation of that sum; 
but where new appropriations af€ proposed, and 
changes are suggested in the law, these should be 
reported by the other committees first to which the 
subjects respectively belong.» This is the true rule 
which ought always to prevail, though it has, I 
confess, been sometimes broken in upon. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he had no objection to 
the Committee of Ways and Means exercising 
their full prerogative; but he did object to any 
member of that committee’s calling on a member 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs for informa- 
tion in relation to Indian treaties. 

Mr. VINTON. Let me set the gentleman right. 
It was a member of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs who interrogated me, and that over and over, 
for information which, if it was needed at all, his 
committee tould get for itself, and I in reply said 
to him, that if anybody was to make these inqui- 
ries, it was not the Committee of Ways and Means, 
but his own Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McKAY. I will ask the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Gippives] whether he ee read the of- 
ficial reports about these Indian quarrels he was 
talking about? ` 

Mr. GIDDINGS. No, I have not. @ 

Mr. McKAY. Then let him read the docu- 
ments before he asks information of us. 

Mr. BARRINGER. The gentleman from Ohio 
on my left [Mr. Vinton] says that a member of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs asked certain in- 
formation of him. Notso. The gentleman from 
Ohio on my right [Mr.-Gippines] asked that in- 
formation personally, and not as a member of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. Mr. B. admitted 
that the chairman was perfectly. right in reporting 
all appropriations required by existing laws with- 
out further inquiry, but that gentleman went be- 
yond his province when he maintained that the In- 
dian Committee were bound to give him reasons 
for items in*his own bill. -* 

Mr. VINTON had maintained no such doc- 
trine. All he said was, that, if it was anybody’s 
duty to make the inquiry, it was that of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs; but, for himself, he did 
not hold it to be the duty of either committee. 

Mr. BARRINGER. Then we understand each 
other. 

Mr. VENABLE. This whole discussion is ut- 
terly out of order; there is no motion before the 
House 

Mr. HALL, of New York, moved to amend 
the bill, by adding, after the second item under the 
head of ‘the Senecas of New York,” the following: 

For refunding to the Senecas, and the tribes united with 
them, the amount of all annuities or meneys which were 
wrongfully withheld from them by a former sub-agent of the 
United States appointed for said Indians, as stated in the 
4th section of the act entitled “An act making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian de- 
partmentand for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various 
Indian tribes for the year ending June 30th, 1847,” approved 
June 27, 1846, and for paying the expenses of ascertaining 
as near as may be the amount thereof, the sum of 40,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary for such purposes $ 
and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to ascertain, 
from the report of the commissioner appointed under said 


4th section, and all other means in his power, and at as 
early a day as practicabie, the amount so withheld, and the 
. 
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interest thereon, from the day when it should have been 
paid over to said Indians, and to cause such amount and 
interest to be paid to said Indians in the same manner that 
the annuity above appropriated for said Indians is by law or 
regulation td be paid. : 

Some conversation and explanations passed be- 
tween Messrs. McKAY, HALL, and VINTON; 
after which, 

Mr. HALL, upon a suggestion made by Mr. 
McKAY, withdrew his amendment, under the ex- 
pectation that it would be made in the Senate, 
(where was the commissioner’s report,) or that it 
should be made the subject of a bill in the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 
amend the bill by adding after the item under the 
head of ‘‘ The Chickasaws,”’ the following: 

For the use of the heirs of Hoth-la-cha and his wife Re- 
becca James, Chickasaw Indians, who were entitled to 
reservations of land under the Chickasaw treaty of 1834, 
and which were sold and the money paid iuto the hands of 


the Chickasaw agent in pursuance of said treaty and never 
accounted for, $2,000. 


After an explanation by Mr. THOMPSON, the 
amendment was agreed to. ms 


Mr. McKAY moved to add the following sec- 


tion to the bill: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That no part of the 
money appropriated by this act for the purposes of educa- 
tion shall be expentied for any such object elsewhere than. 
in the- Indian conntry: Provided, That this shall not apply 
to any of the aforeggid appropriations the expenditure of 
which are, by treafe8tipulationss under the direction of the 
e rerdeni of the United States or of the respective Indian 

ibes. 


After an explanation by Mr. McKAY, the com- 
mittee rese and reported progress, 
And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
WeEpnNEspayY, March 22, 1848. 


A message was received from -the President of 
the United States, transmitting the correspondence 
of Mr. Wise, at the Court of Brazil, with the De- 
partment of State of the United States, in compli- 
ance with a resolution of the Senate of the 24th of 
January last. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 
F Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented a memo- 
rial from the Legislature of Mississippi, asking 
the cession of certain public lands for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of Big Black river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, from the same source, asking a change in 
the systqm of transporting the mail; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. DOUGLAS presented a petition from James 
Livingston and 245 other citizens of Peoria county, 
Illinois, against the present mode of disposing of 
the public lands, and in favor of giving them to 
the actual settler without compensation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition from Cad- 
walader Evans, asking Government to purchase 
his patent for preventing explosions of steam boil- 
ers; which was referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. ' 

Also, from Rebecca Robeson, widow of a revo- 
lutionary officer, for a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. MOOR presented a petition from D. B. 
Thuckley and others, for a modification of the pat- 
ent laws; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, from Albert G. Dale, and other citizens of 
the United States, asking that the patent granted 
William Woodworth may be revoked; which was 

referred to the Committee on Patents. 
_ Also, from Daniel W. Bradley and others, to 
exempt from the revenue laws timber cut from 
the forest of Maine and manufactured in New 
Brunswick; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. ; 

Mr. M. took occasion to call the attention of the 
Senate to the facts set forth in the memorial. Under 
the third article of the treaty of Washington, the 
memorialists conceived themselves entitled to the 
free navigation of the St. Lawrence; but, from their 
peculiar location, they had to erect mills in the 
eae las of New Brunswick to prepare their tim- 

er for market, and had been subjected not only 
t an export. duty under colonial regulations, but 
to an import duty when the timber is brought into 
the United States, which rendered the total tax on 
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the lumber three dollars per one thousand féet— 
which amounted, in fact, to a prohibition. Mr. M. 
remarked on the importance of this trade, and the 
necessity that existed for the restrictions to be 
removed; conceiving them, as he did, a violation of 
the spirit of the treaty of Washington. He said 
he should at some future day introduce a bill for 
that purpose, and would to-day introduce a reso- 
lution calling for the correspondence between the 


‘British and American authorities on the subject. 


Mr. BRADBURY presented a petition from 
Nathan Cummings and other citizens of Maine, 
asking relief. ‘They state that, under the treaty, 
their lands had been declared in the province of 
New Brunswick, and they ask that Government 
will either pay them for their land or exempt them 
from the clonia duties and remit the import duties. 
The petition was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. B. said that the petitioners were in a situa- 
tion something similar to that of the petitioners 
whose memorial had been presented by his col- 
league. They had bought their lands while a 
portion of the United States, had been ceded away 
to New Brunswick, and their produce was now 
burdened with heavy duties before it could reach 
the markets of-the United States. They therefore 
ask for an abrogation of these duties, or to be paid 
for their lands. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a petition from 
pilots, port-wardens, masters of vessels, merchants, 
and other citizens of Apalachicola, against the pres- 
ent mode of lighting the light-house at Cape St. 
Blas; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Mr. BUTLER presented a petition from Wil- 


liam Rall, asking a pension for services during the 


revolutionary war; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions. 


Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial from 
the Legislature of Wisconsin, asking for the exten- 
sion of the Indian title to land in said territory; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Patents, 
reported House bill for the relief of E. G. Smith, 
without amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported the following House 
bills, without amendment: 

A bill for the relief of Catharine Fulton, of Wash- 


ington county, Pennsylvania. 

A bill for the relief Jonathan Moore, of the State 
of Massachusetts. 

A bill for the relief of Robert Ellis. 

Also, from the same committee, a bill for the re- 
lief of Mary Taylor, accompanied by a report. 
The bill was read a first time. 


- Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported House bill relating to the collection district 
of New Orleans, and for other purposes, without 
amendment. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported House bill dividing the State of 
Georgia inio two judicial districts, and organizing 
and establishing an additional district court of the 
United States, with circuit court powers and juris- 
diction, without amendment. 

Also, from the same committee, House bill to 
change the name of Photius Kavasales to that of 
Photius Fisk. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill to promote the efficiency of 
the navy. 

(This bill authorizes the President to direct the 
transfer to a retired list any commissioned officer 
or master in the navy, who is no longer found com- 
petent to perform properly the duties of his station; 
and the officer so transferred shall not be consid- 
ered in the line of promotion. Immediately after 
the passage of the act, and as often as the President 
may deem expedient, a board of five captains is to 
be convened, whose duty it shall be, under instruc- 
tions from the President or Secretary of the Navy, 
to ascertain and report the names of such officers as 
in the judgment of said board have, from physical 
or other causes, become incapacitated for an effi- 
cient discharge of their duties, and the President 
may upon such report, if approved by him, direct 
auch officers to be placed on the retired list. The 
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pay of a retired officer shall be the furlough pay of - 
is grade, with an addition of ten per cent. thereon 
for every five years’ service in his grade, provided 
that in no case shall the retired pay exceed half 
the highest pay to which he would-be now entitled 
by law if employed at sea. The retired pay of 
pursers to be the same as surgeons of equal length 
of service would be entitled to. The power of the 
President is still retained to place any officer on 
furlough, and no officer who is wounded in battle 
shall be transferred to the retired list against his 
own consent. | 


RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, 

Resolved, That the Cominittee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Benton, in Sabine county, to Pine 
Bluffs, in Jefferson county, Arkansas. 


On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
fora uniform tariff of fees and costs to be allowed in all 
cases in the courts of the United States, to report by bill or 
otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. ATCHISON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the sale of the islands in the Mississippi and Missouri 
rivers not heretofore surveyed and offered for sale. 


Mr. MOOR submitted the following: 

Resolved, Tiat the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate copies of the corre- 
spondence which has taken place since August, 1842, be- 
tween the authorities of the American and British Govern- 
ments in relation to export duties on American timber, ex- 
acted or levied by the Provincial or other British authorities 
in New Brunswick; or copies of such portions of that cor- 
respondence as may be communicated without detriment to 
the public interest. 


AMERICAN HEMP. 
Mr. YULEE moved to take up the joint resolu- 
tion to promote the purchase of hemp for the use 
of the American navy; which motion was agreed 


to. l 
Mr. Y. explained the object of the resolution, 


which was to allow the Secretary of the Navy to 


contract for the purchase of hemp for five years, 


at a®price not to exceed the average price of the 
last year. He said it was the opinion of many 
persons that hemp would be found in this country. 
equal in all respects to the best Riga hemp, and a 
a much less cost. ` 

Mr. NILES moved to amend the resolution by 
inserting a proviso to the effect that the price should 
not exceed the average market price at the time the 
hemp was delivered. 

This motion led to a brief debate, in which 
Messrs. NILES, HALE, YULEE, DOUGLAS, 
UNDERWOOD, BALDWIN,CRITTENDEN, 
and others, participated; when the question was 
taken on Mr. Nives’s amendment, and decided in 
the negative. ' 

The question was then taken on the passage of 
the resolution, Mr. HALE demanding the yeas 
and nays, which were ordered, and the vote stood 
for the passage as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashley, Atchison, Badger, Bell, Benton, 
Berrien, Bradbury, Breese, Cameron, Clayton, Crittenden, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Douglas, Downs, Felch, 
Greene, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, Miller, 
Moor, Phelps, Rusk, Spruance, Underwood, Upham, Web- 
ster, and Yulee—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Butler, Calhoun, Dick- 
inson, Hale, Lewis, Mason, Niles, and 'Turney—10. 

THE LOAN BILL. 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the loan bill; 
when— 

Mr. ATHERTON regretted that it was his lot 
to occupy the attention of the Senate in relation to 
this bill. But it was necessary he should do so, 
in order to show the considerations which had 
weighed with the Committee on Finance in its ac- 
tion on this bill. He then went on to speak of 
Mexico and the war; of the fiscal condition of the 
country when the war was commenced; of the great 
measures which passed Congress during the session 
of 1846-’7—the tariff bill, the independent treasury 
bill, the treasury note bill, &c.—by which the Gov-. 
ernment had been relieved from great pecuniary 
difficulty. 

Mr. ATHERTON then went into a detail of 
receipts and expenditures, and into a description 
of the operation of issuing and reissuing treasury 
notes. In this statement he was not considered 
by some’Senators as perfectly intelligible, until he 
had several times put the case of a treasury note 
for $100 issued, and $100 received from customs, 
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paid into the treasury in the form of the $100 treas- 
ury notes so issued, and stated the manner in which 
this transaction would appear on the books. 

The total expenditure of the fiscal year 1846, 
was $57,218,477 63, and the total receipts (exclu- 
sive of treasury notes and loans) $35,473,229 45. 
The deficiency of $21,000,000 and a fraction, had 
to be supplied by loans or treasury netes. He con- 
tended that there was no error in the treasury re- 
port of that year. l 
` The total (actual and estimated) expenditure of 
the present fiscal year he stated at $60,305,688 07, 
and the total receipts (irrespective of loans and treas- 
ury nates) $36,601,251 25, leaving a deficiency of 
$23,000,000 and a fraction. He then gave a state- 
ment of tlie treasury notes issued, and came to the 
result at which the Secretary of the treasury had 
arrived in his annual estimates. 

For the two years the expenditures were $117,- 
589,165, and the receipts were $70,317,229 45. 
In his exposition of the issues of treasury notes 
which had taken piace in the two years, he called 
up— 
err. NILES, who suggested that the authority 
for issuing the original amount of treasury notes 
expired last year,. and that under the law of last 
session an authority was given to reissue only 
five millions. Although, therefore, there might be 
the whole of the twenty-eight millions previously 
authorized, in circulation, or there might not be, 
the Secretary had no authority to reissue more 
than the five millions. He had understood that the 
Secretary was himself embarrassed on this point 
when he issued his proposals lately for bids for 
treasury notes, as to the amount he could issue. 
~ Mr. ATHERTON said he was aware of the dif- 
ficulties alluded to, but he could positively state, 
that not more than thirty-three millions of treasury 
notes of every description were now in circulation. 
He then went on to refer to Mr. Gallatin’s pam- 
phlet on the finances, for the purpose of correcting 
some errors into which he said that venerable gen- 
tleman had fallen. He complimented that gentle- 
man on the clearness of intellect which he had 
evinced, but suggested that it was not wdnderful 
that one who was led by his distrust of our finan- 
cial capacity to resign his administration of the 
treasury in a difficult crisis in our affairs, should, 
in his old age, be led into error. He quoted Mr. 
Gallatin’s language relative to the impropriety of 
permitting banks to use public money to increase 
their circulation, with some appropriate remarks. 

Mr. A. defended the estimates of the Secretary 
against the attacks which had been made upon 
them; referring to the statements made early in 
the session by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. 
Paewps,| and showing that they were not borne 
out by the actual results. The estimates of reve- 
nue from the tariff made by the Secretary, had 
been exceeded by the facts. As to the revenue 
from the lands, from which that Sénator had de- 
ducted one million, there was a greal ‘probability 
that the estimates of the Secretary would be sus- 
tained. Taking the sums accruing from all sources 
he came.to the same conclusion. He pointed out 
other statements, in the remarks of that Senator, 
which he charged as being erroneous. 

Mr. PHELPS made an explanation. 

Mr. A. then referred to the amendments reported 
in the bill. He adverted to the subject of treasury 
notes, in which form it had been proposed to au- 
thorize the loan. He expatiated on the advantages 
which belonged to treasury notes, but stated that 
a majority of the Committee on Finance was favor- 
able to a stock Joan; and the changed aspect of the 
times, since the bill passed the House, had deter- 
mined it to bring the transaction into the market, 
in the shape of a stock loan, which, he believed, 
would be easily disposed of. 

He adverted to the course which had been taken 
in former exigencies—to the loan for twelve mil- 
lions of dollars in'1841, in a time of peace. In 1842, 
an issue of five millions of treasury notes was au- 
thorized, and, in the same year, an authority was 

iven to add five millions to the original loan. The 

ecretary was then required not to sell under par, 
until after advertising to obtain offers at the high- 
est price. He referred to subsequent issues of 
treasury notes, authorized in 1842 and 1843. 

He estimated that thirty-six millions will be all 
that the wants of the Government will require to 
be borrowed during the present and the next fiscal 

ears, if the estimates of the Secretary are correct. 
He asked if there had been any instance in which, 


during the midst of a war, a loan had been negotiated 
at a rate exceeding sata is, above the ordinary 
rate of interest in the country? Our credit in Eu- 
rope, instead of having diminished, had strength- 
ened, since the commencement of the war, and we 
could now borrow money there on better terms 
than we could have obtained it two years ago. 

He made a few remarks on the inapplicability of 
a sinking fund in this country, where the population 
would be doubled soon after the present loan will 
become due. He did not desire to. protract the 
passage of this bill, as the Secretary was anxious 
to advertise the loan abroad, which could not be 
done in time, unless the bill could be promptly dis- 
posed of. 

[The revised speech of Mr. ATHERTON will be 
found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. WEBSTER rose and said he desired to 
make some remarks on the bill, but as it was now 
late in the day, and as he understood there was 
some Executive business to be disposed of, he 
would postpone his observations until to-morrow, 
should it be the pleasure of the Senate to pass over 
the bill informally, and to proceed to the consider- 
ation of Executive business. 

The bill was then informally passed over; and, 

On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness. After some time, the doors were reopened, 
and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 23, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. FEATHERSTON, on leave, presented me- 
morials of the Legislature of Mississippi, in rela- 
tion to stage routes in that State; also, in relation 
to the cession of certain public lands for the im- 
provement of the navigation of Big Black river. 
Referred to the Committee on Public Lands. _ 

Mr. WHITE, on leave, offered the following 
resolution, which was referred to the Committee 
on Accounts: : 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House ascertain the usual 
amount of the expenses of burial of a deceased member of 
this House at the Congressional Burying Ground, near this 
city; and such amount, when asceitained, the Clerk shall 
report to the Committee on Accounts, who shall examine 
the same, and, if approved by said committee, the Clerk 
shall thereupon pay the amountso reported by said commit- 
tee to Mrs. J. M. Holley, widow of the late Joun M. HoL- 
Ley, deccased, late a member of this House from the State 
of New York; and that the Speaker pay to the said Mrs. 
Holley the balance of the daily pay and mileage due her late 
husband on the day of his death, to wit, on the 8th of March, 
1848. 

Mr. CHAPMAN asked leave to offer a resolu- 
tion directing the Clerk of the House to furnish 
the Warden of the Penitentiary of the District of 
Columbia certain public documents. _ 

Mr. McKAY objecting, the resolution was not 
received. 


Mr. KENNON, from the Committee on Ac- 
counts, reported the following resolution, which 
was read: 

Resolved, That there be allowed out of the contingent fund 
of the House, to the widow of the Hon, Joun W. Horn- 
BECK, late a member of the House of Representatives of the 
United States from the State of Pennsylvania, the sum of 
$138, the balance of pay and mileage, as a member of this 
House, up to the 16th day of January, A. D. 1848. 

Mr. McKAY inquired why the resolution di- 
rected the payment out of the contingent fund of 
the House, as there was a special appropriation 
for the pay and mileage of members? 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, replied that the 
Committee on Accounts had had under considera- 
tion the resolution referred to them directing them 
to inquire into the propriety of allowing to the 
widow of the late Mr. Hornseck a sum equal to 
the usual expenses of a public funeral in the city 
of Washington. A majority of the committee had 
come to the conclusion that it was not expedient 
to make such allowance, or any allowance beyond 
that which was due to every member of Congress 
for per diem compensation and mileage. There 
never had been an instance where these were with- 
held from a gentleman who had died a member of 
Congress, and this had always been paid-out of 
the contingent fund. So the passage of this reso- 
lution was unnecessary, so far as the payment of 
per diem and mileage to the widow of a deceased 
member was concerned. But the subject having 
been referred to the Committee on Accounts, they 


| had thought proper to report it back, in order that 


the House might determine whether they would 
sanction the report, or whether by amendment they 
would make an allowance to the widow of some 
amount in consideration of her husband’s having 
died being a member of Congress, and her being 
subjected to extraordinary funeral expenses. He 
would tell the gentleman from North Carolina that 
there was.no actual necessity for the passage-of the 
resolution in order to the payment to the widow 
of the deceased member of the per diem and mile- 
age of her husband. 

Mr. McKAY said, as it was stated by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Accounts, that there was 
no necessity for the resolution, he would move to 
lay it on the table. 

l co question being taken, the motion was re- 
jected. ' 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 
resolution— 

Mr. RUMSEY moved an amendment by insert- 
ing, “and the further sum of $500, that being the 
ordinary expense of a public funeral in the city of 
Washington.”’ 7 

He remarked that there was certainly no good 
reason why, from the mere fact of this gentleman 
having been compelled to leave here and. return 
home, this House should avoid the expenses of 
burial, which would have been incurred if he had 
died here. l 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
and resulting, yeas 73, nays 89, the amendment 
was rejected. 

The question then recurred on the passage of the 
resolution. 

Mr. BRODHEAD desired to offer an amend- 
ment. He moved that the sum of $450 be allowed, 
which he hoped would be agreed to. He knew 
not that it was necessary, at this time, to make 
any remarks upon the subject; but this he would 
say, that he believed it to be entirely right to allow 
that sum. 

Mr. EVANS mọved to amend the amendment 
by substituting the sum of $400. 

Mr. BRODHEAD accepted the amendment. 

Mr. HENLEY called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment. All he would say was, that it was 
the principle to which he was opposed, and not 
the sum suggested. He would just as soon vote 
five hundred dollars as five. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McCLELLAND said, when this question 
was up before, he moved its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, that they might ascertain if 
there were any precedents for such payments, and 
if so, to report them to the House. That was the 
understanding when he made his motion, ahd he 
desired now to ask the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Accounts if they had examined the prece- 
dents, and if there were any precedents to justify 
the amendment which had been made to the origi- 
nal resolution. : 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, replied that the 
committee had not found any such precedents. 
The funeral expenses of members of this House 
who had died away from the seat of Government 
had not been paid, but he was understood to say, 
that the funeral expenses of a clerk had been al- 
lowed. In the case of the, death of a member of 
the other branch of Congress, Mr. Fairfield, of 
Maine, the Senate had made an allowance of the 
funeral expenses to the widow of the deceased. 
In the case now before the House,-a family was 
left in circumstances of great poverty. here 
was another case in which an allowance had been 
made, to which he would call the attention of the 
House. A gentleman left his home in Michigan 
and came towards Washington as far as New 
York, and there died. In that case there was an 
allowance of $1,200. He would further add, that 
the average amount of expenses incurred in the 
burial.of a member of Congress here, without mil- 
EA or unusual solemnities, was about 

1,500. | 

Mr. McCLELLAND regretted to be obliged to 
oppose a proposition of this kind. It was well 
known that he was as liberal in such matters as 
any member on this floor, and if this were not a 
matter which involved a principle, he should vote 
for the sum now proposed. He should not now 
have said a word if any other member had been 
pleased to address the House on the subject. He 
could not, however, allow it to pass in silence. 
Thecase of Mr. Fairfield, which had been men- 
tioned by the chairman of the Committee on Ac- 
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counts, (Mr.Kiné,] was entirely different, as every 
one would recollect, from that on which the reso- 
lution was based. Governor Fairfield died in the 
city of Washington, and the amount appropriated 
by the Senate from its own contingent fund, for 
the funeral which took place in Maine, was the 
sum which would have been incurred if the funeral 
had taken place here. In this case, however, as 
he understood, the gentleman did not die here, but 
at his own place of residence—an entirely different 
chse. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Kine] had mentioned the case of a friend of his 
own, (Mr. McC.) to whose family the sum of $1,200 
had been paid. Now, that case was not a prece- 
dent to justify this resolution; for the allowance 
was simply his travelling expenses, and nothing 
more. There was not a dollar allowed for expenses 
while he was sick in the city of New York. There 
was nothing allowed but his mileage from his resi- 
. dence to the. city of New York, when he was on his 
way to Washington to take his seat. Here, how- 
ever, was a proposition the adoption of which 
would create a precedent, in which a principle was 
involved to which he was opposed. If the appro- 
priation of the sum mentioned in. the amendment 
was intended to be a gratuity to the family of the 
deceased, let the House vote upon it as it pleased; 
but as it involved a matter of principle, he could not 
give ithis approbation. He was utterly opposed 
to it. He was not in the habit of troubling the 
House with long speeches, and therefore he would 
detain it no longer. 

Mr. VENABLE said it was with extreme re- 
luctance that he felt himself compelled to vote 
against such a proposition as this. He believed, 
however, it was the duty of this House to pay 
the} funeral expenses of a member of Congress 
wherever he might die. If a gentleman came to 
this House as a member, and took his seat—be- 
came sick, as the gentleman in this case did, and 
went away for the recovery of his health and died, 
he died in the service of his constituents and the 
country, and he (Mr. V.) would pay his funeral 
expenses if they could be ascertained; but he would 
not vote in the dark a single dollar. A gentleman 
had come here sick, and afterwards proceeded to 
St. Augustine and there died, and the expenses of 
his funeral he (Mr. V.) would be willing to appro- 
priate if they could be ascertained. He knew no 
principle which would prevent the payment of such 
funeral expenses, while pied paid the funeral ex- 
penses of those who died here. He was willing 
to pay all proper respect to members of this House, 
under such circumstances, but he would not vote 
any sum of money until the expenses were ascer- 
tained; otherwise thousands of dollars might be 
spent, and this House called upon to pay tiem. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, propounded an 
Inquiry to Mr. VENABLE, which was understood 
to refer to the expense of Mr. Hotiey’s family, 
in removing him to Florida, and his remains back 
to the State of New York. > ` 

Mr. VENABLE said he expected to vote the 
expenses of a committee of this House of thirty 
thembers who had accompanied the remains of 
Mr. Apams to Boston; and when a gentleman 
came here and took his seat, and was ready to dis- 
charge his duty as a representative of the people, 
but was attacked by disease and died, he was 
willing, not to pay his expenses to Florida and 
back, but the funeral expenses at the place where 
he should be buried; and with these views, before 
he resumed his seat, he should move to recommit 
this whole subject to the Committee on Accounts, 
that it might be ascertained what the actual funeral 
expenses were. He would do this because he 
could see no distinction between the funeral ex- 
penses of a member of this House who died here 
and one who died many miles off. What dis- 
tinction could the House make between a member 
who should die in Georgetown, one mile off, and 
one who died fifty miles off? Could the expenses 
be consistently paid in the one case and not in the 
other? The resolution ard amendment, in their 
pe shape, would establish a precedent which 

e was unwilling to sanction, however painful it 
might be to him to oppose it, under the afflicting 
circumstances of the case. He therefore moved to 
recommit, for the purpose which he had indicated. 

Mr. McCLELLAND remarked that the reason 
why the expenses were paid here was, because 
the circumstances of a member dying in their midst 
made it peculiarly proper that they should attend 
his funeral; and the pageant was then their own, 


and its expenses it was right that they should bear. 
But had they ever paid the funeral expenses of a 
member who died at home? It appeared to him 
that they had no precedent to lead them to pay the 
expenses in this case; and it must be remembered 
that if this was sanctioned, it would bé a prece- 
dent, in accordance with which they must, in jus- 
tice, pay the expenses of some seven or eight other 
funerals which had already taken place. 

Mr. VENABLE said he would ever follow his 
principles to their necessary results; but if his 
pee were incorrect, he would abandon them. 

e knew no reason why they should pay for pa- 
geants here; he knew no solid foundation on which 
they could base the right to pay the expense of 
funerals here, which would not apply to the case 
of those who died away from this Capitol. But 
he would vote against any proposition to pay a 
sum for such a purpose, unless it was shown that 
the money had been expended on the funeral of a 
member who had died in the service of the coun- 


try. 

Mr. G.S. HOUSTON suggested to gentlemen 
to allow the resolution, as reported from the com- 
mittee, to be adopted, for to that, he understood, 
there was no objection; so that the family could 
receive that which was unquestionably theirs; and 
then allow the Committee on Accounts to make 
further examination on the subject embraced in 
the amendment. 

Mr. KENNON said the amendment proposed to 
the report of the committee, if successful, would: 
establish a new precedent for the future action of this 
House; that some care should be taken before we 
establish a precedent liable to much abuse, and for 
which there is no good reason. ‘The resolution 
originally offered by the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania, [Mr. BropHeap,} and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, contemplated the payment of 
asum of money to the widow of the late Mr. 
HornsBeck, a member from that State, equal to 
that which it would have taken to bury him in the 
Congressional burying-ground, in case he had died 
in this city. The principle involved in the resolu- 
tion had not only been fully examined, but an ex- 
amination had been made to ascertain how far this 
House had gone in such matters, and how far they 
should go in the present case; and nothing is haz- 
arded in saying, that there is no authority what- 
ever to warrant the allowance here claimed. 

A similar case to the present one came before the 
twenty-eighth Congress—that of Mr. Dimock, a 
member from the State of Pennsylvania—in which 
the same principle was involved. In that case, it 
seems, the matter was fully considered. The 
House, in that case, arrived at the same conclusion 
presented in the report and resolution now under 
consideration. In that case the mileage and * per 
diem” were paid up to the day of his death, and no 
more. In this case the same allowance is made. 
This has been the practice in all similar cases, and 
it is hoped the principle will not now be departed 
from. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
VENABLE] seems to be opposed to an allowance in 
gross, but is favorable to the payment of the actual 
expenses, whenever the several items shail be pre- 
sented to this House for payment. To this there 
are several objections. A member could be buried 
in North Carolina for $50; in the city of New 
York or Boston, it would require $2000. These 
two bills, if itemized, would be allowed according to 
the principle ad vanced by the gentleman from North 
Carolina. This would be wrong. Ifthe former 
practice of the House is departed trom, let the new 
principle operate equally. But there is still another 
objecuon. Let it be known that the contingent 
fund of this House is liable for such expenditures, 
and the pomp and pageantry of the occasion will 
not be excelled by anything of a similar kind that 
ever occurred in this city. 

Mr. Speaker, it is hoped the amendment will 
not succeed, and that the resolution as reported 
may meet the approbation of the House. Let us 
follow some precedents, and not establish a princi- 
ple which, in practice, is liable to so much abuse. 

Mr. RHETT spoke in opposition to the amend- 
ment. When a member died here at his post, in 
the service of his country and of his constituents, 
the funeral, he was ready to admit, should be at 
the expense of the House; for in the funeral cer- 
emonies they were themselves participants. This 
was warranted by the precedents of many years, 
and thus far he would go, but no further. But 
look at the case of the gentleman in question. War 


he here when he died? Had his disease been con- 
tracted while in the discharge of his duties bere? 
Were the members of this House called upon to 
join in the funeral ceremonies? Not at all. An- 
other case occurred here. A gentleman [Mr. Ho t- 
LEY] came to this House in a sick condition, was . 
sworn by the Speaker in one of the seats here, and 
then went out again. He received his mileage and 
per diem for coming here, and going away again. 
He could not assent to the position of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. VENABLE,] that 
this House should pay the expense of the funeral 
of all those who died after being elected as mem- 
bers. Why, suppose one of their associates should 
die in the city of New York, and his friends chose 
to think him a very distinguished man, who re- 
quired a magnificent funeral, and they should spend 
thousands of dollars for that purpose, and then send 
their bills here: would it be right that this House 
should pay them? He could not go to that length. 
He thought the funeral expenses of members dying 
at their homes should be borne by their families. 

Allusion had been made to the funeral of ex- 
President Adams, and also to that of Mr. Senator 
Fairfield. Mr. Fairfield waa not a member of this 
House, and he did not choose to be governed by 
what the Senate might do in such a case. This 
House was an independent body. But, with re- 
spect to the funeral of the late much-lamented Mr. 
Adams, the circumstances were altogether of an 
extraordinary character. Did they ever again ex- 
pect to see an ex-President on this floor as illus- 
trious as he had been, both in this country and the 
world? Mr. Adams was the first, and he (Mr. R.) 
believed he would be the last, President of this . 
country that would return to this House and min- 
gle with them in their deliberations; and they had 
only done for him that which was an exception to 
ordinary proceedings. It was an extraordinary 
instance of a most extraordinary man ceming to 
this House, after retiring from the Presidency, to 
discharge the duties of a Representative of the 

eople. With the gentleman from North Carolina 

Mr. VENABLE] he concurred, respecting the pay- 
ment of the funeral expenses of that distinguished 
man. He would vote for the payment of every 
dollar of them. 

Mr. HUDSON thought that the subject and the 
sum submitted to the consideration of the House 
was not such as to call for any prolonged debate. 
For himself, he saw no constitutional question or 
other principle involved in making the appropria- 
tion proposed to give him the slightest disturbance. 
He believed there was just 4s much propriety in 
paying to a member of that House both‘his mile- 
age and his per diem, though he was able to stay. 
in his place but an hour, as to pay it to members 
who stayed there but one or two days in a week, 
and had not the excuse of personal indisposition 
for their absence. It was well known that all the 
members were absent from their places more or 
less during the session; sometimes on public busi- 
ness, but in most cases, he believed, on that which 
was private and personal to themselves. And yet’ | 
he suspected there were but few who were actu- 
ated by so great a degree of scrupulosity as to 
make a pro rata deduction for their absence at the 
end of the session. Mr. H. was as ready to vote 
to pay a man who was. absent from the House in 
consequence of sickness, as to one who was absent 
from it on his own private business. 

And now as to the expenses of a funeral. All 
seemed to agree, that if a member died in this city, 
his funeral expenses ought to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Heuse. ow, so far as 
the principle of the matter was concerned, Mr. H. 


could perceive no difference between & member 
dying here and dying elsewhere. Pap poewe a 
at floor, 


member, whilein discharge of hisduty ont 
should be taken sick, and attempt to return home, 
but while on his journey should die at Baltimore, 
why was it not as equitable that the expense of 
burying him in Baltimore should be paid by the 
House just as much as the expense of burying 
him at Washington? While Mr. H. concurred 
with the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
VENABLE,] and was ready, like him, to pay any 
reasonable charge for the funeral expenses Jn the 
present case; he was not prepared to open an ac- 
count current with the sexton, and chaffer about 
the various items in his bill. He considered such 
a course as beneath the dignity of the House. He 
was prepared to pay a fair average amount, and to 
pay it at once. He considered debate on such a 
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question as something more than unnecessary. 
The question lay in a very small compass, and as 
he thought it had been quite sufficiently discussed, 
he would conclude by moving the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question, which was first on the amendment 
of Mr. Moreneap, was taken and decided in the 
negative: Yeas 73, nays 85. 

he original resolution was then adopted. 


Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to which was referred the bill of the 
Senate to remit the duties on books, maps, and 
charts imported for the use of the Library of Con- 
gress, reported the same back to the House with 
an amendment. . 

The amendment was read and agreed to. 

The bill was then read a third time, passed, and 
returned to the Senate. 


Mr. VINTON, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the bill further to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service of the 

‘fiscal year ending June 30, 1848, which was re- 
turned from the Senate with sundry amendments, 
reported the same back to the House with amend- 
ments to the Senate’s amendments. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Sreruens, of Georgia, in 
the chair, and took up 

| THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The first amendment of the Senate was, to strike 
out the proviso ‘‘ to the item for pay of two keep- 
ers of the public archives in Florida.” 

Fhe Committee of Ways ant Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence with the Senate in their 
first amendment. 

The question was put on the said amendment of 
the Senate, and it was disagreed to. 

_The second amendment of the Senate was read, 
viz: “ For expenses of loans and treasury notes, 
$5,000.” 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence with the Senate in this 
amendment. l 

The question was put on the second amendment 
of the Senate, and it was disagreed to. 

The third amendment of the Senate was read 
and concurred in, under the recommendation of 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The fourth amendment of the Senate was read. 
It proposes to amend the item which provides for 
additional clerks in the office of the Second Auditor 
by reducing the appropriatien from $15,000 to 
$12,000, and to strike out the words ‘‘at a per 
diem of not more than three dollars and thirty- 
three cents for each clerk.” 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence with the Senate in this 
amendment, and with an amendment, viz: to add 
to the amendment the following: ‘ At a rate not 
exceeding $1,000 per annum.’’ So that the pay 
of no one of the additional clerks shall exceed 
$1,000 per annum. r 

Mr. VINTON explained the amendment. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, opposed the 
concurrence, on the ground that the appropriation 
proposed for additional clerks in the Treasury 

epartment was wholly inadequate, and that the 
whole matter should be postponed until they re- 
ceived such information as would enable them to 
act understandingly and efficiently on the subject; 
which information the Secretary of the Treasury 

* had hitherto refused to give, although requested by 
resolution of the House on the 28th ultimo. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, advocated the ap- 
propriation as necessary to enable the Secretary of 
the Treasury to employ such clerks during the 
remainder of the fiscal year as were necessary to 
despatch the business which was pressing upon 
them. . He favored the amendment of the Senate 
and the amendment thereto of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

e Mr. McKAY read a statement of the Second 
Auditor, of the number of clerks which were in- 


dispensable in his bureau, and explained and vin- | 
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dicated the proposition of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. ROCKW ELL, of Connecticut, further op- 
posed this partial aid to the departments, and de- 
sired the postponement of action until they could 
receive full information from the Secretary. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, defended the ac- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury in this mat- 
ter, and repelled what he considered a party attack 
upon him by Mr. RocKwELL. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, the floor being yielded, dis- 
claimed any such design, and expressed an honest 
desire to afford the department an ample clerical 
force. 

Mr. HOUSTON resumed, and urged the im- 
portance of the proposition as indispensable to the 
transaction of public business at the department, 
for which the whole country was calling. 

Mr. ROCKWELL further explained and de- 
fended his position, and the action of the Commit- 
tee of Claims, with a view to afford full and efficient 
clerical aid to the departments. l , 

Further conversation and explanations passed 
between Messrs. VINTON and ROCKWELL, of 
Connecticut. 

Mr. HUDSON favored a concurrence with the 
propositions of the Committee of Ways and Means 
and of the Senate, and advocated the affording the 
aid to the department, provided by the amendment, 
as good to the extent to which it reached. 

The amendment proposed by the Committee of 
Ways and Means to. the Senate’s amendment, was 
agreed to. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
amend the Senate’s amendment, by striking out 
“$12,000,” and inserting ‘«$100.”’ Disagreed to ` 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to amend the 
Senate's amendment, so as to make it apply to the 
office of the Second Comptroller, as well as to the 
office of the Second Auditor, and to increase the 
sum from $12,000 to $17,000. 

Mr. JONES explained his amendment. 

And, after some conversation between Messrs. 
VINTON, HENLEY, and JOHNSON, of Ar- 
kansas, Mr. J.’s amendment was agreed to. 

The Senate’s fourth amendment, as amended, 
was then agreed to. 

The fifth amendment of the Senate was read, 
viz: “ For compensation to eight additional clerks 
to be employed in the General Land Office, four of 
them at the rate of twelve hundred dollars per an- 
num each, and the remaining four at the rate of 
one thousand dollars per annum each, the sum of 
$2,200.” 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence in this amendment of the 
Senate, with an amendment, viz: Strike out the 
words ‘‘four of them at the rate of $1,200 per an- 
num each, and the remaining four,’’ and reduce 
the sum to $2,000. 

The amendment to the Senate’s amendment was 
agreed to. 

The fifth amendment of the Senate, as amended, 
was then agreed to. | 

The remaining amendments of the Senate—viz: 
the sixth, seventh, eighth, and ninth—were read, 
and, under the recommendation of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, agreed to. 

The committee then rose, and reported the con- 


clusions to which they had arrived. 


The question was stated on concurring with the 
Senate ın their first amendment, on which some 
discussion ensued between Messrs. CABELL and 
McKAY;; after which, the amendment of the Sen- 
ate was disagreed to. 

The question was put on the second amendment 
of the Senate, and it was disagreed to. 

The third, sixth, seventh, eighth, and ninth 
amendments of the Senate were read and agreed 


0. 
The fifth amendment of the Senatè, as amended 
by the Committee of the Whole, was read and 
agreed to, 
The fourth amendment of the Senate, as amend- 
ed by the Committee of the Whole, was read. 
Mr. VINTON rose and made a statement in re- 
gard to this amendment, and sent to the Clerk’s 


table, where they were read, letters from the act- 
ing Secretary qf the Treasury, the Third Auditor, 
and the Second Comptroller, in regard to the insuffi- 
ciency of the clerical force in those offices. 

Mr. VINTON then moved further to amend the 
third amendment of the Senate, as amended by the 
Committee of the Whole, by embracing ‘ the of- 
fice of the Third Auditor” in the amendment pro- 
viding additional force for the bureau of the Second 
Comptroller and the Second Auditor. 

Some conversation ensued between Messrs. VIN- 
TON, HENLEY, McKAY, JONES, of Tennes- 
see, and CLARK. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and, under its operation, Mr. 
VinTon’s amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment of the Committee of the Whole 
to the Senate’s amendment was then agreed to. 

The question recurred on the fourth amendment 
of the Senate, as amended, and it was agreed to. 

All the amendments having been acted on, it was 
ordered that the Speaker acquaint the Senate of the 
action of the House on their amendments to the 
bill further to supply the deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1848. 

Mr. HUNT, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported, on leave, sundry amendments to the 
“ bill to establish a Territorial Government in Ore- 
gon.’ Laidon the table, and ordered to be printed. 
And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following memorials and petitions were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. McLANE: The petition of Richard Pattison pray- 
ing the passage of a special act allowing him a land war- 
rant. Also, the memorial of Charlies H. Marshall and his 
associates, for an act authorizing a contract to be made with 
them to carry the public mail in steam vessels between the 
ports of New York and Havre. - 

By Mr. GREGORY : The remonstrance of a large number 
of farmers and others, citizens of the county of Essex, in the 
State of New Jersey, against the renewal of the patent for 
the Jethro Wood plough. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of sundry citizens 
of Homer, Illinois, for reform in newspaper postage. 

By Mr. McILVAINE: The petition of Henry Speakman 
and 108 others, Joshua Rhoads and 76 others, B. Pitman and 
56 others, Aaron Kirk and 32 others, and Barclay Ivins and 
44 others, inhabitants of Pennsylvania, praying that Congress 
will take measures for effecting such change of the Constitu- 
tion and laws as shall abolish slavery throughout the Union 
in the manner that may be most consistent with justice and 
the rights and interests of every section of the country. 
Also, the petition of Isaac Meredith and 13 others, inhabit- 
ants of Pennsylvania, representing that the Federal Consti- 
tution, in its attempt to unite freedom and slavery in our 
body politic, has already brought upon the country great and 
manifold evils, and has fully proved that no such union can 
exist but by the sacrifice of freedom to the supremacy of 
slavéry; and praying Congress to devise, without delay, 
some plan for the immediate peaceful dissolution of the 
American Union. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The memorial of a committee of 
the Corporation of Washington, in behalf of said Corpora- 
tion and the people of the said city, in relation to the amend- 
ments to the charter of the city of Washington agreed to by 
a vote of the people. Also, two memorials from a large 
number of citizens of Washington, remonstrating against 
the passage of the bill authorizing attachments on mesne 

rocess. 
is By Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee: A petition of Joseph 
M. Rhea, asking an increase of the pension he now receives; 
said pension to commence in 1837. 

By Mr. WHITE: The memorial of Aaron Cook and 60 
others, remonstrating against the extension of the patent of 
Jethro Wood. 
` By Mr. MORSE: The petition of William A. Whitely, 
Andrew White, and 69 others, praying for the establishment 
of a post route in Louisiana. f 
- By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of sundry citizens 
of De Kalb county, Illinois, in favor of reform in the pre- 
emption laws. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 23, 1848. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of the Navy, 
accompanied by seventy-five copies of the Navy 
Register for the year 1848. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate | 
a report of the Secretary of the Senate, made in 
pursuance of a resolutiou of the Senate, in relation 
to the causes of the delay in printing the report of 
Dr. Wislizenus. 
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. RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 

Mr. FELCH presented a resolution passed by 
the Legislature of the State of Michigan, in favor 
of the establishment of a mail route from Detroit 
to Michigan, in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. | 

Also, a resolution passed by said Legislature in 
favor of the passage of an act granting to the St. 
Mary’s Canal Company the right of way over the 
public lands lying on the route of their canal; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. FELCH having moved that the resolution 
be printed— 

Mr. NILES said: I observe that an unusual 
practice is gaining ground in regard to the printing 
of memorials, and that it is becoming quite a com- 
mon thing. ` 

Mr. FELCH. I understand the practice to be, 
that the resolutions of the Legislatures of the dif- 
ferent States are ordered to be printed as a matter 
of course for the use of the Senate. 


Mr. NILES. Is this the resolution of the Le- 
' gislature? 

Mr. FELCH. It is. 

Mr. NILES. In that case I withdraw my ob- 
jection. 


The resolution was ordered to be printed. 


In presenting a resolution from the Legislature 
of New York— | 

Mr. DICKINSON said the subject of. the reso- 
lution is one which interests not only a great por- 
tion of the citizens of my own State, but the 
agricultural classes generally throughout the Union. 
It is a subject of the weightiest consideration; but 
as Congress has other matters before it, I shall not 
do more at this time than’ move that the resolu- 
tions be printed, and laid upon the table, which is, 
I believe, the usual disposition made in matters of 
this kind. Without keeping the Senate in further 
suspense, I remark that it relates to Jethro W ood’s 

tent plough. I ask that the resolution may be 
‘also read. I believe that is usual. 

Mr. HALE. I object. It is not the usual course. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Let. the Senate decide. I 
move that they be read. 

The motion was agreed to, and the resolution 
was read by the Secretary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. GREENE presented the petition of John S. 
Harris, late deputy collector and measurer of the 
port of Providence, in Rhode Island, praying com- 
pensation for his services; which was referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. FELCH presented a memorial of citizens 
of the town of Sault de St. Marie, in Michigan, 
praying the appointment of a board ‘of commis- 
sioners for the adjustment of land titles in that 
place; which was referred to the Committee on 

ublic Lands. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Sarah Hub- 
bard, praying compensation for property taken 
and destroyed by the enemy during the last war 
with Great Britain; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. i 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of citizens of 
Carroll county, New Hampshire, praying the es- 
tablishment of a mail route from Ossipee to Moul- 
tonboro’, in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented the petition of 
Henrietta Bedinger, widow of a deceased revolu- 
tionary officer, praying an increase of pension; 
-which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC LANDS AT FORT SNELLING. 
Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- 


tion for consideration: - 

' Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform 
the Senate what quantity of public land has been reserved 
from sale and settlement at or near Fort Snelling, on the 
` Upper Mississippi river, stating the quantity on each bank 
of the river so reserved, the purposes to which the lands are 
devoted, the amount of force at that post, averaging it for 
the last five years, and whether, in his opinion, the lands 
reserved on the east bank of the river are really necessary 
for any military purpose. 


On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
eli hs le Baptist State Convention, presented the 9th 

ch. 

Ordered, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Joseph Newell. : 
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Agreeably to notice, Mr. MOOR asked and ob- 


tained leave to bring in a bill to admit lumber cut 
on the territory of Maine, and manufactured in 
New Brunswick, into the ports of the United States 
free of duty; which was read the first and second 
times, by unanimous consent, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, by unanimous consent, 
asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill for the 
relief of Colonel Robert Wallace, aid-de-camp to 
Gen. William Hull; which was read the first and 
second times, by unanimous consent, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives relating to the evidence which shall be 
satisfactory on application for bounty lands, was 
read the first and second times, by unanimous con- 


sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, this resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CASS. I hope the resolution will. not be 
referred. This is a subject which is very import- 
ant, and I believe there cannot be-the slightest ob- 
jection toit. I hope it may be considered now. 

The Senate proceeded to consider said resolution 
as in Committee of the Whole, and ng-amendment 
being made, it was reported to the Séfiäte, ordered 
to a third reading, read a third time, by unanimous 
consent, and passed. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. Moor, 


and it was agrecd to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate copies of the corre- 
spondence which has taken place since August, 1842, hetween 
the authorities of the American and British Governments, 
in relation to export duties on American Jumber exacted or 
levied by the Provincial or other British authorities in New 
Brunswick; or copies of such portions of that correspond- 
ence as may be communicated without detriment to the 
public interest. 


Mr. RUSK gave notice that on to-morrow, or at 


some early day thereafter, he would ask leave of 


the Senate to introduce a bill to regulate trade and 
intercourse between the several tribes of Indians 
residing within the State of Texas. s 


THE LOAN BILL. 

The Senate resumed the, consideration of the 
biH from the House of Representatives to autho- 
rize a loan not to exceed the sum of sixteen mil- 
lions of dollars. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, on Friday a 
bill passed the Senate for the raising of ten regi- 
ments of new troops for the further prosecution of 
the war against Mexico; and we have been in- 
formed, that the measure is shortly to be followed, 
in this branch of the Legislature, by a bill to raise 
twenty regiments of volunteers for the same ser- 
vice. I was desirous, sir, on Friday, to express 
my opinion against the object of those bills— 
against the supposed necessity which leads to their 
enactment, and against the general policy which 
they are apparently designed to promote. Cir- 
cumstances personal to myself, but beyond my 


control, compelled me to forego on that day the. 


execution of this design. The bill now before the 
Senate is a measure for raising money to meet the 
expenses of the Government, and to provide the 
means as well for other things as for the pay and 
support of these thirty regiments. 

Sir, the scenes through which we have passed, 
and are passing here, are various. For a fortnight 
the world supposes us to have been occupied with 
the ratification of a treaty of peace, and that within 
these walls— 

“« The world shut out”— 


notes of peace, hopes of peace, nay, strong assu- 


rances of peace, and immediate peace, have been- 


uttered, to console us and to cheer us. It has been 
over and over again stated that we have ratified a 
treaty, (of course, a treaty of peace,) and, as the 
country has been led to suppose, not of uncertain, 
and empty,and delusive peace, but real, gratifying, 
and enduring peace—a peace that shall staunch the 
wounds of war, prevent the further effusion of 
blood, cut off these enormous expenses, and return 
our friends, and our brothers, and our children, (if 
they be yet living!) from a land of slaughter, and 
a land of still more dismal destruction by climate, 
to our firesides and our arms. Hardly have those 
halcyon sounds ceased upon our ear, until, in re- 
sumed public session, we are summoned to fresh 
warlike operations; to the creation of a new army 
of thirty thousand men, for the further prosecution 


of the war; to carry our power, in the language of 
the President, still more directly into the vital parts 
of our enemy, and tn press home by the power of 
the sword the claims that we insist upon against a 
fallen, prostrate, I had almost said, an ignoble foe! 
If I may judge of the opinion of the honorable mem- 
ber from Michigan, or other speeches delivered in 
this Chamber, there has not been a time from the 
commencement of the war when it has been more 
urgently pressed upon us, not only to maintain, 
but to, increase our military means—not only to | 
continue the war, but to press it with more vigor— 
than at the present time. Pray, what does all this 
mean? Pray, sir, I ask, is it confesséd, then, that 
we are no nearer to peace than we were when we 
snatched up a bit of paper called, or miscalled, a 
treaty, and ratified it? Have we yet to fight it out 
to the utmost, as if no pacification had intervened ? 
I wish to treat the proceedings of this and every 
department of this Government with the utmost 
respect. God knows that the Constitution of this 
Government, and the exercise of its just powers, 
in the administration of the laws under it, have 
been the cherished object of all my unimportant 
life. But if the subject were not too deeply inter- 
esting, I should say thatour proceedings here might 
well enough cause a smile. In the ordinary trans- 
action of foreign relations, in this and all other 
Governments, the course has been to negotiate first, 
and to ratify afterwards. This would seem to be. 
the natural order of conducting intercourse between 
foreign States. We have chosen to reverse the 
order. We ratify first, and negotiate afterwardg. 
We set up a treaty, such as we find it, and such 
as we choose to make it, and then we send two 
ministers plenipotentiary to negotiate thereupon 
in the capital of the enemy! One should think, 
sir, that the ordinary course of proceeding was 
much the wiser; that to negotiate, hold intercourse, 
come to some arrangement by authorized agents, 
and then to submit that arrangement to the sover- 
e'gn authority to which those agents are responsi- 
ble, would be always the most desirable method of 
procedure. Tt strikes me that the course we have 
adopted is strange, is grotesque. So faras I know, 
it is unprecedented in the history of diplomatic in- 
tercourse. Learned gentlemen on the floor of the 
Senate, interested to defend and_ vindicate this 
course, may, in their extensive reading, have found 
examples. I know none. 
Sir, we are in possession, by military powers of 
New Mexico and California, countries belonging 
hitherto to the United States of Mexico. We are 
informed by the President, that it 1s his purpose to 
retain them—to consider them as territories fit to 
be attached, and to be attached, to these United 
States of America; and the military operations and 
designs now before the Senate, are intended to 
enforce this claim of the Executive of the United 
States. We are to compel Mexico to agree, that 
that part of her dominions called New Mexico, 
and that other part called California, shall be ceded 
to us. Weare now in possession of these terri- 
tories, it is said, and she is to be compelled to 
yield her title. This is the precise object of this 
new army of thirty thousand men. It is the iden- 
tical object, sir, in my judgment, for which the war 
was originally commenced—for which it has been 
hitherto prosecuted, and in furtherance of which 
this treaty is to be used, but as one of the means 
to bring about the general result; that general result 
depending, after all, upon other superior powers, 
and the necessity of submitting to any terms which 
we prescribe, to fallen—fallen—fallen Mexico! 
The members composing the other House—the 
more popular branch of Congress—have all been 
elected since the remarkable ft had almost said the 
fatal) incidents of the llth of May, 1846; and 
it has passed a resolution affirming that “ the war 
with Mexico was begun unconstitutionally and 
unnecessarily by the Executive Government of the 
United States.’ I concur in that sentiment. I 
hold that to be the most recent, authentic expres- 
sion of the will and the opinions of the people of the 
United States. There is another proposition, not 
so authentically announced hitherto, but in my 
judgment equally true—equally capable of demon- 
stration—and that is, that this war was begun, has 
been continued, and is now prosecuted, for the 
great and leading purpose of the acquisition of new 
territory, out of which to bring new States, with 
a Mexican population, into this our union of the 
United States. If unavowed at first, this purpose 
did not remain unavowed long. Howeves.often it 
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reay be said that we did not go to war for conquest 
—credat Judeus Appela!—yet the moment we get 
possession of the territory, it is said that we must 
retain it and make it our own. Now, I think the 
original object has not been changed. Sir, I think 
it still exists in the eyes of those who originally 
contemplated it—who began the war for it; that it 
is as attractive to them, and from which they have 
no more desire to avert their eyes now than they 
had then, or have had at any time since we have 
compelled a treaty of cession. We know in our 
consciences that it is compelled! We use it as an 
instrument, and an agency in conjuntion with other 
instrumentalities and agencies of a more formida- 
ble or destructive character, to enforce the acquies- 
cence of Mexico in the acquisition by us of new 
territory to form new States—new States to be 
added to this Union. Every intelligent man knows 
that there is a strong desire in the heart of the Mex- 
ican citizen to retain the territories belonging to 
that republic. We know that the Mexican people 
part with their territory—if part they must—with 
regret, with pangsof sorrow. Thatweknow We 
know the cession is altogether forced; and, there- 
fore, because we know it must be forced—because 
we know that whatever the Government, which is 
our creature, may do or agree to—we know that 
the Mexican people will never accede to the terms 
of this treaty, but through an impulse of absolute 
necessity, and the impression made upon them by 
absolute irresistible force. Therefore, we propose to 
overwhelm them with anotherarmy. We propose 
to raise immediately ten regiments of regular troops, 
and twenty regiments of volunteers, and to pour 
them in and upon the Mexican people. 

Now, sir, I should be happy to concur, notwith- 
standing all this tocsin, and all this cry of all the 
Semproniuses in the land that their voice is still for 
war,—I should be happy to agree, and substantial 
I do agree, with the honorable member from Sout 
Carolina, that, after all, the war with Mexico is 
substantially over; that there can be no more fight- 
ing. My opinion in the present state of things is, 
that the people of this country will not sustain 
this war. They will not go to theexpense. They 
will not find anf gratification in putting the bayo- 
net to the throat of the Mexican people. For my 
part, I hope the ten-regiment bill will never become 
alaw. Three weeks ago I should have entertain- 
ed that hope with the utmost confidence. Events 
since have struck me with pain, and shaken my 
conviction. Sull I hope it will not pass. And 
here, I dare say, I shall be called a ‘* Mexican 
Whig,” A man who can stand up here and say 
that he hopes that what the Administration pro- 
jects for the further prosecution of the war against 

exico will not be carried into effect, is ** an ene- 
my to the country;’’ or, what gentlemen would 
consider the same thing, an enemy of the President 
of the United States and his Administration, and 
his party! He is a ** Mexican!”’ Sir, I think 
very badly of the Mexican character, high and 
low, out and out. But names do not terrify me. 
Besides, if I am a sufferer in this respect—if I be 
made the subject of reproach by these stipendiary 

reases, these hired abusers of the motives of pub- 
ic men, I have the honor on this occasion to be 
in very respectable company. In the Gituperative, 
the accusative, the denunciatory sense of that term, 
Ido not know a greater Mexican in this body 
than the honorable member from Michigan at the 
head of the Military Committee ! 

Mr. CASS. I should like the honorable gen- 
tleman to explain what sort of Mexican I am. 

Mr. WEBSTER. That is exactly the thing I 
now propose to do. 

Mr. CASS. I shall be glad to hear the expla- 
nation. 

Mr. WEBSTER. In his remarks on this bill 
in the Senate, the other day, the honorable gen- 
tleman told us that his object was to frighten 
Mexico—it would touch his humanity to hurt 


er! 

Mr. CASS. Does the honorable gentleman 
mean to say that I made such a remark ? 

Mr. WEBSTER. I mean to say that the gen- 
tleman said it twice. 

Mr. CASS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I 
gaid no such thing. Will the gentleman allow me 
to state what I did say? I remarked that we had 
two objects to accomplish in raising these regi: 
ments; one was, the vigorous prosecution of the 
war; and, secondly, to produce a moral effect upon 
Mexico, by convincing her of our determination, 


and thereby hold out an inducement to her to make 
ace. 

Mr. WEBSTER. The gentleman said, that his 
principal object was to ‘frighten’? Mexico, and 
that that would be more humane than to harm 
Mexico. 

Mr. CASS, (in his seat.) True. 

Mr. WEBSTER. It is true? Very well, I 
thought as much. Now, the remarkable charac- 
teristic of his speech which makes it so mucha 
Mexican speech is, that the gentleman spoke it in 
the hearing of Mexico, as well as in the hearing 
of the Senate. We have been accused, sir, of being 
« Mexican Whigs,” because what we say here is 
heard by Mexico, and Mexico derives countenance 
and support from what is said here. But the hon- 
orable member comes forth and tells Mexico that 
his object is to frighten her! His words have 
passed along the wires—they are on the Gulf—they 
are floating away to Vera Cruz; and when they 
get there, they will satisfy the Mexicans that, after 
all—after all, ‘‘ ye good Mexicans, our principal 
object is to frighten you!’ And to the end that 
they may not be frightened too much, he gives 
them notice that the object is to frighten them. 
Mr. President, when Snug, the joiner, was to rep- 
resent the lion, and roar on the stage, he was quite 
apprehensive that he might too much frighten * the 
dutchess and the ladies;”’ and, therefore, by the 
advice of his comrade, one Nicholas Bottom, he 
wisely concluded that, in the heat and fury of his 
effort, he would show one-half his face and say— 
“ Ladies, fair ladies, I would wish you, or I would 
request you, or [ would entreat yon, not to fear, 
not to tremble; my life for yours, if you think I 
come hither as a lion, it were pity of my life! No, 
I am no such thing; I am a man as other menare; 
I’m Snug, the joiner.” 

But, sir, in any view of this case—in any view 
of the proper policy of this Government, accord- 
ing to any man’s apprehension and judgment, 
where is the necessity of this augmentation of 
regiments of the military force of the country? I 
hold in my hand a note—I suppose suhstantiall 
correct—of the present military forces of the Uni- 
ted States. I will not vouch for its entire accuracy; 
but I believe it is substantially according to fact. 
There are now twenty-five reciments of regular 
troops of various arms, which, if full, would give 
us a force of 28,960 rank and file, and, including 
officers, thirty thousand and odd men. These, 
with the exception of six or seven hundred men, 
are now all without the limits of the United States, 
in field service in Mexico, or on the route to Mex- 
ico. These regiments are not full. Casualties and 
the climate have sadly reduced their numbers. If 
the recruiting service would now yield ten thousand 
men, it would not more than fill up those regiments 
so as to give the field-officers their full command. 
I understand, sir, that the report from General 
Scott—General Scott!—a man that has performed 
the most brilliant campaign in military annals; a 
man that has warred against the enemy, warred 
against the climate, warred against a thousand 
unpropitious circumstances, and carried the flag of 
his country to the capital of the enemy, honor- 
ably, proudly, humanely, to his own permanent 
honor and the great credit of his country. General 
Scott! And whereis he? At Puebla! At Puebla, 
undergoing an inquiry before his inferiors in office, 
and other persons not in office; while the high 
powers that he exercised, and exercised with so 
much distinction, are turned over to another, I do 
not mean to say an unworthy gentleman, but his 
inferior in military rank and station,—but General 
Scott reports, as I understand, that in February, 
there were twenty thousand regular troops under 
his command and en route. Add the thirty regi- 
ments of volunteers, and if full they would make 
thirty-four thousand men—officers included, over 
thirty-five thousand—and there would be a force of 
regulars and volunteers amounting to not less than 
fifty-five thousand or sixty thousand men, inclu- 
ding the recruits on the way. If my information 
be exact—and the honorable member from Michi- 
gan can correct me if it be not; I presume that it 
is correct—in February General Scott had under 
him in Mexico thirty thousand troops, regulara 
and volunteers. Now, all these troops are regu- 
larly officered. There is no deficiency of officers 
in the ling. or in the staff. They are all full. 
Whatever deficiency there is, consists of men. 
Now, str, there is a plausible reason for saying 
that it is difficult to recruit at home for the supply 


of deficiencies in the volunteer regiments. It will 
be said that volunteerg choose to enlist under offi- 
cers of their own selection; that they do not incline 
to enlist here as individual volunteers, when the, 
regiment is abroad, under officers of whom they 
know nothing. There may be something in that, 
but, pray, to what does that conclusion lead? Does 
it not lead to this, that all those volunteer corps 
must moulder away, so far as the privates are con- 
cerned, and come to nothing; meantime the places 
of the commissioned officers are continually filled; 
the regiments being full of officers, although the 
peas by casualty or by disease, are reduced to 

e less in number than the officers themselves? 
But however that may be, in regard to the recruit- 
ing for the regular service, you can fill up the regi- 
ments by pay and bounty, according to existing 
laws, or new laws, if new laws be necessary. 
There is no reason upon earth why we should now 
create five hundred new officers for the purpose of 
getting ten thousand new men. There are officers 
to command them. All that is wanted is men, 
and there is a place for the men; and I suppose. 
that no gentleman can stand up here or elsewhere 
and say that the recruiting service can f° on faster 
than it will be necessary to go on in order to filkup 
these deficiencies in the regiments abroad. Butnow 
what do we want with a preater force than we al- 
ready have in Mexico? Without asking what need 
there is for the supply of deficiencies in the existing 
regiments, what do we want beyond the thirty thou- 
sand regulars and volunteers now in field service? 
What is the purpose? There is no army to fight. 
I suppose the enemy has not five hundred men to- - 
gether under arms in any part of Mexico. Except 
in one instance, perhaps, there is not half that 
number. Mexico is prostrate. There is no Gov- 
ernment to resist us. Why, it is notorious that 
the Government of Mexico is on our side. It is 
our instrument by which we hope to establish 
such a peace, and accomplish such a treaty as we 
wish. As far as I can understand the matter, the 
Government of Mexico owes its life, and breath, 
and being, at this moment, to the support of our 
arm; and to the hope—I will not say how inspir- 
ed—that somehow or another, and at no distant. 
period, there may be pecuniary means arising from 
our three millions, or our twelve millions, or a3ome 
other of our millions. What do we propose to do, 
then, with those thirty regiments that we design 
to pour into Mexico? Are we going tg cut the 
throats of the Mexicans? Are we going to plunga 
the sword deeper and deeper into the vital part of 
Mexico? What do we propose to do? Sir, I see 
no object, and yet we are pressed and urged to 
adopt this proposition in its full length—ten regi- 
ments of regulars, and twenty regiments of volun- 
teers! We are told, and the public is told, and the 
public believes, that we are on the verge of a safe 
and honorable peace. Every man looks out in 
the morning for tidings of confirmed peace, or con- 
firmed hopes of peace. He gathers it from the 
Administration, and every organ of the Adminis- 
tration, from Dan to Beersheba; and yet the war- 
like operations—the incurring of additiqnal ex- 
penses—the imposition of new charges upon the 
treasury, are pressed here as if peace were not in 
all our thoughts, at least not in any of our expect- 
ations! 

Now, sir, I propose to hold some plain talk to- 
day; and I say that, according to my best judge 
ment and apprehension of matters, the main object 
of these bills is patronage—office—the gratification 
of friends. This very measure for ten additiona} 


| regiments, creates four or five hundred officers, col- 


onels and subalterns, and not them only, for whom 
I have some respect, but then there come pay- 
masters, confractors, persons engaged in the trans- 
port service, commissaries, even down to sutlers, 
et id genus omne—people who handle the publie 
money without facing the foe; one and all, the true 
descendants, if not the true representatives, of Cor- 
poral Nym, who said— 
« For I shall sutler be 

Unto the camp, and profits will accrue !” 
Sir, I hope, without disrespect to those applicants 
and aspirants, and those patriots, some of them 
patriots ready to fight, and those other patriots nof 
willing to fight, but willing to be paid,—I hope, 
without disrespect to any of them, according: te 
their rank and station, and merits, that they may 
be all disappointed. ‘I hope, sir, as the weather 
grows genial, and the season advances, they will, 
on the whole, find it their interest to place thema 
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selves, one of these mild mornings, in the cars, and 
take their destination to thejr respective places of 
honorable, private occupation, and civil employ- 
ment. They have my good wishes, that, bidding 
adieu to the avenue and the Capitol, and the pur- 
lieus of the President’s House, they may reach 
their homes, in good health themselves, and find 
their families all very happy to receive them. 

But, sir, paulo majora canamus! This war was 
waged for the purpose of creating new States, near 
the southern portion of the United States, out of 
Mexican territory, and with such population as 
might be found resident therein. I have opposed 
that project. I am against the creation of new 
` States. [am against the acquisition of territory 
to form new States. And this, sir, is not a matter 
of sentimentality, which I am to parade before 
mass meetings, or before my constituents at home. 
It is with me no matter of declamation; regret, or 
expressed repugnance. It is matter of firm, un- 
changeable purpose, to yield to no force of circum- 
stances that have occurred, or that I may consider 
likely to occur; and therefore I say, sir, that if I 
am asked to-day, whether, for the sake of peace, 
I will take a treaty that brings two new States into 
this Union on its southern boundary, I say no— 
distinctly no! and I wish every man tn the United 
States to understand that to be my judgment and 
my purpose. I have said on the southern bound- 
ary, because there the present proposition takes its 
locality. I would say the same of the western, 
the northern, the eastern, or any other boundary. 
. I would resist, to-day and to the end, here and 
everywhere, any proposition to add any foreign 
territory, on the south or west, north or east, to 
the States of this Union, as they are now con- 
stituted and held together under the Constitution. 
I do not want the colonies of England on the north; 
l as little desire the Mexican population on the 
south. I resist and reject all, and all with equal 
resolution; and therefore I say, that if the question 
Is put to me to-day, whether I will take peace in 
the present state of the country—distressed as it 
is—in the exigency of this war, odious as it is— 
in circumstances so afflictive to the community, 
and so disturbing to the business of those whom 
I represent as those which now surround me—I 
say still, that if the question be put to me, whether 
I will have peace, with new States, I say no—no— 
no! Why? Because, sir, there is no necessity 
of beinggriven into the dilemma, in my judgment. 
Other gentlemen may think differently. I own no 
man’s conscience but mine own. I mean to make 
a clean breast for myself, and I protest that I see 
no reason whatever to believe that we cannot ob- 
tain as safe a peace, as honorable a peace, and as 
prompt a peace, without territory, as with it. The 
things are separable. There is no necessary con- 
nection between them. Mexico does not wish us 
to take her territory that she “may receive our 
money. Far from it. She yields her assent, if 
she yields it at all, reluctantly, and we all know 
it. If she yield, it is the result of force; and 
there is not a man here that does not know 
it. Let me say, sir, that if this Trist paper shall 
finally be rejected in Mexico, it is most likely 
to be because those who, under our protection, 
prepared it, cannot persuade the Mexican Con- 
gress or the Mexican people to agree to this cession 
of territory. The thing most likely to break up 
what is now expected to take place is, the repug- 
nance of the Mexican people to part with Mexican 
territory. They would prefer to keep their terri- 
' tory, and that we should keep our money; or we 
resolve that we should keep our money, and allow 
them to keep their territory. We shall see. I 
pretend to no powers of prediction. [do not know 
what may happen. ‘The times are full of strange 
events. But | think it probable, that if the treat 
which has gone to Mexico shall fail to be ratified, 
it will be because of the aversion of the Mexican 
Congress or the Mexican people to cede their ter- 
ritories, or any portion of them, bélonging to their 
Repufblic. 

have said that I would rather have no peace for 

the present, than to have a peace that brings terri- 
tories for new States, and the reason is, that I be- 
lieve we can get a peace just as soon without terri- 
tory as with it—a peace more safe, more enduring 
—vastly more honorable to us, the great Republic 
of the Western World. I hear gentlemen say, that 
we must have some territory—that the people de- 
mand it. I deny it; at least I say I see no proof 
of it whatever. I do not doubt that there are indi- 
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viduals here and there, of an enterprising charac- 
ter, disposed to emigration, who know nothing 
about New Mexico, but that it is far off; and noth- 
ing of California, but that it is still further off; who 
are tired of the dull pursuits of agriculture and 
civil life. I dare say that there are hundreds and 
thousands of such persons who might wish for 
territory, in which to seek their fortunes. What- 
ever is new, is attractive to such minds. ‘They 
feel the spirit of a borderer, and that is, I take it, 
to be pretty tolerably content with his condition till 
somebody passes beyond him; and then his dispo- 
sition to take up his ‘‘ traps” and pass beyond him 
who has passed himself, and sit down further off, is 
an irresistible passion. At leastso says that great 
and sagacious observer of human manners, Cha- 
teaubriand, when he travelled in this country in 
1797. But, I say, sir, that I do not find anywhere, 
nor that there exists anywhere, any considerable, 
respectable number of persons who think that we 
want more territory and such territory. There 
were twenty-four of us last year, who voted against 
the prosecution of the ‘war for the acquisition of 
territory, on the ground that we did not want it— 
southern men and northern men. I believe there 
were southern gentlemen who concurred in that 
vote, and who found themselves, even against what 
might be supposed to be the local feeling and par- 
tiality, able tosustain themselves upon the ground 
of the wisdom of the general policy of not seeking 
for territory, and by. the acquisition of territory to 
bring into our politics certain embarrassing and 
embroiling questions. Ido not learn that they 
suffered by the advocacy of such sentiments. I 
rather believe that they triumphed in them, and I 
believe that through the greater portion of the 
South—if we can trust what has been said here; 
through the Southwest, to a very great extent, the 
same sentiment is general—that there is no preva- 
lent opinion in favor of new territory and such ter- 
ritory, or of an augmentation of your population 
and by such population. I need not say that that 
is, if not the undivided, the preponderating senti- 
ment of all the North. But we think we must take 
territory. For the sake of peace, we must take 
territory! Thisis-the will of the President! If we 
do not take it, we may fare worse! Mr. Polk will 
take no less! Thatis fixed upon!. He is immova- 
ble! He has put down his foot! He had put it 
down, sir, on * fifty-four forty,” but it didn’t stay ! 
I speak of the President of the United States as I 
speak of all Presidents, without disrespect; but I 
know no reason why his opinions, his will, his 
purpose declared to be fixed, should control us, 
any more than our purpose formed upon equally 
conscientious motives, and I may add, formed 
under as high responsibilities, should control 
him. We think he is firm and will not move. 
[ should be sorry, sir, very sorry, indeed, that we 
should entertain more respect for the firmness of 
an individual at the head of the Government than 
we can entertain for our own firmness. He will 
stand out, itis said, against us. Do we fear to 
stand out against him? For one, I do not. It ap- 
pears to me to be a slavish doctrine. For one, I 
am willing to meet the issue; and to go to the peo- 
ple, over all this broad land. If we will take peace 
without new States, and the Administration will 
have no peace without new States, I am willing to 
stand upon that, and trust the people. Ido that 
because, in the first place, I think it is right; and, 
in the next place, F have no distrust of the people. 
am not unwilling to put that to their sovereign 
decision and arbitration. 

Sir, I hold this question to be vital, permanent, 
elementary, in the future prosperity of his country 
and the maintenance of the Constitution, and I am 
willing to trust that question to the people. I pre- 
fer that it should be submitted to them; because, 
if what I regard as a great constitutional principle, 
or a principle essentially important to the main- 
tenance of the Constitution, be broken down, let 
it be the act of themselves. It shall never be my 
act. I therefore do not distrust the people. I am 
willing to take their sentiment on this issue, from 
the Gulf to the British provinces, and from the 
ocean to the Missouri. I am willing to ask them 
will you continue this war for territory—for ter- 
ritory to be purchased after all for an enormous 
price, a thousand times the value of all that is pur- 
chased; or will you take peace, contenting your- 
selves with the honor that the country has reaped 
by the military achievements of its armies? Will 
you take peace without territory, and preserve the 
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integrity of the Constitution and the Union? I anv 
willing to go on that, for one. 

I am willing, sir, to take this issue—peace with- 
out new States, keeping our money to ourselves, 
or war till these new States shall be acquired ? 
That’s the question. Itis a question for the people 
themselves. If they support me and those.who 
think with me in the view I take of the matter, 
very well. If they will have territory—if they will 

dd new States to this Union, why let them do so, 
and they will be the artificers of their own fortunes, 
for good or for evil. 

` But, sir, we tremble before Executive power. 
The truth cannot be concealed—we tremble before 
Executive power. Mr. Polk will take nothing else 
than this; and if we do not take this, ‘‘ the king’s 
anger may kindle,’’and he may impose still heavier 
burdens. Now, who and what is Mr. Polk? | 
I mean 
only to ask who and what is the President of the 
United States for the current moment? He is in 
the last year of the term of his administration— 
formally, officially it can only be drawn out till the 
fourth of March. Why, really and substantially, 
we know that two short months will or may produce 
events that render the duration of the official term 
of very little importance. We are on the eve ofa 
Presidential election. ‘That machinery resorted to 
to collect public opinion or party opinion is to be 

ut in operation two months hence. We shall see 

its result. It may be that the present incumbent 
of the Presidential office will be again presented to 
his party friends and admirers for their suffrages 
for the next Presidential term. Ido not say how 
probable or improbable that may be—perhaps it is 
not entirely probable. Suppose that not to be the 
result—whatthen? Why, He Mr. Polk becomes 
as absolutely insignificant as any respectable man 
amongst the public men of the United States—hon- 
orable in his private life—valuable in his private 
character. Respectable, never eminent in public 
life, he will, from the moment that a new star arises, 
have just as little influence as you, sir, or I; and, 
so far as respects myself, God knows that will be. 
Sir, political partisans.and aspirants - 
and office-seekers are not sun-flowers; they don’t 

———— “ turn on their god when he sets, 

The same face which they turned when he rose?” 

Now, sir, if the respectable gentleman who is 
now at the head of the Government should be 
agreed upon, there will be those who will commend 
his consistency, and be bound to maintain it and 
the integrity of the party. His friends will re- 
quire that this should bedone. If otherwise, who 
is there in the whole length and breadth of the land 
who will care for the consistency of the present 
incumbent of that office? There will then be new 
objects. Manifest destiny will have fixed upon 
some other man, sir; the eulogies are now writ- 
ten; the commendations of the press are already 
elaborated. I will not say everything fulsome, but 
I will say everything panegyrical is already writ- 
ten out with blanks for names, to be filled when 
the convention shall adjourn. When manifest des- 
tiny shall be reached, then, sir, all these strains of 

anegyric made beforehand, laid up in pigeon- 

oles, studied, framed, emblazoned, and embossed, 
will all come out, and then there will be, there is 
bound to be, somebody in the United States, pos- 
sibly, whose merits have heretofore been ai ey 
overlooked —marked by Providence—a kind of 
miracle—it is a wonder that nobody thought of 
him before; a fit man, and the only fit man, to be 
at the head of this great Republic. I shrink not, 
therefore, from anything that I feel to be my duty 
by any apprehension of the power, and importance, 
and imposing dignity, and the power of will, which 
is ascribed to the present incumbent of that office. 
I wish we had that power of will. I wish we had 
that firmness—firmness—firmness. Si sit numen 
nullam absit. If we had adherence! I wish we 
could gather something from the spirit of our 
brave corps that have met the enemy under cir- 
cumstances most adverse, and have stood the 
shock. J wish we could imitate Zachary Taylor 
in his bivouac upon.the field of Buena Vista. He 
said he would remain for the night; he would feel 


‘the enemy in the morning and try his position. I . 


wish before we surrender that we could make up 
our own minds to feel the enemy and try his po- 
sition, and’I think we should find him, as Taylor 
did, under the early sun on his way to San Luis 
Potosi! That is my judgment. 

But, sir, I come to the all-absorbing question, 
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more particularly, of the creation of new States. 
When I came into the councils of the country, Lou- 
isiana had been obtained under the treaty with 
. France, and shortly afterwards Florida was ob- 
tained under the treaty with Spain. These two 
countries were known to us. They lay upon our 
frontiers. They commanded the outlets of the 
great river. As Ihave had occasion to say, and 
shall now only repeat, without argument, in the 
first of these instances the President of the United 
States (Mr. Jefferson) supposed the acquisition to 
be unconstitutional. He acted on that supposition. 
Mr. Madison was then Secretary of State. He 
proposed that a proposition for an amendment of 
the Constitution should be submitted, in order to 
bring Louisiana into the Union. He drew up the 

roposition, and it was submitted to Mr. Adams. 
Mr. Madison did not go upon the general idea that 


new States might be admitted. He did not pro-" 


ceed upon the motion of a general amendment to 
the Constitution in this respect, but the amendment 
of the Constitution which he proposed and sub- 
mitted to Mr. Adams was article 13, amendator 
* of the Constitution: ‘‘ The province of Louisiana is 
hereby declared to be part and parcel of the United 
States.’? Public opinion, owing to the great im- 
portance of this acquisition, took a turn favorable 
to the affirmation of the power, without any new 
constitutional provision. The power was acqul- 
esced in. Louisiana, became a part of the Union, 
and following the example of Louisiana, Florida 
was admitted. Now, sir, I consider these trans- 
actions as past, settled, legalized. There they 
stand. They are part of our political -history. 
They are facts against which it would be idle at 
this day to contend. My first agency in these 
matters was upon the proposition for admitting 
‘Texas into the Union. That I thought it my duty 
to oppose, upon the general ground of opposing all 
annexation of new States, and I may add, and 
ought to add in justice—because there was a prop- 
osition then before the country as to southern States 
having a slave population being represented in the 
Congress of the United States—upon the ground of 
inequaljty. It happened to me, sir, to be caflad on 
to address a political meeting in New York in 
1837-38, after the recognition of Texan independ- 
ence. I may state now, sir, what I have often 
stated before, that no man from the first has been 
a better wisher, a more sincere well-wisher, to the 
eople and Government of Texas than myself. I 
ooked upon the achievement of their independ- 
ence at the battle of San Jacinto as quite extraor- 
dinary, almost a marvellous incident, in the affairs 
of mankind. I was among the first to be disposed 
to acknowledge her independence; but from the 
first, and from the first down to this moment, I 
have oppona, as far as I was able, the annexation 
of new States to this Union. I stated my reasons 
on the occasion to which I referred. I have them 
in a short abstract before me, but it is hardly worth 
while that I should trouble the Senate with read- 
ing them. 
or a few years I held a position in the Execu- 
tive department of the Government. I left the 
Department of State in 1843, in May. Within a 
month after another mést worthy and respectable 
E came to a very untimely end— 
ad taken my place, I had occasion to know—not 
officially, but from circumstances—that the annex- 
ation of Texas to the United States was taken up 
by Mr. Tyler’s administration as an administra- 
tion measure—pushed, pressed, insisted on; and I 
believe that the honorable gentleman to whom I 
have referred, and for whose memory I entertain 
much respect, (Mr. Upshur,) had something like 
a passion for the accomplishment of this purpose. 
And I am afraid that the President of the United 
States at that time suffered his ardent feelings not 
a little to control his more prudent judgment. At 
any rate, I saw in 1843 that annexation had be- 
come a purpose. I was not in Congress, nor in 
: public life; but, seeing this state of things, I 
thought it my duty to admonish as far as I could, 
the country of the existence of this purpose. 
There are gentlemen—many of them at the North, 
others now in this capital—who know that in the 
summer of 1843, being fully persuaded that this 
purpose of annexing Texas had been taken up 
with zeal and determination by the Executive Gov- 
ernment of the United States, I thought it my duty, 
and asked their concurrence in an attempt, to let 
this purpose be known to the country. I conferred 
with gentlemen of distinction and eminence. I 


proposed some means of exciting public attention 
to the question of annexation, before it should be- 
come a party question; for I had learned that when 
a matter becomes a party matter, it is in vain to 
argue against it or argue upon it. But the opti- 
mists—the quietists, then, who said, All things are 
well, and let all things alone—discouraged, dis- 
countenanced, repressed, any such effort. They 
said the North would take care of itself; the coun- 
try would take care of itself; that it would not sus- 
tain. Tyler’s project of annexation; when the time 
came, the power of the North, which was felt in 
the House of Representatives, would be sufficient 
to resist the measure. And I could now refer to 
paragraphs and articles in the most respectable 
journals at the North, in which the attempt was 
made to produce an impression that there was no 
danger that we should have an addition of new 
States; that we need not alarm ourselves about it. 
I was not in Congress when the resolution pro- 
viding for the annexation of Texas was passed. 
I only know, that up to a very short period before 
the passage of that resolution, the general impres- 
sion was, in the country where I belonged, that no 
such resolution could pass. But I have found, sir, 
in the course of thirty years’ experience, that what- 
ever measure the Executive Government embraces 
and pushes, is quite likely to succeed. There is a 
giving way somewhere. If the Executive Gov- 
ernment acts with uniformity, steadiness, entire 
unity of purpose, sooner or later it is quite apt 
enough—according to my construction of history, 
too apt—to effect its purpose. 


Administration, the resolutions for the annexation 
of Texas passed Congress. Texas complied with 
the provisions of these resolutions, and she was 
here, or the case was here, on the 22d December, 
1845, for her final admission into the Union, as one 
of these States: I took occasion then to state that 
I hoped I had shown all proper regard for Texas; 
that I had been certainly opposed to annexation; 
that if I should go over the whole matter again, 
I should have nothing new to add; that I had acted, 
all alone, under the unanimous declaration of all 
parties, and of the Legislature of Massachusetts; 
that I thought there must be some limit to the ex- 
tent of our territories, and that I wished that this 
country should exhibit to the world the example of 
a powerful Republic, without the greediness and 
hunger of empire. And I added, that while I held, 
with as much faithfulness as any citizen of the 
country, to all the original arrangements and com- 
ae of the Constitution under which we live, 

never could, and I never should, bring myself to 
be in favor of the admission of any States into the 
Union as slaveholding States, and I might have 
added, any States at all. Now, as I have said, in 
all this I acted under the resolutions of the State 
of Massachusetts—certainly concurrent with my 
own judgment, so often repeated, and reaffirmed 
by the unanimous consent of all men of all parties; 
that I could not well go through the series of point- 
ing out, not only the impolicy, but the unconstitu- 
tionality of such annexation. A case presented 
is this: If a State proposes to come into the Union, 
and to come in as a slave State, then there is an 
augmentation of the inequality in the represéntation 
of the people, which already exists—an inequality 
already existing, with which I do not quarrel, and 
which I never will attempt to alter, but shall pre- 
serve as long as I have a vote to give, or any voice 
in this Government, because it is a part of the 
original compact. Letitstand. But then there is 
another consideration of vastly more general im- 
portance even than that—more general, because it 
affects all the States, free and slaveholding; and it 
is, that if States fornied out of territories thus 
thinly populated come into the Union, they neces- 
sarily, inevitably break up the relation existing 
between the two branches of the Government, and 
destroy its balance. They break up the intended 
relation between the Senate and the House of 
Representatives. If you bring in new States, any 
State that comes in must have two Senators. She 
may come in with fifty or sixty thousand people 
or more. You may have, from & particular State, 
more Senators than you have Representatives. 
Can anything occur to disfigure and derange the 
form of government under which we live more 
signally than that? Here would be a Senate bear- 
ing no proportion to the people—out of all relation 
to them, by the addition of new States; from some 
of them only one Representative, perhaps, and two 
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Senators; whereas the larger States may have ten, 
fifteen, or even thirty Representatives, and but two 
Senators.. The Senate, added to, augmented by 
these new Senators coming from States where there 
are few people, becomes an odious oligarchy. It 
holds power without any adequate constituency. 
Sir, itis but “ borough-mongering”’ upon a large 
scale. Now, I do not depend upon theory; I ask 
the Senate‘and the country to look at facts—to see 
where we were, when we made our departure three 
years ago, and where we now are; and I leave it to 
the imagination to conjecture where we shall be. 

We admitted Texas—one State for the present— 
but, sir, if you refer to the resolutions providing 
for the annexation of Texas, you find a provision 
that it shall be in the power of Congress hereafter 
to make four new States out of Texan territory. 
Present and prospectively, five new States—ten 
Senators—may come into the Union out of Texas. 
Three years ago we did this; we now propose to 
make two. States. Undoubtedly if we take, as the 
President recommends, New Mexico and Califor- 
nia, there must then be four new Senators. We 
shall then have provided in these territories out of 
the United States along our southern borders, for 
the creation of States enough to send fourteen Sen- 
ators into this Chamber. Now, what will be the 
relation between these Senators and the people they 
represent, or the States from which they come? I 
do not understand that there is any very accurate 
census of Texas. It is generally supposed to con- 
tain one hundred and fifty thousand persons. I 
doubt whether it is above one hundred thousand. 

Mr. MANGUM. It contains one hundred and 
forty-nine thousand. 

Mr. WEBSTER. My honorable friend on my 
left says, a hundred and forty-nine thousand. I 

ut it down, then, one hundred and fifty thousand. 
ell, sir, Texas 1s not spend Fae to be 
a country of dense population. e will suppose 
it to have near one hundred and fifty thousand 
population by the best accounts—and I have given 
over all that I can find. New Mexico may have 
sixty or seventy thousand inhabitants—such—as 
—they—are! Say seventy thousand. In Califor- 
nia, they are not supposed to be above twenty-five 
thousand men; but undoubtedly, if this territory 
should become ours, persons from Oregon, and from 
our Western States, will find their way to San Fran- 
cisco, where there is some good land, and we may 
suppose they will shortly amount to sixty or seven- 
t Medea: We will put them down at sevent 
shourand: Then the whole territory in this esti- 
mate, which is as large as any man puts it at, will 
contain two hundred and ninety thousand persona, 
and they will send us, whenever we ask for them, 
fourteen Senators; a population less than that of 
the State of Vermont, and not the eighth part of 
that of New York. Fourteen Senators, and no 
more people than Vermont! and no more people 
than New Hampshire! and not so many people 
as the good State of New Jersey! But then, sir, 
Texas claims to the line of the Rio Grande, and if 
it be her true line, why then of course she ab- 
sorbs a considerable part, nay, the greater part of 
the population of what is now called New Mexico. 
I do not argue the question of the true southern or 
western line of Texas; I oniy say that it is appa- 
rent to everybody who will look at the map, and 
learn anything of the matter, that New Mexico 
cannot be divided by this river, the Rio Grande, 
which is a shallow, fordable, insignificant stream, 
creeping along through a narrow valley, at the 
base of enormous mountains. New Mexico must 
remain together; it must be a State with its seven- 
ty thousand people, and so it will be, and so will 
be California. 

But then, sir, suppose Texas to remain a unit, 
and but one State for the present, still we have 
three States—Texas, New Mexico, and Califor- 
nia. We have six Senators, then, for less than 
three hundred thousand people. We have as 
many Senators for three hundred thousand people 
in that region as we have for New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, and Ohio, with four or five millions of peo- 

le; and that is what we call an equal representation. 

s not this enormous? Have gentlemen consider- 
ed this. Have they looked at it? Are they wil- 
ling to look it in the face, and then say they embrace 
it? I trust in God the people will look at it and 
consider it. And now let me add, that this dis- 
proportion can never be diminished; it must remain 
forever. How are you going to diminish it? Why, 
here is Texas, with a hundred and forty-nine thou- 
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sand people, with one State. Suppose that pop- 
lations should flow into Texas, where will Ted à 
Not to any dense point, but to be spread over all 
that region, in places remote from the Gulf, in places 
remote from what is now the capital of Texas; and 
‘therefore, as soon as there are in other portions of 
Texas people enough within our common construc- 
tion of the Constitution and our practice in respect to 
the admission of States, my honorable friend from 
Texas will have a new State, and I have no doubt 
he has chalked it out already. Well, then, as to 
New Mexico, there can be no more people there. 
The man is ignorant, stupid, who has looked at 
the map of New Mexico, and read the accounts of 
it, who supposes there can be any more people 
there than there is now—some sixty or seventy 
thousand. Itis an old-settled country; the people 
living along in the bottom of this valley on the two 
sides of a little stream, a garter of land only on 
one side and the other, filled by coarse landholders 
and miserable peons. It can sustain, not only under 
this cultivation, but under any cultivation that our 
American race should ever submit to, no more 
people than there are there now. There will, 
then, be two Senators for sixty thousand inhabit- 
ants in New Mexico to the end of our lives and to 
the end of the lives of our children. 

Well, now, how is it with California? We pro- 
pose to take California, from the forty-second de- 
gree north latitude down to the thirty-second degree; 
we propose to take ten degrees of latitude along the 
-coast of the Pacific. All along that great distance 
there are settlements, and villages, and forts; back it 
is al] wilderness, and barrenness, and Indian coun- 
try. But if about San Francisco, and perhaps 
downto Monterey, or a little to the north, there 
‘shall be enough to make up one State, why the 
people five hundred miles off in time to come will 
hays another State, and then this disproportion of 
Senators to the people will go on, and must goon, 
and we cannot prevent it. I say, sir, that accord- 
ing to my conscientious convictions, we are now 
fixing upon the Constitution of the United States 
‘and upon our form of government a monstrosity— 
a disfiguration—an enormity. Sir, I hardly dare 
trust myself. I do not know that I may not be 
under some delusion. I do not know that my head 
is not turned. It may be that it is the weakness 
‘of mine eyes that forms this monstrous apparition. 
But if I may trust myself—if I may persuade my- 
self that I am in my right mind—then it does ap- 
pear to me that we in this Senate have been acting, 
and are acting, and are likely to be acting hereafter, 
a part which will certainly form a remarkable 
époch in the history of our Government. I hold 
it to be onormous—flagrant—and an outrage upon 
all the principles of a popular representative Gov- 
ernment, and upon the sega provisions of 
the Constitution under which we live, and which 
we have sworn to support. But then, sir, what 
frees the case from thisenormity? Why, itis that 
we stipulate only that these new States shall be 
brought in at a suitable time. Now, what is 
to constitute the suitableness of time? Who is 
to judge of it? I tell you, sir, that the suitable 
time will come whenever the preponderance of 
party power here makes it necessary to bring in 
new States. The time will depend on the state of 
our politics here, and not upon the condition of 
these States elsewhere. Be assured, sir, there will 
be a suitable time whenever strength, or party 

ower, or votes are wanting in this Senate. We 

ave some little experience of this. Texas came 
in in suitable time—very suitable! Texas was 
finally admitted in December, 1846. My friend 
near me here, [Mr. Rusx,] for whom I have great 
regard, whose acquaintance I have cultivated with 
much pleasure, took his seat here, with his col- 
łeague, in March, 1845. In J uly, 1846, these two 
Texan votes turned the balance im the Senate, and 
overthrew the tariff of 1842, in my judgment the 
best system of revenue that was ever established in 
this country. Gentlemen of different opinions think 
otherwise. They think it was fortunate. They 
think the Texan votes came in in suitable time; 
and they will take care that New Mexican votes 
Bhall come in in suitable time also. I understand 
it perfectly well. It is a difference of opinion be- 
tween myself and them. To their policy, to their 
object, to their purposes, the time was suitable, and 
the aid was efficient and decisive. Sir, in 1850, 
perhaps similar questions may be agitated here— 
they are not likely to be before—but agitated they 
will be then, anless ‘some change in the course of 
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the administration of the Government take place; 
and, according to my apprehension, looking to 
general results as flowing from our established sys- 
tem of commerce and revenue in 1850, two years 
from this time, we may probably be engaged ina 
new revision of our system in the work of establish- 
ing,if we can, a tariff of specific duties; in the work 
of protecting, if we can, the domestic industry of 
this country, and in the work of preventing to some 
extent, if we can, the overwhelming flood of im- 
portations. Suppose this to be thé case, and sup- 
pose that our opponents require additional strength, 
that will be exactly the suitable time for two Sen- 
aa from New Mexico to make their appearance 
ere. 

But again, we hear other halcyon, soothing, qui- 
eting tones, which quiet none of my alarms, as- 
suage none of my, fears, commend me to my nightly 
rest with no more resignation. It is said we may 
trust the popular branch of the Legislature—we 
may look to the House of Representatives, the 
great majority of whom are from the North and 
sane States; and we may trust them, that these 
new States are not admitted sooner than they 
should be, or admitted for any party purpose. I 
am compelled, by experience, to distrust all such 
reliance. If we cannot rely on ourselves; when 
we have a clear and unquestioned constitutional 
authority, competent to carry us through, I beg to 
know how we are to rely on others? Have we 
more respect for the patriotism, the firmness of 
others, than ourown? Besides, experience shows 
us, that things of this sort may be sprung upon 
Congress and upon the people. It was so in the 
case of Texas. It was so in the twenty-eighth, 
Congress. The members of the twenty-eighth 
Congress were not chosen with the view to decide 
the question of annexation or no annexation. They 
came here upon other grounds, political and party 
grounds, supported by their friends on one side 
and the other, for reasons not connected with this 
question. What then? Why, the Administra- 
tion sprung the question upon Congress. It ob- 
tained a snap-judgment, and carried the measure 
of annexation. That can be proved by many 
facts. I will state one. There were four gentle- 
men in the House of Representatives from Con- 
necticut, elected before this question arose, belong- 
ing to the Democratic party. They had not been 
here long, before they entered into the spirit of 
annexation; and, when. this became known, re- 
monstrances—public, private, and legislative— 
were uttered in sounds which any one could have 
heard, who could hear thunder. Did it move these 
gentlemen? Notatall. Every one of them voted 
for annexation. The election came round a few 
months afterwards, and they were all turned out; 
but what did those care for that, who had the ben- 
efit of their votes? Such agencies, or, if it be 
proper to call them instrumentalities, maintain re- 
spect no longer than they continue to be useful. 

Sir, we take New Mexico and California. Who 
is weak enough to think that there is an end? 
Wh #, do we not hear it avowed every day, that it 
is proper for us also to take Sonora and Tamauli- 

as, and other provinces or States of northern 
exico? Who thinks that the hunger for domin- 
ion will stop here of itself? Somebody has said 
that this acquisition is so mean, and lean, and un- 
satisfactory, that we shall seek no further. In my 
judgment, sir, you may believe that, if you can 
believe that a rapacious animal that has made one 
unproductive foray won’t try for a better! But 
further; there are some things that we can argue 
against with temper, and submit to, if overruled, 
without mortification. There are other things that 
seem to affect one’s conscjousness of being a rea- 
sonable man, and evince a disposition to impose 
upon his commonsense. And of this class of top- 
ics or pretensions, I have never heard of anything, 
and cannot conceive of anything more ridiculous 
in itself, more absurd, and more affrontive to all 
sober judgment, than the cry that we are getting 
indemnity. Indemnity by the acquisition of New 
Mexico and California! I hold them not to be 
worth a dollar, and we pay for them a vast sum of 
money. We haveexpended, as everybody knows, 
large treasures in'the prosecution of the war; and 
now, what is there to constitute indemnity? What 
do gentlemen mean by it? Let us see how this 
matter stands. We get a country. We get a 
country, in the first instance, either by cession or 
acknowledgment of boundary—TI care not which 
way you state it—the country between the Nueces 


and the Rio Grande. What this country is, ap- 
pears from a publication of an honorable gentleman 
in the other House, in which he quotes an account 
given by Major Gaines. He says that the coun- 
try is worth nothing; that he would not hazard the 
life of a single individual for every foot of: land 
from San Patricio to the valley of the Rio Grande. 
This gentleman has been there lately, and is well 
acquainted with the condition of the country. So 
far, then, as that part of our acquisition is con- 
cerned, I take it for granted itis not worth adollar. 

Now, of New Mexico. Of that, forty-nine-fif- 
tieths, at least, is a mere barren waste of desert 
plain or mountain. Thereis no wood, no timber, 
little fagots to light a fire, carried thirty or forty 
miles on mules. There is no natural fall of rains 
as in temperate climates. ‘The place and scene are 
Asiatic—enormously high mountains, running up 
some to the height of ten thousand feet, with very 
narrow valleys at their bases, through which 
streams sometimes trickle along; a garter winds 
along, through the thread of which runs the Rio 
Grande, from afar in the Rocky Mountains down, 
to the latitude of about thirty-three degrees, some 
three or four hundred miles. There these sixty 
thousand persons are. Ip the mountains, on the 
right and left, are streams whose natural tendencies 
would be as lateral streams to ftow into the Rio 
Grande, and in certain seasons of the year, when 
the rains have been abundant in the mountains, 
some of them do actually reach the Rio Grande; 
but the greater part of them always, and all of 
them for a greater part of the year, never reach 
an outlet to the sea. They are absorbed in the 
sandy and desert plains of the country. There is 
no culture anywhere, save that which can be ob- 
tained by artificial watering or irrigation. You 
can have this along the narrow valley of the Rio 
Grande, in the gorges of the mountains, where the 
streams are; but you cannot have it down along 
the course of those streams that lose themselves in 
the sands. 

Now, sir, there is no public domain in New 
Mexigo. There is not a foot of land to be sold by 
the @overnment. There is not an acre ghat will 
become ours when the country becomes ours—not 
an acre. But, more than this, the country is full 
of people, such as they are. There is not the least 
thing in it to invite the settlement of our planters 
or farmers. There will go, I dare say, specula- 
tors, traders—some of them adventurers, tired of 
the good country in the valley of the Mississippi, 
who desire to wander; but I undertake to say there 
will not be two hundred farmers or planters from 
the United States in New Mexico in the next fifty 
years. They cannot live there. Do you suppose 
they are going to cultivate lands which cannot be 
made productive in the slightest degree without 
irrigation? The people that are there produce little 
and live upon little. I believe the characteristic of 
our farmers throughout this country ts to producé 
a good deal and consume a good deal. Again, 
New Mexico is not like Texas. I had hoped, and 
still hope, that Texas is to be filled up by a popu- 
lation like ourselves—not by the Spanish race— 
not by peons—not by coarse, ignorant, vulgar land- 
lords, with tribes of slaves around them, prediaf 
and otherwise. 

Mr. RUSK. Will the honorable Senator allow 
me one word? I did not like to interrupt the Sen- 
ator when he was reading an account of the coun- 
try lying in the valley of the Nueces. When that 
country comes to be known, it will be found to be 
as valuable as any portion of Texas. From its 
source to its mouth, the valley of the Rio Grande 
will be found the same thing. I did not choose to 
interrupt the honorable Senator, but we do not 
claim it as indemnity, believing it to be our just 
and equitable right. So far as Mexican popula- 
tion is concerned, there is a good deal of it now in 
Texas, highly respectable, and amongst them those 
who have distinguished themselves as patriots— 
men of intelligence and of worth. hese are 
coming over and settling in Texas, encouraged by 
the prospect of peace. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I take what I say in regard 
to the valley of the Rio Grande from thé statement 
of Major Gaines. I am glad to hear that there is 
a part of it fit for the foot of civilized man. Iam 
glad to hear, also, that there are some of the in- 
habitants of New Mexico, who are not so besotted 
with their miserable condition as not to make some 
effort to get out of the country, and to come into 
a better. 


P 


1848. 

Sir, I would, if I had time, call the attention of 
the Senate to a very instructive speech that was 
made in the other House by Mr. Smith, of Con- 
necticut. He seems to have examined all our au- 
thorities, conversed with all our travellers, corre- 
sponded with all our agents. His speech contains 
all their communications; and I commend it to 
every man in the United States who wishes to 
know what we are about to acquire by the acquisi- 
tion of New Mexico. New Mexico is secluded, 
isolated—a place by itself—in the middle of the 
mountains—five hundred miles, I believe,: from 
Texas. 

Mr. RUSK. ‘Five hundred miles from the set- 
tled portions of Texas. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Further from anywhere else! 
It does not belong anywhere. It has no belong- 
ings about it. Sir, at this moment, it is absolutely 
more retired, and shut out from communication 
with the civilized world, than the Sandwich Islands, 
or most of the islands in the Pacific Ocean. ‘It 
presses hard on Typee, and the people are infi- 
nitely less elevated in mind and condition than the 
people of the Sandwich Islands—far less worthy 
of our association—far less fit to send their Sena- 
tors here, than are the inhabitants of the Sandwigh 
Islands—far less worthy are they than the better 
classes of Indians in our neighborhood. Com- 
mend me to the Cherokees, the Choctaws—if you 
please, to speak of the Pawnees, the Blackfeet, and 
the Snake Indians, and the Flatheads—anything 
except the Indians, and I am satisfied with 
them, instead of the people of New Mexico. They 
have no notion of our institutions, or of any free 
institutions. They any notion of popular govern- 
ment! Why, not the slightest—not the slightest 
on earth. And the question is asked, what will 
be their constitution? It is farcical to talk of such 
a people making a constitution. They do not 
know the meaning of the term. They do not 
know its import; they know nothing at all about 
it. And I can tell you, sir, that when we have 
made it a Territory, and wish to make it a State, 
such a constitution as the Executive power of this 
Government thinks fit to send to them, will be sent 
and adopted. The constitution of our fellow-citi- 
zens of New Mexico will be framed in the city 
of Washington. Now, what says Colonel Hardin, 
in regard to New Mexico—that most lamented and 
distinguished officer, whom I well knew as a mem- 
ber of the other House, and whose death I did 
most deeply deplore? He gives a description of 
New Mexico, and speaks of the people of that 
country in these terms: 

« The people are on a par with their land. One in two 
hundred or five hundred is rich, and lives like a nabob; the 
rest are peons, or servants sold for debt, who work for their 
masters, and are as subservient as the slaves of the South, 
and look like Indians; and, indeed, are not more capable of 
self-government. One man, Jacubus Sanchez, owns three- 
fourths of ali the land our column has passed over in Mexi- 


co. We are told we have seen the best part of Northern 
Mexico; if so, the whole of it is not worth much.” 


: I need not read the whole extract. He speaks 
of all Northern Mexico, and New Mexico is not 
the better of it. Sir, there is a recent traveller, 
who is not unfriendly to the United States, if Í 
may judge from his works, for he commends us 
everywhere. He isan Englishman, and his name 
is Ruxton. I believe his work is in the library, 
and I suppose that gentlemen have seen it. e 
gives an account of the morals and manners of 
these people; and, Mr. President and Senators, I 
will take leave to introduce you to these, your 
soon-to-be respected fellow-citizens of New Mex- 
ico: 

“Itis remarkable, that although existing from the earliest 
times of the colonization of New Mexico, a period of two 
centuries, in a state of continual hostility with the numerous 
savage tribes of Indians who surrounded their territory, and 
in constant insecurity of life and property from their attacks ; 
being also far removed from the enervating influences of 
large cities, and in their isolated situation, entirely depend- 
ent on their own resources, the inhabitants are totally desti- 
tute of those qualities, which, for the above reasons, we 
might naturally have expected to distinguish them, and are 
as deficient in energy of character and physical courage, as 
they are in all the moral and intellectual qualities. fn their 
social state, hut one degree temoved from the veriest sav- 
ages, they might take lessons even from these in morality 
and the conventional decencies of life. Imposing no re- 
straint On their passions, a shameless and universal concu- 
binage exists, and a total disregard of moral law, to which 
it would be impossible to find a parallel in any country call- 
ing itself civilized. A wantof honorable principle, and con- 
summate duplicity and treachery, characterize all their 
dealings. Liars by nature, they are treacherous and faith- 
Jess to their friends, cowardly and cringing to their enemies ; 
cruel, as all cowards are, they unite savage ferocity with 
their want of animal courage; as an example of which, 
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their recent massacre of Governor Bent, and other Ameri- 
cans, may be given—one of a hundred instances.” 

“One out of a hundred instances;’’ and these 
are soon to be our beloved countrymen 

Mr. President, for a good many years I have 
struggled to oppose everything that I thought tend- 
ed to strengthen the arm of Executive power. 
think it is growing more and more formidable 
every day; and I think that in yielding to it in this 
as in other instances, will give it strength, which 
it may be hereafter very difficult to resist. I think 
it is nothing else than fear of Executive power that 
commits us to the support of this war for the ac- 
quisition of territory—fear—fear—and nothing else. 
In the little part I have acted in public life, it has 
been my purpose to preserve the people of the 
United States—what the Constitution was designed 
to make them—one people—one in interest, one 
in character, one in political feeling. When we 
depart from that, we.break it all up. What sym- 
pathy can there be between these New Mexicans, 
these Californians, and the inhabitants of the val- 
ley of the Mississippi or of the Middle States, or of 
the Eastern States, in the choice of Presidemt? Do 
they know the same men? Have they any gen- 
eral consentaneous sentiment? Not at all. An 
arbitrary government may have territorial govern- 
ments in distant possessions, because an arbitrary 
government may rule its distant territories by dif- 
ferent laws ant different systems. Russia may 
govern the Ukraine and the Caucasus and Kamt- 
schatka by different codes or ukases. We can do 
no such thing. They must be of us—part of us— 
or else estranged. I think I see then in progress 
what is to disfigure and deform the Constitution. 
While these territories remain territories, they will 
be troublesome and annoying. They will draw 
after them a vast expense. It will Ladd | re- 
quire as many troops on an average as we have 
been in the habit of maintaining for the last twenty 
years, in defending these territories from the In- 
dian tribes. We must maintain an army at that 
distance, and when they become States they are 
still more likely to give us more trouble than bene- 
fit. I think I see a course adopted that is likely 
to turn the Constitution under which we live into 
a deformed monster—into a curse rather than a 
blessing—into a great frame of unequal govern- 
ment, not founded on popular representation, but 
founded in the grossest inequalities; and I think, 
if it go 'on—for there is danger that it will go on— 
that this government will be broken up. I resist 
it to-day, and always—whoever falters or whoever 
falls, I resist—although I see that all the portents 
are discouraging. Would to God I could auspicate 
good influences! Would to God that those who 
think with me on this subject had stronger sup- 
port! Would that we could stand where we would 
desire to stand! But with few or alone my posi- 
tion is fixed. If there were time 1 would gladly 
awaken the country. I believe the country will be 
awakened—it may be too late—but supported or 
unsupported, by the blessing of God I shall do my 
duty. I see well enough all the sinister indica- 
tions, but I am sustained by a deep and conscien- 
tious sense of duty, and while supported by that 
feeling of duty, and while such great interests are 
at stake, I shall defy all augury, and ask no omen 
but my country’s cause ! 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness, and after some time spent therein, 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRripay, March 24, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, on leave, present- 
ed the memorial of the Legislature of. the State of 
Mississippi, praying permission to relinquish cer- 
tain sixteenth sections of land, and to locate others 
in lieu thereof for the use of schools. 

Also, a resolution of the same, in relation to the 
condition of the Mississippi rifles and the Missis- 
sippi regiment in New Orleans. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, on leave, 

resented certain resolutions of the Legislature of 
the State of Mississippi, against the importation of 
adulterated medicines and chemicals. 

Also, the memorial of the same, praying a change 
in the system of transporting the mail. 
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PRIVATE BILLS. 


On motiòn of Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecti- 
cut, the House resolved itself into Committée of ` 
the Whole on the private calendar, (Mr. Bowne, 
of Missouri, in the chair.) 


The following bills were taken up, read, and 
laid aside to be reported to the House, viz: 

For the relief of Zelpha White; 

For the relief of Thomas Badger; 
ma the relief of Archibald Bull and Lemuel:S. 

inch; 

For the relief of B. O. Tayloe; 

For the relief of the legal representatives of Da- 
vid Gardner, of Southboro’, Massachusetts; 

For the relief of Medford Caffey; 

For the relief of G. De Lirac; 

For the relief of Charles Waldron; 

For the relief of Colonel Robert Wallace, aid de 
camp to General William Hull; 

For the relief of Elijah H. Willis; 

For the relief of the legal representatives of Wil- 
liam McKenzie, late a seaman on board the United 
States ship Vincennes; 

For the relief of James B. Davenport; 

For the relief of Frederick Durrive; 

For the relief of Elisha Thomason; 

For the relief of James P. Sexton; 

To confirm Elizabeth Burriss, her heirs or as- 
signs, in their tract of land; ` 

For the relief of the heirs and widow of Fran- 
çois Gramillon; 

For the relief of William Triplet; 

For the relief of Simon Rodriguez; 

For the relief of Marcus Fulton Johnson; 

Supplemental to the act approved 6th July, 1842, 
entitled “An act confirming certain land claims in 
Louisiana;’’ 

For the relief of Joseph Bryan; 

For the relief of Jonathan Fitzwater, 

For the relief of Sarah Hildreth; 

For the relief of William Pool; 

For the relief of Aaron Tucker; 

For the relief of Samuel Coney; 

For the relief of the heirs of William Evans; 

For the relief of William P. Brady; 

For the relief of William S. Holland; 

For the relief of John Morgan; 

For the relief of the legal representatives of Jas. 
Porterfield, deceased; | 

For the relief of Gideon Walker; 

For the relief of Dr. A. G. Henry, of Illinois; 

7 For the relief of John B. Rogers, of South Caro- 
ina; l 

A joint resolution concerning the settlement of 
the accounts of William Speiden, purser in the 
navy of the United States; 

Senate bill in addition to an act for the relief of 
Abel Gay and Walter Loomis, approved July 2, 
1836. j 

The following bills were amended, and ordered 
to be reported to the House: 

The bill for the relief of Hervey Jones was 
amended by adding thereto the words “ during his 
natural life.” 

The Senate bill to provide for the compensation 
of Samuel Leech for services in the investigation 
of suspended sales in the Mineral Point district, 
Wisconsin. i 

The committee then'rose and reported all of the’ 
above bills to the House, with the action of the 
Committee. of the Whole thereon; which action 
having been concurred in by the House, the bills 
were read a third time, and passed. 

The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill providing for the payment of arrearages 
of pension to Anthony Walton Bayard, reported 
by the Committee of the Whole to the House on 
the 10th instant with an amendment. The amend- 
ment was read and agreed to; and the bill ordered 
to be engrossed, and, being engrossed, was read a 
third time, passed, and sent to the Senate for con- 
currence. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, trans- 
mitting a report from the Secretary of State with 
the accompanying documents, in compliance with 
the resolution of the House of Representatives of 
the 8th instant, calling for ‘‘ any correspondence 
which may have recently. taken place with the 
British Government relative to the adoption of 
principles of reciprocity in the trade and shipping 
of the two countries.” 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House.a 
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letter from the Clerk of the House, stating that 
numerous volumes of Senate documents of the 
` twenty-eighth Congress, and the Senate documents 
and Journal of the twenty-ninth Congress, ‘‘ have 
never been delivered for the'use of the Library,” 
and, as the calls for them are ‘‘ numerous and fre- 
quent,’’ they are much needed. 

A motion was made, that when the House ad- 
journs, it would adjourn to Monday next. Lost. 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
i Fripay, March 24, 1848. 


Mr. RUSK presented a memorial from a num- 
ber of Cherokee Indians, praying for the appoint- 
ment of a Board of Commissioners to investigate 
the claims of the Cherokees; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. RUSK also presented a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of Texas on the subject of a post 
route. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition from John How- 
ard & Son, praying permission for their line of 
steamers between New York and New Orleans to 
touch at Havana, without subjecting their cargoes 
to be charged with import duties; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill to continue, alter, 
and amend the charter of the city of Washington; 
which was read a first time. 

On motion, ordered, that when the Senate ad- 
journs, it adjourn to meet on Monday. 


A message was received from the House re- 
turning the bill to permit books, maps, &c., im- 

orted for the use of the Library of Congress, to 
be received free of duty, with an amendment. 

The Senate considered and concurred in the 
amendment. 

A mes was also received, informing the Sen- 
ate that the House of Representatives had agreed 
to certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
further to supply the deficiency in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1848, and 
had disagreed to others. 

The amendments of the House were then con- 
sidered and concurred -in, after a few words from 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, and Mr. ATHER- 
TON. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
the Senate postponed the previous orders, and 

roceeded to consider a bill granting a pension to 

atrick Walker, who had lost one arm and the 
hand of the other arm in the Mexican war. 

The bill was supported by a few remarks from 
Mr. JOHNSON of L 
Mr. PHELPS, and Mr. MOOR, und was opposed 
by Mr. TURNEY, and Mr. DAVIS of Missis- 
sippi. 

o amendment being offered, the bill was report- 
ed to the Senate. It was then ordered to be en- 
- grossed, and was subsequently read a third time, 
and passed by the following vote, the yeas and 
nays being demanded by Mr. Turney: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Bagby, Bald- 
win, Benton, Bradbury, Calhoun, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, 
Felch, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Mason, Moor, 
Phelps, Rusk, Spruance, Underwood, and Upham—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Atherton, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dix, Hale, Hunter, Lewis, Niles, and Turney—9. 

THE LOAN BILL. 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill authorizing a loan of 
sixteen millions of dollars. 

Mr. A. moved to amend the amendment reported 
by the Committee of Finance, (relating to the man- 
ner in which the proposals shall be opened,) by 
adding thé words, ‘‘ and no proposals shall be with- 
drawn after they have been received at the Treasury 
Department.” 

Mr. A. explained this amendment. The Secre- 
tary had originally intended to invite bidders to be 

resent when the bids were opened. On inquiry, 
ìt was found that the practice had been to admit 
the officers of the department. The reason was, 
that it had been discovered, that when bidders were 
present, they had, on finding other bids higher than 
their own, retired with the other bidders into an- 
other room, and entered into a bargain with them 
to share the loan on such terms as were agreed on. 

Theamendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


ouisiana, Mr. HANNEGAN, | 
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The yeas and nays were ordered on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. NILES moved an amendment, providing 
that the loan should be divided, and made payable 
at stated periods. He referred to the manner in 
which the Government had hitherto managed their 
loans, by which losses:had been sustained by the 
public, and individuals benefited. He wished the 
loan to be a bona fide one, subscribed by capital- 


ists. 

Mr. DICKINSON said the way to obtain a bona 
fide loan, was to invite a competition from foreign 
capitalists. He thought that our credit stood well 
in Europe, and that, by recent circumstances in 
France, ıt would be still further enhanced. 

Mr. ATHERTON moved that the bill be passed 
over informally, for the purpose of giving him an 
opportunity to move a reconsideration of the vote 
by which the Senate had receded from its amend- 
ment to the bill further to supply the deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1848, relative to the keepers of the public ar- 
chives in Florida. 

The™otion was agreed to, and Mr. ATHERTON 
having moved to reconsider the vote, l 

Mr. WESTCOTT made an explanation as to 
the effect of the amendment. 

Mr. YULEE also added a few remarks in favor 
of retaining the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. ATHERTON spoke briefly in favor of re- 
ceding from the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS asked if the keepers had any other 
duties than the preservation of the public papers. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said there were other duties 
attached to the office. It was not merely the land 
titles of the United States which were kept there. 
The titles to all the private property there were kept 
in these depositories. They had been kept there 
for a hundred years, and the people of Pensacola 
would not permit the papers to be removed. 

Mr. HALE said this was all supererogatory 
work, as the people of Pensacola had settled the 
business beforehand. He thought it unnecessary 
to keep up the two officers. 

Mr. YULEE complained, that the duties of these 
officers were not understood. It was very import- 
ant that the officers should be retained, because it 
was necessary that the Government should have 
the custody of the elements of title. He said the 
microscopic economists of the House had ignorant- 
ly stricken out this amendment. He protested 
against the haste with which the Finance Commit- 
tee urged the passage of the bill, at the risk of this 
important question, which was of much more im- 
portance than the oe of a Government note 
or two. It was the duty of the committee to have 
passed the bill earlier, instead of hurrying it now. 

Mr. PHELPS thought this was a very small 
affair to arrest the progress ofan appropriation bill. 
If inconvenience to the public should arise, it could 
easily be rectified by the introduction of a bill. He 
thought it not worth while to delay the bill, by re- 
ceding from the amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON gave the reasons which would 
induce him to vote for a reconsideration. 

Mr. ATHERTON defended himself from the 
pares of delaying the action of the Senate on this 

ill. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said, there were no two 
more perfect sinecures than these offices, and he 
hoped they would be stricken out. 

he question on reconsideration was then de- 
cided in the negative. 


On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Executive business. After some time, the doors 
were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


r 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 25, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


On motion of Mr. ROCKW ELL, the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the private calendar, (Mr. Gar e, of Alabama, 
in the chair.) | 

The first bill taken up was the bill for the relief 
of Captain Henry M. Shreve, which was debated 
by Messrs. VENABLE, BROWN of Mississippi, 
DANIEL, POLLOCK, FARRELLY, HOUS- 
TON of Delaware, and MARVIN. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, moved to amend the 
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bill by striking out the sum of $85,000 and insert- 
ing $10,000. Lost. ; 

r. TURNER moved to strike out $85,000 and - 
insert $25,000. Lost. | 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House, with the recommend- 
ation that it do not pass. Agreed to. 

The next bill taken up was for the relief of Da- 
vid Myerle. It was debated by Messrs. HALL of 
Missouri, HOLMES of South Carolina, WHITE, 
CATHCART, and DANIEL. __. 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the bill be laid aside, 
with the recommendation that it do not pass. Dis- 
agreed to—ayes 54, noes 84. 

The committee then rose and reported their pro- 
ceedings to the House. 

The bill for the relief of Henry M. Shreve was 
laid on the table. | 

The bill for the relief of David Myerle was then 
taken up. 

Mr. DANIEL moved to amend the bill by stri- 
king out $25,000 and inserting $10,000. Lost. 

Mr. DANIEL moved to lay the bill on the table. 

It was decided in the negative—yeas 53, nays 93. 

The bill was then, under the operation of the 
previous question, read a third time, passed, and. 
sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

CASE OF CONTESTED ELECTION. 

Mr. MULLIN, from the Committee of Elec- 
tions, made a report in the case of Messrs. Jack- 
son and Monroe, contestants for the seat in the 
House of Representatives of the United States as 
Representative of the sixth Congressional district 
of New York. The two resolutions appended to 


the report declare— 

Ist. That Davip 8S. Jacxson is not entitled to the seat in 
the House of Representatives as the Representative of the 
sixth Congressional district of New York. 

2d. That James Monroe is entitled to the seatin the 
House as the Representative of the said sixth Congressional 
district of New York. 


Mr. JENKINS, on behalf of the minority of 
the Committee of Elections, made a report, accom- 


panied by two resolutions declaring— 

lst. That Davin S. Jacxson is entitled to the seat as the 
Representative from the sixth Congressional district of New 
York ; and 

2d: That James Monroe is not entitled to the seat as the 
oe from the sixth Congressional district of New 

or e 


The report and the minority report were ordered 
to be printed. i 
And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following memorials and petitions were pre- 


sented under the rule, and referred: 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of G. B. Burr and others, 
praying for the establishment of a post route in Louisiana. 

By Mr. PALFREY : The petition of Josiah Quincy, jr., 
and 2,058 others, citizens of Massachusetts, praying for cheap © 
and uniform rates of postage. 

By Mr. STROHM: Three petitions, signed by citizens of 
Lancaster county, Pennsylvania, praying for a new post route 
from the Gap post office to the village of Ephrata, in said 
county. 

By Mr. GRINNELL: The petition of Wm. C. Starbuck, 
and other citizens of Nantucket, asking an appropriation for 
the construction of a breakwater at Great Point, on the island 
of Nantucket, to form a harbor of refuge for the numerous 
vessels passing through the Vineyard sound. By a record 
kept by the keeper of the light-boat, for the year 1847, there 
passed in his sight 249 ships, 1,669 brigs, 9,174 schooners, 
2,444 sloops—agyregate 13,536, estimated to be two-thirds of 
the whole number. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition and accompanying pa- 
pers of Evander M. Soper, and others, of Wisconsin, heirs- 
at-law. of Enos Soper, deceased, asking compensation in 
land for services and expenditures of said Enos Soper, in 
raising a volunteer company, as first lieutenant during the 
last war with Great Britain. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of 85 citizens of Mont- 
gomery and Miami counties, praying for the establishment 
of a mail route from Union, through Fredericktown, to Hy- 
attsville. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of citizens of Du 
Page county, for reform in newspaper postage. 

By Mr. HALL, of New York: Joint resolutions of the 
Senate and Assembly of the State of New York, against the 
extension or renewal of the patent granted to Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. NELSON: The petition of J. V. Shaw, A. J. Ly- 
dacker, and 75 other citizens of Rockland county, New York, 
praying that the General Government shall no longer traffic, 
nor permit traffic, in the public lands yet in its possession; 
that they shall be laid out in fayms and lots for the free use 
of such citizens (not possessed of other lands) as will occupy 
them, allowing to the settler the right to dispose of his pos- 
sessions to any one not possessed of other land; and that the 
jurisdiction of the public lands be transferred to States or 
Territories only on condition that such a disposition shall be 


_made ofthem. Also, the petition ef Abraham Pitt and other 


citizens of said county, onthe same subject. Also, a joint 
resolution of the Legislature of the State of New York, in- 
structing the Senators and Representatives in Congress from 
that State to oppose the passage of any law continuing or 
renewing the Jethro Wood patent for the cast-iron'plough. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 27, 1848. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing resolutions of the Legislature of the State 


of Massachusetts: 

Resolved, That the Legislature of Massachusetts tender to 
the House of Representatives of the United States the thanks 
of the government and people of the Commonwealth for the 
signal honor thus done to the memory of their illustrious 
fellow-citizen.° 

Resolved, That the thanks of the government and people 
of Massachusetts be presented to the members of the com- 
mittee of the United States House ef Representatives for the 
kind, courteous, and respectful manner in which they dis- 
charged the melancholy duty of their office. 

Resolved, That, in order that this public mark of respect 
to our Commonwealth and her illustrious son may always 
be held in remembrance, this report be placed on the jour- 
nals of the two branches of the Legislature. 

Resolved, That, as a memorial of our grateful sense of the 
honor paid to Massachusetts by the United States House of 
Representatives, his excellency the Governor be requested 
to transmit a copy of this report fo the Speaker of that hon- 
orable body, and also a copy to each of the members of its 
committee. | 


The resolutions were read; and, 
On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, were laid on 
the table and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HARALSON moved that the joint resolu- 
tion to ‘‘ refund money for expenses incurred, sub- 
sistence and transportation furnished, and money 
advanced by individual citizens of the United 
States for the use of the volunteers before or after 
being mustered into the service of the United 
States,” reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, be made the special order of the day for 
Wednesday next. Agreed to. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 
- Mr. BOYD moved that the bill of the Senate to 
raise, for a limited time, an additional military 


force, be taken from the table and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STEPHENS called for the yeas and nays 
rat the motion, which, being ordered, resulted as 
ollows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Beale, Bedinger, Bingham, 
Birdsall, Bocock, Bowdon, Boyd, Brodhead, William G? 
Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Chase, Clapp, 
Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Dunn, Faran, 
Ficklin, French, Fries, Fulton, Haralson, Harmanson, Har- 
ris, Henley, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. inger- 
soll, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Kennon, Lahm, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, Levin, 
Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, McCielland, McClernand, 
McDowell, McKay, Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Murphy, 
Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Pollock, Richey, 
Robinson, Sawyer, Simpson, Sims, Stanton, Starkweather, 
Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Thomas, James Thompson, Jacob 
Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, Turner, Venable, 
Wentworth, Wick, Wiley, Williams, Wilmot, and Wood- 
ward—87. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Barringer, Blanchard, 
Botts, Boydon, Brady, Buckner, Buuler, Cabell, Canby, 
Chapman, Clinginan, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, 
Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Eckert, Embree, 
Farrelly, Fisher, Flournoy, Gaines, Gayje, Gentry, Giddings, 
Goggin, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Nathan K. Hall, James G. 
Hampton, Moses Hampton, Haskell, Henry, Hilliard, John 
W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas Butler King, Wil- 
liam T. Lawrence, Lincoln, Mclivaine, Marsh, Marvin, 
Morehead, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pendleton, 
Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Shepperd, Silvester, Sling- 
erland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stephens, Andrew 
Stewart, Strohm, Tallmadge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, John B. 
Thompson, Tompkins, Tuck, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, 
and White—87. 


Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON said there were several special 
orders for this week, and, as it was important to 
make some progress with the appropriation bills, 
he suggested that some arrangement should be 
made for the promotion of that object. ° 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, rose to inquire if there 
was nota motion pending from last Monday for 
the suspension of the rules to enable the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. McKay] to introduce 
a resolution. When the gentleman from North 
Carolina made this motion on Monday last, an 
adjournment was moved immediately thereafter, 
and, in answer to a question which he (Mr. C.) put 
to the Chair, he was informed by the Speaker. that 
that motion would be the first business when such 
motions were next in order, (on Mondays of each 
week.) 

The SPEAKER answered in the affirmative, 
and announced the question to be on the motion of 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. McKay,] 


resolution to change the hour of meeting to eleven 
o’clock. l 

Mr. McKAY called for the yeas and nays on 
his motion, and they were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted as follows: Yeas 100, nays 76. 
~ Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the rules 


were not suspended. 


On motion of Mr. GRINNELL, 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill to provide for the ventilation of passenger vessels, and 
other purposes, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Rockxwe 1, of Massachusetts, in 
the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of 
the Indian appropriation bill. 

The question being on agreeing to the amend 
ment of Mr. McKay, viz: 


‘Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That no part of the 
money appropriated by this act for the purposes of educa- 
tion shall be expended for any such objects elsewhere than 
in the Indian country: Provided, That this shall not apply 
to any of the aforesaid appropriations the expenditure of 
which are, by treaty stipulations, under the direction of the 
oe of the United States, or of the respective Indian 
tribes. 


Mr. POLLOCK thought the amendment ought 
not to prevail. As he had said before, treaty stip- 
ulations were to be carried out by the President of 
the United States, and over them this House had 
no control. Such was the condition of some por- 
tion of these funds, and hence the additional section 
ofthe gentleman from North Carolina[Mr. McKay] 
was nugatory. The passage of the section would 
be a work of supererogation. But there was a 
third class which was to be expended under the 
control of Congress, and the gentleman from North 
Carolina proposed to expend that amount within 
the Indian territory. He admitted that that which 
was wrong should be redressed, and that, if there 
were mischiefs, they should be remedied. But if 
the Cherokee academy was to be deprived of the 
sums it had heretofore received, let the facts on 
which the refusa] was based be shown to Congress. 
If Colonel Johnson was guilty of any impropriety, 
let it be made manifest and put on record. He did 
not suppose that the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina intended tostrike at the President of the United 
States by his amendment. When the money was 
appropriated by Congress, it was placed beyond 
their control; but if it were ndimitied that they had 
the power to exercise a controlling influence oer 
it, he could see no good reason why these expend- 
itures should be limited to the Indian territory. It 
could not be pretended that the Indian youth could 
obtain so good an education in the Indian territory 
as in the States. He was, therefore, in every view 
of the case, opposed to the adoption of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said, that after carefully con- 
sidering this amendment, he could not come to the 
conclusion that there was the least necessity for 
its adoption. The subject had been before the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and was there 
fully considered. The gentleman from North Car- 
olina [Mr. McKay] was a member of that com- 
mittee, and had had full opportunity of proposing 
such an amendment there, but had not done it. 
The committee had had the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs before them, who gave them full in- 
formation in regard to this Indian school, which 
seemed now to be struck at, and which was situ- 
ated, as the gentleman well knew, in Mr. M.’s own 
district. 

It seemed strange, that when this school was now 
just about to expire such a blow should be aimed 
at it, and through it at the venerable gentleman at 
its head. The gentleman, it was true, disclaimed 
all intention of casting any imputation on Colonel 
Johnson, or making the most distant insinuation 
of impropriety in the management of the institu- 
tion by him or of its fund. But Mr. M. would 
ask how it could be understood in any other light, 
to aim a blow like this just at the moment the 
school was about to cease, saying that hereafter no 
money should be spent for Indian education save 
within the Indian territory? Was not this an im- 
plied censure on all that had been done in its man- 
agement? Where was the necessity for any such 
amendment? The gentleman, it seemed, had heard 
that money had been appropriated from this fund 
to continue this school. He had taken up rumors, 


to suspend the rules to enable him to introduce a || mere street rumors, of some such intention. What 
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authority was there for any such rumor? Mr. M. 
was utterly ignorant of any. On the contrary, 
there was a bill reported giving Colonel Johnson 
compensation for the expense of putting up build- 
ings, under the expectation, on his part, that the 
school was to continue. It was well known that 
all the Indian youths who had been educated there 
were to be withdrawn save some nine or ten. Was 
it likely Colonel Johnson could desire to keep up 
the school for the sake of such a number? The 
removal was provided by treaty. Would this 
amendment make that treaty stipulation any strong- 
er? Why, when this school had continued solong, 
when its advantages had been experienced by the 
Indian tribes for so many years, was this hour se- 
lected, just when it was coming to its close, to cast 
such a reflection on its whole past administration? 
It was now twenty-five years since Col. Johnson 
had been asked to take charge of the school, and 
it had been continued ever since by the authority 
of Congress, not by him. Many had been edu- 
cated there, and well educated; and though it was 
probable they might have been taught more cheaply 
within the Indian territory, he considered the mo- 
ney as having been well expended. Education did 
not consist merely in learning to read and write. 
By the associations of a civilized country ideas were 
insensibly but constantly imbibed which could never 
have been acquired in the wilderness or among 
surrounding Indians only; and the thoughts and 
principles thus imbued were afterwards carried 
among the tribes, and disseminated widely for their 
benefit. Mr. M., however, was willing to abide 
by the treaty, and to let the Indian youth hereaf- 
ter be educated in their own country. But why 
adopt an amendment like this, which, at the ut- 
most, could operate only on some nine or ten Indian 
children? | l 
Mr. SAWYER would tell the gentleman from 
Kentucky some of the reasons which induced him 
to oppose this school. He went upon the puneiple : 
that it was always better that Indian youth should 
be educated in their own country than to bring 
them into the society of the whites. Everybody 
knew the sort of means which were used to induce. 
these Indians to come to our schools, The catch- 
ing, of these young Indians and bringing them in | 
cost more than it would take to educate them at 
their own homes. It was the influence this plan 
exerted on the Indians that Mr. S. deprecated. It 
was not to what Colonel Johnson had control of 
that Mr. S. objected; it was to the manner of 
catching these young creatures and bringing them 
to the school. If gentlemen would look at the two 
hundred and thirty-one items of expenditure under 
this head, they would see that the catching and 
transporting of these youth cost more than their 
education itself would do if conducted within the 
Indian territory, or in some of our other colleges. 
He did not himself believe that Colonel Johnson 
had touched the first red cent out of the fund. 
The money was not taken or used improperly by 
him, but by other men, who occupied themselves 


in catching young Indians for the school, that they 


might make a gain of it; and so long as this school 
was suffered to continue, this would be done. It 
cost fifty-five dollars a head to bring these children 
to school. No doubt Colonel Johnson had some 
design in wishing the school to continue—the de- 
sign might be very laudable—he did not say any- 
thing to the contrary; but he was opposed to 
eae it up, and hoped the amendment would be 
adopted. 

Mr. BARRINGER said that he had at first been 
opposed to this amendment, because it prevented 
the President from selecting the Indian youths 
who were to be educated; but the proviso which 
had been added obviated that objection, and, thus 
modified, he now thought that the amendment 
ought to be adopted. He could not, for one, con- 
ceive how it could be understood as implying the 
slightest possible imputation on Colonel 3 ohnson. 
Gentlemen seemed to consider it as virtually re- 
flecting on his management of the school, or the 
fund appropriated for it. The amendment was 
merely the recognition of the general principle that 
it was better that money set apart for Indian edu- 
cation should be expended within the Indian ter- 
ritory. It declared that its operation was not 
intended to touch “ any of the aforesaid appropri- 
‘ations, the expenditure of which are, by treaty 
‘ stipulations, under the direction of the President 
‘of the United States or of the respective Indian 
‘ tribes.”’ 
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As to this Choctaw school, thirty-four out of the 
fifty-six scholars it contained were Pottawatomie 
boys, admitted in conformity with the provisions 
of the treaty. The treaty declared, that when the 
chiefs and the members of the tribe were met in 
council, and publicly expressed a wish to with- 
draw their children from the school, they should 
have the privilege of doing so. How did this re- 
flect on Colonel Johnson? For himself, Mr. B. 
could see nothing in it to affect his honor or reflect 
upon his character in the slightest degree in the 
management of the school. The report of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs stated that this 

rovision of this treaty was likely to be carried 
into effect, and the school in consequence to be 
dissolved. The amendment went to sanction the 
doctrine of the report. [Here Mr. B. quoted the 
report.) This document recommended that the 
fund heretofore provided for this Choctaw school 
should hereafter be applied to manual labor schools 
within the Indian country. He hoped the amend- 
ment would be adopted, not for the mere sake of 
making a change, but because it conformed to the 
suggestion of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and because it established a principle right in itself. 

Mr. FRENCH here offered the following pro- 
viso, to be added to the amendment of Mr. Mc- 
Kay: 


« And provided, also, That nothing in this act shall in any- 
wise impair or affect any existing arrangement or contract 
made or entered into by the United States with any of the 
superintendents of any of the Indian schools.”’ . 


Mr. F. said there was nothing in this to affect 
the arrangements made by the United States re- 
specting any superintendents of Indian schools. 
` “Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, confessed that 
he knew but little of the details of this subject; 
but, as he heard gentlemen talking about certain 
efforts to “ catch” Indian boys and bring them into 
the white settlements to attend this school, he 
thought there ought at least to be further informa- 
tion had before the House acted finally in the case. 
lf it was true, that before you could get Indian 
‘youth into this school, you must first catch them 
like so many wild colts on a prairie, why, he 
thought that there might perhaps be some advan- 
tage in adopting the amendment. As this might 
be a very useful exercise, he presumed they must 
be aught in this manner every morning. This 

would be improving. 

But to speak seriously. He had no doubt that 
this Choctaw school had failed, to some extent, in 
effecting the good that had been designed by it, 
and expected from it, as it was found that the 
young savages educated there carried back to their 
native tribes only the vices of the whites, without 
the trivial advantages which they might have at- 
tained there. But under the existing circumstances, 
as the department contemplated putting an end to 
the school, he thought there could be no very press» 
ing neceesity for the amendment, and he. should 
vote against it. 

Mr. CLARK said he had examined this amend- 
ment, and was ready to admit that there should be 
caution observed in acting on such a subject. It 

‘seemed to be assumed by some gentlemen, that it 
contained an insinuation against the venerable 
Colonel Johnson, and Mr. C.’s colleague had de- 
fended him with beeoming zeal. Now, Mr. C. 
understood the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. McKay] to have declared explicitly that he 
did not mean to reflect directly or indirectly, either 
on Colonel Johnson himself, or any members of 
the department. He disclaimed all such purpose, 
and denied that sach an inference could be justly 
drawn from his amendment; on the contrary, that 
it implied no word of censure on any human be- 
ing in existence. 

There were members here present who had acted 
from their boyhood with Colonel Johnson, and 
who never would let him be assailed without com- 
ing promptly to the rescue, and they concurred with 

r; C. in understanding no imputation whatever 
to be cast upon him by the amendment proposed. 
Whenever the course of that distinguished man 
in relation-to this school fund, or any other part of 
his conduct, should become the subject of remark 
in that House, there would be plenty found to de- 
fend him. Mr. C. should be the last man to stand 
by and hear his good name assailed. He had 
known him long, and had served under him, and 
often defended him when slandered. He should 
be the very last either to make or to suffer any im- 
putation on his character. 
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truth in such a statement. 


Mr. TOMPKINS had. no purpose to detain the 
House, but he should feel himself criminal, if, 
knowing what he thought he knew, he should sit 
silent without giving the House the benefit of facts 
to which he was conusant. There seemed to be 
a general impression among members of the House 
against having any Indian school without the bounds 
of the Indian territory, on the ground that no school 
so situated could effect any beneficial results in 
the education of Indian youth. There could not 
be a greater mistake. The reverse was susceptible 
of being demonstrated. Mr. T. would offer his own 
experience and observation, with a view to show 
that the most important benefits might be and had 
been derived from education so received by them. 

It had been said that the Indian children had to 
be run down and caught like so many wild beasts, 
and carried to the school in chains, in order to be- 
come students in our seminaries. There was no 
On the contrary, they 
were willing inmates of our schools, and, while 
there, made as rapid improvement in every branch 
of study as any children of the whites could do. 
Among all the colleges at which Indian youth had 
been trained, there was none possessed of greater 
advantages than this Choctaw school, under the 
care of Colonel Johnson. The Choctaw hunting- 
grounds were in Mr. T.’s immediate neighborhood, 
and their old towns were situated within his Con- 
gressional district. He had had an intimate ac- 
quaintance with many of their chiefs, and he knew 
something of them since their emigration beyond 
the Mississippi; and he knew that they were not 
the dark, uninformed, ferocious savages which some 
gentlemen seemed to suppose. They had made 
great social improvements. They enjoyed a writ- 
ten constitution, a republican form of government, 
in which the departments of legislative, executive, 
and judicial power were distinctly defined and kept 
wholly separated. They had also the trial by jury. 
Among them were to be found distinguished states- 
men, lawyers, and divines, who would compare 
well with any among ourselves. All these had 
been educated in colleges of the United States, and 
not in schools within the Indian territory. He 
would name some of them. He instanced Pitche- 
lin, Folsome,and McKinney, who were half-breeds, 
and another called Little Prentiss, who was a pure 
Indian. This latter was a lawyer of commanding 
eloquence, and well acquéfnted with the common 
law, the science of evidence, and whatever else 
formed an accomplished member of the bar. 

Ie then went on to name native divines, on 
whose eloquence he pronounced a very glowing 
eulogium. - 

Now, could we expect cases like this, if we 
were to tie them down within the boundaries of 
their own territories, where gentlemen said there 
was nothing but dark barbarity and ferocity? 
These things had been accomplished by cutting off 
these Indian children from their tribes—from their 
barbarous habits—by stimulating them to the in- 
vestigation of grander themes, and to higher aspi- 
rations. He referred to the advance in knowledge 
and science, in industrial pursuits, in social com- 
forts, &c., already made by the Indians of the 
West; their large and exuberant corn fields, their 
stately mansions, their churches in which they 
worshipped God according to the true principles 
of Christianity; their common-school system, in 
which not only the rudiments and the higher 
branches of the English language are taught, but 
the Cherokee and Choctaw languages, now re- 
duced to a written and printed system, in which 
languages the traditions of their ancestors were 
conveyed to them in something like the glowing 
and poetic spirit which breathes throughout the 
lines of Homer and Virgil. He had visited indi- 
viduals of the Cherokee and Choctaw nations; had 
found them owners of large herds, cultivators of 
extensive fields, living in habitations of as much 
elegance, grandeur, and architectural taste as ours. 
He had trod their carpeted floors, and heard their 
daughters in inspiring song, accompanied by the 
deep, melodious tones of the piano, utter the glo- 
rious deeds of their ancestors; he had seen as much 
of civilized elegance among them as was to be met 
any where; their libraries of hundreds, and, in one 
case, of thousands of volumes. ‘Their attachment 
to the graves of their ancestors was such as to lead 
them to refuse to go west of the Mississippi, and 
yet the larger proportion of them had not, under 
the provisions of the constitution of Mississippi, 
applied for citizenship there. A few of them had, 


however, and one of these had been a highly re- 
spectable member of the Senate of Mississippi for 
several years; who had a brother residing within 
forty or fifty miles of the capital of the State; a 
gentleman of highly-cultivated mind, of generous 
feelings, of wealth, whose children were being ed- 
ucated upon a scale cqual to that of the wealthiest 
and proudest sons and daughters of our own peo- 


e. 

The foundation of the great share of this im- 

rovement he ascribed to the Choctaw academy in 

entucky. Every one of the highly educated and 
respectable Indians whom he knew had been edu- 
cated at this academy of Colonel Johnson; and 
they had returned to carry back civilization, sci- 
ence, and religion to their tribes. Until they them- 
selves complained of this system of education, 
which had infused so much respectability into their 
tribes, he was opposed to adopting a provision to 
terminate it. p 

Mr. MOREHEAD reviewed this discussion, to 
show how an imputation of censure would fall 
upon the management of the Choctaw academy, 
if the amendment should pass; and proceeded to 
inquire if any great harm could arise from the con- 
tinuance of these few Choctaw boysat their acad- 
emy for a few months after the pupils of the other 
tribes might be withdrawn. 

Mr. BOYD (Mr. M. yielding) said, by the terms 
of the treaty with the Pottawatomies, it was pro- 
vided that their schools should all be transferred to 
the Indian territory on the first of July; but there 
was also a provision of the treaty making it dis- 


‘cretionary with the Indians to withdraw their pu- 


pils or not. This amendment could not affect the 
Pottawatomies, because the proviso made an ex- 
ception in such cases. , 

Mr. BARRINGER read the treaty. 

Mr. MOREHEAD resumed, reiterating that all 
except the Choctaw pupils were to be removed as 
above; and, of course, Colonel Johnson could not 
desire the continuance of the institution with only 
the few pupils remaining from the Choctaws. 

After some conversation between Mr. McK AY 
and Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, 

Mr. MOREHEAD added, that although Colonel 
Johnson and himself had been ever on opposite 
sides of political questions, still he would not re- 
fuse the justification he so well deserved with 
reference to this school. 

Mr. CLARK, of Kentucky, again stated that he 
could see,in the amendment, no imputation against 
Colonel Johnson; and no injury could result to 
him, especially if the proposition offered by his 
colleague (Mr. Frencu] should be adopted. If 
he could perceive, in the proposition, the slightest 
imputation against the character of that gentleman, 
he would be the last man to support it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, understood 
the gentleman from North Carolina to be against 
the policy of supporting Indian schools outside of 
the Indian territory. But to show the reason of 
his opposition to the amendment, he recited The his- 
tory of this academy, which was established by 
the War Department in 1825, under the superin- 
tendence of Colonel Johnson. ‘The Colonel was 
merely the steward of the poui funds, and no 
profit whatever had accrued to him by means of 
this agency. He showed that, latterly, this school 
had been supported principally by the Pottawat- 
omies; and though they now proposed to with- 
draw their pupils, they still held a discretion on 
the part of the council of their tribe to do so or 
not. There was a bill in the other end of the Cap- 
itol to remunerate Colonel Johnson for the build- 
ings which he has erected for this school. This 
showed that the Colonel desired to get rid of the 
institution, in accordance with the determination 
to wind up the institution, as communicated to the 


Committee of Ways and Means by the Commis- 


sioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McKAY had always (he said) been in fa- 
vor of educating the Indian tribes in their own 
country; but he would not now detain the com- 
mittee by enlarging on the advantages of pursuing 
such a course. He was glad to see this policy at 
last adopted by the Government. But if the poli- 
cy was adopted, gentlemen said where was the 
necessity of this amendment? To this Mr. McK. 
would reply, Let us show by our distinctive act 
that we approve of this policy of the Executive, 
which has been so long pressed upon him by the 
Indians themselves. When this question was up 
in committee a few days ago, he took occasion to 
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‘ay, that the amendment he had moved contained | 
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Mr. McK. said, this was a proposition adopted 


no imputation of censure at all against Colonel || at the last session, on the recommendation of the 
Johnson. He appealed to the War Department to ji Commissioner of Indian Affairs. The amendment 
support his averment, that for years he had been || limited the salary of the superintendent to $1,500, 
laboring to get the Executive to come into this || and the sub-agents to $1,200. He read the report 


measure. 
he had any particular object now, like that of cast- 


ing censure upon the Choctaw academy? He had | 


even objected to the proposition of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Sawyer,] on the ground that it 
was too invidious with reference to the Choctaw 
academy; and his amendment was but a modifica- 
tion of that, so as to make its application general. 
But the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Morz- 
HEAD] tells us, that, as the Choctaw academy was 
to be wound up, there was no necessity for the 
amendment. In reply to this, Mr. McK. would 
state again, what he had stated the other day, that 
notwithstanding the determination to bring this 
school to a close, he understood that efforts were 
still made, and application had been made by Col- 
onel Johnson himself, for its continuance. It was 
true, he did not learn this officially; he had heard 
it in the Indian Office. But even supposing this 
rumor to be untrue, and that no such application 


had ever come from Colonel Johnson, still this’ 


amendment would have the effect of an announce- 
ment to the Executive that Congress approved of 
the determination that hereafter the money appro- 
priated for the education of the Indian tribes should 
be expended in their own country. It would only 
force the Administration to do that which they 
said they were now willing to do. 

Mr. McK. showed, from reading the report of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for the year 
1840, that the Choctaw school was to close within 
two years from that time; and, to avoid the failure 
of such a determination now, he desired to give to 
the proposition to terminate this school the author- 
ity and the sanction of Congress. 

Mr. McK. avowed openly, that he wished all 
this money to be expended in the [ndian country. 
This was not intended as any prejudice to Colonel 
Johnson. The treaties provided that the money 
should be expended in the Indian tribes. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania was mistaken in 
supposing that the Executive alone could direct 
the manner of applying this money. It was per- 
fectly competent for Congress. Unless where a 
treaty stipulated to the contrary, the application of 
expenditures was to be made by Congress. But 
in this case, there appeared to be a concurrence of 
opinion between the Executive and Congress. 

Mr. VINTON appealed to the committee to 
allow the question to be taken, that they might 
dispose of this bill and proceed to other business. 

he question was put on the amendment moved 
by Mr. Frencu to Mr. McKay’s amendment, and 
it was disagreed to. 

The question was then put on the amendment of 
Mr. McKay, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, moved to add the fol- 
lowing to the items relating to the Miamies: 


t Provided, ‘That there shall be paid to any portion of the 
tribe of Miami Indians now remaining in the State of Indi- 
ana such portion of the annuities and instalments above 

rovided, as shall be the proportion of said annuities and 
nstalments to which said members of the tribe remaining in 
{indiana may be entitled.” 


Mr. SMITH explained the amendment. 

After some further conversation by Messrs. 
THOMPSON, of Mississippi, ROCKHILL, and 
BARRINGER, the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. McKAY moved the following, as an addi- 


tional section : 

“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That for the Indians 
‘east of the Rocky Mountains there shall be two superintend- 
ents of Indian affairs, with a compensation each of $1,500 
perannum, to have the general superintendence, under the 
direction of the Secretary of War and Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, of such tribes as the President of the United 
States may deem proper, and whose duties and powers shall 
pe those defined in the third section of the act of June 30, 
834, providing for the organization of the departinent of 
Indian affairs ; and the organization preserfbed by that act 
shall be further so modified that the number of agents shall 
not exceed nine, and the number of sub-agents six, for all 
the Indians east of the Rocky Mountains, except the Indians 
' of Texas, to be assigned to the charge of such tribes as the 
Secretary of War, with the approbation of the President, may 
prescribe, whose compensation each shall he $1,200 for the 
agents, and for the sub-agents $800 per annum, whose pow- 
ers and duties shall be those defined and prescribed hy the 
said act of June 30, 1834: Provided, That whenever the 
position of any of the tribes, or our relations with them, may 
become so changed as to require it, the President of the Uni- 
ted States may so far exercise the power conferred by the 
fifth section of the above-mentioned act as to appoint such 
additional sub-agents, at the salary herein prescribed, as may 

be actually necessary.’ 


sum to five thousand dollars. 
Mr. McKAY would ask his colleague, he said, 


How, then, could it be supposed that || of the Commissioner. The wholeamountof saving 


| by the amendment would be $10,500. 
Mr. VINTON did not know (he said) that this 
, amendment would not be a judicious measure; but 
' it was out of place in this bill, and would seem to 
| require an investigation before the proper commit- 
| tee. This was not a bill to organize public offices, 
‘and appoint officers and regulate them, &c.; but a 
bill to carry a treaty into effect. The appropriation 
bills should be kept separate, if possible, from all 
other legislation. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON said, there was no 
: point made as to the amendment being in order; 
: but, if in order, he would sustain it. There were 
Indian agencies that were necessary. This meas- 
ure, which would be sufficient for conducting the 
affairs of the Indians, was recommended by the 
| Commissioner of Indian Affairs. It would save 
| the appointment of eight or ten agents. 
Mr. McKAY said, the difference in compensa- 
| 


tion between the two measures would be about ten 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, said, he un- 
derstood this.measure to be one for establishing a 
new system in regard to the regulation of Indian 
It was a matter that should be proceeded 
The system might require 


affairs. 
in with great caution. 
i revision; but it should only be done after full ex- 
amination. 
The amendment was agreed to. - 


Mr. BARRINGER moved the following, to 
come in at the end of the first section: 
« For the removal of the Catawba tribe of Indians, now in 
the limits of the State of South Carolina, to the Indian coun- 
| try west of the Mississippi, with the consent of said tribe, 
under the direction of the President of the United States, a 
sum not exceeding five thousand dollars.” 


Mr. B. advocated his amendment. He gave a 
history of the Catawba tribe of Indians, the legis- 
lation of South Carolina in regard to them, their 
settlement in that State, and their present condition 
and numbers. He insisted on the justice and hu- 
manity of this appropriation to remove them from 
the limits of South Carolina, and the authority of 
this Government to do so. 

Mr. SIMS said the facts were correctly stated 
by the gentleman from North Carolina. The State 
of South Carolina did not permit the Indians to 
sell the lands to private individuals. They had 
leased them on long leases. The State had bought 
out these leases, after the number of the tribe had 
been reduced to a less number than a hundred. 
This was an act of kindness and liberality to the 
tribe. He had risen merely to repel any supposi- 
tion of unkindness on the part of the State to these 

eople. 

Mr. BARRINGER stated that the remnant of 
Catawbas were desirous of removing west, to join 
their brethren; and he had prorosed eight thousand 
dollars for that purpose; but he would reduce the 


whether this remnant of a tribe were not citizens of 
South Carolina. Besides, if they were removed, 
where were they to go? It had been usual for the 
Government to provide Jand in advance of the re- 
moval of Indians, if their removal was to be pro- 
osed. 

Mr. BARRINGER said it belonged to the Uni- 
ted States Government to regulate this subject. 

Mr. SIMS had no doubt, he said, of the benevo- 
lent intentions that dictated this proposition. If 
we interfered in this matter, it would be an admis- 
sion that these Indians were under the jurisdiction 
of the United States, and not under that of the 
State of South Carolina. This would unsettle titles 
derived under the arrangement between the State 
and the Catawba Indians. But there was no ne- 
cessity for this measure. The agent of the State 
of South Carolina had funds in his hands to re- 
move them whenever they pleased. They were 
not paupers. The State had provided for their 
wants; and they were not to be considered as sub- 
ject to, or beneficiaries of, this Government. The 
last information’ he had on this subject was, that 
negotiations were going on to provide for the tribe 
a place in the mountain regions of South Carolina. 
On both of these grounds, he protested against the 


amendment. It would be an unauthorized assump- 
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tion on the part of this Government, and was wholly 
unnecessary. 

Mr. BARRINGER did not doubt the right nor 
the ability of South Carolina to take care of these 
Indians. But the Government could now remove 
them at their discretion, without interfering with 
any right formerly claimed or exercised over them 
by the State of South Carolina. They had peti- 
tioned Congress to connect them with some other 
tribe of Indians in the west, and remove them. 
They were entitled to this degree of care from this 
Government, besides the aid which they would re- 
ceive from South Carolina. The State of South 
Carolina could not do this, because she would re- 
quire a treaty with an Indian tribe—the Cherokees 
or the Chickasaws. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved to add to Mr. Bak- 
RINGER’s amendment the following proviso: 


« Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended 
for the purpose of removing said Indians, until the President 
shall first obtain a home for them among some of the tribés 
west of the Mississippi river, with their consent, and with- 
out any charge upon the Government.” 


Mr. BARRINGER accepted Mr. THompson’s 
amendment. 
And the amendment as modified was then agreed 


to. - 
The committee then rose and reported the bill. 


Mr. PHELPS moved the previous question, 
which was seconded, and, under its operation, the 
various amendments of the Committee of the 
W hole were agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and, 
being engrossed, was read a third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the title of the bill 
was amended by adding thereto the words ‘ and: 
for other purposes.” 


On motion of Mr. GAINES, | 
` Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, whose 
duty it shall be to inquire into the expediency of extendin 
the provisions of the act of Congress for the benefit of th 
surviving Officers and soldiers of the revolutionary army, 
passed on the 7th of June, 1832, so as to embrace those who 
were engaged in the wars of the United States which occur. 
red between the treaty of peace with Great Britain in 178% 
and the treaty of Greenville, with the Indians, in 1795; an 
that said committee have leave to report by bill or other- 
wise. 

On motion of Mr. WENTWORTH, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of extending the time 
for payment for lands claimed under any of the preémption 
laws to three years. 2 


And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, March 27, 1848. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting the report of the 
Secretary of State, with accompanying documents, 
in compliance with a resolution of the 17th instant, 
asking for copies of the correspondence between 
the Minister of the United States at London and 
the British authorities in relation to a postal ar- 
rangement. ` - 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Department of War, 
transmitting fifty-eight copies of the Army Regis- 
ter. 

RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 

Mr.. FELCH presented joint resolutions of the 
Legislature of Michigan, relative to reimbursing 
the State for fitting out the first regiment of Michi- 
gan volunteer infantry; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. = 

Also, in relation to the construction of a military 
road from Green, on Lake Michigan, to Lake Su- 
perior; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. ear 

Also, in relation to a grant of alternate sections 
of land in aid cf internal improvements in the 
State of Michigan; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Also, in relation toa grant of land for the erec- 
tion of a State asylum for the insane and deaf and 
dumb; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. FOOTE presented resolutions of the State 
of Mississippi, in relation to the condition of the 
second Mississippi rifles and the battalion in New 
Orleans; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, in relation to drugs and chemicals adulter- 
ated and sent into the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Also, in relation to relinquishing the 16th sec- 
tion, and to be allowed to select other lands; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented a joint 
resolution in favor of appropriating public land to 
make a railroad from Lake Michigan to the Pacific; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
_Lands. 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. DIX presented a petition from Captain Reed 
and owners of the privateer General Armstrong, 
asking for indemnity from the Portuguese Govern- 
ment for the destruction of that vessel by the Brit- 
ish at Fayal during the late war with Great Britain; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
‘Relations. 

Also, from Benjamin S. Hennigg, in relation to 
a railroad communication connecting the waters of 
the Mississippi with the Pacific; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, from Francis Hutinack, asking for a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

Mr. YULEE presented additional papers in the 
case of Jonathan Tyner; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. ALLEN presented a petition from John A. 
Bryan, asking compensation for negotiating a trea- 
ty with the Wyandot Indians in Ohio; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. DOWNS presented a petition from citizens 
of Louisiana, asking the establishment of a judicial] 
district north of Red river; which was referred to 

‘the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. BAGBY, on leave, reported a bill to cede to 
the State of Alabama the lands unsold in that State 
belonging to the United States, and remaining un- 
sold after the first day of May, 1848, and for other 

urposes; which was referred to the Committee on 
ublic Lands. 

Mr. BAGBY said, that in bringing forward 
this bill, he had two objects in view: The first 
-was, to terminate the anple ani and embarrassing 
relation of landlord and tenant, between the State of 
Alabama and the Government of the United States. 
The first section of the bill proposes to cede to the 
State of Alabama all the public lands lying in that 
State, and remaining unsold, on the first day of 
May next, exempting from the operation of the 
bill, preémption rights, the right to reservations 
under the Indian treaties, and grants under treaties 
with foreign nations. Therecords of the treasury 
show that the proceeds of the sales of the public 
Jands in Alabama exceed by several millions of 
dollars the amount paid for the territory lying 
within the limits of that State to foreign nations, 
for the extinguishment of the Indian title, and all 
the expenses of surveying and selling the land. 

The second section cedes to the States all the 
Jand lying within their respective limits, so soon as 
it is ascertained, from the returns in the Treasury 
Department, that the proceeds of the sales of the 
lands in such States have reimbursed the General 
Government for all the expenses, as indicated in 
the first section of thé bill. Thus the Senate will 
perceive, that the ground upon which this system 
for the extinction of the title of the United States, 
in the public land lying in the different States of 
the Union, is, that the Government shall have 
been reimbursed the purchase money and all the 
expenses incident to the public lands in those 
States. 

This, in itself, is, in my judgment, a considera- 
tion of very great weight, entirely sufficient not 
only to authorize, but to demand the passage of 
this bill. In addition to this high and weighty con- 
sideration of a general nature, there 13 another, but 
little inferior in importance; and that is, the con- 
stant practice of making appropriations of the pub- 
lic land to purposes of internal improvement, in 
violation of the constitutional power of Congress, 
and in direct conflict with the rights of the States, 
and, as I believe, the true interest of the people. I 
do not propose to go at length into these views 
now. I ask that the bill may be twice read, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
upon the coming in of their report, I shall, with the 
permission of the Senate, perhaps give my views 
more at length. 

The bill was read the first and second times, by 
unanimous consent, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 
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REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported, without amendment, a bill to es- 
tablish a branch of the Mint of the United States 
in the city of New York. : 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, reported a bill to 
be entitled An act for the relief of James G. Carson; 
which was read a first time. 


Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents, reported House bill for the relief of Calvin 
Emmons, with amendments, accompanied by an 
elaborate report; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made an adverse report on the memorial 
of Joshua Shaw. 

RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, 

Resolved, That Mr. Palmer be authorized to make such 
alteration and addition to his memoir on the production, re- 
sources, and capabilities for commerce of Siberia, Manchoo- 
ria, &c., presented in the Senate on the 8th instant, as he 
may consider requisite, in order to render the same more 
full and comprehensive; and also to append a condensed 
lithographed outline of the coast of Northern Asia and the 
adjacent islands, the incidental charges attending the same 
to be defrayed by the Secretary of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. YULEE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs inquire 
whether the present naval establishment meets all the re- 
quirements for coast defence; whether any description of 
vessels better adapted to that purpose can be added to the 
naval armament with advantage to the public interest; and 
whether any and what portion of the vessels now belonging 
to the navy can be dispensed with. 

Oy motion of Mr. YULEE, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to prepare and report to the Senate a statement, in con- 
tinuation of Senate document No. 7, second session twenty- 
third Congress, showing the amount of hospital money which 
has been received at each of the custom-houses of the United 
States in each year from 1833 to the 30th June, 1847, inclu- 
sive, and the amounts which have been expended in each 
year in each district for the same period. 

LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, submitted the 


following: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making provision for the 
purchase and distribution of copies of laws of the present 
and future sessions of Congress, as they shall be published 
by Little & Brown, of Boston, in the manner of their edition 
of the statutes of the United States, and according to the 
sample which they have furnished of the laws of the last 
session, and laid upon the table of the Senate. 

In offering this resolution, 

Mr. DAVIS took occasion ‘to make some re- 
marks in reference to the value of the edition of 
the laws of the United States which had been ex- 
ecuted by these publishers; and that as the work 
alluded to in the resolution, and of which he hada 
copy before him, was got up in the same style, it 
would be, he thought, much more acceptable than 
the uncouth edition which had been usually pub- 
lished, while the expense was not much greater 
than that of the latter. 

Mr. WESTCOTT directed the attention of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to the fact that in the 
publication of the laws of the United States, by 
Little and Brown, a very important defect existed 
which he hoped the publishers would remedy. 
There was no reference in the index to upwards of 
thirty private laws. It was quite a serious defect, 
and had led one of the committees to report a bill 
providing for a case which had already been made 
the subject of legal enactment. 

Mr. DAVIS did not know anything of such a 
defect, but no doubt the fact was correctly stated 
by the Senator. The publishers would, he was 
quite confident, remedy any such defect. 

The resolution having been considered by unani- 
mous consent, was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, the 
Senate postponed the previous orders for the pur- 
pose of taking up the bill to grant to the State of 
Louisiana certain public lands for internal im- 
provement. 

Mr. JOHNSON remarked, that as he would be 
compelled to leave the city to-morrow, in conse- 
ee of a domestic calamity, he trusted that the 

nate would oblige him by allowing the bill to be 
acted upon at once. 

Mr. BAGBY was sorry that he could not yield 
to the request of the honorable Senator. The bill 
contained, as he apprehended, a principle to which 
he entertained decided hostility. He could not 
consent that the bill should be allowed to pass 
without expressing his opposition to it; much less 
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could he suffer it to pass without the usual forms 
of legislation. It was an attempt to do indirectly 
that which he had contended throughout his whole 

ublic life could not be done directly. Entertain- 
ing such views, it would be perceived that he 
could not consent to the request of the Senator 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. DIX inquired whether the bill had been 
taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER replied that the 
bill was before the Senate and was open to-amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DIX then remarked that he had not heard 
the question put on taking up the bill. 

Mr. DICKINSON said that it might be all 
right, but he thought the procedure somewhat 
singular. 

Mr. ASHLEY observed that the bill had been 
submitted to the Committee on Public Lands at 
the session before last, and had been amended. 
The evidence before the committee was quite con- 
clusive that the land was of little or no value, and 
that great public interests would be subserved by 
making the grant. The committee unanimously 


concurred in reporting the bill; and he believed © 


that there was no substantial reason against its 
passage. 

Mr. BAGBY said, that to his mind the objec- 
tions were, at all events, fundamental and conclu- 
sive. The honorable Senator from Louisiana put 
the bill on the ground that the land was in the first 
instance to be appropriated to the State, and after- 
wards to the railroad company, for the purpose of 
constructing their road. Where, then, was the 
difference in interposing the State as the conduit 
through which the grant was to be given, and 
making it directly? It was remarked by the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas that the land was of little or 
no value. How had it happened, then, that it was 
sought by the State, and afterwards by the railroad 
company?- How could it contribute to the con- 
struction of the road? He denied that any benefit 
had ever resulted to the treasury from these grants 
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of land, and asked those who thought otherwise 


to point to any statistics which presented to the 
contrary. 

Mr. DOWNS said, he believed it had been cus- 
tomary to make such grants of land in other States; 
and if his recollection was correct, a series of reso- 
lutions had been offered, which would come up 
hereafter for discussion, and it would then be a 
more favorable time to discuss the subject than at 
present. He hoped, then, that as this was a mat- 
terin which so many interests were involved, there 
would be no further opposition to the passage of 
the bill. There was, as gentlemen had said, a plan 
for a railroad from New Orleans to the Guif, to 


„facilitate the communication with the sea, and the 


company had obtained the privilege of running 
their road through the property of private indi- 
viduals, but they had no authority for passing 
through the domain belonging to the United States. 
It was a matter of small value to this Government, 
but of much importance to that part of the country; 
and he hoped, therefore, that all objection would 
be withdrawn. | 

Mr. ASHLEY remarked, that when he had 
characterized the public lands there as being of no 
value, he meant by it that they were of no value 
unimproved. According to the evidence before 
the committee, it appeared that the lands were sit- 
uated in a swamp, and that there was no settle- 
ment in the neighborhood; that the location was 
desirable as the termination of this railroad, and 
that this improvement might make them valuable. 
When this bill was originally introduced, it pro- 
posed to make the grant to the railroad company. 
The committee, however, were not disposed to 
make the grant to the company, but they were 
disposed to make the grant to the State, as a por- 
tion of the land the State was rightfully entitled to, 
and inasmuch as other States had received similar 
grants. All sovereignties were equal, and he could 
not conceive how it could be just and proper for 
Ohio and Indiana to receive four or five times as 
much as other States of the Union out of the pub- 
lic domain. It seemed to him, that if the Govern- 
ment adopted the principle of making grants of 
lands to States, these grants should be equal. It 
was not proposed that the Government should 
construct works of internal improvement: it was 
merely proposed to make a grant to the State to 
aid her in making works fay internal improvement, 
as other States had received similar grants. This 
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was the view which had influenced the commit- 


tee. ` x 
= Mr. ATHERTON moved that the bill be laid 
on the table for the present, in order to proceed to 
the consideration of the special order of the day. 
The question was taken, and, on division, was 
decided in the affirmative: Ayes 19, noes 12. 
* Mr. BAGBY moved to reconsider the vote of 
the Senate, on Friday last, on the passage of a bill 
granting a pension to Patrick Walker; and the 
consideration of the motion was postponed until 
to-morrow. 


THE LOAN BILL. 


On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
roceeded to the consideration of the bill authoriz- 
ing a loan of sixteen millions of dollars. 

Mr. NILES rose, and said he had no wish to 
delay the passage of the bill; but as there would 
probably be no other which would afford so good 
an opportunity, he desired to say a few words at 
this time. He regarded it the duty of this Senate, 
if it could not originate revenue bills, to examine 
into the condition of our finances, in order to see 
in what state we are likely to be after one or two 
more fiscal years. He desired to ask the Senator 
who represented the Treasury on that floor, as he 
intended to vote for this bill, if any other measures 
were to be proposed during the session? 

Mr. ATHERTON replied, that he was not 
aware of any other. ' 

Mr. NILES said, that this bill, then, must be 
considered the measure of the session. In that 
view, he thought it would fall short of the wants 
of the treasury. -He referred to the statements 
which had been made on former occasions, tô in- 
duce Congress to act on and pass bills for the re- 
lief of the treasury, and averred, that as they were 
not borne out by the facts, and were therefore 
little calculated to inspire confidence in treasury 
statements, he would vote for this bill because he 
presumed it was necessary for the Government. 

The only question, then, was as to the form in 
which the relief should be granted. He was aware 
that in some quarters treasury notes altogether, or 
a certain mixture of them, was considered the best 
mode. But he had come to the conclusion that a 
direct loan was, after all, the best. A loan, paid in in 
specie, was, after all, perhaps the best form which, 
under the circumstances, could be devised. In 


-former instances, loans had been advanced, which 


were paid in paper; and during the war with Great 
Britain, great depreciation had taken place, to the 
amount of fifty per cent. or more. By the change 
of system which had taken place since the passage 
of the sub-treasury law, loans could be effected 
without disturbing the currency of the country. 
He felt proud of the part which he had contributed 
towards the passage of thatlaw. Had the money 
received by the Ghayatanient since that period, 
passed into banks, the Joss to the public would 
have been very great, perhaps fifty per cent., the 
currency would have been unsettled, and a ficti- 
tious’value given to all kindsof produce. It would 
have been two years after the termination of the 
war before the commerce'of the country could 
recover a healthy tone. All this could now be 
avoided, owing to the operation of the independent 
treagury, which separated the Government from 
the banks; which he knew was an odious measure 
to his friends on the other side of the Chamber, 
who would probably, if they came into power, 
overthrow it. He warned them, however, not to 
put down a system which had been found-to work 
so well. 

He regarded our finances as now in a sound 
condition. We had made no provision for the 
extraordinary expenses of the war. The revenue 
has not been regulated with that view. It had 
been asserted that the tariff of 1846 would be more 
productive than the tariff of 1842. He was not of 
that opinion. The extraordinary expenses of the 
war had been provided for by loans. 

He referred to the time when the surplus reve- 
nue had caused us some perplexity. The Senator 
from Missouri had contended that we had no sur- 
plus, and, in fact, it turned out that he was correct; 
for the surplus was nothing more than an anticipa- 
tion of the revenue. Between 1833 and 1842, our 
customs presented a deficiency of fifty millions; yet 
we were called on to distribute the surplus revenue. 
There wasa deficiency in our means derivable from 
the customs, which wassupplied by the extraordi- 
nary speculative sales of public lands, amounting 
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|| ways kept our revenue in a fluctuating state. 


in three years to above forty-five millions, and other 
sources. 

In the year 1842 our revenue exceeded our ex- 
penditures; and at the commencement of the war 
we had a surplus in the treasury. He remarked 
on the instability of our legislation, which had = 

e 
imagined the case of an individual in a high state 
of health, who was alarmed into the idea that he 
was in danger of apoplexy, and who placed him- 
self under the charge of a physician, who first tried 
the stimulating process, administering bark, wine, 
&c.; still the patient, robust as he appeared, was 
considered as in imminent danger, and the physi- 
cian changed his practice, and resorted to purging 
and all the various modes of blood-letting. Then 
came on a new set of physicians, who returned to 
the stimulating process; and then another, who in- 
troduced the homeopathic system. That system, 
he thought, would not be successful in relation to 
our financial matters. He did not fall in with a 
prevalent error, that the lower you reduce duties 
the greater revenue would you derive from them. 

In order to come to a right conclusion as to our 
condition, we must take the receipts and expendi- 
tures of the year, and see how far the latter exceed 
the former. He then read from some statistical 
statements which he held in his hand, to show the 
receipts and expenditures for several fiscal years 
past. ‘The treasury reports give no correct idea of 
the results. ‘They give the disbursements of the 
year, and these were very different from the ex- 
penditures. 
present year, which he regarded as not entirely to 
be relied on. The estimates of revenue he consid- 
ered Ze high. Of the expenditures he could not 
speak. 

Looking to the future, he added thirty millions 
to the sixty-eight millions of present debt, making 
a total of ninety-eight millions at the end of the 

resent fiscal year. Should the war terminate now, 
it will be all very well; but if not, our condition at 
the end of the next fiscal year will be more per- 
plexing. He viewed it as certain that the revenue 
from the tariff would fall off, and that our condition 
would, at the end of the next year, be less favor- 
able than it is at present. The balance of trade 
against us at the end of the present year would be 
from twenty-five to thirty millions; and this must 
be paid out of the exports of the next year. And 
we must expect a greater falling off next year. He 
referred to a statement sent to him by a commer- 
cial friend in New York, relative to the change 
which had taken place in our exports of grain (corn 
and ffour) since last year, showing a prodigious 
decline in this trade during the last six months—a 
difference of about twenty millions. It was clear, 
therefore, that all estimates founded on the basis of 
a continuation of the prosperous state of our export 
trade of last year must be entirely fallacious. Not 
only had the amount of our exports been dimin- 
ished, but the decline in the price of the bread- 
stuffs was as much deserving of®ur attention. 

He then referred to the decline in our cotton 
trade. He asserted that the Liverpool merchants 
had the control of the cotton markets of the world, 
and that they used their power as their interests 
demanded. By striking down our exports, they 
produce a greater balance in their own favor, and 
by collusion with the Bank of England, they can 
always do this. Our staple is thus diminished in 
value and in amount, and this must have its effect 
on our trade hereafter. 

As a remedy, we should increase our manufac- 
tures of the staple at home, and supply foreign 
markets with the fabric instead of the raw mate- 
rial. 

At present, every interest in our country is ar- 
rested; and, instead of the hopes and expectations 
which some time since encouraged those who are 
engaged in the different branches of enterprise, all 
are now engaged in calculating how they are to 
live. It was so in the navigating interest, and it 
was so in the agricultural and planting interests. 
The diminution in the value of wheat, flour, corn, 
&c., has destroyed the high expectations of the 
country. The aggregate loss to the agricultural 
interest by the decline is already nearly two hun- 
dred millions. The Secretary of the Treasury had 
committed a great mistake in founding his esti- 
mates on the supposition that the increased de- 
mand for our products would continue. 

He considered the theory of the Secretary, that 
imports govern exports, as altogether unsound, and 


He reviewed the estimates of the 


unsupported by our experience. It does not ne- 
cessarily follow that if you increase your imports 
an increase of exports will follow. 

Remarking on the decline which had taken place 
in the value of cottons, and iron, and other im- 
ports—about twenty-five per cent.—he ridiculed 
the idea of the Secretary, that the evil to the rev- 
enue would be cured by an increase of the imports; 
and insisted that it could be-only remedied by 
other modes, because it must be apparent that im- 
ports might increase beyond the demand for con- 
sumption. 

He desired to know how the debt was to be 
paid. It could not be paid out of a deficient rev- 
enue. Abel Handy, in the play, when the house 
was on fire, was asked why he did not get out of 
it? He replied, he was thinking about it; but he 
thought it better to wait awhile, and see if it would 
not go out of itself. Our treasury is not on fire, but. 
it is deficient; and. we seem to be thinking about 
it, and waiting to see if it will not pay itself. As 
to loans, he would not rely on them to pay the 
debt. He would prefer an income tax to this con- 
stant borrowing of money. He foresaw, that un- 
less some other provision should be made to pay 
the debt, the time would come when it would be 
found necessary to re a much higher tariff - 
than we have ever yet had. >- 

Mr. ATHERTON made some reply to the re- 
marks of Mr. Nixes. 

Mr. NILES briefly defended his positions. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, asked the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, whether, if the 
affairs of the war were wound up to-morrow, in 
his opinion we should not have a debt of one hun- - 
‘dred millions? 

Mr. ATHERTON said he could not say; it de- 
pended on many contingencies. 

On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the bill was 
amended so as to embrace & provision for the pay- 
ment of the principal and interest. i 

Mr. PHELPS obtained of T moved 


J 


that the further consideration o bill be post- 
poned till to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness. After some time, the doors were reopened, 
And the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, March 28, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. COCKE rose, and moved a reconsideration 
of the vote of yesterday by which the House 
agreed to a resolution submitted by Mr. GAINES, 
for the appointment of a select committee to in- 
quire into the expediency of extending the provis- 
ions of the act of Congress for the benefit of the 
surviving officers and soldiers of the revolutionary 
army, passed on the 7th of June, 1832, so as to 
embrace those who were engaged in the wars of ` 
the United States which occurred between the 
treaty of peace with Great Britain, in 1783, and 
the treaty of Greenville with the Indians, in 1795, 
and to report by bill or otherwise. He was un- 
derstood to say, that he moved the reconsideration 
because the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
had the subject now under consideration, and thus 
to take it from them would be discourteous. ; 

Mr. GAINES opposed the motion to reconsider. 
He was not aware that the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions had the subject under considera- 
tion when he made his motion, but he saw no 
reason why a select committee should not consider 
and report on the subject. 

Some explanations were made by Mr. STUART, 
of Michigan, and Mr. COCKE. 

Mr. PALFREY then rose and said he was not ' 
sufficiently acquainted with the merits involved in 
the pending motion of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, but he rose to protest against the position 
assumed by that gentleman, that a motion to refer 
a matter to a select committee was discourteous to 
any standing committee. It might be thata standing 
committee, for reasons satisfactory to itself, would 
not report on some subject of great importance, 
or even act upon it. It was, therefore, no discour- 
tesy to such committee to move the reference of 
the subject to a committee that would act upon it. 
He understood it to be a principle of parliamentary 
law, that subjects should be referred to committees 
that were favorable to them; and he desired to try 
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gentlemen by their own standard, to which he | 


‘understood the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Struarr] to assent. 

Mr. DUER moved the previous question; and, 
there pene a second, the resolution was reconsid- 
ered, and laid on the table. 
` Mr. POLLOCK presented the memorial of Asa 
Whitney, praying that a tract of public land, of 
sixty miles in width, along the line of his contem- 
plated railroad from Lake Michigan to the Pacific 
Ocean, may be set apart to aid in the construction 
of said road. Referred to a select committee. 


OREGON BILL. 


Mr. WENTWORTH called for the special or- 
der, being the bill to establish the Territorial Gov- 
ernment of Oregon. : 

Mr. C. B. SMITH, of Indiana, said he was in- 
structed by the Committee on Territories to ask 
the House to postpone the special order for one 
week. The reason for which they made the re- 
quest was, that the documents in this case had not 
yet been printed, and they desired a postponement 
until the printed copies of the report could be ob- 
tained. He moved a postponement accordingly. 

Mr. WENTWORTH objected; and, on his mo- 
tion, the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Kine, 
- of Georgia, in the chair,) and proceeded to the 
consideration of the special order, being the bill to 
establish a Territorial Government in Oregon. 

Mr. HUNT moved to amend the bill by adding 
thereto the several additional sections reported by 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WICK moved to amend the first section by 
‘inserting after the words ‘“‘ west of the summit of 
the Rocky Mountains,” the words “north of the 
forty-second degree of north latitude.”’ 

Mr. GAYLE then moved to amend the bill by 
striking out the first section. 

Having made this motion, Mr. G. left his seat, 


and ascende e tribune, and having there made 
remarks touching the reason 


some preli 
which induced him to take this new position, viz: 
the comparative ease of being heard in all parts of 
the House, he said he had to propose to the com- 
mittee a compromise: the written speech he held 
in his hand would occupy about forty minutes in 
the delivery, and if the members of the House were 


content to give him their quiet attention for that- 


length of time, he would confine himself to his 
manuscript; but, if not, he must lay aside his writ- 
ten speech and address them without it, in which 
case he should claim to occupy his full hour. 
ear yee and cries of ‘‘ Agreed, agreed.’’] 

r.GAYLE. Then it is a bargain; but as soon 
as you become restless, I shall consider that as a 
breach of the agreement, and lay down my manu- 
script. 

Mr. G. then proceeded. The position I shall 
assume and attempt to maintain is, that Congress 
has no power to organize what is called a territo- 
rial government, by ordinance or otherwise; nor 
has Conero the power. to pass laws for the peo- 
ple of the territories of the United States. 

I have to encounter at the threshold an objéction 
of no intrinsic weight, but not the less formidable 
on that account. 

It has been the practice of the Governfhent, from 
‘an early period, to pass these laws. Indeed, all 
the territories which have been admitted into the 
Union as States have been governed, either remotel 
or directly, by the laws of the United States. It 
will be urged that this practice, that these prece- 
dents, are of too long standing, too frequent, and 
too well established, to be now questioned. 

Precedents are of great authority in the English 
Parliament. They are considered as forming the 
rettled law of that body; but in this country they 
can of themselves exert no influence when they 
come in conflict with the Constitution, nor can 
they in any degree assist in leading the mind to a 
correct interpretation of that instrument. A prece- 
dent contains no reasoning or argument. It is 
only a conclusion settled upon by those who desire 
to establish it. 

This precedential doctrine is the most pernicious 
and dangerous that has ever been introduced into 
the deliberations of Congress; and if the reverence 
which is manifested for it be not diminished, it 
will change the form of our Government. Look, 
sir, for a moment, at the interpolations it has al- 
ready introduced into the Constitution. It has 
given to the President the power to capriciously 
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dismiss from office any citizen, however capable, 
honest, und trustworthy. It has given to that 
functionary the power to control the public money 
in defiance of public law. It has given to him the 
right to mingle in the debates of Congress, and, 
by way of preéminence, his speeches are placed 
on the Journal and printed at the public expense. 
It has given him the power to reproach Congress 
for any resolution they may adopt to check and 
restrain him in his usurpations of power. It has 
given Congress the power to expunge, erase, and 
destroy the Journals of its own proceedings. And 
now, Sir, at this session, it is sought to establish a 
precedent that will confer on the President the 
power to make war, and to select the theatre for 
the operations of our armies contrary to the will 
and directions of Congress. Now, sir, these in- 
novations are practically parts df the Constitution, 
and unless the right to question them be recog- 
nized, they will forever remain so. 

It is a curious and remarkable fact, that most of 
these usurpations—for they are indefensible usur- 
pations—are advocated by that great party in our 
country who claim to be the exclusive champions of 
the Constitution, and, par excellence, the exclusive 
advocates of a strict construction of that instru- 
ment. When they are assailed as flagrant viola- 
tions of the Constitution, they are defended as 
precedents, as usages of the Government, too well 
established to be questioned. But this respect, 
this pious veneration for precedents, evaporates 
at once when they interfere with the views and 
wishes of the party. The Bank of the United 
States and the system for the protection of Ameri- 
can industry are coeval with the Government. 
They have at different periods been advocated by 
all parties, and by the most eminent statesmen in 
America. The friends of these establishments do 
not seek to sustain them by appealing to the doc- 
trine of usage and precedents, bui by demonstrating 
that they are clearly authorized by the Constitution 
and demanded by the best interests of the country. 
But, ancient and well-established ag they are, 
claiming as they doall the consideration and weight, 
ifany, which can be given to them by the uniform 
practice of the Government, yet they have been 
condemned and destroyed by that party (fora time 
only, I hope) as being unauthorized by the Con- 
stitution. | 
. To understand the extent of the authority to 
legislate over the people of the Territories, claimed 
by Congress, we need only to refer to the various 
acts which have been passed on this subject, com- 
mencing with the ordinance of the Congress of the 
Confederation in 1787 for the government of the ter- 
ritory of the United States northwest of the Ohio 
river. This act, together with all others passed since 
that period to institute territorial governments, are 
based on the ground that Congress has full, abso- 
lute, and exclusive jurisdiction over the Territories 
of the United States, and that their power to legis- 
late for the people thereof can be exercised with- 
out limitation. ‘Fhese acts go further, and assert 
the principle, that they have the still more extraor- 
dinary power to delegate this authority to govern 
and legislate to individuals or bodies of individ- 
uals. 

The powers claimed for Congress on this sub- 
ject are clearly expressed in a speech delivered 
some time since in the Senate, and which has been 
published in pamphlet form. The speech is one 
of ability, evincing reflection, deep thought, and 
great mE miT It asserts that ‘“ Congress may 
‘govern the Territories, and may employ such 
‘ subordinate officers or agencies to administer its 
‘mandates as may seem to it best. It may invest 
‘the whole functions of the government within the 
‘ Territories in one man or several—in a governor, 
‘or governor and judges, or a governor, judges, 
‘and legislative assemblies. It may establish a 
‘military rule, or may adopt an agency, modelled 
‘into the fashion of a civil government.”’ 

Any one who will take the trouble ‘to look 
through the acts of Congress before referred to, 
will perceive that all the forms of government and 
the agencies mentioned in the above extract have 
been occasionally established in the Territories. 

It must be admitted, that if Congress have any 
pono whatever to give laws to the people of a 

erritory, they possess it to the extent here con- 
tended for, and if not to that extent, they do not 
possess itatall. l maintain the latter branch of the 
proposition; that is, that Congress has no consti- 
tutional right to legislate for the people of the Ter- 
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ritories of the United States. I found the views I- 
shall offer to the committee on the character of the 
Constitution, and on those rules of construction 
which have been acknowledged and acquiesced in 
by all parties, and at all times. They are the fol- 
lowing: 

“The Government is ene of limited powers, and no pow- 
er can be exercised unless it has heen expressly granted by 
the Constitution, or can be clearly implied from some ex- 
pressly granted power. 

« Tire powers not delegated to the United States by the 
Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved 
to the States respectively, or to the people. 

« Whenever a question arises concerning a particular 
power, the first question is, whether the power be expressed 
in the Constitntion? If it be, the questionis decided. If it 
be not expressed, the next inquiry must he, whether it is an 
incident to an expressed power, and necessary to its execu- 
tion? If it be, it may be exercised by Congress. If it be 
not, Congress cannot exercise it. p l 

« A power to be incidental, must not be exercised for ends 
that make it a principal and substantive power, independent 
of the principal power to which it is an incident.” 


Such is the character of the Government, as de- 
fined by the Constitution itself, and such are the 
rules by which it is to be expoundéd. 

Is there, then, any express grant in the Constitu- 
tion to Congress to form a territorial government, 
or to make laws for the people of the Territories 
of the United States? The only provision to be 
found in the Constitution in relation to territories 
is in the third section of the fourth article. It is 
as follows: 

‘¢' The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting the territory and 
other property of the United States.” 

This provision is so explicit that it is not sus- 
ceptible of construction. By it Congress can legis- 
late in relation to the territories of the United States 
as public lands—as property. Ido not suppose 
that anyeone will insist that the expression ‘* other 
property of the United States” means the free citi- 
zens of our country who reside in the Territories. 
These rules and regulations refer to such laws, and 
such only, as are necessary for the survey, the 
preservation and protection, and, finally, the sale 
of the public lands. 

Some of our eminent citizens, who are moving 
cautiously on the political chessboard for the high 

rize of the Presidency, have intimated opinions 
in conformity with this view. But they come in 
such a ‘* questionable shape” that I place no great 
relianceonthem. They are given apparently with 
the view of quieting the popular excitement which 
has been produced by the Wilmot proviso. They 
seem designed to operate asa sort of chloroform 
dose on the North, and as an equally drowsy drug 
on the South, till a certain event takes place, the 
anticipation of which is stimulating the whole army 
of office-holders to the most active exertions, and 
has brought out from our diminished army in Mex- 
ico hundreds of our gallant officers on the recruit- 
ing service. ` 

It would seem, from the foregoing article of the 
Constitution, that the subject of Territories engaged 
the particular attention of the Convention, and es- 
pecially the power and jurisdiction which Congress 
might exercise over them; and the result of their 
deliberations was, that its power should be limited 
to the enactment of such laws as concerned the 
public lands as property. This limitation, by every 
sound rule of construction, 1s equivalent to agro- 
hibition to exercise any other power. 

But there is another provision in the Constitu- 
lion giving to Congress jurisdiction over territory 
to be ceded by the States for the seat of Govern- 
ment. It is in the eighth section of the first article, 
and provides that— 


& Congress shall have power to exercise exclusive legis- 
lation, in all cases whatsoever, over such district (not ex- 
ceeding ten miles square) as may, by cession of particular 
States, and the acceptance of Congress, become the seat of , 
Government of the United States; and to exercise like au- 
thority over all places purchased by the consent of the Legisla- 
ture of the State in which the same shall he, for the erection 
of forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, and other needful 
buildings.” 

Now, here are two provisions of the Constitu- 
tion on similar subjects—one in relation to the ter- 
ritories of the United States, to the immense tract 
of country out of which sixteen new States have 
been formed; the other is in relation to a small 
territory of ten miles square for the seat of gove 
ernment. In the latter, the power of legislation is 
as unlimited as that possessed by the States within 
their territorial limits; in the former, the power of 
legislation is limited to the public landa as prop<’ 
erty. 
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It is evident that the Convention did not enter- 
tain tħe opinion that a cession of territory would 
confer on Congress the power to exercise ** exclu- 
sive legislation in all cases whatsoever” over such 
territory; otherwise this entire provision was use- 
less and nugatory. And it is equally certain that 
the Convention did not intend to confer on Con- 
gress the power of legislation over the people of 
the Territories of the United States; for, if such 
had been their design, they would have adopted a 


similar provision to that in relation to the district 


for the seat of government. 

But according to the view of some gentlemen, 
the power conferred ‘‘ to dispose of and make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting the terri- 
tory and other property belonging to the United 
States” is more comprehensive in its terms than 
the power ‘‘ to exercise exclusive legislation in all 
cases whatsoever’? in the District of Columbia. 

I suppose that, under this grant of power, Con- 
gress would have no right to delegate its authority 
to legislate to any other body. But, under the 
power to dispose of the territory, it is contended 
that Congress has not only the right of exclusive 
legislation, but they can transfer it to any individ- 
ual or body of men they may choose to designate. 
It will be observed that the clause in relation to the 
District of Columbia is in the eighth section of the 
first article of the Constitution, and that in relation 
to the territories is in the third section of the fourth 
article. It would have been very appropriate to 
have embraced both these subjects in the same arti- 
cle; and their separation is to be accounted for only 
by the fact that the Convention had been in session 
some time before it occurred to that body that any 
constitutional provision was necessary to authorize 
the sale of the public lands. It was inserted at the 


instance of Mr. Madison, as the history of the 
times shows, who was. of opinion that Bongress 
would have no such authority without it. This 


incident of itself demonstrates that the Conven- 
tion, by the insertion of this clause, contemplated 
nothing beyond the regulations necessary for the 
protection and sale of this description of public 
property. 3 

The proposition against which I am contending 
is, that the “power to dispose of and make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting the terri- 
tories and other property of the United States” 
confers unlimited and exclusive legislative author- 
ity upon Congress. 

The State of Alabama was admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States, 
in December, 1819. At that period, nine-tenths of 
the lands within her limits belonged to the United 
States. With the exception of a very few counties, 
the whole of this State was-carved out of the Creek 
nation by the victorious sword of General Jackson. 

The admission of Alabama into the Union took 
frora Congress none of its powers over the public 
lands. Its authority to ‘‘ dispose of and make all 
needful rules in relation to the territories of the 
United States’? was in no manner whatever dimin- 
ished or impaired. 

But if it be true that the power to make these 
rules and regulations confers unlimited legislative 
authority on Congress, wherever the public lands 
- may lie, the State of Alabama, in all the laws she 
has passed for the government of her people, is 
- acting as the agent of the General Government. 
This would reverse the admitted principle that 
Congress is the agent and trustee of the States. 

To place this subject in the strongest possible 
light, let us bring the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion in relation to the District of Columbia and the 
Territories of the United States into one clause, as 
might have been done with great propriety by the 
Convention. It will then read thus: 

“The Congress shall have power to exercise exclusive 
legisiation, in all cases whatsoever, over such district (not 
exceeding ten miles square) as may by cession of particular 
States, and the acceptance of Congress, become the seat of 
Government of the United States; and to exercise like au- 
thority over all places purchased by the consent of the Legis- 
lature of the State in which the same shall be, for the erec- 
tion of forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, and ofher 
useful buildings.”? <‘ And also to dispose of and make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or other 
property belonging to the United States.” 

Now, I put it to the committee whether it would 
not be utterly absurd and preposterous to contend 
that the last part of this clause confers the powers 
of exclusive legislation contained in the first? 

Having demonstrated, as I think, that the pow- 
er to sell the public lands, conferred by the Con- 
stitution on Congress, giveano autharity to legislate 


forthe people of the Territories, I proceed to exam- 
ine another and a stronger argument, as it is sup- 
posed, in favor of this power. It is based on the 
treaty-making power. 

The argument is, that when one nation or gov- 
ernment cedes by treaty to another nation or gov- 
ernment its territory, its entire sovereignty is 


transferred by such cession; that in this country 


the sovereignty is in the States or the people of the 
States; that no one State can exert this sovereign 
power over the ceded territory, it being the com- 
mon property of all the States, and therefore of 
necessity it must be exercised by their common 
agent, the Government of the United States. 

It is a remarkable feature in Sur system that 
some of the highest attributes of sovereignty have 
been utterly annihilated; that is, they can never 
be exerted while our present form of government 
endures. The powers conferred on Congress by 
the Constitution and those retained by the several 
States, when brought into exercise, form the gov- 
ernment 8f each of the States, or, in other words, 
the two governments compounded, constitute the 
government of each State. But still, both taken 
together do not amount to a perfect sovereignty. 
It wilf be found that in many cases the entire power 
of the States has been relinquished, but still its 
exercise by the Federal Government is limited and 
restrained. 

Fhe States had unlimited power to raise and 
support armies. This has been relinquished, but 
its plenary exercise by Congress is not authorized. 
Their power to appropriate money for the support 
of armies is limited to two years. In like manner 
the treaty-making power was absolute and unlim- 
ited in the States. Any one of them might have 
annexed itself to a foreign government and become 
subject to its laws. This power to make treaties 
is prohibited to the States, but itis as much limited 
and controlled by the Constitution as any other. 
All treaties are made in subardination to its pro- 
visions, and no treaty which countervails any of 
them is of any validity whatever. The States had 
the right by treaty to regulate duties and imports, 
but this power was conferred on Congress, and 
cannot be touched by treaty. 

Many eminent statesmen of the South, with sin- 
gular ability, have contended, and now contend, 
that the power of Congress over the subject of du- 
ties, which was absolute and unlimited in the States, 
is limited to raising revenue to defray the ordinary 
expenses of the Government. But tbere cannot 
be a more conspicuous instance of this kind than 
the subject under consideration. The States have 
conferred upon Congress partial and limited sov- 
ereirnty over the territories, the common property 
of them all; but it is the sovereignty over the soil, 
and“hot over the people of the United States who 
may reside thereon. l 

There never was uttered a greater heresy, or one 
more mischievous and destructive of our system, 
than the one proclaimed by that remarkable and 
illustrious citizen, President Jackson, when he said 
that all the powers prohibited to the States must of 
necessity be conferred on the Federal Government. 
Take the case of post offices and post roads: if this 
doctrine be true, then there is no restraint on Con- 
gress on this subject. T'he States had the power 
to construct post roads. They have relinquished 
this power, but have conferred on Congress author- | 
ity to establish not to make post roads. If Congress 
had this power, then, sir, our country, through its | 
whole length and breadth, would be covered over | 
With a splendid road system. There would be 
paved roads, macadamized roads, and. railroads | 
running to every city, town, village, and hamlet in : 
the land, all under the control and jurisdiction of 
Congress, and made ata cost far exceeding the 
present revenues of the Government. Then there 
would be the toll-gates and the toll-gatherers, over- 
seers, and commissioners of roads, and the thou- 
sand agents in the employ of the Government ne- | 
cessary to keep this road system in operation. | 

When we wish to find the powers which Con- | 
gress can exercise, we must look to the grants in | 
the Constitution, and not to the powers prohibited , 
to the States. There is a large mass of dormant | 
powers which can neither be exercised by Congress | 
nor the States. If they had been conferred on the’: 
Federal Government, or their exercise retained by ` 
the States, our system, for all the purposes of free | 
and practical government, would have been more | 
objectionable than that which, existed under the | 
old Confederation. If conferred on the former, it | 


i 
would have very nearly approached a monarchy; . 
if on. the latter, there would have been constant 
collisions between the two. 

This doctrine, that the right to legislate for the 
people of the territories, arises as an incident to 
the treaty-making power, ‘makes the incident a 
substantive power, independent of the principal 
power to which it is an incident,”’ in violation of 
the rule of construction before referred to. 

The powers to be exercised by Congress cannot 
be collected from the doctrine of sovereignty as laid 
down in treatises on the laws of nations. Our Con- 
stitution and the powers conferred by it, have noth- 
ing whatever to do with these laws. Ours is a form 
of government established by the United States of 
America, and when we desire to see the extent of 
its powers we do not look to the laws of nations or 
to any other code. We look to the instrument, 
and to nothing else, to learn as well the powers 
conferred on the Federal branch of the Govern- 
ment as those retained by and those prohibited to 
the States. : 

In passing laws for the people of the territories, 
Congress must act either in pursuance of the Con- 
stitution or independently of that instrument. If 
the former, they can extend no other laws over 
these people than such as are in force in the sev- 
eral States. If the latter, then their power is uns 
controllable, both as to the form of government 
they may establish and the character of the laws 
they may pass. In the language of the pamphlet 
before referred to, ‘‘ they may establish a military 
rule or may adoptan agency, modelled into the 
fashion of a civil government.”? 

Some of the territories owned by the States were 
ceded before, and others after, the adoption of the 
Constitution. Now, can it be possible that a mere 
deed of land or territory by a State can confer upon 
Congress these extraordinary powers in the face 
of the Constitution, and thus essentially change 
the whole character of the Government? 

There is no constitutional obligation to admit 
new States into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States, nor have these new States any 
power to force themselves into the Union. It rests, 
therefore, with the Federal Government whether 
this state of territorial bondage shall continue for 
an indefinite period of time. 

Let us suppose that all the new States were, with 
their present boundaries, in this territorial subore 
dination to the Government of the United States. 
Then there would be presented to the world the 
picture of twenty millions of people, all citizens 
of the same common country, one-half of whom 
would be resting securely under the protection of 
the Constitution, established with consummate’ 
wisdom ‘‘to secure the blessings of liberty,” and 
subject to no laws but such as they adopt for them- 
selves; while the other half would have no secu- 
rity for their rights and liberties, but the resistless 
will of this many-headed, but kind, paternal, and 
resistless despot. 

The whole region of the East and South would 
exhibit thirteen sovereign independent States, the 
masters of the common Government, while tife 
more extensive and populous region of the West 
would display the largest consolidated Government 
in the world—subject to an authority as omnipo- 
tent and uncontrollable as that possessed by the 
Autocrat of all the Russias. 

What manner of government, sir,is this? Your 
Capitol should be decorated with a painting em- 
blematic of its true character. It should have but 
one head and two faces—one looking to the east, 
with the beautiful and benignant features of the 
Goddess of Liberty; and the other to the west, with 
the lowering frown of a stern and inexorable des- 
pot. 

It is impossible that our system can involve so 
startling an absurdity. 

It may be said, and will.be said, that the people 
of the Territories havealways enjoyed all the rights, 
liberties, and immunities which have been secured 
by the Constitution to the people of the States. 
This may be admitted, and toa great extent is true. 
But the difference between them is, that these lib- 
erties and immunities are claémed by one as a right, 
and by the other as a matter of favor and indul- 
gence. A despotism does not consist in the actual 
oppression of the people, butin the power to oppress 
them. I can extend to my slave all the liberty F 
enjoy myself, but while I have the power to take 
it from him he is still my slave. i 

But, dropping for a moment the constitutional 
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argument, is it expedient for Congress to interfere 


with the government of the people of a Territory; 
and why is it so expedient? Who are the people 
that have settled upon and occupied the public do- 
main? Hitherto they have emerged from the bosom 
of the States of the Union, and have been composed 
of farmers, mechanics, merchants, traders, lawyers, 
doctors, preachers, judges, legislators, statesmen, 
and all the variety of character found in the States, 
and all born and reared amidst our free institutions, 
and deeply imbued with the principles of civil, po- 
litical, and religious liberty, which they inculcate. 
Suppose fifty ora hundred thousand are found with- 
in the limits of one of the Territories, think you, 
sir, they would not have the capacity to, organize 
a government for themselves, and to pass the laws 
necessary for the protection of all their rights? , 

This has been the practice of Congress. They 
have, I believe, in every Territory, by special 
favor and indulgence, authorized the people to hold 
legislative assemblies, and to pass such laws as 
they deemed neccessary. 

The error of the argument in favor of the right 
of Congress to legislate for the people of the Ter- 
ritories lies in supposing that they are colonies or 
provinces, such as existed here previous to our 
war of independence. And I cannot but think that 
a blind and servile imitation of the colonial system 
of Great Britain is to be found in the territorial or 
colonial system established by Congress—the very 
system which overturned the authority of the pa- 
rent country, and established the independence of 
these States. It ia true that the wrongs and ‘op- 
pressions inflicted by Great Britain on “ these col- 
onies,” proclaimed in such fervid eloquence in the 
Declaration of Independence, have never been at- 
tempted in our colonies. - But it is equally true 
that the powers claimed for Congress would au- 
thorize every measure of oppression which drove 
America to resistance. 

This doctrine that Congress have supreme sov- 
ereign power and exclusive jurisdiction over the 

ople of the Territories of the United States is 
alse in itself, false to the common charter of our 
liberties, false to the whole scheme of our govern- 
ment, and to the spirit of all our institutions. When 
our people have gone to the territories or public 
lands of the United States, and have purchased 
those lands or occupied them, by permission of the 
Government, in sufficient numbers to form a re- 


-gpectable community, and when this community 


have organized themselves into a common govern- 
ment for their safety and protection; when they 
have appointed a governor, judges, and legislative 
assembly, and in every respect have formed a per- 
fect government, on the model of those established 
by the States, they are not dependant colonies or 

rovinces, but they are separate and independent 
tates of this glorious Confederacy. They are 
States of the Union, to all intents and purposes, 
with the solitary exception that they have no right 
to send Senators and Representatives to the Na- 
tional islature. The Constitution nowhere 
speaks of the people of a Territory, or the govern- 
ment of a Territory, but it speaks of the States, and 
the people of the States. It was formed, not by 
States and Territories, or for the government of 
States and Territories, but it was established by 


& the people of the United States to form a more 


‘ perfect Union, establish justice, ensure domestic 
‘tranquillity, provide for the common defence, 
s promote the general welfare, and secure the bless- 
€ ings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity.” As 
the Constitution was formed by the States, and for 
the benefit of the States, the Territories must come 
in for a share of its blessings as States, or they 
cannot claim them at all. 

I shall show now, sir, that the legislation of 
Congress and the decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, have always regarded the 
Territories as States and as members of the Con- 
federacy. 

The first section of the fourth article of the Con- 
stitution. provides that ‘‘ full faith and credit shall 
‘ be o in each State to the public acts, records, 
‘an an proceedings of every other State, and 
‘the Congress may, by general laws, prescribe the 
¢ manner in which such acts, records, and judicial 
* proceedings shall be proved, and the effect there- 
‘of.’? Now this provision is for the States exclu- 
sively. Each State shall give full faith and credit 


‘to the ‘acts, records, and judicial proceedings of 


every other State.” 
On the 26th May, 1790, and the 27th March, 


1804, in pursuance of this permissive constitutional 
provision, Congress passed laws prescribing the 
manner in which these acts, records, and judicial 
proceedings shall be proved. .In these acts, the 
records and judicial proceedings of the Territories 
are included, and they are placed on the same 
footing with the records, &c., of the States. 

But let us see what the Supreme Court of the 
United States have done. The first section of the 
third article of the Constitution provides, among 
other things, ‘‘ that the judicial power shall ex- 
tend to controversies between citizens of different 
States.” The Supreme Court have always held, 
under this provision, that a citizen of a Territory. 
could sue and Be sued in the same manner that 
citizens of the States could. 

In the case of Loughborough against Blake, (5th 
Wheat., 319,) Chief Justice Marshall uses this 
strong and emphatic language: ‘ The power in 
‘Congress to levy and collect taxes, duties, im- 
‘ posts, and excises, is coextensive with the territo- 
‘ ries of the United States. The term United States, 
‘as used in the Constitution, is the name given to 
‘our great Republic, which 1s composed of States 
‘and Territories.” The Constitution nowhere 

rovides that Territories shall be admitted into the 

nion and become States; but its language is, 
« New States may be admitted by the Congress 
into this Union.” The expression “ territory and 
other property of the United States,” used in the 
Constitution, means the public lands as public 
property. When these lands are sold, and the 
people form a government of their own, they are 
not inhabitants of a Territory of the United States. 
Theirs is not the government of a Territory, but 
they are a separate and independent community, 
inhabiting a district or tract of country within cer- 
tain specified boundaries, and this community the 
Constitution denominates a State, which ‘‘the Con- 
gress may admit into this Union.” 

It has been said, and truly said, that the Con- 
stitution suggests no idea that was not distinctly 
impressed on the mind of the Convention; and 
that there is not an expression or word in that in- 
strument the precise meaning and import of which 
was not well considered. 

Now, sir, how can a ‘‘ new State be admitted 
into this Union,” unless it was a State before ad- 
mission? The idea involves a positive contradic- 
tion in terms. If the people of what is popularly 
called a Territory are not a State, then you do not 
admit a ‘* new State,” but you admit an inferior 
thing called a Territory. When she knocks for 
admission at the door of the common paternal man- 
sion, she is introduced as Miss ‘erritory: but 
when the nuptial ceremony is performed, she takes 
her leave as Madam State! Sir, Miss Territgiy is 
a personage unknown to the Constitution. eis 
Madam State before she pays you her first visit. 
The marriage rites were performed when she deter- 
mined to act for herself, and to govern herself. She 
comes not to be married, but to submit to the im- 
portant ceremony of parturition, which usually 
results in leaving in the family several twins called 
Senators and Representatives. 

If my view of this subject be correct, then the 
fabric created by our ancestors rises to the admira- 
tion of the world in all its magnificent and beautiful 
proportions. It shows itself a colossal structure, 
on every side of which is inscribed liberty—consti- 
tutional liberty. Butif I am wrong, it is an ugly 
and hideous deformity. In the language of an em- 
inent citizen in the other end of the Capitol, it isa 
huge political monstrosity. It overlooks to the East 
ten millions of people proclaiming constitutional 
liberty, while it announces to the West iron-hand- 
ed despotism. 

Can there be a more indefensible usurpation than 
for an institution appointed as the common agent 
of the States, limited in the most positive and ex- 
press terms to certain subjects, to assume all the 
powers of sovereignty and exclusive legislation ? 
‘The argument is, that when one nation cedes to 
another its territory, the nation ceding transfers to 
the other its entire sovereignty; and that in this 
country the sovereignty is in the people of the 
United States, which can be only exercised by their 
common agent, the Government of the United 
‘States. This whole proposition is false. Except 
the powers delegated in the Constitution, the entire 
sovereignty rests with the States separately, and 
not collectively. The people of Massachusetts are 
citizens of the Unitgd States, but they are only sov- 


_ereign within the limits of that State. Full power 


is conferred on Congress, it is true, ‘* to dispose of 
and make all needful rules and regulations respect- 
ing the territory and other property of the United 
States.’? But here its authority ceases. 

When the people have purchased the public lands 
or occupied them by permission of Congress, when 
they have established a government of their own, 
these are the people of the United States with 
whom sovereignty resides, as fully and absolutel 
within their limits as with the people of New Yor 
or Pennsylvania. 

It may be supposed, from what I have said, that 
I yield to territorial governments tite power to ex- 
clude slavery. On the contrary, the reverse of this 
has been one of the principal objects of my argu- 
ment. 

Nothing is more to be regretted than that South- 
ern statesmen, since the Wilmot controversy has 
occurred, should seek protection against its mis- 
chiefs and its dangérs in the unlimited powers 
claimed by Congress to legislate over the people 
of the Territories. It is not pretended that this 
unlimited power is derived from the Constitution; 
it is claimed from vague and undefined ‘ideas of 
sovereignty, as ascertained by the laws of nations. 
As this right of exclusive legislation has no rela- 
tion to or connection with the Constitution, it must 
be independent of it; and, therefore, there is no 
more restraint on the subject of slavery than on 
any other. But, according to my view, the Terri- 
tories are quasi members of the Union whenever 
they establish regular governments. They are 
subject to all the laws which the Constitution au- 
thorizes Congress to pass, and they can enact none 
that are prohibited ‘to the States. They cannot 
legislate in relation to the public lands, nor can 
any State which contains them. This power is 
ly on Congress, with such limitation only 
as the Constitution imposes. That limitation is 
marked and explicit. If there is any feature in 
our system more conspicuous than all the rest,"it 
is that of perfect equality among the States and 
the people of the States. This is the firm and 
stable foundation of our Confederacy. Without 
it, it never would have been established. Destroy 
it, and the Union would be instantly dissolved. 

The deeds of cession of the immense territories 
in the West were made in trust for the common 
benefit of the people of the United States. In their 
sale each and every citizen has the same right to 
purchase. These propositions will not admit of 
controversy, Those who are in favor of excluding 
slavery say that they do not impugn this fight; 
they tell us that the public lands are equally acces- 
sible to all, that all have the same privilege of pur- 
chasing. But, while they tell us this, they say that 
though you may purchase the public lands, you 
shall not cultivate them with slave labor. Now, 
sir, what is this but a flat denial of the right of pur- 
chase? Can it be supposed that any one would be 


so stupid as to buy land without the liberty of cul- 


tivating it? . 

If it be true that this equality of rights exists to 
the public lands ceded by the States, how much 
more strikingly does this great truth appear when 
we extend our views to foreign territory, acquired 
by the common treasure and the common blood of 
our people. 
country, the North, the South, the East, and the 
West, have gone out as members of the same great 
family to share the same fate; to live alike, and to 


die alike on the same battle-fields, to maintain the 


honor and glory of the country. And now, sir, 
when their bones are bleaching on the same battle- 
fields, when the soil of Mexico is still moist with 
their blood, a proposition is made to exclude from 
it one-half of the noble patriots who will survive 
the war, and then the half of those whom the slain 
and dead have left behind them. l 

This proposition comes not from the army; those 
engaged in this ignoble strife have been conspic- 
uous only in the battles which occur at the hus- 
tings. Do you think, sir, that the widows and or- 
phans whom the gallant brothers of the North 
and South have left behind them would not at once 
consent that the field which contains their graves 
should be the common property of them all? 

Do you think that of the maimed who have sur- 
vived this war, whose wounds are yet unhealed, 
any portion of them would seek to exclude the 
others? 

. The proposition is too monstrous to be stated. 
It shocks that sense of justice and equal rights 
which all mankind entertain alike. And we think 


The citizens of all sections of our ` 
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and feel that it is an indefensible outrage on those 
great principles of justice and equality which the 
Constitution was intended to secure. 

{came here tremblingly alive to the Wilmot pro- 
viso. I came to seek conciliation with the mem- 
bers of the North, and to entreat them to let this 
bitter cup pass by. When Congress met I found 
a good feeling-of brotherhood. I wrote to my con- 
stituents that the northern Whigs were much more 
liberal than we had been taught to believe; that 
they were the friends of the Union and the Consti- 
tution, and would not disturb the desired harmony 
between the Whigs of the North and the Whigs of 
the South on a mere abstraction. But, sir, how 
sadly have I been disappointed. There has been 
no member from the South who has not carefully 
abstained from the agitation of the slavery ques- 
tion. No voice from that region has been heard 
on this subject. And yet day after day, when an 
opportunity has been afforded, we have been com- 
pelled to listen to set speeches against the institu- 
tions of the South. 

I regret, I deeply regret this state of things. My 
attention could not fail to be attracted to the speech 
of the honorable member from Ohio, [Mr. Roor,] 
delivered on the 15th of the present month. That 
speech breathes nothing but hostility to southern 
institutions. It was uttered in a tone of defiance, 
and in such language of menace as left the impres- 
sion that the honorable speaker thought thatempty 
threats were quite sufficient to intimidate what he 
was pleased to call “southern chivalry.” 

He says “the strife between slavery and anti- 
slavery, free States and slave States, North and 
South,” is inevitable. “It cannot be avoided; it 
‘must come—aye, itis come. The note of alarm 
‘has been sounded in the North, and unless I mis- 
‘take the Pilgrim stock, you will find northern 
‘obstinacy fully a match for southern chivalry. You 
‘come better prepared; but Jonathan can wake up, 
‘and he will give you a lively tune, sir.” 

Again, the honorable member uses the following 
‘language: “ The old Whig guard are all ready. 
‘Those of the tribes of the Hurons and Eries are 
‘taking the war path, and the Medinas and Lorain 
‘sweepers have been out a year. Let them all 
‘trust in God and keep their powder dry.”’ 

What does the gentleman from Ohio mean by 
this haughty and vainglorious boasting? Does he 
think that the South are to be frightened from their 
duty to their country and themselves by these 
empty menaces? The proposition to exclude slave 
labor from the territories of the United States is a 
proposition to degrade the slave States—to render 
them inferior to the free States. Have gentlemen 
so far mistaken the character of our people as to 
think they would for a moment submit to this? I 
regard it as a direct proposition to dissolve the 
Union. Great God! is there any man in America 
who wishes to dissolve this glorious Union? The 
time was when the prevailing sentiment was, ‘‘ blis- 
tered be the tongue that would speak of a disso- 
lution of the Union;” but now it is the familiar 
language of the day. Sir, we of the South cling to 
the Union as the ark of our safety; we fully and 
popa y appreciate all its blessings. Butall these 

lessings we will throw away rather than submit 
to degradation.. I hope the gentleman is mistaken 
when he says the strife between the North and the 
South is begun. I hope he is deceived when he 
expresses the opinion that the North has already 
taken the war path; and I trust they are not keep- 
ing ‘‘ their powder dry” for their brethren of the 
South. But, after all, the gentleman may be cor- 
rect. He is highly intelligent, and ought to know 
the sentiments of the North. It may be true that 
they are already marching in “ the war path,’’ and 
are keeping their powder dry for the threatened 
eonflict. If it be so, I would admonish this ‘$ Pil- 
grim race” to leave the ‘war path,” and turn to 
the paths of peace; to stay the arm which is uplift- 
ed against their brothers of the South. I would 
caution them that they may have to encounter 
greater difficulties than were experienced at Ply- 
mouth rock. ° 

If friendly counsel and advice can have no effect, 
then, sir, I will resort to an argument that may 
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possibly have some influence. I will tell them 
candidly and frankly, that when they reach the ter- 
minus of the “ war path,” which it seems leads to 
the South, they will find that every ten-year old 
hoy will have the brawny and stalwart arm of a 
full-grown and gallant soldier, and that they will 
encounter none but Palmetto regiments. 


Mr. SMART, of Maine, next obtained the floor, 


and addressed the House as follows: 

Mr. Cuarrman: I shall not often ask your in- 
dulgence for the purpose of discussing questions 
that may arise here. But the motives of those 
who vote upon questions coming before this body 
are sometimes misconstrued and misrepresented. 
For this reason I feel it due to myself on the pres- 
ent occasion to explain and defend openly and 
frankly my own views concerning free territory 
now in the Union, or such as will probably be ac- 
quired. When I have done this, I trust all will 
admit that the vote I intend to give in connection 
with this bill is the result of honest conviction and 
a proper sense of duty. The discussion of the 
question of free territory is proper on the present 
occasion, the subject being legitimately before the 
House, as will be seen by reference to the twelfth 
section of the’bill now under consideration. When 
an important question arises here, it is the duty of 
the Representative to look to his constituents, to 
ascertain their wishes, and to become a fearless and 
faithful exponent of them. I regard this myself as 
a paramount duty; and he who would question my 
right, as a representative upon this floor, to reflect 
their will, can, in my judgment, have littlé claims 
to democracy. Such a man should be marked for 
reprobation every one who would continue to 
this nation an independent representative Govern- 
ment. 

The most ample justification of the course I 
have marked out for myself, may be found in 
the virtual instructions of the State of Maine to 
her delegation in Congress, through her Legisla- 
ture, at its last session. These instructions are the 
latest indication of the wish of the people of Maine 
upon the subject under consideration that has 
come to my knowledge. I beg the indulgence of 
the House while I read the resolutions containing 
them: 

RESOLVES relating to the extension of slavery in newly 
acquired territory. * 


Resolved, That Maine, by the action of her State Govern- 
ment and by her representation in Congress, should abide 
honestly and cheerfully by the letter and spirit of the conces- 
sions of the Constitution of the United States; at the same 
time resisting firmly all demands for their enlargement or 
extension. 

Resolved, That the sentiment of this State is profound, 
sincere, and almost universal, that the influence of slavery 
upon productive energy is like the blight of mildew; that it 
is a moral and social evil; that it does violence to the rights 
of man as a thinking, reasonable, and responsible being. 
Influenced by such considerations, this State will oppose the 
introduction of slavery into any territory which may be 
acquired as an indemnity for claims upon Mexico. 

Resolved, That, in the acquisition of any free territory, 
whether by purchase ur otherwise, we deem it the duty of 
the General Government to extend over the same the ordi- 
nance of 1787, with all its rights and privileges, conditions 
and immunities. l 

Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed, 
and our Representatives requested, to support and carry out 
the principles of the foregoing resolutions. 


It may not be improper to refer briefly to the 
passage of these resolutions. 

Hon. John W. Dana, Tarmi failed_of an elec- 
tion by the people, was elected by the Legislature, 
and inaugurated as Governor of Maine in May, 
1847. Immediately after his election, he sent his 
message to the two Houses of the Legislature. 
That message contained a strong, decided, em- 
phatic avowal of the principles contained in the 
resolutions I have just read. That portion of the 
message relating to free territory was referred to a 
select committee, who reported to the House the 
resolutions I have presented, responding to the 
Governor’s sentiments in nearly his own words. 
After a very full discussion, the first resolution 
passed the House July 20, 1847, oy a vote of 122 
to ii the second by 124 to 8; and the third by 126 
to6. | 

They were then sent to the Senate, and the third 
resolution, which adopts the ordinance of 1787, 


passed by a vote of 17 to 8; but upon one of the 
others the Senate disagreed with the House, and 
by this disagreement the resolutions fell. Yet I 
regard these resolutions as virtual instructions. At 
all events, they are the latest and most definite in- 
dication of the feeling of the people of Maine upon 
the subject, and as such should be carried out by 
her Representatives. 7 ; 

It may, however, be said, that these instructions 
should not be regarded, because they do not come 
to us precisely in a legal form. But, sir, no instruc- 
tions of a Legislature are legally binding. Neither 
Senators nor Representatives are legally bound to 
obey them. Yet, as an indication of the wish of 
the people, the Senators and Representatives of a 
State are under the strongest moral obligations to 
comply with the resolutions adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State; nor is the obligation less, when 
each branch of the Legislature sanctions the same 
principle in a different manner. 

As an additional evidence of the feeling of the 
people of my State, I take the liberty to mention 
that Governor Dana, who had given great promi- 
nence and force to an argument in favor of free 
territory, though defeated the year previous, was 
triumphantly elected in September, 1847, by the 
people. Let me say, then, if I need any justifica- 
tion for the stand I take, it may be found -in the 
fact that I am only complying with what is evi- 
dently the wish of a large majority of the people 
of Maine, and with what I believe to be the wish 
of the people of my district. Let me not be mis- 
do I by no means consider it necessary 
to put into this discussion any piea of justification. 
I am happy to say, that my own views accord, 
fully, with thoseexpressed by the people of Maine; 
and the justice and propriety of their position, I 
think, is very obvious. 

Í am aware it has been confidently asserted that 

ublic opinion has undergone a change unfavora- 
ble to the freedom of our public domain. I think, 
Mr. Chairman, this will prove incorrect. 

Among the people of the State I have the honor 
in part to represent, I have seen no evidence of 
such change. Neither the press of my State nor 
the action of conventions has afforded any such 
evidence. 

But have we a right to extend the principles of the 
ordinance of 1787 over any territory ? f 

With all deference to the opinions of others, I 
think we have. In opposition to the arguments 
of the gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. Gay e,] 
I contend that we have a right to extend the prin- 
ciple of the ordinance of 1783 over other territo- 
ries. The ordinance of 1787 and its subsequent 
recognition by Congress under the present Con- 
stitution, and the act of March 6, 1820, prohibit- 
ing slavery north of 36° 30’, were most solemn 
assertions of this right. True, it has been recently 
held by high authority that the provision in the 
Constitution which empowers Congress to make 
“all needful rules and regulations respecting the 
territory belonging to the United States,” only 
refers to land, and that no power is thereby given 
to legislate in relation to persons, and therefore 
Congress has no jurisdiction. But, sir, with all 
respect for these opinions, let me say that the pow- 
er to legislate for territories, and in relation to per- 
sons, has been exercised ever since the ordinance 
of 1787. I do not purpose to enumerate the man 
instances of the exercise of this power, but will 
content myself with a reference to two acts of Con- 
gress in addition to those already alluded to. An 
act of Congress, passed March 26, 1804, provides 
that no slave shall be brought into the territory of 
Louisiana except by citizens of the United States. 
Here was a conditional prohibition of the introduc- 
tion of slaves into Louisiana by Congress. The 
other act to which I refer overrides a law of the 
Legislative Council of Florida. This act, passed 
June 30, 1834, repealed the act of the Legislative 
Council of Florida imposing higher duties on slaves 
belonging to non-residents than on:those belonging 
to residents. Any attempt on the part of citizens 
or ** persons” of Florida to enforce the act of the 
Legislative Council of that Territory was declared 
a penal offence, punishable by fine or imprisonment. 
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Mr. BOWDON. Will the gentleman give way? 

Mr. SMART. Certainly, sir. l 

Mr. BOW DON said the provision in the Consti- 
tution of the United States, article first, section 
ninth, referred only to territory in the United 
States at the formation of the Constitution, and not 
to. territory since acquired. : 

Mr. SMART. Even if the construction of the 

ntleman is correct I will soon show that the 

eneral Government has jurisdiction over territo- 
ries independent of the article cited by him. 

Mr. S. continued. So far as ‘I have been able 
to investigate, such legislation on the part of Con- 
gress has been sanctioned by the highest judicial 
authority. The ground taken by some gentlemen 
would deny to Congress the right even to regulate 
the right of suffrage in any territory; it would 
deny to Congress the right to throw the least pro- 
tection around the pioneer, who sacrifices many of 
the comforts of life to extend the area of civiliza- 
tion. A territory is owned by the United States 
exclusively, and is inhabited by a small number of 
our fellow-citizens, too few to defend themselves, 
and yet Congress has no power to protect these 
men from the knife of the assassin, because it can- 
not legislate in relation to “‘ persons” in territories. 
Sir, in my opinion this is a doctrine so extraordi- 
nary that it will not generally obtain in the minds 
of men. 

When the framers of the Constitution gave 
power * to niake al] needful rules and regulations 
respecting territories,” they undoubtedly contem- 
plated a settlement in the territories by ‘‘ persons” 
who would need ‘‘ rules and regulations.’’ If a 
territory is never settled, there would never be any 
necessity for rules and regulations. What rules 
could the framers of the Constitution suppose 
would be needed for mere land that has no refer- 
ence to ‘‘ persons??? But if the particular provis- 
ion in the Constitution to which I have alluded 
does not give the power to legislate for territories, 
no one doubts that the General Government may 
acquire territory. My friend from Alabama will 
not doubt this. The power, then, to govern such 
territory till it is formed into a State follows as a 
matter of course. 

When the Government of the United States ac- 
quires territory and does not get a title to the soil, 
it gets the power or right of exercising authority, 
the jurisdiction, or its gets nothing. Such power 
it holds until the State is formed, or unti] Congress 
delegates it to the people of the territory. If, then, 
Congress has the power or the right of exercising 
authority in territories, if it has complete jurisdic- 
tion, it can exclude slavery. This, I believe, is 
admitted by the gentleman from Alabama, who 
preceded me in this discussion. This being so 
stil, I think it is not expedient to embarrass the 
acquisition of territory with a condition about 
which there is a strong difference of opinion; but 
there are strong reasons for inserting in the pro- 
visions of any territorial government that may 
hereafter be formed a prohibition of slavery. 

But we are told by some, that the territories are 
the common property of the whole Union, and 
that all the citizens of all the States have a right to 
gò to them ‘with their property; that is, being inter- 
preted, gentlemen owning slaves may hold them 
upon every aquare mile of soil not now within the 
limits of the free States, even in the face of the 
prohibition of Congress. Carry out the doctrine, 
and you assert that all the citizens of all the States 
are tenants in common, and then, by propagating 
slavery, you exclude both the tenants and their 
property in the free States as effectually as if they 
were excluded by law. But slaves are not regard- 
èd as ‘property to the extent that chattels are gener- 
a They cannot be held as property in a free 
State, nor in a Territory made free by the power 
having the jurisdiction for the time being. This 
was so regarded before the formation of the Con- 
stitution, when the famous ordinance was passed, 
and immediately after, when the provisions of that 
ordinance were sanctioned by Congress. The re- 
sult of this “‘peculiar’’ doctrine would leave all the 
territories not now within the limite of the free 
States‘open to slavery. What, with such a re- 
sult, would be the comparative extent of the free 
and slaveholding sections of the Union? 

With the acquisition of California and New 
Mexico, our country will embrace an area of about 
8,500,000 square miles. Of this jmmense territory 

000 square miles would be open to slavery, 
and Jose than 600,000 to freedom! 


I leave this statement without comment. To 
state it is to exhibit its bald injustice. 

But it has been further impressively said by 
others, that the acquisition of Mexican territory 
should not inure to the benefit of one section (the 
free section) of the Union to the exclusion of the 
other. We are told that this acquisition has been 
purehased by the common blood of the whole coun- 
try. We are reminded that in this war have fallen 

"the sons of the North and those of the South. 

We do not forget that Ransom, and Scott, and 
Hamer, and Hardin, and Lincoln, and Page, have 
fallen in similar struggles, with Butler, and Clay, 
and McKee, and Yell, and other noble sons of the 
South. | 

This is, indeed, a strong appeal to the generosity 
and magnanimity of all, to do no wrong to any 
section; and, fully realizing the extent of the ap- 
peal, Í think I am justified in saying, thatif all the 
territory we acquire remains free, still the South 
will be more benefited by the result of this war 
than the North. 

If this war had been commenced and prosecuted 
solely for the acquisition of territory, the appeal 
that has been thus plausibly made, would be en- 
titled to grave and serious consideration, especially 
if it were proposed to settle the territory wholly 
by citizens of the free States. 

In order to view this question fairly, it is proper 
that we should inquire into the circumstances which 
led to the commencement and prosecution of the war. 
This country became involved in this war for the 
DEFENCE OF Texas, and to quiet our title to the 
territory of Texas, which was disputed by Mexi- 
co. The extracts from the documents I shall read 
will prove this assertion beyond the cavil of any 
man. We annexed Texas (as I think we had a 
right to do) in spite of the threats of Mexico to 
make war upon us. 

A few extracts from the diplomatic correspond- 
ence with the Mexican Government will show the 
nature of those threats. In August 3, 1843, Mr. 
Bocanegra, Minister of Foreign Rélations of Mex- 
ico, addressed a note to the honorable Waddy 

Thompson, which contains the following extract: 

‘The Mexican Government will consider equivalent toa 
declaration of war against the Mexican Republic the passage 
of an act for the incorporation of Texas with the territory of 
tne United States; the certainty of the fact being sufficient 
for the immediate proclamation of war.’ 

In November 3, 1843, General Almonte addressed 
a note to the Secretary of State of the United States, 
in which he declared, ‘‘ by express order of his 
‘Government, that on sanction being given by the 
‘ Executive of the Union to the incorporation of 
‘Texas into the United States, he will consider his 
‘mission ended; seeing that, as the Secretary of 
‘ State will have learned, the Mexican Government 
‘is resolved to declare war as soon as it receives 
‘information of such an act.”’ 

In addition to this, Mr. Bocanegra, in May, 1844, 
addressed an official circular to the French, Span- 
ish, English,and Russian ministers, informing them 
that if Texas was annexed, his Government would 
consider the act a declaration of war between the 
two nations. 

In consequence of these threats, and other in- 
dications on the part of Mexico, Texas became 
apprehensive that she might be attacked by the 
Mexicans, and expressed those apprehensions to 
our Government prior to her assent to the joint 
resolutions of the United States for her admission 
into the Union as a State. I now proceed to give 
the language of our Government concerning the 
apprehended hostilities. 

On the 23d May, 1845, Mr. Buchanan, Secre- 
tary of State, replied to Mr. Donelson’s despatches, 
dated the 6th of the same month, as follows: 

« You state the substance of the note of the Secretary of 
Texas to be an earnest expression of the wish of the Guvern- 
ment of Texas, that as soon as their assentis given to the 
terms contained in the joint resolutions for their admission 
as a State, the troops of the United States may be marched 
to some suitable point on the western frontier, for the pur- 
pose of guarding the inhabitants against Mexican or Inaian 
incursion, and of being employe? within the territory of 
Texas for this purpose, should occasion require. { am in- 
structed by the President to inform you, that as soon as the 
existing Government and the convention of Texas shall have 
accepted the terns proposed in the two first sections of the 
joint resolution for annexing Texas to the United States, he 
will then conceive it to be both his right and his duty to em- 
ploy the army in defending that State against the attacks of 
any foreign Power.’? 

In another letter of Mr. Buchanan to Mr. Don- 
elson, dated June 15, 1845, he saya: 

_ She moment that the Convention ef Texas shal) have 
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| accepted and ratified the terms of annéxation proposed by 


the American Congress, the President, for the purpose of 
defence, will consider her territory as belonging to the United 
States. You are, therefore, hereby anthorized in that event 
forthwith to send an express to our commanding officer on 
the Sabine, communicating to him the information, and he 
will he directed to move to such points as yourself and the 
authorities of Texas shall deem most expedient. Captam 
Stockton wil! be ordered, with the fleet now under his com- 
mand, (and other vessels of war will he attached to it,) to 
repair to the mouth of the Sabine, for the purpose of trans- 
porting the American troops to the positions where “they 
shall in your opinion and that of these authorities be most 
required. Similar orders wiil be issued, both to our com- 
manding officer on the Sabine and to Captain Stockton, 
to be executed in case the Convention shall be prevented 
from assembling, or be disturbed in its peaceful delibera- 
tions by a AMfezxican invasion,” §c. 

I will only add an extract from the President’s 
message delivered December 2, 1845: 

“ Both the Congress and Convention of the people of 
Texas invited this Government to send an army into that 
territory to protect and defend them against the menaced 
attacks [of the Mexicans.] The moment the terms of an- 
nexation offered by the United States were accepted by 
Texas, the latter became so far a part of our own country as 
to make it our duty to afford such protection and defence. I 
therefore deemed it proper, as a precautionary measure, to 
order a strong squadron to the coasts of Mexico, and to 
concentrate an efticient military force on the western fron- 
tier of Texas. Our army was ordered to take position in 
the country between the Nueces and the Del Norte, and to 
repel any invasion which might be attempted by the Mexi- 
can forces.” 

Mr. Chairman, our army took “position” 
agrecably to the ‘‘ order” of our Government, and 
while in the quiet occupation of the territory of 

exas was attacked by the Mexican forces, and 
we became immediately involved in war, as was 
apprehended by Texas and our own authorities. 

Is there, then, anything in these circumstances 
which warrants the conclusion that we went to war 
for the acquisition of territory? I repeat, we be- 
came involved in this war to defend Texas and to 
quiet our title to her territory. After the war com- 
menced, however, we did allege the non-payment 
of the claims of our citizens by way of aggrava- 
tion, and as an additional justification of the war 
on our part. But acquisition of territory was not 
the object intended to be gained, nor, in fact, is 
the greatest object gained by the war; that is a 
mere incident growing out of the war. Let us see, 
then, to whose benefit the greatest result of the 
war, the security of Texas, inures. The blood of 
the North, equally with that of the South, has 
watered the soil of Texas to obtain for it security. 
The treasure of the North, as well as that of the 
South, has been poured out for the same object. 
The whole nation has thrown its protection around 
Texas, and prosecuted a war to secure her against 
invasion; but that territory will never be a desirable 
field of labor for the free white man of the North, 
who *“‘ earns his bread by the sweat of his brow.”” 
The sons of the North have poured out their blood 
and spent their treasure, but they cannot dig on 
that soil by the side of a slave. 

Nearly four hundred thousand square miles of 
the best soil in the world inures to one section of 
the Union, while it is defended and its integrity 
secured by the common blood and treasure of both 
sections. Iam aware that it may be said, to de- 
fend Texas was only a constitutional duty, and 
nothing particularly meritorious; but let it be re- 
membered, that Texas was annexed in the face of 
the threats of Mexico to make war upon us for the 
act. A large portion of the North, my own State 
among others, went for annexation, with a knowl- 
edge of these threats, and before Texas had an 
constitutional right to call upon us to defend her, 
We have stood by Texas before and after annexa- 
tion, cheerfully, generously; and yet its peculiar 
institution is a barrier to the settlement of it by 
our free laborers. 

Our new acquisition will amount probably to 
about six hundred thousand square miles of land. ; 

A word as to its comparative value. A traveller 
who has lately written a description of California 
expresses the opinion that about two-thirds of that 
territory is susceptible of cultivation. Suppose 
one-half of the whole acquisition is such as can be 
cultivated: that would give for cultivation about 
three hundred thousand square miles of soil. What, 
then, is its comparative value, when considered 
with Texas? Sir, I do not wish to disparage this 
probable acquisition. I think it is as much as 
we had a right to expect from Mexico; but I am 
confident it contains vastly less goil fit for cultivas 
tion than Texas, and of much poorer quality. 
Now, the whole of Texas, acquired and defended 
under the circumstances J have mentioned, is opea 
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to those who may wish to hold slaves; and can 
there be any injustice in appropriating this new 
acquisition—this less valuable tract of country— 
to those who do not wish to hold slaves? I must 
say, 1 think not. But, sir, there is even a stronger 
view of this question. Ff you admit slavery into 
this territory, the North is entirely excluded from 
it. If you admit it into half the territory, still 
it is an unequal division; because the South will 
occupy the slaveholding half exclusively, while 
their citizens will occupy the other half in common 
with those of the North. But if you make it all 
free, I am prepared to demonstrate that the people 
of the South will enjoy its benefits to an extent 
equal with those of the North. 
. 1 have thus far spoken of this question as if 
Southern men had no interest in free territory; but 
I believe they have a deep interest in its preserva- 
tion. In 1787, the patriotic men of the South 
united with their northern brethren in prohibiting 
slavery in the *‘ Northwest Territory.’’? And upon 
that territory may be found at this moment an im- 
mense population that originated in the slavehold- 
ing States. The free States formed out of the 
** Northwest Territory” are an asylum for the free 
white men of the South, who have gone there to 
earn their bread by the labor of their hands. I am 
unable to state precisely to what extent the free 
West is enjoyed by those originating from the 
slaveholding States; but I will present the opinion 
ef the Secretary of State of Indiana, contained in 
a letter written by him not long since. He says: 
«I am from a slaveholding State, (Kentucky,) and have 
resided in the Territory and State of Indiana near forty 
years. * * * IJ think that the aggregate number of the 
inhabitants of this State may be estimated at about 800,00), 
and that more than one-half that number are from the slave- 
holding States. ‘his may be wide of the mark, one way 
or the other, as it is but conjecture. My own opinion is, 


however, that I have not stated the inhabitants from the 
slaveholding States as many as they are.” 


Mr. Chairman, if this opinion is correct, it 
would seem that the territory of Indiana has inured 
to the common benefit of both sections of the 
Union. : 

But, sir, I have in my possession also an ex- 
tract of a letter from the Secretary of State of Illi- 
nois, which [ wish to put on record as an addi- 
‘tional evidence of the common enjoyment of the 
` free territory of the West by the people of the 
North and South. In reply to a question as to the 
number of inhabitants in Illinois who originated 
in the slaveholding States, he says: 

«& f am entirely without data to govern in answering the 
same. I have usked the question of our Governor and ex- 
Governor, and others, and the impression is, that about one- 
halt of the present citizens of this State who have come from 
other States, originated in the slaveholding States.” 

Of course I do not regard these opinions as con- 
clusive; but coming as they do from gentlemen 
who have the best opportunity to form opinions 
upon the subject, I doubt not they are substan- 
tially correct. 

In addition to the facts elicited by the extracts I 
have quoted, it is well known to every one that 
the people of the South are yearly appropriating 
to their use the free soil of the West. In proof of 
this, I prefer to avail myself of Southern testimony. 
The eloquent gentleman from North Carolina, 
{Mr. Criineman,] ina speech made some months 
ago, said: 

KA very large portion of the emigration from the old 
southern States goes into the free States of the Northwest. 
This, as I have observed myself, is eminently true of the 
North Carolina emigrants.” i 

I have undertaken, sir, to prove satisfactorily 
that should you preserve the territory you receive 
from Mexico free, the South would enjoy the ben- 
efit of that territory to an extent equally great with 
the North. California and New Mexico are much 
nearer the slavekolding than the free States; and I 
think I can triumphantly ask if what has happened 
in the settlement of Illinois and Indiana will not 
happen to New Mexico and California? 

I do not, sir, pretend to speak for the South, but 
i am justified in taking this method to show that 
when the people of the North ask for the exclu- 
gion of slavery in this territory, they are not at- 
tempting to appropriate to themselves a monopoly 
ef the territory. I think I have successfully done 
this. It is very evident that the territory, if free, 
would become an asylum for the poor 4 
prising men of both sections of the Union. Thus 
far 1 can see no injustice to the South in securing 
freedom to the territory we acquire. 

Tbe preservation of free territory is but an act 
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of justice to our own race. It is but an act of jus- 
tice to the free laborers of this whole country; and 
they have the power to prevent their exclusion 
from these new territories by an “ institution” that 
is revolting to them. They have votes that are 
necessary to the election of Representatives to 
Congress; and the toiling millions, who drive their 
teams ‘‘afield,’? who sweat in the summer’s sun, 
and expose themselves to heat and cold while labor- 
ing to support their wives and children, will look 
to it that land is provided for them, and those that 
come after them, upon which they can labor with- 
out dishonor. 

But let me present another very important as- 
pect of this question. There is much greater neces- 
sity for additional free territory than for additional 
slave territory. ‘The population of the slaveholding 
States, in 1840, amounted to 7,336,751. These 

| States cover an area of about 897,000 square 
miles. The population of the free States, including 
Wisconsin, amounted to 9,732,702. These free 
States cover an area of only about 470,000 square 
miles. To illustrate the relative position of the 
two sections of the Union ina different manner: 
the inhabitants to a square mile in the slaveholding 
States amount to eight, those in the free States to 
twenty. The free States have less than half as 
much soil according to population*as the slave- 
holding States, and that, too, of a poorer quality. 
This -statement, I think, is nearly accurate. 
was, however, prepared in haste. We are some- 
times reminded of the aggressive policy of the 
people of the North. Does this give evidence that 
they have pursued an aggressive policy? Does 
the statement I have made show that the slave- 
holding States are crowded or pent ap, and in 
want of room? They have now perhaps eight or 
nine millions of inhabitants: when they have a 
population of ninety-eighi millions, these States 
will be no more densely populated than Henrico 
county, Virginia, in 1840. 

When there shall be such an accumulation of 
slaveholding population, how incomparably more 
dense will be the inhabitants of the free section of 
the Union? We have the authority of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Crineman] for 
asserting, that a very large portion of the emigra- 
tion from the old Southern States goes into the free 
States of the Northwest; and it is well known that 
a very heavy emigration from the Atlantic free 
States yearly reach the same destination. But I 
am particularly desirous of calling attention to the 
foreign immigration into the free territory of the 
Union. 

From the report of the Secretary of State to the 
House of Representatives, enclosing a statement of 
the number and designation of the passengers ar- 
riving in the United States on shipboard during 
the year ending September 30, 1847, is taken the 
following recapitulation, viz: 


States. Males. Females. Sex not stated. Total. 
Maine.........4. 3,496... ©. 2,870...... = ceecaee ~ 5,806 
New Hampshire. Arrat Ce eer 7 
Massachusetts.. .11,958..... 8,373......517.....+.- 20,888 
Rhode Island.... 133.....  -74...... = secccoes 207 
Connecticut..... 48..... Blosen, Scam ee 74 
New York...... 85,050. ... 60,771... = cece cece 145,830 

| Pennaytvania.... 7,911..... 6,852...... 14........ 14,777 
| Maryland........ 968. .... 5,050...... = wee sexes 12,018 
| Virginia......... 422,.... 74...... 178....... . 874 
| South Carolina.. 119..... 4...... E 164 
i Georgia..... s.s. e E Tiranes E dono sas l1 
Plorida.......... 102.....  86...... Si T 188 
Louisiana....... 20,784.....14,019...... n° carat sie Ae 34,803 
DO. 5 eee 1,370...... 280........ 3,873 
Total....139,165.....99,325...... 939........2339,480 


This recapitulation shows, that during the last 
year, 239,480 emigrants arrived in the United 
| States. Where, sir, have these emigrants gone? Let 
| facts speak. It will be perceived that 187,549 land- 
| ed in the free States, and 51,931 in the slavehold- 
ing States—34,803 of whom landed in Louisiana. 
| Now, it is fair to presume that one-half of those 
‘landing in Louisiana go up the Mississippi, and 
: settle upon free territory. fe 
Europeans have gone to the free States, and only 
| 34,534 to the slaveholding States, during the last 
year. This statement does not, of course, include 
the large numbers who have landed in the British 
provinces, and gone from thence into the free 
States. 

Mr. MEADE would ask the gentleman from 
Maine, if he had inquired how many landing in 
the free States had gone to Texas, &c.? 

Mr. SMART replied that few could have gone, 
because the whole population of Texas amoynied 


| Texas... sns. 2,293 
| 
| 
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at present to only 149,000—much. less than emi- 


| grated to the United States in one year. 


| 


t 


| 


Mr. BOWDON said that men from Maine and 
Pennsylvania had gone there, and two of them ara 
Representatives on this floor. 

Mr. SMART said this might be so, and men 
from Maine might go to Texas, too, for other par- 
poses than to cultivate the soil. But, sir, the bone 
and muscle, the real laborers, do not go there. 
When they emigrate, they stop at the borders of 
the free States as square as a mathematical line. 
This I know myself from personal observation, 
having resided in a slave State. Such is the case 
with Illinois and Missouri. What I assert in re- 
lation to European immigration into the free States 
is corroborated by the southern press. I find sub- 
stantially the following statements in the Charleston 


| (South Carolina) News, taken from the Augusta 
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this be true, 204,950 || 


| white laborers from Europe. 


(Georgia) Chronicle: 

‘‘Nineteen-twentieths of these European emigrants of 
both sexes are laboring people. Nearly all of them settle in 
the free States. Only eleven during the last year came to 
Georgia, and only eight hundred and seventy-four to Virginia. 
A large portion of those landing at New Orleans go up the 
Mississippi to the free States of Indiana, Illinois, Qhio, 
Iowa, and Wisconsin. The city of Buffalo increased in 
population ten thousand the last year, and Cincinnati now 
numbers one hundred thousand. Eurepean immigration al- 
ready amounts to one million in four years; it will soon 
amount to one million per year.”? 

In view of this tremendous influx of immigra- 
tion, nearly all into the free section of the Union, 
it is not difficult to see the necessity that will-soon 
exist for additional free territory. Mr. Chairman, 
in view of all these facts, I regret to say there are 
those who think it too much to ask that Oregon 
shall be free! And let it be remembered that com- 
paratively a small portion of this immense terri- 
tory can ever be the abode of civilization. To ex- 
pect, then, freemen to live on the bleak mountains 
of Oregon, (for I suppose slaves cannot live there,) 
and lead a wandering pastoral life, and to surren- 
der the valleys to the ‘peculiar institution,” is a 
little too much for our present ideas of civilization, 
Bat, sir, if slavery be excluded from Oregon, I 
think I have shown that there is still much greater 
necessity for additional free than for slave terri- 
tory. 

Mr. Chairman, there are some individuals who 
wish to be considered the advocates of free terri« 
tory, and yet, by voting against any restriction of 
slavery, virtually vote to propagate it where it does 
not now exist. Such men gravely assert that sla- _ 
very will regulate itself, and that it will stop at 36° 
30’ precisely. Sagacious men, to disccver how 
far this peculiar institution will’go, to an inch! But, 
sir, slavery will and does go upon new soils wher- 
ever it is permitted by law. It is found in Mis- 
souri much above 36° 30’. It has, indeed, regu- 
latedilself in Maryland and Virginia, and elsewhere. 
It has gone there; it has encumbered those States 
for hundreds of years, and is not yet extinct. Sla- 
very passes into a territory, if permitted by law, 
provided the soil is as good as that of the Wiha- 
mette valley, in Oregon, remains some five hun- 
dred years, exhausts the earth it encumbers, and 
then dies out. After this the poor white laborer 
may creep in. Is not thisa slow and degrading 
process in providing free territory for the white 
laboring men of our own race? 

Some gentlemen tell us also that the land in Ore- 
gon and California and New Mexico is too peor to 
be cultivated by slaves, and that slavery is prohib- 
ited in those territories by nature. Now, if gen 
tlemen are sincere in this remark, it seems to me 
they can have no objection to give it a legal sanc- 
tion. Are they unwilling to say in the.statute book 
of the nation that they will give this poor land to 
the use of the poor white man? If they cannot 
assert it there, we have reason to doubt if they say 
it seriously anywhere. 

It is stated also that if no action is taken by 
Congress the inhabitants will make the territory in 
question free when it is formed into States. Sir, 
this is a doctrine that is not safe for the free la- 
borer. 

Prohibit slavery in the territories, and who. will 
emigrate to them? Free white laborers from the 
North, free white laborers from the South, and free 
Such men would 
Leave these terrie 


always preserve the soil free. 


‘tories open to slavery, and few of these men wi 


go there. Persons owning slaves would go inte 
the territories in sufficient numbers to wield the 
influence of the State and control its | slation. 
The only safety to the free laborer. will be foune 
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in the passage of a Jaw prohibiting the introduction 
of slavery in-territories now free. S 

While I think I have shown that it is for the 
interest of all sections to secure freedom in our ter- 
ritories, I am confident it is a matter in which the 
people of New England are deeply concerned. 

The comparatively barren soil of this section of 
our Union is fast being occupied, and thousands 
yearly emigrate from it to the far West. A large 
portion of the children of the present population 
will find it necessary to seek the cheap lands of 
that remote region. The moistened tear of affec- 
tion will witness their departure; a parent’s solici- 
tude will follow them; the blessing of Heaven 
will be invoked in their behalf. Yes, sir, and the 
FATHERS in New England will demand of the men 
whom they send here that they give their voices to 
provide for their children an asylum as free as their 
own mountain home. Who, sir, will resist the 
demand? Not, I trust, any New Englander. At 
all events, sir, I can speak for one. My vote shall 
never be recorded in this House against the free 
laborers of this country, nor against their posterity. 

My views may differ from some of my political 
friends upon this floor, but I have felt it my duty 
to give them fully and freely. ‘That duty has been 
performed. I will add that 1 shall most cheerfully 
vote for the restriction of slavery contained in the 
bill now under consideration. 

Here the Cuarrman’s hammer fell, announcing 
the expiration of the gentleman’s hour. l 

Mr. HILLIARD got the floor, and the commit- 
tee rose and reported progress. pe 

Mr. McKAY, in pursuance of notice, introduced 
a joint resolution directing the heads of the several 
departments of Government to make their annual 
reports and have them printed immediately after 
the close of the fiscal year. Read and committed. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, presented rcsolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Maryland, in relation to 
Whitney’s plan of a railroad from Lake Michigan 
to the Pacific; in relation to the harbor at Havre 
de Grace; and in relation to the claim of General 
Baron de Kalb. Laid on the table. 

Mr. MEADE asked the general consent of the 
House to enable him to move to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole from the bil changing 
the time for holding the district courts of the Uni- 
ted States in the western-district of Virginia, and 
for other purposes. Objected to. 

Mr. HASKELL gave notice that, on to-mor- 
row or on Monday next, he would introduce a 
resolution in relation to the recent political events 
in France. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, reported bilJs for the relief 
of Dr. Adolphus Wislizenus; for the relief of 
Charles Ahrenfeldt and John F. H. Vogt; of 
Lawrence Daley; of David Shepherd; of Isaac 
Shepherd; of A. C. Bryan and others; which bills 
were severally read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, adverse reports 
on the petitions of Sylvester Comora, R. P. Whit- 
ney, Richard M. Adama, and William Fitzpatrick. 
Laid on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, the following 
resolution, which was read, and laid over under 
the rule: 

` Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to furmish to this House at an early day, the information 
asked for by a resolution of the House of Representatives, 
passed on the 29th day of February last, in relation to the 
clerks required in the different bureaus of the Treasury De- 
jartment, or to give the reason why the information has not 
en communicated. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the petitions of Lewis D. Of- 
field and Sarah A. Wirt, widow of John T. Wirt. 
Laid on the table. 

Mr. CROWELL, from the same committee, re- 

rted bills for the relief of Charles R. Allen, of 
Richmond, Virginia; and of Almedus Scott. Read 
and committed. ` 

Also, from the same committee, made adverse 
reports on the petitions of Manuel Hoover, Isaac 
King, of Missouri, in behalf of J. E. Ball and G. 
J. Wasson, heirs of William Hudson and William 

D. Gibson. Laid on the table. 

‘Mr. DUNN, from the same committee, reported 
bills for the relief of the widòw and children of 
Colonel William R. McKee; of Captain Dan 
Drake Henrie; of Major John P. Gaines; and of 
Sally Knowlton, widow of Elijah Bragdon, de- 
AE which bills were severally read and com- 
mitted. 


Mr. HUNT, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported bills to increase the efficiency of the reve- 
nue marine and appropriating money to remove 
the sunken rocks in the harbor of New York. 
Read and committed. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the same committee, 
reported bills to refund to Charles A. Kellet ton- 
nage duties and light money paid on the Chmese 
junk Keying, and to provide a custom-house at 
Wiscasset. Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the bill to provide for the ventilation of 
passenger vessels and for other purposes, reported 
the same back to the House with amendments; 
which bill was left on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which was referred the bill to reduce 
the minimum price of the Miami lands in Indiana, 
reported the same back to the House. Laid on 
the table. 

Also, from the same committee, made adverse 
reports on the petition of citizens of the north- 
western part of Ohio for a reduction of the price of 
the public lands on the Miami extension and the 
Wabash and Erie canals. Laid on the table. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, from the same 
committee, made a report on the resolution of the 
House relativé to extending the benefit of the boun- 
ty-land system to officers of the army, and moved 
its reference to the Committee of the Whole House. 

A conversation ensued between Mr. EVANS 
and Mr. COBB, of Georgia; and on motion of Mr. 
COBB, the report was laid on the table. 

Mr. EVANS also, from the same committee, 
made a report on the petition of citizens of Mont- 
gomery county, Ohio, praying that the American 
soldiers of the army of Mexico who have become 
officers may receive bounty lands, and moved its 
reference to the Committee of the Whole House. 

On môtion of Mr. BARRINGER, it was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. EVANS also made unfavorable reports on 
the petitions of Geo. McKay and of citizens of 
Fulton county, Indiana, for a grant of land in lieu 
of a certain 16th section for school purposes. Laid 
on the table. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill to attach a portion of the north- 
western land district, Louisiana, to the Red river 
district, Louisiana. Read and committed. 

Mr. GOGGIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, asked that said committee 
be discharged from the further consideration of a 
memorial in relation to a distributing office at Elk- 
ton, Maryland, and that it be laid upon the table. 

.On motion of Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, the 
report was committed to the Committee of the 
W hole. 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following memorials and petitions were 
presented under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. STUART, of Michigan: The petition of citizens 
of the counties of Cajhoun and Kalamazoo, Michigan, for a 
mail route from Battle Creek, in the county of Calhoun, to 
Schoolcraft, in the county of Kalamazoo, via the Steam Mill, 
on Section 8, in the town of Le Roy; thence, by the most 

direct route, to the centre of Section 2, in the town of Athens, 
in Calhoun county ; thence west, through and near the centre 
of the town of Wakeshma, and through the town of Brady, 
in the county of Kalamazoo aforesaid. 

By Mr. HUNT: The petition of 167 citizens of Orleans 
county, New York, asking that the public lands be divided 
into small farms and made free for actual setuers. 

By Mr. MULLIN: The petition of U. B. Johnson and 
others, citizens of the county of Jefferson, New York, pray- 
ing Congress to prohibit any turther sales of the public lands; 
aud that they be given to actual settlers, in small quantities, 
with leave to sell the same to others not owning such lands. 

By Mr. PALFREY: The petition of Eben Ritchie Dorr, 
praying compensation as acting chargé d’affaires in Chili. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of John D. Tucker and 98 
others, praying for the establishment of a post route in Louisi- 
ana. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of U. D. Kellogg, Henry 
Carlisle, and others, citizens of Newton Falls, Trumbull 
county, Ohio, remonstrating against the renewal of the pat- 
tent of Jethro Wood's cast-iron plough. 

By Mr. STARK WEATHER: A remonstrance, signed by 
William Comstock and 175 others, of Otsego county, New 
York, against the renewal of the patent for the cast-iron 
plough granted to Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. TUCK: The petition of John Emerson and 119 
others, praying that Congress may pass a law emancipaiing 
Eliza Herbert and Caroline, her daughter; and to refund the 
money to the purchasers on a sale in favor of the United 
States. Also, the petition of E. J. Chase, to inquire into 
revenue orders. lso, the remonstrance of Aäron Davis 
and 42 other citizens of Keene, New Hampshire, against an 
extenaion of the patent of Jethro Wood. Also, the petition 
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of J. P. Williston and 30 others, citizens of Massachusetts, | 
praying that Congress will inquire imto the constitutionality 
of slavery in the United States. Also, the petition of David 
Jay and others, of Indiana, to withhold further supplies to 
carry on the Mexican war. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A petition for the establishment of a 
mail-route from Dexter to Howell, in the State of Michigan. 
Also, the petition of C. L. Thompson, of Michigan, for relief 
on account of a mail contract. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The petition of 35 masters of vessels 
and 22 owners and others, asking for a light-house on Black- 
iston’s Island, in Potomac river. Also, the memorial of the 
German Catholic St. Joseph’s Society, asking an act of in- 
corporation. Also, the petition of 85 merchants, masters of 
vessels, and others, asking for the construction of a light- 
house on Blackiston’s Island. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 
Joshua.Russeil, of Greene county, Pennsylvania, praying to 
be placed on the invalid pension roll. Also, a petition pray- 
ing that the first and second regiments of Pennsylvania vol- 
unteers now in Mexico, in consideration of their reduced 
numbers and of their arduous and distinguished services, be 
honorably discharged. 

By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition of Thomas Molynew 
and 12 others, citizens of Sullivan county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for the establishment of a mail-route fron: Williams 
rort, Lycoming county, by way of the valley of the Loyal- 
sock creek, to Cherry, in Sullivan coanty,. Pennsylvania. 
Also, the petition of William Bartley and 59 others, praying 
for the estabjishinent of the said mail-route. Also, the pe- 
tition of George D. Jackson and 15 others, praying for the 
same. 

By Mr. RUMSEY: The remonstrance of citizens of 
Groveland, Livingston county, New York, against the re- 
vival of the patent for Jethro Wood?’s cast-iron plough. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina: The memorial of 
Charles Lee Jones, of the city of Washington, asking redress 
for certain grievances connected with a battalion of volun- - 
teers now in Mexico. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of Alfred F. Ran- 
doiph, of Genoa, De Kalb county, Illinois. Also, the peti- 
tion of citizens of Jackson Creek, Will eounty, Illinois, for 
a mail-route from Joliet, to Lafayette, Indiana. Also, the 
petition of D. Skidmore and 105 others, from Seneca Falla, 
New York, in faver of Jand reform. Also, tlie petition of 
Joseph Hobbs, of Buscaw, for an extension of the benefits 
of the bounty-land Jaw. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, March 28, 1848. 


Mr. BENTON presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Minesota, asking that the limits of that 
Territory may be defined, and a territorial govern- 
ment organized; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. DIX presented a petition from citizens of 
Livingston county, New York, asking an investi- 
gation into the conduct of Colonel Childs, Govern- 
or of Jalapa, in forcing American soldiers to do | 
homage to the Catholic Host at the peril of their | 
lives; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, from Mehitable Gibbs, widow of a. revo- 
lutionary soldier, for a pension; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition from Eli- 
jah McDougall, asking to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented a joint 
resolution of the Legislature of that State, in favor 
of an appropriation for the improvement of the 
harbor of Havre-de-Grace; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, from Charles Lee Jones, setting forth the 
manner in which he was induced to raise a corps 
of volunteers in the District of -Columbia, as he 
alleges, on the faith of the Executive that he should 
have the rank of lieutenant colonel, with the com- 
mand of the corps, and of the course subsequently 
pursued to him, by which he was prevented from 
obtaining the promised rank, after expending his 
energies and means in raising the corps, and pray- 
ing the appointment of a committee to investigate 
his case; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to provide 
a military asylum for the relief and support of 
invalid soldiers of the army of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time. 

[The first section provides that the Secretaries of 
War and the Treasury, and Adjutant General of the 
Army, constitute a Board of Commissioners to reg- 
ulate and govern the same. All soldiers serving 
twenty years, or who may be rendered unfit for 
service through wounds or disease, to be admitted 
to the privileges of the institution, if such disabil- 
ity be not occasioned by misconduct. No deserter, 
mutineer, or habitual drunkard will be received 
without sufficient evidence of reformation as the 
commissioners may deem sufficient. Any soldier 
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admitted who shall recover his health (being under 
fifty years of age) shall be discharged. No soldier 
convicted of any serious crime since he entered into 
the service can be admitted. It deducts from the 
pay of every soldier (regular or volunteer) twenty 
cents per month in support of the same. ] | 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Militar 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Daniel Wil- 
kinson, accompanied by a report. The bill was 
read a first time. 


Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee of 
. Claims, reported the following House bills without 
amendment, and recommended their passage: 

An act for the relief of Reuben Perry and Tho- 
mas P. Liggon. 

An act for the relief of Stalker & Hill. 

An act for the relief of Bennet M. Dell. 


The House bills lying on the Secretary’s table 
were read twice and referred. 


On motion of Mr. TURNEY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed toinquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the punishment of such persons as may surreptitiously 
ebtain and make public any confidential communication 
made by the President of the United States ta the Scnate 
previous to the removal of the injuuction of secrecy. 


On motionof Mr. CAMERON, 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate a copy of the instruc- 
tions from the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Brazil to Mr. 
' Leal, the Brazilian Chargé d’Affaires at Washington, under 
date of the 3lst of May last, and by him communicated to 
tbe Department of State, of the notes of Mr. Buchanan to 
Mr. Leal of the 20th August and 15th November last, and of, 
the documents therein referred to: Provided, That in his 
opinion the communication caa be made compatibly with 
the public interest. 

Mr. CAMERON explained that a portion of 
this correspondence had been already communi- 
cated, and that the residue, now called for, was 
necessary to a proper understanding of the case. 
Mr. WESTCOTT submitted the following: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety and expediency of pro- 
viding by ław fer the allowance of bounty land to Gilbert 
Dudley, late a regular soldier in the United States army, 
and honorably discharged therefrom. 


Mr. WESTCOTT ad called the attention 
of the Sepator from New York, who was a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
with whom he had had some conversation on the 
subject, to the case referred to in his resolution. 
. A minor by the name of Gilbert Dudley, belonging 
to the State of New Jersey, had enlisted some 
years ago, and had been with General Taylor in 
all his glorious and well-fought battles, and had 
distinguished himself on several occasions. He 
had been honorakly discharged only nine days 
before the passage of the act granting bount 
lands, and under this view of the case, Mr. W. 
thought he ought to be entitled to the benefit of 
the act. Mr. W. had no doubt there might be 
others placed in the same predicament who were 
likewise entitled to like privileges. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to furnish the Senate with any information that 
he may possess touching the superior merits of the repeating 
firearms invented by Samuel Colt; and that he be further 
cgi tip to submit his opinion as to the propriety of pro- 
viding for the more general adoption of the aforesaid arms 
by the United States for the protection of the Mexican and 
Indian frontiers, either by procuring a full supply from the 
inventor, or by the purchase from the inventor of the right 
to allow the aforesaid arms to be constructed at the Govern- 
ment armories. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the resolution 
adopted yesterday permitting Mr. Palmer to add 
to his commercial report on the state of Siberia, 
&c., was reconsidered, and the resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 


Mr. aap A Hae the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported against the printing of the petition of 
Midshipman Rodgers. 

On motion of Mr. DIX, the unfavorable report 
D the petition of Gustavus Dorr was recommit- 
ted. 


THE CALIFORNIA CLAIMS. 


On motion of Mr. CASS, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill to ascertain and 
liquidate the claims arising out of the capture of 
' California. _ 

Mr. CASS said the object of the bill was ex- 
panre yar title. The evidence which had been 

rought before the Military Committee showed 


the necessity for the measure proposed by this bill | 


| of which he read from a paper before him. 


for the purpese.of settling claims connected with 
the occupatiin-of California. The only mode of 
accomplishing this was to send out a commission 
to ascertain and pay the claims. He briefly touched 
on the part which Colonel Frémont had taken in 
the occupation of California, and the consummate 
skill and courage which he had evinced in an ex- 

edition teeming with extraordinary and romantic 
interest. 

On motion of Mr. DIX, who stated that it was 
the desire of the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance to pass the loan bill to-day, the bill was then 
passed over informally. 


THE LOAN BILL. 


On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill to authorize 
a loan of sixteen millions of dollars. 

Mr. PHELPS rose and addressed the Senate. 
Dry as the subject of finance is, he did not expect 
to throw any charm upon it: he would only treat 
it asa matter of business. There were three as- 
pects in which the bill was to be considered: How 
do our expenditures agree with our inċome; what 
is the condition of the treasury in reference to its 
means and resources; and what. are the available 
means in the treasury to meet its engagements? 

In the remarks he had previously made, he had 
endeavored to show the condition of the treasury. 
He had accordingly charged all the loans about to 
be negotiated as debie, as he desired to show all 
the obligations of the treasury. The chairman of 
the Committee on Finance took a different course— 
his object being to show all the available means of 
the treasury. He then went on to explain the dif- 
ferent process of reasoning which each hadadopted, 
by which they had arrived at results which seemed 
to be contradictory. _ 

As to the amount of our public debt, he looked 
upon it as not capable of being exactly ascertained. 
Its minimum may be fixed, but its maximum is to 
be determined by events to occur hereafter. He 
had made calculations on the subject, the ea 

he 
actual debt he estimated at nearly ninety-three mil- 
lions. Looking forward to the termination of the 
war, at some period, he added twenty millions, 


which would make the minimum of one hundred 


and thirteen millions: what the maximum may be, 
no one can tell. By another mode of calculation, 
based on the Secretary’s estimate, he made the 
aggregate of one hundred and seven millions. In 
this calculation, he had only included liquidated 
debt. It was impossible to calculate the amount 
of unliquidated debt, in the form of claims, which 
will come in on us to an extent which cannot be 
estimated. We have already passed a bill to raise 
ten thousand men, the expense of which is not taken 
into the estimates of the Secretary. Another bill 
is on our tables for the raising of twenty thousand 
volunteers; and for these, not a cent is estimated. 
Then there are the land bounties, the pengions, the 
miscellaneous claims, losses, contracts, &c. 

He referred to a claim, a report on which had 
been made and laid on the tables of Senators, which 
looked to compensation for summer and winter 
clothing, cotton shirts, boots and shoes. He knew 
not, if claims of this kind were to be made good, 
where our expenses would stop. Claims would 
come in for losses of horses and mules. We had 
some experience of this sort of claim in our Indian 
wars, which had shown that Congress was the best 
market in the world for horses and mules. He 
believed that our debt could not at this moment be 
less than one. hundred and fifty millions. 

In reference to certain errors which had been 
charged against some of his former statements, he 
expressed his entire willingness to receive correc- 
tion. But if he had erred, he had the consolation 
of being in very honorable company; for the errors 
of the Secretary had attracted general observation. 
It was of the utmost importance to approximate as 
nearly as possible to accuracy in estimating the 
receipts and expenditures of the current and com- 
ing years. In his estimate on this point, he had 
been charged with error. He was not convinced 
of error by this statement. On the contrary, he 
believed the result would not falsify his calcula- 
tion. It had been said that the receipts to this. 
period exceeded what he had estimated for the 
year. He admitted the fact of the extraordinar 
receipts, but attributed it to circumstances whic 
had ceased to operate, and which were not likely 
to return. Importations would soon fall off, He 


read an extract from a New York paper as to the 
market price of dry goods, to show that no*exten- 
sive importations would belikely during the present 
year, the stock on hand being unusually heavy. If 
the spring importations do not come in, what is to 
make up our revenue for the next year? 
_ Excessive importations he deprecated, as tend- 
ing togreatcommercial distress, and forming a very 
Improper ground for the congratulations which the 
Secretary had expressed in-his report. They led 
to the creation of a foreign debt, to private bank- 
ruptcy, and to a long train of evils. Our recent 
prosperity is entirely to be attributed to excessive 
exports, which are not likely to continue. The 
favorable change we have witnessed is not refer- 
able to any legislation on our part. Itis the result 
of circumstances which have been independent of 
oe wisdom on our part. 

he amendments were then ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill was read a third time. 

On the demand of Mr. HALE, the res and 

nays were ordered on the passage of the bill. 

he question was then taken on the passage of 
the bill, and decided as follows: 

. YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Bell, Berrien, Breese, Butler, Cameron, Davis of Massa- 
chusetts, Davis of Missis<ippi, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Doug- 
las, Downs, Foote, Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of 
Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mangum, Miller, 
Moor, Niles, Phelps, Spruance, Turney, Underwood, West- 


cott, and Yulee—34. 
NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, and Hale—2, 


Mr. ALLEN gave notice that he would, on to- 
morrow, offer a joint resolution, and, in order that 
it might be understood, he would read it. Mr. A. 
then read the following: 


Resolved, §c., That, in the name and behalf of the Ameri- 
can people, the congratulations of Congress are hereby ten- 
dered to the people of France upon their success in their 
recent efforts to consolidate liberty by imbodying its prin- 
ciples in a republican form of government. ` . 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, requested to transmit this resolution to the 
American Minister at Paris, with instructions to present it 
to the French Government. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepvespay, March 29, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. CHASE rose to a privileged question, and 
moved the following resolution, which was read 


and agreed to: . 

Resolved, That James Monroe, who contests the seat of 
David S. Jackson, have leave to be heard in person at the 
bar of this House. 

Mr. SLINGERLAND gave notice that on to- 
morrow, or at an early day thereafter, he would 
ask leave to introduce a bill to give to actual set- 
tlers the benefit of limited quantities of the public 
lands for a nominal compensation, and to prevent 
speculation in the same. | 

On motion of Mr. POLLOCK, the bill to autho- 
rize a loan not to exceed the sum of sixteen mil- 
lions of dollars, which was this day returned from 
the Senate with sundry amendments, was refe 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. STEPHENS asked leave to offer the fol- 


lowing resolution: l S 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds be instructed to inquire into the propriety and im- 
portance of having the gas lantern, with the fixtures apper- 
taining thereto, erected over the central dome of the Capitol, 
properly protected with a lightning-rod, or of having the same 
immediately removed. 

Being objected to, the resolution was not re- 
ceived. l 

On motion of Mr. PHELPS, the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads was discharged 
from the consideration of the memorial of Robert 
Mills, relativė to a new route to the Pacific Ocean, 
with a plan for the transportation of despatches to 


Astoria, and it was laid on the table. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported a bill further to amend 
the judicial system of the United States. Read 
and committed. 

SOLDIERS’ BOUNTY LANDS. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to amend an act entitled 
« An act to raise, for a limited time, an additional 
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military force, and for other purposes;” which was 
read twice.  - 

Mr. FRENCH asked that the bill might be put 
upon its passage. ' ; 

Mr. FARAN wished that the bill should be 
amended so as to obviate an evil which had oc- 
curred from the construction of the existing law. 
The Commissioner of Pensions, Mr. F. was in- 
formed, had refused certificates for bounty land to 
volunteers, who, having performed their tour of 
duty and returned from Mexico, had, at their own 
request, been discharged in some cases three or 
four days, and in some even a day before the time 
at which they would regularly have been dis- 
charged according to the termg of their mustering 
Mr. F. considered this a great in- 
justice to these men, and a palpable violation of the 
spirit and intention of the law. These men had 
honorably fulfilled their duties, and the country 
had no further need for their service; and as a 
mere matter of personal convenience, they had 
asked for a discharge some two or three days be- 
fore the time, in some cases because it was easier 
for them to reach their homes than if they had 
gone to New Orleans to be regularly discharged 
with the other volunteers. Ought they, on such 
& ground as this, to be deprived of the reward 
whieh their country bad provided for their ex- 
posure, privations, and all the hardships they had 
endured? 

Mr. HARALSON thought it would be well that 
the bill should be referred to ane of the standing 
eommittees of the House. Mr. H. had not fully 
understood the bill as read at the Clerk’s table: and 
with a view to having it examined with the care it 
ought to receive, he would move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ` 

Mr. FRENCH said, that this bill had been re- 
ported by the Committee on the Judiciary: its 
provisions had undergone all the consideration 
which was due to its importance. Mr. F. briefly 
explained them. 

Mr. HARALSON, understanding that the bill 
had been considered by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, withdrew his motion to commit. 

Mr. WHITE renewed the motion to refer it to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

But the motion did not prevail. 

Mr. COBB inquired of the Chair, how many 
committees of the House had reported this bill? 
Had it not been made the special order for a par- 
ticular day? 

The CHAIR was understood to reply, that a 
Bill had been reported on the same subject. 

Mr. COBB (resuming) observed, that a bill like 
this had been reported by the Military Committee; 
another by the Committee on Public Lands; and 
now it came from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EVANS made some further explanations 
as to the bill, andthe difference of his understand- 
ing from that of Mr. Frenca as to the consfruction 
of the law granting bounty land to volunteers. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, observed, that 
the fact that so many committees had reported this 
bill, and all were in favor of its passage, presented 
a very strong presumption that its provisions were 
proper, and that it ought to become a law. None 
of the bills reported was precisely identical with 
this, yet the provision for the benefit of privates 
who had been promoted to eommissions for good 
conduct while in actual service was to be found in 
them all. ‘The sentiment of the House in favor of 
auch | pane receiving their bounty land as they 
would have done had they remained in the ranks, 
seemed to be nearly unanimous. 

To judge of the propriety of putting such a de- 
claratory construction on the original ‘law, we must 
loak: at. the spirit of that law, and the object for 
which it had been passed. Its object had been to 
encourage enlistment; to encourage men to devote 
themselveg to the service of their country. For 
this purpose a voun y in land had been provided 
, for the common soldier who had faithfuily dis- 

çharged his duty; and now to say. that he should 
no longer be entitled to his land because he had 
heen elevated to a commission for his good be- 
havior was directly against the spirit of the law, 
and ince subversive of the plainest dictates of 
justice and of sound policy. Was this a likely 
way to cherish enthusiasm for the military service 
of the country? Was it a very cheering reward 
for good. conduct in the ranks to let the soldier 
understand, that if his behavior was sa meritorious 
ab to obtain for him the honor of a commission, he 
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must lose his land; that because he had been made 
an officer he must be worse off than if he had re- 
mained a private? How could such a proceeding 
be reconciled with common sense? He hoped that 
gentlemen would not, by referring the bill from 
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committee to committee, and by heaping amend- | 


ment upon amendment, destroy the bill. Yet that 
was sure to be the result of such a course as some 
gentlemen seemed inclined to pursue. If gentle- 
men were not willing to let it be put at once upon 
its passage, let it be passed by sections, piecemeal. 
If it was again to be referred, other business would 
thrust it aside, and the session might pass away 
without anything being done. He trusted no fur- 
ther obatacles and delays would be interposed, Lut 
that the bill might be passed at once. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, remarked that this 
was a matter which he had before investigated, 
having had the honor to report a similar bill from 
the Committee on Public Lands, as would be re- 
membered by the House. It was evidently proper 
that this act should be passed, and not be clogged 
with amendments incorporating other provisions. 
He was extremely sorry, as he had been on a 
former occasion, that his friend from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. PoLLock} desired to provide in this bill for 
the case of the volunteers in the war of 1812—a 
class of men, by the way, which did not exist at 
all, for there were no volunteers in the war of 1812. 
But if there had been, they should be provided for 
by a separate bill. If the bill now reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary provided fully for 
the cases of promotion from the ranks, he hoped 
the House would pass it atonce. He had no par- 
ticular desire to press the bill he had repurted. He 
presumed the Committee on Military Affairs had 
no particular desire to press this bill. He called 
for the reading of the bill; and it having been read, 
he was understood to express the opinion that it 
would meet the cases for which it was intended, 
and that it should pass. 

Mr. HARALSON said he apprehended that he 
would not be accused of opposition to the objects 
to be attained by some one or other of these bills. 
Two of them had already been reported and made 
the special order for Tuesday next. Now, he 
submitted whether it would not be best to make 


this bill the special order for the same day? Let. 


them all come up, and let the whole matter be ex- 
amined at once. He moved to make the bill the 
special order far Tuesday next, and demanded the 
previous question, 

The SPEAKER remindęd the gentleman that 
the previous question, if sustained, would cut off 
the motion to make it the special order, and bring 
tiie House to a direct vote upon the bill. 

Mr. HARALSON then withdrew the demand 
for the previous question, adhering to the motion 
to make it the special order. 

The SPEAKER stated that the other two billa 
were in Committee of the Whole on the atate of 
the Union. 

Mr. HARALSON. I move to refer this bill, 
then, to the same committee, and to make it the 
special order for Tuesday. 

The SPEAKER said it could only be made the 
special order by general consent, except on Mon- 


day. 3 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired if this bill, if 
referred, would not come up with the other bills 
on the same subject. 

No reply was heard by the reporter. 

Mr. HARALSON, however, moved the refer- 
wi waiving the proposition to make a special 
order. ; 

Mr. LINCOLN said, if there was a general de- 
sire on the part of the House to pass the bill now, 
he should be glad to have it done—concurring, as 
he did generally, with the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas, (Mr. Jounson,] that the postponement might 
jeopard the safety of the proposition. If, how- 
ever, a reference was to be made, he wished to 
make a very few remarks in relation to the several 
subjects desired by gentlemen to be embraced in 
amendments to the ninth seetion of the act of the 
last session of Congress. The first amendment 
desired by members of this House had for its only 
object to give bounty lands to such persons as had 
served for a time as privates, but had never been 
discharged as such, because promoted to office. 
That subject, and no other, was embraced in this 
bill. There were some others who desired, while 
they were legislating on this subject, that they 
should also give baunty lands to the volunteers of 
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the war of 1812. His friend from Maryland said 
there were no such men. He(Mr.L.) did not say 
there were many, but he was very confident there 
were some. His friend from Kentucky near him 
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(Mr. Gaines} told him he himself was one. 


There was still another proposition touching 
this matter: that was, that persons entitled to 
bounty land should by law be entitled to locate 
these lands in parcels, and not be required to locate 
them in one body, as was provided by the exista 
ing law. . . 

Now, he had carefully drawn up a bill embras. 
cing these three separate propositions, which he 
intended to propose as a substitute for all these 
bills in the House, or in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, at some suitable time. 
If there was a dispositiongon the part of the House 
to act at once on this separate proposition, he re- 
peated that, with the gentleman from Arkansas, 
he should prefer it, lest they should Tose all. But 
if there was to be a reference, he desired to intro- 
duce his bill embracing the three propositions, thus 
enabling the enmmittee and the House to act at the 
same time, whether favorably or unfavorably, upon 
all. He inquired whether an amendment was now 
in order? 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, in a few words, indistinctly 
heard, was understood to make an appeal in be- 
half of those sons of Kentucky, Ohio, and other 
States who fought in the war of 1812. 'They had 
never received one acre of bounty land, and yet 
gentlemen were urging upon the House the imme- 
diate donation of bounty lands to those who had. 
served in the present war. He thought those who 
defended our soit in 1812 were as meritorious as 
those who had invaded the Mexican soil m 1846. 
He hoped the motion to refer would prevail. 

The question being taken, the bill was referred 
$ the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

nion. 


ADVANCES TO VOLUNTEERS. 


On motion of Mr. HARALSON, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Krya, of Georgia, in the 
chair,) and proceeded to consider the spesial order, 
viz: the joint resolution ‘‘to reftind money for 
expenses incurred, subsistence of transportation 
furnished, and money advanced by individual citi- 
zens of the United States, for the use of the vol- 
unteers, before or after being mustered into the 
service of the United States. ”’ 

Mr. HARALSON, in a brief explanation of the 
bill, reviewed the provisions of existing joint reso- 
lutions on this subject, pointing out their defects, 
and advocating the passage of this joint resolution 
as a remedy for those defects, and as a measure 
urgently demanded by a sense of justice to those 
individuals who had advanced moneys indispen- 
sably necessary for the use of the volunteers, for 
subsistence, transportation, &c. He trusted that 
the joint resolution would pass withont a single 
objection. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved to amend 
it by inserting after the word ‘ United States,” 
where they. first occur, the words, ‘and te the 
several States,’’? so as to make the benefits of the 
resolution apply to the several States as well as to 
individuals. 

Mr. B. said that some $2,500 had been paid out 
of the funds of his State for expenses for volunteers. 
The object of this amendment was to ensure its re- 
turn. ‘The joint resolution as it stood, providing for 
refunding moneys to individuals, might perhaps be 
construed not to apply to the States. The claim 
of his State had been referred to the War Depart- 
ment, and rejected or suspended, on the ground that 
there was no law now in force authorizing its pay- 
ment. He referred to the proviso of the joint reg- 
olution, and expressed the opinion that it would 
be an ample guarantee that no money should be 

aid out of the treasury unless for expenses which 
had necessarily been incurred. With the amend- 
ment nrapdeed| he favored the passage of the joint 
resolution. : 

Mr. S. LAWRENCE moved to amend the 
amendment by adding, after the word “ States,” 
the words ‘cities or counties therein.’ It would 
then read, ‘and to the several States, cities or 
counties therein.”’ 

Mr. BROWN aceepted the modification. 

After a few wordsof explanation between Mr.S. 
LAWRENCE and Mr. BROWN of Missiesippi-- 


1848. 
Mr. MILLER advocated the passage of the 
resolution. He said it was impossible to muster 
these regiments into the public sevice under two 
or three months, and during that time there was 
subsistence and other expenses in getting the 
regiments to the place of rendezvous, which must 
be assumed by Om body the absence of all le- 
gislation on the subject. These expenses had been 
- assumed, and he hoped there would be no further 
delay in passing this resolution, that these sums 
might be refunded. 
fr. DUNCAN also advocated the passage of 
the resolution, giving to the committee a recital of 
several cases in which private individuals of limit- 
ed means hàd patriotically come forward, and ad- 
vanced money for the Government, which should 
be at once returned. ; 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, also urged the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, thought it required 
gome qualification, with which he was willing to 
vote for it. He pointed out how it might operate 
unequally, remarking that it should be guarded so 
as to provide for the repayment of any money that 
an officer of the United States would have been au- 
thorized to pay if he had participated in the mus- 
tering, subsistence, and transportation of these 
regiments. 

The question was then put on Mr. Brown’s 
. amendment, and it was rejected. 
` Mr.STARKWEATHER moved to-amend the 
resolution by adding after the words ‘‘ Provided, 
however” the words ‘‘ that proof shall be made of 
“the amount thus expended to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary of War, and.”’ 

This amendment was agreed to. | 

Mr. McKAY thought there was a preliminary 
objection ta the resolution. The Constitution of 
the United States provided that no money should 
be drawn from the treasury but by the operation 
of law. He therefore moved to strike out the 
commencement of the resolution, and substitute 
the usual enacting clause of bills. 

After a few words between Mr. HARALSON 
and Mr. McKAY, the amendment was agreed 
to 


Mr. McKAY also pointed out the provision for 
subsiatence as going beyond the usages of Con- 
gress, which he thought should be brought within 
reasonable limita. 

Mr. BURT said that the gentleman from Georgia 
Mr. HaraLson] must know, he could not fail to 
Know, as all the members of the House well knew, 

that when a volunteer corps raised within a State was 
ordered to repair to an appointed rendezvous, the 
companies which composed it were often raised and 
organized sometimes at the distance of two hun- 


dred miles from the point of rendezvous, and that | 


they needed to be subsisted and their transporta- 
tion paid for between the time of their organization 
and their actual arrival at the rendezvous and be- 
ing mustered into the service of the United States. 
Now, the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
McKay] would not be understood as saying that 
these companies the moment they were organized 
began to receive pay, subsistence, and mileage to 
cover their transportation to the rendezvous. He 
could not have intended to advance such a posi- 
tion as that, because every man who heard him 
knew that such was not the fact. The object of 
the resolution was to provide the necessary means 
of transporting these several companies composing 
regiments or battalions to their place of rendezvous; 
and, where moneys had been advanced by indi- 
viduals or by States for this purpose, to require 
the sums to be refunded out of the treasury of the 
United States. 

Mr. McKAY here read the words of the exist- 
ing law, which provided a certain allowance to be 
paid to volunteers, ‘‘ from the period of their leav- 
ing their homes to their arrival at the place of 
- rendezvous.” 

Mr. BURT (resuming) observed that he had 
not been edified at all by the extract the gentleman 
had read to him, nor did he believe the committee 
had been much enlightened by it. Had Mr. B. 
time now to go into an exposition and construction 
of the law, he should like to show the gentleman 
that his interpretation of its provisions on this 
point was unsatisfactory. If the gentleman really 
wanted the committee to understand him as main- 
taining that these companies were to be paid their 
allowances in advance, to cover the expenses of 
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dezvous, he would find that he failed to convince 
them of any such position. 

Mr. McKAY disclaimed any such intention. 

Mr. BURT said he felt very sure the gentleman 
could not have intended to say so. The money 
was not advanced to these companies by the Gov- 
ernment to transport them to their place of rendez- 
vous, and how were they to get there? He was 
awate that, after they arrived and were mustered 
into service, their pay and subsistence immediately 
commenced; but how were they to get there unless 
somebody advanced the necessary means? Insome 
cases patriotic officers, who felt a great interest in 
recruiting soldiers for the war, made these ad- 
vances out of their own pockets; sometimes it was 
done by other patriotic individuals; and would the 
gentleman from North Carolina stand up here and 
say that such men ought not to have their money 
repaid? Yet that was the question. ` 

The gentleman had some experience himself in 
the sort of legislation he now recommended; for 
he had reported a joint resolution at a former ses- 
sion to refund money advanced for the volunteers 
by the States, the amount to be deducted from the 
pay of the privates. The gentleman succeeded in 
getting such a resolution passed by both Houses; 
but the Secretary of War promptly reported it to 
be impracticable to carry it into practice. It was, 
in practice, a simple impossibility to deduct these 
amounts so advauced by State authority from the 
pittance paid to the common soldier. And the 
gentleman from North Carolina had subsequently 
offered another resolution on the same general sub- 


ject, in which that objectionable and odious feature 


had been omitted, and it was omitted because it 
could not be carried out. The thing had been tried 
and it could not be done. 

Mr. B. did not know but the gentleman’s objec- 
tion to another part of the resolution was better 
founded. He did not see the necessity of provid- 
ing for refunding moneys which had been advanced 
after the troops had been mustered tinto service, 
because such moneys were always paid by the 
por officers. If,in any particular case, they 

iad’ been unable to do it, the fact had not come to 

Mr. B.’s knowledge. He therefore thought it pro- 
per enough to strike out the clause, ‘ or for sub- 
sisting troops in the service of the United States, 
or for money advanced to the commanding officer 
of any regiment, battalion, or company for the pur- 
poses aforesaid.” He made that motion. 

Mr. HARALSON said he had no objection to 
striking out the first portion of this clause, viz: 
“ or for subsisting troops in the service of the Uni- 
ted States;’’? but he must oppose striking out the 
latter portion, viz: ‘‘ or for money advanced to the 
commanding officer of any regiment, battalion, or 
company, for the purpose aforesaid. ”’ 

Mr. H. made some remarks in support of this 
objection, which (in consequence of his turning 
away) were not heard by the reporter. 

Mr. BURT said that the gentleman’s object 
would be accomplished by his amendment. The 
expenses incurred by the officer in transporting 
troops to the rendezvous would still be covered. 
It covered all the expenses of bringing troops to 
the place of rendezvous, and till they were actu- 
ally mustered into service, whether the money was 
advanced by a State, a city, or any one else. 

Mr. HARALSON differed from the gentleman 
from South Carolina on this point. He admitted 
that the resolution would cover expenses of trans- 
portation, so far as the troops and officers were 
concerned, but it would not ensure the refunding of 
money advanced by individuals, because they had 
not ‘* incurred expenses in organizing, subsisting, 
or transporting” the troops; they had only ad- 
vanced money. Where could be the necessity of 
striking out the last part of the clause? ‘The 
commanding officer of any regiment, battalion, or 
company” was an officer of the United States. If 
the gentleman’s amendment prevailed, the money 
advanced by him would not be included. If the 
gentleman meant to relieve such cases, why not 
say 80 in so many words? Retaining the clause 
would only make the meaning more clear. Mr. 
H. was willing to accept the amendment so far as 
the first clause was concerned, but not the second. 

Mr. BURT, with a view to remove the gentle- 
man’s objection, was willing to amend by adding, 
after the words ‘‘ expenses incurred,” the further 
words ‘* or sums of money paid by them,” so as 
to read “‘ that the Secretary of War be, and he is 


their journey from their homes to the place of ren- |' ‘ hereby, authorized and required, to cause to be 
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‘refunded to individuals, citizens of the United 
‘ States, the amount of expenses incurred, or sums 
‘ of money advanced by them, in organizing, sub» 
‘sisting, or transporting volunteers previous to 
‘ their being mustered and received into the service 
‘of the United States.’ All he wished was to pro~ 
vide for covering the whole expense of bringing 
organized companies.of volunteers to their respect- 
ive places of rendezvous. 

Mr. HARALSON. Then why object to re- 
taining the latter clause ? 

Mr. BURT withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. VAN DYKE proposed to insert before the 
word *‘ organizing” the word ‘‘ raising,’’ so as to 
make it read ** expenses incurred by them in rais» 
ng organizing, subsisting, or transporting volun- 
teefs.”’ 

Mr. V. D. contended that raising volunteers war 


‘a distinct het process to organizing them. 


Mr. HARALSON said that the term ‘ organ- 
izing” included the whole. . 
The amendment was not agreed to, only twenty- 


eight members rising in its favor. 


Mr. HARALSON moved tostrike out the words 
“or for subsisting troops in the service of the 
United States.’’ Agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY wished to propose another amend- 
ment. It was well known, that when the volun« 
teer companies were organized in different quarters 
of the country, on the call of the Executive, at the 
commencement of the present war, various contri 


| butions had been made for theit expenses by cities, 


towns, and patriotic individuals. In many cases, 
these contributions were not intended to be merely 
a temporary advance of money to the Government, 
but were offered as gratuitjes, under the impulse 
of ardent patriotism, and never expected or desired 
to be refunded. He wished a clause introduced 
for the purpose of making such donations an ex- 
ception to the operation of the resolution. After 
State and municipal authorities, as well as rivate 
individuals, had acted in this honorable and patri- 
otic manner, Government ought not to hold out to 
them the mercenary proposal of refunding what had 
thus been advanced from their own pockets. _ 

He would therefore move to modify the provise 
in the resolution so as to make it read: ‘* Provided, 
however, that it shall be made to appear that said 
expenses incurred, subsistence or transportation 
furnished, or money advanced, were not intended 
as gratuities.” 

Mr. POLLOCK warmly opposed this amend- 
ment, insisting that the insertion of any such clause 
as that would be understood as conveying a very 
serious reflection on those States and cities, those 
patriotic towns and individuals, to whom it refer- 
red. Mr. P. was disposed to trust these States 
and their patriotic citizens. He would not insinu- 
ate that, on a ‘* sober second thought,” they con- 
cluded to receive back, in repayment, what th 
had laid-as a patriotic offering on the altar of their 
country ’sservice. The amendment proposed would 
be considered as reflecting on hundreds of thou- 
sands of our countrymen. 

Mr. BURT said the amendment was wholly 
unnecessary, as the very terms of the resolution , 
necessarily excluded such cases. 

Mr. POLLOCK said he had not the remotest — 
conception that such repayment would be asked or 
accepted in a single instance. 

The amendment was rejected without a count. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved to amend the bill 
by inserting between the words ‘“ Provided, how- 
ever,” and the amendment moved by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SraRKWEATHER] just adopt- 
ed, the words ‘‘ that said volunteers were mustered 
and received into the service of the United States, 
and.” , 

He said that the resolution applied, by ite phrase- 
ology, to “ expenses incurred in organizing, sub- 
sisting, or transporting.volunteers previous to their 
being mustered and received into the service of the 
United States.” Now, a construction might be 
put upon these words as if the expenses of volyn- 
teers who had been organized, but had not been 
mtistered and received into the service of the Uni- 
ted States, were also to be paid. He believed that 
such was not the intention of the House. He was 
told that this was not the construction which would 
be put upon it by the War Department. If 80, 
this ought to be provided against, that such volun- 
teers might be saved the labor and expense of 
presenting claims at the War Department, which 
would at once be rejected. 
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Mr. BURT thought any amendment to obviate 
this quite unnecessary. It was plainly impossi- 
ble by any phraseology to exclude all conclusions. 
The object of the resolution was manifest upon its 
face. Itreferred to troops who were mustered into 
the service, and to none others; and its object was 
to pay the expenses: incurred by. them ‘“‘ previ- 
shaly to their being fo mustered.” The language 
could not be more explicit. 

Mr. FICKLIN inquired of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Burt,] if it was designed by 
the Committee on Military Affairs to pay those 
expenses incurred by persons engaged in getting 
up military companies before the companies had 
elected their officers? 

It would be found, on inquiry, that in some of 
. the States, it required months to raise and organ- 
ize companies and regiments; that volunteering 


stations (similar to recruiting stations in the regu-: 


lar army) had been opened in the Atlantic cities, 
and kept up at a cost of thousands of dollars, as a 
means ‘to stimulate the patriotism of the people, 
and to induce them to volunteer. Now, was it 
designed to pay those expenses? Was it the ob- 
ject to pay those persons of wealth, who have 
used their money at recruiting stations in the cities, 
to have themselves elected captains and colonels? 
The phraseology of the resolution was such as to 
embrace that class of cases—could we sanction it? 

Mr. BURT said he would answer the gentle- 
man. It was well known that these volunteer 
companies were seldom formed all at once: it was 
sometimes a fortnight before the requisite number 
was obtained to constitute a singlecompany. This 
resolution was intended to provide for their ex- 
penses during this period, and until they were 
mustered into service. ` As to cheating and bribery 
to get office, Mr. B. knew nothing about them. 
Such practices had no existence in the community 
in which he resided. 

Mr. HARALSON said that what the gentleman 
from Illinois apprehended was excluded effectually 
by the last clause: ‘‘ Provided that it shall be made 
to appear that said expenses incurred, subsistence 
or transportation furnished, or money advanced, 
were necessary and proper for the troops afore- 


gaid.” Would any Secretary of War say that | 


money advanced for electioneering purposes was a 
necessary and. proper expenditure? [A laugh.] 
fa voice. ‘Certainly he would.” Laughter. ] 
r. FICKLIN insisted that the resolution was 
very loosely worded. As it stood, the language 
embraced all kinds of expenditure; and it was well 
known that some volunteered, and paid large 
amounts of money, for the sake of being elected 
captains and lieutenants. As to there being no 
such thing as cheating and bribery in South Caro- 
lina, Mr. F. believed there were quite as many 
‘Sappliances’’ used with a view to getting elected 
in that State as in any other in the Union. Gen- 
tlemen from there might claim a proud exemption 
‘ from such things, but it would not be accorded to 
them. The terms of the resolution were very loose 
and indefinite. He understood the ‘real object of 
the resolution was to embrace only the expenses 
„incurred after a company was organized, and pre- 
vious to their being mustered into service. He 
should propose an amendment to rstrict its ap- 
plication. 
Mr. WICK said he was agains 
lution. The effect of it would 
men to commit larceny. [A laug 


‘hole reso- 
uthorize 
‘re was 


a great deal of stealing done by rable 
gentlemen, who could readily get char- 
acter from all their neighbors, an gen- 
tlemen in very high stations too. ‘he if, 
under this resolution, money was 1 out 
of the treasury, its effect would upt a 

reat many very clever men who n steal 
if Congress did not first hold o 1 the 
temptation and the means of frau was 
no need of passing any such resolu ex- 
penses of these volunteers before ed 
their rendezvous were fully covered x 


of popular feeling, or if not, they « 
been. Mr. W. eed: at least, ink 
ed in his own State, against which so t 
reproaches had been indulged. There, when young 
men had volunteered, the people turned out and 
took them to the place of rendezvous, and all ac- 
counts for their expenses were promptly squared. 
A draft for their mileage to the rendezvous was 
immediately accepted and paid. The old farmers 
turned out with their teams and wheeled them off 


in a body, and it did not cost the volunteers a cent. 


They gave them their meals and Jet them sleep in 
their houses and barns. If it was not so over the 
whole country it ought to have been. | 

Mr. W. said he had been accustomed to sit here 
and see stealing done and could not prevent it; but 
he was not willing to sit silent and see the way 
opened for doing it. Nota dollar would go into 
Indiana under this resolution. Possibly when it 
became known some might come and put ina claim 
under it; but those who made it would be just as 
well without the money. The same impulse which 
led the old farmers to turn out with their teams to 
carry men to the rendezvous, led them when they 
got there to pass the hat round to furnish them 
with the means of comfort, and they were supplied 
with whatever they wanted. This had always been 
done in his part of the country, and it was done 
without the remotest expectation of return. Did 
gentlemen supposé that the patriotism which pro- 
duced these effects had perished and been trodden 
down -by the way-side and withered? Mr. W. 
did not believe it. 

But if this resolution must pass, he would offer 
an amendment to it, and send it to be read at the 
Clerk’s table; giving notice, however, that even 
should his amendment be adopted, he should vote 
against the resolution when amended. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


& And also to make proper compensation tothe adjutant 
generals of States for their services in and about raising 
corps of volunteers and superintending the same prior to their 


being mustered into service.” 


. Mr. W. explained the grounds of his amend- 
ment. In 1846 they had in [ndiana an adjutant 
general, who was said by the people to be every- 
where present. He got boys from the four winds 
of heaven, and kept them together till he got them 
mustered into the service. For his services in 1846 
the Legislature had made him a moderate com- 
pensation; but for the service rendered in 1847, in 
raising two regiments, he had been refused com- 
pensation by the Legislature, who had adopted 
and sent him a joint resolution recommending his 
compensation by Congress. He would not say 
that this was owing to a change in the politics of 
the Legislature. Fie knew that this officer had 
spent many weeks and much money to organize 
companies and to get them up to the rendezvous; 
and after he had got them there he volunteered to 
stay with them, and acted the part of a father to 
them all; and for all this he never got a penny. 
For these reasons Mr. W. had offered the amend- 
ment, but he should vote against the resolution. 

The expenses incurred in raising volunteers hand 
over hand ought not to be compensated. The 
“Governors of States ought to have taken pains to 
inquire before they made such unmeasured advan- 
ces of money. Money had in many cases been 
very wantonly expended. If the States chose to 
volunteer such expenses, let them remain as a bur- 
den on their treasury. If individuals volunteered, 
they did so not without motive; if that motive was 
pure, let that motive be their compensation. Mr. 
W. was against the whole affair; it would open an 
immense chasm in the treasury wall. 

Mr. LAHM, of Ohio, then obtained the floor, 
and addressed the House as follows: 

Mr. Cuairman: When the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Haratson] this morning proposed 
that the House should resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole and take up the resolution now 
under discussion, he informed us that the matter 
could be disposed of in half an hour, and we could 
then take up the Oregon bill. Under that pledge, 
I favored his proposition. We have now been 
listening to discussion on the resolution for over 
two hours, and the indications are very clear that 
ae matter before us fill not be disposed of to- 

ay. p 
For some weeks I have been trying to get the 
floor, with a view to giving my views on some 
subjects connected with the war. Thus far I have 
failed; and now that this resolution is connected 
with the war, and particularly as I shall be absent 
for some days, as is very common with gentlemen 
here, I will seize the present opportunity to present 
my views on the subject of our difficulties with 
Mexico. One of the consequences of. the war is, 
the acquisition of territory; and with that will 
probably be connected the question of the ordi- 
nance of 1787, as contained in the Oregon bill, and 
I will therefore briefly give the views I entertain 
on that subject. 


My action in regard to the exten- | 


sion of slavery will be governed by my pledges, 
my convictions of what I conceive to be right, and 
what I conceive to be the wishes of a majority of 
my constituents. Having ascertained these, it is 
unnecessary to look further. Slavery is conceded 
to be a moral and political evil—a dark stain upon 
the institutions of the country; and therefore, 
although I wauld be the last man to interfere with 
it, either directly or indirectly, not only in the 
States where it now exists, but even in this District, 
yet I am well convinced that all legal and consti- 
tutional means within our power should be exer- | 
cised to prevent its further extension. In this, I 
am satisfied I express the sentiments of a large 
majority of the people of my district. - At a meet- 
ing of the Democracy of Wayne county, one of 
the counties of my district, (and it is composed of 
but two and a part of another,) on the 4th of Des 
cember last, they unanimously adopted the follow- 
ing resolutions: 

‘¢ 16. Resolved, That while we look upon slavery as an evil, 
threatening the harmony and permanency ofthis Union, we 
have no disposition to interfere with that institution as it 
now exists in the States, and would be willing to ‘war to 
the death? in defence of the original compact entered iato 
by the Fathers of the Revolution. 

«17. Resolved, That we are opposed to the extension or 
toleration of slavery in any territory now free, which may 
hereafter be acquired by this Governinent; but this oppo- 
sition would not lead us to favor the attachment of the Wil- 
mot proviso to any bill for settling the terms of peace between 
Mexico and the United States, nor should it be permitted 
to clog the movement of the President in his negotiations 
therefor.” 

Here, sir, is an express declaration in opposition 
to the extension of slavery over territory now free, _ 
at the same time disavowing all interference with ` 
the subject in the slave States, and opposing the at- 
tachment of the Wilmot proviso to any bill settling 
our difficulties with Mexico. I entirely concur 
with the sentiments expressed in these resolutions. 
And although I was always in favor of the princi- 
ples of the Wilmot proviso, yet I am well satisfied 
that it was ill-timed, out of place, and not at all 
calculated to accomplish the objects its. friends 
professed to have in view. Its attachment to any 
bill or treaty, for the settlement of our troubles 
with Mexico, would but have defeated such bill or 
treaty and prolonged the war. 

At a Democratic county convention, held in my 
county on the 4th of the present month, they adopt- 
ed the following resolutions ° 

« Resolved, That slavery in any form is incompatible with 
a truly republican form of government, but inasmuch as in 
the organization of the American Government that peculiar 
institution was recognized, it can only be eradicated by con- 
stitutional provision, with the consent of the people of the 
States in which it exists. 

“& Resolved, That we are opposed to the extension of sla- 
very, and will favor all jega! and constitutional means of 
restricting it within its present liinits.”” 

Thus again disclaiming all interference with the 
subject in the States, but in favor of using all Jegal 
and constitutional means to restrict it to its present 
limits. With these resolutions I entirely concur. 

Again: the Legislature of Ohio, at its last session, 
by an almost unanimous vote, adopted a resolution 
in favor of extending the ordinance of 1787 over 
all territory now free, including that which may 
be thereafter acquired. So that I cannot be mis- 
taken when I say, that while the people of Ohio, 
and the Democracy of Ohio, are opposed to all 
interference with the subject where it now exists, 
they still claim the right to use all legitimate means 
to prevent its extension. This is in accordance 
with their recently. expressed views; it is in accord- 
ance with my own convictions of right. | 

Is, then, the question practically and legitimately 
before us in the Oregon bill, and has Congress the 
power, under the Constitution, to provide against 
the extension of slavery over territory.now free? 
Time will nct permit me to enter fully into a dis- 
cussion of this question; I will, therefore, simply 
allude to the ordinance of 1787, which was adopted 
by the unanimous vote of all the States, North and 
South, and included the whole of the territory then 
belonging to the Union. Among the prominent 
actors in support of this measure was Mr. Jeffer- 
son. In 1789, the ordinance was recognized and 
modified by the action of Congress. 

In 1790, North Carolina ceded to the Union the 
territory that now constitutes the State of Tennes- 
see. In the deed of cession, it was provided “that no 
regulation made or to be made by Congress, should 
tend to emancipate slaves’’—clearly recognizing in 
Congress the right to regulate the subject. 

In 1803, Georgia ceded to the Union what was 
known as the Misaisaippi territory, and provided 
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for the extension of the ordinance of 1787 over it, 
excepting that part which relates to slavery. 

In 1820, the Missouri compromise was adopted, 
-which, of itself, recognizes in Congress the power 
to legislate on the subject; and the history of the 
times shows that every Northern State was then 
opposed to the extension of slavery. 

i will, however, allude to but one more author- 
ity in pee of the position that Congress has power 
over the subject, and that it is legitimately before 
us. In the ‘“ Union” of the 25th of January, 1848, 
we find an editorial, of which the following isa part: 

« In regard to the Wilmot Proviso, we need say but little. 
That humbug has welloigh exploded; but in its time it has 
done much mischief to the Democratic party and the Ad- 
ininistration. It was the work ofan abler and more design- 
ing man than Mr. Wilmot—we refer to Mr. Brinkerhoff, of 
Ohio. That gentleman has proclaimed himself to be its 
author, and has bequeathed it as a precious legacy to his 
children. Mr. Wilmot was merely his agent, if Mr. Brink- 
erhoff is to be believed. It was offered out of time and out 
of place. It was calculated to embarrass the Administra- 
tion; and none of its true friends, however favorable to the 
praep of the proviso, would thus have thrust it before the 

ouse and the country, long before the question could arise 
practically. This could not be until the period when Con- 
gress should proceed to establish a territorial government 
over any of our acquisitions.”’ 

From this, it will be seen that the editer of the 
‘¢ Union,” who is identified with the fathers of the 
Democratic party, and who, I presume, is opposed 
to incorporating this provision in any territorial 
bill,is still willing to admit, that when we are about 
to establish a territorial government over any of 
our territories, the question comes practically be- 
fore us, and that it must be then met. 

Sir, 1 have not sought the introduction of the 
question here; I would not do it; but being here, 
without any agency of mine, and called upon, as 
I am, to act in the matter, I shall now and hereaf- 
ter do it independently, and in accordance with my 
convittions of what is right. 

We are sometimes told that the action of those 
Democrats from the North and West who favor 
these views is calculated to divide the Democratic 
party of the country. Notso. My opinion is, 
that this question ought not, and I trust will not, 
enter into the party politics ofthe day. Whenever 
you make the question of slavery, in any shape, a 
political test, you do away with the old, well- 
defined party lines, and array the North against 
the South. This ought, and I have no doubt will 
be avoided. In our action here, every man must 
be Govern by his own convictions of what is right 
and due to his constituents. I find fault with no 
gentleman who differs with me. I make this ques- 
tion no political test. My political preferences and 
predilections are strongest in favor of those who 
are known to the country as entertaining sentiments 
different from those I express. Our action here 
does not give creed to either party: we but carry 
out, so far as we can, the wishes of those we rep- 
resent. The people look to a different source for 
a declaration of the principles that will govern our 
action in the coming contest. And I now tell the 
Democracy of the South, and the Democracy of 
the North, that if the convention, which is soon to 
assemble, will avoid all interference with the sub- 
ject of slavery, either by resolution or address, 
there will be no difficulty in the Democratic party; 
end whether the nominee be a proviso or anti- 

roviso man, the Democracy of the West, at least, 

have full confidence, will present an unbroken 
front in his support. 

Having thus made these very few remarks in 
explanation of what will be my action on that part 
of the Oregon bill which opun the exclusion of 
slavery from that territory, I will proceed to give 
. my views at some length on the subject of the 
war, which I do not so much for the purpose -of 
making them known here, as with a view to giving 
them to my constituents. 

One of the most important issues connected with 
the war, and one which has elicited more feeling 
and given rise to more vituperation not only here, 
but throughout the country, is that which relates 
to the commencement of hostilities. And, sir, 
this is an issue raised not only by the respective 
political parties of the country, but it is one fairly 
made on your Journals between the present House 
of Representatives and the twenty-ninth Congress. 

On the 13th of May, 1846, Congress, in pursu- 
ance of the power delegated to it under the Con- 
stitution, declared that, *‘ by the act of the Repub- 
lic of Mexico, a state of war exists between that 
. Government and the United States.”’ 

On the 3d of January, 1848, the present ‘House’ 
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of Representatives, by resolution, declared that 
‘“ the war was unnecessarily and unconstitution- 
ally begun by the President of the United States.” 
Thus you have placed upon your records two acts 
of legislation, utterly inconsistent with each other, 
and one or the other of which alleges that which 
is false in fact. . 

That the war was commenced by Mexico is the 
position taken by the friends of the Administration 
and the friends of the country generally. That it 
was commenced by the President, is the position 
assumed by, the enemies of the Administration and 
the enemies of the country. The former is the 
American, the latter the Mexican side of the issue. 

I propose, sir, to take the American side of this 
question, and in doing it, I am not driven either to 
an adoption of the correct and patriotic sentiment 
of the immortal Decatur, ‘“ My country, may she 
be always right; but right or wrong, my country;”’ 
but, sir, [ take this position from a deep conviction 
that it is right, and I rejoice that such is my con- 
viction, for under it, in my opinion, my beloved 
country 1s not responsible for the dire calamities 
of the war, the blood that has been spilled, the 
lives that have been sacrificed, the misery that has 
followed in its train. That responsibility rests, 
where I trust in God it ever has and ever will rest, 
in conflicts of arms to which this nation is a party, 
viz: with the enemies of our country. 

Did Mexico commence the war? This question 
involves an issue of fact, which must be decided 
according to the testimony connected with it, and 
which 1 propose to examine, commencing with 
that furnished us by the Mexican people and 
authorities. Before, however, aea EO to ex- 
amine the evidence bearing upon this issue, per- 
mit me to remark, that on the 6th day of March, 
1845, and after the resolutions annexing Texas to 
the Union had passed both Houses of Congress, 
General Almonte, then minister to this Govern- 
ment from Mexico, announced his mission at an 
end, demanded his passports, and left the country; 
thus leaving no tribunal for the settlement of our 
difficulties but the last resort of nations, an appeal 
to arms. And, sir, 1 most solemnly believe, that 
but for this rash and imprudent act of the Mexican 
minister, thereby interrupting all diplomatic rela- 
tions, all matters in dispute might have been set- 
tled by peaceful negotiation. But diplomacy once 
suspended, all efforts at renewal proved but an 
appliance of a lighted torch to the magazine that 
wanted but a few sparks to produce an explosion. 

At the time diplomacy was thus interrupted, 
there were two subjects of difference between that 
Government and this. The one resulted from the 
repeated outrages committed by Mexico on the 
persons and property of our citizens, the officers 
and flag of our nation; the other, from the annex- 
ation which was about to be consummated. 

It is not my purpose here to consume the time 
of the committee in speaking of the first cause of 
difficulty. It is a matter about which there is but 
little difference of opinion; all agree, that in regard 
to it, our Government exercised towards Mexico 
a spirit of forbearance that is unparalleled in the 
history of diplomacy, and which we would have 
exercised towards no other nation of the world. 
Even the warmest apologists of Mexico, here and 
elsewhere, have not had the hardihood to justify, 
or even excuse, her conduct in relation to this sub- 
ject, except on the miserable, paltry grounds, that 
in consequence of her financial embarrassments 
and internal difficulties she was unable to do other- 
wise. A poor, contemptible repudiation, excuse, 
or justification. Sir, it will not be denied, that so 
far as this difficulty has had anything to do with 
bringing about a state of hostilities, Mexico alone 
is responsible. She alone is ig fault; but I will 
admit to gentlemen, this alone is not the cause 
of the war; that although her conduct in this mat- 
ter would have justified this Government in a dec- 
laration of hostilities, yet, judging from the spirit 
of forbearance which has always characterized our 
intercourse with Mexico, we have reason to be- 


lieve, that as yet there would have been no open 


rupture, had not other causes operated to bring 
about our unfortunate difficulties. 

Next, then, the annexation of Texas. This, it 
is said by the apologists of Mexico, was the re- 
mote cause of the war; and I am frank to admit, 
that if the opponents of the Administration had 
confined themselves to this position, I would not 
have differed with them. The whole history of 
our difficulties is evidence of the fact, that but for 


the annexation, war might and probably would 
have been avoided. But, sir, in making this ad- 
mission, at the same time I wish it to be distinctly 
understood, that I deny that the annexation was 
a just cause of war. Mexico, it is true, pretended 
to consider the annexation as a justification on her 
part for the commencement of hostilities; so did 
some of the friends of Mexico in this country, at 
the time; but, sir, it was not; because Texas had 
declared and maintained her independence, and ac- 
quired therefore the right of annexation; for, in 
the language of Mr. Webster, in his despatch to 
our minister in Mexico, as early as 1842, ‘* from 
‘the time of the battle of San Jacinto, in April, 
‘ 1836, to the present moment, Texas has exhibit- 
‘ed the'same external signs of national independ- 
‘ence as Mexico herself, and with quite as much 
‘stability of government. Practically free and in- 
‘ dependent, acknowledged as a political sovereign- 
‘ty by the principal Powers of the world, no hos- 
‘tile foot finding rest within her territory for six 
‘or seven years, and Mexico herself refraining 
‘for all that period from any further attempt to re- 
‘establish her own authority over the territory;”’ 
but it was because Mexico, like some other Powers 
at the time, actuated by the motives that controll- 
ed the dog in the manger, could not brook the idea 
of having the lone star brought within the circle of 
the glorious constellation, and placed under the 
protection of a owe that cut off forever all hope of 
subjugation. Nir, it was this feeling that made 
Mexico bluster as she did. It was this that in- 
duced England and France to unite their energies, 
in the effort to procure from Mexico, as they did, 
a proposition to acknowledge the independence of 
Texas, provided she would not annex herself to 
this Union. England has never yet forgotten the 
struggle that gave birth and freedom toa Republic. 
Occasionally she casts a wishful eye across the wide 
Atlantic. Mexico is governed by the same feeling. 
She, too, will never forget the revolution, the inde- 
pendence, the annexation of Texas. And as grows 
that youngest sister in strength, in wealth, in influ- 
ence and importance, so will increase in the bosom 
of Mexicans the regret, the chagrin, the mortifica- 
tion of the loss. If, then, the annexation was not 
just cause of war, and Mexico seized upon that asa 
pretext for the commencement of hostilities, and 
with a view to satisfy the proud, haughty military 
spirit which pervaded the bosoms of her people, 
and which nothing but war would satiate, and 
which, thanks to our gallant army, has beerr fully 
satiated, she, and not we, is responsible for all the 
calamities that have followed in its train. Sir, 
that she did seize upon this as a justification for — 
her invasion of Texas, and final commencement of | 
the war, is evidenced by the declarations of all her 
public men and authorities. She not only seized 
upon it as a justification of hostilities on her part, 
but audaciously pretended that she would con- 
sider it equivalent to a declaration of war. As 
early as 22d August, 1843, we were told by the 
Mexican minister, ** that Mexico will consider as 
‘a declaration of war against the Mexican Repub- 
‘lic the ratification of that agreement for the incor- 
‘ poration of Texas into the territory of the United 
‘States, the certainty of the fact being sufficient 
‘ for the immediate proclamation of the war.”’ 

Again, in September, 1843, the Mexican minis- 
ter, speaking of the annexation treaty, said: 

“ But as it may happen that ambition and delusion may 
triumph over just and sane ideas, and that the vigorous rea- 
soning of Mr. J. Q. Adams and his co-Jaborers may be pow- 
erless, how can it be considered strange and out of the way 
that Mexico should announce that she will regard the an- 
nexation of Texas as an act or declaration of war??? 

Again, on June 6, 1844, the Mexican minister, 
in reply to a letter of Mr. Green proposing a set- 
tlement of the question of boundary by negotia- 
tion, said— 

« That he was expressly authorized to inform Mr. Green 
that Mexico, being most jealous of her rights, her dignity, 
and her independence, and most attentive to what is due to 
her sovereignty and integrity, is resolved to maintain, by 
every means and in every respect, these fundamental titles, 
preferring glory and honor always to degradation and in- 
famy.” ; 

Again, on the 23d of June, 1844, the Mexican 
minister wished to ‘‘ know, in a clear and decisive 
‘ manner, whether the troops which Mexico was 
‘sending on Texas would be opposed by those of 
‘the United States, either on sea or land, in order 
‘that the President of Mexico might regulate his 
‘conduct accordingly, as he was about to operate, 
‘in compliance with his duty, for the occupation 
‘of Texas as an integrant portion of the Mexiean 
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‘nation; and he would regret that any force of tite Another circular of the same date, from the same || ‘ but, at the same time, wish it to be understood, 


‘United States would appear to oppose him, as 


‘such an act would be a declaration of war against 
‘Mexico, who would be under the necessity of 
‘repelling foree with force.” 

hus it will be observed, that from 1843 up to 
the date of annexation, there was a continuation 
of declarations on the part of Mexico, that annex- 
ation would be considered equivalent to a declara- 
tion of war, and that during all this time Mexi- 
can forces were concentrating on the Rio Grande, 
with the declared intention of subjugating Texas. 
Notwithstanding all these belligerent declarations 
and movements of the Mexican ministers and 
army, Mr. Buchanan, on the 10th of March, 1845, 
in reply to General Almonte, demanding his pass- 
ports, after alluding to the proceedings of annexa- 
tion, says; 

<The President sincerely regrets that the Government of 
Mexico should have taken offence at these proceedings ; and 
he earnestly trusts that it may hereafter be disposed to view 
them in a mare favorable and friendly light. While euter- 
ing upon the duties of the Presidential office, he cheerfully 
declares, in advance, that his most strefluous efforts shall be 
devoted to the amicable adjustment of every cause of com- 
plaint between the two Governments, and to the cultivation 
of the kindest and most friendly relations between the sister 
Republics.”’ 

But, sir, was Mexico satisfied with these concil- 
jatory advances on the part of the President, who 
had just come into power, and was not, therefore, 
responsible for anything that had taken place, and 
certainly not for the annexation of Texas? No, 
sir, no. She had determined on war, and nothing 
but war would satisfy her. On the 12th of July, 
1845, in pursuance of and in accordance with the 
declarations of Almonte and others, we find the 
following circular issuing ftom the Mexican Office 
of War and Marine: 


cc Orrice or Wark AnD MARINE, 
66 Section of Operations. _ 

« The United States have consummated the perfidy against 
Mexico hy sanctioning the decree which declares the an- 
nexation of the department of Texas to that Republic. The 
injustice of that usurpation is apparent, and Mexico cannot 
tolerate such a grave injury without making an effort to 
prove to the United States the possibility of her ability to 
cause her rights to he respected. With this object, the Su- 
preme Governinent has resolved upon a declaration of war 
& minst that Power, seeing that our forbearance, instead of 
being received as a proof of our friendly disposition, has 
heeu interpreted into an acknowledged impossibility on our 
part to curryona successful war. 

‘Such an crror on the part of the United States will be 
advantageous to Mexico, because, suddenly abandoning its 


pacific attitude, it will to-morrow communicate to Congress | 


the declaration of war, and excite the patriotism of its citi- 
zens to sustain the dignity of the nation and the integrity of 
its territory, now treacherously attacked, in utter disregard 
of all guarantees recognized in this enlightened age. — 

« You will readily appreciate the importance of this sub- 


ject, and the necessity of preparing the troops under your 


command to march towards any point which may require 
protection against these most unjust aggressions. ł am 
directed by the Provisional President to enjoin you, as gen- 
éral-in-chief of your division, and as a citizen of this Re- 
sublic, to hold yourself in readiness to repcl those who seek 
the ruin of Mexico. The Government is occupied in coving 
the deficient points on the frontiers, and in collecting the ne- 
cessary means, sothat nothing may be wanting to those whose 
glory it will be to defend the sacred riglits of their country. 
<T have the honor to communicate tor your intelligence, 
and to direct your conduct. 
«& God and liberty ! GARCIA CONDE. 
66 Mexico, July 12, 1845.” 

Here, air, we have the declaration of the Mexi- 
can minister, ‘* that the Supreme Government had 
resolved on a declaration of war against the United 
States,” and that it would immediately communi- 
eate to Congress such declaration; also urging 
upon the officers in command the necessity of pre- 
paring the troops to march towards any point which 
might require protection. E 

gain, in a circular “to the authorities subor- 
dinate to the office of War and Marine,” dated the 
16th of July, 1845, after speaking of the quota of 
troops required from the different departments 
under previous orders, we hear the following 
language: 

* + * «c For, although the Supreme Goverment has not 
exacted with punctuality the cpmplement froin the depart- 
ments, she now sees herself under the necessity of doing so, 
for the wer which she wages against the United Btates, the 
perfidy and treachery of whieh Power put her in possession 
of a part of this Republic. 

« His Excellency the President ad interim requires that 
your Excellency inform the Governors of the necessity which 
exists of detailing the number of men, so highly necessary 
w fill the ranks of the army, and to excite the zeal and pa- 
triotism of the authorities, that their preparations shall be so 
effectual as to fulfill the desires of the Government, and pre- 
vent the dignity of the nation from being in any measure 
compromised. 

< 1 have the honor to communicate to your Excellency the 


following, to be used as occasion may require. 


és God and liberty! GARCIA CONDE. 
f (3 


Jouy 16, 1845.” 


office, to the Minister of Foreign Relations, a part 
of which is in these words: 


st Most excellent. Senor, Minister of F'oreizn Relations and of 

Police. Transmit to the authorities depending upon your 

depurtment. 

«c MOST EXCELLENT Senor: It being necessary that the 
troops of the line should cover the frontiers of the Republic, 
and march towards Texas to conquer that department, now 
usurped by the United States, his Excellency the President 
ad interin has coinmanded me to transmit you this note, to 
excite the zeal and patriotism of the Governors, that they 
place under arms, in their respective districts, a the force 
which can be collected, in defence of the law, to be ready to 
serve as a safeguard of the respective departments, accord- 
ing to the decree of the 4th of June of tuis year, and the reg- 
ulation of the 7th instant.” 


Thus, sir, we have the repeated declarations of 
the Mexican diplomatists, from 1842 to the date of 
annexation, that Mexico would consider annex- 
ation good tause of war, and even equivalent to a 
declaration of war. Then, sir, we see Almonte 
announcing his mission at an end, and leaving the 
country with bitter threatenings upon his lips, de- 
nouncing annexation as the most unjust act, and 
declaring that Mexico would maintain and uphold 
her rights by all means in her power. In quick 
succession follow the cireulars and appeals of the 
Minister of War, intended to excite the zeal and 
patriotism of those in military command. The 
armies begin to move towards the Rio Grande. 
The genetals address their soldiers, and excite them 
to deeds of valor. On the 12th of August, 1845, 
General Arista, in a proclamation to his troops, 
speaks in the following language: 

«Comrades: The Supreme Executive has sent to me, by 
express, the news that the United States, in pursuance of 
their ambitious views, having taken possession of the depart- 
ment of Texas, he had demanded a declaration of war trom 
Congress against that tujust nation. 

‘the time to fight is come. We must prepare with the 
ardor inspired by duty and patriotism, when au attack is 
made upon the soil, the honor, and the pride of the nation. 

“Arms are the only arguments to use against banditti and 
men without good faith. Let us hope for that justice which 
is le by all society, and the decision of the civilized 
world. 

« Our lot will be envied by the rest of the army—we are 
nearest to the theatre of war; we are the first to avenge the 
outrages on ourtountry, and to ravish from the usurpers the 
object of their rapines. 

“ Large bodies of troops are on their march ; they will soon 
be here, to share our dangers and repulse the enemy.” 


Next follows the proclamation of General Pa- 
redes, dated the 27th of August, 1845, in which he 
uses this strong and denunciatory language: 


‘¢ Soldiers! A rapacious and graspiug race have thrown 
themselves upon our territory, and dare to flatter themselves 
that we wilt not defend the patrimony which our forefathers 
conquered with their hlood. They deceive themselves: we 
will fly to snatch from them the spoils, the possession of 
Which they are impudently enjoying; and they shall learn, 
by dearly-bought experience, that they are nat contendin 
with the undisciplined tribes of Indians whom they robbed 
of their land, their heaven, and their country; and that the 
Mexicans wiil ardently combat the soldiers of a nation 


-which has sanctioned by its laws the most degrading sla- 


very.”? 


In quick succession follows the rejection of Mr. 
Slidell, under cover of pretexts the most flimsy 
and hypocritical. Then comes the overthrow of 
Herrera’s Government, for having favored a prop- 
osition to settle our difficulties by peaceful nego- 
tiation. Next, Mr. Slidell is finally rejected by 
the Government of Paredes, and still the Mexican 
forces move to the Rio Grande. 

On the 18th March, General Mejia, then in com- 
mand at Matamoros, issued an address, in which 
is the following appeal: 

«c Inhabitants of the frontier! We are not left to our own 
resources; the Supreme Government watches indefatigably 
for our safety and protection; a warlike army is rapidly ad- 
vancing to take part in the struggle, and, witb its powerful 
aid, we shall achieve the most complete victory. 

« Until the long wished-for day shall arrive, when we 
enter upon the great campaign for the reconquest of the ter- 
titory of which we haye been despoiled, and to carry our 
eagles in triumph to the banks of the Sabine, we, who have 
the glory to be in front of the invaders, must serve as an 


impenetrable barrier.” ; - 

Again, sir, on the 12th of April, 1846, we have 
the letter of General Ampudia, requiring General 
Taylor to break up his camp, and in twenty-four 
hours march for the east of the Nueces; advising 
him, that the request was in accordance “ with. 
explicit and definitive orders of his Government;”’ 
and that a refusal to comply would ‘‘ clearly result 
that arms, and arms alone, must decide the ques- 
tion. 

In the reply of General Taylor to this peremp- 
tory demand, is the following language: ‘‘In view 
‘ of the relations between our respective Govern- 
‘ments, and the individual suffering which may 
‘ result, I regret the alternative which you offer; 


‘ that I shall, by no means, avoid such alternative, 
‘ leaving the responsibilities with those who rashly_ 
‘s commence hostilities;” clearly indicating, that up 
to that time hostilities had not commenced, and 
that the relations of peace were not yet interrupted. 
But, sir, on the 24th of April, General Arista in- 
formed General Taylor that he *‘ considered hos- 
tilities commenced, and should prosecute them.’’ 
On the 25th, a party of dragoons crossed the river, 
and made the attack on Thornton’s command; and 
on the 26th, General Taylor wrote to the Adjutant 
General, informing him of these facts; declared 
that hostilities had commenced; that he had called 
upon the Governors of Texas and Louisiana for 
eight regiments of troops; that with these he could 
prosecute the war with energy, and carry it, as it 
should be, into the enemy’s country; and, at the 
same time, advised the passage of a law authoriz- 
ing the President to raise volunteers for twelve 
months. 

And now, sir, having thus presented my views 
in favor of the American side of this issue, and 
shown, as I think, beyond all controversy, that 
Mexico did commence the war, I propose next to 
examiné the Mexican side of the question, and 
inquire whether the President commenced the war. 
Sir, I told you that this’ was an issue between the 
last Congress and the present House of Represent- 
atives. Your Journals prove the truth of this 
declaration. But your Journals prove more. They 
also prove that some gentlemen on that side of the 
House occupy the unenviable position of having 
been on both sides of the issue. I cut from a 
newspaper the other day the following piece of 
intelligence, taken from your Journals: 

In Congress, May 13, 1846, In Congress, January 3, 
on the vote that ‘By the act | 1848, on a vote embracjng the 
of the Republic of Mexico, war | assertion that “ The war was 
exists with the United States,” | unconstitutionally and unne- 
will be found among the Feas | cessarily begun hy the. Presi- 
the names of— dent of the United States,” 


will be found among the Yeas 
the names of— 


Barringer, Barringer, 
Cocke, Cocke, 
Crozier, Crozier, 
Gentry, Gentry, 
Hampton, Hampton, 
Marsh, Marsh, 
Rumsey, Rumsey, 
Schenck, Schenck, 
Stewart, Stewart, eg 
St. John, St. Jahn, 
Thibodeaux, Thibodeaux, 
Vinton, Viaton, 

J. W. Houston, J. W. Houston, 
T. B. King, T. B. King, 


J. A. Rockwell, 
Truman Smith 
Robert Toombs. 


` J. A. Ro: kwell, 
Truman Smith, 
Robert Toombs. 


Here, sir, it will be seen that some seventeen 
gentlemen on that side have their names recorded 
on both sides of this issue. Each time you acted 
under the solemnities of an oath. When do you 
claim that you voted the truth? Sir, the position 
of gentlemen here reminds me of a witness who 
once came into court in my county to testify ina ` 
case in which a man by the name of Martin Asper 
was a party. When asked by the clerk, ‘“ How 
do you swear, sir?” he very promptly replied, * I 
swear for Martin Asper.” So with gentlemen 
here—they swear for the great Whig party, and 
with a view to heaping responsibility upon the 
Administration. And, sir, in doing it, they have 
not the same compunctions of conscience that the 
great imbodiment had, when, speaking of this vote, 
he declared that, ‘‘ as I reverence the truth, I would 
not have voted a falsehood.’”’ 

But we are sometimes told by gentlemen that 
they were taken by surprise, and were not suffi- 
ciently conversant with the facts when they gave 
the first vote. Let us examine this matter. It is 
the duty of the President from time to time to ad- 
vise Congress of the state of our foreign relations, 
and recommend such measures as he may deem 
advisable. Accordingly, in his message of De- 
cember 1, 1845, in speaking of our difficulties with 
Mexico, as connected with annexation, he says: 

‘The moment the terms of annexation offered by the 
United States were accepted by Texas, the latter became 
šo far a part of our own country as to make it our duty ta 
afford such protection and defence. I therefore deemed it 
proper, as a precautionary measure, to order a strong squad- — 
ron to the coast of Mexico, and to concentrate an efficient 
military force on the western frontier of Texas. Our army 
was ordered to take position in the country between the 
Nueces and the De! Norte, and to repel any invasion of the 
Texan territory which might be attempted by the Mexican 


forces. Our squadron in the Guif was ordered to endperate 
with the army.’? 


1848. 


Again, in the report of the Secretary of War 
of the same date, we have the following informa- 
tion: 

« The ready acceptanee on the part of Texas of the terms 
of annexation proffered by this Government, excited the ill- 
will of the Governmentof Mexico. That republic menaced 
the immediate commencement of hostilities against the Uni- 
ted States, and set on foot, as it was said, extensive prepa- 
rations to invade and subjugate Texas. Pursuant to your 
djrections, an army of occupation was assembled in that 
State, and Brigadier General Taylor assigned to the com- 
maudofit. He was instructed to repel Mexican aggressions, 
and proteet the country from Indian invasions; to regard 
the Rio del Norte as its western boundary; and to selecta 
position for his forces with reference to this frontier; but 
to leave unmolested Mexican settlements, and also military 
posts, should there be any such posts on the east bank of 
that river, which were in the occupation of Mexican forces 
previously to the period when Texas assented to the terms 
of annexation.”? l 

Here, sir, you had official information of all that 
was going on for months before you were called 
upon to give the vote. The newspapers of the 
country were filled with articles giving the move- 
ments of the respective armies, and every man, 
woman, and child, over the broad expanse of the 
nation, was looking for a collision of arms. When 
the message of the 11th of May, 1846, read from 
your desk, giving a detailed account of all that had 
occurred, announced the fact that a collision of arms. 
ad taken place—that American blood had been 
shed upon American soil—that patriotism which 
had been buried beneath the ashes of political ani- 
mogity, and bound down by the shackles of party- 
ism, burst forth in all its American purity. In the 
midst of this Hall there was a political millenium; 
the news went forth from every opening, and, car- 
ried. with the rapidity of lightning to the remotest 
corner of the country, the people caught the fire, 
and with the rapidity of lightning sent back a re- 
sponse. And, sirs, before you could again bind 
down and eover up that patriotism which had burst 
forth, you gave the vote. 

Sirs, you had not only the newspapers of the 
country, the messages of December, 1845, and 
May, 1846, the report of the Secretary of War, 
the declarations of General Taylor, that gattant old 
hay? but yau had the testimony of some of your 

fends in Mexico on the subject. | 

In the proclamation of General Mejia, to which 
I have already referred, and which accompanied 
the message of May, 1846, we have a repetition of 
what had: frequently escaped the lips of Mexican 
allies in this country. And whether General Me- 
jia, or gentlemen here, are guilty of plagiarism, I 
leave for them to settle, only quoting from his 
abc for their consideration the following 
anguage: 

c The Cabinet of the United States does not, however, 
atop in its career of usurpation. Not only dues it aspire to 
the pussession of the department of Texas, but it covets also 
the regions on the left bank of the Rio Bravo.” 

“its army hitherto for some time stationed at Corpus 
Christi, is now advancing to take possession of a large part 
of Tamaulipas.” 

ain he. says: 

“The limits of Texas are certain and recognized; never 
have they extended beyond the river Nueces.’ l 

Efow much like the arguments that come from 
that side of tne House. The same sentiments are 
found in the letter of Janes Cardenas, dated the 
2ist of March, 1846, and which also accompanies 
the message of May 11. Still gentlemen say they 
were taken by surprise. 

Another position taken by gentlemen on the op- 
posite side is, that they voted for the bill of 1846, 
with a view to rescue General Taylor and his small 
hut patriotic command. Now, however ignorant 
gentlemen may have been as to the commencement 
of hostilities, there was one thing of which they 
were not ignorant, and that was, that a state of 
war then existed, and had been commenced by 
one or the other of the belligerent parties. In our 
_action here, we are presumed, at least, to propor- 
tion our means to the ends we have in view. We 
are told, sir, that the end in view was to rescue our 
brave little army on the Rio Grande. What were 
the means? By the first section of the law, we are 
told that it was ‘‘ for the purpose of enabling the 
‘ Gavernment of the United States to prosecute 
‘ said war to a speedy and successful termination.” 
Here, sir, is the object Congress had in view: it 
was, to put a speedy and successful end to the 
war. ell, sir, what were the means to be em- 
ployed for that purpose? The section continues, 
that ‘*the President be, and he is hereby, autho- 
* rized to employ the militia, naval and military 
‘ forces of the United States, and ta call for and 
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‘ accept the services of any number of volunteers, 
‘ not exceeding fifty thousand, who may offer their 
‘ services, either as cavalry, artillery, infantry, or 
‘ riflemen, to serve twelve months after they shall 
‘ have arrived at the place of rendezvous, or to the 
‘ end of the war, unless sooner discharged, accord- 
‘ing to the time for which they shall have been 
‘ mustered into the service; and that the sum of 
‘ ten millions of dollars, out of any moneys in the 
‘ treasury or to come into the treasury, not other-. 
‘ wise appropriated, be, and the same 1s hereby, 
“appropriated for the purpose of carrying the pro- 
* visions of this act into effect.” 

Now, sir, here it is seen, that the object, or end 
in view, being a speedy termination of the war, 
the means that are provided are proportioned to 
theend. Why, say gentlemen, it was to rescue 
General Taylor; furnish him a kind of escort, or 
body-guard, to bring him back in safety. Send 
out the army, the navy, the militia, and fifty thou- 
sand volunteers; employ them for twelve months, 
at an expense of ten millions of dollars, to bring 
home a mere handful of men! Why, sir, any man 
who will stoop to such a low, grovelling, miser- 
able, contemptible argument, cannot have any 
respect for the body of which he is a member, or 
for the intelligence of the people. 

Sir, that law was passed more on the recom- 
mendations of General Taylor than of any other 
man. The President’s message but repeated the 
requests of the brave old hero in his letter of April 
26, 1846. He wanted no body-guard to bring him 
home. He is made of better mettle than that. He 
said, ‘‘ hostilities had commenced, and he would 
‘ prosecute the war with energy, and carry it, as 
‘ it should be, into the enemy’s country;” and, in 
order to enable him to do it successfully, he wanted 
you to ‘pass a law authorizing the President to 
raise volunteers for twelve months,” and you did 
lt. 

And now, having said thus muth as to the pal- 
pable inconsistency of the course of some members 
on that side of the House, Í propose to come di- 
rectly to the point, and inquire whether the Presi- 
dent, in ordering the army under General Taylor 
from Corpus Christi to the Rio Grande, transcend- 
ed his constitutional duties; and thereby unneces- 
sarily invalved the country in a war. 

The President, by the Constitution, is made 
commander-in-chief of the army of the United 
States; and Judge Story, in commenting on this 
provision, sa yS- 

“« The command and application ofthe public force to ex- 
ečute the laws, to maintain peace, and to resist foreign in- 
va-ion, are powers 80 obviously of an executive nature, and 
require the exercise of qualities so peculiarly adapted to this 
departinent, that a well-organized government can scarcely 
exist when they are taken away from it.” 

Again, the Constitution declares, that Congress 
shall have the power ‘‘to provide for calling forth 
‘the militia to execute the laws of the Union, sup- 
‘ press insurrections, and repel invasions.’’ Ac- 
cordingly, in 1795, in pursuance of this authority, 
and to give it practical operation, Congress provi- 
ded by law, ‘that whenevet the United States shall 
‘ be invaded, or be in imminent danger of invasion, 
‘from any foreign nation or Indian tribe, it shall 
‘be lawful for the President to eall forth such num- 
‘ ber of the militia of the State or States most con- 
‘venient to the place of danger or scene of action 
‘as he may judge necessary to repel such invasion, 
‘and to issue his order for that purpose to such 
‘officer or officers of the militia as he shall think 
t proper.” 

This is the Constitution and law on the subject, 
and it is not denied that the President did right in 
ordering General Taylor as far west as the Nueces; 
but it is claimed that in ordering the troops from 


the Nueces to the Rio Grande he transcended his 
power: first, because the territory between the two 
rivers clearly belonged to Mexico; and, secondly, 
if it did not, it at all events was disputed territory. 


Did the territory belong to Mexico? This involves 


the question of title, which must be decided in this 
case, according to the law regulating titles by right 
of revolution. ‘This position has been conceded, 
I believe, by all the gentlemen who have spoken 
on the other side; and [ therefore maintain that if 
Texas, by right of revolution, acquired title to any 
territory, she acquired title to all she claimed, and 
that, in her claim, she made no distinction between 
that beyond and on this side of the Nueces. 

Now, let usapply the facts, going no further back 


than to the commencement of the revolution. In 


1834, Santa Anna, under the hypocritical pretence 


555 


of the public good, destroyed the federal constitus 
tion af Mexico, and on its ruins established a 
central despotism. The Legislature of Texas and 
Coahuila protested against this act of usurpation. 
By order of Santa Anna, General Cos, at the head 
of the army, broke up the Legislature, imprisoned 
some of the members, and established his head- 
quarters at San Antonio. Hostilities having been 
thus commeneed, and the government overthrown, 
the people of Texas, in their sovereign capacity, 
resolved on revolution. On the 15th of August, 
1835, a meeting at Columbia “ resolved, that a con- 
sultation of all Texas, through her representatives, 
is indispensable,’’ and appointed a committee of 
safety to prepare an address to all the jurisdictions 
of Texas, requesting them to cooperate in the call of 
a consultation of all Texas. Onthe 16th of October, 
the consultation met, and, on the 7th of November, 
unanimously adopted a declaration of rights, in 
which they solemnly declare, that they have taken 
up arms in defence of their rights and liberties; that 
Texas is no longer, morally or civilly, bound by 
the compact of union, and that they would not 
cease to carry on war so long as Mexican troops 
remain within the limits of Texas. On the 13th 
of November, a committée appointed for that pur- 
pose, submitted a constitution for the regulation of 
the Provisional Government, one article of which 
is in these words: 

« Ample power and authority shall be delegated, and are 
hereby given and delegated, to the Governor and Generat 
Council of the Provisional Government of ali Texas to carry 
into full effect the provisions and resolutions adopted by the 
consultation of the chosen delegates of all Texas in general 
convention assembled, for the creation, regulation, and e3- 
tablishment of the said Provisional Government.” 

_I wish now to call the attention of gentlemen to 
this fact, that in all these initiatory proceedings the 
word all is prefixed to the word Texas, clearly in- 
dicating that they designed including Texas not 
only to the Nueces, but to the RioGrande. But we 
are not leftto mere inference on thissubject. On the 
27th of November, 1835, the Provisional Govern- 
ment having gone into operation, Mr. Millard, 
from the Committee on Finance, made a report, in 
which he says: 

‘¢ In this State, we find ourselves, with every basis of per. 
manent income, and every souree of revenue of 2 civilized 
people, possessing an area of 250,000 square miles of terri- 
tory,” &e. ‘ 

Again: 

“ What are the resources of Texas? and. what do they 
consist of? Ifa geographical test only were applied, the an- 
swer would soon be given. Point to the map, and compare 
the area of Texas with that of any State of the United States 
of America, and we will find that she comprises within ker 
limits as much territory as four of the largest States of the 
Union put together, to wit: New York, Pennsyivania, Vir- 
ginia, and Ohio.” 

‘The whole of Texas, comprised between the Sabine and 
the Rio Grande, is computed to contain 250,000 square 
miles.” 

Here, then, we have a key to the whole matter, 
expressly declaring that the ‘ all of Texas,” or the 
‘s whole of Texas,” meant Texas to the Rio Grande. 

And now, sir, having shown, from the initiatory 
proceedings of the people of Texas, in their sov- 
ereign and legislative capacity, that they determine 
ed to resist the usurpations of Santa Anna, and in 
that resistance claimed all the territory between the 
Sabine and Rio Grande, let us inquire whether by 
right of revolution they perfécted that claim. 

In the fall of 1835, General Cog, who, as I said, 
had taken up his headquarters at San Antonio, 
was forced into a capitulation, and on the 11th of 
December, 1835, articles of capitulation were en- 
tered into by commissioners chosen by the com- 
manders of the respective forces, and which were 
on the same day ratified by Geneyals Cos and Bur- 
lezon, in person. 

[ read from that agreement the Ist and the 14th 
stipulations, as follows: ; 

«lst. That General Cos and his officers retire, with their 
arms and private property, into the interior of the Republic, 
under parole of honor, that they will notin any way oppose 
the establishment of the Federal Constitution of 1821.7 

& 14th. General Burleson will furnish General Cos with 
such provisions as can be obtained, necessary for his troops 
to the Rio Grande, at the ordinary price of the country.’ 

Thus it will be seen that even before. the people 
of Texas determined on a separate national exist- 
ence, and while they were yet fighting for the res- 
toration of the constitution of 1824, the Rio Grande 
was made and recognized as the dividing line. | 

After the defeat and surrender of General Cos, 
Santa Anna himself took command of the Mexi- 
can forces, and immediately began to advance to- 
wards the Rio Grande. The Texan army began 
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to concentrate on *‘the western frontier, to roll 
back the bloody tide of war upon the common 
enemy.” A convention was called, and the people 
of Texas declared themselves a free and independ- 
ent nation. With rapid strides the Mexican forces 
advanced. The Alamo fell, and the gallant Travis 
and his brave associates consecrated their lives to 
the cause of freedom. Fannin surrendered, and 
in cold blood was butchered; and still the enemy 
advanced, until the last desperate battle, on the 
bloody fields of San Jacinto, gave freedom to a 
nation and captivity to a tyrant. 

Soon after ihe battle of San Jacinto, the Govern- 
ment of Texas commenced a treaty with the cap- 
tive President of Mexico. On the 14th of May, 
1836, two treaties, the one open, the other secret, 
were executed. I will now call the attention of the 
House to a few articles in these treaties, not so 
much for the purpose of establishing title to the 
` territory, as with a view of showing that the Rio 
Grande was always looked upon as the dividing 
line between Texas and Mexico. 


The second article of the public treaty is in these, 


words: 
« All hostilities between the Mexican and Texan troops 
will cease immediately, both on land and water.” 
The third article provides that 
‘The Mexican troops will evacuate the territory of Texas, 
passing to the other side of the Rio Grande de! Norte:*? 
I will now allude to the secret treaty, in which 
Santa Anna stipulates to do certain things, and not 
to do certain other things: © 
¢ ARTICLE 2. He will give his orders, that in the shortest 
time the Mexican troops may learn the treaty of Texas.” 
‘Art 3. He will so prepare matters in the Cabinet of 
Mexico, that the mission that may he sent thither by the Gov- 
ernment of Texas may be well received, and that by mears 
of negotiations all differences may be settled, and that the 
independence that has been declared by the convention may 
be acknowledged.” 
 & ART. 4. A treaty of commerce, amity, and limits, will 
be established between Mexico and Texas, the territory of 
the latter not to be extended beyond the Rio Bravo del 
Norte.” 
Thus, sir, it will be seen that both these treaties 
recognized the Rio Grande as the dividing line, 
the second article of the public treaty expressly 
providing ‘that the Mexican troops will evacuate 
the territory of Texas, passing to the other side of 
the Rio Grande;”’ and the fourth article of the se- 
cret treaty providing, that a treaty of limita shall 
- be established between Texas and Mexico, pro- 
vided the territory of Texas shall not be extended 
beyond the Rio Bravo. But we are told that these 
treaties are not evidence of title, because they were 
made by Santa Anna while a prisoner of war, and 
therefore not binding on Mexico. Admit it for 
the sake of the argument: I quoted these treaties, 


ment at the city of Mexico, by ministers plenipotentiary to 
be deputed by the Government of Texas for this high pér- 
Ost. 

Sth. That the following be, and the same are hereby, es- 
tablished and made the dines of demarcation between the 
two republics of Mexico and Texas, to wit: The line shall 
commence at the estuary or mouth of the Rio Grande, on 
the western bank thereof, and shal! pursue the same bank 
up the said river, to the point where the river assumes the 
name of the Rio Bravo del Norte, from which point it shall 
proceed on the said western bank to the head waters or 
source of said river, it being understood that the terms Rio 
Grande and Rio Bravo del Norte, apply to and designate one 
and the same stream. From the source of said river, the 
ptincipal head branch being taken to ascertain that source, 
a due north line shall be run until it shall intersect the bound- 
ary line established and described in the treaty negotiated by 
and between the Government of Spain and the Government 
of the United States of the North: which line was subse- 
quently transferred to and adopted in the treaty of limits 
inade between the Governinent of Mexico and that of the 
United States; and from this point of intersection, tbe line 
shall be the same as was made and established in and by the 
several treaties above mentioned, to continue to the mouth 
or outlet of the Sabine river, and froin thence to the Gulf of 
Mexico. 
8th. The President and Cabinet of the Republic of Texas, 
exercising the high powers confided to them by the people of 
Texas, do, for and in consideration of the toregoing stipuia- 
tions, solemnly engage to refrain from taking the life of the 
President Santa Anna, and of the several officers of his late 
army, whom the events of war have made prisoners in their 
hands, and to liberate the President Santa Anna, with his 
private secretary, and cause him to be conveyed in one of 
the national vessels of Texas to Vera Cruz, in order that he 
may more promptly and effectually obtain the ratification of 
this compact, and the negotiations of the definitive treaty 
herein contemplated by the Government of Mexico with the 
Government or Texas. 
9th. The release of the President Santa Anna shall be 
inade immediately on receiving the signatures of the Gen- 
erals Don Vincente Filisola, Don Jozé Urea, Don Joachin 
Ramires y Sesma, and Don Antonio Gaona, to this agree- 
ment, and bis conveyance to Vera Cruz as soon afterwards 
as inay be convenient. 


This treaty defines the boundaries of Texas, and 
was executed by all the officers of the army of Mex- 
ico, and that, too, when they were not under arrest. 
Santa Anna was restored to his liberty, and all the 
stipulations on the part of Texas carefully complied 
with; and it was not, therefore, in the power of 
Mexico to annul the act. 

But we have been frequently told, that ifeven the 
territory between the Nueces and the Rio Graride 
did not belong to Mexico, at all events it was 
disputed, and that the resolutions of annexation 
left the question of boundary open for negotiation. 
By the act of 1836, and subsequent Jegislation by 
the Texan Congress, the Rio Grande was made the 
western boundary. Texas had no other boundary 
on her records. Mexico claimed to the Sabine, 
Texas to the Rio Grande; making the whole of 
Texas, and not a part, the subject of dispute. 
Thus matters stood at the date of annexation, Mex- 
ico prptesting against the act,and solemnly averring, 


not as evidence of title, but as evidence of the fact, || by her minister ? that she would maintain her ttle 
that while Mexico was fighting for the Sabine, || tO the whole of Texas by every means in her power. 
Texas was fighting for the Rio Grande, and that Now, l would ask you, sir, when you admitted 
there was no intermediate line. I will now call || Texas into the Union, what did you admit? Did 
the attention of the committee to another treaty. || you admit a State without any boundaries? Cer- 
I allude to-that made between the President and || tainly not. What, then, were her boundaries, and 
Cabinet of Texas on one side, and Santa Anna and || how do you find them? Sir, you look upon her 
the officers under his command on the other side; ||,records, (and you have no right to go beyond that;) 
or what has sometimes been called the military || up to that boundary you admit her, and up to it 


treaty. 
cles: 


Whereas the President Santa Anna, with divers officers of 
his late army, is a prisoner of war in charge of the army of 
Texas, and is desiroys of terminating the contest now exist- 
ing between the Government of Texas and that of Mexico, 
in whet desire the generals above named do fully concur; 
an 


I give the preamble and a few of the arti- 


Whereas the President of the Republic of Texas and the 
Cabinet are also willing to stay the further effusion of blood, 
and to see the two neighboring Republics placed in relations 
of friendship on terms of reciprocal advantage ; 

Therefore, it is agreed by the President Santa Anna and 
the Generals Don Vincente Filisola, Don José Urea, Don Jo- 
achin Ramires y Sesma, and Don Antonio Gaona, 

‘Ist. That the armies of Mexico shall, with all practicable 
expedition, evacuate the territory ef ‘Texas, and retire to 
Monterey, beyond the Rio Grande. 

3d. That the army of Texas are to march westwardly, and 
to occupy such posts as the commanding general may thik 
proper, on the east side of the Rio Grande, or Rio Bravo del 
orte 


4th. That the President Santa Anna, in his official char- 
acter as Chief of the Mexican nation, and the Generals Don 
Vincente Filisola, Don José Urea, Don Joachin Raimires y 
Sesma, and Don Antonio Gaona, as chiefs of armies, do sol- 
ennly acknowledge, sanction, and ratify the full, entire, and 
p independence of the Republic of Texas, with such 
undaries as are hereafter set forth and agreed upon for 
the same. And they do solemnly and respectively pledge 
themselves, with all their personal and official attributes, to 


procure, without delay, the final and complete ratification. 


` and confirmation of this agreement, and all the parts thereof, 
by the proper and legitimate Government of Mexico, by the 
incorporation of the same into a solemn and perpetual treaty 
of amity and commerce, to be negotiated with that Govern- 


you are bound todefend her. But, say gentlemen, 
that record is void, being inconsistent with the res- 
olutions of annexation [I tell you no; and that, if 
even there ìs a dispute as to the boundary, yet you 
are bound to recognize the boundary upon the 
record as correct, until it is changed by the method 
provided by the terms of annexation. 

But admit, for the sake of the argument, that 
there was no settled boundary, and that the ques- 
tion was left open for negotiation and settlement in 
that way. Did we not propose to settle the matter 
in that way? Was not General Almonte advised 
on the subject before and after he suspended diplo- 
matic relations? Did not our Government make 
effort after effort to renew diplomacy, with a view 
to settle all our difficulties? Was not our forbear- 
ance to Mexico such as we would have exercised 
toward no other nation of the world? What, then, 
could we do? Sir, there was no alternative left us 
but either to yield to proud, haughty, military 
Mexico all she claimed, or maintain our rights in 
the manner we did. Let me call the attention of 
gentlemen on the other side of the House to the 
sentiments of one of their own Presidents on this 
subject. John Tyler, in his message of December, 
1844, speaking of the intended invasion of Texas 
by Mexico, says: ‘‘ Seeing, then, that new prep- 
‘ arations far hostile invasion of Texas were about 
‘to be adopted by Mexico, and that these were 


‘brought about because Texas had adopted the 
‘ suggestions of the Executive upon the subject of 
‘annexation, it could not possibly have folded its — 
‘arms and permitted a war, threatened to be ac- 
‘companied by every act that could mark a barbar- 
‘ous age, to be waged against her because she had 
‘done so.” 


Here, sir, we have the declarations of a Whi 
President, taking the strong ground that he woul 
have interfered against Mexican invasions even 
before annexation was consummated, had an at- 
tempt at invasion been made. 

Sir, there was but one course that President 
Polk could adopt. The resolutions of annexation 
had passed both Houses of Congress, and were 
about to be sanctioned by the people of Texas. 
Mexico had repeatedly declared, in advance, that 
she would consider the act equivalent to a declara- 
tion of war. General Almonte left the country 
with bitter threatenings on his lips. All diplomatic 
relations were suspended. Mexican forces were 
concentrating on the Rio Grande, with the avowed 
purpose of subjugating all of Texas. The Con- 
stitution and laws make it the duty of the Presi- 
dent to repel invasions, and therefore left no alter- 
native for the President but to put forward a suf- 
ficient force to meet the crisis. Accerdingly, on 
the 28th of May, 1845, Secretary Marcy, in writing 
to General Taylor, says: 

«I am ordered by the President to cause the forces now 
under your commands and those which may be assigned to 
it, to be put in a position where they may most promptly and 
efficiently act in defence of Texas, in the event it shall be- 
come necessary and proper to employ then for that purpose. 
The information received by the Executive warrants the be- 


lief that Texas will shortly accede to the terms of annexa- 
tion. 


In the same letter: 


« Should the territories of Texas be invaded by a foreign 
Power, and you shall receive certain intelligence, through 
her functionaries, of that fact, after her convention shall 
have acceded to the terms of annexation contained in the 
resolutions of Congress, you will at once employ, in the most 
effective manner your judgment may dictate, the forces un- 
der your command for the defence of these territories, and 
to expel invaders.” 


Here, then, in the first letter to General Tayl 
he has orders to prepare himself, that, in the evelit 
of Texas agreeing to the resolutions of annexa- 
tion, he may defend her territories, and expel the 
invaders. 

On the 15th June, he is directed, in anticipation 
of the acceptance of the terms of the resolutions, 
«which will constitute Texas an integral portion 
‘of our country, to make a forward movement of 
‘the troops under his command, and advance to the 
‘mouth of the Sabine, or to such other point of the 
‘Gulf of Mexico or its navigable waters as in his 
‘judgment would be most convenient for an em- 
‘barkation, at the proper time, for the western fron- 
‘tier of Texas.” In the same letter, ne was told: 


The point of your ultimate destination is the western 
frontier of Texas, where you will select and occupy, on or 
near the Rio Grande, such a site as will consist with the 
health of the troops, and will be best adapted to repel inva- 
sion and protect what, in the event of annexation, will be 
our western border. You will limit yourself to the defence 
of the territory of Texas, unless Mexico should declare war 
against the United States. Your movement for the Gulf of 
Mezico, and your preparations to embark for the western fron- 
tier of Texas, are to be made without any delay; bul you will 
not effect a landing on that frontier until you have uscertained 
the due acceptance by Texas of the terms of annexation.” 


On the 8th of July, Secretary Marcy writes to 
General Taylor in these words: 


“This department is informed that Mexico has some mil- 
itary establishments on the east side of the Rio Grande, 
which are, and for some time have been, in the actual occu- 
pancy of her troops. In carrying out the instructions bere- 
tofore received, you will be careful to avoid any acts of ag- 
gression, unless an actual state of war should exist. The 
Mexican forces at the ports in their possession, and which 
have been so, will not be disturbed, so long as the relations 
of peace between the United States and Mexico continue.” 


Again, on the 30th of July, Secretary Marcy 
writes : 


« While avoiding, as you have been instructed to do, all 
aggressive measures towards Mexico, as long as the rela- 
tions of peace exist between that Republic and the United 
States, you are expected to occupy, protect, and defend the 
territory of Texas to the extent that it has been occupied by 
the people of Texas. The Rio Grande is claimed é be the 
boundary between the two countries, and up to this bound- 
ary you are to extend your protection, only excepting any 
posts on the eastern side thereof, which are in the actual 
occupaucy of Mexican forces or Mexican settlements, over 
which the Republic of Texas did not exercise jurisdiction 
at the period of annexation, or shortly before that event. It 
is expected that in selecting the establishment for yeur 
troops, you will approach as near the boundary line—the 
Rio Grande—as prudence will dictate. With this view, the 
President desires that your position, for part of your forces 
at least, should be west of the river Nueces.”? 
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Here, then, we have four different communica- 
tions to General Taylor, the substance of which 
are, that he shall prepare to remove his forces to 
Texas, that, in the event that Texas accedes to 
the resolutions of annexation, and Mexico at- 
tempts an invasion, he may be prepared to repel 
the Mexican forces; that to this end hig ultimate 
destination will be the Rio Grande; that he shall, 
without delay, approach some point near that river, 
but in his march to be careful not to interrupt the 
Mexican posts or settlements on this side; and 
that, to this end, a part of his troops shall be west of 
the Nueces. l 

Now, let us look for a moment at General Tay- 
lor’s reply to these several communications. 

On the 20th July, 1845, he acknowledged the 
receipt of the letter of the 8th, and, after speaking 
of the instructions relative to the Mexican settle- 
ments on the east side the Rio Grande, he adds: 

‘¢ These instructions will be closely obeyed, and the de- 
partment may rest assured that I will take no step to inter- 
rupt the friendly relutions between the United States and 
Mexico.” 

Now, sir, it has frequently been said, that the 
instructions of the 8th were an admission that Mex- 
ico had possession of the country on the Jeft bank 
of the Rio Grande; and it is true that the Presi- 
dent was informed that there were some military 
posts there; but he never acknowledged their right 
to be there, and only cautioned General Taylor, 
that, so long as the relations of peace continued, 
he should not -interfere with them, as it was un- 
necessary to do so, and a different course might 
bring on a collision of arms, which he wished, if 
possible, to avoid. That General Taylor so un- 
derstood these instructions, is very evident from 
the language of his reply. 

On the 15th of August, 1845, he acknowledged 
the receipt of the letters of July 28 and 30; and 
then adds: _ 

«Iam gratified to find that my measures thus far have 
met with the approbation of the Government and general- 
in-chief; and, particularly, to find that I have but anticipated 


the wishes of the President in taking up a position west of 
the Nueces.’ 


General Taylor, in his letter of October 4, first 
ives his reasons why he did not comply with Mr. 
ancroft’s instructions of June 15, directing him 

to take up his quarters near the Rio Grande, and 
why he stopped at Corpus Christi. He then gives 
his reasons why that had proved to be the best 
point, and then says: ` | 


& For these reasons, our position thus far has, I think, 
been the best possible ; but now that the entire force will be 
soon concentrated, it may well be a question whether the 
views of Government will be bestcarried out by our reinain- 
ing at this point. Itis with great deference that I make any 
suggestions on topics which may become matters of delicate 
negotiation; but if our Government, in settling the question 
of boundary, makes the line of the Rio Grande an ultimatum, 
I cannot doubt that the settlement will be greatly facilitated 
and hastened by our taking possession at once of one or two 
suitable points on or quite near that river.” 


And then, after giving his reasons for this opin- 
ion, he adds: : 

«& Mexico having as yet made no positive declaration of 
war, or committed any overt act of hostilities, I do not feel 
at liberty, under my instructions, particularly those of July 
8, to make a forward movement to the Rio Grande, without 
authority from the War Department.” 


On the 24th October, Commodore Conner wrote 
General Taylor, informing him that ‘‘ the Mexican 
‘Government had accepted the proposal made by 
‘that of our country to arrange the existing diffi- 
‘culties by negotiation,” and that the information 
had been despatched to Washington. 

On the 7th of November, General Taylor writes 
to the War Department; encloses a copy of Com- 
modore Conner’s letter; acknowledges the receipt 
of the letter of October 16; said he had declined 
answering it fully until he got an answer to his of 
October 4, which covered in part the same ground. 
He then adds: 

‘©The news froin Mexico, however, tends to modify, in 
some degree, the views expressed in that communication, 
(October 4.) The position now occupied by the troops may, 
perhaps, be the best while negotiations are pending, oF; at 
any rate, until a disposition shall be manifested by Mexico 
to protract them unreasonably. Under the supposition that 
such may be the view of the department, I shall make no 
movement from this point, except for the purpose of exam- 
ining the country, until further instructions are received.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there have been various 
constructions given to this correspondence, and 
especially to the letters of October 4 and Novem- 
ber 7. y own opinion is, that no gentleman has 
given the true construction. On the 4th of October, 
General Taylor gave it as his. opinion, that up to 


that time Corpus Christi was the best point that 
he could possibly have occupied. After stating 
what the instructions of June 15 were, and that 
Point Isabel would have fulfilled more fully than 
any other position the conditions imposed by the 
Secretary of War, he goes on and gives the reasons 
why he did not take that position: | 

« He had no artillery, no engineer force or appliances, and 
but a moderate amount of infantry. Under these circum- 
stances, the occupation of Point Isabel might have compro- 
mised the safety of his command. I therefore (says he) 
determined to take up the next accessible position in the 
rear, which is the mouth of the Nueces river.” 

All the information which he had obtained be- 
fore leaving New Orleans, seemed to point to Cor- 
pus Christi as the most suitable point for concen- 
tration. And, although, before the instructions of 
July 30 had reached him, he would have preferred 
a position on the left bank of the river, yet a 
careful examination of the country had already 
convinced him that none could be found combin- 
ing so many advantages as fhis—that every day’s 
experience had confirmed these impressions. Cor- 
pus Christi is healthy, easily supplied, well situa- 
ted to hold in observation the Rio Grande, from 
Matamoros to Laredo. A salutary moral effect 
was exercised on the Mexicans. The traders carry 
home favorable news of our camp and discipline. 
‘¢ For these reasons our position thus far has been 
‘the best possible; but now thatthe entire force will 


‘soon be concentrated, it may well be a question’ 


‘ whether the views of Government will be best car- 
‘ried out by our remaining at this point.” Now, 
sir, let me here ask, what are the views of Gov- 
ernment which he thought would not be best car- 
ried out by his remaining at Corpus Christi?: I 
answer, they are found in previous communica- 
tions. They consist in this, that our Government 
claimed the Rio Grande as our western boundary, 
and was determined to maintain that claim. This 
is clear from the language of Secretary Marcy, in 
his letter of October 16, when he tells General 
Taylor— 

« Previous instructions will have put you in possession of 
the views of the Government of the United States, not only 
as to the extent of its territorial claims, but of its determina- 
tion to assert them. In carrying out these instructions, you 
will be left very much to your-own judgment, by reason of 
your superior knowledge of locaties, and the earlier notice 
you mgy receive of the probable views of Mexico and the 
movements of her troops.” 

These are the views of Government to which he 
alludes, and above everything else is the protection 
of Texas up to the Rio Grande. He then adda: 

« It is with great deference that I make any suggestions 
on topics which may become matter of delicate negotiation; 
but if our Government, in settling the question of boundary, 
makes the line of the Rio Grande our ultimatum, I cannot 
doubt but the settlement will be greatly facilitated and hast- 
ened by our taking possession at once of one or two suita- 
ble points on or quite near that river.” 

And now, sir, let me here ask, what kind of set- 
tlement does he allude to? I answer, settlement 
by negotiation. And why will that be facilitated 
and hastened by taking position on the Rio 
Grande? It will be hastened and facilitated, or, in 
other words, it will bring about negotiation, and 
facilitate it when brought about, for the reason 
that ‘our strength and preparation will be dis- 
played. in a manner not to be misunderstood.’’ 
‘sc However salutary may be the effect produced 
‘upon the border people by our presence here, we 
‘are too far from the frontier to impress the Gov- 
‘ernment of Mexico with our readiness to vindi- 
‘cate by force of arms, if necessary, our title to the 
‘country as far as the Rio Grande.’ These are 
the reasons why a position on or near the river 
will bring about negotiation. Let us display our 
force, and let them know what our intentions are. 
But under his instructions he does not feel autho- 
rized to make the move without further directions 
from the War Department. 

I repeat it, sir, the object that General Taylor 
had in view in ordering a removal of the troops 
from Corpus Christi to the Rio Grande, was to 
bring about a negotiation for the settlement of our 
difficulties with Mexico. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Coss] seemed to think that he al- 
luded to the particular negotiation which was soon 
after proposed. I do not think so. General Tay- 
lor knew nothing of the intended effort at negoti- 
ation at the time he wrote his letter of October 4. 
His position was stronger than this. It was not 
that Mexico would accede to our proposition to 
negotiate. No, sir, no. It was that Mexico, see- 
ing our determination to assert and maintain our 
line up to the Rio Grande, would induce her to 
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make the offer of negotiation. But we are told 
that the letter of November 7 modifies that ọf 
October 4. It does, sir. It modifies it just so far- 
as there has been a change of circumstances in the 
mean time. On the 6th of November General Tay- 
lor received a letter from Commodore Conner, 
informing‘him that Mexico had accepted a propo- | 
sition to arrange the existing difficulties by negoti- 
ation; and then, on the 7th of November, writing 
to the War Department, enclosing Commodore 
Conner’s letter, and mentioning his views as ex- 
pressed in the letter of the 4th, he adds: : 
“ The intelligence from Mexico, however, tends to modi- 
fy, in some degree, the views expressed in that communi- 
cation. The position’ now occupied by the troops may, 
perhaps, be the best while negotiatiogs are pending, or, at 
any rate, until a disposition shall be manifested by Mexico 
to protract them unreasonably. Under the supposition that 


such may be the view of the department, I shall make no 
movement from this point until further instructed.” 


Now, sir, let us see how beautifully these letters 
correspond, and how positively they recommend 
the same policy. On the 4th of October, no propo- 
sition for negotiation pending, he writes to the 
department and tells them, if you intend to make — 
the Rio Grande an ultimatum, move your troops 
up to it, display your force, and your determina- 
tion to maintain your rights, and it will be the 
means of hastening, bringing about, and facilita- 
ting negotiation. But, on the 7th of November, 
propositions for negotiation then having been made 
and accepted, the reasons forremoving the troops 
no longer exist; Mexico agrees to treat without 
being induced to it by.a display of our forces on 
the Rio Grande; and, inasmuch as it is no longer 
necessary to move for the purpose of bringing 
about negotiation, therefore, the position now occu- 
pied is perhaps the best, while negotiations are 
pending, or, at least, until she manifests a dispo- 
sition to protract them unreasonably; but then, go 
so soon as negotiation ends or is unreasonably 
protracted, move your forces to the Rio Grande. 

And now, having thus given my views of the 
correspondence between the War Department and 
General Taylor, up to the 7th of November, 1845, 
let us turn our attention for a moment to what was 
transpiring at the capital of Mexico. 

On the 15th of September, 1845, Mr. Black, our 
consul at the city of Mexico, was directed to pro- 
pose to the Mexican Minister of Foreign Relations 
a renewal of the diplomatic relations between the 
two Governments. 

On the 15th of October, 1845, he received an 
answer, acceding to the propositions of our Gov- 
ernment, accompanied with a request that our 
squadron be ordered out of the port of Vera Cruz, 
and that the person sent to negotiate a settlement of 
existing difficulties should be endowed with quali- 
ties proper to the attainment of such ends. 

On the 10th of November, 1845, Mr. Slidell was 
sent on his mission, and on the 2ist of December 
following was rejected by Herrera’s Government. 
And now here I wish to remark, that from a very 
careful examination of the correspondence in which 
Mr. Black, Mr. Slidell, and the Mexican minister, 
Mr. Peña y Peña, were the parties, I have no 
doubt it was the wish of Gerieral Herrera that. 
diplomacy should be renewed, with a view to a 

eaceful settlement of all our difficulties. But, sir, 

e very soon discovered the difficulties surround- 
ing him; he soon discovered that some of the mil- 
itary spirits of the country were resolved first upon 
an overthrow of his Government, and next upon 
a war with this country. This was in accordance 
with the feelings of a large majority of the people, 
and his pacific overtures were seized upon by Pa- 
redes as a pretext upon which to place himself in 

ower. Herrera saw the storm gathering around 

is head. He knew the lever that was being used 
against him. He had ‘not the moral courage to 
meet the crisis; and on the 30th December, 1845, 
without a struggle, quietly yielded up the Govern- 
ment to the war influence of the country, with Pa- 
redes atits head. And, sir, any gentleman who 
will carefully examine the history of this whole 
affair will be forced irresistibly to the conclusion, 
that with the first rejection of Mr. Slidell and over- 
throw of Herrera’s Government ended all hope of 
peaceful negotiation. l 

It will be borne in mind, that one of the errors 
into which Herrera was led, in part by his own 
pusillanimity, and in part by the force of circum- 
stances, was, that he submitted the propa aon as 
to the reception or rejection of Mr. Slidell to what 


' was termed the Council of Goyernment. He sought 
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to escape the responsibility of action, by shifting 


it upon the shoulders of others, at the same time 
anxious that they should receive our minister, 
with the hope that in that event he could retain 
his power. 

On the 17th of December, 1845, Mr. Slidell be- 
came satisfied as to the result, and dtcordingly 
` wrote to Mr. Buchanan, giving a detailed account 
of all that had taken place; enclosed copies of hig 
correspondence; and, on the next day, added, by 
way of postscript, that he had received a paper 
containing the decision of the Council of Govern- 
ment against his reception, and which paper he 
also enclosed. This intelligence was received at 
the War Department on the 12th of January, 1846; 
and on the day foNowing, a letter was sent to Gen- 
éral Taylor, ordering him to move from Corpus 
Christi tó the left bank of the Rio Grande; and 
this order is said to have been the immediate cause 
of the war. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not my wish to pursue this 
subject any further. I trust I have shown that 
Mexico commenced the war, and is responsible for 
the evils that have followed in its train; that the 
title to our territory was perfect to the left bank of 
the Rio Grande; that it was the duty of the Presi- 


dent to resist invasion up to that line; that the order | 


of the 13th of January was in strict accordance 
with the previousty expressed opinions of General 
Taylor; that all efforts at negotiation had failed; 
that Mexico had concentrated her forces with the 
avowed purpose of invading and subjugating Tex- 
as; and that it therefore became the imperative duty 
of the President to meet the crisis. He did meet 
it, and the nation will sustain the act. 

The question was then put on the amendment 
of Mr. McCLeLLanD, and it was adopted. 

Mr. FICKLIN moved to add at the end of the 
resolution the following proviso: 

Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall be so 
construed as to require the payment of any expenses incur- 
red prior to the organization of companies hy the election of 
their officers. 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved to amend the bill by 
inserting before the words, ‘* Provided, however,” 
the words, ‘and such as are allowed by law to 
the troops-of the United States.” Rejected. 

Mr. RUMSEY moved to strike out of the reso- 
lution the words, ‘‘ or for money advanced to the 
‘commanding officers of any regiment, battalion, or 
company, for the purpose aforesaid.’ Agreed to. 

r. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to add at the 
end of the resolution the following: 


Provided, further, That nothing herein contained shall be 
construed to authorize the refunding of any money than such 
as woitild have been paid or advanced by the proper oficere 
ef the United States, had such officers been present. 


Mr. JONES explained his amendment. 

After a-few remarks by Messrs. BROWN, 
of Mississippi, DICKINSON, MILLER, and 
PHELPS— 

The committee rose and reported progress. 

And then the House adjourned. 


` IN SENATE.. 
Wepnespar, March 29, 1848. 


Mr. MILLER presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of New Jersey, in favor of a law to 
provide for the reimbursement of expenses incur- 
red by William Napton‘and Alexander F. Arnold 
in raising a company of volunteers to serve in the 
Mexican war; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition from citizens 
of New Hampshire, asking a reduction of postage 
to One cent on papers and two cents on letters; 
whith was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. E 

Also, a petition from citizens of Pennsylvania, 
for the abolition of slavery in the United States; 
i motion to receive which was laid on the ta- 

é. ' 

Mr. DIX presented a petition from the Society 
for the Reformation of Juvenile Delinquents, ask- 
ing to be released from a judgment obtained against 
them by the United States for the purchase money 
stipulated to be paid for the property now occupied 
as a house of refuge; which was referred to the 

ommittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from Rebec- 
ca Heald, asking tômpensation far property de- 
streyed during the wer with Great Britèin; whieh 
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was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. i 

Also, a petition from citizens of Missouri, ask- 
ing the right of preémption to certain lands settled 
and cultivated by them; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Land Claims. 


Mr. BELL presented two memorials from citi- 
zens of Terinessee, all numerously signed, asking 
an appropriation for the repair of the dam at Cum- 
berland Island, in the Ohio river. 

Mr. BELL explained that this petition was nu- 
merously signed by some thousands of persons, 
masters of boats, merchants, traders, planters, &c.; 
and their object was to obtain an appropriation for 


the repair of the dam at the head of Cumberland 


Island, in the Ohio river. . That dam was erected 
about fifteen years ago, and had answered the 
purpose of its construction until within the last 
two or three years, when, in consequence of dam- 
age caused by the freshets, a breach had been made 
in its the effect of which had been a great incon- 
venience to the public, and much injury to vessels 
navigating the river. Unless some repair should 
speedily be made, the navigation would be entire- 
ly stopped, to the great injury of all the western 
States, the trade from which took that direction. 
The original intention of the construction, which 
was to throw the channel towards the left bank of 
the river, had been entirely thwarted by the injury 


‘received by the dam. Great losses had already 


occurred, exceeding in amount the original cost of 
the work. Boats had frequently been placed in 
imminent danger, and, on one occasion, some two 
years ago, he was himself exposed to great peril, 
having been for some four-and-twenty hours sus- 
pended between life and death He stated that an 
appropriation for the repairs of the dam would not 
be liable to the constitutional objections of the 
President; and his only apprehension was, that it 
would encounter opposition from those interested 
in smaller but rival works. He trusted, however, 
that the great importance of this object to all the 
western States, would enable it to triumph over all 
opposition. 

The memorials were then referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. | 


Mr. CRITTENDEN likewise presented several 
memorials from Kentucky and Illinois, in retation 
to the same, and drew the attention of the Senate, 
and the committee in particular, to the necessity 
for the repair of the dam; which were referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


Mr. ALLEN, in pursuance of notice, obtained 
leave to bring in a joint resolution giving the con- 
gratulations of Congress to the French people, 
(published in yesterday’s proceedings. ) 

The resolution was read, and the Secretary was 
proceeding to read it a second time; when— 

Mr. MILLER objected to the second reading, 
unless for the purpose of reference. 

Mr. ALLEN could see no necessity for a refer- 
ence. Ifthe second reading was objected to, that 
putastop to present proceeding. Heshould, how- 
ever, move to have the resolution printed for the 
use of the Senate; which was agreed to. 


Mr. ASHLEY, in pursuance of notice, intro- 
duced a bill explanatory of theeact entitled ** An 
act to raise, for a limited time, an additional mili- 
tary force, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice, and_referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported House bill to change 
the location of certain light-houses and buoys, with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. D. said he had been instructed by the Gom- 
mittee on Commerce to ask that the bill might be 
immediately considered; when, after explaining its 
object, which was simply to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to change the locations of cer- 
tain light-houses and buoys, the mation was agreed 
to, and the bill read a third time and passed. 


Mr. CASS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported House bill for the relief of Colonel 
allace, without amendment. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. YULEE, 

Resolved, That the President be requested to transmit to 
the Senate any documents or evidence on file in any of the 
Executive departments relative to the sefvices of Captain 
McClellan’s edmpany ef Florida veluntests in the yser 
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The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Breese on the 23d instant, was taken up and 
adopted : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War he directed to inform 
the Senate what quantity of public land has been reserved. 
from sale and settlement at and near Fort Snelling, on the 
Upper Mississippi river; stating the quantity on each bank 
of the river so reserved; the purpose to which the lands are 
devoted; the amount of force at that post, averaging it for 
the last five years; and whether, in his opinion, the lands 
reserved on the east bank of the river are really for any 
military purposes. 

The bill from the House making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department, &c., was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the bill 
concerning the Supreme Court of the United States, 


&c., was taken up, and made the special order for 


Friday. 
CALIFORNIA CLAIMS. 

On motion of Mr. CASS, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill for ascertaining and paying 
certain claims in California. . 

Mr. DIX addressed the Senate as follows: 

Mr. PresiwEenT: The transactions out of which 
the claims provided for by the bill under consider- 
ation arose, were explained yesterday in the brief 
but very pertinent and lucid remarks of the honor- 
able Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] as chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, before 
which the testimony substantiating the claims was 
taken. I hold in my hand the printed document 
containing this testimony, and before I sit down [ 
will read some portions of it to the Senate, though 
I may perhaps but present what is familiar to all. 

I do not know that any explanation further than 
that which has already been given by the honor- 
able Senator from Michigan is necessary to vindi- 
cate the propriety of passing the bill. The pecu- 
niary obligations, for the discharge of which it 
provides, were contracted in good faith, for the 
purpose of subduing the country and of expelling 
from it the military forces of Mexico. In the ex- 
ecution of these objects, the young and accom- 
plished officer at the head of our troops, Colonel 
Frémont, exhibited a combination of energy, 
promptitude, sagacity, and prudence, which snd - 
cates the highest capacity for civil and military 
command; and, in connection with what he has 
done for the cause of science, it has given him a 
reputation at home and abroad of which men much 
older and more experienced than himself might 
well be proud. That the country will do justice 
to his valuable and distinguished services I enter- 
tain not the slightest doubt. 

The objects accomplished by Colonel Frémont, 
as subsequent developments have shown, were far 
more important than those I have referred to. 
There is no doubt that his rapid and decisive 
movements kept California out of the hands of 
British subjects, and perhaps out of the hands of 
the British Government; and it is in this point of 
view that I desire to, present the subject to the 
Senate. If these transactions stood alone, if the 
constituted an isolated case, I might not deem it 
necessary to call attention to them. But as a part 
of asystem to all appearances deliberately entered 
upon and steadily pursued, it seems to me that 
they may justly claim a more extensive consider- 
ation than would otherwise be due to them. 

While discussing the bill to raise an additional 
military force in January last, I stated some facts 
in illustration of the en¢roachments of Great Brit- 
ain on the southern portion of the North American 
continent. I alluded particularly to her movements 
on the Mosquito coast, where she is establishing 
herself under the pretence of giving protection to an 
insignificant tribe of Indians, but in reality to gain 
possession of a territory not only intrinsically valua- 
ble on account of its natural products, but doubly 
so to her on account of its advantages of position. 
This occupation does not rest upon the ground of 
an original establishment on territory unreclaimed 
from its primeval solitude, or even on territory 
not reduced to actual possession by its first discov- 
erer. It is a portion of the old Spanish dominion 
in North America, constituting, after the dissolu- 
tion of the empire of Spain in the western hemis 
sphere,a part of the confederation of Central Amer- 
ica, and now an integral part of the States of 
Honduras and Nicaragua: and if the power of. 
Spain had continued unbroken, this unjustifiable en- 
creachment would not have been heard of. I stated 
an a former oecasion that the tersitery ecrupied in. 
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the name of the Mosquito nation by Great Britain 
contains about 40,000 square miles, nearly as large 
a surface as that of the State of New York, and 
that she had recently sought to extend her posses- 
sion by forcible means to the river San Juan de 
Nicaragua, near the eleventh parallel of latitude, 
one degree further south than the territory actually 
claimed as belonging to the Mosquitos according 
to her own geographical delineations. _ 

Nearly a century ago some connection existed 
between Great Britain and the Mosquito Indians; 
but the territory was abandoned by her under treaty 
stipulations with Spain. When the connection 
was renewed I am unable to say; but I believe 
the first open and avowed attempt to exercise rights 
of sovereignty over the territory, through consular 
agents, was in 1843, when Mr. Patrick Walker 
was appointed consul at Bluefields; and this ap- 
pointment was instantly the subject of a protest by 
at least one of the South American States. 

Before I proceed to give the details of this en- 
croachment, I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the position taken by the Executive of the 
United States, nearly twenty-five years ago, In 


“respect to the future colonization of this continent 


by European Powers. 
In the annual message of Mr. Monroe to Con- 
gress in December, 1823, he stated, that in the 
iscussion of the respective rights of Great Britain, 
Russia, and the United States, on the northwestern 
coast of America, the occasion had ‘‘ been judged 
as a principle, in which the 
rights of the United States are involved, that the 
American continents, by the free and independent 
condition which they have assumed and maintained, 
are henceforth not to be considered as subjects for 
future colonization by any European Powers.” 
In the same message it was declared, that we 
should regard any attempt on the part of European 
Powers to extend their political ‘system to any 
portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our 
peace and safety.” ‘With existing colonies or 
dependencies of any European Powers,” says the 
message, ‘we have not interfered, and shall not 
interfere. But with the governments who have 
declared their independence, and maintained it, 
and‘whose independence we have, on great consid- 
eration and on just principles, acknowledged, we 
could not view any interposition for the purpose 
of oppressing them, or controlling in any other 
manner their destiny, by any European Power, in 
any other light than as the manifestation of an un- 
friendly disposition towards the United States. ”’ 

The two positions assumed by the Executive of 
the United States were— 

1. That there must be no further colonization 
on either of the American continents by any Eu- 
ropean Power; and, 

2. That there must be no interference by Euro- 
gti Powers with the independent States in this 

emisphere : 

And these declarations were accompanied by the 
disavowal on our part of all intention to interfere 
with. existing colonies or dependencies of any Eu- 
ropean Power on this continent. 

OF the wisdom or policy of these declarations, I 
have nothing to say; though I mustadd, that I have 
always considered the publication of manifestoes, 
which the government putting ‘hem forth is not 
prepared to maintain at all hazards, as calculated 
to detract from its dignity and influence. 

Mr. Monroe’s declarations have not been main- 
tained. They applied to South as well as North 
America; and during the lastfive years, the Banda 
Oriental and the Argentine Confederation have been 
the theatre of an armed intervention, on the part of 
Great Britain at first, and ultimately of Great Brit- 
ain and France, which is almost unprecedented in 
the history of nations, as a violation of the right of 
every community to regulate its domestic concerns 
in its own way, without external interference. I 
will not detain the Senate by entering into the de- 
tails of these transactions. Suffice it to say, that 
in 1838, in consequence of internal dissensions in 
the Banda Oriental, or the Oriental Republic of 
Uruguay, fomented by foreign officers and resi- 
dents in Montevideo, General Oribe, the President, 
resigned, and fled to Buenos Ayres, his rival, Gen- 
eral Reveira, succeeding to his political post. In 
1842, Oribe entered the Banda Oriental, drove Re- 
veira into Brazil, and besieged his general (Paez) 


‘in Montevideo, which was subsequently invested 


by sea by the Argentine fleet. The interposition 


of Admiral Purvis, commanding the British fleet, 


when the admiral of the French fleet refused to in- 
terfere,-on the ground that such Interference would 
violate well-established principles of international 
law, has had the effect of prolonging for five years 
a war which’would otherwise have been speedily 
decided, and led to a violation of every rule of in- 
ternational duty, through a further intervention in 
the affairs of the Argentine Confederation, by the 
combined fleets of France and Great Britain, un- 
der the sanction of their respective governments. 
Those who desire to know more of these transac- 
tions will find a most interesting discussion in the 
British House of Lords, in the Parliamentary De- 
bates of 1845, vol. 83, page 1,152. In reply to 
some inquiries proposed by Lord Beaumont, the 
Earl of Absrdesn made the defence of the Minis- 
try. He was followed by Lord Colchester, who 
had been at the Rio de la Plata, and who was tho- 
roughly acquainted with all that had taken place. 
He corrected many of the Earl of Aberdeen’s state- 
ments; and I think it will be admitted that he left 
to the Ministry a most unsatisfactory ground of 
defence. On the principles laid down by Mr. Mon- 
roe, it would have been the duty of the United 
States to interpose for the purpose of protecting 
the Oriental and Argentine republics from this fla- 
grant invasion of their rights as sovereign and inde- 
pendent States. We have failed to do so, I do not 
say whether rightly or not; but the impolicy of 
making declarations which we are not prepared 
to maintain is strongly exemplified in our inac- 
tion. 

In the annual message of the President to Con- 
gress in December, 1846, the declarations of Mr. 
Monroe were reiterated, but the application of the 
principles he asserted was virtually restricted to 
the continent of North America. Whatever hesi- 
tancy there may be in extending the application 
further, to this extent its assertion and maintenance 
at all hazards can afford, it appears to me, no 
ground for a difference of opinion; and, so believ- 
Ing, it was with great pleasure that I listened to the 
spirited remarks of the honorable Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. Ciayron] on this subject, at the close 
of the debate on the bill to raise an additional mili- 
tary force. Our own security depends, in no incon- 
siderable degree, on the tranquillity of the States 
bordering on us, or in our neighborhood. The 
interference of European Powers in their affairs 
can have no other effect but to produce distractions 
dangerous alike to them and to us. We havea 
right to insist, then, on the principle of non-inter- 
vention on this continent—a principle lying at the 
very foundation of all national independence—a 
principle which cannot be violated without offend- 
ing against the common welfare and the common 
interest of the whole civilized world. In connec- 
tion with this subject, I desire to say that I have 
always insisted, in the most earnest manner, on 
the duty of non-interference on our part with the 
affairs of European States. I consider it the more 
imperative now, when great political changes are 
taking place, and when the whole continent of Eu- 
nope may be convulsed to its centre. 

n this view of the subject, the encroachments 
of Great Britain in North America possess an im- 
portance which cannot be exaggerated. I begin 
with Central America, and shall pass on to Cali- 
fornia, where we have had recent evidence of a 
deliberate design to obtain possession of the coun- 
try, for the purpose of excluding us. 

In February last, I received a letter from a friend 
in New York—a gentleman of high respectability, 
extensively engaged in commercial transactions, 
chiefly with Central and South America, and who 
formerly held a seat in the House of Representa- 
tives—stating that he had noticed my allusion to 
the affairs of the Mosquito coast, and that he could 
give me some information on the subject, if I de- 
sired it. I immediately made the request, and 
received from him, about a month ago, a letter, 
which I will read to the Senate: 

“New York, February 28, 1248. 

“ Dear Sir: Your favor of the 25th instant is reecived. 
Tn compliance with your request, I have hastily drawn up 
the outlines of the information alluded to. 

“Tn August, 1845, Mr. James S. Bell visited New York, 
and was introduced to me as a person having great commer- 
cial advantages at the English settlement of Biuefields, Mos- 
quito nation, Central America, and who desired to form a 
connection with a house at New York, by which these ad- 
vantages could be made available for commercial enterprise. 
Having at that time much business at Belize and Truxillo, I 
was ready to listen to propositions for increasing my trade 
with that country, especially to receive the valuable infor- 


mation which I was teld Mr. B. could impart. Mr. BeN 
atated he was the Secretary to the British conculate at Biue- 


fields, which he assured me was really the government de 


facto of the Mosquito nation—a tribe of dissolute and degra- 


ded Indians, whose King, a lad of fourteen, was an inmate 
of the consul-house,and dependanton that functionary for 
the necessaries of life; that the Mosquito country had been 
privately conveyed to the British Government, and that that 
claim, when questioned, could be maintained by a legal title 
of purchase from the King; that the object of the British 
Government was not only the possession of this territory, 
which abounded with rich forests of mahogany, and other 
valuable woods, on the coast, and inany miles in the inte- 
rior on navigable rivers, but at the proper time, to show, 
prove, and maintain by force of arms, if necessary, the Mos- 
quito (their own) title to as far south as 10° of north latitude, 
comprising San Juan and the rich country of Lake Nicara- 
gua, thus securing the best route to the Pacific, as well as by 
far the most fertile and productive of all that section of Cen- 
tral America; that he (Mr. Bell) had made two visits, ae- 
companied by skillful surveyors and engineers, to San Juan, 
and thence to the interior, and to the Lake Nicaragua, for 
purposes of exploration, &c., by order of the Government, 
conveyed privately to Mr. Walker, the consul at Bluefielis; 
that he came tothe United States to effect on his individual 
account a connection withsome mercantile house, by which 
to establish branches at Bluefields and at San Juan, in ad- 
vance of its hecoming a British port; that he had received 
an exclusive grant for the cutting of mahogany on Bluefields 
river and adjacent coast; that this cunnection with, and in- 
timate relation to, the consulate at Bluefields, alias the Mos- 
quito Government, would give him such advantages at San 
Juan, that he could nearly monopolize the interior trade of 
that place, and ship to the United States large quantities of 
spice, indigo, cochineal, hides, &c., in exchange for cotton. 
goods, flour, &c. 

« Mr. Bell, by written documents and letters, satisficd me 
fully of the truth of his statements, which recent events have 
in part confirmed. I declined the propositions, but another 
house have accepted them, so far as to engage the services 
of about thirty men to return to Bluefields with Mr. B. to 
cut mahogany, one cargo of which has actnally been receiv- 
ed at this port. Mr. Bell whilst here, had a large chair made, 
with canopy, &c., gilded profusely, and covered with dam- 
ask, which he stated was the throne of the King of the Mos- 
quitos; also, halberds and other paraphernalia of royalty, 
which he took out with him to Bluefields. At the time, 
these statements made but little impression upon me; but 
recent events, particularly your speech, have showed 
truly their truth and importance.”’ S 


In connection with this subject, I will also read 
a communication furnished me, at my request, by 
the head of one of the foreign embassies in this city, 
and addressed, by the British chargé d’affaires at 
Bogota, to the Government of New Grenada, set- 
ting forth the extent of the British claims. In Jan- 
uary last, I furnished other evidence, to the same 
point, on the authority of the British consul general 
at Guatemala. I present this as corroborative, and 
as of higher authority: 

“c BRITISH LEGATION, Bogota, Sept. 24, 1847. 

« Circumstances having given rise to a question as to the 
extent of the coast frontier of the kingdom of Mosquito, hir 
Britannic Majesty’s Government, after having carefully ex- 
amined the various documents and historical records which 
exist relative to this subject, have instructed the undersig):- 
ed, her Britannic Majesty’s chargé d’affaires, to inform the 
Governmentof New Grenada that her Majesty’s Government 
are of opinion that the right of the King of Mosquito should 4 
be maintained, as extending from the Cape of Hondures 
down to the mouth of the river San Juan. 

«The undersigned has likewise been instructed to state 
that her Majesty’s Government will not view with. indiffer- 
ence any attempt to encroach upon the right or territories of 
the King of Mosquito, who is under the protection of the 
British Crown. 

« In addressing this communication to his excellency M. 
Man. Ancizar, Grenadian Secretary of State for Foreign Af- 
fairs ud interim, the undersigned begs tu assure him of his 
high and most distinguished consideration. 

“DANIEL F. CLEARY. 

From the information I have been able to gather, 
Mosquito has become, for all practical purposes, a 
British colony. The real head of the Mosquito 
nation is Mr. Patrick Walker, the British consul 
at Bluefields. The nominal king of the Mosquitos 
is a mere boy, living in his house. The Mosquito 
nation consists of a few hundred naked Indians— 
idle, ignorant, and worthless. Under the pretence 
of giving protection to this miscalled nation, Great. 
Britain has extended her pane Hey over a district 
of country nearly as large as the State of New York 
or Pennsylvania. She has vessels of war, com- 
manded by British subjects, under the name of the 
Mosquito navy. And, in a word, she has appro- 
priated to herself. part of the territory of Honduras, 
and is encroaching on the territory of Nicaragua, 
against the solemn protest of the Central American 
States. Her objects are doubtless threefold— 

1.. To extend her political dominion on this con- 
tinent; 

2. To open new fields for commercial enterprise; 
and 

3. To obtain possession of the most practicable 
route for a ship canal across the Isthmus, and thug. 
to control the commercial communication between 
the two oceans. _ . 

This last object is naturally regarded-as the most 
important. The route has been surveyed minute- 


ly, thoroughly, by a British engineer, and iig. 
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practicability ascertained. From the Caribbean 
sea to Lake Nicaragua, the river San Juan is.sus- 
ceptible of the requisite improvement. The lake 
is already navigable for vessels of any burden; 
and from the lake it is less than sixteen miles 
to the Pacific, with a mean descent of about one 
hundred and twenty-eight feet. The results of this 
examination will be found at the end of the first 
volume of Stephens’s work on Central America. 

But it is not through her connection with the 
Mosquito coast alone that Great Britain is extend- 
ing herself across the continent. Through her es- 
tablishment at Balize she is penetrating to the very 
heart of the peninsula of Yucatan. She had at 
first only a permission to occupy a small district 
on the coast for the purpose of cutting logwood, 
and to enjoy the use of a fishery for the subsistence 
of the persons employed. This permission was 
given during the Spanish rule in America. It was 
confirmed in 1783 by the treaty of Versailles, under 
very cautious restrictions, and slightly extended by 
the treaty of London in 1786. The sovereignty of 
Spain over this territory became, by virtue of the in- 
dependence of her colonies, of which Yucatan was 
one, vested in Mexico. Butthe right of Great Brit- 
ain to Belize, I am told, has not been recognized 
. either by Mexico or Yucatan. She not only con- 
tinues to hold the coast, but she has extended her- 
self overa district of about fourteen thousand square 
miles, embracing one of the most valuable portions 
of Yucatan; and l believe she claims it by conquest. 
She is within sixty miles of Chiapas, the southern 
State of Mexico; and her chief establishment is 
said to be a vast depot of contraband. A ‘fierce 
contest is now going on between the Spanish and 
Indian races of Yucatan; and the latter, who were 
once disarmed and harmless, are now found to be 
abundantly supplied with powder and firearms— 
many of the latter bearing the stamp of the tower 
of London. When this contest, marked, as all 
such contests are, by murder, and rapine, ard 
wanton barbarity, shall have exhausted the com- 
batants, both parties may be willing to take refuge 
in the power and find tranquillity under the pro- 
tection, of Great Britain. Sir, this is the usual 
issue of her intervention in the domestic concerns of 
other States—those especially in which civilization 
has made but little progress. This is still more 
likely to be the result when semi-barbarous tribes 
are intermingled with civilized races, as in the 
greater portion of this continent to the south of 
us, and from numbers or local circumstances ap- 
proaching an equality with each other in point of 
strength. 

I do not make these statements, Mr. President, 
for the purpose of exciting feeling here or else- 
where. It is a subject which I desire to see con- 
sidered with calmness and deliberation; but it is 
one which deeply concerns us. Our tranquillity, 
our political comfort, our commercial interests, are 
all involved in the exemption of neighboring States 
from domestic dissensions and violence; and we. 
have a right to see that these mischiefs are not. pro- 
moted by unauthorized interference from abroad. 
I do not propose to speak of the right of interfer- 
ence in the internal concerns of other States. On 
a former occasion I said to the Senate all that I 
desire to say on that subject. But I hold it to be 
our right and our duty, when we see questionable 
movements by foreign Powers on this continent, 
either through their constituted authorities or 
through their subjects, supported by the power of 
the State, to know what are their objects, and to 
see that the political independence of our weak and 
defenceless neighbors is not insidiously subverted, 
and their territorial possessions wrested from them 
by unwarrantable encroachment. - 

One of the peculiarities of the system by which 
Great Britain has extended herself over so large 
a portion of the globe is, that she usually acts, in 
the first instance, by private rather than by pub- 
lic agents. She employs commerce to effect what 
other governments accomplish by public authority 
and force. Instead of sending an army or a fleet 
to take possession of a coast, she sends a trading 
company. Nothing can be more unsuspicious than 
the circumstances under which their first lodg- 
ment—the germ, perhaps, of a future empire—is 
made. They only wish some facilities for landing 
and for-shelter while they dispose of their mer- 
chandise; they desire to establish a factory (which, 
in the British acceptation of the term, is a house 
for traders) and to enjoy some temporary conve- 
niences for traffic. The permission is given, a 


intercourse. 


foothold is obtained, a house is built, a picket, a 
ditch, an embankment follow. These simple im- 
provements (to use an American phrase) grow in- 
sensibly into a settlement, a fortress, and a colony, 
and the occupation becomes perpetual. Here are 


. British subjects, British property, and British in- 


terests to be protected; the honor of Great Britain 
is concerned, and it will not permit them to be 
abandoned. Her East Indian empire, the most 
vast and lucrative of her possessions, was gained 
through the agency ofa trading company. Through 
a trading company she gained her first foothold on 
the northwest coast of America, and obtained for 
herself in the end seme of the best portions of Ore- 
on. ; 

j There is another peculiarity in the British sys- 
tem of extension. Cọlonization is only desired so 
far as it is coextensive with political sovereignty. 
She does not labor to civilize or improve where she 
cannot rule. Commercial interest is the principal, 
and social improvement the incident in her pro- 
gress. 

Sir, there were two great systems of colonization 
in ancient times—those of Greece and Rome—and 
each distinct in its character. Greece was actuated 
by no sordid reference to self in the extension of 
her people. When she sent out her children to 
co:onize distant territories, she let them go forth 
independent and free. She did not insist on carry- 
ing her political sovereignty along with them, and 
compelling them to pay a servile obedience to it. 
She sent them out with her benedictions and her 
prayers, to enjoy, unshared by herself, whatever 
prosperity they could earn by their industry and 
their valor; and it was through these migrations 
that the foundations of ancient civilization were 
laid in southern Italy. 

Roman colonization was totally different in its 
character. Rome, indeed, did not encourage colo- 
nization out of Italy in the early days of the repub- 
lic. In its latter days, and during the early period 
of the empire, she sent out colonies to distant re- 
gions, and retained them in dependence on herself. 
She desired that all the streams of prosperity which 
emanated from her should be poured back, in en- 
larged currents, upon their source. It was a vast 
system of centralization. Under its influence the 
heart became distended and gorged, while the ex- 
tremities were left exhausted and cold, and the 
whole system fell asunder by force of this inequal- 


ity. 

This is the British system of colonization; it has 
been made more liberal of late, but unless still fur- 
ther relaxed, its fate will be the same. Its great 


characteristic is dependence on the parent State; its 


most inflexible formulas (if I may be allowed the 
expression) colonial governments subservient to the 
crown, commercial regulations framed with an ex- 
clusive, and usually (such is the fatality of all sel- 
fishness, individual or national) with a mistaken 
view to metropolitan interests. | 

It is not for our advantage that this system should 
be extended. We desire freedom in commercial 
We do not interfere with any colo- 
nial systems, however exclusive, where they now 
exist. We do not oppose their extension in other 
portions of the globe. But having no colonies our- 
selves, desiring none, looking only to an extension 
by pacific means, and from the operation of natu- 
ral laws, over the unoccupied districts of country 
west of us, we have a right to insist that colonial 
establishments, exclusive in their character as re- 
spects commercial intercourse, shutting out the 
world except the parent State, and dependant on 
distant governments, shall not be planted in our 
neighborhood in violation of the rights of defence- 
less States. [ would not make this principle the 
theme of a declaration or a manifesto. I would 
have it quietly announced to those whom it con- 
cerns, and firmly maintained against all infringe- 
ment. 

Before I dismiss this part of the subject I wish 
to say that I am not unwilling to concede to Great 
Britain some merit for what she has done for con- 
stitutional liberty in the past, nor am I disposed to 
deny that her colonial system may in the end lead 
to results of great value to the cause of civiliza- 
tion. She has, in more than one instance, arrayed 


‘herself against the progress of arbitrary govern- 


ment in Europe, and asserted principles which lie 
at the very basis ofall free institutions. Through her 
colonial possessions she is disseminating through- 
out the globe the intelligence and the civilization by 


po mea bonds by which her vast possessions are 
eld together shall be rent asunder—a day not dis- 
tant, perhaps—when the sceptre of her empire 
shall be broken, the colonies she has planted on 
every continent and in every sea will become so 
many centres from which the lights of knowledge 
and freedom will be radiated to the darker portions 
of the earth. While advocating a determined re- 
sistànce to her encroachments, I am willing, never- 
theless, to do her this political justice. 

Let me now turn to the subject more immedi- 
ately in hand—the California claims. The pro- 
priety of passing the bill providing for the payment 
of them has been fully shown by the honorable 
Senator from Michigan. It only remains for me 
to consider the subject in connection with the par- 
ticular topic which I have discussed. 

By the testimony taken before the Committee 
on Military Affairs, it appears— 

1. That Eugenio Macnamara, a Catholic priest, 
made application to the Government of Mexico ` 
for a grant of land in Upper California, for the 
establishment of Irish colonies. The first colony 
was to be established at San Francisco; the sec- 
ond at Monterey; and the third at Santa Barbara; 
and the number of colonists was not to be less than 
ten thousand. There is no date to the application; 


but other documents show it to have been pre- 


viously to the 19th of January, 1846. 

9. The avowed objects of Macnamara were to 
keep the Californias out of the hands of the Ameri- - 
cans, who are represented, in his memorial to the 
Mexican Government, as an artful and base ene- 
my, and as abhorring the people and the religion 
of Mexico. 

I will read to the Senate some extracts from his 
original application to the Mexican Government. 
They will be found in the translation at page 19 of 
the Aocument containing the testimony taken be- 
fore the Committee on Military Affairs, and in the 
original Spanish at page 77 of the same document: 


“I, Eugenio Macnamara, Cathelic priest and apostolical 
missionary, take the liberty of submitting to your Excclieifcy 
some reflections on a subject which at this time attracts 
much public attention. I allude to the expectations and ac- 
tual condition of Upper Califoriia. — 

‘It does not require the gift of prophecy to foresee, that 
within a little time, this fertile country will cease to be an 
integral part of this Republic, unless some prompt and effi- 
cacious measures be adopted to restrain foreign rapacity.”? 

‘¢ For this reason I propose, with the aid and approbation 
of your Excellency, to carry forward this project, to place 
ih Upper California a colony of Irish Catholics. Ihave a 
triple object in making this proposition: I wish, in the first 
place, to advance the cause of Catholicism; in the second, 
to contribute to the happiness of my countrymen; thirdly, 
I desire to put an obstacle in the way of further usurpations 
on the partof an irreligious and anti-Catholic nation. I 
therefore propose to your Excellency that there be conceded 
to ine an extentof territory on the coast of Upper California 
for the purpose I have indicated.” . 


I will also read an extract at page 21 from hi 
second application, urging attention to the first. lt 
will be found in Spanish at page 79: 

« Your Excellency will excuse me, that I take the liberty 
further to demonstrate that no time ought to be lost in this 
important affair, if it is desired to he realized, since your 
Excellency Knows well enough that we are surrounded by 
an artful and base enemy, who loses no means, however low, 
to pnssess himself of the best territory of this country, and 
who abhors to the death its race and its religion. 

«If the means which I propose be not speedily adopted, 
your Excellency may be assured that, before another year, 
the Californias will form a part of the American nation. 
Their Catholic institutions will become the prey of the 
Methodist wolves, and the whole country will be inundated 
with the cruel invaders. Whilst I propose the means of 
repelling them, my propositions ought to he the more admis- 
sible, inasmuch as I have no personal interest in the affair, 
save the progress of the holy religion of God, and the hap- 
piness of my countrymen.”? 


The stigmas cast upon us and upon one of our 
most respectable religious sects, I regard as de- 
signed to minister to the prejudices of Mexico, 
with a view to the accomplishment of his purposes, 
rather than as emanating from a conviction of their 
truth. | 

3. The grant to Macnamara, after being sub- 
mitted to the consideration of the Governor of 
California, was made on the 4th of July, 1846, and 
comprised about three thousand square leagues, 
containing, besides the bay of San Francisco, some 
of the best lands and some of the most important 
military and commercial positions in California. 

4. Macnamara was taken to California in a Brit- 
ish sloop of war (the Juno) in June, 1846; a British 
ship of 80 guns, (the Collingwood,) commanded by 
Admiral Seymour, followed in July, and Macna- 
mara was taken away in her. 


which she is herself distinguished; and, when the i|| The extract I am about to read from the affidavit 
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of Colonel Frémont will show the connection be- 
tween Macnamara’s movements and those of the 
public armed vessels of Great Britain. It will be 
found at page 14 of the document:, 


t The fruits of the revolutionary movement thus passed to 
the United States, and have remained with her ever since. 
These fruits were very considerable. Besides the pence- 
able possession of all the northern part of California, and the 
actual force in the field under the independent flag, which 
immediately went into service under the United States 
there is good reason to believe, and evidence is now at hand 
to sustain that belief, that the revolutionary movement pre- 
vented a design of the Californians to put their country 
under the flag of the British, and also prevented the com- 

letion of the colonization grant of three thousand square 
eagues to Macnamara, who was brought to California in the 
British sloop of war Juno in the month of June, 1846. Ad- 
miral Seymour, in the Collingwood, of 80 guns, arrived at 
Monterey on the 16th of July. Macnamara was on board 
the Collingwood when I arrived at Monterey on the 19th, 
and was carried away in that vessel. ‘The taking possession 
of that place on the 7th had anticipated him, and the revolu- 
tionary movement had checked tue designs of the Califor- 
nians to place the country under British protection; and 
al-o prevented the fulfillment of the great grant to Macna- 
mara, the original papers of which I now have here, to be 
shown to the committee aud to be delivered up to the Gov- 
ernment.?? 


5. In addition to the Macnamara grants, some 
of the most valuable missions were sold in May 
and June, 1846, to British subjects, for very incon- 
siderable sums, showing an evident design, in case 
the United States should get possession of the Cal- 
ifornias, to keep some of the most valuable districts 
out of the hands of the Government, by convert- 
ing them, through fraudulent conveyances, into 
British property. 

6. It appears also thata plan was set on foot by 
the British vice consul in California, Mr. Forbes, 
Macnamara, and others, to put that country under 
the protection of Great Britain, and at the very 
moment when it was expected that a waf would 
break out between the United States and Mexico. 
The time, the circumstances, the actors, all indi- 
cate a deliberate design to get possession of Cali- 
fornia, for the purpose of keeping it out of the 
hands of the United States. The auspices under 
which a junta was planned and convoked fer the 
purpose of asking the protection of Great Britain, 
are shown by an extract which I will read from 
the affidavit of Captain Gillespie, of the Marine 
Corps, and which will be found at page 28 of the 
document: 


“« About this time (June 30) I learned that the junta which 
was to have assembled at Santa Barbara upon the J5th June, 
and which had been planned and arranged by and through 
the agency of Mr. Forbes, the British vice consul, and an 
irish Catholie priest, by the name of Macnamara, had been 
prevented from assembling in consequence of the rising of 
the settlers. This junta was proposed for the purpose of 
asking the protection of England, and of giving an immense 
tract of land in the valley of the San Joaquin for the settle- 
ment of ten thousand Irishmen, to be brought to California 
under the direction of Macnamara. All this intrigue of 
British agents was broken up by the timely and prompt op- 
erations of the settlers, under the direction of Captain Fré- 
mont. 


By Lieutenant Minor’s testimony, which will 
be found at pages 43 and 44, it appears that the 
convention or junta was held, and that a majority 
were in favor of claiming the protection of Eng- 
land—a decision Leste to have been expected, 
when it is considered under what auspices it was 
convoked. The extracts.I am about to read con- 
tain also some interesting facts connected with the 
movements of the British Admiral: 

& The undersigned, a lieutenant in the navy of the United 
States, bas the honor to make the following answers to the 
interrogatories put to him by your honorable committee : 

“The undersigned being in cominaud of the southern dis- 
trict of California during the latter part of 1846, was intormed 
by Pedro C. Cariila (and he believes the information thus 
obtained is founded on facts) that he, the said Carilla, was 
a member of a junta that assembled at Santa Barbara in 
June, 1846, for the purpose of declaring the independence of 
California, andof asking the protection of the United States 
or Great Britain; that the junta was represented by all of the 
inhabited portions of Calitornia; that a majority of the same 
were for claiming the protection of England; that their re- 
solves would probably have been executed had it not been 
for the war and their fears of an armed force, then on the 
north side of the bay of San Francisco, under the command 
of Captain Frémont. The undersign. d has understood from 
other sources, entitled to confidence, that a majority of the 
peopte of California desired the protection of England. The 
opinion he thus formed was strengthened by the fact that an 
English trigate (the Juno) had, about the time the junta met, 
landed an English subject named Macnamara at Santa Bar- 
bara, of whom it was said that he had obtained a grant from 
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the Mexican Government of a large and fertile portion of 
Calitornia, embracing the whole valley of the San. Joaquin 
from its source to its mouth—a valley, asthe undersigne 
believes, comprising onc-third of the richest portion of Cali- 
fornia. The undersigned believes that the British squadron 
in the Pacific, commanded by Rear Admiral Sir George T. 
Seymour, composed then of alarger toree than they ever had 
upon that ocean, were employed in closely watching the 
movements of the American Commodore. Being aware of 
this fact, Commodore Sloat, when he heard of the first battle 
on the Rio Grande, got under way in the frigate Savannah, 
then anchored off Mazatlan, for the ostensible purpose of 
proceeding to California. An English vessel of war weighed 
soon after the Savannah, and stood in the direction of San 
Blas, where it was known the Admiral was. After cruising 
in the gulf two days, the commodore returned to his anchor- 
age off Mazatlan, when another English ship got under way 
and stood in the direction of San Blas. The undersigned 
believes that this manæuvre of Commodore Sloat was in- 
tended forthe deception of the English Admiral. On the 8th 
of June, 1846, the Savannah again made sail, and, after a 
passage of twenty-three days, diging which a press of can- 
vass was carried, she arrived at the port of Monterey, in 
Upper Califomia. The Collingwood, of eighty guns, the 
fiag-ship of Admiral Seymour, entered the harbor on the 
15th of July, and the undersigned believes that the Admiral 
was disappointed when he saw the American flag flying on 
shore.’? 


The testimony of Captain Hensley, from which 
I will give a brief extract, and which will be found 
at page 33, fully sustains the statement of Lieut. 
Minor: 

« I am a resident in California, where [have resided since 
the autumn of 1843. In the month of May, 1846, T went tò 
San Francisco, where 1 met with General Vallejo, one of 
the most prominent and influential men in Upper California. 
I understood trom hiin that he had recently aitended a con- 
vention, composed of Gen. Castro, himself, and five others, 
delegates from the different districts in California, at which 
the proposition had been made and debated to separate from 
Mexico, and establish a government in California, undér the 
protection of some foreign Power. believed by us to be Eng- 
land; but, as the General positively stated, the majority was 
not in favor of placing the country under the protection of 
the United States, though he himself was. General Vallejo 
was of course guarded in conversing on so dangerous a sub- 
ject as this was at that time; but the above is the substance 
of his remarks, as understood by myself and others who 
heard them.’ 


The grant to Macnamara is so connected with 
the movements of the public vesséls and public 
agents of Great Britain as to raise a strong pre- 
sumption that he was secretly countenanced by 
the British Government. Doctor John Baldwin, 
whose testimony will be found at pages 46 et seq., 
states that Macnamara lived in the house of the 
British consul or chargé d’affaires in Mexico, and 
that he understood in that city, in September and 
October, 1847, a plan had been projected, under 
the auspices of the British legation, to colonize 
California with emigrants from Ireland. ‘These 
facts will be more fully shown by his affidavit, at 
pages 46 and 47 of the document, from which l 
will read a single paragraph: 

«c I residéd in the Republic of Mexico from the year 1822 
until 1838, a period of sixteen years, during which I made 
the acquaiatanee of many of the leading men of the country. 

“ I again entered Mexico (city) on the 14th of September, 
1847, and remained there until the lst of November; during 
that time I made the acquaintance of the priest Macnamara, 
and from sources entitled to credit, I was informed that he 
had, under the auspices of the British Jegation, projected a 
plan to colonize California with emigrants from Ireland. His 
project had met the approbation of the Mexican Government, 
and he went to California to perfect his plans. Inthe mean 
time, it was ascertained that the ulterior views of Macna- 
mara were topromote the interest of the British Government 
and not the Mexican Gevernment. A fierce opposition was 
contemplated by the republican members of Congress, when 
he should return with his matured-plans from California ; 
this resistance became unnecessary in consequence of the 
conquest of California by the aris of the United States. 
Macnamara lived in the family of either the British consul or 
chargé d’affaires in Mexico.” 

I have referred to the connection of Macnamara’s 
movements with the public vessels of Great Brit- 
ain as presumptive evidence of the connection of 
the British Government with them. Ido notin- 
quire whether Admiral Seymour had special in- 
structions ornot. From the declaration of Admiral 
Purvis, in the intervention of La Plata, it is highly 
probable that British naval officers cruising in dis- 
tant seas have general instructions ‘ to protect 
British interests at all hazards,’’ (I believe that is 
the phrase,) leaving an unlimited discretion to the 
officer and giving to the Government the advantage 
of being able to approve or disavow his conduct in 
special cases, according to its own interest. From 
all the cirumstances connected with the transactions 


New SERIES........INO. 36. 


in California, we are constrained to believe that the 
British naval commander was fully apprized of 
Macnamara’s objects, as well as the design to place 
that country under the protection of Great Britain, 
and that he was there codperating in the one, and 
ready to codperate in the other. Indeed, by refer- 
ring to the testimony of Mr. Loker, at page 39, it 
will be seen that his arrival there had been talked 
about and expected with a view _‘ to take posses- 
sion of California.” ° 7 

I have given, Mr. President, a mere outline of 
the transactions of British subjects and British 
agentsin California. The leading facts are verified 
by the affidavits of Colonel Frémont, Captain Gil- 
lespie, of the marine corps, Lieutenant Minor, and 
Midshipman Wilson, of the navy, Colonel Russell, 
Captain Hensley, Doctor Baldwin, and many gen- 
tlemen connected with the civil and military trans- 
actions of the Californias after the rupture between 
the United States and Mexico; and some of the most 
poren! circumstances are authenticated by the 
public records of California which fell into our pos- 
session. ; 

It is impossible that the success of these move- 
ments should not have brought us into direct col- 
lision with Great Britain. We could not have 
failed to regard them, considered in connection 
with her proceedings in Oregon, and more recent- 
ly in Central America, as part of a deliberate de- 
sign to environ us with her colonies, and espe- 
cially to sħut us out from the Pacific and its ex- 
tending commerce. From all the facts, we can 
hardly doubt either that she would have taken 
possession of the country in her own name, or, 
what is perhaps more probable, that she would, in 
the first instance, have taken it under her protec- 
tion. In this case the drama of the Mosquito 
coast, the performers only being changed, would 
have been acted over again. A Californian Gov- 
ernor, somewhat above the grade of the king of the 
Mosquitoes in respectability, but on the same level 
with him in subservience to the protecting power, 
would have been put in the foreground, while Brit- 
ish subjects would have occupied the country, and 
gradually reduced it into the possession of Great 
Britain. Thus shut out from the Pacific, our own 
people would have been met at the Sierra Madre, 
or perhaps still further east, and the tide of emi- 

ration and settlement would have been turned 

ack upon the Atlantic coast. It is in this point 
of view that these transactions possess the greatest 
interest and importance, and that the sagacity, 
promptitude, and decision of our youthful com- 
mander in California, at the time the disturbances 
broke out, have given him the strongest claims on 
his countrymen. ` Any faltering on his any 
hesitancy in acting and in acting promptly—might 
have cost us millions of dollars and thousands of 
lives; and it might also have cost us a contest of 
which the end is not readily foreseen. 

Mr. ATCHISON said he felt it his duty to say 


- something on this bill, because some of the. claim- 


ants were citizéns of Missouri, and personal friends ` ` 
with whom he had been long acquainted. He 
gave it as his opinion, not only that the conquest 
of California was effected by Colonel Frémont, but 
that the United States had derived the advantage 
of this conquest at comparatively little cost. He 


justified Colonel Frémont in all that he had done. 


if he had done less, he would have deserved and 
would have received the execration of the whole 
country. He made some references to the course 
which Colonel Frémont pursued—a course in some 
instances rendered indispensable for his own pres- 
ervation, and always characterized by skill and 

romptitude. War had existed before Colonel 
Fremont struck a blow; so that the United States 
Government is properly liable for the claims which 
are provided for by this bill. The emigrants left 
their families in the mountains, and joined the bat- 
talion for the defence of Colonel Frémont, and had 
received not a cent of pay during nine months in 
which they served. T'he witnesses were all per- 
sons of strict veracity. He presumed there would 
be no vote against the bill. The only objection in 
his mind related to the appointment of ‘the com- 
missioners by the bill, which might, perhaps, be 
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transcending our'constitutional power; as this was: 
properly the province of the President: 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the Senate pro- 
eeed to the consideration of Executive business, 
but expressed his willingness to withdraw the mo- 
tion,- if the Senate was prepared to vote on the bill. 

Several Senators expressed a wish to discuss the 
bill; and l , 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Executive business. After some time, the doors 
were reopened; when 

The Senate adjourned. 


“seem Ai 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 30, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


- Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to which was referred the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill of the House of Repre- 
sentatives “ to authorize a loan not to exceed six- 
teen millions of dollars,” reported the same back 
to the House, with the recommendation that the 
House concur with the Senate in said amendments. 

The amendments of the'Senate were then con- 
curred in, and the bill stands passed. 


Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an adverse report on the pe- 
tition of the heirs of Robert Laughlin. Laid on 
the table. ` 

Mr. HALL, of New York, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported a bill authorizing a term 
of the United States circuit and district courta to be 
held at Chicago, Illinois. The bill was read three 
times, passed, and sent to the Senate for concur- 
rence. 

Mr. HALL, alsa, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to reënact and continue in operation 
certain acts for the relief of insolvent debtors of 
the United States. Read and committed. 

Mr. HALL, also, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Major 
G. Tochman. Laid on the table. - 

Mr. McILVAINE, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the pay- 
ment of claims of certain citizens of the United 
States against the Ottawa, Chippewa, and Potta- 
watomie indians. Read and committed. 


REMAINS OF DECEASED SOLDIERS. 

Mr. BURT, from the, Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a joint resolution to defray the 
expenses of transporting to the United States and 
interring the remains of deceased officers and sol- 
diers of the army in certain cases. 

r. B. said that this resolution was based upon 
a communication from the War Department. That 
communication informed the House that the re- 
mains of several officers of the United States had 
been sent home and consigned to the quartermas- 
ter at New York; that the freight on those remains 
had not been paid, and that the quartermaster at 
New York had asked of the department, and 
through the department of the Secretary of War, 
whether the freight on those remains should be 
paid; that the Secretary of War had replied, that 
sympathizing with the feeling which prevailed in 
our army it) Mexico, he had offered every facility 
in his power for the transportation home in the 
public vessels of the remains of the officers and 
soldiers which had been preserved and prepared, 
but that he considered he had no authority what- 
ever to pay the freight on such remains as should 
be sent ‘home in private vessels. 

The resolution which the Committee on Milita- 
ry Affairs had instructed him to report to this 

ouse, provided simply that when the remains of 
any officer or soldier in the United States army had 
been prepared, or should hereafter be prepared, for 
transportation to the United States, and the family 

r friends of such deceased officer or soldier in the 
nited States should be unable or fail to pay the 
reight on such remains, the Secretary of War 
should be authorized to pay that freight. It pro- 
vided further for a contingency which might arise, 
which perhaps had not yet arisen—that if the re- 
mains of any such officer or soldier so brought 
home to the United States should remain uninter- 
red because of the inability of the family or friends 
of such officer or soldier to pay those expenses, or 
of their failing to do it, and only in these two in- 
stances—that in such cases the expenses of a de- 
cent but not costly burial should be paid by the 
. Secretary of War. It was foreseen by the commit- 


| tee that instances might oecur where the remains 


of some gallant soldier had been rescued from a 
common burial in Mexico by his comrades in 
arms and sent to the United States, to some port 
where he might not have a family or friend to take 
charge of those remains and consign them to the 
earth, and they were disposed, as but a matter 
of public decency, to authorize the department, 
through its proper officers, to give to those remains 
a decent and christian burial. This was the whole 
scope of the resolution. He moved that it be put 
upon its passage. 

Mr. BOW LIN hoped it would not be put upon 
its passage now. He moved its reference to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

If the House (he said) were to go into such a 
course of action, he infinitely preferred the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sawrer,] 
which provided for bringing home every man who 
had fallen on the battle-field, to the passage of this 
resolution. This resolution was a resolution of 
distinction. If an officer had a family who were 
able to bring him home and give him a splendid 
burial, all the expenses were to be refunded by 
this resolution; but the poor soldier, whose family 
were not able to bring him back, would be left 
alone to sleep on the field of his glory and fame. 
That was a distinction which he was unwilling to 
draw here. 

Mr. BURT (the floor being yielded for explana- 
tion) repeated, that under the provisions of this 
resolution, the remains of any officer or private 
soldier, whose remains should be prepared in Mex- 
ico by the friends for transportation to the United 
States, might be brought home. That whenever 
the family or friends of such‘ deceased officer or 
soldier were able and willing to pay the expen- 
ses, the freight, and the burial expenses of such 
remains, the Secretary of War should not cause 
such expenses to be paid. And he submitted to 
his friend from Missouri that the committee could 
not go further. They had before them the de- 
bate which occurred in this House some ten days 


ago; they saw that the Government could not 


go further than to take such remains as were ina 
condition to be brought to the United States, and 
bring them home; and whenever the family or 
friends of the deceased officer or soldier were either 
unwilling—where they either would not or could 
not pay the expenses of freight and burial—in those 
instances, and those alone, they should be paid by 
the United States. 

Mr. BOWLIN (resuming) was understood to 
say, that if the gentleman from South Carolina had 
allowed him to advance one step further, he would 
have understood the point at which he was aim- 
ing. 

This was simply a resolution, the true meaning 
and effect of which, in his opinion, would be to re- 
fund ‘to those persons who had been lucky enough 
to bring back the remains of their friends from 
Mexico all the expenses for transportation, burial, 
&c., which they might have zeen fit in the warmth 
of their feelings to incur; and those sofdiers and 
those officers whose friends were poor would be 
left, as he had before said, to sleep on the field of 
their glory. For such a resolution he was unwil- 
ling to vote. He had been unwilling to vote for 
the resolution of the honorable gentleman from 
Ohio, which proposed to bring back the indiscrimi- 
nate remains of those who had fallen in Mexico; but 
he had ten thousand times rather vote for it than to 
vote for the present resolution. This was not a 
resolution for the future. We were not going to 
bring the remains of any back who had not already 
been brought—of those who had been buried on 
the field of Cerro Gordo or any other field, we 
were not now going to hunt them up; consequently 
those who slept there would continue undisturbed, 
while the Government would be called upon to re- 
fund the expenses which had been involuntarily in- 
curred by the wealthy relatives and friends of such 
deceased officers as had been brought back. 

If the resolution passed he wanted its provisions 
to be general, including the remains of every ofti- 
cer and soldier who had fallen on the battle-fields 
of Mexico. Let them all be brought home, and 
particular officers and men not be distinguished, 
while the remains of the great mass of our gallant 
men were left there. ‘This was his objection, and 
he hoped the bill would be referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN trusted the House 
would include the marine corps. There were both 


SSS 
THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 30, 


officers and men.of the marine- corps acting with 
the army in Mexico, and one young officer from 
his own district, whose friends were too poor to 
bring him home, wou'd not be included in this 
resolution without an amendment. He moved, 
therefore, to amend, by adding after the word 
“army” the words *‘ and the marine corps acting 
therewith.”’ | 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, could not consider it 
necessary to discuss this resolution, of whose pro- 
priety there could, he thought, be no doubt. He 
therefore moved the previous question. 

The previous question was not seconded, and 
the resolution was committed to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS CONTINUED. / 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the widows 
and orphan children of officers and seamen of the 
navy of the United States. Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, adverse reports 
upon the petitions of Nathaniel and Catharine 
partes and Samuel P. Todd. Laid on the 
table. 


Mr. STANTON, on behalf of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, asked to be discharged from the 
consideration of the memorial of Samuel Colt, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. BURT and 
STANTON, as to the utility of referring the me- 
morial to the Committee on Military Affairs, it 
was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. COCKE, the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions was discharged from the 
further consideration of the resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of New York and citizens of Warren 
county, New York, in relation to the continuance of 
pensions to the widows of soldiers of the Revolu- 
tion, and of widows of officers of the United States 
army slain in battle, or who have died while in the 
military service of the United States; and also from 
the resolution of the House of 17th January last, 
instructing them to inquire into the propriety of 
paying to widows and heirs of volunteers who may 

ave been killed in battle, or died before the end of 
their term of service, the same pay they would have 
received had they served the full time for which 
sty entered the service; and they were Jaid on the 
table. 

Mr. COCKE, from the Committee’on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, made adverse reports upon the 
petitions of Anna Leech, of Maine; Martha Wi- 
nans, widow of Abraham Winans, Jane Sulcer, 
William Sulcer, Sarah Sampson, widow of Peleg 
Sampson; Sarah Teas, widow of William Teas; 
John Victor, administrator of Sarah Victor; John 
Caldwell; and resolutions of the Legislature of 
Florida, in relation to the widows and orphans of 
those who have died in the military service of the 
United States in Mexico. Laid on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill for the rehef of Mary McRae, 
widow of Lieutenant Colonel William McRae, 
late of the United States army, deceased, reported 
the same back to the House, with the recommend- 
ae that itdo not pass. The bill was commit- 
ted. ° 

Mr. STRONG, from the same committee, re- 
ported bills for the relief of William Parker and of 
William Via; which bills were severally read and 
committed. 

Also, from the same committee, adverse reports 
on the petitions of Rebecca Boyd, Stephen Decatur 
Twiggs, Noah Clark, and Martin Dewey. Laid on 
the table. 

Mr. S. LAWRENCE, from the same commit- 
tee, made adverse reports on the petitions of Henry 
Shafer and Sarah Knight. Laid on the table. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported bills for the relief of Eliza A. 
Mellon, of Benjamin Reisnyder, and of Francis 
M. Holton; which were severally read and com- 
mitted. 

Also, from the same committee, adverse reports 
upon the petitions of Isaac Deaver and the heirs of 
Wilford Knott. Laid on the table. 

Mr. W.T. LAWRENCE, from the same com- 
mittee, made adverse reports upon the petitions of 
Theo. Davis, William A. Smith, Valentine Spaus, 
and Ann H. Allen, widow of Samuel Allen. Laid 
on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, bills for the re- 
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lief of Israel Bayles, of Arthur Wilson, of Benja- 
min G. Perkins, of Beriah Wright, of John 
Savage, and of Levi Colmus; which bills were sev- 
erally read and committed. 

Mr. ECKERT, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of William Paddy. Read 
and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, adverse reports 
upon the petitions of John Gilbert, Wm. Gracy, 
and John Steuart. Laid on the table. 

Mr. FARRELLY, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents, made an adverse report upon the petition of 
Thomas Gregg. Laid on the table. . 

Mr. STARK WEATHER, from the Committee 
on Accounts, reported the following resolution, 
which was read and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House pay, on the audit 
of the Committee on Accounts, the account of T. Bailey 
Myers and F. F. Marbury, employed by the Solicitor of the 
‘Treasury. under a resolution of the {louse of the 20th Janu- 
arv, 1846, to take sworn testimony in the claim of Mathews, 
Wood, and Han. 


Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on the 
Library, reported a resolution authorizing the 
Clerk of the House to purchase sundry books for 
the use of the Library of the House of Represent- 
atives; which was read and agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, to which was referred Senate bill for the 
relief of John Black, Jate consul of the United 
States at the city of Mexico, reported the same 
back to the House without amendment. The bill 
was committed. 


Mr. BARRINGER, from the Committee on- 


Indian Affairs, made adverse reports upon the pe- 
tition of James McKibben and of Isaac C. Elston. 
Laid on the table. 7 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, reported bills for the relief 
of Manuel X. Harmony, of A. Baudonin, and A. 
D. Robert; which bills were read and committed. 

Mr. THIBODEAUX, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill to make Ship Island, in 
the collection district of Pearl river, a port of de- 
livery, and to authorize the appointment of a sur- 
veyor for said port; which was read three times, 
passed, and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. HUNT, from the same committee, reported 
a bill to release from duty plank and timber im- 
ported for the construction of plank roads. 

After some remarks by Messrs. HUNT, POL- 
LOCK, WENTWORTH, COBB of Georgia, 
CATHCART, and STUART of Michigan— 


EXPENSES OF MUSTERING VOLUNTEERS. 


The House went into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. Kine, of Georgia, in the chair) and proceeded 
to consider the joint resolution to refund money 
for expenses incurred by individuals or States in 
mustering volunteers into the service of the United 
States. 

The question being on the amendment moved 
aad by Mr. Jones to the amendment of Mr. 

ICKLIN, the latter withdrew his amendment; 
whereupon— 

Mr. JONES moved his amendment as an inde- 
pendent proposition. 

Mr. DICKINSON moved to amend Mr. Jones’s 
amendment by striking out all after the word Pro- 
vided, and inserting ‘‘ that, in auditing and allow- 
‘ing said claims, the same rules shall be adopted 
‘and the same compensation allowed that are al- 
‘lowed to recruiting officers for subsistence of 
‘ soldiers at recruiting stations, and other incidental 
s expenses incurred previous to being mustered into 
€ the service of the United States.” 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FARAN opposed the amendment. The 
means for subsisting and transporting volunteers 
before they could be mustered into service had 
frequently to be supplied by individuals; and it 
was hard and unreasonable to expect of men to 
leave their farms and business:for the public ser- 
vice, and pay their own expenses to the place of 
rendezvous. It was manifest that they must have 
assistance. Patriotic individuals had opened their 
doors and purses to them, and furnished them the 
means of subsistence and transportation until they 
could be mustered into service; and in cases known 
to him this had been done on the faith of a pledge, 
that whatever they advanced should be refunded 
to them by the Government. He was astonished 
at the statement yesterday, by the gentleman from 
Indiana, (Mr. ‘Wicx,] that these supplies were 
furnished gratuitously, and that the passage of this 


' 
2 

ne A e 

ee nr A ooe e e a e a A e a aeee e a aa ea a a e a a a a a aa a eaa a ae e 


S S RY 


resolution would invite the practice of fraud. Mr. 
F. said, if the proper disbursing officers of the 
United States had been on the ground where these 
companies have been raised, they would have 
found no law authorizing the payment of such 
claims as those of which he was speaking; be- 
cause, even they had no authority to pay for sub- 
sistence, &c., of troops before they were mustered 
into service. But he repeated, that, to his knowl- 
edge, assurances had been made that means and 
money so furnished should be refunded by the 
Government; for supplies were just as necessary 
to keep troops together before they could be mus- 
tered into service, as they were afier; and there 
was no distinction between the justice of a claim 
for supplies furnished before or after the troops 
were mustered into service. 

Mr. TAYLOR said, that he concarred with 
his colleague who had just taken his seat [Mr. 
Faran] in the views he had expressed as to the 
principle of the resolution, and that he wished 
it might be passed. When, in the beginning of 
the Mexican war, volunteers were called for by the 
President, the State of Ohio furnished promptly 
the twenty-four hundred troops required of her 
for the service of the country. She responded with 
promptitude to the call upon her patriotism and 
the requisition of the Government. The State had 
raised, organized, and equipped this volunteer 
force, and had placed them without delay at the 
general rendezvous at Cincinnati. And Mr. T. 
regretted to hear one of his colleagues over the way 
[Mr. Dickinson] say, that the Whig Governor of 
the State he had the honor in part to represent, had 
refused to furnish the money necessary to defray the 
preliminary expenses. On the contrary, these ex- 
penses were promptly met by the Whig Governor 
of the State, acting at that time, the honorable 
Mordecai Bartley. That gentleman, witha prompt- 
itude and energy which commanded the approba- 
tion and admiration of all parties, fulfilled his duty 
on that occasion with the truest patriotism, zeal, 
and fidelity. When the term of enlistment of the 
three Ohio régiments first called out had expired, 
the Federal Government encouraged the reénlist- 
ment of two of those regiments, authorizing some 
of their officers to offer strong inducements to the 
men to reénrol themselves. ith this view, and 
to induce new recruits, the colonel now command- 
ing the second Ohio regiment in Mexico, Colonel 
Irvin, who had distinguished himself for his gal- 
lantry and good conduct in the war under Colonel 
Morgan, and whose term of twelve-months’ service 
had then expired, was authorized by the Secretary 
of War to reorganize the second regiment, and, as 
was generally understood With us, was advised that 
the preliminary expenses in effecting their organi- 
zation, previous to their march to Cincinnati, would 
be paid. : 

Mr. T. here referred to a letter addressed by the 
Secretary of War to Colonel Irvin, authorizing him 
to proceed to reorganize the second regiment of 
Ohio volunteers. The companies composing that 
regiment were raised in various parts of the State: 
at Lancaster, Columbus, Chilicothe, Portsmouth, 
and other places, some of them more than one 
hundred miles from Cincinnati, the place of general 
rendezvous. And these companies were raised and 
organized in reliance upon the Secretary 's commu- 
nications. The companies were formed, and re- 
mained in their eneampments several weeks after 
having been sworn to serve for five years or during 
the war with Mexico. Some of them were regu- 
larly drilled, and subjected to a rigid military 
discipline during this time, and they were support- 
ed by such contributions and under such contracts 
as their officers could succeed in procuring for 
them. Many citizens, actuated by a patriotic 
spirit, voluntarily advanced the necessary supplies, 
and others furnished subsistence under regular 
contracts with the recruiting officers of the com- 
panies. A single Citizen in his own town furnish- 
ed subsistence to the amount of from $500 to 91,000, 
under an agreement with one of the recruiting offi- 
cers, to aid in sustaining a company previous tq 
their march to Cincinnau; and he now asked pay- 
ment—that this money should be refunded to him, 
as had. been promised by those acting under the 
authority of the Secretary of War. And would 
it not be gross injustice to refuse the application? 
Every principle of justice, all just regard to the 
honor of the nation, and all respect to the cuy 
which a Representative owed to a noble-hearted, 
patriotic man, who had voluntarily advanced his 


private means to aid his country’s cause, demand- 
ed that the money should be fully and promptly 
repaid. What confidence could the citizen place 
in the promise and engagement of his Government 
if this just demand should be refused? How were 
we ever to get a volunteer corps in any future exi- 
gency of our public affairs, if this was to be the 
way in which the public promises were to be re- 
deemed? 

Though Ohio was called upon, at the commence- 
ment of the Mexican war, for only two thousand 
four hundred men, since thejr term of twelve 
months’ service had expired, she had sent two 
other regiments of volunteers; and during the war 
she had sent, altogether, more than six thousand 
troops, volunteers and regulars. The first volun- 
teers were furnished at the expense of the State, 
in the first instance. Some fifteen or twenty thou- 
sand dollars, or more, were advanced by our Gov- 
ernor, and that amount was not refunded until the 
lapse of six, twelve, or eighteen months. Some 
of these advances may not yet be paid. It is due 
to the State that the whole amount should be re- 
funded to her. Her patriotic and public-spirited 
Whig Governor at that time, the honorable Mr. 
Bartley, though her Legislature was not in session, 
had raised and furnished the money, and payment’ 
was demanded of him by those who advanced it 
on the credit of the State, long before Ohio could 
get back what she had advanced. And after the 
twelve months for which the first three regiments 
of volunteers had enlisted had elapsed, the volun- 
teers were-encouraged to reénlist; and many of 
them, with others, had volunteered to serve during 
the war, in the full belief that the money paid for 
their subsistence would be refunded, according to 
the promise of those whom they believed were 
fully authorized to contract for the same. What- 
ever was paid in good faith by individuals, to aid 
the Government of the United States to obtain the ` 
men demanded for the public service, and what- 
ever amount was expended for subsisting those 
men after they were sworn into the public service, 
as well as all advances by the State, should be 
fully and promptly repaid by the General Govern- 
ment. And he trusted that Congress would pass 
this bill, and thereby render speedy justice to those 
who now appeal to us. 

Here the hour to which the debate on the reso- 
lution had been terminated, expired. 

Mr. Jones’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to add to the 
bill the following proviso: 

And provided further, That it shall be proved to the satis- 
faction of the Secretary of War that said expenses incurred, 


subsistence or transportation furnished, “or money ad- 
vanced,” have not been paid by any person whatsoever. 


In supporting the amendment he had offered, 
Mr. E. referred to cases where the volunteers had 
paid their own tavern expenses, and going to Mex- 
ico many of them had there died. In this case, 
there was nothing in the bill to prevent the land- 
lord from presenting his account to the department 
for such supplies. The men were dead; and thus 
the money might be paid by Government a second 
time. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, proposed to 
modify the amendment by inserting the words 
“ paid by any person or persons whatever.” Mr. 
T. referred to cases where the expenses of the 
volunteers before being mustered into service had 
been advanced by the county where they were 
organized, and wished to know whether the reso- 
lution was so worded as to cover such a case? 

Mr. HARALSON considered the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
Evans] as wholly unnecessary, for surely the de- 
partment would not be so silly as to pay the same 
demand a second time. 

Mr. EVANS explained, and restated the case of 
the dead soldiers and the tavern-keepers. 

Mr. HARALSON said if the soldiers had paid the 
tavern-keeper, what possible claim could he make 
to have the money refunded to him? If it was to 
be refunded to any one, it was to the soldier or 
his representative. As to the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, [Mr. THompson,] he 
would read to the gentleman the clause of the reso- 
lution as amended to which his question referred. 
He then quoted that portion of the resolution which 
provided that moneys advanced by States, cities, 
counties, or individuals, for organizing, subsisting, 
and transporting volunteers previous to their being 
mustered into the service of the United States. 
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Nothing could be plainer than this language. A 
fair and reasonable construction of its provisions 
would leave no doubt that money advanced as the 
gentleman stated would be refunded. 

After further conversation between Mr. Tuome- 
son and Mr. Harazson on this point, Mr. H. 
observed that when small amounts had been fur- 
nished by individuals it was not probable that any 
demand would be made for repayment; but when 
cities had nobly come forward and advanced large 
sums in the hour of their country’s need, no doubt 
they would apply, and their just demands would 
be honorably met. 

The committee had been told by a gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Wicx] that petit larceny would 
be committed under this resolution, and that very 
clever gentlemen would be tempted by it to steal 
money out of the treasury. Admitting that some 
dishonest persons would advance fraudulent claims 
against the Government, was this any reason why 
no provision sould be made for paying claims 
which were just? Yet that was the whole sum 
and substance of the gentleman’s remarks yester- 
day. As to what the gentleman had said about 
refunding money to the adjutant general of his own 
State, the amendment he had suggested on that 

“subject was wholly unnecessary. Under the phrase- 
ology of the resolution as already amended, there 
would be no doubt as to the result of claims pre- 
sented to the War Department under this resolu- 


tion. . 

Mr. H., after having the resolution offered yer 
terday by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Mc- 
CLELLAND] read, argued that no further guards 
were requisite than the concluding proviso, which 
provided that no advance of money should be re- 
funded unless it was expenses that were necessary 
and proper. Could or would a Secretary of War 
pay, under such a clause, for expenditures which 
were extravagant, unnecessary and improper? The 
expense of organizing, enlisting, and transporting 
volunteers to their place of rendezvous ought to 
have been paid by the Government, (had it been 
practicable,) but had not. The simple question was 
whether, when these expenses had been paid for 
by others, they should or should not be reim- 
bursed? The Government was not to blame in 
the first instance, because it could not have pay- 
masters and commissariés stationed all over the 
country wherever a volunteer force was being 
raised. But the expenditure had been made, the 
Government had received the benefit of it, and it 
was no more than sheer justice to refund the money. 
Above all things let us be just. 

Mr. H. said if the Secretary of War was so 
unwise as to pay the tavern-keeper for what the 
soldier had first paid him, he ought to be im- 
peached and turned out of office. 

Mr. EVANS explained, and stated his supposed 
case a third time. 

Mr. STRONG proposed to amend the resolu- 
ction after the word “ cities,” by adding *‘ or other 
municipal corporations.” 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of or- 
der: the resolution having been gone through with, 
no further amendment could be made but by gen- 
eral consent. 

Mr. STRONG took an appeal from the decision, 
but it was affirmed by the committee: Ayes 65, 
noes 27. 

Mr. McKAY moved an amendment to strike 
out the words ‘*or money advanced.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN, at the suggestion of Mr. 
Tuompson, of Mississippi, ruled the amendment 
out of order, the bill having been gone through 
with. 

Mr. McLANE moved to amend by adding the 


following proviso: 

Proviied, further, That the sum paid shall not exceed, 
for euch volunteer so organized, subsisted, and transported, 
the sum now provided by Jaw for the organization, subsist- 
ence, and transportation of men in the regular army. 


Mr. McLANE briefly urged the necessity of the 
restriction proposed by the amendment to guard 
the treasury from unlimited demands that might 
otherwise be made upon it. 

Mr. BURT considered the amendment utterly 
impracticable; and, even if it were practicable, its 
operation would work an inequality between the 
volunteers and regulars, prejudicial to the former. 

The question being taken, Mr. McLane’s 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WICK moved the following as an addi- 


tional section: 
Be it enacted, &c., That no claim under this act shall be 


i| services. It would invite dishonest men to 


i 


| 


t 
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i 
paid unless the same he sustained, in addition to other testi- 
mony, by the oath of the claimant, stating that his claim is 
justly due to himself, and not in trust for others, and that he 
has neither directly nor indirectly received satisfaction 
thereof, entirely or in part, from any source whatever, and 
ab the advancement was made on the credit of the United 

tates. . 


An honorable member of the Committee on 
Military Affairs (said Mr. W.) had seen proper 
this morning—he would not say had seen proper, 
he did not think he had seen proper, but had inad- 
vertently placed in his (Mr. Ws) mouth a kind 
of milk-and-water argument, which he flattered 
himself he was not usually guilty of inflicting on 
the House in what little he had to say here. It 
was a mistake to say that his (Mr. W.’s) objection 
to this bill was, that dishonest men might perhaps 
prosecute and establish claims under it. He might 
have expressed himself imperfectly, but his pur- 
pose yesterday had been to say that this bill was 
expressly calculated to invite the presentation of | 
drummed-up claims. He hoped no honorable mem- 
ber would misunderstand him now. | 

By way of showing that this was the character ' 
of this bill, he would refer to a few details which 
he should have supposed would have presented 
themselves to the astute mind of the honorable 
gentleman who was a member of the Military 
Committee, as well as to the minds of other gen- 
tlemen. Let them see how it was that these claims 
had arisen. They had arisen from the fact, that 
when the volunteers were being raised, patriotic 
gentlemen had stepped forward and made advances, 
or the volunteers themselves or their friends had 
encountered expenditures which were necessary 
in enabling them to march to the place of rendez- 
vous. The claims might be drummed up in this 
way: Two or three companies collect in some con- 
venient place to march to the place of rendezvous; | 
the farmers of the community turn out their teams 
to carry them; one man collects a squad of teams, 


and has the general supervision of delivering the 
men; he expects to make no charge at the time, 
but he could-prove by the officers of the company 
that he furnished the teams; and althdugh he ma 
not have paid out a dollar—although it may all 
have been a matter of contribution, each farmer 
sending his own team—and although the ver 
funds expended were raised by handing a hat 
around—yet the leader in the matter would come 
forward under this resolution and claim for these 
present 
dishonest claims. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, interposed, and 
raised the point of order, that the gentleman’s 
remarks were rather in reply to other gentlemen 
than an explanation of the amendment which he 
had offered, and were therefore out of order under 
the five-minutes rule. 

The CHAIRMAN remarking that the gentle- 
man from Indiana had but one minute more— 

Mr. HOUSTON waived his objection; and 

Mr. WICK proceeded. Again, contributions 
had been raised in the manner he had described, 
or by subscription in a town or city, and placed in 
the hands of an individual; that individual had 
gone forward and expended the money for neces- 
saries for the volunteers; he only would be known 
to the officers; they would know of his expendi- 
ture, and the amount, at least proximating; and 
yet not one dollar of it had been expended out of 
his own pocket. He knew of many instances of 
this kind 

The time allotted for explanation here expired. 

Mr. MILLER, of Ohio, moved an amendment, 
to strike out the last line of the amendment of 
Mr. Wick. 

The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
(he said) proposed that no person should recover 
from the United States unless he would swear that 
the money for which the claim was made was ad- 
vanced on the credit of the United States. Now, 
he had a Jetter in his hand from the Quartermaster 
General of Ohio, which would show at once the 
impropriety of this provision. [He read the letter, 
which referred to an advance made in Ohio.] This 
advance (he said) was made at the instance of the 
Quartermaster General; and, in many instances, 
advances had been made in anticipation of some 
interposition of the State governments. 

But, further, the gentleman from Indiana said 
that this bill, as it now stood, opened the door to 
frauds. Did not the gentleman know that on the 
3d of March last a resolution of a similar character 
passed, and that all claims under that resolution 
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had been adjusted, and no frauds had been charged 
or could be proved? That resolution passed atthe 
last session, and was precisely similar to the one 
now under consideration. [He read the former 
resolution; also, an extract from the report of the 
Secretary of War showing the necessity for the 
present resolution.] Now, if this resolution opened 
the door to these enormous frauds, why, he asked, 
did not the gentleman from Indiana show that, 
under the former resolution, frauds had been per- 
petrated upon the Government? It was no such 
thing. It must be because the gentleman had not 
investigated the matter. Perhaps he was not in- 
terested in it, and had not paid attention to it. He 
(Mr. M.) trusted the resolution would be adopted. 

In concluding, he withdrew his amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. POLLOCK inquired of the Chair if it would 
be now in order to move to strike out the enacting 
clause of the resolution? 

The CHAIRMAN replied that it would not, as 
an amendment was now pending. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved an 
amendment to Mr. Wick’s amendment, to add, 
‘Sand no assignment shall be recognized by the 
War Department.” He said he knew that ad- 
vances had been made in many cases of ten, fif- 
teen, and twenty dollars, by men who never ex- 
nected to get anything in return; but let it be known 
that this resolution had passed, and agents would 
be sent all over the country, and these claims 
would be bought up fora small sum. In this way 
these agents would hunt up these claims; and, as 
the gentleman from Indiana said, it would invite 
such men to come to the War Department to get 
pay for claims which were never expected to be 
presented at the time the advances were made. 

Mr. WICK accepted the amendment of Mr. 
THOMPSON as a modification of his amendment. 

Mr. HARALSON asked if a claimant made his 
affidavit, as required by this amendment, would it 
not be saying to the Secretary of War that it was 
sufficient without proof? 

Mr. WICK replied that the amendment provi- 
ded the very reverse. It expressly required addi- 
tional proof beside the oath of the claimant. 

The question being taken, Mr. Wicx’s amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

Mr. POLLOCK now moved to strike out the 
enacting clause of the resolution. ' 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, raised the point that 
such a motion was not in order in committee. It 
was equivalent to the rejection of the measure, 
which the committee had no power to do, but only 
to amend it. 

Mr. POLLOCK referred to the rule to justify 
his motion, and remarked that he was distinctly 
in favor of the general principle of the resolution, 
and he thought that moneys advanced for the use 
of the volunteers ought to be refunded; yet he 
thought the bill defective, and had made the mo- - 
tion to strike out its enacting clause, with the view, 
if it prevailed, to recommit it to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, in order that the proposition 
might be brought forward in a proper form. 

Mr. JONES pressed his point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled it, and decided the 
motion in order. 

Mr. COBB inquired, in case the motion prevail- 
ed, what would be the report of the chairman to 
the House? Would it be that the committee had 
stricken out the enacting clause, and made certain 
amendments to the bill? [A laugh.}] He put this 
question to convince the chairman of the incorrect- 
ness of his decision. The motion was clearly out 
of order, and had so repeatedly been decided. 

After a word by Mr. COLLAMER on the point 
of order— ' | 

The CHAIRMAN, adhering to his decision, 
and no appeal being taken— 

The question was taken on the motion to strike 
out the enacting clause, and decided in the affirma- 
tive by tellers: Ayes 66, noes 53. 

So the committee agreed to strike out the enact- 
ing clause of the resolution. 

Mr. MEADE proposed to offer a further amend- 
ment to the bill. 7 

The CHAIRMAN ruled all amendments out of 
order, as the vote last taken was equivalent to the 
rejection of the bill. 

Mr. HILLIARD moved that this bill be laid 
aside, and ‘the Oregon bill be taken up. 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the committee 
could take up no other bill; but, under the terms 
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of the resolution under which they were acting, |: 
having disposed of the resolution, they must imme» || 
diately rise and report their action to the House. 

The committee then rose, and the CHAIRMAN i 
reported that the committee had stricken out the |! 
enacting clause. |i The time has arrived when we may be permitted 

The SPEAKER replied that the committee might | to survey the ground over which we have passed 

| 


in ordering the army to the Rio Grande. Now, 
sir, I wholly dissent from all these views; and I 


the course of the President and the policy of his 
Administration in regard to the Mexican question. 


perfect, but it could not destroy a bill, and he an- |: since the opening of the war with Mexico. Hos- 
nounced the question to be on the bill and its || tilities are suspended; peace is at hand—n peace 
amendments. j '| which is, I trust, to prove a firm and lasting one 
Mr. POLLOCK moved the recommitment of f between the two countries. It is not my purpose 
the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs. to enter into an elaborate investigation of the causes 
Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecticut, moved the | which gave rise to the war; that ground has been 

|, fully explored, and [ should hardly hope to come 


previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said he hoped the |: back with a single discovery. I desire, however, 
gentleman from Connecticut would withdraw the |: to hold the Administration up to its responsibility. 
demand for the previous question, for he had a || A war may be provoked by causes which would 
substitute for the bill, which he thought would be f fully justify it, and vet be precipitated by an un- 
acceptable if it were heard. He had shown it to |; constitutional act. The President, in ordering the 
friends on his side of the House, and they approved <; army to a position on the Rio Grande, clearly 
of it, and he thought gentlemen opposite would | usurped powers not conferred on him by the Con- 
too, if they would listen to it. '| stitution. Texas was annexed to this country bya 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired what the effect of the || resolution which left the western boundary of that 

revious question would be? 

The SPEAKER replied that it would cut off the 
motion to recommit, and bring the House to a di- 
rect vote on the bill. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved the previous question, 
but there was not a second, and the question recur- 
red on the mation to recommit. . 

Mr. JONES then read his amendment, as fol- 
lows: 

“& That the resolution approved March 3, 1847, entitled 
< A resolution to retund money to the States which have sup- 
* plied volunteers and furnished them transportation during 
€ the present war, before being mustered and received into 
€ the service of the Uuited States,’ be, and the same is here- 
by, revived and extended so as to authorize the payment of 
similar expenses to States or individuals, which have occur- 
red since the approval of the resolution hercin revived and 
extended.” 

The question was then taken on the motion to | 
recommit to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and it was agreed to. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT IN OREGON. 

On motion of Mr. HALL, of Missouri, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cranston, of 
Rhode Island, in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill to establish a Territorial Gov- 
ernment in Oregon. 

Mr. HILLIARD said, that in rising to address 
the committee he did not propose to discuss the 
provisions of the bill then before them; but there 
were some topics which stood connected with the 
general subject upon which he desired to give his | 
views. The bill provides (said Mr. H.) for the 
erganization of a territorial government for the 
people of Oregon. lt is understood that negoti- 
ations are now pending with Mexico which will 
probably result in the extension of our territorial 
possessions. We shall soon be called on to pro- | 
vide a government for the people of New Mexico 
and of Upper California. I am not anxious to 
engage in a premature discussion of topics which 
must come up when that legislation is entered 
upon. I hope that the wisdom and moderation 
which have been displayed heretofore, in dealing 
with great questions affecting the interests of the 

eople of this country, will characterize the legis- 
ation of Congress when that measure comes up 


tained and fixed by negotiation. 

If the Presidenthad become convinced that Mex- 
ico would decline that mode of adjustment, and had 
satisfied Congress thata resort must be had toarms, 
we should have been at liberty to claim the Rio 
Bravo as the western boundary of Texas, and to 
direct the Preaident to throw in a military force for 
its defence. But, in the absence of such a declara- 
tion on the part of Congress, the order of the Presi- 
dent to General Taylor to take up his position on 
the banks of that stream was a gross, palpable, vio- 
lent usurpation of authority. No array of grievan- 
ces committed by Mexico against this country will 
justify that order; no circumstances which existed 
could vindicate that act of the President, while they 
may justify the act of Congress and vindicate its 
recognition of this war. I do not deny that there 
was ample ground upon which to rest a declaration 
of war againat Mexico. Iam not disposed to deny 
that there were hostile threats and warlike prepa- 
rations on the part of that republic; but I do deny 
that the President had any constitutional authority 
whatever to decide the question of peace or war. 
That was a question for the decision of Congress. 
The Constitution lodged there the authority to pass 
upon so momentous an issue; and the act of the 
President, in deciding that the western boundary 
of Texas must be settled by arms, and not by ne- 
gotiation, stands out asa bold usurpation of power, 
which no circumstances can justify or excuse. 

Still, this is purely a domestic question, and can- 
not affect our relations with Mexico. It was an 
ill-advised step, invited attack, and led to hostili- 
ties. Congress thought proper to recognize these 
hostilities as acts of war; and I felt at liberty to 
vote the supplies necessary to carry on the war 
thus brought on, though I condemned the course 
of the President. Iam not, however, ready at this 
time to vote for raising the ten additional regiments 
which the President asks for. I am amazed that 
gentlemen should press the bill at a moment like 
this. Hasthere not been enough of war, enough 
of its pomp and circumstance, enough of its ex- 
pense? With a good prospect for peace, must the 
country be again plunged, by reckless obedience to 
the demands of the President, into this wasteful 
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for cofsideration, and-that the political rights of || expenditure? Some gentlemen, too, seem uneasy 
the South will be regarded. They must be; the || at voting against taking the bill up out of its order. 
South will aim at no exclusive advantages, nor || The time has gone by for such apprehensions. 


will it submit to unjust and humiliating restric- 
tions. The gentleman who last addressed the com- 
mittee on this question [Mr. Smarr, of Maine} 
stated that the war in which we have been engaged 
with Mexico was not undertaken for the acquisi- 
tion of territory, but to quiet the title to Texas. 
My honorable. friend from Georgia, too, [Mr. 
Cosz,] some time since endeavored to make it 
appear that it was impossible to condemn the act 
of the President in ordering the advance of the 
army upon the Rio Grande without condemning Í 
the previous act of the Government in annexing 
Texas to the United States, and at the same time 
including in our censure the act of Congress which 
voted the supplies necessary to carry on the war 
with Mexico. Anhonorable gentleman from South 
Carolina, for whose opinions I entertain a high 
respect, [Mr. Ruert,]| has entered into an elabo- 
rate argument in vindication of the policy of the 
Administration, in which he declares that the 
President was exerting his constitutional functions 


The war has become odious to the people. The 
country desires peace. The President has gone 
down in the contest, and, though he still rides along 
the lines, and strives to animate his followers to 
new struggles, he has none of the energy and power 
of manhood left him. 
ss The times have been 

That when the brains were out the man would die, 

And there an end; but now they rise again, 

With twenty mortal murders on their crowns, 

And push us from our stools.” 


What induced the President to seize this power 
which did not belong to him? Was there danger 
of invasion? No. There were no settlements along 
the country bordering on the Rio Bravo to defend. 
So far as anything American was concerned, it 
was as destitute of life as the Carnatic after the 
descent of Hyder Ali, as described by Burke, in 
a celebrated speech on the Nabob of Arcot’s 

ebts. 

You might traverse the whole region and not see 


| shall as rapidly as possible state my objections to. 


State open, and provided that it should be ascer- 
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one man, not one woman, not one child, not one 
four-footed beast of any description whatever. Yet 
the friends of the President seek to justify his rash. 
order for the advance of the army, by persuading 
us that it was determined on under the apprehen- 
sion of threatened invasion. There must have been 
some other consideration—some ulterior, undis- 
closed object which the President had in view. 
By referring to the correspondence which took 
place between the Secretary of War and General 
Taylor, it will be perceived that as early as the 
15th June, 1845, Mr. Bancroft, while in temporary 


|| charge of the War Department, wrote to the com- 


manding general in terms which would have autho- 
rized him at that time to pitch his tents on the 
banks of the Rio Bravo. 

On the 30th of the succeeding month, the Secre- 
tary of War wrote to him in similar terms: 


«'Trhe Rio Grande is claimed to be the boundary between 
the two countries, and up to this boundary you are to extend 
your protection, only excepting any posts on the eastern side 
thereof which are in the actual occupancy of Mexican forces, 
or Mexican setuements over which the Republic of Texas 
did not exercise jurisdiction at the period of annexation, or 
shortly beforethatevent. Itis expected that, in selecting the 
establishment for your troops, you will approach as near the 
boundary line (the Rio Grande) as prudence will dictate.” 


On the 16th of October following, the Secretary 
of War again writes to this officer: 


¢ The information which we have received here, renders 
it probable that no serious attempts will at present be made 
by Mexico toinvade Texas, although she continues to threaten 
incursions. Previous instructions will have put you in pose 
session of the views of the Governmentof the United States, 
not only as lo the extent of its territorial claims, hut of its 
determination to assert them. * * * * You will approach 
as near the western boundary of Texas (the Rio Grande) as 
circumstances will permit; having reference to reasonable 
security—to accommodations, for putting your troops into 
winter huts, if deemed necessary—to the facility and certain- 
ty of procuring or receiving supplics, and to checking any 
ar incursions by the Mexican forces on the Indian 
tribes.”? 


Here, then, the Secretary of War, ata time when 
there was no serious apprehension of an invasion 
of Texas by a Mexican force, directs General Tay- 
lor to approach as near the Rio Grande as circum- 
stances ivili permit. He is informed, in the same 
letter, that he need not wait for instructions from 
Washington to carry out what he might deem 
proper to be done. Still General Taylor did not 


‘advance, until, on the 13th of January, 1846, the 


positive, decisive, fatal order was sent to him, to 
take a position on the east bank of the Rio Grande: 

‘Tam directed by the President to instruct you to advance 
and occupy, with the troops under your command, positions 
on or near the east bank of the Rio de} Norte as soon as it 
can be conveniently done, with reference to the season and 
the routes by which your movements must be made.” 

Point Isabel and points opposite Matamoros and 
Mier, in the vicinity of Laredo, are named as suit- 
able places for taking up his position. ' 

The order of the Government was obeyed. 
General Taylor advanced upon Point Isabel, and 
took a position opposite Matamoros. 

Doubtless the President acted upon the idea that 
a feeble people were likely to be yielding in nego- 
tiation when an army hung upon and threatened 
their exposed frontier. He disregarded the noble 
Roman maxim: 

Parcere subjectis, dcbellare superbos. 


Hence, when a minister was sent to negotiate, an 
army was ordered to take possession of the very 
territory which was to be the subject of negotia- 
tion, and a fleet hovered upon the coast of u prov- 
ince which that minister was instructed to purchase. 
If the force had been great enough the policy might 
have been successful; but our small army invited 
attack from its apparent helplessness. 
There was something beyond the mere wish to 
quiet the title to Texas which the President had in 
view when he ordered the army to the Rio Bravo. 
He had just fallen back in inglorious retreat 
through five parallels of latitude on the Pacific 
coast before the most formidable Power on the 
clobe, and his aim evidently was to illustrate his 
Administration by acquiring the northern prov- 
inces of Mexico. Phaeton was the reputed son 
of Phebus, and, when his paternity wag question- 
ed, he visited the palace of the sun that he might 
revail on his father to give him the means of prov- 
ing his illustrious descent. Phoebus allowed him 
to drive his chariot for a day, and instructed him 
how to proceed through the regions of the air; but 
the feeble hand of Phaeton could not guide the fly- 
ing horses; they departed from their track; heaven 
and earth were threatened with conflagration, and 
order could not be restored until a bolt from the 


566 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 30, 


hand of Jupiter hurled the adventurous charioteer 
from his seat. The President, in his eagerness to 
vindicate his.claim to the high station which he 
fills, ventured upon a policy which has brought 
about similar confusion. General Jackson’s tone 
towards France, which fortunately resulted in no 
mischief, was assumed by Mr. Polk in his nego- 
tiations with Great Britain upon the Oregon ques- 
tion, and we narrowly escaped war. It was em- 
ployed against a feeble Power with greater confi- 
dence of success. The President had set his heart 
upon acquiring New Mexico and California, and 
it occurred to him that the most successful mode 
of persuading Mexico to yield them up would be 
to station an army on her frontier and a fleet on 
her coast. That this was the aim of the President 
will clearly appear when the instructions given to 
Mr. Slidell are made public. He was sent to 
Mexico, nat simply as a commissioner to settle 
open questions, and especially to fix the western 
boundary of Texas, but it seems that he was, in- 
structed to spread before the Mexican Government 
powerful considerations for giving up the desired 
provinces. As to New Mexico, Mr. Slidell was 
probably instructed to urge upon the Mexican 
Government that it ought to belong to the United 
States, a great portion of it lying on this side of 
the Rio Grande and included within the limits al- 
ready claimed by Texas; it was, too, a remote 
and detached province, the possession of which 
could not be advantageous to that country; but, if 
given up, she would be relieved from the trouble 
and expense of defending the inhabitants against 
the Indians. From these and other considerations 
it was clear that New Mexico ought to belong to 
the United States. 

Nor was California to be overlooked: on the con- 
trary, it was no doubt an important object of Mr. 
Slidell’s mission to secure a large part of that prov- 
ince. The possession of the bay and harbor of 
San Francisco was regarded as all-important to the 
United States; it was believed, too, that the Mex- 
ican Government had but a slight hold on Califor- 
nia; and that they would readily relinquish that hold 
for a sufficient consideration. 

It is easy to trace the object of the Administra- 
tion; it is impoasible to mistake it; the main busi- 
ness of Mr. Slidell was to acquire New Mexico 
and California. A fleet had sailed for the Pacific; 
the instructions which the commander bore dis- 
closed the purpose of the Government. Upper 
California was to be taken; it was to be held; it 
was under no circumstances to be given up; we 
were to be found in possesston of it at the close of 
the war, so that if a treaty of peace should be made 
upon the basis of the uti possidelis we might retain it. 

General Kearny was sent to take possess'on of 
New Mexico, and he was instructed by the Secre- 
tary of War to assure the people of that province 
that it was the wish and design of the United States 
to provide for them a free government with the 
least possible delay, similar to that which exists in 
our territories. They were then to exercise the 
rights of freemen by electing their own representa- 
tives to the Ferritorial Legislature. The war has 
been prosecuted throughout for the purpose of se- 


curing New Mexico und California, There has- 


not been a moment since its commencement when 
e > a 
the Administration would have concluded a peace 
on any other terms. It was for this that General 
Taylor was ordered to advance beyond the Rio 
Grande after he had scattered the Mexican army 
in hopeless confusion, and to range his victorious 
troups along the Sierra Madre. ‘The President at 
one time disclaimed any such purpose; but in his 
last annual message he employs no equivocal Jan- 
uage. Referring to his former declaration respect- 
ing the war, he says: 

‘In my annual message to Congress of December last, I 
declared that the war has not been waged with a view to 
conquest, but having been commenced by Mexico, it has 
been carric.d into the enemy’s country, and will be vigorously 
prosecuted there with a view to obtain an honorahie’ peace, 
and thereby secure ample indemnity for the expenses of the 
war, as well as to our much-injured citizens who hold large 
pecuniary demands against Mexico. $ i * * 

-(t has never been contemplated by me as an object of the 
war to make a permanent conque: tof the Republic of Mexico, 
a to aunihilate her separate existence as an iudependent na- 

on.”? l 

This disclaimer now, it will be observed, is as to 
the Republic of Mexico, and is not applied to the 
coveted provinces. On the contrary, he boldly dis- 
closes his purpose to hold them in right of con- 
quest: 


t In the mean time, as Mexico refuses all indemnity, we 
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should adopt measures to indemnify ourselves hy appropria- 
ting permanently a portion of her territory. Early after the 
commenceiment of the war, New Mexico and the Californias 
were taken possession of by our forces. Our military and 
naval commanders were ordered to conquer and hold them, 
subject to be disposed of by a treaty of peace. ‘These provin- 
ces are now in our undisputed occupation, and have been 
sn for many months, all resistance on the part of Mexico hav- 
ing ceased within their limits. I am satisfied that they should 
never be surrendered to Mexico.” 

He advises Congress to extend over them the 
jurisdiction and laws of the United States at once, 
and insists that we ought not to wait for a treaty 
of peace, but consider them at once as constituent 
parts of our-country. The President is, in some 
respects, a bold man; for, in his annual message, 
upon which I am remarking, he asserts that Con- 
GREss contemplated the acquisition of territorial 
indemnity when that body made provision for the 
prosecution of the war. In seeking indemnity he 
Insists that the acquisition of territory was inev- 
itable. It is impossible, sir, to observe the course 
of this Administration without perceiving that 
their object, from the first moment when they be- 
gan to deal with the Mexican question, was the 
acquisition of the northern provinces of Mexico. 
These were to be torn from the Central Govern- 
ment, and held asthe spoils of war. This is the 
meaning of indemnity for the past and security for 
the future—a phrase used as early as June 1846, 
in a proclamation sent out to General Taylor. | 

It requires no publication of secret instrucuons 
to demonstrate this. The President informs us, 
in his last annual message, that the commissioncr 
sent out to negotiate a treaty of peace was autho- 
rized toagree to the establishment of the Rio Grande 
as the boundary, from its entrance into the Gu'f 
to its intersection with the southern boundary of 
New Mexico, in north latitude about thirty-two 
degrees, and to obtain a cession to the United 
States of the provinces of New Mexico and the 
Californias, and the privilege of the right of way 
across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec. The bound- 
ary of the Rio Grande and the cession to the Uni- 
ted States of New Mexico and Upper California 
constituted an ultimgtum which our commissioner 
was under no circumstances to yield. 

No one who thus traces the course of the Ad- 
ministration, can be at any loss to account for the 
order which sent the American army to take a 
position on the.Rio Grande. The country bor- 
dering on that stream was to be acquired; New 
Mexico and California were to be secured; this 
was an ultimatum to be yielded under no circum- 
stances; it was intended to be accomplished from 
the beginning, and the Administration thought ita 
masterly policy to help the commissioner who was 
sent to negotiate for this territory by marching an 
army to intimidate the Government with which he 
was treating. 

This object, so steadily kept in view by the 
Administration is about to be accomplished. If 
the treaty which has gone out to the Mexican 


Government should be ratified, the Rio Grande | 


becomes the western boundary of Texas, and New 
Mexico and Upper California will be added to our 
territorial possessions; at least we get all New 
Mexico and so much of California as lies north of 
the river Gila and a line drawn from its intersec- 
tion with the Colorado, to a point on the Pacific 
Ocean south of San Diego. If we had acquired the 
fabled garden of the Hesperides, the President 
could hardly be more full of exultation. It is 
worth while to inquire for a moment what this 
territory is worth. The strip of country which 
fringes the Rio Grande cannot be very valuable. 
The population is said to be sparse and the crops 
are uncertain. 

New Mexico is described as a region wholly 
unsuited to an agricultural population. Lofty and 
rugged mountains, narrow an@poor valleys, make 
up its great features, while an absence of water 
and of wood complete its uninviting aspect. A 
large portion is said to be made up ‘of rocks, 
sands, and desert wastes.”’ It sustains a scattered 
and mi~erable population. Let us, however, take 
its velue as estimated by the Secretary of State, 
who is understood to have authorized Mr. Slidell 
to offer for it five millions of dollars. 

The most intelligent travellers who have visited 
Upper California agree in describing it as a coun- 
try wholly destitute of attractions for a people like 
ourown. A very large proportion of the country 
is represented as unfit for cultivation, and incapable 
of supporting any dense population. Those parts 
of it which are. susceptible of agriculture must be 


subjected to it by irrigation. It has none of the 
resources which invite or encourage commefce. 
The most valuable acquisition is the bay of San 
Francisco; this will, it is to be hoped, give in- 
creased security to our Pacific commerce. I am 
not disposed to depreciate its value, nor will I in- 
troduce atatements respecting it which might have 
this effect. Let us take Mr. Buchanan’s estimate 
of the value of Upper California, embracing the 
bay of San Francisco, which is understoad to be 
fifteen millions of dollars; while, for an extension 
of this line on the Pacific so as to take in Monte- 
rey, the Administration authorized an offer of five 
millions more. l 

Of what possible advantage can this extension of 
our territorial possessions be to us? The bay of 
San Francisco, as [ have already said, is important 
to us ina commercial view; and the barren regions 
of New Mexico and Upper California will form a 
boundary over which it is to be hoped our spread- 
ing population will not be inclined to pass. But 
what do we pay forit? Upwards of twenty mil- 
lions of dollara tn cash, besides the whole expenses 
of the war, which will probably swell the amount 
to one hundred and fifty millions. Compare this 
with the amount paid by us for Louisiana. We 
gave for the rich and extensive territory included 
under that name eighty millions of francs—about 
fifteen millions of dollars. It was essential to us; 
it completed the compactness of our territorial pos- 
sessions; it gave us the command of the entrance 
of the Mississippi, and, overlooking every other 
feature, its importance may be estimated by a sin- 
gle glance at New Orleans. There is a great city, 
rapidly growing in population and wealth; a mag- 
nificent emporium ef commerce, receiving the pro- 
ductions of a continent, and sending them out 
through all the earth. Set down the cost of that 
immense and fertile territory by the stde of that 


| which we are to pay for our new acquisition, and 


you will be' prepared to estimate the advantage 
which the policy of this Administration has con- 
ferred upor the country. 

But there is another element of coat in the acqui- 
sition of this new territory which must not be 
forgotten. Louisiana was acquired by negotiation; 
it was acquired in peace; it came to us a purchase. 
But, in addition to the enormous outlay of money 
to which we are subjected by the policy of the 
Administration in acquiring our new territorial 
possessionz, we yield up twenty-five thousand 
human lives. The treaty which secures to us this 
territory is stained with blood. There is, too, yet 
another sacrifice which*we make in securing these 
coveted provinces; a sacrifice of the most costly , 
kind—I mean the loss of national character. With 
our ample resources, we shall soon replenish our 
empty treasury, and our vigorous population will 
hardly feel the check given to it by the loss of 
twenty-five thousand of our people; but when will 
the character of the nation recover from the wound 
which it has received? What art can relieve the 
national escutcheon from ‘the spots”? which stain 
it? We have just received from the other side of 
the Atlantic the tidings of a convulsion which has 
overturned a throne; an enthusiastic people, our 
former allies, Jong accustomed to admire our in- 
stitutions, have established a republic. Ourexample 
has been felt throughout the world; the high career 
which we have heretofore pursued, the glorious 
example of regulated liberty which we have’exhib- 
ited, the magnanimity which has marked our in- 
tercourse with other nations—all this has awakened 
throughout the world the noblest hopes. But we 
now turn from this high career; we carry our eagles 
in triumph over a neighboring and feeble people, 
and we wrest from them provinces which they are 
reluctant to surrender. The example is a fatal 
one, and its influence upon the world must be dis- 
astrous. Say what we may, this is a conquest; 
the Mexican Government is driven from place to 
place, hunted down, overthrown, and then a bas- 
tard treaty is negotiated, which is helped forward 
by the bayonet and the purse, bribery being called 
in to accomplish what force could not effect. 
Against this mode of acquiring territory, 1 solemn- 
ly protest. I do not object to the extension of our 
institutions, nor am [I troubled with those appre- 
hensions which seem to haunt the minda of some 
gentlemen in regard to this subject. There isa 
principle belonging to our system of confederated 
States which will bear expansion—it can grasp a 
continent. Steam and the telegraph have so in- 
creased the means of communication, that the 


remotest points of our wide land are brought into 
the relations of neighhorhood. But let this growth 
of our institutions be spontaneous and gradual, and. 
let neighboring provinces seek to come within the 
sheltering sanctity of our Government. 

This, then, is the achievement of the Adminis- 
tration: upon this acquisition of territory it rests its 
fame. What other public benefit can it claim to 
have conferred upon the country? Has it done 
anything towards developing the resources of the 
nation? Has it done anything for the commerce, 
the agriculture, or the industry of our people? To 
what single monument of its wisdom, its energy, 
or its*enterprise can it point? No improvements 
have grown up under its hand; it has brought upon 
the people the demoralizing influence of war; and 
it has entailed upon the country an immense pub- 
lic debt. Suppose it had pursued a career of peace, 
how much greater would be our prosperity at the 
present moment. The vast sums expended in war 
would have been saved, we should have been free 
from debt, and the very territory which we are 
about to acquire at so great an expenditure of mo- 
ney, and life, and character, might have been pur- 
chased for an inconsiderable sum. 

Í am not insensible to the military glory which 
our arms have won in the late war with Mexico. 
The brilliant achievements of our armies will com- 
po well with those of any age or any nation. 

he blended courage and skill of our officers, and 
the indomitable ardor of our troops, have illustra- 
ted the American name. But how was this glory 
earned? Not by the Administration, but in spite 
of the Administration; as Colonel Barré declared 
of the American colonies in the great struggle for 
independence, when it was said that they had been 
planted and nourished by the care of the mother 
country: ‘* They planted by your care! They have 
grown and prospered in spite of your care.’ 

The fostering hand of this Administration might 
weil have crushed an army of less vigorous mate- 
rials, The officers in command have been watched 
with a jealousy which lest no occasion to exhibit 
itself. The army under General Taylor, after the 
splendid victories of Palo Alto and Resaca de la 
Palma, overcoming every obstacle, making up with 
their own energies for the want of the means of 
transportation, marched against Monterey, a wall- 
ed city of immense strength, defended by a much 
greater force than that which attacked it—assaulted 
and carried it—and their victorious leader was re- 
warded by the censure of an Administration which, 
overlooking all the glory of such exploits, hasten- 
ed to condemn an act which secured complete pos- 
session of the place; an act which was characterized 
by a wisdom and humanity hardly less admirable 
than the courage and firmness of the illustrious 
captain who performed it. Deprived of his regular 
troops, he was left in an advanced and exposed po- 
sition; when, with a little army made up almost 
wholly of volunteers, he received the shock of bat- 
tle from a Mexican army twenty thousand strong, 
led by Santa Anna in person, and repulsed them. 
Hew much of the glory of Buena Vista is due to 
the Administration: 

Another distinguished officer, of splendid abili- 
ties, invested and took Vera Cruz and the castle of 
San Juan de Ulua, exhibiting the highest military 
skill; pressing on to:Cerro Gordo, he won a bril- 
- liant victory; and the Government, busy with its 
fostering care, objected to the disposition which he 
made of his prisoners. . 

Advancing upon the capital, meeting and over- 
coming obstacles in his march, which remind us 
of the exploits of Cortes, he carries with a small 
army the city of Mexico, and while the world is 
resounding with the fame of those achievernents, 
Scottis removed from the command of an army 
which he had led through these successive vieto- 
ries, and called tn appear before a court of inquiry. 

But, sir, this Administration is passing away, 
ita days are rapidly drawing to a close. Let it go; 
tt‘has lost the opportunity of doing good, and 1 
fear has done great mischief. A young French- 
man called on Louis XLV. when that monarch had 
reached an advanced age, and asked him to confer 
an appointment on him. The monarch exclaimed 
Hmpatiently: “ You shall never have it while I live.” 
“Very well,-sir, (replied the young gentleman,) I 
can afford to wait.” 

The country is young and vigorous, and will 
outlive a bad Administration; it can afford to wait: 
but the Administration leaves us a most unenvia- 
ble heritage in its history. In speaking of it, one 
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is almost ready to borrow Macauley’s deseription 
of the reign of Charles H.: ‘‘ Those are days which 
can never be recalled without a blush—days of 
dwarfish talents and gigantic vices.” | 

Let us turn from the past, and look to the future. 
The party opposed to the Administration will prob- 
ably come into power. We certainly shall, if we 
do not throw ‘away our advantages. The time has 
come when a very large proportion of the people 
of the United States desire to see one elevated to 
the Presidency who holds himself uncommitted to 
mere party measures, and looks out upon a hori- 
zon wide enough to embrace his whole country. 
The country has suffered from the fierce collision 
of parties, and its great interests are passed upon 
by irresponsible bodies calling themselves conven- 
tions, which sketch not only the plan of a political 
campaign, but lay down the princtples which shall 
govern an Administration. 

I rejoice that one man has been found in the 
country with courage enough to refuse to lend him- 
self to the advancement of mere party schemes, 
and who, following the great example of Wash- 
ington, will administer the Government for the 
good of the people of the whole country. We 
have always denounced a President who could 
never forget that he belonged to a party, or rise to 
the enlarged patriotism which ought to characterize 
the Chief Magistrate of the United States; and yet 
some object to the noble position which General 
Taylor takes, when he refuses to practise the sup- 
ple subserviency of a partisan. I regard that po- 
sition with unqualified admiration. He does not 
deny his identity with the Whig party. He de- 
clares his unwillingness to conceal that fact from 
the American people. He frankly avows his de- 
Sire to see some of the eminent men of that party 
elected to the Presidency; but he refuses, with 
true dignity, to allow others to extort from him 
pledges, or to undertake to carry out any set of 
measures which others may wish to impose on 
him. To borrow his own language, he asks no 
favor, and shrinks from no responsibility. He 
does not court popular favor. He remains in the 
quiet discharge of his duties, and leaves the people 
to decide as they may think best, whether he shall 
be called to administer the Government, or left in 
the station which he now fills, and which he has 
rendered so illustrious. 

Such a course presents a broad contrast to that 
which is sometimes pursued by aspirants to the 
Presidency, who traverse sea and land to make 
proSelytes, and bid for the purple by committing 
themselves to the favorite schemes of different 
latitudes. . 

Such ambition sometimes overleaps itself. The 
support which the popular sentiment of the coun- 
try gives to General Taylor’s noble position is a 
cheering indication. It 1s full of promise for the 
future, and reminds us of earlier and better days. 
I believe that the people will bear him triumph- 
antly into the Presidency. He will administer the 
Government with a strict regard to the Consti- 
tution; he will call into his cabinet the ablest of 
his political friends; he will arrest the demoralizing 
practice of expelling good men from the subordi- 
nate offices to put ultra partisans in their place; 
and: will return to the better rule of inquiring as to 
applicants, ‘‘ Is he honest? Is he capable?’ He 
will restore the great principles which belonged to 
the early republican Administrations, and will 
guide the country into a high career of prosperity 
and glory. 

Mr. H. having concluded— 

The committee rose, and the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 30, 1848. 


Mr. DIX presented the petition of Hall J. Kelly, 
asking a grant of land in Oregon, for services ren- 
dered in exploring and developing the resources of 


that country; which was referred to the Committee 


on Public Lands. 


Mr. HALE presented a petition of citizens of 
Maine, praying a speedy termination of the war 
with Mexico, and the abolition of slavery in the 
District of Columbia; the motion to receive which 
was laid upon the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Erie county, New 
York, expressing their belief that slavery never 
had any constitutional existence, and praying the 
adoption of measures for its abolition throughout 
the United States. | 


Mr. HALE moved that the petition be received, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOWNS moved that the motion to receive 
the petition be laid upon the table; which was 
agreed to. 


Mr. HALE presented a petition from citizens 
of Mentz, New York, praying an inquiry into the 
constitutionality of slavery, and the propriety of 
extending the writ of habeas corpus to every in- 
habitant of the United States. He thought that 
this petition did not come within the practice of 
the Senate in regard to abolition petitions, as it did 
not ask for the abolition of slavery. He thought 
it due to the petitioners that the subject should re- 
ceive the consideration of a committee, and a report 
be made which would enlighten them on the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. TURNEY moved that the motion to receive 
be laid on the table. | 

Mr. HALE demanded the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and it was decided in the affirma- 
tive, as follows : 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Bagby, Breese, 
Butler, Calhoun, Davi- of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Day- 
ton, Downs, Douglas, Hannegan, Hunter, Johnson of Geor- 
gia, Lewis, Mangum, Moor, Niles, Rusk, Turney, Wescott, 
and Yulee—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Hale, 


Miller, Phelps, Underwood, and Upham—7. 


Mr. PHELPS presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of the United States, praying the purchase of 
Mount Vernon by the Government; which was 
laid upon the table. 


WRECKS OF VESSELS. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, submitted the 
following resolution, which was considered by 


unanimous consent and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be instructed 
to communicate to the Senate such information as he may 


` possess, or may be able to collect, in regard to wrecks of 


vessels belonging to the United States during the year whieh 
will end the 30th June next, designating the places where 
such wrecks occurred, the time when, and all other circum- 
stances attending the same which he may deem useful. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. DOWNS, from, the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, submitted a report, accompanied b 
a bill for the relief of Henry Fredien and other citi- 
zens of Louisiana. The bill was read and 
to the second reading, and the report ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives for the relief of the legal 
representatives of William McKenzie, late a gea- 
man on board the United States ship Vincennes, 
reported it without amendment. 


` Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of Elijah H. Willis, 
reported it without amendment. 


CONGRATULATIONS TO THE FRENCH. 

The following joint resolution coming up in its 
order, it was read a second time: . 

Resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That, in the 
name and behalf of the American people, the congratula- 
tions of Congress are hereby tendered to the people of France 
upon their success in their recent efforts to consolidate 
liberty,eby imbodying its principles in a republican form of 
government. , 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, requested to transmit this resolution to the 
American minister at Paris, with instructions to present it to 
the French Government. 7 ' 

Mr. BALDWIN then moved that the resolution 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLEN. I haveno very great feėling on 
the subject of this particular motion. [I do not 
know, sir, that it will make a eae deal of differ- 
ence whether this resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations or retained by 
the Senate and made the special order of the day 
for a day in future. I cannot anticipate, sir, What 
may or may not be the opionion of the members 
who compose that committee with regard to this 
resolution. I will, however, presume to say, that 
whatever the opinion of the committee may be, I 
doubt not they will afford the Senate an opportu- 
nity, by a report on the subject, to express Its 
opinion upon the resolution itself or the principles 
embraced in it. But, sir, it does not seem to me 
to be one of those propositions which require the 
intervention of a committee previous to the action 
of the Senate upon them. It is an isolated prop- 
osition—without detail—without oomplexty— 
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which is presented to the mind of every Senator, 
and it is therefore of a character which, it would 
seem to'me, must render it totally unnecessary that 
it should be referred to a standing or even a select 
committee. Near the beginning of this session, 
gir, a resolution was submitted by the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina (Mr. Catnoun] in 
relation to what ought or ought not to be the policy 
of the Government of the United States with regard 
to Mexico. That resolution looked to a pending 
state of things, and was in its very nature a com- 
plex proposition. dt was so much so, and so im- 
mediately connected with the action of our Govern- 
ment, that I thought—with great deference to the 
better opinion of others, however—thut it would be 
most wise, most circumspect, in every way most 
judicious, that a resolution of that import—in full 
view of the actual relations which this country 
bore to Mexico, at the moment the resolution was 
introduced—should be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. But the honorable mover 
of the resolution deemed it totally unnecessary that 
any such reference should be made, and seemed to 
consider the motion to refer as a motion hostile to 
the resolution, and as an indirect attempt to evade 
the consideration of it by the Senate. e therefore 
opposed the reference, and opposed it with reasons 
so good, in the judgment of a majority of the Sen- 
ate, that his opposition prevailed, and the reference 
was not made according to the motion. . 

The proposition which I have submitted is a 
simple, isolated proposition; it presents a solitary 
question to the minds of the Senate, unembarrassed 
and unelaborated by any details; a question on 
which no committee can enlighten the Senate other- 
wise than by making a report and presenting an 
argument for or against the specific proposition 
contained in the resolution. I therefore trust that 
this reference will not be made, but that the Sen- 
ate will retain possession of the resolution, and fix 
a day on which it will take it up for consideration, 
and dispose of it in the usual form by a formal 
vote of the body. Still, sir, I shall not only do 
that which [ am obliged to do—acquiesce in the 
judgment of the Senate upon the subject—but I 
shall do it without any further complaint of that 
judgment, than that such a course may look like an 
unwillingness on the part of the body to meet this 
question upon the responsibility of its members. I 
shall not occupy the time of the Senate any longer. 
Should it be the judgment of the Senate that the 
_ resolution be referred, I trust that the committee 
to which it is so referred will report it back in such 
a form as to give the Senate the command of the 
question, and not withhold it too long, to enable 
us to fix a day for its final consideration. 

I am not going into a discussion of the question 
presented in this resolution now. If I were ever 
so much desirous of doing so, and the Senate ever 
so much desirous of granting me the honor of its 
attention, still the cold which I have would prevent 
me from doing so at present; but I will state, that 
if any member of this body supposes that this res- 
olution originated inconsiderately, without a just 
appreciation, as faras my mind could appreciate 
such an important object, without a just apprecia- 
tion of the effect of its passage, those who enter- 
tain this supposition are much mistaken. I duly 
considered this matter in all its forms and agpects; 
and never in my whole life have I embraced any 
proposition with a more thorough approbation of 
my heart and my mind, than that which I have 
submitted in the form of this resolution. I think, 
sir, that I know what I am about; I think that, 
when I undertake to submit a resolution to ex- 
pe through the instrumentality of the two 

ouses of Congress, the approval of the Ameri- 
can people of this great movement in Europe, I 
know what I am about. But, sir, as I said before, 
1 will not go into this matter now; but I hope to 
have an opportunity of going into it in all its 
depths, even to its deepest foundations. It was 
remarked by a distinguished member of this body 
not long since, that we, now-a-days, hear but little 
said upon the great elementary truths of public lib- 
erty; that the subject seemed to be forgotten. 
Here, sir, is an occasion for reviving and review- 
ing the elementary principles of public liberty; and 
l desire, for one, to contribute my humble efforts 
to remedy this evil of which we have heard so 
much complaint—that in our discussions here the 
` public mind has seldom been directed to the great 
question of liberty—that we were distracted with 
ideas of conquest, and had lost sight of ideas of 
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liberty. When this discussion shall come up, I 
desire to go into this rich subject, dnd to remedy 
that defect in our discussions which we have heard 
of not long since in this Senate. And I shall hope 
to have the aid, or rathing something more than 
the aid, of much abler men than myself upon this 
floor; for I will not presume that any man, affect- 
ing to represent the American people, would be 
unwilling to say on their behalf that they congrat- 
ulate the French people upon the establishment of 
the liberties of France. I will anticipate no such 
result. I ghall not ask the yeas and nays upon 
the motior to refer; but I will hope that the Senate 
will not refer this resolution to a committee. 

Mr. HALE. I wish, sir, to offer an amend- 
ment, and l beg to say a few words in reference to 
it. When we were counselled by the President of 
the United States to establish a mission to Rome 
on account of the occurrence of ‘‘ recent political 
events,’ there was a good deal of discussion as to 
what the Pope had done. An honorable Senator 
from Mississippi (Mr. Foore] thought that the 
Pope had done a great deal, whilst, on the other 
hand, an honorable Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Bapcer]} thought that his Holiness had as 
yet accomplished very little. In the case now be- 
fore us, I think it must be admitted that something 
has been done. The French revolution has not 
been altogether fruitless. It presents something 
tangible. I propose, sir, that our resolutions of 
congratulation should have some meaning, and, 
therefore, submit the following amendment to the 
resolutions of the Senator from Ohio: 

near in the 8th iine, after the word government, these 
Words: 

« And manifesting the sincerity of their purpose by insti- 
tuting measures for the immediate emancipation of the slaves 
of all the colonies of the republic.”? 

When wesend such a resolution as that, sir, the 
French people will be informed of the object of 
our sympathy. It will assure them that in our 
judgment they have indeed done something tangi- 
ble in the cause of liberty and humanity, on ac- 
count of which the heart of the American people 
is filled with joy and gladness. The French peo- 
ple have not made a mere empty declaration of 
their attachment to the cause of liberty. They 
have not declared the people free, and yet retained 
their fellow-creatures in bondage. They have thus 
done something which deserves the congratula- 
tions of the whole world. I move that the amend- 
ment be printed for the use of the Senate, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr: DOWNS. I do not perceive any necessity 
for the reference of the resolution, and as it is ob- 
vious that there must be some debate, I think that 
the better course will be to fix a day for its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. HALE. For myself, I should prefer the 
course indicated by the Senator from Louisiana, 
but I made the motion to refer in order to meet the 
i of my friend from Connecticut, [Mr. Barn- 
WIN. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I do not perceive the slight- 
est necessity for referring this resolution to the 
committee, and on that point I entirely concur 
with the views of the mover of it. The resolution 
is simple; it requires no examination of details, 
and the Senate is just as competent to form an 
oe of its merits as any committee can possi- 

y be. 

I do not intend to enter at present into the great 
question presented in the resolution. To act upon 
it now, would, in my judgment, be premature. 
The people of France have done much. The 
have madea mighty revolution. ‘They have over- 
thrown an old and powerful monarchy, and de- 
creed the establishment of a republic. All this 
they have accomplished in a very short period, 
and without any extraordinary bloodshed or con- 
fusion. It is indeed calculated to excite our won- 
der, and, so far as the aim of the French people 
extends, our livelysympathy. But the time has not 
be arrived for congratulation. Much remains to 

e done. The real work to be performed is yet 
before them. They have decreed a republic, but 
it remains for them to establish arepublic. If the 
French people shall succeed in that—if they shall 
prove themselves to be as wise in constructing a 
proper constitution, as they have proved them- 
selves to be skillful in demolishing the old form of 
government—if they shall really form a constitution 
which shall on one hand guard against violence 
and anarchy, and on the other against oppression 


of the people, they will have achieved, indeed, a 
great work. They will then be entitled to the con- 
| gratulations, not only of this country, but of the 
| whole civilized world. But if they fail, what then? 

What then: Can there be a more important in- 
quiry? If France fail, under what form of gov- 
ernment will she find herself? I suppose it wilt 
be out of the question to go back to aconstitutional 
monarchy. The Bourbon family in all its branches, 
| is, I take it, now odioustothe French people. They 

will hardly think of reinstating the old imperial 
! dynasty of Napoleon. An aristocracy they can- 
not think of; and what then must be the result, if 
| they fail to establish a republic? If it come to 
contests within, or wars without—if it shall be 
necessary to resort to force, to repress internal dis- 
cord, or overcome foreign assailants—quite a pos- 
sible case—France may find herself in the embrace 
of a military despotism. Such a result would fur- 
nish no ground for congratulation either on our 
part, or that of the civilized world. 

This is, indeed, a mighty movement. It is preg- 
nant with mighty consequences. Whether the 
result shall prove to bea blessing or a curse to 
France and the world, depends upon what is com- 
ing, rather than upon what has been already done. 
A revolution in itself is nota blessing. The rev- 
olution accomplished by the French people is in- 
deed a wonderful event—the most striking, in my 
opinion, in history; but it may lead to events 
which will make it a mighty evil. It is therefore 
premature to offer our congratulations merely upon 
a revolution. We must look to the consequences 
and the end. We must await the termination of 
the movement. I wish well to France—sincerely 
do I wish her well! There is no man that breathes 
who has a deeper or more profound love of consti- 
tutional government than I have—not one. But I 
have never known a period when there was so 
great a necessity for wise, deliberate, cautious pro- 
cedure. Great events are before us. There lives 
not the man who can say what another year may 
bring forth. | ° 

I offer no opinion as to the success or failure of 
the French people in this effort. I see tremendous 
difficulties in the way of success—difficulties re- 
sulting from the social condition of France, and 
the composition of her people. I see, on the other 
hand, a good deal of encouragement. The suc- 
cess of the French people will, in my opinion, de- 
pend, at least in a very high degree, upon the fact 
whether she can prevent war—that again depend- 
ing upon two circumstances: one, whether she 
may have the self-control to abstain from improper 
interference with surrounding countries; the other, 
whether they may have the moderation and good 
sense to abstain from assailing France. Thus far 
the leading Power of Europe has certainly dis- 
covered great good sense and foresight. Great 
Britain has done as she ought to have done; and E 
trust that every other Power in Eurape will stand 
and look on; giving France a fair opportunity to 
consummate the great work in which she has en- 
gaged. It is due to France, to the civilized world, 
and to themselves, that European Powers should 
observe strict non-interference. If she succeed, it 
will be an admonition to all Europe, that the time 
has arrived when they must agree to yield to lib- 
erty in a constitutional and stable form. Thrones 
will fade away, and freedom and republican insti- 
tutions become the order of the day. If, on the 
contrary, standing aloof and avoiding all contest, 
France shall fail in this great undertaking, after a 
fair trial, without the interference of other Powers, 
it will do more to put down liberty under a repub- 
lican form of government, than any other event 
which could occur. 

Now, I think that it is due all round, that there 
shall be a fair trial. The first step to that, in my 
opinion, consists in quiet looking on, and as little 
interference as possible. To France, the people 
everywhere will extend their sympathy; but I do 
contend that the governments themselves ought to 
be prudent and abstemious in the expression of 
their sentiments. If we, asa Government, extend 
our congratulations in this formal and solemn mana 
ner, others may take the opposite and denunciatory 
course, and between the two, that result will be 
produced which must eh ae overthrow the 
revolution—an appeal to arms. ‘That is one reason 
why this Government, looking to the interests of 
France alone, and with the kindest feeling, ought 
to be cautious and abstemious in making a move, 
My opinion, then, is, that the wisest course will 


be to lay this resolution on the table, expressly on 
the ground that it is premature. The circumatan- 
ces by which we ought to be regulated in express- 
ing or withholding our congratulations, hawe not 
yet presented themselves. When these circum- 
stances do occur, the time for taking up the sub- 
ject will have arrived. We know that a national 
convention, called by the provisional government, 
is to assemble about the middle of the next month. 

Mr. BENTON, (in his seat.) It will meet on 
the 20th of next month. 

Mr. CALHOUN. Let us await that important 
event. Let us await the action of the convention. 
That will be wise and prudent. Let us not act 
with precipitation. f move, then, to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table. 

Mr. DICKINSON. 


nays. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman from 
South Carolina withdraw his motion for a moment 
that I may make a single remark? 

Mr. CALHOUN. I cannot withdraw the mo- 
tion. 

The call for the yeas and nays being seconded, 
they were ordered, and were taken with the follow- 
ing result: 

_ YEAS—Meesrs. Baghy, Baldwin, Benton, Berrien, Butler, 
Calhoun, Davie of Mississippi, Dayton, Hunter, Mangum, 
Miller. Phelps, Upham, and Yulee—14. 

AYS—Messrs. Alien, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton. Brad- 
bury, Breese, Cass, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis of Massa- 
chusetts, Dickinson, Dix, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Foote, 
Hale, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson 
of Georgia, Lewis, Moor, Niles, Rusk, Spruance, ‘l'urney, 

. Underwood, and Westcott—29. 


I ask for the yeas and 


So the motion to lay the resolution on the table 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. On a great question like this, I 
would not be guilty of the petty trickery of trying 
to force a vote of the Senate, under the impulse of 
a great feeling recently excited by so great an 
event. I do not desire the thoughtless, unreason- 
able judgment of the Senate, if this body can be 
supposed to be capable of such a judgment upon 
such a proposition as this. I seek the deliberate 
judgment of the Senate, in full view of all the facts 
upon which that judgment is to be founded; and in 
order that there may be time for that judgment to 
be made up, I move that the resolution be made 
the Apren order of the day for the first Monday 
in May. 

Mr. BALDWIN . There isa motion to refer 
now pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
to postpone till the first Monday in May. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland. I understand 
that the motion was to make the resolution the 
special order for that day. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Does not the motion to 
refer take precedence ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to 
postpone is first in order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I concur entirely with 
the remarks made by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina; but [ voted against his motion to lay the 
resolution upon the table, because I conceive it 
placed me in a false position. If we had laid the 
resolution upon the table, it would have been an 
act from which inferences might have been drawn 
unfavorable to those who so voted, in reference to 
their sympathy with the great movement which 
has been made by the people of France, and l am 
free to admit that my heart is with them in every 
step which they have taken. I have rejoiced in 
_ every movement which the French people have 
made, from time to time, with the view to the es- 
tablighment of a republic. But although these 
have heen my feelings, and now are my feelings, 
strongly cherished, I am admonished to caution 
by the fact, that in all their former efforts they have 
signally failed. That signal failure, heretofore, 
admonishes me of the propriety of observing that 
prudence and caution recommended by the Senator 
from South Carolina, I think with him, that it 
is wise to await the result of this great movement. 
If France succeed, her example will be followed, 
I doubt not, by more than the half of Europe. If 
she-fail, not only may the chains of monarchy be 
riveted more closely in Europe, but her failure 
may seriously affect the safety of republican insti- 
tutions throughout the world. 

Now, what ought to be done? It seems to me, 
as we are notified through the press that the elec- 
tions in France will shortly take place, that the 
National Convention will soon assemble, and that 
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as the result of the deliberations of that body will 
reach us before we adjourn, we ought to await 
the event, before,.as a Government, we give ex- 
heath to dir opinions. Inthe mean time, it will 

e quite beémming in any of us, as citizens, to 
tender our congratulations to the Freach people in 
this movement. Entertaining these views, and as 
there is no prospect that we shall obtain the result 
of the labors of the French convention on or before 
the day named by the Senator from Ohio, I move 
to postpone the consideration of the resolution till 
the first Monday in June. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I regret that the Senator from 
Ohio has consented to the postponement of his 
resolution till the first Monday in May. In my 
Opinion, the events which have already transpired 
fully justify us in expressing our sympathies with 
the French people, and that there is no good rea- 
son for deferring our congratulations tll May. 
The same argument which is now urged against 
our action till May might then require the post- 
ponement of the resolution until December, and 
then for a series of years. I do not suppose that 
the people of France will be able to reduce their 
system of government to perfection either by the 
Ist of May or during the present year. The 
change of an old form of government to a new one 
—the organization of the various departments of 
the Government—the putting of the whole ma- 
chinery into operation—the familiarizing of the 
people to the new order of things—is the work of 
time. But they have made a beginning. They 
have made a a A beginning. It is, indeed, a 
wonderful achievement, and forces our admiration. 
A revolution accomplished in three days, almost 
without bloodshed, by moral force, and with no 
other weapons than hymns of liberty and shouts 
of * Down with the King!’’ ‘t Down with the 
ministry!’? We have before us the first acts of 
the provisional government, and in my judgment 
they present sufficient ground for hope and confi- 
dence that the Government will be able to carry 
out what they have begun, with sobriety, wisdom, 
and determination. In looking over the decrees 
issued by the provisional government from day to 
ay, it appears to me that human wisdom could 
not have devised a more prudent course than they 
have adopted. They intend to effect a radical 
revolution. They design to make the new Gov- 
ernment republican in all its principles and forms; 
and they have commenced the work in a manner 
which discovers that the men engaged in it under- 
stand their business. Never—if we except the 
Continental Congress—has a body of men assem- 
bled, which has discovered so much skill and wis- 
dom as has thus far characterized their proceed- 
ings. 

Why, then, T ask, should we defer our con- 
gratulations? What credit shall we reflect upon 
ourselves, or what support shall we render to 
France, if we withhold our sympathy and our con- 
gratulations until the struggle is over? Now is 
the time, when our sympathies are needed. Now 
is the time when we should extend all the encour- 
agement and support which the expression of our 
feelings may afford. Now is the time when the 
people of France deserve our sympathy. Now is 
the time when our sympathy should be given. 
They would not thank us for it after the struggle 
is over and the great work is completed. We pro- 
pose to make our sympathy dependent upon their 
success! I suppose if they fail we are to regard 
them as rebels, and that it is only in the event of 
their success that they are to be regarded as pa- 
triots! Our judgment with respect to the great 
movement in which France is engaged is to de- 
end upon their success, and not upon the work 
itself! [do not agree with the gentleman from 
South Carolina, who says that if the people of 
France fail, the failure will do more injury to the 
cause of liberty than any event which can possibly 
take place. If they fail now, you will find that 
another movement will be generated which will 
bring success with it. This is the first step. It 
may be that they may leap at a single bound from 
a monarcy to a repuvlic—from compayative des- 
potism ty freedom. It may be that it will require 
a slower, @ more protracted process, interrupted 
and embarrassed by difficulties, subjecting them to 
trials and sacrifices. The revolution may be the 
work of years. But whatever may be the process, 
slow or rapid, our sympathies are with France in 
this glorious work, and the utterance of these ey m- 


pathies should be prompt, full, and cordial. ‘The 


fact that the people of France have dethroned the 
King and peacefully decreed a republic—the fact 
that they have abolished all titles and orders of 
nohility—the fact that they have decreed universal 
suffrage to France—the fact that they have been 
enabled to act with such a spirit of moderation and 
wisdom as to combine all classes, parties, and fac- 
tions in France—the church, the army athe navy— 
in one bond of brotherhood, acting in concert and 
with unanimity in support of the common cause, 
inspires great confidence in the success of the 
movement, and I am unwilling to dampen that 
hope by the expression of any doubts here. The 
presentation of this resolution, and its postpone- 
ment for the reason stated, that we doubted the 
success of the revolution, and that it was not yet 
safe or prudent to express our sympathy, will have 
the effect of casting a shade upon this mavement. 
l have no fear of the alternative presented by the 
Senator from South Carolina, that the expression 
of our sympathy and congratulations may elicit 
counter-expressions from other Governments. If 
Russia, Prussia, and Austria wish to issue denun- 
ciatory declarations, Jet them doso. Are the peo- 
ple of France likely to be deterred by any decla- 
rations from such sources? Notatall. But they 
do feel deeply interested to know what republican 
America thinks of this movement, because the 
United States of America is the only republic upon 
earth, or the only one that deserves the same. All 
republicans throughout the world have their eyes 
fixed upon us. Here is their model. Our success 
is the foundation of all their hopes. Shali we, then, 
turn a deaf ear to the voice that comes to us from 


France? Shall we hold a silent tongue? Shall we 


hesitate? Shall we cast a damper on their hopes . 
by expressing a doubt of their success? 

I am opposed to withholding or deferring the 
expression of our sympathy and our confidence. I 
believe that it is important that we should act, and 
act now. The prompt action of our minister in 
Paris presents an additional reason for the im- 
mediate passage of the resolution. Our minister 
showed that he thought he was safe in acting in 
advance of express instructions from his Govern- 
ment, and that he was but expressing the senti- 
ments of the people and Government whom he 
represented in tendering his congratulations. I 
believe he did express the feelings and sentiments 
of the people of the United States, and [am unwil- 
ling, by the postponement of this resolution, to 
evince any doubt as tothe propriety of his conduct. 
I make this remark not on hi$ account, but in order 
to show the necessity of putting ourselves right. 
Why should we postpone the resolution till May? 
We cannot have learned by that time the action of. 
the convention. Are we to await the action of 
that body? Surely not. Surely we are not to be 
restrained from rejoicing in what has been already 
done, till we see the work completed. I believe 
that the work is indeed begun, and that the end 
will be certain triumph, sooner or later, and | pray 
that it may be achieved in the shortest time. 

Mr. ALLEN. I fully concur in all that has 
been said .by my friend from Illinois, as to the un- 
reasonableness of awaiting the action of the French 
convention. My desire is, thatthe resolution should 
be passed as speedily as possible. In naming the 
first Monday in May, my object was to meet, if 
possible, the convenience and wishes of others, 
some of whom desired a later day and some an 
earlier day. But itis impossible to fix a day agree- 
able to all; and, as I wish speedy action, I shall 
modify my motion so as to substitute for the first 
Monday in May the second Monday in April. 

Mr. HANNEGAN rose, and being recognized 
by the Presiding Officer, was about to address the 
Senate, when 

Mr. FOOTE, who had also risen at the rame 
moment, requested the Senator from Indiana to 
yield the floor for a very few moments. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. If I surrender the floor to 
my friend from Missigsippi, the inevitable result 
must be, that | will be obliged to yield to every 
other gentleman who may desire it. It is evident 
that this debate, if it proceed, will occupy the whole 
day; and as there is Executive business which 
requires the action of the Senate, I shall be com- 
pelled to make the motion, with great reluctance 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration 
of Executive business. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Let the vote be taken on 
the postponement of the resolution. | 

Mr. HANNEGAN. I am sorry that I cannot 
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consent that the debate should proceed, as it is 
obvious that it will be protracted. ’ 

The motion being temporarily withdrawn, 

Mr. FOOTE rose and said: I would not, of 
course, in the circumstances, think of detaining 
the Senate by any extended remarks; but I do 
regret that the Senator from Indiana could not 
deem it congistent with his duty to yield the floor 
in order to afford me an opportunity of making a 
few observations on a subject so important, in 
every aspect, as that which has just occupied the 
attention of the Senate, particularly when other 
members, entertaining views ad verse to those which 
he and I hold, had been heard at length. 1 wish 
it to be understood, that in my opinion, the public 
sentiment of this country on this subject is ma- 
tured. The Senator fram South Carolina, as I 
understand, desired a postponement of the resolu- 
tion till the public sentiment had been matured. 

Mr. CALHOUN. Not at all. I said that I 
desired a postponement of the resolution till we 
had an opportunity of judging whether the move- 
ment in France was a subject of congratulation or 


not. 

Mr. FOOTE. Well, sir, I think that the events 
which have already occurred fully justit'y all that 
is contemplated in the resolution. [ believe that 
the American people have looked to this matter, 
and understand it perfectly. In my opinion, the 
enlightened instincts of this free people have al- 
ready settled the question, so far as the great body 
of the people could settle it. It would be impos- 
sible to find anywhere throughout this broad land 
an assemblage of the people in which it would be 
at all necessary to awaken their interest or inform 
their understanding by any discussion of the rev- 
olution in France. The excellent remarks of the 
Senator from Illinois render it unnecessary to enter 
into any argument against the postponement of our 
action on the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Ohio; nor would I have said a word on the 
subject, but for the fact that the organ of a large 
and respectable party, published in this city, has, 
in the most solemn and formal manner, expressed 
sentiments hostile to the movements in favor of 
freedom in France. That organ is supposed to 
repregent the views and sentiments of a large body 
of American freemen, and having in this imposing 
manner uttered its denunciatory declaration, the 
impression is likely to be made on the French 
people that there are those in the United States 
who do not.sy mpathize with them in their struggle 
for liberty. Ín addition to that, a member of this 
Senate, whose reputation and influence are diffused 
throughout the world, has not hesitated to express 
his apprehension as to the result of the present 
movements in France. Indeed, the Senator from 
Kentucky has gone so far as to say that every 
effort hitherto made to establish freedom in France 
has been a “signal failure.” From that opinion Í 
dissent entirely, and at the proper time I intend to 
be heard on the subject. I beg the Senator, then, 
to prepare himself for a friendly contest on that 
point. I am prepared to show that the march to 
freedom in France has been steadily onward during 
the last fifty years—that not a single retrograde 
movement has been made, so far as the progress 
of the great principles of liberty is concerned— 
and that, even under the imperial government, 
these great principles were continually in the ad- 
vance. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no doubt that I 
did use the expression just alluded to by the Sen- 
ator, but it was too broad, and is liable to a con- 
struction which 1 would not attempt to sustain. I 
did not intend to convey the idea that no advance 
had been made in France in regard to the princi- 
ples of liberty. On the contrary, [ am of course 
aware that great progress has been made in that 
respect. But my idea was, that all attempts to 
establish a republican form of government have 
heretofore been failures. 

Mr. FOOTE. I am glad that an opportunity 
has been afforded the honorable Senator of explain- 
ing his language, which was certainly liable to 
serious misconstruction, both here and elsewhere. 
His explanation, given with characteristic manli- 
ness, is satisfactory to me, and must be so to alls 
I am pleased to find that his sentiments and mine 
correspond so perfectly. 1 will not detain the 


Senate longer. I have risen only to say that Í am 
. prepared for action on the resolution. In my opin- 


ion, we should nat hesitate. To doubt,is to damn 
the cause of freedom.in France. Our minister, in 


the noble spirit which becomes an American free- 
man, and with something of the moral sublime in 
action, presuming that the American people would 
not hesitate on such a question, has tendered, in our 
name, his congratulations to the republicof France. 
Shall we now be laggard in this gnod cause? Let 
us emulate the conduct of Mr. Jefferson, who hail- 
ed the French revolutionists of a former day as 
brothers and patriois, at a time when all the Euro- 
pean Powers denounced them as rebels? J am pre- 
pared to sustain our minister, and deprecate the 
transmission of any intelligence which might indi- 
cate the slightest disagreement in this body on the 
eat subject of the liberty of France. Of course 
will not now enter at all upon any discussion of 
the question. [rose simply to protest, in the most 
solemn manner, against the sentiments to which I 
have alluded, and to challenge, courteously, those 
who entertain them to courteous moral com)at. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. There is a case of indi- 
vidual liberty now pressing us rather more close] 
than this question of public liberty, which we will 
have ample time to discuss, and | therefure renew 
my motion. 

The resolution was then passed over informally, 
and the Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Executive business. 

Ata late hour, the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, March 31, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The bill to extend to John J. Adam a patent for 
flattening cylinder window glass, which was report- 
ed to the House by the Committee of the Whole 
on Friday last, and which has since been lying 
over, was taken up; and, 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, it was laid on 
the table. 

On motion of Mr. ROCK W ELL, of Connecticut, 
the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar, (Mr. STANTON, of 
Tennessec, in the chair.) 

‘T'he first bill taken up was a bill for the reljef of 
Jacob Gideon, which, after some debate by Messrs. 
DANIEL, ROCKWELL of Connecticut, and 
GIDDINGS, was amended, and laid aside to be 
reported to the House. 

The next bill taken up was for the relief of the 
securities of Elijah J. Weed, late quartermaster of 
marines, deceased; and, after some debate by 
Messrs. DANIEL, POLLOCK, GIDDINGS, 
McKAY, BOWLIN, CROWELL, THOMAS, 
and STEPHENS— 

Mr. McKAY moved that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported: to the House, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do not pass: Ayes 62, noes 44. 

A quorum not voting, the CHAIRMAN ordered 
the Clerk to call the roll, in compliance with the 
126th rule, in order that the names of the absentees 
might be reported to the House, to be entered on 
the Journal; which having been done— 

The committee rose and reported the bi!l for the 
relief of Jacob Gideon as amended, and that the 
committee, on the division of a question on the bill 
for the relief of the securities of Elijah J. Weed, 
&c., found itself without a quorum, and that the 
roll had been called. 

The SPEAKER, in compliance with the rule, 
ordered the names of the absentees to be entered 
on the Journal. ; 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved a call of the 
House Lost: Ayes 37, noes 90. 

The House again resolved itself into committee, 
and the above motion of Mr. McKay was again 
put, and it was agreed to: Ayes 68, noes 54. 

The committee rose and reported the bill -for the 
relief of the securities of Elijah J. Weed, late quar- 
termaster of marines, deceased, to the House, with 
the recommendation that it do not pass. 

The bill for.the relief of Jacob Gideon was then 
taken up, the amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole concurred in, and the bill was read a third 
time and passed, and sent to the Senate for concur- 
rence.- 

The next bill taxen up was the bill for the relief 
of the securities of Elijah J. Weed, late quarter- 
master of marines, deceased. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that it be 
Jaid on the table. It was decided by yeas and 
nays in the affirmative: Yeas 74, nays 68. 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following memorials and petitions were pre- 


sented under the rule, and referred: - 


On rfintion of Mr. PRESTON, the petition of Eli Peter- 
son, of Montgomery county, Virginia, praying for bounty 
land, now on the files of the House, was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. l 

By Mr. TURNER: The petition of William Wallace, of 
Lee county, Iilinois, praying for a pension. Also, the peti- 
tion of George W. Andrews and others, praying for a mail 
route from Elizabeth to Freeport, in illinois. Also, the pe- 
tition of A. S. Mitchell and others, praying for the same 
route. Also, the petition of citizens of Knox county, Di- 
nois, praying for the reduction and equalization of the rates 
of postage on letters and newspapers. | 

By Mr. GREGORY: Concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of New Jersey, urging provision to be made by Con- 
gress to refund to Captain William Napton and Lieutenant 
Alexander F. Arnold, officers cominissioned hy the Govern- 
or, the sum of. $1,682 51, expended by them in raising, cloth- 
ing, subsisting, and other necessarv expenses of a company 
in the New Jersey battalion for the war with Mexico. 

By Mr. TUCK: The petition of Thomas W. Jordan and 
twenty-three others, citizens of Lincoln, in the State of 
Maine, praying that a committee be appointed to inquire 
into and report whether the slave trade is carried on in the 
District of Columbia, and to what extent, and by what law. 

By Mr. HARMANSON: The memorial of 187 citizens of 
Catahola, Caldwell, and Jackson, for the establishment of a 
mail route from Harrisonburg to Vernon, in Louisiana. 

By Mr. DUNCAN, ot’ Kentncky: The memorial of 317 
eitizen-:, praying the United States to abate the nuisance in 
the Olio river at Cumberland Island, which the Govern- 
ment has created there. 

By Mr. MARSH: The memorial of Charles Fletcher, of 
Lancaster. conceming the Washington monument. 

By Mr. HALL, of New York: The petition of certain in- 
habitants of the District of Columbia, praying for the pas- 
sage of a law providing for a change of venue in suits brought 
in the courts of that District. 

By Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL: The petition of John Ferrah 
and many other, concerning the public lands. 

By Mc. DUNN: The following joint resolutions from the 
Legis:ature of the State of Indiana, viz: relative to marsh 
and wet lands in the counties of Jay and Adans, in the State 
of Indiana; relative to the location of certain bounty-land 
warrants; also, the same upon the Miami reserve, in the 
State of Indiana; relative to volunteers who have settled on 
Government lands in the Miami reserve; relative to the re- 
duction of the price of public lands; relative to the reduc- 
tion of the price of public Jands in the Miami reserve; re- 
lative to the postponement of the sales of the Miami reserve 
lands. Also, a joint resolution relating to the Miami In- 
dians, in Indiana. Also, one relative to a mail ronte from 
Salem to Blonnington, in Indiana. Also, one relative to a 
mail route trom Belleville to Lebanon, in Indiana. Also, one 
relative to a mail route from Brownstown, via Bowman’s, 
to Nashville, in said State. Also, one relative to increasing 
the clothing pay of the volunteers. Also, one relative to the 
reduction of postage on newspapers, &c. Also, one relative 
to the national road. Also, one relative to the improvement 
of the Iraquois and Kaskaskia rivers. Also, one asking the 
aid of the General Government for the American Coloniza- 
tion Society. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: The letter and 
supplementary petition of Thomas Gregg, for a renewal of 
certain patent rights. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of R. D. McCulloch and 
others, of St. Clair countv, Missouri, for a post route from 
Osceola, via Quincy, to Hermitage. 

By Mr. HALL, of Missouri, a petition from N. H. Skid- 
more and other citizens of Missouri, praying the establish- 
ment of certain post routes. 

By Mr.GAINEsS: The petition of ninety-one officers of the 
United States army, now on duty in Mexico, praying an in- 
crease in the price of rations. 

By Mr. ECKERT: A memorial of citizens of Lebanon 
county, Pennsylvania, praying the modification of the post 
office laws respecting postage on newspapers. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: The remonstrance of five hundred 
citizens of Oakland county, Michigan, against the renewal 
of the patent of Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The memorial of the Lesislative As- 
sembly of Wisconsin, praying that Fort Howard may be va- 
cated, and the reservation of lands attached for military pur- 
poses may be sold. Alao,a memorial of the same, praying 
for the amendment of preémption laws so as to extend the 
term of payment to two years. Also,a memorial of the 
same, against er inting preémption rights to certain reserved 
mineral lands in Wisconsin. 

By Mr. TUCK: The remonstrance of Bradbury Bartlett 
and twenty others, against the removal of the courts of the 
United States from Exeter to Concord, in the State of New 
Hampshire. Also, the remonstrance of George O. Hilton 
and 103 others, on the same subject. Also, the remon- 
strance of John T. Gordon and 146 others, on the same sub- 
ject. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, March 31, 1848; | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented a petition of 
sundry citizens of Kentucky, praying for an ap- 
proprio for repairing the dam on the Cumber- 
and Island, in the river Ohio; which was referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Indiana, similar in its import; which ° 
was referred to the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a petition of P. F. 
Dumas, representative of the Marquis de Fougeres, 
praying authority to enter an appeal to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States against a decis- 
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ion of the United States district court of Florida; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. | 

Mr. DIX presented a petition of 450 citizens of 
Rochester, praying Congress to purchase the estate 
of Mount Vernon fora Military Asylum; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. PHELPS, a similar petition 
presented by him yesterday, was also referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented a petition of 
Nancy Haggard, for interest due on commutation 
pay; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Maine, asking an appropriauon for repairs 
on Saco river; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee ou Commerce. ; 

On mouon of Mr. W ESTCOTT, 

Revived, ‘Tuat the Commissioner of Patents be requeeted 
to provecd in the exaninaton of applicat.ous tor patents for 
diseoveries useful tor the prevention of steam explosions 
pending iu his othee, ju preterence to other applications for 
patents; and that he report such of the detisions on such 
app.icauuns as he may deein uéselul to tue Senate, Witi 


the iatormation heretuiore called tor by the Senate frum his 
Office on said subject. 


Mr. WESTCOTT explained that some hun- 
dred applications fur patents, fifteen or twenty of 
which were for the prevention of explosions of 
steam beilers, were before the Commissioner for 
his decision. He had been requested to give a 
preference to the latter, because the persons inter- 
ested had been for sume time in the city, waiting 
for the result. On this account he had been re- 
quested to offer this resolution, as it was important 
that these applications should be disposed of. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented sundry resolu- 
tions, on various subjects, trum the Legislature of 
Indiana; which were laid on the table and ordered 
to be printed. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on the Library, reported, without atnendinent, 
the resolution authorizing Mr. Palmer to make ad- 
ditions to his commercial report on the condition 
of Siberia, &c. 
` On motion of Mr. DAVIS, the Senate consid- 
ered the report, which was concurred in. 


Mr. BAGBY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill for the relief of Patrick Walker had 
been passed. He stated, that without changing 
his own opinion in favor of the bill, he had made 
the motion, at the request of some Senators who 
desired thata general system should be established 
for all cases of disability by wounds received in 
the service, in preference to legislating on individ- 
ual cases. 

The motion to reconsider was opposed by Mr. 
DOWNS, Mr. BRADBURY, Mr. HANNE- 
GAN, and Mr. MOOR, and sustained by Mr. 
DAVIS, of Mississippi, Mr. CALHOUN, and 
Mr. MANGUM, and was finally agreed to—ayes 
15, noes 14. 

On motion of Mr. MANGUM, by unanimous 
consent, the bill was then amended by atriking out 
the words *‘ for his natural life,” and substituting 
s for one year.” 

The bill was then passed. 


FRENCH REVOLUTION. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
joint resolution congratulating the French people 
on their recent movement for the establishment of 
a republican form of government. 

The question being on the amendment proposed 
by Mr. UnpEerwoop, to postpone the consideration 
of the resolution to the first Monday in June— 

Mr. BALDWIN addressed the Senate, express- 
ing his preference for the motion he had made 
yesterday to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. He was of the opinion that 
Congress was stepping out of its proper sphere 
of action in attempting to speak for the Ameri- 
ċan people on a subject in which they were ex- 
“pressing themselves in a much more emphatic and 
acceptable manner. If any organ of the- people 
ought to convey their sentiments to the French 
people, it should be the President of the United 
States, to whom was intrusted the immediate in- 
tercourse with foreign Powers. If legisiative inter- 
ference was desirable, it ought to be founded on a 
communication from the President, who is pre- 
sumed to be better informed as to the propriety of 
an interposition than we are. He had an objec- 
tion to fixing a day for considering the resolution. 
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If it was proper at-all, he agreed with the Senator 
from South Carolina that it would be premature, 
until we shall see the course determined on by the 
government which has yet to be formed. The 
term “ consolidated” he also objected to, in its ap- 
plication to Jiberty, which he would desire to sce 
diffused rather than consolidated. The Holy Al- 
liance had adopted the word, and he was unwilling 
to take such authority. . 

Mr. DOWNS made some remarks in reply, 
expressing his surprise at the course of argument 
pursued by the Senator from Connecticut. After 
all’ the talk of this session about the power of 
interfering with foreign affairs belonging of right 
to Congress, it seemed to be discovered that it 
was the President only in whom it was vested. 
He could not speak for the constituencies of other 
Senators. He could not forget that the French 
people assisted us in our revolutionary struggle; 
that their soldiers fought with ours; that they 
cheered us on in the hour of danger; that they 
rejoiced with us in our triumph, and had always 
preserved friendly relations with us. In other 
States, the population was altogether American; 
but in his State it was different. There, one- 
half the population was French, speaking the 
French language, having their friends and rela- 
tions, fathers, mothers, brothers, and sisters, in 
France. They must be supposed to feel more 
strongly on the subject than the people of any other 
State of the Union. He saw no objection to im- 
mediate action on the subject. If months were to 
be consumed by delay and debate, it would be as 
well not to adopt the resolution at all, for it would, 
in that case, lose all its value in the eyes of these 
to whom it was addressed. 

Mr. DOWNS here gave way, and 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the resolution 
be informally passed over, and that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness; which was ayreed tn. 

(The remarks of Mr. Barpwin and Mr. Downs 
will be found in the Appendix. } 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business; and, after some time, the 
doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned till Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 1, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The bill from the Senate, granting a pension to 
Patrick Walker, wag taken up and read twice. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, hoped it would not 
be committed; the case, he understood, was a pe- 
culiar and meritorious one; he therefore hoped the 
bill would now be put upon its passage. : 

The question was put upon the passage of the 
bill, and it was decided in the affirmative. So the 
bill stands passed. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting copies of the official annual Army Register, for 
the use of the members of the House. Laid upon 
the table. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy, transmitting copies of the official annual 
Navy Register, for the use of the members of the 
House. Laid on the table. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in answer to a resolution of the House, 
transmitting reports from the several bureaus of 
that departmént as to what additional clerks are 
necessary, if any, in any of said bureaus, and what 
amount of money ought to be appropriated to de- 
fray expenses consequent upon the appointment 
of such clerks. Referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. ROCK W ELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole en the private calendar. ; 

The question was decided in the affirmative by 
yeas and nays—yeas 96, nays 37. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the private calendar, (Mr. 
Cocke, of Tennessee, in the chair.) 

The first bill taken up was for the relief of 
Tnomas Seott, register of the land office at Chili- 
cothe, Ohio, for services conneeted with the duties 
of his office. The bill appropriates 4500 in pay- 
ment of extra services by extra clerks, for a limited 
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time, in consequence of the consolidation of four or 
five land offices into one. 

After a debate, in which Messrs. VENABLE, 
TAY.LOR, ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, GID- 
DINGS, STARK WEATHER, FICKLIN, DU- 
ER, CROWELL, and HOUSTON, of Alabama, 
participated, the bill was amended, on motion of 
Mr. GIDDINGS, so as to provide for the settle- 
ment of the accounta by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, limiting the amount to $500. 

Mr. JON ES, of Tennessee, then moved thatthe ` 
bill be laid aside to'be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do not pass. Lost. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill 
for the relief of Thomas Scott, register, &c., as 
amended. 

The amendment of the Committee of the Whole 
waa agreed to, and the bill read a third time. 

Mr. HAMMONS moved to lay the bill on the 
table. Lost. 

The bill was then passed and sent to the Senate 
for concurrente. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill to extend 
John J. Adams’s patent for flattening cylinder win- 
dow glass was laid on the table. Lost. 

And then the House adjourned. ; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, April 3, 1848. 

T'he Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 

Mr. LINCOLN moved to suspend the rules_of 
the House to take up the joint resolution from the 
Senate relative to contracts for the purchase of 
hemp for the use of the navy, for the purpose of 
referring it to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, suggested to the 
gentleman from Illinois that he would accomplish 
his object by modifying his motion so as to em- 
brace all the bills and resolutions from the Senate 
lying on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. LINCOLN replied to the gentleman from 
Alabama, that he was aware of that fact when he 
made the motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON would then inquire whether 
the motion was susceptible of amendment. 

No reply was heard. If any, it was presumed 
to he in the negative. 

The SPEAKER announced the question to be 
on the motion of Mr. Lincouyn. 

Mr. HOUSTON demanded the yeas and nays. 
He wanted to see whether the House would take 
up this bill and refuse to take up the others. 

- The yeas and nays were ordered. o, 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, desired to inquire, In 
order that the House might be distinctly informed 
upon what they were voting, if this was a motion 
to suspend the rules for the purpose of taking up 
an isolated resolution in preference to other and 
more important bills on the Speaker’s table? 

TheSPEAKER. The motion is to suspend the 
rules, for the purpose of taking up the joint reso- 
lution relative to contracts for hemp for the use of 
the navy. 

Mr. COBB. I have no objection to taking them 
allup. I hope there will be no suspension for any 
particular bill. | 

The question was taken, and the vote stood: 
yeas 8], nays 61. 

So, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. : 

. TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved now, with 
a view, he said, to accommodate all sides of the 
House, to take up the Senate bills and joint reso- 
lutions on the Speaker’s table. If any objections 
were made, he should move to suspend the rules. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved then to suspend the 
rules, and demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, requested the Speaker 
to state to the House what bills and joint resolu- 
tions were on the Speaker’s table would be em- 
braced in this motion. 

The SPEAKER replicd that there were two 
joint resolutions and one bill: The joint resolution 
of thanks to Major General Taylor and that re- 
specting contracts for the purchase of hemp, and 
the bill entitled ‘An act to raise, fora limited time, 
an additional military force.” l 

Mr. COBB. These are the bills that would be 
included ? l 

The SPEAKER. These are the bills. 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. WENTWORTH. Is the motion debata- 
ble? l 
. The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend th 
rules is not debatable. 

Mr. COBB asked the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules, which were ordered, and 
being taken, resulted as follows: 


YE \S—Messra. Atkinson, Beale, Bedinger, Bingham, 
Birdsall, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Bridges, Wil- 
liam G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Chase, 
- Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, W. R. W. Cobh, Collins, 
Cum nins, Daniel, Dickinson, Duan, Alexander Evans, Far- 
an, French, Fries, Fulton, Gayle, Green, Willard P. Hall, 
Haralson, Harris, Haskell, Hull, Isaac B. Holmes, George 
8. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Andrew Johuson, 
James H. Joanson, Gorge W. Jones, Kaufman, Ken- 
non, La Sére, Siduey Lawrence, Leffler, Levin, Ligon, 
Lincoln, Lord, Luinpkin, McClelland, McCiernand, Mce- 
Dowell, MeLane, Mann, Miller, Morris, Murphy,’ Nicoll, 
Pea-lee, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, Pill-bury, Pollock, 
Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Simp-on, 
Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Charles E. 
Suuirt, Strong, Those, James Thompson, Jacob Tnomp- 
son, William Thompson, Thurston, Turner, Venable, Went- 
worth, Wick,Wiley, Williams, and Wilimoj—90. 

NA YS—Mesers. Abbott, Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, Bar- 
row, Blanchard. Boydon, Brady, Buckner, Canby, Chap- 
man, Franklin Clark, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, 
Cranston, Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, 
Donnell, Daer, Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Eckert, 
Embcee, Farrelly, G ines, Gidding:, Goggin, Gregory, Grin- 
nell, Nathan K. Hall, Janes G. Hampton, Meses Hamp- 
ton, Henry, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, 
Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, John 
W. Jones, Kellogg, Mctivaine, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, 
Mullin, Nel -on, Nes, Outlaw, Pendleton, Preston, Putnam, 
Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Rumsey, St. 
Joon, Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, 
Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stew- 
art, Tal madge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, Richard W. Thomp- 
son, John B. ‘Thompson, Tompkins, ‘luck, Vinton, Warren, 
and White—83. 


So, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 


LIGHTING THE CAPITOL. 

Mr. J. W. HOUSTON moved a suspension of 
the rules, to enable him to introduce a resolution 
of inquiry into the reasons for which the Treasury 
Department refused to pay James Crutchett the 
amount allowed him by act of Congress passed re- 
cently, compensating him for lighting the Capitol 
and Capitol grounds with gas. 

The House refused to suspend the rules. 


THE FRENCH REVOLUTION. 

Mr. CUMMINS asked leave to offer the fol- 
lowing resolutions : 

Resswed, That it becomes the people of the United States 
to rejoice that the sentiment of se/f- government is commend - 
ing itself to the favorable consideration and adoption of the 
intelligent and thinking men of all intelligent nations. 

Resoivel, That the only legitimate source of political power 
is the will of the people, and the only rightful end of its ex- 
ercise their good. 

Resolved, That we sincerely hope that down-trodden hu- 
manity may succeed in breaking down all forms of tyranny 
aud oppres:ion, and in the establishment of free and national 
governinents for the good of the governed, and not for the 
agzsrandizemeut of those who govern. ; 

Resolved, ‘hat we t-nder our warmest sympathies to the 
people of Frauce and Italy in their present struggie for re- 
form, and sincerely hope they may succeed in establishing 
tree and constituiional governments, emanating from and 
ba:ed upon the will of the governed, suited to their wants 
and cond.tion, and such as will secure to them liberty and 
satety. 

Rexolved, That we tender oursympathy and hopes of suc- 
cess to every people who are seeking to establish for them- 
selves free and national governments, and that whatever of 
biond and treasure may be shed or spent in a struggle of the 
oppressed against the oppressor, is to be charged to the un- 
just resistance of the oppressor, who strives to hold and 
exercise the rights of the people, usurped against their will, 
and exercised tur the benefit of the few and the oppression 
of the meny, and not to the people, who seek only to regain 
and exercise their natural rights in such manner as will best 
secure and promote their own happiness and satety. 


The reception of the resolutions being objected 
to— 

Mr. CUMMINS moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to offer them, and asked the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered; and, being taken, re- 
sulted as fullows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Beale, Bing- 
ham, Bird-all, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Bayd, Bridges, 
Win. G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Cabell, 
Catheart, Chase, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell 
Cobh, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cummins, Daniel, Dickey, 
Dickinson, Dixon, Duer, Dunn, Embree, Alexander Evans, 
Faran, Farrelly, Featherston, Ficklin, French, Fries, Gid- 
dings, Green, Willard P. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses 
Hampton, Haralson, Harris, Haskell, Henley, Hill, Hilliard, 
George 8. Houston, John W. Houston, Hunt, Inge, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Irvin, James H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Georze W. Jones, John W. Jones, Kaufman, Kenuon, La 
Sère, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, Ligon, Lincoln, Lord, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McDowell, 
Mefivaine, McLane, Mann, Marvin, Miller, Muliin, Mur- 

hy, Nes, Nicoll, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, 
ilisbury, Pollock, Preston, Reynolds, Richardson, Richey, 


| 


Robinson, Rockhill, Rumsey, Sawyer, Sherrill, Simpson, 
Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Andrew Stew- 
art, Charles E. Stuart, Talim idge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, 
Thomas, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Wiiliam 
Thomp-on, Thur:ton, Tompkins, Tuck, Turner, Venable, 
Wentworth. Wick, Wiley, Williams, and Wilmot—121. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ashmun, Barrow, Boydon, Bra- 
dy, Buckner, Canby, Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, 
Conger, Cranston, Uri-field, Crowell, Crozier, Donnell, Gar- 
nett Duncan, Eckert, Edwards, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Gog- 
gin, Gregory, Grinnell, Nathan K. Hall, Henry, E.ias B. 
Holmes, Hubbard, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Kellogg, 
Levin, Morehead, Nelson, Outlaw, Pendleton, Putmam, 
Julius Rockwell, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Silvester, 
Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stephens, Richard W. 
Tuompson, Jobn B. Thompson, Warren, and White—dl. 


So the rules were suspended. 


Mr.C. then moved the above resolutions; which 
being read— 

Mr. HILLIARD hoped that an Executive mes- 
sage just received would be read by general con- 
sent. 

Ol:jection being made— . 

Mr. HILLIARD moved a suspension of the 
rules to admit the motion. 

The CHAIR reminded Mr. H. that the rules 
had already been suspended for the purpose of re- 
ceiving the resolutions. The motion therefore was 
not now in order. 

The resolutions were again read. 

_Mr. CUMMINS demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Great confusion instantly arose, and remonstran- 
ces mingled with cries of * No, no; Oh, don’t!” 

Mr. CUMMINS withdrew his call for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. ASH MUN moved to amend the fourth reso- 
lution by inserting at the end thereof the follow- 
ing: 

‘“And we especially see an encouraging earnest of their 
success in the decree which pledges the said Government of 
France to early measures for the immediate emancipation 
of all slaves in their colonies.” 

Mr. SCHENCK suggested as an amendment to 
the amendment to add the following: 


“ Recognizing as we do that cardinal republican principle 
that there shall be ucither slavery nor involuntary servitude 
except fur crime.”? 


Mr. ASHMUN accepted this as a modification 
of his own amendment, 

And the question being on the amendment thus 
mod ified— 

Mr. ASHMUN observed that he had nothing to 
say on the amendment. Its propriety was so ob- 
vious as to preclude the necessity for remark. 

Many gentlemen were here on the floor at once, 
contending, with loud cries of ‘* Mr. Speaker!’ for 
recognition by the Chair. 

The resolution having been read as amended— 

Mr. HILLIARD moved that the resolutions be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that they be referred toa 
select committee. 

Mr. DUER said he had proposed expressing, in 
a manner which he conceived worthy of the dig- 
nity of the House and of the subject, the sympathy 
which he was very sure every gentleman could not 
but feel, and which he had intended to move to be 
referred to a select committee, to consist of one 
member from each State. 

Mr. D. read his resolution; and, after some con- 
versation between Mr. DUER and the CHAIR— 

Mr. BAYLY modified his motion for a select 
committee, so as to read as follows: 

«'That the resolutions be referred to a select committee of 
one from each State, with instructions to report joint resolu- 


tions expressing the sympathy of this nation for the French 
people in their struggie tur ¢ivil liberty.”? 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL expressed his earnest 
wish that the message from the President now on 
the Speaker’s table should be read. Ele presumed 
there would be no objection. He understood that 
it was on the subject to which the pending resolu- 
tions referred, and suggested that the whole sub- 
ject might be referred to the same committee. 

[Cries of “ read, read.’’] 

The SPEAKER then gave the message into the 
hands of the Clerk; when objection was made on 
the left. 

The CHAIR stated the question before the House 
to be on the resolution of reference, as modified. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL insisted that the objec- 
tion made had come too late, as the Speaker had 
handed the message to the Clerk to be read. 

The CHAIR ruled the objections to be in time, 
so that the message could not now be read except 
by unanimous consent. He had received no inti- 
mation of what the message contained. The House 
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had been taken by surprise; and, as the Clerk had 
not begun to read, or even opened the envelope 
in which the message was containéd, he ruled the 
objection to be in time. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he was greatly 
surprised to hear that the Speaker or the House 
had been taken by surprise. He believed the sub- 
ject of the message was generally understood; and, 
as it had been delivered to the Clerk to be read, he 
took an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The question being immediately put on the ap- 
peal, the ruling of the Chair was sustained—ayes 
90, noes 30. l 

Mr. HASKELL inquired whether it was now 
in order to offer a substitute? 

The CHAIR replying in the negative—- 

Mr. HASKELL wished it to be read for infor- 
mation; but this was objected to. 

[Voices: ‘ You can read it yourself, as a part of 
your speech.” 

The CHAIR said the question would first be on 
the motion to refer to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs; if that failed, it would next recur on refer- 
ring to a select committee. ° 

Mr. DONNELL moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

On this motion the yeas and nays were called 
for, and ordered; and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: Yeas 15, nays 118. So the motion to lay on 
the table was rejected. ; 

And the question recurring on the reference of 
the resolutions— l | 

Mr. HILLIARD said, that in moving to refer 
the resolutions and amendments which had been 
brought forward upon the subject of the late revo- 
lution in France to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, he simply desired to secure a proper expres- 
sion of the sympathy which we felt in that mave- 
ment. The occasion (said he) is one of no common 
moment; it must deeply affect the cause of man- 
kind throughout the world. I am not ready to 
extend the sympathy of this Government to any 
people who simply overturn a throne, to plunge 
into the wild, unrestricted, and reckless experiment 
of ideal liberty. Every kingless government is not 
of necessity a republican government. Liberty 
cannot exist without law; its elements must be 
consolidated, and its great principles be imhodied 
in a constitution. The great movement in France 
must develop institutions before it accomplishes 
any permanent good for the French people. Icon- 
fess that I am not free from apprehension as to the 
future; the convulsion which exhibits a form so 
attractive to-day, may yet upturn the foundations 
of society, and result in the wildest anarchy. On 
the other hand, there is in the great popular move- 
ment which has so suddenly and so successfully 
expelled royalty from France, much of promise for 
that beautiful country and for mankind. I solemnly 
believe that the time has come when kingcraft has 
lost its hold upon the human mind; the world is 
waking from its deep slumber, and mankind be- 
gin to see that the right to govern belongs not to 
crowned kings, but to the great masses. The age 
in which we live will, I trust, witness the complete 
enfranchisement of nations which have long been 
governed too much. 

I think, sir, that we ought to sustain our minis- 
ter, Mr. Rush, who ao promptly, without the 
opportunity of consulting his Government, hailed 
the popular movement which expelled a powerful 
dynasty and proclaimed a Republic. It was a 
generous impulse which prompted the act, and the 
country will applaud it. 

There are certainly some features in the scene 
which France presents not wholly agreeable to a 
thoughtful observer, and which awaken the appre- 
hension that the Provisional Government just es- 
tablished has promised more than it can redeem. 
The fraternity which has been adopted may not be 
consistent with regulated liberty; it may be the 
dream of idealists, and not the conception of a phi- 
losophical statesman. The measure, too, which 
has been adopted in regard to the labor and wages” 
of operatives, doubling their compensation, and 
undertaking to employ them on the part of the 
Government, is a very unsafe one. Every one 
accustomed to the order of well-regulated liberty 
must see the danger of such legislation. It par- 
takes too much of the character of a system of 
social reform too impracticable to be easily recog- 
nized. Still, these may be but temporary arrange- 
ments, designed to give the new Government time 
to adjust the complicated details of the great task 


1848. 


which has been undertaken. There are circum- 
stances which may awaken apprehension, but they 
cannot repress sympathy. No, sir; they cannot 
prevent the expression ‘of our deep and full'sym- 
pathy with a people struggling to make a free gov- 
ernment like our own. I, for one, cannot look 
upon such a spectacle unmoved. It may be pre- 
mature—it may even be rash; but I should feel 
myself unworthy of a seat in an American Con- 
gress, if I could refuse to cheer a people engaged 
in such a work. May they go on and prosper, 
and may they erect upon the soil of France a gov- 
ernment resting upon the great principles of con- 
stitutional law, ensuring order at home, command- 
ing respect abroad, and throwing over Europe the 
clear and steady light of rational liberty. 

I regret, sir, that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. Asumun] has thought proper to connect 
with this subject another which does not belong 
to it. Ido not impute to him any improper mo- 
tive, but he must know that the people of our part 
of this Confederacy cannot hear without painful 
sensibility the r social institutions alluded to in 
such offensive terms. There is on the part of the 
South nothing aggressive; they are content to sps- 
tain the Government as it is; they make no war 
upon the people or the institutions of the North. 
But, sir, they observe your movements here with 
profound interest. They know their rights, and 
there is throughout their entire borders a purpose 
to maintain them, with a courage and firmness 
which nothing can intimidate or shake. 

The feeling, then, in regard to the subject which 
has thus been thrust upon the House so reckless- 
ly, is so profound, so well settled, and, to borrow 
a mode of expression from the French, so eternal, 
that it is impossible to touch it without danger. 

I repeat, sir, that in moving to refer the resolu- 
tions before us to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
l have no hostile purpose. I desire tnat when 
Congress does speak upon this subject, it shall 
speak in well-weighed and becoming terms. I do 
not like the language of these resolutions. It so 
happens that we are often called on to vote cn 
propositions suddenly thrown into the House, 
when we cannot express our own true sense. Let 
the resolutions go to the appropriate committee, 
and come back to us in a better form. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said, like the honorable 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hituiarp,] he 
sympathized with France; like him he objected, 
and decidedly, to the firebrand which had been in- 
troduced into this subject in the form of the amend- 
ment moved hy the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Asumun.] Unlike the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, however, he did not feel that distrust in the 
success of the late movement in France—— 

Mr. HILLIARD interposed, and (the floor being 
yielded) begged that the gentleman would not mis- 
apprehend him as saying that he distrusted the 
movement. What he had said was, that there 
were certain indications connected with the move- 
ment which were calculated to awaken the appre- 
hension that all might not be done as could be 
desired. He, however, hoped for the best, and 
cordially sympathized with the people of France. 

Mr. McCLERNAND proceeded. Without 
affirming anything of what the gentleman had 
said, he (Mr. McC.) wished to say, that he had 
confidence, sufficient confidence, in the ultimate 
success of the great movement in which the French 
people were engaged. 

Since this subject had been introduced upon this 
floor, he hoped he would be indulged by the House 
in a few remarks explanatory of his views in re- 
gard to it. Ifthe subject had not been introduced 
by some other member, he should have felt him- 
scif called upon to introduce it, for he believed it 
to be a duty incumbent on the American Congress 
and the American people to manifest their sympa- 
thies and congratulations at the late movement in 
France. 

What was that movement, and on what did it 
rest? It was such a movement as might very well 
engage the attention of the whole world, and par- 
ticularly of the American people, who owed France 
so much. It was France who befriended us in 
our infancy and time of need, who assisted us to 
establish our independence, and to erect the noble 
fabrie of liberty which, through the ordination of 
Heaven, had become the example for her own 
aspirations and her own patriotic effort. God grant 
her success! 

Such should be, and no doubt was, the sentiment 
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of the great mass of the American people—of every 
American who was worthy of the name, who had 
his heart in the right place. As France assisted 
us, according to the circumstances in which she 
was placed, by her arms, so we in turn should 
assist France according to the circumstances in 
which we are placed, by the assurance of our sym- 
pathy and our congratulations. 

It was objected, however, to any formal ex- 
pression, that it was premature; that the revolution 
might waste itself in anarchy, or sink into despot- 
ism; that we should wait for certainty of its suc- 
cess. He thought not. Now was the time, if we 
really wished France to be successful, for the 
voice of sympathy and encouragement. Let that 
voice go forth from this Hall, and from every city 
and hamlet in the land; let it cross the Atlantic and 
echo in had part of France. Yes, let it resound 
as the deep heartfelt shout of a free people of the 
New World that-a giant republic was about to be 
tie to the cause of human freedom in the Old 

orld. We should rejoice at the regeneration and 
emancipation of enslaved nations. Freedom was 
one of the appointed agents of God to advance the 
spiritual as well as the temporal welfare of man; 
therefore it deserved to be encouraged by us every- 
where and at all times; and may she continue her 
triumphs until the whole world be made to ac- 
knowledge her mild sceptre and genial sway! It 
occurred to him that the apprehensions of those 
who feared the success of the French movement 
were unfounded; that such persons interpreted in- 
correctly and imperfectly the state of Europe. 
What was that state? and what did it import? 
The revolution of 1789, although abused in many 
respects, effected one great and paramount object. 
It schooled France in the knowledge and love of 
liberty, which, however it might be repressed, must, 
at no distant day, result in the fruition of matu- 
rity and permanence. Had not the revolution of 
1789 occurred, perhaps France would have been 
less competent tor self-zovernment—for the estab- 
lishment of republican institutions—perhaps the 
late revolution would not have occurred at all. 
One thing was certain: France had now arrived at 
that state of moral-and intellectual advancement 
which must prevent her relapsing into permanent 
despotism, which must replace every form of royal 
authority with free institutions. 

Besides this one great advantage of the revolu- 
tion of 1789—a revolution much abused—there 
were many other incidental advantages resulting 
from it, some of which were, that the monopoly of 
military rank by the ancient nobility and the right 
of primogeniture in the descent of property were 
abolished; the lettres de cachet were suppressed, and 
perfect equality in the administration of public 
justice was secured, Yes; all this and more was 
accomplished. Who should say that the work 
thus gloriously begun would not be completed? 
Who could say that France, thus schooled by the 
experience of the past, and stimulated by partial 
success, would not persevere in her efforts unul 
her liberties should be established on a firm popu- 
lar basis? For one, hë religiously believed, as he 
fervently hoped, that such would be the result. 

And what had France already done towards the 
accomplishment of this great object? He was 
about to show that she had done much. Goaded 
by a tyrannical censorship, exercised by the Gov- 
ernment over the freedom of the press, the freedom 
of discussion, and the right of the people peaceably 
to assemble and consult together for the public good, 
she determined,to vindicate her rights, ** peaceably 
if she could, forcibly if she must.’”? Accordingly, 
the people of Paris appointed a day for a reform 
banquet—a public meeting where the grievancea 
of the people and the best means of redressing 
them were peaceably to be discussed—the 22d of 
February—a day which he hoped would hereafter 
be sacred to the cause of French liberty, as it was 
in America from the birth of the Father of Ameri- 


! can independence. The prefect of police and the 


commander of the national guards issued their 
proclamations prohibiting the assemblage. But 
upon the day appointed large masses of people 
were seen moving first towards the place of ren- 
dezvous, and afterwards towards the Chamber of 
Deputies, there to prefer their complaints. The 
Government, equally determined, directed a large 
body of troops against the people, and thus by force 
of arms drove them from about the Chamber. The 
Opposition Deputies moved the impeachment of 
the ministers of State, and declared their purpose 
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to resign if the motion should be rejected; and thus 
ended the first act of the drama. 

On the 23d, what had been on the previous da 
commotion now became insurrection, in which it 
was quite evident a considerable portion of the Na- 
tional Guards sympathized, while another portion 
was employed against the people, and at some ex- 
pense of blood and life. The people demanded of 
the editor of the National that he should see that 
their liberties were not again played with—a noble 
tribute to the majesty and power of a free and faith- 
ful public press. The people also demanded reform 
and the dismissal of the ministers. The ministers 
resigned, but too late. And thus ended the second 
act of the drama. 

On the 24th what had been insurrection now be- 
came revolution. The king abdicated the crown 
in favor of his grandson, the Duke de Paris, and 
nominated the Duke de Nemours for regent, who 
was rejected, as also was the Duchess of Orleans, 
by the Chamber of Deputies. Next the people 
proclaimed a Provisional Government, the King 
left Paris, and, from the latest information, together 
with the royal family, wasin England. The peo- 

le bore his shattered throne along the streets of 

aris, hymning the song of liberty, and shoutin 
anon for a republic upon the model of the Unit 
States. And thus passed away the most brilliant 
and influential throne of Europe. Thus ended the 
grand drama in successful revolution. 

Well, what now followed? Did the people prove 
true to themselves? Did the wisdom and energy 
of their measures falsify the imputations of the 
enemies of popular government? He ventured the 
Opinion that never was there a more august and 
sublime spectacle manifested by any people than 
that which was manifested by the people of France 
in their subsequent conduct. Among other decrees 
of the Provisional Government, and the civil au- 
thorities subordinate thereto, he found the follow- 
ing: 

1. Interdiction of the meeting of the ex-Chamber of Peers. 


2. An organization of a movable National Guard uf twenty- 
four battalions. 

3. Tuileries to he an asylum for invalid workmen. 

4. Capital punishment to be abolished. i 

5. All political prisonersto be liberated and furnished with 
means to join their families. 

6. Suppression of Chamber of Peers and dissolution of 
Chamber of Deputies; constitution of a Republic; every cit- 
izen to be a National Guard; the liberty of the press guar- 
antied and freedom of thou zht secured. 

7. National work-hops to be opened for the unemployed. 

8. All citizens to remain in arms and defend their barri- 
cades till they have acquired all their rights. 

9. Abolition of all titles of nobility. 

10. National Assembly to meet on the 20th of April and 
decree a constitution. Population to be the basis of election. 
Representatives of the people fixed at nine hundred, includ- 
ing those of Algiers and the colonies; suffrage to be direct, 
universal, and by ballot. All Frenchmen twenty-one years 
of age to be electors, and all of twenty-five to be eligible to 
be elected. 

l1. Sy=tem of indirect taxes to he modified. 

12. All prosecutions agaiust the press and for eel 
offences to be withdrawn, and prisoners confined for such 
offences to be released. 


13. The persons, rights, and property of foreigners to be 
respected. 

14. All citizens to he armed as National Guards. 

15. Diminution in the hours of labor. 


16. Property of all kinds and works of utility to be pre- 
served. 


17. The army to be reorganized. 


If he might be allowed to moralize upon this 
grand phenomenon, what should hesay? Heshould 
say it was the natural and necessary result of con- 
flicting elements in principles. For a long time 
the principle of democratic numbers and popular 
sovereignty had been undermining the antagonist 
priniple of aristocracy and regal authority through- 
out Europe; and at length, in France, the austere 
and blood-stained edifice of benighted centuries had 
been crumbled to the dust—armies, thrones, and 
castes had been swept away as an atom before the 
poa breath. 

he French revolution was not merely the tri- 
umph of the multitude over the unequal resistance 
of one man. Far more. It was the triumph of 
liberty over tyranny; of truth over error; of hu- 
manity over inhumanity. Yes, it was a distinct 
and authentic annunciation of the great and inesti- 
mable truth that the time was rapidly approaching 
when in Europe military force must bow to moral 
force; when kings must bow to the superior majes- 
ty of the people; when the masses of Europe have 
only to will it to be free. 
“rance, if she maintained and matured the fruits 
of her revolution, would rise with salient energy to 
the ascendant position and influence which would 
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belong to her as the leading republic of Europe. 
She would be enabled to extend the conquests of 
her free principle far beyond the flight of her eagles 
in the days of the almost romantic triumphs of her 
reat captain. Already [taly, Denmark, Naples, 
Prussia: and Sardinia were awaking from the-apa- 
thy of centuries, and who should say that the ex- 
‘ample of France would not hasten the time when 
all these countries should be enrolled upon the bla- 
zoned. list of freedom ? 

He need not say that he bore towards Louis 
Philippe no feelings of ill will. On the contrary, 
he respected him as a man for his intelligence and 
many virtues. Even as a monarch, there was 
much in him to admire. 
he (Mr. McC.) would regret his private afflictions. 
But he did not speak of the individual. He spoke 
of France and liberty—considerations far higher. 
As an American, he bore towards France a warm 
and affectionate gratitude, not only for the reasons 
he had already assigned, but because she was the 
natal land of the good, the great, the brave, the 
generous, the philanthropic, the noble Lafayette. 
As an American, he wished to see France and the 
United States as the two great republics of the Old 
and of the New World svar and culminate in the 
moral grandeur and glory of eternal freedom and 
Christian civilization. 

Mr. C: J. INGERSOLL said he rose to take no 
part in the debate further than to express, with 
great deference to all parts of the House, in a word 
or two, his views upon the method in which what 
was to be done ought to be done, and to submit to 
the House what had been done ona former and 
similar occasion. . 

He might say here that he understood that in 
another part of this building the President’s mes- 
sage had been read. Of course it wis a public 
paper. It would pass upon the public journals; 
it would be familiar to everybody; and he could 
not imagine that the power of this House, at least 
of the other side of the House, could have any in- 
disposition to suffer that paper, together with the 
rest of the materials on the subject, to be referred 
to a standing committee, as the gentleman from 
Alabama proposed, or to a select and special com- 
mittee,as he (Mr. I.) believed would have been the 
better course, and more fitting on this occasion. 
He begged leave to read to the House the whole 
of what President Washington said, in the pres- 
ence of his Secretary of State, Timothy Pickering 
—whom nobody would charge with Democracy— 
on the Ist of January, 1796, when the French 
minister, Adét, presented to him the colors of 
France. He took the whole paragraph, from 
which Mr. Rush, our minister at France, quoted 
only the last part. This was only part of his 
speech—the warmest he ever made, although no 
doubt he spoke the honest sentiments of his mag- 


yanimous mind: 

“I receive, sir, with lively sensibility the symbol of the 
triumphs and of the enfrauchixement of your nation, the 
colors of France, which you have now presented to the 
United States. The transaction will be announced to Con- 

ress, and the colors will be deposited in the archives of the 

nited States, which are at once the evidence and the me- 
morials of their freedom and independence. May this be 
p'rpetual; and may the friendship of the two republics be- 
come commensurate with their existence !”? 


Now, upon this proceeding of the President of 
the United States on the first of the year—on the 
Ist of January, 1796, which in his speech he said 
he selected because it was a day of general joy— 
upon the reading to this House of what General 
Washington communicated in his message of Jan- 
uary 4, 1796, what action was had? Fle read from 


the Journal: 

A message in writing was received from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. Dandridge, his Secretary, as 
followeth: 

“c UNITED States, Junuary 4, 1796. 
u Gentlemen of the Seni:te and Howe of Repecseutiatuee: 

ss A letter from the Minister Plenipotentiary of the French 
Republic, received ou the 22d of the last mouth, covered an 
address, dated the 21st of October, 1794, from the Committee 
of Public Safety to the Representatives of the United states 
ir Congress, and also informed me that he was instructed 
by the Committee to present to the United States the colors 
of France. I thereupon proposed to receive them last Fri- 
day, the first day of the new year—a day of general joy and 
congratulation. On that day the Minister of the French 
Republic delivered the colors, with an address, to which I 
returned an answer. By the latter the House will see that 
I have informed the Mini:ter that the colors would be de- 
posited with the archives of the United States. 

« But it seemed to me proper previously to exhibit to the 
two Houses of Congress these evidences of the continued 
friendship of the French Republic, together with the senti- 
ments expressed by me on the occasion, in behalf of the 
United States. They are herewith communicated. 

“GO. WASHINGTON. 


Now, in his retirement, 
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«& The said message and papers tlierein referred to were 
read and considered. Whereupon, 

« Resolved, unanimously, That the President of the United 
States be requested to make known to the representatives 
of the French people that this Hou-e hath received with 
the most sincere and lively sensibility the communication 
of the Committee of Public Safety, dated the 2lat of Octo- 
her, 1794, accompanied with the colors of the French Re- 
public, and to assure them that the presentation ofthe colors 
ofthe French Republic to the Congress of the United States 
is deemed the most honorable testimonial of the existing 
sympathies and affections of the two Republics, founded 
upon their solid and reciprocal interests, and thatthis House 
rejoices in the opportunity therehy afforded to congratulate 
the French nation upon the brilliant and glorious achieve- 


‘ments which have been accomplished under their influence 


during the present afflicting war, and confidently hopes that 
those achievements will be attended with the perfect attain- 
ment of their object, the permanent establishinent of the 
liberties and happiness of a great and magnanimous people. 

“Ordered, That Mr. Giles and Mr. Samuel Sinith be ap- 
pointed a committee to Wait on the President with the fore- 
going resolution.” 

Now, suffer him (Mr. I.) to add, that he had 
understood that the message ofthe President, as 
it had been read in the Senate, contained an allu- 
sion to the first treaty signed by the representa- 
tives of the United States—the treaty of Paris, 
sizned by Benjamin Franklin, Silas Deane, and 
Arthur Lee, together with Mr. Gerard, the first 
minister of the United States to France—a treaty 
which he had often heard the late John Q. Adams 
say contained the germ of all the great principles 
of commercial and maritime freedom, as anybody 
would be satisfied by an examination of its pro- 
visions. 

This was a great occasion. It was. not necessary 
that he should follow his friend from Illinois [Mr. 
McC ernanp] i the expression of his opinions. 
His object was to see that whatever was done 
might be worthy of this great occasion, and with 
ar nearly as possible the unanimity of the former 
occasion; that there might be no party division, 
but that the voice of the American people might 
be spoken as it ought to be spoken—the voice of 
twenty millions of people, which everybody knew 
could not be spoken without immense effect. And 
suffer me (said Mr. I.) simply to say, in reference 
to an opinion that I see has been expressed by a 
highly distinguished member of this Congress in 
another branch of this building—with whom I began 
public life here, and under whom it may be said I 
served my apprenticeship here; for whom nobody 
has uniformly entertained stronger, kinder, more 


respectful feelings—suffer me to say that that gen- 


tleman’s doctrine that we are to wait is to mea 
new doctrine, which would throw our weight into 
the scale of confusion, of civil war, and very prob- 
ably of despotic government; whereas, if we act 
promptly, if we act unanimously, or nearly so, if 
we act with the dignity, if we act with the decorum 
that becomes this great occasion, the consequence 
must be, without any other interference than the 
mere expression of the good will of the American 
people and the Congress of the United States, and 
now (with the communication of the President, of 
all the branches of this Government) that every- 
where, not merely in France, but in Italy, England, 
Germany, everywhere, the consequence must be 
the peaceable establishment of something at least 
approximating to the public institutions of this 
country. 

He should not (he remarked) express any opin- 
ion as to what these resolutions ought to be; but 
the withholding them any longer than was neces- 
sary to couch in proper phrase the judgment of 
this country, was to promote war and discord—to 
encourage the return of despotism in its worst and 
most dangerous form. He had aothing further 
to say, than that he trusted that this matter would 
be done, when it was done, with the dignity that 
belonged to this House and the other House of 
Congress—with the decorum that belonged to the 
country. He trusted that these resolutions would 
be referred to a select committee, and promptly 
reported and acted on. 

Mr. HASKELL remarked, that it was known 
to the House, that, during the last week, he had 
given formal notice that upon this day it was his 
intention to introduce resolutions here expressive 
of the feelings of the country and of this Congress 
in reference to the recent political or revolutionary 
movement in France. ‘He had desired to imbody 
in the form of a resolution such a temperate, but 
at the same time distinct, expression of sentiment, 
as he thought would fully accord with the feeling 
that now animated the bosom of the people of this 
country, and which would be cheering and grati- 
fying to the people of France. And, for the pur- 
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pose of commencing.a few-remarks, he would read 
to the House—which he had the right to do, for 
he could not get it done at the Clerk’s: table—the 
resolutions he had intended to offer to this body: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United Stutes of America in Congress assembied, That in the 
recent political revolution in France, resulting in the suc- 
ces>ful overthrow of a monarchy, and the adoption ofa well- 
ordered Provisional Governinent, preparatory to the estab- 
lishment of permanent free institutions, they find ample 
cause to rejoice with the triends of republican governments 
throughout the world, and especially with the patriotic peo- 
ple of France, to whom are hereby tendered the sympathies 
and congratulations of the people and government of the 
United States. 

Resolved, That the toleration and forbearance, the gener- 
osity and magnanimity, the desire to maintain order and to 
prevent excesses, which characterized the c tizeus of Paris 
on the three memorable days of the revolution, (the 22d, 
23d, and 24th of February last,) afford a well-grounded hope 
that the work which they have so auspicionsly begun will 
be happily consummated, to the honor aud welfare of the 
French nation, in the permanent establishment of a free. 
republican government, imbodying the great principles of 
constitutional and-reguinted liberty. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States he re- 
quested to cause a copy of the foregoing resolutions to be 
transmitted to the American minister resident at Paris, with 
instructions to present them to the Provisional Government 
of France. 


These resolutions he had endeavored to draw 
up so as studiously to avoid any commitment of 
the United States or of this Congress to any of 
the excesses which yet might flow out of this great 
political movement in France. He was satisfied 
they would meet with the general approbation of 
the House. He thought the time had come, that 
it was already here, when, without hesitation— 
promptly, as became them—they should make 
some manifestation of the feeling of this Congress 
in reference to the great political movement in 
France. In the hour of our distress, when we 
were endeavoring to throw off of our shoulders the 
burden of tyranny and oppression, France did not 
stand coldly by, and fold her arms, and lonk on 
to see what would be the result, but she flew to 
our aid in the midst of the glorious struggle, and 
the life-blood of Frenchmen was poured out in be- 
half of American independence. He saw much in 
the movement of France to enlist our sympathies 
and call for our congratulations at this moment. 
This movement in France assimilated itself to no 
other which had hitherto marked the history of 
that nation; it was characterized by none of those 
wild excesses, by none of that fearful violence and 
bloodshed which had been exhibited on previous 
occasions. It had been a regular, peaceful, and, 
as near as could be, a bloodless revolution. The 
blond of French citizens had flowed inthe streets 
of Paris, but it was the blood of the people who 
were endeavoring to establish for themselves true, 
constitutional, well-regulated republican govern- 
ment, and not of the rulers they were endeavoring 
to reject. Inthe conduct of Lamartine, of Arago, 
of the great leading spirits of this movement, we 
saw nothing but what afforded high proof of 
patriotism and: of honest desire tn exert their in- 
fluence for the best ends. The French people did 
not themselves at first perceive the extent of the 
great movement. Their first efforts were to do 
away with their odious ministera, not to over- 
turn the entire Government and establish a repub- 
lic; but the spirit of the people was up; it could 
not be ae hana and what was intended only 
as a partial revolution had ripened almost into 
the full fruition of constitutional liberty. We had 
seen the leaders, the great political movers of 
this revolution, standing in the face of the people 
of France, quelling a mob, putting down their 
movements, endeavoring to prevent bloodshed, 
and bring them to accomplish their purposes peace- 
ably, constitutionally. In this we had reason to 
rejoice, and in the conduct of the great and patri- 
otic men who had led this movement we saw much 
to sympathize with. 

He was sorry that it had been thought proper 
by any gentleman, especially by any gentleman on 
this side of the House, to introduce an amendment 
calculated to defeat the very object which they had 
in view in proposing to express the sympathies of 
Congress and of the American people in all sec- 
tions of the Union with France. What did the 
people of the South care whether France abolished 
slavery in her colonies or not? As a southern 
man, he stood ready to rejoice with France in the 
establishment of freedom, and of regular, well- 
constituted literty. She might abolish slavery if. 
she saw proper. It was a matter with which we 
had nothing todo. But the introduction of the 
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amendment was caiculated to awaken unpleasant 
fevlings in the breasts of southern men, and. to 
force them to vote against a measure, if the amend- 
ment were incorporated, which they would other- 
wise most cordially support. The people of the 
South did not complain if the balance of the 
world saw fit jo abolish slavery within their own 
jurisdictions. As a southern man, as a slaveholder, 
he could stand by and U wie coe 
abolish slavery within her limits. hat the South 
complained of, was not that other people were en- 
deavoring to ameliorate their condition, to abolish 
slavery if they saw fit, but of the unnecessary in- 
terference of other people with them. Had they 
ever reproached Massachusetts, or New Jersey, or 
any of the other free States, because they in their 
wisdom had seen fit to abolish slavery within their 
own bounds? No; the South had nothing to say 
to the balance of the world; none of the States of 
the South had anything to do with any of their 
sister States in reference to this.question, any more 
than their sister States had to do with their inter- 
nal affairs. 

He was getting sick and tired of this continual 
thrusting in the subject of slavery into this Cham- 
- ber upon every occasion, whether it was properly 
and fairly to be brought before the House or not; 
and he believed, before God, that if there were any 
men here who were doing more than others to stop 
the progress of freedom, to injure this Gevern- 
ment itself, which was its germ and bud, already 
in. lower, whose fragrance was diffused around the 
earth, and was stimulating the nations to exert 
themselves to enjoy its sweets, and to establish 
among themselves the principles of liberty—if there 
were any men whio were inflicting a stab upon those 
principles, and hindering their advance, it was 
these men who were continually introducing this 
subject of slavery—a subject calculated to produce 
disunion in this Hall, and among the different sec- 
tions of the country, and put out this light of free- 
dum towards which with hope were turned the 
eyes of the downtrodden world. Is your love for 
the slaves of the South (asked Mr. H.) such, that 
for the purpose of advancing their interests, as you 
imagine, you are willing to do that which in all 
probability would dissolve those bonds which bind 
this people together? The introduction of this 
amendment (he said) could have no practical pur- 
pose; its effect could only be pernicious. 

He desired to see this House come to this ques- 
tion with dignity. He desired to see them united 
in hearty cordial congratulations with France in 
the great political movement in which she was now 

rogressing. If we looked all over the world we 

ad cause for congratulation upon the advancement 
of the principles of human liberty. It had been 
well remarked by the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. Hriuiarp] that the days of kingcraft had 
gone. The divine right of kings was no longer 
acknowledged. The kingdoms of Europe—not 
only of France, but of Prussia, Germany, and the 
minor kingdoms almost without an exception, 
were upheaving beneath the throb of liberty which 
was animating the bosoms of their people. It was 
from this country that they had caught the flame. 
It was by looking at us and seeing us advancing in 
greatness and harmony, developing our resources, 
accumulating wealth, and enjoying all the benign 
` effects of civil and religious liberty—it was this 
view of our condition which animated and inspired 
the nations of the world. He should always, 
therefore, witness with extreme regret, when our 
mission was so elevated, so lofty, gentlemen dis- 
turbing our harmony and impairing the influence 
of our example by the introduction of propositions 
totally foreign to the subjects under consideration, 
and calculated, instead of making us an example 
to the world, to render us a distracted, divided, 
unhappy people. 
_ Under other circumstances he would have pre- 
ferred that this subject should not be referred at 
all; as it now stood, and, if it remained before the 
House, as he could perceive that continual amend- 
ments would be offered, the object of which would 
be to defeat the resolutions, he should favor the 
motion to refer. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said he should exceed- 
ingly regret that any action should be taken on the 
part of this House, in regard to the very important 
circumstances which were now under considera- 
tion, without an additional element to those con- 
tained in any one of the propositions hitherto 
presented by any of his friends. The suggestiona 
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in the resolutjons offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee came nearer to the object he had in 
view than those in any others he had heard read 
to-day. But he thought there were elements in 
the late movement ‘in France which transcended 
either the suggestions that had been made in the 
resolutions first offered or in the resolutions sug- 
gested as an anticipated amendment on the part of 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

On the part of the populace of Prance there had 
been indicated already, in the course of the proceed- 
ings of that great revolution, a respect for religion 
that consecrated the transactions of the 22d and 23d 
of February; and he rejoiced at the proof and prom- 
ise to the world that the reign of terror would never 
again succeed, in France, the reign of liberty. 

It will become us, at some proper opportunity— 
it might now, for what we know—to offer our con- 
gratulations to all the world that have partaken of 
the spirit of liberty which animates our institutions, 
and that has preserved usa united and happy peo- 
ple. But he trusted that the time would never come 
when morality, and religion, and piety should be 
forgotten anong a pope where order and law were 
the special objects of the consideration of the Gov- 
ernment. 

There was another subject that he thought ought 
to be introduced into the considerations of this 
House before any action on its part went out to 
the country and the world. Those men who had 
led in the present French revolution—some of them 
knew, all of them had read in history, that there 


was a tendency during the events of more than half. 


a century ago to bloodshed and cruelty so dire that 
humanity blushed at the prospect as it now blushed 
at the retrospect. One of the numerous acts put 
‘forth by the Provisional Government, with a view 
to guard against that precise result, was for a sea- 
son, and perhaps forever, the abolition of capital 
punishment. The reign of terror has ceased—is 
at an end—and the reign of the guillotine is gone 
forever. 

He had not expected, until within the last ten 
minutes, to say anything on this important sub- 
ject. He regretted that the suggestion had not been 
made, either in resolution or in debate, by some 
other member who had taken a special part in these 
proceedings; but he could not reconcile it to his judg- 
ment to sit by while action was about to be taken, 
without Intimating this suggestion, which was im- 
portant in any movement which the House might 
see fit to adopt. 

Mr. CUMMINS aaid it was not his purpose to 
enter at length into a debate upon France, her his- 
tory, her present condition, or her prospects. But 
inasmuch as his friend from Alabama [Mr. Hit- 
LIARD] and his friend from Tennessee [Mr. Has- 
KELL] seemed to have misapprehended the spirit 
and perhaps the language of the resolutions he had 
had the honor to offer, he deemed it nothing more 
than right, in self-justification, to say a few words 
on this subject. . 

Those gentlemen seemed to apprehend and to 
intimate—not by expression direct, but rather by 
inuendo—that there was something in those reso- 
lutions that breathed a spirit of propagandism, or, 
if you please, the spirit of revolution. He begged 
leave to say to tho8e gentlemen and to all others, 
that he had drawn up the resolutions, as he con- 
ceived, with care to meet the separate and distinct 
propositions which had a bearing on the political 
condition of France and the general principles of 
self-government in republican forms of govern- 
ment. To vindicate himself against the imputa- 
tion, either director collateral, of having introduced 
into this Hall anything inflammatory, jacobinical, 
or propagandist, he would proceed to read the res- 
olutions in their order; and if any gentleman saw 
fit to take exception to them, or to what he should 
say upon them, he desired to have him rise and 
express it. 

He read the first of his resolutions. } 

There was nothing more than the averment (he 
said) of an abstract proposition; and he asked gen- 
tlemen, was there anything in it to which any gen- 
tleman could take exception, either in language or 
sentiment? If there was, he desired to hear it. 
Were they not the principles of self-government, 
emanating, like the rays of the sun, from the cen- 
tre, and spreading themselves over the length and 
breadth of this land sand not confining themselves 
to this happy country, but crossing the confines of 
tyranny, entering within the borders where crowns 
rule and where soldiers control the mind of the peo- 
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ple, where political and religious liberty are not 
tolerated, and where the press is muzzled? It be- 
cante the people of the United States to rejoice that 
the principles of self-government had heen dissem- 
inated and favorably received. Did gentlemen take 
exceptions to this or not? 

{He then read the second resolution. } 

He had an object (he said) in drawing this res- 
olution, and his purpose was, that when this nation, 
through its Representatives in this Hall and the 
ether Hall of Congress, should send to rance the 
giad tidings of our sympathies with them; when 
we should promulgate them to the world, whether 
bond or free, whether ruled by crowns or officers 
of their own choice, he wished to proclaim to them— 
accompanying our sympathies, accompanying our 
approbation of all laudable, all rational effurts to 
free mankind from the shackles of tyranny—the 
high principle which we hold sacred and right, that 
the legitimate source of all political power is the 
will of the people only, the object of its exercise 
their good. It would be recollected by gentlemen 
that the principle was announced by the Premier 
of the late Government, (Guizot,) when speaking 
of the French constitution, not one year since, that 
the King was the source of all political power, and 
that whatever power was not granted by the King 
to his subjects was reserved to the King. ‘This 
was the doctrine of monarchs, of the crowned 
heads of the world. To’show that we held doc- 
trines diametrically opposite, he had framed this 
resolution. 

Did the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Has- 
KELL] and the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. HtL- 
LIARD] take eXception to the language? Were they 
unwilling to say that the only legitimate source of 
political power is the will of the people, and the 
only rightful end of its exercise their good? That 
resolution was framed on the principle which in- 
volved a radical difference between a republic and 
a monarchy. Here we maintain that the people. 
are the source of all power, and that whatever 
power was not delegated by the Constitution, was 
reserved to the people. Butin Franee, the Premu r 
declared that all power was inherent in the King, 
and that all powers not conferred by the King were 
reserved by him. Now, he desired France and 
the world to know the fundamental principle which 
we maintained, and wherein we differed in that re- 
spect from the doctrine which had been cherished 
by the occupant of their throne and his ministers. 
So much for the second resolution. 

His third resolution set forth the sentiment that 
we sincerely hoped the downtrodden might succeed 
in breaking down all forms of tyranny and op- 
pression, and in the establishment of free and na- 
tional governments, for the good of the governed, 
and not for the aggrandizement of those who gov- 
erned. And did gentlemen take exception to that? 
Was that incorrect? Was not a government of 
laws good for the governed; of laws for the gen- 
eral good of all, and not for the aggrandizement of 
those who govern? He thought it was a self-evi- 
dent proposition. He did not mean to say that 
gentlemen of education might not have expressed 
themselves in better terms. He thought it possi- 
ble that gentlemen of high attainments, belles-lettres 
scholars, might have made the language more pleas- 
ing; he sought only the use of such language as 
would clearly convey the sentiment which he de- 
sired to express courteously and respectfully. That 
was all he desired. 

And what were the terms of the next resolu- 
tion? That we tendered our warmest sympathies 
to the people of France and Italy in their present 
struggle for reform, and sincerely hoped they might 
succeed in establishing free and constitutional gov- 
ernment, emanating from and based upon the will 
of the governed, suited to their wants and condi- 
tion, and such as would secure to them liberty and 
safety. He did not desire to tender sympathy 
with France as she was in 92, nor if she was to 
be turned loose, like a wounded tiger, to destroy, 
and lacerate, and tear to pieces. He expressed 
no sympathy with licentiousness anywhere. He 
had no approval for wanton destruction at any 
time. He desired that the good of the people 
should be secured and made safe. He simply 
expressed, in that resolution, the hope that France 
would succeed in the establishment of a free con- 
stitutional government as the result of her present 
struggle for reform; and he had a motive for usin 
the terms ‘* constitutional government.” He us 


them with the succeeding explanatory terms: 
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“emanating from and based upon the will of the 
‘roverned, suited to their wants and condition, 
‘and auch as will secure to them liberty ‘and 
‘ safety,’ because he thought it was evident—the 
history of mankind had shown the correctness of 
his opinion, and he doubted not would continue 
to show its correctness—that a republican gov- 
ernment could not exist as a great central gov- 
ernment. The histories of France, and Rome, 
and Greece, gave their attestation to this truth. 
France could not maintain a great central repub- 
can government. France must divide her empire 
into States. She must establish local governments, 
where the rights of property and personal liberty 
should obtain security from local legislation. And 
when she had divided lrer empire, and in each 
division established a local government which 
should satisfy and depend on the will of the govern- 
ed, she must emulate us still further. She must 
link those several divisions together by a national 
government, established on the same principle as 
our own. Enlightened as this Congress might be, 

atriotic as he doubted not it was, it could not sat- 
isfactorily legislate for twenty-eight or thirty States 
of this Union. There were many interests which 
could not be legislated upon but by a local legis- 
lature. Congress could not wisely legislate for 
Maine and Louisiana, for Michigan and Virginia. 
The legislation for those States must be local and 
immediate, or it would not be efficient and such as 
would answer the purpose of their citizens. So, 
if France were made a great central republic, and 
if Paris were made the great heart of that mighty 
republic, when Paris should move, every limb and 
nerve would quiver in sympathy. ‘There would 
be danger in such a government. It would be im- 

racticable in its operation. Make such a repub- 
fic, and it would inevitably dissolve in a compara- 
tively short period of time in confusion and blood. 
Hence he had introduced into his resolutions the 
qualifying terms which he had read, hoping that 
she would succeed in establishing free and consti- 
tutional governments, emanating from and based 
upon the will of the governed, suited to their wants 
and condition, and such as will secure to them lib- 
erty and safety. Did gentlemen take exceptions 
to that? If the gentlemen. from ‘Tennessee and 
Alabama objected to that, he desired that their ob- 
jections should be promulgated here, that it might 
be known what they were. But he believed they 
could not object to a resolution which simply in- 
dicates that if France should establish a central 
republican government, she would establish a 
government whose construction was incompati- 
ble with permanency—a government which could 
not exist; and if France tried it, we should see 
her fall. If, however, she should divide her em- 
pire into States of suitable size, and establish local 
constitutional legislatures in each, and then link 
together these sovereignties into one great national 
government, France could and would, with proper 
moderation, succeed. France asked for no sym- 
pathy from this country. The sympathy they 
proposed to offer was a voluntary otiering. It was 
a free and spontaneous expression of the public 
sympathy pervading this Union. They all knew 
that the crowned heads of Europe were ever war- 
ring against the principle of republicanism. In 
Mexico they warred against it, by their intrigues. 
In the United States it was subjected to their sneers 
and mockeries. But when a prince was born, 
Europe celebrated the event with extravagant fes- 
tivities; and when a republic was.born among the 
nations of the earth, should not republican America 
rejoice and be exceeding glad? Were our voices 
to be hushed into silence, were our lips to be 
sealed, were our hearts not to heave with joy, lest 
we should expose ourselves to some imaginary 
evil? No. Liberty had been secured for France. 
France has performed a miracle; she had accom- 
plished that which had never before been done by 
a nation of thirty-five millions of people; she had 
overthrown and cast from her the most crafty and 
subtle enemy of free government, though allied 
with four other crowned heads; and America had 
in this much cause to rejoice. The King of the 
French was not only in close alliance with the 
principal Courts of Europe, but he had family alli- 
ances with Brazil, and Spain, and Belgium, and 
other Courts, likewise. He was the proudest 
monarch of Europe; his was a Court the most 
splendid in the world; and he fondly hoped that 
his descendants might sit on that throne which he 
had ao long occupied, and the power of which he 
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had eXerted to extort by taxation hundreds of mil- 
lions: from his people, whose subjection he ima- 
gined he could secure by cannon planted freely 
around them. But where now was that throne? 
Swept away as a worthless bauble. And where 
was that haughty and powerful monarch? An exile 
in a foreign land, whose shores he sought, wearied 
and penniless. He supplicated the protection of 
England’s Queen, in the borrowed garb of a sail- 
or, and by thesvoluntary aid of poor fishermen. 
Surely, such a revolution as this, with so smail a 
loas of life—so perfect a change, with so little to 
deplore in its accomplishment, should not pass by 
without eliciting our joyful approval, 

He must express the hope that France would 
study well the principles of the government she 
was about to establish, so that she would secure 
the good of the governed, and then that France 
would be let alone vy other Governments. France, 
as had been said by one of her statesmen and phi- 
losophers who assisted to control the elements of 
her revolution—France, as was said by Lamartine, 
was no propagandist, desirous to disturb the other 
nations of Europe. All that France wanted was, 
to be let alone, and she would vindicate herself and 
secure her rights. 

But he must pass on to the next resolution, 
which tendered our sympathies and hopes of suc- 
cess to every people who are seeking the blessings 
of free and rational government. It expressed the 
opinion, that whatever of blood and treasure might 
be spent in the struggle of the oppressed against 


he oppressor was to be charged to tne unjust resist- 


ance of the oppressor, who strove to hoid and ex- 
ercise the rights of the people, usurped against 
their will, and exercised fur the benefit of the few 
and the oppression of the many, and not to the peo- ` 
ple, who sought only to regain and exercise their 
natural rights in such manner as would best secure 
and promote their own happiness and safety. And: 
was there a bosom in that House that would not 
heave responsively to such sentiments? When he 
drew that resolution he had his mind’s eye ona 
particular Government. He was conteniplating 
the colossal power of Austria, the enemy of free 
government, and ever ready to secure to royalty 
atiluence and power, while its subjects pined in pov- 
erty and chains. Now, he denied that the God of 
Nature ever intended that monarchs should usurp 
the rights of men. God never designed that one 
man, by a mere ukase, should consign miserable 
men to Siberia, there to linger out a trozen exist- 
ence. Governments which sanctioned such tyran- 
nies, and usurped the rights uf the people, were 
unjust governments. He acknowledged not *‘ the 
divine nght of kings,” which was taught by the 
Governments of Europe; and he approved the doc- 
trine which they disapproved, that the people pos- 
sessed the capacity tur self-government. Under 
the surveillance of the minister, the want of capa- 
city in the people and the divine right of kings was 
instilied into the minds of the Austrians, and her 
press inculcated the same doctrine. lor forty 
years Prince Metternich, who knew no superior 
as a crafty statesman, had maintained these doc- 
trines; but even he, when he heard the rights of 
the people were secured in France, laid down his 
robes and skulked from the place which he had so 
long disgraced. 

Jn these resolutions he had expressed simple 
elementary truti.s, as well as fundamental princi- 
ples of government, for the security of true liberty; 
and when they were read by intelligent minds, it 
would be seen that they were such as all the friends 
of liberty could approve. ‘hey were simply this: 
we rejoice that the freedom ot mankind aud the 
principles of tree government are progressing; and 
in the cases of France and italy we express the 
hope that they may succeed in effecting their re- 
forms and in establishing free and constitutional 
governments, which will secure to them liberty 
and safety. He would no longer trespass on tie 
attention of the House. 

Mr. GIDDINGS desired to express his hearty 
concurrence in the resolutions of his colleague, 
[Mr. Cummins;] and he took this occasion to thank 
that genuleman for the feelings which prompted 
him to bring them forward at this seasonable pe- 
riod. He would be ignorant of the sensations of 
his own breast on the present occasion if he could 
indulge in any party feeling. -.1t was an occasioi® 
that reached turther than party, and took a strong- 
er hold of the feelings of mankind. ‘Lhese resu- 
lutions were as broad as the territory of civilized 
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ily of man. They looked to the rdising up, to the 
exalting of our race; to. the enlightening of the 
ignorant, to the freeing of the bound, and to the lib- 
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man; nay, further, they embracéd the whole fam- ` 


eration of thuse who were in shackles; they looked `. 


to the disarming of the tyrant and to the wresting 
of the scourge from the overseer’s hands, and he 
again expressed his thanks to his colleague for in- 
troducing them. But he was prompted by another 
reason on the present occasion. The little ex 

rience he had had in this Hall had taught him to 
foresee the fate of his colleague’s resolutions. They 
would not pass this body. His colleague would 
have his aid to carry them through, and the aid of 
many others on this floor; but nevertheless their 
fate was sealed. He would ‘say to the yentlemen 
whio were ready to vote for these resolutions, ** You 
cannot get such a series of self-condemning reso- 
lutions through this body.” He cared not what 
party he addressed in this House; these burning 
truths would not be uttered by the men who-con- 
trol this Government. It never would be, it never 
could be; and in making these remarks, he repeat- 
ed, he spoke not as a party man. He imputed 


nothing wrong to the opposite party. He rejoiced — 


at the evidence of justice and propriety which 


prompted a member of the other side of the House - 


to offer these resolutions. He rejoiced even more 
than if they had come from his own side. - 


But he regretted somewhat that his colleague was - 


not a little more explicit, and that he’did not go as 
far as those who sat here in 1776, and gave expres- 
sion to the feelings of their breasts in the undying 
truthsand burning words which they uttered. ` He 
regretted that his colleague with them had not main- 
tained that man, whatever his complexion, or color, 
or station, or degree might be, was born free and 
equal; though he did not expect to see his colleague 
carry such burning truths through this House. We 
dared not repeat what our forefathers proclaimed to 
an admiring world. No, we dared not assert the 
rights ofour race—wecould not stand forth free from 
contaminating prejudices and say to the world that 
man, in all his varied station and complexion, is 
born freeand equal. His colleague was somewhat 
cautious when speaking of this point. While he 
(Mr. G.) rejoiced as heartily as any man could re- 
Joice, that the chains of oppression by which the 
people of France were bound and held in bondage 

ad been broken—while he rejoiced as heartily as 
any man could rejoice that the crowned head of 
that nation had lost his power—he rejoiced more 
sincerely and deeply when he looked to the three 
hundred thousand slaves, bound down by chains 
that were festering and rusting into the flesh, and 
considered what their feelings must be when the 
news was carried to them that the hour of their 
freedom approached. Had he the eloquence of a 
Patrick Henry and the inspiration of an ancient 
Roman, he could not give expression to the feelings 
of his heart when he read the decree of the Pro- 
visional Government of France that its colonial 
slavery was abolished. But he was humbled and 
mortified that his colleague dared not allude to those 
three hundred thousand men, and women, and 
children, who for ages had groaned and sighed 
and wept in slavery, but who now were soon to 
stand forth in all the dignity of mankind. Thy 
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would remain no longer in the capacity of chattels, _ 


to be bought and sold, but they would be raised to 
the dignity of their nature, the dignity of man, and 
to the enjoyment of those rights from which they 
had been so long debarred. When the glad tidings 
were conveyed to those husbands and wives and 
fathers and children, what must have been the 
emotions of their breasts? And should he hesitate 
to speak forth here in a Chriatian land and in a 
Christian Congress, the outpourings of his heart 
and soul on such an occasion? 

Mr. HASKELL desired to say to the gentleman 
from Ohio, that if there were any slaves in the col- 
onies of France, he was ignorant of the spot where 
they were to be found. He was informed bya 
gentleman who was well versed in the history of the 
French Government, and he believed that this de- 
cree of the Provisional Government was introduced 
by M. Arago, who was more of a philosopher than 
a statesman, and who was perhaps ignorant on the 
subject of colonial slavery. If there were any 
slaves in the French colonies, he would be glad if 
the gentleman from Ohio would tell him where. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Go to any abolition society 
north of Mason and Dixon’s line, and they will 
tell you. From them the gentleman trom Tennes- 
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see would learn something of the slavery of Gua- children, confined in that prison-house, whose hu- 


daloupe and Martinique, and the other colonies of 
the French Government. If the gentleman had 
understood the subject, if he had looked at suffer- 
ing humanity which existed on those islands, he 
would not have asked where in the French colonies 
slavery existed? He had not expected such a ques- | 
tion. The gentleman from Tennessee should have | 
known that the Government under Louis Philippe, 
years ago, sought to throw off thie shackles of the 
siaves of Guadaloupe and Martinique. They had 
his (Mr. G.’s) sympathies, and he believed the 
same love of liberty which pervaded his heart, the 
same-desire to raise the bowed down and degraded, 
the same anxiety for the diffusion of intelligence and 
the exaltation of virtue which he felt, influenced 
the heart of the gentleman from Tennessee. He 
was ee to hear the gentleman from Tennessee 
say that he. approved of the abolition of the slaves. 

Mr. HASKELL said he might not have ex- 
pressed himself very clearly. What he intended 
to have, said was, that the South was no propa- 
-, gandist on the subject of slavery. The South did 
not desire to extend it, but they desired those who 
held slaves to act for themselves, without exterior 
interference, and to abolish them for themselves, if 
they pleased to do so, and the South would not 
complain. If France emancipated her slaves, tlie 
South would not complain. They would not com- 
plain if Kentucky did so too. In this Tennessee 
would have no right to interfere. 

Mr. GIDDINGS rejoiced to hear that. The 
conversion of the South on the subject of slavery 
was absolutely more sudden than that of St. Paul. 
Light had come upon their path suddenly, and he 
regretted that it was not in his power to express 
the gratitude of his heart on hearing such cheering 
intelligence. 

Mr. HASKELL heped the gentleman from 
Ohio did not understand him tœ be a quasi abo- 
litionist, nora half-way slavery man. He believed 
the institution of slavery to be of divine origin, 
and that God in his wisdom had made negroes for 
the benefit of white men. But, while he believed 
that he had the right to hold slaves, and that Ten- 
nessee had the right to uphold the institution of 
slavery, and that nobody else had the right to in- 
terfere with them, neither he nor she desired to 
interfere with others, 

Mr. GIDDINGS was always glad to be unde- 
ceived. If the gentleman from Tennessee had no 
pulsation for humanity, he desired to hear the gen- 
tleman say so. But allusion had been made to- 
complexion, and he desired to ask the gentleman | 
where he would draw the dividing shade? Was | 


_ it half white, quarter white, or two-thirds white? | 
if they went to the plantations of some gentlemen | 


in the South, various shades of color would be found. | 
Here was a grave question, which came home to 
his understanding, and he would like to know where 
to fix the line, and how much white blood should 
flow in the veins of man. If men were to be meas- 
ured by their.complexion, he would repudiate the 
sentiments of the gentleman from Tennessee more 
strongly than that gentleman could his. Was, then, 
complexion the rule of right? In God’s name, in 
what age did we live! Did it come to this, that, in 
an American Congress, a gentleman could come 
forth and declare that complexion was the rule of 
liberty? Why, the French people were darker than 
either the gentleman from Tennessee or himself. 
But again: his colleague [Mr. Cummins] had 
taken occasion to say that he was not a propagan- 
dist. He(Mr.G.) was a propagandist. He thought 
hia colleague did not understand the term. e 
(Mr. G.) would extend liberty wherever humanity 
could be found—wherever there was a man, cre- 
ated in the image of his Maker, to whom God gave 
power over all other things—and to man in the dig- 
nity of his nature would he give liberty. He had, 
therefore, greatly rejoiced when he read that France 
had thrown open her slave prisons. But how could 
this House join in thanks to the French nation for 
that? Look from that window, and there they 
would see a slave-pen, whose gloomy walls, in 
mute but eloquent terms, le ap the hypocrisy 
ofthe deed. There were husbands, and wives, and 


man flesh was an-article of commerce. That slave 
trade was maintained by the laws of Congress, by 
whose sanction they had seen their servants takeh 
from their very presence by inhuman slave-dealers, 
i and, gagged and manacled, borne to slavery. The 
; law by which it was done was their own law—a 
| law passed by Congress, and upheld for years, and 
| which they continued to sustain; and yet they were 
now complimenting the French because they had 
stricken the shackles from their own slaves! Now, 
would it not recoil on themselves? Would not the 
French cast it back upon them with indignation ? 
Would they not look with disgust on such decep- 
tion and hypocrisy, when they saw a nation of 
slave-dealers tendering their sympathy to a free 
people? A Congress refusing to stop the traffic in 
man here was tendering its sympathy across the 
Atlantic because he had got his freedom elsewhere! 
Was it not gross hypocrisy, and would it not be 
so viewed by that people? 

He had already detained the House longer than 
he intended when he rose. He had risen simply 
to express the feelings which animated his own 
breast when he received the news of which he had 

ı Spoken, and his deep and heartfelt sympathy with a 
people that had shown itself determined to be free; 
and, having done so, he should resume his seat. 

Mr. BAYLY said his principal purpose in rising 
was to exhibit, in all its deformity, the character 
of the amendment which had been offered by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Asumun;] 
but before he did so, he desired to submit to the 
House a few remarks in vindication of the motion 
which he had had the honor to make. On all occa- 
sions of this sort, when they were attempting to 
Institute a national action; when they were insti- 
tuting a proceeding which would attract the atten- 
tion of other nations of the civilized world, he 
thought their proceedings ought to be marked by 
deliberation. He thought the world should see 
that their action had not been the result of a mo- 
mentary impulse, but of calm and deliberate con- 
sideration; and therefore it was that he thought 
that in a movement of this sort the House ought 
not to act on the resolution until it at least had un- 
dergone the scrutiny of the Committee of Foreign 
Affairs. It should not seem to be at the instance 
of any single member not holding an official po- 
sition here, not standing at the head of the com- 
mittee, nor even of a member of the committee 
having in charge our foreign relations. It seemed 
to him that it should come before the House ina 
still more imposing form—from a select committee, 
to be composed of one member from every State 
in the Union, which was the form of committee 
usually adopted when new questions were pre- 
sented involving momentous considerations. He 
thought, therefore, that there was a marked pro- 
priety in committing these resolutions to such a 
committee, so that they should not blush to see 
them submitted to the scrutiny of the statesmen 
of the world. In the political body (the Lecisla- 
ture of Virginia) in which he had his earliest les- 
sons, it was the invariable practice, when subjects 
were presented not connected with its ordinary 
legislation, to raise a select committee for their con- 
sideration. 

But he had another object in moving to commit 
these resolutions and the amendment. He wished 
to arrest an effort which was made to seize this oc- 
casion, which ought to be one of national rejoicing, 
and turn itinto one of domestic discord. He wasnot 
surprised at the movement, however; he expected 
it. Having been an attentive observer of the pro- 
ceedings of this House, he had never seen an occa- 
sion which ought to have been one of harmony and 
unanimity on which he had not heard the raven, dis- 
cordant voice of evil omen of the gentleman from 
Ohio, boding fraternal discord and strife. Having 
uniformly before made such exhibitions, of course 
he looked for it now from -the gentleman from 
Ohio and his coadjutors, two of whom, the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. AsHmun] and the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scuencx,] were leading 
members of the Whig party. What was the char- 
acter of the pending resolutions, and of the amend- 


ments? Why, they were there as freemen, rejoic- 
ing, as they ought to rejoice, without reference to 
party or local feelings, at the commencement of a 
revolutionary movement whose tendency was to 
liberate France and establish a free government of 
her people. 

On an occasion such as that, the gentleman from 
Ohio and his coadjutors stepped forward, as is their 
custom, and sought to change an occasion of na- 
tional rejoicing into a national bickering; and this, 
which ought to be a day of unanimity, to a day of 
discord. But that wasnotthe worst. When they 
were here rejoicing that the palace of the despot had 
crumbled into dust, the gentleman comes here and 
tries to make the temple of our liberties totter to its 
ruin. When they were rejoicing at a movement 
which their own bright example had originated, the 
gentleman comes forward and makes a motion the 
tendency of which is to destroy that Government 
whose eminent success has encouraged the spread 
of liberty throughout the world. e does more: 
he comes here and introduces a resolution which is 
a libel on an institution of half the States of this 
Union, and he declares a principle which stamps 
hypocrisy on every patriot and statesman of the 
Revolution. He comes to this Hall and denounces 
negro slavery as inconsistent with the cardinal 
principle of republican liberty; and he does that 
while sitting under a Constitution formed by States 
every one’of which, with one exception, was at 
the time of its formation a slaveholding State, and 
half of which continue to be so to this day. 
He comes here and tells us that Patrick Henry, 
whose eloquence he complimented, who did more 
than any other man to rouse the American peo- 
ple to the revolutionary struggle, and to prepare 
them. for its coming glories—that man who pro- 
claimed the sentiment, ‘‘ Give me liberty, or give 
me death!’’—he has offered a proposition which 
says that that man, during that period and after- 
wards, until he went to his grave, lived in the vio- 
lation of cardinal republican principles. ‘ He has 
proposed a resolution which is a libel on the char- 
acter of the man whose victorious sword carried 
us triumphantly through our revolution, and whose 
great moderation, justice, and prudence did so 
much to establish our own glorious and free insti- 
tutions. His amendment virtually brands Wash- 
ingtona hypocrite. And what occasion does he se- 
lect to do all this? I could have sat by unmoved on 
an ordinary occasion and seen this apple of discord 
thrown in among us, but on an occasion like this, 
when we ought to be rejoicing together, and con- 
gratulating each other like a band of brothers, I 
have not been able to sit by and see this demon of 
mischief obtrude himself to mar our joy without 
such feelings as I have not language to give utter- 
ance to. 

Mr. B. had not intended to say a word on the 
subject of the abolition in France, for he agreed 
with the gentleman from Tennessee that it was a 
question for France, and for France alone, to de- 
cide. He freely admitted that it was a subject 
with which we have nothing to do. He believed 
that any intermeddling on his part with that ques- 
tion would be quite as improper as this eternal in- 
termeddling by the gentleman from Ohio and his 
associates with it here. But, though he had no 
desire to intermeddle with the abolition of slavery 
in the French colonies, he did not rejoice at the 
hasty and precipitate decree which the Provisional 
Government had issued. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL begged leave to state, 
that if he were not mistaken, the suggestion came 
from M. Arago, but it was subsequently with- 
drawn, its pernicious influence on France having 
been soon discovered. The decree had been with- 
drawn. 

Mr. BAYLY was very glad to hear the expla- 
nation of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but he 
confessed he had not understood it as that gentle- 
man did; he, however, deferred to that gentleman’s 
more accurate information. But he would say 
to the gentleman from Ohio that there was no in- 
stance on record of the abolition of slavery precip- 
tately, and without preparation for frecdom, that 
had not been followed by scenes of wo. With all 
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her fanaticism, even Great Britain did not emanci- 
pate her slaves Without providing an apprentice- 
ship of a number of years to prepare them for it. 
No State of this Union that had emancipated her 
slaves had done it otherwise than gradually. 

Mr. GIDDINGS inquired how gradual the pro- 
cess was in Massachusetts? 

Mr. BAYLY replied that slavery never existed 
in Massachusetts, except fo a very inconsiderable 
extent. He knew her court, in a manner which 
no other court in the country attempted to imitate, 
decided that the Declaration of Independence eman- 
cipated the slaves. 

_ [The gentleman was informed by some one near 


. r ae 


him that he was in error; and that it was the bill, 


of rights by which they were declared to be eman- 

'cipated.] : 

_ Imean the bill of rights; but there were simi- 
lar bills of rights in most of the other States at that 
time, and yet no other State undertook to say that 
its bill of rizhts abolishéd slavery. 

_ Mr. GIDDINGS would like to know how grad- 
ual was the step towards the abolition of slavery 
by the provisions of the ordinance of 1787? 

Nr. BAYLY said he could answer the gentle- 
man very easily. A gentleman from North Caro- 
lina néar him who had suggested there were no 
slaves there, was mistaken; there were. But the 
ordinance of 1787 néver was regarded as emanci- 
pating any of them. There were at that time 

no inhabitants there excépt a few Canadian and 
French settlers, who held slaves under the operation 
of that ordinance; and, what was more, he could 
tch the gentleman that the descendants of those 
slaves were held as slaves to this hour. Let the 

"gentleman look into the history of his own State, 
Eid he would find that the ordinance òf 1787, as 
fhe as slavery was concerned, was treated practi- 
cally as a nullity. It never had had any legal force 

in the Northwestern Territory. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said the gentleman was wholly 
mistaken. : 

Mr. BAYLY said he was not mistaken: he 
Spoke from the book. That House very wel! 
knew that he was not in the habit of speaking of 
what he knew nothing about, or of making asser- 
tions without Knowing that they were well founded. 

But he would give the professed philanthropist 
from Ohio the orily instancé—a horrible instance it 
was—wwhere this process of universal emancipation 
was done ata blow; it was the well-known case of 
St. Domingo. Then the thing had been effected 
by the busy intermeddling of visionary fanatics, 

ust as it was now sought to be done here by the 
rentierian from Ohio and his associates. There 
was then a band of fanatics in London who met in 

the Old Jewry, and who passed resolutions very 
similar to the amendment which it was now sought 
to foist on the pending resolution. 

Tt was then proposed to aid these negroes with 
meñ and money ina struggle for their freedom; 
they furnished Ogé with à ship, the arms, and 
money, to accomplish this purpose; and similar 
fesolutions were at the same time adopted in 
France, by an association exactly of the charac- 
ter of that to which the gentleman and his aboli- 
tion friends bélonged among us. ‘These fanati- 
cal visionaries set the révolt of the blacks in St. 
Domingo in motion; their machinations succeeded 
in exciting & sérvile insurrection, in the coursé of 
which every white män and woman and child in 
the island was massacred, with the exception of a 
mall rYérmnnant, who fled to the shipping in the har- 
bor, and barely escaped with their lives. Whole 
hecatombs of dead bodies were piled up in the 
streets, amid ‘burning, murder, and pillage. Nay, 
bo greàt was the fury of the blacks that their rage 
and revenge could fot glut themselves with the 
butchery of every white person, (and they found 
‘fo difficulty in drawing that line of distinction 
Which the gentleman thought so great a mystery— 
‘It Was no problem to the negroes,) but they after- 
wafds turned upon the mulattoes and exterminated 
them. They seemed to hate every human creature 
that had white blood in his veins with a bitterness 
that had no parallel unless in the breast of the mèm- 
‘ber from Ohio; and this feeling was encouraged in 
oe by just such addresses and resolutions as 

at péntleman Ís constantly introducing here. 

_ The gentleman talked about the cause of humane 
ity! Were the interests of humanity benefited by 

such scènes as he had described, and which were 

the legitimate consequence of this sort of agita- 
isn? Let the gentletoan look at Hayti: once one 


of the most flourishing islands of the Caribbean 
sea. The negroes thére were once a happy, con- 
tented race, cultivating their fertile soil, and enjoy- 
ing every comfort suited to their condition. And 
what were they. now? A wretched gang of indo- 
lent vagabonds, tearing each other to pieces in 
domestic feuds, and fast relapsing into their pris- 
tine statė of barbarism. Let him look throughout 
the West India Islands, and wherever the control 
of the white man was withdrawn, instead of bands 
of happy and contented laborers, singing at their 
easy tasks, you beheld a wretched mass of squalid, 
lazy free-negroes, without one idea in their heads 
of what real freedom was. In the British Islands 
emancipation took place under more favorable 
auspices than it ever can again. The negroes un- 
derwent a long probation; the masters were com- 
pensatéed for them, and the British army was there 
to keep them in subjection. But although effect- 
ed under these favorable circumstances, the Eng- 
lish Government now admitted it had been a fail- 
ure, and that both the white man and the black 
had been injured by it. Liberate three hundred 
thousand negroes by a stroke of the pen! Who 
did not know that it could not be done but through 
scenes of carnage and of horror from which hu- 
manity recoiled ? 

Born as Mr. B. had been in a country blessed 
with civil and religious liberty, he wished to see 
these rich blessings extended to every country on 
the face of the globes but having witnessed nothing 
but unutterable wo to result from such measures 
as thatin which the gentleman from Ohio 80 ex- 
ulted in, instead of sharing the gentleman’s joy, 
he regretted that such an attempt should have been 
made; he was pained at it. It was that measure, 
together with one or two other features, which 
marked the movements of the new government in 
Paris, which alone marred the satisfaction, other- 
wise without alloy, with which he had learned the 
struggle of the French people for a republican 
government. 

In concluding, Mr. B. observed that the House 
would béar him witness that he had not been in 
the habit of addressing it in a spirit or with the 
feelings which he had manifested to-day. He had 
sought altercation with no man; he never had vol- 
unteered to wound the feelings of any of- his fellow- 
members. But the provocation this day had been 
so great, the conduct of the movers in this matter 
had been so outrageous and unpatriotic, that he 
had not attempted to restrain his feelings. 

Mr. DUER moved that the House adjourn; but 
very strong and decided dissent being manifested 
in all quarters, he withdrew the motion. 

Mr. D. then proceeded to observe, that he had 
had no desire to say a word on the subject of the 
amendment which had been moved to this resolu- 
tion, and the introduction of which he greatly re- 
rretted. No man could entertain a more decided 
antipathy than he did to the existence of slavery; 
he was utterly opposed to it in every form, and in 
every place, but this feeling was in his breast, 
wholly unattended by any personal feeling of ill 
will toward slaveholders. Whenever his voice or 
his vote could avail against the continuance or ex- 
tension of so great an evil, he was ever ready to 
employ both against it; and he did most sincerely 
rejoice to learn that it had been abolished in the 
colonies of France. And whenever the subject 
should come up in a direct and pertinent shape for 
discussion, Mr. D. was prepared to enter into it in 
a temperate manner and discuss it fully. But he 
could not but regret its introduction on the present 
occasion as unnecessary and uncalled for. He 
regretted its being brought into that Hall when it 
could have no bearing on the legistation of the 
House, and when its only effect must be to inter- 
rupt the harmony of debate. The discussion could 
do no good; it could have no effect whatever on 
the evil of slavery, and it could only distract and 
divide the House on an occasion when it was pre- 
eminently desirable that: it should be as unani- 
mous as practicable. It seemed to Mr. D. that, in 
a case like this, the House could speak, and ought 
to speak, with a united voice; but this it could not 
possibly do, if thus, by a side-blow, there was an 
attempt made to condemn slavery within the States. 
If this was persisted in, the House must give up 
the hope of giving to France any expression of its 
congratulation or sympathy on her struggle for 
freedom. He wished to speak with candor and 
with dignity; and he should detain the House only 
to say a few words. He should speak only for 
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himself. He souglit not to ¢éndemn any gentle- 
man. Asto the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gro- 
pines,] he had contemplated his feelings of hu- 
manity with sincere respect, while the’gentleman’s 
moral courage commanded his admiration; but the 
gentleman’s prudence and practical good sense, he 
was sorry to say, he could not always so highly 
admire. He meant to utter no reflection on that 
gentleman; he knew that he had been the object 
of unfriendly animadversion; he spoke of the gen- 
tleman as he thought in his heart; he admired the 
gentleman’s courage and perseverance, but he 
could not consider him as practically wise. 

But the question to be decided was, whether that 
House was to speak its sympathy and congratula- 
tions to France or not? If it meant to do this, it 
was obvious that it must not: connect those ex- 
pressions of congratulation with any reflection on 
the subject of slavery. 

Mr. TUCK here wished to ask the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Duer] whether it was the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grppinegs] who had in- 
troduced any reference to slavery in this debate? 

Mr. DUER replied that he believed he had not. 

Mr. TUCK. then asked why gentlemen should 
attack a man who had not introduced the subject ? 
And he wished to ask, further, whether the sub- 
ject of slavery had not been introduced by these 
resolutions themselves—resolutions of which the 
gentleman from Ohio had appropriately spoken, 
and which the gentleman from Massachusetts had 
appropriately amended ? 

Mr. BAYLY rose to explain. When the resolu- 
tions were introduced and read at the Clerk’s table, 
they had not the amendment attached to them. Mr. 
B. had been under the impression that it had been 
introduced by the gentleman from Ohio, and there- 
fore he had regarded it and spoken of it as the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. l 

Mr. ASHMUN said it was he who had moved 
the amendment, and he was quite willing to take 
all the responsibility which attached to it. The 
latter part of the amendment, which Mr. A. had 
accepted as a modification, had been suggested 
by the gentleman immediately before him, [Mr. 
Scuenck,] and not by the other gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Grppinas. } | 

Mr. BAYLY regretted that he had not knows 
this at the time he addressed the Ffouse; and he 
hoped that every remark he had made would be 
considered as addressed to the real mover of the 
amendment, and not to the gentleman who he sup- 
posed had moved it. 

Mr. ASHMUN said that he should repty to the 
gentleman at the earliest hour practicable. 

Mr. DUER said the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Tucx] had asked him why he 
had not attacked the gentleman from Masxzachu- 
setts, [Mr. Asumon,] who had moved the amend- 
ment, instead of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Gippines,] who had not? Mr. D.'s answer was, 
that he had made no attack upon the gentleman 
from Ohio. He had expressed with freedom ang 
sincerity his own opinion of that gentleman and 
his course; and he had even gone out of his way 
to commend the gentleman’s humanity and moral 
courage, because he knew that the gentleman had 
long been the object of attack in this House, and. 
had been unsparingly assaulted in all quarters. He 
spoke of the gentleman with admiration, and that 
the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Tucx} 


| converted into an attack! 


Mr. TUCK and Mr. GIDDINGS here rose to- 
gether, and for a short time were both addressing 
the Chair at once. 

After a good deal of noise, and criea of order— 

Mr. TUCK retained the floor. He said he had 


| heard his friend from Ohio [Mr. Gippives] characr 
| terized, before the gentleman from New York spoke 


| 


| 


mamn et ee 


at all, as the author of a fanatical movement. He 
had asked the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Duer) whether the resolutions pending did not 
themselves include and introduce the topic of slave-~ 
ry? To that question he had received no answer. 
Mr. DUER said he anderstood the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Grppinas] as having been attack- 
ed by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Bayir, 
and, in reply, had observed that he did not censure 
the gentleman for his course, but admired hig 
courage. He had notsaid that that gentleman had 
or had not introduced the subject of slavery into 
this debate; he had censured no one; he sought te 
censure nobody. But he wished Congress to ex- 
preas its sympathy with the people of France; and 
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he wished to see this done with unanimity. This 
he had said, and no more than this. And, in order 
to secure unanimity, he wanted the expression of 
our sympathy and encouragement wholly sepa- 
rated from the other topic. i 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he rose to exonerate the 
gentleman from New York {Mr. Duer]. from all 
Intention of saying anything to injure him. He 
had no idea that that gentleman had been actuated 
by any other than the most friendly feelings to- 
wards him. Nor had Mr. G. entertained any de- 
sire to attack the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. 
HasxeLL.] He was entirely willing that that gen- 
tleman should be wholly destitute of all human 
sympathy, if so he liked to be, and that he should 
reflect as severely as he pleased on Mr. G. as be- 
ing the advocate of human liberty. And he was 
equally willing that the gentleman from Virginia 
Mr. Barty] should exonerate, if he could, the 

ld Dominion from the charge of entertaining any 
feelings of humanity. Mr. G. was entirely wil- 
ling that the gentleman should give the fullest ex- 

ression of his hatred to all who felt any regard 
for the rights of man. Mr. G. was as willing, too, 
that the gentleman should pronounce the Declara- 
tion of Independence a libel on his State, and 
should cast so great an opprobrium on the men 
who drew it up, as to place them on the same level 
with Mr. G. If a member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States was to become 
an pe of attack as soon as he uttered any feel- 
ing of sympathy for man, and any desire for his 
freedom, Mr. G. was willing that the gentleman 
from Virginia should assail him with all the bitter- 
ness he could display. He had no idea of replying 
to that gentleman; and, if the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Duer] had not noticed him, Mr. G. 
never should. | 

Mr. DUER having at length regained the floor, 
observed that he would now conclude the few re- 
marks he had originally intended. France was 
our friend. In the infancy of our republic, when 
Wwe had been engaged in that great political experi- 
fent which had resulted in giving to twenty mil- 
lions of people freedom without disorder, at a time 
when we were assailed by the advocates of ancient 
tyranny with every species and form of calumn 
and reproach, France had always sympathized wit 
us, and her sympathy had cheered and sustained 
usin the darkest hour. There might at times have 
been some differences between the Governments of 
the two countries, but the nations had ever been 
friends. It was become the fashion, of late years, 
to call us Anglo-Saxons, (whjch was but another 
hame for English,) but we were not of the Anglo- 
Saxon race; we were'a portion of the great Caucas- 
jan branch of the human family, and in that race 
France might claim her share. There were scat- 
tered over the Union, and especially in South Car- 
olina, a great amount of the best Huguenot blood. 
Besides, France had given us a State; and the songs 
of liberty were at this day sung by the descendants 
of the French in the Opelousas and Attakapas. 

Mr. D. said he was a Democrat; [toud laughter: 
cries of “good!” “an excellent Democrat;’’] he 
was a Democtat in the best and truest sense of the 
word. [** Yes, we know it.”] He believed in 
democracy; but as a means, not as an end: and if 
France in her struggte had attained a point whence 
she could rationally expect to advance to a good 
and free and stable government, let us not turn from 
her with averted face. No; amid the fears of the 
timid and the vituperations of the base, let us send 
over to her shores the voice of our sympathy and 
encouragement. While the ancient dynasties of 
European tyranny were frowning on her attempts 
ut recovered freedom, let no looks of coldness greet 
her from those she had aided in their utmost need. 
{t was said ‘that her enterprise had been attended 
with disorders and éxcesses: that might be true; 
but if that was a valid reagon why we were to send 
‘her no sympathy, no good wishes, nothing to 
cheer her in her arduous undertaking, we never 
could sympathize with any people striking for free- 
dom, for such things éver and necessarily attended 
the first efort} to break the yoke of tyranny. 

But it was said we must wait; we must not be 
too hasty; wait a little, and see how things would 
turn. And ‘were we, then, to send to France a 
messave that we were waitinc? When we were 
struggling for our freedom France had nut waited, 
but had flown to our rescue. | 
~ Mr. Ð. did not want to send to France a long 


String of duil und prosy resdlutions, such as hight | 


be copied from some ward meeting in one of our 
towns; he wanted to send a simple dignified ex- 
pression of our wish as a nation to her success. 
He believed that such was the wish of the Ameri- 
can people; and whether France failed or not, that 
declaration would still be true. Mr. D. was no 
prophet. It was not for him to say whether her 
effort would or would not prove successful; God 
knew he sympathized with her people and heartily 
wished them success, and he was ready to utter 
that wishnow. He was not for turning away from 
our old ally. He was not forgiving her cold looks 
of doubt and distrust when she was striving for 
the blessings of a republican government. How 
should we have felt in the days of the Revolution 
had an elder republic then witnessed our struggle, 
and sent us word that she was wailing to see what 
we should make of it? No; let us speak our sym- 
pathy; let us send her encouragement, and send it 
now. 

Mr. D. said he had prepared a resolution for a 
select committee of thirty members, but he did not 
insist on that; he had no objection to the reference 
of the resolutions to thé Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, or to a select committee of one from each 
State. He thought the reported resolution ought 
to be the action of an organized body, and not of 
an individual. He hoped it would be of a digni- 
fied and simple character, worthy of the greatness 
of the occasion, containing an expression of the 
national sympathy, and of that only. 

One half of the States of the Union were slave- 
holding States; and, when we proposed a resolu- 
tion for adoption here condemning slavery, even 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Grppines] himself 
must admit that its adoption would be improper. 
It would have no operation to mitigate or to bol 
ish slavery. All its effect would be to fix a stigma 
on the States where it existed, which they would 
necessarily and naturally resist. Why make any 
such attempt? The amendment, if successful, must 
defeat the object of the resolutions. The object of 
the resolutions was a perfectly simple one, and it 
should stand alone. 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired of the Chair what would 
be the effect of a motion to adjourn? 

The CHAIR explained the state of the business 
before the House. 

Mr. ASHMUN said, he wanted to speak at some 
time when it would be in order. l 

Mr. EVANS inquired whether there was not a 
special order appointed for to-morrow? 

[Here some confusion prevailed, a number of 
members addressing the Chair at one time, sug- 
gesting different special orders appointed for dif- 
ferent days of the present week. | 

The CHAIR having restored order— 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that the resolutions and 
amendment be made the special order for Thursday 


next. 

The SPEAKER said, that Mr. Asumun’s mo- 
tion would require a suspension of the ‘rules. 

The House divided, and, there not being two- 
thirds in the affirmative, the rules were not sus- 
pended. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that the House adjourn. 

[Cries of ‘Oh, no!’’] : 

Mr. COBB inquired whether, if the Houseshould 
adjourn, the consideration of this resolution would 
be in order to-morrow morning? 

The CHAIR stated, that there were two mes- 
sages on the Speaker’s table, and sundry bills, 
which would take precedence of it. 

The yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn 
were thereupon demanded, and ordered. 

Mr. POLLOCK made several attempts to make 
a suggestion, but his voice was drowned by cries 
of order. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL wanted to put an in- 
quiry to the Chair. 

[Cries for order. ] 

Mr. I. said. he regarded these calls of ‘* Order, 
order!’ with disregard, and perhaps a little more. 

The CHAIR called Mr. 1. to order, and directed 
him to confine himself to his inquiry of the Chair. 

Mr. INGERSOLL asked, if the whole resolu- 
tions and amendments should be referred, anda 
committee should report on them to-morrow, would 
ca not be open to debate? 

he CHAIR. Certainly. 

The yeas and nays were now taken on the mo- 
tion to adjourn, and resulted—yeas 80, nays 80. 

The SPEAKER voting in the affirmative— 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, April 3, 1848. ° 


The following message was received from the 
President of the United States: 


WASHINGTON, April 3, 1848. 
To the Senate and House of 
Representatives af tke United States: 

I communicate to Congress, for their information, a copy 
of a despatch, with the accompanying documents, received 
at the Department of State from the Envoy Extraordinary 
and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States at Paris, 
giving official information of the overthrow of the French 
monarchy, and the establislimentin its stead of a provisional 
government, based on republican principles. l 

This great event occurred suddenly, and was accomplish- 
ed almost without bloodshed. ‘The world has scldom wit- 
nessed a more interesting and sulflime spectacle thah thé 
peaceful rising of the French people, resolved to secure for 
themselves enlarged liberty, and to assert in the majesty of 
their strength the great truth that, in this enlightened age, 
man is capable of governing himself. 

The prompt recognition of the new Government by the 
representative of the United States at the French Court 
meets my full and unqualified approbation; and he has been 
authorized, in a suitable manner, to make known this factto 
the constituted authorities of the French Republic. 

Called upon to act on a sudden emergency, which could 
not have heen anticipated by his instructions, he judged 
rightly of the feelings und sentiments of his Government and 
of his countryinen, when, in advance of the diplomatic rep- 
resentatives of other countries, he was the first to recognize, 
so far as it was in his power, the free Government establish- 
ed by the French people. 

The policy of the United States has ever been that of non- 
intervention in the domestic affairs of other countries, leav- 
ing to each to establish the fori of government of its own 
choice. While this wise policy wil] bé maintained towards 
France, now suddenly transformed from a monarchy into @ 
republic, all our sympathies are naturally enlisted on the 
side of a great people, who, imitating our example, have re- 
solved to be free. That such sympathy shoutd exist on the 

art of the people of the United States with the friends of 
ree government in every part of the world, and especially 
in France, is not remarkable. e can never forget that 
France was an early friend in our eventful revolution, and 
gencrously aided us in shaking off a foreign yoke and be- 
coming a free and independent people. 

We have enjoyed the blessings of our system of well-regu- 
lated self-government for near three-fourths of a century, 
and can properly appreciate its value. Our ardent and sin- 
cere congratulations are extended to the patriotic people of 
France, upon their noble and thus far succe-sful efforts to 
found for their future government liberal institations similar 
to our own. | | j l 

It is not doubted that, under the benign influence of free 
institutions, the enlightened statesmen of republican France 
will find it to be for her interest and paramount glory to cul- 
tivate with the United States the most liberal principles of 
international intercourse and commercial reciprocity, where- 
by the prosperity and happiness of both nations will be pro- 
noted. JAMES K. POLK. 


LEGATION OF THE UNTTED STATES, 
Paris, March 4,1848. 

Sır: Scarcely had my despatciı of the 24th February been 
folded up, when event¢ the most momentous quickly suc- 
ceeded each other. Numerous barricades had risen up in 
the streets; civil war continued; the people were victori- 
ous; the palace of the Tuileries was carried; the King ab- 
dicated, and fled with all the royal family, and the monarchy 
was overthrown. All this happened in the course of the 
day—Thursday. 

The confusion and.tumult caused in the Chamber of. Dep- 
uties by these events, led to the hasty and violent close of 
its sitting on that day. All attempts to establish a regency, 
with the Count de Paris as successor to the throne, failed. 
His mother, the Duchess of Orleans, with the young prince 
himself, went to the Chamber, but soon bad to.make their 
eseape. All order, all deliheration had come toanend. The 
ministerial members were dfiven out by the people, who had 
entered the Chamber, many of them armed, and, with men- 
acing gesticulations, usurping the seats. In the sequel, a 
portion of them, with some of the opposition members, hur- 
ried to the Hotel de Ville to form a provisional government, 
under voices to tat effect, uttered and echoed at the eloge 
of the boisterous sitting. 

At the Hote) de Ville as aralJying-point, a provisional gav- 
ernment was formed on the evening of Thuraday, the 24th, 
and proclaimed on the following morning. The pfoclama- 
tion declared that the provisional government desired a rè- 
public, subject to the ratification of tlie French people. 

The persons composing the provisional government are— 
Messieurs Dupont, (de l’Eure,) Lamartine, Cremieux, Ledra 
Rollin, Garnier.Pagés, Marie, and Arago. 

The secretaries of the government are—Messrs. Armand 
Marrast, Ferdinand Flocon, Louis Blanc, and M. Albert. 

The first four names of the provisional government were 
of the Chamber of Deputies, a body no longer existing any 
more than the Chamber of Peers; the whole fabric of the 
late government having been shattered to pieces. — 

Some accounts state that all the names composing the 
provisional government, were given out from the tribune of 
the Chamber of Deputies before its dissolution; but thtre is 
difficulty in coming at the precise fact, such was the con- 
sternation in the Chamber when it broke up. 

The provisional government immediately announced, a$ 
formed by its own decree, a provisional cabinet, that the 
functions of administration might not stop. 

I abstain at this juncture from presenting more of the 
names of the provisional cabinet than those of M. Dupont, 
(de PEure, as President of the Council; and M. de L& 
martine, as Minister of Foreign Affairs ; these two posts be- 
ing severed again, after having been united in M. Guizof, 
who, and all his associates in the late ministry, have fled. 

Of a revolution so total and sudden, I am not now to 
sponk The journals of the world are still teeming With it. 

er ean I yet speak of the sets 6f the new governneezit, 
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except to say that they bave been characterized so far hy 
moderation and magnanimity in the midst of triumphs of a 
nagure to have intoxicated minds less pure and firm than 
happily are believed to be possessed by its leading members. 
i t pass to what, foremost of all at present, Iam bound to 
report to you—namely, the part which, as representing the 
United States, I have taken under the new duties that en- 
compassed me. Sanan 

O.ı Saturday, the 26th, I received an intimation, earnest- 
ly given, that my personal presence at the Hotel de Ville, 
to cheer and felicitate the provisional government, would 
be acceptable. The intimation was not officially sent, but 
I believed it to be true. 

I asked a short interval for reflection. ese 

Before the day was vut, I imparted my determination to 
take the step. 

Monday morning, the 28th, was the time appointed for it; 
and accordingly I repaired to the Hotel de Ville, the Secre- 
tary of Legation accompanying me. 

To the provisional government there assembled, I deliv- 
ered the address, a copy of which is enclosed. 

It was cordially received, and M. Arago, on the part of the 
members, replied to it. 

He remarked that they heard without surprise, but with 
lively pleasure, what I said; France expected it from an ally 
to whom she now drew so close by the proclamation of the 
republic. He thanked me, in the name of the Provisional 
Government, for the wishes I expressed for the greatness 
and prosperity of France; and in alluding to the words it 
bad called up from General Washington’: address in 1796 on 
receiving the French colors, he expressed a confidence that 
they would be not mercly a desire, but a reality. os 

M. Dupont, (de ’Eare,) as President of the Provisional 
Government, then advanced, and, taking me by the hand, said, 
« The French people grasps that of the American nation.” 

Here the ceremony ended. In coming away, three of the 
members of the Government conducted us out of the build- 
- ing; the guard presented arms, and cries went up of “ Vire 
la Republique des Etats Unis!” Major Poussin, a French 
officer, who accompanied General Bernard to the United 
States, and who, from his attachment to our country, was 
naturalized there, also attended me, 

Ona Sunday, the 27th, I received the note of that day’s 
date from M. Lamartine, as Provisional Minister of Foreign 
Affairs, which announced to me, in official forin, the exist- 
ence of the new government. I answered it on Monday. 
Copies of the note and answer are enclosed. 

The Provisional Government published my answer the 
morning after its reception. My address of Monday has 
also appeared in the newspapers—not, however, In ils exact 
form. I had written it out, to guard against inaccuracies on 
an occasion so grave, and left the paper in the hands of the 
Provisional Government; atranscript of which you now have. 

This succinct narrative will accurately apprize the Presi- 
dent of what I have done. I shall anxiously await his judg- 
ment apon itall. The events were as new as momentous. 
They had transcended all expectation. In recognizing the 
new state of things, as far as [ could without your instruc- 
tions, and in doing it promptly and solemnly, I had the deep 
conviction that 1 was stepping forth in aid of the great cause 
of order‘in France and beyond France, and that I was act- 
ing in the spirit of my Government and country, the inter- 

reter of whose voice it fell upon me suddenly to become. 

f L erred, I must hope that the motives which swayed me 
will be my shield. The Provisional Government needed all 
the moral support attainable, after a revolutionary hurricane 
which shook society to its base, and left everything at first 
portentons and trembling. In such an exigency, hours, mo- 
ments were important; and the United States are felt asa 
Power in the world, under the blow that has heen struck. 

I am not unaware that the course I have pursued departs 
from diplomatic usage, and separates me, for the time being, 
from the European diplomatic corps accredited, like myself, 
to the Inte Government of France, all the members of which 
will probably wait instructions before adopting any steps of 
recognition. Having acted under a sense of independent 
duty in the emergency, I am, however, not the less aware 
that the diplomatic corps represents countries in friendly 
relations with the United States, and that it will lence be 
as much my duty as inclination to go on maintaining that 
amicable footing with its members, ever dictated by recipro- 
cal good-will amang the representatives of friendly Powers, 
whatever different forms of government they muy represent. 

I have the honor, &c., RICHARD RUSH. 


Hon. James BUCHANAN, Secretary of State. 


"N 


To the Members of the Provisional Government of the French 
Republic : 


GENTLEMEN: As the representative of the United States, 
chargedevith the interests and rights of my country and of 
American citizens now in France, and too far off to wait 
instructions, I seize this early opportunity of tendering to 
you my felicitations, not doubting the sanction of my Gov- 
ernment to the step I thus take in advance. Nor can I 
avoid the occasion of saying that the memory of the ancient 
alliance and friendship between France and the United 
States is ever fresh and grateful with us, and that l am of 
anthing more sure than that the voice of my country will be 
universal and loud for the prosperity, happiness, and glory 
of France under the institutions she has announced, subject 
to ratification by the national will. All will ardently hope 
that through her wisdom the results may be beneficial to 
mankind, of which the magnanimous bearing of her people 
in the late eventa affords so auspicious a promise. It is 
under such institutions that the United States have for 
seventy years enjoyed constant prosperity, with a Govern- 
ment of uniform stability; and whilst they invariably leave 
to other nations the choice of their own forms, without inter- 
ference in any way, they would naturally rejoice in behold- 
ing this greut nation flourish under institutions which have 
secured for themselves the blessings of social order and 
public liberty. 

Allow me, then, gentlemen, using the words of the great 
and good Washington, the immortal founder of my country, 
on an occasion which ti:e present recalls, to signalize this 
address to you, by mingling my felicitations with a fervent 
aspiration that ‘6 THE FRIENDSHIP OF THE TWO REPUBLICS 
MAY BE COMMENSURATE WITH THEIR EXISTENCE.?? 


Paris, le 27 Février, 1848. 

Monsreor: J’ai Phonneur de vous informer que le gouv- 
ernement provisoire de la république Française m’a confié 
le portefeuille des Affaires Etrangéres. La forme répub- 
licaine du nouveau gouvernement n’a changé ni la place de 
la France en Europe, ni ses dispositions loyales et sincéres à 
maintenir ses rapports de bonne harmonie avec les Puis- 
sances qui voudront, comme elle, l’indépendance des na- 
tions et la paix du monde. 

Ce sera un bonheur pour moi, Monsieur, de concourir 
par tous les moyens en mon pouvoir à cet accord des peu- 
ples dans leur dignité réciproque, et à rappeler à PEurope 
que le principe de paix et le principe de liberté sont nés e 
même jour en France. Recevez, &c.. LAMARTINE. 


Monaci Russ, Ministre Plénipotentiaire des Etats Unis à 
aris. 


SD 


LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Paris, February 28, 1848. 

SIr: I have the honor to acknowledge your note of yes- 
terday, informing me that the Provisional Government of 
the French Republic has confided the department of foreign 
affairs to your hands. The choice, sir, I will dare to say, 
will be regarded by the world as a favorable first step in the 
new order of things; and I shall have great satisfaction in 
transmitting to my Government, by the earliest opportunity, 
a copy of your communication, not doubting its cordial 
reception. In the mean time, sir, I will be ready, under 
your permission, to transact with you whatever business 
may appertain to my country, or American citizens in 
France. 

The United States, having learned from their own expe- 
rience the value of free institutions, will naturally antici- 
pate from similar institutions in France, administered with 
the wisdom and moderation of which the enlarged and be- 
neficent principles announced in your note are the auspi- 
cious harbingers, nothing but the best results to the interests 
and well-being of both countries. 

I pray you to accept these early assurances of the very 
hich consideration with which I have the honor to he, sir, 
your most obedient servant, RICHARD RUSH. 


To his Excellency M. DE LAMARTINE, Minister of Foreign 

Affairs, &c., &e., &e. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the message and 
accompanying documents be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and printed for the 
use of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN said he could see no necessity for 
a reference of the message. It asked for no action 
on the part of Congress, and consequently required 
no investigation by a committee. 

Mr. HANNEGAN replied that he had made 
the motion because it was usual, and certainly the 
most respectful course to be pursued when an Ex- 
ecutive message was received. 

Mr. ALLEN expressed a hope that the refer- 
ence would not have the effect of delaying the action 
of the Senate on the joint resolutions which he had 
the honor to submit. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he had no intention to 
delay action on the resolutions of the Senator from 
Ohio, and he was not aware that the reference 
would have such effect. 

The message was then referred. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. CASS presented a petition from a meeting 
of wounded soldiers in the war with Great Britain, 
asking an increase of the present rate of pensions; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition from citizens 
of the United States in favor of the purchase of 
Mount Vernon by the General Government; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DIX presented a memorial from Horace 
Southmayd & Son, asking reimbursement for du- 
ties levied on goods shipped to Tampico; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, a memorial from physicians and apotheca- 
ries in the District of Columbia against the import- 
ation of spurious and adulterated drugs and medi- 
cines; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Hillsbury county, Florida, asking a grant 
of land to erect a court-house in said county; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a joint resolution to sanction an 
agreement made between the Wyandots and Del- 
awares for the purchase of certain lands by the 


former of the latter tribe of Indians; which was | 


read a first time. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported House bill for the relief of Wil- 
liam Hogan, administrator of Michael Hogan, de- 
ceased, without amendment, accompanied by a 
report. 


On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office be directed to report to the Senate, as soon as practi- 
cable, an abstract or list of all permits granted under the acts 
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for the armed occupation of Florida, specifying in different 
columns the number and date of each permit, names of set- 
tlers, designation of land, number of section, date, person to 
whom permit was delivered, whether head of a family or 
single man, whether land designated was surveyed and 
when, and if so, its designation by the surveys, and the cases 
which have been rejected or suspended, and the reason 
therefor, and when and to whom tands included in permits 
have been.sold by the United States, and in what cases set- 
tlers have availed themselves nf the amendatory act of 1844; 
and also copies of all instructions for the execution of said 
laws by the General Land Office; and alsoto report whether 
in his opinion any additional legislation is proper to effect 
the object of said laws. 

The private bills received from the House were . 
read a first and second time by their titles, and 


appropriately referred. 


THE FRENCH REVOLUTION. 

Mr. ALLEN moved to postpone the previous 
orders, and to take up the joint resolutions relative 
to the revolution in France. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN expressed a hope that the 
Senate would proceed to the consideration of the 
bill concerning the Supreme Court of the United 
States, which had been made the special order for 
Friday last, and which it was important to act on 
without delay. 

Mr. ALLEN thought the bill referred to by the 
Senator from Kentucky would lead to a long dis- 
cussion. On the other hand, he beliéved the joint 
resolutions would occupy but a short time. Al- 
though he was prepared to give his views on the 
subject, he was perfectly willing to yield his pur- 
pose rather than postpone the passage of the reso- 
lutions. He thought they could be disposed of 
to-day. As faras he had ascertained the wishes 
of Senators, he did not think there was any dispo- 
sition on that side of the Chamber to go into a long 
debate. Before he sat down, however, he could 
not forbear from a reference toa single fact, which 
showed that there was at least precedent for the 
course he urged. [Here Mr. A. read from the 
Journal of the House of Representatives of the 
10th of February, 1820, the proceedings of that 
body on the resolution submitted by Mr. Clay, on 
the emancipation of the Spanish colonies in South 
America from the yoke of Spain, which was sub-. 
mitted on that day, and disposed of without ad- 
journment. } 

Mr. A. asked for the yeas and nays on his mo- 
tion to postpone the previous orders, and they were 
ordered. 

Mr. BAGBY said it was not because he did not 
feel a deep sympathy with the French people in 
their pending struggle for free institutions that he 
had already given his vote in favor of laying the 
resolutions on the table, but because, in an event 
of such vast importance, he had anticipated some 
official communication from the minister of the 
United States at Paris. The message of this day 
proved that he had not miscalculated. That com- 
munication had been made to the Executive, and 
by him had been transmitted to the Senate; and he 
thought this message would be the most proper 
basis for the action of Congress. Again: ina matter 
so momentous in its character and consequences as 
the overthrowing of a long-established and power- 
ful form of government, and the building up of an- 
other on its ruins, it did occur to him as highly 
necessary, before we took any step in the business, 
all the lights of ee and wisdom and grave 
deliberation should be called in for our guidance. 
With this view, while he had been compelled, on 
some questions, and with great reluctance, to differ 
from the views of the distinguished Senator from 
South Carolina, on this occasion he felt happy to 
be able fully to coincide with the opinions that 
able Senator had expressed—opinions alike honor- 
able to his high standing as a statesman and a 
Senator, and his long experience in public life. 
He did think, with that honorable Senator, that 
we ought to wait until we should have acquired 
some more certain evidence that the proceedings of 
the people of France would bring about that result 
which we all so ardently desire and confidently 
look for. It may be that good cause will be given 
for our congratulations; but the end might not be 
such as to justify congratulation. Could he be as- 
sured that the sun of freedom which was now rising 
in France would cast its beneficent radiance not 
only over her people, but over the whole of Eu- 
rope, heartily indeed would he rejoice. But if the 
transitory gleam was to be speedily eclipsed b 
clouds, and the thunder-storm of war should sud- 
denly burst forth like a destructive tornado, sweep- 


ing, desolating, and destroying all within its path, 
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he would be the last to join in.congratulations for 
such a result. At present it was impossible to 
foretell what'is to follow. 

Again: he was a little afraid of a three-days’ 
revolution. It was out of the order of things 
that such great events as revolutions could be so 
speedily terminated. No matter what was the 
action of Congress in reference to the South Amer- 
ican States, he desired to have more light before 
he could consent to act. If France should prove 
willing to erect a republic, on a firm and endurin 


more in her success than he would. But the crisis 
is one which calls on us to pause, deliberate, and 
act discreetly. It would be much more agreeable 
to France herself to hear our sustaining voice after 
the first paroxysm of the revolution shall have 
subsided, and she shall have established her new 
system on a basis which will stand the test of time. 
e could not consent to have these resolutions 
assed through in such hot haste, without proper 
inquiry and deliberation; and he hoped the ‘Senator 
from Ohio would consent to let the resolutions go 
with the parton to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, which would be the most respectful 
course. 
Here a discussion took place between Mr. 
DICKINSON, Mr. CASS, Mr. CRITTENDEN, 
Mr. BUTLER, Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, 
Mr. BENTON, Mr. DOWNS, Mr. DAYTON, 
Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. ASHLEY, on the subject 
of the bills which were entitled to precedence in the 
order of business—Mr. CRITTENDEN insisting 
that the act concerning the Supreme Court was the 
order of the day, while Mr. CASS and Mr. BEN- 
TON asserted that the bill for ascertaining and pay- 
ing certain claims in California, as the unfinished 
business, had the preference. 
_ Mr. NILES said this debate was somewhat 
irregular; and he hoped the vote on the considera- 
tion of these resolutions would not be influenced 
by questions connected with any other measure, 
When these resolutions were taken up, he thought 
it was for the purpose of making them the special 
order for some particular day. He now understood 
that it was the wish of the Senator from Qhio to 
urge an immediate vote upon them. If such was 
the purpose, he must say that he was not now pre- 
red to vote on them. He did not think the sub- 
ject had received the consideration its importance 
required. The form in which the resolutions were 
presented did not appear to him to be the best that 
might be devised. He did not exactly comprehend 
what was meant by consolidating liberty. He knew 
very well what consolidating power meant. There 
were other defects—and resolutions of this char- 
acter could not be drawn up with too much care. 
Fie concurred in one point with a Senator who had 
said, that to have any value in the estimation of 
the French people, this ought to be a unanimous 
expression of opinion. In that view he concurred. 
But he did not think that we should be too hasty. 
It was all right for the people to act at once, but it 
became Congress‘to act more seriously, and with 
greater deliberation., 
_ Mr. BAGBY expressed his willingness to vote 
in the affirmative, if the Senator from Ohio only 
desired to refer the resolutions. 

Mr. ALLEN stated the position in which the 
question stood, and said that it was his object to 
go on with the discussion, and to urge the Senate 
to a vote. : 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. ALLEN, and decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Brad- 
bury, Breese, Cass, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Douglas, 
Downs, Felch, Foote, Hale, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson 
of Georgia, Lewis, Moor, Rusk, and Westcott—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bagby, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Berrien, 
Butler, Calhoun, Clarke, Clayton, Crittenden, Davia of Mas- 
Miller 
Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Spruance, Turney, Underwood, and 

_ Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to take up the 
special order, unless there was some pressing 
business to be transacted. 

Mr. HANNEGAN replied that there was some 
pressing business come in, or he would not have 
made the motion. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said, if he could be satis- 
fied the business was really pressing, he would not 
cause delay. But the Senate might take up the 
special order and then pass it over informally, and 


proceed to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness. : 

Mr. CASS expressed a hope that the California 
claims bill would have the preference. 

Mr. BENTON also urged the priority of the 
California bill, which was in fact an appropriation 
bill, and, on that account, was entitled to the ear- 
liest action. When he came here this morning, it 
was with the expectation that this bill would be 
taken up. Now, if we were to take up the Judi- 
ciary bill, what would be the question? The ques-* 
tion would be, Shall the Supreme Court of the 
United States be forever cut loose from the States? 
That question had frequently been decided by both 
Houses of Congress. It had been decided not to 
permit the Supreme Court to be stationary here as 
a great central power, separated from the States. 
It was decided here that the Judges of the Supreme 
Court should not be brought to live in this city du- 
ring their lives. ‘That question had been decided, 
and now it was to be attempted to bring it up again, 
not in a direct and open manner, but by a sapping 
and mining process. Grant the one year asked 
for by the bill, and it would be followed by a re- 
quest for two years longer, and the Supreme Court 
may be considered as cut loose from the States 
forever. From that moment the States would de- 
generate into mere provinces. The central power 
would be always here, the judges would always 
reside here in view of the Capitol. He therefore 
hoped the bill would be voted down. 
state of the docket, he thought the appeals would 
increase when the circuit courts would: be held by 


As to the 


a single judge. | 

Revolutions, we have recent experience, may be 
made in haste. But it should not be so with legis- 
lation. He was against all legislation which was 
urged forward by the cry of ‘* now or never.” It 
was attempted to induce the Senate to take up this 


-bill because the Supreme Court had adjourned till 


May. He hoped there would be no haste, but 


that the bill, at a proper time, would be considered 


stead of being for the purpose of establishing a 
central power here, which should be independent 
of the States, the only object of the bill was to 
make disposition of the business which had accu- 
mulated. Without such a measure, it would occu- 
py four years to get through this mass of business. 
The only mode was to relieve the judges from cir- 
cuit duty for one year. And this the Senator from 
Missouri magnified into an effort to change the 
Supreme Court into a great central power to be 
fixed permanently here. Unless this bill should 
pass, the very accumulation of business would 
produce the evil which the Senator from Missouri 
deprecated. Unless the bil] should be disposed of 
soon, it would be of no effect. The judges will 
have been scattered over the country in the dis- 
charge of their duties. When they left here they 
adjourned, conditionally, until May. Unless, 
therefore, time was allowed for a notification to 
them of the passage of the bill before that period, 
it would be, in effect, the defeat of the bill. 

The motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN was then 
agreed to, and the bill was taken up and read. 

On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, and by gen- 
eral consent, the bill was then informally passed 
over, and the Senate proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business. After some time, the doors 
were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, April 4, 1848. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read— 

Mr. SIMS rose and said: Mr. Speaker, it is 
with no ordinary emotions that I now rise to an- 
nounce to the House that Death, whose presence 
has so oft and so recently called us to mourn during 
the progress of this session of Congress, has again 
demanded a victim of our number. James Aucus- 
tus Brack, a Representative from the State of 
South Carolina, is no more. He expired in this 
city on yesterday night, at twenty-five minutes 
after eleven o’clock, amidst the délegation of his 
State, with his family around him, without a mur- 
mur, and without a groan. 

In a most extraordinary degree, through a pro- 
tracted illness of seventeen days, he preserved his 
composure of mind, his consciousness, and con- 


stancy of purpose. At no moment did he com- 


with deliberation. | 
Mr. CRITTENDEN made a brief reply. Tn- 
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plain. Though conscious, day by day and- hour 
by hour, that death pursued him, and, at the final 
struggle, that dissolution was inevitable, he quailéd 
not and murmured not; and at the hour that | have 
indicated he breathed out his soul as composedly 
as the infant sinks into the softest slumber. Such 
were the last scenes in the life of my friend and 
colleague. ei 

Mr. Speaker, under any circumstances death is 
a solemn occurrence; but there are concomitants 
that render its approach less afflictive, because more 
expected and appropriate than in other circum- 
stances. When the soldier dies on the battle-field, 
he falls beneath the law of the occasion and pro- 
priety; and when old age sinks to rest, human des- 
tiny has been appropriately fulfilled, and man finds 
his end at the proper period. It is natural and 
appropriate, and fills us with a pleasing melan- 
choly rather than with poignant erief, because, 
like the falling of the autumnal leaf, the creature 
perishes beneath the decree of his Creator in the 
proper season. But when, in the midst of life, 
unexpectedly, in the midst of years and acts of 
usefulness, one is cut down; when there is no pre- 
monitory event or circumstance to announce the 
destroyer’s approach; when hecomes upon us thus 
unexpectedly, the visitation is always felt with 
more peculiar force and regret. 

Such was the fall of my friend. Buta few da 
ago he was among us, in life and health, in the 
constant and assiduous performance of his duties 
here as a Representative. One day, thus engaged 
with his accustomed usefulness and ability; the 
next, his friends find him stricken down by the 
violence of disease, which, from the first, an- 
nounced with a certainty which all the untirin 
efforts of his skillful professional attendants coul 


“not avert, that the victim was marked, and that 


not a ray of hope could cheer a friend or inquirer 
who sought to Know the progress and ultimate re- 
sult of his disese. His friends, his immediate 
family at a distance, though stricken down so un- 
expectedly, there were two circumstances of be- 
nevolence in the providence of God: the one, to. 
which I have already referred, of preserving his 
intellect unclouded to the last, and the other o 

rotracting his sweet resignation and patience, and 
his existence, until, from the distant South, his wife 
and child and affectionate brother were enabled to. 
minister the last consolations of affection and ten- 
derness around his dying bed. : , 

There are many incidents in the life of my friend 
that at the proper time it would be pleasant and, 
proper to dwell upon. I come not now to gather 
from the acts of usefulness with which his life, 
from earliest manhood to its close, was filled, to 
bind up flowers with which to deck his grave. 
Now is not the time to adorn his open grave, wait- 
ing for the reception of his lifeless form, and naught 
but the tears of affection and the weeping regrets 
of friends are the becoming garniture of its desola- 
tion. 

I stop not, therefore, to announce, that in early 
manhood, at the age of eighteen, impelled by that 
patriotism which animated him to the last, he 
stepped forward in 1812 to join the army of his 
country. He entered the service as a lieutenant, 
and at the close of the war, resigning the commis- 
sion of captain, which at that time he held, he re- 
tired to private life. After that he was constantly 
engaged in useful employments until, some few 
years since, he was called from the sphere of use- 
fulness in other walks of life to take a seat upon 
this floor, as a Representative from the Pinckney 
district in South Carolina. How he performed his 
duties here; how he has illustrated, in the most 
eminent manner, the true character of a Represent- 
ative; how he has shown respect to the opinions 
of his constituents, and discharged his duty by 
keeping them constantly informed by communica- 
tions of the progress and state of public business - 
here; how he has ever responded to the impulses 
of patriotism, which had grown into fixed princi- 
ples of action in him, throughout his whole public 
career here, all who now hear me will bear cheer- 
ful testimony. He loved the people; not with a 
demagogue’s love, but witha soul-stirring, divine 
impulse, springing from that fundamental maxim 
of his creed, that all men are brothers, and al! men 
are equal, and that the people are capable of self- 
government. These were the fixed principles of 
his life; and his whole public career was but a 
practical imbodiment and illustration of these prin- 
ciples. 
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My friend was not regularly educated; but with 
a strong natural intellect, with a power of reflec- 
tion and observation seldom equalled, passing a 
busy and eventful life, he had supplied, 1n all the 
essential elements, the want of education in the 
amount of information that he had amassed, and 
those treasures from personal observation that he 
had. collected. 


| 


One or two more remarks, and I have done. | 
There are those wha believe that the success of a 


public man in popular elections, is no evidence 
either of virtue in the constituent, or of influence 
or aptitude for the appointment in the representa- 
tive. This is a great mistake. One who, without 
other circumstances than mere merit, can fasten 
and retain the publie confidence, has a charm of 
excellence about him, an undefinable fascination of 
character and goen RT a which, although ac- 
quaintances individually may not discover it, yet 
constitutes a kind of divine and political electricity, 
which, without explanation, works its mighty 
power in this universe of election and popular 
right, and under the appointment of God, and by 
the common sense of the people, carries forward 
the great system of the government. My friend 
possessed this power. No man living ever had 
more of it; no one saw why. Other men were 
. Superior to him in attainments, superior to him in 
accomplishments, superior to him in wealth, seem- 
ingly superior to him in every advantage that would 
bave a tendency to bind man to man, and bestow 
olitical or social influence; yet not a man breathed 
in this Congress, or elsewhere, within the whole 
circle of his acquaintance, who had the power in 
a greater degree than the deceased, to bind as with 
hooks of steel to himself, all who knew him or 
called him friend. Among his immediate constit- 
uency, his position was peculiar and lovely. The 
great Senator of New York, without wealth, rep- 
resented the character of a Roman merely from 
merit, distinguished and useful. So my friend was 
poor, though useful and popular. This I speak in 
praise of him: it is his highest eulogy. He had 
no adventitious influences of wealth, of position, 
to bind him to his people; nothing but his prin- 
ciple of devotion to truth and to popular right, that 
attached them to him. 
In all his life, he did his duty well; and in his 
death, there is nothing, now that thaf event is past, 
to regret. He was happy in his death, in that he 
passed quietly, as I have already noticed, through 
the dark valley and shadow. 
I will not now attempt even to imagine, much 
less to speak words of consolation to the grief of 
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By Mr. BADGER: From Agnes Freeland, ask- 
ing for a pension as widow of a revolutionary 
officer. 

By Mr. DIX: From G. R. Cox and other citi- 
zens of the United States, asking that the owners 
of steam-veasels may be compelled to adopt Eyans’s 
safety guard in the construction of all engines used 
in the passenger boats. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAWE. 

By Mr. MILLER, in pursuance of notice: A bill 
relating to dower. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill granting a pension to 
William Pittman. : 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill regulating trade and in- 
tercourse with the various tribes of Indians residing 
within the limits of Texas. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
By Mr. CASS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs: House bill for the relief of Colonel Robert 


Wallace, aid-de-camp of General William Hull, 


without amendment. 

Also, from the same committee, the bill for the 
payment of the 4th regiment of the 2d brigade of 
the 3d division of the Vermont militia, for services 
at the battle of Plattsburg. 

By Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee of 
Claims: Hause bill for the relief of Archibald Bull 
and Lemuel S. Finch, without amendment, and 
recommending its passage. 

By Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims: Asking to be discharged 
from the furthèr consideratioń of the memorial of 
Francis Hatinack, a soldier of the Revolution, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Ac- 
counts: An unfavorable report on the resolution to 
allow all the messengers of the Senate the same 
compensation paid to R. P. Anderson and J. L. 
Clubb; which was agreed to. 

Also, from the same committee, the resolution 
to give tn two youths employed in the Senate office 
during the Jast session one hundred dollars each, 
so amended as to allow forty-five dollars to each; 
which report was adopted. 


OBITUARY. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives announcing the death of the Hon. 
James Avcustus BLacg, of the State of South 
Carolina; when— 

Mr. BUTLER rose, and addressed the Senate 
as follows: 

The death which has just been communicated 


the widow and the orphan. Time alone, under || by the resolutions from the House of Representa- 


the persuasive influences of Christian faith, can 

ate comfort here. Commending his family to 

. those consolations, I ask the adoption of the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with deep emotion the 
annunciation of the death .of the Hon. James A. BLACK, a 
member from the State of South Carolina. 

Resolved, That this House tenders to the relatives of the 
deceased the expression of its sympathy, on this affecting 
event, and, as a testimony of respect for the memory of the 
deceased, the members and officers of the House will go into 
mourning by wearing crape on the leftarm for thirty days. 

Hesolwed, That the members and officers of the House will 
attend the funeral of the Hon. James A. Buack, deceased, 
ón to-morrow, at 12} o’clock, p. m. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed for superintend- 
ing the funeral of the deceased. 

Ordered, 'That a message be sent to the Senate to notify 
that body of the death of the Hon. James A. Biack, late one 
of the Representatives from the State of South Carolina; 
that his funeral will take place from the hall of the House 
on to-morrow, at 12! o’clock, p. m.; and that the Senate be 
invited to attend the same. 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect for the mem- 
ory of the deceased, this House do now adjourn. 


And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, -4pril 4, 1848. 


The following memorials and petitions were pre- 
sented and appropriately referred: ~ | 

BY Mr. PEARCE: From the Maryland College 
of Pharmacy, asking the adoption of prompt and 
efficient measures to put a stop to the introduction 
of adulterated drugs and medicines. 

By Mr. MILLER: From Mary Coleman, ask- 
ing a pension on account of the services of her hus- 
band during the Revolution. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland: From citi- 
zens of the United States, asking that Mount 
Vernon may be purchased by the General Govern- 
ment. i 


tives is an event well calculated to arrest attention 
and inspire serious reflection. This is the fourth 
death that has occurred among us during this ses- 
sion—a period of four months—and the ninth 
occasion upon which we have been called on to go 
in mourning for the loss of a member belong- 
ing to the thirtieth Congress. These. are circum- 
stances that are giving to our session a melancholy 
celebrity. 

My late colleague, the Hon. James Avucustus 
Bvack, was seized on the 16th of the lust month 
with a violent congestive chill, which terminated 
in an obstinate and incurable pneumonia, of which 
he died, at his lodgings in this city, last night, at 
twenty-five minutes after eleven o’clock. Before 
he was taken ill, he had the prospect of many days 
before him. With a robust constitution, he was 
in the enjoyment of vigorous health, neither of 
which had been impaired by previous disease. 
His last sickness was violent, painful, and pro- 
tracted, but it was borne with a sustaining fortitude, 
worthy of a man and a Christian. 

Our departed friend was born of respectable pa- 
rents, in Abbeville district, South Carolina, and at 


the time of his death he was in the 57th year of | 


his age. ‘The deceased entered the army in 1812, 
at the age of eighteen, with the commission of 
lieutenant, and was promoted to the grade of cap- 
tain before the close of the war. 

Captain Brack had not, I believe, any opportu- 
nity of distinction on the field of battle. But he 
left the service with the reputation of an excellent 
officer, having made a strong and favorable im- 
pression on the minds of his associates and mili- 
tary comrades. His keen sagacity, penetrating 
observation of men, his prompt judgment and 
untiring industry, associated with cordiality and 
frankness of manner, were qualities that well fitted 
him for ‘military command. Upon one occasion, 
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whilst he was stationed near St. Mary’, the intree 
pidity of his benevolence and courage was put tq 
a test called for by a signal exertion ta save life. 
By one of those sudden floods which occur in that 
part of the country, the hedges, causeways, and 
houses were submerged and awept away; degtroye 
ing many lives and property. Captain BLACH, 
with much peril to himself, found a gentleman, 
then a young midshipman, now. a captain in the 
navy, insensible and exhausted, floating on the 
wreck of a vessel. This gentleman, on hearing 
of the illness of Mr. Buack, repaired to his bede 
side, and, inspired by. the utmost delicacy of grati- 
tude and friendship, ministered to his wants, with 
the tenderness almost of a woman. 

` On the close of the war, Captain BLacg retired 
to private life, and engaged in business with char- 
acteristic energy and industry. Prior to his elec- 
tion as member of Congress, he filled severa} 
situations of trust and responsibility. He pos- 
sessed in an eminent degree the self-reliance of a 
self-made man, with the peculiarities of deportment 
and character that made him a popular favorite. 
From the period of his return to the twenty-eighth 
Congress, others have enjoyed better opportunities 
than myself of forming an estimate of his pyblig 
career. But the deep and even affectionate anxiety 
manifested during hia: illieaa, and the profound 
sensation which his death occasioned amongst 
those who were partieularly associated with him, 
are honorable commentaries upon his private vir- 
tues and his public worth. 

Atan early period Mr. BLacg became a disciple 
of the gld republican doctrines, and he ever after- 
wards maintained them with unflinching firmness 
and uniform consistency. He has been sustained 
during his public career by the unshaken confi- 
dence of an intelligent, numerous, and wealthy 
constituency. l 

A few days before he died he gave expression 
to his unshrinking faith in the hopes and cọnsọ- 
lations of the Christian religion. He retained 
throughout his painful illness the possession of his 
mental faculties, and one remark which he made 
is worthy of record, as it affords at once matter o 
consolation and admiration. He said that a death. 
bed was not the place to prepare for death, ang 
that he had not deferred till the last moment the 
solemn considerations connected with his spiritua} 
welfare. He professed a confident adherence to 
the Christian faith, and expressed the hope, that 
through its efficacy, he should enjoy a happy ex- 
istence hereafter. A few days before his death, I 
approached his bedside, and endeavored to cheer 
and encourage him. ‘*This ig indeed a great 
trial,” he said, ** but I will try and meet it as be- 
comes a Carolinian!’? Afterwards he said, “Ñ 


| have only one request ta make: let my bones reat 


in the soil of my native land!” 

This is not a fitting occasion on which to speak 
of the domestic relations of my departed colleague, 
Into that sacred private circle in which the yirtues 
of the husband and the father were displayed, it is 
not for us to enter. Itis consolatory that his wife, 
son, and brother, reached his dying bed in time ta 
receive an affectionate recognition; and that he left 
this earthly scene with a firm hape of mead 
beyond the grave, leaving behind him an unsullied 
name, and the reputation of a good and upright 
man. 

Mr. B. concluded by offering the usual resolu- 
tions incident to such mournful occasions, which 
were adopted. 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 5, 1848. 


The House having been opened by prayer, and 
the Journal read, at a quarter past twelve o’clock 
the remains of the late Hon. James A. Buacx wag 
brought in, attended by the Committee of. Arrange- 
ments, the chaplains, and the bereaved son of the. 
deceased—the House rising to receive them—and 
the coffin was deposited on the bier prepared for it 
in front of the Clerk’s table. 

The Senators next entered (the House rising) 
and took seats in the Hall—the Vice President 
being seated on the right of the Speaker. T 

At twenty-five minutes past twelve, the Presi- 
dent of the United States and the Heads of Execu- 
tive Departments were received by the House and 
Senate rising to their feet; and, when they were 
seated on the right of the bier and the mourners, 
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the ehaplain of the Senate (Rev. Mr. Surcer) read 
the latter part of 1 Çor. xv., and engaged in 
prayer. 
The House chaplain (Rev, Mr. GurLEY) then 
delivered the sermon founded on the text— 
«Jesus saith unto her, Thy brother shail rise again.”’-— 


= 


John xi. 23. 


concluding with the benediction. 

The order was then announced by. the Clerk, and 
the procession moyed, according to the following 
programme, to the Congressional burying-ground, 
where the body is deposited, until arrangements 
can be made for its final interment in the State of 
South Carolina. 


The Chaplains of both Houses of Congress. 
Physicians who attended the deceased. 
Committee of Arrangements: 

Mr. Sims, of South Carolina, 

Mr. Boyd, of Ky., Mr. Marsh, of Yt., 
Mr. Atkinson, of Va., Mr. Hampton, of N. J., 
Mr. Thompson, of Pa., Mr. Hubbard, of Conn. 
Pall-Bearers: 
Mr. Lumpkin, of Ga., p j ) Mr. Oranston, of R. I., 
Mr. McClernand, of L., j 2 | Mr. Cocke, af Tenn., 
Mr. Ligon, of Md., 1 & f Mr. Rockwell, of Mass., 
Mr. Hunt, of N. Y., {© J Mr. Harmanson, of La. 
The family and friends of the deceased. 
The Senators aud Representatives from the State of South 
CaroJina, as mourners. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives. 
The House of Representatives of the United States, pre- 
ceded by their Speaker and Clerk. 

The other officers of the House of Representatives. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate. 

The Senate, preceded by their President and Secretary. 

i Fhe other officers of the Senate. 
-The President of the United States. 
The Heads of Departments. 
Fhe Ghief Justice and Associate Justices of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and its officers. 
The Diplomatic Corps. 
The Comptroilers, Auditors, and other heads of Burequs of 
the several Departments of the Government, 
with their officers. 
Officers of the Army and Navy at the,seat of Gavernment. 
The Mayor of Washington. 
Citizens and Syrangers. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES." 
Taurspay, April 6, 1848. 

On motion of Mr. GOGGEN, by general con- 
sent, the bill relative to foreign mail service, which 
had been made the special order for Wednesday 
last, (yesterday,) but which order was not execu- 
ted in consequence of the funeral ceremonies of 
Mr. Brack, was made the special order for Wed- 
nesday next. j 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired that 
the seyeral bills amendatory of the bounty-land 
law, to give the bounty to officers promoted from 
the ranks, which had been made the special order 
for Tuesday last, and superseded from the same 
cause, should now be set down as the special or- 
der for next Tuesday. 

Mr. VINTON, by general consent, in a few re- 
marks referred to the necessity of the speedy pas- 
sage by the House of the important appropriation 
bills which were yet undisposed of, and which 
Were especially necessary now, as this was the 
season for the making of the contracts and arrange- 
ments, which could not be entered into until the 
appropriations were made; and to the fact that 
though he had been reminded by communications 
from the departments from time to time of this ne- 
cessity, and had exerted himself to bring up these 
bills, he had yet been unable to do so on account 
of the various special orders which had taken pre- 
cedence. e now, on these grounds, and without 
having any objection to the bill to which the. gen- 
tleman from Aississippi had referred, hoped that 
vo more special orders would be made until the 
appropriation bills were disposed of. K 
After further conversation by several gentlemen, 
the question being taken, was decided in the af- 
firmative: Ayes 88, noes 36.9 | | 

So the aforesaid bills were made the special 
order for Tuesday next. 

Mr. SLINGERLAND, previous notice having 
been given, asked and obtained leave to introduce 
a bill to give to actual settlers and cultivators the 
benefits of limited quantities of the public lands for 
a nominal compensation, and to prevent specula- 
tion in the same. Read twice, and referred to the 


e 


Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. KAUFMAN presented a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of Texas, urging the delegation 
from that State in Congress to use their endeavors 
to procure the passage of a law to incorporate the 
navy of the late Republic of Texas into the navy 
of the United States. Laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed | 

Mr. BINGHAM presented the joint resolutions 
of the Legislature of Michigan, asking the con- 
struction ‘of a military road from Green*Bay, on 
Lake Michigan, to Kewenow Bay, on Lake Supe- 
rior. Also, joint resolutions relative to a grant of 
land to aid in the construction of the public works 
in said State. Also, joint resolutions asking a 
cessian of lands for the construction of a canal 
around the falls ef Ste. Marie; which were laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 


CORRESPONDENCE—GEN. SCOTT, ETC. 


Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, who were instructed by a resalution of the 
House to inquire into the expediency of printing 
an extra number of copies of the correspondence 
between the Department of War and Generals 
Scott and Taylor, and between General Scott and 
Mr. Trist, and between Mr. Trist and the Depart- 
ment of State, reported a resolution recommending 
the printing of ten thousand copies extra of said 
correspondence. | 

Mr. HENLEY said he was obliged to take this 
opportunity to make some explanations in refer- 
ence to the printing, and especially to say a few 
words in reply to the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Cuineman,] which he considered neces- 
sary In consequence of the very singular and 
extraordinary accusations made by that gentleman 
against the President of the United States and the 
Secretary of War. He would read two or three 
of those accusations as preliminaries to his re- 
marks: 

‘s He-had looked over that correspondence briefly since it 


correspondence, to show that it was too imperfect to be sent 
to. the country.” 

“The Administration, while apparently undertaking to 
furnish all the correspondence of General Scott, knew well 
that it was important not to send in General Scott’s plan of 
the campaign.?’ 

‘¢ General Scott accordingly elaborated a plan of a cam- 
paign, which the Administration has not thought proper to 
give to the public.” 

«The correspondence had been garbled, most grossly 
garbled.”? 


gentleman’s conjectures, he would read them. 
Mr. H. read two short letters. One appeared to 
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be an order to General Scott to proceed from New 
York to Vera Cruz, and the other was a letter of 
introduction merely. Now, he asked, what wag 
there in these letters to expose the Administra- 
tion? 

Mr. HILLIARD inquired if the letters which 
the gentleman from Indiana was reading were part 
of the correspondence for which this House called 
a few days ago? | | i 

Mr. HENLEY said it was that part of the cor- 
respondence for which it was proposed to call, and 
with which the gentleman from North Carolina 
intended to criminate the Administration. ” 

Mr. HILLIARD desired to know if these letters 
were to te found in the published pamphlet. 

Mr. HENLEY said they were not; and he was 
going to show that if they were published, the 
would fail to sustain the gentleman from Nort 
Carolina, [Mr. Crineman.] 

Mr. HILLIARD inquired if the letters which 
the gentleman read were the originals or copies. | 
Mr. HENLEY replied that they were copies. 
Mr. HILLIARD begged to iak the gentleman 
from Indiana how he obtained them. ~“ . 

furnished af his 


Mr. HENLEY said they were 
request by the Secretary of ‘War. 

Mr. HILLIARD remarked, they had been fur- 
nished by the Secretary of War to the gentleman 
from Indiana, and yet they had not been furnished 
to this House, although they had been called for. 
Mr. HENLEY said he had procured them, and 
was exhibiting them, to show that if they had 
been sent in, they would not have sustained the 
accusations of the gentleman from North Carolina. 
Mr. CLINGMAN inquired if the gentleman 
from Indiana would allow him to put a question 
to him. | 

Mr. HENLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CLINGMAN desired to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana if he had copies of the letters of thé 
27th October, 1846, and of the 12th, 16th, and 
21st November of the same year, all from General 
Scott to the Secretary of War. These were the 
letters to which he had referred in the speech from 
which the gentleman from Indiana had quoted. _ 

Mr. HENLEY said he had a letter of the 23d 
of October. | 
Mr. CLINGMAN said, that was not the letter 
to which he had referred, and, that there might be 
no mistake, he would repeat, that he referred to 
the letters of the 27th October, and the 12th, 16th, 
and 21st November, 1846. ‘These were the letters 
that he wanted to get hold of. | 
Mr. HENLEY said he had what he understood 
to be the whole of the correspondence that had 
not been sent in of that which had been called for 
by the resolution of the House. But he would 
state that there was a letter, not written by General: 
Scott, but by Mr. Trist, which he understood had 
been sent to the Senate with the other correspond- 
ence, but which, if sent here and published, would 
criminate a citizen of Mexico in the eyes of his 
own Government, and expose him perhaps to per- 
secution. Now, he would ask if the-gentleman 
from North Carolina desired to give publicity to 
such a letter? } 
Mr. CLINGMAN would say to the gentleman 
from Indiana, that he had been deceived; he had 
not been furnished with all the letters in existence 
from General Scott, as he would show at the proper 
time. He here solemnly asseverated that there 
were other letters, but the department had de- 
ceived the gentleman from Indiana, as well as the 
country. | . | 
Mr. McLANE was understood to inquire when 
General Scott received his orders to proceed to 
Mexico, and the date of his departure? 

Mr. CLINGMAN was understood to reply that 
it was late in the year 1846, but he did not remem- 
ber the precise date. — . 

Mr. McLANE said he had no information, die 
rect or indirect, on the question in controversy ; 
but he hoped the House would have a proper un- 
derstanding in relation to any documents charged. 
to have been withheld. The House should recol- 
lect that the President had been called upon to fur- 
nish: the correspondence of General Scott and the 
Secretary of War while General Scott was in Mex- 
ico, but the gentleman from North Carolina now 
complained that a letter written by General Scott 
on the 27th of October had not been furnished. 
Now, General Scott only received his order to pra- 
ceel to Mexico on the 23d of November, and he 
sailed on the 25th of the same month; the letterg 
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to which thegentleman from North Carolina re- 
ferred were, therefore, necessarily not included in 
the call. 3 
Mr. CLINGMAN desired, with the permission 
of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hentey,] 
. on whose time he knew he was encroaching, to 
call the attention of the gentleman from Maryland 
to the resolution of the House itself, from which 
that gentleman would see that the President was 
not confined fo letters written by General Scott 
after he was put in actual command of the army 
in chief. The terms of the resolution were, ‘‘ copies 
‘of all correspondence between the Secretary of 
‘s War and Major General Scott, and between the 
‘ Secretary of War and Major General Taylor, and 
‘between Major General Scott and N. P. Trist, 
‘late Commissioner of the United States to Mex- 
‘ico, and between the latter and the Secretary of 
‘State, which has not heretofore been published, 
‘and the publication of which may not be incom- 
‘ patible with the public interest.’ The gentleman 
from Maryland would see, therefore, that it inclu- 
ded the legters to which he (Mr. Cirveman) had 
referred, and of the non-production of which he 
had been complaining. He would not now detain 
the House, nor consume more of the time of the 
ntleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hen.ey,] but if he 
could get the floor after the gentleman from In- 
diana, he would submit some remarks on this sub- 


ct. e 
Mr. McLANE made some remark, which was 
inaudible at the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. CLINGMAN replied, that if the gentleman 
from Maryland would read the resolution, he would 
see that it did necessarily embrace the despatches 
whose dates he had given. 

Mr. HENLEY resumed. The gentleman from 
North Carolina some days since made a speech of 
an hour’s length on this subject; he had now con- 
sumed a portion of his (Mr. H.’s) hour, and he 
promised to occupy another hour as soonas he got 
the opportunity, in reply to him, (Mr. Hexer.) 
Well, to all this he had no objection. He now re- 
peated that the whole of the correspondence, every 
word of every letter, that had been called for by 
the House of Representatives, between Major Gen- 
erals Scott and Taylor and the Department had 
been furnished, with the exception of some few 
letters which had nothing to do with the subject. 
Those letters he had before him, and they were 
open to the inspection of any gentleman who de- 
sired to see them; and when they were read, it 
would be seen that the charges and accusations of 
the gentleman from North Carolina were utterly 
and entirely unfounded. He did not mean to say 
that the gentleman from North Carolina, at the 
time he made them, did not believe he had some 
ground of accusation; but when the whole subject 
was examined, it would be found that he had 
none. 

But to proceed. The gentleman from North 
Carolina had come to the conclusion that the war 
. had been badly, negligently managed by the Ad- 

ministration. in the course of his sweeping charges 
against the Administration, he said: 

& This Administration had been grossly negligent in not 
furnishing our officers with what it had undertaken to fur- 
nish.” ^> * * « And General Scott found in the month 
of April that he could not march to the city of Mexico for 
haa horses, wagons, and other means of transporta- 

Now, he (Mr. H.) did not propose to answer 
these charges; General Scott should answer them 
himself. General Scott, in his letter of the date of 
January 3, 1847, written from Camargo, thus writes 
to General Taylor: 


‘‘ I believe my arrangements of every sort to be complete, 
except that everything depends upon my drawing from your 
_ command about five thousand regulars and thousand 

volunteers. With these forces, and adding three or five 
regiments of new volunteers, (foot,) Providence may defeat 
ine, but I do not believe the Mexicans can.”—Ex. Doc. No. 
58, p. 40. 


In the opinion of General Scott, then, Providence 
alone could defeat him, so perfect were all his ar- 
rangements. 

On the 9th of January, 1847, Major General W. 
O. Butler, in a letter to General Scott, dated at 
Saltillo, amongst other things, says, (and the ex- 
tract would be found on page 48:) 


“ The troops, together with those under General Taylor’s 
immediate command, after deducting the escort for himself 
and a garrison tor Tampico, will fully comply with your re- 
qon for regulars, whilst the division of Major General 

atterson will, it is believed, supply the number of volun- 
teers, both horse and foot. I should state also that Blanch- 
ard’s company of Louisiana volunteers, acting with the 5th 


infantry, and a company of Kentucky foot, with the 6th 
infantry, march with General Worth. If a further num- 
ber be necessary, which it is believed will not, either the 
regiment of Colonel Curtis or Colonel Drake, at Camargo, 
could receive your orders in time for the movement by 
water.?? 

Again, on page 52, General Taylor, in a letter 
dated at his camp near Victoria, January 15, 1847, 
says to Lieutenant H. L. Scott, A. D. C., or chief 
of the staff at Major General Scott’s headquarters, 
Brazos Island: ~ . 

«As I presume that General Butler, under his instructions, 
has ordered the batteries of General Worth’s command to 
march with it to the mouth of the river, and as I infer from 
those same instructions that not more than two batteries are 
required by Major General Scott, I have directed the return 
to Monterey of Captain Bragg’s and Sherman’s. If I have 
mistaken his wishes in this matter I beg to be advised with- 
out delay, as the batteries may still join him in time. 

«T'o the troops, regular and volunteer, marching hence on 
Tampico may be added perhaps three hundred artillery of 
Colonel Gates’s battalion, and the Alabama regiment, about 
five hundred strong. The Tennessee horse will more than 
fill General Scott’s requisition for volunteer cavalry.” 

Thus, then, it was seen that Generals Scott, 
Taylor, and Butler, all concurred in the fact that 
all the requisitions had been complied with. Of 
the disposition of the Secretary of War to facili- 
tate General Scott’s movements he had evidence in 
this correspondence. On page 63 would be found 
a letter from the Secretary of War to General Scott, 
dated February 15, 1847, from which he would 
read the following extract: 

«c The several regiments of volunteers called out after 
you left Washington were organized with as much despatch 
as was expected; nearly all have left for the seat of war, 
and we are advised of the arrival of several of them off the 
Brazos. or 

« I am happy to inform you that the bill for raising ten 
regiments to serve for the war has at length become a law. 
Had this authority been given, as I hoped and expected it 
would, within the first two weeks of the session, I am quite 
confident that we should now have had several thousands of 
these troops on their way to Mexico.” 


Again, on page 64, he says, in the same letter: 

« Your expedition is a matter of deep anxiety to all, and 
certainly to none more than myself. Every possible effort, 
so far as I know, has been made in each branch of this de- 
partment to carry outfully and promptly all the arrangements 
aa devolved upon it, in the way ‘of preparation and out- 

It was not necessary to remind the House why 
the ten regiments to which the Secretary refers 
were not sooner furnished; for the facts were 
known to the country. 

On the subject of transportation and supplies, 
General Scott thus expressed his satisfaction in a 
letter to the Secretary of War, dated ‘* Headquar- 
ters of the Army, Brazos Santiago, January 26, 
1847. He read from page 55: 

« The Quartermaster General (Brevet Major Gen. Jesup) 
at New Orleans has, I find, taken all proper measures, with 
judgment and promptitude, to provide everything depending 
on his department for the despatch and success of my expe- 
dition.” 

General Scott then made a requisition on Gen- 
eral Taylor, with which he said his arrangements 
were complete, and that requisition, it appeared, 
was satisfactorily complied with. General Jesup, 
General Scott himselfadmitted, had fully discharged 
his duty. Everything which it was in the power 
of the Administration to do had been done. It was 
true, that General Scott expressed some dissatis- 
faction respecting the non-arrival of some supplies, 
not being then aware of the causes of the delay in 
their transit across the Gulf; but he (Mr. H.) did 
not suppose it would here be made a grave accusa- 
tion that the Administration did not allay the storm 
and bid the angry waves be still. A thorough 
examination of these documents, however, satis- 
factorily showed that the Administration had done 
everything that it was in its power to do. 

There was one extract more to which he would 
call the attention of the House, as it had a direct 
reference to this subject. The Administration, 
after being charged with not furnishing General 
Scott with a sufficient number of soldiers, was 
accused of. having withdrawn General Taylor’s 
forces, and leaving him exposed to the Mexican 
army under General Santa Anna. On this subject, 
the gentlemen opposite were as much in error as 
on some others—for instance, the movement on the 
Rio Grande, which was made on the recommenda- 
tion of General Taylor. Whether this withdrawal 
of his troops was done in conformity with General 
Taylor’s views, would be seen from the following 
extract from a letter to General Scott, dated at his 
camp, near Victoria, January 15, 1847: 


“I deeply regret to find in your letters of January 3, fb 
Major General Butler and myself, an allusion to my position 


here, which I can but consider an insinuation that I have put 
myself willingly out of the reach of your communications. 
I beg Iceave to remark that the movement of the troops in this 
direction, and my.own march hither, were undertaken for 
public reasons, freely set forth in my reports tothe Adjutant 
Generdl—one of them being my desire to place in position, 
for embarkation to Vera Cruz, should the Government order 
an expedition to that point, the force (two thousand regulars 
and two thousand volunteers) which I reported might be 
spared for that service.” 

This was from a letter written by General 
Taylor to General Scott after he had received the 
requisition for troops. He had written to the De- 
partment of War to say that he could spare certain 
troops of his command if it was thought proper to 
call for them, and he had moved to Victoria to be 
ready to comely. with such a call. 

Mr. STEPHENS rose and asked the gentleman 
from Indiana to read the whole of that letter from 
which he quoted. At least he should read the fol- 
lowing passage: 

“I cannot misunderstand the PELI of the arrangements 


indicated in your letters. I feel that I have lost the confi- 


dence of the Government, or it would not have suffered me 
to remain up to this time ignorant of its intentions, with so 
vitally affecting interests committed to my charge. But, how- 
ever much I may feel personally mortified and outraged at the 
course pursued, unprecedented at least in our own history, 
I will carry out in good faith, while 1 remain in Mexico, the 
views of the Government, though I may be sacrificed in the 
effort.” 

Mr. HENLEY said he did not wish to involv 
General Taylor in inconsistency. 

„Mr. STEPHENS asked the gentleman from In- 

diana to explain his own inconsistency in attempt- 
ing to palm off a statement that General Taylor was 
satisfied with the withdrawal of his troops. . 

Mr. HENLEY denied that he had attempted to 
palm off anything for which he had not the record 
to refer to as his justification. He was simply 
showing what General Taylor had done from Gen- 
eral Taylor’s own letters. 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked the gentleman from 
Indiana to yield the floor for a few moments. 

Mr. HENLEY assented. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said, that with the per- 
mission of his friend from Indiana, he would take 
the liberty to read a letter published in the ‘‘ Union” 


-of this morning, conveying what purported to be 


the substance of a conversation between General 
Taylor and a highly respectable gentleman at the 
residence of the General at Baton Rouge. The 
conversation was very important, as. purporting, © 
upon the highest authority, to afford the authority 
of General Taylor upon several points in contest in 
this debate, and between the two great political 
parties of the country. ‘The letter was as follows: 


“I take the liberty of addressing you, and giving you, at 
the same time, some few facts relative to General Taylor’s 
positign before the American people as it regards the Presi- 
dency. In a conversation with Dr. Baden, (a gentleman in 
whom the utmost confidence can be placed,) he told me 
that he called on the old General at his residence at Baton 
Rouge, and spent some three hours in his company. Like 
all others who describe him, be says that he is a man of 
sense; open, frank, and freein his manners; ever ready to 
give or receive any information that may be of use. He 
states that he is willing to be the President of the people 
not of a party; that if the Democrats nominate him he will 
run, provided they ask no pledges for his future course ; or, 
if the Whigs nominate him, he will run on the same prin- 
ciples, and no others. Again, should a third party bring 
him out, he will still be a candidate, if they appear to have 
the majorty. He is in favor of the present tariff, and op- 
posed to a national bank. He thinks that the President was 
not to blame about the war; that he (General Taylor) waa 
the cause of the moving of the army on the frontier; and 
gave as his reasons that a large force was collected at Mat- 
amoros, and, unless there was an opposing force in the 
neighborhood, that the Mexicans might cross over and coni- 
mit any amount of depredations without his being able to 
arrest their progress in time to save the inhabitants. He 
says that was not the cause of the war, but the annexation. 
He was asked, ‘ If you should be elected President, of which 
party would you fill your cabinet? His answer was, ‘I 
would seek out the best men of the country, and select them 
without regard to party.’ ”’ 


Mr. McC. continued. Now, if this letter be un- 
true, let it be proved to be so. It appeared to be 
addressed to a member of Congress, and to be vouch- 
ed for upon the highest and most respectable author- 
ity; it was incumbent, therefore, upon those who 
should question it to prove it to be untrue. It was 
not enough for those who knew nothing about the 
letter to contradict it. The letter was highly im- 
portant, as purporting to afford the authority of 
General Taylor, not only in favor of the present 
revenue tariff and against a national bank, but also 
in justification of the removal of the army from 
Corpus Christi to the Rio Grande. It appeared 
that he (General Taylor) suggested, was in fact 
the cause, of the removal of the army on to the frontier; - 
that it was not that that caused the war, but annex- 
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ation. Thus, on the authority of General Taylor, 
according to this letter, the oft-repeated charge that 
the President provoked the war by ordering the 
army to the Rio Grande, is disproved. Thus it is 
shown that the march to the Rio Grande was a 
wise and necessary measure. Will the Whig 
party im pon General Taylor’s authority? í 
r. EMBREE desired the gentlemen from Hli- 
nois to tell them who it was that wrote that letter, 
and whether there was any signature at all to it? 

Mr. HENLEY, without waiting for a reply to 
Mr. EmBREE’s question, proceeded to say that he 
had shown from the correspondence that the Ad- 
ministration was not obnoxious to the charges 
which had been made against it. It had not with- 
held forces. On the contrary, it had promptly 
facilitated all General Scott’s movements, and was 
noteven chargeable with having committed a blun- 
der. To this Generals Scott and Taylor bear 
witness, and, so far as he knew, it could be attested 
by all the officers of the line. Gen. Scott, writing 
to General Butler from Camargo, January 3, 1847, 
says: : 

Tai thousand regulars and five of volunteers, I sup- 
pose—the whole standing on the defensive—to be necessary 
to hold Monterey, Cerralvo, Camargo, Reynosa, Matamoros, 
Point Isabel, the Brazos, the mouth of the Rio Grande, and 
Tampico. I do not enumerate Saltillo and Victoria, be- 
cause I suppose they may be abandoned or held, without 
hurting or improving the line of defence I have indicated.” 

In a letter on page 54, General Scott, writing to 
General Taylor, under date of January 26, 1847, 
from Brazos Santiago, says: 


& I hope I have left, or shall leave you, including the new 
volunteers who will soon be up, a competent force to defend 
the head of your line (Monterey) and its communications 
with the depéts in the neighborhood. To enable you to do 
this more certainly, I must ask you to abandon Saltillo, and 
to make no detachments, except for reconnoissances and im- 
mediate defence, much beyond Monterey. I know this to 
be the wish of the Government, founded on reasons in which 
I concur; among them, that the enemy intends to operate 
against smal! detachments and posta.” *. 


All this was consistent with the views of the 
Secretary of War, with whose reasons General 
Scott says he concurred. The Secretary of War 
uses this language to General Scott, in a letter 
of the date of January 4, 1847—(pp. 61 and 62:) 


« It was expected that General Taylor would have deemed 
it expedient to order the force under General Wool to join 
him at Monterey, and not to extend his line to Saltillo, with 
a view to hold permanent possession of it. * * Xog 

« As a considerable part of the forces under General Tay- 
lor may he withdrawn for the expedition you are to conduct 
against Vera Cruz, it is urged that great caution should be 
observed in regard to the safety of those which may be left 
on the present line of operations.”’ 

Thus it appeared that General Scott enumerated 
the amount of force that would be necessary to de- 
fend General Taylor’s line. He said that General 
Taylor could spare the forces which he called for, 
and he told General Taylor to make Monterey the 
head of his line, and that if he went much beyond 
that he might endanger his army. He (Mr. H.) 
did not propose to investigate the reasons which 
induced General Taylor, after he had been directed 
by General Scott not to advance beyond Monterey, 
to advance beyond that‘point. His reasons were 
doubtless satisfactory to himself. It might be that 
his reasons were contained in another letter, which 
would be found on page 66, written by General 
Scott to the Secretary of War, from Brazos San- 
tiago, on the 4th of February, 1847, in which he 
said: 

c Tt is now believed, on the authority of a letter not offi- 
cial, that my despatches to the same generals, (of the 3d 
ultiino,) being sent off by the latter at Saltillo to the former, 
then marching towards Victoria, by Second Lieutenant 
Richey, fifth infantry, and ten mounted men, were met by 
a party of the enemy about the 11th ultimo, and the detach- 
ment all captured orkilled. If Lieutenant Richey (reported 
as being slain) had not time to destroy the despatches about 
his person, (which is highly improbable,) General Santa 
Anna, at San Luis Potosi, had them, no doubt, In four days 
after their capture. It is, consequently, more than possi- 
ble that before this time the greater part of the Mexican 
army lately assembled at San Luis Potosi has reached Vera 
Cruz or its vicinity. Major General Taylor’s mind has, no 
doubt, ere this, arrived at the same conclusion ; and I shall 
write to suggest to him, at his own discretion, the advan- 
tage of mancuvring offensively in the direction of San Luis 
Potosi, after being partially reinforced with some of the new 
regiments of volunteers. The suggestion would be unne- 
cesgary but for the intimations he has received to stand on 
the defensive.”’ 

He (Mr. H.) would not condemn the movement 
beyond Monterey, but he stated the fact that the 
country might judge for itself who ordered Gen- 
‘eral Taylor to advance with an insufficient force. 

Mr. H. said there were various declarations of 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cuine- 
MAN] to which he had intended calling the atten- 


tion of the House, but, he would at this time notice 
but one of them, and this he would say (with all 
due deference to the gentleman) showed the ex- 
tremely loose manner in which charges were got- 
ten up against the Administration. In times of 
high party.excitement it was well known that even 
gentlemen otherwise of truth and candor would, 
both on the stump, in their own districts, as well 
as on the floors of legislative assemblies, make 
declarations which, on the slightest examination, 
turned out to be wholly unfounded. He did not 
mean to say that such a practice was Indicative of 
a recklessness as to the demands of truth and mor- 
als. As an instance in point, to show the truth of 
what he had said, he would read from the speech 
of the gentleman from North Carolina an assertion 
meant, it would seem, to go to the country as a 
grave statement of fact, while it Was in truth a 
piece of empty declamation, such as could :mpose 
upon no schoolboy in the country, and which the 
gentleman. probably threw out in the expectation 
that it would never be answered. Mr. H. here 
quoted from the speech of Mr. Curneman the fol- 
lowing: 

Thus, at the close of the most brilliant campaign in the 
national annals, this brave and accomplished leader (Scott) 
found himself suspended from command. In less than six 
months he had taken Vera Cruz, with its impregnable cas- 
tle; he had marched four hundred miles into the heart of a 
country the most difficult by reason of its physical features, 
armed and prepared to resist him at every step, with a force 
of less than ten thousand men. With this little band he 
had put to rout thirty thousand men of the enemy, intrenched 
in positions the strongest by nature and art, skillfully turning 
them in every instance; and had stormed and taken a walled 
city of two hundred thousand inhabitants, utterly annihila- 
ting the army opposed to him, and capturing in his march 
seven hundred pieces of cannon.” 

Now, could any man living conjecture what 
followed ? Could any man, who had not read or 
heard the speech, believe that this brilliant account 
of General Scott’s victories would be followed by 
an assertion like this: ‘ And for this he has been 
suspended !”’ 

Mr. H. admitted, fully, the whole statement of 
the glory of General Scott’s achievements; he was 
ready to admit that the victories he had won against 
superior numbers and advantages on the part of 
the enemy surpassed all history, as far as they 
probably exceeded all his own expectations and 
the expectations of the whole ouu, They 
were certainly in direct contradiction to the gloomy 
predictions of the gentleman himself and his polit- 
ical friends. All this he freely admitted. But, 
after dwelling with just exultation. on the exploits 
of his hero, the gentleman concluded with the dec- 
laration, ‘* For this he has been suspended from 
command.’’ 

Mr. H. would ask his friend from North Caro- 
lina to say, in all candor and sincerity, whether he 
really thought there. was a schoolboy in this- wide 
Union that would believe this? The Administra- 
tion were accused by gentlemen on that side the 
House with being the authors of the war. Well, 
if they were, they had selected in this city of 
Washington a general to take the command of it, 
and had sent him into Mexico—for what? To be 
defeated? To let his army be massacred? That 
was obviously the gentleman's innuendo; for he 
asserted, that because he had not been defeated, 
but had achieved a glorious triumph, he was sus- 
ee from command. The Administration were 

oubtless held responsible for the success of the 
war; the gentleman admitted that its success had 
been complete; he admitted that it covered the na- 
tion with glory; but then he averred, what was 
certainly very remarkable, that, bright as was the 
glory of its success, not one particle of that glory 
belonged to the Administration; none of it per- 
tained to the President; none to the War Depart- 
ment; but all to the Whig generals. The gentle- 
man would not admit one ray of it to fall on the 
head of one Democratic general, if, peradventure, 
there might be a Democrat in command in any one 
corps of the army. Such were the declarations of 
the gentleman from North Carolina, stripped of the 
slender veil of sophistry which covered them, and 
there was not much even of that. Of those in the 
field, none must have a particle of credit but the 
Whigs, because the generals were all Whigs; and 
it was the same with the Whigs in that House 
who staid at home, because it was they that voted 
all the supplies. The Whigs must be glorified at 
any rate; not for opposing the war, as most of 


them had done, both in and out of the House, but. 


for furnishing the supplies which carried on the 


war. True it was that the Whigs had carried on 
a war during the whole session; byt it was a war 
against the Administration, and that was a war 
which they never would bring to an honorable ter- 
mination, No, that was a thing not to be done. 

But Mr. H. would not occupy any more time on 
that point. He would now refer to a passage in 
this correspondence which showed that General 
Scott called for from eight to ten thousand-men to 
strengthen his force in the attack on Vera Cruz; 
and to another which would show that this force 
which he had demanded was furnished to him by 
the Government. Writing from Vera Cruz on the 
Sth of April, General Scott said: 

« With eight or ten thousand recruits, he would he able to 
take the city during the summer, if not earlier stopped by a 
treaty of peace, or such terms for an armistice as would se- 
cure one.” 

By the report of the Adjutant General, dated 
March 3, 1847, it would be seen that not less than 
eight thousand troops were ordered to General 
Scott’s line. Shortly after, other troops were or- 
dered to that line, making up the full complement 
asked for by General Scott. 

General Scott acknowledged the receipt of these 
reinforcements, but did not take back any of the 
ill-natured remarks he had made, and which, prob- 
ably, he now regretted. The gentleman, in one 
part of his speech, alluded to a purpose of the Ad- 
ministration to supersede General Taylor in his 
command upon the Rio Grande. The same thing 
had often been repeated in debate. Mr. H. would 
let General Scott himself reply. Mr. H. had al- 
ready shown that the withdrawal of the troops 
from his command at Monterey had General Tay- 
lor’s own approbation. He would now show from 
the book that there had never been any such pur- 
pose cherished by the Administration: 

«T could not propose to do this (take you with me in my 
command) for two reasons, either of which was conclusive 
with me at the moment—first, I thought you would be left 
in a higher and more responsible position where you are; 
and, second, I knew it was not contemplated by the Govern- 
ment to supersede you, or take you from that immediate com- 
mand.” 

General Taylor, on the 15th January, at Vic- 
toria, wrote to General Scott: l 
« I beg leave to remark that the movement of the tro 
in this direction and my own march hither were undertaken 
for public reasons, freely set forth in my reports to the Ad- 
jutant General, one of them being my desire to place in a 
position for embarkation to Vera Cruz, should the Govern- 
ment order an expedition to that point, the force (two thou- 
sand regulars and two thousand volunteers) which I reported 

might be spared for that service.’? 

This showed a perfect understanding between 
the War Department and Generals Scott and Tay- 
lor as to the forces General Taylor could safely 
spare. 

General Scott, writing to General Taylor, Jan- 
uary 26, 1847, said: 

‘¢T hope 1 have left or shall leave you, including the new 
volunteers who will be up soon, a competent force to defend 
the head of your line (Monterey) and its communications 
with the depôts in the neighborhood. To enable you to do 
this more certainly, I must ask you to abandon Saltillo and 
make no detachinents, except for reconnoissances and im- 
mediate defence, much beyond Monterey. I Know this to 
be the wish of the Government, founded on reasons in which 
I concur; among them, that the enemy intends to operate 
against small detachments and posts.”’ 

General Taylor told General Scott, that in with- 
drawing troops from septa A to reifforce the 
expedition against Vera Cruz, he must leave him 
force enough to enable him to defend his post; and 
General Scott accordingly left all the force that 
General Taylor required. ‘This showed that Gen- 
eral Taylor had all the force which was deemed 
necessary to enable him to maintain his position 
as far up as Monterey. The Administration ad- 
vised him to abandon Saltillo. 

There was one more thing in the speech of the 
gentleman from North Carolina which Mr. H. 
must notice. The gentleman had brought this 
charge against the Administration. He would not 
say that Mr. Polk desired to see the army defeated; 
but he charged him with a gross want of foresight. 
And on what did this charge rest? Why, the 
President was always expecting peace from one 
battle to another. Whenever we gained a victory 
Mr. Polk thought that peace was certainly coming, 
and then ceased his reinforcements. Well, sup- 
pose it was true that the President did look for 
peace after each successive victory; who was it 
that led him to that belief? The gentleman, in 
advancing this charge, had been about as unfor- 
tunate as he had before been ahout the removal of 
the army to the Rio Grande, or the withdrawal of 
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the troops from General Taylor. Who led the 
President to expect peace after victory ? General 
Scott, writing fram Vesa Criz, said: 

_ «c All the inteligent, the wealthy, and the sober-minded 
citizens of the capital and elsewhere are anxious for peace— 
yielding to us as the basis the léft hank of the Rio Grande 
and Upper California. With American commissioners at 
the head«uarters of this eruny, I think it quite probable that 


l by our acrival-at Puebla, if not before, we should be met by 
exican commissioners empowercd to treat on that basis.” 
This was on the 5th of April, 1847. Here Gen- 
eral Scott told the Department he expected to be 
met by commissioners ready to treat on the basis 
of yielding the Rio Grande ag our boundary, and 
iving up Upper Califarnia to the United States. 
et the gentleman ridiculed the treaty just.ratified 
by the Senate as a lame and impotent conclusion 
to sa` great a contest. If it was, who was it that 
led the President to that very conclusion? Scott 
had told him that if he would send a commissioner 
they would probably get a treaty on the above 
basis. The President did send a commissioner, 
and yet now the gentleman said, that if General 
Scott had not been “ trammelled with a commis- 
sioner,” he might have taken the city and ended 
the war by a treaty long before. The Adminis- 
tration had adapted the very policy General Scott 
had recommended; he advised the sending a com- 
missianer to accompany the army, that thus we 
might meet Mexico with the sword in one hand 
and the olive branch in the other. If there waa 
any error in the course of the Administration in 
this respect, it was the error of General Scott. 
Bat now that all was over, the gentleman came.out 
very sagaciously and declared that the case was so 
lain that any man with ardinary foresight might 
have anticipated and provided for it. It reminded 
Mr. H. of the old story of the cow eating the 
grindstone. ‘*I told you so lang ago; you ought 
to. have taken better care.” But he would tell 
the gentleman what the President did foresee: he 
foresaw that he never would get peace in Mexico 
till he had conquered the opposition at home. And 
they would be conquered. The Democracy were 
able to conquer them, and they would do it. War 
to the knife and the knife ta the hilt, till Mexico 


the Whole. ; 

Mr. CLINGMAN insisted that he had obtained 
the floor and addressed the Chair before the gen- 
yeman from Ohio roge. 

Mr. VINTQN said that made no difference. He 
had a right under the rules to demand the orders 
of the day, and he should insist on that call. 

Mr. CLINGMAN entreated for a few minutes 
to reply to the gentleman from Indiana while he 
remembered what the gentleman had said; by to- 
morrew he should have forgotten itall. [A laugh. 

The question recurring on Mr. Vinton’s motion 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, the House divided—the ayes were 62; 
but before the noes were announced, the yeas and 
nays were demanded and taken, and stood as fol- 
- lows: Yeas 93, nays 81. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole, (Mr. Cranston, of Rhode 
Island, in the chair.) 

Mr. VINTON moved that the committee pro- 
çeed to the consideration of the bill making appro- 
Meera far the support of the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1849. Agreed 
to. 
The bill having been gone throush— 

Mr. STEPHENS said, before the bill was laid 
aside to be reported to the House, he wished to 
submit a few‘remarks to the committee upon 
another subject, viz: the correspondence which 
had been sent to the House from the War Depart- 
ment, in answer to a resolution passed some days 
ago» and upon which the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Henutey] had addressed the House a few 


moments ago. Fle wished to call the attention of 
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the House and the country to the important posi- 
tion in which they were placed. Here was a reso- 
lution of this House calling on the President of 
the United States to communicate all the corre- 
spondence which might have taken place between 
certain officers of this Government, which might 
not be considered detrimental to the public service 
to. be made known; and yet they had witnessed 
this marning the singular exhibition of a gentle- 
man coming forward and reading to this House 
letters which, if he (Mr. S.) understood them, 
should have been embraced in this correspondence, 
but which had been withheld from the House. 
He asked this House what was the condition of 
the Representatives of the people of this country? 
How was it that that gentleman, or any other, 
could get that correspondence which. had been 
suppressed frem the public? Did it not comport 
with the dignity of this House to investigate this 
subject? The gentleman said that these letters, 
which he had read, and which were not in the 
correspondence communicated to this House, had 
been furnished him, as he (Mr. S.) understood the 
gentleman, by the Secretary of War, and at his 
request. 

Mr. HENLEY (the floor being yielded for ex- 
planation) said it had been charged by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Curveman] that 
certain letters had been withheld. He did not 
know at the time but the Secretary of War might 
have withheld some of the letters which he thought 
ought not to be made public. He had called upon 
the Secretary for the purpose of inquiring what 
was the nature of those letters which had not been 
furnished, and which the gentleman from North 
Carolina had charged contained important matter 
in same way criminating the Administration. The 
Secretary had told him that those letters would 
have been furnished if it had been supposed that 
they were called for; that two of them were letters 
of recommendation given to gentlemen going to 
Mexico—mere letters of introduction; and that 
another was a letter of General Scott to Mr. Mar- 
cy, stating when he would leave New York, and 
that his movements must necessarily be obscure 
fora time. So far as related to the plan of the 
campaign, that had never been called for by any 
communication from this House; and when it was, 
it would be furnished at once. : 

Mr STEPHENS remarked that he had under- 
stood the gentleman, in his argument, to state that 
these letters had been furnished by the Secretary 
of War, and that they would show that the com- 
ments of the gentleman from North Carolina, a 
few days ago, were unfounded. p 

Mr. HENLEY. So far as the charge is con- 


Mr STEPHENS ċontinued. And now the gen- 
tleman came forward and said the Secretary. of 
War had had a private interview with him, and 
had furnished him the letters; and that he (the 
Secretary) did not know that any gentleman wanted 
them! He referred to the terms of the resolution 
under which the call was made, for ‘‘copies of 
‘ all correspondence between the Secretary of War 
‘and Major General Scott, and between the Secre- 
‘tary of War and Major General Taylor, and 
‘between Major General Scott.and N. P. Trist, 
‘late Commissioner of the United States to Mex- 
‘ico, and between the latter and the Secretary of 
‘State, which has not heretofore been published, 
‘and the publication of which may not be incom- 
s patible with the public interest.” And yet (said 
he) here were letters brought forward now by 
private members of the House to exculpate these 
officers from charges which had been made on this 
floor, which letters-were not contained in the dog- 
uments which had been communicated to them! 
Ee asked again, did this comport with the dignity 
of the American Congress? They had called some 
two or three months since for the instructians of 
the President to Mr. John Slidell. They had been 
told by the President that he could not, consist- 
ently with the public interest, declare to the free- 
men of this country—his mastera and theirs— 
what they were; and yet, in Jessthan three months, 
we saw those instructions published to the four 
winds of Heaven! How they got into the news- 
papers no one could tell; but, after what we have 
seen to-day, it would not be difficult to guess that 
it was through the agency of some friend of the 
President. He asked if it did not hecqame them to 
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yindigate the dignity ef the House? How long 
should they be trifledwith and defied in this way? 

He did not know what other letters the Secre- 
tary of War, or the President, or some of the rest 
of the tools of the present Executive, might furnish 
to gentlemen_on that side of the Hause, to defend 
them whenever a sense of canvenience migh¢ 
prompt them to do it. Yes, when it had been con- 
clusively established before the House and tha 
country that the order for the advance of our troopa 
from Corpus Christi on the 13th January was 
given by the President before Mr. Slidell’s letter 
could have reached here giving the infarmation of 
his final rejection—when the President wag en- 
deavoring to bolster himself up by the pretence 
that he gave that order when it was known that 
Mr. Slidell had been rejected—he said, when the 
correspondence had been published, and it had 
been made fully to appear that Mr. Slidell’s letter. 
could not have been received here until after that 
order was given, why then, lo! and behold! ano- 
ther trick similar to that practised this morning 
had been played off on this floor. The gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Ruerr] had come in 
and stated to the House that he had had a private 
interview with the Secretary of State, and had seen 
a communication which had been received, with 
an endorsement that it had heen received on the 
12th of January, which notified him that Mr. Sli- 
dell had been, or would be, rejected. He (Mr. §.) 
wished to call the attention of the House and the 
country to the inquiry, if that was true, why hag 
not the House and the country been furnished 
with that important information? 7 

Mr. HENLEY again interposed, and (Mr. S. 
giving way) wished to state to the House, once 
for all, that this correspondence of which the gen- 
tleman was now speaking was not considered by 
the Secretary of War embraced in the call of the 
House; but the charge having been made that he 
had withheld information which would sustain the 
charges of the gentleman from North Carolina, he 
(Mr. Hexer) had called and got these letterg 
which he had this morning produced. It was fur- 
nished him that it might be considered as having 
been furnished officiatly, and gentlemen, if they 
desired, might make the motion to print it. The 
Secretary of War did not suppose it necessary; did 
not even suppose it was called for. There were 
two letters of introduction, and one marked “ pri- 
vate” from General Scott to the Secretary af War. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he should greatly prefer. 
that the Secretary should make his own reports, 
than that this House should be left to receive them 
in this way. Let the Secretary of War or tha 
President state to this House, under the obliga- 
tions of their official statiana, that these letters 
were there. What hecensured wag, that they had, 
nat been furnished to the House when they were 
called on to furnish all the correspondence. 

The gentleman said the Secretary of War did 
nat consider them embraced in the call. He (Mr. 
S.) asked .why did he not? Did not the House 
call for all? Did they call for garbled correspond- 
ence? How, then, could he have withheld it? 
There was but one reason which could have justi- 
fied him—that it was incompatible with the public 
interests to be communicated. He wished to know 
how it was compatible with the public interests to 
communicate it to a gentleman privately, to come 
in and make the announcement of it to the coun- 
try, when it had been suppressed at the call of the 
House? If it was incompatible with the public in- 
terests to answer their call, how was it compatible 
with the Secretary of War to have a private inter- 
view with the gentleman from Indiana, and autho- 
rize him to come in and read these letters, for the 
purpose of defending that funetionary and the 
President? and this in garbled portions, perhaps; 
for he could only judge of the gentleman’s readin 
of these letters from the manner in which he hat 
read the letters from General Taylor, to refer ta 
which was the main purpose for which he had 
risen, and to show to the House the manner in 
which he had garbled the letter of General Taylor 
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‘for the purpose of producing the impression that 


General Taylor was not only willing, but had ac- 
tually given the advice for the withdrawal of his 
(General T.’s) troops to General Scott’s line in the 
manner in which it was done; in other words, that 
General Taylor approved of the withdrawal of hig 
forces to General Scott’s column, and that the de- 
partment was.in that but acting according to his 
wishes. That was the impression the gentleman 
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had endéavored to make upon the country, and he 
supposed upon this House. 
_ Now he (Mr. S.) wished to call the attenttor of 
the House to the whole of the letter of General 
Taylor of the 15th January, of which the gentle. 
man from Indiana had only piven a portion, be- 
cause it would show that whi 
was willing to part with a portion of his forces to 
strengthen the column of General Scott, he had 
never dreamed of being so entirely stripped as he 
was. It would show also that General ‘Taylor was 
left there in a defenceless position without ever 
being notified by the department of such an inten- 
tion. But to the whole letter h€asked attention— 
to the whole of it; he should give no garbled ex- 
tract : 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF OCCUPATION, 
Camp near Victoria, Mexico, January 15, 1847. 

Sır: In a communication addressed this day to your staff 
officer, I have replied to so much of your letter of the 6th 
instant and its enclosures as relates to points of detail; but 
there are other and grave topics embraced in those commu- 
eaHone te which I deem it my right and my duty to reply 
irectly. 

The amount of force to be drawn from this frontier, and 
the manner in which it is proposed to withdraw it, had never 
fully eome to my knowledge until yesterday, though hinted 
at in your note of November 25. Had you, General, relieved 
me at once in the whole command, and assigned me to duty 
under your order, or alowed me to retire froin the field, be 
assured that no complaint would have been heard from me; 
but while almost every man of my regular force and half the 
volunteers (now in respéctable discipline) are withdrawn 
for distant service, it seems that I am expected, with less 
than a thousand regulars and a volunteer force partly of new 
levies, to hold a detensive line, while a large army of more 
than twenty thousand men is iù my front. 

l speak only ofa defensive line; for the idea of assuming 
offensive operations in the direction of San Luis by March, 
gr even May, with such troops as can then be at my dispo- 
sition, is quite too. preposterous to be entertained for a mo- 
ment. After all that I have written to the department on 
the subject of sueh operations, I find it difficult to believe 


that I am seriously expected to undertake them with the 


extraordinarily limited means at my disposal. 

J cannot misunderstand the object of the arrangements 
indicated in your letters. I feei that I have lost the eonfi- 
dence of the Government, or it would not have suffered me 
to remain up to this time ignorant of its intentions, with so 
Vitally affecting interests committed to my charge. But, 
however much I may feel personally mortified and outraged 
at the course pursued, unprecedented at least ia our own 
history, I will carry out in good faith, while I remain in 
Mexicu, the views of the Government, though I may be 
sacrificed in the effort. 

I deéply regret to find in your letters of January 3d, to 
Major General Butler and myself, an allusion to my position 
here, which I can but consider an insinuation that I have 
put myself willingly out of the reach of your communica- 
tions, I beg leave to remark, that the movement of the 
troops iu this direction, and my own march hither, were uu- 
dertaken for public reasons, freely set forth in my reports to 
the Adjutant General, one of them being my desire to place 
in position, for embarcation to Vera Cruz, should the Gov- 
ernment order an expedition to that paint, the force (two 
thousand regulars and two thousand volunteers) which I 
féported might be spared for that service. 

have the honor to be, General, your obedient servant, 
3 


Major General U. S. 4., commanding. 
Major Gen. WINFIELD SCOTT, ya 
Commanding U. S. A., Brazos Island, Texas. 

In a passing comment in the course of the read- 
ing, Mr. S. remarked, that instead of General Tay- 
lor having been left with ‘‘a thousand regulars, ”? 
it had turned out that he was left with but a very 
few aver five hundred regulars; and said all he 
wanted was for that entire letter to go to the coun- 
- try with the gentleman’s speech. It was a suffi- 
cient answer to it. : 

That was the whole truth, (cantinued Mr. S.) 
General Taylor never had advised that he should 
thus be stripped of his forces and exposed to the 
attack of Santa Anna with his twenty thousand 
men. He had contemplated that only two thou- 
sand regulars and two thousand volunteers should 
be taken from his army. He (Mr. S.) knew this 
to be true; and he believed there was a gentleman 
now present who alsa knew it. [Mr. McLanr, 
to whom allusion was made, nodded assent.] This 
order came to General Taylor—came upon him 
like a clap of thunder in a clear sky. And yet he 
was not only to be used up in this way, but liter- 
ally tomahawked by misrepresentations on this 
floor. Afier this order thus depriving him of 
nearly all his forces, the gentleman was to rise up 
and say that he (General Taylor) advised it, and 
that he was exposed to Santa Anna with his little 
Thermopylean band at his own request! There 
was no truth in it. General Taylor felt outraged 
by it, and he spoke of it as a soldier and a patriot. 
He, however, made himself master of his fortunes, 
adverse as they were, He met the attack as he 
would meet all similar attacks; he met it as he 
would meet all the attacks which the gentleman 
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from Indiana or any of his coadjutors on this floor 
could make against him. Attacks from that source 
would be futile and impotent. The gallant old 
hero stood out boldly before the American people a 
Colossus of greatnesa which the gentleman’s arm 


could never reach. 


The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McCrernanp] 
had got up and read a letter published in the Union, 
that General Taylor was, as the writer declared, 
in favor of this and of that. This but showed the 
efforts, the futile efforts, which some gentlemen 
were putting themselves to, for the purpose of 
weakening the hold which General Taylor had on 
the hearts of the American people, and proving 
him unworthy of that deep confidence which they 


‘had in him. 


Mr. McCLERNAND (the floor being yielded) 
explained that his object in reading that letter had 
not been to show that General Taylor was un- 
worthy, but, on the contrary, that he was worthy 
of the hold which the gentleman said he had on 
the hearts of the American people, on the ground 
that he held to the doctrines of the present tariff, 
that he condemned a United States Bank, and jus- 
tified the removal of the troops from Corpus Christi 
to the Rio Grande. 

Mr. STEPHENS inquired of the gentleman if 
he thought that General Taylor was worthy of the 
confidence of the American people? 

Mr. McCLERNAND replied, that so far as his 
views went in relation to these points, he certainly 
was; but he doubted very much if his friend from 
Georgia would appreciate him (General Taylor) 
very highly for them. He would refer the gentle- 
man for further information, concerning the letter 
which he had read, to the honorable gentleman 
from Mississippi, (Mr. Brown. ] 

Mr. STEPHENS said it was time enough for 
him to make inquiries of the honorable gentleman 
from Mississippi, when he should rise and endorse 
the letter. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, (Mr. S. further 
yielding,) said this letter seemed to be of some 
consequence to the House, which he had certajnly 
not attached to it. It was a letter which had been 
addressed to him by a gentleman of Mississippi; 
Dr. Kemmell, of Hinds county, Mississippi, a 
most reputable and clever gentleman; and though 
he (Mr. B.) had no means of knowing anything 
in regard to the authenticity of the letter, further 
than that he recognized the handwriting, he had 
no reason to doubt the genuineness of the letter. 
The author was a gentleman in all respects above 
reproach, and he (Mr. B.) could say that he had 
penned nothing to him, or to anybody else, with- 
out having what he believed sufficient evidence of 
its truth. 

[Several voices, ‘* Who is it?’’] 

Dr. Timothy Kemmell, of Hinds county, Mis- 
sissippi, (Mr. B. repeated;) qa gentleman who he 
believed was formerly from Maine, and with whom 
some of the gentlemen from Maine might perhaps 
be acquainted. 

Mr. STEPHENS (resuming) said the whole 
matter resulted as he had supposed it would. He 
had never doubted that some gentleman had writ- 
ten to some gentleman of this city about what he 
supposed General Taylor’s opinions might be. 
But he (Mr. S.) preferred to get them from the 
General himeelf. 

The gentleman from Illinois had wished to show, 
as he said, that General Taylor was entitled to the 
confidence of the American people, for the senti- 
ments imputed to him in the letter which had been 
read. Sir, (said Mr. S.,) General Taylor’s past 
life is a much better guarantee to me of the confi- 
dence of the American people than any letter from 
Dr. Timothy Kemmell, or anybody else, stating 
that he learned from some other person that Gén- 
eral Taylor believed so and so. General Taylor 
is known to his best and most intimate friends to 
be decidedly opposed to these measures; he is 
known to be a true Whig, and he has lately reaf- 
firmed the same; and everybody knows that when 
General Taylor speaks, he speaks the truth. 

He would ask the gentleman from Illinois if he 
believed General Taylor was not a Whig, and if 
he was ready to give him the endorsement of his 
name and his party, and run him for the Presi- 
dency. If he would say so, he (Mr. S.) replied, 
Come on, and let us all for once unite in electing 
one Chief Magistrate worthy of that exalted sta- 
tion. But, sir, this the gentleman and his party 
will never do. They know that General Taylor 
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does. not belong to their school of politics; and 
these side-licks, these passes under the filth rib, 
were made by gentlemen who knew him to be a 
thorough Whig, and who wished to detract from 
his fame.as a Whig, and to injure him in the house 
of his friends. It was,on this accoynt that these 
efforta were made against him. But they, like all 
others, would rebound upon the heads of their 
authors. i 

Mr. McCLERNAND,, interposing, said he had 
not detracted from the fame of Genera}, Taylor. 
He had spoken on the authority of the letter to 
which he had referred, and the gentleman from 
Georgia could now judge ag well as he of its au- 
thenticity. The gentleman said, however—this 
letter to the contrary notwithstanding, which af 
firmed that General Taylor was in favor of the 
present tariff, against a national bank, and justified 
the movement of the army from Corpus Christi ta 
the Rio Grande—that General Taylor was a Whig. 
He (Mr. McC.) asked the gentleman, Wherefore? 
Where was the evidence? Was he (Gentral Ta 
lor) for a protective tariff—for a national bank? 
For what measure of the Whig party could he 
show him to be? 

Mr. STEPHENS said the authority of that let- 
ter was nothing. The writer did not even pretend 
to become sponsor for the truth of its information. 
But he would ask the gentleman if he believed him 
to be a Democrat? That was the best way to test 
it. The gentleman would not say. he believed him 
to be a Democrat. He did not, therefore, place 
any confidence in his own authority. That was 
the very point to which he was coming, that, 
although the letter might be used for the purpose 
of creating the impression. that General Taylor was 
not a true sound Whig, yet the gentleman was not 
himself convinced by the evidence he had adduced 
to support hia cause. He intended no disrespect 
to the gentleman, or to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi. He presumed they could get a hundred 
more such letters. 

If the gentleman asked him (Mr. S.) where was 
his evidence that General Taylor was a Whig, he 
replied that he took it from the hands of that old 
man, who had never falsified the truth, He had 
said he was a Whig; he had said that in the lasg 
contest he would have voted for Mr. Clay. That 
was sufficient evidence with the gentleman, he 
(Mr. S.) presumed. He knew it was with the 
gentleman’s party. Ifa gentleman had voted for 
Mr. Clay, he doubted whether he would have got 
any of the spoils under Mr. Polk. He doubted, 
among. the numerous hordes that had came up here, 
for office, if it would have been a passport to favor. 
for any one to have had it known that he voted for 
Mr. Clay. He would then have been denounced 
as a Whig—perhapsaa Mexican Whig. General 
Taylor had repeated again and again that he wag 
a Whig; and the confidence of the American peo- 
ple in him was not to be weakened by any such 
shifts as these. The “ Union” might publish such 
a lettet every morning fora month, and he assured 
the gentleman it would have no effect. The Whigg 
were not in the habit of consulting that organ to 
know whom to trust. 

Mr. MéCLERNAND again interposed, and 

the floor being yaa) said, if it was true that 

eneral Taylor held the sentiments promulgated 
in that letter, they would benefit rather than injure 
him. He asked, if such were his views, whether 
the gentleman from Georgia was for him? And he 
would like to have the gentleman state, as he af- 
firmed him to bea Whig generally, whata Whig 
was? Whether General Taylor was for a nation 
bank? for a protective tariff? for the Wilmot pro- 
viso? ar upan what side of all these questiong 
he was? He hoped the gentleman would an- 


swer. , 
Mr. STEPHENS (resuming) said he would 
answer the gentleman by telling him, that, in hig 
Opinion, it was no very bad evidence of being a 
Whig to be opposed to the mischievous schemes 
and reckless policy of this Administration. But 
he was not now going to be drawn into a discus- 
sion of the bank question, tariff question, Wilmot 
praviso, of any other party issue. He would dq 
that at a proper time, if the gentleman wished it, 
But he would tell the gentleman from Illinois that 
he did not believe that General Taylor would eyer 
suffer himself to be made the football of political 
managers. He was a Whig: everybody knew it. 
And if he should be elected, no man doubted that 
he would administer the Government upon Whig 
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principles. The gentleman need give himself no 
uneasiness upon that point. , 
Mr. McCLERNAND, again interposing, said 
he wished to disclaim any such purpose on his part 
of political mancuvres, or of making a football of 
General Taylor. If there were any such design, it 
rested with the gentleman’s own party —the Clay 
wing, which had been treating General Taylor 


most cavalierly. It seemed to him that Mr. Polk,’ 


so far from being hostile to General Taylor, had 
furnished evidence of generosity to him, inasmuch 
as he had promoted him from the rank of Colonel 
to Major General, in which situation he had cov- 
ered himself with glory. F 

Mr. STEPHENS. Did I understand the gen- 
tleman to say that Mr. Polk had been kind to Gen- 


eral a fg . 

Mr. McCLERNAND. That he had promoted 
him. 

Mr. STEPHENS (resuming) said they did not 
dare to tell the old hero what they meant to do. 
They never wrote to him, but sent General Scott 
to do it. Now, what did General Scott say to 
General Taylor? 

& I hope I have left, or shal] leave you, including the new 
volunteers who will soon be up, a competent force to defend 
the head of vour line (Monterey) and its communications 
with the depéts in the neighborhood. ‘To enable you to do 
this more certainly, I must ask you to abandon Saltillo, and 
to make no detachments, except for reconnoissances and im- 
mediate defence, much beyond Monterey. I know this to 
T the wish of the Government, founded on reasonsin which 

concur.?? 


Was that treating him kindly? (asked Mr. S.) 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (in his seat.) That was 
not the point to which I alluded. 

Mr. STEPHENS presumed that was not the 
pem but it was the point which showed how he 

ad been neglected by this very President whom 
the gentleman from Illinois represented as having 
treated him so generously and kindly. 

But the gentleman had asked whether he (Mr. 
S.) thought it important for General Taylor to an- 
swer certain questions. For himself he would re- 
ply, that it was enough for him to know that the 
man in whom he confided was true to the princi- 
ples in which he believed; it wag enough for him 
to know that he was true to the Constitution, 
which had been set at naught by the gentleman’s 
President. - 

He wished to say a word about these political 
managers and intriguers, who had become a curse 
to the people of this country; who were devoid cf 
character and principle; worms, slimy worms, that 
crept, and crawled, and fawned, and deceived for 
power; who had not the principle and spirit of 
men about them. They were all, however, apt in 
their catechism. There was no question that could 
be asked that they could not anawer, and in a lan- 
guage that had as many readings as the places or 
sections to which it might reach. They wrote 
Jetters that read one way to one class of the peo- 
ple, and another way to another class. ` And what 
was it but an attempt to deceive, mislead, hum- 
bug the honest yeomanry of this country? Go 
back, and the history of the past few years would 
bear him out in the-declaration. Let the gentle- 
man take up his own party’s management, What 
was their present Executive? Had he any ability, 
any character in this country? Had he even been 
thought of by anybody as a proper person to be 
put at the head of this Government? Nv. How 
was it, then, that he had been intrusted with the 
important power he had so shamefully abused? It 
was by nothing but skill in the political catechism, 
by answering letters which he (Mr. S.) supposed 
were perfectly satisfactory to the gentleman from 
- Illinois, to some of the gentlemen from Pennsyl- 
vania, and to gentlemen of the Democratic party 
in all parts of the country, however various or 
contradictory their views; answering them in a 

rticular way, using words not to be understood, 

ut to be interpreted according to the place and oc- 
casion. In this way the honest people had been 
deceived and misled; and he supposed now, from 
certain signs which he saw, that the object of the 
. party to which the gentleman from Illinois and the 
gentleman near him (Mr. Bowpon] belonged was 
the same—that they intended to play the same 
game again. 

He saw that one distinguished gentleman from 
the section of country of the gentleman from Hli- 
nois had figured largely about the Wilmot pro- 
viso, He supposed the gentleman from Illinois 
thought the people of the South were dupes 


enough, as the people of Pennsylvania were in 
voting for Mr. Polk, to be deceived by such blar- 
ney as that. If he did, he was wonderfully mis- 
taken. The people of the South were not to be 
duped in any such way. As the gentleman near 
him from New York (Mr. Durr] had said the 
other day, he would rather take up even an avowed 
anti-Wilmot proviso man from the South than a 
Northern dough-face. So he (Mr. S.) said he 
would prefer an out-and-out Wilmot proviso man 
to one who would undertake to cheat him, to de- 
ceive him, as the letter to which he had referred 
indicated the attempt to deceive the people of the 
South. He would rather have an open enemy 
than a pretended deceitful friend. General Taylor 
would write no such letters; and if the Sanat 
expected it, he would be mistaken. He would 
never deceive the people of this country, or any 

art of it. Nor would he speak with ‘ bated 
breath ” even to be President. He“ asks no favor 
and shrinks from no responsibility.” That was 
General Taylor’s position, and the country would 
always find him honest and aboveboard on this and 
every other question. 

(Mr. Bowpon here said a word to Mr. S., which 
was not caught by the reporter. ] 

One thing he (Mr. S.) would tell the gentleman 
from Alabama: General Taylor would never de- 
ceive the people of this country. He had_never yet 
deceived anybody, and he would not upon this or 
any question. One other thing he would not do: 
he would never bow and truckle for office. 
was one of the best evidences that he deserved to be 
trusted. He would never make promises and give 
pledges to the people for the sake of getting power, 
and then betray their interests. No; it was incon- 
sistent with the spirit which marked his every act. 
And he asked gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, particularly the gentleman from Alabama, 
if there was not something now in his position which 
commended him peculiarly to the favor of the Amer- 
ican people? hile your Buchanans, your Dal- 
lasses, your Casses, and your Polks, supported by 
the “Union,” were literally promising everything 
to everybody, General Taylor occupied a proud 
position—one that the greatest might “ae He 
did not degrade himself to such a level. No; he 
stood on an eminence high and pure, far above the 


great crowd of party wranglers, and those who 


engage in a scramble for the spoils of office. His 
position commanded not merely admiration, but 
had that in it approximating to moral sublimity, 
such as no man in this country since the days of 
Washington had evinced. 

Mr. BOWDON interposed, and (Mr. S. yield- 
ing) was understood to say that he went for no 
man, north, south, east, or west, who would not 
come out and declare his position upon all political 
questions. General Taylor had been distinguished 
as a military man, and, as he himself said, had 
mingled little in politics for years; and while the 
gentleman from Pennsyvania [Mr. Stewart] 
thought hima high tariff man, the gentleman from 
Georgia thought him something else. He (Mr. 
B.) went for a Democrat, and alone for a Demo- 
crat—one who had boldness enough to tell what 
he was and where he stood. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he did not suppose any- 
body would charge General Taylor with a want of 
boldness either in speaking his sentiments or in 
anything else, and he would caution the gentleman 
not to commit himself too broadly on that ground; 
for he expected he would yet vote for General 
Taylor. [A laugh.] 

Mr. BOWDON was understood to reply that 
te gentleman from Georgia might yet vote against 

im. 

Mr. STEPHENS said the gentleman need have 
no apprehensions on that point. General Taylor 
was his (Mr. S.’s) choice, and he was the choice, 
he believed, of a Jarge majority of the American 
people; and he had some doubt whether he should 
see his friend from Alabama unfortunate enough to 
get into the minority. 

But the gentleman had said General Taylor had 
not come out and made his sentiments known. He 
(Mr. S.) assured him he need not be uneasy on 
that point. General Taylor’s sentiments were well 
known. He never disguised his opinions; he never 
spoke in one anoue to one section of the coun- 
try, and: in another language to another section. 
He would not degrade his nature by so humiliating 
himself; and he would assure the gentleman that 
the best pledges a man could. give were an honest 


This 


purpose and a blameless life, spent in the service 
of his country. Such was the character of Gen- 
eral Taylor. All knew him to be honest, and pos- 
sessed of an integrity of soul beyond all reproach. 
When General Taylor spoke, the people of this 
country believed him. They had been deceived 
once, but they did not know their man. He was 
not the man to send the Kane letter, and resort to 
such other miserable subterfuges to deceive the 

eople, for the purpose of obtaining their votes. 

e would ask no man to go through the country 
to endorse opinions, as a certain distinguished indi- 
vidual went through Pennsylvania declaring that 
James K. Polk was a better tariff man than Henry 
Clay. He told gentlemen they need not be so 
anxious to get the ‘‘ Organ” in this city to attempt 
to scatter disunion among the Whig ranks through- 
out the country. It would have no effect. It would 
in nowise weaken the attachment felt by the 
people, for that gallant old chief—that-man of the 
people—whom the Administration had been hunt- 
ing down so long. He held the American heart, 
and they might read their fate in the handwriting 
on the wall. 

Mr. S. then proceeded to read from another letter 
of General Taylor, to show the feelings with which 
he received this order which took from him his 
tried and veteran troops—the men who had been 
with him on the bloody fields of Palo Alto and 
Resaca de la Palma—with whom he had stormed 
the heights of Monterey, and upon whom he had 
relied to meet Santa Anna. ‘This letter showed 
the feelings of that gallant old soldier, who had 
been represented by the gentleman from Indiana 
as advising this withdrawal of his own troops. It 
was the letter of General Taylor to the Adjutant 
General, of the date of January 27, 1847, as fol- 


lows: 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF OCCUPATION, 
Camp near Monterey, Janucry 27, 1847. 

Sir: My despatch No. 5 has advised you of the measures 
taken to meet Major General Scott’s requisition for troops 
and, as nearly as practicable at this time, of the amount an 
description of force left under my orders in this part of 
Mexico. 

Having fulfilled my duty in carrying ont what I believed 
to be the wishes of the Government, I now beg leave to 
invite the attention of the department to several points of 
grave interest to myself, and not without importance in their 
bearing upon the public service. I have therefore to request 
that this communication may be laid before the Secretary of 
War, and by him be submitted to the President of the United 
States. 

I will first speak of the extraordinary reserve manifested 
by the Department of War in not communicating to me the 
intentions of the Government—at least in regard to the with- 
drawal of so large a portion of my command. Had I not 
been deemed a safe repository of its purposes, I might, at 
any rate, have been instructed to hold the troops in readi- 
ness for detachment. A special messenger, despatched from 
Washington, when the employment of Major General Scott 
was determined upon, would have reached me at the very 
latest by the gth of Decenber—in time to suspend the move- 
ment on Victoria, to spare a portion of the army, including 
myself, a long and expensive march of four hundred miles, 
and to prevent the murder of a young officer with important 
despatches, now in the hands of the enemy. But up to this 
moment I have not received a syllable from the Departinent 
of War on this subject—my only advices being a semi- 
official letter from Major General Scott,in New York, dated 
November 25, and received by me December 24, his instruc- 
tions of January 3, received January 14, and his letter of 
December 20 from New Orleans, received January 16. All 
these delays and accidents would hive been avoided hy the 
employment of a special messenger, and I can hardly believe 
that the occasion was not deemed important enough to war- 
rant that course. 

Having been placed in command of the army, and charged 
with the operations against Mexico by the order of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, had I chosen to be punctilioug, I 
might have declined to make any detachment from my force 
without the same authority expressly communicated; but 
believing that Major General Scott was possessed of the 
views and wishes of the Government, I had no hesitation in 
complying to the fullest extent with his call for troops, and 
should have done so equally had it placed me under the ne- 
cessity of abandoning all that had been gained in this quar- 
ter. I have the satisfaction of knowing that the troops he 
has required have been promptly placed in position for em- 
barkation, and that no delay whatever had occurred in car- 
rying out his instructions as soon as received. 

Again: I would respectfully state that no reply has been 
received to my communications of October 15, November 8, 
and November 12, replying, respectively, to the despatches 
brought out by Lieutenant Armistead, Major Graham, and 
Mr. McLane. In those communications I expressed fully 
and frankly my views on many important points connected 
with the prosecution of the campaign, and had reason to 
expect at Jeast the courtesy of an acknowledgment. 

While exercising a command which it is well known I 
never sought, it has been my constant aim to perform my 
whole duty without fear and without favor. The best in- 
terests of the service and the country have been my guide, 
and will continue to be while I remain in command, how- 
ever limited may be my force or embarrassing my situation : 
but, from the course which the department has pursued in 
the above particulars, I am constrained to believe that I no 
longer possess the confidence of the Government. I can 
only regret that the President did not think. proper, while 
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withdrawing so large a portion of my command in the man- 
ner above indicated, to relieve me from a position where I 
can no longer serve the country with that assurance of con- 
fidence and support so indispensable to success. 

The force with which I am left in this quarter, though 
greatly deficient in regular troops, will doubtless enable me 
to hold the positions now occupied. Major General Scott 
seems to expect that I will assume offensive operations, say 
by March; but, from what I have heretofore reported on the 
subject of such operations, I am sure they will not be ex- 
pected by the department with my present means. The 
terms of service of nearly all the regiments here will expire 
in May and June, and it will become an important question 
how to replace those regiments in time even for defensive 
purposes. I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient ser- 
vant, Z. TAYLOR, 

Major General U. S. 4. commanding. 


To the ADJUTANT GENERAL Of the Army, Washington. 


From this Jetter it would be seen that General 
Taylor exhibited the deepest discontent, and he 
complained to the Department of War of the man- 
ner in which he was treated; and he (Mr. S.) 
asked the gentleman from Indiana, or any other 
gentleman on that side of the House, tf they would 
undertake to defend the Administration in the 
course it had pursued? They dared not do it; but 
they sought to create impressions unfavorable to 
General Taylor. What was General Taylor’s po- 
sition at that time? Santa Anna was in his front 
with an army of twenty thousand men. General 
Taylor then saw the importance of a position be- 
yond Monterey, for he was not willing that Santa 
Anna should catch him in Monterey, and there 
blockade him and his small but gallant band. Gen- 
eral Taylor knew that it was of the utmost im- 
portance to occupy a position in advance of Mon- 
terey, and the world knew of his position at Buena 
Vista, and the glorious victory he achieved there. 

Mr. S. proceeded to comment on this letter at 


-` some length, and then said he had detained the 


committee longer than he intended when he rose, 
but he was not willing when this ball was set in 
motion to allow it to pass without an effort to stop 
it; and he only wished that these letters, to which 
he called the attention of the committee, should go 
to the country side by side with the statements of 
the gtntleman from Indiana. That gentleman’s 
speech needed no other answer. 

Mr. TURNER, of Illinois, said it was very true, 
as the gentleman from Georgia had remarked at the 
commencement of his speech, that the country was 
placed in a very peculiar position at the present 
time. But its peculiarity arose from very differ- 
ent circumstances, as they appeared to his mind, 
than those to which the gentleman from Georgia 
attributed them. Our country, for the first time 
in its history, found itself with a conquered nation 
on its hands, and this was the only peculiarity 
which he had been able to discover. [Ít was no 
peculiarity to have two great contending parties 
arrayed against each other, and engaged in a se- 
vere contest every fourth year. This had been 
the case ever since the days of the first President 
of this Republic. The peculiarity, he repeated, 
was, that we had a conquered nation on our hands; 
and, however it might be disposed of—whatever 
might be said in relation to the causes and progress 
and final consummation of the war which was now 
waged against Mexico—all must admit that the 
circumstances in which we were placed were in- 
vested with a deep importance which would be felt 
for some time. He proposed very briefly to take 
a review of the positions assumed by the Whig 
party, and, if time permitted, of the Democratic 
party also, and see which was the most likely to 
stand the scrutiny of coming generations. 

He was not prepared to admit that the annexa- 
tion of Texas was the cause of this war; but this 

osition had been assumed by the Whig party. 

hey had contended that annexation was not only 
cause of war, but that it was war itself. This had 
been the opinion of all the leading Whigs both at 
this ard the other end of the Capitol. Annexa- 
tion, however, was the act of Congress, and if an- 
nexation was not only the cause but actually war, 
war was made b7 Congress, the war-making power, 
and not by the President. Such was the dilemma 
in which the gentlemen opposite had placed them- 
selves. 
` But he would follow this subject a little further. 
In 1846 the President sent a message to Congress, 
in which he stated that war existed at that time; 
and then they found the Whig party changing its 
position and deciding almost unanimously that the 
war existed by the act of Mexico. How would 
the historian be able to reconcile these palpable 


contradictions? If war existed by the act of an- | 


nexation in 1843-°44, how could it be that the war 
existed in 1846 by the act of Mexico? By no logic 
of which he was master could he reconcile these 
conflicting opinions. i 
Bút the war progressed still further, and again 
they found the Whig party changing its position. 
They came together during the present session, 
and, under the solemnity of an oath, the same 


Whig party déclared that the war was unneces- 


sarily and unconstitutionally begun by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. Here, then, were three 


distinct positions, two of which must necessarily 


be false, and probably the third was likewise. 
The American Congress had something else to do 
than to make political capital for the approaching 
Presidential contest; for that was the point at which 
most of the speeches delivered here were aimed; 
the manufacture of public opinion was the object 
contemplated. But how, he asked, did the Whig 
party propose to succeed before an intelligent peo- 
ple with three propositions that were so diametri- 
cally opposed to and inconsistent with each other? 
He should like to know which of thosg positions 
they were willing now to take? The Democratic 
party was willing and ready to meet them, on either 
or all of them. Would the Whig party at the same 
time explain how it was that they had voted sup- 
plies for an unholy war, which at one time they 
affirmed was the consequence of the annexation of 
Texas, at another that it was the act of Mexico, 
and again that it was the unwarranted act of the 
President? It would be well remembered that the 
leaders of the Whig party and the Whig presses 
throughout the country had proclaimed the war to 
be unholy, while the Whig party here was voting 
supplies of men and money. They had furnished 
the means to carry on a war which they had pre- 
dicted would bring on this nation the wrathful 
visitation of God. But while they were thus in- 
volving themselves in contradictions, our army was 
invariably successful, ever victorious, without a 
single repulse, even when met by overwhelming 
numbers of Mexico’s best disciplined troops. 

After commenting at some length on the ground 
taken by gentlemen opposite on this subject, he 
proceeded to notice the objects contemplated by 
this war. They were, to secure our rights and to 
defend our honor. Mexico was indebted to our 
citizens for spoliations on their property, but 
Mexico had no pecuniary means wherewith to 
liquidate her obligations; and thus the acquisition 
of territory on our part became necessary as an 
indemnity for the past.” To this objections were 
raised by the Whig party, and to the acquisition of 
territory there had ever been an opposing party in 
this Union. There was opposition to the acquisi- 
tion of Louisiana by the same party, and dire con- 
sequences were predicted as inevitably to follow 
the consummation of that act. The acquisition of 
Florida and Texas met with the same opposition, 
and the same spirit prevailed now, and manifested 
itself in opposition to the war. Extension and 
expansion were preéminently democratic, but the 
anti-war Whigs preferred the government of cor- 
porations. The great West had found an outlet 
for our people, and thus had frustrated their de- 
signs. But circumscribe our limits, give corpora- 
tions the controlling influence, and white slavery 
would be substituted for black. Of this we have 
evidence in England and in Massachusetts, for 
wherever corporations rule, the great mass of the 
people are enslaved. 

If this republic had been confined to the original 
thirteen States, from one end to the other we should 
have been under the control of corporations, and 
no power on earth could have saved us frorn their 
shackles. He believed—he would not say it was 
our destiny—he believed there was a higher power 
impelling us‘onward. This had been manifest since 
the day the Pilgrims landed on Plymouth rock. 
Look at the Spanish settlers on this continent. 
With better soil and a more genial climate, they 
had made no progress, while our Anglo-Saxon 
race had pares: itself from the rocky coast of New 
England to the Pacific Ocean, making of the whole 
one great republic. And would any one say that 
this had not been a blessing to the human family ? 

He next turned to the correspondence of our 
functionaries, which had to-day and on other occa- 
sions elicited so much discussion in this House, 
alluding particularly to the questions involved in 
the President’s refusal to furnish the correspondence 
of Mr..Slidell. 'The President, he contended, had 


the public interests; and in this the President was 
sustained by the example of Washington. But 
his refusal had been seized upon by his political 
opponents, and perverted to sustain an accusation 
of a rapacious design on the whole of Mexico. To 
defend the President from such a charge, he read 
largely from various published documents, com- 
menting upon them as he passed. ° 

Mr. VAN DYKE next obtained the floor, but 
gave way to 

Mr. SIMS, who moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. VINTON suggested that gentlemen should — 
allow the bill to be reported to the House, and, if 
they were desirous to continue the discussion which 
had been commenced, they could do it on some 
other bill. He hoped this bill would be laid aside 
to be reported to the House, and that the commit- 
tee would agree to take up the bill making appro- 
priations for revolutionary and other pensions for 
the next fiscal year. | 

The suggestion was acquiesced in, and the bill 
indicated was taken up and read by the Clerk. 


Mr. VAN DYKE, being desirous to secure his 
position on the floor when the House should next 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, again moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, entreated him to with- 
draw that motion, that the committee might take 
up the bill making appropriations for the dry dock | 
at New York. 

The motion of Mr. Van Dyke, however, was 
agreed to, and the committee rose and reported the 
Military Academy bill to the House, and progress 
on the revolutionary pension bill. 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


The SPEAKER stated the question to be on the 
engrossment of the Military Academy bill. 


Mr. DICKEY moved to strike out the item of 
$2,000 for the expenses of the Board of Visiters, 
and briefly sustained his motion. He thought that 
the Secretary of War could obtain these visiters 
without pay; and said that such had been the prac- 
tice for many, years. He disavowed any hostility 
to the military academy. 

Mr. McLANE said the gentleman was In error; 
but admitted that when Congress had failed to pay 
these visiters, the Secretary of War did order gen- 
tlemen from the army.to perform this service; but 
the reports obtained from this source were unsatis- 
factory and prejudicial to the school; and the sys- 
tem was soon abandoned, under the advice of the 
President. The appropranor for these visiters 
was only $2,000. He rose to offer an amendment 
to increase the pay of cadets, but would not press 
it now. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL. opposed the motion. 
He corrected, from his own personal knowledge, 
a mistaken impression that there was a great wil- 
lingness on the part of diatinguished gentlemen to 
be appointed on the board of visiters‘at the time 
the existence of such a board had been suspended 
by Congress. On the contrary, he knew gentle- 
men who had been invited by the Secretary of 
War to receive the appointment, but had declined. 
The department was then compelled, by the neces- 

ity of the case, to appoint military men as exam- 
Iners, who, by their position in the army, were 
under command, and were obliged, by orders from 
the department, to attend the examinations at the 
academy. Ofcourse their travelling expenses were 
allowed them, and the result to the Government, 
in point of expense, did not much differ from what 
it would have been had a board of visiters been 
appointed as usual. 

Gentlemen were greatly mistaken if they sup- 

osed the appointment of such a board every year 
had not greatly advanced the prosperity of that 
admirable institution. On the contrary, it had 
been attended with the happiest effects. Mr. I. 
believed there never had been one of these official 
visits made to the academy which had not proved 
of infinite benefit in removing prejudice and mis- 
conception, and averting hostility from an institu- 
tion which to this country was truly invaluable. 
The selection of cadets had been so conducted, by 
a double reference to party divisions and local res- 
idence, as to command, without fail, the highest 
approbation of all who investigated it. 

The general control in those appointments had 
been confided to a gentleman of whom it gave Mr. 
I. the utmost pleasure to speak in the highest terms, 
for he was well worthy of any commendation which 


refused, because to furnish it was incompatible with |! Mr. I. could bestow. General Bernard, the per- 
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sonal friend and companion of Bonaparte, than 
whom no man was more entitled to speak with 
authority on such a subject, had said, when leav- 
ing this country to return to France, that the Uni- 
ted States Wanted none of those whom Bonaparte 
had to aid him in carrying out his great designs so 
long as she possessed General Totten, an officer 
not surpassed by any man alive. The academy 
Was safe in his hands. 

Mr. I. expressed his regret that a blow should: 
at this day have been aimed at an institution which, 
after the most strenuous opposition and obloquy, 
had fought itself into honor and distinction by the 
science and the deéds of thoae who had there re- 
ceived the elements of their military education. 
He trusted that all those clouds of error, miscon- 
ception, and prejudice, which once had obscured its 

rospécts, had now passed away, having forever 
been dissipated by the exploits of a corps of off- 
cers such as was not to be found in the world. 

He knew that there were in the service of other 
countries individual officers of the highest attain- 
ments, and whose education had been of the very 
firśt order. But he spoke of our officers as a body; 
and the beauty of our system was, that owing to 
the system of rigid discipline established and en- 
foreed in our Militaty Academy, every officer was 
first a well-trained soldier. Before he could win his 
epaulets he must pass through an arduous course 
of military training; and so thorough was this pre- 
vious course of preparation, that it had been as- 
ferted, and with truth, that there was no young 
iman who came out of West Point, and was of the 
age of twenty-one, Who was not able to command 
a regiment in the field. Mr. I. trusted that this 
motion to abolish the board of visiters would not 

¥evail. 
~ Mr. McCLELLAND did not regard the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dickey] 
as a blow aiméd at West Point; on the contrary, 
it was the result of a conviction entertained by 
some ‘of the best friends of the institution. The 
uestion of the expediency and value of such a 
outd had been thoroughly discussed some two 
ears ago, and the amendment for the abolition of 
he board had been carried almost unanimously. 
There had been very few votes against it on either 
side of the House. In 1844 Mr. McC. was, he be- 
lieved, the only Democrat who had made a speech 
in favor of the West Point Academy. 
- Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, here rosé in- 
quiringly, and asked in what year of our Lord that 
speech was made? [A laugh.] 

Here a somewhat humorous colloquy took place 
between Mr. McCLELLANDand Mr. HOLMES 
(who has ever been a zealous supporter of the in- 
stitution) about the priority of their regard for and 
advocacy of it, which elicited much merriment in 
that quarter of the House, but which was wholly 
lost to the reporter. 

Mr. HOLMES said he remembered making a 
speech for West Point in 1843. 

"Mr. McCLELLAND never had been person- 
ally at West Point, but had, from the beginning, 
been its unfailing and unflinching advocate. 

Mr. HOLMES had been an early friend to the 
school, and he was now happy to find there was 
another whom he had never heard of before.’ 

Mr. McCLELLAND said he had always been 
opposed to the board of visiters as an unhecéssary 
appendage to the system, increasing its expense 
without any corresponding benefit, and ‘still more 
as fending to an improper increase of Executive 

atronage. Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House were accustomed to represent themselves as 
very decided opponents to all increase of this pa- 
tronage; so was Mr. McC. Here was an item of 
$2,000 to cover the expense of a visit to the school 
at the annual examination by certain gentlernen 
not officers, but in eivil life, selected for that honor 
by the department. 

How many of those thus invited were compe- 
tent to conduct a thorough examination of the'ca- 
dets in the various departments of their very ex- 


tensive education? Let gentlemen take up the list, | 


ånd they would not find any body of visiters equal- 
ly competent in ‘this respect to the board of mili- 
tary officers appointed to the duty since the ervil 
hoard had been suspended. Military men were 
the only men competent to conduct such an exam- 
ination. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. J. R. 
ENGERSOLL] had paid a fine and a well-deserved 
cetnpliment to Colonel Totten. Mr. MoC. agreed 


fully with every word of it; and as a proof that he 
was sincere in this, he would add that he would 
rather have Colonel Totten as an examiner than a 
hate board of visiters, take them from where you 
would. 

There was, in trith, no need of any board of 
examiners at all. The thoroughness of the train- 
ing to which these young gentlemen were subject- 
ed had been severely and fully tested in Mexico, 
and their deeds in the present war were the best of 
all proofofthe competence of theireducation. Years 


ago it had been the fashion in certain quarters to’ 


attack this institution: it was perhaps a political 
and party hobby in some districts; but who now 
was found coming forward to assail it? The country 
had tried it, found its effects, and proved them to 
be good. 

Mr. McC. would with great pleasure vote for 
the amendment. Pending the question— 

The House adjourned. | 


PETITIONS, &c. 
Notices ofamotions for leave to introduce bills were given 
under the rule— 


~ By Mr. FEATHERSTON: Of a bill for the relief of cer- 
tain citizens of the county of Lowndes, in the State of Mis- 
sissippi. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas: Of a bill regarding the 
location of Lovely donation claims in Arkansas. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred : 


By Mr. REYNOLDS: The petition of Richard Ames, a 
soldier in the war of 1812, for pay and bounty land. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The petition and other 
papt of Amos Knapp, a soldier in the last war with Great 

ritain, for relief. 

By Mr. BARROW: The petition of A. Z. Donnet, praying 
compensation as Chargé d’A faires at the court of Portugal 
from 19th April to 2eth December, 1841. l 

By Mr. HALL, of New York : ‘I'he petition of sundry mas- 
ters and owners of steamboats and vessels on the great lakes, 
asking for an appropriation for the establishment of eight 
buoys on the Niagara Rock, near the barbora at Buffalo and 
Black river, in the Siate of New York. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Cornelius Brown and 
36 others, citizens of Pike and Scioto counties, in the State 
of Ohio, praying Congress to establish a new mail route be- 
tween Piketon and the Slaven Settlement, on Little Scioto, 
in Beaver township, in said Pike county; and that a post 
office be located at or near Charles Slaven’s, in said town- 
ship, to be called “ Gibson?” post office. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of Isaiah Wil- 
liams, for a pension. Also, the petition of citizens of La 
Salle county, for a mail route from Peru, via Troy Grove, 
Earivilte, and Four-mile Grove, to Pawpaw Grove, Hlinois. 
Also, the petition of Captain Silas Chatfield, for arrears of 
pension. 

By Mr. KAUFMAN: The petition of John Baldwin, F. 
Robb, and othérs, praying for alternate sections of land sita- 
ate on the Louisiana side of Sabine river, for clearing out 
aaid Sabine river. 

By Mr. GAINES:, The petition of sundry citizens of the 
city of Covington, in the State of Kentucky, praying for an 
appropriation ly Congress to repair the dain at Cumberland 
bar, on the Ohio river. . 

By Mr. ECKERT: Two petitions, signed by 242 citizens 
of Philadelphia, praying the Government to purchase 150 
acres of the Mount Vernon estate, embracing the sepulchre 
and mansion of Washitigton. - 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of B. O. Conner, P. M., 
and 116 others, for a post route from Port Washington to 
Fond du Lac, in Wisconsin. Also, the petition of H. M. 
Dickinson, P. M., and 205 others, for a post route from 
Jatiesville to Madison, in Wisconsin, via Stone’s Bridge, 
Fulton, and Dunkirk. Also, the petition of Alvin Foster 
and others, for a post route from Sheboygan to the county 
seat of Dodge county, Wisconsin, via Horicon and Iron 
Works at Maysville. Also, the petition of Cyrus Hebberd 
and 73 others, for a post route from Summit to Pond du Lac, 
in Wisconsin, via Camimenoc, Neasho, and [ron Works at 
Maysville. Also, the petition of Andrew EB. Elilmore and 
239 others, of Waukesha county, Wisconsin, praying for the 
freedom of the pablic lands, in limited quantities, to actual 
settlers, and that ali traffic by the Government, or under its 
permission, may be prohibited: of the petitioners, who. are 
respectable citizens of Wisconsin, 157 are owners and oc- 
cupants of lands, and several have served with credit in the 
Legislature and in other iniportant offices. 

By Mr. McLANE: The memorial of certain citizens of 
the United States, praying for the purchase of Mount Ver- 
non, that it may be held as the property of the United 

lates. 

By Mr. HALE, òf Missouri: A petition of John Warren 
and other citizens of Daviess eounty, Missouri, praying a 
grant of land to the Hannibal and Bt. Joseph Railroad. 

By Mr. STUART, of Michigan: The petition of citizen? 
of Van Buren county, Michigan, for a mail route froin Paw 
Paw, via Almena Centre, in said cotirity, to Alamo, ìn Kal- 
amazoo county, interseeting at that point the route from 
Kaiainazoo to Otsego, in the county of Allegan. 


IN SENATE. 
Tnrurspay, April 6, 1848. 


Mr. BENTON presented a memorial from the 
firm of Ward & Smith, American merchants at 
San Francisco, Upper California, asking to be al- 
lowed interest and premium for'a loan made b 
them to the United States at San Francisco? whic 
Was referred to the Cominittee on Finance. 


Mr. CASS presented a petitian from citizens of 
the United States, asking that Mount Vernon may 
be purchased by the General Government; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. BELL presented a petition from Western 
Cherokee Indians, asking a settlement of their 
claims under the treaty of 1846; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented a peti-~ 
tion from Eliza Ann and Mary Brewer, represent- 
atives of a deceased revolutionary soldier, asking 
to be allowed bounty land; which was referred to 


‘the Committee on Pensions. ` 


Also, a petition from Henry La Reintree, asking 
the interposition and influence of the Senate with 
the President of the United States to procure the 
appointment of purser in the navy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

[This gentleman, it appears, is secretary to the 
Pacific squadron, and ivon board the United States 
ship Independence; he bases his request on long 
and faithful service, of all which the evidence is 
appended. The memorialist says in his letter, that 
s“ it is a new mode of seeking an appointment, but 
it is an upright course. I rely on the integrity of 
my motives and the justness of my cause.’’] 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported the following House bills, without 
amendment: The bill for the relief of the heirs of 
William Evans; the bill for the relief of Esther 
Russell; the bill for the relief of Jonathan Fitz- 
water; and the bill for the relief of Zilpha White. 


Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the relief 
of John Lorimer Graham, late postmaster of the 
city of New York; which was read a first time. 

Mr. UPHAM, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an adverse report 6n the pe- 
tition of the representatives of Wm. Russworm. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of William 
Wynn; which was read a first time. . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Claims, made an adverse report on the memorial 
of the administrator of Francis R. Sanchez. 
= Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to declare 
the true intent and meaning, so far as-respects the 
franking privilege of members of Congress, of the 
act of the Ist March, 1845, &e.; which was read 
a first time. aa : l 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported a bill to increase the pay of military 
storekeepers; which was read a first time. 

[This bill gives to those at the armories of 
Springfield and Harper’s Ferry, and at the ar- 
senals at Watervliet, Alleghany, ‘Watertown, and 
Washington, the pay, emoluments, and allowances 
of a major of infantry, and to those attached to 
all other arsenals and depots, the pay, emoluments, 
and allowances of a captain of infantry, the whole 
to be in lieu of the pay and allowances recei¥ 
under existing laws. ] 


FRENCH REVOLUTION. 


Mr. ALLEN moved to postpone the previous 
orders, and to proceed to the consideration of the 
joint resolution submitted by him relating to the 
revolution in France. 

At the request of Mr. Hanneaan, who promised 
to renew it, the motion was withdrawn. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom the message of the 
President was referred, reported the following series 
of resolutions: 


JOINT RESOLUTION tendering the congratulations of the 
United Statee to the people of France. 


Resolved, §c. Thit, in the name ahd on behalf of the 
American people, the congratulations of this Government 
are hereby tendered to the French people upon the recent 
change in their form of governinent, and their successful 
efforts thus far to found for their country institutions similar 
to our own. 

Be it further resolved, That the moderation, humanity 
regard for order, and veneration for Christianity manifested 
by the French peaple in the accomplishment of their free- 
dom, inspire the confident hope that their deliberations iy 
the organization of die new Government will be so directed, 
under Providence, as to ensure the liberty, the true glury, 
and the enduring happiness of a great and enlightened na- 


tion. 

Be it further resolved, That Congress fully approves the 
ecouduct of onr minister, Richard Rush, in bis prompt recog- 
nition of the Provisional Government of France. 

And beit further resolved, That the President of the Uni- 
ted States be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit these 


resolutions to the American minister at Paris, with instruc- 
tions to present them to the supreme authorities of the 
French Republic. 


The resolution having been read, - 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to postpone the pre- 
vious orders, as he had pledged himself to do, and 
moved that the resolutions he had just reported be 
taken up conjointly with the resolutions of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

. Mr. FOOTE expressed a desire to make some 

remarks. There had been objection urged to an 
expression in the resolutions of the Senator from 
Ohio—* consolidate the principles of liberty.”’ 
Now, he wished to state that the word selected by 
the Senator was sustained by the best scholastic 
authority in the world. 

Mr. HALE rose to a question of order. A mo- 
tion to postpone the previous orders wase not de- 
batable. a 

At the request of Mr. Manaum, Mr. HALE 
withdrew his point of order. 

Mr. FOOTE said he wished only to say a single 
word. The Senator from Connecticut took ex- 
ception to the word ‘* consolidate,” as applied to 
liberty. Now, he (Mr. F.) thought it was most 
happily selected; it was the best word that could 
have been chosen—the most scholastic, and, which 
was still better, it was perfectly in accordance with 
the French idiom, and therefore conveyed a pecu- 
liarly graceful compliment. He had picked up the 
Jast work of Lamartine, who was justly celebrated 
as a literary man, a poet, an orator, and a states- 
man; and he would read a passage from the second 
volume of his work on the Girondists. Here Mr. 

. read an extract from the French edition, (sta- 
ting that he translated literally as he proceeded,) 
to show that the word “consolidate”? was therein 
used in reference to “ the resulis of victory.” He 
hoped no one, after this, would question the accu- 
racy of the expression. 

One word more. Gentlemen seemed to think so 
much of consolidated power—to which he was as 
much opposed as any one—that they could not 
separate the words. He then showed that the 
word was not-only scholastic, but Washingtonian. 
The word consolidated was first used hy Wash- 
ington, in reference to the consolidation of the 
Union. Therefore it was Washingtonian. He 
would only add that he was in favor of the French 
movement, because it consolidated the principles 
of liberty. . 

The motion to postpone was agreed to without 
à division. 

Mr. HANNEGAN then moved to take up all 
the resolutions for consideration; which was agreed 
to. 
| The eon being on the amendment moved 
by Mr. Hare— _ 

Mr. MANGUM moved to strike out all the 
original resolutions submitted by the Senator from 
Ohio, and insert the resolutions reported by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLEN asked for a division of the ques- 
tion. His resolution was intended to give a gen- 
eral expression of the feeling of one nation to an- 
other. Ifwe were to adopt individual opinions as 
to particular acts, we should never agree on any 
general form of resolution. It would be necessary 
to construct a resolution embracing a detail of all 
the French had done To avoid that difficulty he 
had condensed his views into a single sentence, so 
as to make it most clear and simple. 

To go into details in order to give a reason for 
everything we do, is to place ourselves rather in 
the attitude of advisers than congratulators. He 
thought it best to imbody a general expression in 
a few sentences, as the only way to obtain a gen- 
eral and prompt expression of ihe feelings of the 
Senate. He should prefer his own resolution, on 
account of its plainness and simplicity. 

Mr. NILES said his objection to the resolutions 
was hot because of any particular phraseology, 
but because we state in them what is not the fact. 
We go beyond what has actually been done. We 
say a government has been overthrown and liberty 
consolidated. He préstimed consolidating liberty 
meant providing a guarantee for the security of 
liberty. This had not been dene. The govern- 
ment established was merely temporary; it had 
not yet been properly elected. It may, indeed, be 
presumed that public opinion sanctions it. The 
results have not yet been obtained; so that we go 
beyond the pale of -history. He preferred the 
resolutions reported by the Committee on Foreign 
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Relations, although they did not exactly harmo- 
nize with his views. 

Mr. DICKINSON said it was not a question 
with him what France was about to do, but what 
she had done. He thought the recent movement 
merited congratulation, and he expected that, not- 
withstanding the opposition of the Senator from 
Connecticut, the resolutions would be adopted. 
He then glanced at the past life of Lonis Philippe, 
who at first was a guardian of popular rights, but 
had recently curtailed the privileges of the people. 
He adverted to the manner in which, ee 
of a mean disguise, and through great difficulties, 
he had escaped the personal consequences with 
which his perfidy had menaced him. Even if 
Louis Philippe should be replaced on the throne 
to-morrow, he would still vote for congratulations, 
because the recent movement had solved one great 

roblefm: that opinion is stronger than bayonets. 

f there was no precedent for this act of legislation, 
as the Senator from Connecticut had said, Jet us 
establish one, as it is very probable that, before the 
close of the session, we may be called on to vote 
similar congrathlations to other countries. Ireland 
was ready to start; and over Europe the flame of 
liberty is spreading. He went most cordially for 
the passage of the resolutions. 

Mr. HALE said he did not desire to protract 
the discussion. But it had been said that France 
had notdone enough to satisfy our cold, calculating, 
mathematical policy. He protested against this 
idea. Did not the heart of the mother yearn over 
her new-born babe, before it is possible to know 
whether it can grow to maturity, or whether it 
may not perish in its infancy? What had France 
done? The Senator from New York undertook to 
tell us what she had done, and he had expected to 
hear something worth congratulating for. Had 
France done nothing more than to expel Louis 
Philippe from the throne, and drive him a wan- 
derer through the country, he would never have 
congratulated her forthat. Bat she had done more 
than that; she had not limited her views of liberty 
to any particular hue or complexion of men, but 
had proclaimed liberty to all. And this was more 
worthy of admiration than the overthrow of an 
hundred kings. Nations have their crises as well 
as individuals. There isa moral Rubicon to be 
crossed as well as a natural one. France was 
in this difficult and perilous passage, and he would 
mingle some words of advice with the language of 
congratulation, lest she might yet falter in her 
course. He referred to the tdea thrown out at the 

eriod of our Revolution that this Republic was to 
be the last hope and asylum of human liberty; and 
added that he had latterly felt strong apprehensions 
that the realization of that idea was not likely to 
be given to the world. He saw, indeed, the sun 
of freedom rising in radiant splendor up the eastern 
horizon, and he indulged the hope that the success 
of human liberty would yet be secured; so that if 
we should fail to redeern the pledge we had given 
to the world, when our tale shall be told, another 
nation will be found to carry out what we have 
not done. | 

Mr. HANNEGAN then addressed the Senate 
in support of the resolutions reported by him. 
He expressed his fervent desire that the revolution 
which had so well commenced would be carried 
through without the shedding of a drop of human 
blood. He explained to his friend from Ohio that 
he did not propose to interfere with his resolutions, 
as he would show by his vote. But he preferred 
the resolutions reported by the committee. He 
went for the spirit of the resolutions. The reso- 
lutions he had reported were merely an imbodi- 
ment of the publie sentiment, an echo of the opin- 
ions of every man in the country, of every laborer 
round the Capitol. He referred to the action of 
our Governinent in the revolution of 1789, when: 
Louis X VI. communicated to General Washington 
the fact that he had signed the constitution pressed 
on him by the National Convention. General 
Washington communicated that information to 
Congress, and Congress replied by resolutions. 
Here, then, was something like a precedent. He 
disliked the word. But if we had no exact prece- 
dent, it was because the event itself was without 
precedent. , 

He had heard suggestions from the distinguished 
Senators from South Carolina and Connecticut 
that it was too early to adopt these resolutions, 
So he had himself thought at first. But reflection 
had led, him to think differently, and as he could 


see no ill consequences likely to result ftom thë 
passage of the resolutions, he would vote for im- 
meédiate action. When liberty and humanity had 
béen laid in à common grave, monarchs had ex» 
changed congratulations; and now, when new-born 
France stretches out her hand and invites us by 
her infant smifes, shall we hesitate to cheer and 
sustain her? If there was anything in these reso- 
lutions at war with the usages of nations, or against 
the courtesy of international intercourse, he would 
pause before he gave his sanction to the resolu- 
tions. But he saw nothing of the kind in them. 
It was not impossibte that before the present sun 
may set we may have information that every gov+ | 
ernment of Europe has recognized thé act of the 
French people. fle complimented our minister 
on his promptitude; said he had trembled Jest Mr. 
Rush should have proved derelict, in which case 
he could not have lig i returned home; and quo- 
ted language imputed by a correspondent to M. 
Lamartine, that two things which had occurred 
had given him peeuliar delight—the advances of 
the nuncio of the Pope and of the minister ef the 
United States. 

He briefly adverted to the manner in which the 
revolution had been accomplished; and expressed 
his entire confidence in the discretion and sagacity 
of the French people for the support of those bril: 
liant intellects to whom their destinies had fot the 
present been Intrusted. The spirit of liberty was 
now afoot, traversing the whole world, and he an 
ticipated the general emancipation of the human 
race from thratdom and tyranny. All this was to 
be traced to our example, and we had some reason 
to be proud of the laurels which our fathers had 
gained in the cause of freedom. 

He was authorized to say that if any of these res 
solutions should pass before midnight, they would 
be forwarded by express to go by the Cambria, 
which sails on Saturday from the United States. 
He would now say that he would not stop heres 
but, if the acts of the Conventton—to assemble oh 
the 20th instant—should realize the hopes we in- 
dulge, he would send out such an embassy as had 
never before gone from our shores to congratulate 
and fraternize with the French people. 

Mr. ALLEN then expressed his gratification at 
the manner in which the Senator from Indiana had 
referred to his (Mr. A.’s) course in offering his 
resolutions. He went on to remark on the debate 
which took place on the question of sending à 
chargé to Rome, and to some observations which 
had fallen from him in the warmth of discussion, 
in which he had expressed a hope that. Congress 
would, before the termination of the, session, pass 
a resolution congratulating the Frerich people. In 
conformity with that suggestion, he liad felt him- 
self called on to offer the resolutions. He did not 
think there could be any objection to congratulat- 
ing France, but there might very probably, and 
very properly, be differences as to the exact form 
in which the resolutions should be elothed. 

Mr. DOWNS said, he should be satisfied with ` 
either of the resolutions which were before the 
Senate; but he was compelled to say a few words 
on the subject of the revolution itself, in conse 
quence of what had fallen from him on a previous 
day. He went on to advocate the cause of the 
French people up to this time, and to distinguish 
the progress of this revolution from that of the old 
revolution, referring to the error committed by the 
leaders in the latter in setting up the Goddess of 
Reason, and throwing off all allegiance to a super- 
intending Providence. In the present revolution, 
morality and liberty went hand in hand, and some 
dignitaries of the church had eloquently sustained 
the cause of freedom. He stated that France asked 
no aid from us further than our cheering and sues 
taining voice; and we ought to cheer and support 
her in her cause, for our own sake as well as for 
hers. It would strengthen our own system. And 
if France should hereafter need: adviee, we shall 
stand in a position to enable us to offer it with 
effect. He read extracts from letters which had 
come-into his hands from Paris, in order to show 
that the revolution was passing off quietly and 
without any disasters. 

Mr. DAYTON said he would have been much 
better satisfied if the Senator from Ohio had cons 
sented to let these resolutions lie over until the firat 
or second Monday in May. He thought that if 
the laborers round the Capitol were shaking hands 
with each other, the Senate within was engaged 
pretty much in the same way. This might do 
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well enough for us as individuals, but it did not 
become us as a legislative body. If weare to con- 
gratulate a people on consolidating liberty, we 
should first be sure that liberty is consolidated, or 
rhaps when we send them out, the return may 
e non est. It was said that it was right to offer 
congratulations when a child was born. True; but 
he would wait until it was born. France had not 
yet been delivered—she may miscarry. He refer- 
red to the haste with which results were achieved, 
by a mere stroke of a pen—the emancipation of a 
hundred thousand slaves, without providing any 
recompense for the owners—the redemption of 
pledges from the pawnbrokers—the conversion of 
the Tuileries into a hospital. All these were done 
by a set of intelligent men, who were only a quasi 
government, and might be displaced as rapidly as 
they were elevated. It becomes us to do things 
decently and in order, and he thought a month’s 
delay could not diminish the value of the congrat- 
ulations. It would give him great pleasure to vote 
for the resolutions after we have had time to ascer- 
tain the result. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, objected to delay. 
He did not think that a month would be sufficient 
to enable us to know the precise result of the great 
movement which had taken place. It might re- 
quire the lapse of a year before the French can 
have matured their system of government. It 
occupied much time before our Constitution was 
matured, and it had only grown with our growth, 
and strengthened with our strength. And still our 
Government is yet considered by foreign nations 
as merely an experiment. We could not, there- 
fore, reasonably expect that a month would enable 
us to come to a more correct judgment than we 
can now arrive at. He had doubts at first, but 
they had been dispelled by the message from the 
President. 

He said he should give his vote in favor of the 
resolutions reported frum the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. He did not object to the word 
6 consolidate’ in the resolutions of the Senator 
from Ohio, but he objected to a statement which 
went beyond the fact when it indicated that the 
French people had succeeded. He would not con- 
gratulate them on their success, but he was willing 
to say success so far. They had only decreed a 
Republic, but the Republic had not yet been estab- 
lished. He read a long extract, to prove that the 
French people had acted with great moderation 
throughout the whole movement hitherto, and that 
under the whole of the decrees of the new govern- 
ment there lay the elements of public liberty. A 
movement in favor of public freedom anywhere 
would call forth the sympathy of our citizens, but 
a movement in France produced recollections and 
associations of a peculiar nature, calculated to ex- 
cite in us the warmest sympathies. 

He expressed his deep regret that the antend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire had 
been introduced, because it was calculated to dis- 
turb the unanimity with which these resolutions 
ought to pass. The United States minister had 
already anticipated the action of Congress, ard his 
course having been approved by the President, the 
rejection of the resolutions would amount to a vote 
of censure on the Executive. 

Mr. PHELPS said he agreed with his country- 
men in rejoicing at every advance of human lib- 
erty; but he was opposed to any hasty action of 
Congress, for the purpose of congratulating the 
French people, until we have knowledge of the 
events which must occur before it is consum- 
mated. 

Mr. HOUSTON said he desired to make some 
remarks, and as the hour was late, he moved that 
the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HANNEGAN requested the Senator-from 
Texas to withdraw his motion. It was desirable 
to pass the resolutions to-night, in order that the 
may be transmitted by the Cambria, which will 
sail at twelve o’clock on Saturday. If the vote 
was not taken this evening, there was no proba- 
bility that the resolutions would be again acted on 
before the assembling of the French Convention 
on the 20th. He had an understanding with the 
Senator from Kentucky, by which he was pledged 
to assist in disposing of the judiciary bill to-mor- 
row and Saturday, and next week he had prom- 
ised to aid in having the California bill acted on. 
So that he hoped the motion would be with- 
drawn. 

Mr. HOUSTON said the delay of a day could 
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be of no great importance. The President’s mes- 
sage would go out by the Cambria, and this would 
satisfy France as to the disposition of our Govern- 
ment to sympathize with her. 

Mr. HANNEGAN asked for the yeas and nays 
on the motion; and they were ordered, when 

Mr. HOUSTON withdrew the motion. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD expressed a wish to speak, 
and renewed the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HANNEGAN renewed his call for the yeas 
and nays, which were ordered; it resulted as fol- 
lows: , 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Butler, Greene, 
Hale, Phelps, Spruance, and Underwood—9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Clarke, Crittenden, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dickinson, Dix, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Foote, Hannegan, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mason, 
Moor, Niles, Rusk, Turney, and Westcott—26. 

After some remarks from Mr. UnpErRwoop ap- 
porai of the movement in France, as far as it 

ad gone, but expressing doubt as to the propriety 
of congratulation before the work was finished— 

The question was taken on Mr. EaLe’s motion 
to amend, which wasdecided in the negative: Yea 1, 
nays 28; Mr. Hare being absent, and Mr. PueLPs 
only voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. CASS then addressed the Senate in favor 
of the resolutions of Mr. ALLEN. ; 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Manevum to strike out the resolutions of Mr. 
ALLEN, and insert the series reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and decided as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Butler, Calhoun, Clarke, Davis of 
Miasisaippi, Dix, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, 
Lewiz, Mason, Niles, Phelps, and Turney—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, 
Breese, Cass, Crittenden, Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, 
Feich, Foote, Hannegan, Houston, Moor, Rusk, Spruance, 
Underwood, and Westcott—19. 

After afew remarks from Mr. CRITTENDEN, 
Mr. BUTLER, and Mr. DAVIS of Mississippi, 
the question was put on the passage of the resolu- 
tions, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bell, 
Bradbury, Breese, Butler, Cass, Clarke, Crittenden, Davis 
of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Douglas, Downs, Felch, 
Foote, Hale, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson of Maryland, 
Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mason, Moor, Niles, Rusk, Spru- 
ance, Turney, Underwood, and Westcott—32. 

NAYS—None. 

The following are the resolutions as passed: 


Resolved, yc., That in the name and behalf of the Ameri- 
can people the congratujations of Congress are hereby ten- 
dered to the people of France upon the success of their 
recent efforts to consolidate the principles of liberty in a 
republican form of government. 

And be it further resolved, That the President of the Uni- 
ted States be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit this 
resolution to the American minister at Paris, with instruc- 
tions to present it to the French Government. 


At half-past six o’clock, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
e Fripay, April 7, 1848. 


Mr. VIN'FON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for the payment of navy pensions for the year 
ending June 30, 1849. 

Also, a bill making appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Post Office Department for the year 
ending June 30, 1849. 

Also, the bill which was referred to the commit- 
tee, making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending June 30, 1849, with sundr 
amendments; which bills were severally twice a. 
and referred to the Committee of the W hole on the 
state of the Union. 


Mr. CUMMINS asked the House to take up 
the joint resolution just received from the Senate, 


tendering the congratulations of the United States 


to the French people. 


Objection being made, the resolution was not 
taken up. 


Mr. GRINNELL asked the House to take up 
the bill providing, for the ventilation of passenger 
vessels, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up, 
considered, passed, and sent to.the Senate for con- 
currence. . 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, on leave, intro- 
ace the following resolution; which was adopt- 
ed: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the causes of the extraordinary 
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delay in the transaction of the business at the Pension Office, 
and that they report, at the earliest day practicable, such 
measure as may, in their judgment, be necessary to ensure 
a more prompt and efficient disposition of business in that 
bureau. . 

PRIVATE BILLS. 

On motion of Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecti- 
cut, the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the private calendar, (Mr. Toomp- 
son, of Mississippi, in the chair,)—this being one 
of the days on which, under the rule, the calendar 
is to be called over, and those bills to which no ob- 
jection is made, to be acted upon without debate. 

The Senate bill for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of George Fisher, deceased, was first 
taken up. 

Mr. TOMPKIN S moved an amendment, which 
was read and agreed to, and the bill was laid aside 
to be reported to the House. 


The following bills were taken 
and ordered to be reported to the 
amendment: -- 

Senate bill for the relief of Peter Engels, sen. 

Bill for the relief of Elizabeth Converse, widow 
of Josiah Converse. 

Bill for the relief òf Captain John Percival, cap- 
tain in the United States navy. 

Bill for the relief of H. Carrington, executor of 
Paulina Le Grand, deceased. 

Bill for the relief of Richard Reynolds. 

Bill granting a pension to John Morrison. 

Bill for the relief of William Harding. 

Bill for the relief of John S. Conger. 

Joint resolution for the relief of H. M. Barney. 

Bill for the relief of Sarah D. Caldwell, wife of 
James H. Brigham. l 

Bill for the relief of Edna Hickman, wife of Al- 
exander D. Peck. i j l 

Bill for the relief of William M. Blackford, late . 
chargé d’affaires to the Republic of New Granada. 

Bill for the relief of Francis Hutinack. 

Bill for the relief of Eliza S. Roberts. 

Bill for the retief of Seth Morton. 

Bill for the relief of Joseph Johnson. 

vi for the relief of Christopher H. Pix, of 
exas.. 


_Mr. SAWYER here moved that the committee 
rise. 

The question was put, and there were ayes 7, 
noes 83. 

A quorum not voting— i 

The Chairman ordered the Clerk to eall the roll, 
in compliance with the 126th rule of the House, in 
order ‘* that the names of the absentees might be 
oe to the House, to be entered on the Jour- 
nal. ` 

The call having been completed, the commitiee 
rose, and the Chairman reported that thẹ commit- 
tee, having found itself without a quorum, the roll: 
was called, and that 154 members had answered to 
their names. 

After making the foregoing report, the commit- 
tee resumed its session, and, after some time spent 
therein, ? 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, the commit- 
tee rose, and the Chairman reported the action of 
the committee on the above-mentioned bills. 


A motion was made that when the House ad- 
journs, it will adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

he question was decided in the negative, by yeas 
56, nays 97. 

The House then took up the foregoing bills re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole, concur- 
ed in the action of the committee, and the bills were 
iiai read a third time, passed, and sent to the 

nate. 


Mr. McLANE asked the House to take up the 
resolution from the Senate ee the congratu- 
lations of the United States to the French people. 
It was objected to. 

Mr. GREGORY asked leave to offer a resolu- 
tion, which was read; but, before any action was 
taken, 

The House adjourned. 


Ups considéred, 
ouse without 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, April 7, 1848. 

Mr. MANGUM rose to inquire if the resolu- 
tions which passed the Senate last evening were 
still in the possession of the Senate, so as to en- 
able him to move their reconsideration? 

The VICE PRESIDENT replied that they were 
out of the possession of the Senate. — 
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Mr. MANGUM said he would have wished an 
opportunity to reconsider the resolutions, in order 
to give Senators, Who were absent, an opportu- 
nity to record their votes for them.. He would 
have voted for the resolutions of the Senator from 
Ohio, had he been present, although he preferred 
those reported from the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. The Senator from Indiana had pledged 
himself to support the resolutions of the Senator 
from Ohio, and therefore was compelled to take 
that course. He particularly regretted, consider- 
ing the delicate position of the Senator from Indi- 
ana, that he (Mr. M.) had not been here to take 
charge of the resolutions of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. He had hoped the vote would 
have been merely recorded as unanimous, without 
the formality of taking the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALLEN explained that he did not call for 
the yeas and nays, for that very reason. He would 
have preferred to see it recorded as a unanimous 
vote. 


The VICE PRESIDENT communicated a mes- 
sage from the President, transmitting information 
called for by a resolution, respecting the claims of 
Captain McClellan’s corps; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a copy of the proceedings in the trial of 
Lieutenant Colonel Frémont, together with the let- 
ters between Colonel Frémont and the Adjutant 
General, on the resignation of the former; which 
were laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 

Also, some resolutions of the Legislature of 
Michigan in relation to Sault de Ste. Marie; which 
were ordered to be printed. 

Also, a memorial from citizens, praying for the 
purchase of Mount Vernon; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. DIX presented a petition also in favor of the 
purchase of Mount Vernon; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, Friday and Satur- 
day of next week were ordered to be set apart for 
the consideration of private bills on the calendar. 


Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on 
Finance, reported the Indian appropriation bill, 
with amendments, and gave notice that he should 
call it up on Tuesday week. 

Mr. UPHAM, from the Committee on Revolu- 
one Claims, made adverse reports on the peti- 
tion of Nancy Haggard and others. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Henry D. 
.Grandin, and a bill to provide for the sale of lands 
purchased from the Saginaw Indians; which were 
read a first time. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, on leave, introduced a bill 
for the relief of the bona fide settlers under the act 
for the armed occupation of Florida; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. DAYTON, on leave, introduced a bill in 
relation to the terms of the circuit and district 
courts of the United States in and for the judicial 
district of New Jersey; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported a bill to prevent the importation of adul- 
terated drugs or medicines; which was read a first 
time. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill to provide for 
the repair and improvement of the dam at the head 
of Cumberland Island, in the Ohio river; which 
was read a first time. 

Mr. BELL urged immediate action on the bill; 
but objection was made. e 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported House bill to make Ship Island, in the 
collection district of Pear! river, a port of delivery, 
and to authorize the appointment of a deputy col- 
lector of said port, with amendments, which were 
concurred in, and the bill was passed. 

Mr. CASS moved to take up the bill to provide 
for the calling out of twenty additional regiments 
of volunteers; but, at the suggestion of Senators 
round him, he withdrew his motion, 


TUESDAY, APRIL 11, 1848. 


SUPREME COURT BILL. 
On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Senate 
postponed the previous orders, and proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill concerning the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 
The bill was then considered as in Committee 
| of the Whole. l 

Mr. BUTLER said he was a member of the 
Judiciary Committee, and felt ít to be his duty to 
say that the bill received the assent of only a ma- 
jority of the committee. The greatest objection 
he had heard against it was that advanced by the 
Senator from Missouri, who asserted that it was 
intended to cut loose the Supreme Court of the 

| United States from the States. He would say he, 
for one, in supporting the bill, entertained no such 
intention. _ The accumulated cases before the Su- 
preme Court rendered some measure of this kind 
necessary, judgments being suspended for three 
or four years, because of the impossibility of reach- 
ing them. He went on to show that no harm could 
arise from passing the bill, while much would be 
prevented by passing it. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he was one of the mi- 
nority of the committee who voted against the bill, 
and he had seen no reason since to change his 

views. He opposed the bill partly for the reasons 
so cogently urged by the Senator from Missouri, 
and partly because he thotight the delay in deciding 
on cases before the Supreme Court could, in all 
cases, be remedied by the parties or by the court. 
The passage of the bill he regarded as dangerous 
to the system. The present system worked very 
well, and he did not wish to see it changed. 

Mr. ASHLEY also regarded the bill as danger- 
ous,and he could not, therefore, give it his support. 
He stated that an opinion prevailed even among 


the judges themselves, that it was unconstitutional. 


for Congress to compel the judges to perform cir- 
cuit duties. He looked back into the early history 
of our Judiciary, and expressed his belief that the 
judges of the Supreme Court performed harder du- 
ties than are performed now. He expressed his 
conviction that from the year 1789 to this time, 
every movement for the relief of the judges of the 
Supreme Court had emanated from the judges 
themselves. If he was mistaken in this fact, it was 
after the closest examination he had been able to 
give to the subject. The law of 1793, which gave 
relief to the court, continued in force until 1802. 
They had been accustomed to meet on the first 
Monday in February; subsequently the time was 
changed to the first Monday in January, and lat- 
terly to the first Monday in December. Other re- 
liefs have been given, yet the docket had been 
gradually on the increase; so that the lengthening 
of the time has not had the effect of diminishing 
the business, which has fallen in arrear. During 
the last term about forty-one cases were disposed 
of, comparing very unfavorably with the number 
of cases in the State courts, where there is as much 
talent and legal ability as in the Supreme Court. 
One third of the appeals came from Louisiana and 
Arkansas, yet we do not hear from these States a 
single application for this bill. It has emanated 
from the Supreme Court itself, 

He then referred to the unsuccessful attempts 
made from time to time to relieve the judges of the 
Supreme Court from circuit duties, and to give them 
other privilegen. 

He proceeded to read a project which he had 

repared by way of amendment to this bill, which 
fie felt authorized to say was approved by some of 
the judges themselves. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, asked on what 
authority he said this? 

Mr. ASHLEY said, judges of the Supreme 
Court had told him so in conversation, and he pre- 
sumed they made no secret of their opinions. The 
principal feature in the project was, the substitution 
of United States district judges as circuit judges for 
the judges of the Supreme Court. A bill had been 
introduced in the House of Representatives making 
some change in the present system, by which four 
judges were empowered to hold an adjourned court 
to dispose of the ordinary business of the Supreme 
Court—their judgment, when coneurred in by the 
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whole four judges, to be final. He believed the 
present bill would not have passed the House of 
Representatives, had it not been limited to one year, 
during which it was understood that a system 
would be prepared. He did not think that, after 
the census of 1850, the western people would send 
their lawyers to Washington, and their cases there 
fordecision. Hestated atsome length his objections 
to the bill, and pointed out some evils which would 
result from taking away the judges of the Supreme 
Court from circuit duties. He believed, that if the 
Supreme Court meet in May and sit until Decem- 
ber, there will then be more cases on the docket 
than there are now, because the mass of the peo- 
ple have not that confidence in the district judges 


| which they have in reference to thé Supreme Court. 


Out of the thirty-one district judges, there is not 
half of them in whom the people repose any con- 
fidence. The judges of the Supreme Court em- 
brace the best legal talents in the country; and, to 
secure such, salaries are given which will tempt 
such talents to the bench. He believed the friends 
of the bill did not contemplate any change in the 
system, but he did not acquit the first movers of 
the measure of such motives. He did not think 
that our Supreme Court had shown much energy 
in their measures to facilitate the despatch of cases. 
It had adopted a rule making it imperative that 
only two lawyers should be heard on one side, but 
it gave those lawyers such a latitude of argument 
that they might be as excursive as they chose, 
talking about ethics or religion, or any other sub- 
ject which might be agreeable. He intimated that 
‘this bs was brought forward at the instigation of 
the judges, and that its introduction was purpose- 
ly delayed until the eve of the adjournment of the 
court, when it was pressed as necessary to be acted 
on immediately or never. 

Mr. DAYTON. I desire to make a very few 
remarks on this bill. Of course I do not propose 
to follow the chairman of the committee from 
whom this bill came, through all his objections. 
We considered them in committee, and did not re- 
gard them as militating against the merits of the 
bill, which lie within a much narrower compass 
than that which has been assumed by the honora- 
ble Senator from Arkansas. It is proper, in the 
first place, to look to the evil which this measure 
is designed to remedy. There are now upon the 
list, as I am informed by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Crirtenpen,] one hundred and sixty- 
four cases undisposed of; fifty-two cases having 
been disposed of at the last session of the court. 
Assuming, then, that the same progress shall be 
made at future sessions of the court, it will require 
three or four years to dispose of the calendar, while 
if the present measure of relief be granted, you 
can dispose substantially of the aggregate of the 
calendar in a single year—rubbing out old scores, 
ang giving the court a new docket. Such is the 
present state of the calendar of the Supreme Court, 
and such is the object sought to be attained by the 
bill now before the Senate. - 

Now, what are the objections urged against the 
passage of the bill? Why, first, it 1s objected that 
the bill originates with the judges, and that every 
other bill relative to the Supreme Court, from 1789 
to this hour, originated with them, or through their 
instrumentality. Now, who are properly to be 
supposed to be most familiar with the business of 
the court, and mostanxious for its prompt despatch? 
Sir, we are not to assume that the judges of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States are any other 
than high-minded, upright, and honorable men, 
desirous of discharging with fidelity and efficienc 
the high functions imposed upon them bylaw. It 
is surely no more than just to those gentlemen, to 
give them that degree of credit. The court is, then, 
the very source from which such a measure should 
emanate with propriety, because it is a source that 
acts withlightand knowledge. And,pray, whence 
does that very bill which the Senator from Arkan- 
sas now proposes as the bill upon which Congress 
ought to act, emanate? From a majority of the 
judges of that court; and permit me to say, that 
from consideration of the measure in committee, I 
am satisfied, that if adopted, it will produce the 
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very evil which the Senator, and those who think 
with him, deprecate so much—the separation of 
the court from the State judicatures, and its con- 
tinual session here as a central, absolute power. 
That is the measure of all others most likely to 

roduce the result which the Senator dreads. But 
FT refrain from any remark on that bill till it comes 
before us. At present, we have to deal with this 
temporary law. It provides for the evil. It ap: 
plies a remedy suggested by the court itself. Is 
there anything really in the objection, that the 

esign is to undermine the present system, and 
obtain for the court the power of sitting here con- 


tinually, cutting itself altogether loose from the 


States? I appeal to the intelligence, to the knowl- 
edge of members of the Senate, as to the character 
of the judges presiding in that court, and ask 
whether it is possible that such a design can be en- 
tertained by them? Those most deeply interested 
in that court come here and say, ‘‘ our docket is 
encumbered by upwards of one hundred and sixty 
cases. A case coming up now cannot be reached 
within several years. We ask of you only to 
allowa prolongation of the term, from three months 
to one year. We ask no additional remuneration 
—no additional privileges. Weask only the priv- 
ilege of laboring continuously for one year, for 
the purpose of disposing of all the cases on the 
docket.” Such is the appeal and request of the 
court; and now gentlemen object, that this mere- 
ly covers a design to undermine the present sys- 
tem, and establish a court that is to live here 
for all time to come, independent of the States. 
Permit me to ask the Senate with all respect, to 
look at the case as it really exists. ‘Theré are one 
hundred and sixty cases on the docket, and the 
court, with no disposition in the world to get rid 
of labor, ask only, that instead of being compelled 
to adjourn at the end of three months, they may 
be allowed to labor till the end of the year. One 
might reasonably imagine, that this was a ease in 
which any impeachment of the motives of the court 
was utterly impossible. 

I know, perfectly well, that there are some incon- 
veniences which may result from the passage of 
this temporary law, growing out of the condition 
in which appeals from the district courts may re- 
main during the current year. These appeals may, 
to a certain extent, remain undisposed of, but is a 
comparatively small evil, as compared with the 
great good which is to be accomplished by the relief 
of the docket. Gentlemen tell us that delay is not 
unusual; that in the courts of New York, for in- 
stance, cases stand for some length of time. I grant 
it; and that very evil has put the courts of New 
York under foot. It has destroyed them; it has 
Spee and overturned the whole judicial system 
of that State. The evil has gone on increasing, 
from year to year, till the people demolished the 
courts altogether. Permit me to say that the evil, 
if unchecked, will have the same result here. No 
business community will, for any great length of 
time, submit to the suspension of business opera- 
tions for three or four years together, simply be- 
cause the court has not sufficient power to dispose 
of the cases on its docket. Something must be 
done; and the measure now before us, if adopted, 
will enable you to apply the remedy in the most 
unexceptionable manner. No permanent change 
is sought or intended. I submit, then, whether the 
. objection of the gentleman is not altogether inap- 
plicable? Whether this be a good bill to afford a 
permanent remedy is not the question. The Sen- 
‘ator informs us that the bill by which it is proposed 
to apply a permanent remedy has the favorable 
consideration of a majority of the judges. I believe 
that the present bill has the approbation of them 
all. All are willing to come here and labor con- 
tinuously for a year, in order to relieve the docket. 
This is the whole case, and I submit that the bill 
ought to pass. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have a very few words to say 
on this subject. The United States Supreme Court 
has a jurisdiction, both as regards territory and 
subject-matter, greater than any other judicial tri- 
bunal in the world. Everything, therefore, which 
relates to the organization of that court, becomes a 
matter of the gravest importance, and is entitled to 
the most serious consideration. The judges of the 
court are elected by the Executive. They are ap- 
pointed for life. In that respect, the organization 
of this court is not in harmony with the balance of 
the political system of this country. It has about 
jt no one ‘single feature by whieh itis connected 
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either with the States of this Union, or with the 
pape of these States, except it be the circuit 
eature, which gives the members of the court a 
direct intercourse and communication with the 
States and the people of this Confederacy. Itis 
in that circuit feature that the strength of this tri- 
bunal consists; and the day that that feature ceases 
to exist in its organization, will the public opinion 
of this country move upon the subject, and never 
cease its action, till the tribunal itself is entirely re- 
organized. If, therefore, I was ever so much dis- 
posed to attack this tribunal, and to break it down, 
the thing that I would first do, would be to en- 
courage the concentration of the tribunal perma- 
nently at the Capitol of the United States, and its 
total withdrawal from any communication with 
the States and people of the Union. I say this to 
those who may lay a greater estimate upon this 
tribunal than I do, that if they do not want it to be 
passed through the burning crucible of the public 
will, and recast in all its elements de novo, they had 
better let this circuit feature remain untouched. 

It is proposed here to relieve the judges of this 
court from circuit duties for one year. For itisa 
bill of relief from the labor and expense of travel. 
It is a bill of relief and repose. But it is limited 
to one year. Now, I have observed, and all who 
have seen as much of legislation as I have must 


also have observed, that when you commence 


legislating by instalment, you never end. You 
commence in this case by giving this court one 
year’s relief; and the next year, the same reason 


existing for a repetition of the act, the precedent, 


of the previous year is pleaded as an additional 
argument for an extension of the relief one year 
longer. It is the grant of an exemption from the 
labor and expense of travel, to the judges of the 
court; and the same force which is now brought to 
bear in favor of this bill, through the instrumental- 
ity of the present contact of Congress with the 
judges of the court, will be brought to bear with 


added strength next session; all the reasons that ` 


are now urged being poured forth, with the addi- 
tional one that Congress once did the act. Now, 
though I have no idea that the gentlemen who 
advocate this bill intend any such thing—as I do 
not suppose that there are any members of this 
body who would vote for the permanent concen- 
tration of this court here—yet I am convinced that 
that result will inevitably follow from the adoption 
of this measure. You commence this business of 
relief from circuit duty—I care not what the ex- 
cuse may be, itis the commencement of a system 
of relief from circuit duty, freeing them from the 
labor and expense of travel—and when you com- 
mence it, the same reason applying next year for 
the continuanee of it, the same motives which in- 
duce us to pass this bill now being equally influ- 
ential then, the bill will be renewed, and so on ad 
infinitum. I view this measure, then, as simply a 
bill to change the judicial system of the United 
States; though not so designed, yet in its conse- 
uences tending to that point inevitably. Viewing 
the matter in that light, it next becomes a subject 
of inquiry, what will be the effect upon our politi- 
cal organization” What will be the effect of the 
existence of a fixed, central tribunal, seated in this 
Capitol, composed of men who hold their places 
for life, cut off from all communication with the 
States and the people of the States—a Washington 
city star chamber, under the influences which act 
upon the capital where the political powers of the 
nation are`all concentrated temporarily? When 
that kind of a spectacle is presented to the people 
of the United States, how long will it stand? If it 
stood twenty-five years, it would become the pre- 
vailing power of the Government. Power is a 
thing which generates itself, which enlarges itself, 
which contains within itself the means of its own 
expansion, sustenance, and support. It wants 
nothing but time to gratify the cravings of its 
ambition. Whether it be judicial or not, dura- 
tion is all that it wants to make itself permanent 
over any other power that is fleeting and transi- 
tory. This local power, if it were permitted to 
stand twenty-five years, would render the whole 
Constitution a perfect nullity. In less than ten 
yore it would take the place of your Attorney 
neral in all the decisions of the Executive upon 
law questions, and thereby connect itself with the 
administrative portion of the Government. The 
idea would be perfectly natural that the Executive 
would connect itself with the Judiciary, would con- 
sult its members, would employ its influence; and 
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thus the two would mutually strengthen each other, 
and engross the powers and energies of the Gov- 
ernment more and more in one spot in Washing- 
ton city. 

Besides, the permanence and existence of the 
court here would give it large influence over our 
deliberations in these Halls. 'Fhe very fact that 
nine men armed with great power, having great. . 
reputation and beyond the reach of popular con- 
trol, being permanently located: here for their life- 
time, would render them objects of adulation and 
importunity and court for men at a distance who 
wished to achieve illicit objects in this capital. It 
would become a cabal. These results would flow 
inevitably, if it were not for the fact that such a 
power would call down upon it the curses of the 
Nation too soon to allow it to take hold and mature 
itself. 

I have always been of opinion that the mem- 
bers of this tribunal ought to be elected for a term. 
of years, and that by the people; and it will not 
be many years before that opinion will be found 
on more lips than mine. All this idea of life ten- 
ure of office is akin to that of hereditary power, 
an idea which is fast losing its hold upon even the 
European mind. The nature of this judicial or- 
ganization is altogether inharmonious with the 
balance of our political system. It destroys the 
symmetry of our system, and is founded upon an 
idea which is utterly ridiculous when applied to 
American society and American institutions. It is 
founded upon the idea of rendering the Judiciary 
independent of the people; and hence we hear it 
said on all hands—we read it in our horn-books 
before we come to the bar—we hear it from the 
bench and the bar, that the Judiciary ought not to 
be elective. The idea of the independence of the 
Judiciary’ in England was an idea of liberty. It 
originated in the fact, that by the fiction of the 
English constitution, the King was supposed to 
administer the laws in his own proper person, and 
to be present on every bench declaring what the 
law was. When, therefore, the King was absent, 
he undertook to supply the place of his presence, 
by sending a court to give their judgment and- 
mandates, which were implicitly obeyed by the 
juries. It became essential to the liberties of Eng- 
land in this state of things that the court should 
be made independent of the Crown, and therefore 
the judges were appointed for life. But ours is an 
inversion of the English system; and the only 
mode of reasoning truly with regard to our system 
is, to reason reversely of what would be true with 
regard to the English system. ‘That which is true 


| of the English system, is, for that very reason, 


false here. There should be no independence of 
any Judiciary here. To make the case analogous, 
the word independence should app'y as between 
the appointing power and the court, and not as 
between the people and the court. And to make 
the case. still more analogous, there would have to _ 
be a.supposition that the appointing power had the 
right to adjudicate, and, in virtue of the right, the 
power to control those whom it had appointed to 
Both of these positions being false, 
and not entering in anywise into our system, there 
should be no tribunal in this country independent 
of the wholesome influence of public will. Our 
Government rests upon that influence. It is that 
public will which gives sanction and legality to the 
acts of our Government. It is not- the thing which 
we call a Constitution that forms the Government 
| of the. United States. ‘‘Ink and paper cannot 
form a Christian,” said a celebrated divine more 
| than two hundred years ago, in a sermon preached 
| before the House of Commons. Ink and paper 
cannot form a government, nor can they make a 
freeman. Government consists in the will of the 
people—a will dictated by their interests, and the 
union of their interests constituting the interests 
of the nation. The public sympathies, the-man- 
ners, the morals, the sentiments, the reason of the 
people, constitute our Government.: The Consti- 
tution is‘to the Government what a fence 1s toa 
farm,and no more. It defines its limits, and keeps 
out stray cattle. But the source, and authority, 
and power of the Government is within—in the 
hearts and sympathies of the people, to be found 
at the firesides, and in the family circle, in the 
neighborhood ideas and associations. There is 
the Government, and in that sense there should be 
nothing not amenable to the people. 
This feature, then, in the organization of the 
Supreme Court is not in harmony with our sya- - 
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tem; and I would.admonish those gentlemen, who 
donot think as I do on these points, but wish to 
maintain this Judiciary in its present featureg, that 
if they do not wish to sound the tocsin, they had 
better not, separate the judges for an hour from 
circuit duties, and direct intercourse with the peo- 
ple of the States. That is the only feature in the 
aen which connects them with the nation; and 
if that be struck out, the striking out of the court 
will follow as naturally as the snuffing of a candle 
issues in darkness. ; 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I intend to occupy the 
attention of the Senate only for a few moments. 
i regret that gentlemen have chosen this occasion, 
so important in itself, for the purpose of debating 
questions and principles which, accerding to my- 
judgment, are not included in the subject under our 
consideration. To what purpose is it to debate the 

uestion as to the political character of the Supreme 

ourt of the United States—to debate the question 
whether it was best to appoint the judges in the 
manner prescribed for in our Constitution, or to 
change that Constitution and make them elective? 
Where is the necessity of inquiring into the na- 
ture and extent of the jurisdiction of the court? 
Where the propriety, on this occasion, of inquir- 
ing into the individual or collective competency of 
the judges? In no one of any of these particu- 
Jars, in no regard to any principle or question in- 
volved in it as a system, does this bill touch the 
subject. It takes the court as it stands—as it is 
legally and constitutionally established—without 
change or alteration of its jurisdiction, and simply 
proposes—what? That, because of an inconve- 
nient accumulation of business in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, rendering it impossible 
for the court to dispose of the business before it 
in less than two or three years, a remedy should 
be applied, by which this evil may be obviated. 
And what isthe remedy? This bill simply pro- 
poses to authorize the judges of the Supreme Court 
to hold a second term in the course of the year 
‘besides that to which they are now limited, for the 

urpose of despatching this accumulated business. 
‘Now, what principle is involved in this beyond 
the simple question of providing a remedy which 
all admit? Sir, If I understand all the arguments 
that have any application to this subject, gentle- 
men would have no objection to this measure if 
they did not apprehend that it was intended as a 
wedge or the commencement, as they express it, 
of another system, having for its object the sus- 
pension of the judges of the Supreme Court from 
all duty in the circuit courts, confining them 
to the duties belonging to the Supreme Court. 
Gentlemen imagine this, and therefore refuse 
to apply the proposed remedy for an acknowl- 
edged evil. hey do not suppose that the evil 
is so great but that it may be borne. So it 
may. And gentlemen speak of the danger of the 
remedy. Let us examine it. The bill provides for 
a single year. According to existing laws, the 
next term of the Supreme Court will commence on 
the first Monday in December next. We are now 
in the first week in April. Four months of the 
year have then expired. The three corresponding 
months of the next year will be occupied by the 
court in the transaction of its business, so that the 
whole peril of the proposed measure lies within 
the compass of eight months. But, forsooth, if we 
indulge the Supreme Court—for gentlemen seem to 
regard it as an indulgence—by granting them per- 
mission to come here and despatch the business of 
the court in that period, great danger is to.arise—a 
new system is to grow up—a new principle is to 
'-be evolved which is to relieve the judges of the 
Supreme Court from all other duties except those 
-belonging to the Supreme Court, and other serious 
earn consequences will result! I do not appre- 

end any ‘such thing. The bill itself seems to 
guard against any such consequences by its limita- 
tion to one year. It is proposed solely as a par- 
ticular remedy for a particular case. But are not 
those consequences in our own hands? Are gen- 
tlemen afraid that they themselves will do this 
‘wrong? There is not a Senator here, so far as I 
can judge from the opinions that I have heard ex- 
pressed, who is willing to change the present sys- 
tem so far as to separate the judges from the circuit 
court and limit them to the Supreme Court. I am 
glad to believe that there is not a single Senator 
who entertains that opinion. When the Senate, 
then, have the issue and consequences in their own 
hands, I ask, what solid ground there is for any 
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apprehension? Is there any danger that the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas will be even in these revolu- 
tionary times so perfectly revolutionized in his 
opinions as to come back prepared to reverse all 
his opinions which he has expressed here to-day? 
Here is an evil which we can correct. This bill 
proposes to correct it. The only objection is, that 
the remedy proposed is one out of which danger- 
ous consequences may hereafter grow; and we 
have no security for ourselves that that will not be 
the case. Why, sir, we are afraid of ourselves! 
If I believed that ever so remotely or possibly this 
measure could be perverted to such an object as 
gentlemen seem to apprehend, I would be one of 
the last to vote for it. But Ido not desire to go 
into this subject. I desire .rather to have this bill 
voted upon than anything else. If the Senate be 
against it, let it go. 

Another remark or two I must be excused in 
making. It is supposed that thisisa bill for the relief 
of the judges of the Supreme Court. Relieve them 
from what? Itrelieves them by requiring them to 
hold a term of the Supreme Court and discharge 
all the arduous duties of their office. What relief 
is there in that? Are these labors less arduous and 
fatiguing than travelling in the season of the year 
which has now come, and in any portion or cli- 
mate of this country, from this period till December 
next? Are these labors less expensive to them in- 
dividually than travelling in their circuits would 
be? I apprehend not. Bat relief, it is obvious, is 
no part of the purpose of this bill. Itis only to 
make it their particular and exclusive duty, within 
a limited period, to discharge the highest of their 
duties, the decision of the cases which have accu- 
mulated in the Supreme Court of the United States. 
But the honorable Senator is apprehensive that 
some cases may not be tried according to law— 
that some admiralty cases may be delayed to the 
most tremendous and incalculable detriment to all 
the parties. And there is another case of which 
we hear—appeals to the circuit courts. Now, lit- 
igation may be infinitely more active in the part of 
the country where the honorable Senator practises 
his profession so much more profitably than I do; 
but in the section of the Union from which I come, 
in twenty years there has not been twenty aay i 

n 
as to the Spanish pirates, the gentleman will agree 
with me, that our entire coast is free from such a 
pestilence! But if such a case should occur in 
these eight months, and a ship-load of pirates 
should be brought into any port from New Orleans 
to Boston, this bill permits one of those judges tọ 
go there, and hang those pirates secundum artem, 
and as nicely as the Senator can desire! 

Mr. ASHLEY. l extended my remarks to all 
cases of felony and murder. 

Mr.CRITTENDEN. Well, then, the keeping 
of a felon out of the penitentiary for a few months 
is the only possible contingency that may occur. 
I dare say that in our widely-extended empire such 
cases might happen. But do they deserve serious 
consideration in such a case as that now before us? 
Some petty robber of your mails—some post boy, 
or something of that kind, and for the important 
reason of trying him, all things else must be for- 
gotten, and this remedy for existing known evil is 
not to be applied! It seems to me, Mr. President, 
that the honorable Senator has got his mind a little 
fevered on this subject, and that he does not view 
it with that calmness and discretion which usually 
characterize his labors as chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. I apprehend that he has 
allowed his mind to run off, in fact, from the con- 
sideration of the particular subject before it, to 
other principles and questions not at all involved 
in it, or to minor diffidulties that ought not to be 
allowed any weight. His mind is evidently pre- 
judiced. He apprehends that the judges, consulting 
their own experience, had suggested this bill as a 
proper remedy for the existing evil, and that that 
isa sort of Nazareth, out of which no good can 
But as my friend from New Jersey has 
said, who so well qualified to suggest a remedy as 


the judges.of the court; and are not their sugges- 


tions subject to our consideration and judgment ? 
I do not know that the judges have suggested this 
thing. I know nothing about the fact; but admit- 
ting it to be as the gentleman supposes, I derive. 
no prejudice against the measure on that account. 
Not at all. The judges are very competent persons 
to suggest a remedy, and the measure is commend- 
ed to us from that very circumstance. 


I do not wish to debate this question; I would 
rather avoid debate. I desire the decision of the 
Senate. I have no doubt the minds of Senators 
are sufficiently made up, and to their judgment I 
shall bow with all the deference to which it is en- 
titled. I hope, sjr, the question may be taken. 

Mr. BENTON. I always regret, sir, when-de- 
bate takes a personal turn; and when the intentions 
or wishes or motives of Senators become the sub- 
ject of remark, the discussion may be regarded as 
having become personal, In the little I have said 
and.the little I may say, I leave out of view en- 
tirely the intentions of every Senator. I impute 
to no one a design to separate the Supreme Court 
of the United States from the States, but [ reason 
from the nature and effect of things. The effect 
of this measure will be that separation, and it is 
perfectly immaterial what are the intentions of 
Senators, or what obligations they may impose 
upon themselves never to do this again. Ifa Sen- 
ator says that he wil! vote this once and never vote 
it again, certainly he will do what he says; but it 
is altogether a personal matter; it depends upon 
his life—upon his coming here—upon this Senate 
continuing in time to come, to be exactly what it 
is to-day. The moment we go into the intention 
of Senators in regard to our legislation, we fall into 
the absurdity that the Senate is not only perma- 
nent as a body, but permanent in its constituent 
members—that they are always to sit here, and 
that having dqpe the thing once they will not do 
it again. . But we are to have successors, and God 
knows there have been examples enough to show 
that successors are not at all bound by any resolves 
of those who preceded them. As reasonable men 
we would be bound on a recurrence of the evil 
that now exists to apply the same remedy. That 
is the point of view in which I regard this question; 
and while I am ready to admit that every Senator 
will redeem his pledge and vote against it, I must 
say that it is only by virtue of his pledge he will 
be bound, because if this divorce of the Supreme 
Court from their duties in the States 1s an appro- 
ee remedy for a surcharged docket now, it must 

e the remedy in. all time to come. Just so often 
as there is a surcharged docket, this will be the 
remedy if we agree to it now. Here lies the diffi- 
culty. The danger is- in admitting this to be the 
appropriate remedy, thereby making it the remedy 
in any case which is to occur hereafter, until it 
become habitual, just as habitual as to pass the 
bill every year. Thus the application of this rem- 
edy will become a matter of course, till at last there 
will be a general law to divorce the Supreme Court 
from the States forever. 

For myself, 1 fook upon this one-year plan as 
the application for the wood which is to make the 
handle to the axe. Grant but a little bitof wood, 
and the whole forest will be cut down. Begin 
with these yearly instalments of relief, and where 
will you end? Fortified, strengthened, stimulated 
by this encouragement, that best of all argument, 
precedent, will be urged, and the separation of the 
Supreme Court from the States will be inevitable. 
That there is a great evil Ido not dispute, all ad- 
mitit. The docket is locked up, and the court 
cannot meet and despatch cases as they arisė. The 
question is, what is the appropriate remedy? In 
the first plate, I say that the remedy we propose 
to apply is a greater evil than the evil itself; and, 
secondly, that it is no remedy. The docket will be 
as it is at present, for we know that if we pass thjs 
bill, the appeals must be more numerous than here- 
tofore. I desire time for deliberation in order that 
the attention of the Judiciary Committee may be 
directed to the subject. I recollect very well that 
some years ago a judge of the Supreme Court told 
me that he could get on very well if it were not for 
the business of this district ; that there is very little 
limitation with respect to the cases arising here ; 
that the counsel and the parties all live here, and 
that the court is blocked up with the business of 
the District of Columbia, which there is no reason 
in the world to bring before it. It seems to me 
that there might be some additional limitations im- 
posed which would diminish the number of ap- 
peals; but I have not examined this subject for the 
purpose of ascertaining the appropriate remedy. 
can only express the belief that the evil may 
remedied without falling intoa far greater evil than 
the one of which we wish to get rid. I am in favor 
of a remedy ample and complete, or none at all. 
I am against the application of a little half-way 
remedy—a temporary instalment remedy—for I 
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believe it will be like all other instalment remedies, 
renewed until it become habitual. : 

The judges have separated—they have gone 
away—some of them are near the discharge of 
their duties in the circuit. I think it will be best, 
in all the circumstances, to recommit the bill, and 
as we have a long session before us, devote time 
and consideration to the subject; which may result 
in the application of a permanent and safe remedy, 
relieving us from the necessity of recurring year 
after year to a species of remedy, which, after all, 
does not meet the case, and produces a greater evil 
than that which it was designed to remove. 

Mr. BADGER. I feel great reluctance in rising 
to say anything on this bill. I see around me 
friends who are anxious for its passage, gentlemen 
whose wishes I delight to promote, and for whose 
deliberate judgment I entertain the highest respect. 
But I am deeply impressed with the conviction that 
the méasure now proposed for the action of the 
Senate is mischievous in its tendency. Without 
reference to the motives and considerations which 
have induced its introduction into Congress, and 
before I make two or three observations on the 
merits of the measure, as some gentlemen who 
have spoken on this subject have stated views in 
reference to this court in which { did not concur, 
permit me to say, that Iam, in every sense of the 
term, a friend of that court. I regard that institu- 
tion as one of the wisest provisions of the great 
charter of our liberties which our agcestors devised 
and transmitted to us. lam not opposed to the 
independent tenure of office by which. the judges 
occupy their seats on that bench. I look upon 
thatas the very provision of the Constitution of 
the United States which renders the court not only 
in the highest sense valuable, but which alone ren- 
ders it safe; and I should look with horror upon a 
tribunal of last resort, vested with such high pow- 
ers, if its members held their office by the tenure 
of Executive caprice or popular-passion and preju- 
dice. Neither am I opposed to this bill on the 
round that it may have been suggested by the 


eid s,and is intended to afford them relief. I 
shall al ways feel myself prompt and ready to afford 


any relief to the gentlemen who occupy a place 
upon that bench, provided it be in my judgment 
consistent with the public welfare; and other things 
being equal, it would be to mea strong recommend- 
ation of a measure that it was calculated to afford 
relief, and manifest a generous consideration on the 
part of Congress for those high functionaries, upon 
the efficient discharge of whose duties everything 
which is in the highest degree valuable to us as 
American citizens, in my opiniop, greatly depends. 
Still, I am opposed to this bill. lam i pei to 
it because I am a friend to the court. 1 am op- 
posed to it because I believe it to be the commence- 
ment of a system by which the moral influence 
and power of that court will ultimately be over- 
thrown; and it will remain either an incubus 
upon our institutions, pressing them with a weight 
injurious to the community, or perhaps produ- 
cing such a state of things in the public mind as 
ultimately to destroy the institution itself, or over- 
throw that independent tenure of office which to 
me is its highest recommendation. I have no 
doubt, sir, that the measure is sincerely brought 
forward simply as a temporary relief for an ad- 
mitted evil; that it is designed to operate only for 
a present emergency. But I believe the conse- 
quence of it will be—not the necessary and inevi- 
table, but the natural and probable consequence— 
the ultimate separation of the judges from their 
circuit duties. We are not to take this bill and 
look upon it as an isolated measure. This is not 
the first time, within a few years, that Congress 
has been called to act in reference to the accumu- 
lation -of business in that court and the means 
of relieving its docket. In June, 1844, Congress 


passed an act, having in view the same object, and: 


containing two provisions—the first directing that 
the term of the Supreme Court should commence, 
not on the second Monday in January, but on the 
first Monday in December, so as to add five weeks 
to the term of the court, and the second declarin 
that the judges of that court should be discharge 
from their obligation to attend two terms of the 
federal courts each year, and should thereafter be 
under an obligation to attend only one term each 
ear. Now, m my opinion, this second provision 
in the Jaw of 1844 involved an unwise alteration 
of the system. I believe that the great difficulty 
: with regard to the connection of the judges of the 
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Supreme Court with the circuits is, that they do 
not hold, and, from the nature of the case, owing 
to the extent of our country, cannot hold, circuit 
courts enough; and that, therefore, when Congress 
authorized a judge of that court to absent himself 
from one term in the year, they did much to im- 
pair the efficiency of the members of the Supreme 
Court. In my view, it is absolutely essential that 
the judges of every court of last resort should be 
judges constantly in the habit of trying causes in 
the court below. After all, whatever questions of 
admiralty law may fall under the jurisdiction of 
courts of the United States, the. most important 
part of their functions as judges consists in ad- 
ministering the old common law of England, as 
modified by the different States of this Union. 
Who formed that common law? Five or six gen- 
tlemen in their private chamber or public court at 
Westminster Hall? No! It was the result of the 
application of wise and intelligent minds to the 
practical operation of the rules they themselves 
first educed from the transactions of mankind, and 
then applied to regulate them. Does any one be- 
lieve that such a system as the common law could 
have been built up in any other way? If so, are 
we to trust to powers who occupy the highest sta- 
tion the great paramount authority of preserving, 
perpetuating, and defending these very principles 
which they were incapable of building up, isolated 
from the ordinary transactions of judicial businéss, 
and sitting in this Capitol to publish their decrees 
to the American people? I have said, that in my 
view, the relaxation afforded by the act of °44 was 
unwise and dangerous; but I have alluded to it 
now in order to show to what this course is tend- 
ing. Four years ago, Congress, for the purpose 
of facilitating the despatch of business, and ena- 
bling the court to reduce it to manageable bounds, 
added five weeks to the term of the court, and dis- 
charged the judges from sitting one term in the 
circuit courts. hat was the result? Was the 
docket relieved? Is the court now able to control 
its business? Why, we are now called upon to 
discharge the judges from the obligation to attend 
any court in their circuits for one year. They are 
now, by existing law, discharged from riding one 
of their circuits in the year; and now it is proposed 
to discharge them for one year from holding any 
jury courts whatever! 

I think that, in view of the past legislation of 
Congress, and of the consideration suggested by 
the Senator from Missouri, there is every reason 
to believe that at the next session of Congress the 
necessity for further relaxation will not only not 
be removed or diminished, but will be increased and 
more strongly urged as a reason for a continuance of 
relief. If aprale be so numervus now, when the 
circuits below do have occasionally two judges for 
the purpose of hearing and deciding important 
causes, what may we expect when, for a whole 
year, the determination of every cause, important 
or unimportant, involving whatever amount of 
property, or whatever perplexing question, will be 
thrown, by the necessity of the case, on a single 
judge? I think that in every important cause 
there will be a writ of error or appeal to the Su- 
preme Court; and that twelve months hereafter 
you will have just as much reason, nay, greater 
reason, for the passage of a special law. 

Then, as I apprehend, if Congress act consist- 
ently, applying this remedy from year to year, 
toties quoties, it must come to this, that we shall 
have these gentlemen as judges of the Supreme 
Court of appeals, not mingling with the ordinary 
transactions of business—not accustomed to the 
s forensic strepitus” in the courts below—not see- 
ing the rules of evidence practically applied to the 
cases before them—not enlightened upon the laws 
of the several States, which they have finally to 
administer here, by the discussion of able and 
learned counsel in the courts below—not seen by 
the people of the United States—not known and 
recognized by them—not touching them as it were 
in the administration of their high offiice—not felt, 
and understood, and realized as part and parcel of 
this great popular Government; but sitting here 
alone—becoming philosophical] and speculative in 
their inquiries as to law—becoming necessarily 
more and more dim as to the nature of the law of 
the various States, from want of familiar and daily 
connection with them—unseen, final arbiters of 
justice, issuing their decrees as it were from a se- 
cret chamber—moving invisibly amongst us, as far 
as the whole community is concerned; and, in my 


judgment, losing in fact fhe ability to discharge 
their duties as well as that responsive confidence of 
the people, which adds so essentially to the sanc- 
tion of all the acts of the officers of Government. 

These are the consequences to which, in my 
judgment, the measure tends. I am_ willing, 
promptly and cheerfully, to extend to the judges, 
for their own benefit, and at their own request, any 
reasonable indulgence and relaxation which may 
not be inconsistent with the public good. But the 
gentlemen who advocate this measure say, here is 
an evil, and we propose to remedy it by special 
legislation. Now, it has been well said in ancient 
fable, that when the aid of Hercules was suppli- 
cated by the unfortunate wagoner, the answer 
which the god gave was, “lay your own shdulder 
to the wheel, and if, after putting forth your own 
powers, you find yourself not adequate to the 
emergency, then Hercules will help you.” I ap- 
prehend that the court has no right to expect or 
ask any special legislation until after it has put 
its own shoulder to the wheel—until it has fairly - 
applied all the powers with which it is vested by 
law, in order to accomplish this desirable result. 
Now, has the court done so? What occasions 
this accumulation of business? During a session 
of upwards of ninety days the court decided, as the 
Senator from Arkansas informs us, about forty 
cases. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Upwards of fifty cases. 

Mr. BADGER. My friend from Kentucky 
says, from the statement of the clerk, upwards of 
fifty cases have been decided. I imagine that the 
two statements are quite reconcilable. The clerk 
puts down all the cases that have gone off the 
docket; several cases being involved in one opin- 
ion, and some merely docketed and dismissed. 
Why were not there more cases disposed of? We 
are all somewhat familiar with the manner in which 
cases are argued in that court. Now, Lord Bacon 
has informed us in one of his essays—and no man 
understood better, theoretically, than he the du- 
ties of a judge, whatever might have been his prac- 
tical discharge of those duties—that one of the 
offices of a judge was, ‘‘to moderate length, repe- 
tition, and impertinence of speech,” using the lat- 
ter term of course in its original and appropriate 
signification, not as meaning insolence, but irrele- 
vancy. Now, has that remedy been applied by 
the court? Has the court taken upon itself the re- 
sponsibility which it ought to have exercised, in 
order to prevent a waste of the public time by 
those who happen to gain the ear of the court a 
little earlier, in debate, indulging in idle and frivo- 
lous discussion, felt by the court themselves to be 
totally immaterial to the decision of the cause? 
Has the court been careful to prevent discussion 
of questions which might be regarded as axiom- 
atic in this country—dissertations or scholastic 
essays, like those delivered to young men prosce 
cuting their studies in a lawyer’s office, in the ex- 
pectation of obtaining a license? It is quite familiar 
to us all, that in a case which attracted some atten- 
tion, one of the learned counsel occupied an entire 
day for the purpose of demonstrating this very dif- 
ficult proposition in America, that the people are 
sovereign; and then pursued his argument on the 
second day by endeavoring to make out the ex- 
tremely difficult conclusion from the first proposi- 
tion, that being sovereign they had a right to frame 
their own constitution! Well, now, if the court 
sit quietly while gentlemen, from whatever motive, 
either to gain distinction from an exhibition of 
their polemical powers, capacity for didactic dis- 
cussion, or any other reason, occupy the attention 
of the court with such discussions, what hope, - 
what expectation can be entertained, that this bill 
‘will supply any remedy for the evil of a surcharged 
docket? 7 

I have no doubt, if the court had ‘met on the 
lst of December, with the resolute purpose of con- 
fining the argument of counsel to the questions on 
record, and refusing to listen to any discussion of 
any points which the court considered to be clear 
and settled, that instead of deciding forty cases, the 
court might have decided one hundred and forty. 
Gentlemen around me know, that we belong toa 
profession exceedingly discursive, and that when 
we have looked into a subject, and imagine that 
we can make a display, we are very apt to occupy 
time without consideration of the just claims of 
those who are to come after us. 

A Senator, (in his seat.) And abuse the court 
if they stop us! 
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Mr. BADGER. Yes, and abuse the court if it 
administer even a gentle admonition. But I ask, 
why was the Supreme Court made independent as 
regards the tenure of office, and the salaries of its 
judges placed above control? Surely, that it might 

e Independent, I mean to cast no di Urara upon 
the court; far from it. I am aware that the duty 
to which I have just alluded is one of great deli- 
cacy. I can readily appreciate the reluctance with 
which the court would ‘interpose this rightful 
_ power—this unpleasing remedy; and, therefore, if 
the court had time, I would have no objection to 
their amiable sufferance of irrelevant discussion. 
If they could dispose of their business, I have no 
objection to their allowing gentlemen to occupy 


days in demonstrating that the whole is equal to. 


all the parts, or that things that are equal to the 
same thing are equa! to one another, or any other 
grave and difficult question. But here is a case in 
which the public are interested, in which it is not 
the time of the court that is occupied, but the time 
of the suitors, whose cases are delayed, and whose 
interests suffer. I insist that in such a case it is 
the duty of the court to lay aside all considerations 
of personal courtesy, and—not with rudeness, for 
that never oan be the duty of the judge, but with 
moderation, firmness, and decision—to inform 
counsel that the time of the court must be cer 
applied to the business betore them. Independ- 
ently of the consideration which I have stated, 
that, in my view, the natural and probable result 
of the adoption of this measure will be the ultimate 
discharge of the judges from attendance on circuit 
altogether, which I would look upon as fatal to the 
usefulness and moral influence: of the court, I ob- 
ject that this is an application to Congress for a 
special act of legislation to apply a special remedy 
for a special grievance; and before we shall enter- 
tain favorably such an application, it ought first 
to be shown that the ordinary remedies placed in 
the hands of the tribunal have been resorted to, 
and have proved inefficient. Now, so far from 
that being the case in the present instance, give me 
leave to say, that all are perfectly aware that the 
court has interposed no such authority to shorten 
needless debate and enable them to dispose of the 
cases on their docket. But, sitting there, and gain- 
ing universal favor by allowing everybody to talk 
ad libitum, they are obliged to seek this special act 
discharging them from circuit duty for a year, in 
order to sit here and accomplish in that time the 
business which 1 have no doubt could have been 
disposed of in the four months in which the court 
was in session. l 

Believing, then, that the experiment is a danger- 
ous one, on account of the consequences which 
may flow from it, and believing that, at all events, 
it is an application for an act of special legislation, 
to afford special relief when the ordinary powers 
of the court, if exercised, would have enabled them 
to discharge their duty without the necessity of 
special legislation, I, for one, cannot vote for the 
measure now before the Senate. 

Mr. PHELPS. I regard this judicial system 
which has been in operation some fifty years, and 
with avery slight interruption ever since the organi- 
zation of the Government, as the best that can be 
devised for the General Government and for the 
pore: I deprecate as much as the Senator from 

orth Carolina, or any other gentleman on this 
floor, the separation of the judges of the Supreme 
Court from their circuit duties. - The consideration 
that the separation of the judges of the Supreme 
Court from their circuit duties would operate very 
much to the prejudice of the country, © not to 
be overlooked. I have had my fears, however, 
that this system, admirable as it is, would have to 
be abandoned; and that apprehension has been 
founded upon the fact, that in the first place, the 
judges have not time to attend to their circuit duties; 
and that, in the second place, the docket of the 
Supreme Court had become so loaded, that the 
business of the court cannot be despatched—the 
very evil which I apprehended as likely to grow 
out of the extension of our territory, and the utter 
impracticability of having the duties of the circuit 
court discharged by such a number of judges as 
would be proper to be congregated here. If you 
increase the number of the judges of the Supreme 
Court with a view to enable them to discharge all 
the duties of the circuit courts, you have a court 
too numerous. On the other hand, they cannot, 
af they be limited to their present number, dis- 
charge the duties of the circuit courts. What is 
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to be done? Some remedy must be applied. In 
my humble judgment, we have this alternative 
before us: we must either afford temporary relief, 
or abandon the system altogether.. This is the 
issue presented. Well, not being disposed to 
abandon the system—preferring to retain it, and 
for the very considerations suggested by other 
Senators—] desire to apply some remedy to relieve 
the court from the accumulation of business here. 
In my judgment, if an extra session of this court 
can dispose of this accumulation of business, the 
court can attend in future to the ordinary discharge 
of its duties. If this be not done, what is the re- 
sult? Why, if the docket of this court is allowed 
to accumulate and increase from year to year, and 
the community becomes satisfied that the business 
of the court cannot be despatched, we are driven 
irresistibly to the very measure which gentlemen 
deprecate—the separation of the court from the 
States. In these circumstances there is but one 
alternative—we must either change the system, or 
we must adopt some temporary measure of relief. 
I am decidedly of opinion that we should resort to 
some measure of temporary relief, and preserve the 
system. It is really a choice of evils, and I prefer 
that course which looks to temporary relief, rather 
than that which must result in an entire change of 
the system. As to the recommendation of the 
Senator from North Carolina, I have only to say, 
that it is easy to talk on this floor about the man- 
ner in which the judges should discharge their 
duties. I confine myself to the subject before us, 
and allow the judges to go on in their own way. 

Here a motion to adjourn was put and lost. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. What, let me ask, is the 
condition of the law now? ‘The judges of the Su- 
preme Court may continue in session throughout 
the whole year, can they not? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, (in his seat.) 
Certainly. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. There is no limit to the 
session of the court except what their own discre- 
tionimposes. By law the courtcan now sit through- 
out the whole year, so long as there is any business 
before them. What does this bill propose to do? 
It says, ‘and the business of the Supreme Court 
shall receive the undivided attention of thecourt for 
one year.” They can then obtain this relief by the 
law as it now stands. But if we order them todo 
what they can do without an order, lo and behold, 
infinite danger results to the whole system, and 
the Chamber is filled with grave alarms! I admit 
that it is wise to be jealous. But that jealous wis- 
dom must have its limit. What do gentlemen fear? 
If they apprehend evil, why not change the law 
now? Gentlemen fear a consequence which exists 
only in their own argument. Does anybody de- 
sire this consequence? Do not all deprecate it and 
disclaim it? And yet gentlemen are greatly alarm- 
ed at the tendency of this measure—a tendency 
which they have in their own hands! In this case, 
literally, men flee when no one pursueth. I hope 
that the vote may now be taken. 

Mr. FOOTE. Until the debate occurred to which 
we have just listened, I confess that I was decided- 
ly favorable to the passage of this bill. But some 
objections to its becoming a law have been po 
red which are too cogent to be resisted; and [ shall, 
contrary to my first inclinations, vote against it. 
The merits of the bill have been so fully debated, 
that nothing which I could now say would aid the 
Senate in coming to a wise decision -or it. 
I shall, therefore, content myself with responding 
to a single suggestion which has just fallen from 
the Senator from Vermont. That gentleman seems 
to be particularly horrified at certain animadver- 
sions in which honorable Senators have indulged 
touching the conduct of those who preside in the 
Supreme Court of the Union. He appears to be 
of opinion that we ought not, under any circum- 
stances, to find fault with theaction of a codrdinate 
department of the Government, and especially with 
the judicial department. The Senator may or may 
not be right in the general doctrine which he as- 
serts; and yet it is most evident to me, that if any 
one of the three departments of Government de- 
creed by the Constitution to be separate and inde- 
pendent of each other, should be allowed to inter- 
fere with the action of another in any case, the 
exception to the general rule should be admitted in 
favor, either of the Legislative or Executive, in 
preference to the Judiciary. Nor do I imagine that 
there will be much difference of opinion as to the 
correctness of this proposition among Senators who 
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attach sufficient importance to the fact, that the 
judges of the Supreme Court are appointed (not 
elected, either by the people or otherwise) for life, 
and are only responsible to the country through 
the medium of impeachment—a proceeding long 
since ascertained to be wholly inefficient for the 
purpose of punishing an unworthy judicial func- 
tionary. The occasion is not such as to allow of 
my objecting in form to the mode in which the 
members of the Supreme Court of the Union are 
appointed to their high stations, or to their peculiar 
tenure of office, which induced .Mr. Jefferson to 
declare this tribunal to be a solecism in our sys- 
tem. I shall not now undertake to review the 
history of the court for the purpose of showing 
how deadly the tendency of its decisions has gen- 
erally been to what we call republican principles. 
I shall confine my observations to a single act of 
one of the judges of the Supreme Court, of very 
recent perpetration, which I had hoped would have 
been long since suitably noticed, and denounced by 
some other member of this body of more weight and 
influence in the country,than myself; but which 
having heretofore escaped revision here, I shall 
take leave now to remark upon. Sir, one of the 
judges of the Supreme Court has lately takenit 
upon himself, whilst the country was engaged in 
war with a neighboring nation, to throw the whole 
weight of his personal character and official influ- 
ence against his own Government, and in favor of 
the public enemy. He has declared the war with 
Mexico unjust, cruel, and unchristian. He has done 
more: he has undertaken to dictate to Congress as 
to the legislation proper to be adopted in relation 
to this war, and has recommended measures such 
as would have disgraced the nation, and which no 
true friend to his country in either House of Con- 
gress could ever have sanctioned. He hag urged 
that no supplies should be granted for the support 
of our army in Mexico—that no authority should 
be given to Congress for the issuance of treasur 
notes, so that the Government might be compelled, 
if the war should be continued, to resort to the 
most grinding taxation; and thus, by the influence 
of serious suffering upon our people, to constrain 
them to demand of the President the recall of our 
brave troops from Mexico, and the termination of 
the war, without such indemnity for the past and 
security for the future as can alone secure the na- 
tional honor. Sir, I have no words strong enough 
to express the contempt which I feel for such sen- 
timents as this judicial functionary has dared to 
avow. I know not which most to condemn, the 
unpatriotic views which he has promulged, or his 
unblushing audacity in attempting to dictate to 
Congress as to the course proper to be pursued.at 
this delicate and difficult juncture of our affairs.. It 
is certain that he has been guilty of a high offence 
against public decency—that he has expressed sén- 
timents which, if acted out, would consign him to 
the scaffold as a traitor to his country—that he has 
soiled, and deeply soiled, the pure ermine of jus- 
tice with which he stands invested—that he has 
shown himself anything but a true American in 
heart, and a wretched devotee to faction in its 
worst and most accursed form. I will not say 
that his conduct has been precisely as bad as that’ 
of the notorious Arnold, but I do say that our pub- 
lic councils have been profaned by insidious ha- 
rangues that Lucius Cataline himself would have 
been ashamed to pronounce; and even the high 
tribunal where a Marshall was once seen to preside 
with a majestic dignity which acknowledged no 
affinity with the low feelings of partisan warfare, 
has been so discredited by a Presidency-seeking 
official, that neither gentleman nor patriot can con- 
sent hereafter to be elevated to the noblest and 
most sacred office in the Republic, without feeling 
that he is disgraced even by the attempt to advance 


im. 

Mr. DOWNS. I confess I agree with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, that much of the evil 
that we complain of might be remedied by the 
court itself, still I think it is necessary that the bill 
should pass. It is not an act for the relief of the 
court, but for the relief of those who are engaged 
in litigation before that court—for the relief of the 
people of the United States. It is said that if this 
measure be not adopted, another measure will be 
brought forward that will remedy the evil. I shall 
be happy to see a remedy applied, and I see an 
opportunity now for the adoption of a remedy. 

here is in my State a large amount of property 
in litigation. A case was carried to the Supreme 
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Court before the act of 1844 was passed, involving 
some hundred thousand acres of land, and it still 


remains undecided; how many years more it will. 


take, I do not know. The delay has become 
positively intolerable. But if the court could be 
allowed to sit through the year, the docket might 
be cleared off, and we should then have time to 
adopt such measures as may be necessary to pre- 
vènt a recurrence of the evil. 

Mr. CALHOUN. Irise simply to state, in a 
very few words, the reasons that will govern me, 
in giving my vote on this occasion. It must be 
admitted on all sides, that this is intended-to be 
only a temporary measure, and that the present 
system ought to be continued. I believe this is 
the general impression; such is mine, very strong- 
ly. This bill ıs presented on the ground, that the 
cases upon the docket have so accumulated, that 
it requires an extraordinary law—to relieve the 


judges from their circuit duties for one year—in 


order to clear them off. Well, what possible assu- 
rance have we, that at the end of the year the same 
reason will not exist for enacting such a law for the 
next year? It appears to me that we are inverting 
the order of things. The first object should be to 
adopt some measure that would prevent the accu- 
mulation of cases in future, and- then some measure 
for disposing of those which now exist. But pro- 
ceeding as we are, it appears to me, it wil: be tanta- 
mount—without intending it to be so—to a perma- 
nent change in the circuit system. * Now, I believe 
there are very few Senators prepared for this; I 
believe the judges themselves are not. We have 
ample time during the remaining part of the ses- 
sion—it will probably last three months, yet I 
should be very glad to think it would terminate in 
three—surely this will furnish ample opportunity 
to theeJudiciary Committee, or if that committee 
be overloaded with business, to a select committee 
to take the subject into consideration, and propose 
some measure that will prove an effectual remedy 
for the evil that is complained of. 

Mr. DAYTON. The Judiciary Committees in 
both Houses have had the subject under considera- 
tion. A bill has been reported, and is now before 


‘the House of Representatives; but any bill that is 


` passed should be a. bill calculated to sweep away 


the accumulation of the cases with which the docket 
of the Supreme Court is now lengthened. The 
must be disposed of irrespective of any bill for the 
regulation of the Judiciary hereafter. | 
r. CALHOUN. I was not aware that there 
was a bill before the House relating to this subject; 
but that being the case, it is a reason why this bill 
should lie upon the table until that bill passes. Let 
us apply first the general remedy, and then adopt 
any additional measure that may be necessary. 


‘Being strongly desirous that the system should 


not be changed, and fearing that this bill if adopt- 
ed will change it, I feel myself compelled to vote 
against it. | 

The question was then taken on the engrossment 
of the bill, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Breese, Butler, Crittenden, Dayton, 
Downs, Greene, Hannegan, Johnson of Maryland, Manguin, 


Mason, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, Underwood, and Up- 
ham—17. 


NAYS—Messrs. Alien, Ashley, Badger, Bagby, Benton, 
Cahoun,. Dan of Misisippi, Dickinaon, Dix, Douglas, 
aes LL phone eas on, Lewis, Niles, Spruance, Tur- 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported a bill to authorize the issuing a register to 
the American brig Palmetto, which, by unanimous 
consent, was considered, went through its several 
readings, and was passed. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Executive business, and, after a short time, the 
doors were reopened. 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjo i i 
meet on Monday. journs, it adjourn to 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
| SATURDAY, April 8, 1848. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, asked the 
House to take up the joint resolution of the Senate 
tendering the congratulations of the United States 
to the French people. Objected to. 

On motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecti- 
cut, the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole, (Mr. Gocem, of Virginia, in the chair ) 
and took up the private calendar. 

The first bill taken up was for the relief of Jobn 


W. Hockett. It was debated by Messrs. DANIEL 
and SMITH of Illinois, and was laid aside to be 
reported. ) 

The bill for the relief of James Glynn and others, 
next came up. Mr. BOWLIN opposed and Mr. 
SCHENCK (who reported it from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs) advocated the bill. It was laid 
aside to be reported. 

The joint resolution for the relief of J. Melville 
Gillis and others was then taken up. Mr. BOW- 
LIN moved that the resolution be reported, witha 
recommendation thatit do not pass. Mr. STAN- 
TON and Mr. SCHENCK briefly advocated, and 
Mr. BOWLIN briefly opposed, the resolution. 
The motion of Mr. Bow in was rejected, and the 
bill was laid aside to be reported. 

The bill tor the reliefof Charles Reeder, Walter 
R. Johnson, and the legal representatives of Thos. 


P. Jones, deceased, next came up; and, after de-- 


bate by Messrs. FICKLIN and STANTON— 

Mr, BOWLIN moved an amendment, to add a 
proviso that no compensation should be made for 
service subsequent to the 10th January, 1844, and 
advocated his amendment. Mr. STANTON op- 
posed it. 

The question being taken, the amendment of 
Mr. Bow Lin was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved an amendment, 
to strike out the provision that the compensation 


should be made at the rate agreed upon by the 


Hon. A. P. Upshur, the Secretary of the Navy, 
and insert a provision that “ reasonable compen- 
sation should be allowed not exceeding $100 per 
month.”’ 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, opposed the 
amendment. 

The question being taken, Mr. Coss’s. amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported. 

On motion, the committee rose and reported their 
action on the aboveseveral bills to the House, when 
it was concurred- in, and the bills were respectively 
read a third time and passed, with the exception 
of the joint resolution for the relief of J. Melville 
Gillis, which was not acted on, Mr. SAWYER 
opposing it, and desiring it to be laid over. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, asked the 
general consent to take up and refer a Senate bill 
lying on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, and others objected, 
unless all the bills on the Speaker’s table could be 
taken up in their order. ` 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and mentorials were presented, 
under the rule, and referred : 

By Mr. MACLAY : The petition of many citizens of the 
city of New York, tor the abolition of the sale of the public 
lands, and for granting farms to actual and destitute occu- 
pants only. Also,a petition of many citizens of the United 
States, for the purchase of Mount Vernon by the Govern- 
ment. 

By Mr. CRANSTON : The petition of Charles Holden and 
93 merchants, and others interested, praying Congress to con- 
struct a breakwater at Nantucket, Massacuusetts. 

By Mr. PEASLEE: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Dover, New Hampshire, praying Congress to extend to the 
widows of officers and soldiers of the late war with Great 
Britain the provisions of ali laws in furce granting pensions 
to the widows of officers and soldiers of the revolutionary 


war. 

By Mr. TUCK: The petition of D. M. Kelsey and 322 
other citizens of Raudolph, Washington, Marion, Perry, aud 
Jackson counties, Ilinois, praying that Congress will repeal 
all laws authorizing slavery in the District of Columbia, and 
will enact Jaws prohibiting the inter-State slave trade, and 
will reénact the principles of the ordinance of 1487 in re- 
gard to slavery in the Territories. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: The petition of H. R. Schoolcraft, 
W. H. Brockway, and others, for a military road from the 
pei in the State of Michigan to Sault Ste. Marie, in said 

tate. 
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-~ Monpay, April 10, 1848. 

The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 

Mr. GOGGIN introduced certain amendments 

to the bill to regulate the foreign mail service; 

which were laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 


Mr. BOYD rose and said he hoped that, by gen- 
eral consent, the House would now take up and 
dispose of the bills and joint resolutions from the 
Senate on the Speaker’s table. If any objection 
was made, he should move to suspend the rules 
for that purpose. 
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Objection being made, Mr. B. made the motion, 
and demanded the yeas and nays thereon; which 
were ordered, and being taken, resulted: Yeas 93, 
nays 79, as follows: - 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bingham, Bird- 
eall, Bocock, Bowdon; Bowlin, Boyd, Bridges, Brodhead, 
William G. Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Chase, 
Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb,*Collins, Cummins, Diekinson, Dunn, Edeall, 
Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, French, Fries, Fulton, Willard 
P. Hall, Haralson, Henley, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, 
Iverson, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James H. 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, 
Kennon, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence; Leffler, Lincoln, Lord, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McCiernand, McDowell, 
McKay, Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, Murphy, 
Nicoll, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Pollock, 
Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Sawyer, Simpson, 
Sims, Rebert Smith, Stanton, Starkweathcr, Charles E. 
Stuart, Strong, Thomas, James Thompson, Willian Thomp- 
son, Thurston, Turner, Venable, Wentworth, Wick, Wiley, 
and Williams—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashmun, Blanchard, 
Botts, Boydon, Brady, Buckner, Cabell, Canby, Chapman, 
Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, 
Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Eckert, Edwards, 
Embree, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Freedtey, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Goggin, Gregory, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, Hammons, 
Haskell, Henry, Hilliard, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, John W. Jones, Kellogg, T. 
Butler King, Levin, McIlvaine, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, 
Nelson, Nes, Palfrey, Pendleton, Preston, Putnam, Julius 
Rockwell, John A. Roekwell, Root, Rumsey, St. John, 
Shepperd, Sherrill, Silvester, Caleb B. Smith, Truman 
Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Tallmadge, 
Taylor, Thibodeaux, Richard W. Thompson, Toombs, Tuck, 
Van Dyke, Vinton, and Warren—79. 


Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, 
rules were not suspended. i 


FRENCH REVOLUTION. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, said he 
hoped the House would this morning, by common 
consent, take up and dispose of the joint resolution 
from the Senate tendering the congratulations of 
the American to the French people. It would take 
but little time, he said, to dispose of it. If objection 
was made, he should move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, appealed to Mr. Stew- 
ART to include in his motion the joint resolution to 
authorize the Secretary ofthe Navy to contract for 
American water-rotted hemp. 

Mr. STEWART declined. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, inquired 
whether his colleague intended to call the previous 
question on the resolution ? 

Mr. STEWART replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. THOMPSON, (continuing his sentence.) 
If he did not, he (Mr. T.) should object. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Do [I understand the gentle- 
man to give notice that he will call the previous 
uestion on the resolution? If he does, I object. 

The SPEAKER stated that the joint resolution, 
like all others, must have three readings. 

Mr. ASHMUN said, he had no objection to 
taking up the resolution, if opportunity was allow- 
ed for debate. He, however, finally waived his 
objection, remarking that he would take his chance 
for the floor when it came up. 

Objection being made from other quarters— 

Mr. STEWART moved a suspension of the 
rules. 

Thé yeas and nays were asked and ordered, 
and, being taken, resulted: Yeas 165, nays 10, as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ashmun, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, Bocock, Bow- 
don, Bowlin, Boyd, Bridges, Brodhead, William G. Brown, 
Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cabell, Canby, 
Catheart, Chapman, Chase, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. 
Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cocke, Col- 
lins, Conger, Crowell, Crozier, Cummins, Dickey, Dickin- 
son, Dixon, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, 
Eckert, Edsall, Edwards, Embree, Nathan Evans, Faran, 
Featherston, Ficklin, Freedley, French, Fries, Fulton, Gid- 
dings, Goggin, Gregory, Hale, Willard P. Hall Nathan K. 
Hall, Hammons, James G. Hampton, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Haskell, Henley, Henry, Hill, Hilliard, George S. Houston, 
Hubbard, Hunt, Inge, Jos. R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Iverson, Jack- 
son, Jameson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James H. Johnson, 
George W. Jones, John W. Jones, Kaufman, Kellogg, Ken- 
non, Thomas B. King, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, 
Levin, Ligon, Lincoln, Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClel- 
land, McClernand, McDowell, McIivaine, McKay, McLane, 
Mann, Marvin, Meade, Miller, Morehead, Morris, Morse, 
Murphy, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Nicoll, Palfrey, Peasice, Peck, 
Petrie, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Pollock, Preston, Richardson, 
Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Rumsey, St. John, Sawyer, Shepperd, Sherrill, Silves- 
ter, Simpson, Sims, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Truman. 
Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, 
Charles E. Stuart, Strohm, Strong, Tallmadge, Taylor, 
Thibodeaux, ‘homas, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, 
Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, William Thomp- 
son, Thurston, Tuck, Turner, Van Dyke, Venable, Warren, 
Wentworth, Wick, Wiley, Williams, and Woodward—l6p. 

NAYS—Messrs. Botts, Boydon, Brady, Buckner, Cran- 
ston, Henry, Marsh, Root, Toombs, and Vinton~10. 
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. The rules being suspended— 

The resolutions were taken up, and read a first 
time by their title. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved the 
previous question. : . 

Mr. ASHMUN said the resolutions had not 
been read. He called for their reading before any 
action was taken upon them. í 

The SPEAKER said, the resolutions having 
been read the first time, the previous question, 
being moved, would apply to the second reading. 

The previous question was seconded, and, under 
its operation, the resolutions were read a second 
time by their title. 

The question being on the third reading— 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, called for 
the reading of the entire resolutions; which were 
read for information, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That in the name and behalf of the Ameri- 
can people, the congratulations of Congress are hereby ten- 
dered to the people of France upon the success of their 
recent efforts to consolidate the principles of liberty in a 
republican form of government. 

And be it further resolved, That the President of the Uni- 
ted States be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit this 
resolution to the American minister at Paris, with instruc- 
tions to present it to the French Government. 


Mr. ASHMUN said: When resolutions were 
presented to this House, some days since, on the 
game subject, by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Cummins,] that gentleman stated that the’ resolu- 
tions were drawn by himself, although they ap- 

ared here in the form of a newspaper article. 

Mr. CUMMINSasked the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to yield the floor that he might explain. 

Mr. ASHMUN yielded accordingly. 

Mr. CUMMINS then stated that he drew the 
resolutions as originally presented without the in- 
fluence of, or consultation with, anybody. 

Mr. ASHMUN said he had so stated. He had 
said that the gentleman from Ohio claimed to have 
drawn them originally, although they appear here 
asa newspaper paragraph, from which it was but 
reasonable to infer that they had been made use of 
elsewhere. - 

Mr. CUMMINS. Never! never! 

Mr. ASHMUN understood the gentleman from 
Ohio had offered them here on a previous occasion. 


.. Mr. CUMMINS again explained. Those reso- 


lutions were originally drawn up by himself, to be 

resented to this House. Nobody saw them but 

imself. When resolution day arrived, he pre- 
sented them, but they were objected to, and the 
reporters published them as resolutions offered but 
not received. As they were not received, he got 
them back, that he might offer them again when a 
proper time should arrive; and until they were 
offered, nobody saw them but himself. 

Mr. ASHMUN was satisfied with the gentle- 
man’s explanation. He had not intended to spend 
a moment’s breath on that subject; but that they 
came from the gentleman from Ohio, and not from a 
standing eommittee of this House—a fact which 
had elicited some remarks from the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. BayLy]—induced him to move an 
amendment. Now, these resolutions come to the 
House in a different form. They come from the 
Senate, another branch of this Government; and 
they @re not, therefore, subject to the criticism 
which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Barty] 
made on those of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Cummins] some days ago. They now stand in a 
different position, and they come here entitled toa 
more respectful consideration. On the previous 
occasion to which he had referred, the resolutions 
came neither from the Senate nor from the Exec- 
utive,nor were they based on any Executive mes- 


sage, nor yet had they had the consideration of a- 


standing committee of this House; and, conse- 
quently, they were not entitled to the same con- 
sideration that the resolutions now before the 
House were entitled to. With these views he had 
moved the amendment which had brought down 
upon him the remarks and denunciations of several 
gentlemen on this floor. But for the course which 

entlemen had taken in those remarks he should 

ave been silent. He should have been content to 
have had the vote taken on his amendment, or on 
the proposition to refer them to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, that that committee might 
report them back in such form as they, in their 
judgment, might think proper. But he was free to 
say, that he deemed those resolutions, as they were 
pions to this House, even now premature. 

here was no man that would more rejoice than 
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himself to see a republican form of government 
consolidated in France. No man on this floor 
wpuld more gladly mingle his voice with others in 
congratulations, if. he could see France maintain 
her rights, and nat France alone, but all the people 
of Europe. He should rejoice to see civil liberty 
pren throughout the whole world; and when, 

y their exertions, the oppressed throughout the 
world shall have achieved their liberties and assert- 
ed their rights, he should be ready to join with the 
foremost in the expression of their congratulations. 

Mr. A. confessed that he objected to the resolu- 
tions of the gentleman from Ohio the other day; 
and he hesitated to concur in the proceedings con- 
templated this day, because France has not yet 
achieved republican liberty. They had been told 
that a republican government had been formed in 
France; that it had been already achieved, and 
was now existing. The President of the United 
States, in his message to Congress, had announced 
the fact, ‘that France had been suddenly trans- 
formed into a republic.” The President must 
have singular ideas of what constitutes a republi- 
can government. Indeed, his conduct as the Exec- 
utive of our own Union, in his frequent usurpation 
of power, gave room to doubt whether he well un- 
derstood the true spirit of republicanism. But how 
was the present Government of France establish- 
ed? Where was the charter of that Government? 
Where was its constitution? Everybody who had 
read the proceedings in France knew that the pre- 
sent Government was formed by the introduction 
of a mob into the Chamber of Deputies. In the 
midst of turbulence, a soldier took a bayonet, 
and, piercing a piece of paper with names upon it, 
held it up, and, with a shout, the names on that 
paper were proclaimed to be the Government. 
Such was the history of the yansaction. That 
was the charter of France at the present moment. 
It was a bayonet government. It was not a gov- 
ernment established by the exercise of constitu- 
tional liberty. The power of France was exercised 
by a few gentlemen; but where was the charter to 
limit their power? It did not exist. On the con- 
trary, the papers of this morning brought the in- 
telligence, in a document issued by the Minister 
of the Interior, that those few individuals were 
sovereign and independent, and that their own dis- 
cretion was the limit of their power. In sucha 
case, then, might it not be that the same power 
which constituted them the Government of France 
might turn them out, and put others in their place? 
He denied, then, that France had achieved repub- 
lican liberty. It was nothing less than an arbitrary 
despotism at present. It was true that yesterday, 
(Sunday,) the ninth of April, was appointed for 
the election of nine hundred French delegates; and 
if they have succeeded, may look forward to the 
organization of a national legislature; but, until 
that has been done, he confessed that, individually, 
he had no sanguine hopes of the result. 

At the head of the present Government of France 
there were gentlemen of the highest character and 
the greatest purity, but there were others that he 
feared. He was, therefore, induced to pause. If 
France should establish for herself a constitutional 
republic, he should greatly rejoice, and he should 
be willing to see this House recognizing a govern- 
ment by which the inalienable rights of man were 
maintained. He was understood to say, (though 
throughout his remarks he was very imperfectl 
heard,) that in the altered circumstances in whic 
these resolutions came before them, he should vote 
for them without renewing the amendment he sub- 
mitted to the resolutions of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Cummins;] for he was ready to admit 
that he wished to see resolutions of this kind not 
only cheerfully but unanimously adopted. He, 
however, should avail himself of this opportunity 
to make some remarks in reply to the attacks 
which his amendment had brought down upon 
him from the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bay- 
Ly] and others. France, in the incipient stages of 
her new Government, had given reason to hope 
that she would emancipate the slaves in her colo- 
nies, and that there would be there no slavery nor 
involuntary servitude, except for crime. For con- 

ratulating France on that auspicious movement 

e had been most unsparingly denounced. First, 
however, the indignation of the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Bay.ty] was poured out upon the 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Gippives;] but it was 
afterwards transferred to himself, and he with 
pleasure accepted it, and promised that he should 
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not return it in the same temper, although he should 
speak with the most perfect freedom. He claimed 
to live under a republican government, where all 
were entitled to equal privileges and equal righta, 
and, as a member of this House, he claimed the 
right freely to discuss any topic that came legiti- 
mately within their action; and the gentleman from 
Virginia greatly mistook his chayacter if he sup- 
posed that either denunciation or coarse abuse 
could deter him from the’exercise of his rights. He 
sympathized with the downtrodden humanity of 
France, and the expression of his sympathy was 
the exercise of a legitimate right when such reso- 
lutions were before this body. Why, the resolu- 
tions of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Cummms] 
might be a pe to contemplate the precise object 
which he had in view in preparing his amendment. 
The gentleman from Ohio, in his third resolution, 
expressed the hope that the downtrodden human- 
ity of France might succeed in breaking down all 
forms of tyranny and oppression; and what was 
that but a prayer that slavery shall cease? Did the 
gentleman from Ohio, or the gentleman from Vir- 
inia, or any other gentleman, say that the three 
undred thousand slaves that exist in the French 
West India islands were not downtrodden human- 
ity? If those gentlemen did deny it, he would ask 
their attention to a description given of it by a 
gentleman who now held, a high position in the 
new. Government of France. He desired them to 
listen to what M. Lamartine, the French Minister 
of Foreign Affairs, had said of it in a well-known 
book which he had published. Es 

Mr. Asumun here read the following extract 
from a work of M. de Lamartine, entitled ‘* His- 
tory of the Girondists,’’ vol. 1, p. 312: 

‘¢San Domingo, the richest of the French colonies, was 
swimming in blood. France was punished for its egotism. 
The Constituent Assembly had proclaimed, in principle, the 
liberty of the blacks, but in fact slavery still existed. Two 
hundred thousand slaves served as human cattle to some 
thousands of colonists. ‘They were bought and sold, and 
cut and maimed, as if they were inanimate objects. They 
were kept by speculation out of the civil Jaw, and out of the 
religious law. Property, family, marriage, all was forbidden 
to them. Care was taken to degrade them as brutes. If some 
unions, furtive, or favored by cupidity, were formed amongst 
them, the wife and children belonged to the master. They 
were sold separately, without any regard to the ties of na-' 
ture; all the attachments with which God has formed the 
chain of human sympathies were rent asunder without com- 
miseration.” 

That (said Mr. A.) was the condition of slavery 
in the West India Islands. I am not speaking 
now of Virginia. Lamartine’s description is the 
description of slavery in the French colonies in 
the West Indies. When the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Cummins] says in his resolution ‘‘ that we 
‘sincerely hope that downtrodden humanity may 
‘succeed in breaking down all forms of tyranny 
‘and oppression, and in the establishment of free 
‘and national governments for the good of the 
‘ governed, and not for the aggrandizement of those 
‘who govern,” what does he mean? Is it not, in 
substance, what my amendment more fully exe 
presses? And if the House adopt the one as 
proper, how can they reject the other? His fourth 
resolution says: ‘ Whatever of blood and treasure 
‘may be shed or spent in a struggle of the op- 
‘ pressed against the oppressor is to be charged to 
‘the unjust resistance of the oppressor.” hen 
the gentleman from Virginia Mr. Barty] de- 
nounced the gentleman from Ohio for referring to 
the emancipation of the slaves in the French colo- 
nies, because emancipation, when suddenly effect- 
ed, must always occasion bloodshed, why did not 
he turn on his own friend for invoking blood? The 
gentleman turned his thunder on one man, yet 
averted it from another who had done the same - 
thing. Was it because there was a political affilia- 
tion between the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Cum- 
mins] and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Barty] which made it expedient to keep a prudent 
silence in that quarter? This resolution uttered 
the self-same voice with his amendment, and no 
ingenuity could pervert it to any other meaning 

. A. spoke out what the gentleman might sup- 
pose would be concealed in his resolution, or would 
remain there unnoticed. 

What was the House, by, the proposal of these 
resolutions, asked to do? To congratulate France 
on the attempt to form a a government. 
Now, when the charter of their new government 
was stuck on the point of a bayonet and handed 
about for adoption, M. de Lamartine said: 

«I propose to form a government, not definite, but pro- 
visional—a government charged, first of all, with the 
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of stanching the blood which flows, of putting a stop to civil 
war—a government which we appoint without putting aside 
any portion of our resentments and of our indignation ; and 
in the next place, a government on which we shall impose 
the duty of convoking and consulting THE PEOPLE In Its 
totality—alJ' that possess the title of man, the rights of a 
citizen.” 
When such was the declaration of the great pop- 
ular leader, and we congratulated the people of 
France on the adoption of such a government, and 
while the President in his message called that gov- 
ernment a republic, why should not Congress say 
with Lamartine that everything which possessed 
the form of humanity ought to be a citizen? .The 
decrees of the Provisional Government had been 
sent to the Government of the United States, and 
the President had transmitted them to Congress. 
Among them was one which gave instant freedom 
to three hundred thousand downtrodden human 
beings in the French colonies. Why, in congrat- 
ulating France on what she had achieved, must we 
stint our praise so as to withhold all commendation 
on this reform also? Why, at such a moment, 
when the glad tones of liberty to three hundred 
thousand fellow-creatures are sounding to the 
islands of the Caribbean sea, may not one voice in 
this Hall, dedicated to liberty itself, swell the shout 
that goes up to Heaven in thankfulness and re- 
joicing? ee 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] had 
denounced Mr. A. for having proposed an amend- 
ment which contained a declaration of a principle 
which he considered as amounting-to a libel on 
half the States of this Union; and Mr. A. per- 
ceived, in the next morning’s Union, that the Gov- 
ernment editor joined in the gentleman’s denun- 
ciations, and blew his penny whistle in chorus. 
Yes, the editor of the organ expressed his ‘‘ dis- 
gust’? at what Mr. A. had done in offering his 
amendfnent to the resolution of the gentlernan from 
Ohio. Mr. A. had no doubt that editor felt great 
disgust arid dissatisfaction at it; he should have 
expected it from him. But the abuse of the organ 
and the denunciations of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, better suited in their manner and tone to his 
plantation than to this Hall of equals, were in ex- 
cellent accordance with the spirit which had been 
manifested in the Senate chamber of Virginia when 
that body refused to join in resolutions of regret 
on the death of Mr. Adams, because he had ever 
-been the champion of freedom on the floor of this 
House. The ‘two proceedings were in one and 
the same spirit. It was because that distinguished 
statesman, while alive, had been the constant and 
fearless champion of human rights; because in this 
Hall he had dared to stand up against the en- 
croaching power of the slave interest in this Gov- 
ernment, that a party majority in the Senate of 
Virginia had refused to join in the universal mani- 
. festation of respect and mourning which had spread 
over the rest of the Union. But was Mr. A. to be 
silenced here? Was he to be prevented from speak- 
ing his sentiments asa freeman, the representative 
of freemen, lest he should excite the resentment of 
the gentleman from Virginia or the abuse of the 
Government organ? At the very moment we were 
congratulating the people of France on having 
overturned the throne of Louis Philippe precisely 
because he had attempted to put down, by military 
force, the liberty of speech—to put a padlock on 
the mouths of the Representatives of the people, 
and prevent the people themselves from discussing 
their own rights—an attempt of a kindred sort 
was to be made in the House of Representatives 
of this land. The gentleman from Virginia great- 
ly mistook that part of the Union from which Mr. 
Å. came, if he had expected that, while, on the 
one hand, they attempted no interference with the 
gentleman, his people, or their domestic institu- 
tions, they would, on the other hand, keep silence 
on a subject which so deeply interested them. 
. They had a right to sympathize, and they did 
sympathize, with the French people in the whole, 
not in only a part of what they had attempted. 
And, in wishing so to sympathize, Mr. A. was 
but the exponent of American feeling. As an 
American Representative, he stood on that floor 
to announce to the world what was the opinion 
of the American people on these events. And he 
believed that the American people fraternized with 
M. de Lamartine in the sentiments he had im- 


bodied in these decrees of the Provisional Gov- | 


ernment, and no less in that abolishing slavery 
in the French colonies than in the other items of 
reform. 
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Mr. A. said that in what he had done he had 
not only manifested his own feelings and those of 
his constituents, but there was a gentleman high 
in the confidence of the present Administration, 
the exponent of its policy and principles at the 
Court of St. James, who was at this moment un- 
doubtedly fully sympathizing and fraternizing with 
Lamartine in all that had been done in France with 
reference to slavery. He was placed at the Court 
of the greatest Power of Europe, with a full knowl- 
edge of his sentiments on this subject, because he 
had solemnly and publicly avowed them. In 1834 
Mr. Bancroft, the present minister to England and 
late Secretary of the Navy, was proposed as a 
candidate for Congress in the district which Mr. 
A. represents, and he put forth a printed address 
to the people, announcing the principles which 
would govern his action. Mr. A. would read a 
short extract from that address to show what was 
then the Democratic doctrine, and that the princi- 
ple of the amendment of Mr. A. was fully accorded 
in by the accredited plenipotentiary of Mr. Polk’s 
administration: 

& If further great reforms in society are expeeted, they 
must come from the people. Slaves are capital; the slave- 
holder is a capitalist. Free labor will be the first to demand 
the abolition of slavery; capital will be the last to concede 
it. We would not interfere with the domestic regulations 
of New Orleans or of Algiers; but we may demand the 1N- 
STANT ABOLITION Of the slave trade in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and should assist free labor to recover its rights in 
the capital of the country.”’ 

Here was a declaration of principles that came 
fully up to any which Mr. A. had avowed; and 
could it be doubted that this Democratic function- 
ary was even now shaking hands with Lamartine, 
and thanking him in the name of free labor, in the 
name of liberty and democracy, for this pledge to 
abolish slavery tg the colonies ? 

Here was an exposition of the Democratic faith, 
made by a most unquestionable Democrat, who 
now represented this country at the Court of Lon- 
don. And while it was proposed to congratulate 
France on having overturned her monarchical gov- 
ernment, Mr. A. claimed the right, which our min- 
ister is probably exercising, to congratulate her on 
having emancipated her slaves. 

The gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Hitu1arp] 
had said that he regretted the introduction of this 
topic, because there was a deep feeling concerning 
it at one end of the Union. It might be and prob- 
ably was so. But he could tell that gentleman 
there was quite as much and quite as intense a 
feeling at the other end. Slavery had manifested 
itself in the Federal Legislature ever since the 
organization of our Government, and itg influence 
upon national policy had created a feeling at the 
north that was quite as much to be regarded as the 
apprehensions of the South, and gentlemen should 
look to it. 

The gentleman from Virginia thought that Mr. 
A.’s amendment implied an insult on all the re- 

ublican States of the South. Mr. A. said, that 

y the Declaration of Independence, freedom was 
declared an inalienable right of man, and his was 
held to be an insult to the southern States. In 
1776, all the enlightened and patriotic representa- 
tion from Virginia united in publishing to the 
world, as their belief and principle of action, that 
“all men were created equal, and possessed of 
‘certain inalienable rights, among which were life, 
‘liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.” 

Was it true that all men were created equal? 
He had heard a gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
HasKeLL] say that he believed black men were 
created to be the servants of white men. That 
might be the gentleman’s belief; it was not the 
belief of Virginia’s favorite sons in "76. Was ita 
libel to insert such a preposition in the Declaration 
of Independence? Was it a libel for Congress to 
ass the ordinance of °87, declaring that through 
all the Northwestern Territory neither slavery nor 
involuntary servitude should exist, save as a pun- 
ishment for crime? -This ordinance had been en- 
acted by the Representatives of the entire American 
Union. Did they mean to insult and libel the re- 
publican States of the South? Why, Virginia her- 
self assented to it. The paper itself was drawn 
by the pen of Jefferson. And, when Mr. A. re- 
peated only what the most illustrious sons of Vir- 


ginia had themselves declared, was he guilty of a 


libel on Virginia? Did he insult her? The gen- 
tleman said that Congress lad had no right to 
enact such an ordinance. Mr. A. was not now 


' going to enter on the constitutional question; but 


he would content himself with saying that he did 
not accede to the authority of the opinion of the 
gentleman from Virginia. Whatever had been 
the authority of the ordinance, theoretically con- 
sidered, practically, at least, it had been no nullity; 
on the contrary, it had been operative through all 
that region for half a century. At the time that 
ordinance had been passed, while the Northwestern 
Territory was a wilderness, Virginia was an old, 
densely-peopled State, and, from her commanding 
position and great influence, she might be said to 
hold the destinies of the Union in her hand. But 
how stood the comparison at this day? What was 
the condition of that venerable State at this day, 
and what the state and population and prospects 
of the vast and fertile region northwest of the Ohio? 
Yet the gentleman from Virginia, standing on the - 
banks of the Ohio and beholding the contrast, 

could. gravely assert that the ordinance of ’87 was 

a nullity! Fad it been possible, at the time that 

ordinance was passed, to rid Virginia of her slave 

population and place her in that respect on a foot- 

ing with the northwestern States, her progress 

might at this time have been as rapid as theirs. 

Look at her natural advantages, superior in many 

respects to theirs. With mountains of mineral 

wealth piled one on another to heaven, with a 

soil rich and fertile, a genial climate, with seaports 

at her feet, and capacious harbors opening to all 

the rich commerce of the Atlantic, what might she 

not have been at this day? The gentleman spoke 

of Virginia as one of the republican States of the 

South. Mr. A. did not deny that she was as re-- 
publican as any of the other States, and he had. no 

wish to interfere with her domestic arrangements 

in any-way; she might, if she so pleased, base 

representation upon soil and not on man, and she 

might cherish slavery as a blessing, if she so es- 

teemed it; but this could not prevent other States. 
from instituting a comparison between her condi- 

tion and that of her neighbors, when challenged to 

it by such remarks as had fallen from the gentle- 

man from that State. 

Mr. A. could not accept of the gentleman from 
Virginia as an exponent of the sentiments of the 
people of Virginia; he did not, as Mr. A. con- 
ceived, fairly represent the wisdom or the justice 
of that Commonwealth. While Virginia was en- 
titled to insist upon respect for her own rights, she 
should not interfere with the rights of other States, 
nor charge them, because they rejoiced in the abo- 
lition of slavery in a distant part- of the globe, 
ves encouraging revolt and massacre in our own 
land. 

Again, he asked the gentleman, was it an insult 
to the aslaveholding States to adopt the Declaration 
of Independence?—to pass the ordinance of ’87?— 
to pass the resolution admitting Louisiana into the 
Union?—or that admitting Missouri?—or that ad- 
mitting Texas? Yet in all these cases there were 
restrictions on the existence of slavery within cer- 
tain limits. Or was it an insult when the last 
House of Representatives, which the gentleman 
would claim as a Democratic Congress, inserted a 
clause into the constitution of Oregon forever pro- 
hibiting slavery in that Territory, or to inserta 
similar restriction in Mexico in the three-million 
bill? All these successive acts of the repf@senta- 
tives of the American people were equally liable 
to the charge of insulting the slaveholding States 
with Mr. A.’s amendment. Would the gentleman 
esteem it an insult and a libel, if, after we should 
have acquired new territory sufficient to form some 
half dozen new States of this Union, Congress 
should put a similar restriction into their constitu- 
tions? The gentleman and his friends had forced 
the House and the country into a war which 
seemed likely to end in the acquisition of such 
territory, and they would ther. call upon Congress 
to make laws for it. And when that came, he was 
much mistaken if they would not find that the 
people of the North would take their stand to a 
man on that point. They had resisted the war, 
but the war had been forced upon them; and when 
it should be attempted to force them to allow the 
existence of slavery in the new territory, and thus 

repare a new accession of slaveholding States, 
and slaveholding power and predominance, it would 
be resisted, and they would do all which constitu- 
tionally they could do to prevent the extension of 
the institution of slavery in this Union. Mr. A. 
had nothing to do with it as it already existed in 
the southern States. For himself, though he did 
not pretend to say precisely when, he had not a 
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doubt that slavery would ultimately be abolished 
in all those States. That, however, should be 
done by no unconstitutional act of his. He had a 
right to speak, and to speak freely, his sentiments 
of the institution, and this he should do at all 
proper times. EE 

But gentlemen might assure themselves that the 
people of the North would resist the extension of 
slavery as an element of political power in the 
Union. Asa domestic institution, existing within 
a State, they never would touch it. Let the South 
take it, and enjoy it, if enjoyment it were; Jet them 
suffer under it, (as he believed they did;) with all 
that, the North had nothing to do. 
should be attempted to bring into the Federal Le- 
gisluture new Senators and new Representatives 
on the basis of slave property, they should most 
assuredly resist it. It changed the whole Govern- 
ment; it made a new Constitution, a new Union. 
Against such an attempt, though at the risk of the 
high displeasure of the gentleman from Virginia, 
and at the risk of being called insulting and libel- 
ous, they should certainly take their stand. Mr. 
A. admitted that there were in the North a set of 
men of one idea; but so there were at the South. 
There were ultra men on both sides; and he could 
scarcely say which were the most mischievous. 
But these were not the great mass of the people of 
the North; and it was the mass of sober-minded, 
reflecting, foreseeing people of the free States who 
would take the stand he had indicated. They 
would take their stand upon the Constitution, as It 
was originally formed. The element of slavery 
was there; they could not take it out, or not at least 
without endangering the safety, if not the exist- 
ence of the whole. There then let it stand until 
God in his Providence shall move the hearts of the 
people to blot it out. But gentlemen, with their 
‘progressive Democracy, who wanted to make new 
slave States, new Senators, new Representatives, 
based .on slavery, could not with any show of 
reason expect northern men to stand quietly b 
and see this done without an effort to resist it. If 
they did, they would find themselves wofully de- 
ceived. | 

Mr. A. said he had no disposition to prolong 
this debate. He had given the reasons which had 
induced him to offer the amendment which he had 
had the honor of proposing to the resolutions be- 
fore the House. In the remarks he had made in 
reply to the gentleman from Virginia he had taken 
the liberty of speaking freely—as freely as the 
gentleman had done of him. To be sure, he had 
thought the gentleman’s manner somewhat super- 
cilious; but he entertained no resentment, far les® 
any enmity, to that gentleman. He conceded to 
him the same rights he claimed for himself, and 
should take no offence at their free exercise. 

Mr. BAYLY next obtained the floor. When 
he had spoken one week ago upon this question, 
(he proceeded to remark,) he had spoken without 
one--— 

Mr. ASH MUN interposed, and desired the gen- 
tleman to give way for a moment while he added 
a few observations on a topic which had escaped 


him. 

The SPEAKER, (addressing Mr. Bayty.) 
Does the gentleman give way? 

Mr. BAYLY. With pleasure. 

Mr. ASHMUN said he wished to add a few 
words in relation to the remarks which the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Barty] had made on the 
subject of the emancipation of the slaves during the 
old French revolution. The gentleman had charged 
that the emancipation by the French Government 
of the slaves in the islands of the Caribbean sea 
had produced the terrific results of slaughter and 
rapine and crime which, we all knew, had marked 
that time. Notwithstanding the gentleman had 
told the House he spoke from the book, and made 
no assertions without knowing on what they were 
founded, yet in this respecthe was false in history. 
Every reader of the history of the times knew that 
those revolts were the result, not of emancipation 
bY the French Government, but of other causes. 

he only emancipation prior to 1793 by the French 
Government of the slaves in those islands was 
what was contained in the declaration of the Na- 
tional Assembly of the 20th August, 1789. At 
that time the National Assembly declared, in the 
words of our own Declaration of Independence, 
that ‘all men are born, and are to continue, free 
and equal as to their rights.’ Prior to any of 
these insurrections in the West India islands, no 
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other emancipation of any kind than what was 
contained in that declaration was ever enacted or 
decreed by the National Assembly. That decla- 
ration attracted the attention of the population of 
those islands, in all its extent, and the principles 
of it induced the mulatto race, which was a distinct 
race from either the whites or the negro slaves, to 
attempt to achieve their own natural and political 
rights. There were at that time three distinct 
races in the West India islands: in the first place, 
the white planters, who were the owners of slaves; 
then the mulattoes, who were also men of Jarge 
property, some of them men of education, and the 
owners of slaves; and, lastly, the African negro 
slave caste. The first disturbances grew out of 
the attempt of the mulattoes to vindicate for them- 
selves the principles contained in the declaration of 
the 20th August, 1789. The failure of the National 
Assembly of France to carry out in practice the 


principle which they had thus declared was the 


primary cause of the insurrection that ensued. It 
was that that led to open war, bitter feuds between 
the white planter and the mulattoes; and it was 
not until they had been continued some time that 
the slaves, partaking of the general ferment, at- 
tempted insurrection for the purpose of achieving 
their own freedom. ‘Then it was that the terrible 
scenes which had been described were enacted. 
But the act of the French Government which eman- 
cipated slavery did not take place until long after. 

Mr. BAYLY, (in his seat.) I know it did not. 

Mr. ASHMUN. ‘Therefore, when the gentle- 
man from Virginia asserted that these scenes of 
carnage, bloodshed, and pillage, were the result of 
an act of emancipation such as had now been pro- 
posed, he spoke without the book, and without 
any authority of history. 

Mr. BAYLY resumed the floor, and proceeded 
with his remarks. He said he was about to re- 
mark, when he had yielded the floor to the gentle- 
man trom Massachusetts, that when he had spoken 
a week ago on this subject, he had spoken without 
one moment of preparation, and under the feeling 
very manifest in the House at the time, which he 
did not attempt to suppress. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts, subsequently on the same day, had 
obtained the floor, and declined then, under cir- 
cumstances similar to those. under which he had 
spoken, to reply. He had taken a week to fortify 
himselt, and ali he (Mr. B.) asked, was now, not 
a week of preparation to rejoin to him, but the at- 
tention of this committee. He should follow the 
gentleman step by step through his remarks. 

And, first, as to what the gentleman had said in 
reference to his (Mr. B.’s) suggestion as to the 
terms in which the resolutions of congratulation to 
the French people ought to be presented to the 
country. The gentleman said he had objected to 
the resolutions of the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. 
Cummins,] because they had not come from any 
committee of this House, or even from a gentle- 
man connected with the committee having charge 
of our foreign relations, and had seemed to intimate 
that that was ground of objection on his (Mr. 
B.’s) part to the resolutions themselves. On the 
contrary, gentlemen knew very well that it was 
impossible to get this subject before the House in 
the imposing torm he (Mr. B.) had desired, until 
they had first been submitted by some member of 
the House. His (Mr. B.’s) argument had been 
in favor of referring the resolutions, and nowhere 
had he objected on account of the gentleman from 
Ohio -having introduced them. ‘That gentleman 
had quite as much right to introduce them as any- 
body else. They had come with quite as much 
propriety from the gentleman from Ohio, as they 
could have come from anybody else. But he (Mr. 
B.) had desired to give them an imposing appear- 
ance. He had desired that they should not seem 
to the country the suggestion of a single individual, 
but rather the deliberate and well-considered action 
of this House. 

He had not understood the resolutions of the 
gentleman from Ohio, nor had the gentleman from 
Massachusetts himself understood the resolutions 
of the gentleman from Ohio, as referring to the 
subject of abolition in the F'rench colonies; be- 
cause, if he had, why did he move his amendment? 
The resolutions had created no excitement here, 
though the gentleman from Massachusetts now 
Maintained that they contained the substance of 
his amendment; there had been no excitement, no 
ill feeling, no indisposition to vote them when they 
were brought forward in an imposing and proper 


form. Was it that the gentleman found that al- 
though thus containing his amendment, as he now 
maintained, they were not. likely to become the 
subject of broil and discord here, and hence he 
deemed it necessary to give additional point to it, 
to render it obnoxious as far as their feelings were 
concerned, and thus raise the storm of which he 
now complained? The gentleman had one of the 
two horns of the dilemma: he must either admit 
that he did not understand the resolutions as he 
now maintained them to be, or, being everything 
he desired, yet as they were going quietly along, 
his purpose of agitation was not likely to be at- ° 
tained, and therefore it was necessary for him to 
interfere with his amendment. So-.far from the 
gentleman’s remarks having relieved him from any 
odium, which he (Mr. B.) undertook to say his 
amendment had brought upon him in the estima- 
tion of three-fourths of the members of this House, 
ney only served to fix it more indelibly upon 
im. 

But the gentleman said tWat the resolutions were 

poe that he desired to congratulate France, 

ut wished to wait until he saw the result of the 
movement there making. Even now he wished 
to wait until republicanism was consolidated in 
France before he could express a word of sympa- 
thy in this movement in the direction of free prin- 
ciples; he desired that the movement should first 
be consummated. He (Mr. B.) wished for no such 
ill-timid delay. In this contest for free principles, 
waged in imitation of our own glorious contest of 
76, he did not wish now, any more than France 
did then, to wait for the movement to be.consum- 
mated before the cheering voice of sympathy was 
heard. So far from its being premature, it was in 
the midst of the strife, when the issue was yet un- 
certain, when these people were contending for 
their political rights, that they required the cheer- 
ing voice of sympathy. It was at such a period 
as that that he (Mr. B) wished to speak: whilst 
the contest waged, not when it was over. Then 
would be a time for congratulation when they had 
achieved the glorious object for which they were 
struggling; now was the time to send over to them 
the voice of sympathy and encouragement. He had 
none of that cold calculating policy which would 
restrain him from sympathizing with men fighting 
for their liberties because perchance they might be 
stricken down in the struggle. He ardently hoped 
that France might establish, on a firm basis, her 
republican principles; and it was precisely because 
he entertained that hope that he wanted to cheer 
them in the effort. It was precisely because he did 
not want to produce despondency for lack of the 
sympathy of this great nation that he did not want 
to wait. If this was to be the case, if we were not 
to rejoice now, we never could rejoice at the in- 
ception of any movement. Somewhat of irregu- 
larity, confusion, disorder—somewhat (he was 
sorry to add) of error, must always precede the 
full establishment of any great principles of this 
nature. Was France premature when she not only 
aided us by her cheering voice of sympathy, but 
with men and money? Was it premature in France 
then? It was precisely, exactly as premature as it 
was in us now. He had no sympathy with the 
gentleman in this ill-timed prudence. 

But the gentleman from Massachusetts again to- 
day could not speak to these resolutions—with all 
his professed anxiety to produce no discord, merely 
to discharge his duties here—he could not speak to 
these resolutions without recurring to the conduet 
of our Government in the Mexican war, virtually 
charging us with hypocrisy—not in terms, but that 
was the effect of his argument—charging, that at 
the time we were exulting at the birth of a Repub- 
lic in the Old World, we were exerting the power 
of our nation to crush a Republic on this corttinent. 
What had we done, either in Mexico or elsewhere, 
that showed any disposition on our part to put the 
iron heel of war upon any Republic here? Was 
Mexico less likely to be free, less likely to be re- 
publican, after the termination of this war, which 
the gentleman’s course had tended so much to pro- 
tract, than it was now? Was there any man who 
had looked attentively at the course of events, who 
believed that this war would result in injury to the 
civil and political condition of Mexico; who did 
not know that there the principles of liberty were 
better understood; that the reign of military des- 
pots had been cut short; that the rights of man 
would come to be respected to a greater extent in 
Mexico than they ever had been before? 
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.. The gentleman had expressed some surprise that 
the resolutions of the gentleman from Ohio con- 
tained a virtual. congratulation at this abolition 
movement in France, and had said, that ‘‘ but for 
the positton” (emphasizing the word) of the gen- 
tleman, he would have been more explicit in its 
utterance. Whatdid the gentleman mean by this, 
that but for his position ? Had it come to this? Had 
a leader of the Whig party in this House been 
brought to admit that the position of a Democratic 
member on this side of the. House was a restraint 
upon him in throwing an apple of discord here 
which did not prevail on that side of the House? 
They all knew—scarcely any man was so inatten- 
tive to what was going on here from day to day as 
not to know-——that such was the fact; but he had 
thought that the calculating prudence of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts would probably have re- 
strained him from the open, undisguised avowal of 


it on this floor. 


The gentleman had referred to the remarks of 
the French minister;*had quoted:from his book 
what he had said on the subject of slavery in the 
West India islands. Now, he (Mr. B.) begged 
Jeave to say to this House that he attached pre- 
cisely the same importance to Lamartine’s descrip- 
tion of slavery in the West Indies, that he did to 
the constant descriptions of slavery in the south- 
ern States by the gentleman and his associates on 
this floor. He had never lived in those colonies. 
He knew nothing of their condition. He was pre- 
cisely as ignorant of it asthe gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts and those who operated with him were 
of the condition of slavery in the southern States, 
and his presumptions would never supply the place 
of knowledge. He attached precisely the same 
importance to the opinions of Lamartine upon a 
subject which he did not understand, that he did 
to the opinions so often expressed here by a class 
precisely in the same category. a 

But the gentleman had not been content with a 
legitimate reply to his argument, such as it was— 
wholly unpremeditated; but had seen fit to come 
into this Hall, in a manner which every gentleman 
here must feel to have been offensive, to drag before 
the nation and to denounce the conduct of the Sen- 
ate of Virginia for refusing to pass certain resolu- 
tions in reference to the death of Mr. Adams. It 
was not for him to defend that body, composed as 
it was of patriots and statesmen. ‘They were able 
to defend themselves, and they had defended them- 
selves. But why was it that the Senate of Virginia 
had not passed those resolutions? They were 
willing to pass such resolutions as were becoming 
the occasion. They offered to pass resolutions of 
regret at the death of the man; but they were un- 
willing to stamp hypocrisy upon themselves, and 
to pass general resolutions of approbation of the 
conduct of a gentleman whose conduct, it was well 
known, had never met the approbation of Virginia. 
He spoke of his political course. Of his private 


‘character as a man, of his ability as a statesman, 


no man in Virginia had ever undertaken to speak 
in terms of disparagement. But they were not 
willing to pass resolutions of approbation of his po- 
litical conduct; and the friends of Mr. Adams were 
the sole authors of the rejection of those resolutions, 
by the attempt to avail themselves of the reluctance 
which men ever have to refuse to say anything 
laudatory of the dead, and to seize upon a solemn 
occasion of that sort to effect a party purpose, and 
to make the people of Virginia, on such an occa- 
sion, pass a vote of condemnation upon their whole 
course. The Senate of Virginia had firmness 
enough, had respect for itself enough, not to unite 
in any such unhallowed movement. Proper reso- 
lutions could have been passed, and would have 
been passed unanimously; but the friends of Mr. 
Adams insisted on that being done which the Sen- 
ate of Virginia, with proper respect for itself, could 
not possibly do. 

But suppose the Senate of Virginia in this respect 
had eel! Suppose their conduct had been so out- 
rageous .as the gentleman from Massachusetts 
would have the nation believe, with what propriety 
was it that he came forward to assail the conduct 
of the ores of one of the oldest, and I beg 
leave to add, one of the most patriotic States in this 
Union? It was an impudent intermeddling, an 
effort, not unusual here, to throw a stigma upon 
that old State, the mother of States and of states- 
men, which had reposing in her bosom the mortal 
remains of the man who first roused the American 
people to a sense of their rights, of the author of 
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the Declaration of American independence, and of 
that patriot, such as the world never saw before or 
would see again, who, by his virtue, patriotism, 
moderation, and prudence, carried out the design 
and conducted the colonies through the struggle 
which established our independence. 

The gentleman said, when he (Mr. B.) pro- 
nounced his amendment a libel on one-half of the 
States of this Union, he was virtually saying that 
the Declaration of Independence was equally a 
libel. What was the resolution of the gentleman as 
modified by his friend from Ohio, [Mr. Scuencx?] 
It was a declaration that slavery, domestic slavery, 
was a violation of a cardinal republican principle. 
He said that that declaration was a libel on one- 
half of the States of this Union, because ii affirmed 
that those States were living in the habitual viola- 
tion of a cardinal republican principle, and he main- 
tained it still. But had the gentleman’s resolution 
any analogy to the Declaration of Independence? 
Did the Declaration of Independence speak of any- 
thing else than political rights? When the Decla- 
ration of Independence declared that all men are 
born equal, did it mean to assert the untruth that 
all men were in fact born equal in their moral and 
physical condition? Did it mean to say that the 
idiot was born equal in every respect with the man 
of genius? In what were they equal? Equal in 
stature? in intellect? in any giftof God? The Dec- 
laration of Independence never meant to assert any 
such absurdity as that. It meant to assert that 
men are equal in their native political rights. That 
was what it declared, and that was all ıt declared; 
and there was no ingenuity which could torture 
the Declaration of Independence into having the 
remotest allusion to the institution of domestic 
slavery. 

The gentleman had read a long list of bright 
names that represented Virginia at that time in 
the old Continental Congress—the name of Lee, 
who introduced the resolution that ‘‘ these colo- 
nies are, and of right ought to be, free and inde- 
pendent States;’’ of Benjamin Harrison, Carter 
Braxton, and other eminent men, who participated 
in that movement. Did he not know that every 
one of these men at that time were large slave- 
holders—among the largest in that State? that 
every one of them continued to be slaveholders till 
the day of their death? With what purpose, then, 
did he come in here and assert that these men pro- 
pounded any such declaration? I say (said Mr. 
B.) that the Declaration of Independence is a libel 
on my State! Sir, it.is the handiwork of her 
noblest and most gifted sons. Butit is as little like 
the resolution of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, either in its purpose or sentiment, as he is 
like the eminent men who asserted and maintained 
it! And, in saying that, I do not know how I can 
draw a stronger contrast. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts asked (con- 
tinued Mr. B.) if the ordinance of 1789 was a libel 
on the States of the South. He (Mr. B.) did not 
choose to repeat now what he should have an 
Opportunity on another occasion to say, when he 
should pay his respects to that ordinance, and 
show all it ever was, oris. It contained no such 
sentiment as that expressed by the gentleman. 

In the same spirit in which he ‘had referred to 
the action of the Senate of Virginia, the gentleman 
had undertaken to come here and criticise her con- 
stitution; and to refer to the fact that suffrage there 
was confined to the soil and did not attach to the 
citizen. In this he had shown precisely the same 
sort of information in reference to her constitution 
that he had in his speeches heretofore in reference 
to the institution of domestic slavery in Virginia. 
The constitution of Virginia made no such restric- 


ton. 

Mr. ASHMUN interposed, and, the floor being 
yielded, inquired of the gentleman if the right of 
voting in several counties in Virginia was not in- 
cident to ownership of the soil? 

Mr. BAYLY replied in the negative. Not one- 
n of the voters in Virginia owned one foot of 
soil. 

Mr. ASHMUN had not said they did. But he 
asked again whether owning territory in different 
counties did not give the owners the right to vote 
in each county where the real estate was situated? 

Mr. BAYLY replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. ASHMUN said that was his assertion. 

Mr. BAYLY continued. The ownership of the 
soil (he said) gave one class of rights; but one-half 
of the voters of Virginia did not own one foot of 
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land. The right of suffrage in Virginia was not 
as extended as he would have it; it was not as ex- 
tended as he desired to see it; but it was almost as 
universal as it could be where there was any prop- 
erty restriction whatever. | 

ut to recur to the subject of the Declaration of 
Independence. The gentleman had said that every 
creature that had the form of a man was entitled 
to the right of citizenship. He asked the gentle- 
man in what State of this Union did any such right 
obtain? He asked him in what State of this Union, 
except, perhaps, his own, did free negroes enjo 
any rights of citizenship? Did they vote? Did 
they serve on juries? Had they the right, which 
was secured by the Constitution to every citizen, 
of going to any State they please to reside in? 
Did not the gentleman know that, although he 
talked so much about negroes being deprived of 
their rights by the institution of slavery, they were 
as much deprived of every political right in the 
other States as they were in Virginia? 

Mr. ASHMUN was understood to say (Mr. B. 
yielding) that there were other States beside Mas- 
sachusetts in which the black population were 
entitled to vote. This was the case, he believed, 
in Democratic New Hampshire. ` 

Mr. BAYLY. Do the negroes vote there ? 

Mr. ASHMUN. Yes, and in New York. . 

Mr. BAYLY (continuing) undertook to say, 
that neither in New York nor New Hampshire— 
and he did not speak from the book, nor did he 
presume to be as well acquainted with their domes- 
tic institutions as their own Representatives were— 
but he undertook to say, that neither in New York 
nor New Hampshire did the negroes stand on the 
same footing with the white voter. There were 
discriminations against them; and if there were 
any discriminations, they did not enjoy all the 
privileges of citizenship. | 

Mr. TUCK interposed, and, the floor being 
yielded, begged leave to correct the gentleman: in 
regard to New Hampshire. Free negroes voted 
in New Hampshire; and he would inform the 


gentleman that very many of them were intelligent 


and respectable men. [A laugh.] 

Mr. BAYLY continued. How many of them 
had the gentleman ever seen on the jury, at the 
bar, on the bench of justice? Not one, he would 
undertake to say. And they could not marry a 
white woman. [A laugh.] And yet gentlemen 
came here and told them that they were free and 
equal. It was not the fact anywhere. Look at 
Connecticut, in the very heart of New England: 
on a late occasion, by an overwhelming popular 
vote, She had denied them the right of suffrage. 
Look at New York, Pennsylvania, to every State 
in the Union, where they were not entitled to the 
enjoyment of the rights of the white; and yet 
gentlemen talked to them about emancipating their 
slaves. Go home, (said he,) and emancipate your 
free negroes. When you do that, we will listen 
to you with more patience. Until you have taken 
the beam out of your own eye, do not undertake 
to remove the mote from ours. 

But the gentleman, not content with referring to 
the Legislature of Virginia and her constitution, 
had undertaken to tell the House about her want 
of prosperity, and to refer them to the greater 
growth and success of other States. He (Mr. B.) 
knew that this was a very common idea; but he 
undertook to say, with some small knowledge of 
the fact, that there was not one of the old States 
which had advanced in prosperity with more steady, 
decided step than Virginia. He undertook to say 
that there was no State in which the progress of 
improvement had been more rapid and certain. 
Fie knew some of the new States had outstripped 
her. ‘Fhe cheapness of their lands, and many 
other circumstances, which he could not now stop 
to discuss, had stimulated them into rapid pros- 
perity—a prosperity which he had never envied 
them. But he maintained that, among the old 
States of this Union, there was no State which 
had advanced in population and wealth with more 
steady step than had Virginia. Even Massachu- 
setts herself, with all the protection she had re- 
ceived from the General Government, elevating 
her and depressing us, had not a larger ratio of 


‘representation, in comparison with Virginia, on 


this floor, than she had in the first Congress under 
the Constitution. 

. And yet with these circumstances, their people 
constantly going out, the new States keeping up a 
constant drain upon them in consequence of their 
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cheap and fertile lands, which stood as an induce- 
ment to them, he asked to be referred to one of the 
‘old States that had advanced in population, wealth, 
improvement, more rapidly than the State in part so 
ably represented by his friends near him (Messrs. 
Srepuens and Toomss] from Georgia. Ifthey went 
into one of the new States, let them show him one 
that had advanced faster than Missouri. The insti- 
tution of slavery had been no blight uponthem. But 
- if it had’ been, it was their misfortune; and did it 
become certain gentlemen from the free States con- 
stantly to throw up to them a misfortune which 
they did not feel, and one which they had not the 
power to remedy? Did the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts find it consonant either with the feel- 
ings of humanity and patriotism? If they hada 
deformed limb, in the name of God let it pass the 
notice of their brethren. 
notice, let them not be jeered and ridiculed for it. 
It was an institution which was upon them: if it 
was a deformity in their social system, no portion 
of the people of this globe had done more to pro- 
duce this deformity than the people of Massachu- 
setts themselves; and they were doing it (as his 
colleague suggested) at this hour in Brazil; there 
they were fastening it upon them. 
But the gentleman from Massachusetts had said 
-that he had been in error in what he had said in 
reference to abolition in St. Domingo. The gen- 
tleman seemed to suppose that he had maintained 
that it was the action of the French Government 
which brought about that emancipation, and had 
undertaken to show that it occurred prior to any 
action of the Government on that subject. He 
knew that quite gs well as the gentleman. He had 
never said that abolition in St. Domingo was 
brought about by the action of the French Gov- 
ernment. On the contrary, in as explicit terms as 
he could employ, he had said it was brought about 
by the agitation of the subject by English and 
French fanatics, without the concurrence of the 
Government of either, and by the operation of so- 
cieties there of the character to. which the gentle- 
man belonged. 7 
Mr. ASHMUN (Mr. B. yielding) said he had 
understood the gentleman to make use of these 
words, precisely as he was reported in the Intelli- 
gencer: e 


‘¢Mr. Bayty said he was not mistaken; he spoke from 
the book. The House knew very well that he seldom ad- 
dressed it, and when he did, that he was not in the habit of 
spefking of what he had not looked into, or of making as- 
sertions without knowing on what they were founded. But 
he would give the professed philanthropist from Ohio one in- 
stance—a horrible instance it was—where this process of 
universal emancipation was done at a blow, with a single 
dash of the pen; it was the well-known case of St. Domin- 
go. * * * Liberate three hundred thousand negroes 
by a stroke of the pen! Who did not know that it could 
not be done but through scenes of carnage and horror from 
which humanity recoiled?” : 


Mr. BAYLY (resuming) said if the gentleman 
would hand him the report he would show him 
exactly what he had said. That report, consider- 
ing the circumstances under which he had spoken, 
he was free to say, was a very faithful one. His 
own impression was, that in the connection in 
which it was there used he had not spoken of the 
St. Domingo abolition having taken place in con- 
sequence of the dash ofa pen. But if he had, the 
former part of his remarks showed conclusively 
that he understood then, as now, that it did not 
originate with the French Government. The re- 
marks immediately after what the gentleman quoted 
showed clearly enough what was his understand- 
ing. He had said the thing had been effected. 
How? By the action of the Government? No such 
thing. 

‘¢ Then the thing had been effected by the busy intermed- 
dling of visionary fanatics, just as it was now sought to be 
done by the gentleman from Ohio and his associates. There 
wes then a band of fanatics in London who met in the Old 
Jewry, and who passed resolutions very similar to’ the 
amendment which it was now sought to foist on the pending 
resolutions. 

‘ It was then proposed to aid these negroes with men and 
money in a struggle for their freedom; and similar resolu- 
tions were at the same time adopted in France by an associ- 
ation similar to that to which the gentleman and his aboli- 
tion friends belonged amung us. These fanatical visionaries 
set the revoit of the blacks in St. Domingo in motion ; their 
machinations succeeded in exciting a servile insurrection, 
in the course of which every white man and woman and 
child in the island was massacred, with the exception of a 
small remnant, who fled to the shipping in the harbor, and 
barely escaped with their lives. Whole hecatombs of dead 
bodies were piled up in the streets, amid burning, murder, 
and pillage. Nay,so great was the fury of the blacks that 
their rage and revenge could not glut themselves with the 
butchery of every white person, (and they found no diffi- 
Cuity in drawing that line of distinction which the gentle- 


If it could not pass their | 


man thought so great a mystery ; it was no problem to the 
negroes ;) but they then turned upon the mulattoes and ex- 
terminated them. They seemed to hate every human crea- 
ture that had white blood in his veins with a bitterness that 
had no parallel unless in the breast of the member from 
Ohio.” 

He had made other remarks which were not in 
this report. The House would recollect—those 
who had paid attention to his speech—that he had 
referred expressly to the fact that the Abolition 
Society of London had furnished Ogé with a ship, 
‘with men and money; and it was by this aid, thus 
furnished by persons belonging to associations 
precisely similar to those that existed here, that 
these negroes had been stirred up to insurrection, 
and been enabled to succeed. How? -By cutting 
the throats of every white man, woman, and child 
in the land, except the few that escaped. 

Mr. ASHMUN wished to correct the gentleman 
on one point. Ogé’s mission, he presumed the 
gentleman would recollect, was to vindicate the 
rights of the mulattoes against the whites. His 
mission was not emancipation. 

Mr. BAYLY knew, as well as a man could ex- 
pect to know from general reading, the history of 
that transaction; and he now repeated, if the gen- 
tleman would go to his own historian, Edwards, 
he would find that the whites would have succeed- 
ed in suppressing this insurrection but for the men 
and money furnished by these abolition fanatics 
of England and France. And how did the mulat- 
toes profit? As he had said the other day, after 
the whites were exterminated by the joint action 
of the blacks and the mulattoes, they were not yet 
satiated with blood, and ata subsequent period the 
blacks turned upon the mulattoes themselves, and 
from that hour to this there had been nothing but 
confusion and bloodshed in that island, until it was 
fast relapsing into that barbarism which he fully 
believed it was impossible to keep the negro out of 
in any other way than by the guardianship and 
Beas of the white. He said now, whether 

y the torch of the incendiary and the dagger of 
the assassin, or by the peaceful action of the Gov- 
ernment, emancipation could never take place in 
any country where there was a predominance of 
blacks-without absolute destruction to the whites. 
There was no man who was thoroughly acquaint- 
ed with the black race who believed that the two 
races could ever live together in the same commu- 
nity as equals: they never did anywhere, and never 
could. Look to the British Islands: British states- 
men had admitted that their attempt at emancipa- 
tion there had provedafailure. It had taken place 
under circumstances more favorable than could 
ever again occur: the masters were in some sort 
compensated for their slaves by the appropriation 
of $100,000,000, and there was not that acute sting 
of wrong which would occur where they were not 
thus emancipated; they underwent a probation of 
ten years; they had British bayonets there to keep 
them in order and protect the throats of white men 
against their murder; and yet with all these safe- 
guards, with all these favorable circumstances, 
which never did occur, and which never could oc- 


cur again, what was the condition of things there ?- 


Look to the debates in the British Parliament; look 
to the admission of her statesmen, and even of her 
abolition journals, and it was every where conceded 
that the attempt had proved a failure. It had been 
maintained in the British Parliament, as it was 
here, that white labor would be more profitable than 
slave labor; that emancipation would enhance the 
products of those islands. We of the South (said 
he) knew otherwise. As young & he was, he re- 
viewed in one of the periodicals of the day these 
positions; he was not wise after the fact; in 1833, 
in this article which was in print, he had predicted 
exactly what had since occurred. He undertook 
to say there was no man in the South who under- 
stood the negro character who had not foreseen 
precisely what had occurred. English statesmen 
did not understand the fact—which it was a pity 
could not be learned here—that ignorance and pre- 
sumption were no substitute for knowledge, and 
that men cannot wisely regulate a subject who do 
not understand it. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts had referred 
to (he was sorry he [Mr. Asumun] had referred to so 
many miscellaneous subjects in this connection, for 
it had betrayed him into a discursiveness of debate 
which he hoped he was not much accustomed to) and 
asked him if the Oregon bill, with the anti-slavery 
restriction, was a libel on the southern States. He 
regretted that the gentleman had made it necessary 


for him to refer to the circumstances under which 
that anti-slavery restriction was put in the bill. It 
had been in none of the territorial bills that had 
receded-it, except the Wisconsin bill, and there 
in so loose and general phraseology that it had 
escaped the attention of the House. The effort 
had been abandoned in the case of the Iowa bill, 
and had never been renewed. When the Oregon 
bill came .into this House in 1845,-reported by a 
gentleman from a slave State, and from a commit- 
tee the majority of whom were from non-slave- 
holding States, there was no such restriction in it. 
It was placed there—and he regretted 1t—on the 
motion of a gentleman whose elevated personal 
character, whose elegant accomplishments, whose 
urbanity, whose ability, whose statesmanship, 
ought to have made him scorn to have participated 
in any such proceedings—by the gentleman who 
then, as now, represented the city of Boston. It 
was brought there against all precedent, against all 
necessity—circumstances which he regretted, as 
he regretted the source from which it came. If it 
had come from such a source as this amendment 
he should have expected nothing better; but he 
confessed he was disappointed, mortified, to see it 
come from the source from which it did. 

There were many other topics to which the gen- 
tleman had referred which he shduld not take up 
his time in speaking of now—speaking without 
one moment’s preparation as he did. 

But one more remark. He sought altercation 
with the gentleman as little as the gentleman did 
with him. He had no fondness for personalities; 
he had no taste either to indulge in abuse in the 
first instance, or to retort it. The retort of abuse 
was low and vulgar; it was rather the recourse of 
vulgar minds, overflowing with bad passions, than 
the resort of patriotic indignation at unprovoked 
attack. He confessed that some remarks which 
he had made when he occupied the floor a week 
ago were pretty pointed: if he had had the lan- 
guage he would have made them more so. All he 
could say now, in speaking under the impulses 
which he then felt, as far as any abhorrence had 
been expressed of the character of that proceeding, 
he would have expressed it in his cool moments, 
and then he might have better measured his words 
and found those which had more point. 

Mr. STEPHENS next obtained the floor, and 
moved to amend the resolutions, by striking out 
all after the enacting words in the first resolution, 
and inserting the following: | 

' That the efforts of France to establish civil liberty upon 
the basis of a republican form of government command the 
adiniration and receive the warmest sympathies of the 
American people.” i 

Mr. STEPHENS said he did not intend to 
trouble the House with a discussion of this ques- 
tion. He submitted his amendment without any 
comment, and asked for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered, being first on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

Mr. McCLERNAND called for the yeas and 
nays; which were refused by the House. 

r. JAMESON called for tellers; and they were 
ordered. 

Messrs. CageELL and Bowpon, the tellers, having 
taken the vote, reported 85 in the affirmative, and 
96 in the negative. i 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurred on the third reading 
of the resolutions; which was agreed to without a 
division. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved the previous 
question on the final passage of the resolutions; 
which was seconded, and the main question was 
ordered to be now put. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, called for 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and re- 
sulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ashmun, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Barrow, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, Blanéh- 
ard, Bocock, Botts, Bewdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brady, Bridges, 
Brodhead, William G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. 
Brown, Buckner, Burt, Cabell, Canby, Cathcart, Chase, 
Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, W. R. W. 
Cobb, Cocke, Collins, Crisfiéld, Crowell, Crozier, Cummins, 
Dickey, Dickinson, Dixon, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Garnett 
Duncan, Eckert, Edsall, Edwards, Embree, Nathan Evans, 
Faran, Farrelly, Featherston, Ficklin, Freediley, French, 
Fries, Fulton, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Green, Greg- 
ory, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, Hammons, James G. Hamp- 
ton, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Haskell, Henley, Hill, 
Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, George S. Houston, Hubbard, 
Hudson, Hunt, Inge, Irvin, Iverson, Jackson, Jameson, Jen- 
kins, Andrew Johnson, James H. Johnson, R. W. Johnson, 
George W. Jones, John W. Jones, Kaufman, Kellogg, Ken- 
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non, Thomas B. King, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, 


Lincoin, Lord, Maciay, McClelland, McClernand, Mc- 
Dowell, Mclivaine, sa a McLane, Mann, Marsh, Mar- 
vin, Mead, Miller, Moreffend, Morris, Morse, Murphy Nel- 
son, Nes, Newall, Nicoll, Paltrey, Peaslee, Peck, Pendleton, 
Petrie, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Pollock, Preston, Richardson, 
` Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Rumsey, St. John, Sawyer, Shepperd, Sherrill, Silves- 
ter, Simpson, Sims, Smart, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, 


Strohm, Strong,Tallmadge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, Thomas, 


James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Richard W. ‘Thomp- 
son, John B. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, 
‘Tompkins, Tuck, Tutner, Venable, Warren, Wentworth, 
Wick, Wiley, Williams, Wilmot, and Woodward—174. 
NAYS—Messrs. Cranston and Root—2. 
So the joint resolutions of the Senate were con- 
curred in. and finally passed. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, expressed a desire that 
the House should take up joint resolution No. 14 
from the Senate to authorize contracts for water- 
rotted hemp. 

Objections being made, he moved a suspension of 
the rules for the purpose indicated. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. MURPHY moved a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose of obtaining an opportunity to sub- 
mit a joint resolution to fix the adjournment of 
Congress sine die on Thursday, the 15th of June. 

Objections were made to the introduction of the 
resolution. 

Mr.. MURPHY called for the yeas and naya on 
the motion to suspend the rules, which were not 
ordered; and pending the question— 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


The following Select Committees were appoint- 
ed on the 28th ultimo: 

On Mr. Whitney’s plan for a railroad from Lake 
Michigan to the Pacific: Messrs. Pollock, Toombs, 
McClelland, Hilliard, Woodward, Dixon, Vena- 
ble, Taylor, and Maclay. | 

On the petition of James Johnson and others, 
physiciansand druggists, at Milwaukie, Wisconsin, 
for the passage of an act providing for the inspec- 
tion of all articles imported for medical use: Messrs. 
Edwards, Jones, Fries, Eckhert, Lord, Nes, New- 
all, Henry, and Williams. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, April 10, 1848. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a copy of the in- 
structions from the minister of Foreign Affairs of 
Brazil to Mr. Leal, the Brazilian chargé d’affaires 
at Washington, communicated by him to the De- 

artment of State, and in compliance with a reso- 
[ution of the 28th of March last; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Department of War, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the 29th 
ultimo, calling for information in relation to the 
reserved lands in and about Fort Snelling; which 
was ordered to be printed. — | 

{The Secretary says that directions were given 
some time since to have prepared a list of reserves 
east of the Mississippi no longer required for mili- 
tary purposes, and as soon as practicable the ne- 
cessary measures will be taken to dispose of them 
pursuant to law.] 

Also, a communication from the Department of 
War, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 20th and 30th of December, relative to 
the regulars and volunteers employed in the service 
of the United States since the commencement of 
hostilities with Mexico; which was ordered to be 
printed. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. BAGBY presented documents in relation to 
the claim of H. F. Toulmin for damages to his 
land by United States volunteers; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTER presented a petition from Cyrus 
H. McCormick, asking an extension of his patent 
for a reaping machine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented papers relating to 
the claim of J. S. Bowen; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Also, documents relating to the claim of Manuel 
X. Harmony; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to funds withheld from the 


Seneca Indians by a late Commissioner; which 
were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. LEWIS presented a petition from Joseph 
K. Boyd, of Washington, the only survivor, with 
the exception of Commodore Morris, of the part 
engaged in the destruction of the frigate Philadel- 
phia at Tripoli in 1804, asking such compensation 
as may be deemed just; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. | 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented a me- 
morial from sundry citizens of the United States 
for the purchase of Mount Vernon; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE presented sundry memorials from 
different States and Territories in relation to the 
prohibition of slavery in the District of Columbia, 
in relation to the slave trade therein, &c., and 
against the acquisition of territory with slaves, and 
one asking that in no territory hereafter to be 
acquired may monarchy or slavery be tolerated. 
The lást petition from Illinois, was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. With refer- 
ence to the slave petitions, the motion to receive 
them was raised, and laid on the table. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented Professor Es- 
py’s second report on meteorology; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. RUSK presented joint resolutions of the 
Legislature of Texas, in favor of paying the vol- 
unteers called out in 1846, and not received into 
the service; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOWNS presented additional documents 
in relation to the claim of John Rist; which were 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported House bill for the relief of 
Elizabeth Burriss, with an amendment. 

Also, from the sme committee, House bill for 
the relief of Anthony Bessee. i 

Also, House bill supplemental to the act ap- 
proved July 6, 1842, entitled * An act concerning 
certain land claims in Louisiana. ’’ 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Jesse Toles; 
also, a bill for the relief of David Penrod; which 
were severally read a first time. 

Also, from the same committee, a bill in relation 
to the boundary line between Alabama and Flori- 
da; which was read a first time. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 


Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill to au- 
thorize the sale of reserved lands, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DOWNS, on leave, introduced a bill for 
attaching a portien of the northwestern land dis- 
trict of Louisiana to the district north of Red river, 
Louisiana; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BADGER submitted the following: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of repealing the joiut resolu- 
tion, approved August 3, 1845, entitled “A joint resolution 
directing the manner of procuring the printing for the two 
sessions of Cougress.”? 

CALIFORNIA CLAIMS. 

On motion of Mr. CASS, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill for ascertaining and paying cer- 
tain claims in California. 

The bill being under consideration, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole— 

Mr. BENTON rose and addressed the Senate as 
follows: 

Mr. Preswwent: These claims grow out of the 
conquest of California, and are supported by a 
mass of depositions taken by the Military Com- 
mittee of the Senate, and printed by its order. 
These depositions constitute a document of eighty 

ages, and are full of material, valuable to the pub- 
ic history of the country, as well as to the private 
rights of the claimants. The Senate, on the ap- 
plication of the committee, have ordered twenty 
thousand extra copies of this document to be print- 
ed—a fact which sufficiently announces its public 
and national importance; for no extras, much less 
twenty thousand, are ever printed of merely pri- 
vate papers. It requires a public interest to be 
concerned before such a thing can be done; and 
that is eminently the case in the present instance. 
These depositions concern public history; and no 
one can understand the history of the United States, 


as connected with the conquest of California, with- 
out understanding them. 

The conquest of California was commenced, and 
its first act finished, beforé the existence of the 
Mexican war was known in thatcountry; and this 
fact standing out incontestably among the events 
of.the times, and presenting a presumptive case of 
aggression against the United States, very naturally 
attracted the attention of the committee, and com- 
manded their most searching and thorough exam-- 
ination. The result is before the Senate, in the 
depositions referred to, and may be examined in 
detail by every Senator. For myself, I propose 
only to make a brief, connected story from their 
ample contents, to rebut in the first place an inju- 
rious presumption, and to exhibit afterwards in 
lucid order the summary of events which gave rise 
to these California claims, and show that they ought 
to be paid. 

In the month of May, 1845, Mr. Frémont, then 
a brevet captain of engineers, set out on his third 
expedition of geographical and scientific explora- 
tion in the Great West. War had not then broken 
out between the United States and Mexico; but 
affairs were critical between them, and Mr. Fré- 
mont was determined, by no act of his, to increase 
the difficulties, or to give any cause of complaint to 
the Mexican Government. His line of observa». 
tion would lead him to the-Pacific Ocean through a 
Mexican province—through the desert parts first, 
and the settled parts afterwards,.of the Alta Cali- 
fornia. Approaching the settled parts of the prov- 
ince at the commencement of winter, he left his 
equipment of sixty men and two hundred horses 
on the frontier, and proceeded alome to Monterey 
to make known to the Governor the object of his 
coming, and his desire to pass the winter, for the 
refreshment of his men and horses, in the uninhab- 
ited parts of the valley of the San Joaquin. The 
permission was granted, but soon revoked under 
the pretext that Mr. Frémont had come into Cali- 
fornia, not to pursue science, but to excite the 
American settlers to revolt against the Mexican 
Government. Upon this pretext troops were raised, 
and marched to attack him. Having notice of their 
approach, he took a position on the mountain, 
hoisted the flag of the United States, and determin- 
ed, with his sixty brave men, to defend themselves 
to the last extremity. Waiting there four days, 
and not being attacked, he quit his position, de 
scended from the mountain, and set out for Ore- 
gon, that he might give no further pretext for 
complaint by remaining in California. 


The United States consul at Monterey, Mr. O. 
Larkin, gave official information of these events 
to the Secretary of State, (Mr. Buchanan,) and 
from these I will read what is necessary to verify 
the statement which I have made: 


«c Captain J. C. Frémont, of the United States army, ar- 
rived at this United States consular-house in Monterey, on 
the 27th of January, 1846. Being very anxious to join his 
party of fifty men at the second place of rendezvous, with- 
out the settlement, they having missed the first place by 
mistake, he remained but two days, in which time, with 
myself, he visited the commandant general, prefecto, alcalde, 
and Colonel Alvarado, informing them that he was survey- 
ing the nearest route from the United States to the Pacific 
Ocean. This information, and that his men were not Uni- 
ted States soldiers, was also, by myself,“ officially given to 
the prefecto. Having obtained funds and supplies from my- 
self, he returned to his camp; it being well known in Mon- 
terey that he was to return when he collected his men. 
Some fifteen or twenty days after this, Captain Frémout, 
with his party, encamped at a vacant ranclio belonging to 
Captain Fisher, (about ninety miles from here,) to recruit 
his men and animals. From there he proceeded towards 
Santa Cruz, making short journeys. On the 3d of March 
he encamped on the rancho of Mr. E. P. Hartwell, where 
he received letters from the general and prefecto, ordering 
him out of the country, and to obey the order without any 
pretext whatever, or immediate.measures would he taken 
to compel him to do so. This not corresponding with assu- 
rances received at Monterey, it was not answered, and he 
gave orders to hoist the United States flag the next morning, 
as the only protection his men were to look to. From the 7th 
to the 10th of March they fortified their camp with a breast- 
work of logs. Encamped on a high hill, which commanded 
a view of the surrounding country, they could see, with the 
use of spy-glasses, the general and his troops, numbering 
about two hundred men, at their camp, in the mission of 
St. John’s, preparing their cannon. On the 9th instant I 
sent duplicate letters—one by an American, who lost his 
papers, and the other by a Californian—to Captain Frémont, 
informing him of the movements of the Californians. The 
Californian courier returned to the consulate in about nine 
or ten hours, bringing a letter from Captain Frémont, having 
travelled in that time sixty miles. He reported being well 
treated by Captain Frémont and his men; and that two thou- 
sand of his countrymen would not be sufficient to compel him 
to leave the country, although his party was so small.””»—Let- 
ter, 27th March, 1846. 

“Captain Frémont was well received in this place, and 
to the lust day we heard of him, by the natives individually, 
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who sold him provisions, and liked his presence. During 
his encampment thirty or forty miles from here, despatches 
wefe received by the commandant, General José ‘Castro, a 
native of Monterey, from Mexico, ordering him to drive Cap- 
tain Frémont out of this department; which order, with 
one hundred and seventy or two hundred men present, and 
Over one hundred more daily expected, he pretended to exe- 
cute. Captain Frémont left his camp a few hours after he 
received the undersigned’s letter of the 9th of March, (not 
from fright of General Castro,) as he had been preparing the 
week before to travel. It is supposed he has gone to Santa 
Barbara, where an American was sent by the undersigned 
in February with funds and provisions for his use. 

‘The undersigned has not supposed, during the whole af- 
- fair, that General Castro wished to go after Captain Frémont, 
and was very confident that, with all California, he would 
not have attacked him, even had he been sure of destroying 
the whole party, as five times their number could have taken 
their place before the expected battle. Captain Frémont 
received verbal applications from English and Americans to 


join his party, and could have mustered as many men as the ` 


natives. He was careful not to do so. “Although he dis- 
charged five or six of his men, he took no others in their 
place.’’—Lelter, April 3, 1846. 

This is the official history of the first difficulty 
with the Californian authorities, and- presents the 
conduct of Mr. Frémont in the most unexception- 
able point of view: halting hiscommand upon the 
frontier; going alone to Monterey; asking and ob- 
taining permission to winter in an uninhabited val- 
ley; only raising the flag of the United States when 
in danger of being attacked; leaving the country 
as soon as the danger was over; and refusing to 
receive any of the American settlers into his ser- 
vice, (even to supply the place of discharged men,) 
that there might be no room for misconstruction 
of his conduct, or for false accusations against the 
settlers. 

The hoisting of the United States flag on this 
occasion is the only act which requires a word of 
explanation or of justification. It was complained 
of as an act of aggression: it was no such thing, 


but an act of self-protection and of self-defence. . 


It was an appeal to their country, and a proper 
appeal for an American officer to make when in 
danger of being unjustly attacked. Mr. Frémont, 
in his reply to the consul’s communication, in a 
brief note written in pencil, and in view of the 
enemy, gave the reasons for the act which justified 
it, and exalted it into an act of devotion and hero- 
ism. It was in these words: 

“c f this moment received your letters, and without waiting 
to rend them, acknowledge the receipt which the courier 
requires immediately. I am making myself as strong as 
possible, in the intention that if we are unjustly attacked, 
we will fight to extremity, and refuse quarter, trusting to our 
country to avenge our death. No one has reached our camp, 
and from the heights we are able to see troops (with the 
glass) inustering at St. John’s, and preparing cannon. I thank 
you for your Kindness and good wishes, and would write 
more at length as to my intentions, did [ not fear that my 
letter would be intercepted. We have in nowise done 
wrong to the people or the authorities of the country, and if 
Wwe are hemmed in and assaulted here, we will die, every 
man of us, under the flag of our.country. 


“ Very truly yours, j. C. FREMONT. 
«P. S. Iam encamped on the top of the Sierra, at the 


head waters of a stream which strikes the road to Mon- 
terey, opposite the house of Don Joaquin Gomez. 


“J.C. F. 

“c Tuomas O. LARKIN, Esq., , 

tt Consul for the United Stutes, Monterey.” 

Such was the reason for raising the flag. It was 
raised at the approach of danger: it was taken 
down when danger disappeared. It was well and 
nobly done and worthy of our admiration—sixty 
of our countrymen, three thousand miles from 
home, in sight of the Pacific Ocean, appealing to 
the flag of their country, unfurling it on the moun- 
` tain top, and determined to die under it before they 
would submit to unjust aggression. 

Turning his back on California, and looking to 
Oregon as the field of his further labors, Mr. Fré- 
mont determined to explore a new route to the 
Wah-lah-math settlements and the tide-water re- 
gion of the Columbia, through the wild and ele- 
vated region of the Tlamath lakes. A romantic 


Interest attaches to this region from the grandeur 


of its features, its lofty mountains, and snow-clad 
peaks, and from the formidable character of its 
warlike inhabitants. In the first week of May he 
‘was at the north end of the great Tlamath lake, 
and in Oregon, the lake being passed near its south 
end by the parallel of forty-two degrees. On the 
Sth day of that month a strange sight presented 
itself—two men riding up and penetrating a region 
which few ever anproached without paying toll of 
life and blood. They proved to be two of Mr. 
Frémont’s old voyageurs, and quickly told their 
story. ey were p of a guard of six men con- 
ducting a United States officer who was on his 
trail with despatches from Washington, and whom 


they had left two days back while they,came on 
to give notice of his approach, and to ask that 
assistance might be sent him. They themselves 
had only eseaped the Indians by the swiftness of 
their horses. It was a case in which no time was 
to be lost or mistake to be made. Mr. Frémont 
determined to go himself; and taking ten picked 
men, four of them Delaware Indians, he took down 
the western shore of the lake on the. morning of 
the 9th, (the direction the officer was to come,) 
and made a ride of sixty miles withouta halt. But 
to meet men, and not to miss them, was the diffi- 
cult point in that trackless region. It was not the 
case of a high road where all travellers must meet: 
in passing each other: at intervals, there. were 
places—defiles or camping grounds—where both 
parties must pass; and, watching for these, he came 
to one in the afternoon, and decided in his own 
mind that, if the party was not killed, it must be 
there that night. He halted and encamped; and, 
as the sun was going down, had the inexpressible 
satisfaction to see the foursmen approaching. The 
officer proved to be Lieutenant Gillespie, of the 
United States marines, who had been despatched 
from Washington the November previous to make 
his way by Vera Cruz, Mexico, and Mazatlan, to 
Monterey, in Upper California, deliver despatches 
to the United States consul there, and then find 
Mr. Frémont wherever he should be. His de- 
spatches for Mr. Frémont were only a letter of 
introduction from the Secretary of State (Mr. Bu- 
chanan) and some letters and slips of papers from 
Senator Benton and his family, and some verbal 
communications from the Secretary of State. The 
depositions taken by the committee show the nature 
of these verbal communications, which were, in 
substance, that he should watch and counteract 
any foreign schemes in California, and conciliate 
the good will of the inhabitants towards the United 
States. Upon this intimation of the Government’s 
wishes, Mr. Frémont turned back from Oregon, in 
the edge of which he then was, and returned to 
California. 

This is the letter of introduction; and I think it 
right to show it, and to read it, lest any one should 
suppose it to be of more importance than it is: 


s WASHINGTON, November 3, 1845. 

« My pear Sir: The benrer hereof, Mr. Archibald H. 
Gillespie, is about to visit the northwest coast of America, 
on business, and has requested me to give him a letter of 
introduction to you. This I do with pleasure, because he 
is a gentleman of worth and respectability, and is worthy of 
your regard. I do not deem it probable that he will fall in 
with you, but, if he should, aliow me to bespeak for him 
your friendly attention. He will be able to communicate to 
you information of the health of Mrs. Frémont and of Colo- 
nel Benton and his family. 

‘¢ From your friend, very respectfully, 

: “JAMES BUCHANAN. 


J.C. Fremont, Esq., Oregon.” 
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This is the letter, and of itself it signified nothing; 
but it accredited the bearer, and gave the stamp of 
authority to what he communicated, and upon this 
Mr. Frémont acted; for it was not to be supposed 
that Lieutenant Gillespie had been sent so far, and 
through so many dangers, merely to deliver him 
that letter on the shores of the Tlamath lake. Mr. 
Gillespie, in his testimony, has explained all the 
reasons of the mystery of this letter, and of the 
verbal communications, and shown that they were 
precautions to avoid detection in his perilous jour- 
oe through Mexico in the fall of 1845. 

his is not the time or the occasion, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to show amidst what dangers and hardships 
scientific discovery was pursued by Mr. Frémont 
in these remote and unexplored regions. The time 
may come for telling these things.” But the events 
of a week on the shores of the great Tlamath lake, 
sketched with the brevity which the occasion re- 
quires, may give a glimpse of these hardships and 
dangers, and of the courage and fidelity with which 
he was supported by his men. 

The night he met Mr. Gillespie presented one ' 
of these scenes to which he was so often expbsed, 
and which nothing but the highest degree of vigi- 
lance and courage could prevent from being fatal. 
The camping-ground was on the western side of 
the lake, the horses picketed with long halters on 
its shore to feed on the grass, and the men (four- 
teen in mn aie! Pam by threes at different fires; 
for, though in May, the elevation of the place and 
the proximity of snow-clad mountains made the 
night intensely cold. His feelings joyfully ex- 
cited by hearing from home, (the first word of in- 
telligence he had received since leaving the United 
States, a year before,) Mr. Frémont sat up bya 


large fire, reading his letters and papers, and 
watching over the safety of his camp while the 
men slept. Towards midnight, he heard a move- 
ment among the horses, indicative of alarm and 
gome danger. Horses, and especially mules, be- 
come extremely sensitive to danger under long 
travelling and campingim the wilderness, and mani- 
fest theiralarm atthe approach of anything strange. 
Taking a six-barrel pistol in his hand, and, with-` 
out waking the camp, he went down among 
them. The moon shone brightly—he could see 
nothing. Encouraged by his presence, the horses 
became quiet—poor dumb creatures, that could 
not tell what they had seen—and he returned 
to the camp, supposing it was only some beast 
of the forest, some wolf or bear prowling for 
food, that had disturbed them. He returned to 
the camp-fire; Lieutenant Gillespie woke up, 
talked with him awhile, and then laid down again. 
Finally, nature had her course with Mr. Frémont 
himself. -Excited spirits gave way to exhausted 
strength. The day’s ride and the night’s excite- 
ment demanded the reparation of repose. He laid 
down to sleep, and without waking up a man to 
watch, relying upon the loneliness of the place and 
the long ride of the day as a security against the 
proximity of danger. It was the second time in 
twenty thousand miles of wilderness explorations 
that his camp had slept without a guard; the first 
was in his second expedition, and on an island in 
the Great Salt Lake, and when the surrounding 
waters of the lake itself constituted a guard. The 
whole camp was then asleep. A cry from Carson 
roused it. In his sleep'he heard a groan—it was 
the groan of a man receiving the tomahawk in his 
brains. All sprung to their feet. The savages — 
were in the camp; the hatchet and the winged 
arrow were at work. Basil Lajeunesse, a brave and 
faithful young Frenchman, the follower of Frémont 
in all his expeditions, was dead; an Iowa was 
dead; a brave Delaware Indian, one of those who 
had accompanied Mr. Frémont from Missouri, was 
dying—it was his groan which awoke Carson. 
Another of the Delawares was a target for arrows, 
from which no rifle could save him—could only 
avenge him. The savages had waited till the moon 
was in the trees, casting long shadows over the 
camp: then approaching from the dark side, with 
their objects between themselves and the light, they 
used only the hatchet and the formidable bow, 
whose arrow went to its mark without a flash or 
a sound to show whence it came. All advantages 
were on the side of the savages; but the camp was 
saved, the wounded protected from massacre, and 
the dead from mutilation.. In the morning, Lieu- 
tenant Gillespie recognized, in the person of one 
of the slain assailants, the Tlamath chief who, the 
morning before, had given him a salmon in token 
of friendship, and who had followed him all day 
to kill and rob his party at night—a design in which 
they would certainly have been successful had it 
not been for the promptitude and precision of Mr. - 
Frémont’s movement. Mr. Frémont himself would 
have been killed when he went to the horses had 
it not been that they counted upon the destruction 
of the whole camp, and feared to alarm it by kill- 
ing one before the general massacre. , 

t was on the 9th of May—a day immortalized 
by American arms at Resaca de la Palma—that 
this fierce and bloody work took place. 

The morning of the 10th of May was one of 
gloom in the camp. The evening sun of the 9th 
had set upon it full of life and joy at a happy 
meeting: the same sun rose upon it in the morn- 
ing stained with blood, ghastly with the dead and 
wounded, and imposing mournful duties on the 
survivors. The wounded were to be carried, the 
dead to be buried, and so buried as to be hid and 
secured from discovery and violation. nee were 
carried ten miles, and every precaution taken to 
secure them from the wolf and the savage; for 
men, in thest femote and solitary dangers, become 
brothers, and defend each other living and dead. 

The return route lay along the shore of the lake, 
and during the day the distant canoes of the sav- 
ages could be seen upog it, evidently watching the 
progress of the party, and meditating a night at- 
tack. All precautions, at the night encampment, 
were taken for security—horses and men enclosed 
in a breastwork of great trees, cut down for the 
purpose, and half the camp constantly on the 
watch. At leaving in the morning an ambuscade 
was planted—and two of the Tlamaths were killed 
by the,men in ambush. At night the main camp, 
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at the north end of the lake, was reached. It was 
strongly fortified, and could not be attacked; but its 
whole neighborhood was infested, and scouts and 
patrols were necessary to protect every moment. In 
one of these excursions the Californian horse, so 
noted for his spirit and docility, showed what he 
would doat the bid of his master. Carson’s rifle had 
missed fire at ten feet distance. The Tlamath bow, 
“arrow on the string, was bending to the pull. All 
the rifles in the party could not have saved him. 
A horse and ‘his rider did it. Mr. Frémont touch- 
ed his horse; he sprang upon the savage, and the 
hatchet of a Delaware completed the deliverance 
of Carson. 

It was in the midst of sach dangers as these that 
science was pursued by Mr. Frémont, that the 
telescope was carried to read the heavens, the ba- 
rometer to measure the elevations of the earth, the 
thermometer to measure the temperature of the 
air, the pencil to sketch the grandeur of mountains 
and to paint the beauty of flowers, the pen to write 
down whatever was new or strange or useful in 
the works of nature; it was in the midst of such 
dangers as these, and in the wildest regions of the 
Farthest West, that Mr. Frémont was pursuing 
science, and shunning war, when the arrival of 
Lieutenant Gillespie turned him back into Califor- 
nia, and engaged him in the operations which gave 
rise to the bill which now claims the attention of 
the Senate. 

Mr. Frémont turned back to California, and ar- 
rived in the valley of the Sacramento at a most 
‘critical and exciting time. Three great operations, 
fatal to American interests, were then going on, 
and past remedy, if not arrested at once. ‘These 
_ were the massacre of the Americans and the de- 
struction of their settlements in the valley of the 
Sacramento, the subjection of California to British 
protection, and the transfer of the public domain 
to British subjects, and all with a view to antici- 
pate the events of a Mexican war, and to shelter 
California from the just reclamations of the United 
States. 

The American settlers came to the camp of Mr. 
Frémont, in the valley of the Sacramento, laid all 
these dangers before him, and implored him to 
place himself at their head, and save them from 
destruction. General Castro was then in march 
upon them; the Indians were excited to burn their 
wheat fields and to attaek their families. Juntas 
were in session to transfer the country to Great 
Britain; the public domain was passing away in 
large grants to British subjects; a British fleet was 
expected on the coast; the British vice-consul, 
Forbes, and the emissary priest, Macnamara, ruling 
and conducting everything, and all their plans so 
far advanced as to render the least delay fatal. It 
was then the beginning of June. War existed be- 
tween the United States and Mexico, but that was 
not known in California. Mr. Frémont had left 
the two countries at peace when he set out upon 
his expedition, and was determined to do nothing 
to disturb their relations; he had even left Califor- 
nia to avoid giving offence; and to return and take 
up arms in so short a time was apparently to dis- 
credit his own previous conduct as well as to im- 

licate his Government. He felt all the responsi- 
bilities of his position; but the actual approach of 
Castro and the immediate danger of the settlers left 
him no alternative. He determined to put himself 
at the head of the people, and to save the country. 
To repulse Castro was not sufficient. To overturn 
the Mexican Government in California, and to es- 
tablish its INDEPENDENCE was the bold resolve, and 
the only one adequate to the emergency. That 
resolve was taken, and executed with a celerity 
that gave ita romantic success. The American 
settlers rushed to-his camp; brought their arms, 
horses, and ammunition; were formed into a bat- 
talion, and obeyed with zeal and alacrity the orders 
they received. In thirty days all the northern part 
of California was freed from Mexican authority; 
independence proclaimed; tho flag of independence 
(the bear flag) adopted; Castro flying to the south; 
the American settlers saved from destruction; and 
. the British party in Califernia counteracted and 
broken up in all their schemes. 

The effects of. this decisive and rapid movement 
can only beconceived from a careful perusal of the 
depositions. From them it will be-seen that deep- 
laid plans, conducted by the British vice-consul, 
Forbes, and the emissary priest, Macnamara, were 
going on, to shelter- California under the British 
crown, and to vest its domain in British subjects; 


that everything was verging toa crisis, and a Brit- 
Ish fleet expected upon the coast, when this rapid 
and successful movement broke up all these de- 
signs. And when Admiral Seymour arrived on 
the 16th of July, instead of an invitation from the 
California junta to take the country under British 
protection, and an invitation from the grantees of 
principalities to take British interests under his 
protection, he found the American flag flying over 
Monterey, I’rémont and his riflemen encamped over 
the town, the British party extinct, and the Amer- 
icans triumphant. The effect which the appearance 
of this daring body of western riflemen Poe 
upon the minds both of the British and American 
naval officers is well stated by Lieutenant Minor 
in his deposition, and, in justice to those men as 
well as to the truth of history, deserves to be read 
here. He says: 

« The undersigned was on duty on shore when Captain 
Frémont arrived with his force at Monterey from the north. 
The undersigned believes that the appearance of this body 
of men and the well-known character of its commander not 
Only made a strong impression upon the British admiral and 
Officers, but an equally impressive and more happy one upon 
those of the American navy then in Monterey. For himself, 
the undersigned can say, that, after he had seen Captain 
Frémont?s cominand, all his doubts regarding the conquest 
of California were removed.” 

This is the testimony of a disinterested witness; 
one who himself, in the subsequent operations in 
California, rendered good service on land, there 
being no chance for him on the water. It shows 
that the timely and successful movement of the 
California battalion, and its sudden appearance at 
Monterey, simultaneously with the arrival of the 
American and British fleets, was the turning point 
in the fate of California. It showed the country 
was in arms to resist instead of asking British pro- 
tection; and it encouraged the navy to believe that 
the whole country could be conquered: for, without 
a land force, the naval forces could only have ope- 
rated along the coast. 

And here a great fact presents itself—one which 
these depositions have consecrated to history, and 
which belongs to the chapter of events which de- 
termine the fate of countries. It is the fact that 
Frémont’s operations determined the action of 
Commodore Sloat, and induced him to take pos- 
session of Monterey, contrary to his intention when 
he anchored before that town; and thereby anti- 
cipated Admiral Seymour, frustrated his designs, 
whatever they were, and induced him to leave 
Monterey as suddenly and as mysteriously as he 
hadarrived. The depositions establish this fact, and 
some reference to their contents will prove what | 
say; and, first, of the effect of these operations in 
deciding the action of Commodore Sloat. It is in 
proof that he entered the bay of Monterey asa 
friend, on the 2d of July, offering to salute the 
town, which theauthorities declined, on the ground 
that they had no powder to return it, but probably 
because the British admiral was expected. On the 
5th of July, the operations of Frémont were heard 
of, and on the 7th, Commodore Sloat took the town. 
The testimony of the naval officers (Messrs. Minor 
and Wilson) and the Commodore’s own corre- 
spondence (pages 70 and 73) show circumstantially 
that hissaction was induced by hearing of these 
operations; and the testimony of Messrs Frémont 
and Gillespie pointedly prove it. Mr. Frémont 
gays: : 

« I came down to Monterey with my command, upon the 
request of Commodore Sloat, to codperate with hiin; and 
immediately on my arrival waited upon him, in company 
with Lieutenant Gillespie, on buard the frigate Savannah. 
Cominodore Sloat appeared uneasy at the great responsi- 
bility he had.assumed. He informed me that he had applied 
to Lieutenant Gillespie, whom he knew to be an agent of 
the Governinent, for his authority, but that he had declined 
to give it. He then inquired to know uuder what instruc- 
tions I had acted in taking up arms against the Mexican 
authorities. [informed him that I had acted solely on my 
own responsibility, and without any authority from the Gov- 
erninent to justify hostilities. Commodore Sloat appeared 
greatly disturbed with this information, and gave me dis- 
tinctly to understand that in raising the flag at Mouterey he 
had acted upon the faith of our operations in the north. 
Commodore Sloat soon relinquished the command to Com- 
modore Stockton, who determined to prosecate hostilities 
to the complete conquest of Calitornia.’’ 

2 . 7 e 

Captain Gillespie says: 

& In reply to the above question of the honorable commit- 
tee,.I beg leave to state, that at an interview between Con- 
modore Sjoat, Captain Frémont, and myself, held on board 
of the United States frigate Savannah, lying in the harbor of 
Monterey, in July, 1846, Commodore Sloat manifested a 
feeling of dissatisfaction that Captain Frémont and myself 
had not reported ourselves and the force under our command 
to him, and said, addressing both, as near as I çan recollect, 
‘I do not kzow by what authority you are acting. I can do 
‘nothing. Mr. Gillespie hag told me nothing; he eame- to 
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j too little. * * 


‘Mazatlan, and I sent him to Monterey; but I know nath- 
‘ing. I want to know by what authority you are acting.’ 
Captain Frémont replied, ‘he had acted upon his own au- 
thority, and not from orders of the Government.’ Commo- 
dore Sloat then expressed much surprise and distress, and 
ae ʻI pave acted upon the faith of your operations in the 
north. 


Coincident with these statements is the letter of 
Commodore Sloat, of the 6th of July, to Com- 
mander Montgomery, of the Portsmouth, then in 
the bay of San Francisco, who had sent down a 
launch with the news of Frémont’s successes. The 
letter is dated from the flag-ship Savannah, Bay of 
Monterey, July 6, 1847: 


“ Since I wrote you last evening I have determined to 
hoist the -flag of the United States at this place to-morrow, 
as I would prefer being sacrificed for doing too much than 
If you consider that you have sufficient 
force, or if Frémont will join you, you will hoist the flag of 
the United States at Yerba Buena, or any other proper place, 
and take possession, in the name of the United States, of 
the fort, and that portion of the country.” 


This settles the great fact that Mr. Frémont’s 
operations determined the action of Commodore 
Sloat—induced him to change his mind after he had 
been four days at Monterey—encouraged him to 
take the town, and to send out orders to hoist the 
United States flag at other places. On the 16th, 
Admiral Seymour, in the Collingwood, of 80 guns, 
arrived; the frigate Juno was previously on the 
coast: the largest squadron that the British Gov- 
ernment had ever had in the Pacific Ocean was then 
there; and all the evidence combines to show that 
the object of this squadron was to watch Commo- 
dore Sloat, to follow him wherever he went, to 
anticipate him in getting to Monterey, and to be in 
readiness to take California under the British flag, 
and to do what the protection of British interests 
might require him to do. This is wel and fully 
shown by the testimony. Lieut. Minor says: 


“The undersigned, being in command of the southern 
district of California, during the latter part of 1846, was in- 
formed by Pedro C. Carrillo, (and he believes the informa- 
tion thus obtained is founded on facts,) that he, the said Car- 
rillo, was a member of a junta that assembled at Santa . 
Barbara, in June, 1846, for the purpose of declaring the in- 
dependence of California, and of asking the protection of the 
United States or Great Britain; that the junta was repre- 
sented by ail of the inbabited portions of California; that a 
majority of the same were for claiming, the protection of 
England; that their resolves would probably have been ex- 
ecuted had it not been for the war and their fears of an arm- 
ed force, then on the north side of the bay of San Francisco, 
under the command of Captain Frémont. The undersigned 
has understood from other sources entitled to confidence, 
that a majority of the people of California desired the pro- 
tection of England ; the opinion he thus formed was strength- 
ened by the fact that an English frigate (the Juno) bad, 
about the time the junta met, landed an English subject 
named Macnamara at Santa Barbara, of whoin it was said 
that he had obtained a grant from the Mexican Government 
of a large and fertile portion of California, embracing the 
whole valley of the San Joaquin, from its source to its 
mouth—a valley, as the undersigned believes, comprising 
One-third of the richest portion of California. The under- 
signed believes that the British squadron in the Pacific, 
commanded by Rear Admiral Sir George T. Seymour, com- 
posed then of a larger force than they ever had upon that 
ocean, were employed in closely watching the movements 
of the American commodore. Being aware of this fact, 
Commodore Sloat, when he heard of the first battle on the 
Rio Grande, got under way in the frigate Savannah, then 
anchored off Mazatlan, for the ostensible purpose of pro- 
ceeding to California; an English vessel of war weighed 
soon after the Savannah, and stood in the direction of San 
Blas, where it was known the admiral was. After cruising 
in the Gulf two days, the commodore returned to his anchor- 
age off Mazatian, when another English ship got under way, 
and stood in the direction of San Blas. ‘The undersigned 
believes that this mancuvre of Commodore Sloat was intend- 
ed for the deception of the English admiral. On the 8th of 
June, 1846, the Savannah again made sail, and, after a pas- 
sage of twenty-three days, during which a press of canvass 
was carried, she arrived at the port of Monterey, in Upper 
California. The Collingwood, of eighty guns, the flag-ship 
of Admiral Seyinour, entered the harbor on the 15th July, 
and the undersigned belicves that the admiral was disap- 
pointed when he saw the American flag flying on shore.” 


Midshipman Wilson says: : 

& On the sixteenth of the same month (July) Admiral 
Seymour, who had been following us for several months 
previous, arrived and anchored in his flag-ship, the Colling- 
wood, (80.) 

“6 Upon his vessel appearing in sight, Commodore Sloat 
sent orders, [ understood, to the commanders of the differ- 
ent vessels comprising our squadron to be in readiness, in 
case the admira! should be entering with bostile intentions, 
or an order to that effect, Icaving the impression on the 
minds of his officers that Admiral Seymour must have in- 
tended to have prevented our squadrom from taking pos- 
session of California. Althvugh such had been our impres- 
sion previously, and, but for the tinely movements of Colonel 
Frémont and his party in the north, thereby influencing the 
commodore in his movements, such I fear would have been 
the result.” 


This testimony, as to the presumed designs of 
the British admiral is fully corroborated by all that 
was going on in California itself while Admiral 
Seymour was watching and following Commodore 
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Sloat on the coast of Mexico and California. 
ring all that time juntas were held, under the man- 
agement of the British vice-consul, Forbes, to place 
the country under British protection; the public 
domain was passing away to British subjects; the 


Du- 


arrival of a British fleet in the course of the sum-' 


mer to take possession of California was confidently 
foretold; and, as a preliminary to this measure, the 
expulsion and.destruction of the Americans was 
resolved upon, the banda or proclamation for their 
expulsion actually issued, and troops raised and 
Indians excited for their destruction. The ex- 
pected arrival of the British fleet connected itself 
with all these operations; and all these would have 
been successful had it not been for the success of 
Mr. Frémont and the people, and so says all the 
testimony. There is ton much of it to read; and, 
besides, a part of this labor has been anticipated, 
and well performed, in the luminous and states- 
manlike observations of the Senator from New 
York, [Mr. Drx,] in what he presented to the Sen- 
ate a few days ago in favor of this bill, and in his 
exposition of British designs upon this continent. 
He read some passages from the depositions which 
show these designs in California. I will now read 
more for the same purpose, and especially to show 
that a British interest was to be created, to claim 
his protection as soon as the admiral arrived, and 
the Americans to be expelled or destroyed to pre- 
vent their opposition: 


Captain Gillespie’s deposition.— Extract. 
“Having joined Lieutenant Colonel Frémont upon the 
9th May, 1846, upon the northern end of the Tiamath lake 
I returned with him to the valley of the Sacrainento, an 
arrived at the settlements upon the 24th of the sdme month. 
We could obtain no news trom heluw; so soon, however, 
as it beeaine known to the settlers that Captain Frémont 
had returned, they came to the camp, bringing us the infor- 
mation that the Indians of the valley were leaving their 
ranchos or wigwams and flying to the mountains. In some 
places, they had shown a very hostile feeling, and certainly 
had been aroused by some foreign emissary. Remaining at 
Lawson’s two days, we proceeded down the valley, and on 
arriving at Neal and Dutton’s, upon Deer creek, the reports 
we had received were confirmed, the Indians inthat section 
having taken to the mountains, and had killed an Indian 
boy in the employ of Mr. Dutton because he had refused to 
foliaew them. On the day the camp remained at this place, 
the settlers, old and young, nen and women, cume to Ca 
tain Frémont, begging him to take part against the Indians, 
and to-give them protection. 
« About June 30th, I learned that the junta which was to 
have assembled at Santa Barbara upon the 15th June, and 
which had been planned and arranged by and through the 
agency of Mr. Forbes, the British vice-consul, and an Irish 
Catholic priest by the name of Macnamara, had been pre- 
vented from assembling in consequence of the rising of the 
settlers. This junta was proposed for the purpose of asking 
the protection of England, and of giving am immense tract 
of land in the valley of the San Joaquin for the settlement 
of ten thousand [rishmen, to be brought to California under 
the direction of Macnamara. All this intrigue of British 
agents was broken up by the timely and prompt operations 
of the setticrs, under the direction of Captain Frémont.” 


Captain Hensley’s deposition.—Extract. 

«I am a resident in Calitornia, where I have resided since 
the autumn of 1643. In the month of May, 1843, [ went to 
Saa Francisco, where I met with General Vallejo,-one of 
the most prominent and influential men in Upper Calitornia. 
I understood from him that he had recently attended a con- 
vention, composed ot General Castro, himself, and five 
others, delegates trom the different districts in California, at 
which the proposition had been made and debated to sepa- 
rate from Mexico and establish a government in California, 
under.the protection of some foreign Power, believed by us 
to be England; but, as the General positively stated, the 
majority was notin favor of placing the country under the 
protection of the „United States, though he himself was. 
General Vallejo was of course guarded in conversing on so 
dangerous a subject as this was.at that time; but the above 
is the substance of his remarks, as understood by inyself 
and others who heard them. ; 

« About this time I heard that Captain Frémont had re- 
turned froin the northward, and was then in the upper part 
of the Sacramento valley. I immediately repaired to his 
- camp, where I informed him of all that í had learned re- 
specting the condition of the country and the designs of the 
leading men among the Californians, giving it as my opinion 
that the American residents would have to leave the coun- 
try or fight for their homes; ut the same time saying | was 
sure we would not leave the country. 

“Captain Frémont resolved to join the Americans for 
their safety, and to overthrow the Mexican forces in that 
province. 

“The 4th of July was duly celebrated, and on the 5th we 
organized the ‘ California battalion,’ adopting the ‘grizzly 
bear? as our embiein, requesting Captain Frémont to take 
command of the battalion, and of all the forces and resources 
of the country, which command he accepted. As soon as 
it was known that Captain Frémont had accepted the com- 
mand, the Californian population seemed to become well 
pleased with the change in affairs, and brought in their prop- 
erty and ineans of warfare, which they placed at Frémont’s 
disposal. He restored to them and to the American settlers 
all the horses which had been previously captured or pressed 
into the service by the Americans, retaining only a number 
sufficient for the actual wants of the service. He then set 
Out with the battalion in pursuit ef Castro, by way of the 
Sacramento, sending me with B amah party to communicate 


with Dr. Marsh. When I arrived at Marsh’s, I learned that 
war had been declared between the United States and Mex- 
ico, and that Commodore Sloat had arrived at Monterey and 
raised the American flag. Returning with this intelligence, 
{ found that Captain Frémont had already learned it, and 
was on his way to Monterey. 1 followed and joined him at 
the mission of San Juan, near Monterey.” 


Captain Chile’s statement.—Exiract. 

«I know that General Vallejo left Sonoma for the pur- 
pose of attending a general council at Monterey, about the 
time the Irish priest, Macnamara, arrived in Caliiornia, and 
a short tine belore the revolution in that country; and I re- 
coliect hearing that the English consul, Mr. Forbes, accom- 
panied him to the Puebla de los Angeles, for the purpose of 
seeing the Governor in relation to obtaining a grant of land, 
upen which it was said a colony of British subjects was to 
be established. 

« The revolution, to the best of my knowledge, put an 
entire stop to such grants and sales.” 


Captain Owen’s deposition.— Extract. 

“The settlers made many applications for help to Captain 
Frémont, on the ground that they were American citizens. 
We went down and camped at the Buttes, about sixty miles 
above Suter’s. There was a good deal of correspondence be- 
tween the settlers and our camp, and as the danger seemed 
near at hand, and there was no other way to get out of it, it 
was finally agreed to join the settlers and fight the Califor- 
nians. In this way the revolution began. The settlers were 
driven to it in self-defence. But [dp not think that it would 
have taken place, or that they could have been united to- 
gether without the aid and protection of Captain Frémont. 
They had not confidence enough in their own strength to 
undertake the war without support. Captain Frémont’s 
party was strong and well armed, and went together like one 
man. The strength of this party and the name of Captain 
Frémont asa United States officer, gave confidence and kept 
the people together both during the revolution and in the war 
afterwards.”? 


Lieutenant’s Loker’s deposition.—Extract. 


& About the time Castro was raising men to drive Colonel 
Frémont out of the country, I was staying at Suter’s Fort, in 
the Sacramento valley; there was also a considerable nuni- 
ber of American settlers around and near the fort, and Cas- 
tro’s movements created agood deal of excitement, so much 
so that many of them wanted to go to Fiémont’s assistance 
immediately, and would have gone had not the Colonel and 
his party arrived on the American tork. After he had left 
for the Tlamath lake there was a good deal of talk about 
England taking possession of the country, and many foreign- 
ers of the highest standing in the country asserted that they 
knew that England had a mortgage on it; and that a British 
man-of-war was on the northwest coast, and would be down 
in the course of the summer to take possession of California. 
Soon after Colonel Frémont left, Major Gillespie arrived, 
started after, and brought him back; then commenced the 
revolution, which, had he not countenanced and aided, I 
know not what would have been the consequences to the 
American settlers, (women and children included ;) for, just 
before his return, there was a meeting of the principal men 
of the country at Monterey; they there thought it advisable 
to order all foreigners to leave the country, and published a 
banda to that effect, ordering all foreigners to leave the coun- 
try by a certain day, or force would be used to compel them 
to leave: women and children were included in the banish- 
ment; and Colonel Frémont returning in the country about 
that time, and finding the men in the valley much excited, 
and the alarm of the women, could not have acted otherwise 
than ‘he did.’ 


Dr. Baldwin’s deposition.—Extract. 


“I again entered Mexico (city) on the 14th of September, 
1847, and remained there until the lstof November; during 
that time I made the acquaintance of the priest Macnamara, 
and, from sources entitled to credit, I was informed that he 
had, under the auspices of the British legation, projected a 
plan to colonize California with emigrants from Ireland. His 
project had met the approbation of the Mexican Government, 
and he wentto California to perfecthis plans. In the mean 
time it was ascertained that the ulterior views of Macna- 
mara were to promote the interest ofthe British Government, 
and not the Mexican Government. A fierce opposition was 
contemplated by the republican members of Congress when 
he should return with his matured plans from California; 
this resistance became unnecessary in consequence of the 
conquest of California by the arms of the United States. 
Macnamara lived in the family of either the British consul 
or chargé d’affaires in Mexico.” 


This is a part—a small part only—of the depo- 
sitions which establish the great points which I 
have mentioned, that there was a plan in progress 
at the time of Mr. Frémont’s return from the Tla- 
math lake, to place California under British pro- 
tection—to transfer the public domain to British 
subjects, and to expel or destroy all the American 
settlers; and that this plan was frustrated by the 
heroic determination of Mr. Frémont to put him- 
self at the head of the people, and to overturg the 
Mexican Government in California. But it is not 
all the proof which shows the British desire to 
possess California, and especially the magnificent 
bay of San Francisco. That desire is no new pas- 
sion with that Power. From the time of the great 
navigator, Captain Cook, her eyes have been fixed 
on the northwest coast of America. Three tiines, 
within half a century, have British national vessels 
surveyed that coast, and especially the bay of San 
Francisco. Vancouver, Beechey, and Belcher, 
have each surveyed it, and the bay itself, with all 
the particularity of the survey of a British harbor. 
Here is a chart of this bay made by Beechey 


in 1828, published at the Royal Hydrographic 
Bureau, exhibiting the most commodious and capa- 
cious harbor upon the face of the earth, large 
enough to hold all the navies of the world, an easy 
and defensible entrance from the sea, opening out 
forty miles to the right and left, sheltered from 
every wind, receiving two handsome rivers, drain- 
ing a basin of five hundred miles of fertile valleys 
and picturesque mountains, a-healthy and de- 
lightful climate, and backed at the distance of one 
hundred and twenty miles by the lofty ridge of 
the Sierra Nevada, crowned with eternal snow. 
Upon this bay Great Britain has had her eyes fixed 
for half a century; and, in June, 1846, at the mo- 
ment of Mr. Frémont’s return from. the Tlamath 
lake, all her long-deferred and cherished inclina- 
tions seemed to be on the point of realization. The 
revolt of the settlers frustrated this ripened hope, - 
in the apparent moment of fruition, and placed the 
coveted prize under the flag of the United States. 

This finishes the first act of the conquest of Cal- 
ifornia. It finishes the revolutionary movement 
in favor of independence, and brings Mr. Frémont 
and his victorious battalion to Monterey—their flag 
of independence exchanged for that of the United 
States—themselves uniting with the naval forces, 
and turning over all the fruits of their successful 
enterprise to the Government of the United States. 

The committee, appreciating at its full value all 
the importance of this revolutionary movement, 
both as it concerns nations and individuals, and 
the truth of history, have instituted into it a most 
searching examination; and the result is what 
I have stated, and what the document.of evidence 
proves. And their opinion was unanimous, that 
although this movement was made without the 
authority or knowledge of the Government, and 
without the knowledge that war existed at the time 
between the United States and Mexico, yet such 
being the fact, and the United States having re- 
ceived all the benefits of the movement, they are 
bound in honor and in conscience to pay all its 
expenses. 

Commodore Sloat returned to the United States; 
Commodore Stockton succeeded to the command; 
and here commenced his connection with the con- 
quest of California. He proposed to complete the 
conquest by pursuing Castro to the south, and 
taking the ‘* City of the Angels.” But the aid ofa 


‘land force was indispensable to this enterprise; and 


here the American settlers again showed their 
courage and patriotism. Commodore Stockton 
applied to Frémont and Gillespie to join with their 
battakhon—to serve under him, and obey his orders. 
They agreed to do so, both men and officers, and 
this was fully sworn by Commodore Stockton 
before the late court martial. On receiving the 
command from Commodore Sloat, he says: 

& I immediately sent to Major Frémont to inform him of 
what had occurred, and to Jet bim know that if he and Lieu- 
tenant Gillespie, with the volunteers who were with them, 
would volunteer to serve under my command, so long as 
I might be in possession of California and desired their ser- 
vices, that I would form a battalion by appointing him (Cap- 
tain Frémont) major,and Lieutenant Gillespie captain, and 
all the other necessary officers. This was all done in the 
course of the day and the next morning, when they were 
ordered to embark on board the United Stites ship Cyane 
to be landed at San Diego. These men were not of the kin 
of personnel which sometimes compose regular armies ; they 
were principally free American citizens who had scttled in 
California; they were men of respectability, of influence, 
and of property; they were no ordinary men, because, when 
told that I had offered them as pay ten dollars a month, they 
said (as T wastold) that they would not accept that pay ; that 
it would not pay their expenses; but that they would volun- 
teer to serve under my command without (fixed) compen- 
sation.” ree: 

Thus the men of the battalion passed into the 
service of the United States without a stipulation 
for fixed compensation, but with: the full expecta- 
tion that gustice would be done them. Mr. Fré: 
mont, actuated wholly by public and patriotic 
considerations, took command under Commodore 
Stockton. His influence carried along with him 
the whole of'the battalion. Hegave up his inde- 
pendent position; became subordinate to Commo- 
dore Stockton; carried with him the men of the 
country, and ensured the complete conquest of the 
country; for, without land forces, the conquest 
could not have been accomplished. 

This was the last of July. Leaving their horses 
on shore, the men immediately went on board the 
Cyane, sailed down the coast five hundred miles 
to San Diego, and marched for Los Angeles, dis- 
tant one hundred and fifty miles. This city (the 
eapital of the Californias) was taken early in Au- 
gust: and with its capture the conquest af Califor- 
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nia was complete. But the conques? was to be 
preserved. The orders to the naval officers were 
to conquer, hold, and govern California; and to do 
that, the service of land forces was further wanted. 
The seamen and marines were wanted on board 
the vessels; no troops of the United ‘States were 
there. The further services of Frémont’s battalion 
became indispensable. They demanded twenty- 
five dollars a month, (which is very near the 
amount allowed by law to mounted men,) and 
only remained in service upon condition of receiv- 
ing it. So testifies Captain Hensley, an officer of 
the battalion, and a gentleman of character and in- 
telligence, who was examined before the commit- 
tee. He says: : 

«I was present when the California battalion was mus- 
tered into the service of the United States, and the men then 

sitively refused to serve for eleven dollars per month. 

hey remained in the service without any rate of pay being 
specified until, in August, 1846, at the City of Angels, Colonel 
Frémont ordered me to inquire of my company at what rate 
of pay they would consent to remain in the service. They 
unanimously demanded twenty-five dollars per month, and 
refused to remain any longer in service unless that amount 
was promised them. I considered the rate of pay demanded 
by the men as reasonable for that country, and under all the 
circumstances.”? 

Upon these terms they remained in service to 
garrison the country. 

But a new and more arduous service was re- 
quired from the California battalion. In the fall 
of 1846, an insurrection broke out in Southern 
California, and the battalion was called upon to 
join in its suppression. Most of them had returned 
to the north. Another campaign to the south was 
required, and many recruits necessary to complete 
its strength. A body of emigrants had just ar- 
rived from the United States, and stopped in the 
valley of the Sacramento. Leaving their families 
slightly provided with shelter and subsistence, 
above two hundred of them joined Mr. Frémont 
for this new expedition of near seven hundred 
miles distance. At first it was attempted from the 
San Francisco bay by sea. Baffled in that attempt, 
after twenty. days’ contest with adverse winds, a 
return to Monterey, and an overland march to Los 
Angeles, became unavoidable. It was the begin- 
ning of winter—the cold rains already set in—a 
country of defiles and mountains, and in a state of 
insurrection, to be traversed—and everything to 
be procured, and without money. In a few weeks 
all was ready—cannon mounted, beef-cattle pro- 
cured, six hundred horses collected. It was a 
march of extraordinary hardship, as well as re- 
quiring military skill. Every ay many horses 
perished of hunger and cold, and on Christmas 
day above an hundred died on the Santa Barbara 
mountain in a storm of wind and rain black with 
the tempest from the Pacific Ocean. The march 
required skill; but it was with something more 
than a soldier's eye that Mr. Frémont felt it to be 
his duty to survey the field before him. He knew 
that the Californians against whom he was going 
were themselves revolutionists—successful insur- 
gents against Mexican authority—and conscious 
that they must come either under the American or 
British flag. Conciliation was his policy. To gain 
over these people by mildness and justice, instead 
of crushing them by arms, became his object; and 
to the attainment of this object all his military 
movements became subordinate and subservient. 
San Luis Obispo, a focus of insurrection, the seat 
of acommandant, and distant one hundred and 
fifty miles, was to be taken and passed. He con- 
ceived the design of a secret march—a surprise—a 
- capture without bloodshed—and the seizure of the 
insurgent chiefs: and he accomplished that de- 
sign. The secret march was made—the town sur- 
prised—and the arrests effected—and effected with 
the quiet and order of so many civil arrgsts in one 
of our peaceful cities. Don Jesus Pico, and some 
thirty others, were taken. Then an event occur- 
red which gave a decisive turn to the character 
of the war, and ensured its peaceful and happy 
conclusion. Don Jesus Pico was particularly 
obnoxious to the Americans. He had broken 
his parole—been active in the insurrection—and 
had sent out expeditions in which Captain Bor- 
rows and some brave men had been killed. He 
was placed before a court-martial, condemned, and 
ordered to be shot. Mr, Frémont pardoned him, 
and in that act consummated his policy of concilia- 
tion, prevented further resistance to his march, and 
pepas the way for the capitulation of Couenga. 

on Jesus was connected with all the principal 
families by blood and by marriage. He was cousin 


to Don Andres Pico, a principal chief of the ingur- 
rection at Los Angeles. He attached himself to 
Mr. Frémont, took the side of peace and concilia- 
tion, went with him in his march, and contributed 
to quiet the towns through which they had to pass. 
The people remained in their houses, offered no 
resistance, and received no harm. A corps of ob- 
servation, which hung upon his march, yielded the 
maritime pass of the Punto Gordo without resist- 
ance, and galloped about without giving or receiv- 
ing any serious attack. The main body of the in- 
surgents at Los Angeles, hearing of his approach, 
and that he had passed Santa Barbara, marched 
out to meet him; then, changing their minds, they 
turned back to the south, and fought the actions of 


the 8th and 9th of January with Commodore Stock-’ 


ton. Repulsed, but not routed, (for Commodore 
Stockton’s command was all on foot, and the in- 
surgents all mounted,) they turned again to meet 
Mr. Frémont, and took post in the pass of San 
Fernando. They undertook to defend the pass, 
which being turned by the riflemen, they fell back 
into the plain of Couenga, famous as a battle-field 
in the strifes of California. Mr. Frémont sent them 
a message. They agreed to meet him. He went 
out alone to see them, attended only by Don Jesus 
Pico, (who had attached himself to him for life and 
for death since his pardon,) and had an interview 
with Don Andres Pico and other chiefs. They 
agreed to capitulate to him, and to nobody but him, 
declaring that they would take to the mountains 
‘* and die like wild beasts’’ before they would sub- 
mit to any one but him. The terms were agreed 
upon, and they were conformable to the law of 
nations, and to the law of common sense and jus- 
tice. The insurgents gave up their cannon and 
public arms, retired to their homes, promised sub- 
mission to the American authority, and aid in pre- 
serving order, and in return were to receive protec- 
tion, and not to be required to take the oath of 
allegiance to the United States until a definitive 
treaty of peace with Mexico should fix their politi- 
cal condition. These terms, agreed upon in per- 
son, were reduced to form by commissioners ap- 
pointed on each side, approved by the respective 
commanders-in-chief, (Commodore- Stockton and 
Don Andres Pico,) and the war not only terminated 
and peace established, but the fruits of peace ac- 
quired and enjoyed. i 

This was the conclusion of the war, and was so 
related by the United States consu! at Monterey, 
(Mr. O. Larkin,) who was a prisoner in the hands 
of the insurgents at the time of Mr. Frémont’s ap- 
proach to Los Angeles. He says: 

št On the 3d or 4th of January, news reached the Puebla that 
Colonel Frémont was south of Santa Barbara, marching to 
meet the Califorhian forces. The latter then mustered ail 
they could, to the number of 400 to 50U, aud encamped two 
or three days at the mission of San Fernando, awatting the 
arrival of the riflemen, and appeared very anxious to have 
a fight. Information now reached General Flores that Com- 
modore Stockton, with 600 men froin San Diego, would soon 
be in his vicinity. He immediately ordered ali the Mexi- 
cans and Californians to leave San Fernando, and march 


to the opposite site of the Puebla to meet the marine forces. 
* w * * t * 


& On the 13th of January, the capitulation of Couenga was 
signed. * * ” * * 

« T'he war in California is now over, as far as the Califor- 
nians are concerned, and if their manners and customs are 
tolerated, and common protection afforded them, they will 
grudually fuil into the new order of ajfuirs. They have had, 
in different parts, nine hundred men under arms, every man 
with good horses and a lance, most of them ‘with swords, 
pistols, rifles, or carbines, every one of them countrymen, 
tu aid thein either by choice or force; a perfect knowledge 
of every hill and valley; yet they did nut succeed, and have 
found their losses in horses and waste of time so great, as tu 
prefer peace for the future, under a guarantee of good treat- 
ment.”? 


The capitulation of Couenga was the happy con- 
clusion of the war, and is so testified by many 
witnesses. Midshipman Wilson, a captain in the 
California battalion, says: 


s“ We had frequent skirmishes with parties of the enemy 
until the capitulution of Couenga, which acted almost magi- 
cally in restoring peace and tranquillity to the country ; and 
but for that capitulation, so beneficial in its results, my iin- 
pression is that the Californians would have carried on a 
system of guerrilla warfare, by which many lives and much 
property would have been sacrificed.” 


Colonel Russell, who was chief staff officer in 
the battalion, and one of the commissioners for 
making the capitulation, says: 

« At the capitulation of Don Andres Pico to Colonel Fré- 
mont, he and other Califurnians boldly declared their deter- 
mination never to subinit to any other officer than him, and 
on the terms granted in the capitulation of Couenga, of which 
I was one of the negotiators. l 

t T hesitate not to give it as my decided epinion that the 


capitulation of Couenga on the 13th January, 1847, was the 
main cause of saving the country from a bloody, vexatious, 
predatory warfare, that would necessarily have been pro- 
tracted for a considerable length of time. 

“I remained at Los Angeles over two months after the 
capitulation, and became well acquainted, and conversed 
much with the families in that part of the country, and from 
all I could learn, the goud resulta of that treaty in prevent- 
ing a guerrilla warfare was fully confirmed.’ 

This was the conclusion of the war, and the res- 
toration of peace and its fruits. e capitulation 
of Couenga was the pacification and the reconcilia- 
tion of California. It was the last act in the drama 
of the conquest, and, like the first movement in the 
valley of the Sacramento, was done upon the re- 
sponsibility of Mr. Frémont alone. From the day 
it was signed peace and good-will prevailed in the 
country. Travelling and living became as secure 
as in any part of the United States. Mr. Frémont 
could have gone back alone, withoutarms or guards, 
upon the line of his march from Los Angeles to 
Monterey, without interruption from the people, 
except in the manifestations of their gratitude and 
affection. He did go back upon it in that extraor- 
dinary ride with Don Jesus Pico, and was greeted 
every where by the hospitalities of the people. He 
afterwards lived two months as governor in the 
capital of the Californias, like any Governor would 
live in the capital of one of our States, without 
guards or sentries, or any semblance of military 
ae the battalion being sent off ten miles to 

eep it out of the town. 

And thus the same men who began the war fin- 
ished it. The California battalion, formed out of 
the American settlers on the Sacramento and the 
men of the topographical party, (reinforced after- 
wards by later emigrants from the United States, ) 
finished on the plains of Covenca the movement 
which had commenced at Sonoma, and in the same 
spirit of justice, moderation, and patriotism. In 
conjunction with the sailors and marines, they had 
twice conquered California before the United States 
troops arrived in the country. They did it with- 
out aid from the United States—without quarter- 
masters, commissaries, and paymasters to carry, 
feed, and pay them. The fruits of all their labors 
have been received by the United States, and the 
bill rendered is only seven hundred thousand dol- 
lars—a fraction only of the amount paid to those 
who arrived after the work was done. - It should 
have been provided for in one of the public bills. 
It is an appropriation, and of a public nature, and 
of the most sacred nature. It should at least have 
had a place in that “‘ deficiency” bill of fourteen 
millions which lately passed Congress; for what 
can be more deficient than nonpayment, for almost 
two years, for such extraordinary services? Even 
if this bill is passed at once, and with the least 
possible delay from legislative forms, it will still 
be almost half a year before the claimants can be- 
gin to touch their pay. 

The bill is carefully drawn, both with a view to 
public and to private justice. It is intended .to 
settle up and pay up at once all just claims, and to 
close the door forever upon all false ones. A com- 
mission acquainted with the subject, familiar with 
every transaction, is to go to California, visit every 
district in which claims originated, call all before 
them, allow the good, reject the bad, and bar all 
that are not presented to them. In this way, and 
in this alone, can justice be done to all parties, just 
claimants saved from the depredations of agents 
and speculators, the United States saved from pay- 
ing false accounts, and California prevented from 
becoming a mine for the production of false claims 
for half a century to come. The great and main 
facts, that services have been rendered, that the 
United States have received the benefit of these 
services, and that they have not been paid for, are 
established by the depositions; the mode of settle- 
sits and the detail of payment, is directed by the 

ill. 

Mr. DAYTON rose and said, it was his inten- 
tion to make a few remarks on the bill; but as the 
hour was late, and as he understood. there was 
some Executive business to be acted on, he would 
wish the bill to be informally passed over, should 
such be the sense of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, and by gen- 
eral consent, the bill was then informally- passed 
over, and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of Executive business. The doors were soon 
afterwards reopened, and | 


The Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, April 11, 1848. 

Mr. PALFREY rose, as soon as the Journal 
had been read, and moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the joint resolution from the Senate, 
tendering the congratulations of the American to 
the French people on the consolidation of a French 
republic and the principles of liberty, was passed 
ht 

The SPEAKER inquired if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts voted in the majority. 

Mr. PALFREY replied that he did. 

The SPEAKER then stated the question to be 
on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. PALFREY said he was desirous yesterday 
to offer an amendment to the resolutions when they 
were pending, but he was prevented by the motion 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] 
for the previous question. If he had had an op- 
portunity, he should have offered the following 
resolution as an amendment to be prefixed to the 
series of resolutions that were introduced: 

Resolved, That no despotism is more effective than that 
which exists under the semblance of popular institutions; 
and that a great nation emancipated from the control of an 
oligarchy of two hundred thousand voting citizens is entitled 
to the congratulations of every friend of freedom. 

The French Government lately overthrown (he 
remarked) was said, at the time of its institu- 
‘tion, to be a throne surrounded by popular insti- 
tutions, by institutions of a republican character; 
and yet it had come to this, that about two hun- 
dred thousand voting citizens had wielded the pow- 
er of that Republic, and governed some thirty-five 
millions of men. They had done it in the way in 
which other oligarchies, other monarchies had 
done it in other days, without disturbing the forms 
of republicanism, acting through the channels of 
republican government, yet wielding an arbitrary 
and tyrannical power, by means of influence, of 
bribery, of intimidation, and in other ways. The 
time, however, had gone by, and he should not now 
offer his amendment. But he would take occa- 
gion, which he could have desired to have had 
poa to make a remark or two, called forth 

y 


some observations of the gentleman from Vir- | 


ginia, (Mr. Bay.y,] whom he saw near him. He | 
had not heard the gentleman from Virginia dis- 
tinctly, though he sat near that gentleman. The 
observations of the gentleman from Virginia, as 
the gentleman had himself very properly said, had 
been very discursive, though certainly interesting 
as faras he (Mr. P.) could hear them. He had 
not heard them distinctly, because his hearing, 
never the quickest, was affected by indisposition 
under which he labored. 

He was not now proposing to follow the gen-, 
tleman from Virginia in the general course of his 
remarks. He had no means of doing it. He had 
sought the means in the newspapers—or rather in 
the newspaper, the National Intelligencer—this 
morning, that he might see the remarks of the gen- 
tieman from Virginia, and revive his own impres- 
sions, and correct any errors into which he might 
have fallen. There was no report, however, there; 
s0 that he was thrown entirely on his own very im- 
perfect recollection. He was, nevertheless, obliged 
to address the House to-day, if at all; for the 

rivilege of moving a reconsideratien, which gave 
im the right to address the House, would be ex- 
hausted to-morrow. 

As he had said, he did not propose to follow 
the gentleman from Virginia in the whole range 
of his remarks; it was only one or two of the 
most important topics which that gentleman had 
brought forward that he should touch; and par- 
ticularly he wished to correct the gentleman’s im- 

ression—for he supposed the ‘gentleman from 
irginia did not wish to rest under any misappre- 
hension, or mislead any of those who reposed 
confidence in him—respecting a certain state of 
sentiment and law in Massachusetts to which the 
entleman had alluded. He might, to be-sure, 
ave interrupted the gentleman from Virginia 
when he was treating on this topic yesterday, but 
he saw the gentleman from Virginia was in much 
better hands than in his own—he alluded to his 
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| Virginia, he feared that Virginia was too old to 
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| colleague, [Mr. Asamun.] He was far from saying 
| that Massachusetts, in this or any particular, en- 
tirely conformed to the idea of a perfect common- 
wealth. He knew there was nothing perfect here 
below, in either the individual or the social state. 
He was far from maintaining that the practice of 
Massachusetts conformed to her theories. But 
| one thing he would tell the gentleman from Vir- 
| ginia, that Massachusetts was not too old to grow 
i wiser, and she was growing wiser day by day, 
| thank God. Massachusetts was a little younger 

than Virginia, and if he might draw an inference 
from what had fallen from the gentleman from 


| grow wiser. 
The gentleman from Virginia had adverted to the 
marriage laws of Massachusetts; and he begged, if 
his recollection of what the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia had said was not correct, that the gentleman 
| would correct him. Massachusetts saw that there 
i were people within her borders of mingled blood. 
i Mulattoes were born in Massachusetts. He pre- 
| sumed mulattoes were born in Virginia. There 
were mulattoes there in 1836, 1843, and 1844. He 
stated that fact from his own observation. Well, 
; Massachusetts thought—her legislative will was— 
: that if there were to be persons born there of min- 
! se blood, there should be no legal obstacle to their 
eing honestly born; and so she had declared by 
her laws some five or six years ago. 

The gentleman from Virginia, in speaking of the 
social position of the colored race in Massachu- 
setts, had asked if it had been known that a color- 
ed man had ever served ona jury. He (Mr. P.) 
could not answer that question; but he could tell 
the gentleman from Virginia how the laws of Mas- 
sachusetts stood on that subject, to the best of his 
knowledge and belief. The laws of Massachusetts 
specified np distinction of color among the qualifi- 
cations of jurymen,and a colored man was as liable 
to be draughted to sit in the jury box as a white 
man. 

Mr. BAYLY asked the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to yield the floor for explanation. 

Mr. PALFREY assented. | 

Mr. BAYLY said he had referred to instances 
of a universal social feeling repealing the laws of 
the State. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, inquired what 
the question was that was before the House? 

The SPEAKER replied, that it was on a motion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. PaL- 
FREY] to reconsider the vote of the House yester- 
day adopting the resolutions congratulating the 
French on the establishment of a republican gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. BROWN inquired if those resolutions were 
now before the House, and if they had not been 
returned to the Senate? And if they had been 
returned to the Senate, if this motion was now in 
order? 

The SPEAKER explained, that the rules of the 
House gavethe privilege to move a reconsideration 
on the day on which the vote was taken, or on the 
day succeeding; and such privilege was not super- 
Seded by the return of the resolutions to the Sen- 
ate. That point had been frequently settled in this 
House. e would, however, state, as a matter of 
fact, that-he understood that the papers were still 
in the hands of the Clerk. 

Mr. PALFREY then resumed. He said he 
was the most helpless man in this House in the 
hands of a tactician: the rules might choke him 
off from all participation in debate, and he should 
not know how to help himself. He once thought 
he knew something of parliamentary law; but the 
Rules and Orders of this House were an unfathom- 
able mystery to him. He believed, however, that 
the rules had been applied by the Chair honestly 
and justly. He was sometimes fain merely to rise 
in his place, as he and the Speaker had becn taught 
to do when boys at school in New England, raise 
his right hand, and say, ‘‘Sir, may I speak?” 

The gentleman from Virginia had suggested a case 
in which he supposed the laws to be overridden by 
public sentiment. Now, he did aot know but that 
the gentleman from Virginia was right. ‘ He (Mr. 
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P.) had never sat on a jury; he had never argued 
before a jury; he had never been tried by a jury. 
He knew not, then, how that might be; but this he 
knew, that the selectmen of the town placed in a 
box the names of those citizens who were eligiblė 
to serve on juries. The law gave them a discretion 
as to the names they should place there, and they 
were authorized to deposit the names of those that 
they thought suitable. He supposed that tHe actual 
practice would be found to conform to the views 
of town officers. 

But the gentleman from Virginia had looked a 
little higher, and asked if a colored man had been 
ever heard of on the bench? Now, had a justice’s 
court a bench? [Mr. BavLy assented.) A justice’s 
court had a bench; and not many months had pass- 
ed since, in his humble capacity of Secretary of 
State of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, he 
had set the great seal of that Commonwealth to the 
commission of a gentleman learned in the law, 
who, he believed, was nearly as black as his (Mr. 
P.’s) coat. And if the gentleman from Virginia 
should go to Massachusetts, as he (Mr. P.) hoped 
he would, and if he got into trouble there, which 
he (Mr. P.) hoped he would not, he was as likely 
to have justice, tempered with mercy, meted out 
to him by that respectable magistrate as by any 
other person bearing a judicial commission in the 
old Bay State. . 

The gentleman from Virginia had said some- 
thing, too, about the Legislature. Now, he (Mr. 
P.) had been in the Legislature of Massachusetts 
in the years 1842 and 1843, and in one of those 
years—1842, he believed—it was said in the House 
that a colored man was chosen from one of the 
towns of Massachusetts to represent it in the Le- 
gislature. He believed he spoke truly on this 
question, though he had never seen the election 
certificate. He believed the town to which he re- 
ferred was the town of Pepperell. [Some gentle- 
man remarked that it was the town of Townsend.) 
He was informed by a friend near him that it was 
the own of Townsend, which was next to Pep- 

erell. 
: Mr. BAYLY. Did he take his seat? 

Mr. PALFREY. That was a very pertinent 
question. Hedid not. If hehad, he(Mr. P.) had 
no doubt he would have been treated with proper 
respect and courtesy there; and, for anything he 
knew, that colored representative might have been 
chairman of the committee on the Latimer petition, 
which reported a law making it highly penal for 
the officers of the Commonwealth to employ them- 
selves in arresting fugitive negroes, and a alt 
the use of the jailsforsucha purpose. Buthe di 
not take his seat. Perhaps he had no political 
ambition. He (Mr. P.) dared say he was a mod- 
est man, and did not desire a seat in the Legisla- 
ture. Would not the gentleman from Virginia be 
modest about taking a seat in a Legislature where 
all its members were of a color different from his 
own? : i 

The gentleman from Virginia had alluded to 
some other particularsof the social position of those 
persons. He would say to that gentleman that 
they associate with our children in the public schools 
—those institutions which make the great glory of 
our Commonwealth, and give her directly and in- 
directly that standing which she has in this con- 
federacy of republics. After making a few remarks 
some weeks ago in this House, which were pub- 
lished in the National Intelligencer, he had received 
a letter from a gentleman who resided in the town 
of New Bedford, with whom he was not acquaint- 
ed, but, on making inquiry from the gentleman who 
represented the tenth congressional district of Mas- 
sachusetts, who was now absent, he had learned 
that the writer was a gentleman of wealth, and 
standing, and respectability, and philanthropy, and 
education. The writer had given him some facts . 
which he believed would be interesting to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, and to other members of 
this House. Amongst other things in that letter, 
he said: 

« There are in this city about twelve to thirteen hundred 


colored people, and of that number between three hundred 
and four hundred are slaves, or rather were slaves, but have 
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emancipated themselves, as Frederick Douglass would say, 
by ‘ praying with their heels.” This class of people are be- 
Pinning to improve themselves. The signs are already vis- 
ible, both as to deportment and mental improvement. Last 
year the first scholar in our high school (which is among the 
first in the State) was a colored girl—one who was far above 
all others, (I think in all the branches,) and one whose com- 
position would have done no discredit to a grdduate of Har- 
vard. * -* x» In addition to this, there are two colored 
boys in our public schools, each of whom is as black as 
possible, and who stand at the very head of their classes in 
mathematics. Moreover, there is a colored girl who, though 
not the first, was among the first of her class when she grad- 
uated in our high school about two years since, who has 
since established an infant school among the colored chil- 
dren. * * * There is also a colored man here who is 
worth twenty thousand dollars, who has within a few years 
twice visited France, and travelled, who speaks French with 
accuracy, and is quite a good Latin scholar, and moreover 
somewhat of a poet, and of good moral character. There 
are some others worth from two to ten thousand dollars.”’ 


Mr. P. said he would add, that he had lately 
known something of a charming boy, whom God, 
in his providence, had seen fit to take away. 

Voices: **Charming!”’ “ A charming negro!’’] 

Yes, (said Mr. P.,) I said the word, and I do not 
take it back because of the sneers of gentlemen. 
The expression was unpremeditated, but the re- 
ception it meets only attracts my attention to its 
propriety. I do not know what there is that has 
a charm for rightly-thinking men if it be not moral 
and intellectual excellence. I repeat it, a charming 
and most interesting colored boy, who, as his in- 
structor, an accomplished and experienced teacher, 
informed me, was the best scholar he had in all the 
‘departments of the institution ; a youth of amiable 
manners and gentlemanly and correct deportment 
in all respects—one who inspired respect and regard 
among all his white associates. He was fitted for 
the oldest university in the country. But God took 
him away. Had his life been spared, that youth 
would now have been in that oldest of American 
universities. He would there have been the equal 
associate, perhaps the successful competitor of Mr. 
P.’s own son, and of the son of a gentleman from 
South Carolina, not now in his place. Mr. P. could 
say, for his own son, that had he not treated this 
lad with every demonstration of respect and good 
will, his father would not have felt for him that 
esteem and confidence which he now felt. 

Mr. P. said, he had no wish to depart from the 
regular and orderly course of basiness in the 
House. He had been led into the course of re- 
mark in which he had indulged by some of the 
remarks of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Bay.ty,] who did not, he was very sure, desire to 
remain under a misapprehension of the true state 
of facts in regard to which he was speaking. 

Before he resumed his seat, he would add one word 
in regard to the action of the Senate of Virginia re- 
gpecting his lamented friend, Mr. Apams. Mr.P. 
supposed that his colleague [Mr. Asumun] had not 
meant to express displeasure at what had been 
done by that body. Certainly Mr. P. felt none. 
Honesty was first of all the virtues, and one which 
Mr. P. ever desired to maintain both in himself 
and others. He would not praise the dead be- 
cause they weredead. Let his tongue be palsied 
before it uttered commendation of some departed 
men, prominent in American history, of whpm he 
had heard animated laudations in that House. He 
held that the Senate of Virginia ought, in their 
course of. public action, to be true to the opinions 
they held. The misfortune was, not that they acted 
according to their opinions, but that they held such 
opinions. ‘Fhey could not sympathize with that 
great life; they were unable to appreciate its noble 
aims, and they were right in not saying that they 
did. But other times were coming for Virginia. 
` The time was coming, perhaps was not very far 
off, that her sons, when showing her public records 
to a stranger, would turn over that leaf hastily, as 
not liking to remember or to dwell upon it. The 

ays were hastening on when Virginia would 
again come to the vanof public opinion. She had 
stood there once—she would stand there again. 
If the great State of Virginia, for a quarter of a 
century, had not exerted any appreciable influence 
in the councils of this nation, it could never be for- 
gotten that her influence had once been great and 
salutary, and it would be again; she possessed 
material, which, under better appliances than what 
now existed, would yet make its duc contribution 
to the glory of the Republic. Agd when that 
bright day should come, then, he repeated it, 
would this be turned hastily over as_a defaced leaf 
in her history. The gentleman remembered the 
ipacription written on the. monument of Molière, 


who had failed, by one or two votes, of admission 
into the French Academy. On his death the Acad- 
emy decreed him a monument in their own hall, on 
which, by their order, this was written: £‘ Nothing 
was wanting to his glory: he was wanting to ours.’’* 
So it might be said of this proceeding of the Senate 
of Virginia: her condolence was not wanting to the 
glory of Mr. Adams; but a due expression of regret 
at his loss was wanting to hers. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, desired to inter- 
pose one question; and (Mr. P. yielding) said: The 
gentleman told them if that ‘ charming” young 
black had not been called hence, he would have been 
the associate of his son in one of the oldest univer- 
sities of the State; and if his son had not treated his 
associate with proper respect, he would thereby 
have forfeited the consideration of hisparent. Now, 
his question was, would the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts be willing to see that interesting, talent- 
ed, “charming” negro boy, become the married 
companion of his own daughter? 

Mr. PALFREY said, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee inquires whether I would introduce such a 
young person as I have described to the acquaint- 
ance of the female members of my family. The 
question was of a nature very foreign from that of 
the academical association of young men. There 
were various conventional circumstances having re- 
lation to the habits of social life, which would deter- 
mine his mind in such a case, and which the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee could estimate as well as 
himself. The gentleman, hesupposed, was able to 
put much stronger questions than that, which was 
answered by stating that he would introduce no 
female of his family to the society of any person 
who, for reasons operating on the minds either of 
his family or their friends, he might know would 
be disagreeable, either on account of anything per- 
sonal to himself, or weighing upon him because of 
the habits or views of others. 

The definite object for which he had risen, was 
to move a reconsideration of the resolution of the 
Senate, so that it might be amended by the sub- 
stitution of the language of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Stepnens.] He considered that 
proposed amendment as fully meeting, the case, 
and as very happily expressed. Mr. P. said he 
dreaded the resolution on the table. He had, in- 
deed, voted for it, because he did not like on such 
an occasion to sit silent, and because he was un- 
willing to vote ‘ nay” on such an occasion. In 
yielding his vote, he had done it rather in favor of 
what he supposed the resolution was intended to 
convey, than that which it actually expressed. 

Mr. P. would not speak in a disrespectful tone 
of any gentleman in the House, nor did he know 
who it was that had draughted this resolution; but, 
to speak the real truth, he did not, know what it 
meant. If anybody knew what ‘consolidating the 

rinciples of liberty”? meant, and that the French 
kad done it, he knew more than Mr. P., which, 
to be sure, was not saying much. [A laugh.] 
No; the language was French, and sadly modern 
French, too. No such French could be got out of 
the pages of Voltaire. It was the French of Cousin, 
and that school. For aught he knew, the phrase 


_in question might have been drawn from some of 


the speeches or papers of Lamartine, in whose 
proclamations and harangues, while there were 
many very good things, there were others like 
those of a much greater character, ‘‘ some things 
hard to be understood.”’ 

The French loved a brilliant saying as well as 
anybody; and they might be gratified by the en- 
thusiastic sympathy which our resolutions were 
intended to express; but they were a peopke of very 
rigid taste, and had as keen a sense of the ridicu- 
lous; and Mr. P.-confessed he should not like to 
be present when this resolution should be read in 
the French legislative hall, for he verily believed 
it would excite such merriment as would be little 
flattering to our national vanity. He hoped, for the 
sake of our own good taste and exactness, that the 
resolution would be reconsidered and amended. 

Mr. KAUFMAN obtained the floor, and moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table; but 
consented to withdraw it at the earnest solicitation 
and remonstrance of 

Mr. BAYLY, who said he should not reply to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts with any asper- 
ity. There was so much of the man that was the 


*.6¢ Rien he manquait à sa gloire ; 
Il manquait à la nôtre.”? 


gentleman, so much propriety of conduct and of 
manner about him, tiat, much as Mr. B. abhorred 
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the principles he held, he should not attempt, in — 


his reply to his remarks on this occasion, to give 
any expression to his feelings. But it was due to 
himself, that he should add.a few words to his 
reply to the other gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. AsHmun. | 

But before he did so, he must say a few words 
in reply to the gentleman who had last spoken, 
[Mr. Patrrey.} And, in the first place, that gen- 
tleman had said that Mr. B. was in error in regard 
to the legislation of Massachusetts. Now, if the 
gentleman had heard his remarks distinctly, as he 
had said he did not, he could not but have been 
struck with the fact, that in all he had satd in rela- 
tion to the legislation of the States of this Union 
on the subject of free negroes, he had carefully ex- 
cepted Massachusetts. He had repeated that ex- 
ception with particularity more than once, and the 
reason must be obvious. He knew the general. 
fact that there had been of late much legislation in 
Massachusetts on that subject, but he was not 
fully aware of the precise extent to which it had 
gone. Most of the remarks he had made in 
reference particularly to Massachusetts he had 
made on the statements and suggestions of others. 
But, after all, he did not think the gentleman had 
pointed out any very important errors into which 
he had fallen. He had one other remark to make 
on this point. He had said that Massachusetts 
had made it a penal offence for her magistrates to 
assist in the delivering up of fugitive slaves, and 
had prohibited the use of her jails for any such 
purpose. He recollected those laws perfectly well, 
and had intended to refer to them in his reply to 
the gentleman [Mr. Asumun] on yesterday, but 
in the hurry of an unpremeditated speech he had 
forgotten to refer to the assertion of that gentleman 
that his State was willing to abide by the compro- 
mise of the Constitution. He would therefore ad- 
vert to that subject now, because he should dwell 
upon it more at large in his printed remarks, should 
he hereafter write out his speech and amplify it as 
he proposed to do for publication. The gentleman 
had ald that he himself was willing and his State 
was willing to abide by the Constitution as it stood, 
and that in reference to the subject of slavery he 
was willing to stand by the compromises on which 
that instrument had been formed. Let him ask 
the gentleman whether in passing such laws as 
these his State was doing that? 

Mr. ASHMUN. 4 Yes; she is. 

Mr. BAYLY. No; she is not. The United 
States courts have declared precisely the reverse. 
Mr. B. quoted the following clause of the Consti- 
tution: ** No person held to service or labor in one 
‘State, under the laws thereof, escaping into an- 
‘ other, shall, in consequence of any law or regula- 
‘ tjon therein, be discharged from such service or 
‘labor, but shall be délivered up on claim of the 
‘party to whom such service or labor may be 
‘due.”’ | 
» Judge Story, a jurist who was the boast and 
glory of the gentleman’s own State, in comment- 
ing on this clause in the Constitution, observed, 
that it contemplated a summary ministerial pro- 
ceeding not in conformity with the rules of the 
common law. That commentator laid emphasis 
on the expression ‘‘ delivered up on the claim of 
the party to whom,” &c. And so said the United 
States Supreme Court. In 1793 Congress had 
passed a law to carry out this constitutional pro- 
vision: and that law made it the duty of the State 
magistrates to assist in the surrender of such fugi- 
tives. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Will you show me the law 
which makes any such requirement. 

Mr. BAYLY. Yes, I will. Hand me the vol- 
ume of the Laws of the United States, and I will 
show it. 

The Constitution of the United States, he said, 
declared that the Constitution, and the laws passed 
in pursuance of it, should be the supreme law of 
the land. The constitutionality of the law of 1793 
had come before the Supreme Court in the case of 
Sprigg against the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
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vania; and the members of the court, with a single 


dissenting voice, had pronounced it to be in ac- 
cordance with the Constitution, and therefore the 
law of the land. Yet the State of Massachusetts, 


with this doctrine taught by her own great jurist, > 
and this decision of the court of last. resort staring 


her in the face, has set at nought this supreme law 
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of the land by a law of her own—a law that was 
so designed. She had done more; she had ex- 
tended the right of trial by jury to these fugitives; 
she had also authorized negroes to sit upon juries, 
according to the gentleman who had just spoken; 
and thus the case of a runaway negro might come 
before a jury of negroes (who might themselves 
have been runaways) for trial. It was idle to tell 
him that this important clause of the Constitution 
—a clause which had been made an indispensable 
condition by the southern States before they would 
sanction the Constitution—had not been nullified 
by the State of Massachusetts. With what pro- 
priety, then, could the gentleman come here and 
say that his State was willing to stand by the Con- 
stitution as it was? Did not public sentiment there 
-make the enforcement of the rights of a slave- 
holder impossible? 

. Mr. GIDDINGS here asked leave of Mr. B. to 
make an explanation. i 

Mr. BAYLY having assented— 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he would state the point 
ax it existed. He understood the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Bay y] to say that the United States 
law of 1793 made it the duty of State officers to 
arrest a fugitive slave, or to assist in his arrest. 
He called on the gentleman to show in what part 
of that law any such provision was contained. If 
the gentleman could find any such clause in it, 
from beginning to end, Mr. G. was ready to ac- 
knowledge that he had,made some progress in 
knowledge to-day. 

Mr. BAYLY said it was of course impossible 
for him to stop now to examine the details of a 
law. Could he possibly have anticipated that such 
a point would be made, he would have examined 
the law beforehand. 

Mr. McLANE explained, that, as he understood 
the decision of the Supreme Court in regard to 
the act of 1793, the Supreme Court had decided 
that the clause in the Constitution which provided 
for the arrest of fugitivés from labor executed itself 
so far as the fugitive could be arrested without 
illegal violence; but, as such remedy would be very 
insufficient, the court further decided that Congress 
was bound to provide legislative remedy, and that 
this legislative power of Congress was exclusive; 
and that no State could interfere to qualify or re- 
strain the remedy provided by the act of 1793; the 
magistrates named in thatact might, if they pleased, 
execute the law, and if State legislation interfered 
to forbid them, such legislation was unconstitu- 
tional. The act of Massachusetts refusing the use 
of her jails was an attempt indirectly to restrain 
the remedy provided by the act of 1793, and in 
spirit it was unconstitutional. 

Mr. GIDDINGS wished this matter clearly un- 
derstood, because it wasan important point. Know- 
ing the legal science of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Bayxy,]} and the ardor of his desire to 
have it established according to his own views, he 
had looked into it with an anxious desire to know 
whether the gentleman was right or himself, and 
he would now point out the result of that exami- 
nation. 

But he must begin by going back of the law of 
1793. He would go all the way back to the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, and give a historical de- 
tail of the action both of the Convention and of 
Congress on this subject, as well as the decisions 
of the Supreme Court, and the legislation of the 
States. In the Convention, a member from South 
Carolina offered, a3 an amendment to the reported 
draught of the Constitution, a clause declaring that 
the free States should arrest a fugitive slave coming 
within their limits in the same manner as they 
would a fugitive from justice. Whereupon, a mem- 
ber from Pennsylvania (Mr. Wilson) instant] 
rose and objected to the adoption of the amend: 
ment, because it would involve the people of the 
free States in the arrest ofeslaves—that is, in the 
expense of it; and he was followed on the same 
side by a gentleman from Connecticut; and the 
result was, that the amendment was rejected with- 
out a division. 

The rejection was put upon the ground that it 
would involve the people of the free States in the 
arresting of slaves. And he would say that the 
intention of the people in thus refusing to be laid 
under any such obligation had been carried out by 
the Supreme Court. The truc doctrine of the court 
was, that the people of the free States could not 
legislate either to aid the arrest of slaves or to hin- 
der that arrest. They had nothing to do in the 
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matter. The soil of the free States was a common 
race-ground for the slave and his master, and the 
Governments of those States were not to interfere 
between them. They were neither to surrender 
op the slave nor to prevent his master catching him, 
if he could. The master must be suffered to come 
and catch his own slave as he could. The law of 
1793 carried out that principle; it did not make it 
the duty of the free States to aid the master in ar- 
resting his slave. There was no legal process by 
which to aprest a fugitive slave. When the mas- 
ter overtook and seized him without process, then 
the law made it the duty of the State magistrate to 
give him aertificate of the fact; and so far the 
court had pronounced the law to be unconstitu- 
tional. 

Mr. VINTON said, as he understood the de- 
cision, it made no distinction between slavehold- 
ing States and States not slaveholding. No State 
could arrest a fugitive, whether it was a free State 
or a slave State, under the law of the United States. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Certainly; the court made 
no distinction. The law left the master to arrest 
his own slave, and then the magistrate commenced 
his action; but the court had pronounced this to be 
unconstitutional. 

Mr. BAYLY (resuming) said that the interrup- 
tion of the gentleman had given him time to exam- 
ine the law, and he was not mistaken. He had 
said, and he repeated it, with the law before him, 
which he thanked the gentleman from Ohio for 
handing to him, that the law of 1793 made it the 
duty of State officers to assist—that was his state- 
ment—in, removal, by his master or his agent or 
attorney, of his fugitive slave. It did so in express 
terms. As he had been contradicted on that point, 
he desired to read the section: 


“Sec. 3. And be it further enucted, That when a person 
held to labor in any of the United States, or in either of the 
Territories on the northwest or south of the river Ohio, under 
the laws thereof, should escape into any other of the said 
States or Territories, the person to whom such labor or ser- 
vice may be due, his agent or attorney, is hereby empowered 
to seize or arrest such fugitive from labor, and to take him 
or her before any judge of the circuit or district courts of the 
United States, residing or being within the State, or before 
any magistrate of a county, city or town corporate, wherein 
such seizure or arrest should be made; and upon proof, to the 
satisfaction of such judge or magistrate, either by oral testi- 
mony or affidavit taken before, and certified by, a magistrate 


of any such State or Terrjtory, that the person so seized or. 


arrested doth, under the laws of the State or Territory from 
which he or she fled, owe service or labor to the person 
claiming him or her, it should be the duty of such judge or 
magistrate to give a certificate thereof to such claimant, his 
agent or attorney, which should be sufficient warrant for re- 
moving the said fugitive from labor to the State or Territory 
from which he or she fled.” 

That law made it the duty of the State magis- 
trates to assist in the surrender to the owner, agent, 
or attorney of these fugitive slaves. The Supreme 
Court of the United States had decided that that 
law was constitutional, in the case of Prigg against 
the Comtnonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. COLLAMER, (in his seat.) That part of it. 

Yes, that part of it, (said Mr. B.) He knew 
perfectly well what that decision was. He had read 
it at the time. It was several years since, but he 
undertook to state what that decision was. There 
were three leading points made in the case: one was, 
that the Constitution executed itself—that no legis- 
lation either on the part of Congress or of the State 
Legislatures was contemplated, and therefore that 
this law was unconstitutional; another point was, 
that Congress had the right of legislation, and of 
exclusive legislation; the third point was, that there 
was a concurrent power of legislation on this sub- 
ject in Congress and in the State Legislatures, with 
this difference, that the States might pass laws in 
aid and furtherance of the laws of Congress, but 
that they could not pass a law in contravention of 
the law of Congress. These were the points made 
in the case. What was the decision? Mr. Jus- 
tice Baldwin, of Pennsylvania, was of the opinicn, 
as he (Mr. B.) was told, that the constitutional pro- 
vision was ample in itself; that the law of 1793 was 
therefore unnecessary; and that the Constitution 
gave the right to the master, or his agent or attor- 
ney, without the interference of any officer or any- 
body, to go and take his slave who had got into a 
free State precisely as he would his horse if he 
went there, and bring him back, without any other 
authority than that which the Constitution pro- 
vided. And he maintained that any legislation of 
the States going to impair this provision was un- 
constitutional. A majority of the judges of the 
court—Mr. Justice Story delivering the opinion— 
decided that the Constitution did contemplate legis- 
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lation, and that that legislation was exclusively ig 
Congress; and that the State Governments had no 
right to legislate on the subject at all. That was 
the decision of the court. But three judges—the 
Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Daniel, of Virginia, and 
Smith Thompson, of New York—gave their opin- 
ion that the right of legislation was concurrent; that 
Congress might legislate on the subject with pro- 
priety, and that the law of 1793 was therefore con- 
stitutional; and that the State Legislatures might 
legislate in aid, not in contradiction, or rather, in 
better law language, not in contravention of the law 
of 1793, or of the Constitution; that they might 
make further provisions in aid of the law of Con- 
gress on the subject. His (Mr. B.’s) own opin- 
Ion was very distinctly that that opinion gave the 
true law of the subject. But that was not neces- 
sary to his present argument. For the point he 
meant to make on Massachusetts he would abide 
by the decision of the majority, delivered by her 
own distinguished jurist. He had decided that this 
law was constitutional. The court had so decided. 
The Constitution said that the laws of Congress, 
made in pursuance of the Constitution, are the su- 
preme law of the land, ‘‘ anything in the Constitu- 
tion or laws of any State to the contrary notwith- 
standing.” 

This decision staring Massachusetts in the face, 
what had she done? She had undertaken to forbid 
not only her officers, but, if he was not mistaken, 
her citizens, to aid in any manner in the recapture 
of fugitive slaves. Now he begged gentlemen to 
tell him how this constitutional right, secured to 
every slaveholder in the Union, was to be exer- 
cised without the aid of the citizens of that State, 
when fugitive slaves escaped thither? Did the Con- 
stitution contemplate that he was to go there with 
his posse from the slave State to execute his rights? 
It contemplated, most clegrly, and the law of 1793, 
which had been decided to be constitutional, de- 
clared explicitly, in express terms, that the State and 
local authorities should exert their power in aid. 

But suppose he was wrong fn this matter—as 
most clearly he was not—the Supreme Court of 
the United States had decided, in accordance with 
the opinion of Mr. Justice Story, in his Comment- 
aries, that a proceeding accerding to the rules of 
the common law—that was, a trial—was not con- 
templated by the Constitution; and that the person 
was to be surrendered up on the claim of the party, 
not on the suit of the party. Mr. Justice Story 
had also said, that the question of the legality or 
illegality of the claim could not be inquired into in 
the free States, and so had Mr. Justice Washing- 
ton also decided. They held, that the moment the 
fact was established that he was held in the State 
from which he fled as a slave, whether rightful or 
wroneful, he must be delivered up and turned over 
to the State whence he came, to have the question 
of legality there decided. 

But what had Massachusetts done? She had 
provided for and authorized a trial of the case by 
jury. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
AsuHmun] said he was mistaken; that Massachu- 
setts had not extended the right of trial by jury to 
these fugitives. Such was his (Mr. B.’s) impres- 
sion; the gentleman might be better informed; but 
he did know that other States had—that Pennsyl- 
vania had, and New York had, and so had others. 
He had had the honor at one time to represent his 
State, as chairman of the committee, in conductin 
the controversy between Virginia and New Yor 
in reference to this very question. The law of, 
New York‘went before her own courts, and the 
supreme court of New York decided, almost unan- 
imously, that the State law on that subject was 
unconstitutional: her own highest judicial tribunal 
decided it. And yet this State, that claimed to stand 
by the provisions of the Constitution as they were 
framed, had virtually nullified that provision of 
that instrument! He put it to the genéleman from 
Ohio or the gentleman from Massachusetts, and 
asked them if this right was not a barren and a 
remediless right in Massachusetts? He asked, if 
he went to Massachusetts to-morrow—where he 
had been invited by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts—and carried with him his servant, who 
travelled with him everywhere, and whose attend- 
ance upon him and. his family was necessary,—if 
he went there, he asked the gentleman if her courts 
and citizens would not force that man or woman 
out of his possession, even against their remon- 
strance? It had been done and would be again; 
and his own impression was, that, anxious as he 


612 


~ 


was to go to Massachusetts, this unconstitutional | Virginia, that it was the act of a mob—inhuman 


prosiaion of her law would make him an exile from 
er soil so long as it was continued 

Mr. DUER (interposing) inquired if the gen- 
tleman contended that if a slavehokler took his 
slaves into one of the free States, and the law of 
that State made him free, that it was unconstitu- 
tional? š 

Mr. BAYLY replied, it was unnecessary for 
the purposes of his argument to take that position; 
he had not taken it, and should not argue it. ` 
. Mr. DUER wished, as he was upon the floor, to 

.make one remark; and (Mr. B. yielding) said he 
had understood the gentleman yesterday to say 
that there were laws in force in New York pro- 
hibiting the immigration or restraining the immi- 
gration of free blacks into that State. He wished 
to inform the gentleman that there were no such 
laws. 

,Mr. BAYLY (continuing) said, the House 
would recollect, in the remarks he had made in ref- 
erence to the legislation in the non-slaveholding 
States prohibiting free negroes going into their 
limits, he had not undertaken particularly to point 
out the States that had done it. - He knew Illinois 
had lately done it; he believed Pennsylvania had; 
and he had been under the impression that New 
York had. But, be that as it might, many States 
had. He told the gentleman from New York that 
a former member from his own State in arguing 
the Wilmot proviso, referring to the recommenda- 
tion of the Governor of Virginia to expel from her 
borders all the free negro population, in very bitter 
remarks had said that Virginia should keep her 
‘own free negro population, and that New York 
would go to war sooner than permit them to come 
into that State and settle. 

Mr. DUER. He spoke for himself probably. 

Mr. BAYLY. I ask the gentleman from New 
York if they do not reqhire some security against 
their going on to the parish or something of that 
sort? 

Mr. DUER. None in the world. 

Mr. BAYLY (resuming) said, whether or not 
it was a Jaw upon the statute-book, it was the law 
of public opinion, which was still stronger. 

Loot: to Ohio—a State which had more abolition 
Representatives on this floor perhaps than any other 
—whiat had she done in relation to the Randolph 
negroes? At. his death he emancipated them, and 
made provision that land should be purchased for 
them to settle on. His executors went into Ohio 
and bought lands for that purpose; no objection 
was made to the purchase of the lands, but when 
they undertook to settle on their lands, were the 
rights of freemen sacred to them? Were they not 
.mobbed? Did not almost an army of armed men 
beset the canal banks on which they were floating? 
And a gentleman from that State, not now here, 
who was so active in all these abolition movements, 
maintained, with many, that they were right in not 
letting the free negroes settle there to contaminate 
their society; yet these free negroes would not be 
one to twenty thousand of their population, while 
the same gentlemen would be glad to set loose the 
whole of the black population in Virginia and the 
other southern States, where they, in many parts, 
outnumbered the whites. This was their philan- 
thropy, and their love for the negro! 

Mr. GIDDINGS wished to say one word on 
that point; and (Mr. B. yielding the floor) observ- 
ed that the act of a mob in the district represented 
by his colleague (Mr. Sawyer] should not be ap- 
‘plied to Ohio in its capacity as a State or to its cit- 

izens generally. The act of that mob—his colleague 
said he took the responsibility of it; he (Mr. Q) 
was aware of that; and he had only risen for the 

urpose of throwing it entirely from the State as a 

tate, and from the people as a people. It was a 
mob; and when the gentleman from Virginia called it 
a mob, his gwn heart responded to the truth which 
he asserted. It was a mob; one with which the 
people of that State had no sympathy whatever; 
one on which the people of that State looked with 
deep ,unutterable abhorrence; one on which they had 
placed their seal of condemnation, as he believed; 
and whose procedure they held in detestation and 
in violation of all the principles of humanity and of 
the laws of the land. He knew his colleague [Mr. 
Sawyer] thought differently. He (Mr.G.) had only 
expressed what the people generally felt in his part 
of the State, and what he thought the people of the 
whole State generally felt and had expressed. He 
responded to the sentiment of the gentleman from 
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and detestable. i 

Mr. BAYLY (resuming) said he was very sorry 
that this debate had been prolonged to such an ex- 
tent. He had said when he rose that he should 
not occupy more than five minutes, and he should 
not have done so but for these repeated interrup- 


tions. 

Mr. FICKLIN here rose and requested the gen- 
tleman to give way for a moment. 

Mr. BAYLY, after some hesitation, assented; 
remarking, however, that he could nog give way 
any more to anybody. [A laugh.] 

r. FICKLIN proceeded to say that he had not 
understood the early part of the remarks of the 
gentleman from Virginia in regard to those free 
States which had excluded, or legislated with ref- 
erence to excluding, the free negro population from 
their borders. He found that his friend from Ohio 
seemed to repel the idea that his State, asa State, 
had taken steps to exclude the free negro popula- 
tion; and his friend from Virginia, in the course of. 
his remarks, had said something about Illinois as 
being one of those States which had had legislation 
of that sort on the subject. He wished to inquire 
of the gentleman whether he had intended to say it 
was Improper or proper on the part of those States, 
as he had not understood him on this point? 

Mr. BAYLY replied, that he had not the slight- 
est doubt of the constitutional power of those States 
to pass those laws; and, if they esteemed them 
wise, he was the last man on the face of the earth 
to express any difference of opinion with them. It 
was a subject for them to determine for themselves. 
His own impression was, if he resided in one of 
the free States, he should be opposed to the intro- 
duction of free negroes there; certainly, he was 
very much opposed to the introduction of them in 
Virginia. He had expressed no disapprobation 
of those laws. 

Mr. FICKLIN (azain interposing, and Mr. B. 
yielding) would say to his friend from Virginia, 
that for a number of years past the legislation of 
Illinois had looked to the exclusion of the free- 
negro population by imposing restrictions upon 
their ingress into that State. Very recently, how- 
ever, there had been a convention of the State; the 
constitution had been amended, and a provision 
had been included in it which gave the Legislature 
express authority to exclude, absolutely, all the 
free-negro population. That amendment had been 
submitted to the people, and adopted by an over- 
whelming majority; and a separate vote being 
taken upon the exclusion of all the free-negro pop- 
ulation, it had been adopted by several thousand 
[a voice: ‘ten thousand’’] majority. 

Mr. BAYLY (resuming) remarked, it was prop- 
er that he should say that most, he believed all, 
of the delegation from Hlinois—perhaps he did 
wrong in saying all, but he knew it was true in 
reference to most of them—were acting towards 
the South on this subject in a spirit very different 
from the spirit in which Ohio and other States were 
acting. At the same time that they would not per- 
mit free negroes to be carried into their States, they 
were trying to force their own upon others. Ohio, 
through some of her members here, did that. If 
the laws of Ohio did not absolutely foxbid free 
negroes going there to settle, they did require secu- 
rity from them; they did throw embarrassments 
upon them, which were sometimes impossible to 
be overcome, which they did not in reference to 
white people. They made laws in reference to 
them which, if they were citizens, as they were 
not—for they were not a party to the constitutional 
compact, and therefore they were not citizens— 
they passe laws which, if they were citizens, as 
their members here maintained, were unconstitu- 
tional. , ; 

But he had been a great deal in Ohio, and, for 
the benefit of the gentleman from Ohio, he would 
tell him some facts which he knew existed there 
in reference to the free-negro population. When 
he was out there in 1845, he had found a large 
colony of emancipated slaves from North Caro- 
lina colonized on one of his surveys. They had 
gone there, as they had told him themselves when 
he visited their cabin, because he was a slaveholder 
and a Virginian, and they knew therefore with 
such a man they would escape oppression; and 


they preferred to do that to going on the lands of 


any man of Ohio or from any of the non-slave- 
holding States to settle. He conversed with these 
men; one of them, who was an exceedingly intel- 
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ligent man, told him his condition in Ohio was in- 
finitely worse as a free man than it had been in 
North Carolina as a slave. ‘‘ Sir,” said he, ‘* there 
I had a master to protect me; nobody undertook 
to encroach on my rights; nobody undertook 
to wrong me in any respect; if they did, I had a 
man of character to vindicate me. But here, any 
petty fellow in the neighborhood would undertake 
to oppress us in every form and style, and we 
cannot have justice done us.” And:when he sold 
the land, as he did sell it, he sold it with the encum- 
brance; and, when this man found it out, he told 
him (Mr. B.) to put in some stipulation to protect 
his crops. He (Mr. B.) told him he did not wish 
to become involved in the matter. The negro re- 
plied, that if he did not put in such an express 
stipulation they would seize his crops. From this 
fellow he had been confirmed in the idea which he 
had before entertained, that in manumitting a slave 
he ceased to be the slave of an individual master 
who would protect him, and became the slave of 
the community at large. > 

One other fact he would relate. He had been 
told that the free negroes in Ohio would not go up 
to the gentleman’s district; that they were all 
hanging down about Chilicothe and that part of 
the county peopled by citizens from the slavehold- 
ing States. They said: ‘These Kentuckians and 
Virginians understand us; they treat us well; they 
respect our rights;”? but the very moment one of 
them was found in the abolition districts, he was 
oppressed in every form &nd style. 

Mr. GENTRY, (in his seat.) And cheated. 

Mr. BAYLY, (continuing.) And cheated, as 
hÈ friend from Tennessee said; he had not seen 
fit to use that word. 

Look into the statistics of the gentleman’s State, 
(Mr. B. continued.) How many negroes were 
there in Ross county, which was peopled by Ken- 
tuckians and Virginians? Hisown impression was, 
that there were one thousand? perhaps seventeen 
or eighteen hundred. But go to the northwestern 
reserve, and,how many were there? They had an 
instinct which pointed out to them from whom they 
might expect respect for their rights and kindness. 
It was those men who had been raised among slaves, 
who treated them with kindness and justice. 

One other point. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts had undertaken to come before this House 
and say that he (Mr. B.) did not represent the en- 
lightened opinions of his district or State on this 
subject. He would like to know how the gentle- 
man found it out, and how he assumed to know 
their opinions better than he, (Mr. B.) It was 
the same arrogant assumption of superiority which 
had led the gentleman to undertake to decide that 
he was wiser in reference to the subject of slaver 
than he (Mr. B.) was. But he would decide this 

uestion by the Representatives of Virginia. If 
hee wasany gentleman, Whig or Democrat, from 
Virginia who said that, in the remarks he had made 
relating to the question of slavery, he had not rep- 
resented the feelings of his State, he demanded that 
he should rise in his place and say so. 

Mr. B. here paused, and, no gentleman rising, 


‘he asked if there was not one Representative from 


Virginia, whether he be Whig or Democrat, who 
would back the gentleman from Massachusetts in 
his assertion that he (Mr. B.) had misrepresented 
the feelings of his State? He called again, if there 
was any such gentleman, to rise and avow it. Mr. 
B. again paused for a moment. 

Mr. ATKINSON rose and (Mr. B. yieldirfg) 
said he had heard with great pleasure the remarks 
of the gentleman from Virginia, his worthy col- 
league. As the Representative of the first Con- 
gressional district of Virginia in this House, he 
(Mr. A.) unhesitatingly declared that the senti- 
ments expressed by his colleague were according 
to the views of the people whom he had the honor 
to represent; he believed, moreover, that his col- 
league had spoken the views of the people of Vir- 
ginia, both Whigs and Democrats. _ 

He would say one word more while he was on 
this subject: that, so well were they satisfied with 
the condition of slavery in that portion of Virginia 
in which he lived, even the negroes themselves 
would rise up against the abolitionists if they were 
to go among them and promulgate the doctrines he 
had heard advanced by them upon this floor. 

Mr. BAYLY (resuming) said the Representa- 
tives from Virginia all either openly or tacitly re- 
pudiated the charge of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts that he had misrepresented his State 
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There was one other remark that he had intend- | before the House, which was a personal explana- | 
ed to make yesterday, but it had escaped him. It || tion, to make which his understanding was that the | 


was due from him to an old and esteemed friend. | 
The gentleman from Massachusetts had under- 
taken to assail Mr. Ritchie, the editorof the Union, 
for commenting on his course in this House. Now, 
he (Mr. B.) thought the House would bear him 
witness that what he had said was quite as offen- | 
sive as what Mr. Ritchie had said; it therefore 
would have been as proper if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts had vented his wrath on him (Mr. 
B.) who was privileged to reply, and not on a gen- 
tleman who had no seat on this floor and enjoyed 
no such privilege. 


gentleman from Texas had yielded him the floor. 
The SPEAKER corrected the mistake of the 
; gentleman from Maryland. The gentleman from 
| Texas had yielded the floor altogether, and not for 
any nacicaler purpose. 
Mr. McLANE said he had entertained a differ- 
t impression. 
i Mr. ASHMUN again proceeded. The gentle- 
| man from Virginia had indulged in a tone and appa- 
| rent temper—he said apparent temper, for he might 
| have mistaken the gentleman after all—a tone and 
| apparent temper which was unfitted for this House. 


| en 


Mr. KAUFMAN again moved to lay the motion J| What brought this feeling into this House? Who 


to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. ASHMUN desired the gentleman from 
Texas to withdraw that motion, to give him an 
opportunity to reply; to which Mr. KAUFMAN, 
after some conversation, assented. 

Mr. ASHMUN was proceeding to address the 
House, when— 

Mr. McLANE rose to a point of order. 

After an explanation from the Speaker, who 


| 


; commenced it? Whence came personality into 
| this debate? Did not the gentleman from Virginia 
rise here in his place, and on a mere proposition 
of his (Mr. A.’s) pour on him a series of abusive 
epithets and denunciations which yesterday he 
(Mr. A.) characterized as more fitting a plantation 
than this Hall? And now the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia rises, and with that audacity of manner 
which he could sometimes assume, stated that he 


decided that Mr. Asumun had the floor, the gen- || (Mr. A.) had passed over him (Mr. B.] to attack 


tleman from Texas having withdrawn his motion 
to Jay on the table, Mr. McLane waived his point 
of order. 


Mr. ASHMUN again essayed to address the || 


House, but was interrupted by 

Mr. SAWYER, who said the House was not 
now in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, but was considering a motion to recon- 
sider the vote of yesterday giving a vote of thanks 
to France. [Langhter.] The gentlemen, how- 
ever, who took part in this debate were discussing 
the question of abolition, which appeared to him 
to be irrelevant to the subject under consideration. 
He asked the Chair to decide if the debate which 
had been going on this morning was or was not in 
order? 

The SPEAKER replied that the gentleman from 
Ohio was too late in his objection in regard to those 
gentlemen who had already spoken, to whose re- 
marks the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr.. 
Asumun,] as the Chair understood, was about to 
reply. He would remark, that the general ques- 
tron involved the subject of slavery in the French 
West India Islands, and thus the question to which 
the gentleman from Ohio had alluded came up. 
The Chair, however, was ready to admit that the 
debate had assumed a wide range, which he did 
not now feel at liberty to interrupt, inasmuch as it 
had been continued so long by general consent. 

Mr. MEADE inquired if the motion to lay on 
the table was debatable? : 

The SPEAKER replied, that a motion to lay on 
the table was not debatable; but there was no such 
.motion pending. 

Mr. SHMUN said, after gentlemen had ex- 
hausted their ingenuity in attempts to silence him, 
he would proceed. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Bayty] had now occupied the attention 
of the House with three separate prolonged ha- 
rangue$. Yes; for three several hours he had 
fretted himself on this floor, and he had fretted no- 
body else. Yet, notwithstanding all the roughness 
of manner, and the overbearing, supercilious de- 
portment which the gentleman from Virginia had 
manifested towards him (Mr. A.) and other mem- 
bers of this House, he would say that he had no 
unpleasant personal feeling towards that gentle- 
man, for he knew not but it‘might have been oc- 
casioned by the manner of his education, and that 
it was a habit which he had acquired towards those 
whom he was born to command. | 

Mr. McLANE said it was with extreme regret 
he rose to call the gentleman from Massachusetts 
to order. He was thoroughly convinced that a 
greater breach of order had never been committed 
in this House than had been here witnessed under 
this privilege of courtesy. He was satisfied that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts was entitled to 
reply, but he was just as well satisfied that he was 
wrong, in making that reply, to introduce this gen- 
eral subject. | 

The SPEAKER called the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland to the fact that he had not 
stated any point of order. 

Mr. McLANE said he supposed that, in stating 
his point of order, he could make a brief explana- 
tion. His point was, that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts was going into a general debate, 
when, in good faith, he should discuss the subject 


his friend, Mr. Ritchie. Now, there was nothing 

in either the position or character of the gentleman 
| from Virginia that placed that gentleman above 
him (Mr. A.) in this House. He was that gen- 
tleman’s equal and no more; and on no occasion 
would he submit to such remarks as had fallen 
from that gentleman, which, to say the least, were 
very inappropriate. He (Mr. A.) had commented 
on both the remarks of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia and the comments of the venerable editor of 
the Union, because both of them had indulged in 
remarks on him personally. He had done it be- 
cause both happened to represent the same State, 
and both seemed to be animated by the same 
spirit. He had done so because both seemed to 
be animated by the same‘spirit that actuated an 
accidental majority in the Senate of Virginia, who 
had refused to join their fellow-citizens in the adop- 
tion of resolutions expressive of their feelings on 
the death of Mr. Adams. He had spoken of this 
the other day, and yet the gentleman, as if he te- 
lieved it, and as if he wished the House and the 
country to believe it, now charged that he (Mr. 
A.) had avoided him and attacked Mr. Ritchie be- 
cause he knew that Mr. Ritchie had not the right 
to reply. 

Mr. BAYLY said if he had the opportunity, 
after the gentleman had done, he would make some 
remarks on this subject; but he wished to say now 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts was stating 
his remarks incorrectly. He had not said that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts had avoided him 
to attack Mr. Ritchie; but he said that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts might have confined his 
remarks to him, and not extended them to a gen- 
tleman who had not the privilege of a reply. 

Mr. ASHMUN said the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia might now put his language tn that form and 
he would accept it in that shape; but the gentleman 
from Virginia would not be safe in taking the tes- 
timony of those who surrounded him as to what 
he had said. He repeated, however, that he ac- 
cepted the gentleman’sexplanation. The gentleman 
from Virginia said he had attacked Mr. Ritchie, 
who had not the privilege to reply. Why, Mr. 
Ritchie was here, he believed, at this moment, 
occupying a member’s seat, in violation of the rules 
of the House, writing abusive articles of members 
of Congress, and he had a press at his command, 
which was mofe potent than any voice in this Hall, 
and he exercised it whenever he saw fit, and he 
(Mr. A.) did not choose to attempt to restrict him 
in the exercise of it, but he claimed for himself the 
same right tospeak for himself. The editor of the 
Union had denounced him in his paper, and through 
the same medium he could reply; he had not, there- 
fore, attacked the editor of the Union because he 
had no right or opportunity to reply. 

Mr. BAYLY denie that he had said the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts had attacked the editor 
of the Union because he had not an opportunity to 
reply. He had remarked that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts had attacked the editor of the Union, 
who had not the privilege to reply on this floor, 
while he (Mr. B.) had, and that it would have been 
quite as proper if the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts had confined his remarks to himself, who had 
Eeen quite as pointedly of him as Mr. Ritchie 
ad, 
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Mr. ASH MUN said it was not for the gentleman 
from Virginia to dictate to him how he should con- 
fine his remarks. When he saw characteristic re- 
marks in the public press—remarks similar to those 
delivered by the gentleman on this floor—he should 
exercise his own judgment as to the manner in 
which he should treat them. He had had no dif- 
ficulty in discovering a similarity of feeling between 
the gentleman from Virginia and the editor of the 
Union, and he found no fault with the commenda- 
tion which the gentleman from Virginia had be- 
stowed on his venerable friend, the editor of the 
Union, who throws it back, through the columns 
of his newspaper, on the distinguished orator of 
Virginia. If the gentleman and the editor of the 
Union found any comfort and consolation in this 
mutual admiration and commendation, he certainly 
should not attempt to disturb in the slightest degree 
the harmony which seemed just now to exist be- 
tween them. How long it had existed, or what 
had been their former relations, others could tell. 

Yesterday the gentleman from Virginia had in- 
formed the House, that unpremeditatedly he had 
replied to remarks which he (Mr. A.) had made 
after a week’s preparation. Now, the circum- 
stances were known to the House, and therefore 
he need not say that he (Mr. A.) had been desi- 
rous to proceed when he had obtained the floor, 
after a lengthened debate just at evening, but there 
was a manifest reluctance on the part of the House 
to continue the debate at that time, and an adjourn- 
ment took place. The gentleman from Virginia 
knew full well, that up to yesterday, there had 
been no opportunity to get the floor, though, as the 
newspapers had recorded, he had seyeral days in 
succession attempted to get the House to take the 
subject up. He knew full well, too, that on the 
morning after the attack had been made on him by 
the gentleman from Virginia, he had given him an . 
intimation that he should move to take the subject 
up at the earliest moment; and yet the gentleman, 
with the same time for-preparation, came here and 
told the House, with an evident feeling of superi- 
ority, in which he was so much aécustomed to 
enwrap himself, that he was then, and on all occa- 
sions, ready to reply impromptu to that which he 
(Mr. A.) had had a week to prepare. And the gen- 
tleman from Virginia to-day had taken advantage 
of a renewal of this debate, to renew his attack on 
him, (Mr. A.,) which he some time since began. 
Not content with his exhibition of yesterday, after, 
he (Mr. A.) hoped, sleeping soundly upon it, en- 
couraged, perhaps, by the eulogy on his proceed- 
ings which appeared in the government paper this 
morning, in which the government editor announ- 
ced to the whole Democracy that the gentleman 
from Virginia had ‘‘ used him up,” he game here 
again, and exhibited so little magnanimity over a 
fallen foe. Again and agair, like Falstaff, he gave 
the deadly thrusts at a prostrate foe, and ‘ thrice 
he slew the slain.” [Laughter.] Was that Vir- 
ginia chivalry? Was the spirit which the gentle- 
man from Virginia had exhibited throughout, the 
Virginia spirit of which he proclaimed himself to 
be the exponent? He hoped not; he believed not. 
entleman from 
Virginia, of either party, that would take the course 
which that gentleman had done. He trusted there 
was not another in the State. But the gentleman 
from Virginia had made another point in his speech, 
which he was preparing to write out and extend 
to such a reasonable length, that his constituents 
would throw aside their numerous newspapers 
when it came, that they might be able to read it— 
he had charged him (Mr. A.) this morning with 
asserting that which he knew was not true—with 
saying that the gentleman from Virginia was not 
the proper exponent of Virginia feeling. Now, 
he (Mr. A.) believed that many of the extreme 
notions of the gentleman were held by Virginia, 
and he had never attempted to say otherwise; but 
what he had intended to say was, that the gentle- 
man was not the proper exponent of the spirit of 
Virginia, and of the feelings of the men of that 
State, in his manner and tone`on this floor. He 
had referred especially to the conduct of the Sén- 
ate of Virginia, in relation to the death of Mr. 
Adams, and he.(Mr. A.) knew the gentleman was 
not the exponent of the feelings and spirit of the 
men of Virginia on that subject, for he understood - 
the popular Assembly passed the resolutions unani- 
mously. He appealed then to the record of that 
fact, to sustain the position which he had assumed, 
by which it would appear that the popular repre- 
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sentative body of that State, forgetting all past 
differences, had passed unanimously the resolutions 
which an accidental party majority of the aristo- 
cratic body had refused to pass. He thought he 
had here justification for saying that the gentleman 
was not the exponent of the feelings of the people 
of . Virginia. 

He came now to make a few remarks in relation 
to another point which the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia had stated and urged with the confidence 
which usually characterized the exposition of his 
oracular knowledge, and he (Mr. A.) should not 
devote much time to it. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia had promised to write out his speech on this 
subject, but when he read the decision in the case 
of Prigg, to which he (Mr. A.) now called his 
attention, he thought he would not write out the 
speech as he had promised. 

What was the position of the free States of the 
North? Massachusetts and the other free States 
were content to stand on the Constitution as it is. 
He stated what the history of the free States proved. 
But the gentleman from Virginia had cited the 
case of the Legislature of Massachusetts to show 
an instance in which she had violated the principles 
of the Constitution and the rightsof the slavehold- 
ing States. The gentleman had told them, that 
by the Constitution of the United States, slaves 
escaping from labor should be given up on the 
claim of the person to whom such service was 
due. He had also set forth the law of Congress of 
1793, which provided that when a person’s claim 
was brought before a magistrate, and the magis- 
trate was satisfied, he must give acertificate. That 
was true. And what had Massachusetts done? 
Had she inteffered more than to say that the Con- 
gress of the United States—the national Govern- 
ment—had no power over State officers? Why, 
the gentleman came from a State that was an ex- 
treme stickler for State rights—a State that passed 
the resolutions of 1798—and yet he came here and 
argued that the Congress of the United States had 
power to require official acts from State officers; 
and that a la@ of a State forbidding these officers 
to-do these acts, was a violation of the Constitu- 
tion. The gentleman contended that this Con- 

ress had power to require the discharge of duties 
By State officers, and to compel the performance of 
them; for there must be a correlative power to 
compel if there was a right to require. Now, the 
Constitution merely required that they should be 
delivered up; and the Constitution provided that 
taxes may be collected; but could Congress re- 

uire the State officers of Massachusetts to act as 

e collectors of the national taxes? Could Con- 

ress impose any duties on State officers within the 

tate? Hg would like to know on what decision 
or what provision in the Constitution such an 
Opinion was based. 

Mr. MEADE asked the gentleman to yield him 
the floor, that he might answer the question which 
the gentleman had proposed. 

Mr. ASHMUN yielded the floor accordingly. 

Mr. MEADE called the attention of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts to the clause in the Con- 
stitution which requires fugitives from justice to 
be delivered up on the demand of the Executive of 
the State from which they fled. He contended that 
every State was bound to pass the necessary laws 
to carry out this clause of the Constitution; and the 
States were equally bound to pass the necessary 
Jaws to execute the succeeding clause in reference to 
fugitives from labor, which required that the slave 
* shall be delivered up on the claim of the party to 
whom such service or labor may be due.” On 
whom shall the claim be made, and who shall de- 
liver up the fugitive? The claim in the one case, 
like the demand in the other, shall be made on, 
and the fugitive delivered up by, the authorities of 
the State into which the fugitive in both instances 
goes The law of Massachusetts, instead of aid- 
ing, obstructed the execution of this clause in the 
Constitution. : 

Mr. ASHMUN said the Supreme Court had 
decided in the negative the questions of the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Meane] in the Pennsyl- 
vania case. 

Mr. GIDDINGS asked the gentleman from 


Massachusetts to give him the floor, that he might. 


say a word of explanation on this point. 
r. ASHMUN assented. 
Mr. GIDDINGS said, so far as this discussion 
embraced great and fundamental principles, it was 
with the utmost pleasure that he mingled in the 


` 
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judge to issue process to arrest them. 


he had no desire to take part init. But here wasa 
high and an important question, to which neither 
the gentlemen of the North nor of the South had 
paid the attention which its importance demanded; 
and, therefore, he had requested the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to give him an opportunity to 
correct a misstatement which had been made. | 
When the gentleman from Virginia, on this floor, | 
had stated it to be the duty of the free States ‘to | 
arrest fugitives from labor, basing his statement on | 
the law of ’93, he, (Mr. G.,) in the sincerity of his ° 
heart, had asked the gentleman from Virginia to | 
read the law for himself. He (Mr. G.) had 
thrown out the defiance to the gentleman that he 
could find no such law, and the gentleman from 
Virginia had replied that, if he coyld find the Jaw, 
he would read it. He had here the law, and he 
believed it contained no such provision as the 
gentleman from Virginia seemed to suppose, re- 
quiring the arrest of fugitive slaves, or any inter- 
ference whatever by the authorities or people of 
the free States. He would nowread the law, be- 
cause the gentleman from Virginia, after he had 
furnished him with it, had passed over a very im- 
portant consideration to which he had called the 
gentleman’s attention. 

[Mr. G. here read the third section of the law 
of 1793.] 

Now, that to which he wished to call the atten- 
tion of the House and of the country was this, 
that there was no provision there whatever autho- 
rizing the people of the free States to arrest such 
fugitives. There was nothing in this law, nor in 
the Constitution, to authorize a State magistrate or 
There was 
nothing in this law to authorize the executive offi- 
cer of any free State to serve such process. It was 
provided that the owners or pérsons to whom such 
service was due, or their agent, might arrest; but 
there was no obligation pn the people of the free 
States to make the arrest. He was aware that in 
some States the practice was for the State magis- 
trates to arrest, but they had no authority in this 
law. for doing it; and, in short, the practice was 
without law to justify it—without Congressional 
law,—and therefore he had desired to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Virginia to this law, 
that he might correct the error into which he had 
fallen; and he did this the more anxiously, because 
he knew the force of that gentleman’s opinion on 
the community when it should go out to the coun- 
try. How, then, stood the fact? The arrest was 
a matter between the owner and the slave. 

Mr. BAYLY assented. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia admitted that he was right. Well, then, he 
would call the attention of the gentleman opposite 
[Mr. Meane] to the fact that the agent of the 
master might arrest the fugitive slave, but there 
was no obligation on the free States to assist him. 
Whenever a slave was on their free soil, he was a 
man regenerated and redeemed from his fetters, 
and the laws of Virginia, or of any other slave 
State, ceased to control- him. .He was then only 
liable to the provision of the Constitution of the 
United States, and that authorized the master to 
arrest him in a peaceable manner, the same as an 
officer would arrest a criminal or a debtor. He 
(Mr. G.) would go a little further, for he wished 
the gentleman to know the whole state of the case. 

hen a fugitive slave was on the free soil of Ohio, 
he was clothed with power to defend himself. 
They lent the master no aid to arrest him, and 
they could not defend the slave against the master. 
They left the slave to his natural right to defend 
himself; and if the slave slew the master in self- 
defence, he (Mr. G.) would pronounce him a good 
fellow. By the laws he was treated as a gallant 
man, and there was no law in Ohio to punish him. 
Gentlemen had proclaimed in this House that they 
had no right to interfere. Why, they did not in- 
terfere. They would not interfere. ‘* Hands off,” 
was their motto. ‘‘Take your slave and catch 
him if you can,” was anather motto. And would 
the gentleman opposite [Mr. Meape]J—he knew 
the gentleman near him [Mr. Bayiy] would not 
ufge that point—stand there and contend that it 
was the duty of the free States to catch southern 
slaves? Certainly not. The gentleman shook his 
head. Now, the gentleman knew better. He knew 
the free States had no right to interfere. Why, if 
a southern slave should slay his master in Qhio in 
self-defence, they could not be required in Ohio to | 
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There was no law by which they 


could do it. 

Mr. CABELL rose to a point of order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, rose at the 
same time, and said he felt it to be his duty now— 
more especially because he knew it would be no 
grievance to his friend from Ohio, [Mr. Gironines} 
—to make a-point of order. The gentleman was not 
addressing himself to the question before the House; 
the gentleman well knew that; and he was of opin- 
ion that this scene had continued long enough. 

The SPEAKER desired the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to state his point of order. 

Mr. THOMPSON said his point of order was 
this, that all discussions of questions regarding 
acts of Congress and slavery, and the Constitution, 
were totally inapplicable to the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which they had congratulated the 
French in achieving their revolution. 


Mr. SAWYER. I made that point some time 
ago. 
Mr. THOMPSON renewed it, then, now. He 


i made it with no disrespect to the gentleman from 


Ohio, but to put an end to this discussion, which 
was not creditable either to this House or to the 
country. It was not relevant to the resolutions of 
congratulation with the French Republic. This 
House had become the arena for domestic con- 
flicts. 

The SPEAKER reiterated his former decision, 
that the slavery of the French West India Islands, 
which was affected by the French revolution, 
brought up the subject of slavery, into which those 
who had participated in the debate had gone by 
general consent. There had been no objections 
made to the remarks of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Patrrey,] nor of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Bay y:] the discussion had 
been continued by universal consent; and-there- 
fore the Chair held this particular debate to be in 
order, and that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Asumun] had the floor in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayty.] 

Mr. THOMPSON said the debate was without 
his consent, and he desired to know what course 
the Chair would lay down for the future discus- 
sions. He wished to know if the Chair would . 
allow the gentlemen to proceed against the opinion 
that they were out of order. 

The SPEAKER replied that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Asumun] was entitled to the 
floor in reply to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Bay.y] by general consent. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he must correct the 
Chair. The consent was not general, for he ob- 


jected. s 


Mr. GIDDINGS inquired if he might proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he regretted that a gentle- 
man from a free State—a State professing freedom ` 
such as that of Pennsylvania—should raise his 
voice to obstruct the discussion of these great prin- 
ciples on this floor, or anywhere else. 

The SPEAKER desired the gentleman from 
Ohio to confine himself to the question. e 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he would merely add to 
what he had said, that the case of the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania had settled this question, 
that the people of the free States might refuse te 
lend their aid to the slave owner in capturing his 
fugitive slave. This distinct point had been settled, 
and it was to bring this before the House that he 
had interfered and trespassed on the kindness of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ASHMUN (resuming) said he did not in- 
tend to occupy the attention of an unwilling House 
a moment longer. He was replying to the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Meape,]} who had asked 
him a question, under the second paragraph of sec- 
tion two of article four of the Constitution, when 
the gentleman from Ohio had risen, and cited a 
decision which answered that question. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio had shown that the States were 
under no obligation to assist in the capture of fu- 
gitive slaves. Neither were the free States under 
any obligation to pass laws for such a purpose, 
and the Congress of the United States could not 
require the officers of the free States to execute ita 
laws. However, this whole question might come 
up hereafter, incidentally, if not directly. It would 
certainly be opened upon the Oregon bill, and per- 
haps that would bea more suitable time to continue 
this discussion. It would then be divested of the 
feeling which had now been brought into it. 
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He had but one more topic on which he should 
now touch. The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
Bayty] had charged that Massachusetts had vio- 
lated the Constitution of the United States; and 
with what strencth of arcument? Upon what le- 

1 authority did he base his accusation? The 
Fouse would be able to decide that question after 
hearing both sides of the argument. And there 
was another side. The same article of the same 
sectiqn of the Constitution which provided for the 
recovery of fugitive slaves had this provision in it, 
standing first in the order of time: 

« The citizens of each State shall be entitled to all privi- 
leges and immunities ef citizens in the several States.” 

Who had been the most faithful to that portion 
of the Constitution? Virginia might make any 
question she chose; Massachusetts might do the 
same. Massachusetts had given to the negro man 
the right of citizenship. She had made him a cit- 
izen of her Commonwealth; but, when he went to 
other States on board of a ship from Massachu- 
getts, was he treated asa citizen of Massachusetts? 
He could go from her ports with the privileges of 
an American citizen to France, England, Russia, 
or China, or wherever else a sail could carry him, 
.and in all he would receive protection; everywhere 
the flag of our Union announced him and guarded 
him as an American citizen. But, if he went to 
the slave States of the South, he would be thrown 
into prison, on no other charge except that he was 
guilty of a skin not colored like our own. Leta 
colored citizen of Massachusetts go to the repub- 
lican State of Virginia, and the moment he arrived 
there in any one of her harbors, he would be ar- 
rested and imprisoned by virtue of her laws, for 
no crime but that of complexion. What, then, 
became of the regard of Virginia for the Consti- 
tution of the United States? Had the citizens of 
Massachusetts the same privileges within her 
limits as Virginia claimed for her own citizens 
elsewhere? Had they the protection of her laws 


or of our constitution? Was the colored citizen- 


of Massachusetts recognized? No; on the con- 
trary, when Massachusetts, by her constituted 
authorities, for the purpose of testing the legality 
and constitutionality of those provisions of her 
laws before the highest tribunal known to this 
Union; when she had sent respectable citizens 
within the limits of one of the slave States, for the 
purpose of testing in a peaceable manner, through 
their own courts, and by an appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, the constitutionalit 
and legality of such laws, they had been mobbed, 
and driven from those cities at the risk of their 
lives. He cared not now to go into a comparison 
of this kind, unless he were challengéd to it; but 
the gentleman from Virginia would find that com- 
parisons might be drawn on one side as well as on 
the other. There were dark shades upon the pic- 
ture from whieh it might not be so pleasant that 
the veil should be lifted. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, moved to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. BAYLY appealed to the gentleman from 
Missouri to give him an opportunity to say a few 
words. He had been placed in a false attitude be- 
fore the House, which he did not choose to occupy; 
and it would be exceedingly discourteous to deprive 

‘him of the privilege to set himself right. 

Mr. HALL said he would withdraw the motion 
if the gentleman from Virginia would pledge him- 
self to renew it. 

Mr. BAYLY replied that he would do so. 

Mr. HALL accordingly withdrew his motion. 

Mr. BAYLY said he should not have asked the 
indulgence of the House again if it had not been 
for the character of some of the remarks which 
had fallen from the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. AsHMwn. ] e, however, thought it neces- 
sary for his own justification to refer to some of 
the remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
who had stated that he (Mr. B.) commenced this 
debate. Now, would not this House bear him 
witness that he had not opened his lips on the sub- 
ject; that he had not evinced a disposition to say a 
word until the amendment had been offered by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, and after the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Grpp1nes] had made his 
exceedingly inflammatory speech, in which he had 
attacked the South with great bitterness? 

Mr. ASHMUN said he must set the gentleman 
‘right. He had not charged the gentleman from 
Virginia with introducing the subject of slavery, 
for that was introduced by the resolution itself, or 


: 
| 
| 
requested, he had not yielded the floor to the gen- 


hy the amendment which he had offered, or by the 
President’s message, he cared not which. But he 
had charged the gentleman with introducing per- 

| sonal denunciations,-and to those personal denun- 
ciations he (Mr. A.) had replied. 

Mr. BAYLY said the gentleman was greatly in 
error, as the House would bear him testimony. 
Before the gentleman from Ohio had made his vin- 
dictive speech against the South, in which he had 
denounced them; and spoken of them in terms 
which no southern member could listen to.un- 
moved—but for that course of debate, which had 
been commenced by the gentleman from Ohio in 
the advocacy of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, which was in itself offensive 
to the South, and not till after that, had he opened 
his mouth. 

Mr. GIDDINGS must set the gentleman right. 
He had not introduced any personal denunciations 
into this debate. 

Mr. BAYLY reiterated his denial that he had 
introduced this personal debate. He asked the 
gentlemen to look at their own resolutions. Those 
resolutions were personal to him as a southern 
man, and to every slaveholder there. They were 
charged with living in the habitual violation of car- 
dinal republican principles. Such was the char- 
acter of their resolutions, and the remarks of the 
gentleman from Ohio which brought him to his 
feet were of the most offensive character. And 
who had renewed the debate to-day? Was it he, 
(Mr. B. ?) 

But the gentleman from Massachusetts had spo- 
ken of his manner as habitually supercilious and 
discourteous. He did not choose to vindicate his 
manners there. His manners were learned in a 
different school than that in which those of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts were learned; and, 
whenever he wished to improve them, he should 
go to a better model than the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. Whenever he desired lessons and lec- 
tures on manners, he should not select the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts as the lecturer. His 
manners are such, he hoped, as became a Virginia 
gentleman. 

But the gentleman from Massachusetts had made 
another charge, referring to him personally, which 
was equally unfounded. He had charged him with 
discourtesy. Now, he appealed to this House— 
he appealed to the gentleman’s own colleague, who 
had renewed the debate this morning, (Mr. PaL- 


FREY ]—whether he [Mr. Asumun] had received at. 


his hands anything like discourtesy ? He appealed 
to this House to knowif on every occasion, when 


tleman from Massachusetts and every other gen- 
tleman who had desired it? He appealed even to 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gippin@s,] whose 
course was so constantly offensive to the South— 
who charged them with being men-thieves, and 
applied to them other abusive epithets which his 
imagination alone could conceive. Abusive as his 
conduct was to the South, he asked if he had not 
ielded the 
ad desired 
He 


treated even him with courtesy, and 
floor to him for explanation when he 
it. Ifhe had not, let that gentleman say so. 
called upon any member of the committee to say 
that, either in the House or out of the House, he 
had treated him with other than courtesy. 

Mr. GIDDINGS here said he would do the 
gentleman justice, as he would do all others on 
that floor. He had thought that in the gentle- 
man’s first speech, delivered on Monday last, he 
was very discourteous. He had on that occasion 
thought him to be personal in his remarks; and on 
reading his speech, as reported in the paper, he 
considered his language as exceedingly offensive. 
He so understood it. But to-day the gentleman’s 
ores had certainly been very courteous towards 

im. 

Mr. BAYLY would put the charge of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts to the test. Throw- 
ing the gentleman and his immediate coadjutors 
out of the question, (who were not to be a judge 
in their own cause, and to whom he had not sought 
to be courteous,) he would appeal to the whole 
committee and ask if any one present could rise 
and say he had received discours at Mr. B.’s 
hands? [After a pause]+:Not one! Then what 
became of the gentleman’s charge that he had 
been habitually supercilious and haughty? It was 
stamped with the unanimous disapprobation of the 
House. 

Again: the gentleman, in his great desire to 


place him in a disadvantageous light before the 
country, had said that he had lauded Mr. Ritchie, 
and that in turn Mr. Ritchie had lauded him. He 
demanded of all gentlemen present to say whether 
he had used a solitary expression laudatory of Mr. 
Ritchie—in any way expressive of approbation or 
applause? Would any gentleman say he had? 
[After a pause.] Not one! What then became 
of that charge? Like the other, it was stamped 
with universal disapprobation. 

The gentleman had affirmed that he had said he 
{Mr. A.] had taken a week to concoct his speech, 
while Mr. B. had only asked the attention of the 
committee to make an impromptu rejoinder. In 
speaking of the time the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts had taken to prepare himself, to what had he re- 
ferred? Was it the personalities of the gentleman, 
or was it not to the substance, the facts and argu- 
ments of his speech, and the authorities he. had 
quoted? Certainly to its substance, if there was 
any in it, and nothing else. He had not, of course, 
referred to its personalities. He had not presumed 
to say that the gentleman could not at any mo- 
ment get up and abuse a fellow-member. By no 
means: he knew him too well. Abuse was low 
and easy; and he never had said that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts was not ready at any 
time to utter it. What he had referred to was the 
substance of his speech—his historical facts and 
references to books. These were what he had 
said the gentleman had taken a week to prepare; 
and so the committee understood him. 

The gentleman had attempted to put him in a 
false position. He affirmed that he (Mr. B.) had 
said the United States Government had a right to 
command State officers to perform certain duties, 
and had argued to show that this position was 
false. That was very easy. Buthe never had taken 
that position. He never had asserted that Con- 
gress could make laws controlling State officers as 
such. Congress might (as it had done in 1793, 
and on many other occasions) impose certain du- . 
ties on men who were State officers, but not as offi- 
cers of the State, but simply as citizens of the Uni- 
ted States. His reference to certain State officers 
in the United States law was simply designatio per- 
sone. They were made by the law, quoad hoc, Uni- 
ted States officers. And thus much Congressalwayé 
had exercised the right to do. It was done in some 
of the United States revenue laws, which required 
sheriffs and other State officers in the States, with- 
out other personal designation, to perform certain 
duties relative to the payment and collection of the 
revenue and other subjects; but when they so acted 
in obedience to the law of the United States, they 
virtually held two offices, one under the State and 
one under the United States. There were many 
other cases he could quote where the laws of the 
United States availed themselves of State officers 
for their execution. : a 

Another point he (Mr. B.) had made was this: 
not that the United States Government could con- 
trol State officers, as such, but that the State Legis- 
latures had no right to pass laws controverting thè 
laws of the Union, constitutionally passed, though 
they might legislate practically to strengthen and 
carry them more fully into effect. But Massachu- 
setts had passed laws directly contravening the law 
of Congress as well as the Constitution. He should 
not allow himself to be-misrepresented. He had 
no doubt that his remarks made here would be 
correctly reported; and the gentleman was wholly 
mistaken in his prediction that he never should 
write them out in full and publish them. 

The gentleman had further said that Virginia and 
South Carolina had violated the Constitution, in 
forbidding free negroes to come within their bor- 
ders. The gentleman affirmed that free negroes 
were citizens of Massachusetts. Did not the gen- 
tleman know that almost all the courts in the whole 
country had decided that free negroes were not 
citizens? They held that, as they were not parties 
to the constitutional compact, as they had had no 
hand either in its formation or subsequent admin- 
istration, they were not citizens in view of it; and 
the Supreme Court had decided that the States 
might prohibit free negroes from coming into their 
borders by virtue of their exclusive jurisdiction 
over every subject of police, exactly as they might 
exclude vagabonds and evil-disposed persons. But, 
even if these laws were violations of the Constitu- 
tion, which he expressly denied, who had driven 
the southern States to the adoption of such laws? 
Did not that gentleman well know that if there was 
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an error anywhere, it lay on just such persons as 
himself? It was the mischievous machinations of 
just such people as this member from Massachu- 
setts which had compelled the South to fence out 
the free negro population as they would a pesti- 
lence—and they did'it under the great, original, 
natural, inherent, inalienable right of self-preser- 
vation; which was just as applicable to States as 
to individuals. 

As to the charge of superciliousness, and haugh- 


 tiness, and discourtesy, and other epithets, he- 


would not notice it. He should not stoop to bandy 
epithets with the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

hat gentleman had assumed that the attack and 
offensive remarks had first come from him, (Mr. 
B.) All he should say on the subject was, that 
he should not notice it. He had no more dispo- 
sition to assail the gentleman than the gentleman 
had disclaimed to assail him. During the little 
intercourse they had had together—and the gentle- 
man had served with him during more than one 
Congress—he hað tried to act toward him as a gen- 
“tleman should act; and he would undertake to say 
that he had not applied to him one remark which 
any member from the South thought unfit, unduly 
severe, or unprovoked. The gentleman had un- 
dertaken to assume that his (Mr. B.’s) colleagues 
of the Whig party disapproved his remarks as un- 
becoming a Virginia Representative 

Mr. PENDLETON said he had no desire or 
intention to interfere between his colleague and his 

ersonal friend the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
He did not choose to endorse what had been said 
by either of them, simply for the reason that he 
had heard neither. Butas his colleague had made, 
as he understood, repeated appeals to the Virginia 
delegation to say if he did not utter their senti- 
ments, and as these appeals would probably be 
published, Mr. P. wished to say that he did not 
choose to endorse in the dark in that way. He 
did not by any means intend to be understood as 
contradicting anything his colleague might have 
said, but he could not endorse what he did not 
hear. He had heard neither of the gentlemen. _ 

Mr: BAYLY said, then it was unnecessary, If 
his colleague had not heard the debate, to have 
taken the floor. He (Mr. B.) stood there in de- 
fence of the South and of the principles of the 
South; and if his colleague did not approve what 
he had said, in doing so he was entirely willing he 
should except himself and his constituents from 
any approbation of such defence. It was enough 
for him to know that there were Whigs here from 
his own State, and others who had heard his re- 
marks, who had come up to him after his first 
apeech and congratulated him on the part he had 
taken. He should not have appealed to the com- 
mittee if the gentleman from Massachusetts had 
not done so before him. He had therefore ap- 
peaa to the entire Virginia delegation who had 

eard his remarks; and it now seemed that there 
was but one, and he had not heard them, that did 
not approve of them. He undertook to say, that 
he knew the sentiments of Virginia, and that the 
ople of that ancient Commonwealth would re- 
spond to all he had uttered. Whether it met the 
approbation of his colleague or not, was matter of 
great indifference to him. 

Mr PENDLETON said he had had no inten- 
tion to enter into this debate. When he had risen 
he presumed that every gentleman had understood 
what was his precise object. He had taken some 
pains to let his colleague understand that he meant 
nothing unkind to him. Butit seemed, that not- 
withstanding this, hiscolleague, with that very good 
temper which he sometimes displayed here, de- 
clared that it was a matter of great indifference to 
him whether he (Mr. P.) approved what he said 
or not. Now, what he had said certainly invited 
no such remark; but as the gentleman had permit- 
ted himself, without cause, to make such a remark, 
he would say, in return, that it was a matter of 
equal indifference to him what his colleague thought 
upon the subject. He had not been here during 
the debate. He was wholly ignorant what had 
been the issue between his colleague and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts before; but he had un- 
derstood, to-day, that the question was, whether 
his colleague had fairly represented what took place 
in the Senate of Virginia in regard to the death of 
Mr. Adams. As to the gentleman’s statement of 
the sentiments of Virginia on the subjectof slavery, 
he (Mr. P.) was ready to endorse what his col- 


league had said; and, though he did not owe it to 


his colleague to say this, he owed it to himself. 
He had no sort of sympathy whatever with aboli- 
tion movements in any form; but, so far as his 
colleague had attempted to vindicate the course of 
the Virginia Senate, in refusing to,eXpress regret 
at the death of Mr. Adams, he certainly had not 
spoken the géneral sentiment of the people of Vir- 
Inia. | 

Mr. BAYLY said the committee would recollect 
that he had done no more on the subject referred 
to than to state the reasons which had influenced 
the course of the Senate of his State in what they 
had done or refused to do. He had given those 


reasons for what they were worth, expressly de- | 


claring that it was not his duty to vindicate the 
Senate’s course. That was a matter for themselves, 
not forhim. Whatever were his personal views 
on the subject, he was not called on to express 
them; and it was not with this that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts had charged him with misrep- 
resenting the sentiments of his State, as all who 
heard him knew. 

Mr. PENDLETON said, that if his colleague 
had listened to what he had said, he would have 
perceived that there was no cause for the indulgence 
of any ill-temper because he would not endorse 
what he had not heard. He could not endorse the 
tone and manner of his colleague, for the same rea- 
son. He had taken no part against his colleague, 
but he did not choose, as the appeal had been made 
over and over to the Virginia delegation in particu- 
lar, to be considered by his silence as approving re- 
marks he had not heard. He could endorse neither 
of the gentlemen, because, a$ he had again and 
again stated, he had heard neither of their speeches. 

Mr. BAYLY. My appeal was to those who 
heard me, none of whom have dissented. 

Mr. KAUFMAN again obtained the floor, and 
renewed. he motion to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table, which was agreed to: Yeas 123, 
nays 46, as foHows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Barrow, 
Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, Bocock, Bow- 
don, Bowlin, Boyd, Bridges, Brodhead, Charles Brown, 
Albert G. Brown, Buckner, Burt, Cabell, Franklin Clark, 
Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W..*Cobb, 
Collins, Cuunmins, Dickey, Dickinson, Duer, Daniel Dun- 
can, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, 
Faran, Featierston, Ficklin, Freedley, French, Fulton, 
Gaines, Goggin, Gott, Green, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, 
James G Hampton, Haralson, Harris, Henley, Hill, Elias 
B. Holmes, George 8S. Houston, Hunt, Inge, Irvin, Jackson, 
Andrew Johnson, Janes H. Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Kaufman, Kennon, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, 
Ligon, Lincoln, Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, Mc- 
Clernand, McDowell, McKay, McLane, Mann, Meade, 
Miller, Morris, Morse, Murphy, Newall, Nicoll, Peasiee, 
Peck, Pendleton, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, Pollock, Preston, 
Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, St. John, Sawyer, 
Shepperd, Sherrill, Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, 
Thomas, James Thompson, Jacob ‘Thompson, Richard W. 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurs- 
ton, Tompkins, Venable, Wentworth, Wick, Wiley, Wil- 
liams, Wilmot, and Woodward—123. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Blanchard, Botts, Boy- 
don, Brady, Canby, Clingman, Cook, Collamer, Conger, 
Cranston, Crowell, Crozier, Dixon, Garnett Duncan, Nathan 
Evans, Gentry, Giddings, Gregory, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, 
Henry, Hubbard, Hudson, Kellogg, McIlvaine, Marsh, Mar- 
vin, Nelson, Palfrey, Putnam, Julius Rockwell, Root, Rum- 
sey, Silvester, Caleb B. Smith, Strohm, Tallmadge, Taylor, 
eae Tuck, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, and White 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table, and the joint resolutions stand, as passed 
yesterday. 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


The ffouse then took up the bill making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy 
of the United States for the year ending June 30, 
1849, which was reported by the Committee of the 
Whole several days since, and to which an amend- 
ment, moved by Mr. Dickey, was pending, viz: 
to strike out the item ‘ for expenses of the board 
of visiters, $2,000.” 

Mr. McK AY said he should vote for the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia. This little item for expenses of a board of 
visiters had been dropped from the bill for many 
years, and had only been restored about two years 
ago. He would suggest to the gentleman that he 
had better modify his amendment in the manner 
he would point out. The President now, under 
the law as it stood, made the appointment of these 
visiters, and their compensation was also fixed by 
law. The President, after the amendment of the 
gentleman was passed, would still have the same 
power to appoint; and, as the law warranted the 
compensation of the visiters, and fixed the rate of 


compensation, the President would pay them out 
of the contingent fund of the army, or in some other 
way; and if he failed to pay them, they would have 
a valid claim on Congress for their compensation. 
What he proposed, and what he hoped the gen- 
tleman would accept, as a modification of hisamend- 
ment, was the addition of a new section to the bill, 
declaring the provision for the board of visiters, 
contained in the second section of the original act 
for be establishment of the Academy, to .be re- 
ealed. 

i Mr. DICKEY accepted this as a modiftcation of 
his amendment. 

Mr. McKAY thereupon moved the previous 
question; and it was seconded by the House, and 
the main question was ordered, being on the adop- 
tion of the amendment as modified. | 

Mr. HARALSON moved a reconsideration of 
the vote by which the House had ordered the main 
question to be now put. 


A conversation on points of order arose, in which 
Messrs. HARALSON,JONES of Tennessee, and 
HOUSTON of Alabama, participated; and which 
was directed principally to the point whether, in 
case the vote by which the main question had beer 
ordered were reconsidered, the second for the pre~ 
vious question could then be reconsidered, and the 
subject thus be reopened to debate. 


The SPEAKER ruled—differing on this point, 
he remarked, from the decisions of his predecessors 
in the chair for the last two Congresses—that when 
the House reconsidered the vote by which the 
main question was ordered, the seconding of the 
motion was reconsidered of course, since it was 
technically no more than the seconding of a motion 
by an individual. The second of the previous 
question, though by a majority of the House, 
merely brought the motion before the House for 


its action; which motion was decided as in other 


cases, , 
The question being taken, the motion to recon- 
sider was rejected without a division. 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. Dickey, as modified, was taken and de- 
ak in the negative—yeas 76, nays 84—as fol- 
ows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Beale, Bingham, Blanchard, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Boydon, Charles Brown, Franklin Clark, 
Beverley L. Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Collins, Conger, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dickinson, Dan- 
iel Duncan, Edwards, Nathan Evans, Faran, Featherston, 
Ficklin, Freedley, French, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Green, 
ammons, Hill, George S. Houston, Hubbard, Jenkins, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennon, Sidney Law- 
rence, Lincoln, Lumpkin, McClelland, McElernand, Mce- 
Kay, Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Peyton, Phelps, Pol- 
lock, Richey, Robinson, Julius Rockwell, Root, Sawyer, 
Shepperd, Sherrill, Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Truman 
Smith, Starkweather, Andrew Stewart, Charlies E. Stuart, 
Strohm, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Wm. Thomp- 
son, Thurston, Tompkins, Toombs, Tuck, Wentworth, 
Wiley, and Woodward—‘%6. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Barringer, Barrow, Bay- 
ly, Bedinger, Birdsall, Bocock, Botts, Bowdon, Bridges, 
Albert G. Brown, Buckner, Burt, Cabell, Canby, Clingman, 
Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crisfield, Duer, Garnett Dun- 
can, Dunn, Eckert, Embree, Alexander Evans, Fulton, 
Gaines, Gott, Gregory, Willard P. Hall, Nathan K. Hall, 
ames G. Hampton, Haralson, Harris, Henry, Hilliard, 
Elias B. Holmes, Hudson, Hunt, Inge, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jackson, John W. Jones, Kaufman, Kellogg, La Sére, 
Leffler, Ligon, Maclay, McDowell, McLane, Marsh, Mar- 
vin, Morse, Murphy, Nelson, NewaH, Nicoll, Peck, Pen- 
dleton, Petrie, Preston, Putnam, Richardson, Rockhill, 
John A. Rockwell, Rumsey, St. John, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stanton, Stephens, Strong, Tallmadge, Taylor, Thomas, 
Richard W. Thoinpson, Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, War- 
ren, White, and Wick—84. 


The bill was then read a third time, and passed. 
[Its appropriations are as follow: 


For pay of officers, instructors, cadets, and mu- 


sicians..... E A TE E T eseseseoe ooo $79,764 
For commutation of rubsistence.......sessse esos 9,021 
For forage for officers? horses...... iusscawecegaee.. “Sole 
For clothing for officers? servants. ...... +00 secsee 
For repairs and improvements, fuel and apparatus, 
forage for public horses and oxen, stationery, 
printing, and other incidental and contingent ex- 
ENnsSes.....6.- .... 30,155 


For the increase ‘and expenses of the ‘library. «eee 1,500 


For expenses of the board of visiters............. _ 2,000 
For barracks for cadets......cccesccesccccecssees 17,590 
$141,472] 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, chairman of the 


Committee on Elections, gave notice that he would, . 
on Thursday of this week, call up the contested 
election case of Monroe vs. Jackson, from the 6th 
Congressional district of New York. 


The House adjourned, 
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IN SENATE. 
Turspay, April 11, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Treasury Department 
in answer to a resolution of the Senate of the 22d 
January, 1847, in relation to certain Inquiries con- 
cerning the grants of public lands offered for sale 
at given periods; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pullic Lands. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented a me- 
morial from John S. Skinner, of the city of New 
York, praying, in behalf of the aericalturiets of 
the country, an appropriation of money, to be ap- 
plied under the direction of the State Governments, 
or as Congress may otherwise direct, to the estab- 
lishment of institutions for instruction in geology, 
mineralogy, and vegetable and animal physiology, 
in civil engineering as applied to road making, 
bridge building, and other rural architecture, and 
‘to instruction in the mechanical principles on which 
depend the labor-saving properties and efficiency 
of agricultural implements and machinery. 

In presenting this paper, Mr. J. said he could 
but express his gratification that it should have 
been committed to his charge. The memorialist 
himself (said Mr. J.) is not only known, but justly 
distinguished for the zeal, ability, and efficiency 
with which, for a period of near thirty years, he 
has pursued and promoted the great cause of agri- 
cultural science. It may, I think, with truth be 
said, that its present improved condition amongst 
us is more or less to be attributed to his long and 
continued efforts. He has not only been its first 
pioneer, but he has been throughout and still is in 
the advance, earnestly striving to remove all re- 
maining obstructions, and to bring it to a state of 
ultimate perfection. Such is his object in the pres- 
ent memorial; and if he succeeds, as, looking to 
the real honor and interest of the nation, I trust he 
will, what incalculable benefit will he have confer- 
red upon the country! Military glory may cause 
the nation’s heart to beat high with gratitude, but 
it more often dazzles to delude than ends in per- 
manent strength and renown. It is the achieve- 
ments of civil life which impart to human power 
its highest value; and, of all the departments of 
civil employment, the most worthy, the most to be 
cherished, and especially under a government like 
ours, is agriculture. To say nothing of the incal- 
_ culable value of its productions, capable as the 

are, too, of continued increase by the proper intel: 
lectual improvement of its followers, what strength 
is not given to free institutions by the uniform and 
almost necessary virtue of such a population. 

-And yet, sir, whilst millions have been and are 
still being expended by us for the arts which teach 
the destruction of life, how much has been given 
to this noblest of all sciences, which instructs only 
to promote, to prolong, and to render life happy 
and virtuous? Nothing, literally nothing. Sir, 
the memorialist states, and I have such confidence 
in his accuraey that I am sure the statement may 
be relied upon, that of the amount of the disburse- 

‘ments of the Government, eighty per cent. is for 
military and naval expenses; that is to say, EIGHTY 
dollars of every one hundred dollars paid by the 

eople into the treasury, is appropriated to the 
keeping up our military establishments and prepa- 
rations for war; whilst for AGRICULTURE, which 
exists only for peace, and through peace, which 
brings no wo, but only immense good, not one dol- 
lar is given. He reminds us, also, and it is a fact 
eminently worthy of the public attention, that 
during the whole period of WasuincTon's admin- 
istration, our military expenses were only 11,000,- 
000, whilst for a similar period of eight years, 
terminating in 1843, they were $164,000,000. It 
js, sir, a striking and a fearful lesson. lt teaches 
us that, popular as war is, other institutions have 
in that respect a natural tendency in the same di- 
rection, and that the rgsult in the end may be the 
same—the oppression of heavy and crushing tax- 
ation. 

He gives us another fact, worthy also of notice, 
and especially worthy of the notice of the agricul- 
turists of the nation. It is this: that from 1789 to 

` 1843, the expenditures of the Government, exclu- 
sive of payments on account of the public debt, 
for merely civil objects, were $246,620,000, whilst 
for the same time, they were for military and naval 
objects $538,964,278. And even, of this trifling 
comparauye amount, appropriated for peaceful pur- 


poses only, the agriculturists of the country en- 
joyed no exclusive advantage. To encourage their 
department of human labor, to improve their con- 
dition, to increase their power, to elevate them in 
the scale of social existence, not a dollar of it was 
applied. And yet, sir, what claims have they not 
had upon the countenance and protection of the 
Government? 

To say nothing of the fact which reason estab- 
lishes and history confirms, that it is with them 
that the true strength and virtue of a free people 
are ever to be found, the immense disproportionate 
wealth that they bring into the common fund per- 
suasively demands for them the fostering hand of 
all. Itis estimated, sir—and the amount is, I in- 
cline to think, below the truth—to be $654,387 597; 
a sum three times greater than the value of the 
manufacturing industry of the country, and five 
times greater than that of all the other sources of 
human industry combined, 

‘I invoke the serious regard of the agriculturists 
to these facts. They must see in them how com- 
manding are their claims upon the Government, 
and how shamelessly they have been disregarded. 
The cause is to be found in their want heretofore 
of union amongst themselves in some movement 
upon the subject. There seems to be now ap- 
proaching a propitious time for some joint and 
effectual effort. Peace, I trust, will soon be seen 
to hush the noise of war within our own borders. 
The mighty popular convulsions now heaving with 
terrific power in the Old World promise to subside 
in the annihilation of arms as an employment. 
The long lost or limited liberty of man appears to 
be on the eve of complete restoration. Civil employ- 
ment—nothing but civil employment—should be the 
result; and happiness, and wealth, and power, and 
true glory will be promoted in proportion as gov- 
ernments devote their means to the proper encour- 
agement of civil life. This, sir, is not the occasion 
to meet in advance any constitutional impediment 
which may be suggested to the particular encour- 
agement solicited by this memorial. I content 
myself, therefore, with saying, that a careful ex- 
amination of the question, founded upon the letter 
and spirit of the Constitution, and the opinions of 
its fathers, leaves my mind in no doubt—in none 
whatever. 

If commerce can be protected and encouraged— 
and it has been from the beginning of the Govern- 
ment to the present day; if manufactures can be 
protected and encouraged—and they have also been 
from first to last; if the profession of arms even 
can be protected and encouraged—and when has it 
not been?—then why may not agriculture and her 
followers be protected and encouraged? 

Without adding a word more, I submit the me- 
morial, and, as [ believe there is no committee to 
whom its reference would be peculiarly appropri- 
ate, I move that it be referred to a special commit- 
tee, and be printed. 

Mr. BERRIEN observed, that there was a 
Committee on Agriculture, to which it appro- 
priately belonged. 

Mr. JOHNSON then moved that it be referred 
to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to, and the memorial 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented a petition from 
citizens of Maine, for the abolition of the slave- 
trade in the District of Columbia: the question of 
reception was raised, and laid on the table. 

r. HALE presented sundry memorials from 
different quarters in relation to slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for setting apart the proceeds 
of the public lands for the gradual abolition of 
slavery throughout the United States: the question 
of reception was raised, and laid on the table. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented joint resolutions 
of the Legislature of New York in relation to 
securing the pay of officers and soldiers killed in 
battle to their widows; which were ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MASON, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
James Edwards. 

Mr. M. also reported, from the same committee, 
House bill for the relief of William Ralston, with- 
out amendment, and recommended that it do not 
pass. es 

Mr. HANNEGAN, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, reported House bill for the 


| relief of William M. Blackford, late chargé d’af- 


faires at New Grenada, without amendment. 

Mr. H. also reported, from the same committee, 
a joint resolution for the relief of Mrs. Ann Chase; 
which was read a first time. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported a bill for the relief of the society for 
the reformation of juvenile delinquents in the State 
of New York; which was read a first time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill to confirm the loca 
tion, and to grant a quarter section of public land, 
for the county site of Hillsboro’ county, in the 
State of Florida; which was read a first time.. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported House bills, without amend- 
ment, for the relief of Edna Hickman, wife of 
Alexander D. Peck; and for the relief of Sarah D. 
Caldwell, wife of James H. Brigham. 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Hen 
Williams and others, owners of the schooner Ti- 
conic; which was read a first time. 

Also, from the same committee, an adverse ree 
port on the petition of the heirs of Caleb Swann. 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, reported a bill for the relief of P. Chouteau, 
Jr., & Co.; which was read a first time. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on the Library, offered the following resolu- 
tion, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be instructed 
to purchase for the use of the Senate 2,000 copies of each of 
the three maps of the battles in the valley of Mexico, at Cerro 
Gordo, and of the operations at Vera Cruz, published from 
the originals, drawn from actual survey by Captain McClel 
lan and other officers of the United States Topographical 
Engineers; two hundred copies of each to be on plate draw- 
ing paper, the remainder on good thin map paper. 


Mr. HANNEGAN moved that so much of the 
President’s message as relates to the Amistad be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Agreed to. 


Mr. DICKINSON moved to take up the bill ‘to 
establish a branch mint in the city of New York, 
with a view to make it the special order for the 
second Monday in May next. It was a bill of 
great public importance, and he wished a day fixed 
for its consideration. The motion was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. NILES, the amendments of 
the House to the bill for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of George Fisher were concurred in. 


On motion of Mr. DOWNS, the Senate proceed- 
ed to consider the bill relating to the collection 
district of New Orleans, and for other purposes; 
which was passed. 

ACQUISITION OF TERRITORY, ETC. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolutions 
submitted by Mr. Baasy, on the 25th and 27th of 
January last, in relation to the acquisition of terri- 
tory by treaty or conquest, and the question of 
slavery in any such acquired territory. 

Mr. BAGBY said: Mr. President, these resolu- 
tions were introduced on the 25th day of January, 
at which time there were before the Senate ques- 
tions of pressing practical importance, connected 
with ‘the vigorous and efficient prosecution of the 
war with Mexico, and claiming the paramount, if 
not the exclusive consideration of the Senate. 
They were called up repeatedly in the progress of 
the business of the Senate, and: at each time they 
were so called, I stated distinctly, what I now re- 
peat, that, satisfied as I was upon the fullest, ma- 
turest, and most deliberate consideration of the 
justice of that war on our part, I would not, so far 
as depended on my action, permit any other meas- 
ure, no matter what considerations it mightinvolve, 
to interfere with the adoption promptly, and at 
once of the measures necessary for the efficient and 
vigorous prosecution of the war. I did not believe 
then, nor do I believe now, in windy, fustian 
speeches. Action, and not words and noisy dec- 
lamation, is the appropriate business of men en- 
gaged in matters of great concern, not only to this 
country, but to other countries; not only to the 
present generation, but to after times. 

These resolutions embrace four distinct proposi- 
tions, upon the correct solution of some, if not all 
of which, in my judgment, the perpetuity of our 
institutions depends. The first contains a distinct, 
substantive, and unqualified limitation upon the 
constitutional power of Congress, to abolish or to 

rohibit slavery in any State or Territory of this 

nion. This position is assumed upon the fullest 
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as to all the consequences proximate or remote; 
consequences either present or prospective, so far 
. as the action of Congress is concerned. If the cor- 
rectness of this position is well sustained and deep 
laid in the Constitution, of which I have not the 
shadow of a doubt, then, the truth and the correct- | 
ness of it, ought to be adopted and proclaimed. 
| 
i 


consideration, and after the most mature reflection | 


The people of the country ought to be informed, 
whether, in the opinion of Congress, their rights 
depend and stand upon the adamantine principles 
and guarantees of the Constitution, or, whether 
they float in the visionary imaginations of moon- 
struck philosophers, or pretended philanthropists. 


I cannot be led now, I cannot be tempted into dis- || 


cussion upon the abstract question of slavery. | 
Whatever it is, those who hold it under the pro- 

visions of the Constitution, found it, either for 

good or for evil, either as a blessing or a curse, in 

the pathway of their destiny, and there it will 

stand 

is undermined by that insidious torrent, which is 
ever and anon lashing against it. I have but little 
fear of either. The second resolution I should 


here, that the acquisition of territory in a lawful 
war, was, in the expressive and refined language of 
the day, land stealing. Whenever the truth and cor- 
rectness of the proposition contained in the second 


resolution is seriously controverted, I stand pre- | 


ared to sustain it fully, and to the whole extent, 
by law, precedent, practice, and principle, as recog- 
nized by every civilized nation from the earliest 
periods of authentic history, down to the present į 
time. J will not anticipate objections which: I do | 
not think will be seriously ‘urged, and which I | 
know cannot be sustained, either by reason or | 
authority. The third resolution contains a clear | 


and express limitation upon the powers of two | 
| 


branches of the Government of the United States, 
to wit, the treaty-making power, and Congress; ' 
and declares that neither of these branches, in ter- | 
` ritory to be acquired by the United States, shall | 
have power to exclude slavery, as property, from 
such territory; but that such territory shall be 
equally free and open to all the citizens of each 


| 
| 
| 
and all of the States of the Union, without any |! 
limitation, prohibition, or restriction, in regard to | 
| 
| 


slaves er any other description of property what-. 
ever. The first branch of this proposition re- 
strains the General Government from the exercise 
of any interference with the rights of property in 
the possession under the Constitution of an 
tion of the people of the United States; and the 


affirmance of that great fundamental principle that 
lies at the bottom of our institutions, that what- 
ever is acquired by common blood or by common 
treasure, or by both, shall be the common property 
of all the people of the United States, and equally 
free.to the use, occupation, and enjoyment of all. 
This proposition rests upon the Constitution; it is 
sustained by every consideration of equity, truth, 


second branch contains but a reassertion and re- | 
| 
| 


| 
| 
until the Constitution is changed, or until it 


or- | 


rity of which constituted a fair and adequate equiv- 
alent for the solemn surrender of a portion ọf that 
sovereignty, to obtain and establish which, the 
aspirations of the purest patriots had been ele- 
vated, and the best blood of the Revolution was 
| spilt; to obtain which, the eloquence of Henry 
| had thundered, and Warren had died. The great 
question for the consideration of the Senate is, 
how these objects can be best promoted, secured, 
perpetuated? To my mind, this is a question of 
easy solution. Itis by carrying out the provisions 
of the Constitution according to their obvious 
meaning and import, keeping in view the rule 
| equally applicable in the proper construction of all 
i instruments, the intention of the parties, and the 
| objects they intended to secure and provide for at 
the time they entered into it; guarding with equal 
| vigilance and caution against implication and un- 
| authorized construction on the one hand, and offi- 
cious interpolation on the other; in a word, by 
taking the Constitution as it is, and as its immortal 
framers intended it to be. 


| ty-making power. 
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in regard to the territory acquired either by treaty 
or by conquest. And l assert and maintain, in the 
language of the third resolution, that such territo- 
i ry, when acquired by the United States, is, and of 
, right ouglit to be, equally free and open to all the 
citizens ofall the United States, without any limit- 
ation, prohibition, or restriction in regard to slaves, 
| Or any other description of property whatever; 
and would it, permit me to aşk, tend to establish 
justice, or to promote its great ends, to declare that 
when territory had been acquired by the joint ef- 
forts and joint contributions of the people of the 
slaveholding and the non-slaveholding States, that 
i the latter should use, possess, and enjoy it ad libi- 
tum, and that the latter should be excluded from 


l it, unless they divested themselves of their proper- 


ty and the means of subsistence, before they set 
, their feet upon it. The proposition is at once ab- 
| surd and ridiculous; to state it is at once to answer 
| and refute it. For the sake of illustration, assim- 
| ilate the compact entered into by the States at thẹ 
| adoption of the Constitution, to the case of an or- 
' dinary copartnership into which two or more per- 
| sons had entered for the purpose of promoting, by 
| lawful means, their mutual interests. Suppose, in 
! the course of their mutual exertions, sacrifices, 
| and labors, they acquire land by purchase, or in 


payment of a debt due to the copartners, contract- 


ed in the course of the partnership transactions: 
is there a man so dead to all the feelings and sug- 
gestions of reason, and above all, to the eternal 
principles of justice, equity, and morality, as to 
i contend that one or more of said partners would 


and justice, and fortified by the eternal principles || be at liberty, and have aright to the full and unin- 
J y ples | g 


of reason and of right. And, as I had occasion to 
say on a former occasion, I do not believe there is 


a man in America with a mind unswayed by local | 


considerations, or unbiassed and uninfluenced by 


sectional considerations, who believes that prop- | 
erty acquired by common blood and ee 


treasure should not inure to the equal benefit of 


all the people of all the States of this great and j 


growing nation. What is the Constitution of the 
United States? There is no difference of opinion 
upon this point. It is universally admitted by 
American statesmen to be a compact between sov- 
ereign States. In political power the parties to it 
are perfect equals. There is no difference in this 
respect between Delaware and New York, or 
Rhode Island and Pennsylvania. If, then, the 
Constitution be a compact between parties, whose 
rights and powers under it are precisely the same, 
Jet us inquire into the causes and considerations 
thatinduced the parties to enter into that compact. 
It was, in the language of the preamble to the Con- 


justice, ensure domestic tranquillity, provide for 
the conémon defence, promote the general welfare, 
and secure the blessings of liberty to themselves 
and our posterity.” ‘These were the objects for 
which the States voluntarily disrobed themselves 
of a portion of their sovereignty and offered it up 
a willing sacrifice upon the altar of a common 
country. They were objects, the permanent secu- 


stitution, ‘‘ to form a more perfect union, establish 
| 


| terrupted enjoyment of the land thus acquired, and 
| that the other partner or partners should be exclu- 

ded from it, contrary to, and in violation of, the 
| original articles of copartnership or compact be- 

tween them? And yet this is the precise monstros- 
| ity in law, equity, justice, morality, reason, and 
| common sense, into which those have fallen who 
contend for the power in the General Government to 
exclude slaves as property from territory acquired 
by the United States. I know a distinction has been 
i attempted to be drawn of late, between territory 
: where slavery exists, at the time of acquisition, 
and that where it does not. But they cannot dis- 
pose of any territory or any other property belong- 
ing to the United States, with a view to promote 
| the interests of any portion of the people of the 
; United States, and thereby to prejudice or exclude 
the rights of other citizens of the United States. 
The foundation of our system, and of every sys- 
: tem of free government is, equality of rights, This 
distinction, whether true or false, real or imagin- 
ary, has nothing to do with the question. The 
true question is, not what are the institutions ex- 
isting in the territory at the time of ite acquisition, 
but what powers the Government of the United 
States can exercise in regard to it after it is ac- 
quired. _ The title to the territory vests in the Uni- 
ted States, and they can dispose of it in the same 
manner and under the same rules and regulations 
that they can dispose of other property belonging 


to the United States. The only legitimate object 
for which territory can be acquired is the forma- 
tion of new States. We cannot, according to the 
provisions of the Constitution, or the nature and 
Atal of our institutions, hold it as provinces. 

he colonial system was never in the contempla- 
tion of the framers of the Constitution, and is not 
only not contained in any ofits provisions, but is 
at war with all its fundamental principles. Sucha 
system would tend, with inevitable eertainty, to a 
vast and dangerous increase of Executive power,and 
might in the end overshadow the rights and inde- 
pendence of the States, and subvert the Government, 
and establish a despotism in its stead. Colonial or- 
ganization would live, and move, and have its being 
in Executive power and patronage, and would end in 
the destruction of liberty. I am not ignorant that a 
doctrine different from the one for which I am con- - 
tending has been asserted in an imposing form, 
and in some sections of the Union to a considerable 
extent. Great and intelligent communities, speak- 
ing solemnly through their assembled representa- 
tives, have asserted the power to be in Congress, 
and called for its exercise, to exclude, by a funda- 
mental law, slaves as property from all territory to 
be hereafter required. I shall not attempt to in- 
vestigate or to answer the arguments by which 
they arrive at this conclusion. I have no doubt 
they are sincere in the entertainment of these views. 
Somebody has said that when a man is determined 
to believe, the very absurdity of the doctrine con- 
firms him in the faith. I leave them to their reflec- 
tions, and appeal to the law and the testimony. I 
consult the Constitution, and fearlessly assert that 
such a doctrine has no support, either in the pro- 
visions or spirit of that instrument, or in the more 
enduring and eternal principles of equality and 
justice. I warn the advocates of this doctrine; in 
advance, that they are contending for principles 
destructive of the Constitution, destructive of the 
rights of the southern States, destructive of equal- 
ity among the citizens of the United States, and 
that this Union would not survive the establish- 
ment of such a doctrine an hour. 


I have listened with apprehension, not unmixed 
with indignation, at the coolness and complacenc 
with which gentlemen from the free States spea 
of the institution of slavery, as it exists under the 
guarantees of the Constitution, in some of the 
States of this Union. After felicitating themselves, 
with more than Pharisaical righteousness, that 
they ‘“‘are not as other men,” they, in a spirit of 
amazing condescension and kindness, charitably 
assure us they will not interfere with slavery, as 
it now exists. Was there ever more surpassing 
impudence? I scorn to accept the charitable dona- 
tion. [I reject the proffered boon. Sir, the people 
of the slaveholding States do not hold their rights 
by a tenure so frail and uncertain as the will, or 
the forbearance, or the concessions, or the gratuity 
of a majority in Congress. They derive them from 
a higher and purer source. They derive them from 
the Constitution; and highly as they venerate that 
instrument, when it ceases to ensure to them the 
free and full enjoyment of these rights, they will 
no longer consider it worth preserving. ‘These, 
sir, are some of my views in regard to the princi- 

les involved in the first three resolutions. Before 

took my seat:in the Senate at the present session, 
the honorable Senator from New York [Mr. Dics- 
INSON] had introduced a series of resolutions, em- 
bracing to some, perhaps to the whole extent, the 

rinciples involved in those which, at a later day, 
P had the honor of submitting to the Senate. 
Anxious, so far as a sense of propriety and the 
paramount obligations of duty would enable me to 
do so, to avoid the introduction of topics which 
might subject me to the imputation of being influ- 
enced by sectional views and local considerations, 
I examined the resolutions brought forward by that 
honorable Senator with great care, and with a sin- 
cere desire, if I could, according to the dictates of 
my best judgment, upon the principles of the Con- 
stitution and the rights of the people, to agree with 
him. After the most thorough examination of his 
resolutions, and with entire respect for him, I have 
found myself utterly unable to do so. I therefore 
brought forward the fourth resolution, which ig 
exactly antagonistical to the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from New York. His resolution is in these 
words: 

Resolved, That in organizing a Territorial Government for 


territory helonging to the United States, the principles of 
self-government, upon which our federative system rests, 


1848. 


will be best promoted, the true spirit and meaning of the 
Constitution he observed, and the Confederacy strengthened, 
by leaving all questions concerning the domestic policy there- 
in to legislatures chosen by the people thereof. 


Now, although this resolution does not assert 
the power of the Government in positive terms, it 
is evidently intended to convey the idea that the 
territorial legislature chosen by the people are, and 
of right ought to be, the exclusive’ judges of all 
questions of policy arising in the territory. The 
correctness of this position I deny to the whole 
extent. The people of a territory belonging to the 
United States possess no other rights than those 
which belong to all unorganized communities or 
bodies of men, which flow from the laws of nature, 
except those which they derive from the United 
States; and unless it can be shown that the Con- 
stitution’ authorizes Congress to impose limitations 
and restrictions upon them in regard to slavery, 
they cannot derive that powerfrom Congress. But 
I do not consider it necessary to discuss this ques- 
tion, or the still graver one, whether Congress has 
power to establish territorial governments at all. 
Although I admit, if this was a new question, pre- 
sented for the first time, I should be at a loss from 
what particular clause, or provision, or principle of 
the Constitution todeduceit. And, in reflecting up- 
on this subject when these resolutions were bro ght 
forward, I stated to an honorable friend near me, 
whose friendly intercourse and confidence it is my 
good fortune to enjoy, my own doubts or convic- 
tions upon this subject, but said I would not dis- 
turb that question when there were so many topics 
of agitation and disagreement among the people of 

he United States, who ought to be bound together 
by the indissoluble ties of fraternal feeling and good 
fellowship; but would leave it to the uniform, un- 
broken practice of the Government for fifty years. 
There I am willing to leave it. Stare decisise But 
to return to the people of the territory. They are 
of two descriptions: those who inhabit, or are 
upon the territory at the time it 1s acquired, and 
those who migrate or remove to it afterwards. The 
rights of the former are defined by treaty stipula- 
tion. The latter carry with them rights of citi- 
zens of the United States, so far as the pessession 
and enjoyment of property is concerned, and such 
political privileges and immunities as Congress 
may confer upon them, by the act authorizing them 
to form a temporary government, confining that 
act, of course, within the limits of the Constitution. 
But the idea that the people residing upon territory 
acquired by the United States, either by treaty or 
conquest, are to be entitled to the enjoyment of 
any right, privilege, or immunity to which the 
citizens of the United States, or any of them, who 
may remove to such territory after it becomes 
attached to the United States, are not entitled, 
is not only repugnant to every principle and feel- 
ing of American liberty and equality, but is in the 
very teeth and jaws of the Constitution. I can 
readily imagine, Mr. President, why this new-born 
zeal in favor of the rights of the people of a terri- 
tory to exclude slaves as property is exhibited with 
so much fierceness and pertinacity at this particu- 
lar juncture in our history. Everybody knows 
that territory is about to be acquired from Mexico, 
where, it is said, slavery does not exist. But is 
that territory to be governed by Mexican law after 
it becomes the property of the United States, and 

asees under the jurisdiction of our laws? Noone 
in his senses can contend for this. When it be- 
comes American territory, it will be governed by 
American laws, and American citizens must be 
entitled to the enjoyment of equal rights upon it, 
else liberty and equality under our system are but 
phantoms, and the guarantees of the Constitution 
vain, deceptive illusions. I shall not stop to in- 
quire whether slavery is a blessing or acurse. It 
is nominated in the bond. The Constitution guar- 
anties it to those who think proper to hold it; and 
while the Constitution exists, they cannot be de- 
prived of it, without doing violence to that instru- 
ment. If the Constitution be defective in this 
respect, or any other, let it be amended in the 
manner provided for by its illustrious framers. 
But to violate is not to amend—to destroy is not 
reform. 

I will not trespass further upon the indulgence 
of the Senate at present. I consider these resolu- 
tionsas involving considerations of vast importance. 
I have thought it proper to call the attention of the 
Senate to them, and all I ask is, that they be post- 
poned until Monday week, and made the special 
order of the day. Then, i? no other Senator de- 
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sires to discuss them, I shall respectfully ask for a 
deliberate vote of the Senate upon them. 

On motion of Mr. BAGBY, it was 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof be post- 


poned to, and made the order of the day for, Monday, the 
24th instant. 


CALIFORNIA CLAIMS. 


On motión of Mr. CASS, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the bill for ascertaining and 
paying certain claims in California. 

Mr. DAYTON then occupied the floor, pre- 
mising that he did not propose to discuss the merits 
of the_bill, but to go at large into the subject of the 
war in Mexico, with which it was connected. He 
apologized for taking this course now, regretting 
that circumstances connected with his personal 
concerns had prevented him from addressing the 
Senate earlier in the session. He believed we had 
now reached a point at which we may exercise the 
right of self-judgment. We had made an armis- 
tice, and there is in existence a paper called, or 
miscalled, a treaty, and we may now pause and in- 
jane what we are likely to gain by this war. In- 

emnity for the past probably means the hundred 
millions we have paid for the expenses of the war; 
and security for the future must imply the twenty 
millions we are to pay for territory. 

His remarks now were rendered necessary, in 
consequence of the course which had been taken 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, (now absent 
from his seat,) who had stated to the country his 
course on the subject of the treaty, and the reasons 
on which he founded it. That Senator, in throw- 
ing off all responsibility from himself, had thrown 
a heavier responsibility on other Senators who had 
taken a different course. He therefore felt himself 
bound to say something, at this time, in defence of 
his own course. 

He then replied to some of the points taken by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, for the purpose of 
explaining his own course in voting for the treaty, 
as he avowed he had done. He designated the 
treaty as bad enough, but it remained for those who 
had insisted on the unconstitutionality of the war, 
and who had yet voted against the treaty, to make 
the propriety of their course clear to the world. He 
felt, that during the whole of the war, we had been 
obliged to act on alternatives; and in this position 
he felt himself when called to vote on the treaty. 
He did not desire territory, but he was sure, that 
under this Administration, there was no hope of 
obtaining a peace without an accession of territory. 
The Senator from Massachusetts was willing to 
put the question to the people as to the accession of 
territory; but this was not merely putting it off until 
the next spring, but was, after all, but an uncer- 
tain test. The cry of ‘‘ new territory” he regarded 
as likely to produce a powerful effect at the next 
fall elections; and he regretted that the Senator from 
Massachusetts had urged on the Whig party to 
make the question of ‘no territory” the issue at 
those elections. From this course he (Mr. D.) 
would appeal to the whole Whig party. He pre- 
ferred peace at this moment, even with territory, 
to a remote peace even without territory. If the 
question of no territory was to be made the test, 
there would be an end of the Whig party before 
the end of the year. It would find an early grave, 
and all its conservative glory would be buried with 
it. Its enemies might then inscribe on its tomb, 
“Mic jacet;’’ and they could truly add—_ 


It never said a foolish thing, 
And never did a wise one. 


On the description given by the Senator from. 


Massachusetts of the population of California he 
made some observations, for the purpose of show- 
ing by inference, that if it was a correct delineation, 
there was no reason to have any apprehensions on 
the subject of members from that quarter being 
admitted to seats in the two Houses of Congress. 

The fact that the line of thirty-two, established 
by the treaty, excludes all territory which is favor- 
able for the employment of slaves, was to hima 
very strong’ inducement to vote in favor of it. If 
a slave should follow his, master from one of our 
southern States into California, he could not carry 
with him any part of the municipal law by which 
he had been governed in the State which he had 
quitted; and, by the laws of California, he would 
stand forth a man, unfettered, and subjected to 
none of the slave regulations. He'disclaimed any 
alliance with abolitionists, and enlarged a little on 
the misunderstanding between the South and the 
North on the exciting topic of stavery. 


In his conclusion, he expressed a doubt as to 
what may he the effect of the revolution of France 
on the feelings of the Mexicans. But he warned 
every one not to be deceived into a belief that the 
revolution had reached its termination, or had even 
advanced sufficiently to disclose what would be its 
result. A king may be stricken down, buta wealthy, 
elevated, proud population, would not be likely 
to yield and abandon all their wealth and influ- 
ence withoat a struggle. He concluded with ex- 
pressing his hope, that whatever convulsions might 
shake surrounding nations, the independence, and 
happiness, and prosperity of our own Republic 
would remain unshaken and progressive. 

[A full report of Mr. Dayron’s speech will be 
found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. MASON expressed a wish to speak on the 
bill; but gave way, and, 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnvespay, April 12, 1848. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, asked leave to in- 


troduce a bill of which previous notice had been 
given. Objected to. 


FOREIGN MAIL SERVICE. 

On motion of Mr. GOGGIN, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 
Burt in the chair,) and proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the special order, viz: ‘the bill to amend 
an act to provide for the transportation of the mail 
between the United States and foreign countries, 
and for other puposes.” ` 

The bill having been read, Mr. GOGGIN moved 
to strike out all after the enacting words, and insert 
the substitute reported by the Committee on the ° 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. G. (chairman of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads) explained the provisions 
and objects of the bill and proposed amend- 
ment. He remarked that there was a very im- 
portant document upon this subject, which had 
been ordered to be printed by the Senate, and 
which every gentleman would find on his file, con- 
taining the correspondence between Mr. Bancroft, 
Lord Palmerston, and the Postmaster General of 
England; which correspondence presented all the 
important facts in the case. It was known to this 
House and the country generally that, in 1845, 
Congress had authorized the establishment of a 
line of packet ships between New York and Havre, 
touching at Southampton and some other ports in 
England, with the object of providing a®mail pack- 
et of our own to do our own mail service, instead 
of being, as we had previously been, entirely de- 
pendent, so far as the packet service was concerned, 
for the transportation of letters and other mailable 
matter back and forth between this country and 
England, on British steamers. The packet Wash- 
ington was accordingly built, and this line went 
into operation on the Ist of July last; and when 
she was on the eve of sailing, it was found for the 
first time, to the surprise of our Government and 
this country, that on her arrival in England she 
would be met by British orders in council, or orders 
of the Lords of the Treasury through the British 
Postmaster General, directing that theré should be 
charged the same amount of postage on letters and 
other mail matter transported by her as was 
charged upon such matter transmitted by the En- 
glish packets. As, for example, an instance which 
would serve to illustrate the operation of the whole 
matter: on a letter to be sent by an American pack- 
et from Richmond, Virginia, to Birmingham, En- 
gland, the inland postage to New York, as was 
well known to the House, would be 10 cents, and 
the American packet postage from New York to 
Southampton 24 cents, making 34 cents. To this 
was superadded, by these British orders, upon the 
arrival of this vessel in England, a British postage 
of 24 cents, making the cost of a letter transmitted 
by our own packet 58 cents. The charge for the 
same letter if sent by the British packet would be, 
the inland postage from Richmond to New York 
10 cents, the port charge paid to the port officer in 
the city of New York 1 cent, and the British 
packet charge 24 cents, making the cost of the 
transmission by the British packet 35 cents. Thus 
it was plainly shown, that in consequence of the 
British orders in council, or of the Lords of the 
Treasury through the British Postmaster General, 
the charge upon our citizens for the transmission 
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of letters in our ewn packets was 58 cents, while 
in the Cunard line it was.only 35 cents! This 
double burden was laid upon the American peo- 

le by Great Britain for the protection of the Cu- 
nard line—to compel our citizens to patronize that 
line in preference to our own. Surely it was evi- 
dently a preposterous and absurd attempt to throw 
upon us a burden to which we could not submit. 
He read from the document referred to an ex- 
tract of the letter of -Lord Palmerston to Mr. Ban- 
croft justifying the construction of a British law 
under which this charge was imposed, and avow- 
ing (Mr. G. said) that the object was to protect 
the British packet line, and to secure for them the 
doing of our mail service. 

He would say nothing to his free-trade frienda 
on the other side of the House about this obnox- 
ious principle of protection on the part of Great 
Britain; for he wished to say nothing to lead the 
debate to assume a party character. This subject 
of the transportation of the mail between two coun- 
tries having an aggregate population of fifty mil- 
lions, was a question of so much importance to the 
country as to bring men of all parties to come up 
and sustain the Postmaster General in his desire 
to vindicate our own rights in such a manner as 
the merits of the case demanded at the hands of 
Congress. And he would say, in reference to that 
officer, that however he (Mr. G.) might have dif- 
fered with him in regard to some of the great lead- 
ing political questions which divided and agitated 
this country, in reference to this postal question, 1t 
seemed to him (Mr. G.) that he had done every- 
thing a faithful and vigilant officer could do in or- 
der to effect an amicable and just arrangement of a 
matter calculated, if not settled, to lead to danger- 
ous results. To this end our minister at the Court 
of St. James, under instructions of the Secretary 
of State, had also exerted himself to effect a mu- 
tual arrangement; and his letter to Lord Palmer- 
ston of the 16th August, 1847, had remained unan- 
swered as late as January last, although a sort of 
by-play correspondence had taken place between 
the British Postmaster General and Mr. Bancroft. 

The object of this bill, as all our efforts at ar- 
rangement had failed, was to authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States, through the Postmaster 
General, to impose the same duty upon letters 
received in this country by English packets as was 
there imposed upon letters received through our 
packets. It was a retaliatory act. It applied not 
. to Great Britain alone, however, but to all other 
countries which, by a similar course, should ren- 
der the resort necessary. He enforced the justice 
of the meæure, as the only resort left us in self- 
defence, and argued that the course of Great Britain 
in this respect was equally a palpable violation, in 
effect, of our convention of reciprocity with her 
of 1815, (a section of which he read,) as a viola- 
tion of that amity and comity which had hereto- 
fore, and which still ought to exist between the 
United States and Great Britain; that ıt was most 
unjust, most onerous, most burdensome to our 
citizens, and if quietly submitted to would oblige 
us to discontinue the running of our own packet 
‘Washington, and to depend on “mother England,” 
and pay tribute to her for the transmission of our 
own letters, which a nation of our commercial 
greatness was abundantly able to execute, and for 
which we had, under the law of 1845, made the 
necessary arrangements. It was clearly a case In 
which resort to a countervailing policy was Justi- 
fied and demanded by our rights; and he trusted 
it would receive the unanimous sanction of the 
House. : 7 
' Mr. NICOLL said, after the able exposition 
of the gentleman from Virginia, it would not be 
necessary that he should go into any extended 
remarks, but he would express the hope that this 
bill would be passed by a unanimous vote. It pro- 
posed no additional postage on the letters of Amer- 
ican citizens sent in American vessels, but was 
designed simply to place Great Britain on the 
same terms which she had prescribed for ourselves. 
Hitherto all postal arrangements with Great Brit- 
ain had been foiled by the determination of the 
British Government to adhere to the unequal 
terms which they had imposed ; and now in aid 
of negotiations this bill was proposed, and not to 
frustrate negotiations. All that we desired was 
just, fair, and equal terms, which the passage of 
this bill would be likely to secure for us. Thus 
we should aid our able minister at the court of St. 
James to remove the unequal terms which the 


British Government had imposed, for it would 
show to that Government that we have the power 
to retaliate if they persist in measures so injurious 
to this country. He-repeated the expression of 
his hope that no obstable would be thrown in the 
way of the passage of this hill, and that it would 
be passed unahimously. 

Mr. TOMPKINS rose to give the reasons which 
would induce him to vote for the substitute for the 
original bill,and he should speak very briefly, after 
the able exposition of the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Gocetn.] He should not go into details, but 
confine himself to some general observations on a 
subject which it seemed to him should induce every 
friend to American rights and American interests to 
give his support to some such measure. He was 
one who believed that the principle of reciprocity 
was correct, and, if reciprocity could not be obtained 
without retaliatory measures, he believed we should 
be justified in resorting to retaliatory proceedings to 
obtain that which was right. He then proceeded to 
glance at the circumstances of the case before the 
House, which had been so fully explained by the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, [Mr. Gocern,] and said this country 
had no more powerful and active antagonist than 
Great Britain, and therefore we ought to keep on 
the alert, and maintain our rights in all transactions 
with that Power, which had shown a disposition 
to monopolize the transatlantic mail. This was 
but a part of her system. She refused to yield 
anything. She, by a system of monopolies, 
sought to make American enterprise, American 
skill, and American industry tributary to the Brit- 
ish exchequer. He was unwilling to yield to her 
exactions, and if we could not obtain reciprocity 
but by retaliatory measures, he would be willing 
to resort to retaliation. That was proposed by 
this bill, which would enable our Post Office De- 
palatal to charge such rates of postage on letters 

rought in British ships as she charged on letters 
transmitted in American vessels. If we relied on 
the generosity of Great Britain we should obtain 
nothing, and hence he was in favor of the substi- 
tute. He preferred this mode to an act of Con- 

ress fixing the rates of postage, because then, if 

reat Britain should be disposed to yield, our law 
would remain fixing specific rates. But if this 
substitute should be adopted, and England should 
abandon her unjust exactions, our Postmaster 
General, with the consent of the President, would 
be enabled to enter into an arrangement on terms 
mutual, just, fair, and equitable. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, was in favor of the 
substitute of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Goaaein;] but he, nevertheless, thought that the 
rates of postage proposed in the original bill should 
be modified. He would propose to amend by sub- 
stituting ten for fifteen cents, and fifteen for twen- 
ty-four, where they occurred. Coinciding in the 
remarks which had been made by the gentleman 
from Virginia, he should not detain the committee 
further than to say, that he trusted this retaliatory 
measure would lead to some satisfactory arrange- 
ment between the two Governments. - 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, concurred with the 
gentlemen who had expressed their concurrence in 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, 
fut disapproved of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maryland, [Mr. Evans.] The larger 
rates which had been stated were those charged 
by the British Government on letters transmitted 
in American packets, and there was a propriety in 
retaining those rates in any retaliatory measure to 
which we might resort. Those rates could be 
modified by the Postmaster General, under the 
direction of the President of the United States, 
whenever Great Britain should be disposed to enter 
into reciprocal arrangements that would be just 
and fair to all. 

Some explanations were entered into between 
Messrs, EVANS of Maryland, and JONES of 
Tennessee. 

.The amendment of the gentleman from Mary- 
land was rejected. 

Mr. JONES suggested that the committee dis- 
pense with acting upon the several sections of the 
original bill, (as the committee proposed the sub- 
stitute in lieu cf it,) and proceed at once to mature 
the substitute. | 

The suggestio 1 was acquiesced in by general 
consent. | 

Mr. HUNT proposed to amend by adding tw 
additional sections, permitting newspapers to be 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


SP rt EE SSE SS ES SSE ST a A SP A EP LE OE SAS EE, 


— ee 


@ - 
April 12, 
circulated free of postage within a circuit of thirty 
miles from the publishing office, and to reduce the 
postage to one cent, to be prepaid, on transient 
newspapers. 

Mr. GOGGIN objected to the amendment as 
not in order. The original bill was wholly on the 
subject of foreign postal arrangements, and to that 
subject this amendment was not germane. It had 
nO TEAR whatever to the subject-matter of the 

ill. 

Mr. HUNT reminded the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia of the action of Congress at its last session, 
which he contended justified his present pro 
sition. It would be remembered, too, that the bill 
of 1845 made provision for the transmission of 
newspapers to destinations within thirty miles from 
the office of publication free of postage. That law, 
so faras he knew, was unexceptionable. There 
had been no public expression against it. 

Mr. GOGGIN again‘rose to a question of order, 
and maintained that the amendment was inadmis- 
sible on the ground of irrelevanéy. 

The CHAIRMAN was understood to sustain 
the ground assumed by the gentleman from Vir- 

inia. 

Mr. HUNT intimated, then, that he would re- 
serve it for some other occasion. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL proposed to amend the 
first section in the third line, by adding after the 
word ‘‘ empowered’ 
day of .” This was a measure of a 
retaliatory character, and he desired that proper 
notice should be given of a measure of that sort. 
Before striking a blow, he thought it would be 
creditable to us to give an intimation of what we 
intended todo. He had left blanks in his amend- 
ment because he was willing to defer to the better 
judgnfent of the gentleman from Virginia, the 
chairman of the Committee on the. Post Office and 
Post Roads, on that subject. By fixing a distant 
period of a few weeks for the operation of our 
retaliatory measures, an opportunity would be 
given to the Government of Great Britain to reduce 
their postal arrangements to an amount that would 
be satisfactory to us. It was easier to get into 
difficulties than to get out of them; and whether 
between individuals or nations, it was prudent not 
to rush into difficulties hastily. There would be 
more dignity in the course he suggested by his 
amendment, and if the House should adopt it we 
should stand on vantage ground. He therefore 
hoped his amendment would be adopted. 

Mr. GOGGIN made a brief reply to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. J. R. 
INGERSOLL,] but in a voice so low that most of 
what he said was lost. So far as the reporter could 
catch a portion of what was said, he understood 
Mr. G. as reading various extracts from a corre- 
spondence between our minister (Mr. Bancroft) 
and Lord Palmerston in relation to a proposed mu- 
tual arrangement of postages on the transportation 
of letters between this countryand England. He 
was understood to say that the entire mtercourse 
between these functionaries of the respective gov- 
ernments had been conducted in the most friendly 
spirit and with entire courtesy of manner; and the 
result was an understanding that the United States 
should take its own course in the matter, and the 
British Government would do the same. That 
they understood their own interests better than 
any one else; and that while we might legislate 
with a view to better ourselves, they must adopt 
such regulations as were most likely to prove 
advantageous to themselves. He concluded by 
expressing his hope that the amendment preposed 
by Mr. IncersoLL would not prevail. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL inquired of Mr. Goe- 
cin whether any legislative action had been had by 
the British Parliament in relation to the rates of 
postage complained of. 

Mr. GOGGIN explained—stating (if correctly 
heard) that Parliament had not acted on the sub- 
ject for many years past, but the regulation of 
their postages on foreign mail transportation had 
always been left to the Post Office Department. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said, what he wished further 
to know was, whether the Lords of the Treasury 
in England had acted in the case, or whether there 
had merely been a correspondence between our 
minister and Lord Palmerston. Lord Palmerston 
was a man of dignified bearing, but not always of 
the tardiest resolves, as was abundantly manifest- 
ed during the war in the Peninsula and elsewhere. 
The reason he had desired some short opportuhity 
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for delay was, that he knew Lord P. was some- 
what quick upon the trigger, and he did not wish 
that we should display a similar hastiness in a 
matter of this kind. 

Mr. GOGGIN replied, that the Lords of the 
Treasury had given an order imposing the existing 
duty on letters transmitted by steem-packet. This 
was what Mr. Bancroft complained of to the Presi- 
dent, and this was the subject of the President’s 
communication to Congress. No copy of any de- 
finitive action on the part of the Lords of the 
Treasury had been submitted by the President, 
but simply the correspondence between Mr. Ban- 
croft and Lord Palmerston. In the course of this 
correspondence, the two diplomats semetimes and 
on some points agreed entirely, while on others 
they differed in opinion. 

he gentleman from Pennsylvania had referred 
to the astuteness, the ability, and the warlike pro- 
pensities of the British minister. The committee 
were aware of these qualities, and they constituted 
one reason why the Post Office Committee were 
desirous that the substituted bill now before the 
committee should pass. He referred to the ex- 
traordinary course of the British Government in 
` meeting our steam-packet ship Washington by a 
message that American postage was doubled. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said he had listened with 
great benefit and advantage to the remarks of the 
honorable chairman of the Post Office Committee. 
He (Mr. I.) understood that the British Govern- 
ment had taken an unfortunate stand in relation to 
the imposition of postage on letters transmitted to 
England in American steamers; and that a remon- 
strance had been made on our part against this 
course; but this had thus far been disregarded. It 
was now our desire to redress the pecuniary injury 
we had suffered, and also the seeming neglect of 
our remonstrance, by imposing countervailing du- 
ties on letters brought by British steamers. -In all 
that he entirely agreed with the honorable chair- 
man and his committee, who had a this 
amended bill. The action of the British repre- 
sentative had been very prompt. He was charac- 
terized by great personal dignity, promptitude or 
action, and a temper perhaps still more prompt. 
It did sometimes so happen, that a peculiarity of 
temperament on the part of an individual, extend- 
ed its influence, insensibly to him, even into acts 
of diplomacy itself. The only justification of a 
retaliative course by Congress, was, that under the 
promptitude of an individual functionary, a section 
only of the British Ministry,and not by any action 
of Parliament, an injury, as we conceived, had 
been inflicted, and which we were invited to re- 
dress. Our own Postmaster General had conducted 
himself in this whole affair with dignity and pro- 
priety, and the correspondence as now published 
did him credit, as indeed the greater part of our 
Official intercourse with foreign governments did; 
he thought our diplomatic correspondence had in 
general, been admirably conditted. The last let- 
ter of Mr. Bancroft to the British Secretary re- 
mained yet unanswered. And this was the gravest 
of the matters submitted by the Executive to Con- 
gress in the whole matter. He (Mr. I.) regretted 
that such was the case. There had been an omis- 
sion by some officer of the Government. But every 
gentleman must know how a series of little omis- 
sions and seeming neglects occurred between pri- 
vate gentlemen; and how common it was, in such 
cases, to caution one of the parties not too rapidly 
to take offence, not to rebuke with too much se- 
verity. How much better was it to allow a little 
time for one of the individuals to correct the omis- 
sion; and when a desire was manifested to do this, 
with what pleasure was such a manifestation not 
hailed, as preventing a quarrel about a matter that 
neither of the parties was willing to quarrel about. 
He would pursue a like course in the present mat- 
ter. The passing of an act of retaliation to take 
instant effect, without waiting for the very first 
Parliamentary action in the case, would, he thought, 
be a step more in anger than in sorrow. Remarks 
had been made during the debate, which were 
marked with some degree of severity; not, how- 
ever, by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Goe- 
ctn,] who had carefully forborne from the utter- 
ance of any language which he would have cause 
to regret. 

He was aware that the members of that House 
represented a great nation, and one which would 
not approve, on their part, an undue degree of for- 
bearance. He was in favorypf passing the act in 
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its substance: but he desired so far to modify its 
form as to allow a brief delay before it should go 
into effect. He would, therefore, amend the bill 
by saying, that “ from and after the —— day of 
——, the following duties should be levied,” &c. 
His maxim was the wise old Roman maxim, 
‘c Obsta principiis”’—take care of the beginnings of 
a quarrel: don’t let it goon: stop it at once. This 
was the doctrine he wished to preach everywhere, 
especially among members of that House. If, 
after the passage of this act with a siay of proceed - 
ings to a day some short time ahead, England 
chose to adhere to her present policy, so be it: the 
act would then come in force by way of redress. 
He was ready to meet responsibility, but not to 
go ahead of responsibility. 

Mr. McKAY inquired with what date Mr. I. 
proposed filling the blanks in his amendment? 

- Mr. INGERSOLL replied that he would pro- 
pose, say two months. 

Mr. McKAY said it was his purpose to vote 
for the substitute proposed by the gentleman from 
Virginia, and he did not know but the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania might be very right in the 
amendment he suggested. Suppose the blank 
should be filled with 4th of July next? 

Mr. INGERSOLL assented to that as a very 
proper limitation. 

Mr. McKAY observed that the law under con- 
sideration was to be a permanent and general law. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania had reference solely to our controversy with 
Great Britain; but suppose, before the time limited, 
we should have a controversy with some other 
European Power, would it not be better to say, 
instead of now fixing any special date, that ‘‘ after 
forty days’ public notice by proclamation.” This 
was the course which had been pursued in other 
acts having a similar bearing on foreign countries. 
He was free to say that he considered the act of 
the British Government, in sending out to meet 
our mail-steamer Washington with notice of such 
an enormous increase of postage, was an outrage. 
He was not for resting under it; he would say to 
Great Britain, unless you correct this proceeding 
we shall, after the expiration of forty days, meet 
your vessels with corresponding duties. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said he acceded to the pro- 

osed modification; he perfectly approved of it. 
Tet the amendment read, ‘‘ insert after the word 
empowered, in the third line, the words ‘after giving 
forty days’ notice by public proclamation.’ ”’ 

Mr. POLLOCK wished to say a word on the 
amendment proposed by his colleague from Penn- 
sylvania. He appreciated the excellent motives 
of his friend in proposing this amendment to the 
law; but he could not concur with him in the opin- 
ion that such a modification of it should be made. 
Our controversy with England on this subject was 
not of a recent date. In June, 1847, the Lords of 
the Treasury issued their order increasing postage 
on letters from this country. The United States 
Government had endeavored to procure its abroga- 
tion, so as to put the postal arrangements between 
the two countries on a footing of equality. With 
this view we had made to the British Government 
every offer which it became us to make to any 
foreign Power. But our offer had been before the 
British Ministers for five months, and no answer 
had been given to it; and he could not tell whether 
any ever would be given. Certainly there had been 
ample time for consideration and reply. Why 
should we wait a moment longer? Why delay our 
retaliatory enactment for forty days or for one day? 
He was for passing our bill at once. The gentle- 
man from Pensylvania apprehended a danger that 
could not result from the course of action proposed. 
This was no hostile act; it was purely an act of 
self-defence. He regarded it, as he believed his 
colleague did also, as the proper measure to bring 
this vexed question toa speedy termination. When 
England saw we were in serious earnest, and were 
not to be put off any longer, she would come to 
her senses. Lord Palmerston was said to be ‘‘ quick 
upon the trigger.” It might be so, and so let him 
continue to be; but let us show this very quick 
gentleman that we knew our rights and knew how 
to defend them. He had no hostility to Great Brit- 
ain, not the least. But no American citizen could 
for a moment doubt that the decree of the British 
Lords of the Treasury should instantly be repealed, 
or met by corresponding action on our part. He 
hoped the amendment of his colleague would not 
prevail. 
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Mr. CONGER could see no necessity, for the 
amendment. The bill, as it stood, clothed the Pres- 
ident and the Postmaster General with ample dis- 
cretion to meet the case. He was willing to give 
them this discretion. The bill did not require or 
instruct the President to enter into the arrangement 
instanter; he had a discretion in the case under 
which he might, if he deemed it expedient, allow 
the forty days proposed by the amendment, or 
even a longer time. He was content to leave with 
him the entire control, unrestricted, as the amend- 
ment would restrict him. Whatever indulgence, 
in point of time, he might judge it proper to extend 
to the British Government on this matter, he (Mr. 
C.) was prepared to acquiesce in. He had no ob- 
jection that we should send a word with our blow, 
but he would not send the word before the blow. 
If they were not simultaneous, he would have the 
blow go first. 

The question being put on the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. INGERSOLL, it was rejected. 

After some further remarks from Mr. Gocein— 

Mr. WOODWARD suggested to amend the first 
section of the bill, in the following clause, viz: 

‘The Postmaster General, &c., is hereby authorized and 
empowered to charge upon and collect from all letters and 
other mailable natter carrjed to or from any port ofthe Uni- 
tel States, in any foreign packet-ship or other vessel, the 
same rate or rates of charge for American postage which the 
Government to which such packet or other vessel belougs 
imposes upon letters and other mailable matter conveyed in 
American packets or other vessels as the postage of such 
Government,” by striking out the word ‘¢ American.” 

He said the term was not distinctive, and might 
be wholly omitted, without inserting any other 
word in its place. 

Mr. GOGGIN could not see the necessity or ad- 
vantage of such an amendment. 

Mr. WOODWARD explained; and the question 
being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The second section of the substitute being under 
consideration— : 

Mr. DUER moved to amend the following clause, 
viz: 

«That all letters or other mailable matter conveyed to or 
from any port of the United States by any foreign packet 
or ship, shall be so subject to postage charge as aforesaid, 
whether addressed to any person in the United States or else- 
where: Provided, It is done by the packet or other ship ofa 
Government imposing foreign postage on letters or muilable 
matter conveyed by any packet or otir ship of the United 
States”»—by striking out the words of the proviso, and sub- 
stituting therefor the following: ‘ That the Government of 
the country to which such packet or other ship may belong 
shall impose postage in similar cases on letters or mailable 
matter conveyed in any packet or other ship of the United 
States.” 

Mr. D. said he was not certain that he under- 
stood the proviso; he had, therefore, drawn his 
amendment as expressing more clearly what he 
soppa to be intended as its meaning. 

r. GOGGIN explained the proviso, and was 
believed to object to the amendment, but his re- 
marks could not be heard. 

Mr. WOODWARD inquired whether the object 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Duer] 
would not be accomplished by striking out the pro- 
viso altogether? It only reénacted what had been 
already declared in the first section of the bill. 
There was absolutely no meaning in the proviso. 

Mr. DUER said he was not quite sure that omit- 
ting the proviso would have the effect supposed b 
the gentleman from South Carolina. The amend- 
ment he had proposed expressed more clearly what 
he supposed the proviso was intended to declare. 
And he understood the chairman (Mr. Gocern] as 
having substantially admitted this. 

Mr. GOGGIN dissented. 

Mr. DUER. If the proviso does not mean that, 
what does it mean? 

A fter some further conversation between Messrs. 
WOODWARD and DUER, the question was put 
on Mr. DuEr’s amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. GOGGIN now moved to amend the second 
section, by inserting after the word ‘‘ship’’ the 
following, ‘except such letters as are directed to 
the owners or consignees of such ship;’’ so as to 
read: ‘*That all letters or other mailable matter 
‘ conveyed to or from any port of the United Stat& 
‘by any foreign packet or ship, except such let- 
‘ters as are directed to the owners or consignees 
‘ of such ship, shall be so subject to postage charge 
‘as aforesaid, whether addressed to any person in 
‘the United States or elsewhere.” 

This amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WOODWARD moved to strike out the 
proviso in the second section, (see above,) and to 
add to the clause ‘‘ shall be so subject to postage 
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charge as aforesaid,” the words ‘in the disere- 
tion of the President as aforesaid.” 

After some. remarks by Mr. EVANS and Mr. 
DUER, the amendment was agreed to, (the com- 
mittee voting by tellers:) Ayes 70, noes 67. 


Mr. GOGGIN moved to amend the following 
clause, viz: ‘* And for refusing to do so, (viz: de- 
‘ liver their letters on arriving into, and take their 
‘ letters on departing out of, the United States post 
¢ office,) or for conveying said letters over or across 
‘ the United States,” by adding the words ‘‘ or any 
portion thereof;’? which was agreed to. 

In the residue of the clause, viz: ‘the party 
¢ offending shall, on conviction, forfeit and pay not 
* exceeding thousand dollars for each offence,” 
he moved to fill the blank with the word “five,”’ 
so as to make the penalty on the master of a for- 
eign vessel neglecting to deliver his letters ‘into a 
United States post office immediately on his arri- 
val, or take them from a United States post office 
at his departure, five thousand dollars. 

Mr. G. said, that in conyersation with Mr. 
Hobbie, the Assistant Postmaster General, that 
officer had suggested the necessity of making this 
penalty a heavy one, and had proposed this sum of 

,000 as not too large. For if it should be made 

ut a few hundred dollars, a person with a very 
Jarge mail might be tempted rather to pay that 
amount and pocket the postage, than to lose the 
carrying of thirty or forty thousand letters across 
the Atlantic. 

This amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNT, of New York, proposed an amend- 
ment, providing that newspapers should be trans- 
mitted free of postage to any place within thirty 
miles of the place of publication, and to reduce the 
postage to one cent, to be prepaid, on transient 
newspapers. 

Mr. GOGGIN raised the point that the amend- 
ment was not in order, Ön the ground of irrele- 
vancy, the bill having reference exclusively to 
foreign and the amendment to domestic postage. 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order, 
and gave his reasons therefor. 


Mr. HUNT appealed, and sustained his appeal 


principally by reference to precedents. 

Mr. GOGGIN sustained the decision of the 
Chair, and stated Chat it was in contemplation by 
himself, as a member of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, and he believed he 
might speak with almost positive certainty for a 
majority of that committee, that it was their inten- 
tion to report a bill which would probably embrace 
the very subject which the gentleman desired to 
reach by his amendment. He entreated the gen- 
tleman, even if the amendment were in order, not 
to press it upon the House, as he was anxious to 
get through the bill to-day. 

Mr. HUNT replied that he was very happy to 
hear from the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads the statement which he 
had made, and he was free to say that his object 
had been in a great degree accomplished. One 
great motive which had prompted. him in moving 
the amendment he confessed was the apprehension 
that the committee would not report a bill on the 
subject, a resolution having been referred to them 
some time since, and no report having been made 
upon it. 

Mr. GOGGIN stated that he had not intended 
to give any assurance of what were the views of 
the majority of the committee. He had said that 
such were his views, and he thought he might say 
that such were the views of the majority, although 
he could not give assurance on that point. P 

Mr. HUNT preferred, then, that the question 
should be taken on the appeal. 

The question being taken, ‘‘ Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee?” was decided in the affirmative without a di- 
vision. 

So the decision was sustained, and the amend- 
ment decided out of order. 

r. McKAY moved an amendment to the sec- 


ond section, to insert after the words * mailable. 


matter” the words ‘carried in any foreign packet- 
ship or other vessel;’’ which was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. GOGGIN, the substitute, as 
amended, was then agreed to; and the bill, as 
amended, was laid aside to be reported to the 
House., 

REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONS. 
The. bill making. appropriations for the payment 


of revolutionary pensions for the year ending 30th 
June, 1849, was taken up. 

Mr. VINTON moved to increase the item for 
revolutionary pensions under the act of March 18, 
1818, from $4,122 57 to $14,122 57, in addition to 
an unexpended balance remaining in the treasury 
of $83,877 43. 

r. VAN DYKE addressed the committee 
during his hour upon the subject of the Mexican 
war, addressing his remarks to, and arraigning the 
course of, the Administration upon the following 
points: first, the manner in which the Administra- 
tion involved the country in war; second, the mode 
in which they had conducted it; third, the objects 
for which they had prosecuted it; and fourth, the 
benefits likely to result from it to the country. 

[His speech in full, as prepared by himself, will 
appear in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Massachusetts, next ob- 
tained the floor. 

Mr. VINTON expressed a wish that the bill 
before the committee should be disposed of, and 
that the committee would take up the navy appro- 
priation bill, so that, while these speeches were 
being made, the House should make some progress 
with its business. He supposed gentlemen did not 
care to what bill they spoke, for one would answer 
their purpose just as well as another. He hoped, 
then, that this bill would be disposed of, and that 
the committee would take up the bill he had desig- 
nated. 


Mr. ROCKWELL declined to yield the floor; 
and, after a brief conversation between several 
gentlemen, moved that the committee rise. 

on mption was decided in the affirmative—88 
to <J. 

The committee then rose, and reported the postal 
bill to the House, and progress on the revolution- 
ary pension ill. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on the 
amendments of the Committee of the Whole on the 


“state of the Union to the postal arraggement bill. 


Mr. GOGGIN moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and, under its operation, the 
various amendments were concurred in, and the 
bill passed in the following form: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Postmaster General, under 
the direction of the President of the United States, be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and empowered to charge upon and 
collect from all letters and other muailable matter carried to 
or from any port of the United States in any foreign packet- 
ship or other vessel, the same rate or rates of charge for 
American postage which the Government to which such 
foreign packet or other vessel belongs imposes upon letters 
and other mailable matter conveyed in American packets or 
other vessels as the postage of such Government. And it 
shall be the duty of all custom-house officers and other Uni- 
ted States agents, designated or appointed for that purpose, 
to cnforee or carry into effect the foregoing provision, and 
to aid or assist in the collection of such postage ; and tu that 
end, it shall be lawful for such officers and agents, on sf- 
picion of fraud, to open and examine, in the presence of 
two or more respectable persons, being citizens of the Uni- 
ted States, any package or packages supposed to contain 
mailable matter, found on board such packets or other ves- 
sels or elsewhere, and tu prevent, if necessary, such packets 
or other vessels from entering, breaking bulk, or making 
clearance, until all such letters or other mailable matter are 
duly delivered into the United States post office. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all letters or other 
mailable matter conveyed to or from any port of the United 
States by any foreign packet or ship, except such letters as 
may be directed to the owner or owners, consignee or con- 
signees of said ship or other vessel, shall be so subject to 
postage charge as aforesaid, whether addressed to any per- 
son in the United States or elsewhere; provided it is done 
by the packet or other ship of a Government imposing for- 
eign postage on letters or mailable matter conveyed by any 
packet or other ship of the United States; and such letters 
or other inailable matter carried in foreign packet-ships or 
other vessels, except such as may be directed to the owner 
or owners, consignee or consignees, % aforesaid, are hereby 
required to be delivered into the United States post office by 
the masters or commanders of all such packets or other 
vessels when arriving, and to be taken from a United States 
post office when departing; and for refusing or failing to do 
so, or for conveying said letters over or across the United 
States, or any portion thereof, the party offending shall, on. 
conviction, forfeit and pay not exceeding five thousand dol- 
lars for each offence. 


The House then adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 

By Mr. EDWARDS: The petition of Gardner Herring, 
asking a pension for injuries received during the late war 
with Great Britain. ' ; 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of a number of 
citizens of Hardin county, Illinois, praying Congress to grant 


authority for the re-location of a certain section of school 
Jand. 


By Mr. NELSON: A joint resolutidh of the Legislature 


of the State of New York, requesting the Senators and Rep- 


April 12, 


By Mr. HALL, of New York: Joint resolutions of the Sen- 
ate and Assembly of the State of New York, in favor of grant- 
ing to the widows and orphans of officers and soldiers who. 
fall in battle, pensions equal to the pay proper of such offi- 
cers and soldiers. 

By Mr. TUCK: The memorial of W. R. Ashard for relief. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of Lucas Van Orden and 
47 others, for a post route from Summit to Fond du Lac, in 
Wisconsin, via Oconomowock, Neosho, and Maysville. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas: The petitition of the - 
legal representatives of Captain William Armstrong. ‘ 

By Mr. MORSE, of Louisiana: The petition of J. B. Hyde, 
praying for an alteration in the laws of the United States in 
relation to the granting of patents to foreigners. 

By Mr. BOTTS: The memorial of enlisted men of Ord- 
nance department, praying to be placed on a footing with the 
troops of the line, so far as relates to bounty. and pensions. 
Also, the memorial of the citizens of Richmond, Virginia, 
asking an appropriation for the establishment of a break- 
water near the north point of the islahd of Nantucket. 

By Mr. MARSH: The petition of N. L. Reese and 238 
others, praving for the restoration of peace with Mexico. 

By Mr. KENNON: The petition of Isaac Lewis and 41 
other citizens of Harrison county, Ohio, praying for a reduc- 


tion of postage and the unconditional abolishment of the. 


franking privilege. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, April 12, 1848. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented a 
memorial from Sampson & Tappan and other 
merchants and importers of the city of Boston. 

These memorialists represent (said Mr. D.) that 
the tariff of 1846 contains provisions which com- 
pel them to have the duty assessed on the invoice 
value; that on many articles, such as liquors, 
sugars, oils, &c., there is great wastage, either 
from leakage or evaporation, and the articles, on 
being landed, fall short in géuge, weight, or meas- 
ure, ffom the quantity represented by the invoice 
to have been shipped at the place of exportation, 
and thus the importers have been obliged to pay 
duty on the full quantity. They ask that the 
clause may be so, amended that some allowance. 
shall be made, in estimating duties, for. any defi- 
ciency from the invoice. , Although he did not 
regard it as a very grave or great matter, still he 
might be pardoned for calling the attention of the 
Committee on Finance to the subject, and asking 
that committee to take it into consideration and 
make an early report.. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial in rela- 
tion to the claim of William Parkeson, a soldier 
in the war of 1812, for a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LEWIS presented a petition from John F. 
Callan, and other citizens of the District of Colum- 
bia, asking the enactment of a law to incorporate 
the Washington Gas-light Company; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. RUSK presented a petition from William 
Greer, asking the payment of an amount of postage 
claimed from him by the Post Office Department; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 3 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from Isaac W. 
Taylor and other legal representatives of Jacques 
Clamorgan, in relation to claims on lands; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, reported House bill directing 
the mode for settling the claims of Charles G. 
Ridgely, with an amendment. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the bill to authorize the sale of 
reserved lands, and for other purposes, without 
amendment. E 

Also, from the same committee, asking to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
memorial of David B. Sears. 

Mr. UPHAM, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an unfavorable report on 
the claims of the executors of Nathan Lamme. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, asked to be discharged 
from ‘the further consideration of House bill for 
the relief of Elizabeth Converse, widow of Josiah 
Converse, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 5 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Christopher CunningMam. 


1848. 


Mr. DAVIS stated that this was a case of ur- 
gent necessity, the individual being without the 
means of support. There could be no hesitation 
about the justice of the claim, and he hoped the 
rules of the Senate would be suspended, and that 
the bill might be now considered. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was 
considered, read a third time, and passed. 

‘Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported House bill for the relief of William Har- 
ding, without amendment. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported the bill relating to dower, with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Pensions 
reported the following House bills, without amend- 
ment: For the relief of Thomas Badger; an act 
granting a pension to John Morrison; an act for 
the relief of William P. Brady; and an act for the 
relief: of Samuel Cony. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for ‘the relief of the 
legal representatives of the Marquis de Fougieres, 
and asked its immediate consideration. 

Mr. TURNEY asked if the bill had received 
the examination of a committee. 

Mr. DOWNS replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. TURNEY objected. 


Mr. WESTCOTT explained the bill in an under 


tone to Mr. T. 

Mr. TOURNEY then withdrew his objection. 

Mr. ASHLEY said he was unwilling to see a 
bill hurried through without time being allowed 
for a proper understanding of it. He understood 
the object of the bill was to confer some privilege 
with referenee to the Supreme Court, and he was 
opposed to granting privileges to an individual 
which were not generally enjoyed by other parties 
in that court. He wished for some further infor- 
mation on the subject. . 

Mr. BERRIEN explained that the right of ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court in this case was asked 
for, because, in consequence of the unavoidable 
delay caused by the residence of the parties in 
France, the time to which the right of appeal was 
limited had transpired. The case was between 
the parties and the United States, and the latter 
ought not to be placed in the position of taking 
improper advantage of the necessary lapse of time. 
He hoped there would, therefore, be no objection 
to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ASHLEY expressed himself gratified and 
perfectly satisfied with the explanation. 

The bill was then considered, read a third time, 
and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 


Mr. HALE, on leave, introduced an act in addi- 
tion to an act for the more equitable distribution 
of the navy pension fund; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, on leave, introduced a bill 
respecting certain surveys in the State of Florida; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


_Mr. BADGER submitted the following resolu- 
ton: . 

Resolved; That the Secretary of the Senate purchase, for 
the use of the Senate, two thousand copies of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States of America, with an alphabetical 
analysis, prepared and published by W. Hickey, provided 
that the same can be purchased ata price per copy not exceed- 
ing that paid far 10,0.0 copies ordered to be purchased by a 
resolution of the Senate adopted 18th February, 1847. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, three thousand 
extra copies of the proceedings of the court mar- 
tial in the case of Lieutenant Colonel Frémont 
were ordered to be printed. 


The following resolution, submitted on Monday 
by Mr. Bapcer, was taken up and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of repealing the joint resolu- 
tion, approved. August 3, 1846, entitled ‘ A joint resolution 
directing the manner of procuring the printing for the. two 
sessions of Congress.’ 

Mr. BADGER moved to take up the bill report- 
ed by the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads ‘* to declare the true intent and meaning, 
so far as respects the franking privilege of mem- 
bers of Congress, of the act approved Ist March, 
1845;”’ which motion having been agreed to, the 
bill was read a third time by unanimous consent, 
and passed. P / 


GENERAL ORDERS. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the private calendar; when the bill for the relief 
of Captain Foxall A. Parker, of the United States 
Navy, after having been duly considered, was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, and, by 
unanimous consent, was subsequently read a third 
time`and passed. 

The Senate then took up the bill to repeal the 
act of 2d March, 1847, concerning pilots; when— 

Mr. MILLER expressed the hope that the friends 
of the bill would not press its consideration at this 
time, when the Senate was thin. 

Mr. DIX said he had no disposition to press the 


bill at that moment, when the hour had arrrived 


for taking up the special order. He would there- 
fore move that it be passed over informally, and it 
would come up to-morrow as the unfinished busi- 
ness during the morning hour. The motion was 
agreed to. 

SUPREME COURT. 


Mr. MANGUM then rose and said, that at a 
late hour on a previous session of the Senate, he 
had moved to lay on the table a motion to recon- 
sider the vote upon the bill concerning the Supreme 
Court, and he now moved to take up that motion 
for the purpose of proceeding to its consideration. 

Mr. ASHLEY called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion, which were ordered; and, the question 
having been taken, it resulted as follows: 
~. YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bell, Berrien, Breese, Butler, 
Clarke, Crittenden, Davis of Massachusetts, Downs, Greene, 
Hannegan, Manguin, Mason, Miiler, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, 
Rusk, and Upham—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Badger, Bagby, Benton, Bright, 
Calhoun, Cameron, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, 
Felch, Hale, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Spruance, Turney, 
and Westcott—17. 


Mr. ASHLEY observed that the vote which had 


just been given was numerically the same as that 


on refusing to engross the bill; in the former case 
the vote stood yeas 17, nays 19. It was evident, 
therefore that the Senate was not more full than 
when that vote was taken. l 

Mr. MANGUM thought the Senate was now 
as full as it was likely to be, and he therefore 
moved to proceed to vote on the question of recon- 
sideration. Should that motion prevail, he would 
be willing to postpone the question on the bill to 
another day. 

Mr. ASHLEY demanded the yeas and nays on 
the question, which were ordered; and, being taken, 
resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bell, Berrien, Breese, Butler, 
Cameron, Clarke, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis of Massachu- 
setts, Downs, Greene, Hannegan, Hunter, Mangum, Mazon, 
Miller, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, and Upham—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Badger, Bagby, Benton, Bright, 
Calhoun, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Felch, Hale, 
Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Spruance, Turney, and West- 


-cott—16. 


Mr. MANGUM then observed that he did not 
care to press the vote at this time, and if the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas would intimate any early day 
he would be satisfied. 

Mr. ASHLEY then intimated Monday next; to 
which Mr. MANGUM assented; and it was or- 
dered that the question should be the special order 
for that day at one o’clock. 


* CALIFORNIA CLAIMS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill for ascertaining and paying certain claims in 
California. 

The bill being under consideration as in Commit 
tee of the Whole— 

Mr. MASON rose, and said he would confine 
himself in his remarks to the bill before the Sen- 
ate, and the matters which are properly connected 
with it. Adverting to the charge which had been 
made against the United States of commencing a 
war of aggression against a sister Republic, he 
expreased regret that such a charge should have 
been made, not only by the press, but on the floor 
of legislation, as he looked on it as the only dark 
spot which would appear on the page of the present 
day. He asserted that the accusation was unsus- 
tainable by fact; that it would be. denied by the 
records of Congress; and that histéry would estab- 
lish the truth. The war was just in its conception, 
and the manner in which it had been conducted 
reflected honor on our country. 

The California claims became interesting, not 
merely on the historical grounds set forth by the 
Senator from Missouri, but because they were 
based on services performed without the sanction 
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of Government; and it was proper that the grounds 
on which they were to be allowed ought to be 
placed carly before the country. The Commit- 
tee on aerate Affairs had reported fully on tha 
subject, and the claims had been explained by 
Colonel Frémont himself. Some part of the ser- 
vices had been accidental in their occurrence, before 
the commencement of the war. The officer in 
command waa fully justified in the course he took. 
He then repeated briefly the history of the expe- 
dition under Lieutenant Colonel Frémont; glanced 
at the condition of California, and the danger which 
menced her freedom from British influences, which 
were actively at work; reading from printed reports 
and correspondence in corroboration and illustra- 
tion of his statements. He also reférred to the 
difficulties which Colonel Frémont had to contend 
against, in consequence of the dissatisfaction of 
the inhabitants of California, and the necessity of 
guarding against and suppressing internal insur- 
rections. He particularly dwelt on the fact that 
the movements of a hostile character on the part 
of Colonel Frémont, which took place before the 
war had properly commenced, were unauthorized 
by our Government, and consequently that the 
Administration could not be properly held respon- 
sible for them. | 

The claims amounted to $700,000; and he thought 
Congress was bound to pay them. But he did not 
wish to see a board constituted, as this was in the 
bill itself, as he regarded this asa usurpation of 
the appointing power by the Senate, which was, 
in his opinion, an unjustifiable encroachment. 

For the purpose of amendment, he moved to re- 
commit the bill with the following instructions: 
“so to amend the bill as to provide that a board 
‘consisting of two competent persons as commis- 
‘ sioners shall be appointed by the President, by 
‘and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
‘with power to examine into and determine the 
‘claims and demands arising out of the late mili- 
; a, operations in California in the bill mention- 

ed. ° 

Mr. CASS said, as he did not see the Senator 
from North Carolina, who desired to speak on the 
bill, in his seat, he would move that, by general 
consent, the bill be passed over informally. 

Mr. RUSK here made a movement; when— 

Mr. CASS said that he did not know that. the 
Senator from Texas intended to speak. In that 
case he would withdraw his motion. 

Mr. RUSK said he wished to say a few words, 
but he was not anxious to go on at the present 
moment; any other time would suit him as well. 

Mr. MANGUM renewed the request that the 
bill be, by general consent, informally passed over; 
which was agreed to. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business. After some time, the doors. 
were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspay, April 13, 1848. 

Mr. Horace Manny, of Massachusetts, elected 
to supply the vacancy occasioned by the death of 
the Hon. Joun Quincy Apams, appeared this day, 
was qualified according to law, and took his seat 
in the House. 

BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 


By Mr. FEATHERSTON: A bill for the relief 


of certain citizens of Lowndes county, Mississippi. 
Read twice, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. TALLMADGE: A bill to establish a 
branch mint in the city of New York. Read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported an amendment to the bill making 
appropriations for the naval service for the year 
ending June 30, 1849, accompanied by a report. 
The amendment was committed. ° 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, from the Committee 
on the Territories, reported a bill for the admission 
of the State of Wisconsin into the Union. Read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. MEADE asked leave to report the follow- 
ing preamble and resolution from the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 


Whereas much time ang money are annually expended by 
the Congress of the United States in- legislating ọn private 
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claims, and experience hag proved that it is not only a te- 


dious and expensive, but also an impertect mode of admin- 
istering justice: = 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 
into the expediency of providing by Jaw a tribunal before 
which all claims against the United States by individuals 
shall be prosecuted and determined on the principles of 
equity ; and that said conunittee have leave to report by bill 
or otherwise. . 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, said, as 
that subject was now before the Committee of 
Claims, (having been referred to it by resolution,) 
he objected to the reception of the resolution. 


The resolution was not received. 


On motion of Mr. RHETT, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
do inquire into the exPediency of allowing to the heirs of 
Captain John D. Treville, a captain in the fourth regiment 
of artillery of the South Carolina line, commutation pay, on 
account of the military services of the said John D. Trevilf® 
in the Revolution. 

BRANCH MINT AT NEW YORK. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill, introduced by Mr. TALLMADGE, 
to establish a branch mint in the city of New York 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, with 
a view to move its reference to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, to whom had been referred the 
message of the President on the same subject. 

Mr. TALLMADGE made a remark in reply to 
Mr. PoLLocx, Which was inaudible to the reporter. 

The question on reconsidering was put and 
agreed to, and the bill was then referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 


, «THE CONTESTED ELECTION. 

On motion of Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, 
the House proceeded to the consideration of the 
report of the Committee of Elections in the case 
of the contested election. from the sixth Congres- 
sional district of New York. 

Mr. THOMPSON, chairman of the committee, 
proceeded to state the facts of the case and the 
reasons why a majority of the committee had re- 
ported in favor of the contestant, James Monroe, 
and against the sitting member, Daviw8. Jaexson. 

The contestant’s case was principally based on an 
allegation that upwards of one hundred and forty- 
three paupers, from the almshouse and hospital 
in the eighteenth ward of the city of New York, 
voted at the third election district of that ward, 
from which they had not been admitted to those 
institutions, and where, it was argued, they con- 
sequently were not residents, and not entitled to 
vote—and that these, together with several con- 
victs from Blackwell’s Island, and some other 
illegal votes, counterbalanced the majority of one 
hundred and forty-three votes, which the returns 
showed the sitting member to have received, leav- 
ing Mr. Monroe a majority of fourteen. 

he minority of the Committee of Elections re- 
ported in favor of the right of Mr. Jackson. The 
right of paupers to vote was examined and main- 
tained, in view of the laws ard constitution of the 
State of New York; and the facts and the testi- 
mony on which the contestant maintained his claim 
were reviewed, and deemed insufficient to unseat 
the sitting member. 

The case was argued by Mr. THOMPSON for 
‘the contestant, and by Mr. MURPHY and Mr. 
COBB, of Georgia, for the sitting member. 

(Mr. Murray has furnished us the following as 
the substance of his remarks: 

Mr. MURPHY said, the conclusions to which 
he had arrived, after a most careful examination 
of the case and the evidence, were so different 
from those of the majority of the committee report- 
ing, and so conclusive to his own mind, that he 
would venture to lay them before the House. He 
might add another reason why he should trespass 
on the time of the House. It was because he had 
observed the most studious efforts made to pre- 
judge this case—be would not say in this House, 

ut through the public prints. ‘These efforts had 
been made in every direction. From this source 
we have heard it repeated over and over again, that 
immense frauds were perpetrated in the Congres- 
sional district, the right of whose Representative 
to a seat on this floor is now contested. It had 
been charged that even convicts were taken from 
the State prison, and permitted to vote in this dis- 
trict. Not only had the contestant himself indulged 
in making this charge, but the majority of the com- 
mittee, in their report, (notwithstanding the prot- 
estations of its chairman, Mr. R. W. THompson,) 
have even gone out of their way to say that frauds 
of this kind have been perpetrated. He asserted 
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that there was no case of fact in the evidence to 
warrant such a charge, either on the part of the 
contestant or the committee. But, on the contrary, 
there was ample proof that no such frauds were 
perpetrated at all, much less in the district at the 
election under consideration. To sustain this af- 
firmation, he quoted from the report and printed 
evidence a number of aea going to show, 
from an investigation before the grand jury of the 
city of New York, (where these alleged clection 
frauds were made a subject of presentment imme- 
diately after the election,) that there was not a 
particle of proof to sustain the charge; but that, 
on the contrary, the fraud that was attempted was 
detected and prevented; and no such illegal voting 
as was charged did actually take place. He felt it 
his duty to say thus much, not only in justice to 
the sitting member, but to his State, where, though 
there were unprincipled men, as elsewhere, who 
might meditate an outrage on the ballot-box, there 
were also vigilant officers and citizens enough to 
prevent the successful perpetration of such frauds. 

Mr. M. then went into an examination of the 
general facts of the case, stating first, particularly, 
that he disagreed with the majority of the commit- 
tee both as to the law and the facts; and adding, 
that, as he understood the report, the chairman of 
the committee was incorrect in his statement that 
the minority of the committee agreed with him as 
to the construction of the law. 

He then read the suffrage qualifications by the 
constitution of the State of New York, which pro- 
vides also where the elector shall vote. The qual- 
ifications of a voter are, that he must be a free 
white male citizen, twenty-one years of age, a res- 
ident of the State one year and of the county six 
months. With these qualifications he has a right 
to vote, and he must vote in the town or ward in 
which he actually resides, and not elsewhere. This 
provision of the constitution speaks of the resi- 
dence of the voter in the State and county, and 
makes a distiction between this and the place where 
he actually resides. The former was his residence 
in legal intendment, the latter the place where he 
happened to be at the time of the election. The 
latter was not a qualifiation for voting, but a direc- 
tion where a qualified voter should vote. 

Mr. M. then proceeded to deny the power of the 
State Legislature to change a constitutional provi- 
sion; and to show that the law of New York of 
1842, which provides that no person shall be deemed 
to have acquired or lost his residence by remaining 
at school, consignment to an almshouse, or service 
in the army or navy, &c., was, in case it was con- 
strued to prevent a pauper in the almshouse from 
voting in the district where the almshouse was 
situated, who had been an inhabitant of the State 
for one year and a resident of the county six 
months, in conflict with the New York State con- 
stitution—giving several cases by way of illustra- 
tion—and was therefore pro tanto void. 

It was not contended by the minority that these 
paupers acquired a legal residence by being in the 
almshouse. They contended only that the alms- 
house was their actual residence. The constitu- 
tion of New York intended to give all free white 
men, rich or poor, the right to vote; and a free 
black may vote, if he possesses a freehold of the 
value of $250. 

He then proceeded to show that even if the pau- 
pers were not entitled to vote, the sitting member 
still held a just claim to his seat. Because of an 
error in the figures of the majority report, he show- 
ed that the result should have been stated at 152 
pauper votes for Jackson, instead of 157. The 
committee had charged Jackson, the sitting mem- 
ber, in the first place, with 162 pauper votes; they 
then admitted that five of these had voted for Mon- 
roe, the contestant. They deducted five from the 
162, and charged Jackson with 157, but neglected 
to charge Monroe with five, or, what is the same, 
to charge Jackson with a net pauper vote of 152. 
This left Monroe’s majority only nine, according 
to the figures of the committee. 

Having taken off these five pauper votes, he 
proceeded to look at the balance, and showed how 
the 152 pauper votes were made up—making copi- 
ous reference to the printed evidence, and criti- 
cising Mr. Eell’s testimony in relation to these 
pauper voters designated in schedule C of the 
printed testimony. He showed that John Mc- 
Gowan, (or McGovern,) William Harrison, James 
Morrill, George Carr, and Daniel Moran—five 
names proved beyond question to be charged 
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against the sitting member—were not in the alms- 
house at‘the time of the election, but had been 
discharged several weeks before the election. He 
mentioned also other seven names of this schedule, 
charged against the sitting member, who were 
never in the almshouse at all. He proposed to 
throw three of these out of the question, in conse- 
quence of imperfections in the almshouse register. 
Others were charged against the sitting member, 
who were not admitted to the almshouse till after 
the election; and thus he added two names, which 
he proposed to throw out of the question. He 
proceeded in these examinations to the close of the 
hour, showing in the total twenty votes thus im- 
properly charged against the sitting member; which. 
result would still leave him a majority of votes, 
the legality of which must be admitted by all.] 

Mr. NICOLL moved an adjournment; but he 
withdrew that motion at fhe request of 

Mr. WENTWORTH, who moved a call of the 
House. 

On this motion the yeas and nays were taken, 
and it was decided in the negative: Yeas 76, nays 


96. 

Mr. VAN DYKE said he presumed the motion. 
just disposed of had been designed simply to gain 
time, and as there was no disposition on his side 
to come to a hasty conclusion, he moved that the 
House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. PUTNAM: Concurrent resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of New York tor the passage of a law to secure to the 
widows and orphans of officers and soldiers who fall in bat- 
tle or die of wounds received in the service pensions equal 
to the pay proper of such officers and soldiers. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of C. C. Hopkins 
and James A. Stuart, postmasters, and others, of Wayne, 
Marion, and Hamnijton counties, praying the establishment 
of a post route from Hickory Hill, in Marion county, to Mce- 
Cleansboro’, in Hamilton county. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The inemorial of the Corporation of 
Washington, for an appropriation of money or lands to aid 
public schools in Washington. Also, the memorial of citi- 
zens of the eastern section of the Diatrict of Columbia, pray- 
ing that the Eastern Branch bridges in said District may be 
made free. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa: The petitien of Josiah 
McCasky, praying for a revision of the laws in regard to fu- 
gitives from justice. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of Alpheus Wright, 
Sidney Edgerton, and others, citizens of Taltmadge, Summit 
county, Ohio, praying Congresa to grant the prayer of Asa 
Whitney, esq., of New York, by setting apart during the 
present session the strip of land prayed for hy Mr. Whitney, 
for the purpose of constructing a railroad from Lake Michi- 
gan to the Pacific Ocean. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The petition and other 
papers of Naaman Goodsel}, asking pay for services and ex- 
penses incurred in attending before the Committee on Com- 
merce, to give information in regard to our lake trade. 

By Mr. KAUFMAN: The petition of W. Baker, for com- 
pensation for wheels and looms furnished the Choctaws. 

By Mr. NICOLL: The memorial of the Board of Under- 
writers of the city of New York, and others, for the erection 
of a breakwater on the northeastern point on the Island of 
Nantucket. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 
Silas Reed, a citizen of Missouri, preferring numerous 
charges of official misconduct against F. R. Conway, esq., 
surveyor general for the States of Mlinois and Missouri. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of James Rankin and 
others, citizens of township 38, of range 22, Hickory county, 
Missouri, praying to be permitted to select section 29, in the 
same township, in lieu of the 16th section. Also, that the 
petition of John Davenport, for arrears of pension, be taken 
from the files of the Clerk’s office. 
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IN SENATE. 
Tnrorspay, April 13, 1848. 


Mr. BELL presented a petition from citizens of 
Louisville, Kentucky, and the surrounding coun- 
try, praying for an appropriation for the repair of 
the dam at Cumberland Island, in the-Ohio river; 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. BELL then moved that the previous orders 
be postponed, and that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of the bill relating to this subject. 
Ifthe appropriation was to be made at all, it should, 
to effect any good, be made now. He anticipated 
no opposition to the bill, and hoped the Senate 
would agree to his motion. TA 

Mr. BAGBY, regarding this as one of the meas- 
ures the constitutionality of which was exceedingly 
doubtful, expressed a hope that the motion would 
not be agreed to. 

Mr. BELL briefly replied that he presumed, as 
the Senator from Algbama felt a difficulty on the. 
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subject, he would vote against the postponement 
of the previous orders. As this, however, was not 
a debatable motion, he would refrain from enter- 
ing into any argument on the bill. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN expressed a hope that the 
Senator from Alabama would withdraw his oppo- 
sition. The object of this bill was not within the 
scope of the objections which had been urged against 
works of internal improvement. ` 

Mr. DIX said the Serate had yesterday post- 
poned the pilot bill until this morning, on his 
motion, and he believed it was the general under- 
standing that he should be allowed a brief space, 
in the morning hour, to explain his views on the 
= subject. He hoped, therefore, that the Senator 
from Tennessee would withdraw his motion, and 
renew it to-morrow. l 

Mr. BELL. Certainly; with great pleasure. I 
will then give notice that I shall make this motion 
in the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. MANGUM presented a petition from citi- 
zens of the United States, asking that Congress 
will purchase Mount Vernon. 

Mr. CASS submitted documents relating to the 
claim of William Lee, to compensation for services 
as clerk in the office of the Superintendent of In- 
dian Affairs at Detroit; which were referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ASHLEY gave notice.of his intention to 
offer an amendment to the bill concerning the Su- 
preme Court when it came up for discussion; 
which was sent to the Chair and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Elijah 
McDougall; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FELCH also moved that the same commit- 
tee be discharged from the further consideration 
of the memorial of the wounded soldiers in the 
war of 1812, and that it be referréd to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported the joint resolu- 
tion from the House. for the relief of H. M. Bar- 
ney without amendment. 

r. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported the bill explana- 
tory of the act entitled ‘‘ An act to raise, fora 
limited time, an additional military force, and for 
other purposes,” approved the 11th of February, 
1847, with amendments. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the bill relating to certain surveys | 
in the district of Florida, without amendment. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported ‘a bill for the relief of Gustavus | 
Dorr; which was read a first time. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported the following House bills, with- 
out amendment: An act for the relief of D. Myer- 
lee; of Stephen Champlin; of Joseph Bryan; of 
G. F. dela Roche and W. P. Sanger; of James H. 
Conley; of James Glynn; of Nancy Tompkins; 
of Elizabeth Mays; of Anne W. Angus; of John 
Percival, a captain in the navy of the United States; 
of Edward Quinn; and the joint resolution con- 
cerning the settlement of the accounts of William. 
Speiden, purser in the navy of the United States. 

On motion of Mr. DOWNS, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate the quantity of sugar imported during 
the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1847, and the succeed- 
ing year to the close of the last quarter, 3let March, 1848, 
reporting the places from whence imported, and the price, at 
the place of export, of the several qualities when exported. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, 

Resolved, That the Secretary pay to John Skirving, for his 
services in ventilating the Senate Chamber during this ses- 
sion, an allowance nut exceeding the pay of a messenger, 
together with one dollar a day for an assistant laborer. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted yesterday by Mr. BapeeR, directing the 
Secretary of the Senate to purchase two thousand 
copies of the edition of the Constitution prepared 
by W. Hickey; and the question being on agree- 
ing .to said resolution, it was determined in the 
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Mr. ATCHISON moved a reconsideration of 
the vote upon the resolution; which was agreed 
to. 
The question recurring upon agreeing to the 
resolution, it was, on motion by Mr. Berrien, 
ordered that the further consideration thereof be 
postponed until to-morrow. 


The bill from the House of Representatives to 
amend the act ‘* to provide for the transportation 
of the mail between the United States and foreign 
countries, and for other purposes,’’ was read the 
first and second times, by unanimous consent, and 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. PEARCE gave notice that on to-morrow, 
or some early day thereafter, he will ask leave of 


the Senate to introduce a bill to incorporate the 


Washington Mutual Insurance Company and 
Savings Institution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, gave notice that 
on to-morrow, or some early day thereafter, he 
will ask leave of the Senate to introduce a bill, the 
title of which he named. 


THE PILOT LAWS. 

The Senate resumed the consideration, as in 
Committee of the Whole, of the bill to repeal the 
act of 2d March, 1837, entitled ‘* An act concern- 
ing pilots.” 

Mr. DIX. Mr. President: A bill in all respects 
similar to this was before the Senate at the last 
session of Congress, but not finally acted upon for 
want of time. When it was taken up for consid- 
eration, fl explained the object in view; but as 
there are many gentlemen on this floor who were 
not then members of the Senate, I will recapitu- 
late, as briefly as possible, the arguments urged in 
favor of the passage of the bill. 

The bill proposes to repeal the act of 2d March, 
1837, concerning pilots. The act proposed to be 
repealed made it ‘‘ lawful for the master or com- 
‘ mander of any vessel coming into or going out of 
‘ any port situate upon waters which are the bound- 
‘ary between two States, to employ any pilot duly 
‘ licensed or authorized by the laws of either of the 
‘States bounded on the said waters, to or from 
‘said port, any law, usage, or custom, to the con- 
‘ trary notwithstanding. ”’ 

This provision, though equal and fair on its face, 
is partial and unfair in its operation, as I will en- 
deavor to show. 

. Before the American colonies confederated to- 
gether for mutual defence and protection, each 
regulated its own pilotage. When they became 
independent States, and agreed to articles of con- 
federation and perpetual union for their common 
government, they retained respectively the forms 


.| they had previously possessed on the subject. 


When the Constitution of the United States was 
adopted, and a more perfect union formed between 
the States, it conferred on Congress the power ‘‘to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations,and among 
the several States, and with the Indian tribes.” 
Under this authority, as is supposed, the Congress 
of the United States passed an act at its first ses- 
sion, providing ‘* that all pilots in the bays, inlets, 
‘rivers, harbors, and ports of the United States, 
‘ shall continue to be regulated in conformity with 
‘the existing laws of the States, respectively, 
‘wherein such pilots may be, or with such laws 
‘as the States may, respectively, hereafter enact 
‘for the purpose, until further legislative provision 
‘ shall be made by Congress.” 

Three considerations suggest themselves in view 
of this provision: 

1. Congress assumed to possess the authority 
of legislating on the subject of pilotage, either, as 
is most probable, under the clause of the Constitu- 
tion I have cited conferring the power of regulating 
commerce, or possibly under the general power to 
make all Jaws necessary and proper for carrying 
into execution the powers expressly given to Con- 
gress. I do not intend to deny the authority, 
rightfully exercised; and I suppose it will be gen- 
een | conceded that the regulation of pilots is the 
regulation of commerce. 

2. Congress adopted the laws of the States then 


in force regulating pilots in those States respect- 
ively. By virtue of this adoption, these laws ac- 


‘| quired all the force of acts of Congress, and all 


the regulations contained in them thenceforth pos- 
sessed the same efficacy as they would have had 
if they had been recited in full in the act ape ork 
them. They became a part of the law of the 
land. 

3. Congress, by referring to and sanctioning the 
future legislation of the States in respect to pilot- 
age, virtually clothed them with its own power 
over the whole subject. It virtually pronounced 
the regulation of pilots in the several States a fit 
subject for local or municipal legislation. It was, 
in effect, a delegation of the power of Congress, 
whatever that power may be, over the subject of 
pilotage, to the States, to be exercised in futuro, 
until resumed by the delegating authority, or, to 
use the words of the act, “ until further legislative 
provision shall be made by Congress.” Thia act 
was passed on the 7th of August, 1789. I believe 
it was the ninth act passed under the Constitution 
of the United States, and it was for nearly halfa 
century the only act passed by Congress in rela- 
tion to the subject of pilotage, with the exception 
of the act of 1792, by which pilots were exempted 
from the performance of militia duty. 

The State of New York commenced the regulation 
of pilotage for her principal port at an td eriod 
of her colonial existence. The first law, I , was 
passed in 1694, more than one hundred and fifty 
years ago, and about seventy after the first settle- 
ment of New Amsterdam. It provided for the 
appointment of pilots by the governor and council, 
and prohibited all other persons from piloting any 
vessel into the port of New York under a pecu- 
niary penalty. From that time to the year 1837. 
the pilotage of véssels to and from the port was 
subject to State regulation. In this respect New 
York stood on the same footing, nominally and 
practically, with the other States in the Union. 

In December, 1836, two shipwrecks of a ver 
distressing character, from the extensive loss of life 
with which they were attended, occurred on Long 
Island—I allude to the Bristol and the Mexico. 
Neither of these vessels had a pilot; and this fact, 
combined with a previous course of conduct on the 
part of the New York pilots, calculated to create 
prejudice against them in the public mind, led toa 
strong feeling of excitement. There is no doubt 
that there was, to a certain extent, just ground for 
this prejudice. The business of pilotage in the 
city of New York had grown into a monopoly, and, 
like all other monopolies, had run into abuse. No. 
man at this day desires to revive it. The number 
of pilots was too limited: and se oar. by com- 
bining and agreeing to share equally the receipts 
accruing from their joint services, rendered all com- 
petition useless, and produced a relaxation of their 
accustomed vigilance in looking out for vessels and 
bringing them into port. On the fullest investiga- 
tion, however, I believe they were exonerated from 
all direct censure on account of the toss of the two 
vessels referred to. But the system was not equally 
faultless; and, on the occurrence of these two dis- 
asters, the public attention having been aone y 
attracted to the subject, the Legislature of New 
York entered intoa full investigation ofit. For near- 
ly three months the whole subject was under consid- 
eration before committees, or under discussion on 
the floor of the two Houses. Few subjects of legis- 
lation have received a more earnest or critical ex- 
amination in any deliberative body; and it resulted 
in the passage of a law formed with a reference to 
all the known and alleged evils of the system. A 
board of commissioners, consisting of five persona, 
was authorized to be appointed by the Governor 
and Senate of the State. It was made the duty of 
the board to examine the pilots then licensed, and 
if found qualified, to license them anew, and also 
to examine and license every other person of full 
age and good moral character, making application 
for the purpose, giving a preference to those who 
had served three years as apprentices to licensed 
pilots. The duties of the commissioners in other 
respects were carefully defined by this act: the 
pilots were subjected to rigid regulations; their 
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numbers were increased to meet theextending com- 
merce of the city; all combinations were guarded 
against, so as to produce a free competition; and 
the defects in the old system, whith time had dis- 
closed, were provided for by appropriate remedies. 
I have no hesitation in saying, if this act had been 
permitted to go into operation, fully and fairly, 
without any interfering or counteracting legislation 
on the part of Congress, all the evils of the preéx- 
isting system would have been remedied, and alf 
the advantages of a proper competition would have 
been fully secured without any of the inconveni- 
ences, inequality, and injustice, which have result- 
ed from the system now in force. Or, certainly, 
. if its provisions had proved insufficient, the de- 
fect would. have been cured by further legisla- 
tion. 

But, before this act was matured and passed, the 
act of Congress, of March 2, 1837, of which we 
now ask for the repeal, had been hurried through 
the two Houses of Congress, and the power of 
regulating pilotage for the city of New York was 
Virtually taken out of the hands of the Legislature 
of the State. The object of this act of Congress 
was to open the business of pilotage for the city of 
New York to the State of New Jersey, with a view 
to greater competition among the pilots in looking 
out for vessels ‘destined for that port. 1 believe 
there was no other object in view at that time; and 
it is said to have been on the suggestion of persons 
in New York that the State of New Jersey was 
indűced to pass a pilot law, as she did a few weeks 
before the act of onea passed. I believe the 
competition, in view of the latter act, would have 
been fully secured by the law passed by the State 
of New York, and passed after the careful investi- 
gation to which I have already referred. It broke 
up the old monopoly: it rendered combinations im- 
possible; and, in a word, it provided a complete 
remedy for preéxisting evils and defects. Under 
these circumstances, the interposition of Congress 
was unnecessary: it came in, not for good, but for 
ill. Jt frustrated the proper execution of the ob- 
jects contemplated by the law of New York: it in- 
troduced other interests antagonistic to and in some 
degree subversive of them: it prevented a proper 
regulation of the system under the authority of the 
State. While the New York pilots, under the 
new system, were subjected to rigid regulationsand 
to an active competition among themselves, they 
found other competitors in the field under the law 
of New Jersey, persons exempt from all control 
by the laws of New York, and acting independent- 
ly of her authority. After submitting to this state 
of things eight years, the Legislature of New York 
believing it unequal and unjust to her own pilots, 
repealed all her laws regulating pilotage by way of 
Sandy Hook. The whole subject of pilotage for 
the principal channel of commerce with the great 
commercial emporium of the Union is unregulated 
by law, excepting so far as the laws of New Jersey 
‘have ‘been made to operate within the territorial 

limits of New York. Any person may pilot a 
vessel info the port of New York, no matter how 
incompetent he is. The pilots, licensed under the 
New York law of 1837, still retain their licenses, 
but without legal regulation; a number of individ- 
uals have received certificates from a voluntary 
assotiation—certificates given withouf a shadow of 
authority; and the New Jersey pilots are exten- 
sively engaged in the business of piloting; but 
there is no common system of rules established 
under the authority of the State of New York, to 
which either of these classes of persons are ame- 
nable; and she has by the act of Congress been 
deprived of the power of establishing a system to 
which all shall be required to conform, and the 
act of Congress prescribes none. 

In order that there may be an end to this state 
of things, we ask for a repeal of the act of Con- 
gress, by which it has been produced. The grounds 
0 which the repeal is sought may be briefly stated 
- thus: i 
I. Itis in the highest degree unjust to the State 
of New York, to take from her the right of pro- 
viding, by such regulations as she sees proper, 
for piloting vessels into her principal seaport—the 
only one, indeed, in respect to which regulations 
for pilots are required. By authorizing the pilots 
of another State, licensed and governed by laws 
over which she has no control, to take vessels in 
and out of the city of New York, the State is vir- 
tually stripped of a portion of her sovereignty, and 
the legislation of another State is enforced, with- 


out her consent and against her wishes, within her 
own territorial limits. , 

2. To allow pilots licensed under the laws of 
another State to bring in and carry out vessels to 
and from the port of New York, is authorizing 
officers of one State to execute public functions 
within the territorial limits of another. We insist 
that if Congress, under the Constitution, under- 
takes to exercise the power of regulating pilotage 
in any other mode than by the adoption of the 
laws of the States within their own respective 
limits, it should do so directly, by providing for 
the appointment and government of pilots, under 
rules instituted by itself, and not by the offensive, 
and, as is contended, the unauthorized measure of 
allowing officers or agents of one State to perform 
public acts within the territorial limits and juris- 
diction of another. 

3. The act of Congress is in its operation un- 
equal as a regulation of commeree, and, therefore, 
in violation of that provision of the Constitution 
which declares that ‘“ no preference shall be given, 
by any regulation of commerce or revenue, to the 
ports of one State over those of another.”? Mas- 
sachusetts has the exclusive regulation of the pilot- 
age for the port of Boston, Salem, New Bedford, 
&c.; South Carolina.for Charleston; Alabama for 
Mobile, &c.; while New York is not permitted to 
provide for the regulation of pilots for her princi- 
pal seaport. While the jurisdiction of the States 
referred to is exclusive in respect to pilots for the 
ports I have named, hers is concurrent with the 
State of New Jersey. Besides, there is no equal- 
ity in the existing system, as between the States 
of New York and New Jersey, considered by 
themselves. While the New Jersey pilots receive 
from $25,000 to $30,000 per annum for piloting 
vessels to and from the city of New York, no New 
York pilot, that I can learn, receives a dollar for 
piloting a vessel intoa port in New Jersey. The 
advantage is all on one side. The act of Congress, 
though expressed in general terms, and apparently 
equal in its effects, is, from local circumstances, 
partial, unequal, and unjust. 

4. The act of Congress was procured through 
misapprehension, by attributing to the New York 
pilots disasters for whith they were not fairly re- 
sponsible. . 

5. If the New York pilots had been responsible 
for the disasters attributed to their negligence, the 
defects of the system under which they were ap- 
eg were revised by the legislation of the 

tate of New York, framed with the greatest de- 
liberation, which ought to have been permitted 
to go into operation without interference by Con- 

ress. 

6. That the act of Congress has led to dissen- 
sions and litigation, not only between citizens of 
different States, but between different classes in the 
same State. The pilots of Louisiana have been 
involved in litigation with the pilots of Mississippi; 
the pilots of Maryland with those of Virginia, 
One of the Maryland pilots was thrown into prison 
for ee a vessel to Norfolk, and kept there 
until released under the insolvent laws of Virginia. 
And it is a striking illustration of the impolicy and 
the injurious operation of the act of Congress, that 
where the parties concerned stand on an equal 
footing, they are unanimous in urging its repeal. 
It is only when it is unequal in its operation that 
the repeal is opposed. Thus, the pilots of Mary- 
land, though authorized under the act to pilot ves- 
sels into the ports of Virginia, on the Potomac and 
Chesapeake bay, and the pilots of Virginia, though 
authorized to pilot vessels into the ports of Mary- 
land on the same waters, have united in petitioning 
for its repeal. The State of Maryland also, in 
view of the operation of the act in that State, re- 
monstrates against it, on the ground that it ‘‘ per- 
mits the conflicting jurisdiction of adjacent States 
to disturb and derange the best systems of pilot- 
age, which either may adopt.” Sir, the only rem- 
edy for the evils it has caused, is its unconditional 
repeal, in order that each may be left to regulate 
its own pilotage for itself, according to the system 
which existed for nearly half a century: after the 
organization of the Federal Government. And I 
will only add that, in this event, I am sure the 
subject will be disposed of by New York with a 
just and liberal regard to her mercantile interest, 
and in such manner as to remove all ground of 
complaint from any quarter. 

r. MILLER. This is a subject of deep inter- 
est to the eommercial and navigating interests of 
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the country, and is of too much importance to be 
disposed of in the morning hour. I suggested to 
the honorable Senator from New York to appoint 
a day for the consideration of this bill, when those 
interested in the matter might be present, and the 
Senate be full. Į do not propose this morning to 
enter into the discussion of the subject, or to an- 
swer the remarks of the Senator from New York. 
My object simply is, to have an understanding with 
the Senator, that this bill shall either be set down 
for a particular day, or, if passed by informall 
now, that an understanding may be had that it will 
not be called up without previous notice. To one 
remark of the honorable Senator which he made 
in the commencement of his speech, I may be per- 
mitted to allude, as without reply it might preju- 
dice the interests of some of those who are inter- 
ested in the bill. Jt has been stated by the Sena- 
tor from New York that this bill was originally 
passed in a great hurry by Congress, thus insinu- 
ating that it was passed without due reflection and 
deliberation. Now, itis true that the bill passed: 
without much debate, but I think it can be made 
perfectly manifest to the Senate, when they come 
to look into the facts of the case, that if there was 
any hurry, it was owing to the circumstances of 
the case, and that the bill was promptly passed, in 
order to afford protection to the lives and property 
of our citizens. But however that may be with 
regard to the passage of the bill, certain it is, that 
there has been since abundance of time for reflec- 
tion. Every year since the passage of this law, 
down to the present day, these pilots of New York 
have presented themselves here for the purpose of 
obtaining its repeal. At one time it received the 
consideration of a committee of this body, and a 
report was made, which is now upon the files of 
the Senate, and ever since the subject has been 
repeatedly presented, not only here, but through- 
out the country. It has thus undergone a very 
attentive examination. After a most mature con- 
sideration of the whole subject, the Legislature of 
New York finally came to the conclusion that the 
law as it now stands was a just one, and should 
be maintained: I speak of the resolution which 

assed the Legislature relative to this very subject. 

owever, I do not intend to go into the subject 

now, but merely remark, that if these pilots showed 
half as much attention to the ships coming into the 
port of New York as they have to this bill, there 
would be no ground of complaint. I move that 
the bill be postponed to a future day. | 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. If I had sup- 

osed that this bill was coming up this morning, 
E would have brought with me certain documents 
and papers, which bear upon the subject. With- 
out going into the matter as fully as | would have 
done had I been aware that the consideration of it 
was to be taken up in the morning hour to-day, 
I may throw out one or two ideas in reference to 
it. I generally agree with the honorable gentle- 
man from New York on commercial subjects; 
but I cannot, in the present case, at all concur 
with his views. In my judgment, it is not ex- 
pedient to repeal this law, and I agree with my 
friend from New Jersey that this is a measure of 
very great importance, affecting interests of con- 
siderable magnitude, and is not to be passed upon 
hastily or inconsiderately. The first inquiry that 
naturally presents itself is, who desires the repeal 
of this law? So far as I am able to ascertain, the 
repeal of the law is not sought or desired by any 
parties except the pilots belonging to the city of 
New York. I believe that the papers relating to 
the subject in my possession do not show that any 
other class of individuals connected with the ship- 
ping interest of the country desire the repeal of 
the law, except those pilots. And why do they 
desire a repeal of the law? A brief reference ta 
the history of the circumstances in which the law 
originated may assist us in answering this ques- 
tion. ; 

It seems that a combination existed among the 
New York pilots, antecedent to the passage of this 
law, by which they entered into an arrangement 
to distribute amongst themselves the fees received 
from pilotage .in that harbor; and that, in accord- 
ance with this arrangement, they divided themselves 
into parties, going down alternately to Sandy 
Hook, and anchoring there, bringing vessels -into 
port with as little inconvenience to themselves as 

ossible. The result was those frightful calam- 
ities by shipwreck, to which the gentleman from 
New Jersey alluded, and which were ascribed to 
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the want of proper vigilance on the part of the 
pilots. The wreck of the ‘‘ Mexico,” and several 
other vessels, near the harbor of New York, in- 
volving great loss of life and property, attracted 
much attention to the subject, and the representa- 
tions made in consequence excited investigation 
here, and this Jaw was the result. It was said, 
here is a common port, partly founded by the State 
of New York and partly by the State of New Jer- 
sey. The pilots of New Jersey are not permitted 
to bring vessels into the harbor which are bound 
for the State of New York; but they are autho- 
‘rized to bring them into the same harbor, provided 
they are bound to the State of New Jersey. Now, 
on this common water, it was said, we will make 
the right of pilotage a common right, and create a 
competition, in order to see whether the recurrence 
of those evils may be prevented. That was the 
argument which was presented, and under it the 
law was passed authorizing the pilots of New 
Jersey as well as those of New York, to bring 
vessels into the harbor. What was the result? 
The whole evil vanished immediately. Instead of 
anchoring quietly at Sandy Hook, leaving vessels 
to grope their way into the harbor, as they might, 
incurring all the dangers of shipwreck, the pilot 
boats are now often found one hundred miles out 
at sea in search of vessels. . Free competition has 
been created, shipwrecks in the neighborhood of 
that harbor are almost unknown, and the pilotage 
of that important harbor has been placed on a foot- 
ing highly satisfactory to the merchants, ship-own- 
ers, ship-masters, insurance offices, and all interest- 
ed in the navigating and commercial interests of the 
port. I donot know whether I am authorized to 
say that there is not a merchant in the city of New 
‘ York who would desire the repeal of this law; 
but I think I am authorized to say that every in- 
surance Office in that city, the Chamber of Com- 
merce, and the merchants generally, are all desirous 
that the law should remain as it is; and why? 
Because these interests are. safe in the present con- 
dition of things, whereas they were unsafe under 
the former arrangement. 

This is a brief, general view of the case, in which 
the facts will, [ believe, fully sustain me. My friend 
says that the present system works a little practi- 
ealiniastics towards the State of New York. Why, 
I have understood the honorable Senator from New 
Jersey has intimated that the New York pilots 
have been diligent in season and out of season, 
since the passage of the law, endeavoring to obtain 
a repeal of that law; not because they are impelled 
or justified by any of the great interests involved, 
but because they desire a monopoly, under the 
presumption that they will make a pipe use of 
their power if you repeal this law. ell, I am 
convinced that none of those interested in insurance 
business or in property afloat upon the ocean, will 
desire that experiment to be tried. But the gen- 
tleman from New York contends that it works 
some practical inequality—that a certain degree of 
power is taken from New York, heretofore con- 
ceded to her, and which ought to remain there. 
Now, what is the theory of this pilot law? I ap- 
prehend that my friend from New York has fallen 
into alittle error, in reference to the exercise of 
this power by the States. He says, very truly, 
that in 1789 Congress pe a law recognizing, 
and perhaps adopting—I am quite willing it should 
be so regarded—the then existing laws of the Uni- 
ted States upon the subject of pilotage, making the 
laws of the States their own laws; but they go a 
step further than that, and intimate that the laws 
hereafter passed by the several States shall be the 
laws to regulate pilotage, and that that is a grant 
of power to the States under the Constitution of 
the United States. Well, now, I apprehend that 
if the gentleman will reflect for One moment on 
this view of the subject, he will be inclined to doubt 
whether that was the intent of that law.. I do not 
think it is legitimately subject to such a construc- 
tion. Such a view of it is not reconcilable with 
the Constitution. It is quite impossible that Con- 
gress should, by its legislative power, change the 
terms and conditions of the Constitution. If this 
power to regulate the pilotage be vested in Con- 
gress alone, why, then, Congress can control, b 
legislation, no power in the States. It is a sol- 
ecism to assume that Congress can amend orchange 
the Constitution by an act of legislation. I think 
it is necessary only to state that view of the case, 
In order to have the result to which the mind is 
led made perfectly palpable. ane 


Mr. DIX. I stated that Congress recognized 
the future legislation of the States, and by so doing 
virtually clothed the States with power over this 
subject, to be exercised by them until resumed by 
the legislative power of the General Government. 
I had no idea that the form of the constitutional 
power was changed. 

Mr. DAVIS. This is precisely the thing against 
which I contend. Congress can confer no power 
by legislative acts, unless conferred by the Consti- 
tution itself. How, then, are the State laws to be 
sustained? It is evident that the States were. re- 
garded by Congress as having a concurrent power 
on this subject. They have exercised it at all times, 
and they by no means derive that power from the 
legislative action of Congress. The harbor laws, 
health regulations, and all that power exercised by 
the States—the whole system of sanitary laws, is 
based upon the ground that the States hold con- 
current power with the United States. The United 
States may, when they choose to exercise the 
power, exclude the States; but so long as they are 
not excluded, the States have a right to exercise 
the power. However, this is not a very material 
question. I believe no one doubts the authority 
of the States to legislate on the subject. The ques- 
tion now before us is simply whether the law of the 
United States shall be repealed, and we shall return 
to the system which existed at the time when this 
law was made. And what are the reasons urged 
for the repeal? New York, in common with New 
Jersey, exercises jurisdiction with regard to the 
pilotage over the water by which both States are, 
in part, bounded; and it is said that the State of 
New York cannot regulate her pilotage to her sat- 
isfaction. Why not? The State of New Jersey 
regulates it bylaw. She finds no difficulty in sub- 
jecting the whole system to the control of her law, 
nor in carrying the law into execution. The State 
of New York might adopt the same system, and 
carry it out as successfully as the State of New 
Jersey. Why, then, should the law be repeated? 
It is alleged that the Jersey pilots are incompetent. 
Well, who is the best judge of that—those who 
own vessels, those who insure them, those who 
have property on board, or the pilots themselves? 
Is it at all likely that the system can be an unsafe 
one, when, for eight or ten years—for eleven years, 
as I am just now informed by my friend from New 
Jersey—the system has gone on successfully, to the 
perfect satisfaction of the shipping interest, the in- 
suring interest, the merchants, and all others whose 
interests are concerned? It is obvious that the sole 
motive and object of those who seek the repeal of 
the law, is to regain possession of that monopoly 
which they formerly enjoyed. I might, by ad- 
verting to authorities, make good the position which 
I have assumed, that the interests of the country 
imperatively demand of Congress that this law 
should be suffered to remain as itis. Certainly the 
law should be allowed to stand until the State of 
New York calls upon us, by its action, to interfere 
with the present system. | 

Mr. CASS. As the morning hour has expired, 
I trust that this subject will be passed over infor- 
mally, so that the special order may be taken up. 

Mr. DIX. I merely wish to say that I do not 
intend to continue the debate, but to remark, that 
I do not believe one word has been urged against 
the bill by the gentlemen who have spoken in op- 
position to it which is not susceptible of satizfac- 
tory explanation. The gentleman from New 


Jersey thinks that I am in error in saying that the- 


law was hurried through both branches of Con- 
gress. In reply, I would-simply state, that the 
bill was introduced into this body on the 28th of 
February—it not being even Jeap year—and re- 
ceived three readings the sameday. Itthen went 
to the other House, where it passed in the same 
manner, on the 2d of March, without any debate, 
and very little consideration, as I believe, and after 
a eommittee in the other House had reported 
against any action on the subject. I wish to make 
this statement, in order to correct the Senator in 
imputing to me any error. I will now move that 
this subject be passed by informally, and the or- 
der of the day be taken up. I have no desire to 
press the matter now; nor shall I call the bill up 
in the absence of those Senators who may be par- 
ticularly interested in it. 
The bill was then passed over informally. 


CALIFORNIA CLAIMS. 
The Senate resumed the consideration, as in 


‘Committee ef the Whole, of the bill for ascertain- 


ing and paying the California claims. 

The question pending was upon agreeing to. the 
motion made by Mr. Mason, to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, with in- 
structions to amend it. : 

Mr. BADGER requested the Senator from Vir- 
ginia to withdraw his motion for the moment, to 
afford him an opportunity of offering an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MASON assented, and withdrew his mo- 
tion. 

Mr. BADGER then moved to amend the bill by 
striking out the words ‘‘the President be, and he 
hereby is, authorized to appoint a board, consisti 
of,” ın the 9th and 10th lines of the 2d section, an 
by striking out the word ‘‘ which,” in the 12th 
line; and inserting in lieu thertof the words ‘* to be 
selected by the President of the United States, 
shall constitute a,’? and by inserting in said line 
the word ‘* which” after the word ** board.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. BADGER. I wish to submit a very few 
remarks, without going at all into the history of 
these claims. The question has been already dis- . 
cussed in a full and satisfactory manner by gentle- 
men who are perfectly familiar with all the facts. 
[ desire only to submit a few observations to the 
Senate in reference to the supposed constitutional 
difficulty relative to the manner in which this board 
is to be constituted. If I understand the honorable 
Senator from Virginia correctly, he tense that 
this is a bill undertaking to accomplish by direct 
legislation, what, in consistency with the Consti- 
tution, can be done only through the intervention 
of the action of the Executive, and upon the ground 
that we propose hereby a statute to appoint certain 
officers of the United States; whereas the Consti- 
tution declares that officers of the United States 
shall be nominated by the President, and be by him 
appointed by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. If thisewere so, it would follow asa 
clear and undeniable consequence that the Senate 
is bound either to reject the bill, or so to alter this 
provision as to make it conformable to the Consti- 
tution. But, in my apprehension, that objection is 
founded on a mistake. That section of the bill 
contemplates the doing of nothing that is in viola- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States. It 
does not propose to appoint officers of the United 
States in the sense in which the Constitution uses 
those terms in reference to the power of appoint- 
ment by the President. The Constitution neces- 
sarily deals in general terms, and it follows, as the 
framers of that instrument, to avoid needless and 
embarrassing specification, use general terms, an 
interpretation 1s to be given to the Constitution.with 
reference to the existing wants and necessities of 
the people, and continual reference is to be had to 
the great purposes which we should suppose were 
intendedgto be accomplished by the particular pro- 
vision under consideration. 

Now, in the first place, I do not look upon the 
persons proposed to be designated by this bill as 
officers of the United States in the sense of the 
Constitution. Itis manifest that there are many 
agencies, trusts, charges, which the necessities of 


| the Government may require, in reference to which 


the persons who are called upon to discharge and 
perform those duties cannot be called officers of the 
United States in the sense in which the Constitu- 
tion uses the term. In one sense they are officers. 
The duties which they discharge may be said to 
constitute an office, for there is perhaps no word 
in the English language of more extensive signifi- 
cation than the word office. It embraces every duty 
which we are called upon to discharge in our rela-. 
tions to others, whether judicial, executive, admin- 
istrative, or otherwise; and all the functions which 
we are called upon to perform—so far as they re- 
spect the benefit and happiness of those persons, 
and which, therefore, places us in the confidential 
relation of trust towards them—are emphatically 
offices. The State itself is an office, the duties to 
be discharged are offices, but the word is used also ` 
in a restricted and defined sense. When the Gov- 
ernment finds it necessary to call upon somebody 
to examine into an individual claim, and to deter- 
mine whether that claim against the Government 
is just or not, is the person thus chosen an officer 
of the United States within the meaning of the 
Constitution? If the Government of the United 
States, or if Congress think proper to call artists 
to adorn these halls with pictures and statuary, 18 


628 


the person who is called upon to*exetute this 
work an officer of the United States within the 
meaning of the Constitution, and to be appointed 
with the advice and consent of the Senate? - If 
Congress find it necessary to make a collection of 
State papers, and to have them condensed and 
arranged, and a general review of the historical 
and diplomatic transactions of the country execu- 
ted, is the person who is called upon to discharge 
that duty an officer of the United States within the 
meaning of the term as used in the provision of 
the Constitution to which I have referred? la 
prehend these questions must all be answered in 
‘the negative. And these and other temporary 
and occasional employments cannot be confounded 
with those continuing public trusts which, in the 
Constitution, are called offices. I admit, that in 
this as in any other*meral subject, the boundary 
which subdivides its different parts is not and 
cannot be. defined with exactness; and, hence, as 
you advance towards it, you find yourself in some 
degree of obscurity, and at length find yourself 
unable to ascertain with precise accuracy to which 
‘side of the line a particular class of subjects belongs. 
But still we have to deal with these as with every 
other moral subject, by taking the guidance of 
common sense and reason. And inasmuch as the 
establishment of a contrary doctrine would in- 
volve great practical difficulties in carrying on the 
Government, I should feel content, even if the 
past history and practice of the Government did 
not furnish any precedents, to give to this term 
the signification which I have now stated in its 
connection with the bill before us. But this point 
has been already decided; and, sensible, for my 
‘own part, of the great importance of regarding the 
Constitution as the same at all times and places, I 
believe that in all cases in which questions have 
. been fully considered and solemnly decided, they 
should be regarded as settled at once and forever. 
Gentlemen may differ, however, in this view of the 
subject, though it seems to me that in a question of 
this kind it is absolutely indispensable, unless we 
_would fetter ourselves at every step of our pro- 
gress, that we should yield to what has been the 
_ Clear, undoubted authority of all the departments 
of this Government, legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial. Let me now refer to a few of the cases of 
legislation in which the same general principle may 
be considered as being involved: 

6th February, 1817. By the act of this date, John Trum- 
bull was employed to compose and execute four paintings 
commemorative of the most important events of the Revolu- 
tion, to be placed, when finished, in the Capitol of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Qi March#i1831. By the act of this date, Gales & Seaton 
were designated by name to furnish a publication of State 
papers, ae certain prescribed terms and conditions. 
arch, 1833. By the act of this date, Mutthew St. 
Clair Clarke and Peter Force were designated by naine to 
furnish a Documentary History of the Revolution, under cer- 
tain prescribed terms and conditions. 


Qd March, 1829. By the act of this date, L. Persico was 
employed to execute two statues in front of tfe Capitol, 


Cc. 
2d March, 1831. By the actof this date, the employment of 
James Parker was sanctioned, and he was compensated for 
evens the accounts of Robert Arnold, late collector of 
Amboy. 
7th July, 1838. By the act of this date, a mission among 
the wild tribes of Indians of the southwest, by .2. P. Chau- 
teau, authorized, and an appropriation of 820,000 made for 
his outfit, and the expenditures growing out of and connect- 
ed with bringing on deputations of said tribes, which he has 
been authorized to do. 
7th July, 1833. By an actof this date, Dr. Henry Perrine 
was authorized to form a settlement, and admit settlers 
upon certain conditions, with a view to promote and encour- 
the introduction and cultivation of tropical plants in the 
nited States. 
29th September, 1789. Act to recognize and adapt to the 
Constitution of the United States the establishment of the 
troops raised under the resolvesof the United States in Con- 
s9 assembled, and for other purposes therein mentioned, 
y which all the officers belonging to the military force under 
the Confederation were at once made officers of the United 
States by force of the act itself. 
14th July, 1832. By act for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Nimrod Farrow and Richard Harris. Third 
Auditor of the Treasury, Second Comptroller, and Charles 
Gratiot were authorized to examine the claims of the said 
representatives, to take testimony, and report the same, &c. 


This last case is precisely like that now under 
consideration of the Senate. This bill provides 
that the board shall be-constituted of three indi- 
viduals, of whom one is expressly designated b 
name; the other two to. be selected by the Presi- 
dent from the officers of the late California battal- 
ion. Whatarethey todo? To discharge precisely 
the same functions as those which devolved upon 
the commissioners under the provision of the act 
just cited, We thus find, that immediately after 


the adoption of the Constitution, there was not 
thought to be any difficulty in Congress, by an act 
of legislation, bringing into the service of the Uni- 
ted States a whole class of officers without any 
nomination by the President, or confirmation by 
the Senate, or appointment by any person acting 
in behalf of the United States. These are all legis- 
lative precedents; but inasmuch as they were acts 
of Congress, and all received the approval and 
sanction of the President of the United States, they 
involve the undoubted approbation of the Legisla- 
tive and Executive departments of this country in 
regard to the proposition for which I contend— 
that, whatever may be the meaning of the term 
officer ofthe United States, as used in the Consti- 
tution, itdoes not include those commissioners who 
are employed in the occasional auditing and settle- 
ment of accounts and examination of claims against 
the Government, nor require that the persons who 
are to discharge these duties should be appointed by 
the President of the United States. Doubtless Con- 
gress can if it please constitute an office for this 
purpose, if it deem that the best mode of accom- 
plishing the object. But if in their wisdom they 
choose, as in the present case, that the duty shall 
be performed by commissioners, they may consti- 
tute that commission in any way which seems 
best, subject to the usual provision, that it meet 
the approbation of the President of the United 
States. | 
But I said that this view of the question has 
received judicial sanction. Early in the first term 
of General Washington’s administration, an act 
was passed by Congress to provide for the settle- 
ment of claims of the widows and orphans of those 
who fell in the war. By that law the claimants 
were directed to apply to the circuit courts of the 
United States, which were to receive the evidence, 
examine the merits of the claims, and pass their 
judgment upon them. What was the view taken 
of the-law by the judges? I read from “‘ American 
State Papers,’’ Miscellaneous volume, page 49: 
« At a stated circuit court of the United States held for the 
district of New York, at the city of New York, on Thursday, 


the fifth day of April, one thousand seven hundred and 

ninety-two, at ten of the clock, ante meridian. 

«& Present: The Hon. John Jay, Esq., Chief Justice of the 
United States; the Hon. William Cushing, Esq., one of the 
associate justices of the Supreme Court of the United States; 
ane Hon. James Duane, Esq., judge of the district of New 

ork. : 

« T'he court proceeded to take into consideration the fol- 
lowing act of Congress of the United States, viz: 


«< AN ACT to provide for the settlement of the claims 
of widows and orphans barred by the limitations heretofore 
established, and to regulate the claims to invalid pensions.’ 

& As, therefore, the business assigned to this court by the 
act is not judicial, nor directed to be performed judicially, 
the act can only be considered as appointing commissioners 
for the purposes mentioned in it by official instead of personal 
descriptions. 

« That the judges of this court regard themselves as being 
the commissioners designated by this act, and therefore as 
being at liberty to accept or to decline that office. 

« That as the objects of this act are exceedingly benevo- 
lent, and do real honor to the humanity and justice of Con- 
gress, and as the judges desire to manifest on all proper 
occasions and in every proper manner their high respect for 
the National Legislature, they will execute this act in the 
capacity of commissioners. 

‘That as the Legislature have a right to extend the ses- 
sion of this court for any term which they may think proper 
by law to assign, the term of five days, as directed by this 
act, ought to be punctually observed. 

« That the judges of this court will, as usual, during the 
session thereof, adjourn the court from day to day, or other 
short periods, as circumstances may render proper, and that 
they will regularly between the adjournments proceed as 
commissioners to execute the business of thia act in the 
same court-room or chamber.”? 


It is thus clearly seen that the court recognizes 
the authority of Congress to constitute the com- 
missioners by name, for they say they will inter- 
pre the act as one appointing them commissioners 

y official instead of personal description. Here, 
then, we have cases continually occurring from 
1789 down to the present cay, in which the prin- 
ciple for which I contend has been fully recognized 
and sanctioned. One of these cases is of recent 
occurrence. I allude to the appointment of an 
arbitrator in the Pea Patch Island case. I will not 
trouble the Senate, however, by a reference to 
those cases. Enough has, I think, been submitted 
to satisfy the Senate that there is no constitutional 
impediment to the passage of the bill before it. 

r. RUSK. Mr. President: It is my desire to 
trouble the Senate for only a very few moments in 
regard to these claims, to the payment of which I 
have heard no opposition. All seem to admit their 
justice, and appear to have no objection to the pas- 
sage of such a law as may be necessary to insure 
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their speedy settlement. The only difficulty which 
has been started in opposition to the bill before us 
is, that Congress has not the power to name com- 
missioners or appointan indivtdual—call him what 
you will, officer, arbitrator, or what you please— 
to determine the amount of the claims. ; 

‘This, Mr. President, appears to me to bea strange 
doctrine, more particularly at a time when so many 
complaints are heard about Executive patronage, 
and the difficulties into which the extension of it is 
leading us. It seems very strange, that just at this 
moment we should claim for the Executive, with- 
out any direct and positive statement to that effect, 
it is true, but by inference, powers which, as the 
courts have decided, do not properly belonz to 
him. What is the case before us? Certain indi- 
viduals have claims against the Government of the 
United States, and, whether they be few or many, 
one or a thousand, the principle is precisely the 
same; this Congyess has the power, the right, it is 
their duty, and they are in the daily performance 
of that duty, to investigate, to look into, and de- 
termine upon such claims, and provide by law for 
their payment. They refer similar claims to their 
committees, and are in the daily habit of assigning 
them for examination to the Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury, the Secretary of War, the Auditors of the 
Treasury, and other officers. And for what pur- 
pose? Why, sir, to ascertain whether the claims 
be just. Itis nota public or official duty which the 
individual to whom a claim is thus referred is called 
upon to perform; it is a private duty, separate and 
distinct from any official relation. The reference is 
for the purpose of determining whether the claim be 
just or not; and if the referee, as arbitrator, deter- 
mine that it is Just, we pass the laws for paying it. 
Now, sir, this is a reference, not to the officer se- ` 
lected as such for the purpose, but to the individ- 
ual, the name of the office being merely used by 
way of designation or description. It may be 
contended that this is nothing more than imposing 
an additional duty upon an officer whose duties 
are already prescribed and defined; but this is, in 
my opinion, a mistake. The duty thus imposed 
is of a specific and not of a public character. We 
refer, for instance, the claim of A B to the Auditor 
of the Post Office Department. I would ask, does 
it therefore follow that we invest that officer with 
the right also to decide upon the claim of C D? 
Clearly not. “Hence it is not an additional official 
duty imposed, but merely a simple reference of a 
private matter. 

The Constitution declares, that all officers whose 
appointments are not otherwise provided for, shall 
be appointed by the President. Theclause to which 
I have reference is in these words. Enumerating 
the powers of the President, it declares: 


« He shall have power, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the 
Senators present concur; and he shall nominate, and, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint 
ambassadors, other public ministers and consuls, judges of 
the Supreme Court, and all other officers of the United States 
whose appointments are not herein otherwise provided for, 
and which shall be established by law; but the Congress 
may by law vest the appointment of such inferior officers 
as they think: proper in the President alone, in the courts of 
law, or in the heads of departments.” 


This is the clause under which it is assumed the 
proposed appointment is unconstitutional. The 
question then arises, what is the meaning of the 
term ‘‘ officer??? What is the precise interpreta- 
tion intended to be attached to the word ‘‘ officer” 
by the framers of the Constitution? Did they use 
it in its most broad and unrestricted sense? Ac- 
cording to the most comprehensive meaning of the 
term, the performance of any duty may be called 
an office, and of necessary consequence he who 
discharges it becomes an officer. Is it not prepos- 
terous to suppoge that the framers of the Constitu- 
tion intended to use the word in this unconfined 
sense, and thus indicate that the President should 
appoint every person to whom any duty may be 
assigned? It seems to me that the only construc- 
tion which can be fairly and legitimately put upon 
this article of the Constitution is, that it provides 
for the appointment of public functionaries or those 
officers who are attached generally to the service 
of the Government of the United States, and indis- 
pensable in carrying out the ordinary administra- 
tion of its affairs. The word * officer,” in. this 
connection, carries with it the idea of permanence 
and of vacation and succession. According to the 
common law, officers are said to be of two kinds, 
public and private. Jt is laid down, and no one 
will dispute the assertion, that an attorney at law 


/ 


1848. 


TRE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


629 


is an officer of the courts; and yet no person will 
venture to contend that, under the provision of the 
Constitution to which I refer, no lawyer can prac- 
tise in the Supreme Court of the United States, 
unless he be appointed by the President. Attor- 
neys are admitted to the bar by the permission of 
the court itself; the authority for the power thus 
exercised by it is nowhere to be found in the stat- 
ute book, but is one of the incidents necessarily 
connected with the due administration of justice. 
They are, hSwever, officers, nevertheless. 

There is a case, Mr. President, in point, which 
was decided in Virginia, and which goes far to 
illustrate the difference between a public anda os 
vate office. The case referred to is that of B. W. 
Leigh, who applied for admission to the bar as an 
attorney. They had in Virginia a statute requi- 
ring all officers to take an oath against duelling. 
Mr. Leigh refused to take this oath, and after 
argument and deliberate consultation, the court 
decided that the office of attorney was not a pub- 
lic office belonging to the Commonwealth, and that 
te the applicant was not bound to take the 
eatn. 

Now, Mr. President, I will ask: whether, if we 
pass this bill, and appoint Colonel Frémont to 
adjust these claims, he will thereby become an 
officer of the Government of the United States? So 
soon as he shall have performed the duty assigned 
him, his office, if you please to call it so, will cease 
toexist. It has reference to private claims, and is 
precisely of the nature of an arbitration. And, sir, 
if Congress has not the power to refer a private 
claim to an arbitrator, who shall determine upon 
its fairness, unless the President shall nominate 
and appoint such arbitrator? Then, sir, none of 
your Federal courts have a right to refer a case to 
arbitration, unless the arbitrators be appointed by 
the Executive. Now, sir, if such be the provis- 
ion of the Constitution, would a court of the United 
States, having equity jurisdiction, have a right to 
appoint even an auditor, unless under the sanction 
of the President’s nomination? Establish this doc- 
trine, sir, and yuu will confer on the President an 
extent of patronage far greater than that which he 
at present possesses, and infinitely beyond what, 
as it appears to me, the framers of the Constitution 
ever intended him to exercise. 

But, Mr. President, there are authorities on this 
subject in addition to the decision of the Supreme 
Court, already cited by the honorable Senator from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Bapcer,] which is of itself 
conclusive on this point. I refer to the case of 
Kendall vs. United States, in 12 Peters’ Reports. 
On the 2d of July, 1836, Congress passed a law 
requiring the Solfeitor of the Treasury to determine 
upon the amount of a claim held by Stockton & 
Stokes against the Post Office Department, which 
law also required, that after the Solicitor should 
have made his award, the Postmaster General 
should pass the amount to the credit of those in- 
dividuals. The Solicitor of the Treasury did make 
his award, not as solicitor, but as arbitrator, and 
it is in this character alone the court consider him. 
They, sir, are not found straining phrases, and 
wresting and distorting the meaning of the Consti- 
tution, for the purpose of conferring upon him any 
other or greater power than that intended by the 
reference, but he is regarded and treated merely as 
an arbitrator. The Postmaster General contended 
strongly against this award, but he never dreamed 
of urging that the law of Congress, which made 
the Solicitor of the Treasury the arbitrator, was 
unconstitutional. He is regarded in that point of 
view, throughout the whole proceeding, by the Su- 
preme Court. That distinguished abraslahoaghit 


it was competent for Congress to vest the authority, 


in an officer of the Government, or in any one else; 
and under its decision, it seems to me, with all due 
deference to the opinions of gentlemen more learned 
than myself, as well as according to the plain lan- 
guage of the Constitution, Congress possesses the 
perfect right to submit claims against the Govern- 
ment to the examination and arbitrament of an 
officer of the Government, a private citizen, or even 
of an alien, without in the slightest degree inter- 
fering with, or encroaching upon, the prerogative 
of the President of the United States. 

l read, Mr. President, from 12 Peters’ Reports, 
page 611: à 

“ Under this law the Postmaster General is vested wi 
no discretion or control over the decisions of the Solicitor ; 
nor is any appeal or review of that decision provided for by 
the act. The terms of the submission was a matter resting 
ntirely in the_discretion of Congress; and if they thought 


proper to vest such a power in any one, and especially as 


the arbitrator was an officer of the Government, it did not. 


rest with the Postmaster General te control Congress, or the 
Solicitor, in that affair. It is unnecessary to say how far 
Congress inight have interfered, by legislation, after the re- 
port of the Solicitor. But if there was no fraud or miscon- 
ductin the arbitrator, of which none is pretended or sug- 
gested, it may well be questioned whether the relations had 
not acquired such a vested right as to be beyond the power 
of Congress to deprive them of it.” 

Now, sir, unless I am most grossly in error, 
this decision of the Supreme Court puts the ques- 
tion at rest, beyond the reach of all cavil or con- 
troversy; and I deem it entirely useless to say 
anything further upon this point. 

he question which next presents itself, Mr. 
President, is—are these claims to be paid? It is 
not my intention to enter into a detailed history of 
the transactions which gave rise to the responsi- 
bilities, for which the Government is held, as I 
think most justly, liable; but I will go sufficiently 
far into the subject to satisfy every unprejudiced 
mind that the claims are not only just and equita- 
ble, but further, that they are of the most binding" 
and sacred character; that they should be imme- 
diately paid, and that the interests of the Govern- 
ment will be best promoted by the prompt liquida- 
tionand paymentofthem. What, sir, I would ask, 
are the nature and character of these claims? What 
are they? In the early part of the year 1846, we 
find Colonel Frémont in California, engaged on 
business totally unconnected with the army, and 
pursuing his topographical researches. After hav- 
ing obtained authority from the Governor of the 
Province to make his surveysand examinations, for 
the purpose of increasing the stores of human knowl- 
edge, and having entered upon his scientific labors, 
we behold him notified, that he must quit the coun- 
try. This notice was peremptory, and given ina 
manner highly offensive and insulting. Having de- 
layed a few days after the notice, he was threat- 
ened with being driven out of the country. It is 
probable, that if the order had come without the 
threat, Colonel Frémont would have left, rather 
than have had any misunderstanding with the 
local authorities; but, being threatened, sir, he 
very properly, as I think, took his position with 
his command of sixty men, and hoisted the flag of 
the United States, determined to remain until he 
was prepared to leave; and when he was ready, 
sir, he quitted the country and went to Oregon. 
We next find him in Oregon, where he is over- 
taken by a messenger, an officer of the Govern- 
ment, who bore to him a letter, and—there is no 
use in concealing it, sir—although it purported to 
be a mere letter of introduction, it was, in real- 
ity, an official document, accrediting the bearer of 
it to Colonel Frémont, with a view to the union 
of the two, in devising some means to counter- 
act the designs of the British emissaries. Captain 
Gillespie, the officer to whom I allude, in his evi- 
dence before the Committee on Military Affairs, 
states, that he was directed to convey the order of 
the Government to Colonel Frémont, to watch the 
interests of the United States in California. This, 
sir, was the purport of Captain Gillespie’s mission; 
and so soon as the communication was made to 
him, Colonel Frémont returned to California, under 
the order of his Government, and by its express 
authority. Immediately after his arrival, the 
American settlers, who knew him and placed en- 
tire confidence in him, called upon him for aid and 
protection; and under what circumstances was this 
call made, sir? The families of those settlers, who 
had been previously invited to take up their abode 
there, had been ordered, through the influence of 
British agents, operating upon the local authorities, 
to leave the country forthwith. A large force of 
troops was raised to drive out these unhappy peo- 
ple to where they must either perish from starva- 
tion, or be exposed to the tomahawk and scalping- 
knife of the blood-thirsty and merciless savages. 

Nor is this all, Mr. President. The evidence 
before the Committee on Military Affairs shows 
clearly that the Indians had been incited to com- 


mence the work of destruction, by burning up the 


crops, and the indiscriminate slaughter of women 
and children. In all this, sir, as I conceive, ma 
be seen the agency of the emissaries of the British 
Government. In what war have we ever been 
engaged with Great Britain that she did not incite 
the Indians against us? Yes, sir. And are not the 
Indians urged on by British agents, overrunning 
nearly the whole of Yucatan? 

It was under such circumstances as these, sir, 
that Colonel Frémont was called upon to prevent 


the slaughter of the families of the American set- 
tlers, and shield them from-the horrors of Indian 
butchery and outrage. What did he then do, sir? 
Colonel Frémont stands in need of no commenda: 
tion from me; he has established a reputation for 
himself, by braving dangers and fatizgues—a well- 
earned reputation, which had extended itself far 
beyond the limits of the United States. Had he 
faltered on this occasion even for an instant, and 
refused to listen to the appeal which was then made 
to him, his lofty fame and wide-spread renown, 
would have been blasted ina moment. It would 
have been Jost beyond the possibility of redemp- 
tion. : 
From the limited acquaintance which I have with 
Colonel Frémont, I am induced to believe he would 
have risked, not only his life, but, what is infinitely 
more valuable, his reputation, to gratify his deep 
feelings of generous sympathy with his distressed 
countrymen. He obeyed their call, sir; and so 
far from meriting any blame for so doing, he de- 
serves, for this act alone, the very highest com- 
mendation that can be bestowed upon him. His 
influence operated upon the Indians. 
him to be an officer of this Government, who had 
incurred the displeasure of the authorities of Cal- 
ifornia. Under these circumstances, he acted 
promptly, Mr. President, in defence of the Amer- 
ican settlers; who turned out with all of their dis- 
posable means, and made common cause with 
him, not only against the authorities by whom they 
were persecuted, but against the British agents by 
whose influence that persecution had been brought 
about. 

The country was declared ingependent, I believe, 
on the 5th of July. It will be recollected that pre- 
vious to this time, I think in the month of May or 
June, Commodore Sloat, who had been sent out on 
the Pacific, wrote to the Government here, that he 
was about to take possession of California, as he 
found there were British vessels on the coast, hav- 
ing, as he believed, some designs against the coun- 
try. Shortly afterwards, the same officer wrote, 
that he would not assume the responsibility; and 
he did not take possession of California, until the 
operations of Colonel Frémont in that quarter had 
determined him to doit. Ina few days, I believe, 
after the declaration of independence was made, 
he took possession of Monterey, and shortly after- 
wards, the gallant Commodore Stockton arrived 
there with orders from hisGovernment to take pos- 
session. 

It will thus be seen, sir, that all of the expenses 
which were incurred in the operations in that coun- 
try, with the exception of those which took place 
during the very brief time preceding the arrival of 
Commodore Stockton, were incurred with the ex- 
press sanction of the Government, and under the 
immediate direction of its commanding officer. 
Shall we then, sir, repudiate these claims? Shall 
we say to these people “we will not pay you?” 
Would it bè just to do so? Will any Senator 
within these walls say, that for obeying the best 
and most humane dictates of his heart—for riskin 
his life and reputation to preserve women an 
children from savage butchery, Colonel Frémont 
shall pay, himself, the expenses attending the gal- 
lant act—the more especially when the consequence 
of that act has been to prevent California from 
falling into the hands of the British Government? 
Is there any one here who wishes to throw the 
responsibility on him? I think not. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that our right to 
appoint an arbitrator is beyond all doubt, in which 
opinion I am sustained by the decision of the Su- 

reme Court. As to the justice of the claims, I 
have not heard a single whisper to the contrary; 
and such being the case, I hope the bill will pass, 
and pass promptly. 

There is yet an additional and very powerful 
reason for its passage. The citizens who gave up 
everything for the defence of the country, and who 
were the means of saving it to the United States, 
are now in a state of destitution. They are your 
fellow-citizens; it is al-important that you con- 
vince them by your firat act, that you are disposed 
to be just, and will not ela aed the payment of 
their equitable claims. This is the way to attach 
citizens to the Government. 

It may be well to add that Colonel Frémont is 
the person who may, with peculiar propriety, be 
charged with the settlement of these claims. He 
knows the nature and extent of them; it was un- 
der his eye that they had tKeir origin; the people 
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concerned have confidence in him. He can do 
more, in my opinion, towards a satisfactory ad- 
justment of them than any other man. I will only 
say in conclusion, Mr. President, that the way in 
which the Government will best consult its own 
interest, as well as its honor, is by the settlement 
of the claims before us, with no grudging and mi- 
serly hand, but with a well-ordered and discreet 
liberality, and above all, with the promptness which 
the peculiar circumstances attending them imper- 
atively demand. l 
Mr. BUTLER. This is not a matter which 
admits of a compromise with inclination. Until I 
heard this discussion, Í had no definite opinion on’ 
some of the provisions of this bill. My inclina- 
tion had been to provide for the payment of the 
claims, because we had adopted the acts out of 
which they had grown, and have had the benefit of 
them. But; under the Constitution, we have no 
authority for making this appointment of an officer 
to settle the claims. The question is asked, is this 
an office? I willtell you whatitis. It1s authority 
to an individual to disburse seven hundred thou- 
sand dollars—for the payment of what? For the 
payment of troops. hatis he, then? In any 
point of view, he is a paymaster. A paymaster of 
what? A paymaster of the troops of the United 
States. I do not mean troops originally employed 
by the United States, but of whose services the 
nited States’ have availed themselves—the Cali- 
fornia battalion. He is neither more nor less than 
paymaster of the troops who have rendered ser- 
vices to the United States. But he is more than 
that. His office differs from that of paymaster of 
gular troops, by giving him greater power; for 
he is both auditor and paymaster, with discretion- 
ary power to decide the claims. His certificate, 
signed by two others, is to be conclusive authority 
to pay. It must come to that, disguise it as you 
lease. The honorable Senator from North Caro- 
fina has undertaken to quote several precedents, 
but, in my estimation, there is not one of them in 
int. -It seems to me they do not support the 
case at all. I know there are cases that may be 
quoted, where Congress, as a legislative body, has 
assigned to the incumbent of an office already cre- 
A preéxisting officer may have 
new duties assigned to him, and he is at liberty to 
take upon himself those new duties, or not, as he 
pleases. In other instances, functions may be de- 
volved on a recognized public officer, acting under 
the guarantees of a previous appointment, which 


` he may discharge gratuitously, for the benefit of 


persons claiming the benefit of the benevolent act 
of the Government; not as obligatory duties, but 
as gratuities. Where duties are assigned to judges 
that did not pertain to their office, they might de- 
cline to perform them as official duties, whilst they 
could well discharge such acts without official ob- 
ligation, as acts of benevolence, for the benefit of 
individuals as well as for the convenience of the 
Government. There is no one of the precedents 
that have been quoted that does not.come to. this: 
that an officer may have new duties assigned him, 
or may perform gratuitous services of his own 
accord. Another class of cases has been quoted, 
involving the distinction between an officer and an 
employment. That distinction is sometimes nar- 
row, and not easily recognized; whilst again it be- 
comes palpable, and may be obviously observed. 
Take one of the instances referred to by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina. Mr. Trumbull was 
employed to paint certain pictures for the rotundo 
of the Capitol. This was an employment referable 
to contract. It did not devolve upon him any such 
duties as constitute an office having the complex- 
ion of a publictrust: It was a specific employment, 
and not an office like this, requiring discretion and 
judgment in the disbursement of public moneys, 
under a salary. I could go on and demonstrate the 
distinction by numerous cases, if Í were disposed to 
enter at large into the subject, but [deem it wholly 
unnecessary to detain the Senate. The case of the 
Pea Patch Ísland has been referred to. _ I believe 
the appointment of arbitrator in that case was made 
by the President. 


Mr. MASON. I believe that the act of Con- 


` gress in relation to that case merely requested and 


authorized the President to have the matter adjust-. 
ed, without indicating how it should be done. He 
proceeded to carry out the intention of Congress 


` by employing Mr. Sargeant as arbitrator. 


Mr. BUTLER. l do not propose to enter into 
the argumenty I simply stated my reasons gen- 


-Belect. 


erally for regarding this individual—Colonel Fré- 
‘mont—as as officer. 
disbursing $700,000. If this be not so,I certainly 
do not know what he is. . 

Mr..RUSK. The bill does not authorize him 
to make payments at all. After he shall have ad- 
judicated the claims, they shall be paid, according 
tp the terms of the act, by some officer of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. BUTLER. The bill appropriates the money 
for payment of the claims; and they may be paid 
by the very officer who adjudicates them, and, in 
effect, they are paid on his certificate. He is a 
judicial paymaster, with judifial powers. 1 will 
not say that the Legislature might not appoint as 
competent an officer as the President may, nor 
that Lieutenant Colonel Frémont would not be my 
choice. He isa gentleman of rare endowments, 
of rare abilities; and if the selection rested with 
me, he would be the very individual whom I would 


to the bill arises from any objection to the indi- 
vidual indicated. ‘That is not the ground of my 
Opposition at all; but it rests upon the isolated 
ground that I have intimated. I trust that the bill 
will be recommitted, and so amended that the Pres- 
ident shall have the nomination of the commis- 
sioner. 

Mr. RUSK. I desire to ask the honorable Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, before he concludes his 


remarks, to put his construction upon the decision | 


of the Supreme Court, to which I referred. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that to be entirely 
different from the present case. The Solicitor of 
the Treasury was an officer already in office. You 
have superadded to his duties, it is true; and to 
this I do not object. I do not say that after you 
have appointed a judge you shall not superadd 
to his original duties the duties belonging to an 
appellate jurisdiction. I am satisfied of one thing, 
that this is an officer to disburse or adjudicate 
$700,000; and that the individual appointed will, 
to all intents and purposes, be the paymaster of 
officers and troops in California, instead of troops 
within the United States. 

Mr. BENTON. The reading of the bill, as to 
the duties of this officer, will show that there is a 
mistake on the part of the honorable Senator— 
that his whole argument has turned upon an enure 
misapprehension. 

Tnis bill has a discrimination between the off- 
cers who have the duties to perform of paying mo- 
ney and the commissioners who have to adjudicate 
the claims. The one is a board, the other ìs an 
officer.. The bill provides that the payment of 
these claims, after they are ascertained by a board 
of commissioners, shall be made by an officer, either 
duly appointed for the purpose, or designated by 
the President. If there be an officer who can be 
spared from his ordinary duties, the President may 
direct him to make the payments; but if no one 
can be spared, then one shall be appointed for the 
purpose. The bill is entirely different from what 
seems to be supposed by the honvrable Senator 
from South Carolina. It contains an actual pro- 
vision for the appointment of an ,officer by the 
President and Senate, for the purpose of making 
these payments, if they do not find an officer who 
can be spared: 

« Which certificates shall be forthwith paid in California 
hy some officer duly appointed or designated for the pur- 
pose.’ 

Thus you see the bill provides for the due ap- 
pointment of an officer, if no one can be spared; 
but it leaves it entirely with the Executive Gov- 
ernment to say whether one can be spared. ‘This 
shows that the objections of the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina have turned on a total misap- 
prehension of the provisions of the bill. And to this 
misapprehension may be added what has been read 
and re-read by the Senator from Texas in the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
that not merely an officer existing may have ad- 
ditional duties put upon him, but that any one 
may be named by Congress to perform a specific 
duty. Sir, there is a decision of the highest tribu- 
nal which is known to this country, which has 
been referred to by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, in which the judges did not accept cumula- 
tively the duties of arbitrators in their character 
of judges, but they took upon themselves the du- 
ties separately and distinctly, adjourning the court 
from day to day, and taking care to lay aside their 
judicial character. The case of the Pea Patch 


He is certainly an officer for’ 


Let it not be supposed that my objection: 


Island has been referred to. It was a bill twice 
pe by the Senate to arbitrate the Pea Patch 
sland; and in one R. B. Taney, and in the other 
H. Binney, named as the commissioner. 

This bill came from the Judiciary Committee, a 
committee presumed to know what the law is. 
Another bill, in 1844, was introduced by a Senator 
from Delaware, (Mr. Bayard,) and sent to the 
Judiciary Committee, and reported without amend- 
ment. This shows the sense of that committee. 
The submission is, in one to Mr. Bifney, in the 
other to Roger B. Taney, of Baltimore, in his pri- 
vate character, and not in his character of Chief 
Justice! So that these two cases, in addition to 
those already presented, are, to my mind, as con- 
clusive as anything can be that there is full power 
in Congress to make the appointment. I appre- 
hend, sir, that after the judicial decisions which 
have been read by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina and by the Senator from Texas, and these two 
cases from our own bills that have been shown 
here, there is nothing further to be said on the 
point of power. 

Now, the question is upon a proposition to re- 
commit this bill, with instructions, and the instruc- 
tions go to leave out the mass of the claims to be 
provided for, to leave out all that have been ascer- 
tained and adjusted, to leave out all those which 
are now in this city for payment, and to carry all 
back to California for settlement there. The bill 
as drawn, discriminates between those claims the 
amount of which has been fixed and allowed, and 
those which are uncertain; and it provides for the 
immediate payment of the ascertained claims, and 
for paying the unsettled ones at the proper place, 
to wit, in California, so as to prevent them from 
coming into the hands of speculators and agents. 
The board is only to act on the unascertained 
claims. The bill provides for paying the expenses ` 
of the civil government established by Commodore 
Stockton, and to pay all just clatms arising out of 
the military operations in California; but the re- 
commitment cuts off all the expenses of the civil 
government. We know perfectly well that a por- 
tion of the navy was directed to proceed to the 
coast of California, to take possession of the coun- 
try, and establish a temporary civil government. 
The instructions, as drawn up by the Senator from 
Virginia, cut off the whole of this class of claims. 
The expenses of the civil government are cut off, 
although that government was established under 
the precise instructions of the President of the 
United States., The instructions also cut off, as I 
said before, all the claims which have been liqui- 
dated, the amount of which is evidenced by a 
popr instrument from Commodore Stockton or 

ieutenant Colonel Frémont. They cut off also 
the claims that are payable upon evidence of mus- 
ter rolls, and also upon authenticated discharges 
of soldiers. The bill is for the payment of classes 
of claims, some ascertained, some not; many of 
those ascertained are now waiting in this city for 
payment. According to these instructions, drawn 
up by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason, ] 
they must all go back to California, and have their 
claims examined over again. The instructions go 
to cut off four classes of ascertained claims, and 
to send the claimants back three thousand miles to 
the other side of the continent, to have their claims 
again examined. Lieutenant Colonel Frémont, as 
Governor of California, drew bills for the payment 
of the expenses of the civil government. These 
bills came here, were protested for non-payment, 


and are now standing against him. 


In speaking of that part of the claims which 
have accrued without the positive authority of the 


.Government of the United States, the Senator from 


Texas has very properly told you that they are 
only a fraction of the whole amount. They are 
the claims which accrued in about thirty days, in 
the beginning of the military operations, during 
the time when the independent or grisly bear flag 
was raised—when there were perbaps not three 
hundred men engaged. It was in the beginning 
of June that this flag was hoisted. In the begin- 
ning of July, Frémont and those with him joined 
Commodore Sloat, and took the flag of the United 
States, and soon after went under Commodore 
Stockton as commander-in-chief. From that time 
tey were acting under the authority of the United 
States, and it was after that period that the great 
mass of the claims originated. Only a fraction of 
them accrued before. Í think that by the time we. 
meet again, I shall be able to submit a proviso 
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limiting the unauthorized part of the expenditures, 
and bringing them down to perhaps one-twentieth 
part of what the bill contains. 

Now, after having shown that the instructions 
which have been submitted go to change the 
whole character of the bill, and cut off four differ- 
ent classes of the claims and send them back to 
California—cutting off, too, the whole expenses of 
the civil government—cutting off the bills now in 
this city drawn by Frémont, and protested—cut- 
ting off payments upon evidence of muster-rolls,— 
after this, all I have to say is, that if the instruc- 
tions prevail I shall vote against the bill. It was 
in the month of October last that Frémont brought 
this subject before the Secretary of War, and 
brought to his attention the different classes of 
claims. One was for the payment of volunteers. 
His answer was, that the case required special 
legislation. But, sir, it is difficult for me to con- 
ceive why it should require special legislation, 
when the naval officers were specifically command- 
ed to establish a temporary government there— 
when they were peremptorily told that they were 
expected not only to conquer the country, but to 
hold it, and to establish a temporary civil govern- 
ment. Was this government to live upon air? 
Was it to have no support? Does not the order 
to establish the government carry along with it the 
right to support it? Sir, I admit no want of au- 
thority in the drawing of these bills. We admit 
that Colonel Frémont acted without authority in 
taking up arms to defend the men, women, and 
children, whose lives were menaced, not only with 
the destruction of their fields by fire, but with the 
horrors of an Indian war. We admit, that for 
about thirty days, he acted without authority 
from the Government; and we own and declare 
that he made it apparent to the world that he did 
‘ so by putting up, not the flag of the United States, 
but an independent flag. He declared that it was 
not the power of the United States, but à new 
‘power; and that very act absolved the United 
States from it.- As soon as it was found that the 
United States and Mexico were at war, that flag 
was pulled down, and Colonel Frémont and his 
men passed under the command of Commodore 
Stockton, not in codperation with Commodore 
Stockton, but in subordination to him, upon a 
written agreement to serve under his orders. That 
engagement was religiously kept. From that time 
forth, we admit no want of power, no want of au- 
thority. From that time forth we declare there 
was full authority to do everything that was done; 
yet the whole mass almost of the claims that are 

ere arose after that time, and in the pursuance of 
that for which they had full authority to carry on 
hostilities, and to establish and maintain a tempo- 
rary civil government. When gentlemen again 
speak on the subject, and suppose that Frémont 
incurred several hundred thousand dollars expense 
without authority, I must beg them to go back to 
the point.to which the Senator from Texas con- 
ducted them to-day. Fora period of thirty days 
we admit there was no authority, Frémont did an 
act for which he had no authority; but I will un- 
dertake to say, that if General Jackson were alive 
he would not be ashamed of such an incident in his 
life. He would say, ‘‘Write it down. I take the 
‘responsibility. I saved my countrymen, men, 


‘women, and children, from the tomahawk of the: 


‘gavage. Write it all down.” When Frémont 
-wrote me an account of it from California, he sent 
me at the same time a blank, to send in his resig- 
nation if there was any disapprobation of what he 
had done. To aman of honor and patriotism there 
are obligations infinitely higher than any that a 
commission imposes, and in discharge of which, 
commissions will be despised. This was, then, 
Frémont’s case. He saw that his fellow-country- 
men were in danger; he acted under a sense of great 
responsibility, of agonizing responsibility, but in 
obedience to the dictates of his conseience, and 
ready and willing to risk a responsibility above 
that of a military commission—the moral sense of 
his countrymen. And it has justified what was 
dene. Far from wishing to throw upon the Ad- 
ministration, either as individuals or as a Govern- 
ment, the responsibility of the act from which the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] took so much 
pains to free them, Mr. Frémont requested, in his 
late trial, that he might be put upon trial before the 
court martial for taking up arms without authority 
of the Government. He asked, and in writing, to 
have that act included in the charges made against 


him, that there might appear on the record judi- 
cially; and forever, an exemption of the Govern- 
ment from any responsibility of that act. 

Now, what is the motion? To recommit the 
Bill. For what purpose? That the committee 
may exercise some discretion when they come to- 
gether? that they may assemble for the purpose of 
considering the matter, and devising an appropfi- 
ate remedy? No, sir! the instruction is peremp- 
tory. It1s an order to the committee to assemble 
in their committee-room, and transcribe the words 
given to them. It is to make the committee the 
amanuensis of the gentleman! The committee is 
to be assembled, not for the purpose of thinking 
and determining, but for the purpose of transcrib- 
ing the words that are given to them. Why, the 
motion is properly the subject of an amendment to 
be made at your table. It is a proper one for the 
vote of the Senate, without putting the committee 
to the trouble of assembling and transcribing it. 
The whole object may be accomplished, if the Sen- 
ate favors his motion, by leaving out the words, in 
lines ten and eleven of section two, from the words 
“consisting of,” to the word “‘officers.’’? ‘The re- 
commitment would be useless; for the Senate can, 
if it please, make the amendment itself, and with- 
out trouble to the committee, and the delay it 
would occasion. It would be pernicious; for it 
would cut off the ascertained claims from payment 
at once, and send them three thousand miles to be 
ascertained over again before paid. It proceeds 
upon a mistake—that the whole $700,000 was in- 


curred by Mr. Frémont without anhori; when. 


only a fraction of *hat amount, say the ofe-twen- 
tieth part, was so incurred—all the rest being 
incurred under the command of Commodore Stock- 
ton, acting with the authority and approbation of 
the Government. And for this small amount, done 
without authority, the Government has received 
and retained all the fruits. It received all the ben- 
efit of the whole movement for independence, and 
it is right and high time, after almost two years, 
that it should pay the expenses of it. 
Mr. PHELPS. It appears to me, that in any 
view that can be taken of the subject, the bill re- 
uires amendment. The Senator will pardon me 
for saying that it is neither ‘‘ fish, flesh, nor fowl.” 
It has no precedent anywhere. It appears to me 
that this office which is to be created is an office 
within the provisions of the Constitution. Itis a 
judicial office; for, by the terms of the bill, the de- 
cision of this board of commissioners is to be final. 
It is impossible for me to distinguish between the 
duty conferred by this bill, and the duty conferred 
upon a vast variety of officers discharging similar 
duties, whose appointments are required to be made 
by the President with the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate. The case of the Pea Patch Island was a mere 
matter of arbitration. It was a selection of an 
arbitrator by the parties, because the appointment 
by the President could have had no validity at all, 
except by the concurrence of the parties. ‘The act 
giving the President power to appoint, was nothing. 
more nor less than declaring the assent of Congress. 
Such cases have no sort of analogy with the pres- 
ent, nor does the authority citel by the Senator 
seem to have any direct bearing upon this case. 
A claim against the Post Office Department, or 
rather against the Government, was directed to be 
examined by the Solicitor of the Treasury, and 
officers known to the treasury. He made his 
award. The Postmaster General attempted to 
overrule his decision, and the question was raised 
whether it was consistent for the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to reverse the decision of the Solicitor of the 
Treasury. The decision was, and very properly 
I think, that inasmuch as Congress had submitted 
the question to the Solicitor of the Treasury, whose 
determination should bé final, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral had no control over it. But it is perfectly ob- 
vious that this is not a question respecting the 
legality of appointment. The only question was, 
whether, by any law, the decision of the Solicitor 
could be reéxamined. Ihave no hesitation in say- 
ing that Congress, when they passed the act in 
1792, intended to confer the power upon the board 
as such; but when the court came to consider it, 
they came to the decision that it was not intended 
to confer the power asa legal power. What then? 
Why, if they give effect to the power at All, they 
must treat it as a power conferred upon them indi- 
vidually, and take the expression to be a mere 
designation of parties. Was there any question 
there like the present? Did the court undertake 


a 


tions, 


to discuss the question whether Congress had the 
ower to appoint an officer without consulting the 
resident? Sir, the difficulty in all these prece- 

dents is, that the question was not before the court. 
The bill was then passed over informally; 
And, on motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, April 14, 1848. 


The Journal having been read, the debate was 
resumed on the report of the Committee of Elec- 
tions in the case of the contested election for the 
sixth Congressional district of New York, by Mr. 
VAN DYKE, who had the floor from yesterday, 
and who spoke through his allotted hour. J 

Mr. ROCKW ELL, of Connecticut, then moved 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar; which being agreed 
to, the House went into committee accordingly, 
(Mr. Morse in the chair.) | 

The committee proceeded to consider the bill for 
settling the claim of the legal representatives of 
Richard W. Meade, deceased. 

Mr. ATKINSON moved to amend the bill, by 
adding a section requiring the legal representatives 
to advertise in the two principal newspapers of 
Washington, once a month for six months, the act 
of Congress for their relief, together with a notice 
requiring all persons claiming to be principals or 
representatives of those for whom said Meade 
acted as agent on account of claims against Spain, 
included in the act, to appear and prove their 
claims, and to receive the sums to which they may 
be found to be entitled, abating commissions for 
services of said Meade, under agreement or ar- 
rangement with any of the parties; or, in case of 
no agreement, such sum as the accounting officers 
of the treasury may deem just for the expense and 
trouble incurred by said Meade and his legal rep- 
resentatives in the prosecution of said claims; and 
no money due said Meade as agent to be paid to 
the legal representatives beyond the commissions 
Meade would have been entitled to as agent, &c. 

Mr. A. explained and enforced his amendment. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, warmly ad- 
vocated the bill. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, opposed it. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL advocated it. 

(Mr. I. made an explanation of the merits of th 
bill, to the following effect: 

This claim was once of unquestionable validity 
on the Government of Spaia. It has changed its 
character only so far as respects the proper party 
liable to pay it. In amount, in principle, in clear- 
ness, in strength, no alteration has taken place in 
the long lapse of time. The only difference is, 
that the Government of the United States has been 
substituted as the debtor in the place of the Gov- 
ernment of Spain. This substitution has been 
effected by the mere voluntary, unsolicited, and 
repeated act of the United States. In effecting this 
result, the Government has acted in the due exer- 
cise of its treaty-making power. It has indulged 
in a constitutional use of its functions. It has re- 
nounced once and again to Spain all claim of this 
its citizen. So far it had a right. But in exer: 
cising that high constitutional power, it has as- 
sumed a constitutional obligation, no less certain, of 
perfect and satisfactory remuneration. ‘‘ Nor shall 

rivate property be taken for public use without 
just compensation.” [Amendments Con. U. S., 
Art. 8.] For the sake of the Floridas, which be- 
came a fair and valuable possession, this relinquish- 
ment was made. No one has ever regretted the 
large addition to our national soil, now fast peo- 
pling with freemen. Nor ought there to.be the 
slightest hesitation in standing up to the equivalent 
while we are in literal enjoyment of the bounty; 
otherwise the Government sacrifices the rights of 
its citizens on the altar of its own overreaching 
ambition. It would make a sad exhibition of the 
faithlessness and unnatural feelings of republics, 
@ a moment when our example ought to shine 
like the morning star, were we fo avail ourselves 
of the property and immolated rights of our people 
for the national good, and then leave them unre- 
dressed and scorned. ; 

During a course of extensive commercial opera- 
r. Meade had large dealings with the 
Government of Spain. His residence in that coun- 
try was at a time when disturbed by domestic 
troubles and distressed by hostile invasion. Her 
finances were embarrassed and her resources re- 
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duced. The officers of the Government had occa- 
sion to call for assistance from the moneyed and 
business men of Cadiz, the great commercial me- 
tropolis. No one of that class stood higher for 
respectability in any shape, for wealth or liberality, 
than Mr. Meade. He was frequently applied to 
for assistance, and freely answered to the applica- 
tions. He sold goods, made loans, and furnished 
provisions to the regular authorities. For a por- 
tion of these transactions, libramientos or promises 
to pay were from time to time given to him, and 
all of them have received the assent and confirma- 
tion of the Crown. 

He held a bill of exchange from the Minister of 
Finance on the Viceroy of Mexico for three hun- 
dred thousand dollars, to be paid in Vera Cruz in 
specie, with license to export it to London. A 
part only was paid, and that not in specie, but in 
tobacco. The bill was protested, and a loss was 
finally sustained exceeding one hundred thousand 
dollars. . = 

He was illegally and cruelly held in prison for 
two ‘years under an arbitrary order of the Govern- 
ment, and claims redress for this signal act of des- 
potic tyranny. We who breathe the air of free- 
dom can scarcely imagine the degree of oppression 
which may be exercised in the name and by the 
sanction of those who are high in office over the 
innocent and the feeble. The pretext for this daring 
violation of the rights and the liberties of an Amer- 
ican citizen was, that he sternly refused to comply 
with an exaction afterwards fully acknowledged 
to be unjust. A sum of money once already hand- 
ed over by him was demanded a second time, and 
a long incarceration, with all its fearful and per- 
haps fatal consequences, was the barbarous penalty 
of manly denial of the behests of high-handed and 
inexorable wrong. 

Thus stood the relations of the American citizen 
towards the Spanish Crown when negotiations 
were entered into for the purchase of the Floridas. 
It was known that such purchase was to be made. 

- It.was expected that it would create a fund for the 
. Jong-deferred and heart-sickened creditors of a de- 
cayed and miserable monarchy. Invitation was 
given to record with the Department of State of 
the United States statements of all claims of our 
citizens upon the Spanish Government, solicitin 
the interposition of our Government in their behalf; 
and this was to be done before any treaty should 
be signed. Mr. Meade accordingly came with his 
partial libramientos, his distant and cold royal ac- 
knowledgments, his sufferings and his wrongs, 
his painful recollections, and his now brightening 
and beaming aii and deposited them all, just as 
` they were, unadjusted, almost unarranged, in the 
hands of his own free and enlightened Govern- 
ment. For its liability and its promises and good 
faith, he was about to exchange, as he presumed, 
a precarious dependence on a falling monarchy. 
Fatal was his reliance—forlorn his hope. 

The treaty was signed February 22, 1819—a 
day once auspicious as the birthday of incarnate 
wisdom, honor, and integrity, now prolific in much 
sad disappointment. The sixteenth or concluding 
article of the treaty provided that it should be rati- 
fied in due form by the contracting parties, and 
that the ratification should be exchanged in six 
months from the. 22d February, 1819, or sooner if 

ossible. Six months came and went without rati- 

cation or exchange of ratification. The treaty 
was to all appearance at an end. Hopes which 
had been turned for a season towards our own 
Government were compelled reluctantly to revert 
to Spain. The losses of Mr. Meade had been too 
great to brook further delay. 

Constrained by the necessity of the case, and 
advised and assisted by the proper department at 
home, he applied, through the interventuon of the 
American minister, to the Spanish Government for 
redress. In one sense, though an abortive one, 
he obtained it. A special junta of councillors was 
named by the King to take cognizance of the claim. 
A favorable award was made and approved by t 
King, amounting to near $500,000 (9,823,072. 
s. 11 maravedis, or $491,153 62.) A certificate in 
due form of acknowledgment was given to Mr. 


Meade, who had, it 1s believed, gone’ to Spain to | 


prosecute his unhappy suit, and the letter of formal 
announcement is in full preservation, dated at the 
Royal Palace, at Madrid, 21st May, 1820. Asi? 
became him to do, Mr. Meade officially made 
known to the Secretary of State, and through him 
to the President, these facts of final liquidation and 
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acknowledgment of the balance due by the Span- 
ish nation, and transmitted the documents confirm- 
atory of the result. This conmunication to Mr. 
Adams was dated August 17, and Mr. Adams’s 
reply September 6, 1820. In this reply the Secre- 
tary of State, writing in his official capacity, offers 
to Mr. Meade his congratulations upon the adjust- 
ment of the accounts with. the Spanish Govern- 


ment, and assures him “that this Government feels . 


nota little gratification in having at all contributed 
to this satisfactory result.” The formal acknowl- 
edgment of the royal debtor was made at a time 
and under circumstances which authorized the be- 
lief that he alone was to pay it. 
It thus appears that the arrangement and settle- 
ment with Spain were effected with the aid and 
coöperation, approved of, sanctioned, and confirm- 
ed, and even rejoiced at and sympathized in, by 
the proper organs of our own Government. 
These events occurred while the treaty wasa 
dead letter. It remained so absolutely until the 
24th October, 1820—twenty months after its date, 
and fourteen months after the expiration of the 
limited period.of six months for its ratification, when 
it received the signature of Ferdinand, the King of 
Spain. Final ratification was given by the United 
States on the 22d February, 1821, four months 
afterwards, and no less than two years after its 
formal completion and signature in Washington. 
Mr. Meade now seemed to have a double chance 
for remuneration. In one form his claim was en- 
titled to consideration from his own Government, 
in the regular department of. which it was duly 
enteredgalthough then soméwgat wanting in pre- 
cise and definite liquidation. In another form it 
was before a foreign Government, adjusted, liqui- 
dated, and fully recognized. He could scarcely 
err in proceeding before the proper authority of 
either; and he could not be in danger of losing 
hold of the.one by fairly presenting himself before 
the other. In full reliance upon our own commis- 
sioners, he presented his memorial, along with the 
proofs of acknowledgment by the crown officers 
of Spain and the very head of sovereignty itseif. 
The commissioners entertained doubts whether 
they had jurisdiction over contracts which had 
been made by citizens of the United States with 
the Government of Spain. They addressed a let- 
ter to Mr. Adams on the 5th of March, 1822, sub- 
mitting an inquiry as to the intention of the treaty- 
makers on this point. A reply, dated March 9th, 
was made, that in providing for the claims of citi- 
zens of the United States, it was not understood 
by either party that claims arising from contract, 
as they existed at the time of the signature of the 
treaty, should be excluded from its benefit. By 
this time it will be observed, the adjustment had 
been made by the Spanish Government with Mr. 
Meade, and he held in his hand the highest pos- 
sible authentication; but he had given in exchange 
for this acknowledgment the original vouchers by 
aa his case was originally sustained and made 
clear. : 
A year had now elapsed of the time limited by 
the treaty for the duration of the commission. We 
are brought by this lapse of time to a second stage 
of an eventful controversy. The commissioners, 
regarding the claim as it was filed and presented 
ongina, that ts, unadjusted and unliquidated, 
had no proofs before them according to their pecu- 
| liar views. -They reasoned somewhat technically 
| that a new debt was created by the arrangement 
| with Spain, and the old one extinguished; and 

thus the circumstance which should seem to have 
| been the best and strongest support—the settle- 
,; ment and acknowledgment of the debtor—was fa- 
| tal to its existence. 

Nothing was left, after delays and embarrass- 
ments, and after disappointments in direct appeals 

| to the Spanish authorities for the original vouch- 
; ers, who were shocked at the refusal to receive a 
; royal fiat as a proof of ‘debt—nothing was left but 


to apply through our own Government for the. 


return of those incidental proofs which had availed 
| with Spain. Accordingly, on the 18th of April, 

1823, the commissioners addressed the Secretary 
' of State requesting his intervention “ to require of 
the Spanish authorities the documents referred to.’ 

Another eventful stage thus was reached; an- 
other year and more of precious time was gone; a 
few short months only remained for negotiation 
with the most ponderous and tardy moving of 
Governments; a correspondence in all its diplo- 
matic forms ensued. Other papers of different 


claimants were found. Those of Mr. Meade were - 
referred to by the American minister in Spain as 
‘so voluminous, although entered upon by the 
Spanish officers apparently in good faith to supply 
them,” as to ** seem to forbid any well-founded ex- 
persion that they could be speedily furnished.” 

his was July 31, 1824. If they ever came, they 
came too late.. The sands of the brief life of the 
commission ran out. The five millions of dollars 
applied by treaty for distribution among the claim- 
ants were fully divided, exclusive of this claim. 
All was closed, and the hopes of Mr. Meade in that 
quarter were shut out forever. 

A feeble ray of hope still remained that Spain 
might redeem her pledge, notwithstanding the re- 
linquishment of all claims by the treaty of 22d 
February, 1819. Perhaps she would, but for the 
new interposition of our Government. This glim- 
mering light was extinguished by the treaty be- 
tween the two countries of 17th February, 1834, 
where renewed relinquishment was given of all 
subsequent*claims. hatever contingency there 
might have been in the debt having been changed 
into one of a higher nature after the first treaty was 
signed, was now unhappily resolved by the relin- 
quishment of everything in the second. Thus cut 
off from resort to Spain by double treaty abandon- 
pon cut off from an appeal to the commission by 
apse of time, and inefficiency or inability of the 
Government to get the papers in season, the only 
last hope is in this claim on Congress. 

What, however, is claimed? Not money—noth- 
ing like it. Not favor; not even a measure of con- 
stitutional justice; for private property has been 
taken, and yet just compensation will not imme- 
diately be made. Nothing is asked except to be 
placed before a commission exactly as the peti- 
tioner’s testatór was when the delay of the com- 
mission had not taken place, and the time for its 
performance of duty had not elapsed. The ignis 
fatuus of government justice has throughout the 
whole course of the transaction lured only to. 
Bert 
Mr. DUER, after some remarks, Moved to amend 
the first section by adding the following: * Provided, 
however, That the said officers shall not be bound 
by, nor regard as evidence, the liquidation and 
settlement of said claim made by the Spanish Gov- 
ernment.’* 

Mr. BOYDON made a few remarks; after which 
the committee rose, and reported progress. — 


Senate bills of the following titles were taken up, 
read twice, and appropriately referred: 

A bill for tite relief of Commodore Foxall A. 
Parker, of the United States navy. , 

A bill for the issuing of a register to the brig 
Palmetto. 

-- A bill for the relief of Christopher Cunningham. 

A bill for the relief of Jose Argote Villard Cos, 
Marie Rose, François Felix Marquis de Fougeres, 
or their heirs or legal representatives. 

The joint resolution for the relief of J. Melville 
Gilliss, which was reported by the Committee of 
the Whole on Saturday last, was taken up. 

Mr. SAWYER rose, but, hefore proceeding in 
any remarks, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 

By Mr. JOHN B. THOMPSON: The petition of Cary H. 
«> late major of the second regiment of Kentucky volun-. 
eers for losses sustained in the present war with Mexico. 

By Mr. NICOLL: The memorial of William B. Bird, of 
the city ef New York, asking to be refunded duties on goods 
destroyed by fire in the city of New York in the month of 
December, 1839. 

By Mr. ROOT: The petition of 41 citizens of Dedham 
and Eddington, New Hanipshire, for an inquiry into the 
slave trade in the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: The petition and 
documents of Elizabeth Kinney, of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of Iowa: The petition of the offi- 
cers and members of the Navigatiog and Hydraulic Com- 
pany of the Mississippi Rapids, praying for a grant of two 
hundred thousand acres uf unappropriated land, to be selected 
by said company, for the purpose of improving the naviga- 
tion of the said river by a canal around the falls. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, April 14, 1848. 
The following message was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. WALKER, 
his Secretary: ; 


Tv the Senate of the United Stutes: 
In answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 28th of 
March, 1848, I communicate herewith a report of the Sec- 


a + 
1848. 
retary of War, transmitting a report of the head of the Ord- 
nance bureau, with the accompanying papers, relative to 
& the repeating fire-arms invented by Samuel Colt.” 

Such is the favorable opinion entertained of the value of 
this arm, particularly for mounted corps, that the Secretary 
of War, as will be seen by his report, has contracted with 
Mr. Colt for two thousand of his pistols. He has offered to 
contract for an additional number, at liberal prices, but the 
inventor is unwilling to furnish them at the prices offered. 

The invention for the construction of these arms being 
patented, the United States cannot manufacture them at the 
Government armories, without a previous purchase of the 
right to do so. The right to use his patent, hy the United 
States, the inventor is unwilling to dispose of at a price 
deemed reasonable. JAMES K. POLK. 

WASHINGTON April 13, 1848. 

The message having been read, it was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of Samuel 
Simonton, heir-at-law of Isaac P. Simonton, de- 
ceased, praying the payment of a sum of money 
due the deceased, under the treaty of 1837 with the 
Saginaw Indians; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. : = 

Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of William 
B. Bend, praying the return of the duties paid on 
a quantity of merchandise which was destroyed 
by fire; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. a 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of John 
Irons, heir-at-law of J. F. Irons, deceased, late an 
officer in the army, praying peor for loss sus- 
tained, in consequence of being robbed of public 


money placed in his hands for disbursement; which: 


was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the memorial of Catharine Crosby, one of 
the legal representatives of Thomas D. Anderson, 
deceased, late consul of the United States at Trip- 
oli, praying to be allowed, in the settlement of his 
accounts, credit for certain expenditures made by 
him in his official capacity; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the memorial of the 
Central Railroad and Banking Company of Geor- 
gia, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for 
their relief. 

The bill was read and passed to the second read- 
ing, and the report ordered to be printed. 

r. ASHLEY gave notice that he will move to 
proceed to the consideration of this bill at an early 


day. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
John A. Bryan, submitted a report? accompanied 
by a joint resolution for his relief; which was read 
and passed to the second reading, and the report 
ordered to be printed. 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. PEARCE asked and 
obtained leave to bring in a bill to incorporate the 
Washington Mutual Insurance Company and 
Savings Institution; which was read the first and 
second times, by unanimous consent, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. DAVIS, of Massachu- 
setts, asked awd obtained leave to bring in a bill 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to promote the 
progress of the useful arts, and to repeal all acts 
and-parts of acts heretofore made for that purpose,” 
approved July 4, 1836; which was read the first 
and second times, by unanimous consent, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office. 

Mr. BAGBY moved to rescind the resolution 
submitted by him some time since and agreed to, 
directing the Secretary of War to communicate the 
proceedings of Messrs. Eaton and Hubley, com- 
missioners under the Cherokee treaty, stating that 
he had ascertained, in a private conversation with 
the Secretary of War, that the information he de- 
sired could be better obtained in a different way, 
and that he wished to relieve the Secretary from 
the appearance of. disregarding an order of the 
Senate. 

The motion to rescind the resolution was agreed 
to. 

On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, the prior ordere 
were postponed, and the bill to carry into effect 
certain provisions in the treaties between the Uni- 
ted States and China and the Ottoman Porte, giving 
certain judicial powers to ministers and conguls of 
the United States in those countries, was read the 
second time and considered as in Committee of the 


Whole, 


Mr. A. observed that a necessity existed for 
prompt action on this bill, and that it was desirable 
it should be had before the departure of the next 
vessel preparing to sail for China; and on his mo- 
tign, 1t was ; 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof be post- 
poned to, and made the order of the day for, Wednesday, 
the 19th instant. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, submitted on the 12th instant by Mr. 
BabceERr, and it was agreed to: : 

Resolved, 'That the Secretary of the Senate purchase, for 
the use of the Senate, two thousand copies of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States of America, with an alphabetical 
analysis, prepared and published by W. Hickey, provided 
that the same can be purchased at a price per copy not ex- 
ceeding that paid for ten thousand copies ordered to be pur 
chased by a resolution of the Senate adopted 18th February, 
1847. 

On motion, it was ordered, that when the Senate 


adjourns, it be to Monday next. 


THE DAM AT CUMBERLAND ISLAND. 

On motion by Mr. BELL, the prior orders were 
postponed, and the bill to provide for the repair 
and improvement of the dam at the head of Cum- 
berland Island, in the Ohio river, was read the 
second time and considered as in Committee of the 
W hole. ‘ i 

No amendment being made, the bill was report- 
ed to the Senate. : 

The question being on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time— 

Mr. BAGBY. [I have but a word to say on the 
subject of this bill, and would not have said that 
word, but for the determination I had formed -in 
my own mind to resist the system of internal im- 
provement by the General Government, whenever 
and wherever it is intended to be applied. With 
entire respect to the feelings of those who advocate 
this bill, | must be permitted to say that no case 
can be presented showing more clearly, not only 
the impolicy, but the enormity of the system. 
The bill now under consideration, is simply this: 
that inasmuch as one hundred and fifty-five thou- 
sand dollars have heretofore been appropriated and 
expended for the improvement of the Cumberland 
river, and inasmuch as such appropriation has been 
ineffectual, or has been rendered so by the natural 
decay produced by time, therefore the government 
must appropriate fifty thousand dollars more. 

Mr. BELL. 
present when I made some observations on this 
subject a few days ago. It is not to benefit the 
Cumberland river alone, except as one of the trib- 
utaries of the Ohió. lt is more important to the 
navigation of the Oliio above that point, as well as 
to the communication between the Ohio and all its 
tributaries and the Mississippi. The interest of 
the Cumberland river is not a tithe of the interests 
included. 

Mr. BAGBY. Well, sir, when I get down the 
Cumberland river I will get into the Ohio. I start 
where the appropriation commences, and I find 
that a hundred and fifty-five thousand dollars have 
been appropriated and expended in the States of 
Kentucky and Tennessee, in the improvement of 
the Cumberland river. That river, as the honor- 
able Senator very correctly says, is but a tributary 
of the Ohio. But the principle is precisely the 
same, and involves the question—by what author- 
ity, by what grant of power does this Government 
derive its rights to improve any river? Indeed, 
if commentary were necessary on the impolicy 
of measures of this kind, it never could be more 
clearly illustrated than by the bill now under 
consideration. The interests involved, according 
to the honorable Senator, are but a tithe of the 
whole navigating interests of the Ohio, and yet a 
hundred and fifty-five thousand dollars have been 
alread y appropriated, and the safe navigation of that 
river has not been completed. It amounts to this: 
as fast as you ascertain that your appropriations 
have been improvidently made, or as fast as your 
improvements yield to the touch of time, you are 
called on to renew them. This is entirely adverse 
not only to the principles of the Constitution, but 
to the law of nature itself. There are wide and 
narrow, deep and shallow places, and, according 
to natural laws, if you remove a shoal at one place 
to-day, you create a shoal at another place to- 


' morrow; and with the same propriety that yop ask 


an appropriation to remove the first, you may ask 
one to remove the second. I have been struck 
with another view which some of my respected 
friends take upon questions of this kind; -and- it is 


] presume the gentleman was not- 
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this, that it is not the policy or the duty of those 
who contest these measures on principle to contest 
minor appropriations, but that they should wait 
for the greater and more important measure. Do 
not gentlemen see, if We permit ourselves to be de- 
feated day after day by detachments, when the great 
battle comes to be fought, we shall be entirely des- 
titute of power? The question must be met at the 
threshold. No great and important revolůtion 
was ever the result of open and glaring encroach- 
ments dn the rights of the people. The glorious 
revolution which resulted in the establishment of 
the independence of the United States, was not 
brought about by an open, glaring, and direct as- 
sault upon the rights and liberties of the people. 
It exhibited itself in the insidious form of a three- 
penny tax upon tea. But the patriots of the Revo- 
lution detected in it the serpent sting of injustice 
and oppression, and nobly resolved to resist it. 
So of the revolution of 1688, the next in import- 
ance upon the liberties and the political destinies 
of mankind to our own. That crafty and unprin- 
cipled monarch, of the House of Stuart, did not 
dare to make a direct and open assault upon the 
fragment of liberty enjoyed by the people of Eng- 
land. But the immortal Hampden and his illus- 
trious compatriots saw, in the levy of one shilling 
upon ship money, the chains that were preparing 
for them and their posterity, and nobly resolved to 
resist. They looked to the principle involved, and 
so must we. l 
This view of the case was forcibly presented by 
a Senator from Louisiana on a former day. He 
thought it did not accord with the dignity of the 
Senate to contest the principle upon the proposition 
for granting a small slip of land; but gentlemen 
must see that the principle is the same, whether 
you apply it to a small stream or the father of riv- 
ers itself—to a small strip of land, or to the whole 
valley of the Mississippi. l do not hope to make 
converts to the doctrine’which I hold in regard to 
this system of internal improvement, and I greatly 
fear that gentlemen will give way so often to those 
interests that are pressed upon us from different 
uarters, that when the great day of battle comes 


there will but few be found occupying the ground 


on which Mr. Jefferson placed himself in 1825. 
That remarkable man said, in relation to this very 
subject, that once let in this doctrine of implied 
constitutional powers upon the subject of internal 
improvement, and ‘‘ you enter a boupdless field, no 
longer susceptible of limit or definition.” 

Believing, as l conscientiously do, that the prin- 
ciple upon which this bill rests has no foundation 
in the Constitution, I shall give my vote against it, 
and shall continue to oppose every measure of a 
similar character, while t have a vote to give or a 
voice to raise in this Chamber. i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. lam satisfied that there 
is no hope of shaking the opinions of my honor- 
able friend,.the Senator from Alabama, upon this 
subject. His mind is distinctly made up. I could 
be perfectly satisfied not to say a word if I could 
hope that: the attention of the Senate would be 
drawn to the subject. If there can be any excep- 
tion from the strict principles advocated by the 
Senator from Alabama, it seems to me that this 
case will constitute that exception. The obstruc- 
tion to be removed here is one that has been created 
by the act of the General Government itself. One 
of its improvements, imperfectly made, has given 
way in such a manner as to form an almost im- 
passable obstacle, in some stages of the water, to 
the navigation of the Ohio. You have passed an 
appropriation at this very session to remove an 
abatruction from the Savannah river, and it has 
seemed to me, and I did hope, on a former day, 
when this was the subject of some conversation, 
that Congress would not consider this case as 
coming within the general ground of objection to: 
theasures for internal improvement by the General 


Government. The object is to remove a particular ` 


obstruction, which the Government itself has cre- 
ated within the river. If an individual had created 
such an obstruction, the law of the land would com- 
pel him, as a civil duty, to remove it. Should not 
the General Government be permitted to do that 
which, on a general construction of the law, an indi- 
vidual would be constrained tọ do? If the atten- 
tion of the Senate only can be drawn to this ques- 
tion, we are content to abide by its judgment, 
without any debate or argument. We do not wish 
to occupy unnecessarily the time of the Senate. 
We do not wish to draw into argument or contro- 
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versy, at all, the constitutional principleg upon 
which the Senator rests his objection to measures 
of internal improvement by the General Govern- 
ment, but to submit this case to the Senate asa 
Salen case, governed by peculiar circumstances. 
' For myself, 1 have none of those scruples or doubts 
on the subject of constitutional power, which the 
Senator from Alabama seems to entertain; but, set- 
ting that aside, it seems to me that they do not 
necessarily enter into our consideration in this par- 
ticular instance. Who should remove this obstruc- 
tion? Whose duty is it? Is it the duty of the 
“State of Kentucky? Or of the State of Indiana? 
Is it the business of the counties on the one side 
of the river or the other? Who should remove it? 
If it is not our duty, I should like to know whose 
duty it is. Is it the duty of the navigator to do 
it—to stop his boat, rest on his oars, and wait there 
until he can remove it? How is it to be got rid of? 
It isa Very great river in point of commerce—a 
very great river. From fifty to a hundred mil- 
lions of dollars, perhaps, is not more than the value 
of the commerce that passes up and down at this 
very Lone in the course of a year. Sir, Ido not 
intend to occupy the time of the Senate; my object 
is to end debate; rather to state than argue the 
question, and invite the attention of the Senate to 
it; and we shall bé content, when the case is under- 
stood, to abide by whatever judgment the Senate 
may pronounce. ` 

T'he question on the engrossment of the bill was 
then put, and it was 

Ordered, 'That the bill be engrossed, and read a 
third time. 

The said bill was read a third time by unani- 
mous consent. 

Cn the question, ‘‘ Shall this bill pass?” 

Mr. BAGBY demanded the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. CALHOUN. As the yeas and nays have 
been ordered, I desire, before the question is put, 
fo say a few words. If 1 understand this case 
aright,-there is an island in the Ohio, a little above 
‘the mouth of the Cumberland, dividing the river 
into two parts, and rendering the navigation diffi- 
cult; and, in order to improve tt, adam was thrown 
across from the Kentucky side to the island, and 
by the recent freshets this dam has been destroyed. 

ow, although I iold to the doctrine of strict con- 
struction, I have not the slightest doubt of the right 
and duty of tħe Government to repair this dam, or 
to remove the obstruction. 
one of the great navigable rivers which belong’to 
no particular State, but which serves as a highway 
in which many States are interested; and 1f it be 
not done by the General Government, it can be 
done by-no power whatever. The States are pos- 
itively prohibited from entering into a work like 
this. If the General Government cannot do it, it 
is clear that neither Kentucky nor Indiana will 
make this improvement; for there is a positive 
provision in the Constitution which prevents them 
trom doing it. Under these circumstances, I hold 
it to be as clearly the right of the General Govern- 
ment to repair this dam, under the provision in the 
Constitution which gives the power to regulate 
commerce among the Statés, as it is to repair light- 
houses or to replace buoys that have been destroyed; 
and that the objection of the Senator from Alabama 
is as applicable to the one as the other. 1 shall 
give my vote most cheerfully for this bill. 

Mr. BAGBY. I do not understand that Con- 
gress is authorized to do everything that the States 
are not authorized to do, or that the States cannot 


do. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I did not say that. I say 
that the right exists, under the provision of the 
Constitution which gives to this Government the 
. power to regulate commerce among the States. 

Mr. BAGBY. I understood the Senator to say 
that. I understood him also to inquire, if this thing 
could not be done by the States, how was it to be 
done? Well, I reply, that supposing it cannot be 
done at all, still that is no answer to the objection. 
This Government is not authorized to do all that 
cannot be done by the States, but only that which 
it is authorized by the Constitution to do. This is 
the great line of difference between the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina and myself on this 
subject. With respect to the power to regulate 
commerce which seems to be connected with the 
consideration of this bill, it has ever appeared 

to me, that that was the most untenable ground 
-upon which this system of internal improvement 


It is the channel of. 


could be rested. The power to regulate com- 
merce js only a power to interfere with some- 
thing already going on; but in this matter of ren- 
dering a river navigable which was not so before, 
you are not regulating a preéxisting thing. The 
distinction is as clear as daylight between cre- 
ating originally and regulating a thing after it 
exists. One isa substantive power, the other a 
mere regulation. ‘1 shall not go into this question 
now, however, but shall avail myself of the occa- 
sion, when some of those important measures, 
which gentlemen seem to have in view, come be- 
fore us, to give my views, and to place some limita- 
tion, if possible, on this most alarming power, the 
power to regulate commerce. f 

Mr. CALHOUN. I by no means rest this case 
on the fact, that because the States have not the 

ower, therefore the General Government has it. 
-place it on the fact, that the General Government 
has the power to regulate commerce among the 
States, and that this is a case which comes with- 
in that power. In confirmation of this conclusion, 
I stated, that the Constitution prohibited the States 
from entering into any treaty or agreement, by 
which those in the great valley of the Mississippi 
could unite and enter into an arrangement, by which 
the obstructions in that great river and its naviga- 
ble branches could be removed. I also stated, that 
they were common highways for all those States, 
and not within the exclusive control of any one, 
as far as their navigation was concerned, and that 
it would be monstrous to conclude that a stream, 
on which we had as much or nearly as much com- 
merce as on the ocean itself, was intended to be 
left by the Constitution without any power to su- 
pervise and improve its navigation. In reply, the 
Senator says, that this Government has the right 
to regulate the commerce already in existence, not 
to create new channels for commerce. ‘That may 
be admitted, without weakening my argument. 
The river itself forms the channel, and the com- 
merce existed before the Government undertook to 
improve its navigation, just as in the case of the 
commerce on the ocean. Now, I put it to the Sen- 
ator, has not this Government the right to estab- 
lish light-houses, buoys, and beacons, under the 
power of regulating commerce? If so, I ask him 
to point out the distinction, and show on what 
principle it can exercise the power in the one case, 
and not inthe other. The river, as well as the 
ocean, is the common highway of the commerce 
among the States, and its navigation is no more 
under the control of the States, separately, than 
that on the ocean. No just distinction can be 
made between the two cases; and the argument 
which can establish the rights of the Government 
to improve the navigation of the one, is equally 
strong to establish the right to improve the other. 
Both will have to be abandoned, or both admitted. 
To make the case, if possible, more parallel and 
close, I ask the Senator if the Government has not 
the right to establish light-houses, buoys, and bea- 
cons, over the lakes? 

Mr. BAGBY. Certainly—wherever your navy 
floats. 
Mr. CALHOUN. Then supposealight-house is 
necessary to the navigation of the .v: ississippi, can 
we noterect one? Now suppose, instead of erect- 
ing a light-house, you guard against the obstruction 


in some other way, would you not have an equal | 


right to do it in such a way as would be attended 
with the least expense ? 

Mr. BAGBY. I had not the least expectation 
or desire to enter into a contest with the distin- 
guished Senator from South Carolina. Í am happy 
to agree with him in many things, but this is one 
of the cases where a point of disagreement neces- 
sarily arises. The question has been put, whether 
I admit the power of the Government to erect 
buoys and light-houses? 1 do, undoubtedly, to 
the fullest extent. But instead of deriving it from 
the power to regulate commerce, I derive it from 
the express power conferred upon this Gevernment 
by the Constitution, to provide and maintain a 
navy. Light-houses and buoys are as necessary 
for the preservation of the navy as mechanics are 
for its construction. I do not understand the erec- 
tion of light-houses and buoys to be a commercial 
regulation at all, but for the preservation of the 
navy, wherever erected, whether upon an inland 
sea or the Mississippi; wherever your navy floats, 
the erection of a light-house is not a matter for the 
regulation of commerce, but is a matter indispens- 
ably necessary for maintaining the navy. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. If the existence of Gov- 
ernment vessels and the right to preserve them will 
justify the removal of this obatruction, I can in- 
form the gentleman of a fact, which no doubt he 
has heard of, that several Government vessels have 
been taken up the river, and are now employed in 
the service of the Government. . 

Mr-eCALHOUN. One word, if the Senator will 
allow me. There is a naval station in the Missis- 
sippi at Memphis, which is important to the Gov- 
ernment; but what is more, this system of erecting 
light-houses, buoys, &c., was established before 
there was a single Government vessel. It must 
then have been regarded as coming under the head 
of the power to regulate commerce. 

Mr. BAGBY. I want to ask one question of 
the Senator from Kentucky. This work, I under- 
stand, was constructed by the Government. Was 
it done upon its voluntary motion, or upon appli- 
cation of those interested in the navigation of the 
river? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I know of no other ap- 
plication to the Government than that made in the 
ordinary way by the representatives of the States 
in this body. z 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Entertaining views 
similar to those which have been expressed by the 
Senator from Alabama, viewing the whole system 
of internal improvement by the Federal Govern- 
ment as an assumption of power not conferred by 


.the Constitution, and believing that if the power 


were possessed, the experience we have had shows 
that its exercise would be inexpedient and demor- 
alizing, I think it necesaary to explain. why I shall 
vote for this bill, and to show what peculiarity 
there is in the case, which constitutes it an excep- 
tion to the general rule. The appropriation is not, 
as the Senator from Alabama seéms to think, to 
remove a bar in the Cumberland river, but it is to 
repair a dam which the Federal Government con- 
structed in the Ohio river. For the purpose of 
improving the navigation of the Ohio, and the pas- 
sage from the Cumberland into the Ohio river, a 
dam was built from the ‘* Cumberland Island” to 
the Illinois shore, which fofced the water of the 
Ohio river into the channel on the Kentucky side, 
whieh was by nature the inferior channel of the 
two, but which was no doubt selected because an 
incidental improvement would thus be made at the 
mouth of the Cumberland river. This dam has 
given way, the artificial advantage to the smaller 
channel is lost, and the larger one is obstructed b 
the remains of the work which the Federal Gov- 
ernment erected. The natural navigation being 
thus impaired, those who are interested in it have 
aright to expect of this Government that it will 
remove the impediment; at least, restore them to 
their natural advantages. The broken dam is a 
nuisance, an injury to vast interests, private and 
public; and having been introduced by this-Gov- . 
ernment, I hold we are bound to abate it. The 
practical question is, how can it be most efficiently 
and economically done? According to the best 
information in my possession, it will cost less of 
time and of money to repair the dam than to re- 
move the debris. Large masses of stone, which 
have imbedded themselves in the sand, could only 
be removed by immense labor, to be performed 
only at the lowest stage of water. To remove the 
dam would, therefore, require that we should wait 
until after the present favorable season for naviga- 
tion had passed by, and the injury done by the ob- 
stacle during this period would greatly exceed the 
expense of repair. Asa measure of justice and of 
economy, I shall vote foran appropriation to repair 
the dam; and thus, at as early a day as possible, 
to restore the navigation to a condition which I 
hope will equal, if it does not exceed, its natural 
ad vantages. 

In arriving at this conclusion, my reflections 
have not brought me to the position of the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, [Mr. Catuoun.] If I 
were compelled to rely on the power “‘ to regulate 
commerce” as a justification for this appropriation, 
my adherence to the doctrine of literal interpreta- 
tion of the terms of the Constitution would compel 
me to vote against this bill, intimately connected 
as it is with the interests of the great valley of 
which I represent a part. To regulate is to make 
rules, not to provide means. The power wasgiven 
by the States to the Federal Government, as part 
of the great purpose, the establishment of a more 
perfect union, and the promotion of domestic tran- 
quillity. The common agent was intrusted with 
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this power, because it could only be used by the 
States as sovereigns making treaties with each other, 
and because its exercise was probably to be a detri- 


ment to the commercial interests of our political 


family, and a cause of dissension among us. The 
same clause which conveyed this power in regard 
to the commerce of the States, gave it also in rela- 
tion to foreign nations and Indian tribes. If the 
construction were admitted that the power to regu- 
late commerce carries with it the right to improve 
the channels through which it is transmitted, there 
would be no limit to our appropriations within the 
most remote port which our merchantmen visit, or 
the least known Indian tribe with whom our fur 
traders hold intercourse. 

Any rule which could be laid down as a limit to 
the extent which the Federal Goyernment may con-. 
stitutionally go in works of improvement, must be 
found in practice defective, and liable, in the pro- 
gress of legislation, to be lost sight of, unless that 
rule has within it its own limitation. It might, 
with great fairness, be urged that the Federal Gov- 
ernment is bound, as one who uses the public 
highways, to contribute its proportion of the labor 
necessary to keep them in repair; and if this were 
an occasion proper to the discussion of the general 
subject, it might easily be shown that both histori- 
cally and practically the Ohio river is emphatically 
a national highway, and entitled as such to ail 


which the Federal Government has a right to be- || 


stow. If appropriations to rivers and harbors 
were limited to the amount coljected by charges 
imposed upon their commerce, we should have a 
guide and a check to expenditures on their im- 
provement. On our great western rivers, so often 
selected as the foundation of an argument, a very 
light tonnage duty would suffice to make all the 
improvements which have been, or ever will be, 
required for their successful navigation. The gen- 
eral application of such a rule would impose the 
burden upon those who receive the benefit of im- 
provements; our legislation would be freed from 
alliances which corrupt it at the fountain, and over- 
burden the national treasury by appropriations for 
local objects. 

~ Whilst I agree with the Senator from Alabama 
in the general principles which he has stated, I 
disagiee with the view which he has taken of the 
pa: ticular case. To tap a stream, or to remove a 
natural dam, 1s among the most difficult problems 
of eivil engineering, and admitted to be attended 
by all the dangers which the Senator has indicated; 


but to improve the bed of a stream, to increase 


without radically changing the natural advantages 
of a national highway, are cases widely differing 
from those put by the Serator, whether they be 
viewed as questions of engineering or of constitu- 
tional construction. ° The cases put by the Sena- 
tor endanger the natural navigation, by drawing 
off the original pools, or, by leaving the highway 
common to the States, and efitering with a canal 
the territory of a particular State, invade its sover- 
eignty over the soil. These are objections which 
do not apply to the question before us, if it were 
presented for original decision, instead of being, as 
it is, a proposition to remedy an evil which the form- 
er action of the General Government has inflicted. 

The. Senator from South Carolina [Mr. CaL- 
Houn] offers the practice of erecting light-houses 
and buoys in the harbors on our seacoast, as an 
argument for the existence of the power to im- 
prove the channels of interior commerce. With 
great deference to the acknowledged ability of that 
Senator, I differ entirely from his conclusion, and 
deny the analogy upon which he insists. The 
erection of light-houses upon our maritime coast, 
and the POE of buoys to mark the entrance 
into our harbors; are mainly referable to the power 
to Maintain a navy, and provide for the common 
defence; though J will admit that the construction 
of lighthouses and buoys may also be drawn 
from the power to regulate commerce, and for like 
reasons as apply to the construction of docks, 
ways, and warehouses. For convenience and secu- 
rity in the collection of imposts, we require goods 
imported into the country to be laid down at par- 
ticular places; thence arises an obligation to facili- 
fate the entrance of vessels to the places so desig- 
nated, and, facility and security being the common 
benefit of the parties, tonnage duues and port 
charges are imposed, and serve to create the means 
for harbor improvements. Surely this cannot be 
considered parallel to the improvement of the route 
over which the commerce ig to pass. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. How does 


that agree with the provision of the Constitution. 


which gives power to the General Government to 
regulate commerce among the States? 

Mr. DAVIS, o Mississippi. The power to 
prescribe the rules for commerce among the States 
was surrendered to the General Government; the 
States were thenceforward deprived of the power 
to impose restrictions or levy duties upon the com- 
merce of each other; and the FederakGovernment 
received that power under limitations which mark 
the purpose of those who gave it. Our Constitu- 
tion was to bring the States nearer to each other; 
and this power, transferred to the General Govern- 
ment, it was foreseen, would be the fruitful cause 
of jealousy and strife; the barriers then opposed 
by some States to the commerce of others were 
swept away by the compact of union, and no 
foundation was left upon which they could be 
rebuilt. All had been done which constitutions 
can achieve to give to the people of the United 
States one commerce and interest. ‘The Constitu- 
gion of these United States is a monument to free 
trade; and the various clauses in it bearing upon 
this power to ‘regulate commerce among the 
States” show that it was not to give activity to the 
exercise of it, but to restrain the States, that it was 
conferred upon.the Federal Government. It was 
not my purpose to enter into the discussion of the 
great principles which have been alluded to, but 
only to point out some of the peculiarities of the 
case under consideration, which, in my opinion, 
make it an exception to the general rule, and, 
therefore, free it from objections which might gen- 
erally obtain. 

Mr. CALHOUN. As the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi thought proper to attack the ground on 
which I rest my support of this bill, while he con- 
curs with me in supporting it, I feel called on 
briefly to reply to his argument. He says the 
power to regulate commerce is restricted to the 
power to prescribe rules, and does not include the 
power to provide means for its safety and facility. 
And yet, while he takes this position, he admits 
the power of Congress to establish light-houses, 
buoys, and beacons, to point the way into harbors 
where duties are collected; and thus admits, to that 
extent, that the power of prescribing rules includes 
the power of providing for the safety and facility 
of commerce. And he thereby admits it to rest 
on the power to establish ports of entries and col- 
lection of duties. This admission concedes the 
whole right for which I contend, but places it on 
grounds far less safe and well-defined. ‘The estab- 
lishment of ports of entry and collection of duties 
are not confined to the seaboard. They extend 
on the Mississippi far up the stream, as high as 
St. Louis and Cincinnati; and on his own show- 
ing, Congress has the power, under the regulation 
of commerce, to provide for its safety and facility 
up to these points, by removing the obstructions 
in the channel of the river, which might endanger 
or impede its navigation. He will not, I feel con- 
fident, make a distinction between pointing out the 
danger, and removing the cause of it—between the 
power of establishing a light-house to point out 
snags and sawyers at night, and removing them. 
Nor can it be objected that the Mississippi is not 
navigable for sea-going vessels. Under tne power 
of steam, it is navigated with almost the same fa- 
cility that it would be, if, instead ofa river, it was 
an arm of the ocean; while its great depth and 
volume of water admit vessels of as great a ton- 
nage as most of the ports on the coast. Nor is it 
a sufficient objection to say that its navigation 
subjects it to great delay, in consequence of-low 
water, or ice. Vessels are often delayed in conse- 
quence of adverse winds or calms off the ports on 
the coast; but that is not a good reason why they 
should not be made ports of entry, and have the 
entrance into them pofhted out by light-houses, 
buoys, and beacons. If it were, the harbor at the 


mouth of Columbia river would forever remain. 


without these facilities; for vessels have been 
known to lie before it for months, before they 
could enter; and, when they did, they entered with 
great hazard. l 

I do not wish to be understood by these remarks 
to give my countenance to the ground on which 
the Senator places the power. I regard it as utter- 
ly untenable and dangerous, as it would enable 
Congress to give any extension it pleased to the 
power. I pass without notice the other grounds 
on which he places the power ‘‘to provide and 


maintain a navy,” as I have already replied to it 
in answer to the Senator from Alabama. 

As to internal improvement—that is, improve- 
ment within a State—I am as much opposed to the 
exercise of the power by this Government as either 
the Senator from Mississippi or Alabama can be. 
I limit the power for which | contend to the great 
highways, common to all the States, and, of course, 
under the control and supervision of no one; to 
their exterior intercourse wito each other, and not 
to the internal intercourse within their separate 
supervision and control. I feel assured that the 
ground on which I rest the power is the only one 
on which effectual resistance can be made to inter- 
nal improvements, properly understood. To uni- 
dertake to give a construction to the power which 
would include the seacoast, and exclude its aflux 
to the Mississippi and the Lakes, must end either 
in the entire abandonment of the power to estab- 
lish light-houses, buoys, and beacons, or to give 
unlimited extension to the power of Congress to 
regulate commerce both within and without the 
States. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Senator from 
South Carolina has misconstrued the admission 
made by meas tothe right to erect light-houses and 
buoys. In addition to that which was referable to 
the navy power, I said there also existed a power 
incident to the regulation of commerce, to construct 
light-houses and buoys where necessary to the 
satety of those on whom our regulations were im- 
posed. By making it a consequence of the laws 
which require imported goods to be landed at par- 
ticular places, it was sufficiently indicated that the 
works should be connected with'the places thus 
prescribed. The reference to the tonnage duties 
and port charges, as laid in consideration of the 
harbor facilities furnished, certainly exhibited with 
sufficient clearness the extent of my admission. 
I believe it was originally the practice to limit ap- 
propriation for a harbor to the amount of port and 
tonnage duties collected at it. I wish the rule was 
now in force. No admf€sion has been made by 
me which can be ‘fairly construed as recognizing 
the right to expend means drawn from the national 
treasury upon harbors which have no taxable 
commerce, and which therefore supply no funds 
to the Government, Least of all, can anything 
advanced by me be fortured into an admission of 
the right to go abroad, from the place for which 
the regulation is made, to create a commerce upon 
which the regulation shall operate. : 

The Senator selects landing on the upper Mis- 
sissippi and Ohio, and asks if these are not ports 
of entry, and if vessels cannot go up to them from 
the sea. For the latter question | will refer him 
to his recollections of the trip he made from Mem- 
phis, after the celebrated convention held at that 
place, and then inform him that he was in a very 
deep river when compared to those he would have 
passed over if he had ascended to the ports of entry 
he has named. 

The Senator is certainly aware that the placey 
named by him as ports of entry have no foreign 
commerce brought to them in sea vessels; and if 
they had, he could only apply my admission to 
the landing place, which would not in the least ai 
his purpose, or their commerce. It will be long 
before i admit as an incident to laws prescribing 
the rules for commerce that the Federal Govern- 
ment can create channels through which commerce 
may flow, or that an act of Congress can make the 
entrance to a harbor equal the distance from the 
sea to the’ landing for river boats on the head 
branches of our longest rivers. 

If to declare by law a landing on some interior 
river to be a port of entry can confer the power to 
remove all obstructions between that landing and 
the sea, what limit have we to the burdens which 
may be imposed upon the industry of the country 
to support the visionary or corrupt schemes which 
theory or selfishness may devise? If, under the 
power to make rules, to enact laws for the govern- 
ment of commerce, we have the right to appropri- 
ate money to provide for it chaffnels of transporta- 
tion, who shall discriminate between rivers, and 
creeks, and canals, and railroads, or who can say 
that from channels it may not be extended to vc- 
hicles for -conyeyance? So far as we may constitu- 
tionally improve our national highways, it must be 
for other purpose than the promotion of commerce; 
and the power must be drawn elsewhere than from 
the right to regulate it. The transportation of 
troops, of supplies, and munitions of war, the 
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transfer of public moneys, the proper discharge of 
the civil functions and military duties of the Fed- 
eral Government, may require the improvement of 
public highways, and under the war power and 
the duty to provide for the common defence, it may 
as far as necessary be done. This is a necessit 
which the settlement of our territory removes. It 
has limitations both of time and of purpose. Not 
so with the improvements for commerce, which will 
increase with increasing population, and has its 
application to every town and village of the Union. 
he interests of those whom I represent, and my 
own conviction and feelings, unite in resistance to 
a construction than which none was ever adopted 
more latitudinous in its nature, or tending to more 
flagrant abuse. I have admitted that at a place 
where imposts are collected, where tonnage duties 
are paid, where imports are required to be landed, 
an obligation is imposed to point out the safe ap- 
roach to the place so designated. The mere dec- 


` Jaration that a certain place shall be a port of entry 


- J have come 10o so decided a conclusion. 


does not fulfill any of the conditions; and if they 
were all fulfilled, no application could be made of 
my admission to the route over which the vessel 
had passed in its voyage, 

Mr. CALHOUN. hen the wird is adverse, 
the vessel may lay off for weeks without being 
able to enter a harbor. Buoys and beacons are 
necessary to point the way into harbors, and there- 
fore they come under the regulation of commerce; 
and if we can provide these facilities on.the sea- 
coast,.on what principle is it that we are prohibited 
from providing facilities on our great navigable 
rivers? Sir, I hold it to be as clear a power as any 
in the Constitution, demonstrably so, from the 
meaning which the phrase to regulate commerce 
had before the adoption of the Constitution. I 
have examined this subject with great care, and I 
have never examined any question upon which 
Sir, it is 
monstrous to say that where the interests. of so 
many States are concerned, we shall not exercise 
a power which is so cleayly defined. How far it 
will extend to the smaller rivers I will not únder- 
take to say; but as far as regards the Mississippi 
and the Ohio, the only result of setting up a nar- 
row construction will be to make the power uni- 
versal. You must give it the exercise it was in- 
tended to have originally, or there will be no 
limitation upon it whatever. 

The yeas and nays were then taken on the pas- 
sage of the bill, and it was determined in the af- 
firmative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Badger, Bell, 
Benton, Berrien, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cameron, Clarke, 
Corwin, Crittenden, Davia of Massachusetts, Davis of Mis- 
sissippi, Dickinson, Dix, Downs, Felch, Foute, Greene, 
Hannegan, Mangum, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Spru- 
ance, Underwood, and Upham--3l. 

NAYS—Measrs. Bagby, Butler, Hale, Hunter, Johnson of 


Georgia, Mason, Moor, and ‘Turney—8. 
PRIVATE BILLS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT announced that the 
Senate would now proceed to the consideration of 
the private bills upon the calendar, in pursuance 
of the order adopted on Friday last, making them 
the special order for to-day and to-morrow, to the 
exclusion of all other business. 

The following bills and joint resolution were 
read thé second time and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and no amendment being 
made, they were reported to the Senate: ~ ` 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Pistole, widow 
of Charles Pistole, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of Jesse Turner. . 

A bill for the relief of the forward officers of the 
late Exploring Expedition. 

A bill for the relief of J. F. Caldwell. 

A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Kuykendall. 

A bill granting a pension to Abigail Garland, 


` widow of Jacob Garland, deceased. 


A bill for the relief of Thomas Brownell. 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, and the 
‘other children, if any, of John Carr. 

A bill for the relief of Thompson Hutchinson. 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Douglas, late 
United States attorney for East Florida. . 

A bill for the relief of Samuel W. Bell, a native 
of the Cherokee nation. 

A joint resolution for the relief of Jonathan 
Lewis. ` = 

A bill for the relief of Oliver C. Harris. : 

A bill to provide for the settlement of the claim 
of Henry Washington, late a deputy surveyor of 
the public lands in Florida. 


A bill for the relief.of Reynolds May. 

A bill supplementary to an act to authorize the 
Secretary of State to liquidate certain claims there- 
in mentioned, passed April 18, 1814. 

_ Ordered, That they be engrosged and read a third 
time. 

Said bills and joint resolution were read a third 
time, by unanimous consent. 

Resolved, That they pass, and that their respect- 
ive titles be gs aforesaid. 

Ordered, That the Secretary request the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives in said bills 
and joint resolution. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain Jesse D. Elliott, was read the second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the Whole; 
and no amendment being made, it was reported to 
the Senate. 

The question being on ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time— 

Mr. HALE I am utterly gia to the pas- 
sage of this bill, or of anything like it. You are 
paying the officers of your navy higher salaries 
than officers of the same grade receive in any 
country on the face of the earth; and it is for the 
very purbowe of enabling them to defray such ex- 
traordinary expenses as they may be subjected to 
by giving eritertainments, and exchanging civilities 
with persons connected with governments abroad, 
that you give them those high salaries. 

Mr. CAMERON. The sum proposed by this 
bill to be granted to the heirs of Commodore El- 
liot, is but a small part of what was expended b 
him. It is well known that the purpose for whic 
he was sent to the Mediterranean was not an ordi- 
nary one. He was sent there for the purpose of 
exhibiting the power and strength of this Govern- 
ment. The money which he was obliged to spend 
was disbursed out of his own resources; and the 
sum was so considerable as seme A to injure his 
private fortune. All has been stricken out of the 
bill, however, except the items which relate to the 
entertainment of the sovereigns. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to say a word about 
the course of Commodore Elliot: I believe the coun- 
try remembers that when he came home he was 
court-martialed. 

Mr. CAMERON. Unjustly. 

Mr. HALE. Well, it may be so; but I believe 
the King of Greece and the Queen of Saxe Co- 
bourg were not the only animals he entertained; for 
I remember one of the charges against him was, 
that he had so encumbered his vessel with ani- 
mals—elephants, jackasses, &c.—that she was dis- 
qualified for any service. He had jackasses’ heads 
stuck through all the port-holes, and, in fact, his 
ship was familiarly known in the Mediterranean 
as the Jackass frigate. I believe the first example 
of voting money for such a purpose as this, was 
the grant made to Commodore Morgan; and I trust 
it will be the last. Why are such high salaries 
granted to our naval officers, unless it is to cover 
extraordinary expenditures? I believe the esti- 
mates for the naval service this year amount to 
fifteen millions of dollars. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. 
millions. 

Mr. HALE. I think they will be found to be 
not less than fifteen millions in the aggregate; but 
eleven is enough for my argument. During the 
last war with Great Britain, 1 believe our navy did 
not cost ua more than four or five millions at the 
utmost, and it has now got up to eleven millions, 
and is increasing, year by year; and, in addition 
to this enormous expense, every time there is an 
entertainment given by a naval officer, there must 
be an appropriation made to meet the expense. 
Sir, I hope the bill will be indefinitely postponed, 
and upon that I ask the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BADGER. I am sorry that the Senator 
from New Hampshire has thought it necessary to 
oppose this bill, and I regret still more that he has 
felt it to be his duty to indulge in the style of re- 
‘mark which he has addressed to the Senate on this 
occasion. Commodore Elliot is now no more. 
While in the service of the country he advanced 
her interests, and merited her approbation. His 
memory should at least be entitled to respect. If, 
in his conduct towards those under his command, 
he did anything that was calculated to bring re- 
proach upon his name, his conduct was subjected 
to investigation by the proper tribunal, and, he 
submitted himself to the punishment awarded by 
that tribunal, whether justly or unjustly, I do not 
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now propose to inquire. But it does seem to me 
that the remarks of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, though probably not so designed—for I 
am sure he would be the last man in the world 
who would voluntarily inflict injury—are calcula- 
ted to bring into the consideration of this question, 
prejudices which ought never to sway an Ameri- 
can Senate. According to my judgment, there can- 
not be a plainer case, or one which appeals more 
directly to our sense of justice. 

It is said that the expenses of the American 
navy are large. Sir, that furnishes no reason why 
a sum of money which in justice and right ought 
to be refunded to Commodore Elliot, or to those 
who represent him, should be withheld. If the 
expenses of the navy are large, he had nothing to 
do with making them so; he neither created the 
navy nor fixed its expenses. The expenses of the 
navy isa matter which has nothing to do with the 
consideration of this question. This gentleman 
was sent out in a first-class ship, not only for the 
purpose of adding to the stores of American sci- 
ence, but for the purpose of exhibiting American 
strength. He visits a certain port, and it is an- 
nounced to him that a sovereign intends to do him 
the honor to visit his ship. What is he, under 
such circumstances, to do? Is he to say, I belon 
to a republic; we know nothing about kings an 


‘queens; we do not desire the honor of a visit from. 


you; we want none of your company? I am sure 
that the Senator from New Hampshire would not 
desire him to act in such a manner as this. Well, 
the royal cortége comes on board, what is he then 
to do? Is he to announce to them that he is a mem- 
ber of the Washingtonian cold-water total-absti- 
nence society, and refuse to order refreshments? 
Why, it is preposterous to suppose that either of 
these sources can beadopted. Whatishé todo? He 
is the representative of his country, and he should 
represent it in a manner that is suitable to its dig- 
nity; and he does so at an expense to himself of 
fifteen hundred dollars. ‘The Senator says that he 
receives a large salary, and that is sufficient for pur- 
poses of hospitality. So it is for ordinary hospi- 
tality, but not for occasions like these. I think. 
we should be wanting in the duty that we owe 
ourselves, if we should refuse to reimburse him 
for a outlay. I hope the bill will not be post- 
oned. 

Mr. PEARCE. The honorable Senator from 
New Hampshire is mistaken in supposing that the 
case of Commodore Morgan is the only one in 
which an appropriation of this kind has been 
made. 

Mr. HALE. I did not refer to the case of Com- 
modore Morgan as a precedent myself; it was re- 
ferred to by the committee. In regard to the re- 
marks of the Senator from Nofth Carolina, I should 
have been exceedingly glad if that gentleman, 
who generally delivers what he has to say with 
so much grace and propriety, had abgtained on 
this occasion from what appeared to me to be an 
unkind slur on temperance societies. I should be 
very glad to entertain that honorable Senator in 
my humble home, but the beverage I should offer 
him, though he might consider it an insult, would 
be the best water the country affords. I think the 
influence of such unkind suggestions as those 
made by the Senator, are calculated to do vast in- 
jury toa cause, which I know is dear to his heart. 
Now, in regard to this claim, I look upon it as 
establishing a dangerous practice. We shall now 
have to commence paying for the entertainments 
given by our ministers abroad. It is by them that 
the true dignity of the nation is represented, and 
if there is any propriety in the thing at all, they 
are the persons who should give entertainments. 
You will find applications of thts kind multipl 
upon your hands. There will be no end or limi- 
tation to it. 

After some further remarks from Messrs. CAM- 
ERON, BADGER, BERRIEN, WESTCOTT, 
and others, 

The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
resulted as follows: ‘ 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Bagby, Berrien, 
Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Clarke, Crittenden, Davis of Mas- 
sachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dix, Downs, Felch, Hale, 
Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mason, Phelps, Rusk, 
Spruance, Turney, Underwood, Upham, and Westcott—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Benton, Butler, Cameron, Dick- 
dela Foote; Mannegan, Mangum, Miller, Moor, Niles, and 

earce— i] 


F After a late session, the Senate adjourned to Mon- 
ay. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 15, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. COLLAMER rose and asked leave to re- 
porta bill, but yielded the floor to 

Mr. PALFREY, who asked and obtained leave 
to make a 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. PALFREY said: Within the last fifteen 
minutes he had seen, for the first time, in the Union 
newspaper of the 13th instant, the report of a dis- 
cussion in which he was concerned on Tuesday 
last, and in the course of which his remarks were 
interrupted by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jounson,] who asked him a question. _If the gen- 
tleman was correctly reported in the Union, Mr. 
P. wished to say now, that he had not understood 
the gentleman’s question at the time of replying to 
it. He did not say the report was incorrect. He 
supposed, because corroborated by the recollection 
of a gentleman of whom he had just made the in- 
quiry, that the gentleman’s question on Tuesday 
had been correctly reported. [A voice: Read it.] 
No, sir, Mr. P. said, I decline reading it. From 
my reply itself, the report of which I believe to be 
substantially correct, it will be seen that I did 
not hear the real question. My object in now 
rising is accomplished by this statement. I will 
not abuse pe indulgence of the House in allow- 
ing me to make a personal explanation, by any 
epsive retort upon the gentleman. Whatever 
offensiveness he intended for me, I can easily for- 
give; and the question whether he adopted an eligi- 

le way of offering it, is one which I am content 
silently to leave to the decision of men of delicacy 
and honor. 

Mr. JOHN SON having asked and obtained per- 
mission to make a personal explanation, said he 
did not know whether he had heard correctly the 
entire remarks of the gentleman from Massachu- 
- getts; but if he had understood him correctly, he 
was prepared to make a proper response. As for 
asking the question with a view to wound the feel- 
ings of the member from Massathusetts, or to 
make any unkind reflection on him or on any 
member of his family, he assured the gentleman 
that such was not his intention or purpose. But 
he asked the question in connection with a partic- 
ular set of remarks which,the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts made. He understood, and he so saw 
the gentleman was reported, that his remarks were 
to this effect: The gentleman from Massachusetts 
was going on to show, and to prove, that the negro 
race was pee gD more and môre elevated in 
character; and in ortion as they became ele- 
vated and advance i society; they became corre- 
spondingly nearer and nearer to the condition of 
=i beens with the white man. The gentleman from 

assachusetts went on to enumerate instances of 
remarkable negroes. He said that he had com- 
missioned one learned negro lawyer to be a judge 
in a justice’s court while he was Secretary of State 
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. He also 
informed the House that another negro had been 
elected to the Legislature of Massachusetts, but 
that his modesty was so great that he had not 
taken the seat to which he had been elected. And 
in this connection the gentlemen went on and read 
an extract from a letter giving an account, to use 
his own language, of a very intellectual, interest- 
ting, and charming negro boy. Yes; a very charm- 
ing negro boy, who had excelled many white 
students associated with him in a particular insti- 
tution of learning, but who had been called hence 
by an inscrutable Providence. This was the tenor 
of the gentleman’s remarks if he (Mr. J.) had 
‘ properly understood him. He also understood 
that gentleman to say, that if that intellectual, in- 
teresting, charming negro boy had lived, he would 
now have been a rival, a companion, and an asso- 
ciate of his own son and of the sun of an honora- 
bie gentleman from South Carolina, in one of the 
most respectable institutions of learning in his 

own State. And he further stated, that if his son 
should have failed or refused to treat that charm- 
ing, interesting, and intellectual negro boy with 
proper respect “and esteem as a companion and as- 
sociate in his studies, he would have incurred and 
brought down upon him a father’s displeasure. 
These remarks of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts made the impression on his mind that this 
charming negro boy was deemed the equal of the 
gentleman’s son, and that he would be the rival of 


that gentleman’s son, perhaps his superior, in liter- 
ary attainments. He knew that it was the duty 
of every man who considers himself a gentleman, 
no matter what the complexion of his skin might 
be, to treat all classes of men with civility and 
proper respect. But what was the case submitted 
to the House? The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts was showing the elevation of the negro char- 
acter—he was citing instances of negroes of-a 
superior order of intellect—and these were intro- 
duced i in connection with a member of the gentle- 
man’s own family, who, the gentleman assured 
the House, would have incurred his father’s dis- 
pleasure if he had not treated with entire respect 
that nteresting and charming negro boy. rhe 

uestion, then, which he (Mr. J.) asked, at the 
time he thought proper and pertinent. lt was not 
asked with the view of making an unkind cut at 
the gentleman from Massachusetts or his family, 
or any member of his family; he asked it to test 
the sincerity of the gentleman, and to see how his 
theory would work in the social life of his own 
family. The question was asked, it must be re- 
membered, when the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts had made this charming negro boy the equal 
of his own son. Then it was that he asked the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts if he should be willing, 


provided such a thing should meet the taste and 


approbation of a member of his family—to wit, his 
own daughter—to give his consent to her being 
given to this intellectual, interesting, and charming 
negro boy in wedlock as her companion through 
life? Such was the question he asked; and he 
asked it with no view to wound the feelings of the 
gentleman, or to make any unkind reflections upon 
him or his family, but to test the theory of the 
gentleman by practice. He wished it to be dis- 
tinctly understood by the House that he had not 
introduced the family of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts into the debates of this House. He 
should be as far from doing it as any member on 
this floor. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
introduced them himself, and all that he (Mr. J.) 
desired to do was, to test the sincerity of the gen- 
tleman in the application and carrying out of his 
theory. He assured the gentleman he had no 
other design or purpose in what he had said. 

Mr. PALFREY, (turning and walking back to 
his seat.) Mr. Speaker, my purpose has been 
answered by the simple statement of fact. An 
answer to the gentleman’s present remarks is rising 
to my lips, but I suppress it. 

Mr. JOHNSON said the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts was alone answerable for the introduc- 
tion of his family into these debates. 

Mr. ROOT rose and objected to further expla- 
nations. 

Mr. JOHNSON claimed that he was still in pos- 
session of the floor, which he had not yielded. He 
was interrupted by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. Patrrey] as he was going on to say, 
that after the gentleman from Massachusetts had 
demonstrated that the negro was equal to his own 
son, and was worthy to be the companion of a 
member of his family, it did seem to him that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts could not, by giv- 
ing to his question the most latitudinous construc- 
tion, convert it into an attack on his family. If 
this ‘intellectual, interesting, and charming negro 
boy was fit to be the companion of the gentleman’s 
son, he was his equal. How, then, could the ques- 
tion be unkind towards the gentleman’ s family ? 

Mr. CONGER rose to a question of order, and 
inquired if there was not @ special rule applicable 
to personal explanations. He wished the chair tc 
state if there was not arule which limited personal 
explanations to ten minutes. 

r. JOHNSON said there was a rule which 
limited them to one hour. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that 
such a rule was under the consideration of the 


: Committee on Rules, to whom it had been referred, 


to examine into its propriety, but it had not yet 
been reported to the House. * 

Mr. CONGER had understood it otherwise. 

.Mr. JOHNSON said, but for these interruptions 
he should have concluded what he had intended 
to say. He would say, in conclusion, that when 
he asked the question, he was well satisfied in his 
own mind, for he was conscious of the gentleman’s 


efined sense of honor, and the acuteness of his 


observation, that any such association with his 
family would be repulsive and offensive to him. 
He did not, he repeated, intend to insult the gen- 
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tleman or his family. He knew the gentleman’ s 
theory and his a pirat must be yery different from 
each other, and that his sense of honor, his nice, 
discriminating powers, and the high tone of his 
morality, would forbid and reject every idea of 
reducing such a theory to practice. He had no 
more to sa 

Mr. CO LAMER then claimed the floor, and 
diverted the attention of the House to other busi- 
ness. 

RELIEF OF VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. COLLAMER asked leave to introduce a 
bill from the Committee on Public Lands. He 
explained briefly the provisions of it. There were 
certain volunteers in the Mexican war who were 
entitled to preémption rights in the Miami reser- 
vation, in the State of Indiana. These lands, 
when brought into market, were held at two dol- 
lars an acre. The bill proposes to give to these 
volunteers the privilege of applying their land scrip 
to the payment for their preémptions to Miami 
lands as though these lands were offered at one 
dollar and a quarter per acre, the same price of 
other public lands. 

` No objection being made, the bill, to wit: a bill 
for the relief of those preémption claimants for 
Miami lands in the State of Indiana who by their 
services in the Mexican war are entitled to bounty 
lands, was reported, twice read, ordered to be en- 
grossed, and was then passed. 


TERMINATION OF DEBATE. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, proposed 
the adoption of a resolution to terminate debate on 
the bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Richard W. Meade, in Committee of the Whole 
House, at two o’clock this day. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, opposed the resolution. 
There had been evince yet no disposition to wan- 
der from the merits of the bill in this discussion; 
and there had been intimated a desire on the part 
of many members to postpone the discussion to a 
future day. He moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. ROCKWELL had offered the resolution, 
he said, from no feeling of hostility to the bill, but 
with a view to progress with the business on the 
calendar. 

The question was*then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Coss; and, having been decided in the affirm-. 
ative, the resolution was laid on the table. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House go flow into Committee of the Whole 
on the private calendar. 

Mr. SCHENCK suggested that it might be the 
better course to dispose first of the bills already 

orted from the Committee of the Whole. 

"Mr. ROCKW ELL acquiesced. 

The SPEAKER then announced the first order 
to be the bill reported’ from the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union last Saturday, 
to wit: 

A joint resolution for the relief J. L. Gilis and 
others; the question being on ordering the engross- 
ment. 

Hereupon a discusssion arose, in which the res- 
olution was opposed by Mr. SA WYER, and sup-. 

orted by Mr RICHE CK, Mr. EVANS of Mary- 
fand, and Mr. STANTON. 

And then, after an ineffectual motion to lay on 
the table, the engrossment was ordered, and the 
joint resolution passed. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

On motion of Mr. ROCKW ELL, of Connecti- 
cut, the House then resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole, (Mr. Morse, of Louisiana, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Richard 
W. Meade, deceased; and, after some time spent 
in the discussion, which was cóntinued thereon by 
Mr. GIDDINGS, Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, and 
Mr. THOMAS, of Tennessee— 

The committee rose and reported no conclusion. 

And the House adjourned. 


. = PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions wese presented 
under the rule, and referred: 

By Mr. HALL, of New York: The petition of ehiefs of 
different tribes of the New York Indians, praying for relief 
to the survivors of the New York Indians, who emigrated 
west of the Mississippi, and for the representatives and rel- 
atives of those who havc died. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of 8. ©. Collins 
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and others, for the extension of mail route 4,317 from Attawa 
via Plumfield to Cass, so. as to run via Flag creek and Lyons 
to Chicago. ` 

By Mr. LA SERE: The Memorial of Thomas W. Chinn, 
M. Courtney, and others, securities of Thomas G. Morgan, 
late collector of the revenue for the port of New Orleans, 
praying for relief. i 
- By Mr. McCLELLAND: The claim of W. H. Brockwa, 
administrator on the estate of John and Susan Johnson, late 
of the village of Mackinac, deceased. 

By Mr. TWEEDY : The petition of H. Merrill and 100 
Others, for the division of the Green Bay land district, in 
Wisconsin. 

By Mr. McKAY: The petition of John Plunkett, of Fay- 
etteville, North Carolina, asking an indemnity for injuries 
sustained from an explosion in the laboratory of the North 
Carolina arsenal. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, April 17, 1848. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


Mr. CLINGMAN moved to suspend the rules, 
to enable him to offer a resolution. 
Mr. PALFREY inquired what was the order of 


business ? 
The SPEAKER replied, the call of the States for 


petitions. 
Mr.PALFREY inquired if a motion to suspend 
the rules was debatable? ` 


The SPEAKER replying in the negative— 

Mr. PALFREY took an appeal from this de- 
cision; but finding that he was not privileged to 
debate the appeal, he withdrew it. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the suspen- 
sion of the rules. 

Mr. WENTWORTH asked if any soy had 
objected to the resolution? Nobody had on his 
side of the House. What was the need, therefore, 
(he asked,) for a motion to suspend? 

The yeas and nays having been asked by Mr. 
PALFREY, but refused by the House, the ques- 
tion was taken by a division, and decided in the 
affirmative, two-thirds voting therefor. Sotherules 
were suspended. : 

CORRESPONDENCE-——GEN. SCOTT, ETC. 

Mr. Cusiteman’s resolution was then received; 
and, after certain modifications at the suggestion 
of Mr. COBB, of Georgia, and on Mr. CLING- 
MAN’S own motion, assumed the following form: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not, in his 
opinion, incompatible with the public interest, to furnish 
this House copies of the correspdhdence between Major 
General Winfield Scott and the Secretary of War during the 
months.of Octuber and November of the year 1846; and es- 
pecially copies of any letters or despatches of General Scott 
bearing date on the 27th of October, the 12th, 16th, and 21st 
of November, detailing the plan of operations to be formed 
and the mode of conducting the war with Mexico, both with 
reference to movements {rom the Gulf coast and from the 
Rio Grande ; and also the, replies of the Secretary of War 
thereto. ` 

Resolved further, That the President be requested, in like 
manner, to furnish copies of any correspondence that may 
have taken place recentiy between General Scott and the 
Secretary of War with reference to the change of com- 
mander-in-chief in Mexico; and-all letters received from 
Genera! Scott, either directly from him or transmitted by any 
other person, dated prior or subsequent to his suspension 
or removal from the command of the army in the vicinity of 
Mexico; and also the replies of the Secretary of War there- 
to, and all other correspondence between General Scott and 
the Secretary of War not heretofore communicated to Con- 
gress. 


Mr. CLINGMAN demanded the previous ques- 
tion; which was seconded, and, under its opera- 
tion, the resolution was adopted. 


REDUCTION OF DUTIES. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL asked leave to offer a 
resolution. There being objection, Mr. I. moved 
to suspend the rules. Two-thirds voting therefor, 
the motion was agreed to. 

The resolution was then moved, and read, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means ascer- 
tain, by consultation with the Secretary of the Treasury and 
otherwise, and report to this House, whether the immediate 
reduction of fifteen of the thirty per cent. ad valorem now 
imposed as duties an French productions imported into the 
United States will not, at this crisis in the French Govern- 
ment, afford great aud seasonable relief to the distressed in- 
dustry of that country, to which this is so much indebted, 
and also be without disadvantage, if not beneficial, to the 
revenue, commerce, and general welfare of’the United 
States. l 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend the resolution 
by striking out all after the words ‘‘ Secretary of 
the Treasury,” and inserting ‘ what modifications 
it is necessary to make in the tariff of 1846.” 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, ‘briefly ad- 
vocated the resolution. - We were aware (he said) 
that at this time, in this House, there either ex- 
isted, or was professed to exist, tke greatest sym- 


pathy for France. If there were sympathy for a 
people struggling to be free, he thought that that 
sympathy had better be shown by overt acts. He 
referred to the story of the Frenchman who was 
present in a company where a poor fellow told his 
tale of misery and distress. ‘t What do you think 
of such a case?”? was asked. “Ah!” said the 
company, ‘‘we are very sorry for him.” Said 
the Frenchman, taking out his money, ‘‘I sorry 
twenty dollars! How much are you sorry??? We 
should not confine ofirselves to mere professions of 
sympathy, but afford some substantial evidences 
of sympathy, by reduction of our duties upon 
their productions. This would not merely relieve 
the French treasury immediately, but could equal- 
ly benefit ours, by swelling the amount of their 
importations—thus increasing our revenues; and 
not only this: so grateful would they be, that 
when a permanent government was established, 
we might expect a greatly enlarged market, in 
consequence of their reduction of the duties for 
our tobacco, cotton, rice, and breadstuffs. Thus, 
at the time that we were manifesting our sympathy 
and generosity to the French, we should ensure 
important benefits to various interests of our own 
country. 

After a word of conversation between Messrs. 
J. R. INGERSOLL and C. J. INGRRSOLL— 
Mr. HUDSON said he had no disposition gen- 
erally to speak in opposition to resolutions of in- 
quiry, more especially as he believed this resolu- 
tion to be harmless in its character; but as some 
remarks had been made on it, he would say a 
word or two, which he would not have done if 
there had been no debate upon it. What he wished 
to say would be strictly applicable to this resolu- 
tion of inquiry. They all knew that the tariff of 
1842 was met by a popular objection on the other 
side, that it acted on luxuries too favorably. It 
was said that luxuries ought to bear the highest 
rate of taxation, and the thousand gewgaws from 
France fell within that description, together with 
French wines. ; 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL interposed to say that 
wines were not comprehended in this resolution, 
the duty on which was forty per cent. 

Mr. HUDSON-was glad to hear that his friend 
from Pennsylvania had got his mind off wine, and 
that the duty was not to be reduced on that neces- 
sary of life which was consumed by the hardy 
eomanry of the country. [Laughter.] 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he did not propose 
to reduce the duty on wine. There was no such 
proposition embraced in his resolution. 

Mr. HUDSON was aware of that, and he was 
lad that it was left out. The resolution now be- 
ore the House related to the thousand and one 
gewgaws of French manufacture. The inquiry 
proposed was, whether we, in consideration or in 
consequence of a certain revotution in France, be- 
fore the French people have established any gov- 
ernment for themselves, ought now to modify our 
tariff, and thereby say to the French that we will 
receive all their luxuries, including their gewgaws 
and unnecessary articles, free of duty, by way of 
giving encouragement to them in their glorious un- 
dertaking. Now, he submitted to the House if 
this was a proper subject for a resolution. He 
also asked the House if this was a proper time and 
this a proper way to modify our revenue laws. If 
it was necessary that those laws should undergo 
modification, let the House take up the whole sub- 
ject. Let French wines and gewgaws be consid- 
ered with Pennsylvania iron, which he would 
recommend to the consideration of the mover of 
this resolution, [Mr. C. J. Incerso.,] together 
with all those interests which were most important 
to our people. He thought those interests which 
vitally affected the labor of the country should have 
at least as much consideration as French wines and 
French gewgaws. He cared but little whether this 
resolution was adopted or rejected. It was to him 
a matter of perfect indifference. But he wished 
the House to understand this matter, that its mem- 
bers might decide for themselves whether this was 
a proper time, a proper place, and a proper man- 
ner, to modify the revenue laws of the country. 
This resolution embraced a subject which vitally 
concerned the labor of the country, and he pre- 
ferred, if the subject was to be taken up, that it 


up piecemeal, he should give the preference, over 
the wines and gewgaws of France, to the iron of 
Pennsylvania, or some other great interest of this 


should be taken up together. If it was to be taken 
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country, any one of which was of more importance 
than the wines and unnecessary gewgaws of France. 
He repeated he was indifferent as to the fate of 
this resolution. He had no feeling on the subject. 
The reasons which influenced gentlemen in throw- 
ing in such resolutions were best known to them- 
selves, but he -hoped the House would act upon 
them understandingly. With respect to this par- 
ticular resolution, which proposed to give to the 
gewgaws of French manufacture more consider- 
ation than the iron of Pennsylvania, and the neces- 
saries of life, and the manufactures of our own 
country, he would only say that it should be well 
considered. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL interposed and said 
he merely desired to say that his resolution was 
simply a resolution of inquiry. lt was impossible 
that it could do any mischief. It was a resolution 
of inquiry, submitted to the committee of which 
the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinron] 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hun- 
son] were members—members, too, of the majority 
of that committee. He desired to put the subject 
into their hands, to do with it what they should 
think proper. 

Then, as to the iron about which the gentleman 
from Massachusetts was so anxious, suffer him to 
say that that was what he had in view. He wanted 
to enable France, if possible, to pay for our iron, 
which they now cannot do, unless we take some 
of those gewgaws to which the gentleman from 
Massachusetts objected. And, in addition, he 
would afford some aid to the spirit of liberty which 
was aroused in France. 

Mr. HUDSON inquired whether the 15. per 
cent. in the gentleman’s resolution had any refer- 
ence to liberty ? . 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. Yes. : f 

Mr. HUDSON. And whether the gentleman 
would impose 15 per cent. for liberty ? 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said by striking 15 
per cent. from 30, we should go much nearer ta 
liberty than we had hitherto been. Were there 
any other questions the gentleman desired to ask ? 
He was ready™o answer any other question the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, or any other gen- 
tleman, might wish to put to him. 

Mr. ECKERT inquired what amount of iron 
we now export to France? 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL replied none, but we 
may begin to export iron to France if we give 
France the means to pay for that which we shall 
send there. 

Mr. ECKERT would inquire whether the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania expected or calculated 
that we could export iron to France until the wages 
of labor were reduced to the’standard of France? 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL replied that that was 
one of the greatest humbugs in the world. That, 
it appeared, was to be a standing humbug. His 
resolutiqg was simply a resolution of inquiry, and 
it had been debated longer than he thought neces- 
sary; he should therefore make a motion that he 
rarely made. .He moved the previous question. 

Mr. McLANE moved to amend the resolution 
by striking out all after the word resolved, and 
inserting that the Committee of Ways and Means 
inquire into the expediency of adopting the follow- 
ing joint resolution: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That from and after 
the 4th day of July, 1848, all duties now levied by existing 
laws upon articles imported from the Republic of France, 
the growth and manutacture of said Repubiic, into the Uni- 
ted States of America, be, and the same are, hereby re- 
pealed : Provided, The duties now levied by the laws of said 
Republic upon articles the growth and wanulacture of the 


United States imported into the said Republic of France, 
shall be repealed on or before the aforesaid 4th day of July. 


Mr. BAYLY moved to lay the subject on the 
table. 

The motion was decided in the affirmative, by 
yeas and nays, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Barringer, Barrow, Bay- 
ly, Blanchard, Bocock, Botts, Boydon, Brady, William G. 
Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Cabell, Chapinan, 
Chase, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, 
Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, Dickinson, Dixon, Duer, Gar- 
nett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Embree, Alexander Evans, Na- 
than Evans, Featherston, Ficklin, Freedley, Fulton, Gayle, 
Gentry, Giddings, Gregory, Hale, James G. Hampton, Moses 
Hampton, Haralson, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, George 8. 
Houston, Hubbard, Hunt, Irvin, Jenkins, Robert W. John- 
son, John W. Jones, Kellogg, William T. Lawrence, Sidney 
Lawrence, Lincoln, Lord, Lumpkin, McClelland, McCler- 
nand, McDowell, McKay, Job Mann, Horace Mann, Marsh, 
Marvin, Morehead, Murphy, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, 
Rhett, Richardson, Rockhill, Julius Rockwell, Roman, Rum- 
sey, St. John, Sawyer, Shepperd, Sherrill, Silvester, Simp- 


1848. | 


son, Sims, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Starkweather, 
Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, Strohm, 
Se unes TEODORU, Thomas, Richard W. Thompson, Ven- 
able, White, and Wilson—$9. 

NAYS—Messers. Ashmun, Atkinson, Beale, Bedinger, 
Bingham, Birdsall, Bowlin, Boyd, Bridges, Brodhead, Buck- 
ner, Burt, Canby, Cathcart, Franklin Clark, Beverly L.‘Clark, 
Howell Cobb, Collins, Crowell,-Crozier, Cummins, Daniel, 
Dickey, Daniel Duncan, Edwards, Faran, Farrelly, Flour- 
noy, French, Fries, Gaines, Green, Willard P. Hall, Nathan 
K. Hall, Hammons, Henley, Hill, Hilliard, Isaac E. Holmes, 
Hudson, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Iverson, Jameson, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Daniel 
P. King, Leffler, Ligon, Maclay, McIlvaine, McLane, Meade, 
Miller, Morris, Nelson, Palfrey, Peaslee, Pollock, Preston, 
Putnam, Richey, Robinson, John A. Rockwell, Root, Robert 
Smith, Stanton, Tallmadge, Taylor, Jacob Thompson, Wil- 
liam Thompson, Thurston, Tompkins, Toombs, Tuck, Tur- 
ner, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, Wick, Wiley, 
and Wooodward—85. 


So the subject was laid on the table. 


SUSPENSION OF GENERAL SCOTT. 
Mr. BOTTS moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to offer the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform this 
House whether Major General Winfield Scott, commander- 
in-chief of the United States forces in Mexico, has been 
arrested or suspended from command; and if suspended 
from duty and the exercise of his responsible functions, that 
the President be further requested to inform this House 
whether such suspension was occasioned by. any breach of 
orders, violation or neglect of duty, or for powers assumed 
by said commander in conducting the war with Mexico; 
and if so, to state the nature of such breach of orders, viola- 
tion or neglect of duty, or assumption of power, or what 
other high military offence has been imputed to the said 
commander-in-chief, and which, in the opinion of the Presi- 
dent, rendered it necessary or expedient at such a conjunc- 
ture of uffairs, in time of active operations, in the heart of 
the enemy’s country, after a campaign among the most bril- 
liant and successful recorded on the page of history, to de- 
prive the republic of the eminent and invaluable services of 
Major General Scott, to whom the representatives of the 
people have unanimously voted their thanks with a medal, 
‘Cas a testimony of the high sense entertained by Congress 
of his valor, skill, and judicious conduct, in the memorable 
campaign of 1847.” 

Resolved, That the President be requested to cause to be 
furnished to this House a copy of the charges and specifica- 
tions (if any) which have been filed against Brevet Major 
General Worth by Major General Scott, and by him trans- 

“mitted to the Secretary of War, for trial, by general court- 
martial; and that the President be further requested to 
inform this House whether he has disallowed the charges 
preferred by the commander-in-chief against a subordinate 
officer under his command, or whether he has appointed a 
general court-martial for the trial of the said Brevet Major 
General Worth, in accordance with the provisions and re- 
quirements of the law, which in such cases declares, “ that 
‘whenever a general officer surat nt an army, or a 
€ colonel commanding a department shall be the accuser or 
€ prosecutor of any officer of the army, the general court- 
‘martial for the trial of such officer shall be appointed by the 
€ President of the United States;”? and, .if not, what good 
reacon existed for disregarding the charges of Major General 
Scott, the superior, against Brevet Major General Worth, 
the inferior officer, while Major General Scott is brought 
before a court of inquiry in Mexico upon the charges pre- 
ferred by said Brevet Major General Worth against bis com- 
mander-in-chief, General Scott. 


The question on the motion to suspend the rules 
was put, and decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, Bar- 
row, Blanchard, Botts, Boydon, Brady, Buckner, Cabell, 
Cathcart, Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Cullamer, Conger, 
Cranston, Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Duer, Daniel 
Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Einbree, 
Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Featherston, 
Ficklin, Flournoy, Freedley, French, Gaines, Gayle, Gen- 
try, Giddings, Gott, Gregory, Hale, Willard P. Hall, Nathan 
K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Haskell, 
Henley, Henry, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Hunt, Inge, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, John W. Jones, 
Kaufman, Kellogg, Thomas B. King, Daniel P. King, Wil- 
liam T. Lawrence, Lincoln, Mcllvaine, Horace Mann, 
Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Morris, Nelson, Newall, Pollock, 
Preston, Putnam, Robinson, Rockhill, John A. Rockwell, 
Roman, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Shepperd, Sherrill, Silves- 
ter, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stanton, Stephens, 
Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Tallmadge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, 
Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, Tompkins, 
Toombs, Tuck, Van Dyke, Vinton, Wentworth, White, and 
Wilson—107. 

NA YS—Messrs. Beale, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, Bo- 
ock, Bowlin, Boyd, Bridges, Brodhead, William G. Brown, 
Charlies Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Chase, Franklin 
Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Collins, Cummins, Dickinson, Fries, Fulton, Green, 
Haralson, Hill, George S. Houston, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Iverson, Jameson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennon, Sidney Lawrence, 
Leffler, Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, MgCiernand, 
McDowell, McKay, McLane, Job Mann, Meade, Miller, 
Morse, Murphy, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie Peyton, Phelps, 
Richardson, Richey, Sawyer, Sims, Robert Smith, Stark- 
weather, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Thomas, James Thomp- 
son, Jacob Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, Tur- 
ner, Venable, Wick, Wiley, and Woodward—74. 


Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
motion to suspend the rules was not agreed to; so 
the resolution was not received. 


THE APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. BOYD moved that the Senate bills lying 


— ~~ 


on the Speaker’s table be taken up, for the pur- 
pose of referring them. 

The motion was decided by yeas and nays— 
yeas 97, nays 85. Two-thirds not voting in the 
affirmative, the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. VINTON moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to offer a resolution making the several 
appropriation bills for the year ending June 30, 
1849—viz: for the payment of revolutionary and 
other pensions, for the payment of navy pensions, 
appropriations for the naval service, for fortifica- 
tions, for civil and diplomatic expenses of the 
Government—the special order of the day for Wed- 
nesday next, at one o’clock, p. m., and so to con- 
tinue at the same hour of the day for every day 
thereafter, except Fridays and Saturdays, until 
finally disposed of. l 

Mr. McKAY requested Mr. Vinron to include 
in the resolution the bill regulating the appoint- 
ment of clerks in the Executive departments, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. VINTON assenting to the request of Mr. 
McKay, the resolution was modified accordingly. 

The motion to suspend the rules was agreed to, 
and the resolution was received. 

Mr. FICKLIN moved to amend the resolution 
by including the bill to establish the Territorial 
Government of Oregon. 

Mr. BOYD suggested to Mr. Ficx.in to include 
the ten-regiment bill in his amendment. 

Mr. FICKLIN expressed his willingness to do 
so, if it was in order. 

The point was raised that the last named bill, 
now lying on the Speaker’s table, and never hav- 
ing been once read, could not be considered within 
the power of the House in such a manner as to 
justify its being included in this motion for a spe- 
cial order. 

Mr. BOYD said the bill was certainly within the 
power of the House, as it had been received from 
the Senate, and could be taken up whenever a com- 
petent majority of the House saw fit. 

TheS BAKER, upon reflection, decided that 
the proposition would be in order, and stated that 
it would require a vote of two-thirds to pass the 
resolution, though amendments could be carried 


bya m ° 

Mr. FICKLIN thereupon modified his amend- 
ment so as to include the Oregon bill and the ten- 
regiment bill. 

After several inquiries and suggestions from 
various members, 

Mr. COLLAMER moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded, and the main question 
ordered to be put. 

The question on Mr. FıckKLIx’s amendment was 
divided, and taken on each bill separately. 

The question on the first branch was put, viz: 
to embrace the bill to establish thê‘Territorial Gov- 
ernment of Oregon in the resolution, and it was 
agreed to. 

The question on the second branch of Mr. 
FiıcKLIN’s amendment, viz: to include also the bill 
from the Senate to provide an additional military 
force, and for other purposes, was then put, and 
decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bing- 
ham, Birdsall, Bocock, Bowlin, Boyd, Bridges, Brodhead, 
William G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, 
Cathcart, Chase, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Collins, Cummins, Daniel, 
Dickinson, Dunn, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, French, 
Fries, Fulton, Gaines, Green, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, 
Haralson, Henley, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Chas. J. 
Ingersoll, Jackson, Jameson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, R. 
W. Johnson, G. W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, La Sére, Sid- 
ney Lawrence, Leffler, Ligon, Lincoln, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McClelland, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, McLane, Jub 
Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, Murphy, Peaslee, 
Peck, Petrie, Pettit, a ay Phelps, Rhett, Richardson, 
Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Sawyer, Simpson, Sims, Robert 
Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, 
Thomas, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Williain 
Thompson, ‘Thurston, Turner, Venable, Wentworth, Wick, 
Wiley, and Woodward—$97. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashmun, Barrfnger, Bar- 
row, Belcher, Blanchard, Botts, Boydon, Brady, Buckner, 
Cabell, Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger 
Cranston, Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Duer, Daniel 
Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Alex- 
ander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Flournoy, Freedley, 
Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Gott, Gregory, Hale, Nathan K. 
Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Henry, Hilliard, 
Elias B. Holmes, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Jos. R. Ingersoll, 
John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas B. King, Daniel P. King, 
Wm. T. Lawrence, Mellvaine, Horace Mann, Marsh, Mat- 
vin, Morehead, Nelson, Newall, Palfrey, Pendleton, Preston, 
Putnam, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Roman, Root, 
Rumsey, St. John, Shepperd, Sherrill, Silvester, Caleb B. 
Smith, Truman Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Strohm, 
Taylor, Thibodeaux, Richard W. Thompson, J. B. Thomp- 
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son, Tompkins, Toombs, Tuck, Vinton, Warren, White, 
and Wilson—892. 

So the amendment of Mr. Fick.in was agreed 
to. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the resolu-. 
tion, and it was decided by yeas and nays: Yeas 
74, nays 101. So two-thirds not voting in the 
affirmative, the resolution was not agreed to. 


REVISION OF THE LAWS OF THE U. STATES. 

Mr. McKAY offered the following resolution, 
which was received, read, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of providing for the colla- 
tion, digest, and revision of the public laws of the United 
States now in force, and including those which may be en- 
acted by the present Congress; that, in doing this, the differ- 
ent acts and parts of acts which form similarity of subject 
Ought to be so arranged and consolidated, be collected and 
reduced into one, distributing the same under such titles, 
divisions, and sections as may be proper, omitting all such 
acts and parts of acts, betore passed, as shall either have 
expired by their own limitation, become obsolete, or been 
repealed; inserting in the body of the revised statutes such 
new provisions as may be proper and judicious; and that 
said revision be completed, in every other respect, in such 
manner as shall seem most useful and proper to render suid 
statutes more plain and easily to be understood. 

HARBORS AND RIVERS. 

Mr. HUNT moved to suspend the rules to en- 
able him to offer a resolution making bills 168, 
169, and 176, for the improvement of certain har- 
bors and rivers, the special order of the day for 
Tuesday, May 8, so to continue until finally dis- 
posed of. 

The question was decided by yeas and nays— 
yeas 95, nays 71. Two-thirds not -voting in the 
affirmative, the rules were not suspended. 

l AMENDING RULES. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to suspend the 
rules to enable him to move a resolution instruct- 
ing the Committee on Rules to inquire into the 
expediency of rescinding the 135th rule of the 
House. Disagreed to. 

HEMP FOR THE NAVY. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of taking up the joint reso- 
lution of the Senate authorizing the purchase of 
hemp for-the use of the navy. 

Pending which motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, April 17, 1848. 


Mr. RUSK presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Texas, in relation to having a law passed 
by Congress extending the jurisdiction of Texas 
over one-half the waters of the Sabine Lake, Sa- 
bine Pass, and Sabine river, up to the 32d degree 
of north latitude, which was ordered to be printed; 
and in favor of an act of Congress concerning mil- 
itary posts on the frontier, so as to extend a chain 
of military posts in advance of the settlements 
between Red river and the Rio Grande, and to be 
removed from time to time as the settlements ad- 
vance; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition from Dennis Har- 
ris, merchant, of New York, asking for a return 
of duties on sugar destroyed by fire in the city of 
New York, while yef subject to exportation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition from citizens 
of Mercer county, Ohio, asking that all persons 
promoted from the ranks during the war with 
Mexico, shall be entitled to their bounty land, as 
if they had been discharged; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, several memorials relating to such changes 
in the post office system as will admit papers to be 
sent free of postage to all places within thirty miles 
of the place of publication; which were referred to, 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Ohio, in 
favor of constructing a road from Lake Michigan 
to the Pacific; and memorials from Wadsworth, 
Ohio, and from Summit county, Ohio, numerously 
signed, in favor of the same; which were laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOWNS presented a memorial from Thos. 
W. Chinn and other sureties of a late collector 
of the port of New Orleans, asking to be released 
from a certain judgment obtained against them; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. . ` 

Mr. CAMERON presented twenty memorials, 
signed by some thousands of citizensof Pennsyl- 
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vania, complaining of the monopoly of the Cam- 
den and Amboy Railroad and the Delaware and 
Raritan Canal Company, and the exorbitant charges 
exacted for carrying passengers and freight be- 
tween Philadelphia and New York, and of the 
unconstitutional imposition by the State of New 
Jersey of a tax on persons and property entering 
and departing from that State, and asking as a 
remedy, that Congress will authorize a post route 
through the State of New Jersey, that citizens of 
all States may pass without unjust charge. These 
memorials were referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. . 

Mr. RUSK presented a petition fram John Bald- 
win, asking remuneration for losses sustained under 
a contract for supplying pork to the navy; which 
was referred to the Commitee on Claims. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a petition from 
John Campbell & Co., of Pensacola, asking pay- 
ment for subsistence furnished troops in the service 
of the United States in 1847; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

- Mr. PHELPS presented two memorials in favor 
of the purchase of Mount Vernon by the General 
Government. 

Mr. BADGER presented memorials from numer- 
ous citizens of the United States, for the purchase 
of Mount Vernon. 


Mr. CASS presented a memorial from citizens, 


for the purchase of Mount Vernon. 


All these memorials were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Maryland presented a peti- 
tion from the heirs of Colonel Truman Cross, ask- 
ing to be allowed compensation for extra official 
services rendered by deceased; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, from James Birkhead and others, United 
States citizens resident at Rio Janeiro, and ship- 
masters and others trading to Brazil, asking that 
the system of reciprocal duties may be abandoned, 
or at least limited to a direct trade with the coun- 
tries in which they may be made, and showing the 
injurious effect of the present poy upon the ship- 
ping and other interests of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, from John F. Weishampel and others, ask- 
ing that the bill before the Senate for the appoint- 
ment of examiners may be speedily passed, in 
order that the business of the office may be expe- 
dited; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Patents, reported a bill authorizing the 
renewal of the patent for the benefiteof the widow 
and heirs-at-law of Timothy P. Anderson, deceased; 
which was read a first time. 

Also, from the same committee, the bill to amend 
an act entitled ** An act to promote the progress of 
the useful arts, and to repeal all acts and parts of 
acts heretofore made for that purpose,” approved 
July 4, 1846, without amendment. 


Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported House bill for the relief of Thomas 
Scott, without amendment. ° 

Also, from the same committee, the bill for at- 
taching a portion of the northwestern land district, 
Louisiana, to the district north of the Red river, 
Louisiana. 


‘Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of Isaac W. 
Taylor and other ee of Jacques Cla- 
morgan, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


CALIFORNIA CLAIMS. 

On motion of Mr. BADGER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill relating to 
California claims, the question pending being to 
recemmit the bill with instructions. 


Mr. BADGER suggested to the Senator from 


Virginia, to modify his motion to recommit, by 
the omission of the instructions, so as to leave the 
committee a discretion to put the clause in the bill 
into such a shape as would meet the acquiescence of 
the Senate. 

Mr. MASON replied that he had received a 
similar suggestion from other friends; and that he 
would, therefore, withdraw so much of his amend- 
ment as related to instructions to the committee. 

The motion to recommit was then agreed to. 


SUPREME COURT. 

The Senate then proceeded to the special order, 
being the bill supplemental to an actentitled **An act 
concerning the Supreme Court of the United States,” 
approved 17th July, 1844. - 
he question being on the passage of the bill— 

Mr. ASHLEY said he regretted the necessity 
of troubling the Senate-again on this bill. But the 
more he reflected on it, the more he was convinced 
of its evil tendency. He objected to all special 
legislation. The four Senators who advocated 
this bill when last before ghe Senate, did it on the 
ground that the bill was intended for a special and 
temporary purpose. He went into an examina- 
tion of the state of the docket. It was represented 
that there were 163 cases depending before the 
Supreme Court. Of the 163 cases, there were 
twenty-two in which the United States is a par- 
ty, yet there was no complaint from the Govern- 
rhent, or any officer belonging to it. There have 
been no complaints from this quarter, as there 
would have been had any cause existed. North 
Carolina, South Carolina, and Texas, have no case 
before the court. Five States—Connecticut, Ver- 
mont, New Jersey, Delaware, and Indiana—have 
each one case. Three States—New Hampshire, 
Tennessee, and Jowa—have each two cases. Five 
States—Rhode Island, Virginia, Arkansas, Michi- 
gan, and the Territory-of Wisconsin—have each 
three cases. Three States—Georgia, Alabama, and 
Florida—have each four cases. Missouri has five 
cases, and Kentucky six. Maine, Massachusetts, 
Ohio, and Illinois, have each seven cases. Penn- 
sylvania hasten cases; the District of Columbia has 
eleven; New York fourteen; Louisiana and Missis- 
sippi nineteen. Yet from all these there had been no 
complaint of delay. He went onto show that many 
of these cases were important cases, to which the 
United States is a party; and that if this bill should 
pass, and the Supreme Court should meet in May, 
as there is no Attorney General of the United States 
now, it was impossible for the United States to be 
prepared to go into court with these cases. 

e then dwelt on the inconveniences which would 
result from this relief of the Supreme judges from 
circuit duties, some of which he understood to be 
admitted, and others he pointed out. He went 
into details of the business before the circuit and 
district courts, in which the United States occu- 
pied the position of a party. The Government 
cases made up a total of 664, yet the individual 
interests greatly outweighed these. All these cases 
would be left at the disposal of an incompetent 
tribunal, if the Supreme judge was to be relieved 
of a portion of the circuit duties. There were 
twenty-four States entitled to be heard on the sub- 
ject, and they would never be pursuaded to give 
their assent. The effect would neceggarily be to 
swell the docket of the Supreme Court; so that, 
instead of 163 cases at the beginning of the next 
session, there would probably be from 300 to 400. 

He stated that the amount of business in the cir- 
cuit and district courts was enormous, yet the dis- 
trict judges did. not, in some States, sit ten days 
throughout the year. There was no confidence 
in the decisions of these district judges. Some of 
these judges had been in office above forty years, 
most of them more than twenty, and had become 
eed and indolent. , 

e thought there was no occasion to pass this 
bill for the purpose of relieving the’ judges of the 
Supreme Court, because the judges had it in their 
power to relieve themselves whenever the burden 
has become too onerous for them. He looked on 
the bill as a broad step towards the centralization 
of all judicial power in this city. He exculpated 
the advocates of the bill from any such design, but 
such was the mevitable tendency of the measure. 
He intended to move to amend the bill by substi- 
tuting the bill pending before the House of Rep- 
resentatives; but as that bill was too long to be 
adopted at once, he would desire to recommit the 
bill for the purpose of adopting anew system. He 
concluded. with moving the amendment, stating that 
there could not be a more favorable time for pre- 
paring a system, as there would be no pressing 

usiness before the expiration of. a month or two, 
when the result of the treaty with Mexico might 
be expected. 

Mr. ALLEN thought that the Supreme Court 
could reduce the number of cases, if it thought fit, 
without further legislation. And the only reason 
he could discover for their not doing so was, that 
they desired to-see cases accumulate, until it would 


become necessary to dispense with their attendance 
on circuit duties altogether, or to appoint a new 
tribunal to dispose of the central business at Wash- 
ington. He calculated that it would require, at the 
rate at which business was done at the late term, 
about 326 days to get through the unsettled cases 
on hand. The business, therefore, could not be 
completed before May, 1849. He designated the 
business of the judge of the Supreme Court as very 
limited, so far as regards personal, physical labor. 
It is by the agency of counse!} that the materials for 
judgment are collected, digested, and arranged, and 
laid before the judge, so that nothing remains but 
to make up the decision. And here sit nine full- 
grown men, in solemn deliberation, as if deciding 
matters of the most awful importance. Oh! what 
anamountof humbug there isin the world! These 
venerable gentlemen came to the Capitol at eleven 
o’clock every morning, except on Saturday, when 
they take some relief from their labors; and he 
thought it not becoming in this Senate to extend 
the time for them to sit here and enjoy the dignity 
of indolence. He thought the one-hour rule adopt- 
ed in the House might be usefully introduced into 
the Supreme Court, where it had become much 
more the practice of discussing what the law ought 
to be than what the law is. He believed the effect 
of this bill would be the destruction of the court. - 

Mr. CRITTENDEN made a reply to the ob- 
jections which had been made to the bill, which 
he regarded as being entirely untenable. He dis- 
avowed any object but to get the arrearages of 
business disposed of. 

Mr. BUTLER defended the judges of the Su- 
preme Court from the aspersions cast upon them 
by the Senator from Ohio. He said it was easy to 
array a tribunal in aristocratical costume, and then 
assail it for popular effect. He charged any fall- 
ing off which may have taken place in the charac- 
ter of the court to the practice of selecting noisy 
politicians, instead of able lawyers, for seats on 
the bench. And it ill became the friends of this - 
system to come forward now, and to denounce 
those whose nominations had been confirmed by. 
their votes. Ifthe judges were negligent of their 
duty, the proper course was by impeachment, and 
not by insinuation to condemn them. 

Mr. ALLEN made some remarks, in reply to the 
Senator from South Carolina. He admitted the 
evil of selecting judges from among political parti- 
sans, and asserted that, where the people had exer- 
cised themselves the right to elect, they had always 
chosen much more able men than the President 
ever had selected, or ever would select. All that 
is valuable in our system of civil law had been de- 
rived, originally, from the Roman civil law, which 
was laid down H judges annually elected by the 
Roman people. The wisdom of the people had been 
evinced in the election of our Presidents. During 
the last sixty years, we have had more wisdom, 
intelligence, and virtue, in our Executive chair, 
than can be found on any throne in Europe for the 
last six centuries. 

Mr. FOOTE referred to a printed argument which 
had been laid on the tables of Senators, carefully, 
elaborately prepared, to show the necessity of pass- 
ing this bill. In this argument, the author has taken 
the ground that this measure, although eô nomine 
a temporary measure, ought to be permanent, be- 
cause the interference of the Supreme Court in cir- 
cuit duties is unconstitutional. He read an extract 
from the work, the author of which was to him 
unknown. He stated that, by such apprehensions 
as this extract had created in his mind, he had been 
induced to change his original purpose of voting 
for the bill, He complimented the Senator from 
Ohio for the eloquence with which he had expressed 
his opposition to the bill. He stated the manner 
in which the system of electing the judges by the 
people was introduced in Mississippi, and the ad- 
vantages which have resulted from it, whigh had 
been so evident as to have convinced some of the 
most able of those who at first opposed it. He 
believed the tribes of Israel, who constituted a pure 
democracy, elected their judges. He vindicated 
this mode, and expressed his warm hope that the 
appointment of judges for life—that last relic of 
aristocratical and monarchical institutions—would 
soon be Faas Ste from our practice. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, obtained the 
floor, and ` 

The Senate adjourned.* 


* A full report of the debate this day, on the Supreme 
Court Bill, will be published in the Appendix. 


/ 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


a a SAE EEE 


PRINTED AND PUBLISHED AT THE CITY OF WASHINGTON, BY BLAIR & RIVES. 


30TH CONGRESS, lst SESSION. ` 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, April 18, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. HAMMONS asked leave to make a report 
from the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 
Objected to. 


House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. Lost. 


THE CAPTURED SLAVES. 

Mr. GIDDINGS rose, and asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce a resolution. 
{Cries of ‘* Read it, read it,” and ‘‘ Object °] 

Mr. MEADE rose, and said he objected to the 
reading of the resolution. , 

[Several voices: ‘‘Oh! let it be read.?’] 

The SPEAKER directed the Clerk to abstain 
from reading the resolution until the House came 
to order. e then desired gentlemen to take their 
seats; and order Having been restored, he said, the 
Chair understood that the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. Mgape] objected to the reading of the reso- 
lution. In strictness, the reading of a resolution 
for information might be objected to; but it had 
been the uniform practice of the House, when a 
gentleman asked for the reading of a resolution, 
to allow it to be read by general consent for infor- 
mation merely. The Chair knew no instance of a 
refusal when the general consent was asked. If, 
however, the gentleman from Virginia persisted in 
his objection, the resolution would not be read. 

Mr. MEADE said, if the resolution had no re- 
lation to slavery, he had no objection to the read- 
ing; but he should object if it had. 

A conversation ensued between several members; 


an 

Mr. MEADE again rose and said, at the sug- 
gestion of some of his friends he withdrew his ob- 
jection to the reading. 
_ The Clerk then read the resolution, as follows: 

Whereas more than eighty men, women, and children, are 
said to be now confined in the prison of the District of Co- 
lumbia without being charged with crime, or of any impro- 
priety other than an attempt to enjoy that liberty for which 
our fathers encountered toil, suffering, and death itself, and 
for which the people of many European governinents are 
now struggling: ` 

And whereas said prison was erected, and is now sustained, 


by funds contributed by the people of the free as well as of 


. the slave States, and is under the control of the laws and 
Officers of the United States: ° 

And whereas such practice is derogatory to our national 
character, incompatible with the duty of a civilized and 
Christian people, and unworthy of being sustained by an 
American Congress: Therefore, l 

Be it resolved, That a select committee of five members of 
this body be appointed to inquire into and report to this House 
by what authority said prison is used for the purpose of con- 
fining persons who have attempted to escape from slavery, 
with leave to report what legislation is proper in regard to 
said practice. 

Resolved, further, That said committee be authorized to 
send for persons and papers. 

The SPEAKER then stated the question to be 
on granting leave to introduce the resolution. 

everal voices objected. | 

r. HOLMES, of South Carolina, said that i 

‘the resolution was considered, he would move to 

amend, by an inquiry whether the scoundrels who 

caused the slaves to be there ought not to be hung. 
~ [Laughter. } 

The objection being persisted in, the resolution 
was not received. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, hoped the House would 
allow one hour to be devoted to the reception of 
reports from committees. 

Mr. ROCK WELL concurred in that wish, and 
moved to postpone the special order for one hour— 
being the election case. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER then stated the question to be 
on the motion to print an extra number of copies 
of the document containing the Scott and Trist 
correspondence, on which the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. Ciineman] was entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, to facilitate the reception of 
reports from committees, said he was willing to 
postpone this question, more especially as other 
correspondence had been called for, and might be 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved that the 
| 


~ 
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expected in the course of a week, when the whole 
might be ordered to be printed together. He there- 
fore moved to postpone this subject for one week. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, inquired what would be 


the condition of this subject in the event of the” 


motion being agreed to. It had now the precedence 
when reports were called for from committees, 
being itself an undisposed of question, on a report 
from the Committee on Printing; would it then, 
if now postponed for one week, have precedence 
on the calendar a week hence? 

The SPEAKER was understood to answer in 
the affirmative. : 

Mr. COBB said, in that event, he had no objec- 
tion to the motion. 

After a few words from Mr. G. S. HOUSTON 
and Mr. HENLEY, the motion to postpone was 
agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, made adverse reports on the 
petitions of Wiltshire Minor, David Cook, Rich- 
ard S. Schaffelin, J. P. McElrath, Joseph Ingle, 
the legal representatives of William H. Freeman, 
and Ebenezer Hazard. Laid on the table. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, from the same committee, 
reported bills for the relief of John H. Baker, and 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Oliver 
Lee. Read and committed. 

Mr. CROWELL, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of James H. 
Chezum, Lewis F. Beeler and others, and Daniel 
G. Garnsey. Laid on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Joshua Barney, Uni- 
ted States agent. Read and committed. 

Mr. DANIEL also made an adverse report on 
T petition of George W. Biscoe. Laid on the 
table. 

Mr. LIGON, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Eleanora B. Watkins, widow 
of Gassaway Watkins. Read and committed. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the same committee, re- 

orted a bill for the relief of Samuel A. Grier. 
ead and committed. 

Mr. DUNN, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of Caleb Bell, 
administrator of Matthew Bell. Laid on the table. 

Mr. HUNT, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to which was referred Senate bill to authorize the 
issue of a register to the brig Palmetto, reported 
the same back to the House without amendment. 

The bill was then read three times, passed, and 
returned to the Senate. 


Mr. THIBODEAUX, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill relating to the collection district 
of Pearl river, in the State of Mississippi; also, a 
bill to establish a collection district in the State of 
New York; which bills were read and committed. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, reported a bill to authorize. the 
citizens of Ozark county, in the State of Missouri, 
to enter forty acres of land for a county site in said 
county. 


The bill was read a first and second time, and, 
after an explanation by Mr. PHELPS, it was 
ordered to be engrossed; and, being engrossed, 
was read a third time and passed, and sent to the 
Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. PUTNAM, from the same committee, to 
which was referred House bill to remove the land 
office from Upper Sandusky to Defiance, in the 
State of Ohio, reported the same back to the House, 
with the recommendation that it do not pass. The 
bill was laid on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill to compensate John M. Moore, 
and also the bill of the House to promote the edu- 
cation of the indigent deaf and dumb, reported the 
same back to the House, with an amendment to 
the latter bill; which bills were committed to the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, from the same 
committee, reported a bill to remove the land office 
from Newnansville to Ocala, in the State of Flori- 
da. Read and committed. 
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Also, from the same comniittee, to which was 
referred the bill forthe relief of Shadrack Gillet 
and othérs, moved that the committee be discharged 
from the same; which being agreed to— k 

Mr. DUNCAN reported a bill to reserve the 
islands in the Detroit Straits from entry, survey, 
or sale. Read and committed. 

On-motion of Mr. DUNCAN, the Committee on 
Public Lands was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the resolution of the House of the 13th 
March last, relative to reviving the act of July 27, 
1842, allowing five years for issuing and locating late 
war bounty-land warrants; and also from the resolu- - 
tions of the Legislature of Florida relative to drain- 
ing the everglades of: South Florida; and from the 
petition of citizens of Wisconsin relative to the 
pe opuen law of 1841; and they were laid on the 
table. 

Mr. DUNCAN also made adverse reports on 
the petitions of the Mayor, &c., of Burlington, 
Iowa; of citizens of Lee county, Illinois; and of 
resolutions of the Legislature of Florida. Laid on 
the table. 

Mr. ROOT, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred Sen- 
ate bill in amendment of an act entitled ‘* An act to 
amend the act entitled ‘An act to reduce the rates of 
postage, to limit the use and correct the abuse of 
the franking privilege, and for the prevention of 
fraud on the revenues of the Post Office Depart- 
ment,’’’ passed March 3d, 1845, reported the same 
back to the House with sundry amendments. 

The amendments were read; and, after a brief 
explanation by Mr. ROOT, were concurred in by 
the House; and the bill was read a third time, 
passed, and returned to the Senate. 

On motion of Mr, EMBREE, the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads was discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of 
citizens of St. Joseph county, Michigan, relative 
to the increase of pay of postmaster at Mottville, in 
said county, and the memorial and resolution of 
the Legislature of Florida relative to a mail route 
from Chattahoochie to Pensacola; and they were 
laid on the table. l 

Mr. ST. JOHN, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, made an adverse re- 
port on the petition of Peters, Moore, & Co. Laid 
on the table. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a resolution direct- 
ing the Clerk of the House to furnish the warden 
of the penitentiary fifty copies of the report of the 
officers of said penitentiary made at the present. 
session of Congress, to ke distributed according. to 
the usage of the managers of the penitentiary. 

Mr. C. advocated the adoption of the resolution, 
which, he said, would put the warden named in 
the resolution in possession of information in rela- 
tion to the management of other prisons. | 

Mr. McK AY opposed the resolution, on the 
ground that it would set a bad precedent. 

Mr. CUMMINS advocated the resolution; which 
was adopted. 

Mr. McDOWELL, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill for the relief 
of James Dixon. Read and committed. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill to regulate the fees for 
the location of military land warrapts; which was 
read a first and second time; and, after a brief dis- 
cussion, in which Messrs. JOHNSON, of Arkan- 
sas, COLLAMER, and PETTIT, participated— 

Mr. PETTIT moved toamend the bill by strikin 
out the words ‘ persons making the same,” an 
inserting in lieu thereof the word ** Government. ?”? 

Mr. TURNER suggested an amendment to the 
bill by inserting after the word “‘ register” the word 
‘Ss receiver,’’ so as to include the receiver as well 
as the register. 

Mr. SAWYER also suggested an amendment; 
but before any question was taken— 

Mr. POLLOCK moved to commit the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole; which, after some further 
remarks by Messrs. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, and 
LEFFLER, was agreed to. SE tesa 

Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee for 
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the District of Columbia, made an adverse report 
on the petition of citizens of the city of Washing- 
ton for the incorporation of the Builders’ Society. 
Laid on the table. 

Mr.J.R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported a bill to regulate proceed- 
irks in admiralty and for other purposes. Read 
and committed. - 


Mr. INGERSOLL made a report to accompany 
Senate bill for the relief of Richard Bloss and 
others. 

Mr. I. made also an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of Josiah McCaskey. Laid on the table. 

The hour having expired, Mr. EVANS, of Ma- 
ryland, moved that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the special order, viz: 
the three several bills amendatory of the act to 
provide an additional military force, and for other 
purposes. Lost. - 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to postpone the 
contested election case for one hour. Disagreed to. 


THE CONTESTED ELECTION. 
The House then took up the report of the Com- 
mittee of Elections on the contested election from 
the sixth Congressional district of New York— 
Monroe vs. Jackson. 
Mr. BOYDON supported the contestant’s right 
to the seat in an argument of an hour’s length. 
Mr. STARK WEATHER sustained the claim 
of the sitting member. 
Mr..DUER followed on the opposite side. 
Mr. GREEN, of Missouri, obtained the floor, 
and yielded to a motion to adjourn; which being 
agreed to, 
The House adjourned. 


eqn 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. KING, of Massachuseits : The memorial of Thatch- 
er Magoun, of Medtord, Massachusetts, against the admis- 
sion of timber manutactured in New Brunswick into the ports 
of the United States free of duty. 

By Mr. MANN, of Massachusetts: The petition of H. 
H. Dearborn and 63 others, of J. D.Churchill and 60 others, 
‘of Sullivan Whitney and 63 others, of John Shorey and 26 
others, of Henry French and 126 others, and of A. H. Brad- 
ford and 110 others, severally in behalf of cheap postage. 

By Mr. RICHEY: The petition of Jolin Moore and 114 
others, citizens of MusKingum and Morgan counties, State 
of Ohio, praying for the establishment of a post road from 
Chandlersville, in Muskingum coynty, to Haskensville, in 
Morgan county, Ohio. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: The petition of 217 citizens of Mid- 
dietown, Connecticut, for the appointment of a committee 
to investigate the slave trade in the District of Columbia. 
Also, the petition of Obed Ellis and others, citizens of Con- 
necticut, for the erection of a breakwater on the northwest- 
ern point of the Island of Nantucket. 

By Mr. TUCK: The petition of Hannah W. Gibhons and 
83 others, citizens of Lancaster county, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing Congress to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, 
a to prohibit the same in the Territories of the United 

tes. » 

By Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania: The petition of cit- 
izens of Pittsburg and vicinity, for an appropriation to repair 
the late breach in the dam at the head of Cumberland Island, 
across a portion of the Ohio river. Also, the memorial of 
the Board of Trade of the city of Pittsburg, on the subject 
of steamboat explosions. : 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The petition of 66 citi- 
zens of the town of Rush, New York, asking that the Gen- 
eral Government shall no longer traffic in the public lands 
yet in its possession, and that they shall be laid outinto farms 
and lots for the free use of such citizens (not possessed of 
other land) as will occupy them. 

By Mr. BAYLY: The petition of sundry citizens of the 
counties of Accomac and Northampton, Virginia, praying 
for the erection of light-houses on Sand Shoal Island. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa: The petition of Elisha 
Hampton and sundry other citizens of lowa, praying the 
prng. of an act granting them, and all other persons simi- 

arly entitled to it, the relief recommended hy the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in a letter transmitting a copy of the 
report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
and also the report of the register and receiver of the land 
office at Fairfield, in the Territory of Iowa, which letter is 
marked Document No. 200, Ist session 29th Congress, or 
such other relief as the circumstances may require. f 
__ By Mr. CLARK, of Maine: The petition of William Gott, 
for a pension. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspar, pril 18, 1848: 


Mr. FOOTE presented documents in su port of 
the claim of Joseph M’Atee; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. ` 

Mr. DIX presentéd a petition from ship-owners 
of the city of New York, asking an amendment to 
the House bill to peas for the ventilation of pas- 
senger vessels; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 


Mr, UNDERWOOD presented a petition from 


| 
| 


| 


| 
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George F. Raub, asking Government to purchase 
the patent right of Raub’s safety valve for steam 
engines; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented a pe- 
tition from James Lowry Donaldson, an officer of 
the United States army, asking indemnity for 
losses sustained in consequence of having been 
robbed of public money; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, reported a bill to provide for 
transcribing certain State papers of the late Repub- 
lic of Texas; which was read a first time. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Fis 
nance, reported House bill making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the year 
ending 30th June, 1849, without amendment. 


| Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Naval 


i Affairs, reported House bill for the relief of J. 
| Melville Gilliss and others, with an amendment. 
Mr. MILLER, also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the increase of the medical corps 
of the navy; which was read a first time. 
| [The bill provides for the addition of five full 
| and five assistant surgeons. ] 
| Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
i Lands, reported the bill for the relief of bona fide 
settlers under the act for the armed occupation and 
settlement of a part of the Territory of Florida, 
with an amendment. 
Mr. MASON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for’the relief of John Mcintosh; 
which was read a first time. 
| Mr. MASON, also, from the same committee, 
| reported a bill for the relief of A. H. Cole; which 
was read a first time. 
- Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
; Lands, reported a bill to provide for the final set- 
tlement of the accounts of Thomas C. Shelden, 
late receiver of public moneys at Kalamazoo, 
Michigan; which was read a first time. 

Mr. FELCH, also, from the same committee, 


| reported a bill to provide for the settlement of the 


accounts of Abraham Edwards; which was read a 
first time. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Military 
| Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Midshipman 
Robert C. Rogers; which was read a first time. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported a bill extending the privileges to Ameri- 
; can vessels engaged in a certain mentioned trade, 
and for other purposes. 

[This bill allows the steam packets between New 
York and New Orleans to stop at Havana and take 
in passengers, mails, &c., provided that no mer- 
chandise be landed or taken in.] 

The bill baving been read a first time— 

Mr. D.asked its immediate consideration; and the 
bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
and on the question of engrossment— 

Mr. HALE asked that it might be delayed until 
| to-morrow, to which Mr. Dix assented. 
| Mr. CASS, from the Committee on Military 
| 


Affairs, reported the bill to provide for the settle- 
ment of California claims, with an amendment. 
On motion of Mr. NILES, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing by law for a coin- 
age of the denomination and value of one-fourth of a dime, 
or two-and-a-half cents, with an alloy of copper or other 
metal, and for the discontinuance of the coinage of cents. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, it 
was ordered that two thousand extra copies of the 
message of the President of the United States and the 
report of the Secretary of War, in reply to the res- 
olution submitted by him in December last, rela- 
ting to the losses sustained by the United States 
troops in Mexico, be printed. 


On motion of Mr. BADGER, the previous orders 
were postponed, and the Senate took up for con- 
sideration a bill placing the officer who performed 
the duty of adjutant at the Military Academy on 
an equality as to pay and allowances with adju- 
tants of regiments; which was read a second and 
third time, and passed. 

An adverse report on the petition of Nancy Hag- 
gard being taken up for concurrence— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, on the ground that the 
committee had refused to allow interest on money 
due for commutation pay, which had been granted 
in many other instances, moved to reverse the de- 
cision of the committee, 


dapan eg a 


Mr. UPHAM. opposed -the motion, because it 
had been the settled practice of the committee for 
the last six years to disallow these claims for in- 
terest. 

The question on the motion of Mr. Unperwoop 
was then put, and. decided in the negative. 

Mr. MANGUM called for the special order. ~ 


SUPREME COURT. 


The Senate.resumed the consideration of the bill 
supplementary to an act entitled ‘ An act concern- 
ing the Supreme Court of the United States;” the 
question being on its passage. 

The bill was advocated by Mr. JOHNSON, of 
Maryland, who warmly defended the Chief Jus- 
tice against the attacks which- might have been 
made against him. 

Mr. ALLEN made some remarks in reply. 

Mr. JOHNSON rose to read ansextract from a 
letter he had received from the Chief Justice, in 
which the Judge expressed his belief that the relief’ 
was necessary, and his hope that the bill before 
the Senate would pass. 

Mr. ALLEN briefly rejoined, closing with a sug- 
gestion that the moment the Supreme Court euts 
off its judicial intercourse with the States, public 
opinion will begin to demand a judicial reform. 

Mr. BUTLER gave it as his decided opinion, 
that the Judges had no desire to relax their circuit 
duties. Those’duties would not be neglected. 
There was no complaint that they had beén neglect- 
ed. The great object in view was, to work off the 
appeal docket, which had so greatly accumulated. 
He explained, that in his reference to politicians 
who had been appointed judges, he had-merely in- 
tended to apply the phrase to those judges who 
had been pronounced by the chairman of the Judi- 
ciary Committee as indolent, neglectful, or incom- 
petent, in the performance of their duties. 

Mr. BADGER said, that his opposition to this 
bill did not arise out of any hostility to the court. 
He was a friend to the court; and he was anxious 
that it should retain its high position in the public 
respectand confidence, which it would be in danger 
of losing if it were to be cut loose from its circuit 
duties. He believed the natural, certain tendency 
of this bill would be, to destroy the moral influence 
and the intellectual ability of this tribunal. He 
argued that the evil which had been aaid to exist 
could not be remedied by special legislation; and 
that the court, under the existing law, possessed 
the authority to dispense with one of their circuits, 
and of course had the power they now asked for 
without any act of special legislation. If they had 
applied the time which they might have applied 
to the disposition of these appeal cases, instead of 
a hundred and sixty-three, not forty, nor thirty, 
would have remained on the docket: 

Mr. ASHLEY defended himself from the charge 
of having made any assault on the judges of the 
Supreme Court. He re-stated his views delivered 
yesterday as the grounds on which he opposed the 
bill. On consultation with his friends, he had been 
led to believe that the substitute he had proposed 
to offer was too extensive to be adopted without 
some reflection. He would therefore withdraw his 
amendment. . 

Mr. CRITTENDEN then took the floor in re- 
ply to objections, and in defence of the bill. He 
expressed astonishment that the bill should have 
caused so much alarm among even wise men. He 
said that certainly the judges might have suspend- 
ed their circuit duties, but they could not reconcile 
it to their sense of duty. Some of the judges, too, 
who had been exhausted too much to go on with 
labor, objected; while others had circuit duties too 
important to be neglected. These reasons had 
prevented the court from dispensing with their 
circuit duties. The object ofthe bill was to apply 
a remedy to a practical evil. The measure is in- 
tended to continue but for one year. He was 
astonished at the opposition to the bill, which he 
attributed to a timidity as to the consequentes 
which may result, which had no foundation in 
reason—consequences which every one had dis- 
avowed, and which he would at all times be pre- 
pared, as far as: his individual weight could go, to 
resist. 

[The debate will appear at length in 
dix. | 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and was determined as follows: : 


YEAS—Mesars. Bell, Berrien, Breese, Butler, Crittenden, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Greene, Mannegan, Hunter, John- 
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son of Maryland, Mangum, Mason, Miller, Phelps, Rusk, 
Underwood, and Uphain—17. 

NAYS —Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Badger, Bagby, 
Benton, Bright, Calhoun, Cameron, Cass, Corwin, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dix, Felch, Foote, Hale, Houston, Johnson of 
Georgia, Lewis, Moore, Niles, Spruance, and ‘Turney—23. 

Mr. BADGER then gave notice that he should 
move to go into Executive business to-morrow at 
one o’clock, on a matter that was of some import- 
ance. 

On motion the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
, WEDNESDAY, April 19, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. BOCOCK rose to a privileged question, and 
moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill of 
the Senate to amend the act entitled ‘‘ An act to re- 
_ duce the rates of postage, to limit the use and cor- 
rect the abuse of the franking privilege, and for the 
prevention of fraud on the revenues of the Post 
Office Department,’’ passed March 3d, 1845, was 
passed and returned to the Senate. 

Mr. B. said he did not, in making this motion, 
wish to interfere with any gentleman’s possession 
of the floor. He understood that a motion to re- 
consider must be made on the day, or the day after 
the measure to be reconsidered was decided: if his 
motion of reconsideration could be kept alive, he 
was willing to yield the floor to the gentleman 
from Missouri, [Mr. Green.] He felt bound to 
make a speech at some time in support of his mo- 
tion, and he would do.so now or at another time, 
as the House-should prefer. 

The CHAIR stated that the bill to which the 
gentieman’s motion referred had gone to the Senate: 
if it was to be reconsidered, the first motion must 
“et as the Senate be requested to send back the 

ill. 

The CHAIR stating that the motion could be 
entered now and acted on hereafter— 

Mr. BOCOCK did not press his motion; and it 
was entered on the Journal accordingly. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 

Mr. COBB made a question of order, stating that 
a question of privilege (such as the right of a mem- 
ber to his seat) took precedence of a merely priv- 
ileged question, (like that of reconsideration;) and 
the CHAIR assenting, ordered that the question of 
the contested election be resumed. 

Mr. JENKINS then moved to amend the reso- 
lutions appended to the report of the Committee 
of Elections, by striking out all thereof and insert- 
ing— l 

Resolved, That David S. Jackson is entitled to his seat upon 
this floor. l 

Resolved, That James Monroe is not entitled to a seat 
upon this floor. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, intimated his 
intention to demand the previous question; but 
yielded to 

Mr. BURT, who moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out all after the words ‘‘ Resolved, 
that,’ and inserting— 

“It does not satisfactorily appear that either David S. 
Jackson or James Monroe has been duly elected a Repre- 
sentative in the thirtieth Congress of the United States from 


the sixth Congressional district in the State of New York, 
and that a vacancy exists in that Congressional district.” 


Mr. GREEN then addressed the House in sup- 
port of the right of the sitting member to the seat. 

Mr. CONGER followed, and sustained the claim 
of the contestant. 

Mr. JENKINS advocated the right of the sitting 
member. 

Mr. MONROE, the contestant, rose and said he 
should not, laboring as he was under indisposition 
from a severe cold, avail himself of the privilege 
which had been extended to him by resolution of 
the House. Nor did he consider it necessary to 
detain the House after the case had been so fully 
argued. He had come here, and had been kept 
here four months and a half, for no other object 
than te answer the requirements of his district— 
with a view to*purify their elections for the future, 
and not to take even the benefits of the past. He 
was willing to subrnit the case to the decision of 
the House on the facts which had been presented, 
declaring that he would not have been here con- 
testing the seat if he had not solemnly believed 
that it. was demanded by a due regard to the rights 
of his constituents. 

He would only further remark, that if the elec- 
tion was sent back to the people, there was no law 


in the State of New York authorizing an election 
until the next general election. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER. The Governor can 
authorize a special election. 

Mr. MONROE. There is no such law. I speak 
advisedly on the subject. There never has been 
a law under the new constitution which authorizes 
the Governor to appoint a special election. But 
whether the sixth Gongressional district was rep- 
resented or not, he said—whether it was repre- 
sented by David S. Jackson or James Monroe— 
did not alter the great question involved. It wasa 
high moral question—one in which their whole 
population were deeply interested—that they should 
purify their elections. He was not a contestant as 
a Whig or a Democrat, but to show that gross 
frauds had been perpetrated on the people of the 
sixth Congressional district of New York. With- 
out saying more, he would submit the case to the 
House. 

- Mr. JACKSON, the sitting member, was under- 

stood to say that he would not encroach upon the 
time of the House; he was willing that the case 
should go to their decision upon the evidence which 
had been presented. He then proceeded briefly 
to review certain points of the evidence, and to 
argue that the contestant had failed to make out 
his case, but that the testimony clearly confirmed 
his (Mr. J.’s) right to the seat which he now oc- 
cupied. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, said he had in- 
tended to notice one or two points that had been 
made against his report, but he would forbear; and 
after allowing the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Woopwarp] to offer an amendment, would 
move the previous question. 

Mr. WOODWARD, after afew remarks, moved 
the following as a substitute for the resolutions: 

Resolved, That the evidence before the House is not suf- 
ficient to satisfy it whether David 8. Jackson or James 
Monroe be duly elected a representative in the thirtieth 
Congress from the State of New York, and that, to admit 
either to a seat might be in derogation of the rights of the 
other and of the people he claims to represent. 

Resolved, therefore, That the seat claimed by the parties 


is hereby declared to be vacant, and that a new election be 
ordered. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, moved the pre- 


vious question. 

The SPEAKER stated, that if the previous ques- 
tion was seconded, it would cut off the amendment 
just moved by Mr. Woopwarp. 

Mr. COLLINS moved a call of the House. 

Mr.STEPHENS moved that the House do now 
adjourn. Lost. 

The question was put on ordering a call of the 
House. Disagreed to. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question was ordered to be now put, viz: 
on agreeing to the substitute moved by Mr. Burt, 
and it was decided in the negative: Yeas 13, nays 
160. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to lay the 
whole subject on the table. Disagreed to. 

The question was then put on the amendment 
moved by Mr. Jengins, and was decided in the 
negative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bing- 
ham, Birdsall, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Bridges, 
Brodhead, William G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. 
Brown, Cathcart, Chase, Franklin Clark, Beverley L. Clark, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Collins, Cummins, 
Daniel, Dickinson, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, French, 
Green, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, Haralson, Harris, Henley, 
Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Iverson, 
Jameson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Kaufman, Kennon, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, Ligon, 
Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, Mc- 
Dowell, McKay. merane Tp Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, 
Morse, Murphy, Peaslee, Peck,Petrie, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, 
Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Sawyer, Simpson, 
Sims, Smart, Kobert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Charles 
E. Stuart, Stronz, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Robert A. 
Thompson, Wiliam Thompson, Thurston, Turner, Venable, 
Wentworth, Wick, Wiley, and Williams—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, 
Barrow, Belcher, Blanchard, Botts, Boydon, Brady, Burt, 
Cabell, Canby, Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Con- 
ger, Cranston, Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, 
Donnell, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, 
Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evang, Nathan Evans, 
Farrelly, Flournoy, Freediey, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Gen- 
try, Giddings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, 
James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Henry, Hilliard, Isaac 
E. Holmes, Elias B. Holines, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Jos. 
R. Ingersoll, Jolin W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas Butler King, 
Daniel P. King, William T. Lawrence, Lincoln, Mclivaine, 
Horace Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Nelson, Newall, 
Palfrey, Pendleton, Preston, Putnam, Julius Rockwell, John 
A. Rockwell, Roman, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, 
Shepperd, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, 
Truman Smith, Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Talimadge, Tay- 


lor, Thiboderux, R. W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, 
Tompkins, Toombe, Tuck, Vinton, Warren, White, Wilson, 
and Woodward—102. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The eaan then recurred on the resolutions 
reported by the Committee of. Elections. It was 
divided and first put upon the first resolution, viz: 


Resolved, That Davip 8. Jackson is not entitled to his 
seat in this Housc as a Representative from the sixth Con- 


~gressional district of the State of New York. 


It was decided in the affirmative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, Bar- 
row, Belcher, Blanchard, Botts, Boydon, Brady, Burt, Cabell, 
Canby, Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Collaier, Conger, 
Cranston, Crixfield, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Don- 
nell, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, 
Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Far- 
relly, Flournoy, Frevdley, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Gentry, 
Giddings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, 
James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Henry, Hilliard, isaac 
E. Holmes, Elias B. Holmes, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Jos. 
R. Ingersoll, Irvin, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas Butler 
King, Daniel P. King, William T. Lawrence, Lincotn, Mcll- 
vaine, Horace Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Nelson, 
Newall, Palfrey, Pendleton, Preston, Putnain, Julius Rock- 
well, Jolin A. Rockwell, Roman, Root, Rumsey, St. John, 
Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, Caleb 
B. Smith, Truman Smith, Andrew Stewart, Strohn, Tall- 
madge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, Richard W. Thompson, John 
B. Thompson, Tompkins, Toombs, Tuck, Vinton, Warren, 
White, Wilson, and Woadward—103. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bing- 
ham, Birdsall, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Bridges, 
Brodhead, William G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. 
Brown, Cathcart, Chase, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Collins, Cumunins, 
Daniel, Dickinson, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, French, 
Green, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, Haralson, Harris, Hen- 
ley, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Iverson, Jameson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, 
Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland. McClernand, 
McDowell, McKay, McLane, Job Mann, Meade, Miller, 
Morris, Morse, Murphy, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Pettit, Pey- 
ton, Phelps, Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Saw- 
yer, Simpson, Sims, Sinart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stark- 
weather, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Thomas, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Robert A. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, 
Turner, Venable, Wentworth, Wick, Wiley, and Wil. 
liains—93. 


The question was then put on the second reso-. 
lution reported by the Committee of Elections, 
viz: 

Resolved, That James Moxnroe is entitled to the seat now 
occupied in this House by Davip 8. Jackson as a Repre- 
sentative from the sixth Congressional district of the State 
of New York. 


And it was decided in the negative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abhott, Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, Bar- 
raw, Belcher, Blanchard, Botts, Boydon, Brady, Cabeli, Can- 
by, Chapman,Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, 
Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, 
Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Eckert, Edwards, Nathan 
Evans, Farrelly, Fiournoy, Freedley, Gaines, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale Nathan K. Hall, J. G. 
Hampton, Moses Hampton, Henry, E. B. Holmes, Hubbard, 
Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Kellogg, Thomas 
B. King, Daniel P. King, William T. Lawrence, McIlvaine, 
Horace Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Nelson, Newall, 
Palfrey, Pendleton, Preston, Putnam, Julius Rockwell, John 
A. Rockwell, Roman, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, 
Shepperd, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, 
Truman Smith, Andrew Stewart, Strohm, ‘Tallmadge, Tay- 
lor, Thibodeaux, Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, 
Tompkins, Tuck, Vinton, Warren, White, and Wilson—91. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bing- 
ham, Birdsall, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Bridges, 
Brodhead, Win. G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, 
Burt, Cathcart, Chase, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Collins, Cumming, 
Daniel, Dickinson, Dunn, Embree, Alexander Evans, Faran, 
Featherston, Ficklin, French, Gayle, Green, Willard P. Hall, 
Hammons, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Henley, Hill, Isaac 
E. Holmes, George S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Iverson, Jameson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, La Sére, S. Lawrence, Ligon, 
Lincoln, Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, 
McDowell, McKay, McLane, Job Mann, Meade, Miller, 
Morris, Morse, Murphy, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Pettit, Peyton, 
Phelps, Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Sawyer, 
Simpson, Sims, Smart, R. Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, 
Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
Robert A. Thompson, Win. Thompson, Thurston, Toombs 
Turner, Venable, Wentworth, Wick, Wiley, Williams, and 
Woodward—104. i 


Mr. BURT inquired of the Speaker if, under the 
recent decisions of the House, he should not con- 
sider it his duty to inform the proper authority of 
the State of New York that a vacancy existed in 
the representation from that State in the House of 
Representatives of the United States for the thir- 
tieth Congress? 

The SPEAKER said that he should do so after 
the time had elapsed in which a motion for the 
reconsideration of the votes last taken could 
moved. l 

And, thereupon, Mr. COBB moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the second resolution reported. 
by the Committee of Elections was rejected. 
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Mr. WENTWORTH moved.to lay the motion 
to reconsider the vote on the table; which was 

reed to. . 

Mr. TOMPKINS then moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the first resolution of the Commit- 
tee of Elections had been adopted. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table; which was agreed to. 

And then the House adjourned. 


oe 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. GREGORY: The memorial of 57 citizens of North 
Bergen, in the State of New Jersey, for the purchase by Con- 
gress of Mount Vernon. i 

Also, of 35 citizens of Jersey City and Horsinins, in the 
oat of New Jersey, for the purchase by Congress of Mount 

ernon. 

Also, of 81 citizens or Jersey City, in the State of New 
Jersey, for the purchase by Congress of Mount Vernon. 

Also, of 36 citizens of the city of Baltimore, in the State 
of Maryland, for the purchase of Mount Vernon. 


[Reports from the Committee of Elections. } 


Mr. R. W. THOMPSON, from the Committee 
of Elections, made the following report: 

The Committee of Elections; to whom was re- 
ferred the memorial of James Monroe, con- 
testing the election of David S. Jackson, asa 
Representative in Congress from the sixth Con- 
gressional district of the State of New York, 
submit the following report: 

The following facts are admitted by the parties 
in this case, to wit: 

First. That the sixth Congressional district of 
the State of New York is composed of the follow- 
ing wards in the city of New York, divided, re- 
spectively, into election districts, to wit: 

The eleventh ward divided into six districts. 

The twelfth ward divided into two districts. 

The fifteenth ward divided into four districts. 

The sixteenth ward divided into five districts. 

The seventeenth ward divided into five districts. 

The eighteenth ward divided into three districts. 

Second. That an election for Representative in 
Congress for said district was held on the 3d day 
of November, 1846, at which the sitting member, 
David S. Jackson, and the contestant, James Mon- 
roe, were opposing candidates. 

Third. That at said election, and from the re- 
turns of the several election districts of the several 
wards, David S. Jackson received a majority of 
votes over James Monroe, of one hundred and forty- 
three. 

Fourth. That the number of votes returned from 
the third election district of the eighteenth ward, 
was as follows: For the sitting member, four hun- 
dred and sixteen, and for the contestant, one hun- 
dred and eighty-one. 

Fifth. That the sitting member was, at the time 
of such election, President of the Board of Alder- 
men of the city of New York, and that the officers 
and keepers of the almshouse and city prison are 
appointed by the authorities of said city. 

Sixth. That David S. Jackson was, at such elec- 
tion, the regular candidate of the Democratic party, 
and James Monroe the regular candidate of the 
Whig party. 

Seventh. That Norman B. Smith was also a can- 
didate of the same party that nominated David S. 
Jackson, for a seat in the Assembly of the State of 
New York, and was also an officer in the alms- 
house of the city. 

Eighth. That Moses S. Jackson, a brother of 
the sitting member, wag, at the time of such elec- 
tion, an assistant alderman of the said eighteenth 
ward. 

These are the material admissions of the parties, 
which become important in a subsequent part of 
this case. In addition, the contestant alleges: 

First. That one hundred and sixty-three paupers, 
and upwards, from the almshouse and hospital, in 
the eighteenth ward in the city of New York, voted 
at the third election district of said eighteenth ward 
for the sitting member, which paupers had not 
been admitted to said almshouse from the said 
third district of said eighteenth ward. 

This is denied by the sitting member, who al- 
leges that he is informed and believes, that about 
one hundred electors, then ‘‘ residing and having 
their actual residence” in zaid third district of the 
eighteenth ward, did vote at said election in said 
district and ward; but that he does not know for 
whom they voted. He has been informed and 


| 
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in said Congressional district. 
This is expressly denied by the sitting member. 


believes, that a portion of them did vote for him- 


self, and a portion for the contestant. He does not. 


know the ward or district from which they were 
admitted to the almshouse, but believes that they 
resided in said district and ward before they be- 
came inmates of the almshouse, and had been in 
the habit of voting there. : 
The contestant also alleges : 
Second: That nine persons who were paupers 


in said almshouse on and previous to said election, 


voted in the second election district of the twelfth 
ward for the sitting member; and that none of said 
paupers resided in said district before they were 
‘admitted to said almshouse. 

This is also denied by the sitting member, who 
alleges that some persons, originally from the said 
almshouse, and who had gone thence in the spring 
of the year 1846, to a farm on Randall’s Island, in 
said second district of said twelfth ward, where 
they were then engaged in tilling said farm under 
the direction of Moses G. Leonard, almshouse 
commissioner of the State of New York, did vote 
at said second election district of said twelfth ward, 
at said election. He does not know for whom 
they voted. He insists that they were residents 
of said twelfth ward; that they were challenged at 
the time of offering their votes, and were only ad- 
mitted to vote after having taken the preliminary 
oath required by the laws of New York, having 
answered all questions put to them by the inspect- 
ors, and having taken the final oath required by 
the constitution of the State of New York. 

The contestant also alleges : 

Third. That from twelve to twenty-four persons 
who were, at the time of said election, convicts, 
undergoing punishment at the city prison on Black- 
well’s Island, voted in the second election district 
of the twelfth ward for the sitting member. 

The sitting member denies that said number or 
any other number of persons were brought from 
the prison on Black well’s Island and voted for him 
at said election. 

The contestant also alleges: 

Fourth. That on the night previous to the said 
election, between three and four hundred persons 
were taken from Blackwell’s Island on board of a 
sloop, and located principally in the eleventh ward, 
with a view to their voting; and that all or many 
of them did vote at said election for the sitting 
member, when none of them were entitled to vote 


The contestant also alleges : 

. Fifth. That eight or more foreigners, who were 
not entitled to vote, voted at the first election dis- 
trict of the twelfth ward for the sitting member. 

This is denied by the sitting member. 

The contestant also alleges : 

Sixth. That five or more foreigners, who were 
not entitled to vote, voted for the sitting member 
at the second election district of the twelfth ward. 

This is denied by the sitting member. 

The contestant also alleges : 

Seventh. That eight or more persons, not resi- 
dents of the sixth Congressional district of New 
York, voted in the twelfth or some other ward of 
the said district for the sitting member. 

This is denied by the sitting member. 

The contestant also alleges : 

Eighth. That five or more illegal votes were cast 
for the sitting member in the sixteenth ward, of a 
district not specified. 

This is denied by the sitting member. 

The contestant also alleges: 

Ninth. That one of the inspectors of the fifth 
election district of the sixteenth ward was absent 
during a great portion of the day of election; and 
that many persons who were brought to said poll 
to vote were challenged, and refused to take the 
oath prescribed by haw, as to their right to vote; 
and that when the inspector referred to was away 
from the polls, said persons were illegally admit- 
ted to vote by the remaining inspectors. 

The sitting member alleges that he has no knowl- 
edge or information in relation to this charge, but 
admits that he has heard that (for a few minutes 
during the day) one of the inspectors in said dis- 
trict was necessarily absent, and insists that this 
should not invalidate the election in that district. 
He denies that any persons who had been chal- 
lenged and refused to take the necessary oath, were 
afterwards admitted to vote in said district. 

The contestant also alleges : 

Tenth. That an inspector of the first election 


district of the twelfth ward declared, after the elec- 
tion, that he “‘got two votes for Jackson; one by 
letting a ballot drop in the box when the vote was 
challenged, knowing him not to bea voter; another 
in canvassing the votes, when Jackson’s name was 
evidently erased, and said it was only blurred.’’ 

The sitting member declares that he has no 
knowledge or information in relation to this charge. 

The contestant also alleges: 

Eleventh. That the sitting member was, at the . 
time of said election, president of the board of al- 
dermen of the city of New York, and that the 
officers and keepers of the almshouse and city 
prison are appointed by the authorities of - said 


city. 

The sittmg member admits that he was the pres- 
ident of the said board of aldermen at the time of 
said election; but says that the said officers and ` 
keepers had chiefly, if not in every instance, been 
appointed previous to his election as president of 
the board. 

The contestant also alleges : 

Twelfth. That Norman B. Smith was, at the 
time of said election, a candidate for the Assembly 
of New York, and also an officer in said alms- 
house; and that he was the candidate of the party 
which nominated the sitting member. 

This is admitted by the sitting member. 

The contestant also alleges: | 

Thirteenth. That one of the inspectérs of elec- 
tions of the third district of the eighteenth ward 
was appointed and qualifted after the board of in- 
spectors had organized and the balloting had com- 
menced, and before the paupers had voted. That 
said appointment was made by the alderman or 
assistant alderman, alone, who was a brother of the 
sitting member. 

‘The sitting member denies that the appointment 
was made under the circumstances here charged. 
He admits that his brother was an alderman in 
suid ward, and insists that if the appointment was 
made as charged, the election would still be valid, 
as there were two other competent inspectors. 

The contestant also alleges: 

Fourteenth. That the inspectors of election of 
said third district of the eighteenth ward, or a 


. majority of them, admitted the paupers from the 


almshouse to vote, because the said paupers ‘‘con- 
sidered the almshouse their residence.” 

The sitting member denies that any decision 
was made by the inspectors in said district in re- 
gard to the right of the paupers generally to vote; 
but insists, that when each one offered his vote, it 
was refused, unless it appeared that he was then 
an actual resident in side ward. 

These constitute the issues which the contestant 
and the sitting member have made, and which 
have been the subjects of examination by the com- 
mittee. Upon some of them no proof has been 
offered by either party. Upon those to which the 
testimony offered refers, the committee will pro- 


.ceed to Jay before the House the views they enter- 


tain. The published testimony to which they refer 
will be found in ‘* Miscellaneous’? document No. 
22, already published by order of the House. 

The first question to which the committee think 
it necessary to turn their attention, is that which, 
arises under the law of New York, as to the right 
of the inmates of hospitals and almshouses to vote. 
That law provides that ‘* no person shall be deemed 
to have lost or acquired a residencé by being a student 
in a college, academy, or any seminary of learn- 
ing; nor by living in a poorhouse, almshouse, hos- 
pital, or asylum, in which he shall be maintained 
at the public expense,” &c. The plain_meaning 
of this language is this: That the inmate of an 
almshouse, hospital, &c., neither loses the resi- 
dence he had before he went there, nor. acquires & 
new one by going there. He votes, therefore, upon 
his former residence—that is, in the district or ward 
where he lived before he became an inmate of the 
almshouse or hospital. He can, under no cir- 
cumstances, be permitted to vote upon his alms- 
house or hospital residence. ‘The committee are not 
aware that this position is seriously questioned. 
Independent of all legislation, these persons were 
not voters in the district in which the almshouse 
and hospital were located, by reason of their resi- 
dence therein. By the common law, living in an 
almshouse, or other place of public charity, for 
any length of time, would not create a residence, 
or give the pauper the rights of a resident in the 
ewe, ward, or city in which such charity is situ- 
ated. 
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„By reference to the testimony of Henry A. 
Beach, who was one of the inspectors in the third 
district of the eighteenth ward, [page 67 of the 
printed evidence,] it will be seen that the ‘$ legal 
qualifications’ of the inmates of the almshouse 
who voted in that district were decided to be a 
residence in the almshouse. He says: ‘* We con- 
sidered living in that part of the almshouse in the 
district as giving the residence, where we could ascer- 
tain that the person had no other home.” This ‘‘ liv- 
ing” in the almshouse was considered the ‘‘ actual 
residence’? of the pauper, and that, too, without 
recan to the length of time the pauper had been 
there. 

The same witness also says, on same page: 
*¢ The residence in the almshouse was considered by 
the inspectors as much a legal residence as any other 
house in the district, in point of residence, provided 

he had the other legal qualifications, and had no 
other residence. ” 

Henry S. Ackerly, another inspector in the third 
district of the eighteenth ward, [page 71 of the 
printed evidence,} confirms what Mr. Beach has 
said. He says, after stating certain questions which 
were put to the pauper, ‘‘ if, in answer to these 
* questions, we were satisfied that the pauper had 
€ no other residence than in the almshouse, and had 
“the other qualifications, his vote was received. 
‘Some of the paupers, whose only residence was in 
€ the almshouse, and no other residence ascertained, 
‘did vote. No voters were rejected on that account. 
‘The residence of a pauper in- the almshouse was 
$ considered his actual residence, so as to entitle him 
“to vote, as much as if he had lived in any other 
€ house in the district, provided: the board was satis- 
* fied that he had no other residence, and that the 
* voter claimed that to be his residence, and had 
‘ the other legal qualifications. The mere fact of 
‘his being or living in the almshouse, we did not 
‘ consider enough to entitle him to vote.” 

Other witnesses corroborate what is here said 
by the inspectors; but this reference to the decision 
of the board is deemed sufficient, as if is the testi- 
mony of the officers who made it. 

The committee do not hesitate to say that this 
decision of the inspectors of the third district of 
the eighteenth ward, was a direct violation of the 
law of the State of New York. That law express- 
ly says that a residence shall not be ‘‘ acquired” by 
“‘ living in a poorhouse, almshouse,”® &c. These in- 
spectors decided that a residence was acquired by 

e paupers of this district. The committee can 
scarcely imagine a more palpable violation of laws 
or a more open disregard of its plain provisions. 

As it is thus manifest that paupers from the 
almshouse, in the third district of the eighteenth 
ward, had no right to vote in that district, upon a 
mere residence there, it is necessary to know 
whether any such persons did vote there at the 
Congressional election in November, 1846. That 
they did so vote, the committee think is abundant- 
ly proven. 

chedule marked A, [page 88 of the printed evi- 
dence,] contains the names of one hundred and 
twenty-nine persons. Schedule marked B, [page 
89 of the printed evidence,] contains the names of 
twenty-two persons. Schedule marked C, [page 
89 of the printed evidence,] contains the names of 
one hundred and forty-one persons. 

It will -be seen by reference to the evidence, that 
schedules A and C were made by Paul M. Cran- 
dall, (who was a challenger at said third district 
of the eighteenth ward,) Mr. Otis, and John Snell. 
[See pages 22 and 23 of printed evidence.] Sched- 
ule A contains the names of persons who were 
objected to by Crandall, and corresponds with 
achedule C, except that schedule C contains some 
names marked with an X, which designates those 
which were written by Otis. By reference to the 
testimony of Dr. Hasbrouck, the resident physi- 
cian of the almshouse, [page 14 of the printed evi- 
dence, ] it will also be seen that schedule B cõhtains 
the names of persons who were then inmates of 
the almshouse, and who voted in the third district 
of the eighteenth ward. Schedules B and C, there- 
fore, show the names of one hundred and sixty-three 
persons. 

Were these one hundred and sixty-three persons 
inmates of the almshouse? Hasbrouck swears 
{page 12 of the printed evidence] that he gave per- 
mits to * about seventy” of the inmates of the hos- 
piua to go out and vote, and that, as far as his 

nowledge went, *‘ there were from the almshouse 
more than double the number of paupers that went 


from the hospital.” He also swears [page 13 of 
the printed evidence] that an omnibus was engaged 
for the day, under the direction of the officers of 
the institution, to transport these paupers to the 
polls, and that he saw it depart six times. Sched- 
ule B, he says, [page 14 of the printed evidence,] 
contains the names of persons who were then in 
the almshouse. Marcellus Eells, superintendent 
of the almshouse, swears [page 39 of the printed 
evidence [that he has compared schedule C ‘* with 
the books kept in the almshouse in November, 
1846;”’ and he also says [page 36] that the names 
on this schedule are on the register of the alms- 
house. 

The committee think that this evidence abun- 
dantly shows that these persons were inmates of 
the almshouse, part of which is situated in the third 
district of the eighteenth ward. They do not un- 


derstand it to be necessary to have exhibited be- ` 


fore them the books of the establishment. Those 
books are the property of the institution, and 
ought not to be removed. They may be likened 
to a record, though certainly not of so high dig- 
nity. Yet even a record may be proven a sworn 
copy, as by one attested by the seal of the officer 
having its custody. ny person who has com- 
pared the copy with the original is competent to 
prove it. Thus they find the law laid down in all 
the elementary works on evidence, and are not 
aware of any adjudication to the contrary. (3d 
Cowen and Fiill’s notes to Phillips’s Evidence, 
page 1,065, note 719; same volume, page 1,240, 
1,241, note 871; Ist Phillips’s Evidence, 452; 2d 
do., 615, 638, 639; lst volume Greenleaf’s Evi- 
dence, see page 501; Gilbert’s Evidence, 26.] 

They think that that part of the testimony of 
Hasbrouck and Eells to which reference has been 
made, abundantly proves that these one hundred and 
sixty-three persons were inmates of the almshouse. 
Bu@if that were not enough, it is still more abun- 
dantly furnished by other evidence before them. 
Take the whole of the testimony together, and it 
is perfectly apparent that none of the witnesses— 
neither those for the contestant or the sitting mem- 
ber—doubted, for a single moment, the identity of 
these persons. By all of them they are treated and 
spoken of as inmatesof thealmshouse. Hasbrouck 
fixed the number who went out and who voted in 
the third district of the eighteenth ward at about 
one hundred and forty—that is, about twice as many 
as the number to whom he: gave permits at the 
hospital. Schedules A and C, testified to by Cran- 
dali, show that one hundred and forty-one voted. 
These witnesses strongly corroborate each other. 
Crandall also says [page 22 of the printed evi- 
dence] that the persons on schedule A told him 
that ‘they came from the almshouse.’’ He says, 
also, he was ‘‘informed by the people there that 
they were from the almshouse, and most of them 
had on a peculiar dress.”? It is also apparent, from 
what Crandall says at another place, [page 25 of 
the printed evidence,] and from what the inspect- 
ors Beach [page 67 of the printed evidence} and 
Ackerly [page 71 of the printed evidence] say, that 
these persons were treated and regarded by them 
as. inmates of the almshouse. Besides this, James 
Modell, who has resided in the third district of the 
eighteenth ward for twenty-six or twenty-seven 
years, swears, that ‘‘ according to the best of his 
recollection, from two to three hundred of the pau- 
per inmates’’-ef the almshouse “ voted at the poll 
at that election.” 

It will be seen, by reference to the printed testi- 
mony, that there are many other circumstances 
tending to show that these persons were inmates 
of the almsnouse; but the committee think that 
what they have already cited is abundantly suffi- 
cient to sustain the conclusion to which they have 
come. 

Of the fact that they voted at the Congressional 
election in November, 1846, in the third district of 
the eighteenth ward, the committee have no more 
doubt than that they were inmates of the alms- 
house. On this point Dr. Hasbrouck swears that 
he heard all the officers of the almshouse, ‘in con- 
versing with one another, speak as though it were 
settled that the paupers should be allowed, as on 
previous occasions, the privilege of going out to 
vote, and that every facility should be given to 
them for that purpose.’’ (See page 11 of the 
printed evidence.) He also mentions the order in 
which they were to go out, He also says [page 
12} that “about two thousand ballots’? were taken 
to the almshouse on, the “evening previous” to 
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the election, and were placed in the custody of the 
matron, to be cut up and distributed among the. 
paupers. He saw the omnibus take six loads of 
them for the papos of voting, each omnibus load 

elve persons. [Page 13.] He also 
says that, of his own knowledge, he knows that 
double the number from the almshouse voted than 
of those from the hospital to whom he gave per- 
mits, and that those to whom he gave permits to 
go out from the hospital were about seventy. 
[Page a, 

Crandall swears that the persons whose names 
appear on schedule A did vote, [page 22 of printed 
evidence.) Schedule N [page 109 of printed evi- 
dence] shows that all the persons whose names 
appear on schedules B and C did vote in the third 
district of the eighteenth ward. Schedule N isa 
true list of the voters at the election in that district 
and ward, certified by the proper inspectors and ` 
the clerk who has the custody of itin New York. 

It is very clearly shown, in the opinion of the 
committee, that very few of these paupers were 
residents of the third district of the eighteenth 
ward before they went to the almshouse. Dr. 
Hasbrouck says, that none of the persons named 
on schedule B lived m that ward before going to 
the almshouse, [page 14;] and that of those in 
schedule C, only about eighteen or twenty resided 
in that district before going to the almshouse, 
[page 13.] Crandall says, [page 25,] that he does 
not recollect that any on the list kept by him said 
that they resided there previous to going to the 
almshouse; and [page 36} he also says, that he 
does not recollect that any of them voted upon 
such a residence there. The inspectors also show, 
that they voted upon their almshouse residence alone— 
certainly excluding the idea that they had any 
other. 

It being, then, in the judgment of the commit- 
tee, perfectly clear that these one hundred and sizty- 
three paupers were permitted to vote, and did vote, 
in the third district of the eighteenth ward, in vio- 
lation of the law of New York, which confines 
the voters to the districts of their residence, the. 
next inquiry submitted to the committee is, for 
whom did said paupers vote? 

The committee do not doubt that they voted for 
the sitting member. That gentleman was the can- 
didate of the Democratic party for Congress; the 
officers of the almshouse and hospital were all 
members of that party, and electioneering for the 
candidates of that party, [see Hasbrouck’s evi- 
dence, pages 10 and 11 of printed evidence;] they 
considered it their ‘duty’? to get out every legal 
voter, to promote the interest of ‘the ticket;”’ 
they distributed Democratic tickets to the inmates 
on the morning of the election; they superintended 
the passing of the paupers out of the almshouse, 
had charge of the omnibus in which they were 
carried to the polls, and accompanied them to the 
polls. Odell swears that they would not let him 
‘c come near them;”’ that ‘‘ they would say, Odell, 
after they have voted you may talk to them,” [see — 
printed evidence, page 42.] Hasbrouck sweara 
that the tickets taken to the almshouse to be cut, 
on the evening before the election, had on them 
“the names of the regularly-nominated candidates 
of the Democratic party, [see page 12 of the printed 
evidence.| Those tickets contained the name of 
David S. Jackson, [see page 40 of the printed evi- 
dence. |] 

Crandall swears that there was a peculiarity in 
the tickets voted, by which he distinguished. the 
Whig from the Democratic tickets; that ‘‘ the Dem- 
ocratic ticket was a larger ticket, thicker paper, 
and different type from either the Whig or Native 
American,’’ [page 24 of the printed evidence;] and 
that he was confirmed in this when he saw the 
tickets taken from the box. 

Ackerly, one of the aeons: swears that “ the 
outward appearance of all the Democratic tickets, 
whether voted by paupers or others, were the seme; 
and so in regard to the Whig tickets.” He also 
says, ‘from the outward appearance, I think E 
could distinguish which was a Whig and which 
was a Democratic ticket, as # was presented by the 
voter,” [page T] of printed evidence, } 

The committee do not hesitate to helieve, from. 
this mass of evidence, that these one hundred and - 
sixty-three paupers (except, perhaps, some four or- 
jive who boasted that they had deceived the keep- 
ers, and the eighteen or tweniy whb reaidéd in that 
ward before they went to the. alrtishouse ) voted 
illegally, in the third. district’ of the eighteenth 
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ward, for the sitting member. They would have 
to shut their eyes to all the known rules by which 
individual conduct is judged, to come to a different 
conclusion. They desire no more convincing proof 
of anything than that they were taken from the 
almshouse with the express design that they should 
vote for the Democratic ticket, and that they did so 
‘vote. 

The committee do not suppose that there can be 
any difference of opinion as to the fact that pau- 
pers from the almshouse on Randall’s Island voted 
illegally in the second district of the twelfth ward. 
And they think the evidence abundantly shows, 
also, that they voted for the sitting member. 

Eells, who was an inspector of that ward, says, 
[page 37 of the printed evidence,] that the nine 
persons whose names are on schedule D [page 91 
of printed onenen Aan in that ward. Hesays, 
that they were all challenged and sworn; that they 
distinctly stated that they never had resided in the 
twelfth ward, but that, notwithstanding this, their 
votes were received. 

The same witness swears, that he “did know 
how the persons referred to voted;’’ that he “ can- 
vassed the votes as they were received;’’ and that 
the name of Mr. Jackson” was on the tickets 
which they voted. [Page 38 of printed evidence.] 

Mr. Swords, another of the inspectors of this 
ward, fixes the number who voted at thirteen, and 
corroborates all the material statements of Mr. Eells 
in regard to the course of proceeding at the polls. 
[Page 43 of the printed evidence.) Mr. McCarthy 
seems to have been the ruling spirtt at that poll, 
which may arise from what is detailed by Mr. 
Eells, that he understood that he “‘had a bet of one 
hundred dollars on the result.” 

These thirteen persons were taken to the polls, 
under the direction of Mr. Shea, one of the keep- 
ers of the almshouse on Randall’s Island, who told 

‘Mr. Swords that ‘‘he had a great many more that 
would have voted,” if he had not ‘questioned them 
so closely;’’ in consequence of which, he ‘‘had to 
send them avay elsewhere to vote.” [See page 45 of 
printed evidence. } 

Votes were also illegally received in the fifth dis- 
trict of the sixteenth ward. Leete, one of the in- 
spectors, fixes the number at *‘ five or six.” [Page 
55 of printed evidence.) Dodd places it also at 
“five or six.” [Page 56.] Harley thinks there 
were as many as ‘seven or eight.” Norvill, one 
of the clerks, also fixes the number at ‘‘five or 
six.”? By examining the testimony of these three 
witnesses, it will appear that these persons, when 
brought to the poll, were challenged and refused to 
be sworn, as is required by the law of New York, 
stating that ‘è they did not wish to get themselves into 
frouble.”” At that time two inspectors were acting. 
One of the inspectors was absent during a portion 
of the day, when these same men returned, and their 
votes were received by the remaining inspector without 
swearing them. This inspector (Seaman) admits 
that ‘he may have taken fifteen” votes while the 
other inspector was absent. {Page 75 of printed 
evidence.] They were clearly illegal. Itis equally 
apparent from the same testimony, as the commit- 
tee think, that they voted for the sitting member, 
and that it was well understood that they would 
so vote, when taken to the polls, both by the per- 
son who took them there and the inspector who 
received their votes. 

Dr. Hasbrouck swears [page 14 of printed evi- 
dence] that Michael Riley told him that he had 
voted twice. The name of this man is on schedules 
A and C; he voted at the third district of the eigh- 
teenth ward, and for the sitting member, as the com- 
mittee have already shown. 

Besides the votes illegally received, as pointed 
out by the committee, the committee are entirely 
convinced that a fraud of the grossest kind was 
practised upon the ballot-box, by persons engaged 
m secretly conveying to the polls prisoners con- 
fined in the penitentiary on Blackwell’s Island. 
They have no doubt that John B. Shaffer and 

Francis McLaughlin, who were keepers of the 
prison, did transpert-from the island at least twenty 
prisoners, whose term of service had not expired, 
with a view to have their votes received at this elec- 
tion. [See Mott’s testimony, page 49 of the print- 
ed evidence.] Their-own testimony [pages 51, 52, 
53 of the printed evidence] .is perfectly conclusive 
of their guilt. But as the committee have before 
them no evidence that these men voted at any par- 
ticular poll, they have net taken them into the esti- 
mate in the general result to which they have come. 
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That result is as follows, to wit: the majority of 
David S. Jackson over James Monroe, in the Con- 
gressional district, was one hundred and forty-three 
votes. One hundred and fifty-seven votes were ille- 
gally cast for said Jackson in the district, which, 
when taken from his poll, leaves a majority of 
fourteen votes in the district for James Monroe. 
This is shown by the following calculation: 
Almshouse votes illegally received in the third 

district of eighteepth ward..........++e+- 163 
Illegal votes from Randall’s Island.......... 13 
Illegal votes at fifth district of sixteenth ward... 5 
Riley’s vote twice counted.......cccesrsee 1 

Making in all of illegal votes........ 182 
Of these twenty resided in third district of eigh- 

teenth: Warde << 605 56s dig te 445 oes dieseeae 20 
Votes supposed to have been given to Mon- 
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— 2 
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Number to be deducted from Jackson. . 157 


These one hundred and fifty-seven votes, taken 
from the votes of Jackson, leaves the majority for 
Monroe fourteen, as already stated. 

The committee, therefore, report to the House, 
for its adoption, the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That David S. Jackson is not entitled to his seat 
in this House, as a Representative from the sixth Congres- 
sional district of the State of New York. 

Resolved, That James Monroe is entitled to the seat, now 
occupied in this House by David S. Jackson, as a Represent- 
ative froin the sixth Congressional district of the State of 
New York. : 


Minority Report. 
Mr. Jenkins, in behalf of the minority of the com- 
mittee, made the following report: 

The undersigned, minority of the committee, 
e ere to submit the following report: v 

he constitution of the State of New Yórk, in 
force at the time of the election in questidn, pro- 
vided— 

« Tbat every male citizen of the age of twenty-one years, 
who shall have been an inhabitant of this State one year next 
preceding any election, and for the last six months a resident 
of the county where he may offer his vote, shall be entitled 
to vote in the town or ward where he actually resides, and not 
elsewhere, for all officers that now are, or hereafter may be, 
elected by the people.’’—(See constitution of 1821, article 2, 
section I.) 

‘Section 2. Laws may be passed excluding from the 
right of suffrage persons who have been, or may be, con- 
victed of infamous crimes. 

“Section 3. Laws shall be made for ascertaining, by 
proper proofs, the citizens who shall be entitied to the right 
of suffrage hereby established. 

« SECTION 4. All elections by the citizens shail be by bal- 
lot, except for such town officers as may by law be directed 
to be otherwise chosen.” 


These are all of the provisions of the constitu- 
tion bearing on the subject of elections. 

From the time of the adoption of this constitu- 
tion, in 1821, the various wards of the cities, and 
the several towns into which the residue of the 
State was divided, constituted the only election 
districts in that State. For the purpose of accom- 
modating the voters, the elections were required 
by law to be held during the period of three days 
in succession. 

By an act of the Legislature, passed April 5, 
1842, [see laws of 1842, pages 113 and 114,} pro- 
Vision was made that all the wards in the several 
cities, and all the towns in the State containing 
more than five hundred electors, should be divided 
into election districts, and the time for holding each 
election was confined to one day. Under this law, 
thesix wards composing the sixth Congressional dis- 
trict were divided into twenty-five election districts. 

The same act required the elector to swear (if his 
vote were challenged) not only to what the consti- 
tution prescribed as to residence, but also that he 


was then a resident of the district in which he offer- 


ed his vote. If the Legislature had not the power, 
under the constitution, to go beyond that instru- 
ment, and require the voter to be, and to prove him- 
self, not only the resident of the ward, but also of a 
particular election district in such ward, then the ques- 
tion may arise whether the proof which tends to 
show voters non-residents of a particular election 
district in a ward is of any avail. : 
By the same statute, passed April 5, 1842, page 
120, section 121, it is provided ‘* that no person 
‘shall be deemed to have lost or acquired a resi- 
‘dence by living in any poorhouse, almshouse, 
‘ hospital, or asylum, in which he shall be main- 
“tained at public expense.” : 


April .19, 


_ The laws of that State did not vest in the inspect- 
ors of election any judicial power. There was no 
provision allowing any other proof of a right to 
vote than the oath of the elector. Under the pre- 
liminary oath, the inspectors were authorized to 
put questions to the voter (if his vote were chal- 
enged) as to his residence, &c.; but, if the voter 
insisted upon taking the oath required by the con- 
stitution, they were obliged to receive his vote. 
The testimony, therefore, in this case, relating to 
the decisions of the inspectors of election, has no 
pertinence to the subject. Any person, being a 
lawful voter, had a right to challenge, and the voter 
an equal right to exercise his own convictions, by 
veut or swearing his vote in. The ques- 
tion of the legality of his vote could not be tried 
by the inspectors of election. 

Paupers, by the laws of that State, are not pro- 
hibited from voting; and are not, for that cause, in 
any manner deprived of the elective franchise. 

The undersigned are of opinion that the rules 
of evidence applicable to trials in a court of law, 
should be taken as the guide here. The commis- 
sioner, who took the evidence in this case, did 
not decide upon the competency of the evidence, 
but held ‘* that his power did not allow the exclu- 
‘sion of questions, except when the question put 
‘to the witness was leading or did not relate to the 
‘matter in controversy between the parties.”’— 
[13.]* Hence, incompetent evidence has swelled 
the return of the commissioner, and the question 
of competency is left open for the decision of the 
House. 

The sitting member has produced the usual cer- 
tificate, under the seal of the State of New York, 
showing that he was duly elected a member of this 
Congress from the sixth Congressional district of 
that State. This is not conclusive evidence of the 
legality of his election; but the contestant, in order 
to change the result, must establish the fact that at 
least one hundred and forty-three illegal votes were 
given for the sitting member, at that election, over 
and above any illegal votes given for himself. 

1. The contestant complains in his eighth speci- 
fication, ‘‘ that eight or more persons, who were 
‘ foreigners by birth, and never had become citizens 
‘of the United States, voted at the first election 
‘ district of the twelfth ward for David S. Jackson,’’ 
[2.} John McMahon [46 to 49] is the only wit- 
ness called to establish this charge. His deposi- 
tion affords ample proof of the witnesa’s strong 
desire to make out a clear case for the contestant, 
and if hearsay is to be taken for proof, he has 
more than filled up the prescribed list of illegal 
votes. But the character of the witness was proved 
by the testimony of Daniel Falvey and Peter Os- 
trander to be decidedly bad, [74.] No effort was 
made to sustain him, either by calling other proof 
to support the charge, or to sustain his reputation. 
See, also, James Leonard’s deposition, [75.} 

2. The contestant charges in his fourth spéci- 
fication, [2] ‘*that one hundred and sixty-three 
: pauper and upwards from the almshousė ‘ang 
‘hospital, in the*eighteenth ward of thé city of 
‘s New York, voted at the third election district of 
‘the said ward, on the 3d day of November, 1846, 
‘for David S. Jackson for Representative in Con-- 
‘gress, The said paupers were not admitted to. 
‘said almshouse from said district of the eigh- 
‘teenth ward.’’ 

It is important to look carefully into the proof 
adduced in support of this charge, and to discrim- 
inate between the competent and incompetent evl- 
dence imbodied in the return of the commissioner. 
In order to reject these votes, it should be clear! 
proved, on the part of the conteatant, by legal evi- 
dence, that the voters did -not reside in the said 
third election district. The voters themselves were 
competent witnesses; and if called to this point, 
could have placed thé question beyond doubt. 
But not one of them was called as a witness, and 
a species of secondary evidence was resorted to, not 
only to establish the non-residence, of these voters 
in the said third district, but also td prove that one 
of them voted twice’ at that election. Thus Dr. 
Hasbrouck [14] teStified that he saw Michael Riley, 
an inmate of the hospital, on the morning of the 
election, deposit his vote in this district. The 
counsel for the contestant then called upon this 
witness to state the declarations of Riley upon the 
subject; and, although this evidence was objected 
to by the counsel for the sitting member, the wit- 
_ * Figures thus inserted [13] in this re refer tothe 
of the printed evidence, p tee st 
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ness answered as follows: ‘‘ He [Riley] was tipsy 
‘ about noon, and then declared he had voted twice 
‘at the same poll. He told me boastingly at that 
*time.’’ This is all the evidence tending toshow 
that this Michael Riley voted twice at that elec- 
tion. No reason can be offered for so relaxing the 
rules of evidence in this case, as to admit the dec- 
larations of a third person as proof. If he had 
voted twice, not only Crandall, but the inspectors, 
would have objected to his voting when he came 
to the poll the second time. The fact that there 
were two or more persons by the name of Michael 
Riley who voted at that election would surprise no 
one who has had occasion to look into the directory 
of any of our large cities. Exhibit P [100] shows 
that there were two persons by the name of James 
Carr in the almshouse at the same time. In the 
judgment of the undersigned, Riley is not proved 
to have voted twice at that election. 
.. If the one hundred and sixty-four voters named 
in schedules B and C [89] are not proved, on the 
part of the contestant, to have been non-residents 
of the third district of the eighteenth ward at the 
time of their going to the almshouse, then it is ob- 
vious that their votes, or the votes of such of themas 
are not proved to be non-residents, should not be 
rejected. Dr. Hasbrouck, [14,] in speaking of the 
twenty-two voters named in schedule B, and in 
answer to the following question, ‘* Were there 
“any of the said persons who had their residence 
‘in the third district of the eighteenth ward before 
* going ta the almshouse?’’ answered, ‘‘ None, to 
* the best of my knowledge.” What knowledge 
had Dr. Hasbrouck on the subject? Did he know 
where they did reside, or did he know them at all 
before they went to the almshouse? 
What is the evidence offered by the contestant 
to show that the one hundred and forty-two per- 
gons named in exhibit C were not residents of the 
said third district immediately previous to their 
entering the almshouse? The question was put 
to Haebrouck, [13,] whether any of the persons 
committed to the almshouse who went out on the 
3d of November, 1846, were sent there from the 
third district of the eighteenth ward? to which he 
answered, ‘‘ To the best of my knowledge, there 
‘were some eighteen or twenty sent there- from 
‘the third district of the eighteenth ward.” It 
could not be expected that this witness, who 
had been at the almshouse but two years, [10,] 
should know all the persons that came there from 
that district, especially when it is remembered 
that many of the inmates went to the almshouse 
long before he did. See Mumford’s deposition, 
{82,] and schedule P, [99.] If in that great city, 
of about four hundred thousand inhabitants, Has- 
brouck knew that eighteen or twenty of the pau- 
pers in question came from that district, how many 
of whose residence he knew nothing also came 
from that district? It is always better to prove 
where a man’s residence actually was, in order to 
show where it was not, than to undertake to prove 
that he did not reside in a particular district of a 
great city, from the fact that the witness did not 
know that he lived there. The testimony of Dr. 
Hasbrouck is too uncertain to establish the fact 
that these persons were non-residents of the said 
third district. | 
The evidence of.Crandall upon this point is con- 
tradictory, and at most amounts to nothing but 
hearsay, ir If the voters upon being challenged 
had testified, before the inspectors of election,.to 
their places of residence, even their depositions thus 
taken would be incompetent evidence. Much less, 
then, can the naked declarations of these voters to 
their places of abode previous to their going to the 
almshouse be admitted as any 


yee whatever. 
‘Fhe very uncertain expression o 


Crandall, [25,] 


that he did not recollect that any on his list said that: 


they resided in the ward in question before th 
went to the almshouse, or the expression of the 
same witness, [36,] that he did .not recollect that 
any gave their residence in the eighteenth ward, 
amounts.to merely nothing. ; 
_ [t will be seen, by looking into-the only remain- 
ing testimony upon this point, [Eells 37, and Ack- 
erly 70 and 71,] that the proposition here attempt- 
ed to be established is in no manner strengthened. 
But if hearsay be evidence, then this: species of 
oof can be rebutted by hearsay. Hasbrouck 
testified [18] that many of the inmates, when ask- 
ing for.passports, said that they were going to their 
own homes in the fourth, ‘sixth, tenth, fourteenth, 


and other wards, to vote; and that he understood 


at the time that they were, respectively, going to 
districts in which they were entitled to vote. These 
inmates of the almshouse could have had no mo- 
tive to vote in a district different from the one in 
which they had a right to exercise that franchise. 
It will not be assumed that they voted in the wrong 
district, and that position not having been proved, 
it follows that the one hundred and forty-two voters 
named in schedule C, and the twenty-two in 
meus B, lawfully exercised their right of suf- 
rage, 

2. The contestant has failed to prove that the 
persons named in schedules B and C were the 
identical individuals who came from the alms- 
house, and who voted in the said third district, 
with the exception of three of them, who voted in 
presence of Hasbrouck. The contestant has at- 
tempted to prove this by evidence, that the names 
on the poll list of this district, compared with the 
names found on the register of the almshouse, and 
proving by Crandall that he saw the persons named 
in schedule C, except 12 of them, vote at that 
election. For the purpose of proving that the 
names on schedule C were found on the register 
of the almshouse, the contestant called on Mar- 
cellus Eells, [26,] who testified that he was appoint- 
ed superintendent of the almshouse May 11, 1846, 
and that there were books in the almshouse con- 
taining the names of the inmates, and that he found 
the names contained in schedule C upon the books 
of the almshouse. Was this evidence competent? 
H. Mumford, who kept the books of the alms- 
house, was called on to testify whether the persons 
named in schedule C were in the almshonse on 
the mid in questtion. His entries in those books 
could be used by him as a memorandum to aid his 
memory. But these books are not shown to be 
such public entries, or records, as can be proved 
by a sworn copy’ [12 Serg. and Rowle, 256, 263; 
2 Cow. and Hill; notes to Phillips’s evidence, page 
1,150.] But Eells does not show where he ob- 
tained the books of the almshouse, nor when he 
compared schedule C with those books. The tes- 
timony of Mumford, [82,] and schedule P, prove 
that Eells was grossly mistaken. It is essential to 
the contestant to establish the identity of the per 
sons whose names appear on the poll list, anid on 
schedule C. 

Sd that paupers were forbidden to vote in 
New York, as they are in New Jersey, and aman 
were on trial for illegal voting for that cause, would 
any jury convict the voter upon merely producing 
the register of the almshouse and the poli list? 
Would not proof be required that the person on 
trial was the man supported at public charge, and 
who voted at the election? To hold the contrary, 
would be equivalent to the adoption of a rule that 
a prisoner, on trial for a second offence, could be 
convicted of such second offence, on producing the 
record of the conviction of.a man bearing the same 
name, but without any proof that he was the same 
man tried and convicted of the first offence. Is it 
proved that these identical persons voted in the 
said third district? Crandall was produced by the 
contestant to prove this, and he testified that the 
129 persons named in schedule 2 voted. [22 and 
23.j But these voters were strangers to Crandall, 
and no one can claim that he could remember their 
names. He was, therefore, obliged to rely on a 
list of these names, and the accuracy of his testi- 
mopy must depend on the accuracy of the list. 
The original list, made by the witness at the time 
of the voting, was the only authentic one, and hence 
it is not allowable for him to refresh his memory 
from a copy of the original list, or from a memoran- 
dum made by another person. [2 Cow. and Hill’s 
notes to Phillips’s Evidence, page 1,239.] 

It nowhere appears where, or by whom, schedule 
A was made. But who made schedule C, and 
when? Crandall carries the impression [at page 
23| that he himself made it. He there testified 
that he recognized the paper, and that the signature 
to it was his own. This schedule C bears intrin- 
sic evidence that itis not the original memoran- 
dum. [89 to 91.] It is in the form of an affidavit, 
but is not sworn to. Crandall, however, expressly 
states that the original list made by himself, and 
the one made by Otis, were both lost. [30 and 31.] 
Schedule C then is not the original memorandum, 
nor is it shown to be a copy. of that original mem- 
orandum. Crandall made two copies [33] of. the 
original list, immediately after the election, and 
sent one to the express office, and delivered the 
other to Eells. But schedule C is nowhere shown 


‘embraced in the cross marks on schedule 


to be one of these copies. If, then, a copy of the 
original memorandum were admissible to aid the 
memory of the witness in this case, even that 
proof was not given. Take away these schedules, 
and Crandall’s evidence falls far short of proving 
the identity of any of the persons named in sched- 
ule C. But there is no proof of the identity of the 
ersons named in schedule B, except three of them. 
Flasbrouck saw three of them vote; but who saw 
the rest? - Who but Otis saw the twelve persons 
» vote? 
But Otis was not sworn as a witness in this case, 
and therefore there is no evidence on this point. 
Why was not Otis called to prove.the voting: of 
these twelve persons? [22, also 30 and 31.] _ 

4. The contestant charges, in his fifth specifica- 
tion, [2,] that nine persons, paupers in the alms- 
house, having no right to exercise this franchise, 
voted for the sitting member, in the 2d district of 
the 12th ward. These paupers are alleged to have 
come from Randall’s Island. The foregoing points, 
taken with regard to schedule C, are applicable to 
this list of nine persons mentioned in the testi- 
mony of Eells, [37,] McCarty, (69,] Swords, [72,]} 
and schedule D, [91.] But itis said there were 
thirteen persons instead of nine. The contestant _ 
claims but nine in his specification, and his wit- 
nesses Eells, (37,] Meges, [42,] Miller, [41,] fix the 
number at nine also. ‘Thistestimony, produced by. 
the contestant himself, is far more explicit than that 
of McCarty, [68,] who testifies that he will not be 
positive, but thinks there were about twelve or thir- 
teen; or the evidence of Swords, who thinks there 
were thirteen. See schedule E, [92.] 

5. For whom were the alleged unlawful votes 
cast? For if it were shown that all these persons 
voted, and that they were not entitled to that fran- 
chise, neither of which has heen established, yet 
it would be the duty of the contestant to go fur- 
ther, and prove that at least one hundred and forty. : 
three voted for the sitting member, in order to pro- 
duce any effect. 

Let it be borne in mind that the names of twen- 
ty-five persons were on each full State ticket at 
that election, [40.] Other officers were voted for 
calculated to excite afar greater interest than. mem- 
ber of Congress. Neither the electors or the chal- 
lengers would be as likely to pay attention to the 
member of Congress as to some of the more im- 
portant officers. The assertion that the particular. 
name of the sitting member was singled: out from 
all the rest, to be read through the folded ticket, 
can, at best, have but slight weight. The name 
of the sitting member was erased from many of the 
tickets, [70,] and on others the name of the sitting 
member was erased and that-of the contestant in- 
serted, [70 and 71.] Who can tell how many of . 
the votes thus changed by such erasure came from 
the inmates of the almshouse? Crandall, [32,] . 
upon whose testimony the political complexion of 
the voters named in schedule C rests, in answer.to 
the following question, ‘‘ Do you mean to say. that . 
none of the persons whose names you kept voted 
the Whig State ticket?” answered, ‘‘I do not; F 
don’t mean to say that.” It appears, from the 
evidence of Hasbrouck, that each of the inmates. 
of the almshouse exercised his right to vote with- ` 
out constraint; that Democrats and Whigs, who 
were lawful voters, were furnished with permits 
without distinction, and all who chose had an op- 
portunity to ride in a;public conveyance, [17;] that” 
a large number of the inmates refused to take 
Democratic tickets at the almshouse, and some 
said that they were going to vote the Whig ticket, 
[18.] Some said they had taken Democratic tickets, 
but voted the Whig ticket, and boasted of the 
deception. Ackerly [70] testifies that all of the 
inmates of the almshouse did not vote the same 
ticket. With this evidence in view, taken in con- 
nection with the feeble evidence offered to show 
the votes given for the sitting member, it is just 
and right to conclude, that if anything be lawfully 
proved, there is about as much evidence tending 
to show that a large proportion of the almshouse 
voters cast their ballots for the contestant, as there 
is to show that such proportion voted for the sit- 
ting member. Crandall [24 and 25) kept no ac- 
count with respect to the vates named in schedule 
B, nor in regard to the twelve embraced in the. 
cross marks upon schedule C, making thirty-five ` 
votes. There is not a word of evidence showing : 
how these thirty-five persons voted; but the bur- ' 
den of proving that these thirty-five persons voted 
for the contestant rests upon the contestant, whieh 
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he has by no means relieved himself of. If the 
losses of a majority of the committee be assumed 
as correct, wherein they place the alleged number 
of illegal votes cast at the various wards at one 
hundred and eighty-two, and deduct therefrom the 
twenty-five votes which they deduct, and also the 
above thirty-five votes, the said one hundred and 
eighty-two alleged illegal votes is reduced to one 
hundred and twenty-two, and this leaves the sit- 
ting member fairly elected by a majority of twenty- 
one. , 

But it has been the practice in these cases to call 
upon the voters themselves to testify who they 
voted for. If they decline to appear, or refuse to 
testify who they voted for, such refusal lays the 
foundation for secondary evidence, and then the 
political party to which the voter belonged, and 
even his declarations, if made at about the time of 
the election, have been received as the best evi- 
dence which the circumstances of the case would 
admitof. Butin this case the contestant has made 
no effort to examine the voters, and therefore has 
laid no foundation for secondary evidence; hence 
he has not lawfully proved any of the one hundred 
and eighty-two persons to have voted for the sit- 


ting member. 


6. Charles F. Mumford, [82,] the clerk of the 
almshouse, made the entries in the almshouse 
register, and, upon proving schedule P, [99 and 
100,] it distinctly appears that 14 names, found on 
schedule C, were not on the books of the almshouse 
in 1846. This disposes of 14 alleged illegal voters. 
The same schedule P also shows that John Mc- 
Gowan, (McGovern,) James Merrill, George Carr, 
and Daniel Maron, were discharged from the alms- 
house before the 3d day of November, 1846, and 


~ that Thomas Riley was not admitted to the alms- 


house until the 15th December, 1846, a month and 
a half after the election. There can be no pretence 
that these five persons came from the almshouse to 
vote. Mumford must have had full knowledge of 
the books of thealmshouse; whereas Eels, who had 
been in the almshouse only a year and a half, who 
does not appear to have any care of the books, nor 
any part in the keeping of them, must have found 
the names (if he found them at all in any almshouse 
books) without reference to the time when the 

rsons named in schedule C were there. John 
Fels [36] has not stated when he examined the 
books, and compared schedule C with them, nor 
did he state that he examined the books to find 
the inmates who were there at the time of the elec- 
tion in 1846. Schedule C, therefore, is entitled to 
no weight as evidence. ' 

It also appears from exhibit P, that 25 of the 
persons who were inmates of the almshouse at the 
time of the election in question, and whose names 
appear on schedule C, and who are claimed by the 
contestant to be illegal voters, were admitted to the 
almshouse before the passage of the statute, above 
quoted, forbidding the gain or Joss of residence by 
means of going to the almshouse; for that statute 
was passed April 5, 1842. The question then arises 
whether these 25 persons, who went to the alms- 
house before the passage of the above-mentioned 
statute, (and at the time of the election in Novem- 
ber, 1846, none had resided there less than four 
years, and some as much as twenty years,) had 
not obtained such a residence at the almshouse as 
to make them lawful voters in the said election 
district where the almshouse is located: 

The following table comprises the disputed 
votes: ae 


22 names 
Schedule C has on it ......ssesossosose soosoo 142 « 
Schedule E, Randall ’s Island.........c00 cee. 9 6 
Fifth district, 16th ward ....... EET 5 « 
Deduct 20 votes coneeded to be lawful hy the 
Majority ......cseceee Serer err ee 20 
Also votes conceded to be given for con- 
gc) eee ee ere rear 
— 25 
153 


_As the sitting member’s majority, according to 
the original returns, is 143, a further deduction 
from the above 153 of eleven votes, would still 
leave the sitting member a majority. But the un- 
dersigned believe, that if they adopt a far more 
favorable rule of evidence to the contestant than 
the practice of the House on principle will justify, 
yet that quite a majority will remain in favor of 
the sitting member. 

First. It is conceded by the majority of the com- 
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mittee that five illegal votes were cast by the pau- 
pers for the contestant. The undersigned believe 
the number of votes cast for the contestant by the 
inmates of the almshouse much larger. But if 
five be taken as the number, those five illegal votes 


‘should not only be taken from the list of alleged 


illegal votes for the sitting member, but they should 
be deducted from the votes given for the contest- 
ant. This would be equivalent to a deduction of 
ten from the list of alleged illegal votes given for 
the sitting member. ‘Therefore, deduct five more 
from the above 153. | 

Second. There is no proof showing for whom 
the persons named in schedule B voted. Deduct, 
therefore, 22 votes for this cause, from the above 
153. | 

Third. There is no proof whatever that the 
twelve persons named in schedule C, alleged to 
have been on Otis’s list, were not lawful voters, 
nor is it shown for whom they voted. Deduct 
this number. 

Fourth. Make a like deduction of fourteen per- 
sons named in schedule P, who were not in the 
almshouse. 

Fifth. Make a like deduction for the five per- 
sons named on exhibit P, who were discharged 
from the almshouse before the election. 

Sixth. If the twenty-five persons who went to 
the almshouse before the passage of the statute of 
1842 obtained a residence, then this number should 
in like manner be deducted. 

The undersigned recommend that the House 
adopt the accompanying resolutions. 

TIMOTHY JENKINS, 
LUCIEN B. CHASE, 
HEZ. WILLIAMS, 

S. W. INGE. 


Resolved, That David S. Jackson is entitled to his seat 
upon this floor. 

Resolved, That James Monroe is not entitled to a seat 
upon this flour. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, April 19, 1848. S 


Mr. NILES presented the petition of William 
Pennoyer, a revolutionary soldier, for a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill to incorporate 
the Washington Gas Light Company; which was 
read a first time. 

Also, from the same committee, the bill to incor- 
porate the Washington Mutual Insurance Com- 
pany and Savings Institution, without amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Claims, made an unfavorable report on the petition 
of Richard P. Dove. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee of 
Claims, made an adverse report on the petition of 
J. Harris, late deputy collector at Providence, 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
asked to be discharged from the petitions relating 
to the adoption of Evans’s patent steam safety 
valve. 

Mr. WESTCOTT submitted the following, 
which was ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That the Commitee on Finance be instructed to 
bring in a bill repealing ‘‘ An act concerning tonnage dyty 
on Spanish vessels,” passed June 30, 1834, or to modify the 
said act so as to allow Spanish vessels from Cuba to trade 
between the Island and any part of the United States npon 
the saine footing, as to tonnage duties, as the vessels of the 


foreign countries are allowed to trade between the ports of 
their country and the ports of the United States. 


On motion of Mr. BREESE, the bill to reduce 
and graduate the price of the public lands, and for 
other purposes, was taken up and postponed, and 
made the special order of the day for the first 
Monday in May next. 

Mr. HALE gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row, or at some subsequent day, introduce a bill to 
prevent riotous or tumultuous assemblages within 
the District of Columbia. | 


On motion of Mr. DOUGLAS, the bitt to erant 


to the State of Illinois a right of way through the 
public lands, and før other purposes, was made 
the special order for this day two weeks. 

On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the bill to change 
the name of Phocian Kavasales to that of Photius 
Fisk, was considered as in Committee of the W hole, 


and passed. ' Ta 
.On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, the bill to 


April 19, 


confirm the location and grant a quarter-section of 
the public lands for a county site at Hillsborough, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
passed. 

The bill extending privileges to American ves- 
sels engaged in a certain trade therein mentioned 
was read a third time, and passed. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives stating that the House having agreed 
to a motion to reconsider the amendments to the 
bill to declare the true intent and meaning, so far 
as respects the franking privilege of members of 
Congress, of the act approved the Ist of March, 
1847, &c., requested of the Senate the return of 
said bill. 

On motion of Mr. BADGER, the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, to which the bill 
and améndments had been referred, was discharged 
from the further consideration of the subject, and 
T Secretary was directed to return the bill to the . 

ouse. 


CHINA. 


Mr. ASHLEY moved that the Senate proceed 
to the special order for this day, being the bill to 
carry into effect certain provisions in the treaty 
between the United States and China, and the Ot- 
toman Porte, giving certain judicial powers to min- 
isters and consuls of the United States in those 
quarters. 

Mr. BADGER would not object to the motion, 
with the understanding that, if taken up, the bill 
would be informally passed over, in order that he 
might have the opportunity to make the motion of 
which he gave notice yesterday, that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Executive busi- 


ness. 

Mr. ASHLEY suggested that the bill could be 
passed over after it had been placed in a position 
to give it preference over other business. 

Mr. CASS expressed his apprehensions that this 
bill would occupy much time. He hoped it would 
not be pressed. It would be recollected that he 
had given notice of his intention of calling up the 
volunteer force bill as early as possible. It was very 
important that that bill should be aeted on without 


ae 

r. HALE asked if the honorable chairman of 
the Military Committee had received any recent 
news from Mexico, which rendered it so important 
that his bill should be passed? 

Mr. CASS replied, that he had received no new 
intelligence; but if the bill should not be passed in. 
a day or two, we might expect some disastrous 
news from that quarter. 

The motion of Mr. AsuLey was agreed to, and 
the bill was taken up. The reading of the bill 


was called for; but before the bill had been gone . 


through— 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, expressed a 
hope that the further reading might be dispensed 
with, and that the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee would not press its consideration at this 
time. ‘This was a measure of very great delicacy 
and difficulty. The more he had looked into the 
bill, the more he had become convinced of this 
fact. The bill would require considerable amend- 
ment. It was to establish the laws of the United 
States over such of the citizens of the United 
States as were.resident in China. He had confer- 
red with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BuTLeR] on the subject, and they had agreed that 
it was a measure of much delicacy and complexi- 
ty. Yet there was no ‘insuperable difficulty in the 
way, none which could not be overcome, if time 
were given for proper deliberation. | 

Mr. ASHLEY disavowed any design to press 
the bill at this time. He was sensible of the diffi- 
culty which surrounded the subject. This bill- 
passed the House of Representatives last session, 
and was brought to the Senate too late to be acted 
on, and therefore was laid over with the other un- 
finished business. He had made some attempts to 
bring it before the Senate, but he was not disposed : 
unreasonably to press it. With a view to prevent 
unnecessary delay, he had expressed to several 
Senators whom he rded as best informed on 
the subject, his desire to obtain their views. He 
had obtained all the original documents having a 
bearing on the subject. He had examined the 
course of action in the British Parliament. He 
would only now express the hope that the bill 
would be considered from day to day, until it could 
be matured. The correspondence of Mr. Everett 
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showed the necessity of immediate action on the 
subject. Our treaty with China provides that we 
shall exercise jurisdiction over our own citizens 
while in the Celestial Empire. Great Britain al- 
ready exercised this jurisdiction; and for the want 
of it, our interests were placed in daily jeopardy, 
and our intercourse with that country was in dan- 
ger of being interrupted. 

Mr. DAVIS explained that he was not opposed 
to legislation on the subject. He knew it was 
necessary something should be done. But all the 
examination he had yet given to it had not been 
sufficient to enable him to make up his own mind. 

Mr. BUTLER confirmed what had fallen from 
the Senator from Massachusetts concerning the 
conference which they had had on the subject. He 
felt himself under great obligations to that Sena- 
tor, who had convinced him that there were great 
defects in the present bill. 


the subject. E 

Mr. BADGER hoped the bill would be passed 
eyer informally. He pointed out one error in the 
bill which showed the necessity for amendment. 
The rule laid down for the government of our offi- 
cers in China was the rule of the common law of 
the United States. Now, it was well known that 
there was no such thing known as the common 
law of the United States. 

Mr. ASHLEY would prefer that a day be fixed 
on for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS suggested Monday next. 

Mr. ASHLEY assented. 
. The further consideration of the bill was then 
postponed until Monday next, and the bill was 
made the special order for that day. 

On motion of Mr. BADGER, the Senate;pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time, the doors were reopened, 


d 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, April 20, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PRIVILEGES OF MEMBERS. 

Mr. PALFREY rose to a question of personal 
privilege of a member of this House. He wished 
to present the question to the House in the form 
of a resolution. Could that resolution, he would 
respectfully ask of the Chair, be read from the 
Clerk’s desk, or must he himself read it from his 


seat? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman rises toa 
question of privilege, he may state it in any form 
he sees fit, in order that the Chair may decide 
whether or not it is such a question. 

Mr. PALFREY. Then I submit it in the form 
of the following preamble and resolve. 

A voice. Can that be done? _ i 

. The SPEAKER. It depends entirely upon what 
it is. 

Mr. PALFREY then read the paper which he 
held in`his hand, as follows: ' 

Whereas common report has represented to members of 
this House that -a lawless mob has assembled within the 
District of Columbia on each of the two nights last past, and 
has committed acts of violence, setting at defiance the laws 
and constituted authorities of the United States, and men- 
acing individuals of this body and other persons residing in 
this city: Therefore, 

Resolved, That a select committee of five members be ap- 
pointed to inquire into the facts above referred to, and to 
report the facts, with their opinion whether any legislation 
is necessary or expedient in the premises; and that they 
further have Jeave to sit during the sessions of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair knows no au- 
thority for deciding that to be a question of privi- 


lege. 

Mr. PALFREY. Do I understand the Chair, 
then, to rule that a question relating to the protec- 
tion of the personal safety of a member of this 
House is nct necessarily a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not under- 
stand that a member of this House is at all alluded 
to in the resolution. 

Mr. PALFREY. I will read it again, if you 
please. [He accerdingly read the latter part of the 
preamble. | | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear that 
part of the preamble. The Chair is disposed to 
think, if the liberty, or safety, or life of any indi- 
. vidual member of this House has been menaced 
from any quarter, it is a question of privilege. 


Until that conference ; 
took place he had but an indistinct knowledge of | 


| 


| 
| 
| 
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Mr. GENTRY desited to make a remark. He 
would suggest to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts that the House would be more competent to 
judge of the nature of the question presented by 
him if it were informed of the particular manner— 
of all the circumstances in which the safety of any 
member of this House had been menaced by a 
mob. The House could then determine whether 
there were existing facts which required its inter- 
ference. 

Mr. RHETT said he did not know the circum- 
stances to which the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts alluded—- 

Mr. PALEREY wished to be pardoned for one 
moment; and (Mr. R. yielding) said he desired 
the gentleman, in order to give a proper direction 
to his remarks, to understand that this preamble 
stated this report had represented to members of 
this House that members of this body had been 
menaced. He would simply state to the gentle- 
man that it did not refer to himself, (Mr. P.;) that 
the menace was not to him. 

Mr. GENTRY, (in his seat.) If any member 
has been menaced, let him rise and state the fact 
to the House. 

Mr. BAYLY rose to a question of order. Could 
the recital of fact, upon rumor, that a member of 
this House had been menaced, make it a question 
of privilege? If any member of this House was 
in that situation, he could comé before the House 
and state the fact, and ask its protection; or, if he 
did not do this, some other member might come 
here, and point to the member thus menaced, and 
thus raise the question of privilege. But could the 
mere reference to a vague rumor, when, if there 
was any foundation for it, it was so easy to re- 
duce it to certainty, constitute a question of privi- 


e? 
SThe SPEAKER remarked that this question 
was one entirely new; but that the Parliamentary 
law laid down expressly that ‘common rumor’? 
was sufficient ground for action. Moreover, it 
was well understood that where the life, or person, 
or liberty of a member was menaced in any way, 
it was a proper subject to be acted upon by the 
The case was on record where a member 
had been challenged by a person out of doors, that 


House. 


the House had considered that he was menaced, 
and that it constituted a question of privilege. 

The Chair therefore held, upon the best con- 
sideration he could give the question, that where 
an allegation was made that the life, liberty, or 
erson of a member of this House was menaced, 
it was a question of privilege, in regard to which 
any member ought to be heard. The Chair was 
of opinion that the House might very well call for 
specifications; and if such specifications were not 
made, it would be sufficient ground for the House 
to reject it, and refuse the inquiry; but it was not 
sufficient reason for the Chair to rule it out of 


order. 

Mr. RHETT (resuming) said he had no doubt, 
if any member of the House was menaced for 
anything he had done or said on this floor, that 
it would then be the privilege of this House to 
interfere. But he thought the SPEAKER, on re- 
flection, would see that a menace either of the 
person or liberty of a member of this House not 
connected with his duties here, was no such thing 
as a question of privilege. Why, if he should 
insult a man in the street and he was likely to chas- 
tise him for it, would it be said that he had the 
rivilege to come and demand the protection of this 
ouse against a man whom he had already insult- 
ed? Heasked, because a man was a member of 
Congress, could he be privileged from the ordinary 
responsibilities of a man and a gentleman to a cit- 
zen of Washington? Had it come to this, that a 
member of Congress was not only to be exempt 
from any personal assault or menace in relation to 
his official duties, but that his being a member was 
to be a screen to afford him protection, whatever 
he might do in any part of the United States? 

Mr. C. J. IN GERSOLL interposed, and asked 
if the gentleman from South Carolina would allow 
him to refer to the Constitution on this point? The 
Constitution provided that— 


‘¢The Senators and Representatives” “ shall in all cases, 

except treason, felony, and breach of the peace, be privileged 
from arrest during their attendance atthe session of their re- 
spective Houses, and in going to or returning froin the same; 
and for any speech or debate in either House they shall not 
be questioned in any other place.” 


The SPEAKER wished, before the gentleman 
from South Carolina proceeded, to be allowed to 
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refer to Jefferson’s Manual, from which he pro- 
ceeded to read the following, among other pas-. 
Sages : 

« So far there will probably be no difference of opinion as 
to the privileges of the two Houses of Congress: butin the 
following cases it is otherwise: In December, 1795, the 
House of Representatives committed two persons of the 
name of Randall and Whitney, for attempting to corrupt the 
integrity of certain members, which they considered as a 
contempt and breach of the privileges of the House; and the 
facts being proved, Whitney was detained in confinement a 
fortnight, and Randall three weeks, and was repriinanded 
by the Speaker. In March, 1796, the House of Represent- 
atives voted a challenge given to a member of their House 
to be a breach of the privileges of the House ; but satisfac- 
tory apologies and acknowledgments being made, no further 
proceeding was had.” 


Mr. DUER remarked, that as they were dis- 
cussing ‘the question, he thought it well that they 
should have the facts before them. Now they had 
them not. He therefore suggested that the gen- 
tleman or gentlemen, if they were in the House, 
alluded to, who had been menaced or in any way 
injured, state the facts of the case. The House 
could then determine whether it was a question of 
privilege or not. 

Mr. RHETT resumed. The House were all per- 
fectly willing and ready to protect a memberagainst 
any outrages committed upon him connected with 
his official duties; but while they did this, they had 
no right to say they would protect a man, because 
he happened to be a member of Congress, in agres- 
sions upon the rights of the citizen in acts no way 
connected with his duties as a member. 

The Constitution of the United States was in- 
tended to restrict these unlimited privileges of Par- 
liament. They knew that the privileges of the 
British Parliament were unlimited; and one reason 
was, that they never knew what these privileges 
were, and they did what they pleased. According 
to Mr. Jefferson, all these privileges had been ex- 
ercised by the British House of Commons; but not 
so with the Congress of the United States. The 
clause of the Constitution read by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania was a restriction on the general 
parliamentary privileges in England. Members 
of Congress, as such, had only these privileges 
which were here specified; in all other respects 
they were on the same footing of other citizens of 
the United States. Now, if a member rose on 
this floor and stated that for anything he had said 
or done on this floor he had been threatened with 
violence, he (Mr. R.) would move for his protec- 
tion asa member of Congress; but for anything 
further, they had no right to put forth the arm of 
this Congress for the purpose of protecting any 
citizen against the acts of any other citizen. 

The SPEAKER stated that the point of order 
raised had been decided by the Chair, and debate 
could not properly arise until an appeal had been 
taken. 

There were two questions involved in the point 
raised: one was, whether this was such a question 
of privilege that the House would see fit to exer- 
cise its authority on this occasion, and make any 
examination into the facts stated by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. That was a question for the 
House to decide, and not for the Chair. Upon 
debate and investigation of the question, the House 
might determine that it would not proceed. 

.The question for the Chair to decide was, whether, 
on the prima facie case presented by the. gentleman 
from Massachusetts, it was such a question of privi- 
lege as to allow it to come before the House, su- 
perseding other matters, in order that the House 
should decide whether or not the rights of a mem- 
ber had been invaded. The decision of the Chair 
simply was, that, upon the facts presented by the 
gentleman, the question was fairly before the House 
for their decision. 

Mr. BRODHEAD appealed from the decision 
of the Chair; and on the appeal demanded the 
prenions question, which was not seconded by the 


ouse. . ! 

Mr. TOOMBS sustained the appeal of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, and was opposed to the 
decision of the Chair in this case, upon very obvi- 
gus principles. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, in his preamble and resolution, did not aver 
that any member of this House had been called 
in question by the mob or anybody else for any- 
thing uttered or done in this House: and he (Mr. 
T.) held that the Chair erred if he supposed that 
this House had the right or authority to interfere 
generally for the protection of members in any 
strait they might get into out of doors, discon- 
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nected with their official duties. If the gentleman 
from Massachusetts had said that he or.any other 
member had been called in question by any person 
or assemblage for the discharge of his official duty, 
that would have been a question of privilege, and 
would have demanded the action of the House. 
But when the fact was presented merely that a 
member of this House had got into difficulty, it 
was not a‘question of privilege. It never had been 
held so; the case could not be found to sustain the 
position. The cases referred to by the Chair did 
not support it; there members were called in ques- 
tion, and their safety menaced for action in this 
House; and the rule read by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. Incerso i] from the Con- 
stitution was germane to this class of cases. Such 
was not the case before them. 

He had no disposition to shut out this resolu- 
tion—not the least. He believed the time had 
come, and he was ready to meet it. 
the question settled. If crime—crime against the 
laws of this District—if moral connivance with 
felony and theft was to be vindicated, let the ques- 
tion be settled before the American people; and 
they would be ready then to decide the right of 
this body to sit within this District. 

Mr. SIMS said, with reference to the decision 
of the Chair, he wished to call the attention of the 
Chair and the House to the Manual for an expo- 
sition of the Constitution, as stated by Mr. Jef- 
ferson. After citing the privileges of the British 
Parliament, as laid down by Blackstone, Mr. Jef- 
ferson said: 

.% It was probably from this view.of the encroaching char- 
acter of privilége, that the framers of our Constitution, in 
their care to provide that the Jaws shall bind equally on all, 
and especially that those who make them shall not exempt 
themselves from their operation, have only privileged ‘ Sen- 
ators and Representatives’ themselves from the single act of 
‘arrest in all cases, except treason, felony, and breach of the 
peace, during their attendance at the session of their respect- 
ave Houses, and in going-to and returning from the same, 
and from being questioned in any other place for any speech 
or dehate-in either House,’ ”’ 

He read further extracts in that connection, and 
said, while the two cases cited by the Speaker 
were correctly stated, they did not apply here; but 
that Mr. Jefferson himself, on the contrary, was 
expressly arguing that, under our Constitution, 
the privileges of members of Congress only ex- 
tended to exemption from arrest. 

Mr.. WOODWARD said, the privileges of Con- 
gress were not left to the parliamentary law. . The 
privileges of a member of Congress existed by 
virtue of the Constitution, and not by inference 
from parliamentary law. They existed by virtue 
of the Constitution, and to no greater extent than 
was provided for by that instrument. Those privi- 
leges have been defined to be, exemption from 
arreat, except for certain: defined offences, and 
nothing more. A member was not accountable else- 
where for anything said in debate in this House, 
nor for any transaction on this floor, on which he 
sits as a member. But it appeared to him that 
this question of privilege was still more limited. 
How. was.the House to exempt and protect a mem- 
ber? Was it meant that this body should inter- 
fere judicially? What was meant was, that the 
members of this House should be protected by 
law. How were they to interfere to rescue a mem- 
ber from arrest in the District of Columbia? By 
their own hands? or by their Jaws? By autho- 
rizing the enactment of laws which should protect 
him in the enjoyment of his rights, did it mean to 
vest in the House judicial power in any given case, 
and that they.should constitute themselves. sheriff 
and bailiff? No; it meant that they should enact 
laws. The privileges and immunities of members 
were to be protected by laws, justas the privileges 
and immunities of other men were protected—laws 
first made, and then executed by the judicial 
power. Against the violation of the privileges of 
a member of Congress there was no defence, ex- 
cept by the legal authority which the law-making 
power has provided. The privileges of members 
of Congress were peculiar; but because they were 
80, were they sacred above the privileges of other 
men? Where was the authority for assuming 
that these privileges were, higher than the privi- 
leges of others? There was none. On the con- 
* trary, the privileges of each member as a man 
were as sacred as any special. privileges they pos- 
sessed. Though they were pecaliar, they were rights. 
not more sacred than others, and they were only 
If a member should state 


He wanted - 


organized body, it would be an assault on the 
whole House, and he conceived that the House 
had a natural right to defend itself. It éould, by 
its Sergeant-at-arms, by the authority of the Speak- 
er, or without, put its hand on the offender; but 
beyond these Halls there was no protection, ex- 
cept such as was afforded by the laws of the land, 
and the authorities constituted to adjudge and ad- 
minister those laws. - 

Why was it that a District was provided and set 


apart to be governed by the legislation of this body? 


If this body could, without Jaw, or by an ex post 
facto law in any given case, adjudge matters of 
privilege, and execute their award of punishment, 
independent of the laws enacted under the Consti- 
tution, without legal authority on the subject, what 
was the use of the District of Columbia? Where, 
he again asked, was the use of this District? It 
was in order to enable Congress to protect its privi- 
leges by the enactment of the necessary laws. For 
this purpose, this District was set apart and placed 
under the legislation of Congress, that they might 
be able to adopt laws for the protection of all their 
rights as an organic body. Every member of this 
body, by the laws which Congress was authorized 
to pass, was entitled to protection from arrest, and 
he was not to be held responsible for any words 
uttered here in his place as a member; but words 
not uttered here in his place, and acts not done 
here, were not words uttered and acts done in his 
capacity as a member. 

Mr. OSEPH R. INGERSOLL said that he 
had not distinctly understood the language of the 
resolution, but if it proposed to raise ‘a committee 
of inquiry and investigation upon mere rumor, he 
should be disposed to doubt the sufficiency of its 
foundation. This was, however, in its present 
stage, a question of order. The Chair had decided 
in favor of the right to make a motion to protect 
a member in that capacity from the effect of sup- 
posed threats of external violence. It was a privi- 
leged motion, and so it had been regarded by the 
Chair, without looking beyond the motion itself, 
and anticipating a determination upon the question 
of privilege which might afterwards arise for the 
determination of the House. Mr. I. said that he 
considered the Speaker altogether right in the decis- 
ion which he had pronounced, and would cheer- 
fully sustain him in the depending appeal. It 
sufficed, for present purposes, that a member acting 
under grave responsibility, and pledging his official 
character for the information he conveys, had risen 
to the privileged motion, which, upon that respon- 
sibility and ‘character, ought to be heard. How 
+ should be decided hereafter was quite another 
tning. 

It had been argued that the power of this House 
was limited upon a matter of this sort to very nar- 
row bounds. The Constitution, it was thought, 
alone defined the privilege which should claim its 
protection, and that instrument merely declared 
that, for any speech or debate in either House of 
Congress, Senators and Representatives should not 
be questioned in any other piace. Such, as he had 
understood, had been the argument of his friend 
from Georgia and other gentlemen; and even then 
it was supposed that the remedy must be provided 
by law. Now, (Mr. I. said,) he could not, by si- 
lence, allow even a presumed acquiescence in these 
views. He thought them much too narrow. A 
far wider extent of jurisdiction was embraced in 
the character of the assembly, in the fundamental 
rules of its existence, and in the sovereign neces- 
sity and duty of self-preservation, which every 
constituent principle of continued organization im- 
lies.. The provision of the Constitution referred. 
to had nothing of lawless hostility, any more than 
amicable inquiry in view. It did not intend to 
prohibit a question for information, or even for fair 
and useful discussion, anywhere, of sentiments ex- 
pressed on this floor. In that sense they were ques- 
tioned every day, at home and abroad. They were 
questioned at the present day, and they would be 
uestioned by posterity. Nor did the framers of 
thé Constitution mean to provide by this sixth sec- 
tion against mere intemperate and ruthless outrage. 
They knew too well that abstract and chartered 
rules could not effect, as they did not provide, a 
punishment for evil-doers. They were left to the 
municipal regulations of the land as the proper 
restraints for all bad passions, whether excited by 
personal malignity or supposed Jegislative oppres- 
sion. The whole of this clause of the sixth section 
looked to proceedings in judgment, as they were 


usually termed. It exempted members of Congress 
from arrests, which were measures resorted to and 
exercised only by color of law, and in its name. 
In precisely the same manner it placed in the hands 
of members of Congress a legal justification, a plea 
in bar, to any and every complaint before a court 
of justice for speeches or debates on the legislative 


floor. For such speeches or debates they were not- 


to be questioned in any other place, where law was 
respected as the governing principle. The only 


answer to be given to such questioning was spoken: 


by the supreme law of the land. It spoke to the 
courts of justice, and to them alone. | 

In this view it would be readily perceived that no 
constitutional protection whatever was afforded in 
terms against mere outrage. It was not to be ex- 
pected that it should be. It would be to speak to 
the roaring waves, and expect obedience. It would 
as readily be perceived that mere protection for 
the particular act of speech or debate, while every 
other possible legislative duty was left naked to 
attack, would be a feeble exercise of parental care. 
The danger from legal or seemingly legal interfe- 
rence with the performance of Congressional func- 
tions, would consist either in arrest before or during 
the exercise of them, or suit for slander afterwards. 
To both the Constitution interposes by its verbal 
but inexorable fiat an insuperable bar. Anything 
else that could touch a member to the interference 
with his legislative rights must be merely lawless. 
No possible attempt at enumeration could cover the 
infinite variety of cases that might occur. They 


would. be varied and multiplied by time and change ` 


of circumstances. ‘They were left for efficient 
remedy to the lapse of time and the suggestion of 
circumstances, 

Why should a speech delivered be the subject of 
protection rather than a speech prevented? If you 
could notice by the power of this House an unlawful 


attempt to rebuke or assault a member for the just 


performance of his duty, why should you not with 
equal rigor restrain and prevent disorderly attempts 
to overawe and restrain him from performing it 
atall? If, for example, during the pendency of a 
question of interest, crowds of uninformed individ- 
uals determined to waylay members in supposed 
opposition to their wishes, would it be tolerated that 
the dignity of the House should be prostrated and 
its power despised and trampled under foot with 
entire impunity? Such had been the beginning of 
revolution in almost all time, when legislation had 
existed. Had the mob been met, with Cromwell at 
its head, before it entered the House of Commons, 
and removed that bauble from the Speaker’s chair, 
one crowned head less might have paid the forfeit 
of unwise scruples and unmanly submission. In 
quite recent days the avenues to the House of 
Lords, on the memorable occasion of the Queen’s 
trial, were filled up with riotous partisans, who 
exacted as the price of permission to pass onward 
to his place a promise of obedience or a token ‘of 
submission from the most distinguished and popu- 
lar of the peerage of the realm. It would not be 
kind, at a moment of sympathy with another great 


nation, to dwell upon scenes which brought on one. 
deadly tumult after another by the irruptions of 


the populace into the nationa) assemblies, to the 
subversion of monarchy first, and pseudo-republi- 
canism afterwards. 

Such occurrencesas these could not be specifically 
guarded against. They were in their nature irregu- 
lar, and must be in precise detail unforeseen. Noth- 
ing could guard against them except the inherent 
principles of order which were incident to every 
great legislative assembly. The power to make 
laws carried with ‘it the power of self-protection 
while engaged in the act, or taking necessary steps 
towards it. 
character of this—which, if he were not a member 
of it, he would pronounce an august assembly—to 


say that it could not protect itself, much more to - 


make it the sport of every idle person who might 
choose to interrupt its proceedings or wantonly to 
insult-its dignity. 3 

. Nothing could be done to vindicate the honor or 
maintain the necessary power of the House, if it 
be turned round to the slow necessity of enacting 
appropriate laws. The fitting remedy was a sum- 
mary one. The evil must be nipped in its bud, or it 
vou row and ripen into pernicious fruit. Should 
these 
stand ready to cross its threshold, and hurl you 
from your seat, what justification would you find 
for yielding up your place in the supposed coms 


lt was grossly inconsistent with the 


oors be invaded, and. an armed multitude 


1848. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


651 


parison of advantages of putting a bill through all 
the tedious forms of legislation, while the work of 
mischief was in fatal activity, destroying at once 
the means and the object of legislative power? 
Your. Sergeant-at-Arms would be ordered to his 
duty. If his arm were too weak, the whole police 
of the well-governed population collected at the 
seat of Government would instantly be put in re- 
quisition; and if violence still should grow in fury 
and strength, the whole power of the District, that 
virtuous yeomanry which would never, if properly 
invited, falter in the support of Heaven’s first law, 
would rally to the rescue. There was no danger 
from external fury at any time if we were true to 
ourselves. This was, however, but a discussion of 
principles which. were at the first impression to be 
vindicated without any danger, he confidently trust- 
ed, of the necessity of practical exercise. They were 
principles which, unless he was greatly mistaken in 
sudden recollection, would be found fully sustained 
by the great constitutional writers of our country, 
and By solemn adjudication from the highest judi- 
cial tribunal of the land. They had been repeatedly 
recognized and acted on by the different Houses of 
Congress, from the earliest existence of the Con- 
stitution; and, if public rumor be true, they were 
now, or had been within a few days, in active and 
actual exercise at the other end of the Capitol. 

Mr. DUER said he had not risen to argue the 
question involved in the preamble and resolutions, 
but simply because he wished the House to under- 
stand them. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, rose and called 
-upon the Speaxer to require gentlemen to take 
their seats. 

The SPEAKER accordingly desired gentlemen 
- who were standing in the aisles and the area of 
the House to be seated; and they took their seats 
accordingly. 

Mr. DUER repeated that he only wished to 
understand the preamble and resolution himself, 
and that the House should understand what the 
question was which they presented. He supposed 
the privileges mentioned in the Constitution were 
privileges against legal and judicial interference 
with the rights of the members of this House, 
These, he presumed, were privileges against all 
sort of legal interference; but the preamble and 
resolution spoke of the interposition of a lawless 
mob. He spoke not from any personal knowledge 
of the fact, but of what was alleged by the pream- 
ble, which said that a lawless mob had threatened 
the personal safety of a member of this House; 
and the question then was, whether this House 
had not the right to interfere to protect a member 
on taking his seat here. If he rightly understood 
the preamble and resolution, that was the question. 
It was a question of privilege in the strict terms of 
the Constitution. Now, if the member of this 


House to whom allusion was made had not com- | 


mitted any act for which he was answerable to the 
laws, should a lawless mob threaten his life, and 
this House have no right to interfere? Had they 
the power to protect themselves in their seats here 
fora moment? Or should a lawless mob be per- 
mitted to surround them and prevent their coming 
to take their seats? If that really were the ques- 
tion, it seemed to him to be a question which he 
did not mean to discuss here or anywhere else. If 
such a case arose, it was not a question for discus- 
sion, and he therefore again asked gentlemen if that 
was the question? He hoped the House would not 
go astray on this great question. 

Mr. BEDINGER begged leave to state to the gen- 
tleman who had just taken his seat, that he under- 
stood the preamble and resolution very differently 
from the understanding of that gentleman. The 
preamble did not state—it had not the hardihood 
to state—that a lawless mob had actually threat- 
ened 4ny member of this House; but it stated that 
common rumor, with her thousand lying tongues, 
ae at second hand through a member of this 

Saas had made that assertion. Here they were 
_asked'to rely on faithless reports that were circu- 

lated by common rumor. What right had they 
to interfer€ with, or be influenced by, common 
. rumor? Were they sent here for that purpose? If 
they were thus to be influenced, how many common 
rumors would there not be daily to interfere with 
the business of this House? He remembered but 
a solitary instance of this sort in the course of his 
reading, and he knew not that he could give all 
the ¢ircumstances of that case with accuracy. He 
alluded to the case of John Randolph, of Virginia, 


a member-of one of the first Congresses of this 
Union. Mr. Randolph was in a theatre in Phila- 
delphia, when Congress met in that city, and there 
he was insulted and assaulted by an officer in the 
service of the United States. Mr. Randolph’was 
grossly outraged; he was taken by the hair of his 
head and violently assaulted; and yet it would_be 
found, in Sawyer’s Life of Randolph, that the 
House decided that it could do nothing in the mat- 
ter. An appeal was made to the President, and 
even there Mr. Randolph found no remedy. This 
was a case the facts of which were well established; 
but now the House was called upon to act on mere 
common rumor. 

Mr. GAYLE rose and said he did not desire to 
discuss the question before the House; his main 
purpose was to ascertain the precise question now 
submitted to the House. A complaint was made 
by a member of this House, that according to 
rumor, the safety of a member of this House had 
been menaced by individuals, or a mob, and there 
it stopped. It was said that a mob, or individuals, 
had threatened somebody. Now, who was that 
somebody? He was a member of this House, and 
therefore it was contended by gentlemen, that if 
there was a threat against a member of this House, 
no matter what provoked it, this House had juris- 
diction in the case, and could call the offending 
parties before it. That was the question submitted 
for their consideration. Now, he had always un- 
derstood, when a man came with any complaint 
whatever, either to a legislative assembly ora court 
of justice, his complaint must contain such facts 
as, if true, would enable the court or the House to 
inflict punishment. Well, then, suppose, in this 
case, some one had menaced the safety of a mem- 
ber of this House, did it follow that that menace 
had resulted from any part of such member’s legis- 
lative conduct? By no means. The inference was 
very strong the other way; for if it had arisen out 
of anything said on this floor, nothing would have 
been easier than for the gentleman to have inserted 
it. Ifthis House should decide this question ac- 
cording to the views of the gentlemen from Penn- 
sylvania and New York, (Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL 
and Mr. Duer,] it would give license to every 
member to go out and commit what depredation he 
pleased. A member of this House might go out 
into the city of Washington and assail any man in 
the community, whether provoked or unprovoked, 
and then come back and. complain to the House— 
not stating the facts, not stating that the man against 
whom complaint was made had been assailed, but 
simply making a complaint; would that give the 
House jurisdiction ? et such was the position 
assumed in this House. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL did not agree with the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Alabama, nor 
had he ever pretended that there was any right on 
the part of this House to interpose, unless some of 
its rights were endangered; and then by analogy, 
he believed the House could proceed as in the 
courts of justice, with which the gentleman from 
Alabama was familiar. The courts had always 
power to take into their own hands the assertion 
and vindication of their own dignity, whenever as- 
sailed before the court, or by waylaying witnesses, 
or counsel, or judges, or b publicados that were 
calculated to interfere with the administration of 
justice. 

Mr.GAYLE concurred with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania in the cases which he had stated. 
If a witness or a suitor in a court was waylaid so 


that he was prevented attending the court, it would - 


be competent for the court to interfere. But when 
the complaint was made, it was for the witness or 
the suitor to state to the court that he had been 
waylaid so as to prevent his attendance on the 
court. But did this complaint state that anything 
had been done either for the purpose of prevent- 
ing the attendance of a member of this House, or 
in consequence of anything he had done in this 
House? No. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. J. R. INGERsoLL] did not mean to go so far 
in the cases he had cited, but he meant to sustain 
the pending resolution of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Patrrey,] and that was what he 
(Mr. G.) had stated. This was simply a complaint 
predicated on rumor that a mob or individuals had 
threatened the saféty of a member of this House. 
And for what had this beendone? It was for the 
member making the complaint to state it. He 
understood the gentleman from Pennsylvania was 
eminent in the fegal profession; did he not then 


know that when he made such a complaint he 
must set forth the facts of the casé? What was 
the object of such an inquiry, if it was not that the 
truth of the facts should be inquired into? Sup- 
pose on such a complaint a committee should be 
appointed, and it should be confined simply to the 
complaint, and a report should be made in con- 
formity therewith, what then? It would report 
that a certain member of this House (A B) had 
been threatened by a mob or by individuals, but 
no facts would be set forth, and hence, he repeated, 
the adoption of this resolution would be a license 
to members of this House to commit whatever 
depredations they saw fit. Suppose he found a 
man endeavoring to entice away his slaves, andhe . 
kicked that man from his premises, and it turned 
out that that man was a member of Congress, and 
that he should ask this House to inflict punish- 
ment for the assault: if such a case should occur, 
a question would come before this House which to 
this day had not been heard of, and he hoped and 
trusted would not arise. 

Mr. INGE said it was manifestly proper, in 
order to a right discussion of the question before 
the House, that it should be in possession of a 
definite knowledge of the facts. 

Mr. GIDDINGS here interposed, and said, that 
if the gentleman would ‘yield the floor, he would 
state some of the facts of the case. 

The CHAIR observed, that there was no ques- 
tion before the House in relation to the merits of 
the resolution, nor as to whether the facts were 
such as to justify the allegations stated in it. A 
gentleman from Massachusetts had stated in his 
place that a member of the House had been men- 
aced, and his attendance in the House endangered 
by a. mob; and he claimed a hearing, that the 
House might see whether facts justified the ramor 
he had heard; and if they did, whether they were 
such as furnished ground of proceedings or not. 
The Chair had decided that such allegation having . 
been made, it raised a privileged question. He 
had so decided, in order that, if the privileges of 
the House were to be drawn into doubt, it should 
be by the House itself, and not by the Speaker. 
And that was now the issue. Did such allegation, 
of itself, present a privileged question? 

Mr. HARALSON inquired of the Chair whether 
the preamble to the resolution might not and ought 
not to be inquired into, with the view of ascertain- 
ing whether the facts stated therein were such as 
made a privileged question or a question of privi- 
lege. He proposed to make some remarks on that 


subject. 

The SPEAKER said it was clearly the right of 
the House to do so; and so the Chair had ruled. 
It had decided that the allegation of a member 
brought the question up at once, and then it would 
be the province of the House itself to determine 
whether its privileges had been violated or not. It 
was from this decision that an appeal had been 
taken by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. 
BropHEAp. | 

Mr. GIDDINGS said his judgment accorded 
with that of the Speaker, and he was desirous of 
stating some facts to the House. 

Mr. INGE (who still retained the floor) went. 
on to remark that the appeal of the gentleman from 
Pennsy]vania arose from the allegations contained 
in the preamble to the resolution; and no state- 
ment of facts by the gentleman from Ohio could. 
vary the question. Mr. I. was, however, very 
willing to hear what the gentleman had to say. 
He wished, for one, to know what threats the pre- 
amble of the resolution referred to, and also what 
provocation (if any) had elicited the threats utter- 
ed. If the gentleman from Ohio was the individ- 
ual who had been menaced, let him get up: and 


Say SO. 
The CHAIR ruled, that until the question on 
the a pal had been decided, no other question 
would be in order. 
Mr. GIDDINGS expressed a great desire to get 
the floor. : 
Several other gentlemen were on their feet, and 
there was a good deal of sensation in the House. 
Mr. BOYD wished to understand the decision 
appealed from. As he understood it, a gentleman. 
had offered.a resolution, the preamble to which 
stated that it was rumored that a member of the 
House had been menaced, and the Chair had de- 
cided that to be a question of privilege. p 
The CHAIR corrected Mr. B. What the Chair 
had decided was, that the inquiry proposed by the 
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resolution was a privileged question. When it 
was received as such, then it would be competent 
for the House itself, and not for the Speaker, to 
decide whether its privileges had been violated or 


- not. 


Mr. INGE proceeded to say that he regretted 
very much that the House could not have the state- 
ment of facts which the gentleman from Ohio had 
been about to submit. Under the circumstances, 
they would be interesting. Mr. I. was in favor of 
any course which went to vindicate the rights of 
that body, or of any member of it. He was pre- 

red to assert them to the whole extent laid down 

y the Constitution, and as the Constitution went 
- to restrict the parliamentary law. But they were 
now acting in the dark. Here was a proposition 
submitted to the House for the raising of a com- 
mittee, and no facts on which to form an opinion 
whether any committee was necessary. They 
knew, indeed, that within a few days past, the 
rights of individuals had been assailed in this Dis- 
trict, and an insidious attempt made to attack the 
property held by them under the guarantee of the 
Constitution. t there. was no proof before the 
House that any member of Congress had been 
connected with it in any way. ‘The resolution 
stated that a rumor existed that a member of the 
House had been menaced, and it proposed, in con- 
sequence of this rumor, that a committee of in- 
uiry be raised. Mr. I. wanted to know what 
acts there were to justify the action of the House, 
or to raise a question of privilege demanding its 
interference? A question of privilege extended to 
cases not provided for by the law. ‘The privilege 
of a member was something which the Constitu- 
tion conferred upon him, but which was not con- 
ferred by law upon others. The resolution referred 
to the rumored action of a “ lawless mob.” Now, 
there were laws in this District for the suppression 
of mobs; and, if that was true, then the facts raised 
no question of privilege at all. The privilege of 
a member was something over and above what 
was the right of other citizens. But the law in 
this District was sufficient to put down a mob, if 
any such thing existed; but it was Mr. I.’s opinion 
that there was no mob, and had been none. But 
granting there was, if the laws were sufficient to 
protect the personal safety of a member, there was 
no cause for the House exercising any extraordi- 
nary powers in the matter. Besides, by attempt- 
ing to interfere in this affair, the House might 
ssibly involve itself in difficulty. It was possi- 
bie that the House might fix a reproach on itself 
through some of its members. It might be that 
the member alleged to have been threatened had 
placed himself in a condition calculated to excite 
the public indignation. If it was true that illicit 
efforts had been made by kidnappers now in cus- 
tody for the perpetration of a felony, then those 
who made them were accessories after the fact to 
a felony, and had no right to claim the protection 
of the House. Mr. I. repeated his regret that the 
House could not have the facts before it. 

Mr. VINTON said it appeared to him that the 
House lost sight of the just distincticn stated by 
the Chair between a question of privilege and a 
privileged question. The Chair decided that this 
was a privileged question; that 1a, that It was a 
question which had a right to be heard at once in 

reference to every Other. As soon as it was be- 
ore the House, then arose the question of privi- 
lege, viz: the question whether the privileges of a 
member had been violated. The decision of the 
Speaker that this was a privileged question, and 
as such had a right at once to be heard, decided 
nothing as to the question of the violation of privi- 
lege. It did nut settle what were and what were 
not the rights of that body. That was a matter 
for the House itself to decide. The House could 
not permit such a question as that to be settled by 
the Chair. 

Mr. V. said he should deliberate Jong, very 
long, before he would vote a committee on mere 
vague common rumor; he should deliberate still 
longer before, on the ground of such rumor, he 
would declare that the privileges of the House had 
been violated. Nor would he consent to let the 
Chair decide that question. He thought the de- 
cision of the Chair had been right. This was @ 
privileged question; it was brought forward as 
such. When it came up for discussion before the 
Housé, then, and not till then, arose the great and 
often difficult and very delicate question whether 
any act had been done which affected the liberty 


of members of that House and the liberty. of the 


Pope 7 

r. HARALSON wished to submit a few re- 
marks in comparison of the declarations of the 
preamble of the resolutions proposed by the gen- 
teman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Patrrer,] and 
the Constitution of the United States, and he should 
do this with a view to demonstrate that this was 
neither a question of privilege nor a privileged 
question. For the better accomplishment of his 
object, he would read both a portion of the Con- 
stitution and the preamble of the resolution. Mr. 
H. then read from section six of article one: 

They [i. e. members of both Houses] shall in all cases, 
except treason, felony, and breach of the peace, be privi- 
leged from arrest during their attendance at the session of 
their respective Houses, and in going to and returning froin 
the same; and for any speech or debate in either House 
they shall not be questioned in any other place.” 

“They shall be free from arrest,” i. e. by the 
laws of the land, under. legal process, as for debt, 
&c. Now, it had not been shown by the pream- 
ble of the resolution that any such arrest had been 
made or attempted. What were the facts set forth 
in the preamble? 

-“« Whereas common report has represented to members 
of this House that a lawless mob has assembled within the 
District of Columbia on each of the two nights last past, and 
has committed acts of violence, setting at defiance the laws 
and constituted authorities of the United States, and men- 
acing individuals of this body and other persons residing in 
this city.” 

By common report! Why, common report 
might have assumed a thousand different shapes aš 
to the facts, and puta thousand varying phases 
upon such facts as had occurred. It was said that 
members of the House had been concerned in what 
had caused the riots or disturbances in the city. 
Mr. H. did not vouch for the truth of such a report; 
but such was the report. He did not mention this 
as fact, but he mentioned it to expose the folly of 
instituting solemn investigation by committees of 
that House on every floating rumor that filled the 
air. ‘The House was asked, on a mere floating 
report, to say there had been a breach of the privi- 
leges of this House. Mr. H. trusted the time had 
not come when the House would be guilty of any 
such folly. 

If the privileges of a member of this House, as 
stated in the Constitution, have been assailed and 
violated, and a member would rise in his place and 
make that statement, or submit it in writing, that 
he had been arrested, and violently prevented from 
attending the sitting of the House, for alleged 
offences other than those excepted in the Constitu- 
tion, and had resorted to the law for relief without 
success, it might become a question whether the 
House would even then have the power to inter- 
pose its authority to investigate the matter. Even 
then it would be questionable whether this House 
could exercise such powers; but it certainly could 
not upon the statement now made to the House— 
a statement insufficient in itself, and founded on 
mere rumor. l l 

The preamble says: ‘‘ a lawless mob has assem- 
‘bled within the District of Columbia on each of 
‘ the two nights last past, and has committed acts 
‘of violence, setting at defiance the laws and con- 
‘ stituted authorities of the United States, and men- 
‘acing individuals of this body.” ‘This last clause 
was all that related to members of the House. 
Now, supposing it were as rumored, he would ask 
gentlemen to look at the clause of the Constitution 
which he had read, and which contained all that 
related to the privileges of members of Congress, 
and see whether a menace was held to be a breach 
of privilege. It was presumed,and Mr. H. believed 
generally with truth, that members of Congress 
were orderly in their deportment and submissive to 
the laws: if one of them was improperly menaced, 
there were laws in this District which would abun- 
dantly protect him; if.any undue menace had been 
addressed to a member, he could appeal to the law 
and getample redress. But if redress were refused 
him, then it would be time for him to invoke the 
protection of the House. If he had been interrupted 
in his attendance and prevented from discharging 
his official duty, Jet that fact be made to appear, 
and it might be very proper for the House to in- 
quire into the case, but not on.mere vague rumor. _ 

The resolution went further: it. said that not only 
members of Congress but other citizens had been 
menaced; sò rumor said. If any investigation was 
to be had at all, might it not be more proper to 
inquire who had interfered with the rights of the 
people of the District of Columbia; and whether 


| members of the House had not had a hand in de» 


priving them of their constitutional rights ? 
Mr. PALFREY here interposed to say, that if 


| the gentleman from Georgia would introduce such 


| 


t 


| 


the precise question should be understood. He 


a provision by way of amendment, Mr. P. would 
accept it as a modification. 

Mr. HARALSON. I am father to no such 
paper as this offered by the member from Massa- 
chusetts. I charge myself with the guardianship 
only of my own children. I do not know that 
the rumor is true. I merition it as but one of the 
thousand rumors that prevail without any founda- 
tion, so far as I know. I have spoken with the 
view to show the folly of acting as proposed, until 
there is a specific charge made by some member of 
the Huuse—a specific charge of violation of privi- 
lege, as defined in the Constitution. If a member 
of that body, in the streets of this city, violated 
the law—was found in the violation of the pri- 
vate right of some of the people of this District, 
and should meet with a sudden and summary pun- 
ishment at the hands of the party injyged, T im- 
agine it would hardly be considered a violation of 
the privilege of the member. His difficulty would 
in nowise connect itself with his duty on this 
floor. The House would render itself ridiculous, 
and incur the public contempt by attempting to in- 
terfere. Much more ridiculous would it be for the 
House to institute an inquiry upon the bare allega- 
tion of a menace towards one of its members. If 
there was no law in the District of Columbia, or 
no court to enforce any, then, indeed, it might be 
proper for the House to inquire and act for the 
protection of its own members. But there was law - 
in the District, and there were judges and juries. 
Let the threatened member appeal to them. There 
was no proof that the privilege of any member had 
been violated. 

Mr. BARRINGER said it was important that 


had understood, the Speaker to decide that there 


‘was sufficient matter on the face of the paper pre- 


sented by the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
authorize him to declare its presentation to be a 
privileged question. He was fully aware of the 
distinction between a question of privilege and 
a privileged question, as taken by the Speaker, 
and commented upon by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Vinton;] and while he fully admit- 
ted that distinction, he was equally clear in the 
opinion, with great deference to the uniform cor- 
rectness of the Chair, that in this question the 
opinion of the Chair was wrong. He (Mr. B.) 
maintained there ought to appear on the face of 
the paper sufficient distinct matter, sufficient spe- 
cific charges—that some specific fact, or somé spe- 
cific person, ought to be named, to authorize the 
Speaker to declare its presentation to be a privi- 
leged question. He would venture to declare that 
they might search the whole Parliamentary rec- 
ords of England and this country, and they could 
not find a single case where the Speaker had de- 
cided it to be a privileged question without such 
specification. 

The SPEAKER wished to be allowed to call the 
attention of the gentleman from North Carolina to 
the fact, that the Manual said that *‘ common fame 
is good ground for the House to proceed to inquire 
or even to” s i z = 

Mr. BARRINGER replied, undoubtedly; but 
that did not reach the case. Common fame must 
assert that the safety of some member of the House, 
designating him by name, was menaced, or must 
designate some particular fact. There was no such 
designation or specification here. By way of illus- 
tration, suppose the opinion of the Chair that this 
was a privileged question was sustained by the 
House, and the House decided to pass the resolu- 
tion—what a vague, indefinite inquiry, implicatin 
the conduct of every member of this House, wou! 
the 


not be thrust into at once. 
nother ground on which, with great respect, 
he thought the Chair in error, was, that the resolu- 
tion contained other matters beside those relating 
to the personal safety of members of this House. 
It is proposed to take into consideration the expe- 
diency of passing general Jaws for the safety of 
members of this House. A proposition like this 
to legislate generally could not certainly ke con- 
sidered a privileged question to authorize its pre- 
sentation at any time to override other business. 
Mr. STEPHENS considered the question pow 
before the House simply one of order. The gentle- 
tan from North Carolina had stated perhaps what 
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was true in this case, that no precedent could be 
found in the parliamentary history either of England 
or this country, where the House had acted upon 
sach a question, unless some particular individual 
or fact were specified. But this, it seemed to him, 
would be a very good argument against the pas- 
sage of the resolution, but, he submitted to the 
good sense of the House, was not pertinent to the 
question of order. 

So far as the merits of this case were concerned, 
- he fully concurred with both his colleagues who 
had spoken upon the point of order, (Messrs. 
Toomss and Haratson,] that the question was not 
as to the fature of the menace,-as to the character 
of the mob, as to the parties who participated in 
it, as to the justification of the mob. If those 
questions were before the House, he might be pre- 
pared, before the House and before the country, 
to justify it: so far as rumor was concerned, ‘he 
averred he was prepared to justify it to the fullest 
extent. But that was not the question now, nor 
did he understand the Chair as having decided any 
question involved, or even bearing upon the merits 
of that question. l 

In reply to inquiries proposed successively by 
Mr. BarrgınceR and Mr. GayLe, and in further 
brief remarks, Mr. STEPHENS sustained the 
decision of the Chair, and argued that upon the 

resent&tion of the paper by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, it was the province of the House, 
and not of the Speaker, ta decide whether it was 
a question of privilege. If, upon an investigation 
of the case, there should bea failure to specify 
persons and facts, the House might lay it on the 
table or otherwise dismiss it, as they saw fit. He 
wished an investigation. If rumor, with her thou- 
sand tongues, were true, he believed that mem- 
bers of this House were implicated in violation of 
the law—so deeply implicated as parties to theft 
and felony, that they should be expelled from this 
floor. He was not only for the investigation, but, 
if the rumors proved to be true, he should go for 
the expulsion of the member or members impli- 
cated. x 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, after some conversation 
with the SPEAKER as to the precise nature of 
his decision, appealed to Mr. BropHeap to with- 
draw his appeal, that the question might come at 
once before the House, that the House might de- 
cide, under the intimation of the Speaker, whether 
this was a question of privilege or not. 

Mr. BRODHEAD replied, that he had taken an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair because the 
preamble and Yesolution presented by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts did not make such a case 
as required the intervention of this House, and did 
notamount toa privileged question, or a question of 
privilege. He therefore must insist on his appeal. 

Mr. COBB intimated his intention, then, to 
move the previous question, that the House might 
dispose of the appeal and come to the question 
raised by the resolution; but waived, and finally 
withdrew, the motion, in accordance with what 
seemed to be the wishes of the House. 

Some conversation ensued between Mr. COBB 
and the SPEAKER, in which 

Mr. COBB stated the point on which he differed 
from the decision, and should sustain the appeal if 
pressed to a vote; and r 

he SPEAKER repeated, that if a member rose 
and stated a breach of privilege committed upon 
himself or a fellow-member, whether arising upon 
facts within his own knowledge or reaching him 
by rumor, whether growing out of debate in this 

oùse or of circumstances which happened one 
thousand miles distant, the Chair decided that, 
upon the allegation being made, it was for the 

ouse to take up the question and determine 
whether such a breach of privilege had occurred 
as to require its interposition, and whether there 
was sufficient ground for its being entertained as a 
question of privilege. 

Mr. MEADE said the question had not yet, in 
his opinion, been correctly stated. He acknowl- 
edged the distinction drawn by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Vinton] between a privileged question 
anda question of privilege. hen a member rose 
to a privileged question, the Speaker was bound to 
hear his motion, and when that motion was made 
the Speaker. must decide whether it was in order. 
Its being in order depended on the fact whether or 
not it were a question involving the privileges of 
members of the House. And the Speaker must 
necessarily determine for himself whether it be 


such a question. He must decide in order to pro- 
ceed with the business. If it should not be a ques- 
tion of privilege, then it was out of order, and the 
Speaker must say so. If he received the motion, 
then he virtually decided that it was a question of 
privilege, and therefore in order. If the House 


was dissatisfied with the decision, it must be decided . 


by an appeal, and thus the House decided this ques- 
tion of privilege. If-there were no appeal, then 
the House concurred with the Speaker, and the 
question then was on the adoption of the motion. 
He concurred with the Speaker that it was a ques- 
tion involving privilege. If amob were to attack a 
member for words spoken in that House in debate, 
if the member had the right to speak the words, 
he should be protected. He would vote for the 
resolution of inquiry, and would move an amend- 
ment to inquire into the conduct of members of 
this House, who, it was rumored, had instigé&ted 
the crime which had been recently committed. The 
series of resolutions \ntroduced on Monday by the 
member from Ohio declaring the right of the slave 
to escape, and other acts of his knowfh to the mem- 
bers of this body, justify the suspicion that he was 
connected with the crime recently committed. 

Mr. HASKELL concurred in the expression of 
the desire that the gentleman trom Pennsylvania 
would withdraw his appeal from the decision of 
the Chair, so that the whole question might come 
up fully and fairly before the House, that they 
might make that investigation which it seemed to 
him its importance demanded. He was glad that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts had availed him- 
self of the occasion to introduce a resolution of this 
character. If the gentleman had not done it, he 
should have done it himself. lt had been his de- 
sign, and he had come into the House prepared to 
introduce a resolution, not having in view the exact 
object of the resolution of the gentleman, but an 
investigation of the matters which had lately agi- 
tated this community. Now, a strange state of 
things was presented here. Members of this body, 
as he believed and felt ready to charge, had been 
engaged, by the course of conduct they pursued 
on this floor and out of this Hall, in the deliberate 
attempt to scatter the seeds of insurrection and 
insubordination, if not rebellion, among the slaves 
in this District. Menon this floor, under the garb 
of philanthropy and love of human liberty, had 
een endeavoring to perpetrate felonies for which 
they ought to swing as high as Haman. He spoke 
the plain truth. He was willing to have his words 
measured, and he held himself responsible for the 
language he used. An attempt had been made on 
this floor to abolish slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia in the form of law, if they could, and in 
violation of the Constitution; and, baffled and foiled 
in that, these mock-philanthropists were now, as 
he believed before God, attempting to abolish sla- 
very in this District by inciting the negroes to leave 
their masters. 

The SPEAKER here interposed, and reminded 
the gentleman that the question before the House 
was upon the appeal. 

Mr. HASKELL (continuing) charged that the 
conduct of these men, their language on this floor 
and out of this House, had been such as to pro- 
duce this state of things—a disposition to insurrec- 
tion and rebellion among the slaves in this District. 
He held in his hand a resolution which he intended 
to move, and which he should move by way of 
amendment when this House entertained the reso- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, having 
for its object an inquiry into the conduct of these 
members, and if they were found guilty, their ex- 
pulsion from this body as unworthy to hold seats 
on this floor. 

We had seen lately in this community an agita- 
tion and excitement which every good man must 
deplore—slaves leaving their masters, a vessel 
coming to this city i 
The SPEAKER again interposed, and suggested 
to the gentleman from Tennessee the propriety of 
confining himself to the question of appeal. He 
was anticipating debate upon the merits of the res- 
olution; the question was, whether there should be 
any such debate; the Chair had decided that the 
resolution was in order; an appeal had been taken 
from that decision, and the question was now on 
the appeal. 

Mr. HASKELL said he would conclude what 
he had to say by reading, for the information of the 
House, the amendment which he proposed to offer 
to the resolution of the gentleman from Massachu- 


-BayLy was 


setts, and which he should offer at the 
time; ; 

« And that said committee be authorized to inquire into 
and report to this House whether any member or members 
of this House were instrumental in procuring the slaves 
who were recently decoyed from their owners in this Dis- 
trict to leave their owners, and whether the said inembers 
of this House have not been guilty of felony in attempting 
or aiding in an attempt to kidnap slaves.” 


Mr. BAYLY obtained the floor, with a view, 
he said, to submit a motion; before doing which, 
he wished to make a single remark, to avoid mig- 
conception of the object he had in view. His im- 
pression was, that the decision of the Chair was 
Incorrect, and he wanted it therefore understood 
that in the motion he was about to make he did 
not commit himself to its propriety. But he was 
anxious to have this committee raised; he desired 
this investigation to go on, that this whole matter 
might be probed to the bottom, and he therefore 
moved to lay the appeal on the table. 

Some conversation ensued between the SPEAK- 
ER and Mr. STUART, of Michigan, and Mr. 
McKAY, in reply to an inquiry of the last-named 
gentleman. ` 

The SPEAKER stated, that if the appeal were 
laid on the table, the resolution of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts would then be before the 
House for its action. 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. 
agreed to, and the appeal was laid on 


proper 


the table. 

The question was then announced to be on the 
resolution and preamble of Mr. PALFREY. 

Mr. VENABLE obtained the floor. It was 
with extreme and deep reluctance, he said, that he 
felt himself compelled to approach the discussion 
of the question which had been thrown before 
them to-day. He had taken his seat, at the opẹn- 
ing of this session, cherishing the fondest hopes 
that the mere party questions and policies which 
divided us as Whigs and Democrats would be the 
subjects which would come before them; that they 
might meet, quietly meet, on the same platform, 
as citizens of the country they all dearly loved, 
and protected by the ægis of the Constitution they 
all venerated. He had come here with these fond 
hopes, but he had been here but a few days before. 
he felt that those hopes were to be blighted; he 
saw, amidst the forbearance of the South, that 
spirit of fanaticism which would walk with lighted 
torch in a magazine; he saw that fanaticism which 
would authorize men to right what they considered 
a wrong, without ever thinking of the wrong they 
would inflict; that spirit of fanaticism which would 
never stop short of heaven or hell; which knew 
no middle ground, and which, when once fastened 
on a man’s heart, led him to trample on all that is 
sacred and holy. He saw that hope blighted; that 
no subject could be introduced into this House— 
even a resolution of congratulation of a people 
throwing off the yoke of a tyrant and establishing 
freedom for themselves—without having this fire- 
brand thrown into this House. He saw the South 
persecuted, taunted, harassed, held up to odium to 
the world—continually held up—untul he had re- 
ceived from his own district and section of country 
urgent appeals. Were they to be made odious, were 
their institutions continually to be dragged before 
the public, by the fanatic and the hypocrite, to taunt 
and sneer at, and were their dearest rights to be aban- 
doned by those who represented them? Was there no 


- man from the South who would stand up and say to 


them what should be said? Yes; in his humble 
way, he would vindicate the rights and maintain 
the cause of those who had sent him here; and he 
would never fail to rebuke fanaticism and denounce 
hypocrisy, in the man, and in those who acted 
with him, who said he wanted to keep the knife of 
the slave near his master’s throat; and that when 
the slave fled to Ohio and there slew his master 
in attempting to reclaim him, he would call him a. 
clever fellow; and that there was no law there to 
punish him. It was a libel upon the institutions 
of that State. He had examined the laws of Ohio, 
and he found that if a man did a lawful act and 
another killed him when engaged in it, they called 
him a murderer. The Constitution of the United 
States provided for the reclaiming of fugitive slaves, 
and the Supreme Court of the United States had 
decided that that clause of the Constitution so far 
executed itself as that the master or his agent had 
the right to pursue his slave and retake him. If, 
then, the slave killed him, he killed him doing a 
lawful act. 
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When he heard such declarations made on this 
floor by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gippinas;] 
when their slaves were invited to run away, and 
were told, if you kill your master in attempting to 
retake you, you are clever fellows; when the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Patrrey] declar- 
ed.that there were thousands of slaves in New 
Bedford who had paid for themselves by their 
heels; and when, in the face of these declarations, 
a ship from a northern State came to this District 
and took off a ship-load of slaves, to pay for them- 
selves by their heels also, it was time to meet this 
matter as became a Representative from the South. 
Helovedthe Union. It had cost him and his much. 
There was nota battle-field, from Saratoga to Cam- 
den, but had drank the life-blood of some of his 
family and relatives; but, love it as he did, he hailed 
dissolution with pleasure and joy, if they were con- 
tinually to be taunted by fanatics and hy pocrites— 
if their wives and little ones were to be assassinated 
and destroyed by intermeddling men with hearts 
black as hell. This was the feeling of his heart. 
He could say nothing less. The South asked no 
favors; and if gentlemen supposed that because 
they had said nothing until driven to it by their 
unhallowed machinations and intrigues, that they 
were afraid to investigate the question, they had 
mistaken the South altogether. 

He felt, and he would here express, most pro- 
found obligations to his northern and western Dem- 
ocratic friends, who had stood by them in defence 
of the rights of the South to the number of twenty- 
five or thirty, in a vote which had recently been 
taken; while, on the other side, not a northern or 
western man had stood by southern rights. He 
classified the Abolitionists of the North in two 
divisions: one a set of fanatics who, though pos- 
sessing no genuine social feelings, were honest men; 
and the other, men who made use of them to secure 
seats in Congress and power and elevation for them- 
selves, who stirred up the strife—vile hypocrites, 
who went around to the factories and Sunday 
schools, getting children and women to sign peti- 
tions on matters with which they had no concern, 
tó bring them to Congress. Such miserable sub- 
terfuges, such vile and wicked resorts, disgraced 
humanity. l , 

He denied that slavery was either a moral, social, 
er political evil. They had nothing to do with it. 
It was a matter which belonged to the South. He 
asked gentlemen if the agonizing, heart-rending cry 
of the slave in the middle passage, kidnapped trom 
Africa, had ever arisen from ships from North Caro- 
lina? No; Massachusetts and Rhode [sland could 
tell us about it. It had rung from their vessels, 
and that inhuman traffic had been a source of their 
wealth; almost everything in the town of Newport, 
Rhode Island, had been made out of it; and Rhode 
Island had been represented in the other end of the 
Capitol by one of these slave-dealers, for it had 
80 been charged upon that floor. The North had 
brought this institution upon them. The descend- 
ants of those who landed at Plymouth, and of Roger 
Williams, had sold them their slaves and pocketed 
the money. And now they were enlisted in a cru- 
sade against their property; and they had recently 
undertaken to kidnap and decoy away seventy-five 
in one vessel from this District; and gentlemen came 
here and with long faces complained that the peo- 

le of this city had risen to defend their nghts! 

r. V. had heard of a member of Congress who 
had gone yesterday to the jail for the purpose of 
giving counsel to these felons, who were caught 
flagrante delicto! He had heard that a member of 
this House had volunteered his services, had gone 
to the jail for the purpose of throwing the weight 
of his character, and influence, and talents in de- 
fence of men who had plundered the owners in the 
District of their slaves, and were caught with the 
negroes in their possession ! 

r. GIDDINGS asked to be permitted to ex- 
plain, and, the floor being yielded, said, if the gen- 
tleman alluded to him he would say unhesitatingly 
—it was due to the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina that he should say to him, and the Houae, and 
the country, most distinctly, that he did visit the 
prison yesterday. He did so in the character of a 
man, as well as a member of this House; he said 
to the keeper of the prison, who, so far as he knew, 
behaved entirely gentlemanly, that he came there 
to say to those men who were incarcerated under 
this charge that they should have counsel provided 
for them. The keeper of the prison heard every 
word he uttered—that he had brought with bim a 


gentleman who would serve as their counsel; that 
he did it for the purpose of protecting their legal 
rights, so that upon their trial they might have the 

Jaws of the land dealt out to them as they were to 
other people; that he was persuaded no illegal vio- 
lence would be used. For that purpose, and from 
his own promptings of humanity, he had visited 
them to give them this tnformation. Now, let gen- 
tlemen say what they pleased. 

Mr. GAYLE. "Was the gentleman’s object to 
reward these men and approve their course? Or 
was it mere benevolence to defend men who could 
not defend themselves? 

Mr. GIDDINGS was glad the gentleman from 
Alabama had put to him that question. He had 
cone there to say to those men that no mob vio- 
lence should take their lives; that his influence, and 
the aid of counsel, and the law, should save them 
from a barbarous mob. He had gone there from 
the promptings of humanity; he had never seen or 
heard of them, or known anything of them, before. ¢ 

Mr. GAYLE. Did not the gentleman go there 
for the purpose of encouraging these people? 

Mr. fo NSON, of Arkansas, rose simultane- 
ously with Mr. GAYLE, and desired to ask the 
gentleman from Ohio one question. 

Mr. GIDDINGS expressed a willingness to an- 
swer questions which might be propounded. 

Mr. VENABLE, however, resumed the floor, 
as his time was so rapidly running away. He 
would ask the gentleman from Ohio why it was so 
necessary to go to these men in jail and assure 
them they should be safe from the mob? Did not 
evéry man know that they were in no danger when 
safely lodged there? It was a work of superero- 
gation. ‘The gentleman was careful to visit those 
who had been caughtin stealing and carrying away 
slaves; had he gone to see the poor burglar, the 
felon who was confined in jail for other crimes? 
No! The sympathies of his heart were drawn out 
to nothing there but these seventy-five negroes, 
and the men who had stolen them! $ 

Mr.GIDDINGS. Does the gentleman want me 
to answer that question ? 

Mr. VENABLE declined to give way, and, 
after further remarks, moved an amendment to the 
resolution to make the committee consist of nine 
members instead of five, and that they be elected 
by ballot instead of being appointed by the 
Speaker. 

Mr. HASKELL (the floor being yielded) de- 
sired to ask the gentleman from Ohio two ques- 
tions, and that the gentleman would give him, as 
far as he should find it convenient, a categorical 
answer: the first was, whether he justified those 
slaves who had lately made an attempt to escape 
from their owners in the District of Columbia in 
that attempt? f 

Mr. GIDDINGS, (addressing the Speaker.) 
Have I the floor to reply? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
North Carolina yield the floor to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. VENABLE assented. 

- Mr. GIDDINGS said, to the question which had 
been put to him, whether he justified the slaves 
who had left their masters in the District of Co- 
lumbia in ‘pursuit of their liberty, he could have 
no heajtation in answering before an assembled 
universe. He held, as did our fathers in 1776, that 
all men were born equal, and that to protect their 
rights to life, libe#ty, and the pursuit of happiness, 
governments were framed among men. Now, 
believing that mankind, as they came from God, 


were equal, he had ever been taught by his fathers | 


—and here he would say to the gentleman fram 
North Carolina [Mr. Venasxe] that he (Mr. G.) 
boasted not that his fathers fought for liberty. 
Why did not the gentleman himself fight for it? 
Before he assailed him, (Mr. G.,) let him put him- 
self rectus in curia——® 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, rose to a point 
of order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS begged not to be interrupted 
until he had finished the answer to the gentleman’s 
question. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
will give way; the gentleman from Delaware rises 
to a point of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON stated his point to be, whether, 
upon a preamble and resolution stating that a mem- 
ber of this House had been menaced by persons 
out of this House for his participation, or alleged 
participation, in certain civil and criminal trang- 


actions, it was competent for his friend from Tem- 
nessee to put the question to the gentleman from 
Ohio whether he justified this, act? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 1 take no exception to the 
question. . a at 

The SPEAKER replied to Mr. Houston that 
the gentleman from Ohio was not obliged to an- 
swer any question; but that, in the wide range 
allowed to the debate, it was certainly competent 
for the gentleman from Tennessee to put the ques- 
tion, and for the gentleman from Ohio to answer 
it if he pleased. 

Mr. GIDDINGS (resuming) remarked that he 
saw gentlemen from-the South were excifed on the 
subject, and he might become excited. But it was 
a beautiful question, and if the doughfaces would 
only not interfere, they would hafe a fine fight. 

He was stating his views (he continued) on the 
rights of humanity, and he said to the gentleman 
from Tennessee that he held precisely with the 
fathers of 1776, to whom he had alluded. He held 
to the principle for which the gentleman’s fathers 
and his contended at Bunker Hill and Yorktown; 
he held tg the principle on which this Government 
was based for its support—that man was free and 
equal; and that he who attempted to interfere be- 
tween his God and himself, to interfere with his 
God-given rights, did it at his peril. He held that 
he who stepped between him and his God, and 
attempted either to rob him of his life or liberty, | 
did it at his peril; and go far as God and nature 
had bestowed on him the power, he should not do 
it. He held that every human being who came 
into the world and breathed the air God had cre- 
ated, came into it with this right; and he who at- . 
tempted to interfere with it, did so at his peril. He 
held that there never was a more just and righteous 
retribution than was inflicted upon the Africans in 
1804, when Decatur and Somers went there, and 
when these men who enslaved their fellow-men 
were made themselves to bite the dust. There 
never was a more glorious cause to fight for; nor 
would he ask for a more glorious death than to die 
in just such a cause. He held that it was right, 
and he held pared man, when he enslaved his 
fellow-man—when the hand of power was brought 
to bear on his God-given rights—his “inalienable 
rights,’’ (to use the words of our fathers,) had the 
right to defend that liberty, and, to come down to 
the gentleman’s specific question—— 

r. HASKELL. I am very glad to hear you 
reach it. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, (continuing his sentence.) I 
say that the slaves of this District, when they felt . 
the hand of oppression bearing on them, possessed 
before the universal world and before God himself 
the right to free themselves by any means God has 
put into the power 

Mr. HASKELL. The gentleman has answered 
that question. I am satisfied. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, (retaining the, floor.) I am 
not. I want to finish my answer. - 

Mr. HASKELL Inasmuch as the gentleman 
has justified this attempt of these slaves to escape 
from their rightful owners, I call on him to know 
whether he justifies the thieves who stole them? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I do not know that there 


were any thieves. 

Mr. HASKELL. The men, then, the individ- 
uals, the parties who were engaged in this kig- 
napping? 


r. GIDDINGS. I say, unhesitatingly, where 
laws are in force; where legal constitutional laws 
of the land enforce penalties on such actions, they 
are to be obeyed. Iam not permitted to interfere 
with the rights of the people of this District, be- 
cause Í owe allegiance to my Government, and he 
who interferes does it at his peril. There can be 
no difference between the gentleman and myself 
on that subject. i 

Mr. HASKELL. Then do I understand the 
gentleman to justify these men? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I say that those who did it, 
did it at their peril. 

Mr. HASKELL. Does the gentleman condemn 
these individuals? ` 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I say, unquestionably, if 
they did it, they violated the law. ¥ : 

Mr. HASKELL. Does the gentleman consider 
ita violation of law? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Unquestionably, if they aided 
slaves in escaping. I am not very conversant with 
the laws of this District, though I have had occa- 
sion to look into them some—I understand itis a 
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penal act in this District, Now, it is wrong to 
violate this law, because in entering society we 
bind ourselves to keep the laws which are consti- 
tutionally enacted. There is a legal crime—— 

. Mr. HASKELL. Was there any moral crime? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Ido not believe there is the 
Jeast moral crime on earth in maintaining the rights 
God has given me. 

5 Mr. VENABLE interfered, and claimed the 

oor. i 

The SPEAKER stated that the gentleman from 
North Carolina was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GIDDINGS declined to yield, as the floor 
had been given him for explanation, until he had 
concluded: 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman from 
Ohio that the floor was only given him by consent 
of the gentleman from North Carolina, who now 
claimed his right to it. 

Mr. GIDDINGS yielded. 

Mr. VENABLE resumed, sending to the Clerk ’s 
table the following amendment, which he had be- 
fore indicated, but embracing now as a modifica- 
tion the amendment suggested by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, (Mr. Haske x;] which was read, 
as follows: l 

“ Strike out the word ‘ five, in the resolution, and insert 
Snine;’ and insert after the word ‘ appointed,’ the words 
€ by ballot ;’? also, insert after the words ‘referred to,’ the 
following, viz: ‘and that said committee be instructed to 
‘inquire into, and report to this House, whether any mein- 
“ber or members of this House were instrumental in pro- 
‘curing the slaves who were recently decoyed from their 
€ owners in this District, to leave their owners ; and whether 
‘the said members of this House have not been guilty of 
felony in attempting, or aiding in an attempt, to kidnap 
‘slaves.’ ”’ 

Mr. TOOMBS was not averse to bringing up 
the investigation that was sought to be arrived at, 
but he objected to dignify it with the claim of priv- 
llege. He denied that the resolution contained a 
question of privilege, or one that ought to be in- 

uired into by this House. When he addressed 
the House on the question of order, he heh, 
as he now held, that all questions of this charac- 
ter became pes questions, solely because 
they involved questions of privilege, and that no 
question of this character could necessarily be 
a privileged question which did not involve a 
question of privilege. A member rose and said, 
he rose to a question of privilege. The Speaker 
must determine whether his statement involved 
a question of privilege. If it did, it was a priv- 
ileged question, and would override all other 
business, and not otherwise. Now he denied the 
ground taken by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. J. R. Iverrsotit.] He wholly denied that 
this body had the right of the British Parliament 
on questions of privilege. He claimed that the 
people of this country had rights. The rights of 
the citizens were better secured by the laws of the 
land than they were by the libertine construction 
of privilege which for so many centuries oppressed 
the peopie of Great Britain. There was nota more 
undefined, arbitrary, and unjust principle on the 
face of the earth; and he denied the conclusion to 


be right at which the Speaker had arrived after | 


reading the British law of privilege. He held 
that such principles were not to govern this body, 
and he denied that the extract read from the Man- 
uel had any authority over them. Mr. Jefferson 
merely stated it was a principle of the British Par- 
liament, not a3 a principle of this House; he sub- 
mitted the argument on both sides. This was 
considered in 1800 in the reign of terror, during 
the administration of the elder Adams; and the 
Republican party, with which he had ever agreed, 
held distinctly that this House had no other priv- 
ilege than was given to it by the Constitution, and 
that they could not refer to the common law of 
Parliament for power of any sort. He held that 
doctrine to this day. This was a Government 
limited in its powers by the Constitution, and to 
the Constitution they must look for, their powers; 


and if they were not there, they were nowhere, | given them by the Constitution; that that has given them 


and the exercise of such powers was a usurpation 
on the part of this House, and an aggression on 
the rights of the citizens, which he stood there this 
day todefend. Hestood there to defend the rights 
of the mob, and he offered the Constitution of the 
United States in opposition to the punishment which 
this House might attempt to inflict. 

He cared not what were the facts of this case; 
he submitted to the Constitution, which declared, 
under the general authority, that Congress had 
power to make all laws necessary ard proper for 


— 
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carrying into execution the powersgiven them, but 
he denied the right of the common law of Parlia- 
ment. Ifthe rights and duties defined by the Con- 
stitution were not sufficiently protected, let Con- 
gress pass all laws under the clause to which he 
had referred that were necessary and proper to 
protect thuse rights. Until such laws were passed 
there was no power to punish. This was a ques- 
tion which went to the foundation of government. 
It was a question affecting the foundation of pop- 
ular liberty, which it was more important they 
should defend than an individual who had shown 
himself to be unworthy of protection. | 

He begged to call the attention of the House to 
the language of Mr. Jefferson in the Manual. It 
was in these words: ‘‘ The editor of the Aurora 
‘having, in his paper of February 19, 1800, in- 
‘serted some paragraphs defamatory of the Senate, 
‘and failed in his appearance, he was ordered to 
‘be committed.”’ 

He would here take occasion to remark, that 
every newspaper editor in the country, under the 
authority claimed by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. J. R. INGERrsoLL] and the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, might be dragged 
before them and confined; and against such bound- 
less, limitless power of privilege, and in defence of 
the rights of the country, he called upon every 
friend of liberty to stand forth. 

The SPEARER reminded the gentleman from 
Georgia that the Chair had pronounced no opin- 
ion on the facts; and at some length he reiterated 
the ground assumed. by the Chair. 

Mr. TOOMBS was showing that the principle 
had not been properly quoted, and the clause of the 
Constitution to which reference had been made 
was of no force unless laws were enacted to carry 
itout. He would like to know how this House 
was to do it? Could they do it directly or inferen- 
tially? This Government derived its powers from 
the Constitution. Such was their authority. Tyr- 
anny had assumed thousands and tens of thousands 
of forms under the rules of Parliament. Oppres- 
sion was spread over the land; and here our fore- 
fathers intended to limit and define it, and to secure 
the rights and liberties of the people. ‘This he was 
showing by the quotation he was reading from the 
Manual, and he contended that this privilege of 
Parliament was of no force here, further than it 
was prescribed by the Constitution, and carried out 
by laws properly enacted in accordance with the 
ut to proceed: 

& In debating the legality of this order, it was insisted, in 
support of it, that every man, by the Jaw of nature, and every 
body of men, possesses the right of self-detence; that all 
public functionaries are essentially vested with the powers 
of scif-preservation; that they have an inherent right to do 
all acts necessary to keep themselves in a condition to dis- 
charge the trusts confided to them; that, whenever authori- 
ties are given, the means of carrying them into execution 
are given by necessary implication; that thus we see the 
British Parliament exercise the right of punishing contempts ; 
all the State Legislatures exercise the same powcr, and 
every court does the saine; that if we have it not, we sit 
at the mercy of every intruder who may enter our doors or 
galiery, and, by noise and tumult, render proceeding in busi- 
ness impracticable; that if our tranquillity is to be perpetu- 
ally disturbed by. newspaper defamation, it will not be pos- 
sible to exercise our functions with the requisite coolness 


and deliberation; and that we must therefore have a power 
to punish these disturbers of our peace and proceedings.” 


That was the argument of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. It was the argument of Federal- 
ism in 1800, against the publishing by an editor of 
that which he believed to be right. 


«To this it was answered, that the Parliament and courts 
of England have cognizance of contempts by the express 
provisions of their law; that the State Legislatures have 
equal authority, because their powers are plenary ; they rep- 
resent their constituents completely, and possess all their 
powers, except such as their constitutions have expressly 
denied them; thatthe courts of the several States huve the 
same powers by the Jaws of their States, and those of the 
Federal Government by the same State laws adopted in each 
State, by a law .of Congress; that none of these bodies, 
therefore, derive those powers from natural or necessary 
right, but from express law; that Congress have no such 
natural or necessary power, nor any powers but such as are 


directly exemption from personal arrest, exemption from 
question elsewhere for what is said in their House, and 
power over their own members and proceedings; for these 
no further law is necessary, the Constitution being the law ; 
that, moreover, by that article of the Constitution which au- 
thorizes them ‘to make all laws necessary and proper for 
carrying into execution the powers vested by the Constitu- 
tion in them,’ they may provide by law for gn undisturbed 
exercise of their function, e. g. for the punishment of con- 
tempts, of affrays or tumult in their presence, &c.; but till 
the law be made, it does not exist, and does not exist from 
their own neglect; that, in the mean time, however, they 
are not unprotected, the ordinary magistrates and courts of 
law bylng open and competent to punish all unjustifiable dis- 


turbances or defamations, and even their own sergeant, who 


may appoint deputies ad libitum to aid him, (3 Grey, 59, 147, 
255,) is equal to small disturbances; that, on requiring a 
previous law, the Constitution had regard to the inviolabili- 
ty of the citizen as well as of the member; as should one 
House, in the regular form of a bill, aim at too broad privi- 
leges, it may be checked by the other, and both by the Presi- 
dent; and also, as, the law being promulgated, the citizen 
will know how to avoid offence.” 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania told him his 
views were too limited, and therefore he had here 
given that gentleman the judgment of others, based 
on unanswerable argument. He knew not how 
far the gentleman from Pennsylvania and he dif- 
fered on the fundamental principles of government; 
but this he would undertake to assert, that that 
gentleman’s argument was untenable when he juss 
tified the doctrine of contempts. The extract which 
he had read quoted the clause of the Constitution 
which gave Congress power to pass laws that were 
necessary for the execution of the powers given by 
the Constitution, and then added: * but till the law 
be made, it does not exist.”? Well, then, where 
was their law? It did not exist, and hence gentle- 
men claimed the right, in exercising those powers, 
to go back to the laws of Parliament, which he had 
no hesitation in saying was an abuse of power. 
He had the pleasure, last night, to. hear the Dis- 
trict Attorney arguing on the street, to a mob, that 
the laws of the land were sufficient for the punish- 
ment of offenders. But it seemed the gentleman 
from MasSachusetts [Mr. Patrrey] did not deem 
them sufficient, for he came here and claimed the 
parliamentary privilege. It was not for the laws 
of the land that he asked, but for the undefined and 
undefinable privilege of Parliament. Now, he 
(Mr. T.) stood by the privilege of the people in this 
great controversy. He would tell this House—the 
gentleman from the South especially—that under 
this very insidious question of privilege, by avoid- 
ing the other branch of Congress and the Execu- 
tive, they intended to reach the object aimed at. 
They had heard from a member of this House 
this day, that there was no moral criminality in an 
act recently committed. There was only one step 
further to go, and that step would not be taken in 
broad day, but in the night. And when this act, 
in which there was no moral criminality, was com- 
mitted, they might expect to see this House pro- 
tect its members by its own privileges. There was 
a question of deep importance to the South; and 
hence he wished this question of privilege decided: 
he wished to know, and he wished the people to 
know, the limits of the privileges of this Hause. 
Every man had a right to know the laws under 
which he lived, but the law of -privilege depended 
upon the construction of the House: and if sucha . 
decision were to prevail, there would be as base 
slaves living under this Government as any that 
were now in the jail of this District. Yes; and he 
wished to tell the American people, that if the 
people of this District were fo be dependent for 
their liberties and their rights on the judgment of 
this House on their own privileges, they would 
deserve the fetters of the felon if they tolerated the 
presence of this House for a single night. 

The people of this District had rights, too; they 
had the rights of nature. The rights and privi- 
leges of this people must stand on some safer 
ground than the decision of this House, on a 
question affecting its own privileges. -In vain they 
might call for order—in vain would their District 
Attorney argue before a mob when their rights 
were trampled upon—in vain would this House be 
invoked if the people here had no security; and he 
trusted in God that discord would reign forevere= 
he wanted no peace among them until their rights 
were secured. 

Hear again the authority from which he had 
read: 

“ But if one branch may assume its own privileges witha 
out control’ —— 

And this was what this House was doing now. 
The man who chastised a member of this House 
was to be punished under the law of privilege. 
Such was to be the operation of this law of privi- 
lege, which he called upon his countrymen every- 
where to mark and to resist: 

———“ if it may do it on the spur of the occasion, conceal 
the law iy its own breast, and after the fact committed, make 
its sentence both the law and the judgment on that fact; if 
the offence is to be kept undefined, and to be declared only 
ex re nata, and according to the passions of the moment, and ` 
there be no limitation either in the manner or measure of 


the punishment, the condition of the citizen will be perilous. 
indeed.”? 


This was the doctrine and these were the argu- 
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ments used in 1800, when they had to look at the 
extent of their rights and at the tenure by which 
_they vindicated and held them. 


« Which of these doctrines is to prevail, time will de- 
cide.”? 


Well, the time has come. It had become the 


‘duty of the 30th Congress to decide whether it had 


been adopted by the Speaker of this House, who 
ruled that the case stated in the resolution be- 
fore the House was embraced in the privileges 
given and bestowed by the Constitution. He 
thought the Speaker was wrong. The privileges 
of this House were defined by the Constitution, 
and they could not go anywhere else to seek 
‘for them. He was for supporting the supreme 
law. This doctrine, that there was no moral crime 
in violating the civil law, men would do well to 
consider. Men would do well to remember that 
they derive their protection from the law. It was 
because there was a reliance on law that there was 
no fear of physical force. 

¢¢ Where there is no fixed law, the judgment on any par- 
ticular case is the law of that single case only, and dies with 
it. When anew and even a similar case arises, the judg- 
ment which is to make and at the same time apply the law 
$s open to question and consideration, as are all new laws. 
Perhaps Congress, in the mean time, in their care for the 
safety of the citizen, as well as for their protection, may de- 
clare by law what is necessary and proper to enable them 
to carry into execution the power vested in them, and there- 
by hang up a rule for the inspection of all, which may di- 
rect the conduct of the citizen, and at the same time test 
the judgments they shall themselves pronounce in their own 
case.” 


He did not propose to go further with the dis- 
cussion of the question whether the facts of this 
case were such as ought to be inquired into by 
this House. He would not, if they went ten times 
further. He asserted that no privilege was in- 
vaded, and therefore any proceedings in the case 
by this House were improper and unnecessary. 


Mr. MORSE said: I am glad that the gentle- 
man who has just- taken his seat, [Mr. Toomss,] 
has renewed the debate upor this question of priv- 
ilege and contempts, which had been passed over 
informally, by laying the question of order on the 
table. I had endeavored to obtain the floor before 
that vote was taken, for the purpose of offering a 
few considerations to the; House; and if the view 
which I have taken of the subject be correct, it 
would dispose of not only the case before the 
House, but of all similar questions involving the 
vexed. question of privilege and contempts forever; 
in which, if I have the good fortune to succeed, I 
have no fears but that the love of justice will al- 
ways outweigh the pride of consistency. 

his question of privilege is one which has 
grown up dehors the Constitution; in which instru- 


` ment, if rightly interpreted, no warrant for any 


such authority can be found. 

- In speaking of Senators and members of Con- 
gress, the framers of the Constitution say : 

They shall, in all cases, except treason, felony, and 
breach of the peace, be privileged from arrest during their 


attendance at the session of their respective Houses, and in 
going to and returning from the same; and for any speech 


. or debate in either House, they shall not be questioned in 


any other place.” 


I maintain (continued Mr. M.) that this body 
has no authority to interfere with any citizen be- 
yond the limits of this Hall, and that this high 
privilege has been only sanctioned by custom, and, 
to my mind, **a custom more honored in the breach 
than the observance.” As a member of Congress 
represents some seventy thousand people, and is, 
consequently, intrusted with their business and 
important interests, he is exempted from arrest 
during the session, and going and returning to and 
from his home, and is not responsible for words 
spoken in debate, &c. 

But, sir, this is a personal exception to the laws, 
made for the benefit of his constituents, and the 
member must plead it before any court of justice 
seeking to interfere with it. It must be specially 
pleaded, like any other exception, as coverture, 
&c. And the courts of justice must decide on it; 
and they will no doubt decide for the benefit of the 
constituency of a member whenever it is properly 
made. This body has no right to bring any per- 
son before it for a breach of privilege, and consti- 
tute themselves (the injured party) the witness, 
judge, as well as thè executive, of their own man- 
dates. I presume it will not be questioned that a 
member may be.sued on a civil process, and, un- 
less he specially pleads this privilege, that judg- 
ment may be rendered against him. I would ask 
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gentlemen if such a judgment would be null and i 


void? Unquestionably not. The whole of these 
proceedings are wrong, and no authority is any- 
where to be found; and, as I do not believe with 
my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. J. R. Incer- 
SOLL] in inherent rights, I hope we shall never hear 
anything more of privileges and contempts. Mem- 
bers of Congress are amenable to laws of the land 
as are all other persons; and for very good and 
sufficient reasons, the operation of those Jaws is 
suspended in the Constitution during a certain pe- 
riod, for the benefit of their constituents. 

But, sir, the courts of justice are alone the proper 
tribunals to decide this question, when properly 
pleaded; and I hope this Congress will not en- 
deavor to expand its authority so as to involve us 
in useless and ridiculous contests with the citizens 
of this District, and perhaps with the people all 
over the United States. In the case before the 
House, a member has the same protection against 
a mob that any other citizen has, and no more; 
and if we think proper to interfere, why, sir, we 
shall need all the,committee-rooms to accommodate 
the mob who have despised our privilege, by 
threatening, as Dame Rumor says, one of our 


ae 

his Government is very properly divided into 
three codrdinate branches, entirely independent of 
each other; and to the Judiciary belongs the power 
of deciding upon the constitutionality of the laws; 
and to them, | think, properly belongs the right to 
decide upon the question of privilege, contempt, 
&c. With these ideas of our high privileges,, I 
suppose that the Senate would have brought up 
the district court for contempt,-had they released 
Mr. Nugent. 

I desire to see the different branches of this Gov- 
ernment kept entirely within their own spheres; 
and I, for one, am perfectly willing to leave the 
question, of my privilege—or rather the privilege of 
my constituents—to be judged of by the proper 
legal tribunals. 


On motion of Mr. STANTON, the House ad- 
journed. 


mare 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 

By Mr. GRLNNELL: The petition of Thomas Nickerson, 
William Phillips, and 183 other citizens of New Bedtord and 
Vicinity, aud 54 other citizens of Provincetown, Massachu- 
setts, asking for an appropriation for the construction of a 
breakwater at the northeastern point of the island of Nan- 
tucket. 

[The petitioners state that there is not probably a place 
on the whole seacoust of the United States where a break- 
water would afford so mucii protection as at this point.) 

Also, of Thomas Mandall and 338 other citizens of New 
Bediord, Massachusetts, asking Congress to establish a uni- 
form rate Ot postage of two cents Ov ail letters not weighing 
more than a half ounce, and on ali newspapers, of one cent 
for all distances. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, April 20, 1848. 


Mr. DIX presented a petition from citizens of 
New York, asking a change in the laws now pend- 
ing in Congress, relating to passenger vessels; 
wich was laid on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Mississippi, approving 
the measures adopted by the Administration in the 
prosecution of the war with Mexico, and in favor 
of its speedy termination; which were ordered to 
be printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, reported the following bills, without amend- 
ment: 'T'o establish the Territorial Government of 
Minesota; and to establish the Territory of Ne- 
braska. 


Mr. DOUGLAS then moved that the bill rela- 
ting to the Territory of Oregon, with the other bills 
relating tothe Territories, be made the special order 
for Wednesday next; which was agreed to. 


Mr. BELL, from the Gommittee on Indian Af- 
fairs, asked to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of the Western Cherokee 
Indians. . 


SUPREME COURT. 


Mr. BADGER, on leave, introduced a bill to 
promote the despatch of business in the Supreme 


Court, and to repeal the second sectibn of the act 
of June, 1844, entitled * An act concerning the 
Supreme Court of the United States;” which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. i 
Mr. BADGER explained the bill, which provides 
that the next term of the Supreme Court, and the 
term appointed to be held on the first Monday of 
December, 1849, shall continue for the despatch of 
business until the first Monday of July after the 
commencement of said terms, unless the business 
shall be sooner disposed of. The judges are ex- 
empted from attendance on circuit courts during the 
said two terms of the Supreme Court. It allows 
the court, if the public interest or its own conve- 
nience renders it proper, to adjourn over during 
each of the said two terms from the last Saturday 
of March to any day not later than the first Mon- 
day of May thereafter. No writ of error or ap- 
peal shall be taken from the Circuit Court for the 
District of Columbia, except in cases in which shall 
be drawn in question the construction of the Con- 
stitution, or of a statute of the United States or 
some part thereof, or operation of a treaty; and 
upon any appeal so hereafter taken or obtained, 
the court shall not have power to reéxamine any 
question other than those arising upon the con- 
struction of a statute or treaty, as aforesaid. 


RIOTOUS ASSEMBLAGES. 


Mr. HALE asked leave to introduce a bill re- 
lating to riots and unlawful assemblies in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

[The bill‘provides that any property destroyed by 
any riotous or tumultuous assemblage shall be paid 
for by any town or county in the District where 
it occurs; and that in any suit instituted under this 
act, the prosecutor may declare generally and give 
the special matter in evidence. ] 3 

Mr. HALE stated that circumstances of recent 
occurrence had created a necessity for such a bill 
as he now desired to introduce. lt was very short, 
and was in its general features a copy of a similar 
law which was formerly in force in the State of 
Maryland. The necessity for legislation on thts 
subject was apparent from facts which were noto- 
rious to every member of the Senate. During the 
week there had been great assemblages of disor- 
derly individuals, who had congregated together in 
violation of order and propriety. They had been 
addressed openly, and in a manner adapted to pro- 
duce mischievous excitement, by men of higher 
character and a more elevated standing in society, 
from whom better and wiser counsels might have 
been looked for. The time had come when it be- 
came necessary to determine whether mob law was 
to assume the ascendency in this capital. The 
bill makes the town or county, in which property 
is destroyed by assemblages of this character, liable 
for the value of such property. This was all the 
present bill embraced. Whether further measures 
may be necessary must be left for time to deter- 
mine. We are presenting at this moment a very 
singular aspect. The notes of our congratulations 
to France for her conduct in achieving liberty are 
still echoing throughout the Union, yet we are en- 
gaged in more strongly resisting the progress of 
freedom at home. l l 

A debate of a most exciting and personal char- 
acter ensued, in which Mr. HALE, Mr. BAGBY, 
Mr. CALHOUN, Mr. WESTCOTT, Mr. DA- 
VIS of Mississippi, Mr. FOOTE, Mr. DOUG- 
LAS Mr. HANNEGAN, Mr. MANGUM, Mr. - 
DAVIS of Massachusetts, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. 
CAMERON, and Mr. CRITTENDEN, partici- 
pated. A report of this discussion will be given 
in our Appendix, obvious reasons rendering it im- 
proper that on a subject of such delicacy any other 
than a full and revised version of the speeches 
should be presented to the public. 

Mr. BAGBY indicated his intention to move, if 
the bill should come before the Senate, so to amend 
it, as to provide for punishing kidnapping. 

- Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, gave notice that 
when the bill camé up he would move to amend 
it by inserting a section for the effectual protection, 
by penal provisions, of the citizens of this District 
and other cities of the United States in the unin- 
terrupted possession and ownership of their prop- 
erty in slaves in said places. 

efore any question was taken on the motion 
for leave, 

On motion, 

The Senate adjourned till Monday. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, April 21, 1848. ~ 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

The SPEAKER announced the business first in 
order to be the question of privilege pending when 
the House adjourned yesterday; Mr. Stanron be- 
ing entitled to the floor. 

r. JOHN A. ROCKWELL suggested, that 
this subject should be informally passed over until 
Monday, in order that the House might proceed 
with the consideration of the private calendar. 

Mr. STANTON declined yielding the floor for 
the purpose, and proceeded with his remarks. He 
waid: To every gentleman in the House, whose 
views were of a moderate and reasonable charac- 
ter, he thought it must be a matter of regret that 
the consideration of this question of the slavery in- 
stitution had been brought up at the present time. 
For himself, he spoke under a sense of the neces- 
sity of opposing the resolution. He was sorry, in 
the discussion of yesterday, to hear several gentle- 
men from the South state their disposition to go 
into the investigations proposed. He considered 
these gentlemen to have widely mistaken the true 
policy of their party; and to point out that mistake 

e had now taken the floor, and desired to detain 
the House for a short time. 

He objected to this resolution, because it pro- 
posed something to be done which was pont the 

ower of the House—at least the power assumed 
ay the resolution was of very doubtful character. 

he proposition asserts that members of this House 
have been menaced—threatened with personal vio- 
lence, as he supposed. Mr. S. admitted that this 
House has power to protect itself, to preserve or- 
der in the body, and enforce such rules as are im- 
plied in the power to legislate. But to propose any 
redress for the grievances of individual members, 
was clearly beyond the power of the House. Ifa 
member has been threatened in such a manner as 
to prevent him from the discharge of his public 
duties here, the courts were open for his redress, 
as well as for that of every other citizen; and if the 
courts of the District have this power of redress, 
the Canstitution could not have intended to confer 
the same power on this House, for it would be un- 
ey he 

But Mr. S. was opposed to the resolution, be- 
cause the inquiry it proposed could result in no 
good whatever. No one believed for a moment 
that any gentleman of this House was really in any 
danger from the menaces referred to. There was 
not one who felt within himself any apprehension 
at all from the least hostile attack on the part of 
the citizens of this District. But suppose there 
was seriousness in the threatenings alleged; what 
could the House do? There had been committed 
no outrage, no crime, no contempt which could be 
punished. The time had altogether passed by, 
not only for apprehension, but for any useful in- 
vestigation—if there ever was a time for either. 

But Mr. S. was opposed to the passage of this 
resolution, for a more important reason. He op- 
posed it, because the resolution did not express 
the true object designed to be accomplished by the 
movement; because it constituted a masked bat- 
tery against one of our southern institutions, and 
looked to the matter of the escape of slaves from 
their masters—a subject with which Congress could 
have nothing to do, unless they might pass laws 
further to protect the rights of the citizens con- 
cerned. e presumed that the honorable gentle- 
man proposing the preamble and resolution would 
not pretend that they were designed for his pro- 
tection, but would admit, perhaps, that they were 
intended to bear upon the question of slavery in 
the District of Columbia. 

In view of this fact, then, Mr. S. desired to sub- 
mit to those gentlemen from the South who had 
expressed their readiness to go into the investiga- 
tion proposed, whether now, in justice to their 
constituents, they really ought to consent to such 
a thing? He submitted that it was not the true 
policy of the South to go into this investigation on 
such an issueasthis. By the pending amendment, 
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it was proposed to inquire—he read the language 
of the amendment—as follows: 

« Whether any member or meinbers of this House were 
instrumental in procuring the slaves, who were recently 
decoyed from their owners in this District, to leave their 
owners; and whether the said members of this House have 
not heen guilty of felony, in attempting, or aiding in an at- 
tempt, to kidnap slaves.”? 

If he believed that any attempt of this sort had 
been made—if there had been even a suggestion 
from any respectable quarter that there had been 
such a participation in this affair—he would not be 
unwilling to investigate it. But he did not under- 
stand that there existed even the suspicion, unless 
it may have grown out of the amendment itself. 
The honorable gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Gio- 
pDINGs]—against whom the terms of the amend- 
ment seemed to have been directed by his honorable 
colleague, [Mr. HasKeLL]—has explicitly denied 
the imputation; and widely as he differed from 
that gentleman, and abhorrent as were his princi- 
ples, in the light in which he regarded them, still 
he had sufficient confidence in his integrity to be- 
live his word; and until the charge should be con- 
firmed by testimony coming from a responsible 
quarter, he would be wholly ee to afix 
such a stigma upon a member of this House. If 
such a charge as that contemplated in the amend- 
ment were pretended to be inferred from the 
speeches anil motions of all sorts which the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has been in the habit of making 
here, Mr. S. would deny the correctness of the 
inference, as well as the correctness of the princi- 
ple, that we may inferentially charge a gentleman 
with participation in a crime of which he knows 
nothing, and towards the accomplishment of which 
purpose his wishes were never directed. 

But the most important reason why he was dis- 
posed to oppose this preamble and resolution, in 
every shape, in every form, in every aspect in 
which they may be presented, was because they 
indicate the approach of a struggle which is likely 
to take place in this Hall, and which is calculated 
to shake the Union itself to its very centre. It 
was not upon this issue that he would be disposed 
to go into that struggle. He would be unwilling 
even to enter into the slightest skirmish upon this 
issue. It was an issue upon the result of which 
the South had everything to lose, and nothing to 
gain; because the resolution proceeds upon an as- 
sumption which has no foundation, and upon a set 
of facts gone by. The amendment also proceeds 
upon an assumption which would, perhaps, not be 
sustained; so that all would be compelled to see 
and feel that these investigations could never pro- 
duce any useful result. Whenever we enter into 
that struggle for the South, (Mr. S. said,) we 
should take care to fix ourselves on firmer and 
higher ground; we should take our stand on higher 
and nobler. principles; for we have them. We 
have an issue upon which we can stand forever 
fortified by principles immutable as truth. We 
should stand, therefore, on such ground, and never 
suffer ourselves to be brought into the contest at a 
disadvantage. 

If it should ever be shown that these honorable gen- 
tlemen have been attacked by a ‘‘ lawless mob,” it 
is a mob of those who sustain the rights of slave- 
holders; and mobs are notsustained by laws which 
we respect; and we should not allow ourselves to 
stand here for our justification under the cover of 
amob. Nor, on the other hand, is there anything 
to be gained by pushing this inquiry. For sup- 
pose we were to succeed in expelling these gentle- 


men from the floor of this House—an event which - 


no man thinks even probable or possible; but sup- 
ose we should expel them for this matter—we do 
but weaken ourselves, and strengthen those who 
oppose us. We weaken the power of those who 
sustain the institution of slavery, and whose right 
and duty it is to sustain it. We should not by any 
means allow ourselves to engage in the contest upon 
an issue leading to such results. = - 
Mr. S. said he conceived that the gentleman from 
Ohio committed a great blunder, for an abolition 
leader, when he told the House that he considered 


`a violation of law to be no moral wrong. 


Mr. GIDDINGS (interposing, and Mr. S. giving 
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way) said it was well known that in his reply to 


the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Haske t,]on | 


esterday, he barely entered upon his answer; and 

e read from a morning report of the interlocutory 
matter which passed between them—adding what 
he was about to say when the gentleman having 
the floor stopped him, as he hadarighttodo. He 
was about to answer the question as to the moral- 
ity of the act of these men in prison for kidnap- 
ping. The morality of their act depended upon 
facts, of which the House wasignorant. Ifreport 
be true, they accomplished their purpose in con- 
cert, and by a clandestine action, which involves 
falsehood. Mr. G. could say for himself, that it 
would have been wrong for him to do such a thing. 
He pronounced judgment on no other man’s con- 
duct; but in him it would have been wrong. He 
left the matter wholly with themselves, however, 
for he knew nothing of the facts. 

Mr. STANTON continued. I have no dispo- 
sition to misrepresent the gentleman; but every 
one around me understood him as I did: [a voice: 
s Certainly;’’] and I recollect also the very just 
reply to the sentiment by the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] in which there was as 
much truth as severity; for if the gentleman can 
go into my district and entice away our slaves in 
violation of law without being guilty of a moral 
wrong, then every bond by which society is bound 
together, and by which human th are main- 
tained, is gone—sundered forever. Upon this mat- 
ter he could hardly refrain from saying, that those 
who hold the doctrine, and act upon it, ‘* that there 
is no moral wrong in the violation of positive law, 
to aid the escape of slaves from their owners,” 
could not complain if slaveholders, whose rights 


are involved, should hang the offenders upon the | 


first tree. 

He had said this was not the time nor the occa- 
sion for those who favor slavery to enter upon the 
contest which may, and perhaps will, take place 
with those opposed to that institution. He had 
said we had better ground to stand on—ground 
standing on which we can never fail, unless truth 
should fail, for we may stand upon the Constitu- 
tion. We may point to that sacred instrument, 
and demand, in the name of our fathers, whose 
blood has purchased our rights, that all its sacred 
guarantees shall be respected. When the question 
comes up on the territorial issue, Mr. S. would 
take his stand upon this ground, and point to the 
blood of the South which has been poured out on 
the soil of Mexico, and demand that the South 
should also inherit its just share of the advantage 
it has procured. He would point to the bones of 
our brethren from the North and from the South, 


who, side by side, have fallen, pleading together ` 


the same great cause, and ask you, now that the 
work 18 accomplished, whether you can expect the 
rights of the South to be surrendered. He would 
refer to the Constitution; and on that issue he 
would show clearly that this Government has no 
right to interfere with slavery in the Territories; 
and that, in the admission of new States, the Con- 
gress can exercise in this respect only a species 
of tutelary, supervisory power, such as may be 
necessary to see that they shall come in with repub- 
lican institutions; that, inasmuch as this Govern- 
ment cannot prevent the older States from regula- 
ting and perpetuating slavery, so; neither can it 
suppress that institution in the new States, without 
violating the first principles of the compact. He 
would point also to the Missouri compromise, and 
say to the North, that, when that contest came on, 
although they had no right to H that restriction 
upon slavery, yet, for the sake of harmony, for 
the sake of compromise and union, for the sake of 
our institutions, and the preservation of our glori- 
ous example of liberty, the South consented to a 
compromise which, as far as it goes, has shorn us 
of our rights. He would tell them, nevertheless, 
that we are still ready to maintain that solemn 
compromise—ready to extend that line even to the 
Pacific Ocean—ready to do this, and all that may 
be justly demanded of us, in that spirit of concilia- 
tion which we have ever evinced for the preserva- 
tion of our rights and our institutions. He would 
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int to the thousand millions of dollars invested 
mn slave property—would regard this vast interest 
in all its magnitude, and ask gentlemen if they are 
mad enough to suppose that slavery, as at present 
interlaced with all our institutions—political, social, 
and economical—can possibly be violently rooted 
up, without destroying everything with which it is 
connected? He would show them that the effort, 
if it were attempted, would be as fruitless as the 
puny effort of a man to stop up the flow of the 
mighty waters of the Mississippi. No, sir; the 
North may goad us at our sides; they may attack 
us upon the outskirts of our tower; they may strike 
at our rights and exasperate us; but they can never 
destroy our institutions. 

The slavery institution, right or wrong, is ours— 
whether it be protected, or whether it be destroyed. 
It is not in the power of the North to attack it 
with success. It would take care of itself. Its con- 
tinuance could not be prevented so long as it was 
found to be profitable. The people of the North 
only rid themselves of it when it became unprofit- 
able; and the South may follow the example when 
that time shall come to them; but not before. 
When he spoke of profit, he had reference to the 
moral as well as the political sensejof the term— 
profit to the slave, as well as to the master. When- 
ever slavery becomes unprofitable, it will cease. 
When its moral disadvantages become so great 
that the results of manumission will have no ter- 
rors for us, then we shall get rid of slavery. But 
such a result will never be accomplished by hem- 


ming us round, and confining us within a narrower ' 


sphere. 

Mr. S. would not say that the negro would have 
been better off had he remained in the jungles of 
Africa, and pursued his primitive eourse of canni- 
balism; because he was assured that the change 
had wrought for him a great benefit. He had been 
thereby placed in a school of civilization—a hard 
school, he admitted—hard in its requirements, and 
oppressive in the obligations it imposed; but it has 
been the same school to him with that which, 


under the direction of the Supreme Being, human- 


ity, as it emerges from barbarism, has been obliged 


| 
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to undergo in all ages. Whenever the intelligence | 


of the slave shall come up to that measure which 
will qualify him for self-government, then the 
power of the master, like that of the late masters 
of Europe, will no longer be able to hold him in sub- 
jection. But that day has not yet come; and until 
it does come, the labors of these opposers of slavery 
can do nothing but mischief. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, next obtained 
the floor. He promised to address himself as di- 
rectly to the question before the House as he could. 
That question was on the adoption of a resolution 
for a committee of inquiry, offered by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts near him, [Mr. PALFREY. ] 
That motion was predicated on the alleged fact 
that riotous assemblages of the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia had taken place during two suc- 
cessive nights, and that menaces had been uttered 
against a member of the House. On this state- 
ment the House was asked to raise a select com- 
mittee of five for the purpose of inquiring into the 
state of the facts. 

On this resolution he proposed to submit one or 
two remarks. If it was true that there had been 


_any riotous assemblages of people in this District, 


he presumed the laws of the District were amply 
sufficient to repress them. If any further legisla- 
tion had been necessary in order to maintain the 
public peace, no doubt the citizens would have 
petitioned Congress, through their Mayor and 
Council Boards, that the necessary law should be 

assed. But he had heard of no such petition. 

ad the House been advised that new legislation 


was requisite or was desired? Were not the laws || 


already in force quite adequate to the protection’ of 
the peaceable people of the District? And did not 
the gentleman who had offered this resolution 
know that the court of the District was at this time 


in session, and that all the common-law remedies || 


could at once be applied to the putting down of a 
mob? [ad further remedies been needed, nodoubt 
they would have been asked for. 


Then he came to the question of privilege alleged 
to be involved in this case. What were the priv- 
ileges of members of Congress? What had been 
the extent of the threat said to have been uttered ? 
These seemed to be questions which it was legiti- 
mate to discuss, Í 
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The privileges of the British House of Commons 
were in derogation of the common right; and were 
they to be extended by construction—to be ampli- 
fied by resolution? A member of Congress was 
declared by the Constitution to be privileged from 
arrest in coming to attend his duties p Congress 
and in returning to his home, except for treason, 
felony, or breach of the peace. And why? For 
his own sake? Not at ùll; but for the sake of 
seventy thousand citizens of one of the States 
whose representative he was, and who would lose 
their representation in the National Councils should 
their representative be forcibly detained from his 
seat. It was that they might not be disfranchised 
that he was thus shielded from the arm of the law 
that reached other men, and not for his own spe- 
cial benefit or personal dignity. 

Then we had an additional rule of construction 
to apply. The Constitution declared that Con- 
gress had power ‘to make all Jaws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into execution 
the granted powers, and all other powers vested by 
the Constitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any department or officer thereof.” 
Had Congress legislated on this subject of privilege? 
How did the fact stand? What had been done? 
In cases not of mere threat, but of actual violence, 
what had the House done? He believed, that in 
the 27th Congress, a gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Srantey,}] now Attorney General of 
that State, and another gentleman, since employ- 
ed on an important foreign mission, came into ac- 
tual collision on the floor and in presence of the 
House. The case was referred to a committee to 
Inquire Into and report the facts; and what had 
been done? Nothing. A like unfortunate occur- 
rence had taken place during the present session. 
Had any punishment been inflicted on either party? 
Not any. Now, if cases of this character could 
be thus passed over, would the House, upon ru- 
mor, and under color of privilege, go into an in- 
quiry as to words spoken of a member in the public 
streets? He presumed not. 

Thais question of privilege had been brought up 
at various times. In. 1832, an assault bad been 
made by General Houston on a Mr. Stansbery, of 
Ohio. And how had that resulted? A committee 
had been appointed in that case, and a long exam- 
ination was had. And had it produced any good, 
either to the country or to the members of that 
House? There had been a more recent instance, 
in the case of a duel between Mr. Graves, of Ken- 
tucky, and Mr. Cilley, of Maine. A committee 
was appointed, and a majority of the committee, 
in their report, stated that there had been a breach 
of the privileges of the House; but it resulted 
neither in expulsion nor reprimand. If the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Patrrey] would 
look at the history of that case, he would see the 
part that his late venerable colleague, whose remo- 
val from that House had so excited the universal 
grief, had taken. Had that able and experienced 
man contended that the duel was a breach of privi- 
lege? Notatall. And, after a great deal of dis- 
cussion, the case went off, and no_penalty was 
inflicted. A Vice President of the United States, 
in the early history of this Republic, had engaged 
in mortal combat with, and had actually killed, a 
highly distinguished citizen; yet, after that fact, 
he had continued to preside in the other House, 
and nothing had been said or done in the way of 
pry: A dozen cases of a kindred kind might 

e cited, and no expulsion had followed. Yet it 
was proposed now, because that some one in this 
District—whether in sight or hearing of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Gipp1n@s) or not; whether 
a man, or a boy, ora female, no one knew—had 
spoken in threatening language of that member, 
it was swelled up into a mighty affair, and the 
House was called upon to inquire whether its priv- 
ileges had not been invaded. Nobody had been 
struck; nobody was in danger; nothing at all had 
been done—(it was this moment suggested to him 
that not improbably Mrs. Royall might have utter- 
ed some threat against the honorable member; a 
laugh)—yet a committee was to be raised with 
power to send for persons and papers! At this 
rate, the House might send out and arrest all the 
editors in the country. If they could go into what 
was said a mile from the Capitol against one mem- 


ber, why might they not go all over the Union and 
inquire what had been ) 


printed against whole par- 
ties of members? An instance of this kind-had 
occurred in the rotundo, when President Jackson 
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had been shot at by a lunatic by the name of Law- 
rence, induced possibly to the act by a desire to 
imitate the man who shot at George IIl. in the 
theatre, and the same plea-of insanity produced 
the discharge of both. Nothing was done to the 
man. In the same place, John Adams, jr., private 
secretary to his father, the President of the United 
States, whilst on his way from the House to the Sen- 
ate, with a message from the President of the United 
States, had been assaulted by one Russell Jarvis, 
on the pretext that Adams had insulted ladies who 
were under Jarvis’s care; and a committee, after 
inquiry, recommended that Jarvis be reprimanded. 
There was a double report; Mr. McDuffie, of South 
Carolina, being at the head of the committee, and 
having made the report of the majority. A dis- 
tinguished judge, [P. P. Barsour, deceased, ] in the 
minority report, took the ground soably maintained 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] yès- 
terday, and showed what was the extent of the 
privilege of a member of Congress. 

A member, by the Constitution, could not be 
questioned elsewhere for words spoken in debate 
on the floor. Mr. T. would not discuss the ques- 
tion whether this referred only to indictments or 
suits for libel or slander; the only intention of the 
clause was to secure freedom of speech in debate. 
Mr. T. said he knew that there were precedents 
to the contrary; but, if a member might not be 
called on in any way for abusive language uttered 
here [Here Mr. T. was understood to refer to 
cases of violence, as the duel between Randolph 
and Clay, and the personal rencounter between 
Bell and Turney, (both of Tennessee,) on the floor 
of the House. These and similar cases had never 
resulted, when brought up, in any good. All these 
persons had escaped the reprimand of the Senate 
and House; and those of them yet surviving fill 
high places in the affections of the people of this 
country. | 

The Constitution having clearly demarked the 
extent of a member’s privilege, Mr. T. asked 
whether Congress had ever passed any law say- 
ing either what should constitute the crime of a 
breach of privilege or what should be its punish- 
ment? He believed not. Congress had enacted 
no law upon the subject. Neither had this been 
done in England. The House of Commons once 
banished a man far breach of its privileges. Had 
any law prescribed how the trial should be con- 
ducted? Whether the accused should be allowed 
counsel and the right of cross-examination? Not 
at all; nor said what should be the extent of pun- 
ishment. The resolution now offered proposed 
that the committee to be raised should have power 
to send for persons and papers. The committee 
might send under this power for witnesses from 
the Aroostook, or Charleston, or New Orleans, or 
Oregon. And what would the House bring the 
man for? And, if convicted, what was to be his 
punishment? It was alleged that somebody had 
threatened a member of Congress. Well, suppose 
they had, was this a breach of privilege? . Were 
gentlemen going to destroy the freedom of speech? 
The House was to be the accuser; the House was 
to be the judge; the House was to carry on the 
trial in its own way, and without any known law. 
They decided by resolution when no law had been 

assed—by ex post facto resolution—that he should 
be so punished for contempt. Now, wasit not the 
extreme of tyranny? How stood the case? Why, 
in this city of Washington—containing a popula- 
tion, allow him to say, than whom he never saw 
any more orderly, well-behaved, and industrious— 
if any outbreak had ever happened, connected with 
it had been officers of the army and navy, mem- 
bers of Congress, or those who came here from 
other parts of the country. It was an industrious, 
orderly, religious population. Did we hear of any 
outbreak among them? of their perpetrating any 
row? Did they: insult any man? So far from 
that, they rather allowed themselves to be imposed 
upon by the officials of Government. Such being 
the circumstances, suppose a man, exercising his 
right of freedom of speech, had said something 
about the gentleman from Ohio, or the gentleman 
from Massachusetts; suppose he had had the au- 
dacity to talk, he had injured or assaulted nobody; 
and would they arraign him} here, and solemnly 
set up that he had violated the privileges of a mem- 
ber of Congress? 2 Sy | 

In reference to this question of privilege, he de- 
sired to read to the House the. views taken by 
Judge Barbour, in a report made by him to, this 
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House in behalf of the minority of the committee 
in the Jarvis case : 
_ This power, [to punish the assault in question, ] if it exist, 
must rest for its support upon that doctrine of privilege which 
is said to be established by the law and custom ef Parlia- 
mnent—a doctrine which, in their estimation, [of the minor- 
ity of the committee,)} is as incompatible with the genius of 
our Government as it is dangerous to the rights of the citizen. 
In proof of this, they propose to take a brief review of its 
Origin and progress, as also of its practical application to that 
deliberative assembly which is generally regarded by those 
who assert the power as the source whence precedents are 
to be derived illustrative of the proper occasion for its exer- 
eise. Itis said by a celebrated writer upon the subject, that 
the law of Parliament ‘ is te be soughtafter by all, is unknown 
€ to many, and known only to a few; that it is to be learned 
< out of the rolis of Parliament and other records, and by pre- 
< cedents and continual experience ;’ that ‘the maxims upon 
‘which they proceed, together with the method of proceed- 
‘ing, rest entirely in the breast of Parliament itself, and are 
< not defined and ascertained by any particular stated laws.’ 
And again: ‘that the dignity and independence of the two 
‘ Houses are, in a great measure, preserved by keeping their 
€ privileges indefinite.’ ‘Thus, it appears, from the nature of 
this parliamentary law and these parliamentary privileges, 
that they are incompatible with the principles of our Gov- 
ernment and against the dictates of justice. Nothing can, 
without a solecism in language, be called a law, but some rule 
of action which is published to those who are to be affected 
by it; whilst it is seen that the law of Parliament, so mis- 
called, js locked up in their own bosoms; and nothing can 
be more unjust than to punish an individual for any offence 
against those privileges, the nature and character of which, 
being indefinite, are utterly unknown, and which onlybecome 
known as particular cases occur; thus making the infliction 
of punishment the first evidence of the existence of the rule 
under which it is inflicted.” i 


He repeated, did the House possess the power 
to punish a citizen by an ex post facto resolution— 
a citizen who had no premonition, who was not 
advised that it was a breach of the privileges of the 
House to speak of the gentleman from Ohio or any- 
body else? Were they to bring him before them 
by virtue of a law which had been locked up in 
their bosoms, which he had never heard, seen, or 
read? It was the very essence of tyranny; and that 
very principle which induced a man to Rand up 
against the extension of the prerogatives of the 
monarch, ought to induce him to stand up against 
this unwarranted extension of the privileges of the 
House of Representatives. 

He did not wish to be misunderstood. If their 
order was interrupted, if any intruder came in and 
disturbed their proceedings, they had the proper 
officers—the Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper— 
who might require assistance, if necessary. That 
was an inherent power in every deliberative body, 
in every court—the power of self-defence and self- 
preservation; and so far as protecting the delibera- 
tions of this body was concerned, it was a power 
needful and requisite. But when they went beyond 
the purlieus of the House, out into the commu- 
nity, and said that their privilege protected them as 
individuals, and ved them with a kind of supe- 
rior majesty of fancied sanctity; that it not only 
protected them as members of Congress, but when 
engaged in other affairs, it was going quite beyond 
the bounds of reason. Suppose a member of 
Congress insulted a man; suppose he committed a 
trespass, or did anything in violation of the legal 
rights of others, was such immaculate sanctity and 
immunity thrown around him by the privileges of 
this House as to shield and screen him? Certainly 
not. Such a doctrine would give him unbridled, 
unlicensed liberty, whenever and wherever he 
pleased, to assault and insult the citizen. l 

When they had enacted no law, then, declarin 
what should be breach of privilege, what should 
be contempt, and what should be their penalty, he 
asked them if, on a mere vagrant idle rumor, they 
would get up a kind of star-chamber commission, 
to consist of five or nine persons, with power to 
bring up and punish an individual who talked of a 
member of Congress, (if he had talked at all,) not 
in his presence, who had not impeded his going 
to or returning from the House? Had they the 
right despotically, tyrannically, to arraign the citi- 
zens of the District of Columbia for no offence 
against the laws? The Speaker had very properly 


remarked, when the resolution was first presented, 


that members might call for specifications. There 
had been no specifications. A general, loosely- 
worded resolution was all they had before them, 
which, if passed, would amount to a warrant to 
catch whosoever they would. The man that had 
talked, about whom or what he had talked, was 
not pointed out, and this warrant to catch whom 
they pleased was called for; and they were told 
that the privileges of the House would be protected 
in that way! 


He should vote against this whole proceeding. 
Suppose the gentleman got this committee raised, 
an si oe an individual was brought before them 
who had talked: what punishment would they in- 
flict upon him? Would they imprison, sentence 
to hard labor, or exile him? Suppose he had 
talked about the gentleman from Ohio when he 
was not within a mile of him. Were they for this 
to sit-in solemn conclave of five to determine what 
should be done with him? He put it to the House, 
had they ever had brought before them a proposition 
so idle, so useless, and ridiculous! He would not 
encourage anything disorderly. The gentleman 
from Ohio and the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
so far as their personal rights were concerned, or 
their rights as members of Congress, were entitled 
to the same protection as other citizens and other 
members of Congress. He regretted that we should 
have anything of the character or description of a 
mob. He helonged to the law and order party. 
But this thing of a mob, like the privilege claimed 
in some quarters for members of the House, was 
a thing quite indefinite. It was rather hard to tell 
what it meant. A body of men, exercising the 
right of revolution in Paris, the other day had 
gone into the House of Deputies, and turned out 
neck and heels its members, and established a gov- 
ernment. We had sent them our congratulations 
and felicitations. He trusted they might succeed 
in what they were doing, and that from their present 
chaotic government might come out a government 
like our own—founded on true republican princi- 
ples, which should be handed down to succeeding 
generations in that country. He believed in the 
gentleman’s own State a mob commenced the 
war of our Revolution—a tea-party in Boston 
harbor—who were now held in veneration by 
everybody. The people in this District had been 
aroused—not exactly to a revolution, for he be- 
lieved they were pretty well satisfied with their 
government—from the fact that some piratical 
schooner, whether from Morocco or Algiers he 
could not tell, had come in and clandestinely taken 
some seventy or eighty slaves from their owners— 
had stolen some $50,000 in value, and made off 
with them, like a party of Indians making an in- 
cursion upon a border settlement, and running 
away with a lot of horses and cattle. Some of the 
owners, he understood, were widows, some men 
of small means; and they had had the audacity to 
denounce this as a species of larceny, theft, crime, 
and to talk about those who promoted it. He 
thought they had rather shown themselves a kind 
Christian people that they had not talked more. 
Why, there was not a man, who had the heart of 
a man within him, who, let any man interfere with 
his domestic relations—the relation of parent and 
child, guardian and ward, or master and servant— 
and drag away one so connected with him without 
authority or pretence of claim, would quietly, kind- 
ly submit. There were few as strong peace men 
as that. These men owned slaves; they had been 
robbed of them; and was this House to say that 


their talking about it under the wrongs and aggra- . 


vations which had been thrown upon them inter- 
fered with the dignity and privileges of the Congress 
of the United States? 

He would refrain from speaking at this time in 
reference to this slave question; for on another 
occasion he designed and desired to give his views 
atlength. He knew between the gentleman who 
had offered this resolution and those of similar 
views and himself there was a wide difference. He 
knew when they came up tothis question it always 
aroused excitement and feeling. This House knew, 
from the scenes that had transpired before in this 
Hall, that nothing of good to the country or to the 
individual participants in the debate ever arose. 
He regretted whenever the question came up; and 
in his heart, charitable as he might be, he could 
not forgive a man who, recollecting the compro- 
mises of the Constitution, recollecting how pros- 
perously and gloriously we had lived under it and 
grown to greatness and power, unmindful of his 
duties and of the rights of others, assumed juris- 
diction and control over questions which did not 
beleng to him—the man who, blindly led by po- 
litical fanaticism, assumed to denounce Southern 
men and their institutions. Even if they were 
wrong in holding slaves, even if it was a sore spot, 
did it become their brethren of the North to be con- 
tinually rasping it? If they had.a plague-spot upon 
them, let them alone; do not be continually putting 
apon it a coal of fire. They were their negroes; 


it was their own domestic institution, sustained 
and regulated by their own laws. Why, then, in 
the name of truth and justice, were gentlemen con- 
tinually intermeddling with that which did not be- 
long to them, with which they had no concern? 
In this instance every man saw howsuch proceed- 
ings generally resulted. These seventy or eight 
slaves would many of them be sent to the Sout 
by their owners, and besides them perhaps a thou- 
sand more, where they would be subjected to the 
consequences of change of climate, food, living, 
and, by the time they became acclimated, perhaps 
five hundred of them would d'e. 

That was the result of the benevolence of those 
gentlemen who took so much concern in this mat- 
ter, which did not belong to them. Why, in the 
State of Kentucky, before this abolition movement 
was gotup, there was a large party in favor of 
emancipation. That party was met in its progress in 
this way—by men who were not content to let them 
go on and themselves effect the work, but resorted 
to denunciation, and threats, and attempts at com- 
pulsion; and who, in their excessive zeal to free 
the slave of the South, only riveted his chaina. 
When they said to the citizens of Kentucky, You 
shall strike off the manacles of the slave, they only 
riveted them on him harderand harder. The gen- 
tleman near him [Mr. Barty] said it was the same 
in Virginia. Notonly this, but the gentleman from 
Virginia and every man from the slave States knew 
the fact—he Knew it from personal knowledge, from 
observation, that wherever you turn these slaves 
loose they are a degraded class; they never come 
up to the enjoyment of equal privileges. Look at 
the statistics of the country; Jook at the last cen- 
sus, and we found the free negroes a poor, degra- 
ded, vagabond class—participants in theft, larceny, 
crime, outcasts from society, unprotected from the 
wrongs afd injuries of bad white men, uncared for 
in sickness and age, as the owner from affection 
and interest cares for and protects his slaves. 
Wherever you turned a negro free, pauperism, va- 
grancy, demoyalization, and crime overtook him 
and his descendants. All experience proved this. 
In view of these facts, there was a vast difference 
between these gentlemen and him. He regarded 
their course as an unauthorized, officious inter- 
meddling—a species of intervention where neither 
their jurisdiction, their duty, nor business led them. 
In the madness of a mistaken philanthropy, phren- 
sied by what they professed to be the good of the 
black man, they were continually defeating their 
own ends, injuring the cause of freedom, and bind- 
ing more firmly the chains of the slave. 

r. BAYLY had designed, when he came here 
this morning, to discuss this great question of priv- 
ilege, but it had been so satisfactorily argued by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Tuompson,] 
that he should not attempt to add anything to that 
gentleman’s argument. But he meant to present 
a second view of the subject which he had at the 
same time had in contemplation. Conceding the 
right of this House to pass this resolution, yet the 
conduct of the person who was said to have been 
menace@ had been such, that, admitting the juris- 
diction of this House, it was not becoming in them 
to exercise it. Whiat he had been subjected to 
was the legitimate consequence of their own con- 
duct, and for him he had not the slightest sym- 

athy. 
P He desired to show—and, unless he had greatly 
mistaken the force of evidence, he should show— 
that the agitation of this subject of slavery in 
this House, out of which so much mischief had 
grown, was occasioned by the instrumentality of 
a foreign nation, which was prompted by self- 
ish views to aim a deadly blow at not only the 
prosperity, but the very existence, of this coun- 
try. The House might suppose that this was a 
broad assertion, but he pledged himself to prove 
its truth. He repeated that this abolition move- 
ment in the North, which had grown up until 
it had assumed so fearful a character, was the 

rompting of the British nation, and the abolition- 
ists here are but the instruments of another nation 
in its aggressions on us. Gentlemen might regard 
it as a bold assertion, but he was prepared to es- 
tablish it, and he desired now to do it the more 
that the North rather than the South might see the 
testimony, They all knew that for more than two 
centuries there was no nation on the face of the 
earth that clung so tenaciously to the slave trade 
and to slavery as the British Government. Down 
to as late a period as 1776 a motion was made jn 
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the British Parliament, by a Mr. David Hartley, | France to join in the abolition of the slave trade. 
| The French minister replied: 


to inquire into the propriety of abolishing the siave 
trade, and his resolution was not even considered: 
for at that time nobody in Great Britain aimed at 
the abolition of slavery, and very few of that of 
the slave trade. The British Parliament would 
not even consider it. Ata period much later than 
that—in the year 1824—Mr. Canning, as a minis- 
ter of the Crown, said in the British Parliament 
that if he were asked which he would prefer, per- 
manent slavery or immediate abolition, he would 
answer that he would prefer things remaining as 
they were. And he gave asa reason for prefer- 
ring permanent slavery to immediate emancipa- 
tion, ‘his duty to guard the interests of those 
who, by no fault of their own, by inheritance, by 
accident, by encouragement of repeated acts of the 
Legislature, find their property invested in a con- 
cern exposed to innumerable hazards and difficul- 
ties which do not belong to property of another 
character, such as, if they had their option, as 
their ancestors had, they doubtless would have 
preferred.” l 

At that time the doctrine of Mr. Canning was 
the doctrine of the English nation. But how stand 
matters now? A change in the physical condition 
and with it the policy of England took place, and 
they abolished in the first instance the slave trade, 
and secondly slavery itself; but, as he should show 
by historical facts, they abolished it with no views 
of philanthropy, but to promote their own selfish 
interests. l 

He begged permission to read an extraèt on this 
subject from a speech of his own, delivered some 
years ago, as the facts were there succinctly stated: 

‘¢ And why does England desire the abolition of 
slavery in the United States? Sir, it is to cripple 
our prosperity; and the blow is aimed as much at 
the North as the South, as much at that portion of 
the country which is her most formidable rival in 
eommerce and manufactures as at us, who are pro- 
fitable consumers of her productions, and her rivals 
in but little. 

‘If there are any here who may be deluded by 


the idea that England is actuated by philanthropic > 


motives, if he will attend for afew moments, I will 
show him, that so far from that, her purposes are 
the most selfish and heartless. A short recital of 
authentic historical facts will establish this position. 

s We all know that for more than two centuries 
the African slave trade was carried on by the Brit- 
ish nation under the patronage of the Government, 
and was protected by charters of monopoly and 
public treaties. Under the Stuart kings, charters 
were granted, endowed with exclusive privileges 
for carrying on the African slave trade, and they 
were sustained by all the power and patronage of 
the British Government. 

‘¢ At the celebrated treaty of Utrecht, in 1713, by 
which the Spanish succession war was terminated, 
the British nation obtained, by what was called the 

Assiento contract, the exclusive privilege of carry- 
‘ing on the slave trade for thirty years, at the rate 
of 4,800 slaves yearly; and Lord Brougham said, 
in the House of Commons in 1815, the@English 
nation had obtained ‘the whole price of the victo- 
ries of Ramilies and Blenheim in an additional 
share of the slave trade;’ and Mr. C. Grant, in 
1818, informed us ‘ that she higgled at Aix-la-Cha- 
pelle for four years longer of this exclusive trade, 
and at the treaty at Madrid clung to the last re- 
. mains of the Assiento contract.’ 

«In consequence of the activity of the marine of 
England, and her possessing the exclusive trade, 
she soon stocked her own colonies. Desiring the 
monopoly of the tropical productions, as the means 
of securing it, and to prevent the supply of labor 
for the southern colonies of other nations, she com- 
menced agitation in favor of the abolition of the 
African slave trade. But it was only the African 
slave trade. It was necessary that the subject of 
it should have a black skin and a woolly head to 
enlist English sympathies. It ia notorious that 
slave fairs are regularly held in the regencies of 
Tripoli and Morocco, and they are transported 
thence up the Levant, where they are again ex- 
posed to sale like cattle in the market. But these 
people did not come into competition with Eng- 

ish colonies in the production of the great articles 
of commerce, and hence they do not enjoy her dis- 
interested philanthropy, which has its beginning 
and end in the profits of trade. 

“ [n the abortive attempt at negotiation for peace 
by Mr. Fox in 1806, an effort was made to induce 
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“ ‘England, with her colonies well stocked with negroes, . 


‘and affording a large produce, might abolish the slave trade 
‘without inconvenience ; but that France, with colonies ill 
‘stocked and deficient in produce, could not abolish it with- 
‘out conceding to England the greatest advantages, and sus- 
‘taining a proportionable loss.’ 

“ Upon the restoration of Louis XVII. to the 
French throne, (who acknowledged that he owed 
it to Great Britain,) his gratitude was appealed to 
to abolish the slave trade; and that being ineffect- 
ual, offers of sums of money and the cession of a 
West India island were made, but without success; 
the same answer being given eh which 
had been given before. In August, 1815, England 
restored to the Dutch Government their colonies, 
excepting the Cape of Good Hope and Dutch Gui- 
ana, in consideration of the entire abolition of the 
slave trade by the latter. 

s‘ During the negotiation of the treaty concluded 
at Madrid on the 5th of July, 1814, Great Britain 
attempted to prevail 6n Spain to prohibit to her 
subjects both the general slave trade and their im- 
portation into the Spanish colonies, and went so 
far as to offer to continue the pecuniary subsidies 
which the deplorable condition of the Spanish 
finances made so necessary. But she failed, the 
Duke of San Carlos remarking, ‘that, when the 
‘slave trade was abolished by Great Britain, the 
‘ proportion of negroes to the whites in the British 
‘colonies was as twenty to one, while in the Span- 
‘ish colonies there were not more blacks than 
‘whites.’ And he refused to take a step which ‘he 
‘considered would be fatal to the very existence 
‘of the colonies.’ .- 

‘In January, 1815, Great Britain obtained from 
Portugal, for pecuniary equivalents, the prohibition 
to its subjects of the slave trade on the. western 
coast of Africa north of the equator. Further than 
this Portugal would not go. i 

“The island of Guadaloupe, conquered from 
France, was ceded by Great Britain to the Swedish 
Crown, upon condition of abolishing the slave 
trade; and at the treaty of Madrid of the -22d of 
September, 1817, she purchased from Spain the 
immediate abolition of the slave trade north of the 
equator, and a promise to abolish it altogether, 
after 1820, for the sum of £400,000.” * * * * 

‘¢But, while these events were transpiring, a 
great change was taking place in the British em- 
pire. There was found in the counting-house of 
the East India Company an obscure boy (after- 
wards Lord Clive) who turned out one of Britan- 
nia’s gods of war. By the power of his genius a 
small English trading post in India was expanded 
until it eomprehended an empire of one hundred 
millions of souls. , 

‘¢ In the mean time great changes were going on 
in England. From being an agricultural people, 
and the exporter of agricultural produce, by the 
inventions of the power loom and spinning jenny, 
the improvements in science, and the introduction 
of the steam engine, she was converted into a great 
manufacturing nation. To sustain her manufac- 
tures, a secure market was necessary for the pro- 
ductions of them. The same causes which had 
stimulated manufactures in England had also done 
the same thing in the United States and upon the 
continent of Europe. Besides, those markets, even 
if they were open, were not within the exclusive 
control of Great Britain. This was indispensable, 
and the desideratum was found in India, if her 
people could but be raised up to the condition of 
consumers. ‘To do this, it was only necessary to 
destroy all her rivals in the production of the 
growth of the tropics. These rivals were the Uni- 
ted States, the West Indies, and Brazil. 
ples of each of these countries were cotton, rice, 
tobacco, sugar, and coffee. These were the staples 
of British India. England had seen the island of 
San Domingo converted, by the single act of negro 
emancipation, from the most flourishing of all the 
West India Islands into the most unproductive, 
and the culture of ‘the indigo plant, which was its 
staple, transplanted to the banks of the Ganges 
ee Burampooter. And it was once inferred that, 
if African slavery could be abolished, British India 
would possess a monopoly in the production of the 

lants of the tropics, and her prosperity be estab- 
lished upon a secure basis. England considered 
the sacrifice of her West India colonies buta small 
price for so great a good. The £20,000,000 which 
was appropriated for the indemnity of the planters 
amounted to nothing, as scarcely a dollar of it left 
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| London, it being received by British mortgages of 


West India plantations. And an agitation was at 
once commenced, in the hypocritical name of phi- 
lanthropy, in favor of the abolition of slavery. © 
And as soon as it was accomplished in the West 
Indies, the theatre of operations was transferred to 
this country in the manner I shall very briefly no- 
tice. The fact that philanthropy had nothing to 
do in the matter, is shown, if other proof were 
wanting, by the emancipation act of the British 
Parliament itself. By the 44th section of that act, 
tis declared that ‘it shall not extend to any of the 
territory in the possession of the East India Com- 
pany, or the islands of Ceylon or St. Helena.” And 
yet this ts precisely the country where slavery ex- 
ists in its most horrid form, and where the Brit- 
ish Government is itself the greatest slaveholder in 
the world, and hires out its slaves for profit.” 

« His authority for this was an extract from the 
Asiatic Journal for 1838, published in London, 
page 221, as follows: 

tt ¢ GOVERNMENT OF SLAVES IN MALABAR.—We know that 
‘there is not a servant of Govennnent in the south of India 
t who is not intimately acquainted with the alarming fact that 
‘hundreds of thousands of his fellow-creatures are fettered 
¢ down for life to the degraded destiny of slavery. We know 
‘that these unfortunate beings are not, as in other countries, 
‘serfs of the soil, and incapable of being transferred, at the 


‘pleasure of their owners, from one estate to another. No; 
‘ they are daily sold like cattle by one proprietor to another ; 


€ the hushand is separated from the wife, the parent from the 


‘child; they are loaded with every indignity; the utmost 
c quantity of labor is exacted from them, and the most mea- 
‘ger fare that human nature can possibly subsist on is doled 
‘out to support them. The slave population is composed of 
‘a great variety of classes: the descendants of those who 
¢have been taken prisoners in time of war; persons who 
‘have been kidnapped from the neighboring States; people 
t who have been born under such cireumstances as that they 
care considered without the pale of the ordinary castes; and 
< others who have been smuggled from the coast of Africa, 
‘torn from their country and their Kindred, and déstined to 
<a more wretched lot, and, as will be seen, to a more endu- 
‘ring captivity than their brethren of the Western World. 
c Will it B® believed that Government itself participates im 
€ this description of property; that it actually holds posses- 
‘sion of slaves, and lets them oat for hire to the cultivators 
‘ofthe country, the rent of a whole family being two farams 
‘or half a rupee per annum?’ 


‘But why dwell on these comparatively free 
slaves? The whole of Hindostan, with the ad- 
jacent possessions, is one magnificent plantation, 
people by more than one hundred millions of 
slaves, belonging to a company of gentlemen in — 
England, called the East India Company, whose 
power is far more unlimited and despotic than that 
of any southern planter over his slaves—a power 
upheld by the sword and bayonet, exacting more 
and leaving less of the product of their labor to the 
subject race than is left under our own system, 
with much less regard to their comfort in sickness 
and age. 

“« As startling as these disclosures are, the whole 
story is not yet told. England has not only en- 
gaged in a hypocritical crusade against slavery at 
the time she is herself the greatest slaveholder in 
the world, but she has absolutely made the act of 
her Parliament for the abolition of the slave trade 
the means of converting her national navy into 
slavers. Whenever one of her cruisers captures a 
slaver, she is carried in and condemned, and the 
Africans found in her are taken to the West Indies 
and sold into apprenticeship (as this new species 
of slavery is called) to raise the prize money. 

'* Now, (said Mr. B.,) I assert, with a knowl- 
edge of the subject upon which I am gpeaking, 
that this species of slavery and slave trade, intro- 
duced by the British Government, is the more 

rofitable to the master and slaver, and more gall- 
ing to the slave, than any which can possibly be 
imagined. Let us look at the operation of it. It 
has been seen from the publication made by D. 
Hall, that the English, in carrying on their slave 
trade, do not purchase the negroes as other slavers 
do, but they capture them. Under the English act 
abolishing the slave trade, £7 isgiven to-the captors 
for every slave taken. They are taken in and con- 
demned, and then carried to the West Indies and 
sold as apprentices for a term of seven years. 
These poor creatures are taken toa country whose 
laws they do not understand, and whose language 
they do not speak, and for a long time will be inca- 
pable of learning. Who is to see, during their ap- 
prenticeship, that they are treated well and care 
taken of them in sickness? ‘The master has no inter- 
estin them but forseven years, and his object will be 
to get as much out of them as possible in the mean 
time, and to incur as little expense as possible in 
taking care of them. And, when the apprentice- 
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ship expires, who is to identify them and see that 
they are discharged? I may be told that a regis- 
try is provided for—but what registry can protect 
them? Let me illustrate. There is a plantation 
with one hundred of these wild Africans upon it. 
Who can distinguish one from another? They 
will be so much alike it will be impossible. A 
stranger had just as well undertake, after a lapse 
of seven years, to distinguish the different sheep in 
a large flock. ; 

“Sir, this is not speculation. The impossibility 
of the thing has been tested in our own courts. 
The following are the facts in the case of the An- 
telope: A privateer, called the Columbia, off the 


coast of Africa, captured an American vessel, from | 


Bristol, in Rhode Island, from which she took twen- 
ty-five Africans; she captured several Portuguese 
vessels, from which she also took Africans; and 
she captured a Spanish vessel, called the Antelope, 
in which she also took a considerable number of 
Africans. All of the Africans captured were ship- 
ped on board the Antelope. Thus freighted, she 
was found hovering near the coast of the United 
`- States, was captured by the revenue cutter Dallas, 
and taken into Savannah for adjudication. The 
Africans, at the time of her capture, amounted to 
upwards of two hundred and eighty. Claims were 
set up to the Africans by the Spanish and Portu- 

uese vice-consuls, respectively, and by the United 

tates. The claim of the United States, under the 
Jaw for the abolition of the slave trade, was sus- 
tained as to the portion taken from the American 
vessel. The residue were divided between the 
Spanish and Portuguese claimants. About one- 
third of the negroés had died. It was impossible 
to distinguish the several classes of Africans; and 
the court decided that the loss should be averaged 
among the three different classes, and that sixteen 
should be designated, by lot, from the whole num- 
ber, and delivered over to the marshal of the United 
States, as a fair proportion of the twenty-five proved 
to have been taken from the American vessel. 

st Now, sir, what will be the eperation in prac- 
tice? Whenever one of these apprentices shall 
become disabled or die, they will be sure to make 
at out that he was one whose apprenticeship was 
expiring, whereas the apprenticeship of such aa 
shall continue valuable will never expire. The 
consequence will be, the master will always hold 
the profitable and get rid of such as may be other- 
wise. And I repeat, it will be the most profitable 
slavery which has ever been introduced; and this 
is British philanthropy! 

“The motive of England in agitating the subject 
of slavery is thus shown. Her object is to dissolve 
the Union; to cripple.our prosperity, and destroy 
her most formidable rival in manufactures and 
commerce. And the blow is aimed as much at the 
North asthe South. The assault, it is true, is made 
more directly upon the South, but it will reach the 
North through us.”’ 

These, then, were the motives of England. They 
were strictly selfish. She wished to strike down 
her rivals in agriculture and commerce, and hence 
she wished to make the South a waste, because it 
was her rival in the production of tropical produc- 
- tions, and served to build up a commercial marine 
and to promote maritime pursuits. She had enlisted 
on her behalf the abolitionists of this country; and 
this was the point to which, having shown the ob- 
ject of England in desiring the abolition of slavery, 

e would now call the attention of the House. He 
designed to show that the abolitionists and some 
of the State Legislatures were acting in obedience 
to the suggestions, and as the instruments of Eng- 
land, in aiming a blow at this whole Confederacy. 
it was aimed at the North precisely as much as at 
the South; and he pledged himself, unless he had 
greatly mistaken the force of evidence, to bring it 

ome to them conclusively. 

After the abolition of slavery by England, then 
commenced this agitation here on the same subject. 
Prior to 1832—prior to the abolition of slavery in 
the West Indies—there was no agitation here. It 
was true that some peaceable, quiet Quakers would 
sometimes send their petitions to Congress, but 
they were quietly laid on the table by the concur- 
rence of both North and South, and there was no 
excitement whatever. But at that time there was 
raised in the British Parliament a committee on the 
subject of slavery, and the following question was 
propounded by that committee to Mr. Ogden, the 
American consul at Liverpool: 


“ If you could suppose that the slaves of Louisiana were 
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generally able to read, and that angry discussions perpeta- 
ally took place in Congress on the subject of their liberation, 
which discussions, by means of reading, were made known 
to the slaves of Louisiana, do you think that with safety the 
state of slavery could endure there ?”. 


The result of the answer of Mr. Ogden to this 
question of the British Parliament was soon seen. 
Immediately after that time, the agitation of the 
question of slavery commenced here by emissaries 
of a foreign Government; and in 1840 the World’s 
Convention was held in London, consisting of 493 
delegates from every part of the world. The United 
States was represented; and in that convention the 
attention of the British nation was particularly di- 
rected to the abolition of slavery here. He should 
show with what views and purposes they desired to 
abolish it here. In reply to a question how English- 
men could affect slavery in the southern States of 
this Union, they were told that the Abolitionists of 
the United States demanded the aid of public opin- 
ion, of the religious and literary influence of Eng- 
land. How this literary influence was to be brought 
to bear he need not inform this House. Under the 
operation of our copy-right laws,.the trash of the 
English press is circulated throughout the country, 
to the exclusion of everything else. And he was 
not left by the convention to conjecture how the 
religious influence of England was to operate. He 
quoted from a minute account of the proceedings 
of the convention the following: 

« The Rev. John Angell James brought up from one of the 
committees a series of resolutions on church discipline as 
connected with slavery. These resolutions, which were 
unanimously adopted, after an animated debate, are ground- 
ed on the recognition of the ‘essential sinfulness of slavery.’ 
They declare that it is the incumbent duty of Christian com- 
munities to separate slaveholders from their communion ; 
and that Christians ought to have no fellowship with slave- 
holders. This bow, they say, is not drawn at a venture, but 
with sure aim at the very heart of the monster. Drive out 
American slavery from the presence of the sanctuary, and 
its doom is sealed.” 


That was one of the means by which the World’s 
Convention said that slavery could be operated upon 
here by appealing to the church; and that appeal 
had, as the House knew, to a great extent been 
answered. But there was a third and still more 
efficient means suggested. It was, that persons in 
Congress from the non-slaveholding States should 
keep up a constant agitation, the effect of which 
would lead to emancipation, either quietly or by 
force. It was but a short time after the period of 
the question to Mr. Ogden before we found persons 
on this floor ready to carry out this unhallowed 
purpose. 

Adopting the suggestions which grew out of the 
inquiry propounded to Mr. Ogden, the abolitionists 
of the North, at their annual meeting in New York, 
in 1838, composed of all their leading men, in dis- 
cussing the mode of bringing about this abolition, 
say that the discussion of the subject of abolition 
at the North and in Congress will have that tend- 
ency. The benefit, as they were pleased to call 
it, of the agitation of the subject of slavery on this 
floor is thus explained: 

«c The interest which they themselves will take in the dis- 
cussion. In spite of all precautions, the slaves will hecome 
acquainted with what so deeply interests them ; and, so far 
as they do, self-respect will be regenerated—an excellent and 
profitable sentiment for a free laborer, but ruinous to the 
slave. It was the testimony of the planters of Jamaica, 
before the British Parliament, that their slaves became 
acquainted with all that passed in respect to them in the 
mother country, and were thereby too mu@h excited to fill 
the places of slaves with slavish obedience. 

“The knowledge of the slave that a portion of the whites 
are exerting themselves for his emancipation, upon the 
ground that he is illegally held in bondage, will make him, 
they say, impatient in his servitude. It will make him 
sullen and moody. It will incite him to indulge dreams of 
freedom in another land which he can never enjoy in his 
own. He will be reduced to a condition in which his master 
cannot rely upon his labor. He will be disposed to run 
away, and ata time when his services can be least spared. 
The master will be suhjected to constant and heavy expenses 
to recapture him. He will thus become to his owner a 
source of vexation rather than comfort, of trouble and ex- 
pense rather than profit.” 


To establish these facts there is copied into the 
report the following extract of a letter from a man 
at the South, to whose sister a gentleman of New 
York had sent two abolition pamphlets : 


« Do you remember the two books you sent to my sister by 
me? My twoblack boys, William and Jim, whoived better 
and easier than I did, read them, and, in consequence, ran 
off, and after eleven days’ riding and $267 cost I got them ) 
and now their place is wretched by their own conduct, as [ 
sold them at a loss of $900 to a trader.?? 


Well, this.abolition report of 1838, from which 
he had quoted, after going on to say what were 
the effects of this constant agitation on this sub- 
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ject; after stating that it made the negro dissatis» 
fied; that it increased his desire to run away; that 
it harassed the master—went further. It did not 
stop there. It went on to urge on the non-slave~ 
holding States that they should facilitate slaves 
in their attempts to escape, and generate such 
a public opinion and pass such laws as would 
make the recapture of the runaway slaves impos- 
sible; for if they were to be recaptured, they 
would be deterred from running away. It went 
on to say that laws ought to be passed to raise 
the question of slavery or freedom, or the legals 
ity of the bondage in which the slave is held. 
They urge the passage of such a law by the 
northern States, upon the ground that the laws of 
some of the southern States, permitting slavery, are 
unconstitutional, and that the slave ought to have 
an opportunity to teat them whenever he escapes 
to the North. They say that the citizens of Vir- 
ginia and Maryland have no right, by their own 
constitutions, to hold slaves in their own territory, 
much less to recover them from other States. 
They make this statement on the ground which 
they assume, that the bill of rights of Virginia and 
Maryland emancipated their slaves, and that every 
negro in those States was declared to be free b 
the bill of rights, which was of equal force wit 
that contained in the constitution of Massachusetts, 
by which she declared that slavery was abolished. 
Well, sir, what has been the result of these recom- 
mendations by the abolitionists? I appeal to the 
history of the last few years. Have not the State 
Legislatures carried out these recommendations 
with a fidelity greater and stricter than they have 
curried out the recommendations of their own cen- 
stituted authorities? They have kept up the agi- 
tation here to dispose the slaves to run away; they 
have raised funds to aid him in escaping; they 
have succeeded in exciting a feeling in the non- 
slaveholding States, which makes it dangerous for 
any man to aid a master in aaserting his legal and 
constitutional rights; they have passed laws nul- 
lifying the Constitution, and making the recapture 
of a fugitive slave impossible. 

. I have shown (said Mr. B.) the origin and the 
objects of the constant discussion and agitation on 
the subject of slavery here. I desire to call atten- 
tion to the pertinacity with which it is kept up. It 
commenced at the period I have named, by the pre- 
sentation of abolition petitions. 

The South denied that Congress had any juris- 
diction of the subject, and insisted that the peti- 
tions should not be received, and a rule was adopt- 
ed to suppress them. ‘The abolitionists pretended 
to treat this as a great outrage, and the ear of the 
nation was stunned with the clamor which was 
made. Some well-meaning men, not understanding 
the objects of the agitators, advised that the whole 
subject should be referred to a committee, which 
could bring in an able report demonstrating that 
Congress had no jurisdiction of the subject; and 
they insisted a quietus would be given to the agi- 
tators. Mr. Pinckney, of South Carolina, in an 
ill-fated moment, yielded to these views, and un- 
derto@ to reason with those persons in a Congres- 
sional report. Well, what was the result? Pre- 
cisely what he predicted at the time; so far from 
its arresting the agitation, it increased it, by the 
partial success with which it met. The ground 
then was taken, that by the 21st rule, as it was 
called, the sacred right of petition was invaded. 
It was in vain we showed that such was not the 
case; the agitation went on. We were told, take 
from these abolitionists this plausible pretext, and 
you will hear no more of them—by the 21st rule, 
you are only adding fuel to the flame. 


Some Southern men gave in to these views. As 
soon as they did, the Northern and Western Dem- 


ocrats, who had incurréd some odium at home by 
voting with us, gave way, and the rule was re- 
pealed. But did the agitation cease? This pre- 
text for agitation was no sooner removed than an- 
other was found. We then had amendments to 
territorial bills which never were thought of before, 
to exclude slavery from the territories. But as 
the territory (Oregon) in reference to which we 
were legislating Jay so far north that it was known 
the slaves never would be taken there, It was re- 
garded a3 pretty much a “‘brutum fulmen,” and. 
very little feeling was excited in consequence. But 
immediately afterward we happened to be engaged 
in a way in which there was a prospect that for- 
eign territory would be acquired. This was made 
the pretext for the Wilmot proviso. ‘The excite- 
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ment growing out of that was pretty well dying | 


out; and the occasion of rejoicing with France, 
our earliest ally, at the prospect of her regenera- 
tion, was seized upon to renew it. A parcel of 
negroes are induced to flee from their masters, to 
which they were stimulated by the conduct and 
speeches of members here. They are recaptured, 
and the fetons who aided in their escape are lodged 
in jail. A member of this House goes there to 
offer them his sympathy and counsel. The people, 
‘with a moderation which, as proper as It was, 
amazed him, (Mr. B.,) do no more than warn him 
off. And, forsooth, this House is to interpose for 
his protection. Sir, he and ‘his associates are the 
authors of all the misery which has been brought 
on these slaves and felons, and it is a pity they do 
not partake with them in it. 

lt thus appears what are the origin and the object 

of this constant agitation of the subject of slavery. 
‘How is its abolition to be ultimately effected? 
We were constantly told here that the fanatics 
of the North did not look to the insurrection of the 
blacks, and that they did not desire to incite the 
slaves to rebellion. It had been often said here 
that they do not either immediately or rmai 
expect to see abolition effected by insurrection. It 
was the policy of the abolitionists to deny it as 
yet, but this report distinctly takes the ground, 
that if the master will not yield to moral suasion 
‘and peaceable emancipation, insurrection would be 
‘the natural and proper consequence. Here is what 
‘they say on that point: 
. ¢¢ Ifa ray of hope penetrates their gloom, though the chink 
through which it passes be never so small, it will banish all 
thought of insurrection while it shines. ‘Though while hope 
of relief froin some quarter holds out, the slave will abstain 
from rebellion, it is not to be expected that they will con- 
tinue to do so if this hope shall fade away. Once let them 
‘eome to an understanding of their rights, and the master 
will be forced to the alternative of giving them or of suffer- 
ing them to be taken. Though our business is with the 
master—though it is for him and his political equals we print 
‘and lecture-—yet we have now pledged ourselves to prevent, 
“what it is impossible should be prevented, the slaves from getting 
knowledge that we are printing and lecturing. After our 
operations have, for a fair probationary space, displaced 
ali thoughts of insurrection by a better hope of deliverance, 
‘if the’ uiasters disappoint that hope, the consequences must 
‘be upon their own heads.’? 

With such evidence before him, he asserted that 
they did look to insurrection. They do look to 
‘fréeing the blacks by murdering the whites. They 

could not, without stultifying themselves, look to 
“any other course, and they do not.. They know 
‘that peaceable emancipation never can take place. 
‘In this very report they say, they do not expect 
‘to convince the master; but even if they should be 
‘convinced of the wrong so much alluded to, he 
(Mr. B.) undertook to say that emancipation was 
impossible. ‘In many of the States, more than 
half:the population was black; and did the Abo- 
litionists expect that the South would consent to 
have such a population let loose upon them as free 
negroes? Did they expect the South to live in that 
condition? Gentlemen from the northern States 
might answer the question for themselves. Do 
they doit? Why, m how many States did they 
‘exclude the free negroes? Had they no®passed 
‘stringent laws against them in those States where 
the infusion of free negroes would be comparatively 
‘small and harmless? -and yet they would not con- 
sént to even so small an infusion there. Did they, 
then, expect that they of the South would consent 
‘to let loose such a number as they had? They 
do not expect it. 

‘But suppose it were possible; as far as the pur- 
‘poses of humanity were concerned, it would not 
‘make the case better. Suppose they were eman- 

cipated: did any oey believe that the whites and 
“blacks in equal proportions could live in peace in 
the same community? They would be separated 
from each other by prejudices; there would be a 
fine of demarkation ‘that could never be blotted 
“out. Did they not know that there would be a 
"constant conflict of races (the most deadly of all 
conflicts) going on, and a struggle on the part of 
the negro for not only equal social and political 
rights, but for supremacy; a conflict which, as 
in all Gime heretofore, in all time hereafter, would 
exist in communities composed of distinct races, 
‘and which would end in civil war. Let them 
look to the example of San’ Domingo, where a 
deadly conflict was constantly going on between 
the negroes and the mulattoes, although they were 
by no means so distinct from each other as ne- 
groes and whites. If the South would consent 
© - emancipation, how long would peace be pre- 


served? The inevitable result would be a bloody 
strife; for after they were emancipated, they would 
claim equal privileges, and civil war with all its 
horrors would ensue. He therefore affirmed that 
the pretence that these people were not looking to 
insurrection and to the cutting of the throat of every 
white man, woman, and child, was false. ‘The 
Abolitionists in their own reports avow it. But 
if they had not avowed it, they could not escape 
from the charge that such is their purpose in any 
other manner than by stultifying themselves; for 
it was the natural and inevitable consequence of 
their conduct. Well, and who would they benefit 
by it? If that conflict should arise, what would 
become of the black man? Did they not know 
that the greater intelligence and the greater enter- 
prise of the white man must conquer? It might 


deluge the South in blood for years perhaps, but | 


it would ‘end in the extermination of the black 
man. And this was to be done at the instigation 
of a treacherous foreign nation, that they might 
subvert our commercial and agricultural prosperity. 
It was to be done, too, under the pretence of friend- 
ship for the black man, but which would be seen 
to be cruel and inhuman treachery. It could only 
end in his entire extermination. 

There were some remarks which fell from the 
member from Ohio [Mr. Gipnixes] on a preceding 
day, to which his attention had been called bya 
gentleman near him, of a most murderous and in- 
cendiary character, proving that he looked to eman- 
cipation by force. In arguing against the extension 
of slave territory, he said he wished to keep the 
negroes with their masters, holding their knives as 
near their throats as possible. To such remarks 
he (Mr. B.) did not mean to reply. He addressed 
himself to the sober serious reason of the North, 
and he wished not to excite their passions. He 
wished to show them that this abolition excitement 
had an origin hostile to them as well as the South, 
and that nothing but mischief, unqualified mischief 
to the whole country, would result from it. 

Mr.,GIDDINGS rose and inquired if the gen- 
tleman from Virginia alluded to him when he said 
the gentleman from Ohio wished to keep the negroes 
and their masters together, that the negroes might 
have their knives as near their master's throats as 
possible ? 

Mr. BAYLY replied that he did allude to the 
member from Ohio, for such he understood to be 
the character of that member’s remarks. 

Mr. GIDDINGS replied that the gentleman had 
entirely misunderstood him. 

Mr. BAYLY said other gentlemen understood 
him as he did. 

Mr. GIDDINGS gaid he cared not who made 
the assertion; he had used no such language. He 
well knew what he had said. | 

Mr. BAYLY said a gentleman sitting near him 
understood the language as he did; but, whether 
the member from Ohio used those precise expres- 


“gions or not, of this he (Mr. B.) was certain, and 


he would stake his assertion on the decision of the 
House, that he had over and over again used ex- 
pressions of similar import. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Of what import? 

Mr. BAYLY. The member from Ohio had used 
Janguage in his speeches the inevitable tendency of 
which was, if it were not his design, to lead to in- 
surrection. 

The SPEAKER called the gentleman to order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish the gentleman might 
be permitted to proceed. I like to hear him. 

Mr. BAYLY had no doubt of it. ‘The member 
is fond of the notoriety which the denunciations 
of him here give him. He hopes to recommend 
himself to his constituents by assuming to be the 
special object of attack by southern Representa- 
tives, and thereby strengthen the tenure by which 
he holds his seat here with its eight dollars a day. 
And hence he is eternally trying to provoke us into 
denunciation of his detestable course and senti- 
ments. : 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. BAYLY. He was one of those men who 
was willing to obtain profits by provoking abuse 
of themselves; to make a traffic of his character 
and feelings. 

The SPEAKER again interposed, and called the 
gentleman to order. 

Mr. BAYLY said if he was out of order, it was 
the remarks of the member from Ohio which had 
provoked him to it. For personal abuse he had 
no taste, but he chose to speak in appropriate 


terms of the course of a member here which so 
intimately affected the dearest interests of himself 
and his constituents. He represented a frontier 
district, penetrated in every part of it by rivers 
and ‘harbors, into which the vessels from the non- 
slaveholding States and the piratical schooners of 
the abolition society could come. His constitu- 


-ents’ interests were, therefore, at stake, and he 


should ever be ready to expose and resist the un- 
hallowed designs of men trying to destroy them; 
and, in speaking of the character of the men them- 
selves, he should not stop to measure his words. 
Fe regretted the necessity of making any reference 
to the member whatever; and, i a under the 
strongest necessity of doing it, he should not 
hereafter, as he had not heretofore. . 

In speaking of this subject, he recollected a cir- 
cumstance to which his attention had been called 
several years ago. His attention was called to 
the number of advertisements of runaway negroes 
in the National Intelligencer and Globe. The dates 
of the departure of the negroes were generally 
given. By comparing them, he found that the 
negroes went off in gangs about large enough for 
the oad of a small schooner, at intervals of about 
a month—as near as may be, the period for a ves- 
sel to make a trip, to Massachusetts, for instance, 
and back. From this he was satisfied that these 
runaways made their escape by the river, and that 
there was an actual line of packets engaged in 
taking them off. He wrote an article calling the 
attention of the public to it at the time, and he 
mentioned it now for the same purpose. The 
House might rely upon it, the case which had just 
occurred was not an isolated one; tndeed, he un- 
derstood that the captain now in prison admitted 
that this was the fourth trip he had made. 

He had been told, as manifest as this evil was, 
there was no way to prevent it; that the law of 
this District provided no adequate punishment for 
those who had instigated the negroes to run away, 
and assisted them in attempting it. ‘If there is not, 
there ought to be. There is but one way to pre- 
vent the occurrence of such acts; that is, by holding 
out the terrors of such punishment to all persons 
engaging in it as to deter them from it, and by the 
masters making examples of the slaves who may 
be retaken. With the negro he sincerely sympa- 
thized; him he pitied; and his sore regret was, that 
those who had brought upon him the misery he 
would suffer, could not have it in his place. 

He did not know that the laws as they now 
stood were insufficient; but he would inquire into 
the matter, and if they were found to be so, he 
should feel it his duty to ask leave to bring ina 
bill to remedy their defects. If there was no law 
to punish the publication of incendiary publica- 
tions, he should bring in a bill to provide one. 
And he should not be deterred by being told that 
he would be interfering with the liberty of the 
press. He did not propose to-establish a censor- 
ship of the press to prevent publications, but to 
provide a law for the punishment of an editor who 
should commit an offence against society, precisely 
as every other citizen was punished in a similar 
case, which offence would be judged of by the 
community, through its law, administered by its 
judges and jurors. It is no more a violation of the 
liberty of the press, to provide by law for the pun- 
ishment of an editor who makes publications which 
endanger my life and property, than it is the vio- 
lation of the liberty of the citizen to provide for 
his punishment, who does the same thing in a dif- 
ferent way. 

But he did not know that the laws were insuffi- 
cient. The idea very prevalent that they are so, 
is the only thing which has stimulated any:one to 
attempt acts of violence. If they shall be found 
to be efficient, or if they are not so now, and Con- 
grese should in good faith make them so, he would 

e responsible that no mob would ever be seen 
here. But, on the other hand, if it should be found 
that the laws are not effectual to protect the com- 
munity in the enjoyment of its rights, and the 
legislative power should refuse to make them so, 
then the community would be remitted to-its natu- 
ral right of self-preservation—a law above all other 
laws, and as applicable to communities as to indi- 
viduals. Under such circumstances, the men wha 
did not resort to it, to use the language of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, would be slaves who deserv- 
ed the manacles' now worn by the felons in your 
jail. 

j Mr. ROOT, having first caused.. tke resolution 


and the amendment to be read, said he had done | 


so that he might really understand what was be- 
fore the House, for, if he had listened to the dis- 
cussion merely, he could not have had any con- 
ception of what the subject was. They had had 
a discussion on the Wilmot proviso and abolition 
societies—on mob spirit in general, and sympathy 
with mobs. They had had much discussion on 
the subject of British influence and incendiary 
publications—of the freedom of the press and the 
restraint of the press. All these things had been 
discussed, and they had heard very little in refer- 
ence to the subject before the House, unless it 
were contained in the privilege of a member of this 
House. 

The resolution of. the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. Patrrey] had been received. He 
concurred entirely with the decision of the Chair 
as to the propriety of the course which the Chair 
had pursued; and he was glad that the Speaker 
had.not arrogated to himself the right to pronounce 
what was and what was not a breach of the priv- 
ileges of this House. He was glad the Speaker 
had referred it to the proper tribunal, the House 
itself, and that by nearly general acquiescence 
they had the subject before them. Well, was the 
House prepared to act upon it? If so, it could be 
disposed of re€dily. If they would waive all ob- 
jections to the question of privilege, it could be dis- 
posed of at once. It had been proposed to elect 
the committee by ballot; but unless some better 
reason were given than any he had yet heard, he 
should be opposed to that amendment. 

If they could not by general consent, or by a 
decided majority, ‘dispose of this question of priv- 
ilege, were they prepared to confine themselves to 
that question? There might or might not have 
been a breach of privilege committed. He did not 
understand that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
Mr. Patrrey] had concluded his case. He had 
eard that some facts were to be stated before 
final action; and yet before those facts were made 
known, they had been discussing the law of the 
case, and the extent of the powers of this House 
to protect its members; amd in the course of that 
discussion they had had some most preposterous 
claims set up and refuted most triumphgntly. 
{Laughter.] He did not know that it was strictly 
proper to state what the House ina particular case 
might do; but it did appear to him that they should 
first ascertain what were the facts of this case, and 
then they could determine whether there had been 
a breach of privilege. He did not concur with 
some members, that nothing could be a breach of 
privilege unless it grew out of something which 
occurred here. Gentlemen might readily suppose 
a case in which a breach of esi might be 
committed irrespective of this House. A person 
from the Congressional district of any member of 
this House, might choose to pursue such member 
to this city, when he came here to take his seat, 
and barricade his boarding-house, or threaten to 
inflict such personal chastisement on him as would 
prevent his appearance here to discharge the duties 
intrusted to'‘him by his constituents. The mem- 
bers of this House must be free to come and go; 
and if he were obstructed, this House would have 
as much right to inquire into the facts of the case 
as a court would have-when a suitor, witness, at- 
torney, or juror, were waylaid and kept away. 

But it had been said, that matter had better be 
disposed of informally; that it had better be laid 
on the table, or got rid of in some other such way. 
There was no such proposition before the House, 
but there was a manifest disposition thus to get rid 
of it. He thought that would be an anfortunate 
disposition of it. ‘This resolution charged specifi- 
cally, though not very distinctly, that there had been 
in this city a lawless mob, who had menaced amem- 
ber of this House. Now, he would appeal to every 
member of this House, from every part of this 
Union, if they desired it to go forth to the people 
of the free States that a member of this House, in 
doing what he conceived to be his duty, was in 
danger of personal violence from a mob. He did 
not say that he had any evidence to satisfy him 
that any member of this House was in danger 
from a mob. This was not the time to express 
any opinion, but he would say that he had no such 
evidence presented to his mind. He had a right 
to speak; for he passed through the mob on Tues- 
day night without knowing it. [Laughter.] He 
passed by the sjde of the Patent Office’about half. 
past ten S’clock on Tuesday night, and when he 


| 


got home he was for the first time told that he had 
passed through a mob. He did not believe the 
citizens of this District were in the habit of en- 
gaging in mobs. There might be Joafers, idlers, 
and inconsiderate boys, and people from other 
parts of the country assembled here—and it was 


suggested to him to add, alsa, persons in pursuit | 


of office. These might become a disorderly mob, 
but he had never seen anything in this District to 
satisfy him that there was a disposition on the 
part of the regular citizens to engage in a mob; 
and he was unwilling, if they did not deserve the 
accusation, that this rumor, this common report, 
should go forth, and givethem that character. Such 
a report would be injurious to them; and if they 
did not deserve it, it ought not to go forth. They 
were a peaceable, law-abiding people; and if there 
was a mob, they would take efficient means to put 
it down. The gentleman from Massachusetts had 
not asserted that there had been a mob; he said it 
was common report. 

Mr. PALFREY said it might be satisfactory to 
the House if he communicated to it a paper which 
he held in his hand. 

Mr. ROOT. With all respect for the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, he would not receive the evi- 
dence now. He should want all the time allowed 
him by the rules. [Several voices: ‘* Oh! letus have 
the evidence.’’] He would not yield the floor, and 
the House must either listen to him, or amuse 
themselves in some other way. This charge had 
been made, and he did not believe it could be true 
of any considerable portion of the people of this 
District. That such a report had gone abroad he 
knew. He knew it apart from anything said by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, and he asked 
if it was not due to the people of this District that 
this charge should be inquired into? Uncontra- 
dicted it might do the people of this District harm, 
and the people of the slave States also, if the peo- 
ple of the North should be made to believe, and 
unjustly too, that their representatives here were 
in danger of mob violence, or that any solitary 
member from any part of this Union was in danger 
of personal violence for conscientiously doing what 
he believed ta be his duty. He did not want the 
people to believe this unless it was true; and if it 
was true, the sooner it was known the better: and 
when this truth should become known to the peo- 

le of the North, a very few years would pass 
fore the bats would cluster under the roof and 
the foxes look out of the windows of this Capitol. 

But gentlemen would see that this was not the 
only charge. This was mere northern suspicion, 
if you please, (and in this Mr. R. was willing to 
take his full share.) But they had asserted in the 
amendment that a member of the House had par 
ticipated in the felonious attempt to abduct these 
slaves. Now, he would ask southern gentlemen, 
supposing the fact was not so, whether it was fair, 
whether ıt was honorable and just, to indulge 
such suspicions? Did they want people to think 
this of the members of this House? Mr. R. did 
not know but they might think that every north- 
ern Whig would do such things; but if there was 
no proot of it, was it fair to let such suspicions go 
abroad? Surely southern gentlemen did not be- 
lieve this of all of them; but, if there was a par- 
ticular individual suspected, let the matter be 
thoroughly investigated. If northern. members 
had nothing better to do, or nothing else to do with 
their time than to concern themselves with negro- 
stealing —— 7 

Mr. RHETT here interposed. If he understood 
the gentleman from Ohio aright, his position was, 
that nv member of that House ought to be suspect- 
ed of being capable of getting slaves to run away 
from their masters. 

Mr.:ROOT said he had not distinctly heard what 
the gentleman from. South Carolina said. 

Mr. RHETT thereupon repeated what he under- 
stood to be the position taken by Mr. R. 

Mr. ROOT. The gentleman puts it rather more 
strongly than J did. 

Mr. RHETT. I state it as I understood the gen- 
tleman. Now, I do know a man from the North 
(not a member of this Congress) who did it. 

Mr. ROOT. Did the gentleman say it was a man 
now in Congress? 

Mr. RHETT. I expressly stated that it was no 
member of the present Congress. 

Mr, ROOT. Well, if the person has friends or 
relatives here, they must settle the matter. If the 
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Mr. RHETT. He is not here. I do not say 
there are such men in this House. 

Mr. ROOT, (after a pause.) I am aware that 
there have been some very hard cases in Congress. 
[A laugh.] I believe there was one member con- 
victed of forgery and sent to the penitentiary. 
Was it not so? [A voice: “< ae Mr. R. said 
he would not enumerate cases. e had nothing 
to say to those gentlemen; he should not make any 
issue as to the general charge; it was enough for 
him if one individual deserved to be exempt from 
it, he oyght to be so exempt, and not made an ob- 
ject of suspicion. | 

Mr. R. went on to say that these were some of 
the reasons why he thought that this inquiry ought 
not to be stifled. Let it go on; and if the inquiry 
was thorough, when the result was made known, 
Mr. R. should have a decided opinion, as he always 
had where there were grounds for one, and gentle- 
men knew enough of him to believe that he would 
be sure to express it in some way, if no one but 
his friend from Rhode Island [Mr. Cransrow] 
should stand by him. 

Mr. R. said he hoped gentlemen would free them- 
selves from all trammels in this matter on the ground 
of privilege, and would send both the resolution 
and amendment at once to a committee. Let the 
people of the United States know whether there 
was or was not a mob in this District to endanger 
any member of Congress in the faithful discharge 
of his official duty; and if there was not, then let 
the people of the District be freed from any such 
injurious imputation. If the House had a member 
in it who had nothing to do but run negroes out of 
the District, let it be known; it was the right of the 
people of the District to know it, and it was proper 
that his constituents should know it. And that 
was one reason Mr. R. was desirous that the pro- 
posed inquiry should not be stifled. . 

Mr. R. had a word or two more to say on this 
allegation about a ‘‘ lawless mob.” I utterly abhor 
(said Mr. R.) the mob spirit. I hate mobs—all 
mobs. I don’t care what is the provocation that 
has got them up. I detesta mob. If other gen- 
tlemen like them and justify them, I shall not quar- 
rel with their taste. Iam in favor of a very free 
expression of opinion. I hold that the man who 
honestly speaks what he thinks, and all he thinks, 
is entitled to respect, though he may be made to 
answer for what he says. But I do know that 
gentlemen both think and feel very differently at 
one time from what they do at another; and I can- 
not help thinking that the very high commenda- 
tions on mobs which we have had here during this 
debate would never have been made under other 
circumstances. I, to be sure, have had but little 
experience in mobs myself. I detest them. Now, 
I consider the worst of this whole business of en- 
ticing slaves from their masters is the mob spirit 
in which it was done. These negro-stealers were 
a mob, rather small I admit—for they were a few 
men on board a single schooner—but they were a 
mob, a detestable mob, and a sneaking mob, for 
they worked at night in the dark. 

I have been greatly astonished to hear gentle- 
men who profess to be warm friends of slavery talk 
favorably here of mobs. Why, sir, if there is an 
institution on the face of God’s earth which has 
reason to dread mobs, it is this very institution of 
slavery. I do not say that a mob does right to 
assail it. I say that a mob is a most damnable 
way of doing anything. It must be something 
very good indeed—like the object of your Boston 
tea party—to excuse it in any degree; and that was 
not a mob neither, for they had prayer before they 
began, [roars of laughter;] and, at the end, when 
all was done and over, it was moved that they 
should’give three cheers spontaneously, (increased 
Jaughter.] But I tell you, your institution of sla- 
very will never be conserved by a mob. You are 
the last men in God’s world that should commend 
mobs. You rely for your protection on the Con- 
stitution; you rely on the oaths of our fathers; you 
rely on our good faith—and you shall have that— 
in the name of good faith, inthe name of our fathers, 
in the name of the Constitution, you shall have it. 
But when you leave this ground, when you throw 
away these pleas, and put yourselves on the strength 
of mobs, beware! A mob deals in weak heads and 
strong arms. Louis Philippe himself never had 
stronger reason to dread a mob than you have. - I 
do not say that any mob can reach you; but do 
not you know that the mob spirit travels faster than 
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months ago; it has been making progress towards 
us ever since, and it has not got to us yet. But 
the mob spirit broke out at Paris but the other day, 
and has not only got here already, but it is doing 
business all over the continent of Europe; so that 
I believe there remain now but two thrones for it 
to work at; and it is far from impossible that a gen- 
tleman in a blouse is now sitting on the throne of 
the Autocrat of all the Russias. Your institution, 
I say, relies on the Constitution for its security; 
it will never be preserved by mobs. 

I hate mobs for another reason. I do,nét know 
that this debate is, on the whole, to be regretted. 
It has afforded a very beautiful opportunity to 
show how devoted gentlemen here are to their con- 
stituents. Now, I like that. I want it, at times, 
myself. [A laugh.] And I am glad that my col- 
league here [Mr. Gipp1ves] is so willing to bea 
target for gentlemen to practise on. I am always 
glad to hear such fine displays. But I would ven- 
ture to suggest to gentlemen, in the ardor of their 
patriotism, to spare it, if they can, with a little 
discretion. I do not complain about epithets; not 
at all. I have some time ago made up my mind 
to put up with anything. [A laugh.] They may 
eile old Federalist, (and that is the worst thing 
they can call me,) fanatic, hypocrite, if it will do 
them any good at home. I am willing to take it 
all. I know they speak it “ only ina Pickwickian 
sense.” {Loud merriment. ] 

But I think they had better discriminate a little 
when they find a northern man who defends the 
rights of the South. ‘[he gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. VenaBLe] thanked his God, I think, 
that there were some northern men that were found 


standing by the South under all the vituperation - 


eaped upon them. Now, ] think that gentleman 
is ready to thank God for very small blessings; 
but I believe I will say no more about that, for I 
do not see the gentleman in his seat. Oh, yes; 
there he is! He looks sincere, as if he did really 
thank God for it; and, if he does, then I say again 
he must esteem it his duty to be thankful to Heaven 
for the very smallest favors. [Laughter.] 
` But when we get beyond the Pickwickian class, 
if we are the subject even of a vague suspicion 
that we have been inveigling slaves, we are to be 
denounced. And if we dare to say that slavery 
is a moral evil, then we are abolitionists. Now, 
I do own that we have some of the prejudices we 
imbibed at the North in our Sunday schools, and 
from our mothers, and we are so prejudiced as to 
look on it as a curse; but then it is a curse we have 
nothing to do with, and do not want to. But that 
is notenough. If wedo not say it is a great bless- 
ing, we are abolitionists. Now, lask gentlemen, 
is that cunning? Is it wise? Is that a good course 
for you to pursue? For one, I do not care about 
it. If any gentleman chooses to call me a fanatic, 
or an abolitionist, he is perfectly welcome. But I 
suggest to gentlemen the question, whether that is 
exactly politic, and whether it is a course likely to 
promote the peace of the country? Is it a wise 
course to hunt up the proceedings of some ultra- 
abolition society, to read some of the strongest 
passages, and then to charge, the whole on the peo- 
ple of the North, and then to accuse them to a man 
of being the agents of the British Government? 
But, if it were so, why may not we sympathize 
with Britain in her system of abolition, as with 
France in hers? Must only Monsieur Lamartine 
o ahead in that business? Do you find anything 
in all the doings of the World’s Convention, that 
comes up to French abolition? They gave you 
ure Hayti abolition. You sympathize with this, 
Dut it is terrible to sympathize with Great Britain. 
I do not care what you say against her, for I know 
rfectly that you will never get into a war with 
reat Britain. [Laughter.] You may quarrel 
with her as you please, it don’t alarm me. I know, 
_ and you know, it all ends in smoke. There is 
something about John Bull that makes him a most 
undesirable customer, and you never will deal with 
him in the way of fighting so long as there is a sin- 
le inch of Mexico left. (Laughter.] It is said that 
John wants to bring abolitionists in here. What 
for? .To get up an excitement. To what a 
great fool he must be. Does not he know that 
southern gentlemen will do that of themselves ? 
Their tender affection for their constituents will 
get up a row here atany time. You all know cases 
enough of this; you all know that we can have an 
` excitement here whenever we like. No, not ex- 
citement, I mean sympathy; yes, a sympathy, 


that’s the new word; ‘‘ excitement” is too old- 
fashioned; the word now is a ‘“‘ sympathy for con- 
solidated liberty.” [Immense laughter.] 

But I am almost done. I mean to yield the floor 
soon to the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
PaLFReEy,] who may be getting his paper out so as 
to be ready. i 

J have said all that I desire. I am anxious that 
somehow this resolution and amendment should 
be sent to a committee, so that full justice may be 
done both to the accused and the accuser. 
pose it should all end in smoke, (as some gentle- 
men say it will,)so much the better. Who wants 
the rumor to be true? I hope that a committee 
will get the paper, and in two hours will be able 
to report to us that there has been no such thing. 

Well, (said Mr. R.,) I have succeeded in what 
[aimed at. I have in some way, I scarce know 
how, got the House into a good humor. [A voice: 
‘6 Move the previous question.”?] No; when two 
hundred and forty gentlemen have been so kind to 
me as these gentlemen always are, I will not move 
the previous question. 

Mr. PALFREY here began to address the Chair. 

Mr. ROOT. Stay, stay; I have not done yet. 
But, as I see you are all ready and very anxious 
to speak, I will here yield you the floor ‘ fora 
personal explanation” only; remember, “fora per- 
sonal explanation.” 

Mr. PALFREY said he believed he was not 
under very much obligation to the gentleman from 


‘Ohio for the use of the floor, as that gentleman had 


anticipated him in almost all he had intended to 
say. Mr. P. had perceived it to be desirable that 
the House should have before it something to show 
that such reports as the resolution referred to were 
in circulation. Now, his friend had said that he 
personally knew the fact that such rumors were 
afloat here. Still, if the House desired it, he would 

roceed and read the paper he had in his hand. 

Voices: ‘Read, read!’’] Yesterday, when doubts 
had been expressed as to that fact, Mr. P. had 
been about to move an amendment to the resolu- 
tion, but had: been prevented from doing so by the 
amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Haratson.] His amendment would have been in- 
troduced by way of preamble, with the following 
statement made in writing by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Gipp1Nnes:] 


& Strike out all after the word ‘whereas,’ and insert ‘the 
following statement has heen made, viz: 

«I,J. R. Grppines, a member of the House of Represent- 
atives, state that during yesterday I heard from various re- 
spectable persons that in the mob of Tuesday night my name 
was mentioned, and my person threatened by individuals 
assembled ; that my loadings were inquired for, and advised 
that I should he lynched by those engaged in the mob. 

« That friends who heard this, represented that I should 
be in danger if found by those engaged, and I was advised to 
arm myself to protect my person. 

« That during the forenoon of yesterday I visited the jail 
of this District. l was not acquainted with the keeper; and 
when I arrived, I announced to him my name, and that I 
was a member ofthis body. ‘Chat I further said to hiin that 
I wished to see the persons confined there on a charge of car- 
rying away slaves from this District. I told him that I wish- 
ed to say to them that they should have the benefit of coun- 
sel and a legal trial, and their rights should be protected, and 
desired him to be present. He went with me to the passage 
that leads to the cells. 

« While conversing with these men in the presence of the 
keeper, a mob came to the iron gate at the head of the stair- 
way, and demanded that I should leave forthwith. The 
keeper informed them that he would not open the gate until 
they left. I was then told that my life was in danger, unless 
I teft the building immediately. ‘This I refused todo. The 
keeper assured them that he would not open the door until 
they retired. I wasfurtherinformed that the mob bad com- 
pelled the guard at the lower gate to deliver up the key to 
them; and in this way they had opened that gate, and by 
that means obtained access to the passage at the head of the 
stairs. 

« After the mob had left the stairs, and entered the lower 
passage, the keeper and myself, and the Hon. E. S. HAMLIN, 
who had visited the jail as attorney for the prisoners, with 
me, came downto the lower gate, in front of which the mob 
was assembled. He opened the gate, and I walked out. 
This morning I have been inforined by a gentleman Who is 
a stranger to me, but who says he was present and heard the 
proposition made by individuals to lay violent hands upon 
me as I came out of the prison, one of whom, he informed 
me, was a Mr. Slatter, aslave-dealer from Baltimore, whom 
he states to have been active in instigating the others to acts 
of violence. 

«This day I have been informed by various individuals 
that during the mob of last night my lodgings were inquired 
for, and my person threatened with violence and lynching. 

‘Cf further state that I have no doubt of the accuracy of 
the statements to which I have referred. 

‘¢ Resolved, That a committee of five members be appoint- 
ed to investigate and report to this House respecting the 
points alluded to in the above statement ; and that said com- 
mittee be authorized to send for persons and papers, and to 
sit during the sessions of the House.” 


Mr. P. also read an anonymous letter received 
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_by Mr. G., advising him ‘‘to take his carcass out 
of the District;’’ that “his time was short,” &c. 
He said it had a P. S. which he would not read. 
Mr. ROOT resumed the floor. There was one 
other word he wished to say; it was on the intima- 


! tion, he would not say the menace, of the gentle- 


man from Virginia, [Mr. Bay ty,] about the bill 
he meant to introduce into the House. If that gen- 
tleman thought that such a bill ought to be brought 
in, he had done right to apprize the House of it. 
oes it to be his duty to do so, Mr. R. admired 
his independence and his scorn of all that could 
and would be said against it. But he could not 
but regret that any American statesman here, at 
this day, in this year of grace 1848, should think 
that such a measure was likély to do any good. 
What! Restrain the freedom of the press! At 
this time of day, in this nineteenth century, shackle 
the press! Why, what were the blouses about in 
France but breaking off just such fetters as the 
gentleman would try to put on it? 

They had disposed, in a summary way, of just 
such modes of restricting the freedom of the press 
as the gentleman was for propor e It was those 
very restrictions which had contributed more to pro- 
duce the recent revolution in France than any other 
thing. And were we to resort to a policy which 
Europe had rejected? He would assure that gen- 
tleman, if he adopted the course he had indicated, 
(which no doubt he would,) he would incur more 
popular odium than by any other thing he could 
do. If he should succeed, it would be assuming a 
responsibility for the South which they and theirs 
would regret the longest day they lived. It was 
too late in the day to talk to Americans about a 
censorship of the press. 

Mr. BAYLY reminded Mr. R. that he had not 
proposed a censorship of the press, but had ex- 
pressly disclaimed such an idea. Did the gentle- 
man consider the press under a censorship now, 
because an editor was responsible to a jury for 
what he had published ? 

Mr. ROOT said he did not mean that the gentle- 
man had proposed all the machinery of a regular 
censorship of the press, but that was the amount 
and would be the effect of his bill. The press was 
already sufficiently responsible. If it indulged in 
slander, it did it in defiance of law. Mr. R. was 
aware of the difficulty of convicting and punishing 
such offences; but he did say, that to attempt to 
impose any other restrictions on the press would 
rouse all minds against the gentleman and his 
proposition, and, if it should succeed, it would 
recoil on him and his friends with a force they 
would be little able to endure. 

Mr. WICK here got the floor, and, after a re- 
mark or two, moved | an adjournment; and after 
several motions and some conversation, the motion 
was amended so as to adjourn to Monday. 

And then the House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, April 24, 1848. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER laid -efore the House a com- 
munication from ‘‘the executive committee of a 

eneral meeting of the citizens of Washington,’’ 
inviting the Speaker and members of the House 
of Representatives to participate in the celebration 
of the recent French Revolution. and of the other 
republican movements in Europe, by the citizens 
of Washington this day. - 

Mr. COCKE asked leave to submit the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the daily hour to which the} House shall 
stand adjourned shall be eleven o’clock, until otherwise 
ordered. 

Objection being made— 

Mr. COCKE moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to offer the resolution; on which mo- 
tion the yeas and nays were ordered. 

j Mr. JAMESON moved that the House adjourn. 
ost. 

The question was then put on the motion to 
suspend the rules, and decided as follows: yeas 99, 
nays 69. 

wo-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not sasnendal: 

Mr. BOYD moved to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of taking up and referring to appropriate 
committeeg the various Senate bills lying on the 
ees table, one of which is the ten-regiment 

il. : 


1848. 


THE ‘CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


665 


The motion was decided by yeas and nays, and 
there were yeas 84, nays 88. l 

Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended., 

Mr. VINTON moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to offer a resolution making the various 
bills making appropriations for the year ending 
June 30, 1849—viz: for the payment of revolu- 
tionary and other pensions of the United States; 
regulating the appointment of clerks in the Execu- 
tive departments, and for other purposes; for the 
coe of navy pensions; for the service of the 

ost Office Department; for the naval service; for 
certain fortifications of the United States, and for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of Government, 
and for other purposes, the special order of the 
day for Wednesday next, at one o’clock, p. m., 
and so to continue until disposed of. 

Mr. FICKLIN asked Mr. Vinton to include in 
the resolution the bill establishing the Territorial 
Government of Oregon. Mr. V. declining— 

The question was put on suspending the rules, 
and there were ayes 92, noes 55. 

Two-thirds not voting in the affirmayge, the rules 
were not suspended. | 

Mr. McKAY moved a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose of offering a resolution to fix the 
daily hour of meeting at ten o’clock, a. m., and 
to authorize the Speaker to adjourn the House 
daily at three, p. m. l 

Mr. STEPHENS suggested to the gentleman 
from North Carolina to make the hour of meeting 
eleven, a. m., and of the adjournment four, p. m. 

Mr. McKAY intimated, that if the House would 
suspend the rules, he would so modify his resolu- 
tion. 

The motion to suspend was not agreed to; and 
then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 

By Mr. MACLAY: The petition of John Downey, of New 
York, for a pension. 

By Mr. COCKE: The petition of Dickinson Lumpkins, 
of Campbell county, Tennessee, a revolutionary soldier, 
praying Congress to grant bim a pension for services ren- 
dered in the war of the Revolution. 

By Mr. J.R. INGERSOLL: Two memorials from citizens 
of Philadelphia, asking that a route for a post road may be 
surveyed between the cities of New York and Philadelphia, 
the line of such road to be retained under the perpetual con- 
ct of a Union, and to be used for the construction of a 

road. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, April 24, 1848. 


Mr. ASHLEY presented the credentials of Mr. 
Soton Borianp, appointed by the Governor of 
Arkansas to supply the vacancy occasioned by the 
resignation of Mr. Sevier. After having been duly 
qualified, Mr. Bor.anp took his seat. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the citizens of Washington, 
inviting an attendance upon the ceremonies in favor 
of French liberties. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition from 
the Presidentiof the Ohio and Mississippi Railroad 
Company, asking for the right of way through the 
public lands of Indiana and Illinois for the use of 
that company; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. ‘ 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial from 
the Board of Trade of the city of Pittsburg, Penn- 
sylvania, asking for the enactment of such a law 
as will give additional security for life and prop- 
erty in steamboats; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented four memorials from cit- 
izens of New York, stating that Governor Childs 
had ordered the men to kneel to the Host at Jalapa, 
and practise other degrading ceremonies, on pain of 
death, which they complain of as a palpable viola- 
tion of their constitutional rights; which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PEARCE presented several memorials com- 
plaining of the monopoly of certain railroad compa- 
nies of New Jersey, &c., and asking that Congress 
will make a post route through said State; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. MILLER observed, that in these times of 
wild excitement, he might find it no difficult mat- 


ter to get ‘up one on his own hook in favor of 


|| peculiar State institutions. In the face, however, 


of another excitement of a more pleasurable na- 
ture—the celebration in favor of French liberty— 
he would content himself by observing that the 
statements set forth in the memorials that had been 
presented, would be found, on investigation, un- 
sustained by facts, or at least that there was great 
exaggeration. | l 

Numerous memorials were presented by Sen- 
ators in favor of the purchase of Mount Vernon 
by the General Government. 

On motion by Mr. DIX, the memorial of Sarah 
Ann Hart and 'others was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs; and the petition of Ar- 
nold Naudain was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. | 

Mr. ASHLEY presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Arkansas, asking additional land for pur- 
poses of education; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the relief 
of William Greer; which was read a first time. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee of Contin- 
gent Expenses, made an adverse report on the 
petition of James Moore. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee of Claims, 
moved that the bill and report for the relief of 
James Lawton be referred back to the Committee 
of Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, moved that the bill to incor- 
porate the Washington Mutual Insurance Com- 
pany and Savings Institution be recommitted to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia; which was 
agreed to. 

BILEIS ON LEAVE. 

Mr. BRIGHT, on leave, introduced a bill for 
the relief of Gamaliel Taylor, late marshal of the 
United States for the district of Indiana; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. FOOTE, on leave, introduced a bill to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to appropriate the 
proceeds of the public lands, and to grant preémp- 
tion rights;”’? which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. , 

Mr. LEWIS, on leave, introduced a bill to 
change the place of holding the district court of 
the United States for the middle district of Ala- 
bama; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. CLARKE, it was 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to furnish to the Senate copies of any correspond- 
ence in the Department of State with the American chargé 


. d’affaires in Portugal, in relation to the claim of the owners 


of the ship Miles Warren, in the State of Rhode Island, 
upon the Government of Portugal, for payment of a cargo 
of oil taken by the officers and applied to the uses of that 
Government; also, copies of any correspondence between 
our chargé and the minister of the Portuguese Government 


‘relating to the claim for and payment of said cargo, together 


with such papers as are in the department substantiating 
said claim. 
On motion of Mr. CLARKE, it was 


Resolved, That the Joint Committee on the Library be, 
and they hereby are, directed to ascertain, from the present 
owner of the library of the late General George Washington, 
whether the same is now for sale, of what number and value 
are the books in said library, and at what price the same 
can be purchased by Congress. 


Mr. BELL submitted the following: 

Resolved, That the reporter of the Senate be directed to 
supply each member of the House of Representatives with 
a copy of his report of proceedings and debates of the Uni- 
ted States Senate for the present Congress; the expense to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. BELL hoped the resolution would be agreed 
to. It contemplated an act of courtesy to the mem- 
bers of the other House to which he presumed no 
Senator would be disposed to make an objection. 

Mr. TURNEY objected to the.consideration of 
the resolution at this time. He thought it was 
uncalled for, as the House had now the Congres- 
sional Globe, in which the proceedings and debates 
of the Senate were published in extenso. If they 
desired any other report, they could supply them- 
selves. 

The resolution was therefore laid over. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, rose to present 


to the Senate an amendment which he had pre- 
pared and intended to offer when the bill came up 


relative to our commercial relations with China 
and the Ottoman-Porte. The amendment was re- 
ceived and ordered to be printed. 


On motion of Mr. PEARCE, the bill for the 
relief of Lorimer Graham was considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, the bill relating 
to certain surveys in the State of Florida was con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. BREESE, the bill to require 
holders of military land warrants to compensate 
the land officers of the United States for services 
in relation to the location of these warrants was 
considered, and ordered to a third reading. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, the bill to pro- 
vide a communication across the Eastern Branch 
of the Potomac, in the District of Columbia, was 
taken up; but, before any proceeding thereon, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuEspay, April 25, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


On motion of Mr. CALEB B. SMITH, the bill 
for the admission of the State of Wisconsin into 
the Union was made the special order for Tuesda 
next, and every succeeding day until disposed of. 


THE QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

The House resumed the debate on the resolution 
of Mr. PALFREY, P the individual privi- 
leges of members of the House. 

Mr. WICK said, whenever a discussion arises 
here upon any topic connected, even remotely, 
with the subject of slavery, it mainly falls into the 
hands of men entertaining extreme opinions, and 
under the influence of strong feeling; and the re- 
sult is, that moderate men, who think that they 
and their constituents see the subject in all its 
bearings, would, were they not admonished b 
opinion, almost universal, be in danger of falling 
into skepticism as to the truth of the admitted fact, 
that this House is the collected wisdom of the 
nation. l , 

I propose, sir, not only to express my views in 
opposition to the adoption of the resolution before 
the House, with or without the proposed amend- 
ments; but it is also my purpose to follow the 
example of those who have preceded me, with the 
exception of the honorable member from South 
Carolina, and some others, and take up and consider 
the subject of slavery, the rights of the slaveholder, 
the agitation of propositions to preclude, by legis- 
lation here, the possibility of the addition to the 
Union of any further territory without an exclu- 
sion of slavery therein, and generally the griefs, 
existing or alleged, growing out of the ne and 
its agitation. ‘To do so, will be but the fulfillment 
of a desire and purpose long entertained. 

I disagree, toto celo, with those}who fear that 
evil is to result from frequent and full discussions 
of this subject. On the contrary, I know that it 
must be discussed; and for that discussion, now or 
any time is the proper time. In the extreme South, 
you have no discussion, for you have but one 
opinion. In the extreme North there is a partial 
consideration of the subject, but not such as to 
elicit, to any great or sufficient extent, a frank dis- 
closure of opinions by any, except avowed abo- 
litionists, who have nothing to lose. Their mode 
of treating the subject is sufficiently blunt. But, 
if I mistake not, other political parties, in some 
instances—the Whig party almost generally— 
instead of taking their ground firmly upon the 
constitutional truth, charity, and practical good 
sense, whose teachings, calmly and faithfully 
presented, are always acceptable to the mass of 
the American people, and are amply sufficient 
to secure the perpetuity of the Union, have for- 
gotten the relations which exist between them and 
their southern brethren, and, to some extent, have 
compromised with the enemy of the public peace 
and of the Union—the abolition politician, and 
agitator—who, having nothing to lose, can afford 
to be reckless and audacious. He is at the bot- 
tom of the revolving wheel. A revolution might 
make a Marat or a Danton of him. Hence, he 
agitates fearléssly and boldly. His audacity is his 
political virtue. It even gives him the semblance 
of courage. Defying all laws, he contrives to be 
apparently a victim, and assumes the guise of a 
martyr upon the smallest imaginable occasions. 
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| the House and country, and so to bring to the no- 
unfortunate gentleman, and will add to the venom , 
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tution,and adopt, as a part of their creeds, dogmas i 
'| him. 


some. 
him stay. He has a right to be among us. : 
we say that it is dangerous to discuss the dogmas of | has, in a sort, been a fixture here for a long time, 
his paternity because they have been adopted by i| and I myself have cultivated for him a peculiar 
others? Sir, I fear nothing from discussion; that i| regard—a sort of affection; and as I was raised, as 
is, nothing of evil to the Republic. I may suffer || they say in Virginia, in this same Western Reserve, 
indiyidually. A few may be pricked by my say- || I have the most friendly reminiscences concerning 
ings and become deadly enemies. They may cause |; many of his constituency, when they and I were 
me to fall politically. But it will not be by pre- || gossoons together; and | give it as my deliberate 
senting my opinions and votes, on this and analo- || opinion that there is no man in the world can so 
gous questions, to those constituents by whose |! well represent them, while they are such as they 
votes I am here; for, of those, there are not more | now are, as the honorable member himself. There- 
than forty who will disapprove of my course on || fore, if I supposed it needful to the honorable 
this subject. But, a few busy men, inspired by a || member, I would do anything in reason to secure 


single idea, and acting upon the principle that the 
end justifies the means, may effect a great deal, by 
urging against me other considerations, true or false, 
accordant with the popular feeling. My course on 
this subject will never be condemned jn my district 
by Democrats, to any extent, except in whispers 
among those who, for the sake of their own consist- 
ency and candor, ought to acknowledge themselves 
the disciples of Jons P. Hate. ) 
of my Whig constituents will secretly approve of 
my course; but, for fear of their abolition allies, 


him political perpetuity. But it is not now need- 
| ful. If we refuse the desired inquiry, that will be 
persecution. And if we grant it, he will get a first- 
rate electioneering document, at public expense, in 
the evidence reported by the committee. For that 
matter, he has it now in his statement presented 
by the honorable member from Massachusetts; for 
the majority of his constituents will think his pil- 


A vast majority || grimage to the city jail was a mission of mercy, 


| and will think of him for President—though | 
| know his well-understood modesty will decline 


and because I am a Democrat, I shall never have || that honor—and then they will wonder at his mod- 


the benefit of their open approval. They must find 
fault with all I do or say. 

But, sir, as a member here, and in the discharge 
of my duty, I would not think of myself, but of 
my constituents and country. I am satisfied that 
the public good, as involved in the perpetuity and 

eneral ascendency of the Democratic party, will 
Be promoted by the free discussion of this subject. 
As one of my constituents said at an Abolition 
Convention, and in reference to_the speeches he 
there heard, ‘‘let every fellow talk to his no- 
tion.’’ Sir, I deny that, in a republic, any theme, 
proposition, or projet, is to be tabooed. “The good 
sense of the people will set all right, if you will 
discuss fearlessly, here and elsewhere, in speech 
and in print, and by all other possible means. 
The people hold truth and its advocacy in respect. 
‘Truth is mighty, and will prevail.” 

But I am digressing. My first object is to state 
a single reason why J shall vote against the reso- 
lution before the House. 

I do not understand that, under our Constitution 
or laws, any act is a breach of privilege, if its 
offensiveness be confined to members of the House 
in their individual character, and if its motive 
be found in the unofficial conduct of the mem- 
ber or members. If a member be assailed or 
menaced for words spoken in debate, or for the dis- 
charge of his duty, I grant it is a breach of privilege. 
But nothing of the kind is alleged in this case. If 
the member from Ohio [Mr. Gippines] will bring 
himself within my views of the Constitution and 
law, I will not pause to inquire whether this ap- 
plication for the exertion of the most extraordinary 
and dangerous power of this House is or is not 
‘brought forward from a regard for the honor and 
prerogatives of the House. I will not suffer my- 
self to guess that the honorable member’s forced 
popuaniy at home, hot-housed into a long con- 
tinuance by a former expulsion from this Hall, 
as just as it was impolitic, is failing for want 
of thorns to crackle under his pot; and that, in 
order to remain here, or elsewhere in political life, 
longer, he must have a new inventory of martyr- 
doms to lay before his most respectable, though 
somewhat peculiar constituency; and that he 
made a pilgrimage to the Washington city jail to 
see those who were there in durance, (but who 
were no constituents of his, and who had immediate 
Representatives in this and the other Hall, to 
whom they could apply,) in hopes to be mobbed 


eration! 

I vote against the resolutions, and the inquiry 
which they propose, (as I hope I have demon- 
strated,) from no lack of kindly feeling towards 
the honorable member from Ohio, but solely be- 
cause the menaces which he states to have been 
uttered against him were not aimed at, or caused 
by, any specific words spoken in discussion here, 
nor at nor by any act of official duty. It is those 
matters alone that are protected by our American 
doctrine of privilege. I know the English prece- 
dents go further. But I do not recognize their au- 
thority. They are not adapted to our institutions, 
or to the state of things in this country. Ifa mem- 
ber of Congress gets into a personal scrape when 
cruising on his own hook about the purlieus of 
Washington, and beyond the precincts of the Capi- 


tol, he must rely on the judiciary of the District. 


I believe justice is as well administered here as it 
is in Ohio or in Indiana, and the laws afford the 
most ample remedies. 

l wish to premise my further remarks by a brief 
narrative of the events which have produced a 
temporary excitement in thìs Hall; and which will 
(as was intended) extend into certain vicinities of 
the country. 

A few days ago, a vessel from one of the north- 
ern ports landed at a public wharf in Georgetown, 
within this District, (Georgetown, in fact, adjoins 
this city,) and discharged a load of firewood. In 
a night or two after discharging freight, the vessel 
made sail down the river. ‘lhe next morning near 
eighty slaves were missing in this city and George- 
town, having been taken on board said vessel. 
Under the direction of the constituted judicial au- 
thorities, or of the persons interested, or both, a 
steamboat made pursuit in a few hours, and, in a 
peaceable and orderly manner, overtook the pirat- 
ical craft, and brought it, the captain, and crew, 
and also the runaway slaves, back to this city, 
and lodged them in jail. On the way from the 
steamboat landing to the jail, there was no mate- 
rial disturbance, though I heard a few exclama- 
tions against the alleged thieves. I should say no 
more than, if as much as, I have heard on several 
occasions of the arrest of-horse thieves, taken with 
the stolen horses in their possession, and brought 
into my own good and orderly town of Indianapo- 
lis. A member of this House (Mr. Grppines] 
went to the jail to visit the alleged criminals. They 
were not constituents of his, but strangers to him. 


He took with him his friend, Mr. Hamlin, and 
recommended him to the criminals as a lawyer, to 
be employed for their defence. They (the prison- 
ers) had not sent for the honorable member, or 
for Mr. Hamlin. They are said to’ be principal 
owners of the vessel aforenamed, and needed no 
charity. A variety of inferences have been started 
as to the motive of the honorable member in visite 
ing the jail and prisoners. The honorable mem- 
ber understands himself as having been influenced. 
by considerations of humanity solely. In the com- 
munity of this District, the act was understood as 
an effort publicly to give the sanction of the honor- 
able member’s name in condemnation of the slave- 
holding which their fathers practised, and taught 
them to practise, and asa sort of defiance of them. 
By some persons it was simply understood as á 
not very respectable act. These inferences, of 
others than the honorable member, may or may 
not be correct. I know the honorable member 
likes troubled waters; but I am slow to conclude 
against him the implication of low or dishonorable 
motive. Yet I must acknowledge, that had the 
honorable ener failed to assure us that his mo- 
tives were Merely humane, and were he a stranger 
to me, I should; on the case stated, have inferted 
that he went to the jail on purpose to get into a 
scrape. And but for his assurances, I should have 
inferred that Mr. Hamlin was his special friend, 
and that he was anxious to place him in a position 
as counsel for these prisoners, to present his bills 
to the northern Abolition societies, whose prompt- 
itude in paying such bills, on the.certificate of the 
honorable member from Ohio, will not be doubted. 
They are capital paymasters. One or two of my 
professional brethren at home tried them, and found 
they bled freely. If the honorable member’s friend 
should, in consequence of being a stranger, and of 
his social connections, be of no service to his cli- 
ents, but the business have to be done by the law- 
yers of this District, who understand the local laws 
and the practice of the courts, and who, from their 
knowledge of the population, can understanding! 
challenge jurors—why, sò much the greater will 
be his obligations to the honorable member. The 
worst inference which, in the absence of the assu- 
rances of the honorable member, I could make, 
would be, that he had got his friend a fee, and 
done something to be talked of among the good 
propie of the Western Reserve—thus killing two 
irds with one stone; and if he failed in getting 
himself mobbed, why, he saved his bacon. ` 

A handsome young Englishman eloped to the 
continent with the ugly old wife of an earl. At 
Florence, he met a quondam: college chum, who 
asked him thus: ‘* Ned! what, in the name of all 
that is wonderful, made you run off with such a 
frightful bag of shuttles—such a withered, haggard, 
dried-up specimen of the feminine gender as is this 
countess?” “ Why,” said Ned, ‘I tried every 
way to do something to be talked of, and get 
into the gazette—all in vain. I determined to be 
notorious. ‘The countess was the only woman of 
rank who would run off with me, and find me 
guineas to make me happy. Had I run off with 
a young, beautiful commoner, it would have been 
a small affair. But a countess, eh! Notoriety, 
my dear fellow; notoriety is everything.” If the 
honorable member from Ohio worships the sanie 
goddess with this sprig of aristocracy, he will find 
her propitious, I fancy, under the circumstances, 
which seem to have grown up as if by magic to 
his hand. I am persuaded he will be a fixture in 
political life, here or elsewhere, not while ‘* sun 
and moon endure’’—not “ while grass grows and 
water runs’’—but so long as just his corner of 
Buncombe should have the bad taste to appreciate 
his services at Jess than their great value, it can so 
happen that he can become the subject of an expul- 
sion, an investigation, or of a fuss in general. 

Why, sir, the honorable member is not an ex- 
ception to the rule. Many a clever fellow, elected 
as the first choice of his district, and called a right 
smart man at home, sinks into disregard because he 
does nothing here for notoriety—nothing to be made 
the subject of an editorial, a letter, or a speech. 

I have made a sliding scale of the means of ac- 
quiring notoriety as a member of this House, 
drawn from the most authentic sources, and find 
them as follows: 

Ist. ‘To be gloriously persecuted. 

2d. To get into a fight. 

3d. To ace many heated altercations, and al- 
ways get the better in the way of hard sayings. 
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4th. To move a suspension of the rules often, for 

the purpose of introducing popular propositions. 
„5th. To make frequent personal explanations. 

It is true that the first three will be almost un- 
availing, unless you can get the editors and letter- 
writers to take the matter in hand; and it is also 
true that our masters have so far come to an un- 
derstanding of the last two, that none but a green 
one will rely much upon them. But if a man can 
only bring all of those means into his service, he 
is in a fair way to become a tall cedar, and, as a 
member of this House, perennial. 

I myself have never had any reason to complain 
of persecution. They lied on me some at home; 
but that was to be expected. Here.I have com- 
plained.of nothing. I had a bargain with one of 
my Democratic friends to get up an altercation, 

and consequent fight; but we abandoned the plan, 
for fear we should. both burst into a laugh, and so 
expose our plot. I have had thoughts of ‘ light- 
ing on” some little fellow of a Whig, but then I 
am afraid of ‘‘ foreign intervention.”’ 

The honorable.member from Ohio seems to un- 
derstand such things; and I appeal.to his personal 
kindness to get me into some scrape, which will 
make a great noise and fuss without hurting skin or 
‘bone,.so that my good constituents may see that I 
‘am fighting gloriously in their behalf. If the honor- 
able member refuse me this favor, I very much fear 
that I shall never enter this Hall after the expira- 
‘tion of the present Congress. To be sure lam 
-here late, early, and always, answer all letters, at- 
-tend to all commissions, vote on all questions, and 
make speeches when I can get the floor. But there 
ds no excitement in these things; they are too 
common. O! if I could only get myself terribly 
-mobbed, or whipped, or whip somebody, or get per- 
‘secuted! Verily, my good nature and my industry 
will be my ruin! Would it not be hard for aman 
to lose a seat in Congress only because he attends 
‘to his business, and will be a gentleman? 

‘But, sir, I am wandering somewhat from the 
‘point, I fear. 

In addition to the facts which I have stated, but 
little remains to be told. It is said that there have 
been mobs collected in this city, on two consecu- 
tive nights, following the events already narra- 
ted. I was present at one of them. It wasa very 
orderly mob—much more so than this House 
often is. It passed divers resolutions. I was not 
‘pleased with one of them. I am not always pleased 
with the resolutions adopted by this House. They 
resolved that if the editor of a certain abolition 
‘newspaper, published in Washington, did not, be- 


fore the next night, remove his press from the. 


District of Columbia, they would remove it for 
-him. He did not remove it. Atthe time appoint- 
ed the mob ‘* met pursuant to adjournment.” Did 
‘they tear down the press, or remove it? Nota bit 
of it. The editor of the abolition paper (to his 
honor be it spoken) stood his ground. He inform- 
- ed the most gentlemanly mob that, so far as their 
resolution was concerned, he was a nullifier. He 
threw himself upon his reserved rights. Where- 
upon this most polite and law-abiding mob (to its 
everlasting honor, and to the honor of Washington 
‘city, and of the District of Columbia, be it spoken) 
most magnanimously backed out, and nullified its 
own resolution; and there stands the abolition 
printing press and office in all their glory! That 
it was established here on purpose to be mobbed, 
-and demolished, so as to excite sympathy, and 
force abolition principles and feelings upon the 
‘people of the northern States, many do, and will 
continue to believe. I donot. Be thatas it may, 
if:the people of this District will not. demolish an 
abolition press, located among them, within a week 
-after near a. hundred of their slaves have been sto- 
len, they never will. ‘So mate it be. 

I believe I have narrated all the material facts, 
except that some blackguard, or abolitionist, threw 
a few stones out of jsome dark corner and broke a 

„window or two a little. 

‘t Behold how great a matter a little fire kindleth.”’ 

Out of this affair, a very animated discussion has 
arisen in this Hall, and the honorable. member 
from Ohio is, in one way or.the other, sure of his 
.crown.of martyrdom. The abolitionists of the 
‘North, and the cavaliers of the South (some of 
them) will, for once, agree in opinion. They will 
‘both swear (to the .best of their knowledge and 
belief) that there is a prodigious excitement all 
over the country. When a man is drunk he takes 
every man he.sees to be drunk. 


the church.members, but princi 


I am well aware that my calm mode of consid- 
ering this subject accords not at all with the polit- 
ical interests of abolitionists. Nor will it be ac- 
ceptable to the tastes of the thoroughbred south- 
ern cavalier. The interests of the one would be 
better subserved, and the tastes and feelings of the 
other more flattered, if I would go into some soft 
of a fit on the occasion of the discussion of this 
terrible topic! Excuse me, gentlemen, I am not 
spasmodically disposed. Iam not inclined to take 
either.a convulsion or an epileptic fit on the occa- 
sion. No! notevenan hysteric spasm. The topic 
is not a terrible one to me, nor to those by whose 
votes I am here. Your united arguments and 
vociferations cannot induce me to believe, or to 
say without believing it, that the Union is in 


any immediate danger on account of slavery or | 
Abolitionism, or of the folly or wickedness of 


either. 

I propose to give a synopsis of the opinions of 
myself, and of all (except about thirty) of those 
by whose votes I am here. Listen, and see how 
you like our way of thinking. I propose not only 
‘‘ to speak to the best of my knowledge and belief 
the truth, and nothing but the truth,” (as is, I be- 
lieve, usual here,) but also to “‘speak the whole 
truth; in which respect I shall perhaps be rather 
unfashionable. 

Our opinions are about as follows: 

Ist. The original cause of slavery—the stealing 
of men and women in Africa—was, in our opinion, 
an act, or a series of acts, of unnatural, oppressive, 
and unmitigated wrong. So, also, we think of 
knowingly purchasing, as slaves, the women and 


men thus stolen. 


2d. We understand, in reference to the holding of 
slaves by descent, or purchase from those to whom 
théy have descended, that it may or may not be 
wrong, according to circumstances and the intent 
of the actor. We generally would agree upon the 
declaration of one of the few churches, whose or- 
ganization in the United States has not been broken 
up (to their shame be it spoken) by the unprofita- 
ble agitation of this subject—not generally among 
lly among the 
clergy in their periodical assemblies, conventions, 
or conferences—which declaration, if my memory 


does not fail me, is in these words, to wit: ‘‘Slave- 
holding, as practised in these United States, is not, 
f, 


in itself, of necessity, sin.” 
3d. We believe that the introduction of slavery 


into the United States, though brought about by 
„acts In violation of his law, is of the providence of 


God; and that, in defiance of the madness of fanat- 
ics, and not by their agency, He will bring out of 
it great good to his creature man, the special object 
of his providence and grace. 

4th. We hold that, under the Constitution of the 
United States, Congress has no power to either 
authorize or prohibit slavery in any State or Ter- 
ritory of the United States. We admit the power 
of Congress to regulate slavery in the District of 
Columbia; and.we think that Congress ought to 
exercise that power by prudent and moderate legis- 
lation aimed at any abuses which exist. A strict 
construction of the Constitution forces us to this 
conclusion. As Democrats, we are bound to ad- 
here to a strict construction of thatinstrument. It 
is therein that we differ from Federalists, whom 
we accuse of frittering away the Constitution bya 
liberal construction of it. l 

I am aware that one of my votes, given in the 
last Congress upon an amendment to the Oregon 
bill, conflicts with an opinion expressed in this 
paragraph. That was before I had thought well 
upon the subject, with the Constitution before me. 
If any one wishes to hit me a personal rap, in retort 
for some of my general remarks not exactly to his 
taste, I can furnish him with much more glaring 
instances of change of opinion and practice, on my 
part, than.in this small matter. Iwasa Federalist 
once, and now I am a Democrat. I once believed, 
verily, that the first chapter of Genesis contained a 
literal narrative of facts, and that the world was 
only about six thousand years old: I now find in 
a chapter a beautiful specimen of Oriental alle- 
gory, shadowing forth the works and providence 
of God. How old the world is, I do not even begin 
to inquire. Geology proves it to be many millions 
of yẹars. since it had existence in some form. In 
practice, too, as well as opinion, I have changed 
much—I hope fòr the better. Any fool can be 
consistent, but it is only a man whose wisdom ex- 


| ceeds his personal pride, who will gladly abandon 


a Jerseyman, and a Virginian. 


heresy and embrace truth, as he shall, by gearch- 
ing, find it out. | 
Sth. We hold that some of our northern friends 
very gratuitously shoulder, as national sins, mat- 
ters of law, under the exclusive control of States 
and Territories. We deny, as antiquated, and as 
appertaining to a dark age, the notion that one 
man can be made morally responsible for any but 
his own acts, and those which he directly encour- 
ages others to commit. We are skeptical, gener- 


| ally, as to there being any.such thing as national 


sin. And, in this connection, we deny that it is 
any part of the duty of the people of New Eng- 
land, or of the Western Reserve, to repent of the 
sins of southern slaveholders. We deny the vir- 
tue of any such vicarious repentance; and, with all 
our charity, we sometimes fear that those who 
thus busy themselves about the transgressions of 
others, will, as a consequence, become sad phari- 
sees, and each go blundering along with an unmiti- 
gated beam in his own eye. We intimate this 
most respectfully. 

6th. We respectfully suggest to our slavehold- 
ing brethren to consider of the propriety of gradu- 
ally emancipating their slaves, and hope they will 
effect that object at the time they may judge best; 
and we make it a special request that they will so 
conduct the operation as not to inundate us with 
their emancipates. We dread the presence of a 
numerous colored population among us, and have 
endeavored to provide againstit by State legislation. 
But such laws will be evaded. The newspapers, 
from Maine to Texas, have said that our supreme 
court has decided our law on this subject to be 
unconstitutional; on the contrary, the court decided 
the law to be constitutional and binding. The 
court consisted of a man. from ‘‘ the ald Bay State,’’ 
The court was 
unanimous, I believe. The newspapers are not 
right always. i 

7th. We esteem.a professional slave-dealer as an 
unmitigated brute beast. x | 

Sth. We deny that an increase of the area of 
slavery will, of necessity, increase its volume, un- 
less the importation of slaves be again authorized, 
which no one thinks of. We can see that it may 
better the condition of slaves. We can see that 
the huddling together in a small compass of ‘the 
slaves of the country may accelerate emancipation. 
But we also see that such hasty emancipation 
would be likely to bring upon us in Indiana an 
avalanche of colored population. Admitting that 
evil is to be feared, as to the continuance of slavery 
as a consequence of extending its possible area, we 
deny the constitutional power of Congress to legis- 
late in prevention of that evil. It isa matter of 
municipal legislation appertaining to the States and 

erritories. We do not see theend. But we are 
sure that God does. 

9th. When we hear a man declaim about the 
hardship to northern laborers resulting from slave 
labor coming in competition with their labor, we 
are sure he does not understand himself, if he pro- 
poses, as a remedy, the abolition of slavery or its 
restriction. If the slaves be Sman paled, their 
labor will still and nevertheless continue to come 
in competition with the labor of the white man of 
the North. If the importation of slaves were prac- 
tised or allowed, the argument would -be good 
against such importation. The benevolent aboli- 
tionist or anti-slavery man ought not to insist on 
this argument. It is unsound. To remove the 
competition created by the labor of the colored 
man, it will not be sufficient to emancipate him. 
The poor fellow must be exterminated, to release the 
white labprer from the competition complained of 
It is very important sometimes to examine subjects. 
Do you remember the story of Dr. Franklin, the 
pace e T bucket of water, and the fish ? 

nough said ! 

10th. We doubt not but that there are many 
cruel masters in the South, who misuse and treat 
cruelly their slaves, to a greater or less extent; but 
we do not believe that God sent all the evil human 
nature into the southern States, and all the choice 
qualities of the same article into New England, 
New York, the Western Reserve, &c. We guess 
He adjusted the matter about equally. A man of 


wealth and of a cruel disposition in the South, we 


suppose, will indulge himself in oppression and 
cruelty towards his slaves; and the same sort of a 
man in the North will anguse himself by lording it 
over his.poor neighbors, oppressing the widow and 
the fatherless, and tyrannizing over his wife, chil- 
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dren, and servants. One thing we know: eman- 
cipated negroes and runaways among us, after a 
little experience, universally prefer being employed 
as servants by thgse of our people who are from 
Kentucky and Virginia. They say that Yankees 
do not know how to treat colored people. In fact, 
I have frequently known them prefer pinching 
want, in their own little cabins, to profitable ser- 
vice in the most respectable families from the east- 
ern States. 

Moreover, we doubt not but that the truly be- 
nevolent man can, and does, as the owner of slaves, 
find numerous opportunities of exerting his good 
qualities in his demeanor towards them. He can 
be, and frequently is, to his slaves, friend, coun- 
sellor, and physician. We are of opinion that 
such masters are more peauenty found in rural 
life than in towns. The town spoils the slave, and 
does not morally improve the master. We believe 


that a great deal of southern benevolence finds 


scope in most praiseworthy efforts to improve the 
condition of the slave; and are satisfied that, in 
many instances, southern chivalry expends much 
tenderness upon the female slave. e do not 
praise this. 

New England is full of benevolence. Witness 
the numerous associations formed with a design 
to better the condition of man. Sometimes, when 
we become a little pharisaical ourselves, we in ward- 
ly smile at the ostentation of the thing; but we 
give a hospitable reception to all the missionaries 
the New England societies send among us to con- 
vert the heathen‘of Indiana; and, thus far, some 
of our young savages marry the female teachers 
they send us, about as soon as they come to hand. 
Send them on. They make good wives; and they 
look ** so almighty slick,” that they will soon be 
released from school-teaching, by being called to 
preside over the houses of young Hoosiers. If 
they preside over the Hoosier’s person and mind, 
as well as over his affairs, why—no odds—it is 
not slavery. We hold the northern and southern 
people to be alike good and alike bad. They are 

ood and bad in different ways. Were we to crit- 
icise you, we should say that there are a good 
many sinners in the South, and a good many Phari- 
sees at the North; and we doubt not that if you 
were to get out of temper with us, on precisely the 
same day, you could get up a joint meeting of pu- 
ritans and cavaliers, and unanimously vote us out 
of the synagogue as publicans. Do so, if you feel 
like it. In return, we wish you both well, and 
pray God to cure you of your mutual disposition 
to repent of each other’s sins, whereby you con- 
vert this Hall into an arena for unreasonable, un- 
charitable, and reproachful squabbling, in which 
we take no interest, except to be pained thereby. 
We have no respect for your unfraternai objurga- 
tions. Excuse our plainness. It is our way. 


llth. We have witnessed, for years, the un- 
profitable and most injurious effects resulting from 
efforts to legislate, contrary to the Constitution, on 
the subject of slavery; whereby much time has 
been wasted, and much ill feeling and local jealousy 
brought into existence, and have resolved to es- 
teem most highly those who are most silent on 
that topicin this Hall. We are aware that Demo- 
crats, professing to be strict constructionists, some- 
times bring the subject forward. For the benefit 
of such, I will tell a story. A clever young Hoosier 
was riding along one of our roads.’ He was mount- 
ed on a full-blooded whip and Bertrand horse. He 
met a wealthy and respectable gentleman, reason- 
ably good-looking, very ruddy, and rather oldish, 
who was mounted on the ugliest specimen of horse- 
flesh imaginable. He (the horse, not the man) 
was snip-nosed, big-headed, e dente e 
backed, hog-rumped, sickle-hamed, timber-limbed, 
knock-kneed, and clump-footed. Moreover, his 
mane and tail were not flowing, but bristly; each 
fetlock was like a festoon of chestnut burs, and he 


- had a vile trick of stumbling against any other 


horse he met onthe road. In that way he victim- 
ized the horse of our young cavalier, repeatedly, 
while the two riders were taking a chat en passant. 
The following dialogue thereupon took place be- 
tween the rider of the fine horse, whom we will 
call for the nonce Blood, and the rider of the ugly 
horse, whom we will temporarily christen by the 
name of Jade. 

Blood. I say, my dearsir, you ride justa leetle the ugliest 
specimen of horsetiesh I ever did see. It is a mortal shame 


to be riding such an animal round the country, blundering 
against people. See, your abominable beast has corked my 


horse till he will limp for a month, and he has barked my 
shin like blazes. You ought to shoot him. 

Jude. Iam bound to acknowledge that my horse is no 
beauty, and he is no great saddle horse. But for ploughing 
corn, harrowing in oats, snaking logs, and riding round the 
farm, he is capital; and then he is so good and quiet for the 
boys to ride to mili, and the old woman to ineeting. I ad- 
mit he is a bad roadster, and blunders against people to a 


degree. ButI say, let them keep out of the way. 


lood. Have you no better saddle-horse? 

Jade. Yes, several; but it suits me to ride this beast. I 
think to force some one to huy him. 

Blood. Soh! old fellow, is that your policy? Now, I do 
not blame your horse for being ugly. Heis as he was made. 
I do not blame you for owning him, and using him at home, 
for your ploughing, harrowiug, and snaking, and for your 
domestic riding round your farm; but if you are a clever 
fellow, you will keep that horse at home. 

And so say I to northern Democrats of the Wil- 
mot proviso and self-called anti-extension-of-the- 
area-of-slavery OR You cannĝt expect ever 
to convert southern Democrats. You tried your 
hand at browbeating western Democrats last Con- 
gress; you made personal attacks upon them; 
your few adherents in their districts clandestinely 
sought to subvert them; but they are here again ; 
and several who voted with you last Congress 
now vote against you. The old men—the neigh- 
borhood politicians, who love the unity of the 
Democratic party, and look upon it as the rock 
of political safety—gave some of them a hint, I 
guess. And from the way the northern Democratic 
votes go, I guess there have been some hints given 
and taken in that quarter. Your ugly beast of a 
horse may carry you through your districts well 
enough; but if you bring him here upon the na- 
tional highway, the riding of him can give you 
small satisfaction, unless you can find a malicious 
pleasure in the idea that you may unhorse a neigh- 
bor, or mayhap at least make him rub a shin. In 
the spirit of kindness, I tell you to keep that horse 
at home. But, say you, our constituents expect us 
to ride that horse. We rode him through our dis- 
tricts. He carried us into the affections of our 
constituents, for when we went a-wooing to them, 
we were ever on his back. Well, then, go to them 
and tell them the truth. Tell them that this same 
horse is a bad cross of democracy and abolition- 
ism; that he wins no race on the national demo- 
cratic course; that, in ploughing the national corn- 
field he runs on and ploughs up the corn and leaves 


_the weeds standing; and that no one regards him 


with either respect or fear, except now and then a 


cavalier, who takes a fright at him, before he gets. 


used to him. If that fails, read my speech to them; 
and if that fails, advise them that they ought to 
vote with the Abolitionists, and say so to them in 
the spirit of kindness, as I now speak to you, 
“ Honesty is the best policy.” We know that 
your course is so disgustful to the Democrats of 
the southern States, that if the middle and western 
States were to follow you, the southern Democ- 
racy would withdraw from their connection with 
northern Democrats, and the party organization 
would thus be broken up. This would bring all 
the elections of President into this House, to be 
carried by the highest bidder, or by corrupt coali- 
tions of mere factions, without reference to prin- 
ciple. I wish to be in order, Mr. Speaker. I do 
not mean this House. This House is honest. But 
if parties, based upon principle, cease to control 
this Government, factions, having no common 
bond but love of place and plunder, will control it; 
and if honest parties are subverted or dissolved, 
and factions prevail, Presidential elections will con- 
stantly or frequently come into this House; and, 
in that event, you will not have an honest House 
here long. No, sir! This temple of liberty will 
become ‘‘a den of thieves. ”’ 

We cannot, therefore, go with you. Weare the 
majority of the Democratic party—i. e., we and 
the southern Democracy—with whom we continue 
to jog along pretty comfortably by the exercise of 
no more mutual forbearance and charity than our 
Bible enjoins, and by refraining from mutual 
aggression or reproach. In this matter, we tell 
you before the country, the world, and God, that 
you are aggressors. No one is seeking to impose 
any slavery upon you; and no one asks you to vote 
for a law to establish slavery anywhere. We will 
not so vote. If you choose to thake yourselves 
responsible for the possible—not probable—exist- 
ence of slavery, (established by no vote of yours, 
and against your advice,) but possibly to exist as 
you may imagine, for the want of a previous 
restriction, which, if enacted, would be void for 
the want of constitutional authority, and which 
would be open to repeal by Congress, or by the 


act of the people interested, —why, all we have to 
say is, that, on this one subject, you have marvel» 
ously susceptible consciences. God give you equal 
susceptibility on matters of personal, morality, and 
emotion of heart and life. 

I say, we are the majority; and if you cannot 
keep that horse of yours at home, for home service, 
we will not “ read you out;’’ but we will say to 

ou, in all kindness, that it were best you should 
join yourselves to the abolitionists. They are an 
ambitious party, and will receive you, asking no 
questions, provided you will profess the ‘one 
idea,’’ and give them your votes. 

In the name of those who sent me here, I have 
oe the result of our political lucubrations in 

oosierland. If you do not like it, there is no 
harm done. We charge you nothing for it. 

I have a few words to say, as of myself, and 
without any special instruction; though I judge 
perfectly in accordance with the views of those 
who sent me here. 

I wish to show, not only that there is no occasion 
for the angry discussion of matters appertaining to 
slavery, but moreover that there is no one section 
of this Union whose people have any right to 
assume the attitude of censors on the subject of 
slavery, and deal out reproofs, reproaches, and 
anathemas upon those who hold slaves, and do so 
conscientiously. p ° 

New England and Old England instituted slavery 

in the colonies before the Revolution. While New 
England could take rum, and guns, and gunpow- 
der to Africa and -barter them for negroes; take 
the negroes to the southern colonies and barter 
them for cotton, sugar, indigo, and rice; take the 
cotton, sugar, indigo, and rice to England and bar- 
ter them for manufactures, and bring the manufac- 
tures home and sell them—making four profits on 
the capital invested, to wit: one profit on the rum, 
guns, and gunpowder; another on the negroes; 
another on the cotton, sugar, rice, and indigo; and 
a fourth on the manufactures; New England net 
only did not allege aught against slaveholding, but 
she justified and maintained man-stealing. She 
moreover justified the selling of rum to poison the 
poor Africans, and maintained, by the sale of guns 
and gunpowder, the bloody and desolating wars 
in Africa which brought victims to your slave 
marts. 
__ These things, sons of the Pilgrims, your fathers 
did. The thing worked in a circle. Their rum 
turned the African chief into a demon. ‘To obtain 
more of the accursed fire, he would sell his own 
people, or make war on a neighboring tribe, to 
bring them to the slave ships of your fathers. The 
slaves brought high prices in the South, where the 
climate and soil made their labor more profitable 
than in New England. Therefore, and not be- 
cause they thought slavery an evil, which they 
wished to keep far from them, they sold the ne- 
groes in the South. The South had no ships; your 
fathers had them, and therefore they received in 
exchange for the negroes the products of the South, 
and carried them abroad to exchange for manu- 
factures to be sold at home. Though born in 
Pennsylvania, I am a full-blooded Yankee; and I 
stand here, sustained by all history, and say our 
fathers were man-stealers. Some of them did not 
personally participate, but they stood by and said 
never a word for poor Africa. An adyocate of the 
doctrine of national sins among you ought to go 
into sackcloth and ashes, on account of this, inf- 
quity of our fathers. 

When, by importations, and by sending off her 
own household slaves to be sold at the South, the 
market was fully supplied, so that the ordinary 
increase of population would forever keep the 
South full of slaves, and no more money could be 
made out of the slave trade, New England began 
to grow moral. In process of time, the slave trade 
was forbidden by the common consent of the South 
and the North. 

Now, if New England would go to the southerh 
slaveholders and say, ‘‘Our fathers stole men, 
women, and children in Africa, brought them 
to this country, and ‘sold them to your fathers; in 
those dark days this was deemed to be right; but 
now God requires all men everywhere to repent. 
We are constrained to admit that our fathers were 

iratical thieves, and that your fathers were no 

etter, for they were receivers. We must do 
right, let what will come of it. The full price 
which your fathers paid to our fathers for the ne- 
groes has built up our cities and factories, and sent 
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our sails to be filled by every breeze of heaven. 
You, too, have derived profits. Your slaves have 
increased in number rather more than they have 
decreased in value. We must emancipate these 
slaves. We will tax ourselves, and pay you half 
price for your slaves, and let them go free;’’—I 
should speak welf for her honesty and fairness. 
New England forgets all the past. She forgets 
even so much of the present as does not sustain 
her position. She forgets that the present genera- 
tion of slaveholders are neither thieves nor receiv- 
ers; that slavery des¢ended to them, and is fixed 
upon them by laws and circumstances prohibiting 
their sudden repeal or modification. She forgets 
that her sons are ‘‘sharp at a bargain,” and are 
as much controlled by interest as any other people. 
She forgets that mighty interests are involved in 
this slavery question, and expects the South to be 
as sacrificingly moral as she herself is when in- 
terest and morality do not conflict. She cannot 
ask or force the South to emancipate. But she 
asks the South to submit to laws or policy which 
will keep the volume of slavery forever pent up 
within its present bounds, so as to force emanci- 
pation by circumstances, and as the result of the 
unhappy condition of botħ master and slave. How 
would New England take it, if the South were to 
demand that some great northern interest should 
be thus strangled? 

New England also demands such legislation as 
shall admit of no ether interpretation than as a 
national sentence against the practice of holding 
slaves. The South will not quarrel with any moral- 
ist who will, in ordinary speech; or writing, con- 
demn them on this point. But to ask them to sub- 
mit to a national sentence, solemnly voted, and 
recorded, in the form of an act of Congress, is ask- 
ing what neither southern nor any other human 
nature can endure. The fact is, New England is 
not very charitable—does not ‘‘hope the best 
things.” New England is a very great part of the 
world. Her people are a great people. They err, 
however, in other respects as well as in repenting 
of their neighbor’s sins. ‘They affect to act as the 
vicegerents of Providence, in reference to the 
slavery question. God governs the world. I rev- 
erence N. ew England—especially New Hampshire 
and Maine, which have not yet been permanently 
overrun with the spirit of self-righteousness and 
vicarious repentance; but I scarce expect to be in- 
vited within her borders to make political speeches, 
and be dined and feted. No odds! The blood of 
her Barbers and Watsons is in my veins. God 
bless her. _ 

New York does not consider herself a part of 
New England, though partially so considered in 
my country, because the blood of the Yankee has 
almost entirely displaced that of the Knicker- 
bocker. j 

New York was a great State. It has, however, 
adopted—in part, at least—such opinions in refer- 
ence to slavery as are impracticable and inconsist- 
ent with the unity of the Democratic party, and 
thus nullified herself as a Democratic State. Neb- 
uchadnezzar was a great monarch. But he went 
mad, and was turned out to grass. The low diet 
poe salutary, and his reason returned. I be- 
ieve I am prepared to turn New York out to grass. 
i DTA when New York spoke, I made a sign 

to the Hoosiers to listen. But now it speaks so 
strangely, that I say to it, ‘ Signor Benedict! I 
wonder you will be talking so. No one minds 
you. 

Mr. Speaker, during last Congress I repeatedly 
heard the epithet ‘‘ dough-face” flung out here— 
aimed, as I understood it, at Democrats from the 
free States who advocate opinions such as I have 
to-day expressed. Something of the same kind, 
if I mistake not, has fallen from the lips of one or 
two members during the present session. When an 
abolitionist takes occasion to be smart in that way, 
I have no serious answer for him. I never hold 
any grave discussion with any of them, because 
their discussions run too much into rant and decla- 
mation for an old-fashioned platform Democrat, 
such as I am. When a Whig aims to be racy by 
‘calling names— dough-face’’—I do not hurl it 
back in his face with unutterable scorn. No, sir! 
I have no unutterable scorn. I can always give 
expression to as much of that passion or sentiment 
(which is it?) as I feel. I simply hand it back to 
him, with the good-natured disregard of a man 
conscious of rectitude and of patriotic motives, and 
I say to him, Here, my friend, take this ‘* dough- 


face.” The “face” yqu may dispose of at your 
pleasure; but take me care of the “ dough.” It 
will make a most appropriate conscience and creed 
for the universal W ig partý, as represented in its 
head men, politicians, and general olio material, 
composed of New England Federalism, southern 
and westérn Whigery, and seasoned with aboli- 
tionism in the northern and western quarters, to 
exactly suit the taste of “all inquiring friends.” 
And, sir, should any honorable member, calling 
himself a Democrat, have occasion to use that epi- 
thet as applicable to me, I hope he will give me 
notice, so that I may give him my attention. 
Then, if when he comes to the end of the sentence, 
or paragraph, in which he uses the epithet, he will, 
in conformity with the usual courtesy here, yield 
me the floor for exactly a minute and a half, I 
will, without offence, either give him an answer, 
or tell a true story which will stand for an answer. 
Mr. Speaker, my constituents have been expect- 


ing me to make a war speech. But I have defer- 


red doing so, lest I might retard the passage of 
bills providing for carrying on the war. After the 
treaty shall be ratified, or, that failing, after the 
necessary bills for carrying on the war shall have 
passed, | will, if I can obtain the floor, make a war 
ge expressive of my views upon the war and 
all incidental topics. - But, at present, I prefer 
voting to speaking; and nothing would have tempt- 
ed me to speak now, but that Í saw that about so 
much time would, in any event, be occupied by 
this discussion, and I thought I might as well oc- 
cupy the floor as a better man. Besides, sir, I 
think that members from the northern slave States 
and the southern free States, where the people are 
not stark staring mad on this subject, but have all 
their sober senses about them, ought to take the 
floor whenever this subject comes up, and keep the 
peace between the anti-slavery sons of the Pilgrims 
and the Cavaliers, to each of whom this subject 
seems to be one on which they delight to “ pile up 
the agony.”’ 

Occasionally I hear, in discussions and conver- 
sations, threats of adissolution of the Union. These 
threats generally come from New England, or from 
the slave States on the Atlantic slope. From this, 
one might infer that some of the old thirteen States 
have been wedded so long, and experienced so 
many family jars, as to have become disposed to 
trifle with their marriage vow. In the middle and 
western States a very different feeling prevails. 
In the West, we consider the Union our aLL. New 
England and the Atlantic slave States are far apart; 
and we hope and believe that their mutual objur- 
gations amount to no more than a scolding-match 
between two querulous parties separated by an 
impassable barrier. We are that barrier. We 
guess there will be no fight; but, if there be one, 
we are aware, that unless we of the middle and 
western States take decided and high ground, our 
territory will be the “ debatable ground” ofa na- 
tional passage at arms, as it now is of the slavery 
agitation; and thus we shall be victimized in war 
as we now are in politics. We shall tamely sub- 
mit to nothing of the sort. It amuses us to hear 
sons, who acknowledge that their fathers were 
thieves, twit others with being the sons of receivers 
or accessaries after the fact, and to hear these last 
run into a defence of that for which their most le- 
gitimate justification is, that they cannot help them- 
selves. We do not believe that either mean half 
they say. But just show us that you are in earnest, 
and I give you notice, on behalf of those who are 
victimized by your unreasonable political squab- 
bles, that when you dissolve the Union, you shall 
not survey a boundary line through or near our 
borders. We of the middle and western States 
will stick to both of you like leeches. You, who 
are so busy fomenting discontents on this subject, 
may secede from the Union in welcome, and you 
will not be much missed. But divide the Union 
you shall not! Weswearir! And if you talk 
about a fight, I give you notice that you cannot 
make the territory of the middle States your battle- 
field. If you refuse.us sureties for the peace, and 
go to loggerheads, you may catch a joint pummel- 
Ing at our hands. We are the backbone of the 
Union, we would have you to know. A dissolu- 
tion of the Union would ruin us; and we are re- 
solved not to be ruined. ‘The southern free States, 
the northern slave States, and the Mississippi val- 
ley, can jog along together comfortably. They 
cannot and will not do without the union of the 
States. The middle States are waking up, and 


beginning to understand this slavery agitation. 
The western States hear the Union threatened, 
and feel ** wolfy.’’ So look out, Messrs. Pilgrim 
and Cavalier, or you will hear thunder ! 

I have a few words to say to these same cava- 
liers, and I will cease to speak. Your fathers were 
the receivers of stolen property. No decent man 
will reproach you with that. The ultra Calvinism 
which construes literally, and in a damning sense, 
the declaration that ‘the fathers have eaten’ sour 
grapes, and the children’s teeth are set on edge,” 
cannot now be found, except in the study of some 
D. D., or in some other dark corner of the earth. 
In the studies of the ordinary parochial clergy- 
man, or circuit preacher, it is not now generally 
to be found. Slaveholding is fixed upon you by 
circumstances much more stubborn than are your 
State laws. The Pilgrim Fathers stole this prop- 
erty, and sold it to your fathers. Their sons, now- 
a-days—some of them—think to make atonement 
for the larceny of their fathers, by stealing back 
some of the increase of this same property. Such 
is their notion. Besides, having repented ofall 
their own sins, relieved all the distress in their 
own vicinity, and acquired all possible moral 
knowledge, they missionate with a view to find 
sins to be repented of, distress to be relieved, and 
ignorance to be enlightened. They find you in pos- 
session of slaves,in thë course of their charitable per- 
ambulations, and come to the conclusion that in this 
you are wrong. Located at a distance from you, 
they do not naturally come into a knowledge of the 
peculiar circumstances which make it impossible 
for you to relieve yourselves of this evil. Instead 
of making the matter a subject of friendly remon- 
strance to you personally, they hold meetings at a 
distance, and resolve and declaim against you, and 
send madmen or bigots to the national councils to 
agitate and denounce. Ifyourslavesrun off tothem, 
they hide them. Sometimes emissaries come from 
among them, and steal your slaves. All this is very 
provoking. If loud complaining would cure the 
evil, I would say, shout your complaints. But it does 
no good. These circumstances are as stubborn as 
are the circumstances which fix slaveholding upon 
you. Allthe o a Paton and people 
are not arrayed against you. any even of those 
who, by their sermons, speeches, and conversa- 
tions, encourage the larcenies of which you com- 
plain, do not mean to produce that effect. Those in 
the non-slaveholding States, who understand the 
matter, and are prepared to sustain all your rights, 
have no special or personal interest in doing so, 
and are therefore rather sluggish in moving: while 
they who are against you, like al] men more or less 
imbued with any “single idea,” are active, energet- 
ic, and ubiquitous. These, also, are circumstances 
which no efforts of yours can modify. Your best 
reliance is upon the Constitution, and those who 
judicially administer it. It is not always an indi- 
cation that the people of a Congressional district 
are unconstitutionally hostile to your interests, 
that their representative here promulges unconsti- 
tutional dogmas. The advocates of the ‘‘ one idea’’ 
are, as I have said, active, energetic, and ubiqui- 
tous. They are, moreover, Jesuitical, in the bad 
sense of the term. Fifty of them, who do not 
openly act with the abolitionists, will do wonders 
in a Congressional district. If their representative 
here does his duty to the Union, by speaking and 
voting against their opinions, they know how to 
attack him. Suppressing the true reason of their 
hostility, they will unitedly and simultaneously 
throw into circulation considerations, true or false, 
or partly both, calculated to produce general im- 
pressions against him. With much personal pop- 
ularity, and general acquaintance with the people 
of his district, he may sustain himself for a time; 
but, in the end, he will probably fall, (not gener- 
ally, however, to be succeeded by a man of ‘‘ one 
idea,’’) and he, and he one will know the dirty 
agency which has subverted him. A politician who 
thinks only of achieving an election; who under- 
values his personal independence; and who either 
knows not of, or cares not for, the mischief his 
course will work to the Union, to his political party, 
and to the States, will generally condescend to give 
some sort of assurance to the professors of the 
‘ one idea,” to secure their active services in pro- 
ducing his nomination and election. When he 
comes here, he must redeem it. The mass of his 
constituents, who disapprove of his votes or course, 
having many ideas, do not lay much stress on the 
matter. They may write to him, expressing their 
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regret, and there will end their movement,.gen- 
erally, but not always. On the other hand, the 
‘one idea” put? into requisition all its powers to 
sustain its representative. From this account of 
the matter, hi will perceive how it is that the 
number of the representatives of the ‘‘ one idea,’ 
nominally belonging to other parties, fluctuates as 
it does. [ have said that not more than thirty or 
forty of the Democrats (so called) of my district 
are of the ‘ one-idea’’ school. Many of them are 
known only to myself. Each one of them I know 
for my sworn enemy, politically. They have been, 
are, and will continue to be, active, energetic, and 
ybiquitous. 

In this state of circumstances, the Democrats of 
the South will see the propriety of living ‘‘ by 
faith,” and not ** by sight.” Things are not al- 
ways as they appear. In the middle and western 
Democratic States, public opinion is, in the main, 
sound on the subject I am speaking of. State legis- 
lation, offensive to the rights and feelings of the 
slaveholder, instead of being an index of public 
opinion, is generally the result of the activity, en- 
ergy, and ubiquity of the men of ‘‘ one idea,” and 
of the apathy and inattention of others. At all 
events, I respectfully suggest to southern men the 
propriety of not permitting the presentation of a 
few petitions, the offering of a resolution, or the 
speech of a man they call ‘ fanatic,” to throw 
them into fits. 

Mr. Speaker, [ doubt not it will be said that I 
have made a very imprudent speech. I answer, 
that when I took up my pen to write this speech, 
I took leave of prudence. Itis ‘a rascally virtue,” 
as ordinarily exercised and exerted. I have called 
to my aid a higher virtue. [I have written and 
spoken under the inspiration of truth. 

Mr. GIDDINGS next obtained the floor. He 
said, that whatever remarks he might make on 
this occasion, it was no part of his intention to 
reply to what had been said by the gentleman who 
had just taken his seat. Before he commenced 
any regular series of remarks, he wished to take 
occasion to say further, that he had supposed that, 
after a ten years’ service in this Hall; after so many 
times expressing the sentiments which he had so 
long held, and which he thought were so well un- 
derstood by the members of this House, he could 
not have been made to believe that gentlemen, 
either from the North or the South, could have so 
misapprehended his sentiments until he had heard 
. Buch impressions avowéd by them. He wished 
the attention of the House and the country while 
he declared that no man in this Hall or elsewhere 
could lay his hand upon a remark, resolution, or 
speech of his, in which he had ever claimed the 
privilege -of interfering with slavery in the States 
of this Union. For two days, something like a 
dozen gentlemen from the South had imputed to 
him intentions to interfere with their institutions. 
Now, if any gentleman in this Hall could lay his 
hand upon a resolution, speech, declaration, or 
effort of his to interfere with the institution of 
slavery in the States, let him stand up in this 
House in the presence of the nation and avow it. 
He would yield to the gentleman. [He here 
ps for a moment, and, no gentleman rising, 

e proceeded.] Was there any one here (he asked) 
who would take upon himself the responsibility 
of declaring that such an intimation had ever fallen 
from his (Mr. G.’s) lips? If none, where were 
the gentlemen who for days had been imputing to 
him such motives? Where did they stand before 
the people of this country? It was a duty which 
he owed to himself, to the people whom he repre- 
sented, again to disavow all such feelings, inten- 
tions, purposes, motives, or designs. He was 
once expelled from this Hall, or rather, censured 
here, for declaring this very identical doctrine, 
that Congress had not the power to interfere with 
that institution. He now took occasion to say, 
that the people of the slave States of this Union 
held that institution supreme, uncontrolled under 
the Constitution of the United States, beyond the 
power of this Government to interfere with it for 
any purpose, or to any extent, with one exception, 
and that was, their power of legislation in regard to 
fugitive slaves. ‘The people of the free States had 
the indisputable right to remain free from its con- 
tamination, unstained with its guilt, exempt en- 
tirely from its support, and disconnected with all its 
turpitude. He said that they had no claim on the 
people of the free States to extend that institution 


or to associate with new slaveholding States; that | 


they had no right to ask the free people of the 
North to associate themselves with slaveholders 
‘In Mexico, who, owning one hundred slaves, 
would wield an influence on this floor equal to 
sixty freemen. Therefore, it was one of hig car- 
dinal poppe. and one of those whom he repre- 
sented, not to associate with any new slaveholding 
‘States or slaveholding territory. These were their 
sentiments: Keep your slavery where it is, and 
manage it according to your own judgment and 
‘discretion. With it we never had constitution- 
ally, and never will have, anything to do. 

Mr. MEADE (the floor being yielded) desired 
to ask the gentleman what was his object in so fre- 
quently introducing the subject into this Hall, if it 
were not to operate on southern institutions? 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he had invited gentlemen, 
if they had ever heard a word from him affirming 
the power of Congress to interfere with the institu- 
tion of slavery in the States, to say so. Did the 
gentleman from Virginia pretend ever to have heard 
from his lips such a proposition? No; no gentle- 
man had ever heard it; no gentleman could be 
found to rise and declare that he had. 

Mr. MEADE (in his seat) called upon the gen- 
tleman to answer his question. 

Mr. GIDDINGS replied he would do it; but he 
‘did not like to have the gentleman consume his 
time by putting questions wholly irrelevant to the 
a a he was discussing. 

he gentleman asked him what were his mo- 
tives in discussing this subject? To wash his 
hands, and those of the people of the North, from 
the stain of supporting this institution in this Dis- 
trict. Did the gentleman suppose that, because he 
would not interfere with the slavery of the South, 
he was to stand here with his lips hermetically 
sealed from expressing his sentiments upon the 
outrages and wrongs perpetrated in upholding this 
institution in this District? No; he would unseal 
them, he would give expression to his deep ab- 
horrence. Would gentlemen say that he was not 
to speak upon slavery here because they had slaves 
at the South? Take care of your own slaves, (said 
he;) we will look to those under our protection. 

He was remarking that he stood here as a legis- 
lator under the Constitution. His duties were 
plain, so plain that the way fare man, though a 
fool, could not mistake them. ‘They were to let 
the slavery of the southern States alone. It had 
ever been the duty of the National Legislature to 
let it be; and when they established it in this Dis- 
trict, they violated their duty to God and to their 
fellow-men; they had violated the duties which 
they owed to themselves, their constituents, and 
the human race. Now, repeal those laws which 
involved them in the turpitude of maintaining this 
institation, and then they would have done with 
it; and he, for one, would never mention it here 
or elsewhere as a member of this body. ‘This re- 
sult they intended to bring about; and he took 
occasion to say to gentlemen, You shall not bring 
us to share with you in the guilt and the turpitude 
of this traffic in human flesh now carried on here 
under our protection. It was the voice of the peo- 
ple of the free States that they would not remain 
thus contaminated with the guilt of that institution; 
and he said to gentlemen that they would have 
this; they would not vote for their Presidents or 
any other officers who undertook to hold them 
partakers in that guilt and iniquity. The separa- 
tion of this Government from all interference with 
slavery was the motto which they had placed on 
their banner. It was freedom; the rights of man, 
uncontaminated with this foul blot on the Ameri- 
can escutcheon. 

It was no part of his intention to reply to the as- 
saults made upon him a few days since, when this 
matter was under consideration. He had to do 
with more important matters than defending him- 
self. These personal reflections were unbecoming 
the solemn occasion on which they were now dis- 
cussing the rights of humanity. He had taken 
occasion, for the hundredth time, to define his posi- 
tion; and when gentlemen imputed to him senti- 
ments which they knew he did not entertain, he 
told them to beware lest their misrepresentations 
should be exposed. Gentlemen of the South had 
introduced the discussion of this subject here. It 
was a question which was discussed in all our legis- 
lative bodies throughout the United States;. which 
was discussed in our political conventions, by our 
newspaper press, and by our literary periodicals; 
in our ‘school districte and township meetings; 


in prayers and the sacred pulpit; by the fireside 
and by the wayside; and he said to gentlemen, 
it was too late in the day to attempt to suppress 
the discussion of this question. It would be dis- 
cussed. Yet he must say he had not been desir- 
ous, nor in any way instrumental in introducing 
this subject into discussion at thf time. He deem- 
ed it inappropriate. The resolution of his friend 
from Massachusetts did not allude to the institu- 
tion of slavery in any way, either directly or indi- 
rectly. This resolution proposed an investigation 
to ascertain a simple matter of fact. In its pream- 
ble it recited that reports had reached the ears of 
members of this body that a lawless mob had 
existed in this city for two nights previous to the 
introduction of the resolution, setting at defiance 
the constituted authorities and the laws of the 
United States; and the proposition was, to inquire 
whether such was the fact. lt also stated that cer- 
tain members of this body had been menaced by 
this lawless mob, and it proposed an inquiry into 
this fact. As gentlemen had imputed to him (Mr. 
G.) that he was the individual menaced, it was 
proper for him to say that he had had no. hand 
in Introducing the resolution; the gentleman had 
done it on the motion of his own will and not his, 
(Mr. G.’s.) Gentlemen had represented him as not 
only introducing this resolution, but as insisting on 
the protection of this body. They had represent- 
ed the gentleman from Massachusetts as asking 
the protection of this House. There was nothing 
in this resolution regarding protection. It only 
proposed to ascertain the fact whether members of 
Congress had been menaced by a lawless mob in 
the city of Washington. It was to let the people 
of the States throughout this Union know whether 
their Representatives, sent here for the discharge 
of their public duties, while confining themselves 
to this district, had been menaced by lawless vio- 
lence. Did any man suppose that he (Mr. G.) 
asked the protection of this body? If he ever had 
occasion under heaven to ask protection from an 
human being, it was from this body, not of it. fe 
he had ever seen a lawless mob, it was on Tuesday 
last at the jail and in this House. He had heard 
members here, while the galleries were filled, and 
while many composing the mob were said to be in 
them, declare themselves ready to justify the mob 
to the fullest extent. He had no disposition to 
look for protection to a body from which he had 
received as many indignities as he had from mem- 
bers of Congress? as he, at this late day, to 
come here to ask for protection? No. It was no 
part of his object. No, said he, let the House 
protect its own honor; protect their own dignity; 
and he would take care of the protection of his 
person in his own way. 

He therefore said that this inquiry was plain and 
simple in itself. Its object was to carry informa- 
tion to the people of this Union. To inform them 
of the feeling that existed in this slaveholding com- 
munity. To expose the spirit of violence and 
anarchy which was exhibited here against those 
who dared to speak the sentiments which they 
entertained in favor of liberty, and the rights of 
humanity. 

He wanted his constituents, the people of his 
State, and the free States, to understand what vio- 
lence and lawless mobs arose from the slavehold- 
ing and slavedealing influence in this District. This 
was what he a them to understand. He 
cared not whether the House passed this resolution 
or not. It was well known to the members of this 
House, that for forty-eight hours prior to the in- 
troduction of this resolution, a lawless mob did 
control this city; that men (if report was true, and 
there was no reason to doubt it) in office, clerks 
in the employment of the United States, attended 
and led on that mob; that men in official stations 
were there stimulating that mob to violence; that 
the mob conaisted the first night of hundreds, and 
the next night of thousands; and during this time, 
here, where the arms, munitions, and the whole 
power of protection, was committed to the Execu- 
tive officers of the Government, not a movement 
was made to suppress it, so far as they were con- 
cerned. The object of this mob unquestionably- 
was to prostrate one of the presses of this city. 
There was no doubt about that. And not only 
this, but who were those who led it on? Not the 
respectable citizens of the city of Washington; so 
far as he knew their deportment, they were to be 
excepted from any charge of participating in the 
diagrace. They were your slavedealers from. Bal- 
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timore, Alexandria, Richmond, and the surround- 
ing country; it was the slavedealers and slave- 
breeders; the men who raise mankind for market, 
whose living and support was by raising and sell- 
ing theirfellow-men. Itwasthatclass of characters 
who came into this city to threaten its government 
and community, disturb its peace, and overthrow 
the press, to which he had alluded. These men, 
associating together in this way, were the leaders 
and exciters of this mob. 

Now, another thing known to every man here, 
and one which had been referred to this morning, 
was, that the mob, when it assembled on the first 
night, did avow the intention of prostrating that 
press and that office, and, with this publicly avow- 
ed purpose, adjourned until the next night, for the 
purpose of bringing in more of these despicable 
characters from abroad, to enable them to effect 
their object. This was all known by report, and 
was proposed to be inquired into. 

So far as report charged that a member or mem- 
bers of this House had been menaced, was also to 
be inquired into. He cared nothing about it. He 
would state, as his name had been connected with 
it, that, on Tuesday of last week, being a member 
of this body, and feeling some little interest in the 
way their laws over the District were to be carried 
into execution, he had visited one of the public in- 
stitutions of our country, a prison in this city, 
erected by this Government, and where, if his per- 
son. was protected in this building, it was there, as 
much as it was in the Treasury Department, or 
any other of the departments at the seat of Gov- 
ernment. He had gone there under the conscious- 
ness of protection, as much as if he had been in 
front of the Speaker’s desk, because it was a pub- 
lic building, erected by the funds of his own con- 
stituents, as well as of the people of all the free 
States, together with those of the slave States. He 
had gone there fof the purpose declared here on a 
former occasion. He had then said all he wished 
to on this point. There were your slavedealers 
and slavebreeders gathered together in the entrance 
of the jail, to menace and threaten him. Did he 
ask protection from this House? No; when he 
felt in danger, he would let them know it. But 
what he held in unutterable contempt was, that a 
member of this body, in visiting one of the public 
institutions erected by this Government, should be 
threatened by a miserable mass of moral putridity, 
called slaveholders and slavebreeders. Had it 
come to this, that the members of this House could 
not go in and out of the public institutions in this 
District without meeting that class of men and 
being threatened by them? 

He knew not who these men were, but from 
reports which he had received fram various quar- 
ters, he understood they were that class of men. 
Now, the resolution of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. PALFREY] proposed an inquiry into 
those facts. | 

But again: Who was it that stimulated that 
mob? It was members inthis Hall. While their 
galleries were filled with slave-dealers—men who 
drove whole families to the market, and bartered 
men, women, and children, for gold—honorable 
members stood up here in this House and declared 
that they justified the mob to the fullest extent. 
And did he (Mr. G.) ask for protectiog from such 
_men? Such a declaration had been made, and 
repeated, and reiterated here. This was not the 
place to which he should go for protection. ` Yes, 
members of this House of Representatives stood 
in their places and proclaimed, not only to this 
country; but to the whole civilized world, that in 
their capacity of legislators they stood by and sus- 
tained those wretches in their lawless violence. 
And it was with humility and deep abasement that 
he acknowledged that these declarations came 
principally from members of the political party to 
which he himself belonged. He also felt com- 

elled to acknowledge, that while this was going on 
have. the President of the United States, to whose 

arty he (Mr. G.) did not belong, was said to have 
bean making efforts to put down the mob. It was 
due to the President that he should state this fact. 
The people should know it. No man there would 
accuse him of being a friend to the. President; but 
he honored him nevertheless for his efforts to sup- 
press these riotous proceedings, and for his exer- 
tions to stop those disgraceful outrages which 
. were about to disgrace the whole Union. He took 
pleasure in vindicating the President for that act. 

When the pending resolution was brought for- 


ward, it was immediately seized upon by gentle- 
men from the South, and made the subject of an 
exciting discussion. It was gentlemen from the 
southern States who did this, and it was those 
gentlemen who insisted upon going back into an 
Inquiry respecting all the facts and circumstances 
which had given rise to the mob. And what were 
the facts? Why, that from seventy to eighty 
men, women, and children—persons who had as 

ood a natural right to libertyas any gentleman 

ere, who were entitled to the rights which their 
Creator had given them—feeling the galling chains 
of slavery chafing and festering in their flesh, 
themselves bowed down in bondage, and shut out 
from the social and intellectual enjoyments of life 
sought the blessings of liberty; and it was sai 
that they were assisted by three or four white men 
from the free States. But in the attempt to escape 
from the custody of those who held them in bond- 
age, they were arrested, and placed in a prison 
erected with the money of this nation; and this 
was done under the authority of the laws of this 
District, enacted by Congress, and sustained by 
members on this floor. In that prison they were 
kept two or three days, and on Friday last, this 
very man Slatter, of Baltimore, who had headed the 
mob at the prison on Tuesday, purchased some 
forty or fifty of those fathers, brothers, and sons, 
mothers, daughters, and sisters, and marched them 
to the depot, where their friends had collected to 
take their final leave ere they proceeded to the 
South todrag out a miserable existence in the rice 
fields and cotton plantations of that region. There 
ä scene was presented which he thought not even a 
slaveholder could have looked upon without some 
sympathy for those victims of slaveholding cupid- 
ity. Sighs, and groans, and tears, and unutterable 
anguish, characterized a transaction which would 
have disgraced the slave-market of Constantinople. 
It was a scene which could not have failed to excite 
every sympathy of our nature for suffering hu- 
manity. And by whose authority were they thus 
sold, and doomed to hopeless suffering at the hands 
of worse than Mahometan masters? Here, if he 
could, he would make an appeal to this House; he 
would appeal even to the gentleman who had just 
addressed the House; and he would ask that gen- 
tleman if he could lay his hand on his heart, and 
in the presence of his God, declare that he had 
dealt out to those people who were his fellow-men 
that justice which he had expected at the hands of 
his fellow-man? Had he shown them that merc 
which he hoped to receive from his God? He 
would ask that gentleman if he could thus con- 
scientiously lend his voice and his official influence 
to the dealers in human flesh? Would he lend his 
vote to encourage these hucksters in our com- 
mon humanity? It wasa humiliating reflection 
that our laws caused these men, and women, and 
children, and tender babes, to be thus sold and sent 
to the ceaseless toil and cruel tortures of our slave- 
consuming States, there to wear out a life of 
wretchedness and misery. 

If the gentleman who had just addressed the 
House could approve and sanction such cruelty, 
and torture, and barbarous murder, he (Mr. G.) 
could not do it. He would notdoit. It was un- 
becoming a Christian nation. It was a disgrace to 
the age in which we live. What a spectacle do 
we present to the civilized world! Yesterday, the 
members of this House gathered together, with the 
citizens of this District, to rejoice, and shout, and 
sing, in: honor of France for freeing herself from 
her bonds of oppression, and driving her King 
from her shores, thereby relieving herself from 
oppression, and giving liberty to her slaves. While 
we were thus before the world, expressing our 
sympathy with France, we were here in this Dis- 
trict maintaining a slave market more shocking to 
the feelings of humanity than any to be found with- 
in the jurisdiction of the Grand Sultan. 

It had been urged by gentlemen on this floor 
that he, and others who acted with him, had en- 
gaged in this House in discussions of the subject 
of slavery within the States. With one exception, 
that accusation was not true. Some four years 
ago, he admitted, he had been induced to go into 
that subject, by the remarks of a distinguished 
southern gentleman, a member of the Executive 
Cabinet, [Mr. CaLnoun,] who, in his official cor- 
respondence, had argued that slavery was a Chris- 
tian and humane institution. On that, and on no 
other occasion, had he permitted himself to be 
drawn into a discussion of the effects of slavery in 


the States@ He thought he would not again bé 
dragged into it; but he would discuss the subject 
of siavery in the District of Columbia and in the 
Territories of these United States, at all times, 
when southern men forced it upon him. 

He would now direct his attention to the re- 
marks of some gentlemen who had preceded him, 
ang would briefly notice some of the doctrines 
which had been advanced in the course of this 
discussion. The gentleman to whom he wished 
first to direct his attention not being in his seat, he 
would turn to the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
HaskE.t,] to an extract frém whose speech he 
would call the attention of the House. That gen- 
tleman, in the course of his remarks on Wednes- 
day last, was reported to have said; 

« Now, a strange state of things was presented here. 
Members of this body, as he believed and felt ready to 
charge, had heen engaged, by the course of conduct they 
pursued on this floor and out of this Hall, in the deliberate 
attempt to scatter the seeds of insurrection and insubordina- 
tion, if not rebellion, among the slaves of this District. Men 
on this floor, under the garb of philanthropy and love of hu- 
man liberty, had been endeavoring to perpetrate felonies for 
which they ought to swing as high as Haman. He spoke 
the plain truth. He was willing to have his words meas- 
ured, and he held himself responsible for the language he 
used. An attempt had been made on this floor to abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia in the form of Jaw, if 
they could, and in violation of the Constitution; and, baf- 
fied and foiled in that, these mock-philanthropists were how, 
as he believed before God, attempting to abolish slavery in 
this District by inciting the negroes to leave their masters., 

‘The Speaker here interposed, and reminded the gen- 
tleman that the question before the House was upon the 
appeal. . 

‘Mr. HasKeLL (continuing) charged that the conduct of 
these men, their language on this floor and out of this House, 
had been such as to produce this state of things—a disposi; 
tion to insurrection and rebellion among the slaves of this 
District. He held in his hand a resolution which he intend- 
ed to move, and which he should move, by way of amend- 
ment, when this House entertained the resolution of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, having for its object an in- 
quiry into the conduct of these members, and if they were 
found guilty, their expulsion from this body, as unworthy to 
hold seats on this floor.” | 

Mr. G. said, before he proceeded to comment on 
this extract, he would correct an error into which 
a gentleman opposite [Mr. Stanton] had fallen. 
That gentleman said that he (Mr. G.) denied all 
connection with the transaction in reference to 
these slaves. The remarks which he had made 
were, that he knew, nor had heard, nothing of the 

ersons engaged in carrying these slaves away. 

e had not denied having enticed away the slaves 
himself: He had said nothing on that subject. 
When such a charge should come from a respect- 
able source, he. would consider the propriety of 
answering it. He did not feel called on at thia 
time to admit or deny It. | 

He would now return to the gentleman whose 
remarks had announced his intention to expel him 
(Mr. G.) from this House; and he would say to 
that gentleman that it was rather too late to attempt 
to seal his lips and the lips of northern members to 
prevent the discussion of constitutional questions 
in this House. He gave notice to that gentleman; 
and to all others, that, as he had the right to do it, 
he should say what he thought. He intended to 
call things by their right names, and, so far as able, 
would make himself understood by this House; 
and, when this Hall again ceased to be a place of 
free discussion, his constituents would be repre- 
sented by some other gentleman, or they would 
cease to be represented here. The slave power 
had once reigned triumphant here. Not so at this 
time; we had regained the freedom of debate, and 
it would never again be surrendered. Gentlemen, 
in making such threats, appeared to forget that they 
were not now on their plantations, exercising their 
petty tyranny overslaves, who, in theirdegradation, 
crouched and trembled at their master’s bidding. 
Or did those gentlemen suppose that they could 
bring the practices of their plantations into these 
Halls? Those gentlemen should know that this 
was not the place for that kind of demeanor. This 
was no place for the display of supercilious dicta- 
tion. It belonged not to the dignity of legislation. 
The American Congress was no place for the mani- 
festation of those traits which characterize. the 
overseer of the South. It would not be tolerated 
amongst men who knew their rights and possessed 
the spirit to maintain them. Such language ought 
never to be used amongst men who felt the dignity 
of their office. Was he to stand there and not to 
speak what he thought? Why, such an idea was 
unworthy of a deliberative body in this land of frea- 
dom, and was more becoming of the tyrannies of 
Europe or of Turkey. He would tell those gentle- 
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men, when he ceased to have the right to speak 
freely in this House, he would take hfs departure 
from it. His constituents sent him here to represent 
them, to express their wishes, and he should do it 
freely, without restraint, or not at all, notwith- 
standing the spasmodic eloquence of the gentleman 
who wished to have him expelled for exercising 
the right to express his thoughts. Yes, the gen- 
tileman from Tennessee [Mr. Haske u] wished to 
have him expelled for words spoken on this floor! 
Did not that gentleman know that such an attempt 
had once before been made? And had he not seen 
the consequence? Was he now to be told that he 
must ask southern gentlemen for permission to 
speak, and were they to be the judges of what he 
should say, and when he should say it? Never, 
so long as his fellow-men were held in bondage in 
this District would he submit to any restraint on 
the freedom of debate. Nor so long as he con- 
tinued to hold a seat here would he relax an iota 
of truth to please the slave power. He would not 
disguise the truth even if its utterance should be 
the means of striking off the shackles of every 
slave in the Union. He had no fears of its affect- 
ing slave property here. He would not hesitate 
from this forum to tell the truth to all who heard 
him, even if slaves were listening to him. If he 
had the power he would give to every slave a per- 
fect knowledge of all his God-given rights. He 
would open their minds to understand the oppres- 
sion that weighed down their intellects and shut 
out knowledge and truth from their comprehen- 
sion. He would give them a knowledge of the 
outrage upon humanity which holds them as chat- 
tels, and subjects them to sale like brutes in the 
market. He would inform them that they came 
into the world from the hands of the same Creator 
as those who lord it over them; that they were 
brethren, created by the same hand, endowed with 
the same rights, and candidates for the same im- 
mortality. 

Mr. GAYLE asked the gentleman from Ohio if 
the utterance of these sentiments was not in the 
hearing of the slaves. 

.Mr. GIDDINGS said the gentleman from Ala- 
bama could answer that question as well as him- 
self. But this he would say tu that gentleman, 
that if the utterance of such truths would release 
them from bondage, God knows it should be done. 
Let gentlemen teach their bondmen to tremble, but 
Jet them not come here to threaten freemen. Gen- 
tlemen might hold their grasp on their fellow-men 
and deprive them of the rights conferred by the 
God who created them, and. make their lacerated 
flesh quiver with the lash, but they need not come 
here and tell him that he should only speak by 
their permission. : 

Mr. GAYLE inquired if the gentleman alluded 
to him when he spoke of the flesh being made to 

uiver by the lash. He never used the lash on his 
slaves, who would not, however, accompany him 
here, because they were afraid that the abolitionists 
would skin them. ` 

Mr. GIDDINGS replied that the gentleman’s 
statement showed to what degree of degradation 
slavery can reduce the immortal mind. ‘Ihe gen- 

tleman from Alabama, it appeared, had succeeded 
to that extent, and he came here to boast of it. He 
had carried his oppression so far as to blot from 
the intellect of his fellow-man his natural and in- 
stinctive love of freedom. He has taught his slaves 
to hug their chains, to shudder at the thought of 
being free: and now stands up here, before the 
American poopie: and boasts of the success of his 
"experiment. His whole statement was in keeping 
with the.institution of slavery. It degraded the 
immortal mind, and reduced man to the level of 
brutes. He asked that gentleman if he taught his 
slaves to read the Word of God? or was it not an 
offence under their laws to teach slaves to read that 
sacred book? Was not such an offence punish- 
able by incarceration in the penitentiary? The 
had only to goa few rods across that river (the 
Potomac) and they would expose themselves to 
the-penalties of such a law if they should attempt 
to teach slaves to read the Scriptures. Yes, to in- 
struct slaves in the way of salvation, by enabling 
them to read the Word of God, was deemeda crime 
in this Christian land: this land of bibles, and min- 
isters, and Sabbaths, and of slaves. 

But to return to the proposition of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Haske.i,] who had ex- 
pressed himself so strongly in regard to his exercise 
of the freedom of apeech. The gentleman thought 


that he (Mr. G.) should hang as high as Haman 
for thus daring to speak his sentiments. That, he 
supposed to be slaveholding punishment for speak- 
ing truth. But he could spend no more time upon 
the gentleman’s proposition. . 

Another gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
VENABLE] had spoken to the same effect on this 
subject. That gentleman seemed to intimate that 
he (Mr. G.) had treated the institution of slavery 
with great want of respect in saying, that if a 
slave defended himself on Ohio soil, even to killing 
his master, they would not hang him to please all 
the slaveholders in Christendom. That gentle- 
man, if he was not misinformed, belonged to, and 
was a member of, a church founded by that good 
man, John Wesley. He believed the gentleman 
from North Carolina was a Methodist, and yet the 
respected founder of that church had denounced 
slavery as ‘‘ the sum of all villanies.”’ ) 

Mr. VENABLE said the gentleman was mis- 
taken; he was a **Presbyterian.”’ | 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman was a Pres- 
byterian, and yet he held slavery to be a blessing! 

ould the gentleman from North Carolina sit 
down with his slave and brother-in-Christ at the 
sacramental board, commemorative of the Lord’s 
supper and sacrificial death? Would he partake 
of the bread and wine in remembrance of the cru- 
cified Saviour one day with his slave and brother, 
and on the next sell him who thus bears the image 
of God for paltry pelf, and still say he was a 
Presbyterian? He (Mr. G.) denied it; the gentle- 
man could be no Presbyterian. Noman could be 
a Presbyterian who sold God’s image, and trans- 
formed the immortal mind into a state of degrada- 
tion, and shut out the Scriptures of eternal life from 
his brother. It was impossible. He could scarce- 
ly realize that he lived in the nineteenth century, 
or in a Christian land. He could scarcely realize 
that he lived in an age when the principles of our 
holy religion were perverted for the purpose of 
degrading our fellow-man, and shutting out from 
him the hope of eternal life. 

Mr. VENABLE begged to say to the gentleman 
from Ohio, as he had alluded to the subject of re- 
ligion, that he was no Methodist, though he highly 
respected that sect. He was a Presbyterian; but 
he should not enter with the gentleman from Ohio 
into a religious discussion. He wished not either 
to hear anything of the gentleman’s history, nor 
should he stay to dilate upon his own; but he would 
refer the gentleman to the Epistle of Paul to Phile- 
mon, from which that gentleman would learn that 
Paul did not tell servants to run away from their 
masters, but to return back to them. When the 
gentleman from Ohio could bring evidence to 
show that he was better, wiser, and holier than 
Paul, he would listen to his counsels, and not till 


then. 

Mr.GIDDINGS said the gentleman from North 
Carolina was rather too much excited for a Pres- 
byterian. But it was not enough that professors 
in this Hall should pervert our holy religion to the 
purpose of justifying the crimes of slavery, but 
the Scriptures of Truth were to be prostituted to 
the maintenance of that institution. Had it come 
to this, that a member of this House and of a 
Christian church, could here stand up and justify 
what such a man as John Wesley had called, not 
murder, nor theft, nor adultery, but “‘ the sin of all 
villanies’’ compounded? The substance of all their 
crimes are brought into the significant expression 
of slaveholding. He trusted that the gentleman 
from Tennessee, who was disposed to hang him, 
nor the gentleman who had felt hurt at his former 
remarks, would take offence at what he was say- 
ing. If they did,he would inform them that they 
could probably find room in the rotundo until he 
should close what he had to say. 

It had been said in the other end of the Capitol, 
by agentleman of high distinction, that the average 
life of slaves on the sugar plantations was but five 
years, and on the cotton plantations only seven 
years, Thus whole generations are murdered in 
those regions every seven and five years. Gentle- 
men would remember that he spoke from high au- 
thority, upon slaveholding data. And these mur- 
ders were attempted to be justified by Scripture; 
and because he had denounced the system and the 
practice, he was deserving to be, not only mobbed 
but hanged, according to the opinion of gentlemen 
in this Hall. Indeed, it was attempted to involve 
St. Paul in these crimes, by saying that he justi- 
fied slavery while writing under Divine inspiration. 


Tf such was the fact, he would abjure his religion 


and turn Turk. 

Fle would pass over much which he had iñtend- ` 
ed to say on some other topics, as his time was 
nearly exhausted. If he should write out his re- 
marks, he might notice them. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] had complained of his 
(Mr.G. E Si of respect for the institution of 
slavery. That gentleman had in his characteristic 
manner assailed his (Mr. G.’s) motives. Now, 
he would not stay to reply to that gentleman’s cen- 
sure, nor to his attempt to make them believe that 
slavery was a moral and justifiable institution. 
He would prefer to read a few passages from an 
author of that gentleman’s own State. In Jeffer- 
son’s Notes he found the following : 

“ There must doubtless be an unhappy influence on the 
manners of our people produced by the existence of slavery 
among us. The whole commerce between master and slave 
is a perpetual exercise of the most boisterous passions, the 
most unremitting despotism on the one part, and degrading 
submission on the other. Our children see this, and learn 
to imitate it; for man is an imitative animal. This quality 
is the germ of ail education in him. From his cradle to his 
grave he is learning to do what he sees others do. If a pa- 
rent could find no motive either in his philanthropy or his 
self-love for restraining the intemperance of passion towards 
his slave, it should always be a sufficient one that his child 
is present. But generally it is not sufficient. The parent 
storms, the child looks on, catches the lineaments of wrath, 
puts on the same airs in the circle of smaller slaves, gives a 
loose to the worst of passions, and, thus nursed, educated, 
and daily exercised in tyranny, cannot but be stamped by it 
with odious peculiarities. The inan must be a prodigy who 
can retain his manners and morals undepraved by such cir- 
cumstances.”? 

This was from the apostle of Democracy, a native 
of the Old Dominion, whose emphatic assertion was, 
“ that man must be a prodigy who can retain his 
manners and morals undepraved’’ by slavery. He 
would commend these words to the consideration 
of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayty.] 
He would appeal to those present when that gen- 
tleman delivered his speech on Friday last, if this 
description of the gentleman’s manner was not 
true to the life? ere not his empty vaporings, 
his unbounded vanity, a perfect fulfillment of this 
prophecy? 

hat member, in his official station, had at- 
tempted to argue the House into the belief that 
slavery was a blessing. He would refer again to 
Mr. Jefferson’s opinion, as recorded by himself. 
That statesman, in Mis Notes on Virginia, says: 

«And with what execration should the statesman be load- 
ed who, permitting one-half the citizens thus to trample on 
the rights of the other, transforms those into despots and 
these into enemies, destroys the morals of the one part, and 
the amor patrie of the other. For, if a slave can havea 
country in this world, it must be any other in preference to 
that in which he is born to live and labor for another; in 
which he must lock up the faculties of his nature, contrib- 
ute, as far as depends on his individual endeavors, to the 
evanishment of the human race, or entail his own misera- 
ble condition on the endless generations procecding from 
him. With the morals of the people, their industry is also 
destroyed ; for in a warm climate no man will labor for him- 
self who can make another labor for him.’? 

This was the effect of slavery as portrayed in 
every portion of the slaveholding country. But 
as he had but a moment left, he would_refer to that 
portion of the gentleman’s speech in which he had 
declared that the abolitionists looked to insurrec- 
tion among the slaves. And, he would ask, who 
did not look to that result? Could any reflecting 
man shut his eyes to, that inevitable consequence 
of slavery? Did not Mr. Jefferson look to sucha 
finale of that system of oppression which now’ 
cripples the energies and impoverishes the people 
of the whole South? Mr. Jefferson, speaking in 
the most emphatic language, says: : 

&« And can the liberties of a nation be thought secure when 
we have removed their only firm basis—a conviction in the 
minds of the people that these liberties are of the gift of God ; 
that they are not to be violated but with his wrath? Indeed, 
I tremble for my country, when I reflect that God is just ; 
that his justice cannot sleep forever; that, considering num- 
bers, nature, and natural means only, a revolution of the 
wheel of fortune, an exchange of situation, is among pos- 
sible events; that it may become probable by supernatural 
interference! The Almighty has no attribute which can 
take side with us in such a contest.” — 

No, the Almighty had no attribute that would 
permit him to take sides with oppression, outrage, 
and crime. When the day of retribution should 
arrive, a holy and just God could take no part 
with slaveholders. Sak 

Mr. G. was here cut off by the expiration of: 
his hour. ae 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, rose and said he 
did not intend to discuss the resolution before the 
House, nor the amendment which had been intro- 
duced by his friend from North Carolina; nor 
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would he enter upon the discussion in relation to 
slavery, for that was emphatically wandering from 
the issue. He did not believe there was a soli- 
tary member of this Congress who thought there 
had been any breach of privilege growing outof this 
far-famed mob. Why, then, keep up this discus- 
sion? Was there any member there who believed 
that any member ef Congress had been engaged in 
purloining slaves from their masters? If not, why 
should they continue the discussion of this second 
inoue And if they came back to the real issue 

fore them, they had nothing to justify a pro- 
longed debate, for there was no proposition to 
which there could be two parties. They all ad- 
mitted the facts to be as the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Paurrey] had stated them. No 
living man could point to a solitary member of this 
House who was believed to be guilty of the act of 
purloining slaves, and, therefore, there was no dif- 
ference of opinion among them. But, nevertheless, 
gentlemen had chosen to go into a general discus- 
sion on irrelevant topics. He had the honor to 
represent a slaveholding constituency, and at a 
proper time and on a legitimate question he should 
endeavor to present his views and the views of his 
constituents on that subject; but believing that this 
whole discussion was out of order; believing it to 
have been got up fora bad purpose; believing it 
to have grown out of bad feelings; and believing 
that the excitement here ought to be allowed to 
pass away, as it had in the city of Washington, 
and that the debate on this subject ought not to be 
sent to the country to a greater extent than it had 
already gone out, he moved to lay the whole zub- 
ject on the table, and he called for the yeas and 
nays thereon. | 

After a few words of conversation, in which 
several gentlemen took part, the yeas and nays 
were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messers. Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, 
Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Birdsall, Bocock, Botts, Boydon, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brady, Brodhead, Wm. G. Brown, Charles 
Brown, Albert G. Brown, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, Canby, 
Cathcart, Chapman, Franklin Clark, Clingman, H. Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cocke, Crisfield, Crozier, Cum- 
mins, Daniel, Dickinson, Donnell, Edwards, Alex. Evans, 
Featherston, Ficklin, Flournoy, Freedley, French, Fries, 
Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Gentry, Gregory, Hale, W. P. Hall, 
J. G. Hampton, Harris, Henley, Hill, Hilliard, G. S. Houston, 
John W. Houston, Hubbard, Inge, C. J. Ingersoll, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Iverson, Jameson, Andrew Johnson, R. 
W. Johnson, George W. Jones, John W. Jones, Kaufman, 
Kennon, D. P. King, Lahin, La Sére, Leffler, Levin, Ligon, 
Lincoln, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, Mc- 
Kay, McLane, Job Mann, Meade, Miller, Morehead, Morris, 
Murphy, Nelson, Nes, Outlaw, Peaslee, Petrie, Pettit, Pey- 
ton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Preston, Richardson, Robinson, Rock- 
hill, Julius Rockwell, Roman, St. John, Sawyer, Shepperd, 
Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Tallmadge, 
Taylor, Thibodeaux, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Richard W. 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, R. A. Thompson, William 
Thompson, Tompkins, Toombs, Turner, Van Dyke, Ven- 
able, Warren, Wick, Wiley, and Woodward—130. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abhott, Belcher, Collamer, Collins, Con- 
ger, Cranston, Crowell, Dickey, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Dunn, 
Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Gott, Grinnell, M. Hampton, 
Henry, E. B. Holmes, Hunt, William T. Lawrence, Sidney 
Lawrence, McIlvaine, Horace Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Mul- 
lin, Newall, Palfrey, Peck, Reynolds, J. A. Rockwell, Root, 


Rumsey, Sherrill, Charles E. Stuart, Strohm, Thurston, 
Tuck, Wentworth, White, and Wilson—42. 


So the whole subject was laid upon the table. 

Mr. CLINGMAN expressed his desire that the 
consideration of the resolution on the printing of 
General Scott’s correspondence, &c., be postponed 
till to-morrow, to allow time to see whether all the 
correspondence had come in from the department; 
which was agreed to. 


: SOLDIERS’ BOUNTY LANDS. 

On motion of Mr.: VINTON, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Asumun, of Massachu- 
setts, in the chair,) and proceeded to consider the 
several bills amendatory of the “‘ act to raise, fora 
Jimited time, an additional military force, and for 
other purposes,” approved February 11, 1847, 
viz: bills numbered 55, 156, 297, and 372. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, observed that 
there had been four several bills reported to the 
House on this subject: one from the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, one from the Military Commit- 


greg OP o e A sh typ ep stl res peppery th Pia PS SS SS SSS Ss te ss E E a a a a a a I n a e E e a a L EC TT 


Sree reign e ST SS ES ae St Pe ee er Ns pp Pr Pr fp PS SS SS A SS SS sf SS hr YA LP a E oa a 


FRIDAY, APRIL 28, 1848. 


tee, one from the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Evans,] and one from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. Mr. J. had gone carefully through an ex- 
amination of all these bills, and he found that they 
went extensively into detail, embracing a variety 
of provisions not directly connected with what he 
understood and believed to be the object, and the 
only object, of the House in this matter, which 
was, to extend to our volunteers who served in the 
present war that benefit of which they had been 
deprived owing to the construction put upon the 
original act by the officer of the Pension Office, 
viz: that non-commissioned officers, musicians, 
and privates, who might have received promotion 
for good behavior and meritorious services should 
continue to be entitled to their land bounty just as 
they had been while serving in the ranks. Believ- 
ing this to be the object generally desired on all 
sides of the House, and with a view to simplicity 
of legislation, Mr. J. had prepared a substitute, 
which was confined to this one object alone. It 
proposed to give these volunteers just what it was 
supposed had been secured to them in the original 
bill, and nothing more. Mr. J. had submitted the 
bill he had prepared to a number of gentlemen of 
the House, and they all fully approved of it. There 
was no division of opinion, he believed, in the 
House as to the propriety of providing some relief 
for these meritorious men; the only question was 
as to the extent of that relief. He had placed 
them, in the proposed substitute, precisely on the 
ground of other private soldiers who had remained 
in the ranks; it gave them neither more nor less. 
He had, however, embraced the restriction origi- 
nally contained in the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. RıcHaRrpson,) and 
confined the effect of the relief to those only 
who had been promoted after reaching the seat of 
war; and he had done so because he considered 
that provision as just and right. He excluded 
those who might have been promoted before they 
had served as non-commissioned officers or pri- 
vates, or had served but a few days. He was in 
favor of giving bounty land to such only as went 
out in good faith and were elevated, after getting 
on the ground, for their meritorious behavior. 

He did not include officers in this substitute, 
because they received a different sort of reward 
for their services—the high reward of military 
distinction. This was what officers of the army 
in all countries desired and prized above every- 
thing elsein the world. It was a reward far above 
money; and let them get their pay in what they 
most esteemed. But as to privates, wherever they 
had gone forth, bona fide, with the purpose of serv- 
ing out their time according to contract, and before 
that term had expired had been promoted and 
commissioned, let them not, on that account, lose 
the land they would otherwise have received. 

Such was the character of the substitute he had 
drawn up, and which he now offered to the adop- 
tion of the committee. He did not think it could 
be liable to a single objection. At all events, it had 
the merit of extreme simplicity. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, objected to the sub- 
stitute being now received, as the original bill had 
not been read. This must be done before anything 
as a substitute for it could be in order. 

Here there was some question as to which of the 
four bills came first in order. The bill No. 55, 
from the Military Committee, was read, as enti- 
tled to precedence. 

Mr. EVANS insisted that the bill No. 297, 
pa he had introduced, should be read as first in 
order. 

After some desultory conversation as to the order 
of the bills, the bill No. 297 was taken up and 
read, as follows: 

& Be it enacted, &c., That every non-commissioned officer, 
private, or musician, of the army of the United States, who 
has been, or who may hereufter, during the continuance of 
the present war with Mexico, be promoted to the rank of com- 
missioned officer, and who, if such promotion had not taken 
place, would have been, or may hereafter be, entitled to re- 
ceive from the War Department a certificate Or warrant for 
public land, or treasury scrip in lit thereof, under the ninth 
section of the act of which this is an amendment, shall, not- 


withstanding such promotion, be entitled to receive said 
warrant or certificate, or treasury scrip in lieu thereof, in 
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the same manner as if such promotion had not taken place: 
Provided, That all the requisites of the ninth section of the 
act approved February lith, 1847, shall have been faithfully 
complied with: And provided further, That the provisions of 
the said ninth section shall be as applicable to land warrants 
or certificates issued under this act as to those that might be 
issued in virtue of said ninth section.” 

To which an amendment moved by Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON was pending, viz: 

-° Provided further, That they shall have been elected or 
promoted after reaching the seat of war.” : 

Mr. JouHnson’s substitute was also read, as fol- 
lows: 

& That the benefits conferred hy the ninth section of the 
act entitled An act to raise, for a limited time, an additional 
military force, and for other purposes,’ approved February 
llth, 1847, be, and the same are hereby, extended and se- 
cured to all non-commissioned officers, musicians, and pri- 
vates, who, during the war with Mexico, may have been, or 
may hereafter bc, promoted to any company or staff office 
after their arrival at the seat of war.”? 

And the question first coming up on Mr. Rican- 
ARDSON’s amendment, it was agreed to; when— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he had 
prepared an amendment consisting of an additional 
section to the bill. Ifthe substitute were adopted, 
he would, he supposed, be precluded from offer- 
ing it. 

The CHAIR assenting to this— | 

Mr. THOMPSON said he would then move 
the section as an amendment to the original bill, a 
so as to perfect that before the question should be 
put on the substitute of the gentleman from Ar- 
cansas. 

The amendment was thereupon read as follows: 

& And be it further enacted, That the benefits and rights 
conferred by the ninth section of the above recited act upon 
the soldiers engaged in the present war with Mexico, be, 
and the same are hereby, so extended that each non-com- 
missioned officer, musician, and private of the regular army, 
or of any company of volunteers, rangers, Or militia, who 
served in the Indian war in the Northwest Territory, prior 
to the treaty of Greenville in 1794, or who served during the 
late war with Great Britain, fortwelve months or more, and 
was honorably discharged, and who has not received a boun- 
ty of land by virtue of any law heretofore passed, shall be 
entitled to and receive a warrant for one hundred and sixty 
acres of land; and such non-commissioned officer, musi- 
cian, and private, of.any company of volunteers or militia, 
who actually served for six months in the said Indian war, 
orin the said war with Great Britain, and was honorably 
discharged, shall be entitled to and receive a warrant for 
eighty acres of land; the bounties of land herein granted 
shall be subject to the same rules of descent, and be located 
in the same manner and with the same restrictions as aro 
now provided in the said above recited act.” 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he had 
offered his amendment with a view of doing an act 
of justice to a class of individuals who have long 
had claims upon the Government, and thus far 
have been neglected. 

At the last session of the last Congress, the bill 
to which this proposition is an amendment became 
alaw. In that enactment, bounties in land were 
allowed to the soldiers engaged in the Mexican 
war, both regulars and volunteers. This law had 
met, in his estimation, the sanction and approba- . 
tion of the country. It passed both Houses of 
Congress with almost entire unanimity; and he did 
not believe there was opposition to the measure in 
any direction. The amendment just offered ex- 
tends the same bounties to the same class of indi- , 
viduals who engaged in the service of the country 
in the last war. It proposes to keep within the 

recedent which has been established, and which 
hes been approved by the country: to those sol- 
diers (regulars, volunteers, and militia) who served 
for twelve months or more, one hundred and sixty 
acres of land are allowed; to those who served for 
six months and less than twelve months, eighty 
acres of land. There the amendment stops; and he 
hoped those who wished in good faith to have the 
amendment adopted, would resist changes which 
will be attempted to load down the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, (said Mr. T.,) there isa feeling, 
strong, deep, and almost universal in this country, 
that the compensation allowed by our laws for the 
non-commissioned officers and privates of ourarmy 
is wholly inadequate. In the last Congress, when 
the bill declaring war against Mexico and autho- 
rizing the President to receive into the service of 
the United States fifty thousand volunteers, was 
under consideration, an amendment was offered to 
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that bill to increase the pay of the volunteers to 
ten dollars per nionth. He voted against this in- 
crease, not because he was opposed to a general 
increase, but because he was compelled to vote on 
the proposition without any means of amendment; 
and he thought, to increase the pay of the volin- 
teer, and not that of the regular soldier, was un- 
equal, unjust, and, if you please, undemocratic. 
He thought he voted right then, and would vote 
in the same way again. At the succeeding session, 
the idea of increasing the pay of the volunteers 
alone was abandoned on all sides of this Hall, and 
he then voted to increase the pay of the whole 
army in accordance with the principles he had al- 
ways advocated.. The Senate, however, disagreed 
to the increase, and the compromise between the 
two Houses resulted in the bounties provided in 
the ninth sectien of the law which is proposed to 
be amended. Though this line of conduct was so 
clearly right and proper on his part, yet there were 
not wanting those who endeavored to place him in 
“a false attitude before the country, and excite pre- 
judice in the public mind, when none dared to avow 
their disapproval of his principles. This agitation 
had led him into an examination of the past histo- 
ry of the legislation of the country on this subject. 
At no time has any complaint been made as to the 
compensation of the officers. On all hands it 1s 
considered most ample; and in consideration of the 
pay of the private, the inequality has been most 
striking, and not in accordance with the spirit and 
enius of our institutions. Heretofore both the 
profit and the honor have been theirs. And, although 
our army had been better paid and better fed and 
clothed than any army of the world, yet their pay 
had been insufficient and inadequate. In the year 
1785, before the adoption of our present Constitu- 
tion, a law was passed allowing the privates in the 
ranks of the regular army four dollars per month. 
September 29, 1789, the militia and volunteers were 
allowed the same compensation. By the law of 
April'30, 1790, this allowance suffered a reduction, 
and was brought down to the petty amount of three 
dollars; and even from this, ninety cents were de- 
ducted for his clothing, and ten cents more for 
medical stores: so that his actual pay was but two 
dollars a month. March 3, 1790, the militia and vol- 
unteers were put uponthe same footing. In 1792, a 
slight change was made for the benefit of the non- 
commissioned officers. January 2, 1795, the pay of 
the militia and volunteers, while engaged in the ser- 
vice of the United States, was increased to $6 66. 
March 3, 1795, the pay of the regular army was in- 
creased to ie per month, with a bounty of $16 on en- 
listment. July 16, 1798, the pay of the regular army 
was increased to $5 per month, and allowed a boun- 
ty of $12. This was the pay of the soldiers in the 
olden time—under the old régime. And thus it con- 
* tinued till the late war with Great Britain. This war 
was declared by Congress, June 18, 1812. But pre- 
vious to this declaration, laws for the increase of 
the army of ‘the United States, raising volunteers, 
and calling out the militia, were passed, December 
94, 1811, January 11, 1812, and February 6, 1812. 
But six months after the declaration of war, De- 
cember 12, 1812, a law was passed increasing the 
ay of the regular army ta $8 per month, allow- 
ing a bounty of $16 upon enlistment, and, when 
discharged, three months’ extra pay and 160 acres 
ofland. February 2, 1813, the pay of the regular 
army was extended to the militia and volunteers, 
excluding them from the bounty upon entering the 
service, the extra pay, and the 160 acres of land 
when discharged. This disparity continued during 
the whole war—a discrimination operating heavily 
and unjustly against the volunteers and the militia. 
The war being ended, and the volunteers disband- 
ed, and a return made to a peace establishment, 
March 3, 1815, the pay of the regular army was 
reduced to the rates established by the law of 
1798, and the militia and volunteers to those of the 
law of 1795. March 21, 1833, the pay of the pri- 
vates of the regular army was increased to $7 per 
month. March 19, 1836, some time after the com- 
mencement of hostilities with the Florida Indians, 
the pay of the militia was increased, and they 
were put upon the same footing as the regular 
troops, except as to clothing. In 1838, during the 
existence of the Indian hostilities, there was some 
singular legislation: July 5, 1838, the pay of the 
privates of tite whole army was increased to $8 
r month, $24 was allowed for a reénlistment, anda 
unty of 160 acres of land allowed; but July7, 1838, 
twodaysafterwards, the increase of pay and bounty 
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provision were repealed. Thus the pay stood when 
the Mexican war began. In all our legislation du- 
ring this period, we have maintained an equality 
between the regular soldier and the volunteer, with 
these exceptions: a small bounty has been allowed 
the regular soldier on enlistment; and the volun- 
teer was allowed $3 50 per month for clothing, 
while the regular troops receive $2 50 per month; | 
and the volunteer receives 50 cents per twenty 
miles while travelling, and the regular soldiers 
about 15 cents. 


This equality in compensation had been ap- | 


proved, in his estimation, by the country; and the 

statement made must satisfy every member of this 

committee that it is our duty to smooth the path 

of the old soldier to the grave, and, as far as it 

may be just and in accordance with established | 
precedents—though too late to reach the case of 

many who have fallen asleep—to do now what | 
ought to have been done long ago—— 

Mr. VINTON interposed, and asked what num- 
ber would be entitled to land under the amendment 
now offered. 

Mr. THOMPSON continued, and said, he had 
expected this point would be raised by those who 
act upon the principle that justice was to be deter- 
mined by the amount required to satisfy its demands. 
He had examined the public records, and obtained 
all the information that could be gleaned from the 
ea documents and from the departments. 

he facts, as far as ascertained, were as follows: 
The number of men who served for twelve months, 
was 6,890; the number that served for six months, 
60,375 men. By reference to document No. 20, 
Əd session, 24th Congress, all the members of 
the committee may find a full statement. If we 
alloweone hundred and sixty acres of land to each 
twelve-months’ man, the amount of land that will 
be absorbed is 1,102,400 acres; 80 acres for each | 
six-months’ man, will amount to 4,830,000. The 
whole amount will be 5,932,400 acres. Now, it 
must be remembered, that those soldiers of the last 
war who served for five years or during the war, 
have already received their bounty. But there were 
some four thousand soldiers of the regular army 
who did not enlist for either of the above terms, 
and who would be entitled to land, having served 
either twelve or eighteen months; and these will 
require 640,000 acres of land to satisfy their 
claims. And the estimate may be safely made, that 
6,500,000 acres will be most ample to meet every 
claim, on the supposition that every man appears 
and claims the bounty which a liberal Congress 
bestows upon him; and this is, in itself, mos, im- 
probable. The following is the number from each 
State: 
Tuble of siz-months’ men and twelve-months’ men of the last 


war. 


6-months’ |12-mo’ths’ 
arenes men. men.) 

New Hampshire, ...... ecceee eens 225 l 
Massachusetts.. asssseaanseecceooe 8297 860* 
Rhode Island ...... e. ENRE EE 82l 
Connecticut ... asse sseasasanasoeo 54* 
VermOit..s.ssseesasescaasanssos 476} 
New York. ...... ccccce cscs cncnce 5 1,068 
Pennsylvania... 2... scceccececces 3,432 215 
Delaware... .scccccacccaecncccess 170 
Marylang..... ccc cesses cacccccees 49 87 
Virginia. .. cc. cceeencncceree bse 12,945 
North Carolina. .....2 cose ceceveee 1,697 
South Carolina.......+. site -ae pices as 973 
GeOrgid......cc cree sees cece cccace 3,007 
Kentucky ....... cccece cveves cece 8,936 
TemnesBees.cccccceccceeves cocces 11,789 188 
Ohio..... EA TO ess err 7,022 18 
LOUISIANA 2. cece ge occecreves cece 513 174 
Mississippi ...... eaea aandar 1,929 750 
Hlinois, índiana, and Missouri, 

(rangers) .esseseseceoee TA - 2,870 

Total... ccscccoe cocceycccens 60,375 a 6,890 è 
* Volunteers. t Militia. 


a Eighty acres allowed each soldier will amount to, , 4,830,000 
b Quarter section or 160 acres allowed each, will 
ainount to CeeesceeeeoseeneseeeHSeeeeeeeUeegeeegee 1,102,400 


Total, ACKTES.. ccccccaccsvcsvssssecevere e a r e 992,400 


e 


Now, in a review of the legislation of Congress 
on this subject of bounty land, it will be found that 
a reservation of six millions of acres of the public 
domain had been set apart for the purpose of watis- 
fying the warrants isgued in favor of the soldiers 
of the last war. The reservation was located in 
the States of Illinois, Missouri, and Arkansas. 
But as this whole subject of bounty land is now 
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under consideration, the following review of the 
amount of land heretofore allowed by Congress 
will prove acceptable—prepared, he thought, with 
accuracy: ` 

Aggregate of bounty lands granted by the General Govern- 


ment to the commissioned officers of the Continental lines, 
and to the officers of the hospital and medical aepartmei 
9 t 


of the army of. the Revolution... ... EET 2 
In the following proportions, viz: A major general, 
1,100; brigadier general, 850; colonel, 500 acres ; 
lieutenant colone), 450; major, 400; captain, 300 ; 
lieutenant, 200; and ensigns and comets, 150 


Hospital Department. Ş 

Director, same as brigadier general; chief physi- 
cian and purveyor, same as colonel; physician 
and surgeon and apothecary, same as lieutenant 
colonel; regimental surgeons, same as major 3 
surgeons’ mates, same as captain. 

Aggregate of bounty lands granted by the General 
Government to the non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, and privates of the Continental lines 
of the army of the Revolution—none being enti- 
tled but those enlisted for “ during the war,” and 
served to the end thereof in 1783: 12,586 war- 
rants of 100 acres exch...... ELETE A eee -v 1,258,600 


Total number of acres of bounty land granted to the 
officers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, 
and privates of the different Continental lines 
Of the AFMNY..ccceccescccceccccccccccecesscees 2,081 ,470 


Lands granted to Messrs. Lewis & Clark, and their com- 
panions, pursuant to act of Congress, 3d March, 1807 : 
Two warrants, of 1,600 acres cach, for Messrs. Lewis 


S& CNark... ccc ccc ccs occ E E 3,230 
Thirty-one warrants, of 320 acres each, for their com- 
panions pevore “eooeoe ecoccoortece Coe cesererereve ceeese 9 
Total number Of acres......0+eesceecceeeeeecees 13,120 


Lands granted for services in the Jate war with Great Brit- 
ain : 27,516 warrants, of 160 acres, issued to the non-com- 
missioned officers, musieians, and privates of the regular 
army, and to the heirs of such of the United States twelve- 
months? volunteers who died or were killed whilst in ser- 
vice, in pursuance of the acts of Congress of December 


24,1811, January 11 and February 6, 1812...... 4,402;563 
One warrant under a special act..... eee ceesecwse 460 
One thousandand eighty six warrants, of 320aeres 

each, under the act of Congress of December 10, 

1814, granting double bounties in fand.........- 347,520 

Total number of acreS........csserceccecncs 4,100,568 
Under the acts of Congress of March 5, 1816, and - 

March 3, 1817, granting bounties in lands to the 

officers and soldiers and to the medical and other 

staff of the Canadian volunteers in the late war, 

and ineluding certain rangers, there has been 

granted— 

Thirty-five warrants to the Canadian officers, (com- 

missioned,) embracing.......seee-eceees os e.. 17,872 
One hundred and twenty-one warrants, of 320 acres 

each, to non-commissioned officers and privates 38,720 
One hundred and twenty warrants, of 160 aeres 

each, to non-commissioned officers and privates. 19,200 

Total number of acres........ darei annaa "4, 82,352 


The locations of the warrants granted to the Canadian vol- 
unteers were confined, under the act of 1816, to the then 
territory of Indiana, and under the subsequent aet of 1817 
‘to sueh lands as have been offered at publie sale according 
to law, and no other 5” hence they did not interfere with the 
six millions of acres of land originally appropriated in Iè- 
nois, Missomi, and Arkansas, for the purpose of satisfying 
those warrants which have issued pursuant to the acts of 
December 11, 1811, January and February, 1812, and Decem- 
ber, 1814. : 


Thus it will appear that of the six millions of acres 
reserved for the purpose of satisfying the military 
warrants issued for services in the late war, nearly 


| one million two hun@red thousand acres still re- 


main unlocated. And thus, he verily believed, it 
would turn out in the present instance: that though 
the calculation would lead us to suppose that six 
millions of acres would be required to satisfy the 


| claim, yet not more than three millions of acres 


would ever be located. | 

Having ascertained the extent of the claim, the . 
next question arises as to our means of payment. 
At this time he would be reluctant to increase the 
public debt; and though the claim be just, yet as 
those who had gone before us had neglected to pro- 
vide for it, it perhaps may not be criminal in us to 
pass it by. Buf he had examined into this matter 
also; and in the State of Mississippi, at this time, 
there were more than eleven millions of acres of 
land subject to entry atprivate sale. He would be 
glad if the whole number of warrants which might 
be issued could be located in that State; all of them 
would be satisfied, and still a sufficient amount 
would be left to answer all the purposes of specu- 
lation. His constituents would welcome the old 
soldier or any of his children among. them with a 
right hearty good will, and perform for him allthe 
offices of good neighborhood. The last retarns 
show, we have now belonging to the United States 
146,693,663 acres of land subject to lida sia 
A large proportion of this land has been open for 
wale ahd entry for more than twenty years; ‘and 


he verily believed, the doing of this act of justice, 
and the lecation of these warrants, would facilitate 
and accelerate the disposition of the residue. All 
the lands now surveyed and ready for market 
amount to 300,216,978 acres. 

But gentlemen have a convenient way of meeting 
all this, by saying it is all humbug. Sir, this is 
the resort always of a politician who is hard press- 
ed and defeated in argument. But it is no such 
thing in the ordinary acceptation of that term: itis 
founded in truth, justice, and equality; the reward 
of services freely rendered; or if it be a humbug, it 
is one which the people will adopt and advocate— 
a humbug which public men will find it most dif- 
ficult to resist, inasmuch as it finds its approval 
in the strong Ben sense and grateful feeling of 
the people. hen he voted against the increase 
of the pay of the volunteer, because of the inequal- 
ity which was proposed to be made in the com- 

ensation of the regular troops and the volunteers, 

e found a humbug was made out of it by low, 
cunning, contriving men, because an opportunity 
was afforded for misrepresentation; and so prop- 
er did the people consider the increase, and 80 
much was such a movement in accordance with 
their feelings, that they were almost ready to take 
itin any shape. Some have supposed that the 
course which a sense of duty impelled him (Mr.T.) 
to take in regard to General Taylor, embarrassed 


him among his constituents. Not at all; this hum- 


bug exploded at the very first fire. But more pa- 
tience and more care were required to satisfy the 
honest yeomanry as to the propriety of the other 
vote. But when any man is right, honest, and 
frank, he has nothing to fear from an intelligent 
and patriotic constituency. 

And why should not this bill be passed, and 
these bounties extended to the soldiers of the last 
war, placing them on terms of equality with the 
soldiers of the Mexican war. Is this Mexican 
war more just, righteous, and important than the 
war of 1812? Is the enemy now more brave, skill- 
ful, and difficult to overcome than the enemy then? 
Are the results of the war more conducive to 
national honor and national elevation and advance- 
ment? No, sir. No one contends for such a prop- 
osition. These wars were alike necessary. The 
glory of our arms has been maintained, and our 
national character elevated in both conflicts. The 
volunteers of this war are placed on grounds of 
equality in compensation and bounties with the 
regular troops. Why not act in the same way 
with the volunteers of the last war? The differ- 
ence, if any, is in this: the excitement of the last 
war is passed away, and a debt so long due and 
unliquidated, loses its force in proportion to the 
distance and time at which it was incurred. He 
would not endeavor to renew the glories of the last 
war; he would not endeavor to recount the hard- 
ships, deprivations, and sufferings of our army 
during that time—the scanty ration, the insufficient 
elothing, amidat the severest chilling blasts of our 
northern frontier—the depreciated paper with which 
the Government discharged their meagre wages— 
the dreadful conflicts with a powerful foe, and the 
awful carnage which ever attended them. These 
were left by him for others to perform, who had 
inclination and capacity for such an undertaking. 
But while we all: feel proud for our countrymen 
in their bearing in Mexico, yet it is right to re- 
member the fullness, and excellence, and readi- 
ness of their rations; a bountiful payment for 


clothing; a mild climatein which to operate, though | 


in positions subject to the inspiration of a delete- 
rious malaria, which, in many instances, proved 
fatal. He believed if the people of the United 
States were allowed a direct vote on this amend- 
ment, there would be little or no opposition. 
Again: he had ever been against a large stand- 
ing army; it is the bane and curse of every repub- 
lic. It is by the army all republics have fallen. 
And he verily believed, if the standing army of 
this country was continued at the number now en- 
gaged in the public service, although he had every 
confidence in the patriotism, intelligence, and hon- 
esty of our army, yet this army would control the 
policy of this Government. For the first series of 
years it would be done by influence; and when 
that influence failed, as fail it would in the end, 
power, force, the strong arm, would be brought in 
to rule the turbulent, and to put down the insub- 
Ordinate. This has been the spirit of all armies— 
indeed of all associated bodies of men. And man 
continues the same in all his passions, motives, 


and objects of pursuit in all ages and in all nations. 
And he feared, at least, our Republic had not re- 
generated man. Therefore, he was against large 
standing regulararmjes. ‘The defence and the hon- 
or of the Republic ought to remain with the citizen- 
soldier. e was opposed to long pension rolls. 
This is too close an imitation of the rotten Govern- 
ments of Europe, which are now crumbling into 
dust. It is intended for privileged orders, to main- 
tain distinct classes in society, who may be depend- 
ants upon Government, and whose interest it will 
be to continue the existing order of things which 
feeds them, however oppressive to their fellow- 
citizens. This system is not suited to a plain, 
democratic Government. If we owe these men 
anything for their services—if liberality to public 
servants prompts, and justice demands, this bounty 
—pay it, whatever is due. Let him have it, and 
then let him take care of himself. Let him no 
longer look to Government for help. If he has 
been disabled in your service, generosity bids you 
to provide for his necessities, but duty to all for- 
bids your special guardianship over any American 
citizen who is able to take care of himself. Let 
us pay the citizen-soldier liberally. Inthe service 
of his country let his patriotism and his interest 
be both appealed to; and thus we may. bid defi- 
ance to the combined standing armies of the world, 
without a mercenary army, ever ready to obey 
the behests of the occupant of the Presidential 
chair. 

He (Mr. T.) said he saw gentlemen all- around 
him anxious to take the floor on this proposition. 
He advised them to move with caution; this was 
a new proposition. Men often get wrong by over- 
hasty and inconsiderate action. This question of 
pay of the volunteers is an old song. And I-doubt 
not there are many here to whom the phrase is 
familiar, as having bean used by themselves on the 
stump—eight dollars a day for a member of Con- 
gress, and seven dollars per month for the poor 
soldier. Upon your return home, after having in- 
duced many good-meaning men to join in sending 
you here, how will you answer the interrogatory of 
the old soldier, How is it that the twelve-months’ 
men of this war receive bounties in land, and we are 
deprived of the same, when we have performed the 
same service? I thought you were the friend of the 
soldier. You obtained my vote by that song, and 
when the proposition is made to give me a home, 
you forget all your professions. Sir, gentlemen 
will be without a satisfactory answer even to them- 
selves. This provision is right and proper. And 
although it may take five or six millions of acres of 
land to satisfy the claim, each of you who intend to 
oppose this measure had better weigh your words 
and examine your arguments well before their de- 
livery. Let but the remembrances and glories of 
Craney Island, Aux Cunards, Fort Stephenson, 
the Thames, Chippewa, Fort Erie, Lundy's Lane, 
and New Orleans, awake around you, and you 
will soon see how consistent with justice and right 
this scanty but late bounty will appear. ° 

One other consideration. He (Mr. T.) said he 
had despaired of the graduation of the price of the 
public lands by this generation of legislators. The 
lands in the new States are now vacant. He want- 
ed them occupied and cultivated. He desired to 
see these lands pass into the hands of individuals, 
so that they might become subject to taxation. At 
their present rates, they would not sell, and no set- 
tlement would be made, and emigration would go 
onward, touching and cultivating only the select 
lands, till they were turned back by the Pacific. 
If, in doing an act of justice and enlightened pa- 
triotism, we can remedy this state of things, is it 
not most desirable? Will not every man from a 
new State join me? Here is a measure in which 
we can all unite. The old States have the soldiers; 
the new States have the lands. ‘The old States 
want compensation for the services of their citi- 
zens; the new States will be glad that these same 

atriots were in possession of some of their vacant 
ands, and become their neighbors. He hoped, 
therefore, that the friends of the proposition would 
protect the measure from all insidious efforts to de- 
feat it by putting upon it ridiculous amendments, 
with a view of making the measure itself unac- 
ceptable to its friends. Let others doas they might, 
he would discharge his duty. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, obtained the 
floor, on whose motion the committee rose and 
reported progress, and then 
` ‘The House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred : 


By Mr. TURNER: The petition of L. P. Sanger, praying 
compensation for carrying the mails from the 13th February 
1847, until June, in the same year, over routes- abandoned 
by O. Hinton & Co. Also, the petition of Thomas Harrison 
and many others, praying for a mail route from Mount Car- 
ro.l, in the State of Illinois, to Pleasant Valley and Howards- 
ville, in the same State. - Also, the petition of F. G. Petrie 
and a great many others, praying fora mail route from Syca- 
more, in the State of Illinois, to South Grove, Lindenwood, 
White Rock, Dayaville, Oregon, Mount Morris, Chambers’s 
Grove, Cherry Grove, Mount Carroll, and Savannah, in the 
State of Hlinois. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The petition of Henry Little and Ja- 
cob Felch, of Newbury, Massachusetts, praying for indem- 
nity for damages sustained by the erection of a breakwater 
connecting with Woodbridge’s Island, in Merrimac river.. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN : The memorial of Benedict J. Heard, 


praying that his claim for the destruction of his houses may 


be paid. 

By Mr. TUCK: The petition of W. H. Y. Hackett and 27 
other citizens of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, praying that 
Congress will purchase Mount Vernon, agreeably to a prop- 
osition of John A. Washington, Esq., to the Hon. George 
M. Dallas. Also, the petition of N. P. Haskell and 70 other 
citizens of Weston and vicinity, Maine, praying that Con- 
gress will appoint a committee to inquire into the existence, 
extent, and legality of the slave trade in the Diatrict of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. JAMESON: The petition of David Jones for a 
pension. Also, the petition of divers citizens of Ralls 
county, Missouri, praying for authority to locate certain 
school lands on other vacant sections. 
several citizens of the counties of St. Louis, St. Charles, 
and Warren, Missouri, praying for a change in mail route 
No. 4,717. Also, a petition in relation to certain lund wat- 


rants. l 

By Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON: The petition of sundry 
citizens of Carter county, Tennessee, asking the establish- 
ment of a mail route froin Elizabethton to various other 
places, as set forth in the petition. 

By Mr. MARSH: The memorial of John Peck and others, 
in favor of Whitney’s plan for the construction of the At- 
lantic and Pacific railroad. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of Nancy G. Sanders 
and 122 others, ladies of Wisconsin, praying for an exten- 
sion of the privilege of preëmption to settlers, so as the bet- 
ter to protect them orp speculators. Also, the petition 
of Warren Chase and 49 others, for a division of the Green 
Bay land district. Also, the petition of O. Preston and 19 
others, for continuation of post route No. 4,407, from Geneva 
to Summit, Wisconsin, via Spring Prairie, East Troy, Eagle- 
ville, and Waterville. Also, the petition of N. H. Strong 
and 37 others, for a post route from Watertown, via Wau- 
pun, Ceresco, and Berlin, to Plover Portage, service thereon 
as often as once a week. Also, the petition of Wm. Starr 
and 113 others, for a post route from: Watertown, via Wau- 
pun, Ceresco, and Berlin, to Plover Portage, of a mail ser- 
viee thereon. Also, the petition of Edmund Cowdry and 79 
others, for a post route from Watertown, via Waupun, Ce- 
resco, and Berlin, to Stevens’s Point, Portage county. 

By Mr. BELCHER: The remonstrance of George Ken- 
dall and 41 others, inhabitants of the State of Maine, against 
opening our ports to British lumber floated down the St. 
John’s river. Also, the petition of Samuel Davis, for bounty 
on schooner Daniel. i 

By Mr. WILSON: The memorial of John Plumbe, in re- 
lation to his project for a railroad from the Lakes to Ore- 
gon. Also, the petition of Ephraim Spoor, praying for a 
pension. Also, the petition of Ann F. Perrine and others, 
praying for the extension of the time allowed for locating a 
tract of land in Florida, grantedto Dr. Henry Perrine. Also, 
the petition of Calvin Sinith, of Henniker, New Hampshire 
praying thatall prisons in the Districtof Columbia where per- 
sons are confined without conviction or allegation of crime 
may be abolished. D o. 

By Mr. BARROW : The petition of William Linville and 
25 others, officers and soldiers in the last war with Great 
Britain, asking an extension of the pension laws, &c. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of William Tee, of 
Portsmouth, Virginia, for a pension. os 

By Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL: Several petitions, numer- 
ously signed by citizens of Philadelphia, for the survey of a 
route for a post road from Philadelphia to New York. 

By Mr. TALLMADGE: The petition of Gouverneur Mor- 
ris and others, for an appropriation to promote the sciences of 
geology, mineralogy, &c.; of Lieut. J. S. Devlin, for compen- 
sation as acting assistant quartermaster in the marine corps; 
of George Pitt Stevenson, for an allowance for service as 
judge advocate on the coast of Brazil. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: A petition for a mail route 
from Rockford, via Kishwaukee, mouth of Stillman’s Creek, 
Daysville, Lee Centre, and Ovid, to Peru, in La Salle coun- 
ty. Also, a petition for a mail route from Littlefort, via 
Gage'’s Luke, Haincsville, Fort Hill, Forkville, and Lamar, 
to ‘Crystal Lake, in McHenry county. 

By Mr. HALL: The petition of Charlotte 8. Newcomb, 
for arrears of pension due her grandfather, Thomas Lincoln, - 
deceased. 

By Mr. GAINES: The petitition of Robert Perry, for a, 
pension for services rendered and injuries received during 
the Indian war. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvuespay, April 25, 1848. 


Mr. BREESE presented a petition from the 
County Commissioners of Fayette county, Illinois, 
asking that the State of Illinois be authorized to 
collect tolls on the Cumberland road for keeping i 
in repair; which was referred to the Committee on 


Roads and Canals. en 
“Alao, petitions from Frink and Hadduck, and 


Also, the petition of © 
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L. P. Sanger, asking payment of a balance due 


under a contract for carrying the United States. 


mail; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON presented amemorial from the 
Professors of the N ational Medical College of 
Washington, asking an appropriation for the hos- 
pital in this city; which was read, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. , 

[This memorial shows that the Faculty of this 


college, at great expense and personal sacrifice, 


supplied the means to open one half of the present 
building as an infirmary, and the other as a dis- 
pensary, trusting to be able to sustain the institu- 
tion from fees derived from those able to pay; but, 
so far from that, they have been obliged to keep 
it up by their own private means until the present 
time. After having expended more than $5,000 
from their private resources, independent of gratu- 
itous medical and surgical attendance to some four 
hundred patients, they now say they find the bur- 
dén too onerous to be longer continued. In speak- 
ing of the institution, the memoridlists say that 
it has been made the asylum for the broken-down 
sailor and wounded soldier, and has become rather 
a national than a local institution, in the different 
wards of which have been found representatives 
from almost every State inthe Union. The Facul- 


_ ty still admit their readiness to give their time and 


attendance gratuitously, but can no longer supply 
the necessary funds to sustain the institution. | 
Mr. MASON presented a memorial from the 
Hartford Argillo Manufacturing Company, asking 
an examination and test of a certain material man- 
ufactured by said company to be used in lieu of 
marble; which was ordered to be referred to a se- 


- Ject committee, to consist of three members, to be 


appointed by the Chair. 

This memorial states, that although this man- 
ufacture is in its infancy, it can now be furnished 
as cheaply as the finest marble, which it is destined 
entirely to supersede. It is a preparation of clay, 
by chemical agency, of great durability and in- 
tense hardness, exhibiting the high polish and 
lustre-of the precious stones, being susceptible of 
every variety of hue, is of unsurpassed and per- 
manent brilliancy, and cannot be equalled in prac- 
tical use. The memorialists ask no patronage 
from the Government in advance, being convinced 
that, after examination and test, it will at once be 
introduced in all the public buildings in lieu of 
marble. ] 

Mr. CLAYTON presented two memorials from 
citizens of Pennsylvania, asking that Congress 
will construct a post route through the State of 
New Jersey, in order to do away with what is 
termed a monopoly of certain railroad and canal 
companies, by means of which the State of New 
Jersey imposes an exorbitant tax on citizens of 
other States. E 

Mr. CLAYTON made a brief explanation of 
the object of the memorials, which was, to obtain 
'a remedy against the extortionate rates imposed by 
the railroad companies in the State af New Jersey, 
on passengers, citizens of other States, between 
the cities of Philadelphia and New York. A dis- 
tinction was made in favor of the people of New 
Jersey travelling from one part of the interior of 
the State to another. 

Mr. DAYTON expressed regret that the Sena- 
tor from Delaware had called public attention to 
these memorials. The fact is, that this issimply a 
dispute between rival companies, and not a matter 
calling for the interposition of Congress. He vin- 
dicated the State from any desire to countenance 
improper rates of travel, as it merely derived a 
revenue of ten cents payable for every passenger, 
which amounted only to a moderate State tax. . 

Mr. MILLER also stated, that the moderate 
tax of ten cents for each passenger constituted all 
the interest which the State of New Jersey had in 
these railroads. He regretted that the Senator 
from Delaware should have thought proper to 
bring before Congress a matter exclusively per- 
taining to citizens of New Jersey, and which might 
be settled without the interposition of the United 
States. | 

Mr. CLAYTON, in reply, read from the me- 
moriala, and also quoted from the letters in which 


. they were transmitted to him, for the purpose of 


showing the extent of the impression made on the 
public mind by the conduct pursued by the railroad 
companies in New Jersey. 


Mr. MILLER and Mr. DAYTON said a few 


words in explanation; and after a few words from 
Mr. CLAYTON, the memorials were referred. 


‘REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Military 

Affairs, reported a joint resolution requiring the 
Secretary of War to purchase 5,000 of Colt’s re- 
peating pistols, accompanied by a report; the joint 
resolution was read a first time. — 
Mr. UPHAM, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an adverse report on House 
bill for the relief of the heirs of Rignald alias Nick 
Hillary. 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on [Indian Af- 
fairs, reported a bill for the relief of William Lee; 
which was read a first time. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, in pursuance of notice, in- 
troduced a bill in addition to an act therein men- 
tioned. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
_ On motion of Mr. BADGER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed to 
inquire into the causes of the delay in executing the printing 
from time to time ordered by the Senate, and report what 
measures, if any, the Senate should adopt in relation thereto. 


On motion of Mr. ATCHISON, 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be sent to the Senate a copy of the opinion 
of the Attorney General, with copies of the accompanying 
papers, on the claim made by the Choctaw Indians for five 
thousand dollars, with the interest thereon from the date of 
the transfer, bheing the difference between the last of the 
stock and the par value thereof, transferred to them by the 
Chickasaws, under the convention of 17th January, 1837. 


‘Mr. UNDERWOOD called the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that a bill had been passed in the 
other House, and reported from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs in this body without amendment, for 
the relief of David Myerlee. He desired to have 
the bill recommitted, from the fact that he had re- 
ceived a memorial from a certain firm, stating that 
Myerlee was insolvent, and had refused to pay them 
any portion of the money he would receive by the 
contemplated bill, although they had furnished Mr. 
Myerlee all the means to meet his engagements. 
They ask that the bill may be so amended as to 
allow them to receive what is just, or the mone 
retained in the treasury until such time as their 
claim can-be litigated. 

The bill was recommitted with the accompanying 
documents to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


The bill to require holders of military land war- 
rants to compensate the land officers of the United 
States for services in relation to the location of 
those warrants, was read a third time and passed. 


Mr. CASS moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill relating to California 
claims. 

Mr. HALE hoped that the Senate would not 
proceed to the consideration of that bill. There 
was another matter legitimately before the body, 
to wit, the bill which he had asked leave to intro- 
duce, and for which he had been denounced as a 
maniac on one side, an enemy of the Constitution 
on the other, and as fuilty of highway robbery by 
a ‘‘third party.” These denunciations had gone 
forth on the wings of the press to the four corners 
of the earth, and he considered it but an act of 
justice on the part of the Senate to proceed with 
that bill, in order that the world might see with 
what justness such charges had been made. He 
desired to have at least the vote of the Senate on 
the subjeet, by yeas and nays. 

The question having been taken on the motion 
of Mr. Cass, it was decided in the affirmative: 
Ayes 25, noes 9. 

CALIFORNIA CLAIMS. 

The Senate then took up the bill relating to 
California claims, the question pending being the 
amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs 
abolishing the board of eommissioners, and substi- 


tuting Colonel Frémont and two other officers to | 


examine the claims, &c, 

Mr. CASS said, the committee had reported the 
amendment for the purpose of obviating all objec- 
tions, and he hoped the Senate would be disposed 
to acquiesce in the report. 

Mr. MASON, [am unable to perceive that the 
objection which I presented to this bill, a few days 
since, has been in the slightest degree obviated by 
the amendment which has just been read. The 
objection which I urged was, that the bill created 
offices, and appointed certain officers to fill them, 
which was in violation of the Constitution. The 
honorable Senator from South Carolina, [Mr, Bor- 


LER,] who, as everybody knows, is a very able 
jurist, at once took the distinction, so well known 
to the common law, between an ‘‘office’’ and an 
“employment.” That was met by the Senator 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Bapcer,} who en- 
deavored to show that this mode of appointing. 
officers was sanctioned by legislative and judicial 
igi i of which he cited several examples. 

eeming this a matter of vital importance, inas- 
much as itis of the highest moment that we should 
not trench upon the rights of the Executive, I have 
taken ‘some pains to look into these precedents, 
and into the authorities generally; and the result 
of that investigation has satisfied me that the sup- 
posed precedents are altogether unsatisfactory. 

The bill originally proposed to create a board by 
name, eo nomine, consisting of Lieutenant Colonel 
Frémont and two other officers of a certain class. 
The objectiongmade was, that that involved the 
creation of an office, and by law appointed officers, 
with theduty of adjudicating certain claims against 
the United States. Now, the amendment proposes, 
not to create a board eo nomine, but that the unas- 
certained claims shall not be paid unless they have 
been previously examined and allowed by three 
gentlemen whose names are given—John Charles 
Frémont, Captain Hensley, and Major Eddie. Fhe 
amendment further provides, that these gentlemen — 
whoare thus to examine these claims, shall be com- 
Nao according to their respective ranks in the 
ate California battalion. What, then, does the 
amendment provide? Why, substantially the ver 
same thing which was provided in the original bill 
—that these claims are to be examined, adjudica- 
ted, and determined upon evidence which shall be 
laid before these individuals; and, when ascertained 
by them to be correct, shall be paid, without fur- 
ther inquiry, by a proper disbursing officer, out of 
the public treasury. Now, I cannot for my life 
see any shadow of difference in the substance of 
this thing, whether you call these three gentlemen 
examiners of claims, or a “ board,” as they were. 
styled in the original bill. It is further provided 
in the amendment, that all claims shall be barred, 
which are not presented to these officers for their 
examination within one and a half years after the 
s e of the bill. Thus, during that year and a 

alf, these gentlemen are to continue in the PT 

ment of the Government, I say in office under the 
Government, at a fixed rate of compensation, to be 
paid them for the discharge of the duties of that 
office. Now,pthe precedents cited by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, on a former day, were, 
as far I could understand, in every instance, prece- 
dents of mere employment, not of office, by which 
certain persons were engaged to discharge a cer- 
tain specified duty; and the employment was to 
cease when that duty had been performed Hecited 
cases of artists eraployed to paint pictures, and ex- 
ecute statuary for the decoration of this Capitol. I 
have not now the list of cases cited by the gentle- 
man, but | recollect that amongst them was one in 
which he conceived that the very case now before us 
was presented. It was the case of Mr. Choteau, 
who was employed to visit the western Indians and 
conduct a deputation from them to the seat of Gov- 
ernment. * | 

Now, sir, I find in the horn book of the law—and 
this is purely a legal question—that Blackstone thus 
defines the meaning of the term ‘ office :”’ 


« An office is a right to exercise a public or private em- 
ployment, and to take the fees and emoluments thereto be- 
longing—whether public, as those of magistrates ; or private, 
as bailiffs, or receivers, and the like.”’ 

«& Every man is a public officer, who has any duty con- 
cerning the public; and he is not the less a public officer, 
when his authority is confined to narrow limits; because 
it is the duty and the nature of the duty, which makes him 
a public ofijcer; and not the extent of his authority.” 


So much for the meaning of the term “office.” 

Now, to distinguish between an ‘‘office’’ properly 
such, and a mere ‘“‘employment,”’ I will take the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
BapceEr] back to the black letter, in the times of 
Charles the Second, and refer him to a case de- 
cided in the King’s Bench in 1658, reported in 2d 
Siderpin, page 142, where the Chief Justice (Glyn) 
thus strikingly draws the distinction. He says: 
. & I hold in this case, that the grant by the word ‘ conces- 
simus’ to Sir John Gates is good. I consider that the prece- 
dents cited are notto the point; they not pertaining to office, 
but an employment, and that there is more than a verbal dis- 
tinction between thein.”? 

« Now, to explain my distinction between an office and an 
employment, [ hold that although every office be an employ- 
ment, yet, e converso, every employment is not an office. As, 
if I agree with one to make my hay, or to plougirmy land, 


1848. 


or, to herd my flock, these are employments, and differ from 
the duties of my manor, which is an office.” s 

The difference between a ‘“‘duty continuing” 
and a duty which ends when the particular object 
is attained, is here strikingly drawn. In the State 
of Maine, I find that there was a decision of the 
judges on this point, which I have examined with 
some care, and which I think fully sustains the 
view which I have presented. It will be found 
reported in 3d Greenleaf, page 482. The question 
submitted to the judges of the Supreme Court of 
that State, by its Govenion was, whether an 
agent appointed by him for the preservation of the 
timber on the public lands was to be considered 
an officer, within the meaning of the constitution 
of that State; and, by the unanimous opinion of 
the judges, it was decided that he was not: then 
such agent held no “office,” but merely an ‘‘em- 
ployment,” under the State. The judges say: 

‘¢' There is a manifest difference between an ‘office’ and 
‘employment’ under the Government. We apprehend that 
the term ‘office’ implies a delegation af a portion of the 
eavereign power to, and a possession of it by, the person 
filling the office.” 
`- | find the same distinction taken in a case de- 
cided by the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania— 
t Binns’s case,” reported in 17th Sergeant and 
Rawle. Binns had been appointed by Mr. Clay, 
when Secretary of State, to print certain public 
papers, &c., for that department, being at that time 
an alderman of Philadelphia; and the question was, 
whether this appointment by Mr. Clay made him 
an officer of the Federal Government. 

“It was decided by a majority of the court, that 
it was a mere employment, and not an office, and 
the case in Siderpin was referred to for the dis- 
tinction. 

1 apprehend, then, if there be any foundation 
for this distinction, resting upon the authofities I 
have cited, that it at once disposes of the whole 
class of cases of ‘‘ employment”? cited by my hon- 
orable friend from North Carolina. The painting 
of pictures, execution of statuary, the compilation 
of State papers, are ‘“‘employments’’ properly 
within that term. 

Then, as to Choteau’s case, also cited by the 
Senator from North Carolina—it is found in the 
law of appropriations for Indian annuities, &c., 
passed July 7, 1838—in which, amongst a long 
series of appropriations, is the following, viz: 

3 

& For expenses of mission of A. P. Choteau amongst the 

wild trihes of the southwest, including his outfit, and the 


expenditures growing out of, and connected with, bringing 
on deputations of said tribes, which he had been authorized 
do.’ 


And this is cited by the honorable Senator, as 
an instance where one by law was clothed with an 
office, or made an officer, as is.proposed by the 
bill under consideration. 

Now, I uaderstand that the intercourse with the 
Indians is a matter purely pertaining to the Exec- 
utive. The President is the organ of intercourse 
with those tribes as he is that of foreign nations. 
lt is an Executive function;-and when he deems it 
right and proper to conduct deputations from those 
Indian tribes to the seat of Government, he can 
give the necessary orders to that effect. He re- 
ports the fact to Congress, and an appropriation is 
made to defray the expenses. I cannot then per- 
ceive any an ogy between the case cited and that 
now before the Senate. There was another case 
presented by the honorable Senator from North 
Carolina, which struck me with some force at the 
time, and of which I have made an attentive ex- 
amination. I refer to the act of Congress, Septem- 
ber, 1789, by which it was enacted: l 

‘ That the establishment contained in the resolve of the 
late Congress of the 3d October, 1787, except as to the mode 
of appointing the officers, and also aa hereinafter provided, 
be and the same is hereby recognized to be the establish- 
ment for the troops in the service of the United States.” 

The “resolve of the Ie Congress,” thus referred 
ta, was a resolution of the old Congress under 
the articles of Confederation, and will be found in 
De Journals, volume 4th, pages 786-7, in these 
words: : 

«Resolved, That seven hundred non-commissioned offi- 
cers and privates be raised for the term of three yeurs, unless 
sooner discharged,” 
which were to be furnished in certain proportions 
by certain States. 

In 1789, the Federal Government had been or- 
ganized under the present Constitution, and this 
recognition of a levy of troops merely by a resolve 
of the old Congress the Senator eenstrues into a 


legislative appointment of all the officers who were 
to command those troops. Surely the honorable 
Senator could not have read attentively the law 
which he quoted, or he coyld not fail to see that 
the point for which he cited it is strongly against 
-him—the law, in express terms, excepting ‘‘ the 
mode of appointing the officers,’ which was to 
conform to the provisions of the Constitution, then 
recently adopted. So much, sir, for the prece- 
dents cited by the Senator from North Carolina. 

] now come to the case cited by the honorable 
Senator from ‘Texas—the case of the mail con- 
tractors. A resolution or law passed the two 

Houses of Congress, referring a matter in dispute 

-between these contractors and the Government— 
to whom? To an officer of the Government—the 
Solicitor of the Treasury. Does any one doubt, 
has it ever been doubted, that the Congress of the 
United States have authority to prescribe new du- 
ties to existing officers, provided these duties are 
not inconsistent with the rights of the officer for 
the time being? That was all that was done in 
the case in question. The Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury is an officer of the Government; and the first 
question before the court was, whether the Post- 
master General could exercise any discretion in 
carrying out this law of Congress—whether, vir- 
tute officii, he could exercise that owes and the 
next question was, whether the district court of 
the District of Columbia could exercise jurisdic- 
tion in the case by writ of mandamus. 

Mr. RUSK. ill the Senator allow me to ask 
a single question? 1 desire to ask if, when an act 
of Congress is brought before the Supreme Court, 
it would not be wanting in duty, if it failed to in- 
quire into the constituuonality of that act? 

Mr. MASON. I would answer the Senator by 
stating, that whether the Supreme Court of the 
United States would or would not inquire into the 
constitutionality of the act would depend upon the 
preliminary inquiry whether any constitutional 
question was raised in the case. If there wasa 
constitutional question raised, and it was relevant 
to the matter at issue, Í take it for granted that the 
Supreme Court would determine it. In the case 
alluded to, the Senator relies upon a loose expres- 
sion of one of the judges who delivered the opin- 
ion, that it was competent to Congress to devolve 
the duty upon that officer or anybody else. 

Mr. RUSK. ‘Three of the judges made use of 
that expression. 

Mr. MASON. It is perfectly immaterial. The 
honorable Senator well knows, that when you in- 
voke a precedent, and rely upon it as authority, 
you must have a case where the point in question 
is directly adjudged. These loose dicta of the 
judges, if relied upon as precedents, and more es- 
peoe T in constitutional questions, will lead us 

eaven knows where. 

There was another case cited by the Senator 
from North Carolina, in which certain duties were 
devolved upon the judges. The court considered 
the act, and decided thateit was perfectly compe- 
tent to the legislative branch to accumulate any 
duties they thought proper upon the existing offi- 
cers of the Government; to prescribe new duties 
to the Judiciary, although it were a coequal de- 
partment of the Government, provided the duties 
prescribed were of a judicial character. But in the 
case cited, the court decided, and, as I apprehend, 
correctly, that the duties prescribed by the act 
were not judicial. When they had so decided, 
they had done all that judicially came before them. 
What then? They determined, as benevolent and 
patriotic men, that although they were not bound 
by law to discharge these duties, yet that they 
would, for the purpose of carrying out the benev- 
olent designs of the law makers; and they say 
further in this recital, that the duties would be dis- 
charged by them gratuitously. Having first pro- 
tested against any right on the part of the legisla- 
ture to impose such duties upon them, they say 
that they will act as commissioners, in order to 
carry out the views of Congress. l apprehend 
that this case does not present any authority for 
the position taken by the honorable Senator from 
North Carolina. Surely he cannot mean to affirm 
that this is a judicial exposition of the right of 
Congress to create an officer. 

But, sir, on this whole subject of precedent, I 
enter a protest. I am free to admit that the opin- 
ions of Judges and Senators with respect to the 
Constitution have great weight, but no authority. 
I deny that the precedents cited are to be regarded 
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as authoritative in this case. I hold it to be as 
much the duty of the Senate to respect the rights 
of the Executive as it is to take care that the Ex- 
ecutive does not trench upon theirs. If it is true 
that this is an office, properly such, within the 
meaning of the Constitution, it is our duty to avoid 
doing violence to that Constitution, and interfering 
with a power that does not belong to us—the 
power of appointment to office. 

We are to inquire from the nature and extent of 
the duties to be imposed in this case, whether they 
come within the legal meaning of the term “‘office.”’ 
Nothing is changed in the amendment but the lan- 
guage of the bill. Precisely the same trust is ex- 

ressed. Duties to the same extent are devolved. 

he same amount of money is to be passed upon 
and adjudicated—to be disbursed, in fact, by the 
persons named, though they are not to pay it out 
with their own hands. They are to be compen- 
sated for the discharge of those duties. They are 
to continue in office, if necessary, for eighteen 
months. What are their duties? Why, to pass 
upon a series of unliquidated claims, the character 
of which are unknown to us—in the territory of 
California, some three thousand miles distant—and 
their adjudication is to be.final; because, upon a 
decision of the majority of these gentlemen, the 
money is to be paid. If this be not an office within 
the definition of the Maine judges, I do not know 
what is. The expenditure of such a large sum 
of money on account of claims assumed ex gratia 
by this country is a grave affair. It should be 
intrusted to a board of officers appointed in the 
manner prescribed by the Constitution. All the 
safeguards which the Constitution has thrown 
around the public treasury should be respected in 
this instance. Certainly, I cannot be supposed to 
imply any distrust of the gentlemen named in the 
bill, not one of whom have I the pleasure of know- 
ing at all. When I speak of safeguards, Ì mean 
those legislative safeguards provided by the Con- 
stitution and the laws, and which are always 
regarded when expenditure of public money is 
involved. | 

If the Senate reject the amendment reported by 
the committee, I shall offer one with the view of 
creating this board in the usual manner, giving the 
power necessary to adjudicate these claims, and 
peeing the Peo of the members of the 

oard, where Í contend the Constitution has placed 
it, in the hands of the President and Senate. 

Mr. BADGER replied to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, stating that the effect of the disregard of pre- 
cedents evinced by that Senator, if sanctioned by 
the Senate, would be to throw all our legislation 
into confusion and disorder. He maintained that 
all the precedents were in favor of the power of 
Congress in this case—the case of C. Gratiot and 
others, appointed a board of commissioners to in- 
vestigate claims against the United States, espe- 
cially bearing on this question. He admitted the 
justness of the distinction laid down between an 
office and a special employment, but contended 
that this was in favor of the provision of the bill, 
which looked only to the requisition of certain 
specified duties, on the completion of which, the 
services of the individuals in this matter would be 
dispensed with. 

Mr. BENTON rose and said: The amendment 
reported by the committee proceeds upon the prin- 
ciple that the claims in California heretofore ascer- 
tained and allowed by the officers under whom 
they originated shall be forthwith paid, and those 
not ascertained shall not be paid until examined 
and allowed by the same officers. Mr. Frémont 
and his staff officers allowed those which are as- 
certained; the same officers, by the amendment, 
are to allow the remainder before they can be paid. 
This is the principle of the amendment. Itappoints 
nobody to do anything; it only names the persons 
without whose examination and allowance the un- 
adjusted claims shall not be paid. ‘They were 
officers of the battalion under whom the claims. 
originated and were settled, as far as that has been 
done, and whose legal capacity to pass upon the 
claims is revived and continued, if the Government 
chooses to have the claims examined before they 
are paid, or chooses to save the parties from com- 
ing from California to Washington to solicit pay- | 
ment individually from Congress. That they are 
the proper persons to allow or reject these claims, 
and the only ones Who can do it with justice to the 
United States and to the claimants, is manifested 
from the depositions, where their knowledge of the 
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whole subject is fally shown. Captain Hensley 
was commissary and i Hater Major Read- 
ing was paymaster. Both were cognizant of the 
claims: one in doing the acts which originated 
them; the other in settling them, as far as he could. 
The deposition of Captain Hensley, (a gentleman 
of character and intelligence, with whom the com- 
mittee became well acquainted,) establishes this 
fact, and shows that he and Major Reading, from 
their respective positions in the battalion, were 
best acquainted with the claims, and were called 
by their offices to make an estimate of their amount 
before he left California. At page 37 of the docu- 
ment of depositions, he testifies thus, in answer to 
a question from the committee: 

ss As you were commissary and quartermaster, and there- 
fore intimately acquainted with the supplies obtained by the 
troops, and with the general expenses of the whole conquest 
of California from the beginning, under the flag of independ- 
ence in the north, to the suppression of the insurrection at 
Los Angeles in the south, you can form an opinion of the 
whole sum which the just claims upon the United States 
would amount to. Will you state that amount? 

& Answer. Previous to leaving the city of Angels, Major 
Reading, acting as paymaster, and myself, made as estimate 
of the amount due in that country. From the best informa- 
tion which we could obtain, we made the total amount seven 
hundred thousand dollars. Major Reading was operating in 
the north with Colonel Frémont, and myself with Commo- 
dore Stockton in the south.” 

From this answer of Captain Hensley to the 
committee’s question, as well as from the tenor of 
other depositions, and the very nature of their 

laces in the battalion, it is clear that he and Ma- 
jor Reading are the proper persons to be asso- 
ciated with Mr. Frémont in allowing or reject- 
ing these claims. They know every transaction, 
and cannot be deceived. They know every claim- 
ant, and cannot be imposed upon. They know 
the true from the false in every instance, both of 
men and transactions. They can do justice, and 
that upon their own knowledge. Their own char- 
acters are concerned in rejecting false accounts, and 
preventing their names and acts from being made 
the means of imposition upon the United States. 

At pages 35 and 36 of the document, Captain 
Hensley shows that all supplies were scarce and 
dear, and the dearer because bier nscale obtained 
without money, there being none furnished by the 
United States. He says: 

« After the city of Angels was taken by the United States 
forces, Captain Gillespie was left in command, and I acted 
as assistant quartermaster to the troops stationed there. Af- 
terthe insurrection broke out in September, 1846, provisions 
and supplies of all kinds could only be obtained at the most 
extravagant prices, the whole surrounding country being in 
the hands of the enemy.” 

And he givesa statement of prices, fully sus- 
taining this declaration: 
€c Horses and mules, from.........2.ee0.- $2) tO $35 00 

Saddies, complete, from............+... 30 to 40 OU 


Bridled. isise cssicdcesecascesseenee sees 6 to 10 00 
BPursy wc. cccerccccccccececccccsesesesee tO 1000 
BOS 666566 64185448 eeeeeeeenves e@eveneeveee 4 to 8 00 
Rifles, very scarce, from................ 50 to 100 00 
Powder, per pound.......... re rr 2 00 
Lead, per pound ...... ...sceccceee cece 37} 
Percussion caps, per thousand.......... 10 00 
Beef cattle, per head.......... cscesees. Sto 10 00 
Flour, per hundred pounds............. 10 00 
Sugar, per hundred-pounds............. 37 to 50 00 
Coffee, per hundred pounds......... eee. 50 00 


At such prices as these, except for the horses 
and cattle, which are below the price of the same 
in the United States, and without money to pa 
down, amounts soon run up high; but still small 
for the great results produced in conquering the 
country, and pacifying it, before the United States 
troops arrived. 

_A great error prevails in the minds of some Sen- 
_ators as to the authority for incurring these claims. 
The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] classes 
them all as unauthorized. It is a great mistake. 
The claims arising from unauthorized operations, 
limit themselves to about thirty days of time, and 
to the expenses of a force of less than three hun- 
dred men. They limit themselves to the opera- 
tions under the flag of independence—from the first 
week ih June to the 10th of July—when the flag 
of independence was abandoned, that of the Uni- 
ted States adopted, and the battalion went into ser- 
vice with the ut he From this time forth, all 
expenses were duly authorized, the naval com- 
manders acting under special orders from the Pres- 
ident, to eonquer, retain, and govern California. 
These orders beean in October, 1845, in anticipa- 
tion of the war, and were continued by successive 
orders of the most urgent kind.” Those of July 
12, 1846, though they did not arrive until opera- 
lions were over, were issued in the very time that 
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Mr. Frémont was in the act of joining the naval 
forces, and show what the intention of the Gov- 
ernment was at that time. They were addressed 
to Commodore Sloat, and said: 

“ Previous instructions have informed you of the instruc- 
tions of this Government, pending the war with Mexico, to 
take and hold possession of California. * * * he 
object of the United States is, under its rights as a belliger- 
ent nation, to possess itself entirely of Upper California. * 
i id * The object of the United States has reference 
to ultimate peace with Mexico; and if, at that peace, the basis 
of the uti possidetis shal) be established, the Government ex- 
pects, through your forces, to be found in actual possession 
of Upper California. * * * This will bring with it 
the necessity of a civil administration. Such a government 
should he established under your protection.” 

These instructions are positive in themselves, 
and refer to previous instructions. They corre- 
spond with all the previous orders to the navy. 
That branch of the public force was charged in 
advance, and in anticipation of the war, with the 
conquest of California, whenever war broke out. 
They were to conquer the country; they were to 
hold possession of it till peace; and they were to 
establish a civil government for its temporary ad- 
ministration. ‘lhe naval commanders were to do 
this, and did do it. Commodore Stockton took 
command in July, immediately after Mr. Frémont 
came to Monterey, and under his orders, all subse- 
quent military operations were carried on, and the 
civil government established, the expenses of which 
now remain to be paid. Commodore Stockton re- 
ceived the thanks ot the Government for prosecu- 
ting the conquest of California; Commodore Sloat 
was censured and recalled for not doing it; and 
Mr. Frémont and his battalion were a partof Stock- 
ton’s forces, and acted under orders trom him. 

The very day this letter of the 12th of July was 
written at Washington, Mr. Frémont was on his 
way to Monterey, to aid Commodore Sloat to do 
the very thing which these reiterated instrucdions 
required him todo. He was fulfilling, to the let- 
ter, on that day, the orders which were emanating 
from Washington. At the distance of .3,000 
miles, and without orders, he was doing what the 
Government wished done, and what the naval 
commanders could not have done without a land 
force. | 
The letter of recall to Commodore Sloat, dated 
August 13, 1846, shows not only that the naval 
commanders were required to conquer, retain, and 
govern California, but that they would be censured 
and superseded for not doing it. Flere is that or- 
der, dated, as I have said, on August 13, 1346— 
by a strange coincidence, the very day that Stock- 
ton and Frémont were entering the city of the An- 
gels, and putting the finishing-hand to the conquest 
of California. Hear it: 

“U.S. Navy DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington, August 13, 1846. 

t COMMODORE : The department lias received your letter, 
No. 51, of June 6, from which it appcars, that while you 
were aware of the existence ‘of actuul war’ between the 
United States and Mexico, you reinained in a state of inac- 
tivity, and did not carry out the instructions of June 24, 1345, 
framed to be executed even in the eveut of the mere decla- 
ration of war, much more in tfe event of actual hostilities. 
Those instructions you were ordered to carry out ‘at once.’ 

“Tu my letter of August 5, 1845, the reccipt of which you 
acknowledged on the 28th January, 1846, referring to them, 
I said: ‘ In the event of war, you will obey the instructions 
recently addressed to you via Panama.’ in my tetter of Oc- 
tober 17, 1845, of which you acknowledge the receipt on the 
17th of March, 1846, referring to these instructions once 
more, I said further: ‘In the event of actual hostilities be- 
‘tween the Mexican Government and our own, you will so 
‘dispose of your whole force as to carry out most effectually 
‘the objects specified in the instructions forwarded to you 
‘ from the department, in view of such a contingency.’ And 
surely there is no ambiguity in this language. 

« And in my letter of the 23d of February last, sent through 
Mexico, I remarked: ‘This letter is sent to you overland, 
‘ enclosed, as you suggest, to Messrs. Mott, ‘Talbot, & Co., 
< Mazatlan, and you will readily understand the reserve with 
€ which it is written.’ 

« The department, on August 5, 1845, had also told you 
‘that your torce should not be weakened while hostilities 
‘are threatened by Mexico.’ Your course was particularly 
approved in detaining the frigate Constitution. 

« The department will hope that a more urgent necessity 
than as yet appears, existed for the otherwise premature re- 
turn of that vessel. 

‘ The department willingly believes in the purity of your 
intentions. But your anzietynot to do wrong, has led you into 
a most unfortunate and unwarruntuble inactivity. 


“Very rere a Ran BANCROFT 
‘Com. Jonn D. Stoart, . 


« Com’g U. S, naval forces in the Pucific Ocean.” 


This is the letter of recall to Commodore Sloat; 
recalling him for inactivity; for delay in commen- 
cing hostilities; for his unfortunate anxiety not to 
do wrong. It is full proof, not only of authority 
to act, but of blame for not acting. Commodore 
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Stackton succeeded Commodore Sloat. He acted, 
and Frémont with him; and the mass of these 
claims, the whole, except the insignificant amount 
accruing during the first thirty days under the flag 
of independence, arose under the command of 
Commodore Stockton, and were doubly authorized 
both by his position as commander on the Califor- 
nia station, by the reiterated orders to the naval 
commanders, and by the express approbation of 
his conduct since he returned home. 

The operations without authority limit them- 
selves, then, to about thirty days of time at the 
commencement, and will not require forty thou- 
sand dollars to pay them; and for that sum the 
United States received more than the amount at the 
time in horses, cattle, cannon, and muskets, taken 
from the enemy and delivered to the United States: 
or used in her service. Eighteen brass cannon, 
two hundred and fifty stand of muskets, four or 
five hundred cattle, and nearly double as many 
horses, taken under the independent flag, went to 
the United States. These materials of war went 
to the United States, and were worth full fifty 
thousand dollars in money. The United States — 
received, then, in materials of war, more than it 
is asked to pay for these unauthorized operations. 
She received horses, eattle, cannon, and muskets, 
to more than the value; and we are ready to put 
a proviso to the bill limiting the amount to be paid 
for these operations to a less sum than the value 
of the articles actually received. But this would 
be but a poor way of settling the account. The 
United States received all the fruits of the revolu- 
tionary movement; she received all the benefits of 
the movement: and these benefits were of a kind 
not to be weighed or measured against money. 
She received all the northern half of California, 
conquered to her hard, before the naval forces be- 
gan to act; and this half so recetved by her has 
remained tranquil in her hands ever since. It 
broke up the juntas for transferring the country to 
the protection of Great Britain, and stopped the 
grants and sales of the:public domain to British 
subjects; and arrested the proceedings in the Mac- 
namara grant of three thousand square leagues be- 
fore the grant was complete, and all the original 
papers of which have been brought to the United 

lt induced Commodore Sloat to change 
his mind after he had been five days at Monterey, 
and decided him to take possession of the place, 
thus anticipating the arrival of the British Admiral 
by a few days, and converting his arrival into 
benefit instead of harm. For when he did arrive, 
finding the place in possession of the United States, 
he saw that his mission was at an end, and went 
off as suddenly and mysteriously as he came, 
abandoning California to its new masters, and 
utting an end to all hope of British protection. 
inally, it saved the American settlers from de- 
struction, gave a body of organized and victorious 
land forces to the United States to aet with the 
navy, and presented to the view of the British Ad- 
miral that camp of mounted riflemén which had 
such a discouraging efféet upon his mind, and such 
an encouraging one upon the minds of the naval 
forces. 

These were the benefits received by the United 
States from the movement under the independent 
flag. They are above price, and beyond dispute, 
The historical depositions taken by the committee 
prove everything, and the despatch of Commodore 
Sloat to the Secretary of the Navy, of July 31, 
1846, coincides with the sworn testimony in show- 
ing the happy effects all this had upon the British - 
Admiral’s visit, converting it into a benefit instead 
of a mischief. He says: 


“On the 16th the British Admiral, Sir George F. Seymour, 
arrived in the Collingwood, 80. An officer was immediately 
sent to tender him the usual courtesies and the facilities of 
the port. He was subsequently furnished with a set of top- 
gallantinasts and other spars for his ship, and sailed on the 
23d for thre Sandwich Islands. 

“The visit of the Admiral was very serviceable to our cause 
in California, as the inhabitants fully believed he would fake 
part with them, and that we would be obliged to abandon our 


conquest; but when they saw the friendly intercourse subsisting 
bebu een us, and found thal he-could nol taterferein thete be 


half, they abandoned all hope of ever seeing the Mexican flag 
fing in California again.” 

Thus the British Admiral disappointed the ex- 
pectations of the British party in California. He 
came as they expected, but when he came he did 
nothing. He did not interfere in their behalf; he 
behaved friendly. He went off in a few days, 
carrying with him the emissary Macnamara; and 
on his departure the inhabitants lost all hope of 
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ever seeing the Mexican flag again flying in Cali- 
fornia. Thus was California saved from passing, 
like the Mosquito coast, and so many other places, 
under British protection. California was saved ! 
And how came it to be saved? Because Mr. Fré- 
mont, his topographical corps, and the settlers, had 
overturned the Mexican authority before he ar- 
rived—had extinguished the British party—had 
induced Commodore Sloat to take possession of 
Monterey, and he himself, with his battalion, had 
come down to the coast to second the operations 
of the navy. This saved California. All the depo- 
sitions attribute these results to Mr. Frémont’s 
movement; and his coming down to Monterey to 
join the naval forces was the crowning act of his 
whole conduct. It was decisive upon the minds of 
both British and Americans. It showed a land 
force, already victorious over the Mexican author- 
ities, ready to act with the navy. A camp of 
mounted riflemen suddenly appearing, and as if by 
magic, was an impressive sight both to British and 
Americans. It discouraged one as much as it en- 
couraged the other, and assured the conquest of 
all the remaining part of California. Lieutenant 
Minor, of the navy, then in Commodore Sloat’s 
squadron, has well testified to all this. He says: 

- & The undersigned was on duty on shore when Captain 
Frémont arrived with his force at Monterey from the north. 
The undersigned believes that the appearance of this body 
of men, and the well-known character of its commander, not 
oniy made a strong impression upon the British Admiral and 
officers, but an equally impressive and more happy one upon 
those of the American navy then in Monterey. For himself, 
the undersigned can say, that after he had seen Captain Fré 

mont’s command, all his doubts regarding the conquest of 
California were removed.” 


Sueh is the testimony borne by Lieutenant Mi- 
nor to the decisive effect which the appearance of 
Frémont’s riflemen made upon the minds of both 
British and Americans at that time. It was cer- 
tainly a strange and impressive spectacle to see a 
body of American riflemen at such a place, and at 
such a time—three thousand miles from home— 
on the coast of the Pacific-—already victorious over 
the Mexican authorities, and ready to cooperate 

. with the naval forces in repulsing British interfer- 
ence, and in pursuing the conquest of California 
to its conclusion. Immediately after, they went 
to sea under Commodore Stockton, sailed five 
hundred miles down the coast, and disembarked 
for new services on land. But I forbear. The ob- 
dect of these few remarks was to show, not the 
services of the California battalion in the whole 
war, but only for the first thirty days, while acting 
under the flag of independence, without a knowl- 
edge of the Mexican war, and without orders 
from the Government. I mean only to show the 
value of these services, and that all their fruits 
went to the United States; and that the amount to 
be paid for those services under this bill will be 
less than the value of the horses, cattle, arms, 
and cannon delivered to the United States, to say 
nothing of benefits of a different kind, above price 

«and above calculation. 

The bill and the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee are drawn with the view to settle up and to 
close up forever this business of the California 
claims. It is obvious whdt a mine of fraud they 
must become if not settled up and closed up quick- 
ly and forever. For this purpose the claims 
are to be examined on the spot where they oc- 
curred before they are allowed. They are to be 
examined by those who know the truth and jus- 
tice of every transaction—able to detect at once 
all false or exaggerated claims—and barring for- 
ever all that are not presented and allowed with- 
in the limited time. It also closes up another 
source of fruitful-and almost To ponia claims— 
that of claims for lost horses. his is a most ex- 

nsiye incident of the mounted service—great in 
itself, and great in its continuance, and hard to be 
brought to'a close. This amendment, if adopted, 
will prevent all such claims from coming from 

ifornia. [ft will close them all up at the start. 
lt makes an allowance for forage, at the rate of 
twelve and a half cents a day, in addition to the 
forty cents a day for the use and risk of the horse 

—an allowance justly made, as no forage was ever 
furnished the California battalion by the United 
States, and the horses were subsisted upon grass 
while watched and guarded by the men. The 
whole compensation is made into a gross sum, 
{cansigting of the items of pay, clothing, use and 
risk of horse, and forag:,) and offered in full of 
all demands for horses lost for any cáuse, or by 


any means whatever. It would doubtless be ad- 
vantageous to the United States to settle with all 
their mounted forces on the same terms. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD rose to address the Sen- 
ate, but the hour being late, he moved, at the sug- 
gestion of Senators around him, that the Senate 
adjourn; which motion was adopted, and the Sen- 
ate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 26, 1848. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, asked leave to 
introduce a bill of which previous notice had been 

iven. 

The SPEAKER announced the first business in 
order to be the report of the Committee on Printing, 
made the 6th instant, recommending the printing 
of an extra number of the correspondence between 
the Secretary of War and Generals Scott and 
Taylor, and between the Secretary of State and 
Mr. Trist. 

After several inquiries and suggestions— 

Mr. CLINGMAN said he had no disposition 
to create delay; all he wished was, that before the 
order was given to print, the whole of the docu- 
menté should have been obtained. It had been 
intimated that an Executive message now on the 
Speaker’s table contained the remainder of the 
correspondence called for. He presumed it might 
be now read by the general consent of the House; 
and if such should turn out to be the fact, the whole 


|| subject could be disposed of by ordering the print- 


ing of an extra number of the whole, He did not 
wish to send out an extra number of an imperfect 
correspondence. 

The SPEAKER thereupon, by general consent, 
laid before the House a message from the President 
of the United States, communicating a report of 
the Secretary of War, with accompanying docu- 
ments, submitted by him as embracing the papers 
and the correspondence between the Secretary of 
War and Major General Scott, called for by the 
resolution of the House of Representatives of the 
‘17th instant. 

The message and accompanying documents were 
laid on the table, and the usual number ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved to amend the 
report of the Committee on Printing, made on the 
6th instant, recommending the printing of an extra 
number of the correspondence between the Secre- 
tary of War and Generals Scott and Taylor, and 
between the Secretary of State and Mr. Trist, so 
as to include the message and documents just laid- 
before the House. 

After some suggestions, the motion was laid 
over until to-morrow. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call the Commit- 
tees for reports. A 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, to which was referred a bill 
for the relief of Jose Argote Villalobos, Marie Rose, 
Frangois Felix, Marquis de Fougeres, their heirs 
or legal representatives, reported the same back to 
the House without amendment. Committed. 

Also, from the same Committee, reported a bill 
to provide for the settlement of claims against the 
United States, and a bill for the relief of the widow 
of Lieutenant Richard E. Cochran. Read and 
committed. 

Mr. LIGON, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill for the relief of John B. Smith 
and Simeon Darden, reported the same back to the 
House without amendment. Committed. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of A. Fenton. 
Laid on the table. 

Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported a bill to refund 
a penalty remitted by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to John Hurdorp. Read and committed. ° 

r. GREGORY, from the same committee, re- 
ported bills for the relief of Thomas H. Leggett, 
and for the relief of certain clerks in the New York 
custom-house in the year 1841. Read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the same committee, 
reported a bill authorizing the erection of certain 
light-houses,.and for other purposes. Read and 
committed. 


Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill to create 
the office of surveyor general of the public lands in 
the Territory of Oregon, and grant donation rights 
to settlers therein, and for other purposes, reported 
the same back to the House with an amendatory 
bill. Committed. . 

Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
in addition to an act therein named: [it relates toa 
grant of land to the trustees of the Wabash and 
Erie Canal Company.}] Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
in relation to military land warrants. Read a first 
and second time. 
= Mr. C. asked to have the bill put upon its pas- 
sage. 

The question was put on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed, and it was agreed to. The bill being 
engrossed, was read a third time, passed, and sent 
to the Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. COLLAMER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill in addition to an act therein 
named {i. e. concerning a grant of land to the trus- 
tees of the Wabash and Erie Canal Company] was 
referred to the Committee.of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. Agreed to. 

Mr. C. would briefly explain the substance and 
only object of this bill; and when it was under- 
stood, he felt assured that no one would object to 
the bill being at once put upon its passage. A 
grant of land had been made by Congress to the 
State of Illinois to aid in the construction of the 
Erie and Wabash canal. The land granted wag 
to consist of alternate sections for five miles on each 
side of the proposed route of the canal. Some por- 
tion of this land the State got; but on examination 
it was found that other portions of it were covered 
by Indian reservations, while other portions be- 
longed to preémptors. ‘The windings of the canal 
were such as rendered it impracticable for the State 
to get, bounded by straight lines, the quantity of 
land intended to be given, by allowing alternate 


.sections for five miles on,each side of it. To make 


up the deficit in quantity thus arising was the sole 
purpose of the present bill, so that the canal com- 
missioners might be enabled to complete their con- 
tract for the construction of the canal. 

After some suggestions by Mr. SIMS— 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed; and was 
engrossed, read a third time, passed, and sent to 
the Senate. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of the widow 
and children of Captain Robert Gray, the discov- 
erer of the Columbia river. Read and committed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, from the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, reported a 
bill to limit the amount of compensation to be paid 
for the transportation of the mail over -railroads | 
and on steamboats in certain cases. Read and 
committed. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill to continue, 
alter, and amend the charter of the city of Wash- 
ington. Read and committed. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported a bill to repeal in part 
the 12th section of the act entitled ** An act for the 
regulation of seamen on board the public and pri- 
vate vessels of the United States.” Read and 
committed. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked leave to offer 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That bills reported by the Committee on the 
Judiciary and referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, be made the special order of the day 
for the third Tuesday of May. = 


Being objected to, it was not received. 


Mr. TAYLOR, from the same committee, to. 
which was referred the bill of the House to change 
the place of holding the district court of the United 
States for the middle district of Alabama, and for 
other purposes, reported the same back to the 
House with an amendment. Committed. 

On motion of Mr. PETTIT, the Committee on 
the Judiciary was discharged from the considera- 
tion of the resolution of the 13th of March, 1848, 
directing them to inquire into the propriety of 
allowing defendants in criminal cases tn the courts 
of the United States to examine witnesses in their 
behalf on commission. 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims was dis- 
charged from the petitions of the heirs of Joseph 
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Frederick, deceased, and of the heirs of Jacob Nut- 
ter. Laid on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Thomas Jett, deceased. Read and com- 


mitted. 

Mr. IVERSON, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the petitions of the legal repre- 
sentatives of William Shippen, deceased, and of 
the heirs of William Campbell, deceased. Laid 
on the table. 

Mr. TALLMADGE reported a bill for the relief 
of H. M. Salomon, legal representative of Haym 
Salomon. Read and committed. 

Mr. TOMPKINS, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Ciaims, to which was referred House 
bill supplemental to an act to confirm the survey 
and location of claims for land in the State of Mis- 
sissippi, east of Pearl river and south of the 31st 
degree of north latitude, approved March 3, 1845, 
reported the same back to the House without 
amendment. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, a bill amend- 
atory of an act, approved on the 26th of May, 1824, 
and reénacted on the 17th of June, 1844, entitled 
“« An act enabling claimants to lands within the 
limits of the State of Missouri and Territory of 
Arkansas to institute proceedings to try the validity 
of their claims.” Read and committed. 

Mr. WICK, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report on the petition of George Green. 
Laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. WICK, the Committee on 
Private Land Claims was discharged from the let- 
ter of George Green, relative to the claim of the 
heirs of William McGee; and that the petitioner 
have leave to withdraw the same. 

Mr. TOMPKINS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill supplemental to the act to con- 
firm the survey and location of claims for land in 
the State of Mississippi, east of Pearl river and 
south of the 3lst degree of north latitude, was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. > 

After a short debate, by Messrs. DICKEY, 
BROWN of Mississippi, and TOMPKINS, the 
motion to reconsider was disagreed to. 

Mr. RUMSEY, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of Mary Toorea and Frederic Grove, heirs of 
William McGhee, deceased. Laid on the table. 

Mr. CATHCART, from the (ommittee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Israel 
Johnson. Read and committed 

Mr. BARRINGER, from the same committee, 
to which was referred the House bill for the relief 
of Abraham Hogeboom, deceased, reported the 
same back to the House without amendment. 
Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, an adverse re- 
port upon the petition of George McGuire. Laid 
on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, the following 
resolution; which was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War cause to be commu- 
nicated to this House the report of Messrs. Brewster and 
Harden; late commissioners appointed to adjudicate the 
claims arising under the Cherokee treaty of 1835-6. 

Mr. McILVAINE, from the same committee, 
reported a joint resolution providing for the pay- 
ment of certain deficiencies to the Shawnee Indians. 
Read and committed. : | 

Mr. BURT, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
to provide for bringing home to the United States 
the remains of the deceased officers and soldiers of 
our country who were killed in battle or who died 
in Mexico during the present war, reported the 
same back to the House with the recommendation 
that it be laid on the table; and it was accordingly 
laid on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
to establish an arsenal of construction at Atalanta, 
in the State of Georgia. Read and committed. 


“THE GENERALS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. B., from the same committee, reported the 
following bill to amend the act entitled ‘‘ An act 
supplemental to an act entitled ‘An act providing 
for the prosecution of the existing war between 
the United States and the Republic of Mexico, 
and for other purposes :’”’ 


Be it enacted, §&c., That the proviso of the first section of 
an act approved the 18th day of June, 1846, in the following 
wards: ‘ That when the war with Mexico shalf be termina- 


ted by a definitive treaty of peace, duly concluded and rati- 
fied, the number of major gencrals in the army shall be 
reduced to one, and the number of brigadier generals shall 
be reduced to twu; and the President of the United States 
is authorized and directed to select from the whole number 
which may then be in office, without regard to date of their 
commissions, the number to be retained, and cause the re- 
mainder to be discharged from the service of the United 
States,” be and the same is hereby repealed. 


The bill having been read through— 

Mr. BURT said it was known to the House 
that the act of the 18th June, 1846, directed that so 
soon as a treaty of peace should have been con- 
cluded with Mexico, the number of major generals, 
which by that act was raised to two, should be 
reduced to one, and the number of brigadier gen- 
erals, which by that act was raised to four, should 
be reduced to two. We were in constant expect- 
ation of the ratification of a treaty of peace with 
Mexico; and when that should have been accom- 
plished, under the act of 1846, it would become the 
imperative duty of the President to select from the 
two Major Generals one to be retained, and from 
the four Brigadier Generals two to be retained, 
without reference to the date of their commissions. 
It would be seen that the terms of the act required 
that a reduction of the Major and Brigadier Gen- 
erals should be made, thereby anticipating consid- 
eration by this House, when a treaty of peace 
should be ratified, on the subject of a reduction of 
the army to a peace establishment. There would 
be no alternative, unless this bill should be passed, 
and one or the other of the major generals—either 
General Scott, or General Taylor—must, under the 
proviso of the act of June 18, 1846, be discharged 
trom the service of the United States. lt was 
known to the House that Major General Taylor 
received his appointment under the authority of 
the act of 18th June, 1846. He was now a Major 
General, and either he or General Scott must ne- 
cessarily, unless this bill be passed, and the pro- 
viso of the law of 1846 repealed, be discharged 
from the service of the United States. He was 
sure it was not the disposition of the House in ad- 
vance to determine that either one or the other of 
these Generals should be deprived of his commis- 
sion and dismissed from the service. 

Mr. BOYD moved to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The effect of this ‘bill would be to double the num- 
ber of Major Generals and the Brigadier Generala 
over the number which were found in the service 
when we entered into this war. To this he was 
opposed, and he therefore hoped it would be the 
pleasure of the House to send this bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. BURT begged to state to the House and to 
the gentleman from Kentucky that the reference of 
this bill as proposed would be equivalent to its re- 
jection. It would produce that result thus: If the 
bill, as it was reported from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, shuuld be committed to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, it would 
take its place on the calendar, and, according to 
the order of the business of this House, he feared 
it would not be reached during the present session. 
He therefore warned the House, if it meant to re- 
ject this bill, and to superinduce the necessity of 
one of those Major Generals going out of commis- 
sion on the ratification of a treaty of peace with 
Mexico, that to refer it to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union would effectually 
accomplish it. 

Mr. BOTTS said he should be surprised if the 
House should adopt the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Boyp.] It would be recol- 
lected, that in the year 1846, an act was passed 
supplemental to an act entitled ‘* An act providing 
for the prosecution of the existing war between 
the United States and the Republic of Mexico, and 
for other purposes,” in which there was a pro- 
vision by which it was made the imperative duty 
of the President of the United States, on the ter- 
mination of the war with Mexico, to reduce the 
number of major generals that might then be in 
commission to one, and the brigadier generals to 
two, “and the President of the United States is 
‘authorized and directed to select from the whole 
‘number which may then be in office, without 
‘regard to the date of their commissions, the num- 
‘ber to be retained, and cause the remainder to be 
‘discharged from the service of the United States.” 
Now, he had reason to believe that it was not the 
intention of the Congress by which this law was 
passed to apply this provision to other than the 


regular service of the United States. He believed 
it was not intended that the major generals and 
brigadier generals of the volunteer forces should 
be made to supersede those of the regular service; 
and yet, it would-be seen, so loose was the phrase- 
ology of the act, it might be made to apply to the 
whole number of generals in service at the termi- 
nation of the war. If this war should cease to- 
morrow, and information that a treaty of peace. 
had been ratified between this Government and 
Mexico should come to us, the President of the 
United States would have no alternative but to 
discharge not only the volunteer officers, but one 
of the major generals now in commission in the 
regular service. Either Major General Scott or 
Major General Taylor would be necessarily de- 
prived of his commission. Now, he could not 
bring himself to the belief that it was the purpose 
of this House to require the President of the United 
States to discharge either of those major generals, 
and to exercise his discretion in the selection be- 
tween them. And yet if this bill were not passed 
it would be unavoidable, for by the law of 1846 
the President had no discretion but to do it. The 
promotion of General Taylor. from a brigadier’s 
commission to that of a major general, it was well 
known, was the result of brilliant services, and he 
understood the President was desirous to avoid 
being placed in a position in which he would be 
required to choose between General Scett and Gen- 
eral Taylor. 

Mr. CABELL. There will be no difficulty re- 
specting that matter, for we shall make one the 
Presidentof these United States, and then the other 
major general will remain of course. 

Mr. BOTTS repeated that he understood the 
President did not wish such duties to be lodged in 
his hands, but there it would remain if this bill 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; for, in the language of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Burt,] such a 
reference would be, equivalent to its rejection. He 
hoped the bill would be put upon its passage. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, hoped the bill would 
not be put upon its passage, but that it would be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. If the treaty of peace should 
be ratified, it would be the duty of the President 
to act`under the law of 1846, and if it were not 
ratificd, of course he would not be called upon to 
act. But, suppose the treaty should be ratified,e 
and it became necessary to reduce the army—and 
in such an event, he sl nani all would agree that 
such a necessity would present itself—was it for 
this House, was it for the Congress of the United 
States to say, in reducing the army, which of those 
officers shall be dismissed from the service? He 
hoped it was not the purpose of any gentleman 
there to retain all the officers and men who had 
been brought into the service since the war began. 
And when it became necessary to make the reduc- 
tion, would it be the province of Congress to des- 
ignate who should go out? Would not that be 
substantially to exercise the appointing power, 
which was now vested in the President of the Uni- 
ted States—a power which, according to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, could not be exercised 
bY Congress under any circumstances whatever? 

e agreed with the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Borts,] that the law passed in 1846 was rather 
anomalous in its terms. It provided that the two 
major generals should be reduced to one, and the. 
four brigadier generals to two, and that number, 
he conceived, would be amply sufficient. But this 
anomalous act also provided that the President 
should determine the person. This was not, he 
was aware, the proper time to discuss the merits 
of this bill, nor the subject of the reduction of the 
army. Wedid not know yet that we could reduce 
the army, or that-the circumstances would be such 
as to require its reduction. But he desired that 
this bill should go to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, that every member of 
the House might have an opportunity to investi- 

ate the subject. And if the treaty should be rati- 
fed, and if it should not then be thought proper to 
save both General Scott and General Taylor to the 
service, and their friends should not make one of 
them President, and leave the other necessarily in 
commission, he would say, leave it where the Con- 
stitution of the United States left it, with the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Mr. STANTON was sorry to hear his honora- 
ble colleague raise his voice in opposition to this 
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bill, He was sorry, because he thought the cir- 
cumstances were such as to require this bill to be 
assed immediately, without the slightest delay. 

e was sure that no man on his side of the House 
who considered the policy that it was proper for 
them as a party to pursue, would desire that the 
President, or that they themselves, should be re- 
duced to the alternative of dismissing either Gen- 
eral Taylor or General Scott from the service. Let 
it be remembered, and he called the particular 
attention of his colleague to the fact, that the law 
of 1846, the operation of a proviso of which it was 
now deemed necessary to prevent, was passed be- 
fore anything had been done by one of those distin- 
guished men in the battle-fields of Mexico. Those 
great battles, except those which procured for Gen- 
eral Taylor the reward of a major -general’s com- 
mission, had not then been fought. He repeated 
that he did not believe it would be their policy, 
speaking as a party, or in any other point of view, 
he knew not that it would be consistent with the 
gratitude due for the services of those distinguished 
men, to dismiss either of them from the position 
which they have attained. He had no hesitation 
to announce his disposition to retain both of them 
as long as they lived. 

_ Mr. JONES. I am not for that—that’s certain. 

Mr. STANTON. With the piece of their 
great services about them, he would not attempt to 
dismiss them from the service under the operation 
of that bill. 

- Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, said, as he in- 
tended to vote to commit this bill to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, he felt 
called upoa to reply to the remarks of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, (Mr. Burt,] and the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Borts.] He could 
not agree with those gentlemen in their position, 
that to refer a bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union was to defeat it. He did 
not so understand the practice or the rules of this 
House; and he desired to protest against such a 
doctrine. Gentlemen need not wara the House of 
the effect of particular votes; itis tó be presumed, at 
least, that members understand not only the rules 
of the House, but also their duty to the country. 

If it be the defeat of a bill so to refer it, why, he 
would ask, are all other bills referred? Appro- 
priation bills, ‘‘ war bills,” and others ofthe utmost 
importance, are so referred; and he had yet to 
learn. that such reference was intended to defeat 
them, or that it would have that effect. 

Mr. BOTTS desired permission to explain. The 
gentleman from Alabama was aware that a rule ex- 
isted by which bills were placed on the calendar in 
the order of their reference, and that appropriation 
bills could be taken up out of their order, giving 
them the precedence over others that might have 
heen. first reported. If, then, this biil should go to 
the Ggmmittee of the Whole, it would take its 

lace behind all others, and probably it would not 

reached this session. 

Mr. HOUSTON said he. was aware of the ex- 
istence and terms of the rule referred to; but gen- 
tlemen surely expected to do more than pass the 
appropriation bills before the adjournment of this 
session. There was ample time, if it were indus- 
triously used, to pass the war bills, the appropria- 
tions, and all other important bills now before us; 
and if this one had a majority of friends in the 
House, no one could doubt but that it would be 
passed before the adjournment; and this new doc- 
trine, which gentlemen had advanced, existed only 
in their imaginations, and not in the practice of 
the House. 

Mr. H. said he did not intend, on the present 
eccasion, to enter into a lengthened argument upon 
the merits of this bill; he intended to vote against 
it, and especially if pressed upon the House out of 
time and place, and without proper discussion, 
without giving members an ela to examine 
into its merits or demerits. The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Stanton] seemed astonished that 
any one on this ‘‘ side of the House” should be found 
to vote against this bill. Does he mean to say that 
this side of the House is, or should be, +‘ for a large 
standing army?”’ If so, he mistakes the position 
of his political friends, at least so far as he (Mr. 
H.) had any knowledge of their views upon this 
subject. r. H. said, if he had been able to un- 
derstand the position of the Democratic party in 
relation to the army, it was, that they wanted a 
large army in time of war, but a small one in time 
of peace. They desired a small peace establishment. 
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He did not intend to say how large. He did not 
say how much, if any larger, it should be after this 
war should terminate than the old peace establish- 
ment. That point was not now legitimately before 
the House. When it shall come up, however, he 
would be ready to act, and meet the responsibility 
growing out of such action. He would repeat, 
however, now, that he was opposed to a large army 
in peace, and would vote to reduce it to a proper 
standard when the time shall arrive which renders 
it necessary. Our republican institutions forbid 
the idea of a large peace army; the spirit and sen- 
timent of the people forbid it. 

We have been told that our policy, as a party, 
requires the passage of this bill. Are such argu- 
ments to be presented to influence the votes of the 
representatives of treemen? Are party feelings 
to be appealed to for the purpose of passing or 
defeating a bill, regardless of the great interest of 
the country? If so, then indeed has the time ar- 
rived for us to become alarmed for our country. 
He said no one would doubt but that he was a good 

arty man. He was a party man, because he be- 
ieved in the correctness of the principles of the 
Democratic party. Yet he would not vote for a 
bill through motves of policy which his judgment 
condemned. He loved his party; but he loved his 
country more. That gentleman said these distin- 
guished generals had rendered important services 
to the country since the law of 1846, which con- 
tains the proviso now attempted to be repealed, 
for which they should be retained during their 
lives. Did he intend to say that these major gen- 
erals and brigadier generals were appointed with 
the view, understanding, or belief, that they were 
not to render those distinguished services if an 
opportunity should present itself? That seemed 


‘to him to be a most extraordinary argument. Be- 


cause they have rendered these services,and because 
the House of Representatives of the Congress of 
the United States had not anticipated such extraor- 
dinary services, therefore they ought not to be made 
subject to the operation of that law. Was it not 
expected by every member of Congress by whom 
the act of 1846 was passed, that every officer, of 
every kind—officers of companies and of regi- 
ments, as well ag general officers—would render 
distinguished services, as these officers have done? 
But there was another point of view in which 
this subject presented itself. He had been present 
in this House on previous occasions when propo- 
sitions were made to reduce the army, or to reduce 
the pay of the officers; and he knew that it would 
be one of the most difficult undertakings in which 
Congress could engage, to reduce it, at the termi- 
nation of this war, to a peace establishment; and 
if, therefore, they gave up the benefit of the pro- 
vision of the law of 1846, they would throw them- 
selves back on a position from which they would 
have to start anew, and engage in a contest with 
the army, fresh from the battle-field, covered, and 
justly covered, with honor and glory, with all its 
power and influence. In such a contest, he feared 
they should fail. He was free to say, he regretted 


to give a vote to disband either officers or soldiers’ 


who might wish to retain their places; and, if he 
were to consult his own personal feelings on the 
subject, hę would not do so. But there are other 
and higher interests at stake in this matter; the in- 
terests of the country require it. In his view of 
his duty, he had no discretion left him on that 
subject. 

Mr. STANTON asked the gentleman from Ala- 
bama if he thought, when the treaty should be 
ratified, that such men as General Taylor and 
General Scott should be dismissed from the service 
of the United States? He desired a categorical 
answer. 

Mr. HOUSTON replied, that the law of 1846 
created offices with the distinct provision thaf they 
should be dispensed with at the close of the war, 
and the officers brought down to a specified num- 
ber. He would not say whether he would dis- 
anes General Taylor or General Scott. He 
would not say whom of the brigadiers he would 
discharge. But the law of 1846, which created 
these offices, made provision for the reduction of 
the major generals to one, and the brigadier gen- 
erals to two; and every one knew, on accepting 
those offices, that, at the close of the war, the law 
required the President to discharge that duty—a 
duty which he had no doubt the President would 
discharge. This Jaw of 1846, it would be seen, 
went beyond the major generals and brigadier gen- 


erals, and provides for disbanding the army, exs 
cept a necessary peace establishment. But if they 
now passed this bill, he would inquire if our preg- 
ent army was to be kept in the public service? 

When, where, and how, do gentlemen propose 

to reduce the army? Or do they intend to reduce 
itatall? Ifa reduction be contemplated, why not 
hold on to what we have? Why give up the ad- 
vantages of thé existing laws? Experience teaches 
us that the great difficulty in the way of reducing 
an American army is the influence of the officers. 
They are generally men of great worth and influ- 
ence, enlisting in their behalf many and warm 
friends; and in that way influences are brought to 
bear upon Congress which it cannot resist. 
_ Mr. BOTTS thought he could relieve the mind 
of the gentleman from Alabama. If this bill should 
pass into a law, and repeal the original proviso to 
which it referred, the acts which created the volun- 
teer forces would operate upon them, and they 
would go out of the service as a matter of course 
at the end of the war. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Virginia 
said the volunteers would be disbanded at the end 
of the war. He was aware of that; but this pro- 
viso applies to the regular army, and not the vol- 
unteers, and relates to more than major or brigadier 

enerals. Fle would ask, if the officers for their 

rilliant services were to be'retained for life, what 
they should do with the men who had rendered val- 
uable services to the country for a remuneration of 
only eight dollars per month? The men by thou- 
sands and tens of thousands had undergone all the 
hardships, and trials, and dangers of the campaizn 
and the battle-field for the poor pittance of eight 
dollars per month; but they were to be disbanded— 
they were to be thrown on their own resources! 
There was no feeling exhibited for them. But when 
officers who received high salaries—major generals 
and brigadier generals, and other officers of high 
rank—were to be dismissed when their seryices 
became unnecessary, when the Government had 
no further use for them, the sympathy of certain | 
gentlemen in this House was greatly excited in 
their behalf. Now, he held that if the men were 
to be discharged, the officers should go too. We 
have too many officers for a peace establishment. 

Mr. STANTON was understood to remark that 
the very men for whom the gentleman from Ala- 
bama sympathized would not side with that gen- 
tleman in his opposition to our two distinguished | 
major generals. 

r. HOUSTON asked the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Stanton] if he was in favor of dis- 
banding the soldiers, and discharging the officers of 
lower grade, and retaining the field officers? Was 
he willing to make so unnecessary and unjust a 
distinction between different classes of the army— 
a distinction founded alone upon rank? 

Mr. STANTON replied, that the army would 
necessarily be reduced at the end of the war; but 
they would disappoint the hopes of the ‘country, 
they would shock the feelings of the country and 
the patriotism of the people, and they would not 
have the approbation of the soldiers themselves 
who fought under General Taylor and General 
Scott, if they dismissed either of them. 

Mr. HOUSTON said the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee had given a most extraordinary answer. In 
fact, it was no answer at all. He was really at a. 
loss, too, to know how that gentleman had ascer- 
tained the state of the feelings of the army respect- 
ing the dismissal of some of its field officers. He 
seemed to think that the men would not want to 
be retained. Was it not as fair and reasonable to 
presume that the officers would not want to be re- 
tained on the peace establishment either? To say 
otherwise, was to make an assault upon them; for 
it was an intimation that they desired to retain their 
pay when their services were not required. 

r. BURT was quite amazed, as he was sure 
the House must be, at the warmth which the 
eer from Alabama was getting up in his own 

osom in relation to this matter. He begged to 
say to that gentleman, that there never was an 
army in any civilized country—he defied any mil- 
itary man or any civilian to show the contrary by 
pointing to any civilized country on the face of the 
earth—in which the number of officers in propor- 
tion to the number of the troops was so small’ as 
in the army of the United States. Why, through- 


-out the battles which had been fought in the valley 


of Mexico, colonels were obliged to command bri- 
gades, captains regiments, and second lieutenants 


eompanies, and so on. At the time when we had 
but one major general, the military establishment 
ef the United States consisted of 8,000 troops, 
whereas the regular army was now 17,000; and if 
the territory was acquired in Mexico which they 
all suppose would be, he would undertake to say 
that the Secretary of War—he had had no confer- 
ence with him, but he would undertake to say that 
the President of the United States and the Secre- 
tary of War, and everybody else who knew any- 
- thing on the subject, would inform the House that 
an army of 20,000 troops would not be more than 
sufficient for the defence of the territory of the 
United States; and he would ask if an army of 
15,000 or 20,000 men was to be commanded by one 
major general? He submitted to the gentleman 
from Alabama, that by the passage of this bill they 
did not determine, nor was it necessary now to 
discuss, what should constitute the peace estab- 
lishment of the United States. That question 
would remain until its consideration should neces- 
sarily devolve upon them. When it should come 
up, he should be prepared for it; but he would now 
only repeat that the gentleman from Alabama was 
mistaken when he complained that the number of 
officers was too great in proportion to the number 


of men. 

Mr. HOUSTON said, the gentleman from South 
Carolina did not present the real issue, as he un- 
derstood it, which was contained in this bill. He 
had spoken of the disparity of the number of offi- 
cers and men in the army of the United States, 
when compared with the armies of other nations; 
but if he were to ask the gentleman from South 
Carolina if he would have been willing to inérease 
the number of officers, if the war with Mexico had 
not taken place, he should be at no loss to deter- 
mine what his answer would be. That gentleman, 
he supposed, would not have been willing to in- 
crease the number of officers on a peace establish- 
ment; but the ground which he had now assumed 
was, that as they were there, they should remain. 
That gentleman had also stated, that during the 
war with Mexico, subordinate officers had been 
compelled to command larger divisions than be- 
longed to their rank. Would he be pleased to 
inform the House why that was so? Did it not 
proceed from the fact that there were not officers 
sufficient on the field, in consequence of the incom- 
petency of some, and the absence of others, who, 
while holding commissions under the Government 
of the United States, were unable to serve the 
country in Mexico? 

Mr. BURT remarked that everybody knew that 
these major generals and brigadier generals were 
in the field in Mexico. 

Mr. HOUSTON knew and acknowledged that 
fact; he neither made nor intimated a charge against 
‘either of them; he was proud to honor them as 
skillful and brave generals, who had discharged a 
faithful duty. But why retain the general officers, 
and discharge the various valiant officers of regi- 
ments, battalions, and companies? 

If brilliant services were to be rewarded by re- 
tention in the service, why not reward to the lowest 
grade of office? Justice requires that the same 
daring conduct, the same brilliant service, should 
meet the same reward, whether performed by one 
high in rank, or low in rank. He intended to 
speak in military phrase. 

This was not all. He would ask, why discharge 
the men—the common soldier—and not the offi- 
cer? If we have no men, or but few men, we will 
want but few officers; and it follows, that to re- 
tain some and not others, expressly upon the ground 
of brilliant services, when it is conceded that their 
services are no longer needed by the country, will 
be drawing an unjust distinction between merito- 
rious men in favor of those retained. Mr. H. de- 
sired to inquire of gentlemen what brilliant services 
had been rendered by the officers in which the sol- 
diers—the rank and file, as they are called—did 
not largely participate, and to which they did not 
contribute in the proportion of forty-nine fiftieths, 
if not‘ninety-nine hundredths? Look to your bat- 
tle-fields in Mexico, moistened with their blood, 
and whitened with their bones. Look to your 
meagre muster-rolls; look to the reports of your 
commanding officers; they will tell how these bril- 
liant victories were. won, for which this House 
seemed disposed to honor the officers and neglect 
the soldier. When the honor and glory are to be 
distributed, the brave soldier and officer of lower 
rank, whose daring and noble acts should entitle 
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them to a liberal share, are turned off without even 
the mention of their names. These things should 
not be. It is inflicting upon the soldier gross, rank 
injustice to keep itup. He asked the members of 
this House to bring this thing home to their own 
districts. He called upon them to look around in 
the circle of their own acquaintance, and see if 
they could not point to hundreds and thousands of 
as brave and patriotic men as ever breathed—men 
who had greatly distinguished themselves in this 
war—men who had performed as brilliant services 
for the country as man could perform; and they 
are to be disbanded without a seeming regret from 
any quarter. The gentleman from Tennessee says 
they are discharged under the law as a matter of 
course. The same is true in regard to the officers; 
and this bill is intended to prevent that result—re- 
peal that law as to the field officers, and let the 
rest go. He hoped not. He hoped gentlemen 
would let it take its course as other bills, and in 
committee undergo that discussion and examina- 
tion to which its importance entitled it. 

Mr. H. said it mattered not how brave and skill- 
ful the general might be, yet if his men should re- 
fuse to fight—if they should run away—he would 
never receive, or be considered by the country as 
entitled to receive, honor at the hands of the peo- 

le. Successful conflicts—battles with the enemy 
insure the glory; yet the soldiers, who make these 
battles successful, seem to be forgotten as soon as 
the victory is won. The more he investigated this 
proposition, the more he was indisposed to agree 
to it. He never would, so long as he had a seat on 
this floor, bring himself fto draw such odious dis- 
tinctions between men. He had no hostility to 
the generals. He believed they deserved well of 
the country. But he also believed that if the num- 
ber of men was brought down, the officers should 
be reduced also. 

Mr. HOLMES next rose to address the House. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON rose to a question 
of order. He believed the hour appropriated to 
the reception of reports from committees had ex- 
pired, and, therefore, he called for the regular 
orders. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 
No such limitation existed a8 the gentleman 
seemed to suppose, and the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Homes] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, said, when 
this question was first presented he really hoped 
that it would have passed without the slightest 
difficulty. But the opposition to it was too mani- 
fest; and the object of transferring it to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
it vas evident, was, by speeches to be made upon 
it, ultimately to defeat it. The gentleman who 
had just spoken told the House that he would put 
the army back to the peace establishment as it 
stood before the war, and there was not one gen- 
tleman who had spoken in opposition to the im- 
mediate passage of the bill who had not shown a 
determination to subject the President to the alter- 
native of detiding between the two major generals, 
and the question was one of momentous import- 
ance. When we were about to enter upon this 
war, the act of the 18th of June, 1846, was passed, 
providing that on the termination of the war the 
army should be ipso facto reduced. But the cir- 
cumstances existing then did not now exist. To- 
morrow, if news of the ratification of a eet of 
peace should come, the army would be reduced by 
virtue of the law of 1846, without reference to the 
relation we now bear to the world. Why, to- 
morrow a message might be expected from the 
President of the United States, if it had not al- 
ready come, about the condition of Yucatan. The 
Yucatanese have sent out to this country a mes- 
senger, and now were holding out their hands im- 
ploring our aid. Would they permit that people 
to be exposed to entire annihilation? Did any 
gentleman believe that the American people, after 
taking possession of their ports and their seacoast, 
and preventing them obtaining arms, whereby to 
defend themselves against the Indians, would stand 
coldly by and see them sacrificed and given up to 
destruction? 

But again: let this bill go the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and there it 
would sleep as in the tomb of the Capulets. Gen- 
tlemen knew it. Deny it as they might, they knew 
it. This subject became important in view of the 
violent struggles in Europe. At atime like this, 


it was important that this nation, elevated as she’ 
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was by her recent victories, should retain a posi- 
tion to vindicate her honor, if, as in the last cons 
flict, our commerce should be subjected to insult, 
and our seamen to impressment. At this crisis, 
when the depths of power in Europe were being 
broken up, an army of 8,000 men was not suffi- 
cient to enable us to stand in that proud position 
which became us, and which made us the admira» 
tion of the world. 

But, important as this general consideration was, 
there was a particular one, too, that deserved some 
reflection. e was no friend, no professed friend 
to the President; but he would not, if he were the 
President’s worst enemy, do what his professed 
friends on this floor wished to do. They wanted 
to subject the President, at a time of great excite- 
ment, when the characters and merits of the respect- 
ive major generals were before the people in the 
high attitude of candidates for the Presidency, in 
which the President himself stood—at such a time 
they would subject the President to the painful 
alternative, in obedience to a law, to determine 
which of them should be dismissed. God save 
him from such friends! He repeated that he was 
no professed friend to the President; but if he was 
his greatest enemy he would not subject him to 
such an alternative. Every consideration, there- 
fore, of both a general and a particular nature, 
seemed to forbid them from entering upon: the 
course which had been suggested; the position of 
this country, in view of its foreign relations, and 
generosity towards one in the high position in 
which the President was placed, urged them not 
to send this bill to the Committee of the Whole, 
which, he repeated, would be to it the tomb of the 
Capulets. __ 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, thought this debate had 
gone far enough. They were wasting the time of the 
House on incidental questions as they arose, and 
the. important bills of the session were making no 
progress, The House had occupied as much time 
on this subject as it was proper to devote to it. 
Therefore he felt bound to move the previous ques- 


tion. . 
The SPEAKER announced that the previous 
uestion, if sustained, would bring the House to 
the question of the engrossment of the bill for a 
third reading. 

Mr. McKAY desired the gentleman from Geor- 
gia to withdraw that motion, to give him an oppor- 
tunity to move an amendment. [‘* No, no.’’] If 
the gentleman would consent, he would promise to 
renew it. $ 

Mr. KING said if the gentleman would renew it, 
he would withdraw the motion. 

Mr. McKAY thanked the gentleman from Geor- 
gia for the privilege he had given him to attempt an’ - 
amendment of this bill, as it came from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. After recapitulating 
the provisions of the bill of 1846, and of we bill 
under consideration, he said he was not going to 
express any opinion as to what ought to be a peace 
establishment for this country on the ratification of 
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‘a treaty of peace with Mexico, though he believed 


that must come up and be determined during the 
present session. 

What he was now about to propose, and it ap- 
peared to him to be a reasonable proposition, was, 
not that the proviso of the act of 1846 should be 
repealed, but that its operation, or, in other words, 
its enforcement, should be suspended for some 
reasonable time after the ratification of a treaty of 
peace; and, in the mean time, Congress ould de- 
cide what military force should be retained as a 

eace establishment, or whether the army should 
be reduced to that condition in which it was before 
the commencement of this war. — 

Mr. BOTTS desired to interrupt the gentleman 
from North Carolina, who was under a pledge to 
renew the motion for the previous question when 
he had finished his remarks, to say, that if this 
bill should pass into a law, it would still be the 
duty of the Committee on Military Affairs to bring 
in a bill to provide a peace establishment on the 
ratification of a treaty of peace with Mexico, and 
it could be just as well done after the repeal of this 
proviso as now. 

Mr. McKAY hoped the la would not bẹ 
repealed, and then it would become the duty of 
the President to dismiss one of the major gẹnerals 
and two of the brigadier generals. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, interposed and said, 
when he “withdrew the motion for the previous 
question, it was to allow the gentleman from North 
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Carolina to move an amendment, and not to go on 
with the general discussion. He thought he had 
the right to insist that the previous question should 
be moved. 

Mr. McKAY promised not to consume more of 
the time of the House. 

Mr. WOODWARD asked whether, if, upon a 
return to the peace establishment, and the reduc- 
tion of the number of the general officers, it should 
be found that more general officers should be need- 
ed, he would approve of new appointments in the 
a of the major generals and brigadiers dismissed? 

hat was what he apprehended. 

Mr. McKAY said everybody knew that the ten 
additional regiments, with all their officers, were 
to be discharged on the conclusion of a peace; it 
therefore would become necessary to determine if 
a larger peace establishment should be maintained 
than that which we have heretofore had. When 
peace was made, and this question came up for 
consideration, Congress could determine whether 
there should be two major generals or only one. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Yes, and in the mean time 
one of them will be dismissed. 

Mr. McKAY (being again appealed to by Mr. 
Kine, of Georgia) submitted his amendment, to 
strike out the word ‘ repealed,” and insert ‘‘ be 
and the same is hereby suspended for three months 
from and after the ratification of a treaty of peace 
with Mexico;’’ and then he renewed the motion 
for the previous question. 

The previous question was’ seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be now put. 

The main question was on agreeing to the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. McKay. It was decided by 
yeas and nays in the negative: Yeas 80, nays 101. 

The question was then stated on the engross- 
ment of the bill; when— 

Mr. McLANE moved to lay the bill on the 
table, and wished to say that he should vote to 
continue two major generals, but he was unwilling 
to separate major generals and brigadier generals 
from other officers who had accepted promotion on 
the war tenure. l l 

The motion to lay on the table was decided in 
the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Beale, Bingham, Birdsall, Bowdon, Bow- 
liu, Boyd, William G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. 
Brown, Franklin Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Collins, Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Dunn, Faran, 
Ficklin, French, Giddings, Willard P. Hall Hammons, Hen 
ley, Hill, George S. Houston, Jameson, Jenkins, Andrew 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, 
Kennon, Lahm, La Sère, William T. Lawrence, Sidney 
Lawrence, Ligon, Lumpkin, McClelland, McClernand, Mc- 
Dowell, McKay, McLane, Job Mann, Horace Mann, Miller, 
Morris, Morse, Peasiee, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, Pills- 
bury, Robinson, Rockhill, Sawyer, Sims, Smart, Robert 
Smith, Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Thomas, Jacob 
- Thompson, R. A. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, 
Venable, Wentworth, and Wiley—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, Bar 
row, Bayly, Bedinger, Belcher, Blanchard, Bocock, Botts, 
Boydan, Brady, Buckner, Burt, Butler, Cabell, Canby, Cath- 
cart, Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Crans- 
ton, Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Donnell, Duer, Ed- 
wards, Erobree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, 
Fisher, Freedley, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Gott, Gregory, 
Grinnell, Hale, James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Harris, 
Henry, Hilliard, Isaac E. Holmes, Elias B. Holmes, John W. 
Houston, Hubbard, Hunt, Inge, Charles J. Ingerzoll, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, iverson, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas B. 
King, Daniel P. King, Leffler, Levin, Lincoin, McIlvaine, 
Marsh, Marvin, Morehead Mullin, Neison, Nes, Newall, 
Outlaw, Palfrey, Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rock- 
well, J. A. Rockwell, Roman, Rumsey, Shepperd, Sherrill, 
Simpson, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Stanton, Stephens, 
Andrew Stewart, Strohn, po mange aylor, Thibodeaux, 
Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, Tompkins 
‘Tack, Turner, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, White, an 
Wilson—105. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. BOTTS moved the previous question. 

Mr. SIMS rose to a question of order; and in- 
qoe a the Chair whether a bill could be read a 

rd time ‘on the same day it was reported? 

_The CHAIR referred him to the rule which for- 
bids this being done, unless by unanimous consent 
of the House: and observed that even with that 
consent, this bill could not now receive its third 
reading, inasmuch as it was not yet engrossed. 
` Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved that the House 
i to the consideration of the business on the 

peaker’s table, and the orders of the day. 

Fhe motion was rejected—the yeas being 82, 
nays 98. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BOTTS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, -reported a bill to refund money for ex- 
penses incurred, subsistence, or transportation fur- 


nished for the use of volunteers during the pres- 
ent war, before being mustered and received into 
the service of the United States. Read and com- 
mitted. | 

Mr. BOYD, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the payment of a company of Indian 
volunteers called into the service of the United 
States. Read and committed. 

Also, from the samecommittee, made an adverse 
report on the resolution of the House of January 
17, 1848, relative to the expediency of amending 
the ‘Act to provide for raising a regiment of mount- 
ed riflemen, and establishing military stations on 
the route to Oregon,” approved May 9, 1846, so 
as to provide for the discharge of non-commis- 
stoned officers and privates of said regiment on the 
E of the war with Mexico. Laid on the 
tabie. . 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill prescribing the age 
at which candidates for the appointment of mid- 
shipmen in the navy may enter the naval school, 
and the number and mode of appointing midship- 
men in the navy, and for other purposes; 

A bill to provide for a retired list in the naval 
service; 

A bill providing for the construction of twenty 
sloop-of-war brigs; 

A bill for the relief of the legal owners of the 
pap James Mitchell; 

bill for the relief of Captain Lewis Warring- 
ton and others; which several bills were read and 
committed. 


AMERICAN HEMP. 


Mr. KING, from the Committee on Naval A flairs, 
reported a joint resolution authorizing the Secreta- 
ry of the Navy to make contracts for hemp for the 
use of the navy of the United States. 

Mr. K. asked to have the joint resolution put 
upon its passage. 

Mr.-KING explained. This bill was an exact 
transcript of a hill which had passed the Senate 
for the same object, and would no doubt have pass- 
ed the House if it could have been reached. The 
object to be provided for was a very important one, 
and he hoped the bill might be put upon its passage 
at once. 

Mr. THOMAS said there was, he believed, now 


on the Speaker’s table a bill precisely like this; 


was it in order to take up this bili at all? 

Mr. KING had already stated that it was a 
transcript of the Senate’s bill; but owing to the 
present indisposition of the House to take up bills 
on the Speaker’s table, it was impossible to get 
at it. | 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, objected to 
the bill being read a third time; and as it required 
unanimous consent, it could not be put upon its 


assage. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, remonstrated with Mr. 
THompson, urging him to withdraw his objection. 
The hemp interest was one of great importance, as 
well to our navy as to our commercial marine, and 
one in which the West felt a deep concern. He 
trusted the bill would not be objected to. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said that 
there was already a bill of the same character lying 
with other matter on the Speaker’s table.. The 
Democratic side of the House had tried repeatedly 
to take up bills so situated, but the majority had 
as often defeated the attempt. He was desirous 
of having all the bills which had been accumulating 
on the table of the Speaker taken up and disposed 
of. But, if he understood the present motion of 
the chairman of the Naval Committee, it was, in 
effect, to give preference to ong of the bills there 
locked up by introducing and passing an exact tran- 
script of it, thereby taking up one of the Senate 
bills out of its order. To this he was opposed; 
and could not, therefore, withdraw his objection. 

Mr. McKAY inquired of thé Chair whether 


‘such a proceeding as was now attempted was in 


order? 

The CHAIR replied that it was acquainted with 
no rule of order forbidding it. There was no rule 
which eee are bills in identically the same form 
being brought into both Houses. The question 
would be on the engrossment of this bill. 

Mr. T. BUTLER KING moved the previous 
question; which motion was seconded by ayes 93, 
noes 19. 

The prevfous question was accordingly put and 
carried; the main question being on the engross- 


ment of the bill, was carried, and the bill ordered to 
be engrossed. | 

Mr. KING pressed for the question on its pas- 
sage; but the Chair stating that the bill had not yet 
been engrossed— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, objected to 
the question being put. 

Mr. BAYLY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Edmund L. 
DuBarry, and a bill for the relief of Edward Myers. 

ead and committed. 

Mr. CABELL, from the same committee, re- 
ported a joint resolution, authorizing the accounting 
officers of the treasury, charged with.the settlement 
of the accounts of the navy, to settle and pay the 
expenses of the United States ship Macedonian on 
her recent voyage to Ireland and Scotland. Read 
and committed. 

Mr. TUCK, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Lot Davis; a bill for the relief 
of William Gove; a bill for, the relief of Benjamin 
Cressy; a bill in amendment of an act concerning | 
naval pensions and the pension fund, apona 
June 30, 1834; which bills were severally read and 
committed. ` 

‘Mr. MARSH, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Joshua 
Dodge. Read and committed. 

Mr. McCLELLAND, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill for the relief of Peter Parker 
and Jacob L. Martin. Read and committed. 

Mr. S. LAWRENCE, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, made adverse reports on 
the petitions of M. A. Richard, Drusilla Bukey, 
A. p. Campbell, A. Garlick, J. Gere, L. Van 
Dyke, and C. Kellar. Laid on the table. 

Also, reported a bill for the relief of Sarah 
White, and a bill for the relief of Elizabeth Wil- 
liamson. Read and committed. 


On motion of Mr. COCKE, the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions were discharged from the 
resolution of the House of February 14, 1848, rel- 
ative to extending the benefits of the act of June 7, 
1832, to the officers and soldiers who served in the 
Indian campaigns under Generals Clarke, St. 
cr, Harmer, and Wayne; and it was laid on the. 
table. 


Mr. C. asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to make Senate bill No. 62, being a bill 
granting pensions to the widows and orphans of 
officers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, and 
privates of the army of the United States who have 
died in Mexico, the special. order of the day for 
this day week. He would only remark that this 
was an important bill to many unfortunate persons 
in the community. He feared if it was not made 
a special order that it would not be reached during 
the present session of Congress; and he would ask 
the House to devote one day in healing, so far as 
they could, the broken and bleeding hearts of the 
widows and orphans of the gallant men who had 
fallen in Mexico. 

Mr. VINTON said that several of the appropri- 
ation bilis were yet unacted on, and it was proba- 
ble that the olga fiscal year would expire before 
they could be passed; and he should object to 
making additional special orders to those already 
existing until the appropriation bills were paased. 

Mr. FREEDLEY, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, made adverse reports on the 

etitions of A. M. Dade, widow of the late Major 
E, ai Dade, and William Pelfrey. Laid on the 
table. 
Mr. DONNELL, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of Henry 
Freeman, Hannah Weston, Catharine Riddle, Es- 
ther Bartlett, Lydia Shurtliff, Nancy King, and 
Henry Johnson. Laid on the table. 

Also, reported a bill for the relief of Polly Ald- 
rich. Read and committed. 

Mr. CUMMINS, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill granting pensions to the surviving 
petty officers, seamen, and marines, who, under 
the command of Captain Stephen Decatur, jr., 
captured and destroyed the frigate Philadelphia in 
the harbor of Tripoli on the night of the 16th of 
February, 1804. Read twice. 

Mr. CUMMINS explained the objeet and pro- 
visions of the bill. Its object was to place upon 
the pension roll the surviving petty officers, sea- 
men, and marines of the crew of the Intrepid, in 
which the gallant Decatur had boarded and burnt 
the frigate Philadelphia in the harbor of Tripoli. 
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This subject had been before Congress for a quar- 
ter of a century past, and had in every instance 
been favorably reported upon in both branches of 
the Legislature; yet no bill had been passed, and 
why? It might seem strange that, when both 
Houses had so long concurred in a desire to make 
suitable provision for these brave and meritorious 
men, nothing should have been done. But the 
reason was soon explained. The object of every 
bill heretofore reported had been to distribute 
among the survivors of the crew engaged in that 
heroic transaction about one hundred thousan® 
dollars in prize-money, according to the provisions 
of the prize laws. And all the committees had 
split upon the same difficulty in the case, viz: the 
mode of such distribution. No objection had ever 
been raised against the equity of the claim. How 
could there be? But all the difficulty lay in the 
shape of the law to satisfy it. Neither Decatur 
himself, nor any one of those who served under 
his command in that daring exploit, had received 
a dollar of the prize-money they had earned at 
such imminent hazard of their lives. It seemed 
as if the very magnitude and brilliancy of their 
achievement had operated as an obstacle to their 
getting anything from their country in the shape 
of reward. ` P 

The present bill avoided the fatal obstacle which 
had prevented the success of all previous attempts 
to do justice in this case. It proceeded on a new 
ground. It provided for no distribution of prize 
money at all, but substituted for such a distribu- 
_ tion the placing of the names of the survivors of 
that gallant crew upon the pension roll. ' l 

It-might be objected that it contained no provis- 
ion for the benefit of the officers, but only for the 
crew. The officers would be entitled to a larger 
allowance. That was very true; but the bill pur- 
posely omitted their case, and allowed to the sur- 
viving petty officers, seamen, and marines, the same 
rate of wages as they were receiving at the time of 
the capture of the frigate. 

And why did it make no provision for the offi- 
cers? The answer would be found ina document 
Mr. C. held in his hand, and which he had ob- 
tained at the department. It wasa list of the crew 
of the Intrepid. Besides Decatur there were three 
other lieutenants, viz: Lawrence, Bainbridge, and 
Power. Decatur was dead, and his lady put on 
the roll of pensioners, in which capacity she had 
drawn some $10,000 out of the treasury. Law- 
rence also was dead, and his.widow pensioned. 
Bainbridge was dead, and his surviving child was 
enjoying a pension. Power, too, was deceased, 
and his child was provided for in like manner. 
So there were no surviving lieutenants to be pro- 
vided for by this bill. Of midshipmen there had 
been seven. 

(Mr. C. here read a list of their names also, and 
stated that these were all dead but one, and either 
their widows or children were on the pension list. 
The sole survivor was now in employment by the 
Navy Department. ] 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, put some query 
to Mr. Cummins, and the latter made explanations 
in reply; but the conversation was inaudible at the 
reporter’s seat. 

Mr. C. went on to show that no injustice would 
be done by the bill to the officers whose surviving 
relatives had been provided for by the laws of the 
land. But the case of the crew, consisting of petty 
officers, sailors, and marines, was a clear omission; 
they had received neither pension nor prize-money, 
nor were they likely to receive any, unless some- 
thing should be done speedily in their behalf. 

Various reports had been made on the case, 
some of them very able, especially the one by Mr. 
Patton, of Virginia, who had shown very clearly 
the difficulty of syitably distributing the prize- 
money among the various claimants entitled to re- 
ceive it. It had been contended that the money 
must go according to the provision of the prize dis- 
tribution laws; for, to make a change in the rule 
of proceeding would be deemed disrespectful to the 
deceased officers. But now the case was relieved 
of its chief embarrassment. The officers were 
dead, and their families provided for, while nothing 
had yet been done for the bold men who had so 
gallantly volunteered to share their danger. The 
appeal in their behalf was made, not to the charity 
but to the justice of the House; and it received so 
much the more force from the fact that this case of 
the frigate Philadelphia was the single solitary ex- 
ception to all prize cases in the history of the ser- 


vice. In all other cases, when a prize was taken 
which was burnt at sea, or from other cause could 
not be brought into port, her captors invariably 
received her value in prize-money. Mr. C. said 
he had before him a list of all the prizes taken by 
our vessels of war. | 

The CHAIR here inquired of Mr. Cummins 
whether his bill contained an appropriation of 
money ? l 
Mr. CUMMINS replied that it did not. It mere- 
ly l ia aiia to place certain names on the pension 
roll. 


Mr. C., resuming, said he had in his hand a list 
of the captures, and in every instance an appropria- 
tion had been made to pay the captors their prize- 
money. He read, as a sample of preceding legis- 
lation in these cases, the act granting prize-money 
for the frigate Constitution. 

The frigate Philadelphia formed the only excep- 
tion to the general rule. She had not been cut out, 
but had been, by order of Commodore Preble, 
burnt within the harbor. The men who had vol- 
unteered to follow the intrepid Decatur were all 
now in the decline of life, all of them being about 
seventy years old, and many of them very infirm. 
The committee abandoned all idea of securing for 
them their shares of the prize-money, and had, as 
he had already stated, contented themselves with 
simply putting their names on the pension roll. 

It was only to show the strength and equity of 
their claim that Mr. C. had referred to these papers. 
lt was, indeed, true that $100,000 was justly due 
to them, but all hope of getting that was given up, 
and this bill simply asked a pension. lt was surely 
as well entitled to an early consideration from that 
House as any claim which could be brought before 
it. He hoped the bill would be so placed that its 
consideration might be reached during the present 
session. If this should not be done, its fate would 
be sealed, and these brave and noble-hearted old 
men would be suffered to go down to their graves 
in penury and want, the only men in the navy who 
had bravely earned their prize-money and had not 
received it. The achievement in which they had 
had a share was one which never could fade from 
the historic page; it was one which had given to 
the American navy a standing before.the eyes of 
the world. It was universally admitted to have 
been one of the boldest and most daring acts of the 
age. Twenty-five men, ina small light vessel, 
mounting but four guns, entering a strongly forti- 
fied harbor, surrounded with forts and bastions, 
mounting one hundred and fifteen guns, approach- 
ing the very base of the Moorish castle, and there 
boarding a frigate with forty loaded guns, ready to 
fire, and succeeding completely in destroying her, 
and making good their own retreat, was a naval 
feat the glorious memory of which could never 
die. 

Mr. C. concluded, by moving that the consider- 
ation of this bill be made the special order for the 
Ath of July next. 

The bill was referred, and ordered to be printed; 
but before the question was put on making it a 
special order-— : 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 26, 1848. 


Mr. PEARCE presented a petition from Little- 


ton D. Teackle, asking a settlement of his accounts 
for materials furnished for the public buildings in 
the city of Washington; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a petition from Ann Jeffers, widow of a 
revolutionary soldier, for a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a petition from 
Major William Bayley, asking to be discharged 
from liability for certain public property which 


-has been applied to the service of the public; 


which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. , 

Mr. BADGER presented the following: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed 
to purchase the full-length original portrait of General Zach- 
ary Taylor, painted by William G. Brown, of Richmond, 
if the same can be obtained at a price deemed by the com- 
mittee to be reasonable. a 


The following resolution, submitted on Monday 
last by Mr. BELL, came up for consideration: 


Resolved, That ge reporter of the Senate be directed to 
supply each member of the House of Representatives with 
a copy of his report of proceedings and debates of the Uni- 


ted States Senate for the present Congreas; the expense to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. BELL said that he had not anticipated any 
objection to the resolution when he submitted it 
for consideration. He owed it to the reporter of 
the Senate to say that the subject had been brought 
before the Senate without any consultation with 
him. The only communication he had had with 
the reporter, in reference to the matter, was merely 
for the purpose of ascertaining whether he could 
furnish the additional copies without violating his 
contract with the Senate. He had ascertained that 
on this point there could be‘no difficulty. There 
appeared to be a difference of opinion among Sen- 
ators as to the propriety of continuing the present . 
system of reporting. Into this question he did not 
propose to go, as he had not given much reflection 
to it. It was objected that the resolution imposed 
an improper tax on the contingent fund of the 
Senate. But he regarded it as perfectly unimport- 
ant whether the cost was paid from the fund of the 
one House or the other, as, in either case, it must 
come from the same source. . As to the propriety 
of continuing the present system, that would have 
to be decided hereafter. He begged it to be un- 
derstood that, in offering his resolution, he did not 
intend to imply that there had been any want of 
comity heretofore in relation to this matter. In- 
deed, some of the Senators seemed to have been 
under the impression that the House of Repre- 
sentatives was already furnished with the reports 
under the original resolution. _- | 

Mr. TURNEY said he could not understand on 
what ground the House could complain of not re- 
ceiving the reports of the proceedings and debates 
of the Senate, as it was already receiving twelve 
copies, for each member, of the Congressional Globe 
and Appendix, where the proceedings and debates 
were published in extenso. It would be recollected 
that, at the close of the last session, the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. Benron] had introduced a 
resolution to rescind the resolution by which the 
existing engagement with the reporter was autho- 
rized. He had been for some time expecting that 
Senator to call up his resolution which was intend- 
ed to stop the present system, under which it had 
been made apparent that we were now paying 
three times as much as the newspaper press of the 
city offered to give full and prompt reports for. 
Under this new system, Senators were very irreg- 
ularly supplied with the copies due to them. | 
Sometimes he received six or seven of the week] 
sheet, instead of twenty, to which he was entitled. 
It had been promised, also, that the reports and 
proceedings should be placed on the tables of Sen- 
ators on the morning after the debates had taken 
place, which, it was notorious, had scarcely been 
ever done. There had sometimes been an interval 
of a week between the supplies of the reports. 
The members of the Flouse were supplied with the 
Congressional Globe and Appendix. He did ‘not 
know at what rate they were supplied. But he 
found that we were paying three times more than 
we ought to pay for the reports of our debates. 
He would prefer that the House should provide 
its own reports, which it mignt readily do by 
making a contract with the reporter. ` 

Mr. CLAYTON thought ıt eminently proper 
that the Senate should furnish the reports to the 
House, and that that body could not consistently 
contract with the officers of the Senate for the pro- 
ceedings. Mr. C. would venture to affirm, that 
they had never had such reports as were now fur- 
nished. He did not mean to assert that they were 
perfect; .there were defects, which he believed 
arose out of the very limited sum allowed the re- 
porter, which was notoriously insufficient to pay. 
for printing and reporting. It was true there had 
been delays; but the Senate could easily understand, 
when there had been sessions of from six to seven 
hours, that a report of its proceedings could not be 
supplied on so hmited a stipend as that given. He 
expressed the hope that, so far from abandoning 
the system, the Senate would go on to improve 
upon it, and furnish.the means necessary for its — 


complete accomplishment, which he conceived of . 


vastly more importance than any sum they should 
be called on to ay - 

Mr. TURNE insisted that the reports which 
were now made were not more accurate, nor in 
any respect better than those published in the 
Congressional Globe and Appendix. There had 
been, therefore, no improvement in this respect. 
The Senator from Delaware said the reports could 
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not be perfect, because the compensation was more 
too limited. Yet, in the face of this statement, we 
had proposals from the newspaper press to give full 
and accurate reports for one-third of the amount 
now paid. It appeared strange, that while we are 
paying such an exorbitant sum, we should be told 
that the reports cannot be perfect, because we do 
not pay enough. Would not the same amount 
have enabled Blair & Rives to give full reports? 
Let them have the money, and it will be found 
sufficient. The effect of the system had been to 
cut off the daily newspaper press of. Washington 
from reporting the debates in extenso, as they had 
formerly done, and as correctly as they had ever 
been since; and, besides, it could not be asserted 
that the debates of the body were not to be found 
on as extended a scale in the Appendix to the 
Congressional Globe as they were by the reporter 
of the Senate. He did not think the subject could 
stand the test of scrutiny, and he must call the 
yeas and nays on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. WESTCOTT professed himself friendly to 
the resolution, but desired to know if there had 
been any understanding as to the cost involved. 

Mr. CLAYTON answered that it would be what 
the Senate pleased to allow. : 

The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the resolution, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Borland, Butler, 
Calhoun, Cass, Clarke, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis of Mas- 
sachusetta, Dayton, Douglas, Greene, Hale, Hannegan, John- 
son of Maryland, Mason, Moore, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, 
Spruance, Underwood, Upham, and Westcott—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, Breese, 
Bright, Cameron, Davis of Mississippi, Dix, Felch, Houston, 
Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Niles, and Turney—15. 

_ Mr. CASS moved to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill relating to the California claims. 

Mr. HALE said the morning hour had not yet 
expired, and he thought the leave he had asked to 
introduce a certain bill ought to be first disposed 
of. He had no disposition to debate the subject, 
but he desired to have a vote. If the object of the 
motion of the Senator from Michigan (Mr. Cass] 
was to get rid of his bill, and was to be taken asa 
denial of leave to introduce it, he must ask the 
yeas and nays. ` 

The yeas and nays having been ordered, the 
question was decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bag- 
by, Bell, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dix, Felch, Hous- 
ton, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Man- 


gum, Mason, Moor, Pearce, Rusk, Spruance, Underwood, 
and Westcott—29. 


" A E Douglas, Hale, Niles, Phelps, 

Mr. DOUGLAS said he desired to have taken 
up the territorial bills, and had voted in the nega- 
tive because he thought such an opportunity would 
have been afforded. He gave notice that he should 
feel it his duty to call up the territorial business 
the earliest moment after the California bill was 
disposed of. 


CALIFORNIA CLAIMS. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill to settle the California claims; when 

Mr. MASON moved to amend the amendment 
of the committee, by so changing its purport as to 
make it a provision for the appointment of a board 
of three commissioners, to be appointed by the 
President of the United States, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. And as he 
looked on this decision, relating to a constitutional 
point, to be of importance, he would ask that the 
question be taken by yeas and nays. 

A sufficient number rising to sustain the call, the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said he should have prob- 
ably given a silent vote on the bill but for the con- 
stitutional question which had been raised. He 
felt a due respect for precedents, but he thought 
those which had been quoted by the Senator from 
North Carolina, instead of being favorable, were 
adverse to the bill. He then considered these pre- 
cedents in detail for the purpose of sustaining his 
view of their effect. Here was a sum of $700,000 
to be disposed of; ‘and the persons to whom the 
distribution of this sum was to be committed, could 
not surely be regarded as other than officers, and 
officers of an important character, embracing the 
duties of executive and judicial officers. They are 
not employed to collect matter for others to act on, 
but the final adjudication of this amount is vested 
in them. He could not sustain the bill as it was 
reported, and he would vote for the amendment of 


the Senator from Virginia. He had no personal 
acquaintance with Colonel Frémont; but he had 
viewed his course with admiration, and could he 
(Mr. U.) be actuated by any personal feeling, it 
might induce him to favor the bill. He thought 
the amount embraced in this bill exceeeded con- 
siderably the estimate made by Colonel Frémont 
in his report, and wished an explanation. 

Mr. BENTON read an extract from the report, 
in which the estimate appeared to be in conformity 
with the sum embraced in the bill. 

‘Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, suggested that if the 
battalion had continued in the service, and coming 
home, had left claims behind them, there would 
have been no hesitation in allowing them to per- 
fect their vouchers at the spot where the claims 
had arisen, and that was all that the bill in effect 
contemplated. It was nothing more than justice 
to send a board out to investigate these claims. It 
was proper to send persons who were well inform- 
ed on the subject, and such were the individuals 
named in the bill, whose appointment Congress 
was fully authorized to make. 

Mr. NILES stated that the language in the ori- 
ginal bill directing the President to appoint, and 
then naming the persons to constitute a board, was 
evidently against the Constitution. He should vote 
for the amendment of the Senator from Virginia to 
the report of the committee. 

Mr. PHELPS also expressed his intention to 
vote for the amendment of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia to the amendment reported by the commit- 
tee. @ 

Mr. CRITTENDEN considered that it rested 
with Congress to make provision for the payment 
of these claims, and also to prescribe the manner 
in which they shall be paid. Congress can say 
whether they shall be paid in California or here, 
and prescribe the rules by which the payments 
shall be awarded. Congress can also select the 
officers to examine the claims, and say, unless 
the claims shall be certified by these persons who 
are perfectly acquainted with the facts, the appro- 
priation shall not be made. It is all, therefore, 
matter for legislation. He did not, therefore, see 
that the constitutional question presented itself at 
all, and could only be raised by a process of inge- 
nious subtlety. ‘These claims are of a peculiar 
character, have grown up out of a singular state of 
circumstances, and ought to be legalized and settled 
by Congress. The conduct of Colonel Frémont 
entitled him to our confidence, and on him we could 
more naturally rely than on any persons who have 
not had the same connection with the claims. 

Mr. ALLEN said he entertained no doubt as 
to the constitutional power of Congress to appoint 
these officers for the purpose specified. He con- 
sidered Congress as having the same power to 


appoint these officers as to appoint agents to take 


the census every ten years. This is nothing more 
than an adjustment of claims pending before Con- 
gress. It is not before the Executive. Congress 
alone can authorize and regulate the adjustment. 
It is a Legislative, not an Executive, function. 
The claims arose out of no law, and Congress has 
to determine how they shall be disposed of. It is 
our business to give them validity, before they 
can have any. And will it be contended that 
Congress is restricted from pointing out in what 
way their validity shall be established? Colonel 
Frémont, in his opinion, was the most merito- 
rious American of his age now in existence; and 
had he (Mr. A.) the power of appointment, he 
would, ere this, have given him a military appoint- 
ment in Mexico, for which nature had so clearly 
formed him. He would vote for the bill as amend- 
ed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER pointed out some discrepancies 
in the argument which had been raised on the dis- 
tincsion between an office and an employment. 
From this argument it seemed to result, that while 
the paymaster who checks the drafts of the board 
is an officer, they who direct the mode of payment 
are not Officers. According to this logic, the lowest 
office in fact is the highestin rank. He looked on 
this as an office, because it involved a disbursement 
of $700,000. 

Mr. CASS said that these operations had taken 
place at a distance, and he gathered from the sen- 
timents of Senators on both sides the Chamber 
that the conduct of all engaged in them had been 
such as to deserve the approbation of the Govern- 
ment. In the regular course of events, the articles 
for which payment is claimed would have been 


obtained under a requisition from the confmander- 
in-chief, and they would have been paid for at the 
moment and on the spot. The trust is now con- 
tinued in these officers down to the period when 
they shall be completed. 

Mr. BADGER said, as it appeared there were 
other Senators who desired to address the Senate, 
he would move that the further consideration of 
the subject be postponed for the present; and, as 
there was a question of some importance to be dis- 
posed of in Executive session, he would move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of Execu- 
tive business; which motion was agreed to; and 
the Senate, after some considerable time spent with 
closed doors, l 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Taurspay, April 27, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated that the first business in 
order was the report of the Committee on Printing, 
recommending the printing of 10,000 copies extra 
of the correspondence between the Secretary of 
War and Generals Scott and Taylor, and the cor- 
respondence between the Secretary of State and 
Mr. Trist, which was communicated by the Presi- 
dent of the United States some time since, in com- 
pliance with a resolution of the House; and the 
amendment pending thereto, which was moved 
yesterday by Mr. Coss, of Georgia, so as to print 
also the additional correspondence which was com- 
municated by the President on the 25th instant. 

Mr. CLINGMAN claimed the floor. This mat- 
ter, he said, had been detained some days, with a 
view to get in the complete correspondence. He 
wished the whole correspondence published; and 
his object now in rising was to move to amend 
the resolution of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HENLEY] so as to include in the order to publish 
ten thousand extra copies of the correspondence 
at firat furnished, the correspondence which came 
into the House yesterday. : 

The SPEAKER stated that that proposition 
was already pending on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Georgia, [Mr. Coss. ] 

Mr. CLINGMAN said it would be unnecessary, 
then, for him to make the motion. He wished, 
however, to offer a few remarks on this subject. 
He did not intend to make what was commonly 
called a speech; but he wished, for a few moments, 
to call the attention of the House to one or two 
circumstances. ` It turned out that he had been 
entirely right in his conjecture in relation to this 
correspondence. When he had said to the House 
that important letters had been kept back, the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] had said 
that there was no weight to be attached to his state- 
ment; that he was in the dark in his conjectures 
in relation to the letters which had not been sent 
in; that he was very much in the situation ofa 
man shooting at random into a big tree for birds. 
But it had turned out that there was a bird in the 
tree, and his arrow had been sent in the right 
direction. 

But before he remarked upon the declaration of 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr, Henuey,]} that 
there were no such letters withheld; that he had 
the authority of the Secretary of War for makfng 
the declaration that there were no such letters; he 
wished to allude to the remarkable circumstances 
which had been exposed and commented upon 
with so great force by the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. STEPHENS] as to relieve him from the neces- 
sity of saying much on this subject—he meant the 
course of the Administration in refusing to them, 
the representatives of the people, information which 
they had seen fit to communicate in other ways. 
The first instance of this was when the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Ruerr) had brought 
forward a paper here which had not been sent in 
to the House—a part of the original correspond- 
ence—and had read it here. The gentleman from 
South Carolina had said that that paper had slipped 
out of the correspondence, and had been na ded to 
him, and he had brought it here. Not long after 
that, the gentleman from Maryland ,[Mr. McLane, } 
he believed, had alluded to correspondence which 
had not been communicated to the public. The 
House had then called for the Slidell corresponda 
ence; it had been refused, on the ground that they 
were not entitled to receive it, because its publica- 
tion would be detrimental to the public interests, 
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Yet in the course of ten days it was published in 
the New York rs. 

Mr. McLANE (the floor being yielded) was 
understood to say that the gentleman was under 
a misapprehension. He had cautiously avoided 
any allusion te correspondence which had not been 
communicated to this House—to correspondence. 
which had not been published. 

Mr. CLINGMAN was happy to be corrected 
by the gentleman. He had been under the impres-. 
sion that on some previous occasion the gentleman 
from Maryland had brought in letters which had 
not been communicated to the House: but it was 
no matter about that. It was the fact in the other 
two cases which he had mentioned—the first, where 
the gentleman from. South Carolina had brought 
certain papers into this House which he had ob- 
tained from the department, and which had never 
been communicated; and the other where the gen- 
tleman from Indiana had brought in certain letters 
connected with the correspondence at present in 
question—which letters the House had called for: 
and had not received. The instructions to Mr. 
Slidell also had been called for at an early period 
of the session, and the President had refused to 
communicate them to the House, on the ground 
that it was inconsistent with the public interests, 
and they a short time afterwards appeared in the 
New York papers, when it suited the interest of 
the persons having the control of them to give them 
to the public. The House had made a call for 
this correspondence between General Scott, Mr. 
Trist, the War Department, and others. They 
received a part of it: a number of the letters were 
cut to pieces—a sentence or two piven here and 
there, and the remainder Withheld. It turned out, 
however, that these very same Jetters, which were 
not to be furnished to the House, (oh! no, they 
“were not to have them; if they did, they would reach 
Mexico,) were sent off to General Pillow; and he 
used them in the city of Mexico, and they were 

ublished there; and in this way they had become 

nown here; and yet, even“under the late call of 
the House, the Secretary of War and the Presi- 
dent had not furnished them to this House! He 
complained again that all the proceedings of the 
court of inquiry had been held back. Gentlemen 
said the House of Representatives ought not to be 
trusted with these things; yet it was not ten days 
after that we had seen these very letters of Mr. 
Marcy published in the papers! lt seemed the 
settled purpose of the Administration to show its 
contempt of this House—a coordinate branch of the 
Government—the immediate representative of the 

eople. 
í But the most striking case of all was, that the 
gentleman from Indiana had brought forward four 
letters which had been furnished him by the Sec- 
retary of War, which he acknowledged belonged 
to the correspondence which had been called for 
by the House, but which he said the Secretary of 
War did not consider would be wanted, and there- 
fore he had not furnished them; and which he also 
said were all the letters which belonged to the cor- 
reapondence called for. Now, he (Mr. C.) intended 
to convict the Secretary of an attempt to palm off 
upon this House and the country a deliberate false- 
‘hood; he had no doubt about the fact. He acquit- 
ted the gentleman from Indiana of all intention to 
defeive the country; he presumed the gentleman 
himeelf had been deceived by the Secretary, who 
had stated a falsehood to him, and induced him to 
repeat it to the House. He knew he was using 
strong language against a man who stood in high 
position, but he intended to make good his asser- 
tion. 

He would call the attention of the House to the 
remarks of the.gentleman from Indiana. The call 
was for all the correspondence between General 
Scott and the Secretary of War not heretofore pub- 
lished. Now, a great deal had been published— 
the letters written by General Scott while here in 
the city, detailing the plans of the campaign, &c.; 
but the House had called for everything not pub- 
lished, the communication of which would not be 
detrimental to the public interests. Under that 
eall, if the Secretary. had read it, he must have 
seen that these four letters should have come in; 
but in his apology, made yesterday, he said he did 
not send in these four letters because he conceived 
they did not form a part of the correspondence be- 
tween himself and General Scott. He gave no 
reason for that opinion, except that General Scott, 
in his letter of the 24th of February, 1848, spoke 


of them as memoirs. Now, in the first place, had 
the Secretary read that Jetter at that time? He did 
not believe General Scott had written that letter 
when the call was made; at all events, the Secre- 
tary of War could not-have received it. But, 
‘whether he had or not, because General Scott spoke 
of them as memoirs, the Secretary of War did not 
send them in! Was that fo be understood as the 
excuse of the Secretary of War? But the Secre- 
tary did not misunderstand it, and he (Mr. C.) 
would show that he did not. 

It would be recollected that he had complained 
that Genera} Scott’s letters detailing his plan of a 
campaign had not been sent in, and that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, (Mr. Henvey,] in his speech, 
attempted to refute that allegation. ‘That he might 
do no injustice to the gentleman from Indiana, he 
would read an extract from that gentleman’s speech, 
giving first a quotation which that gentleman had 
made from a speech of his (Mr. C.’s) own, and 
then the gentleman’s denial of the charge which 
he had made. This was what the gentleman from 
Indiana quoted from his (Mr. C.’s) speech: 

‘The Administration, while apparently undertaking to 
furnish all the correspondence of General Scott, knew well 
that it was important not to send in General Scott’s plan of 
the campaign.” f 

“ General Scott accordingly elaborated a plan of a cam- 
paign, which the Administration has not thought proper to 
give to the public.?? 

And here is the language which the gentleman 
from Indiana used in reply : l 

& Now he (Mr. H.) was prepared to say, from a careful ex- 
amination of the correspondence, amd from positive informá- 
tion which he had received from the Secretary of War, that 
there was not one solitary letter called for by the resolution 
of the House of the correspondence between the Secretary 
of War and General Scott which had not been furnished, 
except two or three, which he would exhibit here.” 

Again: 

“The gentleman from North Carolina found that there 
were four letters which were not sent to this House, and his 


imagination had conjured up some great frauds, and he had 
intimated that he should be able to prove sume great wrongs 


_On the part of the Administration and Mr. Marcy.” 


There was another extract in these words: 

‘¢ Now, he had those four letters, with which the gentle- 
man from North Carolina thought he should be able to ac- 
complish so inuch, and, to show how unfounded were the 
gentleman’s conjectures, he would read them.” - 

Thus it would seem that the gentleman from 
Indiana joined issue with him. Here was a de- 
nial distinctly made. Now, if Mr. Marcy did not 
understand from the resolution itself that the call 
was for all the correspondence between him and 
General Scott, he surely knew it from the remarks 
made on this floor in the course of debate, and 
published in the daily newspapers. Well, the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, imthe course of his remarks, 
from which he (Mr. C.) had now quoted, attempt- 
ed to refute his charges by bringing in four letters, 
and attemptmg to palm them off as the letters re- 
ferred to. Everybody would see that if these let- 
ters were not included in thecall forthe correspond- 
ence, it would have been very easy for the Secre- 
tary of War to say so. And he might have said 
that he saw in speeches delivered here that charges 
were made against him’ of withholding General 
Scott’s plan of the campaign, but that it was not in 
the call. The gentleman from Indiana, too, might 
have come here and stated that fact. But the Sec- 
retary said no such thing. He well knew if he 
had said so to this House there would have been 
another call upon him for those letters and that 
plan of acampaign, and that those documents 
would have been drawn from him. 

Mr. HENLEY interposed to say that he thought 
he did make such a statement to the House. To 
the best of his recollection he made such a state- 
ment, that General Scott’s plan of the campaign 
was not called for. He believed he had said so in 
reply to the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. STE- 
ee he said it now. ° 

Mr. CLINGMAN said he was infinitely obliged 
to the gentleman from Indiana for the interruption 
and explanation, but he again repeated that when 
the question was put to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, on. the occasion referred to, that gentleman 
made no such statement. He did—some time after 
he had taken his seat—some half hour after the 
discussion had taken place—after the yeas and 
nays had been called for and taken, and some other 
business had been transacted, and the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. SrepHens] had occupied the 
floor—rise from his seat and insist that these let- 
ters had not been called for. The gentleman at 
that time had had an opportunity to see the Secre- 


tary of War, or to havea conference with some of 
his associates. But the statement was not made 
at the ume. It was the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. McLane] who rose and contended that the 
resolution did not call for these letters. Thereupon 
he (Mr. C.) read the resolution making the call, to 
show that it did embrace these very letters, and the 
gentleman from Maryland seemed to have aban- 
doned his objection. 

Mr. HENLEY said if, at the time alluded to, 
he did not—though his impression was that he 
did—he now asserted that the letters now men- 
tioned by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
CLINGMAN] were not called for, and he could not 
imagine how the gentleman could. suppose they 
were. : 

‘Mr. CLINGMAN was astonished at the decla- 
ration of the gentleman from Indiana. He would 
call to the attention of the House the extract which 
the gentleman had read from his (Mr. C.’s) own | 
speech : 

“'The Administration, while apparently undertaking to 
furnish all the correspondence of General Scott, knew well _ 
that’it was important not to send in General Scott’s plan of 
the campaign. * ~ * General Scott accordingly elabo- 


rated a plan of a campaign, which the Administration has 
not thought proper to give to the public.” 


And with these extracts before him, which he 
read to the House, the gentleman did not know 
that he (Mr. C.) alluded to General Scott’s plan 
of acampaign! Why, the gentleman’s intellect 
must have been wonderfully obtuse. He repeated, 
the gentleman had exhibited an obtusity of intel- 
lect of which he had not supposed any human 
being capable. The gentleman, no doubt, had 
been misled by the false statement of the Secretary. 
He had thereby been induced to put his objection 
on the wrong ground. The Secretary supposed it 
was easier to induce the gentleman from Indiana 
to state a falsehood, with a view of misleading the 
House and the country, than to state his justifica- 
tion on the ground now assumed by the gentleman 
from Indiana. It was obvious, from all that had 
occurred, that the Secretary had a deliberate pur- 
pose to practise a fraud, by inducing the gentleman 
from Indiana to make a statement to the House 
which the Secretary knew himself to be false. 
But, on this point, it was not necessary that he 
should longer detain the House. 

There were, however, one or two other points 
on which he desired to say a word or two. . The 
gentleman from Indiana, in the course of his re- 
marks, as he learned from the published reports— 
and he really thought he had cause to complain of 
him as well as of the Secretary—made some other 
remarks which required a passing notice. When 
he (Mr. C.) spoke on that subject before, it would 
be recollected that he expressly declared that he 
desired these documents for the purpose of estab- 
lishing two facts: first, he desired to acquit Gen- 
eral Scott of the charge of leaving General Taylor 
with a small and insufficient force to meet the Mex- 
ican army under General Santa Anna. When he 
looked over these documents yesterday, he was 
struck with one remarkable fact. This call was 
made on the 17th of April, but the Secretary of 
War, instead of answering promptly, and sending 
those letters to this House, kept them waiting from 
ten to twelve days; and he found that on the 2]st 
of April, four days after the call was made by the 
adoption of his resolution, the Secretary indites a 
letter to General Scott, which fills some forty-nine 
pages of manuscript, and is full of invective against 
the commander-in-chief; and that letter, written 
with so much labor after the call was made, he 
sends to this House as a part’of the correspond- 
ence contemplated by the resolution! He really 
gave the Secretary credit for his industry. Four 

ays, be it remarked, after the call was made, the 
Secretary began a tirade of abuse against General 
Scott, which, from a hasty perusal, appeared to 
throw out imputations on the courage and honor 
of General Scott, and on all that a soldier holds 
dear. Yes, the Secretary, finding that the facts 
would come out, thought proper thus to prepare a 
defence for himself and the Administration, and at 
the same time to assail General Scott. But Gen- 
eral Scott’s character would yet stand clear before 
the country. The whole correspondence, when 
it could be brought before the country, would 
make that appear. It would appear that General 
Scott was not responsible for the position in which 
General Taylor was placed. It would appear from 
the reports of the department that General Taylor 
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had seven thousand regula: and thirteen thousand 
five hundred volunteers, and that five thousand of 
the regulars were drawn from him for General 
Scott’s column, leaving two thousand regulars and 
a heavy volunteer force; and the Government un- 
dertook to call out nine new regiments, that Gen- 
eral Taylor might be amply sustained. General 
Taylor was then understood to be at Monterey, 
and if the Administration had kept its promise, 
General Taylor would have been in no danger. 
The Secretary of War attempted to throw the 
blame on General Scott, but the facts would not 
bear him out. 

Another point to which he had called the atten- 
tion of the House was, that the department had 
not supplied General Scott with adequate means 
after the capture of Vera Cruz, and to this the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Henter] replied, and 
attempted to sustain himself by high authority. 
To a quotation from the remarks of the gentleman 
from Indiana he called the especial attention of the 
House. The gentleman undertook to sustain him- 
self by reading extracts from the eorrespondence 
of General Scott, from one of whose letters he read 
the following: 

€ The Quartermaster General (brevet Major General Jesup) 
at New Orleans has, I find, taken all proper measures, with 
judgment and promptitude, to provide everything depending 
on his department for the despatch and success of my expe- 
dition.” 

Now, to understand the fairness of the gentle- 
man’s quotations, he begged the House to listen 
to the next sentence of the same letter, which the 
gentleman from Indiana did not read: 

& Transports, casks filled with water, &c., are accordingly 
expected to arrive here and off Tampico before the 7th of the 
next month.”? 

So, then, it appeared that General Scott liberally 
gave the Quartermaster General credit, not for what 

e had done, but for what he hàd promised to do, 
and for supplies expected in the course of the next 
month. Now, he had in this a right to complain of 
the gentleman from Indiana for doing what he must 
“eall garbling a letter. Here were two sentences 
taken together, one of which only was given by 
the gentleman from Indiana, though the latter was 
so intimately connected with the former. The 
gentleman from Indiana quoted the first only, which 
was so well calculated to mislead thecountry. This 
was unfair to General Scott, for there were hun- 
dreds in the country who would read the speech of 
the honorable gentleman from Indiana who would 
never see the document from which he professed 
to quote. 

But, to pass to another point. The gentleman 
from Indiana also quoted from another part of his 
(Mr. C.’s) speech, which was unfortunately not 
accurately reported. The gentleman from Indiana 
had represented him as saying that, after detailing 
General Scott’s wonderful achievements, for all 
this he had been suspended. Now, what he did 
say was, that after all his victories, General Scott 
had been suspended, without cause assigned to the 
public, and not that he had been suspended in conse- 
quence of those victories. On the contrary, he put 
the question, again and again, Why had General 
Scott been suspended? He on that occasion asked 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. McLang,] 
who criticised one of General Scott’s ordefs, 
whether he had been suspended from the command 
on that account? Whether this court of inquiry 
had been gotten up to try him for an offence against 
the rules of rhetoric or for grammatical errors? 
He asked again, if it was on account of the cor- 
respondence with General Worth that he was 
suspended? And here he must admit, that in one 
thing he had been mistaken, and he was ready to 
make the amende honorable. He did say on that 
occasion, that he would not stultify the Adminis- 
tration so far as to say that they would suspend 
General Scott for anything that was in the Scott 
and Worth correspondence. It would appear, 
however, that if he was to rely on the statements 
of the public press, he had given too much credit 
to the Secretary’s intellect. He was ready to re- 
tract what he had said; for, from the letters circu- 
lated through the newspapers, it did seem to him 
that General Scott had been suspended for writing 
that correspondence, He was nevertheless aston- 
ished, partisan as Mr. Marcy was, that a man of 
his judicial mind could have been guilty of such an 
egregious blunder. He said judicial mind, be- 


cause Mr. Marcy’s partisans and puffers boasted : 


that his *‘ judicial mind is felt heavily in his corre- 
apondence with Scott.” Until these puffs brought 
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it to his mind, he had forgotten that he had ever 
been a judge; nor could he now, in looking over 
Mr. Marcy’s judicial career, recollect any remark- 
able decision, except the notable one made by him, 
that the State of N ew York owed him fifty cents 
for having his breechés mended, because torn in 
the service of that State. His judicial celebrity 
seemed to rest on this single decision. 

When Mr. Marcy used to sit upon the bench, 
if an advocate had appealed from his decision upon 
the ground that it was illegal, all this would have 
been proper enough. But suppose the party taking 
the appeal had likewise declared that the judge was 
actuated by malice, and that his conduct was un- 
becoming a gentleman and a judge, would he not 
have punished such an individual for a contempt 
of the court? This was precisely General Scott’s 
case; and when, therefore, General Worth, under 
pretence of appealing, placed in General Scott’s 
hands a paper containing these charges, he prop- 
erly directed General Worth to consider himself 
under arrest. But in point of fact the appeal was 
not from the order of arrest, but simply from the 
refusal of General Scott to say that General Worth 
had not been implicated in one of Scott’s general 
orders against the publishers of the Leonidas letter, 
no one being named or referred to particularly in 
that order. 

The Secretary himself, however, had scarcely 
the hardihood to affirm that on so frivolous a pre- 
text General Scott had been suspended and put on 
trial. He admits that there was no direct charge 
made by General Worth, but argues jesuitically 
that he is obliged to regard General W orth’s appeal 
as implying a charge. His (Mr. C.’g) assertion in 
the former debate, that these were seized upon as 
mere pretexts to suspend General Scott and degrade 
him from his position, had been fully verified by 
subsequent events; for, on the meeting of that court, 
as soon as General Scott presented himself for trial, 
the charges were formally withdrawn. | 

General Scott’s whole crime consisted in his 
having made a campaign too brilliant and glorious. 
It is a custom with Eastern despots, when one of 
their satraps or pachas fails in a campaign, to have 
him publicly executed on his return; but, on the 
other hand, if he sould be too successful, if his 
exploits should be so brilliant and captivating as to 
render him the object of envy and fear, then the 
mutes of the despot are sent to strangle him pri- 
vately with a bowstring on his way home. Mr. 
Polk, adopting this Eastern fashion, has sent out 
his mutes to do execution on General Scott because 
his exploits have been so great and striking as to 
render him formidable to the President. 

He was here reminded of a rumor which he 
heard two weeks since, and which he then hoped 
was not true, though references subsequently made 
to the same rumor in some of the papers caused 
him to fear that there might be some foundation 
for it. It was to have been hoped, after General 
Scott had been ejected from his office, deprived of 
his sword, and disgraced, as far as the Govern- 
ment had power to disgrace him, he would have 
been permitted to return to his country. But it is 
said that, upon the news reaching here that the 
court of inquiry was about to finish its labors and 
adjourn to the United States with the view of ex- 
amining the witnesses in this country, to prevent 
this a special messenger had been sent out forbid- 
ding them to do so, with a view to detaining Gen- 
eral Scott in that country, he being ordered. to 
attend the court until its final adjournment. It 
seemed to be understood that the purpose of the 
Administration was to prevent his return to this 
country until after the National Convention shall 


have met at least, if not until the end of the year. : 


If the Administration have such a purpose in view, 
he would tell them in advance they would fail of 
their object. Richard the Lion-hearted of England 
was detained for a long while in a foreign land a 
prisoner by the Austrian Duke, but he was ulti- 
mately ransomed by his subjects; and the Ameri- 
can people will ransom General Scott and liberate 
him from his captivity in a foreign land. It was a 
short despatch, something like these words, ‘t Take 
care of yourself, for the devil is let loose,” that 
made the knees of King John shake upon his 
throne, and there may come along these lightning 
Wires a similar despatch which will shake the knees 
of our King James. 

It was not necessary for him to vindicate at this 
day General*Scott’s character as a military man. 


In this elaborate assault of the Secretary on Gen- 
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eral Scott he was pleased to find, that without in- 
tending it, he relieved him from the charge of 
having prevented General Taylor’s onward ad- 
vance from the Rio Grande. He says that the idea 
of further movements in that quarter had never 
been entertained by the Administration. He de- 
njes that any credit is due to General Scott for the 
plan of attack on Vera Cruz. He says that every 
man of common sense knew that that was the 
proper point of attack. He (Mr. C.) must remind 
the House, however, that the Administration favor- 
ed another plan, and endeavored to supersede Gen- 
eral Scott by a lieutenant general who insisted that 
Vera Cruz ought not to be assailed, and wished 
to supersede General Scott because he insisted on 
assailing Vera Cruz—a point regarded as impreg- 
nable by the intended lieutenant general. After, 
however, the city and its fortress had been cap- 
tured, the Secretary has the effrontery to pretend 
that everybody knew that this could be easily done. 
As the letters now furnished would show, General 
Scott foresaw clearly how this could be effected; 
but the Administration do not seem to have seen 
it. They were in the dark, as they were with 
reference to his first plan of campaign on the Rio 
Grande, wherein all his predictions had been veri- 
fied, though the Administration had condemned 
and ridiculed his views. History would yet do 
justice to his extraordinary campaign of last year. 
He (Mr. C.) should be gratified if the Speaker’s 
distinguished constituent, Prescott, the first his- 
torian of the age, would take the subject in hand. 
He might render not less famous in after ages the 
advance of the ten thousand Americans than 
was the retreat of the ten thousand Greeks ren- 
dered immortal by the pen of Xenophon. The 
Administration might try in vain to decry Gen- 
eral Scott. It might try in vain to place Pillow 
and its other minions above him. He stands 
on an elevation beyond their reach. The opin- 
ion of the country has undergone a great change 
in relation to General Scott within a few years 
past. The circumstances under which he first 
acquired distinction were well known. It was 
after a series of disasters on our northern frontier 
during the late war with Great Britain, after Hull 
had surrendered, and our army had been defeated 
and disgraced almost every where, that he attracted 
public attention. He at once succeeded in giving 
discipline and courage to the troops that he com- 
manded. His first action at Queenstown was 
sufficient to 'make him prominent. With only 
three hundred and fifty men he crossed the river 
and effected a landing in the face of the British 
army. He kept his position during a great part 
of the day against immense odds until more than 
half his force was destroyed—his men never giving 
way, and himself a mark for the sharpshooters; 
nor did he surrender until it became evident that 
the remainder of the American army could not be 
induced to cross the river to his support. This 
was the only defeat he ever met, if, under the cir- 
cumstances, it ought not to be regarded as a vic- 
tory. From that time forward he was successful 
in every struggle. His name of ‘ Winfield,” at 
which the Secretary sneers, is characteristic of 
his career. He (Mr. C.) need barely refer to his 
victories at Fort George, Chippewa, and Lundy’s 
Lane, over the veterans of England. We regard 
the recent battles in Mexico as bloody, and they 
have been so. The battle of Buena Vista was not 
only most glorious, but it is justly regarded as 
perhaps the most bloody. General Taylor’s loss 
was seven hundred and one out of a force of five 
thousand, or nearly one-seventh of his entire force. 
But at Lundy’s Lane, the brigade commanded by 
Scott, which bore the brunt of the fight before the 
reserve came up, and which was victorious, and 
drove from the field an enemy greatly superior in 
numbers—this brigade lost more than half its num- 
ber in killed and wounded; Scott himself, besides 
having two horses killed under him, was twice 
wounded, and the second time, supposed to be 
dead, was left on the ground for a time. It was, 
he (Mr. C.) believed, after General Scoti received 
the first wound that he conducted Miller’s regi- 
ment up the hill to carry the heavy battery. In 
all these engagements General Scott not only 
showed, while in action, the highest degree of 
skill, but he succeeded in infusing into his soldiers 
a courage which nothing could overcome, and 
which prevented any body of men that he com- 
manded from giving way under any circumstances. 
Neither McDonatd nor Ney could hold Napoleon's 
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old guard longer under the fire of the enemy’s 
artillery than did Scott keep the American regi- 
ments steady under the heaviest fire. These qual- 
ities he was known to possess at the close of the 
late war; but since he has been elevated to the 
chief command, he has exhibited other high qual- 
ities—foresight, discretion, prudence, vast powers 
of combination. As illustrative of the character 
. he has acquired, he (Mr. C.) heard a distinguished 
officer the other day remark to a brother officer, 
both recently from Mexico, that when going into 
battle under Scott every soldier felt con 
if there was a chance to win, their General would 
know it. He has not only been victorious, but he 
has so shaped his attack as to make it tell most 
heavily on the enemy. Hence they saw no drawn 
battles in his campaign. No matter how great the 
superiority of numbers possessed by his enemy; 
no matter how strong the position occupied by 
him, General Scott always found means to turn 
that-position and attack his enemy in flank and 
rear, so as to annihilate his army and capture all 
his artillery. This last Napoleon regarded as the 
test of decisiveness of a victory. But gentlemen 
on the opposite side were endeavoring to embar- 
rass General Scott the more by speaking of him as 
a Presidential candidate. he gentleman from 
Maryland, (Mr. McLang,] ina part of his former 
speech, which he (Mr. C.) did not hear, repre- 
sented him (Mr. C.) as having brought up General 
Scott as a Presidential candidate; but he had done 
nothing of the kind. On the. contrary, he forbore 
to do it, knowing that it would be unfortunate for 
General Scott to be so spoken of at that time. He 
being wronged by the Administration, of course 
its party presses would not defend him; and from 
the’circumstance of his having been formally spoken 
of asa Whig candidate for that office, the greater 
ortiuon of the Whig press is afraid to speak out in 
his behalf, because most of the papers have taken 
up Mr. Clay, General Taylor, or some. one else, 
and are afraid to do justice to General Scott, lest 
he should thereby be brought up in the way of 
their favorites. ence the Administration and its 
instruments have been allowed to worry him at 
their will, without that burst of indignation which 
their misconduct ought to have called up. Weall 
understand this; General Scott himself understands 
it, but he looks for ultimate justice at the hands of 
his countrymen. : 

Did gentlemen suppose that the Whigs would 
stand calmly by and see General Scott worried in 
this manner? ithout saying he was in favor of 
General Scott as a candidate for the Presidency, 
and without affirming that he was the best they 
had to bring forward, yet he would say to the 
gentlemen on the other side of the House, that, 
whether he was as good as some others or not, 
he was strong enough to beat any candidate of 
their party. 

The gentleman thought that General Scott would 
not do for the Presidency, because, while he ad- 
mitted he was a great man in great things, he was 
but a small man in little things. The gentleman 
thought, that if he was a little man in little things, 
he would not do to make a President; and Mr. C. 
was, indeed, ready to admit that the office of Pres- 
ident, as that office had of late been administered, 
seemed to be a very small thing; so small, as to be 
unworthy of the attention or desire of a truly great 
man. But he differed in this matter with the gen- 
tleman. He thought that in the proper govern- 
ment of this nation of more than twenty millions, 
the wise management of all its foreign and domes- 
tic relations was a great matter. It had been said 
of the worst King that England ever had, that 

“« He never said a foolish thing, 
Nor ever did a wise one.” 
But the gentleman admitted that Scott was the re- 
verse of this; that in action he was great, though 
in words unwise. Then, according to that in- 
atance, he being the reverse of Charles, ought to 
make a first-rate President. Mr. C. would say to 
the honorable gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
McLane, ] that he was infinitely obliged to him for 
his advice. The gentleman was avowedly a Dem- 
ecrat, and as such, he advised the Whigs not to 
run General Scott, Now, Mr. C. had always un- 
derstood that it was wise to learn from an adver- 
sary, but he supposed he ought to avoid what his 
adversary recommended. As a Democrat, the gen- 
tleman ought to desire that the Whigs should be 
defeated; and, so wishing, it was very consistent 
in him to desire that the Whigs should not run a 
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strong man. Was he really sincere in recommend- 
ing General Scott as a Whig candidate, and there- 
by playing the part of a Mexican Whig to his own 
party,in giving aid and cumforttotheenemy? He 
might, some of these mornings, find himself read 
out of the Democratic church, by an editorial in 
the Union, as hia associate from Pennsylvania had 


been, [Mr. Witmor.] As to what the gentleman | 


had said about the soup letter, Mr. C. thought the 
John Donkey could better reply to this part of the 
speech than any one else, and give a picture of the 
gallant Scoct administering soup to Santa Anna and 
Mr. Polk. Santa Anna thought it too mpch pep- 
pered at Cerro Gordo, and other places, and Mr. 
Polk will find it very hasty, and scalding hot. 
Why, a much stronger charge had been made 
against President Harrison. ‘They had charged 
him with drinking hard cider, which was then con- 
sidered more dangerous than drinking soup in our 
day. They had proved, too, that he lived in a 
log-cabin, and, moreover, it was proved, by certifi- 
cates gotten up in Indiana, that he sold poor white 
men and women for debt; but all these weighty 
charges did not prevent the State of Indiana from 
casting her vote for him as President, and he went 
in by an overwhelming majority, having been the 
choice of all the States of the Union but seven. 
rieavier charges had been made against him than 
against General Scott; but they could not prevent 
the people from gratefully remembering his ser- 
vices on the frontier. No more would all the 
parade made about hot soup make any impression. 
The popular mind would rest upon Vera Cruz and 
its formidable castle; the mountain pass of Cerro 
Gordo; the storming of Contreras and Churubus- 
co, the heights of Chapultepec, and the walls of 
Mexico; or, it might be, that their recollection 
would be carried back more than thirty years, to 
the brilliant achievements at Queenstown and Chip- 
pewa, or the night fight at Niagara, the bloodiest 
and best-contested battle ever fought on the Amer- 
ican continent. Such allegations as were urged 
against him by this Administration would have no 
more weight on the popular mind than a feather 
would when thrown upon a whirlwind. This the 
gentleman very well knew; and it was no wonder 
that they desired that Scott should be kept out of 
the field. 

There was another reason why they did not 
wish him brought forward. The country had just 
been passing through a war, and the Whig party 
felt it to be its duty to denounce the Administra- 
tion for the manner in which it had gotten us into 
the war, and hence they charged us with taking 
sides against our country. They were in the 
habit of calling gentlemen on Mr. C.’s side of the 
House British Whigs, and some of them Mex- 
ican Whigs; but they would not dare to say that 
Winfield Scott was either a British Whig or a 
Mexican Whig. They knew that all that ammu- 
nition would be rendered useless, and they did not 
like to waste it. They well knew, and were not 
likely to forget, that Scott had some forty or fifty 
thousand voters in the ranks of his army—all of 
them ardently attached to him, and all of them indig- 
nant at the manner in which he had been suspend- 
ed and tried in the presence of the enemy whom 
he had conquered. Most of these were likely to 
prove active partisans, and, at all events, they 
would be dangerous witnesses in his favor. They 
had once charged General Harrison with being a 
coward, and they had learned by bitter experience 
what was the practical result of such a charge 
brought against such a man, when one of his old 
soldiers was brought up to refute it. There are 
many yet surviving who fought under Scott on 
the Canada lines, and a still larger number who 
have’been with him in Mexico. They would now 
prove ready witnesses and zealous combatants in 
his behalf, against such charges trumped up by 
envy and imbecility to prostrate their gallant leader. 
There was no section of this Union that did not 
owe General Scott a debt of gratitude. He had 
performed important public services on the bound- 
ary in Maine; on the borders of Canada; in the 
Northwest; in the South, as well as in Mexico. 
His name was honorably connected with the his- 
torical records of every part of our country; in 
every quarter he had shown himself to be both a 
statesman and a warrior. 

Mr. C, had not risen with the purpose of deliv- 
ering a eulogium on General Scott. He had been 
drawn into saying thus much only in‘reply to gen- 
tlemen who had assailed him. He should not long 
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detain the House in speaking either of his military 
or his civil qualifications. But he should always 
hold himself ready to defend a brother -Whig 
when unjustly aspersed by small and selfish men, 
who sat in safety on their cushioned chairs here 
at Washington, and wrote tirades against the brave 
officers of our army who had periled their lives in 
the high places of the field. 

- Mr. C. went on to say that he had been glad,to 
witness that at length the Secretary of War evinced 
a disposition to do justice to the reputation of Gen- 
eral Taylor. After having been persecuted for two 
years by the Secretary, that heroic old man was 
now lauded inthe tirade of invective against Gene- 
ral Scott. The whole country would understand 
this to be hypocritical. The Secretary now lauds 
Taylor when he does not need it, in the hope to 
injure Scott. This is in keeping with his former 
conduct. He left General Taylor to fight the bat- 
tle of Buena Vista with inferior forces. After 
Santa Anna had been defeated there, and a second ` 
time by Scott at Cerro Gordo, and driven back on` 
Mexico, the department sent him a large force 
which he did not need, withholding it from Scott, 
who did need it, thereby delaying his advance for 
three months at Puebla. After he had to advance 
and conquer the country with only ten thousand 
men, they then sent him reinforcements. Pre- 
viously, to excuse their negligence, and diminish 
his credit, they represented him as having thirty 
thousand men, when he had but one-third of that 
number; and they now pretended, in the corre- 
spondence just sent in, thatthey had sent him more 
transports and wagons than were ever forwarded 
tohim. But Mr. C. said his object was not to 
forestall the decision of the Whig National Con- 
vention, nor to express a preference for a Presi- 
dential candidate.. He was well convinced the 
Whigs could beat their opponents with any candi- 
date they might agree to set up. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, obtained the floor. 

Mr. VINTON made an unsuccessful effort to 
postpone the further consideration of the resolution, 
and go into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. HOUSTON spoke in reply to the speech 
of Mr. Cuineman, but turned himself round, so as 
to he, for the most part, unintelligible to reporters 
on the right of the Chair. 

He was understood to charge Mr. C. with hav- 
ing repeated the speech which he had made on the 
stump in 1840; and, there was but little need of 
answering it now. Mr. H. referred to the extracts 
Mr. C. had read in relation to the charges against 
General Pillow: had the gentleman’s object been 
not to serve a party purpose, but merely to inform 
the country, he would have said that these extracts 
related only to General Pillow’s defence and not 
the public business. 

The charge against the Secretary of War would 
have been very serious if proceeding from any se- 
rious or respectable source. It was said that Sec- 
retary Marcy had attempted a fraud; but where 
was the proof to substantiate such a charge? Were 
there any facts established which would justify 
these public remarks against a distinguished func- | 
tignary of the Government? And was not the gen- 
tleman hazarding too much to advance such a 
charge in the face of the document which had been 
Jaid on the tables of all the members of that House? 
But Mr. H. was not going to enter into a discus- 
sion of this subject; he had risen for a different 
purpose. 

hegentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Cuine- 
Man] liad been working on this matter for months 
past: he had been “ wiring in and wiring out” 
against Secretary Marcy for a long while, till at 
length the gentleman had got himself into a more 
harmless position than Mr. H. had ever expected 
him to occupy: he had ensconced himself very 
snugly in a pair of the Secretary’s old breeches: 
there he was quite safe; and if the hole, of which 
he (Mr. C.) had spoken, should not prove large 
enough for his escape, there he was likely to stay, 
with Mr.‘H.’s entire consent, for the rest of the 
session. 

Mr. H. would now do what he had risen to do, 
and that was, to move the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER asked Mr. Hovston’s indul- 
gence but for a moment, to state, from the Com- 
mittee on Printing, that the type had been taken 
dawn which contained the former reported corre- 
spondence, and if the extra number now proposed 
were to be printed, the composition would have to 


-= THE CONGRESSIONAL: GLOBE. 


eS 


PRINTED AND PUBLISHED AT THE CITY OF WASHINGTON, BY BLAIR & RIVES. 


30TH Coneress, lst Session. 


be all done over again, which would greatly aug- 
ment the expense. 

Mr. HOUSTON thought it rather extraordinary 
for gentlemen on the Whig side of the House to 
ask him to withdraw his call for the previous ques- 
tion. Surely the gentleman from North Carolina 
had spoken very abundantly on the resolution to 


rint. 
” Mr. HILLIARD wished to ask his colleague 
One question. | 

The CHAIR said this could not be permitted, 
unless the call for the previous question was with- 


drawn. - l 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House now go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; but the motion did not prevail. , 

And the question being on seconding the call, it 
was decided in the negative: Ayes 66, noes 67. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to amend the amend- 
ment of Mr. Coss, of Georgia, by adding: 

< And also 10,009 copies of House document 196, Ist ses 
sion 29th Congress; House document 119, 2d session 29th 
Congress; and House document 37, Ist session 3Uth Con- 
gress—the same comprising all the correspondence between 
the Secretary of War and other officers of the Governinent 
upon the subject of the war, so far as the same may have 
been made public.” 


Mr. STEPHENS was in favor of the publica- 
tion of the extra number of this document, as re- 
ported by the Committee on Printing. He did not 
concur with his friend on his right [Mr. Concer] 
as to the expense. He thought ten thousand extra 
copies of the document now on their table should 
be printed; and also ten thousand extra copies of 
the communication embraced in the amendment of 
his colleague [Mr. Coss] yesterday; and also ten 
thousand copies of the documents embraced in the 
amendment he (Mr. S.) had just submitted. He 
would state to the House that the documents em- 
braced in his amendment were the documents ac- 
companying the war message in May, 1846. He 
had repeatedly, during the present session of Con- 
gress, received demands for thisdocument. Italso 
embraced the correspondence submitted to Con- 
gress during the last session between Generals 
Scott, Taylor, and other officers of the army, and 
the Department of War, of which no extra copies 
had ever been printed. If the amendment he had 
submitted passed, there would then be imbod- 
ied in oné document all the correspondence on 
the subject of the war; and, for one, he cared not 
what the expense might be, provided there was no 
extravagance in the charges for printing, He 
wished: all the correspondence to go before the 
country. It was suggested, that perhaps all the 


correspondence had not yet been sent in. It might’ 


be so. He feared it had not. But he would send 
to the country everything as it came. He would 
get all he could, and give to the country all he 
‘ot. 
p On a former occasion he had alluded to the sin- 
ular, the strange fact, that the Secretary of War 
fad been called to send in all the correspondence, 
and had failed to do it, but had authorized a mem- 
ber on this floor to announce to the country that 
he had received certain of the letters called for 
from him (the Secretary) in a private way, and 
that they had been read by that member to the 
House. The gentleman from North Carolina had 
alluded to the same fact to-day; and the gentleman 
from Alabama thereupon had risen, and made the 
apology that the letters which the Secretary of 
ar or the President had furnished to General 
Pillow, and with which this House had not been 
intrusted, related to General Pillow. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, interposing, said 
he had spoken only of what he had seen of the pro- 
ceedings of the trial, and from no other source of 
information. ! 

Mr. STEPHENS said he, too, was speaking 
only of this thing. At that time he had not known 
_ that such a letter existed; light was continually 
breaking in on all sides. He wished the House 
and the country to call to remembrance how lon 
this House had been imposed upon by the Presi- 
dent. The only excuse for these letters having 
been withheld was, that they related to General 
Pillow. Was it not known to the President and 
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the country that a resolution was upan the Speak- 
er’s table giving the thanks of the country to Gen- 
eral Pillow? And if such information was in the 
archives of the Government, relating to the con- 
duct of General Pillow, was it not due to the 
House that they should have known all the facts, 
especially when they had, by resolution, made an 
express call for them? He asked the gentleman 
from Alabama and the House if there was any 
reason why the Secretary of War should have 
withheld from the House those letters? In his 
opinion, it only aggravated the conduct of the 
President; it was only another reason why the 
public indignation should be brought down upon 
the Administration: he thought it deserved it. 
How many such letters might be in the archives 
of the Government he did not know; but here was 
a very singular fact, to which he again called at- 
tention—that while resolutions were pending to 
vote the thanks of this Congress to General Pil- 
low, charges which had been made against him 
were in the possession of the Secretary of War 
and the President of the gravest character; charges 
which brought and attached infamy to his name; 
and when they asked forall the correspondence in 
relation to this matter—in other words, when these 
very letters were embraced in the call, the Presi- 
dent sent in a message that it was inconsistent 
with the public interest that this House should 
know that the darling of his eye was of such an 
infamous character! The Representatives of the 
people, when they called on the Chief Magistrate 
to furnish all the information which might be in 
the archives of the Government on a particular 
subject, received answer that all was sent in which 
was consistent with the public interest. What 
was the interpretation of this? Why, that it was 
inconsistent with the public interests that the Rep- 
resentatives of the nation should know that these 
charges had been made by Mr. Trist against Gen- 
eral Pillow. He would not detain the House: he 
only wished to say, that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama’s excuse for the President only aggravated 
the offence. 

Mr. HILLIARD (the floor being yielded) 
wished to suggest another thought to the gentle- 
man from Georgia. If the resolution prevailed, he 
understood it to embrace the recent letter of the 
Secretary of War—a letter which appeared not 
only not to have been written at the time the resolu- 
tion making the call was offered and passed by the 
House, but which appeared not to have been writ- 
ten until after the motion to print an extra number 
of copies. had been made; and the House were 
now called upon to give that letter to the public as 
a a of the correspondence which had already 
taken place between the Secretary of War and 
General Scott. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama. Does that letter 
piftch a little too tight ? 7 

Mr. HILLIARD replied, not in the least de- 
gree; but he was indignant at the effort that had 
been made to put that letter before the country as 
having been written at the time the call was made. 
With the greatest regard for his colleague and for 
the services which he had rendered to his party, 
he must express the hope to his friend from Geor- 
gia (Mr. STEPHENS] that that letter would not be 
given tothe public by this House as a part of the 
correspondence which had taken place previoua to 
the call. The Government controlled its press; let 
it be given to the public through that medium. He 
was no partisan of the distinguished General whom 
it was intended to wound; but he did trust that this 
House would never suffer itself so far to lose its 
own self-respect as to publish in the way proposed 
a letter sent in under circumstances of this kind. 

Mr. HOUSTON desired to say, if his colleague 
had rested until he had examined the resolution 
constituting the call, possibly he would have seen 
that that call was expressly intended to embrace 
the answer of the Secretary of War 

Mr. HILLIARD. Was it then written? 

Mr. HOUSTON, (continuing his reply.) It was 
at the instance of his friend from Georgia [Mr. 
Coss] that it was so modified as to embrace the 
reply of the Secretary of War. 
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Mr. HILLIARD. Was that reply then writ- 
ten? 

Mr. HOUSTON, (playfully.) Whenever the. 
gentleman takes his seat I will go on. 

Mr. HILLIARD repeated that he desired to 
avail himself of the courtesy of his colleague to in- 
quire whether the letter of the Secretary of War, 
which he now sought to have printed as,a part of 
the correspondence communicated under this call, 
was actually written at the time the call was made? 

Mr. HOUSTON replied that he had a very 
pregnant answer to that question. It reminded 
him of the echo of his friend from New Jersey to 
the question, ‘*Where?”? Echo answered, I don’t 
know. Now, that was his answer: he did not 
know except from the correspondence as it ap- 
peared on its face; nor did anybody else. 

Mr. HILLIARD. Will my colleague allow me 
one word? 

Mr HOUSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HILLIARD. Those of us who happen to 
know that that letter was not written until a subse- 
quent period will not feel at liberty to vote for its 
publication as if legitimately received under the 
call. And the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
Cuiineman] affirms positively that such was the 
fact. I do not, therefore, feel at liberty to consider 
it embraced in the call. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. Does my colleague say he 
knows it was not written at the time of the call? 

Mr. HILLIARD. I rely on the affirmation of 
the gentleman from North Carolina most positive- 
ly made—made without qualification, that it was 


not. 

Mr. CLINGMAN (the floor being yielded) said 
the gentleman from Alabama correctly understood 
him. He had no knowledge when it was written 
except from its face; but on its face it was dated 
the 21st of April—four days after the passage of the 
resolution calling on the President for the corre- 
spondence, and while the motion to print an extra 
number was pending. 

Mr. HOUSTON (resuming) said his colleague 
then found he had gone off a little too soon—that ' 
he had been rather too quick on the trigger. It had 
come out, then, that the gentleman knew as much 
as he (Mr. H.) did, and the gentleman from North 
Carolina knew no more as to when the lettef was 
written. 

His main purpose was to make one suggestion 
to his friend from Georgia, [Mr. STEPHENS,] and 
that was, that the gentleman’s complaint growing 
out of the fact that General Pillow had read ex- 
tracts from the letters before the court of inquiry 
now sitting in Mexico seemed to him to be nota 
substantial one, and for a reason which he would 
give in half a dozen words. In the first place, it 
must have occurred to the gentleman from Georgia 
that if the charges were made against one of the 
officers in Mexico, or anywhere else, it would have 
been the duty of the President to furnish him such 
charges; aa. in the next place, that the extracts 
furnished could notanswer the purpose there, unless 
they were used in such a manner as to be made 
public; and if they were made public here or else- 
where, it certainly could not be true that there was 
any design on the part of the Administration to 
deceive or withhold them from the country. 

Mr. STEPHENS resumed the floor, and in reply 
to the gentleman from Alabama would barely Pe ih 
he put it to the gentleman’s own candor as well as 
to the candor of the House—was it not due to this 
House, if charges had been made against General 
Pillow in Mexico, that this House should have 
been informed of them, when it was well known 
there were resolutions pending before it giving the 
thanks of Congress to that officer? 

Mr. HOUSTON would say that those charges 
were publicly made in Mexico, and General Pillow 
was arrested under them by General Scott. They 
came from a source certainly entitled to high cre- 
dence by the gentleman and his party, and would 
necessarily be known to this House. 

Mr. STEPHENS had spoken of the letter of Mr. 
Trist to Mr. Buchanan, in which he had brought 
to the attention of the President grave ee 
against General Pillow—charges of infamy. ` That 


690 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 27, 


a a ne E E 
See ee Gh ee ne ne ee aT ee ES a a a a ee a ee 


letter, those charges, had been kept secret from 
this House, and a copy of thenr they had never yet 
feceived. ‘The only information they had of them 
was, that Major General Pillow had them im his 
pocketin Mexico. They were published in Mex- 
ico. before they were known here. Now, what he 
asked of the gentleman, of this House, and what 
-he intended to ask of the country, was, as the rep- 
resentatives of the people had made a call on Mr. 
Polk for this whole correspondence between Mr. 
Trist, General Scott, and the Department of War, 
how did he dare withhold that letter? There was 
but one ground on which he could attempt to justify 
himself: that was, that it would be detrimental to 
the public interest toccommunicate it. He had been 
called a ars to furnish all the correspondence. He, 
repeated, 

if it was inconsistent with the public interest that 
this House should know that Mr. Trist had brought 
these grave charges against General Pillow? That 
was the question. If it was not inconsistent with 
the public interests that this House should know 
the fact, how could gentlemen dare defend the 
- President? They could not do it. 

Mr. HOUSTON, again interposing, (and Mr. S. 
ylelding,) suggested to the gentleman—with no 
other view, he remarked, than to get at the right 
of the case—whether it would have been consistent 
with the true principles of law and of justice, when 
General Pillow had been arrested, under charges 
made by General: Scott or anybody else, when he 
was to be arraigned before a court for trial, would 
it have been consistent with the rules of law or 
justice for the President of the United States or the 
Secretary of State to have published the statement 
of a witness in advance of the trial? Mr. Trist 
had been examined since that time as a witness. 
Would not the publication of his charges in ad- 
vance of the trial have had the effect of prejudicing 
the public mind against General Pillow? And, in 
this view, would it have been consistent with equity 
and with law in the President to have made such 
publication ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Would it interfere at all 
with the testimony of a witness—if Mr. Trist was 
& witness, would it have interfered at all with law, 
equity, or justice, that what he had written should 
have been published? Why, its publication might 
have been directly subservient to justice, by en- 
abling his testimony to be contradicted, if incor- 


rect. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Does not the gentleman from 
Georgia know: that it is the universal practice of 
the courts, in trials involving the reputation, life, 
or liberty of one of our citizens, to use extraordi- 
nary powers to prevent the publication of the tes- 
timony of the witness in advance of his trial? And 
that even in advance of the trial the newspapers 
are not permitted to publish a statement of the facts 
in such cases? 

Mr. STEPHENS said the gentleman from Ala- 
bama might make as many excuses as he pleased 
for Mr. Polk; they did not answer the point he (Mr. 
S.) put to him. How did the President escape 
from his responsibility to this House? Had he not 
bid defiance to it? ‘That was the question. Had 
they not a right to that letter which they had called 
for? He went one step further, and he put it to 
the gentleman, was it not required by the rights of 
the House and the people, and the duty of the 
President, when a resolution was pending on the 
S er’s table, and known doubtless to the Pres- 
ident, of thanks to that officer—which might have 
been taken up any day—that they should be in- 
formed of those gross charges, coming from a man 
who had been put in such a high post as Mr. Trist 
had been by the President himself? Suppose they 
had gone on in the dark and voted the thanks of 
Congress to a man who had drawn down such 
infamy upon himself, how would gentlemen have 
felt? How would the House have been degraded 
by the act of the President himself in failing to 

rform a high bounden duty? And how did the 

resident dare withhold it when they had asked for 
it? Noother excuse could be given in any case than 
that its publication was inconsistent with the pub- 
lic interests; and the President could make no pre- 
tence that that excuse existed here, because he had 
himself, while he had withheld it from the House, 
communicated .it to this officer, and through him 
it had been made public, first in Mexico. 

Now, in regard to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr. Hinuiarp] as to the publica- 
tion of this long letter—which seemed very long— 


he asked the gentleman and the House’ 


he was in favor of publishing it. He disagreed 
with his friend from Alabama. Notwithstanding 
it bore date April 21, four days after the call of 
this House—notwithstanding it was evidently got 
up to patch up the whole business—yet, for one, 
he was in favor of publishing it. The Secretary 
of War might write as many more as he pleased, 
in answer to, General Scott, or any other officer, 
and attempt to bolster up his conduct: he should 
not be opposed to giving the information to the coun- 
try. He had hot yet had time to read it; but he 
knew this, that if the Secretary of War could ex- 
plain the conduct of the Administration, he was 
willing to hear him, although in a letter of twenty, 
thirty, or forty pages, as this was; and he wanted 
the whole matter to the published to the coun- 


try. 

Mr. McLANE (the floor having been yielded) 
wished to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. Hixurarp] to the language of the 
call on the department tor this correspondence. 
The House would remember, that when the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Ctineman] pro- 
posed this resolution, he (Mr. McL.) was very 
anxious that the whole of this correspondence be- 
tween General Scott and the War. Department 
should go before the country—all of it together. 

Mr. HILLIARD, interposing, wished, at this 
precise point, to ask the gentleman from Maryland 
a question, and (Mr. McL. yielding) said that 
question was, whether the gentleman at the time 
believed that if the call on the part of the House 
fur this correspondence took place, it could by any 
possible construction be made to embrace a: letter 
which was not written until a period subsequent to 
that call. 

Mr.McLANE continued. The resolution of the 
gentleman from North Carolina having been read 
at the Clerk’s table, after ai explanation from him 
that he wished the whole correspondence, he (Mr. 
McL.) had called the attention of the gentleman 
from North Carolina to the second resolution, (for 
there were two,) which called specifically for the 
despatches written by General Scott subsequently 
to his arrest and suspension; and had requested 
the gentleman to modify that resolution, so as to 
bring to this House the reply of the Secretary of 
War to such despatches. 

Mr. HILLIARD, 
been a reply? - 

Mr. McLANE replied, he had ne disposition to 
evade the question. He wished only that the gen- 
tleman trom Alabama should hear read the first 
and second resolutions, and he wished him then to 
say whether, in his judgment, the second resolu- 
tion did not cover the reply of the Secretary of 
War which had been received. Assuming that it 
was finished on the 24th April, and that the call 
was made on the 17th, he doubted not that it was 
being written on the 17th, and he could not see 
that it mattered whether it was wholly, written 
or in part, or whether wholly copied or in part, on 
the day the call was made. ‘The second resolution 
was read, as follows: 

Resolved, further, ‘Chat the President be requested in like 
manner to furnish copies of any correspondence that may 
have taken place recently between General Scott and we 
Secretary of War with reference tu the change of command- 
ers-in-chiet in Mexico; and all letters received fiom Gen- 
eral Scott, cither directly from him or transmitted by any 
otiier person, dated prior or subsequent to uis suspension ur 
removal from the command of the army in the vicinity of 
Mexico; and also the replies of the Secretary of War there- 
to, and all other correspondence between General Scott and 
the Secretary of War not heretofure communicated to Con- 
gress. 

Mr. STEPHENS understood that the resolu- 
tion, as modified, called for the reply of the Secre- 
tary of War to General Scott. - Would the gentle- 
man from Maryland inform him whether he (Mr. 
McLane] was at that time apprized that there 
would be a reply, and that one had not then been 
made? 

Mr. McLANE replied, that he had had no spe- 
cific information. He did know, perhaps, as well 
as the gentleman from North Carolina, that de- 
spatches had been received from General Scott sub- 
Sequent to his arrest, and he did know the fact, 
in the natural course of things, apart from any 
personal intercourse, that a reply would be a very 
natural sequel to the reception of that despatch. 
But he had no trouble at all in saying that he did 
know the fact that the letter of General Scott would 
be replied to, and he did communicate that fact to 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Cuine- 
MAN,] and ask him to call for that reply. 


(interrupting.) Had there | 


Mr. CLINGMAN said he had certainly never 
understood from the gentleman from Maryland that 
a reply was to be written. The gentleman, or 
some other gentleman, did say that he wished to 
embrace a reply which was then written. He had 
never dreamed that the Secretary of War was go- 
ing to work after that to get up a reply. He had 
made the resolution broad enough to cover the 
whole correspondence which had taken place. 

_Mr. McLANE did not want to rest on the ques- 
tion as to whether the reply was then written or 
not written. Fle submitted to the gentleman from 
North Carolina whether he (Mr. McL.) did not 
on to embrace a reply to all the letters called 
or: 

Mr. CLINGMAN repeated that the gentleman, 
or some other gentleman, did make the suggestion 
that the resolution should include the whole corre- 
spondence, and he did so modify it; but he had 
never dreamed that any reply was to be written 
thereafter. The resolution was intended to em- 
brace, and did embrace, all the correspondence 
which had then taken place. 

Mr. McLANE. Was not the despatch here com- 
municated, to-which the letter of the Secretary of 
War of the 21st April was an answer, designed to 
be called for? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. McLANE. Then did not the gentleman 
Do North Carolina understand that I wished the 
reply? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I intended to call for all the 
letters that had been written by General Scott and 
all that had been written by the War Department; 
for all the existing correspondence. 

Mr. McLANE. Would the gentleman from 
North Carolina have me understand that he did not 
want a reply that might be written ? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I knew nothing about the 
particular letter, whether it had been answered or 
not. I wanted to get all that had been written, but 
I did not suppose that there was any parliamentary 
rule which would justify my calling for letters 
which did not exist, and having them manufac- 
tured, gotten up to order. I do not believe we 
have any such power. 

After some further conversation between Mr, 
CLINGMAN and Mr. McLANE on this point— 

Mr. STEPHENS resumed. He thought, the 
House very well understood the position of the 
gentleman from North Carolina and the gentleman 
from Maryland. There was nothing improper in 
the gentleman from Maryland getting the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to modify his original 
resolution so as to embrace the reply. But he 
asked the gentleman from Maryland if he at that 
time even dreamed of calling for anything that had 
to be written afterwards, by the modification which 
he had.proposed to the resolution ? 

Mr. McLANE would answer with great cheer- 
fulness. He had designed to reach the reply of 
the 21st April—the reply to the despatch of Gen- 
eral Scott, which they had obtained. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, here interposed, 
with a call for the orders of the day, and moved 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER stated that that motion was in. 
order. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Can the gentleman get the 
floor to make the motion? _ l g3 

The SPEAKER replied that after one hour de- 
voted to reports the orders of the day might be 
called for, and the motion to go into committee 
might be made. 

The motion was accordingly put, and rejected. 

The question then recurring on the resolution 
and amendments— 

Mr. STEPHENS repeated the question, Did 
he then understand the gentleman from Maryland 
to state that he expected something to be sent in 
which was not then written? 

Mr. McLANE replied that he had no mental 
reservation whatever. It had never entered into 
his mind to inquire whether that despatch was 
wholly written or’ not, and he had not known 
whether it was wholly written or not. He only 
knew that the gentleman from North Carolina 
declared that the despatch received from General 
Scott was the despatch called for in the resolution 
as read from the Clerk’s table; and he had design- 
ed in good faith to have the reply of the Secretary 
of War to that paper from General Scott, dated in 
Mexico after his arrest. : “2 


1848. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. STEPHENS resumed the floor, but yielded 
at request to— | : 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, who said he 
wanted to understand—they all liked to have some 
understanding on the subject—whether the issue 
between the two gentlemen did not resolve itself 
into this proposition: whether, after a call for in- 
formation upon exciting topics, that call should 
include a letter to be written for a special purpose; 
for the purpose of suiting exactly the case? That 
was the question. : | 

{Cries of “ Yes,” and laughter. ] 

Mr. STEPHENS. That is the question. 

Mr. McLANE again wished the floor. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he would yield if the 
gentieman wished to give a categorical answer to 
the gentleman from South Carolina. [A laugh.] 

Mr. McLANE was understood to object to a 
new issue being presented, and to say that the case 

ut by the gentleman from South Carolina did not, 
in his opinion, meet the case as presented by the 
words of the call. 

Mr. STEPHENS said, the point to which he 
wished to bring the attention of the gentleman from 
Maryland was this: Whether, at the time he made 
the suggestion to the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, he had any idea that the Secretary of War, 
under the suggestion he [Mr. McLane] had made, 
would send in anything else than a reply which 
had been made before that? 

Mr. McLANE. Not the least. 

Mr. STEPHENS had supposed that the gentle- 
man could not have had such an idea. This, then, 
showed the sense of this House when the resolu- 
tion was passed, and when the very amendment 
was made which had drawn out this reply—that 
they did not dream that the Secretary of War 
would send in here a letter which might be subse- 

uently written, and which the gentleman from 
South Carolina said was written for a particular 
purpose. 
hat was the point to which he wished to bring 
the attention of the House. And what was the 
osition of the House? They had called for some 
etters which had been suppressed; and yet when 
this particular call was made, the Secretary of 
War had gone on and written a letter and sent that, 
and still suppressed the very thing for which they 
had called. That was the position in which this 
House was placed before the country. He did not 
wish to be understood as opposed to publishing 
this letter; he was willing to see it go to the coun- 
try. He wanted the people of the country to see 
the letters for which they had called, and which 
had been suppressed and sent to the general in 
Mexico—which the President and Secretary of 
War decided was fit for him and was not fit for the 
eople’s Representatives, and who, after withhold- 
ing that upon a call from the House, had turned 
round and manufactured and sent in a long letter; 
all he wanted was, that these facts should go to 
the country. 

There was another important fact to which he 
now wished to call the attention of the House and 
the country with regard to this Major General 
Pillow, who had a higher place in the confidence 
of the Executive, it seemed, than the people’s 
Representatives—who could be intrusted with a 
confidential despatch from a foreign minister or 
commissioner when this House could not be in- 
trusted with it. If rumor was true, this General 
was appointed to that office by the President twelve 
months ago, and his nomination had not to this 
day been sent in to the Senate. The Constitution 
of the United States required that the nomination 
should be sent to the Senate; and why had it not 
been done, when Congress had been in session 
nearly five months? Why had the President with- 
held that nomination? 

He did not wish to detain the House on that 
point. He gave it to gentlemen, however, to think 
of, and to bring forward any defence, if they could. 

He concluded by remarking that the resolution 
as amended by his proposition embraced all the 
correspondence on the subject of the war. He 
wanted it all to go together. The country would 
see the manufactured letter, gotten up after the 
call. The call was made the 17th of April; this 
answer to General Scott was dated the 2lst of 
April, four days afterwards. Let all these facts 
go to the country. He did not wish to suppress 
any of them. He submitted to the House and the 
country whether it was not a trick of Secretar 
Marcy. The gentleman from Maryland himself 


admitted that when he made the modification he 
never dreamed that the Secretary or President 
would send any other reply than had then been 
made. This reply had been made since; it had 
been manufactured for the very purpose. He 
wished it to go to the country; he wished to keep 
nothing back. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said, take this debate 
all in all, and he thought the good sense of this 
Houge and the country would pronounce it the 
most extraordinary that had ever occyrred. 

[A voice: ‘* It is a most extraordinary topic. ”] 

He was glad that gentlemen on the other side 
responded. It would be seen, (he said,) from an 
examination of the debate, that every original issue 
had been abandoned, and that there had been a 
constant effort onthe partof those who had brought 
about this call to change the issue as rapidly as 
facts had been presented and overthrown ihe posi- 
tions they had taken. 

Mr. STEPHENS (interposing) inquired if he 
understood his colleague to say that all the origi- 
nal issues made in reference to this correspondence 
had been abandoned? 

Mr. COBB replied that he would endeavor to 
allude to those to which he referred, and which 
had been abandoned, as far as arguments were 
concerned. 

Mr. STEPHENS wished his colleague to allow 
him to suggest one that had not; that was, that 
important despatches called for had not been com- 
municated, but had been kept back by the Presi- 
dent. Did he understand his colleague to deny 
that they had been kept back by the President? 

Mr. COBB. To what important despatches 
does my colleague allude as having been kept back 
by the President? . 

Mr. STEPHENS, observing that that was not 
answering his question, said the original charge 
was, that important despatches had been withheld; 
the instructions to Mr. Slidell had never yet been 
sent in; this communication from Mr. Trist had 
never yet been sent in. This very communication 
which they had received yesterday had been pre- 
viously called for and not sent in, and had only 
come In in answer to a subsequent call, and no 
reason given for withholding it. This was the 
original charge, and if his colleague supposed that 
he had abandoned it, he was much mistaken. 

Mr. COBB said he was alluding to facts famil- 
iar to.the House which had been brought out in 
the debate upon the original resolution of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina. It would be recol- 
lected by the House, that when this resolution 
was offered by the gentleman, it was understood 
by the House that his object was to draw out the 
correspondence between General Scott and the 
Secretary of War, for the purpose of showing 
that General Scott had been badly treated by the 
War Department, and defending that officer from 
any imputation which might have been cast upon 
him in reference to his conduct in the Mexican 
war. The very remarkable fact must also be borne 
in mind that, after the answer to that communi- 
cation had been made on the part of the Presi- 
dent, before any single document had been printed, 
before it was in the power of any member to 
say what was communicated, the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. Ctineman] had addressed 
this House at considerable length, and said he had 
examined this document in the hands of the print- 
er, and then had gone on to make his charges 
against the President and the War Department, 
endeavoring to bolster up the position which he 
had assumed in behalf of General Scott. It was 
at this time that the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina had attempted to forestall public opinion in 
reference to the course of the President and the 
Secretary of War, by bringing forward these 
charges before the public mind could be informed, 
by the publication of the correspondence, of the 
facts in reference to the matter. ‘It showed that 
at that early period the examination of this docu- 
ment had created upon the mind of the gentleman 
from North Carolina the impression that it was 
necessary for some extraordinary effort to be made 
in order to relieve General Scott from the effect 
of that correspondence. The gentleman had then 
stated that documents were withheld, and had 
specified the documents which, if published. to the 
country, would sustain the charges which he 
made. This House had responded to the call for 
these documents, and they had been brought be- 
fore the country, and what was the issue now 
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presented? What was the issue presented by the 
gentleman from Alabama? That the response 
made by the Secretary of War to one of these de- 
spatches, because it bore date subsequent to the 
date of the call of the House, ought to be sup- 
pressed. He desired to send before the country 
the despatch received from General Scott; and be- 
cause the answer of the Secretary of War, in the 
progress of the correspondence, happened to bear 
date subsequent to the date of the call, though it 
was a response to one of these despatches, he 
now desired it should be suppressed and withheld 
from the country. Did his friend from Alabama, 
or any other gentleman, pretend to say that any 
facts set forth in the reply of the Secretary of 
War to General Scott were not true? No; no ex- 
ception had been taken to it. No objection had 
been made that it contained allegations which 
were untrue or arguments which were unsup- 
ported; and yet, on a mere pretence of this kind, it 
was attempted to suppress this document, to pre- 
sent one side of the case to the country and to sup- 
press the other. He was happy to find that his 
colleague did not approve of it; that he was aware 
that an effort of this kind could not meet the ap- 
proval of the House or of the country. If they 
objected to the reply of the Secretary of War, they 
were bound to sift its facts, to analyze its argu- 
ments, and, if they were unsustained, to expose it 
to the country; but let them not seek by the power 
of this House to suppress this publication. He 
recollected that a few days ago, when the House 
were considering the question of the publication 
of another document, he had protested against its 
publication, because it was unsatisfactory in its 
character, and calculated to create an erroneous 
impression upon the public mind. He had then 
desired, as he now desired, that upon the publica- 
tion of matters of this kind all the facts should be 
presented to the country, and there was then no 
danger that mey would be misapprehended by the 
good sense of the people. He was willing to leave 
to them to decide the question for themselves upon 
all the facts being presented. There was no dis- 


position on his side of the House to withhold in- 


formation from the country. His colleague said 
that the instructions to Mr. Slidell had been with- 


| held. Was that an argument in this case? They 


were not called for. No allusion was made to 
them whatever in this resolution. A remarkable 
fact in reference to these instructions to Mr. Slidell 
was, that we had had them published in the news- 
papers, whether correctly or not, we did not know. 
He had made no inquiry. But he had observed 
the fact, that since these instructions had come out 
they had never been commented upon on the other 
side of the House. Notwitgstanding the issues 
which had been made upon them previous to their 
publication, they had not heard a word about them 
since. It was true, it might be said that we were 
not assured the documents were authentic. This 
might be the case, but gentlemen did not apply the 
same rule in other cases, for they had generally 
chosen to comment with as much freedom upon 
those which were thus thrown before the public as 
those which were presented in any other manner. 

Mr. STEPHENS inquired if he understood his 
colleage that they had found nothing to disapprove 
of in these instructions? 

Mr. COBB said, that since the publication of 
these instructions they had heard no gentleman on 
that side of the House commenting upon them and 
disapproving of them. _ 

Mr. STEPHENS said, se far as he was con- 
cerned, (and he spoke only for himself,) the in- 
structions which he saw published in the newspa- 
pers were very much in accordance with what he 
expected they were. He would not take the time 
of his colleague to comment upon them, but he 
should take occasion to do so at the earliest possi- 
ble opportunity when it was in order. He would, 
however, ask his colleague if the instructions did 
not authorize five millions of dollars to be given 
for that very country which his friends had de- 
clared was our own soil? i 

Mr. COBB. With reference to what country 
does my colleague speak? i 

Mr. STEPHENS. The country to the Rio 
Grande. , 

Mr. COBB replied that such were not the in- 
structions, as he had seen them published. 

Mr. STEPHENS said such authority was gtven 
in the instructions which he had seen. _ 

Mr. COBB replied that this unfortunate difference 
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with reference to the newspaper account showed 
entlemen that they should be cautious how they 
Frought forward serious charges against the Ex- 
ecutive Department of the country with reference 
to documents before they were published in an 
authentic form. As he had read this document in 
the public prints, he was confident that no such 
authority was given. : - 

Mr. STEPHENS. My colleague, then, agrees 
with me that it was very important that the Presi- 
dent should have answered their call, that they 
might have known what were the real instructions. 

Mr..COBB had said that he was not disposed 
at present to go into the discussion of these in- 
structions, but if the newspaper accounts were 
authentic, he was prepared to assert two proposi- 
tions: First, that they bore on their face conclu- 
sive evidence, that for the interest of the coun- 
try they ought not to have been published at the 
time they were called for by this House; and, 
secondly, for the purpose of a triumphant vindi- 
eation of the President against the charges made 
by gentlemen on the other side, that officer, if he 
had been actuated by no other considerations, 
would have been glad to have thrown them before 
the country. It showed the willingness of the 
President to sacrifice his own personal interest 
in sustaining himself ns President of the United 
States in behalf of the public good. Buthe would 
not go into this subject. He assured his colleague 
he should listen to him with a great deal of inter- 
est, to see how it was that his anticipations of 
that document had been fully realized when he 
came to compare his charges with the document 
itself. 

But with reference to the resolution which was 
now under consideration, another remarkable fact 
was presented. When they had called for that 
document, and it had been laid on the table and 
ordered to be printed, and a motion made for the 
printing of extra copies, no opposition had been 
manifested on the other side of the House. But 
to-day it was said by gentlemen, that this motion 
- fo print an extra number had been postponed from 
time to time until the type had been distributed, 
and now we were called to go to the extraordinary 
expense of putting up the type again. Was it not 
remarkable, that a document to which so much 
importance had been attached by the Opposition, 
which they said furnished foundation for serious 
charges upon the Executive officers, which they 

said threw a flood of light upon all these vexed 
uestions between the commanding officers and 

e head of the department here,—was it not strange 
that gentlemen on the opposite side should now 
rise up and seriously ask this House to abandon 
the printing of an gxtra number, on the ground 
that the type had been distributed in consequence 
of the gentleman’s own motion, or that of his 
friends, to postpone the subject from day to day? 
Whence came this sudden spirit of economy over 
the gentleman? 
> Mr. CLINGMAN inquired if the gentleman 
alluded to him? 

Mr. COBB replied that he did not, but to the 
gentleman who was at the head of the Committee 
on Printing, [Mr. Concer,] who had said that it 
ought not to:be published now on account of the 
type being distributed. l 
Y Mr. CONGER (the floor being yielded) stated 
that the gentleman had misapprehended him. His 
object had not been to oppose the printing of these 
extra copies. He had merely desired to make a 
brief statement to the House in relation to the ex- 
pense which would be incurred by the printing, in 
consequence of the delay which had taken place, 
in order that they might be possessed of informa- 
tion as to what the expenses would be before they 
voted upon the question. He should not now, he 
should not at any time, oppose the printing of thes 
extra copies. | 

Mr. COBB regretted if he had done injustice to 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Concer,] 
but he believed that gentleman’s report had given 
him authority for what he had said. It was clear the 

ntleman from New York did not expect to in- 

uce the House to print any extra number. It was 
clear that the object of the gentleman from New 
York was to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that the type was distributed, and that a large 
expense would be incurred in printing it. The gen- 
tleman from New York did not certainly intend 
the House to understand that he was satisfied of 
the propriety of printing an extra number. 
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Mr. CONGER confessed that he was opposed 
to incur the vast expense which would be incurred 
if an extra number of this document was printed. 

Mr. COBB found he must recall his apology for 

doing injustice to the gentleman from New York. 
He now understood that gentleman, as he origi- 
nally understood him, as being opposed to printing 
these extra documents. And this was but one part 
of.the remarkable circumstances that were spring- 
ing up around them. Why was it that gentlemen 
were not so gnxious now to print these documents 
as they were when the subject was first brought 
forward in this House? The reason was manifest. 
Gentlemen had made themselves acquainted with 
the facts. The contents of these documents were 

resented to their minds. The development had 

een made. The whole subject was before them, 
and now they were unwilling to pour this flood of 
light.on the public mind. There have been other 
motions to print extra numbers of documents sent 
to this House during the present session, and this 
was the first time he had heard an argument based 
on the expense from that side of the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, made some ex- 
planation, but in too low a tone of voice to reach 
the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. STEPHENS was unwilling to interrupt his 
colleague; but he begged leave to say that if the 
gentleman from Georgia thought there was any 
opposition to print these extra numbers with him 
(Mr. S.) or his friends, he was greatly mistaken. 
So far from it, he had been repeatedly urged to 
modify his motion by striking out 10,000 and in- 
serting 20,000. l 

Mr. COBB was happy to hear that there was 
no disposition to withhold this document from the 
country, though he had been led to such a conclu- 
sion from the report of the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Concer,] from the Committee on 
Printing. He thought, too, he was justified in 
arriving at that conclusion from the remark of 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hturarp,] 
who had expressed his unwillingness to print a 

art of this document. From these gentlemen 

e (Mr. C.) differed. He thought they should 
send out this document to the country; they 
should give the people all the information they 
possessed themselves. If this subject had be- 
come unpleasant to gentlemen, it should be remem- 
bered that they had brought it on themselves. 
They had made their own bed, and therefore he 
would permit them to lie down upon it. They have 


nothing to charge against anybody—no complaint. 


to make but against themselves. 

But there was one thing in connection with this 
correspondence, when it was originally called for, 
to which he ought to advert, after heaving the 
ground taken by gentlemen this day. The corre- 
spondence of Generals Scott and Taylor, the Sec- 
retary of War, and Mr. Commissioner Trist, was 
called for by virtue of a resolution of this House, 
which contemplated obtaining information in ref- 
erence to an issue made between two of these par- 
ticular individuals. This point had been responded 
to, and yet now the gentlemen say that the main 
issue has been avoided, and the documents they 
require have been suppressed. And what were 
they? Why, documents in relation to charges 
preferred against Major General Pillow. In the 
speeches of gentlemen, as reported, when this sub- 

| ject was heretofore before the House, he found 
nothing in relation to Major General Pillow, nor 
had he heard anything on that subject until this 
morning. This was the first time that this subject 
had been brought up here. No one had been noti- 
fied that the object of gentlemen in calling for this 
correspondence was to make any charge against 
or attack on Major General Pillow, or to sustain 
any made against him in any other quarter. 
| Now, however, gentlemen accused the President 
of a dereliction of duty in relation to some docu- 
ment in which Mr. Commissioner Trist had made 
some accusations. He begved gentlemen not to 
abandon the issue which they had first made, 
which related to General Scott and the War De- 
partment. Let them hold on to that issue. If 
they also desired any information in relation to 
General Pillow, and required documents not here- 
tofore published, they should have his vote to call 
for them, if the documents could be published 
without injury to the public interests. But now 
he appealed to them not to travel out of the record. 
Enlighten the public mind with this document. 
Was it because gentlemen had discovered that this 
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document came rather heavily down on General 
Scott that they were anxious to withhold it for the 
present, and until they could become. surcharged 
with some argument to meet it? Were they will- 
ing to stand before the country in this attitude? 
Let the document go forth, and the people will 
form their own opinions upon it with as much abil- 
ity, correctness, and promptness as the gentlemen 
opposite could do. If their general stood on high 
ground, if the facts stated in this corréspondence 
would cast no reflection on him, it was impossible 
for any one man, however high in office he might 
be, to sustain charges against that general without 
facts whereon to base them. 

If the gentlemen opposite had the right on their 
side they should not be afraid of the publication of 
facts and details. If, on the publication of these 
documents, he found the gentlemen opposite were 
right, (for he had. not read this correspondence, }- 
he gave them an assurance he should not persist 
in error. Let all stand on a common platform in 
this respect. Let nothing be kept inthe dark. In 
the course of his remarks he had made no charge 
against General Scott or General Sot dead or any of 
these parties. He had carefully abstained from 
doing so that he might not expose himself to any 
imputation from the other side of having made a 
thrust at a man respecting whom he was not in 
possession of the facts. He desired all the infor- 
mation they possessed to go to the country, that he 
and the people might form an independent opinion. 
Till then he should withhold the expression of any 
opinion further than that which he had formed 
from the documents already before them. 

Mr. HILLIARD expressed his opposition. to 
printing that part of the document which contained 
the letter written by the Secretary of War four 
days after the call was made by the House. He 
would take the responsibility of that position be- 
fore this House and before the people. He was 
not willing, by what seemed to him to be misplaced 
magnanimity, to give the Secretary of War the 
opportunity thus to send forth, in a document 
which was to be permanent, a long, labored, well- 
prepared defence of the Administration, on con- 
sultation with his political friends. There would 
be great injustice in this. This was no correspond- 
ence of a day. It was not to die ina week. It 
was to be entered on the records of this House, 
and permanently preserved here. The gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Coss,] with great ingenuity, 
had endeavored to turn the issue here, and had 
appealed to his (Mr. H.’s) magnanimity on this 
subject. He had asked ‘him if he would suppress 
a document that came from the Secretary of War. 
In reply, he asked the gentleman from Georgia if 
he would do such injustice to a een officer like 
General Scott, who had exposed his life in battle, 
and performed the most brilliant exploits known to 
modern times? 

Would the gentleman from Georgia do the injus- 
tice to that officer of allowing the Secretary of War 
to send out and spread abroad, in a document of 
this House, charges which will touch the sensibili- 
ties and the character of General Scott, before they 
were despatched to that officer, and before a line 
could be received in reply? He (Mr. H.) could 
not be made a party to a scheme of this sort; and 
he was willing to assume the responsibility of 
withholding the Secretary’s letter. Let General. 
Scott reply to that document. Let him have the 
opportunity of making a manly defence; and then, 
if gentlemen desired it, he would willingly vote to 

rint fifty thousand copies of Secretary Marcy’s 
fetter and General Scott’s fe together. But 
until the reply was received, he appealed to the 
magnanimity of gentlemen, and he asked them to 
stand by him in protecting the character of an 
absent officer until he could be heard in his own 
defence. 

Mr. COBB understood the gentleman from Ala- 
bama desired to wait until General Scott’s reply 
could be received. Now, he understood that this 
letter of the Secretary of War was a reply to one 
of General Scott’s; if, therefore, they were to wait 
for General Scott’s rejoinder, they must, in justice, 
wait for the Secretary’s replication; and when 
would the public ever get the correspondence?. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, having made a brief 
explanation— 

Mr. HILLIARD resumed, and proceeded to 
show, that on the 17th of April, the resolution was 
adopted by this House calling on the President for 
certain correspondence. He here read the reso- 
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hation, to show its nature and character, and then 
he appealed to the gentleman frem Georgia [Mr. 
Coss] to change his ground. He appealed also to 
the magnanimity of other gentlemen to change the 
position they had taken. If they persisted, after 
hearing the terms of this resolution, he should look 
with amazement on the course of those gentlemen. 
He appealed to the sober serise of the House if, 
when this call was made, on the 17th day of April, 
there had been any correspondence between Gen- 
eral Scott and the Secretary of War embracing 
this letter? Had it then an existence? Could the 
House have contemplated the calling for a letter of 
which not only the great body of the House had 
heard nothing, but which was actually not written? 
Could they, then, have expected a letter of this 
sort to be embraced in their call? What was the 
fact? On the 17th of April the call was made; on 
the 21st, four days afterwards, Mr. Marcy com- 
menced his reply to General Scott, after having 
been informed that the call had been made for the 
correspondence on the part of the House, and, ten 
days after the call was made, this labored ex parte 
fetter was presented to this House in obedience to 
the call, although it had been written but some six 
days since. And for the publication of such a doc- 
nument gentlemen appealed to his magnanimity, 
forsooth! {twas an insult to print this letter under 
the circumstances, and gentlemen might appeal to 
his magnanimity forever, and he would not assent 
to it. He would resist it to the last, for he was 
unwilling to see injustice done to an honorable 
gentleman and a gallant officer. -He would not 
stand by and silently see him thrust at in this way. 
He could not suppress his indignation at such an 
attempt—his pure, unaffected indignation, and he 
wondered it had not reached the bosom of the Sec- 
retary of War. 

Mr. HOUSTON asked his colleague if he was 
willing that the letter should be cut in two, pre- 
cisely at the point where it was being written when 
the information reached the Secretary of the pas- 
sage oh the resolutions calling for the correspond- 
ence: 

Mr. HILLIARD- said the letter was dated on 
the 21st of April. The place and time were given; 
how then could the gentleman ask, or by any re- 
sort to special pleading suggest to the minds of 
others, whether this letter had not been prepared 
before? If it had been prepared before, why had 
it not been sent in the next day? Why wait until 
the 27th? Because it was designed that this letter 
should be written and embraced in this correspond- 
ence, and sent out to make an impression on the 
public mind. No;gentlemen could not escape from 
_ the position in which they were placed by special 
pleading of that sort, and he called upon them to 
abandon the ground they have taken, and withhold 
this letter until the reply from General Scott could 
come, and then he would join them in giving both 
to the public. At any time he would do this, and 
he should not look round him to see who voted 
with him. If he were satisfied that he was right, 
he was prepared at any time to take his position, 
if he gave his vote solitary and alone. He was 
willing to stand on this question in that position, 
for he was sorry to see a House of which he was 
a member lending itself to these schemes and con- 
trivances of the Administration. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, concurred mainly 
with the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hiuurarp. | 
He believed, as far as he had any evidence, that 
this far-famed reply of the Secretary of War had 
been written for the occasion; and that Mr. Marcy’s 
conduct had been such that he was not entitled 
to the publication of it at their hands unless they 
should think proper to print it. But, notwith- 
standing this, he (Mr. H.) wished it to go to the 
country, for he was satisfied, so far as the reputa- 
tion of General Scott was concerned, it would be 
vindicated by the countr 


Mr. HILLIARD might concur with the gentle- 


man from Delaware, if there was no other means 
of publishing Mr. Marcy’s letter; but, as he had 
said, as the press was open to him, he (Mr. H.) 
would not be willing to put it ina permanent form, 
by printing it as part of a document sent to this 
body, -and furnishing it to the country at large 
until General Scott could be heard in reply. The 
Fen oman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] suspected that 

e (Mr. H.) had too much foresight and discretion 
to print this reply of the Secretary of War. He 
begged to assure that gentleman that he had not 
examined it, but he supposed, judging from the 
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remarks of gentlemen on the other side, that the 
reply was a bitter partisan document. 

The present Administration hold the power of 
the General Government, and the Whigs have a 
majority in this House. Every other department 
was against the Whig party. And when they 
made a call for correspondence of any description 
whatever, it must be presumed that they were in 
a position antagonistical to the dynasty, and it 
would follow that the Administration would be 
unwilling to commit itself. If this House made a 
call, therefore, the department would equivocate, 
and this House had to make call on call before 
they could get facts before the country. This 
House was in this anomalous position. In the 
British Parliament, if a member should defend the 
course which Mr. Secretary Marcy has taken here, 
he would be overwhelmed with indignation; and 
even Guizot himself, in the tribune of the French 
Chamber of Deputies, would absolutely be com- 
pelled to give way before the deafening indignation 
of his colleagues. And yet they, the representa- 
tives of this great nation—they who represented 
the people themselves—were compelled to fight 
their way hand to hand with a powerful party, 
that now wielded the patronage of this Govern- 
ment, to get information for the people; and when 
it came, they were expected to print a party letter 
written by the Secretary of War, which would be 
an act of injustice to the commander of our armies. 
He would do no such thing. He found the time 
had come when they should speak out, and he 
should lose no occasion of doing it, from this time 
to the end of the contest. This letter of Secretary 
Marcy, no doubt, he viewed as essential to the de- 
fence of this crumbling Administration. But it was 
the handwriting on the wall. This Administration 
was as certain to go out of power as it had abused 
power; and it would leave'no monument behind 
of its genius, its wisdom, or its generosity. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, cailed the attention of 
E gentleman from Alabama to the täriff act of 
1846. 

Mr. STANTON also asked the gentleman if 
that act did not produce more revenue than the 
tariff of 1842? 

Mr. HILLIARD would answer those questions 
at a more appropriate time, but he would not now 
be driven from the issues which had been made 
with this Administration. Information had been 
called for from this Administration, and the Ad- 
ministration would only let out as much as would 
answer its own purpose. The resolution was lim- 
ited in the aual Way. Information was called for, 
if not inconsistent with the public interest, and the 
Administration took it that it was not to be fur- 
nished if their interest would be thereby affected. 
If the Administration would be injured, the infor- 
mation was withheld. He confessed when the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. HENLEY,] some days 
since had the courage to get up and present to this 
body letters which form part of a correspondence 
which had been called for by this House and 
refused, and admitted he had received them from 
his friend the Secretary of War, he (Mr. H1.) could 
not withhold the expression of his surprise, and he 
took occasion to ask how they had been obtained. 
In answer to his inquiry, the gentleman from In- 
diana fully committed the Secretary of War, in 
having furnished those letters to a partisan friend, 
which were denied to this House. The object for 
which they had been given to that gentleman was 
the defence of the Secretary in not sending them 
here. And then as to the Slidell instructions, the 
gentleman from Georgia had undertaken to defend 
the Administration for withholding them from this 
House, but they had found their way Into a news- 
paper. The President, in sending a minister to 
Mexico to treat between the two Republics, or to 
threaten an attack by one upon the other, without 
instructions from the people’s Representatives in 
this House or consultation with the Senate, to pur- 
chase or obtain possession of extensive territory 
to add to this Union,,was guilty of a monstrous 
assumption of power. He (Mr. H.) cared not if 
territory was desirable. He cared not if it was our 
interest to purchase California and New Mexico: 
without the sanction of this House and consulta- 
tion with the Senate, the President had no right to 
open such negotiations. 

But to return to the issue. The question was, 
should they print this letter of Mr. Secretary Marcy? 
Magnanimity and justice forbade-it. The gentle- 
man from Georgia said the people would decide 
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for themselves on this point. He was willing to 
appeal to the people. The people might be misled 
for a time, but ultimately they would do right. 
During party contests they might be misguided by 
party issues, but ultimately the people would come 
ack; hence he had confidence in attacking this 
Administration, for it was one of those contests in 
which a man could never fail. He would now 
submit the following amendment to the resolution, 
to carry out the views which he had expressed: 


ss Excepting, however, from printing, a letter found among 
said documents signed by the Secretary of War, and pur- 
porting to have been written to Major Genéral Scott four 
days after the passage of the resolution calling for the cor- 
respondence.?? 


Mr. SFANTON said the discussion of this sub- 
ject would inevitably attract the public attention, 
and create a desire to see that letter. Whether 
gentlemen, therefore, should succeed in suppress- 
ing it now or not, it would be read by the people. 
He had not risen to make a speech on this subject, 
but believing there had been discussion enough, he 
moved the previous question. 

The previous question wag seconded, thereb 
cutting off Mr. Hituiarp’s amendment, and the 
main question was ordered. 

After some conversation, in which several gen- 
tlemen participated, the amendment to the amend- 
ment was adopted; and afterwards, in succession, 
the amendment and the resolution as amended. 
` A reconsideration was moved and negatived. 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, gave notice, for 
the information of the House, that on Wednesda 
next he should move that when this House ad- 
journs on Thursday, it shall adjourn to meet again 
on the succeeding Monday, to afford an opportuni- 
ty for putting down the spring carpets, &c. 

The House then adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. FREEDLEY: The memorial of sundry citizens 
of Delaware county, Pennsylvania, asking Congress to sur- 
vey a post route through the State of New Jersey, between 
New York and Philadelphia, in order to construct a railroad 
between those cities, to get rid of the monopoly by means of 
which the State of New Jersey imposes an exorbitant tax 
on citizens of other States. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The petition of A. 
Chaınpion and 1,500 other citizens of Monroe county, New 
York, asking a tariff of postages on letters, for all distances, 
of two cents; also, for the entire exemption of postage on 
newspapers within thirty miles of the publishing office, and 
on newspapers over thirty miles from the publishing office, 
for all distances, of two cents; and for the special privilege 
of the public, the petitioners ask that the people may be al- 
lowed to send newspapers through the post office for one 
cent, and not three cents, and that prepaid, as at present. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of E. D. McKenney and 
other securities of S. H. Bunch, late Osage sub-agent, pray- 
ing to be released from the payment of one thousand dollars 
stolen from said Bunch. 

By Mr. ST. JOHN: Three petitions of inhabitants of the 
city of New York, praying Congress to purchase Mount Ver- 
non, in order that the grounds and tomb of Washington may 
be kept in a suitable and proper state of preservation. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of J. Beston and 22 
others, for a post route from Sheboygan, along the Madison 
road, to Auburn post office, on post route 4,462. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of citizens of Me- 
Henry county, Illinois, for a mail route from Dorr, via Erin 
and Highland, to Geneva, Wisconsin. Also, fora route from 
Morris Court-house to Mazou. Also, from Dorr, via Heb- 
ron, to Richmond. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: The petition of Joseph Chaffee, 
praying Congress to adjust and pay his claim against the 
Wyandot Indians, in accordance with the provisions of a 
treaty with that people in 1842. 

By Mr. FARRELLY: The petition of citizens of Phila- 
delphia, for a post road between the cities of New York and 
Philadelphia. 

By Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 
William Pitman, of Pennsylvania, a soldier of the late war, 
praying for relief. 

By Mr. GAINES: The petition of David McNair, pray- 
ing a pension for services in the last war with Great Britain. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: An application for 
the renewal of the patent of James Harley for ‘‘ casting 
chilled rolls.?? 


meen ater a 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, April 27, 1848. 

Mr. DAVAS, of Massachusetts, presented the 
petition of David Baker, praying an extension of 
his patent for an improvement in the curvilinear 
saw-mill; which was referred tb the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 


petition of Richard T. Merrick, an officer in the 
army, setting forth the loss of his vouchers after 
he had deposited them in the hands of the proper 
accounting officer of the Government, and praying 
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April 27, 


the settlement of his accounts upon the principles 
of justice and equity; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. MOOR presented a memorial of citizens of 
Ellsworth, Maine, and a memorial of citizens of 
Bangor, Maine, remonstrating against the admis- 
sion of lumber cut in the State of Maine, and 
manufactured in the British province of New 
Brunswick, into the ports of the United States free 
of duty; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


Mr. HALE presented the petition of inhabit- 
ants of Winnebago county, Illinois, praying the 
enactment of a law prohibiting the acquisition of 
any new territory by the United States, unless on 
condition that slavery be forever excluded there- 
from; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Also, a petition of inhabitants of Winnebago 
county, Illinois, praying’ that two slaves, sold to 
satisfy a judgment in favor of the United States 
against the estate of a debtor to the Government, 
may be emancipated, and the money refunded to 
the purchasers; also, the enactment of a law to 
prohibit the sale of that species of property for 
any debt to the Government, and to forbid the 
holding of slaves by any officer of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of inhabitants of Winnebago 
county, Illinois, praying the repeal of all Jaws that 
authorize or recognize slavery, except as a pun- 
ishment for crime; the motion to receive which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


. On motion of Mr. MOOR, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of John Riggs, 
deceased, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 


INTERNATIONAL EXCHANGES. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered by unanimous cay- 
sent and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized 
and directed to purchase one hundred copies of Hickey’s 
edition of the Constitution of the United States, and to de- 
liver the same, in the name of the Senate of the United 
States, to Mr. Alexandre Vattemare, of Paris, to be dis- 
tributed by-hiin in France, according to his system of 
national exchanges of books. 


FIRE-ARMS FOR THE UNITED STATES. 
Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration: 


Resolyed, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby 
is, directed to report to Congress— 

First. How many public armories there are belonging tu 
the United States in which fire-arms are manufactured, and 
where the same are located, and the date of commencing 
manufacturing operations in each. 

Second. How much actual capital is and has been in- 
vested in such armories, and what proportion in each for 
sites, buildings, power, permanent machinery, &c.; speci- 
fying the amounts under separate heads to date of report. 

Third. How much money has been expended annually in 
each of said armories for the manufacture of arins, in sala- 
ries, wages, and materials, or in any of the elements enter- 
ing into all the current expenses of manufacturing such 
arms, independently of fixed capital and the interest there- 
o 


n. 
Fourth. How many small arms have becn produced an- 
nually from each of the said armories, all the cost of con- 
struction, and how many of the various descriptions of 
arms, and of what descriptions, are now in serviceable con- 
dition. 

Fifth. What number of arms have been condemned from 
time to time, and what disposition has been made of con- 
demned arms at the Governinent armories, and if sold, at 
what prices. 

Sixth. How many small arms and munitions of war have 
been procured from other sources than from the Government 
armories; and froin what sources and in what amounts; if 
by private contracts, at what prices for each description ; if 
from other Governments, from which, and at what price. 


VENTILATION OF VESSELS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to whom was referred the 
bill from the House of Representatives to provide 
for the ventilation of passenger-vessels and for other 
purposes, reported it, with amendments. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, it 
was | 

Ordered, That the further consideration of said bill be 


postponed to, and be made the order of the day for, Monday, 
the Ist of May. P í 


` FOREIGN MAILS. 
Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill from the House of Representatives to amend 


the act to provide -for the transportation of the 
mail between the United States and.foreign coun- 


tries, and før other purposes, reported it with 
amendments. o 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. MASON gave notice that on to-morrow, at 
one o’clock, he will move to proceed to the con- 
sideration of private bills upon the calendar, and 
devote the remainder of the day thereto. 


PAYMENT OF INTEREST TO ALABAMA. 

Mr. BAGBY moved to postpone prior orders, 
in order to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
authorizing the payment of interest on the amount 
advanced by the State of Alabama to the General 
Government pending the Creek hostilities in 1836 
and 1837. 

Mr. PEARGE remarked that he desired to of- 
fer an amendment to the bill, and wished that the 
consideration of the bill might be postponed ull 
another day, in order that he might prepare his 
amendment, which had for its object the extension 
of the general principle of the bill. 

Mr. BAGBY aaid, that at the hazard of a little 
seeming unkindness to the Senator, he must press 
the motion. A postponement of the bill would be 
tantamount to its defeat at this session, and he 
would take the liberty of suggesting that his friend 
from Maryland, who did not, as he understood, 
object to the bill, could introduce his proposition 
in the form of a separate bill. 

Mr. PEARCE had no desire to delay action on 
the bill; but he regarded it as manifestly proper 
that the principle should be made applicable .to 
other States. 

Mr. MANGUM said that the bill should be 
allowed to remain in its present position. 

Mr. BAGBY reiterated his apprehension that 
if the proposition of the Senator from Maryland 
were connected with the bill, it would lead to fatal 
delay. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to postpone the prior orders, for the purpose of 
taking up the bill named, and it was determined in 
the afirmative. : 

The Senate proceeded to consider said bill as in 
Committee of the Whole, and the amendments re- 
ported from the Committee on Finance were agreed 
to. 

No further amendment being made, the bill was 
reported to the Senate, and the amendments were 
concurred in. 

The question being upon ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time— 

Mr. PEARCE explained that his amendment 
would not in the least militate against the bill. As 
the bill had been taken up out of its order, he was 
not prepared with his amendment. All that he 
desired was, to make the principle of the bill appli- 
a to Maryland and other States similarly situ- 
ated. - 

After a brief conversation, in which Messrs. 
BAGBY, ATHERTON, R. JOHNSON, and 
PHELPS took part, relative to the circumstances 
in which the claims of the State of Alabama pro- 
vided for in the bill arose— ; 

Mr. PEARCE asked that the bill be passed over 
informally. . 

Mr. BAGBY acquiesed, in order to allow the 
Senator to prepare his amendment. 

The said bill was then passed over informally. 


PORTRAIT OF GENERAL TAYLOR. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, submitted: yesterday by Mr. Bapcer: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instruct- 
ed to purchase the full-length origina) portrait of General 
Zachary ‘l'aylor, painted by William G. Brown, of Rich- 
mond, if the same can be obtained at a price deeined by the 
committee to be reasonable. 


Mr. HALE. I desire to know whether it be in 
order to address such an order to the joint com- 
mittee ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis addressed 
to the Library Committee of the Senate only. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the resolution be laid 
on the table. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. I beg to ask one ques- 
tion. Has there ever been a full-length likeness 
of General Washington or General Jackson order- 
ed by the Senate? 

i Mr. BADGER. Ido not know that there has 
een. i 

The yeas and nays were then demanded on the 
question, and being seconded, were ordered, and 
taken with the following result: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bright, Felch, 


Hale, annega, Mason, Sturgeon, ‘l'arney, and Under- 
wood—11. 

NAYS—Messts. Badger, Bagby, Bell, Bortand, Cameron, 
Clarke, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis of Massachusetts, Day- 
ton, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, Mangum, 
Moor, Niles, Phelps, Spruance, Upham, and Westcott—19. 


The question recurring on the adoption of the 


- resolution— 


Mr. HANNEGAN moved to amend it, by 
striking out the words ‘‘ General Zachary Taylor,’’ 
and inserting ‘* Generals George Washington, An- 
aad Jackson, Winfield Scott, and Zachary Tay- 
or. : 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend the amendment 
as follows: - 


Add ‘and all the full-length portraits of all the General 
in the Ainerican army.” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to make a very 
few remarks on this motion. I voted in favor of 
laying this proposition on the table, in order to 
avoid what we just now witnessed, and what you 
will always witness whenever a measure of this 
sort is introduced. F protest against the introduc- 
tion into this body of any movement of this char- 
acter, because calculated to excite the heated feel- 
ings and partisan views of the members. We are 
sent here, as I believe, to legislate for the great in- 
terests of the American people, and not to occupy 
ourselves in purchasing pictures to form a picture 
gallery. We do not come here for the purpose of 
naming one popular man to the exclusion of others, 
thus exciting debate as to who is most deserving 
of honor and distinction. If General Taylor re- 
ceive the nomination for the Presidency, I fee} 
very certain that I shall vote for him. I will yield 
to no gentleman on this floor in admiration of 
General Taylor. I hope I have also a deep feeling 
of gratitude to the “ Father of his Country.” 
Although politically opposed to General Jackson, 
yet I respect and admire his character. So with 
regard to General Scott. There are many others 


-that I might name, for whom I entertain the same 


feelings; but, without further remark, I beg to 
submit that the resolution is inexpedient. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, (in his seat.) There is 
General Butler from your own State. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, and a schoolmate 
and associate, and a man whom, I am proud to 
say, here and everywhere, all must respect for his 
honesty and elevated character, however they may 
differ from him in political matters. I ask, sir, if 
we have not already seen enough to convince us 
of the impropriety of diverting our attention from 
the legitimate business of the country, in order to 
select individuals on whom to bestow honor and 
distinction? : 

Mr. BADGER. I had not the slightest expec- 
tation when I presented this resolution, either that 
it would produce or was calculated to produce any 
species of excitement. I offered this resolution 
for the purchase of a portrait of General Taylor 
because we can obtain one which is said to be an 
excellent likeness, painted from life. It is now 
exhibited in the rotundo jof the Capitol, and there 
seemed to me to be a very evident propriety in the 
Government obtaining possession of it. I hold 
that there is no member of this body who does not 
know, that every American. citizen is ready to ac- 
knowledge that that distinguished and illustrious 
general has, by his military services, shed unfading 
lustre on the arms and character of our country. 
And I assure my friend from Indiana that when 
he brings forward his resolution for the purpose of 
pane a full-length portrait of the ‘* Father of 

is Country,” of General Jackson, and of General 
Scott, he will not find me in the slightest ‘degree 
disposed either to withhold my assent from his 
proposal, or to embarrass it by throwing around 
it propositions not calculated to advance his ob- 
ject. The amendment which he proposes makes. 
the resolution absolutely nonsensical. The reso- 
lution has for its object the purchasing of a certain 
full-length portrait of General Taylor, executed by 
a particular artist. It does not designate an indi- 
vidual who is to execute a portrait, but it directs 
the purchasing of this portrait. Now, the resolu- 
tion would be perfectly absurd if a provision were 
introduced into it, that there are other portraits to 
be purchased, to be executed by this artist. I was 
in hopes that my friend from Indiana would have 
allowed it to be adopted without embarrassing it 
with this amendment. I assure him that he can- 
not introduce a proper resolution to testify respect 
fos any distinguished gentleman without receiving 
my hearty approbation. Now, with regard to the 
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objection of my friend from Kentucky, that the 
Senate came here to attend to the great interests 
of the American people, it meets my hearty con- 
currence. I agree to it out and out. I do assure 
him that Į never entertained a contrary opinion in 
my life; but when he says that we were not sent 
here for the purpose of forming a picture gallery, 
does he recollect that he is pronouncing a solemn 
judgment of censure upon the American Congress, 
almost from the commencement of the Govern- 
ment? I am sure, observant as he is, he cannot so 
often have passed from this Chamber to the other, 
or when a member of it, from that House to this 


Chamber, without seeing that we have been actu-~ 


ally engaged in preparing a picture gallery. And 
what is a very remarkable circumstance, so far 
from thinking it beneath the dignity of an Ameri- 
can Legislature, sent here to attend to the national 
interests, we have purchased many portraits and 
busts for the purpose of adorning this edifice. 
Mr. DAYTON, (in his seat.) Not exactly 

“ adorning” it! 
Mr. BADGER. The gentleman says, not for 
the purpose of adorning the edifice. Well, that 
is a matter of taste. But we have gone further. 
We have not only been in the habit of purchasing 
ictures, portraits of individuals, and placing them 
nour halls; but we have also purchased statues 
not intended to represent American citizens at all, 
and sculpture not like anything in the heaven 
above, nor on the earth beneath, nor in the waters 
under the earth. So that I must be permitted to 
say that the objection of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky has been. made rather late in the day. I 
proposed the resolution in good faith, and I hope 
that my friend will not insist on complicating it 
‘with any amendments, but that the sense of the 
Senate will be taken immediately upon it.- 


Mr. ALLEN rose, but yielded to _ 
Mr. HANNEGAN, who said: Iam confident 


that there is no American anywhere, be he who 
he may, who holds in higher esteem than I do the 
eminent services of General Taylor. His patriot- 
ism, his valor, his good conduct upon all occasions 
have won my sincerest regard. But tomy mind, 
sir, there is something invidious in the proposition 
before the Senate. A Presidential election is ap- 
proaching, and the name of that distinguished sol- 
dier stands prominently among the list of those 
who aspire to the possession of that empty bubble. 
It is for that reason, in the first place, that I re- 
garded this resolution as out of place. But, again, 
it signalizes General Taylor above all the illus- 
trious men that have adorned your country’s his- 
tory. What is the proposition? To buy the full- 
length portrait of General Taylor, and suspend it, 
I suppose, in one of the panels of the rotundo, or 
perhaps in the Senate Chamber, excluding the 
‘Father of his Country,” Marion, Erin‘s trusted 
son, Wayne, Lincoln, and he who fell first at 
Bunker Hill! Where have you full-length por- 
traits of these heroic men? Let me say here, that 
I have never seen but one life-like full-length por- 
trait of the ‘* Father of his Country’’—taken in 
the vigor of life—in the bloom of manhood—just 
after the close of the revolutionary war. Has the 
nation: purchased that picture? Hasany man asked 
the nation to purchase it? It was on occasion of 
an accidental visit to Princeton, in New Jersey, 
that I had the panu of beholding this soul-stir- 
ring picture—Princeton, where his fame first began 
to approach that proud and glorious zenith from 
which it never receded! In the college-hall of that 
respectable institution, I saw this inestimable por- 
trait, gracing the very frame from which the like- 
ness of George IIT. was struck by a cannon-ball 
in the battle of Princeton. The portrait was taken 
at private expense; and it is the only life-like full- 
length portrait of the ‘‘ Father of his Country,” 
taken in 1783. Not one human being has ever 
applied to Congress to bring it here to adorn these 
walls! And now, sir, I am reminded of what I 
saw last Saturday amid the hallowed shades of 
Mount Vernon. On a visit to that sacred spot, I 
saw what is called a sarcophagus, of American 
marble, (and I like it none theless for that, though 
it is not perhaps as fine as the Parian marble;) 
and on the stone which, resting on poor, crumbling 
brick-work, covers theashes of Washington and his 
wife, sleeping side by side, I found this inscription: 
« By the permission of Lawrence Lewis, the surviving 


-executor Meroe Washington, this sarcophagus is present- 


r John Struthers, of Philadelphia, marble mason, A. D. 
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“ By John Struthers, of. Philadelphia.” I rev- 
erence the man who. had heart enough to do it for 
the ‘‘ Father of his Country.” But talk not to me 
of patriotism upon an occasion of this kind, so 
long as the Representatives of the country into 
which he absolutely breathed existence, and to 
which he gave all the glory of his imperishable 
name, have left to an obscure private individual 
the erection of his tomb! And now you propose 
to select a living man and an aspirant to the Presi- 
dency, his heart warm and beating, and signalize 
him by this public mark of distinction! Well, 

erhaps I, too, may vote for him—I do not know— 
It is impossible in these times of change to tell 
what men may do. But I do maintain that there 
is an indelicacy in this proposition which must 
prevent me from giving it my approval. Where 
is your monument to the memory of Washington? 
To you, ‘* Old Virginia,” I look for the removal 
of the stain which this neglect has affixed upon us. 
You will not surrender his ashes—and you never 
should—but you alone should give him a monu- 
ment that should tower to the skies. 

Mr. BADGER. I beg to make an explanation 
in regard to the remarks of the Senator from In- 
diana, but I do not propose to enter into any ani- 
mated discussion on this subject. I do notsee any 
necessity for that, though [ listened with great 
pleasure to my friend from Indiana. The resolu- 
tion, as I have already remarked, does not propose 
that a full-length portrait should be executed. It 
is simply a proposal to purchase a full-length por- 
trait which happens to be here. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, (in his seat.) Why not 
buy the full-length portrait of Washington from 
Nassau Hall, and that of Jackson from New Or- 
leans? 

Mr. BADGER. The proposition was made by 
me, because there were friends of General Taylor 
here who said that this is an excellent likeness. 
Now, if there be no objection to the propriety of 
this thing in itself, why not adopt the resolution? 
I do not know where the full-length portrait of 
General Jackson, which it is proposed to purchase 
by my friend from Indiana, is to be obtained. 

Mr. BUTLER, (in his seat.) What picture do 
you propose to buy? 

Mr. BADGER. The full-length portrait of Gen- 
eral Taylor, now in the rotundo. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, (in his seat.) A burlesque 
of him, I have no doubt. 

Mr. BADGER. Well, it may be so; but his 
friends say it is an accurate likeness. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My friend from North 
Carolina supposes that my faculties of observation 
are very obtuse. 


Mr. BADGER, (in his seat.) Quite the con- 


trary. . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Hesupposes that I can- 
not have noticed the other pictures in the rotundo, 
and the statuary which adorns the Capitol. 

Mr. BADGER, (in his seat.) Or deforms it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Or deforms it, then. 
Now, I think there is a manifest distinction be- 
tween the proposition of the gentleman and the case 
of these pictures. ‘he panels in the rotundo were 
expressly designed for pictures, and I regard those 
historical paintings as altogether distinct from the 
formation of a picture gallery. I think that this 
innovation on the practice of the Government with 
regard to this matter, is most inopportunely com- 
menced in the case of the living instead of the dead. 
No one’s epitaph ought to be written till after his 
death. e ought to be cautious in our commend- 
ations of those who are alive, and particularly those 
who are situated as General Taylor is at present. 
It does, as my friend from Indiana says, look some- 
what invidious—a little like rendering personal 
homage to the man in consequence of the position 
which he now occupies before the American people. 
As I have already intimated, I feel deeply interest- 
ed in everything that relates to General Taylor. 
He is a great favorite of mine; but I dislike move- 
ments of this sort, in the face of the American peo- 
ple, at this particular juncture, selecting him in pref- 
erence to the ‘‘ Father of his Country,” or any of 
the great men of the past. I think the proposition 
had better be dropped. Not that I would fora 
moment suggest the propriety of doing so, in order 
to prevent the remarks which might be made upon 
our conduct, if we were to adopt the resolution. I 
would not myself be influenced by any such in- 
timidation, and I am equally confident that it would 
not operate on any member of this body. But I 


695 


think that it will be eeke in better taste to set 
aside the proposition. It may be that the adop- 
tion of a system of this kind, for the decoration of 
our oe buildings here with portraits of distin- 
guished citizens, would stimulate laudable ambi- 
tion; but I am rather inclined to think that it would 
strike the American people with some surprise. 
_ Mr. ALLEN. - This resolution does not, I be- 
lieve, purport to be a joint resolution, though it is 
addressed to a joint committee; and there is, there- 
fore, as I understand, some irregularity in it. But 
if the Senate be disposed to overlook the irregular- 
ity, I have no particular objection to going into 
the business of commemorating the achievements 
of the generals of the Republic in painting, exe- 
cuted at the public expense, provided, that in order 
to avoid even the appearance of injustice to some 
while doing justice to others, the resolution be 
made sufficiently comprehensive. To be such, it 
ought to contain within itself something like a 
system under which the Government may act 
hereafter, and for that purpose I move to strike 
out all after the word ‘instructed’? and to insert 
the following : 

« To procure to be provided and placed in the rotundo 
full-length portraits of all the generals of the Republic who 
may, as generals-in-chief in fields of battle, have achieved 


victories for which they have received the thanks of Con- 
gress.”? 


Mr. DAYTON. It is no part of my purpose, 
sir, to embark in this argument. I merely desire 
to say, in reply to my friend from Indiana, that 
with some knowledge of the feelings of those gen- 
tlemen who control the institution of Nassau Hall, ` 
the Federal Government is not rich enough to pur- 
chase the full-length portrait of Washington to 
which the gentleman alludes. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, (in his seat.) I do not be- 
lieve it is. 

Mr. DAYTON. Itis within the bounds of pos: 
sibility, that if that should turn out to be the only 
full-length portrait of General Washington, and 
at any time hereafter it should become a matter of 
necessity to the Federal Government to have such 
a portrait here, it might be presented by that in- 
stitution to the Government. But as a question of 
dollars and cents, of buying and selling, it is not 
a thing to be thought of between the parties. My 
purpose was to make that single remark, and to 
say, that, for one, I am always ready to grant,these 
little appropriations for the purpose of distinguish- 
ing our illustrious men. I would be glad if the 
Federal Government could obtain the full-length 
portraits, or any other memorial, of all the Presi- 
dents of the United States, and any other men 
who stand a head above their fellows—whether 1f 


_is Jackson, Taylor, or Scott. 


Mr. HANNEGAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? Why distinguish sol- 
diers above statesmen? Where are your portraits 
of the two Adamses—of Jefferson—of Madison—of 
Monroe—of a living man, Martin Van Buren, 
who, although you did not support him, you must 
admit has rendered the most eminent services to 
his country? 

Mr. DAYTON. May I beg to remind the Sen- 
ator that that very remark proceéded from my 
lips. I said that I should be most happy if the 
Federal Government should procure portraits af 
every one of those eminent civilians. There are 
many whom I could name: Alexander Hamilton, 
for instance—— , 

Mr. HANNEGAN, (in his seat.) Yes, and 
John Hancock, and Henry Clay. 

Mr. DAYTON. And many more—Republican 
and Federal—Whig and Democrat. I should glad- 
ly see their portraits here, instead of. the statue of 
Columbus, ooking like a man rolling nine-pins, 
and the girl frightened, lest the ball should fall on 
her toes! And it seems that the opposite pedestal 
is to receive another groupe in equally good taste 
—a group of four figures, illustrating the “‘tri- 
umphs of civilization over savage life,’ —a female 
protecting a child, and standing over her a savage 
with a raised tomahawk, and behind the lattera 
white man holding back his arm! Certainly, I 
should greatly prefer making an appropriation to 
decorate the Capitol with portraits of eminent citi- 
zens, rather than with such “ works of art!”? But 
I did not intend to trespass on the time of the 
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I think that this discussion must 
Eee extraordinary 
hey seem to spring 


Mr. HALE. 
convince the country of the 
redundange of great men. 
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up on all hands. I have been revolving in my 
mind some plan by which the homage which is to 
be paid to them may find a proper merit. Leta 
standing committee ‘‘on GREAT MEN’’ be appoint- 
ed, whose business it will be to report to us at 
each session of Congress. The Senator from In- 
diana has alluded to the neglect with which the 
‘¢ Father of his Country” has been treated. It has 
been worse than neglect. We have not only ne- 
lected to purchase any full length portrait of 
ashington, but we have disgraced the most beau- 
tiful grounds in the country with one of the most 
ill-conceived statues I have ever beheld—I allude 
to Greenough’s statue. lt resembles rather some 
one of the heathen deities, which, I can hardly say, 
for it is some time since [ looked into Tooke. 

A Senator. Jupiter Tonans! 

Mr. HALE. And a very poor one at that. But 
this discussion has disclosed another fact, that 
while there are so many illustrious men whose 
ears are forever closed to the voice of censure or 
applause, an attempt is made to select a living man 
with whose likeness to decorate these halls. Sir, 
I believe that it is quite time enough to talk of thus 
distinguishing men when they have passed through 
all the trying vicissitudes of life.. I cordially con- 
cur with the gentlemen from Indiana and New 
Jersey, that we should look to the walks of civil 
life for objects of respect and homage. I go fur- 
ther. There is at this moment in our land a female 
who has done more for humanity, Christianity, 
and the elevation of man above all that afflicts and 
degrades him, than a thousand so-called heroes— 
I refer to that illustrious woman whose “ works 
of mercy and labors of love” are known all over 
the land, and through whose exertions an hospital 
for the insane has recently been commenced in the 
State of Tennessee—Miss Dorothea Dix—a name 
which will live so long as all that is most estimable 
in human nature shall command the respect of 
mankind. 

If in order, sir, I move to lay this whole subject 
on the table. j k 

: The motion was decided in the affirmative, by 
yeas and nays, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Benton, 
Breese, Bright, Butler, Douglas, Felch, Hale, Hannegan, 
Lewis, Mason, Niles, Pearce, Rusk, Spruance, Sturgeon, 
Turney, Underwood, and Yulee—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bagby, Bell, Borland, Cameron, 
Clarke, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis of Massachusetts, Day- 


ton, Foote, Greene, Johnson of Maryland, Upham, and 
Westcott—15. 


THE CALIFORNIA CLAIMS. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the bill for ascertaining and paying the California 
claims. 

Mr. MASON briefly replied to the remarks of 
the Senator from Missouri, contending that the 
constitutional objection to the bill had not been at 
all obviated by the amendment reported by the 
committee, and of course his argument against the 
bill was unaffected by it. The Senate would de- 
‘termine whether he was right in his view of the 
constitutional question. As to the precedents re- 
lied upon by the Senator from North Carolina, he 
had shown that they were not at all appropriate to 
the present case. He need not remind the Sena- 
tor, that in a court of law there was no authority 
but that of a decision of an appellate court upon 
the point in question. Short of that, the decisions 
of courts were only persuasive, and entitled to re- 
spect. All he desired in this case was, to impose 

ł the safeguards which the Constitution provided. 

Mr. CLARKE spoke at length.on the claims 
themselves, which, he said, had been completely 
lost sight of in the discussion of the clause contain- 
ing the constitutional difficulty. He quoted from 
the reported speech of Mr. Mason his opinion that 
these claims, being contracted without the authori- 
ty of the Government, were unjust. - He referred 
to the expedition of Colonel Frémont, and went 
minutely into the details of his progress, reading 
the portions of the speech of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Benton] which related to that sub- 
ject, and came to the conclusion that Colonel Fré- 
mont, in turning back from his scientific inves- 
tigations to mingle in the revolutionary scenes in 
California, was influenced by the letter of the 
President of the United States, and the letter of 
Mr. Buchanan, conveyed to Colonel Frémont by 
Lieutenant Gillespie, and therefore that the claims 
are entitled to recognition, because they arose out of 
instructions sent out by Government. All services 
which Colonel Fremont performed after the receipt 


of these letters were strictly legal, and authorized 
by the Executive; and the Government wasas much 
bound to pay for them as for any other services. 
He considered Colonel Frémont to be the most 
proper person who could be selected for the exam- 
ination of these claims He thought the character 


of California had been much misunderstood, and. 


that Colonel Frémont’s report on the subject was 
entitled to great credit. That tract of country 
would be valuable to any country. It was an em- 
pire in itself; and at any price would be cheaply 
won. He should vote for the payment of the 
claims. [Mr. C.’s speech will be given in the Ap- 
pendix.]. 
Mr. RUSK. 1 desire to trespass on the patience 
of the Senate for a moment only before the vote is 
taken. It seems to me that if any question can be 
settled, the constitutional difficulty here has been. 
We find: in cases precisely similar, that Congress 
some seven or éight times has acted just as this 
bill proposes, by referring claims, for the purpose 
of ascertaining their justice, to persons who are 
not officers of the Government, and such a refer- 
ence has never been considered, so far as the le- 
gislation of Congress is concerned, as constituting 
the individual to whom such reference is made, an 
officer of the Government. There can be no dis- 
tinction, so far as this reference is concerned, be- 
tween the duty to be performed by the referees, 
andsthe duty of an arbitrator to whom a case is 
submitted by acourt. Both perform the same sort 
of duties. It is competent for Congress, of course, 
to pay the claims without testimony, as well as 
with the best, or the weakest testimony. It is for 
them to determine what evidence will satisfy them. 
They may take the certificates of officers or of in- 
dividuals cognizant of the origin of the claims, and 
they may determine those to be sufficient testi- 
mony upon which they will authorize the proper 
officers of the Government to pay theclaims. That 
is all that is asked in this case. And it seems to 
me strange—I say it with the utmost respect for 
the opinions of those who differ with me—it must, 
I am sure, proceed upon this ground alone, that they 
make a mistake in supposing that the right to ap- 
oint officers by the President is not inherent in 
im, but confided to him by the Constitution, and 
is more a duty than a right—it does appear to me 
strange, I say, that such should be the conclusion 
at which Senators arrive, that it is the duty of the 
President, and not merely a right which he may 
exercise or not, to fill up such offices as Congress 
may create ee What is it that is proposed 
by this bill? We determine by it that those claims 
which are just shall be paid. The question, then, 
is, what testimony will be required to assure us of 
their justness? The bill proposes that Colonel Fré- 
mont, who was the commander, together with the 
paymaster and quartermaster of the troops who 
performed the service, shall furnish the evidence 
upon which the Government will authorize their 
ayment. And it does seem to me, that there can 
be no difference in point of constitutional right, 
whether we declare that the evidence shall be fur- 
nished by these gentlemen or by the officers who 
have been appointed under all the forms prescribed 
by the Constitution. If there be a difference, which 
[ confess I am unable to perceive, then Congress 
has violated the Constitution in several instances, 
because they have repeatedly referred cases to in- 
dividuals who were not officers. A case was re- 
ferred to yesterday, where a law was passed for 
the payment of some half-dozen companies of 
troops in Florida. How were they to be paid? 
Why, upon the testimony of two individuals, with 
the approval of the Governor of the State. Were 
they constituted officers of the Government of the 
United States? If they were, they would necessa- 
rily have to be appointed by the President. But 
they were nothing more than arbitrators, or rather 
examiners for ascertaining and satisfying the Gov- 
ernment of the justice of the claims. Then, as I 
said before, if we are wrong in this, Congress has 
been wrong seven or eight times. The Supreme 
Court has been wrong in making decisions which 
they were not authorized to make. Notwithstand- 
ing, with all the arguments which I have heard to 
the contrary, I insist that the case I read is con- 
clusive of this very point in controversy. That 
case was on a mandamus requiring Mr. Kendall to 
perform the award of the Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury. Five judges were in attendance. Two of 
them dissented from the opinion given by the court 
—one of the dissentients being the Chief Justice— 


upon the ground that it was not a subject for a 
mandamus. If, in dissenting from an opinion of 
this description, the law that they were required to 
enforce had been unconstitutional, would it not be 
a reflection upon the Chief Justice—who took dif- ` 
ferent ground from a majority of the judges—to 
imagine that he would never once have alluded to 
the fact of unconstitutionality? Three of the judges 
say expressly that Congress had the power to pass 
a law authorizing an officer, or any one else, to de- 
termine a claim against the Government. 

There seems to be another question started upon 
this subject, and that is, the authority under which 
the claims originated. I wish briefly to explain 
this authority, and to. show the grounds upon 
which the Government ought to recognize the 
claims. What were the facts in the case? In the 
year 1845, before the war broke out between this 
country and Mexico, Commodore Sloat, with a 
large naval force, is despatched into the Pacific 
Oceah; and for what purpose? To take posses- 
sion of California. Nobody has contended that 
this was not the purpose for which the armament 
wassentthere. The Navy Department afterwards, 
upon sending him leave of absence on account of 
ill health, gave him something of a reprimand be- 
cause he had not proceeded to take possession of 
California at an earlier period. It appears, then, 
that the sending the squadron into the Pacific, was 
not for mere amusement, but for a specific object. 
It was known that a war was likely to take a Ps 
and it was known that England was desirous of 
obtaining, if not full possession, at least commer- 
cial advantages in California. The armament is 
sent there; and afterwards an Officer is sent by the 
land route with a letter which has been said to be 
a mere letter of introduction to Colonel Frémont. 
What did Frémont consider it his duty to do after 
receiving that letter? Had he not gone back, the 
country would have been in possession of the Brit- 
ish. ie returned; and it is highly creditable to 
him that he did so, and these claims accrued in 
consequence of the military operations which en- 
sued. Will Congress now say that they are go- 
ing to refuse the payment of these claims, because 
one of the most gallant officers of the United States 
dared to assume the responsibility of defending 
his countrymen from a merciless foe? For about 
thirty days only were the operations of Colonel 
Frémont-carried on, previous to the receipt posi- 
tive instructions, borne by Commodore Stockton, 
to take possession of the country. There can be 
no question as to the policy of the Government. So 
far from being deserving of any blame, the Execu- 
tive is entitled to the highest credit for foresight 
and sagacity. Had he not been as prompt as he 
was, we may be assured, from what is now going 
on in Yucatan, that Macnamara would have been 
in possession of California. It is not the time now 
to go into the inquiry of what California is worth 
to us, in regard to the extension of our commerce 
or otherwise; it is now In our possession. I will 
venture the assertion, that at the end of ten years 
from this time it could not be purchased from the 
United States for two hundred millions of dollars. 
This country has been saved to us, in a great 
measure, by the promptitude, vigilance, and fore- 
sight of this officer. The question comes simply 
to this : If we are willing to avail ourselves of the 
advantages which the services of these individuals 
have procured us—actuated, if you will, at the 
same time, by a desire to save themselves and 
their families—in saving a country which is worth 
two hundred millions of dollars, exposing them to 
beggary, refusing to pay them, why, then, let us 
vote against this bill. Ifyou are willing to pay for 
their services, then the only question 1s, whether 
Colonel Frémont and those named in the bill 
are the proper individuals for the Government to 
trust in investigating the claims. They are, in my 
Opinion, the only individuals that can with pro- 
propriety be selected. Suppose you select three 
greedy office-seekers, of whom there are so many 
to be found about the purlieus of the capital, they 
would not understand the nature of their duties, 
whilst the persons named in this bill know pre- 
cisely what the claims are. 

I am willing to trust Colonel Frémont. In the 
first place, I believe he is well qualified for the task; 
and for selecting him, we have another reason: 
he is a young man who has acquired a distin- 
guished reputation, and that reputation furnishes 
us a bond that he will do nothing to cast a shadow 
upon his character. | 
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Mr. BAGBY. I take this occasion to say, thatthe 
vote I shall give will be given without the least ref- 
erence to the distinguisaed gentleman who is named 
in the bill. I agree with the Senator from Texas, 
that he is a man of extraordinary merit and abili- 
ties. If my testimony were of any avail, to en- 
hance the estimation in which he ìs held, he would 
have it to the full extent. Indeed, if the passage 
of this bill were dependent only upon his merits, I 
venture the assertion that the bill would receive 
‘the unanimous sanction of this body. Neither have 
l any hesitation as to the propriety of paying these 
California claims. They ought to be paid. They 
are as meritorious claims as were ever presented 
to the Congress of the United States. But I leave 
out these Views entirely, and come to the great 
question involved, that is, the question of consti- 
tutional right between two departments of this 
Government. No matter what may have been the 
practice of Congress or the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court, they have no proper application to 
the case now before the Senate. { say it with en- 
tire respect for the decisions of that court, I think 
it is no disrespect to the Chief Justice to differ with 
him in opinion, because as ‘* Homer sometimes 
nodded,” the wisest men may sometimes err in 
judgment. In the proceedings of this body, I am 
not to be bound by the decisions of the Supreme 
Court upon constitutional questions. The course 
of reasoning by which I satisfied my mind in regard 
to this matter was this: I asked myself, who would 
have investigated these claims provided they had 
arisen within reach of the ordinary operations of 
the treasury? Can there be any doubt that these 
accounts would have been investigated by consti- 
_ tutionally-appointed officers, and then have gone 
before the proper accounting officers of the treas- 
ury? Inasmuch, then, as they cannot be disposed 
of by reference to the regularly-constituted officers 
of the Government, the question comes up, how are 
they to be disposed of? Why, by a law making 
provision for the appointment of officers, with the 
same powers that those officers would have for ad- 
justing the claims. I have had no difficulty on the 
subject frofn the beginning. I regard the amend- 
ment reported by the committee, as precisely the 
same in substance, in effect and operation, as the 
bill itself. The same thing is to be done, though 
in a different manner. It always pains me to dif- 
fer from the views of a committee, composed, too, 
of the ablest men in the body; but I confess they 
-have not satisfied my judgment, and by it I must 
be governed. I dissent from the view taken by 
the Senator from Kentucky, who says that in 
doubtful cases we should exercise the power our- 
selves. My doctrine on the subject of doubtful 
power, has always been to abstain from its exer- 
cise altogether. But upon this point I have no 
doubt, and I shall, therefore, vote for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. BREESE said he wished to make one re- 
mark. When the bill was reported by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, organizing, as it did, a 
board with officers and salaries, and appointing 
those officers by law, it was against that provision 
of the Constitution which gives the appointment of 
officers to the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate; and he, therefore, should have 
voted against the bill for that reason. The amend- 
ment, he thought, obviated the objection he enter- 
tained, and itseemed to him that the whole case was 
now In a very small compass. Itis nothing more 
than this: certain claimsare alleged to exist against 
the United States, but from their peculiar nature 
cannot be adjusted by the officers of the Executive 
department. Congress then declares by this bill, 
thatif J. C. Frémont, Captain Hensley, and Major 
Reading, who know all about these claims, will 
certify to their extent, we will pay them by an 
. Officer to be appointed for that purpose; and this, 

he said, secmied to be most clearly within the con- 
stitutional competency of Congress, and he there- 
fore should vote for the bill as amended. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he desired to say a very 
few words in explanation of the vote he was about 
to give. He should vote against the amendment 
of the Senator from Virginia, and for the amend- 
ment reported by the Military Committee. When 
the bill was first introduced, and in the shape it was 
in before it was recommitted and the amendment 
` made by the committee, he expressed the opinion 
that he should not vote for it as it then was. He 
objected to the clause designating Colonel Frémont 
by name, as he regarded it as an encroachment on 


the power delegated to the President under the 
Constitution. The amendment had obviated the 
difficulty he then had, in some degree. He would 
not say that his convictions were entirely clear— 
the question was one of some doubt. But when 
he reflected that the Executive power of appoint- 
ment, and of conferring official patronage, was the 
most fearful in our institutions; that its corrupting 
tendencies and effects were of the most dangerous 
character; when the fact stared him in the face that 
it has had for years a most pernicious influence upon 


_the action of the Government, he felt disposed to 


circumscribe it in every and any case in which he 
could do so without plainly and palpably violating 
the Constitution. This is not such a case of palpa- 
ble, undoubted violation. I find precedents for it 
approved by Presidents who would not have sub- 
mitted to encroachments on their power. Among 
them, one in 1845, passed with reference to the pay- 
ment of volunteers in Florida, is directly in point. 
The regiments of Colonel Brown and Major Gar- 
rison, and several companies of volunteers, were 
ordered to be paid at the treasury on muster-rolls, 
to be verified by the oaths of their officers, and 
approved by the Governor of Florida. These offi- 
cers had been out of service for years, and Florida 
was made a State the very day this law was pass- 
ed; and the office of territorial governor therefore 
became defunct. I regard that law as a precedent 
that | may, in voting on this bill, follow with safe- 
ty, and especially when, if there is no constitu- 
tional difficulty, all admit the bill in this provision 
will be judicious. The President must concur in 
the bill before it becomes a law. If he regards it 
as an encroachment on his constitutional powers, 
he can protect himself by rejecting it. I have no 
idea that, under the precedents existing, such diffi- 
culty will be made. 

r. CALHOUN. Before the question is. put, 
I desire to state the reasons upon which I shall feel 
myself compelled to vote for the amendment offer- 
ed by the Senator from Virginia. I have bestowed 
upon this case that attention which the magnitude, 
both of the principle and the amount of money 
involved, seemed to me to demand; and after the 
best consideration that I have been able to give it, 
I have been brought to the conclusion that the 
original bill as reported by the committee, and the 
amendment which the committee now propose to 
substitute for it, are both unconstitutional. In 
order to understand whether this opinion of mine 
be correct or not, it will be necessary to understand 


what are actually the provisions contained in the, 


bill andthe amendment, and what is the object 
intended to be effected. We are told by two of 
the members of the committee that the object is, 
to prescribe the evidence on which the claims are 
to be allowed, and that the persons named are to 
act in the character of witnesses. If so, the bill 
and amendment are strangely drawn. I find nota 
word about evidence or witness, or having the 
least reference to either, and the language used 
excludes the possibility that the object was such 
as they allege. They are vested with the function 
to examine and allow, and not to testify. They 
act as a board of commissioners. The majority 
decides, and their decision is final. By what abuse 
of language, then, can individuals pertorming such 
functions be called witnesses, when they are of a 
character so wholly different? —Two other mem- 
bers of the committee assign a very different ob- 
ject. They allege that it is intended to enable the 
three individuals named in the amendment to per- 
form that which they would have performed at the 
time, had they had funds in their hands to meet 
the expenses incurred: that is, to enable Colonel 
Frémont to perform the functions of commander, 
and tho other two those of paymaster and quar- 
termaster, respectively. To judge of the correct- 
ness of this allegation, it will be necessary to as- 
certain what additional functions they would have 
had to perform if they had been in funds at the 
time. None whatever, but to pay as the expenses 
were incurred, instead of giving certificates for the 
amount. Colonel Frémont had performed all his 
functions as commander, as fully as if the ample 
funds had been furnished, and none but those of 
the paymaster and commissary had any left un- 
eras Now, I ask, is it the object of this 

ill, or the amendment reported by the committee, 
to enable them to perform their unexecuted func- 
tions? [Is it proposed that either of these disburs- 
ing officers shall perform the function of paymas- 
ter or commissary, or that Colonel Frémont should 


perform that of commander? There is not a pro- 
vision to that effect. Their functions are to be en- 
tirely different. In the first place, instead of acting 
in their individual capacity and on their individual 
responsibility, as they would if the duties attached 
to each had been performed at the time, they are 
to act as a board of commissioners, to be governed 
by the votes of the majority, and be exempt from 
all responsibility. ‘Their functions are as dissim- 
ilar as is their character. Instead of performing 
the duties of commander, paymaster, and com- 
missary, they are to examine and allow the claims 
against the Government without being subject to 
any restriction, either as to rule or evidence. In- 
deed, in not a single particular does the provisions 
of the bill or amendment correspond with the ob- 
ject which the members of the committee allege 
was to be effected. But suppose they correspond 
in every particular: would it get clear of the con- 
stitutional objection, which the allegation is intend- 
ed to avoid? How can Congress vest by law the 
functions to execute duties which appertained to 
these individuals in their official characters, now 
when they are no longer officers? That is the 
question. What are these functions? Do they 
partake of the character of office, or that of mere 
employment? The answer is to be found in the 
fact already stated, that they appertained to them 
in their official character, and could only be per- 
formed by them in that character; and we have 
just as much power to invest them with all their 
other functions as these—to appoint them ‘to the’ 
full exercise of all as of a part. The one would 
not more clearly and directly usurp the rights of 
the Executive than the other. 

But I regard the functions proposed to be con- 
ferred on these individuals as not only very diffi- 
cult, but of a far higher character than those which 
they had to perform, had they been furnished with 
funds. They partake of those belonging to the 
highest order of the fiscal officers of the Govern- 
ment, to whom they would have had to account had 
the expenses been paid when incurred. To under- 
stand who those officers are, and to what extent 
those individuals would, in that case, have been held 
responsible, I will state the process to be gone 
through before their accounts would be allowed. 
They would, in the first place, have to present 
them to the proper bureaus of the War Depart- 
ment—the commissary to the Commissary Gen- 
eral, and the paymaster to the Paymaster General. 
Then they would have undergone an administra- 
tive examination. What its nature is, can best be 
understood by giving the process. Take, for in- 
stance, the commissary: he would have had to ex- 
hibit the orders under which he made his purchases. 
They would have to state the number or amount 
of articles, and, where necessary, their description. 
These orders would have to be presented to the 
Secretary of War for his approval, if there should 
be any doubt of their propriety, judged of in refer- 
ence to the number of troops.or the nature of the 
service. He then would have to exhibit his vouch- 
ers, to show that the prices of the articles were 
reasonable, and would have to furnish evidence to 
that effect. If, on examination, all were found cor- 
rect, the Commissary General would endorse his 
approval, and pass them over to the proper Auditor 
of the Treasury for his examination and audit. 
From him, they would pass to the Comptroller 
General of the Treasury, who would review the - 
whole; and then, if approved, the account would 
be allowed and the officer credited. Such is the 
careful and refined process prescribed by law and 
regulation, for the settlement of military accounts, 
and such the process through which those now in 
question would have had to pass, if the officers had 
been in funds, and had paid them at the time. By 
the provisions of this bill and amendment, the 
whole process is all laid aside. The very officers 
who would thus have been held responsible to ac- 
count for the properapplication of every cent placed 
in their hands, are authorized to examine and allow 
their own accounts; and their certificates allowin 
them are made as conclusive of their justice an 
correctness as would have been their alo vance on 
the final settlement of the Comptroller. They, in 
a word, are invested in effect with all the functions 
of these high and responsible officers. Indeed, they 
are invested with far higher. The latter are bound 
by-law and established rules; but they are bound 
by neither. They act under their own unlimited 
discretion, and are bound to establish no rules and 
keep no record; nor has the paymaster, or who- 
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ever may hold the funds, any discretion as to pay- 
ment. Their certificates are the only vouchers 
necessary to the.settlement of his account, sa that 
there is no responsibility anywhere. I venture to 
assert that there is no example in all our legislation 
of an act of the kind; and, to cap the climax, these 
individuals are to be appointed by an act of Congress 
to perform these high official functions, which 
otherwise would have to be performed by officers 
who hold stations among the highest under the 
Government—and all this on the ground that the 
functions they would have to discharge are mere 
employments, and not offices! 

I do not oppose this monstrous, measure on the 
ground of opposition to Colonel Frémont, or either 
of his associates in this high commission. Of the 
latter, I know nothing; but I have a slight acquaint- 
ance with theColonel,and am so favorably impressed 
as to him, that I would as readily trust him as any 
other individual. Buta regard for the Constitution, 
and the great fundamental principle, that no man 
shall be a judge in his own case, which embraces 
this, that no man should settle his own account, 
compels me to oppose it. It has been attempted 
to bolster it up by precedents, but without success. 
Not one has been cited that is applicable; and if 
there were hundreds to the point, they could have 
no weight where the Constitution and the funda- 
mental principles of justice are so-palpably violated. 
This I believe to be the’ first time that the question 
of our power in like cases has been formally dis- 
cussed. It is of great importance that our discus- 
sion, in so leading a case, should be right. 

But, Mr. President, I hold that if there be any 

doubt in‘this case—if it be not clearly right—there 
are reasons of a delicate character why the measure 
should not be adopted. It would be indelicate 
for me more fully to explain myself; but I will be 
understood when I say, there are circumstances 
attending it which are calculated to induce the be- 
lief, should we adopt the measure, that we have 
been actuated more by the feeling of esprit du corps 
than we ought to be. Weall know how liable we 
are to be influenced by those with whom we are 
associated in the discharge of our duties, and with 
whom we hold daily intercourse. We ought to 
allow for it, and guard against it, especially in a 
case like this, involving the Constitution and a 
fundamental principle of justice. 
' Having said so much upon the amendment re- 
ported by the committee, I must say that I have 
objections even to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Virginia, although, as'I prefer it to 
the amendment offered by the committee, I shall 
vote for it. My opinion is, that the simple way 
of adjusting all these claims, is to appoint two or 
three able officers belonging to the army, upon 
whom such duties appropriately devolve, and: send 
them there to settle these expenses, as far as they 
can be legally settled. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, the honorable Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. CaLmoun] is, I 
think, mistaken when he supposes that the posi- 
tions assumed by the chairman, and two of the 
members of the Military Committee, are in oppo- 
sition, or inconsistent with the grounds which the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Critren- 


DEN] and myself have taken upon this bill. The 


chairman of the committee, sir; stated in his re- 
marks, that this bill only required the persons 
named in it to do now, that which they had a 
right to do, and which it was their duty to have 
done, when they were in office; and to this I can 
see no constitutional objection. Are not officers 
who have ceased to be such, constantly required 
to go on and settle and adjust accounts which 
were made while in office? The honorable Sen- 
ator from Kentucky and myself have not been 
driven in support of this bill to any untenable po- 
sition. We took the ground, sir, that the act 
of the persons named in this biil, in certify- 
ing to the amount, and justice of the claims, 


should be made the evidence upon which the | 


proper officers of the Government are required 
to pay them. It pertains to the authority of Con- 
gress to pay the debts of the United States. They 

ave the right to judge of their amount and just- 
ness. They may order payment without evidence. 
They’ may require the weakest or the strongest 
testimony. They may, if they choose, make the 
certificate of an officer, a court of justice, or a pri- 
vate individual, evidence of a debt against the 
United States, upon which to base an order for its 


payment. 


You have laws now making the bare certificate 
of an officer evidence, upon which you require the 
proper officers to make payment. The proper 
department is now required by law to issue a 
bounty warrant to a disabled soldier upon the cer- 
tificate of the captain of the company, or a surgeon, 
that he is disabled. The honorable Senator [Mr. 
Carnoux] starts two other objections to this bill: 
First, that it makes these officers judges in their 
own case, and authorizes them to certify to their 
own claims against the Government. Now, sir, 
does anybody suppose this would be the effect of 
this bill? Certainly not. ‘They could not, under 
its provisions, certify their own claims; nor would 
their own delicacy permit them, if they could. 

The other objection is, that it is conferring a high 
power without any responsibility. Al} will admit, 
that if this campaign had been conducted from the 
beginning under the authority of the Government, 
Colonel Frémont could have made his requisitions 
to any amount. The quartermaster would have 
been bound to furnish the supplies, and the pay- 
master to have paid the money. 

But, sir, this bill provides responsibility with 
which I am content. Past experience proves that 
an oath may be violated—a pecuniary bond disre- 
garded. but, sir, when you have the guarantee of 
the character of a man, who has a due regard to 
character, and as high a reputation to lose as the 
honorable Senator concedes to Colonel Frémont, 
then, sir, you have the strongest security which 
man can give for good conduct. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, April 28, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER announced the pending question 
to be on seconding the demand tor the previous 
question on the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the House adopted the resolution ordering 
the printing of extracopies of the Scott, Taylor, 
and Trist correspondence with the Department of 


ar. 

Mr. STEPHENS hoped, by unanimous consent, 
the resolution might be amended so as to embrace 
what he would read in the following amendment, 
which he had intended to offer yesterday, viz: 

« Also, House document No. 19, 2d session 29th Congress ; 
House document No. 25, Ist session 30th Congress; and 
Senate document No. 18, ist session 3Uth Congress.” 

The documents embraced in this amendment 
were very short, and therefore he hoped there would 
be no objection. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said he hoped, by gen- 
eral consent, the resolution would be amended as 
the gentleman from Georgia (his colleague) desired, 
without the form of reconsideration; and with this 
understanding, he insisted upon the question on the 
motion to lay on the table. | 

And, accordingly, the motion was laid on the 
table. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


On motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecti- 
cut, the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the private calendar, (Mr. 
CoLLAMER, of Vermont, in the chair,) and, after 
some time spent therein, the committee rose and 
reported the following bills to the House, viz: 

Senate bill for the relief of John Black, late con- 
sul of the United States at the city of Mexico; 

And House bills of the following titles: 

A bill for the relief of Joel Thacker; 

A bill for the relief of John Knight; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas F'lanegan; 


A bill for the relief of Parmelia Slavin, late the 


wife of John Blue, deceased; 
A bill for the relief of Jonathan Slyter; 
A bill for the relief of Charles Ahrenfeldt and 
John F. H. Vogt; . 
A bill for the relief of Isaac Shepard; 
A bill for the relief of David Shepard; i 
A bill for the relief of A. C. Bryan and others; 
A bill for the relief of Charles R. Allen, of Rich- 
mond, Virginia; 
-A bill for the relief of Almedus Scott; 
A bill for the relief of the widow of Elijah Brag- 
don, deceased; ` 
A bill to attach a portion of the northwestern 
land district, Louisiana, to the district of Red river, 
Louisiana; 
A bill for the relief of William Via; 


A bill for the relief of Eliza A. Mellon; . 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Reifsnyder; 

A bill for the relief of Francis M. Holton; 

A bill for the relief of Israel Bayless; 

A. bill for the relief of Arthur Wilson; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin G. Perkins; 

A bill for the relief of Beriah Wright; 

A bill for the relief of John Savage; 

A bill for the relief of Levi Colmus; 

A bill for the relief of William. Paddy; ` 

A bill for the relief of A. Baudonin and A. D. 
Roberts; - 

A bill for the relief of John H. Baker; 

A bill for the relief of Eleanora B. Watkins, 
widow of Gassaway Watkins; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel A. Griér; 

And a bill for the relief of the widow of Lieuten- 
ant Richard E. Cochran; 

Which were severally ordered to be engrossed, 
and, being engrossed, were read a third time, and, 
together with Senate bill for the relief of John 
Black, late consul of the United States at the city 
of Mexico, passed. 


RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, presented resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of the State of Mississippi, 
in relation to the war with Mexico. Laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PECK presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Vermont, approving of Asa 
Whitney’s plan of a railroad from Lake Michigan 
to the Pacific Ocean. Laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HAMMONS, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, reported a joint resolution 
relative to evidence in application for pensions. 

Also, made adverse reports on the petitions of 
J ate Jones and Christopher Moore. Laid on the 
table. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Invalid 


“Pensions, to which was referred Senate bill for 


the relief of Christopher Cunningham, reported 
the same back to the House without amendment. 
Committed. 

Also, from the samé committee, to which was 
referred House bill to provide for all the officers and 
soldiers, regular and volunteer, who have been in- 
jured and permanently disabled in the service in 
the existing war with Mexico, reported the same 
sii to the House with an amendment. Commit- 
ted. 

Also, reported bills for the relief of Robert Wit 
tell and John Wilson; which bills were read and 
committed. : 

Also, made adverse reports on the petitions of 
Frederick Taylor, Matthew Machlin, Joseph J. 
Watson, Lemuel Parker, Joseph Kelly, Joseph 
Brown, Thomas Thompson, and Willliam Rob- 
erts. Laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. FULTON, the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions was discharged from the peti- 
tions of Nehemiah Holladay, James Chester, and 
Henry Neely, and they were laid on the table. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia, from the same 
committee, reported bills for the relief of William 
H. Wilson; of Amos Bull; and of Amos Armstrong; 
which bills were severally read and committed. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, asked leave to 
make a personal explanation. Objected to. 

Mr. FRIES, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made adverse reports on the petitions of 
J one? Dutton and George Cassady. Laid on the 
table. 

Mr. W. T. LAWRENCE, from the same com- 
mittee, made adverse reports on the petitions of 
Linchfield Sharpe, John Holland, Frederick Perri- 

o, Cornelius Hughes, Jeremiah Harpham, Maria 
ogue, Nathanial Lansdown, James M. Lewis, 
and James Coe. Laid on the table. 

Also, reported bills for the relief of Edward 
Taylor; of Warren Raymond; of Hubert H. 
Booley; of William Miller; of Maurice R. Sim- 
mons; of Eliphaz C. Brown, and of Henry N. 
Halstead; which bills were severally read and 
committed. 

Mr. WILEY, from the same committee, report- 
ed bills for the relief of Robert Ramsey; of John 
Farnham; of Andrew Flanagin; of William Gott, 
and of Catharine Hoffman; which bills were sev- 
erally read and committed. 

On motion of Mr. WILEY, the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions was discharged from the 


1848. . 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


699 


ponon of Miles Devine, and it was laid on the 
tabie. 

Mr. MACLAY, from the Committee on Patents, 
reported a bill for the relief of John Goulding. 
Read and committed. : | 

Mr. GREGORY, from the Committee on Ac- 
counts, reported the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House receive proposals 
for binding books and documents ordered by the House, and 
that he submit the same to the Committee on Accounts for 
its examination and approval. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia, desired information from 
the committee reporting, as to the manner of pro- 
curing the binding for the House. Heretofore, he 


believed, the binding had been done by the printer; | 


but now it seemed to be the object of the resolution 
to require the committee to contract for it. He 
deprecated the contract system; and, as an instance 
that it was unwise, he referred to the manifest 
deterioration in the quality of the public printing 
which was.now done by contract. 

Mr. GREGORY said the committee, in looking 
over the accounts, had found heavy items of charge 
for binding, but no fixed rule to regulate the price; 
and that the committee had determined, from the 
first, to adopt some definite rule upon the subject; 
and they had considered the present a proper time 
to do so, before deciding upon the proposition to 
bind the hundred thousand volumes of the Patent 
Office report at seventeen cents a copy. 

Mr. KENNON further explained, that the ob- 
ject of the committee was to have the binding done 
in a workmanlike manner, and with due respect 
toeconomy. Asit was now, the printer contracted 
for the binding. The committeee desired to make 
the contract directly with the binders. 

. Mr. STARKWEATHER added the remark, 
that the Committee on Accounts were satisfied that 
the Patent Office report could be bound for twelve 
cents a copy, instead of going to the limitation of 
seventeen cents. The object of the resolution was 
to place this binding under the control of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, not to take it away from the 
printers, if they will do the work as cheap and in 
as good style as others. 

Mr. HENLEY replied to the objections to the 
contract system urged by the gentleman from 
Georgia, (Mr. Coss.] He was himself generally 
in favor of the contract system, and he defended 
the experiment now béing made with the public 
printing from the charge that the quality of the 
work has deteriorated under the effects of it. He 
stated, and promised to show more particularly 
hereafter, that the present contract would effect a 
saving of sixty per cent. on the prices heretofore 
paid for printing. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, further stated 
and explained the object and the necessity for the 
adoption of the resolution. 

r. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, spoke in favor 
of the resolution, urging its adoption especially in 
view of the saving of five thousand dollars in the 
single item of the binding of the Patent Office re- 

ort. Nevertheless, he rose to express his firm 

relief that every honest man ought to denounce 
and expose the folly of the contract system as 
parni by this House. He would go before 

is constituents with this denunciation, and show 
them its tendency to interrupt and destroy their 
most reliable sources of public information. He 
went for electing a public printer; and whenever 
the Whigs happen to be in the majority, he said, 
let them give the place to their friends. A press 
at the seat of government could not be supported 
on either side, without the observance of this timé- 
honored rule; whereas, if we go upen this contract 
system, we shall break down every press we have 
here; and the press in this city was worth to the 
propi vastly more than all our public documents. 

ut when you come down to the mere outside of a 
book, he said, he would go for economy, because 
it involved no question which might injuriously 
affect the intelligence of the people. 

After further remarks by Mı . CONGER and 
Mr. COLLAMER—the latter proposing an amend- 
ment, with a view to equalize the distribution by 
the Clerk of extra printed documents, under the 
resolution of March 20, which was ruled out of 
order— | 

The resolution, as reported by the committee, 
was adopted. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Patents, 
reported a bill for the relief of Oliver C. Harris. 
Read twice, and committed. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Print- 

ing, reported adversely to the proposition to print 
a report of the Secretary of War, being a statement 
showing the names of pensioners placed on the 
pension rolls since the 12th of October, 1835, desig- 
oarbe the name, rank, line, county, State, &c., of 
each. 
Mr. C. would take the occasion of making this 
report, to reply to the statement of the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Coss,] on yesterday, in which 
that gentleman seemed to charge that this side of 
the House had changed their desire to print the 
army correspondence, after they began to know its 
contents. Mr. C. was as well informed as to the 
matter of that correspondence, when he agreed to 
the resolution reported by the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. HEeENLEY,] as he was now. He had 
changed his mind on this subject wholly in view 
of the expense involved; and such, he believed, 
was the feeling which induced the chief of the op- 
position to the order. 

Mr. STEPHENS desired to offer an amendment 
to the resolution reported, rescinding the resolution 
of the 20th March, in relation to the distribution 
by the Clerk of extra printed documents; which 
was read, and ruled out of order. 

The resolution reported by the Committee on 
Printing was then adopted. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, (by unanimous 
consent, )rose for the explanation of words attributed 
to him in the debate which took placein the House 
yesterday. He found thata portion of the remarks 
submitted by him had been imperfectly reported 


in a city paper—evidently without intention to 


misrepresent on the part of the reporter. He was 
made to say what seemed to be a reflection on 
another member, and it was therefore that he de- 
sired to explain. This was the first time he had 
asked such a thing since he had been a member; 
and he would not now ask it, but for the fact 
that a fellow-member was implicated, and for his 
desire, as far as he could, to withdraw from pub- 
lication any remark which might seem to reflect 
upon him. In the report, he was made to refer 
to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cuiine- 
MAN] in the following language: 

“« The charge against the Secretary of War would have 
been very serious, if proceeding from any serious or respect- 
able source.” 

Now, he desired to say that he did not use that 
language. He neither said, nor intended to say, 
anything calculated to reflect upon that gentleman, 


personally, or to disparage his respectability here or 


anywhere else. He regarded that gentleman with 
as much respect as any member of the House, and 
had no reason to speak of him disrespectfully in 
any sense. He had felt it to be his duty towards 
that gentleman, the House, and himself, to make 
this statement. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. On looking over the report, 
I observed that there wasa mistake. iam entirely 
satisfied with the explanation. 


The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, April 28, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a report from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, made in compliance with a resolution 
of the 3d instant, calling for a statement of permits 
ranted under the acts tor the armed occupation of 
lorida. . 
On motion by Mr. WESTCOTT, it was 
Ordered, That it be printed, and that fifteen hundred ad- 


ditional copies be printed for the use of the General Land 
Office. 


RESOLUTIONS OF LOUISIANA. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented a 
resolution passed by the Legislature of the State 
of Louisiana, expressing their admiration of the 
efforts of Pope Pius the Ninth, to extend within 
his dominions the principles of civil liberty, and in 
favor of the establishment of diplomatic relations 
between the Government of the United States and 
the Court of Rome; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

lso, a resolution passed by the same Legisla- 
ture, in favor of the enactment of a law to extend 


the jurisdiction of the State of Louisiana over 


certain portions of the Sabine river; which was 


s 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. | 

Also, a resolution passed by the same Legisla- 
lature, in favor of the enactment of a law to reim- 
burse the parishes of St. Mary, St. Martin, La- 
fayette, and Vermilion, the money paid for the 
purchase of certain land records in the district of 
Attakapas, in the State of Louisiana; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, a resolution passed by the same Legisla- 
ture, in favor of the establishment of a light-house 
at the mouth of Sabine river; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, a resolution passed by the same isla- 
ture in favor of extending the port of Shields- 
borough, in the district of Pearl river, to Cat and 
Ship Islands, and the erection of light-housés on 
Ship Island and Proctor’s Shell Bank, in the State 
of Louisiana; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a resolution passed by the same Legisla- 
ture in favor of the establishment of a navy-yard 
at Algiers, or some other place on the Mississippi 
river, within the limits of that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 


ordered to be printed. 


Also, a resolution. passed by the same Legisla- 
ture in favor of the establishment of a imail route 
from Winsborourh to Monroe, in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a resolution passed by the same Legisla- 
ture in favor of the adoption of measures to pre- 
vent the deterioration of that species of sugar cane 
called the Riband cane; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. UPHAM presented a memorial of citizens 
of Vermont, praying the purchase of Mount Ver- 
non by the Government; which was referred to the 


‘Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. CAMERON presented two memorials of 
citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying 
that a territory west of the Mississippi river may 
be set apart for the permanent home of the Indian 
tribes inhabiting the United States; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MASON presented a petition of citizens of 
the “counties of Shenandoah and Fredefick, Vir- 
ginia, praying the establishment of a post route 
from Gravel Spring to Woodstock, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. NILES presented a memorial of citizens of 
New York, praying that Congress may authorize 
the construction of a railroad between the cities of 
New York and Philadelphia, for the purpose of 
facilitating the transportation of the mail and re- 
lieving the public from an alleged monopoly; which 


‘whs referred to the Committee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads. 


On motion of Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, That .the Committee on the Library be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
Thomas F. Gordon, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. ; 


IMPORTATION OF SUGAR. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted the 
following resolution, which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to re»ort to the Senate the quantity of sugar imported into 
the United States during the last and during the three pre- 
ceding years, the places from whence imported, the quan- 
tity of the several qualities, and the prices, respecfively, at 


the places of export. 
THE LATE JOHN QUINCY ADAMS. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution 
for consideration: : 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate procure, for 


the use of the Senate, 5,000 copies of the addresses made by- - 


the Speaker and members of the House of Representatives, 
and of the addresses made to the Senate, together with the 
discourse of the Rev. Mr. Gurley, upon the occasion of the 
death of the Hon. John Quincy Adaths, provided they can 
be obtained upon the same- terms that 20,000 copies of the 
same were furnished to the House of Representatives. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, submitted the 
following resolution for consideration: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether any officers are now 
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in the military or civil service of the United States, under 
appointments from the President, which have not been sub- 
mitted to the Senate; and, if there be any such appoint- 
ments, that he state the date of such appointments, and why 
it is that it has not been in the power of the President to 
submit them to the consideration of the Senate. 


e PRIVATE BILLS. 


Mr. MASON, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Eugene Van 
Wess and John M. Brush, executors of Nehemiah 
Brush, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for their pelief. 

The bill was read, passed tu the second reading, 
and the report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MASON, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the petition of Gad Hum- 
phreys, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief. 

The bill was read, passed to the second reading, 
and the report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the same commit- 
tee, to whom was referred the bill from the House 
of Representatives for the relief of Jacob Gideon, 
reported it with an amendment. 


THE SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill to promote 
the despatch of business in the Supreme Court, 
and to repeal the second section of the act approved 
17th June, 1844, entitled “ An act concerning the 
Supreme Court of the United States,” reported it 
without amendment. 


NOTARIES PUBLIC. 

Mr. BADGER, by unanimous consent, asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill to authorize 
notaries public to take and certify oaths, affirma- 
tions, and acknowledgments in certain cases; which 
was read the first and second times, by unanimous 
consent, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. ' 

i THE PUBLIC ARMORIES. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 


submitted yesterday by Mr. Crayton, relative to. 


the manufacture of arms, and it was agreed to. 
TONNAGE DUTIES ON SPANISH VESSELS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Westcott to repeal or amend 
the act of June 30, 1834, concerning tonnage duty 
on Spanish vessels; and, 

On motion by Mr. W ESTCOTT, it was ordered 
that it be postponed to, and made the order of the 
day for, Monday, the eighth day of May next. 


PAYMENT OF INTEREST TO ALABAMA. 


Mr. PEARCE moved that the prior orders be 
postponed, for the alicia of resuming the consid- 
eration of the bill authorizing the payment. of 
interest on the amount advanced by the State of 
Alabama to the General Government, pending the 
Creek hostilities in 1836 and 1837. 

Mr. CLAYTON hoped that the bill would not 
be taken up in the absence of the Senator from 
Virginia, [Mr. Honrer,}] who had been obliged 
to return to his home in consequence of sickness 
in his family. 

Mr. PEARCE said that he had no intention to 
change or modify the bill, but only to add a gen- 
eral provision, - 

The bill was then taken up, and the following 
amendment was offered by Mr. Pearce: 


Sec. 2. And be it farther enacted, That the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury Department be, and they are 
hereby, authorized and directed to tiquidate and settle the 
claims of the several States, whose claims have not been 
heretofore fully liquidated and settled, according to the prin- 
ciples of this act, against the United States, for interest upon 
Joans or money borrowed, and actually expended, by them 
respectively, for the use and benefit of the United States, 
during the last war with Great Britain ; as also interest upon 
money by said States respectively drawn from a fund upon 
which they were then receiving interest, and which was 
by them so expended as aforesaid, and upon money so bor- 
rowed and expended as aforesaid, which debt was discharg- 
ed by said State by the transfer of u fund upon which the 
State was receiving interest. n 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That on ascertaining the 
amount of interest as aforesaid, due to the said States re- 
spectively, the following rules shall govern, to wit: 

First. That interest shall not be computed on any sum 
expended which is not evidenced by the amount which has 
been or shall be refunded or repaid by the United States. 

Second. No interest shall be paid on any sum for which 
‘the States did not either pay or lose interest as aforesaid. 

Third. The rule prescribed by the. Supreme Court of the 
United States at its January term, 1839, [13 Peters, 371,] 
shall be the rule for adjusting these accounts, viz: interest 
shall be calculated-up to the time when a payment has been 
or shall be made. To this interest the payment shall first 
be applied, and if it exceed the interest due, the residue shall 


‘with all the facts, shall return. 


be applied to diminish the principal. If the payment fall 
short of the interest, the balance of the interest shall not be 
added to the principal so as tə produce interest. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the amount of in- 
terest, when ascertained, as aforesaid, shall be paid out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


. Mr. PEARCE. There is nothing new in the 
poe of the bill reported 7 the Committee on 
finance. The principle has. been recognized on 
more than one occasion in this body. Many years 
ago it was recognized in the case of the claims of 
Maryland, arising out of advances made in the last 
war; and it was also recognized in the case of 
South Carolina in 1831. The case of South Caro- 
lina differed somewhat from that of Maryland. In 
that case that State had borrowed money and in- 
curred a debt which was liquidated by the transfer 
of afund from which she had derived interest. 
The State of Maryland borrowed money for the 
purpose of repelling the incursions of the enemy 
during the last war. She created a stock for that 
purpose, and discharged the debt by the transfer of 
United States stock which she held. The princi- 
ple applied to these cases by the committee was, 
that when the State had lost interest, it was entitled 
to it. | propose to make the principle general, and 
apply it to all cases of State claims against the 
Government for money advanced in the war of 
1812, which have been recognized and admitted. 
l do not propose to settle any of the disputed claims, 
but only to meet those claims which have been 
admitted. That is the object and effect of the first 
section of the amendment. The second section 
goes a little further, and is rendered necessary by 
the very extraordinary rule adopted by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury Department in 
the calculation of interest. The rule has been, that 
when the claim is made up of principal and inter- 
est, and payments are made by the United States, 
they are applied to the reduction of the principal. 
This is manifestly unjust, and is entirely contrary 
to the equitable rule observed in transactions be- 
tween individuals. I have proposed, therefore, 
sundry rules intended to modify and correct the 
rule adopted by the accounting officers. 

Mr. ATHERTON. It seems to me that there 
ought to be some examination as to the results to 
which this amendment would lead if adopted. I 
concur entirely with my friend from Delaware as 
to the propriety of postponing this subject till the 
Senator from Virginia, who has had charge of the 
bill, who has examined the cases, and is familiar 
Aside from that, 
it seems to me that this amendmeut contains some 
principles proposed to be applied to the calculation 
of interest in the cases of claims against the Gov- 
ernment, which demand our attentive examination. 
I suggest, therefore, to the mover of the amend- 
ment, that it be printed, in order that we may have 
an opportunity of examining it, and that in the 
meantime the subject be laid over informally. 

Mr. PEARCE acquiesced in this suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator name any particular day for the consideration 
of the subject. . 

Mr. PEARCE. We propose to wait till the 
Senator from Virginia returns. 

Mr. LEWIS. 1 hope theSenator will feel bound, 
as soon as the Senator from Virginia returns, to 
call up this bill. 

Mr. REARCE. I shall do so. 

Mr. BAGBY. I wish to makea single remark. 
T think it is evident that the apprehensions which 
were expressed yesterday are about to be confirmed, 
certainly not on account of any design on the part 
of the Senator from Maryland, but because, as [ 
said, the delay of this bill will be tantamount to its 
defeat at the present session. The bill contains but 
one single distinct proposition, and that is this, 
whether, when a certain amount of money has been 
advanced by a State, and applied to the uses of the 
General Government, the General Government 
will, when it acknowledges and pays the amount 
of the principal, pay the interest upon it. 

On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 

Ordered, Tnat the further consideration of said bill be 
postponed until to-morrow; aud that the amendment be 
printed. 

FREE BRIDGE OVER THE EASTERN BRANCH. 

The bill to provide a free communication across 
the Eastern Branch of the river Potomac, in the 
District of Columbia, was read the second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ATHERTON inquired if there was any 
report on this bill? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are no 
papers accompanying the bill. 

r. CAMERON remarked that the whole Dis- 
trict was interested in the passage of the bill which 
had been unanimously reported by the committee. 

Mr. HALE moved to amend the bill-by adding 
the following section: : 

And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be directed to purchase on the same terms the 
bridge over Piscataqua river, between Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, and Kittery, in Maine.” : 

Mr. HALE observed that he did not know of 
any authority in the General Government to pur- 
chase bridges in this District, if they had not au- 
thority to purchase bridges elsewhere. 

Mr. CAMERON could hardly suppose that the 
Senator from New Hampshire was serious in pro- 
posing his amendment. The cases were not at all 
parallel. It was to be recollected that the Govern- 
ment owned seven millions of property in this Dis- 
trict, for which no taxes were paid; and it was only 
a small act of justice to make the bridges free. 

Mr. HALE did not know whether the Senator 
from Pennsylvania was in earnest or not. The 
bridge named in his amendment was similarly sit- 
uated to the bridge in the bill. It was a bridge 
leading to property owned by the Government— 
to the navy-yard at Kittery, Maine: 

The question was then taken upon agreeing to 
the amendment of Mr. Hate, and it was deter- 
mined in the negative. | 

No other amendment being offered, the bill was 
reported to the Senate. 

On the question, ‘‘Shall this bill be engrossed, 
and read the third time?” Mr. ALLEN demanded 
the yeas and nays, which were ordered, and it was 
determined in the affirmative, as follows: . 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Benton, Cameron, Clarke, Clay- 
ton, Crittenden, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Missis- 
sippi, Dayton, Foote, Greene, Hannegan, Houston, John- 
son of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Pearce, Phelps, 
Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, Westcott, and 
Yuwlee—23. 

NAYS—Messrs.Allen,Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Breese, 


Douglas, Felch, Hale, Johnson of Georgia, Moor, Niles, and 
Turney—12. 


The said bill was read the third time, by unani- 
mous consent, and passed. 


SETTLERS UNDER ARMED OCCUPATION ACT. 


The Senate proceeded Y consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill for the relief of the 
bona fide settlers under the acts for the armed oc- 
cupation and settlement of a part of the territory of 
Florida; and 

On motion by Mr. WESTCOTT, it was 


Ordered, That the further consideration thereof he post- 
poned to, and made the order of the day for, Thursday, the 
4th day of May next. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. MASON, in acccordance with the notice 
given yesterday, moved to proceed to the consid- 
eration of private bills upon the calendar. 

Mr. BADGER suggested that it would be bet- 
ter to dispose of the California claims bill, which 
could be done to-day, and he,would,then join cheer- 
fully in promoting the views of the Senator from 
Virginia. 

Mr. MASON acquiesced in the suggestion, and 
observed that he should move to proceed with the 
private calendar as soon as the California bill was 
disposed of. 


THE CALIFORNIA CLAIMS: 


The Senate then resumed, as in Committee of 
the Whole, the consideration of the bill for ascer- 
taining and paying the California claims. 

Mr. CLAYTON. In rising yesterday to ad- 
dress the Senate on this bill, it was my design to 
suggest that some amendment was necessary. In 
my opinion, it ought to be provided that the com- 
missioners or persons who are to examine these 
claims should be sworn or affirmed to discharge 
their duties with fidelity. I did not suppose, until 
the honorable Senator from South Carolina, who 
last addressed the Senate on this subject, men- 
tioned it, that there was an idea entertained by 
any one that either of the persons to whom the 
bill proposed to intrust the examination of these 
claims was to decide upon a claim in which he 
was personally interested. I do not suppose that 
any such thing was intended on the part of the 
gentlemen who advocated the bill; or that those 
high-minded men who were named in the bill 
would decide on their own compensation. But, 
in order to preclude the possibility of that, I shall 
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propose an amendment, to prevent these commis- 
missioners from settling any claims in which they 
or either of them may be personally interested. It 
has been also said, in the course of debate, that 
these claims were, or would be, the subject of 
extensive speculation. ‘That objection may be 
easily obviated by an amendment; and before I 
proceed to the few remarks on the constitutional 
question which I intend to submit to the Senate, I 
give notice that I intend to offer an amendment, 
which I will request the Secretary to read. 

The Secretary then read the amendment, which 
is as follows: 

Add the following section: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the persons hereby 
appointed to examine the said claims shall, before they en- 
ter on the duties assigned to them, be first duly sworn or 
affirmed to faithfully perform the duties devolved on them 
by this act; and that in no case shall they or either of them 
examine or allow any claim in which he or any of them is 
personally interested. And in all cases where any claim 
has been assigned or transferred by the original claimant, 
the assignee shall be allowed no more than he paid for the 
claim, with lawful interest on that amount. 


Mr. CLAYTON. This amendment, I think, 
obviates all objections which have been fairly taken 
in debate, with the exception of the constitutional 
objection. 

It is contended that the Congress of the United 
States has no power under the Constitution to name 
the persons who shall ascertain the amount of claims 
which they are called upon to settle; but that all 
such persons are ‘‘ officers,” to be appointed only 
by the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate. Ido not concur in that con- 
struction of the Constitution. It is my opinion, 
after giving to this subject all the investigation that 
I am capable of bestowing apon it, that the Congress 
of the United States has the right necessarily in- 
cident to its general legislative power, to appoint 
persons to take testimony for them, or to arbitrate 
claims between the Government and any private 
individuals, or to settle and adjust the amount due 
from the Government to these Individuals. I hold 
that Congress possesses this power as a necessary 
and indispensable part of its legislative power. 
The Constitution confers upon Congress all the 
legislative power given by that instrument. Among 
the trust powers of Congress expressly mentioned 
in the Constitution, is the power to pay the debts 
of the United States, and to exercise all other 

owers necessary and proper to carry that power 
Into execution. The power to pay the claims due 
from the Government to individuals was a right 
devolved upon the legislative body when the Con- 
stitution first went into operation; and Congress 
has exercised that power from the earliest period 
to the present day, In every case and form in which 
it thought proper to exercise it. 

I shall not go through the statute-book to show 
how often Congress has appointed an arbitrator to 
settle a private claim between an individual and 
the Government. Some cases of that description 
are of recent occurrence; and it is true, as was 
remarked in the progress of debate, that an arbi- 
trator in the case of the island on which Fort Del- 
aware stands, was named to settle the controversy 
between the claimants in one State against the 
General Government, holding under the title of 
another State, by two bills which passed this body. 
I grantfthat two, three, or half a dozen precedents 
will not settle a question of constitutional law. 
But if we can show, that from the very origin of 
the Governrhent down to this time, Congress has 
been in the habit of designating individuals to settle 
and adjust claims between the Government and 
claimants, and that such has been the practice of 
the Government ab urbe condita down to this time; 
if the principle has been settled by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and proclaimed judi- 
cially, then we are justified in regarding this ques- 
tion as settled, if anything can be considered as 
settled and determined. Allow me to read from 
the judicial declaration of the Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court two passages, for the purpose of 
explaining what, in my opinion, ought to be re- 
garded as the principle binding upon us: 


& A contemporary exposition of the Constitution, practised 
and acquiesced under for a period of years, fixes the con- 
struction, and the court will not shake or control it.”? 

& It will probably be found, when we look to the character 
of the Constitution of the United States itself, the object 
which it seeks to attain, the powers which it confers, the 
duties which it enjoins, and the rights which it secures, as 
well as to the known historical fact, that many of its pro- 
visions were matters of compromise, of opposing interests 
and opinions; thatno uniform rule of interpretation can be 
applied, which may not allow, even if it does not positively 


Y 


demand, many modifications in its actual application to 
particular clauses. Perhaps the safest rule of interpretation, 
after all, will be found to he, to look to the nature and ob- 
jects of the particular powers, duties, and rights, with all 
the light and aids of contemporary history, aud to give to 
the words of each, just such operation and force, consistent 
with their legitimate meaning, as to fairly secure and attain 
the end proposed.*? 

I think, then, it is clearly established, so far as 
precedents can settle it, that Congress has a right 
to name the individual who shall settle and adjust 
these claims. Honorable gentlemen have advert- 
ed to the precedent quoted by the Senator from 
North Carolina on my right, where the judges of the 
Supreme Court, sitting then as judges of the circuit 
court of the United States, exercised the power of 
determining upon the claims of the widows and 
orphans of those who had died in the revolution- 
ary war. And I have not heard any satisfactory 
answer given to that decision, though I have been 
an attentive listener to the very able argument 
presented by the gentleman from Virginia and 
others, who have spoken on the subject. What 
did {the Chief Justice with his associates decide? 
Why, that in cases of this description, where Con- 
gress devolved upon them the duty of deciding 
upon claims against the Government, they had the 
right to do it; and they actually went on, and did 
adjudicate and settle the claims, which they could 
not possibly have done, if they had considered that 
the Constitution of the United States had been vio- 
lated by Congress in the passage of the act, calling 
upon them to examine the claims of the widows 
and orphans to the pension allowed the relatives 
of those who had fallen in the revolutionary war. 
Some of those learned and able judges were among 
the men who formed the Constitution; they all 
ranked among the fathers of the Republic; and it 
is impossible that they could have proceeded to 
settle and adjudicate these claims under that law, 
if they had believed that there was not any consti- 
tutional power of Congress to pass this law. They 
say, after quoting the law: 

« As, therefore, the business assigned to this court by the 
act is not judicial, nor directed to be performed judicially, 
the act can only be considered as appointing commissioners 
for the purposes mentioned in it by official instead of personal 
descriptions. 

‘¢ That the judges of-this court regard themselves as being 


the commissioners designated by this act, and therefore as 
being at liberty to accept or decline that office.”’ 


They then proceed to say that they will perform 
the duties assigned by the act, and they do perform 
them. I contend, then, that in so doing they have 
decided the whole question now pending before the 
Senate. They have determined—and it is impos- 
sible to construe the act in any other way—that the 
Congress of the United States have the right to 
appoint commissioners to settle claims against this 
Government, What manner of answer is it to say 
that they do not act as judges? It is not by virtue 
of any judicial power that they proceed to act; but 
being designated as individuals to exercise a power 
not conferred upon them as judges at all, they pro- 
ceed to settle these claims; and in doing so, Í con- 
tend that they have affirmed the power of Congress 
in the whole matter. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me to ask 
him whether the law of which he is now speaking 
was not confined altogether to giving power to these 
judges to take evidence only, and that they were 
to report to Congress, and not to adjudicate the 
claims ? 

Mr. CLAYTON. They had power not only to 
take evidence, but also to decide upon the claims. 
But the honorable gentleman must admit, that if 
Congress had the right to appoint them to take 
evidence, the whole case is yielded. 

Mr. BUTLER. As this precedent seems to be 
relied upon, I would ask my honorable friend from 
Delaware whether that power was not conferred 
by Congress upon the supposition that it was com- 
petent for Congress to add to the judicial functions 
of the judges by requiring them to perform this 
office; and whether it was not, therefore, simply 
conferring additional duties upon officers already 
in existence ? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I think I can answer the Sen- 
ator by referring him to the language of the judges. 
He will perceive from that, that it is not the addi- 
tion of a new judicial power. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am aware that the judges 
assumed the performance of duties without salary; 
but my inquiry was, whether Congress did not act 
upon the supposition that they were adding to the 
judicial duties of the judges? ‘The paint of the de- 


cision was, that Congress had attempted to devolve 
upon them duties which did not belong to them. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to read aon from the decision of the judges? [He 
then read the whole decision.] 


The court then say that they were not appointed `“ 


as judges. The term ‘‘judge’’ is merely descriptio 
persone, and the effect and meaning which the 
court assign to the act, is nothing more than if 
Congress had said, when passing the act, that John 
Jay, and his associate judges, by name—without 
calling them judges—should perform this duty. 
That is precisely what the judges understood by 
it, as is apparent from their decision; and, there- 
fore, I contend that this precedent covers the case, 
and settles the whole question now before Con- 
ress. 

The Chief Justice of the United States says, 
‘the best light for construing the Constitution is 
contemporaneous history;’’ and I am one of those, 
like most of my profession, who have great rev- 
erence for well-considered precedents. Congress 
has exercised this power, not only in this case, in 
which the judges of the Supreme Court solemnly 
affirmed the power, but ina great many other cases, 
in which no human being ever questioned the ex- 
istence of the power. It is difficult to state how 
many cases there are of this description. I will 
take one case, which occurred in my own recollec- 
tion as a member of Congress. 1 refer to the act 
of Congress of the 14th of July, 1832, by which 
the Third Auditor of the Treasury, the Second 
Comptroller, and Charles Gratiot, were authorized 
to examine the claims of the legal representatives 
of Nimrod Farrow and Richard Harris. If it had 
not been for the fact that the name of Charles Gra- 
tiot was inserted in that bill as one of the commis- 
sioner, we should have been met by the answer 
given to other precedents by honorable gentlemen, 
that the new office, or the new duty of commis- 
sioner, was conferred upon an officer already ex- 
isting—an objection, which, by the by, l think has 
no force whatever. But,in this case, the prece- 
dent is not liable to that objection. One of the 
commissioners was named, by his individual des- 
ignation, and no person made any constitutional 
objection. Another precedent is furnished in a bill 
which I had the honor myself to report, when 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary. I 
allude to the bill for the relief of Stockton & Stokes, 
authorizing the Solicitor of the ‘Treasury to adjust 
and settle controversies between the Poataianier 
General and these individuals. [I recollect very 
well the history of that bill. We heard counsel 
on the subject, and having, as we supposed, be- 
come possessed of all that could be urged on both 
sides, looking to the interest of the Government, 
as well as justice to the individuals concerned, we 
came to the conclusion that it would be best to refer 
the whole matter to Virgil Maxcy, who then hap- 
pened to be Solicitor of the Treasury. We did not 
refer the subject to him, because, as Solicitor of 
the Treasury, it was his duty to investigate it, but 
because he was:a competent arbitrator, and we 


| were all content that he should decide the contro- | 


versy. ‘This, then, is another instance, like that 
of the Supreme Court, in which the officer selected 
to examine and decide claims against the Govern- 
ment, was named by his official character as a de- 
signatio persone, to indicate the individual who was 
to perform the duty. This matter also came be- 
fore the Supreme Court, which incidentally decided 
the question. For if there had been any constitu- 
tional objection to the settlement of the matter by 
this officer, the question would have arisen on the 
trial, which is reported in 12th Peters’ Reports. 
The language of the court in this case has been 
already quoted by the Senator from Texas, [Mr. 
Rusk. 

Here the court say expressly, that it was in the 
power of Congress, and in their discretion, to ap- 
point any one to settle claims against the Govern- 
ment, and thus we have an entire concurrence in 
the opinion given by the court in 1792, in the case 
of the adjudication of the claims of widows and 
orphans. So far, then, as the question has been 
presented before the Supreme Court, I maintain 
that that court never doubted the power of Con- 
gress, but, on the contrary, has given opinions en- 
tirely irreconcilable with the idea, that Congress 
has not the right to appoint these commissioners. 

The true question to be decided is this: Is the 
appointment of these persons necessary and prop- 
er, in order to enable us to legislate on the subject- 
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matter of these claims? Honorable gentlemen, in 
the course of debate, have generally given it as 
their opinion, that the individuals named in this 
bill are the very-men that ought to decide upon 
these claims—the very men upon whose testimony 
‘they would wish the matter. to be settled. They 
are not willing to intrust the adjudication of so 
important a matter in California to strangers, and 
persons who know nothing of it, or persons in 
whom they have not equal confidence with that 
which they repose in Mr. Frémont, and the gen- 
tlemen associated with him. They are not willing 
to pass the bill with the names of other persons in 
it, or without an assurance that these men in whom 
they place confidence will be appointed to adjudi- 
cate the claims. I ask, then, can any man Jn these 
circumstances undertake to say that it ia not indis- 
pensably necessary and proper to the due exercise of 
your legislative power, that you should have the 
right to name the men who shall settle these claims? 
It is in vain to say that these very individuals may 
be appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. Before I vote 
for the bill, I desire to know, not only what the 
President may do, but without any possibility of 
being deceived, I desire to be assured that these 
are to be the very men to do it. On that ground I 
vote. fam not willing to trust their settlement to 
other men. In this opinion many, nay, most 
members of the Senate concur. Have we not, then, 
the right to say, that these men shall settle these 
claims; that they shall decide before the claimants 
receive seven hundred thousand dollars out of the 
public treasury? I never before heard, until this 
discussion arose, that there was any doubt as to 
the constitutional power of Congress to arbitrate a 
claim of an individual against this Government. 
It certainly is a new principle that Congress has 
no such power. I never heard it advanced be- 
fore. I will not undertake to consume the time of 
the Senate by reviewing the many cases which 
have presented themselves bearing upon this 
question, but shall content myself with the gen- 
eral declaration, that I hold the power to ascer- 
tain the justice of claims against the Government 
is a necessary incident to the legislative power, 
and carries with it the power to appoint the person 
or persons to decide upon the claims. Other cases 
might be relied upon, on which | will not dwell. 
In'one, the Governor of Florida was appointed to 
approve the claims before they could be paid. In 
many others, the different auditors and secretaries 
have been selected for a similar duty; and Con- 
gress has been in the constant habit of imposing 
such duties on any officer or person it saw fit to 
select, without reference to any other consideration 
than his fitness for the performance of it as an in- 
dividual. I know very well that a legislative pre- 
cedent is not considered entitled to much weight, 
unless the subject has undergone discussion; but 
these cases are amongst the many which go to 
show that Congress has never heretofore doubted 
its right to appoint persons to settle claims against 
the Government. On the other hand, it is said 
there are several instances in which the President 
' has appointed commissioners to settle claims of 
individuals against the Government, as in the cases 
in which the funds provided by a treaty with for- 
eign Governments have been distributed by com- 
missioners appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. ‘These 
cases are referred to for the purpose of showing 
that Congress cannot appoint commissioners in 
this case. If, however, this argument proves any- 
thing, it proves the very reverse of that which is 
intended. If, in these cases, the President and 
. Senate had the power, without authority of Con- 
gress, why were the clauses authorizing this mode 
of appointment inserted in the acts of Congress? 
Surely, if the Constitution gives the power, and the 
authority of Congress was not wanting, these 
clauses conferring upon the President and Senate 
the power to appoint commissioners should have 
been left out. Why were they inserted? Their 
insertion is a clear proof that those who drew the 
laws thought that it was necessary that Congress 
should authorize, in this case, the appointment of 
commissioners by the President and Senate. In- 
stead, then, of being precedents against the right 
of-€pngress which I now advocate, they are against 
the right of others to appoint without the consent 
of Congress. 
It is somewhat remarkable that now, and for 
years past, discussion on the powers of the differ- 


ent branches of the Government should run more 
frequently upon and against the powers of Con- 
gress, than upon the powers of the Executive. In 
former days there was a great deal of jealousy of 
Executive power. But now the order is reversed. 
Power is stealing from the many to the few, and 
from the few to one. The order of the day is now 
to advocate the exclusive right of the President of 
the United States to interfere in cases, where, if 
Congress be denied the power to appoint commis- 
sioners, they cannot properly legislate! This is 
Executive encroachment with a vengeance! I have 
never been the advocate of Executive power, and: 
I never shall be. I stand by the rights of Gongress 
as [ understand them, and as explained to me by 
the judges of the courts of the United States. I 
hold, that if this power be denied to us, it will be 
sometimes impossible for us to legislate as we think 
right. We shall in such cases have to pay claims 
as the President thinks right. Jf we have not the 
right to prescribe the rules of evidence which are 
to govern in the decision of these claims—if we 
have not the right to name the persons in whom 
we have confidence that are to settle and adjust 
them, it is impossible that we can get through the 
Jabor, either by committee or otherwise, of exam- 
ining them all, and consequently we never can to 
our own satisfaction discharge the duty which de- 
volves upon us. Iam, therefore, altogether op- 
posed to the amendment of the honorable gentle- 
man from Virginia. 


There was one remark made yesterday by the 


Senator from South Carolina, to which I desire to 
advert. I understand him as objecting to the bill 
because we appointed a paymaster or disbursing 
officer without demanding and obtaining security. 
If the objection of the gentleman from South Car- 
olina be worth anything against the bill or amend- 
ment reported by the committee, does it not lie 
With all its force against the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Virginia? The amendment 
of the gentleman from Virginia, which proposes to 
take from Congress the right to name the commis- 
sioners and to give it to the President, contains 
the very same provisions in regard to the disburs- 
ing officer who is to pay these claims in California. 
If the disbursing officer is not to give security ac- 
cording to the bill, there is certainly the same 
insecurity in the amendment of the Senator from 
Virginia. But in my opinion there is no danger of 
insecurity in either case. A disbursing officer must 
necessarily give security. In this case we shall 
have the security which we have in all other cases; 
and we want no more. With regard to the other 
objections of the Senator from South Carolina, (1 
mean the objections independent of the constitu- 
tional objection,) the amendment which I had the 
honor to submit, and which I intend to offer at the 
proper time, obviates all these objections. It pre- 
cludes these gentlemen from deciding in any case 
in which they may be themselves interested. It 
cuts up by the roots all the objections which we 
have heard urged about the danger of speculating 
in these claims, and subjects these commissioners 
to the same responsibility, the same oaths which 
in all other cases are enjoined upon persons in their 
situation. 

I have not thought it necessary, in discussing 
this question, to enter into the consideration of a 
matter which was very much debated here, whether 
these persons are not ‘‘officers’’ within the mean- 
ing of that clause of the Constitution which gives 
the President the power of appointment. I do not 
care whether they are called officers or not. You 
may find half a dozen definitions of the term officer; 
but what I mean to say is, that one clause of the 
Constitution gives the legislative power to Con- 
gress, and another clause confers the power of ap- 
pointment upon the President. ‘The two clauses 
must be construed together; and the power of ap- 
pointment, given to the President of the United 
States, must not be.so construed as to conflict with 
the legislative power of Congress. In every case 
in which the appointment or designation of the 
commissioner or officer is necessary to the due 
discharge of a legislative function, the great con- 
stitutional provisions that ordain Congress and 
give it legislative power confer the power to make 
this appointment. The general appointing power 
of the President. of the United States, and the 
power incident to the discharge of legislative func- 
tions, which rests in Congress, are entirely recon- 
cilable. If the argument of the gentlemen on the 
other side were sound, it would deprive us of the 


e 


e to appoint commissioners to take evidence. 
f good for anything, the argument is good for 
that extent; if not, it is good for nothing. E 

In my judgment, then, the amendment of the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia is liable to con- 
stitutional objections, and does not remove those 
which have been urged against the bill. I shall, 
therefore, vote against it; and when the bill comes 
up for consideration, I shall move the amendment 
which I have had the honor to send to the desk of 
the Secretary. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland. When this bill 
came from the committee in the first instance, and 
was first seen by me, I regarded it as being most 
clearly objectionable, upon the ground which I am 
now about to discuss—trenching upon the consti- 
tutional power of the Executive. I was not here 
when the bill was discussed as it originally stood; 
but I suppose I may infer, that in the opinion of 
the majority of the Senate, that discussion was’ 
fatal to the bill, and that the reference to the com- 
mittee was made in order to get rid of the objec- 
tions which were urged in that debate. Now, as 
preliminary to the remarks I propose to offer, I 
beg leave to recall the attention of the Senate to 
the provision.in the original bill, so far as it is ma- 
terial to the point at issue. It was this: 

« And for the purpose of ascertaining the justice and 
amount of such partof said claims as have not been allowed 
or authenticated by either of said officers, the President be, 
and he is authorized, to appoint a board consisting of John 
Charles Frémont and two officers of said battalion while in 
service.”? 

The decision of the board was to settle the whole 
controversy as between the Government of the 
United States and the claimants; and the objection 
to the provision was, that Lieuténant Colonel Fré- 
mont was one of the parties named by Congress 
to constitute the board. Since then, the bill has 
been again before the committee; and I suppose, 
with a view to obviate the objection which seemed 
to be apparent on the face of the bill to some, and, 
as I believe, to the majority of the Senate, (or it 
would not have been recommitted,) the present 
amendment has been proposed. In my opinion, 
it does not obviate the objection. The original 
bill named Lieutenant Colonel Frémont, and lim- 
ited the choice of the President in the selection of 
the others to two officers of the California battal- 
ion. The provision of the amendment is: 

« And no unascertained claim shall be paid until first ex- 
amined by the late commander of the California battalion, 
J. C. Frémont, and by the jate commissary and the late. pay- 
master of the battalion, Captain Hensley and Major Reading, 
and allowed by them or a majority of thein; and paymentof 
such unascertained claims, as soon as allowed and certified, 
shall be made to the claimants in California by some proper 
disbursing officer, duly appointed or designated for that pur- 
pose. 

So far, perhaps, it was within the power of the 
Executive. But that did not answer the purpose. 
The purpose is not only to exclude claims which 
shall not have been examined and allowed by 
Lieutenant Colonel Frémont, but to provide for the 
payment of the claims which shall be so allowed; 
and with a view to that object, the amendment 
goes on to say: 

« And all claiins not presented and allowed within one 
year and a half from the time of passing this bill shall be 
forever barred; and the compensation of the examining 
persons shall be according to that of their respective ranks 
in the late battalion, and shall be paid out of the appropria- 
tion contained in this bill, and shall make return of their 
proceedings to the War Departinent.”’ 

Now, with all due deference to the committee, 
if the original bill was liable to objection, the 
amendment is, if possible, still more objectionable. 
The objection to the original bill was, that we took 
from the Executive the appointment of one mem- 
ber of a board, to consist af hee persons, limiting 
the Executive in the selection of the remaining 
members; and the object of the committee, in good 
faith of course, and, as they supposed, perfectly 
legitimate, was to avoid that objection. Their 
amendment provides for the appointment by Con- 
gress of all the members of the board. It is quite 
immaterial whether the word ‘‘ appoint” be found 
in the law or not. It depends upon the character 
of the duty to be performed. The original bill 
says that the judgment of the board is to be final 
and conclusive on the subject of all the claims— 
final against the Government where the claims are 
allowed—final against the claimants where disal- 
lowed. 

Without attempting to show that the provisions © 
in both cases are precisely alike, or that, if there 
be any difference, it is rather against the amend- 
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ment, I now proceed to inquire, what is the char- 
acter of the duty to be performed? I suppose 
there can be no doubt that that duty is no more 
nor less than judicial in its character—strictly ju- 
dicial; that this board constitutes an inferior court 
to decide between the United States and suitors to 
the United States, whether anything, and if any- 
thing, what is due to them by us? Is it not judi- 
cial? Why, if these claims are all known and 
admitted by the United States, pay them at once. 
If the claimants are known, and the amount due 
to each is known, let it be paid at once. It is be- 
cause the claims of these individuals are not admit- 
ted, or because, if there be any admitted to exist, 
the amount is not admitted, that it has become 
important to appoint a board to ascertain the 
facts, and to decide upon the facts, and the law 
which is to settle the existence of the claims, as 
well as the amount to be paid. The duty of 
the board, then, is a judicial duty. If I have 
read aright the opinion given by the Supreme 
Court upon the act relating to the pensions of 
widows and orphans, so much relied upon by my 
friends from North Carolina and Delaware, [Mr. 
Bapcer and Mr. Ciayron,] so far from being an 
authority to support the proposition which they 
advocate, it is, I think, directly the other way. 
First, it has been introduced as a legislative con- 
struction, and, secondly, as a judicial interpreta- 
tion. A word on both. To what weight is it 
entitled as an instance of legislative construction? 
The very judicial interpretation relied upon by my 
learned friends on the other side shows that in the 
opinion of theudiciary it was not entitled to any 
weight in that aspect. I have got the law before 
me, and no man can read it without perceiving that 
the question asked by the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. Butter] can be answered 
only in the affirmative. What did Congress think 
when they passed that act? That they had au- 
thority to exact of the judges the performance of 
the duties imposed. Why, clearly, they thought 
that they had the authority to impose upon the 
judges the duty of carrying out the provisions of 
that act. Whether it was in the contemplation of 
Congress that the duties were judicial or extraju- 
dicial, is quite immaterial. So far as the act proves 
anything of the opinion of Congress upon the ques- 
tion of constitutional power, 1t demonstrates that 
they thought they had a right to exact of the 
judges the performance of these duties. Had -they 
any such authority? Let us go to the opinion 
relied upon for a different purpose, and we will 
find that the judges unanimously decided, that if 
the functions which they were called upon to dis- 
charge by that act were not judicial, Congress had 
no right to impose them upon them. Why, then, 
did they undertake to exercise those functions? 
They go on to say, that the duties devolved upon 
them by the act did not partake at all of the judi- 
cial character—that they look to other employ- 
ments and other functions, and therefore Congress 
had no power to impose those duties upon them. 
But still they proceeded to execute the provisions 
of the act, and why? Because they considered 
themselves merely as commissioners, although 
named by their official designation—that they were 
called upon to perform a mere ministerial duty, in 
the discharge of which they were willing to accede 
to the request of Congress. How did they come 
to that conclusion? Upon two grounds: that what 
they were to do in the act was not final, and that 
the whole was to be returned to the Secretary of 
War. This is their language: 

& That neither the legislative, nor the executive branch can 
constitutionally assign to the judicial any duties but such as 
are properly judicial, and to be performed in a judicial 


manner. 
shat the duties assigned to the circuit courts by this act 


are not of that description, and that the act itself does not 
appear to contemplate them as such, inasmuch as it subjects 
the decisions of these courts, made pursuant to those duties, 
first to the consideration and suspension of the Secretary of 
War, and then to theyevision of the Legislature; whereas, 
by the Constitution, neither the Secretary of War, nor any 
other Executive oticer, nor even the Legislature, are au- 
thorized to sit as a court of errors on the judicial acts or 
opinions of this court.” 


The provision of the law to which they referred 
was this: 

“Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
War, upon receipt of the proofs, certificate, and opinion 
aforesaid, shall cause the same to be duly filed in his office, 
and place the name of such applicant on the pension list of 
the United States, in conformity thereto: Provided alwuys, 
That in any case where the said Secretary shall have cause 
to suspect imposition or mistake, he shall have power to 
withhold the name of such applicant from the pension list, 


and make report of the same to Congress at their next 
session.” 


As a legislative construction it is entitled to no 


weight. Te it proves anything, it proves that Con- | 


gress thought they had a right to impose the duty 
on the judges; the judges decided otherwise. As 


a judicial construction it proves nothing but this: | 


if you are disposed and I am willing to admit that 
you may draw that inference, that the judges 


. would have taken into consideration the constitu- 


tionality of the act. What is this bill? Why, it 
makes the persons named the judges to examine 
the facts and decide ‘upon them. It appropriates 
the money just as this board shall think that the 
money ought to be appropriated. It distributes 
the money just as the board thinks proper. Now, 


I know that there is a difficulty not only in relation’ 


to the particular question which is before the Sen- 
ate, but in relation to many other questions as to 
the respective powers of the various departments of 
the Government. It is not in every instance easy 
to draw a distinct line, but that does not prove 
that there does not exist a line of demarcation be- 
tween their separate powers. It has been pro- 
posed frequently, for many years past, to consti- 
tute a board to decide upon all claims existing now 
or hereafter against the Government. Now, [I put 
it to Senators whether it is in the power of the 
Legislature to appoint that board. hat says the 
Constitution? < 

« He shall have power, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the 
Senators present concur; and he shall nominate, and by and 


with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint 
ambassadors, other public ministers and consuls, judges of 


the Supreme Court, and all other officers of the United . 


States, whose appointments are not herein otherwise pro- 
vided for, and which shall be established by law: but the 
Congress may, by law, vest the appointment of such inferior 
officers as they think proper in the President alone, in the 
courts of Jaw, or in the heads of departments. 

Can anybody doubt that the three individuals 
named in this act will be officers of the United 
States, called upon to discharge these particular 
functions. Whatare they, if they be not? Are they 
the officers of the Congress of the United States, 
contradistinguished from officers of the United 
States? Is there such a thing known in the Con- 
stitution as an officer of the legislative power as 
contradistinguished from an offeer of the United 
States, except when, in the words of the Constitu- 
tion; the legislative bodies are authorized to appoint 
their ownofficers? No. The moment these com- 
missioners come into existence by this act, they at 
once become officers of the United States. The 
only question remaining 1s, are their functions such 
that they would be considered as having been ap- 
pointed merely for the purpose of discharging some 
duty not falling within the range of those duties 
contemplated by some law of the United States. 
The honorable Senator from Delaware [Mr. CLAY- 
TON] tells us that he will not stop to inquire whether 
these gentlemen will not, if this law should pass, 
be officers of the United States, within the mean- 
ing of these terms as used in the Constitution. He 
has found out a new power in Congress; and what 
isthat? It isin the terms ‘‘ necessary and proper.” 
Flow did he make it out? Several Senators who 
have spoken on this subject, and perhaps all, have 
agreed that there are no three men in the United 
States so well qualified to decide upon these claims 
as the gentlemen named in the act, and thereupon 
the Senator from Delaware gravely concludes that 
as we have authority to pay the debts of the Uni- 
ted States, and to pass all laws necessary to carry 
Into execution these laws, we must have the author- 
ity to appoint these men. 

Mr.CLAYTON. I said that it was a necessary 
incident to our legislative powers. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Just so. Let us examine 
that position. Why, we have sometimes thought 
on this side of the Chamber, that there was a great 
deal of misconduct in some of the Executive de- 
partments. In the opinion of some of us, the 
Secretary of the Treasury has not faithfully dis- 
charged his duty. The Secretary of War has also 
been Sccanionally denounced for neglecting his 
duty, or for mal-administration of his office. Well, 
now, we have the authority to lay and collect taxes, 
to raise and support armies. These are legislative 
powers. Will the Senator contend, that in order 
to carry out these powers with efficiency and fidel- 
ity, we must have some authority to appoint the 
otficers who are to collect the taxes, and conduct 
the operations of the army. It is a legislative 
power, under the Constitution, to raise and sup- 


port armies. There are certain men in the United 
States, in the opinion of Senators, who alone are 
able to march the army to the field and conduct it 
to victory. Have we, then, the power to appoint 
these officers? To make the declaration of war 
effectual—to effect our object in raising an army, 
it may be, in our opinion, absolutely necessary— 
and I mention the name in no invidious sense—to 
place at the head of the army General Winfield 
Scott. Have wea right, then, to place him, by 
law, at the head of the army? Again: we have a 
right to levy duties and lay taxes, to pay the pub- 
lic debt, and provide for the general welfare of the 
United States. It is a very material matter to be 
considered, in carrying oųt that power, to whom 
shall be intrusted the duty of collecting taxes. I 
trust one man, and distrust another. Because we 
are clothed with legislative power to lay duties on 
imports, and are invested with authority to pass 
all laws necessary and proper to carry into execu- 
tion all our legislative powers, we will name the 
collectors. I defy the ingenuity of man—I speak 
now of the argument of the Senator from Dela- 
ware—to avoid the conclusion, that the reasoning 
of the honorable Senator, if pushed to its legiti- 
mate result, must take from the Executive powers 
which have never been questioned. i 

The honorable Senator from Delaware has re- 
marked, and perhaps with a good deal of truth, 
that the a of the times is to curtail the le- 
gislative ang enlarge Executive power. It gives 
me no alarm and never has at any period. be- 
lieve now, as I have ever believed, that the power 
conferred upon the Executive by the Constitution 
in two of the particulars most censured, and, in 
the opinion of some, the most practically mischiev- 
ous, 1s indeed the most wholesome grant of power 
to be found in the instrument—I mean the power 
of the veto and the power of appointment to office. 
I believe, as firmly as Ido in my own existence, . 
that this noble Government could not have lasted 
to the present day, if the power of the veto had not 
formed a part of the Executive power, not that it 
has not been abused, and in some cases improp- 
erly exercised, but because its existence has pre- 
vented such mischievous, ruinous, and tyrannical 
legislation as would have caused the Union to fall 
into fragments. It is this power that secures to 
the smaller States all their rights. What do we 
often see? Popular passion, excited and inflamed, _ 
finding its way into the halls of legislation, and the 
rights of the minority trampled upon in violation 
of all the guarantees in the Constitution. And 
what more than anything else prevents the suc- 
cessful assaults of popular passion upon the guar- 
antees of the Constitution, except the knowledge 
that there exists in the Government one man who 
can stop it until the question is submitted to the 
sober good sense, better thought, and matured con- 
sideration of the people? As to the power of ap- 
pointment to office, if I were called upon to take a 
part in the formation of the Constitution to-mor- 
row, I should give the power to the Executive. 
No man feels higher respect for the Senate of the 
United States, or Congress, than I do; but there is 
no one, at all familiar with the constitution of le- 
gislative bodies, who could, I think, consent that 
either House of Congress should exercise such a 
power. I admit that there have been abuses of this 
power, for where power is great in human hands, it 
will be abused. But totalk of the abuseof this pow- 
er in the hands of the Executive, and that a remedy 
is to be found in taking it upon ourselves, is the 
extreme of folly. Were the power of appointment 
to office vested:in Congress, the most mischievous, 
ruinous results would follow. The number of 
the ‘* Federalist,” upon the subject, is entitled to 
great consideration, and addresses itself most fa- 
vorably to the understanding of the American peo- 
ple, written by Alexander Hamilton, who ever 
wrote with a pen which illumined every page on 
which it was employed. He shows that it was 
not only better to place the power in the hands 
of the President, but that it was necessary to do 
sO. 

But what right has my friend from Delaware to 
suppose that the President of the United States, 
finding the three persons named in the bill to be the 
best qualified men in the country, will not appoint 
them to discharge this duty? I have a right to 
infer, if he is an honest man, and I am not here to 
say he is not—if he is an intelligent man, and I am 
not here to deny it, that the same evidence that 
satisfies the Senate that these men ought ta be ap- 
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pointed, will satisfy and ought to satisfy the Presi- 
dent. But again: how does the Senator know that 
the judgment of the Senate, which he imagines to 
exist—and I believe it does, so far as I know, with 
respect to these individuals—will be the judgment 
of the House? They are to go through an ordeal 
of two hundred and thirty members of the other 
House. I do not speak of the present instance, 
but party considerations may come to interfere with 
the selection of individuals to perform the duties 
devolved upon them by acts of Congress, if the 
power of appointment is to be lodged in the hands 
of these legislative bodies. Suppose the House 
does not decide that these are the best men to be 
selected, and that they insert, instead of this pro- 
vision, such a one as has been proposed OY the 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] would my 
friend from Delaware then reject the bill? Why, 
certainly, he could not say that he would not pass 
the bill, because unless these men were appointed, 
our legislative power will not be properly exercised. 
I am very far from saying a word in disparage- 
ment of either of the gentlemen named in the bill. 
I think they are qualified for this office; but what I 
mean to say is, and I say it with all the confidence 
which we can have in such a case as this, that it 
will be a great deal better to appropriate the seven 
hundred thousand dollars at once, and pay the 
money into the hands of Lieutenant Colonel Fré- 
mont forthwith, and let him go to California and 
pay the claims, than strike, as I concgive we shall 
do in the passage of this bill in its present form, a 
blow at the Constitution. 

A word on another topic, and I have done. My 
friend from Texas, [Mr. Rusx,] yesterday, and on 
a former occasion in which he addressed the Sen- 
ate upon this bill, stated, that the judgment of 
these arbitrators, or whatever you may term them, 
would be nothing more than evidence of the ex- 
istence of these claims. It is not so. I fully admit 
that we can, by a committee of our own body, 
have testimony taken upon which the Senate is to 
act. I admit that we may authorize testimony to 
be taken before any tribunal existing, or we may 
create for the purpose a tribunal to take it and re- 

ort it to us, and on which we are to act in our 
egislative capacity, and in order to enable us to act 
in that capacity. But this is not the character of 
this bill. What these commissioners are autho- 
rized to do, is not to collect the evidence, but to 
decide the case They are to make no report to us, 
upon which we are afterwards to decide, but they 
are of themselves, and by themselves, in the exer- 
cise of their own judgment, to settle forever the 
question, whether there are any California claims, 
and if any, what they are, and how much is due. 
It is as strictly judicial, as absolutely final upon the 
whole matter in dispute between the claimants and 
the United States, as would be the decision of the 
Supreme Courtof the United States, if it could get 
there, and a decision of that tribunal be pronounced 
upon the case. 

Mr. BADGER. Before I proceed with the re- 
marks which I design to offer, it is proper that I 
should make a preliminary statement, because it 
is just to others, and because I ought to apologize 
for having so often trespassed on the attention of 
the Senate. The particular provision of this bill, 
which has excited so long and so earnest a discus- 
sion, was a provision suggested and insisted upon 
in the committee by myself. It originated with 
me, and with no one else. So far-as l know, until 
I suggested it, it was thought of by no one else; 
and I suggested it, of course, under the impression 
that we had a right to adopt the provision, which 
I still entertain, notwithstanding the observations 
of my friend from Maryland; and because I chose, 
in devolving the power, to dispose of this amount 
of public money, in the peculiar circumstances of 
these claims, to know the persons on whose de- 
cision and award the money was to be disposed 
of. Without entering into any inquiry, which, I 
must say, was unnecessarily brought forward by 
my friend from Maryland, as to what or what 
would not be the action of the President of the 
United States, if the selection was left to him, I, 
for one, did not choose to commit the selection as 
a general and indefinite subject of choice to the 
discretion of the President or anybody else. But 
in making provision for the ascertaining and pay- 
ment of claims against the United States, arising 
in the peculiar circumstances which characterize 
these California, claims—to be investigated and 
decided upon in a foreign country—I, for one, was 
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not willing that this duty should be devolved upon 
any but the persons selected by ourselves. 

After this statement, I beg the attention of the 
Senate to some observations in reply to the re- 
marks which fell from my friend from Maryland. 
In the first place, I wish to notice an observation 
made by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason. ] 
He said, if I understood him aright, that | knew 
that in courts of law nothing was considered as au- 


thority except the decision or adjudication of an ' 


gi yy tribunal. 
r. MASON. If the Senator will allow me, I 
will state what I said. I remarked that the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina well knew that in a court 
of law no decision was taken as authority but that 
which had been made directly upon the point under 
consideration. I mean by that, that in a subordi- 
nate court the tecision of an appellate court is the 
law of the court. 

Mr. BADGER. So I understood the Senator. 
Before I proceed to examine the nature and char- 
acter of ihe precedents relied upon here, allow me, 
in reference to that point, to say, that so far from 
understanding it to be as the Senator from Vir- 
ginia supposes, | understood that the authority 
which guides a court of law embraces not only the 
case of an express adjudication made upon the 
point, and made in a higher tribunal, but that, in 
the sense In which we use the term “ authority,” 
courts of law consider themselves bound by their 
own adjudication, even when they do not consti- 
tute the appellate tribunal. They feel themselves 
bound by the course and practice of their own 
court. They feel themselves bound by the judi- 
cial course of proceeding of their predecessors in 
office. But what do we mean by thus being bound? 
Why, of course, not bound, in the sense in 
which an inferior tribunal is bound to execute 
the decision of the superior court. The inferior 
tribunal is bound to obey, and can be compelled to 
obey. But by authority I mean those judicial meas- 
ures which morally coerce the determination of 
the judge, whether they satisfy his understanding 
as a lawyer or not. There can be, of course, no 
physical coercion—the judge is not liable as he 
would be for his contempt of the mandate of a 
superior tribunal; but he is judicially coerced to 
take that ground because it has been so decided. 
l beg to refer to what has been said by two or 
three distinguished judges on this subject. [The 
honorable Senator quoted from Coke, Kenyon, and 
others.] These, then, are the great principles upon 
which courts of justice recognize not only adjudi- 
cated cases, but the constant practice of the courts, 
as being authority to direct them in the decisions 
to which they come; and though, upon examina- 
tion, it appears that ‘‘ wisdom willeth to the con- 
trary,” they cannot for that reason disregard it. 
They must understand that if there had been just 
foundation for objection, it would have been taken 
by some of the counsel or judges, and that the 
point would not have been permitted to pass sub 
silentio. lt is a necessary, inevitable rule. Not- 
withstanding what may be said by gentlemen in 
theory, and said with great sincerity, as it was 
said by the Senator from Virginia—and I know 
that what he speaks here and elsewhere he speaks 
sincerely—yet, in point of fact, we cannot get 
along with the administration of this Government 
without habitual reference to the precedents estab- 
lished by those who have gone before us. 

I now beg the attention of the Senate to what 
was said by my friend from Maryland, in order to 
escape the force of the decision of the judges in 
1792: and let me say that what was ruled by them 
is of paramount importance, both on account of the 
person who wrote it and the time when it was 
written. That eminent person, Chief Justice Jay, 
who presided in the circuit court which came to 
this conclusion, was not only entitled to all confi- 
dence and respect on account of the most pureand 
unsullied integrity—integrity never surpassed by 
that possessed by any human being; not only on 
account of his eminent legal learning and high men- 
tal powers; but because it so happened that be- 
sides being contemporaneous with the adoption of 
the Constitution and the discussions upon it, he 
furnishes us with almost an authentic interpreta- 
tion of that instrument. He had studied it in all 
its parts, and the time'when this decision was made 
was immediately after the Constitution was put Into 
operation. There was no party excitement—no 
heats to distract the judgment or mislead the prop- 
er exercise of the understanding—no distrust of 
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the great and good man then at the head of this 
nation, as he stood prominently before the world 
at large. It was a question decided simply upon 
Intrinsic merits. Well, now, let us see what was 
decided. My friend from Maryland and myself 
do not agree as to the decision. „He contends that 
the judges decided that the duties devolved upon 
them were judicial. Why? Because the judges 
were to do nothing but simply to collect testimony, 
and, in the next place, they were not to decide 
judicially, but to report to the head of the depart- 
ment. I think my friend is entirely mistaken as 
to what the enactment is. The judges were not 
merely to collect testimony, for the second section 
of the act provides: [The honorable Senator read 
the section which has been already given.] 

Well, now, did the judges understand that they 
were merely to get together and collect testimony? 
No. The act confines them to no such duty, but 
requires their decision to be made, their opinion 
to be written, and transmitted to the head of the 
department. The decision of the court was both 
according to the act as it plainly reads, and, what 
is More important on the present occasion, as the 
judges understood it. They understood it to be 
an act under which they were to take testimony, 
form an opinion, and certify a decision. The hon- 
orable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Cat- 
Houn] shakes his head. He will have an oppor- 
tunity when I have concluded to show that I am 
in error. The words of the act I have read, and 
they sustain me in the view which | have taken. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I shook my head because 
the practice of the office is quite the contrary. 

Mr. BADGER. What office? 

Mr. CALHOUN. ‘The Pension Office—under 
the direction of the War Department. The prac- 
tice is entirely different. . 

Mr. BADGER. l have not said one word about 
the practice of the Pension Office. It may be any- 
thing or nothing. : 

Mr. CALHOUN. The Senator spoke of the 
decision of the judges as being final in the pension 
cases. 

Mr. BADGER. I stated, as a pertinent answer 
to the Senator from Maryland, that the judges cf 
the circuit court of the United States did not con- 
sider that they were discharging a mere ministerial 
function in collecting testimony, but that they were 
to come to an opinion and certify their decision; 
and ‘one of their objections to the act was, that 
their decision was to be reconsidered, and did not 
operate by its own power. The judges say that 
they decline to execute the duties imposed upon 
them. The duties imposed upon them were not , 
judicial, and the Legislature did not contemplate 
them to be judicial. What, then, did the judges do? 
This is. the real point of the matter. This is an 
act of Congress, which says that the judges of the 
circuit courts shall exercise certain functions. The 
judges say, thatas judges of the circuit court, Con- 
gress has no right either to compel us to exercise 
these functions, or to confer them upon us. So far 
as the act was an attempt to confgr anything upon 
the judges, as judges, it was, so far as the opinion 
went, annulled. What do the judges say next? That 
they willunderstand theactas appointing them com- 
missioners by official instead of personal descri 
tion. For instance, the judges say that they will 
understand the act to mean, that in the State of 
New York, John Jay, and the other two judges 
named, shall be commissioners. Then the judges 
assume that Congress could by the act have ap- 
pointed three commissioners by name, for the 
ground upon which they act is, that Congress 
have appointed three individuals, not as officers, 
describing them by their official instead of personal 
description. They say it is.a tender of an office 
to them; for they say, ‘‘ as therefore the business 
‘assigned this court by the act is not judicial, nor 
‘directed to be performed judicially, the act can 
‘only be considered as appointing commissioners 
s for the purposes mentioned in it by official instead 
‘of personal descriptions.” The judges regard 
themselves as the commissioners designated by 
this act, and, therefore, being at liberty to accept 
or decline that office. And what did they do? 
Why, they proceed to accept the office and dis- 
charge the duties of it; and with an extreme soli- 
citude to show that they had not assumed these 
duties as judges, they adjourned the court from 
day to day as usual, and in the intervals heard this 
evidence, and formed the opinion which the law 
required. How is it possible, if this case is to be 
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respected, that the ingenuity of man can get over 
it? What is the case now before the Senate? It 
is to appoint certain persons to discharge certain 
functions, which the géntlemen on the other side 
say constitute an office. Well, in a certain sense 
of the word ‘office,’ I shall not deny it. But it 
is said that we have no power to designate those 
as the individuals who are to perform these duties. 
But precisely the same thing was done in the act 
of 92, and the judges declared that Congress had 
the undoubted power to name these commission- 
ers, and that they had the right either to accept or 
decline the office of commissioners, on which they 
proceed to accept and discharge the duties. 

My friend from Maryland has discovered a very 
ingenious mode of getting rid of the weight of this. 
He says that the judges in that case determined 
that the duties were not judicial; and that, there- 
fore, there is no precedent here; and why? He 
says that the duties conferred upon the persons 
named in the amendment to the bill are strictly 
judicial duties. His whole argument is based upon 
that, and yet, if I understand it, he has no objection 
to the amendment offered by the honorable Senator 
from Virginia. Let us look into this for a moment. 
He has asked, very triumphantly, if, under the 
‘Constitution, there are any officers known except 
officers of the United States? .1 reply by another 
interrogatory—is there any judicial power known 
under this Constitution but the judicial power of 
the United States? I presume the answer must be 
in the negative. Well, then, is my friend willing 
to vote for the provision proposed by the Senator 
from Virginia? The provision of the Constitution 
is clear and express, that the whole judicial power 
of the United States—there is no exception—shall 
be vested in one Supreme Court, and in such inferi- 
or tribunals as the Congress may from time to time 
ordain and establish; and thatthe judges of all these 
courts shall hold their office during good behaviour. 
Now, if my friend be sincere—and no doubt he is, 
there is no man more sincere than he, as there is 
no man more generally correct; buton this occasion 
he is, I think, singularly mistaken—if he be correct 
in maintaining that the powers to be exercised by 
these commissioners are judicial powers, must he 
not admit that they cannot be conferred except upon 
a court of the United States? Thisis clear. The 
Constitution is imperative. No human ingenuity 
can make a difficulty about it. Well now, he must 
take one side or the other. If the power be judi- 
cial, he cannot confer it upon the commissioners; 
he must confer it uponacourt If it be nota judi- 
cial power within the Constitution of the United 
States, the argument of the Senator falls to the 

round. He may take either horn of the dilemma. 

t is impossible that he can escape from it, with all 
his learning, and acuteness, and long experience 
in the courts. It is a judicial power, or it is not. 
He affirms it to be judicial. Then it can be invested 
only in acourt of the United States. If not judi- 
cial, his argument falls, for it is based upon that 
assumption. 

I do not understand the Senator as denying that 
Congress may appoint an arbitrator. So far as I 
know, that has not been denied by any gentleman 
who has spoken on the subject. Are not the func- 
tions of arbitrators judicial? How are they de- 
scribed in the ordinary language of the books? An 
arbitrator, instead of being a judge appointed by 
public authority to decide, is a private judge nomi- 
nated by the parties in the controversy. Can any- 
thing be.clearer? -What was the question about 
the Pea Patch Island? 

Mr. BUTLER, (in his seat.) Did the Senator 
ever hear of an ex parte arbitrator? 

Mr. BADGER. I shall notice that before I 
have done. The Senator is something like my 
honorable friend from Maryland; he did not sur- 
vey the whole ground before he ventured hia po- 
sition. It is conceded that we can appoint an 
arbitrator. It is beyond dispute that the functions 
of an arbitrator are judicial. It is, therefore, mani- 
fest, whatever other difficulty may exist, that so 
far as the argument of my friend from Maryland 
(which he brought forward with a considerable air 
of triumph, and announced as conclusive) is conclu- 
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bill in either of the forms contemplated, and makes 
it necessary that we should establish a court and 
make judges for good behavior. But I was about 
to remark, that this unusual mode of interpretation 
would place usin this extraordinary position. He 
says that to audit and settle accounts against the 
United States is a judicial power within the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and that the judicial 
power cannot by law be treated otherwise than as 
a judicial power. And yet he admits that we may 
authorize any of our committees, if we please, to 
examine into these claims, to produce the évidence 
and to furnish it to us, and that then we can decide 
the claims, and that when we have come to a con- 
clusion we can act upon it and pay the money. 
Well, then, if to examine into claims be a judicial 
power, where did Congress get that power? Where 
can it be devolved, according to the plain letter of 
the Constitution, but in the courts of the United 
States? What is the result? We cannot adopt 
such an interpretation of the Constitution. It 
would not only make the Constitution mischiev- 
ous, but impracticable. It would make it not only 
inoperative as beneficially as it might operate, but 
would prevent it from moving at all. If this rule be 
true, the business of Government cannot be carried 
onaday. Arenotclaims settled, audited, and de- 
termined upon, and paid by your Committee of Ac- 
counts in this Chamber, and, when so settled, are 
paid by disbursing officers of this body from the 
contingent fund placed as their disposal? As was 
said by my friend from Kentucky the other day, 
is it not clear, and such must be thie effect, that to 
a certain extent there are powers of an Executive 
character which we exercise, of a legislative char- 
acter’that the judges exercise, and of a judicial 
kind that we exercise? How are we to ascertain 
the true boundaries upon this subject? I humbly 
apprehend by no other possible rule than that of 
plain common sense, unless we intend to embar- 
rass ourselves at every step by technical difficul- 
ties. We are to interpret the Constitution accord- 
ing to the sense in which it was formed by the plain 
men who were its authors, and put it into execu- 
tion. We are to continue to carry it out as it has 
been executed heretofore, without a doubt express- 
ed from any quarter sufficiently eminent to have 
it handed down to us. As was well said by my 
friend from Delaware, Congress is charged with 
this special duty, of paying-the debts of the United 
States; and is it not a strange and extraordinary 
interpretation to say that Congress may not ascer- 
tain and pay the debts of the United States, with- 
out calling in the action of the Executive branch 
of Government to assist them? That is the neces- 


sary result of his argument when pushed to its | 
extreme. We cannoteven pay the charges against . 


our contingent fund without an appeal to the Ex- 
ecutive—if the argument of the gentleman from 
Maryland be sound. The whole Government be- 
comes impracticable, if such be the true interpre- 
tation of the Constitution. | 

The case put by the Senator from Maryland, 
about appointing a general to take charge of the 
army, so far from interfering with my argument, 
strongly confirms it. We propose to ascertain and 
pay adebt. That is the exercise of a function con- 
ferred upon us by the Constitution. With regard 
to this case also, the honorable Senator entirely 
overlooks the fact, that although Congress has the 
power to declare war, and therefore, as I conceive 
—though some gentlemen do not even admit that— 
as an incident to the power of declaring war, the 
right to declare the purpose for which the war is 
to be waged, yet it is conceded by all that as the 
President of the United States is, by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, commander-in-chief of the 
army of the United States, the actual direction of 
the army must be in his hands. Therefore, if we 


-were to undertake by law to appoint officers in his 


army, it would obviously be a violation of the Con- 
stitution. My friend also lays down, that where 
the power in question is purely legislative, it fol- 
lows that Congress has a right to adopt just ex- 
actly.the agents for its execution that they deem 
most proper. - Where the power is of an executive 


abana the officer must be appointed by the Pres- 
1dent. ' 

My friend from Maryland conceives that the 
amendment is more exceptionable than the original 
provision of the bill, because the latter named on! 
one of the persons, whereas the former names all 
three. Now I say, on the contrary, to him, that 
for that very reason I consider the amendment a 
great deal better than the bill; for what is the ob- 
jection with respect to the constitutional power? 
Beyond all doubt, if we name one of the gentle- 
men, we can name the three; and therefore the 
amendment remains on the same footing as if one 
only were named. I had supposed that it was 
generally understood that the amendment would 
be satisfactory; not, as the Senator from Mary- 
land supposes, that the recommitment was made 
because a majority of the Senate was opposed to 
the bill, but because some Senators were of opin- 
ion that debate and difficulty would ensue. Some 
debate had sprung up, and it was thought advisable 
to avoid the delay which discussion would occa- 
sion, and that, therefore, it was advisable to pre- 
sent an amendment which would obviate the objec- 
tions that had been urged. What does the bill 
propose? He says that it devolves judicial pow- 
ers. What are they? Why, there are certain 
claims, the amounts of which, and the persons to 
whom due, are not ascertained. This bill appoints 
three persons, with authority to examine into these 
claims, and provides, that upon their certificate the 
claims shall be paid. Now, the Senator admits 
that Congress has the right to prescribe rules of 
evidence, and this bill only provides that the cer- 
tificates of these commissioners shall be evidence 
of the justice of these claims. He admits that 
there is no objection, provided they all shall under- 
go the supervision of Congress or heads of depart- 
ments. But if Congress has the right to prescribe 
what shall be prima facie evidence, where is there 
a constitutional prohibition against their prescrib- 
ing what shall be conclusive evidence? What is 
the course of all legislative bodies? Some evidence 
they make presumptive; some prima facie; some 
absolutely conclusive, beyond which none of the 
parties can go. ‘The very recital in the preamble 
of a general statute of the existence of a certain 
state of facts is not only high evidence, but, as 
I conceive, conclusive evidence in every court. 
In England, even the statement of certain facts 
in a proclamation issued by the sovereign, and 
published in the State gazette, is prima facie evi- 
dence in all courts of the existence of such facts. 
All governments exercise this power, and the busi- 
ness of no government can go on withoutit. What 
are these men to do? I am not disputing about 
terms, but about the substance of things. No 
matter whether they certify to the existence of 
claims upon their own knowledge, or by the knowl- 
edge of others communicated to them, their certifi- 
cate is nothing but an authority to the proper pay- 
master or disbursing officer to pay the amount 
which is ascertained to be due. I have said that 
I do consider it highly expedient to appoint these 
commissioners. An unbroken course of action on 
the part of this Government, and, if I am capable 
of understanding it, the solemn decision of a high 
tribunal, shows that Congress have the power to 
confer upon these persons the power to discharge 
the duties presented by the bill before the Senate. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I rise, before the question is 
put, to make a very few remarks on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware to the amend- 
ment reported by the committee, which will, 1 
suppose, in point of order, be put first. That 
amendment provides that these officers, commis- 
sioners, or whatever they may be called, shall be 
sworn to perform their duties faithfully; secondly, 
that they shall not decide upon any claims in which 
any of them may be interested; and thirdly, that 
in cases where any claim has been transferred, the 
assignee shall receive no further compensation than 
the amonnt which they paid for the claim with 
legal interest. This amendment deserves a good 
deal of consideration.: I am struck with the use 
of the word ‘‘appoint’’ in it. It says ‘‘the per- 
sons appointed to perform these duties.” If you 
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look to the amendment reported by the.commit- 
tee, you will find that the use of the word ‘‘ap- 
point” is most carefully eschewed. You cannot 
find that word, nor any one of tantamount mean- 
ing, in the amendment, from beginning to end. I 
will not say that this avoidance of the use of 
that term was designed, but, certainly great care 
seems to have been taken to avoid the use of this 
word. Now, without going into verbal criticism, 
` Jet me ask, what is the force of the word ‘* appoint?” 
You do not “ appoint” to an employment. ‘That 
was never heard of. You “ appoint” to office. It 
is the specific word which is always used-in that 
connection; and, therefore, I have been struck at 
the occurrence of this word in the amendment of 
the Senator from Delaware. The human mind is 
a curious organ; and the force of habit will often 
Jead to the use of terms of which the person may 
not be conscious. I take this to be a case of that 
description. The term ‘‘ appoint” is legitimate in 
this connection, and has crept into the amendment, 
though carefully avoided in the original bill and 
amendment of the committee. Again: the amend- 
ment acknowledges that the exercise of the powers 
conferred upon these commissioners is liable to be 
yery greatly abused. Without this amendment, 
the bill would allow the commissioners to decide 
upon claims in which they are personally interested. 
It is well to guard against that. Not that I sup- 
pose that these officers would abuse the power, but 
there is a liability to abuse. The amendment in- 
dicates another great abuse to which there is a lia- 
bility under the original bill. These claims in the 
wilds of California are in the hands of persons who 
know nothing of their value; who are convérsant 
only with Mexican faith, which is no faith at all; 
aid, as they put very little value upon Mexican 

aper, they may estimate all other paper equally 

ow, and may have passed off these claims for a 
mere bagatelle. Here is an obvious source of great 
abuse, against which the original bill and the amend- 
ment of the committee do not make the slightest 
provision. 
this abuse, the Senator ought to have guarded 
against all other abuses; and, from stem to stern, 
the whole of it is subject to abuse. What is the 
whole amount of thisthing? You withdraw from 
the regular settlement to which all such claims in 
all other cases are subject—claims against this Gov- 
ernment to the amount of seven hundred thousand 
dollars—and transfer their settlement to the three 
individuals named in this amendment. 

There is not a particle of responsibility in the 
whole matter. There is nothing comes before the 
Government but the certificate of these gentlemen. 
The importance of the routine of examination be- 
fore all the regularly-constituted officers, can only 
be appreciated by those who have had some prac- 
tice in it. I claim the honor of instituting this 

rocess of examination, and it has saved to the 

overnment many thousands of dollars annually. 
When I became Secretary of War, I found all the 
accounts were sent up to the treasury without pass- 
ing through the War Department at all. I found 
there were great abuses. An act was passed, 
drawn up by myself, in which I inserted the pro- 
vision, that all accounts should pass through the 
several bureaus, and if all was found to be right 
after examination, they should be endorsed by the 
heads of the bureaus, before presentation at the 
treasury for payment. What was the effect of 
this? I found the Medical department costing the 
Government a hundred thousand dollars a year. 
I brought this expenditure down to twenty-five 
thousand dollars. Other expenditures were sub- 
jected to the same-process. The clothing accounts 
were reduced two-thirds; the quartermasters’ ac- 
counts one-half. The expenditures of the depart- 
ment were brought down from four millions to two 
‘millions one hundred thousand. 

From the heads of bureaus the accounts were 
sent to the Auditor, an officer whose name indicates 
his duty, and then to the Comptroller, the highest 
officer of the treasury, before they were finally 
paid. And you give to these gentlemen the same 
power that is confided to all those officers. Can 
this be right? None of these officers have équita- 
ble jurisdiction, yet these gentlemen are clothed by 
_this bill with unlimited powers. All this may be 
very safe in the present case. That is not the 
aop I make at all; but is it safe as a precedent? 

put ıt solemnly to gentlemen opposite. 

Mr. RUSK. I simply wibh to ask this question: 
If this expedition had been under the authority of 


But, while attempting to guard against f 


the United{States,"and Colonel Frémont had been 
commanding on detached service, would it not have 
been competent for him to have made the requisi- 
tions, and for the quartermaster to have supplied 
them on the spot, and for the paymaster to have 
paid the amount there, without going through these 
forms which the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina has been describing? 

Mr.CALHOUN. No question at all about that; 
but each officer would have acted, in that case, upon 
his individual responsibility. i 

Now, I put this important question: If you ap- 
poni this board of officers, where is the responsi- 

ility? What duty is to be performed by the 
officer who is to pay the claims allowed by this 
board? No other than that which the Secretary 
of the Treasury would have to do in regard to 
accounts which had regularly passed through all 
the forms of examination. The certificate of the 
board ds his warrant for paying the money, and 
he is relieved from all responsibility. We have 
had precedent after precedent quoted which are not 
at all analogous. A very brief view will enable us 
to determine as to whether the duties assigned to 
these men are official duties or not; whether their 
functions are those of officers or not. Certainly 
they are official duties of the highest character. 
Is the Commissary General not an officer? They 
perform his duty, or ought to do it. Is the Audi- 
tor not an officer? They must perform all his 
duties, or ought to do it. Is the Comptroller of 
the Treasury not an officer? They are to perform 
all his duties, or ought to do it. And yet, per- 
forming all these duties, it is solemnly argued here, 
day after day, that they are not to discharge official 
duties—that they are not officers. If they are not, 
in the name of Heaven, what are they? Extend 
this case. It is not only in California that military 
operations have been carried on; we have had some 
in New Mexico, and some further south under 
General Taylor; others, on a larger scale, under 
General Scott. Are you willing to adopt the same 
process in these cases? Who would dream of such 
a thing?) Who would be bold enough to come 
here, and propose that General Scott and his pay- 
master and his commissary should constitute a 
board to adjust all the accounts, and draw and pay 
away themoney? Who would say that this would 
be a safe depository of power? ho would say, 
if they were authorized thus to act, that they would 
not be officers, to all intents and purposes, such as 
I have described? Can any man doubt it? There 
may be greater reason for deviating from the ordi- 
nary process in settling these claims, but the cases 
are in every respect analogous; and there are a 
thousand cases where the difficulty would be as 
great as in California. Why, the whole country 
would be startled, amazed, at the adoption of such 
a course of proceeding as this. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I will briefly reply to the 
objections that have been raised by the Senator 
from South Carolina to the amendment which I 
have offered. His first objection is, that I have 
used the word ‘‘ appointed’’ in reference to these 
gentlemen who are to settle these claims in Cali- 
fornia. I am entirely willing to modify the phrase, 
and substitute the word ‘* designate,” or *‘ name,”’ 
but the word appoint is in itself a word of the same 
import. Ihave a dictionary here of the highest 
authority, and I find that the first definitions of the 
word ‘“‘appoint’’ are to ‘‘allot,’’ “assign,” or 
‘« designate,” and as an illustration the following 
is given: ‘* Aaron and his sons shall appoint every 
one his service.” So much for that. ow for the 
second objection of the honorable Senator. 

The Senator, commenting on the report of the 
committee, says, that under such a provision, Col- 
onel Frémont, and those associated with him, will 
be authorized to settle their own claims. I offered 
my amendment, not because I supposed that it 
was contemplated by the committee that they 
should settle their own claims, but because the ob- 
jection was raised yesterday, and it was to exclude 
any such Inference. The committee said nothing 
about whether they were to settle their own claims 
or not, nor have I ever heard it suggested as being 
necessary when a man is appointed as a judge, or 
to decide upon claims, that there should be an ex- 
press provision accompanying the appointment, 
that he should decide no case of his own. Sucha 
thing is unnecessary. Yet, I introduced this into 
the amendment, for the purpose of excluding any 
possible inference that they might do so. As to 
the other point, it merely provides that if any per- 
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sons speculate in these claims, they shall not spec- 
ulate to the disadvantage of the Government. But 
the gentleman leaves the amendment and goes into 
a discussion of the general subject. Fis objection 
is to the payment of the claims in this way. He 
says they should be subjected to the ordinary 
forms of examination, and the number of offices 
through which they would necessarily pass will 
furnish a salutary check. Itwas for the very pur- 
pose of preventing the monstrous injustice that 
would be done to the individuals who have these 
claims, that the measure was introduced. Who 
are these claimants? They are men residing sev- 
eral thousand miles away, men destitute of means, 
and to say that they shall come here and pursue 
their claims, is to say, that they shall never receive 
a dollar. The object of the measure is to afford a 
competent tribunal where they may be heard, and 
their claims adjusted. ‘The gentleman objects, be- 
cause the usuak formalities will not be observed. 
How is it in all cases where commissioners have 
been appointed? Take the treaty of Paris, or the 
treaty respecting the Spanish claims. The certifi- 
cates of the commissioners in those and all similar 
cases, were by law made conclusive evidence of the 
claims, and when presented at the department they 
were immediately paid. The certificates of the 
board of commissioners in this case will be pre- 
cisely similar to those of the commissioners in the 
cases to which I have referred. We desire to pre- 
vent these poor men from being subjected to the 
necessity of travelling to Washington, or of losing 
their claims altogether, by paying them upon the 
spot where they arose. 

Mr. CASS. I desire to say one or two words 
in answer to the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina. He has foreseen a great many difficul-' 
ties which are to be encountered if this measure be 
adopted. It will be recollected there are two prin- 
cipal and substantial reasons for adopting it: one 
is, that the claims exist in a region exceedingly 
remote, and it is utterly impossible for these per- 
sons to come here and settle their accounts. If 
you require them to do so, it amounts to a refusal 
of justice. To compel them to go through the or- 
dinary course of application and the usual form of 
authentication of their claims, you defeat the very 
object you have in view. ‘The second reason is, 
as the honorable Senator from North Carolina has 
said, you take upon yourselves the advantages of 
the conquest, and you are morally bound, under 
such circumstances, to pay the claims. If we had 
pursued the ordinary course, we should have done, 
what? We should have sent disbursing officers to 
California, with funds to meet the requisitions of 
the quartermaster, in obedience to the orders‘ of 
the commanding officer. Let me say to the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, that these accounts will 
go through the departments, and there will be pre- 
cisely the checks which he desires. What testi- 
mony is required in the case of the disbursements 
made for the army under General Scott? Nothing 
but the requisitions of the commanding general 
and the receipts of the parties. The honorable 
Senator wishes to have an investigation as to the 
justice or proper rate of charges. I believe that is 
a thing unheard of. The money is paid on the 
requisition of the commanding officer. If fraud 
appears to have been practised—if anything appear 
which excites suspicion, the necessary information 
is required to be produced before the accounts are 
permitted to be paid. Butif you require the ad- 
ministrative officers to judge of the propriety of 
the expenses authorized by General Scott, how 
are you to get your money back again? All the 
guarantee you have is the character and position of 
i officers, and that Pin have got here; and, as 

said, if you pursued the ordinary course, you 
would have the certificate of the commanding gen- 
eral, and you will have more than that in this case, 
you have the guarantee of the three gentlemen who 
compose the board. Now, I do not know what 
the gentleman means when he talks about being 
interested. Have you any law making it felony 
or a crime at all to be interested? I do not know 
why fraud is to be presumed in such a case as this 
more than in any other. Fraud may be practised 
in California, and it may be practised in Mexico, 
and, if it appear, the matter will be investigated, 
and the payment checked. 

The honorable Senator alluded to the fact that 
the certificates might get into other hands. So 
they may. Every man knows that on the frontier 
when a quartermaster gives a certificate, and it goes 
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out into the neighborhood, it is generally circu- 
lated ata depreciation; indeed, I have known them 
sacrificed at one quarter their value. It is not 
peculiar to these claime, tut incident to all, when 
the Government is not ready to make payment. I 
repeat, sir, if you subject these claimants to the 
necessity of coming here to recover their claims, 
you put it altogether out of their power to-receive 
payment. 

Mr. CALHOUN. No one supposes that these 
claimants are to come here to recover their claims. 
The question is, first, by whom „will you allow 
them to be investigated and paid? by persons ap- 
pointed by yourselves, and wholly irresponsible, 
or by persons appointed in conformity with the 
requisitions of the Constitution? The next ques- 
tion is, will you have them settled by the very men 
who incurred the expenses? There being a neces- 
sity for knowledge in regard to the claims, I should 
think it very desirable to appoint ‘some officer who 
served in California to be a member of the board. 
My opinion is, that the true way is to send a quar- 
termaster and taal amar} there, and, if necessary, 
_to add a third person. Take any officer. I have 

no objection that it should be Colonel Frémont. 
He gave the orders, and very properly, I have no 
doubt; those orders must be presented to the com- 
missary, and be fortified by his endorsement. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi» In the progress 
of this discussion, allusions, which [ consider 
equally unjust as unkind, have been made in rela- 
tion to the conduct of the committee by whom 
this bill and amendment were reported. It was 
within the knowledge of the committee that inde- 
terminate claims against our government for sup- 
plies furnished tothe battalion of Colonel Frémont, 
existed in California, and that the failure to make 
payment in these cases had produced a dissatisfac- 
tion which could not be otherwise than dangerous 
to whatever interests we may have in that remote 
country. To silence complaint, to appease discon- 
tent, and td secure our Government against fraud, 
and the future annoyance of manufactured claims, 
the plan which the committee have adopted was 
presented to the Senate. It approximates as nearly 
as the present state of the case will allow the estab- 
lished usage, and the bill as amended seemed to us 
beyond the reach of constitutional objection. It 
has been said that the word ‘“‘appoint’’ was care- 
fully avoided. Sir, the purpose of appointing offi- 
cers was not entertained; and it therefore required 
little care to avoid the use of any word which 
would convey such an idea. Claims which could 
not be settled by the accounting officers of our 
Government were presented to our consideration. 
We believed them to constitute a just demand 
against us, and a bill was introduced to legalize 
them. The first and controlling question is, will 
Congress declare them to be valid? If this be de- 
cided in the affirmative, payment must be ordered 
as a consequence; and there remains but the minor 
consideration, the manner of discharging the ad- 
mitted obligation. A portion of the debt is estab- 
lished by regular vouchers, which it is ordered 
shall be pan as ascertained claims. If Congress 
receive the testimony to these cases as sufficient, 
and order payment thereon, have we not the same 
right to specify how the validity shall be deter- 
mined of those which are denominated unascer- 
tained claims? Surely the decision can be made 
by us as to what testimony shall be deemed suffi- 
cient to establish whether a claim be a debt of this 
Government or not; otherwise it would be idle 
for us to entertain any proposition to examine a 
claim presented to our consideration. 

The Senator from South Carolina treats this as 
an ordinary case of army disbursement, and seems 
to me to confound the rights of those who furnish 
supplies to our troops with the accounts of the dis- 
bursing officers of the army. It is the latter which 
are adjusted, as he states, in the auditing offices 
here. The payment for the supplies furnished to 
our army is ordinarily made in the field by the 
appropriate officers, and first heard of here through 
the accounts of those by whom the disbursements 
were made. If the commissary and quartermaster, 
and paymaster, to this battalion in California had 
been nell ye with funds, these claims would have 
been paid as they arose. The whole case was an 
irregular one, and if deemed worthy, requires an 
unusual courge in relation to it. Hence the propo- 
sition for special legislation. The officers named 
in the bill were those under whose orders, or by 
whom the debts were contracted; they have ceased 
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to be officers, and it is proposed to revive their 
functions so far as may be necessary to complete 
their vouchers, and to determine how far, by their 


‘former official acts, they have rendered their Gov- 


ernment responsible. It is not only true that they 
are best qualified to do justice between the parties, 
but it is further true that they alone can give to these 
claims the form which will admit of their being 
finally audited by the United States Treasury. 

The commanding and purchasing officers of the 
California battalion, and they only, can reduce 
these claims to the established forms, and give to 
them their appropriate character. But those who 
held such positions in this case are no longer in 
the service; to give force to their acts, it is neces- 
sary by law to revive the functions of their expired 
offices. That itis proposed to do to the extent 
required, for the purpose declared, and no further. 
Those who deny the justice of these claims—those 
who refuse to acknowledge the responsibility of 
our Government for the debts contracted by the 
persons named in the bill, when they were officers 
of the California battalion, may properly refuse to 
extend the functions of these ex-officers to the end 
that they may perfect their accounts; but such as 
admit our obligation to pay for the purchases they 
made for the use of that battalion, are, I think, 
constrained to grant to them such powers as will 
enable the Government justly to discharge its obli- 
gations to its creditors. The connection of the 
persons named in the bill with the transactions out 
of which the claims arose, instead of being an ob- 
jection, as has been assumed, constitutes the only 
sufficient reason for having named them. Such is 
the connection which all commanding and disburs- 
ing officers necessarily have to army expenditures 
and purchases. Had the campaign been regularly 
ordered and supplied, these persons would, in 
their official character, have made purchases and 
payments upon just such accounts as It 18 now 
proposed to authorize them to prepare. That pay- 
ment may be made by an officer of the Govern- 
ment, who is to be provided with funds for that 
purpose. The supposition that the check imposed 
by the auditors in other cases is to be here dis- 
pensed with, is entirely erroneous. A power is 
given to the persons named in the bill, which will 
enable them to perfect their accounts; but as they 
have ceased to be officers, it is not proposed to in- 
trust them with funds for payment. If the Presi- 
dent shall choose to avail himself of the means 
provided in this bill, he will give his instructions; 
and it is fair to suppose that they will require all 
accounts to be as fully vouched as they would have 
been had payment been made by these persons 
when they were officers. The disbursing officer 
who may be sent out will, of course, ouly make 
payment upon fully authenticated vouchers, and 
his accounts will be subject to the same revision 
here as would have been made had the claims been 
paid originally. The amount, though certainly 
important, is small, compared to the disburse- 
ments which have, in the progress of this war, 
been made by individual quartermasters.. The 
paying officer in this case will give to the Govern- 
ment the same assurance of integrity and accuracy 
which is possessed in other cases where officers 
are intrusted with sums vastly disproportionate to 
theirbond. The good faith which has heretofore 
been keptin ourarmy disbursements does not war- 
rant apprehension upon the present occasion. 

To maintain the credit of the Government, 80 as 
to exclude distrust from entering into the calcula- 
tions of those who sell to our officers, is an obliga- 
tion which it requires no argument to enforce; but 
more than usual care is demanded when, as in 
this instance, our dealing has been with those who 
have the best means to know our intentions, and 
who may be supposed most ready to suspect our 
integrity. Nor should time be allowed to accu- 
mulate, and the value of the claims to depreciate 
in the hands of original holders, or be transferred 
to others who seek to speculate on the fears or ne- 
cessities of those who have become creditors of 
the Government. At the present session of Con- 
gress the commigtees of both Houses have reported 
upon a case of deferred payment of a claim grow- 
ing out of supplies furnished to our troops in 
Florida, that a decision which placed the rights of 
the claimant under the rules applicable to a dis- 
bursing officer was not reputable to our Govern- 
ment. Disreputable and truly unfortunate will it 
be, sir, when those who supply our army with 
foed, or elothing, or transportation, shall be re- 
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quired to wait until the purchasing officer shall have 
submitted Itis accounts to the scrutiny of the audit- 
ing officers, of his Government, with hopes and 
fears dependent upon the decision, but with the 
certainty, if it be adverse, that his property is gone, 
and that no redress is left to him. 


- The question which contains all others is, will 


you legalize the ‘‘ California claims?” If so, then 
the direct and just mode is, to send those in whose 
official action these claims originated to collect the 
vouchers and perfect their accounts, to the end 
that prompt payment may be made. 

Mr. WEST OTT. The amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware asserts a rule which 1 should 
be sorry to see carried into effect in relation to any 
claim whatever. I have heard a great deal about 
speculations, and no doubt there is a great deal of 
speculation carried on; but it appears to me that 
the mode proposed to suppress speculating is a 
most shocking one to be adopted by the Govern- 
ment. Whatisit? A Bhasa claim, C D buys 
it, and the Government puts the profits of the trans- 
action, when they pay C D, into their own pockets. 
I can well understand that there must be great de- 
preciation in the value of claims. Already a year 
or two have elapsed since the claims accrued, and 
there is no certainty now that this bill will pass. 
Who, then, supposes that a purchaser would give 
the full amount? And if he do not, are we to pun- 
ish him, as if he had committed a crime? There 
would be some more justice in this, 1f the motion 
I am about to make should prevail. It is to strike 
out that part of the amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware which relates to the purchasers of the 
claims, or else to add to it these words: ‘‘ but the 
residue shall be paid to the original claimant.” I 
do not see any right on the part of this Govern- 
ment to set itself up as a legal tribunal to try the 
rights of the original claimant and his assignee. I 
do not see any propriety in the Government med- 
dling in these accounts. If the Government owes 
a hundred dollars, Jet them pay it honestly; and if 
there is any difficulty between the claimants, let 
them settle it between themselves. I have no idea 
of the Government mixing itself up in such mat- 
ters. I will ask for a division of the subject; for 
I cannot vote for this bill if it contain such a pro- 
vision as this. I have seen the principle attempted 
to be carried out arbitrarily by the accounting offi- 
cers of the Government, in former times, who set 
themselves to decide questions between the as- 
signees and the original holders of claims. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The object of that part of 
the amendment was to prevent imposition upon 
the Government by speculators, and I consider it 
desirable that some such provision should exist. 
With regard to the suggestion made by the Sena- 
tor from Florida, that the amount of discount from 
the claim which the speculator has possessed shall 
be paid to the original holders, I have not the 
slightest objection to it.. I am quite willing that 
the Government shall be held responsible for the 
whole amount, but I do not wish that the specu- 
lator should receive that for which he has not paid 
value. 

Mr. FOOTE. There is a matter which requires 
our attention in Executive session; and as Í see 
no probability of taking the vote upon this bill to- 
night, I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Executive business. _ 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope the honorable Sena- 
tor will withdraw that motion, and allow the ques- 
tion to be taken upon the bill. I shall be compelled 
to leave the city in the morning, and I am anxious 
to give my vote upon the bill. 

Mr. FOOTE. With the understanding that the 
vote be taken, I will withdraw the motion for the 
present. 

Mr. MANGUM. 
journ. 

- Severat Senators. Oh, no; proceed with the 
bill. 

Mr. MANGUM. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. FOOTE. I hope my motion for an Exec- 
utive session will now be entertained; and for that 
purpose, I move that the further consideration of 
the bill be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr.MASON. Let the vote be taken on that mo- 
tion, asa test whether we will vote upon the bill. 

The question being taken on the postponement, 
it was not agreed to. 

Mr. CLAYTON modified his amendment, by 
adding the words suggested by the Senator from 
‘Florida. : 


I move that the Senate ad- 
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abscess 


The question being about to be put on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by Mr. CLAYTON, the 
amendment was read. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I voted to lay this bill 
over until to-morrow, hoping that the Senate would 
reflect upon the subject. 
interfere with contracts between individuals? It 
is a subject of legitimate contract. 

Mr. RUSK. They are not legal obligations, 


pale Falla they are not the subject-matter of 


bargain and sale. We make them legal by this 
bill, and, in legalizing them, we have a right to 
control them. is 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Equitable claims are the 
subjects of sale. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The claim is good for nothing 
in the hands of the speculator, until we make it 
good for something. We, by this bill, make it 

ood to the full amount paid by the speculator, and 
Ta willing to go no further in his favor, but Iam 
willing to give to the original holder the whole. 
Thus the Government will make nothing out of it, 
but the original claimant will be protected. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to make another 
remark or two, because I look upon this matter as 
one of some consequence. The suggestion I made 
is attempted to be obviated by the Senator from 
Delaware, by saying that there 1s'no claim legal or 
equitable. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 
equitable. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If equitable, then they 
are the subject of contract between man and man; 
and if they be the subject of contract, there may 
be contracts already made, and this Government 
is attempting to annul them, and set aside those 
contracts. That is the effect of it. If there be no 
claim at all, either of a legal or equitable character, 
then there is no utility in your enactment. I deny 
that you have a right to do anything of the kind. 
In any point of view, what position do you occupy? 
You say that valuable services have been rendered 
to the country; that the people of California have 
rendered services of which you are deriving the 
benefit, and while you acknowledge this, you say 
there is no right, legal or equitable, which can be 
the subject of contract. ` 

But how will this operate in another point of 
view? Suppose I have one of these claims, and 
sell it for one half of its amount,-according to this 
amendment, one-half will come to me when the 
final settlement is made by the Government. If 
the purchaser then comes to me and says, I pur- 
chased this claim of you, and paid your price for 
it; what would I, as an honest man, be bound to. 
do under these circumstances? Why, most un- 
doubtedly, to hand him the whole of the money. 
It was a fair, legal transaction; the money was 
advanced by the purchaser, and received by me. 
I should be only fulfilling an obligation, which 
honor and conscience would render imperative, by 
paying over to him the money. This is what 
would be done by those who are honest; whilst 
the dishonest, considering themselves absolved by 
the act of Congress from the obligation to refund 
the money, would refuse to do so. Now, I am 
not willling, by the adoption of this amendment, 
to sanction any of those principles; and I hope 
the bill will be postponed, and that the Senate will 
reflect more maturely upon the matter. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, called for a divi- 
sion of the amendment. 

The question was then taken upon the first clause 
of Mr. Ciayron’s amendment, as modified, to 
the amendment reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs; and it was agreed to. Itis as 
follows: x 

Sec. 3. And be it furlher enacted, That the persons hereby 
designated to examine the said claims shall, before they en- 
ter on the duties assigned to them, be first duly sworn or 
affirmed to faithfully perform the duties devolved on them 
by this act; and that in no case shall they, or either of them, 


examinc or allow any claim of which he or any of them is 
personally to receive any part. 


The question was then taken upon the remain- 
ing clause of Mr. CLayton’s amendment, as mod- 
ified, which is as follows: , 

And in all cases where any claim has been assigned or 
trausferred by the original claimant, the assignee shall be 
allowed no more than he paid for the claim, and the residue 
of the claim shall be paid to the original claimant. 

And it was determined in the negative. 

The question was then taken on the améndment 
of Mr. Mason, and it was determined in the nega- 
tive, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bagby, Butler, Calhoun, Foote, Johnson 


I do not say they are not 


What right have we to | 
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of Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, Mangum, Mason, Moor, 
Niles, Turney, Underwood, and Yulee—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Benton, Breese, 
Bright, Cameron, Cass, Clarke, Clayton, Davis of Mississip- 
pi, Douglas, Felch, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson of Louisi- 
ana, Rusk, Spruance, Sturgeon, and Westcott—20. 

The amendment reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, as amended, was then agreed 
to. 

No further amendment being made, the bill was 
reported to the Senate, and the amendment concur- 


red in; and the bill was read the third time, and - 


passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion of Mr. FOOTE, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the consideration of Executive business, and, 
after a short time spent therein, the doors were re- 
opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 29, 1848. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by the hands of J. 
K. Wacker, Esq., his Private Secretary. 


Mr. McKAY moved a reconsideration of the 
following resolution, adopted on Friday: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House receive proposals 
for binding books and documents ordered by the House, and 
that he submit the same to the Committee on Accounts for 
its examination and approval. 

In support of his motion, Mr. McK. referred to 
a letter written by the Clerk of the, House to the 
chairman of the Committee on Accounts, from 
which the House would see that there existed 
already an implied contract between the House 


and the public printers, which covered this bind-- 


ing of documents printed by the House’s order. 
It had for the last twelve years been understood 
on all hands that the public printer, whoever he 
might be, was entitled to a contract for binding 
ordered—it being considered as an incident to the 
public printing. 

He had recently called at the office of the present 
printers of the House, and had learned from them 
that, in pursuance of a suggestion of the Clerk of 
the House that such was their right, they had 
already entered into a contract for the binding re- 
ferred to in the resolution. This being the case, 
Mr. McK. asked whether the House was ready 
to incur a double expense, which must follow if 
both contracts were fulfilled? His object in rising 
had not been that any immediate action should be 
had upon the subject, but merely to move a recon- 
sideration, and let the motion lie over for a few 
days, so that the House should have time to in- 
quire more fully into the case, and prepare some 
amendments to the resolution. 

Here a letter was read from the Clerk of the 
House to the chairman of the Committee on Ac- 
counts, in relation to the custom which has hereto- 
fore prevailed in contracting for binding. Some 
conversation ensued. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, was op- 
posed to any unnecessary delay in regard to this 
resolution, and thought the subject had better be 
disposed of at once. There was an important 
document printed every year by order of the House, 
which was too valuable not to deserve to be pre- 
served in a permanent form, which would not be 
the case so long as it was left unbound; that valu- 
able public document, as matters now stood, was 
in a great measure lost to the country. He was 
desirous of seeing an arrangement at once entered 
into by which it should be bound, and thus put 
into a form in which it could be preserved in public 
and private libraries as a book of reference. It 
cost the country a vast sum of money, which was 
now toa great extent wasted. He hoped the reso- 
lution of yesterday would not ,be reconsidered. 
The gentleman from North Carolina was under a 
mistake; he had misconceived the nature of the 
resolution if he supposed that its adoption would 
necessarily involve a double eats Si and a double 
expense. The resolution provided that the pro- 
posals to be received by the Clerk for the contract 
for binding ‘should be submitted to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts for its examination and approval.” 
If, as the gentleman stated, a contract for this work 
already existed, and could not be rescinded, of 
course the Committee on Accounts would not ap- 
prove of a second contract for the same work. 
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The danger which so alarmed the gentleman had 
no existence. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, said he had no 
objection to the reconsideration moved by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina; but the practice which 
he had referred to, and which he had urged as the 
ae of his motion, though it had once existed, 

id not now continue. It was perfectly true that 
by the usage of the House the binding of docu- 
ments was considered as an incident to the printing 
of them, and was of course claimed by the printer 
to the House. But the gentleman should recollect 
that when this was the usage, the House was in 
the habit of appointing its public printer by elec- 
tion, and the majority for the time being deter- 
mined who the printer should be. But now the 
public printing was executed under contract, and 
given to the lowest responsible bidder. In the 
contract under which the present printers did the 
work nothing was said on the subject of binding, 
nor was it ever intended to be included in that con- 
tract. Under the old arrangement, the right to do 
the binding was a perquisite, and was enjoyed as 
such; but that was not the case now. Mr. K. well 
knew the zeal of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina to get the public work done for the least pos- 
sible expense; it was very creditable to him; Mr. 
K. was far from finding fault with it; and he was 
willing, therefore, that his motion to reconsider 
should be entertained. But whether the resolution 
was reconsidered or not, there would not be any 
double contract, because the bids were to be sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Accounts; and they 
would not sanction a second contract. 

[At this point in the discussion, by general con- 
sent, the motion to reconsider was laid over for the 

resent. ` 

Mr. ROCKW ELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House go into Committee of the Whole on the 
private calendar. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL desired that by general 
consent the message just received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States be read. ! 

The CHAIR stated that there was a previous 
Executive message on his table which had not 
sects read: the reading of this would come first in 
order. 

Mr. JONES objected to taking business from 
the Speaker’s table out of its regular order. 

The CHAIR then said that as objection was 
made, the last message could not now be read. 

Mr. ROBINSON inquired whether he had rightly 
understood the Chair as deciding that no businesg 
could be taken from the Speaker’s table if objec- 
tion was made? 

The CHAIR replying in the affirmative— 

Mr. ROBINSON appealed, and was going to 
address the House; when 

The SPEAKER reminded him that the appeal 
was not debatable. 

The SPEAKER then read the 18th rule of the 
House, which says: 

‘¢ After one hour shall have been devoted to reports from 
committees and resolutions, it shall be in order, pending the 
consideration or discussion thereof, to entertain a motion 
that the House do now proceed to dispose of the business on 
the Speaker’s table and to the arders of the day ; which be- 
ing decided in the affirmative, the Speaker shall dispose of 
the business on his table in the fullowing order, viz: 

“ ist. Messages and other Executive communications. 

«2d. Messages from the Senate and amendments pro- 
posed by the Senate to bills of the House. 


« 3d. Bills and resolutions from the Senate on their first 
and second reading,” &e. 


Mr. ROBINSON asked whether other Execu- 
tive messages had not been taken up and read since 
the message to which the Speaker’s decision re- 
ferred? | 

The CHAIR replied that there had, but it had 
in every case been done by general consent. ` 

Mr. ROBINSON said that it appeared, then, that 
a majority in the House could not get anything it 
pleased off the Speaker’s table, out of its regular 
order, so long as one member objected. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware. The objection 
comes from your own side of the House. 

Mr. ROBINSON said he was aware of that, and 
he was going on to argue that a different line of 
policy ought to be pursued, when he was remind- 
ed that his appeal was not debatable. 

Mr. R. then said, that if he could not present his 
views on the motion he had made, he would with- 
draw the appeal; and he withdrew it accordingly. 

Mr..ROCK WELL renewed his motion to go 
into Committee on the private calendar, but it was 
decided in the negative—ayes 68, noes 69. 


1848. 


Mr. McCLELLAND again asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House that the message of 
the President of the United States received this 
morning, should be laid before the House. 

The SPEAKER said it would be in order by 
general consent. a 

Mr. BRODHEAD asked that the messages 
ona received should first be laid before the 

ouse. l 

The SPEAKER said all the messages could be 
presented with the consent of the House. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said the message re- 
ceived this morning related to a matter. which, if 
attended to at all, ought to be promptly. It was 
in relation to Yucatan, and contained the corre- 
spondence between the Secretary of State and the 
Commissioner from that country. 

Mr. BRODHEAD withdrew his request for the 

evious messages. 

Mr. ROOT called for the messages in order. 

Mr. McLANE asked if an objection made would 
be of avail, if the House went into business in the 
order prescribed by the rule which had been read 
by the Speaker? 

The SPEAKER replied, that in the regular or- 
der af business, the documents on the Speaker’s 
table could not be reached until after one hour de- 
voted to the reception of reports from committees. 

Mr. McLANE. Then it will be in order to 
proceed to this business after one hour devoted to 
reports? 

he SPEAKER. It will be. 

Mr. BRODHEAD asked leave to offer a resolu- 
tion to rescind a previous order of the House, dis- 
tributing certain documents to the different counties 
in the United, States. 

Objection was made. 

The SPEAKER announced, that by unanimous 
consent, the Chair would proceed to lay before the 
House the messages of the President of the Uni- 
ted States in their order. 

No objection being made— 

The House, by general consent, proceeded to 
consider the message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States in relation to the return of Generals 
Santa Anna and Paredes to Mexico, and refusing 
to communicate the instructions given to Mr. Sli- 
dell as minister to Mexico, on which several mo- 
tions to commit were pending. 

The message was, on motion of Mr. TOMP- 
KINS, laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


The SPEAKER then laid before the House a 
message from the President, received some time 
since, Informing the House of the recent political 
events in France, and the overthrow of the French 
monarchy. It was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. : 


YUCATAN. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the. 
. following message, this day received from the 
President of the United States: 


To the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States: 

I submit, for the consideration of Congress, several com- 
munications received at the Department of State from Mr. 
Justo Sierra, Commissioner of Yucatan, and also acominu- 
nication from the Governor of that State, representing the 
condition of extreme suffering to which their country has 
been reduced by an insurrection of tiie Indians within its 
limits, and asking the aid of the United States. 

The communications present a case of huinan suffering 
and misery which cannot fail to excite the sympathies of all 
civilized nations. From these and other sources of informa- 
tion, it appears that the Indians of Yucatan are waging a 
war of extermination against the white race. In this cruel 
war they spare neither age nor sex, but put to death indis- 
criminately all who fall within their power. The inhabit- 
ants, panic-stricken and destitute of arms, are flying before 
their savage pursuers towards the coast; and their expulsion 
from their country, or their extermination, would seem to be 
inevitable, unless they can obtain assistance from abroad. 

Jn this condition they have, through their constituted au- 
thorities, implored the aid of this Government to save them 
from destruction, offering, in case this should be granted, to 
transfer the “dominion and sovertignty of the peninsula” to 
the United States. Similar appeals fur aid and protection 
have been made “to the Spanish and the English Govern- 
ments.?? 

Whilst it is not my purpose to recommend the adoption 
of any measure, with a view to the acquisition of the “ do- 
minion and sovereignty’? over Yucatan, yet, according to 
our established policy, we could not consent to a transfer of 
this ‘dominion and sovereignty” either to Spain, Great 
Britain, or any other European Power. In the language of 
President Monroe, in his message of December, 1823, “‘ we 
“should consider any attempt on their part to extend their 
“system to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to 
‘our peace and safety.” In my annual message of Decem- 
ber, 1845, I declared that, “ near a quarter of a century ago, 
‘the principle was distinctly announced to the world, in the 
‘annual message of one of my predecessors, that the ¢ Aimer- 
‘ican continents, by the free and independent condition 


€ which they have assumed and maintained, are henceforth 
‘not to be considered as subjects for future colonization by 
‘any European Power.’” ‘This principle will apply with 
‘greatly increased force, should any European Power at- 
‘tempt to establish any new colony in North America. In 
‘the existing circumstances of the world, the present is 
‘deemed a proper occasion to reiterate and reaffirm the 
t principle avowed by Mr. Monroe, and to state my cordial 
‘concurrence in its wisdom and sound policy. The re- 
‘assertion of this principle, especially in reference te North 
‘America, is at this day but the promulgation of a policy 
‘which no European Power should cherish the disposition 
€ to resist. Existing rights of every European nation should 
‘be respected ; butit is due alike to our safety and our in- 
€ terests that the efficient protection of our laws should be 
‘extended over our whole territorial limits, and thatit should 
‘he distinctly announced to the world, as our settled policy, 
‘that no future European colony or dominion shall, with 
‘our consent, be planted or established on any part of the 
‘American continent.” 

Our own security requires that the established policy thus 
announced should guide our conduct, and tlfis applies with 
great force to the peninsula of Yucatan. Itis situate in the 
Gulf of Mexico, on the North American continent; and from 
its vicinity to Cuba, to the capes of Florida, to New Orleans, 
and indeed to our whole southwestern coast, it would be 
dangerous to our peace and security if it should becomea 
colony of any European nation. 

We have now authentic information, thatif the aid asked 
from the United States be not granted, such aid will prob- 
ably be obtained from some European Power, which may 
hereafter assert a claim to “ dominion and sovereignty” over 
Yucatan. 

Our existing relations with Yucatan are of a peculiar char- 
acter, as will be perceived from the note of the Secretary of 
State to her Commissioner, dated on the 24th of December, 
last; acopy of which is herewith transmitted. Yucatan has 
never declared her independence, and we treat her asa State 
of the Mexican Republic. For this reason we have never 
officially received her Commissioner; but whilst this is the 


case, we have, to a considerable extent, recognized her as a |! : À ` 
' í st st | made this point of order, and he trusted it would 


neutral in our war with Mexico. Whilst still considering 
Yucatan as a portion of Mexico, if we had troops to spare 
for this purpose, | would deem it proper, during the coutin- 
uance of the war with Mexico, to occupy and hold military 
possession of her territory, and to defend the white inhabit- 
ants against the incursions of the Indians, in the same way 
that we have employed our troops in other States of the 
Mexican Republic in our possession, in repelling the attacks 
of savages upon the inhabitants, who have maintained their 
neutrality in the war. But, unfortunately, we caunot at the 
present, without serious danger, witlidraw our forces from 
other portions of the Mexican territory now in our occupa- 
tion, and send them to Yucatan. All that can be done, under 
existing circumstances, is to employ our naval furces in the 
Gulf, not required at other points, to afford them relief. But 
it is not to he expected that any adequate protection can thus 
be afforded, as the operations of such naval forces inust of 
necessity be confined to the coast. ° 

I have considered it proper to communicate the informa- 
tion contained in the accompanying correspondence, and I 
submit to the wisdom of Congress to adopt such measures 
as, in their judgment, ynay be expedient to prevent Yucatan 
from becoming a colony of any European Power, which, in 
‘no event, could be permitted by the United States; and-at 
the same time to rescue the white race from extermination 
or expulsion from their country. 

JAMES K. POLK. 


WASHINGTON, April 29, 1848. 
Mr. ROCKWELL, of Massachusetts, moved 


‘that the message and accompanying documents be 


referred to the Committee on Territories. 

[Many voices: Refer it to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. ] | 

He said it was perfectly evident that this was one 
of the most interesting messages that could possibly 
be communicated by the President of the United 
States to Congress. He did not know that the 
Committee on Territories was the most proper 
committee to which the reference could be rade: 
he did not know, for he had no time to consider, 
whether that committee, or the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, or a select committee, was the 
most appropriate committee. But he deemed the 
occasion appropriate to make some remarks to 
this House on the policy of this Government to- 
wards its territories. It was manifest, that while 
the Congress of the United States was occupied in 
the various matters which had for some weeks 
engrossed its attention, there was lying before 
them, demanding their grave consideration, 1n re- 
lation to several of the States in Mexico, matters 
of more important interest to the existence, to the 
duration of this Republic, than could be found in 
any of the other relations of this Government. 
He proposed, if it was in order on this occasion, to 
make some remarks upon the general policy of 
this Government towards any territories which 
might be expected to be acquired from the Repub- 
lic of Mexico by treaty of peace or otherwise. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, inquired if such a course 
of remark would be in order? 

The SPEAKER remarking that he could not 
decide whether remarks were in order until they 
were submitted, said that a general speech on the 
subject of territories already embraced within the 
limits of the United States, under a treaty which 
was understood to have been ratified by the Senate, 
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question of aiding a 


would hardly apply to the 
people of another territory. | : 

Mr. ROCKWELL said he understood that the 
message of the President of the United States cer- 
tainly contemplated, when viewed in some aspects, 
the annexation of the territory of Yucatan; [cries 
of “ No, no;”] and the question would arise upon. 
that message, in what manner the Government 
should proceed in relation to any acquisition from 
the Republic of Mexico in any manner. } 

Mr. COBB made the point of order, that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts having very proper- 
ly notified the. House that it was his intention to 
enlarge his remarks to cover the whole ground in 
relation to territories already annexed, this discuse 
sion was irrelevant, and not in order, on the mo- 
tion to refer the message just received. And he 
submitted to the Chair, and to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, that if the House intended to take 
any order whatever on the message, it was cer- 
tainly unwise to enter upon a general debate; for 
the discussion must necessarily be prolonged, and 
would eventuate in preventing any action. The 
message ought to be referred at once to the proper 
committee, which he thought was the Commit- 


| tce on Foreign Affairs; let the committee report, 
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and then the House could go into a discussion of 
the merits of the question, which would then be 
inorder. At present it seemed that the only legit- 
imate discussion would be as to the prepriety of 
referring and printinz the document, and not the 
whole subject in relation to our territories. He 


be acquiesced in by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

The SPEAKER stated, that being in the House, 
and not in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, the rules of the House must apply, 
and no remarks would be in order which did not 
apply to eee its condition, and the message 
of the President of the United States. In Com- 
mittee of the Whole, a wider range of debate was 
allowed. | 

_Mr. COBB called for the enforcement of the de- 
cision. 

Mr. ROCKWELL said he made the motion to 
refer the message to the Committee on Territories 
on the ground that, as he contended, all the terri- 
tories hereafter to be annexed, or which might be 
annexed, should be annexed as territories, and re- 
main for the present in the form of territorial gov- 
ernments. The Committee on Territories would 
be the appropriate committee to consider first the 
message of the President, and then, if any action 
of this kind was to be had, it should be in the form 
of a projet of a territoria? government. 

The SPEAKER said, if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts would point out any purpose or in- 
timation of a purpose in the message that Yucatan 
was to be annexed to the United States, then he 
would decide the course of remark which the gen- 
tleman had indicated to be in order. 

Mr. ROCKWELL had understood, from hear- 
ing the message hastily read, that- the President 
had laid before Congress the situation of the State 
of Yucatan—the situation of its white population, 
the extreme danger in which they were from the 
uprising of the Indians within that State; that he 
had called the attention of Congress to the cele- 
brated declaration of Mr. Monroe in 1823, in rela- 
tion to the dominion or interference of any Euro- 
pean or other foreign Power upon any of the 
territory on this continent; that he had called the 
attention of Congress to this matter with a view to 
action; action looking to and securing protection 
for the people of the State of Yucatan; that, al- 
though he had not recommended, he had made 
various suggestions looking to the ultimate occu- 
pation of that country—the temporary occupation 
for the purpose of protection; and he (Mr. R.) 
apprehended that the questions legitimately arose 
—first, shall that occupation be made? second, 
with what view? and third, in what manner? He 

roposed to discuss these questions, and he thought, 
if anything was to be done with relation to acquir- 
ing the territory, it should be done in the form of 
a territorial government. Such was the condition 
of that people, such their intellectual and social 
state, that this was the only fit way in which any 
portion of the territory of Mexico could ripen into 
a State. The remarks he was about to make in 
reference to Yucatan were equally applicable to 
any other part of Mexico which we were about to 
annex or might hereafter annex. 


2 


710 


The SPEAKER suggested whether, in discuss- 


ing the message in reference to the French people, 
it would not have been equally competent to pro- 
pose to refer it to the Committee on Territories, 
and to discuss the policy of a territorial govern- 
ment in reference to the French revolution? It 
seemed to him that it would have been equally 
cginpetent for the gentleman to have made his mo- 
tion and insisted upon his course of remarks upon 
that subject. 

Mr. ROCKWELL replied, he did not under- 
stand that the French Government had called for 
aid, or that the President of the United States pro- 
posed the occupation of any part of the territory 
of France; but it was to territory upon this con- 
tinent that the present message referred, and the 
President had taken a broad distinction between 
it and foreign territory. 

Mr. PETTIT called for the enforcement of the 
decision of the Chair, and said the remarks of the 
gentleman were out of order. 

The SPEAKER said he had no mode of bring- 
ing the question to a test except by allowing the 
_gentleman from Massachusetts to proceed. The 
Chair had given his general opinion that the course 
of remarks the gentleman from Massachusetts was 
about to pursue would not be relevant, and if the 
rules were insisted upon he must be ruled out of 
order. The gentleman, however, had the right to 
proceed in,hia speech, and then he could be called 
to order, if he discussed topics which were not 
legitimately before the House. 

‘Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, inquired if he 
understood the Speaker to rule the motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to be out of order. 

The SPEAKER replied that the motion was not 
out of order, and stated that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts would procced. 

Mr. BURT desired to move that the message be 
referred to a select committee. 

Mr. ROCK WELL would be exceedingly happy 
that the- gentleman from South Carolina should 
have an opportunity to make the motion. Itcould, 
however, be made hereafter. 

The message which had been communicated by 
the President of the United States to this House 
related (he said) to one of the States of the Repub- 
lic of Mexico; and, in the present condition of the 
relations between the United States and that Re- 
public, it was impossible to separate in our consid- 
eration the various matters which related to the va- 
rious portions of that Republic. It was true that 
a treaty of peace had been acted upon by this Gov- 
ernment which had relation to a portion of the do- 
main of Mexico. It was yet uncertain what might 
be the fate in that country of the treaty as modified 
in this; but it was not too much to assume that the 
result of all this transaction might very probably 
be, that a large portion of the Phe of Mexico 
might become part and parcel of the United States; 
md he held that now, at this time, it was of the 
utmost importance that this great question should 
be settled—this great, vital question, which should 
indicate the course of this Government towards 
territory which was to be acquired—whether any 

ortion of that territory was to be annexed, as 
UPA was annexed and admitted as a State into 
this Union, under that clause of the Constitution 
which authorized the admission of new States; or 
whether the protection and dominion of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States was first to be ex- 
tended over it in the form in which it had been 
extended over the whole western portion of this 
continent. Now, it was well known that in this 
transaction relatmg to the annexation of Texas 
- and of all this new territory, different opinions had 
prevailed and been advocated with respect to the 

owers of this Government under the Constitution. 

thad been supposed, before the question of the 
annexation of Texas was disposed of, that this 
‘Government had no constitutional power to annex 
new States by act of Congress, or to agree to their 
admission as States, until the territory had been 
acquired by treaty on the patt of this Government. 
It was a new doctrine at the time this question was 
first discussed, that the power given to Congress 
by the third section of the fourth article of the Con- 
stitution, which authorized Congress to admit new 
States, proprio vigore carried with it the power to 
acquire territory from foreign Governments, out of 
which States were to be created. That position 
was taken at that time, and it had already been 
distinctly referred to by an honorable gentleman 
- from Illinois as a precedent by which it was to be 
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declared by this Government that the Congress of 
the United States had the power to acquire terri- 
tory of a foreign State. It had been his (Mr. R.’s) 
fortune to contend against that doctrine at that time, 
and now it was his duty to conténd against another 
doctrine, which had been sought to be ingrafted 
upon the same section of the Constitution, which 
denied to Congress the power to establish territo- 
rial governments at all. Here were two questions 
of vital, paramount importance. In the first place, 
it was said, that after you have exhausted the 
treaty-making power, by which heretofore acquisi- 
tions had been made, you may then, by bare ma- 
jorities in both Houses of Congress, annex new 
States to this Union out of foreign territory. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, rose now to a point of 
order. The gentleman from Massachusetts had 
said sufficient to indicate the course he meant to 
pursue, and to that course of remark he [Mr. 
Cops] objected. He desired the action of the 
Fiouse on this message without irrelevant debate, 
and he submitted that the course of remark which 
the gentleman fron: Massachusetts [Mr. Rocx- 
WELL] had given an indication that he would pur- 
sue, was both irrelevant and out of order. 

The SPEAKER briefly explained, and decided. 
that any debate on the abstract right of this Gov- 
ernment to establish governments over territory 
that it might acquire, was out of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS desired permission to say a 
word or two. He had not risen to discuss the 
question now before the House, though he was 
ready to admit that it was a very grave question, 
but to suggest that this message should be sent to 
a select committee. If in order, he would move 
i reference to a select committee of nine mem- 

ers. 

The SPEAKER said that such a motion was 
not yet in order, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. RockwE.u] being in possession of the 
floor, if it was the pleasure of the House that he 
should proceed. [Several voices: Let him proceed 
in order. } | 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Massachusetts, had no 
objection to make the same motion as had been 
suggested by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
STEPHENS,] and he would add to it instructions to 
inquire and report whether all territory that shall 
hereafter become part of this Republic from the 
Republic of Mexico, should not be first organized 
by forming a territorial government. By that mo- 
tion he believed the whole question was thrown 
open, and he should now proceed to its discussion. 

Mr, COBB understood this motion had been 
made for the purpose of giving the gentleman from 
Miessachusetts an opportunity to make a speech 
that was out of order. Now, he submitted that the 
message before the House had no reference to ter- 
ritorial governments, and no motion would be in 
order that proposed to make a debate legitimate 
which on the message itself was out of order. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts could not thus re- 
lieve himself from the effect of the decision of the 
Chair, by making a motion that was not applica- 
ble to the subject before the House, and which did 
not legitimately grow out of it. The subject of 
territorial governments did not necessarily grow out 
of this message, and hence the instructions which 
he had submitted were not in order. The propriety 
of the motion he did not question. 

Mr. VINTON said it appeared by the message 
of the President that there was a letter addressed 
to the Secretary of State amongst the documents 
accompanying the message which related to the 
government or sovereignty of Yucatan. If thatletter 
was not too long, he should be glad to have it read, 
and then they should understand the bearings of 
the subject. _ 

The SPEAKER expressed his dissent with the 
views of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] 
respecting the admissibility of motions that gave a 
different direction to subjects before the House. 
Circumstances might arise in which such motions 
would be admissible. 

Mr. COBB said he had not alluded to the amend- 
ment, but to the instructions, which were of-a dif- 
ferent character than the message. And his point 
was, that the House could not refer a message toa 
committee with instructions to consider something 
else. He admitted that great latitude must neces- 
sarily be allowed in debate, but he could not agree 
that they could refer a message and therewith 
instruct the committee to consider something that 
was wholly irrelevant. 
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The SPEAKER intimated that until they had 
read the documents they were not competent to 
decide on the relation they bore to the subject of 
territorial governments. The gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Vinton] had called for the reading of a letter 
to the Secretary of State. 

Mr. COBB was aware of the difficulties of the 
case, and if he could foresee that the debate would 
terminate with the speech of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Rockweu,} he would not 
persist in his objections. Butother gentlemen might 
desire to follow. him, and a debate might spring up 
which would consume much time. It was not 
necessary that the gentleman should deliver to the 
House the argument which he had prepared at 
this time: many other opportunities would present 
themselves almost daily. He hoped, therefore, 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts, seeing the 
difficulty in which the Chair and the House were 
involved on this question, would consent to free 
them from it by postponing his argument to some 
other time. When the report should come in from 
the committee to whom the message might be re- 
ferred, a more appropriate opportunity would be 
afforded than the present, at which time he (Mr. C.) 
would not object to an enlarged debate. 

Mr. ROCKWELL yielded to the force of Mr. 
CoxsB’s appeal, and surrendered the floor. l 

Mr. STEPHENS again urged the reference to a 
select committee. He had not risen to enter into 
the discussion, for this was not the proper time 
for discussion. He wished to see the documents 
accompanying this message before he was called 
upon to go into any debate. It seemed to him, as 
he heard the message read, that it was a grave 
queen that it presented for the consideration of 

ongress, and he trusted, without any discussion 
now, these documents would be referred, and that 
at an early period a report would be submitted for 
the action of the House. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL thought this message 
should go to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. He well understood the pro- 
priety of giving time for discussion and inquiry, 
and he hoped each member of the House would give 
to the subject all the examination his ability, and 
opportunity, and knowledge of the history, and 
condition, and geographical position of the coun- 
try would enable him to give to it; and this could 
be done as well if the direction were given to it that 
he had suggested, as if it were referred to a stand- 
ing or select committee, and probably with Jess 
delay. 

Mr. ROOT desired to know how long the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania thought it would be 
before it would be likely to be reached in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, if it got there. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL was not able to say, 
but it might be made the special order for Tuesaday 
next. [**There is one for that day.’’] It wasa 
subject which had been partially under considera- 
tion for the last few days, for they had seen that 
application had been made to this Government by 
a commissioner from Yucatan for aid. And he 
had seen with regret, and he believed every mem- 
ber would concur with him in regretting, that, from 
whatever cause he knew not, repeated applications 
had been made to this Government, in a manner 
to bespeak the sympathy of mankind, and partic- 
ularly of this country, that had interested itself in 
the cause of neighboring nations, and that. of these 
repeated applications to the Government of the 
United States no notice was taken until the com- 
missioner of Yucatan appealed to the public in be- 
half of suffering humanity. He was not in the 
habit of complaining of any branch of this Govern- 
ment. Ifthe Government did its duty, opposed to 
it politically as he was, he would stand by it, and 
he was always ready to give it his cordial codper- 
ation, so far as was necessary to aid it in carrying 
on the affairs of thiscountry. But he said again 
he had seen with regret a statement published in 
the newspapers within the last few days, under the 
name of Mr. Sierra, commissioner from Yucatan, 
that he had again and again appealed to the Secre- 
tary of State for aid for his countrymen, and again 
and again a deaf ear was turned to his application. 
He mentioned it now not to reproach anybody. 
The Secretary of State may have had his hands 
full and not been able to attend to the application. 
When an appeal came from Texas, at the time 
that General Woll issued his proclamation threat- 
ening extermination by internecine war, we list- 
ened to her invocation, and hastened to the assist 
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ance of suffering humanity, though it might be we 
viewed the Texans as more nearly allied to our- 
selves. But here, too, was suffering humanity, 
which appealed to us for aid, in granting which 
we should involve ourselves in no international 
conflict, for. it was aid against barbarians that was 
invoked—against savages that thirsted for the blood 
of the Yucatanese, and were pursuing the inhabit- 
ants of a neighboring nation with unrelenting hos- 
tility, to utter destruction. Should we then stand b 
28 a nation, occupying so important a part on this 
great continent, and give no aid? ith such a 
force as our squadron, not now required to operate 
against the enemy, would furnish, though the 
ships could not reach the shores—he would under- 
take to say, with the force that could be landed 
by the ships’ boats of well-disciplined and trained 
sailors, although they could not proceed into the 
interior, we could send terror amongst the savage 
foe, and teach them that they could not with impu- 
at ago on civilized man. 

r. HILLIARD interposed and said he desired 
to make to the gentleman from Pennsylvania a sin- 
gle suggestion. He thought the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia (Mr. Srernens] a good one. 
In stich a case there must be some plan devised 
which must be imbodied in a bill in a clear and 
precise shape, and he deemed it imprudent to go 
into Committee of the Whole without some meas- 
ure to be.submitted for consideration. The Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs or a select committee 
could point out some precise mode of relief for the 
approval of the House, and he hoped the gentle- 
man from’ Pennsylvania would concur in a refer- 
ence to some smaller body than the Committee of 
the Whole. 

. Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL always appreciated the 
suggestions of his friend from Alabama, and he 
did so on this occasion. His object was to pro- 
mote early action, and if the course suggested by 
the gentleman from Alabama would produce that 
result, he shoul interpose no objection. But he 
should desire the committee to report to the House 
at as early a day as possible. He had risen sud- 
denly, on the instant the proposition was made, 
with several plans sue esed to his mind. He first 
thought that the best reference would be to the 
Committee of the Whole, and that Tuesday or 
even Monday could he fixed for its consideration. 
If, however, a standing or a select committee would 
better answer the purpose and avoid unnecessary 
delay, he should readily acquiesce. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, could not 
consent that that message should go to any com- 
mittee until one of its features was brought dis- 
tinctly to the view of this House; and then, in that 
respect, the House could determine to what com- 
mittee it should go. Asa mere question of instant 
relief, he supposed no man questioned that that 
relief would be by sending a portion of the army 
or navy, which would be the question to be sub- 
mitted for consideration and decision of the House. 
But the President had taken the opportunity of 
reiterating a doctrine which was said to be the 
doctrine of Mr. Monroe; and there never was a 
more inappropriate time for the assertion of that 
doctrine, even if it did apply. Because the Yuca- 
tanese told them that they were about to be extet- 
minated, and, in obedience to the law of nations— 
salus reipublice suprema lex—which in all minds 
should be above all other considerations, to save 
their lives, appealed to other countries, did this 
country, in this enlightened age, when all Europe 
was responding to the sentiment that a people have 
the right to select for themselves their own guar- 
dians in a manner and form agreeable to their own 
institutions—should we say, while we are unable 
to rescue them from the difficulties by which they 
are surrounded, that we will interpose between 
them and any other country that should attempt 
to give them the necessary aid and protection? 
Should we, in advance, throw ourselves before 
other nations and bid them defiance, and say to 
them respectively, Stop; if you do afford protec- 
tion, if you do throw the ægis of your protection 
over these people to whom we are not able to afford 
assistance, we will meet you in a conflict of arms? 
That doctrine of Mr. 
remerhbered, at the time the allied sovereigns were 
about to interfere with self-government. When 
the States of South America had disenthralled. 
themselves, the allied sovereigns, fearing difficul- 
ties in Europe from the diffusion of free sentiments 
and the establishment of republics in South Amer- 
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ica, contemplated bringing back to colonial sub- 
jection the southern hemisphere. But we prompt- 
ly met them; and the people, feeling the justice of 
the course—feeling a hearty sympathy with South 


America—were willing to support Mr. Monroe; 


but did that include the doctrine that Yucatan 
should not choose who should be her protector? 
Did it prohibit her from calling upon any nation 
for protection? He warned gentlemen—he warned. 
this country—while we were assuming this bold 
attitude, not to be so lofty in their pretensions. 
There was yet one nation that had not lost the 
imperial diadem, and such pretensions might in- 
volve us in a calamitous war. He protested against 
that doctrine which the President in this message 
had promulgated, and he hoped it would not be 
sanctioned by this House. | 

Mr. COBB said there was one remark which 
had fallen from the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. J. R. INGeErsoLL]) which he regretted to hear. 
He regretted that that gentleman should deem it 
proper, in anticipation of the publication of these 
documents, and before the information which they 
contained could go to the country, to cast censure 
on the Government here in reference to its course 
on this subject. He did not know how far these 
documents, when published, would justify those 
imputations, or relieve the Government from them; 
but it would have been better to have allowed them 
to be printed and to go to the country, and then 
they would all be able to form a correct judgment 
as to the propriety of the course which the Presi- 
dent had pursued. 

Mr. INGERSOLL explained. What he re- 
ferred to was this: A paper appeared the other day 
in the different gazettes, signed by Mr. Sierra’s 
own name, in which'he said, that seven months 
ago, he made the first application to the Secretary 
of State, to which he had received noreply. After- 
wards he made another application,. the precise 
date of which he (Mr. I.) did not recollect, and to 
that he had received no answer, and that he was 
making a third communication. He (Mr. 1.) ex- 
pressed his regret that such a course should have 
been pursued. His friend from Georgia knew 
that he was not apt to make complaints where 
they were not deserved. But in this case he ex- 
pressed his regret that so much time should have 
been allowed to elapse when suffering humanity 
was appealing for succor; and he now appealed 
to this House, in the name of that humanity, not 


to let that delay be participated in by this House, - 


as it had unfortunately been participated in by the 
State Department. | 

Mr. COBB asked the gentleman from Pennsy]l- 
vania if he was sure this commissioner had been 
recognized? [** No; he had not.’’] Clearly, he 
had not. He would not, however, go into a dis- 
cussion of this subject at this time. 

Mr. STEPHENS was not prepared to say what 
course the House should take with this matter. 
But if, after all, they should grant some sort of 
relief, he asked the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 


[Mr. J. R. INGERsoLL,}] with whom he generally. 


concurred, if it was not necessary that the plan of 
relief should be digested before it was presented to 
this House. Could the House do anything until 
% digested plan was before it? He suggested to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania if it was not both 
proper and necessary that some committee should 


consider the subject, and prepare a plan for the: 
action of the House? ‘This was a great question, 


and he would state frankly to the House, that until 
he became better acquainted with the facts, and 
knew more of the cireumstances, he was not pre- 
pared to say that this country should set out on 
a crusade to establish freedom in other Govern- 
ments, and to throw the egis of its protection over 
all the nations of the earth. While he would sym- 
pathize (if the House would pardon the use of that 
now common expression) with the Yucatanese, he 
was not prepared to say that he was commissioned 
by his constituents to go in search of misery and 
oppression in other nations, and tender them the 
assistance of this:Government. However, he 
should not prejudge this case, and say it was one 
to which they could not extend relief. He was 
one of those here last year who sent bread to suf- 
fering humanity in Ireland when it was starving; 


and he was still willing to give all the aid that could | 


be furnished, but he must understand all the facts 
of the case before he could say he would do any- 
thing in cases in which his sympathies might be 
aroused. He might, when he had examined the 


facts, agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
in eggs a to the people of a bordering 
nation. But it might turn out that something else 
was necessary besides. It was a new question, . 
and should be well considered. When it came u 
properly, he intended and expected to give his 
views upon it; but at present he would not longer 
detain the House. ‘In the history of this country 
there had been no such question presented; and a 
question would arise whether this Government, 
under any circumstances, could render assistance 
similar to that asked for by Yucatan. Animportant 
constitutional principle was involved. Suppose it 
true that the Spanish white population of Yucatan, 
as they were called, should propose to this Gov- 
ernment to sell out their country, if we would pro- 
tect them; suppose this was so, (and he was not 
going to-prejudge the case,) did it not involvea 
grave question? Was it not a new question? It 
was suggested to him by gentlemen who had at- 
tended to the reading of the message, that it amounts 
to that. He would repeat that it was a grave ques- 
tion, and he appealed to the good sense of the 
House if it did not become them to pause before _ 
they took such a step as that? He was not pre- 
ared to do it without some reffection. - And was 
it not, then, proper that it should be referred toa 
select committee to examine and report upon the 
facts ? and, if they found it was proper for the action 
of the House, they could submit some digested plan 
to give efficient aid, that would be suitable and val- 
uable to that country. 7 

Mr. COBB, resuming the floor, observed that he 
thought a reference of the message to a Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union would 
answer every purpose that could be accomplished 
by sending it to a select committee or to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs; for, whatever measures 
it might be proper to take, could as well be con- 
sidered and digested in a Committee of the Whole 
as anywhere else. 

Mr. STEPHENS asked whether a Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union could re- 
port a bill? 

Mr. COBB replied, most certainly it could. It 
had the same right to prepare and report bills as 
any other committee. ° 

Mr. STEPHENS said, that in considering the 
subject in Committee of the Whole, T measure 
which the committee would report would be sug- 
gested in committee by some one individual, so 
that the measure would be suggested by an indi- 
vidual at last. Else why refer any matter at all? 
Why send a subject to a standing committee, if it 
could be as well considered in the House? Anda 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
would be no better able to digest measures than 
the House itself. | 

Mr. COBB said such a committee would have 
an important advantage over the House for sucha 
purpose, because it enjoyed a wider latitude of de- 
bate. And, though the subject of this message did 
involve a principle of very great importance, yet, - 
as to the measure to be recommended, it wasa 
simple matter and attended with no complexity. 
In ordinary matters of business, especially where 
accounts or other details were involved, a select or — 
standing committee might be very necessary and 
desirable: but this was no matter of detail, and 
however important in its bearings, the thing to be 
done must be in its nature plain and simple. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH said he did not think 
that the conduct of the Secretary of State had been ` 
putin a fair light. He was enabled, from the most 
unquestionable authority, to state that action had 
been had in the matter as soon as the department 
could get any sufficient knowledge of the circum- 
stances. He did not wish that the Administration 
should be censured before the world in relation to 
transactions in which the country felt as much in- 
terest as in the distresses of the people of Yuca- 


tan. 

Mr. COBB expressed his anxiety that imme- 
diate action should be taken by the House, and 
remonstrated against any prolongation of the de- 
bate. 

Mr. ROOT said here was another clear case of 
sympathy; and it seemed like to take the course of 
other sympathetic questions, in having the House 
go off into immediate action, even before one 
the documents on which they were to act had been 
read. Here was the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. J. R. IneersoLL] lashing himself and the 
House into a.perfect tempest of sympathy for the 
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people of Yucatan, and complaining because the 
Government had not acted on the first suggestion 
addressed to it. Now, Mr.R. was very much in- 
clined to believe that we were sympathizing with the 
aristocracy of Yucatan, and were going to oppose 
the detnocracy: if he rightly understood the mat- 
ter, it was a case of the few opposing the many; 
of the aborigines of the country rising up for their 
natural rights. This was the real state of things, 
so far as we had any information in regard to it. 
Now, if that was what was going on, he wanted 
to know what business we had to interfere? Let 
the people of Yucatan take care of themselves. 
We had all been accustomed to sympathize with 
the people of South America in their struggles to 
resist the Spaniards who invaded and trampled on 
them: we were in the habit of admitting that they 
had a right to keep their oppressors out, and to turn 
them out when they came in; and Mr. R. did not 
know that they had lost any of their original rights. 
Mr. R. would say to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Incersot1, ] that if our Government 
acted in this matter at all, Yucatan, as a Mexican 
province, was gone, forever and for aye. Let us 
once take military possession of the country, and 
act as its defender, and annexation was inevitable. 
` Why were not gentlemen as ready to sympathize 
with France? Why not take up the cause of the 
blouses? 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL here wished to have 
the communication of Mr. Sierra read. 

Mr. ROOT said he did not care what Mr. Sierra 
said: he should not yield the floor for any such 
purpose. Here were gentlemen opposed to the 
acquisition of territory of any kind, yet wishing 
that our army and our fleet should take military 
occupation of Yucatan. How could gentlemen be 
talking in this way? They might be very sincere; 
he did not doubt they were; but they were certainly 
not very logical. 

The best motion that had been made, was that 
which came from the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Steruens,] yet he agreed that it would be 
better that motion should be postponed, till we 
knew better what would be the effect of it. 

Mr. R. would endeavor to keep himself in or- 
der, in the remarks he meant to make. This was 
the third thing of the same kind that had been car- 
ried through: that House on the wings of sympa- 
thy; and when all had been done, and the House 
came to wake up, and gentlemen began to rub their 
eyes, they found themselves in the midst of a war, 
and, he would add, of a national crime. 

What! were we to go out and aid the weaker 
party in every war all over the world? Oh, no; 
they did not mean that; but Mr. Monroe had com- 
mitted us by his declaration in 1823. Aye! And 
what authority had Mr. Monroe to do any such 
thing? None atall. But it was sometimes very 
convenient, when gentlemen had a point to carry, 
to resort to some of Mr. Monroe’s old musty let- 
ters. We had no business to interfere with the 
internal concerns of other.nations. He would like 
to know whether any gentieman meant seriously 
to take the position that it was our duty as a nation 
of republicans, to take part with the aristocrats of 
Yucatan against ‘‘ the democracy ?” 

The Spaniards had invaded and conquered that 
country years ago, and had held on to their con- 
quest unul the democracy of the country, the wool 
hats and check shirts, had found out that they had 
rights, and were resolved to maintain them. ‘They 
had, to be sure, disregarded to some extent the 
laws of Christian wartare; they had made rather 
free with their neighbor’s property, and so did the 
blouses in France. They, too, had shown but little 
respect for the personal property of Louis Philippe; 
they had torn his old throne to pieces, and carried 
it about the streets—that thing so sacred in the 
eyes of every old aristocrat in the country; and 
ot we had expressed our sympathy with the 

louses, and sent them our congratulations. And 
now we were called on to sympathize with the 
Spanish aristocracy in a Mexican province! Oh, 
but then the Indian race were so inferior: be it so; 
were we, for that reason, to have no respect for 
their rights as the aborigines of the soil? Who 
were the Spaniards that were so infinitely their su- 
periors? Mr. R. imagined they were about equal 
to the Mexicans; and if there was anything un- 
der the face of heaven meaner than a Mexican 
‘“ greaser,’’? he should like to know it. He felt 
more like taking sides against such fellows than 
against the poor Indians. The Yucatanese might 


have begged us long enough for meat and flour, 
and we should not have sent them any, though we 
did feed the starving Irish; but when a little foreign 
faction that held all the rest of the population in 
bondage cried out to us that they were no longer 
able to protect themselves against what he supposed 
gentlemen would style ‘a lawless mob,”’ but who 
were, after all, the ‘“ native Americans” in Yucatan, 
we were straightway to get upa most violent sym- 
pay for them, and censure our own President and 

is Secretary of State for being so dilatory in not 
sending fleets and armies tohelpthem. For what 
were we to send troops there? The true: answer, 
was, to get a large territory, and keep it as our 
own. These aristocrats were to surrender us the 
country if we would but attack the majority, who 
were cruelly oppressing them, the minority. This 
seemed to be the only reason why we should at- 
tack the native Yucatanese, unless, indeed, it was 
on account of their color. 

It was just suggested to him by a gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Cuineman,] that no 
doubt Louis Philippe would have been very glad 
if we had sympathized on his side, and protected 
him against the blouses. No question of it. But 
who would have dared to propose that? If these 
Spaniards in Yucatan were not able to protect 
themselves against the natives whom they had so 
long governed and oppressed, why should we be 
called on to do it for them? Who was troubling 
them? Anybody from abroad? Not at all. lt 
was their own affair—a contest within the country 
between a foreign faction and the natives of the 
country. 

Mr. R. said he did not rejoice in bloodshed—he 
hated war. He admitted there might at times be 
a necessity for it; but the heart sickened at the 
thought of the carnage and misery that always 
followed; but we were not for that reason war- 
ranted in interfering between a petty faction and a 
majority of the inhabitants of another country. 
The Administration would never have had the re- 
motest idea of going on a crusade of pure human- 
ity to save the Yucatanese from being slaughtered 
had it not been for the hope of grabbing the coun- 
try—of getting more territory. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, he knew, had been actuated 
by no such motive; he had been perfectly sincere 
in his idea of what humanity required atour hands. 
That gentleman did not see that, if we once sent an 
army into Yucatan on the pretext of defending the 
inhabitants, we should retain the country forever; 
this that gentleman could not see. But Mr. R. 
would ask every other gentleman in that House 
whether, if we should once take such a step, we 
should not hold on to Yucatan as ours forever? 
Why, as soon as we had driven back the Indians, 
we should want to be indemnified for the expenses 
of the war—to be indemnified for our sympathy, 
our great charity and regard to the claims of hu- 
manity; and they would indemnify us as Mexico 
was going to do, by yielding up their territory. It 
would be a dear intervention for the poor Indians. 

That country contained two distinct races, at war 
with each other; and we were called to take part 
with one of them, and to destroy their enemies. 
Now, Mr. R. admitted that his sympathies were, 
first, in favor of the white race; but those who went 
on this ground must show him better samples of 
the white man than these Spaniards before they 
would get up his sympathies very high. Under 
these views of the case, and not desiring any hasty 
or premature action in a matter of so great import- 
ance, Mr. R. would move that the further consid- 
eration of the message and pf this whole subject 
be postponed to ‘Tuesday next, and in the mean- 
while the message and documents could be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, demanded the 
previous question; he believed that that was in 
accordance with the sentiment of the House. 

The CHAIR stated that if the previous question 
was seconded and carried, the main question would 
be, first, on referring the message and accompany- 
ing documents to a Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and secondly, on referring 
them to a select committee. 

_ After some desultory suggestions and conversa- 
tion— 

Mr. BOTTS asked Mr. Jonnson to consent to 
withdraw his motion for the previous question. 

Mr. JOHNSON said he would do so, on condi- 
tion that the gentleman from Virginia would re- 
new it. 

Mr. BOTTS promised to do so. He then went 


on to say that this wås a grave subject, and he 
was in an unfit condition to discuss or decide upon 
it, having recently entered the House, and not 
even having heard the message read. There might 
be, and he believed there were, many more gentle- 
men in like circumstances. No one, he, believed, 
had read the documents accompanying the mes- 
sage. The action of the House in this case might 
establish an important precedent, and that for a 
day perhaps not very remote. The Housé ought 
surely to have an opportunity to consider the facts 
and maturely to discuss the whole subject. There 
was a standing committee of the House to whom 
the consideration of this matter was specially ap- 
propriate, and Mr. B. had risen mainly with the 
purpose of moving the referente of the message 
aitd documents to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, and that they be printed. 

He concluded, in compliance with his promise, 
by moving the previous question, but said he 
should himself vote against it. 

The motion was seconded without a count, and 
the previous question put and carried; and, the 
main question being first on the reference to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
it was decided in the negative. It was then put 
on referring to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and carried: ayes 96. 

The message and documents were thereupon re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and . 
ordered to be printed. 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 

By Mr. ROCKWELL, of Massachusetts: The petition of 
thirty-three citizens of Leyden, Massachusetts, praying for 
a uniform rate of postage, not to exceed one cent on news- 
papers and two cents on each prepaid letter of half an 
ounce. Also, the petition of Emily Hubbard, of East Gran- — 
ville, Massachusetts, for a pension. _ Also, the petition’of 
Luther Edwards, of Chesterfield, Massachusetts, for a set- 
tlement of national difficulties by a congress of nations. 

By Mr. LEVIN: Memorial of citizens of Philadelphia 
city and county in favor of the civilization and preservation 
of the Indians. Also, two memorials of citizens of Phila- 
delphia city and county, praying Congress to take action in 
relation to the exactions of the Camden and Amboy Railroad 
Company. ; 

By Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL: Additional memorials from 
citizens of Philadelphia, asking for the survey of a route for 
a post road between New York and Philadelphia—the line 
to be retained under the perpetual control of the Union, and 
to be used for the construction of a railroad. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, April 29, 1848. 


After the customary prayer— 

On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the reading 
of the Journal was dispensed with. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, relative to affairs in Yucatan. 
[See House proceedings for the message.) 

There were sundry documents accompanying 
the message. The message having been read— 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the message and 
documents be referted to the Committe on Foreign 
Relations, and that they be printed. | 

Mr. CALHOUN. Before that question is put, 
I rise toexpress my regret that the President should 
place this recommendation on any other ground 
than that of humanity. If I heard the message 
aright, he asserts the principle as deduced from 
Mr. Monroe’s declaration, that when the people 
of any portion of this contitent is placed in the 
condition in which Yucatan is, and either party 
should be compelled to apply to us for protection, 
we should interpose and protect them, to prevent 
the interference of England, or some other foreign 

ower. A broad and dangerous principle, truly. 

t goes far beyond Mr. Monroe’s declaration. It 
is difficult to say what limits can be fixed to it, or 
to what it would carry us, if reduced to practice. 
I take this early opportunity—for experience has 
brought me to strike at once on the introduction of 
an objectionable measure—-to express my surprise 
and regret, that the President should seize such an 
occasion as this to recommend the occupation of 
Yucatan by our army, or a portion of it, if it could 
be spared from Mexico. It is startling. Who 
can tell to what it will lead, and where it will end? 
Flow strange to recommend it at such a time, on the 
ground, if we did not occupy it, some other Power 
might. In the present condition of Europe, there 
is no more probability that England, or any other 
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Power there, would seize on Yucatan, than that 
I, as an individual, would. Who can suppose, 
engrossed as she is, and all other Powers in that 
quarter of the globé are, with questions connected 
-= with their existence, that they could, for a moment, 
entertain an idea of the kind? England has enough 
to attend to at home. Who can tell what may be 
her condition? The supposition of the possibility 
of suck a step on her part, seems to me strange and 
unaccountable. I did hope that the experience of 
the Mexican war—that precipitate and rash meas- 
ure, which has cost the country so dearly in blood 
and treasure—would have taught the Administra- 
tion moderation and caution, and induced them to 
shun any course of policy calculated to plunge the 
country in a similar cost and sacrifice. Who can 
form an estimate of the expenditure, the sacrifice 
of life, and the difficulties to which the adoption of 
the President’s recommendation in this case would 
lead? The condition of Europe ought to admonish 
us against taking it. 

hat are the causes which have led to its pres- 
ent upheaving, and the'reeling to and fro of all her 
Governments? What are those which are assigned 
for the overthrow of the French monarchy, and 


the danger that threatens the British with the same | 


fate? Among the prominent is the heavy burden 
imposed on the people, which has crushed them 
to the earth, and which has been continually in- 
creasing. It is charged that the onerous burden 
imposed on the people of France by the mighty 
‘wars of Napoleon, instead of being diminished, 
were actually increased under the Government of 
its late monarch, and that those imposed on the 
people of England to resist his gigantic power, are 
as great as thty were at the end of the mighty con- 
test between the two Powers, allowance being made 
for the depreciation of the currency. Are we not 
fairly liable to the same charge? Has there been 
any alleviation of the burden imposed on our peo- 
ple by the payment of the debts of the Revolution, 
or the war of.1812? Are our expenses less than 
they were in the war of 1812, allowing for the de- 
preciation of the currency during that conflict? 
- ‘Those who have not attended to the subject would 
be surprised, on comparing the expenses of the 
Governmtnt now with what it was during Mr. 
Monroe’s administration. It terminated in 1825, 
twenty-three years ago. The average expenditure 
of that administration did not exceed $10,000,000 
annually, deducting the payment of the principal 
und interest of the public debt. It is difficult to 
: say what it is now; it will probably be not less than 
$30,000,000. It is true, our population has in- 


creased, but it has probably not more than doubled, 


while our expenses has increased three-fold. And 


yet, heedless of consequences, it is proposed to. 


adopt a course of policy, before we have extrica- 
ted ourselves from the burden and losses of the 
Mexican war, which may lead to expenses and 
sacrifices of which no one can form even a conjec- 
ture. I am willing, on the score of humanity, to 
go as far as we can with safety and propriety, in 
this case. How far that is, l am not prepared to 
say; but I cannot possibly support the course of 
policy recommended by the President, as I un- 
derstand the message. I am not certain as to 
what he intends; but be it such as I suppose or 
not, I cannot but regret that he should mix up 
what ought to be an appeal purely to our human- 
ity with the considerations he has. ‘The case of 
Yuesian is indeed an awful one. In the midst of 
our sympathy, we may derive instructions from 
it. The people of Yucatan, after they threw off 
the Spanish yoke, acting on the idea that all 
men are qualified to enjoy the blessing of liberty, 
and ought of right to possess it, liberated the 
large mass of their population, consisting of 
aborigines in a state of ignorance and subjection, 
and raised them to a level with themselves, by 
making them citizens. The result is such as we 
this day. witness. ‘They were too ignorant to 
appreciate liberty, or exercise the rights it con- 
ferred; and instead of gratitude, they have turned 
round and murdered those who conferred it on 
them, and laid waste and devastated the country. 
Such are the fruits of a misguided, misjudging 
philanthropy, combined with erroneous political 
notions, which are so prevalent at the present time 
in more enlightened and civilized countries, but 
which, whenever reduced to practice, must lead to 
disastrous consequences. ` 

Mr. HANNEGAN. I cannot but think that 
the honorable Senator from South Carolina has 
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misconceived, to a very great extent, the reasons 
assigned by the President for making the recom- 
mendation which he has made. I am inclined to 
think the Senator must have mistaken the nature 
of the message; and | would now proceed to set 
him right upon the subject, but for a reason which 
I suppose is known to every Senator, on account 
of which I intend to move an adjournment. It is 
out of respect to a member of this body, who is 
at this moment in the agonies of death. I dislike 
that the discussion should be proceeded with at 
such a time, and I therefore move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. FOOTE. I hope the honorable Senator 
will withdraw his motion for a moment, in order 
that I may make a suggestion in reference to what 
has been said by the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. If the debate be allowed 
to proceed, it will occupy the whole day. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Will the gen- 
tleman allow the question to be taken on a motion 
to print before he moves an adjournment? 

r. HANNEGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FOOTE. I rise for the purpose of urging 
on the honorable Senator from Indiana, whose off- 
cial station as chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, seems to indicate the peculiar propri- 
ety of a suitable response to what has fallen from 
the honorable Senator from South Carolina, being 
offered by him. ‘The unhappy condition of one ot 
our most worthy associates in this body, so pa- 
thetically alluded to by the Senator from Indiana, 
might well prevent a long debate at the present 
moment. But, yielding to none in sympathy for 
my suffering friend and his distressed family, I 
feel bound to insist, that at least a few remarks 
should be made by some Senator in defence of the 
Executive message so pointedly and, as I think, 
unjustly assailed, by the Senator trom South Caro- 
lina. T'he speech of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina going out without any reply, is well calculated 
to engender prejudice and diftuse error, as I am sure, 
in relation to a great question, involving most deep- 
ly the honor and welfare of the Republic, and 
which, in several of its bearings, is one of peculiar 
delicacy to the present condition of our country and 
the civilized world. I hope the honorable Senator 
from Indiana will consent to say something at once 
in defence of the message. If he will not, as he 
seems unwilling to do, l feel bound to say, before 
I yield the floor, what I am Tonvinced will be jus- 
tified by the reading of the document in question, 
when ıt shall have been examined, that it has been 
most surprisingly misunderstood by the Senator 
from South Carolina, who, ‘‘taking the question 
at the first pop,” as he styles it, has entirely failed 
to interpret the language of the message with even 
an approximation to his usual accuracy in such 
matters. I have read the message at the Clerk’s 
table, and feel authorized to insist, that had the 
distinguished Senator from South Carolina done 
himself and the country the justice to examine it 
before he indulged in the harsh strictures to which 
we have listened, he never would have uttered 
tv.o-thirds of what we have heard from him on the 
present occasion. 1 solemnly in¥oke a complete 
suspension of the public judgment in regard to the 
message until it shall have been printed and dis- 
passionately examined. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. I feel as much anxiety to 
reply to what has fallen from the Senator from 
South Carolina as the Senator from Mississippi 
can do; but from the fact 1 have stated, I feel a 
disinclination to do so at present. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 1, 1848. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated, that when the House 
adjourned on Saturday last, the question pending 
was on the motion of Mr. McKay to suspend the 
rules, to enable him to offer a resolution fixing the 
hour of meeting of the House at 10 o’clock, a. m., 
and of the adjournment thereof at 3 o’clock, daily. 

After suggestions from various members— 

Mr. McK AY so modified his motion as merely to 
fix the hour of meeting of the House at 11 o’clock, 
a.m.; which was agreed to: and the House will 
accordingly meet hereafter at 11 o’clock, a. m. 

Mr. VINTON moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to offer the resolution he has heretofore 
sought to offer, making the various appropriation 


713 


bills and the bill to regulate the appointment of 
clerks in the Executive departments the special 
order of the day for Wednesday next, at one hour 
after the meeting of the House, and for every sub- 
sequent day at the same hour, Fridays and Satur- 
davs excepted, until they are finally disposed of. 

Mr. FICKLIN hoped his friend from Ohio 
would consent this time to include the Oregon bill. 

Mr. VINTON asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. : 

Mr. FICKLIN wished to move an amendment, 
to-include the Oregon bill. 

The SPEAKER stated that no amendment was 
now in order, as the question was put upon the 
suspension of the rules. 

__ Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, wished to inquire 
if the gentleman from Ohio had made the effort- in 
committee to take up these bills? 

eg SPEAKER stated that no debate was in 
order. 

Mr. VINTON replied, if it was in order, he 
would cheerfully answer the inquiry; and, no ob- 
jection being made, he said that the first-named 
bill had been taken up in committee nearly a month 
ago, and they had not been able to reach it since, 
on ace of the special orders which had put it 
aside. 
_ Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, inquired if 
it would be in order to move an amendment to take 
up all the private bills on the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER replied that the resolution was 
not open to amendment, not having yet been re- 
ceived. l 

Mr. HOLMES added, that it didjthis House no 
credit to stop the whole legislation of the country. 
He spoke of both,political parties. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, asked if there was not 
already a special order for the day named—being 
the bill relative to granting bounty-land warrants? 

Mr. VINTON supposed, in case there was 
already a special order, this would take its place 
subsequent to that, and the bills would be acted 
upon In the order named in the resolution. 

The motion to suspend the rules was decided by 
yeas and nays: Yeas']27, nays 25. 

Two-thirds having voted in the affirmative, the. 
rules were apoco apd the resolution receiyeg. 

Mr. VINTON moved the previous question. 

Mr. FICKLIN hoped the call for the previous 
question would not be persisted in. 

_Mr. VINTON said he felt called upon to persist 
in the motion. 

Mr. McKAY suggested a modification of the 
resolution so as to place the bill in relation to the 
appointment of clerks before the naval service bill. 

Mr. VINTON Had no objection so to modify 
the resolution; and it was modified accordingly. 

The House then seconded the demand for the 
previous question; and the main question being 
put, the resolution was agreed to. 


OBITUARY. 


A message was received from the Senate an- 
nouncing the decease of the Hon. CHESTER Asun- 
LEY and the- proceedings of the Senate thereon. 
The resolutions of the Senate having been read— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, rose and address- 
ed the House as follows: 

Mr. Speaker: The message just received from 
the Senate announces to this House the melan- 
choly intelligence that death has again visited the 
halls of our National Council. The Hon. Cues- 
TER ASHLEY, late a Senator of the State of Arkan- 
sas, iS no more. 

He is the second Senator, in the brief existence 
of Arkansas as a State of this Union, who has died, 
in the maturity of years which promised wisdom 
and usefulness, in the full vigor of a sound consti- 
tution, and the soy ment of a general good health 
that promised long life. 

He died, sir, on Saturday last, the 29th of April, 
at two o’clock in the afternoon, after a short but 
painfully afflicting illness. Conscious of his ap- 
proaching dissolution, he made the fullest prepara- 
tion Granted to him, as it was, to enjoy the ful 
possession of his intellect to the latest moment, but 
with a heart full“of solicitude for his bereaved fam- 
ily, he died. reconciled with God and the world, 
calm and resigned. He died in the midst of friends 
that ‘were attached to him, and his family that wor- 
shipped him. Blessed with the kind offices of a 
Christian ministry, he was calmed in the hour of 
his last sleep with the elevated thoughts, the pure 
and soothing consolations of the Chnistian religion. 


714 


THE. CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 1, 


Merman 


_ He died, sir, whilst yet at the summit of a just 

ambition, whilst yet in the enjoyment of the proud- 
est honors to which an American and a patriot 
could aspire. Happy, sir, are these circumstances; 
few can be favored with a death like this. 

He was born in Westfield, Massachusetts, and, 
when less than a year old, was taken with his 
father and family, who removed to Hudson, New 
York. He was educated to the legal profession, 
and, at the age of twenty-seven, emigrated to Iili- 
nois. 

He afterwards married in Missouri, and in 1819, 


removed to and settled in the then Territory of 


Arkansas. Urged by a spirit of enterprise, sus- 
tained alone by a firm and active intellect, he fixed 
his habitation in a region whose boundaries were 
unexplored, whose lands were an unbroken wilder- 
ness, whose limits were filled with strange and 
savage tribes, and of which legend and tradition 
could tell but little. There, sir, without wealth, 
acquaintance, or resources, at opening manhood, 
nearthirty years ago, hecasthislot. Heclosed his 
life, sir, a Senator of this great American Union. 
Poor at the outset of his life in Arkansas, upon 
his profession alone he depended for the support 
of himself and family. Of a mind active and pow- 
erful, he acquired distinction early as a sound 
lawyer and an able advocate. Devoted to his pro- 
fession, studious and energetic, for many years 
previous to his abandonment of his practice, he 
ranked unrivalled as the first and ablest member 
of the bar. The history of a professional life, its 
privations, trials, and dangers in a frontier coun- 
try, however interesting in a thousand incidents, 
however eminent for success, is scarcely an object 
of general interest. Sufficient is it to say, a quar- 
ter of a century of uninterrupted devotion, the 
attainment through it of pecuniary independence, 
and the ultimate accumulation of wealth, marked 
his professional career. ; 
He.was energetic by nature, sound in judgment, 
deliberate in action, and distinguished for accom- 
lished manners and unyielding purpose. His 
habits were frugal, temperate, and marked by no 
excess. 

_. He was elected to the United States Senate in 
the fall of 1844, to fill the vacancy of the lamented 
Fulton, who died under like sudden, painful, and 
afflicting circumstances. 


Upon his entrance into the Halls of the Senate,. 


he was placed at once in a position conspicuous for 
its importance, and which required of its occupant 
a high order of talent and great experience. That 
position he continued to occupy. The acceptable 
manner in which he discharged the duties of that 
position, as chairman of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, is too well known to this House and the 
country to require any comment. 

He was reélected for the full term, in 1846, after 
a most excited and protracted contest. For his 
success in that instance, he was not less indebted 
to his own strong will, his habits of labor, his en- 
ergy,and admitted ability, than to the ardent devo- 
tion of his friends; and there is not one who then 
opposed him, whose heart does not reject, at the 
knowledge of this grief, the transient acrimony of 
that hour. 

A human being, his were the virtues, the pas- 
sions, and incident difficulties of humanity. To 
the deep grief of his many friénds, and to the utter 
desolation of his family, he is lost. The scene of 
his happiness and his brightest virtues was the do- 
mestic circle; the temple in which he worshipped 
was made up of their unchanging affection, their 
trusting and confiding love. ‘Truly has this cir- 
cle been riven to the centre, and this temple cast 
down. The light which guided and cheered has 
gone out for them, and who is there that does not 
sympathize with griefs heartrending, with griefs 
80 
mine could adequately portray them; but none 
there are that would not alleviate them, none so 
poor of heart as do not sympathize. | 

In the annunciation of this event, so afflicting to 
so many, l have discharged a painful duty which 
I owe to this House, to my State, and to the mem- 
ory of an eminent representative of her rights, her 
interests, and her dignity. I could never have an- 
ticipated it, and I pray God that a like task, so 
intimately connected with the sorrows of others, 
may never again become my lot. 

Mr. J. concluded by moving the following reso- 
lutions: 


Reso-ved, That this House has heard, with deep sensibil- 


eep, and so well-founded. No language of ' 


ASHLEY, a Senator in Congress from the State of Arkansas. 

Resolved, That, as a testimony of respect for the memory 
of the deceased, the members and officers of this House will 
wear the usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 


to the death of the Hon. CHESTER ASHLEY, be communica- 
ted to the family of the deceased hy the Clerk. 

Resolved, That this House will attend the funeral af the 
deceased in a body; and, as a further mark of respect for 
his memory, that it do now adjourn until twelve o’clock to- 
morrow. 

The question was stated on agreeing to the reso- 
lutions; when— 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, rose and addressed 
the House as follows: . 

Mr. Speaker: May I be permitted in a few 
words to express upon this occasion my sorrow 
and grief at the sudden departure forever of our 
esteemed and worthy friend. Three winters have 
we lodged at the same house and fed at the same 
table; three winters and more have we been in 
daily social and familiar intercourse, and never, 
upon any occasion, or at any time, have l observed 
for a single moment an impertinent or angry re- 
mark—a discourtcous, unkind, or ungentlemanly 
action. 

Of his early life I know but little; but it must 
have been a life of industry, sobriety, prudence, 
and economy, to have placed him where he was 
when stricken down by the arrow of death. The 
artificer of his own fame and fortune, which were 
all that the moderated ambition of man could de- 
sire, though they could not avert the relentless 
assaults of the destroyer, yet offer a bright and 
glowing picture to the young men of our country 
to imitate his virtues if they would obtain the 
honors. 

What a solemn warning to us all! On Satur- 
day, one week before his death, Mr. AsHLEY, with 
his family and a party of friends, visited that hal- 
lowed and beautitul spot where repose the earthly 
remains‘of the immortal Washington. No mem- 
ber of this House has better assurances of seeing 
many days and years return than did this Senator 
upon that occasion: in the enjoyment of perfect 
health, buoyant and elastic spirits, most cheerful 
and even gay, having for the time laid aside his 
toga virilis senatoris, and entering with the light 
joyousness of youth into the social scenes and 
circles of the day, added much to the pleasure and 
happiness of the party by the radiation of joys 
from his own heart. “But where is he now? In 
the cold embrace of that stern monarch who has 
so often visited these halls, that well may we cry 
for mercy and implore the protection of Almighty. 
God to save us from the grasp of this destroying 
angel. With these often-repeated and solemn warn- 
ings, who among us can claim one day or one heur 
as his own? Shall these calls pass unheard and 
unheeded? Shall we still pursue the shadow? or, 
rather, shall we, like sane and sober men, account- 
able to God and our country, apply ourselves with 
diligence and zeal to the duties betore us as legis- 
lators, as men, and as Christians? 

The resolutions were then unanimously adopt- 
ed, and the House adjourned until twelve o’clock 
to-morrow. 
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IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May I, 1848. 


As soon as the Journal was read, 

Mr. BORLAND, of Arkansas, announced the 
death of his colleague, the Hon. Cnuester AsH- 
LEY, as follows: 

Mr. Presipent: My official introduction into 
this Chamber has been marked with calamity, and 
overcast with gloom. ‘The first of its public duties 
that has devolved upon me is of deep solemnity, 


oppressive sadness. 


|| Just one week ago,.a venerable form—in the 
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health—rose in his place, and, in a voice well 

known and respected here, announced my. position 

in this assembly. That form will not rise again 

in this presence; for it now lies lifeless and cold as 

a clod of the valley. That voice will be heard no 
more within these walls; for it is hushed in death. 
In return for the kind courtesy of presenting me, 
as his colleague, to this company of honorable 
Senators, I pay but the poor and painful tribute of 
making known his final separation. The last act 
of his public life was my introduction; the first of 
mine must be his obituary. 


ity, the announcement of the death of the Hon. CHESTER. 


Resolved, That the proceedings of this House in relation: 


and its performance is undertaken with feelings of 


fullness of life, and the seeming vigor of perfect- 


CHESTER ASHLEY, a Senator from the State of 
Arkansas, is no more. He breathed his last, at 
his lodgings in this city, on Saturday last, the 29th 
of April, at fifteen minutes before two o’clock, in 
the afternoon. On Sunday of last week, he felici- 
tated himself upon the perfection of his health. 
Soon after breakfast, the next morning, he com- 
ee of slight indisposition; but so slight as 

ardly to command a second thought. At the 
usual hour he proceeded to his place in this Cham- 
ber. When the Journal had been read, he did me 
the favor to present my credentials, as his colleague. 
A few minutes after, his indisposition increased; 
he had the sensation of chilliness, and, leaving the 
Capitol, returned to his lodgings. That evening I 
found him deeply jaundiced, and in the delirium of 
fever. This latter symptom had usually marked 
even his slightest indisposition—as is very common 
with individuals of large brain and sanguine tem- 
perament, His family, however, thought him not 
seriously ill—certainly not in danger. But on 
Thursday morning he had grown evidently worse, 
and a distinguished physician of the city was called 
to see him. His condition was found to be such, 
even then, as to afford little hope of his recovery. 
Another eminent practitioner was consulted, and 
the same opinion given. 

On Friday morning I was invited to make a third 
party in the professional consultation. But there 
was no ground for hope. An intense and exten- 
sive inflammation had seized upon the bowels, 
and, in my opinion, upon the liver also; and was ` 
of that type, occasionally encountered, which, set- - 
ting at naught the highest science and the best 
directed efforts of haman skill, run, almost from 
the very outset, steadily and rapidly into a fatal 
termination. I had seen similar cases before; and 
I am particularly reminded by it of that of the late 
Senator Fulton, who was, alike in station, in dis- 
ease, and in death, the predecessor of him whose 
loss we now deplore. 

Colonel AsHLey was a native of New England. 
He was born at Westfield, in Massachusetts, on the 
Ist day of June, 1790; and, consequently, at the 
time of his death, was in the 58th year of his age. 
W hen-an infant only three months, he was carried 
by his parents, who removed to the town of Hudson, 
in New York. He grew up, engaged in the practice 
of the law, and resided there about twenty-seven 
years; then migrated to Illinois, where he remain- 
ed about two years; and subsequently visiting the 
territory, of what is now the State of Arkansas, in 
1819, determined to make his residence at Little 
Rock, then a mere landing on the southern bank, 
some three hundred miles above the mouth of the 
Arkansas river. Soon afterwards he married in 
Missouri, and removed, with his young family, to 
his home in the wilderness. 

At that period, a settlement in what was trul 
“ the far West,” was no trivial undertaking. It 
required a high degree of enterprise to encounter 
the privations, hardships, and perils of frontier life 
—now so much talked about, but then actually 
endured. An uncommon share of mental forecast 
would alone suffice to ascertain a point in so wide 
a range, which must become the centre of import- 
ant operations, from which settlement and civiliza- 
tion must radiate, and them throw back an accu-° 
mulated interest. A firmness, fixedness, singleness 
of purpose, trae to its.object as the needle to the 
pole, was alone capable of abiding the full devel- 
opment of the little cloud of improvement, then 
no bigger than a man’s hand, which was, within a 
quarter of a century, to cover with its golden dra- 
pery the whole horizon. Yet many a New England 
boy—many a strippling, from anywhere this side 
the mountains, impelled by the irrepressible spirit 
of progress, guided by a judgment so clear in its 
perceptions, and so rapid in its combinations, as to 
seem intuitive, and sustained by a will as potent as 
the lever of Archimedes, has exhibited all the high 
qualities I have mentioned; and that, too, in the 
construction of imperishable monuments—not mon- 
uments like the towering pyramids of Egypt, bar- 
ren of utility as the wastes of sand they overlook 
—nor like the huge walls of the Roman coliseum, 
within which human beings were wont. to be§de- 
graded to the cruel level of wild beasts; but of 
monuments ofa purer order, of a loftter structure, of 
more comprehensive proportions—-dedicated to the 
higher sentiments of the human heart, and adapted 
to the true wants of human society—monuments 
made up of the wilderness reclaimed and converted 
into cultivated fields; of the towns, with their brist- 
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ling spires, which crowd our thoroughfares; of the 
teeming commerce of our “inland seas;”’ and, 
above all, of the millions of freemen who sleep se- 
curely under their own roof-trees, and stand m 
conscious sovereignty upon the fertile soil of their 
own broad acres. Ina word—the noble aggregate 
of these monuments is before the world, in the 
peerless prosperity of ‘‘ the great West.” I have 
selected the New England boy, the cis-montane 
strippling, as the type of aclass. And of that 
‘ class it would be difficult to find a more character- 
istic representative than the individual of whom I 
am here to speak, whether we regard the vigor, the 
perseverance, or the success of his exertions. 

At the age of twenty-nine years, without patri- 
mony, without resources of any kind, except those 
he possessed in his acute and comprehensive intel- 
lect, his high purpose, and indomitable will, but 
recently married to a woman of congenial spirit, 
he landed at Little Rock, and entered upon the 
practice of the law, which was necessarily restrict- 
ed then, and for several years afterwards, almost 
exclusively to cases before the territorial courts, 
involving the titlés to land, and personal vio- 

lence among a border population. In attending 
to these cases, of which, on account of his high 
intelligence and untiring industry, he soon obtained 
a large proportion, he was frequently required to 
traverse, as his circuit, the whole country which 
now forms the State of Arkansas, and portions of 
that included in Missouri. Even for one who par- 
ticipated in them, it would be difficult to depict the 
@cenes incident to professional life, in times and 
under circumstances when the law was adminis- 
tered almost without books, the courts often held 
in the open air, the leathern thong serving the place 
pf prison walls, and the ready rifle that of the 
jailer’s key. Then the land had no roads, the 
streams no bridges, the country, for many miles 
between certain points of settlement, was unmarked 
by human habitations. Through all this, the 
course of the young lawyer was onward and 
upward—undismayed, unchecked by difficulties, 
which seemed, indeed, but to excite to still greater 
. activity the strong energies of his nature. Storing 
his mind from books whenever the means were 
within his reach, he was ever improving his pow- 
ers by those exercises among men, and in the 
pe affairs of life§which qualify the man of 
business to be useful to his fellows, while giving 
But it is not 
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due attention to his own interests. 
necessary that I should follow up in detail the 
steps of him I would represent. It is of results, 
and not the particular means of their accomplish- 
ment, I have to speak. And if the results at- 
tained by my deceased colleague may be the meas- 
ure of his worth, then, in the success of his exer- 
tions, he has established a reputation for wisdom 
and sagacity which might satisfy the ambition of 
any man. Devoting himself assiduously to the 
business of his profession, he suffered not the con- 
tagious example of political aspiring to lure him 
from the high and holy purpose of making pro- 
vision for the wants and comforts of the interesting 
family he was gathering around him. Until the 
frosts of ‘more than fifty winters had bleached his 
locks, we find him in the walks of private life, 
with unflagging industry and unabating vigor rais- 
Ing upon the foundations he had already laid the 
superstructure of affluence for his children. He 
was at length successful; and, as if Providence— 
ever propitious to those who are laborious in use- 
ful pursuits—had been watching his career, so 
soon as he had completed the provision for his 
own household, a station of high public trust—the 
station he held in this Chamber—was presented to 
his acceptance. 

+ Although he had long enjoyed a high character 
for ability, and ever felt a deep interest in the pub- 
lic welfare, it was not until the month of April, 
1844, that Colonel Asuuey entered actively inte the 
political movements of the country. At that time, 
a warm party contest was commencing, and his 
talents were called into the service upon the Dem- 
ocratic electoral ticket of Arkansas. Well and 
nobly did he justify the confidence and fulfill the 
expectations which had induced his selection. 
With an activity rarely witnessed in one of his 
years, he traversed the whole State, through the 

eats and rains of summer; with zeal and power 
he advocated the principles, and urged upon the 
people the measures of his political faith; and 
while all corffessed his fidelity and efficiency in the 
cause he espoused, even those who meat suffered 


from the blows he dealt so fast and forcibly, were 
the last to be offended at the manner of their in- 
fliction. He accomplished one achievement in 
that canvass, which stands unparalleled, I appre- 
hend, ir the annals of political controversy. He 
actually converted from the ‘‘error of his ways” 
one of the electors on the opposing party ticket— 
caused him to withdraw from the contest, and en- 
joyed the satisfaction of knowing that, in the 
autumn election, he voted for the Democratic elect- 
ors. From this, some idea may be formed of the 
character of his services. Ex pede Herculem! In 
the month of August of that year, the excellent, 
the estimable Fulton died. Almost all eyes were 
at once turned to the accomplished elector as his 
successor. So, when the General Assembly of the 
State convened in November, the popular expect- 
ation was realized, and Colonel Asu_ey was elected 
to a seat in this body to fill the unexpired term, 
without any regular opposition, and by an almost 
unanimous vote. In 1846 he was reélected to the 
same high station for six years from the 4th day 
of last March. From these demonstrations, an 
estimate may be formed of the place he occupied 
in the hearts of his people—of the standing he had 
at home, in the Territory of which he had been 
among the earliest pioneers—in the State he had 
helped to found, and with whose growth he had 
grown, and with whose strength he had strength- 
ened. Of his standing and his reputation here, 
I am not competent to speak from personal ob- 
servation. To those whom I address, he was 
better known. But if I may judge from the distin- 
guished position you assigned him, even as a new 
member, in the business of this body, it is certain 
that he fully sustained the reputation for ability 
with which he came here. And from those indi- 
cations which never deceive, for they are of the 
heart, so abundantly furnished by the anxious 
throng of his brother Senators about his death-bed 
—by the quivering lips and tearful eyes of hosts 
of friends—by the touching solemnity of this 
Chamber—1 gather testimonials to his heart’s good- 
ness; laurels for the crown of his private worth, 
of far more real value than those which may be 
commanded by the brightest corruscations of mere 
intellect—far more enduring than ‘‘ the bubble rep- 
utation’’ snatched from the cannon’s mouth. 

If to be great a man must perform with ability 
his public trusts, so to be good he must sustain 
worthily his private relations. In my opinion, no 
man can be wholly unhappy who is surrounded 
with an amiable family, nor can he be otherwise 
than good if he devote himself with fidelity to the 
happiness of that family. I am aware, sir, that I am 
approaching a sacred subject—fitter for discussion 
in narrower and less public walls than these. But 
I merely allude to it in illustration of the finest 
feature in the human character—I mean domestic 
affection—a feature strikingly predominant in the 
otherwise strongly-marked character of my de- 
ceased colleague. Many who now hear me have 
noticed and admired, as all must respect, this en- 
dearing characteristic. It distinguished himathome, 
wherever he was known. But if he loved his fam- 
ily, he was loved by them in return. If his invest- 
ment of the heart’s best treasures in this noblest 
of institutions, sanctioned of Heaven and known 
among men, was munificent, he was not without 
reward—well and punctually was he repaid with 
usury. Even had business disappointed or ambi- 
tion failed him, he had this rich resource, which 
no power on earth could destroy. The tide of do- 
mestic affection and happiness at home, like the 
fabled Pactolus, rolled its golden sands, in attract- 
ive beauty and unfailing abundance, along his 
pathway of life. 

But, sir, if the strong cords of pious sympa- 
thy, which bind the members of a family together, 
confer the truest happiness upon those within the 
charmed circle, the severance, and, above all, the 
sudden and unexpected severance of those cords, 
is productive of the hardest agony the heart can 
know. That this is so, l have but to refer to that 
scene which I have but recently left. But who 
shall describe that? Surely I shall not attempt it. 
Sir, though I am comparatively but a young man, 
my pursuits in life and my own sad experience 
have made me familiar with scenes of suffering, 
too often with death. Asa duty, I have trained 
myself to look upon the sufferings, even the disso- 
lution of my own sex, not with coldness of heart, 
I trust, but with some degree of composure. But 
the sight of a woman’s sorrows—and of such sor- 
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rows as I have had to witness within the last few 
days—has, I confess, unmanned me—has made 
me avery child in feeling; and in its manifesta- 
tions I have seen the strong man, full of life and 
hope, suddenly cut down—not afraid to die, but 
unwilling to leave those he loved so tenderly. His 
agony was touching. I bowed my heart in hu- 
mility before that Power who has created, and 
who may destroy all things, while I confessed the 
emptiness of earth and the fleeting vanity of all 
human pursuits. But, sir, it was the heart-break- 
ing of that noble and devoted wife, who, for more 
than a quarter of a century, had spread the balm 
of her affection about his heart, and smiled away 
his cares, while she leaned upon him for that sup- 
port and protectioN which was never withheld—it. 
was the utter prostration of that lovely daughter, 
who, like an angel of grace, hung about his pillow, 
endeavoring to repay his early and never-failing 
care, with those offices of affection Which the heart 
of woman alone knows when to offer, as her hand 
alone can apply;—it was these things, sir, which 
overcame me—under these my heart has sunk. 
From the scene of these occurrences [ have come 
here to speak of their subject. No wonder, then, 
I am unable to do him justice; no wonder that lan- 
guage fails to do the bidding of. my own full heart, 
and falls far short of your desires. 

But, sir, gloomy as the picture we contemplate | 
undoubtedly is, it is not entirely without relief. 
Deep as its shades confessedly are, the light is not 
wholly excluded. Our friend has died, and his 
loss has brought agony to the hearts of survivors; 
but, as he lived not without usefulness, sq he has 
died not without hope. He gave abunddnt and 
heart-cheering evidence, in that hour when decep- 
tion is never practised, and self-delusion rarely in- 
dulged—on his death-bed, and when he knew he 
must die—in that solemn and soul-trying hour, he 
gave abundant and heart-cheering evidence that he 
was a patriot and a Christian. It has been my 
fortune to stand by many beds of death, in the 
retirement of domestic privacy, surrounded by all 
the endearing associations of home and friends. I 
have seen brave men die upon the field of battle, 
when nerved by all the appliances of enthusiasm— 
the clash of arms and the shouts of victory. But 
I can say with perfect truth, that never have I seen 
any man meet death (although unwillingly) with 
more calm courage- or pious resignation. Among 
his Jast words, addressed to his family, with great 
self-possession, and in tones of emphatic sincerity, 
were these—and they are worthy of remembrance: 
‘¢ Pray for the welfare of our country, and prepare 
to meet me in Heaven.” 

Mr. President, my relations toward all of the 
three Senators from Arkansas_have been peculiar. 
Thouzh not yet five years a resident of that State, 
it has been my fortune to succeed one of them 
upon this floor—to have attended, as a friend and 
medical adviser, in the dying hours of the other 
two; and, in reference to the last, to pronounce his 
eulogy. Sad have been these latter relations; and 
strange are the mutations which they mark upon 
the calendar of human affairs! May Heaven grant 
me strength to sustain the responsible duties to 
which I have succeeded. 

Mr. Borax concluded by offering the follow- 
ing resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility 
the announcement of the death of the Hon. CBESTER Asu- 
LEY, a Senator from the State of Arkansas. 

Resolved, That, as a testimony of respect for the memory 
of the deceased, the members and officers of the Senate will 
wear the usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 

Resolved, That the proceedings of the Senate in relation 
to the death of the Hon. CHESTER ASHLEY be communi- | 
cated to the family of the deceased by the Secretary. 

Resolved, That the Senate wil] attend the funeral of the 
deceased in a body ; and, asa further mark of respect fur his 
memory, that it do now adjourn. 


Mr. BREESE then addressed the Senate to the 
following effect: 

Mr. Preswenr: In rising to, second the motion 
of the honorable Senator who has just made the 
solemn announcement of the death of one of our 
honored associates—an event alike startling and 


| sudden—I may be permitted, I hope, without in- 


trusion, to add a few words to the beautiful eulo- 
ean he has so feelihgly pronounced. I fear, in so 

oing, I shall disturb the harmony of its language, 
whilst it is yet vibrating on the ear, and Aiba 
that generous flow of feeling it has so universally 
inspired. Yet, sir, there are circumstances in the 
life of the deceased, and of him who now addresses 
you, to which it may not be improper, on this 
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mournful occasion, to advert, and which prompt 
me to offer a slight tribute to his memory. Itis, 
sir, thirty years since we met for the first time 
in the then far-off wilderness of the West, he my 
senior by many years, then a practising lawyer, 
I a student, preparing for that honorable profes- 
sion, both buoyant with hope, with a bright and 
promising world before us, and both entering it 
with an ardor and a determination to win a name. 
Professional business in the winter of 1819-’20, 
called the deceased temporarily, as he thought, to 
Arkansas, from which he did not return. Com- 
mon report, which reached the friends he had left 
in Illinois, told them of the high standing he had 
acquired at the bar of that State; and that he had, 
by a proper exercise of his talents, amassed a large 
fortune. I never saw him again until 1 met him 
here as an associate in this Chamber, at the second 
session of the twenty-eighth Congress. Our ac- 
quaintance was at once renewed, and we had much 
to speak of the varied yet similar fortunes a quarter 
of a century had achieved for us. In the next 
Congress we were appointed on two of the most 
important committees of this body; we lived to- 
gether àt the same house, and an intimacy was 
established, mutually cordial and sincere. Know- 
ing him as I did, Mr. President, I may be permit- 
ted to say, that to every task to which he was 
called, he brought to its accomplishment untiring 
industry, great research, and an unflagging zeal 
seldom surpassed. His‘talents were of no common 
order, and he was never found unprepared upon 
any subject submitted to his charge; and, with six 
years’ service still before him, who knows to what 
high honors he might have attained? The charac- 
ter of his mind was investigating; and, aided by a 
pleasing manner, always courteous, and often 
energetic, he was enabled to make his views well 
understood by the Senate, and to produce a marked 
effect upon its deliberations. As a public man, 
sir, he was valuable, and gave certain promise of 
great usefulness and distinction. 

In his disposition, the deceased was eminently 
social. His suavity of manner, his unruffled tem- 
per, his freedom from irritation by all those little 
annoyances that disturb the pathway of 6ur lives, 
was a subject of common remark to those who were 
intimately associated with him. But it was in the 
family circle he shone most conspicuous, as a hus- 
band, as a father, as one connected with those del- 
icate relations of life in which humanity is exhibited 
in its most captivating form. In all of these, sir, 
he was a model and an example, lavishing all the 
tenderness of his nature upon those dear objects 
of his love, who returned it with the most sincere 
and devoted affection, and to whom it was permit- 
ted to receive his last sigh at that dread moment 
which must come upon us all. How terrible is 
this blow to them, who, but a few days ago, were 
all joy and gladness, now sobbing in anguish over 
his inanimate remains, conscious—painfully con- 
scious—they are never more to feel the pulsations 
of that heart which beat alone in love for them; 
and as they take their lonely way back to their 
home, how agonizing will be the thought that they 
have parted forever with the idol of their hearts— 
their protector, their father, their dearest friend— 
and that his place at their once happy board is to 
be vacant forever! 

How quick, Mr. President, is the passage from 
the Senate to the grave! How fleeting and transi- 
tory the hopes and promises of this life! And how 
full of warning should be this sad event, so sudden 
and so startling, prompting us to recur often to the 
injunction, ‘‘ Be ye also ready,” for no one of us 
can tell at what moment that awful summons may 
break upon our ear; no one can tell when the dread 
messenger may appear. . 

“ Leaves have their time to fall, 
And flowers to wither at the north wind’s breath, 
And stars tO set; but all, 
Thou hast all seasons for thine own, O Death!” 
eee resolutions having been unanimously adopt- 
€Q- 
The Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, May 2, 1848. 


The funeral of the Hon. Cuester Asu ey, of 
Missouri, took place to-day, from the Senate; an 
appropriate discourse on the occasion having been 
S by the Rev. Mr. SLıcer, Chaplain to the 

enate. 


At twelve, o’clock, m., the funeral moved from 
the Senate Chamber to the place of interment, (the 
Congressional Burying Ground,) in the following 
order: Š 

The Chaplains of both Houses of Congress. 
Physicians who attended the deceased. 
Committee of Arrangements: 

Mr. Hannegan, of Ia., Mr. Butler, of 8. C., 

Mr. Greene, of R. I., Mr. Dayton, of N. J., 

Mr. Houston, of Texas., Mr. Mangum, of N. Y. 

Fall-Bearers : 

Mr. Bagby, of Ala., i) Mr. Breese, of IN., 

Mr. Davis, of Mass., = p Mr. Hale, of N. H., 

Mr. Johnson, of Md., 8 J Mr. Atchison, of Mo. 

The family and friends of the deceased. 
The Senator and Representatives from the State of Arkan- 
sas a8 mourners. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate of the United States. 
The Senate of the United States, preceded by the Vice Pres- 
ideut of the United States and their Secretary. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives. 
The House of Representatives of the United States, pre- 
ceded by their Speaker and Clerk. 

The President of the United States. 

The Heads of Departments. 

The Chief Justice and Associate Justices of the Supreme 
Court of the United. States and its officers. 

The Diplomatie Corps. 

Judges of the United States. 

Officers of the Executive Departments. 

Officers of the Army and Navy at the seat of Government. 
The Mayor of Washington. 

Citizens and Strangers. 


No business, of course, was transacted in either 
House of Congress. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 3, 1848. 


- Mr. McCLELLAND, from the select commit- 
tee appointed to consider the various memorials 
concerning the proposed railroad from Lake Mich- 
igan to the Pacffic Ocean, reported a bill to set 
apart and sell to Asa Whitney, of New York, a 
portion of the public lands, to enable him to con- 
struct a railroad from Lake Michigan to the Pacific 
Ocean; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed. | 

Mr. CABELL presented sundry resolutions of 
the Legislature of Florida for a light-house at In- 
dian River Head; for the improvement of the Ock- 
lawaha river; on the subject of draining the ever- 
glades; for amendment of the act of the 4th of 
August, 1842, known as the armed occupation act; 
for the removal of the Seminole Indians from Flor- 
ida; and a petition from citizens of Florida for the 
modification and alteration of the armed occupation 
law: all of which were referred to appropriate com- 
mittees, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, presented resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Michigan tor a donation 
of land by the General Government for the erec- 
tion of State asylums for the insane, blind, deaf 
and dumb, and for the refunding by the General 
Government to the State of Michigan, all sums 
expended by said State in fitting out the first regi- 
ment'of volunteers called out under a requisition 
from the United States; which were appropriately 
referred, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TAYLOR presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of Ohio, relative to certain lands near the 
Wabash and Erie and Miami canals in that State; 
also, relating to an amendment of the postage laws; 
to a change in the rates of postage upon transient 
papers; to the powers and duties of Congress in 
certain cases, and the course of the Hon. ‘Thomas 
Corwin with reference to the present war with 
Mexico; to the improvement of western rivers 
and harbors; to the acquisition and control of for- 
eign territory by the United States; declaring that 
so much of the ordinance of 1789 as relates to 
slavery should be extended to all territory acquired 
from Mexico; which resolutions were referred to 
appropriate committees, and ordered to be printed. 


VIRGINIA LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. TAYLOR asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the further consideration 
of House bili No. 81, turther to extend the time for lo- 
cating Virginia military land warrants, and returning sur- 
veys thereon to the General Land Office, and that the same 
be put upon its passage. 


After a brief explanation by Mr. Taytor, the 
resolution was agreed to.-~ 

The bill was then read. 

Mr. TAYLOR moved a verbal amendment to 
the bill substituting 1841 for.1840. It was agreed 
to. 

Mr. T. also moved to amend the bill by insert- 
ing an additional section, as follows: l 


Sec. 2. That the same right and privilege is hereby also 
extended for the same time to all such warrants as have 
issued subsequent to said 10th day of August, A. D. 18413 
provided, that before the location thereof, it shall be shown 
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to the salistaction of the Commissioner of the General Land . 


Office that such warrant was issued justly and legally, and 
that the person who received said warrant was legally en- 
titled to the same. 


He explained the grounds of his motion. There 
was in Ohio, between the Miami and Scioto rivers, 
a tract of land which had been set apart exclusively 
for the satisfaction of Virginia land warrants; and 
such were the terms of the law, that it could not 
be settled by any but persons in possession of 
such warrants, or entitled to land under them. It 
was very important to the circumjacent country, 
as well as to the interests of the State, that this 
large tract should be settled and brought into cul- 
tivation. The time for the location of these war- 
rants had been prolonged from time to time, and 
the amendment which he desired to have added to 
the bill was only to extertd the time a little further. 

Mr. GOGGIN said he had no objections to the 
bill in itself, which the gentleman from Ohio was 
so desirous of having introduced by way of amend- 
ment; but the object for which these bounty lands 
had been AAEE set apart, would not be accom- 
plished unless an additional appropriation of land 
should be made to satisfy the warrants issued by 


‘the State of Virginia to her soldiers at the close of 


the revolutionary war. The gentleman’s bill pro- 
posed to extend the time during which those war- 
rants could be located. ‘T'o this he was not in the 
least opposed; but the difficulty lay in this, that 
there were no more of these bounty lands to lo- 
cate. 

Mr. TAYLOR interposed to say that there yet 
remained two hundred thousand acres of the tract 
in Ohio, on which no warrants had been yet loca- 
ted; but the land was for the most part very poor. 

Mr. GOGGIN resumed. The gentleman might 
very well say that these lands were of a poor qual- 
ity; for in the report of the Commissioner of the 
Public Lands, they were declared to be not worth 
ten cents an acre. He had no wish to oppose the 
bill; all he wanted in the matter was, that more 
land should be appropriated, as there was not now 
enough to satisfy the outstanding warrants. Every- 
body knew that there was likely, before long, to 
be a large accession to the public domain; and why 
should not enough be set apart to meet the demands 
of men whose right to their land was just as un- 
questionable as that of a member of that House to 
his per diem allowance. 

e had applied for years to obtain such an ap- 
propriation ; he had renewed his efforts from time 
to time, but hitherto without success. He knew 
that the validity of these warrants had been as- 
sailed on the ground that some of them were discov- 
ered to be fraudulent. He would not deny that 
fact, nor did he stand there as the apologist of 
fraud; but because imposition had been practised 
in some cases, that constituted no reason for con- 
demning and refusing the whole. Unless further 
grants of land should be made to satisfy such de- 
mands as were clearly just, it would amount toa 
denial of justice. He knew, of his own personal 
knowledge, that there were cases in which the 
bounty land was as justly due as any other demand 
upon the Government. It was very true that such 
warrant-holders- as resided in Ohio, and whose 
homes were near by the bounty-land district, might 
get the residue of that tract which was not yet oc- 
cupied; but his constituents in Virginia, and others 
who resided in Kentucky, and others scattered all 
over the West, must be virtually denied their just 
and legal right unless land in addition to the. poor 
remnant in Ohio should be provided to satisfy 
them. There were but two hundred thousand acres 
left, by the gentleman’s own showing. If these 
were all good lands, instead of being refuse land 
not worth ten cents the acre, there would still not 
be enough by three hundred thausand acres to 
satisfy the warrants outstanding. He hoped the 
gentleman would consent to allow the bill to be 
recommitted to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; in which case he would move 
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to appropriate five hundred thousand acres. He 
repeated the assurance that he cherished no hos- 


tility to the gentleman’s proposition, and he trusted . 


the gentleman would not refuse to have his (Mr. 
G.’s) bill ingrafted as an amendment on his own; 
and with that view he moved that it be recommit- 
ted to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COLLAMER said that as he had reported 
the original bill, it was, by a recently-adopted rule 
- of the House, his privilege to close the debate; 
but he should not occupy the floor upon it at this 
time if the gentleman from Ohio wished to make 
any further remarks. 

r. TAYLOR said he had no objection that the 
gentleman’s proposition should be moved by way 
of amendment when the bill came up, but was 
opposed to any recommitment. The gentleman 
from Virginia was mistaken in supposing that the 
citizens of Ohio had any exclusive privilege of 
locating their warrants in the bounty-land dis- 
trict—those lands were equally open to everybody. 
He desired that the two hundred thousand acres 
still remaining should be taken up, and he trusted 
the gentleman would not insist on his motion. 
The bill had been on the calendar since the 17th of 
January; meanwhile, these lands were fast becom- 
ing a desert. The tract was hilly and sterile, cov- 
ered with timber of but little value; and, so long 
as the surveys were suspended, it could not be 
settled: he therefore was desirous that the sur- 
veys should he completed. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said that the bill under 
consideration had for its object simply the exten- 
sion of the time limited by the act of 1838 for the 
location of Virginia military land warrants issued 
by the department prior to 1840. On such a bill 
the only question that arose was, whether the 
House would extend this time any further. It had 
already been extended by five years at a time for 
along time. He did not now say that he would 
not consent to its extension for two or three years; 
but he was opposed to the amendment advocated 
by the gentlernan from Ohio, which went to allow 
the location of all warrants and at any time. That 
question had been fully discussed in the Committee 
on the Public Lands, who had decided against that 
feature of his bill. | 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Goce] 
objected to the bill because it did not go far enough; 
he thought it ought to grant more land, and of a 
better quality. He (Mr. McC.) could not agree 
in this opinion. He thought it was quite enough 
that this Government had already granted land to 
satisfy more land warrants than there were soldiers 
from the State of Virginia in our revolutionary 
army. He thought it had gone too far, indeed, in 
doing thus much; much less ought it at this day 
to think of giving more. The bounty-land tract 
was not yet exhausted; much of it had not even 
been surveyed. What right had the gentleman to 
assume that this unsurveyed land was not worth 
$1 25an acre? ‘The improvement of the surround- 
ing lands of the State had contributed to raise the 
value of the bounty lands themselves, and he trust- 
ed that no further grants would be made for this 
object. Besides, the proposition of the gentleman 
from Virginia, he must be very sensible, would be 
violently contested in the House; to graft it upon 
this bill, would be a certain way to defeat the 


whole. . 

Mr. GOGGIN asked Mr. McCiernann how 
he knew that more warrants had been issued than 
there were soldiers? He denied such to be the 
fact. 

Mr. McCLERNAND replied, that in making 
that statement, he had relied on reports made to 
the House by responsible committees. 

Mr. GOGGIN wished to know to what report 
he alluded. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said, he had had refer- 
ence more especially to one made by Mr. Hall, a 
former member of the House. But he should not 
waste time and argument on that point at this time. 
The question for the House to determine was, 


whether it would extend the time of location to 


warrants of any class? 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired what 
was the reason of the limitation in this bill to war- 
rants which had been issued since 1840? 

Mr. McCLERNAND would explain. The 
time for locating these warrants had been extended 
every five years for a long time past. In 1838, all 
persons who were entitled to locate these warrants 
were notified that unless they were located before 


Some conversation occurred between Mr. GOG- 
GIN and Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, on this 
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| the year 1840 they would be barred. Thus the 

' holders had fair notice and ample time. The ob- 

' ject of the limitation was to put an end to this 

| business, and bring it to a final conclusion, so that 

| Congress might be rid of the necessity of any fur- 
ther legislation in regard to it. 

Mr. GOGGIN withdrew the motion to refer, 
and offered an amendment to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio, providing that such land 
warrants may be located on any lands belonging 
to the United States which may at the time of 
such location be subject to private entry. 

This amendment (he said) would accomplish 
the object he had in view. He had not come to 
the House with any intention of discussing this 
subject, for really he had not known that any such 
bill was on the calendar; he would not go into a 
detail of all the reasons for this amendment, but he 
thought it an act of simple justice to the owners of 
the Virginia land warrants. He did not advocate 
it because it was a Virginia measure; it was one in 
which the people of the whole western States 
were concerned; in which the citizens of Kentucky, 
Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi, Missouri, and 
every portion of this Union west of the Alleghany 
mountains, as well as those portions of our sea- 
board north and south, in which all portions peo- 
pled by those who had emigrated from Virginia, 
were deeply interested. 

He briefly glanced at the circumstances under 
which these claims arose. Virginia, in a spirit of 

liberality of which he did not stand here to boast— 
in a spirit of patriotism which it was her duty to 
show in the days which tried men's souls—in the 
days of the Revolution, made a donation of public 
lands, embracing almost the whole of Ohio, a large 
portion of that fertile country northwest of the 
Ohio river, including several States and Territories. 
He knew that the question had been raised whether 
Virginia had the right to all this land; he came not 
here to argue it; it was immaterial, as far as any 
practical bearing was concerned, whether she had 
or not; the belief then generally entertained was, 
that it was the property of Virginia, and it was 
accepted and received as such; and out of those 
States which were to be carved, Virginia thought 
proper to reserve, and did reserve, to herself lands 
enough to satisfy these military services of the 
soldiers who fought in the war of the Revolution 
on the northwestern border, who spilt their life- 
blood to secure that rich inheritance of liberty we 
now enjoy. This reservation was distinctly made 
by Virginia, and, from time to time, the appropri- 


ation ot lands had been made; he would say, in’ 


justice to the people of this whole Union, they had 
been liberal in their provision for the satisfaction 
of these warrants. But it was notorious that it 
was not until this subject had béen agitated else- 
where, not until land-mongers, speculators in land 
warrants, came among them, that hundreds of 
men—or rather hundreds of widows and orphans, 
who held a large share of them—ever knew that 
they were entitled to these bounty lands. They 
did not rake them up before the treaty of peace 
was ratified, as had been the case in the Mexican 
war; that was not the spirit that actuated Virginia: 
no; she had sacrificed everything on the altar of 
patriotism, and was satisfied when that struggle 
terminated, as it did, so happily for her and this 
Union. But when, this subject having been brought 
to their notice, the Legislature of Virginia had in- 
vestigated it a few years since, and ascertained that 
a large portion of these claims were still due and 
unadjusted, applications had been made to Con- 
gress from time to time when there were no lands 
to satisfy these claims, to appropriate others, which, 
he said, had several times been done, and which 
was necessary now. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McCLernanp] 
and the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Houston] 
had seemed to suppose that these warrants were 
now issuing. He(Mr.G.) had no reason to sup- 
pose that a warrant of this sort had issued in the 
State of Virginia for years. If his colleague near 
him [Mr. McDoweE x ] had the information to en- 
able him to set this matter right, he would thank 
him to correct him if he erred. 


oint. 
Mr. COLLAMER. rose to a point of order, and 
contended that, as the amendment proposed an ap- 
propriation of the public lands to satisfy these 
warrants, like an appropriation of money, it should 
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go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and there be considered. He also ob- 
jected to the amendment as not germane to the bill; 
the bill merely extending the time for locating the 
warrants, and the amendment extending to another 
subject, and appropriating indefinitely from any of 
the public lands of the United States subject to pri- 
vate entry to satisfy them. 

Mr. COLLAMER explained and enforced the 
ee points; and, after some conversation upon 
them— 

The SPEAKER sustained the second 
ruled the amendment out of of order on 
of irrelevancy. 

Mr. GOGGIN then renewed his motion to refer 
the bill back to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. BOCOCK was very much in hope that the 
House would see fit to adopt the suggestions of his 
friend and colleague. The question had been sprung 
upon the House with no expectation on his part, 
or that of his colleagues, of its being made, and con- 
sequently they were unprepared to do justice to 
their constituents -on this occasion. They might 
be in favor of this proposition to extend the time 
for the location of these warrants, and they prob- 
ably would be, but they objected that, at this 
period of the session, the House should attempt to 
legislate upon a subject partially, when it was to 
come before them again In another shape. A bill 
was now pending before the Committee on Public 
Lands, he believed the object of which was to ap- 
priate additional military lands to meet the Virginia 
military Jand warrants. .That bill must be passed; 
and was it judicious, was it wise and proper, to 
legislate upon this subject by piecemeal? ould 
not the subject be better met, and the views of all 
be better. consulted, by taking up the whole sub- 
ject together—by discussing and acting upon it to- 
gether? They thought they would be able to show, 
at the propertime, that their proposition was right; 
that the land’ ought to be appropriated; that the 
remark of the gentleman from Illinois was not 
founded in fact; that it was a captious objection to 
this proceeding, and one which could not be sus- 
tained; at any rate, that they would be able to show 
that the Virginia military land warrants rested on 
a most substantial basis, and ought to be provided 
for. Ifthere were false or fraudulent claims which 
had been brought forward 

Mr. McCLERNAND briefly explained. : 

Mr. BOCOCK continued. The remark he made 
was, that wie" the subject was before the House 
he was satisiled that they should be able to pro- 
duce fact for fact, and stronger facts than their op- 
ponents. If there had been some false claims, if 
there had been claims that had no foundation in 
justice, did those invalidate all the others? If there 
had been twenty or forty, or any other number 
that were not founded in justice, he could show 
that there were twenty or forty that were well- 
founded. Were they to be cut off because some 
were bad? But his object in rising now was to 
urge on the House the propriety of referring this 
bill back to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, so that the whole subject could 
be brought up and discussed together, to the sat- 
isfaction of every gentleman, and the promotion 
of justice to all concerned. 


A r. KAUFMAN called for the orders of the 
ay 


After a brief conversation, the bill under consid- 
eration was referred back to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 
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The House then‘resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. HiL- 
LIARD in the chair,) and took up the bill to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to raise, for a limited time, 
an additional military force, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved February 11, 1847. The bill is 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the above entitled act shall not be 
so construed as to deprive the non-commissioned officers, 
musicians and privates therein named of the bounty land or 
scrip secured to them, in consequence of their promotion to 
to a company, field, or staff office, or appointment either in 
the corps to which they belong, or in any other corps of the 
army; but that, on the contrary, such promotion shall be 
held and considered as equivalent to an honorable discharge 
in adjudicating upon their right to such bounty land or 
scrip. . 

To this bill, Mr. Taompson, of Mississippi, had 
moved an amendment on a Porn day, to ex- 
tend the grant of bounty land to the non-commis- 
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sioned officers, musicians, and privates of the 
Indian wars of 1790 and of the last war with Great 
Britain; and the pending question was on the 
amend ment. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, being entitled 
to the floor, made some introductory remarks in 
favor of the general merits of tne bill, and also in 
favor of the amendment making provision for 
those soldiers who were engaged in the Indian 
wars, under Harmar, St. Clair, and Wayne. 

He supported his views in a very animated 
speech, in which he pronounced a very warm 
eulogium on the brave troops who had fought 
under Harmar, St. Clair, and Mad Anthony 
Wayne, not forgetting the merits of Shelby, Adair, 
Slaughter, Davis, Allen, and their comrades. He 
touched on the failure of an attempt to raise the 
pay of the volunteers from $7 to $10 a month, 
which he charged on the Democratic majority of 
the last Congress, who refused so to amend the 
bill for raising an additional military force ; and 
concluded by suggesting, that instead of bringing 
home the dead from the Mexican battle-fields, each 
State should erect a grand mausoleum to the mem- 
ory of her sons who feli in defence of their coun- 
try’s cause. 

[A full report of this speech will appear in the 
fippendis 

Mr. McCLERNAND said it was not his pur- 
pose to introduce the subject of party politics or 
party action into this discussion, although he 
might say, in answer to his friend from Kentucky 
who had just taken his seat, to the last Congress— 
a Democratic Congress—belonged the credit of 
having passed the law granting. bounty lands to 
the soldiers in the present war; and he might add, 
that he (Mr. McC.) had had some agency in ori- 
ginating the proposition for the increase of the pay 
of the common soldier. But he would not dwell 
upon this branch of the subject, which had been 
referred to by the gentleman from Kentucky. In 
the outset of his remarks he would also observe, 
that much of what he had intended to say, had 
been so happily anticipated by the gentleman from 
Mississippi, who spoke some days since, (Mr. 
Tuompson,| and by the gentleman from Kentucky 
this morning, that there wag little left for him but 
to enlarge and enforce the views already presented, 
which, with the indulgence of the committee, he 
would endeavor briefly to do. 

The bill and pending amendments presented two 
distinct propositions: the first, the extension of the 
same bounty to commissioned offiggrs below the 
pee of major, who had been promOted from the 

ines during the present war, that was granted by- 
the act of February 11, 1847, to soldiers in the line; 
and, second, the extension of a ratable bounty to 
soldiers who served in the Indian war of 1790, and 
the militia, volunteers, and rangers, who served in 
the war of 1812 against Great Britain. 

He would consider these propositions in the or- 
der.in which he had stated them. 

Without pausing to dwell upon the argument in 
favor of the first-mentioned proposition, he would 
endeavor to elucidate its merits by a particular ex- 
ample. He took the case of Captain Corder, of 
his own State, for the purpose. Captain C. enter- 
ed the service of the United States as a volunteer 
on the 29th of June, 1846, and proceeded from 
Illinois to San Antonio, in Texas, where he was 
transferred to Captain Webb’s company, which 
afterwards served az one of the advance guard of 
General Wool’s column. From San Antonio he 
marched to or near Monclova, to Saltillo, to Buena 
Vista. In the battle of Buena Vista, at 9 o’clock 
on the morning of the 23d of February, every offi- 
cer of his company had been slain, and he was 
ordered to take command of the company, which 
he did until the battle was over. On the 26th of 
the same month, the brave and devoted remnant of 
this company, in consideration of his heroic and 
skillful conduct, unanimously elected him their 
captain. On or about the 19th of June, 1847, 
Captain C.’s service expired, after he had marched 
near one thousand miles on foot, and after he had 
served about nine months as a private, and about 
three months as captain. Such was Captain Cor- 
der’s case; there were others like it—others where 
the individual had been deprived of his entitled 
bounty in consequence of promotion only one or 
two months, or a few days, before the expiration 
of his service. 

He asked whether these cases, standing as they 
did, either upon the grounds of publie necessity, 
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or upon both grounds, did not deserve to be reliev- 
ed; whether it was either just or wise to victimize 
such men on account of their merit; whether such 
a rule was not grossly unjust and abgurd, as 
dooming the unpretending but patriotic citizen who 
had entered the ‘lines, to remain there, under the 
penalty of a forfeiture of his inchoate rights in the 
event of his promotion? Such a rule was a vir- 
tual declaration that military rank and emolument 
should be reserved alone for the benefit of the am- 
bitious and aspiring. It was grossly violative of 
the true principle and policy of a republic, which 
should stimulate the militia to eager emulation of 
duty by every proper incentive. No; the humble 
soldier and the subaltern, who toil upon the long 
march and mingle in the bloody fray, should be 
rewarded, as well as the commanding generals, in 
whom, from the habit of public opinion, all the 

lory of war centered, and upon whom Congress 
had already bestowed a formal token of approba- 
tion. 

With these remarks upon the bill reported by 
the committee, he came now to consider the amend- 
ment moved by his friend from Mississippi, (Mr. 
Tuompson,] which proposed to extend a ratable 
bounty to the soldiers of the Indian wars of 1790 
and of the war of 1812 with Great Britain. If that 
gentleman, or some other gentleman, had not moved 
this or a similar proposition, he should have felt 
himself called upon to do so. He was prepared to 
vote for it, and, with the indulgence of the com- 
mittee, he would endeavor to assign some reasons 
why it should be adopted. l 

What, then, were these reasons? Reverting to 
the history of the country, we found that the treaty 
of peace of 1783, between the United States and 
Great Britain, although it gave peace and security 
to the inhabitants of the eastern States, did not as 
much to the inhabitants of the Mississippi valley. 
'Fhose settlements were surrounded by the Chico- 
pees, the Choctaws, the Kickapoos, the Shawnees, 
and numerous other tribes, who kept up bloody 
war upon them, not unfrequently shooting down 
the peaceful husbandman at his plough in the field, 
murdering the defenceless women and children, 
firing their houses, laying waste their cornfielus, 
and pillaging their property. He would take the 
case of Captain Daniel Boone, one of North Caro- 
lina’s noblest sons, to whose memory the republic 
owed a monument, to illustrate many like it. He 
said, in his simple but eloquent narrative: 

“ Two darling sons and a brother have I lost by the sav- 
ages. which have also taken from me forty horses and abun- 
dance of cattle. Many dark and cheerless nights have [ 
spent separated from the cheerful society of men, scorched 
by the summer’s sun, and pinched by the winter’s cold—an 
instrument ordained to settle the wilderness.’’ 

The first expedition projected against the enemy 
in the Northwest was in 1790, which was com- 
manded by General Harmar. The expedition was 
composed of three hundred regulars and one thou- 
sand one hundred and thirty-three militia, drawn 
from Pennsylvania, Virginia, and other States and 
the border settlements. Soon after this force reach- 
ed the seat of war, an engagement took place be- 
tween a detachment of eighty regulars and three 
hundred militia, commanded by Colonel Harding, 
and a large body of Indians near the Great Miami 
Village. The battle was fiercely contested by our 
troops at the point of the bayonet; but at length, 
overwhelmed by numbers, they were forced trom 
the field, leaving seventy Americans killed. 

Another engagement followed soon after, and 
near the same place of the former. The American 
force now numbered eighty regulars and between 
four and five hundred militia, commanded by Gen- 
eral Harmar in person. The force of the Indians 
amounted to several thousand warriors. The battle 
waged was bloody and severe; our troops resorted 
to the bayonet, but in vain, as the odds against 
them were overwhelming. Our loss in this battle 
was one hundred and eighty-three killed and. sev- 
enty-one wounded. An author, writing of this 
battle, and the disparity of the opposing arrays, 
said: ‘* While the poor soldier was engaged with 
one Indian, two or more Indians would sink their 
tomahawks in his head.” Thus closed the first 
campaign. . 

In 179}, another expedition was projected, which 
was commanded by General St. Clair. This ex- 
pedition was composed of eleven hundred men, 
who were surprised and attacked by four thousand 
Indian warriors near the Miami Village. A bloody 
and desperate battle ensued; thrice and last the 
American cannon were taken by the enemy; aix 
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hundred and fifty Americans were left dead upon 
the field, or more than one-half of the whole Amer- 
ican force. General Scott, afterwards Governor of 
Kentucky, who soon after in some measure re- 
trieved this disaster by`a victory upon the same 
field, says, in his official report, alluding to the 
previous engagement: ‘‘The place had a very dis- 
‘mal appearance. Nearly in the space of three 
‘ hundred and fifty yards lay three hur red skull- 
‘bones, which weré buried by my men while on ° 


.‘ the ground; from thence about five miles on the 


‘road through the woods was strewed with skele- 
‘tons.”’ 

This victory under General Scott was followed 
by another reverse in 1794, when a body of 1,200 
Indians attacked a party of 130 Americans, and 
killed thirty and wounded forty of the number. 
The causes of these unusual disasters to American 
arms were explained by history. They were at- 
tributed, first, in no inconsiderable degree, to the 
false estimate placed by the Government upon 
the numbers and warlike efficiency of the Indians, 
and to the failure of the Government to furnish an 
adequate armed force at the outset to subdue all 
resistance; and secondly, perhaps, to the inex- 
perience of the commanding generals, who were 
surprised and attacked by overwhelming numbers. 
This was said with a proper appreciation. of the 
conduct of the Government and the patriotism of 
Generals Harmar and St. Clair, both of whom had 
been signalized for their merit and valor in the 
revolutionary war. 

Thus things stood in 1794, when General Wayne 
assumed command of the army in the field. With 
a force of 900 men, he suddenly fell upon the 
enemy, to the number of 2,000 warriors, upon the 
banks of the Miami river, and defeated, routed, 
and forced him to sue for peace. Of Wayne, it is 
but just to say, he was a noble exemplification of: 
American daring, energy, and enterprise. A na- 
tion’s gratitude was due to his memory for his 
many valuable services, and not least for the bril- 
liant and successful close to which he brought this 
war. 

It should be said that the whole number of 
American troops employed in the field in this war 
appeared to be considerably less than five thou- 
sand, of whom it may be estimated about one thou- 
sand were killed and five hundred wounded. Now, 
granting a bounty of eighty acres to each soldier, | 
of one-half of the whole number of troops, as six- 
months’ men, and one hundred and sixty acres to 
each one of the remaining half as twelve-months’ 
men, and the whole quantity of land thus to be 
granted would be 600,000 acres. 

Such were the causes of the Indian war of 1790, 
and such the sufferings and services of the soldiers 
of that war. Hence, he asked whether these meri- 
torious men should not be rewarded as others had 
been rewarded? We had given to the officers and 


‘soldiers of the revolutionary war a bounty vari- 


ously of from eleven hundred toone hundred acres, 
amounting in the whole to 2,081,470. And wh 
should not a suitable bounty be granted to the es 
diers of the Indian war? There was no room for 
a distinction. 

If the soldiers of the Revolution achieved our 
independence in civilized warfare, the soldiers of 
the Indian wars, perhaps under greater hardships, 
subdued the savages who were the allies of the Brit- 
ish in that war, and who continued it after the 
British abandoned it; they fought in the war which 
was an aggravated prolongation of the revolution- 
ary war—they gave the same blessings of peace 
and security to the white inhabitants of the Missis- 
sippi that was given to their brethren of the east- 
ern States by the treaty of peace of 1783. - More, 
they conquered the vast and fertile valley of the 
Mississippi to American laws and civilization; they 
opened the way for the addition of eleven flourish- 
ing and noble States to the Union; they enabled the 
Government to establish its gigantic system of land 
sales, which has filled the public coffers with more 
than $120,000,000. Upon the last named points 
he had an official statement in his hand, showing 
the quantity of public land originally contained in 
each of the new States, the quantity sold in each, 
the amounts of money received therefor, and the 
quantity remaining to be sold on the 31st of De- 
cember, 1846. 

Now, the arguments he had used in favor of the 
soldiers of 1790 would apply with more or less 
force, in a modified form, to the soldiers of the war 
of 1812. What were the services of the soldiers 
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of that war, and what their claim upon our justice 
and gratitude? History taught us that Great Brit- 
ain early and grossly violated our neutral rights; 
that she had made the commerce of the United 
States a prey to British cruisers and privateers; 
that she pertinaciously continued toimpress Ameri- 
can citizens into her service, and if the hardy 
American dare refuse submission to her unjust and 
illegal assumptions, he was hung at the yard-arm. 
In fact all, or at least many, of the fruits of the 
Revolution depended upon the resistance provoked 
by their wanton outrages. As our ancestors waged 
the revolutionary war to establish our political 
independence, so now we were called upon by 
every consideration of duty and patriotism to come 
forth for the vindication of our maritime and per- 
sonal rights. And what was the result? The na- 
tion girded itself for the contest. New York and 
other eastern States sent forth their militia, who 
fought side by side with the regulars at Fort Erie 
and Niagara, where American valor was crowned 
with brilliant success. The southern States sent 
forth their militia, who were found battling for 
their country wherever danger and duty called. 
The northwestern States, and particularly Ken- 
tucky, including the Territories, poured forth their 
best spirits, who repressed the savages upon the 
frontiers, and defeated Proctor and Tecumseh upon 
the Thames, avenging the horrid butcheries at 
Fort Meigs and the River Raisin. The south- 
western States, and particularly Tennessee, inclu- 
ding Kentucky, poured forth their best citizens, 
who beat the British at New Orleans, and closed 
the second war of American independence in a 
blaze of glory. 

Such were the causes of the war of 1812; such 
the services of the volunteers, militia, and rangers 
who served in that war. He asked now, as he 
had already asked with reference to the soldiers of 
the Indian wars, whether these men were not en- 
titled to be rewarded as we had rewarded others? 
We had given to the regulars who fought by their 
sides bounties varying from one hundred and sixty 
to three hundred and twenty acres, amounting in 
the whole to 4,825,352 acres; and why should we 
not give the equally meritorious militia, rangers, 
and volunteers of 1812 an equal bounty? There 
‘was no reason why we should not. We were 
indebted to these men for humbling the arrogant 
pretensions of Great Britain, for extofting her re- 
spect and her pledge of peact, which were worth 
more than countless treasure. But, independent 
of these considerations, there were others growing 
out of the nature and genius of our institutions 
which imperiously called for this measure—for the 
establishment, at least, of the principle involved in 
this measure. The Constitution made it the duty 
of Congress ‘‘ to provide for organizing the army 
and diseiplining the militia;’’ and for what pur- 
pose? Because, as was declared in an amendment 
to the Constitution, ‘<a well-rezulated militia” is 
“ necessary to the security of the State.” Well, 
if this were so, if this were a fundamental maxim, 
did it not follow that we should stimulate the mi- 
litia in the spirit and the efficiency which became 
them as guardians of the public liberty, as the 
ultimate force ordained by the Constitution ‘to 
execute the laws of the Union, to repress insurrec- 
tions, and repel invasions?” Certainly so. Well, 
if this were true, how better could we perform this 
duty than by granting to the militia who served in 
the field a home for themselves or for their fami- 
lies, if they fell in battle? No man would deny 
that the elevation of the citizen to the dignity and 
independence of a freeholder enabled him better to 
maintain the character and discharge the duties of 
the citizen-soldier than he would be able to do if 
he was landless and dependant, Besides, it was 
but just and right that the citizen who periled his 
life in the wars of the country should be rewarded 
by a home for his old age; or, if he fell in battle, 
for his wife and fatherless children. 

The brilliant events of the present war fully at- 
test the truth and general position he had assumed. 
Behold our armies, hastily composed, for the most 
part, of volunteers from the private and peaceful 
walks of life, had crossed the great solitudes of the 
West, and planted our victorious standard upon 
the distant shores of the Pacific. Again, they had 
penetrated southward through rocky defiles and 
- against walled cities, obstinately defended, towards 
the heart of Mexico. And again, from Vera Cruz, 
through pestilence and blood, quite to and even 
beyond the Mexican capital. All this they had 
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done, and more. They had, in a short time, over- 
run a vast country, ata great distance, inhabited 


‘by seven or eight millions of people, and deemed 


impregnable, from the number and strength of its 
natural defences. Such had been the wonderful 
achievements of citizen-soldiers, impelled by patri- 
otism and encouraged by the promise of a home 
for their old age, or, if they should fall, for their 
fatherless children. Who now would say that the 
policy which had contributed to produce such gi- 
gantic results should not be rendered permanent 
and certain? 

There were some objections which heretofore 
had been urged to this measure, which he proposed 
merely to notice. The first was, that it was a 
measure novel and subversive of the established 
piy of the Government. He denied this, and 

e had only to cite the act of 1847, already referred 
to, to prove that under thatact bounties were grant- 
ed to some fifty thousand regulars and volunteers 
whose terms of service had either expired or had 
run for several months or years before the passage 
of that act. The quantity of land thus granted by 
the retroactive operation of the law amounted 
many millions of acres. 

Again, it was contended that it was a measure 
violative of the public faith, pledged to pay the 
EEA ,000 obtained for the prosecution of the war. 

e denied this assumption also. The public lands 
were not pledged for the payment of this debt, but 
from the very terms of the loan act, ‘ the sales of 
the public lands.” It was not the design of that 
act to limit the discretion of Congress over the pub- 
lic lands; that discretion was as unlimited as be- 
fore. While the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands were faithfully applied to the payment of the 
interest and principal of the loan, the public faith 
was preserved. 

Again, it was objected that the measure would 
prove wasteful, prodigal; that it would squander 
away the public lands: This objection was found- 
ed on the assumption that it was the true policy of 
the Government to sell them, to treat them as a 
source of revenue. He denied that this was our true 
policy; it was to grant them in limited quantities to 
occupiers and settlers. This would elevate the 
mass of the honest citizens tothe dignity and inde- 
pengencs of freeholders; it would enhance the pub- 
ic revenues by enhancing the ability of the people 
paying taxes. This would be its effect upon the 
people at large and upon the Government. What 
would be the effect upon the people of the new 
States? Here he addressed himself more particu- 
larly to gentlemen representing the new States. It 
would increase the tide of immigration to that quar- 
tee; it would converta large portion of waste lands 
to occupancy, cultivation, productiveness; it would 
increase the taxable inhabitants and property of 
those States; it would hasten the time when a formi- 
dable and corrupting element of public patronage 
connected with the land system should be with- 
drawn from these States, and thus promote their 
independence and the wholesome and just action 
of this Government. [A full report of Mr McC.’s 
speech will be found in the Appendix.] 

On this ground he appealed to members from the 
new States to come forward and support this meas- 
ure. He appealed also to the friends of the opposing 
schemes of ‘* graduation” and “distribution” to 
come forward and meet on this common platform 
of compromise. | 

_Mr. EMBREE sustained the provisions of the 
bill, and warmly advocated the extension of the 
grants of bounty lands to the soldiers of the Indian 
wars of 1790, and of the war of 1812 with Great 
Britain. He also reviewed and arraigned the 
course of the present Administration in reference to 
the Mexican war and connected topics, the Oregon 
questions, &c. (Mr. E.’s speech, reported in full, 
will appear in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. LUMPKIN said he did not rise for the 
purpose of entering into the discussion of the va- 
rious topics introduced into this debate by the 
gentleman who had just taken his seat. He bad 
no disposition now to discuss the justice and pro- 
priety of the policy of this Administration in regard 
to the Oregon question; nor would he be diverted 
from the original purpose for which he had claimed 
the consideration of the committee, by entering 
into a discussion of the policy of annexing Texas 
to the Union. He did not desire to enter into a 
general discussion of the causes and consequences 
of the war with Mexico. -These he had long since 
considered and acted on, and the result of his action 
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had gone before his constituents, and ke was grat- 
ified to say that they had at all times been cordially 
approved by them. But what did the gentleman 
from Indiana expect to accomplish by this course 
of argument, so far as the merits of this bill and, 
the amendments under discussion in this committee 
were involved? The bill and amendments now 
under consideration proposed to extend the pro- 
visions of an act approved llth February, 1847, 
granting bounty land or treasury scrip to non- 
commissioned officers and privates who have served 
during the Mexican war, to such privates as have 
been elected and commissioned officers since the 
have entered the service in Mexico; and the pend- 
ing amendment of the gentleman ‘from Mississippi, 
[Mr. Tuompson,] extended the provisions of the 
act of lith February, 1847, to the volunteers who 
served in the war against Great Britain. Hecould 
not see how the gentleman from Indiana could 
expect to advance the interest of this measure by 
enlarging upon and even magnifying the Si ee 
of the war in which we have been engaged with 
Mexico. If he were to judge from the course of 
the gentleman’s argument, he should come to the 
conclusion that he was unwilling to grant to our 
soldiers in Mexico, who were partly provided for 
by this bill, this bounty of land, as a reward for 
their patriotic and meritorious services in defence 
of the Union and the rights of the country. He 
could not believe that such was his object. He 
differed with the gentleman in regard to the merits 
of this. question, and had done so from the time 
war was declared. He thought it a just war, 
brought on by the act of Mexico, and he had so 
declared by the vote he had given when the act 
recognizing the war passed this House. He did 
not then regard the expense, and he hoped that he 
never should do so, when it became necessary to 
pass any measure through this body requisite to 
defend the rights and honor of the country. His 
constituents had canvassed this vote particularly, 
and he gloried in the fact that they had given it 
their most cordial approval. They had sustained 
him at all times in the discharge of his official 
duties, and they had sustained, too, the honor and 
rights of the country on every field and in every 
plain of Mexico, and he did not doubt they would 
continue to maintain those who had carried it on 
with so much honor and with such brilliant suc- 
cess, be the expense what it may. They did net 
measure patriotism, honor, and our national rights 
by any expenditure of public treasure. But he 
had been diyerted from his original intention in 
what he had“already said. He rose for the pur- 
pose of giving notice simply of his intention to 
offer, when in order, an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Tuompson,] which he would now read for the 
information of the committee: , 

«c Be it further enacted, That all the benefits and provisions 
of this act, and the act to which this is an amendinent, he, 
and the same are hereby, extended to the volunteers who 
served in the late Florida war, subject to the same limita- 
tions and restrictions as those imposed by said acts upon the 
volunteers in the present war with Mexico.’ 

There was within his State and district a large 
number of mefitorious individuals who, on the 
call of their country, entered to serve as soldiers 
in the war waged in Florida against the Seminole 
Indians. They served long and faithfully, and 
endured all the hardships and sustained all the in- 
juries that were incident to a state of war against 
barbarous savage Indians in the most insalubrious 
climate. They encountered death in every form, 
and privations and losses, for which they never 
will and never can be fully compensated. The 
Government of the country had still the power to 
do them partial justice, by giving them a reward 
in bounty land that will furnish to many of them 
comfortable homes, and to all of them means to 
increase their comforts in living. He approved of 
the principles of the original bill, and the amend- 
ment offered by his friend from Mississippi, [Mr. 
THompson. ] Ye provided that a reward should he 
given in the shape or form of land as a bounty to 
all such as had rendered faithful military service to 
the country in time of war, either in the Mexican 
war or in the war between this country and Great 
Britain. He approved of the principles of this 
bill, and could see no reason why a bounty of land 
should not be given to those who served in the war 
against Great Britain as well as to those who had 
more recently covered themselves with glory and 
honor in the war with Mexico. Both claims were 
equally just, and in both we were in the right, and 
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he would not. deny to the war-worn soldier in the 
one service what he would most cheerfully grant 
to the other. And he called on the committee to 
say, why exclude the Florida volunteers from the 
benefits of this bill? Was not this war just? was 
it not meritorious? and were they not equally en- 
titled to the claims to favorable consideration? It 
ought to have been done heretofore, and had been 
delayed too long already; but he would not permit 
himself to doubt that this committee would grant 
to the soldiers who served the country in the 
Florida war the same quantity of land as a reward 
for their meritorious services, that they gave to 
those who served for the same length of time in 
Mexico or in the war against Great Britain. If 
the service was equally just and meritorious—and 
no man can doubt it—it was our duty to give them 
the same reward. 

Mr. BROWN, of Virginia, said: Mr. Chair- 
man, my remarks shall be confined principally to 
the vindication of the leading measures of the 
presen! Administration, all of which have met my 

earty approbation and support; so that, in defend- 
ing them from the assaults made upon them by 
the Opposition, I will but defend my own course 
on this floor, and place myself in a right position 
before those I have the honor to represent. 

When I first came to Congress, I found the 
people had returned to this body a debating talent 
equal to any emergency; and believing this arm of 
the public defence sufficiently strong, I have been 
content with being numbered among the silent 
members of this House, always ready to cast my 
vote on any question or measure, 80 SOON as it 
could be rescued from the great vortex of public 
discussion. In this Iam happy to know that I 
have met the approbation of my constituents, who 
not only returned me to the thirtieth Congress 
by an unprecedented majority, but in their very 
recent county meetings in my district, most gen- 
erously and freely tendered me their thanks, and 
expressions of confidence and approbation. For 
respond in the 
silent language of the heart, that can be better felt 
and understood than expressed. 

- My constituents will pardon me, I know, for a 
departure from my usual course, when I ask the 
privilege of communicating to them my views on 
coming political events, in which our common 
country 1s deeply interested. None, after hearing 
the debate on the motion to print the correspond- 
ence between General Scott and the War Depart- 
ment the other day, can be blind to the strong, and, 
I think, unfair efforts that are to be made on this 
floor and in the country, to reverse and change all 
those salutary and valuable measures and reforms 
brought about by the present Administration. 


. Mankind have always been, and always will be, 


until the millennium arrives, divided into two po- 
litical divisions. They are now to be found in 
France—in Europe—in all the Old World, and in 
this country. The one is in favor of a strong, 
cumbrous, and complex government; the other in- 
clines to a free and simple government, placing on 
the shoulders of the people no greater burdens or 
‘restraints than are necessary to seture good order, 
the safety of the person and property of the citi- 
zen. They are sometimes denominated the friends 
of despotism, and the friends of liberty. 

The advocates of a strong government find many 
subjects about which to legislate; and in this coun- 
try, even written constitutions are not sufficient to 
control them, They find ample power in the Con- 
stitution of the United States to interfere in the in- 
dustrial pursuits of the people, and think it very wise 
to exercise it, by which the earnings of one branch 
of industry, or of one section of this Union, is trans- 
ferred to another. They are for regulating com- 
merce and building it up to the highest pitch of 
prosperity, by laying heavy restrictions and bur- 
dens upon it. Agriculture, too, is to receive the 


fostering care of this great central Government; 


the strong arm of the law is to interfere with the 


` markets abroad, and reduce the consumption of 


her mighty products almost exclusively td a home 
market; her prosperity (by very wise legislation!) 
is to be vastly enlarged by circumscribing her mar- 
kets, and reducing her consumers. But to cap the 
climax of all earthly wisdom ‘and love for the til- 
lers of the soil, all that they consume of the prod- 
ucts of the rival branches of industry are to be 
highly protected in the shape of high tariffs, with 
a.view of reducing the prices of such fabrics and 
articles in the market for the especial benefit of the 
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farmer! But not satisfied with this, under the 
power given to Congress ‘‘to coin money, regu- 
ulate the value thereof, and of foreign coin,” or 
some more mysterious implied power, they claim 
for Congress the right of regulaung the paper cur- 
rency of the States, or the credit system generally 
of the United States, and that, too, by delegating 
that precious power to a great corporation, whose 
‘‘ bowels are moved with compassion” for the peo- 
ple, and who is sure to expand its issues in an easy 
money market and contract them in a hard one. 
All this is done professedly to aid the country, and 
enable it to develop 1s growing resources and bet- 
ter the condition of the governed. 

Now, sir, Í am opposed to all this legislative 
tinkering with the private affairs of. the people by 
this Government; ıt was created for no such pur- 
poses, and nothing but mischief can result from 
the exercise of such powers. Heresies so mon- 
Strous can never meet the approbation of the peo- 
ple of this country when the issue is fairly pre- 
sented to them. but, sir, the advocates of power 
sometimes argue that there is something inyste- 
rious about the science of government—that the 
ordinary routine of reasoning from cause to effect 
will not produce correct results in the political as 
in the natural or physical world, und they not 
unfrequently illustrate their argument by referring 
to the fact that high duties make low prices. Now, 
that an 1ron-master or a large manutacturer might 
be able to reason himself into a belief of this strange 
heterodoxy, Is natural enough; but that men, look- 
ing through a disinterested medium, should fall 
into so Monstrous an error, seems to me passing 
strange. Others point to the valuable results of 
the legislation of Great Britain on the subjects of 
tariffs and banks, and.in directing the labor of that 
country. Sir, the policy of Great Britain is no 
model tor me. She presents—what l deprecate— 
a splendid Government, and a starving people. I 
met with an article from the London ‘1'imes of the 
21st of March last, which shows the views of the 
friends of a strong government as well as anything 
that 1 have ever heard in our own country on that 
subject. After speaking of the forces sent by the 
Government to suppress the popular movements 
in Jreland, he congratulates the Crown on the quiet 
state of England, and gives the reasons for such 
good order, as follows: 

‘The State is wise, and good, and great in the eyes of 
humble men. They tear it, they worslup it, they love it. 
What childlike coutidence does the honest laborer repose 
in ‘the gentleman’ who rules the destinies of his tittle 
sphere! ‘The British laborer is taught from his childhood to 
luok up for counsel and aid. For our part, we have con- 
tinually urged that itis the duty of the State to fulfill such 
expectatious.?? 

Now, sir, on this subject I am probably vastly 
behind the age; but, after a careful examination, L 
am Found to conclude that this Government can- 
not legislate into existence an additional barrel of 
flour or bushel of corn; but lcan easily see a hun- 
dred ways in which it can transfer them from the 
granary of A to the granary of B. But there will 
be private larcenies enough of this kind, without 
the Government embarking in it and legalizing it 
on a large scale. For a man to be robbed by his 
fellow-man is bad enough; but to be coolly roobed 
by a government, for the support of which he is 
daily contributing of his substance, is the unkind- 
est cut of all. In the early history of parties in this 
country, the advocates of a strong government, 
like the ‘Times, spoke freely their opinions on the 
‘subjects over which, and about which, they claimed 
the right of legislaung. ‘They did not hesitate to 
pass the alien and sedition laws, to indict and try 
men as criminals for speaking of their public sèr- 
vants, and fine and imprison too, unless they were 
able to prove the truth of all they said or wrote. 
However many and extravagant the errors of the 
Federal party of 1800, they were honest men— 
mistaken, but honest men. ) 

Believing, as I do, that the Whig party of the 
present day are but the degenerate sons and suc- 
cessors of the old Federal party, I would like to 
examine into their claims to the confidence of the 
American people. I am told, and the people of 
this country are told, from a highly respectable 
source, that all the old issues between the two 
great political parties are obsolete, and that the 
great ‘‘imbodiment”’ is also obsolete; that they 
have all goné to the ‘‘ tombs of the Capulets.” By 
this, it would seem that the great Whig party had 
grounded their arms, and that all party warfare, 
bickerings, quarrels, and strife, had ceased, and 


that ‘‘ peace on earth and good will to man” were 
to be preached from one end of this happy land to 
the other. Upon hearing these “ good tidings of 

reat joy,” I ran to my colleague of the Richmond 

istrict, knowing that he would be good authority 
on a subject like this, knowing that he would be 
the last to disband—the very last of the ** Mohe- 
gans;” and I soon learned from him, sir, that he did 
not understand the matter like many distinguished 
members of his own party. Now, sir, what does 
all this mean? Is it true that the Whigs are going 
to run a no-party man, and abandon all their long- 
cherished measures? Or is it an attempt to re- 
enact what was so falsely called the glorious scenes 
of 1840, and which were so beautifully alluded to 
the other day by the honorable gentleman from 
North Carolina? Do you recollect, sir, when the 
celebrated Harrisburg Convention nominated the 
great hero of ‘* Tippecanoe, and Tyler too,” and 
bade the nation ‘‘go it blind’’—extend a generous 
confidence, and elect those great and good men to 
the two first offices in the Government? The 
people took them at their bidding; but the nation 
mourned four long years for their sins and folly. 
God, in his kindness, took the old hero to himself, 
and left Tyler, ‘the spared monument of his 
amazing mercy,’’ to buffet with the storm, to be 
threatened with decapitation and impeachment by 
those who had called him into power. 

But, Mr. Chairman, have you forgotten, have 
the people of this country forgotten, the frauds 
and deceptions that were practised upon them by 
the artful leaders of. the Whig party to secure that 
triumph? Let me call the attention of the coun- 
try to what was done in my own State by a Whig 
State convention, intended to ratify and approve 
the nominations made at the Harrisburg Conven- 
tion. Permit me to read a few extracts from the 
address to the people of Virginia, viz: 


‘¢Upon the tariff and internal improvement, General Har- 
rison cannot be worse than Mr. Van Buren, as we have 
shown you; and as to the bank, his unqualified declaration 
that it was unconstitutional is before you; and there is no 
reason to believe that he is in favor of a bank in any form, 
for he is assuredly opposed to a Government bank. As far 
as we know or believe, fellow-citizens, General Harrison 
has but one opinion about the bank, and that is against it.” 

« Of Mr. Tyler we have ‘said little, because it was not 
necessary to say much as to him. John Tyler is known to 
the poa of Virginia as one of their hest-tried and most 
faithful servants. If the man who hag always been the ad-. 
vocate of Republican measures, and during nearly his whole 
life the representative of Republican people, needs vindica- 
tion from the charge of Federalism, we feel satisfied that it 
will be made triumphantly by the Republicans of Virginia, 
whom he has so long and so faithfully served; and to their 
protection we commit him, confident in their hands he will 
sustain no wrong, and that they will say to him, ‘ Well done, 
thou good and faithful servant.” 

“ But we are gravely informed, that Mr. Van Buren is op- 
posed to a national bank, to internal improvements by the 
General Government, and to the tariff, and that his hostility 
to these measures gives him an irresistible claim tothe con- 
fidence and suffrages of the people of Virginia. These, 
fellow-citizens, are the stereotyped phrases by which cun- . 
ning tacticians hope to deceive and mislead you. All can- 
did men, of all parties, admit that they_have ceased to be 

actical questions. AN idea of chartering a national bank 
tas been relinquished by its former most sanguine advocates, as 
unnecessary and inexpedient in the present and probable fu- 
ture monetary condition of the country; the necessity of in- 
ternal improvements by the General Government has been 
entirely superseded by the energetic application of the re- 
sources of the several States to that object; and the tariff is 
settled by the terms of the compromise act of 1833, unless it 
Shall be reopened for political purposes by those who affect to 
dread the reéstablishment of high protective duties. These 
duties, indeed, are no longer necessary, the stability of our 
manufacturing establishments enabling them to maintain a 
competition with foreign fabrics without a resort to this extra- 
neous support—a support which, fluctuating with the alter- 
nate rise and fall of parties, is far from being desirable, even 
were it any longer essential; for with that branch of na- 
tional industry, as with every other, stability of legislation 
is far more important than temporary advantages, of which 
they may, when least expected, and when their withdrawal 
inight operate most disastrously, be deprived by the result 
of an annual election.” i 


Now, sir, who would have ever dreamed that Har- 
rison or Tyler would have been called upon to signa 
bank charter? Yet, if my memory serves mearight, 
it was for refusing to sign one that honest John 
came well-nigh losing his head. I again ask the 
leaders of the Whig party, are the great issues you 
heretofore presented to the people ‘* obsolete,” in 
the Whig vocabulary of 1840? have ‘* they ceased 
to be practical questions ?’—or do you only intend 
to repudiate them for the present—to keep them out 
of sight until you get into power, and then betray 
a confiding nation, and fasten your oft-repudiated 
measures on an unwilling anda betrayed people? If, 
sir, this is your design, let me call upon you, by 
every consideration of patriotism, by every motive 
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itry or nation. General Taylor, in command of 


stop before you commit yourselves to a line of | 


conduct that would disgrace a pettifogger, much 
more a great political party. But, sir, if you are 
sincere in the declaration that the great Whig issues 
are obsolete, and that the great statesman of Ken- 
tucky—the imbodiment, the head and great repre- 
sentative of your party principles—is also obsolete; 
that you as a party have become satisfied that the 
principles of the tariff of 1846, as well as the inde- 
pendent treasury, embrace the true financial policy 


of this Government; that the war in which we | 
are now engaged is a just and necessary war, | 
brought about by the oft-repeated wrongs of Mex- | 
ico; and that the war shall be prosecuted until ter- | 


minated by an honorable peace, with ample in- 


demnity for the past and security for the future; 


and if that indemnity should chance to be in territo- | 
ry, thatit shall be received and thrown open to emi- | 


‘grants from all the States of this Union, that they 


may freely enter and possess the goodly land, with | 
their families, their domestics, herds, and property | 


of every kind and description; sir, let the fathers 
of the 


may elect him to-morrow, and I will say, amen. 


Abandon your political errors, and administer the | 


Government on correct principles, and you may 


have all the offices, honors, and emoluments, so | 
i| declares war, and gives the supplies of men and 


far as I am concerned, and I will cheerfully retire 


to the more honorable and happy station of a tiller | 
|| ehief of the army and navy of the United States | 
Congress ‘‘ lets slip the dogs of | 
The. 
Constitution has made this wise division of power. | 


of the soil, and one of the sovereigns of the land. 
- But, sir, if the Whig party should be disposed 
not to disband, but to follow the lead of my worthy 


colleague from the Richmond district, and make an- | 


other fight on their old issues, which, from the last 
bulletin from Ashland, now seems likely to be the 
case,—then I would say to the young Wh 

other side of the House, and in the country, who 
have seen the error of their ways, Come out from 


igs on the | 


among your old associates, come freely over to us | 
on this side of the House, confess your sins openly, | 


and promise to do better, and we will baptize you 
into the Democratic church. Sir, thousands of 
the Whig party, indeed, I think, all honest men, 
must know and confess that the great Whig lead- 


| 
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Whig party step forward and take this | 
ground, with General Taylor at their head, and you || 


| 


our troops, cannot do it. ‘The President in the 
hite House cannot do it. The Supreme Court 
cannot do it. A commander in the navy cannot 
do it. 


Congress, recognizing or declaring a war, will be 


| give an offence. A commander in your navy might | 


| Whilst Congress is responsible for bringing the | 


adequate to put into force the laws of war. Gen- 
eral Taylor might give an offence. The President 
might give an offence. ‘The Supreme Court might 


give an Offence. Indeed, any private citizen ma 
give an offence to another nation; butall that don’t 
iage a state of war. 


er citizens may have a thousand injuries inflicted | 


No, sir; nothing short of a declaration by | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


|| 
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The United States and | 


upon them, any one of which might- be sufficient | 
| to authorize a declaration of war; but until that 
| declaration is made by Congress, no war exists. 
Now, | would inquire when this war with Mex- | 


ico did commence. Will any deny that it com- 


|| menced on our part, and only commenced when 
| the act of the 13th of May, 1846, took effect? It 
is true that Mexico had taken the initiative steps, | 


but General Taylor had only acted on the defen- 


sive up to that period. Then, sir, for causes good | 


and sufficient in the eyes of Congress—the constitu- 
tional war-declaripg power—this war was brough 


about by the acts of aggression on the part of Mex- | 
ongress recognizing it, and | 


ico, and the law of 
providing for its prosecution. So soon as Congress 


money, it hecomes the duty of the commander-in- 


to prosecute it. 
war.” The President conducts the chase. 


poses and effects? 
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was damnable in its conception, and wicked in its 
purposes,—he proved all his assertions from the 
votes, records, and speeches emanating from the 
Congress of the United States and Whig press of 
the country. Now, sir, I ask, what was all this 
apposition for? Was it to help our own cour 
ər Mexico? Can any man be mistaken in its pur- 
d know it is natural for great 
and good men to take sides in favor of the weak 
und oppressed against the oppressor; but I think 
patriotism should have induced the relentless Op- 
position to look better to the causes and history 
of the war before they gave this kind of *‘aid and 
comfort”? to the enemy. 

Sir, I do not much wonder that the young Whigs 


should wish to bury all the old party issues, and 
enter the campaign of 1848 in a *‘ blaze of glory” 


for a hero of the war and a no-party candidate. 
Now that Mexico has been chastised for her wick- 


edness and folly, in spite of all the sympathies that 


country into a state of war—whilst we, sir, are | 
responsible to the people of our respective districts | 
for our votes on a declaration of war—the Presi- || 


dent is responsible to the whole people, by whom 
he is elected, for the manner in which the war shall 


be conducted, and in which it shall be brought to | 
It is true, that the Senate, representing | 


a close. 
the States, has to divide the responsibility of finally 
ratifying a treaty of peace. 

How will the leaders of the Whig party justify 


ers are false prophets and mistaken politicians. || themselves before this nation in their repeated at- 


‘They can prognosticate as much evil as any set of || tempts to make the world believe, to make Mexi- | 
| co believe, and even the less informed of our own | 
countrymen believe, that this is the President’s war, | 


men in the world; but they cannot successfully 
administer the Government. They prophesy ruin 
and calamities dire growing out of the adoption of 
Democratic measures; but those calamities only 
are fully realized by the country when they them- 
selves are administering the Government. 


power that they did not bring with them national 


| 
| 
| 


When 
did the Federal party of this country come into | 
di | the Whig press of the country, since the 13th May, 


calamities and misrule, that aroused the people to | 


a sense of their dangers, and lead to a speedy 
change of their rulers? The present Opposition 
have never been permitted to continue a second 
time in succession in power, and they never will. 
If you were to come into power to-morrow, unless 
you change your principles and policy, the people 
would give you your walking-papers at the ex- 


re 


‘fan unconstitutional and an unnecessarney war’?’— 
yes, “a damnable E apace by the Presi- | 
| dent for ambitious, wicke 


, and unholy purposes? 
All this, and much more, we have heard from the 
Whig party on this floor, in the Senate, and from 


1846, and while the war was raging in Mexico, whilst 
the President had his hands full with a foreign and 
deadly enemy, and whilst the blood of our brave 


| countrymen was freely flowing in vindication of the 


piration of your first constitutional term. Your | 


partial legislation in favor of the capital of the 
country—in favor of associated wealth, in the 
shape of manufacturing or banking corporations; 


your opposition to the extension of the area of || 
| that the climate of Mexico was poisoned with ee 
uta | 


freedom; your apparent sympathies with the ene- 
mies of your country in times of war,—conspire 


to unfit your leaders for successfully and satis- | 


factorily administering this Government on the 


throwing the most difficult obstacles in the way of | 
| its successful prosecution and honorable termina- | 
|| tion. 


t lesand scale which are calculated to make || 
er fulfill her high destiny and mission among the | 
and mother, the weeping sister and lover, were all 


nations of the earth. I do not want to make a 
partisan speech, nor to place the Opposition in a 
worse light than they stand before the country; 


but I pronos examining their conduct and course 

| ico herself against the justness of the war on our 
| part, but found a response on the other side of 
this Hall. 


on the subject of the war, and see how it will com- 
pare with the dictates of patriotism, plain honesty, 
and consistency. 

By the eighth section of the first article of the 


| 
| held up to the full gaze of the citizen-soldier that | 


rights and glory of their country. No sooner was 
the responsibility of this war, by the act of May, 
1846, placed on the shoulders of the President, 
than the leaders of the Whig party, and almost 
the entire Whig press of the country, commenced 


Supplies were delayed, the war was de- 
nounced as unjust; all at once it was discovered 


ness and death, that it promised nothing 
robber’s grave to the soldier that went there to fight 


depicted in the high imagery of the Whig orators, 
poets, and scribblers of the land; the frantic wife 


| otherwise might be willing to enter the service of | 


his country; not a sentiment entertained in Mex- 


When the guerrilla chief harangued 


| 


| of 1844? 
| trials and difficulties ? 


| | 
| 

| 
| 
f 


| 
| | 
| 


| 
| 
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| 
| 
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could be raised in her favor, and has consented to 
make an honorable peace—when the blessings of 


| that peace are about visiting both countries, and 


the rich harvest of thé war is about to be gathered 
to our own,—I am not surprised to see the more 
sagacious of the Whig party, like our first Parents 
after they had sinned, discovering their nakedness, 
and trying to cover themselves from the gaze of an 
indignant people. 


Now, I have a few remarks to make, connected : 
with the history and conduct of the two 


reat 
political parties of the country, and I am done. 
The Democratic party never forsakes the cause of 
their country because the Executive branch of the 
Government may be in the hands of their oppo- 
nents. In 1840 the Whigs came into power, under 
circumstances as well calculated to sour and im- 
bitter the Democrats as any which we can well 
conceive of; yet that Administration, in its trials 
and misfortunes, found much, indeed most, of its 
support, aid, and comfort from the Democratic 
party; not fof any partiality for the incumbents, but 
because we loved the people and the country they 
represented. How has it been with the Executive 
that the pepe brought into power in the election 

as it got any aid and eomfort in its 
as it been encouraged or 
sustained in good faith in any of its measures of 
domestic or foreign policy. No, sir; no. The 
city of Rome was saved by the opposition and jeal- 
ousy of a Carthaginian Senate, and Carthage, in 
her turn, sacked and overrun by a Roman army. 
Mexico has not been so fortunate as the imperial 
city, nor the calamities so great to our own coun- 
try as to Carthage; but, so far as the party effort 
was concerned, the cases are parallel. 1 do not 
wish to be understood to insinuate that the Car- 
thaginian Senate intended to bring destruction upon 
their own country, but it was the result of an effort 
to break down a rival in the person of Hannibal. 
I am also quite sure that the Opposition here had 
no separate and independent wish to injure their 
own country. Their object was to break down a 
rival. But, sir, they were willing to do it at too 
great a cost. Their well-directed blows at the: Ex- 
ecutive of their own country whetted the sword 
end nerved the arm of Mexico; and I doubt not 
that many a noble soldier and patriot are now sleep- 
ing in death, who could have been saved to the 


| nation, but for this misguided effort. 


Again: the Whig party seems quite inclined to 


|| come into power without giving to the eople any 
the battles of his country ; the horrors of war were | i 


pledges or opinions by which they will be guided 


| in the administration of public affairs. In 1840, 
| they came into power in this way, and the disas- 
| trous consequences that followed are too fresh in 


| | 


|| his murderous band, and told them of the wrongs | 


the memory of all to need recapitulation. 

In 1844 the Democratic party held out in bold 
relief the contrary policy. We, in the Baltimore 
Convention, by our resolutions and address to the 
people, pledged our nominee to a line of conduct 
and measures that have been to him like the polar 
star to the mariner, and enabled him to keep the 


| offered to Mexico—when he told them that the || noble vessel in his charge set to the breeze of 
| war was one of invasions unconstitutionally and | enlightened public will. Sir, this Administration 
branch of this Government save Congress can put | unnecessarily begun by a poor, weak, lying, come- | came into power pledged to bring upon the country 
this country in a state of war with any other coun- || by-chance President of the United States—that it || the blessings of free trade, and enlarged and libe- 
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Constitution of the United States, Congress is in- 
vested with the power of declaring war. No other 
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ral commerce; to establish -the independent treas- 
ury on a firm basis; to settle the Oregon question; 
and finally to annex Texas; all of which it has 
most faithfully done; and, by way of good meas- 
ure, it is about throwing in New Mexico and 
Upper California, with all their golden treasures 
cad coanriercil advantages; and all this in spite of 
one of the most talented, as well as most bitter and 
relentless oppositions that ever existed in this coun- 
try. Polk’s valuable and glorious administration 
is about to close; glorious I may call it—history 
will record itso. It has fulfilled the high purposes 
forwhich it was designed by a wise Providence, 
and the people by whom it was called into exist- 
ence. It has cleared away the doubts and embar- 
rassments left hanging over all the branches of the 
Government by its immediate predecessor. Its 
financial and commercial policy has been felt at 
home and abroad, and has attracted the notice and 
admiration of the civilized world. Its foreign re- 
lations have been conducted with a capacity and 
success never surpassed, if ever equalled in the 
history of the country. With regard to our naval 
and military operations, what language shall I em- 
ploy to do them justice? Shall I cémpare them to 
the campaigns of Napoleon? Althoughona smaller 
scale, in point of energy and glory of achievements, 
even the skill and exploits of the Emperor will fur- 
nish no parallel. Sir, in future, when orators find 
it necessary to refer to the highest and noblest 
efforts of Shick man is capable, they will not have 
to trave}to the far-famed field of Thermopylæ, but 
they will find stronger and brighter examples in 
the history of our own beloved country. 

Sir, those who think with me on these subjects 
have a duty to perform in selecting and electing a 
successor able and worthy to fill the place of our 
present Chief Magistrate. Who that individual 
may be I care not, so that he is capable, willing, and 
pledged to carry out the great doctrines and demo- 
cratic principles found in the Constitution and 
bases of free government, as adopted and inter- 
preted by our republican fathers. 

I regret, sir, to see the manufacturing interest of 
the country attaching itself to a great political 
party. I regret to see the river and harbor inter- 
est attaching itself to a great political party, and 
regret to see the plunderers of the public domain 
attaching themselves to a great political party. 
Who can mistake the objects of those very disinter- 
ested politicians? Can any doubt, if the party to 
which they, or any one of them, belong succeeds, 
that they wil! expect to be rewarded for their ser- 
vices by taxing and plundering the other great 
interests or sections of the country to the amount of 
many millions for their own especial benefit? I 
wish I could say that my own party was entirely 
free from this class of politicians; but, thank God, 
I can say that it is more so than any other party 
of this country that is likely to come into power. 
I am very anxious, sir, to see this session of Con- 
gress brought to. a close so soon as our relations 
with Mexico will permit. I am anxious to meet 
my Constituents on the court greens of my district, 
when I can talk to them on these subjects with more 
freedom and ease than through the embarrassing 
medium of a written speech. There I will not be 
talking at the public expense, but upon “ my own 
hook.” I willbe ready to help to discuss those great 
questions of national policy with our political o 
ponents, whether they are fighting in the open field 
under the lead of the bold and fearless champion 
of Kentucky, or concealed and forted up under the 
a s of a military chieftain. 

r. Chairman, the Democratic party voted for the 
war—helped to place on the -head of the President 
the burden and responsibility of its prosecution; 
they have in good faith, in word and deed, stood 
by, and cheered on the commander-in-chief of the 
armies and navy of the country in the conflict. 
With a-few exceptions, the Whig party in Con- 
gress voted for the war; but how far they have 
encouraged the constitutional conductor of that 
war—what aid and comfort they have given him, 
I will leave to the people and the history of the 
times to decide. 

As a specimen of the patriotism and consistency 
of our friends over the way, I would call your at- 
tention to what took place during the last Con- 

ress, and to a vote taken a few days since in this 
ouse. When the President determined to strike 
a blow at the heart of Mexico, he asked the last 
Congress for an increase of the regular army. 
The Opposition were greatly alarmed at the idea 


of a large ‘standing army, and made that the pre- 


being presented to Congress, as an offering from 
text for their opposition to the passage of the ten- || the surviving members of the family of the late 
regiment bill, and other provisions for the increase || Baron de Kalb, which was read. 
of thearmy. To quiet the fears of the Opposition Mr. HAD o the sedi 
and country on that subject, we inserted in the || Jour | 
laws having for their object the increase of the || stan 
army, a provision, that at the close of the war, all || sage of the Preside E neata WARTEN 
such increase, both of officers and men, should be || Saturday, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
disbanded, and the army reduced to the peace es- | Relations, and ordered to be printed. As it did 


tablishment, as it stood at the commencement of || not so appear on the Journal, he would now make 


r ; | ) 
the Mexican war. But now that peace is hoped || that motion. The motion was agreed to. 


for, we find a provision introduced for the modi- || 

fication and repeal of this wise precaution in our | MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

army bills. And who, sir, are the advocates of || Mr. MOOR presented a petition from the heirs 
this repeal? Principally the Opposition who were || of Robert Libby, asking arrears of pension; which 


so alarmed at a large army in time of war, but who || was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a petition from citizens of Aroostook coun- 


can see no danger or inconvenience from it in time || 

of peace. | ty, Maine, remonstrating against the admission of 
I wish, Mr. Chairman, | could, inthe short time || timber free of duty; which was referred to the 

allotted to me by the hour rule, lay before the | Committee on Finance. 

countfy a list of the inconsistencies of the Oppo- | Mr. CASS presented a petition from Joseph 

sition during this Administration. Look, if you || Masterson, a wounded soldier, asking for a pen- 

please, at the Oregon question. The President at || sion. Referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


one time took ground in favor of the parallel of | Mr. BORLAND presented a petition from John 
54° 40’ as our northern boundary; but finding, | S. Luce, asking to be allowed remuneration for 
subsequently, that England had receded from her || certain losses incurred; which was referred to the 
claim and pretensions to all the territory up to the |! Committee on the Judiciary. 

wpe hg river, and was willing ae accept the | Petitions from citizens of the United States for 
rejected offer of the parallel of 499; also that a || the purchase of Mount Vernon were presented by 


majority of his constitutional advisers, as well as a || Mezsrs. JOHNSON of Maryland. CRITTED 
majority of the representatives of the people, were $ y ‘ 


in favor of a compromise on the latter boundary, 
he yielded his own views on a mere matter of bound- 
ary, and concluded a treaty in conformity with the 
clearly expressed will of the nation. ho now, 
sir, are the first to taunt the President for yielding || py. and others: and referred to the Committee on 
the parallel of 54° 40’? Is it not the very men || Indian Affairs. 

whose advice he followed? I wasa54° 40! man— | ORE inns comiti 


I stood there to the Jast—but I never blamed the || = 
President for settling the question by accepting the | Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 


parallel of 49°. i| mittee on Pensions, reported the following House. 
Again: The Opposition, with a very few excep- || bills, without amendment: | 

tions, voted for the war with Mexico, and many | For the relief of Harvey Jones; 

honorable members of that party voted to ingraft For the relief of Richard Reynolds ; 

the preamble on the war bill of May, 1846. Yet! For the relief of Seth Morton; — 

we find them a few months since—just at the mo- For the relief of H. Carrington, executor. of 

ment that Mexico was giving her first *indications | Paulina Le Grand, deceased; and 

of returning reason, when she began seriously to || For the relief*of Joseph Johnson, accompanied 

talk and think of peace—in mass, voting, solemnly || by a report. 

voting, that the war was *‘ unconstitutionally and || Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Finance, 

unnecessarily begun by the President of the United || made an adverse report on the memorial of John 

States.” You said, sir, you did this to fix a plaster || W. Leucks. 

on the back of the President. Have you not fixed j Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 

a plaster on your own backs, that will stick to you | Judiciary, reported House bill authorizing a term 

as tight as the poisoned shirt of Nessus? l ofthe United States circuit and district courts at 
Sir, what are you doing now, in this House, |! Chicago, Illinois. > 

where you have the majority, and can control our || . Mr. W. stated that the bill had been accidentally 


| mittee on Military Affairs. 


l Petitions in favor of the concentration and civil- 
ization of the Indians were presented by Messrs. 


action? You are, day after day, refusing to take | laid over by the committee, and, as it was import- - 


up the bill from the Senate, now on your table, || ant that it should be acted on at once, he asked the 
providing for the further prosecution of the war if || indulgence of the Senate to take it up and pass it. 
negotiations should be broken off. Sir, does not || ‘The motion having been agreed to, the bill was 
your conduct and policy, as a party, invite Mexico read a third time and passed. 


| 
to reject the treaty, procrastinate negotiations, and Mr. BUTLER. from the Committee on the Judi- 
profit by the chapter of accidents? Are you not || ciary, to whom had been referred the resolutions 
| 
| 


inducing her to believe that within a few months i : 
you will come into power, and give Mexico relief OF iis eain OF LENER DAKION IA A AE 


from all the consequences of a war which you 
yourselves have declared to be aggressive, uncon- 
stitutional, and unnecessary on our part ? 

If, sir, negotiations are interrupted, and a pro- 
crastinated war follows, on your heads will rest 
the responsibility. The Executive, with the aid || the United States, which was read a first time. 


of one of the most gallant armies that ever stood || M . 
$ ; r. BUTLER, from the same committee, re- 
upon God’s earth, has fairly conquered a peace; | ported House bill for the relief of Charles Reeder, 


and if you defeat it, by your apparent sympathies 3; : 
with Mexico, Oladiah’s curse is in reserve for you | of cla pian ee pate piv iru ha 


by an indignant and injured country. | 


Mr. VINTON obtained the floor, and said he || Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the Ameri- 


had a few remarks to make on the subject before | can Colonization Society,accompanied by a report. 
the committee; but the usual hour of adjournment l The bill was read a first time. 2 


having arrived, he would prefer making them in || On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, it was _ 
Ka a 3 
the morning, and he therefore moved that the com- | Ordered, That Mr. Butler, of South Carolina, be appointed 


mittee rise; which being agreed to— ehairman of the Judiciary Committee, in the place of Mr. 


The committee rose and reported progress. | Ashley, deceased; and that the Vice President appoint a 
And the House adjourned. | oe to fill the vacancy in said committee occasioned 


Mr. MOOR was appointed. 


elaborate report; which was read and ordered to 
be printed, with ten thousand additional copies; ac- 
companied also by a bill to provide for the more 
effectual execution of the third clause of the second 
section of the fourth article of the Constitution of 


l 


IN SENATE. 
On motion of Mr. BREESE, it was further 
: Wepvespay, May 3, 1848. Ordered, That the vacancies in the Committees on Pub- 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate || lic Lands and Printing be filled by the Chair. 
a letter from William Brent, stating that he had | The Chair appointed Mr. Boran on these com- 
received, addressed to hig care, from Robert Walsh, || mittees. 
consul of the United States at Paris, a portrait of || ‘ Mr. WESTCOTT gave notice of his intention, 
Major General Baron de Kalb, for the purpose of || to-morrow or some future day, to ask leave to in- 


~ 


May 3, 


| DEN,and STURGEON: and referred to the Com- . 


JOHNSON of Maryland, STURGEON, BAG-’ 


for the recovery of runaway slaves, submitted an ' 


| Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of ` 


a 


N 


1848. 


troduce the following bills: An act respecting the 
public archives in the State of Florida; and an act 
tò grant the Everglades and certain lands contigu- 
ous thereto, in the State of Florida, to said State, 


upon certain conditions. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


” On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Assistant Doorkeeper of the Senate be 
directed, when so requested by the widow of the deceased, 
to convey the remains of the Hon. Chester Ashley, late Sen- 
ator of the United States from the State of Arkansas, from 
the metropolis of the United States to the residence of the 
family of the deceased in that State; that the expenses at- 
tending the same be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate ; and that the Secretary of the Senate pay the widow 


of the deceased, from the contingent fund, whatever sum 


may be due for per diem, compensation, and mileage. 


Gn motion of Mr. HALE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire what legislation, if any, be necessary to 
secure to the colored citizens of the non-slaveholding States 
the privileges and immunities guarantied by the Coastitution 
of the United States to citizens of each of the States. 

Ga motion of Mr. BORLAND, it was 


‘Resolved, That the Vic® President be requested to com- 
municate to the Executive of the State of Arkansas inform- 
ation of the death of the Hon. Chester Ashley, late a Senator 
from said State. - ‘ 


Mr. CRITTENDEN moved that the prior or- 
ders be postponed, with a view to take up House 
bill for the relief of Mra. Harriet Barney, widow 
of the late Commodore Barney. , 

The motion having been agreed to, the bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. NILES said he had always supposed that 
there was a general bill which embraced all cases 
of this character. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN explained that the pen- 
sion in this case had expired under the limitation 
in the general bill. = 

Mr. YULEE said it was the intention of the 
Naval Committee shortly to report a general bill, 


which would cover this case. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN said that the bill was now 
before the Senate. The report showed that the 
case was a proper one for legislative action, and he 
hoped it would be now disposed of. 

“he bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. By 
unanimous consent, the bill was then read a third 
time and passed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS moved to postpone the previous 
orders, and to take up the bill granting to the State 
of Illinois the right of way and a donation of pub- 
lic land, for making a railzoad connecting the Upper 
and Lower Mississippi with the chain of northern 
lakes at Chicago. : 

Mr. HALE expressed a hope that his motion 
for leave to introduce a bill for the suppression of 
riots in the District of Columbia would first be dis- 
posed of. He was desirous for an expressién of 


_ the sense of the Senate on this question, which was 


still pending, and had precedence over alt other 
business. j 

The CHAIR said it would be taken up as a mat- 
ter of course whenever a motion to thateffect should 
be made. 

Mr. DOUGLAS suggested that it belonged to 
the business of the morning hour, which had now 
passed. It must therefore give way to the special 
orders. ; 

The motion of Mr. Dove.as was then agreed to, 
and the Senate proceeded to consider the above- 
named bill, as in Committee of the Whole. 

On motion of Mr. DOUGLAS, some verbal 
amendments to the bill were agreed to, by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. CLARKE suggested, that as the Senator 
from Indiana, [Mr. Hannecan,] who had indi- 
cated a wish to make an amendment, was absent 
from his seat, it would be better to pass over The 
bill informally. 

Mr. DOUGLAS hoped it would not be passed 
over. The amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Indiana contemplated merely a change in the 
designated route, so as to embrace Lafayette. He 
was willing to adopt that course, and would make 
an amendment to that effect. 

The bill-was amended accordingly, and was then 
reported to the Senate as amended. The amend- 
ments having been concurred in, and the question 
being on the engrossment of the bill— 
` Mr. CLARK Eagain expressed a hope that the bill 
should be passed over informally until the Senator 
from Indiana could be present; as he appeared to 
feel a strong interest in his amendment. i 


Ce A R e a e a a a see er he A a 


. THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. - 


Mr. DOUGLAS said, if the bill was permitted 
to be now disposed of, and the Senator from Indi- 
ana should not be satisfied, he would pledge him- 
self to move a reconsideration. Ț 

Mr. CLARKE then withdrew his opposition. 


Mr. NILES desired some information. .He 


j| wished to know what was the quantity of land 


given away by this bill. i 

Mr. DOUGLAS said, he was not prepared to 
say. The bill granted the alternate sections along 
the route to the width of six miles. 

Mr. NILES. What is the extent of the road? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. About four hundred miles. 


Mr. NILES. Four hundred miles! Here was’ 


room for a pretty speculation. - Did the bill pro- 
pose to vest the Jand in the State, in case the road 
should not be made? 

Mr. DOUGLAS replied that it did, on certain 
conditions. ` 

Mr. NILES. Is there any provision for the 
transportation of the United States mail ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS replied in the negative. He 
thought it proper that there should be some pro- 
vision of that kind; and if the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads would prepare an amendment, to the effect 
that the United States mail should be carried over 
the route ata moderate rate of compensation, he 
would be happy to adopt it. The right of the 
United States to transport troops and munitions 
of war was expressly reserved. 

Mr. NILES thought, that if the land was given 
to make the road, the mail ought to be transported 
free of charge. It was not, to be sure, quite so 
extensive a grant of land as that asked for by the 
projector of the railroad to the Pacific, which em- 
braced a breadth of twenty miles on each side of 
the road. He could not vote for the bill. Neither 
could he propose any amendment to it, because he 
thought the whole thing was wrong, both in a con- 
stitutional view and as a question of policy. He 
denied the power. of the General Government to 
make a railroad across any State. He wished he 
could satisfy himself that such a power existed; 
but he could not bring his mind to such a conclu- 
sion. And this mode of giving away the public 
lands to enable a State to do that which the General 
Government could not do directly, was merely a 
way of getting round the difficulty. The whole 
thing was wrong, and could not be sustained with- 
out adopting the construction of ‘the Constitution 
which conferred unlimited powers on the General 
Government. He denounced the new principle 
which had been introduced in our legislation, which 
sanctioned the taking that which was the property 
of all the States of the Union for the purpose of 
making a road for the benefit of a particular State. 
There was no power in Congress to do this; and 
if there was, it would be an act of injustice to the 
other States. He must ask the yeas and nays on 
the engrossment of the bill. 

Mr. DOUGLAS said he had prepared an amend- 
ment, making provision for the transportation of 
the United States mail at a reasonable rate of com- 
pensation, which he would now submit. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN expressed his satisfaction 
at this amendment, which removed his only ob- 
jection to the bill. This mode of disposing of the 
public lands had his entire concurrence. The 
amendment would protect the United States against 
the exorbitant exactions of railroad companies. 
It was of the greatest importance that a connection 
should be established between these two great 
rivers and the northern lakes. And. there could 
‘be no wiser purpose to which the General Gov- 
ernment could apply the public domain than in the 


construction and improvement of the great roads , 


to the West. 

Mr. BAGBY stated his constitutional objections 
to legislation of this character, and went at some 
length into his views on this point. 

The debate was further continued by Mr. CRIT- 
TENDEN, Mr. NILES, Mr. BENTON, Mr. 
BUTLE®, Mr. CASS, Mr. CALHOUN, and Mr. 
FOOTE; when > 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed, by the 
following vote: an 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Bell, Benton, 
Borland, Breese, Bright, Cass, Clarke, Cfayton, Crittenden, 
Davis of Mississippi, Douglas, Felch, Foote, Greene, Han- 
negan, Houston, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Spruance, 
Underwood, and Westcott—24. 

NAYS —Mesars. Atherton, Bagby, Butler, Calhoun, Hale, 
une as Georgia, Lewis, Niles, Sturgeon, Turney, and 

ulee—ii. ` 


è 
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The bill was subsequently read a third time, by 
urfanimous consent, and passed. 

[The debate, at length, will be found in the Ap- 
pendix. ] 

A motion was made to adjourn, but withdrawn; 
an 

Mr. FOOTE, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of the West Feliciana Railroad Company; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred. | 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
| Tuurspay, May 4, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. MURPHY, from the Committee on the Li- 
brary, reported a bill to regulate the exchanges of 
certain documents and other publications of Con- 
gress. Read and committed. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee of Waysand Means be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the letter of the Secretary 


of War respecting the claim of Daniel Parker, and that it be 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of John P. B. Gratiot, and the legal representatives 
of Henry Gratiot. Read and committed. 

Mr. DUNN, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports upon the petitions of David Little 


and of Alexander H. Mechlin. Laid uppn the 


table. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to admit certain articles of 
the growth or production.of Canada into the Uni- 
ted States free of duty, upon the condition that the 
like articles of the growth pr production of the 
United States are admitted into Canada free of duty, 
Read and committed. l 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported the following: ` 


Resolved, That there be prepared, by the procurement of 
the Clerk, for the use of this House and the Committee 
thereof on Public Lands, a map of the public lands in each 
State, showing the state of the survey, and also what has 
been sold; and that the same be prepared under the super- 
vision of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and 
that the said maps be revised and extended after each ses- 
sion of Congress. | 


After a short debate by Messrs. COLLAMER 
and HOUSTON, of Alabama, the resolution was 
agreed to. 


Mr. GOGGIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to regulate 
the postage on newspapers, and for other purposes. 
Read and committed. . 

Mr. G. moved that the post-route bill be made 
the special order for Friday next. . 

After a few words from Messrs. GOGGIN and 
KAUFMAN— 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, objected to 
the motion, and it was not received. 

Mr. EMBREE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition of citizens 
of Elkhart county, Indiana, for the passage of a 
iaw compelling the Post Office Department to aa- 
sume the responsibility of the safe transmission 
through the mails of all prepaid matter, and that it 
be laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, the 
same committee was discharged from the further 
consideration of the resolution of the House of 
the 13th of March last, relative to providing for a 
permanent arrangement with the railroads in the 
several States of the Union to transport the United 
States mail, and means and munitions of war upon 
long contracts, say twenty years. 

Mr. TOMPKINS moved that the resolution 
from which the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads had just been discharged, be referred 
to a select committee. 

After some remarks by Messrs. TOMPKINS 
and JONES, of Tennessee, the motion was agreed 


to. 

Mr. BARROW, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill for the relief 
of J. W. Nye, assignee of P. Bargy and Fi. Stewart. 
Read and committed. 

On motion of Mr. BURT, the Committee on _ 
Military Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petitions of Robert Gamble 
and of James W. Schaumburg, administrators of 
Bartholomew Schaumburg. Laid upon the table. 
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- Mr. BURT, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported-a bill to establish two national 
foundries and an armory. Read and committed. 

Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of C. Evans, of Pitts- 
burg, Pennsylvania. Laid upon the table. 

r. TUCK, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of S. B. Elliot, of the United 
States navy. Read and committed. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a joint resolution proposing the estab- 
lishment of a line of war steamers from the port 
of Monterey or San Fraficisco, in California, to 
Shanghae and Canton, in China. Read and com- 
mitted. - 

Mr. K. moved that 10,000 copies extra of the 
report and chart accompanying the said resolution 
be printed; which motion to print 10,000 copies 
extra of the report was referred to the Committee 
on Printing, and the motion to print 10,000 copies 
extra of said chart was referred to the Committee 
on Engraving. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, said he had on 
yesterday several times endeavored to obtain the 
floor to make the motion of which he had pre- 
viously given notice, that when the House ad- 
journed yesterday that it would adjourn to meet 
on Monday next; but he had failed in his efforts. 
He had been requested by members to make the 
motion this morning, but he was informed by offi- 
cers ofåhe House that three days were insufficient 
to do the necessary cleaning in the Hall, and he 


therefore declined to make the motion to-day to 


adjourn over to Monday. | 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee of Accounts, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the resolution of the 
House of March 23d, 1848, in relation to the 
funeral expenses of John M. Holley, late a mem- 


ber of the House from the State of New York. 


Laid upon the table. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That one thousand copies extra of report No. 
498, being the report of the Committee of Claims in relation 
to the establishment of a board of commissioners for the 


examination of claims against the United States, made to 
this House on the 26th day of April, 1848, be printed. 


Mr. COCKE rose, as soon as the resolution had 
been read, and inquired if the extra copies were 
not already: printed, and he wished to know by 
whose authority? l 

Mr. MILLER and others also rose to elicit the 
information called for by Mr. Cocke. 

Mr. CONGER explained the circumstances 
under which this resolution was offered. When 
this document was ordered to be printed by the 
House, no extra copjes were ordered; and, deem- 
ing it a document which should be sent forth to the 
people, he went to the office of the public printer 
and ordered one thousand copies to be printed on 
his own P IEA so as to prevent the type 
being kept or reset. The Committee on Printing 
have recommended the Printing of an extra num- 
ber of this report. It was a subject on which much 
Jabor had been devoted, and many valuable statis- 
tics collected, which are imbodied'in this report. 
The report had relation to the organization of a 
board of examiners of claims against the Govern- 
ment, for which purpose a bill had been reported. 

Mr. MILLER inquired if he understood that 
these large extra numbers had been ordered by an 


. individual member of this House-without its au- 


thority ? 

Mr. CONGER reiterated his explanation, and 
asserted his right as an individual to order any 
number of documents he pleased. 

Mr. COCKE did not deny the right of the gen- 
tleman from New York to order any number of 
documents for his own use, and on his own re- 
sponsibility, but he did deny the right of any 
member of this House to order the printing of 
extra copies of any document for this House with- 
out its authority. 

Mr. CON GER protested against the gentleman 
from Tennessee saying that he had ordered any 
printing for this ‘House. He had ordered the 


‘printing on his own di erm and did not ask 
, this House to sanction his att unles 


right. : 
= Mr. COCKE said this resolution proposed to 


sit was deemed 


authorize the printing of the number of documents 
which the gentleman from New York had ordered, 


and if it should be adopted, then this House would 
have to pay for the extra numbers which had been 
ordered. ‘It was a document which was useful 
only to the members of this House, and therefore 
an extra number were not required, and hence he 
was opposed to the adoption of the resolution. He 
hoped it would not be adopted. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, had no per- 
sonal interest in the adoption of this resolution; 
but as to the subject-matter of it, he differed from 
the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Cocke.] He 


deemed ita subject of very great importance both to | 


the House and to the country. It had been said 
by the gentleman from Tennessee that it was a 
matter interesting only tothe House, and not to the 
country at large; but he begged to inquire if there 
were any matters of greater interest than theclaims 
against the Government and the great difficulties 
which arose in relation to them? Why, the sta- 
tistics which had been collected showed that of 3,500 
claims which had been brought to this House du- 
ring one session from all parts of the Union, less 
than one hundred had been passed by Congress—not 
because they had been rejected, but because they 
had not been brought forward to be passed upon. 


He went on to’ show that in some cases not one- 


half of such cases had been reported upon, and he 
hoped this report would be sent to the country, for 
the facts which it contained would have a benefi» 
cial influence on the people, and he hoped would 
react on the members of this House. e under- 
took to say, that if gentlemen would read the facts 
which this report contained, they would be satis- 
fied that no greater abuse existed than the mode of 
adjudicating private claims. A portion of it had 
been made up by Mr. Whittlesey, who was for- 
merly chairman of the Committee on Claims; an- 
other portion consisted of facts collected by one of 
the clerks of this House with great labor; another 
portion contained some information as to the legis- 
lation of other countries on such subjects. These 
facts comprised a very valuable document. 

With regard tothe question which had been 
started as to the individual agency of the gentleman 
[Mr. Concer] in ordering the printing of extra 
numbers of this document, he had but little to say. 
It had certainly been done without his (Mr. R.’s) 
knowledge and sanction, It had been done on the 
gentleman’s own responsibility; and the amount 
involved was so small—but some $23—that he sup- 
eta the gentleman would be able to meet it if the 

ouse did not. - 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired to 
know if the gentleman from New York had ordered 
the extra printing as a member of the committee 
or in his individual capacity ? 

Mr. CONGER again explained. He said the 
Committee on Printing had recommended the print- 
ing of the extra number, and authorized him to 
make a motion for that purpose; but, failing in ob- 
taining the floor, he gave direction to the printer to 
print the extra copies before the type was distrib- 
uted, to save the expense of resetting the type in 
case the House should order the printing to be 
done. The order was given on his own responsi- 


bility. 

Mr. THOMPSON had supposed that it had 
been done by thé committee. The report was 
made, as he understood it, purely for the action of 
the House, and the ordinary number was ordered. 
It was nota subject of general interest. To that 
report he wished briefly to call the attention of the 
House. Hehad only looked through it cursorily, 
but he found it recommended that a board should 
be appointed for the adjudication of private claims; 
or, in other words; that another court should be 


established. This was a subject which had been > 


long under discussion at both ends of the Capitol, 
and on which various reports had been made. He 
believed they could appoint no board which could 
adjudicate claims, and take money for them out 
of the treasury of the United States, without the 
action of Congress. 
” Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, ipterposed, 
and assured the gentleman from Mississippi that 
he was greatly mistaken. It was not proposed to 
appoint a board to adjudicate private claims, and 
to take money out of the treasury. It did provide, 
however, for the examination of those claims, and 
for reports thereon to Congress, without requiring 
Congress to appropriate mdney for those claims 
even then. 

Mr. COCKE inquired if the morning hour had 
not expired? | 


The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
Tennessee that the gentleman from Mississippi 
was in possession of the floor. 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON would only add, that the 
course recommended on the subject of private 
claims would be the establishment of a singular 
precedent. : 


Mr. DUER said he observed that the conduct . 


of his colleague [Mr. Concer] had been comment- 
ed upon. Now, he asked permission to say that 
the object of his colleague, in ordering the printing 
on his own responsibility, was to save the Gov- 
ernment the expense of resetting the type. 

Mr. THOMPSON said the gentleman from 
New York had ordered these extra copies either 
on his own account or on behalf of the House. If 
he had ordered them for himself, they were for his 
own distribution; but if for the House, he (Mr. 
T.) was not willing to sanction the right of any 
individual to spend money for this House without 
authority., | j 

Mr. CONGER would say again that he did not 
wish the House to adopt thisresolution, unless the 
House thought that number of extra copies should 
be ordered. For what he had done he asked no 
favor from the House, or from any individual; and 
he desired that gentlemen, in the discussion of this 
subject, should be confined to the real questión on 
its merits. The single question before the House 
was this: Shall there be an extra number of this 
document printed? and not whether he was liable 
for the payment of those ordered. He desired 


gentleinen to leave the discussion of that point. 


Mr. THOMPSON reiterated that the gentleman 
from New York either ordered them on his own _ 
account or for the House, by its authority, and on 
its credit. If he had ordered them for himself, of 
course he would pay for them; but if for the 
House 

Mr. CONGER again interrupted the gentleman 
from Mississippi, to say that he had not put forth 
the fact that he had ordered these documents to be 
printed as a reason why this resolution should be 
adopted. The gentleman seemed to..have some 
object to accomplish in thus commenting on this 


oint. . 
k Mr. COCKE aaid it was not his purpose to 
reflect upon or to condemn the gentleman from 
New York; he did not say that the gentleman’s 
motives were not of the purest kind. Mr. C.’s 
sole object had been to put down the practice of 
members going in their private capacity to the 
public printer and ordering any number of copies of 

ublic documents printed on account of the House. 

Mr. CONGER said, that had not the gentleman 
called out this fact, of Mr. C.’s ordermg an extra 
number of this document printed, the House would 
very quietly have acted on the question; and if, in 
theif judgment, this report was of sufficient import- 
ance and- value to deserve printing, would have se 
ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS had one word to say to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Cocxz.] So far 
from agreeing in the principle which the gentle- 
man had asserted, he utterly dissented from it. It 
was the right, and might often be the duty of a 
member to apply to the printer, and haye a num- 
ber of extra copies of a public document printed 
for the benefit of his qwn constituents. ; 

Mr. COCKE did not mean to deny this right; 
but he denied the obligation or the right of the 
House to pay for printing out of the Treasury of 
the United States, if it was ordered, not by the vote 
of the House, but by a private individual member; 
and he had called up this subject with a view to 
prevent what he considered a dangerous precedent. 

Mr. STEPHENS said that he now understood 
the gentleman from Tennessee differently from 
what he had before. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he did 
not think this report of sufficient importance to 
deserve printing at all. 

Mr. CONGER said he had ordered the printing 
on his own responsibility, but not for his own use. 
, Before any action was taken on the subject— 

Mr. COCKE said, that as the morning hour 
was elapsed, he moved that the House now pro- 
ceed to take up the bills upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. ROCKWELL remonstrated, and hoped 
the motion would not be pressed. 

_Mr. COCKE insisted on his motion, observing 
that there weré many items on the Speaker’s table 
which were of great importance, and it was time 
to get rid of them. 
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Mr. VINTON moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

“Mr. KAUFMAN rose to a privileged resolu- 
tion—which was, to close the debate on the bill 
now pending before the House, (the bounty-land 
bill,) at two o’clock this day. 

Mr. VINTON hoped the resolution would not 
be adopted. There were amendments proposed 
to the bill which were of great importance. The 
chairman of the Land Gommittee, and he believed 
two or three other gentlemen, were desirous of 
submitting their views on the whole subject. He 
moved to amend the motion.of the gentleman from 
Texas by inserting pias at two o’clock. 

The question being put, the amendment was car- 
ried, and the resolution as amended agreed to. So 
the debate on the pending bill is to close on Mon- 
day, at two o’clock. 

he question recurring on Mr. Vinton’s motion 
that the House go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, the motion was nega- 
tived: Ayes 64, noes 67. ; 

Mr. COCKE moved that the House proceed to 
the consideration of the business on the Speaker’s 
table. . 
< The question was decided in the affirmative: 
Ayes 78, noes 57. | 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing Executive communications: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
a report (in answer to a resolution of the House) 
of the number of regulars enlisted and volunteers 
received into the service of the United States since 
the commencement of hostilities between the Uni- 
ted States and Mexico; the number killed in bat- 
tles, or who have died from wounds and from dis- 
ease; the number discharged; the strength of each 
regiment when mustered into serviee, and their 
strength according to the last returns; also, the 
name of the State where raised, &c. Laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster General, transmit- 
ting,in compliance with the act of 2d July, 1836— 

Ist. A copy of the abstract of the offers for car- 
rying the mails made within the year preceding 
the ist of July, 1847. 

2d. A report of all contracts made for the trans- 
portation of the mail within the year aforesaid. 

3d. A statement of all such land and watér mails 
as have been established or ordered within said 

ear. 
4th. A report of all additional allowances made 
to mail contractors within the said year. 

oth. A report of curtailments of mail service and 
pay ordered within the said year. 


6th. A report of fines imposed and deductions |: 


made from the pay of contractors within the said 
time. Referred to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads. 

A letter from the Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution 
of the House of the 13th of March last, informa- 
tton as to whether any injury has been done to the 
Capitol by cutting through the walls and arches of 
the same for the introduction of gas-pipes, or from 
digging about or under the foundation for the pur- 

ose of putting in furnaces to heat or warm the 
all and rooms of the Capitol, and whether the 
weight upon the dome from the pole does not en- 
danger the dome itself,&c. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings, and ordered to be 
printed. 
THANKS TO GENERAL TAYLOR. 

The joint resolution giving the thanks of Con- 

ress to Major General Zachary Taylor, which 
Fad passed both Houses, and was returned from 
the Senate with amendments, was laid before the 
House—the question being on concurring in the 
amendments of the Senate. 

The amendments, which were merely verbal, 
were concurred in, under the operation of the pre- 
vious question, moved by Mr. STEWART, of 
: Pennsylvania. And thus the joint resolution has 
finally passed both Houses. 


PATENT EXAMINERS. 
The next bill was a bill to provide additional 
` examiners in the Patent-Office, returned from the 
Senate with a disagreement in amendments. 
Mr. FARRELLY moved that the House insist, 
and a committee of conference be appointed; which 
. Was agreed to, 
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Messrs. Farretty, McCieiiand, and Bar- 
RINGER were appointed to constitute such commit- 
tee on the part of the House.. 


TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 
The Senate bill “ to raise, for a limited time, an 
| additional military force,” was next laid before the 
House. 


Mr. BOYD moved to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COCKE moved to refer it to the Committee 
on saa Affairs. 

The SPEAKER stated that the question would 
be first on the reference to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRODHEAD asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: l 

YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bingham, Bird- 
sall, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, William G. 
Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, 
Franklin Clark, H. Cobb, Williainson R. W. Cobb, Collins, 
Dunn, Featherston, Ficklin, French, Fries, Green, W. P. 
Hall, Hammons, Harmanson, Harris, Henley, Hill, G. S. 
Houston, Inge, Andrew Johnson, James H. Johnson, G. 
W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Lahm, La Sère, Letter, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McDowell, 
Miifer, Morris, Murphy, Nicoll, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Pet- 
tit, Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Richardson, Robinson, Rock- 
hill, Sawyer, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Charles 
E. Stuart, Strong, Jacoh Thompson, R. A. Thompson, 
Thurston, Turner, Wentworth, Wick, Wiley, and Wood- 
ward—74. 

NA YS—Messrs. Abhott, Adams, Barrow, Belcher, Blanch- 
ard, Bovdon,.Brady, Buckner, Cabell, Canby, Clingman, 


on, Donnell, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Ed- 
wards, Embree, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Freedley, 
| Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, 
Hale, Haskell, Henry, Hilliard, Isaac E. Holmes, Elias B. 
Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, T. B. King, D. P. 
King, William T. Lawrence, Lincoln, H. Mann, Marsh, 
| Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, Nes, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pendle- 
ton, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, 
Rumsey, Shepperd, Sherrill, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, 
Truman Smith, Stephens, A. Stuart, Strohm, Tallmadge, 
Taylor, Thibodeaux, R. W. Thompson, Tompkins, Toombs, 
Tuck, Van Dyke, Vinton, and White—79. 
So the House refused the reference to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
Cocke, it was taken and agreed to without a di- 
vision; and the bill was referred to the Committe 


on Military Affairs. 


AMERICAN HEMP. 
| The joint resolution from the Senate respecting 
contracts for hemp for the use of the American 
navy then came up, and was read a first and second 
time; and, the question then being on ordering it 
to a third reading— 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved the previous 
question; which was seconded. 

Mr. FRIES proposed to refer it to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs; but the motion was not now 
in order. 

The question being taken, the third reading was 
ordered; and the bill was accordingly read a third 
time. The question then being on its passage— 

Mr. JON BS, of Tennessee, moved to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Naval Affairs, with 
instructions to report a certain amendment. 

The SPEAKER ruled the motion out of order 
at this time. 

Mr. JONES then moved a reconsideration of the 
vote ordering the third reading. He said his ob- 
ject in moving the reconsideration was to enable 
him, when it should be reconsidered, to move an 
amendment to strike out so much of the resolution 
as authorized the making of the contracts at a price 
not exceeding the average price for the last five 
years, and to insert a provision for making the 
contracts at the market price when the hemp should 
be delivered. For the last three years, hemp had 
been much lower than it was at this time—much 
lower than the article had generally been in this 
country; and if they restricted the contracts to the 
average price of the last five years, he thought no 
person would be found in the country to take the 
contracts. He referred to general considerations 
in favor of making the market price at the time of 
delivery the standard. This was the reasonable, 
fair method of the Government, as well as for in- 
dividuals, and best secured the interests of both. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, had but a single re- 
mark to make in reply to the gentleman from 
Tennessee. The gentleman proposed so to change 
the resolution as that the contracts should stipulate 
to pay the price which hemp might bear at the 
time of delivery; that was precisely what it was 
desired by the resolution and by the growers of 


Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crozier, Dickey, Dix-» 
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hemp to avoid. The term of five years was placed 
in this resolution so as to give the hemp-growers a 
certainty that they should positively receive the 
designated price, that being understood and known 
oY them to be a remunerating price. The price of 
hemp was extremely fluctuating, and the object of 
this resolution was to avoid the injurious conse- 
quences of it. The price at this time was $315 per 
ton; the price paid two or three years ago was 
$228; the average price since the foundation of the 
Government had been about $200. Now, in the 
absence of the supplies of hemp in this country, 
owing to the uncertainty on the part of the grow- 
ers as to what they were to receive, the importers 
of foreign hemp were enabled % vary the prices 
as he had shown had been the case for years, and 
thereby the Government was frequently under the 
necessity of paying almost twice as much as they 
could procure American hemp for, provided the 
American grower could rely upon the certainty of 
receiving remunerating prices. There was no limit 
in the resolution, except that the price should not 
exceed the average price for the last five years; and 
if American growers were willing to enter into con- 
tracts for the supply of hemp at these average 
prices, surely the Government itself ought not to 
complain. It was believed that the terms proposes 
in the joint resolution were the best both for the 
Government and the hemp-growers that could pos- 
sibly be devised. He did not desire to detain the 
House. He hoped the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee would not prevail, an at the 
joint resolution would be passed. 

Mr. TURNER moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and the main question, bein 
first on the motion to reconsider, was ordered, aaa 
being taken, was decided in the ‘negative. 

The question then recurring on the passage of 
the resolution, it was agreed to. 


BILLS FROM THE SENATE. . 


The following bills from the Senate were taken 
up, read a first and second time, and appropriately 
referred: o , 

An act granting to the State of Illinois the right 
of way and a donation of public lands for making 
a railroad connecting the Upper and Lower Mis- 
sissippi with the chain of northern lakes at Chi- 
cago. 

‘An act placing the officer who performs the duty 
of adjutant at the Military Academy on an equality 
as to pay and allowances with the adjutant of 
recruits. 

An act for the relie? of John Lorimer Graham, 
late postmaster in the city of New York. 

An act to confirm the location, and to grant a 
quarter section of public lands, for the county site 
of Hillsborough county, State of Florida. 

An act respecting certain surveys in the State of 
Florida. 

An act extending privileges to American vessels 
engaged in certain mentioned trade, and for other 
purposes. 

An act for ascertaining apd paying the California 
claims. 

An act to require the holders of military land 
warrants to compensate the land officers of the 
United States for services in relation to the location 
of those warrants. 

An act to provide a free communication across 
the Eastern Branch of the river Potomac, in the 
District of Columbia. 


An act to provide for the settlement of the claim . 


of Henry Washington, late a deputy surveyor of 
the public lands in Florida. 

An act for the relief of Reynolds May. 

An act authorizing the purchase of the papers 
of Alexander Hamilton. 

An act for the relief of the forward officers of the 
late Exploring Expedition. 

An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to make an arrangement or compromise with 
Mangle M. Quackenboss and his codbligors, or 
any of them, for claims on bonds given by them 
as sureties to the United States. 

A resolution for the relief of Jonathan Lewis. 

An act for the relief of Jeanette C. Huntington, 
widow and sole executrix of William D. Cheever, 
deceased. E 

An act for the relief of Creed Taylor. : 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth Pistole, widow 
of Charles Pistole, deceased. | 

An act for the relief of Jesse Turner. 

An act for the relief of Joseph p Caldwell. 
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An act for the relief of Nathaniel Kuykendall. 

An act granting a pension to the widow of Jacob 
Garland, deceased. 

An act for the relief of Thomas Brownell. 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth Jones and the 
other children of John Carr. | ° 

- An act for the relief of Thompson Hutchinson. 

An act for the relief of Thomas Douglas, late 
‘United States Attorney for East Florida. 

An act for the relief of Santuel W. Bell, a native 
of the Cherokee nation. 

An act supplementary to an act to authorize the 
Secretary of State to liquidate certain claims there- 
in mentioned, passed Apri} 18, 1814. 

An act for the®@lief of Oliver C. Harris. 


THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


The bill from the Senate entitled ‘* An act to de- 
clare the true intent and meaning, so far as respects 
the franking privilege of members of Congress, of 
the act approved the Ist of March, 1847, and en- 
titled ‘An act to amend the act entitled An act to 
reduce the rates of postage, to limit the use and 
correct the abuse of the franking privilege, and for 
the prevention of frauds on the Post Office Depart- 
ment,’ passed 3d March, 1845, and for other pur- 
poses,” was read a first and second time. — 
` Mr.-GOGGIN moved its reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, rose and said that 
this was an extraordinary bill. It was designed to 
give to members of Congress the right to put their 
names§@ parcels and bend them out to any part 
of the country; and the Postmaster General, nor 
any postmaster, would be authorized, or would 
dare, under the bill, to question the genuineness of 
the name of the member that it might appear to be, 
whether it were written by himself, or engraved, 
sca He moved to lay the bill on the 
table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


The bill from the Senate entitled ** An act to 
provide for the repair and improvement of the dam 
at the head of Cumberland Island, in the Ohio 
river,” was read a first and second time, and re- 
feyred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill'of the House supplementary to the act entitled 
“ An act to regulate the exercise of the appellate 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in certain cases, 
and for other purposes.’’ Laid on the table. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 
entitled ‘* Ap act to make Ship Island, in the col- 
lection district of Pearl river, a port of delivery, and 
to authorize the appointment of a surveyor for said 
port.” 

The amendments of the Senate were agreed to, 
and the title was amended by striking out the word 
“ surveyor,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
“ deputy collector.” 


The joint resolution of the House extending the 
time for the erection of certain light-houses, which 
was ordered to be engrossed on the 3d of February, 
was read a third time and passed. 


GENERAL OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 


The House next proceeded to consider the en- 
grossed bill of the House to amend the act entitled 
“An act providing for the prosecution of the exist- 
ing war between the United States and the Repub- 
lic of Mexico, and for other. purposes;”’ the ques- 
tion being on the passage. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be tt enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
proviso of the first section of an act approved the 18th day 
Óf fune, 1846, in the following words: ‘‘ That when the war 
with Mexico shall be terminated by a definitive treaty of 
peace, duly concluded and ratjfied, the number of major 
gono in the army shall be reduced to one, and the num- 

er Of brigadier generals shall be reduced to two; and the 
President of the United States is authorized and directed 
to select, from the whole number who may then be in office, 
without regard to the date of their commissions, the officers 
to be retained, and cause the remainder to be discharged 
from the service of the United States,” be, and the saine is 
héreby, repealed. | 


The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
yeas 80, nays 67, as follows: — 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Barrow, Bayly, Belcher, Blanch- 
ard, Bocock, Boydon, Brady, Brodhead, Burt, Cabell, Can- 
by, Cathcart, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, 
Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Daniel Duncan, 
Edwards, Embree, Nathan’ Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Freed- 


| King, William T. Lawrence, Lincoln, McDowell, Marsh, 


‘nobody. He hoped he should have 


ley, Gayle, Gentry, Goggin, Gott, Gregory, Hale, Harris, 
Haskell, Henry, Hilliard, isaac E. Holmes, Elias B. Holmes, 
John W. Houston, Inge, Thomas Butler King, Daniel P: 


Marvin, Morehead» Mullin, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pendleton, 
Petrie, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwel), John A. Rock- 
well, Rumsey, Shepperd, Sherrill, Slingerland, Caleb -B. 
Smith, Truman Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, 
Strohm, Taylor, Thibodeaux, Tompkins, Toombs, Van Dyke, 
Vinton, White, Wilson, and Wooodward—80. : 
NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Beale, Bisham, Bowdon, 
Bowlin, Boyd, William G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. 
Brown, Chase, F. Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Featherston, Ficklin, French, 
Fries, Giddings, Green, Grinnell, Willard P. Hall, Ham- 
mons, Harmanson, Henley, Hill, George S. Houston, Hub- 
bard. Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James H. Johnson, Robert 
W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Lahm, 


La Sére, Leffler, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McCler- 


nand, Horace Mann, Miller, Morris, Morse, Nicoll, Peasiee, 
Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Robinson, Rockhill, Sawyer, Rebert 
Smith, Starkweathcr, Charles E. Stuart, Jacob Thompson, 
Robert A. Thompson, William ‘Thompson, Thurston, Tuck, 
Turner, Wentworth, Wick, and Wiley—67. 


So the bill was passed. 


MOUNT VERNON. 


The SPEAKER presented a memorial of sun- 
dry American citizens, praying that Mount Vernon 
may become the property of the United States, in 
order that the mansion and favorite grounds of 
Washington, with the tomb containing his sacred 
remains, may be kept sin a suitable and proper state 
of preservation. l 

Mr. HILLIARD moved the reference of this 
memorial to a special committee of nine members. 

Mr. BURT suggested to the gentleman from 
Alabama that this memorial related to a subject 
which had been under the consideration of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, to whom similar 
memorials had been referred; and he hoped this 
would have the same direction. It was perhaps 
not the time to state what action the Committee on 
Military Affairs had taken upon such memorials, 
but he would observe that that committee would 
very soon be prepared to report on this and the 
other similar memorials that had been referred. 

Mr. HILLIARD said his object was to secure 
a proper consideration for these inemorials; and 
if like memorials had been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, he had no desire to disturb 
or change the reference. He hoped the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs would make a favorable 
report, which would enable the House to act on 
this subject at the present session. He would not 
press his motion for a select committee, but allow 
the memorial to go to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved to lay the 
whole subject on the table, but afterwards with- 
drew it, that the memorial might go to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. But he wished to say 
that he was opposed to the object contemplated. 


It was desired by these memorialists, that this. 


Government should give $150,000 for property that 
was entirely worthless to the Union. If such a 
measure should’come before this House, he should 
oppose it, and take every means in his power to 
defeat it. Oflate, much of the legislation of Con- 
gress involved useless expenditures that ought not 
to be indulged in, and it was time that the mem- 
bers of this House should set their faces against 
it. He cared not with whose name such legisla- 
tion should be connected, it ought to be stopped. 
With these views, he should oppose it by every 
honorable and sensible means in his power. 

The motion to refer to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs was then agreed to. 


TEXAS VOLUNTEERS. 


On motion of Mr. BURT, the House proceeded 
to the consideration of the joint resolution for the 
payment of the regiment of Texas mounted vol- 
unteers called out by Colonel Curtis, commanding 
officer at Camargo, and not mustered into service. 

Mr. BURT said, this resolution had heretofore 
been under consideration in this House, and it was 
on the question of its passage when the House ad- 
journed on a preceding day. Its object had been 
fiy explained and discussed, and therefore he 
hoped there would be no objection to its pas- 
sage at this time; for the Texas volunteers were 
as much entitled to remuneration as any others 
called into the service in Mexico. This was spe- 
cial legislation, it was true, but it was necessary 
and indispensable under the circumstances of the 
case. It was recommended by the Secretary of 
War, and he presumed would be objected to by 

the approba- 
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tion of the House in moving the previous question 
upon it. . - 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be now put, being 
first on the pending amendment, which provided 
against payment for horses lost fer want of for- 
age. 

"The question being taken, the amendment was 
rejected, and the resolution was then ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. i 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on the 
third reading. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, moved the reconsider- 
ation of the vote ordering the resolution to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. He said he had no 
objection to paying the Texas volunteers precisely 
the same as other volunteers were paid. He 
thought it right that they should be so paid; but 
this resolution proposed to pay those who had 


_been in the service for a very short period as much 


as others, nay more than those who had been longer 
in the service. It proposed to give to the Texas 
volunteers who had not been in service more than 
sixty or ninety days, bounties and compensation 
and remuneration exceeding the payments to those 
who have been in the service since the war began. 
Those who have been in the service since the war 
commenced were not entitled to compensation for 
their horses, unless they were actually .killed in 
battle; but these men called from Texas, who have 
never seen the enemy, were to be entitled to pay- 
ment for their horses, which, it was said, had been 
lost In-consequence of the neglect of the Govern- 
ment to furnish them with forage. What reason was 
there to be offered for this peculiar exception? It 
was said, if they passed a general law to pay fot 
horses lost in the service, still these men would nor 
be paid, because they were called out irregularly. 
This, he held, was not a valid objection; for a 
provision could be introduced into the generat bill 
to give them the same that was given to other vol-. 
unteers. If it was intended to pass a general bill, 
provision could be made for the Texas volunteers; 
but until it was determined to provide for all others, 
he was unwilling to make an exception in favor of. 
these men, who had been in service a very few 
days. There were men from Missouri who went 
out on the first call for volunteers by the Presi- 
dent of the United States; they travelled some five 
thousand ,or six thousand‘ miles, and nearly all 
their horses perished. And where, he asked, was 
the law giving them a cent for the losses they had 
sustained? Again, the horses of other volunteers 
from other States were thrown overboard in the 
Gulf, and why had not they as good a claim as 
these Texas volunteers, who marched one hundred 
and fifty or two hundred miles only, and when 
they got to the seat of war were immediately sent 
back again? 

Mr. BURT understood the gentleman from 
Missouri to say, that this resolution proposed to 
give Texas volunteers a greater sum than any 
other volunteers were likely to receive. Now, he 
should be much indebted to the gentleman if he 
would show him specifically in what particular this 
resolution proposed to pay these Texas volunteers 
a greater sum, or allowance, or emolument, than 
was received by other volunteers. | 

Mr. HALL thought he had been sufficiently 
explicit. This resolution proposed to pay the 
Texas volunteers for horses lost for want of forage, 
but there was no provision to pay other volunteers 
for such losses, and thus they would receive pay 
which was not received by others. 

Mr. BURT had yet to learn that pay for horses 
lost was part of their pay and allowance for ser- 
vice. This resolution did certainly propose to give 
to the Texas regiment of volunteers payment for 
their horses also, and it was known to the House | 
that the Committee on Military Affairs had like- 
wise promptly reported a bill to pay for all horses 
lost in-the war for want of forage being furnished 
by the Government of the United States. But if 
such a general law had been passed giving the Sec- 
retary of War authority to pay for horses lost in 
Mexico under such circumstances, this reginient | 
of Texas volunteers would receive nothing by 
virtue of that law. 

Mr. HALL begged leave to ask the gentleman 
from South Carolina, if a law were passed to pay ` 
other volunteers for horses lost in the war, with 
a pores extending to this case, together with all. 
ptherg, whether these Texas volunteers would nat 
be paid for their horses? 
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Mr. BURT replied, that it must be obvious, if 
Congress should make special provision to pay 
for these horses, they would be paid for. The 
very statement of the gentleman furnished an 
answer to his own question. What he (Mr. B.) 
had contended for was, thatthey must make special 
provision for the payment of these Texas volun- 
tegrs. Why? Because they were called into the 
service by Colonel Curtis, without constitutional 
authority. That was the reason why they could 
not receive pay and remuneration for their horses, 
if a general law should be passed to pay for horses 
lost in the service. The Committee on Militar 
Affairs recommended that they should be paid all 
that they would have been entitled to if they had 
been regularly mustered into the service; and he 
appealed to the House to pass this resolution, and to 
pass it without amendment, which would .require 
a paymaster to hunt up these men twice to pay 
them sums which could be as well paid at once. 
The Committee on Military Affairs desired to pay 
for all horses lost by the fault or misfortune of the 
Government; but he repeated that this was a special 
case, which required special legislation. He hoped 
the resolution would pass. | 

Mr. GIDDINGS briefly spoke in favor of the 
` motion to reconsider. | 

Mr. LINCOLN said the objection started by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr: HALL] struck 
him as being a sound one; and he wished to as- 
certain if there was anything further to be learned 
about this claim, for he desired fully to understand 
it. He understood that the volunteers who served 
in Mexico were not by any general law entitled to 
pay for lost horses, and he understood that if this 
resolution should pass, the Texas volunteers would 
be entitled to compensation for lost horses. Thus, 
they would be placed in more favorable circum- 
stances than others. 

Mr. BURT begged leave again to explain. The 
Committee on Military Affairs had reported a bill, 
which was before the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, to pay for all horses lost in 
Mexico, under the circumstances indicated by this 
resolution, or by casualties not necessarily inci- 
dent to the service without the fault of the owners. 
He begged to say to the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Lincoin,] that if that bill were now a law, 
they would have to make a special provision for 
the payment of the Texas volunteers. This was 
admitted by the gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. 
Hatt,] for the Texas volunteers were called into 
service by Colonel Curtis, of the Ohio regiment, 
who had no authority to call them into the service. 
This resolution, then, was in the nature of a pri 
vate bill. It was to provide for the payment of a 
parca regiment, in consequence ‘of the irregu- 

arity of which he had been speaking. When the 
general bill was passed, all the others would ‘be 
provided for. If, however, the provision for the 
payment of the lost horses were stricken from this 
resolution, as some gentlemen desired, and incor- 
porated in the general law, no good would be pro- 
duced, buta double journey of a paymaster into 
‘Texas would inevitably follow, for the purpose of 
paying, first, that which would be allowed by this 
joint resolution, and afterwards the compensation 
to be awarded by the general law. 

Mr. LINCOLN said the payment for these lost 
horses came within a class of cases in which he 
was a good deal like a gentleman near him, who 
was in favor of paying for everything by way of 
being sure of paying all those that were right. 
But if this resolution should be passed, and the 

neral law should fail, then everybody but these 

exas volunteers would go without their compen- 
sation. He was not willing to do anything that 
would produce such a result. He preferred pla- 
cing the Texas volunteers on a level with all other 
volunteers; and, therefore, he shduld vote for the 
reconsideration. 

Mr. KAUFMAN warmly advocated the passage 
of the resolution. He urged that the resolution 
‘had been carefully considered by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and reported to the favorable 
consideration of the House; and, being entirely 
meritorious in its character, he regretted that it 
should have met‘with any opposition here. If gen- 
tlemen were acquainted with all the circumstances 
of the ease, which had not been detailed here, they 
would not have hesitated to pass it. He then pro- 
ceeded to detail: the circumsfances under which the 
Texas volunteers were called into the service of 
the United States by Colonel Curtis, as briefly 


stated by Mr. Burt, of South Carglina, and said 
that it had ever been the policy of this Govern- 
ment to pay.for. horses so lost. It was not a valid 
argument against this resolution that it could be 
incorporated into the general law. This resolution 
might now be passed, and there could be no ques- 
on that the general law would be passed here- 
after. i 

He then detailed the course pursued by the 
Texas -volunteers in endeavoring to effect a settle- 
ment of this claim. They had actually incurred 
the expense of sending their lieutenant colonel to 
Washington for that purpose. He appealed, then, 
to the House not to subject these gallant men to 
further inconvenienee. When Colonel Curtis called 
upon them, they rallied around his standard, when 
they believed that danger would attend them at 
every step, and he claimed for them the favorable 
consideration of the House. 

Pending the question— 

„On motion, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and memorials were presente 
under the rule, and referred: l 


By Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky: The petition of Henry 
Childs, praying for a pension, on account of a disability re- 
ceived while in the service of the United States. 

By Mr. CABELL ¢ Resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of Florida, and petitions, preamble, and resolutions of 
the General Assembly of the State of Florida, for light- 
houses at Smyrna, Egmont Key, and at the mouth of the 
Suwanee river. Also, memorials for a marine hospital and 
custom-house at Appalachicola, and for the improvement of 
Appalachicola bay. Also, for the construction of a canal to 
connect [ndian river with the St. John’s. Also, for the 
fortification of Cape Florida and St. Andrew’s bay. Also, 
for the grant of St. Francis barracks at St. Augustine, for the 
Use of a seminary of learning. Also, for a port of entry at 
Miami, in Dade county. Also, for mail routes to St. Lucie 
and Dade counties, and froin Milton to Nathansville. 

By Mr. BARROW: The petition of Samuel Graves, pray- 
ing for a peusion for injuries sustained while acting as a 
pilot on Lake Champlain during the late war with Great 


Britain. 


By Mr. DUNCAN, of Ohio; The memorial of Clarissa 
Sumner and Lucy Duc, heirs of Colonel John Sumner, of 
the Connecticut Continental line of the Revolution, praying 
pay for two final settlement certificates, which were funded 
in 1790, still due and unpaid. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of Thomas B. 
Clarke, of Detroit, for a land patent. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: The petition of Archibald McAllis- 
ter, tor a renewal of letters patent. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The petition of many citizens of the 
city of New York, for the repeal of the law requiring news- 
papers sent through the mail by other persons than publish- 
ers to be prepaid. ` 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: The memorial of Jonathan 
Church, praying the passage of a law authorizing the survey 
and sale of a tract of larfd in Monroe county, Linois, called 
the “ Renault Grant.”? 

By Mr. DUER: Remonstrance of citizens of the State of 
New York, residing in the county of Oswego, against the 
passage of a bill to place on a retired list, und reduce the 
compensation of officers of the navy, who become incom- 
petent from age Qr infirmities to perform the duties of their 
stations. 
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Mr. CLAYTON presented two memorials from 
citizens of Pennsylvania, asking the construction 
of a post road between Philadelphia and New 
York; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. C. said the memorialists had alluded to the 
fact that the statements made in their memorials 
had been contradicted on the floor of the Senate, 
and stating their willingness to be examined touch- 
ing the same before any committee. 


Mr. WESTCOTT, on leave, introduced a bill 
respecting the public archives in the State of Flor- 
ida; which was twice read, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BENTON presented several memorials 
from certain settlers and claimants, half-breeds, 
asking such action as will establish a fee simple to 
their settlements on certain reservations; which 
were referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial very numer- 
ously signed, asking some new mode of legislation 
by which colored citizens might be secured in their 
just rights, such as the writ of habeas corpus, &c. 
The motion to receive this petition was laid on the 
table. i l l 

Messrs. AVESTCOTT and YULEE presented 
memorials from citizens of Florida, in relation to 
the mails; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


š REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. ` 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported House bill relating to an act 
therein named, -without amendment, and asking 
the indulgence of the Senate to act on the bill at 
once. 

The bill was then considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed The 
question being on its passage— 

Mr. BAGBY objected, but subsequently with- 
drew his objection at the earnest solicitation of 
Mr. Hanneean, and the bill was read a third time 
and passed. 


Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported a bill granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Munroe; which was read a first time. 

Mr. BADGER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom had been referred the memorial 
of a certain firm, asking for an amendment to the 
bill for the relief of David Myerle, reported that 
the committee saw nothing in the memorial to in- 
duce an amendment to the bill, or to delay its pas- 


sage. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, it was 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate all the correspond- 
ence between the Secretary of State and Don Justa Sierra, 
the representative of the Government of Yucatan, if not in- 
consistent with the public interests. 

On motion of Mr. STURGEON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of granting a com- 
pensation to Commodore James Biddle, for the diplomatic 
services which he has rendered as actual commissioner to ` 
China. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, a 
resolution was adopted directing the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing certain mail routes 
therein expressed. | | 6 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, moved that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill to 
provide for a retired list of the army of the United 
States. Mr. D. thought the bill would lead to no 
discussion; but, if the Senate were not disposed to 
act on it at once, he desired to name some early 
day for its consideration. 

r. CLAYTON hoped the consideration of the 
bill would not be pressed at this time; in his opin- . 
ion, the subject would require investigation. 

The bill was taken up, and made the special 
order for Monday next. 


PROPOSED OCCUPATION OF YUCATAN. . 
Mr. HANNEGAN rose and said he-was in- 
structed by the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to whom had been referred a message of the Presi- 
dent jn relation to Yucatan, to report “ An act to 
enable the President to take temporary military 
occupation of Yucatan.”’ : 
Mr. H. asked to have the bill read a second 
time then, not with a view to immediate action, 
but that it might be made the special order for to- 
morrow, at one o’clock. _ 
There being no dissenting voice, the bill was 
read, as follows: 
AN ACT to enable the President of the United States to 
take temporary military occupation of Yucatan. 

SECTION 1l. Be it enacted, §c., That the President of thé 
United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to take tempo- 
rary military accupation of Yucatan, and toemploy the army 
and navy of the United States to assist the people of Yuea- 
tan in repelling the incursions of the Indian savages now 
overrunning and devastating that country. 

Sec. 2, And be tt further enacted, That the President be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and empowered to furnish, on 
such terms and conditions as he may deem proper, to the 
white population of Yucatan, such arms, ammunition, ori- 
nance, and other military means,as they may need, to enable 
them to resist and repel the Indian hostilities now waged 
against them, and to restore peace and security to their 
country. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the President be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and empowered to accept the 
services of an equal number of volunteer troops to supply the 
place. of such as may be withdrawn from their present duty 
by virtue of this act, provided their services shall be re- 
quired ; the same to be raised for service during the war with 
Mexico, agreeably to the provisions of the acts of May 13, 
1846, and March 3, 1847. 


Mr. HANNEGAN then moved that the bill be 
made the special order for to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE asked for the yeas and nays on this 
motion, and they were ordered. 

On this bill a protracted discussion took Laren 
in which Mr. CALHOUN, Mr. HANNE , 
Mr. HALE, Mr. FOOTE, Mr. WESTCOTT, 
Mr. CASS, and Mr. NILES, participated, a full 
report of which will be found in the Appendix. 
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Mr. CALHOUN moved that the bill be made 
the special order for Friday; which was negatived 
—ayes 12, noes 17. 

Mr. HALE moved Monday, and asked for the 

eas and noes, which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and decided as 
follows: a 


_ YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Calhoun, Clarke, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Green, Hale, Johnson of Lou- 
tsiana, Niles, Spruance, Underwood, and Upham—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, Borland, 
Breese, Bright, Butler, Cass, Davis of Mississippi, Felch, 
Foote, Hannegan, Hunter, Lewis, Moor, Sturgeon, Turney, 
Westcott, and Yulee—20. . 


- The bill was then made the special order for 


to-morrow.. 
And then the Senate adjóurned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
°  Fripay, May 5, 1848. 
- TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
On the motion of Mr. WHITE, the petition and 
apers of Thomas C. Green were taken from the 
files of the House and referred to the Committee 
- on Private Land Claims. 


WAR STEAMERS IN THE PACIFIC. 


On the motion of. Mr. KING, of Georgia, the 
Journal was corrected so as to show that the joint 
resolution reported by him yesterday to establish 
lines of war steamers in the Pacific Ocean, embraced 
ports in the Sandwich Islands as well as Califor- 
nia and China. - 


PORTRAIT OF BARON DE KALB. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
received from W. W. Brent, Esq., of Washington, 
communicating the intelligence that he had just re- 


ceived, addressed to his care, from Robert Walsh, : 


Ese., the consul of the United States at Paris, a 
rtrait of Major General Baron de Kalb, to be 
presented to Congress as an offering from the sur- 
viving family of De Kalb, which awaited the decis- 
ion of Congress as to its reception and disposition. 
Referred to the Committee on the Library. 


GENERAL TAYLOR'S PLATFORM. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, asked the 
unanimous consent of the House to offer the fol- 
lowing resolutions: J 

Resolved, That “ the power given by the Constitution to 
the Executive to interpose his veto is a high conservative 
power, which should never be exercised except in cases of 
clear violation of the Constitution, or manifest haste and 
want of consideration by Congress.”? © 

Resolved, That “the personal opinions of the individual 
who may happen to occupy the Executive chair ought not to 
control the action of Congress upon questions of domestic 
policy, nor ought his objections to he interposed wherd ques- 
tions of constitutional power have been settled by the vari- 
ous departments of Government, and acquiesced in ‘by the 
People.” i 

Resolved, That “upon the subjects of the tariff, the cur- 
rengy, the improvement of our great highways, rivers lakes, 
‘and harbors, the will of the People, as expressed through 
their representatives in Congress, ought to be respected and 
carried out by the Executive.”’ 

Resolved, That “ war, at all times and under all circum- 


stances, is a national-calamity, to be avoided if compatible 
with national honor ;’? that “the principles of our Govern- 
mentas well as its trie policy are opposed to the subjugation 
of other nations and the dismemberment of other countries 
by conquest, for, in the language of the great Washington, 
‘why should we quit our own to stand on foreign ground.’ ”’ 

Objection being made, the resolutions were not 
received. 

PRIVATE BILLS. 

On the motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, of Con- 
necticut, the House resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole House, (Mr. KaurMan in the charr,) 
and took up the private calendar. 

Some difficulty was found in agreeing upon a 
mode of proceeding with the bills on the calendar, 
and in settling the precedence which should be 
given to them, and a long and irregular conversa- 
tion ensued thereon. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved that the committee 
rise, with the view of moving that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. Disagreed to: Ayes 46, noes 
79. 

The conversation was then resumed, points of 
order were raised, and parliamentary law was read 
and enforced by argument, until the committee 
found itself without a quorum, and the Chairman, 
according to rule, directed the roll of members to 
be called. : 

The committee then rose and reported the bill 
No. 318, and the fact, that having found themselves 


e 


without a quovom, the roll had been called, and 
was now reported to the House.. 


At_the call of Mr. STEPHENS, the list was 


„read; and, as it showed a quorum to be present, 


the committee resumed its session. _ 

After some further time spent in committee, and 
acting on a few bills to which no objection was 
made, the committee rdse by the vote of a majority 
of less than a quorum, and reported the bills agreed 
upon to the House. 

The SPEAKER, the propriety of the course 
adopted having been questioned, decided that less 
than a quorum could rise and report. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, doubted the pro- 

riety of less than a quorum wansacting business 
by reporting bills to the House. 

The SPEAKER replied, that in the progress of 
its business, the committee laid bills aside to be 
reported, and therefore they were properly before 
the House. 

The bills reported were the following, whigh 
were respectively ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and were read a third time and 

assed: a 

A bill for the relief of John B. Smith and Simeon 
Darden. : 

A bill for the relief of Thomas H. Leggett. 

A bill for the relief of Lot Davis. 

A bill for the relief of Christopher Cunningham. 

A bill for the relief of William H. Wilson. 

A bill for the relief of Amos Bull. : 


` And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
l Fripay, May 5, 1848. 
A message was received from the President of 
the United States, communicating, in compliance 


with a resolution of the Senate of the 3d instant, 
the correspondence of Don Justa Sierra and the 


Secretary of State in relation to Yucatan; which 


was laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Commander 
James M. Mcintosh; which was read a first time. 

Mr. YULEE also reported, from the same com- 
mittee, a bill renewing certain naval pensions for 
the term of five years, and extending the benefits 
of existing laws respecting naval pensions to en- 
gineers, firemen, and coal heavers in the navy, and 
to their widows; which was read a first time. 

Mr. YULEE also asked that the same commit- 
tee be discharged from the further consideration of 
the following petitions: John H. Williams; Pass- 
ed Midshipman John L. Worden; Sasan T. E. 
Williamson, widow of Charles L. Williamson; 


Henry La Reintree; and of Samuel Raub. 


Mr. W ESTCOTT, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported the following House bills: 

For the relief of John Morgan, with an amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report. 

For the relief of G. De Lirac. 

For the relief of Wm. T. Holland. 

‘Mr. W. pressed immediate action on the last 
named bill, as it was merely to pay a witness sent 
from Rio Janeiro to Richmond, Virginia, to testify 
in relation to the slave trade, and would not in- 
ae an amount of more than three hundred dol- 
ars. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved an amend- 
ment to the bill; and— 

Mr. W ESTCOTT preferred that it should take 
its place on the calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

Mr. ALLEN, on leave, introduced a bill further 
to extend the time for locating Virginia military 
land warrants, and returning surveys thereon; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ATCHISON, on leave, introduced a bill 
granting to the State of Missouri the right of wa 
and a donation of public lands, for making a rail- 
road connecting the town of St. Joseph, on the 
Missouri river, with the town of Hannibal, on the 
Mississippi river; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BELL, on leave, introduced a bill to au- 
thorize the district judge of the State of Tennessee 
to hold a special term. e 

The bill having received its first reading— 

Mr. BELL requested immediate action on it, 
which was opposed by Mr. WESTCOTT, The 


` 
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bill was then réad a second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill from the House to amend an act enti- 
tled “ An act supplemental to the act entitled ‘ An 
act providing for the prosecution of the existing 
war between the United States and the Republic 
of Mexico,” ” was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. ~ 

The joint resolution from the House extending 
the time for the erection of certain light-houses, 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Commeree. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Ha xe on the 28th of April last, came up for con- 
sideration: | 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Senate procure, for 
the use of the Senate, five thousand eopies of the. addresses 
made by the Speaker and the members of the House of 
Representatives, and of the addresses made to the Senate, 
together with the discourse of the Rev. Mr. Gurley, upon 
the occasion of the death of the Hon. Jonn Quincy ApDaMa : 
Provided they can be obtained upon the same terms that 
twenty thousand copies of the same were furnished to the 
House of Representatives. l 

Mr. TURNEY moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. For the motion 1ł—no quorum voting. | 

Mr. ALLEN demanded the yeas and nays, 


which were ordered. > 


And the CHAIR having restated the question, 


the vote stood, for laying the motion on the table, 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Bor- 
land, Breese, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Cras, Crittenden, 
Felch, Foote, Houston, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Moor, 
Niles, Stargeon, Turney, Underwood, Westcott, and Yulee 


—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bell, Clarke, Clayton, Davis of 
Massachusetts, Greene, Hale, Johnson of Maryland, John- 
son of Louisiana, and Upham—10. 

The following resolution, submitted on the 28th 
of April by Mr. Jounson, of ki aaa came up 
for consideration, and was adopted: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether any officers are now 
in the military or civil service of the United States, under 
appointments from the President, which have not been sub- 
mitted to the Senate ; andif there be any such appointments, 
that he state the date of such appointments, and why it is 
that it has not been in the power of the President to submit 
them to the consideration of the Senate. 


Some few minutes afterwards, Mr. ALLEN 
moved to reconsider the vote on the resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, inquired if the 
Senator had voted for-the adoption of the resolu- 
tion? 

To which Mr. ALLEN replied that he had not. 

And Mr. JOHNSON objected to his motion. 

Some conversational remarks were made b 
Messrs. BREESE, BAGBY, and HANNEGAN, 
on the subject of the practice of the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON withdrew his objection, and the 
motion to reconsider was decided in the affirma- 


tive. | 

Mr. ALLEN said he had no other motive. but 
that the Senate should exercise a proper caution 
before they adopted a resolution of this character. 
The Constitution gave the President a right to 
withhold his nominations until the latter part of 
the session. There was no precedent for a request 
that the President would communicate his reasons 
for not doing in the earlier stages of the session 
what he had a right to do at apy time previous to 
the adjournment of the Senate. This resolution, 
therefore, if proper to be offered now, might have 
been submitted with equal propriety on the second 
day of the session. If the Senate had a right to 
call on the President for the reasons which in- 
fluenced him in his Executive course, he had the 
same right to ask for the reasons which operated 
on the Senate, to induce this body to reject any of 
his nominations. 

On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the special order, 


and the further discussion of Mr. Jounson’s reso- 


lution was postponed. 


AID FOR YUCATAN. 

The special order being the bill to enable the 
President to take terhporary military occupation 
of Yucatan, and the bill being under consideration 
as in Committee of the Whole— i 

Mr. HANNEGAN then rose ånd addressed the 
Senate, at some considerable jength and with no 
little animation, in favor of the bill as reported by 
the committee. When the bill was first reported 
he did not anticipatd”any opposition, but since it 
had become apparent that there would be, he 
should confine himself to the remarks made by the 
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Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Catnoun,] and 
endeavor, as far as was in his power, to answer, 
and he hoped successfully, all his objections. Mr. 
H. then proceeded, with his usual fervor, to reply 
to the objections of Mr. Caroun seriatim, as de- 
rived from the remarks of that gentleman, on the 
introduction of the bill. He (Mr. H.) could not 
discover, after the closest and most rigid scrutiny, 
any of those hidden dangers in the Message that 
had been suggested by the Senator from South 
Carolina, but not designated; but he did discover 
that Yucatan appealed to this country, urging it, 
by every tie of humanity that binds man to man, 
to save her from, destruction, or that in two short 
months she must cease to exist—that the whole 
white population must be swept from the face of 
The committee had reported a bill 
strictly in accordance with the message, proposing 
to allow force enough to drive’ back the savage 
hordes from their murderous assaults upon the 
innocent and unoffending inhabitants; this was all 
the bill proposed,‘and neither the President nor 
any one else had ever dreamed of anything but 
temporary military occupation. He would not pre- 
tend to say that a state.of things might not arise 
which would oblige us to hold the country perma- 
nently, and he should not, in his opinion, be acting 
fairly or candidly if he avowed that under no cir- 
cumstances would he consent to a permanent occu- 
pation; that, however, was his private opinion. 
Already had we seen that one of the most formida- 
ble Powers of the earth was hastening with race- 
horse speed to seize the Isthmus; and although 
he Senator from South Carolina had said that 

ngland in her present condition could no more 
seize Yucatan than he could, they had the most 
authentic information that she had seized Hon- 
duras and the Mosquito country, and had heen 
advancing her troops upon Yucatan, under the guise 


of taking care of British interests. England never’ 


had enough to do at home to prevent her from 
accomplishing any mighty designs which she had 
in anticjpation. Had they not seen in the late 
troubles in Europe, where thrones had been de- 
molished “as by the stroke of the enchanter’s 
wand,” England had remained firm and immova- 
ble? Does any one suppose that her settlement 
near Yucatan was brought about by any hope of 
gain to her citizens from a miserable traffic in dye- 
woods? If they did they were mistaken. That 
nation was looking to secure the great route by 
the Isthmus to the Pacific, which would give her 
the control of the trade of the East. Let her get 
possession of Yucatan, and what would be the 
effect on southern interests? Look to the map, 
and see that Yucatan shakes hands almost with 
Cuba; let her then obtain Yucatan, and he had no 
more doubt that she would get possession of Cuba 
than he had that the trees would sprout and the 
flowers blossom in the spring; indeed, at this very 
hour had they possession of information that Eng- 
land was endeavoring to obtain that fertile island, 
and that once effected, the Gulf of Mexico would 
become a mare clausum. Cuba was said to be the 
key, and with Yucatan she would have both lock 
and key, and control the whole outlet of the vast 
Mississippi; and were they to fold their arms 
quietly and see Yucatan and Cuba fall into the 
arms of England? 

Mr. H. went on to allege that England was now, 
through her agents, supplying the Indians with 
muskets, bearing on them the stamp of the Tower 
of London. If we refuse to respond to this call, 
we shall also stand supine while England seizes on 
Cuba. He did not consider that this measure 
could be regarded as inopportune because it might 

ive offence to England. Hedid not believe Eng- 
and would take offence at our action, and if she 
should, he did not care. -England would not in- 
terfere with any country in which we had planted 
our foot; Not that she had any fear of us. Fear 
was not an element in the English character. Did 
she believe that her honor required it, although she 
were to read her fate written in the book of doom, 
she would not hesitate a moment ‘to go to war with 
us, or with any other country on earth. 

Mr. H. alluded also to the objections Mr. CaL- 
Houn had made fo the policy avowed by Mr. Mon- 
roe in his message of 1823, touching foreign inter- 
ference on this continent, and desired to know why 
it was that the Senator from South Carolina had 
taken such exceptions to it now, as reiterated by 
Mr. Polk, when he was committed to it while in 
the cabinet of Mr. Monroe? Was it not of more 


force now than then, when England had seized, by 
violence or fraud, every foot of land which she 
holds southof Yucatan? Mr. H. also dwelt on 
the phantoms of debt and taxation conjured up in 
the bain of the Senator from South Carolina; and 
insisted, that as our territories were extended, all 
the elements of strength and prosperity were like- 
wise increased, and that no parallel could be drawn 
between the kingdoms of England and France and 
this country, as there was no similarity between 
them. He drew a comparison between the time 
of Mr. Monroe with the present, when the Sen- 
ator said the whole cost of the Government did 
not exceed ten millions of dollars. At no period 
during -the administration of that President, had 
the population reached ten millions; now it might 
be fairly estimated at twenty-four millions of souls. 
He pointed to St. Louis and New Orleans as being 
the rivals of New York—the former city, during 
the time of Mr. Monroe, a mere collection of huts 
for the Indian trader. He pointed, too, to Pitts- 
burg, to Cincinnati, with the hundred thousand 
inhabitants, and the vast internal commerce of the 
lakes, which had literally grown up since that time, 
and asked if that was not something to show for 
the increase of expenditures now required? 

The Senator from South Carolina had said he 
would go far for humanity. What could humanity 
suggest less than this bill proposed? Food and 
clothing would be of little avail without arms. He 
repeated that there was no intention to do more 
than take temporary occupation of Yucatan. It 
had also been asserted that the language of the 
message went beyond the declaration of Mr. Mon- 
roe. He insisted, on the contrary, that Mr. Mon- 
roe’s declaration embraced thé whole of the two 
continents of America; the message of Mr. Polk 
went to a more limited extent, as it only looked to 
North America. He read from Mr. Monroe’s 
declaration to sustain him in this view. But he 
put it to the Senator from South Carolina, how he 
could reconcile it to his own consistency, that he 
sustained the declaration of Mr. Monroe at the 
time it was issued, and that he opposed the prin- 
ciple now. He stated that he had been permitted 
to have an interview with John Quincy Adams, 
(on whom he passed an eloquent eulogy,) in which 
he had learned that that distinguished statesman 
was the author of that declaration, as he had pre- 

ared it, in consequence of a conversation with 

r. Monroe. The object was to prevent any in- 
terference of European Powers, not by war, but 
by negotiation. When this declaration was com- 
municated to the foreign ministers, the British min- 
ister instantly protested against it. All the other 


‘case in Mexico. The population of Yucatan was 
said to be about 500,000, of which the proportion 
of whites was only 50,000. He cautioned the Sen- 
ate against entering into another Indian war, after 
the experience we had in Florida, and while we 


| are now engaged ina fight with the Camanches. 


He expressed a hope that the true object of this 
measure was not to raise a new issue for the next 
Presidential election. He was opposed to the bill. 
If we are'to act, he thought we ought not to do so 
until we had obtained the consent of Mexico. - 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said that the Pres- 


| ident had proposed nothing beyond the temporary 


| 


| 


ministers acquiesced , except the minister from Rus- 


sia, who said he would communicate the declara- 
tion to his Government, and communicate the reply. 
N othing however, had been since heard from Rus- 
sia. He stated these facts, to prove that both Mr. 
Monroe and Mr. Adams meant something by this 
declaration more than a mere sound. He conclu- 
ded with reading a paragraph from message, 
to show that nothing more than a te ry occu- 
pation was contemplated. 

Mr. CLAYTON took the ground that the Pres- 
ident had merely suggested the employment of the 
troops so long as the Mexican war should continue, 
and not an hourlonger. The President, therefore, 
could not be regarded as responsible for this bill, 
which went beyond his suggestion, inasmuch as it 
proposed a temporary occupation, and the word 
temporary meant gest so long as might be conve- 
nient. He viewed the bill as incompatible with 
our treaty stipulations with Mexico, which provi- 
ded that we should withdraw our troops within a 
designated line. After the ratification of this treaty, 
Mexico may think proper to resume her sovereign- 
ty over Yucatan. Can Mexico be made.to believe 
that we are only actuated by motives of humanity, 
and that our real object is not to scatter our treaty 
stipulations to the winds? It should also be recol- 
lected that we have concluded an armistice with 
Mexico. Now, will not that armistice be violated 
the moment we send fresh troops into Mexico? He 
dwelt on the cruelty of taking our troops, debilita- 


ted by the climate to which they have so long been 


exposed, and transporting them to Yucatan. Was 
it possible that any of these troops would.ever re- 
turn home? : , 
_Mr. HANNEGAN said the climate about Me- 
rida was very wholesome. 
Mr. CLAYTON replied that the way to it pass- 
ed through a very unhealthy country, as was the 


occupation of Yucatan. Whenever a proper time 
came, he was ready to take his stand.against the 


intervention of European Powers. But that did’ 


not enter into this question. Yucatan was a part 
of Mexico, and he was willing, on the ground of 
humanity, to respond to the request of Yucatan 
for aid in her present difficulty and distress. He 
said, that whenever the two great salient points 
should be endangered by England, whenever Yu- 
catan and Cuba should be attempted by her, he 
would step forward to oppose her. | 

Mr. CLAYTON put the case, if the colored 
people of Cuba should rise against the white pop- 
ulation, and they should call on England for as- 
sistance, would the Senator, because England 

ranted the aid, and took military possession of 

uba, be ready to make war with England? 

Mr. DAVIS replied in the affirmative. On the 
subject of the armistice, he said he had a difficulty 
at the outset, but he had been advised that the 
armistice would not interfere. He believed that the 
armistice would expire before we could send out aid 
to Yucatan. He had no proof to satisfy him that 
England was interfering with the Yucatanese. He 
did not regard the fact that the Indians had Tower 
muskets as any evidence, because these muskets, 
which were condemned by the English Govern- 
ment, in consequence of the improvement in those 
arms, were a commodity of trade common through- 
out Mexico, being an article of ordinary traffic. 
He desired to move an amendment to the bill, so 
as to make it merely an authority to raise more 
volunteers to supply.the place of such of our pres- 
ent force as may be deemed necessary for the de- 
fence of Yucatan. 

Mr. D. then moved to strike out all after the 
word ‘* authorized,” in the fourth line, down to 
the same word in the second line of the second 
section, and to insert, after the word ‘* duty,’’ in 
the fifth line, the following words: ‘s To answer 
the exigent demand for the immediate presence of 
a portion of our army in Yucatan.’’ 

So that the bill, if amended, would read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and empowered to accept 
the services of an equal number of volunteer troops to sup- 
ply the place of such as may be withdrawn from their pres- 
ent duty to answer to the exigent demand for the immediate 
eee of a portion of our army in Yucatan: Pro , 

heir services shall be required; the same to be raised for 
service during the war with Mexico, agreeably to the pro- 
visions of the act of May thirteenth, eighteen hundred and 
forty-six, and March third, eighteen hundred and forty- 
seven.’ 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Where, then, would be 
the authority for the President to take possession 
of and to occupy ‘Yucatan? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. He would derive 
his authority from the declaration of war with 
Mexico. It is on the ground of our war with 
Mexico that he wished to place this measure. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said the amendment com- 
pletely changed the character of the bill, making it 
merely an authority to raise an additional force 
for the war in Mexico. He referred to the diffi- 
culty which the chairman of the Military Commit- 
tee had found in.marching along at the head of his 
twenty thousand volunteers. He had been daily 
giving the word, ‘‘ forward, march !”? but not a 
step had they advanced. This amendment cut 
loose the bill from the suggestion of the President. 
If the treaty should be ratified, these troops would 
not be required. What, then, would become of 
the people of Yucatan? Besides, the object of 
raising troops for the war with Mexico is to put 
down an enemy. How was this object to be ef- 
fected by lending aid to Yucatan, who is our 
enemy? He thought the armistice also stood in 
the way. The civil war in Yucatan was raging at 
the time the armistice was made, and probably, 
had it been intended to exclude Yucatan, it would 
have been done in express language. The chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations, he 
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presumed, regarded this measure as distinct from 
the war in Mexico. If so, he could only regard it 
as a violation of the principle of intervention which 


we laid down for the observance of all other na-. 


tions. Other nations would be induced to create 
slight pretexts, on which they-would justify them- 
selves in following our example. This might lead 
toaslobbering and protracted war everywhere. It 
would add to the number of the unjust wars which 
had agitated the world. 

He stated that he would be willing to render 
assistance to any people suffering as these people 
are. But he thought we should be cautious how 
we brought such a measure forward as a part of 
our general system of policy. ‘There was another 
point. They who suffer are a minority. Were 
we to send arms and armies to aid the minority in 
putting down the majority? (Mr. Hanneean. 

hey are savages.) For three hundred yearg this 
Government has ruled the country; and can they 
eome to us, after three hundred years, and tell us 
these are savages, without incurring an imputation 
on themselves? What misgovernment must have 
- been practised to keep these people in a savage 
state! But itwas not so. These people were not 
slaves—there was a law in existence against sla- 
very—they were citizens, in the enjoyment of an 
equality of rights and privileges. He desired much 
more light before he could consent to vote for this 
bill. He would rather send out an umpire, in the 
first instance, to ascertain where the right lay. 
We ought to be judges before we became execu- 
tioners. He would willingly do everything to 
rescue the people of Yucatan from the murderous 
assaults of their enemies. But he could not but 
remember that for three hundred years these peo- 
ple have groaned under the Spanish yoke, and 
what oppressions may they not have endured to 
urge them to their dreadful retaliations? 

There were no fixed limits to the occupation in 
the bill. How long may it be before the vengeance 
of these Indians will be satisfied? How long will 
it be before these fifty thousand white people would 
be able to make head against their enemies? We 
must make a permanent military settlement there 
to effect any beneficial result. He desired infor- 
mation as to the probable extent of the occupation, 
and of the probable cost, in-order that he might 
give an account of his vote, and his reasons for it, 
when required by his constituents. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, made a brief ex- 
planation in reference to the terms of the armistice, 
which, in his view, excluded the wild Indians and 
bodies of troops which were acting without au- 

thority. | 
- Mr..FOOTE thought that the President was in 
a most unfortunate predicament as he seemed to 
have failed to obtain the acquiescence of either 
arty, and went on to address the Senate until the 
. kour of adjournment, near four o’clock. 

[A full report of the debate will be found in the 

Appunti 
h 


e Senate adjourned to Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 6, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, offered a 
resolution, in the usual form, to terminate debate 
in. Committee of the Whole on the bill for settling 
the claim of the legal representatives of Richard 
W. Meade, deceased, after the House has again 
had the same under consideration for two hours, 
if not sooner disposed of. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to lay the resolution on 
the table; on which motion 41 voted in the affirma- 
tive, and 49 in the negative, being less than a 
quorum. í | 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved a call of the 
Fouse; which motion was agreed to, and the roll 
was called accordingly. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut—a quorum 
having been found present—moved that further 
proceedings under the call be dispensed with. The 
motion was.agreed to: Ayes 82, noes 39. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay the resolution of Mr. RocKweLL on the table, 
and was determined in the negative: Ayes 58, 
noes 61. 

The deen then recurred on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. BOWLIN called for the yeas and nays; 
whieh .were-not ordered. 


Mr. McCLELLAND moved to amend the reso- 
lution, so as to provide that the debate shall ter- 
minate at two o'clock on Friday next. 

After some conversation, in which Messrs. 
ROCKWELL of Connecticut, McCLELLAND, 
and HOLMES of South Carolina, took part, the 
amendment was agreed to, by a vote of 69 to 53. 

The resolution, as amended, was then adopted. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private ‘calendar. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for the purpose of proceeding 
with the consideration of the bounty-land- bill, 
which being a special order, he contended, took 
precedence of the motion made by the gentleman 
trom Connecticut, on Fridays.and Saturdays, as 
well as other days. 

The SPEAKER decided, that according to the 
practice of the House, the special order alluded to 
would not take precedence on private bill days. 

Mr. McCLERNAND appealed from the decis- 
ion of the Chair. 

The question, Will the House sustain the de- 
cision of the Chair? was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative. à 

The motion of Mr. RocKweLL was then agreed 
to, and the House resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the private calendar, (Mr. 
CaBELL in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the “ bill for settling the claim of the legal 
representatives of Richard W. Meade, deceased.”’ 

Mr. BOWLIN and Mr. MARVIN participated 
in the debate on thig bill. 

Mr. PUTNAM offered the following amendment 
in lieu of the first section, and spoke in its support: 

« That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, 
authorized to examine any claims arising on contracts 
which Richard W. Meade had on the 22d of February, 1819, 
and as the same then existed against the Government of 
Spain, and determine by competent testimony, and as full 
as that required in support of claims before the board of 
commissioners under the Florida treaty, the balance due, 
iť anything, to said Meade. ‘rhe Attorney General of the 
United States shall attend the said examination on the part 
of this Guvernment, and be permitted to offer any counter- 


evidence tending te defeat the said claims or reduce the 
amount thereof.?? 


Mr. WOODWARD next obtained the floor, but 
gave way to 

Mr. SAWYER, who moved that the committee 
rise. Agreed-to by a majority of 56 to 24. 

The committee accordingly rose and reported 
progress. ; 

‘The House then adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred : 


By Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia: The petition of the 
citizens of Ritchie county, Virginia, for a post-route. 

By Mr. GOGGIN: ‘lhe petition of Robert Hare and 202 
other citi: of Philadelphia, remonstrating against the 
course pu by the Camden and Amboy Kailioad Com- 
pany in the transportation of passengers, and asking for the 
survey of a post-route and construction ofa railroad between 
the cities ot New York and Philadelphia. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: The memorial of the American 
Medical Association, convened in Baltimore on May 1, ask- 
ing tor the passage of stringent and eftective laws tor pre- 
venting the importation of adulterated drugs, medicines, and 
chemicals used in the practice of medicine. 

By Mr. DUNCAN: Tue memorial of Jobn Poe. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 8, 1848. 


Mr. CABELL (objection being made) moved a 
suspension of the rules, to enable him to move to 
make the joint resolution authorizing the settle- 
ment by the proper accounting officers of the treas- 
ury, and payment of the expenses of the United 
States ship Macedonian, on her recent voyage to 
Ireland and Scotland, the special order of the da 
for ‘Tuesday of next week, and until disposed of. 

The question being taken, the House refused to 
suspend the rules. . 

Mr. BRODHEAD (objection being made) 
moved to suspend the rules, to enable him to offer 


-a resolution to rescind a resolution passed by the 


House on the 20th of March last, providing for the 
distribution of documents to clerks of the county 
courts. f 

The question being taken, the rules were sus- 
pended; and, under the operation of the previous 
question, the resolution was adopted. 


| 
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Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved to recon- 
sider the resolution just passed, and briefly and 
warmly vindicated the justice and propriety of the 
original resolution. He refered. to objections 
which had been made, and maintained that it 
would be equal in its operation, and that its effect 
would be to place in the hands of the clerks of the 
counties a copy of each of the documents printed 
by order of the House of Representatives, where 
they could be consulted by the whole people, and 
where, in a few years, would be collected a valua- 
ble amount of information, accessible to the pub- 
lic, and constituting public property; whereas the 
documents, as soon as they now left the House 
under the franks of members, became private prop- 
erty. Of how much value would not be a collec- 
tion of all the public documents printed by order ~ 
of the House for the last twenty years! Sucha 
collection, from this time forward, would be at- 
tained at a very trifling expense under the resolu- 
tion, if it were allowed to stand. i 

Mr. BRODHEAD briefly contended that the 
resolution which it was proposed to rescind would 
be unequal in its operation, impracticable, and un- 
necessary. Each member, he argued, was best 
qualified to judge to what part of his own district 
the public documents should be sent; and if the 
clerks of the counties were the proper persons, 
they would receive them. As for the general read- 
ing of them at the clerks’ offices contended for by 
the gentleman from Mississippi, he thought a law 
office was the last place to which the farmers would 
be likely to resort for the purpose, - 

Mr. DICKEY demanded the previous question, 

Mr. PETTIT moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table; which was agreed to. 

So the matter was disposed of, and the original 
resglution was rescinded. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, (objection being made,) 
moved to suspend the rules, in order to move to 
take up and make the special order, after the spe- 
cial orders already made shall have been disposed 
of,except for Fridays and Saturdays, the bill grant- 
ing to the Alabama, Florida, and Georgia Railroad 
Company the alternate sections of the public lands 
along the route of their contemplated road, on cer- 
tain conditions. l 

The question being taken, the rules were not 
suspended. 


BOUNTY-LAND BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, said there was a 
special order on the calendar, the debate on which 
the House had. decided should be terminated to- 
day at two o’clock. He alluded to the bounty- 
land bill, which was of some importance to many 
of them; on which, therefore, he. moved that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The yeas and nays were called for and ordered 
on that motion; and, being taken, resulted thus: 
Yeas 117, nays 33. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Hizurarp in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the following bill: 


A BILL to amend an act entitled “An act to raise, for a lim- 
ited time, an additional military force, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved February 11, 1847. 
Be it enacted, &c., ‘That every non-commissioned officer, 

private, or musician of the army of the United States, who 
has been, or who may hereafter, during the continuance of 
the present war with Mexico, be promoted to the rank of 
commissioned officer, and who, if such promotion had not 
taken place would have been, or may hereafter be, entitled 
to receive from the War Department a certificate or warrant 
for public land, or treasury scrip in lieu thereof, under the 
ninth section of the act of which this is an amendment, 
shall, notwithstanding such promotion, be entitled to receive 
said warrant or certificate, or treasury scrip in lieu thereof, 
in the same manner as if such promotion had not taken 
place: Provided, That all the requisites of the ninth section 
of the act approved February 11, 1847, shall have been faith- 
fully complied with: nd provided, further, That the pro- 
visions of the said ninth section shall be as applicabic to land 
warrants or certificates issued under this act as to those that 
might be issued in virtue of said ninth section. Provided, fur- 
ther, That they shall have been elected or promoted after 
reaching the seat of war. | 


The 
offered 


lows: 


‘<< And be it further enacted, That the bencfits and rights 
conferred by the ninth section of the above recited act upon 
the soldiers engaged in the present war with Mexico be, and 
the same are hereby, so extended that each non-conimission- 
ed officer, musician, and private of the régular army, oP of 
any company of volunteers, rangers, or militia who served in 
the Indian war in the Northwest Territory, prior to the treaty 
of Greenville, in 1795, or who served aia 


pending question was on an amendment 
y Mr. Tuompson, of Mississippi, as fol- 


1848. l 


with Great Britain for twelve months or more, and was hon- 
orably discharged, and who has not received a bounty of 
land by virtue of any law heretofore passed, shall be entitled 
to and receive a warrant for one hundred and sixty acres of 
Jand; and such non-commissioned officer, musician, and 
private of any company of volunteers or militia, who actu- 
ally serv for six months in the said Indian war, or in the 
said war with Great Britain, and was honorably discharged, 
shall be entitled tp and receive a warrant for eighty acres of 
land ; the bounties of land herein granted shal] be subject 
to the same rules of descent, and be located in the same 
manner and with the same restrictions as are now provided 


~ _in the said above recited act.” 


Mr. VINTON, who was entitled to the floor 
from a preceding day, said the amendment to the 
bill now under consideration proposed, in the first 
place, to give land bounties to the officers and sol- 
diers who served in the campaigns of 1792 and 
1793, or in what were commonly called the Indian 
campaigns in the western country, and also to 
give a bounty to all the militia called intq the pub- 
lic service during the last war with Great Britain, 
for periods of six and twelve months. This, aside 
from the establishment of a new principle, was, as 
he thought, a proposition of vastly more import- 
ance than at the first view would seem to belong 
to it. 

Permit him to remark in the outset, that he re- 
garded this proposition, together with one or two 
others which have been presented to this House 
during the last ten days or two weeks, as equiva- 
lent to a proposition to surrender up the whole of 
the public domain of this country to the hands of 
those who may think proper to speculate in the 
public lands. They would require to satisfy them 
@ quantity of land as great, or nearly as great, as 
all the Jand that had been sold by this Govern- 
ment in every part of the country from the found- 
ation of the Government down to this day. He 
was inclined to think this House did not know 
what it was asked to do on this subject. When 
they remembered that the public domain of this 
country was worth at this moment at least one 
thousand millions of dollars, it was of some con- 
sequence at least, that before they legislated upon 
a subject of this importance they should weigh 
well what they were about todo. There was no 
gentleman in this House more willing than he was 
to do whatever was proper to be done by way of 
compensating those who had exposed themselves 
in defence of their country; but still-he thought 
that in such matters there should be some rule, 
some principle, some time somewhere fixed, that 
the door at some time might be closed against such 
legislation. No gentleman that he had heard 
speak on the proposition before the committee 
had undertaken to say that this Government was 
under any obligation to grant these bounties. No 
gentleman had undertaken to say that they had 
been ever promised by the country to those sol- 
diers who enlisted in the late war with Great 
Britain; but it had been shown by the gentleman 
from Michigan, who addressed the House the 
other day, that at that time the proposition was 
made to give bounties, and after consideration of 
the subject, a bill to grant bounties was passed, 
but it was repealed again in a single week. 

Well, what was this proposition? It was a 
proposition to give bounties to armies raised sixty 
years ago, or nearly so; and to armies raised a 
quarter of a century ago, and half a quarter of a 
century more. The subject of rewarding those 
men came up as a matter of course for considera- 
tion, when they were called into the public service. 
The Government had the land at that time, which 
could have been given to them if it had been thought 
proper; and yet, with a full view of and on a proper 
considération of the subject at that time, the Gov- 
ernment thought proper to withhold it.: And when 
* laws were passed on full consideration, for the 
employment of men in the public service in any 
form or shape, unless there was some great and 
important reason to the contrary—unless it could 
be shown that some mistake had been made by 
those who had gone before us, public policy seemed 
to require that we should pause before we, at this 
late day, engaged in such legislation as was now 
proponen; e had now the Mexican war on our 

ands, and we had made some provision, after full 
debate of the consequences to grow out of it, for 
the soldiers serving in Mexico. Well, now, sup- 
pose that some sixty years hence some gentleman 
should get up and say to the Congress then sitting 
in this Hall, ‘the Congress sitting here sixty years 
ago did not do its duty to those Mexican soldiers, 
and therefore it is cur duty to order that money 
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and lands or something else shall be given to them 
that survive, and not to them only, but to their 
children and descendants.’’ 
proposition differ from the present? This Congress 
doubtless thought it was competent, when it had 
all the facts before it, and possessed a knowledge 
of all the circumstances of the case, to decide cor- 
rectly what ought to be done, as well certainly as 
any gentleman sixty or even forty or thirty years 
hence. kje held that the business of legislation, 
ds well as of adjudication, and everything else for 
one generation, should be done by that generation. 
Every generation must legislate for itself. It must 
do its own work. Public policy required that 
every generation should do its own work as it went 
-along. There was an evident impropriety, when 
a generation had passed away, and one or two 
succeeding generations, from some notion of be- 
nevolence, thus to give eis Aa public treasure— 
for property was money. e desired to call the 
attention of the committee to the fact, that neither 
during the war of the American Revolution, which 
was fought chiefly by the militia that was then 
called into the service, nor during the last war, nor 
at any time prior to this present Mexican war, had 
there ever been a land bounty granted to those who 
had served their country as militia. If Congress 
should pass this bill, and thereby should say that 
they would grant bounties to those who served 
during the Indian wars of 1792 and 1793, and those 
who served during the last war, for twelve or six 


months, was there any gentleman there who could 


tell him why they should not go back to the war 
of the American Revolution, when the militia 
served as long or longer than either of these periods, 
when their services were as valuable, and when 
everybody knew they were not paid, for the coun- 
try was not then able to pay? Yea, that was the 
distinguishing feature of those who served during 
the war of the Revolution, whereas all those em- 
braced in the proposition before the committee 
had been paid. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, interposed 
toexplain. Thereason why he had not gone back 
to the period of the Revolution was, that all the 
revolutionary @oldiers had been provided for by 
pensions, and he had no desire to interfere with 
the pension system. 

Mr. VINTON asked if the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi meant to say that all the soldiers of the 
Revolution had received pensions? The gentleman 
could not mean that. ‘Those only had received 
pensions who had been spared and continued alive 
down to 1832. All those who died during the first 
quarter or half century after the Revolution had had 
no pensions: they had received neither bounty lands 
nor money, nor had theiy heirs received any for 
their services. And were there any services ren- 
dered that were more valuable than those of the 
American Revolution? And yet those soldiers were. 
the only troops that had died without receiving any 
pay, and whose children and grandchildren were 
now spread over this wide land, each ofgyhom had 
as good a claim as many for whom gentlemen de- 
sired to make provision by this bill: not that he 
wished any legislation for them when two genera- 
tions had passed away. But he asked again, if 
they adopted this proposition, could any gentle- 
man rise up and say he would refuse to give the 
same bounties to those who served during the war 
of the American Revolution ? l 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Does the gentleman 
affirm that none of the States granted bounties of 
land to their militia who served in the revolution- 
ary war? If so, he is mistaken. Virginia and 
North Carolina more particular}y provided for their 
militia ina most liberal and munificent manner. 
These States granted bounties of land to their rev- 
olutionary soldiers. Connecticut reserved a large 
quantity of land, which she preferred to apply for 
support of schools. So the gentleman is mis- 
taken. 

Mr. VINTON replied, that some of those States 
might have given bounties to their troops, but that 
did not affect the argument he was making. Where 
did the larger proportion of troops come from during 
the war of the Revolution? From New England, 
New York, and Pennsylvania; and he undertook 
to say that north of the Potomac no reservations 
were made when the public lands were relinquish- 
ed for the soldiers of the American Revolution. 
North Carolina and Virginia made such reserva- 
tions, he admitted; but New York; and Massachu- 
setts, and other States which had. claims equally 
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valid, relinquished their lands without reservation. 


' But he would not dwell on this point. He intend- 


ed merely to state the question; and he asserted 
that they could not give bounty lands to the militia 
that were embraced in the amendment, and equita- ` 
bly withhold bounties from the militia who served 
during the American Revolution. 

But why, he would ask the gentleman from 
Mississippi, stop at six manths? 

Mr. THOMPSON was understood to say that 
he had followed the precedents which had been 
set by the friends of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. VINTON. Why, a succeeding Congress 
might come and say that they had not done half 
enough, and that, instead of stopping atsix months, 
they should have stopped at three months. Butto 
proceed. Why should they not include the mili- 
ta employed in the Black Hak war? Why not 
include those who served in the Florida war? hy 
not include those who sustained the honorand lory 
of the camntry on the lakes and the ocean? Why 
should our sailors and marines be shut out? If this 
proposition were agreed to, every other person: 
who had rendered service in defence of the country 
should also ke provided for by bounty lands, even 
down to. service for a single month. The man who 
served for one month suffered as much, and per- 
haps more, than some others. His loss of crops 
would perhaps be as great by one month’s service 
as sıx months. 

Now, then, the gentleman from Mississippi, 
[Mr. THompson,] and the gentleman from Lllinois, 
{Mr. McCiernanp,] had stated to the committee 
that the proposition in this bill would be satisfied, 
probably, by some six or seven millions of acres 
of the public domain. Only from six to seven 
millions! an amount equal to all the bounties ever 
granted by this Government for the entire amount 
of military services rendered during the war of the 
Revolution and the Jast war with Great Britain. 
But, instead of being confined to that, the bill estab- 
lished a principle which, once adopted, wouid ad- 
mit of no stopping-place until a bounty should 
have been provided for every man who at any 
time, or for any period, had done military service. 
Instead of seven millions of acres, it involved an 
appropriation which forty millions of acres would 
not'satisfy. 

He had understood from the intelligent chair- 
man of the Committee onthe Public Lands (and 
he stated the fact here, Jest that gentleman, as 
was too probable, might fail to obtain the floor) 
that he had found, on examination, that threg 
hundred and eighty thousand men had served, for 
a longer or shorter period, during the last war 
alone. How many had done service during the 
Revolution none could even conjecture. From this 
one fact the committee would be able to see some- 
thing of the consequences of adopting measures like 
that proposed. 

Again : he objected-to the amendment in conse- 
quence of the principle it went to establish. It was 
proposed to throw open the land -offices of the 
country to every soldier who obtained a warrant, 
just as if his certificate was so much money in 
hand. Once adopt an arrangement like this, and 
there was an end at once to the landed branch of 
the public revenue. The revenue was derived 
from two sources—the customs and the public 
domain. From the sales of the public lands this 
Government had already derived one-hundred and 
twenty millions of dollars. l 

[The House being here in some confusion, Mr. 
V. observed, that as he perceived the committee 
were not disposed to listen to him, he did not de- 
sire longer to intrude himself upon their attention. 
And he took his seat. Cries of‘ Go on;” ‘s 
on!’’ from all quarters. The order of the commit- 
tee being in some measure restored, he was pre- 
vailed on tg proceed.] 

He had been observing that the measure pro- 
posed, if it should be adopted, must inevitably put 
an end to that branch of the public revenue which 
was derived from the public lands. 

If.this amendment should pass into a law, what 
would happen? Immediately men who had money 
in all parts of the country, and who understood 
the process of land jobbing, would hire agents just 
as a man who had capital-in Connecticut hired 
men to go about the country and peddle tin, who 
would spread themselves in all quarters and hunt 
up old men who had served in Harmar’s and 

ayne’s campaigns, or their widows or descend- 
ants, and would buy up their claims ‘for a sone, 
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and then enter the land. If this sacrifice of the 


public domain was to inure to the benefit of the- 


soldiers who had fought for the country, the pro- 
seeding, whatever might be thought of its policy, 
would be less objectionable: but who did not know 
that in all these cases of donations of land it was 
not the soldier who got the benefit? Who was so 
ignorant of the past as to hope such a result? It 
was the speculator who ever got the lion’s share, 
while the man who had done the service and borne 
the burden and heat of the day got but a mere 
ittance of what was given as a reward to him. 
everybody knew that the standing market price of 
the land bounties granted in the last war was $20; 
and two years ago, when it had been proposed in 
Congress to provide bounty lands for our soldiers 
serving in this Mexican war, it was declared in 
debate, and none disputed it, that unless some 
measure wag adopted to fix the value of land war- 
rants asa saleable commodity, their price in the 
market would inevitably run down to little or noth- 
jng. Asa means of guarding against this evil, he 
had himself proposed that the Government should 
issue certificates of stock for ae bearing interest 
at six per cent.; and should then graat the return- 
ing soldier his option to take his reward either in 
land or in stock: this would effectually prevent land 
warrants from depreciating much below that point: 
and those warrants, in point of fatt, stood at about 
that price now. He had recently seen a notice in 
a New York paper of warrants to be had at $95. 
_ Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, stated that he had re- 
cently Jearned that they were worth $124. 
= Me. VINTON, resuming, said that, on the other 
- hand, one gentleman near him had just informed 
them that he had recently been sold at $40; and 
another added that he had seen them sold by thou- 
sands in New Orleans at $60. It was always so. 
These certificates were always a commodity in the 
hands of speculators and land jobbers. 

W henever a law was proposed for land bounties, 
nothing was heard in that Hall but the services 
and hardships of “the poor sojdier’’—his patriot- 
ism and his sacrifices were the theme of many 
pathetic speeches, and the obligations of public 
gratitude were urged with a burning zeal: not a 
word was said aout the speculators. It was 
usually pressed on the House under the pretext 
that the effect of such grants would be to settle the 
country; it would do no such thing; not one sol- 
dier in fifty entitled to these bounties ever saw his 
land or set his foot within a hundred miles of it. 
The grant always went to the benefit of somebody 
else, and the land remained as it was before. 

The measure now so warmly urged upon the 
House would practically amount to a total sur- 
render Of the public lands, It was true we had 

anted land bounties for the soldiers of the Revo- 

ution and those who had served in the last war; 
but there was this wide distinction between those 
. bounties and those in the bill—the former warrants 
were all to be satisfied out of a designated tract; 
the lands lay in a body, within certain prescribed 
metes and bounds; the revolutionary land war- 
rants were to be located on a particular tract in the 
State of Ohio, while those of the last war lay in 
the States of Missouri, Mississippi, and Arkansas, 
within certain limits in each of those States laid 
down and specified in the law. But in this case, 
there was no such specification; the warrants were 
to be receivable in all the land offices of the Union; 
and it required no prophet to perceive that if each 
of these offices was not converted into a broker’s 
shop, there would speedily be found such a shop 
not far from the door where these warrants would 
be bought up. The purchaser was required b 
law to pay for his lands in gold.and silver. He 
came with $200 in hard cash to enter a farm 
for himself and his sons, but he would be very 
soon tipped on the elbow by a man who would 
offer him a warrant that would get him the same 
amount of land for $180, or possibly for $160, and 
the broker who made this offer would at the same 
time pocket probably $120 by. the operation. That 
was the way this thing would go. A gentleman 
near him said it was going so now in regard to 
warrants issued for the present war. This result 
had been foretold at the time the law was passed, 
but the law was all for the benefit of ‘‘ the poor 
soldier.” A gentleman from Tennessee assured 
him that the grants under this amendment would 
amount to fifty-one millions of acres. 

Mr. McCLERNAND here interposed, and (the 
floor being yielded him for explanation) went on 


stood, and where we found ourselves. 


to observe, that the gentleman who made that 
statement was mistaken. Mr. McC. held in his 
hand an official report, which gave the total num- 
ber of the militia who served during the last war. 
They were given by classes; and the total number 
amounted to 69,897; and the land, at this estimate, 
would amount but to 6,138,000. He felt confident 
that this estimate was very nearly correct. 

Mr. EMBREE said, that if the amendment 
should become a law, only one-fiftieth part of the 
public lands now surveyed would go to the sol? 
diers for whom these bounties were proposed. 

Mr. VINTON, resuming, said it was perfectly 
immaterial to him which statement was right. 
Begin once to grant bounties on the principle of 
this amendment, and you could not stop short of- 
every man who had served in the Revolution, and 
in the last war with Great Britain, and in the Black 
Hawk war, and even those who had served upon 
the ocean. Adopt the principle, and there was an 
end of this branch of the revenue. 

But further: could Congress adopt the proposed 
measure without a violation of the national faith? 
When we made the late loan of twenty-three mil- 
lions, the Government pledged to the public credi- 
tor these very lands as his security. He knew 
that it had been said by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, (Mr. McCLernanp,] that in this he was mis- 
taken; that the pledge made by the Government 
covered only the actual sales of the public lands. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Under the ordinary ad- 
ministration of our land system. 

Mr. VINTON. Yes: under the ordinary ad- 
ministration of our land system. But what was 
thts ordinary administration? The United States 
had forty land offices for the sale of its lands under 
certain provisions of law, perfectly well known and 
understood. It said to the creditor who loaned 
his money, ‘“‘ Here is our land system, as estab- 
lished by law and administered unfer it; you shall 
have the result for your security.” These land- 
sales had heretofore brought us one hundred and 
twenty millions of dollars. Now, if this were a 
private transaction between two citizens, and one 
had loaned his money to the other on this under- 
standing, and the borrower should, after that, 
make such a disposition of his lands as to puta 
stop to the sale of them, what would a chancellor 
say to thetransaction? If, after borrowing money 
on such pledges, the Government entered into a 
new arrangement of its public domain, such as 
should put an end to the operation of its former 
land system, or suspended that operation, would it 
not be a palpable violation of our engagement? . 

And now, he would ask, was the existing state 

of the country such that we could spare this branch 
of the revenue? - That was the question which pre- 
sented itself; for if this scheme went into effect, 
that source of revenue must be dried up. Could 
we dispense with it? We were in the midst of an 
expensive war. True, we hope for peace} but if 
we should not get peace, then the war must go on 
at the den some sixty millionsa year. To meet 
this, we st take up loans to the amount of thirty 
or forty millions p annum. But suppose we 
should get peace, then we should have to settle up 
the expenses of the whole contest, and see how we 
| If we had 
to bring home the army and pay Mexico twenty 
millions for New Mexico and Calıfornia, we should 
have on our hands a public debt of one hundred 
and twenty millions, drawing an interest of six or 
seven millions. Besides, our treaty guarantees 
would require an increase of our standing army to 
protect the Mexicans. Besides, we should then 
have an extension of our territory, and more of it 
to guard, so that there could be no hupe of ever 
getting back to our former peace establishment. 
. A gentleman from South Carolina of great 
knowledge and experience on all military subjects, 
who was a member of the Committee on Military 
Affairs in the Senate, had given it as his opinion 
that it would be impossible to reduce our standing 
army below twenty thousand men. He (Mr. V.) 
did not pretend to have any very accurate acquaint- 
ance with those subjects, but he gave the opinion 
of one who had. 

On the whole case, he came to the conclusion, 
that if we would meet the increased expense. of 
the Government and pay the interest of the public 
debt, we must calculate on providing some thirty- 
five millions annually; it could not certainly be 
done under thirty. But we must do more than 
this; we must do what our’ fathers did—we must 


raise a sinking fund of five or ten millions of dol- 
lars per annum. Should we get out of this war 


to-day, we could not get on with less than forty 


millions a year. 

Now, what had we got to stand againsigpie? If 
we should throw away a fund worth a Wousand 
millions of dollars, what had we to fall back upon? 
The customs, and nothing but the customs. Did 
any gentleman dream of getting along upon these? 
If there was any gentleman in the House who ex- 
pected it, all he could say was, that he was a gen- 
tleman of large powers of faith. 

In the very nature of things, as the country filled 
up with settlements and population, the revenue 
from the customs would fail to increase in the same 
proportion. Our revenue for this year had been: 
estimated at thirty-one millions; but was it possi- 
ble that it would keep up to that amount another 
year? What were we sending abroad at this time 
which could pay for these vast importations of for- 
eign goods? hy, we had already discovered 
that ‘‘ free trade?’ would not sell anything abroad 
except what those who lived abroad were under 
an imperious necessity of buying. What were 
we now sending abroad, or what had we, for the 
last six months, beyond the ordinary exportation 
of the country? Nothing. And if we were re- 
ceiving a revenue of thirty-one millions of dollars 
duties upon imports, when we considered the very 
limited amount of exports going abroad, it was 
impossible but that a very large debt must accu- 


mulate against the country for the present year, ` 


which must be paid by the exports of future years. 
It might be that money would be sent in from 
abroad for the purpose of taking our stocks; but 
this did not alter the case. It was a debt which 
foreigners had against us, and which must here- 
after be paid in principal and interest. The stocks 
to be issued under the biil of the present session 
might possibly, to some extent, go abroad for these 
importations; but that was a process which must 
be very shortly ended with the war. No 
ple in political economy was better settled than 
thag the ability of any country to import was lim- 
ited by,the amount of its exports. No country 
could import beyond its exports. The one must 
pay for the other. And if we were over-importing 


now, as a matter of course, we must pay by the . 


exports of future years; or, in other words, by 
curtailing, limiting the imports. There was the 
check: that.whenever any country for any consid- 
erable time continued to keep its impo above its 
exports, it destroyed their cređit. Now, when we 
considered our condition, uncertain Whether we 
should get peace, and if we did, in view of the 
large demands for money which must come upon 
the treasury for years to come, he asked this com- 
mittee, were they prepared to pass a measure which, 
in its present shape, must inevitably dry up that 
branch of our revenues? 

There were other views of the subject which he 
considered of no little importance, but the great 
question was as to the ability of the country, as 
to whether it could possibly afford to spare this 
branch of the public revenue? This was the lead- 
ing objection. We were under no obligation to 
make this appropriation. Ashe had already said, 
there was no gentleman who would more cheer- 
fully vote anything for those who had hazarded 
their lives and given up their service to the coun- 
try; but there must be a limit to such legislation 
in the action of those who had gone before us 
thirty, forty, sixty years; for one portion of the 
proposition was to go back to services sixty years 
ago, and the rest of it to thirty years, since which 
a whole generation had gone by. There must be 
an end to this thing somewhere; we must have a 
public policy which would put an end to that sort 
of legislation, and by which it would be under- 
stood that what each generation does for itself, as 
it goes along, with regard to the contracts it makes 
for the public service, ends and closes up the mat- 
ter. 

Mr. BROWN, of Misgissippi, after some pre- 
liminary remarks, in which he gave notice he in- 
tended to occupy the floor but a few moments, said 
he was in favor of the main features of the bill and 
the amendment. He favored it from the great con- 
sideration that those who performed military ser- 
vices for the country were as eminently entitled to 
be compensated for those services as those who 
ron any other service; and that the miserable 
ittle pittance which the Government doled out to 
the soldier who fought our battles was no adequate 
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compensation for the loss of his time, for the priva- 
tions, toils, dangers, he undergoes. Independent of 
his patriotism, the pittance of seven dollars a month 
was no compensation to him. Like his colleague, 
who had explained his views, [Mr. THompson,] he 
should be unwilling to vote a larger sum in money, 
because the Goverament might not always have 
the cash to pay. He did not wish to bankrupt our 
exchequer; he did- not wish to run our Government 
in debt beyond its ability to pay; but when the Gov-' 
ernment was rich—rich in the possession of public 
lands—lands won, defended, by the valor of our 
troops, he asked whether we could not, without a 
great stretch of liberality on the part of this Gov- 
ernment, give a small portion to those to whom 
we were indebted for the whole? d 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] had 
assumed a most extraordinary position: he said 
we gave no bounty lands to the militia in the Rev- 
olation, and therefore he argued against the prope. 
sition to grant lands under this amendment. e 
(Mr. B.) cared not whether they were militiamen 
or regulars; the one was as much entitled to com- 
pensation as the other, if hę fought the battles of 
the country; they were alike American citizens, 
and alike entitled to the bounties of the Govern- 
ment. 

But the gentleman asked, if you pass this bill, 
why not ggo back to the Revolution, and grant 
bounty lands to all the non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, and privates, who served then? His 
colleague [Mr. ‘THompson] had answered, that the 
revolutionary @ldiers received pensions. But an- 
other answer, still more cogent, occurred to his 
mind. There was a vast difference in the ability 
and resources of this Government now and at that 
time: then it consisted of thirtéen infant colonies, 
which had long been engaged in a war with the 
most powerful nation on earth; now it was com- 
posed of twenty-nine States, rich in all the resources 
which constituted the wealth of a nation—rich in 
the possession of a vast public domain—rich in 
the possession and receipt of revenues from other’ 
sources. , 

But, said the gentleman from Ohio, it will not 
do to grant these lands to the soldiers who have 
fought our battles, because, perchance, the specu- 
Jators will buy them. -It seemed to him that this 
was a most extraordinary conclusion to be arrived 
at by a gentleman of the eminence of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. Why, if a man owed another a 
- debt, would he say he would not pay him because 
he would squander away the money? We owed 
the soldiers who had fought for the rights we now 
enjoy a debt of gratitude, and should we refuse to 
pay them bounty lands because somebody would 
cheat them out of them? The gentleman would 
kill the soldier with his kindness. It was no mat- 
ter to the Government what the soldier did with 
his lands. We might as well refuse to pay him 
his seven dollars per month because some sutler 
would sell him shoes at five dollars a pair. Be- 
sides, had it never occurred that there might be 
guards and protections thrown around the soldier 
to protect him from sr Sar Such laws had 
been passed, and why might they not be again? 

But, said the gentleman, these lands are pledged 
for the redemption of the war debt. This pledge 
was security for the punctual payment of the in- 
terest; but if that debt, principal and interest, was 
punctually redeemed when it fell due, of what mat- 
ter was it to the public stockholder whether he was 
paid out of the land revenues or revenues from other 
sources? And where was the man, either in this 
House or out of it, who believed that this Govern- 
ment was going to allow its credit to suffer by not 
- meeting the demands against it as they fell due? 

- But the gentleman from Ohio remarked, also, 
that this Government would fal] into discredit, and 
had ventured the prediction that the $31,000,000 
customs of this year would not be received the 
next year. But the gentleman, he thought, had 
lost his reputation for prophecy, for only some four 
short months since, at the opening of the session, 
he had predicted that the actual receipts for the 
year would fall some eight or ten millions short of 
the estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury— 
$31,000,000. We had facts which demonstrated 
the correctness of the Secretary, for there had al- 
ready been received $28,000,000, and two of the 
twelve months had not yet expired. The gentle- 
man had proved himself not a ptophet, and he must 
excuse him (Mr. B.) if he did not rely on his predic- 
tions hereafter. ' 


He referred to a computation he had made from 
the public records—which he believed would be 
found correct in the main—from which it appeared. 
that 93,872,000 acres of public lands have been 
sold, and yielded to the treasury $130,000,000: the 
cost of the 93,872,000 acres, at 23 cents an acre, 
was $21,390,000. The whole number of acres sold 
and unsold, and now in the market, was 333,000,000 
acres—the whole cost of which, at 23 cents an acre, 
was about $77,000,000; and for that part which was 
sold, having received $130,000,000, the land opera- 
tions of the Government had proved a source of 
revenue to the Government of some $53,000,000. 

For himself he was free to declare, he never had, 
he did not now desire to see this Government re- 
solved into a mere land-jobbing machine. If she 
received back what the land had cost her, he thought 
she was amply compensated. So far as he was 
concerned, he did not desire anything more, but 
thought the Government should rely on other 
sources of revenue for support, and ought to take 
especial care that every citizen who desired, and 
especially every citizen who has fought her battles 
in the hours of her trial and difficulty, should be 
provided with a home. Ea 

He concluded by briefly explaining the follow- 
ing amendments, which he intended to offer when 
in order: 

Insert after the words ‘ eighty acres of land,” in line ——, 
“ and any such non-commissioned officer, musician, and pri- 
vate of any company of volunteers or militia, who actually 
served three months in said Indian war, or the war with Great 
Britain, shall be entitled to receive forty acres of land.” 

That the benefits of the 9th section of the above recited 
act he extended first to the unmarried sisters, and after them 
to the infant brothers under sixteen years of age, of all de- 
ceased Officers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, and 
privates, in the same manner and to the same extent that 
the benefits of said 9th section are now extended to widows, 
children, fathers, and mothers of said officers, non-commis- 
sioned officers, musicians, and privates. 

That in addition to the bounty land allowed to volunteers 
by the act of 11th February, 1847, “to raise, for a limited time, 
an additional military force, and for other purposes,” there 
shall be a further grant to each of said volunteers of forty 


acres for every three months’ service after the first twelve 
months. 


Mr. COLLAMER next obtained the floor. He 
said he hardMknew whether, on a great question 
like this, he had occasion of regret or, of congratu- 
lation upon the fact of so few members being in- 
duced to hear, and therefore so few to be present 
to make disturbance. It was a question rather 
equivocal, there being various considerations pro 
and con. No doubt those who wished to hear 
would attend, and take the means of informing 
themselves; as to those whose minds were made 
up to the thing’ whether or no, it was very little 
o whether they heard or not; it mehi (renin 
them. : : 

He was very little inclined to disguise a trans- 
action, or to speak with any obliquity. They 
might as well avow their opinions and feelings 


boldly, as to discover a great deal of ingenuity, - 


and perhaps some sinister motives, unbecoming 
the character of a gentleman, in endgavoring to 
disguise them; therefore he was disposed to look 
every subject directly in the face, dealing with it 
with entire frankness, and asking a reciprocation 
of that frankness. It was never a matter of choice 
with him that he broke the quiet silence of this 
House; but, as the Committee on Public Lands, 
of which he was a member, had had this matter un- 
der their consideration, he felt it his duty to speak 
of it somewhat at large. 

There were in the contemplation of gentlemen, 
various projects standing directly behind this, by 
which, if this could not be carried alone, it was 
intended to be aided; and gentlemen who enter- 
tained very different views—though they might 
not be aware of it—were uniting their efforts. He 
thought a considerable body, upon different sides 
of this House, composed of very different mate- 
rials, and actuated by very different reasons, were 
laboring towards the same point, and that point 
was, to get rid of the public lands. ‘That was the 
purpose. Some were frank enough to own it; 
others partially owned it; others disguised it even 
to themselves; and yet this was the common result 
at which they were aiming. Some were for dis- 
pensing wholly with dealings in the land and with 
revenue from it, under the impression that the 
lands would thereby become cheaper, and be set- 
tled more rapidly in their neighborhoods; he 
charged them sith nothing dishonorable. Another 
said: “As to the public land system, I think ita 
sort of land-jobbing business on the part of the 


Government, and ‘had better be got rid of any 
way.” Another said he thought it was the tend- 
ency of our present system to accumulate large 
i MAr in particular hands, and thereby intro- 

uce the system of landlord and tenant in -our 
country, which would be a disgrace to our institu- 
tions; and he was in favor of breaking it up for 
thìs reason. The reason of another class was, 
unless they could get the prices reduced to mere 
nothing, extremely poor people ‘could never settle 
the lands; they were desirous of aiding them to 
settle, and if they could succeed, they would throw 
our public domain open. That was their motive. 

But another considerable class, including, he 
apprehended, a larger, part of this House than 
would at first be supposed, said that you never can 
have in a government like ours a large quantity of 
money on hand at the disposal of the government 
but it is always becoming a corruption fund. It . 
will be at the disposal of Executive power and 
patronage. It will always be used, therefore, as 
a means of corruption, for it will stick in the hands 
of those who have the keeping of it. They con- 
tended that the same principle, to a comparatively 
limited extent, applied to the public lands. How? 
Why, because it would be considered that the 
party or candidate who would hold out the largest 

romises of bribery, by giving away the public 
ands when they came into power, would be most 
likely to secure their elevation. He might as well 
tell the truth. Many and many a man sat in that 
House who said, ‘‘I am disposed to believe the 
lands have been used in this way, under the. idea 
that the larger the promises gentlemén can hold 
out to their States and their people, the better their 
chance for election; and because the possession of 
our public lands has this tendency to corruption, I 
am for getting rid of them altogether. I am for 
any system which will get them out of the hands 
of the Government. I do not care where they go, 
let them go.” | 

Another motive, which might as well be told 
while he was about it. There were some men in 
this nation who said, if we could get rid of this 
aaron or $3,000,000 income from the public 
ands we would have a protective tariff; and we will 
vote them away for that reason, and the quicker 
we get rid of them the better. 

These were some few of the many motives which 
operated on the minds of different gentlemen in 
voting for these various propositions. There were 
many more rather more sinister, which perhaps 
might have weight; but it might be unbecoming a 
gentleman even to suggest that they could be en- 
tertained by-anybody. Now, to a man conscious 
of this state of things, it must occur to the minds 
of gentlemen that it could not be a very agreeable 
position to be placed at the head of a committee 
which was charged with the taking care of these 
lands, when he knew that, to some extent at least, 
these various motives were operating upon differ- 
ent parts of this House, all tending to the same 
result—that was to thwart him in the very busi- 
ness about which they had been set about by the 
House. They had set the committee at the busi- 
ness of taking a proper charge, a prudential over- 
sight of this department; and the motives, inten- 
tions, and feelings of the men who had set them 
about it being to thwart them if they could, it was 
rather a thankless part. But no matter, the duty 
must be discharged. Until it was succeeded in 
T away the land, they should take the 
best care of it they could. 

Now, what was this bill?_ It was a bill, he 

ranted, reported from the Committe on Public 

ands. hat was it? It was time for them‘to 
recur to what it was. Why, it was nothing more 
or less than this: Government had made a contract 
by which it had agreed that the soldiers of the 
Mexican war, who had served out their periods 
faithfully, or were discharged aaa should 
have one hundred and sixty acres of land. Well, 
some of them had happened to conduct themsg¢lves 
so well that they were promoted, received commis- 
sions—the officers of some of the companies had 
died or were killed, and they were elected to com- 
mand and receive@their commissions—and behold! 
somehow. or other, (he did not blame anybody,) 
the department here had decided that promotion 
was not an honorable discharge. He said promo- 
tion from the line to be an officer and to a commis- 
sion under the Government was an honorable 
discharge to the soldier. He ought to have re- 
ceived his bounty lands. But the department had 
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decided'the reverse, and the committee had report 
ed this bill that he should have his lands. He did 
not know that anybody objected to it. But what 
had been done? Why, these men who were en- 
titled, as all admitted, to their lands, were to be 
oversiaughed by these propositions to carry back 
this same provision to the soldiers of the last war, 
of the Seminole and Black Hawk wars, of all the 
wars under Generals Wayne, Harmar, St. Clair, 
and it ought to have included those of the Rev- 
olution. He asked, what on earth had this to do 
with the bill? Had it any relationship with it? 
None in the world. And why were these poor 
soldiers to be trod upon, rode over rough-shod with 
measures which had nothing to do with them? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, interposed, 
and inquired if the gentleman imputed that his 
(Mr. T.’s) object in moving the amendment was 
to destroy the bill? If the gentleman meant to in- 
dicate that he was not sincerely desirous to pass 
the bill he was certainly mistaken. 

Mr. COLLAMER had said nothing about the 
gentleman’s motion. He had said that would be 
the effect. Whether gentlemen intended what 
would be the effect, was another matter. He did 
not intend to impute to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, or any other gentleman, bad motives; but, in 
due time, when a vote was asked, he should insist 
upon it that all these propositions were not ger- 
mane to the bill, and were out of order. They 
should be presented by bills coming from commit- 
tees having the matter in charge. There wasa 
bill now upon the table, he believed, in relation to 
these Wayne wars, which had been committed to 
a committee, at the head of which was the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. Let each proposition be 
discussed, as it should be,on its own merits. But, 
inasmuch as they had been introduced and dis- 
cussed, he wished to give his views. 

In the first place, he thought gentlemen mistook 
the effect of the law of the last session authorizing 
the 823,000,000 loan. By that law the sales of the 
public lands were pledged not merely to the pay- 
ment of the interest of the loan. Gentlemen seemed 
to suppose because this Government was good, 
because it would finally redeem that loan, therefore 
it might disregard the pledges contained in that 
bill. He wished to call the attention of gentlemen 
who had any regard for the publie faith to the very 
condition expressed in that act. Now it was not 
enough that this Government was good, and would 
finally pay up that loan, principal and interest. 
The Leet of that provision of the act was not 
merely that a man when he subscribed for that loan 
should not distrust the Government, but it was 
very important for every man who subscribed that 
the stock should continue good in the market during 
the twenty years, so that whenever his circum- 
stances should require him to realize his money 
he could sell his stock inthe market anyday. He 
would refresh the recollection of gentlemen by 
reading the section : 

“¢ Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That for the payment 
of the stock which may be created under the provisions of 
this act, the sales of the public lands are hereby pledged; 
and itis hereby made the duty of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to use and apply all moneys which may be received into 
the treasury for the sales of the public lands, after the lst day 
of January, 1848, first, to pay the interest on all stocKs issued 
by virtue of this act; and, secondly, to use the balance of 
said receipts, after paying the interest aforesaid, in the pur- 
chase of said stocks at their market value, provided nomore 
than par shall be paid for said stocks.” 

Now suppose that $3,000,000 was received an- 
nually from the sales of the lands; it would take 
only about one million to pay the interest, and then 
under this section the remaining $2,000,000 were 
required to be put by—for what? ‘To pay the prin- 
cipal; whenever the stock could be bought in tke 
market at par, that money was to be taken and the 
stock was to be bought. Now, did not every man 
see that the stock could not go below par in the 
market while the Government kept this fund ? 

That was the true character of the pledge; and 
the -position of the gentleman from Mississippi, 
that the Government would be good enough to pay 
it finally, would not do; the promise was a distinct 
promise from this—it was that at all times while 
any of this fund remained after Paying the interest, 
this stock should be kept at par in the market. 
Now, what was implied in that. pledge? Why, 
that the Government would not intentionally do 
anything to essentially diminish the sales of the 
public lands. He did not consider that it would 
prevent making a donation of lands to a college or 
other institution of learning, of alternate sections to 


railroads through the public lands, or to any ordi- 
nary purposes of legislation; but they were clearly 
not at liberty, they had solemnly bound the faith 
of this Government not to entertain such a pro- 
position—a proposition which would essentially 
diminish the revenue from the public lands. How, 
then, could any man, having any regard for the 
public faith, vote for propositions of this charac- 
ter? It was an old and just maxim, that we should. 
be just before we are generous; surely it would not 
be just thus to dry up for a long series of years this 
source of revenue which we had expressly pledged 
to the public creditor to keep our stock at par. 

He referred to the frequent use of the term “‘ boun- 
ty lands” as calculated to convey an erroneous 
impression, and said that in no instance had this 
Government voted lands as a mere gratuity; but 
that these ‘* bounty lands” were part of ‘the pay- 
ment to the soldiers now serving in the war with 
Mexico, as much so as their money and clothing, 
stipulated before they entered the service, except 
in the case of a small proportion who had entered 
the army before the law was passed, and who were 
placed on the same footing as all the rest of the 
army. 

In relation to the Indian wars under Wayne, 
Harmar, St. Clair, and others, this‘subject of grants 
of Jand had been discussed and considered, from 
time to time, by men who knew all about it, thirty 
years ago, and been refused. And here he would 
remark to the gentleman from Mississippi, that we 
had then more land in proportion to the number of 
our inhabitants than we have now. 

With regard to the computation made by the 
gentleman trom Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] of the 
profits made by the Government from the sales of 
the lands over and above their cost, he said it should 
be remembered that we received a large proportion 
of them from Virginia; and when she gave her quit 
claim, it was on the express condition that their 
proceeds should go first to extinguish the debt of 
the Revolution. Now, that debt had been paid in 
money; but take every dollar we had ever received 
from the lands, and it would not pay more than 
two-thirds of thatdebt. Therefore, it was not true 
that we had such lands over and ave their cost. 
We had no guch lands. 

He referred gentlemen to House document No. 
20, 2d session 24th Congress, for the real number 
of men who served in the last war, and who were 
covered by the amendment. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. McCLernanp] had estimated them 
at about 70,000. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said the whole number of 
troops, being six and twelve months, contemplated 
by the amendment of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. THompson,] was 69,897, and the whole 
quantity of land to be granted as bountjes to these 
troops, was 6,138,520 acres. 

Mr. COLLAMER said that the official returns 
showed that the whole number qf militia in the 
last war was 382,000, of non-commissioned offi- 
cers 57,00Q, and of officers 31,000, making 472,000 
in all; and these, in addition to 38,000 warrants 
which had been issued to the regular army of that 
war for bounty lands. . 

But where was the propriety of the gentleman 
from Mississippi stopping with the six months’ 
men? Were not those who had served three 
months, for instance, equally deserving? And 
how did the gentleman draw the line of distinc- 
tion? But why stop here? He had no doubt that 
the men who went from Kentucky, Tennessee, and 
from other States, with General Jackson, to New 
Orleans, served six months, and yet they had not 
been paid at all. Those who were at the ‘ Bla- 
densburg races,” too, were out perhaps for six 
months. How that was, he knew not, nor had he 
any means of knowing. But this he knew, that 
many of those who were out, for whom provision 
was to be made, were in garrisons, holding them 
in the absence of the troops in active service. 
Those men doing garrison duty enjoyed easy times. 
Such were the six months’ men. He had some 
little knowledge on the subject, for he was among 
them, though of those who were a few days short 
of six months’ service, so of course they would 
get nothing. : 

He repeated, there was no propriety in giving 
these bounties as proposed, and shutting out the 
soldiers of the war of the Revolution. Such a 
distinction could not be justified to his satisfaction. 
For seven years that war went on, and when the 


| British came to Horse Neck and burnt New Lon- 


don, they were subject. to be draughted every: ` 
month of the year. But oh, he was told, they had 
had pensions. Thishe denied. The first pension 
law was es in 1832 granting pensions to militia 
men, and then only to such as were at that time 
living. From fifty to sixty years passed over from 
the time the service was onderd to the passage 
of that law, and thousands of them had sunk into: 
the grave without having received any pension. 
This distinction, then, assumed the shape of gross 
injustice. 

But again: had they ever given a dollar to the 
seamen and marines who fought the battles of the 
country on the ocean and on the lakes? Those 
men ve met the enemy on the element on which 
he had assumed to reign; they had hearded the 
lion in his den. And why, then, should not they 
be included? There was also the Seminole war in 
Florida, and even the Creek war. This bill could 
not be made acceptable to him unless the soldiers 
of those wars were included. If this amendment 
was to pass, he presumed it would be ao modified 
as to meet these cases. ) 

But there was another point to which he wished 
to call the attention of gentlemen for a few mo- 
ments. It was impossible to disguise the fact, that 
if this bill, with the proposed amendments, should 
pass, it would destroy the income from the public 
lands: for many years. With these .warrants in 
the market, they could not sell the public lands. 
He knew the warrants of the soldiers of the Mex- 
ican war were kept up because they had the alter- 
native of taking scrip for $100; and therefore below 
that amount the warrants would not fall. -But 
what would be the fact if thig proposition should 
be passed? Why, they would be thrown into the 
market at a time when fifty thousand were alread 
issued, and fifty thousand more were to be issued. 
Why, as soon as these men came home from 
Mexico and found these warrants in the market, 
they would fall back upon the alternative and take 
Government scrip. Every man, instead of taking 
his warrant, would take his $100 scrip. And how 
much would it amount to? Why, to $5,000,000. 
It was a simple question of mathematics. These 
Mexican soldiers would not take land warrants, 
for with these additional warrants in the market, 
they would not be able to sell them; they would 
prefer the scrip, and thus $5,000,000 would be 
added to the public debt, which would be increased ’ 
by that amount. Now, did gentlemen desire that? 
Some gentlemen might, for the purpose of obtain- - 
ing a higher tariff; but to such gentlemen he would 
=f ‘Stake care that you do not get direct taxes.” 

hat was the income of the public land? We 
had been receiving about three millions per annum. 
For the next year, Mr. Walker anticipated the re- 
ceipt of three millions and a half. He calculated 
that sum, which he based on the preémption rights, 
and he may realize it. Already more had been 
received than the proportion of three millions for 
the same period; but if these warrants were issued, 
should they ever be able to get back the publie 
lands to pay Virginia and other States the debt 
contracted in the Revolution? 

He knew there were gentlemen here who were 
tenacious of that revenue; there were some who 
desired free trade, and others who called for inter- 
nal improvements; and to such gentlemen he would 
say, beware how you cut off this revenue of three 
millions of dollars; do not say that a man from 
New England stood here and encouraged you to 
get rid of that revenue; do not charge it on me. 
Remember you have been told of it to-day plain- 
ly and fairly. He knew not but gentlemen might 
think that as much capital could be made in the 
approaching election by this as they might lose by 
the final result; but they had better beware. If ad- 
vantage were to be gained by it, he should not resort 
to such contrivances for any sinister advantages 
that might accrue to him. If this bill should be 
passed in its present shape, the revenue from the 
public lands would be cut off, and a large amount 
would be added to the public debt, and this he was 
not willing to sanction for any temporary personal - 
advantage. Of the consequences of such legisla- 
tion gentlemen could judge as well as he could, if 
they would but take the trouble to think. 

As he had yeta few minutes remaining of his 
allotted time, he would call the attention of gentle- 
men a little more at large to a question to which he 
had already briefly referred. He had said that 
there were men who were willing to destroy the 
income from the public lands for the motives which 
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he had suggested. They said they wanted to get 
rid of this source of public revenue, and they did 
not care how, for these lands were used as capital 
wherewith to operate in choosing Presidents. Gen- 
men who were actuated by motives of that kind 
those who were ordinarily of a conservative 
acter. But gentlemen who had any regard for 
honor and honesty would consider how these lands 
came into our hands, and for what purposes we 
hold them. We were not without light on this sub- 
ject if we desired it, even from the Supreme Court 
of the United States. The question had been before 
that court, and it had been decided that Congress 
were merely trustees of the public lands, and were 
bound to administer the trust fairly for the benefit 
of the estate, as though it were a private estate. 
Could a man who was a trustee for a private estate 
say he would not keep the property vested in him 
as trustee because he feared it would corrupt him? 
What if a trustee should say, ‘ with this property 
in my hand I cannot act with integrity; L shall be 
tempted to steal it; I will therefore throw it away !”’ 
Was that an honest discharge of a trust? He did 
not know how it struck other members, but he, 
with old-fashioned notions of the duty of a trustee, 
with respect to property that came into his hands, 
could not reconcile it with his idea of common 
honesty. So he would say of this mode of getting 
rid of our trust property. Itwasnothonest. He 
knew they might invest it for the benefit of the 
estate in ten thousand ways. He did not say they 
were bound to hold money, and not expend it for 
the benefit of the estate, or build colleges or insti- 
tutions for the benefit of the people to whom it be- 
longed. He said nothing against that. But he 
could not agree with those gentlemen who alleged 
- that this was a corruption fund, and therefore that 
they must get rid of it. ‘That was the point to 
which he was calling the attention of the commit- 
tee. Gentlemen should bear in mind, too, that 
these public lands were pledged for debts contract- 
ed by the Government; the public faith, therefore, 
required that they should be husbanded with care, 
and the price kept up in the market. If he bor- 
rowed money, and pledged his horse as security 
for the payment, could he then say that he would 
dispose of that, as he was personally good enough 
for the debt? He certainly had no right to sell 
his horse without the consent of the creditor who 
had advanced him money on the pledge of that 
horse as security. But that was not all. The 
ublic domain was set apart as a permanent fund, 
in which their children had an interest, and, there- 
fore, he believed that he was not at liberty to en- 
tertain these various projects, for every man must 
see that they will reduce the income from the pub- 
lic lands. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, next rose; but there 
were but a few minutes remaining for discussion on 
this bill, the House having fixed two o’clock as the 
time at which debate should be stopped, and there- 
fore he said he should simply indicate an amend- 
ment which he should offer, if he had the oppor- 
tunity, when the proper time arrived. He should 

ropose an amendment to repeal so much of the 
act, the title of which was recited in the bill before 
the committee, as provided that bounties of lands 
shall be located in one body, containing not less 
than one hundred and sixty acres, and then he 
desired a provision to be made for the issuing of 
warrants for quantities containing not less than 
forty acres, at the option of the holders, and in 
conformity to the legal subdivisions of the public 
lands. But he would give the holder of such war- 
rants the power to return them and to take war- 
rants for the aggregate one hundred and sixty 
acres, limiting, however, these provisions to the 
soldiers and their heirs. He would also, if he could 

et the opportunity, seek to extend the provisions 
of tlis bill to the soldiers of the Creek and Semi- 
nole Indian wars, and to those for whom no pro- 
vision had been heretofore made by any act of 
Congress. Into the merits or demerits of the gen- 
eral measure before the committee he had not time 
now to enter, but he would remark that he believed 
the amendments which he had intimated his desire 
to offer would be yery beneficial in their tendency. 
The small pittance which the Government gave to 
those who risked their lives and all they held dear 
in defence of the honor and for the promotion of 
the glory of the country should be so given as to 
produce the greatest possible amount of good to 
therecipient. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
CoLLAmER] had indulged in some complaint that 


none of these abd te, ane met his owncase. Now, 
he begged that gentleman’s attention to the amend- 
ments he had suggested, which would be found 
sufficient to embrace his case and remove his 
ground of complaint. He trusted, therefore, to 
have that gentleman’s aid on its passage. He would 
make provision for all men who have served their 
country, though their term of service might be less 
than twelve or even six months. He would in- 
clude the soldiers of the war of the Revolution, 
though more remote, with those of the Creek and 
Florida wars of more recent date; and, as soon as 
the national debt should have been paid, he would 
be willing to give to every man a home who was 
not able to buy one for himself. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, hoped he 
might be indulged in a single remark, as there was 
yet a minute remaining, simply in relation to the 
revenue from the public lands, on which the gen- 
tleman from Vermont [Mr. CoLLamMeEr] had taken 
occasion to make some comments. ‘The gentle- 
man from Vermont had said that this measure 
would destroy the revenue from the public lands; 
but what was their experience while twenty thou- 
sand warrants had been issued to the soldiers of 
the Mexican war? Why, the gentleman from 
Vermont, himself the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands, had admitted that the revenue 
from that source was going up. The fact was, 
that the more these bounties were given the more 
emigration there would be to that section of coun- 
try, and the value of the lands would be thereby 
enhanced. ‘Phus, then, while they were doing acts 
of justice to the soldiers in the past wars, they were 
doing no injustice to the old States, but they were 
benefiting essentially thenew. He was not appre- 
hensive that the public faith would be affected by 
the passage of this act. Bounties had been grant- 
ed to the soldiers of the Mexican war, and nobody 
then thought the public faith was tarnished or in 
any way endangered. It never was intended that 
the Government was to be restsicted, as the gen- 
tleman from Virginia appeared to imagine; and he 
fully believed that they could apply the graduation 
principle to public lands and still increase the value 
of the public demain. 

The hour having arrived at which debate was 
to cease, the question was announced to be on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi, 
(Mr. THompson. 

Mr. COLLAMER raised a question of order as 
to the relevancy of the amendment. - 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the objection 
came too late; and said if it had been made in time, 
he should have overruled it. 

Mr. LUMPKIN moved to amend the amend- 


| ment by inserting after the words ‘‘Great Britain,”’ 


in the ninth and sixteenth lines, the words, * and 
in the late war against the Seminole Indians in 
Florida.”’ 

Mr. CABELL also sent an amendment to the 
Chair of a similar character, which was, however, 
cut off by the amendment of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Lumpxin.] Mr. C. desired to give 
the privilege also of locating lands in lots of eighty 
acres, to those who had served less than twelve 
months, which the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia did not permit. 

Mr. LUMPKIN consented to modify his amend- 
ment so as to meet the views of the gentleman from 
Florida. 

Mr. STEPHENS suggested a further amend- 
ment, so as to add the words ‘‘or the Creek In- 
dians in Georgia and Alabama.”’ 

Mr. LUMPKIN accepted that amendment also. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, moved further to 
amend, so as to add, ** or the campaign against the 
Sacs and Foxes, in 1832, commonly known as the 
Black Hawk war.” 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, rose to a ques- 
tion of order. His point was, that after an amend- 
ment to an amendment, a further amendment was 
not in order. n 

The CHAIRMAN decided that it was compe- 
tent for the mover of the amendment to the amend- 
ment to accept them on their being suggested, 
though it was not in order to offer them as distinct 
propositions. 

he amendment of Mr. Lumpxin, as modified, 
was agreed to. 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. ‘Tuompson, as amended— 

Mr. STEPHENS further moved to amend, by 
striking out ‘‘ twelve,” and inserting ‘* three,” so 


as to extend the provision to those who had served 
for three months. He also moved to strike out 
all of the last passage of the amendment of Mr. ` 
Tuompson. Agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, moved to amend, by. 
inserting after the words ‘* Greenville, 1795,” in 
Mr. Jacos THompson’s amendment, the words, 
“ and to the volunteers or militiamen of the ranging 
service, who defended our frontiers against the In- 
dians from 1794 down to the close of the late war 
with Great Britain.”’ 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, said he had no desire 
to figure in this debate, or in any of the debates © 
which were continually arising within this hall; 
but, like his honorable friend from Mississippi, 
[Mr. Brown,] when a measure came up in which 
his constituents were deeply interested, he felt 
bound to say a few words. He had struggled to 
obtain the floor, to speak at length on the bill, but 
was unsuccessful; and, having but a few minutes 
to speak, he could not say all he had desired on the 
bill and amendments. While he was in favor of 
the amendment of the honorable gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. THompson,] he doubted very 
much the propriety of attaching it to the bill under 
consideration; but, inasmuch as it had been offered, 
he could not, in justice to the early settlers of the 
State from which he came, refrain from offering 
the amendment which he had sent to the Chair, 
and which had just been read. No class of men 
had ever served their country more devotedly, or 
encountered more perils and hardships in its de- 
fence, than the bold and hardy pioneers who en- 
tered the ranging service and defended our. western 
frontiers against the savage foe. He was sorry to 
see so little apparent sympathy in the committee © 
for these gallant men, or their descendants. He 
could, if time were allowed him, recount hafdships 
and privations endured by these patriotic defenders 
of eur frontiers, and deeds of savage cruelty and 
barbarity perpetrated by the Indians upon the 
women and children within his own district, that 
would thrill with horror through the veins of gen- 
tlemen, and stir up their sympathies in behalf of 
these men. He could relate the fact of the father 
leaving his little family in the morning, in the full 
enjoyment of health, and as he supposed in safety, 
and, on his return home at night, finding the man- 
gled bodies of his wife and children, who had, in 
his absence, been butchered by the Indians. He 
had made his amendment with a view to-cover all 
the cases from 1795 down to the close of the late 
war with Great Britain; and it was but a simple 
act of justice that it should pass. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired to 
withdraw his amendment. He said amendments 
were made and were being offered which were not 
acceptable to him, and he therefore desired to with- 
draw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN replied, that the amendment 
was not now under the control of the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

The amendment of Mr. Smiru, of Illinois, was 
then agreed to. 

The question again being on Mr. THompson’s 
anended amendment— ; 

Mr. HAMMONS moved to insert after the words 
‘‘ Great Britain,” in the tenth line, the words, ‘‘or 
in the Aroostook war for the period of thirty days.”’ 

In supporting his amendment, Mr. H. observed 
that the people of Maine had shown themselyes 
as patriotic as any of those whose services it was 
proposed to reward with land bounties. When 
their territory was threatened with invasion by the 
British, they shouldered their muskets, and were. 
ready to meet the enemy, and to vindicate the sov- 
ereignty of. the State over her entire territory. 
Another reason was, that the State of Maine h 
been robbed by the Ashburton treaty ofn 
one-third of her territory. If the soldiers who 
had been engaged in the Aroostook war should 
receive the bounty proposed in his amendment, 
Maine would be in some degree restored to her 
rights. These men had seen hard service; they 
had fought in the woods, had been kidnapped and 
imprisoned by the enemy, and were in all respecis 
as meritorious as any whom it was proposed by 
this bill to remunerate. 

The question being put, the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. VENABLE offered the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: ‘Also those who served 
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der, and those who served thirty days in the Mor- 
mon war, or in the Dorr war, or in the whiskey ex- 
ition in Pennsylvania, or in the buckshot war.” 

Mr. McCLERNAND rose to order. The 
amendment of theegentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. VENABLE) was out of order, as it referred by 
name to.a war which had no historic or other ex- 
istence. 

The CHAIR sustained the objection, and ruled 
the amendment of Mr. VENABLE out of order. 

A member proposed an amendment to extend 
the provisions of the bill to those who had served 
in the Southampton insurrection in Virginia. It 
was agreed to, as the reporter believes. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved the 
following amendment to Mr. THompson’s amend- 


ment: 

Provided, That all the provisions of this act shall extend 
to and include all those who served as volunteers or militia 
in the war of the Revolution, and their heirs, not including 
those for whose services pension has heen granted; and the 
same shall also extend to and include all who served the 
Jength of time therein stated as petty officers, seamen, and 
-marines in the navy of the United States during the last war 
with Great Britain. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. DUER moved to amend Mr. Tuompson’s 
amendment, as follows : 

Strike out all after ‘‘ the same are hereby,” 4th line, and 
insert: * extended to every inhabitant of the United States 
above the age of twenty-one years, being in indigent circum- 
stances, or having a family dependent upon his or her labor 
for their support, who now is or who hereafter may become 
a citizen of the United States.” i 

He said that if Congress was about to make a 
 division.of the public domain, he was for having 

an equal division. He wanted to give all a share. 
` He could not see why those only who had fought 
for the country were to be sharers in the common 
spoil. There were other claims as well as those for 
military service. Let the division be something 
like equal. 

He approved of the principle of making a do- 
nation of small portions of the public domain to 
actual settlers, under certain restrictions, and on 
certain prudent and necessary conditions; but if 
Congress was going to enter on these large grants, 
he hoped his amendment would be adopted. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The question again being on Mr THompson’s 
amendment as amended— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, sent to the Chair 
as a substitute, to be offered at the proper time, the 
draft of a bill, which was read he information, 
and will be found below. 

Mr. GREEN proposed to insert an amendment 
to a the bounty to all who hád, desired to slay 
a Mexican: [A laugh.] i 

Mr. TOMPKINS feared that what the commit- 
tee were doing would look rather bad upon paper. 
He would therefore move that the committee rise. 

The motion was rejected by an overwhelming 
majority. 

member from New York moved to include all 
who had been engaged in the Dorr insurrection. 

It was ruled out of order. 

Mr. EDWARDS proposed to add, ‘‘ particular- 
ly the man who had admitted Santa Anna into 
Mexico.” [ A laugh.] 

It was ruled out of order. m 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, offered an amend- 
ment extending the provisions of the bill to all 
who had served in the Revolution from the Ist of 
January, 1775. 

He supported his amendment by observing, 
that it was his desire to go back to those noble- 
hearted men who had commenced the great fight 
for our national liberty—men who fought upon 
their own hook. He would give one hundred and 


on acres of the public lands to every one of 


who had served the cause of America against 
t Britain, either in the military, naval, or 
marine service. ‘This amendment was rejected. 

Another motion was here made, that the com- 
mittee rise, but promptly negatived. 

Mr. DUNN offered an amendment notdistinctly 
heard by the reporter, and of which he could ob- 
tain no copy. 

The question now occurring on the original 
amendment to the bill which had been moved by 
Mr. Tuompson, of Mississippi, as amended by the 
adoption of the various amendments to it which 
had since been offered, the amendment was reject- 
a egr all the previously adopted amendments fell 

with it 


Mr. WICK moved an additional section to the 

bill, the object of which was to prevent any reduc- 
tion in the commutation allowed to volinteers who 
did not need the full amount allowed to regulars 
for clothing. He explained the nature of his 
amendment. 
-= Mr. STEPHENS rose to order, and objected to 
this amendment as not germane to the bill, and 
therefore prohibited as an amendment by the fifty- 
fifth rule of the House. The sole object of the bill 
was, to rectify a false interpretation given at the 
Pension Office to the law granting bounty to our 
soldiers in the Mexican war, so as to secure the 
land bounty to soldiers who had been promoted from 
the ranks and received officers’ commissions for 
good conduct. The subject of this amendment was 
wholly foreign to that, and therefore not in order. 
The same objection, indeed, would apply to the 
whole of the amendments which had been proposed 
to the bill. He hoped the committee would rise 
and report the bill in its original form. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, thought his 
amendment was germane to the bill, because the 
bill itself extended the land bounty to those who 
would not otherwise receive it, and the amendment 
did no more. 

The CHAIR sustained Mr. Stepuens’s objec- 
non, and ruled Mr. Wick’s amendment out of 
order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved a substi- 
tute for the whole bill after the enacting clause, as 
follows: 


That the benefits conferred by the ninth’ section of the 
act entitled ** An act to raise, for a limited time, an additional 
military furce, and for other purposes,” approved February 
11, 1247, be, and the saine are hereby, extended and secured 
to all non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates, 
who, during the war with Mexico, may have been, or may 
herealter be, promoted to any company or staff office after 
their arrival at the seat of war, and after the original organi- 
zation of the company, corps, or regiment to which they 
respectively belonged. 

Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That all non-commissioned 
Officers, musicians, and privates, who may have been, or 
may hereafter be, taken prisoners whilst in the line of 
their duty in the war with Mexico, shall be entitled to and 
receive, whether as infantry or mounted men, and whether 
their term of service shall expire or not, the same rate of 
pay, allowance, and commutation of subsisgence during cap- 
tivity that they were actually entitled to receive at the time 
of capture. 


He explained and briefly advocated his amend- 
ment. He said it had received the approval of 
experienced men; it was simple, and covered the 
whole ground. He hoped the committee would 
now go seriously to work and pass the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, proposed to Mr. 
Jounson to modify his bill so as to restrict the first 
section to such privates as had been promoted from 
the ranks after the organization of the regiments to 
which they belonged. l 

Mr. JOHNSON accepted this as a modification 
of his substituted bill. à 

Mr. JONES explained and advocated the amend- 
ment. l , 

The question now recurring on the adoption of 
Mr. Jounson’s substitute, as modified by him at 
the suggestion of Mr. Jones— 

Mr. STEPHENS opposed the substitute, and 
hoped the original bill would be adopted and re- 
ported. 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of Kentucky, wished to 
amend ‘the original bill by the adoption of a substi- 
tute. He hoped the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Jounson] would accept it in lieu of his own 
as an amendment. It was as follows: 

Be it further enacted, Thatin all cases where, by the laws 
now existing, the wife, children, or parent of any volunteer 
officer or soldier who has died in the service during the pres- 
ent war with Mexico, are entitled to bounty land, in the 
event that such officer or soldier has died, or shall hereafter 
die in the service, having no wife, children, or parent, then 
the next of kin who, by the laws of the State where such 
volunteer Officer or soldier enlisted, are heirs-at-law of such 
decedent, or such person as said officer or soldier shall ap- 
point by will, shall be entitled to inherit and receive such 
interest in said bounty lands as they or any of them would 


be entitled to under the laws of the place of enlistment or 
by such devise. y 

He remarked that the whole purpose of the ori- 
ginal bill, as reported from the committee, was to 
supply a casus omissus in the former bounty-land 
bill. Now, there were three cases which that bill 
failed to provide for, and which it was the purpose 
of his substitute to cover. He hoped it would be 
accepted as a modification of the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, declined to ac- 
cept it. 


Mr. TURNER moved that the committee rise; 
but his motion was negatived without a count. 

The amendment of Mr. THompson to the origi- 
nal bill was ruled for the present out of order. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, offered the followin 
amendment to the amendment of Mr. Jonnson 


Sec. —. And beit further enacted, That the land warran 
for military services in the present war with Mexico, issued 
in pursuance of the ninth section of the act of February 11, 
1847, to raise for a Jimited time an additional military force, 
and for other purposes, may be located by the warrantee or 
his heirs-at-law, in forty or eighty-acre tracts, at any land 
office in the United States, upon any of the public lands in 
such district subject to private entry, or upon any lands im- 
proved by the warrantee or his heirs-at-law, or te which he 
or his heirs may have secured a preémption right. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, said: When the bill 
reported by the honorable gentleman from the 
Committee on Public Lands [Mr. Evans] was 
under consideration, he proposed an amendment 
which he deemed of the first importance to the 
gallant men who went from the new States to fight 
our battles in Mexico: it was, to permit them to 
select their lands in forty or eighty-acre tracts, as 
they might consider most for their interest. ` This 
would enable them to secure a part of their bounty 
in timber land, and part in prairie. Without this, 
the bounty which the Government intended to 
bestow on these patriotic men would fail of accom- 
CE the object designed by the passage of the 
aw making these grants. is amendment was 
cut off by a motion to refer. He therefore renewed 
it, and offered it as an additional séction to the 
bill. It was so equitable and just irfits provisions, 
that he did not see how any gentleman could op- 
pose it. Aside from the benefits it would confer 
upon the gallant men who periled their, lives in 
defence of the rights and honor of our country, 
and shed a lustre upon the American name un- 
equalled in this or any former age, it would be an 
advantage to the Government, as it would insure 
the entry of many detached forty and eighty-acre 
tracts, which have been long in market, and that 
otherwise would not be entered. If this amend- 
ment becomes a law, many of the young men who 
have served in this war will appropriate their war- 
rants to enlarging the farms of their fathers, by 
taking second-rate lands because of its contiguity 
to the farm. 

When the bill to which the bill now under con- 
sideration is an amendment was under considera- 
tion, he gave his views at some length. Itdid not 
pass in the shape he desired. It was not, in his 
opinion, liberal enough to the soldier who left the 
endearments and comforts of home, and marched 
tothe battle-field. He was opposed then to any re- 
strictions upon these grants of land, and was in favor 
of leaving the soldier free to dispose of this small 
bounty, granted to him as a reward for his patri- 
otism, in such manner as he might think would 
best promote his interest. He then remarked, that 
the warrants issued to the soldiers should be in 
such form as to make them most available to the 
soldier. He should be left free to locate his war- 
rant upon any lands belonging to the Government 
and subject to sale, and at such time as might best 
promote his interest or convenience. Any restric- 
tions in relation to the location or transfer of the 
warrant, would lessen the value of the grant, and 
of course destroy one of the principle objects con- 
templated by the bill now under consideration. He 
was for giving the soldier full power to make the 
most out of this land bounty that he could. 

The bill of 11th February, 1847, was defective 
in another particular: it should have extended its 
provisions to the brothers and sisters of those who 
were killed, or who died in the service. He had 
the honor, when that bill was under consideration, 
to offer a substitute which embraced them. The 
same reason existed for extending the benefits of 
that act to the brothers and sisters of those who 
were killed, or who died in the service, as.in ex- 
tending it to the father and mother. It was true 
that in many cases the son was the stay and sup- 
port of the aged and infirm parents; and it was 
equally true, that in very many cases he was also 
the stay and support, the guardian and protector, 
of younger brothers and sisters; many of these cases 
were within his own knowledge. Did any gen- 
tleman, in voting for the bill granting bounty lands 
to those who enlisted or volunteered to serve in the 
eee war with Mexico, make any other calcu- 
ation than to give the full amount of land provided 
in the bill, either to the soldier er his heirs? Did 
any one, think you, make the calculation of how 
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weuld die or be killed, and how much land 
overnment would save thereby in consequence 


man 


the 


of the bili not extending to the brothers and sis- ; 


ters? Did any member desire to withhold this 
bounty from the brothers and sisters of those who 
sacrificed their livesin the service of their country, 


which this brother would have been entitled to if | 


he had lived to fulfill his term of service, and return 
to his friends and his home? What compensation 
is this paltry bounty for the loss of a kind and 
affectionate brother ? 

Sir, said Mr. S., we ought not to hesitate for one 
moment in passing this amendment. His opinions 
in this matter had undergone no change. While 
the bill was under discussion which we were now 
trying to amend, he advocated not only a larger 
bounty in land than passed, but advocated an in- 
crease of pay to the soldiers. And, inanswer to ob- 
jections urged against the ability ofthe Government, 

e remarked, that ‘the Government had land 
enough and to spare, and he had yet to learn that 
our Government could not raise the money neces- 
sary to prosecute the war, even though the pay of 
the soldier should be raised to ten dollars per month. 
Sir, is there any member of this House who has 
so low an estimate of the patriotism of his coun- 
trymen as to suppose that they would not, when 
all other legitimate sources of revenue fail, cheer- 
fully pay a direct tax to prosecute this war with 
energy to an honorable peace? He hoped no one 
doubted for a moment the will or the ability of the 
country to furnish promptly and cheerfully the 
means to carry on the war. And to say that if 
land warrants were issued to our soldiers, that 
they would fall into the hands of the speculator, 
and then they would ‘dry up the land revenue, and 

revent our getting a loan,’ was certainly shaw- 
ing that our credit hung upon a frail thread. He 
did not believe any such doctrine. If the raising 
of money tocarry on the war depended upon raising 
two or three millions of dollars from the sales of 
the public lands, our credit was at a low ebb, and 
the sooner we ceased making appropriations the 
better forus. He believed the credit of the nation 
rested upon the honesty, energy, and ability of her 
citizens, who have always been found equal to any 
exigency. And if one hundred millions of dollars 
should be necessary to prosecute this war to an 
honorable peace, he had full faith that it could be 
raised, and that the interest could be paid.”’ 

Mr. STEPHENS renewed his question of order, 
insisting that this amendment was not germane to 
the bill. f 

The CHAIR overruled the objection. 

Mr. STEPHENS took an appeal. 

The amendment was again read, and the Chair, 
being now able to hear it more distinctly, ruled it 
not to be in order. 

Mr. SMITH then offered a second amendment 
to the amendment, to which Mr. STEPHENS 
made the same objection; it changed ghe whole 
land system of the country. 

The CHAIR ruled it not to be in order. 

Mr. SMITH appealed; but the decision of the 
Chair was sustained. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, again pro- 
posed his substitute, as above. __ 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, objected to it as out 
of order. 

And the CHAIR so ruled. 3 

Mr. McCLERNAND offered the following 
amendment to Mr. Jonnson’s amendment: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the provisions 
and limitations of the ninth section of the act of February 
11, 1847, be, and the same are hereby, so extended, that the 
non-commissioned .officers, musicians, and privates, of the 
regulars, militia, volunteers, and rangers, who served in the 
Indian war of 1790, and who served in the war of 1812 
twelve months or more, shall regeive a bounty of one hun- 
dred and sixty acres each; ang all of said soldiers who 
served six months or more shall receive a bounty of eighty 
acres of land each; provided that bounties shall not be 
granted to those who have already received bounties. 


The CHAIR ruled this amendment out of order. 

The question now recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. Jounson, of Arkansas, it was rejected. 

The question being then on the original bill, as 
inserted in the beginning of these proceedings, 
(with an amendment, consisting of the last pro- 
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viso, formerly offered by Mr. Ricwarpson,) it 
was agree to. 

And thé committee thereupon rose, and reported 
the bill to the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON, -of Kentucky, offered the 
substitute he had proposed in committee. 

Mr. VINTON moved the previous question, 
under the operation of which the amendment sub- 
mitted by Mr. THompson was rejected. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and it was read a third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved a reconsideration of 
the vote on the passage of the bill. 

The motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May 8, 1848. 


Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from 
citizens of Philadelphia, praying the adoption of 
measures for the settlemem and protection of the 
Indians; which was referred to the Committee on 


Indian Affairs. 


Mr. DIX presented joint resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of New York, in favor of 
the payment of claims for French spoliations prior 
to 1800; which were read. 

Mr. D. said, that during the second session that 
he had the honor of occupying a seat in the Senate, 
this subject had been presented here for consider- 
ation, and he was appointed a member of the select 
committee to which it was referred. A majority 
of that committee was in favor of the claims, and 
a bill was accordingly reported. With the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, [Mr. Maneum,] he had 
dissented from that report, and it became his duty 
to explain the grounds of his dissent. Although 
he considered the case of these claimants one of 
peculiar hardship, he did not think the burden 
of payment ought to be imposed on the treasury. 
His opinion on the subject had not been changed 
by subsequent reflection. The resolutions which 
he had now presented were not in the shape of 
instructions. Had they been in that form, he 
would have cheerfully obeyed them. But they 
simply requested the Senators from New York to 
support these claims. And he would only add, 
that whenever the subject came up for discussion 
he would give that request the respectful consider- 
ation which was due to the high source whence it 
proceeded. 

The jointresolutions were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented a pe- 
titionfrom citizens of New York, praying Congress 
to purchase Mount Vernon; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. UPHAM presented resolutions from the 
Legislature of the State of Vermont, in favor of Asa 
Whitney’s plan of a railroad from Lake Michigan 
to the Pacific; which were read and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. KINSON presented a petition from 
citizen ew York, praying Congress to estab- 
lish a post route from New York to Philadelphia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. ® 

Mr. GREENE presented the petition of Nancy 
Jillson, praying for a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Oregon, asking the immediate extension of 
the laws of the United States over that Territory, 
and donations of land to settlers therein; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion by Mr. YULEE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 
into the expediency and best mode of extending the circuit 
court system to the States of Texas, Florida, Iowa, and 
Wisconsin. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post-route at Bougeries, in the parish of St. James, 


State of Louisiana, on the west bank of the Mississippi river, 


to be catied St. James. 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instruct- 
ed toinquire whether the provisions of law requiring of pub- 
lishers who take out a copy-right to place the work in the 
Library of Congress needs amendment. 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and 
they are hereby, instructed to examine into the propriety 
and necessity of establishing a professorship of international 
law iu the naval school of Annapolis. 

Resolved, That the same committee be, and they are 
hereby, instructed to inquire into the propriety and neces- 
sity of removing the restrictions imposed by the act of lst 
August, 1842, by which the number of midshipmen in the 
navy is limited to 451, so far as to authorize the increase of 
the number to 460; and also of allowing, at all times here- 
after, each State and Territory to have two midshipmen 
iy oe representative in Congress to. which it may be en- 
titied. 

Resolved, That the said committee be, and they are here- 
hy, instructed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing 
by law the appointment of one midshipinan out of eight in 
ten at large, irrespective of actual residence, and that they 
report upon each of the above-named subjects by bill or 
otherwise. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on: Public 
Lands, reported a bill to grant a right of way 
through the public lands in the State of Indiana, 
for certain purposes; which was read a first time. 

Mr. BREESE, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following House bills, without amend- 
ment: An act for the relief of those preémption 
claimants on the Miami lands in Indiana, who, by 
thetr@services in the Mexican war, are entitled to 
bounty land; an act to authorize the citizens of 
Ozark county, Missouri, to enter less than a quar- 
ter section of land for the seat of justice in said 
county; and an act relating to military land war- 
rants. 

Mr. BREESE moved the discharge of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary from the further consider- 
ation of the memorial of the Legislature of Ala- 
bama, in relation to the assent of Congress to an 
act leasing the canal round the Muscle Shoals; and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. 


Mr. HANNEGAN, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, reported a bill for the relief of 
the personal representatives of William A. Sla- 
cum; which was read a first time. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, made an adverse report on the memorial 
of Sarah Ten Eyck, on the ground that the com- 
mittee, at this and former sessions, had declared 
‘¢ that verdicts and certificates of juries finding bal- 
ances in favor of defendants, Shen sued by the 
United States, cannot be received as evidence.’”’ 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported, without amend- 
ment, a joint resolution from the House for the 
relief of George R. Smith. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Patents, 
moved that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of Oliver 
Evans, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill in relation to the terms of 
the circuit and district courts of the United States 
for the district of New Jersey; which was read a 
first time. , 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported, without amendment, the bill 
authorizing the district judge of the State of Ten- 
nessee to hold a special term. , 

Mr. D. moved that this bill be now considered. 
The motion being agreed to, the bill was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, and was then read 
a third time and passed. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reperted the bill respecting the public 
archives in the State of Florida, with an additional 
section. ; 

Mr. W. moved that this bill be now considered; 
which motion being agreed to, the bill was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, the amendment 
of the committee was agreed to, and the bill was 
then read a third time and passed. 

Mr. DAYTON, on leave, introduced a bill for 
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the relief of John W, Simonton; which was twice 
read, and referred to the Committeee on Naval 
Affairs. ae | 

Mr. BORLAND, on leave, introduced a bill to 
grant to the State of Arkansas certain unsold lands, 
subject to overflow, for the purposes of internal 
improvement, education, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
_ mittee on Public Lands. 


SPECIAL ORDER—-YUCATAN. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill to enable the President of the United 
. States.to take temporary military occupation of 
Yucatan; the question pending being on the amend- 
ment awed’ by Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, as a 
substitute for the original bill. 

Mr. FOOTE called the attention of the Senate 
to a report which appeared in the Baltimore Sun, 
` to the effect that the Senator from South Carolina 
had stated that he did not think it necessary to 
correct a statement made by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi; which report he asserted to be incorrect. 

‘Mr. CALHOUN said he had used a general 
expression, that he was not in the habit of cor- 
recting misstatements, unless under particular cir- 


- cumstances. 


Mr. HOUSTON then gave his reasons for the 
vote which he proposed to give for the bill. He 
thought the geographical position in which we 
stood in relation to Yucatan must prevent us from 
-viewing her situation with indifference. ‘The pos- 
session of that country was intimately connected 
with the navigation of the Gulf. And aithough 
-we are at present amicably situated as regards for- 
eign nations, that affords no reason why we should 
not adopt a careful policy. He referred to a cor- 
respondence between the United States Secngtary 
of State and M. Jalayar and M. Obregon, on the 
subject of a supposed intention to make an attack 
-on Cuba, and also to a letter addressed to Mr. 
Middleton, in Russia, suggesting in what contin-. 
gency the United States would feel bound to inter- 
pose in the servile war in Porto Ricog&c., in order, 
from the course of policy indicated, in that corre- 
spondence, to argue that we are bound, in carrying 
out the same views, to interpose for the defence of 
Yucatan against the hostile Indians. He con- 
tended that the similarity between our institutions 
and those of Yucatan rendered it still more incum- 
bent on us to interfere. If we do not, and Eng- 
land or any other Power should stretch out a 
friendly hand for her relief, he did not see on what 

und we could act, in such case, on the declara- 
tion of Mr. Monroe, and resist the movement as 
an improper interference with the American conti- 
nent. umanity ought to operate upon us, in all 
cases in which we could act without prejudice to 
our own interests; and in all cases, the appeals of 
humanity should be received with all proper con- 
sideration. 

He did not apprehend any interposition on the 
part of England, occupied as she must now be 
with her own internal difficulties. He did not 
believe that she would raise her voice against our 
interference for the relief of Yucatan, to give the 
assistance which that country needs and asks. 
He glanced at the language of the President in his 
message, in which he \indicated a strong disposi- 
tion to aid Yucatan, but that he had not the power. 
He had recommended to Congress to give assist- 
ance to Yucatan; not for the purpose of acquiring 
her territory, but to relieve her from the attacks of 
her-internal foes, and then to seek for recompense 
in such commercial arrangements as might after- 
wards be made between them. ‘The weakness of 
the white race in Yucatan—a feeble, fearful, help- 
less minority, hunted down by savages, no age 
nor sex spared from the butchery of the savages— 
rendered the appeal to our humanity much stronger 
than if the Yucatanese had been strong, and able 
to make head against their enemies. 

He would not, because the savages were a ma- 
jority, and, as had been asserted, had an equality 
of rights with the white race, let it be supposed 
that we regarded them as having a right to assassi- 
nate the peaceful and helpless citizens. He was 
opposed to our standing aloof, and folding our 
arms, until other nations should be prevailed on to 
give their aid. Give our citizens an opportunity, 
and it would soon be seen that a sufficient number 
would volunteer in spite of all the dangers of the 
enterprise, to rescue the suffering citizens of Yu- 
ca 


He referred to the charge that this subject was to 
be connected with the Presidential election, but he 


hoped that no such apprehension would prevent us. 


from taking the course dictated by humanity. If 
there was any individual on this floor so base as to 
be huckstering for office by the course he took on 
this subject, the intelligence of the people would 
detect and defeat htm. The question was above 
party considerations; and he hoped that party views 
would not be permitted to defeat just legislation. 

He was willing to aid the people of Yucatan 
until they were delivered from the danger in which 
they are plunged. He saw no reason why Mex- 
ico should take offence at our interference, from 
humane motives, in the behalf of Yucatan. Every 
Texan would be in favor of the movement. He 
stated that our Government had, in her treaty with 
Texas in 1832, stipulated to defend her against the 
incursions of the Indians; yet, in the teeth of this 
treaty, either by the connivance of this Govern- 
ment, or by the treachery of her agents, this treaty 
had been violated. l 

If we do not interfere to rescue Yucatan, we 
shall be forever estopped from taking offence against 
any other Power which may at a future time lend 
her aid. He hoped we should not be laggard on 
this occasion, and turn a deaf ear to those who had 
applied to us as their first friend, and thus make 
her alien tous. He degjred to know what distinc- 
tion should be made between a people dying from 
famine and a people falling under the knife of the 
assassin. He admitted the case to be novel and 
without precedent, and he hoped no similar case 
would ever again occur; but, because it was novel, 
he hoped we should not be induced to stand aloof. 

Always an advocate of peace and indisposed to 
any entangling alliances—believing that in times of 
tranquillity commerce flourished and industry.pros- 
pered—still he knew, that as peace was not the 
natural element of man, contests between nations 
will continue, and we must not dream that we shall 
be able to keep ourselves in a state of peace at all 
times. As to the war with Mexico, he had no 
speech to make over on that question. But no one 
could deny that annexation was the cause of the 
war with Mexico. The war grew out of the joint 
resolution of the two Houses of Congress for the 
annexation of Texas. Mexico had recognized the 
independence of Texas, when that joint resolution 
was adopted, on the sole condition that Texas 
would not annex herself to the United States. 
Texas rejected that treaty for the purpose of an- 
nexing herself to the United States. The United 
States knew when she took Texas that she must 
take also the wars in which Texas was engaged at 
the time of the annexation. 

He denied that there had ever been a Congress 
in Mexico. Iturbide had kicked out the Congress. 
Santa Anna had done the same. It was nothing 
but a nominal power, which was employed or de- 
stroyed at the will of the ruling despot. 

. As to the Mexican war, we had not commenced 
it; we had adopted it when we adopted Texas. 
He denied that Texas had ever any other bound- 
ary but the Rio Grande. The Nueces was never 
the boundary. S o 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, asked who had 
occupied the valley of the Nueces ? 

Mr. HOUSTON replied, that part was occupied 
by the cavalry of Texas, and tle other part by 
predatory bands of Mexicans and D D He 
insisted that Texas would never have cO@pented to 
annexation, byt for the sake of being protected 
against Mexican hostilities. Mexico was con- 
stantly menacin® her .with an attack—the reports 
of preparations came with every breeze—and it 
was merely to obtain relief from these dangers 
that she consented to annex herself to the United 
States. 

Mr. NILES said he presumed that it was desira- 
ble to take a vote as early as possible. It was 
now getting late, and he had as yet had no oppor- 
tunity to examine the papers before the Senate, 
i which had just been laid on the table. 

Mr. GREENE said there was Executive business 
to be transacted, and he thought it might be better 
to postpone the consideration of the bill uniil to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HANNEGAN hoped that this motion 
would not prevail. Some other Senator might be 
prepared to go on; and he hoped the question 
would be taken on the,bill in the course of to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, expressed a hope 
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that the bill would not be pressed through with 
such haste. If he understood the papers, this 
subject had been before the Executive for six 
months. He had not had an opportunity to look 
at the documents just laid on the table. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said it was very important 
that we should act at once, not merely for the pur- 
pose of relieving the Yucatanese, but mainly be- 
cause it is a question whether we shall take hold 
of Yucatan, or that England shall do so. England 
is ready to put her foot there if we do not. If we 
move first, she will go no further. 

_ Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said he desired 
information which was not contained in the docu- 
ments on the table. | 

Mr. HANNEGAN suggested that there had 
been sufficient time for Senators to call for any in- 
formation they might desire. 

Mr. JOHNSON replied, that he had always 
thought that the President of the United States 
would not recommend a measure to the Senate, 
without transmitting the information on which he 
had founded his recommendation; butasit appeared 
that the information which had induced him to act 
had not been sent to the Senate, he would now 
propose to call for this very information. 

Mr. CALHOUN made some remarks under the 
gallery, which could not be heard with any distinct- 
ness. He was understood to say, that the Presi- 
dent had now in his hands, under his own construc- 
tion, sufficient power to enable him to furnish all 
necessary aid to Yucatan. He had the navy at his 
disposal; and as Yucatan was regarded as a por- 
tion of Mexico, he could use it in this case. It 
would be long before an army could go there to 
give relief—not before its aid would cease to be of 
any use. j 

A discursive colloquial discussion went on for 
some time, having little relation to the bill, in which 
Messrs. JOHNSON of Maryland, HOUSTON, 
HANNEGAN, DAVIS of Mississippi, CAL- 
HOUN, CRITTENDEN, WESTCOTT, CASS, 
and FOOTE, took part; when a motion was made 
to adjourn, but was withdrawn; and 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, submitted the 
following resolution, which was considered and 
agreed to: : 

Resolved, That the President be requested to eommunt- 
cate to the Senate all the information in his possession in 
relation to the condition of Yucatan, and which he had be- 
fore him when his recent message relative to that country 


was sent to Congress, and also any information whieh he 
may since have ohta?ned as to its present condition. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tvuespay, May 9, 1848. 

Mr. BURT rose, as soon as the Journal had 
been read, and said he believed the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Hat t,] to recon- 
sider the vote by which the joint resolution pro- 
viding for the payment of the regiment of Texas 
mounted troops called into the service of the Uni- 
ted States under the requisition of Colonel Curtis, 
in the year 1847, had this morning precedence of 
other business. When it was last before the 
House, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinron} 
moved an adjournment, and therefore, if that gen- 
man desired to address any remarks to the House, 
he presumed that gentleman would be entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. VINTON said it was not his intention to 
make any remarks. F 

Mr. BURT said he did not rise to protract the 
discussion on that resolution, but to express his ” 
concurrence (he having reported the resolution) in 
the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, with 
the view to offer an amendment, which he appre- 
hended would meet the views of the House, so far 
as he was able to judge by those elicited in the 
-previous debate on this subject. He trusted the 
question on the motion to reconsider would be put 
and agreed to by the House. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The question recuraing on the adoption. of the 
resolution— | 

Mr. BURT moved the following amendment in 
the form of a proviso: 


“ Provided, That nothing in the act approved March 2, 
1847, entitled ‘An act to amend an act to provide for the 
payment of horses and other property tost and destroyed in 
the military service of the United States,’ approved January 
18, 1837, shall be construed to revive the proviso to the sec- 
ond section of the act approved June 15, 1840, entitled ‘An 
act making an appropriation for the payment of horses lost 
by the Missouri volunteers in the Florida war.? ” , 
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On this amendment he desired to say a few 
words. In 1837 a general law was passed for the 
payment of horses lost under certain circumstances 
in the service of the United States. That law was 
confined in its application to twelve months. It 
was then revived for two years, and it has been 
continued by renewals to the present time. The 
act of 1837 1s therefore now in force. Butin 1844 
a proviso was made to the act renewing the act of 
1837, by which it was provided that the act of 


1837 was not to apply to horses lost in any subse- - 


quent war. The act of 1837 was renewed for the 
last time in 1847; and the auditor whose duty it 
was to fix the construction of such acts, determined 
that the proviso of the act of 1844, which says that 
the act of 1837 shall not apply to horses lost in any 
subsequent war, was renewed by the act of 1847. 
A review of all those acts left on his mind the im- 
pression that the decision of the Third Auditor was 
very probably incorrect; but, inasmuch as he has 
decided, and as his decision has been approved by 
the competent authority, it becomes necessary that 
the construction of the act of 1837 should be fixed 
as ne propose to fix it by the amendment which 
he had now submitted, by which the general pro- 
visions of the act of 1837 would bé renewed. ‘Lhe 
gentleman from Qhio [Mr. Gippines] the other 
day objected to this resolution for the payment of 
these ‘l'exas volunteers because the sums paid un- 
der acts of Congress for the use and risk of the 
horses were net to be deducted by the terms of the 
resolution from the price of the horses, when horses 
might be lost under circumstances which required 
the Government to pay for them. Now, he would 
say to that gentleman and to the House, that he 
knew of no instance under the act of 1837—and he 
was informed by the Third Auditor that there had 
been no such instance whatever—of any deduction 
being made from the daily allowance for the use 
and risk of the horses, of the value of the horse 
when it should have been subsequently lost in the 
service of the United States. There had been no 
such instance whatever, and therefore there was 
‘no such provision in this resolution. The forty 
cents per day, or the twelve dollars per month, 
were for the use and risk of the horses; and if the 


horses were subsequently lost, and the Govern-. 


ment was called upon to pay the price at which 
they were appraised when they were carried into 
the service of the United States, in no instance, he 
was informed by the Third Auditor, had there 
been any deduction made from such compensation 
for their use and risk. He submitted, therefore, 
to the House, that as there could be no valid ob- 
jection to the proviso which he had submitted, 
with the adoption of that the joint resolution should 


be adopted. The proviso being adopted, provision | 


would be made not only for the payment of the 
Texas volunteers, but for all horses lost under cir- 
cumstances which obliged the Government to pay 
for them, or made it just and expedient that the 
Government should pay for them. 

Mr. GIDDINGS was still opposed to the reso- 
lution. If a person had a horse in the public 
service for two or three hundred days, at the rates 
which the Government paid for use and risk, the 
owner would get the double value of the horse. He 
could not, therefore, approve of the payment of 
the full value afterwards, in case the horse should 
be lost. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, wished to set the 
gentleman from Ohio right; for without some cor- 
rection the Fiouse might be misled. The forty 
cents per day for the use and risk of the horses 
was given by the Government for the use and risk 
and the loss to which the horses might be exposed 
by the act of the owners or of the enemy, and had 
never been understood to be extended to risk and 
loss by the act of the Government of the United 
States. He would suppose a case. Suppose a 
man with his horse entered into the public service 
and should march one day, and at its close the 
horse should be taken sick and die: the volunteer 
would receive his forty cents for that day for use 
and risk, but nothing for tM loss of the horse. 
He mentioned this as an illustration, and there 
were many other cases that could readily be 
imagined which would place the owner in a pre- 
cisely similar position. He wished the House dis- 
tinctly to understand, that when a horse was lost 
by the act of the volunteer or of the enemy, unless 


"it was actually killed in battle, the Government 


did not pay for it. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, proposed to amend 


the amendment, by adding at the end thereof the 
following words: 


“ Provided, also, That all horses belonging to volunteers, 
which were lost in the Gulf of Mexico, since the 13th May, 
1846, by being thrown overboard or otherwise, shall be paid 
for in the same manner as is provided for the payment of 


other Jost horses in this act.” 


The acts which the gentleman from South Car- 
olina wished to revive would not meet the cases 


contemplated by this amendment, and therefore he ` 


thought it was necessary it should be adopted. 
The laws proposed to be revived were specific: 
they specified how the horses were to be lost to 
entitle the owner to payment. But fora horse 
thrown overboard in the Gulf there was no pro- 
vision. If horses were lost for want of forage, or 
were abandoned or shot by order of the command- 
ing officer, the Government would compensate the 
owner, and his amendment was designed to meet 
cases which were not provided for in any of those 
acts which were passed prior to the Mexican war. 

Mr. BURT assured the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that he was mistaken. The act of 1837, 
and a subsequent act passed in 1838 or 1839—an 
act on ai he could not put his finger at this 
moment—provided for the payment of horses lost 
under the circumstances indicated by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, and for all horses lost by any un- 
avoidable accident without the fault of the owner. 
The point made by the gentleman from Tennessce 
occurred to the committee on Military Affairs, and 
was well considered by that committee; the com- 
mittee referred to the acts heretofore passed, and 
the result of their examination was a conviction 
that the act of 1837, and the successive acts renew- 
ing that act, provided for the payment of horses 
lost under every possible circumstance which any 
member of this House would deem expedient and 
proper. There was no instance of an accident or 
a casualty connected with the service, under which 
the horse of a volunteer was lost, that it was not 
paid for by this Government. It always had been 
the case. When a horse was shot in battle, or died 
for want of provender, or was abandoned by a 
commanding officer, or was otherwise lost by un- 
avoidable accident, it was always paid for. The 
Committee on Military Affairs was satisfied that 
the existing laws, with this proposition now pend- 
ing, would furnish authority to meet every circum- 
stanee under which it would be just and proper 
that the Government should pay for lost horses. 
He assured the gentleman from Tennessee the cases 
were provided for that were contemplated by his 
amendment. 

Mr. JONES said the gentleman from South 
Carolina was correct in saying that Congress had 
passed laws providing payment for all horses lost 
by unavoidable circumstances or accidents, and 
without the fault of the owners; but if that gentle- 
man had as much experience at the Third Audit- 
or’s Office as he (Mr. J.) had, he would find, per- 
haps, that constructions were given to laws that 
were not strictly in accordance with his awn con- 
structions. The law was clear, that if a horse 
should die for the want of forage, it should be paid 
for by the Government, by whose act the loss was 
occasioned. But some time since he was intrusted 
with a case in which payment was claimed for a 
horse. The proofs were clear, and the muster-roll 
showed that the volunteer with his horse had been in 
the service 103 or 104 days, and that during that 
time the Government had furnished but about thirty 
rations, leaving upwards of seventy not furnished 
—and that, he thought, was sufficient to starve any 
horse to death. Well, when the volunteer was 
discharged, he was paid 123 cents for each ration 
which the Government had not furnished; and 
when payment for the lost horse was applied for, 
the position was taken, that as the Government 
had paid for the rations, the horse did not die for 
want of them, and that the Government was not 
liable. Thus, the owner got some $10 or $12 for ra- 
tions for a dead horse that was valued at $140 when 
he went into the service. He had not examined all 
the acts which the gentleman proposed to revive; 
but of those he had seen he saw none that provided 
with sufficient clearness forthe cases contemplated 
in his amendment. What were those cases? In 
1847, when troops were ordered from Tampico, a 
portion of the mounted volunteers were sent by 
one vessel, and their horses were shipped in an- 
other across the Gulf to Vera Cruz. During the 
passage a storm arose, and many horses were 
thrown overboard to save the vessel. Other vessels, 


freighted with horses of the same regiment, were 
landed in safety, and the horses were restored to the 
owners, who served out their time with them; and, 
when they came to be discharged, their horses 
were turned over to the Government, and the 
Government paid for them. But the owners of 
those which were thrown overboard not only lost 
the value-of the horses, but they had to submit to 
a reduction of pay also, for their pay was reduced 
from that of mounted men to that of the foot. 
Now, not to pay for horses thus lost was manifest 
injustice, when the others were paid for which be- . 
longed to volunteers, at the end of their term of 
service. Those horses were certainly lost without 
any fault of their owners, and under circumstances 
which they could not control. It was possible 
that they might be brought within that provision 
which met cases of unavoidable accident; but, as 
he could not say- what construction would be put 
upon it by the Third Auditor, he proposed a very 
plain, simple, and comprehensive amendment, b 
which those men would obtain payment for their 
property. i 

Mr. GIDDINGS was understood to say, that as 
the amendment placed the payment for horses lost 
on the same footing as was done by the law of 
1844, he should not make any opposition to it., 

Mr. BURT explained, and insisted that the act - 
of 1842, after specifying under what circumstances 
lost horses should be paid for, went on to say that 
horses lost by unavoidable accident should be in- 
cluded, and this would cover the case stated by the 
gentleman from Tennessee. The class to which 
the gentleman’s statement and his amendment re- 
ferred was a class which had always been paid for 
under that act. However, if there could be any 
doubt on the subject, it might be well enough to 
adopt the amendment; it ¢ould at any rate do no 
harm. 

The question being put on the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Jongs, it was adopted, and the 
amendment as thus amended was agreed to. 

And the question being then on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed and read a third time— 

Mr. HAMMONS inquired of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Kavurman] how long these troops 
had been in service? ees 

Mr. KAUFMAN. They were in service dif- 
ferent periods. They arrived at San Antonio at 
different times between April 4 and May 14, 1847, 
and were mustered in as they arrived at that place 
of rendezvous. All but two companies were mus- 
tered out of service on the 2d, 4th, and 5th of 
June, 1847. These two companies, commanded 
by Captains B. F. Hill and T. J. Smith, refused to 
be mustered out of service. 

Mr. BURT stated that these Texas volunteers 
had been called into service by Colonel Curtis just 
before the battle of Buena Vista, at a time when it 
was known that Santa Anna was approaching 
Saltillo, while at the same time another Mexican 
army was moving toward the Rio Grande. Under 
the requisition of the Executive of Texas, they 
marched early in March, and were ordered to ren- 
dezvous at San Antonio. They came to that point 
from all quarters of the State, and they arrived 
there about the middle of March, and continued 
to arrive till theearly part of May. They marched: 
from San Antonio to relieve General Taylor; but 
in the meanwhile the great battle of Buena Vista 
had been fought, and they were met on their way 
by order from General Taylor to return to San. 
Antonio, and there be mustered out of the service; 
which was done about the first of June. 

Mr. HAMMONS said he must confess that he 
could not see any good reason why these troops 
should receive any bouffty land. The bill pro- 
vided that they should receive full wages as troops 
of the United States; that their expenses should 
be paid; that their lost horses should be paid for; 
and then, in addition to all this, that they should 
be entitled to bounty land beside, although they 
had served but from fifteen to forty-five days. 

Mr. BURT again rose to explain. Bounty land 
was not necessarily granted to these troops by the: 
resolution. The resolution provided that they 
should receive all the bounty land tg which they. 
would have been entitled had they been mustered 
into the service of the United States by a compe- 
tent authority ; it did not decide whether they 
would have been entitled to any land or not; it did 
no more than place them where they would have 
stood if the requsition had been made by legal au- 
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Mr. HAMMONS said that he had looked at the 
resolution, and he understood that the provision 
of bounty land was expressed in rather vague 
terms; and hé was not quite sure whether it did 
give these volunteers any land or not. But if i 
gave them none, why was this clause placed in the 
resolution at all? As Fong as it stood there, it might 
possibly be so construed as to give these troops, 
who had served but ten, fifteen, or at the longest 
forty-five days, 160,000 acres of Jand; which, at 
$1 25 the acre, would be equal to $200,000. Be- 

ieving that the clause ought not stand there, he 
moved to strike it out of the resolution. He did 
not see why men who had served but a few days 
should get a quantity of the public land worth 
$200,000 for being willing to perform service which 
they in fact never did perform. 

Mr. BURT read the clause proposed to be 
stricken out. This only gave these men the land 
they would have been entitled to receive if they 
had enlisted under a legal requisition; whether 
they would get any depended entirely on the con- 
struction that should be given to the act providing 
bounties for the troops who served in the Mexi- 
can war. And would any gentleman deny to these 

atriotic men the land bounty to which they would 
ive been legally entitled? On what ground could 
such a refusal be justified? It was said they had 
done no service in the field; that was not their fault. 
They equipped themselves for service, and set out 
to perform it. : 
- Again, it was urged that they had served for 
only a short period; that was true; but did gentle- 
men forget that the regiment to which they were 
attached embraced many who were in the regiment 
of Colonel! Hays—that chivalrous and celebrated 
commander, who had performed such brilliant ser- 
vice in the battles on the Rio Grande? A more 
allant body of men never fought for our national 
face “Who had not heard of Hays’s mounted 
men? ‘They were ever ready to fly to the rescue. 
These Texas volunteers had done all they could 
do; they had equipped themselves for service at 
their own expensc, and provided themselves with 
‘the best horses in Texas. They were the citizens 
of the soil they had been so prompt to defend, 
and if the law would have given them their land, 
there were no troops who better deserved it. That 
point, however, the resolution did not undertake 
to decide. | 

Mr. HAMMONS said the explanation just 
given by the gentleman from South Carolina did 
not relieve his mind in the deast degree; on the 
contrary, it rather increased his difficulties. He 
was now perfectly satisfied that the resolution 
would grant the land absolutely, and he was as- 
sured that all who read it carefully must come to 
the same conclusion. If this was not its effect, 
why was the clause inserted, and why were gen- 
tlemen so anxious to retain it? It meant something 
or it meant nothing : if it meant nothing, why not 
strike it out? If it meant something, let them un- 
derstand what that something was. ‘The gentle- 
man from South Carolina asked if any gentleman 
here would stand up and say that these men should 
not get the same amount of land with other troops 
if the law would give it them? He, for one, would 
make a distinction between men who had served 
a few days and never seen an enemy, and men 
who had served in all the great battles in Mexico. 
He would not give these men the same reward. 
There was no reason a body of men who had done 
no more than they did should get $200,000 worth 
of the public domain. The gentleman said that 
some of these troops belonged to Hays’s mounted 
regiment : if so, then they were under different 
officers as such, and would get their land under 
other acts of Congress, and so there could be no 
need to provide for them in this resolution. 

He would not be understood to maintain, that 
because Colonel Curtis had no legal authority to 
call them out, therefore they should not receive a 
full remuneration: he was willing to allow them 
all the resolution contained but this provision of 
bounty land. And he insisted on his motion that 
that clause be stricken out. 

Mr. PILLSBURY hoped the motion would not 
prevail. There seemed to be an impression that 
these Texas volunteers were going to make a large 
amount of money out of the Government. Why, 
did not gentlemen know that no man in Texas 
could equip/himself for the public service as these 
men had: done, for double the amount of all they 
would receive? It was only justice to put these 
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troops on the same footing with others who had 
volunteered to serve the country. The resolution 
pronounced no judgment whether these men, if 
legally called out, would have been entitled to 
bounty land; ìt only cured the illegality of the 
requisition under which they were mustered into 
service, and put them where they would have 
stood had the requisition been covered by law. 
They could form no judgment whether the call ad- 
-dressed to them was strictly legal or not. They 
rushed to obey the call of the Executive of their 
State; they never thought about legal quibbles in 
the matter; such a thing never once entered into 
their hearts; they consulted only the impulses of 
patriotism. ‘Lhe consideration of these few dirty 
acres never came into their minds. Let gentlemen 
only consider what would have been the condition 
of our whole frontier if General Taylor had been 
defeated. The whole country would have been 
swept by those sem-barbarians. They met this 
danger, and were ready to do their utmost to avert 
it. Was it because they did not run to a lawyer 
to be informed whether the requisition made by 
Curtis was in strict conformity with law, that they 
were to be deprived of their land? There was 
not a Texas soldier in the field who did not ex- 
pend more than he received. Some of them had 
fought the Mexicans before for ten years, and re- 
ceived their pay in money not worth more than 
twenty cents in the dollar. He could not believe 
that the House would refuse to reward such men 
as it did others. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, said he agreed in 
the general principle ‘of the resolution, but differed 
from the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Burt] in one point. ` 

Mr. HAMMONS interposed to say that he was 
willing to modify his motion; and instead of stri- 
king out the land bounty clause, to add a proviso 
that they would have been entitled to it had the 
requisition under which they enlisted been legal. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, said he differed 
.with the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Burt] upon one point which would probably have 
an important bearing upon the bill now before the 
House. He understood from the gentleman that 
it was the intention of the Military Committee not 
to express any opinion on the subject of the boun- 
ty lands which might or might not be given to this 
regiment called out by Colonel Curtis. His (Mr. 
H.’s) opinion was, that this law should make an 
explicit declaration on this subject, or, in other 
words, that Congress itself should determine 
whether these men were entitled to bounty lands 
or not. They had the facts before them; they 
were the law-making power, and certainly it was 
their duty to declare whether the law should be 
extended, by construction or otherwise, so as to 
apply to these men. His own opinion was, that 
if these Texas volunteers were entitled under this 
law to their bounty lands, it would be doing injus- 
tice toa large number of troops which had been 
called out in several of the States for this same 
war,and who were not mustered into service at 
all, or who were mustered into service and dis- 
charged immediately. It was known to his col- 
leagues and to the House generally, that a large 
number of troops had enlisted under the call of 
Major General Gaines, some of whom got to Mex- 
ico; Colonel Desha’s regiment was the first to leave 
New Orleans and to arrive at the Rio Grande; they 
got their bounty lands. But then there was a num- 
ber of troops from sectionsa little more remote, who 
were mustered into service and were mustered out 
immediately; others who enlisted and were not 
mustered into service because the order rescinding 
the call of General Gaines reached there previously, 
and they had to go home, receiving no bounty 
lands as a matter of course. 
gentleman from Texas, and the gentleman from: 
South Carolina, to show him the distinction be- 
tween those volunteers and the Texas volunteers. 
Precisely the same state of things existed also in 

| Ohio. Thousands and thousands of troops, who 
enlisted as volunteers, marched hundreds of miles 
to the place of rendezvous, and were not there re- 
ceived, because the quota of the State was made up. 

The only difference between these volunteers 
from Texas and from the other States was, that 
the one were mustered into service and discharged 
seeing no service, and the others were not mus- 
tered into service, but had seen as much and done 
as much as those who were. He had no point to 
make on the illegality of the call of Colonel Curtis: 


He. asked, then, the 
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the troops should not be made to answer for hiş 
want of authority, a8 they went there in good 
faith for the defence of their country. If that was 
the only objection, he should go for the bill. As 
to the fighting of these troops for the Tast ten years, 
as was urged by the gentleman from Texas, he 
considered that had nothing to do with the case. 
If they had fought there for the last ten years, 
they had fought, not for the interest or benefit of 
the United States, but on their own hook, or the 
hook of Texas. 

Mr. PILLSBURY said that they had been fight- 
ing for the United States; they had got nothing 
but annexation, and had given up therr whole 
country for nothing. 

Mr. HOUSTON replied that the gentleman from 
Texas certainly brought in a very singular claim— 
one which he believed could not be sustaimed by 
the gentleman’s colleague. If his object was to 
make the United States pay for all the fighting that 
Texas had done for the last ten years, there should 
at least be brought in a separate bill. The gentle- 
man said they had got nothing by annexation. 
He (Mr. H.) was not now saying what Texas 
had got, or what the Unrted States had got; but it 
was sufficient answer to the gentleman, that they 
were willing to come in. 

Mr. McK AY called attention to another portion 
of the resolution, which provided for paying these 
men from the time they were called out until they 
were mustcred out of the service; and further, in 
regard to two companies, commanded by Captains 
Smith and Hill, who refused to be mustered out 
of service, who were to be paid up to the period 
that they thought proper to disband themselves. 
He asked whether the House would sanction the 
principle, when the militia were called into service, 
whether by competent or incompetent authority, 
that they should be allowed to continue in service 
as long as they pleased, and the Government be 
under obligation to pay them? 

Mr. BURT (with Mr. McKay’s permission) 
stated that he thought the resolution was not cor-. 
rectly understood by the gentleman from North 
Carolina. He (Mr. B.) stated to the House, from 
official papers before him and before the Committee 
on Military Affairs, that this regiment was called 
into service for six months by Colonel Curtis. 
The resolution provided that their pay should 
commence from the time they were mustered Into 
service. He did not understand the gentleman 
from North Carolina to object to that. 

He related the circumstances under which the 
companies of Captains Smith and Hill refused to 
be mustered out of the service, and said the reso- 
lution simply provided that their pay should stop 
when they refused to be mustered out of service, 
or were disbanded. Whenever they refused, their 
pay stopped; and whenever they were disbanded, 
it stopped, as a matter of course. 

Mr.-McKAY accepted the explanation of the 
gentleman, although he confessed he was not en- 
tirely satisfied with it. But he thought the House 
would hesitate long to adopt the resolution, unless 
that part was stricken out which declared that 
these volunteers were entitled to their bounty lands. 


‘He read this portion, which provides that they 


shall be entitled to bounty lands, the same as they 
would have been had they been called into service 
by the competent authorities. It was true, the 
gentleman said this resolution expressed no opin- 
ion; but it seemed to him (Mr. McK.) that it 
should be stricken out. If gentlemen examined 
the act of 11th February last, they would see that 
this description of troops were not entitled to bounty 
lands at all. That act only gave bounty lands to 
those volunteers called out for twelve months, and 
who subsequently marched to the seat of war. A 
provision, it is true, was made for those called out 
by requisition of General Gaines for less than 
twelve months, but this provision was wholly re- 
trospective. He read both provisions in support 
of his view of the case. 

Now, there were wo difficulties in the way of 
this regiment getting their bounty lands: first, they 
did not march to the seat of war; they were dis- 
charged before they reached the Rio Grande; and, 
second, they were called out after the passage of 
this resolution, and not for twelve months. He 
hoped that part of the resolution relative to bounty 
lands would be stricken out. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, obtained the floor, and 
yielded to > 

: Mr. BURT, who proposed to offer an amend- 


1848. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


741 


ment to strike out and insert, so as to read, ‘‘and 
4 the said regiment are hereby declared to be enti- 
*tled to bounty lands: Provided, They would have 
“been entitled to bounty lands if they had been 
* called into service under requisition by competent 
“authority, and not otherwise.” 

The amendment was not received at this time. 

‘Mr. SMITH said he did not rise for the pur- 
pose of-making a speech. He had no objection to 
those volunteers who were called out in Texas be- 
ing paid; but his object was, to calt the attention of 
the House to the fact, that the bill for the admis- 
sion of Wisconsin had been made the special order 
of this day, and he thought, as án act of justice to 
Wisconsin, it should be taken up. He was will- 
ing, however, that this subject should be disposed 
of, and as this House was sufficiently enlightened, 
for the purpese of testing the question, he moved 
the previous question. 

Some conversation arose on a point of order be- 
tween Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, and Mr. KAUF- 
MAN. ' 

Mr. HAMMONS modified his amendment, so 
as to embrace Mr. McKay’s desired proposition, 
by striking out all that part Bf the resolution rela- 
ting to bounty lands. 

Mr. BURT urged that his amendment should be 
received asan amendment to the amendment of 
Mr. Hammons. — 

After some conversation between Mr. BURT 
and the SPEAK ER— 

The SPEAKER decided that the amendment of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, could not be 
received, not being in its nature an amendment, to 
the amendment, but to the original bill. 

The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded: Ayes 83, noes not counted. 

And the main question was ordered, being first 
on the amendment of Mr. Hammons. 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
agreed to; and the resolution was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading 

Mr. KAUFMAN {the 
grossed) moved to reconsider.the vote, in order 
that he might offer an amendment giving to this 
Texas regiment bounty land. 

The SPEAKER decided, that as the engross- 
ment had been already once reconsidered, the mo- 
tion could not again be made. 

Mr. KAUFMAN contended, that as the bill had 
been materially altered since the last reconsidera- 
tion, by making a general provision in regard to 
horses lost in the service, a motion to reconsider 
should now be entertained. 

‘The SPEAKER adhered to his decision. 

- Mr. KAUFMAN then asked whether a motion 
to recommit the bill would not be in order, so that 
the amendment indicated might be made through 
the instrumentality of the committee? 

The SPEAKER decided that a motion to re- 
commit would be in order, but without instructions 
to the committee. 

Mr. KAUFMAN then moved to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ad- 
dressed the House in support of his motion, and 
of the claims of this regiment of Texas volunteers 
to bounty land. He expressed his regret that the 
previous question had cut him off from addressing 
the House prior to taking the vote on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
McKay.] This bill had gone through many dan- 
gers. On a former day, it passed to its third read- 
ing; was this day reconsidered, an amendment 
offered and carried with his (Mr. K.’s) consent, 
providing for compensation for all horses lost 
since the commencement of the present war with 
Mexico; but in its progress again to its third 
reading, an important part of the bill had been 
lopped off—that part of it which relates to bounty 
land. ‘The bill only provided that these men 
should be entitled to the bounty land they would 
have been entitled to if the call of Colonel Curtis 
had been legal. Was there anything unjust in 
this provision? Should the promptitude and pa- 
triotism with which pipe See men rushed to 
the post of danger and of honor, regardless of 

tty forms and technicalities, be set down to their 

igzadvantage? Sir, there is a call which is above all 
law, and which every true republican who loves his 
country and her institutions will respond to; and 
that is, to fly to the succor of his country and her 
flag when they are in danger. This is the call 
which the Texans had, and to which they prompt- 
ly responded, and to which I trust they may ever 


bill having been en-. 
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respond, however their uncalculating and self-sac- | 
rificing patriotism may be rewarded. : 
The gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Hammons,] 
in order to frighten the House ‘‘from its pro- 
priety,” had made a calculation of the enormous ` 
amount that would be drawn from the treasury by : 
| 


the bounty provision—fixing it at two hundred 
thousand dollars. Mr. K. did not care what the 
amount was, if others, who went out under legal | 
calls, were entitled to the same amount. But the. 
gentleman was mistaken in his calculation. 
put down the amount of bounty land to which 


each soldier, under this provision, would he en- ;; 
titled, as one hundred and sixty acres; whereas 1 
the highest they could possibly receive, under the | 


law of February 11, 1847, was forty acres, (one- | 
fourth of the amount embraced in his calculation;) | 
and he estimated the men in this regiment at one | 
thousand, when their numbers (those that would be | 
entitled to land) were only eight hundred and twenty- | 
five. Besides this, the United States having no land ! 
in Texas, the soldiers of that State generally pre- ' 
ferred to take their bounty in money scrip—twenty- 
five dollars in scrip being the amount allowed for | 
the forty acres of land by the act of 1847. So. 
that, after all, twenty-five dollars in United States 
paper was the only additional amount in the shape | 
of bounty proposed to be allowed these men—and | 
that, provided they would have been allowed it in 
case the cali had been legal. 

But, say gentlemen, these men were out too 
short a time to be allowed bounty. The ver 
reason given for denying them bounty (Mr. K. 
said) was, to his mind, the strongest reason why 
it should be allowed to them. And why? Be- 
cause, if they had been retained the whole six 
months for which they had been called, their pay 
(some twenty-five dollars per month) would have 
been some sort of a partial compensation for their 
trouble and expense; but by their being so sud- 
denly discharged, they have not to this day received 
a single cent, and, after this bill is finally enacted 
into a law, will only receive pay for the time 
actually in the service. And yet the whole sum- 
mer was comparatively lost to these men. The 
people of Texas are generally farmers; and the 
men who composed this regiment were principally 
of that class. Some of them have farms of their 
own; and others, poor but industrious and useful 
young men, made crops on the shares. Now, sir, 
at what time did these men leave their homes? In 
the spring of the year, when to leave was to sacri- 
fice all hopes of making any crop for that year. 
Many of them had to travel four and five hundred 
miles to the place of rendezvous; and some of 
them, on account of the United States failing to 
supply forage, having lost their horses, and being 
too poor to byy others, had to make their way 
back as best they could. Some were compelled to 
return on foot. When to this is added, that to 
this day they have never received a single cent for 
services actually performed—and which they would 
have long since received, and for six months, if 
their call had been legal,—I hope there are few 
members of this House who will still consider the 
twenty-five dollars bounty scrip as unjust to this 
Government, or more than just to these valuable 
citizen soldiers. : 

Mr. K. said, that in order to put the claims of 
this regiment upon a proper footing before the 
House and the country, he proposed to refer briefly 
to the circumstances connected with the call of 
Colonel Curtis, to which these men responded. It 
will (said Mr. K.) be recollected, that at no time 
during the existence of the present war, did so 
dark a cloud lower on our horizon as in February 
and March, 1847. Santa Anna.was reported to 
be descending upon General Taylor with a force 
calculated to beat down all opposition. Nothing 
could be heard from General Taylor for a long 
time. At last, news arrived of the most painful 
and unsatisfactory character. What was this first 
intelligence? It was, that a battle or battles had 
been fought between General Taylor and Santa 
Anna, in which two thousand of our army, and 
four or five thousand of the Mexicans had been 
killed or wounded; that General Taylor was fall- 
ing back on Monterey; that in the mean time a 
formidable division of Mexicans under General 
Urea was advancing upon Camargo; that a num- 
ber of wagons on their route from Camargo to 
Monterey had been taken by the Mexicans, their 
teamsters all murdered, and that all communication 
with Monterey was cut off. 


| 


Dr. Jarvis, in his Statement, says: “ From 
‘ what source General Taylor is to expect relicf, it 


` Cis impossible to say. Every soldier, and, in fact, 
_ ‘double or thrice the numbers that now constitute 
; * the garrisons at the different depdts, are actually 


“necessary for their defence, and not one can be 
‘spared. Information can hardly reach General 


; $ Scott in time for him to march a division to his 


‘ relief.” 


It was further said, that **the Black Fort at 
‘Monterey might be made impregnable, and with 
* the small force under his command, General Tay- . 
‘lor could hold it against any force the Mexicans 
< might bring against it.” 

One of the periodicals of the day, dated March 
27, 1847, expressed itself in this manner: ** What 
a weck of intense anxiety,” alluding to the condi- 
tjon ofaffairs west of the Rio Grande, *' to this 
‘wholecountry! How many throbbing hearts, at 
‘ the moment we put this paper to press, are aching 
‘with suspense, and yet dreading to hear the in- 
‘ telligerce that is expected every hour!’? Then 
came the proclamation of Colonel Curtis, of the 
Ohio volunteers, commanding at Camargo, making 
a requisition on the President of the United States 
for fifty thousand volunteers, a number equal in 
amount to those originally authorized by the act 
of May 13th, 1846, for carrying on the war with 
Mexico. Mr. K. requested the Clerk to read the 
a of Colonel Curtis; which was done as fol- ` 

Ows: | : l 
JIEADQUARTERS, CAMARGO, March 2, 1847. 

Sır: I send an officer to headquarters at Washington, 
making a requisition on the President of the United States 
for fifty thousand six-mouths? volunteers. All communica- 
tion, for several days, has been cut off between this place 
and the army above, and I see no adequate relief tbis side 
of New Orleans. f request you, therefore, to cail out ten 
thousand men of this character of troops, and I anticipate 
they will be recognized under the call of the President. 

As fast as any considerable force can be accumulated, let 
them be forwarded to Brazos Santiage. All troops, as far 
as practicable, should he armed before leaving the United 
States, and the officers commanding companies should take 
in charge ammunition eßough to distribute in case of emer- 
gency—forty rounds at least. 

Very respeetfully, vour obedient servant, 
SAMUEL R. CURTIS, Col. Commag. 

To the GOVERNOR oF LOUISIANA. 

Simultaneously with the above requisition, a call 
was made by Colonel Curtis upon the State of 
Texas for two thousand mounted riflemen, which 
reached Austin, the seat of government, tn the early 
part of March, 1847. In reply to which, a procla- 
mation immediately. issued, on the part of the State 
of Texas, calling upon the citizens to organize them- 
selves into companies, and rendezvous at. San An- 
tonio, to the full amount of the number required. 
And, in conjunction with this proclamation, Cap- 
tain Howe, of the regular army, then the comman- 
dant at San Antonio, issued an order seconding the 
call upon the citizens of the State, and announcing 
that subsistence and forage would be issued to them 
in companies or squads immediately on their ar- 
riving and reporting to him at that point. 

Under these several orders, the forming of com- 
panies was commenced with rapidity in every part 
of the State, and as the news of the battle of Buena 
Vista reached them, more than two thousand men 
were either on their way or nearly ready to march 
to the rendezvous. This news, vague and uncer- 
tain as it was, induced some to turn back, and 
others who had not yet started, to suspend the 
further organization of their companies. Thosg 
who were nearer, marched on sto the rendezvous, - 
where others had already arrived. ‘These compa- 
nies continued to reach San Antonio at different 
periods during the months of March and April, 
according to the distances they had to march; some 
of them having marched as much as five hundred 
miles. During the month of March, the comman- 
dant at San Antonio, in doubt what course to pur- 
sue, despatched an express to General Taylor, in- 
forming him of the troops he was receiving and 
had commenced mustering into service under Colo- 
nel Curtis’s call, and asking instructions: The 
proper time elapsing, and no return coming from 
the express, it was believed to have been cut off 
by the enemy. News came from Camargo that 
all communication was cut off between General 
Taylor and the Rio Grande. Several expresses 
were sent, and no answers received. Individuals 
came in at different periods during March and 
April, all of whom reported that the arrival of these 
troops was anxiously expected every day at the 
Rio Grande. Thus, under the best information 
that could be procured, about the last of April, 
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Captain Howe determined to perfect the company 
organizations (which had been delayed) and send 
them forward at the earliest day for Camargo. 
About this time an. order was received from the 
Governor, through the Adjutant General, directing 
that the companies then at San Antonio, for greater 
efficiency, should organize themselves into a regi- 
ment previous ta their march for the army. Cap- 
tain Howe had also issued a similar order about 
the same time, which was carried into effect about 
the first of May by the election of John C. Hays 
colonel, C. A. Harper lieutenant colonel, and 
William H. Bourland major; and by the 32th day 
of May the regiment, consisting of ten companies, 
was fully organized and mustered into service; and 
on the 13th or Mth took up the line of march. 
The march was continued to near the Rio Grande, 
a distance of about one hundred and aixt¥ miles 
from San Antonio. The advance reached the 
river at Laredo. At this point they received from 
the hands of Major Smith (then on his return with 
the frontier companies) a copy of an order from 
General Taylor, which was awaiting them at Ca- 
margo, directing that all troops arriving there, un- 
der the call of Colonel Curtis, should be supplied 
with subsistence and forage, and sent back to be 


disbanded. A consultation was called, and from | 


the fact that the horses were already nearly broken 
: down, having been entirely without forage and al- 
most without grass for the entire march, and pro- 
visions also being nearly exhausted, it was deter- 
mined that, asar 
be ordered for San 
that leave should be given to any of the companies 
or individuals to go on to Camargo or to General 
‘Taylor’s headquarters, if they elected so to do. 
Under this determination, nine of the companies 
(as such) together with a portion of the tenth, 
with the field and staff officers, returned to San An- 
tonio, where they were mustered out of service or 
disbanded. Captain Hill, with the larger portion 
of his original company, together with individuals 
from all the other companies of the regiment, ma- 
king, in all, about one hundred men, went on and 


reported to General Taylor, who issued him sup-' 


lies, and afforded him some encouragement that 
fis company could be received as twelve-months’ 
-men on a former call. Yet, from some cause, they 
were not received, but disbanded by Captain Hill 
Bome time in June, near Monterey, from whence 
they made their way back to San Antonio and 
thence to their homes. 

This regiment, it was generally conceded at the 
time, was the best armed and best mounted corps 
of troops, with perhaps one exception, that ever 
went out from the State. It was composed, to a 

reat extent, of the gallant men and officers who 

ad served the preceding summer in the regiments 
of Colonels Hays, Wood, Young, and Johnson. 
The names of the captains of the ten companies are, 
Captains B. F. Hill, J. Gillespie, T. W. Clarke, 
James Smith, David Muckleroy, J. S. Gillett, J. 
Long, S. W. Sims, T. J.Smith,and W. G. Crump. 
Captain M. K. Snell commanded a detachment. 
_ For many of the above facts (Mr. K. stated) 
he was indebted to Colonel Harper, the gallant and 
intelligent lieutenant colonel of this regiment, who 
has been sent on to this city by many of those in- 
terested, to render his assistance in procuring for 
these men a recognition by Congress of their 
rights. 

Such, said Mr. K., are the circumstances attend- 
ing the call upon the people of Texas. If they had 
not promptly responded to Colonel Curtis, to Cap- 
tain Howe, to the State of Texas, to our exposed 
army, and to the country, they would have been 
recreant to every principle of honor and of patriot- 
ism. They did respond, and he most earnestly 
hoped that the decision of this Congress, in regard 
to their claims, would not be such as to dampen 
those noble and lofty impulses which are at once 
the pride, the characteristic, and the strength of a 
free people. 

- Mr. K. said that these men were the real friends 
of General Taylor and his little army. The 

had gone to his relief when danger threatened, 
and when he had nothing to bestow. And not- 
withstanding many gentlemen on the other side 
of this House now professed to be General Tay- 
lor’s friends, yet Mr. K. expressed his regret that 
when this measure of relief for those who proved 
their friendship by their acts was under consider- 
ation, instead of receiving a warm and cordial sup- 
‘port from these gentlemen, he had heard but **a 


iment, a countermarch should | 
ntonio, but, at the same time, | 


| 
| 
| 


| 


A 


still, small voice” from them in favor of the bounty 
asked for the men, whose claims should be more 
fully vindicated by this bill than it now is. 

Mr. K. said that when he had risen and made 
the motion to recommit, he had intended te insist 
upon it; but it being suggested that a recommittal 
might delay if not defeat the bill at this advanced 
stage of the session, and relying upon the Senate 


to make the provision for bounty which he so ar- f 


dently desired, he reluctantly declined to press the 
motion he had made; and, in order to have the bill 
finally disposed of to-day in this House, he called 
for the previous question. It was sustained, and, 
under its operation, the bill was finally passed and 
sent to the Senate. 

The following is the form of the joint resolution 
as it passed the House: 


Resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, anthorized and re- 
quired to cause to be paid out of any unexpended appropria- 
tions for the prosecution of the war between the United 
States of America and the Republic of Mexico, the regiment 
of Texas mounted troops, which was mustered into the ser- 
vice of the United States for six months, underthe requisi- 
tion of Colonel Curtis, in the year eighteen hundred and 
forty-seven, and discharged before joining the army, the pay, 
usual allowances, and travelling expenses, from the time the 
several companies thereof arrived@at San Antonin, the place 
of rendezvous, until they were mustered out of service, and 


the companies of Captains Smith and Hill, anti they re- : 


fused to be mustered out of service, or were disbanded by 
their respective captains; and also, that he cause to be paid 
to the said regiment, the fair value of all horses, which he 
shall be satisfied were Fost by them, for want of forage, du- 
ring the periods herein specified. Provided, That nothing 


in the act approved March 2, 1847, entitled “An act toamend | 


an act to provide for the payment of horses and other prop- 
erty lost and destroyed in the military service of the United 
States,” approved January 18, 3837, shall be construed to 
revive the proviso to the second section of the act approved 
June 15, 1840, entitled **Anact making an appropriation for 
the payment of horses lost by the Missouri volunteers in the 
Florida war.” 


ADMISSION OF WISCONSIN. 

On the motion of Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Coss, of Georgia, 
in the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the bill for the admis- 
sion of the State of Wisconsin into the Union. 

The bill having been read through, was taken 
up by sections for amendment. The first section 
is in the following words: | 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
State of Wisconsin be, and is hereby, admitted to be one of 
the United States of America, and is hereby admitted into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original States, in 
all respects whatever. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, moved to amend it by 
adding at the end thereof the following: 


With the boundaries prescribed by the act of Congress 
approved August 6, 1846, entitled “An act to enable the peo- 
ple of Wisconsin Territory to form a Constitution and State 
Government, and for the admission of such State into the 


Union.”’ 


He said the Committee on Territories, in report- 
ing this bill, had conformed to the boundary fixed 
by the act of Congress of August 6, 1846, making 
the St. Croix river to be the starting point, to 
which the convention of Wisconsin had given its 
assent, though preferring another some fifteen or 
twenty miles further east. 

An explanatory conversation ensued between 
Mr. SMITH and Mr. THOMPSON of Missis- 
sippi, in relation to the conformity of the proposed 
line with that fixed by the constitution of Wiscon- 
sin, which Mr. SMITH affirmed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, then moved to amend 
by striking out all after the word ‘* with,” in the 
first line of the amendment, and inserting the fol- 
lowing as the boundary of the State: 


Beginning at the northeast corner of the State of Minois, 
that is to say, at a point in the centre of Lake Michigan, 
where the line of forty-two degrees and thirty minutes of 
north fatitude crosses the same; thence running with the 
boundary line of Michigan, through Lake Michigan and 
Green Bay, to the mouth of Menominee river ; thence up the 
channel of said river to the Brulé river; thence up said last 
mentioned river to Lake Brulé; thence along the sonthern 
shore of Lake Brulé, in a direct line, to the centre of the 
channel between Middle and South Islands in the Lake of 
the Desert; thence, in a direct line, to Trout Lake; thence, 
in a direct line southwesterly, to the highest peak of Moun- 
tain Island, which, according to Nicollet’s map, is about 
where the forty-fourth degree of Jatitude crosses the Missis- 
sippi; thence down the main channel of said river to the 
northwest corner of the State of Illinois; thence due east, 
with the northern boundary of the State of Illinois, to the 
place of beginning, as established by an act to enable the 
people of Illinois Territory to form a constitution and State 
government, and for the admission of such State into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States, approved 
April 18, 1818. 


_turbed. - 


Mr. BOWLIN said the boundary proposed by 
the gentleman from Flineis was neither the boand- 
ary fixed by the constitution of Wisconsin, nor 
that fixed by act of Congress, nor yet that recom- 
mended by the convention of Wisconsin; and he 
could see no reason for such ereduction in the size 
of the new State. It was not disproportioned with 
other States of this Union as Congress had agreed 
to bound it. It differed but little from New York 
or Pennsylvania, and was much smaller than Mis- 
souri. There was nothing, then, that he could see 
to recommend the line of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, which, if adopted, would establish an unnat- 
ural boundary, and for some time keep the State of 
Wisconsin out of the Union. He proceeded to 
point out the different propositions for the division 
of the Territory of Wisconsin, cited the act of Con- 
greas authorizing the adoption of certain bounda- 
ries, reminded the House that Wisconsin, m pur- 
suance of the assurance which Congress had given, 
had proceeded to elect her State officers; and he 
hoped, therefore, that she would not be repulsed 
by the adoption of this amendment. 

*Mr. SMITH, of Iblinois, defended his proposi- . 
tion to amend, on the ground that it was a conveni- 
ent line, and would avoid the objection to the others 
that they brought people into the new State who 
had no interests in common with those who hive 
in the State as he defined it. From St. Croix to 
Madison, the eaprtal of the State, was a distance. 
of five hundred miles, which the inhabitants of the 
valley of the St. Croix would have to travel to get 
to the seat of their Government. To compel them 
to*endure these hardships would be gross injustice, 
to which they should not be subjected. 

Mr. TUCK could readily perceive that this was 
an important matter to the people living on the St. 
Croix river, and therefore the House should pause 
before it committed an act‘ that might injuriously 
affect those people for several generations. He 
examined the propositions presented to the com- 
mittee, and expressed his preference for that of the 
gentleman from Illinois. If this amendment were 
adopted, the Convention of Wisconsin could con- 
form to it in a few weeks, and no‘great inconveni- 
ence would be sustained by them until the new line 
was ratified. ; 

Mr. TWEEDY expressed great surprise that 
such an amendment should have been offered. He 
contended that this House had no right to enter- 
tain and discuss such an amendment, and that it 
was insulting to the dignity of Wisconsin. He 


‘recapitulated the terms of the ordinance of t87 - 


and the aet for the division of the Indian territory, 
defining the boundaries of the fifth State to be formed 
therefrom, and complained that an attempt should 
be made to vary from well-established positions. 
If the territorial limits were now to be changed, it 
must be done by a common agreement between 
Wisconsin and the United States, and not by 
an act of Congress alone. Two years ago, the 
Congress of the United States passed an act pro- 
posing a line for the boundary of the State, to 
which she acceded. The compact was complete. 
And now, having complied with those terms, she 
was ready to come into.the Union.” She had a pop- 
ulation more than three times the requisite number, 
and she had not anticipated, at this time, any fur- 
ther obstacle. He did not think it became him 
now to go into the discussion of this amendment. 
It was useless to discuss what could not be dis- 
He proceeded, somewhat in detail, to 
reply to observations of gentlemen who had pre- 
ceded him, and more particularly contended, that 
irrespective of the objections to which he had 
alluded, the division proposed by the gentleman 
from Illinois was unequal, unjust, and would be 
unacceptable to the people of Wisconsin. 

Mr. VINTON said, when the law of 1846 was 
introduced into the House, he had taken some in- 
terest in the bill, and he had at that time been of 
opinion that the boundary line ought to run nearly 
where it was now proposed by the gentleman from 
Illinois, (Mr. eae ea Congress fixed upon a 
different boundary, rthning along the St. Croix 
river: This had been submitted to the convention 
of the people of Wisconsin, who had assented to 
it, und he held that in good faith Congress was 
still bound by that act. His own personal impres- 
sion had been, and still was, that a Jine further 
south would have been preferable, but he thought 
we could not now alter what we had proposed 
without a violation of the public faith. The peo- 
ple of Wisconsin, though, according to their own 
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1848. 


showing, they would prefer a boundary further 
north, had expressed their willingness to abide by 
the line laid down by Congress, and it was now 
too late for Congress to go back from its own 
proposition on grounds of mere expediency. 

There was great force in what had been said by 
the delegate from Wisconsin; Congress was in the 
hands of the people of Wisconsin, not Wisconsin 
in the hands of Congress. The ordinance of 1787 
provided that as soon as there was a population of 
60,000 souls in any one of the Territories erected 
northwest of the Ghio, it had the right to erect it- 
self into a State, and to come, on equal terms with 
other States, into the Union; and Congress had no 
power to exclude it. The right was irrepealable 
except by the consent of Wisconsin itself. 

When that ordinance was passed, nobody knew 
the country, or had any idea how very large a 
State would yet‘remain to be formed. When 
Michigan was admitted, the matter was better un- 
derstood; and Congress, to prevent Wisconsin from 


~ forming too enormous a State, had extended Michi- 


gan to both sides of the lake. Nothing could pos- 
sibly be more inconvenient; but it was done on the 
pele of equalizing the States to be formed. 

hen the country was better known, it was dis- 
covered that the western side of Wisconsin would 
be some eleven hundred miles in length. Congress 
thereupon proposed to her to divide that distance, 
and take limits not so extended, and Wisconsin 
had consented. But should Congress refuse to 
stand by the boundary it proposed to her, she 
could come in entire, on her own right under the 
Ordinance of ’87, and Congress could not hinder 
her. She might do so this very session, if the 
session lasted long enough, and she would then be 
an empire State half as large as France. It would 
be better to take her at her word, and stand to the 
limits we had ourselves proposed. 

Mr. WILSON now made a speech, whitch 
showed him intimately acquainted with the geog- 
raphy and local interests of every part of the Ter- 
ritory, but of which, without too much local refer- 
ence, we can only present an outline. 

The committee were aware of the terms under 
which the United States held the Northwestern 
Territory by the grant of Virginia, and also the 
terms of the ordinance of ’87; but the provision in 
that ordinance as to a line drawn due east and west 
from the southern extremity of Lake Michigan 
had been disregarded. The northern line of Ohio 
had been run nearly in conformity with that line, 
but Indiana had gone above it, and Illinois had 
extended her territory still further north of it, so 
as to leave a belt between that line and her north- 
ern boundary of sixty miles in width. As this 
had been agreed to both by the inhabitants and 
by Congress, he admitted it to be all right and 
proper. There had been difficulties between the 
States as to their boundary lines, but these had all 
been finally compromised. - 

After stating the three lines which had been pro- 
posed as the northwestern boundary of Wiscon- 
sin, he gave it as his judgment that that which had 
been assented to by the last convention of the peo- 
ple was, upon the whole, the best. He preferred 
that either this should be adopted, or the line de- 
scribed by the delegate, (Mr. T'werpy.| There was 
but little difference between the two; either of them 
would secure all that was valuable to the new 
State. He described the local differences between 
different portions of the Territory in point of fer- 
tility, which was greatest along the immediate 
borders of the streams. He dwelt on the excel- 
lence of the country and of the Mississippi, and 
its capacity to maintain a dense population, and 
spoke of the necessity of preserving the Ojibbeway 
and Ottawa Indians on the headwaters of the Mis- 
sissippi. 

The line to which the convention had assented 
would avoid separating the people who inhabited 
the valley of the St. Croix river. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, inquired whether the 
delegate from that district in the convention had 
not protested against that line? 

Mr. WILSON admitted that he had, but ex- 
plained the reasons which had probably operated 
at the moment, and insisted that the general and 
Haee pi advantage of the future State was to be 

ooked to, and not local and temporary prejudices 
and interests. 

Mr. McLANE spoke with much interest on the 
bill, warmly opposed the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Smiru,] and 
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advocated the boundary which was declared to be 
preferred by the people of Wisconsin in their late 
convention. He went into a history of both con- 
ventions, the rejection of the first boundary and 
constitution, and the adoption of the second. The 
people obviously preferred the most northerly and 
westerly line, by Rum river, though, from the fear 
of still further delay, they had been afraid to insert 
it in their act. He contended for keeping the val- 
ley of the St. Croix as an entirety, and taking in 
the west bank of that river. 

Mr. VINTON wished to know whether the gen- 
tleman’s line west of the St. Croix would not in- 
clude all the people there now? 

Mr. McLANE replying in the affrmative— 
Mr. VINTON said that there would then be no 
nucleus of population for the territory of Mineso- 
There was already a court-house on the west 
ank. 
Mr. TWEEDY said the great mass of the peo- 
ple of Wisconsin would prefer a boundary line 
north of the St. Croix. 
Mr. McLANE resumed, and went into a recital 
of the reasons which had influenced Congress in 
fixing the present boundary of Michigan, though 
it was allowed at the time it would be doing great 
injustice to the future population of Wisconsin. 
The fear had been that Wisconsin would form too 
large a State. - 
The St. Croix was the best river in the territory, 
and the only one which watered a fertile country: 
those which ran north into Lake Superior passed 
through a region comparatively sterile. 
He observed that the whole legislation of Con- 
grees in relation to the Territories rested on a very 
oubtful foundation. This had been admitted by 
the best jurists. And he held that Congress ought 
to be very,careful how they trenched upon the 
right of-a people to make their own laws. While 
gentlemen on the one hand held ip the ordinance 
of 1787 as the ground of the right of Congress to 
make laws for the people of the Territories and to 
tax them, it was now, on the other hand, proposed 
to violate that ordinance in fixing the boundary of 
one of them rather than allow Wisconsin to have 
the entire St. Croix valley. 
Mr. SAWYER briefly advocated the boundary 
as proposed by Congress and assented to by the 
people of Wisconsin in convention. The Delegate 
oe Wisconsin himself was willing to take this 
ie. 
Mr. TWEEDY said he preferred the northern 
line as the best, but would take this as the second 
best. 
Mr. SAWYER said, if so, he thought the true 
policy would be to take the middle line, and not to 
throw back this question once more. This would 
leave more territory for Minesota at the south, the 
northern and western portions of it being in a great 
degree unfit for habitation. 
Mr. McLANE reminded Mr. Sawyer that the 
convention had themselves stated that they would 
prefer the northern line. i 
Mr. SAWYER. Yes, because it would give 
them a little more territory, and, if they could get 
this for asking, no doubt they would take it; but 
they were willing to take the middle line, and for 
that he should vote. a 
Mr. GAYLE, without stating which of the lines 
he snould himself prefer, was opposed to any 
amendment being now made to the constitution 
Wisconsin had accepted. He drew a parallel be- 
tween the case of the admission of Wisconsin and 
the admission of Texas. Texas had demanded 
the recognition of the Rio Grande as her south- 
western boundary, and Congress rejected her on 
that ground. Texas had then agreed to leave this 
question open for negotiation, and Congress had 
then received her. Congress had not violated her 
faith with Texas: why should she with Wisconsin? 
Was there any difference, in point of obligation 
and national faith, between a joint resolution and 
a treaty? Were they not equally sacred? We 
had prescribed the conditions on which we would 
receive Wisconsin; she-had accepted them; and 
now ought we to insist on others? It would bea 
violation of good faith. The act had been for the 
admission of ‘the State of Wisconsin,” not the 
Territory of Wisconsin; Congress had, therefore, 
recognized her as a sovereign, independent State, 
before her admission. Now, the Constitution did 
not compel Congress to admit new States, nor new 
States to come into the Union; and Wisconsin 
might remain without, throw herself on her rights, 
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and set up an independent empire. It was not to 
be expected that two hundred thousand people 
would long be kept in territorial bondage. She 
had a right to repudiate the United States Govern- 
ment, refuse to be taxed by it, and erect herself 
into an independent Power. He threw these 
thoughts out for consideration. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, said, it was with re- 
luctance that he made any remarks upon the bill 
under consideration. He had not given the sub- 
ject, that investigation its importance demanded, 
and felt himself unable to do justice to the ques- 
tion. He had seen and conversed with a number 
of very intelligent young men, who had lived for a 
number of years in the vicinity of the falls of St. 
Croix, and he knew the aversion they had to be- 
ing included within the State of Wisconsin. The 
boundgy proposed by his friend, the chairman of 
the Committee on Territories, [Mr. Smitu, of In- 
diana,] divided the settlement upon the St. Croix 
river, and compelled those living on the east side of 
the river to travel some four or five hundred miles to 
reach the capital of Wisconsin, and forced them into 
a State and community where they had no interests 
or feelings in common with those among whom 
they were thrown. They consider it unjust to dis- 
regard their interests and wishes, and they never 
will make good citizens of Wisconsin. Mr. S. said 
he had listened with attention to the remarks of the 
honorable gentlemen who were in favor of the St. 
Croix river as the boundary, and to those in favor 
of the extreme northern line being thatof Rum river; 
but they had failed to convince him that either of 
those lines were correct or judicious. He admitted 
the position taken by the honorable gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Vinron,] that Wisconsin had the right 
to demand admission into the Union under the 
ordinance of 1787, and come in as a whole, in the 
event of their not accepting such line as Congress 
might propose, and, for himself, he would prefer 
including the whole territory within the State, and 
providing that they might hereafter divide it into 
two States, rather than consent to an unjust and 
unequal division. Wisconsin Territory contains, 
by computation, 90,000 square miles, and would 
make two States larger than the great State of 
Ohio. He was informed that, by a calculation 
made by Mr. Wilson, the able and efficient clerk 
in the General Land Office having charge of the 
surveys in that region, that the State of Wiscon- 
sin, by the line he had proposed, would contain 
nearly 47,000 square miles. This calculation, it 
was not to be presumed, could be precisely accu- 
rate, but- there could be no question that it would 
be as large as the State of Ohio. 


Mr. S. said he would call the attention of the 
committee to the statement of the honorable dele- 
gate from Wisconsin, [Mr. Tweepy,] who admit- 
ted, that as a delegate in the convention, he would 
have advocated the southern line—the one he (Mr. 
S.) had proposed—still, as a delegate on this floor, 
he advocated the northern line. He admired the 
devotion of the gentleman from Wisconain to the 
will of his constituents, as expressed by the con- 
stitutional convention of Wisconsin. He was car- 
rying out the doctrine of instructions, which was 
the correct course for him to pursue. But Mr.'8. 
would call upon the committee to remember, that the 
judgment of the gentleman was on the side of the 
southern line, although he denies here our right 
to interfere at all with the boundary. Congress 
certainly has the right to stipulate as to boundary, 
or to compel Wisconsin to come in as a whole; 
and he had no doubt but that they would accept 
an equitable division rather than be forced into a 
State of such unwieldy dimensions. Great stress 
was laid upon the action of the constitutional con- 
vention which fixed the boundary. Gentlemen 
should recollect that the settlers in the valley of 
the St. Croix had little voice in that convention. 
The more densely populated southwestern portion 
of the Territory had entire control in that body, 
and could fix any line they pleased. The delegate 
from the St. Croix region, (Mr. Brownell,) a very 
intelligent and highly respectable gentleman, and 
one who by his profession and residence in the 
country entitled his opinions to great weight, fought 
manfully to protect the interests of those whom he 
represented. Mr. S. sent to the Clerk's table the 
minority report made by Mr. Brownell in the con- 
vention on the boundary question. 

«c The first line (that adopted by Congress) divides the settle- 


ments along the St. Croix, which are identical in interest 
and closely connected by business and other relations, into 
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two portions, retaining one within the limits of Wisconsin, 
and transferring the other to the new territory of Minesota. 
This line would be, in all respects, an unnatural and incon- 
venient one, severing those whom association has joined to- 
gether, establishing different jurisdictions on the opposite 
sides of the same stream, and opening the door to conflicting 
legislation and clashing interests. Of the three lines proposed, 
this would be the most obnoxious to the people of the St. 
Croix valley. . 

« Nor would the plan of carrying the boundary line fifty or 
sixty miles northwest of the St. Croix to the mouth of Rum 
river, be much more acceptable. It would indeed keep the 
settlements of the St. Croix together, but it would attach 
them to a government from which, by reason of the distance 
- which intervenes between the settlements and the capital, 
they could derive but little advantage. ‘The principal set- 
tlements on the St. Croix are near 250 miles above Prairie 
du Chien, and some 400 from Madison, the seat of Govern- 
ment in Wisconain, to say nothing of the still greater incon- 
venience to the people living on the south shore of Lake 
Superior. In the spring, summer, and fall, access is obtain- 
ed to the settlements on the St. Croix by the Migsissippi ; 
this, in the low stage of water, the navigation is Maus ob- 
structed, and the transportation of passengers and goods is 
rendered difficult, tedious, and expensive. During the win- 
ter season, say for more than four months in the year, this 
avenue is closed, and the inhabitants of the valley of the St. 
Croix are in a good measure cut off from all communication 
with their fellow-citizens in the southern and thickly-settled 

tions of Wisconsin. There is no road on either side of the 
ississippi, leading to the St. Croix country; and there is no 
probability of one being made for some time to come. The 
country intervening between the St. Croix and Black rivers, 
a distanee of one hundred and forty miles, is of a forbidding 
character. Exceptin the immediate valleys of the streams, 
there is but little good land; while pine barrens, tamarac 
swamps, and innumerable marshes and lakes, cover the 
face of the country, and render the prospect of settlement 
remote and doubtful. This broad belt of waste land consti- 
tutes a barrier almost impassable between the settlements 
on the St. Croix and the nearest ones in Crawford county. 
Ís not the simple statement of this fact sufficient to show the 
impropriety, not to say injustice, of attaching the St. Croix 
country to Wisconsin? Is it reasonable to ask the inhabit- 
ants of that remote region to come under the rule of a govern- 
ment from which they are so distant that they can take but 
little interest in its concerns, and derive but little benefit 
from its protection? In further illustration of this point, the 
undersigned respectfully refers to the report herewith sub- 
mitted, of a select committee of the constitutional conven- 
tion on the subject of boundarics. 

It remains to speak of the third line, which is the one 
proposed by the late convention. The bia vg which led 
to the adoption of this line, viz: the desire to consult the 
wishes and convenience of the people along the St. Croix 
valley, meets with the hearty concurrence of the undersign- 
ed. Butin conformity to the views of those whom he rep- 
resents, he would respectfully propose to bring the line still 
further to the castward, by which, while no additional set- 
tlements or population of great amount would be cut off from 
Wisconsin, amore convenient line would be adopted for 
the division of our territory into two States, [still leaving 
47,000 square miles to the new State of Wisconsin, exceed- 
ing even the State of New York.] A very strong, and, as it 
seeins to the undersigned, a conclusive argument in favor of 
the proposed change, is to he found in the fact that its adop- 
tion would leave population and territory enough on the 
north and west of Wisconsin to form, in a very few years, 
another State ; while if the line of Rum river, as proposed 
by the majority of the committee, or of the St. Croix river, as 

rescribed in the act of Congress, should be agreed upon, a 
ong period must elapse before thesettlements would be suffi- 
ciently numerous to warrant the establishment of another 
State on our northwestern border.” 


Mr. S. contended that this report showed clearly 
the injustice of fixing the northern line, or even 
the line of the River St. Croix; and he called upon 
the committee to protect the rights and interests of 
a small minority, from being trampled upon by an 
overgrown mony To the honorable gentleman 
from Maryland, (Mr. McLane,] who advocated 
the northern line, and who spoke of the interest and 
influence of capitalists at the falls of St. Croix, and 
that a more southern line might be better for these 
gentlemen, he would say—(to all those who had 
served with him in the 28th and 29th Congresses 
he need not say)—that in all cases where the in- 
terests of the masses were to be subserved, he 
had always been found aiding, to the extent of his 
ability, in protecting and advancing their inter- 
ests; his sympathies were with these men, and 
not with the capitalist or the speculator. He 
had also, in too many instances, shown his devo- 
tion to the interests of Wisconsin for any one to 
doubt his friendly feeling towards that State. His 
presen: course was dictated by what he deemed to 

e just to all parties interested. When the bills 
were under consideration for the admission of 
Florida and Iowa, he had proposed an amendment 
ceding the lands to those States, as soon as they 
had paid into the treasury a sum equal to the cost 
of said lands to the Government, and the expenses 
of surveying and selling the same; and he would 
cheerfully offer a similar amendment to the bill 
admitting Wisconsin, if there was any prospect 
that it would pass. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, opposed the 
amendinent, and advocated the middle line, to 
which the convention had given its consent. 


He went into a history of the Virginia grant of 
thè Northwestern Territory, and her first restriction 
| as to the size of the States to be created out of it. 
| This she had abandoned at the request of Con- 
| gress, and had agreed to new conditions—one of 
which was, that the territory should not be divided 
into less than three nor more than five States. And 
before we could divide Wisconsin at all, he con- 
tended that we must have the consent of Virginia, 
as to make six States out of this territory would 
i be a violation of our compact with her. Whether 
that compact had been superseded by the adoption 
of the Constitution, was a question still open; it 
had never yet received an official adjudication. 
| He was unwilling to cross the wishes of the 
| people of the Territory, and was prepared to re- 
ceive her entire at any time. ‘The people of Wis- 
consin were well qualified to judge as to what would 
best promote their own good. He considered 
Congress as a good deal in the dark on that sub- 
ect. 
Mr. DICKINSON moved that the committee 
rise; which motion prevailing, the committee rose. 
And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi: The memorial of 
citizens of Philadelphia, for tte concentration and civiliza- 
tion of the Indians. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of Sally Hart, fora pen- 
sion. Also; of Philip Tabers, for arrears of pension. 

By Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL: Eleven memorials from citi- 


zens of Philadelphia, for the establishment of a mail route | 


from Philadelphia to New York. 

By Mr. C. E. STUART: Petitions of citizens of Branch 
county, Michigan, that a mail route be established from 
Bronson, in said county, to the township of Noble, in the 
same county. 

Ly Mr. HOLMES, of New York: The petition of Mrs. 
Harriet Gay, of Monroe county, New York, praying further 
relief for her aged father, Elkana Stevens, of Chelsea, Ver- 
mont, who wasa soldier of the Revolution, and is now des- 
titute and infirm. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of J. J. Brown and sixty- 
one others, of Green Bay land district, Wisconsin, praying 
for a division of that district. 

By Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 
Rezin levis, for an inerease of pension. 

By Mr. GRINNELL: The petitions of citizens of Boston, 
New Bedford, and Fairhaven, asking an amendment of the 
law of July 20, 1840, so that all applications to consuls in 
afdreign port for the arrest of vessels on the charge that 
they are unseaworthy, shall be made by the first and second 
Officers, and a majority of the crew. Also, that the laws 
requiring vessels to be registered or enrolled, shall be amend- 
ed so that each owner’s share, or part of share, be sct forth 
in the register or enrollment; and that provision be made 
for recording atthe custom-house all attachments, transfers, 
or mortgages of vessels. 

By Mr. HALL, of Missouri: The petition of Isaac Hays 
and others, citizens of Saline and Lafayette counties, in the 
Siate of Missouri, praying the establishment of a post route 
from Marshall to Lexington, in said State. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition for a mail route 
from Blue Island, via Cooper’s Grove, Chelsea, Wallingtord. 
and Biloomsville, to Bulbonia. 

On motion of Mr. DUNCAN, of Ohio, 

Resolved, ‘That the memorial of Mary E. Carney, praying 
for a pension, be referred to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions. : 


Turspay, May 9, 1848. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, covering a report from the War 
Department, in compliance with a resolution of 
25th of April, calling for information relative to 
certain transfers to the Indians; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Indian Affairs. | 

A message was also received from the President 
of the United States in -reply to a resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. Jounson, of Maryland, transmit- 
ting the information in his possession concerning 
the condition of Yucatan; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition from the 
Seneca, Onondaga, and Cayuga Indians, asking a 
reimbursement of expenses incurred in an ineffect- 
ual attempt to emigrate to the territory assigned 
them in the southwest, and asking that homes may 
be provided for them in the northern portion of 
the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from cit- 
izens of Philadelphia, asking that a territory may 
be set apart for a permanent home for the various 
tribes of Indians inhabiting the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
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| printed. 


Mr. BORLAND presented a petition from rep- 
resentatives of William Armstrong, asking com- 
pensation for his services as United States Indian 
agent; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. : 

Mr. HOUSTON presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, in relation to the preserva- 
tion of the Indians; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, reported a bill for the relief of Michael Han- 
son; which was read a first time. 

Mr. MOOR, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported a bill to change the place of hold- 
ing the circuit and district courts in the district of 
New Hampshire; which was read a first time. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported a bill for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Thomas J. VW. Owen, deceased; 
which was read a first ume. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration of House bill for the re- 
lief of Francis M. Holton, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on the Ju-- 
diciary, reported the bill to authorize notaries pub- 
lic to take and certify oaths, and affirmations, and 
acknowledgments in certain cases, with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Calvin Reed, 
accompanied by a report, which was ordered to be 
The bill was read a first time. ; 

Mr. DIX, on leave, introduced a bill respectin 
the pay department of the navy; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. YULEE, 


Resolved, ‘hat the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the necessity of making further provision for 
buoys at Nassau bar, in Florida, and at St. Andrews, St. 
Simons, Sapello, St. Catharines, Ossivau, and Warsaw, in 
Georgia. 


Mr. BADGER submitted the following: 

Resolved, That the resolution adopted on the 2ist Decem- 
ber last, authorizing the Vice President to apponi a super- 
intendent of the Senate’s antechamber, be and the same is 
hereby, rescinded. 


On motion of Mr. BORLAND, the bill anå 
amendment for dividing the State of Arkansas into 
two judicial circuits, was recommitted to the Com- 
ma on the Judiciary, with instructions to report 

il. | 
"The bill from the House to amend an act enti- 
tled ** An act to raise, for a limited time, an addi- 
tional military force, and for other purposes,” was 
read a first and second time by its title, and refer- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. ` 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved that the 
Senate take up the private bills on the calendar on 
Friday next. > | 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, said that he had 
hoped the emigrant passengers bill would be taken 


up. 
"Mr. TURNEY objecting to the motion, it lies 
over. . 

On motion of Mr. UPHAM, it was ordered that 
two additional members be added to the Commit- 
tee on Enrolled Bills; and that they be appointed 
by the Chair. 

The Chair appointed Mr. Jounson, of Georgia, 
and Mr. BoRrLAND. 

APPOINTMENTS WITHHELD FROM SENATE. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
JOHNSON, of Maryland, on the 28th ultimo, was 
taken up: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States is re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether any officers are now 
in the military or civil service of the United States, under 
appointments from the President, which have not heen sub- 
mitted to the Senate; and if there be any such appointments, 
that he state the date of such appointments, and why it is 
that it has not been in the power of the President to submit 
them to the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON said, that when the Senator 
from Ohio moved a reconsideration of the vote on 
the adoption of the resolution, he had stated that 
he made the motion because he considered the call 
unconstitutional; and it did not appear that he was 
opposed to the object of the resolution. Retaining 
his original opinion, that there was nothing in the 
resolution which conflicted with the constitutional 
functions of the President, he was still ready to 
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modify it, so far as to strike out the part which 
called for the reasons which had delayed the send- 
ing in the nominations, so as to leave it a bare 


inquiry into the fact. 
r. ALLEN said that the modification rendered 


the resolution less objectionable, but it did not en-. 


tirely remove his reluctance to vote for it. It was 
a kind of inquisition, of which there was no instance 
to be found in our history. The President might, 
‘with just as much propriety, call on the Sen&te for 
information of what it had done, and why it had 
left other things undone. It was altogether an ir- 
regular motion. The President could not send in 
the information which was called for without fur- 
nishing a list of all the nominations which were 
not yet sent in. It was not so much to the uncon- 
stitutionality as to the irregularity of the proceed- 
ing that he was opposed. He moved to lay the 
i a on the table; but withdrew the motion, 
an 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said he had hoped 
that the amendment would have removed the ob- 
jection of the Senator from Ohio, and that the re- 
solution would have been adopted. He had been 
disappointed in his expectation. The Senator 
from Ohio says it is a call for information of all 
that the President had done in the exercise of the 
appointing power, and that it was both unconsti- 
tutional and irregular. He (Mr. J.) did not re- 
gard the resolution as unconstitutional. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio said, the other day, that the reso- 
lution was in conflict with the provision of the 
Constitution which allowed the President to hold 
back his nominations during the session, so that 
the commission granted by hin during the recess 
did not expire until the close ofthe session. So 
that it seemed the Senator from Ohio thought it 
quite sufficient, to carry out the spirit of the con- 
stitutional provision, if he sent in his nominations 
at the last moment of the session. Were it not 
that there was important business now pressing 
on the attention of Congress, he would like to go 
at large into the reasons which induced him to sub- 
mit this resolution, and the historical matters with 
which the subject was connected. But he did not 
feel disposed to trespass on the indulgence of the 
Senate. l 

It was clear to him that the objects of the con- 
stitutional provision to which reference had been 
made were, first, to give the President reasonable 
time for inquiry, and to send in the nominations to 
the Senate; and, in the second place, to allow the 
oe reasonable time to deliberate and act upon 
them. 

He did not mean to find fault with the invest- 
ment of the appointing puwer in the President. 
But he would say, that so great a latitude of con- 
struction had not of Jate prevailed in reference to 
the power of the other departments as to the power 
of the President. If he adhered to the letter of the 
Constitution, he was to be sustained, whatever de- 
parture there might be from the spirit of the instru- 
ment; while charges of usurpation of power were 
constantly made against Congress. e had sent 
abroad an army to conquer territory which we were 
to acquire asindemnity. We wanted field officers. 
Congress gave him the authority to appoint, and 
he had, during the recess, appointed officers. But 
he had not sent in these nominations until this hour. 
Among these was General Pillow, who, in the event 
of the disability or recall of the Commander-in- 
chief, would have been entitled to command. He 
alluded also to General Cushing, appointed by the 
President during the recess, and who was now sit- 
ting in judgment on the Commander-in-chief.. The 
quasi court, of which he is a member, is a judicial 
court, and before it is arraigned the greatest cap- 
tain of- the age, whom they have the power to 
condemn, if they shall see fit. 

If this call was trenching on the rights of the 
President, he asked if we had no rights? He con- 
sidered that the Senate had a right to as longa 
time as would enable it to Sass deliberately on the 
nominations submitted to it. The object of the 
provision in the Constitution was merely to autho- 
rize the President to appoint until there could be an 
opportunity for consultation with the Senate. If 
he were to keep his nominations until the last mo- 
ment of the session and they should then be reject- 
ed, the Senate being compelled to adjourn, the 
vacancies would be again filled by the President 
without the interference of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN vindicated the right of the Presi- 
dent to retain the nominations as long as the Con- 


stitution permitted. He acted for the general good 
as well as the Senate, and he had as much right 
to ask of the Senate if they intended to pass a bill, 
as the Senate had to ask if he was about to send 
in any nominations. The rule of the Senate by 
which the doors were closed—a rule which he had 
always tried to get rid of, and which he should 
live to see got rid of, because public opinion every- 
where was against it—prohibited the President 
from comp y ng with this call, even if he were dis- 
posed to do so. It was this rule which required 
nominations to be sent in secretly; while this 
resolution called for a list of the nominations to be 
publicly made. So far as the public is concerned, 
the Senator from Maryland had given the names 
of the officers pointed at; so that the public could 
gain nothing further by the adoption of the reso- 
ution and the response of the President. He con- 
tended that no department had any right to inter- 
fere with the Executive functions of the President 


| as laid down tn the Constitution. 


He was in favor of watching the Executive 
power, but he did not perceive that the tendencies 
to usurpation were so great in the Executive, who 
stood on his individual responsibility, as in the 
departments which exhibited a responsibility di- 
vided among many, as in the legislative branches, 
and all other of those aristocratic institutions which 
dotted the whole land, under the name of corpo- 
rations. He referred to the bill making the ap- 
portionment under the last census, which, in the 
House of Representatives, was constructed so as 
to admit the largest volume of democracy into that 
branch; but which, when it came into the Senate, 
was so changed as to throw the weight of influence 
into the Senate. It was this body, so far removed 
from the people, in which we are to look for usurp- 
ation, rather than in the Executive and the House 
of Representatives. He held all this cry about 
Executive usurpation as unworthy of apprehen- 
sion. It was the secret, noiseless usurpations in 
this body which were to be feared; let us get rid 
af these, and he would leave the rest to the peo- 

e. 

j On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the further 
consideration of the subject was postponed, and 
the Senate proceeded to take up the special order. 


YYCATAN. : 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of the 
bill to enable the President to take temporary mil- 
itary occupation of Yucatan. 

Mr. LEWIS said he desired to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Davis.] The amendment was 
in the shape of a preamble, to go at the head of 
the bill, and a proviso to be inserted at the close. 
He thought, that to put the bill on the ground of 
humanity alone, would be carrying them further 
than he was disposed to go. They could not, and 
ought not, to become the champions of the whole 
human race; he thought the true base to place it 


on was, that Mexico owed Yucatan protection, 


and as she was no longer able, from the fact of our 
having superseded her military power, that we 
were bound to treat the invasion of Yucatan as 
other Mexican invasions, If the amendment pre- 
vails, it will read— 


Whereas an extraordinary war is now being waged by the 
Indian upon the white population of Yucatan, which, if not 
arrested, threatens the extinction of the white race; and 
whereas Yucatan, as one of the States of Mexico, is enti- 
tled to the protection of the Mexican Government; and 
whereas, by reason of the existing war, the authority of the 
Mexican Government has been to a great extent suppressed 
within the limits of Mexico, and the military authority of 


‘the United States substituted in its stead ; and whereas€o0 


such substitution is é0 be mainly attributed the impunity 
which is now given to cruelty and outrage on the part of 
the insurgents, justice and good faith to Yucatan, as well as 
the existing armistice with Mexico, require, as in the case 
of other Indian invasions of Mexican territory during the 
war, that the United States, having superseded the power 
of Mexico, should assume the protection of Yucatan until 
Mexico shall bein a condition to reassume the same. There- 
fore— 

Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the United States 
he, and he is hereby, authorized and empowered to accept 
the services of an equal number of volunteer troops to sup- 
ply the place of such as may be withdrawn from their pres- 
ent duty to answer to the exigent demand for the immediate 
presence of a portion of our army in Yucatan: Provided 
Their services shall be required; the same to be raised 
for service during the war with Mexico, agreeably to the 
provisions of the act of May thirteenth, eighteen hundred 
and forty-six, and March third, eighteen hundred and forty- 
seven ; and provided, further, that nothing herein contained 
shall be so construed as to require that the protection hereby 
afforded to the people of Yucatan should be withdrawn until 
Mexico is in a situation to resume the same; and provided, 
further, that no warrant is hereby intended to be given for the 
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permanent occupation or annexation of the territory of Yu- 
catan to the United States. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, accepted the mod-: 


ification without hesitation; when— 

Mr. NILES rose and addressed the Senate to a 
late hour against any interference with the internal 
concerns of other nations, and urging caution and 
prudence in all our relations with other countries. 
It was after four when Mr. N. closed his remarks. 
[See Appendix for the debate on this bill.] 

Mr. CASS took the floor; when— 

Mr. BREESE moved to go into Executive ses- 
sion; but the Senate refused the motion, and ad- 
journed. 


? 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepvespay, May 10, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


DEBATE ON THE WISCONSIN BILL. 


Mr. STEPHENS moved the usual resolution 
to close all debate in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union on the bill for the admis- 
sion of the State of Wisconsin into the Union, at 
two o’clock, this day. 

The resolution was adopted. 


BINDING BY CONTRACT. 


Mr. HENLEY then called up a motion, pre- 
viously submitted by him, to reconsider the vote 
by which the following resolution had heretofore 
been adopted: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House receive proposals 
for binding books and documents ordered by the House ; and 
that he submit the same to the Committee on Accounts for 
its examination and approval. 

He said that the resolution which he wished re- 
considered was one which it was not within the 
constitutional power of the House to pass—one 
which, at the time it passed, had not been investi- 
gated, and was not understood. Mr. H. wished 
to submit some remarks on that resolution, and 
also on the subject of performing the public print- 
ing of Congress by contract. There was, particu- 
larly on the latter subject, a prevailing misappre- 
hension, both as to how the printing .was now 
executed, and on the possibility of having the 
printing of Congress well done on the contract 
system. 

It had been said here that the House and the 
country had gained nothing by putting out the 
printing on contract; and it had been further asserted 
that the work had deteriorated in the manner of its 
execution, and that the country had lost credit 
from the delay of its public documents, both 
as respected paper and printing also. Mr. H.'s 
object was to show, that instead of the country’s 
gaining nothing by the change which had been 
made in the mode of getting the printing done, 
there had, on the contrary, been an immense gain; 
and, moreover, that the public printing was done 
at this time as well as it ever had been. 

(The total sum paid for the printing of Congress for the last 
seven years, WAS ....... eee wwrecccescces $947,555 


At the prices we now pay, the same work would 
have heen done for .....ccccccccccccccccseccs 268,509 


Showing a saving Of ......cecc000 ccccccee $579,046 
or upwards of 66 per cent. 


The amount paid to Gales & Seaton for the printing of the 
Q7th Congress, Was essees. reer rr 
At the prices we now pay, this work would have 
COBL ONLY ccc ccccccsccccces seceeetesecicences, DOAL 


Showing in two years a saving of ......... $192,119 
or about 75 per cent. 
The average saving per year for seven years, if the work 


had been done at present prices, would have been $82,720.] - 


The CHAIR here called Mr. Henery to order, 
on the ground of irrelevancy. The resolution he 
had moved to reconsider had reference solely to a 
contract for binding documents printed. Remarks 
on the mode or cost of the public printing were not 
in order on such a motion. 

Mr. HENLEY, after a sudden pause, here said 
that if the Chair would tell him what remarks 
would be in order on the motion, he would make 
them, for he certainly intended to make some. [A 
laugh. ; 

Tne cesslutsi proposed to_be reconsidered was 
read by the Clerk. 

Mr. HENLEY said that when that resolution 
was adopted, it had been said on this floor that the 
public printing was worse performed now than it 
ever had been. He was replying to those remarks 
by showing the contrary. í 


The CHAIR remarked that Mr. H. could get an 
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opportunity to do this by moving a separate reso- 
lution, or embracing some time when the subject 


of the public printing was before the House. 


Mr. HENLEY went on to say that the printing, 
if done under the old method by Blair & Rives, or 
by Ritchie & Heiss, would have cost the country 
three hundred thousand dollars; and if by Gales 
& Seaton, under former prices, would have cost 
$360,000; it now cost but $135,000 for this Con- 
gress, being a saving of $200,000 from what would 
have been paid to Gales & Seaton under the old 
rates. 

The CHAIR again reminded Mr. H. that it 
would be out of order for him to proceed in any 
further remarks on the subject of the public print- 
ing. He had now replied to the remark to which 
he referred as having been made on a former day 
in discussing the resolution he wished to recon- 


sider. 

Mr. HENLEY said the House had been con- 
sidering a resolution which went to take from the 
public printers a part of their contract; and it had 
then been stated that the public had gained nothing 
by letting out the printing on contract. He regret- 
ted that the rules of the House had suddenly be- 
come so stringent as to prevent him from replying 
and vindicating the contractors, by showing that 
the mode of performing the work had not deterio- 
rated, and that the country had been a great gainer 
by’ the change. 

The CHAIR said the gentleman might assert 
this, but not go into an argument on a subject out 
of order. 

Mr. GREGORY here inquired of Mr. HENLEY 
if he had looked at the contract? 

Mr. HENLEY. Certainly I have, or I should 
not have asserted what I have. 

Mr. GREGORY. There is nothing about bind- 
ing in the contract. 

Mr. HENLEY. I assert that there is. And if, 
as the Chair decides, assertion is to go for argu- 
ment, my assertion is as good as his. On what 
ground has the gentleman from New Jersey assert- 
ed this? I ask, when there is no law on the sub- 
ject, but the practice of the House has gone on a 
certain principle, and the House has adopted it, 
and made rules and regulations which assumed it, 
and reports have been made to the House in favor 
of it, and the House have adopted those reports, 
is not all this equivalent toa law? He held in his 
hand a report from a committee made but the other 
day on the subject of binding documents, which 
proceeded on the principle that binding the docu- 
ments was an incident to printing them, and went 
with it. When in 184] the attempt was made here 
to separate the binding from the public printing, 
the whole subject was referred to a committee, 
who, after thoroughly investigating it, made a re- 

ort to this House. ‘That report I have before me, 

ut shall not read more than that portion of it 
which states the conclusions to which they came. 
(Mr. H. here read the third head of the results on 
the subject, which declares that, under a usage of 
twelve years, it-had been established that the 
“ binding is an incident to the public printing.’’] 

Mr. STARK WEATHER here inquired when 
that report was made? ; 

Mr. HENLEY. It was made in the session of 
1840-’41, in February; and from 1841 to the close 
of the last session, the doctrine of this report has been 
concurred in by the House—that is, for a period now 
of nineteen years. What more wasdone? When the 
present contractors made their bid for the printing, 
the committee appointed to let out the contract—and 
which committee consisted of the President of the 
Senate, the Speaker of the House, and the Secre- 
tary and Clerk of the two bodies—told them that 
whoever was appointed public printer would have 
the binding of the documents. They were fur- 
nished by Messrs. Dickins and French with an 
estimate of the binding; and here itis. [Mr. H. 
here quoted the instructions.] This estimate is 
contained in the instructions then given to the con- 
tractors; and can any man, with these faets before 
him, deny that the binding forms a part of the con- 
tract for the printing of Congress? 

It is now proposed to take away from these gen- 
tlemen a part of their contract—to take it from 
public officers appointed by law. Though I am 
no lawyer, I believe that this’ usage, thus estab- 
lished and confirmed, has become a part of the law 
of the land. The instructions say, that, as the 
documents are furnished, they shall be deposited 
in a room in the Capitol, and, at the close of the 
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fession, shall be taken thence to be bound. How 
can this contract be lawfully taken away? 

I hope I shall now be permitted (by general con- 
sent, if not otherwise) to say a word as to the 
manner in which the printing has been executed. 

The CHAIR once more reminded Mr. HENLEY 
that the resolution he had moved to reconsider had 
reference only to binding. To admit remarks on 
the public printing would involve the necessity of 
permitting a reply, and might probably draw ona 
prolonged debate. 

Mr. HENLEY. Then I hope all present will 
be willing to hear the facts I am about to state. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I object. 

Mr. HENLEY. The gentleman from Georgia 
objects. Very well; I suppose I may be allowed 
to make a single assertion. 

Mr. MORSE hoped the gentleman from Georgia 
would withdraw his objection. The gentleman 
from Indiana might have important information to 
communicate. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he could not withdraw 
his objection. The debate on the Wisconsin bill 
was to end at two o’clock. The gentleman could 
just as well make his statement at another time. 
He belonged himself to the Committee on Printing, 
which committee had the privilege of reporting at 
any time, (a prerogative not enjoyed by any of 
the standing committees of the House,) and he 
could introduce the subject by resolution; but the 
resalution to be reconsidered was confined to bind- 
ing the documents. 

Mr. HENLEY. When the resolution I want to 
have reconsidered was introduced into the House, 
one reason for it was stated to be, that the paper 


‘and printing under the existing contract were alto- 


gether inferior to anything before. It is really 
very extraordinary that all at once the rules should 
have become so exceedingly strict that I cannot 
reply to that, though speaking on the same reso- 
lution. 

The quality of the paper, so far from being in- 
ferior, is better, if anything, than formerly. The 
paper on which the printing was done for the last 
Congress cost $3 a ream; this costs $3 50. That 
was one fact. It was due to the public printers 
that he should state another fact. The paper on 
which the President’s message had been printed 
was, confessedly, an inferior article. 

me STEPHENS here called Mr. Heniey to 
order. 

The CHAIR ruled him to be out of order. 

Mr. HENLEY. I cannot for my life imagine 
why gentlemen are so unwilling to hear charges 
refuted now which were suffered to be made when 
this same resolution was under consideration on a 
former day. i 

If there is no way by which I can be suffered 
to proceed, Í suppose I must desist. I will only 
say, then, that | hope the resolution will be recon- 
sidered and referred to a committee, to be examined 
into. If the House will not take my statement, 
that these contractors were informed by the officers 
of both Houses that the binding went with the 
printing, and that, in consequence of being so in- 
formed, they have made a contract for the binding, 
l hope they will refer the matter to a committee, 
who will report the facts. If I am to be debarred 
in this manner from going further, I here give no- 
tice that I will reply at some time—that is, if I shall 
ever be so fortunate as to find a time when it will 
be in order. 

Mr. GREGORY (a member of the Committee 
on Accounts) remarked that the course which the 
debate had taken on this resolution was very ex- 
traordinary; instead of being cqnfined to the bind- 
ing, it had run upon the printing which had no 
connection with the subject. ‘The Committee on 
Accounts, who had the oversight of all the expend- 
itures from the contingent fund of the House, in 
auditing the late Clerk’s accounts, had found items 
for binding to the amount of about $11,000, for 
which they found no previous arrangement by con- 
tract or otherwise as to the prices; and, at that 
early day of the session, they had determined to 
have the matter taken care of by some committee, 
and for that purpose had made preparation for the 
adoption of the resolution. On reference, it was 
found there was nothing at all in the contract with 
the printers about the binding, and the chairman 
of the Committee on Printing and the committee 
considered they had nothing to do with it. Upon 
the introduction of a new subject of binding, to 
wit, 100,000 copies of the Patent Office document, 
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the Committee on Accounts, in view of the import- 
ance of having a committee of the House to take 
charge of that branch of expenditure, which would 
amount to between $30,000 and $40,000 for this 
Congress, reported the resolution which had been 
adopted inviting proposals for binding. He was 
in favor of the contract system; he was favorably 
disposed to the printers, and hoped their proposal 
would be as low as others, for he should be as will- 
ing twsee them get it as anybody; but he thought. 
the contract system should be adhered to. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER explained his re- 
marks of a former day. What he had then said 
had been called forth by the inquiry of the gentle- 
man -from Georgia, [Mr. Coss,] whether it had 
not been the uniform practice of the House to 
allow the public printer to bind the documents; to 
which he bad distinctly answered, referring to the 
report read by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HENLEY] this morning, that it had been the prac- 
tice, and that a committee had been raised on this 
question and made a report: one of the three con- 
clusions of which was, that the binding was an 
incident of the printing. 

Now, it was not contended by any man in this 
House that there was a single word mentioned in 
the contract for the printing relative to the binding 
of the documents. He would like to know to 
whom these documents belonged when published. 
Did they not belong to the House? Were they 
not under their control, to be bound or not as they 
saw fit? And how did it happen that an incident 
of $17,000 was to be attached to the contract—the 
incident being greater than the principal? 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, repeated the questions 
he had put the other day. Had it not been the | 
invariable practice of the two Houses of Congress 
to allow the public printer to do the binding? Had 
not these printers entered into the contract under 
the expectation, justified 7 that practice, that they 
would be entitled to the binding? And, further- 
more, had not these printers, under this implied 
contract, already entered into a contract with other 
parties for the binding? And would not Congress 
be bound to defray the expenses of this contract? - 
And if the binding was now taken from them, 
instead of economizing, would it not subject ‘the 
Government to a much greater expense? 

Mr. STARKWEATHER replied he had stated 
to the House, from the examination he had given 
to the subject, that he had good reason to believe 
that five thousand dollars could be saved to the 
country by giving out this binding by contract. 
He now believed it. He had not then known 
what was stated by the gentleman from Indiana, 
that these printers had had any instructions to go 
on and execute this binding under the old arrange- 
ment; he should have said, had he known it, and 
he said now, if they had made such an arrange- 
ment with the Clerk of the House, and under it 
had gone on and contracted for the binding, the 
contract should not be taken from them. He to- 
tally disagreed with gentlemen in the conclusion 
that this was an incident of the contract. It never 
could be considered so; yet, if they had acted upon 
it as such, under the authority of the Clerk of the 
House, he should feel, as a member of this House, 
bound by it. He dissented, however, in toto with 
the correctness of the construction. The whole 
course of the action of Congress on the subject of 
printing had changed; this Congress had entered 
upon the contract system; and the question now 
was, whether this system should be.carried out or 
not? He repeated, if a contract for the binding 
had been made in good faith by the printers, under 
the understanding that it was an incident of the 
printing, this House ought to carry out that under- 
standing. But the House ought to understand 
how far the contract went; whether it was for the 
whole one hundred thousand Patent reports, and 
two thousand five hundred of War correspondence; 
and any further action of this kind should be pre- 
vented. He asked this House whether it was not 
time to enter upon the contract system with refer- 
ence to the binding? If this amount could be 
saved to the Government on one document, should 
not the steps be taken to effect this saving in all 
suchygases? He cared not who the printers were; 
he had no particular individuals in view; but he 
meant to discharge his duties to the country. If 
a contract had already been made in this case, let 
it stand; if not, and they could save five thousand 
dollars in this one case, let them save it, and do 
the same in all future cases. It was not his object 
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to overleap or break down any contract entered 
into by the printers for binding, but to call the at- 
tention of the House to the contract system, which 
was adopted by the last Congress with a view to 
gave expense, and which system has been pursued 
by the present Congress. 

Mr. STEPHENS was favorable to the recon- 
sideration of this resolution. Hethought,the public 
printers ought to have the binding, if they would 
do it on as reasonable terms as others; and, under 
this condition, hoped the Committee on Printing 
would contract with the printer. He moved the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, being on the reconsidera- 
tion, which was agreed to. 

The question then recurring on the adoption of 
the resolution— 

Mr. McKAY moved to recommit the resolution 
to the Committee on Accounts, with instructions to 
inquire whether any agreement had*been made be- 
tween the Clerk of this House and the Secretary 
of the Senate and the public printers as to the 
binding. He was proceeding to call attention to 
the unequal distribution of the documents under 
the present practice, and the necessity of some 
regulation on the subject, when he was called to 
order for irrelevancy, and yielded the floor. 

Mr. CONGER desired to offer certain resolu- 
tions as a substitute for the motion of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. 

The SPEAKER stated that the resolutions were 
not in order while the motion to recommit was 
pending. 

At Mr. Concer’s. request, and by general: con- 
sent, the resolutions were read, as follows: 

‘Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and instructed to enter into contract 
with Messrs. Wendell and Van Benthuysen, public print- 
ers, for the execution of all binding which has been oidered 
or may hereafter be ordered by this House, which contract 
shall remain in force for and during the continuance of the 
contract under which the said printers are now executing 
the public printing: Provided, ‘That such contract can be 
entered into with the said Wendell and Van Benthuysen 
on as favorable terms as are offered by any other individu- 
als. ; 
Resolved, That the Committee on Printing, in pursuance 
of the instructions contained in the foregoing resolution, do 
.Yeport to this House, at the earliest practicable day, their 
proceedmgr, together with the prices offered, the persons 
‘by whom offered, and the price agreed to be paid, in case 
a contract is entered into with said printers. . 

Mr. CONGER then moved his resolutions as an 
amendment to the instructions of Mr. McKay. 

The question being on Mr. Concer’s amend- 
ment— 


Mr. HENLEY remarked, if this House had not™ 


the authority to pass the original resolution, they 
had not the authority to pass the resolutions of the 
gentleman from New York. Ifthe binding was 
already contracted for, they had no right to instruct 
the Committee on Printing to make a new contract. 
‘It would first be proper, it appeared to him, to 
adopt the instructions of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, and ascertain whether a contract had 
been entered into or not. 

The question being taken, Mr. Concer’s amend- 
‘ment was rejected. 7 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, proposed to 
amend the motion of Mr. McKay, by authorizing 
the Committee on Printing to have bound any of 
the documents printed for distribution they might 
‘think proper, provided that the expenses should in 
no case R l twelve and a half cents per volume. 

The amendment was ruled out of order on the 
ground of irrelevancy; and 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
McKay, it was taken, and decided in the affirm- 
ative. 

So the resolution was recommitted, with instruc- 
tions. 


ADMISSION OF WISCONSIN. 
On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, the 


House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
„on the state of the Union, (Mr. Coss, of Georgia, 


in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 


bill for the admission of the State of Wisconsin 
into the Union. | 

When this bill was taken up yesterday, Mr. 
Smita, of Indiana, moved to amend the first sec- 
tion by adding at the end thereof the following: 

c With the boundaries prescribed by the act of Congress, 
approved August 6, 1846, entitled ‘An act to enable the peo- 
.¢ ple of Wisconsin Territory to form a constitution and State 


¿ Government, and for the admission of such State into the 
¢ Union.?? 


` 


And Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, moved to amend 
the amendment of Mr. Smıra, of Indiana, as fol- 
lows: = 

« Beginning at the northeast corner of the State of Mi- 
nois, that is to say, ata point in the centre of Lake Michigan, 
where’ the line of forty-two degrees and thirty minutes of 
north latitude crosses the same; thence running with the 
boundary line of Michigan through Lake Michigan and Green 
Bay, to the mouth of Menominee river; thence up the chan- 
nel of said river to the Brulé river; thence up said last 
mentioned river to Lake Brulé; thence along the southern 
shore of Lake Brulé, in a direct line, to the centre of the 
channel between Middle and South Islands, in the Lake of 
the Desert; thente, in a direct line, to Trout Lake; thence, 
in a direct line southwesterly, to the highest peak of Moun- 
tain Island,-which, according to Nicollet’s map, is about 
where the forty-fourth degree of latitude crosses the Missis- 
sippi; thence down the main channel of said river to the 
northwest corner of the State of IHinois; thence due east, 
with the northern boundary of the State of [linois, to the 
place of beginning, as established by an act to enable the 
people of Illinois Territory to form a constitution and State 
Government, and for the admission of such State into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States, approved 
April 18, 1818.” 

The first question before the committee to-day, 
was on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. Smirtu, 
of Ilinois. | 

Mr. DICKINSON recited the provisions of the 
amendments pending—the northern boundary, pro- 
vided by that of Mr. Smirn, of Indiana, being the 
St. Croix, as authorized by the act of Congress of 
1846, and accepted by the convention of Wiscon- 
sin. Congress having agreed to accept Wisconsin 
into the Union, and prescribed such boundaries, 
and Wisconsin having accepted of them, they were 
bound to them, unless it could be shown that there 
had been some fraud committed upon Congress, 
or some mistake sufficiently serious to prevent the 
consummation of the compact. But if he under- 
stood correctly, there was none. 

The great objection to the admission of Wiscon- 
sin as a State was, that the territory was too large. 
The objection that those residing in the valley of 
the St. Croix would be put to serious hardship and 
inconvenience was of some weight; but this was 
an objection which would always be largely ex- 
aggerated in a new country. He referred to sim- 
ilar inconveniences which had been anticipated of 
a formidable character at the time of the admission 
of Ohio, but which had disappeared with the pro- 
gress of improvement and settlement. 

Wisconsin had the same power to prescribe her 
boundaries that Congress had; if Congress did not 
agree to the boundaries she was willing to accede 
to, she had the right to remain asa Territory. She 
had formed a State constitution; she had made all 
the preparations for coming into the Union asa 
State; suppose Congress did not confirm this line, 
and proposed a new one, which she should refuse 
to accept, by what Jaws would she be governed in 
the mean time? By the laws of the State for which 
she had formed her constitution, or the laws of the 
Territory? Would she go on to elect her Gov- 
ernor, Legislature, and various officers under State 
authority, or must she be thrown back upon the 
Territorial government, and be governed by Terri- 
torial judges, governors, and other officers? He 
concluded not; but that if Congress disagreed to 
her proposition, she would have the right to act 
independently of the General Government, so far 
as her internal police and general legislation were 
concerned; and that she would be subject to the 
laws of the General Government, so far as the 
States were subject to them, and no further. 

He further argued the superiority of the line 
proposed by the committee over that proposed by 
Mr. Smiru, of Hlinois—the former having been 
proffered by Congress in 1846, having been ac- 
cepted by Wisconsin, and being now asked by the 
Territory, through her delegate on this floor. If 
they were now, for the first time, acting upon the 
question of the line, he should prefer a southern 
line; but as it was, he considered that Congress 
were bound, by every sense of reason, justice, and 
consistency, to adhere to the line proposed by them 
and accepted by Wisconsin. 

He noticed the objection to the bill, that it vio- 
lated the ordinance of 1787, which prescribed that 
five States should be formed out of the Northwest- 
ern Territory—this being the sixth. He did not 
consider that ordinance binding; it never had been 
so considered by the people northwest of the Ohio. 
It had always been disregarded by the State of 
Ohio. Why, one important provision of that or- 
dinance was, that slavery should not exist there; 
and others, that all the inhabitants of the territory 
should enjoy the right of habeas corpus, of. trial by. 


jury, and all the rights and privileges of citizens of 
any other portion of the Union; and the very first 
thing that Ohio did when she became a State was 
to disregard. some of these important provisions: 
she disfragiised all Africans, disregarded the or- 
dinance with reference to the right of trial by jury, 
passed laws prohibiting the immigration into that 
State of free persons of color; went still further, 
and prohibited the blacks from testifying in courts 
of justice in cases where white persons were par- 
ties. Some of these laws had been continued on 
the statute-book until this day. They had never 
regarded the principles of that ordinance since the 
State was formed; nor was Congress zoing to re- 
gard it; they were going to disregard it now in re- 
ceiving Wisconsin into the Union. 

It was possible that Illinois was much larger 
than she ought to have been, and Indiana also, and 
he knew not but Ohio too. But we had, in relation 
to the Northwestern Territory, often disregarded 
that ordinance. It was held by some gentlemen 
that Congress had the right to resort to special 
legislation for these territories; but he held that 
they had not. He held, that so far as general 
legislation was concerned, the Territories stood in 
the same relation to the General Government as 
did the States; and that the power to legislate for 
the government and general police of Territories 
not being in Congress, it necessarily remained with 
the people of the Territories, and, to exercise 
this legislative power over such Territories, the 
consent of the inhabitants must in the first place 
be obtained. If the Territory consented to the 
legislation of Congress, it then became constitu- 
tional. He laid down the position that Wisconsin 
could forever remain in a territorial state if she 
should be pleased to do so, without the aid or ac- 
tion of the General Government, except so far as 
related to general laws. She could adopt a State 
Government; she could elect her own judges, and 
manage her own affairs. All the territory north- 
west of the Ohio river had the same right. They 
could have introduced slavery into those territories, 
and Congress would have had no right or power 
to interfere. The provisions of the ordinance 
being superseded by the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion, the territory northwest of the Ohio river was 
left untrammelled in its action, and the States 
carved out of it could either admit slavery or ex- 
clude it, as suited their interests. 

But, as he had already said, the ordinance of 
1787 had been disrscarded, and they meant to dis- 
regard it now; this State would come in, and we 
should also have a sixth, although the ordinance 
provided that there should be but five States in the 
Northwest Territory. ‘The adoption of our pres- 
ent Constitution was a virtual revocation of the 
unalterable provisions of that ordinance; for, by 
the adoption of the Constitution, those provisions 
became merged in that instrument, and what was 
intended as a special provision for this territory 
was by the Constitution extended to the whole 
Union. Such, for instance, was the benefit of the 
habeas corpus act; the right of trial by jury; that 
good faith should be kept with the Indians; and 
also the provision that no tax or impost should be 
levied upon property in its transit through this 
territory. The latter part of the 4th article of the 
ordinance was as foHows: ? 

« The navigable waters leading into the Mississippi and 
St. Lawrence and the carrying places between the same 
shall be common highways, and forever free as well to the 
inhabitants of the said territory as to the citizens of the United 
States, and those of any other State that may be admitted 
ee Confederacy, without tax, impost, or duty there- 
or. 

The object of this clause was, not to make com- 
mon highways for any other purpose but for the 
free transit of property through that territory. 
The adoption of the Constitution provided a rem- 
edy for this evil by prohibiting the several States 
from levying imposts or duties on exports or im- 
ports. ‘The reason ceasing, the law ceased; conse- 
quently, those streams and the carrying places be- 
tween them ceased to be common highways. 

When the ordinance of ’87 was adopted, the 
Constitution had not been framed; and at that time 
there was seen the difficulty of paying debts and 
regulating commerce. At that time, each State 
had the right to collect taxes; and until this was 
provided for by the Constitution, the ordinance 
operated forthe benefit of the people. The pro- 
visions of the ordinance, however, were merged 
in the Constitution. 

He concluded, therefore, that they ought to adopt 
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the proposition of Wisconsin without amendment, 
except it were to take the line proposed to them 
by Congress in 1846, to which they had assent- 
ed. . He thought so because he thought Congress 
had no right to take them with any o line than 
the one which met with their acceptifice. They 
had a right to say what kind of a terrfory they 
would come into the United States with; and if 
Congress did not accept the line which suited the 
people of Wisconsin, they had the right to remain 
out of the Union. He thought they were bound 
by the act which Congress had heretofore passed, 
‘and they should not now disturb the compact into 
which they had entered. He certainly should not 
vote for any other line, unless some better reason 
could be shown him than any he had yet seen. 
Me hoped this bill would be acted upon, as the 
people of Wisconsin wished. He would not longer 
detain the House, because he knew there were 
several gentlemen who desired to express their 
views upon this subject. 

Mr. COLLAMER said he understood that, be- 
fore he came here this morning, the House had 
adopted a resolution to terminate debate this day 
at two o’clock. He would remind gentlemen, 
that, ordinarily, when they had a bill under dis- 
cussion, and the House fixed a limit to the debate, 
they never got further than the first section of the 
bill until the hour to close debate arrived; and that 
if anybody had any remarks to make on any sub- 
sequent section, he must make them while the 

uestion was pending on the first section. The 
time, then, being now limited, it became necessary 
that he should say what he had to say on other 
sections at this time, unless he would be content 
with the five minutes allowed by the rules for the 
explanation of an amendment, which would not 
be sufficient for his present purpose. He would 
say nothing of the first section, for he thought 
that was pretty well understood, but he felt it to 
be his duty to make some remarks in relation to 
the second and third sections, and he should do it 
at this time because no other time would be afford- 
ed him. 

The second and third sections, he would here 
remark, were not necessary parts of this bill, either 
to admit Wisconsin as a State or to carry a con- 
stitutional government into effect. If those sec- 
tions were stricken out, and the bill were passed 
without them, Wisconsin could be admitted a State 
of this Union just as well as if those sections were 
retained. They were sections which related to the 

ublic lands of the proposed State, and they were 
inserted in consequence of the passage of certain 
resolutions by the convention of Wisconsin. If 
gentlemen would turn to the latter part of the doc- 
ument containing the constitution, they would find 
these resolutions, and they would find that they 
contained requests that Congress would do certain 
things. Whether they were exactly sueh resolu- 
tions as the Legislature of Wisconsin would have 
assed, if it had been convened, he knew not. 
ey related to grants of land in that State; and 
he would take this opportunity to explain what 
they were, that gentlemen who had not examined 
them might understand them before they were 
called upon to vote. 

The first resolution was to this effect. In 1838 
@ grant was made by Congress of a tract of land 
to make a canal to connect Lake Michigan with 
Rock river. Each alternate section of land was 
granted, and the price of the remaining sections 
was elevated to $2 50 per acre. The purpose of 


that grant, however, had failed, and the project had’ 


been given up. In the mean time, however,some 
of those reserved sections were sold at $2 50 per 
acre. The application of the convention then was, 
that the State of Wisconsin might be permitted to 
locate the 500,000 acres allowed her by Congress 
on those reserved sections. With respect to the 
500,000 acre grant, it would be recollected that in 
1841, in what was called the distribution law, such 
a grant was made to each of the new States that 
had not theretofore received so much land, for the 
purpose of aiding such States in making internal 
improvements, with permission to select such lands 
as were not subject to private entry. New, inas- 
much as the Rock river grant was subject to pri- 
vate entry, and as the projected canal had been 
abandoned, they asked permission to choose so 
much of that grant as was necessary to complete 
their grant of 500,000 acres; and to that he could 
see no good objection. 

The next question presented was this, that the 


purchasers of the reserved sections at $2 50, they 
having purchased with the understanding that a 
canal was to be made, should now be permitted to 
have other lands for the amount paid beyond ¢1 25 
per acre. As they had purchased in good faith, 
with the expectation that a canal would be made, 
and as it had not been made, he saw no good rea- 
son why that should not be acceded to. 

The next resolution related to another subject. 
It would be recollected that in our land system five 
per cent. of the money received from the sales of 
the public lands went to the State in which the 
lands were sold, for the purpose of making roads. 
And it was true that this Government had some 
interest in making good roads there, for they helped 
to sell the land yet remaining unsold. But by this 
resolution the convention of Wisconsin asked Con- 
gress that they might have the 500,000 acres al- 
lowed for internal improvements, and also the five 
per cent. on the lands sold for making roads, and 
that they might have the privilege of appropriating 
both to the support of schools. The object cer- 
tainly was a praiseworthy one, and he should 
throw no obstacle in the way of it, more especially 
because other States had been allowed to do the 
same thing. 

He came now to another resolution. In 1846 
a grant was made to Wisconsin, to take effect 
when she became a State, of certain sections of 
land to make a continuous course from Green Bay, 
by Fox river, thence by Wisconsin river, to the 
Mississippi. To do this a canal of about a mile, 
ora mile and a quarter, was requisite from Wis- 
consin river, at a point where it was navigable for 
steamboats, to Fox river, and some improvements 
in the course of Fox river, Winnebago lake, and 
the entrance to Green Bay. The act took effect 
granting the alternate sections of a tract three miles 
wide for the purpose of making those improve- 
ments, and the reserved sections were raised to 
$2 50 per acre to make it even. By the last reso- 
lution, the convention asked the Government of the 
United States to let that grant stand, but to lower 
the price of the reserved sections to $1 25. To 
that he could not agree; it was going a little too 
far; and it was to this more especially that he had 
risen to call the attention of the committee. He 
thought a dangerous precedent would be establish- 
ed if this Government should acquiesce in this re- 
quest, and it was to the establishment of such a 
precedent that he objected more than to anything 
else. It would be a precedent that would have an 
injurious effect on the many projects which were 
before Congress, and which were more or less 
meritorious. It would have a tendency to defeat 
those projects, and it involved a still more import- 
ant principle. How? The idea of using the pub- 
lic domain for purposes of internal improvements 
had been by some entertained from an early period 
of this Government. The internal improvements 
of a great many of the States had been promoted 
in that way; but, finally, in 1838, the Government 
came to the conclusion that grants of this sort 
ought not to be made. Some, under President 
Jackson’s administration, viewed such grants as 
unconstitutional, and they insisted that such grants 
should be stopped altogether, and consequently no 
more grants had been made for internal improve- 
ments since. But many then contended, that in- 
asmuch as the money could not be had, the inter- 
nal improvements could not go on, and that they 
ought to have the avails of the public land distrib- 
uted, that they might therewith make internal im- 
provements. It was on that principle that the 
distribution act was framed. But it would be re- 
membered that in that act a clause was inserted 
providing that the avails of the public lands should 
not be distributed-to the States if the duties on im- 

orts rose above twenty la cent. This clause put 
it beyond the power of the Government ever to 
distribute anything. They all understood that. 
Well, what next came up? Why, then came the 
new States claiming this and that improvement, 
this river and that road, and then a canal, and 
grants of public land were made to them for such 
purposes. Why? Oh, because they could not get 
money. But was not this an abuse of the elder 
States? Should the public lands be used for inter- 


purpose he did not pretend to say was not a good 
one; but could it be: conceived that the old States 
would submit to such partiality ? 

Mr. C. would merely say that the old States 
were not prepared for such a principle. They 


nal improvements in the new States only? The | 


were very willing to make grants out of the public 
domain to the new States, but not on such a prin- 
ciple as that. 

We had entertained another policy, by making 
a railroad or canal through a portion of the public 
lands, where, owing to deep morasses or extensive 
prairies, the settlers could get no timber, or to 
obstacles rendering the country otherwise unap- 
proachable, it could -not be settled, and therefore 
never could be sold. Insuch cases, we had settled 
one-half of it, and sold that at double price, and so 
got as much money as if we had sold the whole at 
the minimum price. It was plain that the Gov- 
ernment, by granting alternate sections for the con- 
struction of such railroad or canal, had, in fact, 
granted away nothing at all, but, on the contrary, 
saved the whole amountitgranted. ‘This was not 
graduation. It was doubling; it was going on an 
ascending, not gn a descending scale. In sucha 
case the Government, it was true, granted land, 
but it got back the money. 

_ Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, here put a ques- 
tion to Mr. CoLLAMER, not distinctly heard by the 
reporter, but the purport of which may be inferred 
from Mr. CoLuamer’s reply. : 

Mr. COLLAMER replied, that the subject of 
graduation was not. understood by him as it was 
by many gentlemen. ‘* Graduation” was a tech- ` 
nical phrase. It referred to the system of classing 
public lands by the length of time they had been 
in market, and fixing the price accordingly. The 
practical effect of which was, to induce a man who 
wanted a certain piece of the public domain to wait 
awhile, because he would then get it ata lower 
rate. That was graduation. This had nothing to 
do with that, nothing at all. . 

Mr. C. now wished to call the attention of the 
committee to what had been effected by this prin- 
ciple of granting alternate sections, and selling the 
residue at double price. By this system, the Ohio 
canal, extending from Portsmouth, on the Ohio 
river, all through the State, to Cleveland, on Lake 
Erie, had been made, and the grant never cost the 
Government a dollar. So the Erie canal, extend- 
ing from Eel river to the Wabash, and down that 
river, running all through Indiana and a part of 
Ohio, had been constructed in the same manner, 
and had cost the Government nothing. The ex- 
tension canal, from Dayton to the Miami river, 
connected Lake Erie with Cincinnati through the 
other two. All these canals were now in actual 
operation. ee had all been made on this same 
principle, and all without costing the Government 
anything at all. So the Illinois canal had been 
constructed—a work which had essentially aided 


that State in reéstablishing her credit. The Wa- 
bash canal to Evansville had enabled Indiana to 
redeem her bonds. He might refer to various cases 
ofthe same kind. The railroad from Cairo to Chi- 

o had been built on this principle. - 

ut what Mr. C. wished to show was, that if, 
after reserving alternate sections of the public 
land, and holding them up at double the minimum 
price, Congress afterward, by a subsequent law, 
threw open these reserved sections for sale at the 
minimum price, Government got nothing back, 
and the State got the whole. This brought us 
round again to the principle that the public lands 
were a fund for the internal improvement of the 
new States, but not of the old ones. 

The moment Congress assented to the fifth reso- 
lution of the convention of Wisconsin, they did 
just this thing. He did not believe that this could 
understandingly be done. : 

He had another objection to that fifth resolution. 
Nothing had been done on the Wisconsin and Fox 
river canal. He did not say but that in some cases, 
through inadvertence, alternate sections had been 
granted by Congress without doubling the price of 
the sections reserved. Such a case ‘had happened, 
he believed, in relation to the improvement of the 
river Des Moines. He had not then been present, 
though he had béen when the grant was made for 
the canal between the Wisconsin and Fox rivers. 
The Des Moines grant had not undergone much 
examination, and he did not think it constituted 
y recone to be now followed. 3 

e would further remark, that the State of Wis- 
consin was entitled, with other new States, to five 
hundred thousand acres of the public domain for 
the purposes of internal improvement, and her 
convention asked that the avails of this land might 
be, instead, applied to the support of public schools, 
To this he had no objection, 


1848. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


T49 


In granting Wisconsin alternate sections for the 
Sac and Fox river canal, Congress had said that 
she might have them, but not that she must. Let 
the Legislature say they declined taking the grant, 
and then the State would be entitled to her five 
hundred thousand acres, and would not need the 
help of Government. But she asked to keep her 
five hundred thousand acres; to keep her five per 


cent. for roads; to keep her Fox river grant, and . 


then that Congress would throw off the additional 
dollar and a quarter on the reserved sections. The 
compliance with these requests was in nowise im- 

ortant to the admission of the State into the Union. 

he first and second sections of the bill might be 
stricken out without disturbing that at all. 
provisions in the fifth resolution, however, he 
should move to strike out. [He here designated 
the lines which must be stricken out in order to 
effect this purpose.] All the residue of the bill he 
was willing to leave undisturbed. 

Mr. MORSE said he would avail himself of the 
apology made by the gentleman from Vermont for 
discussing other sections of the bill, when, accord- 
ing to strict rule, he could only speak to the first, 
and would follow the remarks of that gentleman 
with some words in reply. 

He considered, that in reporting the bill as it 
stood, the Committee on the Territories had done 
no more than an act of sheer justice to the new 
State that was now about to come into the Union. 
The gentleman had uee objections to several 
features in the bill, but had graciously consented 
to waive them all, provided the House would 
strike out its compliance with the fifth resolution 
of the Wisconsin convention, in relation to redu- 
cing the price of the reserved sections granted for 
the canal between the Wisconsin and Fox rivers. 

Mr. M., after adverting to the general grant of 
500,000 acres of the public land to each of the new 
States, referred more particularly to the grant by 
Congress of alternate sections for five miles on each 
side of the Des Moines river to aid lowa, when a 
Territory, in improving its navigation. At the 
very same session it had made a similar grant to 
Wisconsin for the construction of a canal to unite 
the Wisconsin and Fox rivers, but had added a pro- 
viso that the reserved sections should not be sold 
for less than $2 50 an acre. Now, Mr. M. had been 
in hopes that a gentleman who had so shrewd an 
eye to | grant made to the new States, and 
_ who seemed to consider every acre given to them as 
so much taken out of the pocket of the old States, 
would have shown some good reason for this in- 
vidious distinction between two Territories whose 
boundaries were contiguous, and both of whom at 
the time were just about coming into the Union. 

The improvement of the Des Moines river was 
very important to the now State of Iowa, and it 
was right to aid her by a grant of land: was not 
the canal in Wisconsin equally important to her? 
Why should she not get a grant on the same terms 
with her sister State? Until some good reason 
should be shown for it, he hoped the House would 
make no such invidious distinction between them. 
The liberality shown to Iowa had astonished the 
' gentleman from Vermont; but did he not well 
know that all such grants did but in the end en- 
hance the value of the public domain, and event- 
ually increased our landed revenue? 

The gentleman objected to the third resolution 
of the convention, giving to the purchasers of the 
alternate sections granted for the Fox river canal 
at double price an equivalent in land after that pro- 
ject had been abandoned. 

Mr. COLLAMER said the gentleman was 
wholly mistaken; he had not made the least ob- 
jection to it, but had admitted it to be just. ` 

Mr. MORSE was glad he had not; nothing 
could have been more just and fair. He under- 
stood the gentleman to have objected, but gracious- 
ly consented to give up his objection. 

Mr. COLLAMER said he never had made any. 
The only resolution he objected to had been the fifth. 

Mr. MORSE considered the reduction in the 
price of the reserved sections, as asked by the fifth 
resolution, an act of sheer justice to this new State; 
and it came with an especially good grace, as Wis- 
consin had agreed to take this grant as part of their 
500,000 acres. 

Mr. COLLA MER said the gentleman was again 
mistaken. Wisconsin did not propose to do any 
such thing. She was willing to take the alternate 
sections on Rock river as part of her 500,000, but 
not on Fox river. 


The 


Mr. McCLERNAND said there was no need of 
deducting the sections on Fox river from her quota 
of 500,000 acres, as that had been already provided 
for in the act of 1841. 


As to the charge of the application of her quota 


of land from works of internal improvement to 
the support of common schools, Mr. McC. pre- 
sumed there could be but one opinion in regard to 
it. 

In respect to the boundary, he had but a word 
to say. Three lines were proposed : One to which 
the convention had assented; another which the 
people of Wisconsin would prefer; and a third pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Smiru.] 
He was indifferent as between the first two, but he 
hoped the House would reject the third, as its 
adoption would only make trouble and delay. 

e hoped the House would adopt such a course 
as would enable Wisconsin to take her place as 
speedily as possible as the thirtieth Stale in our 
glorious Confederacy. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, (as Mr. 
CoLLaMER was not in the Hall,) explained in de- 
fence of the positions he had taken, and which 
seemed to have been strangely misunderstood by 
the gentleman from Louisiana, (Mr. Morse.] Mr. 
R. then indicated his purpose at the proper time to 
offer a resolution granting to Wisconsin section 
No. 36 in each township of the public land to aid 
in support of purposes of education. He thought 
all our new States ough! to have larger grants to- 
ward this object than they enjoyed under our pres- 
ent land system. They only got one-thirty-sixth of 
a township for schools, and five per cent. of lund 
sales for the construction of roads. But im ten 
years, the taxes from which United States land avas 
exempt, if collected by the State, would amount to 
four times as muchas the new States now received. 
Probably the indisposition of Congress to do more 
for them had arisen in part from the inordinate, un- 
founded claims set up by them on the subject of 

raduation, and their intemperate threats to the old 
Silen. This might have made Representatives 
from the older States a little more sensitive than 
they otherwise would have been. But the Gov- 
ernment, as a large landholder, was bound, by all 
considerations of sound policy, to promote the es- 
tablishment of common schools in all the new 
States. In the Oregon constitution one section out 
of each township had been set apart to this use. It 
was a noble provision; it ought to be done in each 
of the new States. Not only would the State be 
benefited, but ultimately the entire Union. In his 
own State there was but one voice on this subject. 
All her public lands in the Western Reserve had 
been so applied, the consequence of which was, 
that she enjoyed this day a tund of two millions of 
dollars for purposes of education, and he had him- 
self never knowna native of Connecticut who could 
not read, nor ever heard of but two who could not 
write. He was the more in favor of liberality to 
Wisconsin, because her own course on this sub- 
ject had been liberal in the highest degree. The 
adoption of such a course would meet the just de- 
mands of the new States, and thereby save us from 
the outrageous projects of graduation, which were 
brought forward from time to ume, based on the 
falsest principles and supported by the most un- 
founded arguments. 

Mr. R. here read his proposed amendment, grant- 
ing No. 36 in each township for the purpose of 
public schools, with the exception of inchoate pre- 
emption rights. 

Mr. TWEEDY (Delegate from Wisconsin) now 
obtained the floor, and went at considerable length 
into a discussion of the general subject, and espe- 
cially into a reply to the objections of Mr. Corra- 
MER to the fifth resolution of the convention on the 
subject of reducing the price of reserved sections 
of the public lands. Mr. T. said he should not 
now enter on the question of boundary; on that 
subject he had made some statements on a previous 
day. It must be apparent, from the indications of 
opinion throughout the House, that Congress had 
no right to impose on Wisconsin the southern line 
proposed by the gentleman from Illinois, and make 
that a condition of Wisconsin being admitted into 
the Union. Mr. T. knew well the feeling of the 
people of Wisconsin on that subject. If it were 
out of self-respect alone, and a just regard to the 
dignity of the State, the very men themselves who 
had in convention been most in favor of a south- 
ern line, would now vote against it. No; Wis- 
consin would never come as a beggar to the door 


of this House, and sue as a boon for that which 
was her right. Her people would place them- 
selves in no such degrading attitude. Mr. T. and 
those associated with him had labored with the 
people ddépmnd night for two weeks to prevail with 
them to wait and consent to the boundary proposed 
by Congress in the new constitution; they had had 
the utn®st difficulty in holding back their friends 
from insisting on the rights of the State. They- 
had planted themselyes on the ordinance of ’87. 
But at length, with great reluctance, they had con- 
sented to waive for the present what all held to be 
their right. But they came not as the people of a 
British province suing at the foot of the throne for 
privilege of self-government. If they came into 
the Union at all, they would come into it on a foot- 
ing of perfect equality with the other States. Wis- 
consin must come in as a sister, or not at all. On 
this point men of all parties were as one; every soul 
in the State was of but one mind. It was vain for - 
gentlemen to try to bring them to any other terms. 
As to the two northern lines which had been spoken 
of, gentlemen might fix on which they pleased. 
The people of Wisconsin preferred Rum river as 
their boundary; but if the St. Croix route was fixed 
on by the House, they were ready to acquiesce. 
He would say that he had been instructed to ad- 
vocate the first of these boundaries, and he believed 
it would carry. 

- And now as to some other points which the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. CoLziamer] had 
stated with so much clearness and fairness. That 
gentleman had a perfect acquaintance with the 
whole subject of the public lands; and, after hav- 
ing thoroughly examined all the resolutions of the 
Wisconsin convention, he found none to object 
against but the fifth. Mr. T. presumed there would 
be no serious objection in the House to any other. 
That resolution referred to a repeal of the proviso 
in the act granting alternate sections of land for 
the construction of a canal to unite the Wisconsin 
and Fox rivers, which proviso required the sec- 
tions reserved by the United States to be sold at 
not less than two dollars and a half the acre. The 
gentleman from Vermont had very frankly stated 
that his chief objection to this was as a precedent. 
Mr. T. did not pretend to be competent to decide 
whether Congress had established the doctrine of 
the inviolability of precedent or not; he had not 
himself heard of such a decision; but this he knew, 
that if there was any case which could claim the 
repeal of such a proviso, both on grounds of liber- 
ality and of justice, this wag,that case, 

On the very same day that Congress had granted 
these alternate sections of Jand to Wisconsin for 
her canal, the same body had granted to lowa a 
strip of land in alternate sections, extending five 
miles on each side of the Des Moines river, four 
hundred miles in length, for a work lying wholly 
within the limits of one State, and therefore in no 
sense national, without any such proviso. The 
canal for which the grant had been made to Wis- 
consin connected two rivers, running five hundred 
miles in opposite directions—rivers a mile in width 
at their mouths, but approaching in their upper 
branches, so near to each other that in a freshet 
their waters mingled into one. It was the most 
wonderful, and at the same time one of the most 
important natural water communications on the 
North American continent. At the point where 
they approached, a canal a little over one mile in 
length, with a slack-water navigation of forty miles, 
enabled the same vessel to visit both New Orleans 
in one direction and Montreal in the other, and 
provided the means of transporting all the lead of 
that most productive mineral region, to be trans- 

orted by water carriage to any part of the world. 
if there was a national work in the world, it was 
this. Yet, while Congress had granted alternate 
sections in a strip of three miles on each side the 
rivers, and ninety miles in length, the same Con- 
cress, on the same day, had granted to Iowa alter- 
nate sections in a strip four hundred miles in length, 
and extending five miles from the river; and this 
for a State work, lying wholly within a single 
State, and not national in any sense of the word! 

Mr. T. went on to say that Congress had never 

given to Wisconsin a cent; and the land it had 

iven was clogged with a condition from which 
lows was wholly free. If Wisconsin had enjoyed 
her five per cent. ever since her population had 
been sufficient for her becoming a State, she would 
have received more than all that Congress paid for 
her governor, judges, and the whole system of 
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her territorial governmept, roads, harbors, and all. 
This was the evenhanded justice which had been 
meted out to Wisconsin! She might have been a 
State five years ago, when her road fund alone 
would have far exceeded all she had ever received 
at the hands of this Government. 

Congress had made a grant of lands to construct 
a`canal from Milwaukie to Rock river, which the 
State did not want and never asked for. The 
land was not granted to the State, but to a com- 
pany of private individuals, who were not able 
to carry on the work, and finally abandoned the 
project. It was a route for a railroad, and fora 
canal. The State sold the land granted to her, 
and she had some left yet. In any other case the 
Government might have whiatled for its money; 
but the people of Wisconsin had volunteered to 
charge themselves with all that money, if Con- 
gress would but put them on the same footing with 
all other settlers on the public land. This was the 
only instance in which Wisconsin had ever asked 
anything from the Government; yet now it was said 
that to grant her request would be setting a dan- 
gerous precedent, and would violate a fundamental 
principle of our land system. Mr. T. said that, 
after looking at these facts, and after looking at all 
the reports of her own engineers on the subject, as 
well as the early reports of the French, (for there 
were reports two hundred years old in favor of this 
communicatian,) and perceiving that all who had 
ever investigated the subject were of but one opin- 
ion,— if, after all this, gentlemen were disposed to 
maintain that it was not competent for Congress 
to grant a few hundred acres from the public do- 
main to aid in such a work, and that to a State 
that had never before asked the Government for 
anything, they might continue to hug their vast 
domain, and might continue to draw from the State 
a million of dollars a year, as they had done for 
years past. 

They had kept their hands off of their quota of 
five hundred thousand acres, to which they were 
entitled with the other new States; yet by every 
day that the entrance of Wisconsin into the Union 
was delayed, Congress took two hundred dollars 
from her school fund. Whether the land they 
had received was or was not to be deducted from 
her five hundred thousand, Mr. T. knew not and 
cared not. If the Government was so mean as to 
open an account current with the State, it might 
have whatever the footing would show to be due, 
and Wisconsin would pay it without looking at 
the items of the account. 

Mr. T. here said that he should move an amend- 
ment which had received the sanction of the whole 
Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, rose to say 
that it seemed to him that the views of the gentle- 


man from Vermont [Mr. CoLLAmER] had been mis- 


taken by the honorable delegate. Mr. R. thought 
that in his remarks he had been disposed to show 
great liberality, and such a dispositiou toward the 
coming State as ought to shield him from some of 
the remarks which had fallen from that gentleman. 
All that the gentleman from Vermont maintained 
was, that if the alternate sections granted to Wis- 
consin should be reduced to the minimum price, 
and that reduction should not be charged upon the 
five hundred thousand acres to which she was en- 
titled, it would form an injurious precedent against 
doubling the price of reserved sections in all cases 
hereafter. Mr. R. was willing to give liberally to 
new States, as he had proved ty his course in rela- 
tion to such lands; but, really, unless this was to 
be considered as part of Wisconsin’s five hundred 
thousand acres, he could not vote for this provision 
in the bill. 

Mr. TWEEDY (resuming) said the principle of 
this grant was notnew. Whena canal or railroad 
ran through a portion of public domain that was 
wholly unsettled, it was the duty of Congress to 
grant alternate sections of land in its vicinity, in 
order to aid in its construction; because the making 
of the canal aided the sale of the rest of the land; 
and then it was proper enough to double the price 
of the sections reserved. But when the road or 
canal passed through a region partially settled, the 
reservation of such sections operated as a robbery 
on the settlers already there, because it compelled 
them to pay double for the lands they had already 
improved. ‘The effect was to drive off or keep off 
every emigrant for ten miles round the proposed 
course of the canal? They were afraid to make 
improvements, for fear, when the alternate sections 
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came to be resert¢ed, their houses would fall within 
the sections reserved by Government, and so they 
would be compelled to pay double as much as their 
neighbors. In fact, this was the case in Wiscon- 
sin at this moment. People were waiting till the 
reservations were fixed; and the consequence was, 
that that part of the country remained unsettled. 
Every such restriction operated injuriously to the 
country where it took effect; and the people would 
continue to agitate and agitate, at the expense of 
the contemplated improvement itself, rather than 
submit to so injurious an arrangement. The plan 
worked admirably on a great prairie, or in a coun- 
try wholly unsettled, but not in a country settled 
to the extent Wisconsin was. ‘To the reserves on 
the north side of the river these remarks did not so 
much apply, because there the lands were of infe- 
rior quality; but on the south side there were mul- 
titudes ready and desirous to setde who were now 
deterred. Ought a work so important, of a char- 
acter so clearly national, and so easy of completion, 
to be clogged and retarded by a restriction of this 
description ? 

(Mr. T. here gave notice of an amendment 
which he intended to offer. ] 

Mr. T. would not detain the committee with 
further remarks. He would merely add, that as 
he understood the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
Smit] had consented to withdraw his amendment 
for a southern boundary, he hoped that gentleman 
would seize an early opportunity of doing so, as 
the hour allotted to this debate would soon close. 

Mr. McCLERNAND would not intrude upon 
the attention of the committee but for the gratuitous 
assault made by the member from Connecticut 
[Mr. RockweLL] upon western members, and par- 
ticularly the advocates of the graduation policy; 
which assault was the mere wanton becausc it 
was indirect and deliberate. Mr. McC., however, 
would-first address himself to some of the details 
of the bill, before he would proceed to notice this 
assault, which reflected more upon the courtesy 
of the member from Connecticut than upon the ad- 
vocates of a relaxation of the rigors of the present 
land system. Mr. McC. would vote for the bill, 
in such proper form as would most speedily admit 
the State of Wisconsin into the Union, of which 
her worthy and patriotic people were anxious to 
become a member. Fle would do this from a re- 
gard for the expressed wish of the people of Wis- 
consin, and because he was not unwilling to see 
the number of sister States composing the great 
family of this Federal Union increased. Wiscon- 
sin would. make the thirtieth State of, the Union. 

He was in favor of the St. Croix boundary, be- 
cause that was the boundary fixed by the act of 
Congress of 1846, and because that boundary had 
been adopted by the people of Wisconsin in their 
late constitutional convention. Public attention 
had been called to that houndary, and was prepared, 
perhaps, to receive it. The faith of Congress was 
also pledged, in some measure, if not absolutely, 
in favor of that boundary, in consequence of what 
had been stated, and for that reason, no other or 
different boundary ought to be prescribed by Con- 
gress. Heshould therefore vote against what was 
called the Rum river, or extreme western boundary, 
which had been recommended, alternatively, by 
the people of Wisconsin; also against the bound- 
ary proposed by his colleague, [Mr. Smiru,] which 
was not perhaps a natural, but an arbitrary bound- 
ary. - 

y regard to the lands heretofore granted to the 
Territory or State of Wisconsin, for purposes of 
internal improvement, and which were recognized 
and regulated by the constitution of Wisconsin, it 
was of little or no consequence whether provision 
was made in the bill for the deduction of the quan- 
tity from the grant of five hundred thousand acres, 
to which the State would be entitled under the act 


of September 4, 1841, or not; for that act, by a gen- 


eral regulation, oy required that all such 
special grants should be deducted from the general 
grant of five hundred thousand acres to each of the 
new States. i 

Upon the subject of graduation, he denied the 
charge of the member from Connecticut [Mr. 
RocKWELL] that it was a ‘‘ gross and outrageous”? 
measure; such a denunciation could only proceed 
from a gross misconception of the merits of the 
measure. Mr. McC. was for graduation, for many 
reasons; among others, because it was consonant 
in its principles and effects to the spirit and genius 
of our constitution of Government. 
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The Constitution certainly contemplated that all 
the States, the new as well as the old, should stand 
upon the same footing of constitutional sovereignty 
and independence. No one would deny this as ari 
abstract proposition. Well, could it be true that 
the new States held such a footing, when they were 
subject to ananomalous and degrading jurisdiction 
unknown to the old States? When this Govern- 


ment might claim to invade the new States with a 


peculiar and arbitrary jurisdiction, to punish by 
fine and imprisonment any citizen of the new States, 
as a trespasser, who might tread, orcuta twig, upon 
the public domain—when this Government might, 
in virtue of its pretensions, send a military force | 
into the new States to exclude or drive the settlers 
from the public lands,—could such be a footing of 
equality in regard to the new States, when such 
arbitrary pretensions were disavowed in relation 
to the old States? Certainly not. The Constitu- 
tion, therefore, demanded that such a policy should 
be adopted in relation to the public lands as would 
most. speedily release the new States from their 
vassalage to the Federal Government, and admit 
them, in fact, to constitutional equality. ~ 

Not only the Constitution demanded this policy, 
but also considerations of public policy. Agricul- 
ture was the great and primary interest of the 
country. It was essentially a republican interest. 
In proportion, therefore, as we developed and im- 
proved this interest, so we would augment na- 
tional and individual wealth, and strengthen the 
republican props of the Government. By reducing 
the price of public lands, the circle of competition 
for their purchase would be extended, the lands 
thus brought within the reach of the poor as well 
as the rich, monopolies prevented, the number 
of Freeholders increased, and the public revenues 
improved. 

The old States graduated the price of their lands 
according to their qualities. aine sold hers for 
some twenty-five cents per acre, payable, perhaps, 
in work upon the high roads; Pennsylvania for a 
still smaller price; so also Kentucky, Georgia, and. 
other States; and the policy thus adopted by States 
far local benefit should be adopted by this Govern- 
ment for the benefit of the whole. 

Graduation had been tried and worked well—it 
was tried in Georgia, also in Tennessee, in regard 
to the lands of this Government: and why should 
not.the benefits of a policy approved by the States 
be adopted by this Government? Lands, like all 
other property, were of unequal value—some worth 
more, others jess, of course; therefore policy, jus- 
tice, common honesty, required that they should 
be rated and sold according to their different val- 
ues. And this was the whole extent of gradua- 
tion. 

The public lands have cost the Government an 
average of twenty-three cents per acre, including 
the whole expense of purchasing, surveying, and 
selling them. Is it just, is it fair, therefore, that 
these lands should be held by the Government for 
an indefinite period for sale at $1 25 per acre? This 
would be avarice, which would be questionable in 
an individual, much more so in a Government pro- 
fessing to be popular and free. 

But was it not strange—even affrontive—that the 
member from Connecticut should object to gradua- 
tion, when he and his party advocate that wasteful 
and agrarian measure of *‘ distribution?” And what 
was distribution? It proposed to tax the people of 
the new States unequally, as consumers, to buy 
more and more lands, to be sold chiefly to them- 
selves, at an advanced price, in order that the pro- 
ceeds of such sales might be distributed among all 
the States. It proposed to divert the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands from the treasury to 
the States; it proposed, in effect, to squander the; 
land revenue fur party purposes. Was not such 
a policy most obnoxious and dangerous? 

The member from Vermont [Mr. Cottamer] 
had undertaken, the other day, to censure what 
he considered the faithlessness of granting boun- 
ties of land to soldiers for services in past wars, 
inasmuch as the ‘‘sales of the public lands,” not 
the lands, had been pledged for the payment of a 
public debt. The member should remember that 
he voted against the repeal of the distribution act, 
whith diverted the land fund from the payment of 
a large public debt, created by a Whig adminis- 
tration, for the payment of which the fund had 
been pledged. The member from Vermont should 
have consulted his record before he adventured 
upon the task of a lecture on public morality. 


' tion, it should have his cordial support. 


1848. 


Mr. FICKLIN read the following amendment, 
which he proposed to introduce, but which, being 
ruled out of order, he did not offer: ` 


“c Insert after the word ‘ Stutes,’ at the end of the pream- 
ble, in lieu of the first, second, and third sections: 

“« Whereas, by the compact entered into by the Govern- 
ment of the United States when the cession of the territory 
northwest of the Ohio river was made, provision is made 
that States formed out of said territory ‘shall be distinct re- 


„publican States, and admitted members of the Federal Union, 


having the same rights of sovereignty, freedom, and inde- 
pendence as the other States ;? and whereas the possession 


„of lands within the new State by the Federal Government, 


other than for the purposes mentioned in the Constitution of 
the United States, deprives those States of the power of tax- 
ing a large part of the property within their limits, and alsq 
of making donations to actual settlers, and therefore deprives 
them of some of the rights of sovereignty, freedom, and in- 
dependence possessed by the other States: Therefore, 

“ Be it enacted, &c., Thatall the public lands within the 
State of Wisconsin be, and the same are hereby, relinquished 
to the State aforesaid for the following purposes : 

“Ist. That the State authorities secure to each actual set- 
tler, being the Head of a family, who shall occupy the same 
for a term of years, not less than eighty nor more than one 
hundred and sixty acres of land, proportioned to the number 
in family. 

«2d. That ample provision be made from the proceeds 
of the public lands to educate, by a system of common 
schools, each child within the limits of the State aforesaid, 
who may not otherwise be provided with the means of do- 
ing s0.” 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, read a modification of 
his amendment, which is inserted in a subsequent 
column. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, went into a short 
speecirin strenuous opposition to asouthern bound- 
ary, as calculated to throw back the admission of 
the new State. She had now a right to come in; 
she was, according to-law, a State of this Union; 
or, if anything was wanting to make her so, it was 
only the President’s proclamation. The design of 
the amendment was to fasten on her a system of 
territorial vassalage, with all the machinery of ter- 
ritorial government, for twenty years to come. 
Mr. J. was against it. He thought it wrong in 
principle for the General Government to pay the 
expenses of a government foraterritory; he thought 
the people of the Territory should be allowed to 
tax themselves for the support of their own gov- 
ernment. He was opposed to this amendment, 
but whenever a bill should be brought in giving to 
every free white male citizen in the United States 
a tract of one hundred and sixty acres of land, on 
condition of five years’ inhabitation and cultiva- 
He be- 


 heved this would be the very best disposition that 


could be made of the public domain. 
The time allotted to debate having expired— 
Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, availed himself of the 
privilege allowed by the rule to the gentleman re- 
porting a bill from a committee, and addressed the 
committee. The gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
SmıTH,) he said, had determined to modify his 
amendment, so as to authorize the State of.Wiscon- 
sin, with the assent of Congress and the Territo- 
ries of the northwest, to change the boundary. 


So far as he was concerned, he had no objection to. 


that proposition. {fa change was hereafter made, 
with the assent of the United States, the people of 
Wisconsin, and the territory beyond, all interested 
would be consulted, and no injury could result. 
He could not, however, consent to the adoption of 
the change suggested by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin. That subject had been under the minute 
examination of the Committee on the Territories, 
and he believed it was the unanimous recommend- 
ation of that committee that the line heretofore 
sanctioned by Congress, and now by the conven- 
tion of Wisconsin, shauld be ratified by Congress, 
and, under all the circumstances, was the best line 
to be adopted. | i 

Mr. TWEEDY was understood to say that the 
report of the Committee on the Territories wasa 
majority report—the minority had not submitted a 
report. 

Mr. SMITH replied, that unless he was mista- 
ken, the committee were united in recommending 
the St. Croix boundary in preference to that of the 
Rum river. He could see no reason fot the change. 
The St. Croix was a navigable stream for boats of 
large tonnage,and he believed a stream of that 
character presented a better boundary than any 
Imaginary line. It avoided conflicts of jurisdic- 
tion; it gave to the bordering States-the joint use 
of the stream—as in the case of the Ohio forming 
a boundary line for Ohio, Virginia, Indiana, Ken- 
tucky, and Illinois, all of which States were equal- 
ly benefited. = 

Another reason why they should circumscribe 
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the limits of the State as much as they could was, 
that if they run the line up to Rum river, they left 
not territory enough to form a new State. est 
of the St. Crofx was territory, out of which, in a 
few years, would be formed a new State. Instead 
of still further circumscribing the territory, by run- 


ning the line thirty or forty miles further west, if” 


any objection was to be made to the line of the St. 
Croix, it was, that with it the limits would be too 
much extended; and if they were to vary from this 
line, he should rather go for a more southern line. 
He had ‘only given his sanction to the line that 
had already been sanctioned by Congress and by 
the Territory; and by agreeing to that line, the 
closed the subject without further legislation. If 
they adopted this line, immediately on the passage 
of the act Wisconsin became a State of the Union. 
On last Monday she elected her representatives, 
and in the course of two weeks two representa- 
tives of that State might be here to take their seats 
on this floor. He was unwilling to adopt any 
course to prevent their taking their seats; to post- 
pone their coming into the Union a year or eigh- 
teen months longer. 

A word in regard to this second section. Gen- 
tlemen had spoken of it as though this bill pro- 
po to make extensive donations of land to 

isconsin; nothing of this kind was proposed by 
Wisconsin, and he was surprised when he read their 
constitution and their convention to find, that in- 
stead of making these clamorous demands of which 
they heard so much as coming from the new States, 
they did not ask the General Government to give 
them one acre of land. This bill gave them not 
one acre; it only proposed to change the direction 
of previous grants heretofore made by the Govern- 
ment. 

The honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands [Mr. CoLtiamer] had said that this 
resolution called for nothing to which he would 
object. He (Mr. S.) was certain that if the gen- 
tleman would not object no other gentleman would; 
for he was very certain there was no man in this 
House who looked upon the demands of the new 
States with a more jealous eye than that gentle- 
man; and if he could find nothing objectionable in 
the resolution, he presumed no other gentleman 
would. 

A few words with regard to a thing to which the 
gentleman did object. He was unwilling to recog- 
nize the principle that grants of land should be made 
to the new States for the purpose of any improve- 
ments on a different principle from that of the do- 
nations to the old States. , 

Mr. COLLAMER, interposing, said this was 
not the case. He did not know what the gentle- 
man meant by the jealousy, suspicion with which 
he (Mr. C.) looked on the new States; if the gen- 
tleman would examine the history of his (Mr. 
C.’s) course and votes here, he thought he would 
find that no such charge could be made against 
him. He had entertained, and did entertain, favor 
for the policy of making grants of land on the al- 
ternate section principle, raising the prices of the 
sections to be reserved. This could not be done 
in the old States, of course, yet he was in favor of 
the policy, and because he believed that the prop- 
osition of this section was inconsistent with such 
policy, he was opposed to it. 

Mr. SMITH confessed he was unable to recog- 
nize any great degree of liberality in that proposi- 
tion—in getting thé new State to increase the value 
of one-half of certain sections of the public domain 
to the value of the whole, and to give to them one- 
half. The General Government gave nothing; it 
prevailed upon the citizens of the new State to 
enter one-half at the value of the whole.” Such was 
the liberality of the General Government in bene- 
fiting the States. He believed the call on the 
liberality of this Government was much stronger 
than would be asserted by this principle. The 
public domain was held by the General Govern- 
ment in trust, not for the old States or the new 
States, but for all the States collectively. How 
should that trust be exercised? Upon the nig- 
gardly principle that not one acre should ever be 
parted with until we could see the cash coming 
back into the treasury? Was this Government 
not to be benefited by other means than the receipt 
of revenue into the treasury? There were other 
and higher reasons that should govern in the 
administration of the public lands; the great and 
paramount interest was the improvement and set- 
tlement of the country, He asked the gentleman 
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from Vermont if every acre of land cultivated in 
the new States was not a benefit to Vermont ? 

Mr. COLLAMER. It is not of as much benefit 
as it would be if they cultivated it in Vermont. 

Mr. SMITH. From what I have heard of 
Vermont, I am afraid there would be a poor pros- 
pect of our people becoming rich by cultivating’ 
land there. : 

Mr. COLLAMER, (in his seat.) We are a 
poor people. . 

Mr. SMITH. Not a poor people, but your land 
is poor compared with ours. ; 

There were other reasons, he continued, to sus- 
tain the policy of liberal grants of the public lands 
by the General Government to the new States. In 
the old States they had roads and canals—channels 
for their produce which yielded a ready return; 
but in the new States there were farmers who had 
to wade through swamps in dragging their pro- 
duce to points where they received but a poor re- 
turn; that were situated in the interior, remote 
from market, without channels of communication; 
and without some assistance from the General 
Government they must remain destitute of im- 
provements of this kind. Then it wasa matter of 
interest, of policy, for the General Government to 
aid them; every improvement was adding to the 
general wealth of the country, and precisely in the 
ratio that the States increased in wealth and pop- 
ulation, would increase the revenues and resources 
of the General Government. By extending settle- 
ments there, they extended the area of consump- 
tion for the manufactures of the East—Massachu- 
setts, Connecticut, Vermont. All the manufac- 
turing States now found their most profitable 
market in the new States. Where could they col- 
lect their revenues, their wealth, from their manu- 
factured articles, if they did not find them in the 
markets opened in the new States west of the Al- 
Jeghany mountains? The benefits were mutual: 
by extending the benefits of these improvements 
to the western country, the old States, interested 
in manufactures, increa8ed their revenue and re- | 
sources; they had a direct interest in affording 
these facilities to the western people, in order to 


| enable them to increase their settlement and bring 


them on something like an equality with the older 
States. " 

These improvements which were made by th 
General Government, or by the citizens of the new 
States from the means extended to them by the 
grants of portions of the public domain, were the 
subject of just and proper appeals to the liberality 
of the old States, for other reasons. Where did our 
three millions of dollars a year sales of the public 
lands come from? From the old States? How 
much did Vermont, how much Massachusetts con- 
tribute towards it? 

Mr. COLLAMER said a very. large part of the 
money paid in the new States for@he public lands 
was paid by the people who had migrated there 
from the old States and settled. 

Mr. SMITH replied that the gentleman from 
Vermont was laboring under a very great mistake. 
More than three-fourths of the entire receipts from 
the public lands were paid by the bona fide settlers 
who had been there for years, and not by immi- 
grants into the new States; by the men who had 
worn out their constitutions and injured their 
health in tilling these lands for the purchase of 
homes for their children. Every individual fami- 
liar with the people, their institutions, and habits, 
knew those who were immigrants into the new ter- 
ritories constituted but a very small portion of those 
who purchased the lands. And another fact was, 
that a very large proportion of those who went 
there took with them no money to buy lands, but 
were men dependant on their own Industry, their 
toil after they get there, to raise the money to buy 
the lands. It was not every man who went out 
there with a wagon-load of meney. [A voice: 
Many with a wagon-load of children.) Yes, with 
a wagon load of children, it was true, and they had 
to toil there to raise the means to support them, 
and buy land for them. And where was the mo- 
ney expended? Inthe West? For light-houses, 
buoys, &c., there? No; the money drawn from 
the people of the new States upon the sales of the 
public lands was brought here and expended on 
the Atlantic seaboard, and the people of the old 
States received the benefit of it—of three-fourths of 
it. They had no navies in the West to absorb the 

ublic revenue, no light-houses, no buoys, beacons, 
o kanien only a few neglected, abandoned 
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harbors on the lake shore, and they were unable to 
wring from the coffers of the Government anything 
to improve them. The fact was notorious, that 
three-fourths of the money drawn from the western 
country on the sales of the public lands was ex- 
pended in the old States in these improvements, in 
which the new States had no interest but an indi- 
rect®and general one. Did this afford no reason 
why the old States should exercise some liberality 
towards the new States? He thought it did—a very 
strong” one; and he wondered that any objection 
should be made to the extremely reasonable re- 
quest of Wisconsin. She did not ask one acre of 
land, that the General Government should give her 
one foot of soil, but that this land, which had been 
reserved, should be sold at the same price as other 
lands. The gentleman from Vermont had objected 
that it would be setting a bad precedent. A bad 
precedent? Had the gentleman from Vermont 
found no such precedents before? He could refer 
the gentleman to several which had taken place 
since he [Mr. CoLuamer] had had a seat on this 
floor, for he believed the gentleman and himself 
first took their seats in this Hall at the same time. 
A grant had been made to Indiana to aid in the 
construction of the Wabash and Erie canal. Did 
the General Government increase the price of the 
reserved lands in that case? ` 

Mr. COLLAMER explained that there had 
been instances he knew in which lands had been 
granted to the States—as to Iowa for the improve- 
ment of the Des Moines river, and there had been 
some others; but generally speaking, these grants 
had been made by elevating the reserved sections. 
in Indiana this was the case with some, and with 
others it was not. Now, after having elevated 
them and having made the grant, it was asked that 
the prices should be reduced. His objection was, 
that it would be establishing a precedent which 
would injure the new States; that they would not 
get their lands‘any more. He wanted them to get 
them. 

Mr. SMITH replied, that so far as he knew 
anything of the feelings or wishes of the new 
States, he was sure they were not anxious to ob- 
tain grants on those terms | 

Mr. COLLAMER, (in his seat.) They ask 
many more. 

Mr. SMITH, (continuing the sentence,) and if 
they could not obtain them on other terms, they 
did not want them. He was advised that if Con- 
gress continued to hold up these reserved lands 
at $2 50, Wisconsin would abandon her public 
works; she would be driven to it by the force of 
public opinion there. 

But he argued that even if the weight of the pre- 
cedents was the other way, they should not be fol- 
lowed if they were bad in themselves. It was not 
right in Congress to hold these reserved lands in 
Wisconsin at t@o dollars and a half per acre. In 
1846.Congress passed a bill by which it gave to 
Iowa half of the land within five miles of the Des 
Moines river for the purpose of improving that 
river; and the reserved lands were allowed to be 
sold at one dollar and a quarter per acre. On the 
same day she passed a bill granting to Wisconsin 
half of the land within three miles of the Fox and 
Wisconsin rivers, which were not half as long. 
Iowa, then, by this bill got four times as much as 
Wisconsin, for the purpose of making a work by 
no means as valuable as that in Wisconsin, either 
to the country locally interested or to the general 
interests of the Union. He asked, then, why 
should Congress demand that Wisconsin should 
have these lands withheld from settlement until 
they would bring two dollars and a half, while 
they sold those in Iowa at one dollar and a quarter? 
How could this invidious distinction be made in 
favor of one State and against another? 

Mr. DUER was understood to inquire, whether, 


‘in case the price of two dollars and fifty cents an 


acre retarded the settlement of the Government 
Jands, it would not be advantageous to the State 
by enabling her to sell her share? 
. Mr. TWEEDY was understood to say, you 
could not get settlers to go on these lands; they 
would give up their lands before they would sub- 
mit to pay such a price; they could not be made 
to believe that they had not the inalienable right 
to them, | 

Mr. SMITH would give the general answer to 
the gentleman from New York, that no State could 
ever be benefited by a policy which drove settlers 
out of it; and this price placed upon the lands in 


Wisconsin would inevitably have that effect. The 
lands were not worth it, and the Government 
could never receive the price they demanded until 
necessity extorted it from the settler. The lands 
were no better than those in Iowa. Would not 
the General Government derive some benefit from 


‘the improvements beside this miserable increase on 


the price of the lands? Was not the opening of a 
water communication from Green Bay to the Mis- 
sissippi, by which a direct water course was open- 
ed between New Orleans and the lakes, of benefit 
to all the Statés of the Union? And would not the 
vast commerce which would be carried through 
that channel add to the revenues of the Govern- 
ment? He thought it was consideration enough. 
In the case of the Wabash and Erie canal, Con- 
gress with liberality granted the alternate sections 
to Indiana, and sold the balance not at $2 50, but 
they were selling now at $1 25; and the benefit 
was that those lands which before found no pur- 
chasers were sought for with avidity; that thou- 
sands of dollars had come into the treasury for 
lands which until this had remained unsold, and 
which would otherwise have remained so for years. 

But, again, before that time, lands had remained 
unsold for forty years. The Government did not 
exact terms of this kind from Illinois when the 
Michigan and Illinois canal was projected, the 
completion of which has recently taken place, con- 
necting the lake with the river, and affording im- 

ortant facilities to the commerce of the West. 

he Government, with becoming liberality, grant- 
ed land to aid in the construction of that work, and 
it did not say that the rest should not be sold for 
less than $250. The Government was willing to 
trust to the work itself for a return for its liberal- 
ity in the promotion of the interests of the people 
of this country. Why, then, should they insist 
upon these terms with Wisconsin? Was she en- 
titled to less consideration than her older sister 
States? Was she to be treated with a step-mother’s 
kindness? Was she to come into this Union 
on terms more onerous than were exacted from 
Iowa? He believed there was too much magna- 
nimity, too much liberality in the representatives 
of this Union to require Wisconsin to submit to 
conditions of this kind. All the provisions of this 
bill regarding-this matter were liberal. They ex- 
hibited no exacting spirit; and Wisconsin asked 
no favor that had not before been extended to oth- 
ers. She asked that the public domain within her 
limits should be offered at the same price as was 
fixed on lands in other States. He would not de- 
tain the committee longer. 

Mr. SMITH, of illinois, then modified his 
amendment to the amendment of Mr. SMITH, of 
Indiana, (both of which are published above,) by 
substituting the following: 

Provided, That the people or Legislature of the State of 
Wisconsin, (in the manner provided in the constitution for 
amending the same,) and the new Territory to be created out 
of the remaining territory of Wisconsin, and any other that 
may be included in the same, shail have the power, by mu- 
tual agreement, at any time within ten years, to change or 
fix the boundary between them, so as to include within the 


new Territory the valley of the St. Croix river, or such line 
south of the St. Croix 1iver as they may agree upon. 


He availed himself of the few minutes allowed 
by the rules to explain the purport of his amend- 
ment. He had submitted an amendment to fix a 
line, and there were other projects prescribing di- 
viding lines; but he had become sensible that they 
could not pass, and therefore kg had modified his 
amendment, to be added to the amendment of the 
chairman of the Committee on the Territories, 
[Mr. Smirn, of Indiana,] so as to put it in the 
power of the State of Wisconsin and the new Ter- 
ritory to be hereafter created, to agree on a more 
equitable dividing line between them. He believed 
his proposition was just, and he warned gentlemen 
not to prescribe a line which would not be conso- 
nant with the wishes of the people of the Territory. 
It would be better to bring in the whole territory 
as it now is. 

The amendment which he now submitted met 
the approbation of the Delegate from Wisconsin, 
and also the views of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. With their approval he 
presented it; and he hoped this committee would 
not refuse to the people left north of the line of the 
St. Croix the poor privilege, at some future time, 
to fix a line more just and more in conformity with 
the true policy of Congress. He held it to be un- 
just to make a dividing line here which would com- 
pel persons in the new State to travel four hundred 


-Croix valley all within the State. 


or five hundred miles to the capital. Congress 
should not compel people to be embraced in the 
State. of Wisconsin who had no interests or feel- 
ings in common with many of its inhabitants. He 
presumed there would be no material objection to 
his amendment, as modified. : 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TWEEDY then moved toamend the amend- 
ment by striking out all after the word “ with,” 
and inserting the following: 


“The change of boundary proposed in the second article 
of said constitution, to wit: leaving the boundary line pre-’ 
scribed in the act of Congress entived ¢ An act to enable the 
pone of Wisconsin ‘Territory to form a constitution and 

tate Government, and for the adinission of such State inio 
the Union,’ at the foot of the rapids of St. Louis river; thence, 
in a direct line bearing southwesterly, tu the mouth of Isko- 
dewaba or Rum river, where the same empties into the Mis- 
sissippi river; thence down the main channel of the said 
Mississippi river, as prescribed in the said act.” 

Mr. T. would simply state that this amendment 
was offered as a substitute for that offered by the 
chairman of the Committee on Territories, and its 
object was to fix the Rum river line as the boundary 
instead of the St. Croix. It had been recommend- 
ed by the convention of Wisconsin, after mature dis- 
cussion; and, therefore, he was bound to advocate 
it. The reason why they preferred this line was not 
because they desired the additional territory, but 
because they believed it would be more convenient 
and more judicious to bring those living in the St. 
I Another reason 
was because of certain advantages to be derived 
from steamboat navigation, which he explained in 
detail. i 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected, 
and the amendment of the gentleman from ludiana 
[Mr. Smıru] was then agreed to. 

The second section was next read, as follows: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the assent of Con- 
gress is hereby given to the first, second, fourth, and fifth 
resolutions adopted by said convention and appended to 
said Constitution, and the acts of Congress, referred to in the 
said resolutions, are hereby amended, so that the lands grant- 
ed by the provisions of the several acts referred to in the . 
said first aud fourth resolutions, and the proceeds of said 
lands and the five per centum of the net proceeds of the pub- 
lic Jands therein mentioned, shall be held and disposed of by 
said State, in the manner and for the purposes recommend- 
ed by said convention; and so that, also, the lands reserved 
to the United States by the provisions of the act entiuled 
«c An act to grant a quantity of land to aid in the improvement 
of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and to connect the same 
by a canal in the Territory of Wisconsin ;”? and also, the 
even-numbered sections reserved by the provisions of the 
act entitled “ An act to grant a quantity of land to the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin, for the purpose or aiding in opening a 
canal to connect the waters of Lake Michigan with those of 
Rock river,” shalt be ofiercd for sale at the same minimum 
price and subject to the same rights of preémption, as other 
public lands of the United States: Provided, however, That 
no person shall be eutitted to a preémption by reason of the 
settiement and cultivation of-any quarter section or other 
subdivision of said even-numbered sections, which tract, 
before the commencement of such settlement, shall have 
been claimed by any other person cultivating and improving 
the same in good faith, and which shall have continued to 
he claimed, cultivated, and improved in like good faith by 
such person, his representatives or assigns, until the sale of 
said tract, and of which said prior clatin, cultivation, and 
improvement, the person so claiming preémption shall have 
had notice at the time of his entry and settlement. Not 
withstanding, such other person, his representatives or as- 
sigus, for want of personal residence, or feom other cause, 
inay not be entitled toa preémption to such tract, under the 
existing laws of the United States: wind provided, further, 
That the liabilities incurred by the Territorial Government of 
Wisconsin, under the act, entitled * An act to grant a quan- 
tity of land to the Territory of Wisconsin for the purpose of 
aiding in Opening a canai to connect the waters of Lake 
Michigan with those of Rock river, hereinbefore referred 
to, shall be paid and discharged by the State of Wisconsin. 


Mr. COLLAMER moved to amend this section, 
to make it conform to the views he expressed be- 
fore the debate was closed, by striking out the 
words “and fifth,” so that it would read, ‘‘ the 
first, second, and fourth resolutionsadopted by said 
convention, &c. Also, strike out the words— 

« And so that, also, the lands reserved to the United 
States by the provisions of the act entitled ‘ An act to gran 
a quantity of land to aid in the improvement of the Fox an 
Wisconsin rivers, and to connect the same by a canal in th 
Territory of Wisconsin.”? 

After a few words of explanation betwéen Mr 
COLLAMER, Mr. TWEEDY, and Mr. JACO 
THOMPSON, the amendment was agreed to. 


_Mr. TWEEDY moved to amend the same sec 
tion by striking out the words— 


‘‘ Notwithstanding, such other person, his representative 
Or assigns, for want of personal residence, or from any othe 
canse, may not be entitled to a preémption to such tract 
under the existing laws of the United States: And providell 
further, That the liabilities incurred by the Territorial Gov. 
ernment of Wisconsin, under the act entitled ‘An act 
grant a quantity of land to the Territory of Wisconsin, fo 
the purpose of aiding in the opening a canal to cennect th 
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waters of Lake Michigan with those of Rock river, herein- 
before referred to, shall be paid and discharged by the State 
of Wisconsin.’ ”’ 


And inserting — 


«c Neither shall any pre€mption he allowed to any tract 
to the injury of any person, or of the representatives or as- 
signs of any person claiming and occupying the same, or 
any part thereof, in good faith, in his or her right, at the pas- 
sage of this act, and owning valuable cultivation or improve- 
ments thereon, which cultivation or improvements shall 
have been assigned by the person so claiming preémption, 
or if commenced subsequently to the entry and settlement 
of such person, shall have been made with his consent or 
acquiescence.” 


Agreed to. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
amend, by adding at the end of the section the 
following: 

« And, in addition to the land hereby appropriated for the 
purposes of education, sections numbered thirty-six in each 
township of the public lands of the United States in said 
State be, and the saime is hereby, appropriated in support of 
common schools, te be disposed of by the Legislature of said 
State of Wisconsin, in accordance with the provisions of 
said constitution; and the President of the United States is 
hereby directed immediately to withdraw from sale the said 
sections numbered thirty-six, in order that they may be ap- 
propriated as aforesaid: Provided, That all Jands sold or 
reserved under any act of Congress, or in relation to which 
any preéinption rights, inchoate or perfect, shal] have been 
acquired prior to the time when the same shall he with- 
drawn from market, shall be excepted from this grant.” 


Mr. R. briefly explained the purport of his 
amendment. Its object was to promote common 
school education, and he offered it the more heartily 


because there were schemes here in regard to the | 
o lands which he thought would be injurious. 


e should be glad if the House would go even 
beyond this proposition, and make provision for 
the blind, the deaf and dumb, and the insane. 

Mr. VINTON (having moved an amendment, 
to give him the opportunity) said no gentleman 
here would be more willing than he was to ap- 
propriate large amounts of land for the promotion 
of education, but the plan of the gentleman from 
Connecticut would not be satisfactory, inasmuch 
as it was unequal. Why, he asked, make this 

rovision for Wisconsin, and deny the same to 

illinois, Indiana, Ohio, and other States? Itwasa 
grave question, and should not be acted upon here 
without having passed through an examination by 
a committee. l 

Seme further conversation ensued, in which 
Messrs. ROCKWELL, VINTON, and JOHN- 
SON, of Arkansas, took part 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, then ob- 
jected to the amendment as irrelevant, and there- 
fore out of order: 

The CHAIR sustained the objection. 

Mr. ROCKWELL appealed from the decision 
of the Chair, but it was sustained by the House. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved to strike out the 
second section. Lost. 


The third section was then read, as follows: 

Sxc. 3. And be it further enacted, That the purchaser of 
any tract of the said even-numbered sections mentioned in 
the preceding section, and sold since the reservation thereof, 
at the minimum price of two dollars and fifty cents per acre, 
shall be entitled to receive from the Comunissioner of the 
General Land Office a certificate of the quantity of land so 
purchased and of the amount of the excess paid therefor, 
over and above the value of said land, atthe rate of one 
dollar and twenty-five cenis per acre, which certificate, to 
the amount of such excess, shall be receivable from the 
holder thereof or his assigns, in like manner as so much 
money, in payment of the public lands of the United States. 
That, in the event of the death of any such purchaser be- 
fore the issuing of such certificate, the sama shall be issuud 
in favor of the lawful representatives of such purchaser. ` 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 
strike it out. Lost. 

The remaining sections were read and passed 
without amendment; and on the motion of Mr. 
SMITH, of Indiana, the committee rose and re- 
ported the bill and the amendments to the House. 

“Mr. SMITH moved the previous question, and 
it was seconded, and the main question ordered to 
be now put. 

The first amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole, fixing the St. Croix as the boundary of 
ethe State, was concurred in. 5 

The question was then stated to be on concur- 
ring with the second amendment of the Committee 
of the Whole, viz: the amendment to the second 
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section submitted by Mr. CoLLAMER; on which 
the yeas and nays were called for, and ordered. 


Mr. STANTON moved an adjournment. 


Mr. STEPHENS, by general concurrence, offer- 
ed a resolution for an adjournment to Monday 
next, to permit of the removal of the carpets. Re- 
jected. 


The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, May 10, 1848. 


Mr. GREENE presented a petition from numer- 
ous citizens of Newport, Rhode Island, in favor 
of the purchase of Mount Vernon by the General 
Government; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition from the 
citizens of Champlain district, New York, asking 
the removal of the port of entry from Plattsburg 
to Rouse’s Point; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition from the widow 
and daughter of Charles Newbold, asking remu- 
neration for the invention of the cast iron plough 
invented and perfected by Charles Newbold at 
great expense and loss. 

Also, from numerous citizens of the United 


_ States, asking that the widow and daughter of said 


Newbold may receive relief from Congress. All 
these petitions were referred to the Committee on 


' Patents. , 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Nehemiah Brush, accompanied by a report. The 
bill was read a first time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported a bill granting a pen- 
sion to William Pittman, accompanied by a report. 
The bill was read a first time. 

Also, from the same committee, the following 
House bills without amendment : 

An act for the relief of Joel Thatcher ; 

An act for the relief of John Knight; - 

An act for the relief of Benjamin Reefsnyder ; 

An act for the relief of William Paddy; 

An act for the relief of Israel Bayless; 

An act for the relief of Arthur Wilson; 

An act for the relief of Benjamin G. Perkins; 

An act for the relief of Beriah Wright; 

An act for the relief of John Savage. 


Mr. JOHNSON moved, in compliance with in- 
structions from the same committee, that Friday 
next be set-apart for the consideration of private 
bills on the calendar. The motion was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from New River post office, on the east 
bank of the Mississippi river, to Gatestown, in the State of 
Louisiana. 


Mr. WESTCOTT asked the indulgence of the 
Senate to take up the bill for the relief of bona fide 
settlers under the act for the armed occupation of 
Florida; which nfotion having been agreed to, the 
bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The amendments reported by the committee were 
agreed to. The bill was further amended, on mo- 
tion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, and, by unanimous 
consent, was read a third time and passed. 


LABOR, AGRICULTURE, MANUFACTURES. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said he desired to intro- 
duce a resolution with a view to obtain certain 
statistical information through the medium of the 
Patent Office, which he thought would be invalu- 
able to the country. He did not desire the consid- 
eration at present, but would content himself with 
moving that the resolution be printed, and he should 
then take occasion to call it up at some convenient 
season. 

Mr. U. then submitted the following joint reso- 
lution, which was read a first time, and ordered to 
be printed: 


Resolved, §c., That the Commissioner of Patents be, and 
he is hereby, directed to report annually the selling prices 
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of the agricultural products of the several States of the Union 
upon the farm or plantation, and at the market town or city 
nearest to the produce; and also the price of labor, by the 
day or the month and the year, in each State or division of 
a State, where prices materially vary in different parts of 
the same State. 

Resolved, further, That said Commissioner also report 
annually the number and description of manufacturing es- 
tablishments in the United States in which the capital in- 
vested exceeds $ ; the amount and quality of goods 
manufactured at each; the selling prices at the manufac- 
tories; the prices paid tor labor to the hands engaged in the 
manufactories, and the places where the manufactories are 
situated. l 

Resolved, further, That it shall be the duty of the several 
deputy postmasters in the United States to answer all such 
inquiries as may be submitted: to them by the Commissioner 
of Patents, and give such information as they may be able 
to obtain touching the subjects embraced in the foregoing 
resolution. 


APPOINTMENTS WITHHELD FROM SENATE. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Jounson, of Maryland, came up for considera- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States is re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether any officers are now 
in the military or civil service of the United States, under 
appointments from the President, which have not been sub- 
mitted to the Senate; and, if there be any such appoint- 
ments, that he state the date of such appointments, and why 
it is that it has not been in the power of the President to 
submit them to the consideration of the Senate. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said, when he 
submitted this resolution, he had not the least ex- 
pectation that it would lead to debate. Nor did 
he expect that he should be called on to censure 
in advance the conduct of the President. But as 
he had heard reports concerning the appointment 
of certain officers, which had caused some disap- 
probation, he had thought it right to give the Pres- 
ident an opportunity to set himself right. He had 
worded the resolution so as to exclude everything 
which could give offence. He had heard friends of 
the President express-a desire that he should be 
permitted an opportunity to show that he had 
acted correctly. Supposing that he was actuated 
by nc improper motive, but that the delay had 
been brought about by circumstances not foreseen, 
he wished that the President should show the facts 
in justification of the delay. If he (Mr. J.) had 
anticipated this debate, he could never have im- 
agined such a course of argument, such an ex- 
pression of startling doctrines, as had been heard 
from the Senator from Ohio. We had been asked, 
looking at the constitutional grant of power to the 
President, whether the Senate had any right to ask 
what.nominations were to be sent for the confirm- 
ation of this body. Yesterday he had modified 
the resolution so as to omit the call for the reasons 
of the delay. But still the Senator from Ohio was 
not satisfied. |The resolution was still resisted— 
partly as unconstitutional, partly as irregular and 
unprecedented. We then had a discussion from 
the Senator from Ohio of the constitutional power 
in the hands of the Executive; and to show, that 
under our system, the tendencies to usurpation and 
abuse are greater in the hands of the many than of 
the few. 

Mr. ALLEN explained that he alluded to the 
Senate, where the danger of usurpation of power 
was greater than with the President. 

Mr. JOHNSON resumed. The danger in the 
Senate was greater because it was composed of 
many, and was further removed from the people 
than the President. He asked what there was in 
the elector of the President to make him more re- 
sponsible than the Senate. Was it not understood 
that the elector in both cases had the whole Union 
in his view, and not any particular individual or 
interest? South Carolina had changed her mode 
of election, and many of the other States had made 
changes in their mode of election. Some elect by 
the people, others by the Legislatures, as repre- 
sentatives of their various portions of the country. 
He would like to know an instance of an usurp- . 
ation of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN said he would refer to the resolu- 
tion condemning the conduct of General Jackson, 
which the people had rebuked. 

Mr. JOHNSON said this proved the overshad- 
owing influence and power of a President of the 
United States; that he can control the popular will, 
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and that he can extend his overpowering and over- 
shadowing influence over the Senate itself. It 

roves that he has power to command them, even 
m the case of their own records, which they are 
bound to keep sacred, to expunge or mar them. 
It proves that the hand of the Executive can guide 
the pen of the Senate to draw black lines, or any 
other lines, around their own archives, and that the 
Senate may be made simply his instruments and 
tools. The case referred to proves no usurpation 
of. power on the part of the Senate. : 

e asked if no case could be found of the Presi- 
dent using his power to overawe and control Con- 
gress. As to the veto power, he referred to it as 
a salutary feature in our system. The power to 
make internal improvements had been exercised 
by Congress to the great benefit of the Union, and 
had caused great prevention of the loss of life and: 
property. But since the administration of the 
present Executive, what, had we seen? We had 
seen bills advocated by the very persons who had 
elected him; we have seen bills passed by large ma- 
jorities, checked and destroyed by the veto, all 
having reference to the improvement of our great 
highways, and the protection of human life. It 
was found that even here the power of the Execu- 
tive curtailed the will of the people. The power 
of Congress to make any improvements of this 
character was denied by the President in his mes- 
sage returning the bills. The result of this doc- 
trine was, to leave property and life at the mercy 
of State Legislatures. | 

Here Mr. Jounson gave way, and 
Mr. FOOTE called for the special order. 


OCCUPATION OF YUCATAN. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the bill to enable the President to take temporary 
military occupation of Yucatan. 

Mr. CASS then rose to address the Senate, and 
began by referring to the remarks of the Senator 
from Connecticut, as to the great delay in the Ex- 
ecutive department, in relation to the case of Yu- 
catan. He stated that this delay was caused by 
the desire to obtain all necessary information on 
the subject. As soon as this was obtained, the 
facts were communicated to the Senate for its 
prompt and energetic action. 

He stated that the question involved matters 
concerning our own security. The declaration of 
Mr. Monroe, and the doctrines expressed by Mr. 
Polk two years ago, contemplated no interference 
with European settlements on this continent. They 
merely looked to a prevention of the reduction of 
any of the free States of America to European de- 
pendence. 

He glanced back to the discovery of America, 
and the establishment of the colonial governments; 
to subsequent changes of domination, which ren- 
dered this country for centuries a battle-field for 
European ambition to fight in. Thence he came 
down to the revolutions which agitated Europe, 
and applauded the wisdom and patriptism of Mr. 
Monroe in seizing the proper opportunity to pub- 
lish his declaration against any further interference 
on the part of Europe. , 

To other points in the remarks of the Senator 
from Connecticut he made brief replies. He then 
contended that the policy of our country was not 
to interfere with other Powers, but to prevent other 
Powers from interfering with us. We are bound 
to act promptly and vigorously when we see any 
evidence of a desire on the part of European Pow- 
ers to interfere with us. The war with Mexico— 
‘rash and precipitate” as it had been called—had 
placed us in a position to enforce the policy laid 
down by Mr. Monroe. If we had not obtained a 
foot of land in Mexico, the war would be worth 
all that it has cost us, in the glory which it has 
shed around our country. No European Power 
will now venture an interference with us. 

The position of Yucatan, between us and the ad- 
vancing Indians, is one of peculiar interest to us. 
Her condition calls on us for our deepest sympa- 
thy. England holds the key of the Mediterranean. 
She has stretched her powerful arm so as to touch 
every cape and headland on every ocean. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN asked how near a ship of 
war could approach any harbor of Yucatan? 

Mr. CASS said the power of steam would be 
able to carry any naval armament to the coast. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN asked how near a steam- 
frigate could approach ? 

r. CASS disclaimed any particular knowledge 


on this subject. The Senator from Connecticut 
had supposed England had reached the highest 

oint of elevation, and that she was approaching 
her decline. He would not pretend to give an 
opinion on this point. But he believed that 
although great reforms, which he believed were 
necessary, might be effected in the English system 
of government, it was idle to anticipate that her 
Government would be overthrown—that she would 
be destroyed. Her intelligence and her moral 
power would remain, and she would rise, like An- 
tæus, stronger after every stroke. He understood 
there were now four companies of British artillery 
in the southern portion of Yucatan. How largely 
they may be reinforced he could not say. He did 
not say what course England would pursue, but 
it was our duty to be on our guard against any 
interference which may be injurious to our inter- 
ests. When she lays the lion’s paw on Yucatan, 
it will he difficult to displace it. 

The value of the commerce of the Mississippi 
down to the Gulf of Mexico, it was impossible to 
estimate. Here was the great artery of the bound- 
less and extending West, the population of which 
the man is now living who may see multiplied to 
a hundred millions. The idea of Napoleon was 
to have possession of the Mediterranean, but fate 
prevented him. England has now the command 
of that sea. Let England get possession of Yuca- 
tan, and she will make the Gulf a mare clausum. 
The Gulf of Mexico should be American: not that 
America should exclusively use it in time of peace; 
but in case of war, we should be able to close it 
against hostile occupation. 

With the command of Cuba, the water of the 
Gulf is reduced to a hundred miles. While Cuba 
and Yucatan are held by feeble Powers, having no 
ambition to interfere with our commercial interests, 
there is no danger. But let these places fall into 
the hands of a Power like England, and the danger 
will be evident. He did not mean to say that she 
contemplated taking possession of Cuba by force, 
or of Yucatan by force; but if she should yield to 
the request of Yucatan and lend her aid, and thus 
acquire possession, what right shall we have to 
complain? England wants Cuba for commercial 
purposes; we want it for our very existence as a 
nation. Ina question of so much importance as 
the possession of Cuba, we should resist to the last. 
He hoped it would be communicated to Spain that 
the United States would not see Cuba transferred 
to any other Power. So long as Spain can remain 
at peace, and be able to retain her monarchy and 
power, there is nothing to be apprehended. But 
this condition was not likely to be permanent, and he 
trusted Spain would, before any change took place, 
perceive that it was more to her interest to dispose 
of Cuba by purchase than to retain it, or yield it 
for any other consideration. He referred to the 
remarks of Lord William Bentinck, in the British 
Parliament 
Mr.WESTCOTT, in someexplanatory remarks, 
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insisted that Lord William Bentinck’s observations 
on Cuba were intended to convey an intimation of 
a desire to abolish slavery in the southern States 
of the United States. 

Mr. CALHOUN replied that he did not doubt 
that there was a disposition in the British Govern- 
ment to abolish slavery all over the world. But 
since the debate which had been referred to, a mo- 
mentous change had taken place in the opinions of 
British statesmén on this subject, and there was 
nothing to be feared from the interference of Eng- 
land in our institutions. | 

Mr. CASS resumed. He only desired to show 
that there wgre English statesmen who contem- 
plated taking possession of Cuba, in order to shut | 
up the Gulf of Mexico, or, as they expressed it, | 
to cut our trade in two. | 

The object of this bill is toaid Yucatan. There | 
was ho more connection now between Yucatan and | 
Mexico, than between Yucatan and China. Yu- | 
catan is Independent, and may select her own gov- 
ernment. He did not think we were precluded 
by the armistice, and he gave his reasons at some 
length. As to the character of the Indians in Yu- | 
catan, he regarded it as so low as to render that 
race entirely unfit to enjoy an equality of rights 
and privileges with the white race. The war in 
Yucatan was clearly a war of races—a war for 
physical existence, and not for moral power; and | 
we are called on by humanity to interfere to pre- 
vent the entire extermination of the white race. 

He expressed his opinion that the British agents 


had supplied -the Indians with arms; not because 
the arms had the Tower stamp ypon them, but 
because the Indians would not be likely to pur- 
chase them, and must have been supplied gratui- 
tously. He stated, from his own knowledge, that 
in 1822, the British agents were in the practice of 
inviting the Indians on the northwestern frontier 
to` certain places, where they were gratuitously 
furnished with arms. 

He pe pe his preference for the bill in its 
original shape over the amendment which had been 
submitted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, obtained the 
floor, when, on motion of Mr. BREESE, and by 
common consent, the further consideration of the 
bill was postponed till to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the claim of sech Cherokee Indians 
as remain east of the Mississippi to commutation for remo- 
val and subsistence, and report such measnres, if any, as in 
the opinion of the committee, should be adopted for the ad- 
justment of such elaim. 

On motion of Mr. BREESE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, May 11, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the bill for the admission of the State 
of Wisconsin into the Union, which was yester- 
day reported to the House by the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, with sundry 
amendments, on which the previous question had 
been moved and seconded, and the first amend- 
ment of the Committee of the Whole [Mr. Sairn’s, 
of Indiana] had been agreed to. 

The question pending, when the House ad- 
journed, was on agreeing to the second amend- 
ment of the committee [Mr. CoLLaMEr’s] to the 
second section; (which amendment related to grants 
of land for certain works of internal improvement. ) 

Mr. GOGGIN asked the general consent of the 
House to enable him to move that the business ` 
first in order be suspended for a short time for the 
purpose of calling the committees for reports. It 
was objected to. : 

The question was again stated on agreeing to. 
the second amendment of the committee to the 
Wisconsin bill: it was decided in the negative: 
Yeas 46, nays 94. : 

The third amendment of the committee [Mr. 
Twerpy’s] was read and agreed to without a divis- 
ion. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and. 
read a third time. . 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved the previous 
question; which was seconded, and, under its oper- 
ation, the bill was read a third time and passed. 

This bill, as it passed, is in the following words: 
A BILL for the admission of the State of Wisconsin into 

the Union. 


Whereas the people of the Territory of Wisconsin did, on 
the first day of February, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, 


by a convention of delegates called and assembled for that 


purpose, form for themselves a constitution and State gov- . 
ernment, "which said constitution is republican, and said 
convention having asked the admission of said Territory 
into the Union as a State, upon an equal footing with the 
Original States: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the State of Wisconsin be, and is 
hereby, admisted to be one of the United States of America, 
and is hereby admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States, in all respects whatever, with the 
boundaries prescribed by the act of Congress approved Au 
gust 6, 1846, entitled ‘ An act to enable the people of Wis- 
cohsin Territory to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment, and for the admission of such State into the Union. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, ‘That the assent of Con- 
gress is hereby given to the first, second, fourth, and fifth. 
resolutions adopted by said convention and appended tosaid 
constitution, and the acts of Congress referred to in the said 
resolutions are hereby amended, so that the Jands granted 
by the provisions of the several acts referred to in the said 
first and fourth resolutions, and the proceeds of said lands 
and the five per centum of the net proceeds of the public 
lands therein mentioned, shall be held and disposed of by 
said State in the manner and for the purposes recommended 
by said convention; and so that, also, the lands reserved to 
the United States by the provisions of the act entitled “ An 
act to grant a quantity of land to aid in the improvement of 
the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and to connect the same by 
a canal in the Territory of Wisconsin ;?? and also the even- 
numbered sections reserved by the provisions of the act en- 
titled “ An act to grant a quantity of land to the Territory of 
Wisconsin for the purpose of aiding in opening a canal to 
connect the waters of Lake Michigan with those of Rock 
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river,” shall be offered for sale at the same minimum price, 
and subject to the same rights of preémption, as other public 
lands of the United States: Provided, however, That no per- 
son shall be entitled toa preémption by reason of the settle- 
ment and cultivation of any quarter-section or other subdivis- 
ton of said even-numbered sections, which tract, before the 
commencement of such settlement, shall have been claim- 
ed by any other person cultivating and improving the same 
in good faith, and which shall have continued to be claimed, 
cultivated, and improved in like good faith by such person, 
his representatives or assigns, until the sale of said tract, and 
of which said prior claim, cultivation, and improvement, the 
person so claiming preémption shall have had notice at the 
time of his entry and settlement. Neither shall any pre- 
emption be allowed to any tract to the injury of any person, 
or of the representatives or assigns of any person claiming 
and occupying the same, or any part thereof, in good faith, 
in his or her right at the passage of this act, and Owning val- 
uable cultivation or improvements thereon, which cultiva- 
tion or improvements shall have been assigned by the person 
so claiming preémption, or, if commencéd subsequently to 
the entry and settlement of such person, shall have been 
made with his consent or acquiescence. 

See. 3. And be it further enacted, That the purchase of any 
tract of the said even-numbered sections mentioned in the 
preceding section, and sold since the reservation thereof, at 
the minimum price of two dollars and fifty cents per acre, 

. shall be entitled to receive from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office a certificate of the quantity of land so 
purchased and of the amount of the excess paid therefor 
over and above the value of said Jand, at the rate of one 

| dollar and twenty-five cents per acre; which certificate, to 
the amount of such excess, shall be receivable from the 
holder thereof, or his assigns, in like manner as so much 
money, in payment of the public lands of the United States. 

' That, in the event of the death of any such purchaser before 
the issuing of such certificate, the same shali be issued in 
favor of the lawlul represeatatives of such purchaser. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the judge of the 
district court for the district of Wisconsin shall hold a term 
of said court in each year at the seat of government, to com- 
mence on the first Monday of July, and another term of 
said court in each year at Milwaukie, to commence on the 
first Monday of January. -He shall also have power to hold 

. special terms for the trial of causes, and for the determina- 
tion of all suits or proceedings in said courts, at either of 
the aforesaid places, at his discretion, as the nature and the 
amount of the business may require. ‘The said court shall 
be open at all times for the purpose of hearing and deciding 
cases of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction, so far as the 
same can be done without a jury. The records and papers 
of said court may be kept at either of the piaces herein des- 
ignated for the holding of said court, as the judge in his dis- 
cretion shall direct. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the clerks of the 
district courts of the Territory of Wisconsin shall, before 
their term of office expires, certify, under seal, and transmit 
to the clerk of said court, all records of all unsatisfied judg- 
ments and of suits pending in said courts respectively, 
attaching thereto all papers connected therewith, in all cases 
arising under the laws or Constitution of the United States, 
or to which the United States shall be a party; and they 
shall forward the same to the clerk of said district court of 
the State of Wisconsin, who shall enter the same in his 
docket, and the said district court shall proceed therein to 
final judgment and execution, as if such suits or proceed- 
ings had originally been brought in said court. 

Sec. 6. nd be it further enucted, That the clerk of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Wisconsin shall deliver 
over to the clerk of said district court all records and papers 
in the office of the clerk of the said supreme court relating 
to proceedisigs in bankruptcy under the late bankrupt law of 
the United States. He shall also certify under seal, and de- 
liver to said clerk, all records of judgments and of proceed- 
ings in suits pending, and all papers connected therewith, 
in cases arising under the Constitution and laws of the Uni- 
ted States. E l 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That from and after the 
fourth day of March, eighteen hundred aud forty-nine, and 
util another census and apportionment shall be made, the 

te of Wisconsin shall be entitled to three Representatives 
n the Congress of the United States. 


Mr. LINCOLN moved to reconsider the vote 
y which the bill was passed. He stated to the 
ouse that he had made this motion for the pur- 
ose of obtaining an opportunity to say a few 
ords in relation to a point raised in the course of 
he debate on this bill, which he would now pro- 
ed to make, if in order. The point in the case 
o which he referred arose on the amendment that 
as submitted by the gentleman from Vermont 
Mr. ee a Committee of the Whole on 
he state of the Union, and which was afterwards 
newed in the House, in relation to the question 
hether the reserved sections, which, by some 
ills heretofore passed, by which an appropriation 
f land had been made to Wisconsin, had been 
nhanced in value, should be reduced to the mini- 
um, price of the public lands. ‘The question of 
e reduction in value of those sections was to him, 
t this time, a matter very nearly of indifference. 
e was inclined to desire that Wisconsin should 
e-obliged by having it reduced. But the gentle- 
an from Indiana, [Mr. C. B. Smiru,} the chair- 
an of the Committee on the Territories, yesterday 
ssociated that question with the general ques- 
on, which is now to some extent agitated in 
ongress, of making appropriations of alternate 
ctions of land to aid the States in making inter- 
l improvements, and enhancing the price of the 
ctions reserved; and the gentleman from Indiana 
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took ground against that policy. He did not make 
any special argument in favor of Wisconsin; but 
he took ground generally against the policy of 
giving alternate sections of land, and enhancing the 
price of the reserved sections. Now he (Mr. L.) 
did not, at this time, take the floor for the purpose 
of attempting to make an argument on the general 
subject. He rose simply to protest against the 
doctrine which the gentleman from Indiana had 
avowed in the course of what he (Mr. L.) could 
not but consider an unsound argument. 

it might, however, be true, for anything he 


knew, that the gentleman from Indiana might con- 


vince him that -his argument was sound; but he 
(Mr. L.) feared that gentleman would not be able 
to convince a majority in Congress that it was 
sound. It was true, the question appeared in a dif- 
ferent aspect to persons in consequence of a differ- 
ence in the point from which they looked at it. It 
did not look to persons residing east of the moun- 
tains as it did to those who lived among the ‘public 
lands. But, for his part, he would state that if 
Congress would make a donation of alternate sec- 
tions of public land for the purpose of internal im- 
provements in his State, and forbid the reserved 
sections being sold at $1 25, he should be glad to 
see the appropriation made; though he should pre- 
fer it if the reserved sections were not enhanced in 
price. He repeated, he should be glad to have 
such appropriations made, even though the reserv- 
ed sections should be enhanced in price. He-did 
not wish to be understood as concurring in any in- 
timation that they would refuse to receive such an 
appropriation of alternate sections of land because a 
condition enhancing the price of the reserved sec- 
tions should be attached thereto. He believed his 

osition would now be understood; iffnot, he feared 

e should not be able to make himself understood. 

But before he took his seat he would remark that 
the Senate, during the present session, had passed 
a bill making appropriations of land on that prin- 
ciple for the benefit of the State in which he re- 
sided—the State of Illinois. The alternate sections 
were to be given for the purpose of constructing 
roads, and the reserved sections were to be en- 
hanced in value in consequence. When that bill 
came here for the action of this House—it had 
been received and was now before the Committee 
on Public Lands—he desired much to see it passed 
as it was, if it could be putin no more favorable 
form for the State of Illinois. When it should be 
before this House, if any member from a section 
of the Union in which these lands did not lie, 
whose interest might be less than that which he 
felt, should propose a reduction of the price of the 
reserved sections to $] 25, he should be much 
obliged; but he did not think it would be well for 
those who came from the section of the Union in 
which the lands lay to do so. He wished it, then, 
to be understood that he did not join in the war- 
fare against the principle which had engaged the 
minds of some members of Congress who were 
favorable to improvements in the western coun- 
try. 

‘There was a good deal of force, he admitted, in 
what fell from the chairman of the Committee on 
Territories. It might be that there was no precise 
justice in raising the ae of the reserved sections 
to $2 50 per acre. It might be proper that the 
price should be enhanced to some extent, though 
not to double the usual price; but he should be glad 
to have such an appropriation with the reserved 
sections at $2 50; he should be better pleased to 
have the price of those sections at something less; 
and he should be still better pleased to have them 
without any enhancement at all. 

There was one portion of the argument of the 
gentleman from Indiana, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, [Mr. Smiru,] which he 
wished to take occasion to say that he did not 
view as unsound. He alluded to the statement 
that the General Government was-interested in 
these internal im oe being made, inasmuch 
as they increased the value of the lands that were 
unsold, and they enabled the Government to sell 
lands which could notbe sold without them. Thus, 
then, the Government gained by internal improve- 
ments, as well as by the general good which the 
people derived from them, and it might be, there- 
fore, that the lands should not be sold for more 
than $1 50 instead of the price being doubled. He, 
however, merely mentioned this in passing, for he 
only rose to state, as the principle of giving these 
lands for the purposes which he had mentioned had 
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been laid hold of and considered favorably, and as 
tire were some gentlemen who had constitutional 
scruples about giving money for these purposes, 
who would not hesitate to give land, that he was 
not willing to have it undersood that he was one 
of those who, made war against that principle. 
This wasall he desired to say, and having accom- 
plished the object with which he rose, he with- 
drew his motion to reconsider, 


POSTMASTERS’ COMMISSIONS. 

Mr. BOCOCK called up a motion made by him 
on the 18th ultimo to reconsider the vote by which 
the House passed an act in amendment of an act 
entitled ‘“ An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act 
to reduce the rates of postage, to limit the use and 
correct the abuse of the franking privilege, and for 
the prevention of fraud on the revenues of.the Post 
Office Department,’ ’’ passed the 3d of March, 1845. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on the 


motion to reconsider; and at the same time an-. 


nounced that the bill had been obtained from the 
Senate, and was consequently before the House. 

Mr. BOCOCK then spoke in explanation of his 
purpose, which more particularly referred to the 
compensation by commissions of the postmasters, 
and the mode of calculating those commissions, 
which he contended were an inadequate remunera- 
tion for the services rendered. 

Mr. VINTON moved the previous question. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. Decided in the negative 
by yeas and nays: Yeas 40, nays 115. 

Mr. VINTON, at the request of Mr. Gocgain, 
withdrew the motion for the previous question. 

Mr. GOGGIN made a statement of facts show- 
ing the deficiency in the compensation of certain 
classes of deputy postmasters, and explained cer- 
tairamendments which he wished to offer to remedy 
the obvious injustice under which these small offi- 
cers now labored; and in the course of his remarks 
yielded to Mr. STARKWEATHER, who made a brief 
statement bearing on the same point. 

Mr. G., in compliance with hiis pledge, renewed 
the demand for the previous question, which was 
seconded, and the main question was ordered, be- 
ing first on the motion to reconsider. 

he question being taken, the vote was recon- 
sidered. 
' The question recurring on the passage of the 
ill— 

Mr. GOGGIN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill had been ordered to be engrossed, 
in order to enable him to offer the amendments 
which he had indicated. | 

The motion to reconsider not being in order, as 
coming too late, after some conversation as to the 
proper mode of effecting what seemed to be a gen- 
erally desired amendment, the bill was recommitted 
for this purpose to the Committee on the Post 
office and Post Roads. | 


REVOLUTIONARY AND OTHER PENSIONS. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Coss, of Georgia, in the chair.) 

The committee took up the bill making appro- 
priations for the payment of revolutionary and other 
pensions of the United States for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1849, which was under consider- 
ation on the 12th of April last. 


When the committee were Jast in session on this 


bill, Mr. Vinron moved to amend the item “ for 
revolutionary pensions under the act of the 18th of 
March, 1818, $4,122 57,” by striking out four thou- 
sand and inserting ‘‘in addition to an unexpended 
balance remaining in the treasury of $83,877 43, 
fourteen thousand;”’ so as to increase the appro- 
priation from four to fourteen thousand one hundred. 
and twenty-two dollars and fifty-seven cents, in 
addition to the unexpended balance. _ 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut? addressed 
the committee. More than two months since (said 
he) I called the attention of the House to some very 
serious errors in the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. They were of a character to require 
either an acknowledgment of their correctness of 
an explanation of theapparent discrepancies. Such 
an explanation was promised by the ex-chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, but has not 
been given. A month since, the official organ of 
the Administratn promised the next day to give 
an official statement in relation to theeharges which 
I had made, but no such statement has been giyen. 
Some letter-writers, apparently in the confidence 
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May If, 


of some of the officers of the treasury, have, in that 
paper and others, made general denials of any serj 
ous mistakes, and charged me with disingenuou 
ness‘and unfairness in my charges against the Sec- 
retary, but attempted no explanation of the errors 
pointed out. l 

At last, sir, after so long a time, and after much 
labor at the department in furnishing materials, 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance in the 
Senate has undertaken a labored exposition of the 
affairs of the treasury, in a speech delivered on the 
22d March, and first published about two weeks 
thereafter. As there has been no explanation fur- 
nished by any member of this House, and as this 
was clearly designed as substantially not only an 
authorized but an official vindication of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, I propose to examine Its 
main positions. 

The design of the speech was plainly to explain 
the Whole subject of the loans and treasury notes 
issued under the acts of 22d July, 1846, and 28th 
January, 1847, and to show that the Secretary had 
not committed the errors charged. 

I shall endeavor to show that the figures of the 
honorable chairman—of the Register of the Treas- 
ury in his statement, on which those of the chair- 
man are based—and in the general statement of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in the beginning of his 
report on the finances, in relation to the treasury 
notes and loans under these two acts, are grossly 
erroneous; notin one or two instances, but in almost 
every instance—not that there are errors in their 
statements, but that in scarcely an instance are they 
correct. Nor are they errors running through an 
entire statement, arising out of one or two errors 
which might thus affect the subsequent result, but 
the mistakes are various and independent; they are 
not of small sums, but of very large amounts. 

-On a former occasion J pointed out a number of 
very gross mistakes in the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and endeavored to show, from 
that document and the accompanying tables, the 
nature and extent of these errors. It is now ac- 
knowledged that one of these mistakes, of a very 
large amount, was committed. No attempt is 
made to explain or correct my statements in rela- 
tion to the others. Ít is now officially or semi- 
officially admitted that the Secretary committed a 
blunder in his annual official report to Congress of 
at least $1,401,900. When this was first pointed 
out by me, it was denied that there was any such 
mistake. 

Iam aware that the honorable Senator has la- 
bored very much to show that the error is not in an 
over-statement of his means, but in an under-state- 
ment of expenditures. It isnot very material which, 
so long as the error is acknowledged to be a seri- 
ous one in the statement of the actual receipts 
and expenditures of the Government, requiring a 
larger Joan than called for by about a million and 
a half of dollars. I may well leave the Senator to 
settle the matter with the officers at the treasury. 
I do not, however, agree with him; and, unless all 
the printed tables in the Secretary’s report bearing 
on this point are wrong, the Senator is himself 
wrong. I need not add, Í think, to what I said.on 
a former occasion to show this. If hereafter it 
should be deemed important to show when and in 
what way this error arose, I will go more fully 
into it. As it now stands, from all the official 
statements accompanied by this authorized expla- 
nation, it is, I think, apparent that the Secretary 
did not possess the means which he publicly stated 
the department to possess: that he had not the 
treasury notes on hand that he said he had by 
about a million and a half of dollars. At the time 
when these charges were made, an advertisement 
had been issued for proposals for $5,000,000 of 
treasury notes, which were said to be in the hands 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, which he was 
authorized gunder the law to reissue. When the 
bids had been received for the stock, the amount 
which he could deliver was found to be abouta 
million and a half less than he had advertised. 
Various apologies were given in the papers and 
elsewhere for this deficiency. ‘The Secretary had 
forgotten that he had sold to some State or indi- 
vidaal a million of doHars of the notes, and to some 
one else half a million, &c. The true reason 
doubtless, and the one which should have been 
honestly avowed, was, that the Secretary had pro- 
pes to sell more notes by at least $1,401,900 than 

e could by Jaw sell; and having at last discov- 
ered the error, he withdrew the notes from market. 


It is very obvious, if this gross mistake had not 
been pointed out, and he had followed out his own 
calculations, as contained in his report, that there 
would have been an illegal and excessive issue of 
treasury notes to the acknowledged extent of at 
least $1,401,900. 7 

In the speech of the chairman of Finance of the 
Senate, to which I have referred, he says: 

‘Ifthe honorable Senator will have patience, I believe 
that, before I get through, I shall be able to show that there 
can be no mistake in the financial statements of the Secre- 
tary, with the exception of one, which I will hereafter 


explain, and which was discovered in the Committee on 
Finance.” 


And subsequently: 


« But, sir, as I have before intimated, there is an error in 


. the financial statements of the Secretary’s report. It is but 


justice to say that it was first discovered in the Committee 
on Finance, and it is due to my friend from Virginia (Mr. 
Hunter] to remark that from him first came the suggestion 
as to the nature of the mistake. It was communicated to 
the departinent first verbally, and afterwards (on the 25th of 
February) by letter to the Register of the Treasury.” 


It seems to be considered of great importance by 
the honorable chairman who it was that ‘‘ first dis- 
covered’’ this error. Ido not consider it an evi- 
dence of very wonderful astuteness to discover 
mistakes in the reports of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; the wonder is, that he should have made 
them. If, however, a patent is to be issued for 
this discovery, I shall claim the letters patent my- 
self. Long before the time referred to, I pointed 
out these errors to the officers of the Treasury, and 
the Register of the Treasury furnished me, under 
his own hand, the statement on the subject, which 
is printed at length in the published copy of my 
former speech, which he furnished as showing that 
the error had not been committed, and not to show 
how it had been made. 

It may well be asked, whether this is all? 
Whether the error is not still greater? Whether 
the Secretary has withheld enough from market? 
Whether there is not now an over issue of treas- 
ury notes? If this is so, who is responsible? Can 
the Secretary relieve himself by talking of registers 
and clerks? If so, it is time that Congress make 
their own examinations. 

But, sir, although I am exceedingly unwilling 
to trespass again upon the time of the House on 
this subject, the course which has been taken 
leaves me no choice; I cannot permit the matter 
to rest here. This acknowledgment of mistake, 
tardily and reluctantly given, is itself, I think, short 
of the truth, and no answer is given to the other 
errors and discrepancies which I pointed out. 

There is appended to the speech of the honorable 
chairman an official statement from the Register of 
the Treasury ‘‘ explanatory of the loans and treas- 
ury notes authorized by acts of 1846 and 1847.”’ 
Upon this statement all the facts and figures of the 
chairman of Finance in the Senate on the subject of 
treasury notes are based. Every statement made 
by him is but a combination, in one form or other, 
of the figures contained in and derived from his 
statement. This is also the same statement which 
was furnished me by the Register of the Treas- 
ury, and which is printed at length in my former 
speech. 

I propose to show, from the tables connected 
with the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and statements since furnished by the department, 
in whole and in part, in the results and in the de- 
tails, this statement is entirely erroneous. 

Since I last addressed the House on this subject, 
I find that the attention of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Expenditures has been called to it. One of the 
members, my honorable friend from Pennsylva- 
nia, [Mr. Srroum,] a most intelligent and compe- 
tent gentleman, has spent much time and labor in 
the investigation, and has obtained from the books 
in the department an accurate statement of facts 
and figures on various points, and especially in 
relation to the treasury notes and loans under the 
acts of 1846 and 1847. This statement he has fur- 
nished me. ‘The points of inquiry were presented 
by himself. A portion of the answers were fur- 
nished to him personally by the officers in the 
department and taken down by him, and the resi- 
due were subsequently furnished by those officers. 
I need not say to those who know him that the 
honorable member has given the subject a most 
intelligent and thorough examination, and that the 
results of his labors are of great value. I shall 
have frequent occasion to refer to them. 

The following is the statement of the Register of 


the Treasury, to which I have referred, and each 
part of which I propose to examine separately : 
REGISTER’S OFFICE, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Statement explanatory of the Loans and Treasury Notes au- 


thorized by Acts of ¥846 and 1847. 

Amount received for treasury notes and loans under acts of 
1846 and 1847, during the fiscal year ending 30th June, 
1847, per Secretary’s report... ...... coes.. $25,679,199 45 

Deduct treasury notes redeemed under acts 
of 1846 and 1847, being part ef the sum of 
$2,361,397 07, included under the head of 
reimbursement of treasury notes, for same 
year, the difference being for notes redeemed 


under other acts...... osseo PE cocceee 2,167,700 CO 


23,511,499 45 
Amount Feeeived for treasury notes and loans 
during the quarter ending the 30th Septein- 
ber, 1847, omitted. in the financial statement 
in Secretary’s report, but contained in the 


table referred to in that statement.... 6,915,078 00 


3U,426,577 45> 
Deduct treasury notes reimbursed under acts 
of 1846 and 13847, being part of the sum of 
$2,385,329 63, included under the head of re- 
demption oftreasury notes and interestinthe 
sane quarter, the differenee being for treasu- 
ry notes issued undcr other acts, andinterest. 2,242,350 09 


23,184,227 45 


wooeee 


Deduct also treasury notes redeemed and fund- 
ed, issued under acts prior to act of 22d July, 


1846, also part.of said sum of $2,385,329 63 67,622 00 


28,116,605 45 
Deduct also the amount of treasury notes 
issued under acts of 1846 and 1847, which 
were in the hands of accounting officers on 
the Ist of Octoher, 1847, and not covered by 
warrant, but which notes, when covered, 
will make the charge against the Treasury 
equal to the notes converted into stock or 
received for public dues....... cecceceece oe 
, 26,714,705 45 
Add amount of treasury notes and stoek avail- 
able for the remainder of the fiscal year end- 
ing 30th June, 1848; see statement G, ac- 
companying Secretary’s report........ o... 6,285,294 55 


#33.000.000 0V 


The first entry is: ‘“ Amount received for treas- 
‘ury notes and loans, under acts of 1846 and 1847, 
‘during the fiscal year ending 30th of June, 1847, 
‘per Secretary ’s report, $25,679,199 45.” 

This is the same sum given by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in his official report, on the first. 


page, under the head of ‘* receipts and expendi- 


tures for the fiscal ending 30th June, 1847.” 
By table A, accompanying that report, is given 
a detailed-** statement of. the duties, revenues, and 
ublic expenditures during the fiscal year ending 
5 une 30, 1847, agreeably to warrants issued, ex- 
clusive of trust funds.” ‘Phis table purports, among 
other things, to contain the items of this sum of 
$25,679,199 45, which are as follows: 


Avails of treasury notes issued under act of July 22, 1846, 
after deducting $1,931,000, which were funded under the 
act of January 28, 1847......... seu wid os «> 85,506,800 00 

Avails of treasurv notes issued under act of 
January 28, 1847,after deducting $1,221 ,850, 
which were funded under the said act.... 11,149,300 00 


Avails of loan under act of July 22, 1846..... 4,888,149 45 
Avails of loan under act of January, 28, 1847, 

after deducting $40,350, which were fund- 

e ®esovene @eee@on en 8e0n 888 @©eeeee COC BBE e & 4,134,950 00 


$25,679,199 45 


A statement, still more in detail, has been fur- 
nished to the Committee on Public Expenditures, 
from the books at the treasury. The amount of 
treasury notes which are here stated to have been 
“funded under act of January 28, 1847,” of 
$1,931,000, appears, by the statement procured for 
the Committee on Public Expenditures, to have 
been $1,683,300—a discrepancy of $247,700. 

The sum said to have been funded in the secona 
entry, of $1,221,850, appears, from the same au. 
E to have been $1,132,550—a discrepancy c 
? These together show the error in the report, | 
the figures furnished at the department be correct 
to be $336,000. 

The fourth item is “avails of loan under the ac 
of January 28, 1837, after deducting $40,350, whic! 
were funded, $4,134,950.”’ 

_ This item appears to be composed of the follow 
ing amounts: 

Treasury notes, per act of July 22, 1846, funded.. $1,683, 

Do da Jan. 28, 1847, funded.. 1,192, 

Do __i per acts prior to July 22, °46,funded 36,2 


Money deposited for stock, under loan of 28th Jan- 
arya llera arenosa causes 


(E E a . 2 


4,1 19,0 
Dedu COs 585.0565 5 4h ewes 66S ek eek eee ” 40,3 


AGE. 


It will be perceived that the sum of $40,350 de- 
ducted is said to be “ notes which were funded” 
under prior acts, as 1s supposed, of course. This 
sum, therefore, is for the same thing as the sum of 

6,250; and the childish act is performed of ma- 

ing the entry in the accouat, and immediately 
afterwards deducting it from the same side of the 
same account; and to make the transaction the 
more remarkable, it is stated to be $4,100 less in 
the one case than the other. 

I think that the true amount of stock used to 
fund notes of prior acts should be entered as a part 
ef the avails of the loan, and should not be de- 
ducted. It was merely so much stock used to 

ay an old debt, and it is the same as if the stock 
fad been sold, and the money so applied. 

These mistakes show a serious error in the first 
item in the report of the Register of the Treasury, 
and that the sum of $25,679,199 45 is incorrect. 

2. The second entry in the Register’s statement 
is as follows: ‘‘ Deduct treasury notes redeemed, 
under acts of 1846 and 1847, being part of the sum 
of $2,361,397 07, included under the head of reim- 
bursement of treasury notes for same year, the 
difference being for notes redeemed under other 
acts, $2,167,700.” 

In table A, accompanying the Secretary’s report, 
under the head of expenditures, is the following 
entry: ‘* Redemption of treasury notes, deducting 
PPR which were funded under the act of 

anuary 28, 1847, $2,361,397 07.” 

It was doubtless proper to deduct the notes so 
funded, but the amount which is deducted as hav- 
ing been funded during the year is not correct, if 
the statement furnished from the books at the treas- 
ury to the Committee on Public Expenditures is 
correct. By that statement, it appears that the 
amount of notes funded during the same year, of 
the issues of 1846 and 1847, is, for the former loan, 
$1,683,300, and that of 1847, $1,132,550, and show- 
ing the same discrepancies as before referred to in 
relation to the first item. 

3. The next sum in the Register’s statement is 
the amount remaining after deducting an erroneous 
amount, and the result is erroneous. 

4. ‘Amount received for treasury notes and 
loans during the quarter ending 30th September, 
1847, omitted in the financial statement in the Sec- 
retary’s report, but contained in the table referred 
to in that statement, $6,915,078.” 

This large amount is the one originally omitted 
in the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
which he at last discovered, very luckily, before 
the loan bill was finally acted upon. All the ma- 
terials dre not in my possession to enable me to 
judge whether the item is correct or not. 

5. The next.amount ‘of $30,426,577 45, being 
the sum of the last two amounts, is of course er- 
roneous. 

6. ‘“ Deduct treasury notes reimbursed under 
acts of 1846 and 1847, being part of the sum of 
$2,385,329 63, included under the head of treas- 
ay notes and interest, in the same quarter, the 
difference being for treasury notes issued under 
other acts and interest, $2,242,350.”’ 

7. “ Deduct also treasury notes redeemed, and 
funded, issued under acts prior to act of 22d July, 
1846, also part of said sum of $2,385,329 63, 
$67,622.” i 

I have placed these two sums in connection, as 
they are, in fact, connected. There appears to be 


` a series of mistakes connected with these two 


L 


i 
| 
} 


| 
4 
consider it at length. 


i 


amounts. I pointed out in my former speech the 
manifest mistake in relation to this sum of $67,622. 
The error is still persisted in. It is not so import- 


' ant in amount, being only a mistake of about 


$135,000; but, as it seems to be claimed that it is 
no mistake whatever, and is still paraded in the 
treasury statements, and its correctness vouched 
for in such high quarters, and an error here affects 
the accuracy of subsequent statements in the re- 
port of the Register of the Treasury, I propose to 


it appears that the outstanding treasury notes 


_ issued prior to 1846, was, on the 1st of December, 


i 
Ld 
r 
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1846, $388,030 97. By table F, in the Secretary’s 
report, it appears that the amount outstanding of 
these notes, December 1, 1847, was $239,789 31. 
Of course the amount redeemed during the year 
was $148,241 66, and not $143,441 66, as stated 


in table E of the Secretary’s report. .It also ap- 


. 
. 


pears, from the same table F, that a portion of these 
notes were funded, amounting to. $77,178. This 
is supposed to represent the same notes as are de- 
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scribed in the above statement of the Register of 
“the Treasury as *‘ notes redeemed and funded, 
issued under acts prior to act of 22d July, 1846,” 
$67 ,622. 

The chairman of the Committee on Finance in 
the Senate acknowledges the error of $1,401,900. 
I endeavored to show that the amount was in those 
statements $1,537,144. If the above statement is 
correct, it would be about $20,000 more. This 
error of erroneously deducting the $67,622, or 
$77,178, is persisted in. It is an error. The ob- 
ject is to show the amount of treasury notes and 
loan available. This is found by showing the 
amount which has been heretofore used in ex- 
change for specie, and in payment of debts, deduct- 
ing the amount *“‘ redeemed.’’ In this statement 
of the amount ‘‘ redeemed” is entered this sum of 
$67,622, and thus much diminishes the amount of 
& avails,” and increases the amount available in 
future. This is wrong. A portion of the stock 
authorized under the loans of 1846 and 1847, is 
used to pay an old debt. The amount of stock 
thus used, is properly placed as a part of the avails 
of these notesand loan. The stock is outstanding, 
and constitutes a part of the public debt. It was 
applied to pay treasury notes issued under former 
acts. This is the same as if applied to pay any 
other debt, and that is the same as if it had been 
exchanged for specie, and that specie applied to 
pay. that debt, or for any other purpose. The 
stock is outstanding, a debt against the Govern- 
ment. So much of the loans of 1846 and 1847 
have been used. It cannot be used again. It di- 
minishes the amount on hand. If it is said that 
this is merely a payment of an old debt by a new 
one, it is true; but nothing to the purpose. Much 
of this loan has been very properly so applied. 
The amount of stock or notes on hand is as effect- 
ually exhausted by taking up an old loan, or pay- 
ing any old debt, as by exchanging the amount for 
specie. Surely nothing can be more evident, and 
yet the Department of the Treasury, and the friends 
of theSecretary and Administration in both Houses 
of Congress, persist in this gross error. The ques- 
tion is, whether the amount of the avails of treas- 
ury notes and loans of 1846 and 1847 for the 
quarter is reduced, because a part of the notes or 
loan is applied to pay this old debt. These notes 
are not reissuable, but are cancelled when paid, 
like any other debt, and just so much of the loans 
of 1846 and 1847, as is used to pay them, does 
most clearly so much reduce the balance remain- 
ee of the notes and loans of 1846 and 

47. 

It will be seen, by a reference to the statement of 
the Register, that the amount of $67,622 is twice 
deducted from the avails of the notes for the quar- 
ter. First it is deducted as a part of the sum of 
$2,385,329 63, or, which gives the same result, of 
$2,242,350, from the sum of $30,426,577 45; and, 
having thus much reduced the avails of the treas- 
ury notes, it is again deducted from those avails 
thus reduced. Instead of being deducted from the 
avails of treasury notes, it should have been de- 
ducted from the sum of $2,385,329 63, and so 
much reduced the amount to be subtracted from 
the avails of treasury notes. If it is claimed that 
the act of January 28, 1847, authorized the issue 
of stock beyond the $33,000,000, to provide treas- 
ury notes issued under prior acts—which I do not 
admit—it does not relieve the difficulty. I cannot 
but think that this sum is entirely wrong, and that 
no such sum exists on the books of the treasury. 
It purports to bea part of the sum of $2,385,329 
63. By the statement furnished to the Committee 
on Public Expenditures, the items of this sum ap- 
pear, and the only entry of treasury notes funded 
under prior acts for the quarter ending October 1, 
1847, is the sum of $22,478. 

Sand 9. The two sums of $28,184,227 45 and 
428,116,605 45, on account of these errors and 
those previously pointed out, are of course far 
from the true amounts. 

10. ‘* Deduct also the amount of treasury notes 
issued under acts of 1846 and 1847 which were in 
the hands of the accounting officers on the Ist 
October, 1847, and not covered by warrants, but 
which notes, when covered, will make the charge 
against the treasury equal to the notes converted 
into stock or received for public dues, $1,401,900.” 

If I am right in the positions which have been 
taken in relation to the previous entries in this 
statement, the inevitable conclusion is, that this 
last amount is purely fictitious, given entirely at 
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random, and to force a balance. Tf this:be so, it 
destroys all confidence in the statements of the 
Treasury Department, and shows not only confu- 
sion but recklessness. It is a very serious matter, 
indeed, if, when purporting to furnish officially a 
statement of facts as actually appearing on the 
books of the treasury, an officer at the department 
furnishes at random, and without knowledge or 
examination, the figures necessary to balance the 
account. I am by no means sure that I understand 
the explanation of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
or Register, if he is the responsible person; but if 
I do, the explanation sought to be given in no way 
relieves the difficulty; and if there were any such 
sum, the error would not be obviated at all. 

11, 12, 13. The then remaining sums of $26,- 
714,705 45, $6,285,294 55, and $33,000,000, being 
the results of the previous erroneous calculations, 
are of course themselves grossly wrong. The 
sum of $6,285,294 55 was not the true amount of 
treasury notes available for the remainder of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1848, and the full 
amount of $33,000,000 is not the true result of the 
previous figures in this statement of the Register 
of the Treasury. 

I have thus shown that the whole of this state- 
ment of the Register is wrong, and that there is no 
soundness whatever in it; that scarcely one indi- 
vidual entry out of the thirteen is right; but they 
are very far from the truth, provided the recent 
statements furnished at the Treasury Department 
are correct. 

In the course of this investigation, I have thus 
sustained the positions assumed by me in my for- 
mer speech, except so far as I have shown that 
the tables themselves connected with the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury are wrong. On 
the basis of that report no position then assumed has 
been successfully assailed, but al] are, as I suppose, 
fully vindicated. 

I have not time or patience to give a full detail 
of numerous other errors pointed out by my hon- 
orable friend from Pennsylvania, derived from the 
books and officers at the department. I will con- 
tent myself, and relieve the House from these dry 
details, with giving the results as they are exhib- 
ited by his very full and precise statements on 
some of the points. 

The discrepancies shown by bringing down the 
statement to the first December, 1847, in relation 
to these treasury notes issued under the two acts 
of 1846 and 1847 are as follows: 

As to the amount of- stock issued under the act 
of July, 1846, the report of the Secretary and the 
statement of the committee differ $115,200. 

As to the stock issued under the act of January 
28, 1847, $1,050,452. 

As to the notes outstanding under the act of) 
1846, the difference is $178,150; and, under the act 
of 1847, $1,437,400. . 

As to the amount of notes and loan available at the 
Treasury, December 1, 1847, under the act of 1846, 
$293,350, and under the act of 1847, $386,950. 

There is only one of the propositions taken by 
me in my former speech which now remains tobe 
briefly noticed: 

«7. That the statement of the amount of public debt and 
interest paid during the year ending December 1, 1847, is 
more than $10,400,000, as shown by table E, and less, as 


shown by table Q, than $9,300,000 for seventeen months, 
embracing the period mentioned in table E.” 


This discrepancy is admitted, but no attempt is_ 
made to explain it. It is a practical and interest- 
ing question how much of our public debt has been 
paid during the year. It would seem to be an 
easy question to answer. The head of the Treas- 
ury Department has undertaken to answer it. In 
one place he says that in twelve months it was 
Pete Ge 14, and in another place that it was 

ut $9,045,511 35 for seventeen months, including 
the same twelve months. In other words, that the 
amount paid in the whole seventeen months was 
$1,219,103 06 less than in three-quarters of that 
time. l 

I ask, sir, does the Secretary know himself how 
much of the public debt was paid during the times 
mentioned? If so, is it to insult or deceive Con- 
gress that such a statement is sent to us? Formy 
own part, I do not suppose that the Secretary had 
any idea whatever on the subject, otherwise how 
could so monstrous a mistake have been commit- 
ted? Is it true that the books in the department 
are in so vicious a system or so badly kept that on 
a point like this they congadict each other, and 
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"money out of the treasury, are first signed by hiin. 
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May Il, 


the Secretary knows so little about the whole mat- 
ter, that, not knowing what is right, he sends in 
both, and leaves Congress to guess for themselves ? 
If he cannot tell how much we have paid during 
the year, does he know how much we owe withany 
certainty or accuracy? Has he any better means 
of knowing the amount received into or paid out 
of the treasury for any other purpose? Can he tell 
the amount in the treasury? If a thief shonld steal 
by night, or a dishonest agent should abstract a 
few hundred thonsands at a time, would he know 
it? If the department is in such a condition as to 
render it necessary to make such inconsistent state- 
ments, to the extent of millions of dollars, in rela- 
tion to the public debt, what is the security about 
anything connected with this department? NS 
Did my time permit, I would inquire why it is 
that the Secretary considers the exchange of stock 
for treasury notes as a payment of the public debt? 
Why is it that in a “statement of the amount of 
the public debt paid from the Ist December, 1846, 
tothe Ist December, 1847,” he includes some three 
millions, more or less, being the amount of stock 
issued in exchange for treasury notes? Does the 
Secretary regard this operation as a payment? If 
s0, it will be an exceedingly easy matter for the 
Government to relieve itself from the $100,000,000 
of debt which my honorable colleague in the Sen- 
ate [Mr. Nites] supposes will be against us on 
the ist July next, if the treaty of peace is ratified 
with Mexico. I cannot, however, enlarge upon 
this and sundry other vagaries of the Secretary. 
Now, sir, what is the excuse for all this? He 
makes no excuse publicty to Congress, which is 
his duty, but leaves it for the writers in the Gov- 


ernment organ and other newspapers to make his | 


lame and discreditable apology. ‘The attempt is to 


screen the head of the department by charging the | 


blunders upon subordinate officers, to cast off the 
responsibility from the shoulders where the law- 
has placed it, upon some subordinate. When, in 
obedience to law, he has made his statements to 


_ Congress of the past receipts and expenses of the 


Government, and these are found to be grossly 
erroneous, is the Secretary to turn an inquiring and 
indignant Congress and people to a Register, and 
he to an aged clerk, and that clerk to a younger 
one, and soon? What are the duties of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury? His general duties the 
law prescribes as follows, in the ‘ act to establish 
the Treasury Department,” af September 2, 1789: 


‘Sec. 1. The Secretary of the Treasury is to be ‘ deemed 
the head of the Department,’ &c. 

“Sec. 2 That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to digest and prepare plans for the improvement 
and management of the revenue, and for the support of pub- 
lic credit ; to prepare and report estimates of the public rev- 
enue ; to decide on the forms of kecping and stating accounts 
and making returns; and to grant, under the limitations 
herein established, or to be hereafter provided, all warrants 
for moneys to be issued from the treasury in pursuance of 
appropriations by law, &c., and generally to perform all such 
services in relation to the finances as he shall be directed to 
perform.”—1 Stat. at Large, 65, 66. 


In addition to these plain provisions of the law, 
I refer the House to a most able report made some 
years since by a committee of Congress on the 
duties of the different officers of the Treasury De- 
partment. It points out the duties of the Secretary 
as follows: 

‘¢ The Secretary of the Treasury superintends the collec- 
tion and receipts and the disbursement of public moneys. In 
consequence of this, all authorities for transferring them 
from one public agent to another, or for the final disburse- 
ment of them, originate with him. He directs the drawing 
of moneys into the treasury, and regulates the tiine, manner, 
and circumstances, subject to the sanctions prescribed by 
Jaw, and judges exclusively of the other officers of the de- 
partment when and what disbursements are tu be made, sub- 
ject nevertheless to the check of the Comptroller, who, in 
countersigning warrants, is jointly responsible with him for 
their being conformable to appropriations by Jaw; and to the 
further check and settlement of the accounts of all persons 
to whom he may have caused advances of public money 
by the Auditor and Comptroller. Alt warrants for the pay- 
ment of money into the treasury, or for the payment of 
It is 
also his duty tu decide on the forms of keeping all public 
accounts.”? 


What is understood by the Secretary’s being 
the ‘ head” of the Treasury Department? Is it 
not meant that he shall superintend and direct the 
affairs of the department; that he shall distribute 
among the different officers and clerks their appro- 
priate duties; direct the modes of keeping the ac- 
counts, and cause to be furnished the materials 
necessary for fully understanding the condition of 
the public treasury, and to enable him to make his 
reports to Congress; in a word, that he should be 

% . 


ED 


the head, as the clerks and other officers are the || were not only his peculi . 
hands—that he should devise, arrange, digest, and, | duty. ot only his peculiar province, but his sole 


they execute the labors assigned them? 
he specific duties of the Secretary in relation to 
treasury notes are as follows: 

« That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to report to Congress, at the cominencementof each ses- 
sion, the amount of treasury notes which have been issued 
under the provisions of thisact; the amount redeemed, and 
the manner in which redeemed; the amount purchased, and 
of whom, and at what time purchased; and the amount re- 
issued, stating in lieu of which redemption they are reissued, 
with the'date of such reissue, during the preceding year.’— 
Stat. 2d sess. Wih Uong., Wth Jan., 1847, sec. 22. 


Although, sir, the Secretary is required by law 
‘to report to Congress, at the commencement of 
each session, the amount [of treasury notes] re- 
issued, stating in lieu of which redemption they 
are reissued, with the date of such reissue during 
the preceding year,” he has not seen fit to make 
any such: report; and,as I am informed by the 
honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. 
Srroum,] he has not learned from the department 
—what seems to me almost incredible—that any 
account whatever has been kept at the department 
at all of the treasury notes reissued, either the 
amount, or date, or in lieu of which redemption 
they are reissued. ? 

I wish to know, sir, whether this violation of 
the plain and positive statute is the fault of a clerk 
or of a register; and I ask, what apology is given 
for the omission of these important entries? No 
one of the duties presented by this section of the 
act has been intelligibly and correctly performed; 
and one important branch is entirely omitted, not 


only in the report, but, as I suppose, in the books | 


themselves. 

It is certainly true that clerks may commit mis- 
takes in their accounts for moderate amounts, 
which may escape detection of the most careful 
and competent persons; but these are not such 
mistakes at all. Those to which I formerly referred 
all appear on the face of the Secretary’s own report, 
with the exception of one table furnished by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. It was clearly theduty 
of the Register, if he has any duty whatever to 
perform, from the materials furnished by his own 
officers, to make a plain and clear statement of the 
main facts to Congress, divested of all the techni- 
calities of clerks or registers. The only materials 
which I then had was from his own report and the 
accompanying tables, and he certainly had the 
same. In the first place, it was his duty to correct 
the obvious errors appearing on the face of some 
of the tables, or by comparison of them. It cer- 
tainly was his peculiar province, in the brief sum- 
mary in the first and second pages.of his report, to 
make a correct use of the materials furnished him, 
and not have made a blunder in the first instance 
of, as he afterwards supposed, $6,915,000, and a 
counter-mistake, now acknowledged, but long de- 
nied, of more than one million four hundred thou- 
sand dollars. That very sum of $6,915,000 was 
actually contained in table B, furnished by the 
Register to the Secretary, and printed with his own 
report, showing the receipts and expenditures of 
the first quarter of the present fiscal year. That 
table was very short, containing but seventeen en- 
tries, and was one of the tables furnished to the 
Secretary to enable him to make his still more 
general statement to Congress. This general state- 
ment is contained in the first three pages of the 
Secretary’s report, and yet he leaves out this most 
important sum from the statement of the actual 
receipts into the treasury during the quarter. 

Truly, Mr. Chairman, if it 1s not the duty of 
the Secretary to attend to such services, I know 
not what his duties are. Next to the fact that 
such blunders could be committed by any head of 
the Treasury, is the scarcely less surprising one 
that such excesses should be made by his friends. 

One word, Mr. Chairman, in relation to the 
statement of domestic exports from this country, 
and the poetic flights of the imaginative Secretary 
to which I referred. 

In many other peetical works the authors often 
so overload the page with copious explanatory 
statements that the notes are said to have run away 
with the poetry. Not so with Mr. Walker. His 

oetry has surely run away with his ‘ notes.” 

e evidently considered these treasury notes as a 
very minor matter, to be left to the registers, and 


clerks, and other drudges about the treasury, and: 


that the field of fiction, the ‘‘ enthusiasm,” the 
wild and extravagant visions as to the future, 


—y 


Since my former speech in relation to the Secre- 


. tary’s report, I have followed out the calculations 


as to the domestic exports of the country on the 
basis furnished by him, for the period of twenty 
pon from the 30th June, 1846, as it was desira- 

le to know what our ability would be to pay up 
these loans which we are making. A young friend 
of mine has done the figuring for me, and informs 
me, that in the year 1866, on the principle of table 
CC in the Secretary’s report, the amount of do- 
mestic exports would be $334,640,302,925 34, esti- 
mating the increase at 48 per cent.; which would 
be more than $16,000 annually, in a population 
of 20,000,000, for every man, woman and child in 
the United States. I do not understand that the 
Secretary supposes that the population of the coun- 
try is also to increase in the same ratio of 48 per 
cent. annually. 

The learned chairman of Finance of the Senate 
seems to think that in 1870 we shall have a popu- 
lation of 38,000,000. “And surely,” says he, 
‘¢this may be considered a sinking fund sufficient 
for a loan of sixteen millions.’” I am willing to 
be liberal on this subject, and call it 40,000,000. 
The amount of domestic exports would average 
for each person over $8,000 annually; and a very 
moderate tax on such enormous exports of three 
cents on a hundred dollars of the export of 1866, or 
$3 upon $10,000, would not only pay off the pal- 
try loan of $16,000,000, but a debt of $100,000,000 
in one year! 

The table as to the increase of tonnage would 
show, if carried out, similar extravagant results, 
although the ratio of iricrease is Jess, and the num- 
ber of vessels and the amount of tonnage less, 
which would lead to this disastrous result: that the 
quantity of our goods to be exported would be far 
greater than the number and tonnage of our ves- 
sels would enable us to transport. 

I do not mean to do the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury injustice. He does not say that this result to 
its full extent will follow, but he does cause to be 
prepared these tables, duly certified, and comments 
upon them as affording an approximation at least 
to the truth, and as furnishing a fair basis of cal- 
culation for the future. 

But, most unluckily for the Secretary, while he 
was yet writing, while his eye, 

« With fine fancy rolling,” 

was kindling with the prospect of the glorious re- 
sult of his free-trade policy, the foundation of the 
whole was sinking under him—like the milkmaid 
in the fable, who suddenly dashed to the ground 
the source of all her wealth, and the foundation of 
her schemes of future grandeur. My honorable 
and respected colleague in the Senate, [Mr. Nixes,} 
in an able speech on the finances a few days since, 
has furnished some important faets on the subject 
of the domestic exports of the country. He has 
shown in that speech, from sources of information 
which he regarded as reliable, that instead of any 
increase, there had been a remarkable decline in 
our domestic exports. His statement is as fol- 
lows: 

« I have a document here which will show the condition 
of our exports for the last six months, and for a correspond- 


ing period last year. It was received from a commercial 
friend in New York: 


Statement of the Exports of eee from this country to 
Great Britain, from September 1, 1847, to March 4, 1848. 


Meal, | Wheat..| Corn. , 
Bbls. | Bushels. | Bushels. 
MITAT 2| 30,913) 177,934| 751,17 
N. Orleans to Feb. 28 13,554| 20,656) 33,195} 22, 
Philadelphia........ 1,535 19,639, = - 76,14 
Baltimore.......... 770| 1,796 4,000} 88,47 
Boston....-....e00- 504] 3,100 - 77,494 
Other ports to Feb. 26 - - - 21,184 
Total ...... stew eatin’ 153,445] 76,104] 215,139) 3,337,204 
The exports for the 
same period a year 
AZO, WETE .......4. ,258,876| 248,852) 1,273,882) 6,931,64 
Decrease. s.s.. eses. 1,105,431| 172,748} 1,058,743| 5,594,436 


“I have computed the value of these exports for each 
period in New York, assuming for last year’s priees #8 50 
for flour, $2 25 for wheat, $5 50 for meat, and $I 12} for 
corn; and for the last period the prices ruling at the present 
time. The total value of the exports for the first period ex- 
ceeds $22,000,000, and those of the last period a little more 
than $2,000,000; showing a difference of over $20,000,000. 
The freights for the first period exceed $3,000,000, and for 
the last are léss than $200,000; so that the loss on the 
freights, had it all gone to American citizens, exceeds the 


1848. 
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whole amount of the exports and freights for the last six - 
months.’ The facts in this statement were taken from the 
Commercial Shipping List, and are presumed to be substan- 
tially correct. 

« This astonishing decline in our exports does not afford 
a very encouraging prospect for our trade the coming year. 
The balance against us the present year will be large, prob- 
ably from twenty to thirty millions. It is ascertained to 
amount to twelve millions the first quarter.’ 

It thus appears that in six months, in the arti- 

cles of wheat, corn, flour, and meal, the exports 
fell off $20,000,000 out of $22,000,000, and that the 
freights on the amount for the first period were more 
than the entire value of the export of the last pe- 
riod. All this was occurring at the very time when 
these absurd calculations were made and presented 
to Congress, and, although: the details were not 
known, the general fact of the great falling off of 
the domestic exports was known to every one, and 
it seems to be incredible that Mr Walker, whose 
pdsition gave him the best meang of knowledge, 
should have been ignorant of the fact, that at the 
very time when he was writing and sending in to 
Congress these fallacious and deceptive calcula- 
tions of the great increase of our exports, those 
exports, instead of increasing, had fallen off in an 
astonishing degree. The fact was contradicting 
the theory, at the very moment when the theorist, 
almost necessarily Knowing the fact, was urging 
his speculations, which were directly in conflict 
with them. 

I am greatly tempted by the ample materials 
furnished by the report of the Secretary to bring 
forward before a reflecting community the lucubra- 
tions of the Secretary, which, if not so absurd as to 
be ridiculous, would have called forth the severest 
public censure for their injurious and disorgan- 
izing Wndency. This is, however, aside from my 
present gag tld my present object being not to 
assail Mr. Walker’s principles or his estimates, 
but to point out his mistakes upon his own princi- 
ples, and to show the utter disorder and confusion 
existing, as might be expected, in his department. 

So far from there being only occasionally an 
error in these statements of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, there is scarcely a correct statement of any 
one amount which 1s given in relation to these 
treasury notes. I am rejoiced that the Committee 
on Public Expenditures have taken the matter in 
hand. I trust that they will not intermit their ef- 
forts until the subject shall be thoroughly investi- 
gated by an actual examination of the books in the 
treasury. The officers at the treasury have given 
statements enough. No two agree, and no one of 
them is entitled to the least confidence. If the com- 
mittee require the aid of a clerk, the House should 
at once grant it. The question is one of very se- 
rious consequence, and the honor as well as inter- 
est of the nation and of the head of the department 
require that the real facts in this matter should be 
ascertained and laid before the country. If this is 
the state of the treasury, what an inducement is 
held out for fraudulent agents and officers in all 
parts of the country to embezzle the funds of the 
Government. They will naturally suppose that 
their small peculations will pass unnoticed in the 
confusion of the finances. 

I have had nothing to say on the estimates of the 
Secretary or to the accruing revenue. Those esti- 
mates may or may not be correct. The whole is 
of course a matter of conjecture. The calculations 
of the most sagacious are frequently disappointed, 
while the most reckless person may sometimes 

uess right. Whenever the enormous errors of 
act and figures of the Secretary’s own report are 
poe out, the only answer is, that the Secretary 

as, at all events, guessed right as to the future 
means of the Government. ` 

Ifthe Secretary of the Treasury makes a mistake 
of seven millions of dollars in stating the amount 
actually received into the treasury during the first 
quarter after he has received it, you are told by his 
friends that, at all events, he can give a capital guess 
what will be received in the next three quarters. 
When another mistake of a million and a half is 
pointed out, it is at first denied that there is any 
mistake, and then it is declared to be of very small 
consequence, and we are given to understand that 
the head of the department is so much occupied 
in conjecturing about the future that he has not 
time to inform himself or any one else of its pres- 
ent condition. l 

It may not, Mr. Chairman, be inappropriate to 
ask of those gentlemen in this House who voted 
for the treasury-note substitute of the minority 


of the Committee of Ways.and Means to the war 
bill of the majority, how it has happened that the 
friends of the Administration in the Senate preferred 
the bill to the substitute—the loan to treasury 
noteS? At the instance of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the honorable gentlemen of the minority: 
of the Committee of Ways and Means were ex- 
ceedingly earnest arid impassioned on the sub- 
ect. 
À It was, indeed, somewhat difficult for my hon- 
orable friend from New York, (Mr. NıcoLL,}] with 
all his ability and ingenuity, to show the import- 
ance of a substitute which (as the amount autho- 
rized to be outstanding under all acts was limited 
to $20,000,000, and the amount at the time out- 
standing was $19,500,000) could only authorize 
an issue at the time of half a million of dollars 
in treasury notes,'and when the only mode of in- 
creasing the issues of treasury notes was by other 
notes being exchanged for stock of the very char- 
acter provided to be issued under the loan bill. 
That honorable gentleman made the most ingenious 
and plausible defence in his power; but, with most 
of the friends of the Administration in the House 
of Representatives, it seemed to be enough that the 
Has was the project of the great financier at the 
ead of the Treasury. The majority in this House 
were charged with a design to embarrass the Ad- 
ministration in carrying on this beautiful war with 
Mexico. The ‘“‘organ” gave the pitch, and all 
the smaller instruments sent forth their discordant 
notes. Barnburners and Hunkers, the ‘* Hards’’ 
and the ‘‘Softs,’’ the “ Chivalry” and Wilmot 
Proviso men found one subject on which all could 
agree, and that was the denunciation of the factious 
spirit of the ‘“ Mexican Whigs,” as the courteous 
editor of the “ Union” calls his political opponents. 
The cautious, able, and prudent chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means was considered 
as the ‘‘ chief traitor,’’ and the confiding Democrats 
in the wilds of Maine dnd Iowa, on the Hudson 
and the Columbia rivers, in all quarters of ‘* our 
free and happy country,” have been led to look 
upon my friend as a “í monster” of a ‘‘ most fright- 
ful mien.” The indignant responses to the appeals 
in this House, and unscrupulous attacks of the 
official newspaper, are just seen returning from 
the remote regions of the country. They must 
be exceedingly agreeable to our friends on the other 
side of the House. 

It is a notorious fact that there are but very few 
gentlemen in this House who have any confidence 
whatever in the practical skill and wisdom of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and yet he seems to 
change them about with the utmost ease. He 
recommends a substitute of treasury notes for a 
loan, and consents to such restrictions as to ren- 
der it nugatory. The venerable ex-chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. McKay] 
introduces the measure with due solemnity; it re- 
ceives every Democratic vote in the House, but is 
lost. When it reaches the Senate, the friends of 
the Administration, and Mr. Walker himself, do 
not think the loan bill so bad a bill after all. The 
measure of treasury notes, which the Secretary 
thought so vital, he now entirely abandons. The 
Committee of Finance of the Senate, in accord- 
ance with his views, as will not be denied, report 
back the very loan bill which this House had 
passed, amid the denunciations of the leaders of the 
Administration, and a Democratic Senate passes 
it without a murmur. These changes, sir, come 
easier from their trequency. The President has 
accustomed his friends to these sudden and unex- 
pected movements; and I must do them the credit 
to say that they are far more patient and submis- 
sive than on some former occasions. 

Mr. STRONG rose to make an inquiry in re- 
gard to a matter which had perplexed him some- 
what. The bill, in the first paragraph, provides 
the pay for revolutionary pensioners under the act 
of 1818, and so on; provision was made for other 
classes; but there was nothing for the payment of 
that large class of pensioners under the act of the 
7th of June, 1832. More than 4,000 pension cer- 
ficates were granted under that act. There was 
probably a larger number of these certificates out- 
standing than of those under the act of 1818. He 
asked the chairman to make some explanation that 
might satisfy his mind with reference to this appa- 
rent omission in the items of the bill. 

Mr. VINTON. The appropriations in the bill 
were based on the estimates from the office of the 
Secretary of War. The act of 1832 made its own 


| 


the bill to the House. 


appropriation. He read the estimates for this pur- 
pose from a paper before him. l 
Mr. SAWYER next rose, but he said he did 
not propose to make a dea on the subject now 
before the committee. ‘They had heard Buncombe 
speeches enough, while the important business of 
the session remained unfinished. He thought the 
majority should turn its attention to the business 
of the House, and when they had got through that, 


let them adjourn, or, if there was any time left, , 


they might then go to work, and make Buncombe 
speeches. [Laughter.] The bill before the com- 
mittee was a bill to provide for the payment of 
pensions due to the old soldiers who had faithfully 
served their country, and while that was under 
consideration, the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Rocxwe t] got up, and made a tirade against 
the Secretary of the Treasury. He presumed there 
was no person in that Hall who thought it neces- 
sary to reply to that tirade. ‘The Secretary of the 
Treasury stood so high above the reach of these 
little squibs that his reputation as a man and asa 
financier was not to be prejudiced by any of these 
litgle innuendoes and insinuations. The Secretary 
of the Treasury stood perfectly secure above them 
all, and not one of his friends on this floor would 
consider it necessary to say one word in reply 
and in vindication of his conduct or his talent. 
And he might say also that the attacks which 
had been made on the President of the United 
States, charging him with dereliction of duty, and 


a premeditated determination to involve the coun- 


try in a war- with Mexico, and with pursuing a 
course that was in opposition to the interests of 
the country, deserved no reply. There were gen- 
tlemen there who had taken a peculiar interest in 
examining the orders for the marching of our 
troops on the Rio Grande, to see whether the date 
of this order coincided with the occurrence of this 
or that fact, for the purpose of ascertaining if they 
could not, by some means, bring the Executive 
into disrepute. He would say to those gentlemen 
that the time would come, and there. would pass 
away but a few years first, when the people of 
these United States would look at these speeches, 
delivered on this floor, condemning the acts of the 
Executive, and remember the course those gentle- 
men pursued, when their special pleading would 
have bee forgotten. When the war shall have 
ceased, the special pleading of gentlemen would 
not be permitted to be presented in bar of the ne- 
cessary consequences of such conduct; for then, 
without regarding such special pleadings, the peo- 
ple would endeavor to learn who, when their coun- 
try was engaged in a foreign war, were against 
their own country, and took sides with the enemy. 
This fact would rise up when the special pleadin 
of gentlemen about the recall of this minister anc 
the issuing of this or that order would have been 
forgotten, and they would not be able to escape 
from the just indignation of the people. — 

He perceived that there was no desire on the 
part of the committee to debate the merits of this 
bill; all the speeches made upon it were made for 
Buncombe—that was the correct term, and he de- 
sired to give things their right names. He there- 
fore hoped the committee would rise and report 
If no other gentleman de- 
sired fo make a speech, he should himself desist; 
but if any other gentleman desired to make a 
speech on the merits of this bill, he had no objec- 
tions, and might himself indulge in a few remarks. 
But he had sat here five months—— Sa 

Mr. VINTON interposed and begged permission 
to say to the gentleman from Ohio, that since this 
bill had been reported to the House, the War De- 
partment had sent in some additional estimates, 
which would require some additions to be made 
to the bill before the committee could rise and 
report it to the House. t 
glad if the committee should rise and report at 
once. 

Mr. SAWYER understood that his colleague 
[Mr. Vinton] was anxious to push forward the 
business of the House. In his position as chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, he 
(Mr. S.) must say that his colleague had done 
everything that any man could desire him to do to 
push forward the business of legislation; but he 
would remark that he had sat here for five months, 
and in that time he had not attempted to get the 
floor for the purpose of making Buncombe speeches. 
He had no need of such speeches in his district; 
and he believed, when the time should come to 


But for this, he should be - 
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take the important vote in Ohio, it would be found 
that they did not need them there. The people in 
Ohio were intelligent, and speeches of that kirid 
found little favor with them. He had been bored 
by such speeches from both sides of the House, 
and he believed if a stranger should come into this 
Hall and inquire for the Speaker, he would not 
take the gentleman who occupied the Speaker’s 
chair for the Speaker. Some three or four gentle- 
men, who almost any day could be found on the 
floor, would be more likely to be looked upon as 
the Speaker than the gentleman who really held 
that position in this House. Nay, there were some 
thirty gentlemen in this House who appeared to 
claim the exclusive right to speak on every sub- 
ject; and having gone over all the ordinary topics, 
they were now beginning again, with the evident 
design to go.the round again, and to occupy the 
attention of the House to the exclusion of all others. 
And perhaps it was well that there were these few 
gentlemen with the capacity to enlighten not only 
this assembly, but this country. ‘The wide world 
would be in darkness if these gentlemen were not 
here to enlighten it. And yet their constituents 
had some claims on the smaller lights for the ex- 
ercist of talents they were. supposed to possess. 
It might be that they should occasionally make a 
speech, if the gentlemen to whom he had referred 
would be magnanimous enough to permitit. He 
had a desire to make one himself on a certain sub- 
ject; but he was not inclined to obtrude himself on 
the time of the House, and speak to a question 
which was not really under consideration. It had 
been the custom during the present session to pass 
bills first and speak on them afterwards, but he 
disliked to do that. He would like to say some- 
thing about the late war, and on the subject of 
abolition, and also on the subject of our prospects 
in the Presidential campaign. ([‘‘Ay, that’s the 
subject; we all want to speak on that. Go on, 
Sawyer.’’] Gentlemen were urging him to go on, 
but probably they would not be satisfied with him 
when he had done, for perhaps he should take a 
course that would not be pleasing to the gentlemen 
who desired him to go on, and to certain portions 
of this House. He was not going into that matter 
now. He was serious in his opposition to the 
making of speeches for Buncombe when such sub- 
jects as that under consideration were before the 
House. If they had a question before them in 
which the people had not much interest, he might 
perhaps make a speech to consume some of the 
time of the House. But this was a serious subject. 
It was a bill to pay the poor old worn-out soldier, 
and he was not willing to consume the time which 
should be devoted to the perfecting and passage of 
such a measure. If gentlemen were inclined to 
propose amendments to this bill, and to abstain 
from debating about the next Presidency, he would 


‘desist from any further remarks, and take the risk 


of again obtaining the fleor on some other occa- 
sion. 

Mr. BRODHEAD had an amendment which 
he desired to-offer, if it were now in order. The 
usual sum paid to the heads of bureaus in this 
Government was $3,000 per annum; but some four 
or five years ago a fit of economy came over Con- 
gress, and they reduced the compensation of some 
heads of bureaus, or it might be of but one only. 
Now, a very arduous addition had been thrown 
on the head of one of those bureaus, who had a 
large amount of claims annually to,examine, and it 
was proper that he should receive the same amount 
of compensation that was paid to the heads of 
other bureaus. 

Mr. VINTON reminded the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, that this bill proposed to make ap- 
propriations for the payment of pensions, to which 
the amendment which had been suggested was not 


` pertinent. It more properly belonged to the civil 


and diplomatic appropriation bill, to which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania could offer his 
amendment when it came up for consideration. 


Mr. BRODHEAD would forbear then to offer | 


his amendment now, but he would offer it when 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill was 
under consideration. . l 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, wished to give notice 
that when the gentleman from Pennsylvania should 
make the motion he had indicated, he should make 
another to equalize the compensation of the heads 
of bureaus. His plan would be to level the heads of 
bureaus down to the compensation paid to the Com- 


_ missioner of Pensions, to whom he supposed the 
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gentleman from Pennsylvania alluded, and not to 
raise him up to them. The Commissioner of Pen- 
sions now received a salary of $2,500 per annum, 
which appeared to be an ample compensation for the 
head of any bureau in this city. He would take 
occasion to say, that in making the motion of which 
he had given notice, he should not do it with any 
feeling of hostility to, or disapprobation of, those 
officers, particularly the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, for he believed the duties and labors of that 
gentleman were very arduous, and that they were 
as well performed by him as were the duties of the 
head of any bureau in connection with this Gov- 
ernment. There were several—he believed the 
number was three—heads of bureaus in the Post 
Office Department who received the annual com- 
pensation of $2,500: There were, too, he believed, 
others—for instance, the Comptroller, and Audi- 
tor, and Register of the Treasury—who received 
$3,000 per annum. 

Mr. SAWYER wished to suggest to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that he might make an addi- 
tion to his contemplated motion, that there was 
one officer of this Government who received $4,500 
for one office, while at the same time he was re- 
ceiving $1,500 for another. One single individual 
received these two separate sums. 

Mr. G. W. JONES supposed the gentleman 
from Ohio alluded to the head of the coast survey. 
He would say to that gentleman, that if he would 
propose an amendment to bring that down to 
$2,500, it should have his (Mr. J.’s) vote. A 
salary of $2,500 was equal to the interest, at six 
per cent., on, he believed, about $45,000; and it 
might be considered, in any part of the United 
States, that an individual who was worth $45,000, 
or was in the receipt of the interest of that sum of 
money, wasin tolerably comfortable circumstances, 
if he might not be considered independent.. His 
experience there had taught him that the salaries 
of these officers were not always regulated by the 
importance of the services which they rendered, 
and the duties which devolved upon them; and they 
hardly ever saw them raised all at once. It so 
happened, perhaps, that some one of these officers 
who had been through a long course of public ser- 
vice, and had faithfully served the country and 
made himself popular with Congress, was recom- 
mended for an increase of salary. ' 

But when the proposition came up here, the 
same gentlemen would rise and insist that it would 
be partial ánd unjust not to increase the salary of 
all the officers of the same grade in the same pro- 
portion, and, as a matter of justice, to avoid what 
gentlemen would call an invidious distinction, they 
were induced to increase the salaries of the others 
up to the highest amount paid without regard to 
the services rendered. Now, he thought all of the 
heads of bureaus should be content with $2,500. It 
was ample compensation; and when the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill came up, he should 
attempt to fix the salaries at that amount. 

Mr. VINTON said it was something like a 
month since this bill had been taken up in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and gentlemen might have 
forgotten the precise object of the amendment 
which was now pending. He begged, therefore, 
to say, that in consequence of changes in the state- 
ments from the Treasury Department, it was ne- 
cessary to amend the first section by increasing the 
item from ‘*four”’ to ** fourteen” thousand. The 
bill was originally drawn up in accordance with 
the estimates of the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
which a mistake had been discovered, and hence 
the amendment to correct that error. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON said that it was necessary also to 
amend the paragraph making an appropriation for 
pensions to widows and orphans under the act of 
the 4th of July, 1836. The Secretary of War had 
reported that there was an unexpended balance in 
the treasury from former years of $151,156 36; he 
therefore moved to add after the words “ thirty- 
six,” in the 16th line, the words ‘‘in addition to 
an unexpended balance remaining in the treasury 
$151.56: 36.” Agreed to. 

Mr. V. offered the following as a separate item, 
to be inserted after the 17th line of the bill: 

« For pensions to widows under the act of the 2d of 
February, 1848, in addition to the unexpended balance of 
$263,729 87 remaining in the treasury of a former appropria- 


tion for the payment of pensions under the act of the 17th of 
June, 1844, $136,270 13.” 


He would sjmply state, that during the present 
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session the act of 1844 had been renewed. At the 
commencement of the session no estimates were 
prepared by the Secretary for these pensions, be- 
cause the law which created’ them had expired. 
Since, however, the bill renewing the act of 1844 
had been passed, the estimates had been sent in, 
and now it became necessary to insert this: item. 
Agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the item for half- 
pay pensions to widows and orphans, payable 
through the Third Auditor’s office, was amended 
by adding the words ‘‘in addition to an unex- 
pended balance in the treasury of 48,790 04.” 

Mr. VINTON said, in the last item there was 
an error in relation to the date from which the item 
was created. It provided for arrearages prior to 
the Ist of January, 1817, payable through the 
offices of the Second and Third Auditors. Instead 
of “January, 1817,” the date should be “July, 
1815.” The item should also be amended by the 
addition of the words ‘in addition to an unex- 
pended balance in the treasury of $3,201 45.’ . 

The item was amended in accordance with Mr. 
VINTON’s suggestions. 

Mr. McKAY then proposed to add the following 
additional sections by direction of the Committee 
of Ways and Means: , 


Sec. . And be it further enacted, That no pension for al- 
Jeged disability either in the army, navy, militia, or volun- 
teers, shall be allowed, unless the application for the same 
shall have been presented within the period of five years 
from the time the disability occurred. 

Sec. . And be it further enacted, That in all future ap- 
plications, either under the act entitled ‘An act for the relief 
of certain surviving officers and soldiers of the army of the 
Revolution,” approved May 15, 1828, or under the act en- 
titled “An act for the relief of certain surviving officers and 
soldiers of the Revolution,” approved June 7, 1 e pay 
or pension which may be allowed under said acts respect- 
ively, or any other amendatory of the same, shall commence 
only from the completion of the proof in each case, and not 
from the time specified in said acts. 

Sec. . And be it further enacted, That in no case shall 
the widow or child or children of a pensioner who may under 
any law be entitled to a pension, or part of a pension, receive 
more than at the rate allowed to the pensioner in his life- 
time; nor shall the pension allowed be increased in any 
case after the death of a pensioner, if the death shall have 
been made Known at the Pension Office. 


Mr. McKAY recapitulated the various provis- 
ions of his amendment, and urged them on the 
attention of the committee. 

Mr. STANTON opposed the amendment, in 
part on the ground that the Pension Office was so 
extremely strict in its construction of all pension 
laws, that it was less likely to allow pensions 
under the law as it now stood than if it should be 
amended as now proposed. There were many 
cases where individuals were entitled to draw pen- 
sions as invalids who abstained from making 
application for them because their circumstances 
were not such as to oblige them to apply, and they 


| postponed it until necessity should compel them. 


And, moreover, it often might happen that an in- 
jury was. incurred in the service which did not 
develop itself until the decline of life. He thought 
the provision proposed by the gentleman from 
North Carolina was likely to increase the difficul- 
ties it was designed to remedy. 

Mr. TOMPKINS had no objection to urge against 
any of the amendments which had been stated by 
the gentleman from North Carolina, except the first. 
The restriction therein contained was in the nature 
of a statute of limitation. Did it mean to operate 
prospectively, so that applications must be made 
within five years from this time; or did it apply to 
cases where the disability had existed already for 
five years? The courts decided that no statute of 
limitation should be retrospective in its application, 
but should in all cases operate only from the date 
of the law. If the amendment was intended to ap- 
ply to cases where application might be made at 
any time within five years from the present time, 
Mr. T. would have no objections to it; but if it was 
intended to exclude all from applying now and 
hereafter who had already suffered five years to 
run without applying for their pension after disa- 
bility had actually occurred, he should be decidedly 
opposed to it. It would in that case have the nature 
of an ex post facto law. 

Many men had become disabled in the cause of 
their country who were nevertheless men of some 
substance, and patriotic pride held them back from 
applying for the bounty of the Government so long 
as their circumstances would permit them to get 
along without it; but the vicissitudes of life strip- 
ped them of their means, and sheer necessity com- 
pelled them at length to apply: ought such persons 
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to be excluded from the benefits of the law because 
they struggled on for five years without making 
application? Not suspecting that a law would be 
passed to limit the time during which they might 
apply, they would, without fault of theirs, be de- 
prived of the bounty their country designed they 
should enjoy, and this without previous notice or 
warning. Mr. T. would ask if the gentleman from 
North Carolina. was certain such would not be the 
operation of his amendment? 

Mr. McK AY said it was far from his intention 
to give the law an operation of that kind, and to 
prevent it he was willing to modify his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McK. thereupon modified the first section 
of his amendment by striking out the words ** from 
the time the disability arose,” and inserting * from 
and after the'passage of this act, and within five 
years after any such disability which may arise 
from and after the passage of this act.” 

Mr. VAN DYKE did not see how the modifi- 
cation removed the difficulty. The law would be 
a statute of limitation for all future time, and such 
an one as he was unwilling to advocate. He re- 
lated a recent case where a soldier deprived of an 
eye and a leg had still energy and resolution enough 
to earn his own bread for thirty years, but was now 
old and in adversity. Men of resolution and of 
patriotic pride might often delay making applica- 
tion for more than five years after disability actually 
occurred; many were ignorant, and might remain 
for that time and longer unapprised that they were 
entitled to receive any pension: ought such to be 
cutoff? ` 

Mr. COCKE concurred in the propriety of the 
amendment, especially as it had now been modified. 
It was high time Congress should take some legis- 
lation on this subject. The Commissioner of Pen- 
sions had long been desirous of some. provision 
against the payment of such large sums as were 
now drawn from the Government every year for 
back pay. Mr. C. should not so much object to 
it if the money went to the suffefer himself, but 
everybody knew that in nine cases out of ten it fell 
into the handa of harpies who were ever on the 
watch to make a gain of the miseries and the want 
of knowledge of better men than themselves. These 
money sharks got it nearly all. 

Mr. McK-AY said the gentleman from Tennes- 
see was under a great misapprehension if he sup- 
posed the amendment applied to pensions of every 
description: it had respect to one class only, the 
invalid pensioners. 

Mr. STANTON said that that was the most 
meritorious class of all. 

Mr. COCKE again expressed his assent to the 
first section of the proposed amendment: it onl 
gave notice to such as might have long been enti- 
tled to, but did not claim their pensions, that if, for 
five years longer, they failed to make application, 
their claim would be barred. 

Mr. STANTON again referred to the case of 
men withheld by pride till poverty compelled them 


to apply. 

Mr. COCKE believed that such cases were ex- 
tremely rare; and if any extreme cases should 
occur, Congress would provide for them by special 

act. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, opposed the amend- 
: ment, as not likely to effect the object for which it 
„was intended. Disability did not always appear 
‚as soon as a wound was received, but often not till 
long afterward; and the strict construction at the 
‘Pension Office might exclude very meritorious and 
[patriotic men from the benefits intended by the 
law. Pensions were now paid, not from the time 
of the wound or the time of the disability, but 

rom the date of completing the proof. 

After some further conversation— 

- Mr. JONES moved an amendment, which pro- 
[posed to strike out the first section of Mr. McKay’s 
amendment, and insert: 

“That, upon the application of the widow of a revolu- 
«onary soldier for a pension, no further proof of the services 
cof the husband shall be required of the widow, if her hus- 
dand received a pension in his lifetime.” 


~ Mr. J. maintained that if the proof was valid 
for the man, it ought to be deemed sufficient for 
mis widow. To require her to establish her claim 
unew by reference to documents, was a hardship 
.0 which she ought not to be exposed. He re- 
yerred to a case.in North Carolina, where a clerk, 
who held the records from which such proof was 
»o be drawn, would not examine them for a poor 
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widow under a fee of five dollars, which was often 
more than she could pay. 
Mr. McCLELLAN D was opposed to all restric- 


-tions in our pension laws; he would rather extend 


than restrict them. As to this amendment, it 
would ‘in practice defeat its own object, if that 
object was to give less money in pensions. It 
would operate as a warning to all who had any 
legal claim to come forward and present it at once, 
lest it should be barred altogether. Many who 
might not have applied at all, would be led by 
such a notice to apply, lest they should hereafter 
be cut off. 

Mr. BARROW here moved that the committee 
rise; which prevailing, the committee rose, and 

The House adjourned. 


aD 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred : 


By Mr. FREEDLEY: Two petitions for a new mail route 
from West Philadelphia, by Kell ysville, Lobb’s Store, Spring- 
field, Rose Tree, and Bishop’s Works, to Howellville, in the 
county of Delaware, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. KING, of Massachusetts: The petitions of Increase 
S. Hill and 140 others, of Andover, and Daniel F. Pratt and 
125 others, of Reading, for cheap and uniform postage. Also, 
of Samuel Porter and 85 others, of Beverly, for a specific 
duty on imported fish, and the saime rate as by tariff of 1842, 
Also, of Susannah Kimball, of Ipswich, for pension for rev- 
olutionary service of her late husband. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of Ebenezer Giles and 
42 others, of Jefferson county, Wisconsin, for the extension 
of the time of proof and payment to settlers on public lands 
to four years. . 

By Mr. BARROW: The petition of the heirs of Jonathan 
Faire for arrears of pension. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: The memorial and_ petition of the 
physicians, druggists, and many citizens of Alexandria, Vir- 
yinia, praying tur the passage of an act preventing the iin- 
portauon of adulterated drugs, chemicals, and medicinal 
preparations used as medicine. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The memorial of B. Bates and others, 
citizens of the United States, in favor of the reduction of 
the present rates of postage on letters, and the free delivery 
of letters and newspapers in the principal cities. 

By Mr. DUNCAN, of Ohio: The applications of Mrs. 
Dorothy Mead, Mrs. Barbara Baughman, and Mrs. Abigail 
Willians, for arrearages of pay and pensions. 

By Mr. PALFREY: The petition of Convers Franois and 
2,953 others, ministers and laymen of the Unitarian denomi- 
nation, praying Congress to take measures for putting a stop 
to the war. Also, of A. G. Stevens and others, of Erie 
county, New York, praying tor the repeal of the law of Feb- 
ruary 12, 1793, respecting fugitive slaves. Also, of Stephen 
Pope and others, of Maribo rough, Massachusetts, praying for 
redress of grievances in relation to the ill-treatment of free 
citizens of Massachusetts by South Carolina, Louisiana, 
and other slaveholding States. Also, of H. D. Pinney and 
44 others, citizens of Tioga county, State of New York, 
praying for provision for the better observance of the 10th 
article of the treaty of Ghent. Also, of Elisha Hutchinson 
and 38 others, of Haverhill, Massachusetts, praying for a 
peaceable division of the United States. Also, of R. B. Lit- 
tie and 24 others, of Montrose, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, and against 
the extension of the same into territory now free. Also, 
the petition of Ebenezer C. Hinckley and 56 others, of Car- 
mel, Maine, praying that a committee may be raised to in- 
quire and report, fer the public iniormation, whether, and 
by what laws, the slave trade exists in the District of Colum- 
bia. Also, of John Needles and 36 others, of Baltimore, 
Maryland, praying for the abolition of the siave trade in the 
District of Coluimbia, and the protection of all persons therein 
in their inalienable rights. Also, of G. W. F. Miller and 
723 others, praying for further protection to the persons and 
liberty of American citizens. Also, of N. Fiske and 136 
others, of Levant, Maine, praying fur a law prohibiting the 


acquisition of new territory, unless domestic slavery be ex- 


cluded therefrom. Also, from the same and 132 Others, for 
the prohibition of slavery and the slave trade in the District 
of Coluinbia and the Territories. Also, from the same and 
129 others, praying for a prohibition of the domestic coin- 
inerce in slaves. Also, from the same and 133 others, pray- 
ing tor the emancipation of certain negroes sold on account 
of the United States, and for a law prohibiting any similar 
sales in future, and the holding of slaves by officers of the 
General Government. Also, from theeame and 129 others, 
praying for a repeal of the law of February 12, 1793, respect- 
ing fugitive slaves. Also, fromthe same and &3 others, pray- 
ing for acommittee to report inforination respecting the slave 
trade in the District of Columbia. Alzo, from E. Loud and 
3U others, of Plymouth, Maine, praying for a committee to 
report information respecting the slave trade in the District 
of Columbia. Also, of John Bailey and 739 others, of New 
Bedford, Massachusetts, praying for the protection of colored 
seamen when visiting southern ports. Also, from H. M. 
Twining, of Pennsylvania, and 71 Others, praying Congress 
to devise some plan for the immediate and peaceful dissolu- 
lion of the American Union. Also, of John W. Davis and 
30 others, of Pennsylvania, praying for such changes of the 
Constitution and laws as will abolish slavery throughout the 


country. Also, of James Adainson and 165 others, of Penn- | 


sylvdnia, praying for the abolition of slavery throughout the 
Union. Also, of Thomas Shortlidge and 36 others, of Penn- 
sylvania, for the abolition of slavery throughout the Union. 
Also, of Joshua Pickering and 10 others, of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the abolition of slavery throughout the Union. 
Also, of Emily Pickering and 7 others, of Pennsylvania, 
praying for a peaceful dissolution of the Union. Also, of 
Josiah Bond and 18 others, of the Same State, for the same 
object. Also, of Morris Fussell and 6 others, of the same 
State, for the same object. Also, of Robert Lamborn and 


x 
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17 others, of the same State, for the same object. Also, of 
Barclay Ivins and 30 others, of the same State, for the same 
object. Also, of Caleb P. ‘ay and 35 others, of the same 
State, for the same- object. Also, of Aaron Kirk and 33 
others, of the same State, for the same object. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Ilinois: The petition of a large num- 
ber of citizens of Madison and other counties, praying the 
establishment of a mail route from Greenville, in Bond coun- 
ty, to Staunton, in Macoapin connty. 

By ‘Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of citizens of 
Plainfield, for the extension of the present mail route from 
Ottawa to Cass, through to Chicago, via Flag Creek and 
Lyons; and also for the increase of the trips from weekly 
to tri-weekly. 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: Notice of a bill to be entitled 
“An act to authorize and require certain illegal entries of the 
public lands of the United States at the land office at Colum- 
bus, in the State of Mississippi, to be cancelled, and for other 
purposes.?? 


IN SENATE. 
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Mr.STURGEON presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Philadelphia city and county, asking that 
a territory may be set apart for the concentration, 
civilization, and preservation of the various Indian 
tribes; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented a petition from citi- 
zens of New Haven, Connecticut, asking a reduc- 
tion of postage on letters and news apers; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Clinton, Franklin, and St. Lawrence coun- 
ties, New York, asking for the removal of the port 
of entry from Plattsburg to Rouse’s Point; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented a petition from 
citizens of Simpson and Logan counties, Kentucky, 
asking a mail route from Franklin, in that State, 
to Springfield, Tennessee; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


On motion of Mr. ATCHISON, the Committee 
on Indian Affairs were discharged from the further 
eon of the memorial of Patrick Marrau- 
ette. l 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the memorial of James 
Wilkins. A 


APPOINTMENTS WITHHELD FROM SENATE. 


The resolution of Mr. Jounson, of Maryland, 
in relation to the call for names of officers not sent 
in to the Senate for confirmation, came up for con- 
sideration; when— 

Mr. JOHNSON stated that he felt too much in- 
disposed to pursue the subject, and, if it would be 
agreeable to the Senate, he would prefer that it 
be postponed until to-morrow; whieh motion was 
agreed to. . i 

The resolution submitted some days since by 
Mr. BapceRr to rescind a resolution appointing a 
messenger for the ante-room of the Senate Cham- 
ber, came up in its order but, 

On motion of Mr. BADGER, was, by common 
consent, informally passed over. 


Several adverse reports of committees on private 
claims were concurred in. 


OCCUPATION OF YUCATAN. 


The Senate then resumed the special order, being 
the bill to enable the President to take temporary 
military occupation of Yucatan. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, expressed his in- 
tention not to confine himself to the question of the 
amendment, but jto go generally into the subject 


under discussion. 
A message was received from the President some 


short time ago, stating that the subject was of such 
great and pressing importance as to permit no de- 
lay in the action of the legislative branch. ‘The 
result was the bill now before the Senate. He felt 
greatly obliged to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina for bringing this message so promptly to the 
attention of the Senate. It appeared, from what 
had subsequently occurred, that the ground of hu- 
manity, oneinally taken, had been entirely aban- 
doned. From the candid avowal of the chairman 
of Foreign Relations, and of the Senator from 
Michigan, it would appear that we are called on to 
take possession of Yucatan, because it would be 
uinsalé in the hands of any other Government. In 
this view, therefore, he was about to discuss the 
bill. 

The representations made to the Senate are, that 


462 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 12, 


_ the people of Yucatan are divided, and that one 
ortion cannot sustain itself against the majority. 
t is said that this is a war of races. ‘This he de- 

nied. It was an assumption not borne out by the 
documents which had been laid on the tables of 
Senators. An officer in the navy, Mr. McKenney, 
estimates that about 120,000 Indians are engaged 
in this war. Out of at least 500,000, which 1s the 
minimum amount of the Indians, about one quar- 
ter only is engaged in the war. Therefore it is not 
a war of races. The mixed race, it is worthy of 
remark, have all joined the Indians. What wrongs 
have been committed to provoke the Indians to 
this war? He called attention to the fact, that 
these Indians took the field when their country was 
invaded by Mexico, and defeated Ampudia. They 
were therefore abrave people. They were then 
promised a remission of the capitation tax, which 
oppressed them severely. But this promise was 
violated, and thus commenced the war 

The Yucatanese, on the other hand, are repre- 
sented as weak, cowardly, helpless. Our officers 
seem thus to consider them in their letters. Part 
of them deserted their army in the hour of need. 
Instead of being a contest of races, one of our offi- 
cers describes it as a war of parties. And we are 
called on to assist in exterminating these Indians, 
who, in the time of danger, drove back the inva- 
ders of their country. He thought it unjust to 
charge upon these people that they are savages. 
They have been admitted to all the political rights 
of other citizens; they have a right to all the priv- 
ileges which belong to the Yucatanese. They were 
not wanderers, living by hunting, predatory, but 
subsisted on the soil, made fruitful by their labor. 

It is proposed to take temporary occupation of 
this country. What was meant by temporary oc- 
cupation? We are told that it is intended to hold 
occupation until Mexico shall be able and willing 
to protect them. This was not likely to be the 
case; and why should we not as well strike out of 
these papers the word ‘‘temporary,’’ and insert 
« continuous and permanent” occupation? The 

eople of Yucatan want us to protect them against 

Mexico. - This is what they want. 

He was gratified that the Senator from Michi- 

an had discussed this question on the true ground. 
twas a question of annexation. How was Tex- 
as admitted? She had for seven years:maintained 
herself in an independent position, and was there- 
fore in a condition to enter into any. arrangement 
for annexing herself to what country she pleased. 

That Yucatan was in a state of war with Mexi- 
co, he did not say; she perhaps held a neutral char- 
acter. She had not been always consistent in her 
course, having at one time allied herself to Santa 
Anna. She is now in a state of rebellion against 
Mexico. 

He replied to some of the views of the Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] aa to the glory we 
had acquired by the war with Mexico—views which 
he charged as having been thrown out without a 
true conception of the genius and proper end of 
` our institutions. Glory and fame might be very 
legitimate objects of pursuit in a monarchy, but 
they ought to be considered in a republic as sub- 
ordinate to the convictions of men as to the true 
interests of their country. What were all the wars 
which had ravaged the world from the daysof Alex- 
ander, in their progress and their results, compared 
with the silent, wholesome, effectual operations of 
peace? Let any one who had but now looked at 
Austria, and had seen the mere volition of popular 
will crumbling a throne into dust, contrast this with 
the glories of war. He implored the Senate to 
pause before, under the name of a republic, it per- 
petrated outrages which would not only bring a 
stain on its name, but a disgrace on its principles. 
As to the fame acquired by our troops, who ever 
doubted that our citizens would conduct themselves 
bravely in a good cause? 

The position, and power, and glory of England, 
were held up to us to intimidate us into hasty ac- 
tion on this question. He had looked over the 
history of England; he was familiar with her move- 
ments, her greatness, her territorial aggrandize- 
ment; but, whenever she contemplated any aggres- 
sions, she always looked out for some specious 
pretext in which she found something like a justi- 
fication of her course. When England placed her 
foot in India, it was bécause she interfered to help 
the weak against the strong; and, like Rome, 
wherever she once planted her foot, she never took 
it up again. And what was the reply of England, 


when she was remonstrated with by the oppressed 
people ?—we have given you firmer protection, a 

etter government, a greater extent of liberty than 
you possessed before. 

Weare adopting a similar course, violating the 
right of intervention, not permitting others to en- 
joy the right of judging for themselves, so long as 
they do not interfere with others. 

It has been said that if we do not take posses- 
sion of Yucatan some other government will. To 
prevent this, we are to interfere. In the documents 
or the letters there are some facts stated to show 
that it is the intention of England to interfere. His 
friend from South Carolina had stated that these 
are not facts; that there is no ground for such 
statements. ‘They are not facts; they are merely 
suggestions—insinuations—certainly nothing like 
facts. We had beer. told the same story in rela- 
tion to Texas; yet it had been since admitted that 
all this was mere humbug—diplomatic humbug. 
When his friend from Maryland [Mr. Jounson] 
referred, a day or two ago, to a declaration made 
by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Hovusron] in a 
speech at New Orleans, or somewhere on the Mis- 
sissippi, in which he asserted that a little coquetry 
had been practised, the Senator from Texas, it 
is true, had disavowed it;. but, in his explanation, 
he had admitted that there was a little diplomatic 
impudence played off. 

t had been said that England had sent troops 
into Yucatan, and that Spain had also taken part 
in the contest. In that case, our interference ma 
result in bringing us in conflict with one or both 
of these Powers. ‘The Senator from Michigan (if 
in his place) might say that these were the acts of 
colonies, and that the Veritable Great Britain and 
Spain had done nothing. But he believed that the 
acts of the colonies would be sanctioned by the 
mother country, and then the aspect would be 
threatening. i 

As to the charge that Great Britain furnished 
arms to the Indians, he stated, that it appeared in 
the documents that these arms were freely offered 
to the other side as well as the Indians. So it was 
evident this supplying of arms was a mere trans- 
action of trade. 

On the subject of the declaration of Mr. Monroe 
he made some remarks, to show that the views of 
Mr. Polk, at the period when the Panama mission 
was under consideration, were not similar to what 
they are now represented by his friends to be. He 
gave a brief history of the nominations of minis- 
ters to Panama, and the debate to which they gave 
rise. The object of that Congress was not to call 
in bayonets and swords and military array, but to 
wield only the moral power of united opinion. Yet 
it was contended that this Congress was a fearful 


source of danger to our country; that we ought to |. 


conform to the recommendation of the Father of his 
Country to avoid entangling alliances; and the res- 
olutions submitted in the House apprehended a 
breach of our neutral engagements with Spain and 
other countries, and might involve us in the danger 
of war. He quoted from the speech of Mr. Polk on 
that occasion, to show that he was then opposed 
to making common cause with the republics of the 
South; and that self-preservation was the first law 
of nature. Such was the language of the Presi- 
dent when he opposed the Panama mission. 

He expressed‘doubts as to the effect of this 
measure on the treaty now pending with Mexico. 
Some who were opposed to the treaty would rather 
rejoice at such a result as its violation would pro- 
duce. An expedition to Yucatan, undertaken un- 
der an invitation from her, in which she looks to 
annexation with the United States as a remunera- 
tion, would be as likely to lead to war as was the 
annexation of Texas. We might thus, in addi- 
tion to a war with England and Spain, have a 
renewed war with Mexico on our hands. He 
reminded the Senate, that when the treaty with 
Mexico was received at Washington, the Yucatan 
commissioner presented a protest against any treaty 
which did not include a protection for Yucatan. 
It is evident, therefore, that Yucatan feels a great 
interest in the defeat of the treaty with Mexico, 
and will not hesitate to adopt a course which might 
lead to its defeat. 

He was disposed to do a great deal for humanity; 
but he could not bring himself to sanction a meas- 
ure of such doubtful and dangerous import as this 
was now urged on the Senate. 

Mr. MILLER obt&ined the floor; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 12, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 


Mr. GOGGIN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill of the Senate in amendment of an 
act entitled ** An act to amend the act entitled ‘An 
act to reduce the rates of postage, to limit the use 
and correct the abuse of the franking privilege, and 
for the prevention of frauds on the revenues of the 
Post Office Department,’’* passed March 3, 1845, 
was yesterday recommitted to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. Agreed to. 

The bill being now before the House, the ques- 
tion was put on its passage, and it was decided in 
the affirmative, and the bill returned to the Senate. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON, by leave, introduced a 
bill, of which previous notice had: been given, to 
authorize and require certain illegal entries of the 
public lands at the land office in Columbus, Mis- 
sissippi, to be cancelled, and for other purposes. 
Read twice, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


The House, on motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, 
of Connecticut, resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole, on the private calendar, (Mr. CABELL, 
of Florida, in the chair.) 

The first bill on the calendar for the consideration 
of the committee was the bill for settling the claim 
of the legal representatives of Richard W. Meade, 
deceased. 

Thedebate was resumed by Mr. WOODWARD, 
who was entitled to the floor, and was continued 
by Messrs. LINCOLN, McLANE, and MAR- 
VIN, each of whom were frequently interrupted 
in their remarks for explanations. 

At the heretofore appointed hour the fall of the 
Chairman’s hammer announced the close of the 
debate. | 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked to be allowed the 
privilege, under the rule, of closing the debate; and 
after suggestions from various members, and a brief 


explanation by Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, who re- | 


ported the bill, the amendment which was moved 
some time since by Mr. Duer, to be added at the 
end of the first section, was read, as follows: 


« Provided, however, That the said officers shall not be 
bound by, nor regard as evidence, the liquidation and settle- 
ment of suid claim made by the Spanish Government.” 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved to amend the 
amendment by striking out the words, ‘‘ nor regard 
as evidence.’ : 

Mr. I. availed himself of the five minutes allowed 
by the rules to explain his amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was lost. 

Mr. Dver’s amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINSON then moved toamend the bill by 
adding a preamble and an additional section requi- 
ring the legal representatives to advertise in the two 
principal newspapers of Washington, once a month 
for six months, the act of Congress for their rejief, 
together with a notice requiring all persons claim- 
ing to be principals or representatives of those for 
whom said Meade acted as agent gn account of 
claims against Spain, included 1n the act, to appear 
and prove their claims, and to receive the sums to 
which they may be found to be entitled, abating 
commissions for services of said Meade, under 
agreement or arrangement with any of the parties; | 


or, in case of no agreement, such sum as the. 


accounting officers of the treasury may deem just 
for the expense and trouble incurred by said Meade 
and his legal representatives in the prosecution of 
said claims; and no money due said Meade as 
agent to be paid by the legal representatives be- 
yond the commissions Meade would have bee 
entitled to as agent, &c. 
Mr. A., under the five-minutes rule, explained 
his amendment. | 
Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, moved to, 
amend the amendment by striking out all after the! 
enacting words of the amendment. 
Mr. H., after making a few remarks strongly in; 
favor of the claim, withdrew his motion. i 
Mr. PUTNAM moved to amend Mr. Arxm-' 
son’s amendment by striking out all thereof, and 
inserting a section very nearly in substance the 
same as the amendment of Mr. A. It was rejected. ; 
Mr. KAUFMAN said, in order to test the sense 
of the committee, he moved the following amend-, 
ment: 


‘Provided, That no money shall be paid out of the treas- 
ury by virtue of this act.” 
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Mr. GAYLE rose to a question of order. The 
amendment was equivalent to a rejection of the 
bill, and the committee could not reject a bill. 

The CHAIR sustained the point of order, and 
ruled the amendment out of order. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, moved to amend the 
preamble by changing the word ‘‘appears,”’ after 
the words ‘‘ whereas it,” to ‘tis said.” It would 
then read: ‘* Whereas it is said,” &c. 

Mr. ATKINSON accepted the amendment as a 
modification. 

The question was then put on the amendment of 
Mr. Arkinson, and it was agreed to. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill to 
the House, with amendments. 

Mr. BARRINGER moved the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. McK AY moved to Jay the bill on the table; 
which was decided in the affirmative: Yeas 118, 
nays 38. 

he House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, May 12, 1848. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives informing the Senate that the Housé 
had passed the bill for the admission of the State 
‘of Wisconsin into the Union. 

On motion of Mr DOUGLAS, the bill was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate ‘a communication from the Department of State, 
made in compliance with a report by resolution of 
the Senate of 2d February last, referring the me- 
mortal of A. A. Frasier and Alvin Baker, claiming 
indemnity for the illegal capture by a British cruiser 
of the American brig Douglass. 

On motion,of Mr. WESTCOTT, the message 
was ordered to be printed for the use of the Sen- 
ate. | 

(The Secretary states that the claim had been 
urged against the British Government, in behalf 
of the claimants, before he came into office, but 
had been since abandoned; that he could not, con- 
sistently with his other duties, give the subject that 
thorough examination he could have desired. He 
gives an explicit opinion, however, that the vessel 
was captured and detained in direct violation of the 
laws of nations and the right of the American flag; 
and that it was the duty of this Government to hold 
that of Great Britain responsible. He says fur- 
ther, that, whether the United States, by abandon- 
ing the claim against the British Government, has 
rendered itself responsible, he does not feel himself, 
under the resolution, called on to express any opin- 
ion; and that such duty more a propriate] y belongs 
to the Legislative than to the executive branch. } 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented a petition 
from David Hunt and Aylett Buckner, asking to 
be confirmed in the entry of certain public lands; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition from citi- 
zens of New York, asking that a port of entry may 
be established at Rouse’s Point; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, on leave, introduced a bill 
granting to the State of Iowa the right of way and 
a donation of public lands for making a railroad 
connecting the Mississippi and Missouri rivers; 


which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Public Lands. 

. Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, on leave, intro- 
duced a bill to amend the act approved 17th June, 
1844, entitled “An act to provide for the adjust- 
ment of land claims within the States of Missouri, 
Arkansas, and Louisiana, and in those parts of the 
States of Mississippi and Alabama south of the 30th 
degree of north latitude, and between the Missis- 
sippi and Perdido rivers;’? which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


: ALABAMA CLAIM. 

On motion of Mr. BAGBY, the prior orders were 
postponed, and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill authorizing payment of interest 
on the amount advanced by the State of Alabama 
to the General Government pending the Creek hos- 
tilities, in 1836-37. 

® 


The bill having been explained and advocated 
by Mr. BAGBY, the amendment offered by Mr. 
Pearce was agreed to. The bill was then ordered 
to be engrossed, and was, by unanimous consent, 
subsequently read a third time and passed. 


| PENSIONS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, asked the Senate 
to take up, out of its order, Senate bill explanatory 
of the act entitled ‘‘ An act to raise, for a limited 
time, an additional military force, and for other 
purposes,” approved February 11, 1847. Mr. D. 
said that prompt action on the bill became neces- 
sary from the fact that decisions under the act 
which had been made in the Pension Office conflict 
with the spirit of the bill. l 

The motion having been agreed to, the bill was 
considered in Committee of the Whole, and the 
amendments reported by the committee were agreed 
to. The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
was subsequently read a third time, by unanimous 
consent, and passed. 


APPOINTMENTS WITHHELD FROM SENATE. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution submit- 
ted by him some time since, calling on the Presi- 
dent to know if there were any officers whose 
names had not been sent in to the Senate for con- 
firmation. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, suggested that 
the day had been set apart for the consideration of 
the bills on the private calendar, and hoped the 
Senator would consent to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the resolution until to-morrow. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, would cheerfully 
do so, but he desired to go away that day, and 
henge would prefer saying what he had to say at 
once. 

The point was yielded by Mr. JOHNSON, of 
Louisiana, and the resolution taken up, which is 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States is re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether any officers are now 
in the military or civil service of the United States, under 
appointments from the President, which have not been sub- 
mitted to the Senate; and if there be any such appoint- 
ments, that he state the date of such appointments, and why 
itis that it has not been in the power of the President to 
submit them to the consideration of the Senate. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, resumed his re- 
marks, commencing with a reference to the quasi 
usurpation of the Executive in the veto of the river 
and harbor bill. He referred to the course of the 
President, while a member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, advocating similar bills, instead of 


| raising constitutional objections to them. These 


measures had always gone on without interruption, 
as connected with our commercial interests. The 
power to pass such bills was conferred by the Con- 
stitution, In the clause relating to the regulation of 
commerce. After such an uninterrupted construc- 
tion of the power, it appeared very extraordinary 
that a new construction should now be put on the 
same words. If the meaning of the words ‘‘ regu- 
late” and ‘“‘ commerce ” had remained the same, 
why was a new construction to be given them. He 
commented on the insufficiency of the arguments 
by which a distinction between salt and fresh water 
was made. A new construction, however, had been 
placed on the words by the present Executive, 
who, as was alleged by the Senator from Ohio, was 
not likely to be guilty of usurpation. He had un- 
derstood the Senator from Ohio as asserting that 
the tendency to usurpation was greater in the Sen- 
ate and in the House of Representatives than in the 
President; but that Senator had corrected him, and 
had stated that he had been misunderstood. He 
(Mr. J.) had thought it probable that this conclu- 
sion had been brought about in the mind of that 
Senator by the changed aspect of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, the party character of which had been 
reversed. The present House was composed of 
representatives fresh from the people, who were in- 
dignant at the course of the President in interposing 
his veto on the river and harbor bill. | 

Another instance of the usurpation of the Exec- 
utive was to be found in the veto of the bill for the 
indemnity of our citizens for losses caused by 
French spoliations previous to 1800. No one 
doubts, from the spirit and disposition of the French 
people, as illustrated by the recent revolution, that 
they would now pay these claims, had they not 
been relinquished, so far as regards the responsi- 
bility of France, by our citizens. He adverted to 
the able reports and unanswerable speeches made 


in defence of this bill, from time to time, by the 


most distinguished men, by the brightest intellects 
of the orth The bill, which at various times 
had passed the one-or the other House, was at 
length passed by both Houses; and having received 
the sanction of this power, which represents the 
intelligence and moral feeling of the people, it was 
sent to the President, He returned it with objec- 
tions founded on the assumption that the claims 
were of too long standing, and that the United 
States were not bound to pay them. The mode 


of returning the bill was disrespectful to the Senate, 


which had allowed him the full constitutional time 
for examination and reflection. We were told, 
also, that we had become involved in the war, and 
that there was no surplus in the treasury. We 
have credit, we are able to raise money to pay 
armies, but we cannot find means to pay our just 
debts. Great credit was given to the President by 
his friends for thts veto. 

He brought forward these instances to show the 
tendency of the one-man power to usurpation. 
The Senator from Ohio considered the granting 
charters as an usurpation on the part of Congress. 
Yet the charters for the various -banks were all 
signed by the President. George Washington, 
with the advice of all his Cabinet, signed the 
charter of the United States Bank. James Mad- 
ison, an original opponent, retracted the opinion, 
and sanctioned the renewal of the charter. General 
Jackson had to pass on the same charter which 
was reported by you, sir, and Me said there was 
no difficulty in chartering a bank, if he could draw 
up the charter. The Supreme Court, with Chief 
Justice Marshall at its head, had confirmed the 
constitutionality of the charter of the bank. Ohio 
resisted the proceedings of a branch of the bank 
within her territory, and this brought the question 
again before the Supreme Court, when all the 
authorities were examined, and it again resulted in 
a confirmation of the constitutionality of the bank 
and its acts. 

Referring to Mr. Tyler’s veto, he characterized 
him as a President per se, and stated that his objec-. 
tion to the thing was as to the name by which 
it was baptized: he would have been satisfied with 
it under the name of fiscal agent. To this hour, 
Mr. J. stated it as his opinion that the constitu- 
tionality of the question was so well settled that 
nothing but courtesy could induce the present 
Supreme Court ever to listen to an argument about 
it. 
The Senator from Ohio takes the ground that 
the President truly represents the people of the 
United States, and that wedonot. He would ask 
that Senator, whether, if the course taken by the 
President in reference to the. river and harbor bill 
and the French spoliations had been shadowed out 
to the people beforehand, he would ever have re- 
ceived the nomination or election to the Presidency ? 
He believed the President had no objection to a 
reélection; but if he should be nominated, it would 
only be to be beaten. There was one will he would 
have to obey, and that was the will to be beaten. 

In one of the numbers of the Federalist, Alex- 
ander Hamilton had treated as the wildest fictions 
of imagination these objections to this veto power, 
which we have been doomed to see realized. [Mr. 
J. read an extract.] Facts had proved that the 
President might assume the supercilious pomp of 
majesty, and yet remain the idol of a party. The 
consequences may not be all developed in one day, 
but they must follow; and it may yet be that a 
diadem may sparkle on the brow of an Amer- 
ican President, and the imperial purple may flow 
in his train. Man is man the world over; power 
is power the world over, and it may again be used 
as it has been before used. 

He remarked gn the political excrescences which 
had appeared on our system in the shape of con- 
ventions. He called them so without reference 
to one party more than another. ‘They took the 
business out of the hands of the people, in order 
to build up a party idol. Out of the twenty mil- 
lions of our population, not ten thousand had any 
share in the getting up of these-conventions. He 


did not wish to say anything disrespectful; but he 


asked what Senator on the ‘other side, looking 
among the distinguished of his party, would have 
selected Mr. Polk? He asked if the Executive 
lash had not been applied in the Senate, and if 
Senators had not often been told that they were 
lagging behind their duty, and this in terms offen- 
sive to any man.of honor? It had been still more 
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fiercely applied in the House. And when some 
impracticables insisted on offensive measures— 
when the tea and coffee tax was repudiated—the 
organ was required to play, discoursing not music, 
but curses. Patronage was also wielded in favor 
of those who yielded to the wishes of the Presi- 
dent, and against those who resisted it. 

He returned to his resolution, the constitution- 
ality of which he defended. He adverted to the 
manner in which the Senator from Ohio had spo- 
_ken of the Supreme Court. 
was never intended to give the power of appoint- 
ment to the President alone, but to the President 
and Senate conjointly. In case of vacancies during 
the recess, the President has the right to fill up— 
and this is the extent of the power intended to be 
conferred on him. He asked if, supposing the 
practice of General Washington prevailed now, 
and Mr. Polk was seated in the Senate chair, or 
by the side of it, and he were to put the question 
to him, There is one Gideon J. Pillow, a mighty 
man of-war, who has overthrown armies by his 
prowess, and who is forced to herald his own his- 
tory because no one witnessed his achievements 
but himself, is he a major general of the United 
States? Now, he merely proposed to ask by res- 
olution what, in the case referred to, he would 
have orally asked. And had the President any 
more right to be offended in the one case than he 
would have had in the other? Why was not Gid- 
eon J. Pillow senin? Was it because the Presi- 
deht knew he would be rejected? There was 
General Quitman, too, a man of high sense of 
honor, and who had been here, holding his com- 
mission by the mere will of the President: why 
had not his name been sent in? Was it because 
he wasin bad company? There was also General 
Cushing, who is now a member of the court of 
inquiry in Mexico: why had not his name been 
sent in? He would suppose, for the sake of ar- 
gument, that the nomination of this general had 
been kept back, so that, by his present depend- 
ence on the will of the President, he may be led to 
act so as to prejudice the case of the gallant gen- 
eral at the head of the army. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved to post- 
pone the further consideration of the resolution; 
and as so much time had been occupied on this 
resolution, he moved to extend the order relative 
to the private calendar so as to include to-morrow. 

Mr. HANNEGAN rose, and expressed his de- 
termination to oppose any such motion. It was 
his intention to call up the Yucatan bill to-morrow. 
The order appropriating this day for the consider- 
ation of private business had been made while he 
was absent, or he should have felt it his duty to 
oppose it. When the Yucatan bill should be dis- 
posed of, he would be ready to give a week to the 
consideration of private bills. 
disposition on either side of the Chamber to keep 
the subject of Yucatan open, for the purpose of 
playing at a game for political capital, he knew 
nothing about it, he was not concerned init. If 
the Senator from Louisiana persisted in his mo- 
tion, he should be compelled to ask for the yeas 
and nays. He was for Yucatan, let others have 
in view what objects they may. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, said, with the 
understanding that a week would be’ allowed for 
the private calendar after the Yucatan bill was dis- 
posed of, he would withdraw that part of his motion 
which went to set apart to-morrow for that sub- 


ject. 

; Mr. DOUGLAS begged to be understood, that 
he was no party to any arrangement which would 
give priority to the private bills for a week, or for 
any particular period. There were some important 
bills which he should ask the Senate to take up 
whenever he had an opportunity. 

Mr. BADGER said, the Senator from Indiana 
had said he was for Yucatan. Now, he (Mr. B.) 
occupied a position directly the reverse. For rea- 
sons which were obvious, he was against Yucatan. 
He hoped the Senate would take up the private 
calendar. a 

Mr. FOOTE said he was astonished to hear the 
Senator from North-Carolina express himself in 
such extraordinary language. That Senator had 
declared that he wasagainst Yucatan. Now, hedid 
not believe that that honorable Senator intended it 
to be understood that he had any hostile feelings 
against Yucatan. Yet his language was liable to 
that construction. He did not suppose there was 
a single person here who did not deeply sympathize 


He asserted that it, 


If there was any - 


with the Topi of that unhappy country; and he 
presumed the Senator from North Carolina would 
not be willing that his language should be made 
the subject of misconstruction. He therefore had 
thought it right to give that Senator an opportuni- 
ty to explain. 

Mr. BADGER said it must be obvious that he 
only intended to be understood as saying that he 
was against the Yucatan bill. 

The question was about to be taken on the 
motion of Mr. Jounson, of Louisiana, when— 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after a short time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 13, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, by leave, pre- 
vious notice having been given, introduced a bill 
for the relief of the West Feliciana Railroad Com- 
pany. Read twice, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. ADAMS, by'leave, presented resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Kentucky favorable 
to Asa Whitney’s plan of a railroad from Lake 
Michigan to the Pacific Ocean. 

Also, a resolution of the same Legislature con- 
cerning the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company. 
Laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Engra- 
ving, to which was referred the subject of engra- 
ving the chart of the proposed route of steamers 
from San Francisco or Monterey, in California, to 
Shanghae and Canton, in China, and the Sand- 
wich Islands, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That one copy of the chart accompanying said 
report be engraved for each number thereof ordered by the 
House to be printed. 

Mr. BURT moved to refer the report and reso- 
lution to the Committee on Printing, with a view 
to ascertain the expense of the engraving, &c. 

Mr. CONGER opposed the motion to commit 
to the Committee on Printing, and suggested that 
it be recommitted to the Committee on Engraving. 

Mr. BARRINGER moved to recommit the re- 
port to the Committee on Engraving, with instruc- 
tions to ascertain the cost of engraving the maps, 
&c., and report the same to the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to lay the 
report on the table. Lost. 

The question was then put on the motion to re- 
commit, with instructions, and it was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. EDWARDS, 


Resolved, That Charles Ewing, an invalid pensioner, have 
leave to withdraw his petition and accompanying papers, 
now on file in the Clerk’s office of this House. 

_ Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported the following resolution, which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, requested to inform this House of the cause of de- 
lay in furnishing to the public printers the index and other 
matter required to complete the annual‘report of that offi- 
cer on commerce and navigation; and also when the same 
will be furnished, so that said printers can deliver said re- 
port to this House as ordered by it. 


Mr. CONGER desired that the resolution might 
be put upon its passage. 

Objection being made, it lies over under the rule. 

Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania, asked leave 


to offer the following resolution: ~ 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
for the improvement of the navigation of the AJleghany river, 
and that said committee report by bill or otherwise. 


Objection being made, the resolution wag not 
received, 


PAYMENT FOR A SLAVE. 


The House, on motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, 
of Connecticut, resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole, on the private calendar, (Mr. Sims in 
the chair.) 

The first bill on the calendar was the bill for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Benjamin 
Hodges, deceased. It provides for the payment 
for a slave conveyed from the United States by the 
British fleet in the year 1814. The amount appro- 
iain by the bill 1s two hundred and eighty del- 
ars, out of the fund (if so much there be unapplied) 
allotted by the British Government under the first 
article of the treaty of Ghent. 


After the bill had been read, Mr. TUCK rose 
and addressed the committee in a speech of nearly 
an hour’s length in opposition to the bill, and on 
the subject of slavery generally. 


Mr. RHETT (who reported the bill) explained 
the bill; and replied briefly to Mr. Tuck. 


Messrs. BURT, CHAPMAN, VENABLE, 
WOODWARD, and ATKINSON, also spoke 
a reply to Mr. Tuck, and in support of the 

ill. 

[Mr WOODWARD said: The few observa- 
tions I have to make, shall be restricted to the 
principle of the bill. : 

There is a fallacious opinion prevalent of late, 
that persons cannot be considered property. It is 
assumed that there is a philosophical or meta- 
physical incompatibility between the two things. 
And the question is raised, is a slave property and 
person? A precious piece of metaphysics! The 
framers of the Constitution meant to determine no 
such question as this. At the formation of the 
Constitution, slaves were property as a mere mat- 
ter of fact; and were also persons as a matter of 
fact. And the question then made was, whether 
the Constitution should contemplate them in the one 
character or the other, or both.- This question of 
legal contemplation was compromised. But how? 
Not upon any idea of incompatibility between per- 
son and property, but upon an assumed compati- 
bility. It was agreed, that to the extent that slaves 
should be considered property, for the purpose of 
apportioning direct taxes among the States; to the 
same extent they should be considered persons, in 
the apportionment of Representatives among the 
States. The same three-fifths that are considered 
property, are also considered persons. Nothing 
is said of the remaining two-fifths. The two-fifths 
are not considered either persons or property. The 
three-fifths, both. The Constitution assumes the 
perfect compatibility of the two things, person and 
property; or else, three-fifths being made prop- 

rty, the remaining two-fifths would have been re- 
garded persons. Such a compromise as this would, 
indeed, have recognized an incompatibility between 


the two characters, and furnished some ground for 


re once of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire. 

The gentleman says this bill ought not to pass, 
because the Constitution does not recognize slavery. 
If he means, that the Constitution does not recog- 
nize the principle of slavery, as moral and right, I 
agree with him. The Constitution says nothing 
on the subject. But if he says the Constitution 
did not recognize the fact of slavery, he makes a 
most extraordinary assertion. What does the 
Constitution mean by ‘‘a person bound to ser- 
vice??? What better definition of a slave could 
there be, than this? What does the Constitution 
mean by ‘‘the party to whom such labor or ser- 
vice is due?” hat better definition of a master? 
What does the Constitution intend, when it enjoins 
upon every State to deliver up a fugitive bound 
to service, to the party entitled to such service, 
upon his own demand? What stronger recogni- 
tion could there be of the perfect right of the master 
to popei in the slave ?] ; 

Mr. ATKINSON moved to amend the bill by 
inserting after the words, ‘‘ the sum of $280 out of 
the fund (if so much there be unapplied,’’) the 
words * and riot necessary to the discharge of 
claims that were allowed by the commissioners 
and yet unsatisfied.”’ 

The debate was then continued: by Messrs. 
COLLAMER and GIDDINGS. [The speech of 
ee G., and others, will be found in the Appen- 

ix. 
After Mr. GIDDINGS concluded— 
The committee rose and reported progress. 


CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. BRODHEAD asked leave to introduce a 
joint resolution to amend the Constitution of the 

nited States. ° 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. HUDSON: The memorial of the American Statis- 
tical Association in relation to the mode of taking the next 
census. : 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa: The petition of Samuel 
Steele and sundry other citizens of Iowa, praying for the 
establishment ofa mail route from Ashland, via Sand Point 
and Floris, to Bloomfield, in Davis county. f 


1848. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 13, 1848. 


Mr. CALHOUN presented a petition from 
citizens of Charlestgn, South Carolina, asking a 
uniform and cheap system of postage; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. | 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented a petition 
from J. Anthony King and Cuyler W. oung, 
asking to be allowed to organize a military force 
to aid the people of Yucatan; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. DIX presented a petition from J. Howard & 
Son, of New York, asking to be allowed to use two 
Spanish war-steamers in the line which they pro- 
pose to run between New York and certain Spanish 
and Mexican ports; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


Mr. MASON presented a memorial from physi- 
cians, chemists, and citizens of Alexandria, Vir- 
ginia, remonstrating against the importation of 
adulterated and spurious drugs; which was laid on 
the table. 


_Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition from two 
hundred and Gerais ines citizens of the District 
of Columbia, asking that the General Government 
purchase Mount Vernon; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. DOUGLAS presented a petition from citi- 
zens of the United States residing in Oregon, asking 
that the laws of the United States may be extended 
over the Territory, and that donations of land may 
be granted. 


Mr. DIX, from the Committée on Commerce, 
reported a bill to admit certain articles of the 

rowth or production of Canada into the United 

tates free of duty, upon the condition that the 
like articles of the growth or production of the 
United States are admitted into Canada free of 
duty; which was read a first time. 


." On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, the report of 
the Secretary of State concerning the illegal seizure 
of an American vessel, was ordered to be referred 


to a select committee of five, to be appointed by 
the Chair. - 


RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. DAYTON, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury furnish the 
Senate with a statement of all the iron and the manufac- 
tures of iron iniported into the United States from the lst 
July, 1847, to the Ist May, 1848, designating the different 
kinds of iron, and the value of each kind, and also the value 
of the manutactures thereof; and the quantity and value of 
all mineral coal imported during the same period. 


On motion of Mr. DOUGLAS, 
. Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of amending the law, 
approved 23d April, 1808, appropriating annually $200,000 
for arming the whole militia of the United States and Ter- 
ritories, so as to increase the same to an amount equal to 
the present wants of the country, and report by bill or other- 
wise. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to 
send to the Senate all the papers filed by Mary Cassin, widow 
of the late Lieutenant John Cassin, of the United States 
navy, in her application for a pension. 


On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN ; 
Resolved, That N..J. Holland act as Assistant Doorkeeper 
of the Senate during the absence of the Assistant in convey- 


ing the remains of the honorable CHESTER ASHLEY to the 
State of Arkansas. 


Mr. HANNEGAN submitted the following; 
which lies over: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be 

instructed to inquire into the expediency of establishing the 


consulate at Muscat, in the dominions of the Imaum, upon 
the same footing with those of Tangiers, Tripoli, and Tunis, 


in the Barbary States. 

Mr. BAGBY submitted the following, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That John M. Jameson, Postmfster of the Sen- 


ate, be continued hereafter yearly in charge of the post office, 
at the same per diem he now receives. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 


On motion of Mr. DAYTON, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate inquire and 
report to the Senate why the document relating to the pro- 
ceedings of the arbitration in the matter of the island on which 
Fort Delaware is situated, commonly called the “Pea Patch,” 
has not been printed, according to the order of the Senate. 

Mr. BADGER alluded to the fact of his having 
introduced, several weeks ago, a resolution of in- 
quiry ‘into the delays constantly occurring in the 
public printing. Seeing that the chairman of the 
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Committee on Printing had just reached his seat, 
he would call his attention to the facts, and inquire 
whether the committee had thought it worth while 
to investigate the subject? | 

Mr. CAMERON replied, that since the intro- 
duction of the resolution he had been absent, and, 
besides, too unwell to make a detailed report. 
He might state, verbally, however, for the satis- 
faction of the Senate, that there was error in sup- 
posing that there was any unnecessary delay; in 
short, there was less delay in the public printing 
now than at any time since he had had the honor 
ofa seat in that body. He thought the charges 
against the public printers altogether groundless, 
and that the facts Had not been sufficiently looked. 
into or investigated. 

Mr. BADGER said. the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania must pardon him, but he really thought there 
was great irregularity in his proceeding, to say the 
least. The resolution he had the honor‘to submit 
long ago, showed that the Senate was fully sensi- 
ble of the truth of the delay, or it would not have 
been adopted. It was not the fact of the delay that 
the resolution called on the committee to inquire 
into, but the cause thereof. The delay the Senate 
had already affirmed to exist. As to the printing 
being executed as rapidly as heretofore, the Senate 
knew it was not so, and the resolution just sub- 
mitted by his friend from New Jersey, calling on 
the Secretary to inquire and report, was further 
evidence of the fact. 

Mr. CAMERON thought the printing had been 
as rapidly executed as it could have been done, and 
was at present more so than it had ever been here- 
tofore. As soon as time and health would permit, 
he should submit a report setting forth the facts, 
which he thought would satisfy the Senator. And 
here the subject dropped. 

Mr. YULEE asked the indulgence of the Senate 
to take up the bill to promote the efficiency of the 
navy, by authorizing a retired list, not with a view 
to discussion, but simply for fixing a day for its 
consideration. 

The motion having been agreed to, the bill was 
made the special order for the first Monday in 
June next. 

Mr. NILES moved to take up the amendments 
of the House to the bill to amend an act entitled 
‘* An act to amend the act entitled ‘ An act to re- 
duce the rates of postage, to limit the use and cor- 
rect the abuse of the franking privilege, and for 
the prevention of frauds on the revenues of the 
Post Office Department, ” passed March 3, 1845. 

This motion having been agreed to, Mr. NILES 
explained the effect of the amendments; and the 
first and second were disagreed to, and the third 
concurred in. 


OCCUPATION OF YUCATAN. 


On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate 
roceeded to the consideration of the special order, 
being the bill to enable the President of the United 
States to take temporary military occupation of 
Yucatan; when 

Mr. MILLER rose and said, that if this bill 
had been placed simply on the ground of human- 
ity, it would have met with his entire approbation. 
But, in the progress of the discussion, the measure 
had been entirely stripped of humanity, and’advo- 
cated as a matter of cold, calculating policy. It 
was a strange proposition to require of us aid to 
resist an overwhelming foe, and then that we 
Should receive pay forthe same. He gave a brief 
historical view of the circumstances which had 
preceded this application, and then reviewed the 
correspondence which had taken place between 
the Secretary of State-and the Yucatan commis- 
sioner. He dwelt on the fact that at the time of 
this application, Yucatan was a part of the terri- 
tory of Mexico, The commissioner presents a 
deplorable picture of the condition of Yucatan— 
representing. the white race as in danger of exter- 
mination by the Indians. But, no response being 
given to the cry of distress, he shows a pretty ac- 
curate knowledge, if not of human nature gener- 
ally, of the human nature of our country, by then 
calling the attention of our Government to the 
declaration of Mr. Monroe, and referring to our 
course in reference to the Greeks, &c., and by 
throwing out a menace of appealing to England 
or other European Powers, in case we do not act. 
It was like the case of a man who, finding his 
house on fire, offers his neighbor a deed of the 
building if he will put out the fire; but, seeing that 


a 
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his neighbor makes no movement to save the 

property, he telis him, Well, if you don’t take 
the offer, there is a man over the way who will do. 
it, and I will go to him. : 

He adverted to the position taken by the chair- 
man of Foreign Relations, that it was necessary to 
act to keep England out of Yucatan; so that the 
real object was, not to drive out the Indians, but 
to drive out the English. The Eagle and the Lion 
were to be watching to see which shall seize the 
victim. He put the case of the people of South: 
Carolina, or Alabama, making an application to 
Great Britain. What would be thought if Great 
Britain were to indicate a disposition to take pos- 
session of the complaining State, without the sanc- 
tion of the General Government? Would it not 
be regarded as an act of war? If Yucatan is not 
independent of Mexico, we cannot interfere with- 
out danger of war. He referred to the nding 
treaty, the ratification of which may be defeated 
by any unwise and over-hasty movement on our 
Mr. Sierra, the Yucatan commissioner, had 
entered a protest against the treaty, but withheld 
his threat of calling on other Powers until a sub- 
sequent period. He took exception to the style ` 
assumed by Mr. Sierra in his letter of protest—a 
style which would have been suitable to a sover- 
eign Pine making on some other sovereign a de- 
mand sanctioned by the laws of mations. 

It had been rumored that the President himself 
was not at heart in favor of the pending treaty 
with Mexico, and since this subject had been be- 
fore the Senate, the probability of the rumor had 
received some strength. He adverted to the causes 
of the war with Mexico—to the annexation of 
Texas and the boundary question—to the manner 
in which it had been carried on, and to the anxious 
desire for its speedy termination which at this mo- 
ment pervades the whole country. It was em- 
phatically the duty of every man who held the 
peace of the country in his hands to be particularly 
cautious not to do anything which would tend to 
the disappointment of those hopes and desires. 

If this measure were only urged in a spirit of 
charity, for the sole purpose of saving the white 
citizens of Yucatan from extermination by the In- 
dians, we certainly should have no right to be dis- 
Saar because we have been anticipated either by. 

pain or England. The reply of Spain, in which 
she declares that she will not take advantage of 
the present distressed condition of Yucatan to seize 
hold on her territory, he lauded as worthy of old 
Spain in her best days. Such an answer ought to 
have been ours. France had also declined ina 
Similar manner. And as to the interference of 
England, he had seen no proofs of it. It did not 
yet appear that she had been even asked. The 
possession of English arms he did not regard as - 
ground of suspicion against the English Govern- 
ment. England could not interfere without bring- 
ing on her war with Mexico and war with our- 
selves, who are now at war with Mexico. A great 
deal of political capital has been made out of this 
cry about English interference in Texas and in Cali- 
fornia, but he has yet to discover the first particle 
of evidence on which this cry could be justified, 

He proceeded to remark on the declaration of 
Mr. Monroe, which was issued in opposition to 
the encroaching spirit of the Holy Alliance. He 
denied that it could be applied here without a com- 
plete perversion of the principle. We ropose to 
do precisely what we say England and France and 
Spain shall notdo. We desire to take possession 
of another State, and defend the act by appealing 
to the declaration of Mr. Monroe, which was issued 
to prevent one nation from interfering with the 
affairs of another. If we say to another, You shall 
not take Yucatan, shall we take Yucatan ourselves? 
Are we about to drive others away from this 
afflicted territory, in order that we may have all the 
plunder to ourselves? 

He then went on to speak of the domestic affairs 
of Yucatan, to show that Mendez had used these 
Indians to promote his ambitious views, under a 
promise that he would repeal the capitation tax. 
After he had obtained their services,*he violated 
his obligations, and murdered many of the Indians, 
with their women and children, in cold blood. In 
the party movements in Yucatan, the Indians stand 
by their country; and who does not approve of 
their course? The whites have an army of 8,000 
men, but we have never heard of any battle they 
have fought. It had been called a war of races. 
Every war from the discovery of Mexico has been 
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a war of races—a wai between the Indians and 
the whites; and what Christian nation has ever 
stepped in to aid the Indians? These Indians are 
not subjects, they are citizens. Almonte and ath- 
ers, with whom our Government has had corre- 
spondence, are full-blood Indians. In the French 
revolution, the blouses had no legal right to take 
the step they did—they violated the law at the 
outset, yet we have given them our highest appro- 
bation. On the other hand, the Indians of Yuca- 
tan, as citizens possessing an equality of rights, 
had a perfect right to take the steps they have 
taken. 

If Great Britain has determined to take posses- 
sion of Yucatan or any portion of it, to the detri- 
ment of our national safety, it becomes a great 
question between us and Great Britain. If so, we 
ought at once to speak out in plain language, and 
tell her we will oppose her, instead of trying to get 
ahead of the Lion, in order to be beforehand in seiz- 
ing the prey. 'The first is the manly course. The 
possession of Cuba would in all probability come 
up under the next Administration, because, in the 
present state of Europe, it is not likely that Spain 
will Jong hold out. 

He concluded by throwing a censure on the Ad- 
ministration for devoting its attention exclusively 
to foreign affairs, and neglecting the domestic in- 
terests of the country. It seemed to have entirely 
turned its back on all those objects which are con- 
nected with home concerns. 

Mr. CALHOUN then obtained the floor, and 
expressed his intention to give his views on the 
question. 

A motion was then made to adjourn; which was 
withdrawn, and, 

On motion of Mr. CLARKE, it was 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inforin the Senate whether all or any part of the 
navy stationed in the Gulf of Mexico has been ordered to 
proceed to the coast of Yucatan, for the protection of the 
white population of that country; and if so, to transmit to 
the Senate a copy of such ee aud also a copy of any 


advices from the commander or officer of the squadron of a 
date later than those aJready communicated. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 15, 1848. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


Mr. HARALSON moved to suspend the rules, 
to enable him to move that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the consideration of the bill to refund money 
for expenses incurred, subsistence or transporta- 


‘tion furnished for the use of volunteers during the 


resent war, before being mustered and received 


"Into the service of the United States: Ayes 92, noes 


26. Two-thirds voting in favor thereof, the rules 
were suspended. 

The bill was then taken up and read. 

Mr. H. briefly explained the bill. It revived 
and extended the provisions of the resolution of 
the. last Congress so as to embrace- companies, 
towns, corporations, individuals, &c., and required 
proof to be made to the satisfaction of the Secre- 
tary of War. It was framed, as nearly as practi- 
cable, in accordance with the views of the House, 
as expressed when the subject was before under 
consideration. He apprehended that there would 
be no desire to discuss the question, and he there- 
fore demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded; and, under 
its operation, the bill was engrossed, read a third 
time, and passed, as follows: 

A BILL to refund moneys for expenses incurred, subsist- 
ence or transportation furnished for the use of volunteers 


during the present war, before being mustered or received 
into the service of the United States. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the provisions of the joint resolu- 
tion, approved March third, eighteen hundred and forty- 
seven, entitled ‘ A resolution to refund money to the States 
which have supplied volunteers and furnished them trans- 
portation during the present war, before being mustered 
and received into the service of the United States,” be, and 
the same are hereby, extended so as to embrace all cases of 
expenses heretofore incurred in organizing, subsisting, and 
transporting volunteers previous to their being mustered 
and received into the service of the United States for the 
present war, whether by States, counties, corporations, or 
individuals, ‘either acting with or without the authority of 
any States: Provided, however, That pruof shall be made, to 
the satisfaction of the Secretary of War, of the amount thus 
expended, and that the same was necessary and proper for 
the troops aforesaid. 

Sec. 2. And be iffurther enacted, That an amount suffi- 
cient to refund said expenses so incurred be, and the same 
is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 


- 


CHARTER OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. CHAPMAN moved a suspension of the 
rules, in order to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union from the further 
consideration of the bill to amend the charter of 
the city of Washington. 

By common consent, Mr. C. stated that the 
charter election of this city was very near at hand, 
being appointed either for the first of June or the 
first Monday of June. This bill embraced a com- 
promise charter, which had been agreed to, after 
the question being advertised, by four-fifths of the 
inhabitants of the city. The principal difficulty 
which had existed in former years was with ref- 
erence to the right of suffrage.. They had unani- 
mously agreed upon a basis of suffrage, he had 
been informed by a number of the inhabitants of 
the city, and particularly by the Corporation. 

The question being taken, the rules were sus- 
om and the bill was laid before the House and 
read. 

. Mr. SIMS suggested that a clerical error in the 
16th line of the Ist section required amendment, 
and it was corrected accordingly by substituting 
“ or” for “and.” He then moved the previous 
question on the engrossment of the bill. 

Under the operation of the previous question, the 
vote‘on the engrossment was taken by yeas and 
nays, as follows: Yeas 95, nays 59. 

Mr. CHAPMAN moved the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MEADE inquired if.a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill had been ordered to be 
engrossed would be in order? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. MEADE moved to reconsider, for the pur- 
pose of introducing a proviso to submit the charter 
to the people. 

Mr. SIMS, (ih his seat.) It has already been 
submitted, and a large majority of the people have 
voted in favor of it. 

Mr. MEADE (apparently not understanding 
Mr. Sms) had no objection, he said, to the pro- 
visions of the bill as he understood it; but he 
thought this charter, which stood in the place ofa 
constitution to the people of this city, should be 
submitted to them, to be accepted or rejected at 
their will. He read the amendment he wished to 
add, as follows : 


< Be it further enacted, That this act shall be in force from 
and after the —— day of » provided that previous to 
that date a majority of the people of the city qualified to‘vote 
under the present charter shail signify in a manner hereafter 
prescribed their assent thereto; and that the sense of the 
people may be ascertained, the Mayor of the city shall, be- 
fore the —— day of next, cause a poll to be opened, 
and kept opened for three days, (of which thirty days’ notice 
shall be given in two newspapers published in the city of 
Washington,) at the court-house of said city, in which the 
names of those who shall offer to vote shall be recorded in 
separate columns, for or against the amended charter; and 
the polls aforesaid shall be examined by the Mayor and Al- 
dermen of the city, who shall make proclamation of the re- 
sult ; and this amended charter shali be considered as adopted 
or rejected, according as the majority of the votes polled shall 
be fur or against the same.” 


Mr. CHAPMAN remarked that the gentleman 
from Virginia, he thought, could not have been in 
the House when the bill was first taken up, and 
heard the statement which had been made. He 
repeated that it had been expressly stated to the 
Committee on the District by the Corporation of 
this city that this charter had been submitted to the 
people, and that three-fourths of them had voted 
for it; and further, they believed the people were 
unanimously in favorof it. He therefore moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. MEADE inquired in what form it was sub- 
mitted, who drew it up, and who voted for it? 

Mr. CHAPMAN replied that it was submitted 
to the people at the polls; they voted upon it sec- 
tion by section; and the report had been made to 


-the Committee for the District of Columbia by the 


officers who took the vote of the people. He moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. . 

Mr. COLLINS demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted— 
Yeas 92, nays 67. 

Be the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

The question recurring on the passage of the bill, 
it was agreed to, without a division. 

So the bill was passed. | 
* Mr. HENLEY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed. He said he was ver 
much obliged to the gentleman from Maryland for 
endeavoring to put the gag upon those opposed to 
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the bill, by preventing them from saying a word 
upon its odious features. 

Mr. CHAPMAN assured the honorable gen- 
tleman from Indiana that he pad no disposition to 
arrest his remarks; he would listeg to thena with 
great pleasure. If he had supposed the gentleman 
was desirous of being heard upon this question, 
he certainly should have thrown no obstacles jn 
his way. n 

Mr. HENLEY said it was passing strange that 
the gentleman should not have known that those 
opposed to the bill were desirous of being heard, 
when they had made every effort jn their power to 
make some few anfendments, and to give their 
reasons therefor. 

This bill contained a feature than which, at this 
enlightened age of the world, none more odious 
could be proposed—that was, a property qualifica- 
tion for the voter: a restriction upon a man, that 
because he did not own property, and had not paid 
taxes upon that property, he should not therefore 
be entitled to casta vote at the ballot-box. It had 
been said, and was now said by a gentleman near 
him, [Mr. McLane,] that no such provision was 
contained it. He read the following: ‘*and who 
‘ shall have paid the school tax and all taxes upon 
‘ personal property due from him, shall be entitled 
‘to vote.” He submitted it to the country if this 
was nota property qualification? If this section 
did not require a man not only to be assessed as a 
property holder, but to have paid a tax upon that 
property before he could be admitted to vote, he 
had no idea of the force of language. 

Mr. McLANE (the floor being yielded) said, 
as the gentleman from Indiana had referred to him, 
and had declared that there was a property quali- 
fication in the bill, and as he, (Mr. McL.,) after 
examination, had voted for it, and as he knew it 
contained no property qualification at all, (for if it 
had, he should not have voted for it,) he desired 
at this time to call the particular attention of the 
House to the fact that there was no such provision 
in the bill. It was provided, that if a man had 
personal property, he should have paid the taxes 
upon it before he voted, but if he had no property 
he could vote. 

Mr. HENLEY. Then he must be assessed as 
a tax-payer? 

Mr. McLANE. Not at all; if he has no prop- 
erty, he can vote. I ask the gentleman from In- 
diana to answer-the question whether it is neces- 
sary, under this bill, for a ‘man to be possessed of 
a certain amount of property before he can vote? 
I deny it. 

Mr. HENLEY asked the gentleman to answer 
the question, if an individual must not be assessed 
to pay his school tax before he could vote? 

Mr. McLANE, objecting to the gentleman’s 
mode of answering a question by putting another, 
called attention to the fact that the gentleman had 
made the direct allegation that the bill provided a’ 
property qualification, and then turned round and 
said it was a school tax. Now, would the gentle- 
man frankly, explicitly state that it was a prop- 
erty qualification, and that a man could not vote 
without it? 

Mr. HENLEY supposed a case: A man who 
has personal property in the city of Washington, 
which is assessed, makes his appearance at the 
ballot-box, not having the receipt of payment of 
that assessment, could he vote?. 

Mr. McLANE answered with very great pleas- 
ure. In his judgment, a man, holding property, 
and assessed upon that property, ought not to vote 
unless he had paid his taxes. 

Mr. HENLEY. There is the property qualifi- 
cation, and the gentleman is in favor of it. 

Mr. McLANE. It is no part of my democracy 
to contribute by my vote to degrade, to corrupt 
the ballot-boxes; I would at all times keep them 
pure and honest; and if there be a citizen holding 
property in this county, I would require that that 
citizen, with others, should pay his taxes before 
he exercises that high and honorable privilege. 

The gentleman had said that this pill contained 
a property qualification. Now, it was very well un- 
derstood, and no man knew better than the gentle- 
man from Indiana, what was a property qualifica- 
tion; and he (Mr. McL.) did not choose to sit in 
this House and vote upon a bill, and then havea 
motion to reconsider with a view to strike out a 
clause which was not in the bill, and then permit: 
the gentleman, when he (Mr. McL.) stated the 
fact, to turn round and put a question about the 
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school tax or a mode of guarding the ballot-box, 
and entirely change the issue. Let the honorable 
gentleman meet the question, and say he was not 
willing that an assessment should be made and 
payment required of the voter who had property. 

r. HENLEY. Then the gentleman acknowl- 
edges, if a man has not paid his tax upon the 
assessment or property, he cannot vote. This is 
not only equal to, but 1s still more odious than, a 
property qualification. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (the floor being 
pered) called the attention of the gentleman from 

ndiana and the gentleman from Maryland and the 
House to one fact in the bill; that was, it provided 
that no man should vote unles he had first paid his 
school taxes and all other taxes upon personal 
property due from him. Now, one man in this 
city, owning no personal property, but a house 
and lot on the President’s square, which might be 
assessed for taxes for fifty thousand dollars, would 
come up to the ballot-box, and no objection be 
made to his vote, although he owed the corporation 
the tax upon fifty thousand dollars; while one of 
those maimed soldiers whom you met on the ave- 
nue, who might have lost both arms or both legs 
in fighting the battles of his country, who owned 
but a pig and a cow, a couple of chairs, and a 
square table, and who was assessed twelve and a 
half cents, might come up by the side of that 
nabob, that millionaire, and offer his vote, and, 
because he had not paid his twelve and a half 
cents, be spurned from the ballot-box, and sent 
‘hobbling off. That would be the operation ofgthe 
bill as it stood. , 

Mr. HENLEY said that was the true represent- 
ation; that was the property qualification in the 
bill; and he understood the gentleman from Mary- 
land to be in favor of it. 

{t was not necessary for him to dwell upon the 
enormities of this bill, upon the outrages which it 
perpetrated upon those who had not got their dollar 
to pay their school tax, and the money to pay the 
tax upon their personal property, (and there were 
such,) but it was necessary for him to say what 
he knew, which was, that there had been fraud 
practised upon the members of this House by cer- 
tain citizens of Washington, who had been en- 
deavoring to force this bill upon the House for the 
express purpose of cutting out the poor men from 
voting. There was a sort of aristocracy, he was 
sorry to say, in this city, which was not found in 
the States—certainly not in the western States; 
there were men here who would scorn to go to the 
ballot-box side by side with the poor man who 
had not got hiş dollar to pay this tax, which they 
were determined he should pay before they would 
let him vote; and this class of men had been in- 
trizuing here to.impose upon this House, and 
make the country believe that a majority of the 
voters of this city had voted for this bill. 

He referred to the circumstances in which the 

election took place, and said that the former char- 
ter was a much worse one than this; that, like 
the English Government, these aristocrats, having 
found that they could no longer oppress the peo- 
ple to that extent, had determined to relax a little, 
and had submitted this charter to the vote, and the 
people had had to support it as a choice between 
‘wo evils, but for which they voted as a whole, 
protesting against some of its provisions, and 
among others, this. Let him ask gentlemen who 
same here from the great West, where, thank God, 
hey knew no distinction in reference to property, 
f they would come forward, and under the opera- 
ion of this gag, the previous question, be dragoon- 
d into a vote which was to restrict the people of 
Washington in the right of suffrage, and deprive 
Jany of them of it, when at this very moment, on 
ne other side of the water, our example had in- 
uced them to throw off the yoke of tyranny, and 
‘eclare as one of their very first enactments, that 
very citizen of twelve years of age should be an 
lector. Did we see anything there about this re- 
criction? Was there a man in the Provisional 
xrovernment ,who would say a man must be as- 
essed, taxed, and have paid his money before he 
ould be a voter? 

This great, liberal principle of unrestricted suf- 
‘age had taken rootin Europe; and here was rep- 
ented the strange anomaly that the American 
‘ongress, a Congress representing freemen, free- 
ien who had set this great example to their breth- 
2n across the water, had sustained a bill contain- 
ig this odious feature, and passed it under the gag 


of the previous question, and endeavered to dra- 
goon the minority here and force this bill into a 
law, by which the poor men of this city would be 
deprived of the inalienable right of suffrage. Such 
a thing could not be tolerated in France; he hoped 
it would not be long in England, Apstria, Prussia; 
even in Russia he hoped soon to see this abuse 
corrected. This proposition to require the pay- 
ment of school taxes and taxes on personal prop- 
erty before they could be allowed to vote, he pro- 
nounced an outrage on American freemen. All he 
desired was, the opportunity to place his name on 
record on the question, and then to make the is- 
sue—not before the people of this District, because 
they had not the right to vote, but before the coun- 
try, before the people who elected their Represent- 
atives to come here. It was the principle which 
was put down in Rhode Island by the Algerine 
party, and upon this he wanted to go before the 
country. | 

Mr. MEADE, with the permission of Mr. Hevn- 
LEY, explained that the gentleman was mistaken 
in supposing the tax must necessarily be laid upon 
property of some sort, but that it was a poll tax, 
which the corporation, elected by the people, might 
lay or not, as they saw proper. 

Mr. HENLEY said the gentleman from South 
Carolina, who represented the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, [Mr. Smms,] had refused to 
ao the provisions of the bill, or to discuss it at 


all. . 

Mr. SIMS (the floor being yielded) said, if the 
gentleman would turn to the thirty-fourth line of 
the bill, he would see it provided that ‘the said 
corporation shall have power to lay and collect a 
school tax upon every white male citizen,” and 
that it was merely a grant of power which might 
or might not be exercised by the corporation. To 
entitle a citizen to vote, it was necessary that it 
should appear on the books of the corporation that 
the person who offered his vote was twenty-one 
years of age, had been for twelve months a resi- 
dent of-the District, and was then a resident of the 
ward in which he proposed to vote, and was sub- 
ject to be assessed for school taxes: in other words, 
that he was not a free negro or mulatto, but that 
he was a free white male citizen, subject to be 
assessed if the corporation thought proper. There 
was, therefore, no such thing as a property quali- 
Dnon connected with the right of suffrage in the 

ill. 

It was objected to the bill, by the interrogatory 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] 
that a man might have fifty thousand dollars worth 
of real estate, and be allowed to vote when he owed 
his tax, and no Oe be made; whilea poorman, 
owning the smallest amount of personal property, 
and taxed twelve and a half cents, would not be 
allowed to vote if he had not paid it. Why, if 
the owner of real estate was in arrears, it was the 
corporation’s own fault; for there was the visible 
means by which the debt might at any time be 
collected. The only difference between real and 
personal pil§perty looked to the comparative tan- 
gibility or intangibility of the two. 

Mr. HENLEY understood the gentleman from 
South Carolina that voters must be subject to the 
assessment of one dollar for school tax; now, sup- 
pose the assessor neglected for a particular purpose 
to assess that individual? 

Mr. SIMS replied, if the corporation levied the 
assessment, the constable was bound to receive it 
whenever it was tendered. It was only necessary 
to appear upon the books that the voter was of 
that description of persons who might be assessed. 

Mr. HENLEY. Is it not necessary that this 
tax should be paid? 

Mr. SIMS. If he is taxed, he is required to 
pay it before he, votes. 

Mr HENLEY said none of the explanations 
removed from his mind the objections against this 
bill. He entertained precisely the same objection 
—that was, that the individual must be subject to 
be assessed, must be assessed, must have paid his 
tax, before he could vote. Such were the provisions 
of the bill, and such would be its construction by 
those persons called to decide upon it. 

He was about to state that the majority of the 
people of this District were not, and could not, 
possibly be in favor of this restriction upon the 
right of suffrage. Ashe had before said, they had 
voted for the whole bill together, protesting against 
this restriction on the right of suffrage. He had 
been told, and authorized to state to this House, 


‘then, would readil 


that a large majority of the people were opposed to 
this restriction, and most sincerely hoped that 
Congress would provide that free white male citi- 
zens who had resided in this District twelve months, 
and were residents of the ward in which they pro- 
posed to vote, should be permitted to enjoy all the 
privileges of franchise which were extended to the 
man of property. 

Mr. McLANE next addressed the House, and 
alluded to the connection of the State of Maryland 
with this District, and the necessary im portance to 
that State of the legislation for the people of the 
District of Columbia. He was therefore exceed- 
ingly anxious that all legislation for this District 
should be undertaken with great caution. With 
respect to the restriction which had been magnified 
into a property qualification, he said the House 
would find on examination that it was purely dem- 
ocratic, for it remained with the people to impose 
the law or not, as they thought fit. He lived ina 
State where a poll tax could not be imposed, for 
the constitution forbade it, and the principle of that 
constitution had his hearty assent. And he was 
glad of an opportunity to give a vote to enable the 
people of this District to enjoy a privilege which 
the people of Maryland enjoyed—to enact what 
sort of taxes they would pay. If they pleased to 
enact that a poll tax should be paid for the support 
of schools, they had his free consent to do it, for 
he recognized their right to tax themselves. He 
also availed himself of this opportunity to say that 
he should be glad, if he could do it, to give his 
vote for the passage of a law to enable the District 
of Columbia to do all its own legislation. He did 
not mean to open that question now, but he be- 
lieved that the passage of the Constitution which 
authorized Congress to exercise exclusive juris- 
diction over this District, simply meant jurisdiction 
exclusive of every other State. He had no idea 
that it gave to honorable gentlemen from the West 
any more than to those from the East the right to’ 
come here.and force on the people of this District 
their own peculiar election laws. He desired that 
the people of this District should enact their own 
election laws; and he hoped that gentlemen, whether 
from the East, West, South, or North, would not 
attempt here to carry out their own notions. He 
contended that the people here had the right of 
self-government, and for his own constituents he 
could say with much confidence, that they denied 
to Congress the right to exercise in the District of 
Columbia any other than a Federal jurisdiction. 
This bill gave to the people of this District the 
privilege of self-government. The feature in it 
which struck him as the most admirable, was its 
demogratic feature—that which gave to the people 
the rf™Mt to make their own laws and to prescribe 
their own taxes. 

But another word as to this propeny qualifica- 
tion of which so much had been said. He saw 
before him a gentleman who, at an early period of 
the session, introduced a proposition here for the 
retrocession of the District of Columbia to the 
State of Maryland; and he had not seen one of his 
constituents since who had not made that a subject 
of inquiry. In Maryland there was but one opin- 
ion on this subject. They would be too happy to 
relieve this Government from all agitation which 
had been occasioned by the transient population 


-of the District of Columbia. The people of Mary- 


land were exceedingly jealous of movements in 
this District by its floating population (which was 
a perfect nuisance) on the subject of slavery. So 
long as the Federal Government exercised exclu- 
sive jurisdiction over this District, and tens of 
thousands of people came here annually to get 
office, they constituted a floating population that 
was dangerous to his own State. The House, 
understand the great anxiet 
felt in the State of Maryland respecting the suf- 
frage in this District. e claimed for the people 
of the District to act for themselves in this matter, 
and to pass such laws as they should think best for 
their own protection. By this bill the right of suf- 
frage was given to the free white men of the District; 
and he called the attention of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HENLEY] to this provision, which 
was perfectly free from any property qualification. 
This bill gave, universal suffrage, except on the 
point of residence. The State from which he came 
also conferred universal suffrage, and he was for 
the same system here. 

Mr. HENLEY said he did not understand the 
force of language if it were so. 
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Mr. McLANE did not propose to rest the issue 
on his own assertion. He referred to the lan- 
uage of the act itself. What did the bill propose? 
why, that every white male citizen of twenty-one 
ears of age should vote in this District, provided 
he could bring proof to the authorities of his resi- 
dence. If a person claiming to reside here have 
property, the assessment book, it was provided, 
should furnish proof; and if his name were not 
found there, then he should prove that he had the 
right to be assessed. Assessment was proof of 
residence. In the State of Maryland, a residence 
of six months in any county was necessary to en- 
able a person to vote, and without that qualifica- 
tion he could not vote; and yet who would deny 
that they had universal suffrage in the State of 
Maryland? The person desiring to vote must prove 
that his residence was in the State, and he must 
do it by a prescribed form. This was provided to 
guard against frauds. And, to the best of his judg- 
ment, this bill provided universal suffrage for the 
District of Columbia. Every man was entitled to 
vote who had the qualifications which the people 
themselves prescribed; and any resident here could 
vote though he did not hold property to the value 
of one dollar. And if it could be proved thata 
man could vote without holding a farthing’s worth 
of property, was there, he asked, any property 
qualification ? 
Mr. STARK WEATHER said there was a pro- 


yision in relation to a poll tax of one dollar per 


annum. Now, suppose that tax were not levied, 


_and the person desiring to vote possessed no prop- 


erty, would not such person be excluded from 


voting? 

Mr. McLANE. Not at all. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER read the clause to 
which he had referred, and contended that the poll 
tax must be paid before the tote could be given. 

Mr. McLANE proceeded to explain, to show 
that the gentleman from New York was mistaken, 
and that the rights of the people were carefully 
preserved and protected. 

Mr. COCKE moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. — , 

The vote was decided in. the affirmative: Yeas 
74, nays 58, as follows : 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Barrow, Bayly, Bedinger, 
Belcher, Blaachard, Bocock, Botts, Boydon, Brady, Wil- 
liam G. Brown, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, Canby, Chapman, 
Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Dixon, Duer, Garnett 
Duncan, Duna, Edwards, Embree, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, 
Fisher, Fiournoy, Gentry, Goggin, Grinnell, Hale, Hilliard, 
Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, ‘Thomas B. King Daniel P. King, 
Wm. T. Lawrence, McDowell, McIivaine, McLane, Marsh, 
Marvin, Outlaw, Pendleton, Preston, Rhett, John A. Rock- 
well, Sherrill, Sims, Siingerland, Truman Smith, Stephens, 
Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, Strohm, T: e 
Taylor, Thibodeaux, John B. Thompson, Tompkils, Van 


- Dyke, Vinton, Warren, White, Wilson, and Woodward 
7 


—74, 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Beale, Boyd, Bridges, Cath- 
eart, Clapp, Franklin Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W: Cobb, Collins, Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Ficklin, 
Fries, Green, Willard P. Hail, Hammons, Henley, Hill, 
George S. Houston, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Andrew 
Johnson, James H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Kaufman, Lahm, La Sére, Leffler, Lincoln, 
Lumpkin, McKay, Job Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, 
Mullin, Murphy, Palfrey, Phelps, Pillsbury, Richardson, 
Richey, Rockhill, Sawyer, Smart, Robert Smith, Stark- 
weather, Janes Thompson, William Thompson, Venable, 
Wentworth, Wiley, Williams, and Wilmot—s8. 


So the motion was laid on the table. 


EXPORTS AND IMPORTS OF SPECIE, ETC. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
suspend the rules, to enable him to offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to this House the aggregate amount of exports and 
imports during the three quarters of the years 1847 and 1848, 
ending the 3lst March; also, showing the amount of specie 
exported and imported ; breadstuffs, viz: flour, wheat, corn, 
and cornmeal, exported during said periods; showing sepa- 
rately the amount of each exported to and imported from 
Eugland. 


Mr. VENABLE suggested to Mr. Stewart to 
modify his resolution, by striking out the words, 
‘6 viz: flour, wheat, corn, and cornmeal,” and in- 
serting, ‘* provisions of all kinds.” 

Mr. STEWART assenting, the resolution was 
accordingly so modified. 

The question was put on suspending the rules, 
and there were ayes 80, noes 37. | 

Two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were suspended, and the resolution received. 

Messrs. VENABLE and MEADE having each 
made suggestions to modify— . 

Mr. BAYLY said he wished to offer an amend- 


ment to the resolution. He desired to make the 
resolution cover the whole.year, and not three- 
quarters only. 

Mr. HUDSON said the fourth quarter was al- 
ready reported, and would in a few days be on the 


table. 

Mr. BAYLY said he wanted to have it alto- 
gether, so as to have the return presehted to view 
in one document. ? 

Mr. STEWART said the resolution called for 
the exports and imports of the fiscal year, and the 
object was to contrast the last year’s exports with 
those of the present. Last year our exports of 
breadstuffs was about $50,000,000, and we were 
told by the Secretary of the Treasury that the ex- 
ports of breadstuffs would increase and go on in- 


creasing. He had now seen, however, a statement 


in the newspapers of New York, showing that the 
exports of flour and wheat to England this year 
had not amounted to one-tenth part of the amount 
of exports of the last year to England. The same 
statement had appeared in the Union. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury had assured them that the 
effect of free trade would be to increase the ex- 
ports—not so rapidly hereafter to be sure—but still 
that it would go on increasing. Well, how had 
the exports of flour increased? Why, last year 
2,000,000 barrels of flour were exported to Eng- 
land, and this year the exports had not been more 
than 207,000, being less than one-tenth. Now, if 
that was the effect of the present tariff for the past, 
what would be the diminution for the future under 
the operation of the tariff of 1846? 

Mr. STEPHENS suggested to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to modify his resolution so as to 
include cotton. | 

Mr. STEWART said he had no objection. He 
then proceeded to say that the Secretary of the 
Treasury had told them that under this system of 
free trade the increase in exports would go on until 
they amounted to hundreds of millions of dollars; 
but instead of an increase of exports, we had come 
down to one-tenth of the exports of last year. At 
the same rate of decrease, what, he asked, would 
be our condition next year? Why, under the Sec- 
retary’s system, the exports would be nothing. 

But since he was up, and seeing his colleague in 
his place, there was another point on which he 
wished to saya word. His colleague, [Mr. C. J. 
INGERSOLL,]| some days since, when he (Mr. S.) 
was not in his seat, introduced a proposition to 
take off half the duty on iron, coal, woollen goods, 
and cotton goods, and every species of manufac- 
ture in which the people of his State were much 
interested. The proposition was to reduce from 
thirty to fifteen per cent. every species of manu- 
facture, as well as every species of luxury, a prop- 
osition which would seriously affect the revenue, 
for it was from such goods the revenue was mainly 
raised. That proposition, he supposed, was made 
on consultation with the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said there was no such 
proposition made. His Proposiion gps: to take 
off fifteen per cent. from the tariff on French silks 
and jewelry. 

Mr. STEWART insisted that the effect of such 
a proposition, if agreed to, would be to reduce all 
those things that came under the thirty per cent. 
rates, such as iron, woollen and cotton guods, hats, 
shoes, boots, &c., and to bring them down to fifteen 
per cent., and that, he supposed, was offered on 
consultation with the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. J.C. INGERSOLL. Iam my own mas- 


ter. , 

Mr. STEWART said his colleague had been 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and did he not know that we had reciprocity trea- 
ties with England and other nations, putting them 
all on a footing wıth the most favored nation, and 
that, if these reductions were made in relation to 
French goods, the effect would be to reduce the 
duties on the same kind of goods of every other 
nation? Did his colleague deny that such would 
be the operation of our treaties, and that it would 
not reduce the duty on cotton and woollen goods, 
on iron and coal, shoes, boots, hats, as well as 
every species of luxuries, thus reducing revenue 
on the various articles from which our revenue was 
mostly derived exactly one-half, at a time when 
our expenditures were double our entire revenues, 
and at the same time give a. mortal blow to our 
national industry in every department? 

Mr. INGERSOLL would simply say, that his 
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colleague was in a state of excitement. He re- 
commended his colleague to keep perfectly cool. 
His resolution, to which his colleague had referred, 
merely proposed that the Committee of Ways and 
Means should be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of certain reductions of duty; and of 
course, as that was to be submitted to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, they would report as they 
thought proper. On that committee, he was aware 
when he offered the resolution, was the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Vinron,] who moved an amend- 
ment to his resolution, and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Hupson,] who opposed it. 
These gentlemen were leading members of a ma- 
jority of the committee, which stood six to three 
on that subject. In their hands he presumed the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania -would deem the 
matter save. 

While he was on the floor, and to obviate the 
necessity of his colleague questioning him again, 
he wished to say that the resolution of his col- 
league, for the introduction of which he had voted 
to suspend the rules, wasa good one; but he thought 
his colleague was giving the worst reasons for its 
adoption. The Secretary of the Treasury had in- 
formed them that the duties this year would ex- 
ceed his estimates. ‘They were now exceeding 
$31,000,000, and if it had not been for the commo- 
tion in which all Europe now was, they would not 
only have exceeded $36,000,000, but would have 
amounted to $38,000,000. 

Mr. SAWYER rose toa question of order. The 
resq@iution was a call on the department for infor- 
mation, and, therefore, if objection was made, it 
must go over under the rule. 

. The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman from 
Ohio that the resolution was before the House un- 
der a suspension of the rules, and consequently his 
objection was not well taken. 

Mr.STEWART said his colleague did not deny 
what had been said as to the ruinous effects of his 
proposition upon the country, but seemed to think 
the Committee of Ways and Means could prevent 
it; but he would not press the rnatter at present. — 
Mr. S. said he had not intended to engage in any | 
debate on this subject. He had at first intended 
to give a silent vote, and would have done so had 
not objections been raised on the other side, and 
he was willing now that the debate should stop. 
He had, however, taken occasion to point out to 
his colleague the effect which his proposition to the 
House some time since would have had. He would 
not now make any further remarks, and, as many 
gentlemen seemed anxious to terminate the debate, 
he would call for the previous question. 

Mr. BAYLY (at whose request the motion for 
the previous question was withdrawn) desired to 
make a few remarks in reply to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. In the first place, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania misstated, doubtless unin- 
tentionally, the position of the Secretary of the 
Treasury on this subject. The Secretary of the 
Treasury never said that the exports of breadstufis 
this fiscal year would be greater than they were 
the last fiscal year. The position which the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury took was this, that under 
the altered tariff there would be a eee in- 
crease in the exports of agricultural products; but 
no one could have understood him as saying that 
the effect would be instantaneous. The statement 
which the Secretary of the Treasury did make he 
(Mr. B.) would maintain. He was prepared to 
show at the proper time that it was correct. The 
experience of the past year sustained the position 
of the Secretary of the Treasury; and he (Mr. B.) 
would assert, without the fear of error or success- 
ful contradiction, that the exports of breadstuffs 
and pone from this country to Great Britain. 
had been larger this year than any preceding year 
under a protective tariff. It was extraordinary 
that it should be so, for they knew that the last 
year was one of unprecedented productiveness in, 
Great Britain, and therefore sueh a result might 
not have been expected. He reiterated the asser 
tion that the exports of breadstuffs and provisions 
to Great Britain had been greater this year than 
sai? Pda of a protective tariff. 

r. STEWART. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. BAYLY was not mistaken. He would not, 
however, argue the question now. He should 
have an occasion to do so hereafter; and he gave 
notice that he should point out numerous errors 
and fallacies of a printed speech of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, to which his attention had 
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been called, though he knew not when it had been 
delivered. When the proper time came, he should 


Mr. BAYLY, remarking that the term “ agri- 
cultural products” included cotton, said he would 


show that there had been an increase of the ex- jj like to have furnished, not only the amounts of 


ports of agricultural products. 

Mr. STEWART inquired if the gentleman from 
Virginia intended the House to understand that 
there had been an increase of exports of agricul- 
tural products. 

Mr. BAYLY replied, that he meant to say that 
we have exported more breadstuffs and provisions 
to Great Britain this year, following an exceed- 
ingly productive harvest in England, than any 
year of a protective tariff—any fiscal year he 
meant, though he was willing to take from the Ist 
day of January, if the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia pleased. e 

Mr. STEWART said, from a statement which 
was published in the Union last Friday or Satur- 
day, it appeared that, taking the exports of bread- 
stuffs, flour, and wheat, to England and Ireland, 
during the last three months, and supposing them 
for the next three to be on the same average, we 
would have exported to Great Britain this whole 
year not one-tenth part of the amount we export- 
ed last year. He had that statement on the au- 
thority of the Union; he asked the gentleman from 
Virginia if he denied it? 

Mr. BAYLY replied that he denied no such 
proposition. That was not the proposition he 
made, and he called on the gentteman to deny it; 
he did not desire that he should evade it. He 
said that, taking the period that had elapsed of the 
present fiscal year, there had been a larger export- 
ation of provisions to Great Britain than there ever 
had been before during the same period under a 
protective tariff; and that upon the heel of a large 
crop there. 

Let him state another thing. The gentleman 
was very ingenious in his statement of facts; he 
hitched upon wheat flour 
- Mr. STEWART, (in his seat.) And corn too. 

Mr. BAYLY, (continuing his sentence,) and 
had lost sight of the great exportation of Indian 
corn, of which we had already exported over two 
million bushels this year. That was a larger 
amoupt than we had ever been in the habit of ex- 
porting under a protective tariff to the whole world 
together. 

r. VINTON inquired if the gentleman attrib- 

uted that amount of exportation to the reduction 
of our duties, or to the removal of the British du- 
ties: 

Mr. BAYLY replied, partly to both. The re- 
moval of the duty at one end of the line produced 
precisely the same result as at the other. When 
they removed the duty in Great Britain, the tend- 
ency was to increase the exportation there; when we 
removed the duty here, it still further unshackled 
the arms of commerce, and increased exporta- 
tions. 

Mr. STEWART observed. that the gentleman 
had said that the exportation of corn to Great Brit- 
ain this year was 2,000,000 bushels; he asked him 
whether last year the exportation of corn did not 
exceed $14,000,000 worth. 

' Mr. BAYLY replied it did; and nobody ever 
maintained that the whole of that exportation was 
owing to the tariff of 1846. It was owing to that 
to a considerable.extent, but not altogether, and 
this he would undertake to show when the proper 
occasion arose. But why did the gentleman hitch 
on the last year? Why did he not take a long 
series, a period of say twenty years? He should, 
beforé he sat down, move an amendment to pro- 
vide for the presenting, in one statement, our ex- 
orts and imports of ag@cultural products for the 
ast twenty years—— l 

Mr. STEWART, (in his seat.) I accept that 
as a modification. 

Mr.. BAYLY, (continuing)—so that the House 
and the country might see in one view what had 
been the average exportof ouragricultural products 
during periods of a high protective and a low tariff. 
he gentleman, having accepted the modification, 
it would present the case fairly. 

‘Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. Put in cotton. 
Mr.STEWART. Yes. 
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agricultural products, but what was akin to them 
of provisions—beef and pork. | 

Mr. STEWART, adverting to the declaration 
of Mr. Barty of his intention to correct certain 
mistakes which he (Mr. S.) had made some time 
ago, said the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
VENABLE] had said at the time—some four or five 
months ago—that these mistakes should be cor- 
rected promptly; butno answer had been given by 
that gentleman, or any one else in the House, in 
the “ Union,” or any other public print, up to this 
time. 

The gentleman from Virginia had said that we 
exported more agricultural products under a low 
than under a high tariff. Under four years of the 
highest tariff we had had, we had exported more to 
Great Britain, a hundred times, than we had done 
for four years under a low tariff. 

Mr. BAYLY. 
the gentleman. 

Mr. STEWART. I thank you. I make that 
statement, and challenge any gentleman to contro- 
vert it if he can. 

Mr. BAYLY. If the gentleman will take any 
period of four consecutive years. I do not mean 
that he may run over the whole period of twenty 
or thirty years, and select a year here and there to 
make up four years of hich tariff; but let the gen- 
tleman select any cycle of four years under a high 
protective tariff. 

Mr.STEWART. Four consecutive years. 

Mr. BAYLY. Four consecutive years. 

Mr. STEWART. [I take four years of the tariff 
of 1828 and four years of the lowest part of the 
compromise act. 

Mr. BAYLY. ‘Then I understand, and this 
House understands, the issue between the gentle- 
man and myself, and we will decide it by the doc- 
ument. He states he will take four consecutive 
years under a high tariff, and will show that the 
exports of agricultural products were greater than 
under any four years of low tariff which I may 
select. If the gentleman convicts me of an error, 
I will agree never to make another assertion in 
this House. 

Mr. STEWART repeated the statement that 
our breadstuffs exported to Great Britain for four 
years under the tariff of 1828, contrasted with the 
same exports for four years under the compromise 
bill, amounted to a hundred times larger amount 
under the high than under the low tariff. | 

Mr. BAYLY said if he had not some little ac- 
quaintance with these facts the gentleman might 
undertake to trap him, but he told him his labor 
would be in vain. The gentleman hitched upon 
the exports to Great Britain; he threw out of view 
not only the rest of the world, but the colonies and 
dependencies of Great Britain. Why did he this? 
Did we not all know that until the reduction of the 
British corn laws nearly all our exports of bread- 
stuffs to Great Britain went through the Canadas, 
and were put down in our commercial tables as 
going to the dependencies of Great Britain, not to 
Great Britain herself? The gentleman undertook 
to presume on his ignorance in the matter and to 
E Great Britain; he (Mr. B.) took the whole 
world. 

Mr. STEWART. Agreed. 

Mr. BAYLY. Or, if the gentleman wishes, l 
will take Great Britain and her dependencies. 

Mr. STEWART. Agreed. 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, the gentleman takes the 
whole world; let that be the issue, and we will 
decide it when the document comes in. 

In reference to the allusion of Mr. Stewart to 
his speech being unanswered, Mr. Barty said he felt 
a great repugnance to discussing questions out of 
order, as the gentleman ‘had when he had made 
that speech, of the delivery of which, in fact, he 
had not been informed until he had heard of copies 
of it being sent to his own State, with inquiries why 
its misstatements had not been answered in the 
House. He would attempt to answer it whenever 
opportunity -presented; and he would undertake 


I beg leave to take issue with | 


to show that every solitary prediction which the 
friends of free trade had made with reference to its 
results had been literally fulfilled, at the same time 
that every solitary prediction of ruin made by its 
enemies had been signally-falsified. 

He now submitted the following amendment to 
the resolution: l 


And that the Secretary of the Treasury be also required 
to report to this House the whole amount of agricultural pro- 
ducts and products of the forests of this country exported 
from 1824 to the present time, together with the exports and 
imports of specie for the same period. 


Mr. STEWART accepted this amendment, and . 
modified ‘his resolution accordingly. 

Mr. BAYLY, in accordance with his pledge, 
renewed the demand for the previous question. 

The demand was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion ordered, and, being taken, the resolution was 
adopted. 

Mr.GRINNELL moved to suspend the rules, for 
“i purpose of calling on committees for reports. 

ost. . 

Mr. VINTON moved the usual resolution to 
terminate the debate in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union in one-half hour after the 
House shall again resolve itself into committee, on 
the bill making appropriations for. the payment of 
revolutionary and other pensions of the United 
States for the year ending June 30, 1849. 

Mr. STRONG moved to extend the time to one 
hour. Lost. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to offer a resolution to make the post 
route bill the special order of the day for Friday 
next. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion; 
but, before being taken— 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May 15, 1848. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting, in compliance with - 
a resolution of the 13th instant, calling for copies 
of any orders to officers of our: naval squadron in 
relation to giving aid to Yucatan, a communication 
from the Navy Department containing copies of 
orders issued on the 8th and 12th May to Commo- 
dore Perry. 

[The commynication of the 8th instant directs 
the Commodore to allow powder to be landed at 
Sisal, provided the Commodore has reason to think 
that it will not be used against us. That of the 
12th instant compliments Commodore ‘Perry on his 
efforts, with his limited means, to give aid; and 
satisfaction that he should have visited the coast; 
directs the entire force of the marines at Alvarado 
to be sent to Laguna, with instructions to repel the 
Indians if they approach that point, and tells him 
that his force will not justify a march into the in- 
terior, and goes on to say, that ‘“ while the United 
‘States are engaged in a war with Mexico, the 
‘ actual presence, without our consent, of the armed 
‘force of a neutral Power, within the territory 
‘of our enemy, codperating with any portion 
‘of the Mexican people in military operations, 
‘cannot be permitted. Such a state of things, itis 
‘hoped, will not occur. If you should have rea- 
‘gon to believe that it will, you will communicate 
‘it without further delay, that the President may 
‘take such measures as his constitutional duty 
‘will require at his hands.”’] 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents, reported a bill for the relief of Obed Hussey; 
which was read a first time. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill for the relief of Bancroft 
Woodcock, accompanied, in each case, by a report; 
which was read a first time. 


The following resolution, submitted on Saturda 
last by Mr. Hanwecan, was taken up and adopted: © 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be in- 
structed tu inquire into the expediency of establishing the 
consulate at Muscat, in the dominions of the Imaum, upon 
the same footing with those of Tangiers, Tripoli, and Tunis, 
in the Barbary States. 
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On motion of Mr. YULEE, the Senate proceed- 
ed te the consideration‘of the bill concerning school 
lands in the State of Florida; which was ordered 
to be engrossed, and was, by unanimous consent, 
read a third time and passed. 


NOMINATIONS WITHHELD. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Jounson, of Maryland, came up in its order: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States is re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether any officers are now 
in the military or civil service of the United States, under 
appointinents from the President, which have not been sub- 
mitted to the Senate ; and if there be any such appointments, 
that he state the date of such appointments, and why it is 
that it has not been in the power of the President to submit 
them to the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. BORLAND addressed the Senate against 
the resolution, which he considered as not merely 
inquisitorial, but beyond the power of the Senate. 
The manner in which the resolution was at first 
agreed to showed that it was regarded as a com- 
mon-place proposition, such as no Senator could 
object to, and the President would not be unwiiling 
toanswer. But asa little examination had shown 
that it had a more important bearing than was at 
first imagined, he was glad that it had been recon- 
sidered. He thought there was great harm em- 
braced, although he did not charge’ that any was 
intended, in this resolution, and he protested against 
its adoption. 

He read from the Federalist the views of Alex- 
ander Hamilton on the power of appointment, in 
which it was alleged that the President had the 
sole power of appointment during the recess. Af- 
ter this quotation, he insisted that the President 
had no authority to send nominations of officers 
, 80 appointed by him during the recess, to the Sen- 
ate for confirmation. The President had the pow- 
er, and was bound to execute it, without the 
coöperation of the Senate. Having made the ap- 
pointment, it was beyond his control, except as 
regards the operation of the law, because the term 
of service is fixed and specified by legal provis- 
ions. l 

He pointed out several motives which might 
have influenced the President in delaying to send 
in his nominations, without attributing to him any- 
thing censurable. He stated that General Pillow 
could not have succeeded General Scott, because 
the commission of General Worth was of an earlier 
date, and. consequently he would have precedence 
over General Pillow. He disclaimed any wish to 
refer to the. personal character or conduct of the 
individuals holding commissions, because there 
were circumstances pending which seemed to ren- 
der such a reference unnecessary and improper. 

With reference to all the leading principles of 
the Whig party, he went over them separately, 
for the purpose of showing that they had all be- 
come obsolete, and. could no longer be sustained, 
and that the Whigs had been at every point de- 
feated. He intimated his belief that Mr. Tyler 
had, by his veto, prevented the entire destruction 
of the Whig party, which was in danger of being 
- annihilated by public indignation. The Demo- 
cratic party he regarded as standing in a strong 
position, and that the result of the labors of the 

arty next week in the Monumental City would 
e the nomination of a leader who would carry out 
its measures to the utmost. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of the resolution, and to proceed 
to the consideration of the special order; which was 


agreed to. 
YUCATAN. 


The bill to enable the President of the United 
States to take temporary military occupation of 
Yucatan was then taken up. 

Mr. CALHOUN rose, and referred to the ground 
on which the message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States had placed the proposition now before 
the Senate, to prevent Yucatan from becoming a 
colony of a foreign Power, and to prevent also the 
devastation of the country and the destruction of 
the white inhabitants. He had placed our pro- 

osed interference on the ground of Mr. Monroe’s 
declaration. Against all these points, against the 
message and the report of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, he had, after deep reflection, made 
up his mind to record his vote. 

He went on to show that the declaration of Mr. 
Monroe was published in opposition to the designs 
of the Allied Powers, called the Holy Alliance; and 
contended that the case of Yucatan could not be 


brought within the range of that declaration. He 
stated what was the conduct of the Holy Alliance, 
and what were their designs, and the alarm taken by 


England at the innovating principles laid down by . 


them. He adverted to the information given by 
Mr. Rush, and the manner in which the Cabinet 
acted on it. The schemes and the existence of the 
Holy Alliance had entirely disappeared; and, if a 
final blow had been necessary, it was given by the 
recent revolutions in Europe. A more especial 
declaration with regard to Spain was then agreed 
on,and Yucatan cannot be comprehended in it. 

It had been charged that England would inter- 
fere to save the people of Yucatan; but he had seen 


no evidence of anything of the kind. He had seen’ 


no proof that England had furnished arms to Yu- 

catan; none that she intended to make a settlement 

in Yucatan. If England should come in, she comes 

without any hostile intentions against Yucatan, and 

hs should have no right to take offence at her con- 
uct. . 

He glanced at the causes which led to this decla- 
ration of Mr. Monroe; the principal of which was, 
the attempt of Russia to extend her settlements on 
the northwest coast of America, in which she was 
opposed by England and the United States. He 
gave his own version of the. history of the con- 
struction of this declaration, varying in some re- 
spects from that which was given by the Senator 
from Indiana. The effect of this declaration was, 
to impose a check on the colonization schemes of 
England, which so offended her as to-prevent her 
from going heartily with the United States against 
the claims of Russia. 

He denied that there was any such principle in 
the declaration of Mr. Monroe, as is assumed by 
the message of the President. If his views were 
to be received as the true construction, and they 
were to be carried out, we should be kept in a con- 
stant state of war. There are cases in which he 
would be willing to interfere. He instanced the 
case of Cuba. So long as that island remained in 
the hands of a peaceful nation like Spain, we ought 
to be content. But he would never consent to let 
Cuba go into the hands of any other European 
Power, because the transfer would be prejudicial 
to our interests. 

In the case of Texas, he favored annexation, 
because he saw clearly, in his opinion, that there 
might be an interference on the part of England, 
which would involve us in a triple war—with Eng- 
land, with Texas, and Mexico. 

He had been asked if he would resist England 
in case she should attempt to relieve Yucatan, and 
should take possession. He was prepared to an- 
swer that he would not, and this for irresistible 
reasons. Yucatan was, for the greater part, worth- 
less. The possession of her would not strengthen 
the facilities of England to injure us. Yucatan 
has no ports which could be made serviceable to 
her. He took a glance at the outward and inward 
passages into the Gulf of Mexico, to show that 
England, in consequence of her great naval power, 
had entire command of the Caribbean Sea, and 
could, in time of war, close the Gulf against us. 

In the event of our interference with Yucatan, 
who can fix the cost or the limitation of the war? 
We might defeat the Indians, but they would re- 
tire,and render it necessary that we should pursue. 
It would be a repetition of the Seminole war; and 
no one could say what would be the expense of the 
war, and when it could be brought to a termina- 
tion. Fle was opposed to it also, because it in- 
volved a violation of our treaty with Mexico. 

He regretted that the questions of humanity and 
policy should have been mixed up in the same 
message. If this be in reality a war of races, if the 
white race is not responsible for the war, strong 
indeed would be his sympathy with them. His 
feelings were with the whites. . And if the Indians 
had so far forgotten their obligations to the whites, 
who had raised them to a position of equality, as 
to seek their extermination, it would then be our 
policy to interpose. All the intelligence of the 
country was with the whites. Although they have 
no very enlarged views of political science, still, 
while they continue to have the ascendency, Yuca- 
tan, may go forward. But if the Indians gain the 
control, the reverse will be the case: she will go 
down—down—umttil she will be entirely lost. He 
condemned the indiscriminate liberality with which 
political rights had been given to the Indians. If 
this liberality had been more stinted, if the intelli- 
gent among the Indians had been firat selected for 
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promotion, things would have worn a different as- 
pect. It ought to be our duty, as far as we can 
consistently, to give all our influence to elevate the 
most intelligent throughout this continent. He 
would not say that he might not be willing to 
extend military aid, but this must be in a very ex- 
traordinary instance, standing out from all general 
cases. 

He believed that in this case*rival chiefs had 
made use of these Indians; that promisesthad been 
made to them by Mendez, who engaged to abolish 
the capitation tax, but had violated his promise, 
which had led to considerable disturbance. If by 
acts of treachery the whites have brought this war, 
on themselves, and had not the courage to make 
resistance, he knew not why they should expect 
us to defend them. But there are women and chil- 
dren—and here our feelings are exciteds He un- 
dertook to say, that the latest arrivals showed that 
England had shown no disposition to interfere, 
except for the protection of helpless fugitives. He 
had reason to believe that the white race in Yuca- 
tan cannot retain permanent control. 

As betwetn the bill and amendment, he would 
prefer the bill. He considered the amendment as 
defective, because it gives no sufficient indication 
of its purpose. Nor did he agree to the preamble 
of the Senator from Alabama. He referred to the 
protest of Mr. Sierra against the treaty with Mex- 
Ico, because it left Yucatan at the mercy of Mex- 
ico. He stated that there had been great misman- 
agement in the whole business; and the Yucatanese 
complain that one of the effects of this is, that they 
have been kept destitute of arms. Perhaps they 
were as well off as if they had been in possession 
of arms. Still we have to bear the responsibility. 
We ought either to have refrained from givin 
any countenance to the Yucatanese, or we shoul 
have furnished them with means of defence. 

Mr. CASS made a very brief explanation on the 
subject of the harbors of Yucatan. Lieutenant 
Porter had examined the map on Saturday, at his 
request, and had discovered the existence of ‘an 
excellent harbor. 

Further explanations took place on this point, 
in which Mr. CALHOUN, Mr. CASS, and Mr. 
FOOTE, participated. 

On motion of Mr. BAGBY, the bill was then 
informally passed over; and, 


On motior of Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, the 
Senate procceded to the consideration of the bill 
for the ventilation of passenger ships and for other 
purposes. ; 

Mr. D. explained the object of the amendments 
to the bill, and they were concurred in, and the bill 
was read a third time and passed. . 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, the Senate přo- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill for the. relief 
of William B. Grady, which, after having been 
explained by Mr. C., was read a third time and. 
passed. - 


And then the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, May 16, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approyed. 


The regular order of business was the call of the 
committees for reports. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of Archibald Beard, and twenty-one others, mount- 
ed Tennessee volunteers; and a bill to authorize an 
increase of the number of clerks in the Treasury 
Department; which bills were severally read and 
committed. 

Mr. R. asked leave to offer a resolution. It being 
objected to, the resolution was not received. 

Mr. FLOURNOY, from the same committee, 
reported bills for the relief of William J. Turner, 
and for the relief of William P. Yonge; which. 
bills were read and comrgjtted. 

Also, from the same committee, made an adverse 
report on the petition of Thomas Chaney. Laid 
on the table. 


Mr. THIBODEAUX, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill to establish a collection 
district of South Carolina, and for other purposes. 
Read and committed. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the some committee, 
reported a bill to authorize the issue of a register to 
the brig Encarnacion. The bill was read a first 
and second time, and ordered to be engrossed; and, 
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being engrossed, it was read a third time, passed, 
and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

Also, from the same committée, reported a bill 
for the relief of Philip J. Fontaine. Read and 
committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bills authorizing the repair of the 
dam at the head of Cumberland Island, in the 
Ohio river, reported the same back to the House, 
with amendments. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill extending privileges to Amer- 
ican vessels engaged in a certain mentioned trade, 
and for other purposes, reported the same back to 
the House, with amendments. 

The amendments were read and agreed tg; the 
bill was read a third time, passed, and returned to 
the Senate. 


Mr. HUNT, from the same committee, reported 
a bill making appropriations for certain marine 
hospitals therein named. Read and committed. 

Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania, from the 
same committee, reported a bill making appropri- 
ation for certain rivers and harbors, and for the 
survey of certain other rivers and harbors. Read 
and committed. 


Mr. PUTNAM, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Evander M. Soper and others. Laid on the table. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the same committee, 
to which was referred Senate bill to require the 
holders of military land warrants to compensate 
` the land officers of the United .States for services 
in relation to the location of those warrants, report- 
ed the same back to the House, without amend- 
ment. 

The bill was then read a third time, passed, and 
returned to the Senate. 


Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, from the same 
committee, reported a bill to settle the title to cer- 
tain tracts of land in the State of Arkansas, and a 
bill to authorize the location of certain adjudicated 
claims in the State of Arkansas, commonly known 
as Lovely donation claims; which bills were read 
and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
extending to John Whitsett’s heirs the privilege of 
purchasing a quarter section of land which was 
given to him by an act approved March 2, 1839; 
which bill was read a first and second time and 
ordered to be engrossed, and being engrossed, was 
read a third time, passed, and sent to the Senate 
for concurrence. 

Also, from the same committee, made an ad- 
verse report on the petition of Archibald Laughrey, 
deceased. Laid on the table. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill to amend the act entitled ‘ An 
act to appropriate the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands, and to grant preémption rights,” ap- 
proved September 4, 1841. The bill was read a 


first and second time, when Mr. C. moved that the | 


bill be now put upon its passage. 

Mr. TOMPKINS explained the bill, and stren- 
uously urged its immediate passage. _ 

Mr. CONGER moved to commit the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved the 
previous question, which was seconded, and under 
the operation thereof, the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed, and was engrossed, read a third time, 
passed, and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. COBB, also, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of Alfred R. Ran- 
dolph. Laid on the table. 


Mr. EMBREE, by general consent, offered a 
preamble and resolution; which were agreed to. 

The preamble sets forth that Congress granted 
to the State of Indiana the reserved township in 
Gibson county, in said State, for the use of a uni- 
versity of learning, which deprived the people of 
said township of the sixteenth section for school 
‘purposes, and to remedy which, Congress granted 
other lands in lieu of said sixteenth section, and 
that the said other lands were selected by James 
Smith, of said county: that Smith made his report 
to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
and which report and selection were not approved 
because the minimum price of the selected land 
was two dollars per acre; that since the selection 
was made, parts of the land have been sold, &c.; 
and for the ‘purpose of giving time fora special act 
to be passed in relation to the unsold selected land, 


the Commibsioner has reserved the same from sale: 
Therefore, ` 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands inquire 
into the expediency of passing a special act authorizing said 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to confirm said 
repnit of said Jamés Smith, and to authorize him to make a 
further selection in lieu of said parts sold since said selec- 
tion. 


Mr. GOGGIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported sundry amend- 
ments to the post route bill. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred Senate bill to declare the true intent and 
meaning, so far as respects the franking privilege 
of members of Congress, of the act approved the 
first of March, one thousand eight hundred and 
forty-seven, and entitled ‘* An act to amend the act 
entitled ‘ An act to reduce the rates of postage, to | 
limit the use and correct the abuse of the franking 
privilege, and for the prevention of frauds on the 
Post Office Department,’ passed third of March, 
eighteen hundred and forty-five,” and for other 
purposes, reported the same back to the House 
with an amendment. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred Senate bills for the relief of Nathaniel 
Kuykendall, for the relief of Creed Taylor, and for 
the relief of Joseph F. Caldwell, reported them 
severally back to the House without amendment. 
Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the letter of the Postmaster General, of 
April 14, 1848, transmitting an abstract of offers 
made for carrying the mail within the year prece- | 
ding July 1, 1847; a report of contracts for carrying 
the mail within the year aforesaid; a statement of | 


the land and water mails within the time aforesaid; | 


a report of extra allowances made to contractors 
within the aforesaid time; a statement of the cur- 
tailments of mail service, &c.,within the year afore- 
said; a report of fines and deductions from the pay 
of contractors within the same time; asked that the 
committee be discharged from the said abstract, 
statement, &c., and that the same be laid on the 
table; and that so much of said letter as relates to 
extra allowances for mail service be printed; which 
was agreed to. 


BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 
The House, on motion of Mr. HOUSTON, of 
Alabama, proceeded to the consideration of the 
business on the Speaker’s table. 
The SPEAKER then laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a report of Messrs. Hardin and Brewster, 
late commissioners under the 17th article of the 
Cherokee treaty of 1835-’36, called for by reso- 
lution of the House on the 26th ultimo. Read and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


SENATE BILLS. 

The following Senate bills were taken up, read 
a first and second time, and referred to appropriate 
committees: 

A bill authorizing the payment of interest upon 
the advances made by the State of Alabama, for 
the use of the United States Government, in the 
suppression of the Creek Indian hostilities of 1836 
and 1837 in Alabama, and for other purposes; 

A bill concerning school lands in the State of 
Florida; 

A bill respecting the public archives in the State 
of Florida; 

A bill for the relief. of the bona fide settlers un- 
der the acts for the armed occupation and settle- 
ment of a part of the Territory of Florida; 

A bill to authorize the district judge of the State 
of Tennessee to hold special terms; and 

A bill explanatory of the act entitled “ An act to 
raise for a limited time an additional military force, 
ah for other purposes,” approved February 11, 

T. 
BILLS PASSED. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House, which were disagreed to by 
the Senate, to the Senate bill in amendment of an 
act entitled ‘‘ An act to amend the act entitled ‘An 
act to reduce the rates of postage, to limit the use 
and correct the abuse of the franking privilege, and 
for the prevention of fraud on the revenues of the 
Pon Office Department,’ ” passed 3d March, 1845; 
when— 

On motion of Mr. GOGGIN, the House agreed 
to recede from the said amendments disagreed to 
by the Senate. 

And the bill was then returned to the Senate. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the Senate bill explanatory 
of the act entitled “An act to raise for a limited 
time an additional military force, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved February 11, 1847, was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. Agreed to. 

Fhe bill was then read at length. 

Mr JONES, of Tennessee, moved to amend the 
second section, by adding thereto the following 
words: : : 

Provided, That such promotion shall have taken place after 


the original organization of the regiment, company, or corps 
to which the soldier or officer belonged. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved the pre- 
vious question, which was seconded; and, under 
the operation thereof, the amendment was agreed 
to, and the bill read a third time, passed, and re- 
turned to the Senate. 


REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONS. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House then 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, on the bill making appro- 
priations for the payment of revolutionary and 
other pensions, for the year ending June 30, 1849, 
(Mr. Coss, of Georgia, in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question to be on 
the following amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Jones:] 


That, upon the application of the widow of a revolution- 
ary soldier for a pension, no further proof of the services of 
the hushand shall be required of the widow, if her husband 
received a pension in his lifetime. 

Which had been offered as an amendment to the 
following amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. McKay,] viz: 

Sec. —. And beit further enacted, That no pension for al- 
leged disahility either in the army, navy, militia, or volun- 
teers, shall be allowed, unless the application for the same 
shall have been presented within the period of five years 
from the time the disability occurred. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That in all future ap 
plications, either under the act entitled “An act for the relief 
of certain surviving officers and soldiers of the army of the 
Revolution,” approved May 15, 1828, or under the act entitled 
«An act for the relief of certain surviving officers and sol- 
diers of the Revolution,” approved June 7, 1832, the pay or 
pension which may be allowed under said acts respectively, 
or any other amendatory of the same, shall commence only 
from the completion of the proof in each case, and not from 
the time specified in said acts. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That in no case shall 
the widow, or child, or children, of a pensioner who may 
under any law be entitled to a pension, or part of a pension, 
receive more than at the rate allowed to the pen-ioner in his 
lifetime; nor shall the pension allowed be increased in any 
case after the death of a pensioner, if the death shall have 
been made known at the Pension Office. 


Mr. McKAY inquired if the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee was in order. . 

The CHAIR decided that it was not, and he 
stated the ground of his decision to be the irrele- 
vancy of the amendment to the proposition pro- 

osed to be amended. 

Mr. JONES appealed from‘the decision of the 
Chair. 

In elucidation of the question presented by the 
appeal, explanatory remarks were made by Messrs. 
JONES, DUER, COCKE, FICKLIN, and CUM- 
MINS. 

The vote was then taken by tellers, who an- 
nounced 63 in the affirmative and 3 in the negative, 
being less than a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN directed the roll to be called, 
under the rule, after which the committee rose and 
reported the names of the absentees to the House 
to be entered on the Journal. 

There being 163 members found to. be present, 
the House again resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and the vote 
was again taken on the question ‘‘ Shall the decis- 
ion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
committee??? which was decided in the affirmative: 
Ayes 74, noes 48. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, raised the point that 
Mr. McKay’s amendment was not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

On appeal taken, the decision of the Chair was 
sustajned by the committee. 

The question recurring on the first clause of the 
amendment of Mr. McKay— | 

Mr. TOMPKINS moved an amendment to the 
amendment, to add at the end thereof the follow- — 
ing: 

Provided, That the application in cases of disability now 
existing may be made within five years next after the pas- 


` sage of this act.” 


The amendmept to the amendment was agreed 
to. 
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The question recurring on the first section of the 
amendment of Mr. McKay as amended— 

` Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to amend the 
original amendment, by striking out the words 
‘‘ five years.” 

This amendment, he said, would require the 
application to be made within five years after the 
disability, and thus increase the burdens on the 
treasury; for now the pensioner did not get his 
pension only from the time his proof was perfected ; 
and, to his knowledge, some of them had let their 
cases lie twenty-five years without making the 
application. Now, requiring them to come for- 
ward within five years, woutd be paying them 
much earlier than they would otherwise be paid. 
He could not see that the matter could be placed 
on better ground for the Government than it was 
now. 

The amendment to the amendment, and the first 
branch of Mr. McKay’s amendment as amended, 
were respectively rejected. 

The question recurring on the second branch of 
Mr. McKay’s amendment— 

Mr. DUNCAN moved to amend it by striking 
out the words ‘‘ completion of the proof,” and in- 
serting “from the time that the application there- 
for shall be made at the proper office.” 

Mr. D. explained his amendment, and, on the 
question being put, it was disagreed to. 

The qurstion was put on the second section of 
Mr. McKay’s amendment, and it was disagreed to. 

The question was then put on the third and last 
section of Mr. McKay’s amendment, and it was 
disagreed to. 

r. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to amend the 
bill by adding the following section: 

Sec. —. And he it further enacted, That the proviso to the 
second section of the act entitled ‘An act making appro- 
priation for the payment of revolutionary and other pensions 
of the United States for the year ending June 30, 1847, and 
for other purposes,” approved May 7, 1846, be, and the same 
is hereby, repealed. 

After a brief explanation of the amendment by 
Mr. JONES, it was agreed to. 

The committee then rose, and reported the bill 
as amended. : 

Mr. STEPHENS moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and under its operation the 
various amendments of the committee were agreed 
to, and the bill ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time. 

The question recurring on the passage of the 
bill, the previous question was moved and second- 
ed; and under its operation the bill was passed, 
and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 


NAVY PENSIONS. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House again 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Kine, of Massachusetts, 
in the chair,) and proceeded to consider the bill 
making appropriations for the payment of navy 

nsions for the year ending June 30, 1849. 

Mr. BAYLY rose and addressed the House in 
an argument concerning the power of Congress to 
legislate for the Territories, and in refutation of 
the principle of the Wilmot proviso. [This speech 
will appear in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. WILEY next obtained the floor. 

Mr. VINTON appealed to the gentleman to 
allow this hill to be reported, and take the floor on 
the next bill which came up, in order to promote 
the despatch of the appropriation bills. He pre- 
sented the urgent necessity of action upon these 
bills, and deprecated the great delay that had taken 
place, notwithstanding his repeated and earnest 
efforts to dispose of them. 

After some conversation— 

Mr. WILEY declined to yield to Mr. Vinton’s 
request; but, on further appeal, gave way for a 
moment to 

Mr. W HITE, who proposed to offer an amend- 
ment. . ` 

The amendment was read, and ruled out of 
order. 

„Mr. WILEY resumed the floor, and delivered 
a speech in support of the Mexican war and the 
_ acquisition of Mexican territory; enlarging upon 

- the value to us, in a commercial and agricultural 

oint of view, of New Mexico and California; read- 
ing from various authorities to show the fertility 
of those countries, and to controvert the views 
expressed by Mr. Webster and others on this 
point. [This speech, also, will appear in the Ap- 
pendix.] After Mr. W. concluded— 
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Mr. DICKINSON got the floor; and the com- 
mittee rose, and reported progress. 

Mr. VINTON moved the usual resolution to 
close the debate in fifteen minutes after the House 
shall again resolve itself into committee on the bill 
making appropriations for the payment of navy 
pensions. Agreed to. 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and meimorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred : i 

By Mr. DICKINSON: The memorial of the purchasers of 
section No. 16, township No. 3, range No. 16, in the county 
of Sencea, State of Ohio, praying Congress to pass an act to 
quiet the title to said section No. 16. . 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: ‘The giemorial of Lawrence Y. 


Morton and others, of the pay department of the United. 


States army at New Orleans, for an increase of pay. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of New Hampshire: The memorial 
of George Bellows and 54 others, citizens of Coos county, 
New Hampshire, praying for the purchase of Mount Vernon 
by the United States. 

By Mr. SMART: The petition of Thomas B. Grose and 
200 others, asking the construction of a light-house on Indian 
Island, near Goose River village, in Camden, Maine. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina: The memorial of 
the citizens of Charleston, praying a reduction of postage 
and a uniform rate thereof. 


By Mr. FREEDLEY: The petition of Calvin Blythe, ex-- 


ecutor of the last will and testament of Commodore Jesse 
D. Elliott, deceased, asking to be remunerated for certain 
expenses incufred while commander of the naval forces in 
the Mediterranean from 1835 to 1839. 
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Mr. DIX presented a petition from Howard & 
Son, of New York, asking that the same privileges 
exteuded to American steamers trading to Havana 
may be granted to Spanish steamers trading be- 
tween Havana and New York; which was referred 
to the Gommittee on Commerce. | 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from cit- 
izens of Trenton, New Jersey, asking that certain 
obstructions to the navigation of the Delaware 
river, at Periwig Shoals, may be removed; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, from William Greer & Co., asking the pa- 
tronage of the Government to a periodical called 
the ** Mirror of the Patent Otfice;”” which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

Aiso, two memorials from citizens of Philadel- 
phia, asking the construction of a railroad from 
tħat city to New York, to facilitate commercial in- 
tercourse and transportation of the mail; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. BORLAND presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Arkansas, in favor of the purchase of 
Mount Vernon; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LEWIS presented a petition from Elijah 
Pratt, asking compensation for the use of certain 
valves by the Government, in violation of his pat- 
ent right, and for the purchase of his invention by 
the Government for the use of the pontonier ser- 
vice; which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, reported the bill for the admission of the 
State of Wisconsin into the Union, without 
amendment, and recommended its immediate pas- 
sage. 

Mr. D. adverted to the fact that prompt action 
on the bill was necessary, as the Legislature of 
that State would meet on the first Monday of June 
next. It must therefore be perceived how neces- 
sary it was that the bill should be acted on with 
the least possible delay. He therefore gave notice 
that he should call for the consideration of the bill 
on Thursday next. 

On motion of Mr. DOUGLAS, the bill to estab- 
lish the Territory of Minesota was recommitted to 
the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the relief 
of Samuel W. Chilson, accompanied by a report. 
The bill was read a first time. 

Mr. UPHAM moved to postpone the prior 
orders to take up the bill for the relief of John 
Mitchell. The motion was agreed to, and the bill 
was considered, and was informally passed over. 


ACQUISITION AND SLAVERY. | 
Mr. BAGBY moved that the Senate proceed to 
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consider the resolutions submitted by him on the 
25th and 27th of January. Unless some Senator 
was desirous to discuss the question, he would 
like to have the vote taken without further debate. 

The resolutions were then read as follows: l 

1. Resolved, That Congress has no constitutional power to 
abolish or to prohibit slavery in any State or Territory in 
this Union. l 

2. Resolved, That conquestis a legitimate mode ofacquiring 
territory, and so recognized by the laws and the universal 
practice of civilized nations. 

3. Resolved, ‘That if territory is hereafter acquired by the 
United States, either by treaty or conquest, it shall not be 
competent for the treaty-making power or Congress to ex- 
clude slavery from such territory, either by treaty stipulation 
or by act of Congress; but such territory shal be equally 
free and open to the citizens of al} the United States, with- 
out any limitation, prohibition, or restriction in regard to 
slaves, or any other description of property whatsoever. 

Resolved, That neither the people nor the Legislature of a 
Territory have any constitutional power to exclude slavery 
from such Territory; and that the people or Legislature of a 
Territory possess no other politieal power than such as is 
delegated to them by Congress, in the aet authorizing them 
to form a Territorial Government. And inasmuch as Con- 
gress has no power to exclude or prohibit slavery in any 
Territory of the United States, they cannot delegate such a 
power to the Legislature of a Territory or the people there- 
of. ° 


Mr. BADGER then rose and said, that believing 
there were subjects of more practical importance 
requiring the consideration of the Senate, viewing | 
these resolutions as embracing a series of abstract 
propositions, which could result in no beneficial 
legislation, and deprecating all discussion on mere 
axiomatic problems, he intended to move to lay 
the resolutions on the table. He thought, if any 
discussion were to take place, it would more prop- 
erly come on whenever any legislative measure 
involving the principles laid down in the resolu- 
tions should be before the Senate. He therefore 
moved to lay the resolutions on the table. 

Mr FOOTE requested the Senator from North 
Carolina to withdraw his motion for a moment. | 

Mr. BADGER withdrew his motion, on condi- 
tion that it should be renewed by the Senator from 
Mississippi. — 

Mr. FOOTE said he would do so. He said he 
had a wish to give his opinions on these resolu- 
tions before there was any final action upon them, 
and he would therefore have been willing that they 
should be informally passed over; but at present 
he should feel inclined to vote for the motion of the 
Senator from North Carolina, because he believed 
that at the present time a discussion of the subject 
would do no good, and might be productive of 
much evil. If ever there was a grave and moment- 
ous question agitated, it would be found in the res- 
olutions submitted by the Senator from Alabama. 
He was not prepared to discuss them at present, 
and would therefore renew the motion of the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina (Mr. Bapcer] to lay the 
resolutions upon the table. i 

Mr. BAGBY again appeuled for a withdrawal of 
the motion; and Mr. Foote having the assent of 
Mr. Bapeer, the point was yielded. 

Mr. BAGBY said, after the indulgence he had 
received the other day from the Senate, in permit- 
ting him to offer his views on the resolutions, 1t 
would not become him to press the subject toa 
vote. If any Senator desired to discuss the sub-. 
ject, he was willing that it should be passed over 
informally; but if the motion to lay the resolutions 
on the table should be persisted in, he would feel 
bound to call for the yeas and nays, and should 
consider the vote a test question. 

Mr. BADGER was of opinion that no good 
could grow out of the discussion, and therefore it 
was in that very sense ofa test vote that he desired - 
it to be considered. His great object was to pre- 
vent discussion to the detriment of more important 
matters. - 

Mr. FOOTE would not be understood as voting 
against the principles contained in the resolutions 
of the Senator from Alabama, because he should 
vote to lay them on the table, though that Senator 
might put that construction on his vote, if he pleas- 
ed to do so, in the face of his (Mr. F.’s) explicit 
declarations. 

Mr. DICKINSON did not desire the vote to be 
regarded as a test vote. He had submitted reso- 
lutions identical in some respects with these just 
read, but differing in others. He would prefer 
that the subject be passed over sealer he 

Mr. WESTCOTT said: I rise merely to say 
that I object to any vote on an incidental question, 
and not a direct vote on a measure proposed, being 
made a test vote. I shall vote against the motion 


— 
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to lay on the table. l shall do so not merely be- 
cause I am in favor of the doctrines advanced in 
the resolutions, but because I regard a different 
course the most proper one. There are several 
different sets of resolutions on this subject before 
the Senate—one set offered by the Senator from 
New York, (Mr. Dicxinson,j another set offered 
by my colleague, [Mr. YuLeEE,] and those offered 
by the Senator fromeAlabama, {Mr. Bacsy,] now 
before the Senate. The principles maintained in 
them, that Congress or a Territorial Legislature 
has no power to prohibit slavery in the Territories, 
it is known I contend for as true. But all the 
phraseology of these resolutions does not precisely 
suit me; for instance, | do not like the precise lan- 
guage of the conclusion of the last resolution of the 

enator from New York, even as modified at the 
suggestion of the Senator from Mississippi, (Mr. 
Foorg.] It is ambiguous, not explicit enough, 
and it leaves the true position to deduction and 
inference. . 

Again: the conclusion of the first resolution of 


_ my colleague would be more acceptable to me, if, 


instead of asserting ‘‘ that the people of.the several 

States” of the Confederacy are the depositaries of 
the sovereignty of the people of a territory till their 
own State government should be established, it 

was modified so as to declare that the people of the 

Territory were themselves the depositaries of their 
own sovereignty, but that it could not be exercised 

by them, being in abeyance and dormant, till their 
own State government was organized; for this I 

conceive to be the true theory. l hold the American 

doctrine to be, that all political sovereignty is inhe- 

rentin and springs from the people of the local 

political community over whom such sovereignty 

is to be exercised. They may be so situated as not 
to be able to exercise it; but in this country no 

other authority can, forthe reason that it is inhe- 
rentin them alone. This is the condition of the 

people of a territory. As to Congress, it has no 

more right to exercise such sovereignty than the 

legislature of an adjoining or any other State. But 
this digression is perhaps unnecessary. Theslight 

variance in opinion between my colleague and my- 

self on this collateral point is of little consequence, 

and I cordially concur as to the correctness of the 

principles so ably suatained by him as to the main 

question involved in the resolutions. Asto the res- 
elutions of the Senator from Alabama, now before 

the Senate, I can vote for them cheerfully, but they 

do not, I think, go far enough, or rather, are not 
full enough. I hope all the resolutions will be re- 
ferred to an appropriate committee, to report in 

lieu of them others carefully drawn in such terms 

that all who sustain the leading doctrines can vote 
for every word of them. It is difficult for an indi- 
vidual Senator to draught a resolution that in its 
terms will suit all. I hdpe the resolutions will not 
be laid on the table, but will be referred for the ob- 
ject suggested. My chief object, however, in rising, 
was to protest against this mode of making test 
votes. | 

Mr. BADGER moved to Jay the resolutions on 
the table, but again withdrew it. 

Mr. BAGBY said he was willing that the reso- 
lutions should be passed over informally, in order 
that they might be discussed. 

Mr. BADGER renewed his motion to lay them 
on the table, stating, that while he intended no dis- 
courtesy to any Senator, he could not again with- 
draw his motion, his object being, as he already 
declared, to prevent any discussion. 

Mr. BAGBY asked for the yeas and nays, and 
na were ordered. 

_ The question was then taken, and decided as 
follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Ben- 


` ton, Breese, Bright, Cane Cari, Clayton, Dickinson, Dix, 


Feilich, Foote,. Greene, Hannegan, Johnson of Louisiana, 

pal Staal Niles, Rusk, Sturgeon, Underwood, and Up- 
ain—24. 

.. NAYS—Messrs. Bagby, Calhoun, Davis of Mississippi, 

Bunter, Lewis, Masou, Turney, Westcott, and Yule : 

~- On motion of Mr..YULEE, the Senate proceed- 

ed to the consideration of the bill to renew certain 

naval pensions for the term of five years, &c.; 

which, after a brief debate, was ordered to be en- 

Sheet es was subsequently read a third time, 
y unanimous consent, and passed. 

Mr. ALLEN called the attention of the Senate 
to- the resolution submitted by Mr. Jonnson, of 
Maryland, calling on the President for the names 
of certain military officers withheld from the Sen- 
ate. The Senator from Maryland not being pres- 


ent, he would not then reply, but should give 
notice that he would call up the resolution during 
the morning hour on Thursday next. 

On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill authorizing 
the surrender of certain bonds held by the United 
States to the State of Indiana. 

The bill having been amended, was, after a brief 


discussion, in which Messrs. BRIGHT, BREESE, 


CLAYON, HANNEGAN, and others participa- 


ted, ordered;to be engrossed, and was subsequently - 


read a third time, by unanimous consent, and 
passed. 


CHARTER OF THE CITY OF WASHINGTON. 

The bill from the House to alter and amend the 
charter of Washington, having been read a first 
and second time by its title— 

Mr. MILLER urged upon the Senate imme- 
diate action on the bill. It was the same in effect 
that had been reported from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia in the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN thought the bill should be referred. 
He would venture to say that very few Senators 
present knew any thing about the bill, and he 
should object to its consideration. 

Mr. MILLER expressed the hope that the 
Senator from Ohio would not interpose any objec- 
tion. This charter had been submitted to the 
people of Washington, and fifteen htndred out of 
nineteen hundred had voted for it. It had already 
been passed on by the people, and as their annual 
election came on the first Monday of June next, 
and the people were anxious to have it, he could 
see no necessity for delay. 

Mr. ALLEN inguired if there was not a prop- 
erty qualification in the bill? 

Mr. MILLER replied that there was not; but 
there was a clause which gave the power to collect 
a poll-tax, to be appropriated exclusively to the 
common-school fund. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to a third reading. The 
question was then put, ‘*Shall the bill be read a 
third time now ?”’ 

Mr. ATHERTON asked that the bill lie over 
until to-morrow; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HANNEGAN here called for the special or- 
der, informing the Senate that the time had already 
passed, it being then half-past one o’clock. 


YUCATAN. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the bill to enable the President of the United States 
to take temporary military occupation of Yuca- 
tan. 

Mr. BAGBY, after laying down the proposition 
that we are not bound to stand forth as the grand 
almoner of the world, for the purpose of taking 
charge of the suffering nations of the earth, went 
on to state that an erroneous ground had been 
taken when it was asserted that the President had 
recommended to Congress to interfere in the affairs 
of Yucatan. The fact was, that he had done 
nothing more than lay before the Senate the in- 
formation which had been communicated to him, 
leaving it to the wisdom of Congress to take such 
course as it may think best. 

Mr. B. did not think that the doctrine contained 
in the declaration of Mr. Monroe either sanctioned 
or discountenanced this measure. He did not give 
credit to Mr. Monroe or his Cabinet for the incep- 
tion of the doctrine of that declaration. It was 
suggested by the movements of the great Powers 
of Europe, and the American minister at that time 
in London was the first, months before this decla- 
ration was made, to take his stand on the principle 
here laid down. Mr. Canning desired rather to 
pause, until he’ could discover the effect of the 
measure of the Holy Alliance on the commercial 
interests of Great Britain. Mr. Rush communi- 
cated to our Government the course which Eng- 
land was about to pursue. The policy of Mr. 
Monroe he had always regarded as the true policy, 
but it was not the fighting policy of our country. 
It was only fitted for diplomaticaction. If any other 
nation should desire to occupy Yucatan, and the. 
United States should also desire it, he did not think, 
with the exception of a case which might involve 
our self-preservation, that the United States would 
be justified in carrying out to extreme results the 
policy of Mr. Monroe’s declaration. Considering 
that nations, like individuals, had a perfect right 
to make mutual contracts, he could not sustain the 
principle of our right to interfere with any con- 
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tracts which might be made between Yucatan and 
ao nation. 

é had no apprehensions as to any design on 
the part of Great Britain to interpose in relation to 
Yucatan. But he could not shut his eyes to the 
evidence which existed of the determination of 
Great Britain to extend her territory and power in 
every direction. And he thought that the present 
position of things rendered it very proper that the 
Government of the United States should take the 
course indicated by this bill. The thing ought to 
be done; and the only question with him was, 
whether circumstances are auspicious to the doing 
it at this moment, provided no great obstacles 
stood in the way. In reference to the relief we 
had extended to-I[reland, he did not consider that 
this case, or the case of Caraccas, had any bearing 
on the present bill. l 

He admitted that this was a grave question, and 
required great caution; but, after sufficient deliber- 
It had been 
said that the case of Yucatan was not one which 
should induce us to send any troops there. He 
did not see that there was anything in our rela- 
tions with Mexico which.could stand in the way. 
If he was disposed to advocate this bill on the 
ground of humanity, he would derive great aid 
from our relations with Mexico: as we have dis- 
abled Mexico from rendering assistance to Yucatan, 
it becomes our imperative and indispensable duty 
to À o that which we have taken from her the power 
to do. 

His friend from Connecticut seemed to think 
there might be projects behind this measure which 
did not meet the view. It might be so; but he 
was not informed of any such, and he could only 
speak for himself. He voted for the treaty, not 
because he approved its, stipulations, but to give 
Mexico one more opportunity to pause on the edge 
of her destiny. He did not covet Mexican terri- 
tory. He would not have a foot of it unlawfully. 
He knew thatit was the disposition ofhis friend from 
Michigan to keep the temple of Janus always open, 
but he was not one of the war inevitables. He did 
not see the danger of any interference on the part 
of Great Britain, because he did not think she was 
now in a condition to interfere. He was in favor 
of the measure, because it was less likely to lead 
to a war now than it would be on any future -oc- 
casion. 

As to the great importance of Yucatan, he did 
not agree with those who estimated it highly on 
agricultural or political grounds. But he thought 
we could never obtain her on better terms than at 
present. 

He went on to reply to the various arguments 
which had been brought forward against the meas- 


: ure, and repeated that he was in favor of taking 


possession of Yucatan, and of holding it so long as 
our interests may render it expedient for us to do 
so. He went, therefore, for the bill, even although 
it may lead to the annexation of Yucatan to the 
United States. yo 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, as modified by the 
proposition of Mr. Lewis, and it was decided in 
the negative—ayes 5, noes 26. 

Mr. DIX then moved to amend the bill by stri- 
king out the first section, and substituting a provis- 
ion, “ that the President be authorized to use the 
army and navy of the United States to aid the peo- 
ple of Yucatan, provided that the consent of the 
Government thereof be obtained.”’ , 

The vote was about to be put on the amendmen 
of Mr. Dix; when— 

Mr. CLAYTON said he was as anxious as any 
Senator present, even the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. Hannecan] included, that the subject should 
be brought to a close; but it must be remarked that 
the vote on the amendment just given showed that. 
there were more than twenty Senators absent, and 
he submitted to -the Senate whether they had not 
better adjourn, with the understanding that the 
vote should be taken to-morrow. 

Mr. HANNEGAN expressed his extreme de- 
sire to have the bill disposed of. He would yield 
in the present instance, and suffer the bill to be 
postponed; but, so far as he was concerned, he 
gave notice that he should do‘all in his power to 
press the subject to a consummation to-morrow, 
alike regardless of importunities from either side of 
the Chamber. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Then let it be understood 
that the vote shall be taken to-morrow. 
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The further consideration of the bill was then | relief of E. B. Cogswell, and a bill for the relief of 
postponed; and the Senate proceeded to the con- |; Jesse Sutton. Read and committed. — 
sideration of Executive business, and, after some Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, presented 
time spent therein, the doors were reopened, and || the petition of B. Marshall, Tuchahatchee, G. W. 
The Senate adjourned. ; Stidham, and George Scott, delegates of the Creek 
nation, for the passage of a law for the adjust- 


; > 1 ment of their unsettled business. Referred to the 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. |; Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Wepnespay, May 17, 1848. ii On motion of Mr. BURT, the Committee on 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. '| Military Affairs was discharged from the further 
Mr. KAUFMAN, (by leave,) previous notice || consideration of the resolutions of the Legislature 
having been given, introduced a joint resolution || of Florida for the appropriation of the St. Francis 
iving the consent of the Government of the United |, barracks at St. Augustine, for the use of a semin- 
tates to the State of Texas to extend her eastern i ary of learning; from the resolutions of the Legis- 
boundary so as to include within her limits one- f lature of Michigan in relation to the refunding of 
half of Sabine Pass, Sabine lake, and Sabine river 1 money advanced for the equipment of troops; and 
as far north as the thirty-second degree of north || also, from the petition of John Campbell & Co., 
latitude. Read, and referred to the Committee on || of Pensacola, for payment for subsistence furnished 
the Judiciary. || troops in the United States service; and they were 
Mr. K. also presented resolutions of the Legis- I laid on the table. aoe 
lature of Texas, in relation to extending the juris- | On motion of Mr. BOYD, the Committee on 
diction of said State over one-half of Sabine Pass, || Military Affairs was discharged from the further 
Sabine lake, and Sabine river. Referred to the | consideration of the petition of officers of the Uni- 
Committee on the Judiciary. f ted States army now on duty in Mexico, for an 
Mr. HOLMES, of New York, asked leave to | increase of the price of rations; and from the peti- 
offer a resolution of instruction to the Committee || tion of George W. Crawford, for the payment of 
| 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made’adverse reports on the petitions of 
John F. Staser and George E. Blake, administra- 
tor. Laid on the table. . 

Mr. FARRELLY, from the Committee of Con- 
ference on the-part of the House, appointed.to con- 
fer with a similar committee on the part of the 
Senate, on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
of Congress on the bill to provide additional exa- 
| miners for the Patent Office, made a report which 
recommended that the Senate recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the House, in 
striking out the words in section 3, ‘‘ that the 
| Commissioner of Patents is hereby authorized to 
| appoint,” and inserting in lieu thereof * that there 
shall be appointed in the manner aforesaid;”? and 
that the House recede from its amendment to sec- 

tion 1, striking out the words ‘‘ twenty-five hun- 
| dred dollars,” and inserting “ two thousand dol- 
lars,” and that the following proviso be added to 
the first section of the bill: 

« Provided, That the power to extend patents, now vested 
in the board composed of the Secretary of State, Commis- 
sioner of Patents, and Solicitor of the Treasury, by the 18th 
section of the act approved July 4, 1835, respecting the Pat- 
ent Office, shall hereafter be vested solely in the Commis- 
sioner of Patents; and when an application is made to him 
for the extension of a patent, according to said 18th section, 
and sixty days notice given thereof, lie shall refer the case 
to the principal examiner having charge of the class of in- 
ventions to which said case belongs, who shail make a full 
report to said Commissioner of the said case, and particu- 
larly whether the invention or iniprovement secured in the 
patent was new and patentable when patented; and there- 
upon the said Commissioner shall grant or refuse the exten- 
sion of said patent, upon the same principles and rules that 
have governed said board, but no patent shall be extended 
for a longer term than seven years.’ 


Mr. McCLELLAND explained the action of 
the Committee of Conference and the result of their 
deliberations, in which he concurred, except in 
relation to the salaries of the Examiners of Patents. 
The House, after full discussion, had decided that 
$2,000 was an ample remuneration for the services 
rendered. ‘The Senate had so amended the bill as 
to make the sum $2,500. But he felt bound to 
resist the Senate’s amendment, as the will of the 
House had been expressed after mature delibera- 
tion so unequivocally. It had been said that the 
sum of $2,000 was an insufficient remuneration, 
and that these examiners could make a larger sum 
by leaving the office and becoming patent agents. 
He admitted that science commanded more when 
it was free and independent than when it was em- 
ployed by the General Government. A member 
of the bar could make more than $3,000 or $5,000 

er annum, and yet no State gave its judges more 
than $1,500 or $2,000, and for such salaries good 
judges were obtained. It was not the policy of 
this Government to give extravagant salaries; and 
whenever an officer found he could make more out 
of office than in, he could go out. He thought if 
any change were requisite, it was in the number of 
the Examiners. He was of opinion the number 
was too small. There should be Examiners to 
examine specifications, and to give instructions to 
applicants, and to save the sacrifice of time and 
money to which applicants were now subjected by 
their detention in this city, after which they were 


travelling expenses in lieu thereof. It was objected 
to, and therefore not received. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred Sen- 
ate bill to provide a free communication across the 
Eastern Branch of the Potomac river, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported the same back to the 
House, with amendments. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, a bill to provide 
a communication across the Eastern Branch of the 
river Potomac, in the District of Columbia. Read 
` and committed. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of 
Levi H. Corson, and for other purposes. Read 
and committed. : 

Also, an adverse report on the petition of Wm. 
Fuller. Laid on the table. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked leave to offer a 
resolution making the bill further to amend the 
judicial system of the United States the special 
order for some day in June. The reception of the 
resolution was objected to. 

Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred Senate bill for the 
relief of Reynolds May, reported the same back 
to the House, without amendment. Committed. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That D, F. Manice have leave to withdraw from 
the files of the House the papers presented by him; and that 
the Commissioner of Pensions be requested to transmit to 
the Clerk the petition and papers in the case of Charity 
Freeman. : 

Mr. GAYLE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill to grant portions of 
the public lands to the Mobile and Ohio Railroad 
Company, and for other purposes. Read and 
committed. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported bills for the relief of the 
heirs of Lieutenant Bartlett Hinds, and for the 
relief of the heirs of Nehemiah Stokely. Read 
and committed. 

Mr. B. also made an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of Abram Brinker. Laid on the table. 

Mr. HOLMES, of New York, gave notice of a 
motion for leave to introduce a bill to change and 
establish the compensation for mileage of Senators 
and members of the House of Representatives of 
the United States. 

Mr. BARRINGER, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, made adverse reports on the joint 
resolutions of the Legislature of Indiana in rela- 
tion to the Miami Indians, on the petitions of the 
Catawha tribe of Indians, and of Joseph Keener 
ane others in behalf of the same. Laid on the 
table. i 

Mr. BARRINGER also, from the same com- 
mittee, to whom was referred Senate bill for the 
relief of Samuel W. Bell, a native of the Cherokee 
nation, reported the same back to the House with- 
out amendment. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, a bill for the 


on Mileage to abolish the allowance of mileage to || his account for supplies furnished, &c.; and they 
members of Congress, and to allow a per diem and || were laid on the table. 
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too frequently obliged to return home without ac- 
complishing their object, and to leave their business 
in the hands of patent agents. The salary fixed 
by the House, with the increase of the namber of 
Examiners, would be sufficient and proper. Why, 
the heads of bureaus, the engineers in the military 
service, topographical engineers, artillery officers, 
and officers in the military and naval service, 
where science, and extensiye information, and 
much talent were required, received no more than 
the Senate proposed to give to these Examiners of 
Patents. He saw no reason to induce him to pro~- 
pose that the House should recede from the posi- 
tion it had taken. l 

A conversation then ensued, in which Messrs. 
FICKLIN, McCLELLAND, MARVIN, FAR- 
RELLY, BARRINGER, and LAHM, took part. 

Mr. CUMMINS moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and under the operation 
thereof, the report of the Committee on Conference 
was agreed to by yeas and nays: Yeas 92, nays 


NAVY PENSIONS, SLAVERY, ETC. 


On motion of Mr. KAUFMAN, the Howse re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Kine, of Massachusetts, 
in the chair,) on the bill making appropriations for 
the payment of navy pensions for the year ending 
June 30, 1849. 

Mr. DICKINSON, who was entitled to the 
floor, rose and addressed the committee on the 
general subject of slavery and of the Wilmot pro- 
viso. [Mr. D.’s speech will be found in the Ap- 

endix. 
i The anei time having arrived, the debate 
the bill terminated. 

Mr. WHITE offered an amendment as an ad- 


| ditional section to the bill. 


Mr. VINTON rose to a point of order, and ob} 


jected to the amendment as irrelevant to the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN sustained the objection, and 
decided the amendment not in order. 


THE POST OFFICE BILL, SLAVERY, ETC. 

Some conversation ensued between Messrs. 
GOGGIN and VINTON; after which the bill 
was laid aside to be reported to the House; and 
the committee proceeded to consider the bill ma- 
king appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department for the year ending June 30, 
1849. 
„Mr. WOODWARD, referring by way of apolo- 
gy for the remarks he was about to make to the 
indulgence allowed to the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Bayxy,] in the latitude of debate which he 


1} had taken yesterday, observed, that the gentle- 


man had taken issue upon the abstract proposition 
as to the power of Congress to legislate for the 
Territories. Now, besides not being before the 
House, there is no such direct issue before the 
country. I grant there are questions before the 
country which involve the discussion of that prop- 
osition. ‘There exists a case to which the law is 
to be applied; but the case, and not the law, is the 
issue. The Wilmot proviso is not the true issue. 
I cannot consent that the particular slip of paper in- 
troduced here by the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 
is the issue; but the principle and the purpose of 
that measure—whatever means might be used to 
carry them out—are what concern me. I am indif- 
ferent whether you bleed me to death with a spring 
lancet or a thumb lancet—whether you destroy my 
life with a bowie-knife or a pistol. I look to the 
principle and purpose of that proviso, and take 
my position against the principle and the purpose. 
And he who stands by me in opposition to them 
will stand by me in opposition to all the means of 
carrying them into execution. 

I assent to many of the propositions laid down ° 
by the gentleman from Virginia, and do not under- 
take to say, when fully understood, that there will 
be any material difference between us on the con- 
stitutional questions involved. I did not rise té 
answer the gentleman’s speech; I will take a future- 
occasion to do that. I rose to state the issues that 
had been made before the country, and which 
divided the party with which he was connected. 

Sir, the territory of the United States is the 
common property of all the people of all the States, 
and none can disturb any of the people of any of 
the States, in the enjoyment of any of their prop-- 
erty In such territory. I have no interest in the 
guestion who has the power to do so, whether 
this Congress or the settlers on a portion of the 
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public lands. I afirm the impossibility of the 
thing by any power. I therefore deny the propo- 
- sition, that the inhabitants occupying any designa- 
ted region of territory belonging to the United 
States, can assume `a jurisdiction to impose any 
conditions upon the purchase and settlement of 
lands not belonging to them. I deny that, where 
the United States has marked out for the purpose 
of sale and colonization, a territory, say 600 miles 
square, a few settlers could occupy two or three 
counties, and because they were first settlers, as- 
sume eminent domain, sovereignty, and jurisdic- 
tion, over the whole territory—even beyond the 
counties over which they might be scattered; as- 
sume power to prescribe who should come after 
them, and who not; and on what terms and con- 
ditions the great bulk of public lands should be 
disposed of, and what not. This, sir, is a matter 
of substance with the southern States. It is.a mat- 
ter of real interest with them, whether their pop- 
ulation is to be prevented from amplifying and 
expanding; whether, while all the rest of the Union 
is clamoring for land, more land, ‘all the land the 
Lord has,” (to use the language of a Senator,) 
they are to be restricted to their present homes; 
whether they are to be proscribed as unlawful emi- 
grants to their own territories, unless they shall 
have first sacrificed and abandoned everything that 
could create a motive to emigration. Sir, the South 
wants more lands, as well as the North. We, 
too, want cheap, fresh lands. We, too, want the 
means of being relieved from the evils of a crowd- 
ed population, and exhausted fields. We, too, 
would like to have ‘‘ contiguous territory,” as well 
as our brethren of the North. Sir, your lands are 
now given away fora trifle, to whomsoever may 
choose to occupy them. Indeed, the territory be- 
yond the Rocky Mountains, is filled with unau- 
thorized settlers from the free States. What right 
had the people of Oregon to occupy that Territo- 
ry? By what authority from the United States, 
have they appropriated the lands there? What 
right had your adventurers, Mormons and Aboli- 


another could have greater respect for me, person- 
ally, or for my rights, than I myself might enter- 
tain. 
But, .my friend from Virginia has dismissed the 
question | make—the only substantial question~— 
by delivering it over to the Judiciary. The Judi- 
ciary, and not Congress, must determine, whether 
slavery can exist in California. So, the Judiciary 
enters into a territory my friend holds, but the 
Legislature cannot go there. Now, I had sup- 
posed the Government was compacted; that every 
part was blended with all the other arts, though 
differing in nature; that there could be no perfect 
operatian of one of the parts of Government, with- 
out the coäperation of all the others. How, then, 


- 
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I should like to understand, could our Judiciary 
go where our Legislature, or the whole Govern- 
ment, could not go? 

But admitting the question to belong to the Ju- 
diciary, why should that disconnect it from the 
politics of the country? I had supposed the polit- 
ical views of the country were expected to be 
harmonized in the different branches of the Gov- 
ernment—that difference of views among the de- 
partments, were intended to be annihilated in their 
reciprocal action upon one another, and that the 
whole operation of the system would produce 
unity, instead of establishing diversity. And we 
must all be aware of the inevitabl¢ influence which 
the legislative branch exerts upon the others. Sir, 
I have no idea of dismissing questions involving 
the most vital interests of the country, on the 
ground that they are properly in the hands of the 
judiciary. If deference is to be shown to any one 
department of the Government, let it be the Con- 
gress, the people’s representatives, elected at short 
intervals, and quickly responsible, whose authority 
is to determine not what 1s, but what shall be, law; 
to establish all public regulations affecting the rights 
of individuals; and not to that department which 
is, in a sense, our subordinate, and whose duty it 
is to apply the law as it is to cases that may arise, 
whether the law be right or wrong. It was main- 
tained by Hamilton, one of the so-called Federal- 
ists of the day—and he supposed that no man 
on this side of the House would admit that he was 
less a Democrat than Alexander Hamilton—that 
Congress was the supreme branch of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. BRODHEAD (the floor being yielded) 
would like to know from the gentleman from South 
Carolina, whether this Congress could add to or 
take from the constitutional power and rights of 
slaveholders? If they had the constitutional right 
to go into the new territories and hold their slaves, 
that power would be given to them by the judi- 
ciary deciding upon the Constitution. 

Mr. WOODWARD said he was coming to that 


tionists, to occupy the California lands? to appro- || point. How was the judiciary to get into the 
priate them in defiance of the rights of the people || Territories, if you kept the other departments out? 
of the Union? And shall it be tolerated, that a || I speak in reference to the question of slavery. 
few unauthorized squatters, who have paid us || What judiciary does my friend from Pennsylvania 
nothing for the lands they have appropriated, || mean? The courts of the United States, or the local 
should turn about and say to the South, You can- || courts of the Territory? The United States court 
not buy lands anywhere in three hundred miles of || could only get there in company with the Consti- 
us, at whatever price; we have resolved to take || tution and the laws; and it coula only take juris- 
possession in defiance of the owner; ask us no || diction of cases arising under the Constitution and 
questions: Having plundered a part, we claim, || laws of this Government—I mean all descriptions 
thereby, sovereignty of the whole; and we com- || of laws made through its different functions, legis- 
mand you to keep away. lative and treaty-making. 

Sir, this is the real issue, about which I want to Mr. BAYLY wished to be allowed to ask a sin- 
hear gentlemen talk a little; and not the abstract || gle question, and (the floor being yielded) inquired 
question of the relations between the Federal Gov- || if his friend from South Carolina meant to main- 
ernment and our territories. I want this question || tain the proposition that the Congress of the United 
to go before the country, as it ought to have done || States could pass a law or legislate in any manner 
at first. I do not know that I am making any || upon the subject of slavery in the Territories? 
issue with, or throwing any obstacles in the wa Mr. WOODWARD. { am not talking about 
of, any aspirant to the Presidency, in this part of || that. I was asking how the Federal court could 
the House. If I am not misinformed, or misled, || get jurisdiction of a slave case? 

I may hope, and hope sanguinely, that all the gen- Mr. BAYLY. Is not the Constitution of the 
tlemen to whom I have alluded, may come to terms || United States the supreme law of the land; and is 
consistent with the views I have expressed. I || not it part of the law which the judiciary must ad- 
trust it may be so. I wish all the country would || minister? i 

meet together on the only safe platform—the Con- Mr. WOODWARD. Exactly so. Butif there 
stitution. I wish all would consent never again to || is no constitutional establishment of slavery in the 
violate the Constitution. That is a ground “on || territory, as you contend, and Congress can make 
which my support could be obtained by any pub- || no law for that purpose, as all agree, how is the 
lic man whatever. I scek no pretext for opposing || United States court to get jurisdiction of a slave 
any; I mean only to defend the rights of the South: case there? That’s the question. I am told that 
This I am obliged to do as a southern Represent- || slavery could only exist by the laws of the terri- 
ative. I take it for granted, others will expect me |! tory. Now, who is to adjudge the laws of the ter- 
to set the example of defending my own rights, || ritory, but the courts of the territory? So my friend 
and those of my constituents, before they will || puts us in the hands of territorial authority at 

' help me to defend them. I never imagined that 


ast. 

Mr. BAYLY. Do you say that the Constitu- 
tion establishes slavery in a territory? 
Mr. WOODWARD. No;it only recognizes it. 
But I was not on that subject. It has been asserted 
that slayery could exist in a territory only by local 
authority. Jf so, then I say, one’s right to his 
slave could be adjudged only by the local judica- 
ture—and we have no protection in the judicial 
department of the Federal Government, as has been 
asserted. Now, Į should like to have some guar- 
anty for my rights beyond this. 
Mr..BAYLY. How will you get it? 
Mr. WOODWARD. If those having a com- 
mon interest with me, in this subject, will stand 
by me, I will get a guaranty. 
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Mr. LAHM asked the gentleman from South 
Carolina if he should remove toa Territory with 
his slave, and the slave should there claim his 
freedom, and should be brought up on a habeas 
corpus to the Supreme Court, if the gentleman 
pleased, would not the Supreme Court decide 
whether by the Constitution, without legislative 
action, the gentleman could hold a slave thus taken 
into a Territory or not? l 

Mr. WOODWARD said the gentleman might 
resort to precise technicalities, to make difficult 
cases, such as he did not intend now to enter upon, 
even if the refinements of municipal law were 
properly applicable to great constitutional ques- 
tions. But suppose a slave should escape into the 
District of Columbia, would not the remedy pro- 
vided in the Constitution apply? I mean the rem- 
edy in the case of fugitive slaves. Would the 
gentleman contend that an obligation which rested 
on the whole people of the Union, did not rest on 
the Government itself? The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia had argued, some two years since, that this 
was a local Legislature as regarded this District, 
and under the same obligations as State Legisla- 
tures. But whether it was or not, it was bound 
to perform aH the duties, in this respect, towards 
the people of the States, which they owed to one 
another. The injunction was upon all the people 
of the Union. I take the ground that a territory 
is a dependency, like the District of Columbia. 
The argument of my friend from Virginia, yester- 
day, made it a State, partly in the Union, and 
partly out. There isnot one power conceded to 
a State, he did not concede to a Territory; nor one 
conceded to this Government in a Territory, he 
did not concede to it in a State. If he admits any 
difference in the distribution of power in the two 
cases, I should like to have him point it out. It 
would puzzle him to do so, consistently with his 
territorial doctrines. 

Mr. BAYLY did not rise, after the great indul- 
gence shown him yesterday, to engage in this de- 
bate again. He had not argued the proposition at 
all which the gentleman from South Carolina has 
this day mooted. He expressly declined to argue 
it yesterday, on the ground that this House has no 
jurisdiction over it. ‘The whole burden of his argu- 
ment was, to show that Congress had no júrisdic- 
tion to legislate on the subject of slavery in the 
Territories, and whether he established that propo- 
sition to the satisfaction of everybody else he knew 
not, but he did it to his own. If, then, he suc- 
eeeded in establishing the proposition that Con- 
gress had no authority to legislate on the subject 
of slavery in the Territories, it seemed to him, that 
as far as they were concerned, the argument was 
at an end. He referred certainly to the question 
which. the gentleman from South Carolina had 
brought into the discussion, that, by the act ac- 
quiring territory, slavery was established in such 
territory. He referred to that opinion simply; he 
did not argue it. He declined to do so because it 
was a question which Congress could nof decide. 

Mr. FICKLIN asked, if Congress should ac- 
quire territory with existing laws prohibiting sla- 
very, would the Constitution of the United States 
abrogate those laws? 

Mr. BAYLY said that was a question which he 
declined to argue the other day, and he also refused 
to argue it now, because it was a question which 
Congress could not decide. There was but one 
way on the face of the earth by which Congress 
could decide anything, and that was by the pas- 
sage ofalaw. If, then, they had no right to pass 
laws on the subject, it was a question which they 
could not decide. 

There was another proposition which he also 
referred to as a mooted question. It was, that the 
territorial legislature could either legalize slaver 
where it did not exist, or abolish it where it did. 
He declined to argue that also, because Congress 
could not decide it. He took it that both these 
questions were judicial questions. They were 
questions which could be decided alone by the 
courts. If they could be decided by any other tri- 
bunal than the courts, he begged to be informed by 
any lawyer in the House, or by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Woopwarp,] he being one . 
of the most eminent, where they could be decided? 

Mr. WOODWARD inquired how the gentle- 
man from Virginia would get a question before the 
courts? i 

Mr. BAYLY was greatly surprised at the ques- 
tion. Why,in his own practice, he raised 
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such questions a hundred times before the courts. 
He would tell the gentleman how. The gentleman 
from South Carolina took the position that the mo- 
ment territory was acquired, no matter whether 
slavery existed there or not, the Constitution of the 
United States extended over it and created slavery 
there. Well, proceeding on that opinion of his, 
the gentleman might go.to California and carry 
with him his slave. 

~ Mr. WOODWARD begged to interrupt the gen- 
tleman. He (Mr. W.) had not said the Constitu- 
tion created slavery in the United States territory. 
The Constitution simply recognizes it. Allow me 
a moment to explain the idea. A great errof pre- 
vailed in calling slavery an institution. They 
might as well call tobacco or rice, a ship or a steam- 
boat, an institution. It preéxisted as a mere fact 
before the making of the Constitution. The Con- 
stitution took it as it found it, like other matters 
of fact. As with other property, mere legislation 
could do nothing with it but regulate it. It would 
require constitutional authority to break it up—to 
make it where it did not exist, or unmake it where 
it did. According to the common notion of prop- 
erty, I cannot permit you to call it an institution. 
/There is a more strict notion of property, which 
constitutes the idea, opposed to communism—that 
is, the idea which recognizes an individual as ca- 
pable in law of an exclusive ownership of lands, 
chattels, or anything else. In this sense we may 
speak of the “ institution of property;’’ but the sub- 
stance of property is not an institution, Slavery 
existed as a form of property without being insti- 
tuted. How did it make its beginning? The white 
race, without authority from law or Constitution, 
atan early period of American history, thought it 
no harm to go to Africa, and seize without process 
of law, and hold without the aid of law, the negro 
race found there, as appropriate objects of com- 
merce. Preéxistent law did not make negroes 
property any more than it made caoutchouc prop- 
erty, or any other newly discovered article of com- 
merce. I have said that the substance of property 
is not an institution, but wealth; and the law does 
not create wealth. You cannot, therefore, with 
propriety call slaves an institution. It was a mat- 
ter of fact; existed as a fact prior to the Constitution, 
independent of it, and much more independent of 
legislation. Such was the way slavery came into 
existence. I have given a statement from actual 
history. And if it be such an enormity as some 
gentlemen pretend, let them unmahke the bargain 
which was made with it by the founders of the 
Republic, and not imagine that the moral Judge 
of the Universe will admit the plea of treachery 
and bad faith as a valid excuse for the sin of a bar- 
gain with slavery. 

But, sir, I did not rise to make any argument on 
the general subject of slavery. I wish to show that 
the gentleman from Virginia is incorrect in saying 
that the political question before us is simply as 
to what action Congress may take on the subject 
of slavery, and has nothing to do with anything 
that belongs to the judiciary. For, supposing it 
admitted that slavery exists in the territory under 
the Constitution, without Jegislation on the part of 
Congress or a‘territory; yet, if it be true, or prob- 
ably true, that we are to be at the merc of the 
judiciary in California or here, I want to know it. 

want the opinions of Congress and public men 
on that subject. 1 wanted to know it from the 
beginning, in order to know what interest my con- 
stituents were to have in our conquests. I desire 
my constituents to know it, that they may judge 
for themselves, with a full knowledge of circum- 
stances, how far they will enter into wars for con- 
quest, where they are to have no share in the con- 
quest when made. I think they are entitled to 
judge for themselves, whether the South will] spill 
its blood and expend its treasure for territory from 
which it is to be excluded. If it be the opinion of 
politicians, that in spite of all the Congress and 
the judiciary might wish to do for us, slavery can- 
not exist in territories acquired from Mexico, let 
me know it, that I may shape my course accord- 


ingly. 

he gentleman from Virginia is wholly at fault, 
.in assuming, that because the question belongs to 
the judiciary, we have no interest in discussing it; 
thatit has nothing to do with politics. My political 
course in future may depend upon this judicial 
question and the opinion of politicians how the 
judiciary would decide. If I find that a large ma- 
jority of politicians entertain certain opinions, I 
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shall suspect the judiciary will be of the same 
opinion, and might be disinclined to put myself in 
its power. I should be afraid to put myself ina 
situation to make a case for the judiciary. In 
case I wanted to obtain the opinion of the court, 
how would I get a case before it? Is it supposa- 
ble that I would take my slaves two thousand 
miles into California, to makea feigned issue, as 
it were, for the benefit of my friends behind 
me? Suppose the court should be against me, 
what would be my predicament? The process of 
carrying slaves to the country must have a begin- 
ning, if they are to go there at all. Who would 
take the first step at such a hazard? If the first 
man who goes is to find the people against him, 
and in all probability the court too, who will be 
the first man to go? Is it not reasonable, then, 
that I should stand up here as a Representative, 
and, on behalf of my constituents, demand to 
know the opinions of men and parties, where those 
Opinions may influence the future policy I may 
pursue? Sir, if certain doctrines taught here are 
to prevail, then I am against California, New Mex- 
ico, Yucatan, and all. 

Such, sir, is the issue I choose to make. And 
you will perceive [ am not quibbling about an ab- 
straction. 

Mr. BAYLY said the gentleman from South 
Carolina had made but one solitary issue respect- 
ing his speech, and that was the one he meant now 
to discuss. He did not understand the gentleman 
to take issue on the point that Congress could not 
legislate on the subject. The gentleman distinctly 
said he would not take issue on that. Having, 
then, settled that question, he would not detain the 
House again upon it after the indulgence extended 
to him yesterday. The question which the gen- 
tleman had mooted, he repeated, was a judicial 
question, and by the courts it must be decided, and 
by nobody else, for no other tribunal could decide 
it. He had shown, and-the gentleman had acqui- 
esced, that Congress could not decide it. The 
gentleman had admitted that Congress could not 
decide it, and therefore no law was to do it. The 
gentleman from South Carolina said slavery was a 
fact, and that it would exist as a fact in the terri- 
tories which we might acquire. Well; but the 
gentleman knew that there were some others—and 
some of them very learned jurists—who maintain- 
ed the opposite doctrine. ho, then, was to de- 
cide? The gentleman from South Carolina insist- 
ed on knowing beforehand how it was to be; but 
who could teil him how it was to be?. Who could 
tell how it would even probably be? The gentleman 
who propounded the question wasa lawyer of 
learning and talent. He said that slavery would 
exist. Why, then, could he not trust the courts 
todecide it? Would he insist that the courts should 
decide the question before it was before them? It 
must be referred to the courts, and nowhere else, 
for there was no other tribunal to decide it. The 
gentleman asked how the question was to be got 
before the courts, and he (Mr. B.) would tell him 
precisely how he might get it there. 

Mr. WOODWARD explained. He was un- 
derstood to say that he never would make a case 
for the courts under such circumstances. 

Mr. BAYLY would nevertheless tell the gentle- 
man how it would come’ before the courts, and if 
it came not there at all it would remain a moot 
question to the end of time. A slave is found in 
California. A master carried him there. When 
he was. there, it was found by somegentleman who 
differed from the gentleman from South Carolina, 
that, inasmuch as slavery did not exist there when 
the territory was acquired, until laws were passed 
to recognize it, he was free. The slave then re- 
fused to work for his master; the master corrected 
him; he brought his action for assault and battery ; 
the master pleaded that it was moderate correction, 
which he had the right to inflict on his servant: the 
plea was demurred. to, and the court had to decide 
whether slavery existed there or not. That was 
precisely the manner in which the question could 
be brought before the courts. In giving the gen- 
tleman a case, he could perhaps ‘have selected an- 
other; for instance, one which had been stated by 
a gentleman from Ohio; but he selected this case 
because it was the precise mode in which a similar 
question was brought before the courts of Massa- 
chusetts, when the singular decision was made that 
her bill of rights abolished slavery, and that the 
master had no right to correet his servant at all. 

Mr. WOODWARD had never felt any difficulty 
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in seeing how to fornra plea; but he would never 
venture to make such a case. i 
Mr. BAYLY would put it to the gentleman, then, ` 
how he could avoid it? Who could decide before- 
hand what would be the fact? The gentleman had 
admitted that Congress could not settle the ques- 
tion; who, then, could do it? It was obviously 


į impossible that the question could be decided by 


Any on but the judiciary. 

- Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, desired to 
ask the gentleman from Virginia whether the Su- 
preme Court had not decided that slavery existed 
by local laws, and that if he removed his slave to 
free territory, the slave remained no longer prop- 


erty. 

Mr. BAYLY replied that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was not so good at the laws as 
he was in fixing up tariff statistics, and not very 
good at that, though the country perhaps enter- 
tained a different opinion. 

Mr. STEWART rose to a point of order. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania will state his point of order. 

Mr. STEWART would do so. The gentleman 
from Virginia had pledged himself to the House 
in the course of his remarks a few days ago, that if 
he was wrong oh the question stated, respecting 
the exports and imports at particular periods, he 
would never open his mouth on this floor again. 
Now he (Mr. 8.) maintained that the gentleman 
from Virginia had no right to open his mouth on 
this floor. [Laughter.} 

The CHAIR paused. ; 

Mr. BAYLY desired that the point of order 
should be decided. l 

The CHAIR recognized no point of order in the 
statement made. [Laughter.] ; 

Mr. BAYLY said, that though foreign to this 
discussion, he would state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, for his edification, that, before he 
took the floor, he was writing a card for the Na- 
tional Intelligencer, to show how that gentleman 
had quibbled in his card which appeared in the 
National Intelligencer this morning, to enable him 
to get out of the difficulty in which he had involved 
himself; and if he (Mr. B.) did not show that he 
had done so to the satisfaction of every impartial 
man, he would agree to resign his seat in Congress. 

Mr. STEWART made some remark, which 
was not audible at the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. BAYLY could not give way to these tariff 
discussions. He was sorry he had alluded to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania at all. He said this 
with no disrespect to that gentleman; but they 
must dispose of the case before them. ‘There was 
his friend from New York [Mr. Murpuy] anx- 
iously waiting at his side to get the floor to speak 
upon this question, and he (Mr. B.) was equally 
anxious that he should have it. He would return, 
then, to the remarks of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Woopwarp,] and he would say, 
that if Congress should undertake, by a unanimous 
vote, to say that slavery was a fact (to use the ex- 
pression of the gentleman from South Carolina) in „ 
the Territories, that would not bind the Legisla- 
ture or Judiciary, unless Congress had jurisdiction 
over the subject. It would, at the last, come be- 
fore the courts, and it could be nowhere èlse de- 
cided. Had he not, then, the right to say, cué 
bono ?—what good would arise if they undertook 
to maintain that slavery existed there? Gentlemen 
equally talented and learned maintained the re- 
verse—that it did not exist there until it was legal- 
ized. Why, if they should discuss this point for 
six months, until every gentleman had made up 
an opinion about it, would that settle the question ? 
Reference had been made to the case of a bank,- 
and the question had been asked how that was a 
party o when it could go before the judici- 
ary? Did not the gentleman see that it was prop- 
erly a party question, beeause this Goverħhment 
had to act upon it, and to make a charter before it 
went to the country? And did not the gentleman 
know that it went before the court on the question 
of its constitutionality, and that the court decided 
it to be constitutional? Well, then, suppose this 
House should, by a two-thirds vote, decide that 
slavery existed without legislation, did that settle 
the question ¥ Still the case could and would come 
before the courts, and the courts would decide the 
question without reference to the opinions of poli- 
ticians. They could not avoid it. ' 

But .if the gentleman from South Carolina so 
much distrusted his own opinion—if he was so 
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fearful that the law was against him—if he took 
it for granted that the courts would so decide, then 
he would advise that gentlenftan to go against the 
acquisition of all territory, for in no other way 
could the gentleman he relieved. The gentleman 
said hecould. In the name of common sense, let 
the gentleman tell him how this question was to be 
settled in advance, if, as the gentleman admitted, 
Congress had no control over it? 

Mr. WOODWARD made the proposition that 
Congress could and ought to legislate for the 
protection of the rights of the slaveholders as pre- 
scribed by the Constitution. The gentleman from 
Virginia said the courts had to determine the ques- 
tion. If that were so, he never would consent to 
make a case for them. 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman now has changed 
his position. He now says Congress has a right 


` to legislate on the se hae 


Mr. WOODWARD. Let the gentleman under- 
stand me correctly. There is a special jurisdiction 
in certain cases conferred on Congress, for the pro- 
tection of the rights of slaveholders. . I allude to 
the provision in the case of fugitive slaves, and for 
using the records and judicial proceedings in a 
State in such a case, if necessary. But I did not 
propose to discuss that question, or any power of 
Congress, but to define the issue before the coun- 


try. 

Mr. BAYLY said that was entirely a new ques- 
tion. The right to recapture fugitive slaves was 
one thing, but the question which the gentleman 
from South Carolina had discussed was a different 
one. No man would deny that the provision 
of the Constitution to which the gentleman had 
referred operated in every State of this Union; but 
the question whether a territory was a free or a 
slave territory was an entirely different question. 
The question which he had been arguing was not 
in reference to a fugitive but a resident slave with 
his master. Would that provision of the Consti- 
tution enable a master to hold his slave in Maine 
or Massachusetts? Would it enable a master to 
remove to either of the free States, take up his 
residence there, and continue to hold his slave? 
Nobody would maintain that. The gentleman 
from South Carolina was too good a lawyer to be- 
lieve that; but the gentleman argued that slavery 
would exist as a fact in territory acquired. Well, 
but who was to decide whether it did or not? Con- 
grees could not decide it. If Congress should 
undertake to decide, its decision would not be 
obligatory on the courts. The gentleman from 
South Carolina had spoken of the judiciary of a 
territory, but the gentleman knew well that it was 
a question that would come before the Federal Ju- 
diciary, under the laws and Constitution of the 
United States, for it was expressly provided that 


” -the Supreme Court shall have jurisdiction in such 


cases. 


He regretted to differ on a proposition of 
this sort with a gentleman from a southern State; 
and with a few words on this subject, he closed his 
remarks, and then resumed his seat. 

Mr. MURPHY next addressed the committee 
on the general subject of slavery. [This speech 
will be found in the Appendix. ] | 

When Mr. M. concluded— _ 

Mr. COCKE obtained the floor, and moved that 
the committee rise; which was agreed to, and the 


. committee rose and reported progress according- 
_ ly. 


On motion of Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, it 


` was resolved that when the House adjourns on 


Monday next, it adjourn to meet again on Thurs- 
day, for the purpose of changing the carpets of the 
House. 

Mr. VINTON moved the usual resolution to 
close the debate in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of; the Union in one hour on the bill making 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office 


. Department for the year ending June 30, 1849, 
i after the House shall again resolve itself into com- 
, mittee on that bill. 


Agreed to. 


NAVY PENSIONS. 
The House then proceeded to the consideration 


of the bill making appropriations for the payment 
_ of navy pensions for the year ending June 30, 1849, 


reported by the Committee of the Whole without 
amendment, and the bill was ordered to be en- 


. grossed; and being engrossed, was read the third 
' time, passed, and sent to the Senate for concur- 


rence. 


And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, May 17, 1848. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of Massachusetts in re- 
lation to a reduction of postage, accompanied by 
a memorial from the State Legislature.’ The prop- 
osition is to charge two cents on each letter of half 
an ounce, and one cent on all newspaprs; the latter 
to be prepaid. The resolutions were ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
made a report recommending a concurrence in the 
amendments of the House to the bill extending 
certain privileges to American vessels engaged ina 
certain mentioned trade, and for other purposes; 
which was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported House bill for the 
relief of William Via, without amendment. 


Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made an adverse report on the claim of 
Hugh W. Wormley. i 


Mr. NILES submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate such information as may be in tbe 
Treasury Department in regard to the manner in which the 
interest of the public debt has been paid at Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, and other places in which the interest 
on the public debt is paid, and particularly that he inform 
the Senate whether in any instance payment has been made 
in any other medium than gold or silver. 


The bill from the House making appropriations 
for the payment of revolutionary and other pen- 
sions of the United States for the year ending the 
30th June, 1849, was read the first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


The bill from the House to amend the act enti- 
tled ‘An act to appropriate the proceeds of the 
public lands and to grant preémption rights,” &c., 
was read a first and second time by its utle, and 
referred to the Committee on Public lands. 


The bill from the House authorizing a register 
for the barque Incarnacion was read a first and 
second time by its title. | 

On motion of Mr. MOOR, the ordinary rules 
were dispensed with, and the bill wag read a third 
time and passed. 


The amendments of the House to Senate bill 
explanatory of the act entitled ‘* An act to raise for 
a limited time an additional military force, and for 
other purposes,” were taken up and concurred in. 


The private bills from the House were also read 
a first and second time by their titles, and appro- 
priately referred. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
the Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill to authorize the relinquishment of the 16th 
section in certain cases and the selection of other 
lands in lieu thereof; which was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and was subsequently read a third time, 
by unanimous consent, and passed. 


Mr. GREENE esked of the Senate, as a favor 
to himself, that it would take up the bill for the 
relief of Robert Purkis; which was agreed to. 

Mr. G. explained the grounds on which the bill 
rested, and gave a history of the gallantry of Mr. 
Purkis, in recapturing a vessel taken by the Brit- 
ish in the war of 1812, and delivering to the au- 
thorities of Newport four British prisoners. The 
bill, on the motion of Mr. G., was so amended as 
to insert $700 in the place of $400, and was then 
ordered to be engrossed, and was, by unanimous 
consent, read a third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BADGER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill to authorize 
notaries Pe to take and certify oaths, aftirma- 
tions,'and acknowledgments in certain cases. 

The bill having been amended, at the suggestion 
of Mr. BADGER, so as to include the District of 
Columbia, was ordered to be engrossed, and was 
subsequently read a third time, by unanimous con- 
sent, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, the bill to alter and 
amend the charter of the city of Washington was 
read a third time and passed. — 

On motion of Mr. MASON, the bill for the re- 
lief of Clements, Bryant & Co. was recommitted to 
the Committee of Claims. 


On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, the Senate 


took up for consideration the bill providing for the 
obtaining of testimony in relation to claims for 
losses sustained in the late war in Florida. 

The bill being under consideration as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole— , 

Mr. BREESE expressed a desire to hear some 
explanation of the object of this bill. It appeared 
to him to be one of too great importance to be 
hastily passed. There was a bill pending in the 
House for the creation of a board of claims, which 
would cover all these cases. 

Mr. WESTCOTT made a brief explanation, in 
which he was understood to refer to the difficul- 
ties which have existed in the way of collecting 
testimony, in consequence of the distances be- 
tween the places where st was to be sought for. 
He was opposed to the bill establishing a board of 
claims in this city. ‘ He was against the increase 
of Federal patronage here, where public officers 
only labor from nine till three, occupying only six 
hours a day, and devoting a great portion of that 
to reading newspapers. He hoped the Senator 
from Illinois would consent to withdraw his objec- 
tions. 

Mr. CLAYTON said, that if the Senator from 
Florida was against the establishment of a board 
of claims, he (Mr. C.) was in favor of it. The 
bill now under consideration might lay the found- 
ation for the expenditure of millions. He was 
against’adopting one rule for the State of Florida, 
different one for all the other States of the 

nion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD was of opinion, that, 
whether the House bill, which had been referred 
to, came here or not, this bill, or something like 
It, must pass. Asa member of the committee, he 
had paid some attention to the subject, and he ‘had 
suggested a plan. The effect of the bill would 
not be to put the State of Florida on a better 
footing than other States. He was in favor of 
the bill, because he desired to fix some rule the 
operation of which might be advantageous to the 
country. It would do away with ex parte testi- 
mony. He could have wished to obtain a general 
law, but that he had been unab'e to effect. There- 
fore, he should go in favor of adopting a rule for: 
this large class of cases in Florida. He thought 
good policy required that this bill should pass. 

On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the further 
consideration of the bill was then postponed antil 
to-morrow, for the purpose of taking up the spe- 
cial order. 


OCCUPATION OF YUCATAN. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill to ena 
ble the President of the United States to take tem- 
porary military occupation of Yucatan. 

The question being on the amendment proposed 
by Mr. Dix— 

Mr. DIX rose to explain his amendment. He 
stated the position of Yucatan at this moment, re- 
duced by her helplessness to offer the surrender of 
her sovereignty to any nation which will aid in 
+her rescue from the hostility of the Indians which 
threaten the extermination of the white inhabit- 
ants. The President had,as he was bound to do, 
communicated to the Senate the proposition of 
Yucatan to our Government. The Committee on 
Military Affairs had reported a bill. This being 
a question relative to the internal difficulties in 
which Yucatan is involved, becomes one of some 
delicacy and complexity. As we lay down the 
rule that interference with the domestic concerns , 
of other nations cannot be permitted by foreign 
governments, it is our duty to take care that we 
ourselves do not violate this rule. But there were, 
in the case of Yucatan, circumstances which seem- 
ed to authorize and justify some interference on 
our part. He proceeded to give a succinct history 
of the changes in Yucatan, which had resulted in 
her obtaining, not an entire, but a qualified inde- 
pendence of Mexico. He viewed her as occupy- 
ing a neutral position m relation to the United 
States. 

By the treaty with Mexico, we-are restrained 
from any hostile act towards any part of the ter- 
ritory of Mexico. He did not see that we could 
take military occupation of Yucatan, under a rigid 
construction of the treaty with Mexico, without 
subjecting ourselves to the imputation of bad faith. 
He expressed a hope that the chairman of Foreign 
Relations would not adhere to the first section of 
the bill. As to the other sections of the bill, the 
had his entire acquiescence. The outrages whi 
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characterized the war inY ucatan shocked humanity. 
He pointed out the difference between his amend- 
mentand the original section. The latter supersedes 
the Government of Yucatan, while the former 
contemplates coöperation with that Government. 
He thought that we might properly transfer some 
of our troops from Mexico, for the purpose of aid- 
ing the Yucatanese in their.defensive contest against 
the Indians. By his substitute, he defined the 
conditions on which an army and navy shall be 
employed. They are to be subordinate to the 
Government of Yucatan. - 

He did not think that this interposition would 
be any violation of international law. We are 
already in possession of one of her ports—Laguna 
—and this fact may be,cited as a justification of 
our interference. If we were at neace with Mex- 
ico, this would be a very embarrassing case. It 
must be a very extreme case which would justify 
us in trampling on the political organizations of 
nations; but such cases he admitted might occur, 
in which all respect for these political organizations 
must yield to the higher duties which bind man to 
man. 

On the subject of the supply of arms to the In- 
dians by Br.tish agents, he quoted, from a news- 
paper published at Kingston, Jamaica, (the Morn- 
ing Chronicle,) a paragraph denouncing this traf- 


_ fic, and stating that a commissioner from Yucatan 


had arrived there, to remonstrate against it, as a 
violation of an ancient treaty with Spain, nego- 
tiated at London in 1786, by which this traffic in 
arms was prohibited. ‘The commissioner had re- 
ceived assurance that the trade should be discon- 
tinued, on the score of humanity alone—the pro- 
hibition in the treaty of 1786 not being regarded 
as applicable to this case. It appears, from other 
paragraphs from a paper published at Belize, that 
the British authorities had not interfered to stop 
the traffic. He would not charge the British Gov- 
ernment with a design to aid the Indians to extir- 
ate Spanish rights; but circumstances justified the 
belief that British agents may have taken this 
course from a desire to extend British dominion. 
He then went into some geographical state- 
ments, derived from the map of Arrowsmith and 
other sources, for the purpose of showing that the 
boundaries of Yucatan were mostly shadowy.and 
uncertain, and that they had not been entirely re- 
spected by Great Britain. He charged that Power 
with having encroached on Central America, for 
the purpose of maintaining the Mosquito king— 
whose throne a sandhill, whose sceptre a rush, 
and whose robe a blanket, sets fleets and armies 
in motion, and carries on his usurpations with all 
the “pomp and circumstance of glorious war.” 
He had, on a former occasion, stated that the object 
of Great Britain in her extension was to obtain a site 
fora ship canal. He did not suppose that these 
views emanated from the Mosquito king; but he 
should not be surprised if the enterprises to be 
carried on should be in the name of that distin- 
guished personage. He brought forward a notice 
of the British consul-general in Central America, 
addressed to the Government of Nicaragua, in con- 
firmation of his opinion that Great Britain was 
extending her dominion in that quarter. While 
making these statements, he disavowed any idea 
of considering Great Britain as an enemy. On 
the contrary, he regarded her as a friend—at most, 
a commercial rival in all the generous pursuits of 
industry and enterprise. Nor did he envy her the 
epee of those torrid plains, which are parched 
y a vertical sun above, and scorched by volcanic 
fires beneath. Nor did he apprehend any danger 
to ourselves. His object was, merely to awaken 
an attention to what was in progress around us. 
It did not-become us to remain inert or incredu- 
lous, while Great Britain was seizing every oppor- 
tunity to enlarge her territory and extend her sov- 
ereignty. . 

o prevent a breach of international obligations, 
we have no right to interfere in the affairs of Eu- 
ropean countries. At the same time, he held that 
we had a right to take such measures as would 
prevent the interference of European Powers in 
the domestic concerns of this continent. What 
those measures should be, he would not pretend to 
say. It was a question of prudence. But he did 
not place his support of this bill on the ground of 
the danger of European?interference in the affairs 
of Yucatan. 

One of the main grounds on which he placed his 
support of this bill was that of justice. We had 


taken away the means which would have enabled 
Mexico to assist Yucatan, and we are bound in 
strict justice to do what we have prevented Mex- 
ico from doing. 

He also supported the bill on the ground of hu- 
manity. We are in the full enjoyment of all the 
blessings and privileges of law, order, tranquillity, 
and uninterrupted prosperity. In Central America 
the picture is reversed; there, law, order, tran- 
quillity, and prosperity, are all rentasunder—towns 
EA houses burned, and every description of 
ferocious outrage perpetrated. Such was the sketch 
—an imperfect one be admitted—but he would not 
attempt to fill it up with the loathsome details 
which truth would furnish. 

Mr. CLAYTON said he would ask the Senator 
from New York if he was perfectly satisfied that 
a war was at this moment existing between the 
whites and the Indians. 

: Mr. DIX said he was perfectly satisfied of the 
act. 

After a few words from Mr. Dix, by way of 
conclusion— l 

‘Mr. HANNEGAN then rose and said, that 
since this bill was under discussion yesterday, he 
had received intelligence that a treaty had been 
concluded between the Government of Yucatan 
and the Indians, and that the war had been brought 
toa close. Similar information had reached the 
city, in the Baltimore Sun, which had given the 
heads of the treaty. The terms agreed on appeared 
to him to be fair, and he trusted that the difficulties 
had been settled. In this stateof things, he thought 
it due to the Senate to state that he should no longer 
feel himself called on to press the passage of this 
bill. No harm could result from a little delay, and 
it might be advisable to wait for further advices 
from Yucatan before any definite action took place. 
As we are in a state of war with Mexicb, no for- 
eign armed vessels would attempt to enter the ports 
ot Yucatan. A force of four hundred marines had 
been ordered from Alvarado to Laguna, and this 
would suffice for the present. He would, there- 
fore, move that the bill be informally passed over. 

Mr. DIX said, that if he had been aware of 
these facts, he would not have troubled the Senate 
with the remarks which he had felt himself called 
on to submit. 

Mr. HANNEGAN replied that he had not com- 
municated theinformation to the Senator from New 
York, because he was not disposed to prevent the 
Senate from hearing a good speech, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD concurred in the motion 
of the Senator from -Indiana, although the effect 
would be to cut off a speech which he also had 
intended to make. He would, therefore, merely 
allude to the extraordinary delay which had taken 
place in the Executive department before the cor- 
respondence of Mr. Sierra had been communicated 
to the Senate, and which he had understood to 
have been accounted for by the Senator from In- 
diana on the ground that the authority of that gen- 
tleman had not been recognized by the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said, that if the motion he 
had made had cut off the speech of the Senator 
from Kentucky, it had not prevented him from 
giving the gist of it to the Senate. He knew that 
there were several Senators desirous to be heard 
on the bill, and he had himself intended to offer 
some remarks. What he had said on the subject 
of the recognition of Mr. Sierra had been misap- 
prehended by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. NILES, while he acquiesced in the post- 
ponement of the bill, expressed some surprise at 
the change of ground which this new course indi- 
cated on the part of the Senator from Indiana. In 
the first place, that Senator had urged immediate 
action on the bill on the ground of humanity; but, 
afterwards, he had urged it as a matter of national 
policy, to prevent the interference of any of the 
European Powers. The settlement of the diffical- 
ties in Yucatan disposed of the question of human- 
ity. But he did not see how it changed the aspect 
of the policy of preventing other Powers from in- 
terposing at the request of Yucatan. He expatia- 
ted, in a tone too low to be heard in the gallery, on 
the inconsistency of this course. 

[A discussion of a sharp and personal character 
ensued between Mr. Hannecan and Mr. Nixes, 
which was settled amicably. 

Mr. FOOTE then addressed the Senate at much 
length, remarking severely on the course. of the 
Senator from Connecticut, and the Senator from 
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South Carolina, [Mr. CaLnoun,] against whom 
he charged desertion of the Democratic party. He 
reviewed the course of the Whigs in the war of 
1812, eulogized the stand taken by the Senator 
from South Carolina in favor of that war, but ar- 
gued, that from the subsequent conduct of that 
Senator, the Democratic party had now finally 
withdrawn its confidence from him. 

When Mr. FOOTE had concluded, 

Mr. HOUSTON rose and complimented the 
Senate on the universal sentiment which seemed 
to prevail in favor of peace. It appeared that they 
were all for peace. The next thing was an armis- 
tice. He would therefore move that the Senate 
go into secret session. 

A motion was, however, made to adjourn; which 
was decided in the affirmative. 

The further consideration of the bill was then 
postponed -until to-morrow, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Trurspay, May 18, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. DUER asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of setting apart a 
portion of the public Jands for the exclusive use snd posses- 
neh of free black persons, on the following terms and con- 

itions: 

1. That every free black male person above the age of 
twenty-one years, removing to and making his residence in 
such territory, shall be entitled to occupy and cultivate —— 
acres of the public Jands situated therein, and, after so oc- 
cupying and improving the same for —— years, shall be fur- 
ther entitled to receive a grant of the same, free of all cost 
or charge whatsoever. : : 

2. That no sale of land within such territory be made by 
the Government, or be permitted to be made by individuals, 
to white persons. 

3. That portions of said lands be set apart for the purposes 
of education. 

4. That such territory be separately organized, and gov- 
erned under the authority of Congress. i 

5. That when the inhabitants of said territory shall amount 
to thousands, they be invested with such powers of 
self-government as are usually granted to the Territories of 
the United States. i 


Objection being made, the resolution was not 
received. 


On motion of Mr. BINGHAM, leave was grant- 
ed the administrator of John Johnson, deceased, 
to withdraw papers pertaining to the claim of said 
Johnson. 


On motion of Mr. CABELL, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal of the papers in the case of J. 
M. Bates. 

On motion of Mr. CABELL, it was 

. Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into jhe expediency of declaring the town of 
Miami, in the county of Dade, State of Florida, a port of 
entry and delivery; and that they report by bill or other- 
wise. 

On motion of Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill supplemental to an act to confirm 
the survey and location of claims for lands in the 
State of Mississippi, east of Pear] river, and south 
of the 3lst degree of north latitude, approved 
March 3, 1845,-and it was committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. ; 


Mr. ABBOTT presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of Massachusetts, and also a memorial 
of the same Legislature, favorable to the reduction 
of the rates of postage. Referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. . 

On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, leave 
was given to Lieutenant M. Thomas to withdraw 
the papers relating to his claim against the Gov- 
ernment. 

On motion of Mr. MARVIN, leave was given 
to Daniel G. Garnsey to withdraw his petition. 


On motion of Mr. FRENCH, 

Resolved, That the Còmmittee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- . 
lishing a post route from the-Poplar Plains, in Fleming coun- 
ty, Kentucky, via Plummer’s Mills, on Fox’s creek, John’s 
Mills, in Triplett, Tripiett’s Post Office, and up Charity creek, 
to West Liberty, in Morgan county, in the same State. 

Resolved, That the Coinmittee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Thomas J. Dobbin’s store, in Mont- 
gomery county, Kentucky, to the mouth of Aaron’s Run, in 
the same county. . 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, the bill to amend 
the act making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending the 30th June, 1848, approved 
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March 3, 1847, was recommitted to the Committee 
on Nava! Affairs. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which were referred Senate bills 
for the relief of the forward officers of the late Ex- 
ploring Expedition, and for the relief of Thomas 

rownell, reported the same back to the House 
without amendment. Committed. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Engra- 
ving, to which was recommitted the subject of 
engraving the maps of the route of a proposed line 
of mail steamers between Monterey or San Fran- 
cisco, in California, to Canton and Shanghae, in 
China, touching at the Sandwich Islands, to ac- 
company a report on the subject, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That one copy of the chart accompanying said 
report be engraved for each number thereof ordered by the 


_ 


House to be printed. 


Mr. KAUFMAN presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of ‘Texas in relation to the ‘ proviso,” 
slavery, the tariff, and the war with Mexico; and 
also in relation to the Texas volunteers called out 
in 1846. They were ordered to be printed, and 
the latter one was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. HILLIARD, the Committee 
„on Foreign Affairs was discharged from the peti- 
tion of citizens of Erie and Huron counties, Ohio, 
asking that the territory acquired from Mexico be 
set «part for occupation by free negroes; and it was 
laid on the table. ° . 

Mr. STRONG, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, made adverse reports on the 

etitions of Oliver King, Eunice Clark, Caty Burn- 
haan and Elizabeth K. Brunot. Laid on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
for the relief of Mary Pike. Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred a resolution of the House in relation to 
the delay of business in the Pension Office, made 
a report, which was laid on the table. 

r. FULTON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported bills for the relief of Sarah 
Wood; for the relief of Henry Miller; granting a 
pension to Gideon A. Perry; which bills were sev- 
erally read and committed. 

Mr. VENABLE, from the same committee, re- 
orted a bill for the relief of Fielding G. Brown. 
Read and committed. 

Mr. ECKERT, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Jos. Taylor. Read 
and committed. 

Also, adverse reports on the petitions of Benja- 
min Holland, Abner Long, and Charles Taylor. 
Laid on the table. 

Mr. W.T. LAWRENCE, from the same com- 
mittee, made adverse reports on the petitions of 
Ephraim Spoor and Robert Milligan. Laid on the 
' table. | 

Also, from the same committee, reported bills 
for the relief of Mary W. Thompson and John 
Haup. Read and committed. 

Also, a bill for the relief of William Tee; which 
was read twice and ordered to be engrossed; and, 
being engrossed, was read a third time, passed, and 
sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Patents, 
reported a bill to provide for applications for the 
renewal of patent rights in certain cases. 

The bill was read twice and ordered to be en- 
grossed; and, being engrossed, was read a third 
time, passed, and sent to the Senate for concur- 
rence. 

On motion of Mr. FARRELLY, the Commit- 
tee on Patents was discharged from the petition of 
Calvin Emmons; and it was laid on the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, made a 
rebort on the plans of R. E. Monaghan and of 
Stephen Bowerman for taking the yeas and nays. 
Laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, the 
Committee on Rules were discharged from the 
further consideration of the resolution in relation 
to allowing a member not more than ten minutes 
to make a personal explanation; and it was laid 
on the table. 

Mr. McILVAINE, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the 
Cherokee Indians in North Carolina. Read and 
committed. 

Mr. McKAY asked the House to proceed to 
consider thé joint resolution defining the reports to 


be annually made to Congress by the heffis of the 
several Executive departments, and requiring the. 
Same to be prepared immediately after the close of 
each fiscal year and forthwith communicated for 
publication. Objected to. 


SENATE BILLS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 

Senate bills of the following titles lying on the 
Speaker’s table, were taken up, read twice, and 
referred to appropriate committees: 

A bill authorizing the payment of a sum of mo- 
ney to Robert Purkis. 

A bill to authorize the relinquishment of the 16th 
section in certain cases, and the selection of other 
lands in lieu thereof. 

A bill to authorize notaries public to take and 
certify oaths, affirmations, and acknowledgments 
In certain cases. 

A bill renewing certain naval pensions for the 
term of five years, and extending the benefits of 
ere laws respecting naval pensions to engi- 
neers, firemen, and coal-heavers in the navy, and 
to their widows. 

A bill authorizing the Secretary of War to sur- 
render certain bonds of the State of Indiana, held 
by the United States, to the agent of the State for 
the said State of Indiana. 

The resolution reported some days since by the 
Committee on Printing, to print 1,000 copies extra 
of the report of the Committee of Claims, in rela- 
tion to the establishment of a board of commis- 
sioners for the examination and adjustment of 
claims against the United States, was taken up, 
read, considered, and agreed to by the House. 

The House then proceeded to consider the joint 
resolution defining the reports to be annually made 
to Congress by the heads of the several Executive 
departments, and requiring the same to be pre- 
pared immediately after the close of each fiscal 
year, and forthwith communicated for publication. 

Several amendments were made to the resolu- 
tion; but, before it was read entirely through, it 
was, on motion of Mr. WHITE, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. : 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS, ETC. 

The House then resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union on the bill 
making appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department, for the year ending June 30, 
1848, (Mr. Kine, of Massachusetts, in the chair.) 

Mr. COCKE, who had the floor from yester- 
day, rose and said he was aware that the remarks 
which he proposed to make to the committee were 
not strictly in order, but they would not be incon- 
sistent with custom; for it was usual, when the 
House was in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for gentlemen to indulge in a 
wide latitude in the discussion of any question 
that might be under consideration. This was his 
apology for the train of argument in which he 
should indulge this morning. 

lt was not his purpose to discuss at large the 
origin of the war with Mexico in which the coun- 
try was engaged. He was fully sensible that he 
could not furnish to the committee any new views 
on that subject; for it had been thoroughly exam- 
ined and ably discussed by others, and long ere 
this every member of this House and the people of 
the country had formed an opinion upon that great 
question. He should not, then, for it was unne- 
cessary, detain the committee. with a discussion of 
the origin, rise, and progress of the war with Mex- 
ico. His purpose was to discuss some other ques- 
tions intimately connected with the policy which 


.the present Administration had pursued during its 


term of service. 

At an early period of this session an amehd- 
ment was submitted to a resolution, by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Asumun,] which 
declared ‘‘ that this war was unnecessarily and un- 
constitutionally commenced by the President of the 
United States,” and for that amendment he gave 
his vote. He was then governed by the convic- 
tions of his best judgment and a sense of public 
duty; and, after. mature consideration and deep 
reflection, he was enabled to say that he had never; 
in the whole course of his life, been more fully con- 
vinced of the truth of any sentiment than he now 
was of the truth of the averment of that amend- 
ment. It was to him no new proposition; for in 
the last canvass, before the people of his own dis- 
trict, on every occasion when an opportunity pre- 
sented itself, he took the same ground respecting 
the origin of that war, and he was triumphantly 
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sustained by the peor In short, in giving the 
vote to which he had referred, he was representing 
truly the feelings and sentiments of the people of 
the second Congressional district of Tennessee, 
which he had the honor to represent. 

He desired also to allude for a moment to a vote 
which he gave during the. last session of Congress 
on an amendment submitted by his honorable friend 
from Kentucky (Mr. Born] to the preamble of the 
bill that was passed during that Congress, which 
declared that the war was commenced by the act 
of Mexico. He voted for that amendment; but, as 
had been said by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Ruert,] in an early debate in this House 
on the subject, he did not consider the preamble a 
part of the bill. In this view many other gentle- 
men participated who voted on opposite sides on 
the same question. Thegentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Boyp,] in Committee of the Whole, proposed 
to strike out the first section of the original bill, 
which was highly improper, because it fixed no 
limit as to the force to be called into service; it 
fixed no limit as to the length of service; nor did it 
make an appropriation of a single dollar. The 
amendment did. It placed at the disposal of the 
President ten millions of dollars, authorized him 
to call into service fifty thousand volunteers, and 
likewise limited the time of their service. But 
because it contained the preamble, while in com- 
mittee he voted againstit, hoping, if it was rejected, 
that a suitable amendment would be offered and 
adopted.. But the amendment was adopted by the 
committee, and reported to the House. ‘The criti- 
cal condition of General Taylor and his army on 
the Rio Grande admitted of no delay, and he voted 
for the amendment because he considered it less 
objectionable than the original section in the bill, 
protesting at the same time that the preamble was 
not true, and that it had no necessary connecticn 
with the bill. Many of his Democratic friends on 
the other side of the House voted against that 
amendment, and afterwards for the bill in which 
it was incorporated, but did not consider that they 
were voting for the preamble, which they con- 
tended was no part of the bill. And that was the 
light in which he (Mr. C.) considered it. He did 
not believe that the inception or the beginning of 
the war was the act of Mexico, although it had 
been contended by many that we had had, for sev- 
eral years, ample cause of war against her. On 
the contrary, he firmly believed that the first act of 
war was committed by the President of the United 
States. The-President assumed the power to order 
the army into a territory that was disputed, and in 
the possession of Mexico. It was a question 
which had been pending between this Government 
and the Government of Mexico from the time 
Texas was admitted into this Union. In the resc - 
lutions by which Texas was received into this cor- 
federacy the point was reserved to this Goverr- 
ment, and not to the President, who had no right 
to determine a question of boundary, which was 
then the subject of negotiation, or at least was 
open to negotiation. After Texas was annexed 
to the United States, and became a part of the 
Union, he was willing to regard her as a sister 
State in this confederacy, and to extend to her that 
protection which this Government was bound to 
afford to every other State of this Union; and every 
citizen of Texas who had emigrated thither, and 
felled the timber of its forests, and tilled its soil, 
and erected the log huts that studded its surface, 
had an equal claim on this Government for prd- 
tection with any other citizen of even the oldest 
States. But it became an important question for 
consideration at what point they were to find the 
unquestioned frontier of Texas. 

* Mr. Donelson, in a communication written by 
him on this subject, pointed out Corpus Christi as’ 
a place that might with propriety be occupied by 
General Taylor, and asa place which presented 
conveniences for the furnishing of supplies to our 
trodps. General Taylor did go to Corpus Christi, 
and there remained for twelve months in peace and 
quiet; and not until the President assumed the 
power to order the advance march into disputed 
territory was the peace broken. Peace then ex- 
isted between the two Republics; and in whom 
was the power vested by the Conatitution to change 
the relations of the two countries from peace to 
war? Certainly not in the Executive department 
of this Government. The power was vested ex- 
clusively in Congress, and the exercise of such 
power by the President was an assumption of its 
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. rights and powers and duties. The occupation of 
the disputed territory, while Mexico was in pos- 
session of it, was an act of war; it was an act of 
war committed by the President of the United 
States, while the Constitution clearly and unequiv- 
ocally vested that power in Congress. The Pres- 
ident had no right to do it; and hence the order of 

the 13th January, 1846, directing General Taylor 
- to march his troops and take a position on the left 
bank of the Rio Grande, was an act of war, and 
an unnecessary and unconstitutional act, by which 
all the horrors of war had been made familiar to 
the two Republics. 

He was aware it had been urged that the Presi- 
dent had sent to Mexico a messenger of peace in 
the person of Mr. Slidell; but if all the instructions 

iven to Mr. Slidell were made known, he felt sat- 
isfied that it would appear that even the President 
did not then regard the Rio Grande as the western 
boundary of Texas. It became all-important, 
therefore, to the Administration that those instruc- 
tions should be withheld from the people. Give 
to them publicity, and the arguments of the friends 
of the present Executive would be at once over- 
thrown, and their lips would forever be sealed on 
this question. It was, therefore, the interest of 
that party not to communicate them. The gentle- 
man‘from Illinois [Mr. Turner] had told them that 
if these instructions were communicated they would 
give important information tothe enemy. His lan- 
guage was as follows: 

«It will be apparent that sound policy required, that 
while negotiations for peace were pending, those instructions 
should not be made public, for it is well known that what- 
ever is published in this House soon finds its way into Mexi- 
co; and if the importance the President attaches to the pur- 
chase of the bay of San Francisco should be inade known to 


Mexico, it would induce them to hold out for the most ex- 
orbitant terms.” 


` Now, although those instructions had not been 
communicated to this House, they had somehow 
found their way into the newspapers, and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois had shown an intimate ac- 
quaintance with their contents. Their unofficial 
publication perhaps. might attach to them some 
distrust; but had not the gentleman from Illinois, 
in daring, as a member of the President’s party, 
to make such disclosures thus authoritatively, ex- 
posed himself to the charge of affording ‘‘aid and 
comfort to theenemy?’’? However that might be, 
the disclosures had clearly shown that Mr. Sli- 
dell’s mission was not so much to restore friendly 
relations between the two Republics as to acquire 
New Mexico and California. It was apparent 
that he was sent out to promote another scheme of 
annexation which the President then had in con- 
templation. But, besides that scheme, what were 
Mr. Slidell’s instructions? Why, to obtain the 
Rio Grande as the boundary, from its mouth to 
its source, including New Mexico, for which he 
was authorized to offer five millions of dollars. 
And for the acquisition of California, including 
Monterey, he was authorized to offer twenty-five 
millions of dollars; and, on the completion of either 
bargain, this Government would undertake to set- 
tle with our citizens who have claims for spolia- 
tions on Mexico. 

Well, it was understood that a treaty had been 
ratified on the part of our Government, though he 
would not undertake to say positively what were 
its terms, as they were not officially made known. 
Its provisions, nevertheless, were said to have 
crept into the newspapers; and, as he had not seen 
them contradicted, he: presumed some reliance 
might be placed on them. They must not, how- 
ever, forget that the President’s object, from 
which he had proclaimed he would not swerve, 
was ‘‘ indemnity for the past and security for the 
future.” This was echoed from the President by 
the ‘“ Unian,”* his organ, and it had become the 
poem of the song of Democracy throughout the 
and. 

‘“ Indemnity for the past and security for the 
future!” Why, as he had shown, ‘Mr. Slidell 
was instructed to offer twenty-five millions of dol- 
Jars for certain acquisitions and a boundary, in the 
first instance; and our own Government, if reports 
were true, had agreed to pay upwards of twenty 
millians of dollars, by a treaty, which would secure 
to us the territory which Mr. Slidell was instructed 
to purchase for twenty-five millions. What, then, 
became of ‘‘ indemnity for the past and security 
for the future??? Was nothing meant by that as- 
fertion of a determination on the part of the Pres- 
ident; or was it merely used to hoodwink the 
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people? How could the President escape from 
the charge of insincerity? What said the Presi- 
dent, in his last annual message, on this subject, 
for he desired to give the President the benefit of 
his own statement? On page eight he says: 

‘The doctrine of no territory is the doctrine of no in- 
demnity; and, if sanctioned, would be a public acknowl- 
edgment that our country was wrong, and that the war 
declared by Congress with extraordinary unanimity was un- 
just, and should be abandoned—an admission unfounded in 
tact, and degrading to the national character.”? 

And again, on page 14, he says: 

& In my annual message to Congress, in December last, I 
declared that ‘the war has not been waged with a view to 
conquest; but, having been commenced by Mexico, it has 
been carried into the enemy’s country, and will be vigorous- 
ly prosecuted there, with a view to obtain an honorable 
peace, and thereby secure ample indemnity for the expenses 
of the war, as well as-to our much injured citizens, who 
hold, large: pecuniary demands against Mexico.’ Such, in 
my judziment, continues to be our true policy; indeed the 
only policy which will probably secure a permanent peace.”? 

And, on page 14; he again says: 

« We demand an honorable peace, and that peace must 
bring with it indemnity for the past and security for the 
future.” i 

Such were the professions of the President. 
“ Indemnity for the past and security for the future” 
was his determination, and no treaty that did not 
contain these provisions, he told them emphatical- 
ly, would meet his sanction and approval; and yet 
he had adopted a treaty made by an unauthorized 
agent with Mexico, securing to us New Mexico 
and California on the payment of twenty millions 
of dollars—a sum much greater than the whole of 
that territory was worth; and, in addition to that, 
we were to assume the debts due to private citizens 
for spoliations. Where, then, he again asked, was 
this vaunted ‘indemnity for the past and security 
for the future???’ Where was the indemnity for the 
expenses of the war? And, he might well ask, 
what were the expenses of the war? Did the com- 
mittee know what this war was to cost us? For 
two long years we had been engaged in a war, and 
what was to be its cost? Was it intended to esti- 
mate New Mexico and California as equal in value 
to the expenses of that war, together with the 
twenty millions that we were to pay for those ter- 
ritories? Was that the purpose of this Adminis- 
tration? Again he asked, what were the expenses 
of this war? What were the appropriations which 
Congress had made for its prosecution? He had 
undertaken to makea calculation of these expenses, 
and he found that Congress had appropriated al- 
ready, including the twenty millions which was to 
be paid under the treaty and an estimate of the pub- 
lic lands which were to be given to the soldiers who 


_had served in Mexico, the sum of $105,751,301 56. 


This sum was exclusive of the expenses of the sev- 
eral States in furnishing necessary supplies to the 
troops before they were mustered into service, and 
the amount that would be requisite to bring the 
troops home. And beyond all this, there was the 
large amount to be paid to our gallant soldiers and 
their widows, in the way of pensions. Such was 
a rough estimate of the expenses of this war; and 
did they aeriously propose to value New Mexico 
and California at’ that amount? Why, if the war 
were wound up to-day, the cost of it would not be 
less than two hundred millions of dollars—not a 
cent less. And would they value this acquisition 
of territory at two hundred millions of dollars? 
He could not believe that such an idea was enter- 
tained in any quarter. 

But again: it Mexico owed our citizens five mil- 
lions of dollars, and she was to be held responsible 
for the expenses of the war, as the President as- 
sured them she should be, why should we pay to 
her fifteen millions of dollars? Why should one 
cent be paid to her? This territory, which we 
were to acquire, was not worth one-tenth of the 
amount which the war had cost us, and yet we 
were to obtain “ indemnity for the past and secu- 
rity for the future,” by paying to her fifteen mil- 
lions of dollars. Oh! it was all a humbug, and a 
gross attempt to delude the honest people of this 
country, who had too long confided in this Adrnin- 
istration. He was very much pleased a few days 
since with an illustration given by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. EmBREE] of the amount of the 
cost of this expensive war. The idea wasa familiar 
and a happy one, and it was calculated to strike the 
minds of the people with great force. [t brought 
the subject before them in a manner by which it 


could be understood. He (Mr. C.) had had oc- 


casion to follow out that gentleman’s train of 
thought, and he had submitted to the same illus- 
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tration the larger amount which we have now ex- 
pended. The dalla angs from Indiana [Mr. Em- 
BREE] estimated the expenses of the war by wagon 
loads, and he allowed 35 cwt. to a team, and that 
was agood load, in his (Mr. C.’s) judgment, though 
there might be a few teams in Pennsylvania equal 
toa greater load. Assuming, however, that cal- 
culation, and taking the amount of our expendi- 
tures at $105,000,000, we had 1,857 wagon loads 
of silver dollars. And how far did they calculate 
those teams would reach? Why, when moving in 
a direct line, they would extend more than twenty- 
one miles, even when following close upon each 
other. But that was not all. To the sum which 
he had stated as the amount of our expenditures 
must be added the interest on the debt which had 
been incurred. And how much would that amount 
to? Why, to over six millions annually. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Which is to go to Europe. 

Mr. COCKE. Yes, as has been suggested by 
the gentleman from Georgia, which is to go to 
Europe. Now, apply the mode of illustration of 
the gentleman from Indiana to this annual interest, 
and they would see 112 wagon loads of silver dol- 
lars, extending a mile and a quarter in length, 
bearing over six millions of dollars a year to our 
Seacoast, to be shipped to foreign lands, for the 
Lenefit of men of other nations; and yet, oh shame-- 
less hypocrisy! the President was obtaining for 
us “ indemnity for the past and security for the 
future!”’ 

This, however, was only the money considera- 
tion; and if that were all, gladly, oh, how gladly, 
would he be willing to ingulf it in the ocean, and 
bury it forever from human remembrance! ‘“ In- 
demnity for the past!” What indemnity would 
they give to those sonless mothers who had been 
bereft of the comfort of their age in this desolating 
war? What “indemnity” had they to offer to 
console the sorrows of widowhood? Were the. 
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_lives of sons and husbands estimated as nothing? 


Were they of no account? Was the cost of this 
war merely a cost of dollars and cents? Were 
they alive to no other than mercenary considera- 
tions? Was the host of gallant spirits lost-in this 
war, to sink beneath the value of dross? If the 
mighty host of brave men who had fallen in this 
strife of arms could be restored to their friends and 
their country; if this country could be restored to 
its condition at the period when this war began, 
he would forget that we had sacrificed millions of 
wealth in the conflict. He had before him an esti- 
mate of the number of men lost in this war, in a 
report from the Adjutant General, in compliance 
with a resolution of this House. This report ex- 
hibited the number of deaths according to the last 
returns, specifying those killed in battle and those 
who died of their wounds, together with those who 
had died in consequence of diseases to which the ser- 
vice had subjected them. And what did the com- 
mittee think the loss of the country amounted to ~ 
in human lives? Why, 7,907 gallant spirits had 
fallen in battle or died of their wounds. - 

Mr. STEPHENS. And how many have died 
of disease incidental to the service in the hospitals? 

Mr. COCKE. Yes, how many have silently 
passed away, where death stalks abroad like 
“ destruction that wasteth at noonday,” who can 
tell? Of those discharged from the service for dis- 
ability, this report shows there were 6,558; but 
how many of those died on their way to their 
homes after their discharge, no statement could be 
made. At least one-third had doubtless died of 
diseases contracted in the service, and the total 
sacrifice of lives in battle and by disease could not 
fall short of fifteen thousand. And, to all this, add 
those mangled frames that had succeeded in reach- 
ing their homes, as melancholy monuments daily 
to remind us of the horrid carnage and destruction 
and desolation that were consequent on wars! 
They could not pass through the streets even now 
without meeting the remnants of men whose limbs 
had been torn from their bodies. 

But look again at the disastrous effects of this 
war over the whole country, and not alone on the 
brave soldiers who had fought our battles. Behold 
the widows and orphans that had been left -hus- 
bandless and fatherless. How were they goin 
to “ indemnify” them for the past, and give them 
‘* security” for the future?. Go to the country, visit 
their mountain homes, hunt out the widows and 
orphans, enter the hovels of sorrow and misfor- 
tune, witness. their desolation, and then talk to 
them of ‘‘ indemnity for the past and security for 
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the future.” What indemnity would restore a 
husband to the widow, and a father to the father- 
less? On whom were they to lean, now that their 
earthly stay and support was gone? Oh! go to 
them in their wretchedness and talk to them of 
‘© indemnity,” and their tears would fall like burn- 
ing curses upon your garments. Bravely did our 
soldiers bear aloft the banner of our country in 
Mexico. Wherever danger was present they were 
ready to rally. On every battle field of Mexico 
how much of the best blood of our land had been 
poured out as an evidence of their devotion to 
their country. How sanguinary soever the con- 
flict might be, they followed wherever they were 
called upon to go; and the best and noblest spirits 
of which this country could boast, have been of- 
fered up on the altar of their country, and yet the 
pee of their burial is forgotten and unknown. 

ut the little streams that burst fresh from the 
bloody heights of Cerro Gordo, trickling on their 
winding way to the ocean, murmur the requiem 
of the gallant dead, while the dreary valley of 
Mexico— 

‘¢ Waves above them her green leaves, 
Dewy with Nature’s tear drops * * * 


Grieving, if aught inanimate e’er grieves, 
Over the unreturning brave.” 


To this whole country the President of the Uni- 
ted States was answerable for bringing on this 
calamitous war, and the people would hold him, 
and the party that sustained him, to a strict ac- 
count. 

But to proceed: Will the treaty be ratified by 
both Governments who are parties to it? There 
were many who thought it would not be ratified; 
and why was it so? There were reasons sufficient 
to justify the apprehension that it would not be 
ratified by Mexico. The course pursued by this 
Administration towards our generals in Mexico, 
would doubtless have its influence in producing 
such a result. What had it done? hy, the 
negotiator of the treaty had been ordered under 
arrest, and to be sent out of the country in the face 
of the enemy. And, in addition, the gallant Scott, 
who had been invincible in every hard-fought field, 
and whose name filled the enemy with despair and 
despondency, had been stricken down in his glory, 
while the laurel -wreath of victory encircled his 
brow, and, in the face of the enemy, he had been 
ordered home in apparent disgrace. . And could it 
be supposed that this attempt to disgrace the old sol- 
dier would have no influence on Mexico? Strange, 
indeed, it would be if it had not. And why had 
this been done? Because he had dared to execute 
an old. army order which had been revived by the 
War Department for a special purpose; that pur- 
pose being to insult and degrade another victorious 
soldier (General Taylor) for writing a confidential 
letter to an old, intimate, and gallant friend—Gen- 
eral Gaines. For that, General Taylor was insult- 
ingly censured by the Secretary of War, and this 
old order was revived to punish him, if he should 
again venture upon its violation. But, for. execu- 
ting that order, which he had been commanded to 
execute, General Scott had been suspended from 
his command and ordered home. This Adminis- 
tration had a fearful account to render to the Amer- 
ican people for such conduct. 

In the course of some three or four days there 
would be a convention held at Baltimore. A Demo- 
cratic convention assembled there four years ago, 
and gave to this Union its present Executive; and 
the convention to sit next week was to select their 
candidate for that office for the next term of four 
years. [n anticipation of that event, he had been 
anxiously looking for something from hiscolleagues 
on the other side of the House in defence of this 
Administration, that the claims of the present occu- 
pant of the Presidential chair might go before that 
convention. But they had manifested a studied 
silence; they had had nothing to say on that sub- 
ject. He had been exceedingly solicitous to hear 
them say something respecting the next Presi- 
dency, and the claims of their favorite candidate. 
As a Tennesseean, who had a proper regard for 
the credit of his State, as his colleagues refused to 
say anything, and declined to present the claims 
of the President, he would consider himself as 
counsel assigned by the balance of the delegation 
to present those claims, and endeavor to secure for 
him due consideration from that body; and, if he 
succeeded in nothing else, he hoped he should suc- 
ceed in obtaining for the accused a fair trial. 


Mr. G. W. JONES said, as the friends of his 


colleague were in great difficulty about the selec- 
lion of a candidate for themselves, they had better 
try the President as their candidate. | 

Mr. COCKE was surprised to hear that the 
party of his colleague [Mr. G. W. Jones] were 
ready to throw him overboard. 

Mr. JONES said, whoever they did throw over- 
board generally went to his colleague’s party, and 
by it were promoted. 

Mr. COCKE said, the accessions to the ranks 
of his party from those of his colleague’s were not 
those who had been thrown overboard, but those 
who had left them in disgust. You never throw 
any overboard, no matter how much they sin. 


: You have none to spare. 


His time, however, was rapidly passing away, 
and he must proceed with his advocacy, as assigned 
counsel of the present Executive, whom he was 
p caus to the nation, and particularly to the 

altimore Convention, which was to meet next 
Monday to nominate a candidate for the Presi- 
dency. He wished it to be distinctly understood 
that he was presenting the claims of a Tennesseean 
for the next Presidency. And he wished to give 
some reasons why those claims should be highly 
estimated. But four years ago, the candidate that 
he presented to them was the Samson of their 
party; he was deemed the strongest man; and who 
to-day had shorn him of his strength? Had he 
not strength enough to stand before the Baltimore 
Convention? Had he not one solitary friend left 
to present his name? Singular, indeed, in its con- 
struction, must that Convention be, if it could not 
furnish one friend to sustain him who but four 
years ago was their Samson. 

He was not sure that the Baltimore Convention 
could nominate anybody; for it would be a het- 
erogeneous assemblage. It would consist of Wil- 
mot-proviso men and anti-Wilmot-proviso men, 
of Old Hunkers and Barnburners, of fifty-four- 
forty men and those who only went to forty-nine, 
of tariff men and anti-tariff men, internal-improve- 
ment men and anti-internal-improvement men, 
spoilers and anti-spoilers, warriors and anti-war- 
riors, indemnifiers, and no-indemnifiers, and a va- 
riety of other hues and colors too tedious to men- 
tion. And how was all this heterogeneous mass 
to harmonize, except by taking. the ‘* model?” 
Why, not to renominate the present Executive 
would be a violation of party usage. Hitherto, 
every Democratic President had been renominated, 
and why should the present be an exception? To 
be sure, it had been asserted that he had ex pressed 
a desire to retire at the close of his present term; 
but he had asserted that he would have fifty-four 
forty, and then took forty-nine; and, as a friend 
near him said, that meant nothing. He repeated, 
then, that it would be a violation of party usage 
to deny to him the renomination, for it had been 
hitherto invariably done. It was given to General 
Jackson, and to Mr. Van Buren it was given twice, 
and proposed to be given a third time, and would 
have been given by a majority. 

Jf the present Executive was their strongest 
man four years ago, why was -he not so now? 
W hat issue had arisen to blight his prospects? If 
he should not be renominated, it would be a tacit 
admission by his own party that they were afraid 
to go to the people on the war and other issues 
which grew out-of it, and be considered by the 
country as a virtual condemnation of his Admin- 
istration by the Democracy in convention assem- 
bled. if his time was not so nearly exhausted, he 
would call their attention to other considerations; 
he could not, however, abstain from reading an 
extract from a recent article by Mr. Ritchie, the 
editor of the Executive organ, the Union. That 
gentleman said: 

« Never since this Government was established has any 
Administration been truer than the present to the principles 
and the pledges on which it came into power. Whatever 
may be said of it hereatter, either by friend or foe, this its 
great praise, of absolute fidelity to the recorded principles of 
the party that made it, can neither be gainsaid nor denied.” 

Truer to the principles and pledges on which it 
came into power! What were those ‘‘ principles 
and pledges?’ Spoils. A most odious and exten- 
sive system of spoils. And had any Administra- 
tion been truer to those ‘principles’? than the 
present? The present Executive had done much 
for the party, especially for those from whom he 
received his nomination. What had he done for 
them? He(Mr. C.) had taken the pains to gather 
materials by which to show the manner in which 
the President had rewarded those who tendered him 


the nomination, and perhaps an exhibition of these 
facts might have some influence on the approach- 
ing Baltimore Convention. He wished the House 
to remember he waa only acting as assigned coun- 
sel, believing that if he (Mr. C.) did not under- 
take the case, the President would be entirely over- ` 
looked. : 

He had looked over the list of the delegates to 
the last Baltimore Convention, and to show to the 
House and to the country how the President had 
rewarded his friends and their connections, he 
begged their attention to the document which he 
had prepared. It was as follows: | 


Delegates to the Baltimore Democratic Convention in May, 
1844, who have heen rewarded by Mr. Polk, and the amount 
of the public money which each hus received or uill receive 

uring his administration. f; 
Robert J. Walker, Secretary of the Treasury. .. .. 824,000 00 
George Bancroft, Secretary of the Navy. .$12,009 
Do. as Minister to Gr. Britain 31,500 


; 43.500 00 
Cave Johnson, Postmaster General.............. 24,60) 00 
Nathan Clifford, Attorney General....... . » 4,350 
- Do. Comunissioner to Mexico. .22,500 
—— 23,850 00 
Ralph J. Ingersoll, Minister to Russia......31,500 
Son of the Minister as Secretary of Lega- 
TION... cccovcce 


eeeoeaevoaosceeaeeveovoe eee onevne Peee 4,020 


Romulus M. Saunders, Minister to Spain........ 40,509 00 
George W. Hopkins, Chargé to Portugal......... 14,625 LO 


Andrew J. Donelson, Minister to Prussia........ 49,500 00 


John W. Davis, Commissioner to China......... 6,000 00 
Benjamin G°? Shields, Chargé to Venezuela....... 18,000 09 
Henry Hubhard, Subtreasurer at Boston...+..... 6,500 00 


Marcus Morton, Collector of the Customs, Boston 25,600 00 
Phineas Allen, reappointed Postmaster at Pitts- 

field, Massachusetts..........c00. Koen R - 4,039 48 
C. G. Greene, Public Printer, Boston, salary un- 

known. 
R. Rantoul, jr., District Attorney for Massachu- 
16,000 00 


H. K. Smith, Postmaster at Buffalo, N. Y........ 
Benjamin F. Butler, U. S. District Attorney for 
the Southern District of New York........... ‘ 
John L. Dawson, U. S. District Attorney for the 
Western District of Pennsylvania, salary un- 
known. : 
Daniel S. Bizer, Inspector of Customs, Baltimore 4,038 00 
Gabricl Holmes, District Attorney for North Car- 
olina, salary unknown. 
W. T. Colquitt, son Paymaster in the Army...... 
D. B. Turner, Postmaster at Huntsville, Alabama - 
Charles A. Bradford, Surveyor General, Jackson, 
Mississippi... ecos oo eeoseeneeseree CHOC HHO e 
George R. Fall, Publie Printer, Mississippi, salary 
unknown. 
Samuel H. Laughlin, Recorder Land Office...... 8,000 00 
Gideon J. Pillow, Brigadier and Major General... 7,470 
G. A. Caldwell, Major in the Armiy.........seee. oe 
128 


6,847 84 
24,000 00 


John W. Tibbatts, Colonel in the Army......... 
Samuel Medary, Postmaster, Columbus, Ohio.... 6, 
Thomas H. Bartley, U. 8. District Attorney for 

Ohio, salary unknown. 

W. D. Morgan, Secretary of Legation to Brazil... 8, 
John S. Simonson, Captain of Dragoons........ . 2,000 
J. C. Bloo, Receiver at Shawneetown, Illinois... 4 
William Walters, Public Printer, Springfield, Il- 
linois, salary unknown. 
A. H. Sevier, Commissioner tg Mexico......+++. 22,50 
W. F. Ritchie, Public Printer....... Phew eeeece . 5,00 
Thomas Ritchie, Editor of the Union and Public 

PFiMteP..ssccccccccccccecccsccsecececsessceces 
Benjamin H. Brewster, Cherokee Commissioner. 

To be sure, Mr. Ritchie was not in the conven- 
tion, but he claimed his right to the spoils upon 
the ground that his son was. The ascertained 
sums in this table amounted to the convengent sum 
of $742,410 56. ‘Truly, the Administration had 
been faithful to its friends, and doubtless he would 
remunerate them again for. like services. Well 
might Mr. Ritchie laud this Administration; for 
his item proved incontestably how amply he had 
been rewarded. Let what will be said of Mr. Polk, 
it cannot be denied that he patd well. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said that was one of the 
peculiar principles of the Whigs; they always took 
good care of their own friends. 

Mr. COCKE replied that the party of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia always paid better than his 
(Mr. C.’s) did, and it was because that party was 
less economical of the public money, and more 
careful to reward Executive favorites. ‘ 

He had been very anxious to say a word about 
General Taylor and the course of the Administra- 
tion towards him, but he had not time to do so. 
He was extremely anxious to speak of General 
Taylor’s position, and to show that it was per- 
fectly consistent with the ground upon which the 
Whig party had uniformly acted; but he must re- 
Serve it for some other occasion. 

He had not time to read; but he must refer to 
one little paragraph from the ‘‘ Union,” in order 
to show how great was the consternation and 
alarm of its venerable editor as soon as General 
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Taylor’s letter of the 22d of April made its appear- 
ance. Here was what he thought of that letter: 

« În a word, we have rarely seen a production so perfectly 
unsatisfactory as a confession of faith.” 

Mr. Ritchie seemed to think there was some 

rospect ofithe old General’s nomination by the 

hig convention, and the idea filled him with 
horror. It brought him to his knees. He was 
struck with amazement, and he began to pray: 

« Would to Heaven, that for his own sake, he had never 
ytelded to the solicitations of any of his own countrymen ; 
that he had modestly declined the honor, from a sense of 
his own inexperience; but thathe had been content to wear 
the military laurels which he had so gloriously won.” 

After the production of this letter of the 22d of 
April, the-mere mention of the old hero’s name 
filled with horror not only the “ Union,” but the 
rest of the prints of the like stripe, and their friends 
throughout the.country. ‘Would to Heaven!” 
Why pray so fervently? Was it because Mr. 
Polk’s editor feared that General Taylor would be 
defeated? Or was it not rather the apprehension 
for any candidate whom they might select to run 
against him? It was from a full conviction, a con- 
sciousness that if he were the nominee of the next 
convention at Philadelphia, a disastrous defeat 
awaited that party. Hence the old man fell upon 
his knees, and exclaimed, “ Would to Heaven he 
had never yielded to the solicitations of his coun- 
trymen,”’ in reference to accepting the nomina- 
tion i 


Here the debate closed, in compliance with the 
order of the House. 


THE POST OFFICE BILL. 


Mr. RHETT moved to amend the item “ For 
transportation of the mails within the United 
States, $2,540,700,” by reducing the sum to 
$2,495,700, and adding to the end of the item the 
words, “for the transportation of the maill in 
steam-vessels between Charleston and Havana, 
$45,000.” 

r. KING, of Georgia, moved to. amend Mr. 
Ruetr’s amendment by adding the following 
thereto: 

sc The eaid steamers to be employed in the conveyance of 
the mail from Charleston to Havana shall stop, going and 
returning, at Savannah, in Georgina, to deliver and receive 
letters, papers, passengers, and freight ; provided there shall 
be no increase of compensation therefor. The said steainers 
shall also be commanded hy officers of the navy not below 
the grade of lieutenant, and shall receive four midshipmen 
on board as watch officers ; the said officers to be accommo- 
dated without charge to the Government.”? 

After explanations by Messrs. RHETT and 
KING, and inquiries by Mr. CABELL— 

The question was put on Mr. Kine’s amend- 
ment, and on a division a quorum did not vote. 

The CHAIRMAN directed the roll to be call- 
ed; which being done, the committee rose, and 
the Chairman reported that the committee having 
found itself without a qhorum, the roll had been 
called. 

The names of the absentees were ordered to be 
entered on the Journal. 

A quorum having appeared, the committee re- 
sumed its session. i 

The vote was again taken on Mr. Kine’s amend- 
ment bẹ tellers, and there were—ayes 62, noes 58. 

So Mr. Kina’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved to amend 
Mr. Ruetr’s amendment by reducing the amount 
$1,000 for carrying the mail between Charleston 
and Havana. 

Mr. H. then entered into an explanation in re- 
gard to the contract made by the Postmaster Gen- 
eral for carrying the mail between Charleston and 
Havana. hen Mr. H. had conclyded, ‘he with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr, VINTON availed himself of the privilege 
allowed to the gentleman reporting a bill from the 
committee briefly to explain the character and ob- 
ject of the provision relative to contracts for carry- 
ing the mail, the former legislation on the subject, 
and the action of the Postmaster General under it. 
He caused to be read the 6th section of the act of 
last session, as well as an extract from the annual 
report of the Postmaster General, and one or two 
recent letters from the same source, from which it 
appeared that the Postmaster General was autho- 
rized to contract for mail transportation from 
Charleston to Chagres, by way of Havana, and 
then across the Isthmus of Panama, to Oregon— 
the major portion of the route to be performed in 
steam-vessels—that he had advertised for the whole 


Toute, but had received no bids except for that part 


between Charleston and Havana; that for this part 
he had made a conditional contract for $45,000 for 
twice a month—the condition being the ratification 
of the contract by Congress; that hè desired this 
ratification, considering it the most important por- 
tion of the route, and that the compensation was a 
reasonable one compared with that paid for similar 
service on other routes. 

He also stated, that during the last Congress a 
law was passed authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to contract for carrying the mail by steam- 
ships from New York to New Orleans, thence to 
Chagres, and around to Oregon; and that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy had entered into the contract 
for the entire route, the running to be twice a 
month. 

The effect of ratifying the contract made by the 
Postmaster General would be, that when the line 
of mail steamers was put into operation under the 
contract of the Secretary of the Navy, there would 
be a weekly mail from the United States to Ha- 
vana, and beyond a mail but once in two weeks. 
It would be an amendment of the law which au- 
thorized the Postmaster General to contract for 
carrying the mail to Oregon, converting it into an 
authority to contract for the same service once in 
two weeks from Charleston to Havana, which the 
Postmaster General considered more important 
than any of those other lines which were provided 
for, and which were being carried into execution. 

These were the facts, and with them the com- 
mittee would be able ‘to decide for themselves 
whether it was expedient to carry this part of the 
contract into execution. The majority of the Com- 
mittee of Waysand Means, he might observe, upon 
the case being submitted to them, had thought it 
inexpedient to ratify this contract, and had reserved 
the subject for further consideration. The minori- 
ty, however, of whom he was one, were of the 
Opinion that the present bill, according to the rec- 
ommendation of the Postmaster General, was a 
proper one. 

, After a few remarks by Mr. SCHENCK, (upon 
an amendment moved to enable him to speak,) in 
which he opposed ratifying the present contract, 
and urged that these lines of steamers should be 
placed under the control of the Secretary of the 
Navy, that they nright be the more readily con- 
vertible into efficient war-steamers when required— 

On motion of Mr. CABELL, (made with a view 
to reconsider the resolution, and extend the time 
for the debate on this subject,) the committee rose 
and reported progress. 

Mr. VINTON, in accordance with what seemed 
the sense of the committee in rising, moved to re- 
consider the resolution by which the debate in 
committee had been terminated. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider on the table. Agreed to: Ayes 
76, noes 38. 

The resolution thus being adhered to— 

On motion, the House again resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole, and resumed the con- 
sideration of the subject. 

Mr. RHETT (upon an amendment moved for 
the purpose) warmly advocated the provision for 
ratifying the contract of the Postmaster General, 
which, he contended, was made under the positive 
requirements of the act of the last Congress. He 
urged the importance of a weekly mail between 
Charleston and Havana, especially in the present 
state of national affairs, and contended that a more 
rapid and frequent communication upon this part 
of the route was vastly more necessary than upon 
the remaining portion. He had no objection to 
these steamers being built under the inspection of 
the Navy Department. 


Mr. SCHENCK moved an amendment, (which - 


was withdrawn at the close of his remarks,) and 
said he was in favor of these ocean steam-packets; 
but he insisted that it had been found by the expe- 
rience of other Governments, and thus far of our 
own, that they could not support themselves, or 
even make one-fiftieth part of their expenses, by 
carrying the mail. He considered, then, that we 
should follow the example of England, as we had 
already done to some extent, and adopt this ocan 
steam-packet service, with a view to accomplish 
two things: the transportation of the mail, which 
would pay some little towards sustaining their 
expenses; and to secure the ulterior and still greater 
advantage of having these vessels so constructed 
that at any time they might be converted into war- 
steamera; and for this purpose he argued they 
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should be built and run, under the supervision of 
the Secretary of the Navy. ` 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved the followtng 
amendment to Mr. RuLTT’s amendment: 

“ Provided, further, That the contract made by the Post- 
master Generel for the transportation of the mail from 
Charleston, via Savannah and Key West, to Havana, is 
hereby transferred to the Navy Department, and placed 
under the care and direction of the Secretary of the Navy, 
who shall appointa skillful naval constructor to superintend 
the construction of the steamers to be employed in said 
service.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and pending the question on the amendment as 
amended, on motion, the committee rose, 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. MACLAY: A preamble and resolution from the 
Common Council of the city of New York, relative to duties 
coerce upon goods consumed by the great fire of July, 

By Mr. HALL, of Missouri: The petition of James H. 
Woodward and others, citizens of the State of Missouri, 
praying grants of bounty land to teamstersa engaged in the 
war with Mexico. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of W. Woodward, praying 
for a remission of a fine imposed on him. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas: A petition for the relief 
of John Phagan. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 18, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before. the Senate 
a communication from the Treasury Department, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the 28th 
ultimo, calling for the quantity of sugar imported 
into the United States during the years 1844, 1845, 
1846, and 1847. 

[During the year 1844, the quantity of brown 
sugar imported was 179,857,491 pounds, value 
$6,793,540; white clayed 4,731,516 pounds, value 
$276,704; loaf and refined 2,215,517 pounds, value 
$134,454. 

During the year 1845, brown 111,957,404 pounds, 
value $4,556,392; white clayed 1,662,574 pounds, 
value $91,172; loaf and refined, 2,044,862 pounds, 
value $132,991. 

During the year 1846, brown 126,731,661 pounds, 
value $5,348,082; white clayed 1,043,835 pounds, 
value $81,268; loaf and refined 253,379 pounds, 
value $17,909. 

During the year 1847, brown 222,683,261 pounds, 
value $9,344,721; white clayed 9,196,106 pounds, 
value $466,372; loaf and refined 1,089,477 pounds, 
value $66,119. 

The communication also states that the resolu- 


tion of the 13th ultimo, requiring the quantity of — 


sugar imported during the fiscal year ending on the 


30th June, 1847, and the succeeding year, to the ` 


close of the last quarter ending the 3lst March, 
1848, has not been answeted, from the want of 
returns for the last-named quarter, but will be com- 
plied with as soon as the necessary data can be 
obtained. ] 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. PEARCE presented a petition from Sarah 
A. Mackay, asking for a renewal of pension; which 
wag referred to the Committee on Pensions. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented a pe- 
tition from citizens of the parish of Natchitoches, 
asking an appropriation for the improvement of 
the navigation of Red river; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Bucks county, Pennsylvania, asking the 
construction of a post route from Philadelphia to 


New York; which was referred to the Committee 


on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition from 


Johnson Rice and R. McKee, asking a grant of 


land for a number of families ready to settle in 
Oregon; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TURNEY, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to bring in a bill to revive the act entitled 
‘* An act to provide for the payment of horses and 
other property lost or destroyed in the military 
service of the United States,” approved January 
18, 1837, and the act approved 14th October, 1837, 
and 23d August, 1842, amendatory of the same; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 
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On motion of Mr. CASS, 200 copies of the re- 
ports of Lieutenants Emory and Abert, of the ex- 
pedition to the Pacific, were ordered to be given to 
the Topographical Bureau for distribution. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
was no question raised in this House or in the 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives and sureties of Benjamin F. Hart, late 
purser in the navy of the United States; which 
was read a first time. 

Mr. YULEE also, from the same committee, 
asked to be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the following petitions : From that of John 
Crosby; of Henry W. Paine; and of the citizens 
of Buffalo, asking for a naval depot for the north- 
western lakes; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported the joint resolution 
from the. House extending the time for the erection 
of certain lighthouses, without amendment. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of L. P. Sanger, accompanied by areport. The 
bill was read a first time. 


PATENT EXAMINERS. 

On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, the Senate 
took up the report of the Committee of Confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill to provide additional examiners to the 
Patent Office and for other purposes, and agteed 
to the same. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved that Fri- 
day and Saturday next be set apart for the consid- 
eration of the private bills on the calendar. 

Mr. ATHERTON would be happy to accede 
to the wishes of the Senator from Louisiana, but 
must remind him that there was the military ap- 
propriation bill, which it was important should be 
acted on with as little delay as possible. He should 
call it up during the morning hour to-morrow; and, 
as he did not anticipate any discussion, he should 
make no objection, afier that was disposed of, to 
the motion of the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. BRIGHT said he had no objection to the 
motion, but must also remind the Senator from 
Louisiana that the bill to admit Wisconsin into the 
Union was to have been taken up to-day, but the 
Senator from Illinois, [Mr. DoucLas,] who had 
the matter in charge, having been unexpectedly 
called away yesterday, he (Mr. B.) should feel 
bound to call it up to-morrow, as there were urgent 
reasons why it should be promptly disposed of. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana. Why not call 
it up to-day, as this is the day set apart? 

Mr. BRIGHT replied that there were some 
estimates to be furnished, which were not quite 
ready; and besides that, the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. ALLEN] was to occupy the floor in answer 
to Mr. Jounson, of Maryland. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, would inform 
the Senate that there were other bills full as im- 
portant as any that had been named, and he would 
mention, in particular, that relating to our inter- 
course with the Chinese empire, a measure that 
was exceedingly important in itself, and one that 
had been already too long suspended for the inter- 
ests of our commerce with that country, and he 
hoped that private bills would not be permitted to 
interfere with those of national importance. 

Mr. DICKINSON desired to call the attention o 
the Senate to the fact that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
ALLEN] was to occupy the morning hour in the dis- 

cussion on the resolution submitted by Mr. Joux- 
son, of Maryland, only one side of which had been 
heard. He would therefore move to lay the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Louisiana on the table, 
with a view to taking up the resolution alluded to. 

The question on Mr. Dicxinson’s motion having 
been taken, it was decided in the affirmative: Ayes 
17, noes 12. 


APPOINTMENTS WITHHELD FROM SENATE. 
The resolution on this subject was then read as 
follows: 


Resolved, That the+President of the United States is re- - 


quested to inform the Senate whether any officers are now 
in the military or civil service of the United States, under 
appointments from the President, which have not been sub- 
mitted to the Senate; and if there be any such appointments, 
that he state the date of such appointments, and why it is 
that it has not been in the power of the President to submit 
them to the consideration of the Senate. 


* Mr. ALLEN rose in reply to the Senator from 
Maryland, [Mr. Jonnson.] He stated that the 


Senator from Maryland had requested him to in- 
form him b¥ Jetter when he proposed to address 
the Senate. He had accordingly advised him of 
his intention to do so to-day. And last night he 
received aletter from that Senator, stating that pro- 
fessional engagements would prevent him from at- 
tending in his place for several days, and request- 
ing him, after he had spoken, to move that the 
resolution be informally passed over. He wenton 
to say, that when he had moved the reconsidera- 
tion of the resolution which had been so incon- 
siderately passed, and that motion had been agreed 
to, he had intended simply to vote against the 
resolution, without inflicting a speech on the Sen- 
ate. The Senator from Maryland, however, had 
occupied three hours and a half in defence of 
the resolution, and it now devolved on him to ex- 
amine the argument which that Senator had 
brought forward. He referred to the triumphant 
answer given by the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. 
Bor.anp,] and then went on to reply to the por- 
tions of the argument which remained to be an- 
swered. 

It had been assumed by the Senator from Mary- 
land, that the Executive was the enemy of the 
people, while the Senate was their only true friend; 
that the President had fewer reasons to be a friend 
of the people than the Senate, and therefore that 
the Senate should suspend the sword of Damo- 
cles over his head. He contended for the reverse 
of this proposition. The only absolute security 
for the defence of the rights of the people is to be 
found in the press of the people themselves. He 
proposed to prove this, and also that the people 
have a greater security for their rights in the Presi- 
dent than in the Senate. 

There was some security in the character of the 
individual himself who was selected for the Presi- 
dency; but there was a still greater in the opera- 
tion of two thousand presses, which were vigilant 
and fearless in ferreting out and exhibiting all the 
traits of his character, all the elements of his pre- 
tensions, and all the infirmities of his life. lt was 
scarcely possible, therefore, that a very bad man 
can be selected. Elevated from a private citizen 
to the highest political station, considerations of 
gratitude must have powerful influence on his ac- 
tions. He is also required, before God and man, 
to take an oath to administer faithfully his consti- 
tutional functions. He feels that all the presses 
of the country are watching him, and that the two 
Houses of Congress are prepared always to exer- 
cise a restraining power over him. There is also 
the danger of impeachment, should he be guilty 
of any treachery, by which he may be removed 
from office by a vote of two-thirds of the Senate, 
and disqualified from ever being in office thereafter. 
Here, then, he is in the power of Congress. Every 
dereliction on his part carries with it the penalty 
of extreme turpitude. On the contrary, every dere- 
liction on the part of the Senate is merged in the 
idea that it is a public act, for which no responsi- 
bility can attach to any individual. Thus the Pres- 
ident, elected by a million and a half of the people, 
may be displaced by a vote of the Senate, elected 
by not more than six hundred thousand votes. If 
the Senate violate the Constitution every day in 
the year, where is the tribunal on earth which can 
inflict punishment on any individual of the body? 
The only punishment must be inflicted by the 
people, six years, it may be, after the violation of 
the Constitution may have taken place. 

But the Senator from Maryland thought that the 
veto power might be, and had been, frequently 
abused. The power itself had not been disputed. 
It was conferred by the Constitution. General 
Harrison, in his inaugural speech from the portico 
of the Capitol, went into an elaborate argument on 
the veto, which he regarded as a conservative 
principle. He had defined the three objects for 
which it was conferred: first, for the defence of the 
Constitution; secondly, for the defence of the people; 
and thirdly, for the defence of minorities against 
majorities—of the weak against the strong. A 
larger range of power had never been claimed by 
any. But if the President had the veto power, 
had not the Senate also the veto power, and that 


without any qualification? What law can pass, if 


we say, ** No?’ Thus the Senate, which does 
not represent the people, can veto any act of the 
House of Representatives, which does represent 
the people. ‘The Senate can overrule the veto of 
the President, but the veto of the Senate cannot be 
overruled. He then referred to the power of the 


Supreme Court to pronounce any law unconstitu- 
tional after it has passed. Thus these nine men in 
a cellar may overrule the President, the two Houses 
of Congress, and all the State Legislatures. 

In reference to the act of the Senate against Gen- 
eral Jackson, the Senator from Maryland spoke of 
the Bank of the United States, and made a state- 
ment which astounded him, that the court, as now 
constituted, would declare that institution consti- 
tutional. If so, that tribunal is a fraud on the 
public. He had voted for the appointment of the 
new members of that court, and he would aver that 
their nominations would not have been confirmed 


had it not been well understood that they denied | 


the conatitutionality of that bank. There would 
have been as much propriety in the President ap- 
pointing an enemy of our institutions to an import- 
ant office, as ina Democratic Senate appointing the 
members of a court which might have to decide on 
the constitutionality of the bank, who were known 
to hold an opposite opinion. 

He went on to speak of the act of the Senate in 
expunging the resolution against General Jackson, 
which the Senator from Maryland had referred to 
as proof that the Present could wield the Senate 
to his will. Was itso? Was the Senate, after 
all, nothing more than the supple tool of the Presi- 
dent? Ifso, one President could wield the Senate 
as well as another. Why, then, could not President 
Tyler wield the Senate? He had a greater power in 
his hands than General Jackson, yet he was utterly 
powerless in the Senate. That he could not do 
this, was a proof that the purity of the Senate could 
not be made subservient to Exccutive influence. If 
the power of the Executive was so irresistible in 
the Beets under General Jackson’s administration, 
how was it that a mere change of men made such 
a difference that President Tyler found it intracta- 
ble in his hands? Was it not because one retained 
the confidence of the people, while the other had 
forfeited it? General Jackson got the resolution 
expunged, it seems, because of his influence, but 
it was the influence of truth and justice. Senators 
were instructed by their States to vote for ex- 
punging it. How did General Jackson control the 
Legislatures of eighteen States to instruct their 
Senators to vote for expunging the resolution? 
What force did he employ? He had only a stand- 
ing army of six thousand men. It was the force 
of truth and justice, which is even now abroad in 
the earth kicking down thrones. 

Pending this expunging resolution, it was pro- 
posed to refer the whole matter to the State Legis- 
latures, in order that they might decide on the case. 
But the Senate refused to sanction an appeal to its 
own creators. He read the resolution of Mr. Clay 
from the Journal. Here was the charge against 
General Jackson; and when the people ‘saw it, to- 
gether with the usurping spirit rising in the Senate, 
then arose that power which condemned the act. , 

The proposition of the Senator from Maryland 
went to overthrow the principle on which our Gov- 
ernment stands. But ke di 
ator’s own convictions went with the declaration, 
which could not be sustained without proving that 
the people are not competent to self-government. 


He went on to remark on the exercise of the ` 


veto power on the French spoliations bill, which 
he considered the greatest and boldest act of the 
President. It fixed the public attention on these 
claims, and stopped the issue of perhaps forty or 
fifty millions out of the treasury. It was this act 
which had conferred more honor on the Prestdent 
than any other act of his Administration. _ 

The Senator from Maryland was particularly 
hard on the veto of the river and harbor bill. But 
he would ask that Senator whether, if there was à 
single: unconstitutional feature in that bill, the 
President was not as much bound to veto it, as if 
the whole had been unconstitutional? He did not 
say that there was any such feature. But if, in 
the President’s opinion, there was such, he was 
bound, by his oath to support the Constitution, to 
veto it. Were it not ‘so, it would be easy so to 
mix up constitutional and unconstitutional meas- 
ures, as to obtain the passage of those which the 
Constitution prohibits. If the period should arrive 
when public opinion should be so powerful as to 
induce the President to’violate his oath, there will 
be very little constitutional security left for us. 

He then remarked on the idea thrown out by 
the Senator from Maryland, that the Executive 
scourged the Senate to submission, which he re- 
garded as unworthy of serious refutation. lt was 


not believe that Sen- 
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‘treated as a ridiculous assumption, that the Presi- 
dent, by means of a single newspaper in the hands 
of Mr. Ritchie, could scourge three hundred mem- 
bers of Congress into submission. As to the in- 
fluences of corruption, before corruption could be 
available, there must be ly aia corruptible to 

` work upon. It must, therefore, first be shown 

that this Senate is itself a corrupt body. 

The Senator from Maryland had gone to the 
first source for information. He had not referred 
to,any of the small fry which had been spawned 
from the womb of the party; but he had gone 
back tu the great founder of the party, and had ex- 
hibited here the name and sentiments of General 
Hamitton, which he held up as an example for 
our action. When an object was presented to us 
in this imposing form, it seemed to become us to 
examine it with more than common caution. He 
had felt himself called on to examine General Ham- 
ilton’s opinions. It appears, in the debates of the 
Convention, that it was the opinion of General 
Hamilton that the State governments must be an- 
nihilated. It has been supposed that the existence 
of these State governments are essential to the 
maintenance of our libertys General Hamilton 
also held that the rich and the powerful should 
have the control of the Government, to the exclu- 
sion of the mass. This was proved by his sugges- 
tion to afriend, that the President should be elected 
for life, and that the Government should be fash- 
ioned on the model of that of Great Britain. On 
the eleventh day after General Hamilton was sworn 
- inas Secretary of the Treasury, he committed a 
flagrant violation of the Constitution. On the 11th 
of September, 1789, he was appointed, and on the 
2d of that month he issued a treasury circular, in 
reference to the act providing for the collection of du- 
ties, which act decreed that the duties should be paid 
in gold and silver coin only. This circular instruct- 
ed the collectors to receive the notes of the Bank 
of North America; and this in the face of the law 
passed eleven days before, and while that Congress 
was still sitting. And he was now held up to us as 
an example. Had he been impeached for this vio- 
lation of the law, we should not now be cursed 
with that flood of paper money which has since 
overflowed the country. A reference to the wri- 
tings of General Hamilton would show that he was 
preparing measures for introducing into our sys- 
tem the corrupt practices and influences which 
prevail. in Great Britain, for the purpose of 
stamping it with the impress of those principles 
which characterize the British system. No man 
would pretend to say that General Hamilton was 
not herein guilty of a-crime against our institu- 
tions. 

The Senator from Maryland had also taken his 
stand in favor of a Bank of the United States. He 
thanked the Senator, and accepted the issue. He 
would docket the case.- The jury was in the box, 
and he was willing to wait for the verdict. He 
then went on to speak of the sub-treasury system, 
contending that until the passage of the sub-treas- 
ury act, there never was a sufficient security for 
the public money. He referred to the movements 
and arguments of the enemies of the sub-treasury 
during the period of Mr. Tyler. 

They repealed the sub-treasury before they had 

rovided a substitute, and thus threw all the pub- 
fic money into the hands of President Tyler. The 
bill for a bank was sent to him, and was vetoed. 

It fell dead by the feeblest hands that ever struck 
down such a monster. This veto went forth, and 
changed the next year the character of the elec- 
tions. Since that period it had been impossible to 
raise a bank. But we mast have it now. For it 

. was impossible to suppose that the Senator from 

Maryland had not made his speech after due de- 

liberation and for some specific purpose. 

Mr. A. then gave a brief history of the course 
taken for the recharter of the United States Bank, 
and of the “‘ gratifications’’ which were issued by 
the bank for the purpose of facilitating its efforts 
for a recharter. He read from a document before 
him a list of sums which had been lent to mem- 
bers of Congress and others, for the pupone of 
showing the system of bribery resorted to by the 
bank to obtain a renewal of its charter, and in- 
ferred: that this proved the corruptibility of Con- 

ress, which might have led to the recharter of the 
institution but for the firmness with which Gen- 
eral Jackson exercised the veto power. 

Mr. ALLEN concluded with some statistical 
details of the Presidential elections. 


The resoiution was then, on motion of Mr. AL- 
LEN, informally passed over; and— i 

On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness. After some time, the doors were reopened, 
and it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns on Monday next 
the adjournment shall be until the Thursday following. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, May 19, 1848. 
` The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


On motion of Mr. HUNT, the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union was discharged 
from the further consideration of bills to reéstab- 
lish the collection district of Wareham, in the State 
of Massachusetts; to establish a collection district 
in the State of New York; and to reéstablish the 
collection district of Brunswick, in the State of 
Georgia; and they were respectively read and or- 
dered to be engrossed; and, being engrossed, were 
read a third time, passed, and sent to the Senate 
for concurrence. 

Mr. HASKELL asked the House to take up 
the joint resolution authorizing the accounting offi- 
cers of the treasury, charged with the settlement 
of the accounts of the navy, to settle and pay the 
expenses of the United States ship Macedonian on 
her recent voyage to Ireland and Scotland. It was 
objected to. 

Mr. FULTON, previous notice having been 
given, on leave, introduced a joint resolution au- 
thorizing the Secretary of State to furnish the clerk 
of the district court of the United States for the 
western district of Virginia four copies of Little & 
Brown’s edition of the Laws of the United States; 
which was read twice, and, after an inquiry from: 
Mr. McKAY and a brief explanation by Mr. 
FULTON, was ordered to be engrossed; and, 
being engrossed, was read a third time, passed, 
and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

On motion of Mr. THIBODEAUX, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill to establish a collection 
district in South Carolina, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read and ordered to be engrossed; 
and, being engrossed, was read a third time, passed, 
and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved the 
usual resolution to close the debate in Committee 
of the Whole on the bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Benjamin Hodges, deceased, in 
ten minutes after the bill shall again be taken up 
by the Committee of the Whole. . 

The resolution was amended by extending the 
time to twenty-five minutes, and, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

Mr. COLLAMER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill to provide for applications for the 
renewal of patent rights in certain cases was passed. 
The motion was entered on the Journal and ordered 
to lie over. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 
The House, on motion of Mr. ROCKW ELL, 


of Connecticut, resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the private calendar, (Mr. Sims in 
the chair.) 

The first biH on the calendar was the bill (No 68) 
for the relief of the representatives of Benjamin 
Hodges, deceased, on which an amendment, offer- 
ed by Mr. Atkinson, was pending. [The bill 
provides—as was stated in our report when the 
bill was previously under consideration—for the 
payment of a slave taken away by a British vessel 
in the last war with Great Britain, out of the fund 
received from that Government for this purpose. ] 

Mr. CHAPMAN briefly explained and enforced 
the claim, and was interupted in his remarks by 
the expiration of the time alloted to debate. 

Messrs. ATKINSON and TUCK made inquiries 
of Mr. CoapMan in relation to the claim, which 
were partly replied to; when objections were made 
to further colloquy, and the order of the House to 
close the debate insisted upon. 

Mr. RHETT, who reported the bill, availed 
himself of the privileges of the rules, and made 
some closing remarks in explanation and support 
of the bill. When he had concluded— 

The CHAIRMAN stated _the question to be on 
the amendment of Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. ATKINSON said that the remarks of the 


gentleman from Maryland’ (Mr. Cuapman] were 
so satisfactory to him that he would withdraw his 
amendment; and it was accordingly withdrawn. . 

Mr. TURNER moved that the bill be reported 
to the House, with the recommendation that it be 
recommitted to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. CHAPMAN moved that the bill be reported 
to the House, with the recommendation that it do 


ass. 
: The CHAIRMAN decided the latter motion to 
have precedence. 

Mr. VINTON asked a division of the question 
on the latter motion, so as to have the question first 
puton the first branch, viz: ‘‘ that the bill be reported 
to the House;’’and secondly, on the second branch, 
“ with the recommendation that it do pass.” 

The CHAIRMAN decided the question to be 
indivisible; from which decision an appeal was 
taken; and the question being taken, the decision 
of the Chair was sustained. 

After many inquiries from various members, the 
question was put on Mr. CHAapmMan’s motion; and 
it was agreed to by tellers: Ayes 69, noes 59. So 
the bill was laid aside to be reported, with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

The next bill on the calendar was for the relief 


of the legal representatives of Cornelius Manning, 


deceased. This bill is precisely similar in all re- 
spects to the bill for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Benjamin Hodges, deceased. It pro- 
vides for the payment to the legal representatives 
of Cornelius Manning, deceased, of Maryland, of 
two hundred and eighty dollars, -the value of a 
slave conveyed from the United States by the 
British fleet in 1814; the money to come out of 
the fund allotted by the British Government under 
the first article of the treaty of Ghent. 

- This bill was debated by Messrs. DICKEY, 
RHETT, BURT, STEPHENS, LAHM, and 
C. J. INGERSOLL. - 

Mr. COCKE moved that the committee rise; 
which was agreed to. 

The committee rose accordingly, and reported 
bill No. 68, with a recommendation that it do pass, 
and progress on bill No. 69. 

Mr. COCKE then submitted a resolution to 
terminate debate in five minutes after bill No. 69 
shall be again taken upin Committee of the Whole, 
which was agreed to; and the House again resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, and resume 
the consideration of that bill. | 

Mr. TUCK obtained the floor, and resumed the 
discussion on the bill; and while proceeding in his 
remarks— 

The fall of the Chairman’s hammer announced 
the expiration of the time allowed to debate. 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, Moved to amend 
the bill by adding the following: 

6‘ Provided, however, That no part of the above sum shall 
be taken from any of the claimants whose claims shall have 
been recorded in the State Department, nor shall it be paid 
unless the Secretary of State is satisfied that no other per- 
zon shall be injured or prejudiced by the payment of the 
same; and also that the claim comes within the treaty of 
Ghent, and ought to be allowed.” 

He availed himself of the five-minutes rule, by 
making a few remarks in support of the bill. 

Mr. COLLAMER moved to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting after the words ‘ satisfied that,” 
the words ‘‘it can be paid out of said fund, and 
that.”’ , 

ə Mr. DUNCAN modified his amendment as 
suggested by Mr. CoLLAmER; and it was then 
agreed to. 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved to add to the bill the 
following previso: 


«c Provided, also, That nothing in this bill shall be so con- 
strued as to pay from the treasury any greater sum, including 
the expenses of the commission to deterinine the claims for 
slaves, than the amount received froin Great Britain.” 


He made some remarks, whieh occupied the five 
minutes allowed by the rules, during which he was 
called to order at different times by Messrs. C. J. 
INGERSOLL and HASKELL. 

Mr. VENABLE moved to amend Mr. Gip- 
DINGS’s amendment by striking out the words 
‘including the expenses of the commission to 
determine the claims for slaves.”” 

Mr. V. explained his amendment, and it was 
agreed to. 

The amendment as amended waé agreed to. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill to 
the House as amended. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to amend bill No. 68 
by adding thereto the same amendments agreed to 
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by the Committee of the Whole on bill No. 69; 
and moved the previous question, which was sec- 
onded, and under the operation thereof the amend- 
ments were agreed to, and the bill ordered to be 
engrossed, and, being engrossed, was read a third 
time and passed. 

- The bill No. 69, for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Cornelius Manning, deceased, was 
next taken up, and, under the operation of the 
previous question, moved by Mr. Srepnens, the 
amendments of the committee were agreed to, and 
the bill read a third time and passed, by yeas 125, 
nays 28, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Barrow, 
Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, Bocock, Bow- 
don, Bowlin, Boyd, Boydon, Brady, Brodhead, Albert G. 


Brown, Buckner, Burt, Butler, Cabell, Cathcart, Chapman, |. 


Chase, Clapp, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Clinginan, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, 


Cranston, Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Donnell, Duer, | 


Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Embree, Alexander Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Featherston, Ficklin, Flournoy, Freedley, 
French, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Gott, Green, Willard P. 
Hall, Haralson, Harinanson, Harris, Haskell, Henley, Hill, 
Hilliard, Isaat E. Holmes, George S. Houston, John W. 
Houston, Hunt, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll,‘Irvin, Andrew 
Johnson, George Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Lahm, 
Ligon, Lincoln, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McDowell, 
McKay, McLane, Job Mann, Meade, Morehead, Morris, 
Morse, Mullin, Murphy, Nelson, Outlaw, Pendleton, Phelps, 
Preston, Rhett, Richardaon, Richey, Rockhill, John A. Rock- 
well, Roman, Rumsey, Sawyer, Shepperd, Simpson, Sims, 
Truman Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Chas. E. Stuart, Strong, 
Taylor, Thibodeaux, John B. Thompson, Robert A. Thonip- 
son, William Thompson, Tompkins, Turner, Van Dyke, 
Venable, Vinton, Warrea, White, Wick, Williams, and 
Woodward—125. ; 
NAYS—Messrs. Belcher, Bridges, Canby, Collins, Conger, 
Dickey, Dixon, Edwards, Fisher, Giddings, Hale, Hammons, 
James G. Hampton, Hubbard, Hudson, McIlvaine, Horace 
Mann, Marvin, Palfrey, Putnam, Reynolds, Robinson, Root, 
St. John, Slingerland, ‘Thurston, Tuck, and Wilson—28. 


Mr. McLANE moved that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it will adjourn to meet on Monday 
nee at nineo’clock. Rejected: Yeas 55, nays 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the bill making 
appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the year ending June 30, 1849, which 
had just been returned from the Senate with amend- 
ments, was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. ; 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
a  Friıipay, May 19, 1848. 


A message was received from the President of 
theUnited States, transmitting reports from the ; 
Secretary of War and Commissioner of Indian | 


Affairs, showing the result of the settlement by 
the a of August, 1846, with the Cherokees, 
and the further appropriations necessary to carry 
the provisions of that treaty into efféct, and dis- 
bursements made under the treaty of 1835-’6. 
The statement of the Second Auditor shows the 
amounts paid to various classes of officers and 
agents employed in the execution of the Cherokee 


treaty of New Echota of 1835-6: 
Employment of Superintendents ........... $7,797 96 
CIERK 8 iess 0ss5/00 ee e108 saw Eea a WOW eas Sores 10,898 68 
> Balary AGENCE. s62ds send $4 wan eek eee dense 15,729 38 
Conductors of emigrants. ..........eceeeees 25,824 88 
Disbursing agents.......+ cccccscccecccccees 5,502 32 
Physicians ....p.osesesssosoeoo >. TEEPA 35,635 47 
Interpreters ......... Tasos cabs TEET 28,345 83 
Issuing agents........ EEE A a ` 11,547 17 
- Enrolling agentS.......essssoosscosecoccces 10,274 09 
Collecting agents ....... ETE TT 2 e 
_ Medical supplies. :......... cece ceeeee orun 5,487 55 
Services of Cherokee committee ........... 19,296 50 
Transportation of military officers.......... 7,062 31 
Cost of transportation of funds..... Seewansae 6,615 06 
Expenses of negotiating treaty........... eee 36,591 47 
Stationery ........02 000. TR TETT - 1,202 50 
Printing .... @eeeeseace @Coeeveeeeesevsesecebesone 532 62 
$235,516 63 


The additional appropriation called for under 
the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
amounts to $564,866 74. : 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. - 
_ Mr. CLAYTON presented a petition from Wil- 
liam H. Rogers, attorney of the United States for 
the district of Delaware, asking compensation for 
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| 


extra official services; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. C. also presented a petition from citizens of 
Pennsylvania for the construction of a rail post 
route from Philadelphia to New York; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. | 

Mr. DIX presented a petition from Edward A. 
Buttolpk, asking the purchase of the papers found 
in possession of Major André at the time of his 
capture during the revolutionary war; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

(Mr. Buttolpk states that he has in his keeping 
the original papers found in the boot and upon the 
person of the unfortunate Major André at the time 
of his capture, and believing them to be important 
for preservation among the archives of the nation, 
asks Congress to spunea them. ] 

Mr. SPURGEON presented a petition from W. 
Norris & Co., asking to be allowed a drawback of 
duties on imported iron used by them in the manu- 
facture of steam engines and reéxported; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported a bill concerning Spanish steam vessels. 
The bill having been read a first time— 

Mr. DIX asked that it might be considered at 
this time. A line of ocean steamers had been es- 
tablished between New York and New Orleans, to 
touch at Havana. This was done with the concur- 
rence of the authorities of the Island of Cuba, with 
the ‘assent of the Spanish Government, and these 
steamers were exempted from the payment of the 
customary duties. The object of this bill was to 
place Spanish steamers coming from Havana on 
the same footing in our ports. They very rarely 
came into the ports of the United States, unless it 
was rendered necessary for repairs. One was ex- 
pected at New York in a short time, and it was very 
desirable that this bill should pass immediately, to 
give that vessel the benefit of the exemption. 

Mr. WESTICOTT asked if the regulations in 


Cuba applied to this line only, or whether it ex- 


tended to all American steamers? 

Mr. DIX replied, that he regretted he had not 
full information on that point in his possession, 
a he believed the regulations applied to this line 
only. 

Mr. WESTCOTT would vote for the bill, be- 
cause it imbodied a principle which he had sub- 
mitted to the Senate in a resolution which he pro- 
posed to call up shortly. 

Mr. DIX said he would look into the subject 
with great pleasure. ; 

The bill was then considered, and read a second 
and third time, and passed. 

Mr. DIX also, fromthe Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to authorize the issuing of a 


‘register to the Spanæh steamers Tridente and Cetro; 


which was read a first time. 

Mr. DIX explained that the same urgency ex- 
isted as to the action on this bill, and asked its 
immediate consideration. 

The bill was read a second and third time, and 
was passed. . 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the bill making 
appropriations for the support of the Military 


Academy for the year ending 30th June, 1849, was . 


considered in Committee of the Whole. 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the bill was 
amended by.the insertion of an appropriation for 
the expenses of the Board of Visiters at their an- 
nual examination in June next, $2,000. 

: The bill was then read a third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing by law for the 
payment of a fair afid just compensation to the various As- 
sistant Treasurers of the United States, appointed in pursu- 
ance of an act to provide for the better organization of the 
treasury, and for the collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and 
disbursement of the public revenue, who are not now spe- 
cially provided for in séid act. 


On motioh of Mr. BADGER, it was ordered 
that 20,000 copies of the annual report of the Com- 
missioner of Patents received during the session 
be printed for the use of thé Senate. 

. On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the bill to admit 


the State of Wisconsin into the Union was con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole, read a third 
time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
the Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
pele bills on the calendar; when the following 

ills were severally considered in Committee of 
the Whole, read a third time, and passed: 

A bill for the relief John Mitchell; 

A bill for the relief of Purser Benjamin J. Ca- 
hoone; i 

A bill for the relief of the widows and orphans of 
the officers, seamen, and marines of the brig of 
war Somers. i 

A bill for the relief of Messrs. Cook, Anthony, 
Mahon, and others; 

A bill for the relief of William H. Prentiss; 

A bill for the relief of Anna J. Hassler; 

A bill for the relief of Welcome Parmeter; 

A bill for the relief David Currier; 

A bill for the relief of Mary Brown, widow of 
Jacob Brown. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned to Monday 
next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 20, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


On motion of Mr. COBB, of Georgia, it was 
ordered that when the House adjourns it will ad- 
journ to meet on Monday morning at nine o’clock. 


The following Senate bills lying on the Speak- 
er’s table were taken up, read a first and second 
time, and referred to appropriate committees: 

For the relief of Purser Benjamin G. Cahoone. 

For the relief of the widows and orphans of the 
officers, seamen, and marines of the brig of war 
Somers. ° 

For the relief of Cook, Anthony, Mahon, and 
others. 

For the relief of William H. Prentiss. 

For the relief of Anna J. Hassler. 

For the relief of William Parmenter. 

For the relief of David Currier. 

Concerning Spanish steam vessels. 

Authorizing the issuing of registers to the Span- 
ish steam-vessels Tridente and Cetro for a limited 
time. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the President of the United States, transmit- 
ting a communication from the Secretary of War 
and a report from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, showing the result of the settlement 
required by the treaty of August, 1846, with the 
Cherokees and the appropriations required to carry 
into effect the provisions of that treaty. 


Mr. WHITE asked the House to take up the: 


Senate bill making an additional appropriation for 
the dry dock at Brooklyn navy-yard. 

Mr. STEPHENS disliked to interpose any ob- 
jection to the request of the gentleman from New 

ork, [Mr. Wuire,] but as this was private bill 
day, and a very important bill (the bill to purchase 
the Madison papers) stood at the head of the cal- 
endar, he hoped the House would go into commit- 
tee on private bills. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, asked leave to 
offer a resolution instructing the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds to have the Hall of 
the House of Representatives ventilated, and also 
authorizing that committee to have erected the fix- 
tures necessary for that purpose. Objected to. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

The House, on motion, resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the private calendar, 
(Mr. Root in the chair.) 

The first bill on the calendar was the bill of the 
Senate to provide for the purchase of the MS. papers 
of the late James Madison, former President of the 
United States. ae 

Mr. STEPHENS moved that the bill be laid 
aside to hg reported to the House. PEPIN 

Mr. BOW LIN objected to this as a public bill, 
and therefore improperly on the private calendar, 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the objection. 
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Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected to that part 

of the bill which provided trustees for Mrs. Madi- 
son, in whom twenty thousand dollars of the money 
to be appropriated by this bill should be vested for 
her use. If any citizen of this District required 
guardians or trustees, he apprehended the courts 
of the District were fully competent to appoint 
them. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, objected to this 
bill, as the establishment of a pension system, 
which was inconsistent with the principles of this 
Republic. This bill proposed to give to Mrs. 
Madison $5,000, and to invest in the name of 
trustees the sum of $20,000, the annually accruing 
interest of which such trugtees were to pay to her; 
but the principal was placed beyond her control, 
except by will or devise, by which means she 
might bequeath it to whomsoever she pleased. It 
was alleged that this sum was to be paid for the 
papers of the late President Madison. He pro- 
ceeded to show that Congress had heretofore 
bought and paid for the papers of James Madison, 
and that this was a mere pretext for the purpose 
of giving Mrs. Madison a donation for her lifetime 
and a bequest to some other person, for aught he 
knew to some profligate or disreputable individual, 
ather death. Hereminded the House of the stren- 
uous opposition made on this floor to the bill to 
provide a pension for Mary Brown, the widow 
and mother of meritorious officers who had ren- 
dered valuable services to the country; and of the 
bootless petitions of many other poor widows who 
sought a poor pittance to sustain them for the rem- 
nant of their days, made desolate by the sacrifice 
of their natural protectors on the altar of the coun- 
try. Jame Madison was living in comfort in the 
receipt of $25,000 perannum while the husbands of 
these petitioning widows were serving on the bat- 
tle-field at eight dollars a month, where they bled 
and died. The services which they rendered to 
this Republic were as important as, yea much more 
important than reasoning and philosophy. He saw 
no reason to prefer Mrs. Madison to the widows 
to whom he had referred. 

Mr. BOWLIN, Mr. JONES of Tennessee, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Tennessee, and the CHAIRMAN 
entered into some conversation as to a point of 


order. 

Mr. McDOWELL made a short statement of 
facts to show that this was an equitable payment 
for papers to be sold to this Government, and that 
the gentleman from Tennessee was mistaken in 
supposing. that these were the papers which had 
been heretofore paid for. They were a totally 
different and distinct series. 

Mr. JOHNSON quoted from a published docu- 
ment to show that he was not mistaken. 

Mr. STEPHENS proceeded to show what the 
papers really were, to sustain the position of the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. McDoweE t,] that 
the gentleman from Tennessee was mistaken. 

r. JOHNSON continued his argument to sus- 
tain his position. 

Mr. BAYLY replied. 

Mr. COLLAMER said one referred to the Ar- 
‘ticles of the Confederation, and the other set of 
papers to the debates on the Constitution, and 
therefore they were totally distinct. 

Mr. McDOWELL defended the bill, arguing 
that these works were of great national interest, 
and the nation should be their possessor, and they 
should not be an article of private barter to book- 
sellers, many of whom had made offers for their 
purchase. He mentioned this fact to show that 
the House was not asked to purchase worthless 
articles, and that Mrs. Madison entertained proper 
sentiments respecting the nationality of the object 
contemplated. 

Mr. PALFREY denied that this bill proposed 
to make an eleemosynary grant. It is proposed 
to pieu papers on equitable terms which the 

ublic good required that the nation should possess. 

hese papers in some respects were a commentary 
on the happy Constitution under which we live; 
they were valuable materials for the composition 
of history which had yet to be written. Such 
oo were wanted, and this age must collect 
them. 

Mr. CLARK, of Kentucky, contended that this 
House could not constitutionally make g donation 
to Mrs. Madison, and if this sum was to be paid 
in consideration for an article délivered, it became 
them to consider whether they were making a good 


trade, if indeed they were te become traders in | 


| Madison, which they had no right to make. 


books. He objected to the ee appointing 
trustees for Mrs. Madison. If it was an absolute 
sale of books, the price should be paid absolutely, 
and left to her own disposition. But he was led 
to the conclusion that it was a donation to re 
fa 
purchase, he denied that they received the full value 
of $25,000; he therefore was opposed to the bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS warmly defended the bill. 
He had heard no objections from the gentlemen 
who opposed this bill to the expenditure of up- 
wards of $40,000 for the printing of the Patent Office 
report, while they were bitterly opposed to the 
printing of documents which furnished. materials 
for the history of the country. . 

Mr. SAWYER explained that he had voted to 
print the Patent Office report because they were 
to be sent to the people, whereas these documents 
wowld be given to members of Congress. 

Mr. STEPHENS eloquently replied, and, sta- 
ting that this was Mrs. Madison’s birthday, he 
hoped the bill would on this day be. passed. He 
moved that the committee rise and report progress. 
Agreed to. 

The committee rose and reported progress ac- 
cordingly. : 

Mr. STEPHENS then submitted a resolution 
to terminate debate on the same bill in ten minutes 
after it should again be taken up in committee; 
which was agreed to. 

The House again resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the same subject, and the debate 
was resumed by 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, who elo- 
quently advocated the passage of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, at the appointed time, closed 
the debate. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved to amend the bill by 
adding an additional section providing for the pur- 
chase of the MS. papers of Thomas Jefferson from 
his grandson, Thomas Jefferson Randolph, and 
appropriating $25,000 for the purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 


order. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to amend the bill by 
striking out that part of the bill which proposes 
to create Mr. Buchanan, Secretary of State, Mr. 
Mason, Secretary of the Navy,and Richard Smith, 
Esq., trustees to receive, for the purpose of invest- 
ment in stocks for the benefit of Mrs. Madiaon, 
twenty thousand dollars of the money appropriated 
by the bill for the purchase of the papers. 

Mr. B. occupied the five minutes allotted by the 
rules for debate or for explanation of amendments. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved an amend- 
ment to the bill, which, after making some remarks 
occupying the five minutes allowed by the rules, 
he withdrew. 

Mr. J. then moved to amend the bill by striking 
out the last sentence, viz: ‘“ But subject to be dis- 
posed of as she may please by her last will and 
testament,” and inserting a provision requiring the 
trustees, on the death of Mrs. Madison, to return 
the sum in trust ($20,000) to the treasury of the 
United States. And was proceeding in further ré- 
marks, when he was called to order by 

Mr. VINTON, on the ground that it was his 
evident intention to abuse the privileges of the rule 
allowing five minutes for a bona fide explanation of 
amendments, by speaking indefinitely on amend- 
ments successively moved and withdrawn. 

Considerable conversation ensued on this afid 
connected points of order, and Mr. Jonnson’s five 
minutes having expired, the question was taken 
and the amendment was rejected. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill 
to the House. 

Mr. BAYLY moved the previous question; which 
was seconded, and, under the operation thereof, the 
bill was ordered to be read a third time. 

T question then recurred on the passage of the 

ill. 

Mr. BAYLY moved the previðus question. 

Mr. JOHNSON moved the reconsideration of 
the vote ordering the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. J., after one or two points of order had been 
raised and settled, entered into some remarks to 
show that the vote ordering the third reading of 
the bill ought to be reconsidered; and when he had 
concluded— 

Mr. BAYLY move to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table; which was agreed to. | 

The previous question was seconded; and, under 
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its operation, the bill was passed by yeas 80, 


noy 59. 
r. BAYLY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
lay that motion on the table. Agreed to. 

So the bill stands passed. 

The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented. 
under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. HALE: The petition of Ezra Finney and others 
for a breakwater near the northeustern point of the Island 
of Nantucket, Massachusetts. 

By Mr. PUTNAM: The petition of James S. Baughton 
and 124 other citizens of the county of Wyoming, New York, 
praying for the investigation of the conduct of Colonel Childs, 
in requiring the soldiers of the army to kneel before the 
Catholic Host. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: A petition fora mail route from 
Blue Island, via Cooper’s Grove, Chelsea, Wallingford, and 
Bloomsville, to Bulbonia. 

_By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of O. Cole and 78 others, 
citizens of Grant county, Wisconsin, praying for the purchase 
of Mount Vernon by the Government. Also, the petition of 
Mason C. Darling and 49 other citizens of Wisconsin, for 
the same object. Also, the petition of G. H. Smith and 53 
other citizens of Sheboygan, in Wisconsin, for the same 
object. Also, the petition of C. M. Baker and others of 
Walworth county, Wisconsin, for the same object. Also, 
the petition of William C. Larnon and others, for a post 
route from Exeter, Green county, Wisconsin, via Union, 
Cookville, Dunkirk, and Cambridge, to Lake Mills, in Jeffer- 
son county. i 

Ry Mr. ABBOT: Resolutions of the Legislature of Mas- 
sachusetts, with an accompanying memoriał, in relation to 
the reduction of postage. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Moxpayr, May 22, 1848.. v 


The House met, and after the reading of the 
Journal, 
On motion, adjourned until Thursday next. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May 22, 1848. 


The Senate was called to order at twelve o’clock. 
After prayer by the Rev. Mr. Slicer, 

On motion of Mr. BADGER, ~ 

The reading of the Journal was dispensed with, 
and the Senate adjourned to Thursday, with the 
view to have the Chamber cleansed and the sum- 
mer matting put down. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, May 25, 1848. 
The House met pursuant to its order heretofore 


adopted. 
The Journal of Monday was read and approved. 


Mr. WICK (previous notice having been given) 
obtained leave and introduced a bill to prohibitethe 
introduction of slaves into the District of Colum- 
bia. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to lay 
the bill on the table; on which the yeas and nays 
were asked and ordered. 

Mr. BURT doubted if there was a quorum pres+ 
ent, and he therefore moved a call of the House; 
which was ordered. 

Mr. THOMPSON withdrew the motion to lay 
on the table, expressing a willingness, on further 
consideration, to allow it to be referred. 

Mr. BURT insisted on his motion for the call, 
as he desired to know whether there was a quorum 
before they proceeded to business. | 

The roll having been called— 

The SPEAKER announced that 114 members 
were present, and that 113 were necessary to a 


‘quorum. 


Mr. WHITE moved to suspend further pro- 
ceedings in the call. Rejected. 

The list of the absentees was called, and 120 
members having answered to their names— 

On motion of Mr. SCHENCK, the call was 
suspended. 

Mr. BURT said it was evident that the seats on 
one (the Democratic) side of this Hall were almost 
entirely unoccupied. He trusted there was no dis- 
position on the other, in the absence of membera, 
to proceed with business, especially with busineas 
of the description of this bill. 

Mr.SCHENCK. Will not the gentleman from 
South@arolina give way for a motion to adjourn? 
: Mr. BURT replied that was the motion he was 
going to submit himself, in consideration that there 
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were but 120 members present. He moved that 
the House adjourn. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, appealed to Mr. 
Burr to withdraw his motion for a moment to en- 
able him to offer a resolution, to which, involving 
no party question, no objection would be made. ` 

Mr. BURT yielded, and Mr. Jounson’s resolu- 
tion was sent to the table; but, before it was read— 

Mr. VINTON suggested that this bill, by com- 
mon consent, could be laid aside, and that the Post 
Office and the West Point Academy bills should be 
taken up and considered. | 

Mr. WICK intimated that he would consent to 
have the bill laid on the table and printed. 

Before any action was taken, the question on 
the adjournment was taken by -yeas and nays, or- 
dered at the call of Mr. VINTON, and decided in 
the affirmativé: Yeas 69, nays 56. 

The House accordingly adjourned. 


` PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred : 


By Mr. HALL, of New York: The petition of Stephen 
Howard, praying for arrears of pay and bounty land as a 
soldier in the war of 1812. Also, the petition of sundry in- 
habitants of the county of Erie, New York, praying Congress 
to inquire into the truth of the report that Colonel Childs 
compelled Protestant American soldiers to kneel and do 
homage ta the Catholic Host at Jatapa, and to call him to 
$ account for such offence, if the report should be found to 

true. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 25, 1848. . 


Mr. BRADBURY presented a petition from 
Clifford S. Worthing, asking a mail route to be 
established between Augusta and Bangor, in the 
State of Maine; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. BENTON presented a petition from J. Quin 

Thornton, praying for the establishment of a ter- 
ritorial government in the Territory of Oregon. 

Mr. B. stated that this petition contained matter 

of much interest, and he would therefore move that 

it be printed; which motion was agreed to. 


Mr. DIX presented a petition from the New 
Jersey and New York Steam Navigation Compa- 
ny, and from the Providence and Rhode Island 
Company, asking to be remunerated for maintain- 
ing a light-boat in the Eel Grass shoal, in Fisher’s 
Island sound; which was referred to the Commit- 
-- tee on Commerce. 


Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the relief 
of Friek & Haddock, with a report; which bill was 
read a first time. 


On motion of Mr. BELL, - 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
Girected to furnish the Senate with a list of the Creek Indian 
warriors, who were killed or wounded, or who died in the ser- 
vice of the United States during the late war in Florida; with 
'|the dates when they were severally killed or wounded, or 
when they died; together with a statement of the arrears of 
pay due to each of them respectively. . 

“ Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Nies some days since, was then taken up for con- 
sideration: l 
; Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury he directed 
2 report to the Senate such information as may he in the 
‘Treasury Department in regard to the manner in which the 

nterest of the public debt has been paid at Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, and other places in which the interest 
nthe public debt is paid; and particularly that he inform 

e Senatesvhether, in any instance, paynrent has béen made 

a any other medium than gold or silver. 


Mr. NILES explained that he had offered this 
solution in consequence of information which he 
ad received from a friend, in whom he had entire 
onfidence, that in one transaction at least, at one of 
e points of collection, there had been an express 
lolation of the sub-treasury law. One of the offi- 
rs employed under that law had made a deposit 
fa large amount of public money—some $80,000— 
n one of the banks of the city in which he trans- 
cted his business, and was in the practice of pay- 
g out the interest of the public loans by checks 
n that bank. This was an express violation of 
e lag, one of the great objects of which is, the 
stablishment of a system by which all money 
ansactions of the Federal Government shall be in 
e constitutional currency of the country. Hav- 
g been one of the earliest and most strenuous 


advocates of this system at its commencement, he 
felt great anxiety for its successful operation. It 
had worked well, and, while he continued a mem- 
ber of this body, he would not permit any violation 
of the law, if his efforts could prevent it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said he had no ob- 
jection to any inquiry,.but he asked the Senate if 
It was fair to tolerate these harassing calls on the 
Government, and to sanction these frequent attacks 
on the Secretary of the Treasury, without some 
evidence to support them? Charges of this kind, 
which may be introduced merely for political effect, 
ought not to be received, unless they are accom- 
panied by proofs of the facts on which they are 
stated to be made. 

Mr. NILES was surprised at this opposition to 
a mere resolution of inquiry. He had seen the 
Secretary of the Treasury on the subject, and he 
had no suspicion that the violation of the law had 
been with the connivance of that officer. It may 
have been the act of a subordinate, committed with- 
out his knowledge. There certainly could be no 
impropriety in inquiring if the law had been faith- 
fully executed. If the violation of the law had 
taken place, it was an offence, the punishment for 
which was provided by the act, and it could not 
be improper to ask if the offence had been com- 
mitted. In 1840, when the law was passed, we 
had been told by those who had opposed it, that 
it would turn out a mere mockery, and could lead 
to no practical effect. In its present form, it has 
produced all the effect for which it was intended, 
and that effect had been most salutary, inasmuch 
as it had saved our entire banking system, and pre- 
vented results which would have been calamitous 
to the country. Yet we are now to be told, that 
we must not institute an Inquiry whether the law 
has been honestly carried out, for fear censure 
should fall on somebody! He hoped the resolu- 
tion would be adopted. 

Mr. DAVIS replied that he had only thrown out 
the suggestion that calls of this harassing charac- 
ter on the Secretary of the Treasury ought not to 
be received without some evidence to sustain them. 
Certainly, if the Senator from Connecticut has au- 
thority for his statement, and is himself satisfied 
that a violation of the law has been committed, he 
would not object to the inquiry. The Senator had 
stated that he had seen the Secretary on the sub- 
ject, and acquitted him of any knowledge of the 
transaction. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, May 26, 1848. 
. The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


On motion of Mr. COCKE, leave was given for 
the withdrawal of the papers in the case of Sam- 
uel F. Reed, of Tennessee. 

Mr. WENTWORTH rose to say, that when 
the House adjourned yesterday, there was a bill 
on the table, and a motion before the House pend- 
ing and unacted on.» The bill was very important. 
He referred to the bill to prohibit the importation 
of slaves into the District of Columbia, with cer- 
tain exceptions. It was a billin which every gen- 
tleman on the floor must feel himself to be inter- 
ested. He hoped, therefore, that it would be 
taken up and considered first among the unfinished 
business of yesterday. 

The SPEAKER said the unfinished business 
were the orders of the day and the Senate bills on 
the Speaker’s table. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


The House, on motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, 
of Connecticut, resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the private calendar, (Mr. McCiet- 
LAND in the chair,) and, after devoting some time 
to.the consideration of bills thereon, the committee 
rose and reported the following bills to the House: 

A bill for the relief of Maurice R. Simons; 

A bill for the relief of Eliphas C. Brown; 

A bill for the relief of Henry N. Halstead; 

A bill for the relief of Robert Ramsey; 

A bill for the relief of John Farnham; 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Flanagin; 

A bill for the relief of William Gott; 

A bill for the relief of Catharine Hoffman; 

A bill for the relief of John P. B. Gratiot and 
the legal representatives of Henry Gratiot; 

A bill for the relief of Mrs. Mary B. Renner; 


A bill for the relief of Archibald Beard, and 
twenty-one other mounted Tennessee volunteers; 

A bill for the relief of Philip J. Fontane; 

A bill for the relief of Levi H. Corson, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill for the relief of Elisha F. Richards; 

A bill for the relief of Gideon A. Perry; 

A bill for the relief of Fielding G. Brown; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Tavlor; 

A bill for the relief of Mary W. Thompson, 
widow of Lieutenant Colonel Alexander R. Thomp- 
son; 

A bill for the relief of John Haup; 

A bill amendatory of an act entitled “ An act 
amendatory of the act entitled * An act to incorpo- 
rate the Provident Association of Clerks in the 
civil department of the Government of the United 
States, in the District of Columbia,’ ? approved 
March 3, 1825; 

A bill supplemental to an act to confirm the sure 
vey and location of claims for land in the State of 
Mississippi, east of the Pearl river and south of 
the thirty-first degree of north latitude, approved 
March 3, 1845; 

A bill for the relief of Mary Pike, widow of 
Ezra Pike; 

A bill for the relief of Sarah Wood, widow of 
Major James Wood. 

Also the following Senate bills, severally without 
amendment: 

A bill for the relief of Reynolds May; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Brownell; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel W. Bell, a native 
of the Cherokee nation; i 

A bill for the relief of Edward Bolon. 

The committee also reported the following bills, 
with an amendment to each: 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Lieutenant Francis Ware; 

A bill for the relief of Hugh Riddle; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Perry, a Choctaw 
Indian, or his assignees; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Gerard; 

And Senate bill to authorize the settlement of 
the account of Joseph Nourse, deceased. 


The bill for the relief of the Cherokee Indians 


in North Carolina was reported to the House, | 


with the recommendation that it be committed to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union. 
The House bill to pay James Crutchett $2,000 


for lighting the Capitol and Capitol grounds, and 


also a Senate bill of the same title, were reported 
to the House, with the recommendation that they 
be Jaid on the table. 

Which recommendations were concurred in by 
the House. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 


of the various bills reported by the Committee of 
the Whole. The action of the Committee of the 
Whole on said bills (some of them having been 
amended) was concurred in by the House, except 
the amendment to the bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Lieutenant Francis Ware, which 
amendment was disagreed to; and this bill and the 
others were severally read a third time and passed, 
with the exception of the bill supplemental to an 
act to confirm the survey and location of claims 
for land in the State of Mississippi, east of the 
Pearl river and south of the thirty-first degree of 
north latitude, approved March 3, 1845. This bill 
was postponed until to-morrow, and it was ordered 
that the Clerk acquaint the Senate therewith, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 
the House do now adjourn. Lost: Ayes 46, noes 
51—not a quorum. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved a call of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON again moved to adjourn. 

The question was decided by yeas and nays’ 
Yeas 50, nays 73. 

The question was put on ordering a call of the 
House, and it was rejected. 

Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House again resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the private calendar. The motion 
was rejected. 

PRE-EMPTION LAW. 

Mr. COLLAMER moved to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from the consideration of the bill explanatory of 
the law of the 4th September, 1841, appropriating 
the proceeds of the sales of the public lands and 


granting preémption rights. Mr. C. said the Gov- 


ernment was now without the force of any Be 
emption law whatever, and he proceeded to explain 
the necessity of final action upon the bill. 

The motion was then agreed to; and the bill, 
having been ordered to be engrossed, was read a 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. WHITE moved that the House resolve 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; which motion was disagreed to. 


BROOKLYN DRY DOCK. 


Mr. MURPHY moved to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from the consideration of the bill making addi- 
tional appropriations for the dry dock of the 
Brooklyn navy-yard—stating, as an inducement 
for the action of the House, that the men employed 
upon this work had had no pay for four months, 
and that this was one of the first bills on the calen- 
dar. 

Mr. VINTON reminded the gentleman from 
New York that the bill referred to, which was a 
bill to make an appropriation of: money, had not 

et received the action of the Committee of the 
hole on the state of the Union; and therefore it 
was not yet in order to bring it before the House. 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Satrurpay, May 27, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The House proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill yesterday reported to the House by the 
Committee of the Whole supplemental to an act 
to confirm the survey and location of claims for 
lands in the State of Mississippi, east of Pearl 
fiver and south of the 31st degree of north lati- 
tude, approved March. 3, 1845. 

The question being on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill— 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved to amend 
the same so as to extend the time to any person 
interested in the lands for making the surveys and 
returns from: and after the passage of the bill to the 
Ist of January, 1850. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill or- 
dered to he engrossed; and, being engrossed, was 
read a third time, passed, and sent'to the Senate 
for concurrence. 

Mr. HUNT, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred Senate bills concern- 
ing Spanish steam vessels, and authorizing the 
issuing of registers to the Spanish steam vessels 
Trident and Cetro for a limited time, reported the 
same back to the House without amendment. 

They were then severally read a third time, 
passed, and returned to the Senate. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate bill to authorize the settlement 
of the accounts of Joseph Nourse, deceased, was 
passed. The motion, by consent, was laid over. 

The House, on motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, 
of Connecticut, resdlved itself into Committe of 
the Whole on the private calendar. The Speaker 
invited Mr. DaxıieL, of North Carolina, to take 
the chair, who, for cause, asked to be excused. 
The Speaker thereupon called to the chair Mr. 
CoLLaMER, of Vermont. 

- The first bill on the calendar was the bill for the 
relief of John P. Converse. It was debated by 
Messrs. BOWLIN, ROCKWELL of Connecti- 
cut, DANIEL, EVANS of Maryland, HAM- 
MONS, CROWELL, and SAWYER. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to amend by 


_ striking out $591 and inserting $379. Lost. 


Mr. SAWYER moved that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a recommenda- 
tion that it do not pass. Agreed to. 

The bills for the relief of William Fuller and 
Orlando Saltmarsh, and for the relief of H. D. 
Johnson, and Senate bill for the relief of Jose h 
Wilson, were next taken up, read, and laid aside 
to be reported to the House. 

Senate bill for the relief of William B. Slaughter, 
late Secretary of the Territory of Wisconsin, was 
then taken up and amended, by adding a proviso, 
providing that the said balance shall not exceed 
$1,731 51, and ordered to be reported to the House. 

The next bill taken up was for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Joshua Kennedy, deceased. 

It was debated by Messrs. DANIEL, POL- 
LOCK, and ROCKWELL of Connecticut; but, 
before final action was had upon the bill— 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. DANIEL moved that the committee rise. 

Decided by tellers—ayes 47, noes 47. The Chair- 
man voted in the affirmative; and the committee 
rose accordingly, and reported its action to the 
House. 

And then the House adjourned. 


ya 


; PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. MANN: The petition of Wm. Bartlett and 113 
other citizens of Massachusetts, in behalf of cifeap postage. 
By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of sundry citizens 
of McLean county, for a post route from Waynesville, via 
Mount Hope, Hitue’s Grove, and Mackinaw Point, to Dil- 


lon. 

By Mr. ASHMUN: The memorial of R. B. Forbes and a 
large number of others, citizens of Massachusetts, engaged 
in commerce, navigation, and insurance, representing -that 
eur naval force in the European waters is inadequate to the 
protection of Ainerican commerce in the present unsettled 
condition of European Governments, aud asking that it inay 
be speedily increased, and that a portion ot the vessels to be 
constructed should, with a view to economy and prompt- 
ness, be built by private enterprise. i 

By Mr. GRINNELL: The petition of Pope & Morgan, 
aud other owners of ship Chandler Price, asking compen- 
sation for expenses incurred, in ransoming the crew of the 
whule-ship Columbia, of New London, fromthe inhabitants 
of the King’s Mill islands, Pacitic Ocean. 

By Mr. 5CHENCK: Sundry petitions from many citizens 
of Ohio anu New York, praying Congress to direct a pur- 
chase of breadstuffs, and test the uulity of the same for 
army and navy purposes, as prepared under the process 
patented to J. K. Stattord, of Cleveland, Ohio, tor drying flour 
aud meal in such manner as to resist-the intiuences of time 
and climate. 

By Mr. NICOLL: The petition of Godtrey Pattison & Co., 
Howland & Aspinwall, N. L. Griswold, Cary & Co., and 
others, merchants and manufacturers of: the city of New 
York, praying tor the passage of a law permitting manutac- 
tured goods adapted for printing to be imported in the gray 
and printed in bond, and thereatter exported free of duty. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut: The petition of 
176 citizens of Norwich, in the State of Connecticut, repre- 
senting that a monopoly has been established by the laws of 
New Jersey, in relation to the Camden and Ainboy Railroad 
Company and Delaware and Raritan Canal Company, in 
violation of the rights and highly injurious to the interest of 
the public, and especially in the transportation of the United 
States mails, and praying that Congress will direct the sur- 
vey of a route for a post road between the cities of New 
York and Philadelphia; the said road to be retained under 
the perpetual control of the Union, and to be used for the 
construction of a railroad; the road to be constructed by the 
United States, or by a company authorized by act of Con- 
gress, for the transportation of the mail and tor other pur- 
poses. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, May 29, 1848. 


The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 

Mr. TUCK asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to offer the following preamble and resolu- 
tion, which were read for information: 


Whereas citizens of the United States, in great numbers, 
have otten memorialized Congress on the subject of abol- 
ishing slavery and the slave trade in tbe District of Coluim- 
bia, and petitions for this object, signed by citizens of the 
District and others, have been presented to this House atits 
present session : 

And whereas all the memorials and petitions on this sub- 
ject ever presented, have either been laid on the table with- 
out being read or printed, or have been referred to com- 
mittees who have never taken any’action thereon, nor re- 
ported whether said petitions ought or ought not to be 
granted: R 

And whereas it is the right of the citizens of these United 
States, not only to present their petitions to Congress, but 
to have the justice and propriety of their requests carefully 
considered and acted upon: therefore, 

Resolved, That the several committees of this House, to 
whom have been referred petitions or memorials for the 
abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the District of 
Columbia, be directed to take the same into consideration, 
and to report thereon at the earliest practicable period. 


The reception of this resolution being objected 
to, Mr. T. moved a suspension of the rules to 
enable him to offer it, but the motion to suspend 
the rules was rejected. 


Mr. PETTIT, by general consent, offered the 
following resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to 
report to this House how many persons, of all descriptions, 
were employed in the naval and marine service of the Uni- 
ted States at the commencement of the present war with 
Mexico, and how many have entered said service since that 
period, and the respective States from which both classes 
entered said service. 


THE NEXT CENSUS. 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved a suspension 


“of the rules, in order that a resolution might be 


submitted by him to make the bills which had 
been reported from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 


May 29, 


on the state of the Union, (public bills,) the spe- 
cial order of the day for the third Tyesday in June. 
He stated that unless opportunity should be afford- 
edat the present session for passing some of these 
bills, serious mischiefs would probably be the conse- 
quence, amounting even to a disregard of the Con- 
stitution. In the 26th Congress it was so late 
when provision was made for taking the census of 
enumeration of the inhabitants of the United States, 
that it was believed not to exhibit the population 
of 1840, as contemplated by the Constitution, but 
that of 1841. He wished to enact a law at the 
present session which would enable the proper 
officers to make arrangements for beginning the 
work in the very beginning of the year 1850, so 
that it might be completed in proper time. Other 
bills embraced in the motion were scarcely less 
entitled to consideration. After the repeated at- 
tempts which he had made to the effect now sug- 
gested, Mr. I. said he should despair of getting 
these important matters acted on during the present 
session if the present motion to suspend the rules 
should not prevail. Objection was made. 

Mr. I. said the gentleman had no right to object. 
He moved to suspend the rules, and no objection 
could prevent him from insisting on having the 
question put. 

The question was then put on suspending the 
rules—ayes 75, noes 45. Two-thirds not voting 
in the affirmative, the rules were not suspended, 
and the resolution was not received. 


, OREGON. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, asked the general con- 
sent of the House to offer a resolution making the 
bill to establish the Territorial Government of Ore- 
gon the special order of the day immediately after 
the general appropriation bills (now the special 
order) shall have been disposed of, except on Fri- 
days and Saturdays. a 

Mr. McCLERNAND appealed to his friend 
from Indiana (Mr. Smitu] to modify his amend- 
ment, so as to resolve the House into committee at 
once, in order that immediate action might be had 
upon the Oregon territorial bill. Mr. McC. had a 
letter from a citizen of Oregon, dated as late as the 
Ist of January last, which represented the coun- 
try to be in a most distressing situation. The 
Indians had murdered a number of the whites, and 
an open and cruel war was waged by the Indians 
against them. Humanity and public duty demand- 
ed that prompt measures should be taken to give 
security to the persons and property of American 
citizens in Oregon. ° 


Objection being made to the reception of Mr. 
SmitTH’s resolution— 

Mr. SMITH moved a suspension of the rules, 
to enable him to offer the resolution; on which 
motion the yeas and nays were taken, and the 
vote resulted: Yeas 155, nays 12. 

Two-thirds having voted in the affirmative, the 
rules were suspended, and the resolution received. 


The SPEAKER, by general consent, laid before 
the House the following message from the Presi 
dent of the United States: i 
To the Senute and House of i acest of the United 

i ates: 


I lay before Congress the accompanying memorial and 
papers, which have been transmitted to me by a special 
messenger, employed for that purpose by the Governor and 
« Legislative Assembly of Oregon Territory,’? who constitute 
the temporary government which the inhabitants of that 
distant region of our country have, from the necessity O 
their condition, organized for themselves. The memorial- 
ists are citizens of the United States. They express ardent 
attachmentto their native land, and, in their present perilous 
and distressed situation, they earnestly invoke the aid and§ 
protectian of their Government. 

They represent that ‘the proud and powerful tribes o 
Indians” residing in their vicinity have recently raised ‘ the 
war-whoop, and erimsoned their tomahawks in the blood of 
their citizens ;?? that they apprehend that ‘“ many of the 
powerful tribes inhabiting the upper valley of the Columbia 
have formed an alliance for the purpose of carrying on hos 
tilities against their settlements ;’’ that the number of the 
white population is far inferior to that of the savages; tha 
they are deficient in arms and money, and fear that they dc 
not possess strength to repel the “attack of so formidable 4 
foe and protect their families and property from violence ang 
rapine.” They conclude their appeal to the Government o 
the United States for relief by declaring : “If it be at all th 
‘intention of our honored parent to spread her guardial 
c wing over her sons and daughters in Oregon, she surel 
c will not refuse to-do it now, when they are struggling wi 
all the ills of a weak and temporary government, and whe 
¢ perils are daily thickening around them and prepafing 
‘burst upon their heads. When the ensuing summer’s su 
‘shall have dispelled the snow from the mountains, W 
¢ shall Jook with glowing hope and restless anxiety for th, 
‘coming of your laws and your arms.”? 

In my message of the 5th of August, 1846, communicatin 
« a copy of the convention for the settlement and adjustme 
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of the Oregon boundary,” I recommended to Congress that 
< provision should be made by law at the earliest practicable 
- © period for the organization of a territorial govermment in 
< Oregon.” In my annual message of December, 1846, and 
ae a December, 1847, this recommendation was re- 
peated. 

The population of Oregon is believed to exceed twelve 
thousand souls, and it is known that it will be increased by 
a large number of emigrants during the present season. 
The facts set forth in the accompanying memorial and pa- 
pers show that the dangers to which our fellow-citizens ure 
exposed are so imminent that I deem it to be my duty again 
to impress on Congress the strong claim which the inhabit- 
ants of that distant country have to the benefit of our laws 
and the protection of our Government. 

I therefore again invite the attention of Congress to the 
subject, and recommend that laws be promptly passed es- 
tablishing a Territorial Government, and granting authority 
to raise an adequate volunteer for¢e for the defence and 
protection of its inhabitants. It is believed that a regiment 
of mounted men, with such additional force as may be raised 
in Oregon, will be sufficient to afford the required protection. 
it is recommended that the forces raised for this purpose 
should engage to serve for twelve months, unless sooner dis- 
charged. No doubtis entertained, with proper inducements 
in Jand bounties, such a force can be raised in a short time. 
Upon the expiration of their service many of them will 
doubtless desire to remain in the country, and settle upon 
the land which they may receive as bounty. 

It isdeemed important.that provision be made for the 
appointment of a suitable number of Indian agents to reside 
among the various tribes in Oregon, and that appropriations 
be made to enable them to treat with these tribes, with a 
view to restore and preserve peace between them and the 
white inhabitants. 

Should the laws recommended he proinptly passed, the 
measures for their execution may be completed during the 
present season, and before the severity of winter will inter- 
pose obstacles in crossing. the Rocky Mountains. 1f not 
promptly passed, adelay of another year will be the conse- 
quence, and may prove destructive to the white settlements 
in Oregon. JAMES K. POLK. 

WASHINGTON, May 29, 1848. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said the information 
contained in the message of the President of the 
United States, which had just been read, had been 
confirmed by private letters which some gentlemen 
on this floor had received from citizens of Oregon. 
The time at which it came to them was very op- 
portune. He was happy to hear the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. C. B. Smiru] this morning in- 
troduce a resolution to make the bill for the estab- 
lishment of a territorial government in Oregon a 
special order, but he feared, if it was to be pre- 
ceded by the appropriation bills, that some weeks 
would elapse before this House could take action 
upon It, and that it would not be reached until the 
arrival of a period too late for the purpose contem- 

lated pe nis message. What had they now 

eard? Why, that the Indian tribes were wagin 
war against our citizens in Oregon, who calle 
upon us for assistance; and it was our duty to 


respond promptly to that call, and furnish them- 


with the means of protection. The bill to estab- 
lish a territorial government in Oregon had been 
long before Congress, and it had been postponed 
again and again, until the people of that Territory 
had been driven to form a government for them- 
selves, using for their protection all the power 
which God and Nature had given them. But they 
now appealed to this Government in an unusual 
emergency, and that appeal should be promptly 
responded to by this House. Immediate action 
should be had for the protection of our own people 
in one of our own Territories. ‘He suggested, 
therefore, and he should make such a motion when 
he had an opportunity to do so, that the Presi- 
dent’s message should be laid on the table and 
printed, and he should then move an amendment 
to the motion of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
C. B. Smiru,] to strike out all that portion which 
provides for making the Oregon territorial bill the 
special order immediately after the general appro- 
priation bills, and insert words to postpone the 
‘Bees special orders, that immediate action might 
be taken on the territorial bill, so as to dispose of 
it at the earliest practicable period. 

Mr. COLLAMER desired to ask the gentleman 
from Georgia if the Oregon territorial bill con- 
tained a provision for the protection of the citizens 
of Oregon; and if in 1846 there was not an act 
passed to provide for raising a regiment of mount- 
ed riflemen and for establishing military stations 
on the route to Oregon? He wished to know what 
had become of those troops which were ordered to 
be raised for that specific purpose. 

Mr. COBB replied that the Oregon territorial 
bill did not contain any provisions to furnish the 
protection for.which an appeal had now been 
made, and he hoped the gentleman from Vermont 
would now codperate with him in the adoption of 
a measure which should furnish the aid required. 
Though it contained no such provision, it could 


be easily amended so as to answer that purpose, 
and he hoped it would be so amended as to carry 
out the wishes of the people of Oregon, and afford 
them protection against the Indian tribes. 

In reference to the act of 1846, of which the 
gentleman from Vermont had spoken, it would be 
recollected that it was passed before the war broke 
out with Mexico; and if the gentleman would ex- 
amine the provisions of that bill, he would see that 
that regiment was not designated for any particular 
service. That regiment was an addition to the 
forces in the United States service;*and when the 
war broke out, all the troopsin the service were 
ie le to carry on the war. 

r. MURPHY wished to ask the gentleman 
from Georgia if it was necessary, in order to give 
protection to the people of Oregon, to organize a 
territorial government in that territory? Could 
they not act promptly, and adopt a measure to 
furnish them with protection? Nay, could not 
the Executive do it without any action of this 
House? 

Mr. COBB said it must be admitted that it was 
in the power of the Government of the United 
States to protect its own people without the pas- 
sage of this bill, but this bil was a protection to 
which the people of Oregon had been entitled for 
two years. For more than two years they had 
been promised the protection of laws; and now, 
when such an opportunity presented itself, and the 
people were exposed to immediate danger, and the 
consequences which followed if support were with- 
held, why, he would ask the gentleman from New 
York, should they stop half way? 

Mr. C. therefore moved that the message and 
accompanying documents be laid on the table and 
printed. 

Mr. VINTON said the message now before the 
House, if he had heard it correctly, proposed, in 
the first place, to raise a military force for the pro- 
tection of our people in Oregon, and in the next 

lace, it proposed that the Congress of the United 

tates should provide a territorial government 
for the Territory of Oregon. Now, there was no 
necessary connection between these two things. 
If our people were in danger, that might be good 
ground, of course, for raising a military force for 
their protection; but a bill to establish a territorial 
government did not contemplate any such. thing as 
raising a military force. It would be out of place 
in such a bill to make an addition to the standing 
army. 

The proposition of the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Coss] contemplated the putting aside of the 
appropriation bills for the purpose of taking up the 
Oregon territorial bill, giving notice of a provision 
which he should move to incorporate into that bill 
to raise a military force for Oregon. They were 
now about entering upon the month of June, and 
the great appropriation bills, which would require 
much time and attention in their consideration, had 
not yet been acted upon; and unless the House was 
disposed to give to them more attention than it had 
heretofore been its pleasure to devote to them, they 
would not be able to dispose of them by the first 
of July next, when they should enter upon the fiscal 
year for which these bills made provision. And 
after that period they would have to be acted upon 
by the Senate, so that the Government would not 
have at its command the means which these bills 
provided atthe time they would be required. If 
there was any immediate necessity for raising a 
military force for the protection of the citizens of 
Oregon, he was willing that that subject should be 
promptly acted upon; but the general appropria- 
tion bills were of more importance than any private 
bill. ‘The gentleman from Georgia, he would sug- 
gest, could accomplish his purpose by moving to 
make the Oregon territorial bill the special order 
for Fridays and Saturdays; butif they took up the 
territorial bill, and intended thereby to make pro- 
vision for the protection of the citizens of Oregon, 
they would not be able to dispose of it fora month 
to come; and it was for that, amongst other reasons, 
that he was opposed to incorporating in the same 
bill a proposition to protect the people of Oregon 
and one establishing a territorial government for 
that people. 

Mr. COBB inquired, if a majority had not the 
power, at any time, to stop debate, and bring*the 
committee to a vote on any bill? 

Mr. VINTON assented, but added, that this 
was one of those subjects on which gentlemen 
could not be gagged here. He did not say that he 


wished to speak upon it himself, but there was a 
great question involved which had been much de- 


hated out of place, and when it should come up in | 


its proper place he should be disposed to hear both 
sides of the House upon it, and to give to gentle- 
mep from all portions of the country an opportu- 
nity to express their sentiments. He was not will- 
ing to take up that bill with the understanding that 
the gag was to be applied in its passage. There 
was no necessary connection between the terri- 
torial bill and the proposition for the protection of 
the citizens of Oregon, and he desired that they 
should be kept separate. We were in daily ex- 
pectation of receiving intelligence of the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty of peace with Mexico, and then 
there would be a large military force at the dispo- 
sal of the Government, which would render unne- 
cessary these additional troops which the gentleman 
from Georgia called for. 

Mr. BOYDON asked why it was that the Presi- 
dent of the United States could send an army into 
Texas, yea, even into the territory of Mexico, 
without giving notice to Congress of his intention 
to do so, and yet could not send aid to our own 
citizens in our own Territory of Oregon without 
calling upon Congress for authority ? 

Mr. VINTON replied that that was a question 
which the gentleman from North Carolina could 
answer as well as he could. He then expressed 
the hope that the Oregon territorial bill would not 
be made to interfere with the general appropriation 
bills. 

Mr. HARALSON said it was important to act 
speedily on this message from the President of the 
United States. Our citizens who were now inhab- 
itants of Oregon were in need of military aid to 
protect them against the Indian tribes, and prompt 
action was necessary to give them that aid. He 
hoped it would not be mixed up with the consider- 
ation of the Oregon territorial bill; for when that 
bill shall come up, it would be discussed from 
day to day and week to week, and hence it was 
important to give this message such a direction— 
for instance, by referring it to the Military Com- 
mittee—as would lead to the furnishing of speedy 
relief to those who appealed to us for protection. 

How could this be done? They were separate 
questions; both embraced, it was true, in the mes- 
sage of the President—one, however, urging the 
importance of the establishment of a territorial 
government in Oregon; and the other a specific 
recommendation that the President be authorized 
to raise a volunteer force for the ppo of goin 
speedily to the scene of these disturbances, an 
giving relief to our citizens there. He would pro- 
pose, then, instead of the motion of his colleague, 
that the President’s message be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, with instructions 
to that committee to report, and to report forth- 
with, if they pleased, a bill to this House autho- 
rizing the President to raise a sufficient force to 
proceed forthwith to Oregon -to give our citizens 
there the relief they demand. Thus speedy relief 
would be afforded, and the House would not place 
themselves in the attitude of disregarding the call, 
and engaging in idle debate upon subjects discon- 
nected with that relief. The two subjects were 
not connected with each other; the one related 
to the establishment of a territorial government 
which might tend ultimately to their security 
against the encroachments of the Indians; and the 
other proposed to raise a military force for their 
immediate relief. - : 

Mr. COBB wished to make the simple sugges- 
tion to his colleague that this very war in which 
the people of Oregon were engaged with these In- 
dian tribes originated in consequence of the failure 
of this Government to establish Indian agencies 
there to conciliate and control them, and furnish 
them those articles which were usually given to 
the Indians, and were necessary for carrying on 
peaceable relations with them. That was one of 
the chief causes of the present difficulties. The 
establishment. of Indian agencies would be more 
effective towards putting an end to this war, and 
restoring friendly relations, than all the regiments 
we could send. They needed both; but, until 
Congress gave them the protection of law, all other 
measures of relief were spate temporary, and 
might do as much harm as good. 

Mr. HARALSON replied that he had just voted 
to make the Oregon bill the special order for an 
early day, and he trusted he should not be consid- 


: ered opposed to speedy action. But he asked his 
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‘colleague if he did not know that it was utterly 
‘impossible to have as prompt action on the terri- 
torial bill as he in his fervor might desire. It had 
already been intimated that there were various 
uestions which might arise in the discussion of 
that bill upon which a very large number of the 
members might desire to be heard. 
. Mr. COBB would answer his colleague’s inter- 
rogatory with great pleasure, by telling him that 
‘there was not a question which could arise out of the 
‘Oregon bill, either in its present form or as it might 
be amended, which had not been discussed over 
‘and over again; and upon the determination of 
this House to act, or not to act, would depend the 
early decision or the postponement of the ques- 


tion. 

Mr. HARALSON agreed that some of the ques- 
tions which would grow out of the Oregon Terri- 
tory bill had been discussed year after year and 
‘session after session, but urged that in all proba- 
bility they would be discussed again. Could any 
member expect that the questions embraced in that 
bill would not be discussed when it came up to be 
acted on? He perhaps might not be disposed to 
enter into the discussion, but other gentlemen would, 
and one already had the floor upon it, and it would 
be difficult, if not impossible, to close the debate at 
an early day. If the motion to lay on the table 
prevailed, he would go with his colleague to con- 
sider as speedily as possible the Oregon Territory 
_ bill; if it failed, he should move to refer the mes- 
sage to the Committee on Military Affairs, with 
instructions to prepare and report a bill making 
proper provision for affording immediate security 
to our people in Oregon. But they might do both; 
they might, and he hoped they would as soon as 
possible, proceed to consider the territorial bill, and 
then, if his anticipations were fulfilled, the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs might report the bill to 
afford p ompt relief, which he hoped would be 
passed immediately, and then gentlemen could 
spend the time in discussing the bill to establish 
the territorial government. 

Mr. COLLAMER said there had been several 
instances in the course of his short Congressional 
experience in which, at least, there had been this 
successful experiment—that some pressing emer- 
gency was seized hold of, because it was pressing, 
not for the purpose of providing for that peculiar 
exigency, but of taking advantage of that exigency 
to carry the necessary measure together with some- 
thing else. This experiment had in various forms 
successfully been practised upon the House. He 
referred, as one of the most notable instances, to 
the preamble of the war bill, as thus forced through, 
in connection with which men had been driven to 
votes, some under protest, which he thought many 
of them had had occasion to deplore; if they had 
not, the country had. ‘*A burnt child dreads the 
fire.” He was inclined from this experience to 
say, if there were an exigency arising, they should 
confine their action to this exigency, and not 
undertake to connect with it, by any artificial con- 
trivance, other matters which had no necessary 
connection. He thought, in raising the army for 
Mexico, they did not confine their action to the 
exigency; and it seemed to him that on this occa- 
sion he could perceive a similar attempt. What 
was the state of the case? We had been informed 
that our inhabitants who had gone to Oregon were 
in great peril; that the Indians had waged war 
upon them and had -already committed massacre 
and bloodshed. Very well; the first proposition 
offered was immediately to take up a certain bill to 
establish a territorial government in Oregon. Now, 
he asked whether that bill would protect the people, 
if it passed ? Would it stop the Indian war? Weald 
it afford relief to the citizens there? Not at all; it 
did no such thing. But there had been an open 
-avowal of another purpose, which was to take ad- 
vantage of this exigency to press through the ter- 
ritorial bill and prevent the discussion of the ques- 
tion of slavery in that Territory; and it was said, 
moreover, that the subject had been talked about 
enough. Now, if gentlemen chose to’allow them- 
selves, after this purpose had been avowed, to be 
coaxed into a transaction of this kind, they did it 
with their eyes open. He would not. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] had 
said that Indiah agencies should be established over 
the conntry. Now, the Oregon Territory bill con- 
tained no provision for Indian agencies; there was 
nothing of the kind in it. The Indian agencies 
were a branch of the Government by themselves; 
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they might be extended to as much or as little of 
the Indian territory as Congress thought proper; 
they were entirely independent of the territorial 
governments, Therefore that did not answer the 
purpose. í 

The truth was, if anything was wanted, a bill 
was wanted for the purpose of raising troops to be 
sent immediately to that country. Now, he wished 
to be distinctly understood, he did not object to 
raising any troops if necessary; neither had he any 
objection that this message should be sent to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. He would, how- 
ever, give the committee no instructions about it; 
he would send it to them expecting that they would 
take such action as the emergency of the case re- 
quired. He did not object to anything which was 
really necessary; but what did the occasion de- 
mand? What were its necessities? 

He was not satisfied with the reply of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] upon a sugges- 
tion that had been raised. Before the war with 
Mexico existed, a bill had been brought into the 
House, in pursuance of the recommendation of the 
President himself, providing, with a view to the 
protection against the Indian tribes of emigrants on 
their way to Oregon, for the erection of stockades 
and block-house forts along the route, and autho- 
rizing a regiment of mounted riflemen to be raised 
for this specific service. [He read this recommend- 
ation of the President, and an extract of the act.] 
The act was entitled “ An act to provide for raising 
a regiment of mounted riflemen, and establishing 
military stations on the route to Oregon.’? This 
bill was passed into a law, as recommended by the 
President, for the express, distinct purpose thus 
avowed in its title. The President could not have 
failed to know the intention of Congress. And 
was it not his duty to carry out that intention, 
when it was known, and when it was constitu- 
tional? But they were told that inasmuch as, on 
looking over the bill, it did not expressly say that 
the President should not use this force elsewhere, 
he had sent them off to Mexico? Who, then, was 
responsible for the state of things which now ex- 
isted there? We were told that a small force had 
been put on the way fo Santa Fé; but the great pur- 
pose for which the regiment was expressly autho- 
rized by Congress had been totally neglected by the 
Executive, and hence the inhabitants in Oregon 
had suffered. Who was responsible? He did not 
stand here to make particular charges against any- 
body, or to impute bad motives, but he wished it 
correctly understood that it was not true, as the 
message implied, that Congress had failed to do its 
duty to the citizens in Oregon; and if their meas- 
ure had not answered its purpose, it was because 
the Executive had not carried out the clearly ex- 
pressed intentions of Congress. 

Mr. BOWLIN was understood to say that a 
part of a regiment were now employed on the route 
to Santa Fé and to Oregon to protect emigrants. 

Mr. COLLAMER said this might be so, but 
he repeated that the Executive had violated the 
clearly expressed intentions of Congress in raising 
this force, and animadverted upon the insufficiency 
of the excuse that he was not expressly prohibited 
from sending this force to Mexico. He did this 
with a view to have the facts of the case correctly 
understood. The fault, if fault there was, did not 
lie upon Congress, for they had made express pro- 
vision for this case, and the President had diverted 
the force to other service. The President had as- 
sumed to send our troops into disputed territory; 
he certainly had the right, within the acknowledged 
limits of the territory of the United States, to dis- 
pose of the army as he saw fit; and he should 
always havea reserve force sufficient to defend the 
frontiers in any contingency against the encroach- 
ments of the Indians. If the committee and the 
House thought that additional forces should be 
sent, let a bill be passed accordingly; but his main 
porpose was to object against the emergency being 
made a pretext for pressing through the Oregon 
Territory bill with hot haste an 
cussion, 

Mr. HILLIARD called for a division of the 
question. | 

After some conversation-on a point of order— 

-The question on the first division, viz. on laying 
on the table, was taken, and negatived. 

The question recurring on the second branch, 
viz. on printing— 

Mr. BROWN , of Mississippi, said he intended 
to favor the proposition of his friend from Georgia 


without dis- 
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who last had the floor, [Mr. Haraxson,] and to 
express very briefly his opposition to the course 
taken by his other friend from Georgia, [Mr. 
Coss.] He was as willing as any other member 
of Congress that the two Houses should act im- 
mediately upon the proposition to give efficient 
and immediate relief to the people of the Territory 
of Oregon. He believed it was their duty to afford 
that aid promptly. But he objected to the propo- 
sition of his friend over the way, [Mr. Coss,] be- 
cause it contemplated the hurried passage through 
the House of a bill involving the most important 
question which agitated the people of this country. 
Whenever that question was fairly before Con- 
gress, he, for one, desired to hear it discussed by 
men of all political complexions, and from every 
portion of the Confederacy. He had no idea of 
seeing the great question of the power of Congress 
over the Territories forced through under the gag. 
Let the two questions be separated; let the mes- 
sace be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and they report that sort of relief which 
the occasion required; and when the Oregon Ter- 
ritory bill came up, let them have a full and fair dis- 
cussion upon the territorial question. He thought 
he saw the object of the gentleman from Georgia; 
in the smoke created by the President’s message, 
in the excitement at the condition’ of our people in 
Oregon, to force this question through under the 
gag, and get clear of this question, involving the 
most weighty consequences to this entire Confed- . 
eracy, and especially the southern portion of it. 
However it might affect Presidential aspirants, he 
could not sanction the attempt to blink the ques- 
tion and force it through under the gag. He wished 
at the proper time to express his views upon it, as 
other gentlemen had done upon occasions when 
the question did not properly arise. He was not 
willing that the views of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia who had first addressed the House should go 
as the views of the southern portion of this Con- 
federacy. He hoped, therefore, the gentleman’s 
proposition would be rejected, and that of the other 
gentleman from Georgia receive the sanction of the 
House. Whether the views of gentlemen might 
agree with those of others, or with those of Presi- 
dential aspirants, it mattered not; let every gentle- 
man express his own views and those of his con- 
stituents boldly, fearlessly. This he intended to 
make his course. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, said he had introduced 
the resolution relative to the Oregon Territory bill 
without consultation with any individual, or with- 
out knowing that it was the intention of the Presi- 
dent to send in the message which had this morn- 
ing been received, but upon his own impression 
that the House was imperatively called to act upon 
this measure at an early period. He was aware 
that the general appropriation bills had already 
been made the special order, and that they were 
acting under it, and also, as had been stated by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
[Mr. Vinton,] that but a month would elapse be- 
tween the -present and the commencement of the 
next fiscal year; and he had not, therefore, desired 
to anticipate these bills, but had proposed to make 
the Oregon bill the special order immediately after 
they had been disposed of. 

The gentleman from Vermont imagined he saw 
in this proposition an effort to make this exi- 
gency a pretext for rushing through this territorial 
bill | 

Mr. COLLAMER said his remark did not ap- 
ply to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. SMITH said, if any such purpose had been 
entertained by anybody, it was not by him, and 
proceeded warmly to urge the imperative duty of 
Congress long ere this to have made provisions for 
a government for Oregon. It was A aL. 
like two years since the question of our title ha 
been relieved from all doubt and controversy; a 
population of ten to twelve thousand souls and 
more had gone there, having emigrated from almost 
every State in the Union; they were surrounded by 
savage tribes, who were making incursions upon 
them, pillaging their property, and attacking and 
murdering them. We claimed the territory, and 
the reciprocal obligation rested upon us to extend 
to them the fostering care and protection of this 
Government; we should either do this or declare 
that we left them to take care of themselves. Un- 
less a resolution to make the bill a special order 
was adopted, the session would pass, and it would 
not be acted on. l 
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‘He had no objection to the proposition of the 
gentleman from Georgia to refer this message to 
.the Committee on Military Affairs. If its state- 
. ments were true—and he had reason to believe they 
were, they were corroborated from other sources— 
_if the people of that territory were now preyed upon 
-by Indians, if they were the subjects of slaughter 
‘and massacre, we ought to provide means for their 
_ Immediate protection. He was aware, as had been 
stated by the gentleman from Vermont, that these 
means had been furnished at a former period by 
Congress, but they had been diverted to another 
purpose, and it was enough now for them to know 
that protection was not now provided. Let the 
responsibility of diverting the military force rest 
where it might, Congress were obliged now either 
to call back that force or provide another. He 
was willing that that force should be provided. 

He concurred with the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi that the questions involved in this bill were of 
the highest importance. He was aware that a new, 
and not only a new, but a startling doctrine had 
been propounded in this House and elsewhere, that 
this Gorerament had no right to establish territo- 
rial governments. He dgpited to see this question 
settled; he desired, with his 
sippi, to allow the largest latitude in the discussion 
of this and collateral questions, and he was willing 
to meet them. He did not desire to delay the action 
-of the House upon the measure which might be 
necessary for the immediate protection of that peo- 
p'e until these other subjects could be discussed. 

et the message be referred to the Committee’ on 
Military Affairs, or some other appropriate com- 
mittee, and, when it was reported, let it receive the 
promp: action of the House; and, in the mean time, 

e trusted that the House would fix on a time 
when this territorial bill would be brought up, 
and if Congress had the power to establish a ter- 
ritorial government, let it be known; and, if they 
had not, let the people there be informed of it, and 
be left to their own resources to form a government. 

Mr. VENABLE concurred fully with the gen- 
tlemen who thought they should adopt immediate 
action for the protection of the people of Oregon, 
and he took occasion to say to his friend from Ver- 
mont, that whatever might be the disposition of 
others, it was none of his (Mr. V.’s) to annex this 
amendment to the Oregon bill for the purpose of 
avoiding the discussion of the question to which 
the gentleman had referred. He wished to stand 
rectus in curia upon that question; and when it 
came up, he trusted an opportunity would be af- 
forded him of giving his views in full. A more 
important and interesting question had never, and 
could never, be agitated. He was unwilling, by 
indirect legislation or by parliamentary maneuvre, 
to avoid any question; he was willing that the 
world should know any political opinion he held, 
and to give full expression to it, affect whatever 
individual it might. 

He proceeded to vindicate the President from the 
charges made against him by Mr. CoLLAMER, and 
read from the message of 1845 recommending the 
erection of stockades and block-house forts, and 
the employment of a mounted regiment on the 
route to Oregon; and said that the regiment was 
raised, and they were told by the gentleman from 
Missouri that two battalions of it were there. 

Mr. BOWLIN, (in his seat.) Two battalions 
of a regiment! 

Mr. VENABLE. Two battalions of a regiment. 
Ah! how had the thing diminished and come down 
to nothing! Did the law restrict the President to 
one particular regiment, if, as commander-in-chief 
of the army, he though best to send one regiment 
there instead of another? If the men were there— 
_if the stockades and block-house forts were there 
to protect the emigrants on the way to Oregon, and 
not in the Territory of Oregon, the President was 
not responsible. He had carried out the provisions 
of the law of Congress. But that made no differ- 
ence with some gentlemen; it was impossible for 
the President to suit the tastes, inclinations, and 
feelings of certain individuals; if a Democratic 
cook prepared the food it was either too salt or too 
fresh, too done or too raw, the blame must be 
thrown upon the President at any rate! 

He concurred with his friend from Georgia, 
(Mr. Harauson.) He would detach this question 
from party strife, from slavery, the Wilmot proviso, 
and other political questions. When the voice of 
distress and agony came up to us from those who 
had carried their wives and their little ones into 


friend from Missis-.- 


that territory under the expectation of our protec- 
tion, let them afford immediate relief. 

His principal object in rising was to inform the 
people everywhere that there was no disposition, 
he believed, on his side of the House, and it was 
disclaimed on the other, to blink this great ques- 
tion. He was willing to discuss it; he wanted all 
its principles to be made as familiar as household 
words, let who would be injured by it. He want- 
ed it understood. When the Oregon bill came up, 
he apes that no hurry to adjourn or anything else 
would prevent a thorough discussion and under- 
standing of each other’s views. If the platform on 
which he and those who thought with him stood 
had a bad foundation, let it be torn from them; but 
let it be understood that the rights of the southern 
portion of the Confederacy were never to be made 
the subject of compromise. He felt that his chil- 
dren were the legitimate children of the country; 
that they had.an equal interest in the common 
property of the Union, and no man should say, you 
have no right to put your foot upon the territory 
of the Union. With his heart’s blood he would 
defend that principle. In all our broad territory, 
whether acquired by purchase or conquest, by ces- 
sion or treaty, his children and the children of his 
eonstituents had the right to put their foot and their 
property, and to demand that protection which the 
Constitution of the United States gave them. When 
he ceased to stand by this right he hoped to be de- 
nounced as recreant to every high, noble, and holy 
feeling which should fill an American bosom. 

Mr. HILLIARD recalled the attention of the 
House to the question under consideration, and 
was understood to confess that he was not without 
suspicion that there were concealed objects lurk- 
ing beneath the proposition of the gentleman from 
Georgia, which looked to cutting short the debate 
on the ‘territorial bill. He heartily responded to 
the sentiments of his friend from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Brown,] who did not wish this question to be 
suppressed. He had no desire to pin these two 
subjects together, and dispose of them under the 

ress of the gag, or to cut off any part of this 

ouse from the full and free expression of any 
sentiment which they might hold. He was will- 
ing to give prompt relief to our citizens in Oregon, 
and it seemed to him best to adopt the very sensi- 
ble suggestion of the gentleman from Georgia, and 
refer the message to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; for how could this House mature the 
proper bill without a committee? He wished to 
give efficient military protection both to residents 
and to emigrants on their way to Oregon. Let 
them act wisely; let no ultra object influence their 
legislation; let them do their duty to the country, 
and not bring-into the discussion of every question 
small and great subjects which were not connected 
with it, and which ought not to be brought here. 
Whether it was designed to affect the Presidential 
contest which was coming off he knew not; but, 
if no other and sinister object was to be accom- 
plished, the proper course was to refer to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and let them prepare a 
bill to raise a sufficient force to send out to Oregon, 
He was willing to vote for it; he sympathized 
with our citizens in that distant country; the ver 
first speech he had made on this floor was in their 
behalf, and he was willing now to act in accord- 
ance with it. But he argued that there was no ne- 
cessity for such hot haste, for pressing aside all 
the important business of the session. 

With reference to the question of establishing 
territorial governments, he had views which would 
conflict with those of some other gentlemen, but 
which he believed would receive the support of the 
great body of the people. He did not desire to 
mix up the subject with other questions affecting 
the Presidential canvass. So far as he was con- 
cerned, he recognized no ally of that description. 
He meant to fight the Presidential contest upon 
the lofty ground on which it ought to be placed— 
upon public policy, independent of local interests, 
which had no place in it, upon a high conservative 
policy, opposed to the recklessness of the course 
of the present Administration. 

So believing, he was unwilling to bring up the 
Oregon bill now, but expressed his preference to 
adhering to the order of business, and especially 
to executing the special order by disposing of the 
general appropriation bills which it was so neces- 
sary to pass, as the commencement of the fiscal 
year was at hand. By this course the general 
despatch of business would be promoted—— 


Mr. COBB inquired at what time his friend from 
Alabama. thought the appropriation bills would be 
passed? And why they had not been.passed long 
ago? 

Mr. HILLIARD could not undertake to .con- 
jecture when they would be passed, if topics of 
this kind were allowed. to supersede them. But if 
the House would go on in the ordinary course of 
legislation, they would be able to dispose of them 
in a very few weeks. He would, however, refer 
to his friend from Ohio. E 

Mr. VINTON, being thus appealed to, said, if 
when the appropriation bills were up, all other 
subjects except the bill were to be discussed, he 
could not form a conjecture when they would be 
disposed of. That had been the course heretofore; 
the discussion had been about things totally for- 
eign to the bills before the House. If the House, 
however, would pursue the course indicated by the 
gentleman from Alabama, and confine the debate 
to the bills and the subjects properly involved, the 
probability was that they would be passed in the 
course of all the next month. 

Mr. HILLIARD said, as to why it had not 
already been done, the gentleman could as well 
answer as himself, having watched the course of 
business as closely. 

He was anxious that they should act on the 
Oregon bill; he was anxious also that this message 
should be acted on, and was in favor of referring 
it to the Committee on Military Affairs; and when 
reported it could be acted on with little delay, after 
which they would have time to discuss the other 
very delicate question upon this floor. While the 
section of the country he in part had the honor to 
represent asked no exclusive favors, it would sub- 
mit to no exclusive deprivations; while it did not 
appeal to the generosity of the Government, it ap- 
pealed to its justice; it held it to its constitution and 
compromises; and while they were unwilling to 
offend the feelings of any gentleman who acted 
with them, they never would merge the rights of 
that section for any other object near or remote, 
nor support any gentleman who did not heartily 
agree with them in all the great conservative 
measures which formed an issue before the coun- 


try. 

Mir. NICOLL obtained the floor, and, after some 
conversation—at the suggestion of Mr. HARALSON 
and others, having moved an amendment to the 
motion to print, to refer to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs—demanded the previous qifestion. 

The demand was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion ordered, and being taken, the amendment and 
motion as amended were successively agreed to, 
and then the message was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and prind. 

The question recurring on the resolution of Mr. 
Smiru, of Indiana, to make the Oregon territorial 
bill the special order immediately after the general 
appropriation bills are disposed of, and so to con- 
tinue from day to day (except Fridays and Satur- 
days) until disposed of— 

The SPEAKER ruled out of order the amend- 
ment of which Mr. Bow in had given notice, and 
which he now offered, making the Oregon bill the 
special order for this day and until disposed of, and 
for this purpose postponing all previous special 
orders. _ l l 

Considerable conversation ensued upon this 
point of order, but the decision of the Chair was 
acquiesced in without appeal. 

Mr. ROCKW ELL, of Connecticut, demanded 
the previous question; which was seconded, and 
under its operation the original resolution of Mr. 
Smıru was adopted. 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. ASHMUN asked the general consent of 
the House to introduce a joint resolution to close 
the present session of Congress, by an adjourn- 
ment sine die, on Monday, July 10, at 12 o'clock, 
meridian. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said the resolution was 
not now before the House, and therefore, in order 
that they might put themselves in a condition to 
adjourn, he would move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of disposing of the busi- 
ness before them. 

Mr. ASHMUN said he moved a suspension of 
the rules for the purpose of submitting his resolu- 
tion, and he asked thé yeas and nays thereon. 

Mr. COBB contended that the gentleman was 
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too late, and that he could not now submit such a 
motion. 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
Georgia that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
had possession of the floor, he having risen to sub- 
mit a resolution, and to move a suspension of the 
rules for its admission. 

Mr. ASHMUN then again moved the suspen- 
sion of the rules, and asked for the yeas and nays 
thereon, which were ordered. 

Mr. COBB asked the gentleman from Massa- 
chuseétts what time he proposed to fix by his reso- 
lution for the adjournment of Congress. 

Mr. ASHMUN replied the 10th of July. 

Mr. COBB said the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means had this morning informed 
them that the appropriation bills would not be got 
through with before the 1st of July, and then there 
would be the army bill, the Oregon bill, and others 
of great importance. 

The SPEAKER interposed, and informed the 
gentleman from Georgia that the question was not 
debatable. 

The yeas and nays were then taken on suspend- 
ing the rules, and resulted thus—yeas 113, nays 
69; so the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. HUNT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate bill concerning Spanish steam 
vessels was passed by the House on Saturday 
last. The motion was laid over for the present. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved to suspend the rules, 
to enable him to offer a resolution to make the post 
route bill the special order of the day for Friday 
next. It was decided by yeas and nays—yeas 88, 
nays 82. Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, 
the rules were not suspended. 

ı Mr. GRINNELL moved a suspension of the 
rules, to enable him to offer a resolution making 
Senate bill to repair the dam at the head of Cum- 
berland Island, in the Ohio river, and the several 


_Tiver and harbor bills of the House, the special 


order of the day after the Oregon bill was dis- 
posed of, and so to continue, Fridays and Satur- 
days excepted, until disposed of. 
After several inquiries from members— 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved an 
adjournment. Lost. 
he vote was then taken on suspending the 
rules by yeas and nays, and there were—yeas 100, 
nays 67. 
wo-thirds not voting in favor thereof, the rules 
were not suspended. 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

The House, on motion of Mr. VINTON, re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Uftion, (Mr. Danrex P. Kine, of Mas- 
sachusetts, in the chair,) and resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department. 

When the committee was last in session on this 


‘bill, Mr. Raetr moved to amend the item: 


« For transportation of the mails within the United States, 

1100,” by reducing the sun to $2,495,700, and adding 

to the end of the item the words, “ for the transportation of 

the mail in steam-vessels between Charleston and Havana, 
$45,000.” 

Which amendment was amended by adding 
thereto the following, (moved by Mr. Kine, of 
Georgia:) 

The said steamers to be employed in the conveyance of 
the mai! from Charleston to Havana shall stop, going and re- 
turning, at Savannah, in Georgia, to deliver and receive let- 
ters, papers, passengers, and freight; provided there shal) be 
no increase of compensation therefor. The said steamers 
shall also be commanded by officers of the navy not below 
the grade of lieutenant, and shall receive four midshipmen 
on board as watch officers ; the said officers to be accoinimo- 
dated without charge to the Government. 


Mr. KING then moved further to amend the 
amendment by adding the following: - 

Provided, That the contract made fby the Postmaster 
General for the transportation of the mail from Charleston, 
via Savannah and Key West, to Havana, is hereby trans- 
ferred to the Navy Department, and placed under the care 
and direction of the Secretary of the Navy, who shall ap- 
point a skillful naval constructor to superintend the con- 
struction of the steamers to be employed in said service. 


The question on this latter amendment was 
pending when the committee rose on the 18th in- 
stant. 

Mr. RHETT explained that this amendment 
was necessary in order to carry out the provisions 
of a contract which had already been entered into 
R4 the Postmaster General with certain individu- 

s for the transportation of the mail by steam be- 


tween Charleston and the Havana. In the faith 


of this contract one of the steamers was in pro- 
gress of construction, and provision had been 
made for the building of another. ‘The Postmas- 
ter General had supposed that the sum inserted 
in this bill for general mail transportation would 
have been sufficient to cover this contract; but it 
turned out otherwise, and hence the necessity for 
Inserting the amendment. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. SCHENCK was desirous of amending this 
amendment, but Mr. RHETT objected, and raised 
the point of order that it would not be in order to 
amend the amendment, because tellers had been 
ordered upon it. 

This point was argued by Messrs. RHETT, 
SCHENCK, and HOUSTON, of Alabama; when 
Mr. R. not pressing his objection, the CHAER 
ruled to receive Mr. ScHenck’s amendment, the 
object of which was to require that these steamers 
should be so constructed, that while the direct pur- 
pose of their construction was the transportation 
of the mail, they might be susceptible ofa transform- 
ation into war steamers, if the exigencies of the 
Government should render such an addition to the 
strength of the navy expedient or necessary. 

Mr. S. thought we ought not to refuse to be in- 
structed by the experience of other countries; and 
he then referred to the poney observed by Great 
Britain in the building of her mail steamers, which 
had purposely been so planned that each of her 
large mail vessels might at pleasure become a ves- 
sel of war. If this contract should, as had been 

roposed by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 

ING,] be transferred from the Post Office Depart- 
ment to that of the Navy, the contract might, with 
the assent of the contractors, be so modified as to 
effect the purpose he had indicated. But unless 
such an ulterior use of these steamers should be. 
provided for, Mr. S. would be compelled, however 
reluctantly, to vote against the whole appropria- 
tion, as he could not consent to incur such an ex- 
penditure for mail transportation solely. 

Mr. STRONG wanted the question divided, so 
as to get a separate vote on the appropriation of 
$45,000 for these steamers between Charleston and 
the Havana, the propriety of which appropriation 
he was disposed to question. 

A long and desultory discussion on order here 
arose, as to the manner in which such a vote might 
be reached in conformity with the rules. 

It was at length suggested by Mr. FICKLIN 
that a vote on the amendment as amended would 
accomplish the gentleman’s purpose. 

The amendment to the amendment having been 
agreed to, the question recurred on the amendment 
as amended, when it was carried: Ayes 75, noes 


41. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the item “for 
mail depredations and special agents, $12,000,” 
by inserting after the word “‘ for” the words * the 
detection and prevention of;’’ so that it would read 
“for the detection and prevention of mail depre- 
dations,” &c. 

This amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, and when 
completed, the committee rose and reported the 
bill as amended. 

Mr. VINTON moved the previous question, 
which was seconded, and the main question or- 
dered; but before being put, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpar, May 29, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
the following letter: 


W asHincton, May 29, 1848. 
Sır: I hereby resign my seat in the Senate of 
the United States as one of the Senators from the 
State of Michigan. i 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


4 LEW. CASS. 
Hon. Gro. M. Daras, 
Vice President of the United States. 


On motion of Mr. FELCH, 
Ordered, That the Vice President inform the 
Governor of Michigan of said resignation. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States, 
transmitting a memorial and other papers from the 
Governor and ‘‘ Legislative Assembly’’ of Oregon, 
invoking the aid and protction of the Govern- 


ment of the United States. 
House proceedings. 

Mr. BRIGHT moved that the message and doc- 
uments be referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries, and be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. ATCHISON said that there was no neces- 
sity for any reference of the subject to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, as that committee had 
already done what the President recommended;. 
and the Committee on Public Lands has also re-. 
ported a bill to grant donations of land and for the 
appointment of Indian agents; which bills were 
only now awaiting the action of the Senate. There 
was, therefore, no necessity for a reference of the 
subject to either of those committees, if indeed at 
all; but, if the Senate thought it ought to be re- 
ferred, there might be some propriety in sending 
to the Committee on Military Affairs so much of it 
as related to the raising of the additional regiment 
of mounted men, as there was no law authorizin 
the President to raise this force. He mierea 
the reference of the message to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. | 

Mr. BRIGHT signified his acquiescence in this 
course; and the mege and documents were 
accordingly referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MEMORIALS AND’ PETITIONS. 

Mr. HALE presented three several memorials, 
numerously signed by inhabitants of Maine, asking 
that an inquiry may be instituted by Congress as to 
whether the slave trade is carried on in the District | 
of Columbia; and, if so, under what authority of 
law. The motion to receive these petitions was 
laid on the table. 

Also, a petition from citizens of Pennsylvania, 
asking the construction of a post route from Phila- 
delphia to New York, in the shape of a railroad; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. , 

Mr. FELCH presented a petition from Jedediah 
Gray, asking a Pe for injuries received while 
in the service of the Ordnance department; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BELL presented a petition from Samuel F. 
Read, asking compensation for a horse taken for 
the United States service during the Florida war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOWNS presented a petition from citizens- 
of the western district of Louisiana, asking the es- 
tablishment of a judicial district north of Red river, 
in that State; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a petition from citizens of Louisiana, in 
favor of the purchase of Mount Vernon; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition from 
Lawrence M. Morton and others, clerks in the 
pay department of the army at New Orleans, askin 
an increase of compensation; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. C. observed that the memorial was couched 
in respectful and appropriate language, and he 
thought the prayer reasonable, and that it ought to 
be granted. 

Mr. NILES presented a petition from Candace 
Munn, asking to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of William Norris, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. YULEE also, from the same committee, 
asked to be discharged from the memorials of 
Sarah Hebbard and Sarah Ann Hart. 

Mr. YULEE also, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report in the case of Abel Gregg. 

Mr. YULEE also; from the same committee, 
reported the bill in addition to an act for the more 
equitable distribution of the navy pension fund, 
recommending that it be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. YULEE also, from the same committee, 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the memorial of John Baldwin. 

Mr. YULEE also, from the same committee, 
reported the bill for the relief.of John W. Simon- 
ton, with an amendment substituting a new bill. 

Mr. YULEE also, from the same committee, 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the memorials of John Erickson and of 
Ann Kelly, and made a report in each case. 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee on 
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-Claims, asked to be discharged from the further 
‘consideration of the memorial of Amos Holton, 
on the ground of insufficient evidence. 

Mr. BADGER, from the Committee on Naval 
-Affairs, reported House bill for the relief of Fran- 
cis M. Holton, without amendment, and a report 
recommending its passage. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported a bill to punish violations of the 
secret proceedings of Congress; which was read a 
firat time. 

{This bill provides that any person who shall 
abstract, receive, or carry away from any one hav- 
ing the lawful custody or possession thereof, or 
from where the same may have been deposited or 
placed, any paper, document, or communication, 
or any copy of the same, or part thereof, or any 
minute or report of the proceedings, shall, on con- 
viction before any United States court having 
criminal jurisdiction, be adjudged guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and punished by a fine not less than 
dollars, and imprisoned for a term not more 
‘than , nor less than It also makes 
the same punishment applicable to those who, 
having the lawful custody, charge, or control of 
such papers, either give, lend, or otherwise com- 
municate the same, or print or publish them. 
And, in all cases of such contempt, it is made the 
duty of the marshal of the District to take the cul- 
prits into custody, and retain them in the public 
Jail, according to the tenor and terms of the order 
of commitment. ] 

Mr. WEBSTER rose and stated, that at the last 
session a sum had been appropriated for the erection 
of a light-house at the western end of Long Island 
Sound, and some progress was made in the work. 
Some causes had occurred to delay the construc- 
tion. - He wished to submit a resolution of inquiry, 
which he hoped the Senate would agree to. For 
want of this light, the Government had very recent- 
ly sustained a heavy loss. He submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution, which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury inform the 
Senate what progress has been made in the erection of a 
light-house on Execution Rocks, under the act of 3d March, 
1847; and what causes have occurred to delay the comple- 
tion of that work. 


On motion of Mr. BADGER, it was 

Ordered, That Mr. BENTON be chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, in the place of Mr. Casa, resigned, and 
` that the Chair fill the vacancy. 


The VICE PRESIDENT nominated Mr. Bor- 
LAND tosupply the vacancy thus occasioned. 

An immense number of private bills from the 
House of Representatives were read a first and 
second time by their titles, and appropriately re- 
ferred. 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill making ap- 
propriations for the Indian department; and the 

-amendments proposed by the Committee on Fi- 
nance having been adopted— l 

Mr. ATCHISON said he had been instructed 
by the Committee on Military Affairs to move an 
amendment to the bill. He was notat this mo- 
ment prepared to offer the amendment, and he would 
therefore move that the further consideration of the 
bill be postponed until to-morrow; which motion 
was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. NILES, the prior orders were 
postponed, and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill from the House to amend the 
act to provide for the transportation of the mail 
between the United States and foreign countries, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. NILES having explained the object of the 
bill and amendments reported by the committee— 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, moved an amend- 
ment to one of the amendments, which was agreed 
to, after some explanations between Mr. Nixes and 
Mr. Davis. . 

Mr. HALE moved to amend the first section of 
the bill by striking out the words which empower 
custom-house officers to open packages to search 
for letters. - 

Mr. H. thought, as the bill now stood, it gave a 
power to the custom-house officers which might be 
much abused. He thought the power to break 
open packages, on suspicion that they might con- 
tain letters, was too great to be conferred on any 
officer. | 

Mr. NILES said the clause only referred to for- 
eign steam vessels. Frauds had taken place, and 
if we undertake to legislate at all, we should make 
the legislation effectual. 


The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was then read a third time, and passed. 

The Senate then proceeded to consider the bill 
for the relief of David Myerle. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to amend the bill 
by inserting a provision that Myerle, before re- 
ceiving the amount appropriated by the bill, should 
give bonds, with sureties, to be approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to secure the payment, 
out of the sum, to certain creditors, who, as was 
alleged, had furnished him with hemp, to enable 
him to fulfill his contract with the Government. 

Some discussion ensued, in which Messrs. 
BAGBY, UNDERWOOD, BENTON, CRIT- 
TENDEN, and BADGER, took part; when— 

On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, the further 
consideration of the bill was postponed until Wed- 
nesday. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, May 30, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated that the first question 
before the House was on agreeing to the amend- 
ments of the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union to the biltmaking appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department for the 
year ending June 30, 1849; which question was 
pending when the House adjourned yesterday, and 
on which the previous question was operating. 

The question was put on agreeing to the first 
amendment, viz: the amendment moved by Mr. 
RueEtt, which was amended by adding thereto the 
amendments moved by Messrs. Kine, of Georgia, 
and ScHENCK. 

The question was decided by yeas and nays: 
Yeas 75, nays 77. 

The other atfiendments were then read and agreed 
to, and the bill ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was read a 
third time and passed. 

Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to whom were referred the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Military Academy for 
the year ending June 30, 1849, reported the same 
back to the House, with the recommendation that 
os House concur in said amendments of the 

enate. 


A QUESTION OF ORDER. 


The House then, on motion of Mr. VINTON, 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Toomss, of Georgia, 
in the chair,) and proceeded to consider the above- 
mentioned bill, and the Senate’s amendments there- 


to. 

Mr. RHETT obtained the floor, and observed 
that it was his purpose on this occasion to depart 
in what he had to say from the subject directly 
before the committee, and speak of some other 
matters which were connected with the interests of 
the American people, and with the existing state 
of things. 

Mr. VINTON hereupon rose to order. The 
gentleman had with great frankness given notice 
to the committee, that what he intended to say 
would not be on the bill or amendment immediate- 
ly before the committee, but on something else. 
lt was very true, that in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, great latitude of debate 
was usually allowed, but not, as was now frankly 
avowed, a total departure from the subject before 
the committee for discussion. All remarks than 
those which had reference to the subject under 
consideration would be irrelevant and wholly out 
of order. 

Mr. RHETT said that most certainly he had 
not risen, avowing, as he had done, his intention 
to discuss other matters than those connected with 
the bill before the committee, without having first 
fortified himself with precedents to sustain him in 
such acourse. When the post office bill had re- 
cently been under consideration in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and a gen- 
tleman had commenced a speech upon the Mexican 
war, the chairman of the committee had called him 
to order for irrelevancy, and ruled him to be out 
of order in speaking to a subject not before the 
committee; but on an appeal from that decision, it 
had been reversed, and it was held that when the 
House was in Committee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union, a member might speak on any 
subject he pleased. 

The CHAIR ruled Mr. Ruerr to be out of 
order. 

From this decision Mr. RHETT took an ap- 
peal, referring to the decision by the House in 
Opposition to the Chairman on the occasion men- 
tioned. The only difference in the question then 
and now, lay in this: that on the former occasion, 
the committee had had the post office bill before 
one and now they had the Military Academy 
bill. 

Tellers were demanded on the vote to be taken, 
and ordered. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, rejoiced that the ques- 
tion had been presented for decision. There was 
now an opportunity to get a decision that should 
guide the future course of the House in cases of 
this kind. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, insisted that this 


‘was a very different case from that when the House 


had been in committee on the post office bill. It 
had now no entire bill before it, but simply an 
amendment sent back from the Senate on one soli- 
tary isolated point, viz: theappointment of a Board 
of Visiters to attend the annual examination at 
West Point for the present year. This differed 
entirely from ordinary cases of bills taken up in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and the practice of the House on such bills ought 
not to be considered as a precedent for this case. 

Mr. RHETT could not see the distinction which 
the gentleman considered as so broad and obvious. 
The committee were upon an amendment to a bill, 
and it made no difference in principle whether that 
amendment had originated in the House itself or 
in the Senate. When the House was in commit- 
tee on the state of the Union, anything that in.any 
way affected the state of the Union was admissi- 
ble and in order. Ever since Mr. R. had had the 
honor of a seat here, such had been the practice; 
and, as he had before stated, when a contrary de- 
cision had been attempted, the House had overe 
ruled it. 

Mr. BROWN, of Virginia, said that it mattered 
not what had been the practice in times past, the 
House could make a new decision now; and he 
trusted they would, and such a decision as would | 
for the future keep gentlemen within legitimate 
bounds of order, and prevent such violations of all 
parliamentary principle as had been witnessed in 
that Hall, and more especially during the present 
session. The gentleman from South Carolina gave 
notice beforehand that he should not speak to the 
bill before the committee, but about something else; 
and after this frank annunciation asked the gentle- 
men to sit and hear him. Mr. B. hoped that, in- 
stead of doing this, they should sustain the decision 
of the Chair. Mr. B., for one, was ready to do so 
by his vote, and hoped to see an end put to this 
wandering all over the world in rambling T 
instead of speaking to the subject on which the 
committee was called to act. 

Mr. BAYLY said he should entirely agree with 
his colleague, were it now earlier in the session, 
ánd the practice was now to be originally settled; 
but, having allowed the liberty to others, he 
thought it would seem invidious if the committee 
should now rigidly enforce the strictness of par- 
liamentary law. The ruling of the Chair was 
undoubtedly right, according to the rules. of the 
House. It was for the House to relax the appli- 
cation of its own rules, and not for its Chairman 
to do it. 

Mr. WOODWARD could not sustain the decis- 
ion of the Chair. The rules did not and could 
not define with exactness the range of debate. 
They declared that an enlarged liberty of debate 
should be permitted in Committee of the Whole, 
but not how large that liberty should be. The 
rules not having defined it, its limitation must be 
only by the practice of the House. 

Mr. SIMS here read two rules of order, one 
declaring that in the House gentlemen should con- 
fine their remarks to the question in debate, and 
the other that the rules of the House should be ap- 
plicable in Committee of the Whole. Of course, 
a member in Committee of the Whole could not 
speak on questions not under debate. 

Mr. WOODWARD resumed, and still insisted 
that no rule could exactly define how large the 
sphere of debate should be; that must be left to be 
settled by the practice of the House. And what 
was the practice on this subject? It was notorious 
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that on bills of almost every character speeches of a 
eona character on the politics of the country had 
en permitted jn Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 
Mr. BURT held the decision of the Chair to be 
manifestly.improper. The rules read by his col- 
league were rules of the House; but in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union anything 
that affected the state of the Union generally was 
strictly pertinent and in order. When this com- 
mittee rose, its chairman would reportto the House 
that the committee ‘“‘ had had under consideration 
the state of the Union generally, and particularly 
such and such a bill.” Why was it that there was 
-such a fluttering the moment his colleague had 
announced his determination to speak, in answer 
to a speech of a vig ea from Virginia, (un- 
derstood to mean Mr. Bay ty,) on a subject not 
connected with the matter of the bill before the 
committee, and which speech itself had had as little 
connection with the bill under discussion when it 
was made, and had been therefore just as much 
out of order as the answer to it would be? Mr. B. 
insisted that it was his colleague’s right to speak 
on any subject he chose; and he demanded it on 
his behalf, as an act of justice. 
` Mr. DUER considered the rule of the House 
limiting debate in Committee of the Whole asa 
very bad rule; but the practice of the House had 
relaxed its strictness, and granted an enlarged free- 
dom of discussion. The practice on this subject 
had been uniform, and amounted to a common law, 
established by precedents If the House wished 
to alter this practice, they had to make a new rule. 
Mr. D. had that sense of equal justice within 
him which would ever induce him to treat with 
erfect fairness every gentleman, whatever might 
be his political opinion. So far as he himself was 
concerned, therefore, (and he believed he might 
say so far as gentlemen on his side of the House 
were concerned,) the appeal had been quite unne- 
‘cessary, as there was no disposition to dery to 
gentlemen on one side of the House what had been 
granted so often to those on the other. It was im- 
possible to shut out from discussion great ques- 
tions which agitated the people of this Union. 
They ought to be discussed, and they would be. 
Why, then, was the discussion of them out of 
order? Because the existing rules which the House 
had established to regulate its proceedings prevent- 
-ed members from speaking what they wished, so 
that they could not be strictly in order if they 
spoke freely what they desired to speak, and what 
ought to be spoken. Mr. D. himself desired to 
speak on what he believed to be the subject on 
which the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
Ruetr) had intended to address the committee. 
If the House would so modify its rules that they 
would not prevent proper discussion in committee, 
why then he would be as much in favor as any 
one of a strict enforcing of the rules. . 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL was sorry to differ in 
opinion from the worthy gentleman from New 
ork; but the gentleman was certainly mistaken 
in supposing that the rules of order prevented such 
a discussion as that in which he seemed desirous to 
engage. There was always an opportunity, with- 
out the violation of any rule, to entertain the widest 
discussion on the general concerns and politics of 
the country. That opportunity was afforded when 
‘the message of the Rirecutive was received in the 
opening of each session of Congress. That docu- 
ment was properly of the widest and most general 
character, comprehending a general view of the 
whole state and interests of the country. At that 
period of the session its buisiness was just assu- 
ming shape—it was in a state of preparation, but 
was not yet laid before the House and referred to 
the several standing committees. There was noth- 
ing which compelled prompt action; but an interval 
occurred in which it was proper and appropriate 
to indulge in the most enlarged and general discus- 
sion. But when the business of the House was 
prepared, referred, and seriously commenced, how 
could any gentleman of business (such as Mr. I. 
well knew his friend from New York to be) desire 
that all those rules should be trampled under foot, 
the very object of which was to secure a prompt 
and orderly discharge of the public business? How 
could he desire that when a subject was referred 
to a committee to be discussed and acted upon, gen- 
tlemen should be permitted to depart from the sub- 
ject under discussion, and wander in their speeches 
over the wide world without limit or restraint? 
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Mr. DUER explained. He had said that there 
were two bad rules here; one that allowed a mem- 
ber to discuss in Committee of the Whole- other 
subjects than that referred to the committee and 
under consideration; this was one bad rule or 
practice; the other was that which forbade the 
bringing before a Committee of the Whole sub- 
jects of deep and general interest which ought 
to be discussed in the Halls of Congress. But he 
had declared that if the House would agree on a 
rule that would allow of such subjects being dis- 
cussed in committee, then he should be for a strict 
enforcing of the rule. Until then, he would say to 
gentlemen that it was in vain to seek to prevent the 
discussion in order, or out of order, of great and 
vital subjects in which the people took a deep con- 
cern. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, resuming, said it was an 
evil great enough when gentlemen, desirous to dis- 
cuss a particular subject not strictly before the 
committee, contrived, by distant analogy or some 
circuitous process, to bring it sufficiently into con- 
nection or affinity to the legitimate subject of debate 
to prevent its being ruled out; but when a gentle- 
man got up in his place, and with that manly 
frankness which always characterized the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, (Mr. Ruett,] avowed 
in the outset and gave public notice that he did not 
a to speak to the subject before the committee 
ata 

Mr. RHETT here interposed to say that he had 
not declared that he did not mean to speak on any 
subject which concerned the state of the Union, but 
only that he should not discuss this particular bill 
about the West Point Academy. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said that he so understood 


the gentleman; and when a gentleman made such. 


an avowal beforehand, he did not see how any gen- 
tleman who regarded the orderly discharge of the 
public business could possibly obfect to his being 
ruled out of order. 

The gentleman from New York had spoken of 
precedent having established a sort of common law 
on this subject. Now, none knew better than that 
gentleman that a bare solitary case like that which 
had occurred a few days since in the reversal of a 
decision of the Chair did not amount to a prece- 
dent. Inthecourts it was held necessary that there 
must be a succession, a-course, or system of pre- 
cedents, before the Jaw was held to be settled in 
contrariety to the wording of a statute. 

For these reasons Mr. Í. held the decision of the 
Chairman in the present case to have been strictly 
right and proper. Ifa gentleman could show that 
the subject on which he wanted to speak came 
within the scope of a legitimate, though it might 
be a rather remote, connection with the subject 
under d@bate, then certainly great liberty and lati- 
tude of discussion ought to be allowed; but the 
gentleman from South Carolina had intended, he 
said himself, to discuss matters connected with the 
state of the Union, and not with the bill before the 
committee. This certainly ought not to be allowed. 
Mr. I. had always contended for a strict observance 
of the rulesand order of business; but if the various 
appropriation bills and all other important business 
which remained to be done were to be put off and 
superseded by general and irrelevant speeches, and 
that, too, when the period of debate was limited, 
he did not see how the public business was ever to 
bedone. The chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means had been compelled by the urgenoy of 
the business of which he had special charge, and 
by the advanced period of the session, repeatedly 
to move that the period of discussion in Committee 
of the Whole should be limited by authority of 
the House; and he had been driven to this by the 
practice of: prolonged and miscellaneous debate 
on other matters than those before the committee; 
matters which might better be discussed in the 
papers, in pamphlets, or even on the stump, (though 
he knew the gentleman from South Carolina was 
far above the level of stump speaking, ) than on the 
floor of that House, to the interruption of the busi- 
ness of the country. 

Mr. BURT, with the utmost respect for the 
honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, would 
ask leave to put to him one question. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. BURT. Does the gentleman recollect one 
solitary instance in which any member has been 
declared out of order for irrelevancy when the 
House was in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. INGERSOLL’S reply was drowned by the 


noise in the House,.(which continued in an un- 
usual degree throughout this entire debate;) but he 
was heard very distinctly to exclaim, malus usus 
abolendus est. 

Mr. HOUSTON of Alabama, would ask the gen- 
tleman from Soyth Carolina [Mr. Burr] whether 
he remembered one solitary instance where, on an 
isolated point touching the amendment of a bill 
which was suspended between the two Houses, a 
long, rambling debate had been permitted ? 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL observed, that in the 
absence of all regular books of reports of what 
took place in Committee of the Whole, individual 
cases adduced from the recollection of members 
were & very uncertain authority to guide the action: 
of the House. He presumed that every gentleman 
who desired an early adjournment of Congress 
would be in favor of seeing the business before it 
done in conformity with its rules, and not in a 
loose, informal, irregular manner. 

Mr. SIMS again quoted the rules, and insisted, 
that though the practice might have been different, 
the chairman was always bound to decide accord- 
ing to the rules laid down by the House. If the 
Committee of the Whole chose by its own act to 
relax the rule, let it do so; but this should be regu- 
lated by circumstances; each case should stand by 
itself ; and a decision in one case should not be 
drawn into precedent as a rule for another. Cir- 
cumstances greatly varied, and each case was to be 
judged by its own merits. 

The decision of the Chair had been perfectly 
right. If the gentleman from South Carolina was 
to be allowed to speak on a subject foreign from 
the bill, let that be done by the committee, not by 
the chairman. If they were now at the commence- 
ment of the session, he should refuse the leave; but 
after the repeated departures which had been al- 
lowed, he did not see how the committee could 
insist on the strict observance of the rule. 

Mr. VINTON said that it had been remarked 
by a gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] that 
the motion of Mr. V. was invidious, as refusing 
to a particular individual what had freely been 
allowed to others. This rendered it necessary for 
Mr. V. to state, that in making the motion he had - 
done, he had been actuated by no personal dislike 
to hearing the gentleman from South Carolina, 
[Mr. RuetT;] on the contrary, there was no mem- 
ber of the House to whom he would rather listen. 
But he had previously given notice, that when the 
next appropriation bill should come up, he should 
use his best endeavor to keep the committee to the 
observance of the rules of order. The rules of the 
House had been enacted for the purpose of facili- 
tating the public business; and the sole legitimate 
purpose of debate was to enable the committee the 
better to understand the subject on which it was 
called to act. Now, the rules of the House, like” 
every other law or legal writing, should be so in- 
terpreted as to accomplish the purpose for which 
they were made. During the present session those 
rules had suffered greater abuse than Mr. V. had 
ever before witnessed. The practice which had 
been indulged in was an absolute and an intolera- 
ble abuse of the rules of order; and he felt it his 
duty, in the position in which he had been placed, 
here to give notice, that unless it should be arrested, 
the bills could not be reached and carried through 
which were necessary to carry on this Government. 

Mr. RHETT asked whether a majority of the 
House could do what it pleased out of committee? 
And why not in committee? 

Mr. VINTON admitted that a majority of the 
House could act its pleasure; and its pleasure had 
been to enact rules the better to enable its members 
to understand and to do the business committed to 
them. 

The gentleman from South Carolina said that 
slavery was a subject which affected the Union, 
and therefore he was in order in speaking on it in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RHETT reminded Mr. V. that he had not 


-said that; he had not said that he was going to 


speak on that subject. 

Mr. VINTON admitted that he had not: Mr. 
V. had supposed the case for illustration. It was 
now three months that Mr.V. had been using every 
effort and seizing on every occasion to press the 
House to action on the appropriation bills. The 
best way to test a law was to show its abuse: and 
in the present case the strongest argument to show 
that the decision of the Chair had been right, was 
to state the evil effect of a contrary practice. -And 
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with this view Mr. V. had referred to the fact, that 
after three months of strenuous effort on his part, 
‘the House had even now scarcely entered on the 
consideration of these important and necessary 
bills. Yet there was but one month remaining in 
which to get through them. To reverse the decis- 
ion of the Chair would be in effect to say, that when 
an appropriation bill was under discussion for the 
maintenance of our military academy, a gentleman 
might delay its passage by discussing the Mexican 
war, or the Texas boundary, or the Wilmot pro- 
viso, or whatever else he chose to talk about. ‘The 
effect of this was, that the time for discussing the 
bill having been limited, no opportunity was allowed 
Mr. V. or anybody else to explain the grounds of 
the bill; and it had repeatedly happened that the 
debate had been closed without the true grounds of 
the bill being either explained or understood. 

The House would thus be prevented from ever 
enforcing discussion on any subject of whatever 
importance, because the whole time which should 
be devoted to such discussion was consumed in 
irrelevant speeches. By such a course the whole 
value of debate must eventually be lost and de- 
stroyed. Gentlemen had called for precedents. 
They knew that no journal was kept of decisions 
in the Committee of the Whole—so that no au- 
thentic record of precederits could be produced. 
The rule was, that although in Committee of the 
Whole great freedom of debate was to be allowed, 

et matters wholly foreign from the subject in de- 
bate were not to be discussed. This was only that 
a fuller opportunity might be afforded properly and 
fully to discuss the real matter under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN [Mr. Toomss] herestated the 
‘position of the Academy bill—its passage in the 

ouse, and its return from the Senate with a single 
amendment. 

He knew that very great latitude of debate had 
been permitted in Committee of the Whole. One 
reason of this had been, that when a gentleman rose 
~to speak, it was very difficult to tell, beforehand, 
that his remarks were going to be out of order, and 
he could not be checked until that was clearly ap- 
parent. But when a gentleman avowed at the 
outset that he did not intend to speak to the bill 
befote the committee, it was not possible for his 
remarks to be in order. Thé Chair did not con- 
sider previous decisions in committee as furnishing 
rules for the House. The House had made its 
own rules, and the chairman of a committee must 
be guided by them alone. He should have no 
hesitation in overruling at any time decisions in 
committee which contravened the rules of the 
House. The only question was, whether the pres- 
ent debate should be on the bill referred to the com- 
mittee. The rules confined debate expressly to 
site subject before the House; all else was out,of 
order. 

Mr. BEDINGER could not agree with the 
decision of the Chair, nor did he think (though 
meaning no disrespect to the chairman) that the 
reasoning by which it had been sustained was con- 
clusive. It was the privilege of any member, when 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, to utter anything which was connected 
with or had a bearing on the state of the Union; 
and if he might do this, it mattered not whether 
he avowed beforehand the intention to do so or 
not. If it was his right to speak to what he pleased, 
then it was also his right to avow the intention to 
doso. This right had ever been held the great 
bulwark of freedom of debateand of freedom in the 
country. Was the House, when in committee, to 
be confined to those subjects only which came to 
it from its standing committees, or which were 
suggested by the Executive? He thought not. He 
held that the people had a right to information on 
other subjects as well as these. It had been said 
by an eminent statesman, and a no less eminent 
orator, that he would not give the debates in Con- 
gress on the Panama mission for any treatise nor 
all the treatises put together which had ever been 
written upon government. Those debates had not 
been confined to that mission merely; they had 
taken a wide and vast range. 

As to the objection of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Houston] about permitting a long and 
rambling debate on an isolated question in an 
amendment to a bill, he would ask that gentleman if 
he had ever heard a debate in that House which was 
not a rambling debate? There had been a rambling 
debate now; and, if the rule against irrelevancy 
was to be ‘put upon the House.or committee in all 


| its strictness, the Chair would have little else to do 
than perpetually to be calling members to order. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL desired to add one or 
two views that had not been suggested by any other 
gentleman. He protested against the decision of 
the Chair. If the decision of the Chair should be 
sustained, and he apprehended that it would, whose 
rights would be affected thereby? Not their indi- 
vidual rights, but the rights of the constituencies 
that they represented on this floor. They were 
there in a representative capacity, and the question 
then arose, what right had anybody to say that 
his constituents should not be heard here by their 
representative ? 

After a brief allusion to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, [Mr. Housron,] which 
elicited a reply from that gentleman, he proceeded 
to say that this was a money bill which had been 
sent to the Senate, and returned with an amend- 
ment, in which the House was asked to concur. If 
the sum involved in the amendment was $2,000 
or $2,000,000, the principle was the same. ‘I'hey 
who represented the people, who pay the taxes— 
those from whom the money was taken—had the 
right on such a question to say what they pleased. 
it was the right of their constituents that they 
should do so. It wasa right which had been theirs 
since the English revolution of 1668. He then 
alluded to the practice in the Commons House of 
the English Parliament, in which, when in Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole, the chairman did not occupy 
the Speaker’s chair, as was the practice here, but 
took a seatat the Clerk’s desk, the mace, the em- 
blem of authority of the House, being removed, 
and the House became simply a committee of gen- 
tlemen assembled to talk over matters, governed 
only by gentlemanly rules of decorum and propri- 
ety. 

Te next referred to the case which arose here 
when William Lowndes called John Randolph to 
order for irrelevancy in debate, and spoke of the 
difficulty of ascertaining when John Randolph 
was in order, and yet they had rarely a more at- 
tractive speaker. ‘he manner of approaching a 
subject was different in each different individual. 
One individual would go directly to a question, 
while another approached it more circuitously. 
Each one had his own way, and the question there- 
fore arose, what is irrelevancy ? e was an ad- 
vocate for the largest liberty being allowed to every 
man. They had been told by the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, that much of the 
time of the House had been consumed by irrele- 
vant debates, and the real business of Congress 
had been left undone. Now, what better business 
did this House of Representatives do than to debate? 
[Laughter.] He spoke not jocularly. He asked 
again, what better business had they to do than to 
make speeches? He spoke neither in contempt 
nor ridicule. He asserted that speeches delivered 
here were more useful to this great American 
nation, than any laws they could pass. The 
members of this House came from constituencies 
extending over two thousand miles square, and 
soon to be extended by one thousand miles square 
of Mexican territory to be annexed; it was there- 
fore of the highest importance that the represent- 
atives of the people of every section of this great 
Union should express their views to their col- 
leagues coming from such distant extremea of the 
country. He did not apprehend that he should 
be accused of demagogism, but what, he would 
ask, was the cause of the delay in this House in 
the transaction of its business, of which gentlemen 
had complained ? 

The CHAIR intimated that the gentleman was 
entering upon irrelevant matter. | 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL would not then purste 
it; he had simply intended to say, that some years 
ago he had a seat on this floor, when their per 
diem was five dollars, and then they sat a sufti- 
cient number of hours to do their business; but 
now that their per diem was eight dollars, they 
sat a less number of hours, and complaints were 
made that the chairmen of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, of the Judiciary Committee, and others 
too, could not get their bills acted upon. If, how- 
ever, to dwell on this point was out of order, he 
would not further allude to it. He would only 
say, in conclusion, that if on this occasion he was 
to be in a minority, he would submit with the best 
grace he could command; but he was satisfied that 
on reflection the Chair would come to the conclu- 
sion that he was in error. : . 4 
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Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, said the 
discussion which had been got up on this subject 
sounded very peculiar to him. When he came to 
Congress first, he made a solemn point of order 
against somebody’s rambling speech, and desired 
the Chair to call him to order; but he was then 
instructed that when they were in Committee of 
the Whole on the siate of the Union, they had 
the right to say anything on any subject. Time 
and again, for two years, when he was yet buta 
neophyte, he made similar attempts to arrest irrel- 
evant debate, and with the same success. At an 
early period of the present session, he called a 
gentleman to order, and then was told by the Chair 
that in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, gentlemen had every latitude they thought 
proper to take. He thought that all wrong, butit 
was the practice of the House, and the practice 
had become its law. He had heard a slavery de- 
bate on the French resolutions; he had heard the 
Mexican war debated on a variety of questions; 
and why, he would ask, this newborn zeal, when 
the practice had become ‘so well settled? Why 
should they now attempt to curtail the liberty of 
speech? He did not hesitate to say that those 
gentlemen who had ‘spoken against the utmost lat- 
jtude of debate, had delivered themselves fully on 
questions before this House. 

He had not troubled the House himself with 
any remarks of his during this session, though he 
would not conceal the fact that he desired to do so. 
He had recently attended a convention at Balti- 
more, and now, having changed his candidate for 
the Presidency, he wished to explain his position, 
but he had found it impossible to get the floor for 
that purpose. He had been desirous, too, to make 
some observations on other questions which en- 
grossed the attention of the country—the Mexican 
war, for instance—but he had found it impossible 
todo so. He had been assured that, according to 
the universal practice of the House, he could avail. 
himself of an opportunity on some other occasion 
when in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, when debate was entirely unrestricted. ` 
If this were not so, why was there such a differ- 
ence in the rules respecting the Committee of the 
Whole House and the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union? In Committee f the 
Whole House, members were confined to the pend- 
ing question; but not so in Committee of the W hole 
on the state of the Union, in which they might 
discuss anything having any reference to the state 
of the Union; and when they got tired, they usu- 
ally rose and passed a resolution fixing a limit to 
the debate, under the operation of which all dis- 
cussion was stopped. ‘The rule now attempted to 
be established would be a correct rule to start 
with, he was ready to admit; but for twenty years 
it had not been the practice of the House to re- 
strict debate in Committee of the W hole on the state 
of the Union, and therefore he protested against 
the decision of the Chair at this time. 

Mr. HUNT contended that the decision of the 
Chair was according to the rules of the House, but 
they had been told that the practice of the House 
had superseded its rules. To this doctrine he could 
notsubscribe. He concurred with the Chair that no 
practice of the committee could supersede the rules 
adopted for its government, and he dissented from 
the views which some gentlemen had expressed, 
that to restrict debate by rules was an infringement 
of the right of debate. What was the right of mem- 
bers there? It was to discuss questions presented 
for their action; and in doing this, it was proper 
to bring in questions incident to or relating to the 
question under discussion. But it appeared to him 
that they should not continue a practice which had 
been permitted to supersede the parliamentary law, 
and to retard the public business by introducing 
topics that did not appertain to the subject before 
them. Ifsuch a practice were to be longer toler- 
ated, it would be impossible to do the business of 
the country in any reasonable time. He hoped 
gentlemen would content themselves with discus- 
sions in order, and not when in Committee of the 
Whole on the Military Academy bill discuss the 
power of this Government over the territories. 

He concurred also in the rule which required 
the committee to take up the bills in the order in 
which they stood on the calendar, and he was op-. 
posed to the repeal of it, which he understood the 
Committee on Rules contemplated. That rule, 
with debate limited to the subject under considera- 
tion, would ‘enable ‘the House to transact all its 
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. business; and he hoped the decision of the Chair 
would be sustained. He thought it highly neces- 
sary that the committee should establish a new 
ractice. He was in favor of the largest liberty so 
ong as the debate was legitimate; and he assured 
the gentleman from South Carolina, that he would 
extend to him the utmost freedom of debate as soon 
as to any gentleman on this floor. But so great had 
me the abuse that he felt himself compelled 
to a the decision which the Chairman had 
made. 

Mr. GENTRY admitted that the decision of the 
Chair was conformable to the rules, but it was in 
opposition to a long course of practice. The point 
involved in this decision had been repeatedly raised 
since he had been a member of this House, ex- 
tending over a course of eight years, and it had 
been invariably decided in opposition to the decis- 
ion now made. He trusted the committee would 
adhere to its long-established usage, and insist on 
the largest liberty when in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. Whenever the. House 
surrendered that right, it would surrender up avery 
important right of the representatives of the people. 
Why, if the decision now made had governed this 
House, he did not remember a speech for the last 
ten years that could have been made. He alluded 
to the discussion on the celebrated resolutions of 
Mr. Foote, and others also, which had not been 
strictly limited to the subject before the House at 
the time, and then adverted to the tenacity with 
which the Hobse clung to freedom of debate, as 
shown in its giving permission to members called 
to order for irrelevancy to proceed in order. When 
an appropriation bill came up, was it not the right 
of a member to examine not only one, but other 


appropriations, and the administrative policy of | 


the Government? It was also the right of a mem- 
ber, when in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, to examine and discuss the welfare 
of the Union, and to call in question the acts of 
the Administration -and its administrative policy. 
But if they enforced this rule, every member would 
be debarred from discussing those questions. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] had had a 
foretaste of the effect of such a rule, for, while 
making his brief statement this morning, he had 
beer? called to order three times. 

In the extreme freedom of debate which had been 
so long tolerated there might be some evil, but in 
seeking to escape from one evil they should not 
involve themselves in a greater. He begged the 
attention of all parties to the consideration of what 
might be expected if, in times of high party excite- 
ment, some unprincipled partisan should occupy 
that chair. A gentleman might rise to discuss the 
policy of the Administration of which the chairman 
might be a supporter, and he might enter upon an 
excoriating examination of the acts of the Admin- 
istration; but how easy it would be for the Chair- 
man to arrest such remarks under such a practice? 
With such a rule, and an Administration majority 
on this floor, it would be impossible, in times of 
high party excitement, to examine and discuss the 
acts of the public officers of this Government. 

[Loud cries of ‘* Question. ”] 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, after some playful re- 
marks on the subject of the difficulty with which 
he had obtained the floor, and congratulating the 
House, himself, and his constituents that a repre- 
sentative from the northeastern corner of Alabama 
at length enjoyed the privilege of addressing this 
august body, proceeded to sustain the decision of 
the Chair. He knew not how they were ever to 
get through the business before them without a 
more strict adherence to the rules than he had 
heretofore witnessed. The-practice had been to 
introduce discussions on every subject totally at 
variance with the matter presented for their con- 
sideration. He saw around him gentlemen who 
spoke from four to six times.on every topic—rele- 
vantly? Oh, no; and if such latitude were to be 
allowed in debate, they would continue so to talk 
on every measure to be brought before them. It 
was time that they should pause, and ask themselves 
when they expected to do the business in which 
their constituents were deeply interested. There 
were several important bills on the calendar in 
which his constituents had an interest; but if they 
. were to goon and discuss every question in the 
known world on a post office bill, or some other 
solitary measure, when, in the name of common 
sense, he would ask, would his constituents be 
able to be heard? He appealed to the House to 


act upon those measures which were of practical 
importance to their constituents, and not waste 
their time in the discussion of mere theories. 

The rules had been given to them as their polar 
star, for their guidance through the mazesin which 
some gentlemen would involve them, and he hoped 
the younger members especially would follow the 
light which they afforded. The Chair had given 
a correct interpretation of those rules, and the de- 
cision of the Chair ought to be sustained. If it 


were true, as had been asserted, that in this vast 


catalogue of rules there were none to meet the 
present case, let a resolution be introduced instruct- 
ing the Committee on Rules to report one for the 
government of the committee forthwith. He, how- 
ever, was of opinion that the rules were amply 
sufficient to meet the case; and he'hoped, further, 
that this present discussion would be brought to 
an end, for, without possessing any peculiar inter- 
est, it obstructed the business in which they ought 
to be engaged. If the question before the com- 
mittee were not now settled by sustaining the 
Chair, to-morrow they would see the same identi- 
cal gentlemen who had occupied so much of the 
tinte of the House in the discussion of every ques- 
tion that came before it, again ready to make 
speeches on every topic on which debate could be 
hung. Besides the Mexican war, and the inci- 
dental questions arising out of it, they had now a 
very prolific theme for discussion—he meant Presi- 
dent-making. In the course of ten or twelve days, 
their Whig friends would be coming here from 
Philadelphia fully charged with speeches on that 
subject; and if the Chair should not now be sus- 
tained in the decision which had been made, he 
despaired of ever seeing one of those little bills 
come up for consideration by which his constitu- 
ents were to some extent to be affected. He spoke 
with the highest respect for the gentleman from 
South Carolina, who could make his speech on 
some other occasion; and, at the same time, even 
the gentlemen opposite would admit that he was 
acting in no partisan spirit, for he was sustaining 
a chairman who belonged to the Whig party against 
a gentleman of the party of which he was himself 
a member. He had solely in view the proper dis- 
charge of their duties to the country, and, with that 
view, he again expressed the hope that the decision 


of the Chair would be sustained. 


Mr. POLLOCK rose to a question of order. He 

asked if there was not a special order for this day, 
and whether the business before the committee was 
not confined to the morning hour? ‘There being a 
special order, he contended that it should be taken 
up by the committee and acted upon, and, for that 
purpose, that the Chair was bound to lay this bill 
aside. 
The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 
The committee was charged with this bill, and, to 
get at the special order, the motion should be that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. STANTON next obtained the floor. 

Mr. SCHENCK expressed his desire to obtain 
the floor, with an intimation that he would make 
an hour's a eager unless gentlemen would agree to 
terminate this debate. 

Mr. STANTON said the gentleman could do so 
if he pleased; but all he had risen to say was, that 
the simple question was, whether the rules of the 
House were applicable to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union? They had al- 
ways been considered applicable; but the gentle- 
man from South Carolina was entitled to be heard, 
because they had under consideration the state of 
the Union generally, and consequently everything 
relating to the state of the Union was relevant. If 
the rules of the House were not applicable, a gen- 
teman might speak ten hours instead of one. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, said that the 
question had not been understood. The question 
was not whether upon a bill in Committee of the 
Whole there be no limit to debate, but whether 
upon a bill in said committee, which had passed 
the House and been amended in the Senate, there 
was not a limit of the discussion to the amendment 
and its effects upon the bill. He remarked, that 
if full latitude be granted in such cases, the most 
useful bills might be defeated at the near termina- 
tion of the session by protracted discussion. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, argued at great length 
in support of the decision of the Chair, and in re- 
ply to gentlemen who had taken adverse views in 
the course of this debate. He particularly contro- 
verted the position, based on certain phraseology, 


that the rules which were applicable to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole were not applicable to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
He read several rules, and amongst them the 16th, 
which empowered the Speaker or Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House to clear the gal- 
leries in case of any disturbance or disorderly con- 
duct in the galleries or lobby, and said that if 
the aie ae to whom he replied were correct, 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had no such power to protect itself. 

If the rules of the House were not operative in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
how, he asked, were they restricted to an amend- 
ment to an amendment as the utmost limit of 
amendment? If they had no such rules, everything 
that was decorous was in order. He.was aware 
that even the civil and diplomatic appropriation’ 
bill, which appropriated millions of dollars, was 
usually long in Committee of the Whole without 
one word being said of the appropriations which 
it proposed to make, until the debate was stopped 
by order of the House. Under the five-minutes 
rule, amendments could be explained, but the gen- 
eral discussion on the bill was ordinarily devoted 
to irrelevant topics. He was not disposed to make 
the rules too restrictive, but some regard should . 
be had to the relevancy of debate. i 

Mr. THOMPSON asked the gentleman from 
Georgia what was meant when the chairman of 
the committee, on rising, reported that the com- 
mittee had had under consideration the state of the 


‘Union generally, and particularly such and such 


a bill. 

Mr. COBB replied that there was much in their 
proceedings that was mere form, which could be 
well dispensed with. There was a proper latitude 
of debate. | 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL inquired if the gentle- 
n from Georgia had ascertained the precise lati- 
tude. 

Mr. COBB replied that that must be submitted 
to the judgment of the Chair, under the correction 
of the committee. 

Mr. THOMPSON inquired if the gentleman 
from Georgia was willing to put such a power in 
the hands of any one man, as to say how far any 
member should discuss a question on this floor. 

Mr. COBB replied that there was an appeal to 
an committee, and the majority could control the 

air. 

Mr. THOMPSON agreed with the gentleman 
that a majority could control the Chair; but what 
would become of the minority when a partisan of 
the majority was in the chair? 

Mr. COBB had confidence in the glorious prin- 
ciples of Democracy by which majorities were 
allowed to govern. i 

Mr. THOMPSON remarked that majorities 
were not always Democratic. 

Mr. COBB said when they were not, still the 
minority must acquiesce. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, said the latitude 
claimed for debate would give members the right 
to do as they pleased. He had often voted to 
close debate on a bill because everything else ex- 
cept the bill under consideration was the subject 
of debate, to the gratification only of certain gentle- 
men who took occasion to discuss local or irrele- 
vant questions. 

Mr. COBB proceeded with his argument still 
further, and contended that it had become neces- 
sary to provide for the relevancy of debate; but, at 
the same time, he was not disposed to be unneces- 
sarily restrictive. 

Mr. SCHENCK said that if gentlemen were 
willing to take the question now, he would waive 
his right to address the committee. He knew how 
well gentlemen liked to hear him, [a laugh,] but 
he would forego the floor; but, if the question was 
not now to be taken, he should insist upon his full 
hour. He therefore wished gentlemen to indicate 
now whether, if he spoke, they intended to answer 
him. He knew gentlemen were all men of honor; 
and if any man would rise and say that he would 
reply, Mr. S. would now proceed; if not, he would 
resume his seat. 

No gentleman answering, Mr. S. said he yielded 
the floor. 

[Loud calls for the question.] 

The question being, ‘* Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?” 
the question was taken by tellers, and decided in 
the affirmative—ayes 74,noes 72. So the decision 
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of the Chair was sustained, and Mr. Ruert ruled 
to be out of order. 

The amendments of the Senate were then read 
and agreed to. 

And the committee rose and reported accord- 
ingly. 

Mr. VINTON moved the previous question, 
which was seconded, and, under the operation 
thereof, the amendments of the Senate were agreed 


to. 

Mr. HUDSON, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Henry Simpson, surfiving administrator of George 
Simpson, deceased. Laid on the table. 

_Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, to which was referred Senate 
bill authorizing the payment of asum of money to 
Robert Purkis, reported the same without amend- 
ment. Committed. 

Mr. ROCKWELL also reported a bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Darius Garri- 
son. Read and committed. 

Mr. ROCK WELL also made adverse reports on 
the petitions of J. B. Cooper and Cary H. Fry. 
Laid on the table. l ; 

Mr. CROWELL, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Staunton W. Gaar. 
Read and committed. 

Mr. CROW ELL also made an adverse report on 
the petition of Jamęg Sloan. Laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. CROWELL, the Committee 
of Claims was discharged from the petitions of 
uous Steele and Peyton A. Kay. Laid onthe 
table. 


Mr. DUNN also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Mr. Snavely, of 
Indiana. Read and committed. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of Henry Little 
and Jacob Felch; and a bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to sell the marine hospital 
and the Jot of land on which it stands, at Chelsea, 
in Massachusetts, and for the purchase of a new 
site and the erection of a new marine hospital near 
the city of Boston. Read and committed. 

On motion of Mr. GRINNELL, the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union was dis- 
charged from the bill to transfer the towns of Vinal 
Haven, North Haven, and Islesboro’, from the col- 
lection district from Penobscot to that of Belfast. 
Recommitted to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill to confirm the title to 
section 16 and the west half of section 12, in town- 
ship three north, range sixteen east, in Seneca 
county, Ohio; and a bill to amend an act entitled 
‘An act for the discontinuance of the office of 
surveyor general in the several districts, so soon 
as the surveys therein can be completed; for abol- 
ishing land offices under certain circumstances, and 
for other purposes;’’ which bills were severally 
read and committed, 

Mr. DUNCAN reported a bill to provide for the 
settlement of conflicts between Spanish land claims 
and purchases under the United States, and for 
other purposes. Read and committed. 

Mr. PUTNAM, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the petitions of Thomas G. 
Holmes and of citizens of the State of Maine, 
praying an appropriation of the public lands for 
the extinction of slavery in the United States. 
Laid on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill to provide for the settlement of 
the claim of Henry Washington, late a deputy 
surveyor of the public lands in Florida, reported 


the same back to the House with an amendment. 
Committed. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill granting the right of way. 
through the public lands in Indiana and Illinois to 
the Ohio and Mississippi Railroad Company. The 
bill was read twice. 

Mr. EVANS stated, that as the bill involved no 
appropriation, and as it was necessary to obtain 
speedy action on the bill, he was directed by the 

ommittee on Public’ Lands to ask that it be put 
upon its passage. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, inquired of Mr. Evans 
if the bill contained a provision requiring the rail- 
road company to carry the United States mails. 

Mr. EVANS replied that it did not, and briefly 
explained the bill; and— i 

After brief remarks by Messrs. COBB, of Ga., 


DUNN, ROOT, HENLEY, and WHITE, who 
moved the previous question, which was not sec- 
onded, the bill was committed. 

On motion of Mr. ROOT, the Committee of the 
Whole was discharged from the consideration of 
the bill to establish certain post routes, and it was 
recommitted to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. WHITE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill making appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Post Office Department was passed, and 
asked that the motion be laid over for the present. 

Mr. VINTON said there was no need of the 
motion lying over. It could be acted on at once; 
and he therefore moved the previous question. 

Mr. WHITE moved to postpone the motion to 
reconsider, but subsequently withdrew the motion 
to postpone. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, said he was 
detained on his way to the House this morning, 
and did not enter the Hall until after the vote had 
been taken on the amendment to the Post Office 
appropriation bill providing for the transportation 
of the mail between Charleston and Havana in 
steamers. It was a subject in which his constitu- 
ents felt a deep interest, being interested possibly 
to the amount of one hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars, and he hoped the House would extend to 
him the courtesy of a reconsideration, in order to 
afford him the opportunity of recording his vote. 
This was an act of courtesy which he believed 
was never refused. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. Lost. 

The question on reconsideration was then put, 
and decided in the affirmative: Yeas 84, nays 74. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, moved to 
reconsider the vote ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed. z 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to lay that motion 
on the table. Lost. 

The question was put on the reconsideration of 
the vote ordering the engrossment of the bill, and 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the amendment of the 
Committee of the Whole, appropriating $45,000 
for the transportation of the mail in steamers, un- 
der command of navy officers, between Charleston 
and Havana, was disagreed to by the House. 

After a few words by Mr. SAW YER— 


Mr. DUER moved the previous question, which. 


was seconded; and, under its operation, the vote 
rejecting the amendment of the Committee of the 

hole was reconsidered: Yeas 93, nays 77. 

The bill and amendment being now before the 
House— | 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, moved to amend the 
amendment by inserting after the word ‘‘ Savan- 
nah”’ the words ** Mobile, in Alabama.” Lost. 

The question recurred on the amendment of the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LINCOLN moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and, under the operation 
thereof, the amendment reported by the Commit- 
of the Whole was rejected: Yeas 76, nays 

l: 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed; and, 
being engrossed, was read a third time. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved the previous 
question, which was seconded; and, under the 
operation thereof, the bill was passed. 

And then the House adjourned. < 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred : 


By Mr. TAYLOR: The memorial of John Savage and 40 
others, citizens of Philadelphia, setting forth the difficulties 
existing in the transportation of merchandise, passengers, 
and the mails, between the cities of New York and Phila- 
delphia, in consequence of the monopoly claimed by the 
Camden and Amboy RaiJroad Company, and the Delaware 
and Raritan Canal Company, under their charters from the 
State of New Jersey, and praying Congress to direct the 
survey of a route for a post-road between the said cities; 
the line of such road to be retained under the perpetual con- 
trol of the Union, and to be used for the construction of a 
railroad by the United States, or by a company to be formed 
by an act of Congress, empowering the Postmaster General 
to make such arrangeinents relative thereto as he may deem 
best calculated to secure to the people of the United States, 
for themselves, their correspondence, and their merchan- 
dise, frequency and rapidity of intercourse, and moderate 
charges. Also, the memorial of David Hultz and 41 others, 
citizens of eet aie on the same subject. Also, the 
memorial of John W. Leigh and 35 others, citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, on the same subject. 


By Mr. VINTON: The petition of Andrew McKin, pray- 
ng 1o he placed on the pension list. . 
y Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL: Additional memorials from 
citizens of Philadelphia, asking for the survey ofa route fora 
post-road between the cities of New York und Philadelphia. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: The petition of a meeting of inhab- 
itants of Northeaston, Washington county, New York, pray- 
ing for the termination of the war with Mexico. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Charles McClain, of 
Missouri, praying the confirmation of a tract of land to hini. 

By Mr. RUMSEY: The petition of N. V. Knickerbacker 
and 524 others, citizens of Steuben county, New York, for the 
passage of a law making newspapers free for thirty miles, 
and for a uniform rate of postage on letters. 

By Mr. DUER: The remonstrance of Silas Wood and 
others, citizens of the United States, against the passage of 
a bill to surrender to the State of Indiana the bonds of that 
State held by the United States Government, and to receive 
new bonds instead thereof. 

By Mr. TALLMADGE: The petition of Timothy Carman 
for a register for the schooner James, of New York. Also, 
the petition of Dennis Harris for return of duties on sugars 
destroyed hy fire in the city of New York. 

By Mr. SMART: The petition of Nesmith McClure and 
others, asking the appointinent of a committee of Congress 
to ascertain whether, and to what extent, and by what law, 
the slave trade exists in the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WARREN: The petition of Egbert 8. Manning 
and others, citizens of Dutchess county, New York, praying 
that the General Government no longer traffic in the public 
lands; that they be laid out into farms and lots for the free 
use of such citizens as will occupy them, allowing the set- 
tler the right to dispose ef his possessions to any one not 
possessed of other lands; and that the jurisdiction of the 
public lands be transferred to the States or Territories, on 
condition that such disposition should be made of them. 


> 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, May 30, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a report of the Second Auditor of the Treasury, 
made agreeably to law, accompanied with`such ac- 
counts as have been rendered by persons charged 
or intrusted with the disbursement of moneys, 
goods, or effects, for the benefit of Indians, from 
the lst of October, 1846, to the 30th of Septem- 
ber, 1847; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. YULEE presented a petition from citizens 
of Hamilton county, Florida, and James county, 
Georgia, in favor of a mail route from Troupville, 
Georgia, to Columbus, in Florida; which was re- 
seh to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented a peti- 
tion from citizens of Boston, asking the purchase 
of Mount Vernon by the General Government; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. FELCH presented a petition from certain 
citizens of Wisconsin, asking that the next census 
may contain information relative to the number of 
freeholders in each State and Territory of the 
Union; which was referred to the Committee on - 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. DIX presented additional documents rela- 
ting to the claims of Elijah Pratt for remuneration 
for the use of his patent valves; which were referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr, DOWNS presented a petition from judges 
and members of the bar of New Orleans, witha 
report of the committee of the Louisiana bar, ask- 
ing that the practice in the circuit and district courts 
of the United States in all civil cases may be made 
to conform to that of the courts of that State. 

Mr. D. explained the present system as being 
very injurious in its operation, great injustice hav- 
ing been perpetrated under it. The State and the 
bar of Louisiana would not have complained had 
the evil been limited to the mere matter of proce- 
dure; but it affected the principles of Jaw, and had 
led to very serious consequences in the reversal 
of the decision of the Supreme Court of the State, 
by merely changing the residence of the claimants 
to another State, and thus causing the improper 
transfer of an immense amount of property. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the following memorials: 

From the surviving officers and crew of the Uni- 
ted States brig Somers; 

From that of Ebenezer Whitten; 

From that of William Davis; which was con- 
curred in. 


On motion of Mr. ATCHISON, it was 


Resolved, That a select committee of three be appointed 
by the Presiding Officer of the Senate to examine into and 
report upon the memorial of certain Cherokee claimants 
presented to the Senate, complaining against the course of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, as also the different 
boards of commissions appointed under the Cherokee treat 
of 1835 and 1836; and that said committee have power, an 
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they are hereby directed, to send for records and papers, and 
to compel the attendance of witnesses, and report to the 
Senate such evidence as may be furnished hy the records 
and papers or be given by the witnesses touching the mat- 
ters of complaint contained in miscellaneous House docu- 
ment No. 8 of the present session, and that said committee 
report what measure of relief, if any, the claimants are en- 
titled to. 

Mr. ATCHISON, in pursuance of leave, intro- 
duced a joint resolution to close the present session 
of Congress, and to fix a day for the next session; 
which was read and ordered to a second reading, 
as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That the present session of Congress be 
closed by the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, by adjourning their respective 
Houses at 12 o'clock meridian, on the first Monday of July 
next, and that the next session of Congreas be held the first 
Monday of October next. 


On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the bill making ap- 
propriations for the current and contingent expen- 
ses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes 
for the year ending on the 30th June, 1849. 

Mr. ATCHISON moved to amend the bill by 
inserting a clause appropriating $10,000 to remu- 
nerate Colonel R. M. Johnson for the houses ren- 
dered useless by the discontinuance of the Indian 
school. 

Mr. ATHERTON said he must object to the 
proposed amendment, which had nothing to do 
with the bill, or with any other appropriation bill. 
It was strictly and properly a claim. lt proposed 
to pay $10,000 to Colonel R. M. Johnson for inju- 
ries alleged to have resulted to him from the re- 
moval of the Choctaw school. If it was to be the 
subject of legislation at all, it ought to be intro- 
duced as a distinct measure, and made the subject 
of a separate bill. A rule had been introduced in 
the House of Representatives prohibiting the inser- 
tion in appropriation bills of amendments, unless 
for some object authorized by law. Bills of this 
character ought to be kept clear of amendments 
which had not been subjected to examination by the 
committee. Admit every amendment which might 
be proposed, and the bill would be made a sort of 
omnibus to carry through all schemes, however 
extravagant they may be. Let that practice be 
admitted, and every object embraced in every other 
bill may be attached to an appropriation bill. He 
hoped the Senate would not be prevailed on to give 
its sanction to any amendment which did not limit 
and guard the appropriations. 

Mr. ATCHISON replied that this subject had 
undergone the examination of a committee; that it 
was deemed a just claim; and he had offered it by 
instruction of the committee. He admitted the 
impropriety of introducing amendments which had 
not passed through a committee. He would not 
go into the justice of the claim, which did not seem 
to be doubted, or he could show, by sufficient evi- 
dence, that it ought to be received. . 

Mr. ATHERTON said he did not believe in 
the justice of the claim, as he regarded that Colonel 
Johnson had already been paid over and over 
again. 

SMr. ATCHISON referred to parts of the bill to 
show that there were more inappropriate matters 
than the one he had offered. e would ask for 
the reading of the memorial. The memorial was 
then read. 

Mr. ATHERTON reiterated his objections to 
any amendments, except such as went to guard 
and limit appropriations; and defended the items 
in the bill which had been called inappropriate by 
the Senator from Missouri. He knew of no law 
creating the Choctaw school; and proceeded to 
comment on the manner in which it was estab- 
lished, and the extravagant expenditures to which 
it had led. He read from documents to sustain 
his various statements, and adverted to an agree- 
ment made by Colonel Johnson with Mr. Craw- 
ford, that the school should be continued for two 
years longer, and that it should, at the end of that 
time, be discontinued. 

Mr. BELL vindicated the amendment, as origi- 
nating, after much consideration, with the Com- 
‘mittee on Mi'itary Affairs. The school had been 
continued, with the sanction of the Government, 
until this time, and had constituted the means of 
Colonel Johnson for his own support. And now 
that the school is to be withdrawn, it ought not to 
be contended that all the improvements Colonel 
Johnson had been induced to make should be left 
on his hands as a dead loss, 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, in reference to a charge 
made by Colonel Johnson of one dollar for each 
scholar for the use of a spring, explained that 
there was a medicinal spring in the vicinity of the 
school, which was not in the hands of Colonel 
Johnson, and that the proprietor charged this dol- 
lar for the use of the spring for each pupil. The 
amendment was, in his opinion, very proper, and 
this. was the proper bill in which it should be in- 
troduced. He hoped it would be adopted. 

Mr. BAGBY thought the amendment out of 
place in this bill. But if it was not, he could not 
give.his vote for it. Colonel Johnson had been 
paid for twenty-five years all he had charged, and 
we are now called on to pay him the full value of 
the property. To this he could not give his con- 
sent. If he were to give way to his sympathies, 
he would give liberally to Colonel Johnson; but 
he could not sanction his conduct in pressing this 
claim on the Government. 

Mr. WESTCOTT gave his reasons for his sup- 
port of-the amendment, apd pointed out some 
inconsistency in the course of the Senator from 
New Hampshire to-day, and hie course in refer- 
ence to another bill some short time since—the 
deficiency bill. 

Mr. ATHERTON made a brief reply, to put 
himself right as to the consistency of his course. 

Mr. ATCHISON asked for the reading of a 
paper containing Colonel Johnson’s qwn idea of 
the inception of the school, and the understanding 
entered into between him and Governor Barbour, 
when Secretary of War. 

Mr. NILES made some remarks against the 
amendment. 

-Mr. BUTLER expressed a desire to know 
whether this sum was intended to pay for build- 
ings erected with an understanding that they were 
erected for the use of the Government. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he was willing to givea 
fair compensation for the injury done to the build- 
ings occupied for a school. 

Mr. ATCHISON stated that the evidence of 
the injury to the amount appropriated by the 
amendment was complete. If the Senate would 
agree to postpone the bill until to-morrow, he would 
put his amendment in a more unexceptionable 
form. : 

After a few words from Mr. BELL, the further 
consideration of the bill was postponed until to- 
morrow. . 

Mr. BELL submitted an amendment, which he 
proposed to offer to the bill, which was ordered tp 
be printed. 

Mr. FOOTE asked leave to submit the follow- 
ing resolution, which was considered and agreed 
to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to send to the Senate (if in his judgment not in- 
consistent with the public iuterest) a copy of any commu- 
nication from Commodore Perry, or from any other authentic 
source, containing additional information connected with 
the existing condition of affairs in Yucatan. 


On motion of Mr. BADGER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time, the doors were reopened, 
and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, May 31, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. CUMMINS, by leave, introduced a bill, of 
which previous notice had been given, declaratory 
of the rights of naturalized citizens of the United 
States, and to protect them in the peaceful exercise 
and enjoyment of their rights and privileges against 
the acts and influence of foreign Governments and 
their diplomatic agents; which was read twice. 

Mr. CUMMINS moved to refer it to a select 
committee of five members. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary; which latter motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. OUTLAW, from the select committee to 
which was referred so much of the annual message 
of the President of the United States as relates to 
making provision for the families of regulars and 
volunteers who have died from wounds or other 
causes in Mexico, reported a bill to provide for the 
families of such commissioned and non-commis- 
sioned officers, privates, and musicians, whether 
belonging to the regular army or to any volunteer 
corps, as may have been killed in battle, or died 


from wounds received, or diseases. contracted, or 
other casualties occasioned whilst in the service of 
the United States during the war with the. Repub- 
lic of Mexico, and for other purposes. The bill 
was read and committed. 


THE NATIONAL FINANCES, ETC. 

Mr. STROHM, from the Committee on Public 
Expenditures, having had under consideration the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting his annual report on the state of the finances 
to Congress, with the view of ascertaining whether 
the statements contained in said report are correct, 
and whether the said statem@nts could not be sub- 
mitted in a form more simple and less difficult to 
comprehend, made a report, which concludes with 
the following resolutions, and recommended their 
adoption: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis 
hereby, required to transmit to this House, as soon as may 
be convenient, a statement of the duties, revenues, and pub- 
lic expenditures during the last and the present fiscal years, 
ending June 30, 1848, exclusive of trust funds, according to . 
the form of statement A, in the last annual report of the See- 
retary, specifying particularly and keeping separate the stock 
issued for specie deposited and that issued in funding treas- 
ury notes, and noting what amount of said stock was issued 
under the act of July 22, 1846; what amount under the act 
of January 28, 1847; and what amount under acts prior to 
July 22, 1846, respectively. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury he, and he is 
hereby, required to furnish this House with a statement of 
the public deht on the 30th day of June, 1848, and such other 
statements in reference to treasury gotes at the expiration of 
the present fiscal year, as are required by the 22d section of 
the act of January 28, 1847, entitled “ An act authorizing the 
issue of treasury notes, a loan, and for other purposes,” to 
be furnished at the commencement of each session. ` 

Resolved, That it be recommended to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in making up his annual statements of the finances 
at the commencement of each session, to make those state- 
ments close at and embrace one period of time, so far as the 
cirumstances of the case render it practicable to do so. - 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of printing ten thousand extra 
copies of the report of the Committee on Public Expendi- 
tures on the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The report and resolutions being before the 
House for its consideration— 

Mr. BEDINGER said, that until the present 
session, the Committee on Public Expenditures 
had been considered, generally, he believed, cer- 
tainly by him, asa mere nullity. At the last ses- 
sion, if he was rightly informed, that committee 
had not had a single meeting. But, all of a sud- 
den, this same committee seemed to have’ sprung 
into great importance. From doing next to nothing, 
or nothing at all, it had suddenly commenced an 
elaborate attack on the official report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. The report prepared by 
the committee contained some thirty-nine or forty 
pages. The simple history of this matter, so far 
as Mr. B. knew it, was, that this elaborate report 
had been made and adopted by the committee be- 
fore the Secretary of the Treasury had the slight- 
est idea that any such thing was going on. 

Mr. B. said that what he had to ask of the 
House was, that the report might not be ordered 
to be printed as yet, but that time should first be 
allowed for the making of a minority report. 

Mr. B. admitted that he had received some no- 
tice of something of the kind. There had been a 
sub-committee appointed by the committee, of 
which sub-committee he was appointed a member, 
and he had been notified of a meeting of the com- 
mittee generally, but not of the sub-committee; he 
had not even known where the committee itself 
sat; nor had he had the least idea that a report so 


‘labored was to be offered in the House by that 


committee; but it was suddenly sprung on the 
committee, and had been at once adopted. He 
wanted further time for the preparation of a coun- 
ter report; and with this view he would move that 
the report be recommitted. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, suggested a modifica- 
tion of the motion so as to print the report of the 
minority of the committee, and let both reports go 
to the country together. : 

Mr. STROHM said that the report he had sub- 
mitted to the House had been ordered by the 
Committse on Public Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department. The minority of the committee 
had had ample time to prepare any paper they. 
wished to submit. The gentleman himself, from 
Virginia, who had just taken his seat, had had the 
majority’s reportin hisown hands for two weeks, 
with full opportunity to examine it; yet he com- 
plained of the report as having been sprung on a 
sudden, and asked for time to make a minority 
report. If the House thought that further time 
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ought to be allowed, they would of course grant it. 
If the report contained, as was asserted, numerous 
errors, there had certainly been sufficient time to 
expose them. Mr. S. would not say that there 
were no errors in it, but one thing he was entirely 
sure of, and that was, that the Secretary’s report 
contained not a few. That document would be 
found to be full of errors. The report from the 
committee was not an attack upon the Secretary, 
but simply a fair examination and exposition of 
the errors to be found in his official report to the 
country. 

The gentleman from Virginia was mistaken in 
saying, that at the last session of Congress, the 
committee had not sat at all; they had had meet- 
ings, and sundry matters had been referred to 
them by order of the House. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, asked whether the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania would have any objec- 
tion that the minority and majority report should 
go out together? The printing of the majority 
report would not be delayed a single hour. The 
minority report would be ready in the course of 
some eight or ten days, and that was as soon and 
sooner than the public printers-would be able to 
set it up. What could the gentleman find to ob- 
ject against such an arrangement? 

Mr. STROHM replied, he did not know that, 
for himself, he had any particular objection—— 

Mr. COBB, (in his seat,) interposing, said he 
hoped it would be done. 

Mr. STROHM (continuing in reply) said, he 
had stated the time that the minority of the com- 
mittee had had to make a counter report, and he 
would leave with the House to decide whether 
they would defer the printing to give the minority 
more time. 

Mr. HUDSON said it seemed to him that the 
motion suggested by the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Coss] was a very singular one—a motion to 
print a document which was not yet prepared. He 
presumed that when the minority of that commit- 
tee should make a report, there would be no dis- 
peace on the part of the House to suppress it; 

ut the idea of ordering a document to be printed 
which was not now in existence, seemed to him 
very extraordinary indeed, and very objectionable. 
When a report was presented, and a motion was 
made to print, it was competent for any gentleman 
to call for its reading, and the reading would enable 
the House to judge whether it was suitable to be 
printed or not. But how could they call upon the 
House to voje on a document which was not yet 
in existence—which would perhaps be written by 
somebody at some future period? The question 
was an entirely different one; the Flouse could not 
judge until the report was presented whether it 
should be printed. 1f the report was presented, 
he certainly would vote to print it, unless there 
was something very objectionable, very much out 
of character, in it, which he did not ‘anticipate from 
this committee, or any committee of the House; 
but he could not vote to print that or any other 
document until such document was prepared. It 
seemed to him, while the gentleman from Georgia 
had shown his usual ingenuity, he had not present- 
ed a case which would bear examination at all. If 
any gentleman on this side of the House should 
move for the printing of a document which was 
not yet prepared, and which perhaps never would 
be, he presumed that gentleman would be among 
the very first to interpose his objection. 

Now, suppose they ordered this report to be 
printed, and printed together with the minority 
report, which might be made at some future pe- 
riod, and suppose the minority should conclude 
not to make a report, what would become of this 
majority report? Why, it was ordered to be 

rinted on a condilion-precedent which might never 
e complied with. 3 

Mr. COBB. You can limit them as to the 
time; require them to make their report within a 
given time. There is no difficulty about that. 

Mr. HUDSON. If it be true that the minority 
have had this report in their hands for two 
weeks—— 

Mr. BEDINGER said the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Stroum] did very. courteously offer 
that report for his examination two weeks ago; but 
it should be remembered that it contained forty 
pages, and that they had been preparing ig all 
winter. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, inquired of 


Mr. Bepinerr if the report had not been in his 


hands and those of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Hat] two weeks? l 

Mr. BEDINGER. About that. 

Mr. HUDSON (resuming) said, if he under- 
stood correctly, there had been a sub-committee 
chosen for this investigation. His friend from 


: Virginia [Mr. Bepincer] was on that sub-com- 


mittee; and if his friend from Pennsylvania had 
had that subject in his hands during the whole 
winter, surely his colleague on the same sub-com- 
mittee had had it in his hands during the same 
length of time; and certainly the gentleman from 
Virginiagad had precisely as long a time to prepare 
a minority report as the gentleman from Pennsylva-~ 
nia had had to prepare the majority report; and, in 
addition, had had two weeks after the document 
had passed out of the hands of the majority of the 
sub-committee. It seemed to him, under all these 
circumstances, to ask a delay of two or three weeks, 
or even ten days more, was a very unreasonable 
request. He would print the majority report; 
when the minority report came in, he would print 
that; and if there were extra numbers printed of 
the one, he would print extra numbers of the 
other. He would deal alike with them. But he 
objected to one being kept back, for the purposes 
perhaps, of preventing its early circulation among 
the members of this House and the people. 

As he presumed the House were prepared to 
vote, he wopld move the previous question; but, 


upon urgent appeal, he waived the motion for the 


resent. 

The SPEAKER stated that the motion to print 
a paper which was not in possession of the House 
was Strictly not a parliamentary motion, and could 
not be received except by general consent; but that 
the object might be accomplished by a motion to 
postpone the printing until the minority report 
came in. 3 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, said he was not 
aware of the existence of the report now under 
consideration, until this debate called. his attention 
to it. Not being a member of the Committee on 
Public Expenditures, he of course could not know 
anything of its intentions. 

pon looking at the report, however, very hast- 
ily, he found it to be one of the most extraordinary 
papers ever presented to this House. He would 
ask to read its commencement: 

“ The Committee on Public Expenditures, having had un- 
der consideration the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
communicating his annual report on the state of the finances 
to Congress, with a view to ascertain whether the statements 
contained in that report are correct, and whether said state- 
ments could not be made in a form less difficult and more 
easily to be comprehended, report,” &c. 

That committee had taken jurisdiction and charge 
of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury; they 
had assumed the duties of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. And why or how had they done so? 
Who had authorized them to take charge of that 
subject? Certainly not the rules of this House; 
nor had it been reterred to that committee by reso- 
lution or order of this body. If such resolution 
exists, let it be produced. He presumed none 
such could be found. He would read the rule of 
the House prescribing the duties and marking the 
proper jurisdiction ot that committee: 

« It shall be the duty of the Committee on Public Expend- 
itures to examine into the state of the several public depart- 
nents, and parucularly into laws making appropriations of 
money, and to report whether the moneys have been dis- 
bursed conformably with such Jaws; and also to report, 
frou time to time, such provisions and arrangements as may 
be necessary to add to the economy of the departments and 
the. accountability of their officers.? 

Now, was there any branch of this report which 
came within the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Public Expenditures, as marked out by this rule? 
He did not complain, nor did any member on his 
side of the House, or of the minority of the com- 
mittee, complain that the committee had thought 
proper to investigate the statements of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. He was willing and desi- 
rous to have that investigation take place. All he 
wanted was, that justice and fairness should be 
observed. Had that course ‘been pursued? He 
would like to know of some member of the com- 
mittee whether the Secretary had been heard. 

Mr. HALL, of Misaouri, (in his seat.) No; no 
notice was given. 

Mr. HOUSTON, (continuing.). He would like 
some gentleman of the majority of the committee 
to state whether the Secretary of the Treasury had 
been notified by any member of the committee that 
such an examination was going on? He did not 
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deny the right of any committee of this body to 
examine and pass upon whatever the House com- 
mitted to its charge; he did not intend to say that 
such committee had to give an officer notice in ad- 
vance of their inyestigation. No such thing. But 
if, in the course of such examination, the commit- 
tee should find, or think it had found, an-error, an 
ifconsistency, or a falsehood, it should communi- 
cate the fact to the officer whose conduct was being 
passed upon, and give him an opportunity to ex- 
plain it. After the explanation, it should decide | 
and report to the House accordingly. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, the floor being yielded, 
in further reply to the question of Mr. RocewELL, 
stated his recollection to be that the report of the 
majority had been in his possession and that of 
the gentleman from Virginia, about two weeks 


from last Monday. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, interposed 
further, to inquire whether the gentleman from 
Virginia was not one of the sub-committee ap- 
pointed by the committee, and whether that was 
not more than two months since? 

Mr. BEDINGER, (in his seat. ) I will answer. 

Mr. HALL. The gentleman from Virginia was 
on the sub-committee. I do not know how long 
since the resolution appointing them was.adopted. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Was it not known to the 
officers of the Treasury Department? 

Mr. HALL did not know; but his impression 
was, that the Secretary of the Treasury knew 
nothing about the matter until ten days ago. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Has he not been informed ? 

Mr. HALL’S impression was, that the Secretary 
of the Treasury had been informed of it within the 
last ten days. He wished to state, further, he did 
not know how long the majority of the sub-com- 
mittee had been engaged in preparing that report as 
the report of the majorityof the committee. He knew 
it was very long, embracing thirty-nine pages, that 
more than half of which was taken up in difficulf, 
intricate calculations. Now, all that the minority 
of the committee desired was, that they might 
have a fulland fair opportunity of examining these 
estimates made by the majority of the sub-com- 
mittee, and if they were incorrect to be permitted 
to show their incorrectness, and put the actual state 
of facts before the country. He, for one, had no 
objection to the publication of this majority report; 
he was anxious it should be published; he was 
anxious, if the Secretary of the Treasury had 
not discharged his duties, that the country should 
know it. On the other hand, if the Secretary of the 
Treasury had been assailed improperly, he wished 
itto be known, and that opportunity should be 
given to expose the errors of the majority of the 
committee. He wished, in one word, that ‘the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth,” 
should go before the country. 

Then what did they propose? They were engaged 
in preparing a minority report; it was not yet com- 
pleted; they believed they could get it ready in ten 
days; if they did not, they were willing that the 
majority report should be printed without it. All 
they wanted was a fair opportunity to examine and 
elicit the whole truth and put it before the country. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Fas not that report been 
in the possession of the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. HALL. It has not. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Had nota copy of it been 
in possession of the officers of the Treasury De- 
partment? 

Mr. HALL referred to Mr. Bepincer for an 
answer. 

Mr. BEDINGER said he thought it very prob- 
able it had; but at the same time not one particle 
of notice had been given to the Secretary of the 
Treasury while they were preparing it. It would 
be very strange if, after the majority of the com- 
mittee. had adopted it, the Secretary should not 
know it. But this report had been sprung upon 
the committee asit had been sprung upon the House 
and the country, and it was impossible to imagine 
that the committee intended or designed anything 
like such action when they appointed the sub- 
committee; if so, it was kept entirely secret from 
the minority. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, inquired 
whether, if this report were printed, it would not 
give every gentleman an opportunity to examine 
it, and answer it, if they saw fit to attempt it? 
Whether the printing of the report would not be 
better for the other side of the House? 

Mr, HALL replied, he thought it would not be 
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better for his side of the House or thecountry that 
this report should be first printed, and an ex parte 
statement hbe spread before the country. That was 
not the way to do justice. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, resumed the floor. 
He had been referring to the extent of the juris- 
’ diction of the Committee on Public Expenditures, 
not for the purpose of conveying the impression 
that he or any other member on his side of the 
House desired the suppression of that report, but 
for the purpose of showing that it was a piece of 
the party machinery of the other side of the House, 
and not intended to elucidate and bring forth the 
facts of the case as they existed. The rule which 
he had read defined the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Public Expenditures; and they saw, that 
according to their own statement, the majority had 
transcended their jurisdiction. The report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury had not been referred 
to them, but they, so eager to create party capi- 
tal, had gone beyond the extent of their powers, 
and grasped after the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and drawn it within the vortex 
of their investigation. Let them go further, and 
see how this had been done. One would ima- 
gine that the object of the report was to bring 
forth facts connected with the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; but, instead of that, the fact 
was admitted that the Secretary had not been ad- 
vised of the investigation ‘at all. If gentlemen 
desired to know the truth, and publish to the world 
whether the Secretary of the Treasury had been 
correct in his statements, why had they not given 
him the opportunity of being heard when they held 
their sessions? hy hold their sessions in secret, 
not only so far as the Secretary of the Treasury— 
whose statements and allegations were under ex- 
amination by them—was concerned, but why hold 
them in secret, as far as their colleagues on the 
committee were concerned? It had been stated 
in this debate, that in preparing this ex parte state- 
ment, which they had endeavored to force upon 
the country involving interests of such magnitude, 
they had not advised a part of the committee, as 
- well as the Secretary, of their proceedings. 

‘Mr. STROHM (the floor being yielded) said he 
was chairman of the sub-committee, and had taken 
particular pains to inform the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia of its meetings, and that he had promised to 
attend, but had taken no notice of it, and never did 
attend, and neither was he present when the whole 
committee were called together. 

Mr. BEDINGER could not suffer this statement 
without notice to go forth to the world, and the 
impression to be made, that he, as one of that sub- 
committee, -had had full notice of what was intend- 
ed, and had refused to attend its meetings. He 
said he knew nothing of the sort. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania had notified him once or twice 
that the committee (he did not say the sub-com- 
mittee) would meet. He had never dreamed of 
this committee appointing a sub-committee to con- 
sider and spring on the House such a report as 
that; and from such a committee as that to which 
he was compelled to say he had been degraded 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. He had 
had no idea of it; and the gentleman knew very 
well that half of the time they had not known in 
what room they were to meet; they had not met 
at first, because they could. not find a room, then 
-because they could not get a quorum, and, finally, 
when hë had despaired of meeting the sub-com- 
mittee, the whole committee were astonished by 
having this bundle of errors and false statements 
hurled upon them. And when they asked ten 
days to set the matter before the country correctly, 
they were told that they had had time to prepare; 
that he (Mr. Beptncer) was one of the sub-com- 
‘mittee appointed to work such wonders. He had 
his doubts whether any member of that commit- 
-tee had pe the report; he thought he saw 
upon it blundering marks which he could find else- 
where. Certainly he could not be charged with 
delinquency, with neglect of his duty in such a 
case as this, when he had gone for days, and not 

. been able to find either the sub-committee or the 
committee. 

Mr. STROHM had no intention to misrepresent 
the gentleman, neither could he submit to be mis- 
represented by him. He proceeded to state more 
mınutely the facts relative to the meetings of the 
committee, and said that it was e e the first 
meeting that the gentleman from Virginia could 
have had any difficulty in ascertaining the place of 


meeting; that he had more than once notified the 
gentleman of the meeting of the sub-committee, 
and he had as often failed to attend; that, after the 
report was made to the committee, the chairman 
notified the gentleman from Virginia, (or at least 
said he did,) who had in like manner failed to 
attend there also; that, after the report was adopt- 
ed, it was given into the hands of the gentleman 
from Missouri, [Mr. Hatt,] and subsequently to 
Mr. BepINGER also, and this something like two 
weeks since. 

As to the authorship of the report, the House 
could judge for itsclf when it was printe As it 
had been called in question, however, he might 
state that no man had written one word or syllable 
of it but himself. He had collected the materials 
at the Treasury Department; he had told the offi- 
cers there that he was about, as one of the sub- 
committee, to examine the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury; that he believed it contained erro- 
neous statements, and some which, upon a close 
examination, would appear on its face. 

He was asked how long since he had first gone 
to the department. He could not say precisely, 
but he believed more than two months since. He 
had to examine the books, &c., and they had given 
him every facility he had asked for. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, proceeded to 
comment on the fact that the gentleman from Penn- 
2 tcl had given no notice to the Secretary of the 

reasury of the purpose of the majority of the 
committee to prepare this report. 

Mr. STROHM said, it had never occurred to 
him that a committee or sub-committee of this 
House was required, as a part of their duty, to 
notify. the Secretary of the Treasury of their in- 
tention to enter upon an examination of a report 
which the Secretary of the Treasury, in the dis- 
charge of his duty, made to this House at the 
commencement of the session.. It would be recol- 
lected, however, that some timeafter the Secretary’s 
report had been before the country, a communica- 
tion was received from him apprising the House 
that an error had been discovered to the amount of 
nearly seven millions of dollars. Now, he would 
ask the gentlemen opposite if that was not enough 
to call to that report the attention of not only the 
Committee on Public Expenditures, but of every 
member? of the House? It did arrest the attention 
of the members of the House, and a gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hupson] made a speech 
upon it in pointing out other errors. The gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. RockwE. ] also made 
a speech upon it, and the gentlemen opposite, the 
particular and political friends of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, promised to reply to those speeches; 
but weeks and months had passed away, and no 
reply had yet been made. Now, were not the 
speeches of those gentlemen notifications to the 
Secretary of the Treasury that his report was un- 
dergoing an examination? It was a subject that, 
it would be admitted, ought to be inquired into; 
and it seemed to him that the gentleman had no 
right to complain that ample notice had not been 
given. Why, notice was given: for he went him- 
self to the department to mak? inquiries to aid him 
in the investigation which he was making, and he 
never concealed his object. | 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, said that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srroum] had con- 
fessed, in the face of the House and of the country, 
that he had given the Secretary of the Treasury no 
opportunity to explain what the majority thought 
to be discrepancies or errors. Then it must have 
been his intention to obtain what he might call 
facts in his own way, and through his own medi- 
um. Noone would deny but that statements, and 
especially those which naturally and necessarily 

ertain to a report from the Secretary of the 

reasury, are difficult of a proper understanding, 
and particularly by those unacquainted with such 
calculations and reports. Different men put dif- 
ferent constructions upon the same sentence, un- 
derstanding it to mean different things. He had 
no doubt such was true in regard to the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury; yet, upon those 
very points of doubt and misunderstanding on the 
part of the committee, they have refused an ex- 
planation from the author of the report; a man 
whose political reputation, if not his private char- 
acter, was involved. He could see neither fair- 
ness, justice, nor propriety in this; nor would any 
fair-thinking man, free from party bias, approve 
the course of the committee. 
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He asked gentlemen if they were willing to pub- 
lish that which would injuriously affect the char- 
acter of an officer or a citizen, without knowing 
whether it is truae—without giving the individual, 
thus to be injured, an opportunity to. explain. 

If gentlemen desired nothing but fairness, why 
did they desire to send forth an ex parte statement? 
Why not agree to let the minority report be print- 
ed, and form a part of the same document with 
the majority report? If they believed in their own 
report, they would not fear it—they would prefer 
that the views of the minority should go with 
theirs, side by side, giving to the country a fair | 
opportunity to examine and determine upon their 
respective merits or demerits. Such were his no- 
tions of justice and Jiberality. 

It was not his purpose to defend the present 
head of the Treasury Department because a Dem- 
ocratic administration was in power. No such 
thing. He would defend upon the same grounds 
and under like circumstances any public function- 
ary or any administration. If truth be the object, 
let us have it; and to obtain it, let us adopt those 
means best calculated to bring it forth. He ap- 

ealed to gentlemen’s sense of propriety and right. 

e appealed to their love of justice and truth, and 
asked whether the course pursued by the commit- 
tee was open, frank, or manly? If the report was 
a development of facts, and an exposure of error, 
why not let the minority send their views with it? 
fle wanted this report published, and would regret 
its suppression. ‘The minority desire it made 
public; they believe it abounds with mistakes and 
errors. _All they ask is an opportunity to exhibit 
those errors. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, wished to 
ask the gentleman from Alabama if he intended 
to be understood as saying that it was the duty of 
a committee of this House to go to officers of this 
Government or to other functionaries to get from 
them a report to sustain a report which such officers 
i Sh have made to Congress? 

r. HOUSTON. Not at all. - 

Some interlocutory conversation followed, when 
the debate was arrested by the expiration of the 
morning hour. 


CLERKS IN THE DEPARTMENTS. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House pro- 
ceeded to consider the special order, viz: the bill 
regulating the appointment of clerks in the execu- 
tive departments, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON movéd to amend 
the bill by inserting two new sections, to come in 
after section 1, providing for the apportionment of 
the offices according to representation, and the ar- 
rangement of the officers in four classes, one class 
to be discharged every two years. 

Mr. J. expressed high gratification on finding 
his distinguished friend from North Carolina [Mr. 
McKay] standing up in that House, and reporting 
a bill of the character of that which had now been 
read. Mr. J: entirely approved of the first sec- 
tion, and wished that his amendment should im- 
mediately follow. 

It would be objected by some gentlemen that 
the amendment proceeded on the principle of the 
offices of Government being considered as spoils, 
to be equally divided. One thing was clear, that 
the offices were essential to the carrying on of the 
Government, and that for discharging the duties 
of these the clerks received an emolument. Now, 
if so, he could not see why a fair proportion of 
these clerks should not be taken from the various 
sections of the Union, and not all from one favored 
locality, subjected to a particular influence. Such 
an arrangement could not justly be charged with 
being founded on the spoils principle. If all the 
public offices should be divided among the several 
Congressional districts throughout the country, 
they would average some ten or twelve to each 
district; and all men knew that in each district 
there were far more than that number more than 
competent to discharge the duties of all the offices. 
If the possession of office was considered as con- 
ferring any honor on those who held it, and if it 
was productive of any profit to the occupant, why 
not let these honors and profits be equally shared 
among all the districts in the country? How had 
the fact stood? Some particular portions of the 
Union had enjoyed a very large portion of all the 
appointments to clerkships under the Government 
—so much so, that it had with truth been said that 
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some particular States had for some time been pen- 
sioned by the General Government. This had, 


- gome time since, been especially true of Maryland 


and Virginia, while Ohio and the ‘other States of 
the West had scarce a man in any of the depart- 
ments here. 

If efficient and able men were required to dis- 
charge the duties required, why not seek them in 
the Congressional districts generally, instead of 
looking for them all from one or two States only ? 
Why this partiality to one favored section of 
country? 

The principle of the amendment was clearly 
oA in itself. Adopt it, and what would be the 
effect? How would it operate? If the people of 
the West came to understand that a bill had be- 
come a law which required a distribution of Gov- 
ernment offices throughout all the Congressional 
districts, according to a fair proportion, and that 
they were to have their share with the rest of the 
Uniowr, would not their ambition be awakened, and 
would they not take pains to educate and qualif 
their boys, so as to fie them for such a duty? It 
would ie immense good. They would find that 
their sons stood a chance, at least, to be placed in 
public office; and even if that hope should be dis- 
appointed, the effort to prepare himself would have 
done a young man no harm. Though he failed to 
get an office at Washington, he might, perhaps, 
obtain as good a situation elsewhere. 

It was objected by some gentlemen, that Con- 
gress could not control the Executive in his power 
to make appointments; that they could not require 
him to make an appointment from a particular 
Congressional district—he must have the whole 
Union to choose from. But did not gentlemen 
remember that in the ten-regiment bill the Presi- 
dent was required, in the appoinment of colonels, 
to take them only from among the majors?, Now, 
if it was competent for Congress to restrain the 
power of appointment, by restricting it to a par- 
ticular class of individuals, why not to a particular 
Congressional district? Congress could as well 
require the one condition as the other. 

Mr. J. would imbody one idea still further, 
would he not subject himself to the old charge of 
ultra Democracy; yet he did believe he was a little 
better Democrat than many who, when before the 
people, professed to believe them all that was hon- 
est-and upright; but when they arrived at head- 


quarters, seemed quite to forget their constituents, 


and could sneer at the very idea that the people 


Mr. J. had been going further to insist, that in 

: making these appointments, there should always 

| bea fair proportion of Whigs as well as Democrats 
among them. 

He would inquire who it was that now ruled 
this Government? and who was it that supported 
the Government? Was it the farmers and the me- 
chanics of the country who had the rule? Was it 

the laboring, the producing class of our popula- 
tion? Was it the farmers, who alone amounted 
| to between four and five millions? What interest 
‘was felt in them? What proportion had they in 
ithe representation on that floor? and what in the 
public offices? Who was it, he again asked, who 
‘ruled this country? Let any gentlemen go to our 
State Legislatures and inquire into the professions 
of the members who composed them, and he would 
find that the legislators were confined almost en- 
tirely to the lawyers. Now, Mr. J. said this in no 
invidious spirit: he entertained no ill-will against 
Jawyers: he wished he was himself a good one; 
but it was a fact that nearly all the members in 
our State Legislatures were lawyers; it was they 
who had the control of this Government. Now, 
‘nan was but man, and could any one who under- 
stood man attempt to argue that men would not be 
‘nfluenced in legislation by a view to subserve to 
some extent their own interest? 
ı Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, here inter- 
posed to say, that in the Legislature of his State, 
| large proportion of the members were farmers. 
| Mr. JOHNSON said he was glad to hear such a 
lavorable account of things in the Commonwealth 
f Pennsylvania. Ifa majority of her Legislature 


| were always honest. 


consisted of farmers, the body was so much the 
more likely to be sound and healthy. But taking 
the State Legislatures together, he did not believe 
the farmers were one toa thousand; and if the rep- 
resentation of the lawyers of the country was com- 
pared with the representation of the farmers, he 
should not be surprised if it turned out to be almost 
a million to one. At the last Congress he had fur- 
nished himself with statistical tables which showed 
this difference. Mr. J. was understood to say, 
that he did not believe there were twenty laboring 
men in all our Legislatures put together; the resi- 
due were almost all lawyers. Mr. J. was stating 
facts as they existed. And such being the fact, what 
was the natural result? What could any man rea- 
sonably expect? Would any one attempt to con- 
vince him that the legislation of the country would 
not be warped to some degree—he did not say de- 
signedly, but where all were perfectly honest in 
their intentions—so as to suit their own interests? 

Mr. HUNT asked Mr. J. what he meant by a 
« laboring man ?” 

Mr. JOHNSON said, as the word was used in 
common parlance, (it was true, that, in some sense, 
a lawyer might be a laboring man;) it signified a 
man who performed physical labor—a farmer or a 
mechanic; men who earned their bread by the sweat 
of their face, and not by fatiguing their ingenuity. 

Mr. HUNT. Did the gentleman confine the 
term to them? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Not at all; but he mentioned 
mechanics and farmers, because they constituted 
the basis of society, on which all the rest must 
stand. Mr. J. had no objection to any man be- 
cause he was a lawyer; but he stated the fact when 
he said that lawyers ruled this Government, and 
that they constituted the aristocracy in this coun- 
try. It grew, in part, out of their reading and early 
habits of thought. The young man who entered 
a lawyer’s office was set to reading Blackstone and 
Kent’s Commentaries; he came soon, and, in the 
first place, to understand the form of the British 
Government much better than he did our own; and 
he came to believe it to be the best in the world. 
He learned this before he understood the Constitu- 
tion of his own country. Young men who passed 
through an academic course and a regular collegi- 
ate education, and then went to reading English 
law books, might, indeed, talk about Democracy, 
but it was all mere theory; it was talk, and talk 
only. They had no sympathy with the man in 
the workshop or the field. [Here Mr. J., address- 
ing the other side of the House, turned quite round, 
and became inaudible to the reporter. | 

Mr. HUNT called Mr. J. to order for irrele- 
vancy—he was not speaking to the bill. 

The CHAIR observed he was not able to per- 
ceive the connection of the gentleman’s last remarks 
with the subject before the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON said it was very hard sometimes 
to see what was not to be seen. He supposed the 
FE A point of order was a mere quibble. 

en who found themselves in a tight place were 
very apt to raise questions of order. r. J. did 
not profess to know much about special pleading. 

Mr. HUNT made a reply, but in the confusion 
of the House it was not distinctly heard. 

Mr. JOHNSON said he had been going on to 
speak of things as they ought to be, and-of such a 
state of things as his amendment was calculated 
to bring about, and his remarks were relevant. 
His amendment proposed that a fair preparer of 
the public offices should be distributed to each dis- 
trict, and a fair proportion of the clerks appointed 
should be taken from the class of farmers and 
mechanics. Now, if it was not in order, while ad- 
vocating such an amendment to show that these 
classes had had great injustice done to them, the 
discovery must be made by a mind much brighter 
than ordinary. 

But here Mr. J. wanted to read a letter. There 
had been many attempts made to flatter him by 
letters and otherwise; and he had had to set his 
face against them; but this letter had not been writ- 
ten by a lawyer. When he received flattery from 
a man who subscribed himself as did the writer of 
this letter; when it came from men who wielded 


the scissors or the plough, he confessed that even 
flattery from such men was most dear to him; and 
this was the more especially so, as coming from a 
part of the country which he had, expected to be 
opposed to him. The letter he would send to the 
a ’*s table came from a farmer of the old Bay 

tate. 

It was read as follows: 


BROMFIELD Farm, 
Harvard, Worcester Co., Mass., April 19, 1848. 

ReEsPecTeD Sir: Receive a farmer’s thanks for your 
prompt attention to the request I took the liberty of address- 
ing to you through Mr. Palfrey. Ihave read your resolutions, 
sir, with very great satisfaction. As one of the farmers of 
Worcester county, although approving highly of the justice of 
the high-toned republican principle which breathes through 
them all, yet in the name of my fellows of the plough and 
sickle, do I express my gratitude for “the due regard that 
should be had to the farmers and mechanics of our country,?? 
as expressed in your last resolve but one. I shake your 
hand heartily for these resolutions, and accept the * compli- 
ments” you did me the honor personally to offer to myself. 
« Ayes 87 to 32”? for laying on the table! Do these 87 reflect 
fora moment that were it net for the producerand mechanic 
they would themselves be laid, not indeed on or under the 
table, but on or under the sod, with or without a coffin? Do 
the 87 know, sir, or knowing do they heed, that the body for 
which you act is the decided majority of their constituents ? 
Do they theorize only, or do they feel, when speaking of 
the sovereignty of the people, that of this mass every culti- 
vator of God’s beautiful earth is a king—ay, ‘‘ every inch a 
king??? Do they not consider that our minds, in the free 
country, are not reflected by the venal, servile party presses 
of our cities, those imposthumes on our hody politic? No, sir; 
we ploughmen of Massachusetts, as well as your cotton plant- 
ers of Tennessee—we of the interior—feel that these 87 mis- 
representus. ‘They despise the God-ordained “ sweat,” and 
turn away their aristocratic noses from our barn odors, and 
hands redolent of tobacco! They forget we can read, surely; 
that we, their sovereign, gave them a chart to steer by—a 
CoNSsTITUTION: a polar star, too, to direct their compass by— 
Liserty! ‘They forget that their President we look upon 
merely as our head-waiter, to whose office we give the most 
money, hecause we expect the most intelligent work from 
our chief servant! Ah, sir, revolutions need not be confined 
to France, nor to sunny Italy. You need one, many of us 
think who see Bunker His] monument, here. Yes, we cis- 
Atlantic paper freemen need one. The thrice-broken Con- 
stitution, by our chief servant, has more matter in it than 
threepence a pound on tea for revolution. 

Excuse a plain tarmer, respected Mr. Johnson ; but let the 
87 beware of trampling down in the dust the spirit of * lib- 
erty, equality, and fraternity,” which we drink in at our 
ploughs, fresh from the air of God’s heaven, whether we 
drive the ox, or, as you, the horse, in our teams. 

Again we shake your hand, friend of the farmer; and un- 
like Virgil’s “ fortunatos agricolas,” we know our own good, 
and are happy to find (as we are without, it appears, in 
Massachusetts) a Mæcenas from the State of the Cumber- 
land Mountains. 

Honored sir, should you move again in this matter, will 
you do me the favor to remember your new friend of Mas- 
sachusetts, and send him, as a citizen of the United States, 
your speech or other effort on such occasion ? 

With affectionate respect, I am, sir, a Hurvard farmer, 
and your obedient servant, 

HENRY BROMFIELD PEARSON. 

Hon. A. JOHNSON. 


That (said Mr. J.) was one of not a few letters 
he had received on this subject. He had intro- 
duced the principles on which his present amend- 
ment was founded at the last Congress, and again 
at the present session. He had received, in con- 
sequence, many letters from that class of the 
community, and others connected with it more or 
less nearly. To receive flattery from such men, 
encouraged him to press forward, and with untirin 
zeal to urge upon Congress the adoption of al 
suitable measures to advance their interests. 

It was from the labor of these men that all we 


poseresed was derived; and so ote as he had 
reath to speak, and continued to be honored with 


a seat on that floor, he should continue to act as 
their humble advocate. He was aware, that asa 
class of men, they might not understand or appre- 
ciate fine-spun theories; but when it came to action 
on the great principles of Democracy, they did 
understand them well, and they would act rightly. 
Though Mr.J.’s gay te had again and again been 
given the go-by, yet he should proceed on the 
maxim of a great man, who has said, ‘‘ Reiterate— 
reiterate—reiterate!’’ and as long as he should be 
able to lisp these principles of Democratic action, 
so long should he be found reiterating and reiter- 
ating them here. Ne 

There was one other ting that ought to be in 
this bill. If the amendment he had offered should 
be adopted, he was convinced it would do good. 
It incorporated into this bill for the appointment 
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ef Government clerks, the principle of succession 
which the Constitution applied to the Senate. 
There, one-third of the members went out every 
two years, and in their places a supply of pure, 
uncontaminated representation, fresh from the peo- 
ple, came in. The enervating, corrupting influ- 
ence which usually resulted from the long tenure 
of office, would thus be counteracted by bringing 
in, from time to time, a mass of pure and healthy 
material. The amendment adopted and imbodied 
this principle in the bill. It proposed to divide the 
appointments into four classes, one class to go out 
every four years. 

What was the state of things here in Washing- 
ton, in regard to the offices under the Govern- 
ment? Who did not know that the office-holders 
held on like grim death until they became imbecile 
from age, and incompetent to the right discharge of 
their official duties. Had this principle of succes- 
sion been put in operation, there would not now 
be found so many imbeciles in our public offices. 
There were men who had lived here so long that 
they thought they could not liveelsewhere. Hence, 
whenever a change of Administration took place, 
_ the incomers were besieged with prayers and tears 
by the occupants or their friends: “Oh, for God’s 
sake, don’t turn.out Mr. A.; he can’t do anything 
else; do keep him in.’’ Had there been a law 
providing that one-fourth of those in office should 

o out and make room for others, this would not 

appen. Such a law would work great good. 
There were men here who had gotten their places 
by serving one of the political parties of the day. 
When that party went out of power, and their op- 
ponents came in, straightway these men changed 
their politics. When it was a Whig administra- 
tion, oh, then they were very good Whigs, and, 
what was more, always had been. Again, when the 
Democrats came in, then they were just as good 
Democrats. They were all things to all men, but 
always for their offices. But if a man came here 
with the understanding that he was to remain but 
four years, what would he do? Why, if he had 
common sense, he would begin and calculate how 
much he could live on; and knowing it would con- 
tinue but a little while, he would practise economy, 
and adopt a course of frugal hving. He would 
try and take back with him to his home enough 
to buy him a little farm, and thus secure a home 
for himself and his children. But how was it now? 
Expecting to remain here, office-holders Jaunched 
out into all manner of extravagance, lived to the 
extent of their salaries, and often beyond them. 
Hence, when there was a change of parties, noth- 
ing was heard but tears and groans—‘‘ Oh, sir, for 
God’s sake, don’t turn him out; he has got no 
money; what is he to do?”’ And thus it got to be 
a matter of hymanity to retain those who were 
unfit to fulfill the duties of office. Should not such 
a change as Mr. J. proposed be desired by all? 
Let us bring in new, fresh, uncontaminated mate- 
rial at one end of the line, while a like amount was 
dropped at the other. Such a system of office 
tenure must surely be wished for by all who 
desired political purity in our public offices. 

Mr. J. said he had prepared, also, another 
amendment, which he should offer in due time, 
unless he should be cut off by. the previous ques- 
tion. It was in these words: 

Be it further enacted, That from and after the passage of 
this act, all persons appointed to office, and who may have 
served eight consecutive years in any one or all of the depart- 
ments of this Government, shall be deemed and beld ineligi- 
ble to reappointment for the next four years ensuing. 

And then he purposed moving a third, as fol- 
lows: | 

Be it enacted, That the salaries of all officers, civil and 

military, holding offices under this Government, where the 
salary is over one thousand dollars, and no constitutional 
prohibition, from and after the first Monday in December, 
1848, shail he reduced one-fifth upon the whole amount of 
said salary, provided it does not reduce the salary below one 
thousand dollars, and then down to that sum. 
. Was not a provision like this in conformity with 
the object of this bill? Talk of retrenchment! 
Let gentlemen test their faith by their works. Let 
them not go into the approaching Presidential elec- 
tion and talk from the stump about retrenchment 
and retrenchment, when they used no efforts to 
effect retrenchment. We had had loud cries of 
that kind in previous canvasses; but where was 
now the effect of all that talk? Could any man 
show him where was to be found? 

We were now with an empty treasury; the 
Government was borrowing money; the country 
was bleeding at every pore. Let gentlemen com- 
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mence this work of retrenchment with themselves. 
This bill was in its character a bill for reformation, 
and, if carried out, it would have glorious results. 
Mr. J. was in favor of prohibiting the removal of 
office-holders unless for bad conduct, but it should 
be united with his limitation of the term of office. 
With that restriction, he was prepared to support 
that feature of the original bill. 

Some gentlemen might say that Mr. J. had in- 
troduced this amendment with a view to dema- 
goging it; but the amendment was founded on a 
principle obviously correct. So far as Buncombe 
was concerned, he had not been as hard pressed 
as some gentlemen whom he saw around him. He 
had no doubt about his course meeting with the 
acceptance of his constituents. It was not because 
he was bankrupt in political capital that he pre- 
sented this amendment, but because he was satis- 
fied it was right in itself, and likely to effect great 
good, in advancing the interest of common men, 
which should ever be paramount in the view of 
the people’s representatives. ` 

He concluded by expressing his hope that the 
House would indulge him with the yeasand nays. 

Mr. HAMMONS observing, as was understood, 
that he was in favor of the general features'of the 
bill, proceeded particularly to notice the declara- 
tions of Mr. Jounson with reference to the influ- 
ence of lawyers. 

When the gentleman from Tennessee said the 
whole country—both the General and State Gov- 
ernments—were under the dominion of lawyers, 
belonging to that class, he felt bound to deny it. 
So far as the State of Maine was concerned, such 
was not the fact; he did not know how it was in 


Tennessee. But he thought if the gentleman would | 


extend his researches into the other New England 
States, and most, if not all, the other States west 
and south, he would find it to be so. 

Mr. JOHNSON explained that his declaration 
was, that the number of lawyers in the State Le- 
gislatures and in Congress was greater in propor- 
tion to the number of lawyers who were to be 
represented than the number of farmers and labor- 
ers in proportion to the number of their classes 
throughout the country, by one hundred to one. 

Mr. HAMMONS understood the gentleman per- 
fectly. He assumed that the lawyers and their 
influence controlled the legislation of the country. 
It was all assumption, so far as his (Mr. H.’s) 
section of the country was concerned. This prac- 
tice of attacking lawyers had long been understood 
in Maine. It had been the theme of every dema- 
gogue who had taken the stump there for party or 
selfish purposes; and when the gentleman rose 
here and made a regular premeditated attack on 
the lawyers of this country as a class, he assured 
him that the people of Maine would understand 
his position, if the people of Tennessee did not. 
So sensible had the gentleman been of the position 
in which he was placing himself, that he had pro- 
tested that he was not playing the demagogue! If 
he had not been playing the demagogue, why 
make the protest? The gentleman styled the law- 
yers the aristocracy of this country. He (Mr. H.) 
gloried in such an aristocracy as that! Of the 
sieners of the Declaration of Independence, some- 
thing like four-fifths were lawyers. Of our Presi- 
dents, all, he believed, excepting Washington and 
Harrison, had been lawyers—even Andrew Jack- 
son himself. If the gentleman from Tennessee 
chose to term such men the aristocracy, he (Mr. 
H.) gloried in such an aristocracy. Perhaps, 
however, the reason for the peculiar aversion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee to lawyers was, that 
he might have had a lawyer for his opponent du- 
ring his last canvass, and might expect another for 
the next; and although he had disclaimed all idea 
of speaking for Buncombe, it might poasibly be that 
he might conclude to circulate this speech from 
here instead of delivering it from the stump. 

He also noticed and commented with some se- 
verity upon the second proposition of Mr. Joun- 
son, to reduce by one-fifth the salaries of clerks 
who now received but two or three dollars a day 
for six or seven hours’ work, when he himself was 
very willing to take his eight dollars per day as 
member of Congress, and eight dollars for every 
twenty miles travel—amounting to something like 
one thousand dollars from Tennessee here—and 
say nothing about reducing this; but Mr. Jounson 
explaining that his proposed reduction extended 
also to members of Congress, he accepted the cor- 
rection, and further proceeded to vindicate the law- 


yers as a class, and discounténance the drawing of _ 


invidious distinctions between them and tailors, 
carpenters, farmers, &c. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, interposed, 
and said he hoped there would be no further alter- 
cation between the two gentlemen, because one was 
a lawyer and the other a tailor. They were both 
engaged in making suits. [Roars of laughter.] 
Why should not they live in peace as brothers? 

Mr. HAMMONS having concluded— 

Mr. CUMMINS said he thought, if they were 
to legislate on this subject, the first proposition of 
the gentleman from Tennessee was equitable and 
proper to be adopted. It was simply saying that 
each district of the United States, embracing the 
Territories, should have the right, if they desired, 
to place in the several departments their due pro- 
portion of the public servants. At present, the 
States located near the seat of Government got a 
proportion of clerks far beyond what their com- 
parative population would entitle them to, and 
when individuals from remote States made appli- 
cation, they were told the offices were filled; and 
after a clerkship was. once filled, if a vacancy oc- 
curred by death or removal, those who lived here 
watched the vibrating pulse of the sick man, and 
before the breath was fairly out of him, applica- 
tions by dozens, and hundreds, were made for his 
place; or they knew of his removal, and some of 
them were likely to secure the place before persons 
from a distance could know anything of it; and 
thus those who lived beyond the mountains, or in 
remote States, could not get appointments, for the 
reason that the places were filled. 

The same principle as was contained in this 
amendment was applicable to the appointment of 
cadets and midshipmen in the naval schools, and 
would be equitable and just in reference to the ap- 
pointment of clerks in the public departments. 
Under it, each section, if they desired, could have 
some of their young men in the public offices, 
with whom they could intrust their business and 
know their man. It would also have a salutary 
effect as a check, to some extent, upon the clean -` 
sweeps of officers which were too common on the 
overthrow of one administration and the coming 
Into power of one oppone to it. He would not 
make the provision obligatory, but would provide, 
that in case of vacancies in the public offices arising, 
if applications were made from districts which had 
not their complement according to population, they 
should have the preference. For these reasons, 
he favored the principle of the amendment, though 
he might prefer other words to be used in express- 
ing it. 


| 


He called the attention of Mr. McKay to one | 


provision of the bill, and thought the principle of 


availing the departments of the benefit of the clerks’ | 
experience should be carried still further, by trans- ; 


ferring, in case of vacahcy arising in the lower 
grades in the Comptroller’s office, persons from 
the Auditor’s office, instead of making new appoint- 
ments. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved an amend- 
ment to Mr. Jounson’s amendment, to add at the 
end the following : l 

Said appointments to be made by the heads of the de- 
partments, upon the nomination} of the member of Congress 
of the Congressional district at the time the vacancy takes 
place therein. 

He said the Constitution authorized Congress to 
vest the appointment in the heads of departments, 


and the appointment by them upon the recom- , 
mendations of members of Congress for their 


respective districts was the course pursued with 
reference to West Point. 

Mr: STANTON saw little necessity far any 
portion of this bill, and a little, if any what- 
ever, for the amendment of hi 


control the appointments made by the President; 


and if they had it in their power, they ought not to‘ 


do it, at least by the complex machinery of this 

bill. He objected to these boards of examination, 

because they would have a tendency to remove | 
from the Executive officers that responsibility | 
which was placed upon them. He could not see: 
the necessity for the establishment of such a sys- 
tem as this, because he did not know that the 
public service was suffering in any degree from the: 
want of such machinery as was proposed. It was. 
now very common,{with his colleague especially, to| 
denounce the public clerks for failure to discharge 

their duties. . 


to h~-e “ee 


s colleague. He | 
doubted the constitutional power of Congresa to 


1848. 


"Mr. JOHNSON thought his colleague was mis- 


taken. 

Mr. STANTON said his colleague knew, of 
course, what he had said; but he certainly had 
heard him make long speeches in which the clerks 
had figured very largely. ' 

Mr. JOHNSON explained, that some time since 
he had made a speech on the subject of clerks gen- 
erally, and had said something about some of them; 
but as to denouncing the clerks in the general, 
broad sense, he had not, nor did his speech as re- 
ported represent him so. He had spoken of some 
of them, but had not denounced them as a class, 
without limit or qualification, for failure to dis- 
charge their duty. 

Mr. STANTON was very glad to hear the ex- 
planation of his colleague. But he was sure that 
the gentleman had considered that there was great 
remissness on the part of many of the clerks, if 
not all; that they did not work a great many hours 
during the day, and that they ought to be made to 
perform service for a longer time. Now, he knew 
from intercourse with the departments, that when- 
ever it was necessary, the clerks were required 
to work seven, cight, and sometimes ten and 
twelve hours during the day; and he believed all 
that was necessary would be attained by holding 
the heads of the Executive departments, and the 
President himself, to the responsibility to which 
they were always held—he meant, to public opin- 
ion; for he was most sure, that if any single indi- 
vidual, in any single department, should be found 
indolent, or fail to perform his duties, the repre- 
sentation of the fact to the head of the department, 
or the President, would secure his dismissal at 
once. 

Theamendment of his colleague seemed to be 
based upon the idea that these appointments were 
for the benefit of the individuals appointed—to af- 
ford them a support. This was not his idea. He 
thought these places were created for the public 
` - service, for the public good, and that the public 

ood was the only thing that ought to be consulted. 
t was not whether this or that man should be 
rovided with a living, but whether he was capa- 
le of performing the public service of the situation 
to which heaspired. He thought this clearly the 
proper view, and that it plainly showed the im- 
propriety of his colleague’s proposition, that, at a 
particular period, a man who had become accus- 
tomed to do the duties of a particular office should 
be turned out, and an inexperienced person put in. 
He was opposed to that system; he believed it to 
be wrong, and injurious to the best interests of the 


country. 

_Mr. JOHNSON asked if he was to understand 
his colleague to be opposed to giving a fair propor- 
tion of those offices to the citizens of his Congres- 
sional district? , 

Mr. STANTON replied, that he certainly would 
be glad that every man in his district who desired 

_ an office should have one, and whenever he came 
to him and was qualified, he would always recom- 
mend them to the President, who was the appoint- 
ing power. But they had no right, under the Con- 
stitution, to control the President in these matters. 
The Constitution said: 

“The President shall nominate, and, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint ambassadors, 
other public ministers and consuls, judges of the Supreme 
Court, and all other officers of the United States whose ap- 
pointinents are not herein otherwise provided for, and which 

| should be established by taw. Butthe Congress may, by law, 

. Vest the appointment of such inferior officers as they think 

| proper, in the President alone, in the courts of law, or in 
the heads of departments.’ 


Congress could not control this discretion given 
by the Constitution itself; they could not circum- 
scribe the discretion of the President in making 
these appointments. They could not say he 

| should appoint a man from a particular district. 
If he had the disposition to do so, he might appoint 
them all from the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JOHNSON desired to ask his colleague 
where Congress derived the power, in the ten-regi- 
ment bill, to confine the President in appointing 

| colonels and majors of the army, and midshipmen? 
and also, to provide that cadets should be distribu- 
ted among all the Congressional districts, which 
‘involved the same principle? 
| Mr. STANTON apprehended, if the subject 
‘were examined properly, such a provision would 
be found to be invalid; if they were officers within 
the meaning of this section of the Constitution, it 
was altogether invalid, and the proper tribunal 
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would so determine. The President might respect 
the will of Congress thus expressed, but would 
not constitutionally be bound by it. 

Mr. NICOLL replied to the constitutional ob- 
jections of Mr. Stanron. Without referring to 
officers appointed by the President, it was suffi- 
cient for him to say that these officers were ap- 
pointed only by the heads of departments; now, 
the gentleman from Tennessee knew that Congress 
was authorized to vest the appointment of certain 
officers with heads of departments, and he sub- 
mitted with some confidence, whether, in vesting 
in them these appointments, they could not pre- 
scribe certain limitations? If so, the whole con- 
stitutional objection was done away with. 

Mr. STANTON inquired if it would be compe- 
tent for the Congress of the United States to pro- 
vide that in every district of the United States 
there should be elections for officers, and that ap- 
pointments should be made of them by the heads 
of departments? 

Mr. NICOLL replied that that was a very dif- 
ferent question. He merely contended, that as 
Congress had the power under the Constitution to 
vest certain appointments in the heads of depart- 
ments, they had the right to say under what lim- 
itations and restrictions that power should be 
exercised. If so, all constitutional objection fell 
to the ground. 

Probably no bill had come up for a long period 
in so unobtrusive a manner, which, if carried out, 
would be productive of as much benefit to the 
public service. He agreed with the gentleman 
from Tennessee, (Mr. Sranton,] that these offices 
were for securing the performance of the public 
service, not for the benefit of political partisans; 
therefore, it behooved them, by every means in 
their power, to give efficiency to this branch of the 
public service. Now, when they recollected that 
there were more than 500 offices within the gift 
of the Government in this city—(a gentleman near 
him stated there were about 800; it might be so)— 
any one could see at a glance that it would be im- 
possible for the President and heads of depart- 
ments—the Secretary of the Treasury, with his 
300 clerks in his department—with all the multitu- 
dinous cares of office upon them, to make their 
appointments in all cases such as would best pro- 
mote the public service; and when they recollected 
the mighty press that always had been and always 
would be made upon the Executive asa reward 
for political services; when they recollected the 
numerous applications for aid made to gentlemen 
on this side of the House, and, in the course of 
events, gentlemen on the other side might be called 
to undergo the same applications; when they rec- 
ollected this, he should think that every one would 
gladly avail himself of the means of escaping from 
this great labor. This bill provided that all can- 
didates for appointments in the bureaus should be 
examined by a competent board to examine their 
fitness. From the statement of this proposition, 
it was difficult to see how anybody could object to 
it, if the board should be properly constituted, and 
he had no doubt it would he, of so important a 
character would be its duties. The bill went one 
step further, and said that merit should be tie test 
of office. Now, carry out these two principles, 
and we had a system which would materially im- 
prove the state of the departments. No doubt 
there were now a great many efficient clerks, but 
all gentlemen would admit, that in many instances 
there were inefficient men in the departments. 
They proposed by this bill to establish a system 
now and hereafter of regulating appointments, 
which would relieve the Government from great 
embarrassments, and heads of departments and 
members of Congress from the press of applicants 
on account of political services, and secure appoint- 
ments upon merit. 

Mr. POLLOCK glanced at the constitutional 
question, and considered that they were clearly 
authorized to make the proposed limitations upon 
the appointments. He vindicated the bill as de- 
signed to do away with the revolting system of 
“to the victors belong the spoils,” and to make 
the test of appointment honesty and capability. 
Here were some 800 individuals employed in the 
various departments at the seat of Government, 
constantly receiving pay from the treasury; and 
unless he was greatly misinformed by those who 
knew, one-fourth or one-third of them were utterly 
incompetent for their duties, and had been placed 
there because they were zealous partisans. 
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He recited and defended the provisions of the 
bill, and opposed the amendment of Mr. Jounson. 
He considered the appointment of a young man of 
talent to an office in this city, as a death-blow to 
his future prospects. It required more integrity, 
more sterling principle, to resist the temptations of 
this city, than they often found in young men who 
were applicants for office, and by remaining in 
office for a while, he argued that they were entirely 
unfitted for any independent business. He cared 
not for any limitations as to the localities from 
which the officers were selected, provided they 
a capable, and faithful, as this bill re- 

uired. | 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, concurred in the 
general views of gentlemen who had advocated the 
bill. He did not doubt but the public offices in 
this city were in many instances filled by incom- 
petent persons, and he believed that some such 
provision as was proposed by this Lill should be ` 
established by law. The constitutional objection 
of the gentleman from Tennessee did not in his 
Opinion apply to this case. 

He proceeded to condemn the amendment of 
Mr. Jonnson, as based upon the spoils principle, 
calculated to make the scramble more general, as 
directly inviting thereto every Congressional dis- 
trict in the Union, and as entirely inconsistent with 
the principles of the bill, which made merit, to he 
ascertained by the thorough examination ofa board, 
the test, while the requisite qualification under the 
amendment would be geographical location. 

Mr. JOHNSON explained and urged the com- 
patibility of his amendment with the bill, and that 
if it were adopted, its only effect would be to re- 
quire the test to be applied’ to applicants from par- 
ticular sections. 

Mr. HOUSTON was aware there was such a 
distinction to be made; but how did the gentleman 
reconcile it with the qualification test? If they were 
to be taken from the several districts under all cir- 
cumstances, the qualification test could not be 
applied. 

Mr. JOHNSON replied, that if, on examination 
an individual who came from a district was foun 
incompetent, of course he would not be appointed. 

Mr. HOUSTON said, the proposition in this 
bill was, that those should be appointed who were 
found to be the best qualified by the board of ex- 
aminers, without any restriction as to districts, and 
of its general principles he approved; and he hoped 
it would be passed without the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. The test should be 
proper qualifications for the office—qualifications 
both intellectual and moral, which would be the 
best guarantee for the faithful discharge of the 
duties of the office. It had been proposed that the 
appointments should be made on the nomination 
of the members of Congress; but to this he was 
opposed, inasmuch as it would be to transfer the 
appointing power to members of this House. 

Mr. CABELL thought there had been debate 
enough on this bill, and therefore he called for the 
previous question, which was sustained by the 
House; and, under its operation, the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maryland was rejected. 

Mr. A. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays 
on his amendment, and they were ordered on a 
division by tellers. 

Mr. CUMMINS called for a division, and the 
vote was taken on the first branch of the amend- 
ment. 

The yeas and nays being taken, they resulted 
thus: yeas 64, nays 90; so the first part of the 
amendment was rejected. 

The second branch of the amendment was then 
withdrawn by Mr. JOHNSON, as it was depend- 
ent on the first part, which had been rejected. 

Several verbal amendments were made on the 
motion of Mr. VINTON and Mr. HUDSON, to 
the first and second sections. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. McKAY moved a reconsideration of the 
vote on the passage of the bill; and, on his motion, 
that motion was laid on the table. 


OREGON. 


Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill to provide for sup- 
pressing Indian hostilities in the Territory of Ore- 
gon, and for other purposes. ete ee ee 

The bill was twice read, and, after inquiries by 
Messrs. THOMPSON, of Pa., J. R. INGER- 
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SOLL, ASHMUN, and MeCLERNAND, was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


Mr. ST. JOHN, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which was referred 
Senate bill for the relief of John Lorimer Graham, 
late postmaster of the city of New York, reported 
the same back to the House without amendment. 
Committed. 


Mr. CRANSTON presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Rhode aland in relation to the abo- 
lition of slavery in the District of Columbia. Laid 
on the table. 


On motion of Mr. SIMS, the Committee on the 
District of Columbia was discharged from the pe- 
tition of Charles Fletcher, and it was laid on the 
table. 

POSTAL ARRANGEMENT BILL. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, said, the Post- 
master General was anxious that this bill should 
be speedily passed, and as the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads had reported in favor 
of all the amendments but the third, they could 
strike that out and adopt the rest. He confessed 
he did not understand the precise object of the 
third amendment, for it was very obscurely drawn, 
unless it was to prevent the breaking of bulk until 
the mails were delivered to the post office authori- 
ties. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, hoped the bill and 
amendments would be referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs for examination, and that the 
amendments would be printed. It appeared to 
him that it was proposed by this bill to give a 
greater power to the Postmaster General than he 
could bring himself to sanction; but at least he de- 
sired time to examine into its provisions. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said, as a member 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, he did not acquiesce in the recommenda- 
tions of that committee to concur in these amend- 
ments; nor did he.concur in the sentiments of those 
who were the friends and supporters of this bill, 
either originally or now. He believed it was an as- 
sumption of power on the part of this Government, 
which was not authorized by the Constitution, to 
establish mail routes, or to control the mails be- 
yond the limits of the United States. He could 
find no authority in the Constitution for the exer- 
cise of such a power, and therefore he was opposed 
to both the bill and the amendments, and he hoped 
they would not be concurred in. 

Mr. ROOT said he had reported in favor of a 
concurrence by the direction of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. JONES did not intend to convey the idea 
that the representation of the gentleman from Ohio 
was not correct; he only meant to say that he, as 
a member of that committee, dissented from the 


report. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to lay the bill 
and the amendments on the table, and that the 
amendments be printed. 

Mr. ROOT said the amendments had been ex- 
amined by the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and they concurred in all but one. It 
was desirable that the bill should be passed imme- 
diately, and therefore he moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded by the House. 

On the motion of Mr. KING, of Georgia, who 
avowed his object to be to gain time to examine 
the amendments, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, May 31, 1848. 


Mr: BORLAND presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Witiiam K. Sesastian, appointed by the 
Governor of Arkansas to fill the vacancy occa- 
sioned by the decease of the Hon. CHESTER 
Asuiey. Mr. Sesasrian was then sworn, and 
took his seat. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of numerous 
citizens of Sandusky city, Erie county, Ohio, 
praying the removal of the seat of Government 
fram Washington city to the city of Cincinnati; 
which was laid on the table. 

‘Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, moved the discharge of the committee from 
the bill to authorize the President to increase the 
naval establishment of the United States; which 
was agreed to. | 


On motion of Mr. MASON, : 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate the correspondence, 
not heretofore communicated, between. the Secretary of 
State and the minister of the United States at Paris, since 
the recent change in the Government of France, previded 
that in the opinion of the President the same may be done 
without injury to the public interest. 


On motion of Mr. DIX, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate he authorized 
to purchase an atlas of the United States, for the use of the 
Committee on Commerce, and pay for the same out of thie 
contingent fund. 

The joint resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Arcuison for’ the adjournment of Congress on the 
first Monday in July, and the commencement of 
the next session on the first Monday in October, 
was read a second time, and taken up as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. TURNEY moved to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. ATCHISON said he saw no necessity for 
this reference. The subject was in no way con- 
nected with the public revenue. His object, on 
consultation with some friends, was to avoid the 
necessity of sitting here, during the monthsof July, 
August, and September. He presumed the ap- 
propriation bills could be passed by the first of 
July. There would then be a considerable amount 
of business to be done. Among other things, the 
war with Mexico, if the treaty was ratified, would 
have to be wound up, and if it was rejected, new 
measures must be adopted. This may all be done 
before winter if we meet in October. 

Mr. BAGBY thought it would be improper now 
to fix on any day for adjournment, because our 
relations with Mexico must be first understood and 
attended to. He moved to lay the resolution on 
the table, but consented to withdraw it. 

Mr. BADGER moved to amend the resolution 
so as to provide that the unfinished business 
should be resumed in the state in which it was left 
at the adjournment. 

Mr. ATHERTON expressed a hope that this 
question would not be pressed at this time. There 
was a large amount of important business yet to 
he acted on—the appropriation bills—our affairs 
with Mexico— the state of the Territory of Oregon, 
and other business. He hoped the resolution 
would be laid on the table. 

Mr. BAGBY said he would pledge himself to 
call up the resolution the instant we hear from 
Mexico. 

Mr. MILLER expressed a doubt whether the 
object of the Senator from Missouri could be ob- 
tained by a joint resolution. He thought it would 
be found necessary to pass a law, and referred to 
a precedent in 1813, when by law the second ses- 
sion of Congress was ordered to eommence in 
November. 

Mr. ATCHISON said he cared not what form 
the matter assumed. He had no objection to any 
change which would accomplish the object. He 
was desirous to avoid an extension of the present 
session through July, August, and September. 
Still he thought the object could be effected by the 
consent of the two Houses, given in the form of a 
joint resolution. Should the treaty be ratified, it 
may be necessary to legislate for the new terri- 
tory. Should it be rejected, new measures would 
have to be brought forward for our adoption. 
He was willing to make any change, so that we 
adjourn from the first Monday in July to October. 
It would be found that the important business 
which would press on Congress at the next ses- 
sion, could not be disposed of in thirteen weeks. 
He was willing, in es to give time to hear from 
Mexico, to postpone the further consideration of 
the resolution until Monday week. He made this 
motion; which was agreed to. 


The select committee on Mr. Atcnison’s reso- 


‘lution of yesterday was ordered to consist of 


Messrs. Jounson of Georgia, Jounson of Mary- 
land, and Hovsron. 


OREGON. 

On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, the prior orders 
were postponed, and the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the bill to establish the territorial govern- 
ment of Oregon. 

Mr. BENTON moved to amend the bill by in- 
troducing a section authorizing the President to 
raise a regiment of volunteers in the Territory, to 
serve for twenty months; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE moved to amend the bill by intro- 
ducing the 12th section of the Senate bill of last 


session, prohibiting slavery, as the 2łst section of 
the present bill. 

Mr.HALE. Asthis wasa question of such im- 
ae as to involve the destinies of the country, 

e would move to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the bill until Monday week. 

Mr. BRIGHT hoped the motion would not pre- 
vail. It was necessary that there should be imme- 
diate action on the bill. Recent accounts from the 
Territory show the necessity for this action. The 
ions in the amendment is very important, and 

e hoped it would not be discussed on this bill. 
He intended to press the bill to a vote to-day. 

Mr. CALHOUN asked if it was the intention 
of the chairman of the committee to vote for the 
incorporation of this a in the bill? l 

Mr. BRIGHT said he should vote against it. 

Mr. CALHOUN said, if he could be assured 
that such was the general sentiment, he would not 
object to the immediate passage of the bill. But 
if this proposition was to be inserted, he desired 
that it might be met by a manly and full discus- 
sion. He was ready to meet the question; but if 
it was to be debated, he would go for fixing on 
some particular day. 

Mr. NILES objected to the pressing of this bill 

with such unusual urgency. It was a very im- 
portant question, but it was not to be pressed 
through without allowing Senators to be heard. 
He hoped this bill would be postponed. He 
thought it unfortunate, that owing to the existence 
of the war with Mexico, the settlers in Oregon’ 
should be placed in such a perilous situation; and 
to relieve them, he was willing to take the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri to raise a mili- 
lary force, as a separate bill, and to pass it imme- 
diately. But he desired time to examine the bill 
before it was passed, and for this purpose he wished 
the postponement of the bill. 
* Mr. HANNEGAN said he should vote against 
this amendment. The whole of the Territory of 
Oregon lay within the boundary from which sla- 
very was excluded by the Missouri compromise, 
to which the South had assented. 

Mr. HALE.. Does that extend to the Pacific? 

Mr. HANNEGAN answered in the negative. 
But there was no sane man who believed that sla- 
very would ever be established there. He appealed 
to every man not to turn a deaf ear to the cries of 
our citizens in Oregon, surrounded by hostile In- 
dians, and not to be turned from it by this wicked 
and useless question being agitated. He hoped 
the vote would now be taken, and that even gen- 
tlemen who in ordinary cases would vote for the 
Wilmot proviso would vote against the motion. 

“He concluded by explaining the necessity for 
sending out authority to raise a military force with- 
out delay, to prevent the dangerous results which 
might follow a continuance of the present state of 
things in the territory. 

r. BENTON referred to the delays which had 
taken place ‘in the establishment of a territorial 
government in Oregon. Our meritorious settlers, 
ata distance of three thousand miles, have deserved 
well of their country from their enterprise, and he 
hoped they would not be left exposed to danger 
and inconvenience from calamities which a proper 
attention to their wants on the part of the Govern- 
ment would prevent. We might, by timely action, 
have prevented these calamities. But ithas not been 
done. The settlers have been compelled to send 
on an express, encountering the dangers and diffi- 
culties of streams, and snows, and mountains, and 
Indian enemies, and he hoped no delay would now 
be interposed to the adoption of measures neces- 
sary for their protection. ‘The effect of the delay 
has been all the murderous outrages which have 
taken place; and all is to be attributed to the 
mixing up this question which has been. unneces- 
sarily urged. The law of nature and the law of 
the people are opposed to the admission of renee 
there. Who would think of carrying slaves throu 
the Lake of the Woods? What would be thought 
there of a law to prevent such an act? It would be 
regarded as idle and useless. He had hoped this 
bill would be passed this morning; that this ques- 
tion, which had already produced such calamities, 
would not have been brought up; but that we 
should have exerted ourselves to stop the calami- 
ties which have befallen the settlers. This ques- 
tion may be discussed on some other occasion. _ 

He said he had availed himself of all opportun 
ties to make himself acquainted with the character 
of the Indians in the Oregon Territory, and he had 
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: satisfied himself that they essentially differed from 
the Indians on this side of the mountains. They 
are more disposed to labor; théy are more willing 
to apply themselves to all the useful arts; are more 
readily trained, and are prepared to enter on all 
the duties of civilization. He believed that if this 

stiferous question had not been urged, and this 

ill had passed when it should, all the evils we 
now mourn would have been prevented. He was 
disposed to meet this pestiferous question at any 
time—to vote it down now, and to go into its dis- 
cussion on any proper occasion. He would not 
consent to see all the urgent, pressing, crying busi- 
ness of Congress thrust aside by this question, 
which, like the frogs of Egypt, intruded itself 
every where—to our table, to the fireside, to the 
nuptial couch. We ought now to put down the 
question. He was ready to stay here—not to go 
home until the bill was passed. He called on Sen- 
ators of every diversity of opinion to unite in pass- 
ing this bill, and prevent new massacres. 

r. HANNEGAN said massacres had already 
commenced in California. News had arrived this 
morning that the Indians had commenced massa- 
cring the Mormons. 

Mr. WESTCOTT repelled the unjust accusa- 
tion made against the Judiciary Committee, of 
having retarded the passage of this bill by thrust- 
ing on the Senate this question. It was not thrust 
on the Senate by that committee, but by the House 

-bill; and it was not then, or now, thrust on the 
Senate by any Senator from the South. It was 
now thrust upon them by the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, The amendment was entirely unneces- 
sary, as it is already in the bill under considera- 
tion. The laws of Oregon already inhibit slavery. 
These laws were submitted to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee last session, and will be found among the 
documents. If the bill should pass as it has been 
reported, it will contain a perfect inhibition of sla- 
very. He made some further explanations of the 
course of the Judiciary Committee, and read the 
bill reported by the committee last session for the 
information .of the Senate, and to sustain the views 
he had thrown out. He agreed with the Senator 
from Missouri, that no slaves would ever be car- 
ried to Oregon. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. There are not now ten 
slaves in the whole Territory. 

Mr. WESTCOTT had no doubt of the fact. 
And for this reason he would vote against the 
proposition now mage. He thought the details of 
the bill were very crude and unsatisfactory, and 
that they would be found so on examination. 
They might suit lowa or Wisconsin, but were not 
adapted to the Oregon Territory. The Committee 
on the Judiciary had discovered that the bills re- 
lating to Iowa and Wisconsin were unsuited to 
‘Oregon, and considerable changes were made to 
adapt them to the condition of Oregon. If we take 
the bill now, and undertake to make the necessary 
amendments, it will consume two or three days. 
The best mode might be to recommit the bill, for 
the purpose of having it modified. He would feel 
himself bound to examine the details. | 

Mr. BRIGHT moved the postponement of the 
bill until to-morrow, at one o’clock. 

Mr. WESTCOTT gave notice that he would 
move to amend the bill, by substituting the Senate 
bill of last session, and that the amendment be 
printed. 

Mr. HALE said he had proposed to postpone 
this bill until Monday week, because he supposed, 
that following the line of safe precedents, the Senate 
would next week adjourn over pretty much all the 
time; and it could not be desired to take up the bill, 
and pass it, when nobody was in the Senate. He 
replied to the remark of the Senator from Indiana 
that no sane man would suppose that slaves would 
ever be carried to Oregon. There was one—he 
would not say whether sane or insane, because, 
when a man is becoming insane, he himself is the 
last to suspect it: he himself supposed that they 
would. He eulogized the State of Indiana in very 
glowing terms for her former course relative to the 
ordinance of 1787, and said: To hear the Senators 
from that State now, one might suppose that they 
had forgotten the mother from which they sprung. 
As to the pretext that this was not the time to agi- 
tate the question, he quoted, in reply, the answer 
of the land speculator who had given his notes for 
large sums of money: when applied to for payment, 
he said he would pay all, but it was not yet the time. 
The present moment was the time for action; he 


l 
knew of no time beyond it. The future is in the 


hands of Providence, and it is our duty to act at 
once. The best way is to meet the question at 
once. Human freedom and slavery must come 
in conflict, and the sooner the. issue is decided 
the better. He thought it time for us to decide 
whether the Declaration of Independence meant 
anything more than a rhetorical flourish when it 
declared that ‘‘all men are born free and equal,” 
or whether it was to be received as a practical ele- 
ment of our political institutions. Slavery he 
regarded as like the frogs of Egypt. lt meets us at 
every turn, starts upon us at every step, and con- 
trols our legislation. He declared that he would 
not be intimidated, whether sane or insane, from 
pressing this question whenever he could, in defi- 
ance of all consequences. And if this Union, with 
all its advantages, has no other cement than the 
blood of human slavery, let it perish ! 

Mr. HANNEGAN disavowed, on the part of 
himself and all the Senate, any intention to intim- 
idate the Senator from New Hampshire. He ac- 
knowledged the kindness of that Senator in taking 
the Senators from Indiana under his protection; 
but as it was a voluntary act, he could not look for 
any remuneration. The Senators from Indiana 
declined his guardianship. He regretted that the 
Senator from New Hampshire should have taken, 
at the moment when we are appealed to by the 
cries of victims of both sexes, sinking under the 
knife of the assassin, a course calculated to delay 
relief, by introducing this pestiferous question. 

Mr. HALE withdrew his motion, and 

Mr. WESTCOTT moved to amend the bill by 
striking out all after the first section, and inserting 
the substitute he had named. 

Mr. HALE renewed his motion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said he desired the 
establishment of a territorial government in Ore- 
gon. No one could desire it more. But he de- 
sired time for consideration. By adopting the laws 
applied to Iowa, we take laws adapted to an inte- 


rior territory, and make it applicable to a territory - 


settled in a very different position, and under dif- 
ferent circumstances, and requiring different ordi- 
nances. He would desire to recommit the bill to 
the Committee on the Judiciary; and, if necessary, 
he would add instructions to report immediately. 

Mr. BERRIEN suggested that this object would 
be attained by adopting the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Florida. He hoped the postponement 
would not be until Monday aveek, but that it would 
be laid over until to-morrow, when, if the amend- 
ment should be adopted, the bill might be passed 
without delay. It was most desirable to give the 
Territory a government with as much expedition as 
possible. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said his object was 
to have the Committee on the Judiciary examine 
whether there was anything in the changed con- 
dition of Oregon to render a change necessary in 
the bill of last session. 

Mr. BRIGHT said that there was a difference 
between the Senator from Florida and the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. But_er] as to the mean- 
ing of the 12th section. 

r. CALHOUN said he was not disposed to 
interpose any delay which his duty did not impe- 
riously require. He wished to give a government 
to the Territory of Oregon immediately. 

Mr. BUTLER made some explanations as to 
the course of the Judiciary Committee last session. 

Mr. HALE withdrew his motion to postpone 
the bill till Monday week. 

° The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Brieut to postpone the bill until to-morrow 
at one o’clock, and it was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, three hundred 
copies of the amendment moved by him were or- 
dered to be printed. 

-The amendment submitted by Mr. Hare was 
ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Indian 
appropriation bill was taken up, when Mr. A 
withdrew his amendment appropriating ten thou- 
sand dollars for the benefit of Colonel Richard M. 
4 ohnson, for the purpose of bringing in a separate 

ill. 

The question being on an amendment submitted 
by Mr. Be t, the further consideration of the bill 
was postponed until to-morrow. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, in reply to a resolution intro- 
duced by Mr. Foote yesterday, communicating 


additional correspondence on the subject of the 
affairs of Yucatan; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. BADGER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 


mop an and 
he Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvurspay, June 1, 1848. 

TheJournalof yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. CUMMINS rose to a privileged question, 
and moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill he yesterday introduced, declaratory of the 
rights of naturalized citizens of the United States, 
and to protect them in the peaceful exercise and 
enjoyment of their rights and privileges against 
the acts and influence of foreign governments and ` 
their diplomatic agents, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. The motion was entered 
and laid over for the present. 

Mr. ROOT moved to reconsider the vote sec- 
onding the previous question, on the question of 
agreeing to the amendments of the Senate to the 
foreign postal bill. Agreed to. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to amend the 
amendment of the Senate, by inserting after the 
words ‘‘ Postmaster General” the words * or Sec- 
retary of the Navy.” Agreed to. 

The previous question was then moved and 
Seconded , and, under the operation thereof, all the 
amendments of the Senate as amended were con- 
curred in, except the third, which was disagreed 
to. 

THE NATIONAL FINANCES. 

The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the report made yesterday by Mr. Stroum from 
the Committee on Public Expenditures, in relation 
to the national finances, and reviewing the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury on that 
subject. =~ 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, who was entitled 
to the floor from yesterday, remarked that he had 
intended to add nothing further to what he had 
then said. He would, however, say a word in 
reply to the question of the gentlentan from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Srewarr] yesterday. The gen- 
tleman had asked whether he (Mr. H) considered, 
that when a committee of this House had under 


‘examination a report of one of the officers of the 


Government, it was their duty to call on such 
officer to make another report to sustain the pre- 
vious one? He had taken no such position as 
this; but he had said, and ‘still said, that it was 
due to a public functionary, when his conduct was 
undergoing investigation by a committee of this 
House; when efforts were made, as was avowed 
by the majority of this committee in the outset of 
their report, to show that his report contained false 
and not reliable statements, to give him an oppor- 
tunity of explanation. If uch explanation was 
not satisfactory, the committee would of course 
go on with their criticism of their original report, 
and point out its errors and misstatements if they 
existed. This was the course which equity and 
fairness demanded, and that was all he and his 
friends desired. 

Mr. CLINGMAN made a brief statement of the 
manner in which the committee and sub-committee 
had been called together from time to time, show- 
ing that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bepin-" 
GER] had repeatedly been noiified of the meetin 
of the committee and had failed to attend. e 
stated, moreover, that it was three months since 
this sub-committee, of which the gentleman from 
Virginia was a member, was appointed. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srronm,] as a 
member of the sub-committee, (the gentleman from 
Virginia failing to meet the committee,) had gone, 
from time to time, to make his examinations at the 
Treasury Department. He had not called upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury himself, but the ob- 
ject of his investigations at the department was 
well known to the officersthere. After the report 
was presented by the sub-committee, and adopted 
by the committee, it was placed in the hands of 
the gentleman from Virginia and the gentleman 
from Missouri, and had been with them ever since, 
being two weeks ago last Monday. He had un- 
derstood the gentleman from Virginia to say that 
a copy of the report had been handed to the Sec- 
retary of the Treafury two -weeks since. He 
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wished to know from the gentleman whether he 
had understood him correctly ? 

Mr. Bepineer nodded assent.] 

he Secretary of the Treasury, then, (continued 
Mr. C.,) had had it under consideration for two 
weeks, and the sub-committee had been engaged 
upon it for three months. So there had been ample 
time for examination. 

He wished it distinctly understood, that no 
member of the majority of the committee ee 
to the minority making a report. The gentleman 
from South Carolina was mistaken in so supposing. 
What they did object to was, that ne pemune of 
the majority report should be delayed, and that 
- they should in advance order the printing of a re- 
port prepared by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
which nobody had yet seen, which might not come 
in ina month. They had had one instance this ses- 
sion of the way in which the departments manu- 
factured letters. After a call had been made upon 
the Department of War for all the correspondence 
that had taken place up to that date between the 
department and General Scott, the Secretary had 
gone forward and written a long communication, 
which was not dated till some ten days after the 
call, and sent it in.- He protested against such a 
proceeding; he had no idea of ordering the print- 
ing of a document which was to be prepared here- 
after. Whenever the minority were ready, let 
them come forward and ask the printing of the 
report; he would vote to print it. He wished, 
however, this report to be published at once, that 
the whole country might see it; and if, on com- 

arison of it with the report of the Secretary ofthe 

reasury, mistakes were found in it, they could 
easily be corrected in the ny report. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, said there 
was one point in this report to which he wished to 
call the attention of the House, for the purpose of 
making it the foundation of a motion. The com- 
mittee said: 

& In the statemnents which they have submitted, the com- 
mittee dare hardly presume to hope that they have attained 
perfection and avoided all errors. On the contrary, the dis- 
crepancy between the books in the department has presented 
a difficulty which they have not been able to overcome, 
though the committee entertain no doubt that with time and 


opportunity to compare those books, the differences between 
them could be accounted for and reconciled.” 


Mr. STROHM asked the gentleman to read a 
little further. 

Mr. THOMPSON accordingly read as follows: 
“e It will be remarked, too, that the greatest boa Seti in 
the books is in reference to the amount of stock issued in 
funding treasury notes, and therefore cannot affect the result 
of the general statement by which the deficiency in the 
treasury is ascertained; for, if the amount of stock issued 
to fund treasury notes is greater than that assumed by the 
committee in their calculations, the amount of treasury notes 
outstanding must of necessity be diminished to exactly the 
game amount, and the sumining up of the whole will not be 
affected thereby.” 


His objection to this report at this time was, 
that it professed to be a criticism, a correction of 
errors which it assumed to exist in the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and it confessed on 
ita face that the committee had neither the time nor 
the opportunity for investigation. This was not 
exactly the way to correct errors. No man had 
more faith in the gentleman who stood at the head 
of the committee than he had; he knew him well; 
and the gentleman had candidly put on record that, 
although every facility had been offered by the 
clerks of the department, neither time nor oppor- 

-tunity had been afforded for a full examination. 

To give his colleague [Mr. Stronm] time to re- 
examine these alleged inaccuracies and discrepan- 
cies, he would move to recommit the report to the 
Committee on Public Expenditures. 

Mr. BEDINGER asked the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to give him an opportunity to ex- 
plain before he yielded the floor. 

Mr. THOMPSON assented, stating that he only 
yielded the floor for explanation. _ 

Mr. BEDINGER said he merely wished to 
make a personal explanation. He was unwilling 
that the impression should go forth that he had 
neglected his duty as a member of a committee of 
this House when he had not. It had been stated, 
that on three several occasions he had been re- 
pae to cooperate with the gentleman from 

ennsylvania in prosecuting this examination at 
the Treasury Department; but, if it was so, he 
surely must have been deaf at the time. He ad- 
mitted that he had been informed that the com- 
mittee would meet, and he went again and again 


in search of the committee, but could not find the 
room in which they met. He went first to one 


and then to another room, and was not able to find 


them. 

Mr. CLINGMAN said, every notification which 
he issued of the meeting of the committee stated 
in what room the committee would meet. 

Mr. HALL said he had never been notified as 
to the room in which the committee would meet. 

Mr. CLINGMAN begged to state the course 
which he adopted, which was a usual one in noti- 
fying committees of their meetings. ` He wrote a 
notice to the effect that the Committee on Public 
Expenditures would meet in a room which was 
specified, and he sent one of the pages to the mem- 
bers of that committee with that notice, directing 
the page to show it to them. If the members of 
the committee neglected to read that notification, 
it was no fault of his. i 

Mr. BEDINGER was only desirous to show 
that he had not neglected his duty as a member of 
that committee. He certainly could not have sup- 
posed, however, that the place of meeting of the 
Committee on Public Expenditures was the Treas- 
ury Department; nor could he believe that this 
examination was the legitimate business of the 
Committee on Public Expenditures. Suppose the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stroum] 
should undertake to make an elaborate report on 
the subject of the Mexican war, would it be his 
(Mr. B.’s) duty to go to the Treasury Department 
to aid him in such an investigation? He was sat- 
isfied, that without an express resolution of this 
House committing that subject to the committee, 
they had no jurisdiction over the subject on which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania had reported; 
but, if they had, the gentleman had certainly never 
said anything to him about their meeting at the 
Treasury Department. And he could not but 
wonder that the Secretary of the Treasury had 
not been apprized of the attack that was to be made 
upon him. Before the Secretary should be made 
to fall under the attack of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, there should have been some notifi- 
cation given to him in common justice. As to the 
printing of the report, he cared nothing; but he 
reiterated his assertion that he had not neglected 
his duty as a member of the committee. The re- 
port was already before the public in the newspa- 
ie of this morning, and all he wanted was, that 

e should have a short time to make a counter re- 

ort. It had been said that the gentleman from 

ennsylvania gave him the papers two weeks ago. 
Well; but were not gentlemen aware that the Bal- 
timore Convention intervened, during which he 
had not an opportunity to answer this report of 
thirty-nine pages? If he had the power of steam, 
and of fifty clerks, he could not have done it. It 
was impossible that any gentleman could have 
done it. He had nothing more to say. 

Mr. THOMPSON then resumed the floor. 

Mr. ROOT requested the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to deal as liberally with him as he had 
done with the gentleman from Virginia, by giving 
him a little of his time. 

Mr. THOMPSON preferred to finish what he 
had to say. The committee’s report admitted that 
“in the statements which they have submitted, 
‘ they dared hardly presume to hope that they have 
‘attained perfection, and avoided all errors. On 
‘ the contrary, the discrepancy between the books 
‘in the department has presented a difficulty which 
‘they have not been able to overcome, though the 
‘t committee entertain no doubt, that with time and 
‘ opportunity to compare those books, the differ- 
“ences between them could be accounted for and 
‘reconciled.’’ His colleague desired him to read 
the residue of that paragraph, with which he would 
comply with great pleasure. The paragraph went 
on as follows: ; 

‘¢ It will be remarked, too, that the greatest discrepancy 
in the books is in reference to the amount of stock issued 
in funding treasury notes, and therefore cannot affect the 
result of the general statement by which the deficieney in 
the treasury is ascertained; for, if the amount .of stock 
issued to fund treasury notes is greater than that assumed 
by the committee in their calculations, the amount of treas- 
ury notes outstanding must of necessity be diminished to 
exactly the same amount, and the summing up of the whole 
will not be affected thereby. Both constitute a part of the 
public debt, both have been charged as avails accruing to 
the treasury, and the increase of the one and the diminu- 
tion of the other, adds no more in one place than it deducts 
sleet Nera and produces no change whatever in the final 

s It must be recollect, too, that for the sum of $114,301 
63, taken into this calculation as interest paid during the 
first quarter of the present fiscal year, the committee had no 


positive data to rely upon; but as the statement in the Sec- 
retary’s report, then referred to, embraced interest, and the 
committee being unable to discover any other amount that 
could appropriately be applied to that statement, they as- 
suined the aforesaid sum to have been paid for interest.” 

The report then went on to say, ‘* There are 
‘various other errors in the different statements 
‘which compose the Secretary’s report, but which 
‘the committee will not now take time to notice.” 
Now he (Mr. T.) confessed his inability, in the 
short time he had had to examine this report, to 
understand it properly. He could not see to what 
it points, or to Bs error it applied. He had not 
learnt from it whether there was more money in 
the treasury or less than the Secretary had report- 
ed. There were ‘* words, words, words,’’ and 
figures, figures, figures; but to what practical end 
they tended, he was unable to say. It had been 
suggested that this array of figures of the majority 
of the committee might not be right, and the com- - 
mittee had frankly confessed thgmselves that they 
had not time to give the subject a thorough exam- 
ination, so as to have avoided all errors, and there- 
fore he proposed to give them an opportunity for 
further examination. Let the report be sent back 
to the committee, and when it was printed let the 
majority and minority reports go together. If the 
committee was sincere in its complaints, and well 
satisfied of the truthfulness of its own statement, 
they would have, they could have no objection to 
the course which he suggested. If the report were 
recommitted, no material delay would be occa- 
sioned in the printing, for they had ordered print- 
ing to be done a month since which had not yet 
been executed. There was the Patent Office re- 
port and the correspondence of the War Depart- 
ment with Generals Scott and Taylor, which had 
been ordered but not yet printed, and he did not 
expect it for a month or six weeks. They could 
therefore give the minority of the committee ample 
time to prepare its report without delaying the 
printing of the majority report; for if the printing 
were now ordered, it would be some time before 
the public printer could execute it. The gentle- 
men from Virginia and Missouri [Messrs. Ben- 
INGER and Hau] had appealed to the House for 
such time only as was necessary to enable them to 
make a‘report, and they should see if the gentle- 
men on the other side of the House were willing 
to let the two reports go to the country side by 
side. He hoped the report would be recommit- 
ted, which he now moved. 

The SPEAKER stated tha to the report there 
were several resolutions; and there was also a 
motion to print, which were the pore subjects 
for the action of the House; and that the motion 
to recommit was not in order until those resolu- 
tions were in some way disposed of. 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired if the first question 
was not on the motion to print. 

The SPEAKER replied that the first question 
was on the adoption of the resolutions. 

Mr. ASHMUN said, then the previous question 
would bring the House to a vote on the adoption 
of the resolutions, and not on the motion to print. 

The SPEAKER assented. 

Mr. THOMPSON desired the Speaker to state 
the position of his motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER replied that the gentleman’s 
motion was not now in order, for the report made 
yesterday had several resolutions appended, which 
were properly before the House, and were the first 
in order. 

Mr. ASHMUN said he understood the motion 
yesterday was to print, and on that the discussion. 
had taken place. 

The SPEAKER reiterated his explanation of 
the position in which the question stood. 

r. ASHMUN inquired what would be the 
effect of a motion to lay on the table the pending 
question until the question ‘on ‘printing could be 
taken. 
The SPEAKER was understood to say that a 
motion to lay on the table would be in order. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, inquired if the first res- 
olution must not necessarily go over to another 


day. 

The SPEAKER replied that as it was a call on 
the department for information, it must go over 
under the rule, but that the others could be acted 
upon. 

"Mr. COBB said he had no objection to the adop- 


stion of the resolutions and the motion to print— 


none at all—and he hoped the motion submitted 
yesterday would be so modified as to give the mi- 
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nority leave to report, and to print the two reports 
together. [‘*Oh,no.’’?] Why not? What reason 
had the gentlemen opposite for refusing to allow 
the two reports to go to the country together? He 
called upon gentlemen to give a good reason. [‘‘It 
will occasion delay.’’] Not at all. The printer 
had already more work’in hand than he could 
execute for the next two months. He had the 
Patent Office report, which had been ordered to 
be printed a month ago, and the correspondence of 
Generals Taylor and Scott with the War Depart- 
ment, which would take up all the printer’s time 
prior to the end of the session. He apprehended 
they would not get that correspondence at all be- 
fore Congress would adjourn. He was not de- 
sirous to keep this report from being printed. He 
should be glad to see it in print, but he desired the 
majority and the minority reports to go together. 
To relieve all parties from difficulty, he would be 
willing to see these resolutions adopted, and then 
let the House agree to give the minority of the 
committee leave to report, and to have the two 
reports printed together, so that every man who 
got the poison would at the same time receive the 
antidote. 

Mr. ASHMUN could net see the force of the 
argument of the gentleman from Georgia. The 
House was in possession of a report from the 
Committee on Public Expenditures. There was 
no other report. _ 2 

Mr. COBB. There will be one. 

Mr. ASHMUN. There might be another, and 
there might not. They had now a report in the 
usual form and manner, and the proposition to 
print it was a sag proposition. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, suggested a de- 
lay in the printing for a period not to exceed ten 
days, in which time the minority of the commit- 
tee could be prepared with a report. 

Mr. ASHMUN saw nothing to induce him to 
consent to such an arrangement. This report 
might be delayed for ten days, and even then there 
might be no minority report. He never heard of 
such a proposition before. It seemed to him that 
the only course was to print the report as it stood, 
and if the gentlemen on the other side of the House 
saw fit to bring in a minority report, they could 
have that printed when it came in. If, however, 
it was going to take such a length of time as gen- 
tlemen seemed to apprehend to print this report, 
why did the gentlemen longer object? If the mi- 
nority report could be prepared in ten days, and 
the majority report could not be printed in six 
weeks, what was there to prevent the two reports 
going out together? He wished now to make an 
inquiry of the Chair. If the motion to lay the 
resolutions on the table should prevail, would a 
motion to print then be in order? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. ASHMUN, then, would move to lay the 
resolutions on the table, with a view to move that 
the report be printed. 

Mr. BARRINGER. Why not let the resolu- 
tions be adopted, and then move to print? 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, made a like 
suggestion. l 

r. ASHMUN, to gratify his friends, would 
withdraw his motion to lay on the table, and move 
the previous question. 

Some conversation then ensued between the 
SPEAKER, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. McLANE, and Mr. McCLERNAND. 

On seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, 75 voted in the affirmative, and 90 in-the 
negative; there was therefore no second. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said, he desired to move 
an amendment to the last resolution; but if the 
House was prepared to take the vote on the motion 
to recommit, he would not submit his amendment. 

Some explanatory conversation ensued between 
Mr. COBB and the SPEAKER. 

Mr. COBB then moved that the consideration 
of the motion to print be postponed for two weeks. 

Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecticut, could see no 
real objection to the printing of this report at once, 
and he would be equally as willing to print the 
minority report when it should come in. But he 
could not consent to the motion to postpone the 
consideration of the motion to print, for the result 
ne be that they should get no minority report 
at all. . 

Mr. COBB suggested that a limit could be fixed, 
beyond which there should be no delay in the 
printing of the majority report. 
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Mr. ROCKWELL would state, that when the 
Secretary of the Treasury made his report origi- 
nally, it contained an error of nearly seven mil- 
lions of dollars in the statement of the accounts 
for the first quarter of the fiscal year. 

The SPEAKER interposed, and apprized the 
gentleman that he was notin order in going into 
that statement at this time. 

Mr. ROCKWELL was aware of it, but he did 
not propose to occupy five minutes of the time of 
the House. He then continued. Subsequently, 
about the 1st of March, he (Mr. R.) pointed out 
a variety of errors in the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. Some few days after, it was 
stated in the official paper, the ‘* Union,’’ that on 
the next day there would be published an official 
statement and explanation of those errors. That 
was three months since, and as yet no such state- 
ment had appeared, nor had any explanation been 
given except as to an item of $1,401,900, all the 
rest being denied. In a speech made subsequent 
to the one to which he had here alluded, he pointed 
out more in detail those errors, which he had re- 
duced down to the following summary: 

“The discrepancies shown by bringing down the statement 
to the Ist December, 1847, in relation to these treasury notes 
eee under the two acts of 1846 and 1847, are as fol- 
OWS: 

“As to the amount of stock issued under the act of July, 
1846, the report of the Secretary and the statement of the 
committee differ $115,200. 

«As to the stock issued under the act of January 28, 1847, 
$1,050,452. 

“ As to the notes outstanding, under the act of 1846, the 
difference is $178,150; and, under the act of 1847, $1,437,400. 

“As to the amount of notes and Joan available at the treas- 
ury, December 1, 1847, under the act of 1846, $293,350; and, 
under the act of 1847, $386,950.” 

These differences and discrepancies, then, he 
te heretofore pointed out; and in addition to all 
that—— 

The SPEAKER again interposed to remind the 
gentleman that he was not in order. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, then, would say only. ano-+ 
ther word. ‘There was no necessity to postpone 
the printing of this report, for the minority of the 
committee had had ample opportunity to make a 
report. He held in his hand a resolution adopted 
by that committee for the appointment of the sub- 
committee, of which the gentleman from Virginia 
oo BepINGER] was a member, which he would 
read. 

Mr. McCLELLAND objected to the gentle- 
man reading any resolution or making any state- 
ment of what had been done in that committee. 
Such a course was in conflict with parliamentary 
law and usage. : | 

Mr. ROCKWELL replied that all the debate 
hitherto had been respecting what had been done 
in committee or in the sub-committee. On the one 
side it was stated that certain things had been done 
in committee three months ago, and on the other 
side all this: was denied, and he desired to show 
what the action of the committee really was on a 
point so much controverted, and he could not do 
this better than by reading the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That a sub-committee, to consist of three mem- 
hers, be appointed to investigate the statements contained 
in the “letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting his annual report on the state of the finances,” with 
the view of ascertaining the accuracy of said statements. 
And also to examine the said statements, with the view of 
having them submitted in a more simple and direct form, 
80 as to exhibit with perspicuity and precision the actual con- 
dition of the findnces at the termination of each fiscal year; 
said committee to report the result of their investigations 


to the Committee on Public Expenditures as soon as con- 
venient. 


Mr. McCLELLAND insisted that the gentle- 
man was out of order. 
hee ROCKWELL would not then proceed fur- 
ther. 

Mr. BARRINGER said that the motion made 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] was 
equivalent to that made yesterday by the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Bepivcer.] The object 
in view was unusual not only, but unparliament- 
ary, and indeed the whole proceedings seemed to 
him to be very extraordinary. In the first place, 
the right of the minority to present a counter re- 
port was a thing unknown to any parliamentary 
rule; it was no right; it was a mere permission 
accorded by the courtesy of the House. True, it 
was a liberty which had never, he believed, been 
refused; but it had been the universal practice to 
present the report of the minority at the same time 
with that of the majority of a committee; but if, 
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owing to particular circumstances, a member of 
the minority was unprepared to give in his report 
at the time, he so stated to the House, and gave 
notice that when he should present his report, he 
should at the same time move to have it printed. 
But who ever heard of detaining the printing of 
a report made to the House because some other 
paper in opposition to it was to be presented at 
some future time? It was certainly a most extraor- 
dinary proceeding, to ask to postpone the print- 
ing of a document which was before the House, in 
order to print one which was not, and which might 
never be. 

But the postponement was urged on another 
ground: that was, that these gentlemen of the mi- 
nority in the committee might have time to get 
further facts from the Secretary of the Treasury. 
A most dangerous doctrine had here been assumed, 
viz: that when a standing committee, one of the 
regular organs of the House, was about to makea re- 

ort on an official document received from one of the 

xecutive departments, the committee were bound 
to notify the head of that department beforehand. 
The report of the Secretary, was a public exposé 
of the state of the finances which his duty required 
him to present before Congress and before the 
world; and a Committee on Public Expenditures - 
was appointed, whose duty it was to examine it., 
Was that committee under any conceivable obli- 
gation to go to the Secretary and inform him that 
they were going to scrutinize his report? Surely 
not. Mr. B. trusted that the motion to postpone 
would not prevail. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Bepincer] wished to present a minority 
report, let him do so; and when he brought it in, 
Mr. B. would cheerfully vote to have it print- 


ed. 

Mr. McCLERNAND thought that the pro osal 
to postpone the printing of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Public Expenditures to a day certain 
ought to prevail, and that for several reasons; and 
one was found in the extraordinary circumstances 
in which the report had been made. The Com- 
mittee on Public Expenditures had transcended 
their authority in making it, and had usurped 
jurisdiction over a subject which did not belong 
to them; and yet when the report came in, gentle- 
men on that side the House were found uniting to 
print it instantly, without admitting a minority of 
the committee to present a counter statement ex- 
posing the errors contained in the report. What 
was it which had been asked by the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Bepineer?] Anything un- 
reasonable? “ Anything unusual? Anything to the 
prejudice of the country? Not at all. All he 
asked was, that both sides might be heard; all he 
sought waa, to give the peop light. Let them 
have light, and they woul away pronounce cor- 
rectly. This was a tyrannical attempt of the 
majority to gag their opponent who were in a 
minority, and keep out information from the minds 
of the people. And though a minority of the 
committee had stated here, in their places, that the 
report took them completely by surprise, yet the 
majority refused to wait and allow them time to 
prepare a counter statement correcting the errors 
of that document. 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Bar- 
RINGER] thought it a most extraordinary thing that 
a minority should complain of this, and should ask 
for more time. 

Mr. BARRINGER said the gentleman totally 
misunderstood him. What he complained of as 
most extraordinary, and as dangerous as it was 
unheard-of, was the doctrine that a committee of 
Congress must notify the head of a department 
before proceeding to examine and detect errors in ` 
one of his public communications to Congress. 
That was the doctrine which had been insisted on. 
The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Beptncer] had 
stated it as a wonderful thing that the Committee 
on Expenditures should have been examining the 
Secretary’s report, and yet the Secretary all the 
while knew nothing about the matter! ` 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, said the gentle- 
man from North Carolina had misapprehended 
him, if he supposed him to maintain any such 
doctrine. What he complained of was, not that 
the Secretary of the Treasury had received no 
notice of what the committee were doing, but that, 
when errors or discrepancies were discovered ina 
public document, which went to injure the reputa- 
tion of a public officer both as a statesman and as 
a man, no notice should have been given him, that 
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he might have an opportunity to explain, if he 


could. 

Mr. McCLERNAND resumed. The doctrine 
of the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Houston] 
was, that where an assault was made on a gentle- 
man high in office which implicated his skill, 
‘statesmanship, and private and personal reputa- 
tion, the accused should always be afforded an Ya 

rtunity to explain; and in that position Mr. 
Met. entirely coincided. The Secretary of the 
Treasury had been publicly arraigned in a report 
suddenly sprung upon a committee of the House. 
Justice demanded that the printing of the report so 
arraigning him should be deferred till a counter 
report was ready, so that both might go out to the 
country together. 

_ Mr. BARRINGER replied that the Secretary 
had had sixteen days to explain, and he had sent 
in one document in the way of explanation al- 


ready. 

M. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, said that 
the Secretary had had two months to explain. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said he had not had an 
opportunity to examine, and scarcely to read, the 
report; very few members of the House had yet 
seen it. How could he have had two months to 
explain? 

Mr. BARRINGER inquired whether the gentle- 
man from Illinois wished the Secretary of the 
Treasury to answer the report of the Committee 
on Ex penditurga? Was that the duty of the Sec- 


retary: 
Mr. McCLERNAND said he had no such de- 
8 


ire. : 

. Here Mr. VINTON, observing that the morn- 
ing hour had expired, moved that the House go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; which was agreed to. 

- The House accordingly went into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Tuome- 
son, of Indiana, in the chair,) and took up the 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. VINTON made a brief explanation of the 
bill. The estimates, as oriZinally sent in, were a 


fraction under $11,000,000, and the Committee of. 


. Ways and Means had ascertained from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy that he would have about 
$1,000,000 remaining in the treasury at the end of 
the year. They had applied to him to ascertain 
if these estimates could not be reduced, and, on 
an interview with the Secretary, he had expressed 
the opinion that they could be reduced one and a 
half million. The estimates originally sent in 
were based on the supposition that ten thousand 
men of all descriptions would be employed in the 
navy during the next fiscal year. The estimates 
now sent in, and reduced one and a half million, 
were based on the supposition that 8,500 instead 
of 10,000 men would be employed. Asa matter 
of course, the estimates for some items could not 
be reduced. The Committee of Ways and Means 
believed that a sub-committee could better judge 
from what items this reduction should be taken; 
they according] Appana the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr cKay] a sub-committee, to 
sit with the Secretary of the Navy, for the purpose 
of making a full revision of his estimates, as they 
had full confidence that he would bring the Secre- 
tary down [a laugh] to the lowest possible point. 
Such was the bill, reduced a million and a half 
from the original estimates. 

Since the bill was reported other estimates had 
been sent in, which had given rise to certain amend- 
ments, which he was instructed by the Committee 
of Ways and Means to report, and which he 
should move at the proper time. One was an esti- 
. mate for the appropriations that would be neces- 
sary to meet the expenditures under the law of last 
session; which provided for carrying the mail of 
the United States by war-steamers between New 
York and Liverpool, which was one line; another 
was for the same service from New York, by the 
way of New Orleans, to Chagres, another line; a 
third was for the same transmission between Pan- 
ama and the Territory of Oregon. The steamers 
on these various lines, which were ordered by the 
law of last session, were all in the course of con- 
struction;and the Committee of Ways and Means, 
since this bill was reported, had directed an amend- 
ment to be moved, for the purpose of making pro- 
vision for this service. 

Mr. PETTIT interposed, and said he had un- 
derstood the gentleman from Ohio to say that the 


estimates in this bill were principally based on 
the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy; 
he wished, then, to ask particularly whether the 
Secretary of the Navy had recommended the ap- 
propriation at the navy-yard3 at Portsmouth, New 
York, Philadelphia, Washington, and Norfolk, for 
dredging machines to clear out the channels and 
make improvements? 

Mr. VINTON replied that there was nothing in 
the estimates for these various objects, except such 
as was recommended by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. PETTIT was glad to know that there was 
one gentleman in the Administration that concluded 
that the Government could clear out and improve 
rivers and harbors. 

Mr. VINTON further said, that while there was 
nothing in the bill about which the gentleman from 
Indiana inquired which was not recommended by 
the Secretary of the Navy, it was proper to say 
that the estimates for these various navy-yards had 
been considerably cut down; that the provision in 
the bill was not as large as the original estimates. 
But there was nothing here which was not origi- 
nally estimated for. 

r. PETTIT. That is all I wished to know. 

Mr. VINTON proceeded further to say, that 
the Committee of Ways and Means had also di- 
rected him to move an amendment for the purchase 
of ground for the enlargement of the navy-yard at 
New York—an item.of near $300,000. Ina word, 
the amendments which he had been directed to 
move by the Committee of Ways and Means, to 
provide for the various objects which had come to 
the attention of the committee since they had re- 
ported the bill, amounted to something over one 
million of dollars; and the principal purpose for 
which he had desired the floor at this time was 
respectfully to ask that the committee would per- 
mit the Committee of Ways and Means to offer 
these various. amendments, and dispose of them 
before the debate was opened on the bill at large, 
for the reason that important amendments, appro- 
priating large sums of money, required some eluci- 
dation, and could not be satisfactorily explained 
within the few minutes allowed after the debate 
was closed. He concluded by offering an amend- 
ment, to insert, between the first and second items, 
the following: ; 


For the pay of the Superintendent of the Naval Observ- 
atory at Washington city, who shall be a captain, com- 
mander, or lieutenant in the navy, three thousand dollars, 
which shall be the salary per annum of said Superintendent. 
And the provision in the act entitled ‘s An act making ap- 
propriation for the naval service for the year ending the 
thirtieth of June, one thousand eight hundred and forty- 
eight,” which is in these words, viz: “including three 
thousand dollars for pay of the Superintendent, who shall 
be either a captain, commander, or lieutenant in the navy,” 
shall be construed to apply to the Superintendent of said 
Naval Observatory, and shall take effect from and after the 
passage of that act. 


He explained that the sole object of this amend- 
ment was to correct the Jaw of last Congress, which 
intended to give the Superintendent of the Observ- 
atory the salary named; but the law giving it to 
‘¢ the Superintendent,” the department had refused 
to pay it. This amendment, therefore, only did 
what the original law intended to accomplish. 

Mr. RHETT next obtained the floor, and occu- 
pied an hour in the delivery of a speech in opponi 
of the rights of the people of the southern States 
to remove to any of the territories of the United 
States, and take with them their property of every 
description. [This speech will appear in the Ap- 
penaz 

Mr. VENABLE followed in an argument on 
the general subject of the power of Congress over 
slavery in the territories. [This speech will also 
appear in the Appendix.] . 


\ 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Second Auditor, transmitting copies of 
such accounts as have been rendered by persons 
charged or intrusted with the disbursement or ap- 
plication of money, goods, or effects for the benefit 
of the Indians, from October Ist, 1846, to Septem- 
ber 30th, 1847, inclusive, with the names of all 

ersons to whom goods, money, or effects have 
eke delivered within the same period. Laid on 
the table and ordered to be printed. | 

Also,a communication from the acting Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, in answer to a resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the 13th of March 
last, requiring information respecting Creek Indian 


. & 


eal 


oe 


reservations under the treaty of 1832 remainin 
unsold or undisposed of. Laid on the table, an 
ordered to be printed. l 


REPAYMENT OF EXPENSES TO VOLUNTEERS. 


The House then took up the bill to refund money 
for expenses incurred, subsistence or transport- 
ation furnished, for the use of volunteers during 
the present war, before being mustered and re- 
ceived into the service of the United States, which 
had been returned from the Senate with an amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was read and concurred in, and 
the bill stands passed. 

On motion of Mr. POLLOCK, the petition of 
Captain Alexander McEwen was referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred : 

By Mr. RUMSEY: The petition of William Wambaugh 
and 179 others, citizens of Steuben county, New York, for 
the passage of alaw making newspapers free for thirty miles, 
and for a uniform rate of postage on letters. Alsó, the pe- 
tition of Morris Brown and 101 others, citizens of Steuben 
county, New York, for the passage of a law making news- 
papers free for thirty miles, and a uniform rate of postage 
on letters. 

By Mr. HUNT: The petition of 140 citizens of Geneva, 
New York, for a reduced and uniform rate of postage. 

By Mr. SMITH, of [Hinois: The memorial of a large 
number of citizens of Madison cuunty, Illinois, praying 
Congress to lay out and establish a post road for the trans- 
portation of the mail between the cities of New York and 
Philadelphia, to be under the control of the Government. 
Also, the petition of Charles Hibbs, a messenger in the Pen- 
sion Office, praying an increase of salary. 


IN SENATE. _ 
Tnurspay, June 1, 1848. 


The Secretary called the Senate to order at twelve 
o’clock. l 

Mr. BENTON moved that in the temporary 
absence of the Vice President, the Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Atcuison,}] who had before been 
the choice of the body, be appointed President of 
the Senate pro iem. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to, and 
Messrs. Maneum and Strurceon escorted Mr. 
Arcuison to the chair. | 

Mr. ATCHISON, on assuming the chair, re- 
turned thanks, sincere thanks, for the distinguished 
honor which had been again conferred on him by 
this appointment. He was not vain enough to 
attribute this proof of- the generous confidence of 
the Senate to any peculiar qualifications for this 
dignified station; but, however defective he might 
be in that knowledge and experience so desirable 
for a satisfactory fulfillment of the duties of the 
Chair, he might at least pledge himself, as he did, 
to discharge them merle a impartially. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, 

Ordered, That the Secretary wait on the President of thé 
United States, and inform him that the Senate, in the ab- 
sence of the Vice President, have chosen the Hon. Davip 
R. ATCHISON President of the Senate pro e; and that 
he make a similar communication to ee House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. ALLEN presented various resolutions from 
the Legislature of Ohio, touching the reduction of 
the price of public lands adjacent to the Wabash 
and Erie canals; declaring that so much of the 
ordinance of 1787 as relates to slavery ought to be 
extended to any territory that may be acquired from 
Mexico; reduction in the rates of postage; declarin 
it to be within the constitutional power of the Fed- 
eral Government to construct harbors and improve 
rivers, and condemning the veto by the President 
of the bill making appropriations for that purpose; 
and also approving of the course pursued by 
Tuomas Corwin, one of the Senators from that 
State, in regard to the Mexican war. These va- 
rious resolutions were read, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

Mr. DOWNS presented a memorial from judges 
and members of the bar of New Orleans, asking 
that the rules of all proceedings in United States 
courts in civil cases conform with the practice of 
the State courts of Louisiana; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported the joint resolution from the 
House authorizing the Secretary of State to fur- 
nish the clerk of the district court of the United 


a 
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States for the western district of Virginia with | priations have been made for transportation and 


four copies of Little and Brown’s edition of the 
Laws of the United States, with amendments. 
Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported 
House bill for the relief of Levi H. Corson, with- 
out amendment. 
Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported House bill to refund money for 


expenses incurred, and subsistence or wig feted | 


tion furnished for the use of the volunteers 


uring | 
the present war, before being mustered and received 


into the service of the United States, without 
amendment, and recommending its immediate pas- 
sage. 
Mr. R. asked that the bill might be immediately 
considered; which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURNEY alluded to the fact that he had 
endeavored the other day to offer an amendment; 
not having been aware at the moment that the bill 
had not been referred; but, as it was now reported 
from the Military Committee, he should embrace 
the opportunity to offer the following amendment: 

“ Beit further enacted, Thatin refunding moneys under 
this act, and the resolution which it amends, it shall be law- 
ful to pay interest at the rate of six per cent. per annuin on 
all sums advanced by States, corporations, or individuals, 


in all cases where the State, corporation, or individual paid 
or lost the interest, or is liable to pay it.?? 


The amendment having been agreed to, the bill 
was ordered to a third reading, and was subse- 
quently read a third time and passed. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, 


Resolved, That onc thousand additional copies of the 
report of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill: making appro- 
priations for the current and. contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending June 30, 1849, and for other pur- 

oses. 

The Te being on the following amendment 
of Mr. BELL: 

« Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
War cause to be ascertained the number and names of such 
individuals and families, including each member of every 
family of the Cherokee nation of Indians, that remained in 
the State of North Carolina at the time of the ratification of 
the treaty of New Echota, May twenty-three, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-six, and who have not removed west of the 
Mississippi, or received the commutation for removal and 
subsistence, and report the same to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, whereupon the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
set apart, out of any moneys in the treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, a sum equal to fifty-three dollars and thirty- 
three cents for each individual ascertained as aforesaid, and 
that he cause to be paid to every such individual, or his or 
her legal representative, interest at the rate of six per cent. 
per annum on such per capita, from the said twenty-third 
day of May, eighteen hundred and thirty-six, to the time of 
the passage of this act, and continue annually thercafter said 
payment of interest at the rate aforesaid. 

st Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That whenever here- 
after any individual or individuals of said Cherokee Indians 
shall desire to remove and join the tribe west of the Missis- 
sippi, then the Secretary of War shull be authorized to with- 
draw from the fund set apart as aforesaid the sum of fifty- 
three dollars and thirty-three cents, and the interest due and 
unpaid thereon, and apply the same, or such part thereof as 
shall be necessary, to the removal and subsistence of such 
individual or individuals, and pay the remainder, if any, or 
the whole, if the said Indians or any of them shall prefer to 
remove theinselves, tosuch individuals or heads of families, 
upon their removal west of the Mississippi.” 


Mr. BELL explained that there were about 
1,250 Cherokees in Tennessee, Georgia, Alabama, 
and North Carolina; about half of whom were a 
nuisance in those States. They are under the ap- 
prehension of losing their lands in North Carolina, 
In consequence of a difficulty jn the construction of 
the treaty of 1835. The Indians remaining in North 
Carolina took no part in the treaty, and had re- 
ceived no portion of the annuities since 1820. They 
had held lands in North Carolina since 1783, and 
had never been disturbed by the State. They had 
lost their lands by the treaty of 1835, and had re- 
purchased them, and there is a difficulty as to the 
perfectness of the title. The treaty required the 
removal of all the Indians west of the Mississippi, 
and some refused. The United States commis- 
Sioners agreed to give compensation for improve- 
ments and injuries, and the means necessary for 
removal and subsistence. The treaty allows a due 
portion of the money to such as were averse to 
removal, and were qualified to become citizens; 
and the difficulty is, whether this shall be paid out 
of the five millions appropriated for the purchase 
of the lands of the Cherokees, or out of the treas- 
ury. By subsequent legislation, additional appro- 


subsistence. The Cherokees of North Carolina 
contend that they are entitled to their full share of 
the five millions, without any deduction for removal 
and subsistence. The Committee on Indian Af- 
ae has decided that they are entitled to their 
i claim. 

' The question is, out of which fund shall this 
claim be paid—out of the Indian fund, or out of 
the treasury of the United States? Congress has 
already established a precedent in favor of the 
| latter. The amendment had been made at the 
instance of the committee. 

Mr. ATHERTON hoped theSenator from Ten- 
nessee would not burden this bill with a subject 
of so much importance, and involving so great an 
| amount of expenditure. It would require more 
| consideration than could be given to it at this time; 
‘and he suggested the propriety of making it the 
| subject of a separate bill. 
| It would be necessary to call on the department 


for information. The subject had been under ex- 
amination by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
It had been reported against. Mr. Mason, Attor- 
ney General, had made an adverse report, which 
was approved by the Executive. A Committee 
on Indian Affairs had also reported against the 
claim. The subject is before a committee of the 
House; a call has been made for information; and 
it will have to undergo a full discussion. We 
ought not to act on it without such consideration 
and discussion, and therefore the amendment ought 
not now to be received. 

Mr. BADGER said, that if the question was 
Important, it was not difficult. It was an E EA 
priation which ought to have been introduced into 
the present bill. The claim was under a treat 
with the United States, and it would be only fair 
to insert a provision which ought to have been 
reported with the bill. He referred to the treaty 
to show the correctness of his statement. The 
treaty gave twenty dollars per capita, and thirty- 
three dollars and thirty cents for subsistence for one 
year; and those who were averse to go were as 
much entitled to this fifty-three dollars and thirty 
cents as they were who went. The case was too 

lain to require a protracted discussion. If the 

xecutive had refused to pay this claim, there was 
a more imperative obligation on Congress to pro- 
vide for it. The amount offered no objection to 
the proposition, if the principle was correct. The 
Cherokees were a nuisance to the people of North 
Carolina, and this itself should be a reason for the 
appropriation now asked for. The amendment 
was in the most unexceptionable form, and its 
adoption was necessary for the preservation of the 
peace in North Carolina. 

Mr. BRIGHT moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill; which was agreed to. 


OREGON. 


On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the bill to establish the Terri- 
torial Government of Oregon. 

The question being on the amendment moved 
by Mr. Hare, to insert the following section: 


‘Sec. —. And be it further enacted, ‘That the inhabitants 
of said Territory shall be entitled to enjoy all and singular 
the rights, privileges, and advantages, granted and secured 
to the people of the territory of the United States northwest 
of the river Ohio, by the articles of compact contained in 
the ordinance for the government of said territory, on the 
thirteenth day of July, seventeen hundred and eighty-seven; 
and shall be subject to all the conditions, and restrictions, 
and prohibitions in said articles of compact imposed upon 
the people of said territory; and the existing Jaws now in 
force in the Territory of Oregon, under the authority of the 
provisional government established by the people thereof, 
shall continue to be valid and operative therein, so far as 


the same be not incompatible with the principles and pro- 
visions of this act; subject, nevertheless, to be altered, 


modified, or repealed by the Governor and Legislative As- 
sembly of the said Territory of Oregon; and the laws of 
the United States are hereby extended over, and declared 
to be in force in, said Territory, so far as the same or any 
provision thcreof may be applicable.” 

Mr. BUTLER briefly explained his course in 
the Judiciary Committee in relation to the bill of 
last sessign, in order to show that it was only in- 
tended to make it conform to the laws of Iowa. 
If the bill now brought forward, as the bill of last 
session, contains the ordinance of 1787, it was 
adopted by a misconception on his part. The 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire 
extended that ordinance to the Territory of Oregon, 
which was already covertly included in the clause 
of last session as it came from the Committee on 


Territories. 


Mr. BRIGHT regretted the absence of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories. The bill 
would not have been brought up during his ab- 
sence but for the recent events in Oregon, and the 
message of the President on the subject. The bill 
is substantially the same as the bills for the admis- 
sion of Wisconsin and Iowa, with the exception 
of the 12th section, which varies in some respects 
from the clause in the other bills. The laws of 
Oregon prohibit slavery in the Territory, and these 
laws will remain unless rsa ie by the legislative 
authority. He objected to the proposition of the 
Senator from Florida to insert the 12th section of 
the bill of the last session, because it restricted the 
Legislature of Oregon too severely. If the question 
which has been introduced by the Senator from 
New Hampshire were now to be discussed, the bjll 
could not be passed for some days, and he regret- 
ted that that Senator should have felt it his duty 
to offer it at this time. He would have no objec- 
tion to strike out the 12th section if any substitute 
could be provided for it. 
` Mr. WESTCOTT, if he understood the sec- 
tion, regarded it as excluding slavery, as adopting 
the organic law of Iowa to that effect. Did the 
Senator from Indiana admit that the act of the pro- 
visional government of Oregon excluded slavery? 

Mr. BRIGHT said he so admitted it. 

Mr. HALE, with leave of the Senator, withdrew 
his amendment for the present. He had been 
accused of thrusting a firebrand in the Senate. He 
would now take it out, and see how the bill would 
go on without it. He would renew it hereafter or 
not, as he might deem best. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
WESTCOTT— 

Mr. BRIGHT, with the consent of the friends, 
consented to strike out the 12th section. He moved 
to strike it out. 

Mr. HALE said if that section was stricken out 
he should renew his amendment. His object was 
to permit the bill to pass in its presentshape. He 
asked the yeas and nays on the motion. 

Mr. CALHOUN thought the striking out of the 
12th section would not remove the difficulty. There 
are three questions involved: lst. The power cf 
Congress to interfere with persons emigrating with 
their property into the State; 2d. The power of 
the Territorial Government to do so; and, 3d. The 
pove of Congress to vest such a power in the 

erritory. The amendment moved by the Sena- 
tor from Florida was the only course. He did not 
wish to delay the bill. But if the matter was to 
be gone into, it would be the best way to separate 
the military authority from the residue of the bill, 
and act on that at present. 

Mr. MILLER expressed surprise at the extent 
of the assumption that the people of Oregon had 
no right to prohibit slavery. here was the au- 
thority to create slavery there? 

Mr. DICKINSON said he was willing to strike 
out the 12th section, and to leave the territorial 
government to take care of itself. He had full 
confidence in the wisdom of the territorial legisla- 
ture to make its own laws. 

Mr. BAGBY referred to the principles laid down 
in the resolutions he had some time since submit- 
ted to the Senate as those which must be sustained, 
and should regulate the action of Congress. Con- 
pice has no more right over the territory than it 

as over any other property of the United States. 
Here we were about to erect a wall around a ter- 
ritory in which citizens of other States could not 
meet without leaving their property behind them. 
He differed from the Senator from South Carolina 
as to the twelfth section. That section was an 
eyesore to him, and he wished it stricken out; in 
which event he would vote for the bill, deeming it 
sufficient for its purposes as it would then stand. 
He protested against the monstrous doctrine ad- 
vanced by the Senator from New York, [Mr. — 
Dicxinson,] and protested also against these at- 
tempts to stir up agitation in reference toa territory 
into which it was generally admitted that slavery 
was never likely to enter. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? I 
have withdrawn my firebrand, and this is a south- 
ern firebrand which is now thrown in. 

Mr. BAGBY. I know he has withdrawn it, but 
he promises to renew it. The northern fire burns 
more slowly than the southern fire; and whenever 
the Senator from, New Hampshire desires to renew 
it, he has wind enough to kindle a flame. He 
deprecated the new doctrine as to these ephemeral 
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things called territorial governments, by which any 
twenty thousand settlers on the public lands might 
set up a government, and demand the right to 
enact their own laws. He contended that a power 
could not be delegated to a creature which the cre- 
ator did not possess. If by inherent right the peo- 
ple could form a government, why do they come 
to Congress to ask the power? and to what extent 
could Congress confer power? Not beyond the 
power vested in it by the Constitution. 

- Mr. FOOTE regretted that this discussion had 
been commenced and had gone on in such a strange 
manner. Admitting that the striking out of the 
twelfth section would remove his objection to the 
bill, still the Senator from Alabama went at length 
into a question which it had been the desire of 
many Senators, by a mutual understanding, to 
avoid. He was prepared to go into this question 
whenever it was forced upon him; but he had been 
stricken with a thrill of delight as he listened to 
the wise and patriotic suggestions of the Senator 
from Missouri yesterday, that we should confine 
our attention to the duties imposed on us. Should 
the resolutions submitted by the Senator from New 
York be taken up, he should be prepared to offer 
his views at length on this question. He was op- 
posed to the agitation of this question at the present 
time, as it might enable an individual to whom the 
Abolitionists were attracted to increase his popu- 
larity, and might also have the effect of exciting 
the South so as to weaken the strength of the great 
party to which he was attached in that section 
of the Union. There wasa plan on foot to distract 
the South, which he would expose at a proper time. 

Mr. HALE assured the Senator from Missis- 
‘sippi that his friends did not calculate on the vote 
of his State at the pending election. He had risen 
to say, that this firebrand did not come from him. 
He had drawn out his firebrand, but the fire had 
burned more brightly than before it was taken out. 
He regretted that Senators should now consider 
the ordinance of 1787 as insulting to the southern 
States. If that ordinance was an insult, how was 
it they had remained quiet under it more than half 
a century? With all his respect for gentlemen, 
and all his abhorrence to wound the feelings of 
any, he could not avoid saying that he felt little 
sympathy with those who had lived under an in- 
sult which was sixty years old before it was dis- 
covered. He charged the Senator from Alabama 
with introducing and arguing abstractions, while 
he charged him [Mr. Hare] with doing that very 
thing. At the risk of offending those who had 
sustained him at a time when sympathy was worth 
something and votes were orth more, he had 
withdrawn his amendment, and then a more pes- 
tiferous movement was made. 

Mr. BUTLER asked if the Senator had not 
indicated, when he withdrew his proposition, his 
intention to introduce the firebrand again, as soon 
as he saw that one which was about to be intro- 
duced had burned out? 

Mr. HALE replied.. He had asked the Chair 
if it would be in order to offer his amendment 
again, if he withdrew it for the purpose of ena- 
bling the Senator from Florida to offer his? Having 
been informed that it would be in order, he with- 
drew it, stating that he might offer it, or not, as he 
Should think proper. His intention was, if the 
bill was suffered to pass in the shape proposed, 
not to offer it again. But when he found other 
doctors dosing it, he determined that he would try 
his own medicine again. He-then laid down his 
proposition that slaves could not be regarded as 
property, and quoted some judicial decisions to 
sustain him in this view. 

In the views which he had expressed, he was 
, happy to say that he was supported by many dis- 
tinguished men from the South. Every southern 
gentleman regarded the existence of slavery as an 
evil, and was anxious to free the slaveholding 
States from the odium of its introduction. It was 
alleged by some, that the curse had its origin in 
the mercenary course pursued by the New Eng- 
land merchants, who entered into the traffic in 
slaves for profit; others charged all the responsi- 
bility on Great Britain. If the evil, therefore, was 
of that odious character that even the South shrunk 
from the responsibility of its introduction, with 
what consistency could southern Senators vote for 
extending it to new territories where it had never 

et obtained a footing, and where it was said that 
it was not likely to enter? He gave southern gen- 
tlemen great credit for the open and manly man- 


ner in which they expressed their views. They 
met the question fairly and candidly. Every man 
could understand them. There was no beating 
about the bush among them. With such oppo- 
nents it was gratifying to contend. Very different 
was their course to that of certain animals which 
had been characterized as northern men with 
southern principles. He invoked the attention of 
the Senate to the declaration of the Senator from 
Mississippi, that in the discussion of this great 
question, he was not influenced by truth, justice, 
and humanity; but that he was anxious to evade 
its full and fair discussion, from an apprehension 
that it would have the effect of distracting a party, 
and weakening that glorious ticket which was to 
sweep over the whole of the United States like a 
hurricane. 

Mr. FOOTE begged to explain, that he had 
only named this as one of the consequences of the 
discussion of the question at this time, and he was 
prepared, at a proper time, to go into the proofs 
which had come into his possession on this point. 
But he had stated, as his main objection, the delay 
of the bill; which must be the consequence of the 
agitation of the subject at this time, and this, too, 
at a moment when our immediate action is demand- 
ed by the perilous condition of our fellow-citizens 
in the Territory of Oregon. 

Some further discussion ensued between Mr. 
Hare and Mr. Foore, which partook of a per- 
sonal character, and had no reference to the ques- 
tion legitimately before the Senate; and, pending 
this debate, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, June 2, 1848. ` 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. EDWARDS, from the select committee ap- 
pointed to consider the various memorials praying 
the passage of a law I pero the importation of 
adulterated drugs and medicines, reported a bill to 
prohibit the importation of adulterated, deteriorated, 
and misnamed medicines. 

The bill having been twice read— 

Mr. EDWARDS begged leave to state that the 
Gill which he had just reported had met with the 
entire approbation of the select committee to whom 
the subject had been referred. It wasa subject of 
great importance to the entire country. He had 
recently received a letter informing him that twenty- 
four thousand pounds of adulterated Peruvian bark 
alone had just been imported; and as this subject 
had been for two months before committees of this 
House, it having first been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and afterwards to a select com- 
mittee, those who were engaged in this trade had 
become wide awake, and were importing largely in 
anticipation of the passage of some such billas this. 
It was therefore obviously necessary that this bill 
should be promptly passed, that such deleterious 
importations might be caught on their arrival in 
our ports. He moved that the bill be put upon its 
passage. 

Mr. HUNT hoped there would be no objection 
to the immediate passage of this bill. It was of 
vital importance to the country. The importation 
of deleterious drugs had been very injurious to our 
army during the war with Mexico, and hence some 
action on this subject was loudly demanded. When 
it was before the Committee on Commerce, there 
was but one opinion respecting it; but it was deemed 
better that itshould be referred toa select committee 
of medical men, who would perhaps be better able 
to suggest a remedy to protect the country against 
the mischiefs to which It was exposed by deleteri- 
ous importations. He hoped it would be passed 
without debate; but, if any discugsion were neces- 
sary to satisfy the House of the propriety of pass- 
ing this bill, he would suggest that the able report 
of the committee should be read. Nothing more 
would be'necessary. In conclusion, he moved the 
previous question. . 

The House sustained the call for the previous 
question, under the operation of which thé bill was 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the bill and report 
were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that 10,000 extra copies 
of the report accompanying the bill be printed. 

After a few words between Messrs. COBB, of 
Georgia, ROOT, and ASHMUN, this motion was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar. En 

Mr. VINTON said he had been instructed by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to move to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on Fridays and Saturdays for the residue of 
the session, that the ai a bills might be 
acted upon on those as well as the other days of 
the week. 

Mr. ROCKWELL begged the gentleman from 
Ohio not to press that motion to-day, as this was 
“objection day,” on which bills could be passed 
that were unobjectionable. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said it was a question 
of importance whether the House would go on 
with the public business, and, therefore, he called 
for the yeas and nays on the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole House on the private 
calendar. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted thus: Yeas 84, nays 8l. The 
House accordingly (Mr. Bropuean, of Pennsylva- 
nia, in the chair) resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the private calendar. 

The following bills were taken up, read, con- 
sidered, and ordered to be reported to the House, 
viz: 

For the relief of Peter Shaffer. 

For the benefit of John Ozias. 

For the relief of the legal representatives of Rob- 
ert Fulton, deceased. 

For the relief of Anna Giffin, of the county of 
Wyoming, State of New York. 

or the relief of William Butler. 

For the relief of William De Buys, late postmas- 
ter at New Orleans. . 

For the relief of Artemas Conant. 

Granting a pension to Ruth Hollenbeck. 

For the relief of Jesse Washington Jackson. 

For the relief of James Fugate, 

For the relief of Samuel Gray. 

For the relief of Lizur B. Canfield, 

For the relief of John Hibbert. 

For the relief of Daniel H. Warren. 

For the relief of Nathaniel Shiflett. 

For the relief of Skelton Felton. 

For the relief of Emanuel Berriand John M. 
Keese. : 

And Senate bills for the relief of Richard Bloss 
and others; for the relief of Jones & Boker; and for 
the relief of Charles L. Dell. 

The following bills were amended, and ordered 
to be reported to the House, viz: ) 

Joint resolution of the Senate in favor of David 
Shaw and Solomon T. Corser; and House bill for 
the relief of Lewis Hastings. _ 

The following bills were also acted on and or- 
dered to be reported to the House: Bills autho- 
rizing the Secretary of War to issue a duplicate 
of land warrant No. 1,469, which originally issued 
in favor of Adam Hart, February 3, 1829; and for 
the relief of Thomas B. Graham; and Senate bill 
for the relief of Fernando Fellany. 

‘ The committee having reported all of the above 
ills— 

The House first proceeded to consider the bill 
for the relief of John P. Converse, reported to the 
House by the Committee of the Whole on Satur- 
day last; when— 3 : 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, it was 
recommitted to the Committee of Claims. 

Bills from the Senate for the relief of Joseph 
Wilson, and for the relief of W. B. Slaughter, late 
Secretary of the Territory of Wisconsin, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole on Saturday 
last, (the latter with an amendment, which was 
abe to,) were taken up, read a third time, and 

assed. 

The bills for the relief of William Fuller and 
Orlando Saltmarsh, and for the reliefof H. D. John- 
son, which were reported by the Committee of the 
Whole on Saturday last, were taken up and ordered 
to be engrossed; and being engrossed, were read a 
third time, passed, and sent to the Senate for con- 
currence. 

The House then proceeded to consider the bills 
this day reported from the Committee of the Whole, 
when they were severally read a third time and 

assed, except the bills for the relief of Peter 
Shaffer and for the relief of William De Buys, late 
postmaster at New Orleans, which were laid over 
for further consideration. 
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Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, asked the con- 
sent of the House to introduce the following res- 
olution: l 

Resolved, That the Committee on Patents be, and thev are 
hereby, authorized and required to send for persons and pa- 
per and to thoroughly investigate the charges as preferred 

y H. S. Thistle against the Commissioner of Patents for 
granting letters patent to Thornton Grimsley for an improve- 
ment in the manufacture of dragoon saddles, when at the 
same time (as alleged by said Thistle) an application for the 
same invention for letters patent had been pending in the 
Patent Office some several months prior to und at the time 
of said Grimsley’s application, and for which letters patent 
were issued to said Griinsley without due notice being given 
to said Thistle, as required by law in such cases; and that 
said committee report the result of such investigation to this 
House at the earliest day practicable. 


Mr. BOWLIN objected, and the resolution was 
not received. 


INTERNATIONAL EXCHANGES. 

Mr. MURPHY asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer a resolution in relation to Mr. 
Vattemare’s plan of international exchange of for- 
eign publications. Mr. Vattemare had been here 
for three months, and was still remaining in the dark 
respecting the result of his application to this Gov- 
ernment. He hoped there would, therefore, be 
a objection to the resolution which he desired to 
offer: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union be discharged from the further consideration of 
House bill No. 469, to regulate the exchange of certain doc- 
uments and other publications of Congress. 

The resolution having been agreed to, the House 
proeeeded to consider said bill, which was read, as 
follows: 

A BILL to regulate the exchange of certain documents and 
other publications of Congress. 

Be it enacted, Şc., That the Joint Committee onthe Libra- 
ry shall appoint such agents as they may from time to time 
deem requisite, to carry into effect the donation and exchange 
of such documents and other publications as have been or 
shall be placed at their disposal for the purpose. 

Sec. 2. dnd be it further enacted, That all books trans- 
mitted through such agents for the use of the Government 
of the United States, or of any governmentof a State or of its 
Legislature, or of any departinent of the Government of the 
United States or of a State, or of the Academy at West Point, 
or of the National Institute, shall be adinitted into the United 
States duty free. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the sum of two 
thousand dollars is hereby appropriated out of any money in 
the treasury not otherwise appropriated, and the same is 
put at the disposal of the Library Committee, for the pur- 
pose of carrying into effect such donation and exchange, and 
of paying the expenses already incurred in relation thereto. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to recommit 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. MURPHY urged Mr. Jones to withdraw 
his motion and let the bill pass. Mr. Vattemare 
had been here three or four months at considerable 
expense, and it was the wish of the Committee on 
the Library to defray his expenses, and there was 
no way by which the committee could do so unless 
the bill passed. 

Mr. McKAY said the bill required consideration 
in committee, and he hoped the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee would prevail. 

Mr. FARAN rose to a question of order. A 
rule of the House required that all money bills or 
bills appropriating money be first considered in 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union, 
and he desired to know if it was not the duty of 
the Chair to put them there? 

The SPEAKER stated that the Committee of 
the Whole had just been discharged from the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The question was put on recommitting the bill, 
and no quorum voted. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripar, June 2, 1848. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the. 


Secretary of the Treasury relative to experiments 
in weights and measures; of which, on motion of 
Mr. DOWNS, 10,000 extra copies were ordered to 
be printed. 

Also, a report from the Fifth Auditor of the 
Treasury, in reply to a resolution submitted by 
Mr. WEBSTER on the 29th ult., on the subject of 
the delay in the progress of erecting a light-house 
on Execution Rocks, Long Island; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALHOUN presented a memorial from a 
number of merchants of Charleston, asking that 
the contract entered into between the Postmaster 
General and certain citizens of Charleston, for car- 


rying the mail between that city and Havana, in 
'uba, may be approved by Congress; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. HUNTER presented a petition from John 
R. Bryant, administrator of Purser Garretson, 
asking a reimbursement of money expended for 
office rent; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BREESE presented a petition from Mary 
Ann Bronaugh, widow of a deceased volunteer in 
the Mexican war, asking a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, reported the bill further to carry 
into effect the provisions and stipulations of the 
ninth article of the Florida treaty, with respect to 
certain losses by Spanish subjects in West Florida, 
without amendment, recommending its passage, 
and accompanied by a report; of which, on mo- 
tion of Mr. WESTCOTT, 500 extra copies were 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on the Library, reported the following resolu- 
tion; which was read a first time: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United Stutes of America in Oongress assembled, That 
the portrait of Major General Baron De Kalb, presented by 
his surviving family. be placed in the Library of Congress. 

Mr. DAVIS also presented, in the name of Brig- 
adier General Twiggs, a Mexican flag, taken in 
Mexico, which he introduced by an eulogium on 
the exploits of our army in the various battles 
which led to the occupation of the capital. 

Mr. DAYTON suggested that the flag be de- 

osited in the Department of State; but as Mr. 

avis thought some more conspicuous position 
should be assigned to it, Mr. Dayton withdrew 
his suggestion, and the subject was suffered to lie 
over. 
OREGON. 

On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the bill to establish a terri- 
torial government in Oregon. 

Mr. BRIGHT withdrew his motion to strike 
out the twelfth section. 

Mr. BERRIEN renewed the motion, and asked 
the yeas and nays, which were ordered. 

Mr. WESTCOTT wished to ask if Senators 
understood the character and effect of the existing 
laws in Oregon. He alluded to all the laws. We 
were about to sanction laws which have not yet 
been submitted to us. There was among them a 
sumptuary law, prohibiting the introduction of 
any ardent spirits in the territory. [Mr. Hae: 
Good!) The Senator from New Hampshire says 
“good,” and he will probably vote for the bill. 
But he would ask, if the territorial government 
had a right thus to interfere with the United States 
system of import duties? The provisional gov- 
ernment of Oregon was merely an assemblage of 
emigrants who first went there—of all nations and 
castes—and never was recognized as a govern- 
ment while we held the territory in joint occupa- 
tion with Great Britain. He suggested these facts 
for the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. TURNEY was in favor of the motion 
when made by the Senator from Indiana, because 
he regarded it as intended to conciliate the North 
and the South. But he had withdrawn it, and it 
was renewed by a southern Senator; so that it 
was intended now to make it a sectional question. 
He regarded it as a violation of the common plat- 
form agreed on by the Democratic party. He 
warned the Senators who advocated the retention 
of the section, of the dangers to which they sub- 
jected themselves by withdrawing the motion to 
strike it out. The party would be at sea, and 
there could be no union between the North and 
South, 

Mr. BADGER gave briefly his reasons for 
voting to retain the twelfth section. The settlers in 
Oregon, for the purpose of self-defence, had estab- 
lished a provisional government. Congress was 
now called on to sanction the acts of this provis- 
ional government. Should this section be stricken 
out, the people of Oregon will be left in a situation 
in which they will have no laws which can be 
carried into execution. Months must elapse before 
the system now to be established can be made 
effective. We must either give temporary force 
to the laws now existing, or abolish them. He 
regarded the retention of the section as necessary 
to enable the people to obtain the benefits of the 


‘diciar 


existing laws. He thought the inhabitants ought 
to have the power to establish their own munici- 
pal regulations, and that the restrictions contained 
in the Senate bill are sufficient to prevent any evil 
results. > 

Mr. RUSK regretted that the Senator from In- 
diana had consented to withdraw his motion to 
strike out the sectton, because he thought it con- 
stituted a common ound on which all might have 
united, and have avoided the discussion of the 
slavery question. He took a different view of the 
effect of this section from that taken by the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina who had just spoken. 

Mr. WESTCOTT sent to the Secretary a copy 
of the organic laws of Oregon, as adopted previ- 
ous to the treaty of Oregon; which was read. 

Mr. BUTLER said it was evident that this bill 
did not come to the Senate with the twelfth section 
in it by the consent of a full Committee on the 
Territories. It was sanctioned by two members 
of that committee, and was in direct conflict with 
the well-guarded and able bill reported by the Ju- 

Committee. He had hoped the section 
would be stricken out, and that the peop!e of Ore- 
gon might be left to make such laws as they may 
think proper, whether they exclude or admit sla- 
very. He did not wish to send out a bill which 
could be held up by the North as a concession of 
the South. He was willing to give the people the 
right to legislate hereafter, but he was required to 
go further. He did not, however, admit the right 
of a territory to legislate in opposition to the opin- 
ions of Congress. He believed that slavery would 
never exist in Oregon, and therefore he would not 
discuss the question now. But he protested against 
the doctrine that any territory could frame laws in 
contradiction to the laws of Congress. 

Mr. BADGER explained what he had said, and 
which (he complained ) had been misunderstood or 
misstated, and reasserted the grounds on which he 
had placed his argument against striking out the 
section. He insisted that territories had no power 
to legislate independent of Congress; that they de- 
rived all their legislative authority from Congress. 
The people of Oregon had established a govern- 
ment without the authority of Congress, and it had 
continued by sufferance and not by right, until Con- 
gress shall establish it. By the omission of Con- 
gress, the people of Oregon have been compelled 
to make laws; but any of these laws—such as that 
assuming the right to make war, and to dispose of 
the public lands—as violate the powers of the Gen- 
eral Government, are void. 

Mr. RUSK referred to the fifteenth section of 
the act which gives to all the existing regulations 
the force and character of laws. He objected to 
the twelfth section, because it was taken up by 
politicians to foment discords in the country and 
on this foor. He did not wish to force, or to re- 
strict slavery, in any State. But he would not go 
into that question now. He hoped the friends of 
the bill would reconsider their course. 

Mr. NILES said he had always desired to avoid 
this subject whenever it was introduced on a mere 
abstraction; but now it was brought before us in 
a bill of a very important character to establish a 
form of government. He objected to the term 
‘‘firebrand”’ being applied to the subject. The ques- 
tion, as far as he understood it, was, whether we 
should incorporate slavery in the new territory, or 
leave the door open, and permit slavery to insinuate 
and establish itself there. He understood the gist 
of the principle laid down by some Senators to be, 
that slavery was the fundamental law of every ter- 
ritory. If it was intended to assert that all prop- 
erty belongs to the Federal Government, what 
became of the rights of States? And how could 
this ground be taken by the advocates of State 
rights? The Constitution took no cognizance of 
property. Its regulation was left to the States; 
and if what is property in one State is not property 
in another, we must adopt some rule of decision 
which will violate the provisions of one State or 
another. The question is in our hands, and the 
majority must determine it, and the minority must 
submit to the decision. He was ready to act on 
this view. 

We had been told that the Federal Government 
must not touch slavery, and he went with the 
southern Senators in that view. It was said to 
be a State right, yet here it is required to be regu- 
lated by the Federal Government. He could not 
go forthis. To introduce slavery into a territory 
now free was a new question, and he was not pre- 
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pared to sanction it. He asked Senators if they 
supposed that the northern States would send rep- 
resentatives here to see such a course carried out. 
The doctrine that the question of slavery should be 
left to the people of the territory to determine, 
(which might be very popular,) he was opposed 
to, because he did not recognize every assemblage 
of individuals as possessing the element of sov- 
ereignty. ee | 
` He regretted to see a disposition on both sides 
the Chamber to avoid the discussion of important 
questions. He was prepared to meet it in ‘any 
shape. Would Senators from six States, who 
were instructed to introduce the non-slavery prin- 
ciple in all acts for the establishment of new terri- 
torial governments, be willing to sit still when a 
bill like this was under consideration? He could 
not do so. He did not know how the Senators 
from New York, who had been instructed twice 
over, would act. He had himself been instructed 
twice, but the instruction made no difference in 
his course. He believed the discussion and set- 
tlement of this subject by Congress would have 
the effect of tranquilizing and settling the public 
mind. He should go against striking out the sec- 
- tion. If you strike out the section, you introduce 
an entirely new system in our legislation. He 
referred to the course adopted in the establishment 
of territorial governments and the admission of 
States,.to show that it was at variance with that 
now pursued. It had always been a rule to make 
the existing laws and condition of the people the 
basis of legislation. But we refuse to do that in 
the present case; we leave the present condition 
and laws of the people entirely out of view. We 
have now to settle the question of slavery in Ore- 
on finally, as regards the Federal Government, 
baca ioe: when the territory becomes a State, it 
acts in its sovereign capacity, and he thought the 
. best way was to settle it conclusively, without at- 
tempting to shun it. In reference to slavery as 
an element of power, he stated that it was not a 
ower which would concentrate itself in the North; 
Dut in the Federal Government it was an element 
of immense power, because it enabled it to control 
and wield the whole power of the South. He 
warned the North against being deluded by the 
siren song of harmony and conciliation, which 
never did mean anything else, and never would 
mean anything else, than that the North must 
ive up. He wished to see the balance-wheel of 
justice preserved, lest, by long forbearance on the 
part of the North, the South should pursue a 
course which would finally become intolerable, 
and then the North might be compelled to vindicate 
itself, and to do it with more power than discre- 
tions He went on to speak of slaves being re- 
garded as property, and concluded by a very 
eloquent appeal to the Senate to permit the ques- 
tion to be now disposed of. 

Mr. DOWNS followed. He stated that he did 
not go the full extent of the sentiments entertained 
and expressed by some of the southern Senators. 
He had never gone the length of asserting that 
slavery was the fundamental law of any territory. 
He complained of the assertion that this question 
concentrated power in the South. He said that 
the South had never received her due portion of 
the benefits of the Federal Government. He did 
not allude to offices. The South was willing to 

ermit the offices, which they considered as merely 
incidents, to be given to the North; but in com- 
mercial facilities and in the appropriations for the 
public benefit, the South had been left far behind 
the North. The South did not desire to bring on 
this question for debate. 


sition too well. She knew that her position was | 
a defensive one, and it was not for her to come 
forward and provoke a discussion. The vote of 


the South in favor of the annexation of Texas was 
an act of self-defence, in consequence of the re- 

eated assaults made on her from the North. 

here had been no preliminary movements in the 
South—no meetings; all the movements were made 
in the North. And these movements led to the 
union of the South for the purpose of self-defence. 
On the Missouri question, the South did not move 
the first, nor will they make the first movement. 
They will expostulate with their friends in the 
North; they would entreat, but they would not 
move unti] they should find it necessary for self- 
preservation. Let us lay this question at rest; let 
us dig a grave and bury it, and swear on the Con- 
stitution never again to disturb its repose,and every 


She understood her po- ; 


member from the South will come there and kiss 
the book. 

Mr. HOUSTON, for the purpose of putting an 
end to the discussion, moved to amend the twelfth 
section, in the ninth line, by inserting the follow- 


‘Ing words: ** or in violation of any rights by the 


laws or Constitution of the United States vested in 
or secured to the citizens of the United States, or 
any of them,” so that the section would read as 
follows: i 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the inhabitants 
of the said Territory shall be entitled to all the rights, privi- 
leges, and immunities heretofore granted and secured to the 
Territory of Iowa and to its inhabitants; and the existing 
laws now in force in the Territory of Oregon, under the au- 
thority of the provisional government established by the 
people thereof, shall continue to be valid and operative 
therein, so far as the same be not incompatible with the 
provisions of this act, or in violation of any rights by the 
Jaw or Constitution of the United States vested or secured 
to the citizens of the United States, or any of them; subject, 
nevertheless, to be altered, modified, or repealed, by the 
Governor and Legislative Assembly of the said Territory of 
Oregon; and: the laws of the United States are hereby ex- 
tended over and declared to be in force in said Territory, so 
Gs as the same, or any provision thereof, may be applica- 
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The amendment was agreed to. _ 

The question recurring on the motion to strike 
out the section— 

Mr. CALHOUN asked the Senator from Texas 
what was the object contemplated in his amend- 
ment; whether it was to give protection to the 
paper of southern gentlemen? 

Mr. HOUSTON said his object was to protect 
the citizens of Oregon. As to slavery, it was a 
question not belonging to Congress. It was the 
province of the Judiciary to set aside any uncon- 
stitutional act of Congress. He was not to be 
alarmed by any little outbreaks in this Chamber. 
He had no idea that we were standing on the verge 
of a crisis—tiat the Union was about to be dis- 
solved. He believed nothing of the kind. He 
had too much confidence in the integrity and pa- 
triotism of Senators; and if that should fail, he would 
appeal to the integrity and patriotism north and 
south. He regretted to see the most important 
principles made the football of passion and bad 
feeling. 

Mr. CALHOUN made a few remarks on the 
applicability of the principles adopted in reference 
to Iowa to the Territory of Oregon. | 

Mr. HOUSTON explained. l 

Mr. HANNEGAN suggested that the ordinance 
of 1787 could never have been operative in Iowa. 

Some further explanations on the subject were 
made between Mr. BUTLER and Mr. CRIT- 
TENDEN. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said that every difficulty had 
been removed by the adoption of the amendment. 
He hoped the bill would now be passed, and that 
then, for an important reason, the Senate would 
go into Executive business. 

Mr. CALHOUN made some explanation as to 
the admission of Iowa. . 

Mr. BERRIEN added a few words, and moved 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Ex- 
ecutive business. 

Mr. BRIGHT asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. UPHAM moved that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BRIGHT asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. , 

The question being taken, it, was decided as fol- 
lows: l 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Butler, 
Calhoun, Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Mangum, 
Miller Niles, Spruance, and Upham—14. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Align, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Borland, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Crittenden, Davis 
of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Downs, Felch, Foote, Hale, 
Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis 
Moor, Rusk, Sebastian, Sturgeon, Turney, nderwood, 
Westcott, and Yulee—29. 


Mr. HANNEGAN desired to go into Executive 
session for a few minutes on a matter of much 
importance. 

r. BRIGHT asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HANNEGAN spoke of the importance of 
acting on the bill without delay, and avowed his 
readiness to sit there until Monday morning if he 
could effect it; but, if not, he was desirous to go 
into Executive session on a matter which the Sen- 
ate found to be pressing. 

The CHAIR having intimated that the motion 
would not be in order while the bill was pending— 

Mr. WESTCOTT moved that it be passed over 
informally, with a view to go into Executive ses- 
sion. ` = 


On this question Mr. BRIGHT again demanded 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered: when the 
vote stood for passing over informally: Yeas 26, 
nays 17, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Ber- 
rien, Butler, Calhoun, Clarke, Crittenden, Davis of Massa- 
chusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Downs, Hunter, 
Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mangum, Miller, Niles, Sebas- 
tian, Spruance, Turney, Underwood, Upham, Westcott, 
and Yulee—2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, Bor- 
land, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Dickinson, Dix, Felch, 
Foote, Hannegan, Houston, Moor, Rusk, and Sturgeon—17. 


On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness, and, after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 3, 1848. ` 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. MOREH EAD presented a memorial of of- 
ficers of the army in Mexico, praying the purchase 
and improvement of a- piece of ground to be de- 
nominated the ‘American Cemetery,” and that 
the bodies of all American soldiers, who have 


sacrificed their lives for their country in Mexico, 


or who may hereafter die in that country, may be 
therein interred. Referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The House proceeded to consider the bill for the 
relief of Peter Shaffer, yesterday reported from 
the Committee of the Whole and laid aside for 
consideration this day. 

Mr. DANIEL took the floor, and spoke in op- 
position to the bill, and, while proceeding in his 
remarks, yielded the floor at the request of 

Mr. VINTON, who moved that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union on the appropriation bills. 

The question was decided in the affirmative: 
Yeas 97, nays 60. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

And the House resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Rockwe tu, of Connecticut, in the chair,) and 
proceeded to consider the bill making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year ending 
June 30, 1849. 

Mr. BRODHEAD said that the bill before the 
committee was the naval appropriation bill; but 
the subject under discussion was slavery, and the 
power of the Government over slavery in the Ter- 
ritories. The two gentlemen who had yesterday 
discussed this question had, by their speeches, 
convinced him that there Were gentlemen in the 
South who held extreme opinions on this subject. 
He had heretofore supposed that the ‘people of the 


South, with one accord, maintained the absolute 


neutrality of the General Government in regard to 
slavery; and all must remember with what vehe- 
mence the exercise of the right of petition to Con- 
gress on that subject had been resisted, and what 
menaces of disunion had been uttered, if it should 
be allowed. ‘This was on the express ground that 
the General Government had nothing to do with 
slavery, in the way either of supporting or abol- 
ishing it. The South loudly disclaimed asking 
the Government to protect it in the Territories. 
But now a different ground was assumed. The 
advocates of the Wilmot proviso insisted that the 
Government could and ought to prohibit slavery 
in the Territories: it was both the power and the 
duty of Government to do so. Now, the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Ruetrr] agreed 
with them that Gevernment possessed power over 
the subject in the Territories, but contended that 
that power should be exercised in upholding and 
supporting it there. There were, however, but 
few, either in the South or in the North, who con- 
tended that the power, if it existed, ought to be 


exercised. And Mr. B. avowed his position to 


be in favor of an entire neutrality in the Govern-. 
ment on the whole subject. Congress gave the 

Territories the machinery of a territorial govern- 

ment, and he was for Jetting the Territories work 

the machine for themselves. He admitted that 

Government had the power, but he did not think 

it was wise to exercise it. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayzy] con- 
tended that the clause in the Constitution respect- 
ing the legislative power of Congress in regard to 
the Territories of the United States conferred no 
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political jurisdiction. The practice of the Govern- 
ment, however, had proceeded on an opposite 
construction. Mr. B. waived any discussion of that 
question, but contented himself with maintaining 
the inexpediency of the Government. taking any 
action on the subject, but leaving it entirely to the 
people of the Territories. Congress could not 
alter the provisions of the Constitution, and he 
insisted that the whole matter ought to be left 
with the States and the Territoriesfto act in regard 
to itas they thought best. The Territories had 
no representative to vote for them in Congress, 
and he thought we ought to regard the ancient 
republican principle of the Revolution, that free- 
men ought not to be controlled by a Government 
in which they had no voice. 

Mr. B. thought the northern States ought to be 
content with the observance of the Missouri com- 
promise. Whatever might have been the author- 
ity to enact that compromise in the first instance, 
if it was adhered to in good faith, it would operate 
as a peacemaker and quiet the agitations of the 
country. .« 

. Mr. B. had observed that those who opposed it, 
and were for the forcible exclusion of slavery from 
the Territories, were obliged to resort for support 
to the extreme of fanaticism, and they had certain 
catchwords which marked them as a party, and 
were used for party ends alone. Among these was 
that of ‘“‘ free soil.” What did this mean? Had 
it any intelligible manng It could not mean 
free rocks, free sand, free loam; if it meant any- 
thing, it must mean free government. Well, if 
that was what they really meant, it was the very 
thing for which Mr. B. contended. The country 
was full of these party terms. Thus we had a 
Liberty party, as if we were not all friends of 
liberty; and a Native American party, just as if 
there were some among us who were not the 
friends of America, or were enemies to native-born 
Americans. So they called all northern men who 
did not go to their own fanatical extremes, ‘‘dough- 
faces.” He thought, when they used this expres- 
sion, they must have had the mirror before their 
own faces. 
~ It was said that slavery was a great moral and 
political evil: it might be so; but the world was 
ful] of evils of various sorts, which it was impos- 
sible to remedy, and which we must make up our 
minds to endure; and, great as this evil might be, 
it might become yet greater if an attempt was 
made forcibly to pen it up within its present geo- 
graphical limits. Could such a design be effected, 
and should it turn out that slavery within those 
limits ceased to be profitable to slaveholders, the 
adjacent States would soon be overrun with a 
black population of the very worst description. 
Slavery had always existed in the world, and he 
presumed always would; it had been made no 

round of excommunication from the church, and 
it ought not to be of excommunication from a po- 
litical party. The negro race, always subjected 
to degradation among men, had never occupied a 
condition so elevated as it held in our southern 
States. Slavery was distinctly recognized in the 
Constitution, and those who recognized the au- 
thority of that instrument ought to hold their peace 
upon the subject; but, however they might rave, 
the Constitution could not be changed. - 

Mr. B. held that the legislation which had been 
resorted to in New York and in Massachusetts to 
prevent the recapture of runaway slaves was in 
direct conflict with the Constitution. 

Mr. JENKINS asked to what legislation of 
New York the gentleman alluded? 

Mr. BRODHEAD said he did not pretend to a 
minute knowledge~of all the laws passed by the 
New York Legislature, but he was under the im- 
pression that a law had been passed in that State 
which forbade all State officers to aid the owner of 
a runaway in recovering his property. 


Mr. JENKINS said no such law existed in New 


York. 

Mr. BRODHEAD was happy to learn the fact, 
and was very sorry the same could not be said for 
his own State. 

The nation had lately been greatly agitated on 
this subject, and there was a party among us who 
were perfect Don Quixottes in philanthropy; they 
could totally overlook an evil at their own doors 
to gaze upon and weep over one a thousand miles 
off. Men worked themselves into a fever about 
this Wilmot proviso, from whose States probably 
not one family would ever remove into California 
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or New Mexico. Southern men would probably 
not take their slaves there in any numbers, becanse 
the country was one where slavery would not be 
profitable; and where it was not profitable, slavery 
never went or long continued; but southern men, 
by a very natural feeling, were unwilling to be put 
under the ban. 

There existed a sickly sentimentality in some 
of the northern States, that was finding its outlet 
sometimes in Fourierism, sometimes in Millerism, 
and sometimes in anti-slavery. But Massachusetts 
might as well undertake to meddle with and pro- 
hibit slavery in the State of Pennsylvania as in 
New Mexico or California. She might as well 
order Pennsylvania to strike out the word ‘‘ white” 
from her constitution before the words ‘‘ free male”’ 
citizen. It was an impertinent intermeddling with 
other people’s business. 

The gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Ruetr] 
had objected to permitting a “ handful of squatters’ 
in the Territories to settle this question of slavery 
there for all time to come. Now, Mr. B. did not 
think it very well became us Americans to sneer 
at ‘‘squatters;’’ for, take us together, we were a 
nation of squatters; and it was squatters who, by 
their industry and hardy enterprise, had made 
the country what it was. Mr. B. had rather trust 
a company of squatters to make a constitution 
under which to live than a pack of dreaming Four- 
lerites shut up in cities, who knew nothing of life 
in a new country. He held that those who were 
in the Territories had a right to form their own 
laws, provided they were not in conflict with the 
laws of the United States. 

As to this Wilmot proviso question, it was not 
a practical question. California, it was obvious, 
must be the future home of a maritime people; and 
it was notorious that the progress of all settlement 
must be what it always had been, from the coast 
to the interior. Slave labor would not thrive there. 
The South, hitherto, had always held that the 
Constitution was a sufficient protection to them in 
the holding of their slaves; but when we came to 
look at the doctrine put forth by the Baltimore 
Convention, we found there was a backing off from 
that doctrine in some quarters. The Whigs in the 
North began to discover that there was nothing to 
fear on this question; in evidence of which, he read 
quotations from a speech made by Mr. Dayton, of 
New Jersey, in the Senate of the United States, 
on the Mexican treaty; one great inducement for 
the adoption of which was, that it practically 
avoided ‘‘ that wretched Wilmot proviso question.” 
Here was an intelligent northern man who consid- 
ered the whole thing as ‘‘a miserable question.” 
The new Territories to be acquired by the treaty 
were not suited to slave labor; so that the whole 


‘of the agitation which the introduction of that pro- 


viso had produced throughout the country was 
gratuitous, and without any reason or necessity. 

Mr. B. here read some authorities in support of 
his position. He expressed his surprise that Mr. 
Van Buren had not been satisfied with the Mis- 
sourl compromise. He had said once that he 
would veto any bill abolishing slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired whether Mr. B. 
meant to assert that Mr. Van Buren had changed 
his opinions? 

Mr. B. disclaimed any such assertion. 

Mr. WILMOT asked if the proviso was not 
adopted and acted on, would not slaveholdérs go 
into these territories, and would not the perpetua- 
tion of slavery there inevitably follow? 

Mr. B. said, if the Constitution carried it there, 
he was willing it should go there. His colleague 
had admitted, in his speech, (which Mr. B. quoted,) 
that the people of a Territory, when it became a 
State, ought to be allowed to decide the question of 
tolerating slavery for themselves; why not accord 
them the same liberty while they continued inhabit- 
antsofa Territory?) Why not permit the Territorial 
Legislature to act on the subject ? 

Mr. B. maintained that all the States were bound 
by the provisions of the Missouri compromise; and 
he was willing to adopt it as tending to the same re- 
sult as his own doctrine of Government neutrality. 

Mr. B. quoted the Alabama platform, as laid 


down by Judge Dargin, chief justice of that State, 


and formerly a member of Congress. 

The Missouri compromise had been forced upon 
the southern States by the northern representa- 
tives. By it, the existence of slavery north of 36° 
30’ was abolished; south of that degree of latitude, 


| and just so it had continued 
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the people were to be suffered to choose for them- 
selves whether it should exist within their limits 
or not. Men from all parts of the Union at the 
last Congress had been willing to agree upon this 
as a peace measure. In March, 1820, when that 
compromise was first adopted, the States had been 
equal y divided on the subject of slavery, eleven 
of them prohibiting, and eleven admitting it. The 
vote in the House of Representatives on its adop- 
tion had been 134 to 42, and in the Senate 34 to 10. 
The compromise had been imposed upon the South 
by northern votes; and he held that men of the 
North ought now to be willing to abide by it as a 
peace measure. 

The Whigs talked of nominating for President 
agentleman who was himselfa practical slaveholder. 
If they wanted to carry him into the chair, or 
when they got him there, they would have to 
abandon the plan of getting into power by abusing 
slavery. They would be obliged to back out from 
the Wilmot proviso, or their candidate would not 
get a southern State. If that question should be 
taken out of the arena of political controversy in 
the northern States, Mr. B. should heartly rejoice. 
For if it was pressed to its results, it must lead to 
disastrous issue. The ground of entire neutrality 
was the true ground to be assumed by the Demo- 
cratic party. On this, that party would stand uni- 
ted and firm, however much the Whigs might 
divide. The coming election would finally settle 
this question. He wanted to know whether his 
friends to meet in Philadelphia were for or against 
the Wilmot proviso. The Democracy were against 
it. He hoped the Whigs would either affirm or 
repudiate it. 

r, DUER asked whether the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania meant to say that the Baltimore 
Convention had repudiated the Wilmot proviso. 
Would the gentleman affirm that that was the pres- 
ent attitude of his party ? 

Mr. BRODHEAD replied that the Democratic 
party all over the Union would repudiate it. 

r. DUER would thank the gentleman to read 
him the resolution adopted at Baltimore in which 
such a position was taken: 

Mr. BRODHEAD said the position of the De- 
mocratic party was a position of neutrality. Let 
the Whigs declare how they stood in regard to this 
matter. If they abandoned the proviso, (and if 
they supported a slaveholding candidate they did 
virtually abandon it,) let them say so at once. 
[Mr. BropHEap’s speech will be found in the Ap- 
ad 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, after a brief apol- 
ogy for speaking to a subject not before the com- 
mittee after having recently expressed strong dis- 
approbation of the practice, and laying the blame on 
the decision of the committee yesterday, which had 
overruled its chairman, and pronounced the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. RueTT] to be in 
order in spedking to slavery when the bill before 
the committee was the naval appropriation bill, 

roceeded to deliver a speech in opposition to the 
Wilmot roviso, and in vindication of the right of 
the people of the South to go into the Territories 
with their slaves, and the want of all authority, 
either in Congress or the Territorial governments, 
to prohibit them. [Mr. B.’s speech will be found 


in the Appendix.] 
Mr. SAWYER said that he was about to pursue 
a course which probably would not meet the accept- 
ance of many gentlemen around him. It was 
known to all who heard him that he had not trou- 
bled the House with many long speeches of his 
either during the present session of Congress or 
the last. Yet he was a diligent attendant on the 
sittings of the House. When it was opened in the 
morning by the'prayer of the chaplain, he was in 
attendance; and with scarce an exception, he had 
been present at every vote taken since the begin- 
ning of the session, and had at all times endeav- 
ored in his place to forward the public business. 
But how stood that business now? They hada 
bill before them appropriating money for the pay 
of the officers and seamen of our navy, and for pro- 
viding whatever was needful to keep it’in a proper 
condition. Yet, while this bill was waiting the 
action of the House, gentlemen had got into the 
discussion of a subject entirely foreign to the bill: 
om the commence- 
ment of the session till this very hour. The públic 
business had been criminally neglected. 
Mr. S. would now quote, for the benefit of the 
country and for the information of the committee 
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some items from the general calendar of the busi- 
ness of the House which yet remained to be done. 
There were on that calendar more than five hun- 
dred bills yet unacted upon, while only some fifteen 
or twenty had received the action of the House. 
All the bins providing for the pay of our brave 
soldiers were still to be passed, while the House 
was engaged in discussing abstract questions on 
slavery—a subject introduced by whom and on 
which side of the House? Did not gentlemen 
perceive that no gentleman from the other side of 
the House attempted to get the floor? The whole 
discussion was confined to the Democratic side of 
the House; it was they who, instead of doing the 
business of the country, were.occupying the time 
in discussions on slavery. The debate had been 
opened by a gentleman holding the extreme of 
southern principles; and the practical result would 
, be, that in some portions of the Union that speech 
would be quoted on them as exhibiting the party’s 
doctrine, while an ultra Wilmot proviso Demo- 
crat had made a speech on the opposite side of the 
question; and in other sections of the Union, the 
Whigs would read that speech to the people asa 
sample of Democratic doctrine. ‘The other side, 
seeing the game thus coming into their hands, sat 
perfectly quiet. 

Mr. S. said he would now read the titles of some 
of the bills which were suffered to remain on the 
calendar while this proceeding was going forward, 
and: would call the attention of his own constitu- 
ents to the fact that he, at least, had not been for 
consuming the time of Congress on mere abstrac- 
tions, neglecting the important business of the 
country. Gentlemen were calling for an earl 
adjournment, and yet were thus delaying the busi- 
ness that ought to be done. 

Mr. S. said he wanted this slavery debate to be 
at least postponed to next week, when many gen- 
tlemen would be absent from the House at the 
convention to be held at Philadelphia. While 
those gentlemen were away, they could not, in 
justice, take up the important business and act upon 
it. He hoped, therefore, the House would dispose 
of this appropriation bill, and perhaps of one other 
to-day; and then, while the gentlemen were absent 
at Phiiadelphia, those who remained might discuss 
just what they pleased, to occupy the time. But 
the bills on the calendar were important to every 
man in the country; and if gentlemen would, by 
continuing this sort of debate, rob their constitu- 
ents of their just rights, Mr. S. would tell the 
country and the world of it. Here were bills on 
_ the calendar from No. 9 up to No. 520, still wait- 

ing, unacted on. There was one to protect the 
suffering emigrants to Oregon, who were being 
butchered by the scalping-knife of the bloody 
savage; yet, while they were falling massacred in 
the wilderness, and gentlemen knew it, they could 
sit here day after day discuasing negro slavery. 
Mr. S. called on the House and on the country to 
bear him witness that it was not his fault. Here 
was another bill providing half-pay to the widows 
and children of men who had died in the service 
of their country. There was another for removin 
sunken rocks in the harbor of New York; he calle 
the attention of gentlemen from New York to it. 
Another bill provided for widows and orphans of 
men who had died in our naval service. Then 
there were bills providing for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors, some of them just and honest; 
and, if gentlemen would keep out of it such as 
were dishonest and unjust, the President was not 
going to veto the bill. 

Mr. STEWART here asked the gentleman from 
Ohio on what authority he asserted that the Presi- 
dent would not veto the river and harbor bill? 

Mr. SAWYER said, on the authority of the 
President’s veto message. 

Mr. STEWART. Which message? 

Mr.SAWYER. The last veto message. He 
was not mistaken. He understood the objections 
of the President. He went against bills which 
were not of public and general importance. 

Mr. BURT wanted to know whether the gen- 
tleman from Ohio meant to say, that among the 
bills which the House had neglected to take up 
was the river and harbor bill, and that it would 
not be vetoed? 

Mr. S? replied in the negative. 

Mr. BURT. Did you not mention that bill? 

Mr. SAWYER. I mentioned a bill to remove 
rocks in the harbor of New York. 

Mr. BURT said the gentleman from Ohio was 


a good Democrat. Did he mean to pledge himself 
that the President would not veto any bill for in- 
ternal improvements? If so, he hoped that the 
Democratic party would adopt some other resolu- 
tions besides those put forth at Baltimore. 

Mr. SAWYER had said that there were certain 
bills for rivers and harbors which the President 
would not veto; but there were others which he 
held that the President ought to veto, and would. 

Mr. STEWART. What bills are they? 

Mr. SAWYER said he had not time now to 
specify them, 

Mr., STANTON asked whether Mr, Sawyer 
meant to say that the nominee of the Democratic 
Convention would veto any bill for which he had 
himself voted ? 

Mr. SAWYER said he must proceed in his re- 
marks, There were bills on that calendar in which 
every gentleman in the House was interested, and 
it was an abuse of the rights of the people to pre- 
vent by irrelevant debate these bills from being 
passed. There were five hundred bills yet behind, 
many of them granting pensions to gentlemen’s 
own neighbors, which they would not be able to 
reach; and then, when an adjournment was moved, 
gentlemen were so much afraid of their constitu- 
ents that they cried out for the yeas and nays, that 
they might show them that they were willing to 
adjourn. Mr. S., for one, desired to record his 
own name as having been in favor of taking up the 
legitimate business of the House. Mr. S, quoted 
the following list of bills: 


A bill making provision for the widows and children of 
officers and soldiers of the army of the United States who 
have died or may die while in the service, or after their dis- 
charge, on account of sickness or a wound incurred while 
in the service. 

A bill making: appropriations for the support of the army 
and of volunteers for the year ending the 30th of June, 1849. 

A bill giving further time for satisfying claims for bounty 
lands, and for other parpozes. 

A bill to amend the act approved the 24th of May, 1824, 
entitled “& An act supplementary to an act approved on the 
3d of March, 1819, entitled < An act providing for the correc- 
tion of errors in making entries of land at the land offices.’ ”? 

A bill to provide tor cases of lost bounty-land warrants. 

A hill to increase the efficiency of the regiments and corps 
of the army, and to provide for disabled and infirm officers. 

A bill to found a military asylum for the relief and support 
of invalid soldiers of the army of the United States. 

A bill authorizing certain promotions in the naval service. 

A bill directing the Secretary of the Navy to setiJe certain 
accounts of officers of the navy who have been required to 
act as pursers of the vessels of which they were placed in 
command during the existing war with Mexico. 

A bill supplementary to an act for the relief of sick and 
disabled seamen, and for other putposes. 

A bill supplementary to an act approved July 7th, 1838, 
entitled ‘“ An act to provide for the better security of the 
lives uf passengers on board of vessels propelled in whole or 
in part by steam.” 

-A bill to provide for the payment of horses and other prop- 
ony lost or destroyed in the military service of the United 
tutes. 

A bill to establish the territorial government of Oregon. 

A bill naking appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year ending the 30th day 
of June, 1849, and for other purposes. 

An act to allow further time for satisfying claims for 
bounty lands for military services in the late war with Great 
Britain, and for other purposes. 

An act to extend the provisions of existing pension laws 
to enlisted men of the Ordnance corps of the United States 
army. 

A joint resolution to defray the expenses of transporting 
to the United States and interring the remains of deceased 
officers and soldiers of the army in certain cases. 

A bill for the relief of widows and orphan children of offi- 
cèrs and seamen of the navy of the United States. 

z A bill further to amend the judicial system of the United 
tates. 

An act amending the act entitled “ An act granting half- 
pay to widows or orphans where their hushands and fathers 
have died of wounds received in the military service of the 
United States, in cases of deceased officers and soldiers of 
the militia and volunteers,” passed July 4, 1836. 

A bill for the relief of the volunteers engaged in the mili- 
tary service of the United States. 

A bill appropriating money to remove the sunken rocks in 
the harbor of New York. 

A bill to create the office of Surveyor General of the public 
lands in the Territory of Oregon, and to grant donation rights 
to settlers therein, and for‘Other purposes. 

i A bill to promote the education of the indigent deaf and 
umb. 

A bill to provide for all the officers and soldiers, regular 
and volunteer, who have been injured and permanently dis- 
abled in the service in the existing war with Mexice. 

A bill to set apart and sell to Asa Whitney, of New York, 
a portion of the public lands, to enable him to construct a 
railroad from Lake Michigan to the Pacific Ocean. 

A bill further to extend the time for locating Virginia 
military land warrants, and returning surveys thereon to the 
General Land Office. 

A hill making appropriations for the naval service for the 
year ending 30th June, 1849. ` 

A bill for the payment of g company of Indian volunteers, 
called into the service of the United States. 

A bill to provide for the families of such commissioned 
officers, non-commissioned officers, privates, and musicians, 


——— 


whether belonging to the regular army or to any volunteer 
corps, as may have heen killed in battle, or died from wounds 
received, or diseas¢s contracted, or other casualties, occa- 


' sioned while in the service of the United States during the 


war with the Republic of Mexico, and for other purposes. 
A bill to provide for suppressing Indian hostilities in the 
Territory of Oregon, and for other purposes. 


He would now move that the. committee rise, 
that he might in the House offer a resolution to 
limit the debate, and then returning into committee, 
the chairman of the Committeeof Waysand Means ` 
would have an opportunity to speak to the bill. 
He hoped that, after having allowed an opportu- 
nity, while the Convention was held at Philadel- 
phia, for debate on general topics, they should 
afterwards set in seriously to the business of the 
session, and go through with it, and then when 
they went home they would receive the cheerin 
plaudits of their constituents, ‘* Well done, goo 
and faithful servants!’’ 

Mr. S. moved that the committee rise. The vote 
was decided by tellers: Ayes 75, noes not counted. 

The committee having risen, and the Speaker 
resumed the chair— 

Mr. SAWYER moved to limit the debate to ten 
minutes after the House should have returned into 
committee, and then take the question on the bill 
and amendments. 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, hoped the House 
would not adopt any such limitation as that, but 
would allow sufficient time for legitimate debate 
on the merits of the bill. 

Mr. COBB remonstrated, and hoped the time 
would be extended to two o’clock on Monday. — 

Mr. COLLAMER hoped they would not insist 
on passing such/important bills as this while the 
Whig side of the House were absent. 

The resolution was then laid on the table. 

The House having returned into committee, the 
amendment moved by Mr. Vinron was agreed to. 

The amendment, moved on Thursday last by 
Mr. Vinton, in relation to the Superintendent of 
the Naval Observatory, to come in after the first 
item, was read and agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued down to 
the item “for nautical books, maps, charts, instru- 
ments, binding and repairing the same, and all the 
sed a of the Hydrographical Office, $30,000.” 

r. STANTON moved to amend this item, as 
follows: 

Strike out the words “ thirty thousand dollars,” and in- 
sertthe following in lieu thereof: ° thirty-five thousand dol- 
‘lars; and the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to 
‘expend five thousand dollars, or so much thereof as ma 
‘be necessary, in causing the observations to be made whic 
‘have been recently recommended to him by the American 
‘Philosophical Society and the Academy of Arts and Sci- 
‘ ences.”? . : 

[In support of this potion, Mr. STANTON 
addressed the committee as follows: š 

Mr. Chairman: This gubject was brought to the 
notice of the Committee on Naval Affairs by a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, 
a highly interesting correspondence between Lieu- 
tenant Gilliss, of the navy, and many distinguished 
scientific men in this country and Europe. The 
committee, by a unanimous vote, directed this 
amendment to be presented. It was accompanied 
by a report in which all the correspondence al- 
luded to was imbodied, and that report has been 
for some weeks in the possession of the House. 
The proposition has been favorably noticed in 
many of the leading journals of the country with- 
out distinction of party. 

If this report and these notices of it had re- 

eived the attention of members of the House, it 
would be unnecessary for me to offer any remarks 
on the subject. But I fear, in the stirring political 
events and movements of this part of the session, 
these matters, however interesting to many, have 
not attracted general notice, and I therefore pro- 
pose to submit a brief explanation of the objects 
of this amendment. 

I commence by quoting the resolution of the 
s‘ American Academy of Arts and Stiences,’’ Bos- 
ton and Cambridge, January 15, 1848, in the fol- 
lowing words: 


« Resolved, That, in the opinion of this Academy, the en- 
terprise for determining the solar parallax, in the method 
proposed in the correspondence between Lieutenant Gilliss 
and Dr. Gerling, is worthy to be promoted by the Govern- 
ment of the United States by sending an expedition to Chi- 
loe, both on account of the great uncertainty which attends 
the adopted value of this fundamental basis of astronomical 
measurement, and from the probability that this attempt will 
prove successful, and thus redound to the honor of the coun- 
try by which it is undertaken.’ 


The resolution of the American Philosophical 


1848.. l 
Society is to the' same effect. The enterprise re- 
ferred to in these resolutions, and thus recommend- 
ed to the patronage of. the Government, is simply 
an expedition to South America, to be conducted 
by one of our most accomplished naval officers, in 
order to make observations upon the planet Venus, 


in conjunction with similar observations to be: 


made at the Observatory in this city. The ulti- 
mate object is to determine the sun’s parallax more 
correctly than it is now known. , , 

A few words will explain the necessity for this 
mbre accurate knowledge. The present quantity 
of the sun’s parallax is derived from observations 
of the transit of Venus in 1769. It is admitted on 
all hands that this great phenomenon—the transit 
of Venus—affords the best means of ascertaining 
the quantity in question. But it is of such rare 
occurrence and so short in its duration that the ob- 
servations of a single transit during the last century 
have been far from inspiring perfect confidence in 
the result. Another transit will take placein 1874, 
but the position of the planet on the sun’s disc will 
be less favorable; and, indeed, it is said by astron- 
omers that for a period of something like a thou- 
sand years there will not occur a transit of this 
planet under circumstances equally favorable for 
this purpose as that of 1769. The demands of 
science, however, will not admit of delay even un- 
til the occurrence of the next transit, however favor- 
able that might be for observation. The general 
voice of astronomers and scientific men seems to 
establish the great probability that the new method 
proposed by Dr. Gerling will be productive of val- 
uable results. For the testimony of distinguished 
astronomers on this subject, I refer to their respect- 
ive letters in the report. I will only quote a short 
passage from the letter of Professor Bache, whose 
high authority on such a question will be acknowl- 
edged by us all. He says, page 51 of the report: 

« As was no doubt expected, the searching examination 
to which your proposal has given rise, has nearly exhausted 
the various bearings of the problem. The importance of the 
inquiry proposed is: generally admitted. In discussing the 
question of the probability of obtaining new data for the solar 
parallax, which shall diminish the probable error of the value 
obtained from the transit of Venus, there are different shades 
ofopinion expressed, I do not see, however, that the two 
reasons which strongly favor Dr. Gerling’s method are met 
by any opposing arguments. : 

‘The large number of observations upon which results 
may be founded, and the independence of the new method 
with that formerly used, are indeed striking features in this 
method. Independent methods give the best confirmation 
of results, or show errors beyond the accidental error de- 


duced from calculation of observations which are all made 
by the same method.’ . 


I propose to say a few words upon the import- 
ance of the information to be derived from the 
proposed observations, and to show in what man- 
ner they connect themselves with the interests of 
the Government. It might be sufficient for this 
purpose, in a general point of view, to refer to the 
fact stated in the report, that, for the observation 
of the transit of 1769, astronomers spread them- 
selves over the whole world, at much expense and 
labor, in order to get the benefit of the great phenom- 
‘enon. This, in all probability, would not have 
been the case, had there not been an immense 
practical value connected with the results of this 
important labor. 

But, to enter a little more into particulars. There 
are some irregularities in the moon’s orbit which 
our present knowledge of the solar system does 
not enable us to explain. It is obvious, therefore, 
in calculating the position of the moon for two or 
three years to come, which is always done in the 


Nautical Almanac, there must be an error greater 


or less in the place assigned to this luminary by 
the nautical tables. This error has a direct bear- 
ing upon the safety of navigation. Now, there is 
reason to believe that a different distance assigned 
to the sun might entirely explain these anomolous 
motions of the moon. It is certain that if the cal- 
culated distance of the sun from the earth be 
changed, the path of the moon will be to some 
extent different from that attributed to it by the 
present tables. Great practical good may there- 
fore result from the new investigation of the solar 
parallax. 

I know there are some gentlemen present who 
will probably object to the appropriation upon 
constitutional grounds. For this reason I have 
abstained entirely from alluding to many other 
valuable and interesting results which are likely to 
flow from the proposed expedition. Many gentle- 
men believe that this Government has no power to 
do anything for the promotion of science from the 


mere general utility of an increase of knowledge. 
They are probably right. Ihave confined myself, 
in these remarks, to the direct and particular utility 
of this investigation in its bearing upon the mate- 
rial interests of the Government. It is indispensa- 
ble to the interests of navigation, and 1s, therefore, 
within the competency of the Government, because 
its navy must be sent to all parts of the world. 

In reference to the important problem of longi- 
tude, and for the purpose of illustration, I will 
read a passage from Herschel’s popular treatise on 
Astronomy: 


“If there were in the heavens a clock furnished with a 
dial-plate and hands, which always marked Greenwich 
time, the longitude of any place would be at once determined 
so soon as the local time was known by comparing it with 
this clock.”? i 

‘In a clock, the marks on the dial-plate are uniformly 
distributed all around a circumference of a circle, whose 
centre is that on which the hands revolve with a uniform 
motion. But it is clear that we should, with equal cer- 
tainty, though with much more trouble, tell what o’clock it 
were, if the marks on the dial-plate were unequally distribu- 
ted, if the hands were eccentric and their motion not uni- 
form; provided we knew, first, the exact intervals round 
the circle at which the hour and minute marks were placed, 
which would be the case if we had them registered in a 
table from the results of previous careful measurement; 2dly. 
If we knew the exact amount and direction of eccentricity 
of the centre of motion of the hands; cad 3dly. If we were 
fully acquainted with all the mechanism which puts the 
hands in motion, so as to be able to say at every instant what 
were their velocity of movement, and so as to be able to 
calculate, without fear of error, ROW MUCH lime should cor- 
respond to so MUCH angular movement. 

‘¢The visible surface of the starry heavens is the dial- 
plate of our clock, the stars are the fixed marks distributed 
around its circuit, the moon is the moveable hand, which, 
with a motion that, superficially considered, seems uniform, 
but which, when carefully examined, is found to be far oth- 
erwise, and regulated by mechanical laws of astonishing 
complexity and intricacy in result, though beautifully sim- 


‘ple in principle and design, pertorms a monthly circuit 


among them, passing visibly over and hiding, or, as it is 
called, occulting some, and gliding beside and between 
others, and whose position among them can, at any moment 
when it is visible, be exactly measured by the help of a sex- 
tant, just as we might measure the place of our clock-hand 
among the marks on its dial-plate with a pair of compasses, 
and thence, from the known and calculated laws of its mo- 
tion, deduce the time.” 

Now, sir, this is a very fair and a very beautiful 
illustration of the lunar method of ascertaining 
longitude. And I have quoted this long passage 
for the purpose of demonstrating to the mind of 
every man in the House that there can be no valid 
constitutional objection to the appropriation pro- 
posed. It is indispensable for our Government to 
make use of this celestial clock. For this purpose 
our national vessels are supplied with the instru- 
ment for observing it—the sextant. But it is ne- 
cessary to correct the indications of this celestial 
clock, not‘of course in its actual motions, but rela- 
tively in our knowledge of it. Now, it is just as 
competent for our Government to make all astro- 
nomical observations necessary to a complete and 
accurate understanding of this celestial clock as it 
is to purchase a sextant to ascertain its true indica- 
tions. There can be no answer to this argument. 
You must deny the power of navigation at all, or 
you must yield the power to adopt all the instru- 
ments and appliances necessary to its perfection. 

Bat, sir, it is not in navigation only that this 
expedition will be of actual benefit to the Govern- 
ment. I hope one day to see a different system 
adopted in reference to the survey of our vast pub- 
lic domain—a system of topographical examination 
and survey, in which the utmost possible accuracy 
will prevail—in which the meridian lines shall be 
true meridians, and the section lines actual parallels 
of latitude. This is not the case at present, and 
important difficulties result from the imperfection. 
The day, I hope, is not distant when the public 
lands will be the subject of operations similar to 
those of the coast survey, so far as they are appli- 
cable. The interests of the Government and the 
people require it. . 

I do not design, Mr. Chairman, to consume the 
valuable time of the committee in useless speaking. 
My object is simple and pertinent explanation. Te 
I have succeeded in this, I have done all that I de- 
sired. But the committee will tolerate one further 
remark in connection with this subject. 
from the direct utility of the expedition in question, 
but I hope it will not be without its weight. The 
Government of the United States, it is acknowl- 
edged, has contributed but little to the interchange 
of scientific knowledge among the nations of the 
world.: The proposed expedition to the southern 
hemisphere will be a slight offering on our part 
in return for the thousand obligations we have in- 
curred to the labors and science of the Old World. 


It is aside’ 
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Indeed the accuracy and efficiency of the very in- 
struments we must use in conducting these obser- 
vations, and all the tables of which our Government 
and people must avail themselves in navigation, 
are chiefly due to the investigations and labors of 
European astronomers. I hope we shall not refuse 
to take this single step towards repaying our na- 
tional debt to the science of the world.] 

(Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, said that the object 
of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Stanton] was, to enable the Navy 
Department to fit out an expedition for the purpose 
of giving an opportunity to a scientific officer of 
the navy (Lieut. Gilliss) to put to a practical test 
the method proposed by Gerling, of Marburg, for 
ascertaining the sun’s parallax. This method, for 
the sake of distinction, he should call “‘ Gerling’s 
Method,” though it had been suggested by other 
astronomers many years since, and though this 
and other methods nearly allied to it were well 
known to scientific men. Dr. Gerling, however, - 
had more lately called attention to this subject, 
which had been brought prominently into notice 
in this country by the scientific ardor of Lieut. 
Gilliss. The method of Gerling consists of obser- 
vations to be made upon the planet Venus at the 
times of its inferior conjunction, and at the sta- 
tionary periods when the positions of the planet 
are to be carefully ascertained from those of cer- 
tain fixed stars previously selected whose places 
have been determined with the utmost possible ac- 
curacy. These observations are to be made with 
astronomical instruments of the best workman- 
ship, with all the modern improvements; they are 
to embrace a considerable period of time; the ob- 
servers are to be nearly under the same meridian, 
but in different hemispheres; the one to be, as it is 
proposed, at the Observatory in this city, and the 
other at some point of the west coast of the South 
American continent, as remote from Washington 
as practicable, so as to obtain the longest possible 
base line. It must, then, be apparent to the com- 
mittee that these observers, thus separated from 
each other, will not see the planet in precisely the 
same part of the heavens. The difference of po- 
sition of Venus as viewed from the northern and 
from the southern points will be susceptible of di- 
rect observation and ascertainment, and from this 
difference the parallax of the planet, and thence 
that of the sun, may by an easy computation be 
deduced. The method just explained is in its es- 
sential particulars that of Gerling; it is not neces- 
sary to state it more elaborately, nor if it were 
done, would the committee in all probability take 
any greater interest in it, or understand it with 
greater clearness. 

Perhaps it is as well to state here to the commit- 
tee, that other methods for the ascertainment of the 
sun’s parallax have been proposed and adopted; 
one of these, and perhaps the rudest, is very old. 
It is to observe the moon when dichotomized. It 
is not necessary to dwell further upon this plan, 
as it is not possible by it to determine the parallax 
with any accuracy. 

Another method a good deal dwelt upon, par- 
ticularly before the transits of Venus in the last 
century, is by observations made upon Mars in 
opposition; by these means the parallax of that 
planet has been determined, and that of the sun 
thence deduced amounts to about nine seconds and 
a half. As well this method, however, as all oth- 
ers yet proposed, must yield in point of accuracy 
to those made upon the transits of Venus over the 
sun’s disc, which are, as the gentleman from Tene 
nessee [Mr. Stanron] has correctly stated, occur- 
rences of great rarity, happening only at alternate 
periods of about eight years and of upwards of a 
century apart. Thus there were transits at different 
nodes in 1761 and 1769; while the next transit will 
not occur until the year 1874. At the intermedi- 
ate conjunctions the planet will not be seen upon 
the sun’s disc. The transit of 1769 engaged the 
utmost attention of all the astronomers of the 
world. Expeditions were fittéd out for almost 
every part of the globe where that phenomenon 
was visible, and observations upon it were made 
at Paris, at Greenwich, at Wardhus, at Pekin, on 
the island of Otaheite, at Kola, at Santa Anna in 
California, and at a number of other places. The 
observations at Wardhus, made by Péne Hell, have 
been considerably distrusted, and those made at 
Santa Anna by Velasquez have been absolutely 
discredited, and eubjected to the charge of forgery, 
it being pretty generally believed that he compu- 
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ted his observations from the amount of parallax 
as deduced by other observers. It is upon the re- 
maining observations, these being set aside, that 
the amount of parallax, as at present received, of 
eight seconds and fifty-eight hundredths, rests for 
its accuracy. 

Mr. E. further observed that it will, if the com- 
mittee are not already completely wearied by these 
details, be proper at this place to explain what this 
parallax is whose ascertainment has been thought 
worthy of so much labor and research. If the com- 
mittee were tired of the subject, he would proceed 
no further in it. [Cries of ‘Go on; we want to 
hear it.’’] Well, then, the committee will under- 
stand that the sun’s parallax is the angle under 
which the semi-diameter of the earth would be seen 
if viewed from the sun’s centre, and its use is, to 
ascertain the distances of the heavenly bodies, and 
to reduce their apparent to their real places. It is 
plain that an observer, if he could be placed at the 
centre of the earth, would view a body situated at 
any finite distance higher than it would appear to 
another situated upon any part of the earth’s sur- 
face. The effect of parallax is, then, to depress the 
body, and the amount of the parallax in altitude is 
always to be added to the observed in order to ob- 
tain the real place. This correction is of constant 
use among astronomers and navigators. Its effect 
has been very accurately stated by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Sranton;] it will not, there- 
fore, be necessary to say more upon it at this 
time. . 

Now, to return fora moment to the transit of 
Venus, as observed in 1769. The committee, from 
what has just been said, will readily perceive that 
two persons very distant from each other on the 
earth’s surface will see the planet upon different 
portions of the sun’s disc. To the one it may ap- 
pear to describe a path passing much nearer to the 
sun’s centre than it will to the other. Then, by 
ascertaining as accurately as possible the instants 
of external and internal contacts, the times of de- 
acribing these paths will be ascertained, and the 
time will be longer to that observer by whom the 

lanet is seen projected nearest the sun’s centre. 
From the difference of these times the différences 
of the parallaxes of Venus and the sun may be de- 
termined, and then, by Kepler’s law, the true 
amount of either. This method is unquestionably 
the most accurate of any that has ever been pro- 
posed, since an error more considerable in noting 
the times of the transit than can be made by any 
ordinarily careful observer will but slightly affect 
the difference of parallaxes, and of course that of 
the sun ina still smaller degree. These are some 
of the reasons which give such value to the transits 
of Venus for purposes which are now sought to be 
effected by the proposed expedition and observa- 
tions, made after the method of Gerling. It was 
noticed, however, by the observers in 1769, that 
there was a difficulty about the exact instant of 
internal contact, owing to certain phenomena of 
light which prevented the planet at that instant 
from appearing perfectly circular, the edge nearest 
the limb of the sun appearing to run out into a band 
or to spread into drops, so that the-time of the first 
internal contact was delayed, and that of the last 
accelerated. However, taken altogether, no other 
method yet proposed seems to approach this in ac- 
curacy, anda very full discussion of the observations 
of 1769 by a number of astronomers, Encke among 
the rest, have fixed the parallax at eight seconds 
and fifty-eight-hundredths. A very good article 
upon its amount by De Ferrer will be found in the 
fifth volume of the Transactions of the Astronom- 
ical Society; and it is observed by him, and con- 
firmed by Encke, that the amount just mentioned 
of eight seconds and fifty-eight-hundredths is the 
mean parallax, without a likelihood of error 
amounting to three-hundredths of a second. The 
_ whole error may exceed this, but it is doubtful 
if it exceed five hundredths of a second of space. 
Now, it is proposed, by means of observations 
made, as before remarked, in this city, and upon 
the west coast of South America, to eliminate this 
error if it exists. Is this of practical importance ? 
And, if it be, can it be effected by the method 
proposed to us by the Committee on Naval Af- 
airs? : 

Mr. Chairman, it must be confessed that, con- 
sidered purely as a scientific question, this is one 
of great importance, and well worthy the attention 
of this‘committee. It is matter of congratulation, 
air, that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Stan- 


TON] has reported this amendment from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. From this country much 
is due to the cause of science,-and but little has 
been paid. No other has derived greater or more 
lasting advantages from the scientific investigations 
and astronomical observations of distinguished Eu- 
ropeans, made under the direction of the several 
Governments of that continent, and none, until 
lately, has done less to return the obligation. It 
is by means of their labors that commerce has 
been made to expand, and that navigation has been 
rendered easy; and there can be no doubt but that 
those very labors have conduced to make us what 
we are—one of the very greatest naval Powers of 
the world. Common justice, therefore, requires 
of us repayment, and that we too should contrib- 
ute our just proportion to the common stock of 
scientific research and scientific investigation. But, 
sir, we are accustomed to consider every question 
practically, and to desire that every enterprise un- 
dertaken by us may be speedily successful, and 
make a quick return of profit. We are apt to 
require that the immediate result of every under- 
taking should at ance beclearly and palpably visible 
tous. It then becomes a question, what immedi- 
ate gain shall we derive from this proposed expend- 
iture? Shall we thereby, as is suggested in the 
report of the committee, facilitate the solution of 
the problem of the longitude? 

Mr. Chairman, if this were to be the result, no 
one would doubt for an instant, as it is to be hoped, 
indeed, for other reasons, that no one will doubt, 
of the importance of this expedition; but candor 
renders it necessary to say that we are not likely, 
by any future researches into the amount of the 
sun’s parallax, to enable navigators to determine 
their position at sea with a greater accuracy than 
that which has already been attained. It is true, 
that one of the periodical inequalities of the moon’s 
motion in longitude is dependant for its amount 
upon that of the sun’s parallax; that therefore the 
perfection of the lunar tables is in a measure de- 
pendant upon the ascertainment of that parallax: 
and,as the method of lunar distances for determin- 
ing the longitude at sea is largely in use, it may 
follow that the question at present under discussion 
connects itself with that of the longitude, which 
latter is one of great importance, and well worthy 
the serious attention of this committee. But, Mr. 
Chairman, we may perhaps safely conclude, if the 
‘Aaa error of parallax be three or even five 

undredths of a second, that a correction to this 
amount will be imperceptible in its effect upon the 
lunar tables. Again, it may be said that in the 
method of lunar distances for the determination of 
the longitude, the parallax enters directly as an 
element into the computation; that when the an- 
gular distance apart of the moon and sun is taken, 
this correction must be applied to the observed alti- 
tude of the sun; or that, if Venus be observed with 
the moon, the allowance of her parallax in altitude, 
as corrected by the observations proposed to be 
made, is a matter of some importance; but it is 
pretty evident that these corrections are extremely 
minute, and such as are never taken into account 
by practical navigators. A difference from the 
truth of even a minute or two in the altitudes is 
not of considerable importance, while such an error 
in the distance would be fatal. Indeed, the whole 
amount of the parallax in altitude may be merged 
in other corrections; for example, jn that for the 
dip, which depends upon the altitude of the observ- 
er’s eye above the level of the sea, the common 
allowance made when the lower limb of the sun is 
observed is twelve minutes, additive, for the correc- 
tion of its altitude on account of parallax, dip, and 
semi-diameter; such small quantities as those now 
under discussion being neglected, as in fact the 
instruments in use at sea, both for the purpose of 
measuring the altitudes and the distance, are inca- 
pable of appreciating them. Enough, Mr. Chair- 
man, has been said concerning the bearing of this 
problem upon that of the longitude, which, it is 
again repeated, it is believed will not be materially 
affected by small corrections of parallax. 

The next question is, will the sun’s parallax 
probably be altered by the proposed observations? 
for, as upon the amount of this parallax is depend- 
ant our knowledge of the dimensions of the plane- 
tary system, (the earth’s semi-diameter being used 
as a base for that purpose, and the diameter of the 
earth’s orbit, afterwards, in order to determine the 


annual parallax of those fixed stars whose paral- 


lax is appreciable, as it is said to be in a few cases, ) 


it becomes important to determine the sun’s paral- 
lax with the last degree of accuracy; and here, 
Mr. E. remarked, there T to be room for 
some doubt. Many of the observations will, of 
necessity, have to be made at very low altitudes 
of the planet, when there will be difficulties arising 
from refractions, which may themselves be differ- 
ent at the northern and southern observatories; 
besides, when extra-meridional observations are 
resorted to, the small stars will not be visible so as 
to admit of accuracy of comparison at any con- 
siderable altitudes; and this would seem, by refer- 
ring to the report of the committee, to be the opin- 
ion of those distinguished astronomers, Encke and 
Gauss. Other gentlemen, however, had formed a 
favorable opinion of this method; and, Mr. E. 
observed, that he would not pretend for a single 
instant to place his humble judgment in conflict 
with that of persons distinguished in the science of 
astronomy. With regard to any great alteration in 
the amount of parallax, it might be necessary here 
to remark upon its amount, as ascertained by a 
method entirely independent of any of those previ- 
ously commented upon, in order to see whether 
we were likely to arrive at such a result: Laplace, 
in the seventh book of the Méchanique Celeste, 
had determined the parallax by means of the paral- 
lactic inequality in the moon’s longitude, and had 
remarked that this was a very accurate method of 
determining the sun’s parallax. By his computa- 
tions he had fixed its amount at eizht seconds and 
fifty-six hundredths—as the committee will per- 
ceive, within two hundredths of a second of the 
amount as determined by the transit of 1769. 
This may then be taken as corroborative of the 
received amount, and as a further reason to be- 
lieve that but little alteration will be made in it. 
But, although bat little if any alteration of the 
amount of parallax, as now received, may be ex- 
pected from this expedition, much good may un- 
doubtedly, Mr. Chairman, be predicted of it. If 
it do not alter that amount, it may at least suffice 
to corroborate and to confirm it; and if this result 
only be clearly and evidently effected, a benefis 
will be conferred upon science far beyond the 
amount which it is proposed to appropriate; and, 
sir, that is the effect which may be expected of this 
expedition. But, further, indirect advantages, 
both in a scientific and. practical sense, will, in all 
probability, flow from it. The positions of many 
of the stars of the southern hemisphere will be as- 
certained with greater accuracy, and the observa- 
tions upon the planet itself will mot be without 
their advantages, to say nothing of the great quan- 
tity of useful information, unpredicted in the be- 
ginning, which always flows from an expedition 
of this character. Sir, this may find its illustra- 
tion in the vast labor of mathematicians in the im- 
provementof analysis, and in the solution of prob- 
lems apparently the most trivial in themselves, 
and, so far as human vision could discern, the fur- 
thest removed from any practical application; yet 
the end of these labors has been to enable the great 
mathematicians of this, and the close of the last > 
century, to ascertain, by means of the improve- 
ment in analysis, springing directly from the ap- 
parently wasteful efforts of their predecessors, the 
motions of the moon with an accuracy before un- 
attainable, which has led to the present complete- 
ness of the lunar tables, and has almost doubled 
the commerce of the world. Yet who would have 
voted an appropriation for such analytic experi- 
ments? Sir, we must not measure the final use- 
fulness of an expedition of this sort by our limited 
knowledge. It may attain to results as yet un- 
known and unpredicted. Of this, one thing, Mr. 
Chairman, we may be assured, that, whatever of 
perfection can be given to Gerling’s method by 
untiring induetry, unwearied patience, by skill or 
ambition, or the hope of success, will be given to 
it by the labors of Lieutenant Gillis abroad, and 
of Lieutenant Maury at the Washington Observa- 
tory. Itis only to be wished that this amend- 
ment had provided for the southern observer in- 
struments of the highest excellence; these, how- 
ever, he will by some means procure, and we may 
rest satisfied that whatever is capable of ascertain- 
ment will be discovered by him. 

Mr. E. here concluded his remarks by return- 
ing his thanks to the members of the committee 
for the very attentive hearing which they had given 
to him while discussing a question generally con- 
sidered too dry and unentertaining to be listened 
to with patience upon the floor of the House.]} 
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Some further discussion followed, in which 
Messrs. CATHCART and HOLMES, of South 
Carolina, participated. 

Mr. PETTIT expressed his wish to speak to 
the bill, though not to this amendment, and he 
moved that the committee rise. He withdrew the 
motion, however, at the request of ` 

Mr. STANTON, who entered into a further ex- 
planation of his views as to the advantages likely 
to result to navigation as well as astronomical 
knowledge in general, from the expedition pro- 

osed, and was proceeding to fortify his positions 
y quoting the scientific letter imbodied in the report 
of the Naval Committee, when 

Mr. HILLIARD expressed his hope that the 
gentleman would give way for a motion that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. VINTON remonstrated, and expressed his 
earnest desire that the bill would be disposed of 
to-day. | ; 

Mr. STANTON said he would waive further 
remark if the question could be taken now. [Cries 
for the question. ] | 
" Mr. STEPHENS moved that the committee rise. 

ost. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sranron’s 
amendment, appropriating five thousand doNars for 
the expedition to Chili, and it was decided in the 
affirmative by ayes 80, noes 34. 

Mr. VINTON moved an amendment to the bill; 
which was read. 

Mr. PETTIT moved that the committee rise; 
which motion prevailing, the committee’ rose ac- 
cordingly. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, asked leave 
to offer a resolution, that when the House adjourns 
on Tuesday next, it will adjourn to Friday next. 
The resolution being objected to, it was not re- 
ceived. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, on behalf of 
the minority of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
made a report in relation to the Cherokee Indians 
in North Carolina. [The majority report on the 
same subject was made some time since.] The 
minority report was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole, and ordered to be printed. 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 

By Mr. MANN, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Nancy 
Hough, in her own right and on behalf of Andrew Finley, 
Polly Finley now the wife of Walter Bell, and the widow 
and children of John Finley, deceased, heirs of Samuel Fin- 
ley, deceased, who was a lieutenant in the revolutionary 
war, praying for commutation pay. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of a number to 
eitizens in Illinois, for a post route from Metropolis city of 
Jonesborough. 


IN SENATE. 
- Saturpay, June 3, 1848. 
Mr. STURGEON, presented a petition from 


_ William Gilmer and others, asking the construc- 
_ tion of a post road between Philadelphia and New 


| of 


York; which wasreferred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the relief 
Allen; which was read a first time. 
Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported House bill in explanation of an 
act entitled ‘ An act to apportion the proceeds of 


| the public lands, and to grant preémption rights;”’ 


-which was taken up for consideration, and read a 


_ third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. DIX, 2,000 copies of the map 
of the route for a canal across the Isthmus of Pan- 
ama were ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. HALE introduced the following, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


` Resolved, That Lloyd Wallace and Sylvester Gray, labor- 
ers in the service of the Senate, be allowed, the former at 
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#2 per day, and the latter $1 50 per day, to take effect from 
the commencement of the present session of Congress, to 
be paid under the direction of the Committee to audit and 
control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


Mr. DOWNS submitted the following: 


Resolved, That on and after Monday next, the Senate will 
meetat 11 o’clock. 


A considerable numher of bills received from the 
House of Representatives were read a first and 
second time by their titles and appropriately re- 
ferred. EI 

On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the resolutions 
in relation to the collection of statistical informa- 
tion submitted by him on the 10th ultimo. The- 
resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, §c., That the Commissioner of Patents he, and 
he is hereby, directed to report annually the selling prices of 
the agricultural products of the several States of the Union, 
upon the farm or phintation, and at the market town or city 
nearest to the produce; and also the price of labor, by the 
day or the month and the year, in each State or division of 
a State, where prices materially vary in different parts of 
the same State. 

Resolved, further, That said Commissioner also report an- 
nually the number and description of manufacturing estab- 
lishmentsin the United States in which the capital invested 
exceeds $ ; the amount and quality of goods manufac- 


+ tured of each; the selling prices ‘at the manufactories; the 


prices paid for labor to the hands engaged in the manufac- 
tories, and the places where the manuflactories are situated 

Resolved, further, That it shall be the duty of the several 
deputy postmasters of the United States to answer all such 
Inquiries as may be submitted to them by the Commissioner 
of Patents, and give such information as they may beable to 
obtain touching the subjects embraced in the foregoing res- 
olutions. 


The resolutions being before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole— 

Mr. BENTON rose to resist the adoption of the 
resolutions, which appeared to him to open a field 
of inquiry to which thére were no limits. Folios 
might, under these resolutions, be collected, of no 
more value to the public than the contents of last 
year’s Almanac. Manufacturing establishments! 
Of what character? Was it to include all the do- 
mestic establishments for the fabrication of clothing? 
The price of labor! What particular kinds of labor 
were intended? Was it the price for the present 
or the past year, or for years back? How wasall 
this information to be collected? It was to be done 
by the Patent Office; and all this vast amount of 
unnecessary labor was to be thrown on that office, 
while the examination of patents is fifteen months 
In arrear—so much so, that resolutions have been 
submitted here for the purpose of getting patents 
examined. Pass these resolutions, and a new set of 
officers will be required. There must be a head to 
direct, and it would employ a number of clerks to 
write letters all over the United States. Then the 
answers must be received, and digested, and filed. 
And how were they to be verified? ‘Would you have 
agents in every place where agricultural produce 
is sold? Then, the printing alone of this mass of 
matter would bring an enormous expense on the 
Government. And for what purpose? We have 
now a price current printed in every commercial 
city and town, and by this the people are gov- 
erned in all their transactions. The Federal Gov- 
ernment seemed to him to be madly shooting from 
its sphere. If we were to print millions of the 
document called for by these resolutions, we should 
not supersede the use of the prices current. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD expressed hia regret that 
he should have introduced resolutions which had 
excited the Senator from Missouri—a Senator of 
such experience, the oldest Senator on the floor— 
to such a vehement opposition to them. Had he 
supposed they would have led to such consequences 
as had been stated, he surely would never have 
offered them. Had he supposed that he was about 
to impose on the Commissioner of Patents the duty 
of inquiring at every farm in the United States the 
value of the products sold, he would not have intro- 
duced his resolutions. He never had dreamed 
that his call would have been capable of being con- 
strued as the Senator from Missouri had construed 
it. Certainly he had no intention of the kind; and 
he was willing to make any modification which 
might be suggested. He had, in expectation that 
his resolutions would be opposed, spoken to the 


Commissioner of Patents, and was told that his 
plan would subject the office to no additional ex- 
pense. 
the Post Office Department. It was only necessary 
for the Commissioner to prepare the form of a cir- 
cular, which would be addressed to all the deputy 
postmasters. They would, no doubt, send answers; 
and these replies would be put on file. He did not 
proper: in calling for a list of manufacturing estab- 
ishments, to go into the domestic operations of 
carding, and spinning, and weaving. As to the 
expense, he had left a blank which might be filled 
with $5,000 or $10,000—a sum which would be so 
limited as to exclude the possibility of going into 
these details. If the Senate should think the in- 
quiry as to the agricultural products too searching, 
he was willing to make it specific—to name wheat, 
rye, corn, &c. 

The Senator from Missouri said the information, 
when obtained, would be of no more value than 
last year’s Almanac. He disagreed with the Sen- 
ator on that point. He thought the information 
would be very useful; and he would give the Senate 
an example to illustrate this: How are our army 
and navy supplied with clothing, &c.? Whence 
do they derive their subsistence? You send out 
contractors to make purchases. He had looked 
into the accounts of some of these contractors, some 
time ago, and had seen, that, in some instances, 
oats had been charged at a price two or three times 
beyond what they could have been obtained for in 
his neighborhood. ‘With this information before 
it, the proper department could institute a compar- 
ison of prices, and thus detect any abuses which 
might exist. The Senator from Missouri might 
think this no object; but he (Mr. U.) thought it 
important to gain information which would have 
the effect of enabling the contracting department 
to be on its guard against abuses. 

As tò the price of labor, the resolution says that 
the return is to be merely a general return from 
States, or divisions of States, when there isa ma- 
terial variation in the prices. In this matter a good 
deal was left to the discretion of the Commissioner 
of Patents. If we employ the deputy postmasters, 
and collect this information, the whole expense of 
the printing would certainly not exceed $1,000. 
He again expressed his regret that so vehement 
an opposition should have been made to his reso- 
lutions by a Senator who had so much more ex- 
perience than himself. If he could have seen ay 
of the great evils which that Senator had described, 
he certainly would not have offered the resolutions. 

Mr. BENTON adverted to the enormous costs 
for printing which had been brought on the coun- 
try by resolutions apparently of trifling importance 
in themselves. One of these calling on the Com- 
missioner of Patents to furnish certain agricultural 
statistics had led to the report of a document of 
some 1,400 pages, and the cost of printing of which 
amounted to $90,000. Again, in the instance of a 
voluminous documentary history, Congress was 
rescued from a heavy pecuniary expenditure, and 
thought itself fortunate to escape at the cost of 
$550,000. When the fifteen thousand deputy post- 
masters shall have burdened the mails with their 
answers to these inquiries, it would require a new 
building to hold the mass of paper which would be 


collected. How many clerks would be necessarily 
employed in digesting the information, under one 
directing head? Then we should begin to see the 
extent of the consequences of this inquiry. Yet, 
all this would be merely preliminary. When the 
matter is collected, then will come the printing, and 
then the distribution of the matter printed. And 
then would come the great inquiry, Of what use is 
all this? Would not everybody in the world find 
out the price of everything in the world without 
this volume? Every man who makes a contract 
will refer to his own knowledge—to his own mem- 
ory—for the necessary information to guide him.. 
Nothing that he can obtain from this document will 
alter the price of a single commodity in the mar- 
ket. The sellers will not go to these books, sup- 

osing they can get them, to regulate their prices. 
The books might show that at one time cotton 
brought thirty cents per pound; but would that in - 


The information would be sent through ' 
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fluence the market price now? The Senator from 
Kentucky said this information would be beneficial 
to the Subsistence department, but it would have 
no effect on the market prices. The officers at the 
head of the Subsistence department are gentlemen 
in whom he had entire confidence. General Gibson 
and General Jesup were men of experience, and de- 
serving of trust. He said that the charge alluded 
to by the Senator from Kentucky on the subject 
of oats was a typographical mistake. He hoped 
the Senator from Kentucky would withdraw the 
resolutions, which would only be productive of a 
mass of details of no kind of use. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD objected to the style of 
sarcasm in which the Senator from Missouri had 
thought it proper to treat these resolutions, and 
reiterated his conviction that information of great 
value would be produced by the resolutions. He 
had no objection, as the morning hour had elapsed, 
to postpone the further consideration of the reso- 
lutions. l 

On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, the resolu- 


tions were then permitted informally to lie over. 
OREGON. 


On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill to establish a 
territorial government in the Territory of Ore- 

on. 

Mr. FOOTE moved to amend the twelfth sec- 
tion in the fourth line, by inserting the words, 
“ provided the same be compatible with the laws 
and Constitution of the United States.?? 

He explained his object to be to obviate objec- 
tions to the clause as it stood, which were likely 
to lead to a prolonged discussion. 

Mr. BRIGHT was understood, amidst much 
noise and confusion, to accept the amendment. 

Mr. WESTCOTT gave his opinion that the 
amendment would not change the character of the 
section. Jt would be utterly inoperative, and he 
would vote against it. 

Mr. FOOTE replied that not one word of the 
Senator’s argument was pertinent ‘to the subject, 
and that he looked to those who had charge of the 
bill for advice rather than to the Senator from 
Florida. - 

Mr. UNDERWOOD suggested that when this 
bill took effect, the judges and officers appointed 
by the General Government would be bound by 
the Constitution, and nothing which could be in- 
troduced to strengthen their obligations could ren- 
der them more perfect. He then proceeded to 
make some reply to the charge made by the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut that the power exercised by 
the South was greater than that of the North, 
because the slave interest was a bond of union in 
the South. He thought the Senator was mistaken 
as to the fact. The South was not weldea to- 
gether by this slave interest. But if it was true, 
was.it discreet to endeavor to weaken this cement 
by attacking that interest? He believed that he 
could see a disposition in the northern Senators to 
restrict the extension of slavery by preventing it 
from being introduced into any of the territories 
we may hereafter acquire. We who advocate the 
striking out of the bill, are disposed to leave it to 
the people of Oregon to make their own laws, in- 
stead of attempting to prescribe to them laws which 
do not operate on ourselves. He thought the ar- 
guments advanced against his views unsound and 
unsustainable. If the will of the people should 
extend the institution of slavery, nothing that we 
can interpose in the form of law, could prevent its 
extension. Congress has no remedy for such an 
evil. Congress could not set aside the acts of any 
of the States who might think proper to take this 
course. He denied that Congress has the power 
to bind its successors by its acts. Congress might 
prescribe laws for a territory, and compel obedi- 
ence to them while a territory; but when a terri- 
tory becomes a State, there is no power in Con- 
gress to annul any of her acts in her sovereign 
capacity. 

If the slave power in the South was so great, he 
asked if the course of the Senator from New 
Hampshire wus not calculated to strengthen it. 
Abolish slavery, and the South, instead of having 
three-fifths, will have five-fifths in her elections. 
If the schemes of abolitionists should prevail, do 
they suppose that the South will extend the right 
of suffrage, so as to admit all the colored persons 
to vote, to place them on the same level with the 
white citizens? He appealed to Senators from the 


North not to intermeddle with a matter they do 
not understand, but to let the South alone. If 
theg attempt to carry out their views, they never 
can succeed until they have annihilated the South. 

It had been thrown out that this slave question 
was to influence the proceedings of the convention 
at Philadelphia next week; that in the contingency 
of the nomination of a particular individual, the 
abolition thunder would be heard rolling from the 
North. It had also been suggested that the pos- 
session of a slave should be a disqualification for 
office. He protested against all tests of this kind. 
On the subject of fraternizing and amalgamation, 
he pointed the attention of northern Senators to 
Hayti and Yucatan, and expressed the hope that 
such consequences would not be brought on this 
country. He defended those northern Senators 
who went with the slaveholders from the imputa- 
tion of being dough-faces. He expressed his regret 
that difficulties should have arisen in particular 
States in the way of the restoration of the slave 
to his master, and attributed their existence to a 
decay of the proper spirit among us. 

Mr. BALDWIN believed the striking out of 
the twelfth section would be an expression of the 
Opinion of Congress against the validity of the 
legislation of the existing government of the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon. 

In reference to fugitive slaves, he took the 
ground that the slave laws of South Carolina are 
local; that they are a violation of the natural rights 
of man; and that when a slave enters a free State, 
he does not take slavery with him into that State, 
but the local laws having lost their power there, 
he becomes free. He also contended, that when 
a slave goes on board a ship and leaves the slave 
State, he becomes free. Even when a slave ac- 
companies his master to a free State, for a tempo- 
rary sojourn, he believed that his shackles fell off. 
He admitted that in these opinions he went beyond 
many Senators on his side of the Chamber, be- 
yond the decisions of the Senate and of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr. BUTLER asked whether, in case slaves 
were carried away from the Stale of Georgia, the 
Senator from Connecticut would not vote to in- 
demnify the owners? 

Mr. BALDWIN. Just so far as I would to 
indemnify a master whose apprentice had been 
carried oif by the enemy—not as property, but as 
a person in whose services the master had a cer- 
tain interest. 

Fle then proceeded with a constitutional argu- 
ment, which he delivered from a manuscript before 
him, and which occupied a long time in its de- 
livery. 

Atter Mr. B. had concluded— 

Mr. HALE took the floor, and, the hour being 
late, moved that the further consideration of the 
bill be postponed until Monday; which was agreed 
to. 
Mr. BADGER, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted an amendment, substituting for the words pro- 
posed to be inserted by Mr. Foore, in the twelfth 
section of the bill, a proviso that the people of 
Oregon shall not be subject to the sixth article of 
the compact in the ordinance of 1787; which was 
accepted by Mr. Foore, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAYTON submitted the following: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Vice President be re- 
quested to have the flag of the United States first erected by 
the American army upon the palace in the capital of Mexi- 
co, and now here presented, deposited tot safekeeping in 
t:e Department of State of the United States. 

After some remarks from Messrs. DAYTON, 
DIX, and ALLEN, the resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness; and, after a brief session therein, the doors 
were reopened, and l 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpary, June 5, 1848. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


Mr. WiırLiam Pitt Lynpe, a Representative 
from the State of Wisconsin, appeared this day, 
was sworn to support the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, and took a seat in the House. 


Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, offered the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That when this House adjourns to-morrow, it 
adjeurn te meet on Friday next. 


A ote 
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_Mr. TALLMADGE moved to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table; which motion was rejected. 

The. question was then put on the resolution, 
and it was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, 


_ Resolved, That the act of the General Assembly of the 
State of Alabama entitled “An act for the improvement of 
the Tennessee river,” approved March 3d, 1848, be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and that said committee 
inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill carryjng into 
efiect the provisions of said act. 


Mr. CUMMINS called up the motion he made 


on Thursday last, to reconsider the vote by which 


the bill he introduced the previous day, declaratory 
of the rights of naturalized citizens of the United 


' States, and to protect them in the pebceful exer- 


cise and enjoyment of their rights and privileges 
against the acts and influence of foreign Govern- 
ments and their diplomatic agents, was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CUMMINS aaid his object in making the 
motion to reconsider was to change the reference 
of the bill. He thought it should not properly be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. That 
committee had jurisdiction of questions touchin 
the judicial proceedings of this country; the bill 
pertained to points of international law and not 
laws of the United States; therefore it more prom 
erly belonged to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, if it went to any standing committee. But, 
for himself, he preferred to have it sent to a select 
committee. | 

He proceeded to refer to the provisions of the 
bill to sustain his views relative to its reference. 
His mind had been called to the subject from the 
passing of certain events, not remote in time or 
AN the investigation of certain proceedings 

ad in this metropolis, which had been already 
published over the whole land, touching certain 
questions of international law. 

The first question to which he wished to direct 
the attention of the committee was to the decision 


of the American law upon the subject of alle- - 


giance—whether allegiance was a matter of choice, 
or whether a man necessarily owed allegiance to 
the land of his nativity as long as he lived. This 
was the root of two other doctrines, to wit: the 
right of search, and the right of impressment, 
which were the legitimate offspring of this selfish 
doctrine of natural and eternal allegiance. He re- 
ferred to the acts of the British Government prior 
to the war of 1812, requiring all the natural-born 
subjects of that kingdom, to whatever foreign 
countries they had emigrated, to return, and leave 
their business and fight the battles of Great Brit- 
ain, and to her declaration that the naturalization 
laws of other countries were void, and that those 
natural-born subjects who refused to return to their 
allegiance to Great Britain were guilty of high 
misdemeanor, and that those who bore arms in 
defence of another country were guilty of treason. 
He wished the American doctrines distinctly de- 
clared. There was now no law of the United 
States upon the subject; the Constitution was si- 
lent upon it, except so far as it provided for the 
passage of naturalization laws. Congress had 
never acted on the question. Four times had it 
been presented to the Supreme Court, and four 
times had they blinked its decision. Neither had 
the question which sprung directly fromr it been 
met in the treaty of Ghent—the question of the 
right of search and the question of i pageants 
It was quite proper, perhaps, under the circum- 
stances, that they should not have. been pressed. 
Europe was strong then; we were comparatively 
weak. Circumstances had changed, and rendered 
this A most fitting time to declare our position on 
thig subject. It was therefore that he desired to 
send this branch of the question to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, or a select committee, who 
would carefully examine and critically analyze the 
history and the right of this question, to show that 
the true American doctrine was the doctrine of 
expatriation, at the choice of the citizen. When 
we had settled this, and had said to the other Gov- 
ernments of the world, this is our position, it 
would be respected, and might keep us out of for-. 
elgn war. 

The number of the naturalized citizens of the 
United States at this time was very great, and they 
were engaged in all the diversified pursuits of life, 
both on land and on sea. The same doctrine of 
eternal allegiance and the right of search and seizure, 
that would impress the naturalized citizen found, 
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upon the seas, who had made his home in this, 
country for half a century, and compel him to fight 
against his adopted country, the same doctrine 
would reach the land but for the want of opportu- 
nity to enforce it; and we had millions of natural- 
ized citizens in the service of our military marine, 
and variously employed throughout the country, 
who, in the agitation of Europe—in the upheaving 
and upturning of thrones there—if we should be- 
come involved in war with them, would at any 
time be met by orders in council requiring them 
to forsake their homes and leave their families, 
and, notwithstanding they had sworn allegiance to 
our Government, to go to the land of their nativity 
and take up arms against this country. 

This question was at least of some importance 
in the present state of the world. As he had said 
before, if we declared in advance our positign, now 
that we had gained strength since the war of 1812— 
if we declared that the American doctrine was in 
accordance with the rights of man, and in opposi- 
tion to this old, barbaric, feudal doctrine of natu- 
ral and eternal allegiance—we should not only be 
respected in that position, but, in the revalutions 
in Europe, and in the remodeling of Governments 
there, we should find allies springing up who would 
unite with us in asserting and maintaining that doc- 
trine. It was the principle upon which we had 
acted. We had resisted the right of impressment 
and the right of search; we were bound to fight, 
and would fight, rather than submit to their appli- 
cation. If, then, this was understood to be the 
doctrine of our Government, why should we hesi- 
tate to give it legislative sanction, that we might 
announce it to the world, and strengthen the hands 
and second the efforts of our negotiators abroad 
from the consciousness that they were backed by 
the laws of their own country? At this time we 
were making Presidents in this country—France 
was making Governments. She had pulled down 
her ancieht capitol, inhabited by the Bourbons for 
centuries. Her lofty columns, her stately domes, 
her kingly palaces, were all dissolved, and her Gov- 
ernment was reduced into its original elements. 
They were now to erect a temple of liberty, suit- 
able to their own condition, suitable to their wants 
and desires. 

If at this period, when they were recomposing 
their Government, we should declare the Ameri- 
can doctrine, as in fact it existed—that allegiance 
was not eternal, but that a man had the right to 
choose the Government which he would serve, and 
to which he would owe allegiance; if we would 
repudiate, as we were bound to do, the doctrine of 
search and impressment, France—as she did a few 
years since, when the quintuple treaty was about 
to be ratified, which was nothing more than an in- 
vasion of this doctrine—France would again be 
our ally. Hence this was a peculiarly favorable 
time to consider this subject and have action upon 
at. 

But another branch of this subject. If he un- 
derstood the law of nations, the laws of no country 
were operative extra-territorially. The efficacy and 
operation of the laws of every country were con- 
fined to the territory of that country; if, then, any 
foreign country, through its autocrat, king, or po- 
tentate, should attempt to give vitality and force to 
its laws upon persons or property within any other 
country, it was an Invasion of the rights of such 
country; one that should be met and promptly met. 
He had examined the laws on that subject, and 
also the ‘‘ conflicts of law,” and he had no hesita- 
tion in saying it was a clear, palpable violation of 
the laws of nations, for a monarch, through his 
diplomatic ministers, emissaries, or agents in other 
countries, to attempt to exercise the laws of his 
country over the rights of persons or things in a 
foreign land. 

He desired that the committee should examine 
this subject and when they should have made a 
full and perfect report, he thought there would be 
room for something more to be said. When the 
facts were collected and laid before the House, if 
he was not misinformed, a case would be present- 
ed for the action of this Government which would 
at least call for a rebuke in certain quarters. At 
that time he might be induced to debate the various 
questions. At present he had recapitulated the 

rovisions of the bill, to show that the Lill should 

e recansidered and the reference be made to a 
select committee, or to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. : ) a 
Mr. Cummins having concluded his remarks— 


Mr. LEVIN obtained the floor, and delivered a 
written speech, the following copy of which has 
been handed to the reporter: 

The bill now before the House is for the relief 
of the heits of Kosciusko, as well as Major Toch- 
man, now a citizen of the United States, exten- 
sively known as an exiled patriot from downtrod- 
den and bleeding Poland. It is, sir, a marvellous 
concurrence of events that can bring Poland and 
Russia—the one free in spirit even to the romance 
of freedom, and the other despotic in temper and 
system—upon this arena, the American Congress, 
for an adjudication of the first principles of liberty. 
It is even more marvellous that this concurrence 
should happen at a period when all the people of 
Europe should be flinging off the galling yoke of 
tyranny—a crisis of national revolutions, shooting 
up and budding from the seed sown by our illustri- 
oussires of 1776! Wonderful indeed are the ways of 
God to enfranchise the human family! Infatuation 
or love of power in the Old World blinding kings 
to rush upon their fate! Infatuation in their min- 
isters here, blinding them to the preposterous ex- 
ercise of authority, not only insulting to the Amer- 
ican people, but insulting to the institutions of our 
country; committing outrages on American rights 
that no patriot can behold with patience or tolerate 
without injury! 

Major Tochman is now an American citizen, 
naturalized under the laws and Constitution, and 
fully entitled to the protection of all his rights and 
immunities. True, he is by birth a fellow-country- 
man of Thaddeus Kosciusco, and represents the 
rights of his heirs for certain properties in this 
country. The name of Kosciusco conjures up a 
thousand ennobling and pleasing recollections of 
our struggles for freedom. Even as far back as 
1776, Poland came to the relief and succor of infant 
America when struggling for freedom. We 
achieved our independence, and were enabled to 
offer Poland’s exiled sons a safe asylum. From 
that period to this, we have thrown around all 
exiled patriots the ægis of American freedom. 
From this time hence, Europe will send no patriots or 
lovers of freedom to this country. If they be patriots, 
uf they love freedom, they will remain at home to fight 
for tt, not come here to control our ballot-box and 
overturn our institutions. No, sir; Europe no 
longer sends Rervusuicans to our land. But, sir, 
a naturalized Pole isan American citizen, and even 
here the poisoned shaft of tyranny follows him to 
this his adopted home of freedom. The master 
whom he spurned at home follows him into his 
exile; for when did tyrants ever forget or ever for- 
give?) When did the Autocrat of Russia ever fail 
to hunt down a patriot who had struck at his black 
eagles in the sacred cause of human rights? Sir, 
shall this country be an asylum for the exiled ad- 
vocates of freedom, or a cage in which the tyrants 
of Europe shall confine them as criminals and tor- 
ture them as felons? 

The petition of Major Tochman is before the 
House, and members are no doubt familiar with 
its import; for the case is one not only of peculiar 
oppression, of peculiar high-handed tyranny in the 
minister of the Autocrat of Russia, but of stupen- 
dous importance to the principles of our institu- 
tions, and the fame and character of our common 
country. lt is not my intention to indulge ina 
legal review of this interesting case. It comes 
before this House in a political, not a legal aspect. 
We are asked to protect an American citizen in 
the exercise of his unquestionable rights, against 
the iliegal interference of a foreign despot. There 
is no other question at issue in this case. Is the 
Constitution of the United States supreme in this 
country, or the will and pleasure of the Autocrat 
of Russia? Sir, men may quibble and equivocate, 
juggle and twist, sophisticate and confuse, yet this 
is the sole question at issue. The Emperor of 
Russia, holding Major Tochman in unbounded 
hatred for his noble efforts in behalf of his native 
land, in her struggle of 1830, has thought proper 
to persecute him through his minister, Mr. Bo- 
disco, on an occasion presented for the adjustment 
of the claims of thé heirs of Kosciusco, and all the 
force and power of his position is brought to bear 
upon his destined victim. So far, sir, he has suc- 
ceeded. But it is for this House, as the represent- 
ative of the American people, and the exponent of 
a free Constitution, to arrest this crying wrong at 
this stage of aggravated enormity. | 

Sir, we are noW appealed to by the victim of 
Russian tyranny to vindicate his righta as an 


American citizen. Can we refuse to grant his 
petition? Can we refuse to throw the ægis of 
American freedom over him? Sir, we are bound 
by all obligations, human and divine, to protect 
him: By the laws of nations, the Russian minister 
has no power to interfere while the heirs are com- 
petent and willing to act in the selection of their 
own agents for the settlement of their own claim. 
Even if Poland be a conquered province of Russia, 
this has no relation to Major Tochman’s rights of 
American citizenship. Admitthat Russian sover- - 
eignty extends over Poland, does this invest Rus- 
sia with power over an American citizen? The 
very idea fs preposterous. An American, sir, 
scouts the indignity, scorns the insult, and repels 
the usurpation. I disdain to enter into any argu- 
ment as to the fact of this pragmatical and offensive 
interference; itdies before us in the most authentic ` 
form of sworn testimony. By some means, only 
surmisable by those familiar with the machina- 
tions and intrigues of foreign tyrants, an American 
citizen, standing high in the social relations of life 
and attached to the most responsible and dignified 
profession in the country, is deprived of his con- 
stitutional rights—by whom? The minister of the 
Government of Russia—a Government that is a 
libel on the age, a burlesque on modern intelli- 
gence, an outrage on human rights, a satire on all 
pretensions to civilization; but, worst ofall, a deep 

and diabolical wrong on the human family. | 

Sir, there are occasions when, not to vindicate 
the rights of man under the guarantees of the Con- 
stitution, is to become an ally of the tyrannical 
oppressor. And this, sir, is one of those solemn 
occasions when every noble sentiment, every gen- 
erous impulse and inspiring thought that clusters 
around the ægis of liberty, impels us to the prompt 
relief of the petitioner. 

Sir, when all the world seems to be in arms for: 
freedom, shall we alone become the ally of a tyrant, 
in the disfranchisement of an American citizen, 
because he boasts of Poland for his birth-place, 
because his valor has wielded a sharp sword in 
behalf of his native land—because his patriotism 
has kindled the ire of a despot?—and in a time 
like this, when the people of Europe are toppling 
down rotten thrones, and rallying to the stand- 
ard that proclaims, on its glowing folds, ‘* the 
rights of man’’—when France has imbibed a 
lesson of patriotism from the fields of her glory 
on this continent, and struck down royalty for 
a republic—when even Austria has disarmed des- 
potism of her falchion, and prostrated the very 
father of all systems of tyranny in the exile of 
Metternich—when Italy blazes with the fires of 
emancipation, and even the Pope is reluctantly 
driven, by the fear of the people, to admit an ele- 
ment of popular power into the absolute hierarchy 
of ayes—when the united voices of all noble hearts 
in the Old World are sending up to the vault of 
heaven a hymn and a prayer for the liberation of 
Poland, whose born son, a chivalric and enthusias- 
tic champion of the independence of his country, 
is now a suppliant before this free Government for 
protection against the tyranny of Russia! ° 

Will the living age, sir, believe this monstrous 
paradox of modern despotism operating in a free 
land? Will not posterity scout it as a falsehood, 
and scorn it as a libel? Must Russia not only 
conquer Poland, subjugate, exterminate her as a 
nation, imprison her heroes, exile her patriots, 
execute her martyrs, and confiscate the property | 
of the lone and helpless—but must she come here, 
into the very bosom of freedom, to drag her Po- 
lish exiles to the stake—to proscribe and brand 
them? Not one man in this whole nation, who 
retains in his heart a single lone throb of liberty, 
but will cry- out against it. 

Sir, the self-respect of the American Govern- 
ment is now implicated in this measure. The in- 
stitutions of our country are implicated. The 
Constitution is compromised; our national fame is 
involved in it, It appeals to the self-respect of 
our Government to vindicate the rights of every 
American citizen, when he invokes by a public 
attitude the protection of the nation. If he asks 
only for a known right, we cannot withhold it.. If 
he complain of a notorious wrong, we cannot deny 
him redress without assuming the wrong. 

Sir, a free constitution myst never be allowed to | 
sink into a dead letter. Eternal vitality is its first 
and only. attribute. Inert, inactive, passive or in- 
efficient, and itis extinct. Let it breathe its hol 
aspirations—let it speak its inspired truths—let. it 
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act out its consecrated rights, or it is ashes, dust— 
the worm hath eaten it, and it is corruption. 

But, sir, not only have the rights of one part 
been outraged by this monstrous interference, this 
wanton usurpation of power, this audacious tyran- 
ny of the minister of Nicholas of Russia, (Major 
Tochman is only one party aggrieved, ) but, through 
him, the heirs of Fhaddeus Kosciusko—a double 
banquet for the oppressors is presented, by which 
the tyrant of Russia may ‘‘ feed fat the ancient 

udge’’ he feels towards Poland. Shall we, the 

ongress and people of the United States, become 
accessory to an injustice towards the heirs of the 
gallant and illustrious Kosciusko, whose valiant 
conduct on the battle-fields of the American Rev- 
olution, as well as those of his native land, render 
even his descendants conspicuous and bitter ob- 
jects of hatred to the Russian Autofrat? Shall we 
do injustice to Kosciusko, as well as combine in a 
nefarious wrong towards Major Tochman? | 

Sir, shall the minister of a tyrant execute the 
penal laws of a foreign country upon an American | 
citizen for having exposed his life in defence of | 
his country? This is exclusively a question of | 
national justice on the one hand, and of national 
fame on the other. To sacrifice either, would be | 
to degrade the country at the behest of a foreign 
potentate, whose creed is, that the people, being 
slaves, can enjoy no rights but those conceded as 
an act of grace and bounty by their masters. This 
may answer in Russia; but, sir, what shall we 
say, what shall we do, when we behold this creed 
attempted to be@arried out in the United States 
by the minister of the Autocrat of Russia? 

Take the specification of the letter of A. de Bo- 
disco, in page 37 of the petition of Major Tochman, 
and you will find a direct interference with the 
judiciary power of the United States by that indi- 
vidual, in a letter addressed by him to the Judge 
of the Orphans’ Court—N. P. Causin. Now, sir, 
we have nothing to do with the merits of the liti- 
gation pending between the heirs of General Kos- 
ciusko, but we have everything to do with the 
interference of a foreign minister in the action of 
American counsel before an American court. How 
dare A. de Bodisco question the rights of a mem- 
ber of the American bar? Did he forget that he 
was in the United States? Did he forget that Major 
Tochman was no longer an enslaved and conquered 
Pole, subject to Russian tyranny, but an Ameri- 
can citizen, amply protected by the American Con- 
stitution? Did he forget that the judicial power of 
a republic is a part of the organized freedom of the 


poe and that to attempt to overawe its decisions | 


y diplomatic power, was an outrage on American 
rights, a positive and highhanded interference in 
the decrees of justice. Behold the Emperor of 
Russia entering an American court, and thundering 
his insolent dictation in the ears of the judges. 
Remember, I quote the words of A. de Bodisco 
himself, who, advancing up to the judge, thus an- 
nounces his royal pleasure, on the assumed ground 
that the Emperor of Russia is the arbiter of justice 


laws of the land: 


& In the mean time, I would beg torequest that no action, 
not necessary to the preservation of the property of the 
estate, shall be had, nor anything done which is not sanc- 
_ tioned by the counsellors employed by the Impcrial Lega- 
tion.” i 


Now, sir, what does this letter amount to? Why, 
that all the proceedings of an American caurt shall 
be stayed and suspended by the arrogant dictation 
of the Emperor of Russia. Is this the tenure of 
an American judiciary? The laws of nations have 
nothing to do with our judicial system, which rests 
on the Constitution and the laws. No treaty with 
a foreign Power can overturn our judiciary. Then, 
whence the power of the Emperor of Russia to 
browbeat an American court, arrest the current of 
justice, and place an interdict upon the proceedings 
of the judge? Did the heirs of Kosciusko apply 
to the Russian Government for justice, on any de- 
nial of our Government to award it? No! We 
have no such record. The whole proceedings, in 
due legal form, were in full progress under Major 
Tochman and his competent colleague, the honor- 
able Reverdy Johnson, when his Russian Majes- 
ty, like a true Cossack, rushes into court, and 
at the point of his spear, hurls Justice from her 
throne! . 

This outrage upon American rights having come 
to the knowledge of Congress, we have no alterna- 


tive but to give ita signal rebuke, by the reconsid- 


in the United States, and not the judiciary and 


jor Toc 


eration of the vote of yesterday, and the prompt 
passage of the bill. 

Stripping the question of all its other and solemn 
adjuncts, this intrusion of the Russian enyoy alone 
demands the passage of the bill. Never let it go 
forth to the world as a theme for the scorn and 
contempt of all independent minds, that the United 
States tamely submitted to Russian interference in 


her courts of justice, and allowed an American 
citizen to be trampled on, because the noble and 


free blood of Poland flowed in his chivalric veins. 
Audacity like this, if not resented, would be fol- 
lowed by still more atrocious interference. 
Encouraged by our forbearance, emboldened by 
our passive and abject endurance of the wrong, 


.what shall prevent this minister from entering the 


very Halls of Congress, and, by an interdict of 
the Emperor Nicholas, move the rejection of Ma- 
kman petition? As much right has he to 
do the one as the other, and no more. Thecourt 
is one department of the Government; this House 
is another department. IfA. de Bodisco has any 
official duty to perform, he must discharge it by 
communications with the Secretary of State. This 
is well known to the minister of the Emperor of 
Russia. Then why did he enter a court of justice, 
in contravention of all the rights of nations, of all 
the forms of comity, of all the rules of courtesy, 
of all the principles of justice, to outrage our inde- 
endence, and insult the majesty of the people? 
hy, to wreak the vengeance of the Russian Au- 
tocrat on a Polish patriot; to reach Major Toch- 
man, whom he knew to be far above his reach, if 
he addressed the Secretary of State; for what 
American Secretary of State would have listened 
for a moment to any proposition affecting the con- 
stitutional rights of an American citizen who hap- 
pened to love and fight in defence of his native 
land í 

So far, if we blush for our country that any 
court of the United States has allowed its records 
to be defiled by such a letter of dictation from the 
envoy of any foreign king, it is only because we 
have had no opportunity to display the indignant 
sense which this House of Congress entertain for 
the audacious outrage. 

At any moment such an outrage would create a 
stimulus to prompt action in its most energetic 
form; but, at a crisis like this, when Poland is 
again arming to battle for her independence, we, 
the American people, feel more than ever the high 
responsibility of preserving national rights from 
despotic pollution. 

Sir, what does this bill propose? That ifa citi- 
zen of the United States, native or naturalized, 
enters into an agreement with a foreign subject or 
citizen having reference to property within the 
United States, and if such agreement be revocable 
at the pleasure of the party or parties, and if the 
revocation thereof be obtained at the instance of a 
foreign oe setae representative near this Gov- 
ernment, from political motives, that it shall not 
take effect within the United States. This is the 
substance of the bill, which is in perfect accord- 
ance with the genius and spirit of our institutions, 
and ought to command the unanimous vote of this 
House. 

Sir, there are not in the United States one hun- 
dred and fifty Poles. They have remained at home, 
waiting for the morn of Poland’s retribution to 
dawn, while hundreds and thousands of Irishmen 
and Germans are deserting their country in the 
hour of their country’s peril. When they, like the 
Poles, remain at home to fight for freedom, the 
sympathies of my nature shall circle around them, 
but not till then. 

Sir, it is true we would that ‘an ocean of fire 
were between us and the Old World;’’ but, as 
Native Americans, so far from disfranchising, we 
are as ready as either of the two old parties to pro- 
tect the rights of the naturalized American citizen; 
we would extend to him every civil and religious 
privilege; but we would arrest his unholy hand 
when he attempts to pollute and control our ballot- 
boxes. We desire to extend an existing law, or, 
if we could, make birthright in all future time the 
basis of American suffrage. 

I stand where I stood years ago, defending the 


‘rights not only of the native-born, but of the natu- 


ralized American citizen. Major Tochman is 
anxious to return to his native land, to peril his 
life once more in its defence. He is anxious to 
return with a reputation as unspotted as that with 
which he came. He desires to revisit the scenes 


‘of his boyhood, to renew the recollections of by- 


gone days—kneeling where he once knelt, at the 
shrine of a breathing image, and hearing from the 
pale lips of a mother the words of everlasting life. 
But, sir, Russia has determined upon his destruc- 
tion !—Russia, who has evoked the execration of 
Europe !—Russia, who is the champion of the cru- 
sade against human freedom and human rights !— 
Russia, whose perfidy to Greece and cruelty to 
Poland has gathered around her the wrath of the 
universal world ! 

Sir, I trust the House will reconsider the vote, 
and refer this subject toa select committee. Whigs 
and Democrats who court the foreign vote have 
now an opportunity to protect a defenceless, exiled’ 
patriot; they have an opportunity to show that they. 
are sincere in their professions of friendship to our 
naturaliged citizens, and ready to protect them 
against tlre unjust interference of foreign despots. 
Sir, the test has come at last; and while the Native 
Americans scorn the thought of courting foreign 
votes, they will point to the action of the House 
this day to prove that in their hands the rights of 
the naturalized citizen, as well as the rights of their 
own children, will beamply protected and fearlessly 
defended.. 

Mr. SIMS asked the indulgence of the House 
while he presented the true state of the case. He 
did not propose to discuss the present posture of 
affairs in Europe, nor the state of certain judiciat 
questions in this District between conflicting pow- 
ers of attorney for the settlement of the estate of 
Kosciusko. The bill, whose reference it is pro- 
posed to reconsider and change, arose, as he un- 
derstood, out of the distribution of General Kosci- 
usko’s estate, in the courts of this District. 

Mr. CUMMINS wished to correct the gentle- 
man from South Carolina as to a matter of fact. 
The bill which he proposed to refer had nothing 
at all todo with the controversy of Major Toch- 
man and the Russian minister, but solely referred 
to a question of International law, and was mtended 
to have nothing to do with this affair. 

Mr. SIMS undertook to hazard the opinion that 
the reference already ordered was the appropriate 
and becoming reference. This bill grew out of the 
distribution of Kosciusko’s estate; and no matter 
how diversified or how simple the questions pro- 
posed to be submitted might be, the Judiciary 
Committee was the proper committee to examine 
them. What were they, as explained by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio—the mover of the bill—but 
questions as to the revision of our naturalizatron 


laws? . 


And here he must differ entirely with his friend. 
from Ohio in reference to the position of our Gov- 
ernment upon the first proposition which was asked 
to be considered and decided upon by Congress. 
If there was a fundamental proposition declared 
in the Constitution, it was the doctrine of expa- 
triation. Congress was expressly authorized by 
that instrument ‘‘to establish an uniform rule of 
naturalization’’—thus clearly asserting the right of 
the foreigner to throw off his allegiance, and be- 
come a citizen of this country; and the action of 
Congress under that provision of the Constitution 
had been to require, in the act of naturalization, a 
renunciation of all allegiance to all foreign princes, 
powers, and potentates whatever, and especially 
to the prince or potentate within whose dominions 
the individual seeking citizenship was born. The 
exercise of this constitutional power by Congress, 
in the act making ‘‘an uniform rule of naturaliza- 
tion,” had been no bare declaration on our part. 
Whenever a question had arisen in our history 
involving the truth of the doctrine, the principle 
had been asserted and firmly maintained by our 
Government. Under the guidance of this prin- 
ciple, thus declared as a fundamental law, and 
thus carried out practically in the action of Con- 
gress, when, in the war of 1812, a British General 
threatened to execute as a traitor a prisoner taken 
in arms under the American flag, who was charged 
to be a native-born subject of the King of Great 
Britain, what was the response of Mr. Madison? 
It was no abstract declaration; it was on a point 
made in the midst of arms and the personal dan- 
gers of the soldier. Substantially, this was his 
response: For every American soldier, no matter 
if born within the allegiance of the King of Great 
Britain, which you shall execute, I will cause ten 
British prisoners to be executed under the lex tali- 
onis. .And there the subject rested; for he had the 
power of performing his threat. As extreme and 
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cruel as appeared the policy indicated, the neces- 
sity of the occasion demanded it, no less than con- 
siderations of clemency. The President, standing 
upon the known and recognized doctrines of the 
Government—the very fundamental law of the 


land—thus announced, and was prepared to main-. 


tain, his intention; and the British authorities 
quailed before its assertion, and no military execu- 
tion took place. : 

Here, then, was the asserted and recognized 
doctrine which this Government was supposed by 
the gentleman from Ohio never to have sufficiently 
declared. Ele objected entirely to taking any ac- 
ion which would go to throw doubt upon the 
position of the Government on this subject, as 
uniformly declared and from the first maintained. 
If now we were to commence with abstract paper 
declarations on a subject which had been thus 
` settled, in the midst of arms and of personal danger 
to our soldiers in the field, by the strong action of 
our Government in the cases made as they arose, 
we might well apprehend the inefficiency of such 
declarations, or, if productive of any result at all, 
might well fear their tendency to weaken the force 
of our former action. ) 

But, it was said, there were other principles 
which were collateral, and flowed from this doc- 
trine of expatriation—the denial of the right of 
search and of impressment—and that we ought to 
make a Congressional declaration of these. These 
principles required no new declaration. Why, 
every school-boy in the country knew that the war 
of 1812 had for one of its principal causes the con- 
trariety of opinion existing on these subjects, be- 
tween this Government and that of Great Britain. 
Our doctrine was that of “ free trade and sailors? 
rights;”’ not the right of native-born sailors only, 
but of every sailor who stood under the American 
flag; it being the flag which determined, not only 
the character of the cargo, but of those who sailed 
under it. This doctrine of the non-impressment 
of American seamen, whether native-born or natu- 
ralized, was vindicated in that glorious war; and 
though the question was waived in the treaty of 
Ghent, which terminated the hostilities in that con- 
troversy, yet it was practically settled, and the 
enforcement of their adverse claims by the British 
Government had been abandoned from that day to 
this. Though on paper that question was waived, 
upon the high seas, the dominion, the tyranny of 
Great Britain, in this regard, had been abandoned 
and so it always would be. i 
__ We might make declarations, as many as we 
pleased, but unless we had armies, and navies, and 
physical strength, and natural courage to execute 
and enforce them, they were mere brutum fulmen. 
But when, as was the case with the United States, 
the power of the country was demonstrated, when 
its ability to defend itself was manifested, when 
liberty and life were hedged in and defended from 
foreign aggression by bristling bayonets, borne by 
strong arms, guided by brave and patriotic hearts, 
then a practical declaration in a case made would 
be respected, and not till then: He respected all 
those philanthropic men who, dreaming in their 
closets, applauded peace. But, while he respected 
their doctrines of peace as humane, and tending to 
advance the prosperity and happiness of nations 
when practically ape he must be permitted 
to dissent from their denunciations of all war. 

hen war was just and necessary, no country 
could safely decline it, no matter how unpleasant 
the duty of its prosecution; and those who de- 
nounced such a war were really the sappers and 
miners—the very destroyers of peace. There could 
be no security, no peace, unless sustained and pro- 
tected by the power of the nation, manifested either 
in the accumulated form of national character, ac- 
quired by past achievements, or in the exhibition 
of subsisting ability to defend its rights. 

The Greeks, in their mythology, most beauti- 
Eup ey cuolized great i Ae To the statesman, 
nothing can be more beautifully poetic, and at the 
same time more practically truthful, than the char- 
acter of Minerva, springing, full-grown and in 
armor, from the brain of Jupiter. Here ia illus- 
trated the true origin of a State, and the philosoph 
of its continuance in peace and prosperity: it 
springs from+wisdom in council—from the brain of 
Jupiter—is full-grown and in armor—it asserts its 
equality with other States, and its ability to main- 
tain it. Such was the guardian divinity of Athens, 
the symbol of a State; and, though born in arms, 
she yet delighted in the olive. The olive was best 
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planted and tended in peace; yetin peace she still 
wore her armor. Were he a painter, he would 
represent the Genius of Liberty in this country in 
a beautiful form, tif perfect imbodiment in anima- 
tion and patriotism of that nation-stirring air of 
Yankee Doodle: in time of war, in full panoply 
herself, she should be surrounded with bayonets 
and armed men, marshaled for the conflict: in 
time of peace, still in armor herself, as symboliz- 
ing the perpetual existence of national courage and 
character—those accompaniments of war should 
be placed further in the back ground, and so ar- 
ranged as to exhibit an ability, with readiness, to 
call them into action, rather than the idea of a 
constant military preparation—in a word, so ar- 
ranged as to illustrate the American idea of a 
citizen-soldier; and, at the same time, the advice 
of Washington, ‘in time of peace prepare for 
war.’’? This was the protection of the country in 
peace or war. No abstract declaration .of opinion 
would diffuse a knowledge or a respect for our 
rights: it was the power of defence alone which 
could effect such a result. When General Davie, 
our minister to the court of France at the time of 
Bonaparte’s consulship, commenced to talk of the | 
law of nations, the First Consul replied, that it 
was all bagatelle; that the law of nations depended 
on the ability of a nation to defend its pretensions; 
and, though Great Britain had never had the bold- 
ness to assert the same doctrine, yet on every 
question, on land or sea, she had practically as- 
sumed the same position. The doctrine of im- 
pressment had been abandoned, because we had 
the power to drive her from this position, and 
make her yield to our demands. 

As to the doctrine of search, the gentleman from 
Ohio was mistaken in supposing that it entirely 
affiliated itself to the doctrine of expatriation—a 
voluntary abandonment of the rights of citizenship 
in one’s native country. The last time this doc- 
trine was brought up in discussion by the nego- 
tiators between this country and Great Britain, it 
was asserted on a very different principle—on the 
principle of suppressing piracy. It was maintained 
by the British negotiator, that as Congress, equally 
with the British Government, had abolished the 
slave trade, and declared that American seamen 
engaged therein were pirates, the British armed 
veasels, according to the law of nations, had a right 
to make search of any ships found floating on the 
seas, in order to ascertain whether they contained 
the contraband articles, and whetherthecrews were 
in fact pirates. This was asserted by Lord Ash- 
burton. The question, too, was waived in the ne- 
gotiation. It did not become him to speak of the 
wisdom or the impropriety of the principles on 
which the question was settled; suffice it, that our 
Government, denying this right of search, never- 
theless, in execution of the act of Congress abol- 
ishing the slave trade, stipulated to keep up a 
sufficient fleet in the African seas to supervise and 
control our merchantmen in those seas. That was 
the way the question was evaded; and the discus- 
sion of it proceeded gn entirely different principles 
from that on which the gentleman seemed to con- 
sider it founded, and into which he wished to 
inquire. 

But while the gentleman from Ohio thus sought 
to give jurisdiction to a special committee, or to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, for the pur- 
poses avowed by him, should they shut their eyes 
to the speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Levin]? Was it not a recital of the case of 
Major Tochman, a naturalized citizen of the Uni- 
ted States? And was nota declaration of opinion 
in this bill sought to be drawn from Congress, to 
affect the judicial proceedings now pending before 
the courts of this District 3 The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had told them thata change of venue 
was desired. The gentleman ought to know that 
no change of venue could be made; that it had 
been decided by the Supreme Court of the United | 
States, upon solemn and able argument, that the | 
citizens of this District were not citizens of the | 
States of this Union in that sense which the Con- 
stitution contemplated in giving jurisdiction to the 
courts of the United States of cases arising between 
the citizens of different States; and that the citizens 
of this District could not sue or be sued in the 


adjoining circuit of Maryland or Virginia, or in 
any other of the courts of the United States. 
Connected, then, with the practical question, it 
was strictly a judicial question, and proper to be 
referred to the Judiciary Committee. 


- Taking it, however, in the other view as a mere 
declaration of abstract opinion, the Judiciary Com» 
mittee was the proper one. Was he to be told 

now, for the first time, that the laws of nations 

were no part of the laws of this land? The con- 

ventional laws of nations—treaties—next\to the 

Constitution, were the supreme law of the land. 

They stood on an equal footing with the acts of 
Congress. The very first position assumed by 
our old Congress, after the declaration of inde- 
pendence, was the declaration that the law of na- 
tions, as known to the civilized Powers of Europe, 
was the law of the land in reference to our inter-. 
course with foreign Governments; incorporating, 
therefore, by our declaration, the laws of nations 
ps a part of the general laws of the land so far as 
our citizens were concerned. If there ever was a 
question which belonged peculiarly, in its intrica- 
cies and connection with the practice and decis- 
ions of our courts, as well as the practice and 


| legislation of our Government upon this highly im- 


portant subject, to the Judiciary Committee, con- 
structed as It was in reference to the knowledge of 
its members on such questions, this was the ques- 
tion. 

He protested, therefore, against raising a special 
committee at this time to consider questions that 
were fundamentally settled, that had been acted 
on both by Congress and the Executive. He pro- 
tested against sending a question which so appro- 
priately belonged to the Judiciary Committee to 
any other committee; and he equally protested 
against it in contemplation of the object indicated 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that object 
being to affect a question pending in the courts for 
adjudication. 

Mr. VINTON moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and the mafn question was 
ordered, viz: Will the House reconsider the said 
vote? It was decided by tellers, and there were 
ayes 56, noes 57. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, raised a question of 
order. He contended that one hundred and four- 
teen members did not constitute a quorum of the 
whole House. Two members had been elected to 
represent the State of Wisconsin, one of whom 
had appeared and been this morning sworn in and 
taken his seat, and the other was on his way. 
Counting these two members, the House would 
consist of 230 members; it would of course take 
116 to make a quorum. 

The CHAIR replied that he had been informed 
by the Clerk that 114 were a quorum. 

The Crerk, being permitted to explain, said 
that, including the two members from Wisconsin, 
there would be 230 members; but there were three 
vacancies to be deducted. This being done, 114 
would constitute a quorum. l 

Mr. JONES denied that the vacant districts 
were to be deducted. 

The CHAIR was understood to state it as his 
own opinion, that if this were an original question, 
the Chair might insist that gentlemen from a new 
State were not entitled to their seats unless their 
election had taken place not only after the actual 
admission of the new State into the Union, but also 
after that admission had been officially notified to 
the authorities of the State and the notification 
received. But, in the existing case, one member 
from Wisconsin having been already admitted, he 
should rule that 114 did not constitute a quorum, 


no quorum having voted. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, suggested that there be 
anew count. 

The CHAIR said this could only be had by 
general consent. ` 

Mr. DUER contended that the vacant districts 
ought not to be included in determining the num- 
ber of which the House consisted, and that none 
ought to be taken into the account but those ac- 
tually elected and returned. i 

The CHAIR ruled otherwise. 

A new count was then permitted, and resulted 
as follows: Ayes 78, noes 66. 

So the question was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, objected to the debate 
which had taken place as foreign to the business 
before the House; but, lest by the most distant 
analogy it might possibly be held as relevant, he 
would offer a few words in reply. 

He insisted that there was not a nation on this’ 
earth in which the rights of individuals, whether. 


|| 

and of course that the question was not yet settled, 
| . 
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native or naturalized, were better protected than 
they were by the Constitution and laws of these 
United States, this highly-favored land, which was 
becoming the resort of the oppressed from all quar- 
ters of the world. Yet they were told by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman 
from Ohio, (Messrs. Levin and Cummins,] that 
our Constitution and laws were insufficient to pro- 
tect a naturalized citizen from the oppression of a 
foreign Government and her diplomatic represent- 
ative. Let him tell those gentlemen and all others, 
that the humblest straw-built shed upon our soil 
was a protection to its inhabitant against all the 
foreign despots of the world. So faras the amplest 
protection of the rights of all our citizens was con- 
cerned, no further legislation at all was needed. 
They had it in perfection already. Every Ameri- 
can, whether native or naturalized, enjoyed the 
amplest immunity against the tyranny of all the 
world. 

The question before the House was a question 
of reference purely. 
~ The second section of the bill undertook to settle 
whether the Supreme Court of the United States 
should or should not have jurisdiction in certain 
eases. Now, was not a question like this most 
clearly and obviously a question for the Committee 
on the Judiciary? So far as he was personally 
concerned, he had not cared one farthing whether 
the bill went to his own committee or to any other; 
but when the bill had actually been referred to 
them, and an attempt was made to take it away 
from their jurisdiction, it became his duty to show 
that it was one which legitimately belonged to the 
jurisdiction of that committee. 

He argued this from the face of the bill, not from 
the speeches which had been made in support of 
its reference to a select committee. Matters had 
been introduced into those speeches which did not 
appear on the face of the bill, and were not legiti- 
mately connected with the question of reference. 
If it was true, as alleged, that the district judges of. 
the court in this District had violated their duty, 
they were impeachable, and ought to be impeached. 
If Major Tochman would apply to the Secretary 
of State, that officer would most assuredly do his 
duty in the premises. A foreign minister, come 
he from what court he might, who should dare to 
attempt to perpetrate oppression here on an Amer- 
ican citizen, native or naturalized, would be or- 
dered out of the country in half an hour. 

Mr. CUMMINS was understood to say that 


application had been made to the Secretary, but 


without effect. 

. Mr. INGERSOLL observed that if that were 
so, and the Secretary refused to do his duty, the 
Secretary himself was liable to impeachment: and 
the liability went still higher, for the President 
who should neglect or refuse to act in such a case, 
would in like manner become impeachable. 

Mr. PETTIT was understood to suggest that 
possibly the Secretary ’s course was attributable to 
Ignorance. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said that still Major Toch- 
man’s remedy was against the Secretary, and not 
in any alteration of our naturalization laws. 

Mr. LEVIN here referred to a letter of Mr. 
Bodisco, which stated that, owing to Major Toch- 
man’s political offences against the Russian Gov- 
ernment, the Emperor could not recognize him as 
the attorney for Kosciuske’s heirs, and therefore 
Mr. Bodisco asked that other attorneys might be 
appointed. Was not this an oppressive inter- 
ference with the rights of a naturalized American 
citizen? 

Mr. INGERSOLL said that was Mr. Bodisco’s 
own affair; he knew nothing about it; he knew 
only what this bill was; to this he confined his 
argument; and from the face of the bill it was most 
obvious that its proper reference was to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. A desultery conversation 
here took place, tn which Messrs. J. R. INGER- 
SOLL, CUMMINS, and PETTIT took part, 
which was ended by Mr. WHITE’S demanding 
the previous question. 

. The House seconded the call, and the bill, by a 
vote of yeas and nays, was again referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: Yeas 76, nays 64. 


PATENTS. 


Mr. COLLAMER called up the motion he made 
some days since, to reconsider the vote by which 
‘was passed the ‘‘bill to provide for applications 


_ for the renewal of patent rights in certain cases. ” 


The question was put on reconsidering said vote, 
and it was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. COLLAMER, the vote by 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed was 
also reconsidered. 

The bill then being before the House— 

Mr. COLLAMER moved to amend the samé by 
adding, at the end of the bill, the following: 

And all persons who shall, after such expiration, and be- 
fore such extension, have manufactured or put in nse any 
machine or “ composition of matter” secured by such patent, 
their executors, administrators, or assigns, may continue 
the use of said machine, or ‘‘ composition of matter,” actu- 
ally made during the pertod for and during said extended 
term, bnt no one shall make or put in use any sucli machine 
or composition after such renewal. 

And if any person shall, before such renewal, or within 
eighteen months before said expiration, have made prepara- 
tions specially for minufacturing such machine or ‘ compo- 
sition of matter,” he may proceed in the same and carry on 
the said manufactyre during said extended term, on such 
terms as he and the patentee may agree upon, or as the dis- 
trict court of the United States uf the district where such 
person so desiring to proceed in such manufacture resides, 
on a petition of such person, to be filed within one year from 
the date of such extension, shall direct, which said court 
are hereby directed and authorized to do. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill 
ordered to be engrossed, and, being engrossed, was 
read a third time‘and passed, and sent to the Senate 
for concurrence. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following resolution, which was read 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That ten thousand copies extra of the report on 
the subject of the importation of adulterated drugs and med- 
icines he printed for the use of this House. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr, VINTON moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. . 

The vote being taken, there were ayes 51, noes 
31—not a quorum, 

Mr. PETTIT moved that the House do now 
adjourn, : 

The motion was decided in the negative: Yeas 
20, nays 125, 

The House then resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr, 
Tuompson, of Indiana, in the chair,) and resumed 


the consideration of the bill making appropriations 


for the naval service for the year ending June 30, 


1848. 

Mr. PETTIT, who was entitled to the floor, 
declined to proceed, and it was obtained by 

Mr. KAUFMAN, who occupied the allotted 
hour in a prepared speech in defence of the course 
of the present Administration relative to the Mex- 
ican war, his argument being directed mainly to 
the point, that the territory of Texas at the time of 
annexation extended to the Rio Grande. [This 
speech will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. PETTIT again obtained the floor, and, on 
his motion, the committee rose and reported. 

Mr. GREEN, from the select committee ap- 
pointed to consider the various memorials to es- 
tablish an additional land office in Missouri, re- 
ported a bill to establish an additional land office 
in the State of Missouri, Read twice. 

Mr. GREEN stated that the chairman of the 
Committee on the Public Lands [Mr, CoLLAMmER] 
had examined the bill, and was not unfavorable to 
its passage, and he hoped that the House would 
suffer it to pass at this time. 

Mr. VINTON said that the bill might be very 
proper and very just, but he did not approve of 
putting bills so fast through the House; it estab- 
lished a bad precedent. Mr. V. moved the com- 
mitment of the bill. Before the question was 
taken— i 

On motion of Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, 
it was ordered that when the House adjourns, it 
adjourn to meet to-morrow morningat nine p ’clock, 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, asked leave to 
offer a resolution providing that on and after Mon- 
day next, no member shall occupy more than twen- 
ty minutes in debate on any of thefappropriation 
bills in Committee of the Whole. 

- Objected to, and not received. 

And then the House adjourned, 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, June 5, 1848. 


The following memorials and petitions were pre- 


sented and appropriately referred: 
By Mr. CLARKE‘ Resolutions of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Rhode Island in favor of abol- 


ishing slavery in the District of Columbia, or an 
act for the immediate removal of the seat of Govt 
ernment to some free State. a 

By Mr. BORLAND: From eitizens of Arkan- 
sas In favor of purchasing Mount Vernon by the 


Gereral Government. 


By Mr. BENTON: From citizens of Cape 
Girardeau, Missouri, in favor of the location of a 
Western Armory at that place. 

By Mr. DOWNS: From R. W. Richardson, 


asking confirmation 6f a tract of land. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

By Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, without amendment, House bill to 
attach a portion of the Northwestern Land District 
of Louisiana to the district west of Red river. 

On motion of Mr. BREESE, the bill was con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole by unanimous 
consent, read a third’ time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill to increase 
the medical corps of the navy of the United States; 
which was read a third time by unanimous consent, 
and passed. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized 


to contract for lithographing and printing 20,090 copies of J. ` 


C. Frémont’s map of Oregon and California, reduced from 
the originals according to the projection to be furnished by 
the said J. C. Frémont. 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 
the same number of copies of J. C. Frémont’s geographical 
memoir on Upper California, the manuscript and priating of 
said memoir to be subject to the revision and correction of 
the author. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, moved to post- 
pone the previous orders, and take up the bill to 
carry into effect certain provisions in the treaty 
between the United States and China and the Otto- 
man Porte, giving certain judicial powers to min- 
isters and consuls of the United States in those 
countries. , l 

After a brief colloquy, in which Mefgsrs. DA- 
VIS of Massachusetts, BUTLER, and WEST- 
COTT, took part, the question was taken by yeas 
and nays, and decided in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Baldwin, 
Berrien, Butler, Davis of Maasachusetts, Downs, Hunter, 
Miller, Niles, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, and Webster 


—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Borland, Bradbury, Breese, Cal- 
houn,.Cameron, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dickinson, 
Dix, Felch, Lewis, Rusk, Sebastian, Turney, Westcott, and. 
Yulee—17. 


Mr. BADGER then moved to proceed to the 


consideration of the resolution submitted by him: 


relating to the printing of 20,000 copies of a certain 
portion of the report of the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents, on which some debate ensued; but before any 

uestion was taken, the Senate adjourned to Thura- 


ay. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, June 6, 1848. 


Pursuant to its order of yesterday, the House 
met at nine o’clock. 

The Journal of yesterday having been read, the 
House adjourned until Friday next. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, June 8, 1848. 


The reading of the Journal was dispensed with, 
on motion of Mr. MANGUM, and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness. After a short time, the doors were reopened; 
when 

Mr. BADGER presented the petition of Gas- 
pard Tochman, praying for the passage of an. 
act authorizing a change of the venue of certain 
suits now pending before the United States district 


court of the District of Columbia, to the United 


States district court of Maryland. 

Mr. CALHOUN presented the petition of Maria 
Caldwell Robertson, representative of James Cald- 
well, deceased, praying the payment of certain out- 
standing loan office certificates. 

Mr.PEARCE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported the following joint 
resolution, which was read a first time: 

A RESOLUTION to authorize and require a renewal of a 
contract for carrying the mail. 

Be it resolved, &c., That the Postmaster General be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and required to renew the engage- 


ment heretofore existing for the transportation of the great 
southern and northern mail by the Richmond, Freĝericks< 


oat pa eee ee 


1848. - 


- oe, 


burg, and Potomac Railroad and Steamboat Company, at 
& price not greater than that which was paid by the pres- 
ent Postmaster General for the transportation of said mail 
up tothe month of July, 1847. 

Mr. MASON, from the Joint Committee on the 
Library, reported a bill authorizing the purchase 
and publication of the papers and manuscripts of 
the late Thomas Jefferson; which was read a first 
time. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 


mittee on Pensions, reported, without amendment, 
the following House bills: 

An act for the relief of Hannah Yarrington. 

An act forthe relief of Anna Griffin, of Wyoming 
‘county, New York. 

An act granting a pension to Ruth Hallenback. 

An act for the relief of Eliza A. Mellen. 

An act for the relief of William H. Wilson. 

An act for the relief of Amos Ball. 

An act for the relief of Maurice R. Simmons. 

An act for the relief of Henry N. Halsted. 

An act for the relief of John Farnham. 

An act for the relief of Andrew Flanegan. 

An act for the relief of William Gott. 

An act for the relief of Catharine Hoffman. 

An act for the relief of Mary Pike. 

An act for the relief of Gideon A. Perry. 

An act for the relief of Joseph Taylor. 

An act for the relief of Henry W. Thompson. 

An act for the relief of John Haup. 

An act making appropriations for the payment 
Hf! ay pensions for the year ending 30th June, 

A joint regolution relative to evidence in appli- 
Cations for pensions. ` 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, the same com- 
mittee was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the act for the relief of Robert Ramsey; an 
act for the relief of W. Butler; and the report of 
the Secretary of the Navy concerning papers filed 
by Mary Cassin, in her application for a pension; 
and they were respectively referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the following bills, which were 
read a first time: 

A bill for the relief of Charity Herrington; and 

A bill for the relief of William L. Wigens. | 


The Senate then adjourned till Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, June 9, 1848. 
The Journal of Tuesday was read and approved. 


Mr. Mason C. Daruine, a Representative from 
the State of Wisconsin, appeared this day, was 
worn to support the Constitution of the United 
States, and took a seat in the House. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of 
the regular order of business, being the consider- 
ation of private business. The bills for the relief 
of Peter Schaffer, and for the relief of William De 
Buys, late postmaster at New Orleans, which had 
-been laid over from last week, were severally an- 
nounced by the Chair as the business first in order; 
and the gentlemen having charge of the same not 
being present, they were again informally laid 
over, 

The SPEAKER then announced as the next 
question in order, to reconsider the vote by which 

enate bill directing the proper officers of the treas- 
ury to settle the claim of Joseph Nourse was passed 
by the House. The member who made the mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote by which said bill was 
assed not being at the moment in his seat, it was 
Informally passed over. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
ithe House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said, in order to 
ascertain if members enough were present compe- 
.tent to do business, he asked for tellers. 

They were ordered, and, on a count, there were 
eyes 71, noes 15—not a quorum. 

The House then adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Zhe following.memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 
By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: The petition of sundry citi- 


zens of Randolph county, Illinois, and of Perry county, Mis- 
-souri, praying the establishment of amail route from Chester, 
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in Randolph county, Illinois, to Perryville, in Perry county, 
issouri. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky: The petition of Jo- ' 
seph D. Ward, praying an additional pension, he having faith- 
fully served as a non-commissioned officer up to and during 
the battle of Buena Vista, in which engagement he was 
oe shot to pieces, and thereby rendered perfectly help- 
ess. | 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of D. Nash, coroner of 
Norfolk county, Virginia, and committee of the estate of 
‘Thomas Bressie, deceased, praying for half-pay for revolu- 
tionagy services of the said Bressie. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 10, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, by general con- 
sent, offered the following preamble and resolution, 
which were read and agreed to: 

Whereas it is the practice of the district and circuit dourts 
of the United States to permit the institution of suits against 
the legal representatives of deceased persons before the 
period prescribed by the State statutes for commencing suits 
has elapsed, thereby giving to plaintiffs in the United States 
courts an undue advantage over those in the State courts: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of so amending the law as to 
forbid the institution of suits against the representatives of 
deceased persons in the courts of the United States until 
such time as, by the State laws, such suit might be instituted 
in the State courts. 

. RAILROAD MONOPOLY. 

Mr. TALLMADGE, on leave given, presented 
the memorial of a large number of merchants of the 
city of New York, asking the interposition of Con- 
gress in relieving them and the community at large 
from the effects of a monopoly granted by the gov- 
ernment of the State of New Jersey to the Camden 
and Amboy Railroad Company and the Delaware 
and Raritan Canal Company, two companies com- 
posed, as he was informed, of the same individuals, 
or principally so. . 

The memorial sets forth that, in 1832, a grant 
was made by the Legislature of New Jersey to 
those companies, investing them with the exclusive 
right of transporting passengers and goods by rail- 
road or canal through the State of New Jersey, 
with a clause in the law granting these extraordi- 
nary powers, which prohibits the exercise of such 
right by any other person or persons, unless by the 
consent, not of the. Legislature of New Jersey, but 
of those companies. It was not (Mr. T. said) a 
little remarkable, that, for this exclusive grant to- 
those individuals, the State received a direct bonus 
from them, consisting of a certain number of shares 
of the stock of those companies, together with a 
provision in the law pene the companies to 
pay into the treasury of the State ten cents upon 


| every passenger that was conveyed through the 


State on the railroad or canal, and eight cents upon 
every ton of merchandise, coal, &c., that was con-- 
veyed on the canal. ‘ 

n 1837, by another law of New Jersey, those 
companies were authorized to demand and receive 
from each passenger conveyed across the State of 
New Jersey on the railroad, if in the night, the sum 
of five dollars, and if by daylight, the sum of four 
dollars; the same law requiring the companies to 
pay into the State treasury the one-half of the pas- 
sage-money thus received, after retaining three 
dollars for the use of the company. 

No legal restriction existed in regard -to the 
charge which these companies might make for the 
transportation of the great Southern mail to and 
from the cities of New York and Philadelphia, 
while the laws of New Jersey prohibit every pos- 
sible competition in the conveyance of the mail by, 
railroad between those two cities. The Govern- 
ment was subject, in this particular, to the will, 
and possibly the exorbitant demands of these 
companies; and Mr. T. understood that complaints 
had heretofore been made, in’ this particular, by 
the Post Office Department. i 

Congress had the power by the Constitution ‘‘ to 
establish post offices and post roads,” and that 
power had been exercised both in Maryland and 

irginia, and the memorialists ask that it may be 
interposed in this case by Government, for the 
double purpose of effecting greater economy as well 
as producing greater speed in the transmission of 
the mail on this important route. 

By the pyesent arrangement, the great southern. 
mail was now detained in Philadelphia from about 
two ‘o’clock in the morning until nine o’clock, 
arriving in New York about two o’clock, p. m., 
when it should be there by eight to nine o’clock 
in the morning. This delay in the transmission 
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of the mail from Philadelphia to New York was a 
source of great inconvenience to the commercial 
community, and was utterly inexcusable; but they 
and the Government must submit to it, because the 
railroad company would consult alone their inter- 
est and convenience, by despatching their cars at 
an hour when they could best secure a large num- 
ber of passengers, and the laws of New Jersey 
prohibited the formation of any other railroad for 
the transmission of the mail or more speedy con- 
veyance of passengers, except with the consent of 
the Camden and Amboy Railroad Company. 

But, Mr. Speaker, (continued Mr. T.,) another 
very singular, and, in my judgment, unconstitu- 
tional provision, is incorporated into the laws 
granting these special privileges to those compa- 
nies: I mean the discrimination which these laws 
contemplate and permit between residents and non- 
residents of the State of New Jersey who travel 
these roads. These laws authorize the compa- 
nies to demand and receive from strangers or others 
passing through the State, a sum not exceeding 
five dollars if in the night, or four dollars if b 
daylight, and restrict the companies from demand- 
ing over three cents per mile to any way passen- 
ger, even if he passes from one extremity of the 
State to the other. At that rate of charge, if the 
same law was applicable to the entire route from 
New York to Philadelphia, estimating the distance 
at eighty-five miles, the traveller from city to city 
would be subject to an expense of only $2 55, 
while the company demand at this time, for that 
distance, the sum of four dollars from those pass- 
ing over the entire road. 

The Constitution of the United States provides 
that “the citizens of each State shall be entitled 
to all the privileges and immunities of citizens in 
the several States;’’ and yet by the laws of New. 
Jersey, persons passing through that State on their 
railroad are required to pay a transit duty of from 
ten cents to one dollar, at the discretion of the pro- 
prietors of these roads, to enrich the treasury of 
the State. This law, then, in its design and opera- 
tion, discriminates between the citizens of other 
States passing through ‘New Jersey and the citi- 
zens of Ne® Jersey, who are denominated way 
passengers—the law in the one case requiring the 
payment of five cents per mile, and in the other 
not-to exceed three cents per mile. 

Our Constitution does not authorize the imposi- 
tion of a transit duty by any State upon passen- 
ae or freight passing through it; and the law of 

ew Jersey, discriminating between the citizens 
of other States and their own, is clearly unconsti- 
tutional. I might also allude to a similar imposi- 
tion that it is said is practised by these companies 
in regard to the transmission of freight through 
their canal, which is a most odious monopoly, 
operating very injuriously upon the commerce of 
the two principal cities of this Union, as well as 
upon other portions of the country which are con- 
nected in business with those cities. , 

Upon another and more appropriate occasion, I 
will present this subject for the consideration of the 
House in a more extended form, and with the 
necessary statistics. At present, my object in 
rising was merely to invoke the particular attention 
of the House, and especially of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, to the urgent and 
important character of this memorial, to whom I 
move its reference. 

Mr. GOGGIN inquired of the gentleman from 
New York if that petition did not contemplate the 
making of aroad by the General Government for 
the transportion of the mail?—if that was not its 
object? 

Mr. TALLMADGE replied, that the memo- 
rialists asked for any relief which this Government 
might afford them. 

Mr. GOGGIN understood that this was the ob- 
ject of the petition, and, if so, it should be referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals, if referred 
at all. The Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads had nothing whatever to do with the making 
of a road for the carrying of the mail. 

Mr. TALLMADGE said, the memorial asked 
relief from a double oppression—that upon persons 
passing through the State, and upon the transport- 
ation of the mail. 

No objection having been made to the reception 
of the memorial— 

The SPEAKER announced the question to be 
on the motion to refer to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


$ 
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Mr. GOGGIN said there had been similar me- | 


morials referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, but he had not proposed they 
should be acted on, as he considered them not 
within the jurisdiction of the Committee. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said it seemed to 
him that the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, in neither of the aspects in which the 
petition could be viewed, had jurisdiction over 
it, nor was there any appropriate committee to 
which it should be réferred. If its object was 
to redress the grievances of any portion of the 
people who had been unjustly taxed by the rail- 
road company, acting under a charter granted by 
a sovereign State, this House had nothing to do 
with it. If individuals thought they had been un- 
justly taxed, the courts of the country must be the 
medium of redress, and not Congress. Suppose 
they should pass a law declaring that the company 
had no power to make this distinction, and to tax 
the citizens of other States higher than the citizens 
of New Jersey: the act would only be declaratory, 
and would be of no force and effect except through 
the courts of the country. e 

He believed it had been settled by this House 
that they had no right to pass laws to control these 
railroads in the transportation of the mail any 
further than to prescribe the rates which should be 

aid to them. That had already been done; and, 
If he mistook not, in the recent lettings, the Post- 
master General had concluded a contract for the 
transportation of the mail over this road. 

Mr. GOGGIN, (in his seat.) Satisfactorily. 

Mr. JONES. Satisfactorily, for the first time 
in seven or eight years. For the first time in sev- 
eral years had any of these corporations now come 
to a satisfactory agreement, or entered into a writ- 
ten contract with the department for the transport- 
ation of the mail. In consequence of the action of 
this House at the present session in relation to the 
Richmond and Potomac Railroad Company, and 
the determination on the part of the House not to 
sustain the railroads against the department in their 
exorbitant exactions, this road had been brought 
to an arrangement. The only right which Con- 
gress had over them was, to prescribe the amount 
which should be paid to them, and adhere to it; 
and if the companies did not come to it, to provide 
for the transportation of the mail some other way. 
He hoped the memorial would not be referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads; 
that Committee had nothing to do with the subject. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said that the memorial 
had not been read, and its contents had not been 
very fully stated by the gentleman who presented 
it. He was not sure that he exactly understood 
its character, but presumed it to be similar to sev- 
eral memorials which he had himself presented; 
and if so, he entirely concurred in the proposed 
reference. ` 

Several voices: Let it be read.] 
hg memurial was accordingly read from the 
Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, having retained the floor, 
proceeded to remark, that in substance, and prob- 
ably in letter, ìt was the same that he had several 
times presented within the last few weeks, each 
time with numerous and increasing signatures. In 
thus placing before Congress an urgent appeal for 
relief, he had communicated the earnest wishes of 
an estimable portion of intelligent citizens. Ap- 
plications had come up from various quarters. 
The route or line of road lay immediately between 
the two densest and largest masses of population in 
the country; intelligence of almost every sort was 
constantly passing between them. The route was 
also a material and a central link in the great chain 
which connected together the different and most 
distant parts of the Union. All had an interest, 
and many had“& deep concern in its condition, 
The memorial exhibited evils not merely of a pri- 
vate but public nature, and asked that they might 
be redressed. It called for interposition from the 
National Legislature on an occasion and for pur- 
poses purely national. The mail, which was as 
much entitled to protection and assistance from the 
Government as any others of its great concerns, 
was alleged to be inadequately provided for in its 
passage across the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. GOGGIN interposed, and inquired of Mr. 
Incersout whether he had heard the statement of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. J ONES,] that 
the Postmaster General had lately made a satisfac- 
tory arrangement with the railroad company ? 


@ 
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Mr. INGERSOLL said that he perfectly under- 
stood what had been stated by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, now endorsed by the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Gocern.] It did notin any degree 
affect the merits of the case. If, in view of com- 
plaints and remonstrances, addressed in animated 
notes through the press to the public, and more 
recently communicated in form to Congress, the 
company had been led to make, as was now de- 
clared for the first time,a somewhat satisfaetory 
arrangement — satisfactory compared with any- 
thing that had been effected heretofore—it proved 
the justice and efficacy of the complaints, and the 
existence and curable nature of the evil. It did 
not disprove, however, a word that was said in 
the memorial, or diminish the necessity of further 
interposition. Very probably the Post Office De- 
partment had made an arrangement so far satis- 
factoty as existing abuses would authorize. If 
the allegations before us were well-founded, there 
were inherent impediments interposed by contracts 
between the State and the corporation, which noth- 
ing but national legislation would*remove. 

Wez-are told that New Jersey had vested the 
corporation with certain exclusive privileges which, 
by her own innate power, she might not be able to 
abrogate if she would, and perhaps would not if 
she could. However adverse it might be to settled 
principles, for one Legislature to tie up its hands 
and deny to successive Legislatures the power 
to repeal existing laws, yet there might be what 
were called vested rights, which, however savor- 
ing of monopoly and consequent wrong to the com- 
‘monwealth at large, had created embarrassment 
and prevented free agency in local legislation. 
The State was believed to possess an equivalent, 
while the company possessed its monopoly. If 
so, and all State action was paralyzed to the 
extent at least of inconvenience, and possibly of 
inability to move at alJ, another sovereign remedy 
was invoked, and it might be applied in direct 
obedience to the Constitution, and agreeably even 
to the laws of poetry, which permitted the highest 
interposition when the dignus vindice nodus was 
presented, If the State could not or would not 
act because of some subsisting arrangement with 
the company, and the company would not act be- 


cause of its arrangement with the State, there was | 


happily aclause in the Constitution which would 


“at once afford relief. To this clause the memorial 


referred when it asked for ‘‘ the survey of a route 
for a post road between the cities of New York 
and Philadelphia. 

Mr. GOGGIN, interposing, asked Mr. I. wheth- 
er he had ever known it done by Congress in any 
of the States? 

Mr. INGERSOLL replied that the memorial 
expressly informed us that Congress has “caused 
such roads to be made through Maryland, Vir- 
ginia, and other States.’’ It would be of little con- 
sequence if it had not. Monopolies under legisla- 
tive sanction were of too rare occurrence in this 
country to present an exact analogy. They had 
been overturned abroad with signal vengeance after 
having existed for centuries. The question was 
not now about the monopoly, or the propriety of 
its overthrow. Not at all. That was not the 
point before us. The question was simply one of 
reference to a committee of a series of applications 
from respectable sources for the survey of a post 
route. hat was the objection? Congress alone 
had power to establish post offices and post roads. 
Whatever construction might be given to the word 
establish—whether to found originally, or to give 
firmness and strength to something already im- 
perfectly begun—there could be no doubt of the 
authority in the present case. Was it expedient 
that it should be exercised? Transportation over 
the particular route of every kind was supposed 
not to be effected under present contracts in the 
shortest time and in the best manner. Between 
the company and the State thts condition of things 
would not, 1t seemed, be changed; the defect was 
inherent and enduring. So far as the mail was con- 
cerned there might be an alteration for the better. 
It was no proper objection to the change that in 
bringing about one sort of public good it brought 
about another at the same time; that while the mail 
and all its incidents might be facilitated in passing 
over the route, and greatly accelerated in progress, 
a variety of like advantages would be conferred 
upon the whole community. So much the better. 

Supposing, then, the object to be lawful, expe- 
dient, and beneficial, nothing remained but to in- 


quire, under what official auspices of this House 
the proper inquiry for giving it effect should be 
made? To which of two stariding committees 
should the memorial be referred? There was, in- 
deed, a Committee of Roads and Canals. It had 
not much occupation under the present proscrip- 
tion of internal improvements. Under any cir- 
cumstances it had nothing to do with establishing 
post roads. It would be out of the sphere of its 
duty to inquire into any such subject. As prelim- 
inary to its action, at least, the post road must be 
authorized. The first step towards authorizing it 
could be taken only by the committee to which the 
subject of post roads was confided; that was the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. If 
the reference was to be made at all, it could with 
no propriety be diverted from that committee; and 
he trusted that it would accordingly take that direc- 
tion and no other. 

Mr. VENABLE said, if he understood the his- 
tory of this complaint, the Legislature of New 
Jersey had granted a certain advantageous charter 
to this railroad company; the people of New York 
and Philadelphia complained of it, and very gravely 
asked this House to interfere and to override the 
charter granted by a sovereign State and prostrate 
it. The people of New York and Philadelphia . 
wished Congress to go down into a State and hold 
this company in terrorem, and regulate its tariff of 
tolls. He had never heard a more bold assump- 
tion of power on the part of the Federal Govern- 
ment advocated. If anything unconstitutional had 
been done, if New Jersey had assumed power. 
which she surrendered’ when she became a mem- 
ber of the Confederacy, the courts were open, and 
would protect the citizen, and put the Legislature 
right if they-had done wrong. But Congress had 
no right to walk to the house of the citizen and 
say to him, every question which arises between 
you and o Legislature we will regulate. He 
thought the House had no jurisdiction of the mat- 
ter, and he moved it be laid on the table. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered; and, being takén, re- 
sulted— Yeas 60, nays 67. 

So the House refused to lay the memorial on 
the table, and it was then referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Post Roads. 


Mr. WHITE asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, ‘That the Speaker be authorized to pay from 
the proper fund to Mrs. Holley, the widow of John M. Hol- 
ley, deceased, late a member of this House, the amount 
due to him for mileage and per diem compensation at the 
time of his death; also, three hundted dollars to pay the 
actual expenses of remuving his remains from the place of 
his death, in the State of Florida, to his former residence in 
the State of New York. 


Mr. STUART, of Michigan, objected, and the 
resolution was not received. 


Mr. GOGGIN asked leave to offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War cause to be commu- 
nicated to this House a copy of any. order or orders which 
may have been issued froin the War Department, directing 
the paymasters or other officers to retain a certain portion 
of the wages or pay of the Virginia volunteers in service in 
Mexico, for expenses incurred by said State in the enrol- 
ment of said velunteers; with the reasons for such or any 
similar order, with the number also of said volunteers who 
have been discharged from the service before such order or 
orders were issued. 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, objected, and the 
resolution was not received. . 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar: Ayes 64, noes 24. 
Not a quorum. 

The House then adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorial and petition were presented 
under the rule, and referred : 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: The petition of Jonathan 
Church and others, praying Congress to authorize the sale 
of certain lands in Monroe county, Illinois, known as the 
Renault grant. Also, the memorial of Captain Wiliam P- 
Lamothe praying compensation for mail service performéd 
by him in carrying the mail from Alton, in Illinois, to St. 
Louis, Missouri. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, June 12, 1848. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


Mr. DaniEL Wattace, a Representative from 
the State of South Carolina, elected to supply the 
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vacancy occasioned by the death of the Hon. James 
Buack, appeared this day, was sworn to support 
the Constitution of the United States, and took a 
seat in the House. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. WENTWORTH asked leave to offer a 
resolution making the various bills for the improve- 
ment of certain harbors and rivers, for the removal 
of obstructions in certain rivers, &c., the special 
order of the day after the appropriation bills shall 
have been finally disposed of. 

The reception of the resolution being objected 
to— 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to susperfd the 
rules, to enable him to offer the resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved a call of 
the House, on which the yeas and nays were 
ordered and taken, and peealted as follows: Yeas 
st nays 103. So the House refused to havea 
call. 

After inquiries (not distinctly heard by the re- 
porter) by Messrs. BOYD and HOUSTON of 
Alabama, the question was put on suspending the 
rules, and was decided as follows: Yeas 99, nays 
62. Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 


č ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 
Mr. ASHMUN moved to suspend the rules to 


enable him to introduce a joint resolution to termi- 
nate the present session of Congress, by an ad- 
journment, on the 10th day of July next. : 

The motion to suspend the rules was decided as 
follows: Yeas 119, nays 40. Two-thirds voting 
in the affirmative, the rules were suspended, and 
the resolution was received. 

Mr. ASHMUN modified the resolution by 
altering the day fixed for the adjournment of 
Congress from the 10th to the 17th day of July 
next. 7 

Mr. A. moved the previous question, which was 
seconded; and, under the operation thereef, the 
resolution was passed and sent to the Senate for 
concurrence. | 

At a subsequent time in the day, Mr. A. moved 
to reconsider the vote by which this resolution was 
passed, and then moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table; which latter motion was agreed 
tos . 


REMOVAL OF THE BIG LAMP. 


Mr. STEPHENS, by general consent, offered 
the following resolution: | 

Resolved, gine Senate concurring,) That the Commissioner 
of Public Buildings be directed to cause to be removed 
without delay the lamp and staff from the dome of the Capi- 
tol. 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, moved to amend 
the resolution by striking out all after the word 
“ Resolved,” and inserting: 

By the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That twelve thou- 
sand dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money ia the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Senate 
and the Clerk of the House of Representatives, in removing 
the mast and Jantern above the dome of the Capitol, and in 
the erection and construction of lamps, lainp-posts, gas-pipes, 
and other necessary fixtures though and around the grounds 
of the Capitol for lighting the same with solar gas. 


The SPEAKER ruled the amendment out of 
order. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and, under the operation 
thereof, the resolution was agreed to. 


CLOSING DEBATE. 


Mr. VINTON moved the usual resolution to 
close all debate in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, on the bill making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year ending 
June 30, 1849, in two hours after the bill shall 
again be considered in Committee of the Whole. 
Agreed to. l 


OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. FRENCH moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to submit a motion to make the bill to 
repair the dam at the head of Cumberland Island, 
in the Ohio river, the special order of the day after 
the existing special order (the appropriation bills) 
shall have been finally disposed of. 

The vote on suspending the rules was decided 
by yeas and nays: Yeas 92, nays 60. Two-thirds 
not voting in the affirmative, the rules were not 
suspended. 
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TROOPS IN MEXICO. 


Mr. COCKE, by general consent, moved the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire into the propriety of printing 10,000 extra copies 
of Executive document No. 62, being the report of the Ad- 
jutant General in relation to the number of United States 
troops that have been engaged in the war with Mexico, the 
number who have been killed, died of wounds received, 
&c.5 and that they report to this House at the earliest prac- 
ticable period. | 

Mr. BURT said, that in aconversation had two 
or three days since with the Adjutant General, he 
was informed by that officer that the printed re- 
port, of which 10,000 copies extra was contem- 
plated by this resolution to be printed, contained 


‘a great number of typographical errors, and that 


the Adjutant General was now engaged in drawing 
up a report to Congress pointing out and correct- 
ing the errors. Mr. B., for the present, moved to 
lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. COCKE said, from the information fur- 
nished by the gentleman from South Carolina, he 
would, for the time being, withdraw the resolu- 
tion. 

So the resolution was withdrawn. 


JUDICIARY BILLS. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved a resolution 
making all the bills reported by the Judiciary 
Committee and referred to the’ Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, the special order 
of the day after the existing special order shall 
have been disposed of. 

After some conversation by Messrs. J. R. IN- 
GERSOLL, MEADE, THOMPSON of Penn- 
sylvania, and SCHENCK, the question was put; 
and two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
resolution was not agreed to. 


PRE-EMPTION RIGHTS. 


Mr. SCHENCK, previous notice having been 
given, introduced a bill to grant preémption rights 
for certain islands in the great Miami river. Read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. WHITE moved to suspend: the rules, to 
enable him to offer the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Speaker be authorized to pay from the 
proper fund to Mrs. Holley, widow of John M. Holley, de- 
ceased, late a member of this House, the amount due to him 
for mileage and per diem compensation at the time of his 
death ; also, three hundred dollars to pay the actual expenses 
of removing his remains from the place of his death, in the 


State of Florida, to his former residence in the State of New 
York. 


After some conversation by Messrs. WHITE, 
HUNT, FICKLIN, ATKINSON, and STUART 
of Michigan, the question was put on suspending 
the rules; and two-thirds not voting in favor there- 
of, they were not suspended. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR NAVAL SERVICE. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union on the bill making appropriations for 
the naval service for the year ending June 30, 1849, 
(Mr. Tuompson, of Indiana, in the chair.) - 

The question before the committee when they 
were last in session on this bill was on inserting, 
after the item ‘‘ for contingent expenses for ob- 
jects not hereinbefore enumerated, $2,000,’’ the 
following: 

For the transportation of the United States mail between 
New York and Liverpool, between New York and New Or- 
leans, and Havana and Chugres, and hetween Panama and 
Astoria, under act of March.3, 1847, $874,600. [And the 
Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to advance to the 
contractors for said service, or to their assignees, for the pur- 
pose of enabling them to finish their steamships, contracted 
for under their respective contracts, the sum of twenty-five 
thousand dollars per month on each of said ships, after such 
ships shall have been launched ; but the money so advanced 
under any one of said contracts shall not exceed the amount 
of one year’s compensation stipulated for in such contract, 
to be secured in all cases by a lien on said ships, in such 
manner as the Secretary of the Navy may require; and the 
money so advanced shall be faithfully expended in finishing 
said ships to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy;] 
and compensation on the contract froin Panama to Astoria 
shall commence from the time the ships are rcady for ser- 
vice and placed at the disposal of the United States. 


Mr. PETTIT, being entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the committee through his allotted hour, 
chiefly in reply to the speech made some days 
since by Mr. Ruetr in regard to the constitutional 
powers of Congress to legislate for and exercise 
powers over any territory now possessed or that 
may hereafter be acquired by the United States. 
[This speech will be found in the Appendix.] 
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Mr. SIDNEY LAWRENCE followed Mr. 
PETTIT in a written speach, which he read from 
the Clerk’s desk, and which occupied the remain- 
der of the time allowed for debate. [This speech 
will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. VINTON explained the pending amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES; of Tennessee, moved to amend the 
amendment by striking out the advance of $25,000 
a month. 

Mr. VINTON hoped the amendment would not 
prevail. The subject came recommended by the 
Secretary of the Navy; it had originally been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. That 
committee had thoroughly examined and approved 
of it, and had reported accordingly, but wished it 
nficht be sent for confirmation to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. The Committee of Ways and 
Means had looked into the whole subject, and they 
concurred with the Naval Committee on the pro- 
priety and expediency of the measure. The ves- 
sels were in the course of construction, but on a 
dete eae scale than was provided in the Gov- 
ernn@mt contract. But, though they were much 
larger than the Government contract required, the 
cost to the Government was no greater on that ac- 
count. The Secretary of the. Navy, in his letter 
to the committee,’expressed it as his opinion, that 
in consequence of the increased expenditure on 
this account by the contractors, and of the import- 
ance of having the building of the ships proceed 
without delay, and also on account of the pressure 
in the money market, it would be to the advantage 
of Government that this monthly advance of money 
should be made, but not in any case to exceed one 
year’s compensation. The committee had allowed 
the money to be advanced on condition that due 
security should be taken, and that the Secretary 
should undertake to look to the proper application 
and expenditure of the money. 

The question being taken on the amendment 
propoaed by Mr. Jones, it was rejected without a 
count, only ten gentlemen rising in its favor. l 

Mr. McKAY moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out that portion which is above printed 
in brackets. 

Mr. McK. said the contractors engaged to run 
a mail steamer from Panama to Astoria every two 
months, but the understanding of the contract was 
that the pay should commence at the time that the 
steamers were actually on the Pacific and ready to 
commence running. True, the Secretary of the 
Navy had stated, in a letter to the committee, that 
on examining the terms of the contract, he was of . 
opinion that it might commence previous to that 
time. If such was the language of the contract, 
it differed from what had been the understanding 
and intention of the Government when it was 
entered into; and the bill should be recommitted, 
so that it might be modified. Besides, the esti- 
mates had originally been sent in at a time when 
the nation was at war, and when the prospect was 
that the war would continue; but now peace was 
returning to the country, and if our hopes should 
be confirmed of this result, there could be no neces- 
sity for this large amount of appropriation. Mr. 
McK. went on to explain that there had remained 
at the end of the fiscal year between three and 
four millions unexpended; the amount in the bill 
was some nine and a half millions; and this, to- 
gether with some other balances he mentioned, 
would swell the amount in all to about fourteen 
millions, and this in a time of peace. Was the 
committee prepared to make such an appropriation 
as that for the naval service alone? Ifthe mone 


was appropriated it would certainly be expended; 
it would not remain in the treasury. = 

Mr. McK. had a reasonable degree of confidence 
in the officers of the department, but he was not 
willing to intrust them with an unlimited dis- 
cretion. He hoped this item would be stricken 
out, or else let the bill be returned to the commit- 
tee and modified. 

Mr. VINTON now modified the amendment so 
as to provide that the payments should not com- 
mence before the 18t day of October next. 

Mr. V. here read extracts from the words of the 
contract made with Mr. Harris for the building of 
these mail steamers. 

On the request of Mr. McKay, the letter of the 
Secretary of the Navy was also read. 

Mr. V. went on to say that it was true the Sec- 
retary, when he wrote to the Naval Committee, 
had been of opinion that these payments were not 
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to-commence till the vessels were actually in the 
‘Pacific; but at a later date, when he wrote to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, (in consequence, 
probably, of having in the meanwhile examined 
the contract more closely,) he admitted that he 
was of a different opinion. And in fact it must be 
plain to any one that the money was to be paid 
prior to that time. 

The question being now put on the amendment 

roposed by Mr. McKay, it was rejected, and 

r. VinTon’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON offered a second amendment, as 
follows: 

To pay arrearages due for grading University square, 
and other expenses for the construction of the depét for 
ebarts and instruments, being a reappropriation in part of a 
suin carried to the surplus fund, heretofore appropriated for 
that purpose, $10,043 77. i . 

A letter was read from the Fourth Auditor, ex- 
plaining and recommending the appropriation ; 
-whereupon it was agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved the following, to come in 
after the last amendment, viz: ‘‘ For furnishing 
the marine hospital at New Orleans, $7,500.” 

Mr. V. stated that the marine hospital a@aiNew 
Orleang had been completed, but was not furnished, 
and could not, therefore, admit any patients. This 
provided beds, &c., for one hundred patients. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON offered a fourth amendment, to 
‘come in at the end of the third, as follows: 

For meteorological observationa, to be conducted under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, two thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. V. stated that this appropriation had been 
recommended by the Secretary of the Navy, and 
his letter to the committee had beén accompanied 
-by others from Professor Henry, Mr. Bache, and 
ether scientific gentlemen, giving it as their opin- 
jon that these observations were of great value 
and importance, as opening a field bf investigation 
that was likely to result in great advantage to sci- 
ence, and in giving greater security to navigation. 
The combining of these with the rapid communi- 
cations by the telegraph would probably lead to 
the development of a system which would enable 
navigators to discern the approach of storms, and 
to avoid their course. A warning of this kind 
might save many valuable lives, as well in the 
commercial as the naval marine of our country. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
the amendment by striking out ‘‘ meteorological 
observations,” and inserting, ‘* Professor Espy, 
for regulating storms and the weather generally, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, 
$2,000.” 

- This (Mr. J. said) was nothing more than a 
renewal of the old question of paying Mr. Espy 
for regulating storms, making rain, and taking a 
general charge of the weather; and really, from 
the course already pursued in regard to this gen- 
tileman, he seemed as though he might be a very 
auitable person for such business. Mr. J. was 
unwilling, however, to throw away this amount 
of the public money on mere visionary projects 


.for the regulation of storms and the creation of 


rain, while we had invalid soldiers to take oare of, 
and the widows and families of brave men to pro- 
vide for who had sacrificed their lives in the pub- 
lic service. The sum to be given to this regulator 
of storms was more than was likely to be voted 


- for twenty poor widows. 


Mr. VINTON here called for the reading of the 
letter of Professor Bache, and it was read accord- 


ingly. 

Mr. STANTON moved to strike out $2,000, 
and insert $2,500. 

Mr. S. observed, that some years ago he had had 


the honor to make a few remarks in support of a 
-similar appropriation, and had at that time been 
.asked what was the advantage to be derived from 


meteorology? In reply to that query, he had stated 


just what Mr. Bache, the able Superintendent of 


the Coast Survey, now stated in his letter, which 


. had just been read, and the statement produced a 


general laugh all over the House. He now con- 
Seeger the House on the progress which had 

een made in a due respect for science. That 
which had been laughed at two years ago now 
seemed to meet with general favor. 

By the rules for the regulation of both the army 
and the navy, our officers at every naval and mili- 
tary station were required to make and register 
meteorological observations daily, which records 
were reported to the department here. Now, there 
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must be some individual to compare and classify 
the results thus obtained, and note the inferences 
to which they led, or their chief value would be 
lost. The sum was small, while the benefit result- 
ing from it was great. | 
Mr. ATKINSON moved to amend the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. 
Vinton, | by striking out $2,000 and inserting $100, 
his purpose being, as he stated, to have an oppor- 
tunity of expressing his views under the rule allow- 
ing five minutes to the mover of any amendment. 
Mr. A. said the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Stanron] had congratulated the House upon the 
fact that science was progressing under legislative 
sanction. He (Mr. A.) cowld not congratulate 
the country on the advancement of Democratic 
principles in this House. Progressive Democ- 
racy, as often exemplified in this Hall, did not 
comport with old Democracy. When Mr. John 
Quincy Adams was President of the United States, 
in his first annual message to Congress, he rec- 
ommended the erection and establishment of a 
national observatory, which had been designated 
a light-house in the skies. That recommendation, 
Mr. Chairman, together with the avowal of the 
principle that the representative ought not to be 
palsied by the will of his constituents, were the 
chief causes why Mr. Adams was not reélected 
President of the United States. Then the Demo- 
crats ridiculed the recommendation, and the words 
‘‘light-houges in the skies” were used as terms of 
reproach. The Democratic party then repudiated 
the idea that the Constitution gave to Congress 
the power to create or establish a national observ- 
atory. What was then considered Federalism was 
now advocated by some of the progressive Democ- 
racy. The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr: Stan- 
Ton] had adopted one of the Federal notions of 
Mr. John Quincy Adams, as set forth in his mes- 
sage; perhaps he had adopted the other, that ‘the 
representative is not to be palsied by the will of 
his constituents.” He trusted, however, it was not 
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Mr. A. said, this claim of Professor Espy to 
regulate the storms under the sanction of Congress 
was an old thing; it had been before Congress 
year after year for many years, and found no favor, 
especially with the Democracy. But he was in- 
clined to adopt the idea advanced by one of ethe 
pee statesmen who ever graced a legislative 

ody, (he meant the distinguished, the virtuous, 
the honest and intelligent Macon, who, while 
living, was the pride of North Carolina, as he de- 
served to be of the whole Union.) Mr. Macon 
said, that a claim before Congress was like spirits 
of wine: the older it got, the better it was received. 
This project was considered monstrous at first, but 
now much of the opposition was hushed; and it 
was now looked on, even by many Democrats, 
with very great favor. The powers of Congress 
were limited by the Constitution, and that limit 
should be observed. 

Again: we must recollect that all the large sums 
appropriated for the Observatory and to employ 
some scientific person to regulate the storms, all, 
sir, were charged to the navy expenses; and thus 
you bring into disrepute among the people the best 
arm of the national defence. Mr Å. believed the 
officers of the navy were as meritorious as an 
men living; that they were always ready and will- 
ing to pour out their blood in their country’s service, 
and deserved the praise of their countrymen; they 
were a gallant set of men, and had none on earth 
to excel them; they should not bear the blame of 
such extravagant appropriations as were made by 
this bill. The appropriation proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio ought not to come into this bill. 
Mr. A. could not consent that the navy proper 
should be saddled with every scheme and humbug. 
A large share of the appropriations annually made 
by the navy appropr anon bill was designed to 
try projects and schemes not calculated, in his 
opinion, to advance the interests of the navy, and 
surely not necessary and proper, in the language 
of the Constitution, ‘to provide and support a 


navy.” 

Mr. A. then withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS (upon an amendment moved 
and subsequently withdrawn) did not concur at all 
in the views expressed by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Arxinson,] and he was certain a large 
majority of the gentleman’s own party on this floor 
would not endorse his sentiments.. He did not 
belong to the ‘ progressive Democracy,” but he 
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did profess to belong to the party of progress— 
progress in the arts and sciences, and everything 
that elevated and ennobled man.. That was the 
party of progress to which he belonged; and, while 
e believed a large majority of the gentleman’s 
party professed to belong to the party of progress, 
e claimed that those with whom he acted were 
the party of progress, and he was willing to go 
before the country on that ground. The gentle- 
man had quoted the message of the distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts who had recentl 
departed from among us. What he said of this 
message was true, and it would be quoted hereaf- 
ter as,one of the highest eulogiums in proof that 
he lived in advance of his age; and this very rec- 
ommendation of the gentleman from Massachn- 
setts had been endorsed by the gentleman’s own 
party; and not only an observatory, but a depôt 
of charts had already been established. The ob- 
ject of this appropriation was not to regulate the 
storms; the gentleman seemed to denounce it as 
such. We knew that the physical world was gov- 
erned by laws, and, for his own part, he believed 
great good would result to this country and to 
mankind from the observations of these laws, and 
in no other way could the same amount of money 
be appropriated so as to be more useful in sub- 
serving the great objects of humanity. He con- 
curred in the views of the gentleman from Tew 
nessee, [Mr. Stanton.] A few years ago the 
proposition was ridiculed; he had then stood b 
the gentleman; he had believed, and still believed, 
the appropriation wise and good. When the first 
appropriation was asked by Professor Morse for the 
magnetic telegraph, who did not know how it was 
hooted and scoffed at (he did not say it offensive- 
ly) by the ‘* progressive Democracy?” but, by 
continued application to Congress, he had suc- 
ceeded in obtaining an appropriation, and the elec- 
tric wires were extended to Baltimore; they now 
reached thousands and thousands of miles, and he 
trusted to live to see the day when they would 
extend throughout the length and breadth of this 
country; when our whole body politic would be 
knit together, and the wires communicating intel- 
ligence from one extremity to the other, would 
make us more and more one people. | 
This electric telegraph would form a kind of 
sensorium by which the intelligence of the system 
would be conveyed from one part to another. He 
asked the gentleman from Virginia if he was op- 
posed to that; if he would stand up and say that 
appropriation was unconstitutional? Would he 
erase 1t from the statute book? He knew he would 
not. He (Mr. S.) would not detain the commit- 
tee longer. He trusted the House would make the 
appropriation, and that these observations would 
be collected. The remarks of Professor Bache 
might turn out to be true, and perhaps in less than 
two years developments might be made in refer- 
ence to the laws of storms which gentlemen now 
ridiculed, which would bring additional honor to 
our country, and that those men who had the lead 
of them might become as distinguished as Frank- 
lin and Morse, and that Professor Espy, by his 
scientific discoveries, and the benefits which would 
result from them, would acquire a fame equal to 
that which crowned the heads of other distin- 
guished Americans. 
. Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, renewed the 
amendment, and remarked that this appropriation 
perhaps owed its existence to his repeated appli- 
cations to the Secretary of the Navy, and he did 
not ask the gentleman from Virginia to endorse his 
Democracy either. Twenty years ago had he 
first listened to Professor Espy’s lectures on storms 
—the first a private lecture in Philadelphia; and 
from that time he had been a constant attendant 
upon his lectures on the subject. He had not only 
watched the progress of his lecturing, but the pro- 
gress of experience under them, and their results 
upon the mind of the.country and the world. 
Professor Eapy had visited Europe, and was 
treated with the greatest respect by the savans 
there. True, in his theory a great deal appeared 
visionary, but in its application in detecting the 
history and character of storms great practical good 
had been attained. He was satisfied of the knowl- 
edge already derived from Professor Espy’s the- 
ory, and if its application had been known to the 
world years ago, many valuable lives would have 
been saved. He had seen vessels leave our ports, 
and in less than twenty-four hours heavy storms 
had arisen; in one case three or four vessels in 
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company, of which one was his, had left Hampton 
Roads, and in less than six hours a violent storm 
arose, and all their crews perished in the ocean, 
and their bodies were some of them now buried 
in the gentleman’s own district. | 

Had they known what we now know, they had 
not been lost. Had it been known to our gallant 
officers of the Hornet that perished in the Gulf 
stream, their bones would not now have been 
bleaching in the caves of ocean. Six years ago, 
the present Commissioner of Patents, who was 
always known for the care with which he guarded 
the treasury, and himself, had stood side by side 
on this floor and obtained this appropriation, sus- 
tained then by friends on this side and on that side, 
friends of humanity and science; and he trusted 
there would be enough of them to sustain this ap- 
propriation now, notwithstanding the ridicule of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] and 
the ** progressive Democracy” of his friend from 
Virginia. He belonged to the ‘‘ progressive De- 
mocracy,’’ but he wished also to see science, hu- 
manity, eyerything good progress; and for this 
` reason he hoped this appropriation would be re- 
tained. It was to carry on experiments already 
begun, some of which were immature, and would 
be productive of no good unless further prosecuted. 
He concluded by withdrawing the amendment. 

Mr. ROOT moved to amend by striking out 
$2,000, and inserting $3,000. Hesaid he thought 
this House had better keep on the right side of 
Professor Espy. [A aaea] No doubt but what 
he understood a great deal he professed to; no 
doubt there was truth in his system, and that a 
scientific man, if he had time, could convince a 
large majority of this House of that fact. He be- 
lieved he himself might do it; but five minutes 
was not time enough for him to undertake it. He 
would just quote a fact upon this Democracy— 
this stationary Democracy. At the first session of 
the last Congress this appropriation was asked by 
Professor Espy; the stationary Democracy had a 
large majority on this floor; they calmly struck it 
out, Professor Espy, who was near at hand, did 
not gay much; he shook his head. What was the 
consequence? The very next election [laughter] 
in Pennsylvania and Ohio gave them such a storm 
[renewed laughter] as ‘knocked them into a 
cocked hat.” That the stationary Democracy could 
understand; it was no theory. He commended 
it to the consideration of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia and the rest of the stationary Democracy. 

Now, another thing that perhaps ought to be 
noticed as a matter for congratulation. In old John 
Quincy Adams’s time, the ‘‘ Democracy” were 
against lizht-houses in the skies; they had no incli- 
nation to look that way [a laugh] at all. But he 
thanked God they had begun to look up: the old 
slagers, like his friend from Virginia, still had their 
heads earthward, [laughter,} but the young De- 
mocracy, like his friend from Tennessee, were 
looking heavenward. [Renewed laughter.] They 
talked about making calculations, reducing obser- 
vations to practical use. This spoke well for the 
ccuntry. 

If he thought the committee would sustain it he 
would adhere to his amendment; but as he be- 
lieved there was a disposition to compromise by 
letting it stand as it was, he withdrew it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, (an amend- 
ment was moved for the purpose and withdrawn,) 
expressed the opinion that this question was not 
placed on its proper basis. He believed they should 
strike out this appropriation, because he did not 
think it the duty of Congress to establish any office 
or appoint any officers for the purpose of scientific 
experiments. No one contended that they should 
establish a professorship of chemistry, although 
many valuable improvements might be made. Our 
Observatory was kept up by the officers of the 
navy; but here was a proposition to employ men 
who were not in the service of the Government for 
this specific purpose. If no additional expense 
were to be incurred he should not object to the 
plan, but he hoped the appropriation would be 
stricken out. 

The Committee then rose, and the House ad- 
journed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred : 


By Mr. TALLMADGE: The resolution of the Common 
Council of the city of New York for a return of duties on 
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goods consumed by fire on the 9th of July, 1845. Also, the 
petition of the heirs of Captain David Van Ness for compen- 
sation for revolutionary services. 

By Mr. TUCK: The petition of G. W. Perkins and 15 
others, citizens of Meriden, Connecticut, praying for an in- 
vestigation into the legality of slavery in the United States. 
Also, the petition of Benjamin Watson for a pension. Also, 
the petition of William Brown and 21 others, citizens of 
Winnebago county, Ilinois, praying that a law may be 
pirre inhibiting slavery in the Territories of the United 

tates. 

By Mr. RUMSEY : The petition of W. Barnes and 102 
others, citizens of Steuben county, New York, praying for 
the passage of a law that newspapers be free of postage for 
thirty miles, and for a uniform rate of postage on letters. 

By Mr. FREEDLEY: The petition for a mail route from 
Norristown via Jeffersonville, Shannonville, and Lumber- 
ville, to Phænixville, in Pennsylvania. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpary, June 12, 1848. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting, in compliance with 
a resolution of the 31st ultimo, all the correspond- 
ence not heretofore communicated between the 
Secretary of State and the minister of the United 


‘States’at Paris since the recent change in the Gov- 


ernment of France. Five thousand additional 
copies were ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BRADBURY presented the credentials of 
Mr. Hannrpat Hamun, of Maine, elected by the 
Legislature of that State to fill the vacancy occa- 
sioned by the death of Mr. Joun Farrriexp. 

Mr. Hamain, after having been duly qualified, 
took his seat. È 


The PRESIDENT of the Senate laid before the 
body a communication from the Department of 
War, in answer to a resolution of the Senate of 
the 28th of April last, in regard to the expenses of 
the armories, cost of arms, quantity of arms made, 
procured, sold, &c., covering a report of the in- 
formation required, derived from the Ordnance 
Office. The document was ordered to be printed. 
and laid on the table. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. WEBSTER presented a petition from D. 
G. Ingraham, asking payment of a balance due 
for the manuscript papers of his father, Joseph 
Ingraham, furnished to the Department of State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented a me- 
morial from the officers of the regiment of volun- 
teers from the District of Columbia and Maryland, 
denying certain allegations contained in the memo- 
rial of Charles Lee Jones to Congress, and solicit- 
ing an in vestigation of the same; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition from 
George C. De Kay, asking reimbursement of 
moneys expended by him while engaged in trans- 
porting provisions to Ireland in the United States 
frigate Macedonian; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented a petition 
from James Ferrell, asking an increase of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented a petition from 
Isaac Davenport, asking for a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. B. also presented a petition from Nathan 
Worthen, in relation to a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. B. also presented a petition from John Reed 
and others, citizens of Maine, asking the estab- 
lishment of a mail route from Mexico, through 
Roxbury, to Byron, in that State; which was re- 
a to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a petition from 
George Colee P. Martin, of Picolata, Florida, for 
increase of compensation; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Trenton, New Jersey, asking the removal 
of an obstruction m the river Delaware, which en- 
ables the Camden and Amboy Railroad Company 
to have a complete monopoly of trade and travel 
above said obstructions; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

[These memorialists express the belief that the 
obstruction can be removed for $10,009, which 
would prevent the monopoly which enables it to 
charge at least six times as much as the pro rata 
rate between the city of Trenton and Burlington 
and Bristol as it does between Bristol and Burling- 
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ton and the city of Philadelphia, between which 
latter places competition does exist. } 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported House bill granting a 
pension to John Le Roy, withou€ amendment. 


On motion of Mr. BADGER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings be in- 
structed te inquire into the expediency of transferring to the 
Secretury of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives all the duties and powers now vested in or exer- 
cised by the Commissioner of Public ‘Buildings, so far as 
respects the Capitol and the grounds appertaining to the 
same; and the persons therein employed. 


Mr. B. also submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 
—— copies of Executive document No. 60, of the House.of 
Representatives, of the present session, for the use of the 
Senate, without the Mexican war correspondence. 


ae WESTCOTT submitted the following res- 
olution: : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized 
to pay out of the contingent fund of the Senate to Charles 
L. Fleischmann such sum as the Commissioner of Patenws 
may certify as reasonable, and the Committee of the Con- 
tingent Fund may approve of, for finishing the drawings and 
engravings for the publication, by order of the Senate, of the 
Patent Office report. 

Mr. WEBSTER desired to give notice that he 
would to-morrow ask leave to introduce ‘ A bill 
to extend the benefits of an act entitled * An act to 
establish a uniform rule of naturalization, and to 
repeal the acts heretofore passed on that subject,’ 
to the wives and children of citizens.” 

The bill provides that all persons now or here- 
after born out of the limits of the United States, of 
a father or mother being or having been a natural- 
born citizen of the United States, shall be entitled 
to all the rights and privileges of citizenship; also, 
that every woman married, or who shall be mar- 
ried, to a citizen of the United States shall be deemed 
and taken to be a citizen, and entitled to all the 
rights and privileges of citizenship. 

Mr. YULEE moved to postpone the prior orders 
with a view to take up two bills, viz: “A bill to in- 
crease the efficiency of the army by a retired list 
for disabled officers,’’ and ‘‘A bill to promote the effi- 
ciency of the navy,” for the purpose of referring 
them to a select committee, in order that they might 
be embraced in a single bill. 

The motion having been agreed to, Mr. Y. moved 
that they be referred to a select committee. i 

Mr. WEBSTER adverted to the fact that a large 
branch of the military forces would be disbanded 
on the proclamation of peace by the President, 
‘under the act of February, 1847. There were also 
other questions before the Senate touching the sub- 
ject of raising a new mounted regiment for the pro- 
tection of the people of Oregon. Part of the present 
force might be employed for that purpose, and save 
the necessity of creating a new force. 

Messrs. YULEE and DAVIS, of Mississippi, 
replied that the bills in question did not touch the 
subject of increase or diminution of force, but sim- 
ply to provide for a retired list. 

After some further remarks, the subject was laid 
over. 

The resolution offered some days since by Mr. 
BADGER, was taken up for consideration, on his 
motion. The resolution directs the printing of 
20,000 copies of the agricultural portion of the re- 
port of the Commissioner of Patents, for the use 
of the Senate. 

Mr. WESTCOTT moved to amend the resolu- 
tion by striking out 20,000, and inserting 50,000, 
and by adding at the close, ‘* and 5,000 of the other 
portion of the report, including the patent laws and 
decisions, 1,000 copies of each to be placed tn the 
hands of the Commissioner of Patents for distri- 


bution.” 


Mr. CALHOUN asked for the yeas and nays 
on this motion, and assigned as his reasons for the 
call, his unwillingness to sanction this practice of 
expending large sums in printing a document 
which could not be relied on for its correct- 
ness, on account of the impossibility of obtaining 
satisfactory data. He regarded the proper duties 
of the office as sufficient to occupy the whole time 
of the Commissioner. And if details such as this 
resolution proposed to throw before the people 
were to be collected, the duties of the office should 
be separated, and two distinct departments estab- 
lished. If we want a department for our internal 
affairs, be itso. But he objected to the course 
which had been recently tntroduced of throwing 
this mass of unnecessary labor on the Commis- 
sioner, and of authorizing large and improper ex- 
penditures. 
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The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, asked for the 
reading of the resolution. 

Mr. HALE said he should vote against the 
amendment, and afterwards against the resolution. 
This business of book-making he regarded as a 
perfect nuisance. He was opposed to it through- 
out. It had been said, thatin making many books 
there was noend. It could not be pretended that 
all these books were intended for the use of the 
Senate. They were for gratuities to the constitu- 
ents of Senators. He was against the whole of it. 

Mr. BADGER referred to the large numbers 
which had been ordered to be printed of documents 
far less interesting to the people than this report. 
He adverted to the California claims, the trial of 
Colonel Frémont, and other matters which had 
been liberally distributed. He could not presume 
to give a precise idea of the value of this document, 
as he was neither a farmer nor a planter. But he 
thought the agricultural information embraced in 
this document, important to the whole country. 
His resolution named 20,000. The amendment of 
the Senator from Florida increased the number to 
50,000. He knew not what number was desirable, 
but he believed the public money could not be bet- 
ter expended than for the benefit of that large por- 
tion of our fellow-citizens engaged in tilling the 
soil: and he knew the information in this report 
would be very acceptable to them. It might be 
that 50,000 was too many, but a considerable num- 
ber would be required. The adoption of this res- 
olution would add nothing to the labors of the 
Commissioner of Patents, as he has already made 
his report; and the question now is merely as to 
the printing of that which has been prepared. He 
said nothing about the propriety or impropriety of 
employing the time of the Commissioner hereafter 
in labors of this character. That. was not the ques- 
tion now before the Senate. . 

Mr. CAMERON remarked that the Patent Office 
was the only department which sustained itself. 
This document was very interesting to the whole 

country. His constituents felt a deep interest in 
it. Every mail brought him letters requesting to 
be furnished with it. We were in the habit of ex- 
pending large sums in printing other documents, 
‘and even reports of our own speeches—a practice 
which was very unwise, and which he hoped to see 
changed before the close of the session. 

Mr. HALE made a brief reply, stating that as 


the subject of this resolution was one which could’ 


not excite any party feeling, he thought it a most 
favorable opportunity to strike a blow at this sys- 
tem of printing books for distribution. He did 
not intend to say anything against this particular 
book, which might be very good. But we mightas 
well print 20,000 copies of Dombey & Son, Which 
would be quite as much sought after as this docu- 
ment. The resolution was merely intended to put 
it in the power of Senators to send copies abroad 
to favorite or influential constituents, at the public 
expense. He hoped the whole system would be 
utan end to. 

. Mr. WESTCOTT made a brief explanation, 
and modified his resolution so as to read 30,000, 
instead of 50,000. 

Mr. NILES. briefly condemned the system, 
which, some years ago, had been decided to be 
wrong. This practice of printing the Patent Office 
reports, in their present enlarged form, grew up 
from a simple resolution appropriating $1,000 to 
enable the Commissioner to collect some agricul- 

tural statistics. From this small beginning we had 

gone on to the printing of a volume of some 1,400 
pages, at a cost of $90,000. He was opposed to 
the resolution. If we were to decide on the score 
of utility what should: be printed, it would be 
found best to print a large edition of the New Test- 
ament for circulation. 

‘After. a few words, in explanation, from Mr. 
CALHOUN and Mr. BADGER— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, advocated ‘the 
amendment and the resolution. The document 
was one of great interest to the whole country, and 
the number required bore small proportion to the 
number of inquiries for it. | 

. After a few words from Mr. CALHOUN, and 
from Mr. UNDERWOOD, who also advocated 
the resolution and amendment, and expressed a 
hope that his resolutions, submitted some time 
since, would be appended to the next report, the 

uestion was taken on the amendment of Mr. 

ESTCOTT, and decided as follows: 


— Eee n 


YEAS—Mesers. Badger, Borland, Berrien, Breese, Came- 
ron, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis of Massachusetts, Downs, 
Felch, Greene, Hamlin, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson ot 
Louisiana, Manguin, Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, Sturgeon, 
Underwood, Upham, Webster, and Westcott—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Bell, Butler, 
Calhoun, Davis of Missis:ippi, Dickinson, Dix, Hale, Hunter, 
Lewis, Niles, Turney, and Yulee—15. 

The resolution was then agreed to, after a few 
words from Mr. DICKINSON, (in opposition,) 
who said he had been recently written to fora 
copy of the Blue Book, but as he found it would 
cost $3 50, he declined sending it. Another per- 
son wrote to him, that understanding Congress 
had printed a book on Odd Fellowship, he desired 
a copy. | 

The resolution as amended and adopted reads 
thus: 

Ordered, That 30,000 copies of so much of the annual 
report of the Commissioner of Patenta received during the 
present session as has been ordered to be printed by the 
House of Representatives be printed for the use of the 
Senate, to be bound in like manner, and also 5,000 copies 
of the residue of said report, einbracing the laws relating to 
patents and the legal decisions thereon; and that 1,000 
copies of each be given to the Commissioner of Patents for 
distribution. 

The joint resolution from the House relating to 
the adjournment of Congress on the 17th of July, 
was read a first time; when 

Mr. BADGER moved that it lie over until to- 
morrow; agreed to. 

Mr. DOWNS called up his resolution to change 
the hour of meeting to eleven o’clock; which was 
considered and negatived. | 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported, without amendment, ‘House bill 
to amend the act entitled ‘“ Anact to appropriate the 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands, and to 
grant preémption rights to settlers prior to 5th 
November, 1841.” 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, the 
Senate considered this bill, and it was read a third 
time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian department, &c. 

The question being on the amendment submitted 
by Mr. BELL— 

Mr. ATHERTON said the amendment involved 
a very important question. Its object was to en- 
able the Secretary of War to ascertain the number 
of Cherokees at the treaty in May, 1836, and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay $53 33 to 
each individual, whether these persons remove or 
not. These Cherokees have expressed it to be 
their wish and design to remain in North Carolina. 
The amount of appropriation involved is about 
$100,000. ‘This does not properly belong to the 
Indian appropriation bill. It isa claim now re- 
newed by a memorial from Mr. Thomas, although 
it has been rejected from time to time during the 
last twelve years. Theclaim is pressed by nume- 
rous agents desirous to derive profit from their 
exertions. After this explanation of the character 
and history of the claim, he went on to reply to the 
various statements and arguments brought forward 
in defence of the claim, contending that the different 


authorities to which the matter had been referred 


had decided that the claim was not authorized by 
the terms of the treaty. To the language of the 
treaty he made reference, for the purpose of sus- 
taining that decision, and of showing that the 
amendment was not deserving of support. He 
contended that it was never contemplated to give 
the same commutation for removal and subsistence 
to the Indians who remained as to those who con- 
sented to remove, otherwise they who refused to 
remove were oe in a better position than they 
who went. He contended that the subject was 
before Congress in another shape, and that this 
amendment ought not to be pressed while that was 


‘pending. 


Mr. BELL made a brief reply, in which he 
stated that the Senator from New Hampshire had 
placed the question before the Senate in a wron 
point of view; that he had not made himself suf- 
ficiently acquainted with the whole subject; and 
he regretted that the errors of his statement had 
been communicated ina tone calculated to influ- 
ence Senators who had not given their minds to 
the investigation of the facts. Mr. B. went on to 
state that the faith of the Government was pledged 
to the adoption of the principle of his amendment. 
Instead of being out of place in the present appro- 
priation bill, he asserted that it ought to have been 
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inserted in the first appropriation bill after the come. 
pletion of the treaty of New Echota. He regretted 
thut the thinness of the Senate must have the effect 
of lessening the influence of the statements which 
he felt it to be his duty to make, in reply to what 
had fallen from the Senator from New Hampshire. 
Sull he could not permit such erroneous statements 
to operate on the minds of Senators without an at- 
tempt to place the subject in a correct pointof view. 
These Cherokees had given up the whole of their 
lands, and had not received a dollar for them. He 
again expressed his regret that there was nota 
quorum of the body present. : 

Several Senators suggested the propriety of ad- 
journment, and Mr. Bett assenting to the general 
wish, gave way. 

Mr. MANGUM moved that the Senate adjourn, 
but withdrew his motion; when, 

On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness; and, after a short time, the doors were re- 
opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


~ 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespar, June 13, 1848. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. PALFREY asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to the suspension of the rules, that 
there might be taken from the Speaker’s table a 
report and a bill from the Committee on the Libra- 
ry, having reference to international exchanges. 

Objections were made, and a motion to suspend 
the rules was not now in order. 


WIDOWS OF REVOLUTIONARY SOLDIERS. 
Mr. POLLOCK moved to take up and consider 
a motion to reconsider a vote to refer to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the atate of the Uniona 
report from the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions, adverse to extending the. provisions of the 
pension laws to the widows of the officers and sol- 
diers who were married since 1794. The reference 
was made by the House on the 29th of February; 
since which time, the motion to reconsider has been 
undisposed of. His object was, if the motion to 
reconsider should prevail, to move to recommit the 
report and accompanying resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, with instruc- 
tions to report a bill to extend the provisions of the 
existing pension laws to widows who were married 
subsequent to the lat January, 1794. What time 
should be fixed as the ultimate limit he was not 
prepared to say. Some gentlemen were in favor 
of fixing the lst January, 1812; but, so far as he 
was concerned, he had no other object in view than 
to get the subject recommitted to the committe, 
with instructions to extend the period beyond that 
now fixed. Some months ago, this subject was 
brought prominently before the House, and many 
entlemen expressed opinions in relation to it. 
here was then an almost unanimous opinion that 
the time fixed by the existing laws granting pen- 
sions to the widows of deceased soldiers was arbi- 
trary, and an unjust mode of determining those to 
whom the benefit of these laws should be extended. 
There coald be no good reason why the 1st of Jan- 
uary, 1794, should be fixed as the ultimate period 
beyond which no pensions should be granted. 
Such a limit was arbitrary, unjust, and unequal, 
and it ought to be abandoned. The committee, 
however, to whom the subject was referred by a 
majority, reported a resolution declaring it inex- 
pedient to extend those laws. But if any laws. 
oughtto be extended, it was these laws which afford 
relief to the widows of those who rendered such 
signal services to this country in its infancy. Wh 
the period now named—the lst January, 1794— 
should be the limit, and why they should be con- 
fined to that particular period, was to him inex- 
licable. Hedesired the House to take this subject 
into consideration at this time, and hence he hoped 
his motion to reconsider would prevail. He had 
no desire to consume the time of the House unne- 
cessarily in the discussion of a subject which had 
already consumed so much time, and, therefore, he 
moved the previous question on his motion to re- 
consider. 
The House, however, did not second the motion 
for the previous question. 
Mr. G. W. JONES moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 
Mr. STUART, of Michigan, asked the yeas and 
nays on that motion, but they were not ordered. 


1848. 
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Mr. COCKE (at whose request Mr. J. W. 
Jones withdrew the motion to lay on the table) 
having made the report from the committee, en- 
tered into an explanation of his action, and ex- 
pressed a hope that the House would not recon- 


sider the vote by which the report and resolution. 


were‘referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. He hoped the matter would 
come properly before the committee for considera- 
tion. Some time ago, a resolution passed this 
House directing the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions to inquire into the expediency of extend- 
ing the pension laws to all widows married subse- 
quent to the Ist of January, 1794, and prior to the 
Ist of January, 1818. The Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions having considered the question 
thus presented, reported against such an extension 
of these laws. They thought there was no reason 
for their extension, but that there was cause for lim- 
iting the laws to those who were married prior to the 
Ist of January, 1794. The committee thought that 
if they were extended beyond the period now fixed, 
there was no good reason why they should be lim- 
ited to 1800, 1812, 1818, or any other time which 
had been suggested. The object was to provide 
ensions for all those who had shared in the revo- 
utionary struggle, and hence pensions had been 
provided for those widows who were married to 
revolutionary soldiers prior to the Ist of January, 
1794. It was supposed that that period closed, not 
only the revolutionary struggle, but those Indian 
wars which grew outof it. The unsettled state of 
the country prior to that time, required the services 
of all, for all served and all suffered to some extent 
in that struggle and the struggles which grew out 
of it, and all married during that time were deemed 
entitled to the relief afforded by the provisions of 
these laws. 
He repeated that the object was to provide pen- 
sions for all those who shared in, the toils of the 
Revolution, and the consequent Indian wars. There 
was good reason, then, for fixing that limit at the 
Ist of January, 1794, from which time all the diffi- 
culties were supposed to be settled. But, if pen- 
sions were to be granted to those subsequently 
married; if the period was to be changed to 1800; 
why should it not be extended to 1805-8-10, or 
even to 1830? Why should not pensions be granted 
even to those married at the present period? He 
knew not how a limit could be fixed that would 
not be partial and invidious. As he had shown, 
there waa reason for fixing the limit at 1794, and 
that limit has heretofore been acquiesced in by 
Congress, and no good reason had been shown for 
extending the provisions of those laws at this time. 
This was the opinion of the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, and hence a resolution had 
been reported declaring it to be inexpedient to ex- 
tend those provisions, which he hoped the House 
would sustain by refusing to adopt this motion to 
reconsider. As the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Poxtocx] had been heard in support of his 
motion, there would be no injustice in now moving 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table, and he 
made that motion accordingly. 
Mr. S. LAWRENCE (at whose request the 
motion to lay on the table was withdrawn) said, 
as one of the committee, he wished to reply very 
briefly to the remarks of his honorable friend from 
Tennessee, the chairman of the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions. The question, as the gentle- 
man says, had been before the committee, and had 
been fully examined. A majority were against 
any extension of the limitation of marriage as now 
fixed by law. . It was due to the House and to the 
subject to say, that the committee were about 
equally divided, as nearly so as was possible. 
Mr. COCKE rose to a question of order. It was 
not in order to refer to what had been done in the 
standing committees. He was well aware that the 
decision in tommittee was not unanimous, but the 
majority decided in favor of the resolution, and the 
majority of course controlled the committee. 
Mr. S. LAWRENCE. That may be so, but 
the gentleman spoke in general terms of the action 
of the committee, and his remarks were calculated 
to leave the impression on the House that the com- 
mittee were unanimous. I desire to correct this 
impression; and with: the view of showing what 
were the views of the minority, I desire the Clerk 
to read a report which I had the honor to present 
to the House at the time the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee reported this resolution. 
Objection was made to the reading of the report. 
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Mr.S. LAWRENCE. Then I adopt it as part 
of-‘my remarks. 

The Clerk then read the report. 

Mr. COCKE asked Mr. L. to consent to have 
the report of the majority of the committee also 
read. It was very short; and, as the gentleman 
had read one side, it was fair he should now pre- 
sent the other. 

He LawRENCE assenting, this report was also 
read. 

Mr. LAWRENCE then resumed his remarks, 
and said he would not detain the House but a few 
moments, as they were anxious to take the ques- 
tion. Since the attention of the House and the 
country had been called to this subject by the pub- 
lication of the reports which had been read, he 
had received numerous letters, from various parts 
of the Union, especially from the North and West, 
approving, in strong terms, the measure proposed 
by the minority of the committee. Indeed, Mr. 
Speaker, (said Mr. L.,) I believe there is a very 
general wish, especially at the North and West, 
for the success of the proposition. Nothing would 
give more general satisfaction than to see these 
aged matrons, many of whom are standing upon 
the very borders of the grave, provided for in such 
manner as to relieve them from the pressing hand 
of poverty and want, under which very many of 
them are suffering. 

The gentleman says the Government have gone 
to the utmost extent to which they should go in 
their liberality with the revolutionary soldier and 
his widow. Sir, I think otherwise; the public 
generally think otherwise; and if we obey the 
public voice, we shall extend the limitation of 
marriage so as to include at least all such as were 
participators’ in, the trying scenes of the Revolu- 
tion. We have grown up to a great, prosperous, 
and wealthy people, and we are inclined to forget, 
overlook, and not appreciate, the hardships and 
sufferings of our fathers and mothers who passed 
through the trying ordeal. Sir, our independence 
was not achieved by the strong arms of our fathers 
alone, Qur mothers acted quite as important a 
part in the great drama, which surprised the world, 
and which, in fact, laid the foundation of a free 
system of government which is dest ned to over- 
turn the ancient dynasties of the Old World. 

The tottering and fall of monarchies and despot- 
isms, which almost daily reach us from the dis- 
tant quarters of the globe, are all, directly or 
indirectly, traceable to our free republican Govern- 
ment, which was founded by the toil, suffering, 
and blood of our ancestors. i 

The gentleman says the distinction heretofore 
adopted is the true limit, and to extend it would 
be improper. 

Sir, I think he is incorrect. The limitation is 
an arbitrary one, without a single well-founded 
reason to uphold it; and I apprehend the reason 
why the period of marriage was limited to Janu- 
ary 1, 1794, was the fear of bringing into the 
range of the law a greater number than the Gov- 
ernment had means at that time to provide for, 
without detriment to other interests; in other 
words, of drawing too largely from the treasury. 

This might be a penny-wise conclusion. It may. 
now be satisfactory to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, but it is no reason at all for me. 

It is, in my judgment, dealing out the most gross 
injustice to one of the most deserving and praise- 
worthy classes of our community—a class to whom 
we are quite as deeply indebted as to the revolu- 
tionary soldier. Sir, let me illustrate, by refer- 
ence to a case within my own knowledge. 

A family of some eight or ten in numbér, resided 
on the frontier; the father was engaged in the field 
as an officer of the continental line; the sons, who 
were old enough, were also in the service; a hus- 
band of one of the daughters, who was also in the 
service, was taken prisoner by the Indians, carried 
to Montreal, made his escape, and, after suffering 
incredible hardship, reached his family, but was 
soon after again captured, and tomahawked. The 
mother and family left at home were twice driven 
from their homes by the savage yell, and escaped 
only with their lives, and from the hills saw their 
house and barns, with the hard earnings of a sum- 
mer’s toil, and their entire all, except what few 
clothes they had on, burned to the ground or carried 
off. Their whole dependance for an approaching 
winter was swept away, and indescribable suffering 
followed. Several of the brothers fell in the san- 
guinary battles with the Indians and Tories. One 


of these daughters, old enough to share in all these 
deprivations, afterwards became the companion 
and partner of a soldier who had served through 
the war. After his death, she became the wife of 
a second soldier of the war. She has survived both, 
and is now dependant upon the charity of the 
public. She has no legal claim upon the Govern- 
ment, because she was not married prior to the 
period fixed by the present law—a limitation which 
my friend from Tennessee thinks just and equita- 
ble, and which he says should be adhered to. 

Sir, this is gross injustice, and should be at once 
remedied. Either exclude all, or admit all—cer- 
tainly those who were partakers of the severe trials 
of those dark and gloomy times. It isa fact, which 
has probably been observed by all, that a long 
service in the army of the Revolution incapacitated 
many of the soldiers from ever becoming wealthy: 
the best portion of their lives was devoted to their 
country’s service. They were poorly paid, or not 
paid at all—Government money proving worth- 
less. These widows have aided and assisted these 
veterans onward through life, and have rendered 
important aid and comfort, and smoothed their 
pathway to the grave. They are, therefore, doubly 
entitled to our consideration: first, for the service 
rendered their brothers and fathers in time of. the 
war, in supporting and sustaining the family at 
home, while the soldier was in the camp, and fight- 
ing for our very existence; second, for the valuable 
service rendered the soldier in after life. Neither 
the gentleman nor the country need be alarmed at 
the magnitude of the addition which this will make 
to the pension list. It may add 5,000 to the list, 
bringing up the number to 28,000, and increase 
the expense $300,000; but what is this, in offset, to. 
the great amount of comfort and happiness which 
would be imparted to a venerated class of a former 
age, who-are yet lingering among us, although 
upon the verge of the grave, and many of whom 
are in indigent circumstances? Death is daily thin- 
ning their ranks, and a very few years more w.ll 
remove them all to that bourne from whence none 
return. 

We have magnanimously voted $25,000 to the 
aged and respected widow of one ot our ex-Presi- 
dents. This assumed the form of consideration 
for valuable manuscripts, but I regarded it as sub- 
stantially a gratuity, and certainly none could 
grudge the boon. But, sir, what an amount of 
happiness would a similar sum have imparted, dis- 
tributed, as is proposed in this bill, among the 
widows of the poor soldiers? 

Are we less indebted to the soldier who bore the 
musket on the bloody fields of the revolutionary 
struggle, or to their widows, who shared their 
dangers and toils, than to our statesmen, who 
have rendered ever so valuable service in the coun- 
cil chamber? I admit the obligation of the coun- 
try to see that both are provided for; but I insist 
that the aged partner of the revolutionary soldier 
should not be forgotten while we are dealing so 
liberally with those in the higher walks of life, 
however deserving. 

The consideration for a pension, or gratuity, is 
always founded upon important services rendered 
the Government in military or other employments. 
Who will say that in the case before us we have 
not the most ample consideration? Our Govern- 
ment has adopted æ pension system, which has 
been in operation since the days of Mr. Monroe, 
who recommended it in 1817; in 1818, the first 
general law granting pensions to revolutionary sol- 
diers was passed, and, under the different laws pro- 
viding for revolutionary soldiers and their widows, 
the Government has paid the sum of $43,968,700 
46; other pensions, $16,000,553 64; making a total 
of $59,969,254 10. The invalid pension system 
dates back to 1791. The highest sum paid to rev- 
olutionary pensioners was in 1833, and amounted 
to $4,294,861 12. The last year (1847) there was 
Lis to this class of pensioners $1,148,378 81. 

rom this statement it will be readily seen that the 
list is rapidly diminishing, notwithstanding the 
additions that have been made from time to time. 
It will stilt continue to diminish, if this bill report- 
ed by the minority should become a law, and, as I 
have already said, would in a few short years en- 
tirely disappear. ; 

I am aware that this sixty millions paid to our 
pensioners looks like a large sum; but who will ` 
say that we, as a people, are any the poorer for 
having discharged this debt of gratitude, so richly 
merited? Who could wish to recall it? Wha 


. greatest anxiety that it may become a law. 
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does not rejoice in the reflection, that we have, to 
some extent, been.able to indemnify them for the 
great sacrifices made by them in our struggle for 
independence? I am confident there is but one 
opinion on this subject every where, unless it be in 
some sections where.the whole system is opposed. 
Since the subject has been brought before the 
House and the country, in the publication of the 
reports of the majority and minority, I have read 
letters from various portions of the country strongly 
recommending the measure, and expressin ue 
wi 
add an extract from a letter received, which is but 
an expression of public sentiment, as far as I have 
been able to gather it from all quarters: 


“Sır: Having lately received from a friend at Washington 
gcveral reports of committees, among them, I observed one 
by Sidney Lawrence, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, about the last of February, which much attracted 
my attention ; first, because jt is a subject which [I have for 
two or three years past submitted to the consideration of my 
late friend and neighbor, John Q. Adams, deceased ; and 
second, because I admire the tenor of the language and illus- 
trations employed in your report, to affect a good and just 
object. It has fallen to my lot to assist a very considerable 
number of these pension claimants in this quarter, and many 
of ywhich ‘without money and without price ;? and about 
nineteen out of twenty were actually poor and much needed 
and deserved something of that country’s bounty, which re- 
ceived aid, both from male and female exertion, in the peri- 
od you mention, that truly ¢ tried men’s souls.’ And barely 
to need assistance by such claimants is not all in this mat- 
ter: itis well known that most of the soldiers of the Revo- 
lution lost most of their wages for this important service, by 
the depreciation of the medium called Continental money, 
and the females of that day necessarily shared in the losses 
and sufferings of that day. General Washington mentioned 
this circumstance many years since—I think in his address to 
the Governors of the then thirteen States of America—and 
expressed a sincere bope and wish that the States might be 


‘prosperous under their new system of government, and, 


sooner or later, have the means, and do something more for 
the veteran soldier, who had done much for his country; and I 
have the impression it was the same object and feeling which 
induced President Monroe to recommend the system of rev- 
Olutionary pensions in the year 1817. 

& Itis well known in this quarter that the pension allow- 
ances have relieved many, both male and female, from the 
necessity of passiag their very last days on the cold charities 
of a poorhouse ; and, sir, should your bill prevail, it would 
confer acts of charity, as well as acts of justice ; it would fur- 
ish the means to procure a few little necessary comforts for 
‘the aged widow, to cheer the evening of life, which she could 
not expect otherwise to realize and enjoy. Believing our 
country to possess abundant means, I always hope she will 
never he reluctant in doing acts of public justice. 

“If George Washington ever uttered a sentence of twelve 
words of more weight and irresistible truth than any other of 
the same length, it was when he said, ‘ Public justice is 
one of the main pillars to sustain our Republic? 

«T will only add, that my only wish is, on this point, that 
our Republic may be preserved for the benefit and tranquil- 
lity of the people of this and of the other nations of the earth ; 
and that all people may be favored with sufficient light, 
knowledge, self-respect, and virtue, to govern themselves, 
and that the deapoats and monarchs of the earth may find 
safety in retirement to peaceful citizenship.” 

Mr. Speaker, I hope the motion to reconsider 
will prevail, in order that the resolution may be 
sent back to the committee, with instructions to 
report the bill attached to the minority report, and 
that, when it shall be so reported, it may receive 
the sanction of the House, as I believe it will of 
both branches of Congress, by a large majority. 

Mr. WHITE thought they had comsumed quite 
enough of the public time about this matter, and 
he therefore moved the previous question. 

Mr. CUMMINS remonstrated; but the call 
for the previous question was seconded, and, under 
its operation, the motion of Mr. PoLLock was 
agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House go into 
Committee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union; 
but withdrew the motion at the request of 
` Mr. GOGGIN, on whose mation the reference 
of a bill was changed from his committee to that 


on the Judiciary. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR NAVAL SERVICE. 

The House, on motion of Mr. VINTON, re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, on the bill making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year ending 
June 30, 1849, (Mr. Tuompson, of Indiana, in 
the chair. ) 

When the committee rose yesterday the amend- 
ment pending was ‘‘for meteorological observa- 
tions, to be conducted under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Navy, $2,000.” 

Mr. STANTON moved the following amend- 
ment, to come in immediately after the last amend- 
ment: ‘ For the establishment of a depot for naval 
stores, which the Secretary of the Navy is hereby 
required to cause to be located at or near New Or- 


aans, $20,000.” 
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Mr. S. said he should embrace the first opportu- 
nity which should present itself to reply to the 
remarks of Mr. Atkinson, that it might be seen 
which of them stood in the right before the coun- 
try. 

At his request, a letter from the Secretary of the 
Navy was read in favor of the appropriation. 

Mr. WHITE moved an amendment to reduce 
the sum to $5,000. He said that this subject had 
been before the Committee on Naval Affairs, where 
it had undergone a thorough investigation. It was 
true that a majority of the committee had voted in 
favor of the object, but the committee were by no 
means unanimous in approving it. There were 
some members who considered the establishment 
of such a depét wholly unnecessary. There was 
one already at Memphis, and another in the naval 
establishment at Pensacola. He considered this as 
a mere entering-wedge for future appropriations to 
an indefinite amount. The proposed depot was a 
matter wholly of a local character; it was intended 
for the benefit of New Orleans, but would be of 
no practical benefit at all to the naval service. 

Mr. STANTON briefly advocated the appro- 
priation on the ground of its usefulness in propor- 
tion to the smali amount it would cost the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. WHITE continued to oppose it as not need- 
ed. The Secretary of the Navy had not recom- 
mended it; he said indeed it would be a good thing, 
and he had no objection to it, but he did not urge 
it. Theré would be great difficulty of access to 
itif placed where it was proposed; it was nota 


| suitable place for such an establishment. 


Mr. STANTON could not eonceive how the 
gentleman from New York could say that the Sec- 
retary did not recommend it; the gentleman surel 
could not have read the letter, or listened to it 
when read at the Clerk’s desk. If the gentleman 
had attended to it, he would have found that the 
Secretary gave some half dozen of strong and co- 
gent reasons iñ its favor. 

Mr. WHITE thought his recommendation a 
very faint one indeed. 

he question being put, the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Wuite was not agreed to. 

Mr. TUCK moved to reduce the amount in the 
amendment to $3,000. 

Mr. T. said he was opposed to this amendment 
in the Committee on Naval Affairs, on the ground 
that we had now sufficient accommodations for 
naval stores. If they made the appropriation rec- 
ommended by the gentleman from Tennessee, it 
was but the beginning of appropriations which 
would be asked for year after year for the next 
half century, and neither we nor posterity would 
soon hear the end of the demands for appropria- 
tions for this station for dry docks, &c. It looked 
to a state of war; all the arrangements for the navy 
looked toa state of perpetual war. He opposed this 
on the same principle that he would oppose arm- 
ing every citizen. Let us arm the navy as though 
we considered every nation our enemy, and we 
would always be in danger of getting into war, and 
should be continually falling into it, according to 
the caprice or ambition of the Executive. He was 
opposed to the appropriation of itself, and as being 
the commencement of appropriations without limit 
Mr. T. then withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. ATKINSON moved to reduce the amount 
in the amendment to $10,000. 

Mr. A. remarked that he had yesterday opposed 
the appropriation of $2,000 fowards (as it had been 
called by some) the raising of storms, and he had 
then showed that the notions or opinions advanced 
by some gentlemen of his own political party were 
those which, a few years ago, were the distin- 
guishing characteristics of the Federal party; and 
he had then said, and still entertained the opinion, 
that the gentleman from Tennessee had fallen into 
one of the Federal notions of that distinguished 
statesman who had recently gone to a better world, 
as he hoped. 

The gentleman from Tennessee had been pleased 
to say he would take an early opportunity to no- 
tice this subject; and he thought the gentleman 
would need to make some effort to clear himself 
entirely of the charge of Federal notions, and might 
save himself the labor of-attacking his (Mr. A.’s) 
Democracy. During the long period that he 
(Mr. A.) had been in public life, he had never given 
a vote which had even smelt of_Federalism; he 
had never voted for an appropriation not strictly 
authorized by the Conatitution of the United States; 
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neither had he made a speech against James K.. 
Polk, the President of the United States, and held 
him up before the people for his veto of the river 

and harbor bill. When he should have done that, 

he acknowledged he might well be suspected of 
being tinctured with what was now called Whig- 
gery, but in old times was known by the name of 
Federalism. 

The impression seemed to exist upon the minds, 
of some that the appropriation of $2,000, which 
was under consideration yesterday, had been rec- 
ommended by the Secretary of the Navy. This 
was not the case. It was recommended by Pro- 
fessor Bache, of the coast survey — | 
_ Mr. STANTON (interposing) said he did not 
intend to enter into any discussion of matters 
which were not pertinent at this time, but should. 
recur to the subject on an early occasion. | 

Mr. ATKINSON replied, that whenever he re- 
curred to it, he would meet a rejoinder which would 
not be very agreeable to him, as far as regarded ' 
his political opinions. He had no hesitation to 
compare his opinions with those of the gentleman. 
Mr. A. then withdrew his amendment. 

The question recurring on Mr. Stanron’s amend- 
ment—' 

Mr. McKAY would like to know of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee what would be the probable 
cost of the works contemplated? If he understood 
the reading of the letter, it stated that the present 
Se was merely for the purchase of the. 
and. 

The CHAIRMAN reminded Mr. McKay that 
his remarks were out of order, as he had moved no 
amendment. 

Mr.STANTON would refer the gentleman from 
North Carolina for a reply to the letter of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and hoped it would again be. 
read; which was done accordingly by common 
consent. | 

The question was taken on Mr. Stanton’s 
amendment by tellers, and the vote stood ayes 61, 
noes 37; no quorum voting. 


The CHAIRMAN then ordered the roll to be, 


called, in compliance with the 126th rule of the 
House; which being done, the committee rose, 
and the chairman reported the names of. the ab- 
sent members to the House, to be entered on the 
Journal. 

The committee then resumed its session, and the 
question being again stated on Mr. Stanton’s 
amendment, it was agreed to: Ayes 91, noes 36. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved, by direction of the 
Naval Committee, the following amendment, to 
come in after the last amendment: 


For indemnification for losses of necessary clothing, uni- 
form, bed and table furniture, books and instruments, to the 
Officers and crews of the sloop Peacock, which was wrecked 
and lost at the mouth of the Columbia river on the @th day 
of July, 1841; of the steam frigate Missouri, burnt at Gibral- 
tar in 1643; the schooner Grampus, lost at sea; the schooner 
Shark, wrecked and lost at the mouth of the Columbia river, 
September 10, 1846, fifty thousand dollars: Provided, That 
the amount of such losses in the case of each claimant shall 
be established, by affidavit or proof, tothe satisfaction of the 
Secretary ofthe Navy, and shall be paid only to the appli- 
canthimeelf, or his authorized agent, or, in case of his death, 
to his widow, or if there be no widow, then to his surviving 
children, or if there be neither widow nor children, then to 
the brathers and sisters now living, and who are minors, or 
were minors at the time that the loss occurred: And provided 
alo, That no more than the actual amount of loss shall be 
paid in any case, nor shall the entire allowance on account 
of any individual in their respective grades exceed the ful- 
lowing suns, viz: to a captain, eight hundred dollars; to a 
commander or licutenant commanding, six hundred dollars; 
to a lieutenant, surgeon, assistant surgeon, purser, chaplain 
professor, chief engineer, or captain of marines, four hundred 
and fifty dollars; to a master, passed midshipman, first as- 
sistant engineer, first lieutenant of marines, three hundred 
dollars; to a midshipman, second or third assistant engineer, 
third lieutenant of marines, clerk, or master’s mate, two 
hundred dollars; to a boatswain, gunner, carpenter, sailmaker, 
one hundred dollars, to a petty officer, or sergeant or corporal 
of marines, fifty dollars; toa seaman, ordinary seaman, ma- 
rine, or musician, forty dollars; to a landsman, boy, or fire- 


man, thirty dollars. i 


Mr. SIMS inquired if that amendment was in 
òrder? It made no appropriation for the naval 
service, but was in fact making this bill the means 
of legislation on private claims. 

The CHAIR decided it to be in order. 

Mr. SCHENCK explained the purpose which 
the committee contemplated, in the course of which 
he was understood to say that this amendment wag 
designed to indemnify officers and seamen for losseg 
hitherto sustained by the loss of vessels of the 
United States at sea, for which no existing law 
made any provision, and that a bill would be re- 
ported to make provision for all future case of a 
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like character. He urged on the House the jus- 
tice ‘of the claims of the officers and seamen of the 
vessels named in the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE moved to amend the amendment, 
by inserting after the word “ Shark” the word 
s Somers.” ; 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved an amendment, 
to obtain the opportunity to say a few words, 
which he Withdrew when he concluded. He said, 
in the American service there was no law autho- 
rizing the payment of indemnities for losses by 
officers and seamen of shipsof war. In the Brit- 
ish service provision was made, and a pro rata 
scale of remuneration established, by which the 
Admiralty remunerated the sufferers. He desired 

‘to call the attention of the committee particularly 
to this fact. It was part of the discipline ofa ship 
of war, that when a ship was on fire, or in danger 
of being wrecked, the officers and crew were not 
permitted under any circumstances to take any 
measures for the preservation of their own prop- 
erty; and, consequently, when the Missouri was 
lost by fire in the Bay of Gibraltar, her crew, as 
in all such cases, were beat to quarters; not a man 


was permitted to take the slightest thing of his- 


own, or to make any attempt to save anything be- 
longing to him. All the exertions of the officers 
and crew were directed to the saving of the ship, 
and notuntil the ship was beyond all hope of pres- 
ervation, were they permitted even to save their 
lives—not even until there was danger of the ship 
being blown yp by the explosion of the magazine. 
And so it was when the -Peacock was lost, the 
officers and crew not being permitted to leave the 
ship until she was actually going to pieces; those 
who were the last to leave being exposed to im- 
minent peril of their lives, and actually escaping 
‘without a second suit of clothes to their backs. 
The Naval Committee have had this subject under 
consideration, and they approved of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
ScHenckx.] The committee had not been able to 
establish a pro rata amount to be paid in future 
cases, but they had come to the conclusion that 
the amount proposed to be paid by the amendment 
was fair and equitable, and future cases they 
intended to provide for by a bill to be hereafter 
introduced. He hoped the amendment would be 
adopted. It was due to the officers and seamen 
who had suffered such imminent perils and priva- 
tions. A 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to amend the, 
amendment by inserting ‘‘the steamer Caroline, 
and all steamboats lost on the Ohio and Mississip- 
pi rivers.” | 

Mr. KING said he should be willing to have all 
such cases provided for, but they should be charged 
to the proper quarter. But the amendment was 
not now in order, because those steamboats were 
not in the naval service of the United States. 

Mr. RICHARDSON replied that the steamer 
Caroline was in the service of the United States. 
Many of the steamers lost on the Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi rivers were ee in carrying the 
mails, and consequently they were in the employ- 
ment of the Government. ' 

Mr. SCHENCK said this was a naval service 
bill,and vessels engaged in carrying the mail could 
not be said to be in the naval service of the United 
States. i 

Mr. GENTRY begged to suggest to the gentle- 
man from llilinois [Mr. Rıcuarpson]) that he might 
accomplish his object by getting a liberal appro- 

riation for removing the snags out of the Ohio and 

ISSISSIDPI rivers. o 

The CHAIR intimated that gentlemen were not 
in order in debating an amendment which was it- 
self not in order. He did not understand the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to desire to make provision for 
vessels in the naval service. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said he would inquire if 
steamboats could be in the land service? [Laugh- 


ter. ] | 

The CHAIRMAN said he did not undertake to 
decide constitutional questions.’ [Renewed laugh- 
ter. 
Mr. GENTRY submitted to the gentleman from 
Hlinois that he should ask for an appropriation of 
8500.000 to clear out all obstructions from naviga- 
ble streams of the United States. 

The CHAIR decided that such an amendment 
would be out of order. 

Some other conversation ensued, and then the 
ımendment of Mr. Ricnarpson was rejected. 
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Mr. I. E. HOLMES (having obtained the floor 
to explain an amendment which he Posque 
withdrew) advocated the adoption of the amend- 
mentof the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. ScHEencx. ] 
In reference to the object contemplated by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Rıcuarpson,} he said 
he hoped the gentleman from Illinois would not aid 
in continuing the neglect of those in the naval ser- 
vice because the western country had met with 
neglect. He (Mr. Hotes) was opposed to internal 
improvements generally, but he granted that the 
western country had been neglected by Congress. 
There had been great losses sustained, of the cause 
of which, in those western rivers down which the 
great argosies of the West floated, there was season 
for complaint, and at the proper time he would give 
his assistance to clear out those waters. But he 
repeated, he hoped, because the gentleman from 
Illinois found evils in the rivers to correct for which 
no adequade provision had been made, that he 
would not object to the correction of evils on the 
ocean. In this case, equity demanded that those 
in the service of the United States, who were tom- 
mitted to the charge of the Government, and who 
dared not disobey when in peril on the ocean, to 
save their own property and preserve their own 
lives, should be indemnified by Congress. They 
were obliged“o attend to the saving of the ship, 
the property of this Government, in the midst of 
excitement, and alarm, and danger, and consterna- 
tion, which were attendant on the loss of such 
vessels. They were obliged to neglect the pres- 
ervation of their own property to save that of the 
Government under which they serve; and would 
the gentleman from Illinois see them sink down 
and be ingulfed in poverty without lending a single 
hand to save them? He trusted there would be felt 
a generous emotion, and that there would be gen- 
erous action for those men who have lost their all 
in the service of the country. . 

Mr. GREEN pointed out the necessity of some 
further amendment in the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scuencx,] so as to pre- 
ventany claims for clothing and other property over 
and above what might be required by the service 
of the country. It might be in the navy as in the 
army, that officers would carry a greater amount 
of clothing and other property than the service re- 
quired, and he thought Congress should not be 
bound to pay for that which was not requisite. An 
officer, for instance, might take with him a servant 
who might lose his life, and such loss was borne 
by the officer to whom he belonged; but without 
some modification he feared the door would be left 
open for such claims to come here. He believed 
that Cassius M. Clay carried with him two fiddles 
to the Mexican war, which were certainly not re- 
quired by the public service, and should not be 
paid for by the Government in the event of their 
loss. 

Mr. SCHENCK consented to modify his amend- 
ment by the insertion of the word ‘ necessary” 
before the word ** clothing,” &c., so as to remove 
the objection of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CABELL offered the following amendment 
to the amendment of Mr. Scuencx: 

And to Lieutenant O. H. Berryman and the seamen 
sent by Commander Carpenter to communicate to the squad- 
ron off Vera Cruz the condition of the brig T'ruxton, which 
went ashore near Tampico, on the coast of Mexico, in the 
yeer 1846, for the loss of necessary clothing, uniform, bed 
and table furniture, books, and instruments. 

Mr. C. briefly explained the object of his amend- 
ment to be to indemnify Lieutenant Berryman and 
the twelve seamen who were with him in the haz- 
ardous service mentioned in the amendment, in 
which they suffered the losses for which he pro- 
poste they should be remunerated. They endured 

ardships such as few men were capable of endu- 
ring, and lost all their private property, which was 
taken by the Mexicans, and hence he hoped the 
amendment would be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to by a majority of 
63 to 58. : 

The question then recurred on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scuencx] as amend- 


ed. 

Mr. GREEN said the amendment made on his 
suggestion by the gentleman from Ohio did not 
entirely meet his views. He wished to limit the 
provision to clothing, &c., ‘‘ necessary to the pub- 
lic service, as required by the regulations;’’ conse- 
quently the modification did not go far enough. 

Mr. SCHENCK replied that the gentleman from 
Missouri would perceive that the property actually 


them in liberality. 
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lost must be proved, and the Secretary of the Navy 
would then exercise his judgment in the matter. 
With the insertion of the word ‘‘ necessary,” to 
which he had consented, and the exercise of the 
discretion of the department, every object would. 
be accomplished in the prevention of claims for 
articles that were not requisite. There was this 
objection to the insertion of the words ‘‘ as required 
by the regulations of the service,’’ that there were 
no such regulations. There were certain things 
which the officers and seamen must have, and of 
those things the department must judge; but there 
were no regulationseprescribing how many panta- 
loons and shirts each officer and man must have. 
If, therefore, the words suggested were inserted, 
all allowance for clothing would be excluded. It 
would be better to leave it to the department, by 
which it would be ascertained whether a claimant 
was making a sham claim or not. 

Mr. GREEN was satisfied with this explana- 
tions 

Mr. McKAY said, there was no instance in the 
legislation of this Government in which such a 
provision had been made as was proposed to be 
made by this amendment. There had been no 
law passed by Congress heretofore, from the found- 
ation of the Government, which had authorized 
indemnification, either to officers of the army or 
the navy, for loss of personal effects. If they 
adopted this amendment, justice would require 
that its provisions should be greatly extended, 
even as far back as the year 1789, when this Gov- 
ernment was organized, and that military officers, 
as well as those of tiie navy, should be entitled to 
its benefits. He quoted from the provisions of the 
British Government, which were exceedingly lib- 
eral, to show that this proposition went beyond 
He hoped the amendment 
would be rejected. : 

The CHAIRMAN, on reflection, decided that 
the amendment was not in order. His decision 
was based on the eightieth rule, which provided 
that no appropriation shall be reported in the gen- 
eral appropriation bills, or be in order as an amend- 
ment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by law. 

Mr. SCHENCK appealed from that decision, 
and proceeded to debate the question. 

Mr. SIMS inquired if the gentleman was in | 
order? | 

The CHAIRMAN decided that he was. 

Mr. SIMS contended, that when the committee 
was acting under an order of the House closing 
debate at a certain time, when that time arrived, 
the committee was in thé position in which the 
House would be placed when acting under the 
previous question—no debate being in order exceps 
five minutes explanatory of amendments. | 

The CHAIR was of opinion that such questions 
were embraced within the general rule of the House, 
and that debate was in order on the appeal. 

Mr. SIMS appealed from that decision. 

The CHAIR decided that the appeal woald not 
now lie, an appeal being before the committee. 
The question was on the appeal of the gentleman 
from-Ohio from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SCHENCK said, there were precedents to 
justify such an appropriation. The corps of scien- 
tific men who were on board the Enterprise, as 
well as her officers and men, had received compen- 
sation for the loss of their property. But there 
was no néed to resort to precedents for authority. 
The very rule of the House referred to by the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. McKay] 
admitted expressly of the introduction into an 
appropriation bill of contingencies requisite to 
carry on the several departments of Government. 
This appropriation was for one of the contingencies 
of the naval service. If by its regulations the 
Government compelled both sailors and officers, 
in a case of emergency at sea, to abandon all per» 
sonal care of their own property, and to devote 
themselves wholly to the safety of the property of 
the Government, a contingency thus arose, if the 
property of sailors or officers was lost in conge- 
quence, in the naval service, for ‘which it was in 
order to make provision in an appropriation bill. 
He admitted that there was no general law making 
provision for such a case, and this was the only 
country in Christendom in which there was not. 
But he would refer the gentleman from North 
Carolina to a case, by way of illustration. He 
meant that of the cadets at West Point. There 
was but one cadet allowed by law to he sent to that 
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academy from each Congressional district. And 
the clause which made this restriction was to be 
found in an appropriation bill, because, from the 
late period of the session in which the appropria- 


. tion bill passed, it was apprehended that the proper 


bill for such a provision could not be reached before 
the adjournment, and the clause was therefore in- 
serted in the appropriation bill as a rider. Here 
was a case of general legislation in an appropria- 
tion bill. And so the clause limiting the compen- 


‘sation of officers in the navy was in like manner 


inserted in an appropriation bill. And in both 
cases this had been allowed, because the provisions 
thus inserted were held to relate to the departments 
of the Government, and were contingencies of the 
service. 

As to the objection to government’s becoming 
the insurer of the personal property of officers and 
and men on boad our public ships, Mr. S. con- 
sidered it no-more than fair, when that property 
was lost in consequence of the devotion of men and 
officers to the preservation of the vessel when in 
imminent danger, or that of the ship’s stores, or 
other public property, to the neglect of their own. 
In the case of the United States shooner Shark, 
while she was lying on the breakers all night, the 
officers and men stuck to her to the last; and when 
the, sailors would have gone below to look after 
their sea-chests, with a view to save them, the offi- 
cers drove them up on deck to attend to the vessel. 
They were not suffered so much as to throw a bag 
of clothing overboard, that it might float ashore; 
and the officers did not leave till just before the 
vessel went to pieces, when they left her at the im- 
minent risk of their lives. To refuse to compen- 
sate such men for the loss of their personal property 
in the wreck would be against precedent, against 
the practice of the House, and against all principles 
of equity. - 

Mr. McKAY said the gentleman from Ohio had 
shown, by his own arguments, that his appeal was 
not well Dunded. Almost all the gentleman had 
said had not been on the point of order, but on the 
merits of his amendment. The only cases he had 
quoted were cases of general legislative provisions, 
and not special and particular, as this would be. 
To admit such into an appropriation bill might be 
very proper; but the rules of the House positively 
oe the introduction into an appropriation 

ili of anything for which there did not exist a 
previous law, or for continuing public works al- 
ready commenced, or for the contingencies in the 
departments. Here was a proposed appropriation 
of $50,000 for a special, particular purpose, for 
which the mover himself admitted that there was 
no law. ‘* Contingencies in the departments” was 
a technical phrase, which did not at all refer to 
contingencies that might arise in the public service, 
but to contingent expenditures required in the de- 
partments themselves, such as stationary, fuel, &c. 

Mr. SCHENCK inquired whether Mr. McKay 
could point him toa single naval appropriation 
bill which the House had ever passed in which 
there were not many items for which there was 
no previous general law? 

Mr. McKAY admitted that there had occasion- 
ally been a few such items admitted, but they were 
very few. 

The question being now put on Mr. ScHencx’s 
appen the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

o Mr. Scuencx’s amendment was decided to 
be out of order. i 
Mr. SCHENCK, after some conversation with 


_ the Chair, moved the following amendment to the 


bill: 

For gun practice in vessels at sea, $5,000; and itis hereby 
made the duty of every officer in commniand of a vessel of war 
ofthe United States in commission and at sea to exercise the 
Officers and men under his command at practice with shotted 

uns, under such further regulations a3 may be prescribed 
y-the Secretary of tle Navy, at least as often as once a 
month. l 

Mr. DICKEY objected to the amendment as 
out of order. 

Mr. SCHENCK defended it as in order. If 
there was not an express law on this subject, there 
was a law which directed the firing at targets, and 
provided the necessary powder to be expended in 
such gunnery practice; and he considered it as one 
of the contingencies of the naval service that the 
navy should have something to shoot with. It 
had formerly been’the practice at our naval sta- 


tions to fire at targets with cannon. The practice 


had for some causé been discontinued, either be- 
cause there was no navy regulation providing for 


it, or if there was, it had been suffered to fall into 
neglect. From’ whatever cause it happened, the 
fact really was, that there were officers who had 
been eight and ten years in the service, and had 
never in their lives witnessed firmg with shot or 
shell. In the squadron under Cormmodore Conner 
before Vera Cruz there had been no target firing 
to practice the men, though an immediate attack 
was in contemplation. An officer who had re- 
cently returned in the Columbus from the Pacific 
had informed Mr. S. that during her entire cruise 
of three years she had never fired a single shot or 
shell. Under such a system, what improvement 
could there be, or what practical skill could be ac- 
quired in gunnery? Certainly there ought to be a 
regulation providing for such practice. No petty 
saving of the cost of powder and shot ought for a 
moment to stand in the way, more especially in the 
existing state of the world, when we might be un- 
der the necessity of looking to the state of our navy 
and preparing for the event of a general war. 

The Naval Committee desired to have a requi- 
sition of the practice of firing for practice with shot 
and shell at least once a month when our vessels 
were at sea. To acquire skill in gunnery was 
surely the very business of our navy; the science 
and practice of it was their especial duty. 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order. 

Mr. SCHENCK then offered his amendment in 
a modified form, striking out the appropriation. 
Rejected. | 

Mr. S. then again renewed his amendment, in- 
serting, in the place of ‘* gun practice,” *“ ball and 
shell practice.’’ 

Mr. SCHENCK said the fate of the amendment 
he had offered was personally a matter of indif- 
ference to himself, except so far as the good of our 
naval service was concerned. ‘The whole section 
under consideration was made up of items of con- 
tingencies, and the Naval Committee were of opin- 
ion that this was as fit to have a place there as any 
others which were already in the bill. Ifa pro- 
vision of this kind could not be introduced into this 
bill, where would the gentleman have it? Could 
not Congress, in an appropriation, direct how 
money appropriated should be applied? He pre- 
sumed the Committee on Naval Affairs understood 
subjects of this nature almost as well as the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. Every one at all 
conversant in naval affairs must see the propriety 
of such a practice as this amendment proposed to 
provide for. : 

The question being put, the amendment was re- 
jected, only 33 rising in its favor. 

Mr. SCHENCK proposed the following amend- 
ment: 

And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and 
directed, out of the appropriation for provisions, to purchase, 
at his discretion, a suificient quantity of corn meal and flour, 
dried and prepared by the process and machinery invented 
by J. R. Staffurd, of Ohio, to be sent to the various naval 
stations, to test the capability of such prepared meal and 
flour to resiat the influences of time and climate, and to as- 
certain what advantage there may be in the introduction of 
the saine for the use of the navy. 

Mr. S. said it was presumed, when our ships of 
war were sent on their cruises, that the officers and 
men were to eat something. The amendment pro- 
posed to give the Secretary a discretionary power 
to purchase a proper amount of corn meal and 
flour, dried by the process recently introduced by 
Mr. Stafford, of Ohio, and send it out to our vari- 
ous naval stations, in order to test its power of 
enduring damp and the vicissitudes of climate, 
without getting sour. This subject had been be- 
fore the Committee on Naval Affairs, and they 
had heard one of the most scientific men in this 
country explain the nature and results of Mr. 
Stafford’s method of kiln-drying meal, until they 
had become entirely satisfied of the propriety of 
the amendment proposed. Some of this meal had 
been sent to Liverpool, where it had been exposed 
to damp for more than sixtgen months, and at the 
end of that time remained perfectly sweet. 

Should the experiment fully succeed, the gain 
to the naval service, and to the commercial marine 
also, would be inappreciably great. The owners 
of several of our packets were now trying speci- 
mens of the meal. The committee desired that 
our Government should do the same. ‘For this 
end, they wished samples sent to all our distant 
stations, so that the test should be rigid and severe. 
As things now stood, if corn meal should be taken 
to sea, it would become sour in a few weeks; 
hence we were obliged to take ship bread; and this 
was either as hard as brickbats, or else became 


loathsome from worms, which penetrated eyery 
part of it. If it should turn out that corn meal 
could be so preparen as to stand the effects of 
humidity without souring, it might be taken on 
board our ships of war and cooked from day to 
day, as it was wanted. And what an addition 
would this be to the comfort and enjoyment of all. 
on board! Mr. S. appealed to gentlemen especi- 
ally from the West and Southwest. Should we 
be able to send corn meal to sea as a constituent 
of our marine ration, they must inevitably feel the 
effects of it. 

Mr. McKAY opposed the amendment as un- 
necessary. The Secretary had power to make 
this purchase as the law stood. He suggested to 
the gentleman from Ohio that a better course would 
be to bring in a separate bill, containing this pro- 
vision not only, but regulating the whole subject 
of our naval supplies. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, proposed to 


strike out all that part of the amendment which 


had special reference to the process of Mr. Staf- 
ford: this gave the whole thing the air of being 

ot up for the personal benefit of a particular 
individual. Indeed, he thought the whole provis- 
ion unnecessary; but if the Secretary was to make 
the experiment, and preferred the meal prepared 
by Mr. Stafford, he could resort to that without 
having it specified in the law. But he wanted 
to know why these various objects for which 
such a string of amendments had been offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio had nat sooner been 
brought to the notice of the Naval Committee, and 
bills reported for them in due time and in the reg- 
ular course of business? It was a very great an- 
noyance to the House to have them thus stuck in 
one after another, unnecessarily consuming time 
and retarding the course of important legislation. 
Mr. J. withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY renewed it. He thought there 
was much misapprehension on this subject. The 
Naval Committee had examined the subject, and 
understood it perfectly. The gentleman from North | 
Carolina [Mr. McKay] was certainly mistaken in 
supposing that the Secretary could make this pur- 
chase for experiment by the law as it at present 
stood. This kiln-dried corn meal was the best 
now known; and Mr. B. did not doubt it would. 
justify all the hopes which had been created by 
the discovery. Unless prepared by this or some 
other very effectual process, meal would not keep 
at sea a week without turning sour. Mr. B. re-- 
presented a corn-growing district, as most of them 
did; but he could not regard as very important to 
corn-raisers the small additional market to be 
opened by the use of this substance in our navy; 
but, for the comfort of the service, he was very 
desirous it should be used if it would answer the 
purpose. lts use would soon become extensive 
out of the navy as well as in it. 

The question occurring on the amendment re- 
newed by Mr. Bay ty, it was rejected. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to strike out the word 
s corn,” and insert “ Indian.” {A laugh.] 

Mr. VINTON observed that this amendment 
did not increase at all the amount of money appro- 
priated ;.its adoption would cost nothing and might 
pee of some use; at all events, it could do no 

arm. He really hoped the committee would, 
without further loss of time, adopt this small amend- 
ment, so that they could get on and take up others 
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which yet remained and were of great importance. 

The question being put, the amendment was 
carried: Ayes 89, noes 39. | 

Mr. VINTON moved to strike out in line 76- 
the words ** commandant’s office,” and in line 77 .. 
“ water tanks.’’ He said, since the estimates were || 
sent in, the chief of the bureau reported that the 
improvements could be dispensed with. The | 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE moved to add, at the end of the | 
item for dry dock at New York, the following, 
which was rejected: | 


The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to con- : 
tract with any suitable and competent person or persons for | 
the inasonry or other parts of construction of the said dry | 
dock and its appurtenances, as may in his opinion be con- 
ducive to the public interests. | 

Mr. VINTON moved an amendment providing | 
for the purchase of ground in Brooklyn, near the ; 
navy-yard. 

e said the correspondence from the Navy De- 
partment respecting this amendment had been 
some time since published, and he presumed the 
House were familiar with it. This appropriation 
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was recommended by the chief of the Bureau of 
Docks and Yards, as well as by the Secretary of the 
Navy himself. He would simply state that the 
Secretary of the Navy and the officers having con- 
trol of it said, while the navy-yard at New York 
must be at all times and was one of the most im- 
portant in the United States, it was one, in point 
of extent, most limited and contracted; and this 
ground, which it was proposed to purchase, was 
essentially necessary to give to the navy-yard the 
requisite room to carry on and properly conduct 
the operations of that establishment. tt further 

peared in evidence, from the statements present- 
ed, that the Government had been for a long time, 
perhaps for a period of twenty years, endeavoring to 
purchase this same property, but had been unable 
to obtain a valid title. Such title, he said, was now 
to be obtained, and at a rate, though greater than 
it could have been purchased for when the attempt 
was first made, much less than there was reason to 
apprehend would have to be paid if the purchase 
were much longer delayed. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved a slight amend- 
ment to the amendment, and was proceeding to 
sustain Mr. Vinron’s views and further to ex- 
plain, when he was interrupted by a question of 
order raised by Mr. SCHENCK, which gave rise 
to some conversation. 

Mr. KING’S amendment not being pressed— 

Mr. VINTON’S amendment was then adopted. 

Mr. VINTON moved to increase the appropri- 
ation for the Philadelphia navy-yard from $11,500 

~- to $14,500, and explained that the necessity of the 
increase arose from being obliged to pay $3,000 
more for a dredging machine there than was origin- 
all 7 estimated. 2 
he amendment was agreed to. 
.Mr. V. also moved to add for the Pensacola 
yards $50,000, for the construction in part of a 
_hew timber shed, and explained, that since the bill 
was reported, the Secretary of the Navy had in- 
formed the committee that the Government had a 
large amount of very valuable timber at Pensacola, 
which could not be presérved without such a pro- 
vision. The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HUNT moved to insert for necessary re- 


said this amendment was reported by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. Agreed to. 

Various other verbal amendments and amend- 
ments striking out minor items, which the depart- 
ment had agreed to dispense with after the bill was 
reported, were offered by Mr. VINTON, and 
agreed to. 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, moved to insert 
$50,000 for completing, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Navy, the marine hospitals here- 
tofore commenced at Pittsburg, Cleveland, and 
Louisville. 

' He explained the previous legislation on this 
subject, and urged the importance of these marine 
hospitals, the construction of which he presented 
as a matter of direct and positive duty, the expen- 
ses therefor being met by the tax which the Gov- 
ernment imposed on seamen. The amount of this 
tax received annually at Louisville, for several 
years had been eleven or twelve hundred dollars, 
while the appropriations there had been but five 
hundred. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to reduce the 
amount proposed one-half, and concurred in all 
the gentleman from Kentucky had said. The older 
members of the House would bear witness, if he 
had not made the same speech just delivered b 
the gentleman from Kentucky, for years, he had, 
at least, expressed the same sentiments. There 
was now on the calendar a separate bill providing 
for these very hospitals. And another thing he 
wished to mention, for which he felt himself bound 
to hold the gentleman from Kentucky and his party 
responsible, was, that the rules of the House were 
so framed as that the majority could not control its 
business, and that the minority were installed in 
power. If the gentleman from Kentucky would 
o with him to modify the rules and make them 
hat they were when the Democrats had the ma- 
jority, they would be able to get along with their 
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business. The Locofoco party would never be 
guilty of such weakness as to instal the Hele 
in power, and enable them to prevent the despatc 
of business. They had never done it, and never 
would do it. 

Mr. CABELL called the gentleman to order on 
the ground of irrelevancy; and, after some conver- 
sation, Mr. WentrwortH withdrew his amend- 
ment. . 

Mr. STEPHENS moved an amendment, and 
said a few words in reply to Mr. WENTWORTH. 
He had understood the gentleman to intimate that 
the rules adopted by the Whig House were differ- 
ent from those of the Democratic House. 

Mr. WENT WORTH, (in his seat.) They are, 
certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I should like to have the 
gentleman point out wherein they differ. 

Mr. WENTWORTH would point it out, if the 
gentleman would allow him, though he presumed 
the gentleman would hardly wish to give him up 
his five minutes for the purpose. 

‘Mr. STEPHENS knew not to what rule the 
gentleman referred. The gentleman had said they 
had adopted rules by which the majority could not 
do the business. He would like to have the gen- 
tleman point out any material alterations they had 
made. But he would tell the gentleman that when 
he would get his party to vote for some of these 
improvements, which he would have the country 
believe he was desirous to get, then he would have 
them, and not before. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said he was in favor of 
this proposition. 

Mr. STEPHENS believed the gentleman him- 
self was; but let him come out manfully and say 
his own side was not for it, and his (Mr. S.’s) side 
was, and not take the position that this House had 
adopted rules by which this subject could not be 
reached. The rules were the same in this respect 
as they had been in the last Congress: two-thirds 
were required now as then to take up business out 
of order. The only difference was, that the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules now could only be made 
once a week, whereas, under the rules of the gen- 
tleman’s party, the gentleman might move to sus- 
pend them every day in the week, and they would 
do nothing else so long as there were two-thirds 
Democrats in the House. There was but one 
remedy, and that was for a House to be returned 
two-thirds Whig. He withdrew his amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved to amend 
the amendment, by adding $10,000 for marine 
hospital at Natchez, and briefly urged. the import- 
ance of the completion of the works there, now 
begun, to afford accommodations to the many 
sailors who were taken there with yellow fever, 
and the general necessity to those who navigated 
the western waters for the erection of a hospital at 
that point. 

Mr. FRENCH wished the gentleman to modify 
his amendment to the amendment, so as to include 
also $10,000 for a marine hospital at Paducah. 

Mr. BROWN declined to do so, reminding the 
gentleman that it would be in order for him to 
offer the proposition after his amendment had been 
voted on. 

Pending the question, the committee rose, 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred : 

By Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina: The petition of 
seamen and seamen’s friends in Charleston, to stop the 
spirit ration. Also, the memorial of the citizens, merchants, 
and City Council of Charleston, for a custom-house. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The memorial of the representatives 
of Colonel John Crowell, late Indian agent, for compensa- 
tion for his services. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: The petition of sundry citizens 
of Pennsylvania for the abolition of slavery throughout the 
United States. 

By Mr. TUCK: The petition of Lucien Clavadetscher for 
the removal of Captain William Ramsay from the naval ser- 
vice for fraudulent conduct, and using his official position 
for the purpose of perpetrating deception, and of cheating 
private citizens. 
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Mr. HALE presented a petition from William 
C. Williams and twenty gthers, eitizens of Hamil- 
ton county, Ohio, asking that the seat of Govern- 
ment may be removed to some free State, and sug- 
gesting Cincinnati as the most central spot. 

Mr. HALE moved that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary; but, according 
to the practice: of the Senate, the motion to receive 
the petition arose, and the question was put to lay 
that motion on the table. 

Mr. HALE asked for the yeas and nays; but 
the Chair decided that the call was too late, the 
motion to lay on the table having been decided in 
the affirmative. 3 

Mr. HALE then asked leave to withdraw the 
petition, with a view to present it again when the 
Senate should be full, 

The question being put, no quorum voted; and 
the question being again put, there appeared ayes 
T, noes 12, so that no quorum voted. 

The Sergeant-at-arms was directed by the Chair 
to ascertain if a quorum was present, and reported | 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. HALE moved that the Senate adjourn, 
which was negatived. 

The question was again put on the motion for 
leave to withdraw the petition—ayes 14, noes 14. 
No quorum. 

Mr. HALE asked for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. STURGEON called for the reading of the: 
petition before he would give his vote. 

The petition was then read as follows: 

That whereas recent events, as well as the indi- 
cations of past years, have rendered it but too 
painfully manifest that the liberty of the press and 
freedom of speech in our Houses of Congress are 
no longer, on all subjects, safe and untrammelled 
at our seat of Government in its present location, 
but presses are liable at any exigency to attack 
and destruction from a Jawless mob, for sentiments 
uttered on the subject of slavery, and members of 
Congress are exposed to insult and personal vio- 
lence from the ruthless bully and assassin for 
words spoken in debate in their respective Houses 
on the same subject: 

The prayer of your memorialists, therefore, is, 
that measures be immediately taken by your hon- 
orable bodies for the removal of the seat of Gov- 
ernment as speedily as convenient from ita present 
location to some new site, within the bounds of 
some free State, where the rights of the press and 
the privilege of parliament in the persons of mem- 
bers of Congress may be more fully respected and 
secured. 

Your memorialists would also further suggest 
that what renders such a change still more proper 
and called for, is the fact that in the unparalleled 
growth of our country the present seat of Govern- 
ment, however central it may have been in its 
original selection, is now far east as well as south 
of the centre of the voting population. They would, 
therefore, venture to present the city of Cincinnati, 
in the State of Ohio, as a place in which, from its 
more central position, as well as its other numerous 
and great advantages, would be specially suitable 
for the new location. 

Finally, as a further reason in behalf of such a 
change of location, your memorialists would urge 
the fact of the slave traffic so extensively carried 
on within the bounds of the District, and in sight 
of the very Capitol itself; thus disgracing our 
country by making what ought to be the citadel 
and sanctuary of liberty the great slave mart of the 
Union. 

Mr. MANGUM suggested that a petition could 
not be withdrawn but by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE was willing to withdraw his motion 
for leave, if he could have the yeas and nays on 
the motion to lay the motion for reception on the 
table. 

Mr. BAGBY said he was disposed, in the first 
instance, to allow the Senator to withdraw the 
memorial; but since it had been read, he should vote 
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against it as coming within that class of petitions 
on which the motion to receive was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Haus for leave to withdraw the petition, and 
decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Davis of Massachusetts, Greene, Hale, 
Niles, Phelps, Uphain, and Wehster—7. 

NAYS-— Messrs. Aitchison, Atherton, Badger, Bagby, Bell, 
‘Berrien, Borland, Butler, Caineron, Davis ot Mississippi, 
Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Downs, Felech, Hamlin, Hunter, 
Jolinson of Maryland, Johnsan of Louisiana, Johnson of 
Georgia, Lewis, Manguin, Mafon, Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, Westcott, and Yulee—3l. 


Mr. HALE rose to a point of order, contending |; 


that the Senate had no property in the paper, which 
belonged to him, to be disposed of as he might 
think proper. The Senate had refused to receive 
it, and yet refused him permission to withdraw it. 

Mr. MANGUM said the paper belonged to the 
Senate; that for the last twelve years the practice 
invariably had been to dispose of these petitions 
by the motion to receive being laid on the table, 
and that not an attempt had been made to infringe 
it until the Senator from New Hampshire came 
there to agitate the subject anew. He considered 
that the petition was under the control of the Sen- 
ate, and was the property of the body. 

Mr. NILES denied that the petition came within 
the rule, and that therefore the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. Maneum] were 
gratuitous. ‘That the petition showed on its face 
‘that it was for the removal of the seat of govern- 
ment for certain reasons therein specified, showing 
slavery among the number. 

The CHAIR decided the question of order against 
Mr. Hate. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a petition from 
citizens of Arkansas, in favor of the purchase of 
Mount Vernon by the General Government; which 
was referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. RUSK presented a petition from George 
C. Hutter, asking arrears of pay as an officer of 
the United States army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition from Nicholl & 
Co., asking payment for tea furnished to the Navy 
Department at Norfolk, Virginia, in June, 1846; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition from James 
C. Chapman, asking to have paid over to him one- 
fourth part of the proceeds of the cargo of the brig 
Diana, condemned for a violation of the non-inter- 
course laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CALHOUN presented a memorial from 
citizens of Charleston, South Carolina, asking the 
erection of a new and larger custom-house in that 
city; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


By Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee of 
Claims: Asking to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Thomas F. Gordon, 
accompanied by a report. 

Also, from the same com{nittee, the bill to revive 
the act entitled ‘* An act to provide for the payment 
of horses and other property lost or destroyed in 
the military service of the United States,” approved 
18th January, 1827, and the acts approved 14th 
February, 1837, and August 23, 1842, amendatory 
of the same. : 

Mr. TURNEY moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill, which was agreed 
to; and a considerable discussion took place on the 
bill, in which Messrs. TURNEY, WESTCOTT, 
DAVIS of Miss., BADGER, DAYTON, BOR- 
LAND, NILES, RUSK, BUTLER, BREESE, 
DOWNS, and DIX, took part. It was contended 
by the advocates: of the bill that the practice of the 
Government had always been to pay for horses 
and property lost in the military service of the 
United States; and there was no ground for excep- 
tion to the bill, which merely revived the acts of 
1827, 1837, and 1842. On the other hand, it was 
argued that the cases which called for the passage 
of those acts probably varied from those to which 
it was now Les aise to apply the principle of those 
acts, and a doubt was expressed whether the allow- 
ance of forty cents a day was not intended to cover 
the risk of loss. 

_ Motions were made to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the bill until Monday, and to refer it 
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to the Committee on Military Affairs, and the latter 
revailed: Ayes 20—Mr. BORLAND pledging 
himself that no delay in the action of the commit- 


tee should take place. 


The motion of Mr. YULEE, to refer to a select 
committee the naval and military bills referred to 
yesterday, was renewed and agreed to. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, 
asked to be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the memorial of the clerks of the pay de- 
partment at New Orleans, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MASON, from the same committee, also 
reported the joint resolution for the relief of Clem- 
ents, Bryan & Co., without amendment. 

Mr. MASON, from the same committee, also 
reported House bill for the relief of William Ral- 
ston, without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE, ETC. 
Mr. BORLAND, on leave, introduced a bill to 


revive an act authorizing certain soldiers in the late 
war with Great Britain to surrender bounty lands 
drawn by them, and to locate others in lieu there- 
of; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WEBSTER said: I yesterday asked leave 
of the Senate to introduce a bill further to extend 
the provisions of the naturalization laws of the 
United States. The main object of the bill is a 
very simple one. I will endeavor to state it, with 
all possible brevity, in the hope that when the 
committee shall have examined the bill, and shall 
have reported, it may pass without much delay,as 
it is certainly somewhat of an important object. 
The difficulty which exists in the case respects 
the national character of children of American pa- 
rents born abroad. [ft would seem, that by the 
existing law of 1802, without a very violent con- 
struction of its provisions, children now born abroad 
of American parents resident abroad, whether in 
a public capacity, like that of ministers or con- 
suls, or private persons travelling for pleasure or 
on business, are not to be deemed and taken to be 
citizens of the United States. The question or 
ditiiculty arises in this way. The phraseology of 
the act of 1802 is, ‘“ that children born abroad of 
‘parents who heretofore have been, ur now are, 
‘citizens of the United States, shall be deemed and 
‘taken to be citizens of the United States them- 
‘ selves.” But there are in the act no prospective 
words; it does not say that children born of pa- 
rents who have been, or now are, or hereafter shall 
be, citizens of the United States; and therefore 
the thing has reached this point, that American 
citizens, born since the year 1802, who may con- 
sequently be forty-six years of age, now going 
abroad temporarily with their families, either for 
business purposes, public or private, or for the 
sake of travel, and having children born abroad, 
those children are excluded from citizenship by the 
necessary construction of that law. 

It is the opinion of commentators (Justice 
Story, Judge Kent, and others) that this clause 
was very vaguely drawn. ‘The phrase was in- 
tended to be applied to naturalized citizens, but it 
cannot be so construed. The object that I have 
in view, then, is to provide again for what was 
provided for by the act of 1802, and make it ex- 
tend to the future, and apply to all the children 
of American parentage, in cases where such pa- 
rents have gone to reside temporarily abroad, still 
preserving their allegiance to the United States. 
There are other provisions in the act concerning 
which there may be different opinions, perhaps, 
but this is the main one, and I think it will recom- 
mend itself to all; and I hope, if the committee 
find the law to be as I understand it to be, they will 
report this bill, and that the Senate will give it 
enactment in the form I have given to it. 

The bill was read twice and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, 


Ordered, That Friday and Saturday, the J]6th and 17th 
instant, be set apart for the consideration of private bills on 
the calendar, to the exclusion of all other business. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 
priation to pry the extra compensation allowed to the judge 
of the United States district court for the State of Louisiana 
by the act of 1824, to enable claimants of land under French 
me Spanish grants in Louisiana to try the validity of their 
titles. i 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. BERRIEN moved to take up for immediate 
consideration the joint resolution of the House 
fixing the time for adjournment on the 17th July 
next. 

Mr. ATHERTON expressed a hope that the 
motion would not prevail. It was yesterday post- 
poned on account of the thinness of the Senate, 
and the same reason would operate to-day. Sev- 
eral Senators who were now absent would be in 
their seats on Monday. He had no objection to 
take up the resolution for the purpose of fixing a 
day for its consideration. But we were not now 
in a condition to fix a day for the close of the ses- 
sion. The principal appropriation bills had not 
yet passed the House of Representatives. If we 
pass this resolution now, we yield the power of the 
Senate over it, and the day will be fixed irrevoca- 
bly, unless the two Houses could be brought to 
agree on a new proposition, and some important 
business may be lost. The delay of a few days 
could not affect the question. If, after a week or 
two, we can see our way clear, we ean then fix on 
the day named. It may be seen, from the delay in 
passing the Indian appropriation bill, how diffi- 
cult it may be to get the other appropriation bills 
through by the 17th of July. That bill may yet 
occupy some time, as a very important question 
is involved in the amendment of the Senator from 
Tennessee. The onty appropriation bill which 
has yet passed the Senate is the one relating to the 
Military Academy. 

Mr. BADGER hoped the motion of the Senator 
from Georgia would prevail, and that we should 
not only proceed to consider, but to pass the reso- 
lution. The business of the two Houses will be 
expedited as soon as the day of adjournment is 
fixed; and nothing of importance will be done until 
it is fixed. He would merely add, that if the reso- 
lution were now considered, he would move the’ 
amendment which he had submitted to the joint 
resolution of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
ATcuison,] providing that the business should be 
taken up at the beginning of the next session in the 
State in which it may be left at the adjournment. 

Mr. DICKINSON thought it probable that we 
might be able to adjourn at the time named. But 
he was opposed to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion at this time. Some of the chairmen of the 
principal committees—the Military Committee and 
the Foreign Relations—were now absent, and there 
may be important business before those commit- 
tees. The absent Senators may be expected to 
return in a day or two. The chairman of the 
Committee on Territories is also absent. If we 
concur at this time in the resolution of the House, 
there will be an end of the matter. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said, that although 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
was absent, it was now well known that the army 
in Mexico must be disbanded before the day fixed 
by the resolution for adjournment. This reason, 
therefore, could not operate as an objection to 
adopting that day. If the President should not 
recommend any increase of the army, there could 
be no occasion to delay for any action of that com- 
mittee. It was well known that the circumstances 
which have recently taken place are unfavorable 
to sound legislation on any important political 
questions.: He desired that an early day should 
be fixed, and that the important measures should 
be laid over until next session. 

Mr. BAGBY thought the day fixed was re- 
mote enough to leave ample time to get through 
all the necessary business. He knew that some 
Senators were absent, but when they return others 
will leave, so that the Senate will every week be- 
come thinner. We shall never get through any 
business until the day of adjournment is agreed 
on. He was willing to vote for an earlier day 
than the 17th July. 

Mr. BUTLER had no objection to fix a day-for 
closing the session, but he was suré the day named 


was tooearly. There were many very important | 


bills now waiting for the action of Congress. Why 


were Senators so very anxious to adjourn? Was. 


it because they were desirous to avoid the intro- 
duction of certain questions which might come up? 
Among the bills af importance, we had that regu- 
lating the proceedings as to our citizens in China, 


which had been twice called for, and was very im- | 


portant in its principle. Something also must be 
done with regard to the army, and he was not 
going to adopt all the recommendations of the. 
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President as to its disbandment. Many important 
and delicate questions may arise for consideration. 
He would have no objection to name an early day 
in August. 

Mr. BERRIEN thought that the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from North Carolina 
{Mr. Baperr] would remove any objections to 
leaving the business unfinished. . 

Mr. RUSK hoped the resolution would not now 
be taken up for consideration. There was much 


important business to be disposed of, and many. 


Senators absent. The ratification of the treaty of 
peace rendered it necessary to introduce new sub- 
jects for legislation. Our boundaries are now 
greatly extended. It was important that a gov- 
ernment be established in California. If we ad- 
journ on the day named in the resolution, we shall 
have to leave things as they are. 

will be made relative to the disbanding of the 
army. California will be left without a govern- 


ment, or under a military government, which is 


worse than none. He hoped the resolution would 
not be taken up. 

Mr. DAYTON hoped the resolution would be 
taken up. Although several Senators were absent, 
their sentiments on most of the important measures 
likely to arise were known. He saw no symp- 
toms of impatience in the motion. It is the usual 
time of adjournment. As to business, the Senate 
is usually ahead of the House of Representatives. 
We possess greater facilities for expediting busi- 
ness, and we are fewer in number. If longer time 
should, on trial, be found necessary, there would 
be no difficulty in getting the resolution rescinded. 
Until we fix a day for adjournment, we shall not 
work. Fix the day, and we shall work up to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, reminded the 
Senate that there were now more than two hun- 
dred bills on the Senate calendar for action. Was 
it probable that one-half of these bills (and among 
them were some of very great importance, especi- 
ally to the new States, and which had been inves- 
tigated with so much labor by the various com- 
mittees) could be passed by the time named in the 

. resolution? He was willing to adjourn whenever 
we could properly do so. But, for one, he was 
not at present prepared to fix any day until the 
important cases before Congress shall have been 
acted on The best plan was, to postpone the sub- 
ject for a week or two. It had been suggested that 
it was not the practice of the Senate to postpone 
resolutions coming from the House. He believed 
it had sometimes been done; and that even so re- 
cently as the session before the last, it was so, and 
Congress sat till August. 

Mr. CALHOUN insisted that there was no Sen- 
ator more desirous to adjourn than-he was. But 
it would be impossible to get through the business 
before Congress by the 17th July. There was the 
Oregon business, which was very important, and 
other matters of equal importance, to be acted on. 
Pass this resolution now, and we lose our control 
of it. It had been said that circumstances were 
unpropitious to sound legislation, because subjects 
Involving delicate questions in reference to the 
outgoing and the incoming Administrations might 
arise, He was ready to take the responsibility of 

rolenging the session whenever there was any 
male business to be done. 

he question was then taken on the motion of 

Mr. BERRIEN, and decided in the negative: Ayes 
16, noes 21. i 

Mr. BELL presented a memorial from a portion 
of the Cherokee Indians, remonstrating against the 
decision of the Government of the United States 
adverse to these claims; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

The bill for the relief of the Central Railroad and 
Banking Company of Georgia was considered in 
Committee of the Whole, and, after having been 
ordered to a third reading, was subsequently read 
a third time, and passed. í 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate took 
up the joint resolution from the House for the re- 
moval of the pole from the dome of the Capitol, and 
concurred in the same. 

7 On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespar, June 14, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. CONGER, from_the Committee on Public 
Printing, to which had been referred the resolution 


No provision © 
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authorizing the Clerk to make contracts for the 
binding of all the public documents, reports, bills~ 
&c., of the lst session 30th Congress, made a re- 
purt thereon. 

Mr. C. observed that the Committee on Printing 
had made no recommendation tothe House. They 
had been directed to inquire into the facts and as- 
certain whether any contract had been made for 
bindiag the public documents, and their report 
ney was, that no such contract had been made. 

r. McK AY moved, for the present, that the 
report be iaid upon the table and printed. 

Mr. CONGER proceeded to make some re- 
marks, under the apprehension that Mr. McKay 
had proposed to recommit the report. 

Mr. McKAY disclaimed any such motion. 

The motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 


Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to which was referred the joint reso- 
lation defining the reports to be annually made to 
Congress by the head of the several Executive de- 

artments, and requiring the same to be prepared 
immediately after the close of each fiscal year and 
forthwith communicated for publication, reported 
the same back to the House with sundry amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were read and agreed to; and 
the joint resolution was then read a third time and 
passed, and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 


Mr. McKAY, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill to repeal the fifth, sixth, and seventh 
clauses of ‘* An act in addition to the several acts 
regulating the shipment and discharge of seamen 
and the duties of consuls,” approved July 20th, 
1840, and also to amend the act entitled ‘* An act 
supplementary to the act concerning consuls and 
vice consuls, and for the further protection of 
Americanseamen,’’approved 28th February, 1803. 
Committed. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported bills for the relief of Ira T. Hor- 
ton and Augustus Ford. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported the 
following resolution, which was read and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instruct- 
ed to inquire and report whether any, and what, further 
legislation is required in relation to costs on the criminal 
side of the United States courts. 

Mr. DUNN, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of James Y. Smith. Commit- 
ted. 

Also, from the same committee, made adverse 
reports on thepetitions of William H. Russell and 
W.H. Brockway, administrator of John Johnson, 
deceased. Laid on the table. 

Mr. WILMOT, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of James Morehead. 
Committed. : 

Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported a bill making 
appropriations for the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of certain rivers and harbors, and for the 
survey of certain other rivers and harbors. Com- 
mitted. 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, made adverse reports 
on the petitions of the Navigation and Hydraulic 
Company of the Mississippi Rapids; of citizens of 
Akron, Ohio, for a grant of public lands; and of a 
joint resolution of the Legislature of Indiana, in 
relation to marsh and wet lands in the counties of 
Jay and Adams. Laid on the table. 


POST ROUTES. 

Mr. GOGGIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which was recommitted 
the bill to establish certain post routes, reported 
the same back to the House with sundry amend- 
ments; which were read and agreed to. 

Numerous other amendments were offered and 
agreed to; when— 

Mr. CUMMINS moved to recommit the bill to 
ae Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

ost. 

Mr. KAUFMAN then moved the previous ques- 
tion; which was seconded, and, under the operation 
thereof, the bill was ordered to be engrossed. 

After much confusion, Mr. ROOT moved to 
reconsider the vote ordering the engrossment of the 
bill, ie a view to having the bill and amendments 
printed, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. Lost. 
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Mr. ROOT expressed the hope that this bill would 


be printed before its final passage, for many amend- 
ments had been offered in a way which prevented 
a thorough examination of them. It had been in- 
timated that any errors which might have been 
committed might be corrected by the Senate; but 
to this he could not assent. This House ought to 
do its own legislation, and to do it correctly. He 
again hoped the House would allow the bill to be 
printed before its passage. 

Mr. VINTON concurred in the suggestion of 
his colleague, [Mr. Roor.] Fie was informed that 
there was a provision in this bill to establish a post 
route in the State of Texas, to terminate at Santa 
re. Now, they were all aware that important 
results had arisen from careless legislation hereto- 
fore, which it became them now to avoid. The 
bill, therefore, ought to be printed before they 
should do that which could be regarded by the 
Executive as affirming by this House that the 
State of Texas extended to and embraced Santa 
Fé. He again hoped the bill would be printed. 

Mr. KAUFMAN was understood to say that 
the bill contained no such provision. 

Mr. GOGGIN said the explanation of the gen- 
tleman from Texas must be satisfactory to the 
gentleman from Ohio, but still there were many 
amendments made to this bill ina hurried manner; 
and, as they should not rely on the Senate to do 
that which they should do for themselves, he con- 
curred in the propriety of printing the bill before 
its passage. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, said he 
was in favor of reconsidering the vote to engross 
the bill; and his object was to offer as an amend- 
ment the bill reported by the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, that permits newspa- 
pers to be carried thirty miles free of postage. 

Mr. GOGGIN. The amendment has been ruled 
out of order on this bill. | 

Mr. THOMPSON said he had looked back and 
found that the very bill now desired to be repealed 
was passed in the bill to establish post routes at the 
last Congress—exactly the same kind of bill as the 
present. We had the precedent of the last Con- 

ress. 
Mr. GOGGIN rose to a point of order, whether 
the gentleman could discuss the proposed amend- 
ment on the present motion ? 

The CHAIR decided the gentleman in order, as 
p was giving his reasons for his vote to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he thanked the Chair 
for recognizing him in order, as he found himself 
often ôtherwise. He could see no objection. to 
making the amendment. It had been matured by 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and was not the act of himself or of any individual. 
Still he thought this was the only chance for repeal- 
ing what heconceived a premium operating in favor 
of the city press against the country press. 

Mr. GOGGIN again called the gentleman to 
order. ° 

Mr. THOMPSON said he would not trespass, 
if possible. He could but call on the friends of the 
country press to act now; if they did not, they 
could get no further opportunity this session. He 
did not desire to injure the city press; but, while 
the postage wes charged as at present, the postage 
being as much on a country paper whenever it 
passes through the mail any distance, however 
short, as a city paper two or three hundred miles 
distant, the result was, that the law operates to the 
exclusion of the former, and in favor of the latter. 
Let us give them an equal chance. He would call 
on the friends of equality to the country press. 
This was the only chance to put the law right, and 
it would not occur again. 

Some conversation ensued between Mr. GOG- 
GIN, Mr. PHELPS, Mr. THOMPSON, and 
others. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved the pre- 
vious question, but there was no second. 

Mr. HILLIARD moved that the further consid- 
eration of the subject be postponed to Monday 
next, to give gentlemen an opportunity to become 
acquainted with the details of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, Lost. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, to which was referred Senate 
bills respecting the public archives in the State of 
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Florida, and to authorize the district judge of the 
State of Tennessee to hold special terms, reported. 
the same back to the House without amendment. 

Also, reported from the same committee, to 
which they had been referred, Senate bill to au- 
thorize notaries public to take and certify oaths, 
affirmations, and acknowledgments in certain cases, 
and a bill supplementary to an act to authorize the 
Secretary of State to liquidate certain claims therein 
mentioned, passed April 18, 1814, back to the 
House with amendments. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported bills to 
alter and amend the act entitled ‘*An act for the 
punishment of counterfeiting the current coin of 
the United States, and for other purposes;’’ to pro- 
vide for the taking of the seventh census, or enu- 
meration of the inhabitants of the United States; 
‘and for revising the laws of the United States. 
Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which had 
been referred bills to regulate and equalize the 
compensation of district attorneys of the United 
States; giving the consent of the Government of 
the United States to the State of Texas to extend 
her boundary so as to include within her limits 
one-half of the Sabine pass, Sabine lake, and Sa- 
bine river, as far north as the 32d degree of north 
latitude, reported the same back to the House 
without amendment. Committed. 

On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, the 
Committee on the Judiciary was discharged from 
the consideration of the petition of Major G. Toch- 
man, attorney for the heirs-at-law of General Thad- 
deus Kosciusko, deceased, and it was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. I., from the same committee, reported the 
following resolution, which was read and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Buildings and 
Grounds be requested to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
viding a suitable hall for the due permanent accommodation 
of the House of Representatives, and into the expediency 
of providing in the mean time for its teinporary accommo- 
dation in the departinent now occupied as a Congressional 
_ Library. 

On motion of Mr. FRENCH, the Committee 
on the Judiciary was discharged from the consid- 
eration of the bill to change the place of holding 
courts in New Hampshire, and it was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. F., from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill for the relief of Thomas Doug- 
Jass, late United States attorney for East Florida, 
reported the same back to the House without 
amendment. Committed. 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims was dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petitions of 
Orpha Roe, Sarah Smith, heir of Elijah Alford, 
Elizabeth Stanford, formerly widow of John Mc- 
Caffrey, and the heirs of Zeph. Halsy, and they 
were laid on the table. l 

Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made adẸerse reports on the peti- 
tions of Moses Matthews and Noah Smith. Laid 
on the table. 

Mr. TALLMADGE, from the same committee, 
reported bills for the relief of the heirs and legal 
representatives of Presley Thornton; for the relief 
of the heirs of Larkin Smith; to provide for the 
pome of seven years’ half-pay to Sarah Ann 

ye, who was the widow of Lieutenant Jonathan 
Dye, an officer of the army of the United States, 
and who was killed at Brandywine; and for the 
relief of the legal representatives of John Mande- 
ville; which bills were severally read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. BARRINGER presented a protest of the 
Cherokee delegation of Indians against the report 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in relation 
to the settlement to be made under the treaty of 
i Referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 

airs. 


Mr. NEWALL, from the Committee on Revo- 
Jutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Abigail Stafford. Read twice and committed. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was referred 
the joint resolution of the Senate for the relief of 
Jonathan Lewis, reported the same back to the 
House with amendments Committed. 

Mr. PECK, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Robert B. Mitchell. Read 
and committed. 
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Mr. BOTTS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a joint resolution in relation to 
the transportation and discharge of the military 
forces of the United States at the close of the war 
with Mexico; which was read three times, and, 
under the operation of the previous question, 

moved by Mr. Borrs,) passed, and sent to the 
enate for concurrence. 

Mr. BOTTS, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Josiah P. Pilcher. Read and 
committed. : 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill placing tke officer who performs 
the duty of adjutant at the Military Academy on 
an equality as to pay and allowances with the ad- 
jutants of regiments, reported the same back to the 
House without amendment. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution, which was read and agreed to:. 


Resolved, That the resolution of February 16, 1843, rela- 
tive tothe Army and Navy Registers, be rescinded, and in 
lieu thereof, that the Secretaries of the Departments of War 
and Navy be required te furnish this House annually on tke 
lst of January with a transcript of the official army and navy 
lists, in such form as to affix opposite the name ot each per- 
son contained therein, in separate columns, the annua} pay 
of such officer or person, the amount paki him for rations, 
servants, and forage, and the gross amount paid or allowed 
him in all respects, for and on his account, for and during 
the preceding fiscal year. 


Mr. TALLMADGE asked leave to make a mo- 
tion to discharge the Committee of the Whole from 
the bill to incorporate the Washington City Gas- 
light Company, with a view to the consideration 
of the said bill in the House. Objected to. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which was referred Senate bills 
for the relief of Purser Benjamin G. Cahoone, and 
for the relief of the widows and orphans of the 
officers, seamen, and marines of the brig-of-war 
Somers, reported the same back to the House with- 
out amendment. Committed. 

Mr. WHITE, from the same committee, to 
which was referred Senate bill renewing certain 
naval pensions for the.term of five years, and ex- 
tending the benefits of existing laws respecting 
naval pensions to engineers, firemen, and coal- 
heavers in the navy, and to their widows, reported 
the same back to the House with an amendment. 

The amendment was read. ý i 

a haa urged the immediate passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. McKAY asked to have the amendment 
printed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BIIL. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, on the bill making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year ending June 
30, 1849, (Mr. Tuompson, of Indiana, in the 
chair.) 

When the committee rose yesterday the amend- 
ment of Mr. Duncan, of Kentucky, was pending, 
viz: For the completion of the marine hospitals at 
Pittsburg, Cleveland, and Louisville, $50,000. 

Which amendment Mr. BROWN, of Missis- 
sippi, moved to amend by inserting after the word 
“« Louisville’? the word ‘‘ Natchez,’’ and to in- 
crease the sum from $50,000 to $60,000. 

The question was stated on agreeing to the 
amendment of Mr. Brown, and being put, it was 
agreed to. 

Mr FRENCH then moved to amend the amend- 
ment by adding thereto, ‘‘ for the erection of a ma- 
rine hospital at Paducah, Kentucky, on the Gov- 
ernment ground, $10,000.” 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, objected to the 
amendment as being out of order, and thereupon 
a protracted debate on order took place, in which 
Messrs. DUNCAN, POLLOCK, SCHENCK, 
and McLANE took part, and which ended in pro- 
nouncing the amendment to be in order. 

Mr. Frency’s amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. HUNT moved an amendment proposing 
for the completion of the marine hospitals at Lou- 
isville, Pittsburg, and Cleveland, each, $10,000; 
for the erection of marine hospitals at Paducah, 
Natchez, and St. Louis, each, $10,000; and also 
for the construction of a marine hospital on the 
Government ground at Chicago, $10,000. 

Mr. H. explained the provisions of his amend- 
ment, which had originally been reported from the 
Committee on Commerce. The hospitals at Lou- 
isville, Cleveland, and Pittsburg had been already 
commenced. The title to the ground at Paducah, 


St. Louis, and Natchez had now been perfected, 
and the committee were of opinion that appropri- 
ations should be made te commence work at each 
of those points, and they directed such a measure 
to be propesed as an item to be inserted in the 


| naval appropriation bill. ‘They also recommended 
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another item of $10,000-for a similar work at Chi- 
cago, to be commenced as soon as the title to the 
ground at that place should have been secured. 
He hoped the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Donean) would accept the amendment he pro- 
posed as a substitute for that offered by himself.. 

Mr. DUNCAN had no objection to do so, save 
that $10,000 was too small a sum to complete the 
hospital which had been commenced at Louisville, 
on the pre on which it had been commenced. 

Mr. HUNT suggesting that that sum might an- 
swer for the present year, and a further amount, 
if necessary, would doubtless be granted the year 
following— 

Mr. DUNCAN accepted the substitute. 

Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania, by leave, 
made a statement of the condition and progress of 
the hospital building at Pittsburg, the sums. thus 
far expended, and urged the necessity of com- 
pleting the building. 

Mr. McKAY said that there was some misappre- 
hension as to the fund out of which these appro- 
priations when made were to be paid. Some seem 
to think they would be payable out of the marine ° 
hospital fund, which was formed by the collection 
of twenty cents per month from each. seaman, in- 
cluding the boatmen, on the western waters, that 
amount being deducted from their wages. That 
was a mistake. That fund had been regularly 
expended, since its formation, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, in affording relief 
to destitute seamen, either in public hospitals or 
private boarding-houses. It was true, that in the 
act of the 16th of July, 1798, which created the 
fund, there was a provision, that in case there 
should be any surplus, it should be applied to the 
erection of hospitals. But no such surplus had 
ever accumulated. It would be seen, by an exec- 
utive document communicated some years ago, 
that there had been collected under this law, up to 
the 3lst December, 184], the sum of $2,173,101 18, 
and that Congress had appropriated within the 
same period, in aid of the fund, $550,069 34, the 
whole of which had been spent in providing ‘* for 
the temporary relief and maintenance of sick and 
disabled seamen,” according to the act of 179& 
Many of the committee, perhaps, would be sur- 
sea when they learned how few hospitals had 

een established under the authority of the Gov- 
ernment. There were, until the last few years, 
only two in the United States: one at Chelsea, 
Massachusetts, and the other at Norfolk, Virginia. 
The one in Charleston, South Carolina, had been. 
established under peculiar circumstances. An ap- 
propriation for its benefit was first made in the year 
1830; and it will be seen, from the terms of the act, 
that the buildings then belonged to the city au- 
thorities, and that the appropriation was intended 
to execute a contract which had been entered into 
as far back as 1804, between the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the ety council. The whole amount 
expended for these hospitals, in the purchase of 
grounds and buildings, up to the 3lst December, 
1841, according to the document before referred to, 
was $63,780 39. There had been since appropri- 
ated for the same purposes at Ocracoke, Key West, 
Mobile, New Orleans, Cleveland, Louisville, and 
Pittsburg, $206,696, the whole of which was for 
the benefit of the Southwest, except the small sum 
of $10,000 for a hospital at Ocracoke, North Caro- 
lina. Now, the amendment before the committee 
proposed the establishment of seven additional hos- 
pitals in the same section of the Union, literally dot- 
ting the Ohio and Mississippi with these establish- 
ments. He would submit that the adoption of the 
amendment would be exceedingly unjustto the other 
parts of the Union. I have already stated that there 
are only four, including the one in North Carolina, 
recently constructed, along the seacoast, from Maine 
to Georgia, inclusive. There are none at Port- 
land,. New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Wif- 
mington, Savannah—not to mention several other 
towns on the Atlantic which have equal claims 
upon the Government with any of those named in 
the amendment. If these hospitals are considered 
the better plan for providing for the temporary re- 
lief of sick and disabled seamen, some system 
should be observed in the establishment having 
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reference to the claims of the several towns and 
the different sections of the Union. He could not, 
however, enlarge on this point. There was an- 
other which he would simply bring to the notice 
of the committee; and that was, that the establish- 
ment of these hospitals by the Federal Government 
was at least of doubtful policy. Without saying 
anything ‘about the increase of Executive patron- 
age which they would necessarily bring with them, 
he thought, from some statistical statements on the 
subject before him, it might well be questioned 
whether the seamen could not be provided for with 
as much comfort and more economy in private 
boarding-houses, or. in institutions belonging to the 
States or to the corporate cities and towns, than in 
those which may be established by the General 
Government. [Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved to amend 
the amendmem by adding “‘ For the construction 
of a marine. hospital at Napoleon, Arkansas, on 
the site now selected and purchased, so soon as 
the title is perfected, $10,000.”’ 

He explained that this hospital stood on the 
same ground as the others which were provided 
for, being one of the seven authorized by the act 
of Congress; that the site had been selected and 
purchased, and that the title was in fact perfected, 


and all that was lacking was that the papersshould | 


be returned from the district attorney of Arkansas. 
Fe therefore asked that'the amendment be adopted. 

Mr. HUNT concurred with Mr. Jounson that 
this hospital at Napoleon was one of the seven 
authorized by the act of 1842, and stood on the 
same footing with the óthers, except that on appli- 
cation to the War Department the Committee on 
Commerce had ascertained that the title was not 

erfect; if ithad been, they would have included it. 

or himself, he was entirely willing that the ap- 
propriation should be made on the conditions pre- 
scribed by the gentleman from Arkansas. He hoped 
it would be agreed to. 

The amendment of Mr. Jonwnson to the amend- 
ment was adopted, and the amendment of Mr. 
Duncan, as amended, was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNT moved an amendment to the item 
for Norfolk of $1,600 for necessary repairs of the 
marine hospital at that place. Agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE moved an amendment to repeal the 
fourth section of the act of March 3, 1845, making 
appropriations for the naval service for the year 
ending 30th June, 1846. 


{The proviso proposed to be repealed was sub- | 


sequently read, and provides that no more than one 
hundred and eighty passed midshipmen, and those 
senior in rank, shall, at the same time, receive the 
pay fixed by law for that class of officers. ] 

r. W. briefly explained the necessity for the 
amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY moved a verbal amendment to the 
amendment, and advocated the insertion of a pro- 
vision to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
fill certain vacancies which now existed within the 
number prescribed by law. Having concluded, he 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. POLLOCK renewed the amendment of Mr. 
Bay ty, to enable him to say a word, (after which 
he withdrew it.) He inquired whether, if this 
provision of the law of 1842 was repealed, the Sec- 
retary of the Navy would not be authorized to 
appoint more than one hundred and eighty passed 
midshipmen? : ° 

Mr. BAYLY did not so understand it. 

Mr. McK AY asked what was the use then of 
repealing the law? 

Mr. POLLOCK said, if the repeal of this law 
would ony give the Secretary power to fill the 
vacancies, he would vote for it; but if its effect 
would be to authorize him to appoint ad libitum, 
he was opposed to it. 

‘The amendment of Mr. Waite was then reject- 
ed: Ayes 47, noes 70. 


THE SPIRIT RATION. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved an 
amendment providing for the abolition of the spirit 
ration in the navy and in the marine service, and 
for the payment of six cents in lieu thereof to each 
person entitled to receive the same. He consid- 
ered if a matter of very great importance that the 
spirit ration should be abolished in the navy. In 
no other department of the Government were they 
retained; they had been abolished in the army; 
and in addition, in the merchant service, where 
there were- some 60,000 seamen, there were not 
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more than one-quarter of the vessels to which 
spirits were furnished. In the coasting trade also, 
where there wete some 70,000 seamen employed, 
a very small portion of them received spirits; and, 
as was testified by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. GrinNELL] last year, and as was 


| generally Known, in the whaling business not 


more than one-tenth of the 19,500 seamen ew- 
ployed were furnished spirits. The number in 
the navy was only some 8,000 or 9,000 men, to 


| whom, old and young, except boys, these rations 


were regularly furnished every day, unless the 
individuals chose to give them up. He referred 
to the testimony on the subject as ‘furnishing 
abundant evidence that the furnishing of liquor to 
the seamen was the cause of a large proportion of 
the shipwrecks, offences which required punish- 
ment by whipping, and various disasters which 
happened on board vessels at sea, and read par- 
ticularly from Dr. Foltz and other physicians in 
the navy sustaining this opinion; and to the recog- 
nition of this fact by business men in insuring 
vessels which carried no liquor at a less rate than 
others. In these views he but expressed the 
opinion of the chairman of the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs and of the majority of that committee, 
who hoped the spirit ration would be given up. 
He heped the amendment would be adopted. 

Mr. MURPHY moved to add to the amend- 
ment a provision that no officer or other person on 
board should have or take on board a ship any 
wine or other liquor. 

He said he was a friend to temperance. He 
believed the greatest curse to the human family— 
sailors and al classes—was the use of grog; but 
he betieved also that this evil was to be eradicated, 
not by law, but by moral suasion. In different 
parts of the country, in his own State for one, ef- 


| forts had been made by law to abolish the drink- 


ing of liquor; but they had been a failure, and in 


| his State they had been compelled to repeal the 
‘law. H® would give to Jack the same liberty of 


choice, to drink or not, that he would to any other 
man. He had no objection to provide that he 
might commute if he chose; but if he did not 
choose to commute, he should be at liberty to drink. 
The only.difficulty perhaps was, that the Govern- 
ment furnished bad liquor. [A laugh.] He had 
visited several ships within a few days; he had 
conversed with the officers in relation to this mat- 
ter; all of whom said, give the sailor liberty to 
drink or not, to commute or not, as he chooses, 
but do not, as you value the navy, abolish it alto- 
ether. Theré were men who were habituated to 
it, who expected to have it; and, in his opinion, 
there were many able bodied men whom we had 
in the navy under the present regulation, whom 
we could not keep if the ration was abolished. 
We must take men as they are, with their present 
habits, and give them the liberty of choice. 

The amendment of Mr. Murray to the amend- 
ment was agreed to—the vote being taken by tel- 
lers: Ayes 80, noes not counted. 

The question recurred on the amendment as 
amended. 

Mr. BAYLY (upon an amendment moved for 
the purpose and withdrawn) said that, in his opin- 
ion, the effect of the amendment as it stood was to 
increase drinking among sailors. He would tell 
them how: The spirit ration cost about two cents 
for each sailor; they proposed to give him six in 
lieu of it, so that he would get money enough to 
buy three drinks instead of one—it would enable 
him to drink more liquor, and have sugar in it, 
without any expense to him. 

Mr. McKAY (speaking in like manner) said this 
same subject was before the Elouse at the last ses- 
sion, on the motion of the gentleman from Connec- 
ticut, and a provision was then adopted, and was 
now the law of the land, by which every seaman 
was authorized to commute his spirit rations and 
was allowed three cents. This House agreed to 
allow six cents, but the matter was settled by com- 
xwomise between the two Houses at three cents. 

he gentleman from Virginia said the ration cost 
the Government two cents: that was one hundred 
ae cent. too much—it cost less than a cent, as any- 

ody could see from reckoning, whiskey being 
purchased at hall irc cents a gallon. 

His friend from Virginia had well observed that 
so far from the provision, if adopted, having a tend- 
ency to reform our seamen, it would actually give 
them a larger fund when they got ashore to drink 
upon; it would give them six times as much to 


spend for liquor as they nowhad. Let the House 
abolish the ration if they pleased, and make an 
equivalent in money; but he trusted they were not 
prepared to allow six times as-much as it now 
cost. 

In conclusion, he moved a new amendment te 
the amendment, providing that ne officer in the 
navy or marine corps should receive the commu- 
tation, and reducing the commutation to two cents. 

Mr. ROCKWELL accepted the first branch of 
the amendment to the amendment, and modified 
his proposition accordingly. 

The question being taken on the last branch of 
Mr. McKay’s amendment, viz: to reduce the com- 
mutation to two cents, it was rejected. ` 

Mr. DUER (upon an amendment moved and. 
subsequently withdrawn) said the argument of his. 
colleague [Mr. Murray] might be a sound one, 
but it appeared to him he did not apply it correctly 
in this case. He understood the gentleman to say 
that legislation on this subject was improper, and 
that it should be left to moral suasion; that he was 
opposed to laws prohibiting persons from drinking. 

e asked his colleague, then, if he was not equally 
opposed to laws encouraging drinking, and whether 
this was not a proposition to repeal a law which 
encouraged drinking by furnishing the sailors 
liquor? He thought the gentleman’s principle 
would equally hold him to oppose ene species of 
legislation as the other—the legislation that pro- 
hibited, or that encouraged drinking. The ques- 
tion was, whether this Government should tempt 
Jack to drink: we all knew his disposition, his 
habits that way; the question was, whether the 
Government would furnish rations endorsing the 
habit. He did not believe sailors would drink 
more, even if they commuted with them six cents. 
They might get drunk occasionally when they 
went on shore, but their habits were such that they. 
would not procure liquor in large quantities and 
carry on board the ships, (even if they were al- 
lowed;) and the habits of temperance they would 
acquire by being without liquor would indispose 
them to drink on shore. He believed this propo- 
sition an important one, and hoped it would be 
adopted. l 

Mr. MURPHY moved another amendment, 
(and subsequently withdrew it.) He was glad the 
House had adopted his amendment to the amend- 
ment. He thought they had declared by their 
vote, that in their opinion it was quite as important 
to have temperate officers as temperate seamen. In 
his opinion it was more so.. 

But he wished to answer his colleague. He 
(Mr. M.] said, that by leaving the provision as it 
now stood, allowing the seamen their grog or not, 
they left him a free agent; but when they abolished 
the ration altogether, they took from him free voli- 
tion, and restricted him to living without drink— 
they took it from on board, and said he should not 
have it. Therefore, he reiterated his position, that 
they left him a voluntary agent, open .to moral 
suasion, under the provision as it now stood. 

Mr. SAWYER moved an amendment to the 
amendment, to declare that corporal punishment 
by whipping is abolished in the navy of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr. VINTON raised a question of order against 
the amendment, on the ground that it proposed 
legislation in an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that his individual 
Opinion was, that the amendment was not in order 
for the reason stated; but, Inasmuch as there were 
various precedents to the contrary, (several of 
which he read,) he felt constrained to overrule the 
point of order, and submit the amendment to the 
committee. 

Mr. VINTON remarking that he did not think 
the cases read applicable to the present; that he 
was well satisfied that they could never get through 
their business unless they confined themselves to 
the rules of the House; and that the Cuar an- 
nounced that the decision was against his own 
opinion, appealed. 

The question being taken by tellers on the ap- 
peal, the decision was sustained—ayes 67, noes 54. 

Mr. SAWYER was aware there were objec- 
tions to this proposition, but he still believed it to 
be right, and therefore he would not give itup. He 
believed when these amendments should become 
the law, the officers would be curtailed of some of 
their privileges; they would not then so often get 
drunk, and offences by the seamen would be less 
frequent. He believed another thing, and that 
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was, that no man had ‘the right to exercise the 
Jash on the back of the seamen and marines. 
believed they were created for a different purpose. 
He also believed that the whipping was génerally 


. done by drunken officers. He had been asked how 


he would regulate the navy without corporal pun- 
ishment? to which he replied, by moral suasion. 
He would act in such cases as in other affairs of life. 
Jf a sailor behaved himself badly, discharge him. 
Or, as an inducement.to good conduct, higher 
wages might be paid to him; but the barbarous 
practice of lashing the sailor’s back he could not tol- 
erate. It was barbarous, and ought to be abolished. 
Whipping for crimes was formerly in force in 
many of the States of this Union, but the moral 
sense of the community had abolished it, and he 
saw not why it should not be abolished also in 
relation to seamen. There was an evident deter- 
mination with some gentlemen to continue the 
spirit rations, which were an inducement and a 
temptation to get drunk, and then, for what the 
sailors did while under the influence of liquor, they 
were tied up at the gangway, and flogged to the 
amount of 50 or 100 lashes. He would diminish 
the great moving cause of offence, and he would 
abolish cruel and degrading punishments, which, 
with all propriety, could be abolished, and he was 
satisfied this-amendment would meet with the ap- 
robation of their constituents. 

` Mr. NICOLL suggested some modification of 
the amendment, for he supposed the gentleman 
from Ohio did not intend that there should be no 
punishment whatever in the naval service. 

After a few words from Messrs. ATKINSON 
and VENABLE, the amendment to the amend- 
ment was declared to be agreed to. 

Mr. T. B. KING called for a division on the 
adoption of the amendment to the amendment, 
and he calied upon the committee to reject it, 

The vote was again taken by Messrs. McLane 
and PoLLocxg, tellers, and it was agreed to—68 
voting in the affirmative, the negative not counted. 

Mr. McKAY culled the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that the existing law on the 
atatute-book made provision for the commutation 
of the spirit ration, 

The question being on the amendment as amend- 


Mr. T. B. KING moved an amendment to en- 
able him to say that if this House should adopt a 
provision whereby they would prohibit any officer 
from drinking wine on board a ship, they would 
make themselves a laughing-stock to the world; 
and if they absolutely abolished corporal punish- 
ment by whipping, they would seriously injure the 
discipline of the service, in which there was already 
a tendency to produce too much laxity. Disci- 

line was essential. He inquired if they could 
being up men to the cannon’s mouth without dis- 
cipline? No, there must be discipline as stern as 
death itself, or the service would suffer material 
injury. .With respect to the spirit ration, he 
should be glad to see some substitute adopted— 
something that would induce the sailor to refuse it 
and prevent its becoming a habit with the lands- 
men and boys from the time they enter upon the 
service. By the act of 1842, in the passage of 
which he had some instrumentality, the use of the 
spirit ration had been reduced about one-half, and 
he should be glad to see it entirely abolished, and 
some suitable commutation established; but it was 
not the proper way of doing it by proposing these 
amendments to this bill, and he hoped they would 
be abandoned. If they were not withdrawn, and 
if they should be adopted, they would render the 
service ridiculous, and would seriously affect its 
efficiency. He withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. VINTON renewed the amendment, for the 
purpose of obtaining the opportunity of saying to 
the committee, that under the practice which it 
‘seemed was now about to grow up in the com- 
mittee, it was to him very apparent that the ap- 
propriation bills could not be passed within any 
reasonable time, so as to meet the exigencies of the 
Government. The rules of the House were in- 
tended to prevent this kind of general legislation. 
It was intended to do this, in the firat place, be- 
cause the appropriation bills must pass. No mat- 
ter what general laws they incorporated into these 
bills by way of amendment, they must pass, and 
that was the objection which he had to this mode 
of general legislation. Then again, the general 
policy of the Government should be settled by the 
careful examination of committees; and yet here, 


He. 


under the operation of the five-minutes rule, a 
gentleman rose and moved an amendment to alter 
the general laws of the land, without the examina- 
tion of a committee, without a report upon its 
merits, without a statement of the facts upon 
which it was based, for they could not be stated 
in five, minutes; and, in short, without any con- 
sideration, such an amendment was to be thrust 
into a bill which must go through and become a 
law. if this practice was to prevail, the appro- 
priation bills never would be got through. ‘They 
had had before them for three or four months the 
appropriation bills, and they were not half passed. 
They were now within two or three weeks of the 
close of the fiscal year, when the Government 
would require the appropriations which these bills 
would make, and, after they passed’ this Fouse, 
they would have to go to the Senate to be acted 
upon by that body. He appealed, therefore, to 
his friends on that side of the House, who were 
in the majority, and responsible for the despatch 
of business, and for providing the ways and means 
for the operations of the Government, to stand by 
bills, and see them carried through. If this prac- 
tice was to prevail, it would be impossible to carry 
through these bills without resorting to the prac- 
tice which prevailed when he first came to this 
House, and that was, to sit a bill out. [‘* Agreed! 
agreed!’’| He called upon his friends to sit out 
this bill. {Renewed cries of ‘*Agreed!”} He 
withdrew his amendment, 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, (having 
moved an amendment,) said that gentlemen stated 
that at some future time they might make the 
changes in the regulations of the service which had 
been suggested; but why not do it now? It was 
the opinion of surgeons in the naval service, and 
some of our best officers, that the spirit ration 
could be dispensed with now. They say, further, 
that the spirit ration is the cause of the greater 
part of the punishments of which gentlemen had 
spoken. He had never seen a surgeon ithe navy 
who had not recommended the aboliuon of it; and 
he could not but wonder that gentlemen here should 
say that if the seamen were not allowed these spirit 
rations, they would get worse habits. It is well 
known that the habits of the sailor were formed 
by this daily administering to those habits. But 
if these rations were given up, temperance on board 
of our ships would be secured. To guide us in this 
matter, we had the experience of another branch. 
We had but from eight thousand to nine thousand 
seamen in the United States navy, whereas there 
were from one hundred thousand to two hundred 


thousand in other branches of the marine service. 
He alluded to the merchant ships, coasting vessels, 


whalers, &c., in nine-tenths of which no ardent 
spirits were allowed. He urged, then, on the com- 
mittee to pass no Jaws by which the cup would be 
lifted to the mouth of the seamen. He wished not 
to resort to coercion to secure sobriety, but he 
was equally desirous that there should be no coer- 
cion in the uze of spirits. The voice of humanity 
appealed to them to act at once on this matter. 
The good of the service and the welfare of the 
men required it; and he hoped they should not be 
diverted from their purpose by a sneer, nor permit 
the loss of the amendment by loading itdown with 
amendments which certainly would not improve 


it. 

Mr. ROOT (who had also obtained an opportu- 
nity to speak by moving an amendment, which he 
withdrew when he finished) said they had heard 
an earnest appeal from the chairman of the Naval 
Committee [Mr. Kine] not to make the reforms 
which some of them contemplated, and he told 
them further that if they would refer to the officers 
of the navy, they would learn that the use of the 
‘“ cat’? was indispensable, especially in bringing up 
the men to fight. Now, as to the kind of courage 
which the ‘‘ cat’? would infuse into a man, or the 
operation of whipping insubordination out of a 
man, he would oniy say that it would be better to 
dispense with such a system altogether, or to dis- 
pense with the persons who could not get along 
without it. Gentlemen would recollect that the 
time had been when “ witches” were put to death, 
and the abolition of that punishment then, like the 
abolition of flogging in the navy now, he had no 
doubt met with many opposers who deemed it in- 
dispensable. Again, it was no very distant day 


‘since whipping tor crime was a common punish- 


ment in many of the States. It was doubtless 
deemed indispensable when it was practised, but, 
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thank God, it was now abolished; and he hoped 

they would take from commanding officers and al} 

the other officers the power to administer corporal 
unishment to the men under their command. He 
oped the *‘adjutant’s daughter” would be turned 

oo of the service, for we could well dispense with 
er. 

Mr. SCHENCK inquired what substitute for 
corporal punishment his colleague would propose ? 

Mr. ROOT rephed that he would leave that to 
the ingenuity of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
ScHENCK;] but if no punishment im lieu of so bar- 
barous a practice could be found, in God’s name, 
do not, at this period of the world, permit a law 
to exist which would authorize any petty tyrant to 
tie up God’s image, and whip him for “ the good 
of the service.” He hoped the practice would be 
abolished forever. Asto what his colleague [Mr. 
Vinton] had said about introducing general legis- 
lation into appropriation bills, he would only say 
that he fully concurred with that gentleman; but 
here was a proposition before the committee, and he 
hoped the committee would sustain it. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend by inserting 
the words, “and that it shall not be lawful for any 
‘commander to shorten sail in a storm without 
‘first piping all hands on deck, and taking a vote 
‘ of the ship’s company.” He said that gentlemen 
had spoken much of petty tyranny in this House 
who could not by any possibility have seen that 
of which they spoke; and yet they now sought, by 
amendments to an appropriation bill, to make es- 
sential and radical ehanges in the whole discipline 


‘of the navy without being able to suggest any sub- 


stitute for that with which they were disposed to 
dispense. In the States they might abolish the 
whipping-post, and they might resort to confine- 
ment in prison, but what jacktar in a hundred was 
there that would not give a blessing to the man 
who should give him an exemption from work by 
confining him on board of ship? It was suggested 
that the sailor in confinement might be s‘arved in- 
stead of whipped; but he saw not why ‘‘God’s 
image’’ should be punished inwardly more than 
outwardly. Gentlemen talked of punishment being 
inflicted by petty officers in the service; but gentle- 
men were evidently not aware that a single blow 
could not be struck without an appeal to the com- 
manding officer of the vessel, and an officer who 
should do so would be liable to a trial by court 
martial. Gentlemen should bear in mind that 
when they sent a ship to sea, they sent but eight, 
ten, fifteen, or twenty officers to command eight 
hundred or a thousand men, amongst whom there 
were many turbulent spirits, who, without strict 
discipline, might turn upon their officers, and ren- 
der the service uselexs. From a petition signed by 
the seamen and boys on board the steamship 
Union, he found that in the navy itself there was 
an opinion against the abolition of corporal pun- 
ishment. This was the opinion of all gentlemen 
who had had much experience in naval affairs. 
This whole subject of abolishing corporal pun- 
ishment in the navy had been referred to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy by this House tn the 28th 
Congress, and his opinion asked as to any possi- 
ble substitute, and he had reported ‘‘ that it could 
‘not be dispensed with on shipboard without in- 
‘jury to the discipline of the service, and endan- 
‘ gering the safety of our ships of war.” 
The Secretary ’s report was in these terms: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Felruary 24, 1845. 
Sir: In obedience to a resolution, requesting ‘ the Secre- 
€ tary of the Navy to report to the House of Representatives 
t What substitute, if any, can be made for the present mode 
¢ of corporal punishment in the navy, without endangering 
‘ the discipline of the service,” I have the honor to report: 
That the subject has engaged my most anxious attention, 
and that [am not aware of any mode of punishment that 
can be substituted by which the authority, as now conferred 
by Jaw, to inflict corporal punishment, is to be wholly 
superseded, without serious injury to the discipline and 
efficiency of the service. In the present state of the law, 
corpora) punishment cannot be irflicted except by order 
of the commanding officer, on his responsibility ; he cannot 
inflict more than twelve lashes; a court-martial, for an 
offence not capital, cannot exceed one hundred lashes. This 
power of the eommander cannot be delegated to his subar- 
dinates; and, by a regulation of the department, quarterly 
returns are required from every ship in commission, showing 
the offences, the punishments, and by whose order they are 
inflicted. These reports are carefully examined, and it has 
afforded me much satisfaction to perceive that in some of 
our public vessels punishments are very rarely resoged to. 
In considering the important inquiry presented hy the 
resolution of the House of Representatives, we should not 
fail to direct attention to the light in which such corporal 
punishment is regarded by those who are subjeet to it. I 
confidently believe that it is not regarded as a personal.deg- 
Fadation by the great body of seamen in the navy, but that 
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they consid:'r it as necessary to preserve discipline, to ensure 
thre safety of the ship, and to secnre a faithful performance 
of duty by all hands on board. To their minds it is far lesa 
odious than a system of punishment by confinement, or by 
the use of symbols or dresses exposing them to ridicule. 
A sanguinary code, by which punishments affecting life or 
‘limb, tor petty offences constantly occurring on shipboard, 
‘which cannot be passed over with impanity, would be re- 
valting to humanity in this enlightened age, and would be 
crael and unjust to the brave and meritorious but thoughtless 
men who would suffer under its operation. It is true that 
‘the infliction of corporal punishment is revolting to the great 
body of the American people; and it is be@uuse of this gen- 
eral feeling that it might be dispensed with on the shore 
stations within the United States, where citizens are fre. 
quently employed. This, I think, might be advantageously 
done bya regulation ofthe department ; but I feel constrained 
to express the opinion that it cannot be dispensed with on 
shipboard without injury to the discipline of the service, en- 
dangering the safety of our ships of war, and making necessa- 
ry a system of punishments far more oppressive and cruel to 
thase in whose behalf sympathy has suggested the modifica- 
eT nage the honor to be, very respectfully, vour obedient 
servant, J. Y. MASON. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Scuencx’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. DUER (who offered an amendment, and 
who was frequently called to order during his re- 
marks for irrelevancy) said, he appreciated the 
difficulties which were in the way of abolishing 
corporal punishment in the navy; and yet he hoped 
that our seamen were not to be eternally treated 
like brutes. There might be difficulties, but was 
‘it impossible to dispense with whipping? Were 
we forever to continue this practice? If seamen 
had been a degraded class, that was no reason why 
they should be forever whipped; and, as it was 
evident the practice must be abolished, he saw no 
reason why they should not begin now. When 
they treated sailors like men, they would have them 
a higher class than they were now. Why could 
‘not other punishments be substituted? Gentlemen 
jaughed at the idea of starving men; but he thought 
they might be put on short allowance as a punish- 
ment, which would not make them feel that sense 
of degradation which was consequent on whipping. 
There was no class of men that made such good 
sailors and soldiers as the Americans, and the rea- 
bon was, because they were freemen; men who 
exercised their reason, and saw the necessity of 
things. Hence they would submit to discipline. 
Abolish degrading punishments, and the character 
of our sailors would improve. Whipping was the 
‘punishment of slaves, and not of freemen. They 
might subdue a man’s spirit by putting him on 
short allowance, but they would sink him into 
degradation and not subdue his spirit by whipping. 
Whip him, and he became more stubborn than 
before. Such was the character of the men. He 
thought naval officers were not the men from whom 
counsel should be taken on this subject. How 
many lawyers were there to be found in favor of 
reforming the practice of the courts, and how 
many doctors to change medical practice? 

The allotted five minutes expired, and the gen- 
tleman withdrew his amendment. 
= Mr. MORSE, of Louisiana, offered an amend- 
ment providing that sailors should be reprimanded 
by the commander of the ship for offences com- 
mitted. 

He said it seemed the discipline of the navy was 
to be set aside without discussion or consideration; 
and hence he had submiited an amendment which 
he thought was requisite, no substitute for the pun- 
ishment to be abolished having been suggested 
hitherto. He objected to the sickly sentimentality 
which had been exhibited here to-day by gentle- 
men who knew nothing of the discipline of the 
navy, but who, nevertheless, undertook to make 
laws for its government. If it were true that the 
pona a of flogging ought to be abolished, let it 

e referred to a committee, and be considered by 
men who had devoted some time to the considera- 
tion of that subject, and who would be able to 
report a proper measure to effect the purpose con- 
templated without injury to the service. He said 
he had lived on the seaboard, and knew something 
of the subject, and he never knew an experienced 
man who, on sober second thought, did not say 
such punishment was necessary; and even the sail- 
ors submitted to it with a consciousness that it was 
the only way by which discipline could be pre- 
served. He went on to show that ships could only 
be governed by a despotism, and that disobedience 
must meet with prompt punishment; and then he 
withdrew his amendment. 


-= Mr. MURPHY offered the following amendment: 
_ Provided, however, before flogging shall be abolished, a 
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commission of three or more competent persons shall be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Navy, to examine.into the 
facts, and report the same, with tbeir opinion, for the further 
action of Congress. 


Mr. STEPHENS rose to a question of order, 
and maintained that the amendment was irrele- 
vant. 

The CHAIR sustained the point of order, and 
the amendment was not received. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

And that the Secretary of the Navy, with the approba- 
tion of the President of the United States, is hereby required 
to establish, in lieu thereof, a system of rules and regulations 
for the punishment of offences committed by seamen in the 
navy, as shall be most likely to secure proper discipline, and 
at the same time be more in accordance with the principles 


of enlightened humauity and legislation; and that the same 
be published to every ship’s crew monthly. 


Mr. VINTON said this amendment was liable 
to the same objection as the last. 

Some conversation ensued on its relevancy, but 
the chairman decided that it was in order. 

Mr. BROWN, in advocating his amendment, 
said the seamen should be as much under the pro- 
tection of laws on sea as on land; and that it should 
not be left to any officer to say what kind of pun- 
ishment should be inflicted, and for what offences. 
He hoped they should get rid of the punishment of 
whipping, and he had no doubt that then they 
should obtain a higher class of men for the naval 
service. Whipping had been abolished in the land 
service, and there was no good reason why it should 
be continued atsea. It had been abolished in many 
of the States as a punishment for crime, and it was 
not tolerated in even many district schools. 

Mr. LEVIN moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. VINTON hoped the committee would not 
rise. He hoped they would stay here until to- 
morrow morning, if they could not pass this bill in 
less time. 

The committee refused to rise, and then it reject- 
ed the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Brown. ] 

Mr. CATHCART offered an amendment to ob- 
tain an opportunity to say that he trusted in God 
the committee would come up to the spirit of the 
age, and abolish the degrading punishment of whip- 
ping. He spoke during his five minutes in the 
expression of his opposition to the punishment of 
whipping, and then withdrew his amendment. 

The question now recurring on the amendment 
as amended— 

On motion of Mr. RUMSEY, it was further 
amended by inserting ‘* except for medicinal pur- 

oses.”’ 

j Mr. McKAY moved to strike out the word ‘‘ma- 
rines,” because they were on a different footing, 
and under different regulations from the sailors, 
they constituting, in fact, but a portion of the army 
serving on shipboard. And if the marines were 
allowed six cents commutation, Congress would 
soon have to make a similar regulation throughout 
the army. 

Mr. McKay’s motion was not agreed to. 

Several motions to amend having been ruled out 
of order, the question was loudly demanded..- 

The vote on the amendment as amended was 
decided, on a count by tellers, in the negative— 
ayes 51, noes 72. 

Mr. ROCKWELL proposed the following 
amendment: 

That, in lieu of the spirit ration now allowed in the navy 
and marine service, such mariners and marines as shouid 
elect to do so might receive six cents per diem. 

The amendment was ruled out of order. 

Mr. ROCKWELL remonstrated, and finally 
appealed; but the decision of the Chair was sus- 
tained. ; 

Mr. CATHCART moved to amend by pro- 
viding that corporal punishment should be abol- 
ished in the naval service. 

It was ruled out of order; and, on Mr. Caru- 


CART’s appeal, the Chair was again sustained. 


Mr. SAWYER proposed to strike out from the 
list of miscellaneous items of appropriation that 
for the purchase of ‘“ musical instruments.” As 
drums and fifes had been already enumerated, 
these must mean the bugles and horns which were 
used in our concerts at the Capitol and President’s 
House, prepared to tickle the ears of the dandies 
and exquisites who resorted there. 

[A voice: ‘* Don’t you attend there, sometimes, 
yourself ??’} 

No; 1 don’t grace such exhibitjpns with my 
presence. [A Jaugh.] Now, at home, his con- 


stituents, when they wished for music, expected 
to pay for it out of their own pockets, not at the 
expense of the public. But here Congress was 
called on to pay for horns and bugles, and things 
like pot-lids, which a fellow rattled together. 
(Laughter.] No such instruments were used on 
board our ships of war; they were reserved for 
the ears of our Washington exquisites. These 
things had cost the Government already from four 
to eight thousand dollars. 

The amendment was rejected. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, an amendment 
was inserted for the relief and protection of A meri- 
can seamen in foreign countries, $20,000; and the 
second and last section of the bill, the necessity 
for which was superseded by the ending of the 
war, was stricken out. 

Mr. WHITE offered an amendment authori- 
zing the Secretary of the Treasury to contract 
for the masonry or other parts of construction of 
a dry dock at Brooklyn, New York; but before 
any decision was had on it 

he committee rose and reported progress. 

Mr. VINTON moved to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union from 
the bill making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending June 30, 1849. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved that the House 
do now adjourn; decided in the negative—yeas 60, 
nays 67. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole oh the state of 
the Union. Ayes 58 

The yeas and nays were called for, but refused 
by the House. 

Mr. BAYLY moved an adjournment of the 
House. Agreed to. 

And the House accordingly adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 14, 1848. 


Mr. DIX presented a petition from Daniel G. 
Garnsey, an officer in the late war with Great ` 
Britain, asking compensation for military services; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. E 7 

Mr. FELCH presented a petition from citizens 
of Michigan, asking that Mount Vernon may be 
purchased by the General Government; which was 
referred.to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BENTON desired to submit a joint resolu- 
tion, and asked the unanimous consent of the 
Senate, intimating his intention to call it up for 
consideration to-morrow, after it had been printed. 
The consent having been granted, Mr. B. submit- 
ted— 

A JOINT RESOLUTION to regulate the discharge and 
payment of the temporary troops returning from the Mex- 
ican war. 

Be it resolved, §&c., That, on the restoration of peace with 
Mexico, by a treaty of peace duly ratified and proclaimed, 
all the military forces of the United States, whether volun- 
teers, regulars, or the marine corps, who by law or the terms 
of their engagements, are to be discharged at the close of 
the war, shall, under the direction uf the President of the 
United States, be transported or marched, with the least 
practicable delay, to such posts or places in the United States 
as may be least expensive, and may be most convenient to 
the troops; and at such places they shall be discharged from 
the service of the United States; and that, until they shall 
respectively reach such places and be discharged, the offi- 
cers and men shall be considered, paid, and treated as in the 
service of the United States, in the same manner as if the 
war had not closed. 


The resolution was read twice and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on 
Finance, reported House bill making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post Office Department 
for the year-ending June 30, 1849, with an amend- 
ment. The amendment consists of striking out 
$540,000, and inserting $495,000, and also inserting 
‘‘ for transportation of the mail between Charles- 
ton, South Carolina, and Havana, under the con- 
tract made with M. C. Mordecai, $45,0U0.”’ 

Also, from the same committee, House bill 
making ap gol erase ad the payment of revolu- 
tionary and other pensions of the United States for 
the year ending June 30, 1849, without amend- 
ment. 

Also, from the same committee, asking to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
memorial of John Golden in relation to his dis- 
coveries in finance. 
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Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported the following House bills without 
amendment: 

An act for the relief of Philip J. Fontain. 

An act for the relief of the owners of the Span- 
ish brig Restaurador. 

Mr. BADGER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported House bill for the relief of Robert 
Ramsay, without amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON „Of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported the following House 
bills, without amendment: 

An act for the relief of Artemas Conant. 

An act for the relief of Jesse Washington Jack- 
son. 

An act for the relief of Nathaniel Sheftett. 

An act for the relief of Hugh Riddle. 

Mr. JOHNSON also, from the same committee, 
asked to be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of House*bill for the relief of William Tee, of 
Portsmouth, Virginia, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSON also, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports on House bills for the relief 
of Sarah Wood and for the relief of Daniel H. 
Warren. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported back, with an amendment, 
the following bill: ‘An act to provide for the pay- 
ment of horses and other propery lost or destroyed 
in the military service of the United States,” ap- 
proved 18th January, 1827, and the acts approved 
14th February, 1837, and August 23, 1842, amend- 
atory of the same. 

Mr. B. asked that the bill might be considered 
at once, which was agreed to; and, after the amend- 
` ment was explained, it was agreed to, and the bill 
read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported the joint resolution from the 
House providing for the payment of the Texas 
troops called out by order of Colonel Curtis, with 
an amendment. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, the bill and amend- 
ment were considered in Committee of the Whole, 
and, after having been explained, the amendment 
was agreed to, and the bill was read a third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made an adverse report on the bill for the 
relief of John R. Bryan. 

Mr. BADGER called up the following resolution 
for consideration: 

Hesolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 
—— copies of Executive docuinent No. 60 of the House of 
Representatives of the present session, for the use of the 
Senate, without the Mexican war correspondence. 

Mr. B. moved to fill the blank with 10,000 copies. 

Mr. NILES inquired as to the extent of the 
correspondence embraced in this document. 

Mr. WESTCOTT and Mr. MANGUM said a 
few words, which were almost entirely inaudible 
in the gallery. They were understood to sta'e 
that the whole of the correspondence, excepting 
such as had been communicated in Executive ses- 
sion, was contained in it. 

With the consent of Mr. BADGER, the resolu- 
tion was laid over by common consent. 

Mr. BREESE called for the special order, being 
the bill to establish a ‘Territorial Government in 
Oregon? 

Mr. ATHERTON inquired if the Indian appro- 
priation bill had not the precedence? 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. decided that it had. 

Mr. BREESE then moved to postpone the con- 
sideration of the Indian appropriation bill, or to 
pass it by. 

Mr. ATHERTON expressed the hope that the 
bill would not be passed by, but that an hour 
would be appropriated to its consideràtion. 

Mr. DAYTON hoped the Senate would first 
dispose of the Indian appropriation bill, which at 
present blocked up the way. 


Mr. BREESE suggested that the Indian appro-. 


priation bill might occupy the Senate a day, or 
perhaps a week. The subject of the special order 
had been brought to the attention of the Senate by 
a message from the President of the United States, 
and he hoped it would be taken up. 

The question was then taken by ayes and noes, 
and decided in the negative: Ayes 14, noes 19. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. WESTCOTT, 
yesterday, instructing the Committee on Patents 
to inquire into the propriety of paying Mr. Fleisch- 


“correctness. 


mann for certain work prepared by him, was con- 
sidered and agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILE. 


On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the Indian appro- 
priation bill, the amendment pending being that 
offered by Mr. Beut in relation to the Cherokee 
Indians. | ° 

Mr. BELL went again into an explanation of 
the grounds on which his amendment was intro- 
duced, reiterating the history of the treaty of New 
Echota, by which five millions was stipulated to 
be paid to the Cherokees for these lands. The 
Senate afterwards determined that the cost of re- 
moval should not be deducted from the five mil- 
lions. The Cherokees residing in North Carolina 
became dissatisfied, because, although equally en- 
titled with the treaty party, they had not received 
their quota of the amount of the appropriation for 
removal and subsistence, amounting to $53 33 


each. The North Carolina Indians were no par- 


ties to the treaty, yet their land was sold from 
them, and they were compelled to purchase other 
lands of the Government at the minimum price. 
The treaty gave them a right to what they claim, 
although they refuSed to remove to west of the 
Mississippi. He read extracts from the treaty 


‘and from other documents, which he relied on as 


sustaining the claim. The instructions of the Uni- 
ted States Government to the commissioners were 
also quoted to the same effect. When the North 
Carolina Indians asked the commissioner why he 
had ceded away their country, and whether they 
were to be entitled to the same advantages as those 
who had agreed to the treaty, he replied that such 
was his construction of the treaty. The vote on 
the ratification of the treaty was very close in the 
Senate. If the construction of the Senator from 
New Hampshire and of the Executive be the cor- 
rect one, the North Carolina Cherokees have lost 
the whole of their lands, and are not to receivea 
cent for them. By making an additional appro- 
priation for the cost of removal and subsistence, 
the Government of the United States admitted that 
this expense was not to be taken out of the five 
millions Indian fund. In addition to this, the Gov- 
ernment had pledged itself, two years after the rat- 
ification of the treaty, to pay the whole expenses 
of removal and subsistence. In every view, the 
claim was equitable, and there was no fund out of 
which it could be paid. 

Mr. MANGUM considered the argument and 
exposition of the Senator from Tennessee so con- 
clusive, as to require no additional support. He 
appealed to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
CaLHoun] as to the difficulty with which this In- 
dian treaty was ratified. He stated that the vote 
on the ratification was 30 to 15, exactly one ma- 
jority in the constitutional construction. He had 
been induced to give his vote for the ratification, 
which he did very reluctantly, knowing before- 
hand that it could not be ratified without his vote, 
and he could have never given his vote for it, had 
he not been satisfied that the true construction was 
that which has been given by the Senator from 
Tennessee. a 

Mr. CALHOUN recollected the circumstances 
attending the ratification of the treaty generally, 
although he did not remember the particular inci- 
dent alluded to by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina. But he had not the least doubt of its entire 
He had never regarded the treaty as 
a treaty at all. He thought the North Carolina 
Indians had fared very badly. He had been at one 
time opposed to this claim; but the investigation 
he had made had much weakened this impression. 
Sull, he required more light before he could finally 
make up his mind. 

Mr. MANGUM said the statement of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina was perfectly accurate. 
He had himself felt assured that it was no treaty 
at all, and he had voted for it to save the Chero- 
kees from the sword of Georgia. 

Mr. BERRIEN. ‘ Swofd of Georgia! What 
sword? | 

Mr. MANGUM. He meant simply that Geor- 
gia was determined to have the land, and this he 
had intended when he used the expression. 

Mr. BERRIEN said that Georgia looked to the 
United States, regarding herself as entitled to the 
lands by cession from the United States. As to 
waging war &gainst the poor defenceless Indians, 
Georgia never had such an intention. . 


Mr. ATHERTON made some remarks in reply 
to what had been said by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, contending that it was designed that the 
cost of the removal and subsistence should be taken 
out of the five millions fund. He expressed his read- 
iness to do justice to these North Carolina Indians, 
provided that the subject was introduced in a sep- 
arate bill. If he could then discover that the claim 
was just, according to his views, and if these In- 
dians had beéh badly treated, he should be disposed 
to vote for it. He desired this clatm to be kept 
out of the bill, because there was a question involv- 
ing the claim pending, which would have to be 
gone into shortly. The other portion of the Cher- 
okees have a memorial before the Senate, praying 
that the whole cost of removal and subsistence 
should be paid out of the United States treasury, 
and not out of the Indian fund. | 

Mr. HALE wished his colleague to say whether 
the Indian lands had been sold by the United States 
for above half a million, and what portion of this 
had been paid to the Cherokees? 

ae ATHERTON was not sufficiently informed 
to reply. | 

Mr. HALE had understood that the Cherokees 
had not received a dollar. 

Mr. MANGUM. Nota dollar. 

Mr. BUTLER wished to know how the Cher- 
okees in North Carolina were connected with the 
Georgia Indians? 

Mr. BELL replied that they belonged to the 
same tribe of Indians. He stated that the treaty 
party denied the right of the North Carolina In- 
dians to any portion of the sum appropriated for 
the removal and subsistence of the Cherokees. 

Mr. NILES said the great question before the 
Senate, when the treaty was under consideration, 
was as to the manner In which it was negotiated. 
His opinion, and, he believed, the general sense of 
the Senate, as to the amount given for the lands, 
was that the appropriation was very ample, both 
for the lands and the cost of removal and subsist- 
ence. But it seems this has been expended in the 
cost of removing and subsisting those who were 
willing to go; so that they who remain get nothing 
for their improvements, while those who have 
gone have homes in the West. He thought it just, 
then, that these North Carolina Indians should be 
paa Again: these North Carolina Indians had 

een no party to the treaty; and«if they had re- 
ceived no advantage from it, he thought they had 
a strong claim on the Government. He did not, 
however, regard this as the best form in which the 
appropriation should be made. 

Mr. ATHERTON said that the North Carolina 
Cherokees were receiving the same as other ln- 
dians who remove from other States. If they had 
been deluded, he was willing to pay them, but not 
in tbis form. These lndians have been paid for 
their improvements. 

Mr. BERRIEN asked if the Senator from New 
Hampshire knew that these North Carolina In- 
dians had received any payments ? 

Mr. ATHERTON had so understood-it. 

Mr. MANGUM said some of the North Caro- 
lina Indians had received payment for improve- 
ments. 

The debate was still continued by Mr. BER- 
RIEN, Mr. ATHERTON, Mr. BUTLER, and 
Mr. WEBSTER; when— 

The question was taken, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Benton, Berrien 
Borland, Butler, Corwin, Downs, Greene, Hale, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Lewis, Mangum, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Rusk, 
Spruance, Underwood, Upham, and Webster—22. 

AYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bradbury, Breese, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Felch, Hamlin, Hunter, 
Johnson of Georgia, Mason, Sebastian, Sturgeon, Turney, 
Westcott, and Yulee—17. 

Mr. RUSK submitted the following amendment: 


Be it further enacted, That the President of the United 
States be, and he is hereby authorized, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, to appoint one Superintend- 
ent of Indian Affairs and such number of sub-agents as he 
may deem proper, not exceeding four, for the Indians re- 
siding in the State of Texas, and that the sum of ten thou- 
sand dollars be, and the same is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the payment of the salaries of said officers, and to enable 
the President to comply with the treaty entered into by the 
United States with said Indians. 


Mr. RUSK explained his object, which was to 
restrain the vagrant Creeks and Cherokees which 
were committing outrages on the citizens of Texas. 
The United States were bound to protect the citi- 
zens of Texas against the incursions of Indians. 
Texas suffered no injuries from the Camanches. 


1848. . 


The only Indians who committed hostilities against 
the. Texans were those of the United States. The 
Caddos, Kickapoos, Shawnees, Creeks, Chero- 
kees, Choctaws, and others, are constantly depre- 
dating on the citizens of Texas. He had once, at 
the head of a military force, pursued the Indians 
over the boundary to Shreveport, in the State of 
Louisiana, where he took the Indians, deprived 
them of their arms, and took an engagement from 
the United States agent there, that they should not 
return to Texas. For this he was denounced by 
the Governor of Louisiana, &c.; but these were 
United States Indians, and he considered himself 
justified in his course. 

Mr. BELL made some objection on the ground 
of the want of authority on the part of the Govern- 
ment of the United States to interfere with the In- 
dians and white settlers on the borders of Texas. 
There is no fixed boundary between the Indians 
and the Texans. It would be necessary to have 
the assent of Texas. 

Mr. ATCHISON informed the Senator from 
Texas that the subject embraced in his amendment 
had already attracted the attention of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and would not be neglected. 
The committee knew well the difficulties of the 
situation in which Texas was placed, and was 
disposed to give proper consideration tothem. He 
hoped the amendment would not now be pressed. 

After a few words from Mr. WESTCOTT, the 
question was taken, and decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Borland, Bradbury, Calhoun, 
Davis of Mississippi, Felch, Hamlin, Mangum, Rusk, Sebas- 
tian, Sturgeon, Turney, and Westcott—13. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bell, Ber- 
rien, Butler, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dick- 
inson, Dix, Duwns, Greene, Hale, Hunter, Johnson of Ga. 
tt alt eer: Niles, Pearce, Spruance, Underwood, and 

ulee—23. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN desired a postponement of 
the bill until to-morrow, in order that he might 
submit an amendment which he intended to offer. 

The suggestion was acquiesced in by Mr. ATH- 
ERTON. 


Mr. MANGUM submitted the following: 


Ordered, That 20,000 copies of the proceedings of the Sen- 
ate in Executive session on the treaty with Mexico, and of 
the documents from which the injunction of secrecy has 
been removed by the resolutions of the Senate of the 3lst 
May and the 2d instant, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


A resolution was submitted that the daily hour 
of meeting of the Senate shall be at 11, a. m., until 
otherwise ordered. Lies over. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business, and, after a short time spent 
therein, the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, June 15, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 


Mr. BURT asked the House by general consent 
to take up the joint resolution providing for the 
payment of the regiment of ‘Texas mounted troops 
called into the service of the United States under 
the requisition of Colonel Curtis, in the year 1847, 
and for other purposes, which was returned from 
the Senate with amendments. 

No objection being made— 

Mr. BURT explained that the only amendment 
of substance made by the Senate provided simply 
that this regiment of Texas mounted troops should 
receive the usual pay and allowances from the 
time they left their homes respectively until they 
arrived at San Antonio, the rendezvous, and from 
San Antonio to their homes respectively after they 
were discharged. The other amendments were 
purely verbal. He trusted the House would at 
once concur in the amendments of the Senate. 

After a few words of conversation between Mr. 
JONES, of Tennessee, and Mr. BURT— 

The question was taken, and the amendments 
of the Senate were concurred in, and thus the joint 
resolution is finally passed. 


Mr. HOLMES, of New York, asked leave to 
introduce the following bill: 


A BILL to alter and establish the compensation for mileage 
to Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

Be it enacted, §c., That, instead of the pay now allowed by 
law to Senators and Representatives in Congress for travel, 
there shall be allowed each member one dollar for every hour 
actually and necessarily spent in travelling on the most usu- 
ally traveled route to and from their respective places of 
residence, together with the usual] and ordinary travelling 
expenses. 
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Mr. WENTWORTH objected, and the bill was 
not received. 


Mr. STROHM called up the report made by 
himself some days ago from the Committee on 
Public Expenditures. He said this was the day 
by which the minority of the committee had stated 
they would be prepared with their minority report, 
and he hoped, therefore, there would be no abjec- 
tion to the printing of the report. 

Some conversation ensued, in which Mr. BED- 
INGER stated that the minority were not read 
with their report, bat would be on Monday, and, 
at the suggestion of Mr. McKAY, by general con- 
sent the subject was passed over informally. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR NAVAL SERVICE. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, on the bill making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year ending 
June . 1849, (Mr. Tuompson, of Indiana, in the 
chair. 

The CHAIR stated that the pending question 
was on the amendment offered yesterday by Mr. 
Wuite, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
contract with some suitable person for the masonry 
or other parts of the construction of a dry dock at 
Brooklyn, New York. 

The Chair ruled this amendment out of order, it 
being substantially the same moved and decided 
on a previous stage of action on the bill by the 
committee. 

Mr: BAYLY then offered the following, as an 
amendment to section 2: 


And be it further enacted, That the restriction established 
by the fourth section of the act approved March 3d, 1845, 
whereby no more than one hundred and eighty passed mid- 
shipmen, and those senior in rank, shall at the same time 
receive the pay fixed by law for that class of officers, be 
suspended in its operation from the passage of this act until 
the class of 1841 and 1842 shall have been examined, and 
the relative rank established among those who shal] pass 
their examination. 


Mr. POLLOCK moved to amend the amend- 
ment by adding as follows : 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so 
construed as to authorize a greater number than one hun- 
dred and eighty to receive the pay of passed midshipmen. 

After some explanations of his amendment, in 
the course of which he objected to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Virginia as a removal of all 
restrictions on the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. P. 
withdrew hisamendment. It was, however, sub- 
sequently renewed. 

ome conversation ensued between Mr. Mc- 
LANE, Mr. BAYLY, and others, in the course 
of which it was stated that the act of 1845 limited 
the number of passed midshipmen to one hundred 
and eighty, below which number the passed mid- 
shipmen now in the service were reduced; and, as 
the class of midshipmen of 1841 and 1842 had not 
all been examined, their relative rank was not fixed, 
and hence the Secretary was unable to supply the 
vacancies from amongst them. To relieve him 
from this difficulty, Mr. Bayxy offered his amend- 
ment; but, to’ prevent an ultimate increase of the 
number of passed midshipmen, Mr. PoLLocK pro- 
posed his proviso as an amendment to the amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY now proposed to withdraw his 
amendment. 

p The CHAIR decided that he had no power to 

o SO. 

Mr. McLANE moved further to amend by add- 
ing the following : 

And that the Secretary of the Navy, immediately after 
the examination of the present year, shall assign rank to 
those who have been examined, so that the number one 
hundred and eighty may be ascertained, without prejudice 
to those of the same date who may be examined hereafter. 

Mr. McLANE briefly advocated his amend- 
ment, on the ground that the provisions of the law 
which required the number of passed midshipmen 
receiving pay to be limited to one hundred and 
eighty, could not be complied with until the rank 
of those to be examined could be ascertained; if 
the amendment should take effect and result in 
completing the number, while some were still ab- 
sent on distant cruises, and could not be examined 
during the present year, still no injustice would 
ultimately be done, because on their return they 
could be examined next year, and those who were 
entitled to full pay as passed midshipmen would 
then get what they were entitled to receive. 

The question being put, the amd&dment pro- 
posed by Mr. McLane was rejected. 
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The question then recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. Barty, as amended by Mr. PoLLocg, it 
was negatived. 

Mr. T. BUTLER KING offered the following 
Paen to come in as a new section of the 

ill: . 

And be it further enacted, That, for preparing for publica- 
tion, from the observations made at the National Observa- 
tory, the American Nautical Almanac, to be calculated for 
the meridian of Washington, six theusand dollars, including 
fifteen hundred dollars for the pay of the superintendent of 
the same, in addition to the pay of a lieutenant in the navy, 
be, and the same is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the treasury not otherwise appropriated : Provid d, Said 
superintendent shall be either a captain, commander, or 
lieutenant in the navy of the United States: And provided 
further, That the Secretary of the Navy shal) cause copies 
of this work to be sold at the cost of publication, with the 
addition of ten per cent. 

Mr. COBB inquired whether there was any ex- 
isting law to authorize this expenditure? 

Mr. KING replying in the negative— 

Mr. COBB read the rule prohibiting the inser- 
tion in appropriation bills of anything not autho- 
rized by previous law, &c. 

The CHAIR explained, that although his per- 
sonal opinion coincided perfectly with that of the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Coss,]} yet, on ex- 
aming the precedents, he found that matters for- 
bidden by the rule had so often been admitted and 
inserted by votes of the House, that he had felt 
himself constrained to bow to the decisions of the 
House rather than follow his own judgment. He 
therefore ruled the amendment to be in order. 

From this decision Mr. Cobb took an appeal. | 

Mr. McCLELLAND supported the appeal. 
The precedents to which the Chair referred had 
been admitted when no objection had been made; 
but whenever the items were opposed under the 
rule, the authority of the rule had been always 
recognized and submitted to. 

The Chair again stated, that in his opinion, va- 
rious amendments which had been inserted were 
all out of order; but as the authorities were the 
other way, he had admitted them to be in order; 
and on that ground he made a similar decision 
in the present case, and decided the amendment of 
the gentleman from Georgia, the chairman%f the 
Naval Committee, [Mr. K1ne,] to be in order. 

The question being taken on a count by tellers, 
the decision of the Chair (which had yesterday 
been affirmed) was now reversed, and so Mr. ` 
Kine’s amendment was ruled out of order. 

Mr. KING then moved an amendment making 
provision for the naval school at Annapolis. 

Mr. COBB urged the same objection; but 

Mr. KING explaining that these appropriations 
were for a achool already established by hi 

The CHAIR ruled them to be in order. 

Mr. SCHENCK proposed an amendment, that 
he might offer some remarks. He went on to say 
that the committee presented a singular spectacle. 
Here was an attempt by one part of the House to 
assume to itself all the power of the body. In this 
case the particular items now proposed to be in- 
serted had been omitted to be sent to the Naval 
Committee in time for insertion in the original bill, 
because it was known that the committee were 
fully aware that they were necessary, and were 
well acquainted with the whole subject of this naval 
schoo]. They were now moved by order of the 
Naval Committee of the House, and, in conformity 
to all usage and precedent, were strictly in order, 
and ought to be admitted. Mr. S. supported this. 
position by quoting numerous precedents from the 
naval bill of last year, nearly one-half of which, he 
said, had been made up of just such amendments 
as were now so vehemently opposed. In fact, this 
very naval school was itself authorized and estab- 
lished under an amendment in the naval appropria- 
tion bill. 

Having quoted various items which had been in- 
serted, Mr. S. withdrew his motion to amend. 

Mr. COBB having renewed it, replied. The 
gentleman from Ohio seemed to think that Mr. C.’s 
opposition to the amendment proposed by the 
chairman of the Naval Committee involved dis- 
respect to the committee, but the fact was not 80; 
there was none intended or fairly deducible from 
the objections he had urged from the rules of the 
House. The chairman of the committee himself 
[Mr. Kine] did not so consider the matter; and 
Mr. C. should continue to insist on his point of 
order, and endeavor to protect the appropriation 
bills from being loaded down with irrelevant and 
improper amendments prohibited by the rules of 
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the House. The purpose and sole end of an ap- 
propriation bill wus to draw money from the treas- 
ury to pay for objects authorized Ly existing laws. 
This was ite sole legitimate purpose. But if all 
matters of general legislation were in order as 
amendments, there need be no other bills intro- 
duced, because the whole legislation of Congress 
might be carried on by inserting, one after another, 
all laws in an appropriation bill. If the doctrine 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scuenck] was 
sound, what could be out of order in the bill now 
under consideration? The committee at that rate 
might insert in this naval appropriation bill all the 
rivate bills on the calendar, all pending bills for 
internal improvements, and everything else which 
‘the public service might be deemed to require. 
Where was it to end? 

Mr. C. was for adhering to the theory of the 
rule, and keeping out of these bills everything but 
the simple appropriation of money for. objects 
‘already sanctioned by law. If the Naval Com- 
mittee, and the Military Committee, and the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and all the other standing com- 
mittees of the House might propose their several 
amendments, including all the business referred to 
them, and all were to be admitted as in order, the 
House wanted but this one bill to cover all the 
business of the session. Where were they now? 
Near the close of the session, and the first appro- 
priation bill not yet passed; while days on days 
were wasted in discussing amendments in the face 
of the rules of the House. Gentlemen talked about 
precedents, but precedents were of nv force when 
they went to overturn the order of business, and 
abrogate the rules of order. Mr. C. withdrew his 
amendment. 

Mr. WENTWORTH renewed it— 

When Mr. SAWYER rose to order, contending 
that this practice of making motions to amend, 
merely for the purpose of getting in five minutes’ 
speeches, under the new rule, and then withdraw- 
ing them, was a clear violation of the spirit of the 
rule, and ought to be put a stop to. 

The CHAIR observed, that the rules of the 
House were certainly liable to abuse if members 
chose to abuse them. But unless a member avowed 
that he offered an amendment merely as a pretext 
to make a speech, the Chair could not rule his 
amendment out of order, if the amendment itself 
came within the rules, because every member had a 
right to propose an amendment, and to speak in 
support of it for the space of five minutes; but the 
Chair waz not disposed to countenance the abuse 
alluded to. 

Mr. WENTWORTH inquired whether it 
would be in order for him to reply to the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Coss) in the same strain 
in which he had made his remarks? 

The CHAIR replied that it would not; gentle- 
men must confine themselves to explaining and 
supporting the amendments which they should 
move. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend by inserting 
“and one additional magazine,’’ and he was then 
going on to speak of the improper attempt to con- 
trol the right of offering amendments— 

When the CHAIR called him to order for irrele- 
vancy. 

A desultory and somewhat refractory discussion 
now took place between Mr. SCHENCK and the 
CHAIR, which ended in Mr. 8.’s giving notice to 
the House that he should certainly, if not now, at 
some future ume, fully express his opinion of the 
attempt on the part of one portion of the House to 
absorb everything, and confine it within the con- 
trol of one committee alone. 

The CHAIR called Mr. Scuenck to order. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Well, I give notice of suc 
a speech. [A laugh.] - 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, claimed to retain the 
floor; and having briefly urged the propriety of his 
amendment for the naval school— 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
„was agreed to: Ayes 81, noes 48. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved the following as 
an additional section: 

Be it further enacted, That, in making purchases of shoes 
aud pumps for the use ofthe navy, the Secretary of.the Navy 
be, and hereby is, authorized to purchase of those articles 
manufactured at the United States penitentiary in the Dis- 
tiict of Columbia, not exceeding five thousand pairs per an- 
num; provided they shall be of suitable quality, and fur- 


mished at as low a rate as the contractor fur the time being 
shali have stipulated to furpish the said articles respectively | 


=e 


The amendment was ruled out of order. l |! 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved the following as 
an additional section at the end of the bill: 


Be it further enacted, That, in execution of the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1847, making appropriations for the naval 
service, &c., directing, among other things, the construction 
of floating dry docks atthe navy-yards at Puiladelphia, Pen- 
sacola, and Kittery, and in pursuance of the reports in favor 
of the two plans hereinafter named as best adapted to naval 
purposes, made by a boaid of officers appointed to examine 
all the plans, and by the Bureau of Yards and Docks, the 
Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed forthwith to enter 
into a contract with Samuel D. Dakin and Rutherturd Mvody 
for the complete construction, Within a reasonable time from 
the date of the contract, of a sectional floating dry dock, 
basin, and railways at the navy-yard at Pniladelpuia, accord- 
ing to the plan and specifications subinitted by them to the 
Navy Department; and alko to enter into a contract with 
John S. Gilbert and Zeno Secor for the complete cunstruc- 
tion, within a reasonable time from the date of the coutract, 
of a balance floating dry dock, basin, and railways at the 
navy-yard at Pensacola, according to the plans and specifi- 
cations submitted by them tothe Navy Departinent; and 
also to enter into a contract with one or the other of the 
respective parties above named, for the complete construc- 
tion, withiu a reasonable time from the date of the contract, 
at the navy-yard at Kittery, of a floating dry dock, basin, 
and railways, upon either of the above-named plans that the 
said S:cretary may preier as best adapted to said yard ; the 
said works at each yard to be of the largest dimensions pro- 
posed in said pians and specifications: Pr.vided, That in 
each case such contract can be made at such prices as shall 
not exceed by two per cent. the prices which have been sub- 
mitted by either of the said propsivtors to the Navy Depart- 
ment for a floating dry dock on either of said plans, and tor 
the basin and railways of the dimensions aforesaid, at any 
of the said navy-yards: And provided further, That the said 
Secretary shall also, by further contract with said parties, 
enlarge the dimensions of said wuiks at each yard to a 
capacity sufficient for docking war-steamers of the largest 
class, at least three hundred and fifty feet in length, if the 
dimensions above-mentioned should not be found adequate 
tor that purpose. 

Be it further enacted, That the sum of four hundred thou- 
sand dollars is hereby appropriated towards said works trom 
any money in the treasury not otherwise appropriated ; 
which suin, together with the sums that remain unexpended 
of the appropriation made by said act of March 3, 1847, for 
floating dry docks at the three navy-yards afore:aid, shall 
be applied towards the payments to be provided forin the 
said contracts, and be equally divided hetween the said con- 
tracts for the said works at the three navy-yards aforesaid, 


Mr. K. said it would be recollected by the com- 
mittee that the House passed, at the last session of 
Congress, an amendment to the navy appropriation 
bill of $350,000 for the construction of dry docks 
at Pensacola, Kittery, and Philadelphia. The 
Secretary, however, had not been authorized to go 
on and contract for their construction, and this 
authority it was now proposed to give, and also 
to appropriate $400,000 in addition to the appro- 
priation of last session, with which a very large 
amount of materials had been purchased. ‘The 
estimates sent in by the patentees for these docks 
were quite reasonable. 

He would not attempt to enter into a discussion 
of the merits of these floating docks. The subject 
had been much discussed, and he supposed all the 
members were familiar with it. lt was a fact, 
however, that we had not nowa single stone dock of 
sufficient length and capacity to take in steamers 
of the largest class; and the dock now building in 
New York would barely receive the large steamers 
constructing in that city for the mail service; and 
if Mr. Collins had made his steamer three hundred 
feet keel, the dock now constructing there, at an 
expense of a million and a half of dollars, would 
not have received it. He referred to the destitu- 
tion of docks at the places sought to be provided 
for, and to their, great importance there, especially 


in time of war; and glanced at the superiority of 


these sectional floating docks with railway base- 
ments, which were so made as to be capable of 
being enlarged so as to hold vessels of any size. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, moved to amend 
the amendment by adding: ‘* Provided, in the 
opinion of the Secretary of the Navy, it ought to 
be done.” Rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. Kine was then agreed 
to. 
Mr. KING moved another amendment to add 
at the end of the bill as follows: 


Be tt further enxcted, That, immediately after the pas- 
sage of this act, it shail be the duty of the Sccretary of the 
‘Navy to advertise, in the manner prescribed by law, for pro- 
posals for the transportation of the United States mail from 
Philadelphia, New York, or Boston, to Havre, in France, in 
steamships of not Jess than twenty-four hundred tons bur- 
den each, and suitable in all respects to be converted, in the 
shartest possible tume and at the least practicable cost, into 
war-steainers of the first class; the proposals to state the 
speed of said steamers per hour, and to embrace a pe- 
riod of ten years’ service; one ship p:r annum to be fur- 
nished during the first five years, aud as many trips to be 
performed as the number of ships will admit of, and not 
Jess than two.grips per month each way to be made during 
the last five Years. It shall also be the duty of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy tq advertise, in like manner, fos similar 


proposals for the transportation of the United States mail 
from either of the above ports in the United States to 
Autwerp, in Belgium, to extend to the port of Giuichstadt, 
atthe mouth of the Elbe, during those months of the year 
that the navigation of the North Sea may be considered safe. 
All said propusals to be retured to this House at its next ses- 
sion; and the suin of one hundred dollars be, and the same 
is hereby, appropriated to defray the expenses of this adver- 
tsement. 

Be it further enacted, That, until said proposals shall 
have been recrived and acted on by this House, the Secre- 
tary of the Navy may contract with Captain Charles H. 
Marshall and his associates for the transportation of the 
United States mail trom New York to Havre, in their steam 
ship the “ United Statea,’? once a month each way; provided 
the sum to be paid shall not exceed the price authorized by 
law to be paid, pro ruta for each ship to be employed, to 
E. K. Collins and his associates for the transportation of the 
United Sites mail from New York to Liverpool; said ship 
to be commanded by an officer of the navy not below the 
grade of lieutenant, and to receive four passed midshipmen 
on board as watch officers, who shall be suitably accommo- 
dated without charge to the Government; said officers to 
be selected by the owner or owners of said ship with the 
consent of the Secretary of the Navy. 


The amendment was ruled out of order. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved an 
amendment having for its object the commutation 
of the spirit rations in the navy, but in different 
form from his amendment offered yesterday. He 


referred to the action of Congress on this subject 


last year—to the precisely similar amendment which 
then passed the House, giving six cents commuta- 
tion; to its passage in the Senate, through the 
committee and through that body, with an addi- 
tional clause appropriating a sum for these com- 
mutations, which was referred to the Committee of 
Conference of the two Houses, on which his friend 
from North Carolina [Mr. McKay] had succeeded 
in recommending a reduction of the commutation 
to three cents, which was finally agreed to by both 
Houses. He proceeded to argue that the larger 
commutation would operate as a more powerful 
inducement to the sailors, and would be sufficient 
to bring most of them voluntarily to abandon the 
use of spirits. He caused a letter to be read from 
Dr. Smith, and referred to the testimony of other 
physicians in the navy in regard to the reduction 
of crimes in consequence of the discontinuance of 
the use of liquors. He had also conversed witha 
large number of navy officers, not one of whom 
expressed an unfavorable opinion to this amend- 
ment. i 

Mr. MURPHY moved to amend the amendment 
by appropriating $150,000 for the commutations. 
He said it was useless to adopt the amendment | 
unless they provided the means to pay the com- 
mutations. ‘There were 8,500 sailors in the naval 
service, whose rations: cost one cent.; it was now 
proposed to commute by giving them six cents; 
this would of course increase the expense to the 
Government five cents per day for each man. 

Mr. ROCK WELL said that the appropriation 
now made was for three cents. 

Mr. MURPHY (continuing) said that five cents 
each for 8,500 seamen would amount to something 
more than $150,000; and if gentlemen were desi- 
rous to vote for the commutation, they must, as a 
matter of course, appropriate to meet it. He was 
sorry the amendment had not gone further. He 
thought three-fourths of the flogging in the navy 
resulted not from drunken men, but from drunken 
officers; they went to their private stores, became 
excited, and came out and imagined all kinds of 
insults; and this fact was confirmed by observation 
—the greater or less frequency of flogging on dif- 
ferent vessels being apportioned to the more or less 
temperate character of their officers. 

The amendment of Mr. Murpny to the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

r. SA W YER moved to amend the amendment 
by adding a provision that corporal punishment be 
abolished in the navy. Ruled out of order. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved an amendment as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment of Mr. RockweE 1, pro- 
viding that hereafter the amount of the money com- 
mutations allowed by law in lieu of spirit rations 
be increased to six cents, 

Mr. ROCKWELL accepted this, and modified 
his amendment accordingly. 

The amendment was then agreed to: Ayes 81, 
noes 39. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, offered an 
amendment, the provisions of which he explained 
to be these: passed midshipmen now received $750; 
when promoted to masters they received $1,200; if 
a lieutenant on board died, the master was obliged 
toact in his place, and, instead of getting his $1,200, 
dropped down to $750, while the junior midship- 
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man got the $1,200. This amendment was to allow 
the senior midshipman while acting as lieutenant 
to continue to receive the higher salary.’ It was 
just, and he hoped would be adopted. 

After a few words from Mr. SCHENCK, (on 
an amendment moved and withdrawn,) Mr. 
Brown’s amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CABELL moved an amendment as an ad- 
ditional section, authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to make ar agreement with the assignees of 
the contract with A. G. Sloo for the transportation 
of the United States mail from New York to New 
Orleans, to touch, going and returning from port 
to port, at Key West, or to convey the mail ina 
small steamer, to be commanded by an officer of 
the United States navy from Key West to Havana. 

He briefly presented the importance of mail 
facilities, not only to the inhabitants of the island 
of Key West, but to all parts of the country hav- 
ing communication with it, and urged the adoption 
of the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SCHENCK again submitted an amend- 
ment, which was ruled out of order yesteglay. 
to provide for the indemnification of officers and 
seamen for losses sustained by the wrecking of 
certain vessels. 

The CHAIR decided it to be out of order. 

Mr. SCHENCK appealed, but the decision of 
the Chair was sustained by the committee. 

Mr. SCHENCK submitted an amendment to 
fix the commencement of the graduated pay of 
surgeons in the navy at the time they enter into 
the service, and not at the date of their appoint- 
ment. Agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY moved an amendment to require 
the Secretary of the Navy to report annually the 
number of floggings in the service. He said it 
was alleged that such a system existed in the navy, 
and it was proper that the facts should be put upon 
record for the guidance of the House, that here- 
after it might legislate understandingly on that 
subject. | 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment out 
of order, but upon appeal taken by Mr. McKay, 
the decision was reversed, and the amendment 
decided in order by the House. 

After some observations by Mr. SCHENCK, 
the amendment was agreed to. f 

Mr. DUNCAN offered an amendment for the 
. appropriation of $49,400 for the removal of a dam 
in the Ohio river, which he specified. 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order. 

Mr. DUNCAN appealed, but the Chair was 
sustained. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the committee 
rose and reported the bill and amendments to the 
House; and Mr. V. moved the previous question 
thereon, which was sustained by the House. 

The first amendment to which objection was 
made was that which proposed an appropriation of 
$5,000 for making astronomical observations in 
Chili, South America. 

Mr. SAWYER called for the yeas and nays 
thereon, which were ordered; and resulted—yeas 

105, nays 65. 
© Mr. McKAY called for the yeas and nays on 
the next amendment, which proposed an appropri- 
ation for lines of steamships to carry the Un'ted 
States mail from New York to Liverpool, New 
York to New Orleans, Panama to Astoria, &c. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted thus—yeas 118, nays 57. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment objected to was the one 
appropriating $2,000 for taking meteorological ob- 
servations, on which Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, 
asked a special vote; which was taken, and the 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL asked a separate vote on the 
amendment appropriating, for the completion of 
the marine hospitals at Pittsburg, Cleveland, and 
Louisville, $10,000 each; and for the commence- 
ment of marine hospitals at St. Louis, Paducah, 
Natchez, Napoleon,.and Chicago, on the sites 
owned by the United States, $10,000 each. 

The vote was taken by yeas and nays, and re- 
sulted—yeas 120, nays 41. So the amendment 
was concurred in. 

A separate vote was taken, by yeas and nays, 
on the amendment authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy, in further execution of the law of 1847, 
making appropriations for the naval service, to 
contract with Samuel D. Dakin and Rutherford 


Moody for the construction of a sectional floating 
dry dock, basin, and railways, at Philadelphia; 
and with John S. Gilbert and Zeno Secor for the 
construction of a sectional dry dock, basin, and 
railways, at Pensacola; and to contract with either 
of the above-named parties for a sectional or float- 
ing dry dock, basin, and railways, at Kittery, 
Maine, and resulted—yeas 117, nays 48. So the 
amendment was concurred tn. 

A separate vote was taken on the amendment 
allowing six cents per day to those seamen in the 
navy of the United States who may elect to re- 
ceive the same in lieu of the spirit ration now 
allowed; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to make an agreement with the assignees of 
A. G. Sloo for the transportation of the mail be- 
tween New York and New Orleans, to touch at 
Key West going and returning, or to convey the 
mail in a small steamer from Key West to Ha- 
vana, to be commanded by an officer of the navy, 
was voted on separately by yeas and nays, and 
was disagreed to—yeas 68, nays 78. 

The question was put on the other amendments 
of the Committee of the Whole, to which no ex- 
ception was taken, and they were severally agreed 
to. 

And the bill was then ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. VINTON moved to reconsider the vote 
ordering the engrossment of the bill. 

Mr. MURPHY moved to lay that motion on 
the table. Agreed to. 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware: A memorial signed by 
sundry citizens, praying for the establishment of a marine 
hospital at the Delaware Breakwater, Lewes, Di4aware. 

‘By Mr. GREEN: The petition for the relief of the heirs 
and legal representatives of Joseph Spencer, deceased, a 
captain in the revolutionary ariny. Also, the petition of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Colunel Joseph Crockett, 
deceased, praying relief. 

By Mr. GOTT - The petition of citizens of the county of 
Onondaga, New York, praying fora repeal of the act of 
Congress imposing postage upon newspapers within thirty 
miles of the place of publication. 

-By Mr. KELLOGG: The pvtition of Charles Stewart. 

By Mr. TALLMADGE: A memorial of Luther Bradish 
and others, members of the Historical Society of New York, 
urging upon Congress to purchase Mount Vernon. 
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IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, June 15, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair 
this morning, and Jaid before the Senate a report 
of the Secretary of War, made in compliance with 
a resolution of the 28th ultimo, calling for the 
number of Creek Indian warriors killed or wound- 
ed, or who -had died, while in the service of the 
United States during the war in Florida. 

[This document contains a muster-roll of the 
Indians, with the r names, some of whom were 
conspicuous in the Florida campaign. ] 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial from 

. H. Eaton, asking remuneration for a horse 
purchased from the United States which proved 
unsound; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

‘Mr. BUTLER presented a petition from citizens 
of Charleston, asking that the spirit ration in the 
navy may be abolished; which was referred: to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, asking an increase of the 
naval establishment of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, communicating a joint resolution to 
regulate the discharge and payment of the troops 
returning from the Mexican war. 

Mr. BENTON inquired if it was not the same 
in effect as that which he had introduced yester- 
day? If it was the same, and there was no ob- 
jection, he would move to proceed to its immediate 
consideration, as he intended, at the moment it 
was received, to call to the attention of the Senate 
the one yesterday submitted. 

OO: resolution from the House “having been 
r 


Mr. BREESE professed not to understand its 
meaning, at least so far as the marine corps was 
concerned. He adverted to the fact, that, under a 
late act, there had been an increase of the marine 
corps, by which captains had been made from the 
rank of first lieutenants, and so on from the infe- 
rior grade of officers. If the joint resolution were 
assed in its present shape, it would materially 
disturb the present position of the corps. What 
was to become of them when disbanded? These 
officers could not go back to their original rank; 
that was a thing never heard of. He thought we 
ought to await the peace proclamation of the Pres- 
ident, who might, in his message, recommend a 
peace establishment on a larger scale, such as the 
extended frontier acquired would seem to warrant. 
He did not see how this thing would work as to 
the marine corps. He would prefer that the sub- 
ject be postponed. — - 
Mr. BENTON had no objection that the reso- 
lution should lie over until to-morrow; and in the 
mean time, he would submit an amendment giving 
three months’ extra pay to the officers thus dis- 
banded. 
` Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, inquired if the, 
men were included.in the amendment? 

Mr. BENTON replied that it did not include the 
men; they had their land bounty. The amendment 
was the same as that adopted on the disbandment 
of the army in 1815. 

Mr. CAMERON was in favor of extending it to 
the non-commissioned officers and privates, and 
moved to amend the amendment to that effect. 

Mr. BENTON. And musicians. 

Mr. CAMERON. Yes, musicians. 
the modification. 

Mr. WEBSTER. All correct, sir; all correct. 

Mr. ATCHISON asked if this included all the 
troops? He thought there should be some dis- 
crimination. ‘There were many of the troops who 
would in that case receive this additional gratuity 
who had never even smelt gunpowder. These 
would all be entitled to their lands, and now were 
to receive three months’ extra pay. If the amend- 
ment could be so modified as to include those only 
who had served through the war, he would have 
no objection. He had no doubt that hundreds 
upon hundreds had enlisted with a view to land and 
other bounty, believing the war would be at an 
end before they got there; anu were such to be 
entitled to the same remuneration as those who 
had brunted the whole war, and been engaged in 
almost every battle? He was willing to extend it 
to all who had been engaged meritoriously in the 
service. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he took an opposite view 
of the matter from the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 

, Arcuison.}] It was said that many of the troops 
sent to Mexico had never smelt gunpowder. The 
greater their misfortune. The desire of every offi- 
cer and soldier who had entered the service of his 
country was distinction; and such as had not had 
the good fortune to meet the enemy were loud in 
the expression of their regret, their deep regret, 
that they had been deprived of the opportunity of 
participating in the glory of our military achieve- 
ments. He knew of no safe principle on which 
we could act, unless we embrace the whole. All 
had taken their chance; but all had to encounter 
the disease of the climate, more fatal than the sword. 
He wished to see all placed on an equality. If the 
amendment was made applicable to officers, it ought 
also to embrace soldiers, all of whom had entered 
with a view of performing the service they were 
called on to perform; and if it were not made to 
embrace all, he, for one, would not concur. 

Mr. BENTON thought it could lie over until 
to-morrow, when the amendments could be prop- 
erly prepared. 

Mr. ATCHISON felt the force of the remarks 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. WEB- 
sTER,| and agreed with him that it wag rather re- 
garded as a misfortune by those troops that they 
had not smelt gunpowder. His remarks were in- 
tended to apply to those who had never reached 
Mexico; indeed, many had been enlisted within 
the last two months, and had never reached the 
scene of warlike operations. These would all re- 
ceive their 160 acres of land,.at the minimum price 
worth $200. And were those just enlisted to be 
entitled to the.same remuneration as those who had 
fought through every battle and periled the deadly 
climate? His object was to make a proper and 
legitimate distinction, and not to place those who 
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‘had not been in the service long enough to meet. 
the enemy on the same footing with those who had 
gone through the war. 

Mr. WEBSTER made a brief rejoinder as to 
the difficulty of partial legislation in such matters, 
which, while it might include some that had not 
worked quite as hard for the glory of their coun- 
try, or suffered as much as others, still might ex- 
clude others of great merit. There might, perhaps, 
be some five hundred men who had never seen the 
enemy; but he would not exclude those who had, 
by any phraseology which would produce injus- 
tice to a single soldier. The whole was a bounty 
and grace, and should operate in such manner as 
to reach all who showed a disposition to exert 
themselves in the service of the Government. If 
it embraced a few who might be regarded as less 
deserving, it was nothing. 

The question was then postponed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary, reported the bill relating to the naturaliza- 
tion laws, with an amendment. 


Mr. BERRIEN explained the amendment, and 


asked the Senate te proceed now to the considera- 
tion of the subject. ` 

Mr. WESTCOTT expressed a hope that the 
. bill would be postponed till Monday, and that the 
bill and amendment be printed. 

Mr. WEBSTER stated that until the subject 
fad been brought to his notice, about a month ago, 
he had not been aware of the precise operation of 
the existing laws. He hoped the Senator fiom 
Florida would permit the amendments to be con- 
curred in, or not, as the Senate might determine. 
The bill would then be reduced to a simple form, 
embracing only some ten lines, which every one 
would understand. Then, if there should be found 
any difficulty, the bill might lie over. 

r. WESTCOTT had some doubts as to the 
propriety of one of the amendments, which ap- 
eared to him to interfere with the local laws of 
the States as to aliens, and might affect the title to 
property by devise. 

Mr. CALHOUN said the bill was a very im- 
portant one, and, as he had no idea that it would 
come up to-day, he was not prepared to give his 
opinion. He hoped it would not now be pressed. 

Mr. WEBSTER repeated his desire that the 
amendments, which strike out the greater portion 
of the original bill, should be agreed to. Senators 
would then be able to understand the character of 
the bill. 

Mr. WESTCOTT moved to strike out the pre- 
amble. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Agreed. 

The further consideration of the bill was then 
postponed till Monday,and, with the amendments, 
ordered to be printed. 

The following is the bill as amended by the 
Committee on the Judiciary: s 

Be it enacted, §c., That the children of the citizens of the 
United States, born out of the limits and jurisdiction of the 
United States, shall be considered as citizens of the United 
States: Provided, That the rights of citizenship shall not 
descend to persons whose fathers never have been residents 
in the United States. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That every woman mar- 
ricd, or who shail be married to a citizen of the United 
States, and shall continue to reside therein, shall be deemed 
and taken to be acitizen of the United States. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported House bill for the 
relief of William Fuller and Orlando Saltmarsh, 
without amendment, and recommending its pas- 
sage. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill for the better organiza- 
tion of the district court of the United States within 
the State of Louisiana; which was read a first 


time. 

Mr. BUTLER also, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the memorial of the in- 
habitants of Winnebago county, Illinois, asking 
that two slaves sold to satisfy a judgment in favor 
of the United States may be refunded to the pur- 
chaser, and that that species of property may be 
orohibited from being sold for debt, accompanied 

y a report; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill granting to the State of 
Michigan a right of way and a donation of public 
lands for the construction of a ship canal around 
the falls of Ste. Marie; which was read a first 
time. i 
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Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee -of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of John G. 
Mackall, accompanied by a report; which was 
ordered to be printed. The bill was read a first 
time. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported House bill supplemental to an act 
to confirm the survey and location of claims for 
lands in the State of Mississippi, east of Pearl river 
and south of the 31st degree of north latitude, ap- 
proved March 3, 1845, without amendment, and 
recommending its passage. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported the bill to divide the district of 
Arkansas into two judicial districts, accompanied 
by a report; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the resolution of the Legislature 
of Tennessee, in favor of compensating certain 
companies of mounted volunteers, and that it be 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, asked for the printing of certain 
documents in relation to the Tudian relations of 
of Texas; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee of Claims, 
poe an adverse report on the claim of Ann B. 

0X. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, 


Resolved, That, to provide accommodations for the horses 
and wagons employed in the service of the Senate, the Com- 
missioner of the Public Buildings cause a stable to be built on 
the public ground near the Capitol; and that the expense 
thereof, not to exceed five hundred dollars, be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the Topo- 
graphical Bureau, one hundred copies of Frémont’s map of 
Lower California, and the same number of Frémont?’s 
geographical memoir, in illustration of his map of Upper 
California. 


On mation of Mr. ATCHISON, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War inform the Senate 
what number of recruits have heen enlisted in the army 
during the war with Mexico within the last ninety days. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Maneum, was taken up and agreed to: e 

Ordered, That twenty thousand copies of the proceedings 
of the Senate in Executive session on the treaty with Mex- 
ico, and of the documents from which the injunction of 
secrecy has been removed by the resolutions of the Senate 
of the 3lst May and the 2d instant, be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
BaDGER, was taken up and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the Senate, 
— copies of Executive docuinent No. 60 of the House of 
Representatives of the present session, without the Mexican 
war correspondence. 


On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the Indian appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN read from a manuscript be- 
fore him, an argument in favor of his amendment, 
which was also supported by Mr. BORLAND, 
Mr. RUSK, Mr. ATCHISON; and it was op- 
posed by Mr, ATHERTON and Mr. BENTON; 
when the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then reported as amended. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on 
Finance were concurred in, 

The question being on concurring in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee— 

Mr. HUNTER resisted this amendment in a 
speech of some length, in which he repeated all 
the remarks which had been before urged against 
the amendment. 

Mr. BADGER objected to this innovation on 
the usage of the Senate, by reviving a question 
which had been regarded as settled. 

Mr. BERRIEN said a few words in defence of 
the character of Colonel Hanson, who had acted 
between the United States and the Indians. 

Mr. BELL replied to Mr. HUNTER, reiter- 
ating all that he had before said in favor of the 
amendment. : 

Before any question was taken on the aménd- 
ment, the further consideration of the bill was post- 
poned till to-morrow. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the following joint resolution from the House, and 
passed it: 


A JOINT RESOLUTION to regulate the discharge and 
payment of the temporary troops returning from the Mex- 
ican war. 

Be it resolved, §c., That, on the restoration of peace with 

Mexico, by a treaty of peace duly ratified and proclaimed, 


June 16, 


all the military forces of the United States, whether volun- 
teers, regulars, or the marine corps, who, by law or the 
terms of their engagements, are to be discharged at the close 
of the war, shall, under the direction of the President of the 
United States, be transported or marched, with the least. 
practicable delay, to such posts or places in the United 
States as may be least expensive and may be most conve- 
nient to the troops; and at such pace they shall be dis- 
charged from the service of the United States; and that, 
until they shall respectively reach such places and be dis- 
charged, the officers and men shall be considered, paid, and 
treated as in the service of the United States, in the same 
manner as if the war had not closed. 

_ After which, the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of Executive business, and, after some 
time spent therein, the doors were reopened, and . 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, June 16, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. VINTON asked that the naval appropria- 
tion bill might be put upon its passage, and on 
that motion he moved the previous question. 

My. McKAY said he objected to’that motion 
yesterday, and he should do so again to-day. His 
object was to have that bill recommitted. The bill 
was framed on the supposition that the war would 
continue another year. Both this and the military 
bill were framed for a war establishment, and not 
for one of peace. | 

The SPEAKER said, if the gentleman from 
North Carolina objected, the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio could not be entertained. 

Mr. McKAY said he wished simply to make a 
statement and nota speech. He did not desire to 
offer any factious opposition to this bill. 

Mr. ASHMUN called the gentleman from North 
Carolina to order. 

Mr. McK AY said, if he could not be permitted 
to make his statement, he should not withdraw his 
opposition to the third reading of this bill. 

The SPEAKER stated the substance of the rule 
which prevented the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio being received at this time without unanimous 
consent; and as objection was made, it was not 
received. 

Mr. VINTON said he was instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ROCKWELL said that he was instructed 
by the Committee of Claims to move that the 

ouse resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the private calendar. 

The motion of Mr. Rockweiu was not agreed 
to, the vote being 62 in the affirmative, and 64 in 
the negative. 


FORTIFICATIONS. 

The House then resolved itself into Committtee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Tar- 
MADGE, Of New York, in the chair,) and took up 
the “bill making appropriations for certain forti- 
fications of the United States for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1849.”’ 

The bill was read through, and was then taken 
up by sections for amendment. 

Mr. STANTON said he desired to address the 
committee for a short time in support of the pro- 
visions of the bill which had been just read; and 
he should take occasion to make a few remarks in 
reply to some observations which had fallen from 
the honorable gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. At- 
KINSON,] some days since, in reference to himself, 
(Mr. S.,) and the votes he had given for some pro- 
visions and amendments which were made to the 
naval appropriation bill. He believed it was the 
practice of this Government to direct officers of the 
army and the navy at different fortifications and na- 
val stations to make observations of a meteorologi- 
cal character; and, as it was on a subject of that kind 
that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Arxinson] 
took occasion to make the remarks to which he 
referred in relation to himself, (Mr. Sranron,) he 
believed it would be in order to make some reply 
while this bill was before the committee. The 
specific appropriation to which the honorable gen- 
tleman addressed his remarks was that of two 
thousand dollars, intended to be for the payment 
of the salary of Professor Espy, who was to be 
employed in the Navy Department to compare and 
classify the results of the observations on meteoro- 
logical science. : 

The CHAIRMAN inquired if the gentleman 
from Tennessee was speaking to an amendment 
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‘which he intended to offer, or to the general pro- 
‘visions of the bill? | 

Mr. STANTON said he spoke of the provisions 
‘of the bill generally; and, while speaking on the 
subject of fortifications, he believed he should not 

be out of order in the course he designed to pur- 
sue. The War Department of this Government 
_has directed observations of the kind that he spoke 
of to be made by officers in the service. It wasa 
part of the purpose for which such appropriations 
‘were made. He candidly admitted that his object 
was to reply to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Virginia, made the other day, and he presumed a 
reply would now he in order. The committee 
would bear testimony that he made no allusion to 
the gentleman from Virginia when he addressed 
the House a few days ago. He made no attack 
-on that gentleman. He made no attack on any- 
‘body. The considerations which he presented to 
' the committee at that time were very simply ex- 
‘pressed; they were very unpretending in their 
‘character, and they could furnish the gentleman 
from Virginia no possible motive nor any reason- 
. able excuse for making cop Raa on him. The 
honorable gentleman from Virginia, in the course 
of his remarks, referred to a message of Mr. J.Q. 
Adams to Congress in ‘1825, in which Mr. Adams 
recommended to Congress to establish a national 
observatory for astronomical purposes, and he 
took occasion to say, that ‘‘then the Democrats 
‘ridiculed the recommendation, and the words 
‘ ¢ lizht-houses in the skies’ were used as terms of 
‘reproach. The Democratic party then repudiated 
€ the idea that the Constitution gave to Congress 
‘the power to create or establish a national ob- 
‘servatory. What was then considered Federal- 
‘ism is now advocated by some of the progressive 
‘Democracy. The gentleman from Tennessee 
¢(Mr. Sranron] has adopted one of the Federal 
‘notions of Mr. John Q. Adams, as set forth in 
‘his message; perhaps he has adopted the other, 
‘that ‘the representative is not to be palsied by 
© the will of his constituents.’ He trusted, how- 
t ever, it was not so.” 

Two years ago he (Mr. S.) had the honor of 
offering in this House an amendment to the naval 
appropriation bill, proposing an appropriation for 
the purpose of computing and publishing a nautical 
almanac. He had never, except in voting for the 
general appropriation bill and offering that amend- 
ment, had any part in the establishment of a na- 
tional observatory, although, if it had been his lot 
to have been in Congress when the appropriation 
for that purpose was passed, he should have voted 
for it with great pleasure; and he should not have 
imagined that, by any intelligent gentleman, he 
could have been supposed to have subjected him- 

| self to the charge of Federalism. 

Mr. EMBREE rose to a question of order. He 
| thought it was time that the members of this House 
” should confine themselves to the business before 

them, and he desired the Chairman to confine 

entlemen to the bill making appropriations for 
fortifications, which was now before the commit- 
tee. 

The CHAIRMAN said the gentleman from 
Tennessee was speaking of the bill generally, and 

Mieren he was in order and would proceed. 

Mr. ATKINSON rose and said he begged that 
_ the gentleman from Tennessee would be allowed 
to proceed. 
| Mr. STANTON resumed. He thought the hon- 
'orable gentleman from Virginia was mistaken when 

‘he up poeed as he said the other day, that this 
particular recommendation of Mr. John Quincy 
Adams was the principal cause of his defeat. 

Mr. ATKINSON. One of the causes. 

Mr. STANTON. Well, one of the causes of 
his defeat. He was aware that the expression 
‘used in that message—“ light-houses in the skies” 
ij —was ERY a n, but the honorable gen- 
Ittemari from Virginia ought to have sufficient in- 
itelligence to know that ridicule is not more an 
‘argument than the course which that gentleman 
lhad himself seen fit to adopt. He alluded to the 
argument which the gentleman from Virginia had 
put forth that this, that, or the other was a Fed- 
eral measure; in other words, the calling of names. 
The gentleman was from the proud State of Vir- 
ginia—a State that once had a right to be pro- 
nounced ** the mother of statesmen,” if not now. 
Since the subject had been brought forward some 
days ago, he had taken occasion, for the purpose 
of justifying himself, to look. back and see what 


some of the noblest and greatest statesmen Vir- 
ginia had ever had had done and said on this sub- 
ject. It was well known to the world, though he 
supposed it could not be known to the honorable 
gentleman from Virginia, that Mr. Jefferson rec- 
ommended an appropriation for the military oe 
dition of Lewis and Clarke, in 1803, and on that 
recommendation the Congress of the United States 
passed a law authorizing that expedition. Now, 
on looking at the instructions given by Mr. Jeffer- 
son to those gentlemen, when they were about to 
set out on that expedition, he found that. they 
were directed to make astronomical observations. 
It was a military expedition, and astronomical 
observations were to be made for the purpose of 
ascertaining where it was proper that fortifications 
should be made. Mr. Jefferson said: 

« Your observations are to be taken with great pains and 
accuracy; to be entered distinctly and intelligibly for others 
as well as yourself; to comprehend all the elements neces- 
sary, with the aid of the usual tables, to fix the latitude and 
longitude of the places at which they were taken; and are 
to be rendered to the War Office, for the purpose of having 
the calculations made concurrently by proper persons within 
the United States.” 

Now, at every station at which these observa- 
tions were made there was a temporary observa- 
tory, and these observatories were for the purpose 
of making observations on those ‘‘ Jight-houses in 
the skies;”’ and if John Quincy Adams, in recom- 
mending such an observatory at Washington or 
elsewhere, was treading on Federal ground, Mr. 
Jefferson, twenty-odd years before, trod on the 
same ground, for he made the same recommenda- 
tion, and caused appropriations to be made for the 
same purpose. Now, he asked the gentleman from 
Virginia if he had the information to enable him to 
answer what was the difference between permanent 
observatories for astronomical observations and 
migratory, perambulating observatories going all 


‘over the country to make astronomical observa- 


tions? He asked the gentleman from Virginia 
wherein was the difference in the principle between 
observations made on the top of the Rocky Moun- 
tains, with temporary instruments, and observa- 
tions made here, with instruments permanently 
fixed and adjusted for the same purpose. There 
might be some difference in the expense, but, so 


far as related to the object, in the principle there | 


was no difference; and he called on the gentleman 
from Virginia, as he valued his reputation, as he 
valued truth and honesty, not to call names—not 
to call him a Federalist because he favored such 
objects—but to come forward like a true Virginian 
who dared avow his principles and defend them— 
to come forward and defend his position here. If 
the gentleman could show him the difference he 
would candidly acknowledge his error. 

In the few remarks which he had the honor to 
submit a few days ago, in support of the proposi- 
tion to set on foot an astronomical expedition, to 
which the honorable gentleman referred in his re- 
marks, he (Mr. S.) drew from a popular work, an 
astronomical illustration, comparing the moon to 
the hands of a clock in the heavens, and he stated 
the irregularity to which that celestial clock by ex- 

erlence was subject, and the means of ascertain- 
ing that irregularity. He spoke of the uses of the 
sextant, and he argued that if it was in the power 
of the Government to purchase a sextant for the 

urposes which he designated, it was equally within 
Its power to. make astronomical observations for 
the same purposes. Now, he called on the hon- 
orable gentleman to show him the folly of that 
argument. Instead of calling ‘‘ nicknames,” in- 
stead of resorting to the argument of the ignorant, 
casting slurs on those who differ from him, he 
should have been glad to have seen the gentleman, 
in a more respectful manner, resorting to more 
legitimate arguments. He called on that gentle- 


“man, if he claimed the character of a Virginia 


statesman, if he elaimed the character of a man of 
candor, and honesty, and intelligence, to come for- 
ward and answer his (Mr. S.’s) argument. He 
{Mr. S.) acknowledged that there was a difference 
in thè expense between purchasing a sextant and 
making astronomical observations, that they might 
have better assurance of their correctness; but he 
asserted that if the Government had the right to 
make clumsy observations, it had the right to make 
nicer and more correct observations. ‘There was 
no difference in the principle. If the Government 


had the constitutional power to use one set of in-- 


struments, it had the constitutional power to use 
instruments, either permanent or temporary, to. 


obtain the same information, which was so neces- 
sary to enable our officers to navigate our ships 
over the globe. 

But the subject of meteorology was another in 
relation to which the gentleman from Virginia had 
seen fit to bring on him (Mr. S.) the charge of 
Federalism. Now, he would refer again to the 
Father of Virginia Democracy; and proud might 
the gentleman from Virginia be if he had the ca- 
pacity to walk in the footsteps of his father. 
Messrs. Lewis and Clarke were instructed by Mr. 
Jefferson not only to make astronomical observa- 
tions, but to observe “‘ climate, as characterized by 
‘the thermometer, by the proportion of rainy, 
‘cloudy, and clear days; by enining, hail, snow, 
‘ice; by the access and recess of frost; by the 
‘winds prevailing at different seasons; the dates 
‘at which particular plants put forth or lose their 
‘flower or leaf; times of appearance of particular 
‘birds, reptiles, or insects. ”” 7 e 

Now, what had this Government to do with the 
habits of reptiles, birds, and insects? What had 
it todo with lightning, hail, snow, ice, heat, cold, 
and winds? And yet here were meteorological 
observations ordered and directed to be made by 
the Government of the United States, on the re- 
commendation of Mr. Jefferson. The gentleman 
from Virginia either forgot or he had never known 
that Mr. Jefferson had recommended and this Gov- 
ernment had ordered meteorological observations; 
and when he (Mr. S.) sustained an appropriation 
of $2,000 for that purpose, the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia cried out ** Federalism.” He would 
ask the honorable gentleman by what authority 
this Government bought barometers and sent one 
to sea in every national shipthat went there? Why, 
by the changing of the height of a column of mer- 
cury, the master of a ship foresaw the coming of a 
storm as certainly as he saw it when in the midst 
of it, and he was enabled to reef his sails and put 
his ship in order to sustain its fury. Why, then, 
did the Government use these barometers? For 
meteorological purposes. 

Again: one of the most distinguished officers of 
our navy had been for some years past engaged in 
making a most valuable map showing the track of 
all the voyages on record, and ascertaining the pre- 
vailing winds and currents, and everything that 
concerned meteorology; and the most valuable re- 
sults might be expected from such labors. It 
appeared, then, that we were daily and hourly 
paying the expense of making such a map bya 
distinguished officer, and also for assistants, en- 
graving, and other attendant expenses. And who 
objected to that as unconstitutional? Every navak 
and army officer scattered over this country was 
directed to make meteorological observations at 
the different stations, and the Secretary of the 
Navy had sent to that House an application for an 
appropriation for a clerk to take up those observa- 
tions and classify them, that useful results might 
be deduced from them, and yet the gentleman from 
Virginia came forward and argued that it is ‘‘ Fed- 
eralism’’ to vote for such appropriations. If, how- 
ever, the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia 
were heard alone in that House, he (Mr. S.) 
should never have opened his lips in reply, for he 
knew that both himself and the honorable gentle- 
man from Virginia were properly appreciated there. 
He knew that that gentleman’s charge of ‘ Feder- 
alism” on such grounds as those would receive 
there just as much weights it was entitled to, and 
no more; but in his Congressional district there 
might be a hundred persons or more who knew as 
little on the subject as the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia himself, and who were as little capable of 
making up an intelligent opinion upon it; they: 
therefore might take the word of the gentleman 
from Virginia and believe that he (Mr. S.) had 
really stepped. over to the ranks of the Federalists. 
It was to correct such impressions as these that he 
had now taken occasion. to make this explanation, 
and to invite the honorable gentleman, if he could 
do it—if he dared do it—to step forward in aspirit 
of manly candor and argue the question, but not 
to call names. l 

But the honorable gentleman from Virginia was 
not content with that. On the next day succeeding 
that an which the remarks were delivered from 
which he had quoted in the course of these obser- 
vations, he (Mr. S.) having said that he would take 
an early opportunity to notice this subject, the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia became in- 
flamed again, and he arose, in the same spirit which 
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characterized his remarks on the previous day, and 
used this language: 

« During the long period that he (Mr. A.) had been in 
public life, he had never given a vote which had even smelt 
of Federalism; he had never voted for an appropriation not 
strictly authorized hy the Constitution of the United States; 
neither had he madé a speech against James K. Polk, the 
President of the United States, aud held him up before the 
people for his veto of the river and harbor bill. When he 
should have done that, he acknowledged he might well be 
suzpected to be tinctured with what was now called Whig 
ery, but in old times was known by the name of Federal- 
iau. 

Thus the gentleman from Virginia had indicated 
that he (Mr. S.) had adopted the Federa! notions 
of John Q. Adams, and that he had misrepresent- 
ed his constituents. To this accusation let facts 
speak. He was a candidate for Congress in the 
year 1843, when Mr. Polk, the present President 
of the United States, was the candidate of his party 
for the Governorship of Tennessee. He (Mr. S.) 
was def@ated on that. occasion, but he nevertheless 
received more votes in that district than Mr. Polk, 
by two or three hundred votes. In 1845, he was 
again a candidate for Congress, and a successful 
one, and he received more votes than any other 
candidate, by three or four hundred. In 1847, 
when he had voted against the veto of the present 
President of the United States, he was again elect- 
ed, by more votes than were given for Mr. A. V. 
Brown, the successful candidate for Governor, by 
some two or three hundred. He would leave it, 
then, to the gentleman from Virginia, if he saw fit, 
to continue the false charge that he misrepresented 
his constituents, or, like a candid and honorable 
man, to withdraw it. 

But perhaps the gentleman from Virginia might 
think, that because he made a speech in opposition 
to the veto of the President of the United States, 
he did something that was very wrong. It might 
be, that the gentleman weuld not object to a vote 
in favor of the vetoed bill, and that he simply ob- 
jected to the speech. Now, that speech, as far as 


- he was able to appreciate it, was perfectly respect- 


ful to the President of the United States. In that 
speech he did not deny the existence of the veto 
power, but he denied the force of the arguments 
on which the President rested that veto. Whether 
his argument or that of the President was the best, 
he would leave others to determine; but the pro- 
priety of expressing his opinion and justifying his 
vote, he left to no man. He claimed the right, in 
that case, to judge for himself, and he should always 
do it according to his best judgment. It would 
appear, however, that, according to Virginia chiv- 
airy of the present day, an opinion was to be 
withheld when it conflicted with the opinion of 
persons in high places; but such was not the doc- 
trine which he had entertained, and such was not 
the principle on which the father of Virginia De- 
mocracy acted. But there was one other remark 
which he had to make in reference to his vote on 
the river ard harbor bill, and it was, that he found 
himself in most excellent company. Some of the 
best Democrats in this Union—some who had been 
endorsed by the Democracy of the Union—voted 
with him on that bill. He need only name Lewis 
Cass, the Democratic nominee for the Presidency 
of the United States, who voted for the bill and 
against the veto of the President. ‘The only differ- 
ence between that distinguished: gentleman and 
himself was, that he made a speech, and Mr. Cass 
did‘not. Mr. Cass did not attempt to justify him- 
self, because he had a character in the Union, and 
justification was unnecessary. 

After enlarging on this point, Mr. S. asked the 
gone from Virginia, in all candor, if General 

asg was not equally with himself to be denounced 
as a Federalist for the opinions he entertained on 
this subject, or why it was that such a charge should 
be made only against him who but followed in the 
footsteps of the leaders of the Democracy? Why, 
the Cumberland road received the sanction of 
Thomas Jefferson. Proof of this would be found 
in his messages. And many improvements which 
had been vetoed by Mr, Polk were commenced 
with the approval of General Jackson, and were 
sanctioned by him down to the end of his Admin- 
istration. These things then were not anti-Demo- 
eratic-—they were not then Federal measures; but 
now the henorable gentleman from Virginia, with- 
out any provocation, singled him out for an attack, 
and he was proscribed and denounced as a Feder- 
alist because he had trod in the footsteps of Jeffer- 
son, Jackson, and Cass. He weuld not undertake 
to say whether he or the gentleman from Virginia 


was the best entitled to the destgnation of a Dem- 
ocrat, but this much he would say, that, within 
the scope of constitutional power, he would never 
be found casting his influence, little as it might be, 
against the light of science, the diffusion of knowl- 
edge, and the prosecution of improvements. What- 
ever might have been Jefferson’s opinions of the 
constitutionality of such measures, he has said that 
in his messages which showed very clearly that 
on this subject he differed very much from the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. He had here Mr. Jefferson’s 
message of 1806, in which he spoke of the great 
expeditions of Lewis and Clarke, Lieutenant Pike, 
Mr. Freeman, and others, in these terms: 


‘©The expedition of Messrs. Lewis and Clarke for explor- 

ing the river Mi-souri, and the best communication from that 
to the Pacific Océan, has had all the success which could 
have been expected. They have traced the Missouri nearly 
to its source, descended the Columbia to the Pacific Ocean, 
ascertained with accuracy the geograpsy of that interesting 
communication across our coatinent, learnt the character of 
the country, of its commerce and inhabitants, and it is but 
justice to say that Messrs. Lewis and Clarke, and their brave 
companions, have by this arduous service deserved well of 
their country. 
. The attempt to explore the Red river, under the direc- 
tion of Mr. Freeman, though conducted with a zeal and 
prudence meriting entire approbation, has not been equally 
successful. After proceeding up it about six hundred miles, 
nearly as far as the French settlements had extended while 
the country was in their po-session, our geographers were 
obliged to return without completing their work. 

« Very useful additions have also been made to our knowl- 
edge of the Mississippi by Lieutenant Pike, who has ascended 
it to its source, and whose journal and map, giving the de- 
tails of his journey, will shortly be ready for communication 
to both Hou<es of Congress. Those of Messrs. Lewis and 
Clarke and Freeman will require further time to be digested 
and prepared These important surveys, in addition to those 
before possessed, furnish materials for commencing an ac- 
curate map of the Mississippi and its western waters. Some 
principal rivers, however, remain still to be explored, to- 
wards which the authorization .of Congress, by moderate 
appropriations, will be requisite.” 


Now, what was this exploration of the Missouri 


and Mississippi rivers for? And what was this’ 


map to be for which was to be published by Con- 
gress? ‘It was to make us acquainted with those 
rivers, that commerce might be benefited by the 
information thus acquired. We, for the same 
reason, are now making explorations and a survey 
of our coast. This system was approved by Jef- 
ferson. Jefferson had a great, an enlightened and 
liberal mind, and he saw nothing like Federalism 
in these things. But the gentleman from Virginia 
was more astute, able, and enlightened than Jef- 
ferson, and he sees more than Jefferson could ever 
see. | 

Mr. DANIEL thought the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee did injustice to the memory of Mr. Jeffer- 
son. With respect to the expedition of Lewis and 
Clarke, he believed Mr. Jefferson did not put iton 
the ground and recommend an appropriation for 
that object for the reason that it would promote 
commerce, but it was for the purpose of obtaining 
information in regard to the property of the United 
States; and in that point of view it was perfectly 
just. And, again, so far as referred to Mr. Jeffer- 
son’s sanction of the Cumberland road, it had been 
stated by Judge Smith, of South Carolina, that Mr. 
Jefferson regretted his approval of that act more 
than any act of his public life. He had been led 
to sanction it supposing that the sanction of the 
States would be obtained, and that thus it would 
be stripped of all unconstitutional objections; but 
he regretted it to the last day of his life. And 
thus it would be seen, that so far as Mr. Jefferson 
was authority for this doctrine, it was without 
foundation. 

Mr. STANTON did not pretend to know what 
Mr. Jeflerson’s private opinions were at the time 
of his death, or at any other time, further than 
they were expressed in his public messages and 
writings. What was the object with which Mr. 
Jefferson recommended the expedition of Lewis 
and Clarke they had seen from the instructions 
which Mr. Jefferson gave tothem. They embraced 
astronomical observations, amongst other things, 
which he must then have supposed to be within 
the constitutional power of the Government. He 
believed it was well known that Mr. Jefferson was 
proud of the result of that expedition to the day 
of his death. 

Mr. ATKINSON desired the gentleman from 
Tennessee to inform the committee whether by 
those instructions to Lewis and Clarke there was 
any additional expense incurred by the country, or 
any additional officers appointed, or any patronage 
extended ? 

Mr. STANTON replied in the affirmative. He 


then read the following passage from Mr. Jeffers 
son’s instructions to Lewis and Clarke: 

The object of your mission ts to explore the Missouri river, 
and such principal streams of it as, by its course and com- 
munication with the waters of the Pacific Ocean, whether 
the Columbia, Oregon, Colorado, or any other river, may offer 
the most direct and practicable water communication across 
the continent for the purposes of commerce. 


Mr. ATKINSON observed that Messrs. Lewis 
and Clarke were officers in the army at the time. 

Mr. STANTON replied that they were, but it 
was idle to say that this expedition was a military 
one merely. | 

There was one thing more on which he wished 
to say aword. The Constitution of the United 
States gave to Congress the right to establish a 
uniform system of weights and measures. Now, 
what would the gentleman from Virginia say if he 
were to show him, that, for the purpose of carrying 
out this provision of the Constitution, it was neces- 
sary to make observations, inasmuch as it was a 
fact that in different localities there was a difference 
in weights, owing to a difference in the earth’s 
attraction? Would the gentleman then admit the 
force of the argument, and concede that Congress 
was not exceeding its constitutional power? 

He repeated the statement, and said an intelli- 
gent man must admit he was right; but the honor- 
able gentleman from Virginia might dispute it and 
pronounce him a Federalist. These observations 
were carried on for the very purpose of ascertain- 
ing facts in reference to the subject over which this 
Government had unquestionable power; yet it was 
charged to be Federalism in him to advocate a 
proposition for $2,000 to employ a clerk in the 
Navy Department to examine and compile the 
observations made at the military and naval stations. 
He had done with the subject, at least at present. 
It was with reluctance that he had engaged in this 
discussion; but justice to the principles on which 
he had acted, justice to himself and to his own 
reputation, had required him to answer the charges 
of the gentleman, which doubtless would be rung 
through his own district as coming from one of the 
statesmen of Virginia. 

Mr. ATKINSON said he did not often rise to 
address the House, and therefore he most respect- 
fully asked an attentive hearing. He professed to 
be a man of peace, but at the same time he pro- 
fessed to be a sort of noli me langere man. 

Mr. STANTON explained that he had said that : 
General Cass had voted for the bill which the 
President vetoed, and that he thereby had voted ` 
against the veto; bat the gentleman had represented 
that General Cass had not voted against the veto, 
inasmuch as the bill having originated in the 
House was sent back there, and he (Gen. C.) had 
not had the opportunity to vote for it, though he 
had voted for the bill originally. | 

Mr. ATKINSON said it was unnecessary for 
the gentleman to have made this correction, be-! 
cause he thought, of all mistakes that was the very 
least he had made; and the gentleman had only 
confirmed him in the opinion he had heretofore 
entertained of him, that in star-gazing his whole 
attention had been directed to little matters, while 
he neglected the great concerns of the nation. 

Another mistake into which the gentleman had; 
fallen was, that the public would believe—this,; 
committee who knew them would not, however— 
that he had thought it necessary to make an at 
tack upon the gentleman from Tennessee with th 
view of injuring him at home or elsewhere. H 
had never considered the gentleman a rival. Go 
forbid that he should look on himas such. Thos 
who knew him would never for one moment sus 
pect he was so destitute of intelligence and of tha 
noble quality, self-esteem, as to consider him 
rival. 

He should attempt to speak as calmly and de 
liberately as he thought the nature of the occasio 
would allow; he had not when he addressed th 
House a few days ago. He assured the commit, 
tee, while he offered no apology to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, he had not intended any unkind! 
ness or injustice to the gentleman. He had beer 
arguing the question in a way he thought Pin 


and legitimate; he had stated what his opinio 
was of the views the gentleman had expressed, a 
he had a right todo. The gentleman was alto; 
gether wrong in believing he had thought so much 
of him as to desire to injure him in his district. 
The honorable gentleman had told them tha 
Virginia was once considered the mother of states 
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men. Perhaps if the gentleman had been born in 
Virginia he might have considered that Virginia 
was the mother of one statesman. He believed 
that the gentleman at one period of his life had 
lived in Virginia, and it might be that the gentle- 
mun intended to declare that when he departed 
from Virginia all the great men of that old Com- 
monwealth had gone. He, however, had migrated 
to the “ far West,” as it was called, and Virginia 
had lost one of her sons, although he assured the 
House the sun had risen and set afterwards as it 
did before; although one of her sons had taken 
up and gone to the West, there was the same no- 
ble spirit in the old Commonwealth which had 
ever existed, and which he hoped would continue 
to exist as long as she was a Commonwealth. 

In the remarks he now made he trusted the 
House would not consider that he exhibited the 
strength of his intellect. He was not making an 
effort to establish his reputation; he assured the 
House he should use nothing but mustard-seed 
shot, and should reserve his cannon balls until a 
more important contest. He should treat that gen- 
tleman as he deserved here and elsewhere. 

He repeated his disavowal that he had made an 
attack on the gentleman the other day. He had 
been arguing against the appropriation of two thou- 
sand dollars to employ a certain individual for the 
purpose of enlightening the people at large. 

Mr. STANTON inquired if the gentleman had 
not said that he (Mr. S.) had adopted one of the 
principles of Federalism, and perhaps another, that 
the representative was not to be palsied by the will 
of his constituents? ; 

Mr. ATKINSON would answer the gentleman 
with great pleasure, and should not be found back- 
ing out here on any occasion from positions which 
he had taken. He had stated distinctly, and he 
now reiterated it—and he stood by his remarks as 
reported in the Intelligencer—that the gentleman 
had adopted one Federal opinion of the late Mr. 
Adams; and that he perhaps might have adopted 
the other, that the representative was not to be 
palsied by the will of his constituents. He had 
gaid he trusted it was not the case, (it was so re- 
ported.) He trusted the gentleman had not, forit 
pained him to see a man who had been classed 
with the Democratic party adopting Federal no- 
tions. He had, on the previous day, attempted to 
show that the Democratic or Republican party, (as 
jt was more properly called at that day,) when Mr. 
Adams recommended the establishment of a per- 
manent observatory, repudiated it as a Federal 
idea, and the consequence was that no notice was 
taken during that session of Congress of that rec- 
ommenation by the Congress of the United States, 
although that went far, together with the other 
Opinions Mr. Adams expressed, to prevent his 
reélection as President of the United States. Was 
he right in'that opinion? Wasthere any gentleman 
who would rise in his place and say that that opinion 
of Mr. Adams was not at that day considered anti- 
Republican? If there were one, let him rise and 
eak. [A pause.] Not one. Then he was right. 
The Democratic Congress in 1831, afier Mr. Ad- 
ams recommended the establishment of a perma- 
nent observatory in 1825, passed an act extending 
and carrying into effect the act of February, 
1807, providing for the survey of the coast of the 
United States, and so careful were they lest it 
should be construed in any way to endorse the 
recommendation of Mr. Adams, annexed this pro- 
viso—the bill being reported by Mr. Hoffman— 
that nothing in this act shall be construed to autho- 
rize the construction or maintenance of a perma- 
nent astronomical observatory. He said that up 
to 1831 so jealous were the Republican party of 
this thing called an observatory or a ‘‘ light-house 
in the skies,” which suited the honorable gentle- 
man from Tennessee better than matters of fact, 
that at that time they actually incorporated a pro- 
vision in the bill declaring that no construction 
should be put upon it to provide for the establish- 
ment of a permanent observatory. Now, he did 
not mean to go into an argument upon the merits 
of these astronomical observations before this com- 
mittee at this time, because he was always opposed 
to talking to a subject irrelevantly, and nothing 
could induce him now to do so but the attack made 
by the gentleman from Tennessee upon him. He 
would not discuss here the propriety or impro- 
prey of the course pursued by Mr. Jetferson, or 

is recommendation in the case of the expeditions 
of Lewis & Clarke, as he had not recently had an 
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opportunity of examining into the subject as the 
gentleman from Tennessee had, who had been pre- 

aring his speech for days, but he understood and 
1e believed there was no doubt that the recon- 
mendation of Mr. Jefferson in regard to this expe- 
dition was not for the purpose of the establishment 
of a permanent observatory like that recommended 
by Mr. Adams and since established. 

Mr. STANTON would like to know the differ- 
ence between the constitutional power of establish- 
ing a temporary observatory and a permanent one? 

Mr. ATKINSON begged not to be interrupted. 
He had just stated, that le should not discuss be. 
fore this committee the propriety of the recom- 
mendation of Mr. Jefferson, or of an observatory, 
because that had already been done. 

Mr. STANTON again invited Mr. A. to answer 
the question. 

Mr. ATKINSON persisted in his refusal, and 
said he would answer pertinent questions. He 
had come here now to meet the gentleman on the 
issue he had raised a few days ago. The gentle- 
man had then distinctly announced to the House, 
that on a suitable occasion he should compare 
principles with him, (Mr. A.,) to show which of 
them was a Democrat, and which a Federalist. 
Now, he charged upon the gentleman that he had 
favored and supported, as well as he could support, 
appropriations for that observatory, which, at that 
day at least, was a Federal measure. He charged 
again, that the gentleman had madea speech against 
the veto power, as exercised by Mr. Polk upon 
the river and harbor bill. 

Mr.STANTON said he had never made a speech 
against the veto power; on the contrary, in the 
speech to which the gentleman referred he had ex- 
pressly approved and advocated the veto power, 
as ae gentleman would find by referring to the 
speech. 

PMr. ATKINSON reiterated his assertion, that 
the gentleman had made a speech against the veto 
power, as exercised upon the river and harbor bill, 
and he had also assumed to enlighten the people 
of the United States, and to prove that James K. 
Polk was wrong and he wasright; and he had told 
the House, that he had since been reélected by the 
people of his district. He (Mr. A.) could account 


for that very readily. The people of his district, 


he imagined, had been found to be more Federal 
than it was supposed they were, and Federalism 
had no doubt come to his relief; and in that way 
he got the approbation of what he had done in the 
Congress of the United States. 

But the gentleman from Tennessee said, if he 
was to contend, in order to regulate weights and 
measures, that it was necessary for the Govern- 
ment to make astronomical observations, an intel- 
ligent man would pronounce that he was right and 
sensible; but the gentleman from Virginia, he pre- 
sumed, would not so pronounce. And did that 
gentleman set himself up to judge of his intelli- 
gence? Ifso, he would move to change the venue, 
because every man who was tried had the right to 
be tried by his peers. 

Something had been said the other day about 
progressive Democracy. If the gentleman was a 
progressive Democrat, he did not want to belong to 
the party; his progressive Democracy was an ap- 
proximation to Federalism. It was said by some 
that he (Mr. A.) was of the stand-still Democracy. 
Yes, he was of that Republican or Democratic 
party—call it what you please—which contended 
for a strict construction of the Constitution of the 
United States. He was one of those who believed 
that the Congress of the United States had no 
powers except those which were delegated to them, 
and that all the powers of Congress were such as 
were expressly delegated, or were necessary and 
proper to carry into execution the expressly dele- 
gated powers. That was the kind of Democracy 
to which he had always belonged. But whenever 
he found any of the Democrats ready to go, as he 
found some were, to adopt the rule that the major- 
ity must construe the Constitution of the country, 
that the will of the majority was the only rule by 
which they were to be governed, he abandoned a 
Democracy entertaining such principles. He knew 
it was considered rather out of sorts to talk here 
about the Constitution. Yes, that old instrument 
of trusts had been so long neglected that he would 
be called an old-fashioned man who called it up for 
the purpose of examining and construing it strictly. 
He was for progressive Democracy when progres- 
sive Democracy meant progress in human happi- 
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ness, in thè sciences, in the wealth of the people, 
provided all these things could be attained according 
to the constitutional rules which he had prescribed 
for himself. But whenever they travelled out of 
the Constitution, whenever they would lay aside 
the limitations of that instrument, whenever they 
would violate the fundamental principles of the 
Government, as established and as laid down b 
the Virginia resolutions of 1798 and 1799; when 
they wouid do that, he begged gentlemen not to 
ask him to go with them, if they called that pro- 
gressive Democracy. He went for the progress of 
science, but not for the encouragement of science 
hy act of Congress. He held that the Cofgress of 
the United States had no power to encourge science, 
except by granting letters patent, and securing 
copyrights to authors and inventors. So far as 
that went to encourage science he was for it; but 
he was for encouraging science by individual efforts; 
for encouraging that which would make mankind 
able and intelligent, and that must be accomplished 
by individual enterprise, and not by the operation 
of our Government. 

Although he should probably be considered by 
the gentleman from Tennessee as not ranking in 
his class of intelligent men, he said it was not neces- 
sary in order to regulate weights and measures that 
this observatory should be established by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. A uniform standard 
of weights and measures had been established 
without this observatory and appropriations for — 
meteorological observations, Why, then, was it 
necessary at this late period to establish an observ- 
atory? It was not; and, until the contrary could 
be shown, the gentleman’s argument fell to the 
ground. 

He referred to Mr. Stanton’s invoking the au- 
thority of Mr. Jefferson, and said he frequently 
heard the name of that illustrious patriot and sage 
pronounced in such a way us to be a slander upon 
his memory. It was not all who hurraed for Cass 
and Butler, who said they walked in the footsteps 
of Jefferson, Madison, and Jackson, who belonged 
to the school of which they were the founders. He 
denied that there was anything in Mr. Jefferson’s 
actions or writings which sustained the gentleman 
in the advocacy of such doctrines as he advanced. 

In passing he referred to the remarks of Mr. 
STEPHENS in reply to his previous ones, and thank- 
ed him for the agreeable, gentlemanly course he 
had taken. That gentleman was in favor of an 
observatory, as he had the right to be, and had 
boldly stood up for his principles and for that con- 
struction of the Constitution which he believed was 
right, and which justified appropriations for these 
objects as incidental to expressly-granted powers. 
He had argued the question aa a gentleman, and 
he should always treat him as such both here and 
elsewhere, he trusted. 

The gentleman from Tennessee had said he was 
not afraid that any remarks which he (Mr. A.) 
might make would prevent his reélection to Con- 
gress; and yet his actions had indicated that he did 


fear the effect, and he had made a most powerful 


effort to prevent the influence of his (Mr. A.’s) re- 
marks on the people of his district. 

Mr. STANTON was understood to say he had ` 
never heard from the gentleman anything but what 
the gentleman himself called mustard-seed shot. 

Mr. ATKINSON replied that he had expressly 
stated, in the outset of his remarks, that he did not 
consider anything more than mustard-seed shot 
necessary for the gentleman; grape would blow 
him to the skies; and he would recemmend to the 
gentleman to become one of the soarers, because 
he very much doubted whether, unless Tennessee 
became much more Federal than she now was, he 
would again be returned to this House. i 

But the honorable gentleman from Tennessee, it 
seemed, after he had made a speech against Mr. 
Polk’s veto on the river and harbor bill, was so 
elevated in the opinion of his constituents that he 
had received even a larger vote than Mr. Polk 
himself reccived when he was a candidate for the 
Presidency. That, he thought, did not speak much 
for the gentleman’s Democracy; for, as without 
doubt Mr. Polk received all the Democratic votes, 
the gentleman from Tennessee must have received 
Federal ones. That was the way the gentleman 
came to overlap the present honest, intelligent, 
consistent President of the United States. 

He repeated, that in the remarks he had madea 


few days ago, he had had no spleen to gratify 


against the gentleman from Tennessee; nor had he 


. look for them? 


848 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 16. 


any intention to operate upon his constituents 
against him. Since, however, the gentleman had 
done him the honor to complain that such would 
be the effect of his (Mr. A.’s) remark, permit him 
to say, that with a Democratic people, the remarks 
made subsequently by the gentleman himself would 
not tend to elevate him in their estimation. 

The gentleman had thrown down the gauntlet, 
and had declared he intended to ser ek Demo- 
cratic opinions with him, (Mr. A.) ad he done 
it? Had he stuck tothe issue? He defied him to 
show any deviation on his (Mr. A.’s) part from 
the principles of the old Republican party; and he 
would yleld the floor if the gentleman wished to 
attempt It. : 

Mr. STANTON said he had not designed to 
enter into such a contest. If he had made sucha 
remark it was a slip of the tongue. His object 
had been to justify himself, and show by argument 
that the measure he advocated was constitutional. 
The gentleman had not met it. 

Mr. ATKINSON replied that he did not decline 
any discussion with the gentleman. He said, ac- 
cording to the Constitution of the United States, 
Congress had no power granted to establish an 
observatory. Where did the gentleman get the 
power? From that clause which authorized Con- 
gress to raise and support a navy? He supposed 
that was the clause on which he relied. Now, he 
put this question to every intelligent mind in the 
committee: Is it necessary, in order to raise and 
maintain a navy, that an observatory shall be es- 
tablished by Congress? The navy of the United 
States had been raised and supported for years 
without an observatory, and without appropria- 
tions to allay storms, which were under discussion 
a few days ago, and why were either any more 
necessary now? 

Mr. STANTON asked whether it was not ab- 
solutely necessary that our navy should use the 
observations of other Governments, unless we fur- 
nished them oursélves? And whether we had not, 
from time immemorial, used such observations, 
and been dependant to this extent upon other Gov- 
erments? 

Mr. ATKINSON urged, in reply, that, as we 
were in possession now of all the information of 
other countries on the subject, it was the less necessa- 
ry that we should be at the expense of establishing 
and keeping up an observatory. 

He recurred to Mr. Stanton’s charge upon him 
of want of information, and advised the gentleman 
to go to his district and make the remark, and he 
would be hissed and scorned by the intelligent peo- 
ple of that district. The gentleman had once been 
among the people of Virginia and had found them 
too intelligent for him, and that he never could have 
gone to the Congress of the United States from 
there, and so he fled and sought refuge without 
her precincts. Virginia had once been the mother 
of statesmen, and in time had ceased to bear states- 
men within her limits! Where, then, should she 
To the gentleman’s district in 


Tennessee? It was laudable fora man to have a 


. proper degree of ambition and self-esteem; but 


young statesmen were sometimes inclined to think 
the weight of the Government rested on their 
shoulders—the weight of the Democracy rested 
on them—and that no good thing could come ex- 
cept from them. He had seen such instances even 
in this House. 

In conclusion, he again expressed his regret that 
he should have been drawn into this discussion as 
he had been by the attack of the gentleman from 
Tennessee. But he undertook to say the gentle- 
man might come on with his battle knife as soon 
as he pleased, and although he affected to think 
that the statesmen of Virginia were no more, he 
would find her citizens always ready to stand up 
to support their honor and the honor of their State, 
even if it cost their life-blood. He sought no con- 
troversy with any man; he went for peace. All 
the honorable gentleman needed to have done the 
other day to have prevented this difficulty, if he 
had chosen, was to have asked him whether he 
(Mr. A.) intended his remarks in unkindness or 
not; he should with great pleasure have responded 
that he did not, and meant no injury, personal or 
political,.but was merely attempting to show that 
the course taken by him was the Federal and not 
the Democratic course. But he begged gentle- 
men to cease to throw abuse on old Virginia. Let 
him tell gentlemen there were intelligent men, and 
many of them, in this House who had the honor 


t 


of being born in Virginia; and eithoueh they had 
. gone, there still remained in that ol 


Common- 
wealth hearts and hands ready to battle for their 
rights and to repel all attacks both here and else- 
where. He dismissed the subject he trusted for- 
ever; but, whilst he was ready to dismiss it, he 
wished it to be distinctly understood that whenever 
the occasion should require it he could be found. 

Mr. STANTON, in correction of an erroneous 
conception of Mr. Arxrnson, stated that his native 
place was not Virginia, but Alexandria, District 
of Columbia; that he had taught school in early 
years, in Virginia—though he thought not in the 
gentleman’s district, and at the age of nineteen had 
left the State never to return to it again. He was 
very sure if he had gone into the gentleman’s dis- 
trict, and there been a candidate for Congress, in- 
asmuch as the population of the district had elected 
the gentleman, he never would have stood any 
chance there. 

Mr. ATKINSON, (in his seat.) Surely not. 
[A a 

Mr. STANTON continued. But one thing he 
could say in reference to the constituency he had 
the honor to represent, that the gentleman never 
represented such an one. 

[A laugh.}] God 


Mr. ATKINSON. Never. 
forbid! 

Mr. STANTON, in reference to the argument 
he had used this morning, had nothing to say, for 
the gentleman had not attempted to reply to it, but 
had expressly waived the question by which he 
(Mr. S.) had invited him to show wherein the 
proposition he had advocated in this House dif- 
fered from the principles advocated and maintained 
by Mr. Jeffersén himself. He asked the gentle- 
man to show why he should denounce him and 
(notwithstanding his disclaimer) make a severe 
attack upon him, which, if not designed to injure 
him before his people, had no purpose whatever. 
The gentleman had waived all these arguments, 
and told him he should only use mustard-seed 
shot. He must say it was impossible for him to 
find shot small enough to fight the gentleman with. 

Mr. ATKINSON was very sure the gentleman 
could not find shots small enough for his oppo- 
nents, because the truth was, he had no ammuni- 
tion at all. [A laugh.] He was a blunderbuss 
[renewed laughter] without any powder or shot. 

Having again disclaimed any intention of injur- 
ing Mr. Sranron in his district or elsewhere, and 
again insisted that this unpleasant controversy 
had arisen from the gentleman himself, Mr. A. 
concluded his remarks. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the committee 
then rose, and the House passed a resolution to 
close the debate on this bill in five minutes after it 
should be again taken up in committee. 

The House then again went into committee on 
the same bill. 

Mr. VINTON stated that the Engineer depart- 
ment had sent to the Secretary of War estimates 
for the fortifications for the year, observing in their 
report that they had reduced the amount as low as 
possible, in consistency with the continuance of 
the war with Mexico. Notwithstanding this, how- 
ever, the Secretary had cut them down toa little more 
than half of the sum estimated. Both estimates 
had been submitted to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and the committee had made the bill 
to conform to the estimates, not of the Engineer 
department, but of the Secretary, and the sums 
inserted were just sufficient to keep the existing 
works in a state of preservation, without advan- 
cing them at all. 

Mr. SAWYER inquired what was the total 
amount appropriated by this bill? 

Mr. VINTON replied, a little over half a mil- 
lion, instead of several millions, as had usually 
been put in. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved to insert, ‘* For 
the construction of Fort Delaware, on the Pea 
Patch Island, one hundred thousand dollars.” He 
said that there was no appropriation in the bill, as 
reported, to meet this object; nor had there been 
any estimate from the department on which an 
appropriation would, according to the usual course 
of things, be founded. The probable reason for 
these omissions was readily to be given, and, on 
giving it, he trusted that the deficiencies would 
promptly be supplied. ‘The Pea Patch Island lay 
between the shores of the States of New Jersey 
and Delaware. Each State had claimed authority 
over it. Suits had been brought, but the jurisdic- 


tion being questioned, neither State had been dis- 


posed to submit to judicial investigations within 
the limits of the other, Thus the matter had stood 
for many years. ‘At length the two parties—the 
United States Government on the one side, and 
the agents of the family claiming under a Jersey 
grant on the other—came to an agreement to snb- 
mit the question of title to a reference. Accord- 
ingly a quit-claim deed was executed by the indi- 
viduals to the Secretary of War, to be held by him 
until the dispute should be ended. A referee (Mr. 
Sergeant, of Philadelphia) was named and agreed 
on. The arrangement was, that if the individual 
or Jersey title should prove the better, referees 
Should be chosen to ascertain the value, and the 
amount so ascertained should be paid by the Uni- 
ted States. If, on the other hand, the referee 
should decide against the private claimant, there 
was an end of controversy, and the Government 
would stand secure in its rights against all assail- 
ants. 

Thus stood the case at the opening of the present 
session. After a lapse of some months, a decision 
was pronounced here, in the Capitol. Nothing 
remained but to proceed with the military works | 
which had been so long suspended. A fort was 
long ago constructed at the place; but it was de- 
stroyed partly by the sinking of the foundation, 
and afterwards by a conflagration, which took 
away all the combustible parts. A remnant of 
former appropriations had been in the treasury, 
amounting, some months since, to $20,000. But 
this had been partially or altogether exhausted in 
preliminary surveys and arrangements. Nothing 
adequate at all to the work itself—the construction 
of a great fortification—remained. What was the 
consequence? The shores of the fine river, in the 
bosom of which this fungus had arisen, as if pro- 
vided by nature on purpose for security, remained 
defenceless. Except a small fort five miles from 
Philadelphia, nothing was found for the protec- 
tion of about half a million of people and many 
millions of property near and upon its shores. 
The States of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and 
Delaware, were exposed to attack and invasion 
with comparative impunity. 

Mr. I. said he merely supplied an omission on 
the part of the department and the committee by 
offering the amendment. As the final settlement 
of the title had been comparatively recent, he was 
bound to suppose that the omissions which he had 
adverted to were inadvertent. Whatever might be 
the character of them, he felt it due to a large sec- 
tion of country to provide, if possible, a suitable 
remedy. 

Mr. VINTON, after a pro forma motion to reduce 
the amount, went into a brief reply. The title of 
the United States to the Pea Patch Island had long 
been in dispute; but since the original estimates | 
had been sent to the Committee of Ways and 
Means the title had been secured, and an appro- 
priation had been inserted in the bill to cover the 
expenses of the arbitration.. No estimates had been 
sent from the War Department for this work, 
although the arbitration had been concluded and 
the title obtained at the commencement of the pres- 
ent session of Congress. 

Mr. INGERSOLL corrected this statement. 
The arbitration had not been brought to a close till 
the month of March last. 

Mr. VINTON said he would send to the Clerk’s 
table a report of the War Department in regard to 
this work, in which the Secretary stated that if the 
title should be awarded to the United States there 
would be no necessity for a new appropriation, 
because there was money already in the treasury 
appropriated for the object. But if the title should 
be found to be in other parties, then it would be 
requisite to appropriate in order to make the pur- 
chase. 

The report was read. 

Aftera brief reply from Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, 
and some inaudible statements from Mr. C. J. IN- 
GERSOLL, Mr. FICKLIN wanted to know how 
much money had already been expended on this 
fort on Pea Patch Island! | 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL replied that that ques- 
tion was readily answered, and the answer was, 
nothing at all. No money had been spent upon it 
at all. There had formerly been a work upon this 
site, but it was burntdown. That had nothing to 
do with what was now asked. No money had 
been appropriated except a small sum for a survey 
of the sıte of the fort. 
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Mr. McK AY apposed the appropriation, on the 

ound that nothing had been asked for this work 

y the War Department, and before a new work 
should be commenced the House had always re- 
quired that it be reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania asked the modest sum of one hundred thou- 
sand dollars for this unauthorized work, while the 
whole amount provided in-the bill, for all the for- 
tifications of the United States, was but five hun- 
dred and thirty thousand dollars. If the amend- 
ment were admitted at all, the sum should be re- 
duced. He moved to reduce it to forty thousand 
dollars; which was agreed to. 

The question then recurring on Mr. INGERSOLL’s 
amendment as thus amended, after several further 
propositions to amend, the proposition of Mr. I. 
was rejected. 

Mr, BOWLIN moved to strike out the last item 
in the bill, for the building of a sea-wall round 
Brewster’s Island, in Boston harbor, on the ground 
that this was not an appropriation for a fortifica- 


afion, but for a harbor improvement. 


The item is as follows: 


For the protection of great Brewster’s Island, and security 
and defence of the principal ship channel in the harbor of 
Boston, Massachusetts, $40,000. ; 


Mr. VINTON briefly explained the ground on 
which it had been inserted in the bill. Brewster’s 
Island was a site selected for a fort for the defence 
of Boston harbor, but the currents were fast sweep- 
Ing it away and filling up the adjacent channel; the 
sea-wall was to prevent this, and secure the site 
for a future fortification, A prolonged and desul- 
tory debate ensued, in which Messrs. FICKLIN, 
VINTON, SAWYER, JONES of Tennessee, 
HUDSON, McKAY, McCLELLAND, GRIN- 
NELL., MARVIN, POLLOCK, BURT, and 
ASHMUN, took part. 

The appropriation was advocated on the ground 
that it was not a new work, but one which had 
been contained in former'bills; that though not 
directly for the erection of a fort, it was to preserve 
from destruction an island immediately adjoining 
the channel which led up to Charlestown navy-yard, 
the dry dock, &c., being one of the points laid 


' down in a plan for the defence of Boston harbor 


for the erection of a fortification. Unless tke 
gradual abrasion of this island were not prevented, 
(and the currents had already carried away about 
one-fifth of it,) the channel would be choked up, 
and if a fort were ever built there, the expense of 
erecting it would be vastly increased, as its founda- 
tions would have to be laid under water. It was 
| reported by the engineers, and the Secretary had 
sent estimates for the work to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 
| The appropriation was opposed on the ground 
that this item had no proper place ina fortification 
bill, because it was not for the erection of any fort 
or other military work whatever, but merely for 


| the protection of an island and a channel in Boston. 


|harbor. It was in fact a harbor improvement, 
'and as such had formerly been inserted in the river 
and harbor bill which had received the Execitive 
veto. It would be found in the harbor bill of the 
ipresent session, and had never been in a fortifica- 
tion bill before; and one gentleman [Mr. McCvex- 
LAND] wished it to remain in the harbor bill still; 
so that if the Executive should veto the western 
iharbors, he might be compelled to do the same on 
ee seaboard; while another was for excluding it, 
est the whole bill should be vetoed on account of 
t i i i 
| Besides, the island belonged to the State of Mas- 
achusetts, and not to the United States, and this 
was- therefore no legitimate subject of Congres- 
“ional legislation; and, if otherwise, still there was 
20 law authorizing the erection of a fort upon it. 
“to such measure had been submitted to the Com- 
nittee on Military Affairs. - 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, moved to insert 
450,000 instead of $40,000 in this item. He moved 
he amendment simply-for the purpose of saying 
hat this appropriation was necessary for the de- 
ence of Boston. It was strictly a military appro- 
iriation, and could not be considered anything 
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else. By the War Department it had been con- 
sidered necessary to have two batteries on Brew- 
ster’s Island, but within a few years two or three 
acres of that island had been washed away. The 
island itself had yery little intrinsic value for pri- 
vate purposes. It was only valuable to the Govern- 
ment, whose fortifications protected Boston harbor, 
and the great amount of public property at the 
Charlestown navy-yard, including the naval hos- 
pital, the marine hospital, the dry dock, and all 
the naval effects. It was not because the mercan- 
tile interest required this appropriation thatit was 
asked for, but because it was necessary to the 
complete military defence of Boston harbor. On 
concluding he withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. PALFREY, having moved an amendment, 
said he was well satisfied that gentlemen who ob-. 
jected to this appropriation on the ground that it 
was an appropriation merely for the security of 
and to afford facilities to commerce, and that it was 
not a part of the military defences of the country, 
had in some manner failed to inform themselves of 
the facts of the case. There was nothing more 
distinctly plain than the fact that this appropria- 
tion was essentially a part of the appropriations 
for the military defence of Boston harbor. He 
argued this question at some length, showing that 
the erection of a wall at the place which had been 
designated was necessary also for the protection of 
the channel. If the channel should not be pro- 
tected, he said vessels entering the harbor would 
no longer be subject to the control of the expensive 
works which the Government had already erected 
there; he could not, therefore, see how this appro- 
priation could with any reason be objected to. He 
also called attention to the point presented by his 
colleague, [Mr. Kine,] who argued that it was 
necessary for the defence of the Government prop- 
erty at the Charlestown navy-yard. 

Mr. FICKLIN contended that the purpose for 
which this appropriation was required partook of 
the character of a harbor improvement, and there- 
fore it did not belong to this bill. If, however, 
this were not so, it was for a fortification which 
had not as yet been authorized by law, and in this 
case also it was out of order. But again: if the 
channel was or would be closed, as gentlemen had 
contended, that would be an ample protection of 
the public property against a foreign enemy, and 
furnished a reply to the argument based on the ne- 
cessity to protect public property there. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, also argued in 
favor of the appropriation, on the ground that it 
ea necessary to the military defence of the har- 

or. 

Mr. MARVIN entered inte some reminiscences 
of the manner in which appropriations were made 
for rivers and harbors in times past, and spoke of 
the change which had been brought about in that 
respect in these modern times. He said he had 
no idea of permitting this Administration to steal 
a march on this House, and spread along our coast 
fortification after fortification, when at the same 
time the commerce of the country was entirely 
neglected. 

Mr. WICK moved to reduce the appropriation 
to one thousand dollars. He made this motion, he 
said, for the same reason which should control his 
vote adverse to the passage of the bill. « The time 
had come when, with the exceptions of temporary 
field-works, constructed to facilitate operations In 
a campaign, and permanent fortifications at a very 
few prominent points, fortifications, like a national 
bank, have become an obsolete idea—a relic of the 
dark ages. The use of steam-vessels had super- 
seded them. By their use an army could be land- 
ed, even on a lee shore, within a few miles of the 
forts, and surround them, steam enabling vessels 
of light draught to approach sufficiently near a 
shoal and lee shore to land troops. All this had 
been done and demonstrated on the landing of our 
army at Vera Cruz. He would vote against any 
fortification bill appropriating sums beyond what 
was necessary to preserve forts as they now are. 
This amendment was fora fort not yet begun. He 
would begin no new works. He was prepared to. 
attack the bill in an hour’s speech; but, as he was 
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restricted to five minutes, he must be content with 
thus hinting at his objections to the system of 
fortifications as heretofore carried on. ‘This sys- 
tem, before the use of steam vessels, was proper; 
but now it amounted to little else than a scheme 
for eviscerating the treasury and the promotion of 
private jobbing. 

Mr. CLARK, of Kentucky, also opposed the 
proposed appropriation. He objected to it because 
it was for a fortification which was not yet com- 
menced. He asked if there was money in the 
Federal treasury from which this sum could be 
paid? The country was already involved in an 
enormous debt, and they knew that from day to 
day the bonds of the Government were hawked 
in the market. Early in the session, they were 
told that no one desired the Government to become 
a borrower; more especially the Government ought 
-not to borrow for the purposes of internal improve- 
ment when it could not provide the means of de- 
fence. This was an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of a harbor, and it should be placed on the 
same footing with river improvements. He ob- 
jected to this entering wedge, believing that this 
Government had no power to make such appro- 
priations. 

The question finally recurring on the motion of 
Mr. BOWLIN, to strike out the item for Brew- 
ster’s Island, &c., it was decided, on a count by 
tellers, in the negative: Ayes 68, noes 76. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved an amendment appro- 

riating for sea-walls on islands in the harbor of 

t. Louis. But— 

- The CHAIR ruled it to be out of order. 

Mr. BOWLIN appealed; but the committee 

sustained the decision of the Chair. 


Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, moved to 
increase the appropriation in the bill for the preser- 
vation of Fort Moultrie, in the harbor of Charles- 
ton, and supported his motion by a letter frog an 
engineer, describing the abrasion of the island on 
which the fort stands, and the danger of its found- 
ations being seriously injured. 

After opposition by Messrs. FARAN and 
HALL, of New York, the amendment was car- 
ried. 

Mr. FARAN proposed to add a proviso to the 
appropriation for Brewster’s Island, in Boston 
harbor, which he modified at the suggestion of 
Messrs. FICKLIN and HUDSON, providing that 
the United States should first be in possession of 
a good and valid title to so much of the island as 
was needed for the erection of a fort. 

This was agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN moved a further proviso that the 
money should not be expended tll the Secretary 
of War was satisfied that it was for a work pre- 
viously authorized by law. 4 

This was negatived. l l : 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, moved an 
amendment to add at the end of the bill the fol- 
lowing : 

For rebuilding Fort Delaware, on the Pea Patch Island, 
in the river Delaware, $30,000. 

Mr. H. briefly glanced at the history of the pub- 
lic works on this island, their destruction oy fire 
many years ago, the cession of the island by Dela- 
ware on the express condition that fortifications 
should be kept up, and urged this appropriation, 
as, though small, highly useful as the beginning of 
works highly necessary, and which Congress must 
appropriate more largely for at the next session, 
to redeem its plighted faith to the State of Dela- 
ware. ‘This bill did not contain a solitary cent for 
the defence of the river Delaware, or of the States 
of New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Delaware, 
which were so deeply interested, and that river 
and those States had been left absolutely unpro- 
tected for the last fifteen years, in consequence of 
the dispute which had arisen with reference to the 
title to the Pea Pateh Island, which had now been 
so happily settled. 

he. amendment was rejected. l 

Mr. HOLMES, of New York, moved to‘amend 
by adding the following: 

For the purpose of erecting fortifications and establishing 
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a military depôt, under the direction of the Secretary of 
War, at or near the mouth of Genesee river, in the State of 
New York, fifty thousand dollars. 


The amendment was ruled out of order. 


Mr. HALL, of New York, moved to add at the 
end of the bill the following: 

For the continuance of the defensive works at Buffalo, 
New York, heretofore recommended by the War Depart- 
ment, and part of which have been constructed under its 
direction, twenty-five thousand dollars. 


Mr. H. briefly advocated the appropriation. 
The amendment was rejected. : 


Mr. WICK moved to add the following as an 
additional section: 


And be it further enacted, That no money shall be ex- 
pended under authority of this act before the Ist day of 
April, 1849. 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SLINGERLAND moved an amendment 
to appropriate for deepening the channel of the 
Hudson river, near Albany, $50,000. Ruled out 
of order. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, the committee rose 
and reported the bill and amendments to the 


House. | 

Mr. VINTON moved the previous question; 
which was seconded, and, under the operation 
thereof, the first amendment of the committee (the 
proviso) was agreed to without division. 

The second amendment (increasing the appro- 
priation for Fort Moultrie, Charleston, South Car- 
olina, from $10,600 to $13,600) was voted on by 
yeas and nays, and resulted—yeas 75, nays 69. 

So the amendment was agreed to. . 


The amendments having been agreed to, the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed, and, being engrossed, 
was read a third time. 

Mr. VINTON moved the previous question; 
which was seconded, and, under the operation 
thereof, the bill was passed by yeas and nays: 
Yeas 79, nays 62. | 

Mr. V. moved to reconsider the last vote. 

Which motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. i 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Frupay, June 16, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a letter from Mr. Baesy, of Alabama, resigning 
his seat as Senator from that State. 

On motion of Mr. LEWIS, it was ordered that 
the Vice President communicate the same to the 
Governor of Alabama. 

Several Senators rose with petitions, reports, 
and resolutions, when the VICE PRESIDENT 
announced the first bill on the calendar, and read 
the resolution of the Senate declaring that Friday 
and Saturday next be set apart for the considera- 
tion of private bills, to the exclusion of all other 
business. 

An ineffectual effort was then made to give pri- 
ority to certain bills over others, which consumed 
some time of the morning hour; after which, the 
private calendar was taken up in its order, and the 
following bills passed: 

A bill directing the Secretary of the Navy to pur- 
chase from Dr. James P. Espy his patent right for 
the conical ventilator. 

For the relief of James F. Sothoron. 

For the relief of John Clark. 

For the relief of the heirs of Jean F. Perry, Jo- 
siah Blakely, Nicholas Jarrot, and Robert Mor- 
rison. 

To provide compensation to William Wood- 
bridge and Henry Chipman, for services in adjust- 
ing titles to land in Michigan, and for other pur- 
poses. 

For the relief of David N. Smith. 

For the relief of Silas Waterman. 


The following bills were laid on the table: 
_ For the relief of the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of Wm. Grayson. 
For the relief of George Newton. 
For the relief of Russell Goss. 
For the relief of John Caldwell. . * 
For the relief of John P. Baldwin. 


_ The Senate then took up House bill for the re- 
hef of Phineas Carpenter, administrator of John 
Cox, deceased, of Boston, and, after discussion, 
adjourned, at a few minutes before four p.m. ` 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 17, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. VINTON said he was instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the appropriation bills. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar. i 

Mr. HUNT hoped that reither motion would 
prevail, and that the House would devote some 
time to the reception of reports from committees. 

The question was put on the motion of Mr. 
RocKwELL; it was decided in the affirmative, tel- 
lers reporting ayes 67, noes 64. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR. ! 

The House aecordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the private calendar, (Mr. 
Wicx in the chair.) 


The bill for the relief of the legal representatives . 


of Joshua Kennedy, deceased, which was under 
discussion when the House were last in commit- 
tee on private bills, was taken up this morning, 
and the discussion was resumed by Mr. DAN- 
IEL, and continued by Messrs. CROW ELL and 
ROCKWELL, of Connecticut. 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do not pass. Ayes 48, noes 71. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 
the House. 

The next bill taken up was for the relief of 
Lyon and Howard. It was debated by Messrs. 

AMMONS and WILMOT. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Joshua 
Kennedy, deceascd, and pregress on the bill for 
the relief of Lyon and Howard. | 

The question was stated on ordering the en- 
grossment of the bill for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Joshua Kennedy, deceased. - 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved the 
previous question, which was seconded. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to lay the bill on the 
table. Ayes 48, noes 66, a quorum not voting. 

Mr. HAMMONS moved anadjournment. Lost, 
ayes 44, noes 74. 

A quorum having appeared, the question was 
again put on laying the bill on the table, and it 
was decided in the negative. Ayes 49, noes 68. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and, 
being engrossed, was passed. Ayes 77, noes 59. 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, June 17, 1848. 


The Chair commenced calling the calendar of 
private bills, when 

Mr. DAYTON asked leave to introduce a reso- 
lution, which he was instructed to submit by the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Symptoms of opposition being exhibited— 

Mr. DAYTON requested permission as a favor 
personal to himself, when, by unanimous assent, 
he stated that heretofore, in taking the decennial 
census, there had been great defects, owing to the 
hasty manner in which the preliminary arrange- 
ments were made. He instanced the return of 
emigrants in the last census, the total number of 
which as reported was considerably below the 
number which arrived at New York alone.. All 
the numerous defects, which have heretofore been 
So apparent, might be avoided hereafter by timely 
reflection and early movements to obtain and 
classify all the variety of useful information which 
ought to be collected and presented in the most 
simple and accurate form in this decennial docu- 
ment. This could be readily and effectually done, 
at a small comparative expense. He hoped that 
the Senate would acquiesce in the correctness of 
these views. 

Mr. D. submitted the following resolution, and 
asked its immediate consideration: 


Resolved, §c., ‘hat a sum not exceeding &7C0 be appro- 
priated, out of any money in the treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the payment of such person or persons as 
the Secretary of State may employ, under and by virtue of 
this resolutjon, to prepare a plan for taking the census of 
1850—embodying therein all important information which 
may be procured abroad and at home, in respect to details 
as to our population, produetive industry, and resources; 
and suggesting the entire outlines of the best method to be 
pursued, the subject-matters to be embraeed, and the clas- 


June 19, 


sification to be adopted in the taking of said census, and that i 
he report the same to this or the next sesston of Congress. 


Mr. CALHOUN. Let it lie over. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the private calendar, when the following bills 
were considered in Committee of the Whole, and 
were subsequently read a third time, by unani- 
mous consent, and passed: 

An act for the relief of Phineas Carpenter, ad- 
ministrator of John Cox, deceased, of Boston; 

An act for the relief of the legal heirs of John 
Snyder, deceased; 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of James Brown, deceased; 

Bill for the relief of J. W. Nye, assignee of 
Peter Bargy and Hugh Stewart; 

Bill for the relief of B. W. Slaughter, late Sec- 
retary of State for the Territory of. Wisconsin. 


The Senate then went into Executive session; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, June 19, 1848. i 


In the absence of the Speaker at the usual hour 
of meeting— 

The Cierk called the House to order, and said 
that he had received a letter from the Speaker sta-® 
ting that on account of indisposition he was unable 
to discharge the duties of the Chair this day. 

Mr. ASHMUN said he had been requested by 
the Speaker to inform the House, that owing toa 
slight indisposition, he was unable to attend the 
session of the House this day. He held in his hand 
a letter he had received from his physician inform- 
ing him that he deemed it imprudent for the Speaker 
to leave his room'to-day. He had, since the receipt 
of the letter, examined the precedents relating to 
cases like this. He had found that on some occa- 
sions the House had adjourned; on others, they had 
proceeded to elect a Speaker pro tempore by ballot. 
He did not know what course the House would 
be disposed to take. In the pressure of public busi- 
ness at this time, heapprehended they would hardly 
be disposed to adjourn, as the Speaker’s indispo- 
sition was slight: he hoped he would be able to 
resume his attendance here to-day or to-morrow. 
By resolution some gentleman might be appointed 
to act as Speaker for this day; if the Speaker were 
unable to attend to-morrow, the House could then 
appoint a Speaker for that day. He threw out 
these remarks by way of suggestion, and should 
acquiesce in aa ONA that might be done. In order 
to eXpedite proceedings, he would venture to pro- 
pe that the Hon. Mr. Burr, of South Carolina, 

e requested to act as Speaker this day. 

Mr. STEPHENS seconded the motion. 

The question being propounded by the CLERK, 
it was unanimously agreed to, and Mr. Burr was 
conducted to the chair. 


The Journal of Saturday was then read and ap- 
proved. 


Mr. GOGGIN (chairman of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads) called up the post- 
route bill which had been passed over informally 
in order that it might be printed. Having been 
printed, he presumed no gentleman would object 
to it, and he knew of no reason why it should not 
be pagsed this morning. 

With reference to the difficulty suggested by. the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] the other day, 
he would state, for the information of gentlemen, 
that since this bill was before the House on Friday . 
last, on examination he found that the bill em- 
bracing the amendments of the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. Kaurman] did involve a question of 
the jurisdiction of the State of Texas, providing as 
it did for a post route from Corpus Christi to the 
Rio Grande. ' à 

Mr. STEPHENS suggested, that as the mem- 
bers of the House had not yet received printed 
copies of the bill, it be informally passed over until 
to-morrow; which, after some conversation, was 
agreed to. 


CLAIMS OF ALABAMA. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and. Means, to which was referred 
the Senate bill authorizing the payment of interest 
upon the advances made by the State of Alabama 
for the United States Government, in the suppres | 


1848. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


851 


sion of the Creek Indian hostilities of 1836 and 
` 1837 in Alabama, and for other purposes, reported 
the same back to the House with an amendment, 
which was read. 

Mr. CHAPMAN said this bill included a pro- 
vision in which several other States as well as Ala- 
bama were interested. As passed by the Senate, 
it authorized a settlement of the accounts of sev- 
eral States for expenditures made during the late 
war with Great Britain. It would be recollected 
by the House, that there were some outstanding 
questions of considerable interest and importance 
between several of the States of this Union and 
the General Government, for expenditures made 
by them during the war of 1812. Maryland was 
one of those States. The Treasurer of Maryland 
and the Treasury Department of the General Gov- 
ernment, for several years had been endeavoring 
to adjust upon principles of equity the differences 
existing between them. The bill which had passed 
the Senate contained a provision which autho- 
rized the settlement of these accounts on principles 
of equity. He understood the amendment report- 
ed, and now before the House, precluded the set- 
tlement of any of these accounts except those of 
the State of Alabama. If he was misinformed, 
he hoped the gentleman from Alabama would cor- 
rect him. 

The bill and amendment having been read at his 
request, Mr. C. moved to refer them to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, said the bill as 
originally brought forward, applied alone to the 
State of Alabama; but, by an amendment which 
was made in the Senate, upon motion of a Senator 
from Maryland, it was extended so as to apply to 
all of the States which had made advances in the 
late war with Great Britain. The Committee of 
Ways and Means (of the House) were unani- 
mously opposed to incorporating in this bill any 
general provision bringing up all of the loans and 
advances made by the various States to the Gov- 
ernment during the war`of 1812. 

The most, if not all of those States had received 
interest on their advances; but, in every instance, 
without exception—so far as the committee could 
ascertain—the interest was paid under a special 
enactment of Congress, for the particular State 
making the application. By examination, it would 
be found that New York, New Jersey, Delaware, 
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Maryland, and, he 
believed, every one of the States that had advanced 
money for, or loaned money to, the United States, 
had received interest for it, under a special act, in 
each case. 


In 1826 Maryland had received over $66,500 of 


interest upon an advance of some $292,000; and, 
if his memory had not failed him, he believed two 
acts had already been passed for her benefit. He 
did not intend now to discuss the merits of the 
claim, brought forward by Maryland. His object 
was to let each case stand or fall upon its own 
merits. Alabama needed no prop in this matter, 
further than fairness and justice required from her 
sister States. Her claim was a just one; and all 
she wanted was, that it should be adjudicated— 
that Congress should now hearit. In her case, 
the facts were before the House. There could be 
no fear of legislating in the dark. It was very 
fully made out. Such had been the universal and 
uninterrupted practice of Congress heretofore with 
the other States; and he asked the same for Ala- 
bama. Such was not the case with Maryland’s 
aaa claim. She had presented us no facts. 

er case (if any she has) was not made out; and 
it was unfair for her to attempt to fasten it to a 
case so clear and so eminently just, and deserving 
of the speedy action of Congress as was that of 
Alabama. 

In 1826 Maryland was allowed her interest. 


She in that year had two settlements, or partial 


settlements, with this Government for interest— 
the last one in December of that year—more than 
ten years after the close of the war; and ifa greater 
sum was then due to her, why did she not collect 
it? why did she not bring in her claim for it? why 
did she not demand it? We were bound to pre- 
sume that she received at that time all she claimed. 
Her settlement was of record. Again: It had been 
more than the third of a century since the ad vance 
was made upon which she now claims interest, 
and almost a quarter of a century since her former 
settlement with this Government was made for 
interest. And he would like to know why she 


had so long slept upon her rights. Did she not 
know, when she made her other settlements, that 
her present claim was due? If she did, why has 
it been held up or neglected so long? Can the 
gentleman from Maryland point to any bill or 
proposition which any of Maryland’s represent- 
atives had brought forward for it? If so, he would 
like to see it. i is only brought forward in this 
instance, as an amendment to the bill for thé benefit 
of Alabama. It underwent no supervision or ex- 
amination of any committee of the Senate, as he 
understood it. it had been unanimously rejected 


| by the Committee of Ways and Means of this 


House; and now he put it to the gentleman from 
Maryland, whether Alabama was to be embar- 
rassed, and her bill defeated, because, unfortu- 
nately, Maryland had thought proper to attempt 
to put her claim in the same bill? He hoped not. 
He appealed to the Representatives of Maryland 
to let their case stand upon its own merits—make 
it out by collecting and presenting to Congress the 
facts—let Congress see and know whether it is 
just or unjust; but do not delay or defeat Alaba- 
ma, because your own claim is not ready to be 
heard, or your case’is not made out. As he had 
been able to understand the claim of Maryland, it 
was not a claim for interest in truth, on an item 
advanced or loaned to the United States, and which 
had not been taken into the account in. her former 
settlement with this Government; but it was an 
effort to open the former settlement, and calculate 
interest upon a different principle than the one 
adopted in the first settlement, and in that way in- 
crease the amount. He had made these remarks, 
not with a view to show that Maryland’s claim 
was unjust, or that it should not be allowed; but 
for the purpose of showing that it was not in a 
condition to be acted upon now by Congress— 
that it was a contested, disputed claim—and if 
persisted in, as an amendment to this bill, that it 
would inevitably defeat it, for the present at least. 
The claim of Alabama was not disputed. lts jus- 
tice and the necessity of its speedy payment had 
been acknowledged by a unanimous report of the 
Finance Committee of the Senate, as well as its 
unanimous passage through thatbody. The same 
was true in regard to it in the Committee of Ways 
and Means of this House. That .committee had 
not only stricken out the claim of Maryland with- 
out a dissenting voice, but it had also unanimously 
agreed to the claim of Alabama, and authorized 
him to ask the House to pass it forthwith, without 
any other reference of it to any other committee. 

Mr. GENTRY asked the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Houston] if he did not perceive that 
he was furnishing an argument which goes con- 
clusively to show the propriety of referring this 
matter to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, where it could alone be discussed? 
He asked gentlemen who were interested in this 
matter to allow it to be referred, and to reserve all 
discussion for-the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, where they could make their 
exposition of facts and submit their arguments. 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired if this bill did not 
make an appropriation? 

Mr. HOU STON replied that it did. 

Mr. ASHMUN then inquired if it must not, 
necessarily go to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER pro tem. said it must, unless 
the House should suspend the rules, or, by unani- 
mous consent, allow the bill to be put upon its 

assage. | 

Mr. HOUSTON, in the course of some further 
explanations, said he thought, if gentlemen were 
acquainted with the facts, they would not resist 
his application. 

Mr. ASHMUN must still insist on his point of 
order—anot because he wished to prejudice the bill, 
for he had no doubt it had merits; but the 133d rule 
of the House required that all proceedings touch- 
ing appropriations of money shall be first discussed 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. STEPHENS said the uniform practice of 
the House had been not to allow a discussion on 
the merits of a measure which the rule required 
should be first discussed in Committee of the 
Whole. The motion of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Houston] was not now in order with- 
out a suspension of that rule. 


Mr. HOUSTON said he could not welk be in- 


duced to believe that those gentlemen who had, 


made the points of order on him were hostile to 


| the claim of his State. He regretted their course— 


not that he cared for the points of order raised—. 
they could not be sustained—but they indicated a 
determination to refer this bill to the state of the 
Union, which, at this stage of the session, and, 
with the special orders now on the calendar, he. 
considered fatal to it. Those gentlemen seemed to 
think that Alabama should hold up and take her 
chances with the other States in a general bill. 
Such had not been the practice of Congréss on this 
subject; and why, he asked, should they desire to 
defeat Alabama, because they are not included in 
the same bill? Admitting their claims to be just- 
and proper ones against this Government, does 
that show that because they are not paid, therefore 
a claim due to another State, and acknowledged on 
all sides to be just, should also be defeated? He 
thought not. His rule was to do all the good he 
could; and if he could pay one just claim he would 
do it, and pay the others as they might be brought 
forward and examined. 

He had not gone fully into the origin of the ad- 
vances of Alabama; they were made from the high-. 
est considerations of patriotism; they were made 
to clothe and feed and sustain the troops called out 
by the Government of the United States in 1836 
and in 1837, during the Creek Indian hostilities, ; 
and under circumstances and at a time which made 
it fall with peculiar hardship upon the State, and 
which should recommend it the more urgently to 


the favorable consideration and speedy action of . 


this Government. The State had already been a 
heavy loser in the transaction. The rigid rules 
adopted by the department here had excluded 
several thousand dollars, because the vouchers 
could not be properly arranged and authenticated; 
the State had paid and must lose that money. She 
had had an agent here and at home for several 
years, under pay, preparing the vouchers and pfe- 
senting them to Congress; that had cost her thou- 
sands of dollars. This bill had been reported . 
favorably upon in the Senate several times, and 
he could but believe it would be promptly paid. 
Upon the very fund out of which Alabama ad- 
vanced the money for this Government, she was 
now paying interest to this Government. Alabama 
had borrowed money of the United States, which 
formed a part of her banking capital. Upon that 
she pays Interest to this Government, as the agent 
of the Chickasaw tribe of Indians. Out of her 
banks she drew money and advanced for the United 
States; and all she wants is to obtain, to get back 
the very interest she has paid and ia now paying 
to the United States. He hoped that the opposi- 
tion would be withdrawn, and the bill passed. 
Let justice be done; he asked no more; Alabama 
wanted nothing else. - 
The motion to commit was agreed to. 


A PERSONAL MATTER. 

The SPEAKER pro tem. presented to the House 
a communication from Captain William Ramsay, 
of the United States navy, stating that in the pro- 
ceedings of the House on the 13th instant, as re- 
ported in the National Intelligencer, he found that 
a petition had been presented which reflected on 
his character, in relation to which he submitted a 
long statement. l 

The reading was called for; and, when it was 
partially read, on motion the further reading was 
dispensed with, and it was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, to which the petition com- 
plained of had been referred. 


COMMANDER DEKAY’S CLAIM. 

Mr. McDOWELL moved a suspension of the 
rules, to enable him to offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the House report, with its accompanying 


joint resolution, authorizing the accounting officers of the 


treasury charged with the settlement of the aceonnts of the . 
navy, to settle and pav the expenses of the United States 
ehip Macedonian, un her recent voyage to Ireland and Scot- 
land, be made the special order of the day for Saturday, the 
Xith instant, and so continue until disposed of. 

On this motion Mr. FICKLIN demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, made a point of order 
as to the motion in reference to a bill which was 
still in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FICKLIN inquired whether this was not 
a bill, in fact, for the relief of Commander DeKay? 
whether this was not a private bill? and whether 
the motion was anything else than an attempt to 
take up a private bill out of its order, and in pref- 
erence to hundreds of others equally meritorious? 
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Mr. McDOWELL franklyacknowledged that 
this was a bill for the relief-of Commander De- 
Kay, and that his object was to get immediate ac- 
tion by the House upon that bill. ~~ ‘ 

A debate on order ensued, in which Messrs. 
FICKLIN, McCLELLAND, SIMS, J ONES of 
Tennessee, CABELL, and others, took part, and 
which resulted ina refusal by the House to sus- 
pend the rules. l 

MEMORIAL OF CHICAGO CONVENTION. 

Mr. JOHNSON, 
order of the day; and the CHAIR stated that order 
to be the calling of the States for memorials and 

titions. 

The call being resumed at the State 
and that State having been called— 

Mr. WENTWORTH presented the memorial 
of the Chicago Convention in behalf of river and 
harbor improvements, and moved that it be read 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 


rinted. 


of Illinois, 


of Tennessee, demanded the | 


| 
| 
| 
|| z 


Mr. HUNT, from the Committee on Commerce, 


advocated with much earnestness the motion to 
print, basing his argument, Ist, on the great and 
vital importance of the subject to the interests of 
the American people—a more important paper had 
not, he observed, come before Congress for many 
years; and 2d, on the distinguished ability with 
which it had been drawn up. It contained an ar- 
gument on the constitutional power of this Govern- 
mentover the navigation of the country and theim- 
rovement of its rivers and harbors, which would 
be found unanswerable. It had been prepared by 
rendered, in various eminent 
stations of public trust, very important services to 
the country and the Government. This formed an 
additional reason why the memorial should receive 
the respectful attention of the House. But, more 
thad all, this respect was due to the occasion which 
called forth this eloquent and cogent expression of 
enlightened public opinion. The paper came from 

. a Convention assembled at Chicago for the express 
urpose of taking these subjects into consideration. 

n that distinguished assemblage of the people, rep- 

resentatives were present from eighteen States of 

this Union, and this memorial embodied the senti- 
ments of that body in regard to the obligation of 

the General Government to provide for the im- 

rovement of the rivers‘and harbors of the Union. 

Many States were represented in that Convention 

by very large delegations; and the unanimity with 

which they agreed on the adoption of this memo- 

rial was evidence of the deep hold which this ques- 
tion had taken onthe public mind. Great anxiety 
prevailed that the subject should receive the speedy 
action of Congress, and it was certainly a just and 
reasonable expectation, and one which the House 

could not respectfully disregard. 
Several bills had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors, but none of them had yet been taken 
up; nor had any motion succeeded to suspend the 
rules for their consideration, nor had they been 
made the special order of the day. But the ex- 
pression of public opinion was general and em- 
phatic, and it would prove irresistible. = 

It was no answer to say that the Executive had 

refused his sanction to tills on this subject. The 
people did not inquire what the’ President would 
or would not do; they expected and they demand- 
ed that their representatives should do their duty. 
Gentlemen were called on by the necessities of 
their country, and they would find that that coun- 
try would not be satisfied if the duty was not done. 
The opposition of the Executive was hut a tem- 
porary snag, which would shortly be removed by 
the force of popular opinion. In the hope that the 
House would speedily act on this memorial, and 
adopt satisfactory measures on the whole subject, 
Mr. H. would conclude by moving the previous 
question. 

-The call for the previous question was seconded 
by the House. The previous question was there- 
upon put and carried, and the main question being 
on referring the memorial to the Committee on 
Commerce and ordering it to be printed, it was de- 
cided in the affirmative, as follows: 


YEAS—Me:srs. Adams, Ashmun, Barrow, Belcher, Bing- 
ham, Blanchard, Brady, Buckner, Cabell, Canby, Chap- 
man, Cocke, Collamer, Collins, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, 
Crowell, Crozier, Cummins, Darling, Dickey, Dickinson, 
Donnell, Duer, Daniel Dunean, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, 
Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, 
Frecdley, Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, 
Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, 


a gentleman who had 
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Henley, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hub- 
bard, Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Inger- 
soll, Jenkins, Kellogg, Thomas B. King, Danie} P. King, 
Lahm, William T. Lawrence, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, 
Levin, Lincotn, Lynde, Maelay, McClelland, McIlvaine, 
Job Mann, Horace Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Morris, 
Murphy, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Nicoll, Outlaw, Peck, Petrie, 
Pettit, Pollock, Preston, Richey, Rockhill, Julius Rockwell, 
John A. Rockwell, Roman, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, 
Shepperd, Shérrill, Silvester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, 
Robert Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, 
Charles E. Stuart, Strohm, Strong, Fallinadge, Taylor, Thi- 
podeaux, James Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, John 
B. Thompson, William Thompson, Tompkins, Toombs, 
Tuck, Turner, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, White, Wil- 
mot, and Wilson—122. 

NAYsS—Mesers. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Birdsall, Bow- 
don, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, Wiliam G. Brown, Chase, 
Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Daniel, Featherston, Ficklin, French, Fries, Fulton, Gog- 
in, Grecn, Hammons, Haralson, Harris, Hill, George 3. 
Houston, Inge, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Ligon, Lumpkin, 
McClernand, McDowell, McKay, Miller, Morse, Peaslee, 
Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Sawyer, Sims, Smart, Thomas, 
Jacob Thompson, Thurston, Venable, Wallace, Wick, 
Wiley, Williams, and Woodward—s6. 


So the memorial was referred and ordered to be 


printed. 
DUTIES ON LUXURIES. 


Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, moved a 
suspension of the rules, to enable him to offer the 


following resolution: . 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill 
increasing the duties on foreign luxuries of all Kinds, and on 
such foreign manufactures as ure now coming iuto ruinous 
competition with American labor. 


The question on the suspension of the rules was 


decided by yeas and nays, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adains, Ashmun, Barrow, Belcher, Blan- 
chard, Brady, Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, 
Cristield, Crowell, Crozier, Cummins, Dickey, Donnell, 
Duer, Danie! Duncan, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Nathan 
Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Flournoy, Freediey, Gayle, Gid- 
dings, Goggin, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. 
Hall, Janes G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Henry, Elias B. 
Holines, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Kellogg, Thomas Butler King, Daniet: 
P. King, William T. Lawrence, Levin, Lincoln, Mclivaine, 
Horace: Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Nelson, Nes, 
Newall, Outlaw, Peck, Pollock, Preston, Julius Rockwell, 
John A. Rockwell, Roman, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, 
Shepperd, Sherrill} Silvester, Slingerland, Catcb B. Smith, 
Truman Sinith, Starkweather, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, 
Tallmadge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, Richard W. ‘Thompson, 
Tompkins, Vinton, Warren, and Wilson—86. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bingham, Bird- 
sall, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Bridges, William G. 
Brown, Cathcart, Chase, Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Darling, Dickinson, Dunn, 
Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, French, Fries, Fulton, Green, 
Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Hill, George S. Houston, 
Inge, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Labm, Leffler, Ligon, Lumpkin, 
Lynde, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McDowell, Me- 
Kay, Job Mann, Meade, Morris, Morse, Murphy, Nicoll, 
Peaslee, Petrie, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, 
Richey, Rockhill, Sawyer, Sims, Snart, Robert Smith, 
Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Thomas, James Thom pson, Jacob 
Thompson, William Thompson, Turner, Venable, Wallace, 
Wentwoith, Wick, Wiley, Williams, Wilmot, and Wood- 
ward—e®2. 


Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 


Mr. STEPHENS moved the following resolu- 
tion, which was adopted: 

Resolved, That when the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn 
to meet at ten o’cloek a m. to-morrow; and that hereafter 
the hour of the daily meetings of the House shall be ten 
o’clock a. m., unless otherwise ordered by the House. 

INTERNATIONAL EXCHANGES. 

On motion of Mr. MURPHY, the House pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill to regulate the exchange 
of certain documents and other publications of 
Congress. 

Mr. MURPHY said, the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had been dis- 
charged from the further consideration of this bill 
30ome days since, and after it had come into the 
House it had been passed over informally upon 


an objection raised by the gentleman from North ` 


Carolina, (Mr. McKay;] the gentleman had since 
examined the bill, and had therefore withdrawn 
his objection. He hoped the bill would be passed 
without delay. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
the previous question. 

Mr. McKAY (the demand for the previous ques- 
tion being withdrawn at his request, and on pledge 
of its renewal) said, he had objected to the bill 
under the impression that it interfered more ma- 
terially with the provisions of the act of 1846 (the 
tariff act) than he now found it did. He therefore 
waived his objection on this point. But there was 
another point which he did think somewhat im- 
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portant; he hoped the friends of the bill would 
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modify it in this respect. It gave authority to the 
Library Committee indefinitely for all time to come 
to appoint these agents, without limitation either 
as to time or to salaries. He moved to add a. pro- 
viso, that this act shall continue in force two years, 
and no longer; and renewed the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. MURPHY, (Mr. Tnomesow having further 
waived the demand for the previous question,.on 
pledge by Mr. M. of its renewal, for the purpose 
of meeting the objection of his friend from North 
Carolina, moved to insert in the third section fifth: 
line the words ‘tagency and,” so that it should 
read that this two thousand dollars should be ap- 
propriated for that purpose. If there was no other 
appropriation made for these agencies, it was per- 
fectly evident there could be no such authority 
exercised by the Library Committee to bind this 
House. : 

He was asked why he objected to this proviso 
to limit the operation of the bill to two years. He 
replied, that this was or was nota valuable agency 
for the States and the General Government. The 
Library Committee were of opinion, and he doubted: 
not a majority of the House were of the opinion, 
that it was one of the greatest objects that could 


command the attention of Congress, having im 


view, he might say, the fralernizalion of nations; 
making them acquainted with each other’s Jaws: 
and institutions. It merely provided that there 
might be sent from this country to Europe, and 
received from the nations of Europe, the laws and 
public records of each other. That was not an 
object for two years; he hoped it might be con- 
tinued for all time. If it should prove in the course 
of two years to work ill, Congress would have it 
in its power, and could repeal it. 

Mr. McKAY, (in his seat.) If it works well, 
we ean renew it. 
Mr. MURPHY. If it works ill, we can repeat 

I renew the demand for the previous question. 
The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and, under its operation, the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed, and waa read a third time 
and passed. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. CROWELL, by general consent, intro-. 
duced the following bill, of which. previous notice: 
had been given, to repcal the first section of an act 
concerning the District of Columbia, approved. 
February 27, 1801, and for other purposes: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the first section of an act concern- 
ing the District of Columbia, approved February 27, A. D. 
1801, and all other acts and parts of acts that in any manner 
interfere with, regulate, or sustain the institution of slavery 
in said Distriet be, and they are hereby, repealed. 


TROOPS ENGAGED IN MEXICO. 


Mr. COCKE asked leave to introduce a resolu- 
tion directing the Committee on Printing to inquire 
into the expediency of printing 10,000 extra copies 
of Executive document No. 62, as revised and cor- 
rected by the Adjutant General, being a report 
from that officer, showing the number df United 
States troops that have been engaged in the war 
with Mexico; the number who have been killed, 
died of wounds, &c. It was objected to. 

Mr. C. then moved a suspension of the rules, 
to enable him to offer the resolution: Yeas 92, . 
nays 43; two-thirds ‘voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were suspended, and the resolution was re- 
ceived, and under the operation of the “previous 
question (moved by Mr. C.) it was agreed to. 


The motion submitted several day since by Mr- 
Rock weE Lu, of Connecticut, to reconsider the vote 
by which leave was granted for the withdrawal 
of the petition and papers in the case of the legal 
representatives of John Johnson, was taken up; 
and,after a brief conversation between Mr. ROCK- 
WELL and Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee, was, un- 
der the operation of the previous question, agreed 
to. 


VIRGINIA MILITARY LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. TAYLOR moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to offer the following resolution: 
- Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state 
ofthe Union be discharged from the further consideration 
of House bill extending the time for locating Virginia mili- 
tary land warrants, and returning surveys thereon to the 
General Land Office, and that tke same be put upon its 
passage. 

The question being put, there were—ayes 87, 
noes 22—a quorum not voting. 


it. 


e 


1848. 


Mr. VENABLE moved a call of the House. 
Lost. 

The question on suspending the rules was again 
put, and there were ayes 96, noes 29. 

Two-thirds having voted in the affirmative, the 
rules were suspended, and the resolution was read 
and agreed to. 

The House then took up the bill extending the 
time for locating Virginia military land warrants, 


&c. i 

Mr. TAYLOR explained the provisions of the 
bill, and urged its immediate passage. He said, 
as it was merely a local measure, which could not 
be injurious to any other portion of the Union, he‘ 
could not suppose there would_be any serious op- 
position to it. It related to that part of the State 
of Ohio known as the Virginia military district of 
Ohio, lying between the Scioto river, the Little 
Miami, and the river Ohio, embracing some four 


POSTAGE ON NEWSPAPERS. 

Mr. GOTT moved a suspension of the rules, to 
enable him to offer a resolution to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from the bill to regulate the postage on newspapers 
and for other purposes, and that the said bill be 
put upon its passage. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said, that as he believed 
no further business of importance to the country 
would be done this day, he would move that the 
House do now adjourn. Lost. 

The question was then put on the suspension of 
the rules by yeas and nays, and there were yeas 
129, nays 26. 

Two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were suspended, and the resolution received. 

Mr. GOGGIN moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. Lost. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved the 
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millions of acres or more. That district, when || previous question; which was seconded, and, un- 


the cessions of public land were made to the Uni- 
‘ted States, was reserved by Virginia for her offi- 
cers and goldiers of the continental army who 
served in the revolutionary war. The greater part 
of that land had been surveyed and located, leaving 
but some two hundred thousand acres of very in- 
ferior quality, which was particularly described in 
the annual report of the Commissioner of the Land 
Office, in document No 2 of the present session. 
These two hundred thousand acres of land were 
the only remaining public ‘lands in the State of 
Ohio that were unsurveyed, and unless this bill 
were passed, the public land office at Chilicothe 
would be closed. In fact, it had been suspended 
since the first of January last for want of author- 
ity, which had been renewed repeatedly during 
the last twenty years, to extend the time to sur- 
vey and locate those lands. The last act of that 
character was passed in the month of August, 1844, 
extending the time to the ist of January, 1848; 
but still there were some portions remaining un- 


surveyed and not located, for which the authority || under t 
| agreed to, and the bill ordered to be engrossed and 


of this bill was necessary. The passage of this 
dill would work no injustice to anybody. It was 
not for Ohio alone that he asked for the passage 
of this measure, for it would extend the right to 
locate land warrants to those who held them, 
whether they resided in Virginia, Kentucky, Ohio, 
or any other Stafe. And surely they ought to be 
allowed this privilege. - After fully explaining his 
object, and ‘making some allusions to another 
measure in which the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mn Gocer] took some interest, he said he was 
unwilling to consume the time of the House at 
greater length than was necessary. He was not 
in the habit of occupying much of its time, and he 
was opposed to long speeches anywhere. At this 
late period of the session, they had better act than 
talk. He therefore moved the previous question; 
which was seconded, and, under the operation 
thereof, the following amendment, moved by Mr. 
Tayor on the 3d of May last, was agreed to, 
viz: l 

Sec. 2. That the same right and privilege is hereby also 
extended for the same time to all such warrants as have 
issued subsequent to said tenth day of August, A. D. 1841; 
provided, that before the location thereof, ıt shall be shown 
to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office that such warrant was iasued justly and legally, 


and that the person who received said warrant was legally 
entitled to the same. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and, 
being engrossed, was read a third time and pass- 


BOUNTY LAND CLAIMS. 


_ Mr. COLLAMER offered the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state 
ef the Union be discharged from the further consideration 
of the House biil extending the time for satisfying claims 
‘for bounty lands and for other purposes, and that the same 
be now considered and disposed of. 


Mr. C. explained the necessity of passing this 
bill; otherwise, many holders of military land war- 
rants would not be able to locate them. 

Mr. CUMMINS, Mr. McCLERNAND, and 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, also made some 
remarks on this bill; the latter gentleman moving 
the previous question, which was seconded; and, 
under the operation thereof, the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed, and, being engrossed, was read a 
third time and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vate by which the 
bill was passed was laid on the table. 


der the operation thereof, the resolution was agreed 
to. 
The House then proceeded to consider said bill. 
Mr. BRODHEAD moved to amend the bill by 
inserting the words ‘‘county or within,” in the 
first, second, and third sections of the bill, so as 


; to allow all newspapers to pass free through the 


mail within the county or within thirty miles of the 
office of publication. 
Mr. B. also moved the previous question. . 
Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, suggested to the 
honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BropueEap] that he should accept a modification 
of his amendment so as to allow of all gewspapers 
assing free of postage when mailed to any place 
within the Congressional district in which they 
are or shall be published. But he refused to ac- 
i a modification suggested. : 
r. BEDINGER moved an adjournment of the 
House. Lost. 
The previous question was then seconded; and, 
be operation thereof, the amendment was 


read a third time. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved the previous ques- 
tion; which was seconded, and, under the operation 
thereof, the bill was passed. | 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved a re- 
consideration of the last vote; which motion was 
laid on the table. 


Mr. FRENCH asked leave to offer a resolution 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union from the consideration of Sen- 
ate bill to repair the dam at the head of Cumber- 
land Island, in the Ohio river, and that said bill be 
put upon its passagé. Objection being made— 

Mr. F. moved a suspension of the rules, to ena- 
ble him to offer the resolution; but before any vote 
was taken, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, June 19, 1848. 


Mr. WEBSTER rose and said, it was known 
to the Senate that in the course of the last year a 
convention had assembled at Chicago, in Illinois, 
to take into consideration the subject of the im- 
provement of our lakes and harbors, particularly 
of those in the western States. That convention 
adopted a series of resolutions, and appointed a 
committee, which was charged with the duty of 

reparing a memorial for Congress. That duty 
had been performed, and the task of presenting 
that memorial had been devolved on him. All he 
could say concerning the memorial was, that it was 
a highly respectable paper. It appeared to him to 
be marked with much ability. It presented a sub- 
ject for consideration in which there was a well- 

nown diversity of opinion in Congress: He had 
looked over the Journals for an analogous case by 
which he might be directed as to the course he 
ought to take if the disposition of this paper; and 
he had found the proceeding on the subject of the 
Memphis Convention, which took place in 1846. 
Both the memorials of. these conventions were im- 
portant and able papers, although they were differ- 
ent in their views. The Memphis memorial was 
presented by the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina, (Mr. CaLnoun,] who moved its refer- 
ence to a select committee of five members. He 
would, therefore, propose a similar disposition of 
this paper. He moved its reference to a select 
committee of five members, to be appointed by 
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the Presiding Officer, and that it be printed. The 
motion was agreed to. © 

Mr. WEBSTER said he might be induced, at - 
some.other time, to move for the printing of an 
extra number of copies, as was done in the case of 
the Memphis memorial. 

The following was announced by the Chair as 
the committee: Messrs. Wesster, Davis of Mis- 
sissippi, Breese, Jonnson of Maryland, and Bor- 
LAND. 

Mr. WEBSTER also presented a petition from 
Charles Colburn, asking payment for the full term 
of his enlistment in the navy of the United States. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition from the in- 
habitants of Rosendale, Wisconsin, remonstrating 
against granting land to Mr. Whitney for the con- 
struction of aroad from Lake Michigan to the Pa- 
cific Ocean; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. LEWIS presented a petition from delegates 
of the Creek nation, asking Congress to pass an 
act for the adjustment of their unsettled business; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from cit- 
izens of New York, complaining of the Camden 
and Amboy railroad, and asking that Congress 
will establish a post route between Philadelphia 
and New York; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a petition from 
Captain Paynes, of a company of Florida volun- 
teers, for pay; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TURNEY presented a petition from the 
late Choctaw commissioners, praying the allow- 
ance of mileage for travel while in the discharge of 
their duties; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 


_ REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported House bill for the relief of 
Joseph Perry, a Choctaw Indian, or his assigns, 
without amendment. 

Also, from the same committee, Senate bill to 
regulate trade and intercourse with Indian tribes 
residing within the limits of the State of Texas, 
with an amendment. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, made a report recommend- 
ing that the Senate concur in the amendment by 
the House to the bill for the relief of David Shaw 
and Solomon T. Corser; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to regulate the trial of issues 
in the District of Columbia; which was read a first 
time. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee of 
Claims, made an adverse report on House bill for 
the relief of Thomas B. Graham. 

Mr. WESTCOTT also, from the same com- 
mittee, made an adverse report on House bill for 
the relief of James Porterfield’s legal representa- 
tives. 

Mr. WESTCOTT also, froin the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported Senate bill for the relief 
of Gamaliel Taylor, late marshal of the State of 
Indiana, and his sureties, with an amendment. ` 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill granting to the State of 
Missouri the right of way and a donation of public 
lands for making a railroad connecting the town of 
St. Joseph, on the Missouri river, with the town 
of Hagnibal, on the Mississippi river, with ac- 
compan guig documents; which was ordered to be 

rinted. ° 
j Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported House bill for the relief of Al- 
borne Allen, without amendment. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. DOWNS submitted the following: 


Resolved, That a member leaving the Senate, shall, nei- 
ther directly nor indirectly, assign his seat to another, and 
that the vacant seats shall be assigned by the President, from 
a list kept for that purpose, and according to the date of the 
record of their names. l 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, submitted the 
following: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury inform the 
Senate of the whole number of officers now employed in 
and about the custom-house of the United States in the city 
of Baltimore, with the compensation allowcd to each; and 
that he also inforin the Senate what was the number of such 
otficers at the same custom-house on the 4th of March, 1845, 
and the compensation allowed each. 
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Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, in pursuance of || tion ought to be so amended as to contain a pro- 
notice, obtained leave to bring in a joint resolution || vision for the payment of the proprietors of the 
to authorize the adjudication of certain Indian | line of stages employed by the Postmaster General 

| 


claims under the act of 23d of August, 1842. | for the damage they will sustain by the withdraw- 
Mr. DICKINSON moved to postpone the pre- || ing of their contract. _ 
vious orders, to take up the bill to Amend the act Mr. PEARCE considered the amendment un- 
entitled “ An act for the regulation of seamen on || necessary, because the general rule, under the law 
board the public and private vessels of the United || which authorizes the Postmaster General to rescind 
States.’’ ; a contract, is to allow the contractors a reasonable 
Mr. DICKINSON stated that the object of this || allowance for damages. 
bill was to enable those individuals who had not Mr. UNDERWOOD suggested that this rule 
been able to perfect their letters of naturalization, || applied to the ordinary transactions of the depart- 
in consequence of being compelled to be absent || ment, and would not apply to any case of special 
from the United States since the notification of | legislation by Congress. In this case, the propri- 
their intention, to obtain relief. He had been for ;| etors of the stages had made arrangements for a 
four years trying to get this bill through, and if ; long service, and it would be unjust to leave them 
there was opposition, he must ask for the yeas and || with a large number of horses, &c.,on hand. The 
nays on his motion. I amendment, even if useléss, could not be injurioug 
r. UNDERWOOD asked whether the bill '- Mr. PEARCE still maintained that the’ amend- 
proposed that the time an individual might be ab- | ment was unnecessary. l l 
sent from the United States, was to be made up by | Mr. NILES said there was great inconvenience 
subsequent residence, prior to the granting of the || experienced from the present arrangements of the 
certificate? : department, and he understood that no saving had 
Mr. DICKINSON replied in the affirmative. | been effected. Still he felt very reluctant to sanc- 
Mr. BREESE said that if the applicant for nat- || tion any act which would diminish the force of the 
uralization should be called out of the United |! law which establishes the maximum of compen- 


States, and remain abroad four years and eleven | sation to railroad companies. This joint resolution 
months, that time would not be counted. i 


virtually sets aside the existing law, and ‘on this 
Mr. CALHOUN referred to another bill on the 
| 


| 
ground he objected to the resolution. 
subject of naturalization, which had been intro- The amendment was then negatived. 
duced, and thought it would be advisable to have Mr. PEARCE briefly stated the history of the 
the whole subject before the Senate at the same 
time. He would therefore prefer that this bill be 
informally passed over. 
Mr. WESTCOTT was opposed to the bill, and | 
gave some reasons which were inaudible, from his , 
osition under the gallery. | 
Mr. BERRIEN explained the law as it would | 
stand after the passage of this bill, which required | 
that the five years’ residence should be completed. 
If the applicant for a certificate were absent any 
part of that time, it would remain for the court to | 
decide whether that absence was sufficient to pre- 
| 


transaction between the Postmaster General and 
the company. He then showed that the route now 
travelled by the mail was much longer than it was 
when the mail was conveyed by the steamboat and 
railroad; and the delay in the transmission of let- 
ters and the transportation of passengers was very 
much increased by the new arrangement. The 
cost to the public, also, was heavier by some thou- 
sands than it was by the steamboat route. He 
referred to the Journals in order to show in what 
cases and at what times Congress had deemed it 
proper to interfere. The mail from Washington 
to Richmond is now carried in two-horse wagons, 
ata cost to the Government of fifteen thousand 
dollars. It was supposed by some, that, after the 
passage of this resolution, the different railroad 
companies would be crowding the department for 
an increase of pay. He reminded the Senate, how- 
ever, that this line of boats ran through the winter 
and summer, and was at the expense of keeping 
an ice-boat. 

Mr. BRADBURY said that the department was 
exceedingly anxious to make a contract with this 
company, and had offered a fairprice. Hethought 
the effect of this resolution would be to throw the 
Postmaster General at the feet of railroad compa- 
nies. Asa matter seriously affecting the public 
interests, we ought not to dispose of this resolu- 
tion hastily. Application ought tohave been made 
to the Legislature of Virginia to enforce the fine of 
five hundred dollars for every refusal to carry. the 
mail, whenever the company had so refused. 

Mr. HUNTER corrected the Senator from 
Maine. The Legislature of Virginia had never 
authorized any such fine. 

Mr. BRADBURY was sorry it had not, and 
hoped we should adopt a wiser course. 

The resolution was reported; and the question 
being on the engrossment— 

Mr. HALE expressed his hope that the resolu- 
tion would not be passed, because it would be es- 
tablishing a dangerous precedent. It would induce 
other companies to come forward with demands 
for special contracts, and would subject the Gov- 
ernment to constant impositions. He knew noth- 
ing about the merits of the controversy between 
the Postmaster General and the company, but he 
knew that great evils must result from passing this 
resolution. Companies travelling from Boston to 


vent the issuing of the certificate. As the law now 
stands, if any person, after notifying his intention 
to become a citizen, sets his foot out of the United 
States, he must go through the full term of five 

ears’ residence again. Under this bill, he may 
be called away for a short penne by business, but 
having filed his desire to become naturalized, the 
court may decide that there is no sufficient reason 
for his going again over the whole term of proba- 
tion. 

The bill was then considered, and read a third 
time and passed. 


SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. BADGER moved to postpone the prior 
orders, and to take up the bill to promote the de- 
spatch of business in the Supreme Court, and to 
repeal the second section of the act approved June 
17, 1844, entitled ** An act concerning the Supreme 
Court of the United States.” 

‘The motion having been agreed to, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of 
the Whole. The bill was reported without amend- 
ment, and ordered to a third reading. The bill 
was then read a third time. | 

The further consideration of the bill was then 
postponed until to-morrow. 


SOUTHERN MAIL. 

Mr. PEARCE moved to postpone the prior 
orders, and to take up the joint resolution requi- 
ring the Postmaster General to renew the contract 
with the Richmond, Fredericksburg, and Petomac 
Railroad and Steamboat Company for the trans- 
portation of the great southern mail, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the Postmaster General be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and required to renew the arrangement 
heretofore existing for the transportation of the great south- 
ern mail by the Richmond, Fredericksburg, and Potomac 
Railroad and Steamboat Company, at a price net greater than 
that which was paid by the present Postmaster General for 
the transportation of said mail up to the month of July, 1847. 

Mr. ATHERTON hoped the Indian appropria- 
tion bill would be taken up. 

Mr. BERRIEN hoped the joint resolution would 
be taken up, as the public convenience was now 
suffering in consequence of the delay in the trans- 
portation of the mail. 

The motion was then agreed to: Ayes 16, 
noes 14. 

The joint resolution was then taken up for con- 
sideration as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD thought the joint resolu- 


aid. : 

Mr. BERRIEN said it was very evident that the 
Senator from New Hampshire had not looked into 
the contract, and replied to his objections in a few 
words. 

Mr. RUSK also took ground against the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Brapsury] and the Senator from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. Haxe,] and advocated the 
resolution. 

Mr. BRADBURY reiterated his former objec- 
tions to the resolution, and submitted an amend- 
ment, providing that the company shall pay any 
damages which may accrue to the proprietors of 


bad 


the East would be sure to come forward for special 


the local mail and to the company now employed 
to transport the mail across the bay to Fredericks- 


burg. , 

Mr. PEARCE showed the impropriety of the 
amendment, and read extracts from the correspond- 
ence between Mr. Robinson and the Postmaster 
General], in order to disabuse the minds of Senators 
of any wrong impressions which may have been 
made on them. The effect of the amendment, if 
agreed to, would be to destroy the resolution: The 
company could not be made legally or morally 
liable for damages; and if not, it was certainly not 
very dignified to introduce such a proposition into 


.the resolution. 


Mr. BRADBURY vindicated his amendment, 
and was replied to by Mr. PEARCE. | 
Mr. YULEE said he should vote for the resolu- 


|| tion as it was reported, and against any amendment, 


The public had been a long time suffering under’ 
serious inconvenience from the derangement of the 
southern mail. At the beginning of-the session 
he was disposed to leave the matter in the hands 
of the Postmaster General, but as he had neglected 
to suggest any remedy, he (Mr. Y.) would now 
vote to adopt thé remedy suggested by the joint 
resolution.. 

Mr. ALLEN objected to this interference of Con- 
gress with the contracts of a department. He con- 
sidered it a dangerous innovation on the established 
practice of the Government. Congress had passed 
a law regulating the rate of compensation to these 
railroad companies, and fixing a maximum which 
was liberal. And now Congress was called on to 
condemn the conduct of the department, and to 
turn the two Houses of Congress into a vault, in 
which there shall be a general scramble for the 
public money. He was opposed to feeding these 
greedy corporations from the public treasury. He 
would rather transmit the mail by engaging all the 
blooded horses in the Union to carry it speedily, 
than pay the exorbitant demands of these steam 
companies. | 

Mr. MASON said that while he agreed in the 
general views taken by the Senator from Ohio, as 
to the impropriety of interposing the power of 
Congress between the departments and their con- 
tractors, he could not apply that principle to a case 
in which so many States were put to great incon- 
venience, and where commerce was thrown into 
confusion, for the purpose of saving a few thousand 
dollars. While the Postmaster General was so 
decided in his construction of the Jaw, it was to be 
regretted that the opinion of the law officer was 
not communicated. He was disposed to befieve 
that the construction put on it by the Postmaster 
General was wrong. The correspondence between 
the Postmaster General and the president of the 
company seemed to him to savor more of a per- 
sonal difference between the two individuals than 
of an argument on the case; and it was not of a 
sufficiently elevated character to enter into the 
deliberations of this body. He adverted to the 
enlarged liberality which had been evinced by the 
Virginia railroad companies in their conduct in 
conveying troops and munitions of war without 
charge, while large sums were expended for this 
purpose in other States. 

Mr. WESTCOTT was glad this discussion had 
taken place, because it enabled him to say some- 
thing about the inconvenience which the people of 
Florida had suffered from the want of a mail to 
Key West, and other parts of the State. - He had 


just received a letter from the interior of Florida, 


which his correspondent had to tide thirty miles 
to put into the mail, and then it was forty days 
coming to hand. He would not vote for any ac- 
commodation to the middle States until the mail 
facilities were extended to Florida. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Brapsory, and it was decided in the neg 
ative: Ayes 18, noes 27. oe i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, said he had 
voted against the amendment because he regarded 
itas preposterous. Hedid notexactly like the reso- 
lution, but he believed he should have to vote for it. 
He would be glad to see in what way the expenses 
could be diminished, without interfering with the 
convenience of the public. He thought the idea of 
the Senator from Ohio as to running blood horses 
against steam would not answer. The only way 
to set up against steam horse another steam 

orse. 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment, the object 

of which was not distinctly heard. 


1848. | 


Mr. CAMERON defended railroad companies, 
maintaining that they had rendered great service 
to the country. They may be exorbitantly paid, 
but we have the option to agree or to take another 
course, . 

Mr. ALLEN made some further remarks on 
the extortions practised by these companies, op- 
posing any concession to them. The railroads 
traverse two-thirds of the country, as regards 
population, and will raise a flame unless we take a 
stand between them and the people, and show that ! 
these companies are extorting money from the | 
pockets of the people. If the companies referred | 
to carry the mail, he would go before the people. 
It was a question of taxes and intelligence. He | 
would shew them that although the people would 

ay one dollar of tax for one dollar’s worth of 
intelligence, they would not pay five dollars of tax 
for one dollar’s-worth of intelligence. He moved 
to lay the resolution on the table, and would ask 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALLEN withdrew his motion, to enable 

Mr. PEARCE to show that the company in 
this case did not make an exorbitant charge. The 
dividends on their stock for ten years did not 
average more than three and a half per cent. So 
that they had not charged sufficient to swell their 
dividends. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD remarked that he was op- 
osed to exorbitant demands on the Government, 
ut he should vote for this resolution, because he 

had been assured that the charge in this case was 
Moderate. He wished to say, that if he perceived 
any danger of this resolution bringing all the rail- 
road companies to thrust in their demands, h 
would not vote for it. . 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, made a few ad- 
ditional observations in support of the resolution. 

Mr. HALE said that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky had declared he would vote for the resolu- 
tion under protest. The railroad companies would 
be glad of the vote, and would care little about 
the protest. Some persons, he recollected, voted 
the Polk and Dallas ticket under protest against 
certain measures. But they gave their vote, and 
took nothing by their protest. He would enter 
his protest in his vote. He made also some few 
remarks on what had fallen from. the Senators 
from Massachusetts and Georgia. He moved to 
lay the resolution on the table, and asked the yeas 
and nays on the guestion, which were ordered. 

§ The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative. | | . 
- YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Benton, Bor- 
land, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Davis of Mississippi, Dickin- 
son, Dix, Felch, Foote, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Niles, Se- 
bastian, Turney, and Westcott—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Berrien, Butler, Cal- 
houn, Cameron, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Davis of Massa- 
chusetts, Downs, Greene, Hannegan, Hunter, Johnson of 
Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, 


Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, 
Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, and Yulee—29. 


Mr. HALE withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, then moved to 
amend the bill by inserting a proviso that the com- 
pany owning the bay line and the Jamies river line, 
now carrying the mail, shall relinquish their present 
contract, without claiming any damages to be paid 
by the Post Office Department. 

On this question the yeas and nays were de- 
manded, and the question was taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Jounson, and decided in the negative, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Benton, Borland, Brad- 
bury, Breese, Bright, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, 
Felch, Foote, Hale, Hamlin, Johnson of Georgia, Niles, Se- 
bastian, Turney, and Westcott—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Berrien, Butler, Cal- 
* houn, Cameron, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Davis of Massu- 
chusctts, Downs, Greene, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Ma- 
ryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, 
Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, Spruance, Sturgeon, Under. 
wood, and Yulee—27, 

The question was then taken on ordering the 
joint resolution to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and was decided in the affirmative. But on the 
third reading, it was discovered there were gross 
inaccuracies in the printing, which rendered it in- 
dispensable to reconsider the vote ordering the 
engrossment, which was done, the proper correc- 
tion made, and the resolution passed in the same 
form published above. 


Mr. DIX gave notice of his intention to call up 
during the morning hour to-morrow the bill to 
prevent the importation of spurious drugs. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


I 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TvuEspay, June 20, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The Cuerk called the House to order this morn- 
ing at ten o’clock—the time fixed for the future 
daily meetings—and stated that the sickness of the 
SPEAKER still continued, and, as the time for which 
Mr. Burt was elected Speaker pro tem. had expired, 


|| it became necessary that the House should again 


appoint a presiding officer. 

r. KING, of Massachusetts, said he supposed 
that in the course of a very few days the Speaker 
would be able to resume the chair, but for those 
days it was necessary that some provision should 
be made. On consultation with some friends he 
had prepared a resolution, which he begged to offer, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Hon. A. Burt, of South Carolina, be 
requested to discharge the duties of the Chair during the 
present week, if the sickness of the Speaker should so long 
continue. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, suggested an amend- 
ment, so that the resolution should appoint Mr. 
Burt Speaker pro tem. for the present week, if the 
sickness of the Speaker should so long continue, 
instead of requesting him to discharge the duties 
of the Chair. 

Mr. KING accepted the modifieation, and in that 
shape the resolution was adopted. | 

Mr. BURT, before taking the chair, from the 
Clerk’s desk, suggested whether it was not neces- 
sary that hé should be sworn before entering upon 
the discharge of the duties of the temporary office 
to which he had been elected. He was sworn 
as a member of this House at the commencement 
of the session to support the Constitution, but he 
had taken no oath to discharse the additional duties 
of Meares pro tem. 

r. COBB would inquire if there was any oath 
but that to support the Constitution ? 

Mr. BURT. That is the oath taken by the 
Speaker. 

Mr. COBB suggested, that as that oath had been 
taken by the gentleman from South Carolina as a 
member of this House, no further oath was neces- 
sary how. - 

Mr. ASHMUN said he did not understand that 
at the commencement of a session the Speaker was 
sworn-as such, but simply as a member of the 
House. 

Mr. SIMS. He is sworn first; that is all. 

Mr. BURT requested the Clerk to read that 
portion of the first day’s Journal which recorded 
the fact. 

The CLerk read it accordingly. It was recorded 
that Mr. Apams administered the oath to su port 
the Constitution to the Hon. Rospgsrr C. Win- 
THROP, the Speaker, and that the Speaker admin- 
istered the same oath to the other members of the 
House. : 

Mr. BURT, with these explanations, was satis- 
fied, and he then took the chair. 


Mr. ASHMUN moved a resaflution directing the 
Clerk of the House to inform the Senate that the 
House had elected the Hon. A. Burr Speaker 
pro tem. for the present week, if the sickness of the 
Speaker should so long continue. Agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BOYD, : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be di- 
rected to inquire iuto the expediency of procuring of the 
inventor a sufficient supply of ‘ Colt’s recently-improved 
repeating pistols” for our Indian and frontier service; and, 
if favorable, an amount necessary to purchase them be added 
to the general military appropriation bill. | 


Mr. HARALSON asked leave to offer a resolu- 
tion calling on the Secretary of War to communi- 
cate to the House of Representatives what the re- 
spective force of each corps of the army would be 
when the several laws authorizing a reduction of 
the army on the conclusion of peace with the Re- 
public of Mexico were carried into effect. It was 
objected to, and not received. 

Mr. GOGGIN fealled for the regular order of 
business, being the call on committees for reports. 

After some conversation between gentlemen who 
desired to get special business before the House— 

The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- 
ness in order was the report of the Committee on 
Public Expenditures, which was postponed some 
two weeks ago to this time. 

Mr. STROHM said he understood the minority 
of the committee would be ready to report to-mor- 
row, and therefore he moved the further postpone- 
ment of this subject, that the reports of the majority 
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and minority should be before the House at the 
same.time. 


Mr. BEDINGER said he was ready to report 


| now from the minority of the Committee on Public 
Expenditures. 


Mr. STROHM had been informed that the mi- 
nority would not present their report until to-mor- 
row. He, however, desired the postponement of 
this question until to-morrow, that he might have 
an opportunity to read the minority report before 
its presentation, he not having had an opportunity 
yet to read more than a few pages of it. 

By general consent, it was further postponed 
until to-morrow. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BAYLY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which were referred Senate bills for 
the relief of Commodore Foxal A. Parker and for 
the relief of Anna J. Hassler, reported the same 
back to the House without amendment. Com- 
mitted. 

Mr. S. LAWRENCE, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of Eunice Crossman. Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, made an ad verse 
report on the petition of George Bock. Laid on 
the table. 

Mr. COCKE, from the same committee, re- 

orted bills for the relief of Folly Damrow and 

lizabeth Kinney. Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, made adverse 
reports on the petitions of Lucy Clark, Abigail 
Higbee, and’Anna Oldham. Laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. COCKE, the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petitions of Francis P. 
Gardner, Frances Fowler, Catharine Freeman, 
Mary Martin, of Tennessee, Hannah Lord, James 
Oldham, of Maryland, Valentine Miller, Joseph 
Phelps, Sarah Hammond, Levi Nichols, and 
pe Pritchard, and they were laid on the 
table. 

Mr. CUMMINS, from the same committee, re- 

orted a bill for the relief of Mary G. Leverett. 

ead and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, made adverse 
reports on the petitions of John Cripps, J. L. Fair 
and others, heirs of Jonathan Fair, Francis Ingra- 
ham, and Jos. Cogswell. Laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. CUMMINS, the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions was discharged from 
the further consideration of the resolutions of the 
Legislature of New York in relation to grantin 
pensions to widows and orphans of officers an 
soldiers wko fall in battle, or who die from wounds 
received, &c., and they were laid on the table. 

Mr. HAMMONS, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Mary Buck. Read 
and committed. : 

Also, from the same committee, made adverse 
reports on the petitions of Henrietta Moore and 
other widows of revolutionary soldiers, praying 
for a continuance of their pensions during life, of 
the heirs of Robert McNeill and Catharine O’Neale. 
Laid on the table. 

Mr. FREEDLEY, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of Ada 
Smith, David Troxell, Wolcott Burnham, the 
widow of George Hubbard, and of Asa Day. 
Laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. F., the same committee was 
discharged from the further consideration of the 

etitions of citizens of Dover, New Hampshire, 
in relation to the granting of pensions to the 
widows of officers and aoldiers of the revolution- 
ary and last wars with Great Britain, and they 
were laid on the table. l 

Mr. SILVESTER, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of Mary 
Stanton, Rhoda Drury, Ann O. Wright, Sally 
Hart, and Susan Oglesby. Laid on the table. 

Mr. BOCOCK, from the same committee, to 
which was referred Senate bill for the relief of 
Elizabeth Pistole, widow of Charles Pistole, de- 
ceased, reported the same back to the House with- 
out amendment. Committed. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made an adverse report on the petition 
of Stephen A. Cory. Laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. F., the same committee was 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petitions of James Somers, Samuel T. Winslow, 
John Gordon, Mary Ann Fitch, Chester Parish, 
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and Hugh G. Smith, and they were laid on the 
table. : 

Mr. FULTON, from the same committee, to 
which was referred Senate bill for the relief of 
David Currier, reported the same back to the 
House without amendment. Committed. 

Mr. WILEY, from the same committee, report- 
ed bills for the relief of Francis Trebon, Edward 
Cole, William Whitcher. Read twice and com- 
mitted. ` 

Mr. W. T. LAWRENCE, from the same com- 
mittee, made adverse reports on the petitions of 
Solomon Street, Martha Flood, and March Far- 
ington. Laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. L., the same committee was 
discharged from the further consideration of the 

titions of William -Linville and others, Thomas 

. Richardson, John Davenport, and David Ladd, 
and they were laid on the table. - ~ 

Also, from the same committee, reported bills 
to increase the pension of Henry Click, for the re- 
lief of David Towle, for the relief of George S. 
Claflin, for the relief of Henry Childs, for the vre- 
lief of William Pittman, for the relief of Catharine 
Clark, for the relief of Joseph D. Ward, and for 
the relief of Isaac Downs; which bills were sever- 
ally read twice and committed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia, from the same 
committee, reported bills for the relief of Giles 
London, for the relief of Gardner Hening, and for 
the relief of David Murphy; which bills were 
severally read twice and committed. __ 

Also, on motion of Mr. T., the same committee 
was discharged from the consideration of the peti- 
tions of Jonathan M. Young, Hugh W. Dobbin, 
A. A. Whitlock, and others, in behalf of Samuel 
House; and from the joint resolution of the Legis- 

en- 
sions to widows and orphans of officers and soldiers 
who fall in battle; and they were severally laid on 
the table. 

Also, from the same committee, made an adverse 
report on the petition of Russell Jefferson. Laid 
‘on the table 

Mr. HOLMES, of New York, asked leave to 
introducc a bill regulating and reducing the mileage 
of Senators and Representatives in the Congress 
of the United States. 

Mr. PETTIT objected. 

Mr. HOLMES appealed to Mr. Pettit to with- 
draw his objection to the introduction of this bill. 

Mr. PETTIT declined acceding to the appeal. 

VOTING BY MACHINE. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, by direction of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported the following resolution: 


Resolved, ‘That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
cause to be erected and prepared for operation the machine 
of Francis H. Smith for taking the yeas and nays in the Hall 
of the House of Representatives, and that the same be adopt- 
ed when erected as the mode of ascertaining the sense of 

e House on a call forthe yeasand nays and on a call of the 

ouse. 


Mr. HOUSTON observed that the Committee 

on the Public Buildings and Grounds had had 
sundry memorials referred to them on this subject, 
and he himself made a report, by direction of the 
committee, some weeks since, in relation to it. It 
was true that a majority of the committee did not 
recommend the adoption of Mr. Smith’s invention; 
but, as there existed a difference of opinion among 
its members, they had authorized Mr. H. to make 
a report setting forth the advantages of the plan, 
and leaving the House to act apn it according to 
their own good pleasure. Mr. H. was, personally, 
of opinion that the proposed mode of taking the yeas 
and nays ought to be adopted, because it would be 
attended, if successful, with a great saving both of 
time and money. Believing that this machine of 
Mr. Smith was well calculated to accomplish the 
end in view, namely, a speedy and unerring mode 
of taking and recording yeas and nays, he hoped 
it would be adopted, and he had therefore submit- 
ted a resolution to that effect, on which he demand- 
ed the previous question, and asked for the yeas 
and nays. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, raised a question of 
order. As he understood this was not the report 
of the committee, but simply of one individual 
member, could it, as such, be received but by gen- 
eral consent? 

The CHAIR observed; that as the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds had authorized 
their chairman to make the report, he ruled it to 
be in order. 
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Mr. JONES remonstrated. This was nothing 
more, at best, than a minority report,-It expressed 
but the opinion of a single member, while all the 
rest of the committee were of a different opinion. 

Mr. HOUSTON said he had been directed by 
the committee to submit this report to the House. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved to lay the report 
on the table. 

On that motion Mr. HOUSTON called for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. McCLELLAND then said he would with- 
draw his motion to lay on the table, if Mr. H. 
would consent to withdraw his demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. HOUSTON consenting, both motions were 
withdrawn. 

Mr. JONES desired to renew the motion to lay 
on the table. 

Mr. FARAN said he was one of the Committee 
on the Public Buildings, and he stated that it had 
been agreed in the committee that their chairman 
should make the present report, and leave it to the 
House to take what course it pleased. This resolu- 
tion had two defects which Mr F considered import- 
ant. First, it directed that the Clerk of the House 
should enter into the proposed contract with Mr. 
Smith to put up this apparatus. Now, hethought 
the proper officer to do this was the Commissioner 
of the Public Buildings. The Clerk was not pre- 
sumed to be conversant with the putting up of 
such a machine. Congress had a public officer 
whose Official business it was to oversee and direct 
all alterations and fixtures in the Capitol and the 
public grounds; he, if any one, ought to be charged 
with this matter. And the other defect of this 
resolution was that no limit was specified as to 
time or money. The eontractor might demand 
$100,000 for the job. If the rezolution were adopt- 
ed, it should at least be restricted as to amount. 

Mr. POLLOCK thought this was a subject 
which should receive the conaideration of the 
House. Whether the methad invented by this Mr. 
Smith was the best way of effecting the object was 
one thing, but certainly the thing itself was proper 
and desirable. The object of this apparatus for 
taking yeas and nays was to economize the public 
time. With this view the House had restricted 
the speeches of its members on subjects, however 
momentous to the nation, to one hour. Now, this 
process of taking and recording a vote by yeas and 
nays consumed upon an average from twenty to 
thirty minutes, and the yeas and nays were some- 
times called as often as six times in one day; and 
besides, as gentlemen well knew, the calling of 
them was often resorted to for the purpose of de- 
feating by delay a measure which the majority of 
the House were prepared to pass. One-fifth of the 
members could compel the yeas and nays to be 
taken on any question, and it was a power by 
which a minority could at times defeat and had ac- 
tually defeated a measure that had a majority of the 
House in its favor. The House, on certain criti- 
cal questions affecting the power of parties, had 
been known to sit from eleven in the morning to 
eleven at night, occupied during almost the whole 
of the time in calling yeas and nays. This wasan 
evil, a great evil; and the machine now proposed 
to be set up at the Clerk’s table would save at least 
one-half of the time ordinarily consumed in the pro- 
cess. [t would thus be productjve of a great econ- 
omy of time, besides having a salutary effect in 
preventing factious movements in the House. 

Mr. P. had not taken the trouble to go into a 
minute calculation of the time saved, but he was 
satisfied it would amount to at least two months in 
the long sessions of Congress. Was not the saving 
of so much time an object worthy of the serious 
attention of the House? Every consideration of 
economy and reform demanded it at their hands. 
This was an age of reform, an age of progress; and 
he hoped gentlemen who advocated reform in other 
things would not refuse to promote it in this. 
There should, no doubt, be a proviso appended to 
the resolution limiting the amount of the contract; 
and it might be proper that a committee should be 
directed to superintend the carrying of it into exe- 
cution. But that something of the kind, if practi- 
cable, should receive the earnest attention of the 
House, no advocate of economy could for a mo- 
mentdoubt. He hoped they should have the yeas 
and nays on adopting the resolution. Mr. P. did 
not, however, wish to be understood as implying, 
by this demand, any imputation on gentlemen who 
differed with him in this matter, as if they wished 


they thought proper. 


wantonly to consume the public time; but he wish- 
ed to record his own vote in favor of a measure 
which he thought economy demanded and the 
country would expect at their hands. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to lay the resolution on 
the table, and the motion prevailing, the resolution 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief William K. 
Ashard. Read and committed. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the same committee, re- 
po a bill for the relief of Samuel Graves. Com- 
mitted. 


MONUMENT TO MR. ADAMS. 


Mr. KING, from the Committee on Accounts, 
reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library of this 
House be authorized to procure a monument of Quincy 
granite, with suitable inscriptions, to be erected in the Con- 
gressional burying-ground in memory of John Quincy 
Adams. 

Mr. KING said, that unless the Frouse took 
some order on the subject, a bill would be presented 
to the Committee on Accounts within less than a 
month for the erection of such a monumentas they 
had been erecting for thirty or forty years, with- 
out shape or form, and made of such perishable 
materials that it was necessary to paint them every 
three or four years to keep them from falling to 
the ground. There was no form or comeliness in 
these monuments; they were of one invariable de- 
scription, and it was not at all creditable to the 
Government to erect so shapeless a monument 
there to any person. But in the present instance, 
where a monument was proposed to be erected in 
memory of one so distinguished for his long public 
services, distinguished, too, by the universal mourn- 
ing of a nation, as well as by the peculiar honors 
conferred upon his memory by this House and the 
other branch of Congress, it was thought the duty 
of the committee to call the attention of the House 
to the case, that it might exercise its discretionary 
power. There was no limit or sum fixed in the 
resolution, but it was perfectly competent for the 
House to limit the Library Committee to any sum 
At least, the Committee on 
Accounts thought they would not discharge their ` 
duty to the House if in some form or manner they 
did not call attention to the subject, 

Mr. BOWLIN understood that there was al- 
ready a law upon the statue-book providing for the 
erection of monuments in the Congressional bury- 
ing-ground to every deceased member of this body. 
Now, if this resolution intended anything at all, 
it intended to draw a distinction in that ground 
between the monuments that should remain there 
to the memory of one class of members and to 
that of another class. If there was no design 
in this resolution to put the country to the ex- 
pense of a magnificent monument, that was to 
overshadow all the monuments of the brother 
members that had passed off the stage of action, 
there was no use in the resolution at all; be- 
cause, as he understood, there was ample provis- 
ion under existing law for putting precisely the 
durable monument that had already been placed 
there to the memory of deceased members. If 
there was not, he would go for any proposition to 
putitthere. But he did protest against this House . 
engaging in the business of erecting splendid, 
magnificent monuments to the memory of deceased 
eminent statesmen. Who had ever asked this 
House to erect a monument to the memory of 
Washington, the Father of his Country? to the 
memory of Jefferson, or any of the eminent states- 
men and patriots who had gone beforeus? The 
people were ready to take that work into their own 
hands. f 

The foundation of a monument, to be erected by 
general subscription, was about to be laid in this 
city to Washington; the foundation for a monu- 
ment to Jefferson, he understood, had already been 
laid. No doubt a monument would be erected to 
the memory of the distinguished statesman who 
had recently departed from our midst; but he 
solemnly protested against this House engaging 
in erecting these monuments. If they once begun 
the system, where was it to end? ‘There was no 
precedent for it, and no necessity for it. The 
gentleman told them a monument differing from 
those usually erected should be authorized in this 
case on account of the distinguished abilities which 
it was desired to commemorate. Were monu- 
ments in the Congressional burying-ground to mark 
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the distinctive characters of the men—to be more 
or less magnificent in proportion to the greater or 
less abilities,.or the higher or lower esteem in 
which the individuals were held by the people? 
And this to be done by authority of Congress? 
Let there be no distinction; he thanked God there 
was no distinction in that burial ground. There 
was a perfect equality there, and a perfect equality 
should remain. He did not stand here to say one 
word of the merits and of the esteem in which the 
friends of this statesman held his memory, but he 
protested against drawing this distinction between 
deceased members of Congress. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennes&ee, moved the fol- 
lowing as an amendment to the resolution: 


And that the Committee on Accounts be, and they are 
hereby, instructed to report to this House the entire funeral 
expenses of the late Hon. John Quincy Adams, and the items 
composing the same. : 


Mr. VINTON called for the orders of the day. 

The SPEAKER protem. stated that the morning 
hour had not expired. 

Mr. JOHNSON said it seemed to him that this 
thing had been persisted in long enough. When 
they came to examine the history of monuments, 
funeral processions, and appropriations made by 
this House for purposes of this description, it 
seemed to him that the great mass of the people, 
that the laborers, the tax payers, and those who 
bore the burdens and expenses of the Government 
ought to be informed how their money was appro- 
priated. If members of Congress, or individuals 
occupying any other important public station, ren- 
dered meritorious or distinguished services, the 
country would duly appreciate them; they would 
occupy a place in the minds and hearts of their 
countrymen which the appropriation of dollars or 
the erection of monuments could not give in this 
country. It seemed proof to some extent that 
something was wanting in the individual when we 
saw the effort made on the part of legislative bodies 
to erect spires and monuments to impress the minds 
of the people. : 

Mr. VINTON again called for the orders of the 
day, and moved that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The resolution accordingly went over till to-mor- 
row, Mr. Jounson retaining his right to the floor 


upon it. 

"Mr. FEATHERSTON inquired if the post 
route bill was not first in order, the question pend- 
ing on the motion to reconsider being a privileged 
question ? 

The SPEAKER pro tem. stated that the motion 
to suspend the rules to go into committee was in 
order; if it did not prevail, the postroute bill would 
be first in order. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 
The House, on motion of Mr. VINTON, re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Roor, of Ohio, in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the civil and dip- 
lomatic expenses of Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1849, and for other purposes. 
Mr. LINCOLN delivered a speech on the subject 
of internal improvements, in the course of which 
he argued in opposition to doctrines advanced on 


_ this subject in the President’s veto message. 


Mr. WICK next obtained the floor, and from 


the tribune procceded, in a speech of forty-five 
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. ment over slavery in the new Territories. 
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minutes, to support the Baltimore platform as it 


respects the power of Congress to legislate for 


Territories, and on other topics. [Mr. 
will be found in the Appendix.] 
Mr. HUDSON also spoke through his hour on 
the subject of the power of the General lap og 
O- 


. sspeech 


wards the close of Mr. Hupson’s speech— 
Mr. LAHM wished to ask the gentleman this 
question: entertaining the views the gentleman 


- had expressed on the subject of slavery, would he 
: yote for General Taylor for President ? 


Mr. HUDSON would answer the gentleman 


very cheerfully. The gentleman, he presumed, 
. well understoad that there were two classes of men 


devoted to the institution of slavery in this coun- 


try: a class of men from the South, who, born 


with the institution about them, and all their early 
associations connected with it, had reconciled them- 
selves to it, and saw less evils in it than north- 


‘ern men were supposed to see, although he believed 


all men must admit it to be a calamity. 


baa] 


Here the hammer fell and the hour expired; but 
Mr. Ficxuin having obtained the floor, yielded it 
to— 

Mr. HUDSON, who (in continuation of his 
reply) said there was another class from the North 
who were often known as dough-faces, who re- 
garded the institution precisely as he did, but who, 
nevertheless, for the sake of the loaves and fishes, 
were willing to bow to the slave power, to the 
slave institutions—to do anything and everything 
for the purpose of getting promotion. Now, if he 
was called upon to select between men of that 
description, if he was compelled to give his vote 
for either, he should vote for General Taylor in 
preference to General Cass, just as he would 
vote for an honest man in preference to a hypro- 
crite! 

Mr. FICKLIN followed Mr. Hupson ina speech 
of about forty minutes, chiefly in reply to Messrs. 
Lincotn and Hupson. [These several speeches 
will be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. HILLIARD then obtained the*floor, and 
moved that the committee rise; which was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. H. said his object in obtaining the floor was 
to makean explanation of some amendments which 
he designed to offer, for which the five minutes 
allowed by the rule would not be sufficient. He 
should at the same time make some observations 
on some provisions of the bill, but he would prefer 
making his explanations and observations to-mor- 
row morning. 

Mr. ASHMUN suggested that there were other 
gentleman who desired to speak on this bill, and 
he hoped the gentleman from Alabama would allow 
them to go on with their general orations, and he 
would have ample time hereafter to make any ex- 
planation he might desire to make. 

Mr. HILLIARD was quite willing to allow any 
other gentleman tu proceed, though he should pre- 
fer that the committee should rise, so that he 
could speak on the merits of the bill to-morrow 
morning. There was other business with which 
the House could occupy itself for the residue of 
this day. Amongst other undisposed of measures 
was the post route bill, which might be acted upon; 
and he would therefore again move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to, and the committee 
rose and reported progress. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. COLLAMER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the House yesterday changed the hour 
of meeting from 11 to 10 0’clock. Instead of saving 
the time of the House, he was satisfied tha tby 
that resolution a contrary effect would be produced, 
or at least that no more business would be done; 
for when were the committees to meet? The 
House must be aware that the bills which came 
from the Senate had to be referred to committees, 
and the committees had also before them much 
business of the House, which they could not attend 
to if this House should persist in meeting at 10 
o’clock. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

Mr. COLLAMER remarked that if the House 
did not wish the committees to sit, he desired it to 
say so by the adoption of the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. On that motion he asked 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COBB rose to a point of order, and con- 
tended that the motion of the gentleman from Ver- 
mont was made too late, inasmuch as the order 
which the House made yesterday had been in part 
executed. If the House should now reconsider 
that resolution, what, he asked, would be its effect 
on the proceedings of the House from ten to eleven 
o’clock this morning? If it was desired to change 
the time of meeting, the House could do it without 
reconsidering the resolution adopted yesterday by 
the introduction of another. 

Thd SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay on the table, and it was negatived: Yeas 54, 
nays 75. 

The resolution was then reconsidered. 

Mr. McK AY rose and said he desired to move an 
amendment to the resolution to provide for a recess 
each day. [‘* No, no, no.°’] 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
lay the resolution on the table. Agreed to. 


The effect of this proceeding is, that the House 
will meet at the hour of eleven until otherwise 
ordered. 

SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. VENABLE rose and said that a bill was 
introduced yesterday, by unanimous consent, to 
repeal the first section of an act concerning the 
District of Columbia, approved February 27, 1801, - 
and all other acts and parts of acts that in any 
manner interfere with, regulate, or sustain the 
institution of slavery in the said District. The 
object of that bill was to abolish slavery in the 
District of Columbia, and if he had been aware of 
the introduction of the bill at the time, he shguld 
have objected to it. He now moved a reconsider- 
ation, for the purpose of saying that he hoped the 
Committee for the District of Columbia would 
speedily bring it before the House. Although he 
did not think they had any jurisdiction over the 
subject to which the bill related, yet he was willing 
to meet it, and prepared to meet it, rather than that 
it should lie in the confmittee-room unacted on. 
He then withdrew the motion to reconsider. 


Mr. FARRELLY rose to inquire if the House 
had not rescinded the resolution adopted yesterday 
fixing the hour of meeting at ten o’clock? 

The SPEAKER answered in the affirmative. < 

Mr. FARRELLY then said, when the House 
adopted the resolution to meet at ten o’clock, that 
vote was an abrogation of the earlier resolution 
fixing eleven o’clock; and, as the resolution to 
meet at ten had been rescinded, there was no time 
fixed; and he desired to know when the House was 
to meet to-morrow. [‘“ The House is adjourned 
sine die.”?] He asked if there was any resolution 
which bound the House to meet at any hour. 
eee 

Mr. WHITE, without waiting for the question 
to be answered, moved that the House take from 
the Speaker’s table, and act upon, the widows’ 
pension bill. 

Mr. STEPH ENS moved an adjournment, which 
was carried; and the House adjourned to eleven 
o’clock, to-morrow morning. 


IN SENATE. 
TuEspDay, June 20, 1848. 


Mr. FELCH presented the credentials of Mr. 
Tuomas FirzGeraLp, appointed by the Governor 
of Michigan to supply the vacancy occasioned by 
the resignation of Mr. Cass. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, after having been duly 
qualified, took his seat. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the War Department, made 
in compliance with a resolution of the 15th instant, 
calling for the number of recruits enlisted within 
the last ninety days, for during the war with Mex- 
ico. 

[The Adjutant General reports the number of 
regular recruits at 1,233, and the volunteers at 
1,246, making a total of 2,479.] 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. PEARCE presented a memorial from Em- | 
ily Maria Pinkney, infant daughter of Commander 
Pinkney, who was drowned at Tuspan on the 15th 
of May last; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on N aval Affairs. 

(The memorial is in the handwriting of Miss Pink- 
ney, and sets forth that she is nine years old, and 
that her father was drowned in the execution of 
his duty; and that, having lost her mother, she is 
thereby cut off from the support which the law 
allows only to widows, and she asks that Congress 
will pass a special act for her relief.] 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented a me- 
morial from Margaret Deveal and Littleton Bailey, 
asking- the confirmation of their titles to tracts of 
land; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on the Li- 
brary, reported a joint resolution authorizing the 
presentation to the Government of France of a 
series of the standard weights and measures of the 
United States. 

On motion of Mr. P., the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of the resolution; and, after having 
been explained, it was read a first and second time, 
was ordered to be engrossed, and was subsequently 
read a third time, by unanimous consent, and 
passed. 
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Mr. MASON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported House Bills for the relief of B. O. Tayloe 
and John H. Baker, without amendment. 

Mr. MASON also, from the same committee, 


made an unfavorable report on the petition of At- || 
pei lee 

Mr. MASON also, from the same committee, || ting the evil. 
reported House bill for the relief of Mary B. Ren- |; t 
: convention on the subject; the opinion of which 


nold Naudain. 


ner, with a recommendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of Albert Pine. 

Mr. RUSK also, from the same committee, re- 
ported House bill for the relief of Dr. A.G. Henry, 
of Minois, without amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported the following House bills, with- 
out amendment: 

For the relief of Almedeus Scott. 

For the relief of Elijah Bragdon’s widow. 

Mr. W ESTCOTT, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an unfavorable report on the bill from the 
House for the relief of H. D. Johnson. 

Mr. WESTCOTT also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported, with amendments, the following 
House bills: 

For the relief of Samuel A. Greer. 

For the relief of Eleanor B. Watkins, widow of 
Gassaway Watkins. 

The following bills were severally considered in 
Committee of the Whole, and passed: | 

House bill to regulate the exchange of certain 
documents and other publications of Congress. 

House bill giving further time for satisfying 
claims for bounty lands and other purposes. 

7 


ADULTERATED DRUGS. 


Mr. DIX moved to postpone the prior orders, 
and to take up the House bill in lata to the 
prohibition of adulterated drugs, in pursuance of 
notice given yesterday; which motion was agreed 
to 


Mr. DIX said that this bill had been considered | 
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_to the use of genuine drugs. 


i| Not too much restricted in its provisions. 


' ‘The amendment was then agreed to; and the bill, 


June 20, 


`. the bill; believing, from his own experience asa | tation for removal and subsistence was due to the 


. North Carolina Indians: __ 

Mr. HUNTER then rose to defend. himself 
against the imputation raised against him by the 
Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Bapeer,] that 
_he had, by reviving this debate, violated the usages 
, of the Senate. He regretted if he had done so, 
' and apologized on the ground of his ignorance of 
' such usage, claiming the credit of a good motive. 
| He then replied to the statements and arguments 

of the Senator from ‘Tennessee, and restated his 
own opinions. According to his construction of 
: the treaty, he maintained that the North Carolina 
| Indians had no just claim to the commutation for 

| | removal and subsistence, which was only to be 
| SUPREME COURT. | given to those who removed, after they had reached 
| On motion of Mr. BADGER, the bill to promote || their new homes. He insisted that these Indians 
| the despatch of business in the Supreme Court, and || had no claim under the treaty. He objected to 
| to repeal the econ section of the act approved || the amendment, because it would be a precedent to 
| June 17, 1844, entitled ‘‘ An act concerning the || be referred to in a much larger case which was 
Supreme Court of the United States,” was then submitted to the arbitration of the United States. 
taken up. He stated that the Government had held out liberal 

Mr. BUTLER said there was an inconsistency || inducements to the Cherokee Indians to remove, 

giving them, in exchange for the seven millions of 


between this bill and one which he had reported é 
yesterday; and he should therefore move to lay || acres which they ceded to the United States, four- 
teen millions of rich land. The Government never 


the bill on the table for the present. t 
The motion having been withdrawn— intended to place the Cherokees who refused to 
remove on the same footing with those who had 


medical practitioner, that it would diminish the ex- 
isting evil. He attributed the success of empirics |; 


Mr. CALHOUN expressed his apprehension 
that the bill could not have the effect of termina- 


Mr. DIX referred to the opinion of a national 
was, that the bill would prove beneficial if it was 


as amended, was read a third time and passed. 
On motion of Mr. DIX, the title was amended. 


about the bill. It might be amended or rejected, 
or any cther disposition may be made of it that Mr. ATHERTON moved to amend the amend- 
the Senate might please. ‘The bill had received |; ment, by inserting a provision directing the amount 
the entire approbation of those to whom he had || appropriated by the amendment, for the benefit of 
i shown it. He thought the best way was to pass || the Cherokees of North Carolina, to be paid out of 
ee ers Cherokee fund under the treaty of New 
cnota. 


| over the bill informally until to-morrow. 
Mr. BUTLER aoceded to the postponement of 
Mr. NILES expressed a hope that the Senator 
from Tennessee would accept this amendment, as 


| the bill until to-morrow, stating that he did not 
know that, after examination, he should’ oppose 

a modification of his amendment, as he considered 

it fair and equitable. 


the bill. 
The bill was then postponed until to-morrow. L i 
Mr. BELL replied that the effect of this amend- 
ment would be to absorb the fund on which it pro- 
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in a committee of the House composed partly of 
members of the medical profession. A similar bill || 
had been reported by him in the Senate, from the | 
Committee on Commerce. In the opinion of many, | 
the bill of the Senate was considered preferable to 
the other, on some accounts. As the subject was 
well understood by Senators, he would not go | 
into any lengthened explanations, but would con- |; 


the Committee of the Whole in its adoption of the 
amendment moved by the Senator from Tennessee 
| [Mr. Bext.} 

Mr. BELL then repeated the arguments he had 
formerly brought forward in support of his amend- 
ment, recapitulating the prominent facts which 
have already been reported—the treaty of New 


| On motion of Mr. ATH ERTON, the Senate || posed to charge this appropriation. It would be 
proceeded to the consideration of the Indian appro- || robbing one fund to pay another. It was a ques- 
priation bill, the question being on concurring with || tion involving the honor and justice of the Gov- 


ernment, and not whether we should take the 
amount out of a fund to which the Indians were 
admitted to be entitled, instead of out of the treas- 
ury. By adopting the amendment, you give the 
North Carolina Indians some relief, to be sure, but 
you take it out of their own fund. 

Mr. NILES insisted that the principle of the 
amendment was the correct one. 


and medicines. 


tent himself with moving to strike out the provi- 
sions of the House bill, and substitute the Senate 
bill. 

Mr. DICKINSON said this bill belonged to that 
class of legislation which attempts to put the bell 
on the cat. “He had no faith init. The materials 
would be brought here, and the spurious drugs 
would be manufactured. If we could stop the 
compounding of these drugs, interdict patients from 
taking, and physicians from prescribing, we might 
do some good. He would not oppose the bill, but 
he had no faith in this legislation. 

Mr. DIX referred to the practice which prevails 
in Great Britain as to the examination of drugs 
He said that spurious drugs were 
imported, in large quantities, into various ports. 
Peruvian bark, blue pill, and quinine, had been 
introduced in a spurious and pernicious form. 
He did not know whether Congress had power fo 

ut an end to the evil; but as it was a matter of 
ife and death, it was a subject deserving of the 
most serious consideration. The physician seldom 
compounds the medicine, and cannot always detect 
what is spurious, as the compounding is left to the 
apothecary. He thought it the duty of Congress 
to take some steps to terminate the evil. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, stated that drugs 
were prepared for this market in Belgium and 
France, of spurious and poisonous materials. Prus- 
sian blue was mingled with blue mass, and poisons 
were sometimes substituted. He had conversed 
with medical men in New York, who were all in 
favor of such a bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, said there was 
no exaggeration in the statements which had been 
made by the Senators who had preceded him. The 
bill had been prepared in pursuance of the views 
of some of our most eminent chemists. If we can 
stop the importation of the spurious drug from 
abroad, we shall know how to deal with those who 
may choose to go into their adulteration in the 
United States. 

Mr. BORLAND said a few words in favor of 


| and the amendment provided for this payment. 


| treasury. The portion of the Cherokee Indians 


| 
from them, and we are bound to pay the equiva- 


| Echota, by which it was stipulated by a portion of 
the Cherokee tribe, without the consent of the 
greater part of the nation, that the whole of the 
lands of the nation should be ceded to the United 
States for five millions of dollars; that fifty-three 
dollars and thirty-three cents should be paid, as 
| commutation for the cost of removal and subsist- 
ence, to all of the Indians, whether they removed 
or not, and that this commutation was not to be 
deducted from the five millions, but paid out of the 


Mr. PHELPS was in favor of the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. He thought 
the payment should be made out of the Cherokee 
fund, and not out of the treasury of the United 
States. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. ATHERTON, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atherton, Benton, Borland, Bradbury, 
Breese, Bright, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Downs, 
Foote, Hamlin, Hunter, Johnsou of Georgia, Mason, Phelps, 
Sturgeon, Turney, Westcott. and Yulee—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bel!, Berrien, Butler, 
Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Greene, Hale, 
Houston, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana,Lewis, 
Mangum, Miller, Rusk, Spruance, Underwood, and Up- 
ham—20. 3 

The VICE PRESIDENT gave the casting vote 
in the negative. 

The question was then taken on Mr: BELL’s 
amendment, and decided in the affirmative, as fol- 
lows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, . Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Berrien, 
Butler, Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Downs, 
Greene, Hale, Houston, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Lewis, Mangum, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Rusk, 
Spruance, Underwood, and Upham—24. 


| 
| 

Mr. BADGER said he felt no solicitude at all | 
removed. 


resident in North Carolina, who were ignorant of 
the treaty, who had lost their lands, and who had 
refused to move, had not received any portion of 
the principal debt or of the commutation money; 


It had been contended by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Hunter] that it was absurd to pay 
these North Carolina Indians for removal and sub- 
sistence, when, in fact, they refused to remove. 
The answer is, that we have taken their country 


lent which was stipulated. He admitted that the 
treaty was drawn up in a loose way, very discred- 
itable to the United States; but the right of these 
North Carolina Indians to receive the equivalent 
from the treasury of the United States had been 
admitted by the President of the United States. 
He calculated, that as one-fifteenth part of the tribe, 
they were entitled to receive $250,000 as their 
share of the wild and uncultivated lands sold and 
ceded to the United States. Instead of this sum, 
it ts proposed to give them not more than $50,000 
or $60,000. Indeed, the report of the Committee 
of Indian Affairs cuts it down to $12,000 or $15,000. 
He would not suppose that the opposition arose 
from the fact that these Indians are feeble and 
powerless. On the ground of justice and humanity 
the claim ought to be exclusively advocated. 

He referred frequently to, and made many quo- 
tations from, the treaty of New Echota, the talk 
of the President to the Cherokees, the language of 
the Commissioner, in order to show that commu- 


Hamlin, Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, Mason, Phelps, Stur- 
geon, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—19. 


Mr. BORLAND then renewed an amendment 
in relation to an increase of Indian agents; which 
was agreed to. 


of Mitchell, by Mr. HANNEGAN; which was 
adopted. 

The bill was then ordered toa third reading, and 
was read a third time; and on the question “ Shall 
the bill pass ??’"— Í 

Mr. ATHERTON exercised his privilege, and 
objected to it, on the ground of a desire to examine 
the effect of the amendment on the appropriations 
required by the bill. 

he Senate then adjourned. 
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NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Borland, Bradbury, Breese, | 
Bright, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Felch, Foote, 


| 


| 


l 
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An amendment was sent to the Chair in relation | 
to the payment of an Indian agent by the name | 


1848. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, June 21, 1848. i 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
REPORT OF SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. BEDINGER, by leave, in behalf of the 
minority of the Committee on Public Expenditures, 
made a report in relation to the annual report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the 
finances, made to Congress: during the present ses- 
sion.- i 

Mr. STROHM inquired whether the question 
would not bè on adopting the resolutions contained 
in the report? | 

The CHAIR replied that the first question would 
be on printing, and then on adopting the resolu- 
tions reported. 

The question being put on printing the report, 
it was agreed to. 

The question then being on the adoption of the 
resolutions contained in the minority report— 

Mr. COBB moved to amend the second resolu- 
tion in such a manner as to order the same num- 
ber of copies of the minority’s report as of the 
He and that the two reports be printed to- 

ether. 

Mr. STROHM said he had no objection to the 
adoptiqp of the amendment, but he felt it due to 
the majority of the committee to say a few words 
_ before the question should be taken. 

Through the politeness of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Benmena|| he had had an oppor- 
tunity of looking over a copy of the report of the 
minority, and he must say that a part of that re- 
port appeared to him to be of a very extraordinary 
character; so much so, that he must embrace this 
opportunity to offer a few remarks upon it. The 
minority set out by saying that certain members 
of the committee had gone into an examination of 
the report submitted to Congress by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and had prepared an elaborate 
statement of alleged errors in that report, without 
giving any information either to the Secretary or 
to the other members of the committee, that such 
an investigation would take place. | 

Mr. BEDINGER said, in explanation, that the 
copy submitted by him to the honorable gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Stroum,] was, as he had 
stated to him, only a rough draught of the report, 
and the charge to which the gentleman had now 
alluded was not inserted in the report. The gen- 
tleman would find not a word of the kind in that 
document. 

Mr. STROHM was happy to hear that this 
charge had been dropped. A misunderstanding 
had existed among the members of the committee 
ab to the time and place of meeting. But, on be- 
half of the majority of the committee, he would 
say, they did not consider themselves called upon 
to give any notice to the Secretary before they 
went into a scrutiny of his -report to the House. 
That was a public official document, and, as such, 
fairly subject to the most careful examination. It 
was a large document, and contained statements 
from different subordinate officers of the depart- 
ment—from the Register, the Treasurer, &c.; but 
the whole had been submitted to the House as the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury. The 
several portions of it were made by officers over 
whom he had control, and therefore the entire 
document was to be considered, and always was 
treated and spoken of, as emanating from the Sec- 
retary. In the report of the majority, Mr. S. had 
endeavored to point out and explain some of the 
errors contained In that report. The minority re- 
port now submitted was occupied in the first fifteen 
or twenty pages by an argument intended to show 
that, if there were errors in the report submitted 
to Congress, the Secretary was not chargeable with 
them. He was not called upon by law to submit 
these details to the House. This Mr. S. was not 
going to dispute: but these several statements came 
to the House under the sanction of the Secretary; 
he sent them to the House as true statements, and 
the House was entirely justified in considering and 
treating them as his. If, however, the minority 
could succeed in shifting the responsibility from 
the shoulders of.the Secretary, aid fixing it on his 
subordinates, he supposed they would have to bear 
it as they could. 

The report of the majority alleged that the Sec- 
retary had not, in his report, given to Congress 
the information required by law, and which Con- 
gress had a right to expect, but had, on the con- 
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trary, presented erroneous statements, calculated 


to mislead the House. : 

Mr. S. here referred to the act of 1847, 22d sec- 
tion, to show what was required of the Secretary 
in relation to the treasury notes authorized by that 
act, and recapitulated the points in which he main- 
tained the report of the Secretary to have been 
defective. To some of these charges the minority 
had attempted to respond, and, in the first part of 
their reply, gravely charged the majority with 
having overlooked entirely a report made by the 
Secretary. Mr. S. explained, and stated that this 
report, which he was charged with having over- 
looked, had never been seen by him or any other 
member of the House till a few days ago, viz: on 
the 17th of the present month—. e., six months 
after the Secretary’s report was sent in. It had 
been reported to the House, and immediately sent 
to the printers; but, though it was a document of 
great value, and did not contain over 500 pages, 
the printers had had it in their hands for nearly six 
months. How this happened, Mr. S. should not 
stop to inquire. 

Mr. CONGER (chairman of the Committee on 
Printing) here rose to explain. This was the doc- 
ument which, at the request of the Secretary, had 
been repeatedly sent back to him; and the printers 
had experienced the-greatest difficulty in getting it 
from him at all. The index to it was in the hands 
of the Secretary for four or five weeks, and so 
continued, though almost daily called for. The 
responsibility for this delay rested with the Secre- 
tary, and with him alone. 

Mr.STROHM said he had supposed such to be 
the fact, and he rendered his thanks to the honor- 
able gentleman at the head of the Committee on 
Printing for the explanation he had given. Thus 
it appeared that the information which the major- 
ity of the committee were charged with having 
overlooked had been withheld by the Secretary 
himself. What he had been doing with this docu- 
ment all that while, whether he detained it to make 
alterations after it had been officially reported to 
the House, Mr. S. did not know, but it seemed to 
him extremely probable. ° 

How the minority of the committee had got 
access to this withheld document, Mr. S., to use 
a Yankee phrase, could guess. 

Mr. S. here went into various quotations, first 
from the report of the majority, formerly made by 
himself, and then from the report of the minority 
in reply, (both lying before him;) but, as these 
related to figures, no report of particulars could, 
of. course, be given by a reporter so as to be intel- 
ligible to the reader. | 

Having gone though a revision of the charges 
of error contained in the majority’s report, and 
attributed by them to the Secretary, and havin: 
defended them as well founded and fully juatified 
by that document, notwithstanding the explana- 
tions and palliations of the minority report, Mr. 
S. proceeded, in the next place, to notice that por- 
tion of the minority report which retorted the 
charge of error on the report of the majority. He 
reminded the House that the majority had never 
pretended that their report was wholly free from 
mistakes; in an examination so extensive, that 
was hardly to be expected; and while he admitted 
that there were some errors in the report, the only 
wonder was that they were so few. And he 
would, by examining those charged by the minor- 
ity, satisfy every candid mind that they did not 
amount to much, after all. 

After noticing, in detail, their several charges of 
error, Mr. S. said that the majority had had no 
intention, by their report, to make a personal at- 
tack upon Mr. Walker; they had no wish to injure 
him; their only object had been to have the annual 
fiscal report of the country rendered correct. They 
had pointed out some of the errors it contained, of 
which some might have been made by Mr. Young 
or Mr. Graham; but as they appeared in the offi- 
cial document rendered to Congress, under the 
sarfttion and in the name of the Secretary, the 
committee had treated them as his. Mr. Young 
had made a supplemental report correcting some 
of the statements previously made. The minority 
charged the majority with having fallen into errors 


-in their report to the amount of $11,000; it might 


be that they had, though Mr. S. did not admit it 
to be so, not having had time fully to examine. 
But admitting that they had erred to the amount 
of $11,000, they had‘ detected errors in the Secre- 
tary ’s report to the amount of $1,400,000. 


` And be it further enacted, That nothing in this act con 
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Mr. BEDINGER next obtained the floor, but 
the morning hour had expired, and the subject 
therefore went over. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 
Mr. GOGGIN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which this bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, that he might have an opportunity 
to submit the following amendment: 
Provided, That nothing contained in this bill shall be so 
construed as to express any opinion as to the true boundary 
of any State or Territory therein named. 
Mr. VINTON read an amendment which h 
desired to offer, as follows: : 
e 
shall be held or construed to affect any-claim or questi of 


boundary or jurisdiction of any State or Territory of the 
United States. 


Mr. GOGGIN explained. He said that the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio 
was in substance the amendment which he had 
offered. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, asked what 
necessity there was for sudh an amendment, for 
all questions of boundary were completely settled 
and set at rest. 

Mr. GOGGIN again explained. The necessity 
did not arise between this country and Mexico, 
but between State and State. ‘he post routes 
were arranged by States, and this was to avoid 
any difficulty between Texas and the new States 
which may be formed out of the new territory 
which we have now acquired from Mexico. 

Mr. THOMPSON still insisted that the gentle- 
man’s answer was not a good one, and he could 
not see why the amendment should be inserted. 
Mr. GOGGIN said, ifthe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania had only looked at the bill he would have 
seen that the post routes were separated into States, 
and when they came to Texas the distinction was 
drawn between the State and the Territories, and it 
was deemed prudent to guard against the establish- 
ment of a boundary by a post route bill, which 
heretofore had occasioned some trouble. It was 
designed to avoid the expression of an opinion 
that Texas extended to this or that or the other 
place, leaving the settlement of boundaries to those 
whom it concerns. 

Mr. PILLSBURY protested against the course 
pursued by the gentleman from Virginia. He said 
the people of that Territory who asked for these 
post routes were citizens of this country, paying 
taxes to support its Government. hy then 
should the question of boundary be started here in 
a post route bill, especially when they were carry- 
ing post routes to Bremen, Norway, and Liver- 


ool? 

Mr. GOGGIN did not blame the honorable gen- 
man from Texas [Mr. Pitussury] and his col- 
league [Mr. Kaurman] for standing by every inch 
of that territory so strenuously; but he must be 

ermitted to tell the gentlemen that this question’ 
had been raised by the people of Texas themselves. 
And even the President had maintained that a por- 
tion of that territory did not belong to Texas, for 
he had treated Santa Fé as a portion of the Repub- 
lic of Mexico. 

Mr. PILLSBURY denied that the question was 
disputable. The right of Texas was well estab- 
lished, and hence it was with the utmost astonish- 
ment that he heard these objections raised. 

Mr. KAUFMAN said the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Gocein] was mistaken in saying that 
the President had in any manner denied the nght 
of Texas to the territory east of the Rio Grande. 
If he would look at the President’s special mes- 
sage of December 22, 1846, to this House, he 
would ascertain his error. The President there 
said that the government instituted at Santa Fé 
was only for temporary purposes, and as in no way 
calculated to impair any of the rights of Texas. 
He would also find in one of the President’s an- 
nual messages that the President said that the 
Texas annexed to the United States was with the 
boundaries as described by Texas herself. 

Mr. K. said that the gentleman from Virginia 
feared that the establishment of these routes would 
confirm the title to Texas. Well, if it would bea 
confirmation, that confirmation has already. been 
made. The last Congress had established post- 
routes in this same section of country, (on the 
lower Rio Grande.) ae! had established routes 
from Corpus Christi to Point Isabel, and from 
Point Isabel to Fort Brown, which was on the east 
bank of the Rio Grande, opposite to Matamoros. 

| 


as the 13th of May, 1846, 
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Mr. K. said that the routes so strenuously ob- 
jected to had all been recommended by the Legis- 
liars of Texas, and none of them were within 3ix 
hundred miles of Santa Fé. He said he was as- 
tonished to hear these objections at this time. Last 
session a similar objection was made by gentle- 
men. We were then, they said, treading on Mex- 


-ican territory. Now, however, the war had closed, 


and the boundary had been established to the Rio 
Grande. The same objection was still made, but 
the reasons had assumed a different phase. We 
were now treading on the rights of the United 
States! Mr. K. said that Colonel Benton admitted 
that the boundary of Texas included the lower 
Rid Grande. Even John Quincy Adams, as late 
(the day war was 
declared by the United States,) admitted that the 
western line of Texas run a short distance up the 
Rio Grande. Mr. K. said that the right of Texas 
to all the soil east of the Rio Grande had been con- 
firmed to Texas by a treaty with Mexico, dated 
May 14, 1836, which on another occasion he had 
shown was a valid ard binding treaty. To this 
portion of the territory where these routes are pro- 
posed to be established, Texas had always held 

ossession since the days of her revolution. Mex- 
ico was afraid to meet our rangers on the east side 
of the Rio Grande. Her right was good. It was 
founded upon revolution; it was maintained by 
force of arms. 

Mr. GOGGIN replied, amidst much noise and 
confusion. He was very partially heard by the 
reporter, but was understood as saying that Mr. 
Kaurman had himself virtually acknowledged that 
the claim of Texas up to the upper Rio Grande 
was subject to doubt. He knew that the capital of 
New Mexico had submitted to the arms of the 
United States. Did our army attack a city in the 
midst of one of the States of the Union? What 
sort of a conquest was it to subdue one of our own 
cities? The gentleman had referred to the author- 
ity of Colonel Benton. Mr. G. was glad to hear 
such an authority invoked by him. Colonel Ben- 
ton had said, in his place in the Senate, when our 
army was on the Rio Grande, and our fleet block- 
ading the mouth of the river, that our march was 
a piratical war—a war in disguise—and that the 
country on that river no more belonged to us than 
to a nation which never had heard of its existence. 
The same gentleman, speaking of the advance of 
our army under the orders of the President, said 
that if he were sitting on a court-martial, he would 
hang any man who had obeyed such an order of 
the President. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. J. 
INGERSOLL,] while chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and speaking officially on the 
subject of the Texas boundary, had settled the 
question; he had said, so far from the Rio Grande 
being the boundary, that the line ran through the 
centre of a stupendous desert, which neither nation 
could ever pass with impunity. That it had been 
parar there by the hand of the Almighty as a 

arrier between the two races—the Anglo-Saxon 
on the north of ìt, and the Mauritanian race on 
the south—and that whenever it was crossed, one 
or the other race must be destroyed. 

Mr. FHOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, here de- 
sired to put a question to the honorable geentleman 
from Virginia. 

The floor being yielded to him, (as Mr. G. said 
for the third time,) Mr. T. asked whether Mr. G. 
considered the territory between the Nueces and 
the Rio Grande as belonging to Mexico? 

Mr. GOGGIN said he denied that it belonged to 
Texas. He would refer the gentleman from Penn- 
ayaa to his colleague from Philadelphia, [Mr. 

. J. INGERSOLL. | 

Mr. THOMPSON asked whether the treaty did 
not recognize the Rio Grande as our boundary? 

Mr. GOGGIN said that the treaty was not now 
before the House, and he did not know, officially, 
what it contained. Gentlemen contended that a 
vast extent of country, for which the United States 
were to pay fifteén millions of dollars, all belonged 
to Texas. Did the treaty lately concluded give 
Texas a uy the Rio Grande as contended? 

Mr. KAUFMAN said he had referred to the 
treaty between Mexico and Texas, and not the 
treaty between the United States and Mexico. 

Mr. GOGGIN denied that there was, or ever 
had been, a treaty between Mexico and Texas. 
He was aware that Santa Anna, when a captive, 
had entered into some sort of an agreement, in 


which he consented to a boundary proposed by 


Texas; but that so-calied treaty was of no binding 
force, had been repudiated by President Jackson, 
and denied by the Mexican Government. 

Mr. PILLSBURY here made some explana- 
tions, which were in a great measure lost at the 
reporter's seat. He was understood to say that 
Mexico had made the treaty, had got all the ben- 
efit, and had received all she agreed for. 

Mr. GOGGIN ‘said he had merely referred to 
the fact that the Texas boundary was a disputed 
question. The gentleman from Texas (Mr. Kaur- 
MAN] had called on him for hisauthority: he would 
refer the gentleman to Mr. Secretary Marcy, who 
stated, in his official instructions to General Taylor, 
that Mexico had certain military posts on the Rio 
Grande, which had always been in her possession; 
that the country on the river was in the armed 
occupation of Mexico; and that General Taylor 
was not to disturb, or in any way interfere with, 
her posts on that river. How did this agree with 
the gentleman’s doctrine that the whole country 
up the river had always been a part of Texas? 
The Secretary of War said it was, and always had 
been, in possession of Mexico, and she was not to 
be disturbed or molested either in her people there 
or in her military posts. 

Mr. KAUFMAN said, that according to his 
recollection, the Secretary did not say that Mexi- 
co held those military posts on the river, but only 
that he had heard that she did; the department 
had been so “‘infofmed.”’ Be that as it might, the 
Secretary was In error; no such posts were there. 
Of this he was positive. 

Mr. GOGGIN said that the Secretary informed 
General Taylor that the department had been in- 
formed that there were Mexican posts on this side 
of the Rio Grande, and these were not to be mo-- 
lested. And, besides, the despatches of General 
Taylor himself showed that such posts were there. 

Mr. KAUFMAN said that General Taylor had 
met Mexican soldiers east of the Rio Grande, and 
so said; but he never reported that he had found 
any posts. 

Mr. GOGGIN went on to say, that he had no 
idea that the question of the Texas boundary would 
come up on this occasion. ‘lhe amendment he 
wished to insert in the bill was merely of a declara- 
tory character, disclaiming all declaration in this 
bill as to what the boundary of Texas was. He 
was not opposed to the Texan muil routes in the 
bill; notatall. He was perfectly willing that these 
routes should all remain, and should be still fur- 
ther extended. The country was now said to have 
been acquired by treaty, and was now a part of the 
United States. But he had deemed it important 
to guard against any inferences, from the estab- 
lishment of those routes, as to the question of the 
Texas boundary. The whole purpose of his 
amendment was to guard against such inference. 

Mr. PILLSBURY observed that the United 
States was arbiter under the treaty, and was to set- 
tle the boundary question between Mexico and 
Texas. She was not a residuary legatee. He 
made some other remarks, which, in the confusion, 
and from his position, were totally inaudible to the 
reporter. 

Mr. GOGGIN said he had merely risen to state 
what were the facts in the case; and, not wishing 
to protract any discussion on this question of the 
boundary of ‘Texas, he moved the previous ques- 
ton. l 

The call for the previous question was second- 
ed, put, and carried; and the main question being 
on the reconsideration of the order to engross the 
bill, the vote was taken by yeas and nays, and re- 
sulted as follows: ‘ 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, 
Belcher, Brady, Butler, Cabell, Chapman, Clinginan, Cocke, 
Collamer, Collins, Conger, Cranston, Crisficld, Crowell, 
Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Daniel Duncan, Dunn, 
Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Far- 
relly, Fisher, Flournoy, Freediey, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, 
Goggin, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, 
James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Henry, Hilliard, Elias 
B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Kellogg, Daniel P. King, Lahm, William 
T. Lawrence, Lincoln, Mclivaine, Horace Mann, Marsh, 
Nelson, Nes, Outlaw, Pollock, Preston, Jylius Rockwell, 
J. A. Rockwell, Roman, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, 
Shepperd, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, 
Truman Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Tallmadge, 
Taylor, Richd. W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, Toombs, 
Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, White, and Wilson—88. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Beale, Bingham, Birdsall, Bo- 
cock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Bridges, William G. Brown, 


Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Cathcart, Chase, Franklin 
Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cummins, 


Daniel, Darling, Dickinson, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, 
French, Fries, Green, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Harris, Henley, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Kaufman, Kennon, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, Ligon, Lord, 
Lumpkin, Lynde, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, Mc- 
Dowell, McLane, Job Mann, Miller, Morris, Morse, Nicoll, 
Peaslev, Peck, Petrie, Phelps, Pillsbury, Richardson, Richey, 
Rockhill, Sawyer, Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Thomas, James Thomp- 
son, Robert A. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, 
Turner, Venable, Wallace, Wentworth, Wick, Wiley, Wil- 
liams, Wilmot, and Woodward—87. 


The CHAIR, Orune by Mr. Burt, of South 
Carolina,) not having been called, and not having 
voted, now chose to exercise its right, and voted 
in the negative; which creating a tie, the motion 
to reconsider was Jost. 

[Much sensation and confusion; the Chair en- 
deavored to restore order. ] 

Mr. GOGGIN moved to lay the bill upon the 
table; and on that motion demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. CROWELL moved a call of the House, 
and demanded the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered, and, being taken, resulted: Yeas 91, nays 
104. - 

So the House refused to order a call. 

The question being now put on laying the bill 
on the table, it was decided as follaws: œ 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashmun, Barrow, Bel- 
cher, Blanchard, Brady, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, Canby, 
Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Ċrisfield, 
Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Daniel Duncan, 
Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Nathan 
Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Flournoy, Freedley, Gayle, Goggin, 
Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. 
Hampton, Moses Hampton, Haskell, Henry. Elias B. Holmes, 
John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Irvin, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Daniel P. King, 
William T. Lawrence, McIlvaine, Horace Mann, Marsh, 
Marvin, Morehead, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Outlaw, Palfrey, 
Pollock, Preston, Julins Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Roman, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Sher- 
rill, Silvester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, 
Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Tallmadge, Taylor, Richard W. 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, 
White, and Wilson—91. l 

NAY S—Mr'ssrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Beale, Bing- 
ham, Birdsall, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, 
William G. Brown, Charles Brown, Catheart, Chase, Frank- 
Jin Clark, Howell!) Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Collins, 
Cummins, Danie}, Darling, Dickinson, Faran, Featherston, 
French, Fries, Fulton, Gentry, Green, Willard P. Hall, 
Hammons, Haralson, Harris, Henley, Hill, Hilliard, George 
S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Andrew . 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufinan, 
Kennon, Lahm, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, Ligon, Lincoln, 
Lord, Lumpkin, Lynde, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand,. 
McDowell, McKay, McLane, Joh Mann, Meade, Miller,” 
Morris, Nicoll, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, 
Pillsbury, Richardson, Richey, Rockhill, Sawyer, Sims, 
Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, 
Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Thibodeaux, Thomas, James 
Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, William Thompeon, 
Thurston, Tompkins, Turner, Venable, Wallace, Went- 
worth, Wick, Wiley, Williams, Wilmot, and Woodward— 
100. 

So the motion to lay on the table was lost. . 

The question then recurring on the third reading 
of the bill— 2 3 

The previous question was moved and seconded. 

Mr. WHITE inquired if the bill had been en- 

rossed? l l i 

The SPEAKER protem. replied that it had not. 

Mr. WHITE objected, then, to the third read- 
ing to-day. i i 

The SPEAKER pro tem. sustained the objec- 
tion, and decided, that under the rule, if the point 
were made, the bill could not be read a third time 
until it was actually engrossed. , 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, suggested that the 
objection did not apply in this case, as the bill had 
been ordered to be engrossed several days since. 
It must, therefore, be received as engrossed, con- 
structively at least. ; 

The SPEAKER replied, that a notice to recon- 
sider having been made at that time, and having 
remained undecided, it suspended the vote ordering 
the engrossment. os 

Mr. SIMS read from the rules, and insisted that 
the House having just ordered the main question 
to be put, it was a direct positive vote of the 
House that the bill should be read a third time 


ow. 

The SPEAKER adhered to his decision upon 
the point raised by Mr. Wuirte. 

Mi . SIMS appealed from the decision. 

Mr. COBB raised the point that the objection of 
the gentlemen from New York was made too early, 
and that it would not be pertinent until after the 
vote on ordering the third reading. When that: 
reading was ordered, the point would lie. 

The SPEAKER overruled this point, deciding 
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that the objection applied now, since, if it was 
sustained, it would be absufd to go on and vote 
upon the question of ordering to a third reading at 
this time, 

After some further conversation upon incidental 
points of order, the question was taken, and the 
decision of the SPEAKER, that it was not in order 
to read the bill the third time to-day, was sustained 
by the House: Ayes 100, noes 87. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Root, of Ohio, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the gen- 
eral appropriation bill. 

Mr. HILLIARD being entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the committee in a speech which occupied 
an hour, in explanation of certain amendments he 
designed to offer to the bill in relation to our diplo- 
Matic missions, &c. 

(This speech will be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. SAWYER next obtained the floor; but he 
gave way, at the request of Mr. Hatt, of Mis- 
souri, for a motion to rise, and the committee rose 
accordingly, aifd reported progress. ° 

Mr. VINTON, by direction of the.Committee 
of Ways and Means, submitted a resolution to 
terminate debate on the civil and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill on Monday next, at two o’clock. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, objected. 

Mr. VINTON. The motion wasa privileged one. 

Mr. JENKINS moved an adjournment, but with- 
drew it at the request of several gentlemen. 

Mr. THOMPSON said, to-morruw was Thurs- 
day, and the succeeding days of this week were 
private bill days; he therefore hoped the resolu- 
tion would not be adopted. ` 

Mr. VINTON urged the necessity of adopting 
the resolution. . 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved an 
adjournment. Lost. 

Mr. VINTON had no objection toallow the reso- 
lution to lie over until to-morrow. The object of 
the Committee of Ways and Means was 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, said the resolu- 
tion was not debatable. 

Mr. VINTON said he had no intention to de- 
bate it. His object was simply to say that he had 
offered the resolution in obedience to the direction 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, but he was 
willing that it should lie over, as it would show 
what their intention was. It was necessary that 
the bill should be passed at an early period, that 
it might go to the Senate, where, gentlemen must 
not forget, it had to be considered before it could 
‘become a law. He suggested that the House 
should now take up the navy appropriation bill, 
=- which would also have to be returned to the Senate. 
It would be recollected that that bill was ordered 
| lto be engrossed fora third reading, but some ob- 
jection was made to its passage. Subsequently he 
had communicated with the Secretary of the Navy, 
‘who had made in it some reductions which he 
‘hoped would now be concurred in without recom- 
mittal. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


By general consent the naval appropriation bill 
was then taken from the Speaker’s table, and the 
question was stated to be on its third reading. 

Mr. VINTON begged leave to make a brief ex- 
planation. At the time this bill was reported, in 
onswer to a question put to him, the Secretary of 
ihe Navy informed the Committee of Ways and 
Means that the unexpended balance for this branch 
of the service at the close of the year would be 
‘bout $1,000,000, and the first section of the bill 
sppropriated for the service for the next fiscal year 
‘he unexpended balance in hand ùt the end of the 
zear. The estimates of the Secretary must neces- 
arily be conjectural to some extent. The answer 
if which he had spoken was given in January last, 

zhen it was scarcely possible that the Secretary 

ould know what the balance in hand would be. 
Ve were now near the end of the year, and the 
‘ecretary was now of opinion that the balance in 
and would amount to $2,500,000, instead of 
1,000,000, as estimated three or four months ago. 
ke had then an. amendment to offer to limit the 
Mount of appropriations of unexpended balances 
° former appropriations to $1,500,000, and to 
-ovide that the residue should be returned to the 
irplus fund. It was, in effect, to cut down the 
»propriated unexpended balances $1,000,000. He 


begged further to state that a naval peace estab- 
lishment was confined to 7,500 men and boys; but 
since the Mexican war was begun, the Secretary 
of the Navy was authorized to employ a greater 
number, not exceeding 10,000; that employment, 
however, was limited to the time of the war; at the 
close of which, the naval establishment would fall 
back, as a matter of course, to 7,500. The esti- 
mates had been predicated on a state of war, and 
as peace was now made, the Secretary of the Navy 
had reduced his estimates, and the item of the bill 
in this respect must now be reduced some 25 per 
cent. There were other amendments which he 
would request the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read all the amendments accordingly. 
They were as follows: 

In the first item, strike out the words ‘to the 
‘unexpended balances of former appropriations 
‘for the naval service,” and insert ‘tthe sum of 
© $1,500,000 of the unexpended balances of former 
‘appropriations for the naval service, the remain- 
‘der of such unexpended balances, after deducting 
‘the said sum of $1,500,000, to be carried to the 
‘ surplus fund.”’ 

In the second item, reduce the amount from 
‘6 42,918,948” to “ $2,189,211.” 

n the item ‘‘for provisions for commission, 
warrant, and petty officers and seamen, including 
engineers and marines attached to vessels for sea 
service,” reduce the amount from ‘‘ $903,813” to 
$677,860.” 

In the item ** for surgeons’ necessaries and ap- 
pliances for the sick and hurt of the navy, inclu- 
ding the marine corps,” reduce the amount from 
“< $38,000” to ** $28,500.” 

In the item ‘‘for increase, repair, armament, 
and equipment for the navy, including wear and 
tear of vessels in commission, coal for steamers, 
purchase of hemp, and one million two hundred 
thousand dollars for completing four first class 
steamers,’’ reduce the amount from ‘‘ $2,975,281” 
to ‘ $2,531,474.” 

Strike out of the 2d section the words ‘* funds from 
one head of appropriation to another head of the 
appropriations made for the naval service: this au- 
thority of transfer to remain so long as the war 
with Mexico shall continue, and no longer;’’ and 
Insert ‘‘any portion of.the sum of $1,500,000 of 
the unexpended balances of former appropriations 
mentioned in the lst section of this act from one 
head of appropriation to any other head of the ap- 
propriations made for the naval service.” And 
add the following as a new section: 

Sec. -— And be it further enacted, That it shall he the duty 
of the Postmaster General, under the direction of the Presi- 
dent, to cause the net receipts of postages collected on the 
several lines of steamers from New York to Liverpool, from 
New York to Charges, and from Panama to some point in 
the Territory of Oregon, stipulated for in contracts made 
with the Secretary of the Navy, to bedeposited in the treas- 
ury to the credit of the appropriation for the annual com- 
pensation for the service to be rendered under said contracts, 
or otherwise apply the said postages in payment of the said 
annual coinpensation. 

Mr. McKAY said, that as he had objected to the 
third reading of the bill when it was, on a former day, 
before the House, he asked the indulgence of gen- 
tlemen now, in makinga brief explanation. This 
bill, as it was reported by the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and subsequent- 
ly ordered t be engrossed, contained appropria- 
tions to the amount of $11,277,133. The Secretary 
admitted that there would be at the close of the pres- 
ent fiscal year, of the unexpended balances of former 
appropriations, about $2,500,000. He (Mr. McK.) 
was Satisfied, from a statement which had been fur- 
nished to him by some of the treasury officers, that 
the amount of these balances would be larger, 
say $3,000,000 If this latter estimate should be 
realized, the House would at once perceive that 
there would be an aggregate sum appropriated for 
and applicable to the naval service, for the next fis- 
cal year, of $14,277,133. 

e supposed that it would be conceded, on both 
sides of the House, that this was entirely too large. 
The bill as it was originally reported to the House, 
had been framed by the committee on the suppo- 
sition that the war with Mexico might continue 
during the next year. We had now positive assuran- 
ces that the relations of peace will soon be reéstab- 
lished between the two countries. Ít seemed to him 
that in this change of the condition of the country, 
it was every way proper that the appropriations 
should be reduced, adapting them to a peace estab- 
lishment. The reductions which had been suggested 
by the Secrejary of the Navy, and which were now 


re ne © 


before the House, on the recommendation of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, would, if adopted 
by the House, still leave the appropriations for the 
naval service upwards of eleven millions of dollars. 
This, it would be recollected, was for a state of 
peace, and was a larger amount than had been made 
for the same object in any year prior to the com- 
mencement of the war with Mexico. He would, 
for the information of the House, state the appro- 
priations and expenditures for the naval establish- 
ment for several years past, which wêre as follows: 


Appropriations. Expenditures. 


DBS h PE P E S . -$4,998,234 13.... . $3,864,939 06 
1698 daaa a 5,076,336 26..... 6,131,5€0 53 
1840 niece cn ac oe A eases 5,801.679 40..... 6,113,896 89 
1640 2b ce wetee grins . 6,741,683 21..... 8,397,242 95 
1844-95 ..cccc ccc wees . 6,051,700 98..... 6,297,177 &9 
1845-6 ...... Biases 9,091,388 40..... 6,455,013 92 
1846-7 a odavcasscaeee 7,771,773 64..... 7,900,635 76 


He admitted that there was force in the sugzes- 
tion, that in consequence of the unsettled state of 
Europe, it might be prudent to employ a larger 
naval force than would otherwise be required, and 
thus increase the expenditure. Should the House, 
therefore, agree to the reductions which had been 
proposed, he would withdraw any further opposi- 
tion to the passage of the bill, though, as there were 
provisions in it which were in his opinion exceed- 
ingly exceptionable, he could not give & his vote. 

The amendments were then agreed to collective- 
ly, and the question recurred on the third reading 
of the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said he was unwill- 
ing to vote for this bill; and would not, though his 
vote should reject it, and withhold from the navy 
every dollar of appropriation for the next fiscal 
year. Aside from the enormous and unnecessary 
appropriations which are proposed to be made by 
the provisions of the bill for the support of the navy 
for the next year, it contains appropriations for- 
purposes wild, visionary, and unauthorized by the 
Constitution, which he never had and never would 
sanction or approve by his vote. That so far as 
he was concerned, those who had voted, this bill 
into its present shape must take the responsibility 
of passing it. ‘Therefore he called for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted thus: Yeas 105, nays 41. So the 
bill was ordered to be read a third time; and, having | 
been so read, was passed. 

Mr. VINTON moved to reconsider the vote on 
the passage of the bill; and the motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


ADULTERATED DRUGS. 

On motion of Mr. EDWARDS, the House pro- 
ceeded to consider the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill of the House to prevent the importation 
of adulterated drugs‘and medicines. 

The amendments of the Senate were read and 
agreed to, and the bill is therefore passed. 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE.: 
Wenpnespay, June 21, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, made in compliance with a resolution calling 
for the amount of hospital money, received at each 
of the custom-houses in the United States in each 
year, from 1833 to the 30th June, 1847, and the 
amount expended in each for the same period. 

This is a document of considerable interest. The 
reporter gives the amount received and expended 
at some of the chicf ports, leaving out the fractions, 


ee ee ee 
eee ——— m i a ee 


Amount | Amount 
Places. received. | expended. 
Boston...... saeeeaes ce ccccesesesee: $333,300 | $424,679 
New Y Ori 445 64. sSaeseawcss weccese| 589,452 602,024 
Philadelphia.......ccecscaes assena] 197,165 | 321,874 
Baltimore .......cceee. reer re 139,313 320,881 
Charleston ....00 sccscccccccccevccs 57,453 | 139,955 
New Orleans... .ccccaccecce cocccecs 140,816 44,016 
St; LOUIS sca. sk wesecs cas ke SRA aeons 15,937 29,825 
Galveston ....... on tie ea Ronse ee es í 428 po 
Norfolk s6c0cos crara seas eeaeeewsans 54,443 | 195,644 
PetersDUlesciccicc.cscsic we desnee sans 9,735 23,123 
Richmond.........0s0. EAE 11,561 9,209 
Georgetown, D. C..susasaoses movces 8,096 4,703 
Alexandria ......cccccccscccecccccs 23,160 20,109 
Mobilen ceros ise israe esia pona waas 30,897 89,251 
SAVANNA .csesesrssris tebrin a cea 21,690 90,441 


The whole amount received in the United States 
was $2,604,275 81, and the whole amount exp ended 
was $3,345,291 33. | 
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MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Missouri, asking the establishment of a 
mail route from Sandhill to Kenksville, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented a me- 
morial from Captain L. Warrington, in behalf of 


_himself, officers and crew of the United States 


sloop-of-war Peacock, asking the payment of cer- 
tain-prize money due them and improperly retained 
in the treasury; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Colonel George Gibson, 
accompanied by a report. The bill was read a 
first time. 

Mr. WESTCOTT,, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, made an adverse report on the memo- 
rial of John B. Luce. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported the following House 
bills without amendment, and recommending their 
passage: z 

An act for the relief of Eliphas C. Brown. 

An act for the relief of James Fugate. 

An act for the relief of John Hilbert. 

An act for the relief of Lewis Hastings. 

An act for the relief of Samuel Gray. 


. Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill for the relief of James 


- Chapman, administrator of Thomas Chapman; 


which was read a first time. 
Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 


Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to reduce | 


the rates of postage; which was read a first time. 
The following is a synopsis of the bill: 


Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the Ist day of July, 
1849, the postage on letters shall be as follows: Letters not 
exceeding half an ounce in weight, conveyed any distance, 
shall be charged with three cents postage, and a like sum for 
every additional. half ounce or fractional part thereof, the 
postage being prepaid, and if not so prepaid then the postage 
shall be five cents; and all drop letters, or letters to be deliv- 
ered at the office where deposited, shall be charged one cent 
postage if prepaid, and two cents if not prepaid. 

That it shall be the duty of the Postmaster General at all 
offices where the postage amounts to —— thousand dollars 
annually, to provide for conveying letters to the post office 
by establishing convenient places of deposit and by employ- 
ing carriers to receive and deposit them in the post office 
free of charge ; and to cause letters to be delivered by suita- 
ble carriers, to be appointed by him for that purpose, for 
which one cent on each letter is to be charged, and on ad- 
vertised letters an additional charge of one cent. 

That the postage on newspapers and other printed matter 
shall be as follows: All papers, pamphlets, magazines, and 
books, whether periodical or not, (exchange papers except- 
ed,) not exceeding one ounce, shall pay one cent postage, 
and a like sum for every additional ounce or fractional part 
thereof; provided that papers not exceeding one ounce, and 
not conveyed more than fifty milea, shall be charged with 
half a cent postage; and on all papers sent froin the office 
of publication, the postage must be prepaid. 

1i handbills and circulars to be considered as letters, and 
charged accordingly. s 


Mr. NILES, on reporting this bill, made some 
observations, which, from his position, and the 
low tone of his delivery, was almost inaudible in 
the gallery. He was understood to state that this 
bill was of too great magnitude to justify the Si 
that it could be passed at this late period of the 
session. He had, however, reported it for the 
purpose of presenting its details for the judgment 
of public opinion as to their suitableness to the 
wishes of. the country. It would be seen that the 


ostage of letters would be reduced to three cents.. 


t had been thought of to make the postage half a 
dime, but as there was no coin of that description, 
it had been fixed at a little over that amount. 
Newspaper postage, it would be seen, was reduced 
to one cent, including pamphlets, magazines, and 
books, and half a cent where the distance did not 
exceed fifty miles. This was not an experiment, 
not an untried system. It had been tried in Eng- 
land, and had been considered as one of the great- 
est measures ever introduced in the legislation of 
that ee as regards its commercial, social, 
and political character. Even in a financial view, 
it had exceeded the expectations of those with 
whom it originated. The revenue had gradually 
and rapidly increased, so that it was calculated 
the returns of the present year would bring it up 
to what it. was under the old system. The nu- 
merical increase of letters (as well as we could un- 
derstand the honorable Senator) had been from 


a little more than one hundred millions to three | 
hundred and twenty millions annually. This was 
an important fact, as the advantages of the reduc- | 
tion were indisputable on every point but that of its | 
financial operation. But as regards this point, | 
which involved the only risk, a review of the re- 
sults of the present Jaw had brought him tp the 
conclusion that the experiment of this further re- 
duction could not diminish the revenue for the first 
year more than half a million, and this deficiency 
would disappear with the advance of the system. 
He did not desire to press the bill in the present | 
situation of the treasury, because he did not wish 
to increase the necessity for loans, and to embar- 
rass our financial operations. ‘The provisions of 
the bill, it would be seen, were not to take effect 
until the Ist of July, 1849, so that there would be 
sufficient time given for the arrangements of the 
department, if the bill should pass at the next ses- 
sion, as he hoped it would. E 

Mr. N. gave some statistical statements, which 
could not be distinctly heard. 


On motion of Mr. MANGUM, it was 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate the proceedings of the 
court of inquiry which convened at Saltillo, Mexico, on the 
12th January, 1848, and which was instituted for the pur- 
pose of obtaining full information relative to an alleged mu- 
tiny in the camp of Buena Vista, Mexico, on or about the 
15th August, 1847, which led to the death of one of the sol- 
diers by the hand of Colonel Payne, of the regiment of 
North Carolina volunteers, and for the purpose of investi- 
gating the facts connected with the dishonorable discharge 
of certain officers of the North Carolina volunteers. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, it was 
Resolved, That Saturday next, the 24th of June, be set apart . 
for the consideration(of private bills, and that at one o’clock 
p. m. on that day the Senate will proceed to the considera- 
tion of those bills, to the exclusion of all other business. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN asked and obtained leave to 
introduce a bill to revive and extend the provisions 
of an act entitled *‘ An act to settle the title to cer- 


tain tracts of land in the State of Arkansas;’’ which 


was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. BRIGHT pressed upon the Senate the ne- 
cessity of prompt action on the bill to establish a 
Territorial Governmentin Oregon, &c., and moved 
that it be taken up for consideration. 

‘Mr. HANNEGAN disliked to interfere with the 
wishes of his colleague, but he would suggest that 
the Oregon bill give way for a motion to go inta 
Executive session on a very important subject, 
which might consume the day; but, if it did not, 
the Oregon bill could be taken up afterwards, or, 
at all events, in the morning. 

Mr. BRIGHT was unwilling to acknowledge 
that any question was more important than the bill 
he had designated; but, inthis case, he would yield 
the point to his colleague. : 

Mr. ATHERTON asked the Senate to take up 
the Indian appropriation bill before going into Ex- 
ecutive session, which was assented to, on the con- 
dition that there should be no debate. 

The bill was then taken up, and a motion was 
adopted to reconsider the motion ordering the bill 
toa third reading. 

Mr. ATHERTON then offered an amendment, 
which was assented to by Mr. BELL and adopted 
by the Senate; and the bill was then ordered to be 
read a third time, and was, by unanimous consent, 
read a third time and passed. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business; and after some time spent 
therein, the doors were opened, and the following 
bills were severally considered in Committee of 
the Whole, and, after having been explained, were 
ordered to be engrossed, and were subsequently 
read a third time, by unanimous consent, and 
passed: 

The bill for the relief of the personal represent- 
atives of William A. Slacum. 

The bill for the relief of the Society for the Re- 
formation of Juvenile Delinquents in the city of 
New York. 

The bill to change the time of holding the terms 
of the circuit courts of the United States in the dis- 
trict of Maine. 

An act concerning testimony. 

The bill to divide the district of Arkansas into 
two juditial districts. 

The House bill making appropriation for the 
payment of revolutionary and other pensioners of 
aati States, for the year ending June 30, 

49. i 

The Senate then adjourned, at about four p. m. 


_some of the remarks o 


HCUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuHurspay, June 22, 1848. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read— 

On motion of Mr. FEATHERSTON, it was so 
amended as to show that the bill to establish-cer- 
tain post routes was taken up pemersay on his 
motion; and then it was approved. 

Mr. GOGGIN obtained the floor to make an 
explanation. I am (said he) reported in the Intel- 
ligencer of this morning as having said yesterday, 
when the post route bill was under consideration, 
that Colonel Benton (to whom Mr. Kaurman had 
referred) ‘* had said in his place in the Senate, when 
‘ ourarmy wason the Rio Grande and our fleet block- 
‘ading the mouth of the river, that our march was 
‘a piratical war, a war in disguise,” &c. Now, 
the error is important in point of time only, to 
which T wish to call your attention. WhatI said 
was: ‘* I was glad to hear such an authority (Colo- 
nel Benton) invoked, for he had said, when the 
first treaty for annexing Texas to the United States 
was pending before the Senate in 1844, in allusion 
to the orders to the army and navy, that ‘the 
‘ President and his Secretary of State made the war 
‘themselves, and made it unconstitutionally, per- 
‘ fidiously, clandestinely, piratically,’’? &c. ‘The 
reporter, however, makes me impute these or sim- 
ilar remarks to Colonel Benton after the war was 
recognized and our army was on the Rio Grande. 
I make (satd Mr. G.) the correction from my own 
sense of what-is due to the distinguished Senator 
whose opinions are referred to, and I deem it but 
just to him that the correction should be as public 
as the remarks themselves. The reporter is also 
mistaken in saying that I had said the Mexican 
military posts were on the Rio Grande. I referred 
to posts and military establishments on the east 
side of the river, and belween it and the Nueces. 

Ido not complain (said Mr. G.) at all of the 
reporter, for the distance I was, while speaking, 
from his desk, I am well aware, prevented his hear- 
ing distinctly what I said. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, raised a point 
of order with reference to priority of business, and 
contended that the report of the Committee on Ac- 
counts providing for the erection of a monument 
to Mr. Apams was first in order. — 

The SPEAKER pro tem. overruled the point of 
order. 

THE NATIONAL FINANCES. 


The SPEAKER pro tem. announced as the busi- 
ness first in order, the report of the Committee on 
Public Expenditures, and the report of the migor- 
ity of the same committee on the annual report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury on the finances. 

Mr. BEDINGER being entitled to the floor, 
expressed the regret with which he now encroached 
on the time and patience of the House by asking 
them to hear remarks which he deemed it his duty’ 
to make in support of the report of the minority of 
the Committee on Public Expenditures which he 
had the honor to offer yesterday, and in reply to 

f the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Srronm] yesterday. The subject 
was one of considerable interest, inasmuch as it 
involved a most labored attack upon the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasary, and an 
attempted defence by the minority of the commit- 
tee of that report. The Committee on Public Ex- 


penditures, if not in positive violation of their ' 


duties, at least, as he conceived, by usurping juris- ! 
diction of powers which did not properly belong . 


to it, had been employed during nearly the whole 
of the last winter, and a great part of the last 
spring he believed; in investigating the annual 


report of the Secretary of the Treasury, and in | 
forth divers | 
errors which they said were to be found therein. | 


preparing an elaborate report settin 


He said that the committee had done this rather by 
usurping the powers of other committees than by 
attending to their own. 

By reference to the rules of the House defining . 


the duties and powers of the different committees, į 


it would be seen that the Committee on Public 
Expenditures was in fact a mere nullity; and he 
thought it had been so considered until this session. 
He certainly had never known anything of its pro- 
ceedings until now. It would be seen by the duties 
conferred upon the Committee of Ways and Means 
in 1802, that there was the sum of all the powers 
and duties which had been given to the Committee | 
on Public Expenditures; and, by the six commit- 

tees appointed in March, 1816, all the duties of the | 


1848. 


Committee on Public Expenditures were positively 


Superseded. He referred to this question of juris- 
diction, not because he meant to object to it at all, 
but simply because, when the report of the com- 
mittee was first handed to this House, he was 
compelled to inform the House that, although he 
was a member of that committee, yet he had been 
entirely ignorant of the action which they had de- 
signed to take in reference to the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

It was very true, and he had said it at the.time, 
` that at the first and only meeting of the Committee 
on Public Expenditures which he had attended— 
for the reason that, when he had been notified of 
a meeting, sometimes he could not find the room, 
as he believed there never had been any regular 
room assigned to the committee, and atother times 
he could not find a quorum, until he had become 
tired of the effort—he said at the only meeting he 
had had the good fortune to attend, a sub-committee 
was’appointed, consisting of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Srroum,] the gentleman from 
Georgia, (Mr. Jones,] and himself, and something 
was there said about an investigation of the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. Although he 
was appointed on that sub-committee, he did not 
hesitate to confess here that he did not know one 
singte solitary step which that committee had taken 
from that time forth until their report was adopted 
by the Committee on Public Expenditures. Now, 
it might be said it was his duty to have found 
the committee,‘and to have attended all their meet- 
ings, even though it might have required a search- 
warrant to find their whereabouts; and it might be 
charged on him as a neglect of duty that he had 
not.also attended particularly to every step taken 
by the sub-committee, of which he was a member. 
If he had not done what was his duty, he must 
bear the blame of it; and he did here now so far 
confess that he owed the committee an apology for 
not having ascertained what they were doing, and 
participated perhaps to a certain degree in their 
action, (even though he had known they were 
transcending their duties and their powers.) He 
owed them an apology for this reason; by not as- 
certaining what the committee were doing, he had, 
without designing it, inflicted upon them quite a 
serious injury; because, if he could by any possi- 
bility have ascertained that this report was design- 
ed to be made by the committee; that they were to 
go through an investigation of the whole subject 
at the department; that day after day of the whole 
winter was to be exhausted in gearching in the 
Treasury Department and Register’s office,—if he 
had known ali this, as gentlemen said heshould have 
known it, (though he did not see how he could,) 
he thought it extremely probable he should have 
informed the Secretary of the Treasury of the pre- 
meditated attack, because it was against his creed 
to make an attack on any one without first inform- 
ing him, and giving him a fair opportunity to de- 
fend himself. 

He should then have informed the Secretary, 
and this injury which his (Mr. B.’s) negligence 
had inflicted on the committee would have been 
avoided, for the Secretary would have saved them 
from the blunders into which they had so heed- 
lessly fallen when they had prepared the report. 
The Secretary, so far as he knew him, was a hu- 
mane man, and he was unwilling to believe that 
that officer would maliciously, cruelly, willfully, 
have suffered the committee to go blundering on, 
here forgetting one of the most important docu- 
ments which had ever been printed, and there con- 
founding the tables of the Register with matter for 
which the Secretary was responsible; here taking 
the uncertified statements of the clerks, and char- 
ging the Secretary with having prepared them, and 
making blunder after blunder such as had never be- 
fore been committed by a committee of this House. 
He said in all probability the Secretary would 
have stopped these blunders, for he would have 
told the committee of their first error, and then 
they would not have perpetrated it forty times. 
Thus, he said, he might owe the committee an 
apology, because the fact was, that neither the 
Secretary nor the acting Secretary had known one 
solitary word of this investigation that was going 
on. They had not the slightest intimation of the 
monstrous labor of this mountain until the mouse 
crawled out at their feet; they had known nothing 
of it, 7. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. Stroum] 
had said on yesterday that he did not deem, or 
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the committee did not deem, it their duty to inform 
the Secretary of what was going on. It might not 
possibly have been within the strict pale of their 
duty; it might not have been positively obligatory 
upon them; but would not generosity, would not 
liberality, have prompted those gentlemen to with- 
hold the blow until they had warned the man 
against whom it was to beaimed? The gentleman 
had brought forward a serious charge against the 
Secretary of the Treasury—a charge of negligence 
or of Mice peel they had charged him in their 
report with errors, blunders, negligences, which, 
although their language was courteous—very much 
so—yet, if they existed, would be sufficient actu- 
ally to disqualify him forever from the office the 
duties of which he discharged with such consum- 
mate and distinguished ability. Then, would it not 
have seemed but bare justice to have informed him 
of this impending blow which they meditated? 
Not only would it have been just, but it would 
have been politic; for, as he had said before, the 
committee by their liberality would have saved, 
not the Secretary, but themSelves, from these 
enormous blunders, about sixty-four in number, 
contained in a report of thiity-nine pages, which 
they had now unfortunately published and blazoned 
to the world, and which, on their own account, he 
was sorry they could not take back. 

Now, there was but one ground on which the 
committee could justify the fact that they did not 
notify the Secretary that this investigation was 
going on, and that ground was simply this, that in 
truth the attack was committed, not upon the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury at all, not on the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, but it was an attack, 
from beginning to end, upon another and a very 
different officer—an attack upon the Register of the 
Treasury—upon his tables, which were appended 
to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and it was not an attack upon the Secretary at all. 
Now, the Register of the Treasury was an entire- 
ly different officer from the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury. - 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, in his re- 
marks yesterday, had stated that the Register was 
under the control of the Secretary. It was a great 
mistake; one of those mistakes which the com- 
mittee had perpetrated in the beginning of their 
report, but a great mistake, nevertheless. The 
Register was not under the control of the Secre- 
tary; the Register’s duties were separate from the 
Secretary’s. The Secretary could not appoint, 
could not remove the Regfster. ‘The Secretary 
could not, he did not hesitate to say, do more than 
simply criticise the tables handed him by the Regis- 
ter, if he chose; he could not reject them. ‘The 
law made it imperative on him to accept and re- 
ceive them. Hehad, in fact, no more control over 
the Register than he (Mr. B.) had; the duties of 
the Register were as different from those of the 
Secretary as the duties of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Stroum] were from those of the 
Speaker of this House; as different as the duties 
of the Committee on Public Expenditures were 
from those duties which they had attempted to 
perform; they were fundamentally, entirely dif- 
ferent. 

Now, what were the duties of that officer? In 
answer to this question he read the second sec- 
tion of the act of September 7, 1789, establishing 
the Treasury Department, and then proceeded to 
show that there was not a solitary word to re- 
quire the Secretary of the Treasury to keep the 
books, make out the balance sheets, investigate 
the proofs, or do anything of the kind, and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srroum] had 
been greatly mistaken in attributing so much to 
the Secretary of the Treasury. Against that which 
really was the Secretary’s, the report of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania contained not a solitar 
objection. His statements had not been touched, 
because they were accurately made, and so well 
fortified that they could not be assailed. He next 
read the section of law which prescribed the dut 
of the Register of the Treasury, and said that wit 
that duty the Secretary could not interfere. Here, 
then, it was shown not only that the Secretary 
was not required to make these tables, but that 
they were -made and furnished to him by officers 
whose- duty was prescribed by law, and by law 
they were made evidence in courts of jystice. If, 
then, courts of justice were bound to receive them 
in evidence, why should the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury be held responsible for any error, if any, which 
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they might contain? Why should he be expected 
to examine the facts and compare the books to try 
and test their accuracy? It was not possible for 
him to do it. Why, were gentlemen aware of the 
number of the tables sent in to this House? If not, 
he would inform them that there were here thirty- 
two tables, all of which were dated about the time 
the Secretary’s own report bore date—rangin 
from the 1st to the 8th of December—and covere 
the action of the Government in regard to its 
finances from the year 1789 to the end of the last 
fiscal year. How, then, in the multitudinous la- 
bors of the Secretary of the Treasury, could he be 
expected to find time to examine these tables? The 
Secretary of the Treasury never shrank from an 
duty or any responsibility inseparable from his 
office, and his duties he had performed with an 
ability which had astonished everybody. Thus, 
then, the gentleman opposite had not attacked the 
report of the Secretary, but certain tables which it 
was the duty of other officers to prepare and fur- 
nish. The gentleman from Pennsylvania had 
accused the Secretary of seeking to shift the re- 
sponsibility upon others; but in this the gentleman 
ct in error. The Secretary desired no such 
thing. 

But let them look a little further, and see how 
successful the gentleman had been in his attack on 
the Register; for it was an attack on the Register 
in reality, and not on the Secretary. The gentle- 
man went to the Treasury Department to examine 
these matters, and did they go to the Secretary of 
the Treasury or to the acting Secretary? No. 
They took copies furnished by clerks, that were 
uncertified and unattested; and, on the mere asser- 
tion of some clerks, without the attesting signa~ 
ture of a single human being, they sought to sus- 
tain their grave accusations. Now, what assurance 
had they that those clerks had even copied accu- 
rately the tables that were presented? And how 
did they know. that these things were taken prop- 
E ay the books? 


was understood to say, though very indistinctly 
heard, that the committee had had recourse to the 
books for some part of these statements. 

Mr. BEDINGER was perfectly willing to let 4t 
rest there; but yesterday the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania did not say so, and statement after state- 
ment had been sent forth to the world without the 
attestation of a single human being. If they did 
have access to the books, the Secretary did not 
know of it, nor did he (Mr. B.) know who those 
clerks were on whom the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania had relied. It was not in that way, he 
would assure the gentleman, that they could de- 
molish such a monument of genius as the Secre- 
tary had raised for himself. ‘The gentleman might 
as well attack Gibraltar with a pocket pistol. 

But he would proceed to the discoveries which 
the gentleman ha@ made; and the only error which 
they had pointed out, and, which they have as- 
sumed to have discovered—the only genuine error 
which was made-at all—they did not discover at 
all. It was discovered months before, and com- 
municated to the Senate. The error to which he 
alluded was an error of $1,401,900; the letter 
stating which, dated the 25th of February, 1848, 
he had before him. And here he could not but 
mark the difference between the conduct of a com- 
mittee of the Senate and the Committee on the 
Expenditures of the Treasury Department of this 
House. The committee of the Senate, when the 
error was discovered, went to the Secretary and © 
pointed it out, and a satisfactory explanation was 
given, long before the committee of this House 
made its report on the authority of unknown 
clerks. But were there no inaccuracies in the re- 
port of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? It ap- 
peared to him, that when gentlemen attempted to 
investigate a report like this, and gravely accuse 
the Secretary of the Treasury of such important 
errors, they should be extremely careful not to err 
themselves.: And yet the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania frankly admitted that in his report he had 
committed some errors, and he expressed his aston- 
ishment that there were not more. That there were 
errors in that report, he (Mr. B.) concurred with ~ 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania; and he thought — 
sixty-four errors in a report of thirty-nine pages 
was a pretty considerable number for even the 
Committee on Public Expenditures. 

He then proceeded to notice the first error which 
the committee had committed. The gentleman 


r. STROHM interposed to explain; and he .. 
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from Pennsylvania told them that he was not aware 
that a certain statement was in their possession, 
When there was the law which compelled the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to place it before the House; 
and yet the gentleman from Pennsylvania told 
them he knew nothing of it. Then again the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Concer] stated that 
the Secretary of the Treasury had sent to the print- 
ers and obtained proofs of his report before it was 
furnished to this House, and that but for that it 
would have been on their tables sooner. The gen- 
tleman was mistaken. He (Mr. B.) asserted 
broadly, on the authority of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, that he never sent to the printers, and 
never set his eyes on it in panied form until it was 
printed for the use of this House. 

Mr. CONGER begged permission to say a word 
by way of explanation. He desired to say that in 
the remark which he made yesterday there was an 
error in relation to the index to that work. In 
making his explanation yesterday he mistook the 
document; and to set himself and the House right 
on that subject, in case it should be necessary that 
he should hereafter have occasion to make expla- 
nations, he this morning called on the public print- 
er to make further inquiries, and he found he was 
in error on the subject of that index being in the 
hands of the Secretary of the Treasury for the pe- 
riod he yesterday named. There was no index to 
this document. 
the printers—and he knew nothing. more about it 
—that proofs of that document had been in the 
hands of the Secretary, that they remained there 
weeks and weeks, and that that was the reason of 
the delay in furnishing them to the House. This 
explanation he made in justice to the printers; and 
if there was a question of veracity between them, 
that must rest with the printers and the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. BEDINGER again asserted, on the respon- 
sibility of the Secretary of Treasury, that the Sec- 
retary never did send for proofs of that document. 

Mr. CONGER did not assert that he sent for 
the report; but, on the authority of the printers, 
he stated that proofs were furnished. 

Mr. BEDINGER cared not what the printers 
might say. The printers’ testimony in this case 
was somewhat like the unattested authority of 
some clerk with which the Committee on Public 
Expenditures sought to affix blame on the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. Yesterday the gentleman 
from New York spoke on his own authority, and 
now he furnished the authority of the printer; but 
he, (Mr. B.,) on the authority of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, gave it a broad denial. 

He then returned to the admission of the gen- 
tleman- from Pennsylvania that he was ignorant of 
information which was literally piled up in a doc- 
ument which he had before him, and from which 
he read several extracts, and then asked, with 
such facts before them, what corffidence could be 
placed on the statements which the report of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania contained? 

He next, as was understood, proceeded to com- 
ment on an admitted error made by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to the amount of half a million 
of dollars. He also spoke of a small error of 
seventy-two dollars, and of some mistake in sub- 
tracting. He said he had been told that he was 
much better at figures of rhetoric than figures of 
arithmetic; but he nevertheless should not take 
eight from thirteen and leave four. 

There was another small error. In the table B 
of the report of the majority, a certain balance 
S RAEE Mr. B. specified) was stated at one hun- 

red and two millions; and in another part of their 
same table B the same balance was stated at one 
hundred and twelve millions; thus falling into only 
the liátle error of ten millions of dollars! They 
accused the Secretary’s report of errors, but here 
was a whapper in their own. 

Mr. STROHM reminded Mr. B. that he had 
explained this on the day before. The gentleman 
would find, that when the amount was brought 
over to the next page, it was stated correctly; so 
that the result remained unchanged. . 

Mr. BEDINGER eaid this was very true; but 
should not their falling into so great an error as 
this in their own figures teach them to extend some 
little charity to the statements of others? Mr. B. 
had as much right to charge this upon the major- 
ity report as the majority had to charge similar 
mistakes (if any such there were) upon the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 


But he stated on the authority of 
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The gentleman had said that it happened very 
fortunately that one error of his report balanced 
another. This was particularly rich; and it re- 
minded Mr. B. of an old adage that certain people 
were remarkable for good luck. He did not mean 
to apply the whole proverb to the majority of the 
Committee on Aceounts, although some persons 
might have been so malicious as to make such an 
application of it. 

A voice: ‘*Who do you say are remarkable 
for good luck ?’’] 

It is pretty well known, I believe, what persons 
they are. [Laughter.] 

To sum up the errors into which this investiga- 
ting committee had themselves fallen: they com- 
menced with wholly neglecting to consider one of 
the most important documents presented to Con- 
gress under this Government—a document the 
presentation of which they were by law compelled 
to know, but of the very existence of which the 
gentleman had confessed himself ignorant till 
within a few days past. The gentleman had said 
that he,could guess how the minority of the com- 
mittee had got access to that document: no doubt 
they could; who could not? The law requiring 
the document to be presented.to Congress com- 
pelled every member to know of its presentation. 

But, without having even seen this document, 
the majority had started up to the Treasury De- 
partment, and had there obtained unattested tran- 
Scripts and memorandums from the clerks. Thus 
they had started wrong; and as they had set out, 
so they proceeded. Even when they bad got 
these materials from the clerks, they did not know 
how to put them together. When all-the bricks 
were given them, they had not the skill to build 
them up; insomuch that they had committed sixty- 
four mistakes in thirty-nine pages; and this in a 
report which was to shake the Secretary in his 
chair. Mr. B. said he regarded the production of 
this report of the majority as a fortunate event for 
the country, for the Secretary, and for that House. 
It would serve the more to attract public admira- 
tion to the able and accurate manner in which the 
Secretary of the Treasury had discharged the ar- 
duous and responsible duties of his high office. 

The credit of the country was elevated higher 
than ever it had stood before; for during an im- 
pending war the stocks of the Government had 
gone up instead of declining; and this while mem- 
bers on that floor were aiming daggers at the Sec- 
retary, and to reach him were striking at the credit 
of their own country. The Secretary had been 
authorized by law to borrow forty-nine millions of 
dollars, and none of the stock or treasury notes 
had been sold under par, and most of it at a pre- 
mium; insomuch that. the amount of premium 
realized by the treasury exceeded $600,000. Com- 
pare this with the state of the public credit in 1814, 
when the Government could realize but thirty-six 
millions of dollars from eighty millions of treasury 
notes. 

And who could forget that in 1843 the credit of 
the United States went a begging, not only through- 
out this land, but all over Europe?—when the loans 
could not be obtained here, and we had to send a 
financial agent to beg us a little money on the other 
side of the water to keep alive the credit of the 
American Government? Compare such a state of 
things as this with the height to which the public 
credit had been advanced under the present Admin- 
istration. And all this had_been effected under the 
much-abused system of free trade and the independ- 
ent treasury. Who could ever forget the thun- 
ders of, denunciation, the croaking, the howling, 
the predictions of public ruin which resounded from 
one end of the land to the other? But-such had 
been the force of experience that merchants in all 
parts of the Union were fast becoming converts to 
the practical wisdom of both those great features of 
public policy. ‘They saw how the system worked, 
and their prejudices gave way before the evidence 
of fact. ‘The credit of all this was in an eminent 
degree due to the able officer at the head of the 
Treasury Department. The prosecution of these 
two systems of operation in our financial affairs 
had devolved upon the Secretary an amount of 
labor which must have crushed any man who did 
not possess the same great ability and the same 
indomitable capability of labor. , 

Mr. B., in conclusion, said that it had not been 
his intention to wound the feelings of any gentle- 
man. If he had unintentionally done so, he regret- 
ted it. But the plain truth was, that the Commit- 
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tee on Expenditures had gone beyond their depth. 
They were like littl wanton boys who swam 
on bladders on the bosom of a deep sea, and they 
found the waves too heavy for them. To usea 
homely phrase, they had gone out for wool and 
come home shorn. The gentlemen had gone out 
a whaling, but they had met with a huge leviathan 
of the deep, one flourish of whose tail had tossed. 
up their little boat into the heavens, and plunged 
the poor boatmen into the depths of the sea. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, now moved 
the previous question, but consented to withdraw 
it at the request of Mr. Vinton. 


BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table. : 

The bill making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
for the year ending June 30, 1849, and for other 
purposes, which had been returned from the Sen- 
ate with amendments, was taken up and referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The following Senate bills were then taken up, 
read twice, and referred to appropriate commit- 
tees: 

A bill to increase the medical corps of the navy. 

A bill for the relief of the Central Railroad Com- 
pany of Georgia. 

A bill to revive the act entitled ‘* An act to pro- 
vide for the payment of horses and other property 
lost or destroyed in the military service of the 
United States,” approved January 18, 1837, and 
the acts approved 14th October, 1837, and August 
23, 1842, and the last proviso of the act of March, 
1843, amendatory of the same. | 

A bill directing the Secretary of the Navy to 
purchase from Dr. James P. Espy his patent right 
for the conical ventilator for the use of the United 
States. i 

A bill for the relief of David N. Smith. 

A bill granting a pension to John Clark. 

A bill to provide compensation to Wm..Wood- 
bridge and Henry Chipman, for services in ad- 
justing titles to land in Michigan, and for other 
purposes. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Jean F. Perry, 
Josiah Bleakley, Nicholas Jarrot, and Robert Mor- 
rison. 

A bill for the relief of James F. Sothoron. 

A bill for the relief of J. W. Nye, assignee of 
P. Bargy and H. Stewart. 

A bill to authorize. the sale of a part of public 
reservation numbered 13, in the city of Washing- 
ton, and for other purposes. 

The bill from the Senate to amend an act enti- 
tled ** An act for the regulation of seamen on board 
the public and private vessels of the United States,” 
passed March 3, 1813, was read a first and second 
time; when— 

Mr. BIRDSALL moved that the bill be now 
read a third time and put upon its final passage. 
Mr. B. explained the practical operation of the 
law of naturalization, as now interpreted by the 
courts of the State of New York, and showed the 
necessity of the bill to relieve persons who, after 
declaring their intention to become naturalized, 
had left the country as volunteers for Mexico, and 
thus been prevented from obtaining the residence 
required by the law. 

Mr. McCLERNAND further explained the ob- 
ject of the bill, and urged the necessity of passing 
it. Those who had enlisted in the service of the 
country, and had been sent beyond its limits in the 
prosecution of the war, fell within the wording of 
the present law, and were forced to lose all the 
time they were thus absent, though they had pre- 
mousy notified their intention of being natural- 
ized. 

Mr. HOLMES, of New York, moved the pre- 
vious question, which was seconded, and, under 
the operation thereof, the bill was read a third 
time, and passed by yeas and nays: Yeas 165, 


naya 4. 
r. HOLMES, of New York, moved to recon- 
sider the last vote; which last motion was laid on 
the table. 

THE SOUTHERN MAIL. 


The joint resolution of the Senate to authorize 
and ee a renewal of a contract for carrying 
the mail was read a first and second time; when— 

Mr. GOGGIN moved to refer the bill to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
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Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said it was very late 
‘in the session; that this was a bill, the quéstion 
upon which he thought had been settled; that it 
had at an early period of the session been referred 
to the Committee on tke Post Office and Post 
Roads, and had been reported back with a recom- 
mendation that it be rejected; that upon delibera- 
tion it was rejected by ‘the House, and he could 
not believe the House would change a determina- 
tion so manifestly proper. To save time, there- 
fore, he moved to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. GOGGIN. ill the motion to lay on the 
table supersede the motion to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads? 

The SPEAKER pro tem. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. MEADE asked the consent of the House 
to have a short petition—of only 12 lines—read to 
the House before the vote was taken. 

The SPEAKER said it could only be done by 
general consent. 

Mr. GOGGIN demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion to lay on the table; which were or- 
dered. 

Mr. JONES withdrew the motion to lay on the 
table upon an appeal by several members, giving 
notice, however, he should renew it. 

The question recurring on the reference to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads— 

Mr. GOGGIN moved the previous question; 
but withdrew it on being informed that it would 
cut off the motion to refer, and bring the House 
. to a direct vote on the bill itself. 

Mr. VINTON expressed the hope that there 
would be no debate. 

Mr. McLANE wished to say a few words, and 
he should not do this had it not been that the gen- 
tleman fram Tennessee had given notice of his in- 
tention to renew the motion to lay on the table. 
He had no doubt himself but the route ought to be 
changed for the direct southern route; but he had 
just as little doubt, that throughout this contro- 
versy between the railroad company and the Post- 
master General, not only had the Postmaster 
General been fully sustained by the law, but fully 
sustained by all the circumstances of the case; 
and, anxious as he was that the mail should be 
restored to the most direct, the shortest, and, as 
he. believed, the cheapest route, he did not hesitate 
to sustain the Postmaster General .so long as the 
case rested where it did, on the extreme demand 
of the railroad company; and if the motion to lay 
on the table was to be a test question between the 
company and the Postmaster General, he should 
sustain that motion. While he and the whole 
community with whom he held intercourse pre- 
ferred the direct route, he thought he might say 
that they believed in the present controversy that 
the Post Office Department was right, and the rail- 
road company wrong. 

Pending this question— 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. ‘Root, of Ohio, in the 
chair,) and proceeded to consider the bill making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expen- 
ses of the Government, &c., for the year ending 
June 30, 1849. 

Mr. SAWYER spoke through his hour, in the 
course of which he introduced some general topics; 
but he spoke more particularly of the introduction 
of emancipated negroes into the state of Ohio and 
the injury done to the negro race by the aboli- 

onists. 

Mr. CRISFIELD followed in an argument by 
which he maintained that this Government had no 
authority to prohibit the introduction of slavery 
into the newly-acquired territories, that being a 
question for the territories to settle when they 
became States. 

Mr. SLINGERLAND also addressed the com- 


mittee in a speech 
harbor bill. 
[These speeches will be published in the Ap- 


endix. 


After which, Mr. FEATHERSTON obtained 


dd 


on the subject 6f the river and 


Se e - 


the floor; and the committee rose and reported 
progress. 

Mr. VINTON asked the House to take up the 
resolution he yesterday moved to close the debate 
in committee on the civil and diplomatic bill; pend- 
ing which motion— 

The House adjourned. 

*,* The motion made by Mr. Duncan, of Kentucky, on 
the 15th of June, (see page 843,) tvas a motion, not for an 


‘appropriation to remove the Cumberland Dam, but to per- 


fect it. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred : 

By Mr. BOWLJN: The petition of William Dawson and 
one hundred and eighty-seven others, citizens of Missouri, 
setting-forth the superior advantages of the site, and pray- 
ing for the establishment of the western armory at the city 
of Cape Girardeau. Also, the petition of John Scudder and 
thirty-seven others, citizens of Missouri, praying the estab- 
lishment of the western armory at the town of Birmingham, 
in the State of Missouri, which is also accompanied with a 
petition of the President and two Directors of said town, 
proffering every facility for the accomplishment of said 
object. Also the petition of John R. Roberts and thirty-five 
others, citizens’ of Missouri, praying a donation of alternate 
sections of the public land along the route to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from Lexington, Missouri, to the 
mouth of the Ohio river; and also for lands in lieu of the 
occupied portions along said route. 

By Mr. DUER: Memorial of Nevens, Townsend & Co., 
and others, remonstrating against the passage of a bill sur- 
rendering to the State of Indiana the bonds of that State 
held by the United States. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of P. Adams, J. W. 
Edwards, and others, citizens of Ellsworth, Mahoning coun- 
ty, Ohio, praying the reduction of the rate of postage to two 
cents on all letters, and other mailable matter in like pro- 
portion, and doing away with the franking privilege. 

By Mr. T. BUTLER KING: The petition of John Cas- 
sedy, praying compensation for services, &c. 


IN SENATE. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Treasury Department, 
covering the report of a geological reconnoissance 
of the Chippewa land district of Wisconsin, and 
the northern part of Iowa, by David Dale Owen. 

Also, a memorial from James W. Day, messen- 
ger to the President of the United States, asking 
extra compensation. 

Mr. BRADBURY, ‘from the Committee of 
Claims, reported an act for the relief of Daniel 
Robinson, without amendment. 

Mr. BREESE, in pursuance of notice, intro- 
duced a joint resolution for the relief of such per- 
sons a8 may have incurred the disability of the 
28th section of the act to change the organization 
of the Post Office Department, and to provide more 
effectually for the settlemerft of the accounts there- 
of; which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


The naval appropriation bill from the House 
was read a first and second -time, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. BADGER moved to take up a resolution 
submitted by him some time since, to rescind the 
resolution of December last, appointing a door- 
keeper to the ante-room of the Senate. _ 

A motion was made to lay the resolution on the 
table; and, after some debate, the question was 
taken by yeas and nays, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Athetton, Benton, Borland, Brad- 

bury, Breese, Bright, Butler, Dix, Foote, Hannegan,; Hous- 
ton, Hunter, Mason, Niles, Sturgeon, Turney, Westcott, 
and Yulee—19. : 
. NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Ber- 
rien, Calhoun, Clayton, Corwin, Davis of Mississippi, Downs, 
Hamlin, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Man- 
gum, Miller, Phelps, Rusk, Spruance, and Upham—19. 

The VICE PRESIDENT gave the casting vote 
in the negative. 

The resolution was then referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Contingent Fund of the Senate. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. ATHERTON, to 
meet at eleven o’clock, was taken up and adopted. 
On motion of Mr. ATCHISON, the Senate 
roceeded to the considefation of the resolution 
rom the House fixing the time for the adjourn- 


should be in a better condition, after three months’ 
| 


ment of the two Houses of Congress on the 17th 

July next. 

Mr. BADGER moved to amend the resolution 
by adding a clause providing for the next meeting 
of Congress. The blanks in that amendment, he 

| moved to fill with the words ‘‘ second Monday in 
i November.” 
Mr. ATCHISON moved to substitute ‘‘ third 
Monday in October.”? He thought the time he 
had named would leave the next session as short 
as it could be made ao as to ensure the completion 
of the business which would be before Congress. 
Mr. CALHOUN was confident that the Senate, 
as already organized, would do more business in 
one month than would be accomplished between the 
third of October and the usual period for commen- 
cing the session. As tothe taking up of business 
again at the stage in which it would remain at the 
adjournment, he objected to it as unparliamentary, 
and if we begin it anew, so much time will be taken 
up in getting it forward, that nothing would be 
gained. He reminded Senators, that, so far as 
business was concerned, an adjournment would be 
till December, 1849, beeause the old Administration 
would shun the responsibility of beginning new 
measures, and thecoming in Administration would 
not be prepared. If we remain here, we might 

et through from the Ist to the 10th of August. 
He feltas much inconvenience from the hot weather 
as any one, but he was willing to remain. The 
southern haryest takes place in October and No- 
vember, when it is particularly important for Sen- 
ators from that section to be at home. He would 
refer to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BERRIEN was doubtful if it was not dis- 
respectful to the House to delay action on their 
resolution. That resolution fixed the 17th of July. 
Wecould hold the House to that day; but it seemed 
discourteous to let the resolution lie until within 
a few days of the time fixed, and then adopt it, 
As to the day of meeting, the objection to the third 
Monday in October applied so far as that the 
Presidential election will be then pending, while 
on the second Monday in November the contest 
will be ended, and no such inconvenience will oc- 
cur. He admitted that it was unparliamentary to 
disturb the order of business, but the urgency of 
the case might justify a change of the usual course. 
The adjournment would, in fact, be merely a re- 


cess. 
Mr. ATCHISON referred to the opinions of. the 


Senator from South Carolina, that the Senate could 
now do more business in a month than could be 
done by meeting in October, and that it would be 
umparliamentary to take up the business in Octo- 
ber as it might be left now. He believed we 


recess, to go on with the business of Congress, 
than we are now. And as tothe state of business, 
it was the practice of the House to take up busi- 
ness in the stage in which it is left at the close of 
the preceding session. He was particularly anx- 
ious to see the bill relating to the 
gon passed, and there was a mass of business on 
the table which might require two, or even three 
months. As to the Presidential election, he sug- 
gested that the election might be made without 
the presence or superintendence of members ‘of 


Congress. 
Mr. CLAYTON referred to a law formerly pass- 


| ed, fixing the commencement of the second session 
| on the 


in November. There was 
great unanimity in Congress on the subject; but 
owing to a constitutional objection, the President 

ut his veto on the law. No mode therefore is 
eft, but for Congress to make its own arrange- 
ments, by adjourning to such day as it may think 
best. He thought the day named in the law for- 
merly passed, would be the best—that is, the first 
Monday in November. He was himself disposed 
to shorten the long session, and lengthen the short 
one. He agreed with the Senator from Missouri, 
that it was unnecessary for members of Congress 
to intermeddle with the election of President. And 
he thought it much better to do the public business 
in cool weather than in the hot months. 


Mr. BUTLER was opposed to mesting in Octo- 
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ber. October and November were the months in 
which the presence of southern members at home 
was particularly required. He desired to get 
through the business of Congress now. The close 
of the war would render it necessary to adopt 
measures for the government of the new territory. 
There were measures which he desired to see acted 
on before the Presidential election took place, as 


' he desired to see his way very clear, before he ad- 


vised his constituents to vote one way or the other. 
At present, he admitted himself to be pretty much 
unconcerned about the result. l 

Mr. ATHERTON referred to the business 
which remained undone, and expressed his belief 
that we might get through the business during the 
month of July.: A summer session he regarded as 
more healthy than a winter session. It was im- 

ortant, in his opinion, that we should retain the 

ouse resolution a little longer, until we can see 
whether it is practicable to adjourn on.the day 
named. We may be able. to get through earlier, 
or by the last day of July. 

Mr. BRIGHT moved to amend the resolution 
of the House by inserting the 31st of July. If 
there was to be more debate, he would eall for the 
speçial order. 

Mr. FOOTE said it would be unfair to the able 
tacticians of the Whig party to suppose that they 
would attempt to meet the opposite party on fair 
grounds in the contest which was about to take 

ce. He expressed his belief that as it was 
formerly the policy of the Whigs to be all things 


' to all men to gain converts—to spread out their 


net to catch birds of every feather—he presumed 
that the same policy was now to be resumed. He 
was disposed to resist any adjournment until Sen- 
ators on the other side were compelled to show 
their hands. 

Mr. MANGUM said he did not very well 
understand the Senator’s reference to measures 
which he supposed the Whigs would not desire to 
meet. For himself, he would say that he was 
ready to meet any question which might come up, 
and he believed he might say that his friends 
around him held the same views. He admitted 
that the Whigs had spread their net, and that they 
expected to draw up from the great deep a good 
many fishes which do not belong to the Whig 

rty. He thought it was the peculiar duty of 
penators to do the public business. It was very 


` inconvenient for him to come here in the early au- 


tumn. He thought we might get through the busi- 
ness by the first of August. He desired to post- 
pone the further consideration of the resolution for 
a week. He would move to postpone the resolu- 


_tion until Wednesday next. 


Mr. M. withdrew his motion. 

Mr. BRADBURY expressed a hope that the 
resolution of the House would be so amended as 
to fix the 3lst of July, before the amendment of 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Bapcer] 
was acted on. — 

Mr. BADGER was entirely willing to take that 
course. 

Mr. FOOTE had no doubt that the Senator from 
North Carolina spoke correctly when he referred 
to his own willingness to meet every question. 
The remark of that Senator, that the Whig net 
would be thrown out to catch every description of 
fish, was rather a fishy one. He referred to the 


proceedings of the Philadelphia Convention, sitting 


publicly all day, and talking together all nizht, yet 


_ weparating without adopting any resolution declar- 


atory of any political principles whatever. There 
were birds of every feather there—blue-light Fed- 
eralists, no-territory men, abolitionists, &c. Why 
were not tlfose subjects discussed, and made the 
basis of a declaration? He said that he had a great 
number of Whig newspapers marked, from the 
North, in which the editors had all taken the Wil- 
mot proviso ground, while the Southern Whigs 
took the apposite ground. He then proceeded to 
detail the course taken by the Whigs in Massa- 
shugetts and other places, and to descant on the 
political characters of prominent Whigs, and on 
the opinions attributed to General Taylor. He 
referred to the declaration of Abbot Lawrence, that 
General Taylor was as much a Whig as he was; 
and said it would be hard to make any intelligent 
citizen of Mississippi believe that General Taylor 
was an Abbot Lawrence Whig. He desired that 
Congress should not adjourn until the question 
should be met which the Philadelphia Convention 
had not dared to meet. He was anxious that the 


platform. 


Whigs should show their hands at-once. - He al- 
leged that the candidate on the Whig ticket for the 
Vice Presidency went further in his sentiments 
than the Wilmot proviso, and was certainly the 
author of the tariff of 1828. 

Mr. MANGUM said he had no intention to 
commence this debate, nor was he disposed to ex- 
tend it. There were some remarks made by the 
Senator from Mississippi, however, which called 
for some reply. Who brought up this question 
to-day? The Senator from Missouri, who certain- 
ly could not be snspected of being a Whig. Yet 
it was charged that the Whigs desired an early 
adjournment, in order to evade the discussion of 
certain questions. It was charged that the Phila- 
delphia Convention exhibited a congregation of 
birds of every feather. At the Baltimore Conven- 
tion, also, there were the streaked and ringtailed 
of every description. As to the principles of the 
great Conservative Whig party, they were too well 
known everywhere to require to be exhibited ona 
It was not necessary for them every six 
months to avow what their principles are. It was 
not necessary to enlist every penny paper in the 
Union to expound them. He referred to the ques- 
tions put to General Cass at Cleveland, Ohio, as 
to his opinions on internal improvements and the 
Wilmot proviso, and to the sudden manner in 
which he Jost his voice when expected to reply. 
He adverted also to the harmony of the Democrats 
in New York, and to the sentiments avowed in 
Charleston, South Carolina. He admitted that the 
Whigs had taken a candidate pretty much on trust, 
but he thought General Taylor was none the worse 
because he had not mingled in the arena of party 
politics. He did not know that General Taylor 
was a Wilmot proviso man.. He did not know 
whether his Whigery was as good as that of Ab- 
bot Lawrence. He was willing to trust the South 
in the hands of General Taylor, believing that he 
would not be found in the hands of party tacticians, 
but would act on his own strong sense. He be- 
lieved it not necessary to say that Millard Fillmore 
was a sound Whig, and had been a very useful 
member of Congress. He concluded with stating 
that although thére might be some novelty and 
irregularity in this mode of introducing this sub- 
ject, he was not sorry that his friend from Missis- 
sippi had thought proper to bring it forward. 

Mr. FOOTE replied, stating that the sun of 
Whigery, which had been described as shining 
with such a cheering, and beneficent, and unmis- 
takable light, sometimes shone darkly. It had 
been alleged that Whig principles were every where 
known and understood. He confessed that he had 
hitherto been extremely ignorant on this point. 
He was desirous to be instructed, and he was will- 
ing to put himself under the tuition of the Senator 
from North Carolina. 

« Delightful task !. to rear the infant mind, 
And teach the young idea how to shoot.’? 

He wished to begin by learning whether all the 
old issues of the Whig party were to be abandoned. 
Would General Taylor advise the revival of a na- 
tional bank? Would he go foran enlarged system 
of internal improvement, for a high tariff, for the 
independent treasury? Would he interpose his 
veto on the Wilmot proviso? He, expressed his 
suspicion that General Taylor is a Wilmot-proviso 
man. It had been so charged on him, and he had 
never, to this day, given the charge adenial. The 
people do not know what are the opinions of Gen- 
eral Taylor on this subject; and they are entitled 
to know them, and will know them. 

But the Whigs, it ia alleged, are conservative. 
This is a word of many imports. In what way are 
they conservative? The devils in hell were sent 


there to d well in never-wasting fire, that they might: 


be conserved there for eternal punishment. There 
might be conservative for evil.as well as for good. 


Did they propose to conserve a national bank,- 


&c.? It was to be supposed, then, that General 
Taylor had become acquainted with all the sinu- 
osities of the Whig principles all at once. A little 
while ago he was not at all conversant with party 
politics; and now he understands all the differences 
which are to be found in Whig opinions. His skill 
in acquiring knowledge exceeded that of any other 


individual on record. The amount of the speech. 


of the Senator fram North Carolina was praise of 
the patriotism and honesty of General Taylor. 
And did the Senator from North Carolina pre- 
tend to say that the standard-bearer of the Demo- 
cratic party ever concealed his opinions, or ever 


‘the number of United States troops engag 


was backward in expressing them on this floor? 
Did he ever betray any want of boldness? He had 
sat next to him in this Chamber, and could bear 
testimony to his boldness on every occasion. Did 
he hesitate to express his views as to revolution- 
ized France? Did he hesitate to unfold his’*views 
as to emancipated Italy? On any question of im- 

ortance, had he not acted bdldly and without 

esitation? He vindicated General Cass for not 
answering every impertinent question propounded 
to him—for not following the example of the Whig 
candidate, who answered every question. ' He 
appealed to Senators on the Whig side of the 
Chamber to say if General Taylor had written all 
the Jetters which are in circulation with his name 
affixed to them. He had the strongest circum- 
stantial evidence that General Taylor was not the 
author of all these letters. Some of them were 
written with so much grammatical inaccuracy as 
to show an entire ignorance of the elements of 
education. Others were written with a grammati- 
cal accuracy, a logical precision, and a skill, which 
exhibited the practical statesman. Whoever had 
written the latter would not have been such a fool 
as to write the former. 

He then proceeded to speak of the death of | 
Ceesar—the destruction of Henry Clay, who was 
the embodiment of Whigery, who had stood by the 
principles of the party through every scene of good 
and evil, whose voice had controlled the Senate. 
That great man was no more. Carthago fuit. 
Clay is stabbed—stabbed by his own friends—de- 
serted for General Taylor. He was opposed to 


adjourning until the [tom questions pending in the 


Senate were disposed of—until this image of con- 
servatism was shivered by the sledge-hammer of 
truth. 

Mr. MILLER had hoped the question of adjourn- 
ment would have been discussed without bringing 
into it a discussion on the Presidential election, and 
all the questions connected with it. The Senator 
was unwilling to adjourn until the Whig party 
should be brought out on certain points. He prob- 
ably would prolong the session until he supposed 
it would be entitled to the name of the second Long 
Parliament. He then stated, that when the two- 
million bill, in 1846, was brought to the Senate with 
the Wilmot proviso, from the House, and was 
defeated by Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts, speak- 
ing to the hour of adjournment, Mr. Cass after- 
wards went over to the Whig side of the Chamber, 
and complained, in terms somewhat discourteous, 
that Mr. Davis, by his speech, had defeated the 
bill, as he (Mr. Cass) had determined to vote for 
the Wilmot proviso. Then, when he (Mr. M.) 
travelled to the North with Mr. Cass, that gentle- 
man held the same language. At the next session, 
to his surprise, Mr. Cass voted against the proviso, 
on the ground of the unfitness of the time for in- 
serting it. How, then, does the standard-bearer 
of Democracy stand as to the Wilmot proviso? 
He would not have adverted to this, but for the 
questions which the Senator from Mississippi had 
put in relation to General Taylor. Had General 
Taylor not been a Whig, he would have been the 
candidate of the Democratic party, and the same 
eulogy this day pronounced of Mr. Clay would 
have bean uttered in reference to the present can- 
didate of the Democratic party. He anticipated 
the triumph of the Whig party under the standard 
of General Taylor. : 

Mr, FOOTE, Mr. MILLER, and Mr. MAN- 
GUM made long explanations; when l 

Mr. BUTLER suggested the inconvenience and 

ersonal injury to which Senators were subjected 
i sitting here so many hours during this intense 
heat. Every one was exhausted; and he would 
therefore move that the Senate now adjourn. 

The question was put, and decided in the affirm- 
ative; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, June 23, 1848. 

The SPEAKER, having recovered from his re. 
cent attack of illness, resumed the duties of tł 
chair this day. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and-approved 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Printing 
to which was referred the resolution relative to th 
printing of ten thousand extra copies of Executiv 


document No. 62, as corrected, being a report c 
intl 
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war with Mexico, &c., reported the following res- 
olution, which was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That extra copies of said document be not 
printed. 


On motion of Mr. CABELL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a port of entry 
and delivery at Chessahowiska, Bartorf county, East Fiorida, 
and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. ROCK WELL moved that the House re- 

solve itsëlf into Committee of the Whole on the 
rivate calendar. This being objection day, he 

honed the motion wauld be agreed to. 

Mr. GOGGIN desired the House to act upon 
the bill for the renewal of the contract for carrying 
the mail to Richmond. 

Mr. WHITE moved that the ‘House receive 
reports from committees for one hour. 

r..FARAN inquired what course the chairman 
of the committee intended to pursue in relation to 
the business of the House. 

Mr. VINTON said he understood this was ob- 
jection day, and therefore, though he was desirous 
to go forward with the civil and diplomatic bill, it 
was not his intention to make a motion to that 
effect until the private calendar had been called 
through. | 

Mr. COBB said the Committee on Territories 
had determined unanimously to ask the House to 
take up the Oregon bill, and he hoped that the 
Hoyse would go into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union thereon. 

A conversation ensued as to the position of that 
bill, in which the SPEAKER, Mr. COBB, and 
others participated. oa 

Mr. COBB moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, with the avowed intention of moving to take 
up the Oregon bill. - 

Mr. VINTON said, if the House should go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, he should insist upon the civil and. diplo- 
matic bill being taken up. 

Mr. HUNT gave notice, that if the motion of 
the gentleman from Georgia should fail, he should 
move to call for reports from committees. 

Mr. COBB called for the yeas and nays on his 
motion, and they were ordered, and resulted as 
follows: Yeas 74, nays 98. | 

So the House refused to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUNT moved that the committees be called 
for one hour forthe reports that would not give rise 
to debate. Agreed to. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill for the payment of out- 
standing loan office and final. settlement certificates 
issued, for money loaned, or for services or sup- 
plies during thg revolutionary war. Read and 
committed. 

Mr. VINTON, from the same committee, re- 
ported a resolution to close-all debate in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union on Monday 

next, at two o’clock p. m., on the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to amend the resolution 
so as to.make it read Monday week at two o’clock 

=M. 
ý Which was agreed to, and the resolution as 
amended was then agreed to. 

‘Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the benefit of the legal represent- 
atives of James C. Watson, of Georgia. Read 
and committed. 

Mr. CROWELL, in behalf: of the minority of 
the same committee, made a report containing the 
views of the minority on the petition of the legal 
representatives of James C. Watson, of Georgia. 
Committed to the Committee of the Whole with 
the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of John F. Ohl. Read 
and committed. . os 

Mr. CROWELL, from the same committee, 
reported bills for the relief of Thomas L. Judge 
and for the relief of Satterlee Clarke. Read and 
committed. 

Also, ftom the’same committee, made an adverse 
report on the petition of William Armstrong. Laid 
on the table. : 

On motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecti- 
cut, the Senate bill forthe relief of Jose Argote 
Villalobos, Marie Rose, Frangois Felix, Marquis 


de Fougeres, or their heirs or legal representatives, 
was taken from the calendar and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Mr. FLOURNOY, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of the Union Bank of 
Florida. Read and committed. 


HARBOR AND RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. HUNT, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to which was referred various memorials for the 
improvement of harbors and rivers, the message of 
the President stating his reasons for not approving 
the **bill to provide for continuing certain works 
in the Territory of Wisconsin, and for other pur- 
poses,” (i.e. the river and harbor bill,) and the 
memorial of the Chicago Convention of July 5, 
1847, made a report thereon, accompanied by the 
following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Constitution of the United States vests 
in Congress the power to appropriate money to open and 
improve harbors, and remove obstructions from navigable 
rivers, in all cases where such improvements are necessary 
to the protection and facility of commerce with foreign na- 
tions or the commerce among the States. 

2. Resolved, ‘Fhat the interests of our national commerce 
the common defence, and general welfare of the United 
States require a judicious exercise of the foregoing powers. 

3. Resolved, That the reasons assigned by the President 
in his veto message of December 15, 1847, for his‘refusal to 
approve and sign the bill passed March 3, 1847, making ap- 
propriations for the improvement of certain harbors and 
rivers, are deemed insufficient and unsatisfactory. 

4. Resolved, That it would be inexpedient, and contrary to 
the principles of the Constitution, to give the general con- 
sent of Congress,in advance of legislation by the States, to 
the imposition of tonnage duties by the several States as a 
means of improving the ports and harbors at which such 
duties may be levied. 

_ 5. Resolved, That the report of the Committee on Com- 


“merce on the memorial of the Chicago Convention, respect- 


ing harbor and river improvements, the President’s message 
of December 15, 1847, on the same subject, and the bill 
referred to said committee in relation to tonnage duties, 
with the minority report on the same subject, be printed, 
and that the Committee on Printing be directed to inquire 
into the expediency of printing extra copies of said report. 

Mr. H. stated that the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Srmpson,] a member of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, would, at an early day, sub- 
mit a report containing the views of the minority of 
that committee on the improvement of rivers and 
harbors. l 

Mr. H. moved the previous question on the 
resolutions. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, raised a question of 
order. The House had agreed to receive such 
reports and resolutions as would give rise to no 
debate. Iç was with this clear understanding that 
the assent of the House had been asked and 
obtained. To call the previous question on these 
resolutions was a plain, unequivocal violation of 
the general understanding under which the House 
had acted. He trusted the Chair would not en- 
tertain the motion for the previous question, if 
the Chair considered it, as he did, a palpable 
violation of good faith. The gentleman from New 
York knew, as well as he did, that it was only 
with that understanding that consent was given. 
And now, by thrusting on the House a motion for 
the previous question, was he to force gentlemen 
on Mr. C.’s side of the House to vote on resolu- 
tions which they had never seen or considered, 
and which they had not even heard but as read 
from the Clerk’s desk? 

Mr. McLANE inquired whether Mr. Coss had 
not objected to these resolutions &s soon as they 
were offered, as likely to lead to debate? 

Mr. COBB said he had risen to do so, but before 
he could get a moment to state his objection, the 
previous question was sprung upon the House. 

The CHAIR decided that it was not competent 
for the Chair to rule out a report regularly made, 
as this had been; but if it led to debate, 1t would 
go over, had not the previous question been called. 
The question had frequently been raised, and as 
often decided, that a member had a right to move 
the previous question in such a case, and the House, 
if it so pleased, to sustain the call. Whatever 
might be the personal opinion of the Chair on the 
motion under existing circumstances, if it was 
made, the Chair was bound to receive it. The 
Chair could recognize no informal agreements or 
understandings among the members of the House. 

After some further remarks on the question of 
order by Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama— 

Mr. COBB took an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair, and he again stated his point of order. 

The CHAIR repeated its decision, and the ques- 
ae was about to be taken on sustaining the Chair; 
when— 


-relating to the public lands. 


Mr. SIMS reminded the Chair that the gentle: 
man from New York had not called the previous 
question on all the resolutions he had reported, but 
had excepted some. Those excepted by him, Mr. 
S. desired to debate. 

Mr. HUNT said he had at first moved the pre- 
vious question on all the resolutions, but had after- _ 
wards been requested to except one, to which he 
said he would not object. a 

The CHAIR, on this statement of fact, ruled 
that the resolutions, giving rise to debate, must lie 
over. 

So the resoluions lie over for debate. ; 

Mr. GREGORY, from the Committee ọn Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of Lewis H. 
Bates and William Lacon. Read and committed. 

Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania, from the 
same committee, reported a bill for the relief of 
William Milford. Read and committed. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the same committee, 
reported a bill to authorize the issuing of a register 
to the schooner James, which was read twice, and 
ordered to be engrossed; and, being engrossed, 
was read a third time and passed, and sent to the 
Senate for concurrence. 

Also, from the same committee, to whom was. 
referred House bill to transfer the towns of Vinal- 
haven, Narth Haven, and Isleboro’, from the col- 
lection district of Penobscot to that of Belfast, in 
the State of Maine, reported the same back to the 
House, without amendment, and it was left on the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committed€ on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom were referred various memo-- 
rials and petitions on the subject, made a report on 
the reduction and graduation of the price of the 
public lands. Laid on the table. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said, when he should have 
an Waal to examine the majority report made 
by the gentleman from Vermont, he might deem it 
proper to submit a report, if time should allow, 
dissenting from that of the majority. If the report 
made was adverse to graduation, of course his con- 
victions would not allow him to approve it. 

On motion of Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, the 
Committee on Printing were directed to inquire 
into the expediency of printing 10,000 extra copies 
of Mr. CoLLamer’s report. 

On motion of Mr. COLLAMER, the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands were discharged from the 
resolution in relation to amending the 9th section 
of the act to raise, for a limited time, an additional 
military force, and for other purposes; the resolu- 
tion of the House of 13th March last in relation to 
receiving military bounty land warrants in pay- 
ment for lands by persons holding préemption 
rights; and a resolution of same date for receiving 
bounty land warrants in payment of preémption 
claima on the Miami lands. Also, from the joint 
resolution of the Levislature of Indiana, in relation 
to the postponement of the sales of the Miami re- 
serve lands, and from various joint resolutions of 
the same Legislature in relation to the reduction of 
the price of the public Jands; in relation to bounty 
land warrants; in relation to the location of bounty 
land warrants; in relation to the location of bounty 
land warrants on the Miami reserve lands; in rela- 
tion to the reduction of the price of the Miami 
reserve lands to $1 25 per acre; in relation to vol- 
unteers who have settled on the Miami lands; from 
the petition of citizens for the postponement of sale 
of Miami lands; from the petition of Protestant 
University for a donation of land; and they were 
laid on the table. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill supplemental to an 
act entitled ‘“ An act to appropriate the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands, and to grant preémp- 
tion rights.” Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, a report on the 
subject of the resolution of the 9th of March last, 
in relation to repealing and amending the laws 
Laid on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was: 
referred Senate bill granting to the State of Illinois 
the right of way aid a donation of public land for 
making a railroad connecting the Upper and Lower 
Mississippi with the chain of the northern lakes at 
Chicago, reported the same back to the House 
without amendment, and the bill was left on the 
Speaker’s table. 


On motion of Mr. COLLAMER, the Committee . 


on Public Lands was discharged from the resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Kentucky, concerning 
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the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company, and also 
resolutions relative to Whitney’s plan of a railroad 
from Lake Michigan to the Pacific; and they were 
laid on the table. | 

Mr. COLLAMER also, from the same commit- 
tee, to which was referred the bill of the House to- 

nt preémption rights for certain islands in the 
Great iami Reserve, reported the same back to 
the House without amendment. 

The bill having been previously read twice, the 
question was stated on the passage of the bill; 
when— 

Mr. SAWYER objecting, the bill was laid over. 
_ Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, from thg same com- 
mittee, reported a bill granting a half section of 
land for the use of schools within fractional town- 
ship nineteen south, of range eighteen west, in the 
county of Lowndes, State of Mississippi. 

The bill was read twice; wnen— 

Mr. FEATHERSTON moved to strike out the 
second section; which giving rise to debate, the 
bill was laid over. 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, from the same 
committee, to which was referred a joint resolution 
relating to errors and defective returns in certain 

, surveys, plats, and field-notes, reported the same 
without amendment. Committed. 

- Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill respecting certain surveys in 
the State of Florida, reported the same back to the 
House with an amendment. 

The amendment was read and agreed to, and the 
bill was then read a third time and passed, and 
returned to the Senate. 

Mr. GOGGIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill further to 
amend the act entitled ‘* An act to reduce the rates 
of postage, to limit the use and correct the abuse 
of the franking privilege, and for the prevention 
of frauds on the revenues of the Post Office De- 
partment,” approved 3d of March, 1845, and for 
other purposes. 

_ This bill provides a uniform system of postage 
of five cents on all letters not exceeding half an 
ounce in weight for all distances. It was read and 


committed. ` 

On motion of Mr. EMBREE, the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads was discharged 
from the petition of citizens of Jackson county, 
Florida, for the release of judgment in favor of the 
United States against the estate of Charles Ma- 
thews and Isaac L. Battle, deceased; and the same 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, reported a bill concerning 
the taking of official oaths in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

This bill was read three times and passed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved ‘to 
reconsider the vote by which the last named bill 
was passed. The motion to reconsider lays over. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL also, from the same 
committee, reported a bill for giving full effect to 
treaties of extradition. i 

_ The bill was read a first and second time, when— 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked the indulgence 
of the House for a few moments while he stated 
the object of this bill, and then he hoped it would 
be the pleasure of the House to put it upon its 
passage. It was known to the House, that by 
treaty stipulations made with more than one Gov- 
ernment of Europe, we were bound to deliver up 
fugitives who have fled from justice on the com- 
mission of crime. Cases were familiar to every- 
body which showed that it was necessary to en- 
large the facilities to comply with our obligations. 
It often happened that an individual came to this 
country where the crime was obvious, and the ap- 
plication for the fugitive regular; but there were 
no such officers in the part of the country where 
the fugitive was found as were authorized or were 
willing to take on themselves the burden and 
weighty responsibility of issuing a warrant to arrest 
and to take the preliminary proceedings towards 
handing over the individual to the properly autho- 
rized officer. The object of this bill was to appoint 
officers and to authorize others to carry out the 
provisions of the treaties with France and England, 
at all times, without delay and the danger of a de- 
nial of justice. It provided for the appointment of 
commissioners, or authorized the courts of the Uni- 
ted States to appoint commissioners to take the 
preliminary steps, and to procure the authority of 
the Secretary of State, to whom the treaties give 


authority to deliver up fugitives to foreign coun- 
tries, for the accomplishment of the desired object. 
If the House would pass this bill, it would be to 
the Government a matter of gratification. 
Secretary of State desired itto pass. He had had 
a correspondence with the chargé of the British 
Government on the subject, and he desired it to 
pass; and by Canada and France the passage of 


propriety. 
The bill was then read the third time and passed, 
and sent to the Senate. 


! 


t 


The | 


Mr. POLLOCK, from the select committee to + 


whom were referred the various memorials, &c., 
on the project of a railroad from Lake Michigan to 
the Pacific on the plan of A. Whitney, made a re- 
port to accompany the bill he reported some time 
since. Laid on the table. 

The hour allotted to reports from committees 
having ex pired— 

The House, on motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, 
of Connecticut, resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the private calendar, (Mr. Harat- 
son, of Georgia, in the chair,) and, after devoting 
some time to the consideration thereof— l 

Mr. MORRIS moved that the committee rise; 
and, on a division being had, a quorum did not 
vote. 

The roll was called in compliance with the rule; 
and then the committee rose and reported the bill 
to incorporate the Washington Gas-light Compa- 
ny, with an amendment; and bills for the relief of 
Dr. Adolphus Wislizenus, for the relief of Wil- 
liam Parker, and for the relief of Joshua Barney 
United States agent, severally, withoutamendment; 
and that, on a division of the committee on a mo- 
tion that the committee rise, a quorum did not 
vote; and the roll was accordingly called, in come 
pliance with the rule. 

A quorum having appeared, the committee re- 
suméd its session. 

The question was again stated on the motion 
that the committee rise, and there were ayes 71, 
noes 68. 

The committee accordingly rose. © 


The House then proceeded to consider the bills 
just reported by the Committee of the Whole, 
when the said bills were severally ordered to be 
engrossed, and, being engrossed, were read a third 
time and passed, and sent to the Senate for con- 
currence. 3 

On motion of Mr. HARALSON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire what further legislation may be neces- 
sary more effectually to provide against the frauds practised 
upon the soldiersof the Mexican war, and to secure to them 
the land warrants or treasury scrip to which they are enti- 
tled for their services; and that said committee report by 
bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. KAUFMAN, the House 
proceeded to the consideration of the business on 
the Speaker’s table. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications: 

A letter from the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
transmitting statements of the accounts which 
have remained due more than three years prior to 
the Ist of July, 1847. Laid on the table. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting, in answer to a resolution of the House of 
May 29, 1848, a statement showing the number 
of persons of all descriptions employed in the naval 
and marine service on the 13th of May, 1846, and 
the number who have entered said service since that 
period. Laid on the table. 

A letter from the Committee of Arrangements 
of the Washington National Monument Associa- 
tion, inviting the Speaker, members, and officers of 
the House of Representatives, to be present at the 
ceremony of laytng the corner-stone of the Wash- 
ington Monument on the 4th day of July next. 

On motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecti- 
cut, the said invitation was accepted. 


The following Senate bills were taken up, read, 
and appropriately referred: ` 

A bill to divide the district of Arkansas into two 
judicial districts. | 

A bill concerning testimony. 

A bill to change the time of holding the terms of 
the circuit court of the United States in the distric 
of Maine. 

A bill for the relief of the Society for the Reform- 
on of Juvenile Delinquents in the City of New 

ork. 


this bill would be looked upon as an act of great | 
| 


tion be laid on the table. 


A bill for the relief of the 
tives of William A. Slacum. 


The joint resolution of the Senate authorizing 
the presentation to the Government of France of. & 
series of the standard weights and measures of the 
United States, was read a first and second time. 
No motion to commit being made— `, . 

The question was stated, Shall the joint resolu- 
tion pass ? 

Mr. BOWEIN moved that the said joint resolu- 
Rejected. 

The joint resolution was then read the thir@® 
time, passed, and returned to the Senate. 


SOUTHERN MAIL. 

The joint resolution of the Senate providmg for 
the restoration of the southern mail to the railroad 
and steamboat line, having been reported to the 
House by the Speaker, and the question being on 
a motion to refer it to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads— 


_ Mr. GOGGIN, who was entitled to the floor, 
said he hoped no obstacle would be thrown in the 
way of the passage of the joint resolution, which 
was the same he had introduced in the early part 
of the session, and which had for its object the’ 
arrangement also contemplated bY the resolution 
of his colleague, [Mr. Borrs,] then introduced. 
The gentleman from Tennessee, however, (Mr. 
Jones,] had said yesterday it was his intention to 
move to Jay this bill on the table,and Mr. G. there- 
fore hoped he should be permitted to make some 
explanation of its provisions. 

The measure (said Mr. G.) now comes before us, 
not only recommended by its own intrinste merits, 
asit did when first introduced, but also by a vote of 
the Senate, which had passed it, after a full and 
free discussion. With all the experience of this 
now by no means short session, during which. the 
present wretched mail arrangement has been snf- 
fered to continue—with a full knowledge of all the 
facts—that body had taken up this subject, and 
have thrown off all the trammels of party or of 

rejudice, and had resolved that the people should 
have those accommodations in the way of mail 
facilities which they now asked should be giver 
them by this House also. 

Mr. G. said the vote of the Senate clearly showed’ 
that this measure had not been pressed or adopted 
as a sectional or a party one. 
and from every portion of the Union, had given © 
their support to rt. Efe should not urge the meas- 
ure as one in which Virginia alone was concerned, 
nor as one which challenged the: respect wend of 
southern members. Jt was a measure in which 
the North as well as the South—Pennsylvania as 


personal representa- 


well as Virginia, New York as well as South Car- | 
olina—the whole East, West, North, and South | 
were concerned. ‘This great mail line supplied, as | 


was well known, all the lateral lines on the sea- | 
board, and extended its branches even to and be- 
yond the mountains. Just as this mail line, then, 
was affected by a delay of any length of time, so 
were affected many other routes, in all portions of 
the country. He trusted, then, he should have 
the aid of all on that floor who felt an interest in 
the speedy transmission of intelligence to every ` 
portion of the Union; and -he appealed to both sides 
of the House to unite and ratify what the Senate 
had asked them by its vote to do. Certainly, he 
should not attempt to cast any imputations of a | 
dereliction of duty on the part of the Postmaster 
General, of whom he would say, and he took pleas- 
ure in doing so, that he had. no doubt his course 
was influenced by the convictions of duty; and 
(said Mr. G.) that officer, in all my intercourse 
with him during this session, in his official charm | 
acter, has certainly made no unfavorable impres- 
sion on me, however he (Mr. G.) might differ, as | 
he often did differ with him, in his views. He 
believed he was actuated by honest but by mista- 
ken notions of his duty and of the law he was! 
called on to administer. | 

The object of this bill is simply to restore (said | 
Mr. G.) the mail to the railroad and steamboat; 
line from this to the city of Richmond, by which, 
was sent, until December last, a distance of ane 
hundred and thirty miles in nine hours for $32,252 

erannum. It is now sent from Washington to: 
Baltimore, in the first place, where it lies about| 
seventeen hours; it is then sent down the bay to 
Hampton Roads, where it is transhipped to two 
other vessels, and sent up the rivers (the James 
and the Appomattox) to Richmond and Petersburg 
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a‘distance from Baltimore of three hundred and 
fifty miles more; making in the whole circuit near 
four hundred miles, at a cost of $34,000, in about 
thirty hours! This cost, too, (said Mr. G.,) is 
exclusive of the supply of the local mail in the 
neighborhood and along the line of the railroad, 
which is now effected by means of two-horse carts, 
(my colleague, Mr. Botts, says one-horse,) ata 
‘cost to the department of $13,000 more, from 
Washington to Richmond, in Virginia, in some 
twenty-three hours, a distance of one hundred and 
thirty miles. In addition to all this increase of 
cost, as is now shown, though Mr. Johnson had 
told them that by this very safe, wise, rapid, and 
econumical arrangement, he would be able to save 
to the department a large sum, ($575 48!) it turns 
out that he has been compelled to add other ser- 
vice, which has cost him the further sum of $1,950 
for the supply of the local mail from Richmond to 
Petersburg, besides the necessity which exists for 
the supply of other parts of the route at its termini, 
and for ‘the delivery of the mail at intermediate 

oints not estimated at all, amounting in all to 
$49,407 50. The present arrangement, then, clearly 
ila ade the mail to a most oppressive, ruinous, 
and unnecessary delay, and the department also 
to a large increased cost for its transportation. 
This should not be tolerated, whatever of personal 
feeling may have been suffered to spring up be- 
tween the Postmaster General and others connected 
with this most unfortunate controversy. Mr. G. 
said he hoped that the members of this House 
would act at once from their owyg convictions of 
right, rezardless of either the wishes of the depart- 
ment, the railroad company, or of individuals and 
members of other companies who hang around 
this Hall, with the view, as he supposed, of influ- 
encing the legislation of the country, because they 
happened to be interested to the extent of a few 
dollars under some contract or sub-contract con- 
nected with this subject. If such persons should 
have any claims for damages on account of the 
recision of the existing contracts—which, how- 
ever, he by no means admitted they would have— 
yet should they establish them under other and 
different proceedings, by exhibiting their claims 
and fairly referring them to a committee for a re- 
port, he (Mr. G.) should feel inclined to listen to 
them; but this bill was no place for the insertion 
of such amendments, by which the bill would be 
embarrassed and probably defeated. At all events, 
if such provision was made in the bill, which has 
but a single object in view, (the speedy restoration 
of the mail to the proper line,) he (Mr. G.) should 
feel himself free to vote against the whole bill with 
such amendments in it. 

Mr. G. said, as many gentlemen now present 
were not in the House when this subject was up 
for its consideration in the early part of the ses- 
sion, he would state more fully the points on which it 
rested. The mail (said Mr. G.) since the year 1843, 
had been carried from this place to Richmond, one 
hundred and thirty miles, by railroads.and steam- 
boats, for $12,752 for the steamboat part of it, on 
the Potomac, a distance of fifty-four miles, and on 
the remainder of the one hundred and thirty miles 
by the railroad, for $19,500; making in the whole 
$32,252, as he had already stated. ‘Thissum was 
paid the steamboat and railroad for the service, 
under ‘the sanction of the law, which he would 
send to the Clerk to read, passed in 1842, by 
which the Postmaster General, then Mr. Wick- 


life, he believed, was authorized to extend the- 


contract with the steamboat company for carry- 
ing the mail on the Potomac on the terms be- 
fore existing, the company agreeing to furnish at 
least two ice-boats for the purpose of keeping 
open the navigation of the river at all times, by 
which the mail should be sent forward without 
delay, as had not béen the case before. Mr. G. 
said the company Were, it would be seen, under 
the necessity of providing, not one; but at least 
two of these boats, which cost them a vast deal of 
their earnings, if not more than their mail pay. 
This law which he was about to have read, the 
action of Congress on the subject, and the requisi- 
tion of ice-boats, showed most clearly that both 
Congress and the Postmastér General regarded the 
navigation of the Potomac by mail-boats as enti- 
tled to that protection which it received. There 
is, in fact, no river in the United States on any 
important mail line where, from its particular 
locality, it is so subjected to interruptions from ice, 
which can be overcome, as it is in this case, by 
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proper exertion. Not so at the North; for there, 
when a freeze once comes- on, the navigation is 
closed for the season. Nor so at the South; for 
there the freezes, if any at all, are so slight that an 
ordinary boat can overcome them. Hence it was 
apparent why the carrying of the mail on this river 
(which was the route for but few passengers com- 
paratively, by-the-by, who aided in remunerating 
mail companies sometimes) had required some 
special legislation, as it had done before and now 
did. {Mr. G. here sent to the Clerk the‘ law, 
which was read to the House. ] 

As to the railroad part of the route, (Mr. G. 
said,) it was well known that the mail carried by 
it was one of the largest in the Union—the route 
in all respects, as a mail route, one of the first im- 
portance. Like the steamboat route, it could not 
subsist by the receipts it derived from passengers 
alone; it had been established with a view to the 
facilities it had afforded, and was always now 
ready to give, in the speedy transmission of the 
great mail south. Its friends had invested their 
funds in it with the assurance that it was to be 
used a8 a mail agent; it had been so employed for 
years, and the Postmaster General informs us that 
the service had been satisfactory. Some difficulty 
arising, however, in-1842 or 1843, about the terms 
on which the mail was to be carried, it was finally 
submitted by the Postmaster General to the de- 
cision of the then President of the United States, 
(Mr. Tyler,) who awarded to the company, as 
but a fair compensation for increased speed, ac- 
commodations, and other advantages, the sum of 
$260 per mile: thus making in the whole to the 
railroad and steamboat company the aggregate 
sum already stated of $32,250, which, under the 
law, under the award of Mr. Tyler, under the 
sanction of Mr. Wickliffe, as well as under the 
sanction of the present Postmaster General, Mr. 
Johnson, (who has continued to pay it,) the com- 

anies continued to receive down to the month of 

ecember last. ‘They now ask no more; in fact, 
they ask nothing, but are willing to carry the mail 
on the same terms as heretofore, in arder that the 
public may be served, the department enabled to 
do its duty, and the company absolved from all 
censure in regard to the whole matter. 

The Postmaster General, however, no doubt 
honestly thinks (said Mr. G.) that he is not autho- 
rized to give the sums heretofore paid. Strange, 
indeed, that all others should be wrong, and he 


alone should be right! The grounds on which his- 


objection rested was the peculiar phraseology of 
the law itself, which the Postmaster General thinks 
limits his discretion and limits the pay to all roads 
of the first classato $237 50 per mile. Let us see 
(said Mr. G.) what the law is, and then let the 
House decide the matter for itself. He then read 
the act of 7th July, 1838, declaring every railroad 
in the United States a post rapte, and which de- 
clares that ‘the Postmaster General shall cause 
‘the mail to be transported thereon, provided he 
‘can have it done upon reasonable terms, and not 
‘paying therefor, in any instance, more than 25 
‘ per cent. over and above what similar transporta- 
‘tion would cost in post coaches.”’ 

This act (said Mr. G.) then fixes the compen- 
sation at 25 per cent. over and above what similar 
transportation would cost in post-coaches. Now, 
(said Mr, G.) let us see how this case would stand 
tried by this law. The only bid, he believed, offered 
f@r carrying the whole southern mail in four-horse 
post-coaches, on the route from Washington to 
Richmond, when proposals were lately invited, 
was $28,000; thgt is, this ‘‘ similar transportation” 
between the same points was offered to be done 
for this sum. Now, add 25 per cent. to this, which 
would be $7,000, and it would give us the sum of 
$35,000, to which the company would be entitled, 
instead of $32,252, which it offers to take, and has 
repeatedly taken. 

But (said Mr. G.) let us look at the law of the 
next year. The law of the 25th January, 1839, 
declares that the Postmaster General shall not, 
‘by virtue of the act of 1838, pay more to any 
‘railroad company in the United States for the 
‘conveyance of one or more daily mails than $300 
‘ per mile per annum!” Here, then, (said Mr. G.,) 
though the Postmaster General has refused to pay 
these companies what they have heretofore had 
for their services, (which is but $260 per mile for 
a part of their route,) he might have clearly paid 
them per mile, as the law itself abundantly 
shows. And this (said Mr. G.) is the law as it 
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now is, subject to the act of 1845, to which he 
would presently refer. ) 

The Postmaster General, with these laws before 
him, with the acquiescence of his predecessor and 
the approbation of Congress stamped on it, has, 
however, thought proper to put himself on a moat 
singular decision, growing out of the action of the 
department in settling the meaning of the words 
‘* similar transportation.” It has been there deter- 
mined to take the coath service, performed on the 
Cumberland road, for which is paid $190 per mile, 
as the basis, and it so happens that 25 per cent. on 
this sum makes the sum of $237 50 per mile, which 
he determines shall be the compensation in future 
for all railroads of that class carrying a daily mail. 
This Mr. G. thought, indeed, a most singular de- 
cision, by which, when the law says you may 
pay $300, the Postmaster General says it means 
$237 50. But if by the words “similar trans- 
portation”, it is meant to refer a case in one part of 
the Union to what may have been the cost of a 
route in another, our legislators must have been 
blind to all experience, and to all the history of 
mail contracts. A thousand reasons, indeed, might 
operate to make the coach service higher at one 
place than another. Is it reasonable, then, (said 
Mr. G.,) to take one as a guide for another? A 
coach with the mail in one place may be permitted to 
travel at the rate of four miles an hour only, while 
at another it may be required to run at the rate 
of eight miles in the same time. One may carry 
a part only of the mail, while the other, in a dif- 
ferent section, for proper reasons, may be required 
to carry all the mail going to a particular portion of 
the Union. A stage-coach may be required to 
pa passengers by the department in one portion 
of the country, but not in another; and such a 
coach may in one place be required to deliver its 
mails in the night time, and to travel in the night 
time also, while in another part both are done in 
the day time. All these and other causes may 
operate against any general rule of this sort, settling 
the amount to be paid in this place by ascertaining 
what is paid in another. Here, however,.we have 
no necessity for resorting to such a rule, for the 
offer made shows that ‘similar transportation” of 
the mail between the proper points at $28,000, 
which was offered, would justly entitle these com- 
panies to the sum of $35,000, when it is proposed 
only to give them $32,252. 

The Postmaster. General, in carrying out his 
rule, has also settled that steamboat service is 
worth twelve-and-a-half per cent. less than rail- 
road, and he accordingly reduces this portion of 
the route even below what he is willing to pay the 
road; and this, too, with the facts before him in 
regard to the navigation of the Potomac, to which 
he had already referred. 

Mr. G. said he only wished to call the attention 
of the House to the law, and he should be perfect- 
ly willing to rest this matfer where the law itself 
placed it. The act of 1845, to which he had refer- 
red, declared that the Postmaster General should 
arrange the railroads, ‘* including those in which 
‘ the service is partly by railroad and partly by steam- 
‘boat, into three classes, according to the size of 
‘the mails, the speed with which they are con- 
‘ veyed, and the importance of the service.” z 
* * # “ Provided, he shall not pay a higher 
‘rate of compensation than is now allowed by law 
‘for the conveyance of the mail on any railroad of 
‘the first class.’? The law, then, makes no dis- 
tinction between routes where the service is all by 
railroad or ‘‘is partly by railroad and partly by steam- 
boat.” In either case he might pay $300 per mile 
for the whole distance. He, however, declares he 
can pay $237 50 for the railroad only, and 25 per 
cent. less for the steamboat. These companies, 
however, ask not that the maximum by any means 
be given them: they ask only what has heretofore 
been settled as due them; and although, under the 
law, they could justly claim that the steamboat route 
should be paid as much as the railroad, they do 
not now nor have they ever asked it, within Mr. 
G.’s knowledge. . : ae 

Mr. G. said one of the great difficulties in the 
way of some gentlemen, when this subject was 
before up for consideration, and particularly the 
gentleman from South Carolina, not now in his 
seat, (Mr. Ruett,] was, that the bay company 
could claim damages of the department for a recis- 
ion of their contract by Congress as contemplated 
by this resolution. Mr. G. said he denied there 
was any contract at all with any company on the 
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- bay. A paper had been prepared to be executed, 
bit it e Pad been, and, if Mr. G. understood 
the law, the company had forfeited -all right under 
it by failing to enter into the contract as required 
by the department and by the law, and were them- 
selves liable for damages. Bethatasit may, how- 
ever, Mr. G. should contgnd, even if the contract 
had: been signed, the department had no right to 
make it, as it is proposed, for the paper on its face 
showed it was meant to be frrevocable, while the 
law and all the regulations of the department looked 
to the revocation of its contracts for carrying the 
mail whenever the public interest required it. If, 
therefore, the Postmaster General had gone beyond 
his duty and the law, he alone was liable, and he 
alone could be looked to. Congress s&t here not 
to declare how a pretended contract of his might 
operate on individual rights.. 1f, however, there 
had been anything in this objection, it had been 
obviated by the express disclaimer of all damages 
by those most interested in the.contract, as shown 
by the letter he would now ask the Clerk to 
read. 

Here Mr. G. sent to the table to be read a letter 
from Mr. N. Falls, agent of the bay line, saying 
that, although they had been put to expense, &c., 
if the mail could now be transferred from them to the 
railroad, that company would claim nothing for 
damages. He said he was well aware he should 
be answered that the railroad company had bought 
out the bay line, and that it was done in order to 
thwart the Postmaster General; yet (said Mr. G.) 
such is not the case. The railroad company, as he 
was informed, had no interest in the bay company, 
but an individual of that company had; and, no 
doubt, in making the purchase, he had looked in 
some degree to the interests of the railroad, and to 
get the mail back on the latter was only so far of im- 
portance as it regarded the travel, to accommodate 
which they were now subjected to many difficulties 
by the present mail arrangements. 

In regard to the local mail, that which supplied 
the district of his colleague [Mr. Beare] near him, 
and other parts of the route from here to Rich- 
mond, that (said Mr. G.) is already provided for 
in the contract itself, which provides, in case the 
contract shall be taken from them, that the con- 
tractors shall have one month’s extra pay, no more; 
and this was the stipulation in regard to all con- 
tracts, except the very formal one to which he had 
alluded, and which had been so specially excepted 
by the Postmaster General. He hoped, then, gen- 
tlemen would no lenger doubt as to the course they 
should pursue, and he called on them from all sides 
to lend a helping hand in setting to rights this sin- 
gular freak of the Postmaster General. Mr. G. 
said gentlemen could not, he was sure, hesitate, if 
they would but look at the difficulties attending the 
bay route, so called. He then read from a report 
the number of failures from Baltimore south, and 
from Petersburg north, dn this bay line, in Decem- 
ber and January last, and they seemed (said Mr. 
G.) to have increased rather than diminished. Op- 
posite to all these failures (9, 10, 12, &c., in the 
space ofa few days) was the reason given: ‘‘ Fog;” 
s fog;”’ “ fog;” “ heavy fog;”’ or ‘* boat aground,” 
in James or Appomattox rivers, &c. These acci- 
dents (said Mr. G.) might occur and did occur else- 
where sometimes; no doubt they had on the Po- 
tomac: but they were less likely to occur there 
than in the bay. One, in fact, was but a distance 
of fifty or sixty miles by water, the other some 
three hundred and fifty; most of the one was by 
railroad, all the, other was by steamboat from Balti- 

more. 
© Mr. G. said, however, as it was late, and the 
weather excessively. hot; as all were doubtless 
wearied, and, in fact, almost exhausted by the pro- 
tracted sitting, he should close what he had to say, 
hurried and unconnected as had been his remarks, 
by calling on all sides of the House to sustain this 
resolution of the Senate. He-called on his friends 
on both sides to set this matter as it deserved to 
stand; importuned as they were, not only by me- 
morials but by letters:from their friends at home, 
who invoked them to lend them some relief; he 
hoped, he said, that the bill would be passed with- 
out being committed at all; that the appeal made 
would address itself to all, and especially to those 
who would perhaps find an only merit in its econ- 
= my, and particularly as the present arrangement, 

he had no doubt, was diverting. large portions of 
the legitimate revenues ọf the department into the 
pockets of private expresses, which had been and 
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would be of necessity kept up while those unrea- 


sonable delays continued. 

Mr. BOWLIN next obtained the floor, but gave 
way to a motion to adjourn. 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripar, June 23, 1848. 


Mr. BENTON presented the credentials of Mr. 
Henry Doper, Senator elect from the State of 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. Dopce was qualified, and took his seat. 


Mr. FELCH presented the memorial of certain 
citizens of Washington for the purchase of Mount 
Vernon by the General Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE offered a resolution that the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia be instructed 
to bring in a bill to abolish slavery in said District. 
Objection being made, it lies over. 

Mr. DOWNS moved that the resolution offered 
by him some days since, relative to the disposition 
of the vacant seats in the Senate, be taken up; and 
no objection -being made, it was taken up for con- 
sideration. 

Some little colloquial discussion took place as 
to the propriety of disturbing the usual practice of 
the Senate, in which Messrs. BERRIEN, MAN- 
GUM, DOWNS, BUTLER, MASON, HALE, 
BRIGHT, and BADGER, took part, when the 
resolution, on motion of Mr. BADGER, was laid 
on the table—ayes 16, noes 15. 


‘REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee 
of Claims: House bill for the relief of John P. 
Gratiot and the legal representatives of Henry 
Gratiot. 

By Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee of 
Claims, the following House bills without amend- 
ment: 

For the relief of Charles Ahrenfeldt and John 
F. H. Vogt. l 

For the relief of the legal representatives of Cap- 
tain George Shoemaker. 

For the relief of the legal representatives of Da- 
vid Gardner, of Southborough, Massachusetts. 


By Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs: A bill to compensate R. M. John- 
son for the erection of certain buildings for the use 
of the Choctaw Academy. 

Also, from the same committee, a joint resolu- 
tion to authorize the adjudication of certain Indian 
claims under the act of 23d August, 1842. . 

By Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: Recommending that 
the Senate concur in the amendments of the House 
to the bill to amend the act to provide for the trans- 
portation of the mail between the United States 
and foreign countries, which was agreed to. 


Mr. TURNEY, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill for the relief 
of Richard Field. g 


On motion of Mr. MASON, the resolution set- 
ting apart Saturday at one o’clock for the consid- 
eration of private bills was so amended as to make 
the private business commence to-morrow at the 
hour of twelve, m. 


FLORIDA CLAIMS. 


On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill providing 
for the obtaining of testimony in relation to claims 
for losses sustained in the late Florida war. 

Mr. DICKINSON objected to the bill, because 
it devolved on the commissioner the duty of taking 
the testimony, which he regarded as incompatible 
with his other duties. 

Mr. WESTCOTT explained, that # would not 
impose any improper labor on the commissioner, 
who was the fit person to look to the interests of 
the Government. l 

Mr. CLAYTON wished a modification of the 
bill so as to make it conform to the practice of the 
Senate. No one would contend that we were 
bound to pay all claims for property lost in every 
case. Certain principles had been laid down by 
the Committees of the Senate, which should regu- 
late our future action. No one would contend that 
we ought to pay for all property destroyed by the 
Indians. Why, then, should we go to the expense 
of collecting testimony on all cases, when our rule 
forbids us from allowing above one-fifth of them? 
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He thought there should be some person, besides 


the commissioner, to represent the. Government. 
In some sort, the commissioner had to act as a 
judge. When all the testimony shall be sent to. 
the department, cases of great hardship would ap- 
pear, and these would be pressed on.Congress; and 
where would be the end of it? It would. lead to 
the expenditure of millions. 

Mr. MASON was in favor of the bill, which was 
so guarded that although testimony on the part of 
the Government would be taken at the expense of 
the United States, the testimony of the claimants. 
would be at the cost of each claimant. He saw 
no reason for the additional expense of an attorney 
or agent. It would be the duty of the commis- 
sioner to make his report to the Secretary of War, 
and the Secretary would report to Congress. It 
was by no means improbable that many unjust 
claims had been paid, and many just claims had 
not as yet been settled. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said the sole object of the 
bill was to secure the cross-examination of wit- 
nesses by the Government. How. was this to be 
done? By the commissioner, who has a clerk at 
his elbow to record the testimony. What more 
was required? The President would doubtless 
appoint aclerk who had some knowledge of the 
law. The whole object of the bill was to protect 
the Government against fraud. The Senator from 
Delaware desired that the nature of the claims 
should be defined before testimony was permitted 
to be taken. That point had. been mooted in the 
committee, who, had thought the most proper 
course would be to leave it to the discretion of the 
commissioner, who would not be likely to listen 
to matter which was irrelevans He himself had 
always desired the passage of a general law on the 
subject of testimony, but as that could not be ob- 
tained, he was willing to take this bill for so much 
as relates to the Florida claims, which constitute a 
large portion of the whole. 

Mr. BADGER did not think the objections of 
the Senator from Delaware had been answered, 
and expressed his dislike to the bill for the loose 
manner in which it was drawn. | 

Mr. WESTCOTT stated that the commissioner 
was the proper person to take the testimony on 
behalf of the Government. ` Congress would then 
have to decide on the report of the Secretary of 
War. The Government would be.subjected to no 
expense beyond the per diem of the commissioner. 
The people of Florida would be perfectly satisfied 
with the appointment of any intelligent citizen, to 
whatever State he belonged, to act in the matter. 

Mr. BRIGHT moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill, with a view to take up 
the bill to establish a Territorial Government in 
Oregon. i 

The question having been taken, it was decided. 
in thè affirmative: Yeas 19, nays 17. 


WYANDOTS AND DELAWARES. 


Mr. ATCHISON then moved to take up the 
joint resolution to sanction an agreement made 
between the Wyandots and Delawares for the 
urchase of certain lands by the former of the 
fatter tribe of Indians. , . 

Mr. BRIGHT maintained that the Oregen bill- 
had precedence, but it was contended that the 
motion to postpone did not include the motion to 
take up; and the question having been taken on 
Mr. Arcurson’s motion, it was decided in the 
affirmative: Yeas 19, nays 15. 

The joint resolution relative to the Wyandots 
and Delawares was then taken up, and read a 
second and third time, and passed. 


A brief discussion ensued as to whether the un- 
finished business of yesterday had not precedence 
os all others, and the Chair maintained that it 

a re j (ad [] 

Mr. BRIGHT said he had. given way yesterda 
to allow the resolution fixing the time for the ad- 
journment of Congress to be taken up, which had 
lost him the whole day, and he felt it his duty to 
press the motion to take up the Oregon bill, on 
which question he must demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUTLER ho that the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Maneum] might be permit- 
ted to close his remarks, as that Senator had given 
way yesterday for a motion to adjourn. 

he question on Mr. Bricur’s motion was 
taken by yeas and nays, and decided in the affirm- 
ative, as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Benton, Brad 


an i Breese, Bright, Davis of Mississippi, Dickingon, Dix, 
odge, Feich, Foote, Fitzgerald, Hale, Hannegan, Houstoa, 
Huuter, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mason, Niles, Rusk, 
Sebastian, Stargeon, and Turney—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Berrien, Bell, Butler, 
Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Davis of Mazxachusetts, Greene, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Miller, Phelps, 
Spruance, Underwood, Upham, and Westcott—18. - 

Mr. BUTLER apologized for having been un- 
consciously the cause of depriving Mr. Mancum 
of the floor on the adjournment resolution. — 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he had voted in the 
negative to enable Mr. Maneum to conclude his 
remarks. 

Mr. MANGUM said he knew no disrespect to 
him was intended. He could speak some other 
time. : | 
f TERRITORY OF OREGON. 


The bill. tọ establish a Territorial Government in 
the Territory of Oregon was then taken up for con- 
sideration as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. YULEE called the attention of the Senator 
from Indiana to the necessity of*some change in 
the phraseology of the bill, which extends the 
jurisdiction of Oregon over all west of the Rock 

ountains, so that of course it will embrace Cali- 
fornia, and all our possessions west of the Rocky 
Mountains. | 

Mr. BRIGHT said the question was on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Mississippi, {Mr. Foors,] 
which he should oppose. 

Mr. BERRIEN said his motion was to strike 
out the 12th section; that the section was then open 
to amendment before the vote on striking out could 
be taken. 

Mr. BADGER moved to amend the section, 
which was accepted by Mr. Foote, as a modifica- 
‘tion of his amendment. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, could not see what 
importance could be attached to the amendment, 
as the ordinance of 1787 could have no application 
to the Territory of Oregon, where it could never 
be in operation. 

Mr. BADGER said proprio. vigore the ordinance 
could not apply, and there would be no propriety 
in the amendment. But the bill conferred on Ore- 
gon all the rights, privileges, and immunities given 
to other Territories and States, and on reference to 
the subject, it appeared that the restriction of the 
ordinance of 1787 was operativé in some of them. 
Ele desired to guard against any conclusion that 
the restriction should operate in Oregon. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said, why did not 
the Senator from North Carolina move at once 
that the inhibition of slavery which is adopted as 
to Iowa, should not be adopted as to Oregon? 

Mr. BADGER contended that his motion was 


only oo approval of their decision, with an addi- 
tion that i 


Wilmot Proviso. | 
Mr. FOOTE expressed his willingness to with- 
draw his amendment, if the Senator from North 
Carolina would consent to withdraw his motion. 
Mr. BADGER said he would do so with the 
greatest pleasure, after he had made a brief ex- 
planation as to his amendment. He then briefly 


replied to the remarks of the Senator from Mary- 
land, in order to show that that Senator had not 
examined the proposition with his usual accuracy, 
or that he was less fortunate than usual in his 
clearness of explanation. He then read an extract 
from documents and statutes on file, to justify him- 
self against the attacks which had been made upon 
him. Different minds took different views of the 
subject, and it was his object to throw out some- 
thing which would settle and guide them. He 
considered the ordinance of 1787 a dead letter in 
Oregon. He considered Congress as having full 
power and authority over the whole question, until 
it abandoned this power and authority to the States. 
He believed-that slavery would never exist in Ore- 
gon, as it was not desired there by a majority of 
the people. “He thought the matter should be left 
in the hands of the people of Oregon. 

The amendment was then withdrawn. 

Mr. BERRIEN and Mr. JOHNSON, of Mary- 
land, mutually explained as to the effect of the 12th 
section of the bill. l 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, then sent to the 
Chair the following amendment, to come in at the 
close of the bill: 


Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be so 
construed as to authorize the prohibition of domestic slavery 
in said Territory whilst it remains in the condition of a Ter- 
ritory of the United States. 


Mr. HALE then said he thought the proper 
course would be to take the question on the amend- 
ment that he had offered and withdrawn, and said 
he should move it when the bill came up. The 


following is the amendment: 


That the inhabitants of said Territory shall be entitled to 
enjoy all and singular the rights, privileges, and advantages 
granted and secured to the people of the territory of the Uni- 
ted States northwest of the river Ohio by the articles of com- 
pact contained in the ordinance for the government of said 
territory on the 13th day of July, 1787; and shali be subject 
to all the conditions, and restrictions, and prohibitions in 
said articles of compact imposed upon the people of said ter- 
ritory; and the existing laws now in force in the Territory 
of Oregon, under the authority of the provisional govern- 
ment established by the people thereof, shall continue to be 
valid and operative therein, so far as the same be not incom- 
patible with the principles and provisions ofthis act; subject, 
nevertheless, to be altered, modified, or repealed by the Gov- 
ernor and Legislative Assembly of the said Territory of Ore- 
gon; and the laws ofthe United States are hereby extended 
over, and declared to be in force in, said Territory, so far as 
the same, or any provision thereof, may be applicable. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill for the relief of David Myerle. 

This bill was discussed by Messrs. UNDER- 
WOOD, BERRIEN, and BENTON; but, without 
taking the question on its passage, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 24, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 


Mr. HUNT rose and asked leave to make a per- 
sonal explanation. General consent being given, 
he proceeded to say that during several years ser- 
vice he had never had occasion to appear before 
the House in explanation of any matter personal 
to himself; but he perceived that the report in this 
morning’s Intelligencer of yesterday’s proceedings 
in relation to the report which he had the honor to 
submit from the Committee on Commerce was so 
imperfect and erroneous, he felt compelled, most 
unwillingly, to ask the indulgence of the House for 
a moment. 

Deeming it important that the standing commit- 
tees should have an opportunity to bring forward 
the measures they had matured, he had moved that 
one hour should be devoted to redeiving reports 
from committees which might be disposed of with- 
out giving rise to debate. ‘The form ofthe motion 
he made. was quite different from the phraseology 
of the reporter. 

When the Committee on Commerce was called, 
he submitted a report on the several topics hereto- 
fore referred to that committee, in relation to river 
and harbor improvements, including the bill intro- 
duced by the gentleman from South Caroline [Mr. 
RneETT] respecting pie duties, the President’s 
veto message, and the Chicago memorial. The 
repost concluded with a series of resolutions im- 
bodying the conclusions of. the committee; and in 
submitting them to the House, he distinctly stated 
that these subjects had been discussed on several 
occasions at the present session; that there would 
be further opportunity for debate when the harbor 
bills shall be taken up; that, although there were 
differenceg of opinion, he believed every member 
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had formed a settled opinion on the propositions 
contained in the resolutions, and must be prepared 
to vote on them without discussion; and, déeming 
early action desirable, he moved the previous ques- 
tion. These remarks were wholly omitted inthe 
Intelligencer. The honorable gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. Coss] contended that the motion was con- 
trary to the implied understanding of the House, 
that such reports only should be received as gave 
rise to no debate, and in the excitement of the mo- 
ment he spoke of it as “a violation of good faith.’ 
It had been his good fortune to associate with that 
gentleman as a member of this body for five years, 
and, notwithstanding political differences, perfect 
cordiality and personal kindness had attended their 
intercourse from the day they met in this Hall. 
Mr. Coss nodded assent. | | l 

e was unwilling now to believe that the gen- 
tleman could have designed to impute to him an 
intention to take an undue advantage or to violate 
any understanding, express or implied. He was 
sure the gentleman would not expect him to quietly 
submit to such a charge. If (said Mr. H.) I am 
mistaken in this, I will only say that I am ready 
to repel the imputation, I hope with becoming 'in- 
dignation, yet with that calm unconcern which 
springs from conscious rectitude of purpose. He 
willingly left it for others to decide how far he was 
observant of the rules of the body and the proprie- 
ties of his position. 

The motion he made was in accordance with 
the habitual usage of the House. It was of fre- 
quent occurrence, as every member knew when 
committees were called for reports giving rise to 
no debate, to call the previous question for the 
avowed object of precluding debate. It had been 
decided uniformly that the mover of a resolution 
which went over, if debate arose, might move 
the previous question, to cut off debate. In sub- 
mitting this report and making the motion, Mr. 
H. said he but acted in pursuance of the in-_ 
structions of the Cemmittee on Commerce. The 
directed him to move the previous question, wit 
a view to immediate action. By that motion it 
was distinctly submitted to the House whether 
debate should or should not be allowed. It was 
for a majority to determine whether to take the 
question then or keep it open for discussion. It 
was not for him to presume in advance that debate 
would be desired on either side; and it was obvi- 
ous the effect was precisely the same as if a like 
motion had been made on a general call of com- 
mittees. He emphatically denied that it was, in 
any possible aspect of the case, inconsistent with 
any implied understanding, or with the uniform 
practice of the House. He had desired to gay | 
thus much yesterday in reply to the -gentleman 
from Georgia. When personally assailed, his 
motto was: Í 

“To right the wrong, where’er ’tis given, 
Though in the very court of Heaven.” 
But under the decision of the Chair, and in the 
precise state of the question yesterday, no oppor- 
tunity was afforded him for defence or reply. ` 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, in reference to the re- 
marks just made by the gentleman from New 
York, felt it incumbent upon himself to state that 
he entertained the same kindly feelings towards 
the gentleman as the gentleman had represented to 
exist between them. In reference to what had 
occurred yesterday, the gentleman from New. York 
seemed to think that by his remarks he had cast 
imputations on his (Mr. H.’s) personal motives. 
Since he had been a member of this House he had 
never impugned the motives of any member upon 
this floor—never in any instance. His own self- 
respect, as well as his respect for the House with 
which he was associated, he trusted, would. prevent 
him from so doing. His remarks were correctly 
reported in the Intelligencer. He had contended 
that the reception of the report at that time, with 
the previous question moved upon it, was m vio- 
lation of the general understanding under which 
the House had consented to receive such reports 
as would not give rise to debate, and that the ef- 
fect would have been a violation of the good faith 
of the House if the majority of the House had 
sanctioned the demand for the previous question, 
and forced the minority to a vote. 

Mr. HUNT inquired whether the effect would ` 
not have been precisely the same as if the motion 
for the previous question had been made when 
reports were open to debate under a general call 
of the committees? 


é 


` er he believe 


. WELL, of Connecticut. 
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Mr. COBB replied: Precisely the same, with 
this exception, that under the general call of the 
committees there would not have been the same 
inducement for the majority to sustain the previ- 
ous question, for the reason that if it was not sus- 
tained the report would not go over, but would be 
considered and voted on. But, in this instance, if 
it went over, the House woyld not have the op- 
portunity of voting on „the question. Under the 
peculiar circumstances connected with the recep- 
tion of the report, with the understanding that ‘no 
debate would arise, the friends of these resolutions 
might be induced to sustain the previous question, 
to force a vote upon it; and it was of that he had 
complained. He thought the gentleman from New 
York would see he was right in the position he 
had taken. . He submitted to the gentleman wheth- 
that he (Mr. C.) or any gentle- 
man on his side of the House would ever have 
assented to the proceedings that had taken place, 
if they had believed that the effect of those pro- 
ceedings would have been to force them to a vote 
upon several resolutions, involving questions of 
party policy, which they had never had the op- 

ortunity of seeing or hearing except as they had 
bee read from the Clerk’s table? [t was of that 
he had complained, and he thought his objection 
was well taken at the time. He had already said, 
and he repeated, with reference to any personal 
imputation upon the gentleman from New York, 
in accordance with what had been his universal 
practice in this House, he had had no such design. 

Here the conversation dropped. 

- Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked the 
House to take up the motion he made yesterday 
t6 reconsider the vote by which was passed the 
bill concerning the administration of official oaths 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House proceed to the consideration of private 
business. 5 | 

Mr. WHITE moved the reconsideration of the 
vote by which the resolution was passed to close 
the debate in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union on the bill making appropriations 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses of Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1849. 

The motion to reconsider was entered and laid 
over for the. present. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the Senate bill authorizing the proper officers 


.of the Treasury to settle the accounts of Joseph 


Nourse, deceased, which was amended and passed 
by the House some time since, and on whicha 
motion (made by Mr. Bow in) to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was pending. 

The bill was opposed at some length by Messrs. 
BOWLIN and THOMAS, and supported by 
Messrs. POLLOCK, PALFREY, and ROCK- 
The latter gentleman 
concluded his. remarks by moving to lay the mo- 
‘tion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL requested Mr. Rocxwe tu to 
withdraw his motion for the purpose of having a 
letter read. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved a call of the House, the 
vote on which was decided by yeas and nays in 
the negative: Yeas 40, nays 112. . 

Mr. DANIEE said, baying appealed to the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut, and having appealed in 
vain for the withdrawal of the motion to lay on 
the table for the purpose of having a letter bearing 
on the case read, he would now appeal to the 
House not to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. | ) 

The question was pat on laying the motion to 
reconsider on the table, and was decided by yeas 
and nays.in the affirmative: Yeas 83, nays 73. So 
the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. ° 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved a 
resolution to close all debate in Committee of the 
Whole on the bill for the relief of Lyon & How- 
ard, in half an hour after the biil shall be again 
considered in committee. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 
Jay the resolution on the table. It was decided by 
p and nays in the negative: Yeas 66, nays 93. 

o the resolution was not laid on the table. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, now modi- 
fied his resolution by extending the time to three- 
quarters of an hour, and moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded, and, under the operation 
thereof, the resolution as modified was agreed to. 


i 
t 


j 
| 
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Mr. WHITE asked the House to take up Sen- 
ate bill renewing certain naval pensions for the 
term of five years, and extending the benefits of 
existing laws respecting naval pensions to engi- 
neers, firemen, and coalheavers in the navy, and 
to their widows. 

Mr. ROCICWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar. 

Mr. SAWYER moved that the House do now 
a Lost: Ayes 61, noes 63. 

he question recurred on the motion to go into 
Committee ôf the Whole, which being put, was 
disagreed to. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved that the bill to estab- 
lish certain post-routes be taken up and read a 
third time. ; 

Which motion was objected to, and then the 
House adjourned. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 

By Mr. LYNDE: Petition of E. R. Utter and others, citi- 
zens of Wisconsin, for the purchase of Mount Vernon. 

By Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 
Mary Ann Ballan, widow of John Ballan, a soldier in the 
war of 1812-713, and who died from injuries received in the 
service. ; 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, June 24, 1848. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 


a communication from the Solicitor of the Treas-: 


ury, transmitting a report on the claims of Father 
Mediore in relation to certain church lands at St. 
Augustine, Florida; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Land Claims. 

Also, a report from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in answer to a resolution of the Senate re- 
specting the custom-house at Charleston, South 
Carolina; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. DIX presented a memorial from citizens of 


| Rochester, asking that the Tonawanda band of 


Indians may be compensated for their lands taken 
by the United States under the treaties of 1836 
and 1842; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made adverse reports on the memorials of 
Levi Wells, praying arrears of pension, and of 
Mary Frances Foot. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Indian 
Aftairs, made an adverse report on the memorial 
of the Onondaga and Cayuga Indians. 

On motion of Mr. YULEE, 

Resolved, That so much of the naval appropriation bill as 
relates to the discipline and organization of the navy and 
improvements of navy-yards be referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. _ 

Mr. DIX subsequently moved to reconsider this 
resolution; and the motion lies over. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Jounson, of Maryland, on the 19th instant, was 
taken up and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury inform the 
Senate of the whole number of officers now employed in 
and about the custom-house of the United States in the city 
of Baltimore, with the compensation allowed to each; and 
that he also inform the Senate what was the number of such 
officers at the same custom-house on the 4th March, 1845, 
and the compensation allowed each. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Hare, to instruct the Committee on the District 
of Columbia to bring in a bill to abolish slavery 
therein, was taken up. The question was taken 
by yeas and nays, and decided in the negative, as 
follows:. ' i 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Clarke, Corwin, Davia èf Mas- 
sachusetts, Hale Miller, and Upham—-7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bell, Berrien, 
Benton, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Downs, Felch, Fitz- 
gerald, Toote, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Mary- 
land, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, 
Mangum, Mason, Niles, Rusk, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, 
Underwood, Westcott, and Yulee—36. 

The resolution submitted some time since by 
Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, relative to the patent 
of Major General Baron De Kalb, was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. DOWNS, two additional 
members to the Committee on Enrolled Bills were 
ordered to be appointed by the Chair. 

A number of adverse reports, made from differ- 
ent committees, were taken up and concurred in. 


ee ee eee oon: 


Numerous bills received from the House of 
Representatives were read a first and second time 
by their titles and. appropriately referred. 

The Senate then took up the bill to promote the 
despatch of business in the Supreme Court, and 
to repeal the second section of the-act approved 
June 17, 1844, entitled “ An. act concerning the 
Supreme Court of the United States.” 

After a brief explanation, the bill was read a 
third time and passed. m 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the private calendar, in compliance with the 
resolution of the 22d instant. 

The bill for the relief of George Center having 
been taken up, considerable debate ensued, in 
which Messrs. UNDERWOOD, YULEE, CAL- 
HOUN, WESTCOTT, GREEN, and others par- 
ticipated. When the question was taken on or- 
dering the bill to be engrossed, it resulted: Yeas 
19, nays 24. 

The following bills were then considered in 
Committee of the Whole and passed: 

An act for the relief of Russel Goss. 

An act for the relief of Barclay & Livingston, 
and Smith,.Thurgar & Co. 

Bill for the relief of Charles Richmond. 

Bill for the relief of Witliam B. Stokes. 

Bill granting a pension to Bethia Healy, widow 
of George Healy, deceased. , 

_ Bill to confirm to the legal representatives of 


| Joseph Dutailles the location of a certain New 
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ee A e A E e A 


Madrid certificate. ° 

Bill for the relief of Samuel Grice. 

Bill for the relief of George V. Mitchell. 

An act to change the name of the steamboat 
Charles Downing to the Calhoun. 

Bill for the relief of Stalker & Hill. 

Joint resolution for the relief of H. B. Gaither. 

Bill for the relief of Alfred White. 

Bill for the relief of Benjamin Adams & Co. 
and others. 

The bill for the relief of Frederick Dawson, 
James Schott, andElisha Dana Whitney, was dis- 
cussed at very considerable length, and its further 
conaideration postponed without any question hav- 
ing been taken. j 

he bill is for the payment of certain vessels of 
war furnished the late Republic of Texas. 

Mr. HALE resisted the bill very strenuously, 
as the first step towards the assumption of the 
debts of the State of Texas. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, read a bond 
wherein the faith of the Republic was pledged for 
the payment of the same. 

ir. DIX moved to reconsider the vote by 
aach the bill for the relief of George Center was 
ost. 

And then the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIV ES. 
Monpay, June 26, 1848. 

-The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON moved that the bill to 
establish certain post routes, now lying on the 
Speaker’s table, be taken up and read the third 
time. — 

The SPEAKER aaid if no objection were made, 
he would lay the bill before the House. 

Objection being made, Mr. FEATHERSTON 
moved a suspension of the rules for the purpose of 
taking up the bill. 

The question being taken, there appeared—yeas 
87, nays 63. Two-thirds not voting inthe affirm- 
ative, the rules were not suspended. 7 

Mr. EMBREE moved a suspension of the rules, 
to enable him to introduce a bill to establish cer- 
tain post routes. 

(This bill is similar to the post route-bill now 
lying on the Speaker’s table, except that it contains 
a proviso declaring that no opinion is expressed as ’ 
to the boundary of any State or Territory. 

The motion to suspend the rules was decided as 
follows: Yeas 81, nays 77. Two-thirds not voting 
in the affirmative, the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose to a .- 
privileged question, and moved to take ap the mo- 
tion made by him some days since to reconsider 
the vote by which was passed the bill concerning 
the administration of official oaths in the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. T. desired to offer the following amendment - 
to the bill, which he read and explained: 

Src. —. Be it further enacted, That in all cases in which, 
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under the laws of the United States, oaths, or affirmations, 
or acknowledgments may now he taken or made before any 
justice or justices of the pence of any State or Territury, or 
District of Columbia, such oaths, affirmations or acknow- 
ledgments may hereafter be also taken or made hy-or hefore 
any notary public duly appointed in any State or Territory 
or District of Columbia, aud when ‘certified under the hand 
and official seal of such notary, shall have the same force 
and effect as if taken or made by or before such justice or 
justices of the peace. And all laws and parts of laws for 
punishing perjury, or subornation of perjury, committed in 
any such oaths or affirmations, when taken or made before 
any such justice of the peace, shal] apply to any such offence 
committed in any oaths or affirmations which may be taken 
under this act before anotary public: Provided always, That 
on any trial for either of these offences, the seal and signa- 
ture of the notary shall not be deemed sufficient in them- 
selves to establish the official character of such notary, but 
the same shali be shown by other and proper evidence. 
Sec. —. Ani beit further enacted, That all the powers and 
authority conferred in and by the preceding section of this 
act upon notaries public, be, and the same are hereby, vested 
in, and may be exercised by,any commissioner appointed, 
or hereafter to be appointed, by any circuit court of the 
United States, under any act of Congress authorizing the 
appointment of commissioners to take hail, affidavits, or 
Copotan, in causes pending in the courts of the United 
tates. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL opposed the amend- 
ment proposed to be offered by Mr. THompson to 
the bill as not congruous; and, after urging the 
imimadiasanaaige of the bill in a few brief explan- 
atory remarks, moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table; which was agreed to. So the 
motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


The House then, on motion of Mr. VINTON, 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Root, of Ohio, in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the civil and diplo- 
matic expenses of Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1849. ; 

Mr. FEATHERSTON discussed the powers ọ 
the General and Territorial Governments over the 
subject of slavery in the Territories through the 
hour allotted to him, with some brief remarks in- 
terspersed respecting the Presidential candidates. 

r. A. STEWART occupied his hour with a 
speech relating to the emoluments of General Cass, 
when Governor of Michigan Territory for eighteen 
gon and ex officio Pa O N Indian Affairs, 

uring which time his extra compensation and 
rations were very considerable items. He also 
introduced some statistical statements of the ex- 
penditures of the war and the General Government 
as compared with earlier Presidential terms. As 
“an example, the expenses of collection under Mr. 
Adams were three per cent., whereas under Mr. 
Polk they have increased to seven per eent. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky, discussed General 
Taylor’s position respecting the veto power as un- 
exampled (although he professed to follow the 
course pursued by the earlier Presidents) and as 
dangerous, especially to the South. Healsocom- 
mented on the uncertainty in which General Tay- 
lor’s political ae were shrouded. He was 
anxious especially to know the views of General 
Taylor respecting the Wilmot Proviso; and on this 

oint a colloquy ensued between Mr. C. and Mr. 

ASKELL, but no positive information was com- 
munic&ted, although Mr. F. said he believed Gen- 
eral Taylor was opposed to the Wilmot Proviso. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, then took 
the floor, and occupied it for about thirty minutes, 
when he yielded for a motion that the committee 
rise; which being agreed to, the committee rose 
and reported. 

{These speeches will all appear in the Appendix. ] 


ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 
On motion of Mr. HARALSON, 


Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be requested to com- 
municate to this House the strength of the different corns of 
. the army of the United States after the discharge of those 
who, by the terms of their enlistment and the operation of 
existing laws, are required to be discharged at the close of the 
war with Mexico; aiso, that he cominunicate what will be 
the strength of the corpssremaining in the army when filled 
to the maximum authorized by law. 


Mr. VINTON said, as he understood the Sec- 
retary of War was engaged in making out new 
estimates for an army bill, he would move to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union from the bill making appropriations 
for the support of the army and of volunteers for 
the year ending June 30, 1849, and that it be re- 
committed to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Agreed to. 

And then the House adjourned. 


| 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, June 26, 1848. 


At eleven o’clock, a. m., the Secretary of the 
Senate called the body to order; when— 

Mr. BENTON moved that Mr. Atcuison be 
selected to preside during the temporary absence 
of the Vice President, which was unanimousl 
agreed to; and a resolution was also adopted di- 
recting the Secretary to inform the President of 
the United States and the House of Representa- 
tives of said election. 

Mr. DODGE presented the credentials of his 
colleague, Mr. Isaac P. Waker, Senator elect 
‘from the State of Wisconsin; who, after having 
been duly qualified, took his seat. 

Mr. BENTON then submitted the following 
resolution, which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Senate proceed to ascertain the classes 
in which the Senators from the State of Wisconsin shall be 
inserted, in conformity with the resolution of May 14, 1789, 
and as the Constitution provides. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, 


Ordered, That the Secretary put into the ballot-box two 
papers of equal size, one of which to be nuinbered 1, and 
the other to be blank; that each Senator from the State of 
Wisconsin draw out one paper; that No. 1 shall entitle the 
Senator to be placed in the class whose term of service will 
expire on the 3d of March, 1849. That the Secretary then 
put into the ballot-box two other papers of equal size, num- 
bered two and three ; that the Senator who shall have drawn 
the blank shall then draw one of tke papers; that No. 2, if 


,drawn, shali entitle the Senator to be placed in the class 


whose term of service will expire the 3d of March, 1851, 
and No. 3 in the class whose term will expire the 3d of 
March, 1853. 

Mr. Wa ker drew No. I, and is accordingly in 
that class whose term of service will expire on 
the 3d day of March, 1849. 

The Secretary then put papers Nos, 2 and 3 in 
the box, and Mr. Dopce drew No. 2, and is ac- 
cordingly in that class of Senators whose term of 
service will expire on the 3d of March, 1851. 


Mr. NILES presented a memorial from John T. 
Sullivan, asking compensation for binding the 
laws and instructions of the Postmaster General 
for the use of the department; which was re- 
ferred. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill to vest the title of 
the, United States in the purchasers of certain lands 
sold under execution against Gordon D. Boyd; 
which was read a first time. 

Mr. U., in explanation of this bill, stated that 
by its passage the Solicitor of the Treasury ex- 
pected to save $20,000 to the United States. Boyd 
was a receiver of the public moneys in the State 
of Mississippi, and had issued receipts in his own 
name for large sums paid in for the purchase of 
public lands, not a dollar of which had ever been 
received. The Government instituted suits for the 
recovery of the money, and levied execution on the 
very lands which he pretended to have sold. The 
purchasers, under these executions, had given their 
bonds for one and two years in payment, but had 
not been able to obtain patents for the lands. They 
have refused to pay their bonds, and suits have 
been commenced against them. The Solicitor 
says the subject is still under consideration before 
the Commissioner of Public Lands. The object 
of this bill was to remove the difficulty, by secu- 
ring to the purchasers a valid title to the lands. 
He hoped that this explanation would induce the 
Senate to take up the bill for immediate action. 

The bill was then considered, and read a second 
and third time, and passed, 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Rob- 
ert W. Richardson, accompanied by a report. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill making ap- 
propriations for light-houses, light-boats, buoys, 
&c., and providing for the erection and establish- 
ment of the same. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported a bill to allow pay and sub- 
sistence to certain Arkansas and other volunteers 
who have been prisuners of war in Mexico. 

Also, from the Committee on Public Lands, on 
the memorial of Asa Whitney relative to the con- 


struction of a railroad from Lake Michigan to the- 


Pacific Ocean, reported a joint resolution providing 
for a survey and exploration of one or more routes 
for a railroad from the Mississippi river, below the 
Falls of St. Anthony, to the’ Pacific Ocean, under 
the direction of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. BORLAND gave notice, that when this 
resolution came up for consideration, he would 
propose certain amendments, requiring the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to cause a hydrographical survey 
of the Pacific coast, with the view of determining 
the best point for a dock-yard and naval station on 
that coast; and authorizing the Postmaster General 
to contract for carrying the mail between San 
Francisco, in Upper California, and Santa Fé, in 
New Mexico, or some other point in convenient 
connection with the United States mail lines west 
of the Mississippi river. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a joint resolution 
for the relief of persons who have incurred the 
disabilities of the 28th section of the act of July 
2, 1836; which was read a first time. 

Mr. N. asked for the immediate consideration 
of this joint resolution. He stated, that by the 
existing law, any contractor who has been a party 
to a combination to cheat the department was dis- 
sari thereafter from obtaining any contract. 

he object of this joint resolution was, to autho- 
rize the Postmaster General, at his discretion, to 
annul this disability, after the expiration of five 
years. The operation of the law, which was a 

ood one, had borne hardly on individuals whom 
it was desired to relieve. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said, that the 
proposition to rescind the operation of a law ad- 
mitted to have been wholesome in its effects, and 
to substitute a disqualification of only five years, 
was an important change, and ought not to be hast- 
ily adopted. He would prefer, therefore, that the 
bill lie over. | 

The bill was then Informally passed over. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 


Ordered, That Friday, after twelve’ o’clock, be set apart 
for the consideration of Senate private bills, to the exclusiun 
of all other business. 


Mr. W ESTCOTT submitted the following: 


Resolved, That the First Comptroller of the Treasury be 
directed, as soon as practicable, to report tothe Senate any 
facts that have come to his knowledge since the passage at 
this sesaion of the act for the relief of Jones & Boker, show- 
ing that said act was passed under a misapprehension of the 


| facts; and that, until the further action of Congress on the 


subject during the session, said Comptroller suspend any: 
allowances or payments under said act. 


Mr. WESTCOTT explained, that since the 
passage of the bill for the relief of Jones & Boker, 
it had come to the knowledge of several Senators, 
from the Comptroller himself, that a portion of the 
very notes for the loss of which the bill had made 
compensation, had, previous to the passage of the 
law, been paid to these very individuals. It was 
important, therefore, that the facts should be in- 
quired into before payment. was made under the 
provisions of the bill. ` | 

Mr. NILES made a brief response, in alow tone. 
He is believed to have said, that the Post Office 
Department had, indeed, put some of these notes 
in circulation, but to have denied that they were 
paid to Jones & Boker. 

Mr. WESTCOTT replied, that the Comptroller 
had positively stated that the notes were paid to 
the parties themselves. He hoped the resolution - 
would at once be adopted, that proper inquiry might 
be instituted. 

Mr. HALE. Let it lie over. 

The resolution, therefore, liea over 


for consider- 
ation. : 


TERRITORY OF OREGON. 


On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill to establish 
a Territorial Government in Oregon. | 

The question being on the motion of Mr. DAVIS, . 
of Mississippi, to amend— 

Mr. DIX said he had hitherto abstained from 
entering into the discussions on slavery in the Ter- 
ritories, because he had’ regarded the questions 
heretofore presented as abstract questions. Here, 
however, is an act of legislation which is to estab- 
lish our government over thousands of miles. It 
will affect the interests, the destinies of the popa- 
lation which will hereafter fill the valleys and crown 
the mountains of Oregon. The discussion now, 
therefore, conducted in a temperate manner, can 
do no harm; but out of it some light may be struck 
to guide us through our progress. He adverted to 
the different views which had been thrown out on 
the subject; but there was a question which, in his 
opinion, lay beyond all these, the determination of 
which may have a great effect on the settlement of 
the question. He referred-to that of the power of 
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Congress to regulate. the government of the Terri- 
tories, and all matters relating to them. 

The right to. regulate all matters relating to the 
public domain may. be construed to extend over all 
classes occupying those public lands. He referred 
to the constitutional clause on this subject, of which 
he thoughtan improper construction had been given. 
He went info a history of the clause, dwelling on 
the mode. in which it was introduced, and of the 
propositions made to amend it. The proposition 
was introduced by Mr. Madison, and although 
not adopted in that form, it was not rejected. 
That of Mr. Morris was favored and adopted. He 
also. stated the proceeding in relation to the intro- 
duction of the celebrated ordinance of 1787. The 
coincidence of the two subjects in point of time, 
might, he thought, throw some light on the views 
of the Convention. Mr. Madison denied the le- 

ality of the ordinance; but to give a further insight 
into the views of Mr. Madison, he read an extract 
from a paper in the Federalist, of which Mr. Mad- 
ison was the author. Mr. Madison, he thought, 
regarded the new Government about to be estab- 
lished. under the Constitution,as intended to sup- 
ply defects in the Governmént under the Confed- 
eration; and this was made clear by Mr. Madison 
himself in the forty-third number of the Federalist. 
He referred to the condition of the Northwest 
Territory at the time when this ordinance was 
passed; and it was in looking at the character of 
the States about to be admitted, that Mr. Madison 
regarded this power as of very great importance. 
e proceeded to show how far this ordinance 
was sustained by the action of Congress, in order 
that the Senate might have before it the full benefit 
of a knowledge of the legislative precedents in its 
favor. From these he inferred an intention to 
extend the area of human liberty. Neither the 
framers of the ordinance nor the first Congress 
could have considered the prohibition of slavery 
as incompatible with the establishment of States 
eut of the Northwest Territory on an equal footing 
with the original States. The authority of the 
ordinance was recognized by the Supreme Court 
of Louisiana, ag appeurs from a decision which he 
read of that court in 1830. He recited the dateg 
of several acts on which he relied to support his 
views of the force of the ordinance, and to illustrate 
tha action of Congress under its operation. He 
made frequent use of extracta from the several 
lawa on the maces and from the judicial decisions 
under them. Slavery existed in’ Louisiana when 
she came into the United States, and although Con- 
gress adopted no course which would interfere 
with the vested rights of property in that State, laws 
were passed reatricting the importation of slaves 
fe oreign countries. He looked at the acts by 
whith subsequent States had been admitted, to 
show.-that Congress had exercised power over the 
question of slavery in the Territories until they 

The decisions of the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States, as to the existence of this power in 
Congress, he quoted from very copiously. Writers 
on public Jaw concur in this construction. He in- 
sisted, that by every authority which could be 
quoted, the question of this power had received a 
similar decision. ‘The question of power, there- 
fore, was, in his opinion, indisputable. He would 
next. consider whether it was expedient in all cases 
to exercise this power. 


On the subject of the prohibition of slavery in- 


the Territory of Oregon, the very admission, 
broadly made, that it was unnecessary, because 
slavery would never exist in that Territory, divest- 
ed the question of any injurious operation. In 
teference to the effect of the prohibition of slavery 
on the slave population, he contended, that as 
productive surface was the great element in the 
multiplication of races, the extension of slavery 
over a larger surface tended irresistibly to the in- 
crease of slaves. So that by every step we may 
take in extending slave territory, we are repro- 
ducing the original responsibility of the establish- 
ment of slavery, 

In reference to emigration from Europe, he stated 
that we had, within the last twenty-five years, 
received an addition of one million persons from 
England and Ireland; yet this drain did not di- 
minish the population of these countries, because 
the reproduction was more than equal to the ex- 
haustion. The character of the various races 
which flocked into our country was a subject well 
worthy the consideration of the philosophical states- 
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man. He believed the only States in which the 
black population was on the increase, were those 
in which slavery existed. He referred to the de- 
pressed condition of the blacks which prevailed in 
New York and some other States, and laid it down 
as a principle which never varied, that a degraded 
race could never maltiply. Emancipated slaves, he 
asserted, never multiplied. 

It would not be right for us to check the tide 
of emigration from foreign countries. The track- 
less wastes of our western Territories would be 
the homes of all the foreign emigrants who may 
flock into the eae as well as our own surplus 
population. As to the propriety of a policy which 
looked to the peopling of our country from the 
race most celebrated for its moral and intellectual 
elevation, he considered there could never be a 
doubt. He admitted that there was a section of 
the country where slave property was considered 
necessary, but in what he had said he had no ref- 
erence to these States. He depicted the advantages 
which would result from. the substitution of inde- 
pendent for slave labor, both as to individual in- 
terest and national character. 

« There was nothing in the soil, climate, or pro- 

ductiveness of Oregon, to render slave labor indis- 
pensable. But it could be profitably employed 
there, as in every new country, for a short time. 
And he asked, would it not be unwise to decline to 
prohibit slavery in a Territory where it could not 
long continue to exist, and where it must ultimately 
wear out in the competition with free labor? If 
we strike out the 12th section, we say that slavery 
may exist in Oregon, unless the Territorial Gov- 
ernment shall reénact the prohibition of it. Such 
he considered to be its effect. He read the section, 
and assumed that the part of that section which 
provides that the laws existing in Oregon shall 
continue in force, must operate as an exclusion of 
slavery full as effectually as if the amendment sug- 
gested by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Hae] had been adopted. 

He referred to the positions he laid down’in the 
discussion of the 'three million bill, which he still 
held. The principle of these positions was, that 
weare | to take a territory as we find it: if we 
find slavery there, we ought not to abolish it—if 
we find that no slavery exists there, we ought not 
to introduce it so long as it continues to be in the 
condition of a Territory; and that we have ‘no 
power over the regulation of the subject as soon 
as the Territory becomes a State. He still main- 
tained these views. 

Mr. CALHOUN said, if the discussion wag to 
continue, he thought it would be better to continue 
it on this amendment. He was not now prepared 
to go into the debate himself; but if no other Sen- 
ator was now prepared to go on, he would wish 
the bill to go over until to-morrow morning, when 
he would be prepared to deliver his views. i 

The motion was agreed to, and the furthẹr con- 
sideration of the bill was then postponed till to- 
morrow. 

The motion submitted on Saturday by Mr. 
ATHERTON, to reconsider the vote by which Mr. 
YuLeg’s resolution to refer the naval appropriation 
bill to the Committee on Naval Affairs, was taken 
up and agreed to. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were then severally consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole, read a third time 
by unanimous consent, and passed: 


An act for the relief of William Lawson. 

Bill for the issuing of patents in certain cases, 
and for other purposes. == ” 

Bill concerning taking official oaths inthe Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

An act for the relief of Edna Hickman, wife of 
Alexander D. Peck. F 

The bill supplemental to an act passed the 9th 
July, 1846, entitled ‘ An act to retrocede the coun- 
ty of Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, to 
the State of Virginia.” 

An act for the relief of Thomas Scott, register 
of the land office at Chilieothe, Ohio, for services 
connected with the duties of his office. 


SURVEY OF MOUTH OF RED RIVER. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of the bill to 
provide for a survey of the mouth of Red river, in 
the State of Louisiana. 


Mr. WESTCOTT moved to lay the bill on the 


table, and asked for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, . - 

The question having been taken by yeas and 
nays, it was decided in the negative, aa follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atherton, Bright, Butler, Davis of Mis- 
sissippi, Dickinson, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of 
Georgia, Lewis, Mason, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—1!4. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Bradbury,Clarke, 
Clayton, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dix, Downs, 
Felch, Greene, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, 
Miller, Niles, Phelps, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Un- 
derwood, and Upham—22. l 

The bill was then read a third time and passed. 

Mr. MASON, on leave, introduced a joint reso- 
lution, the object of which was to correct an error 
in the engrossment of abill passed some time since, 
for the relief of William B. Slaughter, of Wiscon- 
sin, which consisted in the substitution of the word 
s treasury” for-** territory,” which error had pre- 
vented the settlement of the claim by the account- 
ing officers. The joint resolution. was read three 
times and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BELL, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of Executive busjness, and, 
after a short time, the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 

AS cea een 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspayr, June 27, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the 
House of the petition and papers of Enoch Bald- 
win. ` 

On motion of Mr. STROHM, leave was given 
to withdraw the papers in the case of Samuel . 
Royer. 

On motion of Mr. NEWALL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs he di- 
rected to inquire into the expediency of amending the law 
approved April 23, 1808, appropriating annually $200,000 for 
arming the whole militia of the United States and Territo- 
ries, soas to increase the same to an amount equal to the 
present wants of the country, and report by bill or other- 
wise. : 

Mr. HOLMES, of New York, asked leave to 
introduce a bill to alter and establish the mileage 
of Senators and Representatives in the Congress 
of the United States, of which he had given pre- 
vious notice. 

Mr. WENTWORTH objected to the feception 
of the bill. 

On motion of Mr. HAMPTON, of. Penn.: 

Resolved, That George Cochran have leave to withdraw 
his papers from the files of this House relating to his claim 
against the United States. 

Mr. S LAWRENCE asked and obtained leave 
to introduce a bill, of which previous notice had 
been given, to revive and amend the act entitled 
‘¢ An act granting bounties in land and extra pay © 
to certain Canadian volunteers,” approved March 5, 
1816. 

Mr. McILVAINE, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the or- 
ganization of an Indian territory west of the 
Mississippi river. Read and committed. 


Mr. EMBREE asked leave to introduce a bill, 


.of which previous notice had been given, granting 


to the State of Indiana the right of way and a do- 
nation of public Jand for making a railroad from 
New Albany to the Wabash river, opposite Mount 
Carmel. Read and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


On motion of Mr. HILLIARD, the Committee 
of the Whole was discharged from the bill of the 
House to change the place of holding the diatrict 
court for the middle district of Alabama, and it 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


On motion of Mr. KAUFMAN, the Committee 
of the Whale on the state of the Union was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill 
giving the consent of the Government of the United 
States to the State of Texas to extend her eastern 
boundary so as to include within her limits one- 
half of Sabine Pass, Sabine Lake, and Sabine river, 
as far north as the 32d degree of north latitude. 

The House then proceeded to consider the said 
bill, when the same was ordered to be engrossed; 
and being engrossed, was read a third time, passed , 
and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. STEPHENS, from the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands, to which. was referred Senate bill for the 
relief of the bona fide settlers under the act for the 
armed occupation and settlement of a part of the 


Territory of Florida, reported the. same- back to 
the House without amendment. | 
=- The bill was then ordered to be read a third 


— ob. u 


a re 


time, and was read a third time, and. passed, and. 


returned to the Senate. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
acknowledging the receipt of certain books ad- 
dressed ‘‘ To the Chamber of Deputies of the United 
States of America, Washington.” 

The books, fifteen in number, are handsomely 
bound, and mostly printed in the Greek language, 
and are presented by the Government of Greece 
to the House of Representatives of the United 
States. | 

The letter was read and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 


THE NATIONAL FINANCES. 


Mr. HUNT calling for the order of business— 

The SPEAKER announced the report of the 
Committee on, Public Expenditures on the annual 
report and statement of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury on the state of the finances, and the minority 
report of the same committee on the same subject, 
as the business in order. 

On this subject Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connec- 
ticut, addressed the House in a speech which oc- 
cupied nearly an hour in its delivery, and which 
will be given in the Appendix. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


The House, on motion of Mr. VINTON, resolved ` 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union, (Mr. Root, of Ohio, in the chair,) and. 


proceeded to the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for civil and diplomatic expenses of 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1849. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, resumed 
the debate this morning, and finished the speech 
which he commenced yesterday. He treated largely 
on the novel position of a large political party in 
this country, which, when free institutions were 
progressing in the world, was making a retrograde 
movement, by the abandonment of their principles 
and rallying under the banner of a military chief- 
tain, whose principles were concealed from public 
examination, as was the person of the veiled 
prophet from the. gaze of his worshippers. His 
remarks likewise embraced other general topics. 

„Mr. ROCKWELL, of Massachusetts, occupied 
his hour with an argument on the subject of free 
territory and the power of the General Government 
over slavery therein. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, read a writ- 
ten argument on the same subject. 

Mr. BRADY entered upon an examination of 
the purposes of this Administration as developed 
by .recently published documents in connection 
with the Frémont court martial, which, he said, 
were palpably to create a revolution in California 
by means of American officers for the acquisition 
of that Territory. He also discussed some posi- 
_ tions assumed by Mr. Tuompson, his colleague, 
in relation to the United States Bank and the 
ground assumed by parties thereon. 

A [These speeches will be published in the Appen- 
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Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, next obtained 
the floor, but he gave way to a-motion that the 
committee rise; which being agreed to, the com- 
mittee. rose and reported progress. 


The resolution to explain an act passed 24th of 
June, 1848, entitled ** An act for the relief of Wil- 
liam B. Slaughter, late Secretary of the Territory 
of Wisconsin,” was taken up, read a third time, 
and passed. i 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, gave notice that at an 


early day he would ask leave to introduce a bill to 


surrender to the State of Indiana so much of the 
Cumberland road as lies within said State. 
And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC: 


The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 


__ By Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina: The petition of 
Horatio Fitch, praying to have certain arrearages of pensions 
which have been withheld from him paid over. a 
_ By Mr. ABBOTT: The petition of Leonard Woods and 

sixty-one others, officers and students of Theological Semi- 

nary of Andover, Massachusetts, praying that ordinary letter 

ostage be reduced to two cents, and that the franking priv- 
ilege now enjoyed by members of Congress be commuted 
for an increase of pecuniary compensation, 


By Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 


ee. 


sesx: i 


Henry Bears. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi: The petition and 
accompanying papers of Wyott Eppes, asking the payment 
of a bill of cost allowed by the District Judge of the United 
States for the State of Mississippi. À 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: Four memorials of the Hon. Wm. 
Cranch, Charles Wilkes, Joseph H. Bradley, and many 
other citizens of Washington, asking an appropriation to 
remove nuisances from the public grounds in the city. 

By Mr. HUNT: The petition of the officers and students 
of Geneva College in favor of abolishing the franking priv- 
ilege, and reducing letter postage to a uniform rate of two 
cents. 

By Mr. LUMPKIN: The memorial of William Y. Han- 
sell, William H. Underwood, and the representatives of 
Samuel Rockwell, deceased, attorneys and counsellors for 
the Cherokee nation, praying that Congress.do make provis- - 
ion, by law; for the early payment of the respective claims, 
according to the amounts awarded by the referees; whick 
award was made under the authority of the Government of 
the United States. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspar, June 27, 1848. 


. The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Committee of 
Arrangements, addressed to the Vice President and 
Senators, inviting them to attend the ceremony of 
laying the corner-stone of the Washington Monu- 
ment on the 4th of Julv next. : 

On mation of Mr. CLAYTON, it was resolved 
that the Senate do attend the same. 


Mr. DIX presented a memorial from Miss D. 
S. Dix, asking an appropriation to provide for the. 
relief and.support of the indigent insane in the sev- 
eral States of the Union. In presenting the me- 


‘morial, Mr. D. said: 


T rise, Mr. President, to present a memorial from 
Miss Dix, who is well known to the American pub- 
lic for her disinterested efforts in ameliorating the 
condition of the indigent insane. For many years 
her time, her health, and her pecuniary means 
have. been freely spent in this charitable service. 
Through her perseverence, and through the impres- 
sion produced by the information which she has 
gathered, institutions have been reared in different 
parts of the country. The wealthy have contrib- 
uted from their abundance, and States laboring 
under heavy burdens of debt have heavily taxed 
themselves for the relief of a class which, of all 
others, has the strongest claim to our sympathy 
and support. 

The memorialist. asks that a portion of the pub- 
lic lands may be appropriated for the purpose of 
affording relief and support to this unhappy class 
in.each State of the Union. Her memorial con- 
tains a mass of interesting and instructive inform- 
ation, derived. partly from public sources, and 
founded partly on her own personal observation; 
and her application is supported by reasonings 
and facts which cannot fail to make a strong im- 
pression on the mind and the feelings. 

It is due to her to say that she comes before the 
Senate with the greatest reluctance, but that she 
has yielded to a sense of duty, which has over- 
ruled all personal considerations, in behalf of the 
cause of humanity, which she pleads. 

I will read to the Senate a very few passages 
from the closing pages of the memorial. 

[Here Mr. D. read a part of the memorial.] 

I ask, Mr. President, that this memorial may 
be printed. Its object is purely public, and. its 
purpose is coextensive with the universality of the 
moral disease which it aims:to relieve. It does 
not concern one State alone, but all. And, in view 
of the importance of the subject, I also ask that it 
may be referred to a select committee, to be ap- 
pointed by the Presiding Officer of the Senate. 

The motion having been agreed to, the Chair 
named Messrs. Dix, Benton, BELL, HANNEGAN, 
and Davis, of Massachusetts. : 

On motion, five thousand extra copies of the 
memorial were ordered to be printed. 


. Mr. NILES obtained the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to introduce a bill to set apart and sell 
to Asa Whitney, of New York, a portion of the. 
public lands, to enable him to construct a railroad 
from Lake Michigan to the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. N. briefly addressed the Senate upon the 
subject, but it was impossible to hear him in the 
gallery. He alluded to the fact of the numerous 
memorials that had been presented from individ- 
uals, State Legislatures, &c., and referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, which committee 
had not as yet reported. He said, he had thought 
it due to the general expression of the country that 
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Mr. BREESE defended the Committee an the. ' 


Public Lands, on the ground of the magnitude.and 
importance of the = re and. said they were not 
prepared to report'a bill; but that a report had been 
made at some length at a prior session, and the 
committee had been waiting to prepare some plan 
which might insure success to the undertaking. 

The bill was then referred to a.gelect committee, 
to be appointed by the Chair, when the following 
gentlemen were named: Messrs. NILES, CORWIN, 
Lewis, Dix, and FeLcuH. 


Mr. BENTON obtained the unanimous. consent 
of the Senate to introduce a joint resolution in rela- 
tion to the naval pension of John McGarr; which 
was read twice and referred. _ 


The resolution submitted several weeks since b 
Mr. Josnwson,- of Maryland, calling on the Presi- 
dent for the names of such military officers as had 
been appointed by the President and not yet sub- 
mitted to the Senate, came up for consideration; 
when— i 

Mr. JOHNSON desired that it might lie over. 
He desired, at some future period, to reply to the 
remarks of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. ALLEN,] 
he, unfortunately, not being present when they 
were delivered. 

The resolution was laid over. 


The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Westcott, relative to the claim of Jones & Bo- 
“ker, was taken up, and referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. .. 


OREGON BILL. 

Mr. BRIGHT moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill to establish a Ter- 
ritorial Government in Oregon; which motion was 
agreed to; and Mr. B. alluded to the fact that he 
had at an early day moved to strike out the twelfth 
section. of the bill, with a view to avoid the dis- 
cussion which he saw was likely to ensue; but it 
not appearing likely to be the case, he had subse- 
quently withdrawn the motion. It had, however, 
been renewed by the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
BerriEn,] which had led to so much discussion. 
The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis} had 
also proposed an amendment, which involved an- 
other question of equal delicacy. Under these cir- 
cumstances, he felt it his duty to lay before the 
Senate an amendment which, though it would not 
satisfy the entire country, (far there were some 
determined not to be satisfied,) might yet restore 
peace to our distracted counsels on a subject which 
menaced the very safety of the Union. The amend- 
ment was bottomed on the Missouri compromise. 

Mr. B. then sent to the Chair the following 
amendment, which, on motion of Mr. TURNEY, 
was ordered to be printed: 


And he it further enacted, That in all the “Territories 
owned by the United States, including-Oregon, New Merxi- 
co, and Upper California, which lies north of 36° 30 north 


‘latitude, slavery and involuntary servitude, otherwise than 


in the punishment of crimes whereof the parties shall have 
been duly convicted, shall be and is hereby forever probib- 
ited: Provided, qlways, That any person escaping into the 
same whose labor or service is lawfully claimed in any State 


or Territory of the United States, such fugitive may be law- — 


fully reclaimed and conveyed to the person claiming his or 
her labor or service as aforesaid, i 
Mr. BERRIEN was not disposed to rest under 
the charge of having been the means of bringing 
about this protracted discussion. The twelfth sec- 
tion was put in the bill by the committee, and the 
Senator from Indiana, on the ground of a spirit to 
conciliate, had moved to strike it out. If he had 
persevered, the vote would have been taken silent- 
Wy, and no discussion have ensued. He (Mr. B. 
had made the same motion, in the same spirit an 
with the same feelings, and had expressed at thé 
time the hope that there might-be no debate; and, 
in manifestation of his honesty of purpose, had not 
offered a word in support of the motion, content- 
ing himself simply with demanding the yeas and 
nays. The fault, therefore, must lie at the door of 
the Senator, and not with him. He concurred en- 


tirely with the views entertained by the Senator — 


from Indiana, and felt with him that the subject 
was one that deeply menaced the safety of the 
Union. . | 

Mr. BRIGHT hoped he was not understood as 
meaning to censure the Senatar from Georgia. He 
certainly had no such intention. 

Mr. CALHOUN rose and said the slave States 
asked for nothing. They were willing to leave the 
Territories free for all to settle there, so long as 


` 


+ acquiring territory. 
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they remained Territories. The non-slaveholding 
States desired to have a mongpoly in the Territo- 
ries, to exclude slavery, and even to control the 
States after they have ceased to be Territories. 
The amendment of the Senator from Mississippi 


‘embraced the southern view of throwing open the 
- Territories to alt. 
great question calmly, without yielding any right 


He proposed to discuss this 
which the South aught to claim. He disclaimed 
party and sectional influences. He regarded this 
question as one far transcending the Presidential 
question. He would discuss the subject fairly and 
calmly. .The first question is, have the non-slave- 
holding States the power claimed by them in the 
twelfth section? Where do they get the power? 
Slave property was the only description of property 
recognized by the Constitution, and if we disturb 
this property, it is a denial that the Constitution 
intended there should be an equality between all 
the States. . If the power exists at all, and its ori- 
gin cannot be found anywhere else, it must be 
looked for in the constitutional compact. Weare 
told that this Government has an absolute control 
over the Territories. If so, he admitted that this 
embraced the power to exclude’ or admit slavery. 
But where was the power to be found? He denied 
that it was to be found .in the clause giving Con- 

ress power over the Territories, as asserted by the 
Senator from New York, (Mr. Dix.] That merely 
gave power over the land, not over the population. 
He went into a.critical examination of the language 
of the clause, and came to the conclusion that it 
conferred nothing like governmental power. He 
then referred to the clause giving Congress power 
over this District and over navy-yards and arsenals. 
If the Constitution had in the first clause given 


$ 


` governmental power over territory, why was it 


necessary to introduce another clause, giving special 
legislation over the District of Columbia, and navy- 
yards and arsenals? 

Sovereignty, so far as this District is concerned, 
remains in Maryland. She has, by her cession, 
given the power of i Som to Congress, but the 
sovereignty has not been ceded. He contended, 
therefore, that the Constitution conferred no sov- 
ereignty in the United Stutes in relation to Terri- 


tories. He relied on these general views as an- 
swering the ant Sg and precedents brought 
forward by the Senator from New York. But he 


would glance at one or two of them. 

- In reference to the first act quoted by the Sena- 
tor from New York, it could not be considered as 
a precedent, because the old Confederation was then 
in the arms of death. He went into a historical 
view of the ordinance of 1787, and of the proceed- 
ings of the Convention thereupon; also of the pro- 
ceedings of Congress and of the compromise which 
subsequently took place. The South had faithfully 
fulfilled her part of the compact. He was sorry 
that this could not be said of the people of the 
northern States, except Illinois, which, to her 
honor, had remained faithful. Individuals had or- 
ganized themselves into a power to control slave 
property in Ohio. 

Here some explanations took place, in which 
Mr. CORWIN denied that there was any law or 
corporation of individuals in Ohio which interfered 
with that kind of property.] 

Mr. C. resumed, with a declaration that no charge 
could be made against the South of any violation 
of the compact. He quoted the language of Mr. 
Jefferson in a letter to Mr. Adams, in which he 
stated that all the other agitating questions of the 
day were of little importance. They were billows 
which would pass under the ship, but the Missouri 

uestion was a breaker. [He sent the letier ad- 
reseed by Mr. Jefferson to Senator Holmes to the 
Secretary to be read.] In the face of such senti- 
ments, the name of Jefferson is used as a basis on 
which to build up an opposite policy. Having dis- 
posed of all the precedents which had been brought 
forward, he would now come to the question, Has 

Congress power over the Territories? 

. He admitted that Congress has power. Whence 
was it acquired? It appertains to the power: of 
It is involved in, embraced 
pore of acquisition. That we have the 
right of acquiring territory, he admitted. It be- 
longed to the war power. If any Senator differed 
with him as to the origin of the power, it is of no 
consequence. But itis the sole power in the Ter- 
ritories. It is not an absolute power. It does not 
follow that because absolute power is exclusive 
power, therefore exclusive power is absolute power. 


in, the 


The power of Congress is not absolute in the Ter- 


ritories. It is limited. We are trustees to admin- 


ister the benefits of government to the Territories. 
All trust powers are limited by the nature and 
object of the trust. To whom does the property 
belong? To the United States. Who are the 
United States? The States in their sovereign and 
independent character. There is no right in the 
Government of the United States to makea dis- 
crimination between the citizens of one State and 
those of another. . | 

It had been said that the Territories had the 
right to control the question. He denied that Ter- 
ritories had any more possession of absolute power 
over the subject than Congress had. If neither 
Congress nor the Territories have the power to ex- 
clude slavery, what power has? It has been said, 
the laws of nations. He went into a close investi- 
gation of this point in the argument, in order to 
prove that it was not a sustainable one. 

He had thus shown that the non-slaveholding 
States had no power to exclude the southern States 
from going with their property into the Territories. 
But even if they had the power, could they right- 
fully and justly exercise it? He put the question 
to the northern Senators, Can you justly, right- 
fully, intermeddle with the subject? Can you ex- 
clude the southern States, which are equally part- 
ners with you in this great political compact, from 
passing into the Territories? He alluded to the 


fundamental sources from which the rights of the | 


southern States were derived—the purchase of 
Louisiana, of the Floridas, and of the discoveries 
of Captain Gray, and of Lewis and Clarke. They 
were all paid for out of acommon fund. In private 
life any attempt to defraud a partner would be met 
by proper execration. And would not the same 
rule apply to the States? Did not the same rule 
which is good for thirty be equally good for thirty 
millions? 

These questions go to the heart, not to the head; 
and if they are decided wrong, they are a proof of 
malformation, of the existence of prejudices too 
deep to be removed. He asked the Senators from 
the North to come forward and show their regard 
to the South by voting for the amendment of the 
Senator from Mississippi, and thus admit the 
South to a participation in the benefits of the com- 
mon fund. If the northern Senators refuse this, 
they have wofully degenerated. The ques.ion was 
capable of settlement, and, although the Presiden- 
tial question was now agitating the public mind, 
he did not see that this should prevent it. This 
is, in fact, the very time to settle it, as all must 
now feel that there is a power overriding every 
other question, which will make itself felt. The 
only way to settle the question is to leave it to the 
country. It wasa great mistake to suppose that 
the white laborer was disgraced in the South by 
associating with slave labor. There were but two 
kinds of labor in the South which were regarded 
as disgraceful—that of a body servant, or a domes- 
tic servant. ‘To neither of these would a southern 
white man stoop; and he hoped the time would 
never come when the white man of the South 
would brush a coat or clean a pair of boots. The 
labor of every white man in every other respect 
was highly appreciated. 

He feared that a perseverance in wrong would 
entirely alienate the South. He commented on 
the phrase, “all men are born free and equal.” 


He considered that there had never been a propo-. 


sition of such dangerous import, or which had been 
so misunderstood, or been productive of so much 
evil. Men are not born—infants are born. Infants 
are not born free and equal; they are subject to 
their parents. He denied that there was any such 
phrase in the Declaration of Independence, although 
there was something like it. ** All men are created 
equal.” Men are not created; there were but two 
created, one man and one woman; and the woman 
was inferior to the man. Locke and Sidney gave 
the idea ‘“‘ all men are free in a state of nature.” 
This he considered as a hypothetical truism. He 
denied that man ought to be regarded in any other 
than a political character. That, surely, could 
not be natural which is repugnant to our feelings. 
There are rights which belong to man, and which 
may be called natural, and these, when they come 
in conflict with political rights, assume the ascend- 
ency. Civil rights he regarded as the highest 
order of rights. What we call liberty isa different 
thing in different states of society. It is necessary 


to invest government with an extraordinary amount 


of power for its own preservation. Instead of every 

man having aright to equal liberty, nothing can 
be more unequal than the quantum of liberty 
assigned to every individual. He regarded the 
axiom that all men are free and equal, as producing 
disastrous effects abroad at this moment, and as 
likely to plunge Europe in a state of hopeless an- 
archy, which would terminate in military despo- 


tism, 

Mr. BERRIEN regarded the points made b 
the Senator from South Carolina as of so muc 
importance as to require some consideration. He 
therefore moved that by common consent the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill should be postponed 
until to-morrow. ; 

Mr. HALE made an effort to convict the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina of an error as to the votes 
by which the Missouri compromise had been forced 
on the country, but it was suggested that he had 
taken up the wrong question for his illustration. 

The further consideration of the bill was then 
postponed till to-morrow. 


THE POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for the Post Office Department for 
the year ending 30th June, 1849. 

The bill having been amended on motion of Mr. 
BERRIEN— . 

Mr. BADGER moved further to amend it by 
adding the joint resolution which had passed the . 
Senate in rélation to restoring the great southern 
mail to its legitimate route, via Aquia Creek and 
Fredericksburg. 

On this motion a long debate ensued, when the 
question was taken by yeas and nays, and decided 
in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messers. Badger, Berrien, Clarke, Clayton, Cor- 
win, Davis of Massachusetts, Greene, Houston, Johnson of 
Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Miller, Rusk, Spruance, 
and Underwood—l4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Benton, Bor- 
land, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cameron, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Downs, Felch, Foote, Hamlin, 
Hannegan, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Niles, Phelps, Stur- 
geon, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—27. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill was subsequently read a third time, by 
unanimous consent, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of Executive business, and, 
after a short time, the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, June 28, 1848. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, asked the 
general consent to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House the amount of extra 
compensation paid to Lewis Cass, over and above his regular 
and fixed salary, whilst in the service of the United States. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected, unless the 
resolution was so modified as to include also all 
moneys paid General Taylor since his entrance 
into the service of the Government. 

Mr. STEWART said the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee could move to amend the resolution. 

Mr. JONES declined to move to amend the res- 
olution. 

Mr. STEWART said that, for the sake of pleas- © 
ing gentlemen, he would accept the amendment, so 
as to call ‘‘ for all the extra pay allowed General 
Taylor since his entrance into the service of the 
United States.” 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, wanted the resolu- 
tion so modified as to call for a statement of all. 
money paid General Taylor since he entered the 
service of the Government. : : 

Much confusion here prevailed. : 

Mr. STEWART modified his resolution by 
adding to it the following: 

And also the amount of extra compensation paid to 
Zachary Taylor, ovér and above his réguler and fixed salary 
whilst in the service of the United States; and the said 
statement shall include also the whole amount of money 
paid to each. 

Mr. SIMS objected to the reception of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. STEWART gave notice that he would re- 
new his motion on Monday; and, if objection 
were then made, he would move a suspension of 
the rules for the purpose of obtaining an opportu- 
nity to offer the resolution. 


1848. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said he had pre- 
pared a resolution, to which he hoped no objection 
would be interposed. It was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to cause to be 
furnished to this House a statement of all the moneys re- 
spectively received from the treasury by General Lewis 
Cass and General Zachary Taylor, for regular and extra ser- 
vices, from their first entrance into the public service to the 
present time, designating the service for whieh each sum 
was paid. ? 

Mr. WICK suggested to Mr. Jones to include 
all moneys paid Mr. Van Buren. 

Mr. STEPHENS requested Mr. Jongs to mod- 
ify his resolution by adding the words, ‘ desig- 
nating extra from regular pay.” __ 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Ohio, objecting, the resolu- 
tion was not received. 

On motion of Mr. STANTON, it was . 


Resolved, That-the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a collection 
district in that part of Tennessee which borders on the Mis- 
sissippi river, with a port of entry at Memphis, and to report 
by bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. MEADE, it was 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General communicate to 
thia House, at as early a day as practicable, a statement 
showing the expenditures and receipts on account of the 
mail, in each State und Territory of this Union, for the last 
ten years, including the present fiscal year. 


Mr. McILVAINE asked leave to offer a reso- 
lution directing the Committee on Printing to in- 
guire into the expediency of printing ten thousand 
copies extra of the report accompanying the bill 
to organize an Indian Territory west of the Mis- 
sissippi river. Objected to. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved that the resolution of the 
Senate authorizing and directing the renewal of 
the contract for carrying the southern mail be taken 


up. 
_ Mr. HUNT called for the order of business. 


THE NATIONAL FINANCES. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
report made by Mr. Stroum on the 31st of May 
Jast, from the Committee on Public Expenditures, 
' on the annual report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
uy, on the finances. 

he question being on the amendment moved 
by Mr. Coss, of Georgia, to the last resolution 
Yeported by the committee, instructing the Com- 
mittee on Printing to ‘inquire into the expediency 
‘ of printing ten thousand copies extra of the report 
€ of the Committee on Public Expenditures on the 
* report of the Secretary of the Treasury,” by 
adding the following: ‘And also ten thousand 
‘copies of the views or report of the minority of 
‘said committee upon the same subject, to be 
‘printed with the report of the majority;” upon 
which amendment the previous question was moved 
yesterday— . 

The House refused to second the demand for 
the previous question: Ayes 75, noes 86. 

The question was then stated on agreeing to the 
amendment moved by Mr. Coss, of Georgia; and 
being put, the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved the 
following, to come in after the first resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Expenditures be 
instructed to make a thorough examination into the condi- 
tion of the Treasury Department, and especially in relation 
to the treasury notes and loans under the acts of July 22d, 
1846, and January 28th, 1847, and that said committee have 
leave to send for persons and papers, and to employ a clerk 
at the usual compensation. 

Mr. R. moved the previous question. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, submitted the point of 
order that the resolution was not germane to any 
of the resolutions reported by the committee, and 
therefore could not be received as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER decided that it was germane to 
the report of the committee, for that was upon the 
state of the Treasury Department, and it would 
be in order if no resolutions had been reported. 

Mr. COBB insisted that the resolutions alone 
had been reported for the action of the'House; that 
the prenoun question, if sustained, would bring 
the House to a direct vote upon the resolutions, 
and that ng proposition to amend which was not 

ermane to the resolutions was in order. 
, The SPEAKER adhered to his decision, and 
overruled the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, suggested 
that the friends of the Secretary should make no 
opposition to this measure. They need feel no 
apprehensions at an investigation being made. 

he SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
debate was not in order, the previous question hav- 
ing been moved. 


to 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia, (in his seat, in reply 
at- 


Mr. Houmas.) We feel no apprehensions w 
éver. 
The previous question was then seconded, and, 
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The bill was then read, and the question recurred 
on the engrossment for a third reading. 


Mr. VINTON said he believed that the bill pro- 
posed to increase the salary of the judge of the 


under the operation thereof, Mr. RocrweLL’s res- || western district of Virginia from $1,600 to $2,500. 


olution was agreed to—yeas 137, nays 37. 
The resolutions reported by the committee, as 
thus amended, were then agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms is hereby authorized 
to pay to C. W. Deane, administrator of the estate of A. Yell, 
deceased, the amount of per diein and mileage which shall, 
upon examination, be found to have been due said Yell asa 
member of the 29th Congress. 


Mr. G. W. JONES, at a subsequent part of the 
day, moved a reconsideration of the vote by which 
this resolution was passed. He explained that the 
resolution proposed to pay the balance of the per 
diem and mileage of the late Archibald Yell to his 
administrator, directing the Sergeant-at-Arms of 
this House to pay the same. Now, the money in 
the hands of the Sergeant-at-Arms was placed 
there under an appropriation to pay the members 
of the 30th Congress, whereas the late Mr. Yell 
was a member of the 29th Congress. He would 
therefore suggest a doubt whether the Sergeant-at- 
Arms could divert an appropriation in his hands 
for other purposes than, those for which the ap- 
propriation was made. Having made this expla- 
nation, he withdrew the motion to reconsider, and 
suggested to the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. 
Jounson] that he should endeavor to get the pay- 
ment from the contingent fund. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, asked the House 
to permit the resolution to be so modified as to di- 
rect the payment from the contingent fund. 

The modification was made by general consent. 

Mr. CABELL called up the motion made by 
Mr. Waite to reconsider the vote bY which was 
passed the resolution to close the debate in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
Monday next on the bill making appropriations 
for civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1849, with a 
view of offering a resolution to close the debate to- 
morrow (Thursday) at two o’clock. 

Mr. C. remarked that everything was in order in 
this discussion, except the merits of the bill itself, 
and under the five minutes rule the debate would 
be confined to the amendments and to the bill. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider on the table. Agreed to. 

Mr. TALLMADGE asked the House to take. 
up the bill to incorporate the Washington Gas- 
Light Company, which was reported on Friday 
last from the Committee of the Whole, with an 
amendment. Unless it were now done, (Mr. T. 
said,) great inconvenience would be sustained, 
inasmuch as the company’s operations would ex- 

ire in the course of two or three days. . 

The bill was then taken up, and the amendment 
was read as follows: 

Sec. —. Be it further enacted, That nothing in this act 
contained shall be construed to authorize the said Washing- 
ton Gas-Light Company to make, issue, or putin circnlation 
any bill, draft, check, order, promissory note, change-ticket, 
or anything else promising or ugreeing to pay money, in- 
tended to circulate as money, or the tendency of which shall 
be to circulate as money or currency; and the violation of 
any one of the provisions of this section shall be a forfeiture 
of the charter herein granted, and a fine of fifty dollars against 
each of the directors voting for the same. ‘ 

Src. —. And be it further enacted, That each of the stock- 
holders in the Washington Gas-Light Company shall be held 
liable in his or her individual capacity for all the debts and 
liabilities before the court or tribunal having jurisdiction of 
the case. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said the design of 
the amendment was to prevent the company exer- 
cising banking powers, and to make each individ- 
ual stockholder liable for ts obligations. It was 
an amendment which he believed wauld be satis- 
factory to the company. 

Mr. HENLEY explained that the bill had been 
modified, and that it now contained such a pro- 
vision as that to which the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee referred. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill 
ordered to'be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was read a third time and 
passed. 


On motion of Mr. MEADE, 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union be discharged from the consideration of 
the bill-of the House to change the times for holding the dis- 
trict courts of the United States in the western district of 
Virginia, and for other purposes, und that the same be put 
upon its passage. i 


| 
| 
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|| He moved, therefore, to reduce that sum to $1,600. 


That was the salary paid to the judge of Ohio who 
transacted the business of a population of two mil- 
lions of people; and, in short, there was no judge 
in any of the States west of the mountains—Indi- 
ana, Illinois, or Missouri—whose salary exceeded 
$1,600, and he could not see why the judge of the 
weatern district of Virginia should receive more 
than a judge of Ohio who presided over two mil- 
lions of people. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said they had but 
one judge in Tennessee, and he held his courts at 
three different places, receiving a salary of $1,500 
a year. He moved to strike out the third section 
of this bill, or that which proposed the payment of 
a salary of $2,500. ` 

Mr. MEADE hoped the House would indulge 
him in a few remarks, and he thought he could 
prove the justice of this provision. The judge of 
the western district of Virginia in the course of 
a year travelled two thousand two hundred and 
eighty miles on horseback, over a rough country, 
and his salary was ‘$1,800 in 1819, when he had 
but six courts to hold and one thousand miles to 
travel. His duties, too, had increased since that 
time, from time to time, until now he has eleven 
courts, and is employed six months of every year 


‘in discharging his duties of a judge. In addition, 


too, he pays his own expenses, for he has no mile- 
age allowed him. Of those expenses the present 
judge had kept an accurate account, and he found | 
that they amounted to $400 per annum, reducing 
his salary to $1,200, for doing more business than 
was done in any other district court of the United 
States. The criminal docket of two courts con- 
‘tains from eighty to one hundred cases per an- 
num. Now, he submitted to the House if the sum 
of $1,200 was sufficient for a judge who held eleven 
courts a year, who was employed six months out 
of twelve in holding them, and who travelled two 
thousand two hundred and eighty miles on horse- 
back, in travelling from one court to another. The 
judge of this district had appeared before a com- 
mittee of the House and stated the nature of the 
duties he had to perform, and the committee unani- 
mously recommended this increase of his salary. 

Mr. HALL, of New York, interposed to say, 
that he was a member of the committee referred 
to, and he was opposed to the increase of the sal- 
ary of this judge. 

Mr. MEADE said, probably the gentleman was 
not present at the time the vote wag taken, and 
therefore he could not know what that gentleman’s 
opinions were. But at the time the bill was passed 
upon in committee he heard no objection to it. 

Mr. ASHMUN thought the gentleman. from 
Virginia [Mr. Meane] was perfectly correct. The 
action of the committee was unanimous. He was 
present himself, and he thought the gentleman 
from New York was not present when the final 
action was taken. He begged further to say, that 
the committee examined the case accurately and 
thoroughly, and, as far as he understood, they 
were unanimously in favor of increasing this sal- 


ary. 

Mr. MEADE did not believe there were thirty 
votes here to be found that would be against it if 
they were acquainted with all the circumstances of 
the case. He then reiterated the distance the judge 
had to travel, the salary he received, and the amount 
of business he had to transact; and then called the 
attention of the House to the fact, that a judge who 
resided in the city of Boston received $2,500, who - 
had no travel at all. He enumerated a libt of other 
judges who received $2,000, $2,500, $1,800, and 
even $3,000, some of whom had but a few hundred 
miles to travel by steamboat. He was also under- 
stood to say that there was another district judge 
in Virginia who received $1,800, who held but two 
courts a year, and travelled 150 miles by steam- 
boat. That judge had not more than one-tenth. 
part of the labor performed by the judge of the 
western district of Virginia. If gentlemen would 
take the trouble to inquire into the circumstances 
of this case, they would find that this was one of 
the most important Federal districts, and one of the 
mostarduous. It was the most difficult to travel over, 
and he ventured further to say» that no judge could 
hereafter be got to perform duties of that dis- 
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trict unless the salary should be increased. The |j hold eleven courts. Now, everybody knew that 


present judge had been induced to accept the judge- 
ship, because he was assured by the judze who 
preceded him—Judge Pennybacker, who left the 
district to take a seat in the United States Senate— 
that he would introduce a bill to increase the sala- 
ry; and ifit were not done, Judge Brockenbrough 
must resign his office from sheer necessity, and no. 
man who was fit to discharge the duties would ac- 
cept the salary. He hoped the House would allow 
thrs biil to pass. 

Mr. VINTON begged permission to make a 
Slight correction of the remarks he made a few 
minutes ago in.relation to the remuneration of the 
judges of Ohio and of the western States. They 
received but $1,500, ‘and not $1,600, and for per- 
forming the duties of ‘em entire State; whereas, in 
Virginia, there were two district judges, each re- 
ceiving a large salary, He knew that in Virginia 
the expenses of the judges were not extravagant. 
The people in the western district were a simple 

eople; their modes of living were not expensive. 
The gentleman from Virginia said the judges trav- 
elled round their districts, but that, he supposed, was 
a matter for their own convenience. The judge of 
Ohio held his court at but one place, and the people 
engaged in litigation in the courts of the United 
States were required to go to theseat of government 
of that State. It might bea matter of convenience to 
the people of Virginia that the judge should travel 
round, but it was ‘no reason why this Government 
should pay more to a judge in western Virginia 
than to the one who held his court at Columbus, 
Ohio. 

Mr. MEADE inquired how many days that 
, judge sat? 


i 
| 
| 


it was not the habit of the district judges of the 
United States in other States to hold anything like 
that number of courts; and he therefore took it for 
granted that this must happen under a peculiar 
law, which required that large number of courts to 
be holden every year; and these laws, he further 
supposed, were passed at the request of the people 
of that judicial district. It came, then, to this: 
that the people in the western ‘district of Virginia 
had got eleven courts to be held among them in 
one year, for their own accommodation; and being 
thus better accommodated than their neighbors 
elsewhere, they wanted their judge to be a little 
better paid. In Illinois, there had been, until the 
present season, but one district court held in the 
year. ‘There were now to be two. Could it be 


| that the western district of Virginia furnished more 


' 
| 


| 
| 


Mr. VINTON said he could not tell, but he saw |! 


from the roll of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, that there was three times as much busi- 
‘ness there from the State of Ohio in the last few 
‘years, as from all the State of Virginia. He had 
no objection to the judge of the western district of 
Virginia receiving $2,500 a year, but he was for 
even-handed justice, and he should ask that the 
salary of the judge of Ohio should be increased 


also. 

Mr. GOGGIN thought that what the gentleman 
from Ohio had said was conclusive evidence that 
the judge of Ohio got more than he was entitled 
to, but it was not evidence that the judges of Vir- 
ginia got enough. 

Mr. VINTON said, the judge of Ohio was for- 
merly a member of this House; and he had seen 

entlemen from Virginia here who were not more 
intelligent than he 1s. 

Mr. GOGGIN had no doubt there were gentle- 
men here from Ohio, near the line of the State of 
Virginia, who were, perhaps, not as intelligent as 
that judge. He had no intention to reflect an tha 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinron.] He had 
only risen to say, that this Government should 
give salaries commensurate with the duties and the 
position of its officers. If not, they would drive 
menof talent to the State courts, and they would 
not be able to get a man of even moderate abili- 
ties to preside in the Federal courts. He bestowed 
a flattering eulogy on Judge Brockenbrough, and 
called upon the Flouse to reject the motion to strike 


out. 
Mr. DICKEY moved the previous question, and- 


there was a second. 

The motion to strike out the third section was 
agreed to, hy yeas and nays; the vote being—yeas 
117, nays 40. j 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed fora 
‘third reading. 

‘Mr. MEADE moved to reconsider the vote: or- 
‘dering the engrossment of the bill, with a view to 
‘move its recommitment to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, with instructions so to amend the bill 
as to fix the salary of the judge at two thousand 
‘dollars. 

Mr. MEADE again stated the large amount of 
Jabor to be performed by the judge, the extent of 
‘country over which he had to travel, the number 
‘to of the population, the number of courts he had 
‘hold, and. the very great amount of travel he had 
‘to perform ‘on ‘horseback, &c.; and expressed an 
‘earnest ‘hope that the ‘motion to reconsider would 
prevail. 

‘Mr. LINCOLN said, he felt unwilling to be 
either ‘unjust or ungenerous, and he wanted to un- 
derstand the real case of this judicial officer. The 
adoman from Virginia had stated that he had to 


business for a judge than the whole State of Illi- 
nois? 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL advocated the motion 
to reconsider at some length and with much ear- 
nestness. He referred to the law of Virginia, 
which imposed an immense amount of business 
on the judge-of the western district of Virginia. 
Mr. I. had travelled through a number of the 
States the last season; but in his whole journey 
he encountered no such roads as those over which 
this unfortunate gentleman was destined to travel 
280 miles every year. He held eleven courts, and 
received but $1,600, a sum greatly reduced, too, 
by his travelling expenses, for he was allowed no 
mileage. It was said that this was attributed to 
the law. Ifthe law was wrong, correct it; but as 
Jong as the law remained which exacted this enor- 
mous amount of service, let the compensation be 
in some fair proportion to the labor rendered. It 
was said that in all Illinois there had been but one 
district court held in a year. If a similar rule 
should be enforced in Western Virginia, it would 
amount to a delay, and almost to a denial, of jus- 
tice. The people might break their necks in try- 
ing to get to the court, and after all fail. Our aly 
sovereign, under the people, was the law: and the 
ministers of the law were justly entitled to an 
adequate compensation in proportion to the ser- 
vices discharged. In England, not only did judges 
receive a liberal allowance while they continued 
in office, but when, owing to length of service and 
the infirmities of age, they were obliged to retire, 
the law provided for them an ample honorary 
ension during ‘the residue of their days. The 
duties of this bench were sufficient to break down 
a constitution of iron. As an instance of this, he 
referred to the case of Judge Kennedy, of Penn- 
sylvania, who, when he entered on judicial duty, 
was, as he said, ‘“able to handle any man in 
Pennsylvania;”’ but the course of his duties on 
the bench ultimately proustrated his large and pow- 
erful frame, and brought him to a premature 
grave. He referred to the salaries allowed in his 
own State and some others, and warmly pressed 
an increase of the allowance for the bench of 
Western Virginia. 

A statement was now sent to the clerk’s table 
to be read, exhibiting the comparative amount of 
travel, courts held, and distance travelled by all 
the district judges of the United States. 

Mr. VINTON did not know how correct that 
table might be as to the amount of travel; but he 
knew, that so far as Ohio was concerned, it was 
incorrect. A judge residing in-Steubenville, and 
‘required to hold his court in Columbus, was ‘set 
down as having no travel to perform. How he 
got from the one city to the other without travel- 
ing, Mr. V.-did not pretend to understand. He 


i was satisfied there were many of our judges who 


did not receive as much as in justice they ‘ought to 
have; but Mr. V. wasin favor of a genéral revis- 
ion and due apportionment of salary, according to 
the service respectively rendered. 

` He moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. The motion prevailed; and the 
bill was then read a third time and passed. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 
The House then, on motion of Mr. VINTON, 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole.on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Roor, of Ohio, in the 
chair,) and proceeded to consider the bill making 


‘appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expen- 


ses of Government for the year ending June 30, 


1849. 
‘Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, addressed 


tina, or for the people of Charleston. 


the committee during his hour, basing his remarks 
upon the memorial of the citizens of Charleston 
for an appropriation of $100,000 for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a custom-house in that 
city, and (notwithstanding the favorable report of 
the engineer in charge) the hoatility of the Presi- 
dent thereto, which he ascribed to the general hos- 
tility of the Executive to the State of South Caro- 
lina on- account of Mr. Calhoun’s thwarting his 
efforts on the Oregon question, and saving us from 
a war with England. He related some interesting’ 
facts connected with Mr. Calhoun’s course in op- 
position to 540 40', and ascribed to him the eredit 
of having turned back the current of public opin- 
ion, lashed into fury by the President’s extreme 
claim to that territory, and having preserved peace. 
He touched incidentally upon the Mexican war, 
and expressed the opinion that it was got into and 
peers by the rashness of the President. 

hile we were in the war, he had never disputed 
about its propriety, necessity, and expediency, 
but had reserved this expression of his opinion 
until we were out of it. in closing, he paid an 
eloquent tribute to General Taylor, in his military, 
civil, and social character, and proclaimed his in- _ 
tention to support him for the Presidency. 

Mr. SIMS replied with much warmth, and vin- 
dicated the Secretary of the Treasury against the 
charges made in relation to a custom-house at 
Charleston, and the Executive against an imputa- 
tion of partiality to one State above another. 

[These speeches will appear in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. WOODWARD said, he did not rise for the 
purpose of entering into this debate, but to make 
some explanation personal to himself. Having 
voted with his colleague [Mr. Sims] on the propo- 
sition to increase the appropriation for the repair 
of Fort Moultrie, he could not avoid taking to 
himself the censure pronounced by.-his colleague 
[Mr. HoLmes] against his colleague aoa, 

Mr. W. said the department had indicated the 
sum necessary for the work, and the proper com- 
mittee had, upon consideration, recommended that 
sum as sufficient. He thought proper, to'be. gov- 
erned by the recommendation of those in whose 
charge the law had placed such matters. He had 
no other reliable source of information. It would: 
not be safe, as a rule of conduct here, to look to any 
less responsible source. True, his colleague, [Mr. 
Hormes,] a little before the vote was taken, had 
informed him that some engineer had reported an 
additional sum to be requisite; and although he 
(Mr. W.) felt all becoming respect for the opin- 
ions of his colleague, [Mr. Hoxtmes,] and those of 
any engineer he might recommend as worthy of 
confidence, he yet concluded it would be a more 
warrantable course to look to the department and 
the committee for information, though he con-. 
fessed his mind did somewhat hesitate. 

But there was a great mistake in supposing thése 
appropriations were for the State of South Caro- 
They were 
for the public works of the Government. Charles- 
ton is not the proprietor of Fort Moultrie, or of 
the custom-house in that city. The United States 
have a fort near Charleston, and a custom-house 
in Charleston; but appropriations for these struc- 
tures are not, therefore, to be called appropriations ~ 
for South Carolina, These worksare the property 
of this Government, and within its jurisdiction. 

He made these remarks, because the language 
of the debate was calculated to produce the im- 
pression on the public that Congress had been © 
making an appropriation for the benefit. of South 
Carolina. His State had never received any of the 
bounties of this Government, and desired none. 

If his colleague [Mr..H.] had intended to con- 
vey the idea that his State wag likely to be influ- 
enced in-her course in the Presidential election; by 
the hope of receiving bounties from this Govern- 
ment, tn any shape or form, directly or indirectly, 
he took the liberty of saying that:gross. injustice 
had been done the character of the Siate. He 
(Mr. W.) felt bound to repudiate the idea that an 
such hopes would operate upon the State of Sout 
Carolina. ‘Indeed, he did not hesitate to say that, 
other things being equal, the candidate from whom 
she had most to hope in this respect, would be 
least apt to get her vote. «She is opposed to inter- 
nal improvements. 

He did not mean:to intimate that there was any- 
thing to choose between parties on this subject. 
If he might judge from the votes of members.on 
a late bill, vetoed twice by the President; and:after- 
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wards reaffirmed in its principle by a vote of two- 
thirds and twenty over, there was little to hope 
from either party on this subject. But he repeated 
what he said in a speech two years ago: if we 
must choose between schemes, he would prefer the 
general to the partial system. 
- But he apprehended the Government would 
“have little money to bestow the next twenty- 
years. Whichever party came into power, there 
would be little else for the Government to do but 
raise money, and little for the people to do but pay 
taxes. He doubted whether import duties would 
prove equal to the discharge of the public debt, at 
all, without other resources. 
If a proper occasion should offer, he should un- 
' dertake to show that it will require the greatest 
fiscal and financial skill, supported by rigid econo- 
my and judicious retrenchment, to discharge the 
public debt in-twenty-five years; even supposing, 


what is hardly supposable, that during that long. 


period, no further debt will be contracted. — . 
Mr. POLLOCK next obtained thé floor, but 
gave way tO a motion to rise, and the committee 
rose and reported progress. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to submit the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Patents be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and required to send for persons and 
papers, and to thoroughly investigate the charges as pre- 
ferred hy H. S. Thistle against the Commissioner of Patents, 
for granting letters patent to Thornton Grimsley for an ini- 
provement in the manufacture of dragoon saddles, when at 
the saine time (as alleged by said Thistle) an application for 
the same invention for letters patent had been pending in the 
Patent Office some several months prior to and at the time 
of said Grimsley’s application, and for which letters patent 
were issued to said Grimsley without due notice being 
given to said Thistle, as required hy law in such cases; and 
that said committee report the result of such investigation 
to this House, at the earliest day practicable. 


Objections were made; and, on motion, 
The House adjourned. l 


IN SENATE. 
WeEpNEsDAY, June 28, 1848. 


- Mr. MASON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of George Poindexter; 
which was read a first time. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill to revive an act authori- 

“zing certain soldiers in the late war with Great 
Britain to surrender bounty lands drawn by them, 
and to locate others in lieu thereof. 

On motion of Mr. B., this bill was considered 
in Committee of the Whole and passed. 

Mr. JOHNSON; of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported the following House 
bills without amendment: An act for the relief of 
Jonathan Slyter, and for the relief of William 
Parker. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made an adverse report on the memorial of Isaac 
Davenport. 

On motion of Mr. BREESE, the Senate pro- 

_ceeded to consider the bill for the relief of such 
ersons as may have incurred disabilities in the 
Post Office Department, under the twenty-eighth 
section of the act for the better organization of the 
Post Office Department, approved July, 1836. 

At the suggestion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Mary- 
land, Mr. BREESE submitted an amendment re- 
quiring the Postmaster General to report all cases 
in which relief was granted, to Congresa; and the 
amendment being agreed to, the bill was read a 
third time and passed. 

‘On motion of Mr. BORLAND, the bill for the 
relief of Jonathan Fitzwalter was taken up, con- 
sidered, and passed. m 

The joint resolution from the House in relation 
to-ą naval pension to John McGarr, was read a 
third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, the bill to authorize 
the President to increase the naval establishment 
of the United States was taken up, and made the 
special order for ‘Thursday, the 6th of July next. 


OREGON BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill to establish á Territorial Government in 
Oregon, the question being on the amendment sub- 
mitted Ly Mr. Davis, of Mississippi. - 


Mr. BERRIEN said he had ever carefully ab- 


stained from this discussion. He had opposed 
every accession of territory which could bring the 


subject before Congress. He had ever been anxious 
to urge on all the propriety of letting the South alone, 
and leaving it to enjoy its domestic institutions with- 
out interruption. But reluctant as he was to go into 
the discussion, it was forced on him, and he would 
meet it. 
slavery in the Territory of Oregon, not in ditect 
terms, but in its effect. It was precisely the same 
as extending to Oregon the ordinance of 1787, or 
declaring, in fact, that ‘slavery should be prohibited 
in that Territory. He denied the power of Con- 
gress to do this, and to an argument on that point 
he addressed himself. 

He denied the existence of this power in Con- 
gress, and even if it existed, he asked if it was 
prudent or wise to carry it out? He replied to the 
argument of the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
Dix,] founded on the derivation of the power from 
the clause in the Constitution which gives to Con- 
gress power over the Territories of the Union. He 
contended that the view of this question taken by 
the Senator from South Carolina was unanswer- 
able, and that the references made by the Senator 
from New York to cotemporaneous authority and 
other decisions, proved that he himself felt the 
weakness of his position. The language quoted 
by the Senator from the 38th and 43d chapters of 
the Federalist, written by Mr. Madison, he re- 
garded as having been entirely misunderstood or 
misapplied in reference to this question. But the 
Senator from New York looked principally to 
legislative precedents and judicial decisions to sus- 
tain him, and he, (Mr. B..) from the same author- 
ities, had come toa directly antagonist conclusion. 
He insisted that there was nothing in the ordinance 
of 1787 to affect in any way the question of the 
power of Congress to inhibit slavery in the Terri- 
tories. Virginia was the uncontested proprietor 
of the sovereignty and the soil of the Northwestern 
Territory, and had the power to abolish slavery 
in the Territory while it remained in her posses- 
sion. When she made the cession of the territory 
to the United States, she transferred all her pow- 
ers of sovereignty; and when Congress afterwards 
recognized the ordinance of 1787 and its validity, 
it affirmed no such power as had been assigned to 
it by the Senator from New York, but merely 
adapted that ordinance to the new form which the 
government of the Territory had assumed. By 
carrying out the ordinance to the new States formed 
out of that territory, it merely carried out the ori- 
ginal understanding of the framers of the clause 
concerning territory in the Constitution. “He re- 
garded the authority of these legislative precedents 
vanished as the mist of the morning. 

As to the judicial decisions, startled as he con- 
fessed himself to have been, by the great stress laid 
on them when introduced, he was entirely relieved 
on investigating the facts. The case of: McCul- 
loch vs. the State of Maryland had no bearing on 
the question. That of the Cherokee Indians vs. 
the State of Georgia was still more alien. In all 
the judicial decisions quoted by the Senator from 
New York, the principles for which he (Mr. B.) 
contended, were sustained, viz: that the United 
States had power to dispose of the soil, but not the 
people of the Territories. They fell short entirely 
of establishing the positions laid down by the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

There are three opinions prevalent on the sub- 
ject of Territories: | 
`~ Ist. That Congress has power over the Territo- 
ries to regulate all matters therein. i 

2d. That this power is in the Territorial Legis- 
lature. 

‘3d. That it belongs to neither Congress nor the 
Territorial Legislature, but to the people of the 
Territory until they reach a definite number. 

To the first he replied that # was not so‘designed. 
To the second, that it involved an absurdity, be- 
‘cause it denied any power to the source from which 
the Territorial Legislature derived all its own 
power. It was the third which ‘he desired, in the 
name of his constituents, to present to the consid- 
eration of the Senate. Congress unquestionably 
had the power to organize a Territorial Govern- 
ment, but it isa power subject to limitation. It is 
not derived from any express grant, and must be 
exercised in reference to the common rights of tHe 
people of the Territory. Derived from the Con- 
stitution; and not by specified grant for a particular 
purpose, it must be limited. He referred to the 
rule laid down by Vattel as to the rights of corpo- 


The twelfth section of the bill prohibits. 


| 


principle‘which applies to the common property of 
a se ara was applicable to the Government; 
the United States being a great corporation, and 
the people of the United States the members, white 
the soil of the United States is the common prop- 
erty in which every citizen has a right to an equal 
participancy. 

Entertaining this view, he denied the power of 
Congress to prohibit any citizen from taking any ` 
portion of his:property into any of the States. No 
citizen could be prevented from taking his prop- 
erty into any State. There. is no power in the 
Government to enforce any such prohibition, ner 
in the State governments to prevent any citizen of 
another State from bringing his property with 
him. The only ground on which the opponents 
of this doctrine can make a stand, is that taken by 
the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Nives,} that a 
slave is not property. In answer to this, he con- 
tended that the slave was as perfectly the property 
of his owner, as is any other kind of property he 
possesses. It is, to be sure,'‘a qualified right of 
property which he holds, because he is restrained . 
from destroying or injuring this property. If a 
master is entitled to the labor of an apprentice, 
surely the owner of a slave has at least as good a 
title to the labor of. his slave. If an apprentice 
runs away, he can be taken, or his master ma 
carry him with him into any other State; but this 
will not apply to the slave and his owner, accord- 
ing to the construction of many. : 

he property of the master in his slave is recog- 
nized by the Constitution, and cannot be destroyed 
by the action of any State. To show this, he 
quoted from the Constitution. The proprietary 
right of the owner in his slave is not only recog- 
nized in the slave States, but even in those States 
the laws of which inhibit slavery. To the argu- 
ment of the -Senator from Connecticut, that no ° 
master could retain his slave after the latter had set 
his foot on board a vessel—when under the protec- 
tion of the stars and Stripes, he became free—Mr. 
B. opposed the existence of the law tp regulate the 
transportation of slaves. He regretted that the 
eagerness of those who opposed slavery led them 
into so many errors of fact and argument. 
_ Mr. B. then proceeded to ask, even if we had the 
power to inhibit slavery, if it would be an act of 
wisdom and prudence to exercise it? This ques- 
tion he met with a direct negative. He answered 
the various propositions put forth by the Senator 
from New York as to the effect of an extension of 
the slave population in increasing the race. The 
ground of humanity was then entirely abandoned. - 
He defended the slaveholders from the tmputations 
cast upon them when their antagonists affected 
such a holy horror of slavery. If these persons 
were right, then (said Mr. B.)-we who live in the 
midst of slaves must be mere outcasts from those 
principles of humanity which they affect to feel. 
Yet southern citizens are not behind their north- 
ern brethren in the discharge of their civil and re- 
ligious obligations, tn the duty which they owe to 
their fellow-creaturesand theirGod. Hedeprecated 
the ignorance in which such erroneous statements 
had their origin. He regretted that northern gen-. 
tlemen did not pause before they mingled these 
falsehoods in the elements of their children’s edu- 
cation, to such an extent, that the rising genera- 
tion grew up with a growing hatred of the institu- 
tion and of those to whom it belongs. T 

He'descanted on the character and condition of. 
the slave—or the protection which legal’and ‘moral ` 
codesirew around them—on the atfachment which 
existed between the master and his slave—on the 
affection of the white child to its black nurse, and 
to the colored boys with which it has sported ‘in 
the sunny hours of infancy. 

He referred to the use of the existing prejudices 
against slavery for political effect. He ‘warned 
Senators from the free States to abstain from pan- 
dering to the spirit of ‘demagogism, and entreated 
them to stand still, not to touch the subject, but to 
leave the institution free to work its own destiny. 
He glanced at the dangers which threaten us from 
any unwise interference. Atthis moment, when the 
two great parties‘are divided upon cardinal ques- 
tions, a demagogue, mounted on the hobby of ‘freé 
soil, rides in among us, and ‘distracts both parties. 
He appealed to the Democratic party to stand by 
its principles laid down in the Convention at Bal- 
timore, which maintained the impropriety of med- 
dling with the qiestion of slavery in the new Ter- 


rations, ‘for the purpose of: showing ‘that the sante || ritories. He was treaty to give 'tn His adhesion to 


880 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 29. 


this, however he might differ with Senators on the 
other side, on any other question. 

He concluded with some further remarks on the 
course taken by the opponents of slavery in the 
free States, aad: the rigid manner in which they 
persecuted the slaveholder when he brought his 
property with’ him into those States, and ig 
to Senators from the free States to say if they be- 
lieved, had such a spirit exhibited itself previous 
to the adoption of the Constitution, that this Union 
would ever have been consummated. 

Mr. PHELPS moved that the bill be informally 

sed by until to-morrow. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD (the motion being for a 


- moment withdrawn) desired to read an amendment 


which he proposed to submit. The amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana would, in his opinion, 
lead to some difficulties. He desired to meet the 
question so plainly and so boldly that there can 
hereafter be no difficulty whenever any emigrants 
carry their property into any of our Territories. 

Mr. Brieut’s proposed amendment is as fol- 
lows: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That in all the territory 
owned by the United States, including Oregon, New Mexico, 


‘and Upper California, which lies north of thirty-six degrees 


and thirty minutes north Jatitude, slavery and involuntary 
servitude, otherwise than in the punishment of crimes, 
whereof the parties shall have been duly convicted, shall 
be, and is hereby, forever prohibited: Provided, always, That 
any person escaping into the same from whom labor or ser- 
vice is lawfully claimed in any State or Territory of the 
United States, such fugitive may be lawfully reclaimed and 
conveyed to the person claiming his or her Jabor or service 
as aforesaid.. , 

Mr. Unperwoop proposes to add the following: 

Provided, further, That citizens of the United States emi- 

ting, with their slaves, into any of the Territories of the 
Finite States south of said parallel of latitude, shall be pro- 
tected in their property in their slaves so long as the Terri- 
tory to which they emigrate continues under a territorial 
government. l 

The amendment was ordered to be printed, and 
then the further consideration of the subject was 
postponed until to-morrow, when Mr.’ Pue.ps 
will occupy the floor. 

* FORTIFICATIONS. 

The bill making appropriations for fortifications 
for the year ending on the 30th June, 1849, was 
taken up and amended, so as to insert an item of 
$50,000 for the fortification at Fort Delaware, on 
the Pea Patch Island. we 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, was about to 
offer an amendment; when— 

_Mr. BENTON moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Executive busirfess; and, 
after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and . 

he Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, June 29, 1848. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
“Mr. HAMMONS rose (he said) to a privileged 
question. He moved to reconsider the vote by 
which was passed yesterday the resolution direct- 
ing the Clerk of the House to pay to the adminis- 
trator of Colonel Yell any money found to be due 
him for pay or mileage as a member of the twenty- 
ninth Congress. 

Mr. H. understood the facts to be these—if he 
was wrong, the gentleman from Arkansas, (Mr. 
Jounson,] who had introduced the resolution, could 
correct him:—that Colonel Yell was a member of 


- the twenty-ninth Congress; that he served during 


the first session of that Congress, and received his 
mileage and per diem; that he never took his seat 
at the second session of that Congress; that he never 
travelled one mile, or attended one day of that ses- 
sion; that this resolution contemplated to pay to 
his family constructive mileage from here and con- 
structive per diem for the session which he did not 
attend. If these were the facts, it would appear 
to him that the claim was not just. For the pur- 
pose of ascertaining how the facts might be, he 
moved the reconsideration. 

Mr. WENTWORTH was next recognized, and 
yielded the floor for a moment to— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, who wished 
to know whether the resolution contemplated pay- 
ing Colonel Yell from the time he left here to the 
end of the long session, and there stop, or whether 
it proposed paying him per diem and mileage for 
the ensuing session’ Colonel Baker, and the others 
who had left this House, as Colonel Yell did, had 
received pay from the time they left to the end of 
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the session. -Colonel Yell was the only man who 
did not draw his pay. He supposed this resolu- 
tion was intended to place this claim on an equal 
footing with the others; and, if so, he did not'pb- 
ject to it. 7 

Mr. WENTWORTH said, considering the cir- 


“cumstances of Colonel Yell’s death, and consider- 


ing that the other colonels had come here and got - 


their mileage and per diem, he should be extremely 
mortified to see anything of this kind appear on 
the Journal of the EA He hoped the gentle- 
man from Maine would withdraw the motion to 
reconsider, or he (Mr. W.) should move to lay it 
on the table.. He believed it would be an act of 
gross injustice to try to deprive the family of a 
man who had died under such circumstances of 
the mileage and per diem which others had re- 
ceived who had no more right to them. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, would make a 
statement in regard to this matter, as it was desired 
by gentlemen. He knew, from the name of the 
individual concerned, that it would attract the at- 
tention of this House and its fair and generous 
consideration. Governor Yell was a member of 
the twenty-ninth Congress—that we all knew; 
he came here at the commencement of the session; 
he left at the commencement of the war, and drew 
his pay up to the time. He went to the war asa 
volunteer of the State of Arkansas, in the ranks as 
a private; he marched one hundred and forty miles 
in the ranks to the place of rendezvous, where he 
was elected, under the militia laws of the State of 
Arkansas, colonel of the regiment. He was com- 
missioned by the Governor, went to the war, and 
served up to the 22d or 23d day of February, when 
he was killed at the head of his regiment at the 
battle of Buena Vista. None who knew him here 
or elsewhere ever knew in this country, or any 
other, a more perfect gentleman, a more gallant 
man, or one more devoted to the interest and wel- 
fare of his country. So much here; and in the 
course of the time he was there, he met with such 
injustice and unkindness that he would dislike to 
make any allusion to them here, and which he 
should regret most exceedingly to see carried out 
here towards his family. Governor Yell left be- 
hind him, without father or mother, a number of 
children; the estate was greatly embarrassed, and 
was likely to be sold, and not one cent left to take 
care of them. To whatever he was entitled from 
this Congress, whether constructively or for actual 
service, he could not believe there was a man 
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zen of Arkansas at least must turn with veneration 
and affection, should receive the same thing that 

entlemen were constantly receiving. He did not 
believe that the House ought to permit the discus- 
sion ofa thing so plain. If the Committee on Ac- 
counts found nothing due to Colonel Yell for his 
services, they would of course refuse to audit the 
account. 

Mr. HAMMONS explained that his object in 
moving a reconsideration was, that when recon- 
sidered the subject might be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, and whatever might be found 
due to Colonel Yell, he should make no objection 
to paying. 

Mr. STARKWEATH ER was about to make 
a suggestion to the gentleman from Arkansas, - 
which he thought would obviate the whole diffi- 
culty. . It had been supposed by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Hammons] that this resolution 
did not refer the subject to any committee. He 
apprehended if it did, it would be satisfactory to 
the gentleman from Maine, as well as the gentleman 
from Arkansas, and the whole House> The facts, 
as he understood them, were these: that Colonel 
Yell was a member of the 29th Congress; that he 
served the first session; that he was not here the 
second session, and that his successor took his seat 
on the 7th February. This resolution contem- 
plated the payment of his per diem up to the 7th 
of February, and his travel fees from Arkansas 
here. Now, if this resolution went to a commit- 
tee, and that committee ascertained that there was 
no law allowing that mileage and travel, it would 
then be their duty—he should consider it his duty 
as a member of the Committee on Accounts—to 
report the facts, and when the House were in pos- 
session of all the facts, it could judge for itself of 
the whole subject-matter. 

Mr. McK AY said that the resolution on its face 
simply provided that. the Clerk pay to the legal 
representatives of Colonel Yell the per diem and 
mileage to which he was entitled. Of course no- 
body would object to that. But he had under- 
stood, informally, from the gentleman that the 
purpose was to go further. Colonel Yell had re- 
ceived pay, as he (Mr. McK.) understood, up to 
the time when he left the service of the House and 


\, joined the volunteers in the military service, in 
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which he continued until he was killed at the battle 
of Buena Vista. Now, what the gentleman pro- 
posed by his resolution was, that the Clerk pay 
the le al representatives of Colonel Yell for con- 


within the sound of his voice who would be so || structive mileage and per diem up to the time of 


ungenerous, so wanting in self-respect, as to think 
of refusing it, and of coming here to talk on this 
question abouta pitiful matter of dollars and cents. 

What was the resolution? It provided that the 
Clerk of the House be instructed to examine into 
the accounts of Colonel Yell, a member of the 29th 
Congress, and that the amount which was ascer- 
tained to be due to him should be paid over to his 
administrators. Now, before it could be paid, the 
account must necessarily go to the Committee. on 
Accounts and be examined, and not one cent could 
be paid without their authority. But there were 
spirits just low enough to approach and oppose 
any subject presented, if it was to pay any money. 
If any gentleman had asked him what was the 
nature and character of this claim, he would have 
answered him with pleasure. Gentlemen knew 
that members of Congress received their pay, and 
were entitled to receive their pay, if they had their 
certificate of election, even though they were un- 
able to come here at all. Colonel Yell drew his 
pay up to the time he left, and no further. Now, 
when it was found that Colonel Baker, of Illinois, 
came on here at the 2d session of the 29th Con- 
gress, and drew the whole of his per diem and his 
mileage up to that time, could objection be made 
to paying the family of Colonel Yell in the same 
manner? He did not object to Colonel Baker re- 
ceiving his pay at all; he had gone from this Hall 
to serve his country in another capacity under the 
militia laws of his own State. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, understood 
this resolution merely to refer the question to the 
Clerk to determine what was due to Colonel Yell. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, repeated that 
members came here at the beginning of the session 
and were gone months at a time, and no question 
was raised of their right to their per diem during 
the whole time. He only asked that the same 
course be taken now; he asked that the children 
of that man, towards whom the heart of every citi- 


Cd 


\ 


the election of his successor. He wished to know 
from the gentleman if that was the fact? 

_ Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, with reference to 
the suggestion of Mr. STARK WEATHER that it would 
be generally satisfactory to the House to refer this 
resolution to the Committee on Accounts, repeated 
that of its own force and effect it would refer the 
subject to them before the accounts could be au- 
dited. 

As to the inquiry of Mr. McKay, with reference 
to the amount of this claim, he replied that he 
claimed for Colonel Yell’s legal representatives all 
that was due to him under the law of the land, if 
it was to come up to the hour of his death. But, 
as this House was the judge of the eleotions of its 
own members, it had concluded to oust Col. Yell 
when it admitted Colonel Newton, not that he was 
dissatisfied with the admission of Colonel Newton 
at the last session of Congress, although he knew 
it virtually superseded Colonel Yell, and conse- 

uently deprived him of the right to draw any per 
diam from the time he ceased to be a member of 
the House. Now, he asserted that Col. Yell never 
had resigned his seat; that the praclamation for 
the election was issued and the election took place 
without his resignation having been made, and it 
never had been made to this day. The conse- 
quence was, that the man could not be deprived of 
his seat here except by the direct action of this: 
House. He (Mr. J.) claimed, under these cir- 
cumstances, that Colonel Yell was entitled to his 
pay up to the very last moment that he was con- 
sidere a member of this House; up to the time 
the Governor issued his proclamation for an elec- 
tion. It would be with the committee to examine 
this and the whole matter. He believed it was 
justly due, and he had not only discharged his 
duty, but acted out the feelings of his heart in pre- 
senting this claim, which he could not doubt would 
recevo the prompt and favorable action of the 

ouse. 
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Mr. TOMPKINS (the floor being yielded) rose 
for the purpose of making a suggestion to his 
friend from Arkansas. He was willing, under the 
circumstances, to vote to the children of Colonel 
Yell some bounty as an evidence of the gratitude 
of the Government for his patriotic services and 
his fearful sacrifice. His friend had remarked 
that these children were without any parent—the 
mother having been gathered to the tomb prece- 
ding the time when the father fell a sacrifice in the 
cause of his country—and also that the estate was 
greatly embarrassed. Now, he suggested whether 
the resolution directing the payment of this money 
to the legal representatives of Colonel Yell would 
accomplish the generous object for which it was 
intended? Would it not go in with the other as- 
sets and fall into the hands of the creditors, and 
leave'the children in, want? He abominated the 
maxim that republics are ungrateful, and was wi'l- 
ing to show its falsity in this instance by voting 
this bounty—for, after all, it must be considered in 
the light of a bounty; but a bounty voted thus out 
of gratitude for the services of the gallant and pa- 
triotic father ought not justly to fall into the hands 
of creditors, but should be secured for the benefit 
of the orphan children, and be lodged for the pres- 
ent in the hands of a guardian. He suggested to 
the gentleman from Arkansas whether some such 
modification of the resolution would not better ac- 
-complish the object with which it was moved. 

Mr. JOHNSON replied that he did not urge the 
measure as one of bounty, but of justice, and in 
accordance with the principles on which this House 
had hitherto uniformly acted. With regard to the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Mississippi vela- 
tive to securing the sum due the father for the ben- 

_ efit of the children, he would state that the estate 
of Colonel Yell was greatly embarrasséd, and that 
‘this sum of money would save the property from 
being sold out at a heavy sacrifice, and leave to the 
children the property. 

Mr. TOMPKIN Š professed himself satisfied 
with this explanation. . 

Mr. JOHNSON (continuing) said he had no 
idea of making such a movement for the benefit of 
speculators and harpies. To a man who would 
even claim a debt from the estate under circum- 
stances like these, he would not give his hand; he 
would not associate with him. He would have 
nothing to do with those who would press a claim 
under such circumstances. 

But he would call the attention of the House to 
one more fact; and gentlemen who were members 
of the last Congress would recollect it. When 
Colonel Newton presented ħis credentials as a 
member of Congress from Arkansas, it was a mat- 
ter of grave consideration—as there was no evi- 
dence before this House of the resignation of Colonel 
Yell—whether Colonel Newton should or should 
not be permitted to take his seat. He would say 
further, that one of the Senators from Arkansas 
came into this House and advised gentlemen on 

` this side of the House to make no opposition to it, 
as it might be considered that it was, to some ex- 
tent, thwarting the expressed will of the people of 
Arkansas, and consequently no objection was made. 
Yet it was seriously doubted whether Colonel New- 
ton was entitled to his seat or not, as, although he 
had the certificate of the Governor, there was no 
evidence of the resignation of Colonel Yell. He 
thought it must appear perfectly evident that Colo- 
nel Yell was entitled to his pay up to the time that 
-the proclamation was issued by the Governor; and 
he hoped no gentleman would object to its being 
paid, if, after a full examination, it should be 
proved. 

Mr. COCKE, after recapitulating the facts of 
the case, as he understood them, said, he was sure 
no gentleman would object to paying what was due 
to Colonel Yell as a member -of the twenty-ninth 
Congress. But this resolution was designed mere- 
ly to cause an inquiry to be made to ascertain what 
amount was due, and whether the seat of Colonel 
Yell was vacated by his acceptance of a commission 
in the volunteer service. He (Mr. C.) was not able 
to determine that question; but he thought, if there 
ever was a case where the practice of the House 
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could be justified in paying members who were not 
in attendance, this was one of those cases. He 
hoped there was no serious disposition on the part 
of the House to reconsider this resolution; and be- 
lieving the House was ready to vote, he moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to withdraw that motion, to give him an 
opportunity to make some remarks and some ref- 
erence to facts which occurred during the last Con- 


ress. 
i Mr. COCKE consented, on condition that the 
gentleman from Ohio would renew the motion. 

Mr. SCHENCK said, no man could object to 
pay what was due to ‘‘ Representative” Yell, and 
the amount due could be readily ascertained by the 
Clerk; but this resolution had been pressed on 
other grounds, which made it necessary to look a 
little further into this proposition. It was not im- 
probable that Colonel Yell received all that was 
due to him as a member of Congress up to the time 
he-accepted his colonel’s commission; and it was 
well known that the question had arisen whether 
he was entitled to his seat here after he became a 
commissioned officer. He had no desire that Con- 
gress should be inconsistent in its course, especially 
toward one whom he had ever found a gallant, a 
worthy, and a respectable man; but when a prin- 
ciple was involved, such as that which this case 
presented, he could not allow it to pass in silence. 

He then referred to proceedings of the last Con- 

ress in reference to the case of Colonel Baker, of 

Illinois, who came here, remained one day, and 
drew his pay as a member of this House, although 
he had been absent in the military service in Mex- 
ico, receiving the pay and emoluments of a colonel 
in the army. He (Mr. S.) at that time offered a 
resolution to institute an inquiry whether Colonel 
Baker, being in the volunteer service, was entitled 
to his pay as a member of this House. ‘The sub- 
ject was referred to a committee of this House, 
and he remembered well that there were gentlemen 
here who contrasted the conduct of Colonel Yell 
with that of Colonel Baker. Colonel Yell, he be- 
lieved, settled up his account to the day that he 
retired from Congress, and no longer; whereas 
Colonel Baker drew his per diem while he was re- 
ceiving emoluments as an officer inthe army. He 
then read a series of resolutions which were report- 
ed from a committee, but not acted upon by the 
House at the last session, and briefly stated the 
substance of the argument which the accompanying 
report contained, and its conclusion that a colonel 
of volunteers could not consistently be a member on 
this floor. He alluded also to some precedents of 
an earlier date, and commented on the questions 
involved at some length, and likewise on the pro- 
ceedings had in the case of Mr. Newton, who suc- 
ceeded Colonel Yell as a member of this House. 
He said they should not mix up with this question 
kind and generous feelings for a worthy man; they 
were not to be guided in the discharge of their du- 
ties by sympathy. Besides, if this resolution were 
passed, it would not benefit the children of the late 
Colonel Yell, for the amount that might be paid 
would go to the deceased’s general estate, and not 
to the children for whom the sympathies of gen- 
tlemen were excited. 

Mr. RICHARDSON explained the present state 
of the pension laws and their operation upon the 
children of the deceased, in case of the death of 
the mother. 

Mr. SCHENCK spoke in favor of the reconsid- 
eration. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON opposed it asunnecessary. 
The matter would be referred to a committee as a 
matter of course. 

Mr. SCHENCK said the rights of the House 
were involved, and he was unwilling to subject 
those rights to the judgment of any committee. 
The question involved the declaring of Mr. Yell to 
be a member of the House at the same time with 
Mr. Newton, and from the same district. In con- 
sideration of his pledge, he renewed the motion 
2 lay on the table, but withdrew it at the request 
o 

Mr. FARAN, who took this occasion to press 


the propriety of a law providing that the pension 
which would accrue to the widow of a soldier who 
perished in the service should, in case of the death 
of his wife, go to his orphan children. As the 
law now stood, if thosepoor children lost mother 
as well as father, they were cut off from all the re- 
lief intended, and cast on the cold charity of the 
world. 

Mr. COCKE stated that a bill had been prepared 
to cover the very object, with many others, and. 
reported by the Committee on Pensions; but, owing . 
to debate on irrelevant subjectg, it had not yet been 
reached on the calendar. = - 

Mr. SCHENCK, after some further remarks, 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table; 
which was agreed to. 

So the reconsideration was laid on the table. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, previous notice having 
been given, introduced a bill to surrender to the 
State of Indiana that portion of the Cumberland 
road lying within said State. ° 

The bill was read twice. E 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, in explanation, state 
the present condition of the road. It had been 
opened and partially graded through a great part 
of the State; but it had now been ten years since 
ary appropriation had been made towards its com- 
pletion, and it was falling rapidly into a state of 
dilapidation. He knew personally of three bridges 
upon it which had fallen down for want of repair; 
and unless someghing was done, in the course of 
three years more the whole road would be impass- 
able. It was now, in winter time, the worst road 
in the State. The people of the State had waited 
long in hope of aid from the General Government, 
but they had now abandoned all hope from that 
quarter; they did not expect to get a dollar more; 
and, as the last remedy, they now asked that it 
might be surrendered to the State, and in the course 
of a few years they hoped to be able to complete, 
if not the whole, a large part of it. 4 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked on 
what conditions this work was proposed to be sur- 
rendered to the State? 

Mr. SMITH replied that the surrender in the 
bill was absolute and unconditional. The reason | 
why the surrender differed in this case from the. 
terms on which other parts of the national road 
had been surrendered to Ohio and Pennsylvania 
was, that in those cases the Government had first 
completed the road, but in Indiana it remained in- 
complete. The State did not, therefore, enter into 
any terms or conditions with the General Govern- 
ment. The object was to get the State Legislature, 
after the surrender, to divide the road and parcel 
it out among different private companies, who 
would finish it out of their own means. The State 
was not willing to bind itself to complete the road; 
it was a work too heavy for it to undertake. 

Mr. McKAY asked some question not distinctly 
heard by the reporter, but believed to have relation 
to the terms on which the other parts of the road 
had been surrendered, such as the obligation to 
keep it in repair, &c. Why did not the same ob- 
ligation apply in this case? \ at a 

Mr. SMITH replied that the same principle did 
not apply in this case, because the Government 
had loft the road in an unfinished state so long, 
that it was falling into ruins. Not more thana 
mile, or two miles, in different places, was finished; 
the residue, from long neglect, had become the 
worst road in the State. If the General Govern- 
ment had delivered over the road in a finished state, 
then they might require certain corresponding con- 
ditions on the part of the State receiving it; «but 
here they had done no such thing. In so terrible 
a state of dilapidation was it fallen, in many places, 
that it would require as much money to repair It asit 
would to make it de novo. All the State got by the 
transfer, was the right, on a part of the line of 
road, to cut the timber on the public lands for a 
certain distance on each side of it, to aid in the 
repair. Some parts of the road were a complete 
morass. Many gentlemen must recollect the time 
when Mr. Van Buren was completely swamped 
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in the very middle of it. Mr. S. should be glad 
if the bill could be passed without delay; it was 
obviously proper, and greatly needed. 

Mr. FICKLIN concurred fully in the entire 
statement which had been made by the gentleman 
who had just taken hisseat. He hoped, however, 
the bill would be referred to a Committee of the 
Whole, in order that he might move an amend- 
ment providing fora like surrender to Ilinois of so 
much of the road as passed through that State. 

Mr. VINTON said that this bill had now been 
reported to the House for the first time: the por 
osition was new. That portion of the line of road 
which passed through Ohio, Virginia, and Penn- 
sylvania had been surrendered to those States on 
certain specified conditions, and in a qualified man- 
ner only. One special condition was, the right on 
the part of the General Government to resume the 
jurisdiction and control of the road if the States 
failed to keep it in repair. None of these condi- 
tions, as he understood, were inserted in this bill. 
The bill might be a very proper one, but he could 
not consent to rush suddenly into definitive action 
upon it, and dispose of an interest which had been 
a subject of discussion in Congress for twenty 
years, on its first presentation, He wanted time 
to examine it, to think about it; and he hoped the 
bill would be recommitted, and with that view he 
would move its reference to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. ` 

. Mr. GREEN thought that if the general sys- 

tem which had prevailed was now to be abandoned, 
and the portions of the road which had been begun 
were to Ga surrendered to the States in which they 
lay, the State of Missouri ought to receive the two 

r cent. on the proceeds of the sales of the pub- 
fic lands which had heretofore been reserved for 
making roads to and in that State; and he would 
Move, as an amendment to the motion of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Waya and Means, that 
the Committee on Roads and Canals be instructed 
to provide for paying to Missouri the amount of 
that two per cent. ~ 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, was understood to sa 
that he concurred in the propriety of the amend: 
ment suggested by the gentleman from Illinois. 
He thought that State should enjoy a like transfer 
as the bill provided for Indiana, It was due to 
all parties that this long-vexed subject sheuld 
receive some final disposition, and that without 
delay. 
The question was then put on Mr. Vinton’s 
motion, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. - 


MONUMENT TO MR. ADAMS. 


The orders of the day being called for, the reso- 
lution reported by the Committee on Accounts, in- 
structing the Committee on the Library to procure 
and cause to be erected, a monument of Quincy 
granite, with suitable inscriptions, in memory of 
the late John Quincy Adams, was announced as 
the business first in order, to which was pending 
an amendment moved by Mr. Jounson, of Ten- 
nessee, directing the Committee on Accounts to 
inquire into and report to the House the whole 
amount of expenses incurred for the funeral and 
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der the bounty lands drawn by them, and to locate 
others in lieu thereof. 

A bill to provide for a survey of the mduth of 
Red river, in Louisiana. 

A bill for the issuing of patents for lands in the 
State of Louisiana in a-certain class of cases, and 
for other purposes. 

A bill to vest the title of the United States in the 
purchasers of certain lands sold under execution 
against Gordon D. Boyd. 

A bill to promote the despatch of business in the 
Supreme Coyrt, and to repeal the second section 
of the act approved June 17, 1844, entitled ‘“ An 
act concerning the Supreme Court of the United 
States.” , 

A bill for the relief of Alfred White. 

A bill for the relief of Stalker & Hill. 

A bill to relinquish the reversionary interest of 
the United States in a certain Indian reservation in 
the State of Alabama. 

A bill for the-relief of George V. Mitchell. 

A bill to confirm to the legal representatives of 
Joseph Dutaillis the location of a certain New 
Madrid certificate. 2 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Grice. 

A bill granting a pension to Bethiah Healy, 
widow of George Healy, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of William B. Stokes. 

A bill for the payment of Charles Richmond. 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Adams & Co. 
and others. Í 

A resolution for the relief of such persons as 
may have incurred the disability of the 28th sec- 
tion of the act to change the organization of the 
Post Office Department, and to provide more ef- 
fectually for the settlement of the accounts thereof, 
approved July 2, 1836. 

A resolution for the relief of H. B. Gaither. 

A resolution to sanction an agreement made be- 
tween the Wyandots and Delawares for the pur- 
chase of certain lands by the former of the latter 
tribe of Indians. 


Senate were taken up, read three times, passed, 
and returned to the Senate, viz: 

A bill supplemental to the act passed on the 9th 
day of July, 1846, entitled an act to retrocede the 
county of Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, 
to the State of Virginia. 

A resolution in relation to the naval pension of 
John McGarr. 

The concurrent resolution of the Senate for 
placing in the Library of Congress the portrait of 


surviving family, was taken up, read, and agreed 


The amendments of the Senate to the bill of 
the House supplemental to an act to confirm the 
survey and location of claims for lands in the State 
of Mississippi, east of Pearl river, and south of the 
3lst degree of north latitude, approved March 3, 
1845, were read, and the bill and amendments re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
The amendments of the Senate to the bill making 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
.Department for the year ending June 30, 1849, 
were read and referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 
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The following bill and joint resolution of the |, 


er, and, in closing, made some remarks in favor of 
the tariff of 1842. 

Mr. FRENCH next obtained the floor, and 
went into an argumentative speech on the subject 
of slavery, and of the power of the General Gov- 
ernment to prohibit rt ether in the District of Co- 
lumbia or the Territories of the United States, in 


i which he took very decidedly the negative side 


| 


of the subject. When Mr. F. concluded, the floor 
was obtained b . 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, who yielded to a mo- 
tion by Mr. POLLOCK that the committee now 
rise. | 
Mr. HOLMES, of New York, asked leave to 
introduce a bill to alter and regulate the mileage of 
Senators and Representatives in Congress. 
Mr. HALL, of Missouri, objected. 
And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. : 


The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred : 

By Mr. TALLMADGE: The memorial of the heirs of 
Colonel! Seth Warner, for relief for revolutionary services. 
Also, the petition of John Frazer, for compensation for ser- 
vices in the erection of the New York custom-house. 

By Mr. MANN, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Robert 
Morrison, who was a soldier in the first regiment of heavy 
artillery, United States anny, ander General Brown during 
the late war with Great Britain, praying for relief. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The memorial of Wiliam Brent, 
Daniel Carroll, of Duddington, John S. Meehan, and other 
citizens of Washington, asking an appropriation to remove 
nuisances from the public grounds. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuourspay, June 29, 1848. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented a me- 
morial from citizens of Boston, asking that Govern- 


ment will survey the route of a railroad from New 
York to Philadelphia; which was referred to the 


| Committee on Roads and Canals. 


Major General Baron de Kalb, presented by his || 
“the bill, and briefl 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported a joint resolution au- > 
thorizing the submission of certain claims to arbi- 


| tration; whith was read a first time. 


Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported an act giving the consent of the 
Government of the United States to the State of 
Texas to extend the eastern boundary so as to in- 
clude within her limits one-half of the Sabine pass, 
Sabine lake, and Sabine river as far north as the 
32° of north latitude. 

Mr. B. asked for the immediate consideration of 
explained its character. The 
boundary of the United States, it was known, em- 
braced the Sabine river and lake to its western 
shore. The boundary of the State of Louisiana 
extended to the middle of the Sabine; so‘that the 
half of the river and lake, to the western shore, be- 
longed to the Unitgd States, and was not included 
in the State of Louisiana; therefore, the bound- 
ary of the State and that of the United States, was 
not identical. The bill before the Senate gives the | 
half of the river beyond the boundary of the State 
of Louisiana to the State of Texas, for the purpose 
of enabling the latter to extend her criminal juris- 
diction to the Louisiana boundary. .There could 


removal of the remains of Mr. Adams to Massa- The House then proceeded to consider the Sen- || be no objection to the bill, and he hoped it would 


chusetts. ate bill renewing certain naval pensions for the || now be passed. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, was entitled to || term of five years, and extending the benefits of || Mr, JOHNSON, of La., and Mr. DOWNS, | 
the floor. existing laws respecting naval pensions to engi- || in behalf of the State of Louisiana, expressed their i 


Mr. GRINNELL appealed to the gentleman to 


yield, and he would move to lay the resolution on | 
‘the table, remarking that it was the present wish | 


of the delegation from Massachusetts that it should 
so be disposed of, rather than that such a debate 
should go on as had ensued upon its introduction. 

Mr. JOHNSON refused to yield, and proceeded 
at some length to oppose the resolution, and to 
condemn the general prodigality of the contingent 
expenses of both Houses of Congress, and other 
Governmental expenditures. 

‘Mr. WOODWARD briefly gave his reasons in 


, Opposition to the resolution, and concluded by 


moving to lay it on the table; which was agreed to. 


- BILLS READ AND REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolutions of the 
Senate lying on the Speaker’s table were taken up 
and read a first and second time, and referred to 


‘appropriate committees: 


A bill to revive an act authorizing certain sol- 
diers in the late war with Great Britain to surren- 


neers, firemen, and coal-heavers in the navy, and to 
their widows, which.was reported some days since 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs, with an 
amendment. 

The question was stated on agreeing to the said 
amendment, when 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to commit 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union; which motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. - 


The House then resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Root, of Ohio, in the chair,) and proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1849. 

Mr. POLLOCK being entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the committee in a speech of an hour’s 
length, upon the evil consequences of the Mexi- 
can war, which he zealously charged upon the 
Democratic party. He denounced the veto pow- 


rrr tne 


‘ tee on Commerce. 


acquiescence in the arrangement. — 
he bill was then read a third time and passed. 


Mr DOWNS, from the Committee of Claims, 
a a joint resolution for the relief of Richard. | 

ield. : 

Mr. D. explained the circumstances connected | 
with this resolution, and solicited the indulgence 
of the Senate to take it up and put it on its pas- 
sage. The motion was agreed to, and the joint | 
resolution was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. RUSK, on leave, introduced a bill to estab- 
lish the collection district of Brazos Santiago, in 
the State of Texas; which was read twice and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

[Mr. R. invoked the early action of the commit- | 


tee on the bill.] 

Mr. HAMLIN, on leave, introduced a bill to, 
make Bangor a port of entry for ships or vessels: 
coming from and beyond the Cape of Good Hope; ; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
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1848. | 


‘Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to print 
10,000 copies of the memorial of the Chicago Con- 
vention, that being the number printed of the me- 
morial of the Memphis Convention. j 

Mr. J. explained that he had been guided in his 
selection of the number of extra copies by the 
course taken in reference to the proceedings on the 
memorial of the Memphis Convention. The me- 
morial was an able one, and as the one memorial 
had been extensively circulated by Congress, he 
presumed there would be no objection to a similar 
circulation of the other. " 

Mr. NILES objected to this loose mode which 
had crept, of late years, into our practice of circu- 
lating, at the public expense, matter which did not 
gage belong to the proceedings of Congress. 

r. BUTLER also was opposed to printing 
the reports of irresponsible conventions. He had 
no doubt whatever of the respectability of the 
Cenvention, and the ability which characterized its 
proceedings, but he should be obliged to vote 
against the motion. 

Mr. BRIGHT moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the motion, for the purpose of pro- 
ceeding to the special order. 

Seme opposition being manifested, Mr. ALLEN 
asked for the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 
The question was then taken, and decided as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Borland, 
Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Buter, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Downs, Felch, Foote, Hale, Hain- 
lin, Hunter, Mason, Niles, Sturgeon, and Tarney—22. 
NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Greene, Houston, Johnson of Ma- 


ryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Phelps, Rusk, Spruance, 


Underwood, Upham, and Walker—16. 


OREGON BILL. 

On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill to establish 
a Territorial Government in Oregon. 

The question being on the motion of Mr. Davis, 
of Mississippi, to amend the bill— 

Mr. PHELPS said it was not his purpose, when 
the debate commenced, to take any part in this de- 
bate, which he regarded as dangerous; but he had 
changed this purpose, ifi consequence of the points 
which had been taken by Senators. He tooka 
view of the character of the Missouri compromise, 
and stated that it was now asserted, that in the teeth 
of this compromise, Congress has no power to 
exclude slavery in any of the Territories of the 
United States. [t was now insisted that there was 
in Congress no power whatever to interfere in this 
question. Before he could give his assent to this 
new doctrine, he must be permitted to examine It. 

He went on to say, that it was too late now to 
set up this objection, because it was a question 
settled by the legislation of the country from the 
adoption of the Constitution to this day. The ac- 
quisition of territory brought with it the power to 
govern it. The power of Congress over it 1s un- 
qualified and unlimited. if Congress possess the 
general power of legislation in relation to Territo- 
ries, it has the same power as the State Govern- 
ments have over their territory. If there are any 
restrictions on this power, he called on Senators to 
point out the clause in ttie Constitution which con- 
tains them. There is no restriction, unless it be 
one arising from the subject itself. 

He admitted that all the powers of Government 


_ are held in trust; but there is no analogy between 


this and a common legal trust. No two things are 


' wider than a legislative power and a leg&l trust: 


the former involves a large amount of discretion. 
The analogy drawn between the Governmegt and 
a corporation wag well enough A edane ase but it 
_had no application in this case., He examined the 


_ character of slave property, which had its origin 
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in domestic relations; it is merely an incident to 


' the relation between parent and child,-and a stii 
' closer incident to the relation between master and 
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servant; it is analogous to the relation between 
master and apprentice; it can exist nowhere where 
that relation does not exist. The right of the citi- 
zen to remove his property into any other State is 
fully admitted; but the citizen, when he removes 
his property to another State, takes it there subject 
: to the local laws of that State. Does not this hold 
good as to all property? This is a species of prop- 
-erty which is not recognized every where as such: 
the citizen can remove propery which is every- 
whére recognized as such, but he has no right to 
carry a peculiar kind of property, only recognized 
as such in his*own State. If he has a right to 
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| carry this property, how is it that he can lose his 


title to it? It is not so as to goods and merchan- 
dise, which are recognized and respected every- 
where. You may carry your property where you 
please, but it must bé@subject to the jurisdiction of 
the State where he belects his residence. This slave 
property is incident to a peculiar institution which 
is m in particular States, but is not permit- 
ted to exist in others. If you take it into thase 

States in which it is not permitted to exist, how is 

it to stand against the power of local legislation ? 

But it is still further insisted that the South has 
the power to carry its property into any other 
State, and to hold it in defiance of local legislation. 
Admit this, and the power is yielded to spread 
slavery over any territory you may acquire; and 
wherever the area of freedom is to be extended, 
the standard of slavery must be carried with it. 
Against this, he must enter his protest. Before 
he could admit this doctrine, he must see the clause 
which ties up-his hands. 

It had been said, the Constitution recognizes this 
description of property. The Constitution speaks 
of persons ‘held to service,” but it is silent as to 
their being property. He denied that what Was 
incident to a domestic relation, and ceased when 
the institution ceased, could be regarded as prop- 
erty. The regulation which binds master to slave 
is confined to the State in which that relation ex- 
ists, but cannot extend beyond it. But where did 
southern Senators find the clause authorizing the 
extension of this institution, by the introduction of 
slavery in States whose local legislation is opposed 
to it? The claim is asserted to introduce slavery 
into Oregon: he would like to know on what basis 
it rested. The master, when he takes his slave 
into a free State, emancipates him, whether he will 
or not. It-depends not on his will, but on the local 
laws of the State into which he has carried his 
slave. oe. 

He approved of the doctrine laid down by the 
British authorities, and by the free States, because 
the converse would place slavery above the insti- 
tution of legislation. 

Mr. BUTLER asked whether, if a slave were 
seduced or stolen in a slaveholding State, and car- 
ried into a free State, the person committing the 
act would be punishable? 

Mr. PHELPS said, that as the act would be a 
crime against the laws of the slaveholding State, it 
would be held as a crime everywhere; but whether 
the offender would be punished, might depend on 
legal technicalities or matters into which ‘he would 
not go. 

«If southern gentlemen laid it down that they 
could not carry on their social system without 
slaves, he requested them to cast their eyes over the 
free States—Ohio and others—and to say if slavery 
was indispensable to prosperity. He pointed to 
the progress of the great western country, where 
the institution of slavery had not penetrated. 

Congress has the right to legislate on the sub- 
ject, but whether Congress will assent to the intro- 
duction of slavery in new Territories is a mere 
question of expediency. 

The people of Oregon having formed a tempo- 
rary Government, adopted a system of laws by 
which slavery was prohibited. This clause recog- 
nizes those laws, and the motion is to strike out 
the clause. If we are called on to force the insti- 
tution on the Territory, it may be well to look at 
the consequences. If they are not adapted to the 
institution, the institution is not adapted to them. 
It is suited to a different region of country. Let 
us not force it on them. If they are to have it, 
let them introduce it themselves, when they have 
grown up into greater power. We should let them 
alone. l 

He disclaimed any desire to make a display by 
going into the thousand and one stories—some ex- 
aggerated, and others without foundation—with 
which the Senate was entertained yesterday. He 
did not intend to throw any reproach on the South 
because of the existence of slavery. The people 
of the South had received it from their ancestors. 
He was willing to say, as far as his narrow obser- 
vation had extended, that many of the slaves were 

,much better treated than he previously had ex- 
pected. Sull it was an evil—admitted to be such 
by many southern gentlemen themselves; and he 
hoped no favor would be shown to an effort to 
extend the institution. , 

Gentlemen had complained that slavery was pent 
up within a few States. Why should it not be 
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entup? Would gentlemen desire to inflict the 
institution on other States? What was to become 
of the slaves in the new Territory—were they to 
enter them free or as slaves? The moral sense of 
the age was against the institution—it wds de- 
nounced by the Christian world—everywhere it 
was opposed. We had seen the overthrow of 
aristocratic systems in France by the movement 
of the masses, and in the midst of the ardor of 
that revolution, slavery was put down. While 
we are congratulating the French people on their 
success in putting down these aristocratic institu- 
tions, we are ourselves extending this institution 
of slavery to the new Territories we acquire. He 
desired to see something like consistency in our 
legislation. He tegretted to see the spirit of ac- 


eee walking abroad through our country. 


ow long it may.be before we shall lay our hands 
on Canada and the West Indies, he could not tell. 
But he hoped we should yet be consistent enough 
to refuse to extend the evil of slavery to whatever 
Territory may fall into our hands. 

If the new ground taken, which violates the 
Missouri compromise, be maintained, he foresaw 
great difficulty and danger. The question in that 
case never can, never will be settled. It can only 
be settled by a withdrawal of the free States. He 
would not have meddled with this debate, but his 
silence was forbidden by a strong sense of daty. 

Mr. MASON wished to address the Senate, and 
would go on now, or wait till another day. 

But the further consideration of the bill was 
postponed till Monday. 


FORTIFICATIONS. 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
took up the bill making appropriations for fortifiva- 
tions for the year ending on the 30th June, 1849. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to amend the bill 
by inserting an appropriation of $50,000 for the 
repair of the dam at the head of Cumberland Island, 
in the Ohio river, on which some debate ensued, 
in which Messrs. ATHERTON, CLAYTON, 
JOHNSON of Maryland, DOWNS, and DAVIS 
of Mississippi, opposed the motion, on the ground 
that a bill on the subject having already passed the 
Senate, and gone to the House, it was not proper 
to insert the same bill in an appropriation bill, 
which would seem like an attempt to coerce the 
House into an acquiescence of the measure. It 
was also urged. that to imbody this subject ir the 
fortification bill, was the introduction of irrelevant 
matter, and might induce the President to veto the 
bill. 

Messrs. UNDERWOOD, BENTON, and 
BELL defended the proposition, on the ground 
that the bill which had gone from the Senate could 
not be taken up in the House without a vote of 
two-thirds in its favor, and was therefore in peril 
of being lost. 

The question was then taken, and decided as 


follows: ~ 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Benton, Bright, Clarke, Cor- 
win, Hannegan, Johnson of Louisiana, and Underwood—9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Berrien, 
Bradbury, Butler, Cameron, Clayton, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dickinson, Dix, Downs, Fetch, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, 
Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, Mangum, 
Mason, Niles, Phelps, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Tar- 
ney, Upham, and Yulee—29. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, then moved to ` 


striké out the clause making an appropriation of 
$40,000 for building a sea-wall at Great Brewster’s 
Island. 

Mr. DIX opposed the motion, as the appropria- 
tion had been inserted by the sanction of the com- 
mitteg, and was connected with the general plan 
for the completion of the system of fortifications. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, explained the 
condition of Brewster’s Island, on which the wa- 
ters of the ocean were making such inroads, that, 
unless the sea-wall was built, it must be gradually 
washed away, and the entrance of the harbor by 


' that channel entirely obstructed. The plan of the 


Government was to erect a battery on the island, 
and the building of the sea-wall was the necessary 
preliminary step. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said he was op-° 


posed to making this appropriation for building a 
sea-wall on an island which was not yet in the 
possession of the United States, as it had never 
been ceded to the United States. 

Mr. ATHERTON explained the propriety of 
the appropriation, and stated that the State of Mas- 
sachueetis was prepared to cede the island at any 
time. 


td 


884 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. ` 


June 30, 


The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Daris, and decided as. follows: 

YEAS—Messzrs. Allen, Atchison, Benton, Bright, Butler, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Downs, Felch, Foote, Han- 
negan, Houston, Johnson of Georgia, Mason, Sebastian, 
Turney, and Yulee—17. 

NAY S—Messrs. Atherton, Badger, Bell, Bradbury, Cam- 
eron, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dix, 
Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, John- 
son of Louisiana, Niles, Phelps, Spraance, Sturgeon, Un- 
derwood, and Upham—22. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved to amend 
the bill by inserting an item for fortifications on 
Proctor’s Island, Lake Borgne, $50,000. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the 
negative; and the bill was then read a third time 
by unanimous consent and passed. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate went 
into Executive session; and, after some time spent 
therein, the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
. Fripay, June 30, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Ways 


and Means, to which was referred the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with the various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1849; and to the bill making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post Office Department 
for the year ending June 30, 1849, reported the 
same back to the House, accompanied by a writ- 
ten report. 

The bills and amendments were committed to 
the Committee of the Whole, and the amendments 
and report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VINTON gave notice that he would ask 
the House, on Monday next, to consider the 
amendments of the Senate to the Indian appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar. Disagreed to. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


The House then, on motion of Mr. VINTON, 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole onthe 
state of the Union, (Mr. Roor, of Ohio, in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the civil and diplo- 
matic expenses of Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1849. 

r. J. R. INGERSOLL spoke his hour on 
the subject of a proposed change in the character 
of our diplomatic agents abroad, a proposition 
having been foreshadowed which looked to an 
elevation of our ministers to foreign courts. The 
office of an ambassador, he said, was inconsistent 
with our republican institutions, and the salary 
and outfit of $12,000 each was greater by one- 
third than was paid to the highest office or func- 
tionary in connection with this Government, except 
only the President himself. He discnssed the 
whole subject, and gave utterance to his inflexible 
opposition to the changes that were proposed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, addressed the 
committee on the general topics which constituted 
the Presidential controversy. 

Mr. BOCOCK followed, and discussed the same 
subjects, but more particularly that of the power 
of this Government over the territories reéentl 
acquired, in the course of which -he stated his 
opinion to be, that this Government could create 
slavery in those territories if it should be its pleas- 
ure to do s0. 

Mr. MANN, of Massachusetts, next obtained 
the floor, and addressed the committee during the 
hour. He confined himself to the simple ques- 
tion as to the power of the General Government 
over the new territories, and of slavery therein. 

[The above speeches will be found in the Ap- 
pendix.] 

Mr. TOOMES next obtained the floor, but gave 
way for a motion to rise; and the committee rose 
accordingly and reported progress. 


ORDNANCE CORPS OF THE ARMY. 
Mr. FULTON asked the general consent of the 
House to makea motion to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole from the bill to extend the provisions 
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of existing pension laws to enlisted men of the ord- 
nance corps,of the United States army. Objected 
to. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripdy, June 30, 1848. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a memorial from the 
Medical Society of New Jersey, asking for a law 
respecting the appointment of inspectors to examine 
adulterated drugs; which was laid on the table. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Thomas W. 


‘Chinn and others, accompanied by a report. The 


bill was read a first time. 

Mr. CLARKE, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Moses Shepherd, accompanied 
by a report. The bill was read a first time. 

Mr. WESTCOTT asked and obtained leave, 
by unanimous consent, to bring in a bill respecting 
the employment, by the Postmaster General, of 
public steamers to carry the mail along the coasts 
of' the United States; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


RESOLUTIONS. ~ 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War report to the Senate 
whether or not a fortification at Proctor’s Landing, on Lake 
Borgne, Louisiana, is not necessary for the defence of New 
Orleans, and if necessary, what sum is required to com- 
mence the work. 

Mr. YULEEsubmitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Newnansville to Orange Springs, 
via Madisonburg, Florida. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, 

Ordered, ‘That 10,000 additional copies of the report of the 
Secretary of War, and the report of Lieutenant Emory 
communicated therewith, be printed for the use of the Sen- 
ate, and that the said copies, as well as those already print- 
ed, be bound in muslin. 

On motion of Mr. DIX, the Senate took up the 
bill to repeal the act of 2d March, 1837, entitled 
“ An act concerning pilots. ”’ 

Mr. DIX said, Mr. President: On a former oc- 
casion | said to the Senate all I desire to say in 
relation to the legal questions involved in this bill. 
I shall not therefore repeat what I said then, or 
enter into any new assignment or discussion of 
objections arising out of the powers of Congress 
over the subject of regulating pilotage in the States. 
But I am constrained by the remarks which were 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Davis,] and the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. 
MILLER, ] to enter into a somewhat detailed history 
of the pilot question in New York. I regret that 
I am compelled to do so, because it has become, 
in some degree, a dissension between classes, in- 
volving private interests; and these are always 
subjects which I wish to avoid, when I can do so 
consistently with my duty to the public. 

I have stated heretofore that the pilots of New 
York, in 1836, had entered into an agreement to 
share equally their joint receipts, and that this com- 
bination had led to a relaxation of their accustomed 
vigilance in looking out for vessels and taking them 
into port. In consequence of some disasters which 
occurred, the public attention was called to the 
defects of the system of pilotage existing in New 
York. In the annual message of the Governor of 
the State, on the 3d January, 1837, he brought the 
subject before the Legislature. On the following 
day select committees were appointed in both 
branches. On the 1lth of February, a bill was 
reported by the chairman of the select committee in 
the House of Assembly; and after a very thorough 
discussion in committee of the whole, the bill was 
reported to the House by a vote of 91 to 7, on the 
8th of. March. It was subsequently read a third 
time and passed by a vote of 85 to 5. In the Senate 
the bill was received on the 14th of March, referred 
to the select committee of that body, and reported 
with amendments which were concurred in; but in 
consequence of the pressure of important business, 
it was not passed until the 6th of April. I state 
these facts to show the deliberation with which the 
Legislature of the State of New York acted on this 
important question. The number of pilots was 
increased, a careful system of examination was 
established, combinations were guarded against, 


and all the known and alleged evils of the system 
were provided. for by appropriate remedies, or 
remedies at least which were considered appropriate 
and effectual. 


The Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,} - 


in hia remarks, seemed ‘to assume that the New 
York prtots of 1848 are answerable for the acts 
of those of 1835 and 1836; and the Senator from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Mitier,] who followed him, 
made some allusion -to them which appears to 
warrant the same inference. But if those gen- 
tlemen will consider how rapidly the lapse of years 
is thinning the ranks of their own friends and as- 
sociates, they will not be surprised to learn that 
the great enemy has been busy with the pilots also. 
Of the sixty pilots following the business in 1837, 
there are but twenty-nine now engaged in piloting. 
More than half have perished at sea, died on 
shore, or become disqualified by age for the ardu- 
ous service in which they were engaged. The 
number of New York pilots holding branches un- 
der the laws of the State, is eighty; and of these, 
fifty-one have been appointed since the State law 
of 1837 was passed. Whatever responsibility, 
therefore, belongs to the pilots of 1836, has, for 
the most part, gone with them to be met at a higher 
tribunal than this. I state these facts that the Sen- 
ate may understand why it will be proper to deal 
with systems and not with men. 

The haste manifested in passing the act of Con- 
gress of 1837, of which we ask for the repeaf, 
stands in strong contrast with the legislation of 
New York. Let me recite the facts as briefly“as 


possible. ’ 


By the Senate Journal of 1836-7, it will be seen 
that a resolution was introduced on the 12th of 
January, by Mr. Tallmadge, of New York, in- 
structing the Committee on Commeree to inquire 
into the expediency of legislating on the subject 
of pilots on the seacoast, with power to report by 
bill or otherwise. This resolution waa adopted. 
The Committee on Commerce consisted of the 
following distinguished gentlemen: Mr. King of 
Alabama, chairman, Mr. Davis of Massachusetts, 
Mr. Linn of Missouri, Mr. Brown of North Car- 
olina, and Mr. Ruggles of Maine. The commit- 
tee, though they had ample time for deliberation, 
never made a report on the resolution. i 

On the 28th day of February, the last day of 
the month, Mr. Wall, of New crs introduced 
a bill on-notice. lt was instantly read the first and 
second time, reported to the Senate, and immedi- 
ately read a third time—the work probably of as 
much time as I take to give the details. 

But, sir, it is necessary that we should accom- 
any the bill through all the stages of its course. 
t was received in the House on the 28th of Feb- 

ruary, the day it passed the Senate, (House Jour- 
nal, page 552,) and on the next day received its 
proper number of readings, and passed. On the 
2d of March it received the President’s signature, 

and became the law of the land. | 


‘ 


| 


s 
Nor is this all. The subject had been referred 


to a committee in the House early in that session. 
The committee made an elaborate report on the 
22d of February, and asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject. In the 
face of this proceeding, the bill was passed, and in 
the summary way I have stated. 

It is as remarkable a specimen of the despatch of 
business—business involving a question of consti- : 
tutional power, and bringing in its train collisions | 
betweeħ’ individuals, and classes, and tes—as 
can be met with. -It was hurried, or rather rushed, 
throyzh Congress, almost at the last hour of its 
session—indeed, almost at the last hour of its ex- 
istence. . 

I have heretofore told the Senate that the Legis- 
lature of New York, after becoming satisfied that | 
dhe act of Congress operated injuriously on the 

ilots of that State, and after waiting eight years ; 
or its repeal, came to the conclusion to repeal her 
own laws regulating pilotage by way of Sandy | 
Hook, the great outlet and inlet for the foreign 
commerce of the country, providing only that the, 
ilots then licensed should continue to be pilots. 
t has been alleged that the New York pilots were 
applicants to the Legislature for repeal. This isa: 
eae They appealed to the Legislature of the 
tate to— i 


“ Try and determine whether the aforesaid act of Con-) 
gress does or does not transcend the legislative power êf the 
Federal Government, and whether the acts exercised under 
its sanction and under the authority of the laws of the State 
of New Jersey by the citizens of that St&te, are or are not in 


1848. 


violation of the sovereignty of the State of New York, and 
- in contempt of her laws.” l 

It is true, they acquiesced in the repeal of the 
State laws, and desired it as an alternative, if they 
could not procure the repeal of the act of Congress. 
The latter object was always what they sought. 
Failing in it, they consented to the repeal of the 
State laws—a measure proposed by the mercantile 
interest. The pilots believed it would place them 
on an equal footing with the pilots of New Jersey. 
Jt was under this view of the subject, that the New 
York pilots, on consultation with the mercantile 
interest, the Chamber of Commerce and Board of 
Underwriters, consented to it. Such appears to be 
the fact from the petition to the Legislature, and 
the debate on the bill. It was supposed that it 
would open a fair field of competition to them and 
the New Jersey pilots, and that their fitness and 
industry would be the measure of their success. 

As soon, however, as the State laws were re- 
pealed, the chamber of commerce and the board 
- of underwriters organized a board of commission- 
ers to examine pilots and give them certificates. 
Nor was this all. They published a notice, which 
I will read, calling on the ship-masters not to re- 
ceive a pilot unless he could produce a certificate 
from them or the State of New Jersey: 


‘itis recommended that no vessel receive a persdn as 
pilot except on his producing a certificate signed by the above 


board, or those issued under authority of the State of New 


Jersey.” 


& 

‘This measure was a virtual proscription of the 
New York pilots, unless they would consent to 
receive the certificates of this irresponsible board, 
and acknowledge its authority. It was not to be 
supposed that they would discredit the licenses 
they held under the laws of the State by receiving 
the certificates of a board organized without any 
legal authority whatever—certificates, which could 
confer no authority on those to whom they were 
given. Was it reasonable to expect them to do so? 
Certainly not. They possessed in the State licenses 
the highest warrants of authority. They required 
nothing more: they should not have been asked to 
take less. 

Though the Chamber of Commerce and the Board 
of Underwriters have no legal control over the sub- 
ject of pilotage, their. actual control is very great. 

hey represent, and indeed wield, the commercial 
influence of the city of New York. The ship-mas- 
ters are subject, in a great degree, tọ that influence, 
and hence the recommendation had in many cases 
the efficacy of a command. It was literally warn- 
ing the public against employing the New York 
pilots, though trained from their youth to their vo- 
cation, unles¥ they, holding the State authority in 
their hands, would consent to receive certificates 
from an irresponsible board having no legal power 
to grant them. What was the effect? Wee it to 
break up a monopoly—the great evil of which the 
public complained? The New York pilots were 
eighty-two in number; the New Jersey pilots seven- 
teen; and the merchants’ board, as it is called, soon 
after these regulations were published, granted cer- 
tificates to sixteen persons. If the recommenda- 
tion had been acted on, the whole pilotage of the 
city would have been given to thirty-three persons, 
and eighty-two persons would have been excluded 
from all participation in it. But it was not gener- 
ally acted on. With all the weight it carried with 
it, the New York pilots continued to be, and are 
stillextensively employed, though, as I shall show, 
they have felt severely the effect of the invidious 
distinction which has been made between them 
and others. 

I will now proceed to state in detail the conse- 
quences which have resulted from the act of Con- 
gress; for it is to this act that all the difficulty 
which exists ia to be traced. : 

1. There has not been a fair competition. The 
ship-owners, who represent a considerable portion 
of the active commercial capital of the city, have 
contributed to make it unequal. In the first place, 
the regulation I have quoted has had its influence. 
The New York pilots are passed by, and the New 
Jersey and merchants’ pilots, as they are called, 
are employed in preference; not because the latter 
are more competent, but because they are consid- 
ered as prefersed by the mercantile classes, on whom 
the ship-masters are often dependent for employ- 
ment. The injustice of the regulation is more dis- 
tinctly seen in a practice which has grown up 
under it, and become very extensive, of taking a 
vessel brought in by a New York pilot out of his 


i and leaves her. 


i of bringing her in. 


‘chants’ pilots, which they did not bring in. 
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hands, and giving her to a New Jersey or mer- 


‘chants’ pilot to take out. 


It may be proper to say that in every State, of 
which I have been able to examine the Jaws, and 
in which those laws are passed with a view to 
equality, a pilot bringing in a vessel, or a pilot be- 
longing to the same boat, has the privilege of taking 
the vessel out. The reason is obvious. The in- 
ward pilotage is often hazardous and laborious. 
Vessels are sometimes boarded two hundred miles 
at sea. Pilots are often out a week or ten days in 


pursuit of them. They are to be brought into port. 


in all weathers. But the outward pilotage is al- 
wayseasy. Vessels goto sea in fair weather only. 
The pilot takes his charge a few miles from shore, 
There is no labor, no hazard, and 
but little responsibility init. Nothing can be more 
unjust, more repugnant to evgry principle of fair- 
ness and liberality, than to take from a pilota 
vessel he has brought in, and give her to another 
to take out. It is in fact only by taking a vessel 
out, that a pilot can be compensated for the labor 
Accordingly, this pave is 
usually secured by law. The laws of Massachu- 
setts, fər instance, provide that the pilot who 
brought in a vessel (or one belonging to the same 
boat) is entitled to take her out. In like manner 
the laws of South Carolina provide, that “every 
‘ pilot taking a vessel in, has the exclusive right to 
‘take her out,’’ except in case of misbehavior, &c. 
Let us see what has been the operation of the 
system in New York since the act of Congress 
passed. That act authorizes a pilot from New 
York or New Jersey to be employed to pilot a 
vessel to or from New York. It leaves it optional 
with the master of a vessel to employ the same 
pilot who brought in a vessel, tọ take her out, or 
to employ another pilot; and here the regulation 
of the Chamber of Commerce and the Board of Un- 
derwriters come in, recommending him to employ 
no pilot not certified by their board or licensed by 
New Jersey, excluding the eighty New York pilots. 
The consequence may be readily seen. I hold in 
my hand several lists of vessels broughtin by New 
York pilots and given to New Jersey or merchants’ 
pilots to take outagain. The names of the vessels 
are given as well as the time of the transactions. 
There is also a list of vessels taken out by the Lt 
is 
list is furnished by the secretary of the board of 
commissioners, and is under his own hand. The 
pilotage on these vessels amounted to $3,038 53, 
and must have been taken from the New York 
pilots. There are in addition, lists of 148 vessels 
taken from the New York pilots during a portion 
of the years 1846 and 1847, and given to other 
pilots to take out again. Even these lists are not 
complete. There were numerous cases which were 
omitted for want of precise information. The 
average pilot fees for each vessel are estimated at 
$25. They are probably a little more—certainly 
not less. Atthis rate, the amount take from the 


New York pilots on the vessels above mentioned, : 


and by violating a rule of universal justice, is 
$6,688. 

‘These facts are proved by unquestionable evi- 
dence. In the year 1844, before the merchants’ 
pilots were appointed, it appears by a ‘‘ remon- 
strance of the underwriters of the port of New 


. York,” Doc. No. 60, House of Representatives, 


Ist session 29th Congress, that the New York 
pilots brought in J ,992 vessels, and took out 1,610— 
a difference of 382, the pilotage on which must 
have amounted to $9,550. By the same return it 
appears that the New York pilots, 81 in number, 
piloted in and out 3,602 vessels, or 445; vessels each 
pilot, giving them, at $25 per vessel, $1,112 50 each, 
to pay the expenses of their boats, and maintain 
their families on shore. It also appears that the 
New Jersey pilots, 17 in number, piloted in and 
out 1,131 vessels, giving them, at $25 per vessel, 
ee 23 each, or $550 73 each more than the New 

ork pilots. A very considerable portion of this 
difference is owing to the open manner in which 
the New York pilots have been discouraged by the 
board of commissioners. 

I have stated these facts, Mr. President, in jus- 
tice to the New York pilots, who have been charged 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] 
and the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. MILLER, | 
with sinister motives in coming to Congress to ask 
for a repeal of the act of 2d March, 1837. I have 
felt it due to them to show that they are laboring 
under a serious disability, and are the objects of a 
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most invidious distinction under the operation of 
this act. 

But I proceed to other considerations. 

2. One of the great complaints against the sys- | 
tem in force previous to 1837, was, that pilots 
would not go to sea in search of vessels, but waited 
at Sandy Hook to receive ghem. This evil has 
been remedied; butt has been followed both by 
inconveniences and injustice, which, perhaps, fully 
counterbalance it. I will first state the inconveni- 
ence. Pilots now go far out to sea in quest of 
vessels, It is not an uncommon thing for a pilot 
to present himself two hundred miles from New 
York. Now, there is no particular advantage in 
this. It may be safely said that no vessel requires 
or wishes a pilot at a greater distance than twenty 
or twenty-five miles from Sandy Hook. Ifa pilot 
gets on board a vessel one or two hundred miles 
from New York, he does not take charge of her. 
She is ordinarily given to him when she comes in 
sight of land. Itis not every pilot who is capable 
of taking charge of a vessel out of sight of land, 
and carrying her into port. The consequence of 
the present over-active competition is, that the pilot 
boats go to sea, vessels constantly pass them, and 
on reaching Sandy Hook they find no pilots. At 
the very place where they are most wanted, they 
are often not to be found. I shall refer to an hon- 
orable Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Jonnson,] to 
know whether, on arriving at Sandy Hook in the 
Great Western, that vessel was not detained be- 
cause no pilot could be found. I will read some 
notes from the log-book of the United States light- 
ship off Sandy Hook, showing that it is a very 
common occurrence for vessels to arrive there and 
be detained for want of pilots. There are over 
seventy cases on the abstract of the log-book, 
which I hold in my hand; and in addition, the 
captain of the ship states on one occasion that 
there was ‘‘a large number of vessels in sight 
wanting pilots;”? on another, that ‘‘ several ves- 
sels near us want pilots;’? and that there were 
many other cases which he saw himself, and of 
which no entry was made in the log-book. While, 
therefore, the active competition in piloting has 
corrected one evil, it has produced another. 

And now, sir, I will state the injustice. of the 
system. Under the laws of New York and New 
Jersey, and I believe under the laws of most other 
States, if a pilot boards a vessel beyond a certain 
distance from the land, he is entitled to 25 per cent. 
in addition to his established fees. In New York 
this distance is some fifteen miles outside of the 
Sandy Hook light. This is called off-shore pilot- 
age, and was intended as a compensation for the 
extra labor and intonvenience of the pilot. When 
there was a legally-established system, it could be 
exacted. Now it cannot, and ship-owners and 
masters knowing this, refuse to pay it. This re- 
mark is not of universal application, but the prac- 
tice is becoming very general. It is believed that 
four-fifths of the vessels refuse to pay the off-shore 
pilotage. They are willing the pilot should go one 
or two hundred miles to sea, but they are ee 
to pay him the customary addition to his fees. 
he presents himself, the first question is, “* Do you 
charge off-shore pilotage?’ And if he refuses to 
give it up, the ship refuses to take him. Or if no 
bargain is made with him, he is required to deduct 
it when the véssel goes out, or she is given to an- 
other person. Under such a system he has no 
legal security either for just or liberal treatment. 

3. The active competition which has.grown out 
of the existing system, and which would have 

rown up without the act of Congress under the 

tate law of New York, has not had the effect of 
securing commerce against shipwrecks and other 
disasters. I very much doubt whether they have 
been at all diminished in number. The cases of 
the Mexico and the Bristol were extraordinary 
occurrences. They happened at >n inclement sea- 
son, and even if the old system had been contin- 
ued, such disasters might not have occurred again 
in half a century. Since that time there have been 
shipwrecks equally disastrous, except in the loss 
of life. Some of the property in the Bristol. and 
Mexico was saved, and the deaths which occurred 
in the Mexico were not from drowning, but from 
frost, the passengers, who were emigrants, having 
been driven to the deck in a winter’s night of un- 
paralleled severity. 

I hold in my hand a list of 220 vessels stranded, 
run aground, or wrecked, from April 1839 to 
March 1846—seven years—all under the new sys- 


tem. Of this number, ayer 30 were a total loss, 
and 22 were engaged in foreign commerce. Some 
of these shipwrecks were of a most distressing 

character on account of the loss of life with which 
they were attended. The ship John Minturn, for 
instance, went ashore on Squam Beach, about fif- 
teen miles from Sandy Hook—the captain and his 
family, the pilot, and thirty-eight others, having 
paristied ‘together, and the ship and cargo were 
totally lost. On the score of property, it was 
peo a heavier loss than that of the Bristol or 

exico. 

I have another list of 111 vessels stranded, run 
aground, or wrecked, from February, 1846, com- 
mencing where the-other list terminated, to the 14th 
January, 1848—say two years. Of this number, 
24 were a total loss—a large increase in the ratio 
compared with former years—and nine were en- 
gaged in foreign commerce. In the first seven years 
above-named, the vessels totally lost amounted to 
nearly five per annum. During the last two years 
they have been twelve per annum—more than 
doubled, though the increase of the commerce of 
the city has been in a much larger proportion. 

I state these facts to show that security to prop- 
erty and life has not increased under the existing 
system, whatever opinions may be expressed to 
the contrary. Itis true, I have not been able to 
make comparisons with the period preceding 1837 
for want of data. There is, however, an account 
by Captain Earl, who was adduced as a witness 
against the New York pilots, and who stated, in 
1835, that he had enumerated, from memory, 39 
vessels totally lost within a ‘‘ few years.” The 
number of years is left to conjecture; but, upon the 
most unfavorable supposition, the loss could not 
have exceeded that of the last two years. 

I have also felt myself called on to make this 
statement to meet the declaration of the honorable 
Senator from. Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] that 
‘¢ shipwrecks in the neighborhood of that harbor 
are almost nknown’’—a declaration which he 
would not have ventured to make, if he had taken 
time to investigate the facts with his usual care and 
discrimination. 

From what I have said it will be apparent that 
the whole control of the subject of pilotage is in 
the hands of the ship-owners and ship-masters, 
without legal regulation. The master of a vessel 
may take any pilot he pleases—he may bargain for 
the amount of pilot fees—he may, after having 
taken a pilot two hundred miles at sea, when 
coming in, give his vessel to another pilot to take 
out. The pilot himself has no security either that 
the customary fees will be paid him, or that he will 
have the preference in taking out a vessel he has 
brought in. He is, in fact, wholly dependent on 
the ship-owner or ship-master. Is this right? 

I believe, Mr. President, that the best systems 
of pilotage are those which are under the most 
rigid regulation. The defect of the system in New 
York is, that there is no law, no systematic govern- 
ment or rules. Nor can there be while a master 
of a vessel is allowed to take a pilot from two dif- 
ferent States. It is impossible to enforce prohibi- 
tions or commands in one State, when there is a 
competition between different classes holding war- 
rants or licences from two separate authorities, 
neither of which is responsible to the other. 

The Chamber of Commerce and the Board of 
Underwriters have,by establishing rules themselves; 
confessed the necessity of legal regolation. They 
have no authority to enforce the rules they have 
adopted, and those rules are not enforced- They 
fixed the rates of pilotage according to the standard 
established by the law of New York, which had 
been repealed; but these rates are not uniformly 

aid. The pilots are constantly obliged to take 
eas in order to obtain employment. Pilots are 
rèquired to board the nearest vessel under a penalty 
of $50; but there is no power to enforce the penalty. 
The commissioners are authorized by the regula- 
tions to impose fines; but it is a perfectly nominal 
authority. Off-shore pilotage is allowed by their 
regulations; but vessels, as has been seen, in most 
instances, refuse or evade the payment, because 
there is no legal authority to exact it. 

If a pilot offers his services to the eastward of 
the whrte buoy, about three miles from Sandy 
Hook, and is refused, he is entitled to half-pilot- 
age; but it is never paid because the commission- 
ers had no power to make guch a regulation. They 
have no authority whatever. Their regulations 
are a dead letter. All the control there is rests 
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upon the commercial influence wielded by the com- 
missioners and the ship-owners,. 

I believe this state of things to be radically wrong. 
The reasons for subjecting the business of pilotage 
to legal regulation seem to me urgent and unan- 
swerable. Let me advert toa single one. The 
entries and clearances of foreign vessels at New 
York exceed 1,100 perannum. They are entirely 
dependent on a judicious system of pilotage for 
their safety. The regular traders may know the 
pilot boats, and sometimes may make selections; 
but foreign vessels, without this knowledge, will 
naturally take the first pilot that presents himself. 
They can have no knowledge of his qualifications; 
they are entirely at his mercy; and it is only by a 
proper system of regulation, under an undivided 
authority, that we can do justice to the vast for- 
eign commerce whigh centers in the city of New 
York. The act of Congress is the only obstacle 
to the establishment of such a system. [If it were 
repealed, I am entirely satisfied that a system could 
be adopted, in concurrence with the mercantile 
classes, which would meet the views and interests 
of all, and secure every public object. 

But, to pursue this point a little furtger, the 
New York merchants are not the only parties in 
interest. New York is the centre of commerce 
of the whole Union. Foreign countries, as I have 
already shown, have also a deep interest in the 
matter—an interest which we have no right to 
subject to the control, without law, of a single 
class. It is due to the country that the system of 
pilotage for the great emporium of the Union 
should be made efficient by judicious regulation, 
instead of being thrown open to unrestrained com- 
petition. The interests at stake are too important: 
not property alone, but human life is concerned. 
I am not aware that there is any commercial coun- 
try which intrusts the business of piloting to open 
competition. It is one of the few matters in which 
regulation has always been deemed indispensable. 
Strongly impressed as.1 am with the importance 
of freeing commerce and navigation, as far as-pos- 
sible, from all shackles and restrictions, I cannot, 
on the fullest reflection, bring my mind to the con- 
clusion that pilotage should be without Jaw. 

But there is another consideration. Those who 
now control pilotage in New York to a great ex- 
tent, have an interest adverse to the pilots. Their 
interest is to have piloting done cheap. Bargains 
are frequently made, and the pilat is compelled to 
take less than the customary rates—less than the 
rates fixed as reasonable and just ay the Chamber 
of Commerce and the Board ot Underwriters. The 
tendency of this state of things is to drive the best 
pilots into other employments, and to introduce an 
inferior class of men in their place. And from the 
best judgment I have been able to form, I cannot 
but think, that if this state of things continues 
until the present stock of well-trained pilots pass 
off the stage, New York, instead of having pilots 
equal to the best in any country, will have the 
worst.* 

l am not quite certain, Mr. President, that the 
interest of insurers is so very decidedly in favor of 
the highest degree of security to property afloat 
as the Senator from Massachusetts supposes. In- 
surance is regulated by the hazards. The rates 
are high when the hazard is great, and they are 
low when the hazard is small. Now, I believe it 
may be said with safety that the rates of insurance 
rise in a ratio higher than that of the increase of 
hazard, and that the profits of insurarice are great- 
est when the security 1s least. I speak in respect 
to the operation of principles, and not in respect to 
motives of action; and only for the purpose of ex- 


*Siuce making this speech, L have seen a notice in the 
New York papers, which is annexed: 


« Notice to Ship-masters.—The Board of Underwriters of 
this city have resolved to revive the practice of examining 
the conduct of the masters of vessels wrecked or meeting 
with serious disasters without extraordinary cause, occa- 
sioning loss to the members of the Board ; and eae 
each examination and suspension, no risks are to be taken 
on vessels in charge of such masters. 

« Notice is also given, that information has been commu- 
nicated to the Board that several ship-masters have recently 
entered this port without pilots, aud others with persons 
pretending to be pilots, who were incompetent, The Board 
requests masters to act with greater care for the future, as 
the insurance companies will hold parties toa strict account- 
ability tor omitting to take a pilot, and also for taking an in- 
coinpetent pilot. JNO. S. TAPPAN, 

“6 Secretary Board of Underwriters of New York.” 

Nothing can more clearly show the defectiveness of the 


existing system than this notice, or prove more conclusively 
the truth of what I have said. 
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plaining why a very defective system of pilotage 
might exist without prejudice to insurers. . 
The Senator from Massachusetts has said that 
the mercantile interest generally is in favor of the 
present. system, and he intimates pretty strongly 
that there is not a merchant in New York who is 
not opposed to the repeal.- Now, I can assure the 
Senator that the memorials from New York ask- 


ing for the repeal of the act of Congress, signed by _ 


some five thousand persons, contain the names of 
several highly respéctable merchants, besides a 
large number of ship-maaters and ship-owners. I 
can also assure him that I have conversed with 
some of the most respectable ship-masters who 
sail from New-York, and who believe the present 
system tends to degrade the pilots, and to render 
life and property insecure. It is no doubt true that 
the merchants generally are opposed to the repeal: 
Ist, for reasons I have stated; and 2d, because it 
has been industriously circulated by interested per- 
sons that the object of the repeal is to establish the 
old mongpoly. The Senator from Massachusetts 
twice said so, and I regretted to hear it. He has 


. been deceived. There is not a shadow of founda- 


tion for the charge. It is thid belief which has 
produced so much hostility to the repeal, and I 
regret that my honorable friend from Massachu- 
setts should have fallen into so great an error. Let 
me state a few facts. 

The New York pilots assented in 1846 to the 
creation pf a board of commissioners of three per- 
sons, one to be chosen by the Board of Under- 
writers, one by the Chamber of Commerce, and 
one by themselves, to regulate the whole business 
of pilotage. They offered to take into the asso- 
ciation of pilots all those now licensed by New 
Jersey and the merchants’ pilots, if found qualified 
on examination. This proposition contemplated 
a repeal of the act of Congress and the establish- 
ment of a system of pilotage by State legislation. 


The agent of those two bodies was understood to .. 


give his assent to it in this city, and I supposed 
the matter would be satisfactorily adjusted. But 
on his return to New York they refused to accede 
to it. The pilots agreed that the mercantile inter- 
est should have two to one of the commissioners, 
a complete control, provided they could have legal 
regulation. Under the existing system this inter- 
est has the control without legal regulation. This 
is the issue joined between the parties. The New 
York pilots desire no monopoly. They do not 
ask even for contro]. They ask only legal pro- 
tection for. rights universally acknowledged to be 


just. 


The Senator from Massachusetts also stated as 
his belief, that the papers in his possession showed 
no persons connected with the shipping interest of 
the country, except the pilots, desired the repeal 
of the act of Congress. 1 have shown this to be 
a mistake. I might go on and say that two sover- 
eign States have. complained of it as injurious to 


great public interests. But if it were true thas - 


none but the pilots desired the repeal of the law, 


would it be a reason why Congress should turn a 


deaf ear to their appeal? May not any individual, 


or any class of individuals, fairly appeal to Con-. 


gress for protection against the operation of its 


own enactments, when they are oppressive or in- | 
I have always | 


jurious to the party appealing? 
supposed it to be the peculiar duty of Congress to 
see that, in the enactment of laws, individual rights 
were not injuriously affected. The only question 
is, how far those rights shall give way to great 
public interests. And, sir, I insist that, on the 
application of the pilots alone, asking for the repeal 
of an act which has proved oppressive to them, it 
would have been the duty of Congress to look 
into the facts, and to grant the prayer of the peti- 


tioners, unless high public considerations rendered , 


it improper. But, as I have already said, the 


| 


| 


pilots are not the only complainants. Numerous: 


and respectable classes of citizens unite with them; 
and the Legislatures of two States remonstrate 
against the act of Congress either as oppressive or’ 
as injurious to the public interest which it is de- 
signed to secure. 
I cannot digmiss this part of the subject without 
saying that I entertain for the merchants of th 
city of New York the highest respect. In enter 
prise, intelligence in commercial matters, and ina 
honorable discharge of their pecuniary obligations 
they are unaurpassed by any class of men in thi 
country or any other. When I took my seat in 
this body, it was with an earnest desire to contri: 


Pa 
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bute my humble efforts to the promotion of the 
commercial interest of the country, which I thought 
had not received all the notice to which it was en- 
titled; and it is to this subject more than any other 
that I have devoted myself. L shall continue to do 
so. But in this matter of the pilots, I am constrained 
to differ from what seems to be the general opinion 
among the merchants of New York. And yet I 
am entirely satisfied that if we understood each 
other, there would be little difference between_us. 
Ido not think the great body of the merchants 
have looked into the subject critically. I have in- 
quired of many of them why they were opposed 
to the repeal of the act of Congress; andl have 
received the same answer in every case—‘‘ because 
we are opposed to the reéstablishment of the old 
monopoly.’ And when I have rejoined, that I 
was equally opposed to such a measure, that I was 
in favor of placing the whole subject of pilotage 
for the city of New York under legal regulation, 
and leaving the administration of the system in the 
hands of the Chamber of Commerce and the Board 
of Underwriters, their representatives, I do not 
recollect an instance in which they have not ac- 
Te in the propriety of the suggestion. What 

have insisted on is legal control, to be exercised 
by those who have a practical knowledge of the 
subject. But I am unwilling to leave it even in 
their hands without legal control—if for no other 
reason, because there is no power to enforce pro- 
per regulations, or punish their infraction. And I 
do not hesitate to say, if the merchants will look 
into this question, that there will be a general con- 


currence in the propriety of the measure I propose. | 


Ít is possible I may be deceived; but if 1 am—if 
they shall continue to differ with me in opinion— 
one assurance I shall still retain, that they will do 
me the justice to believe 1 am actuated solely by 
what I consider the true interests of the eity and 
country at large. 

One word in conclusion. My suggestion in re- 
spect to a system of pilotage in New York is this: 
1. A board of commissioners of three persons, one 
appointed by the Chamber of Commerce, one by 
the Board of Underwriters, and one by the pilots, 
who shall have power to examine and license all 
persons desirous of acting as pilots, and to super- 
intend the administration of the system generally. 
2.” A classification of the boats, to include those of 
New York, New Jersey, and merchants’ pilots; 
with all the persons now belonging to them, who 
shall be found competent, and an assignment of the 
boats, in turn, to three descriptions of service, viz: 
cruising out of sight of Sandy Hook, within sight 
of the light-house, and in the vicinity of the Hook. 
This will correspond substantially with the station 
system at Liverpool, and will at all times insure 
to vessels arriving at the city of New York, com- 
petent pilots, under legal regulation, and under the 
supervision of the mercantile interest of the city. 
The first step towards the establishment of such a 
system is a repeal of the act of Congress, without 
which it cannot be placed upon such.a footing as 
to insure its efficacy. 

Mr. DAYTON expressing a desire to make 
some reply, the bill was, by common consent, 
laid over. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill for the 
` relief of Frederick Dawson, James Schott, and Eli- 
sha Dana Whitney. a 

The bill being under consideration as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole— — 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, described the 

aracter of the bill. The claimants made a con- 
tract with the Government of Texas to build six 
vessels, carrying sixty-two guns, which weré to be 
paid for at the rate of $336,000, if paid within one 
year after delivery of the vessels, or $550,000 in 
_ sterling bonds of Texas, bearing interest, or a still 
larger amount, in the event of failure in the terms 
stated. The vessels were delivered according to 
contract; but no part of the purchase money had 
ever been paid, although the whole revenue of 
Texas, from imports or any other source, was 
pledged for the payment of the amount. He show- 
ed that the revenue of Texas was amply sufficient 
to have redeemed the pledge. To prove this, he 
‘Went into numerous minute details. The debt of 
Texas, at the time of annexation, exclusive of this 
debt, was only $650,000; and to this is to be added 
$560,000 due to these claimants. A law was passed 
authorizing the funding of the debt,.and about a 
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ilion was funded, when that law was repealed. 
is claim -of $560,000 is the whole of the debt of 
Texas, for which she pledged the duties which 
might accrue, from time to time, from her imports, 
the million funded resting on. the usual obligation 
between debtor and creditor. He gave a history 
of the annexation of Texas, the treaty entered into 
stipulating that the United States would pay the 
debt of Texas, specifying the debt due to these 
contractors as included, and the fact that this treaty 
had not been ratified. Had that treaty been rati- 
fied, and had annexation been effected by that 
mode, we should have been spared the war with 
Mexico, and, what is still worse, the agitating 
question which now convulses the Senate. .The 
conjunction between Texas and the United States 
was completed by a resolution, in Which no provis- 
ion was made for the payment of the debt. But 
Mr. J. referred to the language of the President in 
the instructions to the minister of the United States, 
to show that it was the intention of our Govern- 
ment to agree to any arrangement which might be 
suggested for the payment of her debt. Texas 
then surrendered her sovereignty and her revenue, 
relying on the honor of the United States. 
question now was, not whether we are bound to pay 
the whole debt of Texas, but if we are not bound 
to pay this debt? The debt would not have existed 
but for annexation. He regarded the United States 
Government as bound, by every consideration of 
honor and justice, to pay this claim, as the very 
roperty for which this claim is made has fallen 
into the hands of our Government. 

On motion of Mr. PHELPS, by common con- 
sent, the further consideration of the bill was then 
postponed. 

The following bills were considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and were read a third time 
and passed: | 

A bill for the relief of Charles M. Gibson. 

A bill for the relief of D. A. Watterston. 

A bill for the relief of Columbus Alexander and 
Theodore Barnard. ` 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Moses White. 

A bill for the relief of the heir of John Wall, de- 
ceased. 

A bill for the relief of Mary Taylor, commonly 
called Polly Taylor. 

A bill for the relief of James C. Carson. 

A bill for the relief of David Wilkinson. 

A bill for the relief of Stalker & Hill. [This 
was the House bill, and an order was adopted, in- 
structing the Secretary to apply to the House for 
the return of the Senate bill on the same case, 
which had passed some days since. ] . 

A bill for the relief of H. Fredieu, M. Vercher,- 
C. Sanmiguel, N. P. Gagnon, V. Caubarreux, and 
F. Harbo, of Louisiana. 

A bill for the relief of William W. Wynn. 


The following bills were laid on the table, sim- 
ilar bills being before the Senate in another form: 

The bill for the relief of David Myerle. 

The bill for the relief of Colonel Robert Wal- 
lace, aid-de-camp of General W. Hull. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, July 1, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The joint resolution of the Senate for the relief 
of Richard Fields was laid before the House, read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. HUNT suggested that, by general consent, 
the committees be called for reports. 

The SPEAKER stated thatif that suggestion 
were acquiesced in, the first subject in order would 
be the report of the Committee on Commerce on 
the Chicago Convention memorial. 

Objections were made by Messrs. PHELPS and 
FICKLIN ; 

Mr. KAUFMAN urged the House to take up 
and act upon the business on the Speaker’s table, 
among whieh was the engrossed bill to establish 
certain post routes. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar. Lost: Ayes, 54, 
noes 65. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. VINTON, 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Roor, of Ohio, in the 
chair.) 


The | 


~ 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. VINTON said he had already given notice 
that he should ‘to-day call up the hadian appro- 
priation bill, that the amendments proposed to 
it by the Senate might be taken up and acted 


upon. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkagsas, inquired whether 
the Committee of Ways and Means had concurred — 
in the Senate’s amendments? 

Mr. VINTON replied that the committee were 
ready to agree to some and disagree to others. 

Mr. JOHNSON then expressed his hope that 
that bill might be suffered to lie over until the be- 
ginning of the week. It contained one provision 
in regard to the Indian agencies in which his State 
was very deeply interested, and on which he de- 
sired a little time to prepare himself to address the 


ouse. 

Mr. VINTON expressed .a willingness to do 
anything to oblige the gentleman from Arkansas, 
which was not inconsistent with his duty; but he 
went on to explain the position of this and other 
appropriation bills, and gave reasons why he must 
oppose any delay. 

r. JOHNSON earnestly remonstrated, and 
Mr. McKAY coming to his support, and Mr. Mc- 
CLERNAND suggesting that all the amendments 
were not printed, it was finally agreed not to call 
up the Indian bill at this time, but to suffer the 
debate (which was limited to two o’clock on Mon- 


day) to proceed on the 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. TOOMBS spoke through his hour, taking 
for his theme the ‘* Platform’’ of the Democratic 
Nominating Convention held at Baltimore in Ma 
last, on every section of which he commented wi 
some severity, designating it as a document that 
was fraudulent in its purposes, being intended to 
deceive the people. 

Mr. McCLELLAND replied elaborately to the 
speech of Mr. Stewart, of Pennsylvania, deliv- 
ered a few days ago, in which General Cass was 
charged with having received extraordinary com- 
pensation for his services as Governor of Michi- 
gan and superintendent of Indian affairs many 
years ago. In the course of his speech he yielded 
the floor for a few minutes to Mr. Burr, who 
made some brief explanatory observations in de- 
fence of General Cass. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, next obtained the floor, 
and yielded to 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, who wished 
to say a word with reference to the a made 
by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. see: | 
of the lieutenant-general bill having been carrie 
through this House by corruption. 

Mr. TOOMBS said that he had stated the fact, 
that it was at first unanimously laid on the table, 
but, when brought up again, it was rejected, and 
finally that it was passed; and that many who first 
voted against it, and afterwards voted for it, were ° 
now receiving the rewards of office. 

Mr. THOMPSON wished the gentleman to 
name the persons. 

Mr. TOOMBS said, if the gentleman himself 
was personally concerned, or if he spoke for others, 


{| he would do so. 


Mr. THOMPSON said he could speak for him- 
self. He was influenced by no such considera- 
tions in his vote for the bill. The gentleman, in 
his opinion, had aspersed all the members of the 
last Congress who had changed their vote on this 
subject. 

For the purpose of setting the matter right, he 
wished to allude for a moment to the facts. The 
bill was reported by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and was laid upon the 
table without a dissenting voice, because no ques- 
tion was raised—no point was made. He himself 
was dissatisfied with it, and, the very next day, 
had moved, in Committee of the Whole, the ap- 
pointment of a lieutenant general. lt was voted 
down—85 to 120; and he saw no one who had 
changed his vote and who had received office. 
Afterwards, when the bill was sent in from the 
Senate, Mr. Gzorce W. Hopkins, who had pre- 
viously voted against it, was recorded as voting in 
its favor; and he supposed the character of Mr. 
Hopkins was so high’ that the gentleman’ could 
hardly intend to asperse him; and if he did, it 
would be of no avail. 

Mr. TOOMBS said that ev 
for the bill changed his vote. 


man who voted 
hen it was first 
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reported by his colleague, [Mr. Harazson,] it was 
unanimously laid on the table. o. 

Mr. THOMPSON denied that where no division 
was made upon a question, gentlemen could be 
considered as committing themselves. 

Mr. COBB resumed the floor, and remarked that 
‘he had risen to ue the committee without the 
‘slightest premeditatioN; but at the same time upon 
a question such as he proposed to consider, in his 
opinion, any elaborate preparation was hardly 
necessary. He proposed to follow the’example 
set by his colleague [Mr. Toomss] this morning, 
and discuss party politicsat large. Not only in this 
House, but in the party press of the country, there 
were some new and dangerous doctrines put forth 
by the Whig party. During this debate a distin- 
guished gentleman on the other side of the House 
had not only attacked the platform on which the 
Democratic party professed to stand in the coming 
campaign, but had denounced everything like 
party organization. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Srewart,]—in reply to whom he 
should say very few words, in consideration of 
the feelings of mercy raised in his heart towards 
the gentleman by the remarks made by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. McCLecianp}—the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania had advanced the 
sentiment, (which seemed to meet a very general 
response on the part of his party in this House 
and throughout the country,) that the time had 
arrived when party organization should be laid 
aside; when men should be elected to the highest 
office in this Republic irrespective of all party con- 
siderations; when the people of the Union should 
assemble on the day of election and deposit their 
votes unbiased by party influences. He desired, 
with the utmost kindness, courtesy, and good feel- 
ing, to inquire into the sincerity of these declara- 
tions. He desired to know whether his opponents, 
in placing themselves upon this ground for the ap- 
proaching election, had deliberately assumed it in 
reference to the principles on which it rested, or 
whether they were acting with direct reference to 
mere party purposes. Were they honestly op- 
posed to party organization? Beyond their pro- 
fession, where was the evidence of it? Whence 
had originated parties in this country? Who were 
the fathers of party organization? Look to the 
history of the best and purest men of the Republic. 
Go back to 1800, when Thos. Jefferson, at the head 
of the Republican party, and Alexander Hamilton, 
at the head of the Federal party, arrayed their op- 
posing principles, and the people rallied around the 
standard which their hearts approved. From that 
day to the present, when, in the history of the 
country, had party organization been thrown aside? 
What was party? as it a mere catch-word, 
used to delude, deceive, impose upon the honest 
people of the land? or was there something in that 
word, of principle, which commended itself to the 
intelligence and integrity of the country? What 
was party? It was an association of men organ- 
ized to carry out great fundamental principles in the 
administration of the Government. Did Thomas 
Jefferson, in the organization of the Republican 

arty, in opposition to the principles laid down by 

is great compeer, Alexander Hamilton, and had 
the people of this country, one and all, from that 
day to the present, been blundering along in error, 
when, throughout the Union, and in every county 
and township, those who agreed in principles had 
associated themselves together for the purpose of 
carrying those principles into the administration of 
the Government? This was what he understood 
by party; and this met the denunciation of gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House. ` What 
would we do if we abolished parties in this coun- 
try? What was the test, the inquiry to be made 
respecting him who was presented by his friends 
as the individual suitable to fill the highest office 
in the Republic? If one asked for his principles, 
he was told that he was a partisan! If one asked 
what was to be the policy of his administration, he 
was told that he was engaged in party warfare! 
. Aside from the principles on which the Govern- 
ment was to be administered , (and these constituted 
the basis of party organization,) what was a man to 
do in the executive chair of the United States? 
He would have but one purpose to accomplish in 
the eyes of those who were opposed to party or- 
ganization, and that was, to distribute the loaves 
and fishes of office. He called upon gentlemen on 
the other side of the House, who went before the 
people of this country with the cry of, Down with 


| 
| 


ments. 


he 
Did 


party organization, down with the only organiza- 
tion which secured the perpetuity of our institu- 
tion—the only organization which exacted from our 
rulers the healthful and right administration of the 
Government upon the principles on which they 
were put into office,—to know if this was their issue, 
if it was their policy to break down these long- 
settled principles of action both on,the part of the 
Republican and Federal party, of all parties that 
had existed throughout the history of our Govern- 
ment and every Government. 

But he would proceed one step further. How 
did this cry of no-partyism comport with the his- 
tory of the party to which these gentlemen be- 
longed? When, in the history of the country, had 
they denounced party organization? When before 
had they said that it was inconsistent with the true 
principles of government, violative of the Consti- 
tution, derogatory to the character of freemen? 
Look at the spirit of proscription which had 
marked the career of the Whig party from the 
very inception of its power to its termination by 
the people, both in the Federal and State Govern- 
Where were the men in the Democratic 
party who had been retained or placed in office by 
their opponents when in power? Where was the 
evidence, that when power had been lodged in their 
hands by their hues and cries before the popu- 
lace, they had disregarded all party considerations 
and applied the test of qualification alone to men 
who desired office? The scene that had occurred 
at the organization of thia House at the commence- 
ment of this session, small though it might be, was 
big with the expression of their conduct. Where 
was the monument of Whig clemency to be found 
among those who had previously held offices in 
this House? 

Mr. PENDLETON, (in his seat.) The post- 
master. 

Mr. COBB. Yes; and the gentleman came very 
near being read out of his party for voting for him. 
There was the monument of Whig clemency which 
was followed by the expulsion of his friend from 
the Whig party almost. Party organization, party 
movements, were they opposed to? They pro- 
fessed to be horrified at the very word party, and 
yet their history was marked by the blood of Dem- 
ocrats sacrificed for mere opinion’s sake, when- 
ever the Whig party had come into power! Gen- 
eral Harrison was elected, it was professed, upon 
no-party principles. Read the history of the three 
months’ administration of the Government under 
his cabinet. (Several voices: thirty days.) He 
spoke of his cabinet; they remained longer. Did 
turn nobody out of office for opinion’s sake? 
they apply no party screws? Did partisan 
devotion during the canvass not commend men to 
their support, and were not Democrats, scores and 
hundreds of Democrats, carried to the block simply 
because they were members of the Democratic 
narty? Who denied it here, in the face of high 
Heaven and before the country? Gentlemen all 
well remember the celebrated remark of Mr. 
Granger, then Postmaster General, that the guillo- 
tine had scareely gone into operation. More men 
were turned out ,of office in sixty days than had 
been during the whole preceding administration; 
and he said he only wished that he could have 
remained in office a short time longer, and he 
would have cut off fifteen hundred heads more! 
And yet the Whig party had now come out with 
the cry of no party, and in opposttion to party 
organization. 

He now came to party platforms, which seemed 
a favorite theme with his colleague, (Mr. Toomss,] 
who had argued the question with his usual ability 
and ingenuity. What wasa party platform? An 
avowal of principles. Was it anything more? A 
man was presented to the people of the United 
States as the candidate for a responsible office: was 
it right or wrong that the people should know what 
were his principles? That was the question. If 
a man was intrusted with the highest power known 
to the world—the guardianship of the interests of 
this great people—he was required by the Consti- 
tution to recommend measures for the action of 
Government. The Constitution placed in his hand 
a power to be exercised to protect and guard it, as 
well as the great rights and interests of the people 
under it. Honest and intelligent men were told 
here to-day that the man thus selected by a party 
convention ought not to be held responsible for the 
principles laid down by his party; that he ought 
not to be asked to define any for himself; and that 


the party ought not to be required to make any 
avowal óf principles. For what, then, would they 
elect him? Were the people of the country called 
upon to vote for General Taylor, and shut their 
eyes to all that was to be done under his adminis- 
tration, if perchance he could be elected, until he 
should, in his tnaugural, make a proclamation of 
his principles? Was he to be brought forward by 
the party Convention, constituting the talent and - 
intelligence of the party, as he apprehended it 
would not be denied, and were they to go forth to 
their respective places of abode, and ask the peo- 
ple to give him their cordial support, telling them 
only that he was a good Whig, that he would ad- 
minister ‘the Government on Whig principles? 
What did that mean? Was it consistent that the 
Convention should refuse to lay down a platform, 
and yet that every Whig orator from the stump 
should endeavor to convey the impression, that in 
the event of General Taylor’s election, their prin- 
ciples were to predominate in the administration 
of the Government? There was a reason for it. 
It was not found in justice or prihciple, or an hon- 
est regard for the intelligence of the country. If 
the Whig Convention agreed upon the principles 
on which the Government was to be administered, 
why did they not say so, and define them? If 
they disagreed, why did they not say to the peo- 
ple, we differed on vital questions, and therefore 
we intrusted the decision of them to an individual 
in whose honesty and integrity you may have con- 
fidence? Wasitan original idea or an old practice? 
Was this the first time the Whig party had refused 
to establish a platform upon which to rally through- 
‘out the Union? It was a new idea, got up for 
the occasion, made to order, to suit the emergen- 
cies of thecase, This same party, in 1844, assem- 
bled in Baltimore, and nominated a President and 
Vice President; but then these intelligent, patridtic 
gentlemen, who were now so horror-struck at the 
very idea of a platform, set themselves busily at 
work, and eis aid of the congregeted intelli- 
gence of the Whigs there assembled, brought forth 
and placed before the country a Whig platform, on 
which they rallied in that contest. He had it be- 
fore him. His colleague, who had addressed the 
committee with so much earnestnesa this morning, 
was a member of that Convention. Why had not 
his eloquent voice been raised at that time against 
this system of platforms? Why wasithe allowed 
his party, around which his affections clustered 
with so much warmth, to fall into that great Demo- 
cratic error of an open frank avowal of principles? 
In the council of the Whig ranks, no one was list- 
ened to with more interest or more heeded. If he 
mistook not the records of Whicgery, his colleague’s 
eloquent tones were heard in behalf of Clay and 
Frelinghaysen, perhaps, too, of the platform of 
1844.» Now the platform flashed before his mind 
and filled his whole system with a tremor, and he 
had concluded that the great Whig party, of which 
he was so honorable and efficient a member, could: 
never so condescend as to erect a platform and 
make the Democratic effort to catch and deceive 
the people. No, that was not the reason. In 1844, 
the Whig party nominated the man who was the 
imbodiment of their principles, of whose principles 
they were proud, and who they said, if elevated to 
the Executive chair, would stand upon the Whig 
latform in the administration of this Government. 
he imbodiment of Whig principles then received 
a unanimous and enthusiastic nomination at the 
hands of his party, and from one end of the Union 
to the other, the Democratic party was taunted 
with the declaration that they had no principles, 
except opposition to those of the Whigs. Where 
were those glorious Whig principles? Condemned 
by the people; doomed to an ignominious grave, 
to sleep the sleep of death, by the verdict of the 
nation. What higher compliment could be paid to 
the integrity of the Democratic party than this ad-. 
mission jformally made by their opponents, that 
Whig principles could not, ought not to be galvan- 
ized into life? The Democracy in 1844 had said, 
Down at our feet, and the people had placed them 
there. Whigery in 1848 had abandoned them, and 
came before the country with no avowal of princi- 
ples. Was not this the faithful and honest pic-. 
ture? The facts were familiar to all, and he thought 
there were gentlemen on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, who would agree with him as to the course of the 
Whig party, both in reference to their ‘ imbodi- 
ment” and their principles. Was Henry Clay less 
deserving of the popular support in 1848 than in 


1848. 


1844? Was he less true upon the questions of a 
bank, the tariff, internal improvements, the veto, 
distribution, and all the great and cardinal princi- 
ples around which the Whig party of this Union 
rallied with such enthusiasm four yearsago? Why 
was it that he had been laid aside that they might 
erect upon his remains a no-party platform, and 
present a no-party candidate ? he Democrats 
had declared, in 1844, that Henry Clay was un- 
worthy the confidence and support of the Ameri- 
can people; that this Government would not be 
safely and honestly administered by him, on the 
rinciples which his party held and avowed. The 
hig party had then denied it; but the rejection 
of Henry Clay at Philadelphia, was an admission 
of the correctness of the charge. Did any man 
believe that if Mr. Clay had been the nominee of 
the Whig party we ghould ever have heard of no- 
partyjsm? It was only by the strong and unequiv- 
ocal condemnation of the American people upon 
both the imbodiment and their principles, that 
they had been driven to desert his standard, and 
sought this new imposition, sought-to carry into 
the Executive chair and the administration of the 
Government these condemned and repudiated prin- 
ciples, under the.false guise of no-partyism; and to 
avail themselves of the glory of a military hero, 
whose laurels were won in a war condemned by 
them as * unnecessary and unconstitutional,’’ and 
he and his gallant band in effect held up before the 
country as the murderers of innocent women and 
children in Mexico. They sought to avail them- 
selves of his popularity, in order to foist upon this 
Government their odious and abominable princi- 

He would allude to another evidence that the 
Whig Convention at Philadelphia were not ableto 
agree upon a platform—that they considered ne- 
cessary one set of principles at the South and 
another at the North. He had before him a Whig 
paper of his own State, which had no doubt been 
seen by his colleague; in which a correspondent, 
writing from the Philadelphia Convention to the 
people of Georgia, told them, that in the action 
of that Convention they saw evidence of safety to 
the institutions of the South. He told them, and 
he (Mr. C.) called upon the northern portion of 
the party to hear him, that the Wilmot proviso 
was Introduced into the Philadelphia Convention, 
and the cry came up from all quarters, Make it a 
test vote; and it was rejected, only ten voting in 
its favor. It was sought to make the people of 
Georgia,and of the South generally believe, from 
that action that the majority of the Convention was 
opposed to the Wilmot proviso. Was that true? 
There were gentlemen here who were members of 
that Convention; there was one, a gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Asumun,|—he regretted that 
the gentleman was not within the hearing of his 
voice—he would like toask that gentleman ifhe had 
intended his vote upon that resolution to be in con- 
demnation of the Wilmot proviso? The gentle- 
man dared not do it. He heldin his hand evi- 
dence under the gentleman’s own hand and seal, 
written subsequent to the action of the Convention, 
which condemned him if he were so to declare. 

Mr. HILLIARD inquired, if Mr. Forman, of 
Georgia, did not offer, in the Baltimore Conven- 
tion, a resolution in opposition to the Wilmot pro- 
viso, and if he was not warned not to press it? 

Mr. COBB said he was not present in the Con- 
vention, but had been formed that Mr. Forman 
had introduced some resolution on the subject of 
the Wilmot proviso, and withdrawn it upon the 
` ground taken by a large majority of the South in 
that body, that the resolution already adopted was 
satisfactory. 

He asked the gentleman, in turn, if he believed 
that the Whig Convention, in voting down the 
Wilmot proviso, intended to declare themselves 
against it? | 

Mr. HILLIARD said he judged of the senti- 
ments of the body by its actions. It was rejected 
by a large majority. i 

Mr. COBB recalled the gentleman to the ques- 
tion. This was no time, when they were discuss- 
inga question involving the dearest interests of 
the gentleman’s constituency and his own, to 
equivocate upon terms. Fie again asked the gen- 
tleman if he believed that a majority of the Phila- 
delphia Convention were opposed to the Wilmot 
proviso? l 7. 
Mr. HILLIARD replied, that the gentleman 
had as much information upon the subject as he 
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had. He asked the gentleman if a more signifi- 
cant expression of the opinion of any body could 
be given than the deliberate vote of that body? 
Mr. COBB said, that unfortunately that body 
declared they would not express any sentiment; 
and his honorable colleague (Mr. Toomss] was an 
able advocate of that position. Now, did the gen- 
tleman from Alabama pretend to say that his party 
could denounce platforms and principles, and yet 


“avail themselves of that vote—a vote given upon 


the principle of erecting no platform? Would the 
gentleman from Alabama, before the people of that 
State, before the Union, say that that was the 
honest sentiment expressed by that Convention? 

Mr. HILLIARD replied, that the northern gen- 
tlemen of that body assured them that the resolu- 
tion should be put down if it was offered; and by 
the motion of a northern man, a member from 
Pennsylvania, when the Wilmot proviso was 
brought forward, it was laid on the table by an 
overwhelming vate. He asked if there could bea 
stronger expression of the sentiment of that body, 
and of respect of southern rights, than was shown 
on that vote? 

Mr. COBB remarked, that the gentleman from 
Alabama was very diffuse in answering his ques- 
tion. He again asked, that there might be no 
equivocation, did the gentleman from Alabama be- 
lieve that the majority of the Philadelphia Whig 
Convention were opposed .to the principles of the 
Wilmot proviso? ' 

Mr. HILLIARD said that the gentleman seem- 
ed determined not to understand him. He desired 
to say, that when that Convention, in the open 
light of day, thousands looking on, did vote to 
put down the Wilmot proviso, it gave him the 
strongest assurance he could ask, that they would 
stand by the South against it. | 

: Mr. COBB replied, so strong was the assurance, 

that the gentleman would not say that he believed 

it. [Laughter.] The gentleman was right not to 
believe those with whom he was associated. He 
commended the gentleman to his constituency for 
the open avowal made, in effect, before the coun- 
try, that he could not place confidence in the assu- 
rance of his northern friends. 

Mr. HILLIARD never liked to risk unneces- 
sary declarations: he referred to facts. 

Mr. COBB said the gentleman was right in this 
contest. He advised him to follow his leader, and 
to risk no ‘‘ unnecessary declarations.” He was 
strictly on the no-party platform. 

Mr. HILLIARD again asked if the gentleman 
would answer why Mr. Forman was prevailed 
upon not to press his resolution in the Baltimore 
Convention? 

Mr. COBB had already answered. He would 
repeat, however, that the resolution was withdrawn 
upon the declaration given at the time that the res- 
Station already adopted was sufficient. He had 

answered the gentleman, but thé gentleman had 
failed to answer him. 

Mr. HILLIARD asked if the gentleman would 
say that he honestly believéd that was the only 
reason why the resolution was withdrawn by Mr. 
Forman? 

Mr. COBB did not pretend to deny that other 
influences might have operated upon some of them. 

Mr. HILLIARD, (in his seat.) Ah! 

Mr. COBB declined further to continue the con- 
versation as his time was rapidly running away, 
and as he wished to ask the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Asumun,] who was a member of 
the Philadelphia Convention, and who had made 
some remarks in that body, if it was to be under- 
stood before the country that the laying of the Wil- 
mot proviso on the table was a declaration, on the 
part of that Convention, against the principles of 
the proviso? 

r. ASHMUN said that he would answer that 
or any other which the gentleman from Georgia 
might choose to put to him with pleasure. 

Mr. COBB would not have presumed to put the 
question if he had supposed the gentleman would 
have received it in any other spirit than that which 
he expressed. 

Mr. ASHMUN, in reply, stated, that although 
he was a member of that Convention, he was not 
in the body at the moment that proposition was 
made, nor did he hear one word upon the subject 
of it, nor was he present when he understood it 
was laid upon the table. He could not, therefore, 
answer for any one gentleman as to his reasons 
for voting for or against the motion, nor could he 
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now state in what precise form the proposition 
came up. But he would state this, if the genjleman 
wished to know: he was acquainted with his (Mr. 
A.’s) individual opinions—everybody knew them. 
He would state that he believed a majority of that 
Convention coming (as that majority did) from the 
free States, were in favor of the principles of the 
Wilmot proviso. He stated it as a matter of belief 
and of fact; he did not state it in reference to any 
action of that Convention, because, although they 
held individual opinions upon the subject, he did 
not cMsider them an essential part of their pro- 
ceedings. He thought, however, they were in 
favorof the Wilmot proviso, as General Cass was 
two years ago, because he came from the latitude 
where it was thought proper; and if he (General 
Cass) had changed since, would the gentleman tell 
him why? 

Mr. COBB replied, if General Cass had enter- . 
tained the opinion ascribed to him, and had changed 
since that time, the reason was to be found in the 
course pursued by every honest man, who, when 
the conviction was made on his mind that he was 
wrong, changetl the position which he had erro- 
neously taken. But gentlemen on the other side, 
he knew, could not appreciate such a course. 
[Laughter.] That, however, was not his fault. 
It was for him to lay the truth before them—not 
to give them the intellect and heart to appreciate 
it. [Renewed laughter. 

Mr. ASHMUN asked the gentleman if he did 
not believe that a majority of the Baltimore Con- 
vention were then, and were at this time, in favor 
of the Wilmot proviso? He asked the gentleman, 
further, if the Oregon bill passed the Senate and 
this House with ihe Wilmot proviso in it, if be 
believed that General Cass, if elected President, 
would veto it? He wanted the question answered 
in the face of the world. | 

Mr. COBB asked why the gentleman put the 

uestion in reference to the Oregon bill? He (Mr. 

oBB) himself had voted at the last session of 
Congress for that bill with this very proposition 
in it, and had been willmg that it should pass in 
that form, because the Territory was north of 36° 
30". He was then in favor of it. He thought, 
and southern Democrats generally who voted for 
it thought, that this provision ought not to have 
been there; that it was an unconstitutional exercise 
of power; but when, as in that case, it was nota 
practical question, he, for one, was not willing to 
deny to the people of Oregon a government on an 
abstract objection. 

Mr. ASHMUN asked if he was to understand 
the gentleman to state that the insertion of that 
proviso in the Oregon bill was an unconstitutional 
exercise of power on the part of this House, and 
yet that he had voted for it? 

Mr. COBB had stated what he had said at the 
time, both in this House and before his people. 
He had voted against the proposition which was . 
made to insert that proviso, and had sustained the 
effort which was made to take it out of the bill— 
looking upon it there as merely nugatory and void. 
But, that effort being Gnsuccessful, he had given 
his vote for the bill, not being willing to withhold 
from the people of Oregon the benefit of a govern- 
ment. In connection with the Oregon bill, the 
Wilmot proviso was not a vital question; still, it 
ought not to have been attached to it. But in ref- 
erence to the question propounded by the gentle- 
man about the Baltimore Convention, he unhesi- 
tatingly declared that he did not for a moment 
entertain the belief that the majority of that Con- 
vention were favorable to the Wilmot proviso. 
That there might have been members who were, 
he was free to admit. 

Mr. GAYLE asked if the attempt was not made 
in the Philadelphia Convention to adopt the Wil- 
mot proviso, and if it did not fail? 

Mr. COBB replied that that very question had 
been propounded by the gentleman’s colleague 
(Mr. Haan] some moments since, and had 
been answered by him. .He would refer the gen- 
tleman to that answer. 

But he wished the point not to be lost sight of. 
He was discussing the question of platforms, and 
had instanced the case of the Philadelphia Conven- 
tion as illustrative of his argument, to show why 
the Whig party could not, or would not, lay down 
a platform. 

Mr. ASHMUN reminded the gentleman that - 


.he had not yet answered the question whether 


General Cass, if elected, would veto tħe Wilmot 
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proviso. Would the gentleman answer it before 

. the country? 
` Mr. COBB remarked that the gentleman seemed 
very unwilling to allow him to proceed with his 
course of argument. He was showing the reason 
. why the Whig Convention would not agree upon 

a platform. He had referred to the fact that in 
Georgia, and in the@outh, General Taylor was 
supported on the ground that he would protect the 
great interests of the South on the Wilmot, pro- 
‘visdD, and had shown that it was attempted to in- 
duce the people of Georgia to believe thgt the 
Philadelphia Convention was against the Wilmot 
proviso. He had also drawn out evidence to 

show, if that effort met with success, that success 
would be a fraud upon the intelligence of the ad ee 
of his State. While at the South General Taylor 
was advocated upon the ground taken by that cor- 
respondent, and the Whigs of the North were held 
“up as sounder on that question than the northern 
. Democracy, what were the notes which came from 
the North and fell upon the ears of southern men 
and of the coantry? Let him read a single para- 
graph from a document emanating from the honor- 
able gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. -Asu- 
MUN]—a letter addressed by him to his constituents, 
after the action of the Philadelphia Convention: 

“ His (General Taylor’s} declared sentiments are a guar- 
antee that he will never in the slightest manner interfere 
with the action of Congress, when they shall forbid the ex- 
istence of slavery in our newly-acquired territories. Let 
the reprezentatives of the people and of the States be lett 
free to act upon that question, uncontrolled by Executive 
influence and Executive veto, and we are safe.” 

He had before him extracts from leading Whig 
papers of the North, in which they declared to the 
people of that section of country, not only that 

eneral Taylor stood pledged not to interfere by 
virtue of the veto power with the regular action 
of Congress on this subject, but that, from the 
avowed sentiments of General Taylor, as express- 
ed in his ‘“‘ Signal” letter, he was himself opposed 
to the extension of the institution of slavery. One 
of the leading organs of the Whig party, now out 
in warm and cordial support of General Taylor in 
the city of New York, declared that the pledge 
(as they read it) in the letter of General Taylor, 
that he would not exercise the veto power upon 
questions of domestic policy, was ample guarantee 
to them; that with this ‘‘ arrangement’’—to use the 
emphatic language of the editor—they of the North 
were satisfied. Not only so, but these gentlemen 
and these editors, in their anxiety to foist upon this 
country an Administration which should stand as 
mute and as dumb as a statue, called upon their 
people to send Representatives to Congress who 
would prove true to the North on this question. 
Yet at the South the effort was made to induce the 
people to-believe that the northern Whig party 
were soundeg and truer on this question than the 
northern Democracy! Would gentlemen have the 
country shut their eyes to the plain reading of the 
records of this Congress, and of every Congress 
which had assembled during the agitation of this 

uestion? Would they call on the people of the 

outh to believe that at this late day a sudden, un- 
accountable revolution had taken place in the pub- 
lic opinion of northern Whigery on this subject? 
When, during the history of Congress, had the 
first northern Whig voted with the South on any 
of these test questions? Never. Let the records 
bear evidence to the truth or falsity of his state- 
ment. Read the history of the Wilmot proviso 
in past Congresses, and in this one. There was 
the evidence. 

Not many days ago, in the Senate of the United 
States, a resolution had been introduced to instruct 
a committee of that body to report a bill for the 
abolitian of slavery in the District of Columbia. 
The vote might have been an accidental one; it 
was certainly a strange one: there were six votes 
in ita favor, and all of them northern Whigs, in- 
cluding Mr.. Hare. There was not a northern 
Whig who voted against it, not a northern Demo- 
crat who voted forit. The records spoke volumes 
of truth; would his southern friends turn a deaf 
ear? : 

General Taylor’s position in- reference to the 
Whig party was a peculiar one. It was one which 
the people of this country would examine with 
more scrutiny, more anxiety to arrive at the truth 
than gentlemen seemed at present to anticipate. A 
man who had regponded at ane time toa Native 
American nomination—the first that was made— 
and to evesy nomination that had brought him be-. 


fore the country as a candidate for the Presidency, 
in approving terms—a man who stood pledged 
under his own sign manual to be the candidate of 
the people, and so to remain, and not the candidate 
of a party, and yet who, during the Philadelphia 
Convention, was authoritatively placed at the dis- 
posal of the Whig party—a man who had declared 
at one time that he would avow no principles—— 

Here the hammer fell, and the hour expired. 

Mr. FLOURNOY obtained the floor, and yield- 
ed it for a moment to 

Mr. BAYLY, who said he had been informed 
that his friend from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] whose 
argument he regretted he had not heard, for the 
reason that he had expected the House would this 
morning take up private bills, had represented him 
(Mr. BayLy) as maintaining upon this floor that 
there was sovereignty in the Territory, and that its 
inhabitants had the right toabolish slavery therein. 
He rose to correct the gentleman, and to state the 
fact that that was a question which he had not dis- 
cussed in his speech at all, in reference to which 
he had not expressed any opinion, much less had 
made an argument. 

Mr. FLOURNOY then obtained the floor, and 
spoke through one-third of his hour on the subject 
of the Wilmot proviso and the position of parties 
thereon; when he gave way to 

Mr. R. W. THOMPSON, on whose motion 
the committee rose and reported progress. 

[The above speeches will be given in the Ap- 

ndix.] 

On motion of Mr. WOODWARD, the Commit- 
tee of Claims were discharged from the bill of the 
Senate for the relief. of Stalker & Hill; and said 
bill was returned to the Senate in compliance with 
their request. 

On motion of Mr. FARAN, the &mendments of 
the Senate to the bill to amend an act supplemental 
to an act entitled “‘ An act providing for the prose- 
cution of the existing war between the United 
States and the Republic of Mexico, and for other 
purposes, ’’ were referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. l i 

And then the House adjourned. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and memorials were presented 

under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of Mrs. Mary Flowers, 
of Lawrence county, I!linoia, praying that she may be per- 
mitted to purchase at the Governinent price that portion of 
the sixteenth section on which she resides. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH : The petition of citizens of 
Jackson precinct, in Kane county, for a mail route from 
Dundee, via Jackson precinct, to Marengo. 
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The motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, 
to print ten thousand extra copies of the Chicago 
memorial, was taken up, and decided in the nega- 
tive: Ayes 15, noes 16. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, moved the discharge of that committee 
from a number of private petitions, &c.; .which 
motion was agreed to. | 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported the act from the House of Rep- 
resentatives repealing the proviso to the act which 
required the President to reduce the generals to one 
major general and two brigadiers at the end of the 
war. 

Mr. B. explained the nature of the act from the 
House, and of the amendments proposed to it, and, 
as it was necessary for Congress to act upon the 
subject before the proclamation of peace—an event 
now to be daily looked for—he would ask for 
the immediate consideration of the act and amend- 
ments. 

The immediate consideration was ordered. 

Mr. BENTON said, at the commencement of 
the war, the number of generals inthe regular army 
was increased from three to six—from one major 
general and two brigadiers to two major generals 
and four brigadiers—and directed the President, at 
the termination of the war, to reduce the number 
to that from which it was raised. The act from 
the House repealed the clause which imposed this 
duty of reduction upon the President. The Mili- 
tary Committee of the Senate proposed to suspend 
instead of repeal that clause, and make the suspen- 
sion continue until the fourth day of March next, 
in order to give time for organizing a suitable and 


permanent panne establishment, providing, at the 
same time, that no vacancy which may occur among 
the generals shall be filled up. 

The committee also recommend, as a further 
amendment to the act from the House, a second 
section, to provide in the same manner for the tem- 
porary retention of other officers by suspending 
until the same day (fourth of March next) the pro- 
visions of the existing laws which would discharge 
them on the day of the proclamation of peace. 
These officers were the second majors attached to 
regiments during the war, and certain staff officers, 
quartermasters, paymasters, surgeons, &c., all of 
whom were enumerated in the section proposed. 
The public service and justice to individuals re- 
quired, in the opinton of the committee, these elasses 
of officers to be temporarily retained. The second 
or additional majors would be thrown out of ‘the 
line of their profession and unjustly disbanded, if 
not now provided for. It was the opinion of the 
committee that they should be retained as they 
were; but, as in a permanent peace establishment, 
it would not be advisable to keep up two majors to 
a regiment, it was the opinion of the committee 
that vacancies among such majors should not be 
filléd up, and thus leave the reduction of these ad- 
ditional bp kai to be effected by promotions and 
other casualties of the service. The same provis- 
ion applies to the staff officers named in the section. 
The provisions. of the acts which would disband 

-them are suspended until the fourth of March next, 
vacancies in the mean time not to be filled up. The 
services of these officers are deemed necessary for 
some time to come.’ 

The third section recommended to the act is to 
allow three months’ extra pay to the officers, non- 
commissioned officers, musicians, and privates, 
who have served’in the war with.Mexico, and who 
have served out the term of their engagement or 
been honorably discharged, or may be so dis- 
charged. The provision is to include .all who 
served out. the term of their engagement, or were 
honorably discharged from it, whether for the 
whole war or for twelve months, or for a special 
service. The committee deem this allowance of 
extra pay just in itself and conformable to the 
usage of the Government, being the same that was 
allowed to officers at the conclusion of the late war 
with Great Britain, and less than was allowed. 
them at the close of the revolutionary war. It is 
but a small indemnity for loss of time, interruption 
of business, expenses, &c., incident to the change 
of life from the military life to civil pursuits. The 
present provision only differs from those referred 
to in giving the same extra pay to the non-com- 
missioned officers, musicians, and privates, as is 
allowed to the officers, the principle being the 
same in both cases. It is the pay alone, and not 
poy ann emoluments, which is thus given. 

r. B. asked that the amendments might be 
ordered to be engrossed; which motion having 
been agreed to, the bill was read a third time, by 
unanimous consent, and passed. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said, that in con- 
sequence of an impression which had been made 
on the mind of the officer who had participated in 
the raising of the flag which he had some time 
since presented to the Senate, on the palace of 
Mexico, because the report which accompanied 
the flag when it was sent to General Twiggs had 
not also been laid before the Senate, he now sub- 
mitted that report, and moved that it be read and 
printed. 

The report having been read— 

Mr. FOOTE complained that he had not been ' 
consulted by his colleague before he presented the 
flag. There was an impression among the friends 
of Major General Quitman, that injustice had been 
done to him, by the total suppression of his name 
in the remarks which his colleague had made on in- 
troducing the flag. He had intended, however, to 
let the matter rest, and he would have done so but 
for the revival of the subject this morning. With- 
out intending the slightest disrespect to General 
Twiggs, he thought he should not be doing 
his duty, if he permitted the name of General 
Quitman, who had ordered the flag to be raised, 
and who was a distinguished son af Mississippi, 
to be silently passed over. He had in his posses- 
sion documentary evidence on this point, which 
he hoped to be able at an early period to- submit 
to the Senate, in order that justice should be done 
to all on the official records of this body. 
~ Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, expressed himself 
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a little surprised at the course of his colleague. 
The officer who had placed the flag in his hands, 
had said nothing on the subject, and if there was 
' any wrangling for the honor among subordinates, 
he would not stoop to mingle in it. He did not 
expect that there existed any misunderstanding 
between the commanding officers. He should be 
. found as ready to defend the reputation of Gen- 
eral Quitman, whenever a proper occasion offered 
itself, as any man; and he should feel great grief 
if anything took place to ruffle a single plume in 
his wreath of renown. The fame of this distin- 
guished man, and of others who had performed a 
conspicuous part in the late war, he was willing to 
hand over to the historian; and he would not wish 
to be numbered among those who desired to make 
political capital out of it. 

Mr. BUTLER said it was natural for military 
officers to be jealous of their fame. He rose mere- 
- ly to state a fact which he had from good author- 
ity. In the midst of the fire, General Quitman 
. mounted the edifice, and displayed, not a flag, but 
a handkerchief. He then called for a flag, which 
was brought, and that flag was the Palmetto flag 
of South Carolina. ý 

Some further discussion took place between Mr. 
FOOTE and Mr. DAVIS, which became at first 
~ warm and then personal in its character. 

Mr. BORLAND explained, from his own ob- 
servation, the details of the fight, and awarded the 
credit of raising the first American flag to General 
Quitman. : 

Mr. DAYTON said, when the flag had been 
first presented by the Senator from Mississippi, he 
thought it a matter of at least questionable propri- 
ety, deeming as he did the proper place to have 
been the War Department, and he should there- 
fore move to lay the subject on the table;. which 
motion was agreed to. j 

THE WASHINGTON GAS-LIGHT COMPANY. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill to incorporate the Washington Gas-Light 
Company. 

Mr. JOHN SONS of Maryland, moved to amend 
the bill by adding another section, giving the city 
authorities wholesome control over the company, 
as to location, &c.; which was agreed to,‘and the 
bill was read a third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill for the relief 
‘of Gamaliel Taylor, late marshal of the State of 
Indiana, and his securities; which, having been ex- 
agua and advocated by Mr. B., was ordered to 

e engrossed, and was subsequently read a third 
time, by unanimous consent, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BORLAND, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill to allow pay and sub- 
sistence to certain Arkansas and other volunteers 
who have been prisoners in Mexico. , 

This bill, having been explained, was ordered to 
be engrossed, and was subsequently read a third 
time and passed. 

Mr. UPHAM asked the Senate to take up the 
bill for the payment of the fourth regiment of the 
second brigade of the third division of the Vermont 
militia, for services at the battle of Plattsburg. The 
bill, he thought, wòuld give rise to no debate; it 
had already been passed three times by the Senate. 
The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGHT wished to have a general under- 
stsnding that the question should be taken on the 
Oregon Territory bill on Tuesday week. 

Mr. WESTCOTT was opposed to anything 
being done until the treaty with Mexico was re- 
turned, when all’ relating to the territories newly 
acquired could be settled. 

r. JOHNSON, of Maryland. ‘Say Wednes- 
day week, by which time the treaty will doubtless 
be here. 

Mr. BRIGHT assented, and it is now the un- 
derstanding that the question will be taken on that 
day, should the debate have terminated. 

n motion of Mr. DOWNS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and 

-The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, July 3, 1848. l 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 
Mr. BURT asked the unanimous consent of the 
House ta allow him to move to diaschasge the Com- 
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| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union from 


the bill to increase the efficiency of the regiments 
and corps of the army, and to provide for disabled 
and infirm officers. : 

Mr. McKAY said that that was a very import- 
ant bill, and he desired to discuss it in Committee 
of the Whole. ; 

: Mr. BURT moved to suspend the rules to ena- 
ble him to move to discharge the committee from 
the above-mentioned bill: ' Agreed to, two-thirds 
voting in favor thereof, 

Mr. BURT, to save the time of the House this 
morning, proposed that the bill take its place on 
the Speaker’s table to come up in its order. He 
should then be glad to meet the gentleman from 
North Carolina on its merits. 

This suggestion was acquiesced in, and the bill 
went to the Speaker’s table. | 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, it was ordered that 
when the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet 
on Wednesday next. 


REVOLUTIONARY TROPHIES. 

Mr. COLLAMER, by leave, introduced the fol- 
lowing joint resolution: 

Resolved, $c., That two brass field-pieces captured from 
the enemy at the battle of Bennington, in the State of Ver- 
mont, in 1777, now in the possession of the United States, be 
immediately well mounted under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War, and delivered to the Governor of the State of 
Vermont, to be hereafter holden as the property of said State. 


The resolution having been read a first and sec- 
ond time— 

Mr. COLLAMER addressed the House to the 
following effect: Mr. Speaker, a motion has now 
been entertained that when this House adjourns, it 
will adjourn to the Sth instant, and this is, there- 
fore, for all the practical purposes of this House, 
the 4th of Juty. I therefore take this as a fitting 
occasion to present this resolution. I am sensible 
that the House has little of time or patience to 
listen to a subject to them of so little interest or im- 
portance, and Í will therefore state, as concisely as 
possible, the history of the two field-pieces men- 
tioned in the resolution, and the claim of Vermont 
to the same. 

In 1775, before the declaration of independence, 
and immediately after the commencement of hos- 
tilities with England, the people of Vermont, then 
called The New Hampshire Grants, captured the 
fortresses of Ticonderoga and Crown Point, and 
therein took one hundred and thirteen pieces of 
cannon, six mortars, and three howitzers, good for 
service. These all passed into the service of the 
United States, and the people of Vermont have re- 
ceived therefor no compensation. This constitu- 
ted the basis of the artillery with which the war of 
the Revolution was achieved. In 1776 little but 
disaster attended the American arms. In 1777 
General Burgoyne entered the country, from Can- 
ada, with his imposing army of invasion, the best- 
appointed and beat-furnished army, though not the 
largest, ever landed in America. He captured Ti- 
conderoga, opened the whole northern frontier, 
pushed forward to the Hudson, and spread con- 
sternation through the country. It should, how- 
ever, be remarked that he had some proper appre- 
ciation of Vermont. In the published Journal of 


‘his expedition as it advanced will be found this 


entry of General Burgoyne: “The Hampshire 
‘ Grants, in particular, a country unpeopled and 
‘almost unknown in the last war, (that is, the old 
‘ French war,) now abounds in the most active and 
‘ most rebellious race on the continent, and hangs 
“like a gathering storm upon my left.” There was 
a depot of provisions at Bennington, in Vermont, 
and a detachment of Burgoyne’s army under Col. 
Baum was sent to capture it, and upon this de- 
tachment this gathering storm burst like a tornado. 
Sir, I wish it remembered that no United States 
troops were present. It was the people of Ver- 
mont, assisted by their neighbors of New Hamp- 
shire under the gallant Starke, and a few bold 
neighbors from Berkshire, Massachusetts, who 
overthrew this army under Baum, behind their log 
breastwork, and captured over seven hundred men, 
besides the killed and dispersed; and then it was 
that they took these two field-pieces. Did they not 
belong to that people? But, sir, they were wanted 
by the country. They weretaken down to the Hud- 
son, and constituted a part of the artillery in the 
battles of Beamis’s Heights and Saratdga, which 
resulted in the capture.of the whole British army. 
They have been retained by the United States ever 


: Bince. Sir, the expenses of Vermont in the Revo- 


/ 


lution have never been settled, or a dollar of them 
repaid. Their efforts at Ticonderoga, at Hubbard- 
ton, at Bennington, and even those of last war, 
when Vermont rose in mass and went to thé rescue 
at Plattaburg, have never been adjusted or-a dollar 
paid therefor by this nation. All I now ask is, 
that you return to Vermont these two field-pieces, 
which you have kept seventy years, and now, hay- 
ing worn out their carriages, you have thrown 
them aside as valueless, outside your arsenal; and 
there, sir, you may now see them, neglected and 
corroding, but there is chisseled on them the pre- 
cious memento that they were captured at Ben- 
nington, 1777. This Government regards them as 
of no value. May we have them? Will you re- 
mount and return them? To us of Vermont they 
are invaluable. We will put them in the vestibule 
of our granite capitol, and they shall be kept 
bright, in patriotic, filial,and grateful remembrance 
of our fathers’ valor. Again [ ask, may we have 
them? 

The resolution was then read a third time, and 
passed unanimously. 


Mr. STANTON asked that the House, by gen- 
eral consent, discharge the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union from the consideration of 
Senate bill to enable and authorize the accounting 
officers of the treasury to audit and settle the ac- 
counts of certain acting officers therein named. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, objected. 

Mr. STANTON then moved a suspension of 
the rules for the purpose indicated. Disagreed to; 
two-thirds not voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. GAINES moved the following resolution, 
which was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the papers on file in relation tothe claim 
of the legal representatives of William Vawters, deceased, 
be referred to the Secretary of War, that that claim may be 
settled under the act of Congress of July 5, 1832, if it is em- 
braced by thatiaw; and if not, that he may report to this 
House the facts of the case. 

Mr. FRIES moved a suspension of the rules to 
enable him to move a resolution to rescind the re- 
solution closing the debate in Committee of the 
Whole at two o’clock this day on the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill. Lost; two-thirds 
not voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. MciILVAINE moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to offer a resolution directing 
the Committee on Printing to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of printing 10,000 copies extra of the 
report accompanying the hill to establish an Indian 
Territory west of the Mississippi river. Lost; 
two-thirds not voting in the affirmative. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 
On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Root, of Ohio, in the chair,) amd 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 


penses of Government for the year ending June 30, — 
9 


49. 

Mr. FLOURNOY spoke out the residue of his 
hour, and compared the two candidates for the 
Presidency in relation to the posjtions which they 
had assumed, to the advantage of General Taylor. 
He spoke of General Cass’s extreme party policy, 
and maintained that the excitement now existin 
in the country on the subject of E was create 
by Democratic ultraism. General Taylor, he as- 
serted, was really Democratic, but perfectly safe 
and conservative, and under his administration the 
Union itself would not be endangered. 

Mr. WOODWARD, of South Carolina, fol- 
lowed, and argued the constitutional question in 
relation to the power of the General Government 
over the Territories. 

Mr. PRESTON addressed the committee on the 
position of the exciting slave question ahd the 
means of settling it, and on other questions which 

arties had brought into the approaching contest. 
He was interrupted by the expiration of the time 
allowed for debate, without finishing his argt- 
ment. 

[The above speeches will be found in the Ap- 
pendix. 

Mr. ( 
many amendments to be offered to this bill. The 
Committee of Ways and Means had amendments 
to offer, and there would be a great number sub- 
mitted by gentlemen individually. He therefore’ 
suggested, that as it was fa ep to dispose of 
the civil and diplomatic bill to-day, and as the 
House would not sit to-morrow, the committee 
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INTON said, he understood there were’ 
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should now lay the bill aside informally, and take 
up and dispose of the Post Office and the Indian 
appropriation bills, which had been returned from. 
the Senate with amendments. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired if the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinron] intended to 
avail himself of his privilege to speak on the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill? If so, he had 
better proceed now. 

Mr. VINTON said he had listened very atten- 


tively to the debate, but he had heard nothing that. 


called upon him foran answer. He did not, there- 
fore, propose to avail himself of his privilege. 

Mr. RHETT inquired, if the committee should 
agree to the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
whether the civil and diplomatic bill would not 
lose its place? 

A conversation ensued; but ultimately the civil 
and diplomatic bill was laid aside by common con- 
sent. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee then took up the bill making ap- 
propriations for the service of the Post Office De- 
partment for the year ending June 30, 1849, and 
the amendments of the Senate thereto. 

The first amendment of the Senate was read. It 
reduces the appropriation for the transportation of 
the mails within he United States from $2,540,700 
to $2,495,700, (reduction $45,000,) and appropri- 
ates $45,000 for the transportation of the mail be- 
tween Charleston, South Carolina, and Havana, in 
steam vessels, to touch at Savannah and Key West, 
and $5,000 for the employment of smaller steam 
vessels to furnish mail facilities to such places on 
the coast of Florida as the Postmaster General 
shall think proper. 

Mr. BIRDSALL obtained the floor, and inquired 
if the House was not now in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union? 

The CHAIRMAN replied in the affirmative; 
but he intimated to the gentleman from New York 
that the debate must be limited to the pending 
question, which was one of concurrence in the 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, inquired on what 

rinciple the Chair made this decision? The 
House was now in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; and, consequently, they 
were in precisely the same position that they were 
half an hour ago, with the exception that they had 
before them a different bill. He could not see, 
therefore, on what principle the gentleman from 
New York was to be so restricted that he could 
not go into a party discussion, which had bee 
going on here for some days. 

> The CHAIRMAN intimated that debate was 
not in order unless the gentleman appealed. 

Mr. JONES took an appeal from the decision 
‘of the Chair. ` 

Some conversation ensued thereon, in which 
Messrs. EVANS, JONES, VINTON, SIMS, and 
others took part. 

The decision of the Chair was then sustained by 
a-vote of 77 to 44. 

Mr. VINTON made some brief explanations of 
the amendments made by the Senate, and the rec- 
ommendation of the Committee of Ways and 
Means to concur therein. 

After a few words from Mr. POLLOCK— 

The question on the amendment was divided, 
and was first put on the first branch, viz: To re- 
duce the amount from $2,540,700 to $2,495,700. 
It was agreed to. : 

~ The question being on the second branch of the 
amendment— 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, explained 
the provisions of the law of last Congress, and the 
action of the Postmaster General in making the 
contract. He argued that he was sustained by 
the spirit of the law in entering into the contract, 
and briefly and warmly urged the importance and 
the justice of the appropriation, the faith of the 
Government being pledged to the contract, as he 
contended. 

Mr. FICKLIN called for the reading of the let- 
ter of the Postmaster General on this subject; but 
it was not in the House. He briefly opposed the 
appropriation, He answered the argument of the 
faith of the Government being pledged, by stating 
that the contract was made expressly subject to 
the action of Congress in the premises. 

Mr. POLLOCK. stated that the company had 
already gone on to construct vessels. 


Come amc 


— oo ow: 


Mr. FICKLIN replied, if they had done so, they 


had done it at their peril, and had no claim upon 
Congress. He urged that the House should stand 
by its deliberate decision against the appropriation 
made when the subject was formerly under con- 


sideration, and that this spirit of growing expendi- 


tures should he arrested. 

Mr. RHETT admitted with the Postmaster 
General that the mail might be conveyed without 
the employment of steamers between Charleston 
and Havana, but urged that it would be inadequate 
to meet the wants of the community and the in- 
terests of the country, as well as behind the spirit 
of the age. He replied to Mr. Fickxin’s objection 
on the ground of economy, that it was a measure 
intended to subserve two purposes: the transmis- 
sion of the mail and the keeping up of the navy, 
and that the argument was not valid unless the 
navy itself should be abolished for the sake of 
economy. | 

The debate was continued by Mr. HOUSTON, 
of Alabama, and when he concluded, the commit- 
tee rose and reported progress. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, asked leave to offer 
a resolution calling on the President to furnish the 
House with a statement of all moneys paid Gen- 
eral Cass and General Taylor, since their entrance 
into the public service, whether for regular or ex- 
tra services. Objected to. 

Mr. JONES moved a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose of offering the resolution. 

Whereupon the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpary, July 3, 1848. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD presented the credentials 
of Mr. Tuomas Mercatre, appointed a Senator 
by the Governor of the State of Kentucky, to fill 
the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of Mr. 
John J. Crittenden. 

Mr. Mertcatrs, after having been duly qualified, 
took his seat. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. NILES presented a petition from citizens 
of Pennsylvania, asking a reduction of postage 
and discontinuance of the franking privilege; which 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. TURNEY presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Tennessee, asking the establishment of a 
mail route from Smithville to Batton’s Store, in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported House bill for the relief of the Red River 
Railroad Company, with a recommendation that 
it pass. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported an act to extend an act entitled 
“ An act providing for the adjustment of àll the 
suspended preémption land claims in the several 
States and Territories,” approved August 3, 1840; 
which was read a ‘first time. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, made a 
report recommending the printing of two thousand 
additional copies of David Dale Owen’s geological 
reconnoissance of the Chippewa land district of 
Wisconsin and the northern part of Iowa. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill allowing exchanges of 
and granting additional school lands in the State 
of Arkansas, accompanied by a report; which was 
read a first ume. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported House bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Joshua Kennedy, de- 
ceased, without amendment. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an unfavorable report on the 
several petitions of settlers and claimants to the 
reservation of land in the county of Lee, Iowa, 
accompanied by a report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


The joint resolution from the House fixing the 
time of adjournment on the 17th instant was taken 
up; the qyestion being on the motion of Mr. Bape- 
ER to amend the resolution, by adding a provision 
that the next session of Congress shall commence 
on the second Monday in November next. 

Mr. MANGUM referred to the extended and 


desultory range which the discussion on this reso- 
lution had taken, and reminded the Senate that the 
debate had been fastened on him personally, leav- 
ing him, the most humble of the members of this 
body, no alternative but to enter into it. He re- 
gretted that the Senator from Mississippi, who had 
provoked certain questions from him, was not now 
present. That Senator had propounded certain ` 
questions relating to the course of General Taylor. 
He now desired to ask a'question respecting Gen- 
era] Cass’s views on internal improvement, and the 
western lakes and harbors. He had already re- 
ferred to the subject, and had been told that his 
sentiments were imbodied in a certain letter to an 
individual. e was desirous, however, to avail 
himself of the latest edition of his opinions. He 
would now state it to be his belief that General 
Cass stood nowhere on the question of slavery. 
His course leaves the question unsettled one way 
or the other, and this he proposed to show. 

In the first place, he stated that General Cass 
had evaded the general issue, and left us in the 
dark as to his real opinions. On the subject of the 
course of General Cass as to the Wilmot proviso, 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Minter] had 
already cast some light. When the two-million 
bill came up, General Cass was opposed to it—not 
from any change of principle, but because he 
thought it out of place. The next item was the 
letter of General Cass to Mr. Nicholson, in which 
he asserts that Congress has no power to interfere 
with slavery in the States. On that point, all the 
Senators are agreed, not excepting the Senator 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hare.) The next 
point is, that General Cass is of opinion that Con- 
gress cannot touch slavery in the Territories. 
General Cass leaves the whole matter to the Ter- 
ritories, and to the people of the Territories, to be 
disposed of by any regulations they may make 
not inconsistent with the Constitution. He went 
into an examination of this point, and asked how 
it could be applied to California, made up of a 
mixed race, without a single white man. The 
population of New Mexico is*the most degraded 
of any population in Mexico. Yet these are the 
people on whom will devolve the right of selecting 
representatives. Suppose New Mexico‘ should 
select slavery: General Cass, according to his 
principles, avowed in his letter, must veto it. He 
is committed by his letters neither to accept .nor 
reject any bill on the subject from the people of a 
Territory. His object in making this point was, 
to reply to those who said General Taylor had no 
avowed opinions on the subject, that, on the same 
subject, General Cass stood nowhere. 

He referred to the platform laid down by the 
Baltimore Convention, and the cordial and full 
recognition of the principles here laid down, by 
General Cass. In the seventh canon of: this plat- 
form, it 1s laid down that Congress has no right to 
interfere with the domestic institutions of a State. 
This was a copy of the canon of the Baltimore 
Convention of 1844, and that was a copy of the 
canon of the Baltimore Convention of 1840. He 
quoted resolutions introduced by Mr. Campbell in 
1844, from which the canons of the Democratic 
platform on the subjects of internal improvements 
and slavery were taken, word for word. He sug-- 
gested that this explanation showed the claim 
which the Democratic party had to the gratitude 
even of their own party for their originality and 
their regard for the country. He adverted to the 
Journal, to show that almost every Whig voted to 
sustain these resolutions. 

Mr. FOOTE asked if the Whigs generally did 
jot vote for the tariff in 1842, and if they did not 
make a change in their basis of 1844? 

Mr. MANGUM said he believed the Whigs 
generally did vote for the tariff of 1842, although 
it was not the general bill. He did not approve 
of the tariff of 1842, and he voted against it. 

Mr. FOOTE asked if the tariff of 1842 was not 
the issue at the Presidential election of 1844? 

Mr. MANGUM said it was made the issue at 
the Presidential election in most of the States. He 
adverted to the spring which had been given to our 
industry and prosperity by the tariff of 1842. He 
went on to read the second resolution of the plat- 
form, and its history. He named with some em- 
phasis some of the individuals—Mr. Preston Kin 
and others—who had voted for this resolution, an 
asserted that the platform was constructed of prin- 
ciples which no one would deny. | 

General Cass had taken his stand on this plat- 
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form, which was not precisely as Mr. Stevenson 
represented it, just broád enough to contain the 
whole Democratic party, but none beyond it, but 
which in some parts was wide enough to admit all 
parties. He referred to the celebrated Kane letter. 
which circulated so generally in Pennsylvania, and 
expressed a conviction that it had its origin in the 
game brain in which was engendered the Baltimore 
peim - He held in his hands two copies of the 
ife of General Cass, printed at the Congressional 
Globe office, price fifty cents per hundred, identi- 
cally the same up to the last page, one addressed 
“ North,” and one ‘ South.” 
for the northern market, his outgushing burst of 
eloquence on the struggles of France—well calcu- 
lated to work on the North—is given. There is 
but one reference to the Wilmot proviso, where a 
Federal Senator [Mr. Upnam] is charged with a 
design to defeat the two-million bill, - 

re HANNEGAN expressed his conviction 
that neither General Cass, nor any friends of his, 
had ever sanctioned the publication of two distinct 
editions of a speech, one intended for one section 
of the Union, and one for another section. He 
had authority to state from the Congressional com- 
mittee on the Democratic side, that they had never 
sanctioned any such practice. 

Mr. MANGUM did not wonder at the sensi- 
tiveness of Senators on the other side. He then 
referred to the language in the other copy of the 
Life of General Cass, which he presumed to be 
intended for the South—although he admitted that 


In the pamphlet 


there was nothing printed on the face of the docu- ! 


ments to the effect that one was for the North and 
the other for the South—in which General Cass 
evaded the question of the Wilmot proviso. 

Mr. FOOTE asked if the Senator from North 
_ Carolina did not know that one edition of the biog- 
raphy was printed before the agitation of the French 
question, and that afterwards his friends thought 
it right to modify the pamphlet by inserting his 
remarks on that question? . 

Mr. MANGUM said he certainly attributed no 
cefhisure to the friends of General Cass for inserting 
his remarks on the French struggle; but he asked 
why it was, at the.same time, deemed expedient 
to omit the opinions of the General on the Wilmot 
pon He asserted that he was a southern man: 

e was ready to die for the institutions of the South 
whenever it should be necessary. He went for 
liberty first, and for Union next, and he hoped 
` they would not be divided; but if he had the firm- 
ness he trusted he had, he would stand by his 
country in repelling, to the last, every attempt to 
touch the institutions the sanctity of which was 
guarantied by the Constitution. 

He paid a tribute to the kind and generous cour- 
tesy of General Cass, with whom he had inter- 
course when the General held a place in an admin- 
istration with which he (Mr. M.) had no personal 
cqmmunication excepting General Cass. He said 
he had put a question ta which he desired an an- 
swer. The harbor and river bill which Mr. Polk 
had vetoed, would General Cass veto? The sec- 
ond resolution of the Baltimore platform denies the 
power of the General Government to make inter- 
nalimprovements. Mr. Polk gave in his adhesion 
to the platform of 1844, Oregon up to 54° 40’, and 
all. But for the veto of the internal-improvement 
bill, Mr. Polk would have been the nominee of 
the Baltimore Convention again. 

Mr. FOOTE. He would not have accepted it. 

Mr. MANGUM. My dear sir, not accept! I 


beg pardon—I have known Mr. Polk a long time. | 


He went on to state that General Cass had voted 
for internal improvements; but how would he act 
in reference to vetoing a bill? He regarded Gen- 
eral Cass as the representative of the worst type of 
Democracy, and he anticipated new foreign wars, 
should he be elected and serve his four years. He 
supported General Taylor, because he looked on 
him as ready to carry out all the principles of the 
Whig party—to promote industry, and to cultivate 
a pacific policy; because he believed him to have 
a true sense of national honor, and that he would 
never stretch out a strong hand to wrest territory 
pon a weak neighbor; and because he considered 

im as above mingling with low party intrigues. 
He characterized the Democratic party as going 
for bold enterprise, regardless of the cost of treas- 
ure or of blood; as pursuing an aggressive, gallant 
policy, more anxious to achieve a glittering posi- 
tion in history than to introduce or secure domes- 
tic peace and comfort at home. As to Cuba, he 


| 


was opposed to any powerful nation holding it. 
He desired it to remain free; and he was equally 
opposed to any strong naval power holding the key 
to the Gulf, 

Mr. FOOTE asked whether General Taylor con- 
sidered the United States as in the wrong, and Mex- 
ico in the right, during the recent war? 

Mr. MANGUM said he was not going to be the 
expounder of all General Taylor’s opinions. He 
took a view of the course of the Administration in 
the commencement of the war, asserting that the 
President had not calculated on any of the conse- 
quences of the war falling on him and his Admin- 
istration. But the President had relied too much 
on the effect of the clamor about British Whigs, 
&c. He touched on the Oregon dispite, and the 
annexation of Texas, and the ambition to acquire 
territory which had characterized some of our-re- 
cent administrations. He was opposed to the 
policy. He went for home in preference to all the 
broad territories of the earth. Our policy is not to 
promote the welfare of others, butourown, When 
the country is engaged in a foreign war, sanctioned 
by the Executive, he Gould never stand ready to 
go against her. Yet he was one of those called 
Mexican Whigs. He differed with some of his 
friends as to the possibility of avoiding the war, and 
stated that some of our gallant officers had been 
persecuted by the Nero of the day, when they 
ought to have been rewarded. He said that had 
the Whig party selected a civilian, he would have 
rejoiced; but as this had not been done, he was 
glad to take hold of the gallant military man by 
the hand, relying moré on him than on many other 
more conspicuous civilians who might have been 
brought forward. 

Mr. FOOTE asked if General Taylor’s friends 
held that the President of the United States or the 
Mexicans had commenced the war. 

Mr. MANGUM replied that the war, in his 
oe was commenced by the President of the 

nited States. In reference to the maxim, * to the 
victors belong the spoils,’’ he denounced it with 
the most unutterable scorn, He eulogized General 
Taylor and Millard Fillmore, defending them 
against the attacks of Croswell, who had at one 
time declared General Jackson unfit to fill the office 
of President, and at another time that the General 
was the greatest hero that ever walked the land; 
whe had abused and eulogized other great men— 
perhaps Mr. Van Buren. He had seen the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi so severely handled by the 
press that he would have scorned to have lent a 
countenance to. Such, indeed, was the harsh and 
indiscriminate abuse of the mercenary press that 
the only protection of any man was his insignifi- 
cance. It would be well to discontinue this debate 
here, for he had no doubt that the presses would 
be so industrious, that they would, before the end 
of the campaign, prove General Cass to be desti- 
tute of any good quality whatever; and that Gen- 
eral Taylor never dared to show his honest, ruddy 
face on the battle-ground of Buena Vista. 

Mr. HANNEGAN rose to explain the cause of 
the discrepancy in the sketch of General Cass. He 
stated that the only omission was that of part of a 
letter of General Cass to Mr. Nicholson, which 
was left out of one. He knew, and the Senate 
knew, that Francis P. Blair and John C. Rives 
would never stoop to be guilty of a falsehood, and 
they were men who would never stoop to be guilty 
ofa fraud. The one was a publication in March, 
the other in June; and the difference was caused 
by a desire of the young man who prepared the 
sketch to correct it, so as not to swell the limits 
and increase the expense. 

Some further explanations on this point ensued; 
and the parts of the pamphlet were read and reread; 
and Mr. Hannecan read a further extract, which, 
he said, the Senator from North Carolina had omit- 
ted. 

Mr. MANGUM said he had not read it, because 
it was not contained in either of the editions of the 
pamphlet which he had before him. He believed 
that General Cass would scorn to sanction such a 
vilecourse, or that the Senator from Indiana would; 
but there are hangers-on, leeches, who are ready 
to do anything to promote their object. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he did not know the 
author positively; but if it was the person’he sup- 


‘posed, he wasa young man, not more than twenty- 


five years of age, open and ingenuous, who, he 
thought, would never be guilty of a fraud. He 
wished the Senator from North Carolina had de- 


scribed and defended the Philadelphia platfotm, 


He was 
not disposed to say a word against General Taytor, 
who was an honest and a brave old soldier, who, 
according to his own statement, never cast a vote, 
nor filled an office, from a constable upwards. It 
had been asserted that the Philadelphia Convention 
had been disposed to nominate Old Zack for Presi- 
dent and Old 


and General Taylor and his principles. 


General 
He was 
taken on trust, as John Tyler was, and he reminded 
the Senator that in less than eighteen months after 
the election of John Tyler, curses loud and deep 
were heaped upon him. He asserted his belief 
that the. Whigs had destroyed themselves by the 
nomination of General Taylor. a 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, made some ex- 
planations of the course of General Cass, in order 
to show that the defence of the Senator from Indi- 
ana did not clear the General from the charge of 


Vhitey for Vice President. 
Taylor’s sentiments were not known. 


the absence of any fraud. ‘The Senator from Yer- 
mont (Mr. Upnam] had also applied at the Globe 
office for copies of the sketch, and he had obtained 
the two editions—March and June—from which it 
appears that the very words said by the Senator 
from Indiana to have been left out of the June 
edition in his hand, because other matter was in- 
troduced in its room, appear in the June edition 
which he (Mr. Jounson) held in his hand. The 
Senator from Indiana could compare the pam- 
phlets, and he could then decide whether the young 
man of twenty-five was so entirely innocent of 
fraud as he supposed. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said his authority was Gen- 
eral Bayly and Mr. Howell Cobb, of the House. 
Mr. JOHNSON said this was the policy of the 
Democratic Association, at Jackson Hall, to send 
out different editions, one for the North and one 
for the South, where they were scattered broad- 
cast. The thing did not do itself—who did it? 
Mr. HANNEGAN. Some villain.. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, some villain. I echo 
the Senator from Indiana. Why was it done, if 
not to give different impressions in the North and 
the South? He cared not what platform General 
Cass stood on; but there was one platform which 
God had planted—common ‘honesty—on which 
every man could stand. Our penitentiaries are 
filled with persons charged with more trivial crimes, 
for false pretences of a far less criminal and de- 
testable character than this. If General Cass were 
here, it would become him to denounce at once 
that class of men which seeks support for him by 
cheating others. A thimble-rigger is a virtuous 
man compared with such. 

Mr. HANNEGAN was certainly very much 
surprised at the disclosure of the Senator from 
Maryland. He would take occasion to disclaim on 
behalf of every member of this Senate, and of the 
other House, any participation in this fraud. W ho- 
ever had been so misguided as to do it, had not 
hugged to his heart so closely as he ought the 
principles of honor. But while he admitted this, 
he desired to know what there was in the matter 
omitted of such consequence that it should be 
hurled against General Cass?, To find the history 
of General Cass, he referred Senators to the history 
of our country, from the time of Mr. Jefferson to 
this day. 

Mr. FOOTE made a reply at some length to the 
remarks of the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Manevuom. ] 

Mr. NILES then made a few humorous re- 
marks, in which he compared the proceedings of 
the day with those of a ratification moe ; 
Mr. CLAYTON then rose and expressed a wish 
to reply to some of the remarks which had fallen 
from the Senators on the other side. But as the 
hour was late, he suggested the propriety of ad- 
journment. 
On motion, it was then ordered that when the 
Senate adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Wednes- 
day, in order to enable it to join in the ceremony 
of laying the corner-stone of the Washington Na- 
tional Monument to-morrow. 

The Senate then adjourned. 
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The Journal of Monday was read and approved, 


Mr. COCKE, by the unanimous consent of the 
House, offered a resolution to discharge the Com- 


inconsistency, nor exactly settle the question as to’ 
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mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from the bill of the Senate granting pensions to the 
widows and orphans of guch officers, musicians, 
and privates, of the army of the United States, as 
have fallen in Mexico, and that the same be put 
on its passage. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The bill and. the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions of the 
House were read. 

Mr. COCKE explained the bill and amendment, 
and urged its passage in a few remarks. 

Mr. HARALSON moved to amend the amend- 
ment so as to embrace the widows and orphans of 
those officers and soldiers who died on their march 
to Mexico.» 

Mr. COCKE moved the previous question, which 
was seconded, and, under the operation thereof, 
the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment, as thus amended, was adopted, 
‘and the bill read a third time, passed, and returned 
to the Senate. 


Mr. BINGHAM, by leave, introduced a joint 
resolution to change the location of the site of a 
light-house on Lake Superior; which was read three 
times and passed. : 


OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. BOTTS said, some time since a bill was 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
repealing so much of the act of 1846 as required 
the President to discharge, at the close of the war, 
the number of brigadier and major generals, and 
other officers appointed under that act. The bill 
had passed the House and gone to the Senate, and 
was taken up there on ee last, and sent back 
with various amendments. Upon its return to the 
House, it was, on the motion, he thought, of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinton,] referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. That commit- 
tee had had no meeting since that day.. He did 
not believe it had been within the knowledge of 
any member of the committee that the bill had 
been referred to them; otherwise, a meeting would 
have been called, and: the committee would have 
had the bill under consideration. It had become 
indispensably necessary that it should be acted on 
to-day. He understood that the treaty had arrived 
from Mexico—that the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent would be published to-morrow, and would 

robably have been to-day, had any paper issued 
in this city this morning. If the bill was not acted 
upon to-day, it became the President’s imperative 
duty to dismiss the officers—the major generals, 
brigadier generals, and other officers—provided for 
in the act of 1846, many of whom, for their mer- 
itorious services, had been promoted. 

The amendment of the Senate suspended the 
operation of this act to the 4th of March, 1849, 
thus affording additional time for legislation on 
this subject. It would be perfectly competent for 
either House to introduce and pass a bill repealing 
these laws at any subsequent period of this or of 
the next session; but there was no time to act upon 
it now in any other way than by a suspensioh of 
the law such as was now proposed, for the reason, 
as he had said, that these gentlemen were to go out 
of office immediately upon the proclamation of 

ce. 

He therefore moved that the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the subject, and that the amendments 
of the Senate be put on their passage immediately. 
He hoped there would be no objection. 

Mr. DICKEY objected. 

Mr. BOTTS hoped the gentleman would not 
by his power of objection under the rules defeat 
the will of a large majority of the House. 

Mr. DICKEY adhered to his objection. 

Mr. BOTTS inquired if it would be in order to 
move to suspend the rules for the purpose, ~ 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. VINTON moved a resolution to close all 
debate in Committee of the. Whole on the state of 
the Union on the bill making appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department for the 
year ending June 30, 1849, in thirty minutes after 


the House shall again consider said bill in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. Agreed to. 


GAS-LIGHT IN WASHINGTON. 


The bill of the House to incorporate the Wash- 
ington Gas-light Company, which was several days 
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since returned from the Senate with an amend- 
ment, was taken up, and the amendment of the 
Senate was read and concurred in, and the bill 
stands passed. 


Mr. HUNT called for the orders of the day. 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


The SPEAKER announced the report of the 
Committee on Commerce, and the accompanying 
resolutions on the message of the President giving 
his reasons for withholding his approval from the 
river and harbor bill of last session, on the memo- 
rial of the Chicago Convention, and on various 
other memorials for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors, as the subject first in order.’ 

The resofutions were read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Constitution of the United States vests 
in Congress the power to appropriate money to open and 
improve harbors, and remove obstructions from navigable 
rivers, in all cases where such improvements are necessary 
to the protection and facility of commerce with foreign na- 
tions or the commerce among the States. | 
. 2. Resolved, That the interests of our national commerce, 
the common defence, and general welfare of the United 
State, require a judicious exercise of the foregoing powers. 

3. Resolved, That the reasons assigtied by the President 
in his veto message of December 15, 1847, for his refusal tu 
approve and sign the bill passed March 3, 1847, making ap- 
propriations for the improvement of certain harbors and 
rivers, are deemed insufficient and unsatisfactory. 

4. Resolved, ‘That it would be inexpedient, and contrary 
to the principles of the Constitution, to give the general con- 
sent of Congress, in advance of legislation by the States, to 
the imposition of tonnage duties by the several States as a 
means of improving the ports and harbors at which such 
duties thay be levied. ; 

5. Resolved, That the report of the Committee on Com- 
merce on the memorial of the Chicago Convention respect- 
ing harbor and river improvements, the President’s message 
of December 15, 1847, on the same subject, and the bill re- 
ferred to said committee in relation to tonnage duties, with 
the minority report on the same subject, be printed, and that 
the Committee on Printing be directed to inyuire into the 
expediency of printing extra copies of said report. 


Mr. SIMS, who was entitled to the floor, said 
he had no disposition to occupy the time of the 
House at this late period of the session upon the 
subject ef these resolutions. He would much 
prefer that the regular necessary business before 
them should be attended to; and in order to arrive 
at that result, he would move to lay the report and 
resolutions on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 
to lay on the table. 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked to be excused from 
voting, and for leave to state his reasons for his 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot be 
allowed to state any reasons under the rule. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND, then, would vote against 
the resolutions, because in effect they must precip- 
itate the country into an enormous public debt; and 
because, too, they could not be regarded otherwise 
than as anattack, a gratuitousattack, upon the Ad- 
ministration. 

‘The question to lay upon the table was put, and 
decided in the negative, by the following vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bird- 
sall, Bowdon, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Burt, Chase, 
Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clarke, Williamson R.W. Cobb, 
Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Featherston, Ficklin, Fries, 
Green, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Harris, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Iverson, Jameson, Andrew Johnson, J. H. Johnson, Robert 
W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennon, Lahin, La Sére, 
Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, 
Miller, Peaslee, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richey, Sawyer, 
Simpson, Sims, Smart, Stanton, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
Robert A. Thompson, Venable,, Wallace, Wick, Wiley, 
Williams, and Woofward—65. ` 

NAYsS—Messrs. Abbott, Barrow, Belcher, Bingham, Blan- 
chard, Botts, Bowlin, Brady, Buckner, Butler, Canby, Chap- 
man, Clinginan, Collamer, Collins, Conger, Cranston, Crow- 
ell, Crcezier, Darling, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Dunn, Eck- 
ert, Edwards, Embree, A. Evans, Nathan Evans, Faran, 
Farrelly, Fisher, Flournoy, Freedley, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, 
Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hail, J. 
G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, John 
W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Irvin, Jenkins, John 
W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas B. King, Daniel P. King, Wil- 
liam T. Lawrence, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, Lincoln, 
Lynde, McClelland, McIlvaine, Horace Mann, Marsh, Mar- 
vin, Morehead, Morris, Mullin, Nelson, Newall, Outlaw, 
Palfrey, Peck, Pendleton, Petrie, Pettit, Pollock, Preston, 
Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Root, Rumsey; St. John, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingeriand, 
Caleb B, Smjth, Truman Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, 
Charlies E. Stuart, Tallmadge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, James 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurs- 
ton, Tvombs, Turner, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, Went- 
worth, White, and Wilson—~109. 


Mr. McCLELLAND had very little objection, 
he said, to the first and second of these resolutions, 
though he confessed, if he had been on that com- 
mittee, he would not have agreed to report any of 
them. He thought it would’ have been. sufficient 
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for the committee to have made their report, and 
had that report, together with the President’s veto 
message, circulated among the people. - 

-The first resdlution he looked’ upon as rather 
loosely drawn, and many and various constructions 
would be put upon it. Yet he had ne particular 
objection to vote for that resolution. 

he second resolution he could vote for with 
great pleasure. 

The third he could not vote for at all. He viewed 
itas unnecessary. Helooked upon it, furthermore, 
as a direct reflection on the President of the United 
States. He differed with the President, and -did 
not agree that the reasons he had assigned in that 
veto message were good and sufficient; but at the 
same time he was unwilling to give any vote in 
this House which might be tortared into a censure 
of that officer, for the simple reason that he, in the 
discharge of his duties, was compelled to differ 
with him; and whatever difference of opinion might 
exist between the President and himself as a mem- 
ber of this House, he was nevertheless obliged to 
presume that he had acted honestly in the discharge 
of his duties, and the President had as good a right 
to differ from him as had any member of this 
House. 

Having requested the Clerk to read the fourth 
resolution, Mr. McC. said he had very little doubt, 
from the examination he had been enabled to give 
this subject, that it would be improper and inexpe- 
dient to give this power to the States in advance 
of the action of each State on this particular sub- 
ject; but at the same time he could not vote for that 
resdlution, because he believed it constitutional. He 
thought Congress had power to give authority to 
the States in advance, and it seemed to him that 
any one who would refer to the constitutional pro- 
visions on that subject, would concur with him in 
that opinion. The clause of the Constitution which 
related to this question was in the following words: 
‘< No state shall, without the consent of Congress, 
lay any duty of tonnage,” &c. 

Whether that consent was given before or after 
any action on the part of the State, it was certaiMly 
constitutional, because this grant of power was 
express, authorizing Congress to give their consent 
to the States to impose these tonnage duties. His 
opinion was, that the power could not be given to 
the extent that had been contended for by some 

entlemen on this floor. He thought ita very lim- 
ited power, and upon the lakes and upon the 
largest rivers of the United States, which had here- 
tofore been improved by appropriations from Con- 
gress, the power would be of no avail. But at the 
same time (for he wanted to speak briefly on ‘the 
subject) he could not vote for this resolution, be- 
cause he thought the power was constitutionally 
in Congress to give authority to any State in this 
Union to pass laws in regard to tonnage duties 
previous to the action of the State itself. He could 
not, therefore, vote fof this‘resolution. He syg- 
gested an amendment to strike out that part of this 
resolution which related to the question of consti- 
tutionality. 

Mr. HUNT was very unwilling to consume the 
time of the House, at this advanced stage of the 
session, in debating the propositions contained in 
these resolutions. Ít was a subject which had 
been very fully discussed on former occasions, not 
only in this House but throughout the country, 
which had been fully investigated by every gentle- 
man here, and on which, no doubt, every one was” 
as fully prepared to vote without further debate 
as they would be after days had been consumed 
in its further discussion. | 

Mr. ATKINSON wished to make an inquiry of 
the gentleman. Being one of the Committee on 
Commerce, by which this bill had been reported, 
he desired to know of the gentleman, who was the 
chairman of that committee, whether the report had 
received the unanimous sanction of the committee, 
or whether there were dissenting voices; and, if so, 
who they were? 

Mr. HUNT replied that this subject was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce at an early 
day of the session. ‘They had felt it their duty to 
investigate it and take some action on the various 
questions referred to them by the message of the 
President, and the bill.of the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. RuetT] in relation to tonnage duties. 
There had been a very full discussion of the sub- 
ject in committee, and the conclusions arrived at 
were adopted by the majority of the committee— 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Arxinson] and 
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the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Stmpson] 
dissenting from these resolutions. 

He. wished to call the attention of the House for 
a moment to the true character of the resolutions 
as they had been commented upon by the gentle- 
` man from Michigan. 

Mr. TURNER inquired if the resolutions had 
been printed ? - 

Mr. HUNT replied that they had, but not by 
the order of the House. 


Mr. TURNER hoped, then, that the gentleman f 


would allow them to be referred, or at least post- 
poned, until they could be examined by all. 

Mr. RHETT said, if the gentleman would agree 
to refer them to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and fix any day on which 
they should tome up, they would be perfectly 
ready to meet them. 

Mr. HUNT replied that the gentleman from 
South Carolina would recollect that these resolu- 
tions had been reported two weeks ago, and that 
his colleague (Mr. Sims] had at that time got the 
floor, and they had gone over until this morning. 
They had been printed in the papers of the city, 
and he could not suppose it was necessary to take 
_ up any further time for gentlemen to prepare to 


vote. 

Mr. LAHM inquired, in case the previous ques- 
tion were moved and seconded, if it would be in 
order to call for a division so as to vote upon the 
resolutions separately? 

Mr. HUNT. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. LAHM said there were two for which he 
would vote. _ 

Mr. HUNT proceeded to say that the first reso- 
lution declared the power of Congress to make 
improvements of harbors and rivers in all cases 
where they were ‘“‘ necessary to the protection and 
facility of commerce with foreign nations or the 
commerce among the States.’ It was a general 
declaration of that power, in specific and precise 
phraseology, which he thought could not be ques- 
tioned. He believed every gentleman had made 
up his-mind on that point. 

Mr. FARAN wished to be allowed, while the 
gentleman was on the first resolution, to put to him 
one question. That resolution declared that ‘the 
power of Congress extended to all cases where it 
‘was necessary to facilitate commerce among the 
States. He wished to ask the gentleman whether 
he understood the resolution to extend to cases of 
a local and not purely of a national character ?. 

Mr. HUNT replied that every gentleman would 
judge for himself of the extent of the power granted 
to Corigress by the Constitution to regulate com- 
merce among the States. In his opinion, the 
power extended to all cases where it was necessary 
to protect commerce among the States, whether 
the rivers were large or small, but it did not extend 
to purely local works. 

As to the duty of this Government to exercise 
this power, there was a difference of opinion; but 
he believed there was a majority of the House, 
and of the country, who were prepared to declare 
their opinions in favor of this also. But he would 
not take up the time of the House. 

- He had a single word to say in reference to the 
third resolution, which had been objected to by 
the gentleman from Michigan, on the ground that 
it was disrespectful to the President of the United 
States. It would be remembered, that at the open- 
ing of the session, the President had thought it his 
duty to send a message to this House, with the 
biH passed by the last Congress, containing his 
reasons for refusing to give his assent to that bill. 
‘It could not have been supposed by the President 
that this Congress would take any action on that 
‘specific bill; there was an end of it, and the power 
of Congress was exhausted when the President 
had refused his assent to the bill; and the only 
object in sending it here was, to make up an issue 
with Congress, and (if anything was hoped to be 
secured) to control the action of Congress. That 
message had been referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and for what purpose? According to 
the view taken by the committee, it was incumbent 
on them to express, in proper form, their dissent 
from the message; and the resolution simply de- 
clared that the reasons assigned by the President 
were insufficient and unsatisfactory. The Com- 
mittee on Commerce felt them to be unsatisfactory. 
He believed they were unsatisfactory, not only to 
Congress, but the country; and he thought, upon 
a subject of such magnitude, when the President 


had gone out of his way to proclaim in advance 
that he would not give his as8ent to any measure 
which might be adopted for the protection of our 
national commerce, that it was not only proper on 
the part of Congress, but that it was eminentl 
due to themselves and the country to declare their 
sentiments; that it was due to the importance of 
the subject; due to the public opinion of the coun- 
try; and he thought they would fall short of that 
duty if they failed to record, in unequivocal terms, 
that the judgment of the President, as to the consti- 
tutional power of the Goverment, and the objec- 
tions he had assigned to the exercise of that power, 
were not satisfactory, and would not control the 
action of Congress. SP 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, remarked that the 
President of the United States never hesitated to 
declare his opinions of the action of Congress, and 
that he or his friends did not consider that disre- 
speetful, even when done with the direct view to 
influence the action of Congress. 

Mr. HUNT said it was quite as respectful for 
Congress to express their opinion upon the mes- 
sage of the President which had been communi- 
cated to them, as it was for the President in ad- 
vance to advise Congress of what his action would 

e. 

As to the fourth resolution, he entirely agreed 
with the gentleman from Michigan, that it was 
entirely within the power of Congress to give its 
assent to the imposition of tonnage duties by any 
State. That* power was given in express terms 
by the Constitution. But in his opinion—and 
that"was the conclusion of the Committee on Com- 


‘merce—it was not within the meaning and intent 


of the Constitution that Congress should give its 
assent in general terms, in advance, to any law a 
State might pass. Such a course would virtually 
abrogate that clause of the Constitution which 
declared that Congress should give its assent and 
surrender up the whole power over tonnage du- 
ties to the States without prohibition. The clause 
of the Constitution which eonferred this power 
was: 


“ No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay any 
duty of tonnage, keep troops or ships of war in time of peace, 


‘enter into an agreement or compact with another State, or 


with a foreign Power, or engage in war, unless actually in- 
ao or in such imminent danger as will not adinit of de- 

These several powers stood on the same footing, 
and were a together under the same clause 
of the Constitution. What sort of a proposition 
would it be to give the consent of Congress in ad- 
vance to any State to engage in war or enter into 
a treaty with a foreign Power? 

Mr. McCLELLAND wished to ask the gentle- 
man whether any agreement or contract with an- 
other State, or with a foreign Power, could be en- 
tered into by a State previous to obtaining the 
consent of Congress? . 

Mr. HUNT replied, Certainly not. The prac- 
tice always had been for the States to make their 
agreements, and then submit them specifieally. to 
the sanction of Congress that they might know, 
when they gave their assent, what they gave their 
assent to. ‘The practice with reference to tonnage 
duties had been the same, for several States, time 
after time, had passed laws to impose tonnage du- 
ties. 

Mr. McCLELLAND admitted that was the 
proper course, and all the precedents went to show 
that was the course which had heretofore been pur- 
sued. But at the same time there was nothing in 
that clause which went to show that Congress had 
not the power, if they pleased to exercise it, to 
give their consent to the States to impose tonnage 
duties, previous to any action by the State upon 
the subject. 

Mr. HUNT said his own opinion was, that it 
would not be a legitimate and proper exercise of 
the power of Congress to give its consent in ad- 
vance to the imposition Of tonnage duties by a 
State. But he was not tenacious as to the precise 
phraseology of the resolution. If the gentleman 
objected to that part which declared it to be con- 
trary to the principles of the Constitution, he 
would give way to enable him to offer an amend- 
ment, and submit the question to the sense of the 


ouse. 

Mr. RHETT, in reference to the remark that 
all the precedents went to show that Congress had 
never in anticipation given its consent to the impo- 
sition of tonnage duties by the States, asked wheth- 
er the law authorizing the State of Georgia to lay 


tonnage duties for the improvement of the harbor 
of Savannah did notgive the consent of Congress 
in advance of the action of the State? 

Mr. HUNT thought in that particular instance 
the Siar arias was correct, although in other cases 
the law had previously been passed by the State 
of Georgia, and submitted to the sanction of Con- 


gress. 

.Mr. RHETT asked whether the Senate had not 
given its consent to treaties in anticipation of their 
being made? And had anybody ever said that 
was unconstitutional? 

Mr. HUNT replied that they always knew 


.what the treaty was. They had never given their 


assent in general terms to a treaty of which they 
knew nothing. m 

Mr. RHETT said the gentleman was mistaken. 
The Senate had put down terms not ìn the treaty, 
and the other party had come up to them. The 
treaty with Mexico, which -had now gone into 
effect, was an instance. 

Mr. HUNT was not aware that the Serate in 

any instance had given their assent to the forma- 
tion of a treaty without at the same time having 
indicated to them the specific terms and principles 
imbodied in the treaty. But he was not tenacious 
as to the terms of the resolution, and was willing 
that it should be modified to meet the objection 
raised. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, desired to 
ask the gentleman from New York a question. His 
second resolution affirmed the right to make the 
appropriation of money mentioned in the first reso- 
lution under the constitutional power to regulate 
commerce, as well as the power to legislate for the 
« common defence and general welfare :° under 
which clause did the gentleman claim the power? 

Mr. HUNT replied that the gentleman was un- 
der an evident misapprehension. The second reso- 
lution affirms nothing as to the origin of the power 
of Congress. The existence of the power is as- 
serted in the first resolution, and it is derived ex- 
clusively from the authority to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations and among the States. The 
second resolution may be rded asa corollary 
from the first. It simply asserts the expediency 
and necessity of a judicious exercise of the power. 
The authority is,not claimed under the general 
clause to which the gentleman objects. We con- 
tend that the common defence and general welfare 
of the country require the exercise of the consti- 
tutional power, and the gentleman must determine 
for himself whether he will make an issue on that 
proposition. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he would vote for the 
first resolution, and against the second, because he 
believed the power to make the grant was to be 
found under the constitutional power to regulate 
commerce, and only there. He would not lose 
the exercise of any such power under these ex- 
pressions of ‘common defence and general wel- 
fare.” 

The third resolution he would not vote for. It 
could tend to no useful purpose. We could dis- 
charge our duty without the necessity of making 
this expression against the message of December 
last of the President. | 

As to the fourth resolution, he was opposed to 
it. He believed it constitutional, and that tonnage 
duties might be imposed. Where vessels and 
boats paid no taxes for State purposes, it might be 
a most proper exercise of legislative duty under a 
clear constitutional power to levy such duties, if 
the States should feel disposed to do so. He was 


opposed to this resolution, which denied the con- 


stitutional right to assent in advance that they 
might be laid. | 

Mr. HUNT would move to amend the fourth 
resolution by striking out the words ‘‘.and con- 
trary to the principles of the Constitution.” He 
would also propose to amend the fifth resolu- 
tion, but, being informed by the Speaker that but 
one amendment was in order at a time, waived the 
latter amendment; and, remarking that he believed 
there was no necessity for further debate in order 
to an enlightened and deliberate expression of the 
opinions of this House upon the subject, demand- 
ed the previous question. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL inquired if the resolu- 
tions could be divided, so as to take a separate 
vote on each? 

The SPEAKER replied that they could, after 
the previous question was seconded 


0 ° 
r, C. J. INGERSOLL. That is all I want, 
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Mr. RHETT expressed his dissatisfaction that 

the chairman of the committee, after making his 

speech and moving an amendment, should demand 
the previous question, but was called to order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvanja, inquired 
if it was in order-to move to postpone the resolu- 
tions? 

The SPEAKER replied i in the negative. 

Mr. RHETT inquired if it was in order to move 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union; and, being answered affirmatively, he 
made that motion, which was decided in the nega- 
tive: Yeas 78, nays 101. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the question was stated, Shall the main question 
be now pag? 

_. Mr. LERNAND asked the i and nays, 
which septa ordered; and they resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, 
Belcher, Blanchard, Boydon, Brady, Buckner, Butler, Chap- 
man, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crow- 
ell, Crozier, Cummins, Darling, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, 
Duer, Daniel Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, 
Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Fou roy, 

` Freedicy, Fulton, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Grinnell, 
Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampten, Moses Hampton, 
Henry, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houstong Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Hunt, Irvin, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas Butler 
King, Daniel P. King, William T. Lawrence, Leffler, Lin- 
coin, Mclivaine, Horace Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, 
Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Palfrey, Pendleton, Pollock, 
- Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Roman, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Sherrill, 
Silvester, pada Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, 
. Stanton, Stephens, Tallmadge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, James 
Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, 
Toombs, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, and Wil- 
son—100. 
= NAYS—Meessrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bird- 
sall, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, William G. Brown, Albert G. 
Brown, Burt, Chase, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clarke, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Collins, Danie}, Dick- 
inson, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Green, Willard P. Hall, 'Haral- 
son, Harmanson, Harris, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Iverson "Jameson, Andrew Johnson, 
- James H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, 
- Kennon, Lahm, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McCier- 
nand, Mr powe winia Mann, Miller, Morris, Peaslee, 
Peck, Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, 
ockhill, Sawyer, Simpson, Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, 
tarkwenther, Charles E. Stuart, Thomas, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Robert A. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, 
Turner, Venable, Wallace, Wick, Wiley, Williams, Wil- 
mot, and Woodward—78. 


So the main question was grdered to be now 
ut. . 

j The amendment moved by Mr. Honr to the 
fourth resolution—viz: strike out the words ‘and 
contrary to the principles of the Constitution’’— 
was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, called for 
a division of the question, so as to take a separate 
vote on each. resolution; and the question was so 
divided. 

The first resolution was agreed to by the follow- 
ing vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, 
Barrow, Belcher, Bingham, Birdsall, Blanchard, ” Botts, Bow- 
lin, Boydon, Brady, Buckner, Butler, Canby, Chapman, 
Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Collins, Conger, Crauston, 
Crowell, Crozier, Darling, Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Daniel 
Duncan. Dunn, Eckert, Edwards. Embree, Alexander Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Fiournoy, Freedley, Fulton, 
Gaines, Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Griunell, 
Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses Hamp. 
ton, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, 
Hudson, Huut, Charles J. Inger-oll, Irvin, Jenkins, Robert 
W. Johnson, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas Butler King, 
Daniel P. King, Lahm, William T. Lawrence, Sidney Law- 
rence, Leffler, Lincoln, Lynde, Maclay, McClelland, Mcll- 
vaine, Job Mann, Horace Mann, Marvin, Morehead , Morris, 
Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Outlaw, Palfrey, Peck, Pen- 
dieton, Petrie, Peyton, Polloc k, Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, 
Richardson, Julius Rockwell, "John A. Rockwell, Roman, 
Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, Sil- 
vester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, T ruman 
Smith, Stanton, Starkw eather, Stephens, Charles É. Stuart, 
Tallmadge, Taylor, Tuibodeaux, Jaines Thompson, Richard 
W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, William Thompson, 
Thursten, ‘Turner, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, 
be and Wilson —128. 

AYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bow- 
a Boyd, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Albert G. Brown, 
Burt, Chase, Franklin Clark, Beverly L Clarke, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R.W. Cobb, Cummins, Dickinson, Faran, 
Featherston, Ficklin, Fries, Green, Willard P. Hall, Ham- 
mons, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Hill, George 5. ’ Hous- 
ton, Iverson, Jameson, Andrew Johnson, James H. Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Kennon, Lord, Lumpkin, MeCiernand, 
McDowell, McKay, Miller, Peaslee, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, 
Richey, Sawyer, Simpson, Sims, Smart, Thomas, Jacob 
Thampson, Robert A. Thompson, Venable, Wallace, Wick, 
Wiley, Williams, and Woodward—s9. 


_ Mr. TURNER moved to reconsider this vote, 
stating that he had made the motion to reconsider 
that he might be enabled to give his reasons why 


en EP a AT I SS, 


he was opposed to the passage of these resolutions 
at this time. 

Mr. COBB, after consultation with the gentle- 
man from Illinois, moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. He intimated, that if this motion 
sheuld be agreed to, the gentleman from Illinois 
would retain the floor for to-morrow. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole òn the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Root, of Ohio, in the chair,) on 
the bill making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic service of the yedr ending the 30th June, 
1849. 

The first section appropriated for compensation 
and mileage of Senators and members of the House 
of Representatives and Delegates, $388,440, pro- 
vided that no member of either House of Congress, 
after the present session, shall be allowed a larger 
sum for mileage than 1, 000 for each session, any 
act of Congress to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved to strike out 
the proviso. 

r. VINTON having made a pro forma motion, 
said, it must be known to every one that proposi- 
tions had, at various times, been made to regulate 
the payment of the mileage of members of Con- 
gress. He supposed there was no one who came 
from the most distant part of this Union whose 
actual expenses exceeded from $100 to $150, and 
yet there were several members who were in receipt 
of a sum exceeding $2,000. The Committee of 
Ways and Means did not propose to interfere with 
the mileage of members who received less than 
$1,000, and that would give to those who received 
that amount some $600 or $800 beyond their actual 
eapon . 

r. McKAY submitted an amendment, the pur- 
port of which was to direct the Postmaster General 
to revise the table of distances of post routes, and 
that the mileage of members be paid according to 
such routes. He said he believed several of the 
State Legislatures had instructed their Senators 
and requested their Representatives to give their 
assistance to a correction of the enormous irregu- 
larities which existed, and he thought the time had 
come to put a stop to them. The law of 1818 was 
passed when there were not one-fourth the facili- 
ties for travelling that they now possessed by the 
construction of railroads and steamboats. ith 
the per diem Ke did not propose to interfere. 

Some conversation ensued on the relevancy of 
theamendment and its admissibility, and ultimately 


it was accepted by Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL asa 
modification of his motion. 


Mr. BOW LIN offered a long amendment to the 
amendment, which was designed to provide for the 
payment of services actually rendered, and to de- 
prive members of their per diem for such days as 
they might be absent from the House. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GREEN proposed an amendment to the 
amendment, by striking out ‘‘ the nearest post 
routes,” and inserting ** the most usual routes of 
travel.” At present (he said) the rule was vague 
and indefinite, and it should be corrected and 
made plain. He did not subscribe to the positions 
of gentlemen, that western members received too 
much for mileage, for the disadvantages under 
which they labored should be taken into consid- 
eration. They had to endure privations in trav- 
elling to the seat of Government which the eastern 
members were not called upon to sustain, and they 
could not return to their homes in case of the sick- 
ness of their families, or to superintend their farm- 
ing operations, or such as were lawyers to attend 
to the business on circuit, as could gentlemen from 
States near the seat of Government, and hence it 
was but just that hey should receive a larger 
amount. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. RHETT made a pro forma motion, that he 
might say that this rate of mileage was a condition 
on which the capital was allowed to remain on one 
side of the Union. If it were not so, the great 
West would have the capital removed to the other 
side of the mountains. Some gentlemen could re- 
turn to their homes in two days, and some even in 
two hours, while the gentlemen from Illinois or 
Arkansas could not get home in less than two 
weeks; and he hoped this would cease to be a sub- 
ject of demagogism. 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to strike out’ 
« Postmaster General, *” and insert ** Committee on 
ileage.” He was not willing to leave the com- 
putation of his mileage to the Postmaster General. 
Agreed to. 

Mr. LAHM moved an amendment, which pro- 
posed to allow a mileage of five dollars for every 
twenty miles not exceeding three hundred miles, 
and two dollars per twenty miles for a greater dis- 
tance. He argued in support of his motion, con- 
tending that they were paid too extravagantly. 
Some members received $2,000 and upwards for 
mileage, and could make more out of it than other 
gentlemen could make out of their mileage and per 
‘diem for the ninety days of the short session. 
That he held to be unjust and unequal; nor did 
he think that he was entitled to a greater amount 
of compensation because he came across the moun- 
tains than a gentleman who lived on the same side 
of the mountains with the capital. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. JAMESON moved a proposition providing 
for the removal of the seat of Government from 
Washington to » for the abolition of mileage 
to members of Congress, and the withholding of 
their per diem compeneation if absent, unleas de- 
tained by sickness of themselves or families. He 
argued that while the Capitol remained here the 
present mileage. should be continued, it being the 
result of the compromise made on that subject in 
1816 or 1817. He justified the excess of mileage 
received by distant members, by the peculiar dis- 
advantages which they suffered of loss of business, 
inability to return home, &c., which was not the 
case with members who resided nearer, or within 
more direct rapid facilities of communication; and 
said that the western people were the poorest ‘paid 
ofany who rendered-public services. He ascribed 
to demagogism the clamor that was raised upon 
this subject of mileage; and touched, in his five 
minutes, upon several other points. 

The amendmént was rejected. 

Mr. VENABLE (upon an amendment moved 
and subsequently withdrawn) denied, that in his 
section of the country at least, there was any clamor 
among the people at the present compensation, and 
maintained that it was no more than a man who 
was fit to be a member ef Congress ought to 
receive. 

Mr. HENLEY moved to amend the proviso by 
reducing the limitation front $1,000 to $500. He 
maintained the injustice of the present rate of mile- 
age, and instanced several cases of its gross ine- 
quality. He denied that it was demagogism to 
take this side of the question, and threw back the 
charge upon those who made it. He contended 
that the matter should be regulated upon rules of 
justice, and regardless of any idea that by main- 
taining the present mileage the Capitol would be 
continued at Washington. Whenever the people 
of the West determined it should be removed, this 
matter of mileage would be but a feather in the 
scale of their decision. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JAMESON moved to increase the sum to 
$2,000, and replied—under frequent checks from 
the Chair for transcending the limits allowed for 
debate—to Mr. HENLEY. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MEADE moved.to raise the amount to 
$1,500; and expressed his opinion rather in favor 
of the increase than of the reduction of the com- 


j 


‘pensation given to members. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WICK offered an amendment, the effect of 
which was to reduce the per diem of members o. 
Congress to $5 after the first three months of any 
session, and to allow but half mileage at special 
sessions. Rejected. 

He briefly argued that such a reduction of the 
per diem compensation would greatly tend to pro- 
mote the despatch of business and shorten the du- 
ration of the sessions, and that the compensation 
he proposed for extra sessions would be sufficient, 
being in addition to ordinary compensation. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. W. T. LAWRENCE moved an amen¢ 
ment to do away entirely with the per diem com 
pensation of members, leaving to their constituent 
to make up by private subscription ‘whateve 
amount they considered them respectively entitle 
to, in addition to the present mileage. He briefl 
explained and enforced the propriety of the amend 
ment; and it was rejected. 
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Mr. CUMMINS (on an amendment moved and 
withdrawn) moved to reduce the sum, and ex- 
ressed himself satisfied with the proviso contained 
in the bill, and, in addition to the general reasons of 
the inequality and injustice of the present allowance 
of mileage, urged the pressing importance of redu- 
cing to the proper standard now, as with every 
accession to the States ot the Union, the influence 
against the reduction would be increased. 

Mr. CONGER moved an amendment “ that 
‘members of both Houses of Congress, from and 
* after the present session, shall beallowed mileage 
“as follows, to wit: Five dollars per day during 
‘the time necessarily and actually spent in coming 
€ toand returning from the Capitol, and, in addition 
€ thereto, the actual necessary travelling expenses, 
* to be settled on the affidavit of the member, by the 
‘t Committee on Mileage; and, provided further, 
$ that from and after the present session, the com- 
* pensation of members shall be reduced to five dol- 
‘lars per day.’ Rejected. 

Mr. HOLMES, of New York, moved an amend- 
ment to substitute, in lieu of the present mileage, 
the payment of one dollar for every hour actually 
and necessarily expended upon the routes to and 
fro, together with the necessary travelling expenses. 
He expressed himself not only in favor of the re- 
form indicated by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. McKay] and accepted by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. J. Incerso.t,] but 
desired to go further in the correction of abuses 
and inequalities which now prevailed; some mem- 
bers receiving $2,500 mileage, for which they ex- 

ended only some ten, fifteen, or twenty days’ 
abor. He would abolish all the mileage now 
allowed, and substitute a per diem compensation 
from the time of leaving to the time of returning 
home, together with all necessary travelling ex- 
penses; the per diem in travelling to depend upon 
the number of hours occupied, which he considered 
the justest and fairest basis of its computation. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WICK offered an amendment reducing the 
per diem to six dollars after the first five months 
of any session. Rejected. 

The question recurring on Mr. INGERSOLL’s 
amendment, as modified by the acceptance of Mr. 
McKay’s, was taken, and the amendment was 
rejected: Ayes 40, noes 78. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, moved to strike 
out the proviso, and for the purpose of setting a 
Jaudable example, which he thought gentlemen 
would do well to follow, would make no speech 
for Buncombe, but submit his amendment to a vote 
without debate. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McKAY renewed his amendment; but, after 
some conversation between him and Mr, VINTON, 
he withdrew it. 

Mr RUMSEY moved an amendment to fix the 
mileage at twenty cents a mile, but that no mem- 
Lad shall receive more than one thousand dollars. 

ost. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend the item making 
an appropriation for the stationery, fuel, printing, 
and contingent expenses of the House, so as to 
include a clerk for the Sergeant-at-arms, at a com- 
pensation of four dollars a day. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, made a pro forma 
motion to obtain an opportunity to say, that if the 
committee would look at the facts of the case, he 
was sure they would not agree to this amendment. 
It had been repeatedly thrust upon the House 
during the present session, and the House had in- 
variably rejected it. Preceding Sergeants-at-arms 
had had no clerks, having done their business with 
the aid of a messenger. He entered into some 
explanations in relation to a quarrel which Dr. 
Lane, the preceding Sergeant-at-arms, had with 
his messenger, and a compromise which was then 
entered into; but there was nothing in that to show 
that both a messenger and a clerk were necessary 
in the Sergeant-at-arms’ office. He was willing 
that the Sergeant-at-arms should keep his messen- 
ger, but it appeared he was determined to dragoon 
the House into giving him an officer that was here- 
tofore unknown to his office. 
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Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, inquired if the 
amendment was in order. It was making pro- 
vision for an officer not authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the objection. 

Mr. LAHM moved to amend the amendment 
by reducing the per diem from $4 to $3. He was 
proceeding to show that he believed the Sergeant- 
at-arms required a clerk, when he was required b 
the Chairman to confine his remarks to his amend- 
ment. He then said that where he believed such 
an officer was necessary, he thought a compensa- 
tidn of three dollars per diem was an ample remu- 
neration. 

The amendment to the amendment was lost. 

The amendment of Mr. Vinton was then agreed 
to by a vote of 69 to 47. 

The committee them rose and reported progress, 
and the House adjourned. 


.IN SENATE. 
Wepwnespay, July 5, 1848. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 


a communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, made in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 25th May last, communicating in- 
formation as to the manner in which the interest 
on the public debt has been paid. 

[The Secretary states that circulars have been 
addressed to all the agents, giving notice that the 
interest on the public debt must be paid in specie; 
that remittances were made by the Treasurer of 
the United States, by drafts payable in specie, and 
so paid in favor of those agencies in the several 
depositories, for the purpose of paying the public 
debt in coin. That on the 16th May last, a rumor 
of a possible violation of the law, unaccompanied 
by any evidence, reached the department, when 
circulars were again sent. The Secretary says 
there is no evidence of any violation of the law by 
any of the disbursing officers. The specie is in 
their possession but a very few days before it is 
disbursed, and there can be no motive with them 
for violating the law. The letter states that under 
all the circumstances it has been thought most wise 
to discontinue the former agencies at Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, and Charleston, and to assign 
the duty of paying the interest on the public debt 
there on the Ist of July, 1848, to the assistant 
treasurers at those places, to whom the duty would 
originally have been assigned if sufficient means 
had been placed by Congress at the disposal of the 
department. The duty of paying the semi-annual 
interest on the public debt is represented as onerous 
and important. The public debt, including the 
stock and treasury notes still authorized to be 
issued, amounts to $65,778,540 41; the interest on 
which must be paid punctually semi-annually, em- 
bracing a very great number of names, including 
attorneys, trustees, executors, and administrators, 
and several hundred pages of schedules of names 
and amounts; and the Secretary says these pay- 
ments cannot be made with punctuality and cer- 
tainty without additional clerical force in the office 
of the Assistant Treasurer, and without an addi- 
tional appropriation, which, at this session, is 
requested from Congress. 

he Secretary goes on to show, as satisfactory 

roof to the Senate that the department has carried 

into full operation the provisions of the Jaw, the 
tables of the Register of the Treasury establishing: 

Ist. That during the seventeen months of the 
operation of the sub-treasury, the payments in spe- 
cie into the treasury have been $67,801,776 22, and 
during the same period the disbursement in specie 
has been $69,059,574 81; that during the seventeen 
montha, theaggregate of receipts and disbursements 
has been $136,861,351 03. The coinage at the 
mint during three years and three months has been 
$36,507,119 07 under the special order of the de- 
partment, or several millions of dollars more than 
a T years preceding—from 1792 to 
1830. 

Mr. NILES presented a memorial from citizens 
of New York, in favor of reduction of postage, 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on.In- 
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dian Affairs, made an adverse report on the me- 
morial of Samuel Rusk and others, Choctaw com- 
missioners. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, on leave, intro- 
duced a bill “ to provide for a survey of the Red 
river, from its mouth to the head of its navigable 
waters;’’ which was read twice and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

On presenting the bill, Mr. J. remarked that a 
bill paee the Senate a few days since directing 
the Secretary of Wur to detail from the corps of 
Topographical Engineers a competent officer to 
proceed forthwith to the State of Louisiana, there 
to survey the mouth of Red river, with a view to 
ascertain the most practicable mode of rendering 
the mouth of said river ‘navigable for steamboats 
at all seasons of the year. This survey, although 
highly important, (for, in consequence of a large 
sand-bar formed at the mouth of the river, its nav- 
igation is nearly excluded from the Mississippi,) 
is not all that is required. There are other ob- 
structions to the navigation of the Red river at 
different points which should be removed. The 
falls at Alexandria may be rendered navigable at 
all seasons, and the remains of the great raft in the 
river above Shreveport may be readily removed; 
but these are national works, which require appro- 
priations by Congress. One hundred thousand 
dollars would probably be sufficient. 

Mr. Jounson argued to show the importance 
of improving the navigation of this great river, 
ina national point of view, and the obligations 
of the national ‘Government to make the neces- 
sary appropriations for the purpose. Three 
States, he said—Louisiana, Arkansas, and Texas 
—are directly and deeply interested in the navi- 
gation of the Red river. A large portion of their 
most valuable productions are greatly reduced in 
value in consequence of the obstructions to the 
navigation of Red river. Petitions, numerously 
signed by the citizens of Arkansas and Louisiana, 
praying appropriations to be made by Congress 
for the removal of the great raft and other obstruc- 
tions to the navigation of Red river, were pre- 
sented to the Senate and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, some of them early in the session, 
but no report had been made. He considered it 
his duty, therefore, to introduce the bill. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 
The resolution from the House fixing the ad- 
journment of Congress on the 17th July, came up 
in its order as the unfinished business. 


Mr. CLAYTON considered himself called on 
to make some remarks, although he was most re- 
luctant to introduce matter irrelevant to the subject 
under discussion. But this course was forced on 
him by the remarks of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi. He knew nothing of the opinions of Gen- 
eral ‘Taylor more than any other Senator. 

Mr. NILES called the Senator from Delaware 
to order on the ground of irrelevancy. - 

Mr. WESTCOTT regretted that the Senator 
from Connecticut had taken this course, because 
there can be nothing impertinent in discussing the 
subject if we are to settle the Presidential question 
here, and to leave the people nothing to do but to 


vote. 

The PRESIDENT decided that the debate was 
irrelevant, and out of order. , ~ 

Mr. CLAYTON appealed against the decision 
of the Chair, on the ground that the debate had 
been brought on by a statement on the other side 
that the friends of General Taylor desired an early 
adjournment, for the purpose of evading the debate 
on the Territory bill. It was proper, therefore, 
that Senators on his side of the Chamber should 
be heard in reply to this charge. oe 

Mr. MANGUM, for the purpose of disposin 
of the whole subject, moved to lay the appeal an 
the question of order on the table, but withdrew 
the motion. l 

Mr. CALHOUN said that, althòugh he would 
have desired to see this debate arrested earlier, he 
thought it could not now be stopped without in- 
justice to those Senators who were entitled to 


reply. 


ha 
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Mr. BERRIEN expressed a hope that the de- 
‘bate would now beštópped. Because we had been 
guilty -of delay. in-stopping an evil, was no reason 
we should not now stop It. 
` Mr. FOOTE contended that he was perfectly 
clear, in his judgment, that the debate was entirely 
“In order. He did not feel the least regret on ac- 
-count of the course he had felt it his duty.to adopt, 
in introducing this debate, and in which he had 
been sustained by the approbation of those who 
_generally acted with him. He referred to the de- 

ateon Mr. Foote’s resolution relative to the public 
lands, when the celebrated passage between Mr. 
Webster and Mr. Hayne took place, and during 
which even the name of public.lands was not in- 
troduced. He-believed the Senator from Delaware 
was called on to reply,.and it would be injustice 
and wrong to him, to prevent him from replying 


. at as much rts as he may desire. 


Mr. HAMLIN said he should vote to sustain 
the decision of the Chair, and he was glad that the 
Senator from Connecticut had moved to arrest the 
debate. He did not intend to be guilty of any dis- 
courtesy to the Senator from Delaware. There 
were other reasons than had been urged for stop- 
ping the debate, which might. be resumed on some 
‘other subject—perhaps on the appropriation bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON withdrew his appeal. 

Mr. MANGUM moved that the Senator from 
Delaware have leave to proceed, and asked for the 
yeas and nays, which were ordered. 

The CHAIR then stated the question to be, 
whether the Senator from Delaware, notwithstand- 
ing the decision of the Chair, should be permitted 
to proceed. 

r. BERRIEN said he must vote against the 
motion, which looked to a.permission to the Sen- 
ator from Delaware to proceed out of order. 

Mr. DOWNS said he should vote to sustain the 
Chair, and against the motion. 


"> Mr. BORLANDstated that it appeared extraor- 


dinary to decide the Senator from Delaware out 
of order, before he had given any evidence of what 
he had intended to say. He had not made any 
progress in his remarks, and it was impossible to 
say whether he was about to be in or out of order. 

Mr. BADGER thought that as the debate had 
been continued with the general consent of the 
Senate, it ought not now to be stopped by a de- 
cision of the.Chair because it was irrelevantand.out 
of order, when it was recollected that the Chair on 
a former occasion, when a question of order was 
made, decided that the debate had taken too wide 


-parallel to what was done in the 


course of that Senator in writing from his seat a 
letter of great length, and violent, and he would, if 
not restrained by a sense of respect, term reckless, 
on the slave question, which had been published in 
a newspaper called the Liberator. This was the 
more censurable, as other Senators met the ques- 
tion fairly in debate, mstead of penning letters on 
the subject. 

Mr. NILES began to reply, touching the letter, 
when— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, called the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut to order, on the very ground 
that the Senator had taken in relation to the Sena- 
tor from Delaware. He stated that his point of 
order was, that the matter was irrelevant. 

The CHAIR decided, that if the Senator from 
Connecticut was about to defend his letter, he 
would be out of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved that the 
Senator from Connecticut be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. BRIGHT moved to postpone the prior 
orders, and to take up the special order, being the 
bill for the establishment of a Territorial Govern- 
ment in Oregon; and aske@-for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion, and 
decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Benton, Brad- 
bury, Breese, Bright, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Downs, Felch, 
Fitzgerald, Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mason, 
Sebastian, Sturgeon, and Walker—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Berrien, Borland, Butler, 
Calhoun, Cameron, Clarke, Clayton, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Foote, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Metcalfe, 
Mangum, Miller, Niles, Phelps, Rusk, Spruance, Turney, 
Underwood, Upham, and Westcott—29. 


Mr. TURNEY moved to lay the resolution on 
the table; and asked for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordcred. : 

The question was then taken, and decided as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Davis of Mississippi, Downs, 
Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mason, Rusk, Sebas- 
tian, Sturgeon, and Turney—11. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bell, 
Berrien, Borland, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Butler, Cal- 
houn, Cameron, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Davis of Massa- 
chusetts, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Felch, Fitzgerald, Foote, 
Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Mangum, Metcalfe, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, 
Spruance, Underwood, Upham, Walker, and Westcott—8. 


‘Mr. NILES then said, that what a Senator did 
out of the Senate, could not be quoted as a case 
i enate. He did 
not, therefore, think himself called upon to defend 
his letter. But he thought it was not worse to 


Feich, Fitzgerald, Hale, Hamlin, Hunter, Mason, Niles, Se- 
bastian, Turney, Walker, and. Yulee—22, 


Mr. CLAYTON then resumed his remarks, 
stating that he would confine himself as closely 
within the limits of order as he could. Bat he had 
been directly invoked to reply by the Senator from 
Mississippi. As to the views of: General Taylor, 


he knew no more of them than every other -pérson 


who had access to the newspapers of the day might 
know. He believed that General Taylor’s opinions 
had been misrepresented by the Senators on the 
other side. Although he had been nominated by 
a Whig convention, and as a Whig, which he un- 
doubtedly is, he is not sie a to carry out every 
poop and measure which ‘have been advocated 

y the Whigs. -He comes into the field, and he 
trusted he would come into the Presidency, not as 
a party man. He was originally brought forward 
by the Democrats; he had received the nomina- 
tions of thousands of Whigs and Democrats, bė- 
fore he became the nominee of the Philadelphia 
Whig Convention. The only ground on which 
the Democrats now disaffect him is, that he was 
nominated by the Whig Convention. Mr. C. then 
read General Taylor’s letter to Captain Allison, to 
show that he was in favor of the right of man to 
exercise self-government, of the will of the major- 
ity to govern; that he was opposed to the exercise 
of the veto power, except in cases where the Con- 
stitution is violated; and that he was in favor of 


the improvement of our lakes and rivers. 


He then referred to the principles of the Balti- 
more Convention and the nomination of General 
Cass, likening the action of the party to the course 
of aman who sits down with cards to play the 
game of solitaire, and who never fails to deceive 
himself. So, he maintained, the party deceived 
itself from the commencement of the campaign. He 
asked if the course of the Democratic party was 
not looking to the supremacy of an oligarchy of 
office-holders, and ultimately to a monarchy? 
This, he said, was proved by the introduction and 
the operation of the two-thirds principle in the 
Baltimore Cortvention. He went on to refute the 
construction which placed the veto power in the 


‘hands of the President to enable him to defend 
himself. He quoted from the Federalist to show 


that this was an erroneous conclusion. It was 
never intended that the President should be a part 
of the legislative power of the Government. He 
referred to the debates on the veto in the Conven- 
tion which framed the Constitution, in order to 
show the true intent of the instrument as to the 


a range; but, asit had goneon unchecked, the Chair 
would not arrest it. 

Mr. WESTCOTT gave his reasons for sup- 
porting the motion. 


powers of the Executive. Among other opinions, jj 
he introduced the opinions of Franklin, Mason, ,, 
and Sherman, to show that they regarded the in- |; 
troduction of the veto power as astep towards mon- 


write a letter, than to be absent a week from the 
Senate on an electioneering trip. 
Mr. BADGER read from the record of debates 


the decision of the Chair, on a former occasion, to T 


Mr. BUTLER said he should have voted to 
sustain the decision of the Chair; and although the 
question assumed a rather discourteous form, he 
would still be compelled to vote against the motion, 
because it was merely an evasion of the first ques- 
tion. He disliked the whole tone of the debate, 
and thought it was inconsistent with the duty and 
dignity of the Senate. 

‘Mr. FOOTE said that a Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Hayne} had been allowed to address 
the Senate for days without once alluding to the 


e subject which called up the debate. 


Mr. BUTLER replied briefly. 
Mr. NILES said we were now called on to decide 
by a vote of yeas and nays, that a Senator might 
proceed out of order. -Originally, he admitted, the 
debate might have been decided in order, because 
it related to the reasons which might affect. the 
duration of the session. But, subsequently, it had 
embraced issues entirely foreign to the subject, and 
-could no longer be considered as in order. There 
were many very important bills which required 
the action of the Senate; and how would the people 
respond to the course which had been taken rela- 
tive to the merits of the several candidates for the 
Presidency? Two days had already been con- 
sumed in this debate, irregular and extraordinary 
as it was; and much more time might yet be wasted 
in the same strain; and yet we had informed the 
country that we have most important measures to 
s on, which were thrust out by this reckless and 
indecent debate, which was suited only for the 


atump. 

Mr. FOOTE vindicated himself against the 
charge of recklessness and indecency which the 
language of the Senator from Connecticut may 
have implied against him. He referred to the 


\ 


which he had already alluded, that the debate had 
become too discursive; but at the stage it had 
reached, the Chair did not think it proper to arrest 
it; and added that if the Vice Presipenrt had per- 
mitted a debate to proceed out of order, it must be 
considered as tolerated by the general consent of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER asked if it did not require the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to permit a Sen- 
ator to proceed out of order? 

` Mr. MANGUM said there was no such motion, 
which was entirely an assumption. The only mo- 
tion was, that he should have leave to proceed. If 
he gets out of order, he may be called to order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, said he should vote 
for the permission, because he thought the Senator 
from Delaware was especially called on to reply. 

Mr. HALE said he should vote against permis- 
sion to proceed, although he did it with great pain, 
hecause there was no Senator for whom he had 
greater respect. 

Mr. FOOTE said the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire never did anything but what was strictly 
parliamentary and correct. 

Mr. TURNEY said, in a few words, he should 
vote against the permission, and moved to lay the 
resolution on the table, but withdrew the motion. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays 
on the motion to permit Mr. CLAYTON to proceed, 
and was decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Borland, Breese, Calhoun, 
Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Missis- 
sippi, Dayton, Foote, Greene, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson 
of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mangum, Met- 
calfe, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, Spruance, Underwood, 
Upham, and Westcott—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Benton, Berrien 


down by that Convention. 


archy. Yet this very veto power was laid down as 
one of the principles of the Baltimore Convention 
which has fastened it on the Democratic party. 
This extreme medicine has become our daily food, 
when the President exercises his veto power in 
reference to a private bill. In advocating General 
Taylor, he was called on to assert the right of man 
to self-government. On that ground he would sup- 
port General Taylor, who has plainly and nobly) 
advocated the right of the majority to govern, and 


‘because he will only apply the veto in extreme 


cases. General Taylor will not set himself as a 
part of the legislative branch. 

Mr. FOOTE asked if the Senator from Dela-| 
ware would say if General Taylor would veto the! 
Wilmot proviso? ! 

Mr. CLAYTON said he would answer, when 
he reached that question. The author of the veto 
power intended to make the President a part o 
the legislative power, but the framers of the Con- 
stitution had thwarted his mtention. The vet 
power is asserted by the Baltimore Convention 
and General Cass assents to the principles lai | 
He went on to reply to the questions put by tha 
Senator from Mississippi; and first, as to the tariff] 
General Taylor lays it down, that ‘he will he di; 
rected by the will of the 2 ire evinced by thei: 
representatives. This was all he (Mr. C.) required! 
He only desired that our tariff policy should con- 
form to the will of the people. He did not desir, 
a new tariff to be forced upon the country by Ex: 
ecutive dictation. | 

Every man who occupies Democratic grounc 
may vote for General Taylor without disgracing 
or degrading himself, because General Taylor ad’ 


Bradbury, Bright, Butler, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Downs, | mits that the will of the majority ought to govern 


| 
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and every Democrat admits the same. Every Dem- 
ocrat, therefore, if he be a republican, may con- 
sistently vote for General Taylor. On the contrary, 
mo true republican can Pupror General Cass. 

Mr. C. glanced at the history of the Baltimore 
Convention of 1844, to show that a fraud was there 
practised on Mr. Van Buren, who went into the 
Convention under the impression that-a majority 
would govern. 

To the charge against General Taylor that he 
is not a learned man, that he has not a sufficient 
knowledge of books, that he had no college educa- 
tion, Mr. C. replied, asserting that the Senator from 
Mississippi had not lessened the character of Gen- 
eral Taylor by this imputation. General Cass was 
a man of knowledge, General Taylor was a wise 
man, Martin Van Buren was a cunning, but not a 
wise man. As to General Taylor’s admission of 
his ignorance of politics, he, in that respeet, stood 
precisely on the ground oconpted by General Wash- 
ington. It was asked whether General Taylor 
would support the ei Ei the bank. To 
this he answered, that General Taylor would sub- 
mit to the voice of the people in all respects, while 
General Cass was bound by the party obligations 
to put down the wil of the people. 

In answer to a question from Mr. Foors, he as- 
serted that the veto was a conservative power, and 
that it was no part of the ‘erie Aaa the Whig party 
to destroy the veto. As tothe United States Bank, 
he asserted his belief that it could ao more benefit 


the country, unless it would be sustained by the 


two great parties of the country. He had himself 
always voted for the bank, “‘ under your lead,” sir, 
said he, (addressing himself to the President of the 
Senate,) when you were chairman of the com- 
mittee which reported the bill, and when you after- 
Wards advocated it. I also, sir, voted with you 
against the message of the President which returned 
the bill after it was vetoed. He referred to some 
further movements in the Baltimore Convention as 
to a system of internal improvements, when the 
Convention expunged a certain portion of the res- 
olutions under consideration, lest it should con- 
demn its nominee. He asked if General Cass 
would veto a general-improvement bill? 

Mr. FOOTE expressed a belief that Genera! Cass 
would veto an internal-improvement bill: he would 
tike to know if General Taylor would veto such a 


bill. 

“Mr. CLAYTON believed he would not, unless 
the two Houses had gone raving mad, and passed 
an appropriation of much more amount than could 
be found in the treasury. He would ask the Sen- 


' ætor from Llinois if General Cass would veto a bill 
-for internal improvement in Illinois? 


Mr. BREESE. If I thought he would, I would 
not vote for him. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Does the Senator from Illi- 
nois think General Cass would veto a bill for the 
improvement of lakes and rivers? 

r. BREESE. I believe he would not. He 
voted for the bill which was vetoed, and, with me, 
against the veto. But General Cass would not sus- 
tain a general system of internal improvement. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It is difficult to know pre- 
Pid what are General Cass’s opinions, as one of 
his friends says one thing, and another gives him 
the credit of -opinio ns directly the opposite. But 
General Cass had voted for every internal-improve- 

ent bill since he (Mr.C.) had been with the General 
in Congress. Probably there were two sets of opin- 
ions—a northern and a southern set—which were 
to be identified with General Cass, as might suit his 
purposes and promote hia interests. In reference 


to the charge which had been advanced that the 


Whigs had .no platform: The Baltimore Conven- 
tion had laid down a great platform in 1844, on 
which they put Oregon—the title clear and indis- 


‘putable up to 54° 40. Did the party obey this 
platform? For six months they agitated the coun- 


try with the question, and then abandoned the plat- 
form, and took the British boundary line. Plat- 


forms now.were only objects of contempt. There 
was another platform concerning the tariff, which | 


was played off in different forms, in different parts 
of the country: and now the public have become 
pretty well tired of platforms. He illustrated the 
charaéter of the Demeeratic platform and candidate 
by referring to the couplet— 

4 The devil was sick—the devil a monk would be; 

The devil got weli—the devi) a monk was he !” 

As to the Wilmot proviso, he knew no more of 

General Taylor’s opinions than the Senator from 


Mississippi did. The State of Delaware was op- 
posed to the adoption of these geographical and 
sectional questions as political questions. She was 
wilting to leave territories free which we found 


free, and where they are slaveholding, to suffer 


them to remain so. Should he discover that a 
geographical question is abaut to.be made out of 
the Wilmot proviso, he would do all he could to 
obtain a compromise. 

Mr. FOOTE still pressed the. question. 

Mr. CLAYTON said he had no authority to 
speak for General Taylor. If General Taylor 
would appoint him to be.the medium of his senti- 
ments on the subject, he would willingly inform 
the Senator. He would now ask whether General 
Cass would veto the Wilmot proviso? | 

Mr. FOOTE believed that General Cass would 
veto it. 

Mr. CLAYTON then asked if General Cass 
concurred in the sentiments contained in the report 
of Mr. Yancey to the Baltimore Convention ? 

Mr. FOOTE replied that he believed he did. 
He then said that it was a subject he had not in- 
vestigated, and he could not say positively. Gen- 
eral Yancey’s sentiments were reprobated by the 
Democracy. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And they were supported by 
General Cass. Had he traveled with General 
Taylor through the country, he would have known 
his opinions. He then referred to a law in Mich- 
igan, credited to GeneraleCass, by which a man 
who did not attend to his business, take care of 
his family, or who was licentious in speech, &c., 
should be punished with ten stripes. He recol- 
lected that a charge was made in the Harrison 
campaign that General Harrison had obtained the 
passage of a law for the sale of poor white people, 
which it gave the Whigs some trouble to remove. 

Mr. FOOTE said a law must be verified before 
it could be admitted. He understood there was 
such a law in existence in Michigan. But where 
did the Senator from Delaware get this law? Did 
he cut the paragraph from a newspaper? and was 


it an Abolition paper? He said that the original 


law was in Vermont. 

Mr. HALE called the Senator to order, but, at 
the suggestion of several Senators around him, 
withdrew the call. 

Mr. FOOTE resumed. He believed there was 
some such statute in Michigan; but General Cass 
did not introduce it into the Legislature; but as 
Governor, he did not veto it. And this was a 
charge brought by the anti-veto Senator against 
General Cass. 

Mr. CLAYTON said that General Cass was a 


| member of the Council, had nothing to do with 
aveto, and had given his sanction to the law. 


Mr. FOOTE said, notwithstanding all this at- 
tack, General Cass would ride into the Presidential 
chair triumphantly over that party which either 
has no principles, or is ashamed to express them. 
He then ran over in review the sentiments which 
he had previously thrown out. 

Mr. UPHAM said he desired to tell the Senator 
from Mississippi, that no such law as the Senator 
had charged as existing in Vermont had ever ex- 
isted there. 

Mr. FOOTE explained. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said the original law was 
enacted in. Massachusetts. 

Mr. CLAYTON made some further explana- 
tions respecting the law. 

Mr. FELCH also made. some remarks on the 


law. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, defended the 
President of the Philadelphia Convention against 
some misconstructiona of his expression in his in- 
augural speech. It was charged that he had said 
“to the victors belong the spoils.” No such lan- 
guage was used by him. 

The question pending was on the motion of Mr. 
Bricur to strike out the +‘ 17th” and insert the 
« 31st” of July, as the day of adjournment. 

Mr. DOWNS moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the resolution until Monday, the 
17th; and on this motion the yeas and nays were 

| 


| ordered. 


Mr. BERRIEN thought it was uncourteous to 
the House to hold the resolution until the very day 
fixed before we act on it. 

Mr. DOWNS expressed a hope that this quès- 
tion would not be urged now, but that Congress | 
would refuse to adjourn until the slave question | 


shall be settled. He referred to the proposition for | 


| a Congress of Wilmot proviso men near Buffalo; 


and expressed his fear that an alarming crisis was 
approaching, which he hoped Congress would re- 


‘main in session to meet. 


he question was then taken, and decided in 
the negative—yeas 19, nays 32. 

Mr. BREESE moved the postponement until 
Thursday, 13th instant; and the yeas and nays 
were ordered on this question. 

The question being taken on this motion, it was 
decided in the negative—yeas 22, nays 28. 
` The question being on the motion to insert the 
3ist July— | 

Mr. DOWNS moved to strike out 31st July and 
insert 14th August. He stated his reason for this 
motion to be the impossibility of determining now 
whether the public business could be disposed of 
before the day he had named. He believed it im- 

ossible that the appropriation and the territorial 
bills could be passed by the 31st July. 

Mr. BRIGHT expressed his belief that we 


‘might be prepared to adjourn on the 31st, if Sen- 


ators would vote more and speak less. ‘Too much 
time had been fost here in speech-making; but he 


did not fear that speeches here would endanger the 


Union. 

Mr. RUSK said that he could not give his as- 
sent to these sentiments while a war is going on 
in Orezgon—while so many private claims remain 
unacted on—and the Californias are without a gov- 
ernment. Fix the 31st July, and these bills will 
not pass. 

A motion was then made to lay the resolution 
on the table, which was negatived—yeas 25, nays 


The debate was then renewed on the motion of 
Mr. Downs; when 
Mr. LEWIS moved to lay the whole subject on 


the table; which was negatived—yeas 24, nays25. 


Mr. RUSK moved that the Senate adjourn— 
yeas 21, nays 26. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment of Mr. Downs, substituting the 14th of Au- 
gust for the 3ist of July, and determined in the 


negative—yeas 14, nays 33, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atherton, Benton, Borland, Butler, Cal- 
houn, Dickinson, Downs, Foote, Hunter, Johnson of Lou- 
maa, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Rusk, and Sebastian— 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Beil, Berrien, Bradbury, 
Breese, Bright, Clarke, Corwin, Dayis of ‘Massachusetts, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dix, Dodge, Felch, Fitzgerald, 
Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Johnson of .Maryland, Mangum, 
Mason, Metcalf, Miller, Niles, Pearee, Phelps, Spruance, 
Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, Upham, and Yulee—33. 


After a few remarks from Messrs. DAVIS, of | 
Mississippi, and ALLEN— | 

The question was taken upon the amendment 
of Mr. Brieur, to strike out the 17th and insert 
the 31st July, and it was determined in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 30, nays 18, as follows: 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Badger, Bell, Berrien, 
Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massa- 
chusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, 
Hale, Hamlin, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Metcalf, 
Miller, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Spruance, Sturgeon, Under- 
wood, and Upham—0. , 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Borland, Butler, Calhoun, Davis 
of Mississippi, Dodge, Foote, Hunter, Johnson of Lonisi- 
ana, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mason, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—18. 


After a few words from Mr. DICKINSON— 

A motion was made by Mr. BRIGHT to lay 
the resolution on the table, which was agreed to— 
yeas 26, nays 22, as follows: 

YEAS—Meesrs. Atherton, Bell, Benton, Borland, Breese, 
Bright, Butler, Cathoun, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, 
Dorige, Downs, Fitzgerald, Foote, Hunter, Johnson of Lou- 
isiana, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Rusk, 
Sebastian, Sturgeon, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Berrien, Bradbury, Clarke, 
Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dix, Felch,Greene, 
Hale, Hamlin, Johnson of Maryland, Metcalf, Miller, Niles, 
Pearce, Phelps, Spruance, Underwood, and Upham—22. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, July 6, 1848. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, by the general consent 
of the House, moved to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the bill to amend the act 
approved 24th of May, 1824, entitled “ An act 
supplementary to an act approved on the 3d of 
March, 1819, entitled ‘An act providing for the 
correction of errors in making entries of land at the 
land offices.’’* 
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The motion was agreed to, and the bill was 
then read and ordered to be engrossed; and, being 
engrossed, was read a third time and passed. 

r. PRESTON, by leave, from the Committee 
on the Library, to which was referred Senate bill 
to purchase the papers of Alexander Hamilton, 
deceased. reported the same back to the House, 
without amendment. Committed. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the bill making 
appropriations for certain fortifications for the year 
ending June 30th, 1849, was recommitted to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. HUNT called for the orders of the day. 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

The business first in order was the report of the 
Committee on Commerce, and accompanying re- 
solutions, on the message of the President assign- 
ing his reasons for withholding his sanction to the 
river and harbor bill of last session, the memo- 
rial of the Chicago Convention, and various other 
memoras for the improvement of rivers and har- 

ors. 3 
The pending motion was to reconsider the vote 
of yesterday by which the first resolution was 
agreed to. 

Mr. TURNER, who was entitled to the floor, 
rose and occupied an hour in giving expression to 
his views on the subject of internal improvements, 
and in opposition to the Committee on Commerce 
in reporting the resolutions before the House. 
[This speech will be found in the Appendix.] When 
he concluded— 

Mr. WENTWORTH said, if any member of 
this House ought to speak on this question, one 
coming from his locality ought to be heard in rela- 
tion to it; but there were an immense number of 
measures before Congress which ought to be acted 
upon before the adjournment, and before he sat 
down he should therefore move to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. This was the first 
Whig Congres that he had ever attended, and it 
was the only Congress he had seen delay so long 
the passage of a bill for harbor and river improve- 
ments. After commenting on this fact, he called 
upon the House to print the Chicago memorial, 
the report thereon, and Mr. Polk’s veto message 
in one document, that they might go to the coun- 
try and be read by the people together. He con- 
cluded by moving to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House then 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Roor, of Ohio, in the 
chair,) and took up the bill making appropriations 
for the Post Office Department, which had been 
returned from the Senate with some amendments. 

The first amendment of the Senate reduces the 
amount proposed to be appropriated for the trans- 
portation of the mails within the United States, 
$45,000. This amendment was concurred in, under 
a recommendation of the Committee of Ways and 
Means some days ago. 

The second amendment of the Senate appro- 
priates for the transportation of the mail between 
Charleston, South Carolina, and Havana, by way 
of Key West, touching at Savannah, $50,000; and 
for the transportation of the mail by said line, or 
by other steamers, to such other places on the coast 
of Florida as the Postmaster General may deem 
practicable and expedient, $5,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recommend 
a disagreement to the second amendment of the 
Senate. A 

Mr. HARALSON desired to lay before the com- 
mittee some facts which might be serviceable in 
forming a correct opinion as to the vote they might 
give on the pending question. If they were now 
commencing the system of steam mail-boats for 
intercom munication with distant parts of the Union, 
and other countries, he did not know what would 
be the course he should pursue. He might be 
disposed to doubt the course which we ought to 
pursue. That policy, however, having been com- 
menced, and as we could not now discontinue a 
system which was poron with so much activity 
by other nations, he was inclined the rather to 
facilitate such communication, and therefore he at 
once declared himself the advocate of the measure 
under consideration. This Union ought not to be 
a anwar on other nations, but should pursue a 
policy of its own; and hence the subject was one 


which we ought gravely to ¢onsider, when other 
nations were making such rapid strides in the es- 
tablishment of lines of communication with other 
athe of the world. They were aware that the 

ritish Government had two immensely expensive 
lines of communication: the one communicating 
with the ports of Boston and New York in the 
north, and the other with the West India Islands 
in the south. 

These lines were sustained by the British Gov- 
ernment at a loss of more than a million of dollars 
per annum, so conscious were they of the import- 
ance of the facilities which these lines of steamers 
afforded. And in the advantages of lines of com- 
munication between New York and the southern 
cities to New Orleans, and thence by the Gulf of 
Mexico and the Pacific Ocean, in which we have 
now considerable possessions, this country should 
participate. It would be well to look for a moment 
at the legislation of Congress on this subject. He 
then called the attention of the committee to the 
act approved March 3d, which gave to the Navy 
Department authority to control the building and 
equipment of certain steamboats, which were in- 
tended for these lines of intercommunication, 
touching at Charleston, Havana, Chagres, &c., 
and pointed particularly to the fact that the law 
authorized the Navy Department to control them 
while in such service, and to take them for the ex- 
clusive use of the United States whenever circum- 
stances might requiré®it; a large penalty of one 
hundred thousand dollars being the prescribed pun- 
ishment for refusing or neglecting to surrender 
those vessels to this Government on the demand 
of the Secretary of the Navy. 

This Government, then, would ever have steam 
vessels ready for the transportation of its troops 
to such points as might call for their presence. 
The vessels were to be connected with the: naval 
service of the country, but they were only to be 
taken and paid for in case of emergency, when 
they would be valued by commissioners to be ap- 
pointed by the company and by the United States; 
and who was there that would not say the Gov- 
ernment would do well thus to have the control of 
private property which it could take to its exclu- 
sive use In case of necessity? It would obviate 
the necessity of keeping a large naval armament 
at an enormous expense in time of peace, and 
would still keep the Government prepared for any 
sudden emergency. 

This Sloo contract, as well as all the other con- 
tracts, contained the same provision of law, that 
the vessels were to be turned over te the Govern- 
ment, at the option of the Government, whenever 
required, and subjecting the contractors to a heavy 
penalty in the event of their declining to comply 
with this condition. He read the law authorizing 
the Postmaster General to contract for the transport- 
ation of the mail in steam vessels from Charleston 
to Chagres, touching at St. Augustine and Havana, 
thence across the Isthmus of Panama, and thence 
to Oregon, and contended, that as the Secretary of 
the Navy had contracted for a part of the route, 
the Postmaster General, in contracting only for the 
other part, had carried out the spirit of the law. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, desired to ask 
the gentleman from Georgia whether any of the 
other lines of mail steamers between New York 
and Savannah, or anywhere else, run oftener than 
once a fortnight? And why it was that this line 
alone was to run weekly? 

Mr. HARALSON said the gentleman was en- 
tirely mistaken. The contract with the company 
in South Carolina was to run only once in two 
weeks. 

Mr. HOUSTON replied, Very true; but the gen- 
tleman from Georgia would certainly not attempt 
to conceal the fact that another line was running 
over the same route once in two weeks, and the 
two made a weekly line to Charleston and Savan- 
nah, which was not the case on any other route. 

Mr. HARALSON was understood to admit that 
by the two lines a weekly mail would be trans- 
mitted between New York and Charleston and 
Savannah, and to express his surprise that a 
southern gentleman should object to it. 

Mr. HOUSTON said the gentleman seemed de- 
sirous to put him (Mr. Houston] in a position 
antagonistic to the South. 

Mr. HARALSON replied that he put the gen- 
tleman in no other position than that which he 
voluntarily assumed. 


Mr, HOUSTON took his position where his 


sense of daty.pointed, however it affected the North 
or the South. He was not restricted within geo- 
graphical lines in the discharge of his duties here. 
But the gentleman seemed to indicate that this was 
an effort to defeat the South in procuring mail 
facilities. He would like to know what mail facili- 
ties New Orleans had? Did New Orleans get the 
benefit of this weekly service which was now at- 
tempted to be given to Charleston and Savannah? 
He believed Savannah was in Georgia, the gentle- 
man’s own State. | 

Mr. HARALSON had never charged the gentle- 
man with being opposed to the South and in favor 
of the North, nor would he degrade himself so 
much as to stand here the exclusive representative 
of any particular section or interest. If gentlemen 
would listen to him, they would discover that by 
this arrangement, which might be made by the 
Postmaster General, all the ports on the Atlantic 
would enjoy a weekly communication, not ony 
with Havana and the West India Istands, but also, 
by means of the northern line of intercommunica- 
tion, with England and with Europe. The Sloo 
line run once in two weeks: if this line was au- 
thorized to be made by the Postmaster General, it 
would run also once in two weeks, but under the 
order of that officer might be required to run on 
the alternate weeks, so that the result would be a 
weekly communication between New York and 
the West India Islands, touching at the Atlantic 
ports, and a weekly communication would have 
a tendency to discontinue the southern British line, 
which communicated with the West Indies at so 
great cost on their part. Now, if by amicable ar- 
rangement we could become the carriers of the 
mail along our coast to the West Indies, and do 
away with this British line, would it not be a Brgat 
point gained, and would it not contribute largely 
to sustain these lines, which we were told by the 
Postmaster General were so expensive to the Uni- 
ted States? 

There was another view of this subject which 
he desired to present. He was proud to represent 
in part a State which, although it boasted not, 
might.boast that it was the great railroad State of 
this Union. According to the latest estimates 
which he had seen, there were in actual operation 
in the State of Georgia railroads which communi- 
cated with the city of Charleston on one side and 
their own seaport town, Savannah, on the other, 
to the extent of nearly seven hundred miles; an 
amount of railroad communication, he believed, 
not surpassed except by one State in the Union. 
This line of communication, he would state, passed 
beyond the mountains, and connected with the 
great waters of the West; Savannah and Charles- 
ton were the seaport towns, nearer the great centre 
of the’ western water communication—the junction 
of the Ohio and Mississippi—than any other of the 
Atlantic ports. He dwelt upon the great import- 
ance of having thus a direct and frequent commu- 
nication between the western country and the 
Atlantic, and warmly urged the advantages of 
authorizing the line under contemplation, partica- 
larly mentioning the fact that it would cost but 
$50 ,000—only half the amount appropriated for 
the purpose by the law of 1837; and was proceed- 
ing, when he was arrested by the expiration of the 
period allotted to debate. 

The CHAIRMAN announced the question upon 
concurring in the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, by general con- 
sent, addressed an inquiry to the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. From the papers 
relative to the subject, he understood the amount 
of the contract to be $45,000,.and yet he saw that 
the appropriation proposed was $50,000. Would 
the gentleman inform bim the reason of this dis- 
crepancy in amounts? 

Mr. VINTON replied that the gentleman from 
Alabama, who was a member of the Committee o 
Ways and Means, and one of those who rejected 
this amendment, knew as much about it as he did. 
The amendment appropriating $50,000 was put in 
by the Senate; the contract was for $45,000; why 
this $5,000 excess was proposed was more than 
he could state, as the Senate had sent no papers 


over. , 
Mr. KING, of Georgia, would answer the ques- 
tion. It was simply an additional compensation 
for their going to Savannah. 
Mr. RHETT explained also that the contrac 
did not stipulate for the steamers going to Savan 
nah. The appropriation provided for it. 
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Mr. HOUSTON understood, then, this appro- 
priation to be clearly in violation of the contract. 

Mr. CABELL asked to have a letter read from 
the First Assistant Postmaster General on the sub- 
ject. 

: Objections were made. 

Mr. VINTON called a division of the question, 
but withdrew the call. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, renewed the call 
for a division of the question. 

The CHAIRMAN, on reflection, decided the 
question indivisible, and that it was on concurrence 
in the Senate’s amendments collectively. 

oe committee were dividing on the question; 
when— : 

Mr. HOUSTON proposed to bring up the ques- 
tion by moving an amendment to the Senate’s 
amendment to reduce the amount $5,000. 

i The CHAIR ruled it out of order as coming too 
ate. 

The question being taken, the Senate’s amend- 
ments were concurred in—ayes 71, noes 46—and 
were laid aside to be reported to the House. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee then took up the bill ‘ making 
appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian department, and for ulfilling 
treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes 
for the year ending June 30, 1849, and for other 
purposes,’ to which various amendments were 
made by the Senate.. 

The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom 
were referred the amendments of the Senate, rec- 
ommended to the House to concur in the thirteen 
first amendments, and also to concur in the 17th 
and last amendment. 

The recommendation of the Committee of Ways 
and Means being agreed to, the above indicated 
amendments of the Senate were concurred in by 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The 14th amendment of the Senate strikes out 
the third section of the bill. The Committee of 
Ways and Means recommended a disagreement to 
this amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, spoke an hour in 
opposition to the reduction of the Indian agencies 
which was proposed by this bill. 

- Mr. McKAY replied at some length. Messrs. 
THOMPSON, of Indiana, and BARRINGER, of 
North Carolina, also participated in the discussion. 

The committee then rose and reported, without 
having passed upon all the amendments proposed 
to this bill. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE POST OFFICE» 

The committee, however, having reported its 
concurrence in the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department— 

The question was stated to the House on con- 
curring with the Committee of the Whole in their 
agreement to these amendments. 

The first amendment, reducing the SPPPT AON 
for the transportation of the mails within the Uni- 
ted States, $45,000, was agreed to. 

The question was then stated on the second 
amendment of the Senate, viz: appropriating 
$50,000 for the transportation of the mail in steam 
vessels between Charleston, South Carolina, and 
‘Havana, by way of Key West, touching at Sa- 
vannah; $5,000 for the transportation of the mail 
in the same line, or b other steamers, to such 
places on the coast of Florida as may be deemed 
practicable and expedient by the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the yeas 
and nays, and they were ordered and taken, and 
resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Barrow, Blanchard, Boydon, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cabell, 
Cathcart, Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Cranston, érowell, 
Crozier, Donnell Duer, Dunn, Edwards, Fisher, Fulton, 
Gaines, Goggin, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan Ké Hall, 
James G. Hampton, Haralson, Haskell, Henry, Hill, Hilliard, 
Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hunt, Iverson, Robert 
W. Joiunson, John W. Jones, Kellogg, ‘Thomas Butler King, 
Daniel P. King, McDowell, McIlvaine, McLane, Marsh, 
Meade, Morehead, Outlaw, Pettit, Pollock, Preston, Rhett, 
Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Roman, Root, Rumsey, 
St. John, Shepperd, Silvester, Simpson, Sims, Smart, Tru- 
man Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Strohm, Taylor, James 
Thompson, Richard W. al lg rhc el Ng Toombs, 


Venable, Vinton, Waliace, Warren, Wentworth, and Wood- 
ward—S8l. 

NAYS—Messrs. ig Bowlin, Boyd, Beverly L. 
Clarke, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. Ww. Cobb, Cummins, 
Dickey, Dickinson, Embree, Nathan Evans, Faran, Feath- 
erston, Ficklin, Fries, Giddings, Green, Willard P. Hall, 


Hammons, Harris, George S. Houston, Andrew Johnson, 
James H. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennon, Lahm, Lord, 


‘Lynde, McClelland, McClernand, MeKay, Job Mann, Miller, 


Morris, Mullin, Palfrey, Peaslee, Peck, Peyton, Phelps, 
Pilishury, Rockhill, Sawyer, Robert Smith, Starkweather 
Charles E. Stuart, Thomas, Thurston, Wick, Wiley, an 

Wilmdt—50. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved a reconsideration of the 
last vote; which motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

The amendments of the Senate having been 
agreed to, the Post Office appropriation bill stands 
passed. 

THE MEXICAN WAR. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message, in writing, from the President of 
the United States: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States: 

I Jay before Congress copies of a treaty of peace, friend- 
ship, limits, and settlement, between the United States and 
the Mexican Republic, the ratifications of which were duly 
exchanged at the city of Queretaro, in Mexico, on the 30th 
day of May, 1848. 

The war in which our country was reluctantly involved, 
in the necessary vindication of the national rights and honor 
has been thus terminated; and I congratulate Congress, an 
our commen constituents, upon the restoration of an honor- 
able peace. 

The extensive and valuable territories ceded by Mexico te 
the United States constitute indemnity for the past, and the 
brilliant achievements and signal successes of our arms will 
be a guarantee of security for the future, by convincing all 
nations that our rights must bé@ respected. The results of 
the war with Mexico have given to the United States a 
national character abroad which our country never before 
enjoyed. Our power and our resources have become known, 
and are respected throughout the world; and we shall prob- 
ably be saved from the necessity of engaging in another 
foreign war for a long series of years. It is a subject of con- 
gratulation that we have passed through a war of more than 
two years? duration, with the business of the country unin- 
terrupted, with our resources unexhausted, and the public 
credit unimpaired, 

I communicate for the information of Congress the accom- 
panying documents and correspondence relating to the ne- 
gotiation and ratification of the treaty. 

Before the treaty can be fully executed on the part of the 
United States, legislation will be required. It will be proper 
to make the necessary appropriations for the payment of the 
twelve millions of dollars, stipulated by the twelfth article 
to he paid to Mexicoin four equal annualinstalments. Three 
millions of dollars were appropriated by the act of March 3, 
1847, and that sum was paid to the Mexican Government 
after the exchange of the ratifications of the treaty. 

The fifth article of the treaty provides, that “in order to 
designate the boundary line with due precision upon authori- 
tative maps, and to establish npon the ground Jand-marks 
which shall show the limits of both Republics, as described 
in the present article, the two Governments shall each ap- 
point a commissioner and a surveyor, who, before the expi- 
ration of one year from the date of the exchange of ratifica- 
tions of this treaty, shall meet at the port of San Diego, and 
proceed to run and mark the said boundary in ita whole 
course to the mouth of the Rio Bravo del Norte.” It will 
be necessary that provision should be made by law for the 
appointment of a commissioner and a surveyor on the part 
of the United States, to act in conjunction with a commis- 
sioner and surveyor appointed by Mexico, in executing the 
stipulations of this article. 

It will be proper also to provide by law for the appoint- 
ment of a “board of commissioners”? to adjudicate and 
decide upon all claims of our citizens against the Mexican 
Government, which, by the treaty, have been assumed by 
the United States. 

New Mexico and Upper California have been ceded by 
Mexico to the United States, and now constitute a part of 
our country. Embracing nearly ten degrees of latitude, 
lying adjacent to the Oregon Territory, and extending from 
the Pacific Ocean to the Rio Grande, a mean distance of 
nearly a thousand miles, it would be difficult to estimate the 
value of these possessions to the United States. They con- 
stitute of themselves a country large enough for a great em- 
pire, and their acquisition is second only in importance to 
that of Louisiana in 1803. Rich in mineral and agricultural 
resources, with a climate of great salubrity, they embrace 
the most important ports on the whole Pacific coast of the 
continent of North America. The possession of the ports 
of San Diego, Monterey, and the bay of San Francisco, 
will enable the United States to command the already valu- 
able and rapidly increasing commerce of the Pacific. The 
number of our whale-ships alone, now employed in that 
sea, exceeds seven hundred, requiring more than twenty 
thousand seamen to navigate them; while the capital in- 
vested in this particular branch of commerce is estimated at 
not less than forty millions of dollars. The excellent har- 
bors of Upper California will, under our flag, afford security 
and repose to our commercial marine; and American me- 
chanics will soon furnish ready means of ship-building and 
repair, which are now so much wanted in that distant sea. 

By the acquisition of these possessions, we are brought 
into immediate proximity with the west coast of America, 
from Cape Horn to the Russian possessions north of Oregon ; 
with the islands of the Pacific Ocean ; and, by a direct voy- 
age in steamers, we will he in less than thirty days of Can- 
ton and other parts of China. 

In this vast region, whose rich resources are soon to be 
developed by American energy and enterprise, great must 
be the augmentation of our commerce; and with it, new 
and profitable demands for mechanic labor in all its branches, 
and new and valuable markets for our manufactures and 
agricultural products. 

While the war has been conducted with great humanity 
and forbearance, and with complete success on our part, the 
peace has been concluded on terms the most liberal and 


magnanimous to Mexico. In her hands the territories now 
ceded had remained, and, it is believed, would have con- 
tinued to remain, almost unoccupied, and of little value to 
her or to any other nation; whilst, as a part of our Union, 
they will be productive of vast benefits to the United States 
to the commercial world, and to the general interests of 
mankind. 

The immediate establishment of territorial governments, 
and the extension of our laws over these valuable posses- 
sions, are deemed to be not only important, but indispensable 
to preserve order and the due administration of justice 
within their limits, to afford protection to the inhabitants 
and to facilitate the development of the vast resources and 
wealth which their acquisition has added to our country. 

The war with Mexico having terminated, the power of 
the Executive to establish or to continue temporary civil 
Governments over these territories, which existed under the 
laws of nations whilst they were regarded as conquered prov- 
inces in our military occupation, has ceased. By their ces- 
sion to the United States, Mexico has no longer any power 
over them; and, until Congress shall act, the inhabitants will 
be without any organized Government. Should they be left 
in this condition, confusion and anarchy will be likely to 
prevail. 

Foreign commerce toa considerable amount is now carried 
on in the ports of Upper California, which will require to be 
regulated by our laws. As soon as our system shall be ex- 
tended over this commerce, arevenue of considerable amount 
will be at once collected, and it is not doubted that it will be 
annually increased. For these and other obvious reasons, [ 
deem it to be my duty earnestly to recommend the action of 
Congreas on the subject at the present session. 

In organizing Governments over these territories, fraught 
‘with such vast advantages to every portion of our Union, I 
invoke that spirit of concession, conciliation, and compro- 
mise in your deliberations, in which the Constitution was 
framed, in which it should be administered, and which is so 
indispensable to preserve and perpetuate the harmony and 
union of the States. We should never forget that this Union 
of confederated States was established and cemented by kin- 
dred blood, and by the common toils, sufferings, dangers, 
and triumphs of all its parts, and has been the ever-augment- 
ing source of our national greatness and of all our blessings. 

There has, perhaps, been no period since the warning so 
impressively given to his countrymen by Washington to 
guard against geographical divisions and sectional parties, 
which appeals with greater force than the present to the pa- 
triotic, sober-minded, and reflecting of all parties and of all 
sections of our country. Who can calculate the value of 
our glorious Union? It is a model and example of free gov- 
ernment to all the world, and is the star of hope and the 
haven of rest to the oppressed of every clime. By its pres- 
ervation, we have been rapidly advanced as a nation toa 
height of strength, power, and happiness without a parallel 
in the history of the world. As we extend its blessings over 
new regions, shall we be so unwise as to endanger its exist- 
ence by geographical divisions and dissensions ? l 

With a view to encourage the early settlement of these 
distant possessions, I recommend that liberal grants of the 
public lands be secured to all our citizens who have settled, 
or may in a limited period settle, within their limits. 

In execution of the provisions of the treaty, orders have 
been issued to our military and naval forces to evacuate 
without delay, the Mexican provinces, cities, towns, an 
fortified places in our military occupation, and which are 
not embraced in the territories ceded to the United States. 
The army is already on its way to the United States. That 
portion of it, as well regulars as volunteers, who engaged to 
serve during the war with Mexico, will be discharged as soon 
as they can be transported or marched to convenient points 
in the vicinity of their homes. A part of the regular army 
will be employed in New Mexico and Upper California, to 
afford protection to the inhabitants, and to guard our inter- 
ests in these territories. 

The old army, as it existed before the commencement of 
the war with Mexico—especially if authority be given to fill 
up the rank and file of the several corps to the maximum 
number authorized during the war—it is believed, will be a 
sufficient force to be retained in service during a period of 
peace. A few additional officers in the line and staff of the 
army have been authorized ; and these, it is believed, will 
be necessary in the peace establishment, and should be re- 
tained in the service. The nimber of the general officers 
may be reduced, as vacancies occur by the casualties of the 
service, to what it was before the war. 

While the people of other countries, who live under forms 
of government less free than our own, have been for ages 
oppressed by taxation to support large standing armies in 
periods of peace, our experience has shown that such es- 
tablishments are unnecessary in a republic. Our aneng 
army is to be found in the bosom of society. It is compose 
of free citizens, who are ever ready to take up arms in the 
service of their country, when an emergency requires it. 
Our experience in the war just closed fully confirms the 
opinion, that such an army may be raised upon a few weeks? 
notice, and that our citizen-soldiers are equal to any troops 
in the world. No reason, therefore, is perceived why we 
should enlarge our land forces, and thereby subject the treas- 
ury to an annual increased charge. 

Sound policy requires that we should avoid the creation 
of a large standing army in a period of peace. No public 
exigency requires it. Such armies are not only expensive 
and unnecessary, but may become dangerous to liberty. 

Besides making the necessary legislative provisions for the 
execution of the treaty, and the establishment of Territorial 
Governments in the ceded country, we have, upon the res- 
toration of peace, other important duties to perform. Among 
these, I regard none as more important than the adoption of 
proper measures for the speedy extinguishment of the nation- 
al debt. It is against sound policy and the genius of our 
institutions, that a public debt should be permitted to exist 
a day longer than the means of the treasury will enable the 
Government to pay it off. 

We should adhere to the wise policy laid down by Presi- 
dent Washington, of “ avoiding the accumulation of debt, 
‘ not only by shunning occasions of expense, but by vigor- 
c€ ous exertiona in time of peace to discharge the debts which 
‘unavoidable wars have occasioned, not ungenerously 
í throwing upon posterity the burden we ourselves ought to 
t bear.”? 
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public debt amounted to $17,788,799 62. In consequence 
of the war with Mexico, it has héen necessarily increased, 
and now amounts to $65,778,450 41, including the stock and 
treasury notes which may yet be issued under the act of 

January 28, 1847, and the'sixteen million loan recently ne- 
gotidted under the act of March 31, 1848. 

In addition to the amount of the debt, the treaty stipulates 
that twelve millions of dollars shall be paid to Mexico in 
four equal annual instalments of three millions each; the 
first of which wil! fall due on the 30th of May, 1849. The 
treaty also stipulates that thé United States shall ‘‘ assume 
and pay” to our own citizens “the claims already liquida- 
ted and decided against the Mexican Republic,” and “ all 
claims not heretofore decided against the Mexican Govern- 
ment’? “ to an amount not exceeding three and one-quarter 
millions of dollars.” The ° liquidated”? claims of citizens 
of the United States against Mexico, as decided by the joint 
board ot commissioners under the conveation between the 
United States and Mexico, ofthe 11th of April, 1839, amount- 
ed to 2,026,139 68. This sum was payable in twenty equal 
quarterly instalments. Three of them have been paid to the 
claimants by the Mexican Government, and two by the Uni- 
ted States; leaving to be paid of the principal of the liqui- 
dated amount assumed by the United States, the sum of 

_ $1,519,604 76, together with the interest thereon. These 
several amounts of “liquidated” and unliquidated claims 
assumed by the United States, it is believed, may be paid as 
they fall due out of the accruing revenue, without the issue 
of stock or the creation of any additional publie debt. 

I cannot too strongly recommend to Congress the import- 
ance of husbanding all our national resources, of limiting 
the public expenditures to necessary objects, and of apply- 
ing all the surplus at any time in the treasury to the redemp- 
tion of the debt, I recommend that authority be vested in 
the Executive by law to anticipate the period of reimburse- 
ment of such portion of the debt as may not be now redeem- 
able, and to purchase it, at par, or at the premium which it 
may command in the market, in all cases in which that 
authority has not already been granted. A premium has 
been obtained by the Government on much the larger por- 
tion of the loans ; and if when the Government becomes a 
purchaser of ita own stock, it shall command a premium in 
the market, it will be sound policy to pay it, rather than to 
pay the semi-annual interest upon it. The interest upon the 
debt, if the outstanding treasury notes shall be funded, from 
the end of the last fiscal year until it shall fall due and be 
redeemable, will be very nearly equal to the principal, which 
must itself be ultimately paid. 

Without changing or modifying the present tariff of duties, 
so great has been the increase of our commerce under its 
benign operation, that the revenue derived from that source 
and from the sales of the public lands will, it is confidently 
believed, enable the Government to discharge annually sev- 
eral millions of the debt, and at the same time possess the 
means of meeting necessary appropriations for all other 
proper objects. Unless Congress shall authorize largely in- 
creased expenditures, for objects not of absolute necessity, 
the whole public debt existing before the Mexican war, and 
that created during its continuance, may be paid off, with- 
out any increase of taxation on the people, long before it 
will fall due. 

Upon the restoration of peace, we should adopta policy 
suited to a state of peace. In doing this, the earliest prac- 
ticable payment of the public debt should be a cardinal prin- 
ciple of action. Profiting by the experience of the past, we 
should avoid the errors into which the country was betrayed 
shortly after the close of the war with Great Britain in 1815. 
In a few years after that period, a broad and Jatitudinous 
constraction of the powers of the Federal Government un- 
fortunately received but too much countenance. Though 
the country was burdened with a heavy public debt, large 
and in some instances unnecessary and extravagant expend- 
itures were authorized by Congress. The consequence 
was, that the payment of the debt was postponed for more 
than twenty years; and even then, it was only accom plished 
by the stern will and unbending policy of President Jack- 
son, who made its payment a leading measure of his admin- 
istration. He resisted the attempts which were made to 
divert the public money from that great object, and apply it 
in wasteful and extravagant expenditures for other objects, 
some of them of more than doubtful constitutional author- 
ity and expediency. 

If the Government of, the United States shall observe a 
proper economy in its expenditures, and be confined in its 
action to the conduct of our foreign relations and to the few 
general objects of its care, enumerated in the Constitution, 
leaving all municipal] and local legislation to the States, our 
greatness as a nation.in moral and physical power, and in 
wealth and resources, cannot be calculated. 

By pune this policy, oppressive measures operating 
unequally and unjustly upon sections and classes will be 
avoided; and the people, having no cause of complaint, will 
pursue their own interests, under the blessings of equal 
laws and the protection of a just and paternal Government. 

By abstaining from the exercise of all powers not clearly 
conferred, the cement of our glorious Union, now number- 
ing thirty States, will be strengthened as we grow in ageand. 
increase in population, and our future destiny will be with- 
out a parallel or example in the history of nations. 


| JAMES K. POLK. 

WASHINGTON, July 6, 1848. 

The message having been read— 

Mr. BURT moved to refer so much of it as re- 
lated to making aporia for carrying into effect 
the treaty with Mexico, to the Committee of Ways 
and Means; so much as related to the army, to the 
Committee on Military Affairs; so much as related 
to the establishment of territorial governments, to 
the Committee on the Territories; and that the 
message he printed. 

Mr. McKAY suggested to the gentleman to 
modify his motion. ‘There was another very im- 
portant part of the message—much more important 
than that which referred to the appropriations 
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] : : 
At the commencement'of the present administration, the (| necessary to carry the treaty into effect; for those 


would not be needed until the next session. He 
referred to that which proposed to authorize the 
President to purchaze the stock of the Government, 
and suggested that that portion be referred also to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BURT acquiesced in the suggestion, and 
modified his motion accordingly. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said there was another 

rtion still which related to the public lands. 

his. should be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. VINTON said, before that portion of the 
message which related to the territories was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories, he 
desired to know a little more distinctly what it was 
that constituted the territory that we had acquired. 
He understood this message to say that we had 
acquired by this cession the country beyond the 
Rjo Grande. We all knew that the President of 
the United States had set up a government and 
kept in operation a government for nearly two 
years past-on this side òf the Rio Grande. Hein- 
formed this House that these governments, which 
he had set up by virtue of his military authority, 
were now extinguished by the peace. If the ter- 
ritory of the United States prior to this war ex- 
tended to the Rio Grande, he desired to know by 
what authority. the President of the United States 
had established governments there. He desired 
that some investigation should be had; that the 
President of the United States should be called 
upon to communicate to this House by what au- 
thority he had established a governmentat Santa Fe, 
and had exercised the powers of government there. 

Mr. BURT suggested to the gentleman from 
Ohio to allow the question to be taken on the ref- 
erence of the message, and that the debate, which 
the gentleman seemed to have commenced, be car- 
ried on on the question of printing the message. 

Mr. VINTON replied, that when the message 
was referred, it was out of the hands of the House. 
As he had already said, if the boundary of the 
United States before this war extended to the Rio 
Grande, he trusted the message would never be 
referred until the President of the United States 
had been called upon to declare by what authority 
he had established a government over any of the 
then territories of the United States, or within the 
limits of any State ofthis Union. If Texas extended 
to the sources of the Rio Grande, he desired to 
know. by what authority the President had set up 
a government within the territory of a State of 
this Union? Ifhe had done it, it was a high-handed 
usurpation of power, which he did not see how it 
was possible for this House, as the impeaching 
authority of this country, to pass over without 
notice. If the territory on this side of the Rio. 
Grande was a portion of Mexico, if it was ac- 
quired by our arms, the question as to his right to 
set up military governments by virtue of subjuga- 
tion and conquest, stood on the same footing on this 
side as on the other side of the river. He wished 
to know if the President had derived his authority 
to set up a government this side of the Rio Grande 
from any other source of power than that which 
authorized him to set them up on the other side of 
the Rio Grande? And, for one, he was not pre- 
pared to see this message pass out of the hands of 
the House until the President had answered this. 
interrogatory. H 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, obtained 
the floor, and moved the previous question on Mr. 
Burr’s motion. 

Pending this question, the House adjourned. 


' PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred : 


By Mr. MANN, of Pennsylvania: The petition of the heirs 
of Matthew Jack, late of Westmoreland county, deceased, 
who was a captain in the 8th regiment Pennsylvania line, in 
the revolutionary war, praying for his commutation pay. 

By Mr. MULLIN: The petition of Thomas M. Reade and 
others; citizens of the county of Jefferson, New-York, pray- 
ing the abolition of.the franking privilege, and the reduction 
of letter postage to the uniform rate of two cents. 

Also, the petition of P. Burchard and others, citizens of 
the same county, praying the establishment of a post route 
from Cape Vincent to French creek, in said county. 

By Mr. HALL, of Missouri: The petition of John Osborn 
and others, citizens of Davies county, in the State of Mis- 
souri, praying the establishment of a certain post route. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE, of New York: Petitions of citizens 
of the towns of Newfield, in Tompkins county, and Veteran, 
in Chemung county, for a post route from Elmira to Ithaca, 
throngh East Veteran and West Cayuta. 


July 6, 


By Mr. KING, of Massachusetts: Remonstrance of Hosea 
Thsley and 38 others, citizens of Suffolk county, Massachu- 
setts, against the removal of the marine bospital in the town 
of Chelsea. < ee 

By Mr. INGE: The petition of Edward S. Dargan, W. P. 
Chiiton, H. W. Collier, and sundry other eitizens of the 
State of Alabama, praying modification of the copy-right 
Jaw. : 

By Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 
citizens of Alleghany county, Pennsylvania, praying Con- 
gress to abolish the franking privilege, and reduce ordinary 
letter postage to two cents, and that of newspapers in pro- 
portion. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, July 6, 1848. 


Mr. DIX presented a petition from citizens of 
Albany county, New York, asking the reduction 
of the rates of postage and the abolition of the frank- 
ing privilege; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a petition from 
John P. Williams, asking a confirmation of his 
title to a certain tract of land; which was referred 
to the Committee om Private Land Claims. | 

Mr. HAMLIN presented’ a petition from citi- 
zens of Harrison, Maine, asking the abolition of 
the franking privilege and reduction of postage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Apalachicola, Florida, setting forth sundry 
grievances occasioned by certain mail arrangemens, 
and asking that they may be redressed; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition from citizens 
of Sumter county, South Carolina, asking the es- 
tablishment of a certain post route; which was re- 
Lg to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported House bill to establish a collection district 
at Brunswick, Georgia, without amendment. 

On motion of Mr. D., the Senate proceeded to 
the immediate consideration of the bill; which, 
after having been explained, was read a third time 
and passed. 


On motion of Mr. PHELPS, the Senate took up 
the joint resolution from the House to dispose of 
two brass field-pieces captured at the battle of Ben- 
nington in 1777; which, after having been consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole, was read a third 
time and passed. 


On motion of Mr. FELCH, the Senate took up 
the joint resolution from the House to change the 
location of a lizht-house on Lake Superior, in the 
State of Michigan, which, after having been ex~ 
plained, was read a third time and passed. 


rizing the submission of certain claims to arbitra~ 
tion. The resolution was ordered to a third read- 
ing, but lies over. 


On motion of Mr. DAYTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution in reference 
to taking the next census; which was read a third 
time, by unanimous consent, and passed. 


lies over: 


order of the Senate, Friday and Saturday of each week be 
set apart, after 12 0’clock, for the consideration of the pri- 
vate bills of the Senate first, and then those from the House 5 
and that, when-so considering Senate bills, any one givin 
rise to debate beyond a brief explanation, shall be passe 
over until the other private bills shall have been disposed of. 

Several adverse reports were taken up and con- 
curred in. 


THE OREGON BILL. 


On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the prior orders 
were postponed, and the Senate sroceeded to the 
consideration of the bill to establish a Territorial 
Government in Oregon; when— 

The question being on the amendment submitted 
by Mr. Davis, of Mississippi— 

Mr. MASON addressed the Senate. He stated ' 
that the people: of Oregon had undertaken to pass | 
laws purely conventional and without authority, ` 
among which was one prohibiting slavery therein | 
for ever. No one:now believes that the people of 
a territory belonging to the United States have the 
right to pass any laws which can be binding, unless 
by the consent of the United States Government. 
By the 12th section of this bill, the laws of Oregon 


Resolved, That, after the present week, until the further 


On motion of Mr. YULEE, the Senate proceeded: _ 
to consider the joint resolution of the Senate autho- — 


Mr. DOWNS submitted the. following, which. 
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ate sanctioned, among which is this law prohibit- 
ing involuntary servitude in the Territory, or in 
other words, prohibiting the introduction of slavery 
into that Territory. It becomes us to uncover 
this act, and to defeat it. Our object should be 
to defeat the recommendation of the committee. 
Should this measure succeed, and slavery bè pro- 
hibited, it will be in derogation of the spirit and 
letter of the Constitution. 

He referred: to the prevailing disposition to 
make the construction of the Constitution a mere 
struggle for power, and predicted the most ca- 
lamitous results from a continuance of such a 
course. He went into the history of the intro- 
duction of the provision concerning slavery into 
the Constitution, to show that in the form in 
which it was adopted, it was adopted by the aid 
of three New England States; the two-thirds vote 
being inserted for an equivalent. He complained 
of the course of some of the northern States which 
had refused the use of their jails for the security of 
fugitive slaves, which he regarded as a violation 
of the Constitution; while he denied that an 
southern State had evinced the slightest disposi- 
tion to violate the mutual compact between the 
North and South. He contrasted the legislation 
of the northern States with regard to other fugi- 
tives from justice, with that practised in relation 
to fugitive slaves. 
{Mr. Puevrs] had: assailed what he termed slave 
power. He desired to know what was intended 
by the phrase? He wished Senators to use in- 
telligible terms. What he called the slave power, 
was nothing more than the representative weight 
given to the South for ample equivalents. He 
warned northern Senators to be cautious in as- 
sailing this representative weight. It required but 
a torch to set the whole South in a blaze. 
South had made great concessions, and entered 
into a compromise, in the expectation that the 
question would thus be settled for ever. But now 
there appears to be a disposition, on the first oc- 
casion presented by the acquisition of new terri- 
tory, to violate the compromise: Should this 


spirit influence the legislation of Congress, when 


the subject shall. come up relating: to the estab- 
lishment of Territorial Governments in California 
and New Mexico, he warned Senators of the con- 
sequences. 


e ordinance of 1787 was a compact formed 


between the United States-Government and the 
propie in possession of the Northwest Territory; 
jefore the Constitution was formed. The history 
of that ordinance is shrouded in secrecy, as the 
journals were not made public. But it is well 

nown that there was much conflict. The item 
concerning slavery was the result of compromise. 
Under the Articles of Confederation, most of the 
States were large importers of slaves; and, having 
an immense territory under their control, they lim- 
ited the territory within which slavery should be 
permitted to exist. This will account for the in- 
troduction of the slave clause in the ordinance of 
1787. He recited some of the difficulties which. 
stood: in the: way of the perfection of the ordi- 
nance. Some States came into the measure with 
difficulty, and some with a protest. He read 
several extracts from the papers before: him, to 
show the-various action of the States on the sub- 
ject. The course of New York in 1780 he con- 
trasted with the course of her able representative 
on this floor [Mr. Dix] now. Virginia never. 
would have been a party to that compact, never 
would: have made the cession she did, had she sup- 
posed: her right to extend her population whither 
she would, would have been denied. Slaves form 
a great part of the property of the South, and are a 
considerable element of her political power; and 
he asked, by what authority was this property to 
be touched and interfered’ with by the General 
Government? Legislative discretion he regarded 
az limited by the object of the trust committed to 
it; and it did not extend to any interference with 
the question of slavery. THere were States who 
did not regard the slave as a trust, as he was de- 
fined to be by the Senator from Vermont, but as a 
real property, which the owner, under the sanc- 
tions of the Constitution, may take where he 
pleases. There are now three millions of slaves 
penned up in the slave States, and they are. an 
increasing population, increasing faster than the 
whites. And are the slaves to be always confined 
within what may be deemed their prison States? 
He referred to the attempt to settle the manumitted 


The Senator from Vermont 


The 


slaves of John Randolph on lands purchased. for 
that purpose in the State of Ohio, when they were 
forcibly driven off, tọ show the character of the 
humanity which was professed by the anti-slavery 


party. 

That a slave was not property, but a mere inci- 
dent to a domestic relation, as was asserted by the 
Senator from Vermont, he entirely denied. The 
slave was property under the construction of the 
common law. The first slave who landed on our 
shores brought his condition with him, and it was 
recognized by the colonial laws. That. condition 
was, that he was the substantial property of his 
master—not temporarily, aa in the case of master 
and apprentice, but for life. Writers have de- 
scribed him, not as an incident to a domestic rela- 
tion, but as an incident to the right of conquest. 
What forms may. be thrown round him by con- 
vention or by law, is another question. In Africa, 
they. are either taken in battle or sold by parents; 
but they are in bondage—perpetual bondage; and 
this condition they bring with them here, and it is 
recognized Wy our laws. . The first slaves were 
brought to Virginia in 1620 by a Dutch vessel, 
and were sold-as merchandise; and this was done 
with the knowledge and: permission of the British 
Crown. This proves that it requires no special 
legislation to institute: slavery, but it must require 
a special law to abolish it. He denied the propo- 
sition that when.a slave enters a free State, where 
there is no such domestic relation, he becomes free, 
on this ground, that the relation cannot be abol- 
ished without a special law. There was no law, 
originating under the present Constitution, until 
1820, which interfered with the right of the owner 
of a slave to carry his property with him into any 
of the States of the Union. Contes had never. 
undertaken anything more than to regulate the | 
subject in the admission of any new territory. 

He then remarked on the party lines which had 
been drawn between the slaveholding and non- 
slaveholding States, lamenting their existence, and 
predicting the most fatal catastrophe, should they 
continue to operate. The election of a President. 
was a question greatly inferior to that which was 
now agitating the Union. l 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, moved that the 
further consideration of the bill be passed over in- 
formally until to-morrow, which was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
then proceeded to the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the naval service forthe 
year ending June 30, 1849, as amended by the 
Committee on Finance. 

An amendment of the committee, striking out 
a clause appropriating $7,500 for the furnishing of 
the marine hospital at New Orleans, led to consid- 
erable discussion, in which it was contended on 
the one side that the appfopriation was out of 
place in this bill, and that the introduction of for- 
eign matter was a bad precedent; on the other 
side, the: necessity: of passing the appropriation 
was urged, because, as every one was Satisfied 
that the furniture must be bought, a mere differ- 
ence as to the shape in which the money should 
be granted ought not to be urged to_ the defeat of 
the appropriation. 

Messrs. ATHERTON, JOHNSON of Louisi- 
ana, DAVIS of Mississippi, PHELPS, BREESE, 
UNDERWOOD, DAVIS of Massachusetts, BEN- 
TON, DOWNS, SEBASTIAN, WESTCOTT, 
BORLAND, STURGEON, and BADGER, took 
part in this debate; when the bill was. laid aside 
until to-morrow. , 

[Mr. BREESE said: It appears-from the argu- 
ment of the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
and of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Puevps,] 
that the objections which they entertain to these 
appropriations are wholly technical. They have 
not attacked the objects; they have not said they 
were not important; but, conceding that point, they 
insist that they are out of place; that they should 
not be in the naval appropriation bill, as the marine 
hospitals were under the charge of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. Mr. B. said that was true. They 
are under the charge of the Treasury, but that did 
not furnish.a valid objection to the place in which 
the appropriation is now found. These hospitals 

Mr. B. said) had all, save one, been estimated for 
as far back as 1837. Some of them are in a course 
of being erected, and the sites of others purchased 


by the Government. The site at Chicago is owned 


by: the Government, and although no estimates are 
made for that, the reason of: the:omission is found 
in the fact, that in 1837 Lake Michigan had no 
commerce. Now, manythousand seamen are em- 
ployed ufpon it, exposed to sickness, and requiring 
shelter, medicine, and care. 

Mr. B. said he did. not see the propriety of stri- 
king them out of this bill; and he warned the Sen- 
ators who were interested in them, if they are 
stricken. out, no appropriation will be made for 
them this session. And if they are in the wrong 
place, he said, it was better, in his opinion, that 
they should be ina wrong place rather than in no. 
place at all, and hoped the Senate would retain the 
appropriations where they are found, coming. as. 
they do from the House holding the purse-strings 
of the nation. ] | 

A message from the President of the United 
States was received, communicating copies of the 
treaty of peace; which was read, and five thousand 
copies of the same ordered to be printed .for the use 
of the Senate. [For message, see House proceed- 


ings. ] 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the different 
parts be referred to the appropriate committees; . 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. WESTCOTT offered: a. resolution that so 
much of the message as relates to the organization 
of Territories be referred to a select committee of 
seven, to be balloted: for; which lies over. . 
` Mr. BUTLER moved to increase the number 
of the Committee on the Territories to seven. 

This led to some debate, in which Messrs. BUT- 
LER, BREESE, WESTCOTT, ATCHISON, 
and.others, participated; when— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved that. the 
Sénate adjourn; on which motion: Mr. RUSK de-. 
manded the yeas and nays, which were ordered, 
when the vote stood as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Benton, 
Bradbury, Clarke, Corwin, Dix, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, 
Hale, Hamlin, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, 
Miller, Niles, Pearce, Underwood, and Upham—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Borland, Butler, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dickinson, Downs, Hannegan, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, 
Mason, Rusk, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—13. 


And the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, July 7, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. FULTON, by leave, moved to dischar 
the Committee of the Whole on: the state of the. 
Union from the bill of the Senate to extend: the 
provisions of the existing pension laws to enlisted 
men of the ordnance corps of the United States 
army, and that the same be put: upon its passage. 

A letter was read from the chief of the ordnance 
bureau, showing the necessity of the passage of 
the law. 

The motion to discharge the Committee of the 
W hole was agreed to. : 

The bill was read, and amended by altering the 

hraseology so as to embrace those who might 
hereafier serve in the corps as well as those who 
had been and are now in service. 

It was then read a third time and passed, and 
returned to the Senate. 


Mr. BURT, by leave, from the Committee. on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the 
payment of the companies of Captains Bush, Prive, 
and Suasey, for military services in Florida. Read 
twice and committed. 


DISBANDING THE OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. BOTTS, from the Committee on Military . 
Affairs, to which was referred the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill of the House to amend the 
act entitled ‘‘An act supplemental to an act entitled 
‘An act providing for the prosecution of the 
existing war between the United States and the 
Republic of Mexico, and for other purposes,’ ” 
reported the same back to the House with amend- 
ments. 

This bill relates to the disbanding of the officers 
of the army at the close of the war with Mexico. 

The amendment of the Senate postpones the ex- 
ecution of the bill until the 4th of March, 1849. 

On motion of Mr. BOTTS, the House proceed- 
ed to the consideration of the said bill and amend- 
ments: . 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, was opposed both 
to the bill and to the amendments. He was op- 
posed to continuing these officers in the service. 
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He thought the time had arrived, by the proclama- 
tion of the President that the war was terminated, 
when that law, which was now attempted to be 
extended to the 4th of March next, took effect, and 
it became the duty of the President to execute that 
law. He could see no necessity for continuing 
any of these officers in the service longer than the 
emergency which called them into the service. 
The emergency having ceased, they should not be 
continued in the service of the country, and there- 
fore he moved that the bill and amendments be 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. GENTRY, as at present advised, and 
with the information before him, concurred in the 
views presented by his colleague [Mr. Jones} fully. 
When legislation was had by Congress for the 
creation of additional officers of the army, it was 
deemed sound policy to provide that when the pub- 
lic necessity which required this creation of officers 
should have passed away, the Jaw by which they 
were created should provide for the termination of 
their office at the end of the war. He saw no rea- 
son nor public policy which required a change in 
this respect. hy should they suspend the op- 
eration of the law tothe 4th of March next? They 
might as well suspend the law which provided for 
disbanding the rank and file—the privates as well 
as Officers. If the existing law should operate in- 
_ juriously—if any officer had rendered preéminent 
services, Which would commend him as an excep- 
tion from its operation, let the law take effect, and 
then let a special law be passed to restore him to 
his rank. But it was proposed to keep in the ser- 
vice all the officers until the 4th of March next. 
He could not, he repeated, see any reason for this 
suspension of the operation of the law; he preferred, 
as he had stated, that those who were meritorious 
should be restored to their rank by special law. 

Mr. BOTTS said there was certainly no reason 
why he, asa member of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, or as the chairman of that committee, 
should feel any particular anxiety for the passage 
of this bill. But it became his duty as the organ 
of that committee to state to the House the reasons 
why they had agreed to concur. to some of the 
amendments of the Senate, and to propose amend- 
ments to others. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Albama, inquired if this bill 
did not make an appropriation, and, therefore, if, 
as a matter of course, it must not go to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

_The SPEAKER said hé was not aware that the 
bill contained an appropriation, but the gentleman 
from Alabama must be aware, that if it did, it had 
already been in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, had been passed by this House 
and sent to the Senate, whence it had come with 
some amendments, 

Mr. BURT assured the gentleman from Alabama 
the bill made no appropriation. 

Mr. HOUSTON said it might not in direct terms, 
but he thought it would be found that a large 
amount was involved. 

Mr. BOTTS 
king an explanation of the character of this bill, 
and of the necessity of its passage. Personally, he 
should be satisfied with any action the House might 
take upon it. He would repeat what he said yes- 
terday respecting the case which was now pre- 
sented to the House. He then recapitulated the 
provisions of the law of the last Congress, which 
provided that on the restoration of peace the major 
generals then in commission should be reduced 
to one, and the brigadier generals to two. This 
bill, which had been to the Senate and had come 
back with an amendment, must, therefore, either 
be ed immediately, or the unavoidable conse- 
quence would be that either Gen. Scott or Gen.Tay- 
lor must be stricken from the roll, and likewise all 
brigadier generals save two, who would be retained 
at the discretion of the President of the United 
States. The time has arrived when the act, whose 
provisions he had quoted, would be in full force, 
the President’s proclamation of peace having béen 
published, unless this bill were passed this day. 

The Senate, instead of repealing this section of 
the act, proposed to suspend‘it till the fourth day 
of March next; and this not only as respected gen- 
eral officers, but all other officers connected with 
the army. The object of this, Mr. B. said, was 
simply to allow time for more judicious legislation 
than could now be possible. It was not hereb 
intended to retain these officers in commission until 


ain rose for the purpose of ma- 
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the 4th of March; but as they would, under the 
operation of the existing law, go out immediately 
on the proclamation of peace, and no time now 
remained for deliberation, the postponement was 
made to prevent such a result, and gain the time 
necessary to act understandingly in the case. It 
was in contemplation by both Houses to provide 
for the country a peace establishment. Now, until 
it should have been decided what number of troops 
were to be retained in the service, it could not of 
course be ascertained how many officers it would 
be necessary to retain. It was understood, as of 
course, that more would be required than were in 
commission before the war, especially if the peace 
establishment was to be increased, as it probably 
would be. How, then, was it possible for Con- 
gress to decide in an hour how many of the officers 
now in commission should be dismissed? It was 
impossible; and to give the House time for delib- 
eration, the Military Committee proposed that there 
should be a postponement, as recommended b 

the Senate. Should the House agree to do this, it 
would be competent to repeal the provision to-mor- 
row, if it so pleased, and go on to provide a peace 
establishment. ‘To repeal the law at once, would 
inflict great hardship on some of the officers. Mr. 
B. cited particularly the case of meritorious cap- 
tains who had recently been promoted to a ma- 


Mr. 

r. GENTRY said that if the object of sus- 
pending was no more than what had now been 
stated, he should give it his hearty concurrence; 
but the terms of the amendment were general and 
sweeping. If its effect was confined to officers pro- 
moted, he should have no objection to it. But 
what did we want with all these additional gener- 
als? Off with their epaulets! The war was now 
over, and there was no need of retaining them a 
day longer. 

Mr. BOYDON suggested, in reply to Mr. Botts, 
that the proclamation of peace, though made to- 
day, was dated on the 4th instant; so, if there was 
any force in what the gentleman had said on that 
subject, the officers were out of the servicealready. 

Mr. BOTTS said that he had not before asserted 
that all the officers would go out, but only those 
of a high grade. He would not undertake to say 
whether the proclamation would take effect in law 
from the day of-its date or the day of its promul- 
gation. He should suppose it would be reckoned 
from the day when it was made known to the 
world. It might be dated a month back. Four 
of the oldest and most meritorious captains in the 
line, without any request of their own, had been 
promoted to be majors. Now, there could not be 
a more glaring and more monstrous act of injustice 
than that these men, without a fault, should in their 
old age be legislated out of office. Were there 
time to do what was desired by his friend from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Genrry,] Mr. B. should be as 
ready as he; but it was because of the want of 
time, that in order to avoid oppression and rash- 
ness, he wished to postpone the repeal of the act, 
and retain these officers, not until the Ath of March 
next, but until there should be a fair opportunity 
of acting on their case without inflicting injustice. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House go into Committee of the Whole on the 
private calendar. 

Mr. VINTON said, if that motion was rejected, 
he should move to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The question being put on Mr. RocKwELL’s 
motion, it was negatived. 


Mr. VINTON then moved to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAWYER demanded the yeas and nays, 
but the House refused to order them; and voted, 
under a count by tellers, in favor of the motion: 
Ayes 69, noes 56. 


Mr. ROCKW ELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar. Lost. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of theUnion, (Mr. Roor, 
of Ohio, in the chair.) 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee took up the bill making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the various Indian tribes for the 
year ending June 30, 1849. 

The question pending was on concurring in the 


he thought it proper and expedient. 
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14th amendment of the Senate, to wit, to strike 
out the third section of the bill, | 

Mr. BARRINGER wished to say, in addition 
to what he had observed yesterday, that the prop- 
osition in the bill had two branches:’ the first to 
reduce the number of these Indian superintendents 
and agents, and the other to change their salaries. 
By the law as it now stood they consisted, in all, 
of twenty-nine. Should the third section of the 
bill be retained, they would be reduced to seven- 
teen, viz: two superintendents, nine agents, and 
six sub-agents. The section assigned to the super- 
intendents $1,600 salary, instead of $1,500, which 
they received at present; it allowed to Indian agents 
$1,200, instead of $1,500, the present salary; and 
to sub-agents $800, instead of $750. 

In 1834, a law was passed regulating our inter- 
course with the Indian tribes, and another reor- 
ganizing the Indian department. Previous to that, 
the process of removing the Indians west of the 
Mississippi river had been commenced; since then, 
ithad been almost completed. Before that removal, 
the tribes, for the most part, occupied an isolated — 
position, separate entirely from each other, and it 
was proper and necessary to retain an agent in each 
tribe; but since they had been transported to the 
West, tribes which had been separate were now in 
close collocation, and in some cases actually amal- 
gamated into one. In this state of things, the 
Secretary of War had, at a former session, recom- 
mended a reduction in the number of these agencies. 
The Indian Committee had introduced such a pro- 
vision into the Indian bill of last year, but the 
Senate struck it out. They had again introduced 
it in the present bill, and the Senate had stricken 
it out again. Mr. B. was in favor of the measure; 
Did he be- 
lieve, as the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Jonn- 
son] did, that it would produce discontent and 
dissatisfaction among the Indians, and perhaps 
lead to bloodshed, he should, of course, oppose ìt. 
But he could not conceive how any such conse- 
quences were likely to grow out of it. The Sem- 
inoles and Creeks were now put together; and the 
Chickasaws and Choctaws were similarly situated, 
as were many other tribes. 

The mere saving of money that would be effected 
by the proposed arrangement was not the sole or 
the chief argument in its favor, though it was not 
to be overlooked. It would save about $11,000 in 
actual salaries, and about a like sum in houses, 
fuel, &c.—say some $20,000 in all. But it would 


also curtail Executive patronage, now wielded by 
the Secretary of War under the direction of the 
President. The subject was not new. There was, 


to be sure, no report upon it from the Indian Com- 
mittee, because the subject had not been brought 
up in that committee during the present session. 
He hoped the House would not concur in the Sen- 
ate’s amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, explained the 
ground why he was in favor, of concurrence. Ac- 
cording to his reading of the act of 1834, it would 
increase instead of diminish the number of super- 
intendents. He had heard nothing from either of 
the gentlemen from North Carolina which con- 
vinced him ‘he had been wrong. The gentleman 
from North Carolina on his left TMr. McKay] had, 
indeed, given him, as the gentleman seemed to 
suppose, a severe dressing, and had said he (Mr. 
T.) was laboring under a most marvelous delusion; 
and the gentleman had enlightened the House upon 
the law, by informing the House of Representa- 
tives what had been his own intention in intro- ` 
ducing the clause which the Senate had stricken 
out. But that gentleman, one would think, had 
lived long enough to know that bis personal inten- 
tion constituted no part of the law, but that a statute 
must be interpreted by its own terms. No doubt 
the gentleman, intended to reduce the number of 
these officers; but the question was, did the words 
of this section have that effect? Mr. T. believed 
not. 

He had avowed a Gisposition to look with jeal- 
ousy into the power exercised over the Indians by 
our Commissioner and his superintendents, for he 
believed that more than half of all the frauds per- 
petrated under this Government took place in this 
department of it. Almost every step taken in the 
management of our Indian affairs was in some way | 
connected with fraud. He did not say that these 
frauds were committed by the officers; but that 
they were committed was the universal belief in 
all his part of the country. The superintendent of 
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Indian A ftairs exercised a power which should be 
confided to no man under our free Government. 

Mr. T. here went again into a reference to the 
power of granting and revoking at will the licenses 
to Indian traders, and the manner in which that 
power might be and had been misused. Being 
asked to specify the case to which he more partic- 
ularly alluded, he stated it to be that of a Mr. 
Ewing. 

Mro BARRINGER here interposed, and ex- 

lained that a large mass of documentary testimony 
in the case of Ewing had been submitted by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the Indian Com- 
mittee, and was now before them. 

Mr. THOMPSON disclaimed all intention of 
challenging the conduct of the Commissioner. He 
had cited this case merely to show that the War 
Department considered that officer as not amenable 
to the Secretary of War, and he seemed, therefore, 
to be without control or responsibility to anybody. 
For this reason he contended that it was the duty 
of Congress to scan with more particularity the 
exercise of so delicate and irresponsible a power as 
that over our Indian trade. As to this particular 
case, Mr. T. knew nor cared nothing, nor was he 
much concerned whether the section under debate 
was retained in the bill or not.’ (Mr. McKay here 
having entered the House) Mr. T. said he was 
going torecur to the castigation inflicted on him 
yesterday by the gentleman from North Caro- 

ina. 

The gentleman from North Carolina had stated 

esterday that this section would reduce the num- 
ber of Indian superintendents. He read the sec- 
tion proposed by the Senate to be stricken out, 
and contended that, instead of reducing, it would 
retain the present number of superintendents at 
$1,500, and authorize an addition of two witha 
salary of $1,600. The committee were certainly 
to judge of this amendment from its words, and not 
from any design which the gentleman from North 
Carolina might have in offering it. Now, was 
there a necessity for this increase, for the autho- 
rizing of two additional superintendents at a salary 
of $1,600? If the conga expressed by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina could be accomplished 
by now moving an amendment expressly provi- 
ding that the number of superintendents should be 
but two, and repealing previous laws authorizing 
a larger number, he had no objection. He was 
satisfied that, simply as a question of law, the sec- 
tion did not accomplish the object of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. _ 

Mr. BARRINGER explained that the present 
number of superintendents was regulated by the 
law of 1834. At that time, Michigan being a Ter- 
ritory, its governor was ex officio superintendent of 
Indian affairs. That superintendency was dis- 
pensed with, as were also, from the same cause, 
the superintendencies of Iowa and Wisconsin. 
He did not concur with the gentleman from In- 
diana in the construction he placed upon this third 
section, but thought the clear effect of the language 
was exclusive, and that in effect, although not in 
express terms, it repealed previous laws fixing the 
number of superintendents. 

Mr. THOMPSON resumed the floor, and pro- 
posed to offer an amendment, but, after some con- 
versation with the Chair, waived it until a more 
appropriate stage of the bill. 

r. STANTON obtained the floor, and yielded 


to— 

Mr. McK AY, who, in reply to Mr. Toompson, 
admitted that the effect of the section was to be 
judged of from its words, and not from any avowed 
intention he might have had in offering it; but 
he contended that, thus construed, the section did 
limit the number of superintendents and agents. 
He read the law of 1834, and admitted that while 
it authorized but one superintendent eo nomine, the 
section he proposed fixed the number at two— 
being an increase of one eo nomine; but said that 
under the law of 1834, the agents received the same 
salaries as superintendents, ahd that two of these 
agents had been acting as superintendents, besides 
the Governor of the Territory of Wisconsin being 

_ex.officio superintendent, (which superintendency 
had now ceased )—thus making, in fact, four Indian 
superintendents under the present law, while the 
section in question expressly reduced the number 
to two. He read from the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, recommending the increase 
of the superintendents to three. The section pro- 
posed, however, was explicit, and fixed it at two, 


and limited the number of agents to nine, and of 
sub-agents to six. 

Mr. STANTON, remarking that he did not 
oe ig to be very intimately acquainted with the 

ndian affairs of the country, said if the section 
were so framed as to have the effect indicated by 
the gentleman from North Carolina, he should not 
object to it for a moment, but he believed that 
other consequences would result from the reduc- 
tion of these agencies. We knew the relations 
between the Chickasaws and Choctaws, and that 
the attempt to amalgamate them, or appoint only 
one agent for these tribes, would be received as a 
very unfriendly act by both of them, which would 
be of far greater disadvantage to us as well as the 
Indians than any saving which would be effected. 
He understood that the deputation from both these 
tribes—the Chickasaws and Choctaws—as well as 
from the Seminoles and Cherokees, were in the 
city, and strongly protested against this proposed 
action of the House, and concurred in the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

The feelings and desires of these Indians, whom 
we had removed from their original homes and 

laced in a new country, ought to some extent to 
be respected. The saving of some $10,000 or 
papa in carrying on the relations between these 

ndian tribes surely was of too small importance to 
induce us to excite the least unfriendly feelings on 
the part of these tribes. He did not know that the 
apprehensions of the gentleman from Arkansas were 
just; he could not say that the reduction of these 
agencies—the attempt to amalgamate these tribes— 
would be productive of war; but it was sufficient for 
him to know that the citizens on our western fron- 
tier, to which these Indians had been removed, 
entertained serious apprehensions that such would 
be the result; and he knew it not merely from the 
gentleman from Arkansas, but from his own per- 
sonal knowledge. Every gentleman knew that the 
intercourse of these agents with the Indians had 
a beneficial effect—a tendency to keep up friendly 
feelings on their part. He should therefore give 
his vote to the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. ROCKHILL replied to the remarks of his 
colleague [My. Tuompson] relative to the case of 
the recall of the license of the Messrs. Ewing to 
trade in the Indian country, and stated the facts of 
the case, showing that a charge had been made, 
and the case thoroughly investigated, upon evidence 
adduced before this license was recalled. He had 
been astonished to hear his colleague make the 
broad assertion that these gentlemen had been driven 
out of the Indian country without a single particle 
of testimony, but upon the bare assertion of a single 
individual. He would ask his colleague whether 
he had not some personal and pecuniary interest in 
the continuance of this license? The gentleman 
certainly must have understood what were the facts 
and the evidence, and he thought it ill became him 
to make the broad assertion®he had made. Evi- 
dence had been taken and the case was reported 
by the Superintendent of Indian Affairs in a docu- 
ment of thirty-seven closely-written pages. This 
document, he urged, should be printed, in justice 
to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to the su- 
perintendent, and to all concerned. l 

Mr. VINTON appeal to the committee to take 
the vote on this amendment: it had already been 
fully debated, and must be well understood. As 
there was another amendment which would neces- 
sarily give rise to some debate, if this discussion 
was to be continued, he should be compelled to 
offer a resolution in the House to terminate the 
debate. He hoped the committee would at once 
take the vote, and let them pass on to the other 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. PHELPS next obtained the floor, and spoke 
at some length on the questions involved in this 
discussion, opposing the reduction both of agents 
and the salaries of agents. 

The question was stated on agreeing with the 
Senate in their fourteenth amendment, striking out 
the third section of the bill, and, being put, it was 
decided in the negative. 

So the 14th amendment of the Senate was not 
concurred in. 

The 15th amendment of the Senate was then 
read as follows: | 

t SEC. —. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of War cause to be ascertained the number and names of 
such individuals aud families, including each member of 
every family of the Cherokee nation of Indians, that re- 


mained in the State of North Carglina at the time of the 
ratification of the treaty of New Echota, May twenty-three, 


eighteen hundred and thirty-six, and who have not removed 
west of the Missiesippi, or received the commutation for 
removal and subsistence, and report the same to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; whereupon the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall set apart, out of any moneys in the treasury not 
otherwis Spro DT aT, a sum equal to fifty-three dollars 
and thirty-tħree cents for each individual ascertained as 
aforesaid, and.that he cause to be paid to every such indi- 
vidual, or his, or her legal representative, interest at the rate 
of six per cent. per annum on such per capita, from the said 
twenty-third day of May, eighteen hundred and thirty-six, to 
the time of the passage of this act, and continue annually 
thereafter said payment of interest at the rate aforesaid. 

‘Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That whenever, 
hereafter, any individual or individuals of said Cherokee 
Indians shall desire to remove and join the tribe west of the 
Mississippi, then the Secretary of War shall be authorized 
to withdraw from the fund zet apartas aforesaid, the sum of 
fifty-three dollars and thirty-three cents, and the interest 
due and unpaid thereon, and apply the same, or such part 
thereof as shall be necessary, to the removal and subsistence 
of such individual or individuals, and pay the remainder, if 
any, or the whole, if the said Indians, or any of them, spall 
prefer to remove themselves, to such individuals or heads of 
families, upon their removal west of the Mississippi: Pro- 
vided, That nothing herein contained shall prevent Congress, 
on a final settlement of the questions arising under the treaty 
of New Echota, from charging the sums herein required to 
be funded or paid for the benefit of the Cherokees of North 
Carolina, or any part thereof, to the Cherokee fund under 
that treaty, if Congress shall find it just and proper to do 
80.?? 


The Committee of Ways and Means reported 
the following as an amendment of the foregoing: 


‘Strike out all of both sections after the word ‘ Indians? 
where it first occurs, in the fourth line, and insert the fol- 
lowing, viz: 

« Who had their residence east of the Mississippi, at the 
date of the ratification of the treaty of New Echota of May 
23, 1836, and who have noi removed west of the Mississippi, 
or received the commutation for removal and subsistence, 
und report the same to the Secretary of the Treasury; 
whereupon it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to cause to be deposited in the treasury, to the credit of 
said Indians, out of the unexpended balance of the Chero- 
kee fund, under said treaty, a sum equal to $53 33 for each 
individual, ascertained as aforesaid; upon which amount 
interest shall be allowed at the rate of six per centum per 
annum from the date of said deposit. 

“Sec. — And beit further enacted, That whenever, here- 
after, any individual or individuals of said Cherokee Indians 
shall desire to remove and join the tribe west of the Missis- 
sippi, then the Secretary of War shall be authorized to with- 
draw from said money, so deposited as aforesaid, so much 
thereof as may be necessary for the removal and subsistence 
of such individual or individuals or families as may go west 
of the Mississippi, and to disburse the same, so that the 
money withdrawn as aforesaid do not exceed the sum of 
$53 33, and the interest due thereon, for each person remov- 
ing as aforesaid ; and the remainder of said per capita, if any 
and the interest due thereon, shal] be paid to each of said 
individuals so removed, after deducting the costs of such 
removal and subsistence. And the Secretary of War is fur- 
ther authorized to pay the said sum of $53 33, in money, to 
any of the said Indians who shall prefer to remove him or 
herself, on his or her arrival in the Indian country west of 
the Mississippi river.” 


The question was stated on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means to the amendment of the Senate; when 

Mr. McILVAINE spoke at length, giving a de- 
tailed history of the treaty negotiations with these 
Indians, and was followed by Mr. CLINGMAN 
and Mr. BARRINGER, in explanation of the In- 
dian treaties, and of the amendments proposed 
respectively by the Senate and the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, next took the 
floor, and spoke with much earnestness in reply 
to Messrs. Cuineman and BARRINGER, in opposi- 
tion to the amendment proposed by the Senate. 

Before Mr. H. had concluded his argument, he 
yielded to a motion by Mr. Burt, that the com- 
mittee rise. = 

The committee rose and reported their action to 
the House. 

Mr. VINTON moved a resolution to close the 
debate in Committee of the Whole on the Indian 
appropriation bill in one hour after the committee 
shall again consider said bill in Committee of the 
Whole. Agreed to. 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, July 7, 1848. 


Mr. NILES, from the select committee to whom 
was referred the bill to set apart and sell to Asa 
Whitney, of New York, a portion of the public 
lands to enable him to construct a railroad from 
Lake Michigan to the Pacific, reported back the 
same with amendments. 

In reporting this bill, Mr. Nixes briefly alluded 
to the importance of the measure as connected with 
the public interests. In a few days the bill would 
be laid on the tables of: Senators, and he invoked 
their especial attention to its provisions. Fle gave 
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notice that he should call it up during the morning 
hour on the first made occasion. He desired 
to have a vote without debate, as he presumed that 
all the Senators had made up their minds 
subject. He-expressed the opinion thata careful 
examination of the bill would do more to make it 
better understood than any debate. 


EXTRA ALLOWANCE TO PAYMASTERS. 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported.a bill concerning the pay department 
of.the aay 

This bill authorizes the Paymaster General ‘to 
allow those paymasters who have been employed 
in the payment of volunteers during the war with 
Mexico a commission not exceeding one-half of 
one per cent. on all sums disbursed, as he shall 
deem reasonable, for the risk and labor attending 
such service, provided the same shall not exceed 
$1,000 per annum from the commencement to the 
close of the war; and also allowing said Paymaster 
General at his discretion to allow any paymaster’s 
clerk, in lieu of pay now allowed by ie. an an- 
nual salary of $700 per annum. 

Mr. Dix would be gratified if the Senate would 
proceed at once to consider the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, inquired whether 
. the: bill did not involve a new precedent, and 

whether one of a similar character fad been intro- 
duced at the close of the preceding war. 

Mr. DIX replied that he was not sure that any 
bill of this. character was passed at the close of the 
last war; but there had been a bill similar, in prin- 
ciple, at the close of what was denominated the 
Black Hawk war. 

Mr. JOHNSON then inquired if the Senator 
from New York could give any statement of the 
amount likely to be involved by the introduction 
of such a bill, and what the pay allowed by law to 
that class of officers at present amounted to. 

Mr. DIX adverted to the fact of the arduous 
duties of this class of officers, and their liability to 
loss in the discharge of their trusts, to which the 
best. of them had been subjected. While these 
officers had to be everywhere with the troops, ex- 
posed to all the perils of war and climate, they ac- 
tually received some eight hundred dollars less than 
paymasters employed on the Atlantic seaboard, 
and had actually been losers by their appointment. 
The Senator would pereeive from looking at the 


bill that it was limited in amount, beyond which: 


it could not go, to wit: the half of one per-centum 
on all moneys disbursed, in no instance to exceed 
the sum of $1,000 per year from. the:time of the 
war to its close. 
Mr. JOHNSON asked what was the pay of these 
pay mastera, setting aside the losses ? 
r. DIX said it was the pay.of a major of in- 


fantry. 
Mr. BADGER said the Committee on Military. 


Affairs had been unanimously in favor of the bill, 
and expressed his opinion of its entire justice. 


The motion of Mr. Dix was then agreed to, and 


the bill was read a third time, by unanimous con- 
sent, and passed. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, made an adverse report on the memorial 
of citizens of Rochester, New York, in behalf of 
the Tonawanda band of Seneca Indians. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Ward & 
Smith; which was read a first time. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported House bill for the relief of Archi- 
bald Beard and twenty-one other Tennessee mount- 
ed volunteers, with an amendment. 

Also, from the same Committee, House bill for 
the relief of John W. Hockett, without amend- 
ment. 

Also, from the same committee, Senate bill for 
the relief of Bryan Callaghan. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, the Senate proceeded 
_ to consider this bill; but, after some few words, 
interposing objections to the bill, from Messrs. 
UNDERWOOD and BRIGHT, it was laid on the 
table for the present—ayes 20, noes not counted. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE, ETC. 
Mr. ATCHISON, on leave, introduced a bill to 
amend an act in relation to the payment of claims; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 
Mr. DICKINSON, on leave, introduced a bill 
to amend an act more effectually to provide for the 


punishment of certain crimes against the United ! 


on the. 


States, and for other purposes, approved 3d March, 
1825; and an act authorizing the issue of treasury 
notes or loan, and for other purposes, approved 
28th January, 1847. 

MEXICAN CLAIMS. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, desired to-intro- 
duce a resolution calling the attention of. the Com- 
mittee on Finance to what he deemed a very palpable 
error in the late message of the President, relating. 
to the liquidated claims of our citizens. against 
Mexico, calculated to be very injurious to their 
interests. 

The President (said Mr. J.) states in his message, 
that these claims are to be liquidated by twenty equal 
annual instalments, three of which have been paid 
by Mexico, and two by the United States, leaving 
a million and a half unliquidated. For this un- 
liquidated amount, he recommends an appropri- 
ation to be made out of the treasury, without the 
issue of stock, so as to make it payable out of 
tne current revenue. Now, it would be seen, on 
reference to the proceedings of the commissioners 
in 1839, that it was agreed that the whole of these 
claims, principal and interest, should be paid in 
five years; and theact of 1843 confirmed their award, 
the payments being by instalments every three 
months, making twenty quarterly instead of an- 
nual payments; so that the whole amount is due 
now. The mistake of the President* was calcu- 
lated to operate injuriously on the claimants, many 
of whom were citizens of Maryland. He would 
therefore submit the following resolution, which 
he hoped would be agreed to. 

The resolution was then read and agreed to, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to inquire what measures are necessary to secure the prompt 
payment of the claims of citizens of the United States which 
have been liquidated and decided against the Mexican Gov- 
ernment, and which are now‘due, and that they have leave 
to report by bill or otherwise. " 

SALARIES OF JUDGES. 

Mr. MASON desired to introduce a resolution 
directing the Committee on the Judiciary to in- 
crease the salary of the judge of the western dis- 
trict of Virginia. Mr M. spoke of the great in- 
crease of the duties of that office, owing to the 
additional number of courts.that had been estab- 
lished, and their extended terms, &c. 

Mr. BERRIEN took upon himself to say, in the 
absence of the chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, that if the Senator would so modify his 
resolution as to make it a matter of inquiry into 
the expediency of such a step, instead of rendering 
it obligatory, the committee would be prepared to 
give the subject all due consideration. 

Mr. WESTCOTT adverted to the fact that there. 
were now before the Committee on the Judiciary 
some three or four memorials for the augmenta- 
tion of the salaries. of different judges, and he 
thought this subject Might come under considera- 
tion with the rest. He would have no objection 
to the resolution if modified as indicated by the 
Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. MASON then modified his resolution, and 
it was adopted, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
is referred House bill No. 290, entitled ‘ An act to change 
the times for holding the district courts of the United States 
for the western district of Virginia,” be and are hereby in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency, by an amendment 
to said bill, to increase the salary of the judge of said 
court, in consideration of the additional duties devolved 
upon him by the increase in the number of courts in said 
district, and the extension of their respective terms. 

Mr. HALE desired to offer a resolution inquir- 
ing into the expediency of increasing the salary of 
the district judge of New Hampshire, which at the 
present time was lower than any other in the State. 
The salaries of the State judges had been raised by 
a late law. 

Mr. BERRIEN inquired what was the amount 
of the salary of the State judges? 

Mr. HALE replied, by the late law they received 
some $1,600 and some $1,800, while the salary of 
the United States judge was only $1,000. Mr. H. 
then introducéd the following resolution, which 
was agreed to: - 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instruct- 


* In copying the President’s message, an errur occurred 
in a single word, by substituting ‘annual?’ for quarterly. 
The President states the sum awarded to our claimants un- 
der the Mexican commission at $2,026,139 68, which sum is 
taken from the awards on file in the State Department, and 
is perfectly correct. He adds: “This sum was payabie in 
twenty equal annual instalments,” as copied, whereas it is 
truly stated by the President as quarterly.— Union, July 8. 


ed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the salary. of: 
the district judge of New Hampshire, 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, adverted to the 
fact of memorials having been over and over again 
presented from the bar of New Orleans for an in- 
crease of the salary of the judge of the-district of 
Louisiana, which was so notoriously inadequate. 
On his motion it was- 

Ordered, That the memorial of the bar of the city of New: 
Orleans, praying an increasė of the salary of the district 
judge of the district of ‘Louisiana, presented at a former ses- 


sion, be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, to. 
whom was referred the resolution of Mr. Mason. 


On motion of Mr. PHELPS, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the destruction or other disposition of spurious and coun- 
terfeit treasury notes and other public securities, and of 
spurious and counterfeit plates- and coins and impjements 
for making the same, and prevent future circulation or use. 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, 

Resolver, That 150 copies of the report of. the Regents of 
the Smithsonian Institution, printed for the use of the Senate 
be furnished to the Secretary of the Institution for the use of 
said Institution. : 

On motion of Mr. UPHAM, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill for the pay- _ 
ment of the 4th regiment in the 2d brigade of the 
division of the Vermont militia for services in the 
battle of Plattsburg; which, after having been ex- 

lained and advocated by Mr. U., was ordered to 

ye engrossed, and was subsequently read: a’ third 
time and passed. _ 

The joint resolution authorizing the submission 
of certain claims to arbitration, was read a third 
time and passed. - 


OREGON BILL. 


On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate pro-. 
ceeded to the consideration of the special} order, 
being the bill to establish a Territorial. Government 
in Oregon; when— _ 

The question being on the amendment submitted. 
by Mr. Davis, of Mississippi— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, #id, that-although 
the British Parliament was considered as ry a 
tent, still the meanest subject was protected in his: 
property. How. strange, therefore, must it ap- 
pear, that the American Congress should be en- 
gaged in seriously discussing a question which 
affects the. property of fifteen of the States: of the 
Union! The admission of the right of Congress: 
to prohibit slavery implies the right of Congress: 
to establish slavery. And what would be thought 
if the fifteen slaveholding States were to come 
forward with a proposition to Congress. to estab- 
lish slavery in the States in which it does not 
now exist? Or, if it was proposed to prohibit 
any citizen of the free States from entering a slave- 
holding State with his property, would not the 
right of Congress to interfere be denied? He 
looked on the present question as a question of 
power, in which the numerical strength of the free 
States was to be arrayed against the feebleness of 
the South. In this condition, the South has- oniy. 
to say, ‘ We stand still; we have_not the power to 
resist.” The South invokes the free States to stay: 
their hands, and to yield obedience to the mandates 
of the Constitution. 

He referred to the restricted nature of our Gov- 
ernment, and quoted: from the authorities, to show 
the extent of the powers of Congress in reference 
to the Territories. He regarded the: word ‘‘terri- 
tory” in the Constitution as meaning nothing more 
nor less than land. Congress had a right to pro- 
tect this property, to cause surveys.to be made, 
and to establish judicial districts and courta. to try 
criminals who may: commit offences’ against: the 
property. Beyond these powers; he thought, 
Congress could not go. Wherever the framers of 
the Constitution intended to confer exclusive legis- 
lation, they inserted: in the Constitution: proper 
terms. to express that intention. The power of 
Congress to establish territorial governments, al- 
though it had been denied by.some, he would be 
willing to admit, for the sake of argument. But 
if Congress had the power, it must use it in refer- 
ence to its character as a trust—it must act as a 
mere agent. The territory 19 the property of the 
United States, and not of the Government of the 
United States. If Congress had the power to dis- 
tribute the public lands among the several States, 
and were to do so, would it be tolerated if Congress 
were to give a portion of this land free, while it 
clogged another with the condition that no slave 
should be there? Yet the principle was the same 


in this case as in the effort to prohibit slavery in 
the Territories. 

: Gentlemen had referred to former legislation on 
the subject, and had brought forward precedents 
to throw their light on our path. He examined 
some of these precedents, in order to show that 
they did not aid the purposes of those who had 
brought them forward. He stated that Mr. Dane, 
of Massachusetts, not Mr. Jefferson, was the au- 
thor of the restrictive clause in the ordinance of 
1787; so that all the weight supposed to attach to 
it from the name of Jefferson fell. to the ground. 
Having been adopted before the existence of the 
present Constitution, the ordinance could not prop- 
erly be quoted as a legislative precedent under our 
Constitution. He did not doubt that any of the 
great States liad the right to establish slavery 
within their limits; yet, under this ordinance of 
1787, the United States could not establish slavery 
within their territories. Looking at the ordinance 
as a compromise, neither party to such compro- 
mise parted with any of its respective rights. He 
had carefully examined all the acts which had 
been relied on to prove the power of Congress over 
slavery, and: had. found that, in part, they related 
to the powers exercised by Congress under the 
clause relating to commerce. Their only connec- 
tion with the subject was in relation to the traffic 
of slaves. ; 

As to the judicial decisions which had been alio 
relied on, he coincided in the lucid views thrown 
out by his colleague [Mr. Berrien] on the sub- 
ject, regarding them as having no bearing on the 
question. There never had been a solemn decis- 
ion that Congress had the power to exercise the 
right of excluding slavery from the Territories. 

He construed the principles laid down by the 
Baltimore Convention as his colleague did. It was 
intended to convey the distinct opinion that Con- 
gress has no power to interfere with the question 
of slavery in the Territories. He referred to the 
history of the Convention. to sustain him in this 
view—to the course of Mr. Forman, of Georgia, 
Mr. Yancey, and others, who asserted their im- 
pression to be that the principles of the platform 
covered all the ground of the non-interference of 
Congress with the question of slavery in the Ter- 
ritories. He had great confidence in the Demo- 
cratic party, and believed’ that on its integrity de- 
pended. the settlement of this question in a way 
which would prevent the dissolution of the Union. 
He referred to the apostacy of Mr. Van Buren, for 
whom the South sacrificed herself in 1840, and to 
the conduct of some few of the party who had con- 
sented to become his minions, with great severity. 

The amendment of the Senator from Mississippi 
brought up the question, whether Congress had 
the right to interfere on.the questien of the transfer 
of slaves from one Territory. to another. He 
maintained that Congress had reserved the power 
of the veto over the laws of a Territory; so that 
ifa Territory should pass a law excluding slaves 
from a Territory, it would not be valid until it 
had received the sanction of Congress. He held 
that the Constitution had as effectually precluded 
Congréss from abolishing slavery, as it had ex- 
cluded the assumption of titles of nobility. 

Mr. MANGUM having put the question, whether 
General Cass does not assert that the people of the 
Territories have the right to regulate slavery within 
their limits, and that 
° the question ?— | 

Mr. JOHNSON resumed, referring to the letter 
of General Cass to show that he had. not conceded 
any right in the people of the Territories'to regu- 
late the subject, but that he was wilting, as a matter 
of policy, to leave it to be regulated by any new 
Territories, 


Mr. MANGUM said that General Cass seemed. 


to have no opinions on the subject. 

_Mr. JOHNSON said that was precisely the 
situation of the South. She desired no interference, 
but that she should be let ajJone. He wished to 
know General Taylor’s opinions. l 

Mr. MANGUM could not give them. But if 
General Taylor should write a dissertation on the 
subject, he would inform the Senator that it would 
be so plain. that any one might understand it. He 
asked, supposing a North Carolinian went into a 
Territory with a slave—into California or New 
Mexico, which he understood to have been always 
free—who was to judge of the fact whether the 
slave was property or not? 

Mr. JOHNSON referred to the condition. of the 


ongress had. no power over | 
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Mefican territories to show that the prohibition of 
slavery is a political law there, and read an extract 
from a judicial decision to prove from the laws of 
nations, that a politieal law is changed, when by 
conquest, or otherwise, territory is transferred from 
one country to another. If a Carolinian weré to 
go into these tetritories-with his slaves, his prop- 
erty:in these slaves would be recognized complete- 
ly there. He stated that he intended to vote for the 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi. 

He asked what great view of public policy, what 
law of humanity, demanded that slavery should be 


prohibited in the law constituting a Territorial’ 
He did not see how the interests of 


Government? 
olicy or humanity were: likely to be promoted 


by the: adoption of sucha principle, but he saw 
clearly how both these interests must suffer. The 


North will not receive the slave on any terms of 
political equality; he is not permitted to vote, he is 
not elevated socially; on the contrary, he is more 
degraded than even in the southern States. He went 
into an exposition of the fallacy which laid down 
the slave power as a power which was to be dread- 
ed and opposed, contending that it would not pro- 
duce a single representative of the slaves. He 


‘invoked the Senate to take a calm and deliberate 


view of all the bearings of this important question. 
He denied the power of Congress to legislate on 
the subject; and if Congress attempted to legislate 
for the Union, he would stand here to oppose, so 
long as he could utter a sound, or move a muscle 
of hisframe. The South had expected that the ques- 
tion was settled by the Missouri compromise, and 
that the subject would never again be stirred. The 
South had fulfilled her pledge, and had remained 
satisfied. But it was notorious that in the North 
abolitionism had sprung up and spread itself, and 
the compromise had lost its hold. The olive branch 
had frequently been tendered by the South, but it 
had as often been refused by the North, as was evi- 
dent by facts which he referred to in the legislative 


action of Congress, to show that the North had 


uniformly acted against the South. 

Mr. FOOTE reminded the Senator from Georgia, 
that their northern friends had stood by the inter- 
ests of the South, in resisting the Wilmot proviso. 

Mr. JOHNSON said he had not the least in- 
tention to say anything which could evinced unkind- 
ness to the North. He admitted there had been 
occasions when the North had stood forward in 
behalf of the South. But he did not thank the 
North for offering them the Wilmot proviso. 

Mr. HALE asked if he understood the Senator 
from Georgia, as denying. the power of Congress 
to legislate on the subject of slavery in the District 
of Columbia ? 


Mr. JOHNSON replied in the affirmative. 


Mr. HALE replied that in that case, as relates: 


to the District of Columbia, it was at least the duty 
of Congress to undo what had been done in this 
District. If the United States Government carries 
slavery wherever it goes, he wished to know what 
kind of slavery we take with us—whether Dela- 
ware, or Maryland, or New Jersey, or Georgia 
slavery? He denounced the monstrous doctrines. 
on slavery which he had heard this day. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, 
the further consideration of the bill was then passed 
over until to-morrow. 


TERRITORIES. 


Mr. BUTLER moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of his motion for the appoint- 
ment of two additional members:to the Committee 
on Territories. Some very important business had 
been devolved on this committee by the recent 
message of the President. Some of the members 
of the committee were absent, and he was not will- 
ing that all the increased. business and its respon- 
sibility should fall on him. 

Mr. HALE thought the question was of too 
much importance. to be disposed of when the Sen- 
ate was thin. He suggested the propriety of suf- 
fering the motion to lie over, that it might be taken 
up to-morrow, in the morning hour, when the Sen- 
ate would be full. 

Mr. DAVIS expressed a hope that the motion. 
would not be agreed to, and that the subject pre- 
sented in the Presidgnt’s message would be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BREESE expressed.a hope that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary would be increased by two 
additional members. He referred to the history 
of the Committee on Territories, and stated that 


previous to‘ its organization, the Judiciary Com- 
mittee had charge of the Territories; 

‘Mr. ATCHISON said, this was the. firat time 
that: hegrad heard it intimated that the Committees: 
on Territories was an inappropriate committee for 
the preparation of the business relating to the Ter- 
ritories. There was no need to callin the learning. 
of the. Judiciary Committee to regulate these mat- 
ters. The simplest of all bills were those for the es- — 
tablishment of Territorial Governments, the forms 
of which could be found on our statute books. 

Mr. WESTCOTT stated, that under.an impres- 
sion that the question relatingto the government 
of the new territories involved: some important.con- 
siderations, he had. yesterday moved for the ap- 
pointment of a select committee by ballot. He 
would: not: persist in that motion, as he had not 
been backed by his friends. It was not the ques- 
tion of slavery only to which he liad reference. 
There was the claim of Texas to a boundary em- 
bracing all the territory of New Mexico to be eon- 


-sidered, which was very important. 


Mr. RUSK replied that this claim had been es-. 
tablished by the consent of Mexico and the United 
States. 

Mr. FOOTE said that in looking over the list of 
committees, he had come to the conclusion that 
they were all learned, astute, and sound, and he 
thought it would be very discourteous to take the 
subject out of the hands of the Committée on Ter- 
ritories. 

Mr. BUTLER explained his motion, stating, 
that as the committee was now constituted, too 
much responsibility would be thrown on him. 

Mr. RUSK said he should vote against the mo- 
tion, as it was his desire that a special committee 
should be raised to take charge of the subject. 

Mr. BRIGHT referred to the absence of the 
chairman of the Committee on Territories, (Mr. 
Dovetas,] and the uncertainty of his return during. 
the residue of the session. . He (Mr. B.) had use 
every exertion in his power to press forward the 
bills reported by the committee; but he thought 
the labor would be too great unless some additional 
members were appointed. = ok 

Mr. DAYTON urged the propriety of passing 
over the subject until to-morrow. Many Senators 
lad left the Chamber, not expecting that business 
of moment, coming properly: within the morning 
hour, would be called up at this hour of the day. 

Mr. BUTLER said he had given notice in the 
morning of his intention to call it up. after the de- 
bate on the Oregon bill. 

Mr. DAYTON presumed that the Senators who 
had gone away did not think it necessary to regard 
a notice to do what would: be out of order. He 
wished the subject to be considéred when the Sen- 
ate was full, as it seemed to involve matters: of. 
some importance. He moved that the Senate ad- 
journ; which was agreed to—ayes 22, noes:19; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, July 8, 1848. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. BOTTS moved to recommit to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs the bill- of the House to 
amend an act entitled “ An act supplemental to an 
act entitled ‘An act providing for the prosecution 
of the existing war between the United States and 
the Republic of Mexico,’ ”?” and for other pur- 
poses, together with the amendments of the Senate 
thereto. 

Mr. B. said that he perceived from the papers 
that the President (by what authority Mr. B. did 
not pretend to know) had directed that the officers 
whose term of service would Hf ese expire on the 
termination of the war, should continue in com- 
mission until the 20th instant: as that would allow 
ample time for the necessary deliberation, he would 
now move that the bill from: the Military Com- 
mittee be recommitted to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. BRODHEAD hoped the motion would pre- 
vail, and that the bill might be so amended as to 
allow to all officers and privates of the army three 
months’ extra pay, and providing that the law 

assed for raising an additional military force might 
be carried fully out. If the third. section of the 
bill as it came from the Senate should pass, he 
hoped the second would be stricken out. 

‘The motion of Mr. Borrs was agreed to, and 
the bill recommitted accordingly. 


908 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


July 8, 


Mr. WHITE moved to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on thestate of the Union from Sen- 
ate bill renewing certain naval pensions for the 
term of five years, and extending the bengfits of 
existing laws respecting naval pensions to engi- 
neers, firemen, and coal-heavers in the navy, and 
to their widows. 

The reading of the bill was called for; it not 
being at hand— 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the resolution relative 
to printing 10,000 copies extra of the report of the 
Committee on Public Lands on the. graduation, re- 
duction, and disposition of the public domain, 
reported the following resolution, which was read 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies extra of said report be 
printed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the resolution relative to printing the re- 
ports of the majority and minority of the Com- 
mittee on Public Expenditures on the subject of 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the 
finances, reported the following resolution, which 
was read and agreed to: - 

Resoived, That extra copies of neither of said reports be 
printed. 

The bill of the Senate renewing certain naval 
pensions, &c., having been brought to the Clerk’s 
table— 

The SPEAKER stated the question on dis- 
charging the Committee of the Whole, as stated 


above. 
Mr. BURT called for the regular order of busi- 


ness. 

The SPEAKER stated that there was no regu- 
lar order of business on Fridays and Saturdays 
except private business, and there was none of that 
character on the Speaker’s table which could be 
put before the House at this time. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar. The motion was 
rejected. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Root, of Ohio, in the chair,) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for the current and continggnt ex- 
penses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes 
for the year ending June 30, 1849. 

The question pending was on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means to the 15th amendment of the Senate, 
and heretofore published. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, being entitled to 
the floor, concluded the remarks commenced by 
him yesterday, which consumed his allotted hour. 

Mr. GENTRY spoke with great earnestness in 
favor of concurring with the Senate’s amendment 
in favor of the North Carolina Cherokee Indians; 
arguing that on all principles of equity and of nation- 
al law the treaty of New Echota should be so inter- 
preted as to allow to those Indians the sum provi- 
ded for the removal and subsistence of such of the 
tribe as removed west of the Mississippi, on the 
ground that whether the words of the treaty, if 
made with a foreign Power, would in strictness of 
law bear that construction or not, yet the treaty 
having been so explained to the Indians by our 
commissioner, and they having so understood it, 
it ought to be carried out according to their under- 
standing of it. And if the allowance of the princi- 
pal should be made, then the interest since accruing 
would follow of course. 

Mr. THOMESON, of Jndiana, made some re- 
marks in reply to Mr. Rocka#ie in relation to 
certain licensed Indian traders who were driven 
from the Indian country by the Indian agent. 

The hour allotted for debate having expired, the 
question was stated on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the Committee of Ways and Means 
to the amendment of the Senate, when— 

Mr. VINTON, who was entitled to an hour in 
closing the debate, went into a full explanation of 
his own understanding of the whole subject of the 
treaty; the policy in which it originated; the ends 
it was intended to secure, and the manner in which 
it was originally proposed, and in what shape it 
waa finall ratified. He contended that the policy 
of General Jackson, and those who supported him, 


having been to effect the removal of the Indians 
from all the States where they were settled to new 
territory west of the Mississippi, the provision for 
the expense of their removal, apd for their sub- 
sistence in their new homes for one year, had been 
inserted in the treaty to furnish an inducement to 
their assent to the removal. Some of the Indians 
refused to go, and great difficulty arose in finally 
effecting the object in view. To allow the same 
amount to those tribes or individuals who refused 
to remove as was given to those who did, was, in 
effect, to offer a premium for refusal, and by such 
a proceeding the Government was effectually coun- 
teracting and defeating its own policy. Perceiv- 
ing this, the treaty, before its final ratification, had 
been altered; the clause providing the cost of re- 
moval and subsistence to Indians (such as those 
in North Carolina) who did not remove was 
stricken out, and in place of it wasa provision 
that those who remained should receive, in com- 
mon with those who went, an allowance, per 
capita, out of a certain Indian fund in the Treas- 
ury, after certain charges on that fund had first 
been deducted. He, therefore, argued against the 
Senate’s amendment, as contrary both to the terms 
and policy of the treaty. 

He then explained an amendment which was 
proposed by the Committee of Ways and Means, 
which provided in substance that a fund should 
be set apart and kept in the treasury, so that 
whenever any of these Indians concluded to re- 
move, they should receive the full amount of re- 
moval and subsistence as stipulated in the treaty; 
and meanwhile to pay them the interest on their 
per capita share of the Indian fund. 

Mr. V. having concluded his remarks— 

The question was stated on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee of Ways 
ane Means to the 15th amendment of the Senate; 
when— 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senate by striking out the proviso in 
the 4th and last section, which is as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall prevent 
Congress, on a final settlement of the questions arising 
under the treaty of New Echota, from charging the sums 
herein required to be funded or paid for the benefit of the 
Cherokees of North Carolina, or any part thereof, to the 


Cherokee fund under that treaty, if Congress shall find it 
just and proper to do so. 


And inserting in lieu thereof the following: 


Provided, That the amount herein required to be fund- 
ed for the benefit of the said Cherokees of North Caro- 
lina, and the amount i brie to be paid to them, shall be 
charged to the general Cherokee fund, under the treaty of 
New Echota, and shall be reimbursed therefrom. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The question was then put on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee of Ways and Means 
to the amendment of the Senate. 

The count was had by tellers, and there were— 
ayes 71, noes 76. 

So the amendment of the Committee of Ways 
and Means was disagreed to. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senate, (the two sections,) and, being 
put, it was decided by tellers in the affirmative— 
ayes 77, noes 60. 

So the amendment of the Senate was agreed to. 

All the amendments to the Indian appropriation 
bill having been acted on, the committee rose and 
reported the bill as amended to the House. 

The House proceeded to consider the said amend- 
ments. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend the 15th amend- 
ment of the Senate, by striking out all after the 
word *‘ Indians,” where it first occurs, and inserting 
the substitute reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and also moved the previous question. 

After suggestions and inquiries by various mem- 
bers, the previous question was seconded; and 
under the operation thereof, the first thirteen amend- 
ments of the Senate (which were concurred in by 
the Committee of the Whole) were read and agreed 
to by the House without a division. 

The question was stated on the 14th amendment 
of the Senate, which strikes out the third section 
of the bill. 

The Committee of the Whole disagreed to this 
amendment. : 

The question being put on agreeing to the Sen- 
ate’s said amendment, it was decided by yeas and 
nays in the negative—yeas 68, nays 109. 

_So the House refused to strike out the third sec- 
tion. 


The 15th amendment of the Senate, which adds 
two sections, was read, and the amendment thereto 
reported by the Committee of the Whole (Mr. 
CLINGMAN’s proviso) was ed to. ` 

The amendment moved by Mr. Viton to the 
15th amendment of the Senate, viz: to strike out 
all after the word *‘ Indians,” where it first occurs, 
and insert in lieu thereof the amendment reported 
by the Committee of Ways and Means, was read; 
and the question being put on agreeing thereto, it 
was decided in the negative by yeas and nays— 
yeas 75, nays 94. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the 15th 
amendment of the Senate as amended, and being 
put, was agreed to by yeas and nays—yeas 94, 
nays 71. 

he 17th and last amendment of the Senate, (a 
new section,) which was agreed to by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, was then read and concurred 
in by the House. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the 15th amendment of the Senate was 
agreed to. 

The motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved that a 
committee of conference on the part of the House 
to meet a similar committee on the part of the 
Senate be appointed on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was rejected. 


Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to which had been referred the bill 
making appropriations for certain fortifications of 
the United States for the year ending June 30, 
1849, asked leave to report the same back to the 
House. Objected to. 


The following bills of the Senate, lying on the 
Speaker’s table, were taken up, read twice, and 
referred to appropriate committees: 

A bill for the relief of Gamaliel Taylor (late mar- 
shal of Indiana) and his securities. 

A bill for the relief of William W. Wynn. 

A bill for the relief of David Wilkinson. 

A bill for the relief of H. Fredieu, M. Vercher, 
C. Sanmiguel, P. U. Gagnon, V. Carbanaux, and 
F. Harbo, of Louisiana. : 

A bill for the relief of area Taylor. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of John Wall, 
deceased. 5 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Moses White. 

A bill for the relief of Columbus Alexander and 
Theodore Barnard. 

A bill for the relief of D. A. Watterston. 

A bill for the relief of Charles M. Gibson. 

A bill for the relief of James G. Carson. 

A bill concerning the Pay department of the 


army. 

A bill for the payment of the 4th omen in the 
Qd brigade of the 3d division of the Vermont mili- 
tia for services at the battle of Plattsburg. 

A bill to allow subsistence to certain Arkansas 
and other volunteers who have been prisoners of 
war in Mexico. 

A resolution in reference to the next census. 

The Senate bill to extend an act entitled ‘*An 
act proviang for the adjustment of. all suspended 

reémption land claims in the several States and 
erritories,”’ approved August 3, 1846, was read 


‘three times and passed, and returned to the Senate. 


Mr. SIMPSON asked leave to make a report 
from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecticut, objected to 
the reception of any report out of order. 

Mr. McLANE gave notice, under the rule, that 
on some subsequent day he would bring in a joint 
resolution for the erection of the Territories of Ore- 
gon, California, and New Mexico into States for 
admission into the Union, and providing for the 
organization and admission of other States formed 
out of the Territories of said States of Oregon, 
California, and New Mexico, upon certain terms 
and conditions. 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 

The following petitions were presented under the rule and 
referred : 

By Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania: The petition of the 
legai representatives of Major L. P. Montgomery. 

By Mr.PALFREY: The petition of James T. Woodbury, 
of Acton, Massachusetts, and 55 others, praying for the re- 
peal of the franking privilege and the reducution of letter 
postage. e 


1848. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, July 8, 1848. 


Mr. DIX presented a memorial from Samuel 
Colman, proposing to prepare a general index of 
all the Congressional documents. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, reported a joint resolution allowing the proper 
accounting officers of the treasury to make a just 
and fair settlement of the claim of the Cherokee 
nation of Indians according to the principles estab- 
lished by the treaty of August, 1846. 

_The joint resolution having been read a first 


time— 

Mr. BELL asked the Senate to take up the joint 
resolution for consideration at this time. He ex- 

lained the difficulties which had arisen in the ad- 
justment of the amount appropriated under the 
treaty of 1846, by which the Government had laid 
down certain principles on which the settlement 
should be based. ‘There had been great difficulty 
in coming to an understanding with the three par- 
ties among the Cherokees—the old settlers, the 
treaty, and the Ross or anti-treaty party. The 
commissioner had reported a mode in which he 
thought the settlement could be made. But the 
Indians have protested against the equity and jus- 
tice of that mode. The Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, without sustaining the views of either of the 
parties, have come to a conclusion to recommend 
to the Senate that the matter be referred to the 
Comptroller of the Treasury, as it is believed that 
he will be able to come to an accurate conclusion 
on the subject. 

Mr. ATHERTON asked if it was intended by 
the committee to reject the report of the Commis- 
sioner ? 

Mr. BELL replied that the joint resolution was 
not intended to give a negative to the report. It 
does not interfere with the report in any way. 
There was a mimou as to assigning the proper 
proportions to the different heads. Everything 
was intended to be submitted to the Comptroller. It 
was not intended to involve any expenditure so far 
ashe knew. The only object was to determine 
how the balance should be distributed. 

Mr. ATHERTON, deeming the matter of more 
importance than appeared on the face of the reso- 
lution, suggested the propriety of laying the sub- 
ject over for further consideration. 

The joint resolution was therefore passed over 
informall ; | 

Mr. BEN TON, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported a bill to carry into effect certain 
stipulations of the treaty between the United States 
of America and the Republic of Mexico, of the 22d 
February, 1848. 

[The first section authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay the certificates issued to citizens 
the United States under the act of September 1, 
1841. 

The 2d section provides that the claims adjudi- 
cated by the Board of Commissioners appointed 
under the convention of April 11, 1839, and re- 
ferred to the umpire, and which were not decided 
by him, but returned to said board on the 25th of 
February, 1842, shall be considered as adjudicated ; 
and the sums awarded in favor of said claimants, 
respectively, and reported to said umpire, together 
with the interest on the same, be paid to said claim- 
ants, or their representatives. 

Section 3 provides forthe appointment of a board 
of three commissioners to examine all claims of 
citizens of the United States upon the Republic of 
Mexico provided for by the treaty. 

Sections 4 and 5 relate to details. 

Section 6 fixes the salaries of the commissioners 
at $3,000; of the secretary at $2,000; and of the 
clerk at $1,500. 

Section 7 provides that claims shall be paid in 
certificates of stock of the United States, and re- 
deemable at the pleasure of the Government, or in 
money, at the option of the United States. 

Section 8 provides that the board shall terminate 
its business in two years from its organization. ] 


On motion of Mr. FOOTE, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of requiring marshals, 
clerks, and district attorneys, in all criminal cases, to make 
reports to the Solicitor of the Treasury, as in civil cases; 
and also as to the propriety of requiring said officers, on the 
zettiement of their respective accounts with the Treasury, 
“i have their fees, costas, and charges allowed and paid to 

em. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


THE COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES. 

Mr. BUTLER moved to resume the unfinished 
business of yesterday, being the motion made by 
him to increase the Committee on the Territories 
to seven members. 

Mr. DAVIS hoped some reason would be as- 
signed for the motion. 

r. BUTLER said there were but three mem- 
bers of the committee in the habit of attending the 
meetings. ‘There was some important business 
now referred to the committee, and he hoped these 
additional members would be given. 

Mr. DAYTON thought the subject should go 
to the Committee on Territories, and not to the 
Judiciary Committee. As to the additional mem- 
bers, he thought it unnecessary. Business was 
not expedited by having a numerous committee. 


. Experience rather justified a different conclusion. 


There were but three Territories, and he presumed 
only one bill would be prepared. 

Mr. WESTCOTT suggested, as a point of or- 
der, that a rule of the Senate could not be changed 
by a mere vote of a majority. 

Mr. BUTLER said similar changes had hereto- 
fore been made on motion. ‘Two members had 
been added to the Naval Committee. He repeated 
that important business was before the committee. 

The CHAIR decided against the point of order, 
and stated that the motion was in order. 

Mr. BADGER asked on what day the order 
was made referring this matter to the Committee 
on the Judiciary? l 

The CHAIR replied that it was made on the 6th. 
. Mr. BREESE read the rule of the Senate re- 
garding the functions of the committees, to show 
that the Committee on the Judiciary was the proper 


one. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, considered the 
Committee on Territories, as its name seemed to 
imply, to be the proper committee. To this com- 
mittee belongs the duty, not only of organizing a 
Territorial Government, but of attending to the 
business of the Territories generally. Fie asked 
if it was known what opinions were entertained 
by the members of the committee, and whether on 
this ground the motion of the Senator from South 
Carolina had been made? He thought it might be 
best for the committee to try the experiment before 
additional members were given. If more strength 
should be required, itcan be given when the com- 
mittee shall find it necessary. If there was a dis- 
position to constitute a committee all on one side, 
it would be an unfair proceeding. The committee 
should compare opinions, and come to aresult, 
and if it makes a report, then the Senate will be 
able to decide. 

Mr. BUTLER said he had attended the com- 
mittee when notified, except when out of the city. 
He was absent when the Nebraska and Minesota 
bills were reported. He believed that in the set- 
tlement between Wisconsin and Minesota, the 
ordinance of 1787 was violated. He merely stated 
this to show that these bills had not been reported 
with his assent. 

Mr. BRIGHT expressed his belief, that as the 
committee was now constituted, there was no pros- 
pect of the committee coming to an agreement on 
the subjects now referred to it. 

Mr. DAYTON said he thought the Senate should 
not interfere, as it was clear, from the statements 
made, that the committee had as yet taken no action 
on the subject. He deprecated the adding of new 
members to a committee because it was intimated 
that the members constituting the committee dif- 
fered in opinion. He repeated his conviction that 
the Territorial Committee was the proper commit- 
tee, and that the subject would be referred to that 
committee, and not to the Judiciary Committee; 
and that the motion for two additional members 
would not be agreed to.. He had no doubt that 
the chairman and a working member or two would 
do the business satisfactorily. l 

Mr. BUTLER said, that if his motion was ob- 
jected to, he would modify it so as to ask for the 
addition of one member in the room of the chair- 
man, now absent. . 

Mr. FOOTE was against the reference of the 
subject to the Judiciary Committee, but he thought, 
after the explanations of two members of the com- 
mittee, that it would be proper to give the additional 
members asked for. 

Mr. HALE said it was apparent that the ques- 
tion of slavery was the point in question. 
add two members—one in favor of and the other 


If we 


909 


against slavery—what would be gained? He saw 
no good from making the change, as there had 
been no effort yet made by the committee to agree. 
He was opposed to any course of the Senate which 
would force the committee to a one-sided report, 
as it would resemble the packing of a jury, and 
would destroy the effect of any report throughout 
the country. ° 

Mr. WESTCOTT said his t objection to 
the increase asked for was the danger of the pre- 
cedent, which, in high party times, might be made 
the ground of some improper action. As to the 
practice of the Senate, he referred to a precedent 
or two, which would be found in the Congressional 
Globe, to show that the course now objected to 
had been taken. 

Mr. BUTLER modified his motion so as to add 
one member. - 

Mr. UPHAM asked if there was any vacancy. 

Mr. BUTLER withdrew his modification. | 
; The question was then taken, and decided as fol- 

ows: 

YEAS—Meszrs. Bell, Berrien, Breese, Bright, Buuer, 
Calhoun, Davis of Mississippi, Downs, Foote, Hunter, John- 
son of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Pearce, Se- 
bastian, Turney, and Yulee—1J7. 

NAY S—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Badger, Benton, Brad- 
bury, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dix, Dodge, 
Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Johnson 
of Maryland, Metcalfe, Miller Niles, Rusk, Spruance, Stur- 
geon, Underwood, Upham, Walker, and Westcott—27. 

. OREGON BILL. 

On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the special order, 
being the bill to establish a Territorial Govern- 
ment in Oregon. 

The question being on the amendment submitted 
by Mr. Davis, of Mississippi— 

Mr. DAVIS, of MassachusetfS, said the dis- 
cussion of this subject had heretofore been depre- 
cated; but now it seemed to be invited by those 
who had hitherto been reluctant to enter on it. 
He was ready to enter into the discussion, and he 
hoped the question would be temperately debated 
on both sides. He felt himself constrained to take 
some notice of the question of the power of Con- 
gress under the Constkution to create, abolish, 
or regulate glavery. The power of Congress over 
the subject had been entirely denied by some Sen- 
ators. He read the clause giving power to Con- 
gress over Territories. It had been argued that 
this was merely a power over property, and that 
it conveyed no sovereignty. It had been said that 
the language of the Constitution, in reference to 
the power given over*the District of Columbia, 
was ‘* exclusive jurisdiction,” and that this phrase 
was not applied to any of the Territories. He ad- ~ 
mitted that the phraseology of the Constitution 
favored this view, and gave some strength to the 
argument that sovereignty was not conveyed to 
Congress over Territories. But to meet this, 
he adduced the contemporaneous sentiments of 
the framers of the Constitution, and the circum- 
stances under which the Convention came into 
existence. The Convention found the ordinance 
of 1787 in existence, and this ordinance excluded 
slavery from the Territories to which it extended, 
and these comprised all the territory of the United 
States under the treaty of 1783 which was not at 
that time within the limits of the States. The 
Convention looked into this ordinance, and left 
it untouched, to bind future generations. The 
thought of acquiring new territory, and of pur- 
chasing sovereignties, never entered the head of 
any one. The ordinance referred to the territory 
then in possession of the United States, but did 
not reach any new States which might be acquired. 

The Convention knew that out of the North- 
west Territory six States would hereafter be con- 
structed. It was calculated that a certain number 
of slave States and a certain number of free States 
would be admitted. But the idea of any new ter- 
ritory to be acquired from foreign countries, never 
entered into the calculation. No one then ever 
dreamed of trading in sovereignties. The states- 
men of that day were of the opinion that there 
was no power to acquire or govern. But when 
territory was acquired, it brought with it the 
power to govern. The right of sovereignty im- 
plies the right to regulate property. Such a 
thing as sovereignty without the right to reg- 
ulate property, was never heard of. When 
we came to acquire territory out of our original 
boundary, we left soundings, launched out to sea, 
and went beyond the reach of the Canatitution 


‘Gentlemen may turn over the leaves -ofthe Con- 


stitution, but they can find no warrant for the 
government of territory which was never contem- 
plated in the Constitution. And then Senators 
‘turn round and say, Congress has no power over 
the matter, because they can find nothing written 
.on. the subject in the Constitption. If we assume 
the right to acquire territory beyond the-reach of 
ithe Constitution, and for which the Constitution 
-makes no provision, .we shall do wisely to en- 
deavor to regulate it on-principles as nearly in ac- 
-eordance with the spirit- of the Constitution as 
possible. . 

On the question of property in slaves, which 
he conceded for the sake of argument, it is not 
distinguishable from other property. It existed 
in Louisiana and in Florida when the United States 
took possession of the sovereignty; and the Uni- 
ted States -has so used that sovereignty, that sla- 
very has been.maintained and upheld there-by the 

wer.of law, or else it has existed without law. 

t has existed by the will and law of the United 
States, and not by any other power. The United 
States has also prohibited the traffic in slaves with 
foreign countries. Who, then, can rise up and 
„say that Congress has no power to prohibit slavery 
in Territories? He admitted that Congress could 
not interfere with slavery in the States. But if 
‘Congress could create or maintain slavery in the 
Territories, so it could prohibit slavery. He would 
not, however, that Congress should attempt to 
abolish slavery anywhere without adequate com- 
‘pensation. : ; 

‘On the subject of a-slaveholder carrying his 
slaves with him into any free territory, he made 
‘some remarks, in reply to the assertion that he 
carried with him-the laws of the State from which 
‘he came, on the principle of coequality. This had 
-been answered by the suggestion, that if the citi- 
zens of thirty-States took their slaves into a free 
territory, they would, inthat case, carry with 
‘them all these conflicting laws, and every individual 
would have to act as his own lawyer. 

‘He -regarded the arguments advanced onthe 
-other side as tending .to draw us away from the 
basis on which the Constitution was originally 
placed. He could not:see anything-to offen! the 

elicacy. of any Senator in tendering the same 
proposition to them, which was given by the ordi- 


nance of 1787 to the Northwest ‘Territory. At the | 


adoption of the Constitution there were six slave 
and eight free States. He then went into calcula- 
‘tions to show. how the representation of the free 
and slave States would have stood, if we had never 
éktended our territory beyond the -limits embraced 
in the treaty of 1783. He also gave some statistics 
to prove how the representation will stand when 
the new Territories shall be all admitted. The 
South had. boasted that it asked nothing and ex- 


- pected nothing; and that it only required to be 


‘permitted to stand still. To stand still! After ob- 
taining a vast expenditure of blood and treasure 
for the acquisition of territory, the South says we 
only ask to be let alone,.and suffer the Constitu- 
tion to work out its purposes; when they know 
that there is not a word in the Constitution appli- 
cable to the state of things. The Constitution 
never anticipated such a distribution of political 
power as now exists. ‘The South has obtained a 
great preponderating power, yet lt assumes a grave 
face, and complains of wrongs. : 

Mr. CALHOUN made some explanations to 
show that the Senator from Massachusetts was in 
error in his statistics.as to the proportion between 
slave and free States. 

Mr.. DAVIS went on to say we had seen treas- 
ure taken out for the purpose of enhancing the 
power of the slave States; and to illustrate the 
spirit which had so often induced the South to 
endeavor to spread its institutions, and to curtail 
the limits and influence of the free States. .The 
present discussion, he thought, might be produc- 
tive of good effects, because it would lead to a 
comparison of views. The Senators from the 
‘South had warned us of fearful consequences. 
‘Phey heard the matterings of the distant thunder, 
and foretold the approach of the storm. Let it 
come. He would be as much concerned as any 
one should the Union be endangered. But if we 
cannot speak the truth to each other, the Union is 
but a rope of sand. ` 

He referred to the annexation of Texas, and the 
resolution annexing it, which provided that there 
may ibe five States taken out of that State, three of 


‘would not allow it. 
‘the public acquiescence in such an attempt would 


which would be slave :States. What have been 
the consequences of the admission of Texas? It 
may be called bad taste to complain; but from that 
act grew out the war with Mexico. From the 
presence of the representatives from ‘Texas on this 
floor, resulted the repeal of our previous beneficial 
revenue system, and the substitution of the present 


system in 1846. The evils to which he referred had 


not been. produced by the Whigs here, but by the 
union of the Democracy of the South and the 
North. And even now we have been.told by the 
Senator from South Carolina that this is the favor- 
able moment to make a new push for power; that 
just on the eve of the Presidential election it is the 


-_proper moment to give the screw another turn, and 


to use party machinery to overthrow the public 
interests. He intimated that the people had be- 


come awake to the true condition of things, and 


that it was too late to expect further concessions to 
the South than it had already obtained. He warned 


‘it not to make further experiments on the free 


States, which would now take their stand and resist 
any further innovations upon the compromises of 
the Constitution. | 

As to the introduction of slavery into the-new 
territory, he assured the Senate that the people 
Senators who calculated on 


find themselves greatly mistaken. He had often 


declared it as his opinion that free soil should not 
.be encumbered with slavery. He was not disposed 


to dwell more on this topic; but he trusted the 
Senate would ponder well on this subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, expressed a de- 
sire to address the Senate; but the hour being some- 


‘what late, he moved that the further censideration 


of the bill be postponed until Monday next; which 
motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of Executive 
business; and, after some time spent therein, the 
doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, July 10, 1848. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and.approved. 


Mr. PETTIT asked leave to offer a resolution 
making Senate bill for the repair of the-dam in the 
Ohio river at Cumberland [sland the special order 
of the day next succeeding the general appropria- 
tion bills and the bill to establish the ‘Territorial 
Government of Oregon. 

Objection being made— 

Mr. P. moved a suspension of the rules. Dis- 
agreed to, two-thirds not voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. GOGGIN, by leave, presented a memorial 
of citizensof Richmond for relief from the present 
oppressive mail arrangements between the city of 
Richmond and the North. Laid on the table. 

Mr. G..also moved a.suspension of the rules for 
the purpose of taking up the bill of the Senate in 
relation to the renewal of the contract for carrying 
the southern mail, but withdrew it.at the request 


of— 


Mr. McLANE, who presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Baltimore similar to the one just presented 
by Mr. GoceIn. 

‘Mr. McL. renewed the motion to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of taking up the southern 
mail contract resolution. 

The question was put, and the motion was dis- 

reed to, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved a suspension of 
the rules for the purpose of taking up the Presi- 
dent’s message in relation to the treaty with Mex- 
ico, and referring it to the appropriate committees, 
as suggested by Mr. Burr on Thursday. _ 

The yeas and nays were taken on the motion-to 


suspend, and resulted as follows: 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


J uly 1 0, 


Van Dyke, Venable, Wallace, Wiek, Wiley, Williams, 
Wilmot, and Woodwari—8l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Blanchard, Boydon, 
Buckner, Cabell, Canby, Chapman, Clingman,.Collamer, 
Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, Dixon, Don- 


‘nell, Duer,: Daniel Duncan, Embree, Alexander Evans, 


Nathan Evans, Fisher, Flournoy, Freedley, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Nathan K. Hall, Moses 
Hampton, Henry, Hilliard, Isaac E.:Holmes; Sliay B. Holmes, 


John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. In- 


gersoll, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Daniel P. King, Marsh, 


‘Marvin, Mullin, Nelson, ‘Newatl, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pendle 
ton, Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, John A. Rockwell, Bose, 


Root, Rumsey, Shepperd, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, 
Truman Smith, Strohm, Tallmadge, Tooinbs, Vinton, War- 


ren, and Wentworth—70. 


Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 


rules were not suspended. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved a suspension of the 
rules for the purpose of enabling him to offer the 
following resolutions, which were read for infor- 
mation : 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to this House the best and most reliable information in 
his possession relating to.the proper limits and boundaries 
of New Mexico and California, with the population of each 
respectively, and particularly copies of the maps referred 
toin the late treaty between Mexico and the United States. 

Resolved, further, That the President be also requested to 
inform this House whether there are not now civil goverp- 
ments organized in New Mexico and California; and, if so, 
what are their form and character; by whom and when were 
they instituted, and by what authority; by whom and in what 
way are they maintained and supported; and particularly 
that he inform this House whether the Governor and other 
officers appointed in New Mexico by General Kearny, in 
1846, and the Governor and other officers appointed by Com- 
modore Stockton in California during the same year, still 
hold the appointments thus conferred on them ; and whether 
the salaries affixed to their offices: have been paid out of the 
Seay of the United States; and, if so, by what authority 
of law. 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the 
House whether there have been any trial or trials and con- 
victions of any person or persons of treason against the Uni- 
ted States in that part of Mexico lying east of the Rio 
Grande, since the same has been in the occupancy of our 
army; and if so, before what tribunals such trials were had, 
whether civil or military; and by what authority of lawsuch 
tribunal or tribunals were established; and that he furnish 
the House with a copy of the proceedings in such case or 
cases. 


On the motion to suspend the rules, the yeas and 

nays were taken, and resulted—yeas 169, nays 7. 
wo-thirds having voted in the affirmative, the 

rules were susj ended , and the resolutions received. 

Mr. STEPHENS did not intend to consume 
much of the time of the House in presenting the 
reasons which influenced him in offering these 
resolutions. The President of the United States 
communicated to this House a few days ago the 
fact that he had. lately made a treaty, by which 
we acquired California and New Mexico, and he 
cafled on Congress to make the necessary legisla- 
tion for those new territories; and it seemed to 
him (Mr. S.) manifestly proper that this House 
should ‘be informed what was the extent of the 
boundaries and limits of this country over which 
we are to legislate, and the character of the people 
over whom we are to legislate. So far as New 
Mexico is concerned, for one, he wished to know 
authoritatively from the President what.the limits 
of that country are. He wished to know whether 
New Mexico extends to this side of the Rio Grande 
or not; and, if so, to what extent. He wished to: 
know if the President calls on Congress to legis- 
late for portions of territory which he had previ- 
ously informed the country ‘belonged to Texas, 
and he was sure the honorable Representatives 
from Texas wished to obtain the same information. 
He wished the President to inform this House and 
the country if, in the face of his message of 1846, 
which he (Mr. S.) had before him, Santa Fé is in 
New Mexico, or within the limits of ‘Texas which 
has been attached to this Union. He had the 
President’s message of 1846 in his hand, and he 
would read a short extract from it. It was as fol- 
lows: 


« The Congress of Texas on the 19th of December, 1836, 
passed ¢‘ An act to define the boundaries of the Republic of 
Texas, in which they declared the Riv Grande from its 
mouth to its source. to be the boundary, and by the said act 
they extended their ‘ tivil and political jurisdiction’ over the 
country up to that boundary. During a period of more than 
niue years which intervened between the adoption of her 
constitution and her annexation as one of the S.ates of our 
Union, Texas asserted and exercised many acts of sover- 
eignty and jurisdiction over the country and inhabitants 
west of the Nueces. She organized and defined the hinits 
She established 
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.both the Congress and Convention of Texas which gave 
their assent to the terms of annexation to the United States 
proposed by our Congress, were representatives residing 

- west of the Nueces who took part in the act of annexation 
itself. This was the Texas which, by act of our Congress 
of the 29th of December, 1845, was.admitted as one of the 
States of this Union.” 


What Texas? He wanted the President to 
show what Texas he meant. The Texas which 
extends from the mouth of the Rio Grande to its 
source? That was. the assertion of the President 
of the United States, as nine-tenths of the people 
doubtless understood him. 

Now, about the same time this message was sent 
to Congress, there was on file in the Department 
of State a document to which he wished to call the 
attention of the House. ` It was a document which 
emanated from Brigadier General Kearny, which 
was in these words: 

Appointment by General Kearny of civil officers. 

Being duly authorized by the President of the United 
States of America, I hereby make the following appoint- 
ments for the.governmentof New Mexico, a Territory of the 
United States. The officers thus appointed will be obeyed 
and respected accordingly : 

Charles Bent, to be Governor. 

Donaieano Vigil, to be Secretary of the Territory. 

Richard Dallam, to be Marshal. l 

Francis P. Biair, to be United States District Attorney. 

Charles Blumner, to be Treasurer. 

Eugene Seitzendorfer, to he Auditor of Public Accounts. 

Joab: Houghton, Antonio Jose Otero, Charles Beaubian, to 
be Judges of the Superior Court. 

Given at Santa Fé, the capital of the Territory of New 
-Mexico, this 22d day of September, 1846, and in the seventy- 
first. year of the independence of.the United States. 

8. W. KEARNY, 
Brigadier General United States Army. 


He also read the following extracts from docu- 
ment No. 24, entitled ‘‘ Organic Law of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico:”’ 


“ ART. 1.—Sec. 1. The country heretofore known as New 
Mexico shall be known hereafter and designated as the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, in the United States of America, and 
`` the temporary government of ‘the said Territory shall be or- 
ganized and administered in the manner herein prescribed.” 
& ART.2. Executive power.—Sec. 1. The Executive pow- 
er shall be vested in a Governor, who shall reside in the 
said Territory, and shall hold his office for two years, unless 
sooner removed by the Presidént of the United States. 

« He shall be the commander-in-chief of the militia of the 
said Territory, except when called into the service of the 
suites States, and ez officio Superintendent of Indian Af- 
fairs. 

& He shall have power to fill all civil -and military offices 
which shall be established, the appointments to which shall 
not be otherwise provided for by law.’? 

” ART.3. Legislative power.—Sec. 1. The legislative power 


shali be vested in a General Assembly, which shall consist. 


of a Legislative Council and a House of Representatives. 

‘Sec, 2. The House of Representatives shall consist of 
members to be chosen every two years by the qualified elect- 
ors of the several counties; and the Legislative Council 
-Bhall consist of members to be chosen every four years by 
the qualified electors of their respective districts.” 

« Sece.7. Until the legislative power shall otherwise direct, 
the Territory of New Mexico shall retain the division: of 
counties and districts established by the decree of the depart- 
ment of New Mexico of June 17, 1844, and they shall be 
represented as follows: In the House of Representatives, the 
eounty of Santa. Fé shall have three members; the county 
of San Miguel del Bado, three; the county of Rio Arriva, 
three; the county ol Valencia, five; the county of Taos, 
three; the county of Santa Anna, two; and the county of 
Bernallillo, two. In the Legislative Council, the central 
district shali have three members; the northern district, two 
memberz; and the southeastern district, two members. 
‘Which apportionment shall continue until otherwise directed 
b law.?? 

Nc Bee. 10. The General Aasembly shall convene at the 
city of Santa Fé on the first Monday in December, A. D. 
1847, and on the first Monday in December every two years 
thereafter, until otherwise ‘provided by law; and each: house 
shall elect one of its own members as speaker,.and shall 
choose clerks and such other officers as may be necessary ; 
and shall sit from day to day, on its own adjournments, until 
all its business shall be finished.” 

“ART. 4. Judicial pover.—Sec. 1. The judicial power shall 
‘be vested in a superior court, and inferior tribunals to be 
established by law. 

« Sec. 2. The superior court shall consist of three judges, 
to be appointed by the President of the United States. One 
of them shall be the presiding judge, and-the others associate 
judges. The judges shall be conservators of the peace 
throughout the Territory, and shall hold courts at such times 
ano places, and perform such duties as shall be -prescribed 
by law.” 

Ye ART. 5. Miscellaneous.—Sec. 1. Members of the General 
Assembly; the Governor, whose salary shall be $2,000 a 
year; the Secretary of.the Treasury, whose salary shall be 
$1,200 a year; the Judges of the Superior Court, whose 
salaries shall be $1,500 a year each ; the Marshal of the 
Territory, whose salary shall be 500 a year; the United 
States District Attorney, whose salary shall be §500 a year, 
shall be paid out of the Treasury of.the United States. The 
Auditor and Treasurer shall each receive a salary of $500 a 
year, one-half of which shall be paid out of the T'reasury of 
the United States, and.the remainder out of the Territorial 
Treasary.”? 


‘General Kearny says he was authorized by the 
President of the United States to make such ap- 
.pointments ; and they were made from his head- 


-He made other observations w 
at the reporter’s desk. 


never been publishe 


eee at Santa Fé, which is on this side of the 
io Grande, in that very Territory which the 
President informed the nation and the world be- 


‘longs to Texas which has been annexed to this 


Union. Now, he would again ask the honorable 


. Representatives from the State of Texas whether, 


if this be true, they will tolerate this interference 
of this Government in that State. 
Mr. PILLSBURY said iey ta not tolerate it. 
i 


ch were. not heard 


Mr. STEPHENS said he had expected that 
Texas would have given utterance to her- dissent 
before to-day; and that they would have informed 
the President that they would not assent to these 
proceedings. 

Mr. PILLSBURY was understood to say that 
his State did dissent. 

Mr. STEPHENS then inquired why the gen- 
tleman from Texas did not vote for this inquiry? 

Mr. PILLSBURY said it was presumable that 
Texas knew her own boundary better than the 
President of the United States. They had cer- 
tainly had a little more to do with it, and if the 
President was.mistaken, Texas .should not .suffer 
on that account. 

Mr. STEPHENS said that was true, and he 
supposed the gentleman, as a representative of 
‘Texas, would have asserted her rights, whatever 


they may be; but, although these things had oc- 


curred two years ago, and a government has exist- 
ed there during that period, yet the gentleman has 
been silent to the- present moment, and was even 
now unwilling to make inquiry into them. 

Mr. PILLSBURY. It is not their business. 

Mr. STEPHENS would leave that to the Rep- 
resentatives from Texas to decide. He, however, 
wished, before he undertook to legislate, to know 
what the extent of the new territory was. He 
wished to know which of these governments which 
have.been established have jurisdiction on this side 
of the Rio Grande. How,can Congress, without 
knowing. what were the limits, organize a Terri- 
torial Government there? He believed it was the 
modern doctrine held by the party opposite, that 
Congress cannot legislate at all in the Territories; 


and yet the President calls on them to legislate for 
these Territories, and has given us no satisfactory 


information as to what we are to legislate for— 
where the jurisdiction of New Mexico ends, and 
Texas begins. He had noticed amongst the doc- 
umentsaccompanying the late message of the Presi- 
dent, a copy of the instructions to Mr. Slidell, in 
1845, which this House, on a former occasion, had 
called for in vain, and which now were slipped in 
with other papers, without one word in relation to 
them. Mr. S. well knew, or believed, that these 
instructions would never see the light so long as 
the war lasted, for they showed conclusively, as 


he always thought they would, that the statements 


in the message of 1846, which he. had quoted, were 
made to deceive the people of this country as to 
the true boundary of Texas, and were not consist- 
ent with thefacts of the case. Now,(Mr.S. said,) 
in those instructions, Mr. Buchanan, after arguing 
the claim of Texas to the Rio Grande near its 
mouth, or below the Paso del Norte, uses this lan- 
guage: 

« The case is different in regard to New Mexico. Santa 
Fé, its capital, was settled .by the Spaniards more than two 
centuries ago, and the province has been ever since in their 
possession and that of the Republic of Mexico. The Tex- 
ans never have conquered or taken possession of it, nor 


have its people ever been represented in any ef their legis- 
lative assemblies or conventions.’ 


And yet Mr. Polk, in 1846, had informed the 
country that the Texas we had annexed extended 


to the.Rio Grande, from its mouth to its source. 


No wonder he kept these instructions from the 
pe and.no wonder he refused the call of this 
ouse for them. 

Mr. McLANE here entered into a collaquy with 
the gentleman from Georgia, but, from the position 
i IA Mr. McL. stood, he was not distinctly 

eard. 

Mr. STEPHENS proceeded, and said that the 
Slidell instructions (to which Mr. McLaneg’s ob- 
servations were sl Het to ‘have referred) had 

-by the President. They had 
been published by some minion or some enemy of 


the President, but not by the President ‘himself. 


Nor had they ever been published by the Senate 
that Mr. S. was aware of. He knew ‘that thia 
House had called upon the President for those 


documents, but they had nat been received from. 


the Executive; nay, the President had positively 
refused to give them. 

Mr. McLANE again interposed, but the reporter . 
could not hear the purport of his remarks. 

Mr. STEPHENS continued. The documents 


‘furnished do not contain the information I want. 


There is no map exhibiting the boundaries of New 
Mexico. The President has once asserted that 
the whole territory on this. side the. Rio del Norte, 
from its mouth to its source, constitutes a part of 


the State.of Texas; and, in the instructions to Mr. 


Slidell, his Secretary. of State asserts that all New 
Mexico had.for two centuries belonged to Mexico. 
Who, after such contradictions .as these, can be- 
lieve him? Yes; -who can believe the President ef 
the United States? l 
Mr. McLANE here interposed, and insisted 


‘that the two documents were strictly consistent. 


They‘were both laid before the House by the Ex- 
ecutive of the country; and he called on the gen- 
tleman from Georgia to put confidence in the 
official statements of his own Government. He 
told that gentleman, as the President told the 
House, that the Rio Grande was the western 
boundary of Texas, from its. mouth to its source; 
and yet that a portion of that line was disputed by 
Mexico. He told the gentleman, further, that the 
information he sought for lay at this moment on 
the Speaker’s table, and would have been now in 
possession of the House had it not been for the 
opposition of the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. 
‘Vinton. ] 

Mr. STEPHENS ‘resumed. The gentleman’ 
said the instructions to Mr. Slidell and the mes- 
sage to the House which he had cited were per- 
fectly consistent with each other. If the gentle- 
man could believe that, he could believe anything. 
Mr. S. turned him over. ‘The one document said 
that Texas had extended its jurisdiction up to the 
Rio Grande from its source to its mouth, while 
the other affirmed that they never had established 
or exercised any jurisdiction above El -Paso. 
Were these two statements consistent? Would 
the gentleman say they were? He did not wish 
to get the gentleman from Maryland into any 
difficulty, and he would read him the two state- 
ments.over again. 

Mr. S. here read them again, and particularly 
called the attention of the gentleman to the lan- 
uage.of Mr. Buchanan to Mr. Slidell. Here Mr. 

uchanan -admitted that Texas never had estab- 
lished her jurisdiction farther up the river than 
the Paso ddl Norte, and that was the very point in 
‘the whole case.. The gentleman from Maryland 
said that the information sought for was on the 
Speaker’s table. Mr. S. took issue with him on 
that assertion. The information was not there. 
Mr. S. was familiar with the documents; he had 
examined .them,.and-he knew what they contained, 


_and he informed the gentleman that what he sought 


for was not there. 

Mr. McLANE reiterated his assertion that ‘it 
was all there; and again maintained that the in- 
structions to Mr. Slidell and the President’a mes- . 
ws. stated precisely the same thing. 

r. STEPHENS said he could not bear any 
more of these interruptions; he had submitted to, 
them three times andéthe gentleman did but repeat 
the same thing. He would ask the gentleman 
where the boundary of New Mexico begun? 

Mr. McLANE said that the instructions took 
the Rio Grande from its mouth to its source as 
the true boundary, but admitted that Mexico dis- 
puted this as to the river above El Paso. 

Mr. STEPHENS said that those instructions 
said nothing about disputed boundary, but de- 
clared that Texas had never extended her jurisdic- 
tion over Santa Fé. Now, what Mr. S. wanted was 
the line—the boundary line between Texas and 
New Mexico; it was not there. If the gentleman 
asserted that it was, Mr. S. would again -tell him 
it was not. There was no information on that 
subject as to where the proper line was. 

Mr. McLANE replied, and was understood by 
the reporter to say that Congress had not called 
for any map. The boundary was specified in 
words. The instructions recognized the river as 
the boundary-quite up to its source, but admitted 
that Mexico had never admitted thjs. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he hoped the gentleman 
would not interrupt him by a repetition of that 
statement. The instrucfons to Mr. Slidell said 
nothing about an admission of Mexico. Nor did 
the message, in words, say -where..the boundary 


` martial. 


- Santa Fé was in Texas or not. 
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was. Congress should have some limits to legis- 
late for. He wanted the best information now in 
the State Department as to the boundary; and he 
wanted the President to reconcile these tontra- 
dictions if he could. 

One of the resolutions offered inquired whether 
individuals had not been tried for treason on this 
side of the Rio Grande? Now, if, as he affirmed, 
the Rio Grande was the boundary, and all on this 
aide of it, from its mouth to its source, was a part 
of the State of Texas, then how dare the President— 
Mr. S. put the question to the freemen of this free 
land—how dare the President—he asked it in the 
presence of men inheriting the spirit if not the blood 
of Hampden and of Sidney—he asked it in the 
face of high Heaven, how dare he thus trample 
not only upon the rights of the people by these 
informal and illegal proceedings, but upon the rights 
of one of the sovereign States of this Union? He 
wanted Mr. Polk’s authority for such an act as 
this.® 

Mr. McLANE asked where else should a man 
be tried for treason but within the limits of the 
United States ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Try aman for treason by 
court martial ? 

Mr. McLANE’S reply was not heard. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he did not know what 
sort of times we had fallen upon, if a gentleman of 
the intelligence and standing of the gentleman from 
Baltimore Would say in his place in that House 
that a man could be tried for treason by a court 
The crime of treason was well defined, 
as was the manner in which a man must be tried 
for it. Would the gentleman say that an alien 
enemy could be tried for treason at all? Treason 
must be tried before the civil courts of the country. 
Alien enemies were prisoners of war, and should 
be treated according! ‘ 

Mr. S. said that while the late war was in pro- 
gress, any man that inquired into its constitutional- 
ity, or spoke a word against any act done in its 
prosecution, rightfully or not, was accused of giving 
“aid and comfort” to the enemy. But a day of 
retribution was come. It is time for an inquiry 
into these things; and he hoped the gentleman from 
Maryland and the whole House would go with him 
in the inquiry. 

Mr. SCHENCK (Mr. Srepuens yielding a 


. moment) promised to confine himself to the reso- 


lutions before the House, and not to wander from 
the question in debate. . 

This was no new subject. No sooner had the 
message of the President to the last Congress been 
read than Mr. Garrett Davis had risen in his place 
and offered a resolution to refer the statement that 
General Kearny had established a civil government 
in Santa Fé to a select committee; and he called 
upon the members from Texas to say whether 
The gentleman 
from Texas nearest to him [Mr. PILLSBURY] now 
talked about there being a conflict as to jurisdiction 
between the Government of Texas and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States; but what had this 
same gentleman said on that occasion? [Mr. S. 
here read from a report in his hand.] The gentle- 


. man had admitted that there was some little incon- 


sistency in the matter, but gpid that he did not care 
he what sort of a government was established 
there. 

Mr. PILLSBURY said that on the occasion re- 
ferred to he had answered the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. Garrett Davis] almost jocosely. 
The members from Texas were here without in- 
structions, and they thought the House was doing 
what it had no right to do. 

Mr. STEPHENS (resuming) said he respected 
the opinions of the Representatives from Texas, 
and wanted to know their opinion whether Santa 
Fé belonged to Texas, or did not belong to it? He 


. wanted to get this information, and had therefore 


moved a suspension of the rules, and the gentle- 
man had voted against his getting it. The gentle- 
man said that Texas extended up to the Rio Grande 
from its mouth to its source. Now, Mr. S. had 
before him a letter from Mr. Walker, Secretary of 
the Treasury, as late as June, 1846, allowing draw- 
backs to be paid on goods going to Santa Fé. How 
could drawbacks be allowed at the custom-house 
on exportations to Santa Fé, if Santa Fé was within 
the limits of the State of Texas? Would the gen- 
tleman from Texas be Sood enough to answer that 
question? 

Mr. PILLSBURY was understood to reply that 


the same allowance would have been made for 
heap intended for any other part of the United 
tates. [Much laughter.] 

Mr. STEPHENS. Indeed! Well, that is cer- 
tainly a new idea—the last leap in our progressive 
Democracy. Democracy is said to be progressive. 
A late writer in a work entitled the ‘‘ Vestiges of 
Creation,” holds the opinion that the progress of 
nature is by leaps in development. And he sup- 
pore this doctrine of the gentleman about draw- 

ack was the last leap of progressive Democracy. 
[Laughter.] 

After some other remarks on this point not 
heard, Mr. S. proceeded to quote the constitution 
established by General Kearny for New Mexico, 
and particularly that item which declared that the 
‘¢ General Assefnbly should convene at Santa Fë.” 
He would ask the gentleman from Maryland, if the 
President did not assent to the course of General 
Kearny in the premises, how General Kearny 
would have dared to direct the General Assem- 
bly to sit at Santa Fé? 

Mr. McLANE wanted to know whether the 
gentleman from Georgia considered these direc- 
tions of General Kearny as authorized by the Pres- 
ident, and virtually his act? 

Mr. STEPHENS replied that he did, and he 
would show that they were so. General Kearny 
himself expressly declared, that having been di- 
rected by the President of the United States, he 
issued these orders under his authority. And he 
would show the gentleman, further, that the Pres- 
ident, in his message upon this subject, had only 
disavowed that part which looked to permanent 
government. If General Kearny had attempted 
such an act without any authority from the Presi- 
dent, under whose orders he acted, why had he 
not been court-martialed? Why had he not been 
tried as a usurper? But General Kearny himself 
said it was done by authority of the President. If 
he had stated what was false, why had he not been 
censured ? š 

Mr. McLANE here was understood to say that 
the President had disavowed these acts of Gen- 
eral Kearny. 

Mr. STEPHENS asked, when and where? 

Mr. McLANE did not mean to say that the 
President had expressly disowned them; but he 
affirmed that he never authorized them. 

Mr. STEPHENS said, that that was on the 
assumption that we had all the instructions which 
had been given to General Kearny. 

Mr. McLANE said, the gentleman had no right 
to assume that we had not. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he had a right to assume 
that and much more. He had the testimony of as 
pure a man as the country contained, and the coun- 
try would agree with him in believing what General 
Kearny asserted. What! was General Kearny a 
man whose word was to be impeached before that 


of James K. Polk—a man whom none could be-. 


lieve? He said that he was acting under directions 
from the President. Would he have publicly stated 
this, if it had not been so? He would never have 
done such a thing. He had a soldier’s heart, as 
well as a soldier’s arm; and Mr. S., could not be 
made to believe that he would tell a lie upon the 
President. The gentleman por his reliance on 
the President’s retraxit. hy, if a man were 
ambitious of acquiring a reputation for duplicity 
and equivocation, he could not select a better ex- 
ample in all history than to follow in the footsteps 
of our President. He did not know any better or 
more fitting appellation in after times, than Polk 
the mendacious! 

But Mr. S. went on to show that Mr. Polk had 
not disavowed the authority of General Kearny, 
except ao far as the government he established was 
intended to be permanent. When Mr. Polk was 
called on for his authority for creating these gov- 
ernments, he says: ‘t Among the documents is a 
‘form of government for the conquered territory 
‘of the United States.’ Conquered what? (said 
Mr. S.) Why, conquered Santa Fé. Santa Fé, 
an integral part of the sovereign State of Texas— 
of Texas which Congress annexed to the States of 
this Union. If this be true, he should have been 
impeached the nextday. What! The President 
of the United States, by his army, conquer a por- 
tion of our own territory? Who would say that 
he would do such a thing? But the President went 


-on to tell the House that a part of these regulations 


were declared to be temporary, but a part of them 
were in their nature permanent. ‘ These (that is, 


‘the permanent regulations) have not been ap- 
‘proved by me.”’ Which regulations? Those 
that were permanent; but not a word is said 
against such as were temporary merely. Mr. S. 
therefore insisted that he had the authority of Mr. 
Polk himself for saying that he approved what 
General Kearny had done, so far as temporary 
governments were concerned. But the President 
now said, that the war having ceased, these tem- 
porary regulations, which had been enacted under 
the authority of the law of nations, ceased. This 
too plainly inferred, that while the war continued 
he approved of them—he approved of all the regu- 
lations established by General Kearny, except 
those of a permanent character, while the war 
lasted. | 

Now, Mr. S. would ask the representatives of 
American freemen, and all others in this broad 
land who were in heart attached to the Constitu- 
tion, whether a President of the United States was 
empowered under our Constitution to claim the 
exercise of the rights of kings derived from the law 
of nations? There was in the country a political 
party who made great boasts of their strict con- 
struction of the Constitution. They pretended to 
hold that this Government had no power of any 
sort but what was expressly granted in that instru- 
ment; yet now this party seems to hold that the 
President had all the unbounded power of mon- 
archs and of autocrats under the law of nations— 
that he is above and beyond the Constitution. Mr. 
S. repudiated the idea. He claimed to be a Re- 
publican. He went for the Constitution as it 
stood, and as it was expounded and administered 
by the fathers of the Republic; and he averred that 
this new Democratic doctrine claimed for the Pres- 
ident something little short of royal prerogative. 
He charged this act of creating a government for 
New Mexico as a daring outrage and usurpation. 
Who gave him any such power? He granted that 
in war we possessed the military mghts-which 
flowed from conquest; but under pretence of this, 
our Executive had undertaken to set up a govern- 
ment, to take the public treasure to pay governors 
and judges and a host of civil officers, and all this 
under the law of nations. 

Had Mr. S.a voice that would echo from the 
mountain tops to the remotest plains and valleys 
of the country, he would rouse the people from 
their slumbers to a sense of these outrages upon 
the great fundamental principles upon which their 
Government was founded, and upon which their 
liberties rested. The same party that justified the 
President in such pretensions had undertaken to 
defeat the election of a man whom the people had 
set up because he maintained that to judge of the 
propriety of all domestic questions was the prov- 
ince of the people, through their representatives, 
and not that of the President. 

There were some other points in this communi- 
cation which Mr. S. desired to touch upon. The 
President told the House, and meant the nation to 
believe, that the expenses of this war amounted to 
some forty-nine or fifty millions. He said that 
the entire national debt was but sixty-five millions. 
Yes, but there was a debt before the war began of 
seventeen millions. Mr.S. only gave round sums. 
This made the war debt about $49,000,000 only. 
But there had been, besides, some ten or twelve 
millions in the treasury. Add these to the amount 
stated by the President, and they made $60,000,000. 
Now, add to this the $20,000,000 we are to pa 
Mexico and our citizens, and it makes 480,000,000. 
The amount of outstanding balances cannot be less 
than $30,000,000. This added makes p11 000,090. 
And then add the charge upon the land fund for 
bounty lands, &c., at least $10,000,000 more, and 
we have the sum of at least $120,000,000 as the 
cost of the war, instead of $59,000,000, as inti- 
mated. And all this was our “indemnity for the 

ast.’ ° : 

Mr. GREEN here called Mr. S. to order for 
irrelevancy; but being remonstrated with by cries 
of *‘ No, no, let him go on,” withdrew his point 
of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he had never doubted 
that when it came to the money they would flinch. 
[A laugh.] Mr. S. said he was within bounds 
when he said, that besides the $120,000,000 he had 
stated above, that when the pension roll was paid, 
and all claims for horses lost, and the California 
claims, which are half a million at least, the actual 
cost of the war would be much larger. He in- 
tended to be within bounds, and only alluded tp 
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the subject now because he thought the President 
intended to create a false impression on the public 
mind concerning the cost of the war. Let gentle- 
men remember that the loan bill of $16,000,000 of 
this session was for deficiencies of the last year. 
The deficiencies of the present year were yet un- 
known. On the whole, Mr. S._Rere declared that 
the total sum which the people of this country 
would have to pay, and lose out of the land fund 
together, in his opinion, in consequence of this 
war, would greatly exceed $120,000,000. But he 
put it at the lowest probable sum. 

Mr. VINTON reminded the gentleman that he 
had omitted one very important item—the excess 
of the revenue over the ordinary current peace 
expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. STEPHENS replied he had not put that 
into the estimate, because he took it. for granted 
that the party in power would spend all there was 
in the treasury, notwithstanding all their profes- 
sions for economy. (Laughter. ] 

Where was the indemnity, then, for this war? 
The payment of at least $120,000,000. This was 
our indemnity for the past. Why, this “Adminis- 
tration had gone to war for the enormous outrages 
committed by Mexico, and for the debt of $5,000,000 
due from that Republic to our citizens, and, after 
expending $120,000,000, had got a territory which 
was not claimed to be worth more than $30,000,000 
before the war, and we ourselves were to pay this 
$5,000,000 to our citizens! 

Mr. SCHENCK said, that growing out of this 
war, the Treasury Department had made a call for 
additional clerks, whose salaries alone amounted 
to as much as would paya regiment of a thousand 
men—to eae 

_ Mr. STEPHENS continued. Well, in addi- 
tion to this indemnity for the past in a barren- coun- 
try, which we should have to pay some four times 
as much for as it was worth before the war, what 
was the security for the future of which the Presi- 
dent spoke? The glory of our arms. He (Mr. 
S.) told the Administration and the. country that 
the President laid claim to that which did not be- 
long to him. These glories could never be snatched 
from the brows of those gallant officers and men 


who had won them. These laurels appertained to 
those brave men who had gone to war in their 


country’s cause—they could never be wrested 
from them by the Administration. There were 
glories which belonged to this war, and there were 
certain inglorious deeds, too, of the Administration 
connected with it. There was the glory of involv- 
ing his country in an ynconstitutional and unne- 
cessary waT—a pory which rested on the brow of 
the President. The glory of equivocating to the 
country'as to the objects of the war; the glory of 
entering into an odious if not a treacherous intrigue 
with Santa Anna, by which he was restored to 
tead his countrymen to fight against our gallant 
army; the glory of not only withholding troops 
from General Taylor, but of stripping him of his 
gallant men, of leaving him exposed to the over- 
whelming numbers of Santa Anna’s army; the 
glory of attempting to supplant the same gallant 
general with a lieutenant general—these laurels 
encircled the President’s illustrious brow! The 
glory also of having ordered Mr. Marcy to write 
that ignominious letter to General Taylor, charging 
him with giving valuable information to the enemy, 
and threatening him with dismissal, when he had 
borne aloft so gallantly our flag at Palo Alto, Resaca 
de ja Palma, and Monterey, and in whose hands 
the flag of his country had never been soiled; the 
glory of having sent General Pillow to Mexico to 
write his own praise; the glory of having brought 
home the gallant Scott, after his brilliant victories 
there, to be dishonored and disgraced in his own 
country,—these were a part of the glories which 
encircled the President’s brow! But the war glo- 
ries of a different sort which had been won by our 
officers and soldiers; by the gallant Twiggs, Shields, 
Smith, Worth, Quitman, Davis, Wool, and many 
others; by the brave and lamented Hardin, McKee, 
Clay, and Yell; by the gallant dead as well as by 
the gallant living; by the illustrious Scott and 
Taylor; these were glories which the Administra- 
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tion had no power to wrest from the brows of 
those who had so nobly won them. 

But in that message the President intimated that 
soon after the last war the Government had gone 
into enormous extravagancies, into wastefyl ap- 
propriations of money for a general system of in- 
ternabimprovements, and that General Jackson had 
arrested ıt. Now, he intended to nail that charge 
to the counter, as one of the specimens of this spu- 
rious coin which the President attempted to palm 
off upon a credulous and confiding country. He 
had intended to have done it at an early periad of 
the session, but he had not then had the opportu- 
nity to contradict that statement. We had pub- 
lished, in a Senate document (No. 44) of the last 
session of the last Congress, the amount of appro- 
priations made by the General Government for 
internal improvements since 1806. He had an ab- 
stract of this document before him, and he would 
read it, and let the country see how far it was that 
Mr. Monroe and Mr. Adams had gone into a 
gigantic system of internal improvements, which 
it had been reserved for General Jackson to arrest. 
Here (said Mr. S.) is the recapitulation of the 
amount expended in each four years from 1806 for 
internal improvements, taken from Senate Doc. 2d 
sess. 29th Cong., 44th page: 


Year. Amount. | Year. Amount. 

1806... 3.. esege $48,400 00 | 1831.%....... $926,311 84 
1810......s.e0.5 60,000 00 | 1892.......... 1,225,008 43 
i) ee eee - 50,000 00 | 1833.......... 1,159,451 82 
1812............ 30,000 00 | 1834...... 1,641,621 52 
1815.......000+. 109,009 00 | 1835.......... 1,352,243 01 
1816.00. cee. . 10,000 00 | 1836.......... 1,837,520 31 
1 ir . 4,000 00 | 1837....... 1,768,218 63 
1818..... “becuse: 317,989 60 | 1838*......... 2.087.044 16 
1823) ncseseenes 32,920 00 | 1889.......... 60,50) 09 | 
1824.........02. 175,000 00 | 1841.......... 75,000 00 
1825.........0+. 176,712 00 | 1842.......... 100,000 00 
1626 ovncss icddas 9 00 1843... o.e... 230,000 00 
i ho 7 Saree eee 398,541 45 ] LE O E EEEE] 695.500 00 
1828............ 1,020,120 56 | 1845......%... 50,000 00 


eeeeveeeeoeeven 608,560 35 -a ee @ 
1830.........:.. 672,506 03 $17,199,223 21 
* The appropriation law of 1838 directed that but a portion 
(not exceeding one-half) of amounts appropriated should be 
expended in that year. , 
BuREAv or Corps TOP. ENGINEERS, Dec. 6, 1846. 


als ERT 
Corps of Topographical Engineers. 
From this document it appears, (said Mr. S.,) 
that— 
During Mr. Monroe’s Administration there was 


appropriated for internal improvements ..... $702,621 60 
During Mr. Adams’s four years there was appro- 


priate icine oes: EPEE dees alas 2,311,475 26 
During Gen. Jackson’s Ist term, $3,983,278 12 
Do. do. 2d term, 5,990,837 26 


During General Jackson’s eight years......... 9,974,115 38 
The average per annum during Mr. Adams’s 


Administration was........00 cssceee ore . 577,868 8l 
The average per annum during General Jack- 
son’s Administration was ........ sses.. e... 1,246,764 42 


The President also intimated in his message 
now upon the table, that a standing army was dan- 
gerous to the liberties of the people. He would 
have the country perhaps believe, that- he there 
recommended a reduction of the army to its num- 
ber before the war. Now this he (Mr. S.) be- 
lieved was a deliberate attempt to create a false 
impression upon the country. The President had 
told us, in his message, that— 


“The old army, as it existed before the commencement of 
the war with Mexico, especially if authority be given to fill 
up the rank and file-of the several corps to the maximum 
number authorized during the war, it is believed will be a 
sufficient force to he retained in service during a period of 
peace. A few additional officers in the line and staff of the 
army have been authorized, and these, it is believed, will be 
necessary in the peace establishment, and should be retained 
in the service. The number of the general officers may be 
reduced, as vacancies occur by the casualties of the service, 
to what it was before the war. 

« While the people of other countries, who live undér 
forms of Government Jess free than our own, have been for 
ages Oppressed by taxation to support large standing arnties 
In periods of peaee, our experience has shown that such 
establishments are unnecessary in a republic. Our standing 
army is to be found in the bosom of society. It is composed 
of free citizens, who are ever ready to take up arms in the 
service of their country when an emergency requires it. 
Our experience gn thé war just closed fully confirms the 
opinion that suchan army may be raised upon afew weeks’ 
notice, and that our citizen-soldiers are equal to any troops 
in the world. No reason, therefore, is perceived why we 


should enlarge our land forces, and thereby subject the 


Treasury to an annual increased charge. Sound policy re- 
quires that we should avoid the creation of a large standing 
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army in a petiod of peace. No public exigency requires 
ite Such armies-are not only expensive and unnecessary, 
but may become dangerous to liberty.»? 


Now, who can doubt that it was sought to make 
the honest people of the country suppose that this 
was a recommendation to Congress to go back to 
the peace establishment as it existed before the 
war? No such thing. The bill of the 13th May, 
1846, empowered the President to double the army; 
and if the army were to remain as the President 
here clearly intimates as proper, and said might 
safely be done, it would be 17,256 men in the rank 
and file of the army, instead of 8,616, as it existed 
before this war. If the intimation of the President, 
or covert recommendation, should be carried out, 
our standing army would be doubled. 


Mr. McCLERNAND obtained the floor, and 
said he had risen, without previous preparation, to 
make such reply as he might, from his general 
knowledge of the facts and circumstances, to the 
extraordinary speech which had just been deliver-- 


ed—with much eloquence and ability, he confessed 


—by the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Sre- 
PHENS.] He had had some experience in this 
body; he had been here several years, and he must 
confess the spectacle exhibited this morning was 
the most extraordinary of any which had ever 
come to his knowledge within the walls of this 
chamber. What were.the facts? A few days ago 
this House had received a message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States communicating the treaty 
which terminated the war with Mexico, and, in- 
stead of gentlemen on the other side of the House 
meeting the question and the facts presented in 
that message, they were found now sedulously, 
ingeniously devising means to avoid the responsi- 
bility of meeting this question and the facts—he 
might say, by resorting to a subterfuge. The 
President informed us in his message that the war 
had terminated; that by the treaty terminating the 
war we had acquired New Mexico and California. 
What was the extent of these countries? We 
found that California stretched upon the Pacific 
coast something like one thousand fniles; that it 
extended back upon the continent some six or 
seven hundred miles; that California comprised 
within its limits the-great Pacific harbor of the 
world—a harbor of sufficient capacity to receive 
all the navies of the world. We found that by 
the acquisition of California we had obtained the 
mastery of the Pacific—the control of that great 
ocean which opened out upon the East Indies and 
China, which country we might reach in thirty 
days with the aid of steam power; and that inex- 
haustible markets had been opened for the products 
of our country. We found that this vast acquisi- 
tion had been made by this war, and consummated 
by this treaty. Not only had we acquired Cali- 
fornia, but New Mexico, a part of which countr 

bordering upon the Rio Grande contained excel- 
lent lands, capable of producing such grains as 
were grown in this country, and vines from which 
were manufactured the finest wines—wines high 
in estimation in Mexico andjin the United States. 
The President told us that all this had been ac- 
quired by this war; and now what did he propose? 
He asked Congress to take measures to consum- 
mate these acquisitions, to render them effectual; 
and Democrats on this floor were prepared to do 
so. But what was the position taken by the Op- 
position? 5 Did they come forward to méet the 
question, and to disparage the value of these acqui- 
sitions? No; but to revamp an old question, to 
renew an old issue, and thus avoid meeting the 
subject. The Whig members of the House came 
forward, not directly to resist the consummation 
of the measures recommended by the President, 


‘but to make an old issue a new one—to bring up 


again the question of the boundary of Texas, the 
question of the power of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, under the Constitution, to establish 
military governments in New Mexico and Califor- 
nia; and thus, by indirection,and evasion, they 
sought to shirk from their position of opposition 
to the war, agd of under-estimating the value of 
the acquisition of the extensive territories which 
became ours under the treaty. The country would 


* agreat amelioration from the rigidness and severity | 


as to the authority by which he had set up military | 


they weuld be unable te administer this Govern- 


war which had now so successfully and so bril- 
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appreciate the effort. A few days ago, as soon as :: 
the message had been received from the President || 
of the United States, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. | 


; ment in reference to its Territories; they knew that 
there was not cohesive power enough in their party 
to enable them to establish civil governments over 
Vinton] had proposed that its reference should be || these Territories, to establish a land system; they 
arrested until the President had advised this House |! knew that they could not agree to the incorporation 
by what authority he had established military gov- |. of these Territories into the Union as a part of the 
ernments in New Mexico east of the Rio Grande. |: Union; and hence, at this early day, they sought 
Was that gentleman, he wished to ask, prepared : to throw away the fruits of this war in the acquisi- 
to refuse laws granting donations of lands to the || tion of New Mexico and California. 
settlers in that country? Was he prepared to re- |: 


fuse to extend civil government over that country, |; he would. remark in the outset that there was noth- 
ing in it that should influence the action of this 


to extend our commercial system over the harbors © 
and forts of California, until the President had been i: 
catechised by this House, and had advised them— ment of 
of what he had already advised them—of the au- ': California. 
thority by virtue of which he had established mil- f m t ) 
itary governments in New Mexico and California? ': tp the source of the Rio Grande, yet if in point of 
Upon the call of a gentleman from Kentucky, |: tt duthe 

[Mr. Garrett Davis,] the President had, at the ., to refuse the necessary legislation in regard to these 
last session, informed Congress that it was under || Territories? Suppose the President were in error 
the authority of the United States as a conqueror || —which he did not concede—was that sufficient 
that these military governments had been estab- || reason for this House to neglect to discharge its 
lished; that they had only been established for the || solemn duties with reference to New Mexico and 
purpose of securing the benefits of our conquest; | California—to refer and act upon the message of 
that he had only gone to the extent of the author- ; 
ity of the conqueror under the principles of inter- | 
national law; and that, in fact, his course had been | 


ment of civil governments in New. 


and of the conclusion of the war? But what were 
the facts? The boundary of the Spanish province 
of Texas extended perhaps from the mouth of the 
i| Rio Grande with that stream to the 30th parallel 
i| of north latitude; thence, by the San Saba moun- 
| tains, to Red river. Now, Texas claimed for the 


of the old system of military law. | 
Gentlemen on the other side would arfest the 
consummation of all these measures; would keep 
New Mexico and California out of the Union; rande, b f 
would refuse to grant bounties of lands to our set- l! fact, her boundary and her jurisdiction did not ex- 
tlers there; to establish civil governments for the || tend above 272 degrees north on the Rio Grande; 
protection of those of our citizens there, and who {| at all events, not beyond the 30th degree north. 
should go thére; to extend our commercial system || To the north Tads, Santa Fé, Albuquerque, and 
over the ports and harbors of that country, and '! other villages, were in the possession of the Mexi- 
thus open a new and important source of revenue || cans. The President, then, had as rightfully es- 
for the treasury of the United States, until they | tablished military government over Santa Fé as he 
should obtain, what had already been furnished i had over any portion of Mexico west of the Rio 
by the President, full and satisfactory information |; Grande. When the war broke out, the President 
found Santa Fé in the possession of the Mexicans; 
he directed one of the columns of our army into that 
country; General Kearny overran it, established 
military government there, instead of the ae 
fhe 


governments over the conquered country during | 
the time of war. It was a false issue attempted | 
to be played off upon the country—an effort to | r 
skulk the tremendous responsibility which resulted | Mexican government which he found there. 
from the uniform opposition they had made to the |; was authorized to establish military authority west 
|| of the Rio Grande, he was equally so east of that 
river, to the extent of the hostile possession of the 
Mexicans. i 
But he did not understand the President, in that 
portion of his message read by the gentleman from 
Georgia, to say that the boundary of Texas ex- 
tended from the mouth to the source of the Rio 
Grande, or to the 42d degree of north latitude. He 
| was speaking of the boundary or limit which 


liantly terminated. cae 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, said the gentleman 
from Illinois did not touch the point at issue made 
by the gentleman from Ohio or the gentleman from 

eorgia: Was Santa Fé in Texas or not? Before 
they agreed to set up civil government over Santa 
Fé, they wished to know whether it was actually 
within the territory and jurisdiction of a sovereign 
State or not? | 

Mr. McCLERNAND replied that he was com- 
ing to that point in due time. The complaint he 
made against the Whig party was one founded 
upon the fact that they had uniformly opposed this 
war, and were now trying to prevent the consum* 
mation of the acquisitions brought about by it. 
How? By meeting the question directly, boldly ? 
No; by indirection, by subterfuge, by making | 


Texas claimed, and he understood the President to 
say that by the act of-1836 the Legislature of 
Texas had claimed the Rio Grande from its mouth 
to its source, or to 42° north, as its western bound- 
ary. The President only undertook to repeat what 
Texas claimed, and he did not understand him to 
affirm in fact that the Rio Grande in ita whole ex- 
tent was the boundary. He (Mr. McC.) was sat- 
isfied, he was clear upon the point, that the bound- 


anew the question of boundary, and of the author- || ary of Texas did not extend to the Rio Grande in 
ity of the President to establish military govern- || its whole extent, but that a great portion of the 
ments in the conquered territory. In this way || country east of the Rio Grande, contiguous to 


Texas, belonged to New Mexico; and he pre- 
sumed that was the opinion of a large majority of 
the House and of the country where the subject 
had been investigated. 

The gentleman from Georgia had made a ques- 


the position they had taken in reference to this war. 
tion of the extent of the jurisdiction of the United 


Why was it that they sought to evade this respon- 
sibility? .Was it because they indulged the vain 
delusion that they would succeed in electing their 
candidate for the Presidency, and because they 
foresaw that in that event they would be unable 
to administer the Government? He would not 
impute anything to them as gentlemen of respecta- 
bility and honor, but their principles were so inco- 
herent, so inconsistent, that it was impossible for 
them to exercise power, if they should happen to 
be elevated to it, of which he assured themshere was 
no chance. Hence we had found that under the 
elder Adams the alien and sedition laws had been 
forced upon the country, which had aroused the 
indignation of the people to such an extent that’ 
both they and their authors had been swept away 
in the whirlwind of popular fury; hence it was 
that under the younger Adams an enormous sys- 
tem of internal improvements had been projected, 
which, if carried out, would have involved this 
Government in a debt of a hundred millions; and 
now, if they should elect their President, which 
they were very far from doing, they knew that 


States asa conqueror. The authority of this Gov- 
ernment as a conqueror was equal to the authority 
of any other Government in the world—restrained, 
however, by such general limitations as the Con- 
stitution might impose. He said, therefore, that 
whatever rules or government any other Govern- 
ment might adopt, our Government might also 
adopt—restrained, however, by the general limita- 
tions of the Constitution. 

Mr. SCHENCK wished to know who was the 
Gbdvernment of the United States. Was it the 
President? 

Mr. McCLERNAND replied that the President 
of the United States was the representative of the 
military authority of the country, as the Constitu- 
tion provided that he should be eommander-in- 
chief of the army and navy of the United States, 
and of the militia of the several States when called 
into the actual service of the United States. He 

i represented the military authority of the country, 


they were attempting to dodge the responsibility of 


N 


act it did not, did that fatt duthorize this House. 


: the President informing them of a treaty of peace 


He now came to the question of boundary, and | 


| 


House in reference to its duties in the establish- | 
Mexico and | 
Even if the President had once held | 
the opinion that Texas extended from the mouth | 


oa 


i! whole extent of the Rio Grande, but, in point of | 
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and might do, subject to the general limitations of 
the Constitution, what any conqueror might do. 

But the gentleman from Georgia had adverted 
tothe debt oreated by this war, and undertaken to 
impeach the veracity of the President for saying, 
as the gentleman represented him to have said, that 
the debt now existing, incurred in consequence of 
this war, amounted to some $65,000,000. The 
President said no such thing; and if the gentleman 
had examined this part of the mesaage as carefully 
as he had those parts on which he had undertaken 
to attack the President, he would have found that 
the President made no such assertion. The Presi- 
dent spoke of tht debt as existing now at the close 
of the war, when he said it was $65,000,000, and 
not of the expenses of the war. We all knew that 
the expensés of the war exceeded $65,000,000. 
The President said, after the end of a war of two 
or three years, after overrunning the extremities 
of a large empire, after conquering several of the 
States of Mexico, and reducing several provinces 
to our possession and ownership hy treaty, the 
public debt of the country amounted to only 
$65,000,000. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, said, as 
he understood the President, he stated the whole 
amount of our national debt at present to be 
$65,000,000, and that, at the commencement of his 
administration, it was $17,000,000. | 

Mr. McCLERNAND accepted the explanation. 
He had intended to say that the entire debt of the 
United States at the present time amounted to some 
$65,000,000, after having overrun a vast country; 
having reduced to our ownership an extensive ter- 
ritory; after having vindicated our name in the 
estimation of the world, through the process of 
our people in every battle which had been fought, 
and their readiness and ability to meet every emer- 
gency that might arise. But it came with ill grace 
from the gentleman from Georgia to declaim against 
a public debt, when the Administration which had 
preceded the present had found a public debt of 
some $8,000,000, and in a short time had increased 
it to $26,000,000, and that ina time of profound 
peace, in violation of their professions of economy, 
In virtue of which principally they had obtained 
power. He understood it to be one of the doctrines 
of the Whig party that a public debt was a public 
blessing. 

Mr. DUER. Whence does the gentleman de- 
rive that doctrine? 

Mr. PENDLETON. What gentleman of the 
Whig party holds such doctrines? 

Mr. McCLERNAND replied that he had come 
to the conclusion from their wasteful extravagance - 
by their uniform disposition to vote every appro- 
priation which was proposed. 

Mr. BOYDON wished to know if the present 
party in power, who talked so loudly of economy, 
had not reduced the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment from some $12,000,000 or $13,000,000 under 
Mr. Adams, to between $30,000,000 and $40,000,- 
000 under Mr, Polk? 

Mr. McCLERNAND confessed that the public 
expenditures had increased as our population had 
increased, as our country had expanded,.as the 
public interests had become more complicated, as 
the necessities for expenditures in many directions 
had increased. Did the gentleman, as a sane man, 
believe that the expenditures of the Government 
could be limited to what they were under General 
Washington and Mr. Jefferson, when we had orly 
four or five millions of people, when our western 
limit was the Alleghanies, when the vast empire of 
the valley of the Mississippi had scarcely been 
marked by the footstep of a white man? Or did 
he expect to dupe the people so as to believe it? 
The thing was absurd. Our expenditures, as a 
matter of necessity, had increased correspondingly 
with the increase of our country and the wants of 
our country. 

But under Mr. Van Buren’s administration, a 
war had existed between the United States and the 
Seminole Indians, and it had been a subject of loud 
clamor and denunciation that the expenditures 
under Mr. Van Buren were wasteful and extrava- 
gant; that he should be ejected from power and 
Harrison and Tyler installed, and that the expend- 
itures should be reduced. But were these prom- 
ises realized? On the contrary, when General 
Harrison had come into power, and this war had 
ceased, so far from reducing the expenses of the 
Government, they were increased; so far from re- 
ducing the public debt, they added to it. And 
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this all in a state of profound peace!. With what 
consistency, then, did the gentleman from Georgia 
declaim against the public debt incurred during the 
great emergencies of existing war? a 

Mr. STEPHENS wished to state that the debt 
created by the Whigs arose from the funding of 
the accumulated debt of the country, in the nature 
of outstanding treasury notes, at the time of their 
coming into power in 1841. The accruing revenue 
at the time, under the operation of the tariff left 
by the Democratic administration, had run down 
to about eleven millions of dollars. From the de- 
ficiency of the ‘accruing revenue to meet the ordi- 
nary wants of the tredsury, Mr. Van Buren had 
issued an enormous amount of treasury notes. 
These notes had been funded by the Whig admin- 
istration when they came-into power in March, 
1841; that was the only debt; and it was being 
rapidly paid off under the tariff of 1842. It had 
been reduced on the incoming of this"Administra- 
tion to $17,000,000, and that tariff had brought a 
surplus of $10,000,000 into the treasury, winch 
would have reduced it to $7,000,000. 

Mr. McCLERNAND understood the 
the gentieman’s explanation to be this: that the 
public debt under Mr. Van Buren was so large 
and so indefinite in its form that when the Whigs 
came into power in 1841 they had found it neces- 
sary to fund it, and that, in effect, the public debt 
had. not been increased under General Harrison’s 
administration. Now, he took issue with the gen- 
tleman, and he did not speak from a general recol- 
lection of facts, but from the facts themselves. 

Mr. STEPHENS explained that the gentleman 
had misapprehended him, and that he had stated, 
or intended to state, that no other public debt was 
created by the Whigs except that whick was neces- 
sary to meet the deficiency in the accruing reve- 
nue, that, uader the operation of the tariff under 
Mr. Van Buren, (during the last years of the com- 
oe act,) had run down to eleven’ millions of 

ollars perannum. That was the whole amount 
of the accruing revenue. It was not, of course, 
sufficient to meet the ordinary expenses of the 
Government, which, he would state, were greatly 
less than those under Mr. Van Buren—at least ten 
millions of dollars less than the highest expendi- 
tures under his administration. The Whigs, he 
acknowledged, were obliged, on first coming into 
power, to increase the debt, but it was owing to 
the misrule ef the Democratic party in reference 
to the tariff; but as soon as the tariff of 1842, which 
they passed, had time to go into effect, it proved 
sufficient not only to meet the ordinary expenses 
of the Government, but rapidly to pay off the 
public debt; which had in effect been done to within 
seven millions of dollars, the amount of debt upon 
Mr. Polk’s elevation to the Presidency being sev- 
enteen milhons of dollars, and there being a sur- 
plus of ten millions in the treasury. 

Mr. McCLERNAND understood the gentle- 
man’s explanation then to be, that the Whigs, 
when they came into power in 184], had found 
the accruing revenues of the Government insuf- 
ficient to meet its ordinary expenditures in time 
of profound peace, when these same accruing rev- 
enues had been sufficient to support Mr. Van 
oe administration in a war with the Seminole 

ndians. 


Mr.STEPHENS. Notatall. Mr. Van Buren 


effect of 


found the revenue a good deal too small, and made | 


ap the deficiency by issuing treasury notes. 

Mr. McCLERNAND proposed to reduce these 
speculations to facts. The expenditures of the last 
year of Mr. Van GBuren’s administration were less 


than those of the first year of the Whig adminis- | 


ration. The public debt when Mr. Van Buren 
went out was a little more than $8,000,000, em- 
racing outstanding claims, and that was all that 
t amounted to. Within perhaps the first year, 
X. if not the first year, at all events within the two 
ears immediately succeeding the inauguration of 
xeneral Harrison, the public debt was increased 
o some $26,000,000; so that not only were the 
‘xpenses of a Whig administration, but the publie 
lebt increased, and that in a state of profound 


wace. Yet the gentleman rose and taunted the 


Jemocratic party with a public debt which had 
een brought about by a great, a brilliant, a suc- 
essful war; a war which had far more than reim- 
ursed the expenses in the value of the country 
icquiredą - 

The gentleman had also spoken of the ungen- 


|| himself—reeking with blood and carnage from the. 


General Taylor. How had that course been un- 
generous, or unjust? At the breaking out of the 
war, had not the President selected General Taylor 
from all the officers of the army for the command? 
Was that an act of hostility? Shortly after, had 
he not promoted him to be a major general, and 
put him in command of all the army in Mexico 
fora time? And during the greater part of the war, 
had not General Taylor been holding the rank of 
major general? Had this been unjust or ungen- 
eróus? Ít occurred to him that it was rather unjust 
and ungenerous in the gentleman to bring this 
charge against the Administration. The gentleman 
said the-Administration had stripped General Tay- 
lor of his arms, and left him with a small band at 
Buena Vista to defend himself against the thou- 
sands who attacked him there. The thousands 
who were taken from him there were taken under 
the command and by the recommendation of Gen- 
eral Scott. It had become necessary, as he (Mr. 
McC.) understood, not only-in the judgment of 
General Scott, but of General Taylor, that a por- 
tion of the men in his command should be detached 
to General Scott, in order that the line of opera- 
tions from Vera Cruz to Mexico might be carried 


on. 3 
But the gentleman glorified General Taylor for |; 


his military achievements. He (Mr. McC.) would 
be the very last man to detract one particle from 
his reputation. He had served his country faith- 
fully; he had served his country well. He was 
willing to accord to him all the honor which was 
due to’ him as a military chieftain. But with what 
propriety could it be said before the country that he 
was fit to occupy the highest civil station within 
the gift of the people—the highest civil office in the 
world? A few years ago the voice of the gentleman 
and of his whole party had been heard denouncing, 
in eloquent tones, from oneend of the country to the 
other, the policy of elevating military chieftains 
to the Presidency as dangerous to the liberties of 
the country; and the great “ embodiment” of the 
Whig party, as he (Mr. McC.) had understood 
from history and tradition, had solemnly declared 
that he would rather see war, pestilence, and famine 
desolate the country, than to see a military hero 
elevated to the Executive chair. 
the declaration in reference to General Jackson, 
whose civil was superior to his military reputa- 
tion. He had been a lawyer, a district judge, a 
member of the convention which framed the con- 
stitution of Tennessee, a United States Senator, 
the Governor of Florida, a minister to Mexico. 
The greater portion of his life after he had attained 
his majority had been spent in the service of his 
country, and his military reputation was only in- 
cidental and subordinate to his civil merits. Yet, 
in reference to that man, the great leader and em- 
bodiment of Whigery had proclaimed he would 
rather see war, pestilence, and famine desolate the 
country than see a military chieftain elected Presi- 
dent. Was it asserted that General Taylor, with 
all his military skilli—which he (Mr. McC.) admired 
—had had any civil experience; that he had ever 
devoted a week, a month, a year to the study of 
political economy; that he was anything more 
than a military chieftain and an honest man? And 
what did gentlemen propose? They proposed to 
transfer a military chieftain, unrecommended by 
any great civil services and experience, reeking— 
although he did not raise this as an objection for 


battle-field, to the highest civil office known to our 
Constitution or to the world! 

But one word in regard to the cause of this war. 
The gentleman from Georgia had denounced the 
President as being the cause of this war, by the 
perpetration of an unconstitutional, unwarrantable 
act. He (Mr. McC.) held that the President was 
not responsible for this war. He held that the 
Whig party, who elected John Tyler, who pro- 
jected the scheme of armexation, and precipitated 
the question upon the country, were responsible 
for the war. The party with whom he was asso- 
ciated had told their opponents, when they brought 
John Tyler before the country, and were eulogiz- 
ing him as a worthy candidate, that he was unfit 
for the place. Why had they elected him? Be- 
cause he was the type and the representative of 
the southern modification of Whigery; hecause he 
was relied an to bring the Sauth tq the support of 
the Whie ticket, while General’ Harrison was to 
command the support of the North and West. 


rous course, as he held, of Mr. Polk towards |! This same John Tyler, wha had been elected by 


a” 


He had made | 


the Whigs against the expostulation and efforts of 
the party with whom he acted, had projected the 
annexation of Texas, and in effect consummated 
the annexation of Texas; and it was not for the 
Whig party to shrink from the responsibility 
which attached to them in consequence. 
Mr. SCHENCK wished to know if the gentle- 
man, at this late day, pretended to hold the Whig 
arty responsible for the acts of John Tyler? The 
higs had only supported him until they found 
him dishonest, and then the Democrats took him 


up. 

"Mr. McCLERNAND repeated that the Whig 
party supported Mr. Tyler because they regarded 
him as the exponent of Whig policy atthe South, 
while General Harrison was to ensure the support 
of the Federalists of the North and the Whigg of 
the West. The argument was— 

‘We go for Tip and Tyler therefore, 
Without a why or wherefore.” 

These were the evils which he and gentlemen 
with whom he acted had predicted would be brought 
upon the country by the success of the Whig party 
in 1840. They had foretold, if not that war would be 
produced, that the public debt would be increased, 
that the public expenditures would be wastefully, 
extravagantly-increased, and that there would be 
a reign of misrule; and their prediction had been 
realized. He might say that Mr. Tyler, in his 


| connection with the question of annexation, had 


done it as much for the disorganization and defeat 
of the Democratic party fn the nomination they 
were abeut to make as for the success of the 
measure. The Democratic party were not respon- 
sible for Mr. Tyler’s acts; but the Whig party, 


| who forced him upon the country through their 


arts and devices. The gentleman from Ohio asked 
him whether the Whig party did wot discard Mr. 
Tyler when he betrayed them, and if the Demo- 
cratic party did not support him? He({Mr. McC.) 
replied, the Democratic party did not support him. 
He, for one, did not; nordid the Democratic party 
in this House. The gentleman from Ohio said he 
(Mr. Tyler) supported the Democratic party. He 
did support the Democratic party by bringing for- 
ward the question of the annexation of Texas to 
divide and distract that party. 

Mr. SCHENCK said that Mr. Tyler had ac 
ported a great many of the Democracy by distrib- 
uting to them the loaves and fishes. 

Mr. McCLERNAND knew it was the practice 
of gentlemen to meet facts with bold and ground- 
less assertions. He(Mr. McC.) knew the Demo- 
cratic party had never had any connection with ~- 
John Tyler; he knew he (Mr. Tyler) had projected 
the annexation of Texas with the view of defeat- 
ing the Democratic candidate for the Presidency, 
and everybody admitted that the war had grown 
out of the annexation of Texas. 

In resuming his seat, he apologized for the hasty 
and desultory manner in which, having risen with- 
out preparation, he had presented facts; such facts, 
he trusted, as were of themselves a sufficient an- 
swer,and a complete refutation of the charges 
brought forward by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. SCHENCK next rose, and said that the. 
gentleman from Illinois deprecated the fntroduction 
and discussion of the subject now before the House. 
Looking at it from another point of view, he (Mr. 
S.) congratulated the House and the country that 
it had taken place, and expressed the hearty hope 
that there would be much more of the same sort 
before the remainder of the session was consumed. 
They had now engaged in treating of matters in 
the discussion of which they should have been 
employed as early as the first week of the session. 


| The country, and he might say the Whig party, 


expected a great deal of this House of Represent- 
atives; and especially that every effort would be 
made to ferret out the misdemeanors, the miscon- 
duct, the usurpation of power, and outrages upon 
the rights of the people committed by this Admin- | 
istration. 

Mr. S. also made frée use of the President’s mes-. 
sage, concerning the new governments in Mexico, 
arguing that he was in conflict with himself, and 
commenting with much emphasis thereon. 

Mr. DONNELL moved to amend the resolu- 
tions by adding the following thereto: - 


Resolved, further, That the President of the United States 
he requested to’inform this House how much ‘< puolicland” 
the Government of the United States has acquired under 
the fifth article of the treaty concluded and signed on the 2d 
day of February, 1848, between the United States of Ameri- 
ea and the Mexican Republic, which is free from and not 
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included within grants heretofore made by the Government 
of Spain and Mexico; and also how much of such ¢ public 
land” is within the boundaries of Texas, as defined by the 
act of the Congress of the Republic of Texas of the 19th day 
” of December, 1836. i 

Resolved, further, That the President be requested to lay 
before this House copies of all such official letters, reports, 
or other communications as contain any information of the 
quantity, value, or location of the “ public lands” acquired 
under the said section of the treaty, the title of which is in 
the Government of the United States, or which contain the 
evidence, or any part thereof, that the ‘extensive and val- 
uable territories ceded by Mexico to the United States con- 
stitute indemnity for the past.’ 

Mr. McLANE went at length into a reply, but 
with so rapid and so unequal a tone of voice, and 
amidst so much noise and excitement in the House, 
that the reporter endeavored without success to 
catch with any clearness the course of hisargument. 

At the opening of his speech, he made some se- 
vere allusions to the general tone of the remarks 
of Messrs. STEPHENS and ScHeENck, and especially 

. tò the language applied by them to the President. 
Some passes took place between him and Mr. 
Scuenck, in which both exhibited the faculty of re- 
partée, but which it is best should be passed over. 
Mr. McLane denied that there had been any 
attempt on the part of the President to conceal the 
policy he was pursuing in regard to New Mexico, 
and insisted that all the language held by him in 
his instructions to Mr. Slidell was strictly in agree- 
ment with what he now declared in his peace mes- 
sage. He explained the instructions, and showed 
that they were directed to obtaining the recogni- 
tion of the Rio Grande, from its source to its 
- mouth, as the boundary of Texas. As.Mexico 
claimed above El Paso, we must obtain the upper 
portion of the river by purchase, if in no other 


way. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, here interposed, 
but what he said was too imperfectly heard to be 
understood. l 

Mr. McLANE said that the President’s policy 
throughout was perfectly clear; he had all along 
been trying to maintain the Rio Grande for our 
boundary, and he had maintained it. 

Mr. STEPHENS again pressed the inquiry why, 
if the country on this side of the river was part of 
‘Texas, and not part of Mexico, the President un- 
dertook to set up a civil government over it? Why 
did it not revert to Texas as soon as the enemy 
“were subdued who held it? He insisted on the 
difference between the language of the instructions 
and that of the message. 

Mr. McLANE quoted the instructions to Mr. 
Slidell, and further commented upon them, insist- 
ing that they were in perfect consistency with the 
positions taken in the message. He complained 
that an unfounded assault had been made on the 
Executive veracity. j 

Mr. STEPHENS read from the documents to 
strengthen his former position. 

Mr. McLANE defended the propriety of the 
President’s taking military possession of New 
Mexico, though it was in a State of the Union, 
from the conduct of our military commanders in 

roclaiming martial law within a State where the 
Indian tribes were in oe rebellion. This 
had been done by General Jackson, and by Gen- 
eral Taylor also. He alluded to the charges 
against General Jackson for his conduct in this 
respect, the coffin handbills, &c. He warned 
Messrs. STEPHENS and ScHENcK lest they should 
reprobate too severely conduct of which their own 
Presidential candidate had been quite as guilty as 
Mr. Polk. In this connection, he introduced the 
bloodhounds, but disclaimed any wish to denounce 
General Taylor for employing them to smell out 
' the hidden Seminoles. Nothing more had been 
done by General Kearny than to drive the enemy 
out of a portion of Texas, and to take means to 
maintain order there. - 

He denied that General Kearny had received 
no reprimand, and quoted the language of the 
President in regard to his excess of zeal, which, 
though not abusive, contained.a delicate reproof, 
which General K. had severely felt, and of which 
he had complained. a 

The President and Secretary of War affirmed 
that General Kearny’s,constitution for New Mex- 
ico and his list of temporary officers appointed by 
him there had not been seen by the President 
when preparing his message for Congress. The 
gentlemen on the other side insisted that it had: 
he left the country to judge between them. 

Mr.:McL. said that the attempts to charge men- 


dacity upon the Executive by a party who sup- 


ported General Taylor would react upon him; they 
werc bespattering their own candidate with vulgar- 
ity, and he would become associated by the peo- 
ple with his supporters, and be Puppa no better 
than an arrogant party, who would be effectually 
rebuked in November next. | 

Mr. McL. next adverted to the financial state- 
ments in the messagé. The party were startled to 
find, that after all their extravagant predictions and 
calculations, the public debt amounted to no more 
than sixty-five millions. They had told the coun- 
try that the war was costing the people half a mil- 
lion aday. And now, when the true state of the 
fact came out, they were astounded and sat down 
tociphering. But they might go on`and cipher as 
long as they pleased; the people would well under- 
stand the distinction between a national debt and 
the expenditures for the war, just as well as they 
did the difference between the Whig estimates and 
the facts. 

[Here a dispute arose between Mr. McLANE 
and Mr. STEPHENS about the debt of seventeen 
millions in 1845—one affirming and the other deny- 
ing that it was a debt of a Whig administration. | 

As to the relative results of the tariffs of 1842 and 
1846, the statements of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had not been questioned; but there had been 
almost an attempt to misrepresent the Treasury 
report on that subject by not distinguishing be- 
tween the commencement of the natural and of the 
fiscal year. 

Mr. McL. then referred to the declaration of a 
member of the Whig party at the commencement 
of the war, that he gloried in the fact that when 
Mr. Polk asked Congress for men and money, at 
the commencement of this session of Congress, to 
prosecute the contest, the Whig party had refused 
both. 

This called up Mr. T. B. KING, who with 
great warmth denied it to be true that the Whigs, 
as a party, had done any such thing. 

[Here there was for a time such a confusion in 
the House, that little could be distinctly heard on 
either side. | 

Mr. McL. said he was aware that there were war 
Whigs as well as anti-war Whigs; but he did not 
know which portion of the party were to carry 
out their policy hereafter. He was wholly in the 


dark as to what the policy of General Taylor was 


to be—whether he was to be in the hands of the 
Ohio Reserve, or his friends from Georgia and the 


| South. 


He next adverted to the delay on the ten-regi- 
ment bill, insisting that in that instance the Whigs 
had refused the President the men he asked for, 
and had thereby stopped the war. 

Mr. VINTON reminded him that there were but 
fourteen Whig members opposed to voting supplies. 

Mr. McLANE knew that; but still, by refusing 
the ten-regiment bill, the Whig party had prevent- 
ed the President from prosecuting the war, and he 
believed that this course had been the result of a 
studied effort to effect that result. | 

Mr. HUNT inquired whether there had not 
been at that time news of the negotiation of a 
treaty? | 

Mr. McLANE was about to reply, when his 
hour expired. 

The floor was obtained by Mr. HUDSON, who 
said he could not regret that this debate had sprung 
up, as he thought the subject of it well worthy of 
consideration. ‘The a were well calcu- 
lated to elicit important information, and though 
he was prepared to proceed in some remarks upon 
them, he would waive that privilege, believing that 
after a response should have been obtained to the 
call, the House would be prepared to act more 
understandingly on the whole subject; and as, in 
point of speeches, the two sides of the House were 
now even, he would conclude by moving the pre- 
vious question. 

The motion was seconded, and the resolutions 
were adopted. 

Mr. VINTON moved to suspend the rules to 
enable him to report back to the House, from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, to which it had 
been referred, the bill making appropriations for 
certain fortifications for the year ending June 30, 
1849, together with the amendments of the Senate 
thereto. 


The rules were suspended, and the bill .and 


amendments were received and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole. 
And then the House adjourned. 


international exchanges, [giving the privilege of 
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Mr. HALE presented a petition from the citi- 
zens of Winnebago county, Illinois, praying Con- 
gress to restore to liberty the slaves abducted in 
the District, of Columbia, the motion to receive 
which was raised, and laid on the table. 

Mr. HALE also presented a petition from .the 
citizens of Amesbury and Salisbury, Massachu- 
setts, praying the abolition of the franking privi- 
lege, and a reduction of the ratts of postage; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


Mr. UPHAM presented a petition from the citi- 
zens of Washington, District of Columbia, and 
from other places, praying for the purchase of 
Mount Vernon. l 

Mr. UPHAM desired to give this petition a dif- 
ferent direction from that which had been given to 
other petitions of similar character. His reason 
for this course was, that it had been suggested that 
Mount Vernon should be obtained for the purpose 
of establishing there an agricultural institution 
and botanical garden. Agriculture he regarded 
as one of the most important interests. A far 
greater number of persons were occupied in the 
pursuits of agriculture than in any other employ- 
ment. Yet this great interest had been entirely 
Overlooked, while all the other departments of in- 
dustry had more or less received the favor of Gov- 
ernment. He read from a paper in his hand some 
statistics, showing the number of persons employed 
in agriculture, manufactures, commerce, and navi- 
gation, taken from the last census, from which it 
appeared that about three millions seven hundred 
thousand of our citizens were employed in agri- 
culture, while the aggregate of persons employed 
in the other three branches did not reach that num- 
ber. He was desirous that the subject should go 
to the Committee on Agriculture, in order to obtain 
areport from that committee on the matters em- 
braced in this petition. 

The petition was then referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture. | 


Mr. NILES presented a petition from citizens 
of Brooklyn, New York, to prevent persons from 

urchasing lands adjoining the marine hospital in 
Brooklyn; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. | 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition from 
the Rev. R. R. Gurley, praying that Mr. Catlin’s 
collection of Indian curiosities may be purchased 
by Congress; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. RUSK presented a memorial from the 
Chickasaw Indians, praying that the United States 
agency in that nation may not be interfered with; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. ; 

Mr. BRADBURY presented a petition from 
citizens of York, Maine, praying the abolition of 
the franking privilege, and a reduction of the rates 
of postage; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. i 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a memorial from 
the Creek Indians, remonstrating against any in- 
terference with the United States agency in that 
nation; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. . 

Mr. HALE, on leave, introduced a bill to dis- 
courage speculation in the publicelands, and to 
open the public lands for the use of actual settlers; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to facilitate 


franking letters and packages connected with the 
subject to M. Vattemare;] which was considered, 
read three times, and passed. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported without amendment House bill to 
amend an act entitled ‘* An act to amend an act fo 
the correction of errors in making entries in the 
land offices;’? which was considered, and read thre 
times and, passed. 
- Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee o 
Finance, reported a bill for the payment of th 
liquidated claims against Mexico; which was rea 
a first time. 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the Coma@ittee o 
Claims, made an unfavorable report on the Hous 
bill for the relief of John B. Rogers. 


~ 


_ had shown the spread of moral degeneracy through 


- our fall. 
of the people would be sufficiently strong to save 
: us, in the midst of the gloom which now surrounds 
‘us. 


1848. 


Mr. FOOTE; from the Committee on Private. 


Land Claims, reported House bill for the relief of 
Lewis Kennedy. | l 
THE AMISTAD. 
Mr. YULEE rose for the purpose of asking the 


Senator from North Carolina whether the-Com- | 


mittee on Foreign Relations had as yet taken any 
action on the Amistad case, and when a report on 
the subject might be expected. 

Mr. MANGUM replied, that the committee had 
not yet acted on the subject, but that it would be 
taken up and reported on at an early day. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The bill making appropriations for the Indian 
department having been returned from the House 
of Representatives, with a teport stating that the 
House had concurred in several of the amendments 
of the Senate and amended others, the subject was 
taken up for consideration, when a motion was 
made by Mr. ATHERTON to refer the bill and 
amendments to.the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ATCHISON moved a reference to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, as he regarded that as the 
appropriate committee; the principal amendment 
relating to the appointment of Indian agents, a 
subject. on which the Committee on Finance could 
not be supposed to be as well informed as the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Some discussion took place on this motion, in 
which Mr. ATHERTON, Mr. MANGUM, Mr. 
ATCHISON, Mr. BADGER, Mr. DAYTON, 
Mr. SEBASTIAN, Mr. RUSK, and Mr. CLAY- 
TON participated; when the bill and amendments 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 

On motion of Mr. BADGER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill to establish 
a Territorial Government in Oregon. 

The question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Davis, of Mississipp 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, then addressed 
the Senate. He said there were several proposi- 
tions before the Senate: Ist, to strike out the 12th 
section; 2d, toamend the 12th section by prohibiting 
any legislation by Congress or the Territory over 
slavery in the Territory; .3d, to incorporate the 
Missouri compromise line; 4th, toamend that prop- 
osition of the Missouri line by providing that sla- 
very shall exist south of that line independent of 
any legislation by Congress and the Territory. 

After stating these propositions, he expressed 
his dissent from the opinion of the Senator from 
South Carolina that this was the best moment for 
the consideration of the subject because we are on 
the eve of a Presidential election. The idea con- 
firmed the impression which had been growing ùp, 
that the question as to who is to be the President 
is the most important one that can be entertained, 


|-— 


- and-that it overshadows all questionsas to the most 


important measures which may be pending. He 
felt the impropriety of agitating this question under 
such circumstances, and would have preferred its 
aie pears until the Presidential election shall 

ave terminated. Butit had been brought up, and 
must now be considered. He argued that events 


the southern section of the Union. The array of 


_ State against State, and citizen against citizen, was 
; a spectacle which he regarded as ominous of fatal 
| results to the Union. 


Sooner or later, if these 
signs continue to increase, the separation of the 
States is inevitable, and there will no longer bea 
Constitution for us. The page of history will then 
have to record the ruin of a Confederacy which was 
blessed with the greatest privileges; and nations 
which looked to our course, and to the star of our 


' destiny, to guide them in the path of freedom, 


would be left, in bitter disappointment, to mourn 
He hoped, however, that the good sense 


He admitted that, in some sense, the annexation 


of Texas had been the cause of our present mourn- 
ful condition. 
affairs had been a wise and prudent one, such re- 
‘sults as we have seen would not have taken place. 


But if the administration of our 


It would not have necessarily led to the annexation 
of the Mexican territories. Not a drop of blood 


and little treasure would have been expended had 
ithe Government been in the hands of awise and 

rudent statesman. But the war came; and when 
ìt did come, the battles of Palo Alto and Resaca 
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de la Palma would forever have settled the question 
of the independence of Texas; but ambition and 
the lust of territory swayed the councils of our 


country. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. | 


Davis} had said that Texas was brought in by 
southern votes, to enable southern men to carry 
out southern viewsand to secure southern interests. 
The record did not bear out that Senator. He re- 
ferred to the Journal to show that thirteen votes 
were given from free States for the annexation; 
and the reason why Cass was not among them 
was, that he was not here. 

Mr. DAVIS explained that he had said Texas 
was brought into the Union by a combination be- 
tween the southern Democracy with the Democ- 
racy of the North. 

Mr. JOHNSON resumed, and referred to the 
course of Mr. Jouwnson, of Louisiana, and Mr. 
Henperson, of Mississippi, and Mr. Merric 
of Maryland, to show that it was these votes whic 
obtained the passage of the law annexing Texas. 
He referred to his own course, expressing his strong 
conviction that our system of government might 
be safely extended to any limit; and stated that he 
supported the war with Mexico from a desire to 
evade this agitating and dangerous question. The 
Senator from South Carolina has now declared 
that if the question be notmow settled, the South 
will stand on her rights; and from the Senator from 
Massachusetts, we hear a prediction that the Union 
will be dissolved, if the South will not yield some 
concessions. Beyond these walls, the aspect of 
things is still more appalling. We see the north- 
ern man with southern principles heading a party 
to confine slavery within its present boundary, and 
the current of public opinion is running with in- 
creased seenath against the extension of slavery to 
any of the new States. š 

He contended that the power of abolishing or 
prohibiting slavery in the Territories must be 
found in the Constitution, or it did not exist at all. 
He did not find it in that instrument. He reviewed 
the arguments of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Davis,] and of the Senator from Vermont, 
(Mr. Puexps,] deriving the power from various 
sources; and stated that he could not satisfy his own 
judgment that the power was to be found where the 
had supposed. Slaves were considered in the Uni- 
ted States as both property and persons, and have 
been acknowledged to be such by the laws, which, 
while they subject them to taxation as property, 
permit them to be represented as persons. Hear- 
gued that the States all stood on a ground of equal- 
ity, and that no power could be conferred on Con- 
gress to legislate so as to give to one State privileges 
over another State. When the day shall come 
when the whole northern territory of the United 
States shall be admitted as States, and be repre- 
sented on this floor, he was aware that slavery 
would no longer be permitted to exist in the South. 
He did not fear to express his opinions as to sla- 
very. He wished from his heart that no African 
had ever been brought to this country, but that our 
land was exclusively peopled by freemen. He 
looked on the existence of slavery as a great evil. 
But it was a domestic institution, in some respects 
mutually advantageous, where it existed, to the 
slave as well as the master; and it might be suf- 
fered to extend without the danger of producing 
the destfuction of the Union. 

In reference to Mr. Van Buren, he said that 
twenty years ago any man in the United States 
soud have considered it an insult to have had the 
nomination for the Presidency offered to him on the 
ground on which he is now placed. At that period 
Mr. Van Buren himself would have considered it 
in that light’ He believed, from the spirit which 
was now afloat, that the time would some day 
arrive, when the guarantees of the Constitution will 
no longer be respected, and slavery will be extin- 
guished. 

He examined the supposed analogy between the 
owner and the slave and the master and the ap- 
prentice, and contended that they were not analo- 
gous to the extent assumed. 

Mr. J. then went into a constitutional argument 
of great length, to show that there was no warrant 
for the claim of a power on the part of Congress to 
prohibit slavery. 

He admitted that the Missouri compromise could 
only be defended on the ground that the power 
exists in Congress, but it was merely a legislative 
construction. | 

He asked, in conclusion, what was to be done? 
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We are as dear to each other as the people of any 
Government in the world. Was it right that this 
difference should goon until it work the destruction 
of the Union? Every American would lay his hand 
on his heart, and say, ‘‘No.”? He would rather 
witness any calamity than the disruption of this 
glorious Confederacy. Ought we not rather to take 
some ground of compromise? We have slavery 
here. He would not that another slave should be 
brought here. He declared that the slaves which 
were sold were sold to the South by northern slave- - 
holders; and that gvery slave that was imported 
was imported by northern men with northern cap- ~ 
ital. On the North, therefore, he contended that the 
responsibility rested for the encouragement of the 
evil of slavery, against which northern men were 
so eloquent. There was a greater evil than dis- 
union, and that was, gelf-degradation and convic- 
tion of superiority; and he warned northern men 
not to cast on the South a conviction that they re- 
garded southern men as inferior to themselves. 
Let them not pass us by on the other side of the 
street. The South was always ready to stand by 
the North when its rights were violated by any 
foreign Power. The war of 1812 was commenced 
by southern men. 

He called on.Senators to settle this agitating 

uestion at once and forever. It could only be set- 
tled by compromise. He did not speak to alarm, 
because he was not speaking to'men who could be 
alarmed. But he would say, that if this question 
was not settled by compromise, it would be settled 
by blood or separation. There were days before 
now when the thunder muttered over us, and threat- 
ened destruction by its fiery fluid, but our fathers 
compromised; and why should we not compromise? 
He adverted to the evils which were coming on the 
State of Maryland by the practice of her Legisla- 
ture h manumitting slaves. This was done at the 
instigation of the northern men. At length the 
evil became so apparent that the legislation of this 
character was arrested; and no slave can now be 
manumitted but by the unanimous vote of both 
Houses of the Legislature. 

He referred to the universal satisfaction when 
the Missouri compromise was determined on; and 
if we can be brought to settle this question by com- 
promise, a similar burst of satisfaction may be an- 
ticipated; then the prosperity of the country will 
be secured, and the Union will be preserved. 

As to the amendments, he could not vote for the 
proposition of the Senator from Mississippi, be- 
cause he thought it unnecessary. He also deemed 
the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. Unperwoop] as superfluous. He felt a 
deep. and lively interest in the success of the 
party to which he belonged in the election of Presi- 
dent, but great as was this interest in his bosom, 
he would rather see the candidate of those who 
were of opposite sentiments elected, and adminis- 
tering the Government through all time, than not 
see this question settled. Other measures may be 
erroneously adopted, and a remedy may be found, 
but error on this question strikes at the very root 
of our existence; and he would rather surrender 
his attachment to any individual aspirant, than. 
see that take place which would strike at the basis 
of our security. He had not the courage to raise 
the veil and see all the horrors which would result 
from unwise action here. 

He would do anything to produce a compro- 
mise. The desire of the North cannot be grati- 
fied, and this Union stand. The desire of the 
South cannot be gratified, and this Union stand. 
There must be concessions on both sides; and he -e 
called on Senators, as they valued their country, 
to guard against any error. 

Mr. HUNTER moved to pass over the bill until 
to morrow. : 
. Mr. HANNEGAN sent to the Chair an amend- 
ment which he proposed to move to the amend- 
ment of Mr. Unperwoop; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD sent to the Chair a modi- 
fication of the amendment which he had formerly 
moved, which he intended to adopt in lieu of the 
original amendment. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


eee: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvuespay, July 11, 1848. 


~ The Journal of yesterday having been read, an 


amendment (not affecting any matter contained in 
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this report) was moved by Mr. Srepnens, and 
having heen agreed to, 

The Journal was approved. 

Mr. WHITE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolutions offered yesterday by Mr. 
Srepuens had heen passed. 

Mr. RUMSEY moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. Agreed to. 


HARBOR AND RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 

The House then proceeded to consider the re- 
port and accompanying resolutions heretofore re- 
ported by Mr. Hunt, frome the Committee on 
Coumerce, on the subject of the message of the 
President, stating his reasons for not approving 
the river and harbdr bill of last session, the memo- 
rial of the Chicago Convention in relation to harbor 
and river improvements, and on various other 
memorials on the same subject. 

The previous queation on these resolutions was 
moved and seconded some days since, and, under 
its operation, the first resolution was then agreed 
to, as follows: i 


Resolved, That the Constitution of the United States vests 
in Congress the power to appropriate money to open and 
improve harbors, and remove obstructions from navigable 


to the protection and facility of commerce with foreign na- 
tions or the commerce among the States. 


The SPEAKER now stated the question to be 
on agreeing to the second of said resolutions, viz: 


rivers, in all cases where such improvements are necessary 


common defence and general welfare of the United States, 
require a judicious exercise of the foregoing powers. 


Mr. WENTWORTH called for the yeas and 
nays on agreeing to this resolution; they were or- 
dered and taken, and resulted as folloavs: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Barringer, Bingham, Birdsall, 
Blanchard, John M. Botts, Bowlin, Boydon, Brady, Canby; 
Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Collins, Conger, 
Cranston, Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, Darling, Dickey, 
Dickinson, Dixon, Donnelt, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Em- 
bree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, 
Fioarnoy, Freedicy, French, Fulton, Gentry, Giddings, 


Resolved, That the interests of our national commerce, the 


Mr. CLINGMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
j 
| 
j 
| 


lard P. Hall, Hammons, Haralson, Harris, Hill, George 8. 
Houston. Inge. Andrew Johnson, James H. Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Kanfman, Kennon, Lahm, Ligon, Lord, Lump- 
kin, Lynde, Maclav, McClernand, McKay. McLane, Job 
Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Peaslee, Petrie, Pevton, 
Phelps, Pillsbary, Rhett, Richey, Rockhill, Sawyer, Simp- 
eon, Sins, Smart, Thomas, James Thomnson, Robert A. 
Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, Turner, Venable, 
Wallace, Wiley, Williams, and Woodward—7I. 


agreeing to the third resolution; and the motion to 
reconsider was, on motion of Mr. Cuineman, laid 
on the table. 

The question was stated on the fourth resolu- 
tion, v!Z: . 

Resolved, That it would be inexpedient, and contrary to 
the principles of the Constitution, to give the general con- 
sent of Congress, in advance of legislation by the States, to 
the imposition of tonnage duties by the several States as a 
means of improving the ports and harbors at which such 
duties may be levied. 


e The yeas and nays were ordered and taken on 
agreeing thereto, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Barringer, Bingham, 
Birdsall, Blanchard, Bowlin, Boydon, Brady, Buckner, Ca- 
bell, Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Collins, Cran- 
ston, Crisfield, Crowelt, Crozier, Dickey, Dickinson, Dixon, 
Donnell, Daniel Duncan, Dunn, Edsall, Edwards, Embree, 
Alex. Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrellv. Fisher, Freedley, 
French, Fulton, Gaines, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Gott, 
Gregory, Grinnell, Nathan K. Hall. Hammons, James G 
Hampton, Moses Hampton, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, John 
W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
[cvin, Jenkins, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas B. King, 
Daniel P. King, Lahm, William T. Lawrence, Sidney Law- 
rence, Lincoln, Maclay, McClelland, Horace Mann, Marsh, 
Marvin, Morehead. Morris, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Newall, 
Nicoll, Outlaw, Palfrey, Peck, Pendleton, Pollock, Preston, 
Putnam, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Rose, Root, 
Rumsey, Schenck, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, Smart, 
Caleb B. Smith, Trunian Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Charles 
E. Stuart, Strohm, Tallmadge, Taylor, John B. Thompson, 
William Thompson, Thurston, Tompkins. Van Dyke, Vin- 
ton, Warren, Wentworth, and White—109. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Bocock, Bow- 
don, Boyd, Wm. G. Brown. Albert G. Brown, Burt, Chase, 
| Franklin Clark, Bev. L. Clarke, Howell Cobb, Williamson 
i R. W. Cobb, Cummins, Daniel, Featherston, Ficklin, Fries, 
| Haralson, Harris, George S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Inger- 


Goggin, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Nathan K. Hall, James G. j! soll, Iverson, Anflrew Johnson, James H. Johnson, G. W. 


Hampton, Moses Hampton, Haskell, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, 
Jom W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenkins, John W. 
Jones, Kellogg, Thomas Butler King, Daniel P. King, Wil- 
liam T. Lawrence, Sidney Lawrence, Levin, Lincoln, ` 


‘ Jones, Kaufman. Kennon, Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, McCler- 
nand, McKay, McLane, Job Mann. Meade, Miller, Peaslee, 
Pettit, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Sawyer, 
Simpson, Sims, Thomas, Jas. Thompson, R. A. Thompson, 

ı Turner, Venable, Wallace, Wiley, Williams, and Wood- 


Lynde, Maclay, McClelland, Job Mann, Marsh, Marvin, || Wa'd—59 


Morehead, Morris, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Nicoll, 
Outlaw, Palfrey, Peck, Pendleton, Petrie, Peyton, Pollock, 
Preston, Putnam, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Rose, 
Root, Rumsey, Sawyer, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, 
Caleb B. Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, Charles 
E. Stuart, Strohm, Tallinadge, Taytor, Thibodeaux, James 
Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, Van Dyke, Vin- 
ton, Warren, Wentworth, and White—112. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Bocock, Bowdon, Boyd, 
Brodhead, Wm. G. Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Chase, 
Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clarke, Howell Cobb, William- 
son R. W. Cohb, Cummins, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Green, 
Willard P. Hall, Hammons, Haralson, Harris, Hill, George 
S. Houston, Audrew Johnson, James H. Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, Mc- 
Clernand, McKay, McLane, Meade, Miller, Peaslee, Phelps, 
Pilisbury, Rhett, Richey, Simpson, Sims, Sinart, Thomas, 
Robert A. ‘Thompson, Venable, Wallace, Wiley, Williams, 
and Woodward—53. 


_Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the second resolution was 
passed. Be 

The motion to reconsider was, on the motion of 
Mr. Evans, laid on the table. 

_The question was stated on the third resolution, 
VIZ: 

Resolved, That the reasons assigned by the President in 
his veto message of December 15, 1847, for his refusal to 
approve and sign the bill passed March 3, 1847, making ap- 
propriations for the improvement of certain harbors and 
rivers, are deemed insufficient and unsatisfactory. 


The yeas and nays were ordered and taken on 
reeing to the third resolution, and resulted as 
ollows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Blanchard, Botts, Boydon, 
Brady, Buckner, Cabell, Canby, Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, 
Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, Crowell, Crcezier, 
Dickey, Dickinson, Dixon, Donnell, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, 
Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, 
Fiournoy, Freedley,.Fuiton, Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Gog- 
gin, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Nathan K. Hall, J. G. Hamp- 
jons Moses Hampton, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, John W. 

ouston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas B. Kinz, Daniel P. 
King, William T. Lawrence, Levin, Lincoln, Marsh, Mar- 
vin, Morehead, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Outlaw, Pal- 
frey, Pendleton, Pettit, Pollock, Preston, Putnam, Julius 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Rose, Root, Rumsey, Sher- 
rill, Silvester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, 
Stephens, Strohm, Tallmadge, Taylor, Tompkins, Van 
Dyke, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, and White—~91. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Bowdon, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Albert G. 
Brown, Burt, Chase, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clarke, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Collins, Cummins, 
Darling, Featherston, Ficklin, French,. Fries, Green, Wil- 


Mr. WENTWORTH moved a reconsideration 
of the last vote; and on his motion the motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

The last resolution was agreed to without a 
division. It is as follows: 


Resolved, That the report of the Committee on Commerce 
on the memorial of the Chicaga Convention, respecting har- 
bor and river improvements, the President’s message of De- 
cember 15, 1847, on the same subject, and the bill referred 
to said committee in relation to tonnage duties, with the 
minority report on the same subject, be printed; and that 
the Committee on Printing be directed to inquire into the 
expediency of printing extra copies of said report. 

Mr. WHITE moved to reconsider the vote on 
the last resolution; which motion to reconsider was 


laid on the table. 


DISBANDING OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. BOTTS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill of the House to amend an 
act entitled ‘ An act supplemental to an act pro- 
viding for the prosecution of the existing war be- 
tween the United States and the Republic of Mex- 
ico,” and for other purposes, reported the same 
back to the House with amendments. 

The House proceeded to consider the said 
amendments. | : 

Mr. BOTTS said he did not know that there 
was any necessity for him to offer any explana- 
tions. If any member should desire them upon 
any proposition, he would hold himself in readi- 
ness to make them. He would barely remark that 
the Committee on Military Affairs insisted on the 
original bill as it had passed the House, which re- 
pealed so much of the act of May, 1846, as made 
it imperative on the President to dismiss, at the 
termination of the war, one major general and two 
ot esa generals. That was the whole of the 

ill. 

Mr. McKAY wished to know from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, [Mr. 
Botrts,] whether or not that committee had taken 
into consideration whether the army should be in- 
creased beyond what it was previous to the com- 
mencement of the war with Mexico. Now, the 
President had recommended that authority be 
given to increase the number of privates to 100, and 


' he thought that the authority granted to him by 


the act of May, 1846, was sufficient for all these 
purposes. If it was the design of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and if that design was ap- 
proved of by this House, to bring back the army 
to what it was previous to the war, he submitted 
whether the amendment of the Senate was not far 
preferable to the bill of the House. The bill as 
originating in the House and sent.to the Senate 
repealed the law which authorized the appoint- 
ment of one major general and of two brigadier 
generals, and therefore there having been one ma- 
jor general and two brigadier generals in office 
previous to the war, there would be two major 
and four brigadier generals in all time to come, 
unless Congress should think proper to interfere. 
Was there any person in this House who believed 
that with a small skeleton of an army of a few 
thousand men, it would he at all necessary to keep 
in office two major and four brigadiet generals? 
He did not; therefore he considered it greatly 
preferable to suspend the operation of that portion 
of the act which authorized the appointment of 
these officers until the 4th of March, as was pro- 
posed by the Senate, and in the mean time Con- 
gress could determine what should be the character 
of the peace establishment. 

Mr. BOTTS replied that the Military Commit- 
tee had had some informal conversation upon the 
subject of the peace establishment, but had had no 
action. In the’mean time he would remark that 
this proposition had no sort of connection with 
this bill. This House had already, in the form of 
the bill which they had passed by an almost unani- 
mous vote, expressed its determination to repeal 
so much of the first section of the law of May 13, 
1846, as made it incumbent upon the President to 
dismiss from the service of the United States one 
of the two major generalsa—Generals Scott and 
Taylor; and two of the four brigadier generals— 
Generals Gaines, Wool, Kearny, and Twiggs. 
The House had resolved that they would continue 
in office these six public officers, and all the com- 
mittee now proposed was, to reassert that determi- 
nation by disagreeing to the Senate’s amendment, 
which suspended instead of repealing that pro- 
vision of the law of 1846. . 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, understood that the 
Committee on Military Affairs had reported sev- 
eral amendments. In order that these amendments 
might be printed for the consideration of the Hoyse, 
he proposed that this bill lie ovef until to-morrow 
morning, when they would come up in order, and 
regularly every morning, until disposed of. He 
would make no motion to delay action on this 
measure. 

one McKAY suggested that the bill be printed 
also. | 

Mr. COBB accepted the suggestion, and hoped, 
that by the general consent of the House, the bill 
and amendments would be printed, and moved that 
the House now proceed to dispose of the business. 
on the Speaker’s table in order. 

Mr. BOTTS would agree to the proposition of 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Coss,] but for 
the fact, that on the, 20th of this month, these 
officers, under the present provisions of law, would 
necessarily all go out of office. If it was the ob- 
ject of this House to prevent that result, it was 
necessary that the bill should be acted on immedi- 
ately. He apprehended, from the delay which 
they had experienced in receiving printing from 
the public printers, from the commencement of the . 
session down to the present time, that if the House 
should determine to lay aside this bill, in order to 
have it printed, the 20th of July would have ar- 
rived before they could receive the printed bill, and 
there would be no occasion for any further legisla- 
tion. he 

Mr. COBB said his suggestion would not delay 
the Lill further than to-morrow or the next day. 

Mr. BOTTS was informed by a gentleman that 
this printing could not possibly be done within 
less than ten days. r i 

Mr. BURT wished to say to the House that 
the amendments which had come up from the 
Senate, and those recommended by the Committee 
on Military Affairs of this House, were very sim- 
ple amendments. They were few in number,and 
their principles were perfectly plain and intelligible 
to everybody. He confessed he had some appre- 
hensions—although he did not attribute that pur- 
pose to his friend from Georgia—that there was a 
design to give this bill the go-by, and he trusted 
that this House would not tolerate the further de- 
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lay of a bill of such absolute necessity to the public 
service. 

Mr. COBB said, to avoid this very difficulty, he 
had not moved to refer the bill to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, but to 
leave it on the Speaker’s table, where it would 
come up regularly evéry morning. 

The SPEAKER announced the question to be 
on Mr. Coss’s motion to proceed to the business 
on the Speaker’s table, and remarked, in case this 
was agreed to, it would be considered that the bill 
and amendments were ordered to be printed by 
gencral consent, unless objections were made. 

After some conversation, in the course of which 
the SPEAKER stated, in reply to an inquiry of 
Mr. BURT, that the first business on the Speaker’s 
table was the message of the President of the 
United States communicating information of the 
treaty of peace—the question was taken and dis- 
agreed to by the following vote: 


YEAS—Mesars. Barringer, Bedinger, Bingham, Blanch- 
ard, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, -Boydon, William G. Brown, 
Albert G. Brown, Cathcart, Beverly L. Clarke, Howell Cohb, 
Williamson R.'W. Cobb, Collins, Daniel, Darling, Dickey, 
Garnett Duncan, Edsall, Featherston, Ficklin, Freedley, 
French, Fries, Gott, Green, Williard P. Hall, Harmanson, 
Hilliard, George S. Houston, Inge, Irvin, Jenkins, Andrew 
Johnson, James H. Johnson, G. W. Jones, Kaufman, Daniel 
P. King, Lahm, Sidney Lawrence, Lord, Lumpkin, Mac- 
lay, McClelland, McKay, Marvin, Miller, Mullin, Nelson, 
Newall, Nicoll, Peaslee, Peck, Pendleton, Petrie, Peyton, 
Pillsbury, Putnam, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Rockhill, 
Schenck, Sherrill, Sims, Stanton, Starkweather, Charles E. 
Stuart, Strong, Thomas, James Thompson, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Robert A. ‘Thompson, Venable, Warren, Wentwarth, 
White. Wick, Wiley, Williams, and Woodward—82. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Botts, Brady, Brodhead, Buck- 
ner, Burt, Cabell, Canby, Chapman, Chase, Clingman, 
Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, Crowell, Cro- 
zier, Cummins, Dixon, Donnell, Daniel Duncan, Dunn, 
Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Faran, 
Farrelly, Fisher, Flournoy, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Gentry, 
Goggin, Gregory, Grinnell, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hamp- 
ton, Mosea Hampton, Haralson, Harris, Haskell, Henley, 
Henrv, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Iverson, 
John W. Jones, Kellogg, Kennon, Thomas Butler King, 
William T. Lawrence, Lincoln, McClernand, McLane, Job 
Mann, Horace Mann, Meade, Morris, Nes, Outlaw, Palfrey, 
Phelps, Pollock, Preston, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Rose, Root, Rumsey, Sawyer, Silvester, Simpson, 
Slingerland, Smart, Truman Smith, Strohm, Tallmadge, 
Taylor, Thibodeaux, John B. Thompson, William Thomp- 
+i Thurston, Tompkins, Van Dyke, Vinton, and Wal- 

ace—93. 


So the motion of Mr. Cons was rejected. 

The above vote having been announced— 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 


Mr. BOTTS asked for the yeas and nayson the 


_ motion, and they were ordered, and resulted: Yeas 
105, nays 69. è 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Root, of 
Ohio, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

Mr. GOGGIN moved to add an item to those 
for the Library of Congress, to appropriate twenty 
thousand dollars for the purchase of the manuscript 
papers of the late President Jefferson. 

Mr. G. W. JONES interposed, and inquired if 
the motion was in order, there being no law autho- 
rizing the appropriation? He based his objection 
on the eighty-first rule, which provides that ‘no 
appropriation shall be RR | in such general 
appropriation bills, or be in order as an amend- 
ment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by Jaw.”’ 

Mr. GOGGIN said it was an amendment relatin 
to the Library of Congress, for which it proposed 
a purchase of books, and it was therefore in order. 

as CHAIRMAN said the amendment was in 
order. ; 

Mr. JONES submitted that there was no law 
authorizing the purchase of these papers, and thére- 
fore it was not in order to introduce an item in thé 
general appropriation bill to pay for them. 

The CHAIRMAN said the item was proposed 
for the purchase of books for the library, which 
was now in existence; and the rule from which 
the gentleman from ‘Tennessee had quoted gave 
authority to make appropriations ‘in continuation 
of appropriations for such public works and objects 
as are already in progress.’ He held the amend- 
ment to be in order. — 

Mr. GOGGIN said he did not want to discuss 
the amendment at all, but simply to remark that a 
memorial had been presented to this House, and 


t 


it had been referred to the Library Committee, 
thus bringing the subject under consideration, and 
hence he had been induced to offer this amend- 
ment. ‘The object was, to make an appropriation 
to. purchase manuscripts which were said to be 
very valuable, and of which he had some proof if 
it was deemed necessary to produce it. He re- 
ferred to two letters which he held in his hand from 
two gentlemen who belong to the two political par- 
ties of the country,).-Mr. Van Buren to Mr. W. 
C. Rives.) The author of these papers belonged 
to the Democratic party, but he nevertheless de- 
sired that those papers should be published, for he 
believed they were very valuable papers, many of 
which had never yet seen the light. They were of 
a character which showed that they belonged to 
the county, and he hoped they would share the 
fate of others which this House had heretofore 
purchased. He would not detain the House with 
a speech on the subject, but refer gentlemen to a 
report which was made during the last, Congress 
by the gentleman opposite [Mr. BropHEap] on 
this very subject. 

Mr. PALFREY moved, for the purpose of ob- 
taining an opportunity to make a few remarks, to 
amend the amendment by adding twenty thousand 
dollars for the purchase of the papers of Alexander 
Hamilton. The subject had come upon him very 
unexpectedly; but as allusion had been made to 
the views of the Library Committee, though he 
was not authorized to speak for that committee, 
as no other member of the Library Committee was 
present, he would say a word or two expressive 
of his own views upon the subject. He was not 
aware that the Library Committee had ever had 
the subject under consideration. If they had, it 
was at a time when he was absent; but if he was 
to express his opinion of this set of manuscripts, 
he should say that he deeply regretted that their 
purchase had not been earlier ordered, so that the 
writings of Mr. Jefferson could have been given to 
the world under the responsibility of the nation, 
and not under such auspices as those under which 
a part of Mr: Jefferson’s papers had been published. 
They should all be published in a manner that 
would be creditable to the fame of that great man, 
anc of this nation. 

The CHAIRMAN reminded the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that five minutes were allowed to 
him to explain his amendment, to which he must 
confine himself. 

Mr. PALFREY submitted, that in order to make 
his own amendmentsatisfactory, it was proper that 
he should make some remarks on the object con- 
templated by the amendment which he proposed 
to amend.. However, the remarks which he de- 
sired to make, applied equally to the papers of 
Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Hamilton. What he had 
to say was true of both, and therefore, when he 
spoke of Mr. Hamilton,.he hoped the committee 
would understand him as speaking likewise of Mr. 
Jefferson. The papers which yet remain in manu- 
script, both of Mr. Hamilton and Mr. Jefferson, 
he understood were very voluminous; they were 
intimately connected with the history of the coun- 
try through a long series of years; nothing could 
be more important than these writings were to our 
history; and it was in the highest degree material 
that these papers should be rescued from the pos- 
session of anybody where they would be exposed 
to any chance or accident, and placed in the pos- 
session of this country and of the world through a 
channel such as this nation could approve. He 
felt confident that the Library Committee enter- 
tained these opinions in common with himself. 

Mr. NICOLL inquired if these matters had ever 
been referred to qr connie of this House? If 
so, he would like to have the report read. - 

The CHAIRMAN reminded the gentleman from 
New York that this was nota debatable question 
under the order of the House. The Chairman had 
not the information required by the gentleman from 
New. York. 

Mr. NICOLL supposed the information could 
be obtained at the clerk’s desk. 
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The CHAIRMAN said, doubtless; and the gen- | 


tleman from New York could obtain it there, and 
relieve the Chair from further responsibility. 

Mr. BOW LIN said it was proper that the point 
should be settled whether these amendments were 
in order under the 8lst rule of the House. The 
Chair, on the question being raised by the gentle- 
.man from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] decided that 
they were in order, and he now again raised the 
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uestion-for the purpose of taking an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Tellers were demanded on the appeal, and 
Messrs. VenaBLe and PoLLocr were appointed, 
and they reported 66 in the affirmative and 51 in 
the negative. The decision of the Chair was there- 
fore sustained as the judgment of the committee. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. PaL- 
FREY] to the amendment of Mr. Gocain, and it 
was adopted by a majority of 63 to 55. i 

The question recurred on the amendment as 
amended. ; 

Mr. VENABLE made a pro forma motion, that 
he might express -his uncompromising opposition 
to this whole matter, from beginning to end. He 
believed it was the introduction of a system which 
involved an incalculable amount of money. He 
would vote for the purchase of the manuscripts of 
Thomas Jefferson and Alexander Hamilton as 
soon as for those of anybody; but, if this course 
was to be pursued, it would not be many years 
before the hundred volumes of Mr. J. Q. Adame’s 
journal and writings, and perhaps the papers of 
ex-President Tyler, would be purchased. 

Mr. PALFREY, with some warmth, denied 
that the House would ever be asked to purchase 
the papers of Mr. Adams. 

Mr. VENABLE said they should have been 
told the same thing about these Jefferson and Ham- 
ilton papers ten years ago. He was opposed to 
the whole system, as one which would inevitably 
be attended with mischievous results. As to the 
purchase of Mr. Adams’s papers, he hoped the 
question never would be. tested. When papers 
were valuable, they would most assuredly come 
to the light. If he had been present when the 
Madison papers were purchased, he should have 
voted against that motion for the same reason that 
influenced him to vote against this. The whole 
was wrong in principle. 

Mr. MILLER also made a pro forma motion. 
He was opposed to the amendment, and he was 
opposed to the manner in which it was urged on 
the attention of the committee. The gentleman 
from Virginia, in offering his amendment for the 
purchase of the papers of Thomas Jefferson, ad- 
dressed himself to the members on the Democratic 
side of the House, and the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts made a motion which commended itself 
to the gentleman on the other side of the House; 
and by these means both sides of the House were 
appealed to, these two gentlemen—Jefferson and 
Hamilton—being the founders of the two great 
parties which now divide this country. As these 
questions were presented to the committee in such 
a manner, it was apparent that the gentlemen who 
made the motions were satisfied that they could 
not be sustained by argument, and hence they ap- 

ealed to the prejudices of both sides of the House. 

ow, he was opposed to this system. He was 
opposed to the purchase of the papers of Mr. Mad- 
ison, and he should be equally opposed to the pur- 
chase of the papers of anybody else, even of the 
illustrious Jefferson. He would give no vote for 
any such purpose, for the whole system was wrong. 
If any writings were valuable and worthy of pub- 
lication, they would present inducements for their 
publication without the interference of the Gov- 
ernment. By private enterprise they would come 
to light, and hence no justification could be fur- 
nished for such an extravagant waste of the public 
money. He might here remark that all the papers 
of Mr. Jefferson which were deemed valuable had 
been published already. What evidence was there 
before the committee that these papers were of the 
value which was placed on them by the movers of 
these amendments, and which the committee was 
called upon to vote? Hedid not even know what 
these papers were.. It might be that the papers of 
Alexander Hamilte@n advocated a policy which had 
been repudiated by this Government from its 
foundation to the present moment. What, he 
asked, was their object? He was unwilling that 
the committee should be brought to sanction the 
purchase of papers until they knew what it was 
they were called upon to publish.- Who had given 
them thatinformation? The chairman of the com- 
mittee said he did not even know that they had 
been before the Library Committee. Did any of 
them know? And yet they were asked to appro- 
priate $20,000 for each of two sets of papers of 
which they knew nothing. He thought it was 
a matter of some importance, and, especially as 
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‘the case of Mrs. Madison had been quoted, it 

was time that this system should be arrested; but 
if it was to be adopted and carried out, he hoped 
when it was carried to the House that ‘the record 
would be made to show who it was that advocated 
the system. | 
`” Mr. CLARKE, having made a pro forma motion, 
said he took occasion to object to the appropriation 
of E for the pao of the Madison papers; 
and he then argued that that appropriation was de- 
signed and intended to fasten and rivet on the coun- 
- try ān enormous pension list; that it would furnish 
a precedent forall time to come, which, if it would 
not be dangerous to the well-being of the country, 
would be disastrous to its finances. 

-There were various reasons why they should not 
tolerate the amendment which had been proposed. 
They had heard yesterday from the other side of 
the House—and not yesterday only, but on all 
occasions when those gentlemen obtained the floor 
—that, by the prosecution of the Mexican war, 
and by other Democratic measures and policy, they 
had involved the country in a debt which would 
put the face of the people of this nation to the 
grindstone for years to come. And yet, in the face of 
these charges and statements, which were designed 
to have an effect on the approaching elections— 
statements and charges made, in many instances, 
by a direct suppression of the truth—there was not 
a solitary proposition in our whole legislation 
where an attempt was made to appropriate the 
public money, which had not met the approbation 
of the gentlemen on the other side of tha House. 
All propositions for wild and extravagant expend- 
itures have invariably been sustained and voted 
for by the gentlemen on the other side of the House. 
And yet the charge was to go to the country that 
the Democratic party here was in favor of squan- 
dering the public money, and comparisons were 
instituted between the expense of this and former 
administrations, for the purpose of fixing on the 
Democratic ade Bask charge of extravagance. And, 
in bringing this House into disrepute, and in çast- 
ing reproach on the President, language was used 
which was only fit for a fish-market, certainly not 
adapted to the halls of legislation. 

he CHAIRMAN reminded the gentleman that 
he must confine himself to his amendment. 

Mr. CLARKE then proceeded to protest against 
the amendment as a dangerous precedent. ` 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose and moved to re- 
duce the two sums of $20,000 to $5,000 each. 

Mr. SAWYER rose to a question of order. He 
said it was not in order to move an amendment 
solely for the purpose of making a five minutes’ 


speech. 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania was in order. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said that he should vote in 
favor of the amendment. As to establishing a 
system of literary pensioning, if gentleman could 
esses any number of such men as Thomas 

efferson and Alexander Hamilton, he, for one, 
was ready to pension them all. But he greatly 
feared that such men would continue to be very 
rare. ‘There was very little danger, indeed, that 
the pension roll of men like these would be ruin- 
ously extended. As to Jefferson, we knew, from 
such of his writings as were already in print, what 
it was we expect to get should the resolution be 
adopted. After all his public situations and ad- 
vantages, Mr. Jefferson died fifty thousand dollars 
in debt, and two of his granddaughters were for 
many years keeping a school, out of the proceeds 
of which they had paid fifteen thousand dollars of 
it; and he had been told that they were still em- 
ployed in the same way. And, in regard to Alex- 
ander Hamilton, the act of 1789, establishing the 
treasury of the United States, was a monument of 
his public character such as he had been assured 
by Albert Gallatin, and Alexapder Dallas, and 
Richard Rush, and Robert J. Walker, and other 
men competent to judge, was not to be found in 
England, nor in France, nor in the Government of 
any other country in the world. For his part, 
Mr. I. was quite ready to take all the responsibility 
of voting not only.thig $20,000, but a much larger 
sum. 

Mr. GOGGIN said he had letters before him 
from William C. Rives and Martin Van Buren in 
favor of the purchase, and these, on such a sub- 
ject, were good authority. l 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Aana said that neither 
of them was good authority. 


= 


The question was then put, and decided in the 
affirmative: Ayes 60, noes 58. 


CLERK FOR FOREIGN CLAIMS. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend the item ‘$ For 
compensation of the Secretary of State, and the 
clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in his 
office, $26,300,” by striking out that sum, and in- 
serting, ‘* including a salary of $2,000 per annum 
for a clerk, whose duty it shall be to examine 
claims of the citizens of the United States against 
foreign Governments, and claims of the latter 
against the former, and to perform such -other 
duties as the Secretary of State may designate, 


$28,300.” 


Mr. V. sent to the table a letter from Mr. Sec- 
retary Buchanan, explaining the necessity for the 
services of such a clerk, in reference to tħe claims 
of our citizens on foreign Governments, and those 
of the subjects of foreign Governments on our 
own. 

The question being put, the ayes were 56, the 
noes 44. i 

No quorum having voted, the roll was called, 
and the committee rose and reported the absentees 
to the Eiquse, to be recorded. A quorum in the 
mean time having appeared, the committee resumed 
its session. 

Mr. VINTON, by consent, made a brief state- 
ment in explanation. 

The Secretary, in his letter to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, stated that the services of such 
an Officer were become indispensable; and for this 
he gave two very sufficient reasons. The Secre- 
tary said it was impossible, with the force at pres- 
ent in the department, to examine American claims 
preferred against foreign Governments. Accord- 
Ing to the practice at present, they were forwarded 
to our respective ministers abroad without havin 
been examined at all, and our ministers considere 
it‘as expected from them that they should press 
these claims on the foreign Governments on whom 
they were made. The consequences were very un- 
pleasant, not only, but seriously injurious. “Man 
of these claims turned out to be utterly unfounded; 
and the pressing of them operated to irritate the 
Governments abroad, and to injure our national 
character for honesty. The repetition of succes- 
sive claims, without justice or equity to sanction 
them, begat an opinion which was transferred from 
the particular claimants to their country generally; 
and its effect was unfortunate to us as a nation. 
It was desired..that a clerk should be appointed, 
whase duty it should be to examine the claim and 
the evidence adduced in support of it, at least so 
far as to see that a prima facie case was made out 
before the papers were permitted to be sent abroad. 

There was another extensive class of claims 
which it was very important to examine, and that 
was, the claims preferred by the subjects of for- 
eign Governments against citizens of the United 
States. With the clerks now in the department, 
it was impossible to give these claims any exami- 
nation at all. ° 

The department asked for a competent clerk, 
whose duty it should be to examine both these 
classea of claims. 

Mr. GEORGE S. HOUSTON wanted to know 
whether the amendment was in order? Was it 
not for the appointment of a new clerk, with en- 
tirely new duties? | 

Mr. VINTON said, certainly it was. And this 
grew out of the necessity of the case. It was pre- 
cisely because there was no such clerk now, and 
because those duties were not performed, that the 
Department asked that Congress would provide 
one. The gentleman did not, he presumed, desire 
that the character of our people should be preju- 
dited before foreign nations, and that a presump- 
tion of knavery should be raised against it. 

Mr. FICKLIN sustained the point of order. 
The effect of the amendment would be, if he un- 
derstood it, to erect a separate and new bureau 
within the Department of State, with duties at 
present unknown to the law. 

The CHAIR overruled the objection. 

And the question being taken, the amendment 
was carried, ayes 102, noes 25. 


PATENT OFFICE. 
Mr. FARRELLY moved the following amend- 
ment, to come at the end of the items under the 
head of ** Department of State:”’ 


For the purchase of such scientific works as are neces- 
sary for the use of the Patent Office, $1,500. 


For compensation of librarian, $300. 

For the collection of agricultural statistics and other pur- 
aN rgd which several sums, amounting in the whole 
to $6,800, shall be paid out of the patent fund. 

Mr. F. briefly explained the necessity of the 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. FARRELLY moved the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the lastamendment: 

For defraying the expenses of chemical analyses of ve- 
getable substances produced and used for the food of man 
and animals, to be expended under the direction of the 
re ei of Patents, to be paid out of the Patent fund, - 
$1 ,000. ` 

Mr. F. handed-in at the Clerk’s table, where it . 
was read, a letter in explanation of the necessity 
of the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL CLERKS PROPOSED. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved an 
amendment, to come in at the end of the first item 
under the head of ** Treasury Department,” au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to employ 
two additional clerks, one at a salary of $1,600 and 
the other at $1,400 per annum, and appropriating 
$3,000 therefor. 

‘Mr. R. referred to a report of the acting Secre- 
tary, setting forth the want of additional clerks in 
the offices of the Second Auditor and Second 
Comptroller, and in the office of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. . 

Mr. FARAN moved to strike out two and insert 
one. He admitted the necessity for some additional 
aid; but he thought, if the force already there were 
properly distributed, the business of the depart- 
ment could be much better done. The occupation 
of most of those now in the department seemed to 
be much more the reading of newspapers than the 
performance of the public business. Some faith- 
ful clerks were overworked, while others had noth- 
ing to do; and there were some there who would 
not work, as he had personal reason to know. Mr. 
F. withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. NICOLL renewed it, as a means of saying 
that he should be opposed to the granting of any 
more clerks till Mr. McKay’s bill should have 
gone into effect. That bill would enable the heads 
of department to regenerate their respective de- 
paiman by excluding the idłe and. incompetent. 

he House could then act with some confidence: 
else they might only be increasing the number 
of those who were only hprdens on the Govern- 
ment. 

The question being put on the amendment, it 
was rejected. 

Mr. HENLEY proposed to grant two clerks for 
twelve months only. As the necessity of more 
force in the departments grew wholly out of the ` 
waif it would probably cease by the expiration of 
another year; it would then be hard to get rid of 
them. It was better to limit the time of service 
beforehand. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved an 
amendment authorizing the employment in the 
office of the Second Comptroller for one year of 
six additional clerks, one ata salary of $1,150, and 
the others at a salary of $1,000 each per annum, 

6,150. 

° Mr. R. explained that there was a great amount 
of arrears accumulating in that office. The accounts 
of one class now behind would require eight years 
to bring them up. In these accounts the relatives 
of our soldiers had a deep interest, and it was 
practically injustice to them to refuse the necessary 
means to bring up the accounts. 

Mr. VINTON proposed as a substitute an amend- 
ment allowing the Secretary three new clerks for 
one year, with a salary of $1,200 each. 

He read, in support of the motion, a letter from 
the Second Comptroller and an official report. 

The question was put upon the amendment as 
amehded, and it was agreed to. 

‘Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved the Yol- 
lowing proviso to the item making appropriations 
for the office of the First Auditor: 


Provided, further, That the salaries of ail officers, civil 
and military, as well as members of Congress, holding offices” 
under this Government, where the salary is over one thou- ~ 
sand dollars, and no constitutional prohibition, from and after 
the first Monday in December, 1848, shall be reduced one- 
fifth upon the whole amaunt of said salary ; provided it does 
not reduce the salary below one thousand dollars, and then 
down to that sum. 


Mr. J. remarked, that as there seemed to be a dis- 
position on the part of the House to reduce the sal- 
aries of officers one by one, he proposed to make 
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the reduction general. ‘The time was propitious; 
the Government was deeply In debt, and the ex- 


penditures were large; moreover, a Presidential | 


election was approaching, and he wished to see 
which of the parties would” go before the people 
with the best front on this question. 

The amendment was rejected: Ayes 54, noes 62. 


Mr. BRODHEAD moved to increase the salary | 
proposed for the two additional clerks in the First | 


Auditor’s office, from $1,000 each per annum to 
$1,150 to each 
amount appropriated for the office from $21,400 
to $21,700. 

Mr. B. said the salary proposed was the same 
as that received by the other officers who per- 
formed the same service. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved an 
amendment to the end of the item making appro- 
priatiors for the Second Auditor’s office, providing 
for thirteen additional clerks, which the Secretary 
of the Treasury is authorized to employ after the 
passage of this act, in said office for twelve months, 
at a compensation not exceeding $3 per day, for the 
settlement of the accounts of paymasters and the 
accounts for arrears of pay of discharged and 
deceased officers and soldiers, and the accounts of 
` captains of companies, and for company clothing, 
&c., $12,000. kea 

Mr. R. explained the necessity for this increase 
of clerks, arising out of the press of business upo 
the office consequent upon the war. : 

Some conversation and explanations as to the 
state of business in the Second Auditor’s office, 
the additional number of clerks necessary, &c., 
occurred between Messrs. BOWLIN, VINTON, 
ROCKW ELL of Connecticut, HUDSON, HEN- 
LEY, CROZIER, FICKLIN, and JONES of 
Tennessee. l 

Mr. DICKEY moved that the committee rise: 
Ayes 64, noes 39. 

- The committee rose accordingly and reported 
progress. 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred : 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Robert D. Stephenson 
and 90 others, citizens of Jackson county, in the State of 
Ohio, praying Congress to pass laws prohibiting, under the 
heaviest penalties, the importation of all intoxicating drinks. 

By Mr. GREEN: A petition for the relief of Jesse For- 
sythe, of Knox county, Missouri. 

By Mr. ROSE: The petition of Nathaniel Smith and 
others, of Ontario county, New York, praying Congress for 
a reduction of the rates of postage. Also, the petition of Wil- 
liam F. Sheeden, Sireno French, and others. 

By Mr. PALFREY: The memorial of Henry R. School- 
raft, praying for the adoption of a suitable system of nom- 
enclature for the public lands. =. 

By Mr. MANN, of Massachusetts : The petition of Alonzo 
Chapin and others, of Abington, Massachusetts, praying for 
the abolition of the franking privilege and for the reduction 
of postage. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, July 11, 1848. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred a 
resolution inquiring into the os ee of increas- 
ing the number of cadets at West Point, reported 
that it was inexpedient, and asked to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the resolution; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of Ambrose R. Da- 
venport; which was agreed to. | 

Mr. RUSK. made an effort to take up the bill to 
increase the naval force of the United States by 
adding thereto the personnel of the late Republic of 
Texas. 

Mr. CALHOUN suggested that it had better be 

ostponed until the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 

UNTER] had closed his remarks on the Oregon 
bill; to which Mr. RUSK assented. 

Mr. DICKINSON moved to take up the bill to 
establish a branch Mint in the city of New York, 
setting forth the reasons that pressed on‘his mind 
for prompt action on the bill; but the motion was 
decided in the negative. 


: NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 


sang up the amendments to the naval appropriation 
ill. 


er annum, and to increase the | 


The question being on the amendment of the 
committee, striking out the appropriation of $7,500 
a furnishing the marine hospital at New Or- 
eans— 

Mr. ATHERTON gave the reasons which had 


induced the committee to strike out this appropria- 


tion. It was nota proper subject to be introduced 
in a bill of this character. e committee desired 
to exclude all objects which did not legitimately 
belong to an appropriation bill. Sailors of the 
United States navy were not admitted into this in- 
stitution. He defended the committee against the 
charge of partiality, alleging that the desire of the 
committee was to avoid the admission of items 
which might delay the passage of the bill. The 
committee had also been charged with a design to 
destroy the system of.erecting marine hospitals, 
which he denied. This appropriation might be 
made in a separate bill, to which there would prob- 
ably be little objection. He did not suppose that 
any one contemplated the carrying out of the sys- 
tem all at once. Asin the system laid down for 
fortifications, it must be perfected gradually. The 
appropriations which had been made for the pur- 
chase of sites was intended only as a preliminary 
step. Congress did not appropriate mosey for this 
purpose until 1842. The only appropriations since 
were for three hospitals—g25,000 ta be divided 
between the three. This was barely sufficient to 
make a commencement. One of these hospitals 
had been only raised to its first story, and another 
was not far advanced. It would require $50,000 
for each of these buildings. It was important that 
the money appropriated should not. be ‘wasted, 
while we ought to give “all the relief we could. 
Our first object should be to finish the three hospi- 
tals which were in progress, before we go on with 
others, and not rush at once to the completion of 
all which it was in contemplation to erect. He 
assured the Senate that the committee had no feeling 
on the subject, and that its only object was to ex- 
clude what they deemed irrelevant items from the 
bill, and thus prevent any unnecessary delay in its 
passage. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD regretted this pertinacious 
objection to the appropriation. ‘There was no 
objection to the thing on its merits, but to the inap- 
propriateness in this bill. He then showed from 
the Journals that the commencement of this appro- 
priation was in the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. ATHERTON said that was a departure 
from all precedent. The practice had been to in- 
S these matters in the naval appropriation 

ill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said this was the only 
appropriation of the kind. The others had been 
for the purchase of sites. The House had inserted 
it in this bill, and why should we strike it out? 
He read from a paper in his hand a statement of 
the amounts received at Louisville from the boat- 
men, to which the appropriations for hospitals bore 
no proportion. The amounts contributed at Pitts- 
burg are much greater. With these facts, shall 
we, for a mere technical objection, strike out the 
appropriation? He hoped not. There was a 
greater similitude between this subject and our 
naval service than between many other matters 
which frequently find their way into an appropri- 
ation bill. Many works which have been com- 
menced are falling into dilapidation for want of 
appropriations. He quoted from the opinions and 
facts in a report of Colonel Long, superintendent 
of one of these works, to show the injurious con- 
sequences of these delays. 

r. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, said he under- 
stood this motion was to be followed up by mo- 
tions to strike out all similar appropriations. He 
reminded the Senate that this hospital was com- 


pleted, and that it was only asked to buy the fur-° 


niture, without which the building cannot be used. 
At this sickly position, where so many hundreds 
of sailors have already died, it is highly important 
that the hospital should be furnished. The com- 
pletion of this work would save the Government 
$12,000 a year; and he hoped it would not be de- 


‘feated by a frivolous objection. 


On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the further con- 
sideration of the bill was postponed until to-mor- 
row. 

. OREGON BILL. 
The Senate then resumed the consideration of 


the bill to establish a Territorial Government in 
Oregon. 


The question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Davis, of Mississippi 

Mr. HUNTER then addressed the Senate, ex- 
pressing his regret that the subject had been forced 
on the South, as it had been by the report of the 
Committee on Territories. The course of the 
North had been sufficient to stir the blood, but he 
would endeavor to discuss the question dispas- 
sionately. ‘The truth was with the South, and the 
truth would be best presented when presented with 
calmness. Referring to the constant course of 
legislation in relation to the Territories, hé was 
surprised to hear it denied that the Government of 
the United States had the authority to govern the 
Territories. It was-an authority derived from the ` 
power of acquiring territories, and it was limited in 
its character. It ıs also deducible from the power 
of Congress to dispose of the public lands, of pre- 
venting trespasses, and of arresting fugitives. 
This power remains in Congress, under the pro- 
visions of the Constitution, until they become 
States. Congress has also the right to govern the 
Territories for the purpose of training them, in 
order that they may be prepared to become States. 
He then went into a view of the powers implied, 
in order to show to what objects they extended, 
and where the limitation of these powers was to be 
found. The limitation is, when Congress attempts 
to do anything which the Constitution does not 
warrant. 

If the yous to govern the Territories does not 
exist in Congress, where is it tobe found? It has 
been said that it resides in the people of the Ter- 
ritories. This he denied. If Congress had no 
right to govern the Territories, what right has it 
to extend the revenue laws over a Territory, or to 
make a treaty, or do any other act of sovereignty 
there? The assumption was an unconstitutional 
one. The Constitution specifies certain restrictions 
on the power of Congress in the States, which are 
not to be found as regards Territories. It follows 
that the power cannot reside in the people of the 
Territories, but, by necessary implication, it be- 
longs to Congres’. The States cannot acquire 
territory. Territory acquired is the property of 
all the States, and must be governed by the power 
which is the agency of the States conjointly. The 
only rule of construction which can be sustained 
is that which renders the whole instrument con- 
sistent and harmonious. 

“There. are certain powers of which Congress is 
deprived: the power of passing ex post facto laws, 
or to establish a form of religion; and it refrains 
from attempting to carry out any of these powers 
in the Territories. Congress is bound to maintain 
the equality of the citizens and the equality of the 
States. Every individual has a right to enjoy the 
rewards and honors of the Government, and ever 
State has a right to share in the privileges which 
are conferred on the others. In this equality is to 
be found the whole secret of our progress. Destroy 
the one, and you destroy the other. He referred 
to the clauses of the Constitution in which this 
principle of equality was to be found. The States 
are not allowed to make treaties, or to regulate 
commerce, or to lay duties, because they might 
exercise these powers to the destruction of this 
equality. Congress is bound to respect this ligi- 
tation in all’ its legislation, especially in regard 
to the acquisition of territory. Congress may not 
touch the right of the States to colonize the newly- ; 
acquired territories. He contended that it was’ ` 
indispensable to secure the domination of the white 
race, as well for the interest of that race and for 
the welfare of the slave. 

If the’ power to govern Territories devolves on 
Congress, it brings with it the obligation on Con- 
gress to protect the property of the citizen. It had 
been said that the right of establishing slavery was 
involved in the right of prohibiting slavery. This 
he denied, becau@ the questions rested on different 
grounds: It would not be denied in England, and 
it could not be denied anywhere, that in Virginia 
slaves were property, aad that property ought to 
be respected wherever it goes. Instead of the 
owner being divested of his property whenever he 
moves with it into another State, he has a right to 
expect that it shall be protected. Was it compe- 
tent to Congress to divest of his property any 
owner of a slave who may take his slave to his 
land in a new Territory? He denied that it was. 
Whether slavery would or would not be beneficial 
to the new States was a question which might be 
mooted. It depended on the question of climate, 
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and other questions which did not come within the 
scope of his argument. Opinions differed widely 
on the subject. ae. j 

Let Congress refrain from interference, and let 
the negro race, following the law of grayitation, 
éxtend itself to the Territories, and it will be for 
the advancement of the mn the prosperity, 
and the happiness of the whole. The South would 
then feel that it was treated with proper kindness 
and consideration. He asked if the South had not 
been the balance-wheel in this Confederacy, stand- 
ing between the extremes of Federalism and De- 
mocracy. The southern citizen has been at all 
times eminently conservative, made so not by any~ 
superiority in wisdom or sagacity, but from his 
position. He refuted the idea that the southern 
slaveholding States could ever obtain an ascend- 
ency of political power. He deprecated these sec- 
tional jealousies, the only effect of which must 
be.to prevent that harmony and kindness which 
would otherwise exist between the North and the 
South. By a continued course of oppression, you 
must effectually destroy the Union, because the 
confidence and good will which constitute its ele- 
ments would be destroyed. The effect of conces- 
sion would be to band North and South together; 
to unite them with hooks of steel. If the South 
cannot be treated as an equal by the North; if she 
is to be deprived of her proper share in the benefits 
of the General Government, what white citizen 
would consent to remain in a slave State? and the 
consequence would be the reénactment of the out- 
rages which had flooded the West Indies with the 
blood of the white race. There was no friend of 
humanity who would desire to see these revults. 

But is it believed that the southern representa- 
tives would stand here with folded arms, while 
such encroachments as would lead to these results 
were going on? Would they remain quiet while 
their houses were wrapt in flames? Let it not be 
supposed. But he begged pardon for suffering 
such words to escape him. The State which he 
represented had not authorized him to use the lan- 
guage of menace. She had never suffered herself 
to believe that such a result was possible. 

He asked, what is slavery? Solve him that prob- 
lem, and then let any one see if he cannot apply the 
solution at home. In what country do we not find 
the authority exercised by parent overchild? What 
is this but the authority of man over man. This 
was productive of benefit to the whole. The con- 
nection between master and slave was almost as 
dear a relation as that between parent and child. 
Look at the pauper system in England—that focus 
and hot-bed of abolitionism—and see if the condi- 
tion of the pauper is not worse than the condition of 
the slave. We hear nothing there of the rights of 
man. Itis the peace of society which requires 
that candition. And so it was with the slave, who 


‘cannot exist by the side of tha white man without 


becoming subordinate to superior intelligence and 
character. He referred to the results of the in- 
troduction of machinery in the manufacturing dis- 
tricts of England, by which the child had been 
converted into more importance and value than 


that the further consideration of the bill be post- 
poned until to-morrow; which was agreed to. 


TEXAN NAVY. ° 
Cn motion of Mr. RUSK, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill to authorize the 
President of the United States to increase the naval 
establishment of the United States. 


The bill having been considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, was reported without amendment; 
and the question being on ordering the bill to be 
Snero o 


Mr. BERRIEN wished to hear the reasons on 
which this bill was advocated. It wasa very im- 
portant bill, providing to bring the officers of the 
Texan navy into the service of the United States, 
thus overslaughing officers of our own navy. It 
would be an act of gross injustice to place over 
our own officers persons who had left their own 
country and entered into a foreign service. 

Mr. RUSK said he did not regard the act of these 
officers in entering the Texas navy as entering into 
foreign service. : 


Mr. BERRIEN explained, that he referred to 


the fact that some of these persons had left the 
United States, and entered into the Texan navy 
while Texas was a foreign government. 

Mr. RUSK defended the bill, on the ground that 
our treaty with Texas stipulated that the United 
States should incorporate the Texan navy with the 
navy of the United States; and that the term navy did 
not certainly mean ships alone, but also the officers 
attached to that navy, and forming a portion of it. 
These officers had made a contract with the Texan 
Government, to serve during good behavior; and 
if the United States should put such a construction 
on the agreement with Texas as to force her toa 
violation of this contract, it would be an act of hard- 
ship and injustice. Jt was not proposed to displace 
any officers of the United States. The bill would 
create new offices for these persons, and would not 
be unjust to any of the United States officers. 

Mr. BADGER stated, that the action of the 
Naval Com mittee did not at all intimate an opinion 
that this bill ought to pass. It was the sentiment 
of the committee that there were serious difficulties 
in the way of the passage of this act. He referred 
to the case of Commodore Moore, who left the 
United States as a lieutenant, and was received in 
the Texan navy asacommodore. He left asgo- 
ciates With him in the United States, who were 
lieutenants. He desires to return here as a cap- 
tain, while his former associates, who had remained 
true to their own country, continue lieutenants, 
and would be placed under the command of their 
former associate, who, by leaving his own coun- 
try, and going into a foreign service, had obtained 
this more elevated rank. He did not think we 
could so decide, and stand by the decision. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD thought it unconstitutional 
to authorize the President to incorporate the ‘Texan 
navy with the United States navy, and in the same 
bill appoint the additional officers which shall. fill 
the stations which would require to be filled. - 

Mr. RUSK made some remarks in explanation, 


the adult, and the father and mother were reduced |!. defending the propriety and constitutionality of the 


to subordinate positions. Here theslave was sure 
of kis subsistence. His position was more favor- 
able than that of the white pauper. And if, in the 


bill. 
Mr. CALHOUN said, that although the mean- 
ing of the word navy was ambiguous, yet the 


existence of pauperism in other countries, we see | usual construction embraced officers as well as 


no governments overthrown, why should we ap- 
prehend from. the existence of slavery any such 
danger to our own. He did not mean to censure 
other governments, because such a state of things 
exists. He knew that these inequalities of condi- 
tion were inseparable from human existence. All 
that governments can do is to do the best they can 
to meliorate, and many governments do not do 
that. These matters were in existence under the 
decree of a Providence which he would not dare to 
arraign, but to which he would always bow with 
an unshaken faith in its wisdom. 

He deprecated the continuance of doubt as to 
the course which it becomes us to pursue, and 
directed the Senate to the responsibility which it 
would incur to Heaven if it refrained from taking 
the course which wisdom and humanity indicated, 


- and to the responsibility which posterity would 


demand from us, if we lose the inheritance of lib- 
erty and free government which descended to us 
from our fathers, and which it is our solemn duty 
to preserve and cherish. 

r; DAVIS, of Mississippi, expressed a wish to 
address the Senate on his amendment, and moved 


| ships. 


He was therefore disposed to give it that 
construction, which waa the one unanimously put 
on the resolution annexing Texas. He thought that 
as Texas was now one of the States of the Union, 
deprived of her potential voice, she ought to be 
treated with kindness and liberality. He thought 
the bill might be so modified as to do away with 
any objection of a constitutional character. No 
Injustice could be done to our own officers, nor 
need the feelings of any one of them be wounded 
by the admission of these officers. He added a 
few words in defence of Commodore Moere, 
whose conduct in leaving the service of the United 
States in a time of peace, and entering the Texan 
service, was not only free from reproach, but de- 
serving of praise. 

Mr. BERRIEN stated that there were friends, 
officers of the United States navy, whose reputa- 
tion was dear to him, who would be overstepped 
if this bill should pass; and to this he would not 
give his assent. He controverted the proposition 
of the Senator from South Carolina, that it was 
praiseworthy in an officer of the navy to leave the 
service and enter into foreign service. 


Mr. HALE referred to the Naval Register toshow 
how our naval officers were now employed. Out 
of sixty-seven captains, forty are on leave of ab- 
sence and waiting orders; out of ninety-seven com- 
manders, forty-three are in the same situation, and 
eighty-six lieutenants in the same position. He 
wished the chairman of the committee to say what 
Ar the amount of the appropriations in the naval 

ill. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I believe they are some- 
what more than $11,000,000. 

Mr. HALE said the appropriations for the naval 
service were formerly only $4,000,000, and no 
wonder that they had risen to $11,000,000. when 
so many officers were doing nothing. There was 
not so much waste in any navy of any Govern- 
ment under Heaven as in our navy; and should he 
live to take his seat here another session, he 
pledged himself to introduce some reform of the 
evil. 

Mr. ATHERTON said he did not say that 
eleven millions was the amount of the appropria- 
tions for the navy proper. : 

Mr. HALE said, I meant the navy improper. . 

Mr. FOOTE advocated the bill, regarding the 
admission of the Texan officers as an obligation 
imposed on us by our engagements to Texas. He 
also eulogized ‘the character and conduct of Com- 
modore Moore, in going to Texas and contributing 
his aid to the achievement of the independence of 
that country. ; 

Mr. WESTCOTT moved to amend by making 
the provision $o read so as to authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States to increase the United 
States navy by adding as many ships as were em- 
braced in the Texan navy, without making it ne- 
cessary to add the same vessels as were received 
from Texas. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, said the debate 
on the navy of Texas was pretty well exhausted. 
But he did not like to permit our navy to rest un- 
der the imputation thrown on it by the Senator 
from New Hampshire. He referred to the attacks 
formerly made on West Point, and the change of 
opirion which had since taken place, so that now 
no one could be found to assail it. He then spoke 
of the necessity of making our navy our great de- 


fence, as we are not likely to have any:war except 


with some European country, in which case mari- 
time force may be very valuable. He hoped this 
branch of the service would be left untouched- 
that no attempt would be made to detract from its 
character or diminish its efficiency. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD made some further re- 
marks against the bill. 

Mr. RUSK said a few words in defence of the 
officers who had gone over from the United States 
to the Texan service. 


Mr. NILES and Mr. DAVIS, of Massachu- 
setts, said a few words, when the amendment of 
the Senator from Florida was negatived. 

The question was then taken, by yeas and nays, 
on the engrossment of the bill, and decided as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bormod, Butler, Calhoun, Cam- 
eron, Dickinson, Downs, Foote, Hannegan, Houston, John- 
son of Georgia, Lewis, Rusk, Sebastian, Sturgeon, Westcott, 
and Yulee—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Ber- 
rien, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dix, Felch, 
Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Johnson of Maryland, 
Johnson of Louisiana, Mason, Metcalf, Miller, Niles, Pearce, 
ees Spruance, Turney, Underwood, Upham, and Walker 


And then the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, July 12, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. GOGGIN asked leave to introduce the fol- 
lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That when this House adjourns to-day, it will 
adjourn to meet on to-morrow, at 10 o’clock, and at the same 
hour on each succeeding day of the present session until the 
close thereof. 


The resolution was ruled out of order. 

Mr. GOGGIN inquired if it was.in order to 
move to take up the bill to establish certain post 
routes? . 

Mr. HUDSON moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. Lost. 

The committees were then called for reports. 
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REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. NICOLL, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill to establish a branch 
mint at the city of New York. Read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, reported bills for the relief 
of Thomas H.: Noble, for the relief of John: Howe, 
for the relief of Orange H. Dibble; which were 
read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the House bill for the relief of John P. 
Converse, reported the same back to the House 
with an amendment. 

Mr. R. explained the amendment, and asked 
that the bill be put upon its passage. - 

Mr. DANIEL moved to commit the bill. Agreed 


to. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee of 
Claims, made adverse reports on the petitions of 
B. I. Heard, R. C. Prewitt, William Woodward, 
and S. B. Olmstead. Laid on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bills for the reliefof Richard Fields 
and for the payment of Charles Richmond, report- 
ed the same back to the House without amend- 
ment. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bills for the relief of J. F. Sothoron 
and for the relief of Samuel Grice, reported the 
same back to the House with amendments. Com- 
mitted. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill for the relief of J. W. Nye, 
assignee of P. Bargy and H. Stewart, reported the 
same back to the House, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do not pass. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill for the relief of Jose Argote 
Vallalobos, Marie Rose, François Felix, Marquis 
de Fougeres, or their heirsor legal representatives, 
reported the same back to the House with an 
amendment. 

The amendment was read and agreed to, and 
the bill was then read a third time and passed, and 
returned to the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of Anna Maria 
Baldwin. Laid on the table. 

Mr. CROWELL, from the same committee, 
reported hills for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John H. Piatt, for the relief of B. M. Bon- 
ton, and- for the reliefof A. H. Patterson. Read 
and committed. 

On motion of Mr. C., the Committee of Claims 
was discharged from the petitions of Thomas 
Copeland, Mary E. Bunfoot, executrix of John 
Clark, deceased, George W. Kidd, Jane Parker, 
and of the executor of John J. Bulon, deceased. 
Laid on the table. . 

Also, from the same committee, made an adverse 
report on the petition of the Pacific and other In- 
brag Companies of New York. Laid on the 
tabie. È 

Mr. NELSON, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petitions of Jeremiah Car- 
penter and Daniel G. Garnsey. Laid on the table. 

Mr. DUNN, fram the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Thomas T?Gammage. Read 
and committed. 

Mr. HUNT, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported a bill to compensate and reimburse the 
owner and crew of the whaling ship Chandler 
Price the losses and expenses incurred in ransom- 
ing the crew of the ship Columbia. Read and 
committed. . 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill to provide for the survey of the 
mouth of Red river, in the State of Louisiana, re- 
ported the same back to the House without amend- 
ment. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported the 
following resolution, which was read and agreed 
to: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be directed to 
inquire into the expediency of printing 5,000 copies of the 
memoir, geographical, political, and commercial, on the 
present state, production, resources, and capabilities for 
commerce of Siberia, Manchooiia, and the Asiatic islands 
of the Northern Pacific Ocean, &c., by Aaron H. Palmer, 
and the map appended thereto, recently communicated by 
the President, and printed by order of the Senate. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the same committee, to 
which was referred Senate bill for the relief of 
Benjamin Adams &.Co. and others, reported the 


same back to the House without amendment. 
Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred House bill to admit certair articles the 
growth of Canada free of duty, reported the same 
back to the House with an amendment. The 
amendment was read. 

Mr. G. explained the bill, and asked to have it 
put upon its passage. 

Mr. POLLOCK, after makjng one or two re- 
marks on the bill, not heard at the reporter’s desk, 
moved to commit the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. McCLELLAND made an urgent appeal to 
the House to put the bill on its passage, it being 
a matter of great importance to New York and to 
many or all of the other States, and moved the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and, under 
its operation, the bill was ordered to be engrossed, 
and, being engrossed, was read a third time and 


passed. 

Mr. SIMPSON, from the same committee, re- 
pori a bill for the relief of Charles B. Cluskey. 

ead and committed. <, . 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the same committee, re- 

orted a bill to annex that part of the State of 
ndiana bordering on Lake Michigan to the Chi- 
cago collection district. 
he bill was read three times and passed, and 
sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which had been referred House 
bill to cede to the State of Alabama the public lands 
lying within the limits of said State for purposes 
of education, reported the same back to the House 
without amendment. ‘Laid on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, to which had 
been referred Senate bill to confirm to the legal 
representatives of Joseph Dutailles the location of 
a certain New Madrid certificate, reported the same 
back to the House without amendment. 

The bill was read a third time and passed, and 
returned to the Senate. 

Also, from the same committee, to which had 
been referred Senate bill to revive an act authoriz- 
ing certain soldiers in the late war with Great Brit- 
ain to surrender the bounty lands drawn by them 
and to locate others in lieu thereof, reported the 
same back to the House with an amendment. 

The amendment was read and agreed to. 

Mr. C. explained the objects and provisions of 
the bill. 

It was then read a third time and passed, and 
returned to the Senate. 

Also, from the same committee, to which had 
been referred House bill in addition to an act for 
the relief of the inhabitants of the reserved town- 
ships in Gibson county, Indiana, reported the same 
back to the House without amendment. 

Mr. EMBREE explained the bill, and asked to 
have it put upon it passage. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and, 
being engrossed, was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. GOGGIN moved that when the House ad- 
journs, it adjourn to meet to-morrow morning, at 
ten o’clock. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the motion 
by adding, ‘‘and that all the standing committees 
of the House be discharged from all business re- 
ferred to them.” 

Ci question was stated on agreeing thereto; 
when— | , 

On motion of Mr. STUART, of Michigan, Mr. 

Gogein’s motion was laid on the table. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, (Mr. Root, of Ohio, in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the civil and dip- 
lomatic appropriation bill. 


ADDITIONAL CLERKS. 


The amendment pending when the committee 
rose yesterday was that of Mr. Jones, of Tennes- 
see, to the amendment of Mr. RockweE tt, of Con- 
necticut, to strike out thirteen and insert fifteen; so 
that it would read ‘‘ for fifteen additional clerks,” 
&c 


The question was put, and the amendment to 
the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMES, of New York, moved to add to 
the amendment the following: | 

Provided, That such extra clerks shall not be employed or 


authorized until General Lewis Cass shall have repaid to 
the treasury of the United. States eighty per cent. of the 
extra allowances made to and received by him from the 
treasury of the United States. 


Ruled out of order. 
The question was then put on the amendment 


"moved yesterday by Mr. Rocxwe t, of Connecti- 
. cut, authorizing the employment of thirteen extra 
clerks in the office of the Second Auditor, and it 
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f 


| 


| 


| tion of the clerks in his department. 


| 
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| 
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was agreed to—ayes 71, noes 41. 
Mr. VINTON moved to add to the item pro- 
viding for the Third Auditor’s office, ‘‘ For com- 


“pensation of six additional clerks in said office for 


one year, two at $1,200 per annum each, and four 
at $1,000 per annum each, $6,400.”’ Agreed to. 

Mr VINTON moved to add to the item for 
providing for the Fourth Auditor’s office, ‘* For 
compensation of two clerks in said office, at 
1,000 per annum each, under the act of ; 
1845, $2,000.” Agreed to, 

Mr. SAWYER moved to add to the end of the 
item providing for the Treasurer’s office a pro- 
vision reducing the salary of the assistant treas- 
urer at New York from four thousand to three 
thousand dollars from and after July .1, 1848. 

Mr. SAWYER said he made this motion in 
good faith. This bill was right in itself in reducing 
the salaries of certain officers. They ought to be 
reduced. But why the salary of the Treasurer of: 
the United States should be reduced when the 
assistant treasurer residing at New York was paid 
$4,000, he was unable to discover. The duties 
and expenses of the assistant treasurer at New 
York were no greater than those of the Treasurer 
here. The work of reduction had commenced, 
and he desired to see it go on in the same ratio. 
He had taken some pains to examine the Blue 
Book, and he should offer other amendments when 
this was disposed of, for he gave his hearty assent 
to the work of reduction in the salaries of public 


officers. It might be that he did not know what 
he was about. If this were so, he wished to be 
set right. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. VINTON suggested to his colleague that 
the salary of the assistant treasurer at New York 
was provided for on page 24 of the bill. 

Mr. SAWYER was aware of that; but there 
was no provision made there for the reduction of 
the salary. He had examined every. line of the 
bill, and he was aware of its provisions. He could 
not withdraw his amendment until that portion of 
the bill was reached, but he had no objection to 
have it transferred. 

By general consent, the amendment to which the 
committee had agreed was transferred to the 24th 


page. 
Mr. COLLINS moved to amend the item pro- 
viding for the office of the Register of the Treasury, 


| by reducing the sum from $28,300 to $28,100, so 


as to reduce the salary of the principal clerk in the 
Stock Bureau from $1,400 per annum to $1,200 
per annum. 

Mr. COLLINS explained. He observed that 
in February a resolve passed the House, calling on 
the Secretary of the Treasury to give the House 
information respecting the number and compensa- 
The call was 
referred by the Secretary to his subordinates, and 
among others to the Register of the Treasury. 
This officer made a report to the Secretary, which 
the Secretary returned to the House. 

Mr. C. would call the attention of the commit- 
tee to that Ictter, as published in the documents of 
the House. In the original letter transmitted by 
the Secretary, attached to the item for the salary 
of the principal clerk engaged upon stocks was the 
following: ‘* Submitted 41,600: see note.” The 
note stated that the salary of that clerk had been 
heretofore $1,400, but it was submitted to increase 
it to $1,600. Now, the fact to which Mr.C. wished 
to call the notice of the committee was, that the 
letter of the Secretary as recorded, did not contain 
a word of this. Here, then, was obviously an in- 
terpolation in the Secretary’s letter, over the name 
of the Register of the Treasury—placed there 
without any authority. It was intended for the. 
benefit of this principal clerk in the Stock Bureau. 
He did not say it had been made by him, but he 
was the party to be benefited if the ‘“ submitted”’ 
item had been adopted. Mr. C., therefore, moved 
to amend the bill by reducing the salary of that 
clerk from $1,400 to $1,200. 

Mr. C. had been credibly informed that the 
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salary had been originally $1,200, and that the 
duty of the place was not more arduous than 
that usually discharged by an eight-hundred-dollar 
clerk; but by some contrivance, of which Mr. C. 
was ignorant, it had in some way been raised to 
41,400, and now the House had a sample of the 
means in this interpolated note. It was plain there 
had been culpable eonduct somewhere. 
The amendment was adopted nem. con. 
_ Mr. VINTON moved to add to the item pro- 

viding for the General Land Office, ‘‘ For compen- 
sation of eight clerks in said office for one year at 
$1,000. per annum each, $8,000.”’ 

Mr. CUMMINS moved to increase the sum 
to $8,800. These clerks were needed not for gen- 
eral, but fur specific duties. He went into an ex- 
planation of the grounds of his amendment, and 
stated the number of clerks employed upon the 
mineral lands, and those upon the military bounty 
lands. The business respecting the mineral lands 
had been transferred to the Land Office proper, 
and two additional clerks would be needed there 
on that account. And in regard to the military 
bounty lands, there was not now one clerk of the 
regular number to register warrants or issue the 
patents for the land. The great number of war- 
` rants rendered this a very arduous service. A 

letter was read from the Land Commissioner. 
` Mr. C.’s amendment was rejected, and that 
offered by Mr. Vinton adopted. 

Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL moved an amendment 
for three additional clerks in the Comptroller’s 
office. He argued in support of the amendment 
that it was necessary there should be a certain 
proportion between the force in the Comptroller’s 
office and that of the Second Auditor. 

Mr. FICKLIN .moved to strike out three and 
insert two. And a long discussion ensued, which 
resulted in the rejection of the amendment. 

Mr. VINTON moved to insert an item of $—— 
for the rent of additional rooms for clerks attached 
to the Treasury Department. A letter was read 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, stating the 
whole number of clerks in his employ, and the 
several rooms of the Treasury Building in which 
they were now distributed, representing that they 
were very much crowded, and that many rooms 
in the basement, so dark and damp as to require 
` fires all the summer long, had been converted into 
offices and were now occupied by clerks. He then 
described the new building recently erected by W. 
W. Corcoran, and gave a list of the rooms It con- 
tained, and the sum asked by the proprietors for 
the use of the whole, including a fire-proof vault. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved to amend 
by adding a proviso that the Secretary should not 
pay more rent for this building than at the rate of 
$60 per room. If the sum in the amendment was 
allowed, the rooms would average $90 per year. 
The rooms were not fire-proof, though the vault 
was. He believed $90 a piece for mere naked 
rooms, without an article of furniture, was more 
than the Government had ever paid yet. For his 
own part, he did not think new rooms necessary ; 
but, at all events, $90 was too large a rent. Mr. 
H. withdrew his amendment, and— 

Mr. POLLOCK offered another, to enable Mr. 
Vinton to make an explanation. 

Mr. VINTON said that the department had 
originally estimated the sum necessary to procure 
these apartments at $2,500, but had afterwards 
written to the Committee of Ways and Means 
stating that they could not be got for less than 
43,500. The amendment he had offered did not 
specify what rooms the Secretary was to have; it 
merely allowed him a certain sum for office-rent, 
and left it to him to obtain such rooms as suited 
him. The House of Representatives could not go 
into regulating the rent Of rooms. The Secretary 
was trusted to make contracts involving millions, 
and certainly a little matter like this might be left 
to his discretion. 

Mr. WHITE wanted to know whether the 
cóntract with Mr. Corcoran extended for longer 
than one year? 

Mr. VINTON said there was no contract. 

Mr. HOUSTON asked whether a portion of the 
clerks did not already. occupy these rooms, or 
some of them? 

A letter from the Secretary was read in expla- 
nation. | 

Mr. STANTON, on a pro forma motion to re- 
duce the amount, went on to observe that he had 
no doubt additional room was needed at the Treas- 


An private buildings. 


ury, but he insisted it was the duty of the Secre- 
tary to have submitted to the House before now a 
plan and estimates for the completion of all the 
public buildings. He held it entirely improper 


-that this Government should be a renter; nor was it 


right that individuals should be encouraged to put 
up a private building with the understanding that 
it was to be rented by the Government. The whole 
system was wrong. Government was abundantly 
able to put up buildjngs for itself. Let the public 


‘buildings be completed. Whether they were to 


be carried out in the same ‘magnificent style of ex- 
pensive decoration, he would not say. If not, let 


‘the plan be reduced; but let the Government not be 


dependent on individuals for room to conduct its 
business. 

Mr. VINTON said the arrangement was not a 
permanent one. The appropriation for rent was 
only for the present year. 

Mr. STANTON knew that. But the new build- 
ing had heen erected with an understanding, and 
he presumed it would continue to be occupied on 
public account until Mr. William W. Corcoran 
had realized some fifteen or twenty per cent. on 
his outlay. : 

Mr. VINTON reminded Mr. Sranron that the 
rooms now occupied in the Treasury Building cost 
the Government on an average over five hundred 
dollars apiece annually. 

Mr. STANTON. Yes; buta great part of that 
expense was to be charged on the magnificent col- 
onnades and costly decorations of the. building. 
The Government could build a fire-proof building 
that would accommodate its clerks as cheaply as 
individuals could. It was necessary to employ a 
watchman there night and day. By doing this, 
Government would become the insurer of the build- 
ing.. PER 
Mr. McLANE renewed the pro forma amend- 
ment, and then observed that he considered it very 
unwise, very unsafe, and very unsatisfactory to 
have the Government dependent for its accommo- 
dation on hiring private houses. The character of 
the Government demanded that it should be ac- 
commodated in buildings of its own. But, in the 
absence of such, and under the necessity of this 
case, he thought it strange the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Stanton] should oppose this 
amendment. 

Mr. STANTON disclaimed any intention to op- 
pose it. He had merely pressed the duty of com- 
pleting the public buildings. 

Mr. McLANE reminded him that there was 
already a recommendation from the department 
for that object. But, meanwhile, all the depart- 
ments had been in the habit of hiring. The Pen- 
sion Office, the Pay Office, the Topographical 
Engineer Office, the Coast Survey Office, were all 
Was it for that House to go 
into a question of rent? 

Mr. STANTON inquired whether, in the cases 
referred to, buildings had been erected with the 
express understanding that they were to be occu- 
pied by the Government? 

Mr. McLANE did not know, nor did he know 
anything about this new building—whether there 
was an understanding or not, whether it was now 
occupied or not, nor even who owned it; but this 
he knew, that the department greatly needed more 


‘room. The House surely ought to repose some 


confidence in our public officers. 

Mr. NICOLL advocated the amendment. The 
want was admitted by all; and he did not think 
the rent demanded for spacious and commodious 
rooms like those‘in the new building was exorbi- 
tant. The price paid for small rooms, in compar- 
atively poor houses, in isolated positions, formed 
no rule to judge of the rent of rooms like these, 
all contiguous to each other and under one roof. 
The convenience of the department would be great- 
ly promoted by this latter circumstance. Capital- 
ists were shy of investing their money in buildings 
here on account of the uncertainty that the city 
would be permanently the seat of Government. 
He thought the sum asked was not more than 


air. : 
Mr. HALL, of Missouri, moved to cut down 
the sum by one thousand dollars. He thought 
that the clerks were very comfortably accommo- 
dated where they were in the Treasury Building. 
He was willing, however, as the number of clerks 
was to be increased, that additional room should 

be provided, but the sum ought to be reduced. 
fter some further conversation, and the reading 


|| of another letter from the Seeretary, the amend- 


ment of Mr. Haut was rejected, and that moved 
by Mr. Vinton adopted. 

Mr. VINTON moved an amendment increasing 
the number of additional clerks in the Pension 
Office, engaged on bounty land business, from ten 
to twenty-seven, and to increase the appropriation 
correspondingly. | 

Mr. V. caused to be read a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, showing the necessity for 
the increase proposed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PUTNAM moved an amendment to increase 
the salary of the Commissioner of Pensions to 


Mr. P. briefly urged the justice of the increase 
to the salary formerly received by this officer, on 
account of his very arduous duties, exceeding per- 
haps those performed by any other officer. 

he amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VINTON moved to strike out the item ‘* for 
rent of houses occupied by the Pension Office, 
$600.°? Agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved to increase the amount 
appropriated for temporary clerks in the Adjutant 

eneral’s office from $1,000 to $2,000. lt was 
agreed to. 

Also, for three extra clerks in the office of the 
Commissary General of Subsistence for one year, 
at $1,000 each, $3,000. Agreed to. 

Also, for extra clerk hire in the Quartermaster 
General’s office, $5,000. [A letter was read from“ 
General Jesup, showing the necessity of ‘this 
amendment.] Agreed to. 

Also, for rent of additional offices and fuel for 
War Department, $8,500. 

Mr. SCHENCK desired, before they went on 
voting thousands for rent to be paid to speculators 
upon the Government, to know how it was that 
this building had been put up; hoy it happened 
that individuals had gone on and put up an exten- 
sive building, expressly fitted for this ate to 
be rented to the War Department? as it by 
any private understanding with the department? 
He thought the Government should erect the build- 
ings it needed. He would ratify no such side-way 
private bargains with favorites of the department 
and speculators. . - 

Mr. VINTON explained during the time allot- 
ted by the rule, and, the time having eXpired, was 
allowed by general consent to conclude. He stated 
that the department had recommended an appro- 
priation of $10,500, but the Committee of Ways 
and Means proposed to reduce it to $8,500; that 
the Government, in its various departments, now 
rented various rooms for the use of the Engineer 
department, Pension office, &c., (for which the 
War Department now paid $4,150.) The build- 
ings now rented were unsafe, as exposed to fire, — 
and the object of this building, which was fire- 

roof, was to concentrate all these scattered offices 
into one safe building. He referred to fires which 
had occurred in previous years in the Post Office 
Department, Patent Office, Treasury Department, 
War Department, with the consequent enormous 
and irreparable losses to the Government, and said 
here was an opportunity to get the public papers 
into fire-proof buildings. He agreed with his col- 
league that the Government should put up its own | 
fire-proof buildings, but it was not the duty of the 
Committee of Ways and Means to originate meas- 
ures directed to this object. 

Mr. WHITE inquired if there was anything in 
the correspondence which showed how long this 
building was to be occupied, and whether indefi- 
nitely ? 

Mr. VINTON said there was no contract, or 
anything that showed that they would be occupied 
any longer than the Secretary of War considered 
necessary. This individual, knowing that the 
Government was renting buildings all around, be- 
fore he erected this building, had written to the 
Secretary of War, proposing to put,up a fire-proof 
building, and to rent it for $175 per room, and find 
fuel; the Secretary of War replied that he had no 
authority to make any contract to extend beyond 
his term of office, but that the department wanted 
rooms, and while he continued at the head of the 
department he should rent these fire-proof rooms. 

. BARRINGER inquired how much rent 
was paid by the Government in its various depart- 
ments? According to his estimate, it was about 
four times as much as had been paid heretofore. 

Mr. VINTON said the Secretary of the Treas- 
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ury estimated that the rent of the necessary rooms 
to accommodate his clerks would be $3,500. 

Mr. BARRINGER. That, with the sum pro- 
posed by the War Department, makes upwards 
of $12,000. 

Some further conversation ensued. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved to increase the 
sum to $10,500. Although the correspondence 
showed no actual contract, he had always under- 
stood that there was a sort of agreement between 
the Secretary of War and the highly-respectable 
gentleman—Mr. Winder, of Philadelphia—who 
had erected this building. He instanced the recent 
destruction by fire of the maps and charts in rela- 


_ tion to the northeastern boundary, in the office of 


Major Graham, and urged the propriety and im- 
portance of this amendment, in order to secure the 
public documents. 

Mr. IncERsOLL’s amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. j 

Mr. HUDSON (on an amendment moved and 
withdrawn) explained the action of the sub-com- 
mittee of the Committee of Ways and Means, of 
which sub-committee he was a member. In an 
interview with Mr. Winder, that gentleman had 
represented that the cost of the building would be 
P to $125,000; but the inference he (Mr. 

.) had drawn was, that it would not be over 
$100,000. There were 125 rooms in the building, 
of which the War Department proposed to occupy 
but 60, or not quite one-half; and for this half the 
department asked an appropriation of $10,500; but 
he thought it should be reduced to $6,000, which, 
for this one-half of the building, would be at least 
ten per cent. on the cost of the building. 

r. BAYLY (speaking in like manner) correct- 
ed the statement of Mr. Hupson, and said he had 
received information from Mr. Winder that, the 
erection of the buildings being more expensive 
here than in Philadelphia, the cost of this would 
probably be $125,000 to $130,000. He argued that 
the Government should not regulate the amount 
of rent it would pay on the basis of occupying but 
one-half of the building, for it would be unsafe 
and impolitic in every respect to deposit the public 
papers where private individuals, speculators, &c., 
occupied the alternate rooms. 

Mr. HUDSON said, that Mr. Winder calculated 
that the other departments would want the other 
rooms. 

Mr. BAYLY replied, that the Secretaries of the 
Navy and Treasury were not willing to take the 
number they had given encouragement they would 
do, and argued that a fair rent of the building 
should be given. 

Mr. DUER moved to reduce the amount to 
$7,000. Rejected. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to make the sum $6,000, 
for the purpose of explanation. He spoke through 


‘his five minutes, and then called for tellers on his 


amendment; but they were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE submitted an amendment to pro- 
vide that the adoption of this provision should not 
be a pledge or guarantee on the part of this Gov- 
ernment to retain these buildings after the appro- 
priation shall have been exhausted. 

Mr. VINTON said there was no objection to 
that, and it was therefore accepted. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON made a pro forma mo- 
tion, on which he made some explanatory observa- 
tions. 

Mr. RUMSEY offered'an amendment to appro- 
priate $125,000, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretaries of the War?’and Navy Depart- 
ments, for the erection of suitable buildings for the 
use of those departments. 

After some conversation, the amendment was 
withdrawn. ~ 

Several other amendments were proposed and 
rejected, and the amendment of Mr. Vinton was 
then agreed to. / 


THE NAVAL BUREAUS. 


The committee then proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the items under the head of Navy De- 
partment. 

Mr. SAWYER proposed to amend by reducing 


- the salary of the chief of the Bureau of Navy 


Yards and Docks from $3,500 to $3,000. 
Mr. VINTON explained, that the head of that 


_ bureau was a post captain in the navy, and his 


salary was fixed by the act of 1842, which limited 
the number of navy officers. 


Mr. SAWYER replied, that Congress had the 
right to fix the salary of this and all other officers; 
and the captain who was at the head of the bureau 
could refuse to take the office if it gave him less 
salary than he obtained at sea. He had, however, 
-resigned the situation of post captain for an easier 
one here, which he doubted not could be filled at 
$3,000 per annum. 

_ Mr. HUDSON said the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio would incur an additional ex- 
pense, rather than effect a saving; for, if the 
present chief of this bureau should retire, he would 
‘Yeceive $3,500, the pay of a post captain, and they 
would get a civilian at the lread of this bureau, at 
an annual charge of $3,000. They would there- 
fore be throwing a Jarge amount away. 

Mr. SAWYER inquired if this chief of the 
bureau would necessarily return to the rank of 
post captain ? 

[Several voices answered, Certainly. ] 

Mr. SAWYER said he had no interest in this 
but the public good, and he saw no reason why 
one officer should be reduced and another kept on 
at a large salary. | 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, having made a pro forma 
motion to amend, said the law provided that the 
heads of these bureaus should be captains in the 
naval service, except the Bureau of Construction. 

Mr. SAWYER. What law? . 

Mr. KING. The law of 1842; and it provided 
that they should receive simply the salary of such 
officers; and it prevented the necessity of appoint- 
ing and paying new officers. It was supposed, too, 
that these naval officers would be better acquainted 
with the duties of these bureaus than civilians, and 
therefore efficiency was secured as wellas economy. 
He had excepted the Bureau of Construction, which 
it was supposed, when the law of 1842 passed, 
would be better filled by a naval constructor, and 
therefore the salary of that officer was fixed at 
$3,000, without reference to the pay of a captain 
onduty. That was the reason of the variation. 
He hoped, therefore, that no change would take 
place in this provision, fixing the pay of the head 
of this bureau, for he was simply uppointed at the 
discretion and pleasure of the Secretary of the 
Navy; and when he left that bureau he will be 
liable to be called to other duty, at the same amount 
per annum. 

The gentleman from Ohio was in error if he 
supposed that these captains took these bureaus 
from choice. They did no such thing; but they 
took them because they were. ordered there; and 
it was a principle in the naval service that no officer 
could decline any duty to which he had been or- 
dered, without risking the danger of losing his 
commission and being struck from the roll of offi- 


cers. 

Mr. SAWYER thought he understood this 
matter quite as well as the gentleman from Georgia 
did; but he begged to ask the gentleman how many 
Sete gc there were by law, and if the num- 

er could not be conveniently curtailed? He also 
wished to know if the number was complete with- 
out the chief of this bureau? 

Mr. KING replied that there were sixty-seven 
post captains authorized by law, and they did 
not exceed that number. That was the num- 
ber fixed by the law of 1842, which limited the 
naval service. The heads cf these bureaus were 
part of those sixty-seven, and were liable to be re- 
moved at any time; they only remained there 
because they were ordered there. 

Mr. SCHENCK made a pro forma motion, that 
he might make some explanations. He said if this 
amendment should prevail, the effect would be 
that these post captains would seek other service, 
such as the commands of navy-yards, where they 
would get their $3,500 per annum, and these bu- 
reaus would have to be intrusted to civilians, ata 
mage of $3,000, and thus the country would lose 


200. 

Mr. SAWYER inquired if it was absolutely ne- 
cessary that there should be sixty-seven post cap- 
tains? He should be glad to see them reduced toa 
dozen. . 

Some further explanations were made by Messrs. 
SAW YER, SCHENCK, and VINTON, and then 
the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. VINTON, by direction of the Committee’ 


of Ways and Means, moved to strike out “ ten” 
and insert ‘‘eleven’’ in the item of $10,400 for sal- 
aries of civil engineer, draughtsman, clerk, and 
messenger. ‘The object. was to increase the appro- 


priation by $1,000, for an additional clerk, which 
was found absolutely necessary. i 

Mr. STRONG made a pro forma motion that he 
might ask if in the navy appropriation bill there 
was not an Pe aaan for all post captaing, in- 
cluding the chief of this bureau; and if that were 
so, whether, by appropriating the sum of $3,500 
for his salary here, they did not in effect give him 
a double salary, one as post captain in the navy, 
and one as the chief of this bureau? He asked for 
information. N 

Mr. SCHENCK replied that the head of this 
bureau received pay but once. He received the 
pay to which he was entitled as a post captain, 
which amounted to:$3,497 63, for all his service. 

Mr. STRONG, then, did not understand why 
by this bill they should be asked to make com- 
pensation to him as chief of this bureau, when h 
was already compensated by the navy bill. i 

Mr. VIN’ TON said the general gstimates for the 
naval service were sent in; for, as a matter of 
course, this officer could be removed from his 
present position at any moment, and in such an 
event he would have to be paid as a post captain 
in the naval service. But it was provided by law 
that while he was at the head of this bureau he 
could only receive pay as its chief, and not his 
salary as a post captain. He could not be paid 
twice, and if he should remain in this bureau, his 
pay as a post captain would go to and form’ part 
of the unexpended balances for the year. 

Mr. STRONG wished distinctly to understand 
if his pay as a post captain was suspended? 

Mr. VINTON. Certainly. 

-Mr. STRONG withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. VINTON again entered into an explana- 
tion to show the necessity of the increase of the 
appropriation by the amount which he had pro- 

osed. i 
: The amendment was then adopted. 

Mr. SAWYER said he had several other amend- 
ments to offer, but he would not offer them in vio- 
lation of the express will of the committee. 

Mr.-KING, of Georgia, moved to amend the 
item providing for the payment of the chief of the 
Bureau of Construction, equipment, and Repairs, 
so as to give him the same pay that he would re- 
ceive if he were employed in other duties. It had 
been thought that it would promote the good of the 
service by having a navy captain at the head of 
this bureau, the duties of which were more ar- 
duous than those of any other department in the 
navy. lt was not supposed to be necessary to 
have a navy captain at the head of this bureau 
when the law of 1842 was passed; but it had since 
been deemed wise and proper to place a captain at 
the head of the bureau, with the pay of the heads 
of other bureaus. 

Mr. SAWYER inquired how much he got. 

Mr. KING replied $3,000. 

Mr. SAWYER. And what do yoa propose to 

ive? 

j Mr. KING, The same as he would receive if 
he were atsea. The head of this bureau is a very 
meritorious officer. The steps which he has taken, 
with the permission of the Secretary of the Navy, 
in the promotion of reforms, will reduce the cost 
of constructing our ships one-third or one-fourth. 
He (Commodore Skinner) held a most responsible 
position. ‘There was more money expended in his 
department than nearly any other, and his econom- 
ical reforms would save hundreds of thousands of 
dollars, when the business of his department went 
to any reasonable extent, even in one year. He 
hoped the committee would place the head of that 
bureau on the same scale of emoluments which 
others received, who had less arduous duties to 
discharge, as commandants of navy-yards,&c. He 
had already explained-the reason why he had not 
the same emolument at this time. It was not con- 
templated in 1842 to place a navy captain there; 
but it had been found that the craft were not will- 
ing to introduce reforms in the expenditures for 
labor and materials, especially the labor of con- 
structing our ships, which had been found advisa- 
ble in other service, and therefore became necessar 
in ours. It was not necessary that the head of this 
bureau should be an accomplished naval construct- 
er. He required some knowledge of the expendi- 
ture of money and of labor, but not of making 
models, or of the particular manner of applying 
that labor. 

Mr: SAWYER said these facts satisfied him 
that the head of this bureau should be a civilian, 
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‘who would be ten times better than an officer of 
the navy, who had spent his time on shipboard, 
and who possessef no mechanical genius. He did 
not approve of this plan of making provision for 
old dilapidated officers, and he believed they should 
save money for the Government if they put these 
old, superannuated officers on half-pay and turned 
them adrift. In this office they should have a reg- 
ular ship-builder, and not one who knew nothing 
about mechanical construction. 

Mr. FARAN moved that the committee rise. 
Lost. ; ' 

The question was then taken on Mr. King’s 
amendment, by tellers, and the vote was 62 in the 
affirmative, and 50 in the negative, being less than 
a quorum. 

Mr. VINTON asked for another count, for he 
was satisfied there was a quorum present. ¢ 

Cries of ‘‘ No; call the roll.’’] 

he motion to rise was renewed, and again re- 

jected. 

The tellers (Messrs. Venasie and FuLTON) 
again took the vote on the amendment, and they 
reported 51 in the affirmative, and 51 in the nega- 


tive. 

The CHAIRMAN voted in the negative, and 
then directed the Clerk to call the roll. 

The roll was called accordingly, and the names 
of the absentees were reported to the House, to be 
entered upon the Journal. 

The House having again gone into committee— 
cork POLLOCK moved that the committee rise. 

ost. 

The question then recurred on the amendment, 
and again it was found that no quorum voted. 

Mr. VINTON called upon the committee to 
rise, and he hoped the names of the absentees 
would be published in the morning newspapers. 
` The committee rose, and reported progress. 

Mr. VINTON then moved a call of the House. 

A motion to adjourn was made in several quar- 
ters, and on that motion the yeas and nays were 
called for and ordered, and being taken, resulted 
thus: Yeas 57, nays 79. . 

- Me. SAWYER asked leave to offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, ‘That the names of such members as are found 
absent on a call of the roll at any time, be published the 
mext ensuing day in the Union and National Intelligencer 
newspapers. 

Objected to, and not received. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Unien. 

A motion to adjourn was again made, and again 
rejected by yeas and nays: Yeas 63, nays 73. 

Mr. BOW DON rose to a privileged, question. 
- He said he had observed, by reference to the 
Journal of yesterday, that his name was errone- 
ously recorded in the affirmative on agreeing to 
the second resolution reported by the Committee 
on Commerce, on the subject of batho: and river 
improvement. He had voted in the negative. : 

he Journal was ordered to be so corrected. 

The question was then put on the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and it was rejected. 


A CALL OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. VINTON moved a call of the House. 

A motion to adjourn was again made, on which 
the yeas and nays stood: Yeas 59, nays 69. 

The question was now put on ordering a call of 
the. House, and it was agreed to. 

The roll was accordingly called, and 186 mem- 
bers answered to their names. 

The names of the absent members were then 
called, and 142 answered in all. 

The doors of the Hall were then closed. 

Mr. CABELL moved to dispense with further 
proceedings in the call. Lost. 

Mr. McKAY said he was unwell, and he hoped 
the House would excuse him for the remainder of 


the day. . 
Mr. VINTON moved to excuse Mr. McKay. 
greed to. 


The call of the roll was continued. 
When the name of Mr. Bripees was called— 
Mr. LORD moved to excuse him. Agreed to. 
Messrs. Burser and Barrow were excused for 
reasons assigned. 
Mr. HUDSON moved, at five o’clock, to sus- 
pend further proceedings in the call. Rejected. 
‘Mr. GREEN moved to excuse Mr. Jamzson. 
Agreed to. ) 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, moved to excuse 
his colleague, Mr. LEFFLER, who was absent from 
the city. Agreed to. , 

Mr. BAYLY moved to excuse his colleague, 
Mr. McDowELt, stating as his reason that Mr. 
McD. had been in the House until late in the day, 
and he left the House in a state of great exhaustion. 
Not excused. e 

Mr. TALLMADGE moved to excuse Mr. Mur- 
PHY, on account of indisposition. Agreed to. 

Messrs. Mcitvatne, Ness, and Rosinson were 
severally excused for reasons assigned. 

Mr. HUNT moved to excuse Mr. Sr. Joun, 
who was in the city of New York on business of 
very great importance. Disagreed to. 

Mr. WiıLLiams was excused on account of indis- 
position. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved that the Sergeant- 
at-arms be sent for the absentees. \ 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved to dispense 
with the further proceedings of the call. Lost. 

Mr. MILLER moved, at ten minutes after five 
o’clock, to adjourn. Lost. 

The question was put on the motion to send the 
Sergeant-at-arms after absentees, and it was agreed 


to. 
Mr. BOWDON asked to be excused from fur- 
ther attendance this day. Not granted. 

A motion was again made to adjourn, and again 
rejected. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved to suspend fur- 
ther proceedings in the call. Many of the mem- 
bers had left the House after the roll was first called. 
He hoped the call would be suspended and renewed 
denovo. Ifthe call were persisted in, it would be 
putting in the pockets of the Sergeant-at-arms 
some one or two hundred dollars, which would 
come out of the contingent fund of the House. 

The yeas and nays were demanded and taken 
on suspending the call, and resulted: Yeas 48, 
nays 65, 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, inquired of the Chair 
how many members had left the House since the 
call was commenced? . 

The SPEAKER replied about twenty. 

Messrs. Frencu and Farre._y were severally 
excused at their own request. 

Mr. BLancuarp was also excused on account 
of ill health. 

Here the Sergeant-at-arms entered the Hall 
with Messrs. Laum, Epwarps, and DARLING. 

The SPEAKER. Samvuet Lanm, you have 
been absent from the House, without its leave 
and contrary to its order; if you have anything to 
say, you will now be heard. 

Mr. LAHM said: Mr. Speaker, called upon, 
as | am, to render an excuse for my absence at 
the call of the roll, [ state to you and the members 
of this House, that since the commencement of the 
present session of Congress, it has been my prac- 
tice to be always present in my seat and attentive 
to my duty. An examination of the Journal will 
show that I have been absent at the calling of the 
yeas and nays as few times as any member of the 
Flouse, and, with the exception of an absence of 
a few days in the spring om a visit to my family, 
the Journal will show that [ have not missed cer- 
tainly over half a dozen votes during the present 
session. Yesterday morning I was detained in 
my room a few minutes after the usual time of the 
meeting of the House, and when I entered the 
Hall [ found the clerk calling the yeas and nays 
on one of the resolutions on river and harbor im- 
provement, reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce, for which I was exceedingly anxious to 
vote; but, my name having just ben passed, I 
could not, and I am happy of having this oppor- 
tunity to make this statement. I believe it was 
the only vote I have missed fora number of days. 
Sir, I have sat here for over seven months, and 
for a large portion of the time was compelled to 
listen to discussions which to me were exceedingly 
uninteresting, and very frequently were not at all 
pertinent to the question before the House; and 
when I was well satisfied that it was a useless 
waste of the time of the House, and a worse than 
useless expenditure of the money of the people. 
Sir, I came here this morning at the meeting of the 
House, and from that time until half-past three 
o’clock sat and listened to discussions, a large part 
of which were by no means interesting to me. 
That being the hour for my dinner, and later than 
the usual hour of adjournment, I left, supposing 
the House would immediately adjourn. Sir, I be- 


lieve I have faithfully discharged my duty to my 
constituents; I look to them for a ‘justification of 
my course here. I have committed no offence 
against this House, and therefore have no excuse 
to offer it for anything that I have done. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved that Mr. Laum 
be admitted to his seat on payment of fees. 
Agreed to. : 

he same ceremony took place in regard to 
Mesgrs. Epwarps, Gaines, and Dariine, who 
gave in excuses, and were severally admitted to 


. their seats on the payment of the fees. 


At twenty minutes before six o’clock, a motion 
to adjourn was again made, and rejected. 

Mr. VINTON moved to excuse Mr. Cranston, 
who was present when the call commenced, and 
answered to his name. He afterwards left the 
Hall ‘under great exhaustion.” 

Mr. TOMPKINS inquired if Mr. Cranston 
had not been present nearly all day, and voted in 
every instance during his presence against motions 
to adjourn? 

[Voices: ‘*Certainly.”’] 

The House refused to excuse Mr. CRANSTON. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to excuse his 
colleague, (Mr. Stepnens.] Mr. K. gaid it was 
well known that Mr. S. had been suffering from 
severe ill health during the session. 

Mr. STEPHENS was excused. 

Mr. INGE moyed an adjournment at a quarter 
before six o'clock. Rejected. 

The House, by a special vote, ordered the names 

of the members who answered to their names on 
the first call of the roll, and who had not subse- 
quently answered, to be read. These were about 
twenty in number. 
_ Mr. SAWYER said that the House had been 
in session nearly seven hours; it was very hot, 
and many members had not taken their dinner. 
Now, in order that those members who were 
hungry might go home and get their dinner, and 
something else *‘ needful” to cheer the inner man— 
a little of “the critter’’—he would move that the 
members who had been found absent without the 
leave and contrary to the rules of the House, be 
retained in the custody of the Sergeant-at-arms, 
and be brought in to-morrow morning to give their 
excuses and receive their sentences. 

Mr. ATKINSON made one or two remarks not 
distinctly heard by the reporter. 

At six o’clock, a motion to adjourn was made, 
and was rejected. 

The question was then put on the motion made 
by Mr. Sawyer. It was decided by yeas and 
nays: Yeas 68, nays 47. l 

So the House resolved that the absent members 
should be brought up to-morrow morning. 

The Sergeant-at-arms was then directed to bring 
in such members as he had in custody, and he ac- 
cordingly brought in Messrs. Kaurman and New- 
ALL, Who were called upon by the Speaker for ex- 
cuses; giving none, they were admitted to their 
seats on the payment of fees. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL stated, that a highly 
respected member, (Governor McDoweEx t, of Vir- 
ginia, who was in a very bad state of health,) was 
among the absentees. He hoped, by unanimous 
consent, he would be excused. 

No objection being made, Mr. McDoweLL was 
accordingly ewcused. 

And then the House, ata quarter after six o’clock, 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, July 12, 1848. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitted in compliance with 
a resolution of the 25th of June last, calling for 
the proceedings of the court of inquiry convened 
at Saltillo, January 12, 1848, for the purpose of 
obtaining full information relative to an alleged 
ny at Buena Vista about the 15th August, 
1847. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ATHERTON, .from the Committee on 
Finance, reported the amendments of the House 
to the amendment.of the Senate to the Indian ap- 

ropriation bill, with a recommendation that the 

nate concur. er 

After some conversation as to the propriety of 
amending the amendment of the House ‘in the item 
so payment of the claims of the Cherokee In- 

1ans— 


| 
| 
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| 


| discourses abolition. He denied that there was 
| any intention to force slavery on Oregon. 
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_ Mr. ATHERTON moved that the Senate dis- 
agree with the House in its amendment, and insist 
on the amendment of the Senate, and asked for a 
committee of conference; which motion was agreed 
to, and Messrs. ATHERTON, BADGER, and ATCHI- 
SON were apoeni on the part of the Senate., 
Mr. CLAYTON, on leave, introduced a joint 
resolution concerning the distribution of the stat- 
utes at large; which was read țhree times and 


_ passed. 


On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, «+ 

Ordered, That the Secretary direct the public printers to 
cover the extra copies furnished the Senate of document 
No. 148, (Frémont’s Geographical Memoir on Upper Califor- 
nia,) with stroug colored paper. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported a bill for the relief of Judith Worthen; 
which was read a first time. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee. on Commerce, 
reported a bill fram the House for the establish- 
ment of a collection district in the State of New 
York, at Whitehall, with an amendment substi- 
tuting another bill. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported House bill for the relief of Elisha F. 
Richards, with an amendment, accompanied by 
a report. ; 

Also, House bill for the relief of Lisur B. Can- 
field. @ 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, fsom the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Joseph P. Williams; which was read a first time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from .the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill to provide for the 
unpaid claims of the officers and soldiers of the 
Virginia State and Continental lines of the revo- 
lutionary army, with an amendment. 


On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill to pay the liquidated 
claims on Mexico; which bill was considered in 
Committee of the Whole and passed. 


On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, 


Res»lved, That the Committee on the Library be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency af procuring, for the use 
of the Senate, Morfit’s Index to the National Intelligencer 
from the years 1810 to 1820 inclusive. e 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following amend- 
ment, intended to be offered to the bill to carry into 
effect the treaty stipulations with Mexico, &c.: 

¢¢ In all cases arising under this act, except those finally 
adjudicated before the passage thereof, and tor which certi- 

“ficates have already been issued, when any person or per- 
sons other than those in whose favor an award has been or 
may be made, shall claim the amount as awarded or any 
part thereof, and shall, within eighty days from the passage 
of this act, or from the date of said award, notify the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury of his, her, or their intention to contest 
the payment of the same as awarded, and shall file with the 
district attorney of the United States a bond, with gond and 
sufficient security, to be approved by hii, fer the payment 
of cost and damages arising therefrom,—the amount so 

‘ awarded, and the payment of which is contested as afore- 
said, shall be and remain in the treasury of the United 
States, subject to the decision of the courts of the United 
States thereon; and-it shall be the duty of the district attor- 
ney to file a bill of interpleader on the equity side of the 
circuit court of the District of Columbia for the gettlement 
of the respective rights of the several parties to the money 
eo awarded. In this bill the United States shall be com- 

laihants and all others defendants; and all parties shall 
have the right to appeal from the decree of said court in said 
suit to the Supreine Court of the United States, as in other 
cases.’? 

Mr. TURNEY moved to reconsider the vote on 
the bill to increase the naval force of the United 
States. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, the motion was laid 
on the table, S 

Mr. BADGER moved to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill further to carry into effect the 
oe and stipulations of the 9th article of the 

orida treaty with respect to certain losses of 
Spanish subjects; which, having been agreed to, 
the bill was amended by Mr. WESTCOTT and 
passed. 

OREGON BILL. 

On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of he special order, 
being the bill to establish a Territorial Government 
in Oregon; when— 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, addressed the Sen- 
ate. He commenced with a reference to the im- 
portance of the bill, the twelfth section of which 


The 
| South only desired to show the ground on which 
 Bhe.has stood fram the commencement of the Con- 
federacy to this moment; and further, that she 
should be let alone. He stated that the Missouri 


‘wrong course. 


compromise had obtained its validity from the con- 
sent of the States. Congress might enact laws on 
the subject, or make compromises; but without 
the consent of the States interested, they would 
have no validity. 

As to the introduction of slavery into Oregon, no 
southern Senator had ever asked it. The fact that 
the slave is property, which its owner may carry 
with him into any part of the Union, was that 
which they were desirous to see recognized. The 
clause in the Constitution relative to the regulation 
of commerce was a constitutional admission that 
the slave is property. It is because slaves are con- 
sidered property that the importation of slaves 
from Africa has been carried on under the sanction 
of this clause in the Constitution. The words 
‘slave, or any other property,” in the Constitu- 
tion, are conclusive on this point. If the existence 
of the slave as property be admitted, what pawer 
has Congress to interfere with it? He denied that 
there was any such power in Congress. What 
powers Congress possesses, he showed by reference 
to the Constitution itself. Congress had no power 
to change the condition of slavery, or to strip the 
master of his right in his property. Entering a 
Territory with this property, the citizen has a right 
to its protection. 

On the acquisition of territory, the condition of 
slavery was not changed. The Government ac- 
quired no new power over it, but stood merely in 
the position of an agent for its protection. He 
spoke depreciatingly of the persons who had as- 
sumed in Oregon the right to make laws for the 
Territory, contending that they were without qual- 
ifications for the task. - They were far inferior in 
intelligence, in morals, and in personal wealth, to 
the population lying south of the Oregon bound- 
ary. 
As to the inviolability of the law which prevail- 
ed ina Territory when acquired, he admitted that 
until abrogated, the existing law or municipal regu- 
lation must remain in force within the territory 
itself. He denied that there was any power in 
Congress, or in the people of the Territory, to 
interrupt the slave system. He gave his views as 
to the motives with induced Virginia to cede the 
Northwestern Territory, which originated in a 
patriotic and generous feeling on the part of the 
mother State. He regarded the course pursued by 
the northern States in relation to fugitive slaves as 
an outrage on justice, and a violation of that prin- 
ciple of the equality of the States which is guaran- 
tied by the terms of that instrument. The owner 
of a slave, when he entered some of these States, 
if he took his slave with him, was either exposed 
to the mortification of seeing his slave seduced 
from his side, or seized and carried away by vio- 
lence. 

He went into many other views, which, from 
indisposition, the reporter felt himself utterly un- 
able to report. : 

He stated that if the opponents of slavery wish- 
ed to emancipate the slaves, they were taking the 
Slavery could not be abolished 
without a long series of preliminary preparations; 
and during these preparations, great dangers would 
menace the peace of the South. The most judi- 
cious course was to let the institution alone, and 
permit it to spread itself through the adjacent 
States, so that ıt may assume a new and more lib- 
eral character. The practical and useful emanci- 
pation of the slave will not be the labor of one 
generation. The slave must be made fit for his 
treedom by education and discipline, and thus made 
unfit for slavery. And as soon as he becomes unfit 
for slavery, the master will no longer desire to hold 
him as a slave. 

What remedy has been proposed by the oppo- 
nents of slavery? What good have they done? 
They have abducted slaves, but emancipated none. 
Do they expect to persuade the South to give up 
slavery? It is probably for the political advantage 
of the section in which the agitation against sla- 
very originates, The spirit of concession exhibited 
by the South had failed to produce a correspond- 
ing spirit in the North. The latter still conunued 
to assail the South as influenced only by a desire 
to increase the slave power, and obtain still greater 
political influence in the scale of States. 

He insisted that the disorder and agitation which 
prevailed in the southern States, was not of do- 
mestic origin, but came from New England and 
from Great Britain. | 

He asserted it to be the duty of the United States 


to protect the property of a slave-owner during the 
transit from one State to another. The resolutions 
of the States who favored abolition were adopted 
entirely with a view to obtaining additional politi- 
cal power, and imposed on the South the strongest 
obligation to rise in self-defence. 
the fraternal feeling which induced the southern 
States to make common cause with the North in 
the war of the Revolution. The South had no 
especial cause of complaint; it was flourishing by 
its trade with Great Britain. But it was actuated 
by fraternal feeling and principi to take up arms; 
and now, was she to be asked to give up her do- 
mestie institutions? The South asked for no new 
guarantee, no new security; but she desired that 
the Constitution should. be preserved from viola- 
tion. 

If the spirit of the Missouri compromise was to 
be invoked, as was proposed by his friend from 
Indiana, [Mr. Bricnr,] he had a right to ask that 
the South should be placed on a basis of perma- 
nent security, so that there may hereafter be no 
new agitation on the subject. He was willing to 
go far, as far as his principles would permit, to 
meet the North. But if nothing would satisfy the 
North short of the destruction of this institution, 
then was the time for dissolution come; but let us 
separate peacefully, and with good feelings towards 
each other. Let'not the battle-fields of our country 
be stained with the blood of brother fighting against 
brother. He trusted the danger would pass away, 
and that this agitation would turn out to be noth- 
ing more than a femporary struggle between poli- 
ticians. : 

Mr. CLAYTON rose and said it was very evi- 
dent that the speeches on the other side were rather 
intended to exasperate than to conciliate the South. 
He viewed the amendments which had been offered 
as clashing with each other; but nothing had as 
yet transpired during this protracted debate to 
show on what ground it was expected that Sena- 
tors could meet. There had been no indication of 
any sentiment by which the Senate could be guided 
to any result. He stated that the Committee on 
Territories was now engaged in preparing a bill 


relative to the new Territories; but as there were . 


but four members on that committee, the work 
went gn slowly. He referred to the course by 
which a compromise of the tariff question was 
entered into. A committee was appointed, to 
which the subject was referred, and the report 
of that committee conciliated both parties, and 
brought the question to a decision. He would 
now desire to adopt a similar course. He moved 
that the subject be recommitted to a committee of 
eight members, to be appointed by ballot, four to 
be selected from the North, and four from the 
South, and he would go further, and say, two 
from each party in the South, and two from each 
party in the North. | 

If the report of that committee shall be that 
nothing can be effected at this session, let us do 
our ordinary business and go home. 

Mr. FOOTE expressed his regret that the debate 
had assumed the character it had. He had been 
ever ready to hail the tender of the olive branch 
from the North whenever it was made. And he 
rejoiced now that this offer had been again made, 
and from the distinguished Senator from Delaware. 


He hoped it would be responded to in*the same | 


spirit. But he would not pledge himself to cease, 
in case of a report from the committee that nothing 
could be effected at this session, from using every 
effort in his power to call the attention-of the coun- 
try to the subject. | 

Mr. FITZGERALD asked the Senator from 
South Carolina to explain away an aspersion 
which he had—no doubt inadvertently—cast on 
the State of Michigan on the subject of fugitive 
slaves, as it appeared in his printed speech. 

Mr. CALHOUN replied, by reiterating the 
charge against Michigan in still stronger terms, 
designating the course of that State,-in reference 
to fugitive slaves, as the most outrageous that had 
ever been perpetrated. 

Mr. CORWIN asked if the Supreme Court had 
not decided that no State could pass any law on 
the subject? 3 e 

Mr. BUTLER replied, that the Supreme Court 
had decided, by a bare majority, that a State can- 
not pass a law in violation of any Jaw of Congress. 
Pennsylvania made it a felony for a master to rer 
cover his fugitive slave in any other than a par- 
tieular way. This, although sustained by the de- 


He referred to. 
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cision of a local court, was decided by the Supreme | 


Court to be unconstitutional. 

Mr. CALHOUN complained that a different 
construction had been placed on the law relative to 
ordinary fugitives from justice, and on that rela- 
tive to fugitive slaves. This showed that the power 
of the United States was too inadequate to secure 
equal justice throughout the.whole of the Union. 

Mr. CORWIN referred to the course of Ohio, 
where a law similar to that. passed in eee 
nia became a law in Ohio, in repealing the law as 
soon as the Supreme Court had decided it to be 
unconstitutional. 

Mr. CALHOUN said the decision did not touch 
the ordinance of 1787; it was merely a decision 
under the Constitution. The ordinance was a 
previous contract, which was not touched by the 
Constitution. 

Mr. CORWIN replied that the language of the 
ordinance and that of the Constitution were nearly 
the same; that the Constitution adopted and reim- 
posed the obligations of the ordinance, and that 
the decision of the Supreme Court embraced both. 

Mr. BRIGHT asked if the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware was not to refer this bill and 
the subject of the Territories of California and 
New Mexico to acommittee of éight members. 

Mr. CLAYTON explained, that he only moved 
to recommit this bill and the various amendments. 

Mr. BRIGHT asked if it would afterwards be 
his intention to refer the bills relative to California 
and New Mexico to the same committee. 

Mr. BERRIEN expressed his belief that such 
might be hereafter the course pursued, but it was 
not included in the present motion. 

Mr. BRIGHT said he should be glad to have 
this debate arrested by a breath. The Committee 
on Territories had been engaged in maturing bills 
for the new Territories, and he was happy to say 
with a fair prospect of reporting a bill in two or 
three days; but-he hoped that if this bill should 
be referred to a special committee, the other bills 
would be sent there also. Such acommittee would 
Jay hold of the confidence of the country, and he 
hoped the question would now be taken. 

Mr. DICKINSON said this was the first speck 
of light we have had for some time, and-he hoped 
the motion of the Senator from Delaware would 
prevail. 

Mr. HALE said he saw no speck of light at all. 


- On the contrary, he believed that it would only 


make the mist thicker. He expressed his belief, 
that no committee of this Senate could effect any 
compromise which the people would ratify. This 
was a question in which the people were more likely 
to guide the Senate, than that the Senate would be 
able to guide the people. There could be nocom- 
promise. ` He hoped the question would be taken 
on the amendments, and by yeas and nays. The 
sending out of the list of the vote would have a 
greater effect than any other document in ealight- 
ening the country. 

Mr. BUTLER said if this motion should pre- 
vail, the Committee on Territories would feel itself 
bound to suspend its action on the bills under con- 
sideration, until the judgment of this special com- 
mittee should be expressed. He believed that the 
principle which would be introduced in tbis bill 
would govern every other territorial bill which 
might be brought before Congress. Although the 
Senator from New Hampshire might have courage 
to sport with the elements of danger by which the 
Union itself might be overthrown, he (Mr. B.) 
had noe the courage to sport with them. He be- 
lieved it to be necessary that this question should 

be settled this session. 

Mr. HALE said he would be willing to vote 
now to give back to Mexico all the territory which 
-we have obtained from her, and that would put an 
end to the question. Indemnity for the past, and 
security for the future, was honor and glor 

enough. We can afford to say to Mexico, ** We 
give you back the land; it has harmed us more than 


. you; it has only been a bone of contention to us.”’ 


Mr. FOOTE made some remarks in reply. 

Mr. CLAYTON said he did not intend to refer 
the subjects of California and New Mexico to this 
cOmmittee. He wished the Committee on Territo- 
ries to go on with their work—waiting before they 
report, for the decision of the special committee 
or of the Senate. For the purpose'of allaying the 
general excitement, and giving a chance for the 
settlement of the question, he had praposed his 
motion for a select committee. 


Mr. HALE and Mr. FOOTE.made mutual ex- 
planations. | i 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he should vote for the 
motion of the Senator from Delaware. He never 
had any fear that the Senate would attach any 
Wilmot proviso to this bill; or, if it did; we have 
a Chief Magistrate at the other end of the avenue 
who would put a veto on it. He had no fear, 
therefore, that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, or any of those who acted with him, would 
be gratified. He hoped the Committee on Terri- 
tories would be discharged from the consideration 
of the California and New Mexico bills, and that 
they would be veferred to this select committee. 

Mr. NILES said, that while he gave the Senator 
from Delaware credit for good motives in making 
this motion, he could not see any good which could 
result from it. To compromise, requires two par- 
ties; and here, both the compromise and they who 
propose it are on one side of the line. He thought 
the people must settle the thing, and that it will not 
be settled at this session. We may pass a law, 
but the people will come here andj ask for its 


repeal. : 

Mr. BERRIEN urged the Senate to come toa 
vote, without further debate. He could see noth- 
ing in the motion which could be objectionable to 
any party; and he hoped, that on the calm com- 
parison of opinions in the committee-room, some 
arrangement of a satisfactory character might be 
agreed on. 

Mr. DOWNS spoke in favor of the proposition; 
and, after a few words from Mr. BALDWIN 
against the motion— | 

Mr. BRIGHT suggested a modification to the 
effect that the Committee on the Territories be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of so much 
of the President’s message as relates to New Mex- 
ico, California, and Oregon, and that the same be 
referred to the select committee of eight. 

Mr. CLAYTON accepted the modification; and 
the question was then taken by yeas and nays, and 
decided in the affirmative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bell, Benton» 
Berrien, Borland, Breese, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Clayton» 
Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dich®son, Downs, Foote, 
Hannegan, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Lou- 
isiana, Lewis, Mason, Metcalfe, Rusk, Sebastian, Spruance, 
Turney, Underwood, Westcott, and Yulee—3l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Clarke, Corwin, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Dix, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, 
Hamlin, Miller, Niles, Upham, and Walker—14. 

And at five p. m. the Senate adjourned in a state 
of exhaustion, after a continuous session of six 
hours. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, July 13, 1848. 

The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 

The SPEAKER announced that, agreeably to 
the order of the House of last evening, the Ser- 

eant-at-arms had notified the absentees, and that 

e now reported the names of fiRy-two members 
under arrest. 


Mr. HUDSON roseto a privileged question. It 


was well known that by a vote of the House the 
Sergeant-at-arms had been directed to bring the 
absentees before the House this morning. He had 
witnessed several such scenes, and his observation 
had convinced him that the arrests generally fell on 
the younger members. : 

The SPEAKER interposed, and requested the 
gentleman to state his motion. 

Mr. HUDSON would move to reconsider the 
vote by which the Sergeant-at-arms had been or- 
dered to arrest the absentees. | 


The SPEAKER decided the motion out of or- 


der, as the order of the House had already been 
executed. 

Mr. HUDSON moved, then, to dispense with 
any further proceeding in the call, and that those 
gentlemen who had been fined have their fines 
remitted. 

hs SPEAKER stated that’ motion to be in 
order. 

Mr. HUDSON, having ascertained from the 
Speaker that the motion was debatable, proceeded 
to say he wished to state, from his own observa- 
tion, and he believed from the observation of all 
the older members of this House, that every call 
of the House had been entirely abortive for good, 
and had operated with great injustice. Many gen- 
tlemen who were absent from the city at their 
homes, attending to their own business for a great 


NN 


part of the session, escaped the operation of the call 
entirely. Some of the older members, who were 
present when their names were first called, respond- 
ed and then absented themselves; and many times 
those who were most punctual in their attendance 
were the first and the principal examples the House 
made. 

He wisked that all further proceedings be dis- 

nsed with, apa that the fines imposed yesterday 

e remitted. He believed,after the examples they 
had made yesterday, and the admonitions given 
to members, that the only purpose why this call 
ever should be enforced had been answered; that 
an attendance would be secured in the House for 
the future, and that they had better devote their 
time this morning to the discharge of the public 
business than any further to continue the proceed- 
ing in the case, which operated very unjustly and 
unequally. ` 

Mr. sims professed equal feeling for the young 

members with the gentleman from Massachusetts; 
but really they had some old sinners, such as his 
friend from Philadelphia (Mr. C. J. INGERsoLL] 
and his colleague from the Barnwell district [Mr. 
Ruetr]—the patriarchs, he might say, of the 
House—upon whom the further proceedings would 
operate. It was very far from the fact that the 
young members would be caught this morning on 
account of their inexperience. Those who were 
green in the matter would run into the door immé- 
diately, and many of them had suffered the pen- 
alty yesterday; but these older members were be- 
hind, to be dragged up to-day. He hoped the 
proceedings would not be dispensed with. 
‘ Mr. LAHM wished to say to the gentleman 
from South Carolina, that some of those who had 
come in yesterday had not done it because they 
were green at all. (Laughter.] ‘They were ready 
to stand and meet the case. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. BOTTS moved the previous question—in 
order, he remarked, that they might get to the 
public business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia 
being one of the gentlemen in custody of the Ser- 
geant-at-arms, ahe Chair cannot recognize him. 
[Great laughter.] ` i 

Mr. LINCOLN, remarking that he believed he 
was still a member, moved the previous question. 

The SPEAKER announced the question upon 


dispensing with further proceedings in the case, 


and remitting the fines imposed yesterday. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. : 

Mr. VENABLE inquired of the Chair whether 
the gentlemen in custody were entitled to vote 
upon this question? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair.is of the opinion 
that they are not entitled to vote. 

Mr. PETTIT rose and addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot recognize 
ule pn anna from Indiana. [General laughter.] 

r. HOUSTON, of Alabama. IJ was here, sir. 
[A laugh:] I desire to know, if this motion should 
prevail, whether the amount of fees is to be paid 
to the Sergeant-at-arms? [Cries of ‘ Yes, yes!’’] 
And if the fines of gentlemen are remitted, then 
are the fees to be paid out of the treasury? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 


Mr. CONGER moved to lay the motion on the | 


table. 


Mr. ROOT demanded the yeas and nuys; which l 


were ordered. i 

The question having been propounded— 

The 
House that, agreeably to parliamentary. 
dents, the Clerk would proceed with the roll, and 
call all the members of the House, and on making 
up the returns, the names of those on the list of 
absentees would be omitted in case they answered. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, understood that there 


were names on the list of the Sergeant-at-arms by | 


mistake, and suggested that the list be corrected. 

The SPEAK replied that the list was the 
subject of correction in case names of gentlemen 
were ascertained to be erroneously upon it. 

Mr. TOMPKINS inquired, in case the motion 
to lay on the table failed, and further proceedings 
were dispensed with and the fines remitted, whether 
they would not be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House? 

The SPEAKER replied, that under the prece- 
dents the Sergeant-at-arms would be entitled to 
his fees out of the contingent fund, in case the 
fines were remitted to gentlemen. 


| 
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PEAKER said he would now state to the . 
ece- ; 
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The question was then put to lay the motion to 
i ie further proceedings in the call on the 
table. 

When the roll had been called through, gentle- 
men who were present, but who had not voted, 
rose to have their names recorded. 

Mr. HENLEY also rose, and said he desired 
. to put a question to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER said he could not recognize the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

(Mr. Hen.ey was one of the absentees. 

Ar. HENLEY, with some warmth, insisted 
that he had the rights of a member on this floor. 
He had the same rights as any other member on 
this floor, and he again insisted that the Chair 
should recognize him. | 

The SPEAKER rose and stated that this whole 
pe was supposed to be with closed doors. 

strict right the gentlemen under arrest—those 
who were absent yesterday—were not entitled to 
be in their seats this morning. They should be 
in the custody of the Sergeant-at-arms, and be 
admitted when called upon to give their excuses. 

Mr. HENLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to por my question. [Loud calls of ‘* order.”] 

e SPEAKER again said he could not recog- 
nize the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HENLEY, with great warmth, insisted that 
the Chair should recognize him. [Loud cries of 
** Order ! order !”’ 

The SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at-arms will 
take the gentleman from Indiana into custody. 

The Sergeant-at-arms then proceeded to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, and took him into custody, 
and they left the House together. Mr. Hen ey, 
however, was not kept in close confinement, for he 
goon after returned, and remained outside the bar 
until permitted to give his excuse, he having given 
the Sergeant-at-arms his parole. 

The SPEAKER then announced the vote on the 
motion to lay on the table; which was agreed to: 
Yeas 69, nays 58. 

Mr. HILLIARD moved that the gentlemen who 
were under arrest be permitted to take their seats 
without further proceedings, on the payment of 
the fee usual in such case. [“ No, no, no!’’| 

Mr. PETTIT. I object. I have an excuse 
which I wish to make, and I insist on making it. 

Mr. HILLIARD would then modify his motion, 
that it might except such as desired to make ex- 
cuses. 

The motion as modified was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER then announced that any gen- 
tleman who desired to make an excuse had now 
an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. PETTIT rose and said he would state very 
concisely the reason why he was not present yes- 
terday. He was in bed until tea-time last evening, 
and should return to his bed as soon as he was re- 
lieved from attendance on the House. He was in 
bed not only from general indisposition, but from 
a weakness tn hisleg, which had also become pain- 
ful in consequence of too much exercise. (Mr. P. 
alluded to his leg, which he has had the misfortune 
to break twice in the course of one year.] He was 
now here in obedience to the summons of the House. 
He had come with a determination to pay all re- 
spect to the order of the House, whatever it might 
be; and he now respectfully asked the House to 
permit him to be discharged. 

The SPEAKER put the question on discharging 
che gentleman from Indifna, on the payment of 

ees. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINSON rose to make an inquiry from 
the Chair as to the rights of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. HenLey,] who desired to make an 
explanation of his non-attendance yesterday, he 
being in the custody of the Sergeant-at-arms. He 
desired to know if the gentleman from Indiana was 
at liberty to make his excuse? - 

The SPEAKER replied that the gentleman from 
Indiana, by the resolution just agreed to, was at 
liberty to take his seat on the payment of fees. If 
he desired to make an excuse for non-payment of 
the fees, he might do so. i 


Mr. HENLEY said the reason for his absence | 
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was, that the state of his health for the last week 
had been such that he had not been able to remain 
in the House later than three o’clock. He left the 
House yesterday at three o’clock on that account. 

Mr. VENABLE moved that the gentleman be 
excused. Agreed to. 

Mr. BOTTS desired to offer his excuse for not 
being present when the roll was called yesterday. 
He was somewhat ashamed to do it, because, 
though he was but avery young man, he was 
laboring under an old man’s disease—the lumbago. 
He had suffered under that disease for the last few 
weeks, and he should not have been tn the House 
yesterday at all but with the expectation, or rather 
hope, that he might be able to get up the army 
bill. When he failed in that, he returned home 
and retired to rest: for the only way in which he 
could obtain relief from pain was by lying down. 
He had come here this morning for the purpose 
which influenced him yesterday—to endeavor to 
get up the army bill; and, if it were not taken up, 

e should again retire. 

[Mr. B. having finished hisexplanation, returned 
to his seat in a crippled condition, his hand on his 
hip,and his usually erect figure bent, as with great 
pain. Instead, however, of meeting with sympa- 
thy, the honorable gentleman’s misfortune was the 
source of boisterous mirth to the House, which 
was evidently not offensive to him, for his good- 
natured face beamed with its invariable cheerful- 
ness. 

The motion to excuse the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia was agreed to. 

Mr. BRADY said his excuse was this: he had 
labored for several days under a severe diarrhea. 
He, notwithstanding, remained here yesterday, 
and voted on every motion, until the vote was 
taken on the call of the House. On that question 
he voted “no.” He saw the House was about to 
get into a difficulty, and he did not know how long 
he might be kept here, and he therefore thought 
it safer to get of. He might have remained longer, 
if he had not seen that gentlemen were voting for 
the call, and doing all they could to promote it, 
who were not so diligent in their attention to their 
duties in this House as those who left at the usual 
hour of adjournment. He was here yesterday 
and the day before, when he felt that he ought to 
be in his own room. 

Mr. HILLIARD moved that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania be excused. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. LAHM moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
had been just excused. 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
Ohio that the gentleman from Pennsylvania was 
not excused. 

Mr. LAHM. Well, I move a reconsideration 
of that. [Several voices: ‘‘ How did you vote ?”’] 
He had not voted at all. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
debate was not in order. Gentlemen who were 
absent yesterday could make excuses, but no de- 
bate was in order. 

-~ Mr. LAHM inquired if a motion to reconsider 
was not debatable ? 

The SPEAKER replied that it was not, unless 
the original motion was debatable. | 

The motion was not pressed. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER felt it due to himself, 
and due to the House, to make an apology for 
being absent yesterday. For the first time, he 
was then out of his seat. He left here yesterday 
morning ten minutes before twelve o’clock, op- 
pressed with a severe headache. He went home, 
and took his bed, and did not get from it until a 
quarter past three o’clock, the usual hour of ad- 
journment, An honorable member from his State 
came to his room at four o’clock, and then he 
learned that there was a call of the House, Sup- 
posing it to be a call far want of a majority, he 
taok a carriage and rode up to the House; and 


when he got there, he found the House acting with | 


closed doors, and consequently he returned home. 
Mr. VENABLE moved that the gentleman be 
excused, Agreed to. | es 


work. 


Mr. BRODHEAD said he had remained in his 
place till near four o’clock. He felt unwell; and 
seeing that gentlemen were resolved to push the 
call, he concluded that no business would be 


done, so he retired to his lodgings. He was not 
excused. 

Mr. I. E. HOLMES said that he had risen not 
to offer any excuse for absence, nor to ask that his 
fine be remitted. As soon as he heard a call of 
the House ordered, he wentaway. [A laugh.] He 
had seen the measure attempted over and over, 
and he had never yet seen any good grow out of 
it; for, from some weakness or irresolution, the 
House always remitted the fines incurred. He 
now congratulated the House that for once they 
had had the firmness to carry out the call and in- 
flict the punishment. The only way to make a 
call anything but a farce, was to enforce the fines. 

Mr. STANTON said he had ‘remained in the 
House till three o’clock. He was almost always 
in his place, and on this occasion had not thought 
his presence of any particular importance,.and he 
returned to his lodgings. But he wished his con- 
stituents and the country to know that he had not 
been absent a single day this session, unless during 
the meeting of the Baltimore Convention. He did 
not wish to be excused. He agreed with the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Houmes,] that 
calls of the House usually ended ip little better 
than a farce. l 

Mr. FRIES stated that his reason for leaving 
the House before the adjournment had been an 
attack of disease. He had gone to his lodgings 
and taken his usual dose, and it did him good; 
when a few minutes after he suddenly found him- 
self in the custody of the Sergeant-at-arms ; he 
had then gone across the street and taken a mint 
julep, and he was now here and ready to go to 
He was excused. 

Mr. CATHCART stated as the reason for his 
absence yesterday, that his wife had been taken 
very ill, and needed his presence. He was ex- 


cused. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, stated that he 
was detained from the House on account of at- 
tending to several pension claims for his constitu- 
ents, and in sending off to other constituents 
various communications. He was met by the 
Sergeant-at-arms on his way to the House, and 
was thus too late. But he did not desire to avoid 
any cost of the proceeding, and preferred not to be 
excused, as the like proceedings might enforce a 
better attendance on the House from all members. 

Mr. McLANE stated that he had been in the 
House till five o’clock, when he had been called 
away by indisposition in his family. He stated 
this as his reason, but did not ask to be excused. 
He was excused, nevertheless. 

Mr. HASKELL said he rose to make no ex- 
cuse; indeed he felt gratitude to the House that 
they had not brought him up half a dozen times 
before. 

Mr. MARSH stated that he had remained in 
his place till a few minutes before four o’clock, 
when he had left on account of the illness of a 
member of his family. He was excused. 

Mr. COCKE had not risen to offer an excuse. 
He had remained in the House till half-past four, 
when, seeing that the House was getting itself into 
a difficulty, he left. f en als f 

Mr. BELCHER had remained in his place till 
a quarter past three, when he was taken ill, and 
immediately went home and went to bed, where 
he remained till the Sergeant-at-arms came knock- 
ing at his door. It was locked, and the officer did 
not break it open; so he lay still, and was now 
here in custody. He was excused. ` 

Mr. VAN DYKE inquixed whether the five | 
minutes’ rule applied to, gentlemen. who were sta- 
ting their excuses? o. 

The reply of the CHAJR was not distinctly 
heard, but was ynderstood to be that the hour rule 

lied. 
Mr VAN DYKE said, he could not state alk 
‘the ‘reasons of his absence in an hour, and he 
scorned to ask any indulgence of the House. He 
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was not excused. 
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Mr. COLLAMER said that he had always 
given all the attention in his power to the duties 
assigned him, and all the time that he could, every 
day of the session, and he had done the same yes- 
terday. He was excused. 

Mr. BOTTS said, if no more excuses were to 
be given, he moved that the House take up the 
army bill. 

Mr. HARALSON said that he had been absent 
from the House on what he deemed his duty to 
his constituents. He was not excused. 

Mr. CUMMINS said he had remained in the 
House till twenty minutes before three, when, 
wanting certain information from the Executive 
Departments, he had gone up to the Pension Office, 
but found it shut, when he had returned to the 
Capitol, and found the doors of the House closed. 
He was not excused. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky, inquired whether 
the fines of gentlemen who were excused were not 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House, while 
those of gentlemen who were not excused came out 
of their own pockets? : 

The CHAIR replying in the affirmative— 

Mr. CLARKE said that he made the inquiry, not 
because he desired to be excused, but he thought 
the practice was not right. He had remained tll 
it was late, when, being satisfied, from the temper 
the House was in, that no business would be done 
that day, he had left the Hall; and he was now 
pleased to find himself in the company of so many 
respectable gentlemen. [A laugh.] 

Mr. ATKINSON thought there had been some 
mistake committed in making up the list of the 
absentees. 

‘Mr. BOYD said he had been here for eleven 

ears, and had never been under arrest before. He 

ad no apology to offer which the House would 
deem sufficient; and he did not know that he ought 
to be excused under the rule as it was at present 
executed. But to his constituents he would say, 
that he had remained at his post till a few minutes 
before four o’clock, when, seeing that it would be 
impossible fo go on with the public business, he 
had retired, to get rid of the perplexity in which 
he foresaw the House was going to involve itself. 
A reference to the Journals would show that he 
was as regular in his attendance here as any other 
member of the House, nor had he absented him- 
self out of any disrespect to the body. But, with 
a view that justice might be done, he would offer, 
if it was in order, a resolution imposing a fine of 
one dollar on every man who should be absent, 
without valid reason, whenever the yeas and nays 
were called. 

The CHAIR said the resolution could be re- 
ceived only by universal consent. It was objected 


to. 

Mr. PEYTON said he had remained as long as 
he could, until he thought that nothing would be 
done for the good of the country that day, and so 
he left the House. He was not excused. 

Mr. HENLEY rose to inquire of the Chair 
whether he had been arrested by the Sergeant-at- 
arms differently from the other members? He de- 
sired to make a personal explanation. 

The CHAIR was understood as replying to Mr. 
H.’s question in the negative. 

Objections were made in various quarters to any 
personal explanation, but they were not pressed, 
and Mr. H. was permitted to state that he had 
yesterday been one of the absentees; and he un- 
derstood the Chair to state that the names of all 
absent members should be stricken from the list of 
voters, or excuses received. This he considered 
perfectly right. It had been his intention, if per- 
mitted to vote, to vote for carrying out the call and 
have all fines inflicted. In the process of calling 
the roll, his name had been called only once, in- 
stead of Leing repeated by the Clerk as was usual 
when no response was given. Mr. H. had waited, 
but not hearing it repeated, he intended to have 
voted at the close of the call; but then his name 
was stricken out—— 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, called for 
the regular order of business. 

Mr. GOGGIN wished to offer a resolution that 
the House will to-morrow meet at 10 o’clock. 

Mr. CABELL said, if that prevailed, he should 
move that the standing committees be discharged 
from all business now before them. | 

Mr. GOGGIN said he was willing to accept that 
as a modification, with the proviso that they had 
not sufficient time to atterid to it. 
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The CHAIR ruled Mr. Gocein’s motion out of 
order. 

Mr. GOGGIN took an appeal; but the Chair 
was sustained by the House. 

Mr. GOGGIN asked leave to introduce a reso- 
lution that the House (the Senate concurring) will 
adjourn on the 31st instant, to meet again on the 
first Monday in December next. 

The SPEAKER decided that the resolution was 
not in order except by common consent. 

Mr. BOTTS asked the unanimous consent of 
the House that the Senate bill, with the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Military Affairs rela- 


tive to the discharge of the officers of the army at, 


the expiration of the war, be taken up. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. SLINGERLAND appealed to the House, 
by general consent, to allow him to make a report 
from the Committee on Agriculture, remarking, 
that from an examination of the Journal of the 
House, he had ascertained that no report had been 
made from that committee for fifteen or twenty 
years. . 

Objections were made. 

Mr. BURT renewed the efforts of Mr. Borrts 
to bring up the bill relative to the officers of the 
army, and some conversation ensued on the sub- 
ject between Messrs. BURT, BOTTS, and the 
SPEAKER. 

The SPEAKER decided that the bill was not 
the first business in order, and could only be taken 
up by the unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. BOTTS renewed his appeal for the common 
consent of the House to take up the said bill; but 
objections were again made. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


The House then, on motion of Mr. JONES, of 
Tennessee, resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Roort, of 
Ohio, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

The question pending when the committee rose 
yesterday, was on agreeing to the amendment 
moved by Mr. Kine, of Georgia, ‘* providing that 
the chief of the Bureau of Construction, Equip- 
ment, and Repairs shall be a post captain in the 
navy, and shall receive the same pay as when 
employed on other duty.” 

The question was now put on the amendment, 
and it was rejected. 

Mr. SCHENCK offered an amendment of sim- 
ilar purport to the foregoing offered by Mr. Kina. 
Mr. S. explained. 

Mr. STRONG suggested the addition of the 
words ‘‘in lieu of all other compensation.” 

Mr.SCHENCK accepted the modification. The 
amendment was rejected: Ayes 58, noes 60. 

Mr. VINTON wished to say a word by con- 

sent. 
He perceived the House was becoming thin. He 
gave notice, if they were obliged to resort to a call 
of the House for want of a quorum, he should 
move a call of the House, and that it be carried 
out. [Cries of ‘‘ order.” 

Mr. SCHENCK offered an amendment in effect 
providing that the chief of the Bureau of Provisions 
and Clothing shall be a post captain, and shall re- 
ceive no pay other than as post captain of the navy. 
[The office is now filled by acivilian.} Mr. 5. 
explained. 

The amendment was agreed to—84 to 45. 

Mr. STANTON moved an amendment provi- 
ding that the present chief of the Bureau of Provis- 
ions and Clothing shall not be deprived of his 
salary for the present year. 

Mr. S. explained, but the amendment was reject- 


ed. 

Mr. VINTON moved an amendment providing 
for the employment, temporarily, of clerks in the 
Post Office Department, $2,000. Agreed to. 

Mr. COLLINS moved an amendmentto increase 
the salary of the three Assistant Postmasters Gen- 
eral from $2,500 to $3,000 per annum. 

Messrs. COLLINS, GOGGIN, and JONES, of 
Tennessee, explained. . 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved an amendment pro- 
viding that the First Assistant Postmaster General 
shall be allowed the same salary as that allowed 
the Auditor of the Post Office Department. Mr. 
B. explained. 

Mr. GOGGIN, under an amendment moved for 
the purpose, also explained. 


July 13, 


Mr. HUNT moved an amendment, and com- 
menced some remarks. . 

a CHAIR ruled Mr. Hunr’s remarks out of 
order. 

Mr. HUNT appealed. 

The decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The amendment was rejected. ° 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved an amend- 
ment providing that the salary of the Auditor of 
the Post Office Department shall not, after the Ist 
of July, 1848, exceed $2,500. 

Mr. J. explained, and the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved to strike out the item 
“ For compensation of the Surveyor General of ° 
Arkansas, and clerks in his office, $8,300.” 

Mr. VINTON explained, as did also Messrs. 
COLLAMER, THOMPSON of Miss., JOHN- 
SON of Arkansas, and HOUSTON of Alabama, 
under amendments moved for the purpose and 
withdrawn. 

Mr. Vinton’s motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved to strike out similar items 
for the Surveyor General of Mississippi and for 
the Surveyor General of Alabama. Agreed to. 

The items under the head of the Judiciary were 


‘amended, on the motion of Mr. VINTON, ver- 


bally, and also in relation to charges for certificates 
by clerks and commissioners, and the examination 
of books in the public law offices or circuit. > 

Mr.SAWYER moved to strike out from the mis- 
cellaneous items that which appropriates $6,775 
for compensation and contingent expenses of the 
Auxiliary Guard. He said this Auxiliary Guard 
was exclusively for the city of Washington. They 
were sixteen in number, and in addition there 
were twenty-two special guards appointed to watch 
the Treasury buildings, the Post Office, the War 
and Navy Departments, the President’s House, the 
Capitol, and other public buildings. These auxil- 
lary guards cost $6,700; but what they were kept 
for he knew not, as other officers were appointed 
to guard all the public property. They had as a 
part of their duty, to attend to the clock, which 
struck certain hours every night, and, as evidence 
of the manner in which that was attended to, some- 
times the clock struck ten when it was half-past, 
and at other times when it was a quarter to ten. 
When his constituents wanted an auxiliary guard 
they paid for it out of their own pockets; and, as 
their representative, he protested against Wash- 
ington being provided with watchmen by the Gen- 
eral Government, and paid for out of the treasury 
of the common country. 

Mr. VINTON explained that the item was put 
amongst the estimates in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the act of 2d August, 1842, which au- 
thorized the establishment of an auxiliary guard 
to protect the public and private property in the 
city of Washington. The Auxiliary Guard was 
stationed wherever there was public property, 
some about the Capitol, and others about the other 
public buildings. 

Mr. SAWYER inquired if there was not pa 
vision made by this bill for an additional guard for 
every public building, independent of this Auxili- 
ary Guard? 

Mr. VINTON said this Auxiliary Guard was a 
movable guard, for the protection of all the pub- 
lic buildings in the city; and it appeared by the 
act under which they were appointed that they 
were employed to guard against incendiarism, and 
enforce the police regulations of the city of Wash- 
ington, as well as for other purposes. One great 
object was to guard against incendiarism of pub- 
lic and private property; for gentlemen well knew 
that the General Post Office, the Patent Office, and 
the Treasury buildings,dad all been destroyed by 
acts of incendiarism years ago, and it was to pre- 
vent a repetition of such acts that this force was 
employed. 

Mr. SAWYER remarked that the public build- 
ings were guarded by.other watchmen, and not 
by the Auxiliary Guard. 

Mr. GENTRY said his recollection was not 
very distinct, but he believed this guard was cre- 
ated on the motion of a Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, now a Judge of the Supreme Court, (Mr. 
Woodbury,) and its: creation was the result of 
some agitation which occurred here, and it was 
founded on the idea that the President of the United 
States was then in some danger of receiving either 
indignity or insult from the Whigs of this city, 
This occurred about the time the President had ve- 
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toed certain bank bills when some excitement was 
ereated by Democratic congratulations; and this 
force was called into existence under those circum- 
stances. It was a Democratic measure, to protect 
the President of the United States against Whig 
indignation. 

Mr. VINTON informed his colleague [Mr. Saw- 
YER] that if he succeeded in striking out this item, 
he would not accomplish his purpose, because he 
made no provision for repealing the law under 
which the Auxiliary Guard was appointed. 

[Several voices: Thengrepeal the law.] 

Mr. FICKLIN said if the reason given by the 
gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. Gentry] for the 
passage of the law which created this Auxiliary 
Guard was the true one, according to all sound 
reasoning, the law should be repealed, and the 
force disbanded, when the reason which called 
them into being no longer existed. He thought 
there was no danger now of the present incumbent 
of the Executive chair, or of the incoming Presi- 
dent, whether General Taylor or General Cass 
should be elected, being exposed to personal indig- 
nity, and therefore he thought this guard should 
he abolished. The very terms of the law to which 
reference had been made by the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Vinton,] showed it to be a guard for 
the city of Washington, and not for the public 
buildings. It was true the public buildings were 
mentioned, but they could not close their eyes to 
the fact that there were twenty other guards for 
the protection of those public buildings by day and 
night. This Auxiliary Guard was for the benefit 
of the city of Washington; but he would ask if, 
notwithstanding their existence, fires were not 
more numerous here than in many other cities of the 
same size? [“ No.”’] He was satisfied this guard 
did not prevent fires. As to what the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Gentry] had said of the act 
of August, 1842, being a Democratic measure, the 
gentleman should remember that it was an act 
passed by a Whig Congress, for the protection of 
a President elected by the Whig party. 

Some explanations were made by Mr. VIN- 
TON, Mr. FICKLIN, and Mr. HOUSTON, of 
Delaware. 

Mr. GOTT submitted a proviso, which he de- 
sired to offer as an amendment, to provide for the 
repeal of the act of August, 1842. 

he CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sawyer’s 
motion to strike out, and it was not agreed to, the 
vote being 61 in the affirmative, and 64 in the neg- 
ative. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings, moved an amendment, 
4‘ providing for repairs in and about the Capitol, 
‘for fencing the public grounds adjacent to the 
< Capitol square, for repairs of culvert on Pennsyl- 
4 vania avenue,” &c. | 

Mr. T. B. KING moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by inserting an item of $1,000 for watering 
Pennsylvania avenue, and thus getting rid of this 
everlasting dust, which was so injurious to the 
health of members. Carried: Ayes 65, noes 50. 

The amendment as amended was then carried: 
Ayes 75, noes 43. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved a further amendment, 
“ to pay for the removal of the mast and lantern 
* above the dome of the Capitol, and for laying gas 
t pipes and the erection of posts in and about the 
4 Capitol grounds.”’ 

He stated in explanation, that if these prepara- 
tions should be made, the gas company were pre- 
pared to make an offer for lighting the grounds 
with gas. They wished only enough to cover the 
naked cost of those fixtures. Their profit would 
be derived from supplying the gas. 

_Mr. SAWYER moved to reduce the appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. S. remarked with some severity on the sys- 
tem for applying these appropriations to the public 
buildings and grounds. Congress employed men 
who knew no more about it than did the old sea 
captains they put into the Bureau of Construction 
about building a ship. Last year this great mast 
had been set up, and holes dug through the walls 
of the van iik to admit the gas. Now they were 
told that the mast endangered the dome, and these 
holes endangered the walls. One year things were 
put up, and the next year they were torn down. 

e thought theré had been light enough on the 
avenue and around the Capitol, and if gentlemen 

wanted more, let them take it out of their own 
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pockets. If things went on much longer in this 


| way, Congress would be appropriating soon to 


furnish members with carriages to ride in, and 
supplying each member with a big negro to fan 
him. One thing he rejoiced at: they should get 
aa i and nays on all these matters. 

e could not guess what wild schemes the gen- 
man from Delaware might have in his head next 
ha he supposed all these lamp fixtures would 

ave to be taken down. That was the general 
course of things. i 

Mr. HOUSTON said the mast had been erected 
on the dome without any recommendation from 
him or the Building Committee: it was a resolu- 
tion devised and introduced by a gentleman in the 
Senate, and sent down and hastily passed through 
the House at the heel of the session. 

The question being put on Mr. Sawyer’s amend- 
ment, it was rejected. | 

The amendment of Mr. Houston was divided, 
and the question being put on so much of it as 
provided to pay for the taking down of the mast, 
it was agreed to. 

The question then recurring on the residue of 
the amendment, providing for lighting the Capitol 
grounds— 

Mr. HENLEY advocated the amendment on the 
ground that gas-light was both better and cheaper 
than that of oil. He could not agree with the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sawyer,] who seemed op- 
posed to all improvements on the Capitol grounds 
and other public property, even to enclosing it 
with a fence. He was for letting in the cows and 
horses to graze upon it; but Mr. H. was for im- 
proving the grounds, and enclosing and lighting 


them. 

Mr. FARAN also advocated the amendment. 
These lamps were wanting, not for the benefit of 
the city, but of the Capitol. The gas-pipes and 
lamp-posts, once fixed, would be pernianent. The 
avenue between the Capitol and the President’s 
House.had always been lighted at the expense of 
the Gdvernment, and Government would save 
money by lighting it with gas. 

The amendment was agreed to: Ayes 85, noes 
not counted, 

Mr. HOUSTON moved an amendment for lay- 
ing gas-pipes and for the erection of posts along 
Pennsylvania avenue, from the Capitol to the 
Treasury building, and for lighting the avenue, 


Mr. H. explained the grounds of the amend- 
ment. The amendment introduced no innovation: 
the avenue had always been lighted by Congress. 
It only proposed the substitution of gas for oil, 
which in the end would be promotive of economy. 
Carried. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved the following: For lay- 
ing gas-pipes from the Treasury Building to the 
President’s Mansion, and for putting up the same 
in the President’s House, $ ; 

Mr. H. said, that hitherto it had cost the Ex- 
ecutive.from $1,600 to $2,000 every year to light 
the palace; and this was paid out of his own pock- 
et. No President would think of laying these 
pipes; but after they were once fixed; it would be 
a saving to the President, as gas would cost him 
much less than oil. Carried: Yeas 59, nays 56. 

Mr. HUNT moved an amendment, providing 
for the building of several revenue cutters, to be 
stationed at several of the ports on the seaboard 
and on the lakes, $89,000. 

Mr. COBB rose to a question of order, and called 
for the reading of the eighty-first rule; which was 
read. He contended that this amendment was 
not in order, not being for a work previously au- 
thorized by law. At the last session, Congress 
had guarded against such an amendment, by pass- 
ing a law forbidding more cutters to be built until 
there wasa regular appropriation for them. Presi- 
dent Tyler had vetoed the bill, and the Houses car- 
ried it against him by two-thirds. 

Mr. HUNT insisted that there was a law au- 
thorizing the building of revenue cutters, which 
took this case out of the rule. They had always 
been built without any specific appropriation for 
them until the passage of the law in question. 
That law required the previous appropriation, but 
the law authorizing the building of such vessels 
remained still in force. 

The lawewas produced and read, when the Chair 
ruled the amendment out of order. 

Mr. HUNT took an appeal, but the Chair was 
sustained: Ayes 64, noes 59. 
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Mr. HUNT moved an item of $800 for certain 
repairs at the Lazaretto at Philadelphia, which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved an amendment to pay 
arrearages due for lighting the Capitol with solar 


gas. -> 

ia JONES, of Tennessee, raised a question of 
order. 

Mr. GENTRY thought this Mr. Crutchet had 
humbugged the House with his mast and lanterns 
quite enough without this. 

Mr. HOUSTON explained and defended the 
amendment, but after a desultory discussion it was 
rejected. 


Mr. SCHENCK moved an amendment provi- 
ding for the enclosure of the mall, between Seventh 
street west and the river, and for the planting of 
trees, $3,628. 

Mr. S. explained the necessity of this expendi- 
ture, and advocated a liberal policy on the part of 
Congress toward the city, which had no other ad- 
vantages than the presence of the seat of Govern- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to: Yeas 70, nays 
48 


The committee rose and reported progress. 


Mr. VINTON moved for the appointment of a 
committee of conference on the part of the House 
to confer with a similar committee on the part of 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to, and the committee 
was ordered to consist of three members. 

Mr. DANIEL asked leave to offer a resolution 
calling upon the Secretary of War for information 
and correspondence in relation to the dismissal of 
two young officers of the North Carolina regiment 


in Mexico.’ 
A few animated remarks were made by Messrs. 
DANIEL, DONNELL, and OUTLAW, in re- 


gard to the reception and modification of the reso- 
lution; after which— 
Mr. DICKEY rose and objected to the reception 
of the resolution. l . 
Mr: NICOLL, by leave, presented a petition of 
citizens of New York city, in relation to a post 
route from Philadelphia to New York; which was 
referred to the Committtee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. | 
And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and memoriais were presente 
under the rule, and referred : 

By Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL: A memorial, numeronsly 
signed by merchants, traders, and others, of the city of Phil- 
adelphia, complaining of delays in the transportation of the 
southern mail. 

By Mr. JENKINS: The petition of Samuel Colman for 
a contract to prepare and publish an iadex to Congressional 
documents. 

By Mr. KING, of Georgia: The memorial of Isaac Gar- 
rason. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, July 13, 1848. 


Mr. LEWIS presented the credentials of WiL- 
LIAM R. Kina, appointed by the Governor of Ala- 
bama to supply the vacancy occasioned by the 
resignation of Mr. Bacsy. 

Mr. Kine appeared, was qualified, and took his 
seat. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
credentials of James A. Pearce, electéd a Senator 
from the State of Maryland for six years, com- 
mencing on the 4th of March next; which were 
read and laid on the table. 


Mr. DIX presented a petition from the Prison 
Association of New York, asking a modification 
of the law regulating fines in the courts of the 
United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of mer- 
chants and other citizens of New York, in relation 
to the delay in the transmission of the southern 
mail, and stating that it involves an immense 
amount of business, and is a question of credit; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. = 

Mr. DOWNS, on leave, introduced a bill to 
facilitate the entry of preémption claims; which 
was read twice and referred to the Committee o 
Private Land Claims. | 
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APPROPRIATIONS FOR LIGHT-HOUSES, ETC. 


"On motion of Mt. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, 
the Senate proceedcd to the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the erection of tight- 
houses, light-boats, and buoys, &c. 

Several amendments moved by Mr. DAVIS 
were agreed to. ; 

Mr. YULEE suggested, that as a bill embracing 
similar objects was now pending in the House of 
Representatives, where appropriation bills ought 
to originate, and as he was not aware that this bill 
would be called up, and was not prepared with an 
amendment which he proposed to offer, the bill 
should be lajd aside until the bill from the House 
shall have been received. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, could not consent 
to the postponement. If he could see any prospect 
of the bill being passed, should it now be laid aside, 
he would very willingly accommodate the Senator 
from Florida. There was great want of this bill. 
Many changes were demanded in the location of 
light-houses, &c., some of which were fixed on 
wrong points. Congress should not separate with- 
out passing this bill. The Senator from Florida 
could attach any amendment which had received 
the sanction of a committee, and was legitimate in 
its object, to some other bill. 

Mr. YULEE persisted in his request, and moved 
that the further consideration of the bill be post- 
poned until to-morrow. 

Mr. BADGER objected to the delay of the bill 
for the purpose of allowing amendments to be pro- 
posed, which had not received the sanction of any 
committee of the Senate. 

The motion of Mr. YULEE was negatived; the 
bill was then reported to the Senate, as amended; 
the amendments were concurred in, and the bill 
was then read a third time and passed. 


OREGON BILL. 

At 12 o'clock the Senate proceeded to ballot for 
ehairman to the select committee; when Mr. CLAY- 
ton, of Delaware, was duly elected. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for the com- 
mittee, when the remaining seven were chosen; 
and it was then ordered that the bill to establish the 
Territorial Government of Oregon, with the sev- 
eral amendments proposed thereto, and so much 
of the President’s message as relates to New Mex- 
ico and California, be referred to a select commit- 
tee, consisting of Mr. CLAYTON, chairman; Messrs. 
Bricut, CatHoun, CLARKE, Arcnison, PHELPS, 
Dickinson, and UnpERwoop. 

On motion of Mr. DICKINSON, 

Resolved, 'That the committee to which was referred the 
President’s message relating to the organization of Territorial 


Governments in Oregon, Upper California, and New Mexico, 
have the use of the ante-room during their sittings. 


CHEROKEE CLAIMS. 

On motion of Mr. BELL, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the joint resolution authorizing the 
proper accounting officers of the treasury to make 
a just and fair settlement of the claims of the Cher- 
okee nation of I ndians, according to the principles 

established by the treaty of August, 1846. 
| Mr. SEBASTIAN moved to amend the bill by 
adding the following: 

Provided, That the sum of $50,000 of the fund held by the 
Government in trust, to be distributed per capita among that 
division or portion of the Cherokees usually called the ‘ Old 
Settlers,’ in the fifth article of the treaty of the sixth day of 
August, 1846, be paid over to the chiefs or other authorized 
agents of the Old Settler party, for the payment of the debts 
due to certain creditors of that part of the nation, viz : $30,000 
for the debts to individual members of the Old Settler party, 
and others who appear to have established their claims be- 
fore a cominission established by the Old Settler party in 
council; asd the further sum of $20,000, for so much which 
it appears was voluntarily advanced or lent to the chiefs or 
agents of the said Old Settlers by the Ross and treaty party 
out of their portion of the funds secured to them by the snid 
treaty, in order to obtain their assent to the treaty as ratified 
hy the Senate. 

At the suggestion of Mr. BELL, who had no 
objection to the amendment, Mr. SEBASTIAN 
modified the proposition, by adding— 

Provided, further, That the assent of the Old Settler party, 
hy their authorized delegation, be duly given to the payment 
of the said sum, in the manner herein prescribed. 

Mr. ATHERTON concurred with the Senator 
from Tennessee in the propriety of the amendment, 
and presented a remonstrance from some portion 
of the nation, of which he asked the reading. 

Mr. CALHOUN expressed some doubt as to 
the manner in which he should give his vote. He 
could not give the reasons by which he was actu- 
ated, as he was not aware that the injunction of 
secrecy had been removed, in relation to the mat- 
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ters connected with the subject. In consequence 
of this suggestion— 

Mr. BELL moved to go into Executive session 
to remove the injunction of secrecy in relation to 
the treaty of 1846, which motion was agreed to; 
and the Senate remained in session until three 
o’elock, when the doors were reopened. 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported a bill to establish a port of entry at Ban- 
gor, in Maine, which, on his motion, was taken 
up and passed, the ordinary forms having been 
dispensed with. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD obtained the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to mtroduce a bill to change 
the time of holding the circuit and district courts 
of the United States in Kentucky, and also the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to dispense with 
the ordinary forms and pass the bill. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, July 14, 1848. 


The Journal having been reaad— _ - 

Mr. GOGGIN rose and called the attention of 
the House to the record of the fact that he yester- 
day moved that when the House adjourn, it adjourn 
to meet the succeeding day at ten o’clock, which 
motion was objected to and not received. 

Some explanations were made of what did really 
occur, and a conversation ensued thereon between 
Mr. GOGGIN, the SPEAKER, and Mr. COLLA- 
MER, and the House refused to correct the Jour- 
nal; which was then approved. 

Mr. SLINGERLAND asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to permit him to make a 
report from the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, objected; 
and moved that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the private calen- 
dar. 


THE DISBANDED OFFICERS AND TROOPS. 


Mr. BOTTS, who had previously addressed the 
Chair, again rose and said he had yielded to the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. SLINGERLAND,] 
and as that gentleman had not succeeded in ac- 
complishing his object, he desired the House now 
to take up the sas bill, which he had several 
days attempted to get before the House. 

Mr. ROCKWELL consented to withdraw his 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole, that 
the gentleman from Virginia might make the mo- 
tion which he had indicated. 

Mr. BOTTS said, then he desired to make a brief 
statement to the House. 

Mr. COLLAMER inquired if that bill had pref- 
erence over the other bills on the calendar? 

The SPEAKER said it had not, but the gentle- 
man from Virginia asked the House to take it up. 

Mr. BOTTS said he desired to state, that in the 
opinion of the Military Comn:ittee, the public inter- 
ests demanded the passage of this bill, and that it 
should be passed promptly, too, because it was ne- | 
cessary that it should go to the Senate, where it had 
to be acted upon—and it was possible that it might 
be again returned to this Hause—between this day 
and Thursday next. If it were not disposed of in 
that time, some forty or fifty of the most valuable 
officers in the army would necessarily go out of 
office. The object of this bill was not only to 
retain them in the public service, but to provide 
three months’ extra pay to the soldiers who were 
to be disbanded, and who were now on their way 
home, and some of whom were being dismissed 
every day. He could not imagine a greater injury 
to the public service than the defeat of this bill. If 
gentlemen were opposed to the bill, let them take 
it up and vote against it, and not get rid of it ìn this 
side manner. For the purpose of showing where 
the responsibility rested, he would take this occa- 
sion to say, that having made an effort every day 
for the last week to get up this bill, the Committee 
on Military Affairs felt that they had discharged 
their duty, and if the House should again refuse 
to take it up, the committee would make no further | 
effort in the matter. If objection should be now 
made, he would call for the yeas and nays thereon. 

Mr. KAUFMAN asked the honorable chairman 
of the Military Committee [Mr. Borrs] whether | 
the section providing for three months’ extra pay | 
was so worded as to include the first regiment of | 
Texas cavalry, commanded by Colonel John C. | 
Hays, discharged by virtue of an order of Major 
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General Butler, bearing date April 2ist, 1848; and 
epee those companies stationed on the Texas fron- 
tier: 

Mr. BOFTS replied that they were included in 
the provision, and that it was so worded that they 
would all receive the three months’ extra pay. 

The House then consented to take up the bill, 
and it was taken up accordingly. o 

The first question was on three new sections 
reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, as 
an amendment of the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said he was opposed 
to this amendment. He was also opposed to the 
repeal of the.law, or te the suspension of the law. 
According to his recollection of the state of feeling 
in the House at the time that law was passed, 
authorizing an increase of the generals of the army, 
it would not have passed the House, except with 


| the condition that they should go out of the ser- 


vice, and that the number should be reduced to the 
former peace establishment, at the conclusion of 
the Mexican war. 

Again: it was wrong, on all occasions and at al} 
times, he conceived, to legislate here, not for the 
good of the country—not that the publie service 
should be promoted—but merely to create offices 
or to continue offices when they were not needed, 
and when the exigencies of the times which called 
them into the service shall have ceased. He deemed 
it wrong either to create or to continue offices for 
the benefit of individuals merely; and he believed, 
further, that this amendment, which would sus- 
pend the law and continue these generals in the 
service, was not to be passed because the. service 
required it, but that these officers might be con- 
tinued for their own especial benefit. The amend- 
ment contained a provision, that if any vacancy 
should occur in any of these offices, the vacancy 
should not be filled. This was conclusive to his 
mind that these officers were not needed by the 
public service. He had no idea which of these 
officers would be discharged from the service under 
the law as it stood. It might be a difficult, a deli- 
cate, and a responsible duty thrown on the Presi- 
dent, but it was one of the incidents of the high 
station which he held, which was thrown upon 
him by the laws passed by Congress, and he 
should exercise it. He believed the President 
would exercise it, if they let the law remain as it 
was, and if they let the officers be reduced to the 
number required. He hoped the yeas and nays 
would be ordered on the amendment. 

Mr. BOTTS would detain the House but a very 
short time in making a brief explanation of the 
objects of this amendment. It was his purpose to 
have given a brief explanation of all the provisions 
of the bill, as well as the amendment, that the 
House might be fully in possession of the facts of 
the case. A different course seemed, however, to 
be marked out for him. 

Mr. VENABLE suggested to the gentleman 
from Virginia the propriety of making his expla- 
nation at length. 

Mr. BOTTS said, if it was the pleasure of the 
House, he would make a brief explanation of the 
provisions of the bill. It would be recollected that 
a proviso of the first section of an act approves the 
18th day of June, 1846, which increased the num- 
ber of general officers, provided *‘ that when the 
‘war with Mexico shall be terminated by a defini- 
‘tive treaty of peace, duly concluded and ratified, 
‘the number of major generals in the army shall 
‘be reduced to one, and the number of brigadier 
‘generals shall be reduced to two; and the Presi- 
* dent of the United States is authorized and direct- 
‘ed to select from the whole number which may 
‘then be in service, without regard to the date of 
‘ their commissions, the number to be retained, and 
¢ cause the remainder to be discharged from the 
‘service of the United States.’ Under that act 
General Taylor was appointed to the office of a 
major general, and Generals Kearny and Twiggs 
were appointed brigadier generals. Some four or 
five, perhaps six weeks ago, a bill was Introduced 
from the Committee on Military Affairs into the 
House of Representatives to repeal so much of 
tnat law as made it incumbent on the President to 
dismiss one of those major generals and two of 
the brigadier generals; for, if the bill should re- 
main unrepealed, whom should he select of those 
distinguished soldiers, Twiggs or Kearny, Wool 
or Gaines? 

When that bill came from the Senate, instead of 
agreeing to the repeal of the law, that body pro- 


1848. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


938 


osed to suspend its operation to the 4th day of 
March, 1849. The bill, as thus amended by the 
Senate, was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and the committee, believing that it was 
not the purpose of the House or of the other branch 
ef Congress that these distinguished men, who 
have selected arms as their profession, and have 
rendered gallant services to their country, should 
at the end of the war, in their old age, be dismissed 
from the service, insisted on the repeal of the act 
of 1846. So much for the first amendment. 

In regard to the second point, it would be found 
that the committee proposed to add a section. He 
would explain its provisions. By the act of the 
- Hth of February, 1847, which authorized the 
raising of an additional military force consisting 
of ten regiments, it was provided that the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, should appoint one ad- 
ditional major to each of the.regiments of dragoons, 
artillery, infantry, and riflemen in the army of the 
United States, to be taken from the captains of the 
old army. Under that law, majors were appointed 
who were necessarily taken from the captains of 
the old army of the United States, embracing some 
of the most valuable officers in the service. Mr. 
B. went on to say that it was the object of the 
committee to retain these majors in the service; 
but if the law was neither suspended nor repealed, 
they must all be legislated out of office. It was 
incredible that it was the intention of Congress to 
legislate these meritorious men out of their com- 
missions. Some of them had received commis- 
sions for their advanced rank without a knowledge 
of their appointment, or even of the existence of 
the law by which they had become majors. Their 
first knowledge of it was the actual reception of 
their new commissions. When these were re- 
ceived, they had, as honorable men, no other alter- 
mative but to accept, or to submit to be commanded 
by their juniors. The honorable feeling which 
animated all brave men in command forbade this; 
and certainly there could be no more grievous op- 
ieee than for the House by law to direct the 

resident to create a certain number of majors in 
the new corps from the old captains of the army, 
and when he had done so, and these men had ac- 
cepted their new position, then to legislate them 
out of the service. The object of the bill wag to 
prevent this. 

Mr. B. here read a list of those sixteen majors 
who were thus in danger of being turned out of the 
service. He stated that he had had a conversa- 
tion with the Adjutant General, with the Secretary 
of War, and with General Scott, all of whom as- 
sured him that they were among the most valuable 
' Officers in the service. 

Mr. B. then proceeded to state that the commit- 
tee concurred with the amendments of the Senate 
in regard to the third section of the bill. They 
were opposed to the discharge of the quartermas- 
ters and other subalterns there mentioned, believ- 
ing that their services could not be dispensed with 
‘even on a peace establishment. They would be 
required in consequence of the cordon of posts that 
must be established to protect our enlarged fron- 
tier. These persons all belonged to the old army, 
and had performed valuable service in the war. 

As to the fourth section, Mr. B. had had some 
EPn Four or five officers of the old army 

ad been put over new regiments, and had re- 
ceived new rank and emoluments. After a good 
deal of doubt and difficulty he had at length come 
to the conclusion that they ought to be restored to 
their original position. 

he last section allowed three months’ extra 
pay to those soldiers who had honorably served 
out their term. The Military Committee were in 
‘favor of this, with one proviso, viz: that those 
should be excepted who were absent on leave at 
the declaration of peace. 

In reply to an inquiry from Mr. Coss, of Geor- 
gia, Mr. B. made some further explanations as to 
the ground of this proviso. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL explained that the 
purpose was to retain the promoted majors perma- 
nently, and not merely till the 4th of March. 

Mr. BOTTS said he was willing and anxious 
himself to retain every officer of the old army; but 
the Military Committee preferred confining it to 
these majors. 

Mr. BOYD opposed the whole bill, with the 
exception of the last clause granting extra pay. 

When our war with Mexico began, (said he,) 


we had attached to the military establishment of 
the country one major general and two brigadier 
generals. 
doubling their number, taking care, however, in 
the mean time, to add a proviso making it the duty 
of the President, at the close of the war, to reduce 
the number of those generals to what it was at the 
beginning of the war. Some weeks ago this 
House passed a bill to repeal the proviso referred 
to, the effect of which would be to retain all those 
generals in office, the fact that the public necessity 
no longer required their services to the contrary 
notwithstanding, The Senate adopted an amend- 
ment to the bill providing, not that the law shall 
not now be repealed, but that the President’s action 
in relation to those generals under it shall be post- 
poned until the 4th of March next. The Military 
Committee of this House recommended the rejec- 
tion of the Senate’s amendment, and insisted upon 
the unconditional repeal of the proviso, so that all 
those generals should remain in office during their 
lives. Thus stood the first section of the bill. 
The Senate added two other sections. 

For war purposes, as in the case of the generals, 
and for war purposes alone, Congress authorized 
one major to be added to each regiment of the old 
army, but providing at the same time, by the most 
unequivocal enactment, that they should go out of 
office at the close of the war, and the same pro- 
vision applied to each of the officers enumerated in 
the Senate’s amendment. | ; 

Mr. B. need not say to those who were acquainted 
with his course here that he was utterly opposed 
to retaining public servants when there was no 
more work for them to perform, but simply for 
their own benefit. With him this was a cardinal 
principal of action. 

Mr. B. was opposed, not only to retaining the 
general officers who had been added for the war, 
but also those majors who had been promoted. 
There were fifteen majors, two surgeons, twelve 
assistant surgeons, four quartermasters, and ten 
assistant quartermasters, four assistant adjutant 
generals, two deputy paymasters, ten pay masters, 
and eight musicians, making in all sixty-seven 
officers, and add these three generals, and there 
would be seventy officers to be continued,and who 
had, in reality, not a particle of duty to perform. 

The bill was an important one, and he trusted 
it would receive the serious consideration of the 
House. He could not believe the House would 
consent to legislate for individuals without regard 
to the public service they were to perform. He 
was opposed to any postponement of the action 
of the President in dismissing these generals and 
other officers, in conformity with the existing law; 
he could not believe that any gentleman here would 
consider it necessary; these officers had not been 
necessary before the war, and they could not be 
necessary now the war was over. Gentlemen were 
for continuing officers without men; they were 
providing places for individuals. He was utterly 
opposed to the whole proceeding. 

Would gentlemen avow that they were in favor 
of increasing our standing army? At the close of 
the war we should have an entire regiment more 
than we had before itscommencement. Before the 
war we had forty-two men in a company; they had 
been increased to sixty-four, and it was recom- 
mended to raise them to one hundred. It was said 
we should need more officers, because our frontier 
was to be increased; but gentlemen forgot how 
many more privates we should have. 

Mr. B. here went into a detailed exhibit of the 
present force of the army: the result of the whole 
was, that we should have 12,779, exclusive of 
thirty-five officers of topographical engineers. We 
had now 958 officers in all, to which, as he had 
before shown, it was proposed to add seventy more 
to be retained in office. He was dead against the 
whole concern. He would not add a man or an 
officer to what the army had been before the war. 
If 5,000 men had been sufficient to achieve the 
victory of Buena Vista, in the name of Heaven 
were not 12,750 men sufficient to keep the peace? 

He should vote against the whole bill excepting 
the last clause, and that needed to be amended. 
He was willing and anxious to give something to 
the soldiers; as it was, the officers got most of the 
pay and all the glory. 

Mr. BURT desired to say but a few words, in 
reply to the remarks of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, upon the first section of this bill. He should 


For war purposes we passed a law: 


first section, and to such considerations connected 
with it as were made pertinent by the observations 
of that gentleman. He {Mr. Borp} had chosen 
to assume that the object of this bill, and of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, was to create offi- 
ces for individuals. To be sure, he had modified 
the charge by saying that at least was his opinion. 
Now, if that really was the opinion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, (and he should not doubt the 
gentleman’s sincerity,) he was perfectly right in 
voting against this bill; and he trusted no member 
of this House would so stultify himself as to vote 
for the bill, if he believed the object of it to be that 
which the gentleman from Kentucky said it was. 
What wes the fact? According to the showing of 
that gentleman, we would have, under existing 
laws, an army of twelve thousand men. If they 
took the suggestion by way of recommendation of 
the President, we would have an army of more ` 
than seventeen thousand men. He wished to ask 
the honorable gentleman from Kentucky, whose 
researches as a member of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs he presumed had given him some in- 
formation on this subject of the organization of our 
army, what number of general officers should be 
provided for an army of seventeen thousand men? 

Mr. BOYD said we had had but one major gen- 
eral before the war, and another by brevet; and 
that the same condition of things would, as far as 
officers were concerned, be adopted, and would 
exist at the close of the war, if the law was not 
changed. : 

Mr. BURT repeated that such was the sugges- 
tion of the President: tat the army be increased 
to more than seventeen thousand men. He under- 
stood his friend from Kentucky to be content with 
an army of alittle more than twelve thousand men. 
He begged to know of that gentleman if anybody 
ever did suppose that an army of twelve thousand 
men should be commanded by one major general. 
He begged to know if, in the organization of any 
army on the face of the earth, it had ever been 
known that there should be but one major general 
for twelve thousand men? 

Mr. BOYD would respond by inquiring whether 
the army, before the commencement of the war, 
consisting of eight thousand or ten thousand men, 
as the case might be, had had more than one major 

eneral ? . 
. Mr. BURT. Was not General Gaines a major 
general by brevet ? 

Mr. BOYD. By brevet. 

Mr. BURT. Was he not receiving the pay and 
emoluments and holding the rank of a major gen- 
eral? 

Mr. BOYD replied, while he was actually per- 
forming the duties of major general perhaps he was 
receiving his salary. 

Mr. BURT believed the number of the army 
before the war with Mexico did not exceed 7,000 
men, and we had two major generals and several 
brigadier generals. To be sure, they did not all 
hold the commission of brigadier and major gen- 
erals, but some of them held the rank by brevet; 
and why were those officers brevetted which Con- 
gress had refused for the army by not authorizing 
the appointment of officers of that grade? He un- 
dertook to say that in no country, of whose mili- 
tary history we had any information whatever, 
was there an army to be found with less than one 
major general to every 4,000, and one brigadier 
general for every 2,000 men. That was the prin- 
ciple of the organization of the army in every 
country; it had been so in this. The gentleman 
insisted that this bill was to create a place for indi- 
viduals, and to create officers without men. Now, 
he trusted the gentleman saw that his statement 
had been inconsiderately made, without reference 
to facts which were to be found in our own his- 
tory, and which neither he nor any one else would 
for amoment endeavor to controvert. He trusted 
that the gentleman would see—he should see, at 
least—that this House was not to be frightened: 
from its propriety by denunciations and declara- 
tions of that kind. 

But the honorable gentleman from Kentucky 
should remember that we were now making a mill- 
tary peace establishment; and he asked that gen- 
tleman if, upon referring to the history of our own 
country, it would not be found that every military 
peace establishment had been composed of an im- 
mense disproportion of officers to the rank and file of 
the army? And he asked the gentleman further, if 


confine the remarks he proposed to make to the li his own good sense, which he knew the gentleman 
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_ possessed so much of, did not teach him that a 
` man was profoundly ignorant of the principles on 
which a military peace establishment should be 
made, who did not see that there must necessarily 
be a great disproportion of officers to the rank and 
file? It was the object, in a military peace estab- 
lishment, to preserve the skeleton of an army, 
such as might be filled out without impairing the 
efficiency of the force. It could only be done by 


having the requisite complement of officers, what- 


ever might be the number of the rank and file. If 
it wae desired to increase the army, it was not to 
be done by the addition of new corps, but simply 
by filling up the rank and file, and having them 
under the command of experienced officers. He 
would ask, to what was the country indebted for 
that glorious victory of Buena Vista? It was to 
the officers, those who directed the energy and the 
bravery of the troops. Suppose our army there 
had been under the command of our militia and 
volunteer officers, unaided by these regular officers, 
did any ‘man doubt that a most inglorious defeat 
of our arms must have been the reault of that day? 

Mr. BOYD thought the volunteers did their fall 
part—officers and men. 

Mr. BURT cheerfully admitted this, and gave 
full credit to the volunteers for their indomitable 
courage and gallantry; but who selected their field 
of battle? That was the great merit of the field of 
Buena Vista? He asked who selected the field 
on which that great battle was to be fought? 
`- Mr. RICHARDSON said, the question of the 
selection of the field of Buena Vista was one that 
had been much discussed in the public press since 
the time the battle was fought. ‘The friends of one 
of the officers of the regular army, General Wool, 
had claimed that he selected that field. He could 
state, for the information of the gentleman and the 
House, the facts as they occurred, so far as he 
knew them and believed them to be material, and 
gentlemen could draw their own inferences. In 
January, before that battle was fought, the regi- 
ment to which he belonged was placed in advance 
of all others. Colonel Hardin sent forward to the 
pars, where the battle was subsequently fought, a 

attalion, under Major Warren, of the same regi- 
ment, and placed it at the pass, which formed the 
key of the positiog, intending to advance his regi- 
ment to that point in the event of a battle. These 
aha the first of our troops that oecupied that 

ace. 
Early in February, General Taylor assumed the 
command, and advanced the whole of the troops, 
except a garrison for Saltillo, to Agua Nueva. On 
» the morning of the 21st February—as he (Mr. R.) 
understood, for the purpose of being near our sup- 
- plies, which were at Saltillo—the army retired to- 
wards Saltillo, leaving two regiments—the Arkan- 
sas and the Kentucky cavalry—at Agua Nueva. 
At Encantada, eight or ten miles from Agua Nueva, 
Colonel McKee’s regiment halted. Three miles 
from that point, at the pass, where Warren’s bat- 
talion had been stationed, Colonel Flardin obtained 
leave to halt his regiment. During that night the 
regiment that had been left at Encantada and Agua 
Nueva retired from their positions and fell back to 
General Wool’s position, two miles in the rear of 
Colonel Hardin, leaving him at the advance po- 
sition, where the battle was fought. During the 
night of the 21st and the morning of the 22d, the 
first Illinois regiment, under Colonel Hardin, forti- 
fied that position. It was the point to be first as- 
sailed, the point from which the enemy were first 
driven—a point in which we lost not a single man. 
In the contest between Colonel Hardin, or the 
friends of Colonel Hardin, and General Wool, he 
had no hesitation in saying that that position was 
selected and fortified by Colonel Hardin. On the 
morning of the 22d of February, before either of 
the general officers came upon the field, Colonel 
Hardin, after passing over the entire ground, re- 
turned and said to General Wool, in his (Mr. R.’s) 
presence, that it was necessary that a position at 
the foot of the mountain on the left should be for- 
tified. Officers were sent out to view that portion 
of the ground; they returned, and, as he under- 
stood, reported that the ravines were impassable 
for cannon; that the enemy never could do our 
troops great injury there, unless they could bring 
their artillery with them. The battle commenced 
on the 22d; on the morning of the 23d, at the very 
position where Colonel Hardin insisted that troops 
should be sent and posted, the enemy turned our 
flank, and we received great damage. It was due 
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that he should state that the selection and fortifica- 
tion of a field was done by officers whose particu- 
lar duty it was. The means by which the enemy 
advanced their artillery was by throwing the heavy 
timbers, which they brought along for the purpose 
of mounting thefr cannon, across these ravines—a 
fact which could not have been anticipated by those 
officers who reconnoitered the field. There was 
no timber in the neighborhood, no trees of any sort, 
by which, unless they had brought their timbers, 
they could have sent their artillery across the 
ravines, 

While he was on the floor he desired to refer to 
another matter, in which injustice had been done 
to the memory of one who was no more. After the 
death of Colonel Hardin, it had been said that the 
last charge of the battle of Buena Vista was the re- 
sult of a conference between Colonel Hardin and 
Colonel Clay; that Colonel McKee opposed the 
move. This was incorrect. By reference to the offi- 
cial report of Colonel Weatherford, ìt would be 
seen that Colonel Hardin was ordered to make the 
charge by Captain Chilton, one of the aids. That 
order was given in his (Mr. R.’s) presence, as 
also in the presence of Captain Robertson, Lieu- 
tenants Myers, Erwin, and Wallace, and others. 
In compliance with that order, Colonel Hardin 
advanced the battalion some distance, where he 
engaged an enemy that till then had been unob- 
served by him, concealed in one of the ravines. 
After fighting for some minutes, Colonel Bissell 
came up with his regiment and formed upon his 
right. Subsequently, Colonel McKee formed, or 
partly so, upon Bissell’s right. Our forces were 
overpowered by immense numbers, our lines forced, 
and the nation mourns the loss of that desperate 
conflict. He made that statement in justice to the 
memory of the lamented Colonel Hardin. 

Mr. BURT continued. Those who knew him 
knew he was utterly incapable of doing injustice 
to the gallantry and valor of the lamented dead. 
He knew too much of the history of this Mexican 
war; he should forget he was a South Carolinian, 
that his own State had a regiment in that war, be- 
fore he could do injustice to any of our brave vol- 
unteers. But he would ask if the valor of our 
volunteers would not have been fruitless without 
this corps of officers to direct it? He said that the 
corps of staff officers who, as the gentleman from 
Illinois had said, reconnoitered and selected the 
ground of Buena Vista—that corps whom the gen- 
tleman from Kentueky seemed to regard as offi- 
cers without men—yes, that corps of engineers 
had earned as high a title to the glories of that war 
as any corps that was init. There were men in 
that corps who, upon his conscience, he believed 
deserved infinitely higher glories than those men 
who had won high office in the line. 

Mr. BOYD disavowed totally any intention to 
derogate from the engineer corps. He had only 
enumerated the number of officers in that corps as 
forming a part of the grand total of the officers of 
the army. l | 

Mr. BURT was very glad to hear that the gen- 
tleman did not intend to convey the full meaning 
of the language he had used in talking about offi- 
cers and men. 
corps consisted of officers entirely. 

But to return to the point from which he had 
been led by the remarks of the gentleman from Il- 
linois. The gentleman from Kentucky had pro- 
posed that we should have an army of 2,000 men. 
He (Mr. B.) said that an army of that number had 
always been commanded by two major generals. 
At the close of the war of 1812, the peace estab- 
lishment was fixed at 10,000 men, and there were 
authorized by the act of March, 1815, two major 
generals and four brigadier generals to command 
an army in time of peace of 10,000 men. Well, 
our army of over 10,000 men would now be dis- 
tributed not only through the United States, but in 
Oregon, in California, and in New Mexico. We 
had received into the territory of the United States 
immense hordes of savage, warlike Indians, in 
New Mexico and California, and he asked any 
gentleman who proposed to reduce this army, why 
it was, if 10,000 troops were required in 1815, that 
as large a number of troops as recommended by 
the President were not necessary, and at least the 
same number of general officers? 

But there was another view of this subject which 
he was not willing to admit, and of which he was 

repared to take his full share of the résponsibility. 
t was known to this Congress and to the country 


It did happen that some of these: 


that Zachary Taylor was made a major general 
without his knowledge or consent. After those 
splendid battles of the Rio Grande, the universal 
voice of the American people .demanded that he 
should be a major general. He well knew, as did 
his friend from Kentucky, that that office was 


tendered to General oe by the President, in 


obedience to the will of his countrymen, and sent 
to.General Taylor without his knowledge or with- 
out his asking for it. He had never heard that 
General Taylor had asked foran office of any kind. 
He asked that gentleman if he was willing that 
Zachary Taylor, who was promoted to be a major 
general under these circumstances, should be dis- 
missed at the close of the war as a supernumerary, 
as an incumbrance on the army of the United 
States? It must fall on him if this law was not 
passed in some form. He said to this House, if 
the President did his duty, if he did not an act of 
inexpressible meanness, he would dismiss Generals 
Twiggsand Kearny. Generals Gaines and Wool 
were their seniors, and he said the President dare 
not dismiss Generals ‘Gaines and Wool; hence 
Generals Twiggs and Kearny must go out under 
the law as it now stood; and he asked gentlemen 
if they were prepared for that? Had they done 
nothing in Mexico to deserve better of their coun- 
try than that? He trusted that the first section of 
this bill would not be defeated in this way. 

Mr. HASKELL said, that independently of 
considerations of public interest, he felt it to bea 
duty on his part to a number of the officers whose 
heads would fall unless this bill was passed—a 
duty growing out of the fact that he had shared 
the privations of the camp and the perils of the 
field with some of them—to make known to this 
House, more particularly than all of them perhaps 
now knew, who were the individuals who would 
fall unless saved by the passage of this bill. He 
spoke now particularly of the majors. ° With 
reference to Nathan Boon, he had not the pleasure 
to know him, and he could not speak of him par- 
ticularly. Next on the list was Major Philip St. 
George Cooke—a name familiar to this House as 
having been identified with the operations of our 
army in California. Passing over the name of 
Major Crittenden, an officer distinguished in the 
battles on Scott’s line, he came to Major Thomas 
Childs, an officer who had served with marked 
distinction in every campaign upon which.he had 
been ordered. He had been thrée times brevetted, 
and recently brevetted brigadier general for dis- 
tinguished services in Mexico; he was the same 
officer who had defended Puebla during the long 


and arduous siege of that place, and who protected 


the rear of General Scott’s army. Passing by the | 
name of Major Porter, of whom he could not par- 
ticularly speak, next on the list he noticed the 
name of Major E. S. Hawkins, the officer who, 
after the heroic Brown had fallen in defence of 
Fort Brown, opposite Matamores, assumed the 
command, being the oldest officer, and continued. 
to defend that post until the arrival of Generał 
Taylor from the fields of Palo Alto and Resaca; 
the same officer who, when summoned to surren- 
der by Ampudia, on the opposite bank, sent back 
the cool answer that he did not understand Spanish. 
There were also Major Washington, whose bat- 
tery, with Major Bragg’s, at Buena Vista, con- 
tributed so much to that achievement, whose glor 
had shed lustre upon our arms, and added so muc 
to our national reputation; Major Sewall, one of 
the defenders of Fort Brown, who distinguished 
himself by his activity and valor; George W. 
McCall, with whom he had the pleasure of a per- 
‘sonal acquaintance, distinguished upon the fields 
of Palo Alto and Resaca de Ja Palma, and with 
whose arduous duties, ably and creditably per- 
formed, as an adjutant general, and-upon the staff 
of Major General Patterson, he was familiar; 
Major Lee, an officer whom he did not personally 
know, but with whose character he was well ac- 
quainted from the representations of those who had 
known him and had witnessed his gallant conduct 
in the field, and who spoke of him as one of the 
most meritorious and deserving of the officers of the 
army; Dixon S. Miles, an officer who entered the 
field at the earliest stages of the campaign, and 
who, in advance of the army, took possession of 
the city of Camargo, which subsequently became 
the key upon General Taylor’s line of operations, 
and the depot of the Government stores. 
Passing over Major Green, with whom he had 
no acquaintance, he proceeded to name Major 
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Bainbridge, who served in all the battles from 
Vera Cruz to the city of Mexico. And last, but far 
from least, there was the name of our old and val- 
ued friend,-Major Wait, formely of the 2d infan- 
try, and now major of the 6th or 8th. In reference 
to his particular case, he wished to say a word. It 
had already been said by members of this House 
that some of these officers had not only not asked for 
promotion, but that they had received it without a 
full knowledge of the circumstances under which 
the promotion came. Major Wait received inform- 
ation of his promotion on the eve of the battle of 
Cerro Gordo; and then it was he first heard of the 
passage of the act creating the additional majors. 
ere, then, was Major Wait, who had served his 
country as many years as he (Mr. H.) had been 
born; who had devoted his life to his country, and 
had now reached a period of life when he was unfit- 
ted for any other than the profession of arms;—here 
was Major Wait, with a commission tendered to 
him by the President of the United States by vir- 
tue of powerdelegated to him by Congress, because 
he was the oldest captain of the regiment, and 
stood high in his profession;—here, he repeated, 
was Major Wait in this position, standing in the 
face of the enemy, without knowing the circum- 
stances under which the law was passed; and 
would it, he asked, consist with the honor and 
pride of a soldier to refuse such a commission, and 
suffer his junior to command "him on that field? 
No; and he would appeal to the sense of justice of 
Congress, if they were not behind the spirit which 
animated the People, if these officers, after having 
been legislated into commissions without their con- 
sent, should be legislated out of the public service? 
He proceeded, as was understood, to describe a 
wound from a musket ball which Major Wait had 
received, of which he was reminded by Major 
Gaines, who sat near him, which passed round 
into his groin, and from the consequences of which 
he never would recover; and he again asked the 
House, with what show of justice and propriety 
they could legislate such a man out of the service? 
Were they, after they had fought the battles of 
the country, to be ostracized? If so, they might 
well exclaim, in the language of a commander 
of ancient times, ‘‘ a few more such victories and 
we are ruined.” Well might they say, “if we 
fight a few more battles, and shed our blood on 
foreign soil in defence of the flag of our country, 
when we might cpus suppose that we should 
receive the due meed of our services, we are re- 
warded with unmerited dismissal !?? This Con- 
gress 1s engaged from day to day in passing laws 
giving pensions to the families of those who have 
fallen in battle, and with the very same breath 
with which they ordered the treasury to pay those 
rewards, in a spirit of false economy they were 
ready to strike off the heads of those meritorious 
officers, and turn them adrift, after they had spent 
the best part of their lives in the service of their 
country, and when they were unfitted for any other 
than the profession of arms. It was indeed a 
strange spectacle which they were presenting. 
How different was the conduct of the people! 
When our soldiers returned from this foreign war, 
covered with laurels, they were welcomed with 
drums and trumpets, and colors flying, and with 
processions; they were greeted on returning home 
with the plaudits of their admiring countrymen. 
And the bodies of the dead who had fallen in bat- 
tle were brought back and buried with the pomp 
and circumstance of funeral procession, such as 
was never seen in the are days of ancient 
Rome. To the dead and to the living manifesta- 
tions of the feelings of the people were shown in 
varlous modes; and yet here, when these old men 
returned who had bled on nearly every battle-field 
of Mexico, while the country was greeting the 
brave men whom they commanded, the House of 
Representatives was ready to greet them with the 
guillotine, and to sever their heads from their 
shoulders. He appealed to the sense of justice of 
this House, and he se asked if they were not 
behind the spirit which animated the country? I? 
ney should allow themselves to be influenced by 
such a spirit of false economy, he was sure they 
would not receive the plaudits of their constituents, 
Nor the greeting ‘* well done, good and faithful 
servant.”’ 

Mr. BOTTS rose to a question of order, and said 
he hoped the Chair would require gentlemen to 
confine themselves to the amendment, which was 
the question pending before the House. 
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Mr. HASKELL said, as he might have no 
other opportunity, he desired to speak fully on 
this subject at this time. 

Mr. BOTTS said the reason why he made the 
point of order was, that he was very anxious that 
the bill should be passed. 

Mr. HASKELL, said, if the House would take 
the question, he would yield the floor, and not say 
another word, except it was to move the previous 
question. 

Mr. BOTTS explained. He did not wish to cut 
off the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee; 
but he had made the point of order then’, because 
he preferred to make it on a friend to the bill 
rather than on one who was opposed to it. 

Mr. SCHENCK intimated his desire to offer an 
amendment to the amendment of the Senate. 

Some conversation ensued, in which several gen- 
tlemen took part, in relation to the effect of the 
previous question, which was terminated with an 
understanding that the discussion should proceed. 

Mr. HARALSON appealéd to the House not 
to sustain the previous question, and he should 
object to the question of order of the gentleman 
from Virginia, since there had been so` much dis- 
cussion, until he had said what he desired to say. 

The first section of this bill provides for the 
retention of one major general and two brigadier 
generals now in the service. It repeals that sec- 
tion of law which provides that one of the major 
generals and two of the brigadier generals shall be 
dismissed at the end of the war. Having been 
opposed to that section two years ago, there was 
good reason why he should be anxious to have it 
repealed now. It had been said that some of these 
appointments had been made, not only without 
being sought, but without the knowledge of those 
upon whom they were conferred; and he appre- 
hended this would be found true in regard to Gen- 
eral Taylor, and he knew it would as to General 
Twiggs, one of the brigadier generals who was to 
be affected by this law. These appointments were 


made shortly after the battles of the 8th and 9th of |; 


May, 1846, when the whole country was anxious 
to do honor to those men. Those appointments, 
then, he repeated, were conferred on them without 
their knowledge, in view of their distinguished 
services on those occasions. General Taylor was 
elevated to the rank of major general, and placed 
side by side with General Scott, giving place to 
him only on account of the date of his commission. 
General Scott, too, partook largely in the recent 
war; he was present in command at many a hard 
fought battle; and could this House, in view of the 
distinction which these two generals had received 
with the people, continue that law which would 
dismiss one of them after the distinguished ser- 
vices which they had rendered in Mexico? To 
select between them would be an extremely deli- 
cate act; and, therefore, Congress should repeal 
the law, and these two generals should be left in 
the public service. He repeated that the task of 
selecting between them would be a very delicate 
one for the President to perform, and it could not 
be performed with satisfaction to the people of the 
United States. He hoped there would be no dis- 
tinction made between them on their return from 
the battle-fields of Mexico, and that neither of them 
would be discharged from the service of the United 
States. Why, these officers had been in the pub- 
lic service thirty or forty years, and should they 
now be discharged? He hoped not a vote would 
be given in this House to retain that law. 

But again: that law was equally hard on the 
brigadier generals, some of whom were in the ser- 
vice during the war of 1812—1815. One of those 
brigadier generals, to whom he particularly allu- 
ded, was in the service at that period, and he had 
never since been disconnected with the American 
army. Arms were his profession, and he ought 
not now to be driven into retirement. General 
Gaines was another of those who were to be af- 
fected by this law. Hehad spent a lifetime in the 
service of the country, and why should he now 
be put out of the service? He hoped, so far as it 
would affect General Gaines, that no one here 
would raise his voice for the continuance of that 
law. General Kearny was another officer who 
had spent a life in the service of the country, and 
won glory on the battle-field, and why should he 
be discharged? He asked this House if it would 
discharge any of these officers in the face of au- 
thority which he was now about to read? 

He then called the attention of the House to the 


ea 


| regular order. 
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condition of the country at the close of the. war of 
1812, when we had but eleven millions of people. 
In 1815, when a peace establishment was arranged, 
and when our army was r€duced to ten thousand, 
there were two major generals, besides four briga- 
dier generals, retained in the service. In order 


‘that it might be impressed upon the House, he 


begged leave to read a section from the law of the 
3d March, 1815, being the law to which he re- 
ferred. That was the course pursued in 1815; and 
yet, in 1848, with a greatly extended territory, and 
with Indian tribes in a hostile position in Oregon 
and elsewhere on our borders, it was seriously con- 
templated to reduce our major generals to one, and 
our brigadier generals to two, with a correspond- 
ing reduction of men, as the peace establishment 
of the country. Now, in no view of the case that 
he was able to take of it, could he see any reason 
why this law should be permitted to be retained. 
On the contrary, he saw much to satisfy him that 
it ought to be repealed, and these officers kept in 
the service of the United States. This was due in 
justice to those officers; it was due to the people 
of these United States; and it was due to. them- 
selves here assembled in Congress, as thé repre- 
sentatives of the people. Though we may but 
retain a skeleton army in time of peace, each of the 
two divisions should have a major general. 

He then alluded to the other portions of the bill; 
by one section of which he believed there were 
fifteen majors that would be affected, who had been 
elevated from captaincies to the stations they now 
occupy. It was not from private life that they had 
been selected, but from the old army; and this fur- 
nished the very best endorsement of their worth, 
their gallantry, and their capacity. And would 
they discharge these men from the army? Should 
it be said to them that their elevation should be the - 


i means of sending them to private life, and of de- 
i priving them of the profession which,the 


had 
selected, and to which their best energies had been 


| devoted? 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, called the 
attention of the gentleman from Georgia to the fact, 
that by the fourth section, provision was made 
whereby these majors would be restored to their 
former regiments and rank as supernumerary ofti- 


„cers until vacancies should occur, to which they 


should succeed in virtue of their former commis- 
sion. 

Mr. HARALSON intended to come to that in 
It was not a section, however, of 


He went on to explain his views more at length; 
but the debate descended to a conversation on a 
variety of subjects between Mr. HARALSON, 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, Mr. BURT, Mr, 
McCLELLAND, and Mr. BOTTS, which was 
conducted in a conversational tone which did not 
reach the reporter’s ear. 

Mr. McCLERNAND next obtained the ftoor, 
but he gave way to— 

Mr. BOTTS, who expressed a wish to onng this 
rambling debate to a close As a means of doing 
that, he suggested that the House should disagree 
to the Senate’s amendment, and then that they 
should ask for a committee of conference; and 
thus the bill could be put in a shape in which it 
would pass. 

Mr. McCLERNAND then proceeded to address 
the House. He said, the question was miscon- 
ceived by the House. It was not a question of 
turning men out of office, but whether a war es- 
tablishment should be continued in time of peace. 
War broke out; an increase of the army followed 
to meet the exigencies of war: these exigencies 
had now passed away, and the army should be 
reorganized to suit the condition of peace. It was 
proposed by the bill to retain such of the regular 
officers as had been promoted to higher commis- 
sions in the ten regiments, when it was proposed 
to discharge the rest of the officers of the ten regi- 
ments who had been appointed from civil life. 
Why this distinction between men of equal and 
the same merit? The promoted officers of the . 
new regiments had notice of the condition of their 
promotions. Was it not unjust even to the reg- 
ular officers who had not been promoted, to retain 
supernumerary officers of higher rank over their 
heads? 

The question was not one merely of gratitude to 
individuals; it was emphatically a question of high 
state policy, and should be determined in a man- 
ner consistent with the publicinterests. He would 
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do justice to all, and for that purpose he desired 
to see the law disbanding the army at the close of 
the war suspended until the army could be reor- 
ganized, and the claims and merits of every officer 
considered, and full justice done to all. 

He was opposed to large standing armies. The 
events of the Mexican war had proved that the 
best reliance of ‘a free people was upon their own 
valor and patriotism. Uron the breaking out of 
the war, thousands of men had leaped from the 
bosom of society, more than were needed, and 
offered their services in the cause of their country. 
They had fought nobly and successfully. l 

He called the attention of the Military Commit- 
tee to the importance of providing for an efficient 
militia system, whereby the militia of the States 
might be periodically drilled and instructed in the 
art of war, under the supervision of capable Fed- 
eral officers. Such a system would dispense with 
the expense of a standing force for any other pur- 
pose Nan to garrison necessary forts, and to re- 
press Indian hostilities upon our borders. 

He was decidedly for the provision of the bill 
which proposed three months’ extra pay to the 
soldiers—the men who had fought and bled in the 


ranks. 

Mr. McLANE denied that there was any de- 
sign to continue our war establishment in time of 
peace. Did the addition of two or three general 
officers to our old army convert it into a war estab- 
lishment? What was intended was only a slight 
change in the organization of a peace establish- 
ment. He hoped the recommendation of the Ex- 
ecutive would not be wholly disregarded. The 
President recommended the increase of the old 
army to seventeen thousand men, by filling up the 
. companies to one hundred men each. The addi- 
tion of Oregon, California, and New Mexico, 


would require at least four regiments of troops, || 


and these would of themselves need one major 


general and two brigadiers. He contended that 


two major generals and four brigadiers would be 
requisite for a peace establishment. Brevets were 
but a shadow, and gave no command without an 
express Executive order, which was always reluc- 
tantly given. He hoped the House would be ac- 
tuated by no narrow panne of mistaken econ- 
omy in its action on this bill. 

Mr. McL. reviewed the several sections of the 
_ bill, commenting on each, and replying to inquiries 

and objections urged by Messrs. McCLERNAND 
-and BÖWLIN. 

Mr. BOTTS said he had received an official com- 
munication from the Adjutant General, and also 
trom the Surgeon General, on the subject of retain- 
ing these officers, but would not read them now. 
As it eeemed impossible to foresee where this debate 
would terminate, and as the previous question would 
cut off several important amendments which the 


Military Committee wished to propose, Mr. B. | 


would move that the House disagree to the Senate’s 
amendments and ask a conference. On this mo- 
tion he called the previous question. 

The CHAIR stated that the effect of the previous 
question would be to bring the House to a direct 
vote, first, on theamendments of the Military Com- 
mittee to the amendments of the Senate, and then 
onconcurring with theSenate’s amendments. The 
Housecould,however,by unanimous consent,allow 
new amendments of the Military Committee to be 
received after the previous question had been sec- 
onded. Those already reported could not be with- 
drawn. 

The previous question was seconded, put, and 
carried, and the main question was divided, and 
the question taken on each amendment. They 
were both negatived: the first by a vote of ayes 36, 
noes 102; the second by a vote of ayes 10, noes 
173. 

The question then recurring on the last amend- 
ment, (which was the third section, allowing three 
months’ extra pay to the soldiers)— 

Mr. BOTTS said he hoped, by common con- 
sent, this would be rejected, in order that it might 
be modified afterward. 

Mr. HARALSON said the object desired was 
to extend the provision so as to include the wives 
and children also. 

Mr. BOYD said he could not consent to vote 
against it as it stood; and he demanded the yeas 
and nays., 

A word of conversation ensued between Mr. 
McLANE and the SPEAKER. 

Mr HARALSON inquired if it was in the power 


of the Committee of Conference to agree upon such 
a aena ment as he wished to introduce into the 
ill ?- 

The SPEAKER replied that there was no limit 
to the powers of a Committee of Conference. 

Mr. BURT inquired whether, if the House con- 
curred in the amendment of the Senate, this would 
be a subject for the consideration of the Committee 
of Conference? 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

Mr. BURT desired, then, to say, that under this 
amendment, this three months’ pay would be given 
to a very large number of troops of the regular 
army of the United States who were at the recruit- 
ing dépots of the United States, who never had 
been to Mexico, but who had enlisted for the term 
of the war; and unless the House prevented it, this 
body of the troops would receive this pay, while 
the widows and the children of those who had died 
in the war would be excluded from it. He sub- 
mitted, then, that this section should be sent to the 
Committee of Conference that it might be amended 
‘as manifest justice required. 

The question was taken on concurring with the 
Senate in the adoption of this section, and dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. BOTTS moved that a Committee of Confer- 
ence be appointed on the subject of the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses. Agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the Flouse resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, rose to a privileged 
question, and moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the last amendment was non-concurred in. 

„He had desired, before the previous question was 
adopted, to make the suggestion that this provis- 
ion of three months’ pay to all the officers and sol- 
diers who had been engaged in this war did not 
extend to the widow or children of the soldier or 
officer who had fallen in the battles of his country, 
or who had died by disease inthe service. Itgave 
to those who had enlisted, and who, for a dis- 
ability however temporary, had been discharged, 
this three months’ pay, while the widows and 
children of those who had fallen were deprived of 
it. Again, it did not extend to the widows and 
children of those who had been honorably dis- 
charged and since died, the benefits of this bounty. 
He wished the vote reconsidered, and should move, 
if he obtained the floor, an amendment to remedy 
these defects. 7 

Mr. BOTTS moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

Mr. JONES demanded the yeasand nays; which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted: Yeas 64, 
nays 97. 

So the House refused to lay on the table. 

The question recurring on the motion to recon- 
sider, was, after some conversation, taken, under 
the operation of the previous question, moved by 
Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, and agreed to: 
Yeas 118, nays 58. 

So the vote was reconsidered by. which the last 
amendment of the Senate was non-concurred in. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, then offered the fol- 
lowing amendment to the 3d section: 


And the legal heirs of such as have been killed in battle, 
or who have died while in service, or, having been honor- 
ably discharged, have since died, or may hereafter die with- 
out having received the three months’ pay hereafter provi- 
ded, first, to the widows, second, to the children, and third, 


| to the heirs generally. 


| 


Respecting this and other suggested amendments 
a conversation ensued, in which Messrs. JONES 
of Tennessee, BOYD, VINTON, BOTTS, STAN- 
TON, and others, took part. 

The amendment was agreed to; and, under the 
operation of the previous question, the section, as 
amended, was concurred in: Yeas 146, nays 9. 

Several motions to reconsider votes taken, and 
to lay the motions to reconsider on the table, were 
made and agreed to; and then the House ad- 
journed. 
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Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported House bill to reg- 
ulate the postage on newspapers, and for other 


purposes, with amendments; which was ordered. 


to be printed. 
Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported the bill to establish a collection district in 


the State of South Carolina, with amendments. 
[The amendments strike out the collection district 
in South Carolina, and substitute one at Essex, 
Massachusetts. } 

Mr. DIX moved to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill, as amended, whick motion was agreed 
to; and, after some remarks from Mr. BUTLER 
against the amendments, they were adopted, and 
the bill passed. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee of: Claims, 
reported House bill for the relief of Joshua Bar- 
ney, United States agent, without amendment. 

Also, from the same committee, reported House 
bill for the relief of Dr. Adolphus Wislizenus. 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported House bill for the relief of Joseph 
E. Doxey, with an amendment. l 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported House bill for the relief of Chas. 
Benns, with amendments. 

_Mr. NILES submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the committee to audit and control the 
contingent expenses of the Senate be instructed to inquire 
whether the contract to report the proceedings and debates 
of the Senate has been faithfully executed, and whether the 
same has answered the purpose; and if not, to report some 
measures to remedy the evil. 

Mr. NILES said he was one of those who voted 
against this contract. He did not exactly recollect 
its terms, but he believed it required that the re- 
ports of the debates should be laid on the tables of 
Senators on the morning after they had taken 
place. So far from this being done, they were 
delayed for many days. Owing to these irregu- 
larities, and the limited circulation which Senators 
gave to the publication, the proceedings of this 
body may be considered as substantially sup- 
pressed. He observed in one of the daily papers 
this morning, that while the report of the House 
of Representatives occupied many columns, the 
Senate matter was condensed into less than half a 
column. Thus we haye arrested the voluntary 
arrangements which always gave our proceedings 
to the world before this contract was made, and 
have virtually suppressed our debates. He had 
no fault to find with the accuracy of the reports. 
They may be valuable for posterity. They will 
afford materials for the antiquarian and the histo- 
rian, but they are useless now. The session is 
nearly gone, and nothing of our debates is known 
to the country. 

Mr. CLAYTON hoped the resolution would lie 
over. 

Mr. FOOTE said a few words in defence of the 
reporter, on whom no responsibility for the delay 
ought to be cast. He was willing to furnish the 
by ade to any of the daily papers. The delays 
which had taken place were attributable to Sena- 
tors themselves, who were in the habit of with- 
holding their speeches from publication until they 
had revised and re-revised and corrected them. 
This explanation he thought due to one of the 
officers of the body who seemed to be implicated 
in the charge of violation of contract by the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Connecticut. 

as resolution was then laid over under the 
rule. 

BRANCH MINTS. 


On motion of Mr. DICKINSON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill to establish a branch 
mint in the city of New York. 

Mr. DICKINSON explained briefly the reasons 
which ought to influence the Senate to pass this 
bill. He adverted to the vast amount of commer- 
cial business transacted in New York, and to the 
quantity of foreign specie which flowed in every 
day. To convert this foreign specie on the spot 
into American coin would Es productive of the 
greatest convenience to the mercantile interest. 

Mr. BUTLER moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting a clause for the establishment of a branch 
mint at Charleston, South Carolina. 

Mr. BADGER was opposed to the legislation 
by which branch mints had been multiplied, as 
calculated to discou the recoinage of foreign” 
coin. He saw no good effect which had been pro- 
duced by the act of Congress making foreign coin 
receivable as currency. It had resulted in no im- 

rovement in the convenience of the country. 
here was quite as much reason for the adoption 
of the amendment as for the passage of the origi- 
nal bill. The bill authorizes an outlay of $425,000. 
This was merely to begin with—$200,000 for 
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Charleston, and $225,000 for New York; and an 
additional sum, quite as large, would be required 
to finish these establishments. We were, there- 
fore, about to incur an expenditure of about a 
million of dollars, besides entailing on the country 
an annual cost for the support of these branches— 
perhaps $70,000 or $80,000 yearly for the support 
of the two. And for what good end? If the hold- 
ers of foreign coin in New York wished to have 
their specie recoined, why not send it to the Mint 
in Philadelphia? There could be but two reasons: 
the cost of transportation, and the expense of in- 
surance; and these could not be great, as New York 
was only at a distance of five hours from Phila- 
delphia., It would be a better mode for the Gov- 
ernment to make some arrangement on that subject 
with the Mint. We were about to make a large 
expenditure for a doubtful purpose. He knew it 
would enable New York to erect a new and splen- 
did public building to increase her magnificent array 
of marble edifices, and bring her to close approx- 
imation with a city of palaces. And to this he 
had no objection, if any public good could be 
effected by it—any great advantage in the way of 
public convenience. 

As to Charleston, he would have no objection to 
extend to her the same advantage which might be 
given to New York. Our great error had been in 
authorizing these branch mints originally, and into 
this we had been led by the prosperity of the gold 
mines in the South, there being no facility of trans- 
porting the gold from these regions to the points 
where it could be converted into current coin. 

If the New York branch be allowed, so should 
that asked for at Charleston; and then where is the 
' system to end? Applications would come in from 


all quarters of the country—Boston, Norfolk, &c., | 


until our entire seacoast would be dotted with them. 
It should also be remembered, that the President 
had admonished us not to make any unnecessary 
and undemanded appropriations. 

Mr. DICKINSON said, that the argument as to 
the expense would equally apply to all public edi- 
fices. As to the utility of the branches at the gold 
region, it appeared that the amount coined bore no 
proportion to the expense. In reply to the state- 
ment that personsin New York could as easily send 
their coin to Philadelphia, he showed the inconve- 
` nience which must regult from this practice. 

Mr. NILES made some remarks to show that 

New York, as the central emporium of commerce, 
was entitled to the greatest consideration; and if it 
was to be the settled policy of our Government to 
introduce, as the American medium of circulation, 
American coin which should be received every- 
where, a branch ought to be established there. 
The operations of the Government there, compri- 
sing the collection of about two-thirds of our entire 
revenue, which is all paid in specie, was another 
reason in favor of the measure. The amount of 
specie received in New York last year was about 
twenty-four millions; and if a branch of the Mint 
was required anywhere, it was at New York. On 
the subject of Charleston, he was not sufficiently 
informed to enable him to form an opinion. He 
contrasted our condition in regard to specie during 
the late war with our condition during the war 
with Great Britain, in order to show what benefi- 
cial consequences had resulted from the newsystem 
which looks to the establishment of a specie cur- 
rency. 
Mr. BUTLER defended his amendment, repre- 
senting a district in South Carolina as the most 
valuable anywhere for its gold mines. He desired 
that his proposition should remain in the good 
company in which it was, and could not yield to 
the suggestions of some of his friends to offer his 
amendment in a separate bill. 

Mr. DIX regretted that the Charleston branch 
should be attached to this bill. He was favorable 
to the amendment, but wished it to be separated 
from the other. The reasons for the establishment 
of a branch in New York were so strong and obvi- 
ous that he was astonished to hear any opposition 
to it. The vast amount of foreign coin brought 
into New York is doomed to lie imprisoned, useless 
for the purposes of circulation. The objection to 
sending this coin to Philadelphia for recoinage was 
chiefly the expense of transportation, which, for 
gold alone, may be estimated at three-fourths per 
cent.; and for gold and silver together, about one 
per cent. Emigrants bring in large amounts of 
specie, part of which they exchange for paper— 


taking some portion to the West—and this goes | 
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very slowly into the circulation. He went intoa 


statement of the value of gold for exportation. An 
ounce of gold in the shape of sovereigns, the mo- 
ment it touches English soil, is worth £3 17s. 103d. ; 
an ounce of American gold at the Mint is estima- 
ted at £3 17s. 9d. The amount of specie in New 
York is about eight millions, of which, three mil- 
lions are in foreign coin. It was desirable to reduce 
the amount of this foreign coin, which could be 
only effected by recoinage. He expressed his grati- 
fication at the change in the tone of public opinion 
as to the operation of what was called the sub-treas- 
ury humbug, and that his friend from Missouri had 
lived to see the dying away of the prejudice against 
the system. He spoke of the expenses which had 
been incurred in the establishment of branches in 
the gold region, and stated that the cost of the estab- 
lishment at New York would bear.little proportion 
to the benefits derivable from it. 

Mr. BADGER said he would say nothing about 
the sub-treasury humbug, but would confine what 
he had to say to the Mint humbug. As to the 
great amount of foreign gold accumulating at New 
York, a better way of diminishing it than by send- 
ing it toa branch Mint in New York, would be, 
for the Secretary of the Treasury to direct the sub- 
treasurer at New York to take what foreign gold 
might be offered, and to give, in exchange for it, 
American gold at the same value. But taking the 
cost of the freight of gold from New York to Phil- 
adelphia at $4,000, what was that in comparison 
with the expense of erecting a new branch of the 
Mint? The true reason for not sending the gold 
to the Mint is not the expense of transportation, 
but because the people of New York profit by re- 
taining the gold coin there. He suggested that the 
best course would be to repeal the law which allows 
foreign gold to be received in payment of duties. 
Thus, it would become important to keep Ameri- 
can gold in currency, to supply the use from which 
the foreign gold Would be withdrawn. He would 
vate for the amendment of the Senator from South 
Carolina, because he could see more benefit from 
an institution there, than in the proposed branch 
in New York; and he should finally vote against 
the bill. 

Mr. DIX read a letter from a high banking 


source to show what would be the advantage of 


the establishment of a branch of the Mint in New 
York. 

Mr. CALHOUN adverted to the increased im- 
portance of the city of Charleston, in a commercial 
view, and expressed his intention to vote for the 
bill. | 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was 
reported to the Senate, as amended. The ques- 
tion being on concurring in the amendment— 

Mr. ATHERTON expressed his apprehension 
that we were carrying this fever for establishing 
mints too far. e did not think the branch at 
Charleston was necessary; but, if it be, he thought 
the branches at the gold mines might be dispensed 
with. He hoped the amendment would be brought 
forward in‘a separate bill. He would ask for the 
yeas and nays on the question of concurrence, and 
they were ordered. 

he question being taken on concurring in the 
amendment, it was decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Benton, Borland, Breese, 
Butler, Calhoun, Caineron, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, 
Dix, Downs, Foote, Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, Johnson 
of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, 
Lewis, Mason, Rusk, Sebastian, Turney, Underwood, West- 
cott, and Yulee—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bradbury, 
Bright, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Dayton, Dodge, Felch, 
Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, King, Metcalf, Miller, 
Niles, Sturgeon, and Walker—2l. 

The question was then taken on ordering the 
bill to be engrossed, as amended, and decided as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Borland, Breese, Bright, Butler, 
Calhoun, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Djx, Dodge, 
Downs, Foote, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, Jolinson of Ma- 
ryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, Mason, Niles, Rusk, 
and Sebastian—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Baldwin, 
Bell, Bradbury, Cameron, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Day- 
ton, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hannegan, Johnson of 
Georgia, King, Metcalf, Miller, Phelps, Sturgeon, Turney, 
Underwood, Walker, Westcott, and Yulee—27. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some considerable time spent therein, 
the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 
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After the Journal was read— 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, by the general consent 
of the House, introduced a resolution instructing 
the Committee on Printing to inquire into the 
expediency of printing the Land Office report in 
answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 22d 
January, 1847, known as the Corwin call. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. SLINGERLAND asked leave to make a 
report from the Committee on Agriculture. Ob- 
jected to. : 

Mr. HUNT asked that, by general consent, the 
bills from the Senate lying on the Speaker’s table 
be taken up, read, and referred. À, 

Mr. GOGGIN objected, unless the bills were 
taken up in regular order. The joint resolution of 
the Senate in relation to the renewal of the con- 
tract for carrying the southern mail by the Poto- 
mac river and railroad route was the first in order, 
and he should object to any bill being taken up out 
of its order. : 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported a resolution recommending the print- 
ing of ten thousand copies extra of the report of 
the Committee on Commerce on the memorial of 
the Chicago Convention and other memorials re- 
specting harbor and river improvements, the mes- 
sage of the President assigning his reasons for 
withholding his approval of the harbor and river 
bill of the last session, and on the bill authorizing 
the levying of tonnage duties. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to amend the res- 
olution by striking out ten thousand and inserting 
twenty thousand, and moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. Disagreed to. 

The main question was then ordered, and Mr. 
WENTWORTH’s amendment was rejected and the 
resolution agreed to. : 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported a resolution instructing the Commit- 
tee on Engraving to inform the House of the cause 
of the delay in furnishing the public printers the 
plates and engravings for the report of the Com- 
missioner of Patents, and for the reports of Lieu- 
tenant Emory and Colonel Abert, and to inform the 
House when the same will be delivered, and if any 
action is necessary to facilitate the delivery of the 
same. 

Mr. CONGER wished to state that the cause of 
the delay which was complained of was, that the 

lates which were to accompany the letter-press 
had not been furnished by theengraver. The print- 
ers supplied'their part of the work as fast as the 
plates came in. Months ago a report of Lieuten- 
ant Emory and another of Colonel Abert had been 
ordered to be printed. The letter-press was fur- 
nished, and had been lying in the office two or 
three months, because the printers could not get 
from the engraver the plates that were to accom- 
pany it. He desired to have the Committee on 

ngraving present to the House a full report, so 
that the subject might be thoroughly understood 
by the House. Were.any members of that com- 
mittee present and prepared to give the requisite 
informatfon? 

Mr. ADAMS belonged to the committee, but 
was unable to state the cause of the delay. 

Mr. CONGER said he understood that the man 
who had got the contract could furnish only four 
or five thousand copies a week. Ought not some- 
thing to be done to correct this state of things? 

Mr. VINTON moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and, under the operation 
thereof, the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS, by leave, moved the follow- 
ing resolution: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Printing be direct- 
ed to inquire into and report to the House the cause of the 


delay of printing the *“* War Correspondence”? which was 
some time since urdered to be printed. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, desired to move 
the following as an amendment, if in order: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts report to this 
House the entire amount of the funeral expenses of the late 


Hon. John Quincy Adams, and also report the items of the 
same to this House. 


Mr. Jounson’s resolution was objected to as out 
of order. 

Mr. SreruenNs’s resolution was then, under the 
operation of the previous question, agreed to. 


s 
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| Mr. VINTON moved that the House resolve 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. ROCKWELL moved that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
private calendar. 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to take up a bill pro- 
viding for paying the award of commissioners 
under the Mexican treaty, and supported the mo- 
tion by some brief remarks. 

Mr. VINTON replied that the Government was 
without a dollar to pay the salaries of the Executive 
Departments; and, what came nearer to gentlemen, 
it would in a few days be without a dollar to pay 
members of Congress their per diem. 

The motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the private calendar, having precedence, was 
first put, and was disagreed to. 


‘FORTIFICATION BILL. 

The House then resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Root, 
of Ohio, in the chair,) and took up the fortification 
bill, which had been returned from the Senate 
with‘an amendment. 

The Senate’s amendment appropriated $50,000 
for Fort Delaware, on the Pea Patch Island, in the 
river Delaware. 

Mr. VINTON said it would be recollected by the 
committee that when the bill was before under con- 
sideration in this House, a motion was made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. J. R. Ix- 
GERSOLL] to amend the bill, by inserting $100,000 
for this fort. He had then opposed it, on the 
ground that no estimate had been received from 
the War Department, nor any data given. It was 
voted down. The Senate put in $50,000. A very 
strong recommendation had now been received by 
the Committee of Ways and Means from the En- 

ineer Department for an appropriation of $100,000. 
his amendment proposed but $50,000. He hoped 
it would be adopted. 

‘The amendment was agreed to—ayes 70, noes 
58—and was laid aside to be reported. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 
On motion of Mr. VINTON, the consideration 
of the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill was 
resumed at the section appropriating $160,000 for 
the coast survey, including compensation to super- 
intendent and assistants. 

Mr. VINTON rose and wished to be excused 
while he expressed the hope that the bill would be 
gone through with to-day, as it was absolutely 
necessary to carrying on the operations of the 
Government. 

Mr. SAWYER moved an amendment to limit 
the salary of the superintendent of the coast sur- 
vey to $4,000, to provide that hereafter he should 
not hold the office of superintendent of weights 
and measures; and further, that the salary of the 
first assistant superintendent should not exceed 
$2,500. 

_The superintendent (he said) now received 
$4,500 in that capacity, and $1,500 additional as 
superintendent of weights and measures, making 
in the whole $6,000. 

Mr. McCLELLAND inquired if the gentleman 
was not mistaken, and if it was not the fact that 
he received only $3,000 as superintendent of the 
coast survey, and $1,500 of weights and measures? 

Mr. SAWYER replied in the negative, and re- 
peated his statement of the compensation. He 
was opposed to these extravagant salaries. He 
proposed to reduee the salary of the superintendent 
of the coast survey five hundred dollars, and to 
provide that he should not hold both offices. He 
proposed to separate them. There were other 
good, clever fellows anxious to have the place of 
superintendent of weights and measures, and they 
deserved it. The present incumbent was a gentle- 
man of known talents and integrity, and he (Mr. 
S.) believed he had done more upon the coast sur- 
vey within the last year or two than had previously 
been done since its organization. ‘This coast sur- 
vey was costing the Government too much money, 
and he made the prediction that,if things went on 
as they had done for years past, the end of this 
century would: not see the coast survey through. 
It was to last through all time to come; that was 
his candid opinions He repeated that he believed 
the present superintendent to be highly scientific, 
and that there were few men in this country really 
qualified to fill the place; but a salary of §4,000 he 
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deemed amply sufficient. He would not detain 
the House; he had discharged his duty by offer- 
ing the amendment, and it was for the House to 
dispose of it. . 

Mr. McLANE inquired if the $4,500, which 
the gentleman from Ohio had named as the salary 
of the superintendent, included his travelling ex- 
penses ? 

No reply was heard from Mr. SaAwyeR.] 

r. EVANS, of Maryland, upon a pro forma 
motion, said that none of this appropriation was 
for the salary of Professor Bache, as superintend- 
ent of weights and measures. It included $3,000 
for him as superintendent of the coast survey. The 
amendment, in fact, increased his salary; he re- 
ceived $1,500 salary and $1,500 travelling expenses. 
Professor Bache was specially employed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury as superintendent of 
weights and measures. It was well known that a 
very high degree of scientific attainment was ne- 
cessary to the proper discharge of the duties of 
this office. There were very few men in this 
country who were capable of it. When it was 
under the charge of Professor Hassler, it was sup- 
posed that nobody except a foreigner was capable 
of filling the office. Then there had never been a 
whisper heard about the salary; there had been 
no complaint and no proposition to reduce it. He 
repeated that the discharge of the duties of the 
office required scientific attainments of the highest 
degree. The gentleman from Ohio was of opin- 
ion that there were other gentlemen who wanted the 
office. He would inform the gentleman that the 
office of superintendent of weights and measures 
required a still higher order of talent than that of 
superintendent of the coast survey; most complicate 
scientific calculations were connected with it. Great 
differences had been discovered between the weights 
and measures in different custom-houses in the 
country. 

The CHAIR reminded the gentleman that it 
was not in order, on an amendment moved, to 
reply to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. EVANS proceeded to refer to the difference 
between common field surveys and the coast sur- 
vey, and further to speak of the high order of sci- 
entific talents required. 

Mr. VINTON, upon a similar motion, stated 
that the superintendency of the coast survey and 
of weights and measures was a very old office, or 
rather that it was not an office, but an employ- 
ment which was authorized by the act of 1807. 
That act authorized the Secretary of the Treasury, 
or required him, to cause a survey to be made of 
the coast ‘of the United States, and to employ a 
competent person to discharge the duty. Mr. 
Gallatin, than whom, perhaps, no man who had 
ever been in public office in this country more com- 
petent to decide upon a scientific measure of that 
sort, had fixed the compensation of Professor 
Hassler at $6,000. It was not an office; it was an 
employment by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The superintendent was not appointed by the 
President of the United States, or confirmed by the 
Senate. He wassimply a person employed under 
that law. This salary of $6,000 had always been 
paid; it had been paid during the whole period of 
time that Professor Hassler discharged the duties; 
and at the period of Professor Hassler’s death, 
Professor Bache had been substituted in his place, 
and had continued to receive the same compensa- 
tion, which was no other compensation than that 
originally fixed by Mr. Gallatin. 

In this connection, it was proper to say that 
since Professor Bache had been in charge of the 
coast survey, and superintendent of weights and 
measures, he had devolved upon him the superin- 
tendence of all the expenditures connected with it, 
which had not been upon Professor Hassler. Pro- 
fessor Hassler had always refused to have any- 
thing to do with the accounts. Professor Bache 
was now disbursing $150,000 per year, and for 
this additional duty he received no additional com- 
pensation whatever. 

He further pointed out the arduous and highly 
scientific duties of the superintendent, and argued 
against a reduction of the compensation. In the 
course of this— 

Mr. SAWYER fully conceded that the superin- 
tendent was doing his duty well. He found not 
a word of fault with him. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL renewed the amend- 
ment in another shape, with a view to explain a 
circumstance or two which had obviously been mis- 
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understood. He would run them over without very 
minute explanation, which might speedily exhaust 
the moment gllotted to him. 

1. It was a mistake to suppose that the work 
would be endless. On the contrary, by accurate 
calculation, unless great additions were made to 
the coast, it will be completed in fifteen years. 

2. The expense, both of money ahd time, was 
Jess than that of any similar known work. A sur- 
vey of the British coast cost much more, and had 
been thirty years in progress without reaching a 
Sie prospect of early completion; yet the 

ritish work was without the hydrography which 
our survey embraced in addition to the territorial 
triangulation and other scientific employment in 
the closet and in the field. How great was the 
exposure on the ocean might be judged by that 
calamity which deprived the country of a most 
valuable naval officer, the brother of the superin- 
tendent, when he was lost in a small vessel near 
the coast investigating the important phenomena 
of the Gulf stream. 

3. Great labor and constant attention at all sea- 
sons of the year were required. Let gentlemen 
visit, as I have done, the learned and scientific 
superintendent of the great work when he is in thé 
field, as he is for more than half the year, and it 
will appear that danger and exposure be land are 
scarcely less than they are by water. Near the 
top of a mountain, distant from any human habita- 
tion, in a tent pitched under the brow of a salient 
rock which crowned the eminence, his days and 
nights were passed in cheerful converse with the 
distant earth and stars. 

4. The work which in 1844 was extended into 
nine States, in 1845 into thirteen, in 1846 into ` 
fifteen, now penetrates no less than eighteen, from 
the mouth of the Bay of Fundy to the heart of the 
Gulf of Mexico. 

5. Much of the labor and science devoted by the 
superintendent to the Government is without any, 
specific compensation. He has superintended the 
researches in hydrometers, and in sugars, siraps, 
and the like, in reference to alleged frauds in the 
revenue; rewarded only by the consciousness that 
the service was rendered useful by long study and 
unhesitating devotion. 

6. The employment is temporary, occupying 
the best period of the life of one who may exhaust 
in it the finest energies of an uncommon intellect. 

7. Thirty parties are now kept going instead of 
fifteen, as in 1843. The whole work has been re- 
duced to system in all its details, from the taking 
of an astronomical observation (the measuring of 
an angle or a triangle) to the minutest detail of 
topography in soundings. The hydrographic part 
of the work has had new method introduced; the 
astronomical part new and improved methods of ob- 
servation and computation; the whole mathemati- 
cal basis of the work has been recast and improved; 
a new apparatus has been constructed for meas- 
uring bases; the whole of the scientific details are 
under a control which is complete. I have myself 
heard a distinguished astronomer say that the re- 
sult of Professor Bache’s efforts were accurate be- 
yond what he believed it was possible to accom- 
plish. A single error might render the labors of a 
season futile, if it did not impair the whole charac- 
ter of the work. Could Mr. Jefferson, the most 
scientific of our Presidents, contemplate the present 
condition and near accomplishment of this great 
and creditable scientific duty, he would derive infi- 
nite joy and gratification from the fact of its having _ 
been first suggested by him more than forty years 


ago. 

SMr. HUDSON, on a pro forma motion, stated a 
number of facts in connection with this subject to 
show that the salary ought not to be reduced. ` He 
showed the length of time during which the coast 
survey has been prosecuted, and that the work 
had been very greatly improved under the present 
superintendent. Mr. Hassler was not prompt in 
furnishing maps and charts; but, under the present 
superintendent, they were all brought up and puk- 
lished, Again, under Mr. Hassler, the survey was 
limited to that portion of the coast in this neigh- 
borhood, but Mr. Bache extended the survey to 
the coast of Texas in the south, and of Maine in 
the east; and by his alteration, the surveys at these 
extreme points were executed by the self-same 
force which was employed on the coast of Maine 
and New England in the warm season, and on the 
coast of Texas and Gulf of Mexico in winter. By 
this exchange or transfer of labor the moat favor- 
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able seasons of the year were taken advantage of, 
so that the work could be facilitated economically, 
for but one corps of surveyors was employed. He 
begged the committee, however, to understand that 
the present incumbent would suffer no detriment 
by being discharged, for he had last year offered 
to him, with a salary of from six to ten thousand 
dollars, the professorship of the University of 
Pennsylvania, in which he would have been em- 
ployed but a very small portion of the year. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL. And a small portion 
of each day during the year. 

Mr. HUDSON. The present professor was in 
the field a large portion of the year, making obser- 
vations both night and day when the weather was 
fit, in addition to the duties of the survey and those 
which devolve upon him in connexion with his 
office of superintendent of weights and measures, 
in relation to which he had rendered important 
services to the Government within a very few 


ears. - 
¥ Mr. SCHENCK, on a pro forma motion, also 
made some dal peered remarks. If they gave to 
the superintendent of the coast survey a large salary, 
he put it on the ground that it was because valu- 
able services were rendered. If they should drive 
away this superintendent, he was satisfied they 
could not easily supply his place. It seemed to 
him that Mr. Bache ought to have $6,000 for the 
coast survey alone. He went on to show that the 
salary of a disbursing agent was saved by Mr. 
Bache, he being his own disbursing agent. He 
also spoke of Mr. Bache’s resignation of the Pres- 
idency of Girard College, with a salary of $4,000 
a year, besides house, &c., that he might take 
this office, and that, to retain it, he had declined 
the professorship alluded to by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Hupson,] although in this 
office he was in the field so large a portion of the 
year, away from his family. e made these sac- 
rifices because, in connection with the coast survey, 
there was some fame to be acquired; but he wished 
those gentlemen who thought there was too much 
paid, to reflect on the duties discharged and the ex- 
pense incurred in the prosecution of this work. 

Mr. ATKINSON submitted an amendment as 
a substitute for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio, which he believed the gentleman from 
Ohio would accept, the object of which was to fix 
$5,000 as the salary of the superintendent of the 
coast survey and of weights and measures. He 
thought $5,000 was an ample compensation in a 
country like this: and by fixing that amount, 
$1,000 per annum would be saved. His amend- 
ment commended itself more especially to the com- 
mitee when they considered the sums paid to the 
Judges of the Supreme Court, the Secretaries un- 
der the President, and State officers, such as Gov- 
ernors, Judges, &c. 

Mr. NICOLL desired to make a remark in con- 
nection with this part of the subject. 

Mr. ATKINSON refused to yield the floor. He 
Said the gentleman from New York would have 
other opportunities to address the committee. He 
then proceeded to comment on the arguments used 
on the other side. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hupson] had told them that this officer 
would not be injured by being discharged, inas- 
much as he had been offered a professorship at an 
Institution of learning, at which he would get 
$10,000 a year for laboring one houra day. If 
that were so, the superintendent ought to quit this 
coast survey at once, that he might accept that pro- 
fessorship. He (Mr. A.) did not want any man 
to sacrifice his pecuniary interest by remaining in 
office under this Government. But, again, it had 
been said that, if they got rid of Mr. Bache, they 
could not get another property qualified to succeed 
him. If they could not, he would say, abolish the 
office. He could not, however, concur with gen- 
tlemen in saying to the American people that we 
had not a single man qualified to be Mr. Bache’s 
successor. If we had but one man in this country 
capable of being the superintendent of the coast 
survey and of weights and measures, that one 
ought certainly to become a lecturer, that others 
might become qualified to succeed him, when, in 
the course of nature, he might be no more. 

Mr. SCHENCK explained. He had not said 
that we could not get a man to fill the office, but 
that we could not easily supply his place. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Well, in that case even, he 
hoped Mr. Bache would accept the professorship, 
that others might be prepared to succeed him, 


otherwise, at his death or resignation, the office 
would be abolished. 


The reading of the bill was continued. 
Mr. VINTON moved an amendment for the 


Mr. SAWYER accepted the amendment of Mr. || payment of the clerks of district courts for certain 


ATKINSON as a modification to his own. 

` Mr. STANTON made a pro forma motion, that 
he might say he believed the salary attached to 
this office was not disproportioned to the labors to 
be performed. He did not suppose gentlemen on 
the other side intended to say that another man 
could not be found to fill the office; but that the 
office required qualifications that were extremely 
rare. Atthe same time, he thought the loss would 
be very great if the present superintendent should 
be discharged from his present position, or any- 
thing should be done calculated to drive him away. 
He thought the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia might have that effect. Than the present 
superintendent there was not a more worthy, dis- 
tinguished, or capable man for the position which 
he held; and it would be a public loss if he should 
be driven away. He did not say that another 
man could not be found to discharge the duties of 
the office; but there was no one individual with 
the experience of Professor Bache as to every part 
of this coast survey, which would be interrupted 
to some extent if there should be any change, and 
a loss of from $10,000 to $20,000. Professor 
Bache had not only great scientific, philosophic, 
and mathematic, but administrative ability, and he 
managed the great work with great economy and 
success. It would not, then, be even economical 
to cut down his salary so as to drive him away 
from his position; on the contrary, it would be 
wasteful extravagance, for it would result in a loss 
of from $10,000 to $20,000, and perhaps more, in 
consequence of the loss of his experience. It had 
been said that this work had been commenced 
under the auspices of Thomas Jefferson, one of 
the most scientific Presidents we have had; and 
he hoped, then, that the work which had been 
begun under such auspices would not be interrupt- 
ed when it was producing such important results, 
in spirit of false economy, which he believed it 
to be. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sawyer’s 
amendment as modified, and it was rejected, by a 
many of 90 to 36. 

r. VINTON, by direction of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, moved an amendment to ap- 
propriate $25,000 for the further prosecution of the 
survey of harbors and northwestern lakes. Agreed 
to. 

Mr. HUNT submitted an amendment to appro- 
priate $89,800 for the building of six revenue cut- 
ters, to be built at six different locations. The 
amendment contained some directions to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury respecting the mode of 
advertising for contracts, &c. 

Mr. FICKLIN raised a question of order as to 
the admissibility of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment to be 
out of order, on the ground that it was incongru- 
ous and not germane to the bill on which it was 
proposed to be incorporated. 

Mr. HUNT asked that the law of 1789 might 
be read, which (he said) authorized the building 
of revenue cutters. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. HUNT appealed from the decision of the 
Chair ruling his amendment out of order. 

After some conversation, the decision of the 
Chair was sustained by the committee by a ma- 
jority of 71 to 45. 

r. ROCK WELL offered the following amend- 
ment: 


For the purpose of procuring a survey to ascertain the 
practicability and expense of constructing a common road, 
railroad, or ship canal across the Isthmus of Panama, the 
sum of twenty thousand dollars; such survey to be con- 
ducted under the direction of the President of the United 
States by such officers and privates of the army and navy as 
may be necessary, provided the same can be done with the 
assent of the Government of New Grenada. 


It was ruled out. 

Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania, moved an 
amendment for the examination of the Alleghany 
and Sabine rivers, and also of Little Egg Harbor, 
$10,000. Ruled out. 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, moved an amend- 
ment appropriating for the improvement of the 
Mississippi river, $100,000; for the improvement 
of the Ohio river, above the fals and below the 
falls, $100,000. Ruled out. 

Mr. DUNCAN took an appeal, but the decision 
of the Chair was sustained; Ayes 79, noes 26. 


|| returns furnished by them, under the order of Con- 


ress, showing the operation of the late bankrupt 
aw, $6,156. 

Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
amend the amendment by striking out fifteen cents, 
as the rate of compensation, and inserting twenty- 
five cents. 

Mr. H. explained the ground of the amendment, 
and recited what had been the action of Congress 
in requiring, after the repeal of the bankrupt law, 
from the Secretary of State’s office, complete re- 
turns of the practical operation of that law, the 
number of applications for its benefit, the property 
returned by the bankrupt, the amount of his debts, 
and various other statistics. The clerks of the 
several district courts had made the requisite ex- 
amination and prepared the required returns; and, 
according to the customary rate of charging, the 
amount of their compensation would average $1 75 

er day. They presented their bill for this work. 
The Committee of Ways and Means concluded to 
allow them fifteen cents only; and no man eould 
furnish an equal amount of labor for that sum. 
Mr. H. had made some examination into the facts 
of the case, and would say that mere justice re- 
quired the amendment he had proposed. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurring on Mr. Vinron’s 
amendment allowing fifteen cents— 

Mr. MILLER moved to reduce the sum to ten 
cents. This, though nota liberal allowance, would 
be, in his judgment, a sufficient compensation. 
The clerks of the district courts had made in some 
cases very large fortunes out of the fees charged 
and received by them under the administration of 
the bankrupt law. The courts had largely re- 
trenched their bills of costs; but many bankrupts 
attending from a distance had been obliged to sub- 
mit to their extortions rather than incur the ex- 
pense of delay. Mr. M. spoke more especially 
of the state of things in his own State. He was 
opposed to allowing these men a liberal compen- 
sation, though he would not refuse what was just. 

His amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved to strike 
out fifteen and insert twenty cents. The argument 
of the gentleman from Ohio presented no valid 
reason for reducing the amount. It was based on 
alleged extortions by certain clerks in Ohio. Ad- 
mitting the fact that such exactions had taken 
place, was that a good reason why clerks who had 
been laboriously employed under a resolution of 
Congress in preparing public documents for the 
use of that House should give the public their ser- 
vices for nothing ? 

Mr. MILLER said their fees had been very 
liberal under the bankrupt law. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Whatif they had? Those 
fees were paid them for work done otherwise, and 
not for the special duty of making these returns. 
These returns were called for after the bankrupt law 
had been repealed: they contained a vast masa of 
information; and ought not those who had prepared 
it to receive a just compensation for their labor? 
It was impossible for any man to do the werk at 
fifteen cegts and live by it. Even twenty cents ` 
was not enough. He hoped the House would not 
refuse this amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HAMPTON moved a proviso, (a copy of 
which the reporter could not obtain. ) 

Mr. BIRDSALL inquired when the resolution 
Salas to in the proviso, we presume) had been 

assed? 
i Mr. HAMPTON said in 1836, and he explained 
the object of the proviso. l 

Mr. VINTON stated that the resolution had 
been passed in the 28th Congress. The proviso 
was adopted. 

On the amendment as amended no quorum vo- 


ted. 

Mr. FRIES moved a further proviso that clerks 
who were in the receipt of more than $3,000 a 
year should not receive the benefit of this allow- 
ance. 

This was agreed to, and the amendment as thus 
amended was carried: Ayes 69, noes not counted. 

Mr. ‘VINTON moved a further amendment 
allowing the marshal of the northern district of 
Florida $304 for removing intruders from the In- 
dian territory. It was agreed to. 
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Mr. VINTON moved further to amend the bill 
by inserting an item for the salaries of the inspect- 
ors, warden, and keepers of the Washington Pen- 
itentiary, $6,283. Agreed to. 

Mr. ED WARDS offered an amendment appro- 
priating $2,000 to support twelve pauper lunatics 
in the Washington Infirmary. a 

Mr. Epwaarps remarked, that he presented this 
amendment at the request of the Committee for 
the District with the greatest pleasure. It -con- 
tained provision for transient persons, who might 
be taken sick while here on business. It was known 
to this House, that four years since appropriation 
was made for the repair of a building in the rear 
of the City Hall, for the reception of the insane; 
and when that building was completed, it was 
ascertained to be inappropriate. It was then grant- 
ed as an infirmary, to be attached to the Washing- 
ton Medical College. That infirmary had, from 
that period, been in existence, at an expense of five 
hundred and twenty-five dollars to each of the seven 
professors; and, unwilling further to tax themselves, 


they closed the establishment in May last. He had’ 


been through the building. It was furnished at an 
expense of two thousand dollars, and its expend- 
itures had been thirty-six hundred and seventy-five 
dollars greater than its receipts. e 

The object of the present appropriation was, to 
provide a place to which a stranger might be taken, 
and where the stranger’s friends, the sisters of 
charity, could bestow on him the attention found 
nowhere but in institutions under their guardian 
care. The expense of sepor up this establish- 
ment for nurses, light, fuel, and medicine, were 
rising thirteen hundred dollars. , 

Many strangers, many soldiers with business 
growing out of the late war, would need this be- 
neficence. There was no place in which they could 
be cared for, other than the jail or the District alms- 
house. Another reason for its adoption was, that 
the laws sent insane persons to Baltimore, only 
after being declared insane by the grand jury. This 
grand jury had its session four times a year. Now, 
if an anforiunute man should become insane one 
day after the close of the session of the grand jury, 
the present laws threw him into the jail to await 
three months, without attention in proper medical 
or moral treatment, the assembling of the jury. 
This was precious time, and could not do other- 
wise than result in injury to that class of our un- 
fortunates. Many cases of injury, many cases of 
acute disease, by timely care, were amenable to 
treatment, and this retreat would afford the means 
and the place of that treatment. _ , 

He was intimately acquainted with the physi- 
cians in attendance on this institution, and was 
pleased to declare them gentlemen not only of be- 
nevolence, but of unquestioned skill. Several mem- 
bers of this House had been restored to usefulness 
through the kindness and skill of these gentlemen. 
He would not enter into an argument to prove our 
power to. appropriate money for purposes of this 
character; our appropriation bills were full of them; 
and his only regret was, that one hour, instead of 
five minutes, was not allowed him to present this 
case as its merits demanded. 

No quorum voting on the amendment, the roll 
was called. The committee rose and reported the 
absentees to the House; and there begg then a 
quorum present, the House returned into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
passed Mr. Epwarps’s amendment: Ayes 72, noes 


68. 

Mr. VINTON moved an amendment to strike 
out $18,000 for the pay of persons employed in 
bringing the votes for President and Vice President 
to Washington, and insert $9,000, with a proviso 
that no more than 123 cents per mile upon the 
usually travelled route should be allowed for this 
travel. 

He would simply state, in explanation of this 
amendment, that the persons who brought the 
votes for President and Vice President now re- 
ceived twenty-five cents per mile for travelling 
each way, of course charging the same mileage as 
members of this House. From some of the States 
they got $1,000 to $1,200 for simply coming here, 
delivering these votes, and going back, which 


‘would probably cost from $100 to $150, perhaps 


$150. It was proper he should state that this 
computation was fixed when the facilities for trav- 
elling were far less than they were at the present 
day. This amendment of the Committee of Ways 
and Means would reduce the compensation one- 


en a a a e e 


half, and would still leave from Texas and other 


distant portions of the Union some $500 or $600 
compensation to be paid. 
r. DUER inquired if there was any other com- 
pensation than mileage allowed ? 
Mr. VINTON replied, nothing at all. There 
was nothing to do but simply to come here, de- 


liver the package they were intrusted with by the 


en of the respective States, and return 
ome. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, moved an amendment 
to the amendment, to strike out the words “ usually 
travelled,” and insert ** nearest mail.” 

He argued that the allowance of mileage by the 
nearest mail-route was the more just and ready 
method of computation both for members of Con- 
gress and for these persons ; and that the rate pro- 
posed thus computed would be a sufficient compen- 
sation for the‘service performed. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, upon a pro forma 
motion, spoke of the importance of the duty thus 
performed, and said the compensation should be 
such as to command the highest respectability in 
the agent. It should not be reduced to the mere 
contemptible matter of an ordinary messenger. 
From the nature of its connection with the decision 
of a great question, it was an office of high respon- 
sibility, and no reduction of the compensation 
should be made, but the services of men of respon- 
sibility and character should be secured, lest the 
decision of the election should be left to turn upon 
some act of corruption. The compensation should 
be regulated on the same principle as that of mem- 
bers of Congress. For one he was willing to go 
before his constituents and advocate the highest 
compensation to members, and he believed that the 
disposition to reduce it originated on the part of 
those who so clamorously advocated it rather from 
a strong desire to retain their own geats than from 
a regard for the public good. 

r. VENABLE (upon a like motion) opposed 
the reduction as a picayune business, and argued 
that such a compensation should continue to be 
allowed as would command the services of men of 
high character for thisresponsibleduty. He agreed 
with his friend from Arkansas that these petty re- 
ductions were on the principle of penny wise and 
pound foolish, and were not desired by the people. 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, moved an amend- 
ment to continue the compensation to twenty-five 
cents per mile, but to limit the maximum number 
of miles to be paid for to one thousand. Rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. Vinton was then agreed 
to: Ayes 70, noes 46. 

Mr. BARRINGER moved the following amend- 
ment: 

For the erection of a monument in honor of the memory 
of Brigadier General Francis Nash, of North Carolina, ac- 
cording to the resolution of Congress passed on the 4th day 
of November, 1777, the sum of five hundred dollars; and 
for the erection of a monument in honor of the memory of 
Brigadier General William Davidson, of North Carolina, ac- 
cording to the resolution of Congress passed on tbe 20th day 
of September, 1781, the sum of five hundred dollars; and 
that the treasurer of the United States pay the sums afore- 


said to the order of the Governor of North Carolina, when- 
ever required for the purposes aforesaid. 


Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, raised a point of 
order against the amendment on the ground of irrel- 
evancy, but was overruled and the amendment 
received by the Chair. 

Mr. BARRINGER said the amendment ex- 
plained itself. Op the 4th March, 1777, the Con- 
gress of the Conféderation authorized the erection 
of a monument to General Nash and afterwards to 
General Davidson, and directed that an appropria- 
tion of $500 for each should be made. The amount 
proposed was a small one, but was inserted because 
it was the sum mentioned in the resolution of the 
Continental Congress. 

The amendment was rejected: Ayes 40, noes 
not counted. 

The section for expenses of loans and treasury 
notes, $10,000, being under consideration— 

Mr. GRINNELL, on a pro forma motion, in- 
quired of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means as to the necessity for it, remarking 
that the expenses were great, and must have been 
some $50,000 or $60,000 during the last year for 
loans and the issue of treasury notes? 

Mr. VINTON, in reply, stated that the estimate 
sent in by the Secretary of the Treasury for this 
item was $20,000; that, under the direction of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, he had made in- 


quiry of the Secretary of the Treasury concerning ; 


this and other items, and he caused to be read the 
letter he had received from that officer, to show the 
importance of the appropriation asked. The Com- 
mittee of Waysand Means had reduced the amount 
one-half, and reported the item of $10,000. 

Mr. VINTON, under instructions of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, moved an amendment 
for the payment of a balance reported by the Sec- 
retary of War, on the 23d December, 1837, due to 
the States of Massachusetts and Maine, upon the 
account of their disbursements to their militia in 
the service of the United States, during the last 
war with Great Britain, $227,176 48. 

The amendment, he said, proposed an appropri- 
ation to carry into effect the resolution of Congress, 
which directed the Secretary of War to investigate 
the claims of these States, and ascertain the amount 
due them for services of their militia in the lagg 
war with Great Britain. He caused to be read the 
said resolution of Congress and report of the Sec- 
retary of War, showing the amount due, which he 
proposed to appropriate. . 

Mr. HARALSON raised the point of order 
against the amendment, that the appropriation 
was not authorized by law. 

The CHAIR said that was a question of fact 
with which he was not acquainted, and invited 
proofs in reference to it. 

Mr. HARALSON called upon gentlemen to 
furnish the law directing this money to be paid. 

Mr. VINTON said the resolution of Congress 
and the report of the Secretary of War under it, 
together, showed that there was this debt existing 
against the United States, and it was a proper place 
to provide for its payment in a general appropria- 
tion bill. 

The resolution was again read, and some con- 
versation ensued upon the point of fact between 
Messrs. BURT, McKAY, and the CHAIR. 

Mr. HUDSON, by general consent, stated the 
fact that the resolution just read was general, 
applying to all the States as well as the State of 
Massachusetts, and several of the other States, 
whose accounts were audited at the time under the 
same resolution, were paid at the time; and an 
apprcpeaon for this claim of the State of Massa- 
chusetts was originally put in with the claim of 
the State of Connecticut, and was stricken out in 
the House at the last night of the session. It had 
passed the Senate every session, he believed, since 
then; it had been reported on favorably and ad- 
versely in this House. 

Mr. HARALSON inquired if the action which 
had taken place in both branches of Congress was 
not evidence that there was no law authorizing the 
payment of these claims? | 

r. HUDSON supposed that the fact that they 
had been included under precisely the same reso- 
lution was as good evidence for Massachusetts as 
for the other States whose claims had long since 
been paid. 

Mr. HARALSON insisted that there was no 
law authorizing the appropriation. 

Mr. McCLELLAND read the rule prohibiting 
amendments to the general appropriation bills for 
objects not authorized by previous laws. | 

Mr. HUDSON, by further consent, said that 
Mr. Monroe had recommended the examination 
of these accounts; that Massachusetts had sub- 
mitted a claim of about $800,000 to the Auditor; 
that the Auditor’ divided the accounts into three 
classes; a small class whigh were totally inadmis- 
sible; another class of about $400,000, which were 
allowed; and another of about $400,000, which 
were suspended for want of evidence; that Massa- 
chusetts and Maine appointed agents, as did sev- 
eral other States, to obtain additional proof; that 
the Third Auditor passed upon the subject again 
with the new evidence furnished; and that thie 
report in their favor was the result of the second 
auditing. Ke 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, speaking also by gen- 
eral consent, said he believed—and his friend from 
Massachusetts would probably coincide with him 
in what he said—that when the Massachusetts 
militia were called upon in 1812, the constituted 
authorities of that State—the Executive and Judi- 
clary—the Legislative, too, he believed, were of 
opinion that they were not bound to serve under 
any officer of the United States unless the Presi- 
dent himself took command. He thought that was 
the position, if he mistook not. . The consequence 
was, that the Executive of that day refused to pay 
the Massachusetts militia called out; and.a very 


1848. 
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large debt ensued, of whichghe presumed this was 
apart. A good while after, several years after, the 

uestion came up before the Supreme Court of the 
United States, the opinion of which—pronounced 
by Story, if he mistook not, a very distinguished 
native of Massachusetts—was unanimous that the 
Executive was right in his position, and the au- 
thorities of Massachusetts wrong. He spoke all 
this, meaning to give no offence, but he stated 
what he understood to be the precise state of the 
case. He took for granted, therefore, that this 
claim had ever since been not only a disputed 
claim, but a claim involving a large constitutional 
question, one of the most important that had ever 
arisen under our Government, whether the Execu- 
tive of the United States was himself the judge of 
the exigency when the militia was to be called 
forth to suppress Insurrection or repel invasion, or 
whether—the militia being by many of the most 
respectable people in the United States considered 
a State force—the State authorities had any right 
to exercise a judginent on this subject. It was that 
dispute, he took it, which had deferred the pay- 
ment of this debt; and if so, was it possible, with- 
out a law, that this debt could be paid? No reso- 
Jution in the world could amount to a law. There 
must be a law on this occasion more than any 
other in the world td settle by law that this debt 
should be paid. Certainly he had no objections to 
paying the debt; he might be very much inclined, 
if a law was proposed, to vote -for it, because by- 
gones might be by-gones. 

Mr. BURT stated to the.gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts—and he hoped to be heard by the Rep- 
resentatives from Vermont—that, notwithstanding 
the resolution read at the Clerk’s desk, a bill had 
been ordered to be reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs to pay the regiment of Ver- 
mont militia, whose claim, upon the same pretence, 
might arise under the resolution read. He sus- 
pected that this claim of Massachusetts had no 
precedence whatever over the claim of Vermont, 
which had arisen at the same time, and under cir- 
cumstances clearer from doubt. 

Mr. INGERSOLL repeated, that it was not only 
a disputed, unsettled claim, but an unsettled claim, 
he took for granted, that hung upon the great con- 
stitutional doubt decided by the Supreme Court of 
the United States. Until a law, therefore, be passed 
recognizing this claim, it was no claim atall. The 
resolution of the two Houses referred to had not 
received the sanction of the President. 

Mr. HUDSON, (in his seat.) Yes it had. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Not at all. It had also 
been decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, Chief Justice Marshall giving the unani- 
mous decision, that a joint resolution, signed by 
the President, was equivalent to alaw; buta resolu- 
tion of the two Houses did not make a law, could 
not make a law, unless signed by him who had 
the right to veto all bills. It seemed, therefore, 
that the presentment of this claim was premature 
until it was authorized by law; and he was not 

repared to say, if it was presented in the form of 
aw, that he would vote against it. 

Mr. HUDSON said, if the committee would in- 
dulge him to answer the interrogatories put by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania—and he had no dis- 
position to conceal a single fact of the case—the 
whole state of the case was this: In 18]2, the 
year the war was declared, an act was passed 
authorizing the President to call out for that year 
100,000 militia, or any part thereof he might think 

roper; a cal] was made upun the Governor of 
assachusetts for five companies, two, he believed, 
to go to Rhode Island, and three to Maine, which 
was then a part of Massachusetts. There was a 
controversy between the State authorities and the 
President in relation to it. The Governor of 
Massachusetts, whether he was right or wrong, 
said the President was authorized to call out the 
militia only to repel invasion or suppress insurrec- 
tion, and this implied either actual or threatened 
invasion or insurrection: as there was neither, he 
for the time being refused to turn out these five 
companies. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, (in his seat.) Not on that 
ground. 

Mr. HUDSON. Subsequently, during the same 
year, three of these companies were sent to Maine, 
put under an officer of the United States, and 
fought for the United States. This was in 1812. 
In 1813 no. militia in the State of Massachusetts 
was called out; all the regular forces were taken 


from the forts. : In 1814 the British fleet hovered 
upon the coast; the Governor of the State at that 
time, by an understanding with General Dearborn 
and Commodore Bainbridge, turned out these men. 
The claim, therefore, for which Massachusetts 
ask8 to be reimbursed had no connection whatever 
with the troops in controversy to which the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania had alluded. It was in 
the year d814, and not 1812, that these men were 
turned out, and the only controversy then between 
the Governor of the State and the commanding 
general of the district was, whether a United States 
officer of inferior grade should rank a militia offi- 
cer—whether a United States colonel, for example, 
should rank a brigadier or major general of the 
militia. This was claimed by General Dearborn, 
and denied by the Governor; it was referred to the 
Secretary of War, who decided in favor of the State 
authority, and said the United States had never 

retended in any such case that an officer of the 
United States should rank an officer of the militia 
unless he was of superior or equal grade. 

These troops, therefore, were called out in 1814, 
when Maine was actually invaded; and, wherever 
a United States officer of superior grade was found, 
they were put under the United States officer, so 
far as the general commanding a district could 
have command at different posts. He would further 
state that the claim for the $400,000, which had 
already been paid to Massachusetts and Maine, was 
of precisely the same class and character as that pro- 
posed to be included in this bill, and that they had 
only differed at the first auditing from the want of 
evidence, which was subsequently furnished by 
the agent of Massachusetts. 

Mr. INGERSOLL could assure the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that not four hours ago, this 
very morning, he had read, with great interest too, 
the very able and eloquent letter of Mr. Otis in 
vindication of this very proceeding, and it was the 
same or a similar dispute from first to last, in 1812, 
1813, and 1814; and in this very letter, written in 
1824, Mr. Otis declared that this claim was yet 
unpaid, and that the fact was, that the troops of 
Massachusetts, if the Governor had admitted the 

ower of General Dearborn over them, would not 
have served under him. It had been a disputed, 
contested claim throughout, and it so remained. 

Mr. HARALSON, being also allowed, by gen- 
eral consent, to say a few words, expressed the 
opinion that the proposed appropriation came 
under the class expressly excluded by the rule as 
not authorized by law, and that there could be fur- 
nished no better reason for the rule than this very 
instance. It involved the appropriation of hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars; it involved a great 
constitutional question; it had not been investigated 
or reported on by any committee at this session; 
and justice, as well as the express provisions of 
the rule, required that jt should not be received as 
an amendment to the general appropriation bill 
under these circumstances. He therefore insisted 
on his point of order. 

The CHAIR stated that the point of order turned 
on a question of fact—whether the appropriation 
was authorized by law; and, as he had no ‘know- 
ledge of the fact except from the counter statements 
here made, he proposed to decide it pro forma, with 
the view of having an appeal taken to the House. 
He therefore decided the amendment in order. 

Mr. HARALSON appealed from the decision. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, desired to ask the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
if the point of law was distinctly made in the com- 
mittee? He had been a pretty regular attendant 
on its meetings, and he had never heard of it be- 
fore. 

Mr. VINTON replied that the law and the re- 
port of the Secretary of War had both been pre- 
sented to the Committee of Waysand Means, and 
the amendment had been drawn up in pursuance 
of them. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, objected 
to any further discussion. 

The question was taken on the appeal, and de- 
cided in the negative: Ayes 56, noes 81. 

So the decision of the Chair was overruled, and 
the amendment was declared to be out of order. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, moved to insert 
an item of $7,227 for restoring the buildings of a 
marine hospital at Key West, Florida. 

Mr.SAWYER objected that it was not proper 
legislation under this bill, for it belonged to the 
navy. 


The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment to 
be out of order. ; 

Mr. KING explained the necessity for this ap- _ 
propriation, and maintained that it properly be- 
longed to this bill. He was understood to say, that 
this item was proposed to restore the amount which 
had been taken without authority of law from the 
fund for the support of sick and-disabled seamen 
for rebuilding the hospital at Key West, which is 
United States property. He appealed from the 
decision ofethe Chair; but the Chair was sustained 
by a majority of 69 to 54. 
i Mr. BURT moved that .the committee rise. 

ost. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved the insertion of an item 
of $1,522 50, to pay Mr. Borrs’s mileage and. per 
diem as the contestant of the`seat of Mr. J. W. ` 
Jones in the twenty-eighth Congress. 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order; 
and on an appeal, the Chair was sustained. i 

Mr. CROZIER moved to strike out the items to 
authorize the Clerk to pay for Congressional Globes 
and Appendix. He said his first objection to these 
items was, that it was not in order for the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means to insert any such items 
in this bill. The rule had been referred to fre- 
quently, which provided that no items should be 
inserted for the payment of money but in pur- 
suance of law; and there was no law to authorize 
this appropriation. He did not ask the chairman 
of the committee to strike out the items, because 
he did not think he had the power, notwithstanding 
they were inserted without authority of law; but 
he asked the committee to strike them out, because 
the Committee of Ways and Means had no author- 
ity to insert them in the bill. The phraseology of 
the items itself afforded satisfactory evidence that 
the committee thought there was no law for the 
payment of these sums, which amounted to $25,000; 
and therefore they were asked to adopt these items, 
to enable the Clerk to make these payments. He 
objected, then, in the first place, because the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Meanshad no authority of law 
for inserting these items; and he objected, in the 
next place, because there was no resolution to just- 
ify it. The Committee of Ways and Means might 
say, that though there was no law, there was a 
resolution. He (Mr. C.) said there was not; and 
if it were not that he had great respect for the as- 
tuteness of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, he should say that such a construction 
was a perversion of the English language. 

He read the resolution passed on the Ist of 
March, 1846, under which the Congressional 
Globes were furnished, and argued that there was 
nothing in it to show that it-was to be continued 
longer than the Congress at which it was passed. 
[He was here reminded of the Senate resolution. } 
‘The Senate resolution (he said) did no more than 
fix the price at six dollara for the long session, and 
three dollars for the short one, which sums were 
to be paid out of the contingent fund; and so it 
would have been by this House, but the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means had properly relieved the 
contingent fund from these items, and transferred 
them to the general treasury, by this item, which 
proposed to give authority that would enable the 
Clerk to pay them. 

He objected to these items for the reasons which 
he had stated, and he also objected because it was 
the expenditure of a large amount of money for 
nought. Would anybody say that the Congressional 
Globe had a corps of reporters here? He had not 
seen one this session; and so far as he was informed 
and believed, for the last session the reports were 
taken from the National Intelligencer and the 
Union, word for word, and letter for letter., It 
then was a mere gift—a donation to keep up that 
Need and he thought it ought to be stricken out. 

he item for the payment for the twenty-eighth 
Congress he supposed to be an error, for he did 
not suppose those editors would be four years 
without obtaining their pay. 

Mr. VINTON explained that the item last re- 
ferred to was an error. The amount had been 
paid, and he proceeded to show how it got into, 
this bill. He desired the Clerk now to make the 
correetion. So much for that. But the gentle- 
man from Tennessee seemed to think that the 
Committee of Ways and Means had fallen into a 
mistake in inserting these items in this bill, and 
that there was no authority of law to jastify them 
in doing so. Now, in doing that, he had followed 
the precedent of the gentleman from North Caro- 
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lina, [Mr. McKar.}] Hequoted provisions here- 
tofore inserted in the appropriation bills by the 
Committee of Ways and Means when Mr. McKay 
was its chairman, to show that he had copied the 

recise language which had been heretofore used. 
He followed precedents which the House had 
recognized, and therefore he thought he had not 
fallen into any great error in point of form. But 
ap to the objection that this appropriation was not 
authorized by any law, he said he did not under- 
stand it in that way. Whatever was done b 
authority of law, or of resolution of either body of 
Congress which created a debt against the United 
States, it was proper to put it in the appropriation 
bill; and it was idle to say that there must bea 
public law to authorize that debt to be paid. If 
that were so, if a regiment of men were called out, 
or a custom-house built, it would be necessary, 
after the act had been done, to pass a law authori- 
zing the proper payments to be made. It wasa 
debt, and it was the duty of the Committee of 
Ways and Means to provide for the payment of 
all debts. He would undertake to say, if there 
must be a law to direct the payment for every spe- 
cific thing, that this civil and diplomatic bill would 
be cut down to a mere skeleton; there would not 
be left one-twentieth part of what was now in it. 
There was a resolution before him which autho- 
rized the insertion of the item to pay the debt con- 
tracted for these publications, and the committee 
had but discharged its duty in doing so. 

Mr. CROZIER had no doubt the gentleman 
from Ohio could produce plenty of precedents, but 
he contended that they were all wrong. He had 
not, therefore, questioned but that precedents could 
be found for such abuses. But he. had another 
motive for moving to strike out these items of 
$25,000 for these worthless reports; and it was 


' that he had no doubt the House would take this 


matter in hand and get proper reports for half the 
amount. He was satisfied that $12,000 would get 
better reports than were now got for $25,000, ac- 
eerding to the system practised by the Senate. 

Mr. VINTON. Whether they should do that 
or not, was another affair altogether. His impres- 
sion was, it had been a very good and valuable 
thing; and this Congressional Globe and Appen- 
dix would be a work of reference for every poli- 
tician, and the gentleman from Tennessce, he had 
no doubt, during the next contest, would be found 
using it on the stump. 

Mr. CROZIER. I can take the National Intel- 
ligencer, from which these reports are taken. 

Mr. McKAY was in favor of the motion made 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. He thought 
there was no law to authorize this appropriation, 
it having no higher authority than a simple reso- 
lution authorizing the members of the House of 
Representatives to subscribe for that work—a reso- 
lution which expired with the Congress by which 
it was passed, and was not binding on any subse- 
quent Congress. 

- Some conversation ensued between Mr. Mc- 
KAY, Mr. VINTON, and others, and the items 
were modified by Mr. V. to correct an error there- 


in. 

Mr. BOWLIN said he had the honor of offer- 
ing the resolution to which reference had been 
made, under which this work was furnished to the 
members of this House, and he begged therefore 

ermission to say a few words in relation to it. 

he gentleman from Tennessee had stated that 
there were no reporters here for the Congres- 
sional Globe. In that the gentleman was greatly 
mistaken. 

Mr. CROZIER explained. He had said if there 
were any here, he knew nothing of them. He had 
not seen any. 

Mr. BOW LIN proceeded to say that there were 
reporters here for that work; that it was the best 
ever published in the United States; that the House 
had contracted a debt for these reports, and it was 
bound inshonor and justice to pay the debt it had 
contracted. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, suggested an amend- 
ment to provide that nothing contained in this bill 
should authorize any future appropriations for the 
same purpose. He would, however, say, in regard 
to these items, that the members of this House 
have received the work thus far, and it was proper 
that it should be paid for. 

Mr. CROZIER said he would modify his amend- 
ment so as to provide that the resolution of the Ist 
March, 1846, under which these publications bad 
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been furnished, be and the same is hereby re- 
pealed. 

Mr. STEPHENS did not concur in the posi- 
tions and arguments of the gentleman from T'en- 
nessee. He believed this to be a very valuable 
publication; but if the gentleman from Tennes- 
see could convince him that it cost more than 
it was worth, he would go for a reduction. He 
believed it to be a very desirable objecg to have 
reports of the proceedings of Congress, and he did 
not think the amount of money which they cost 

ould be better expended. The gentleman from 
ATannesies had pronounced these reports to be 
worthless; now, for one, he had been a very atten- 
tive observer of these things, and he believed them 
to be highly useful and valuable. 

Mr. CROZIER said the gentleman from Geor- 
gia had misunderstood him. He wished the gen- 
tleman from Georgia to take his idea correctly. It 
was that these reports were taken from the Na- 
tional Intelligencer and the Union of the last ses- 
sion, and therefore that we were paying the pub- 
lishers of this work fur nought. 

Mr. STEPHENS called the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to the Appendix, which contained speeches 
written out by the members, all of which the In- 
tellizencer and the Union did not profess to pub- 
lish. 

Mr. COBB begged permission of his colleague 
to say that the reporters for the National Intelli- 
gencer at this time were the reporters for the Con- 
gressional Globe. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he was coming to that. 
He had no doubt that the arrangement which was 
understood to exist between the editors of the 
Congressional Globe and of the National Intel- 
ligencer enabled the publishers of this work to 
give very valuable information to the community. 
He barely wished, therefore, for one, to say that 
he did not agree with the gentleman from Tennes- 
see at all. l 

The amendment was then rejected. 

Mr. VINTON then moved an amendment ap- 
propriating $24,000 for the Documentary History, 
now in the course of publication. Agreed to. 

The committee then rose and reported progress. 


i FORTIFICATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House con- 
curred in the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
making appropriations for fortifications, &c. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. | 
Saturpay, July 15, 1848. 


The bill to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act sup- 
plemental to an act entitled ‘ An act providing for 
the prosecution of the existing war between the 
United States and the Republic of Mexico,’ ? hav- 
ing been returned from the House of Representa- 
tives, with a report informing the Senate that the 
-House had disagreed to the first two amendments 
of the Senate to the bill, and had agreed to the last, 
with an amendment, and that the House had ap- 
pointed a committee of conference— 

On motion of Mr. DIX, the Senate insisted upon 
its amendments, and ordered a committee of con- 
ference on its part, to be appointed by the Chair. | 

The CHAIR appointed Messrs. BENTON, Jonn- 
son of Maryland, and Davis of Mississippi. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Barnwell district, South Carolina, for the 
establishment of a mail route; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. BORLAND presented the petition of Elias 
H. Conway, for permission to change the entry of 
a tract of land; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported the bill for changing the time of 
holding the United States courts in the western 
district of Virginia, with amendments. 


Mr. DOWNS asked the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to introduce a bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to compromise with the 
sureties of Francis D. Newcombe, late surveyor 
general of the State of Louisiana; which was 
granted. 

Mr. D. then asked the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to have the ordinary forms dispensed 
with so as to allow the bill to be passed. r. D. 
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having explained the &ituation of matters in rela- 
tion to said sureties, d for the reading of a let- 
ter from the Commissioner of the Land Offce. 
The bill was then considered in Committee of the 
Whole and passed. 

Mr. MASON hoped the Senate would indulge 
him by taking up the bill from the House for the 
relief of William T. Holland. His feelings had 
been exceedingly touched by a letter received that 
morning .in relation to that claim. This young 
gentleman had been sent by our consul at Rio to 
give testimony in thecase of a slaver, and the court 
at Richmond did not feel itself authorized to do 
more than to allow the ordinary sum for attend- 
ance as a witness. Mr. Holland had been de- 
tained here waiting for Congress to provide him 
with the usual mileage allowed, until his circum- 
stances had become very much impaired. 

After some inquiries from Mr. KING and Mr. 
BADGER, the bill was taken up, read a third 
time, and passed. | 

On motion of Mr. CLARKE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill from the 
House for the relief of Benjamin Ogle Tayloe; 
Ae after a brief discussion, was laid on the 
table. 

At a few minutes after 12 o’clock, the Senate 
went into Executive session, and remained therein 
until 5 p. m.; when the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


WaSHINGTON, July 15, 1848. 

GENTLEMEN: In the Congressional Globe of the llth in- 
stant, in the hurried report of Mr. CLayTon’a remarks, yuu 
have made a great mistake in my reply to his question “ if 
General Cass would veto a bill for internal improvements??? 
I replied, that “if he would nol, I would not vote for him.” 
The Senator of Delaware then asked if I thought General 
Cass would veto a bill for the improvement of harbors and 
rivers? I replied, I believed he would not; that the Dem- 
ovratic party bad always made a distinction between a gen- 
eral system of internal improvements, by roads and canals 
by the General Government, as in Mr. Monroe’s time, an 
reasonable appropriations for harbors and rivers. Bills for 
these purposes, 1 said, I believed General Cass would ap- 
prove, if not extravagant; that he would not sanction a gen- 
eral system, such as alluded to. 

Will you please publish this in your next paper? 

Very respectfully, yours, S. BREESE. 

To the EDITORS OF THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, July 17, 1848. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


Mr. ADAMS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution of the Committee on Printing 
was adopted, requiring the Committee on Engra- 
ving to report the cause of the delay in furnishing 
the public printer the maps and plates for the Pat- 
ent Office reports and Lieutenants Emory’s and 
Abert’s reports, and made some explanations 
thereon; and, after some conversation between 
Mr. A. and Mr. CONGER, the motion was with- 
drawn. 

Mr. ADAMS then moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to offer the following resolu- 
tion: l 

Resolved, That Senate bill forthe repair of the dam in the 
Ohio river, at Cumberland Island, be nade the special order 
of the day next succeeding the general appropriation bills and 
the bill to organize the Territory of Oregon, and that the 
same be proceeded with from day to day until finally dis- 
posed of. 

Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were not Suspended. 


Mr. COCKE, by leave, offered the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, requested to inform this House what amount 
of public moneys have been respectively paid to Lewis Cass 
and Zachary Taylor from the time of their first entrance into 
the public service to this time—distinguishing between reg- 
ular and extra compensation ; that he also state what amount 
of extra compensation has been claimed by either; the items - 
comprising the saine; when filed, and when and by whom 
allowed ; if disallowed, when and by whom, and the rea- 
sons for such disallowance; and whether or not any items 
so disallowed were subsequently presented for payment; 
and, if allowed, when and by whom. 

Mr. C. moved the previous question, which was 
seconded; and, under the operation thereof, the 
resolution was agreed to. : 

At a subsequent part of the day, Mr. HAMP- 
TON, of New Jersey, moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the above resolution was passed; 
and— 

On motion of Mr. H., the motion to reconsider 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. BOWLIN, by leave, introduced a joint 
resolution to give to the State of Missouri certain 


_ be now taken up and disposed of. 


_ Clark, Beverly L. Clarke, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
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pieces of artillery captured of the Mexicans by 
the Missouri volunteers under the command of 
Colonel Doniphan. | 

The joint resolution was read three times, passed, 
and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 


Mr. DANIEL, by leave, offered the following 
resolution: | 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate tu this House a copy of the pro- 
ceedings of the court of inquiry in Mexico touching the 
matter which Jed to the dismissal from the public service of 
Lieutenants Josiah S..Pender and George E. B. Singletary, 
of the North Carolina regiment of volunteers, and all the 
correspondence between the War Department and Generals 
Taylor and Woo) in relation to the same. 


Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, moved to amend the 
resolution by adding thereto, ‘‘And that he also 
communicate to this House a copy of the proceed- 
ings of the court of inquiry lately held at Fred- 
erick, Maryland.” 

The amendment was ruled out of order. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, moved to amend the 
resolution by adding a proviso ‘authorizing the 
Secretary of War to employ two additional clerks 
to enable him to comply with the requests of the 
resolution.” 

Mr. DANIEL hoped Mr. Coss would not in- 
sist on his amendment, as it would endanger the 
passage of the resolution. 

Mr. COBB believed the gentleman from North 
Carolina had voted on all occasions against giving 
additional clerical aid to the various public depart- 
ments, which had been earnestly and repeated! 
asked of Congress. And as Mr. C. thought the 
extra clerks asked for by the departments were ne- 
cessary to the prompt despatch of public business, 
he insisted on his amendment. These frequent 
(and Mr. C. believed unnecessary) calls for in- 
formation were very detrimental to the country. 
Nearly the whole time of the regular clerks in the 
departments were taken up to answer them, to the 
entire neglect of other and more important public 
business. Mr. C.’s amendment was rejected. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 


Mr.GAYLE moved a suspension of the rules to 
enable him to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the consideration of House 
biji to grant portions of the public lands to the Mobile and 
Ohio 
passage. 

Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were not suspended. 


Mr. MEADE moved to suspend the rules to 
enable him to introduce the following joint resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, §&c., That the Postmaster General is hereby re- 
quired to cause the great southern mail to be transported 
over the Richmond and Fredericksburg railroad upon such 
terms as may be agreed upon by impartial referees, one to he 
chosen by the President of the United States and one by the 
president and directors of said railroad company, the two to 
choose an umpire in case of disagreement, and the terms 
thus established shall be in force until the usual period for 
letting out mail contracts for that route. 


The rules were not suspended, two-thirds not 
voting in the affirmative. 


Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, by leave, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution, which was read and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire whether any, and, if any, what reduction 
ean be made in the expenditures ofthe Navy Department in 
time of peace consistently with the interests of the public 
service, and that they report the result of such inquiry to 
this House at as enrly a day as practicable. 


Mr. KAUFMAN moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to move a resolution to the 
effect that the bill to establish certain post routes 
in the United States lying on the Speaker’s table 


ilroad Company, and that the same be put on its 


The motion to suspend the rules was decided by 
yeas and nays, as follows: 


_. YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bingham, Birdsall, Bowdon, 
Boyd, Boydon, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Albert G. 
Brown, Burt, Cabell, Cathcart, Chapman, Chase, Franklin 


Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, Collins, Conger, Crozier, Cummins, 
Daniel, Darling, Dickinson, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, 
' Flournoy, Fries, Fulton, Goggin, Green, Hammons, Haral- 
son, Harris, Henry, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Iverson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James H. 
| Johuson, Robert W. Johnson, G. W. Jones, Kaufman, Ken- 
| non, Lahwn, La Sére, Q&dney Lawrence, Ligon, Lincoln, 
Lumpkin, Lynde, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, Me- 
Dowell, McKay, Job Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Newall, 
Nicoll, Peaslev, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Pillsbury, Richard- 
son, Rockhill, Sawyer, Shepperd, Simpson, Smart, Stanton, 
Stark weather, Stephens, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Thomas, 
| James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Robert A. ‘Thompson, 
William Thompson, Thurston, Toombs, Turner, Venable, 
Wallace, Wentworth, Wick, Wiley, Williams, Wilmot, 
jand Woodward—102. 


| 
| 
| 
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NAYS—Mensers. Abbott, Adams, Barrow, Belcher, Blanch- 
ard, Botts, Brady,. Buckner, Canby, Clingman, Cranston, 
Crisfield, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Daniel Duncan, 
Dunn, Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, 
Farrelly, Fisher, Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Gott, Gregory, 
Grinnell, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Hilliard, Etias 
B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Jo- 
seph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, John W. Jones, Thomas B. King, 
Daniel P. King, William T. Lawrence, Lord, Horace Mann, 
Marvin, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pendleton, 
Pollock, Preston, Putnam, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Roman, Rose, Root, Rumsey, Schenck, Sherrill, Sil- 
vester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Andrew Stewart, Tay- 
lor, Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, Tompkins, 
Vinton, Warren, and White—75. 


Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
suspend the rules to enable him to offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the House bill providing for the settlement 
of claims against the United States, be the special order for 
Friday next, and so continue on Fridays and Saturdays until 
finally disposed of. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and stood: 
Yeas 74, nays 48. So two-thirds not voting in the 
affirmative, the rules were not suspended. 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, presented the 
petition of the Eastern Branch Bridge Company 
in relation to the purchase of the lower bridge across 
the Eastern Branch by the Government. Referred 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 


Mr. BURT, by leave, offered the following res- 
olution, which was read and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to cause to be 
communicated to this House a statement of the number of 
Indians in Oregon, California, and New Mexico; the num- 
ber of military posts that will be necessary in each; the 
number of troops to garrison each post, and the whole 
military force which should constitute the peace establish- 
ment. 


On motion of Mr. HILLIARD, by leave, 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to this House (if not inconsistent with the public inter- 
est) copies of all instructions given to the Hons. Ambrose 
H. Sevier and Nathan Clifford, commissioners appointed to 
conduct pee for the ratification of the treaty lately 
A etween the United States and the Republic of 

exico. 


On motion of Mr. HARALSON, by leave, 

Resolved, That it shall bè the duty of the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives to cause each member of the 
House to be furnished with a printed copy of all the acts 
and resolutions which may be passed by both Houses of 
Congress and approved by the President, as soon as practi- 
cable after the same shall be severally approved. 

At a subsequent part of the day, Mr. HARAL- 
SON moved to reconsider the.vote by which the 
above resolution was passed; and, by consent, the 
motion to reconsider was laid over. 

Mr. WHITE, by leave, offered a resolution to 
discharge the Committce of the Whole on the 
state of the Union from the Senate bill reviving 
certain naval pensions for the term of five years, 
and extending the benefits of existing laws respect- 
ing naval pensions to engineers, firemen, and coal- 
heavers in the navy, and to their widows. 

The resolution being agreed to— 

The House proceeded to consider the said bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs was read. 

Mr. WHITE moved the previous question, and, 
under the operation thereof, the amendment was 
agreed to, and the bill read a third time and passed. 

The title was amended by striking out the words 
“ for the term of five years.” 

Mr. LAHM moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of setting off the whole, or so 
much of the territory acquired by the late treaty with Mexico, 
west of the river Bravo, as shal! be thought necessary, forthe 
purpose of forming a colony for the free black population of 
the United States, and such slaves as shall from time to time 
be manumitted by their owners; and that said committee 
also inquire into the expediency of making a donation, or, 
for a certain compensation, selling a certain number of acres 
of land to every free black person who shall, within any 
specified number of years, voluntarily emigrate to said ter- 
ritory; also into the propriety of holding said territory a cer- 
tain number of years as a colony of the United States, pre- 
vious to transferring the sovereignty thereof to those resident 
therein. 

Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 
The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Root, of 
Ohio, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill. 
Mr. VINTON said he deemed it his duty to 
state, that he had received a letter from the Secre- 
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tary of the Treasury declaring that there was no 
appropriation ont of which the various courte of 
the United States were to be paid. He had also 
letters from several sheriffs in different distriets of 
the Union, stating that the terms of the courts 
would have to be postponed for want of funds: and 
the same was the case with the Executive depart- 
ments. There was no money to pay the clerks. 
He rose, therefore, to give notice, that unless the 
debate on this bill should be brought to a close by 
half-past three o'clock, he should move that there 
be a recess, and let the House sit again to finish 
the bill this night. . 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend by inserting a 
provision appropriating ¢——— to complete the 
erection of a custom-house at Savannah, Georgia. 
The work had been ordered to be commenced, and 
the appropriation was recommended by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, moved to 
insert an appropriation of $100,000 for purchasing 
a site for a custom-house in the city of Charleston, 
in addition to Ata already appropriated. 

Mr. BRODHEAD rose to order, and inquired 
whether there was any law for such a work. 

Mr. HOLMES replied in the affirmative, and 
stated that $12,000 had heretofore been appropri- 
ated. Mr. H. had, on a former occasion, fully 
explained the necessity for this appropriation, and 
he believed he might say that the Government 
were now convinced on that point. The custom- 
house now in use had been taken from the British 
in the Revolution, and was entirely too small. A 
merchant had Jately told him, that for want of the 
requisite room, he had been compelled to import 
his cargo into New York, and incur the expense 


of transferring it thence to Charleston. 


The vote being taken by tellers, the amendment 
was carried: Ayes 77, noes 41. 

Mr. VINTON moved an item of $120,758 to- 
wards the erection of a custom-house in New Or- 
leans; which was agreed to. 

Also, $12,500 to meet an outstanding claim for 
building the new custom-house at Boston. Agreed 
to. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, moved the appropriation of $2,200 to pur- 
chase a building to be used as a gustom-house in 
Wiscasset. 

He sent a letter to be read from the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. JON ES, of Tennessee, opposed the appro- 
priation, as not warranted by any law. 

A desultory debate ensued, in which Messrs. 
GRINNELL, FICKLIN, and EVANS of Mary- 
land, took part, after which the amendment was 
carried: Ayes 70, noes not counted. l 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved an amendment 
for the purchase of one thousand copies of Mayo’s 
History of the Treasury Department, $5,000. 

He spoke of the value of this work as known to 
many of the members and to the committees of the 
House, upon whose tables it lay, and had been 
liberally inspected. It was a work of extraordi- 
nary merit, and it was difficult to say how the 
Treasury Department could get along without it.- 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, raised a point of order 
that the appropriation was unauthorized by law. 

After some conversation, the point was sustained 
oe the Chair, and the amendment ruled out of 
order. 

Mr. SLINGERLAND moved the following 
amendment: 

For the removal of obstructions in and deepening the 
channel of the Hudson river, atand below the United States 
arsenal at Waterviiet, the sum of sixty thousand dollars, 
TA be expended under the directions of the Secretary of 

ar. 

The amendment was'ruled out of order. 

The item “for the removal of obstructions in 
the Savannah river and the naval anchorage near 
Fort Pulaski, under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, $50,000,” being under consideration— 

Mr. BARROW moved to add $50,000-for re- 
pairs of the dam at Cumberland Island, in the 
Ohio. 

Mr. BRODHEAD raised the point of order that 
it was not authorized by law. 

The CHAIR sustained the point of order. 

Mr. BARROW appealed, and observed that the 
sum asked for might be considered a continuation 
of former appropriations, as the dam had been con- 
structed by authority of taw, and being now ina 
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dilapidated condition, the interests of commerce on 
the Ohio river required its repair or removal. 
Mr. MOREHEAD called attention to the law 
by which the dam was erected, and after some 
conversation— 
The question was taken on the appeal, and de- 
cided in the affirmative: Ayes 76, noes 55. 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment decided out of order. 
Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to amend the 
item by inserting after the word “‘ river,” the words 
“occasioned by sinking wrecks to prevent the ap- 
proach of the enemy to the city during the revolu- 
tionary war.” 
He caused to be read during the allotted five 
minutes a portion of the memorial of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Savannah, relative to the neces- 
sity of this appropriation, and the manner in which 
those obstructions were placed there. 
Mr. VENABLE raised the point of order, that 
the appropriation proposed by the item was not 
authorized by law. 
The CHAIR stated that he could not undertake 
to rule out a part of the bill, and suggested that 
the gentleman from North Carolina could appeal 
or move to strike out the item. 
Mr. VENABLE made the motion to strike out. 
Mr. TOOMBS, upon a pro forma amendment, 
distinguished this appropriation from appropria- 
tions for works of general internal improvement. 
It did not propose to remove any natural obstruc- 
tion whatever; the Government, for its own pur- 
poses of defence of the city, had sunk these ships, 
and it was the duty of the Government to remove 
them. 
Mr. McCLELLAND inquired if a part of these 
obstructions were not put there by the British Gov- 
ernment as well as by our own? 
Mr. TOOMBS replied, not that he was aware of. 
Mr. McCLELLANDaaid, the memortal showed 
the fact; and also, that these obstructions were 
placed there prior to the adoption of the Consti- 
tution. 
Mr. TOOMBS said the Government was bound 
by all the obligations of the Confederacy. It was 
bound to remove its own obstructions, and not to 
injure the commerce at this particular point. If 
gentlemen expected, by striking out appropriations 
of this character, to add strength to the general 
system of internal improvements, they would find 
themselves greatly mistaken. The great objection 
that had been offered to the general svstem was, 
that it was made to include bad as well as good 
works; but there was no objection to good ones, 
standing on their own foundation. He caused the 
memorial further to be read. 
Mr. McCLELLAND, on a like amendment, 
objected to this appropriation, not because he was 
opposed to this kind of works, but to any dis- 
crimination between them. This appropriation 
wás not more necessary or proper than numerous 
other appropriations in the general improvement 
bill. This was one of the items in that bill. 
Another point was, that these obstructions were 
placed there in part by the British Government, 
and hence the obligation of the Government re- 
gpecting them stood on no different footing from 
that for the removal of other obstructions. He 
referred to the report of the corps of Topographical 
Engineers at the first session of the 28th Congress, 
to show that appropriations had been made for this 
work, from time to time, amounting to $140,000. 
Mr. Kine’s amendment was rejected—ayes 60, 
noes 67. 
Mr. DICKINSON moved an amendment pro- 
viding that the works provided for should be ad- 
vertised and let out to contract to the lowest bid- 
der. He said the contract system was that adopted 
by many of the States, and it would effect a great 
saving, and secure the application of the moneys 
appropriated direct to the furtherance of the works, 
and not to the payment ofsuperintendents, agents, 
&c. He hoped no appropriation of this kind would 
be made in this bill; but, if it were to be, it should 
be Doon expended. 
he amendment was rejected. 

_ The question recurred on Mr. VENABLE’s mo- 
tion to strike out— 

Mr. VENABLE said this was strictly a work 
of internal improvement, and had no place in a 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill. Jt was 
unauthorized by law or by resolution of the House; 
and yet gentlemen sought, in the report of a bill 
by the committee, to insert an appropriation which 
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was essentially distinct from the Jegitimate object 
of the bill, and thus force the President to sanction 
works which could not be passed into law stand- 
ing on their own merits, or take the responsibility 
of vetoing the general appropriation bill. He hoped 
it would be stricken out. 

Mr. STEPHENS replied to Mr. McCLeLLAND, 
and defended the appropriation. He said this 
could not be included amongst the works of internal 
improvements; for it was designed only to remove 
those obstructions which were placed there during 
the Revolution to prevent the approach of the Brit- 
ish fleet, and therefore were a part of the means 
It was, then, 
the duty of the Government to remove those ob- 
structions, and, as he had said, it did not come 
within the principle respecting river and harbor 
improvements; though he, for one, was willing to 
improve all great works that were really of a na- 
tional character. 

Some explanations having been made by Mr. 
McCLELLAND and Mr. STEPHENS— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, called the atten- 
tion of the committee to the fact, that for a series of 
years Georgia had the privilege of levving tonnage 
duties for the improvement of this river by the re- 
moval of this obstruction. 

Mr. T. B. KING replied that the State of 
Georgia had never imposed tonnage duties. 

Mr. VINTON said it was very apparent that the 
committee would not dispose of this bill by 33 
o’clock; he therefore moved that the committee 
rise, with a view of offering a resolution in the 
House for a recess until 7 o’clock, so that the com- 
mittee could hold an evening session. 

The motion was rejected by a majority of 67 


to 64. 

Mr. VINTON hoped, then, that the members 
would consent to sit until 5 o’clock. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, moved to strike out 
the item making an appropriation to refund to col- 
leges, academies, &c., certain duties on philosophi- 
cal apparatus, books, &c., imported from foreign 
countries. Lost. 

Mr. VINTON, by direction of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, offered the following: *‘ For 
the expenses of a commercial agent, to be selected 
and sent.abroad by the President, to collect inform- 
ation respecting the commerce, productions, and 
statistics of the countries of Asia and Eastern 
Africa, $10,000. ”’ 

After explanations by Mr. VINTON, Mr. 
HOUSTON ef Alabama, Mr. GRINNELL, Mr. 
KING of Georgia, Mr. NICOLL, Mr. C. J. IN- 
GERSOLL, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, 
and others, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to strike out 
the item of $4,750 for grading and gravelling Four- 
and-a-half street from Maryland avenue to the Ar- 
senal, and flagging the west side thereof. He said 
this was an item for paving one of the streets of 
this city. Every session they were asked for such 
appropriations, and he had never been able to see 
the justice and propriety of making appropriations 
for such a purpose. The inhabitants of this, like 
the inhabitants of other cities, should pave and 
repair their own streets. The only reason that he 
could discover whereon to base this appropriation 
was, that the Government had an arsenal at the 
end of it, and therefore this road must be made from 
Pennsylvania avenue, which some gentlemen also 
claimed as belonging to the General Government. 
This bill contained several other items of a like 
character, which he should move to strike out 
when the proper time came—some of them for 
roads through unsettled parts of the city. This 
Four-and-a-half street was not one-tenth occupied. 
The items for the improvement of streets in this 
city which this bill contained amounted to forty or 
fifty thousand dollars, which he contended they 
had no power to appropriate. 

Mr. CHAPMAN replied.’ He said the gentle- 
man from Tennessee seemed to be ata loss to know 
why this Government should be called upon to im- 
prove the streets of thiscity. Itought to be known 
to that gentleman that the streets proposed to be 
improved are under the control of the Government 
of the United States, and by it they ought to be 
repaired. The gentleman ought to know that when 
the contract was made between this Government 
and the owners of this property in this city, the 
Government agreed to make and repair these streets. 
There was now lying in the treasury a large 
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amount acquired by the sale of lots here, which, 
according to the agreement of the Government, 
should be appropriated in this way. When the 
city was laid out, it was divided into lots, one-half 
of which were given tò the Government, and the 
rest reserved to the owners, the Government stip- 
ulating that all the proceeds arising from the sale 
of those lots which it took should be appropriated 
for the improvement of streets and avenues, and 
that had not been done. But this appropriation 
was asked for by the War Department, and nat 
by the inhabitants of this city; and for whose con- 
venience? Why, that a good pathway might be 
afforded to the public property and public build- 
ings, including the Arsenal, which gentlemen would 
not attempt to deny was the property of this 
Government. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, having made a 
pro forma motion, said, aside from the question of 
power in this Government to make appropriations 
for improvements of this sort, there were other rea- 
sons, which he thought were conclusive, to show 
that this appropriation should not be made. If it 
were in order, he would move to strike out the 
three or four other items in immediate connection 
with this, but he should refer to them as furnish- 
ing reasons why this item should be stricken out. 
Where, then, he asked, did this Government de- 
rive its power to make improvements of this sort? 
He could not find any. It might be contended that 
they could make these improvements because this 
road led to buildings and property of the Federal 
Government. Why, this would justify the con- 
struction of a road from Washington to New Or- 
leans, because this Government had a mint there. 
The argument in the one case was as good as in | 
the other; but it was good in neither. It was not 
necessary, to carry out any one function pertaining 
to the Arsenal, that they should appropriate this 
money, and gravel and flag thege streets. i 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Caapman] 
had referred to the Avenue; but this item was to 
make'an appropriation for Four-and-a-half street; 
and where did this Government derive the power 
to take money from the people’s pockets to pave, 
frade, gravel, and flag the streets of Washington? 

here was no such power given by the Constitu- 
tion; it was neither express nor implied, nor was 
such power necessary to enable them to carry out 
any express grant of the Constitution; and when 
they looked at the sums which had been lavished 
on this District, he thought they ought to see that 
it was time such appropriations should be stopped. 
Go back but a few sessions, and they would see 
appropriations of $40,000 at one, $60,000 at an- 
other, and like appropriations at another, for the 
improvement of the streets in this city, and still 
they cry, “Give, give!” To talk, then, of the 
produce of lots sold in this city being in the gen- 
eral treasury, was all gammon. He also called 
the attention of the committee to the assumption 
of the debts of the cities of the District by the 
General Government, and to the amounts expended 
for judges, court-houses, penitentiaries, &c., which 
other communities maintained at their own ex- 
pense, and said, if this Government would remove 
to New York, Philadelphia, or Baltimore, those 
cities, instead of calling upon this Government for 
such appropriations for the repairs of streets, would 
pay to it a bonus. He.denied that this Govern- 
ment had any more jurisdiction ar control over 
Washington than over any other ċity in this Union, 
and yeta thousand dollars was spent to lay the 
dust, lest it should be offensive to the olfactories of 
gentlemen. He should like the gentlemen from 
Ohio and Georgia to go home to their constituents, 
and tell them that while they were paying taxes to 
keep the Government going on 

The Chairman’s hammer cut off the gentleman’s 
sentence in its midst, his time having expired. 

Mr. TALLMADGE said, it was very amusing 
to hear gentlemen make such statements as those 
which they had just heard. The gentleman from 
Tennessee had spoken of the expenditures for this 
District; and what were they? Why, they were 
for the improvement of their own grounds and 
avenues, and nothing else.. And who enjoyed 
them when they were improved? The gentleman 
from Maryland had stated to the committee the 
facts of the case; and why did not the gentleman 
Opposite answer him? These grounds that were 
proposed to be improved belonged to this Govern- 
ment, and the city of Washington has no control 
over them; the appropriations were for the benefit 
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of the United States. Thisitem was for military 
purposes; it was to make a road to a United States 
arsenal, and not for the city of Washington. Did 
the avenue belong to the city of Washington? 
Was it for the convenience of the city of Wash- 
ington? Why, then, these tirades against the city 
of Washington and the District of Columbia? 
Why, it was shown by a statement of their own 
commissioner, that the United States Government 
had not expended the interest of the money do- 
nated to it by this city, which it agreed to expend 
for these purposes. That might seem to be a bold 
expression on his part, but he had before him the 
documents to prove it. 

He then alluded to $120,000 given by Virginia, 
and the $75,000 given by Maryland, to the public 
treasury, when the District of Columbia was ceded 
to this Government, and he asked, what had this 
Government ever paid for the cession of territory 
here, and for the lots which it had at its disposal ? 
Why, their own officer had shown them that they 
owed to this city nearly half a million of dollars, 
and yet gentleman talked of the wonderful things 
done by this Government for the city of Wash- 
ington. They repaired these roads, then, for their 
own convenience, and because the city of Wash- 
ington had nothing to do with them. 

He also spoke of the canal, to which allusion 
had been made, which he said was the work of 
the United States; and of the expenditures for 
lighting the streets, and said, if this Government 
would pay taxes on its own property, the city 
would ask it for nothing else. 

Mr. TOOMBS replied, that so far from not hav- 
ing any power to legislate for internal improve- 
ments within this District, Congress possessed ex- 
clusive power of legislation over it; and, as to the 
great amounts which Congress had appropriated 
for this city, if the city possessed the power of 
taxing Government property within its limits, it 
would amount to over $50,000 a year. All the ap- 
propriations of Congress for the District would 
not equal it. The people of the city had made 
almost all the streets of the city out of their own 
funds; the people of no city in the Union paid so 
heavy a corporation tax; it amounted to nearly 
one per cent. There was a debt due from the Gov- 
ernment to the city which would require much 
Jarger appropriations than had ever yet been made. 
Government had sold lotsin this city to the amount 
of $800,000. Did gentlemen wish this Government 
to speculate and make money out of the poor peo- 
ple of Washington? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, wanted to know, 
if the seat of Government should be removed, what 
all these city lots would be worth? 

Mr. TOOMBS replied, that if the Government 
should in that case return to the people of this city 
all the money it had made out of its location here, 
they would be worth a great deal. It was the duty 
of the House to make these appropriations now 
asked, and a great deal more besides; and, when 
he went home, he should tell his constituents 
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Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, said he had 
lately looked at the contract made between this 
Government and those who ceded the land on 
which the city stood, and had examined the con- 
ditions on which the cession had been made, and 
he was fully satisfied that no body of people in 
any of the States of this Union could be found who 
had been treated by their own Legislatures as the 
people of this District had been treated by the 
Congress of these United States. Some gentlemen 
seemed to regard them as wholly out of the pale 
of this Government, because they had been de- 
prived of the power to vote for members of Con- 
gress. Not an appropriation could be proposed 
which tended in the slightest degree to their bene- 
fit, but what it was instantly and strenously op- 
posed, either on the ground of unconstitutionality 
or inexpediency. He heard now, for the first time, 
that this Government had no power to improve the 
‘atreets and avenues on its own property. Truly, 
this was an age of discovery. Government had 
no power to legislate for the improvement of the 
streets in this city, when that was one of the stip- 
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ulations on which the Government received the 
cession of the ground on which it stood. 

Had the city taxed the lots held here by the 
Government, and put them up to sale, what a 
clamor would gentlemen raise about a municipal 
authority undertaking to sell Government property ! 
Yet they contended, that while the lots belonged 
to the Government, the people should be at the 
whole cost of making streets, without which those 
lots would be of little value. The city had no au- 
thority to tax these lots, and if it should attempt 
to do so, these very gentlemen would raise the 
loudest complaint. 

Mr. JOHNSON said, that if the gentleman 
would refer to the acts of the city corporation, he 
would find that it did tax real estate very heavily 
every year. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, but not public prop- 
erty. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I did not say’public property. 

Mr. THOMPSON. But that is the whole ques- 
tion? 

Mr.SA WYER said he desired only to see justice 
done; and he should not have said a word but for 
the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Trompson.] In Mr. S.’s State, and in that gen- 
tleman’s State, the Government sold large amounts 
of the soil of the State; but did those States on 
that account demand vast donations of the public 
money for works of internal improvement? Not 
at all. And when Government did grant any land 
for such works, it doubled the price of every alter- 
nate section. The gentleman said Government had 
not spent here the proceeds of the sales of the pub- 
lic lots: but had Government ever spent in the 
West the proceeds of the sales of the public lands? 

The CHAIR called Mr. S. to order for irrele- 
vancy. 

Mr. MULLIN said he had paid some attention 
to the appropriations made at different times by 
Congress for the benefit of this District, and he 
raised his protest against the whole system. The 
first appropriation he found had been made irf the 
spring of 1828, when the city was comparatively 
in its infancy. Since then, the appropriations had 
gone on increasing, till, unless the practice should 
be put a stop to, the whole treasury would be in- 
sufficient to furnish money for this city and this 
District. Congress had built them two bridges, 
and made them free.of toll, They had appropri- 
ated $20,000, and then $130,000, and then ran it 
up to $150,000 for bridges; then $60,000 for an- 
other bridge at Georgetown; then $150,000 for a 
city canal; then they had assumed the canal debt 
of the three cities of the District, and took canal 
stock in security. Then they had furnished fire- 
engines, and built engine-houses; and he supposed 
Congress would be called on before long to do 
everything else that the imagination of man could 
conceive to benefit these people, until there would 
not be money enough in the treasury to meet the 
appropriations. It was taking public money for 
private use. It was said Government got the ben- 
efit of these improvements. Why, so did Govern- 
ment derive benefit from the improvement and sale 
of the public lands. Why should the power of 
taxation be allowed in this District when it was 
denied to the States? Mr. M. protested utterly 
against any appropriation whatever for improve- 
ments in this District. Congress had granted from 
five hundred thousand to eight hundred thousand 
dollars, wholly apart from the public property, to 
the people here, besides a million and more of debt 
assumed on their account, on which the interest 
had to be paid. He was opposed to going any 
further. 

Mr. ROMAN replied. The gentleman had talked 
about Government appropriations to the canal, and 
its assumption of the canal debt. He ‘‘coulda tale 
unfold” on that subject which would show up the 
conduct of this Government in a very different light. 
It was originally proposed to dig a canal of thirty 
feet wide and four feet deep, which the people would 
haye been able.to complete. But the Government 
had come in and said, Do not stint your plan to 
such a pitiful ditch as that; we shall want to use 
the canal to bring down iron to our foundries and 


stone for public buildings and other Government 
purposes. Make your canal sixty feet wide and | 
aix feet deep, and we will help you. Virginia and 
Maryland and the cities of the District had acqui- 
esced in the proposal; but after they had been drawn 
into this magnificent plan, and had commenced their 
canal on this extended scale, the Government coh- 
cluded it would not be a good speculation, and re- 
fused to go any further; but Virginia, Maryland, 
and the District, had been drawn in too deeply to 
recede; and they had to go on with the work. But 
for the bad faith of this Government, Maryland 
would not have had a dollar of her public burdens, 
and would have known nothing of her late embar- 
rassments. Was there any great liberality in as- 
suming a debt which Government had itself caused ? 
This was the honorable course of the Government 
in the matter of this canal, about which so much 
was boasted. Asacitizen and a Representative 
from Maryland, Mr. R. could not sit quietly and 
hear such gross misstatements without contradict- 
ing them. 

The motion to strike out was lost, only 39 votes 
being given in the affirmative. Tellers, however, 
were demanded, when the vote stood ayes 47, 
noes 80. l 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL proposed an amend- 
ment that the Secretary of War be directed to fur- 
nish from the Bureau of Topographical Engineers 
the estimates for a plan to supply the city with 
water for the extinguishing of fires, &c. It was 
ruled out of order. i 

Mr. INGERSOLL took an appeal. 

Mr. GENTRY said that various attempts had 
been made heretofore to effect this object by reso- 
lution; he thought the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania deserved great credit for now attempting to ~ 
get at it by law. 

The CHAIR was sustained, and the amendment 
ruled out. 

The following item having been read: ‘For 
grading and gravelling Indiana avenue, and for the 
construction of a culvert under it, $13,a007’— 

Mr. SAWYER moved to strike it out.. He 
said he could not sit quietly by and see sucha 
course of legislation going on without any attempt 
to arrest it. Gentlemen complained that Govern- 
ment was unjust in refusing to appropriate still 
more for this District because they-owned many ` 
lots here. He lived where Government owned: 
almost all the soil; the people lived there in woods 
and swamps, without roads, without schools, and 
destitute of many other conveniences of life; but 
it gave them nothing; and when it pretended to 
make them a donation of land, it took care to 
double the price of its own lots. The people there 
had to make their own roads; but here Govern- 
ment must make the streets and avenues, and when 
that was done, it must water them too, lest the 
throats of members of Congress should be choked 
with dust, so that they could not make long speeches 
for more appropriations. This watering of the 
streets was an appropriation for next year, for 
there would be no opportunity of pare it till. 
then. He entered his protest, like the gentleman 
over the way, against the entire system. If he 
were a resident of the District, he would spurn the 
idea of receiving the Government money like a 
pauper. They did not do anything for the im- 
provement of their own streets. One gentleman 
said they had no right to do anything; angther, 
on the same side of the question, said they had 
done a great deal. How did these arguments 
stand together? Heshould vote to strike out each 
of these city app oprinuon and, as he supposed 
the motion would not prevail, he should take the 
responsibility of voting against the whole bill on 
the ground of its containing appropriations of this 
character. There was not in the whole bill a - 
single item for the great West; all were for the 
Atlantic border and the southern depéts. When 
they did bring in a bill for the improvement of the 
great western rivers, they took care to put into it 
some obnoxious features, such as they knew the 
President and the South would never agree to; and 
in the appropriation bills, not a dollar was provided 
for anybody or anything west of the mountains. 
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As he lived, if he was President of the United 
States, he would veto this bill, and teach them not 
to put such items into it as these. 

r. VINTON explained the necessity, of open- 
ing and grading this avenue, as a great thorough- 
fare from the City Hall, Post Office, and Patent 
Office, to the Capitol. 

Mr. V. then went into some general remarks on 
the opposition which had been made to the appro- 
priations for the District. In contemplation of law 
and of the Constitution, this entire District was 
nothing but a seat of Government, and when it 
was provided that such a District should be set 
apart as the seat `of the General Government, no 
other idea had ever been entertained but that large 
appropriations would be requisite for it as such. 
The expenditures thus far had been much less than 
the receipts of the Government. As the city in- 
creased in size, they must of course increase in 
amount. This was the caseineverycity. It had 
been said that other cities would willingly pay a 
. large bonus for the privilege of having the seat of 
Government removed within their limits. He 
trusted the seat of Government would never come 
into his State. - Ohio could nat afford to give the 
city of Cincinnati to this Government. The Gov- 
ernment, if it removed, would never be located in 
a State. It must be placed in a wild place, in some 
unoccupied spot, where the public buildings requi- 
site might be erected. But, for one, he did not 
choose to see the Government go away from this 
spot, where such large amounts had been expend- 
ed in providing for it the requisite accommoda- 
tions. Doa g i 

Mr. A. JOHNSON renewed his objections to 
appropriations of this character. Where did Con- 
gress get the power, unless it was either expressly 
granted or was necessary and proper to carry outa 
granted power? Was this necessary? Could not 
the functions of Government go on without this 
road to the railroad depot? The gentleman from 
Ohio seemed to think this Government was a sort 
of Aaron’s rod, and that, if it went to Cincinnati, 
that city would be totally swallowed up by it. Not 
atall. It might be placed in the vicinity, and the 
city would be greatly benefited. Give the people 
of Cincinnati the offer, and nineteen-twentieths of 
them would say yes, and agree to pay a handsome 
bonus. They would not ask Congress to make 
their streets for them, but would agree to put up 
` all necessary buildings. Instead of swallowing up 
the city, it would benefit and enlarge it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, said he should 
be very happy to accommodate the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jounson] by discussing the 
constitutional power of Congress to appropriate 
for the District of Columbia, but there was not 
time now to enter into so abstruse an argument. 
It was certainly the first time in his life that he 
(Mr. T.) had ever heard a question raised as to 
the power of the General Government over the 
subject of internal improvement in the Territories. 
No man had ever objected to it before. The Presi- 
dent never thought of such a thing. The honor- 
able pene Gail ne a bow-shot beyond all 
his Democratic friends in the exalted purity of his 
conatitutional views. e 
- Mr. JOHNSON said the gentleman laid great 
stress on the clause which declared that Congress 
should possess exclusive power of legislation over 
the District of Columbia. He would ask the gen- 
tleman one question: Could Congress make an 
establishment of religion in this District? 

Mr. THOMPSON. No, nor anywhere else; 
but the question convinced Mr. T. that the gentle- 
man had never read the Constitution in regard to 
this subject of internal improvements. Ithad been 
opposed in the Territories on the ground of expe- 
diency alone. ; 

But it seemed to him that the gentleman from 
Tennessee was not intending so much to make a 

constitutional argument against the power of Con- 
gress, as in setting up for bids for the removal 
of the seat of Government; he thought there were 
many places where the people would like to have 
it, and would give a great bonus to get it. Now, 

r. T. wanted it no nearer to him than it was 
at present. Heaven knew that it was quite near 
enough now. The people of his State wanted to 
haye it-no nearer; they did not desire to see it 
in the Mississippi valley: No. Let it remain 
where it was, and let these costly buildings con- 
tinue to be occupied in providing for its accom- 
modation; and let the people of this city. and. Dig- 
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trict feel the fostering hand of Government in a 
much larger degree than heretofore. 

The people in the West were not like the -poor 
citizens of the District of Columbia; they had tēgis- 
latures of their own, over whom they exercised 
control, and who must do their bidding; but here 
the people were completely disfranchised, and 
Congress was their only protecter. To subject 
them to all the whims and caprices of Congress, and 
then to abuse and denounce them and continually 
threaten them, was unfair, unmanly, hard, and 
unjust. l 

The question being on Mr. SawyEr’s motion to 
strike out, it was rejected without acount. 

The next item having been read: ‘‘ For paving 
the remainder of the centre space of Pennsylvania 
avenue to 15th street, $4,000’’— bes oa 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to strike it 
out. He said reference had been made to an origi- 
nal contract between the Government and the for- 
mer proprietors of: the ground on which this city 
stood; he had heard that contract often spoken of, 
but he had never yet seen it. 

Government had selected this as a fit site for the 
seat of the General Government; a proposition had 
then been made to the owners of the ground to 


‘locate the city on their land, and it was agreed that 


they and the Government should hold alternate 
lots. Now, which of the parties had been the 
gainer by such an arrangement? The land was 
then worth probably some three dollars an acre— 
certainly not over five. This raised its value an 
hundred fold. And he insisted that Government 
had spent on streets, bridges, and other local im- 
provements on this spot now much more than it 
ever had received. Mr. J. would be quite willing 
to relinquish to the city every lot not in front or 
in the immediate vicinity of the public buildings. 
It had been said, that the city had not taxed the 
public property. No; and in what State or county 
did any one ever hear of the State buildings and 
county property being taxed? Mr. J. then again 
referred to the amounts appropriated and assumed 
for the District. 

His motion was negatived. 

Mr. HUDSON read from a report made by the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings, stating what 
the Government owed the city on account of the 
zale of public lots. 

Mr. FICKLIN inquired by whom that report 
was made? 

Mr. HUDSON said, by the Commissioner of 
Pyblic Buildings—a high Democratic authority. 

Mr. FICKLIN said, the man who made it should 
have been dismissed from officethenextday. That 
officer had undertaken to decide a legal question 
which did not belong to him to decide. This was 
not a question between the present citizens of 
Washington and the Government, but between the 
Government and the original proprietors of the 
ground.” It was the proprietors who had agreed 
with the Government for every alternate lot; and 
had they not been greatly benefited by the bargain? 
It was the merest humbug to represent the Gov- 
ernment as indebted to the city for the amount of 
sales of public lots. This ground no more be- 
longed to the citizens of Washington than to the 
citizens of London. He would not call such rea- 
soning nonsense, because he felt too much respect 
for those who used it; but, in their zeal to build up 
and adorn this city, they had quite lost sight of the 
principles of tle Constitution. The citizens here 
had never given the Government one cent. If any- 
thing could be claimed, it was.ofly by the heirs of 
the original proprietors. 

Mr. TALLMADGE had felt a.good deal of sur- 
prise at the course of the honorable gentleman from 
Illinois. Any one that observed his smooth and 
sleek appearance and his rotundity of figure, might 
tell at a glance that he. was a member of the Com- 
mittee for the District, [a lauch;] and was this the 
return the gentleman made? [Increased merri- 
ment.] Mr. T. was on that committee himself, 
and, for one, he meant to stand by the cause of the 
city. 

This appropriation was to complete an avenue 
that ran immediately before the President’s house. 
Now, members of Congress were in the habit of 
visiting there; Mr. T. himself did, very often; and 
he did not want to risk the breaking of his neck 
whenever he left there at night. 

Mr. FICKLIN inquired whether the gentleman 
had ever broken his neck there yet? 

Mr. TALLMADGE aaid not yet; but it had been 
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preserved almost by miracle, not only there but in 
other parts of the city. Besides, Old‘ Zack was 
coming here; and as he had travelled qgyer many a 
hard road in Mexico, he wanted to givaiim a de- 
cent road by which to reach the White House. 
[Laughter.] | : 

Mr. RUMSEY moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting a proviso that the money. appropriated for 
city improvements should be expended under the 
direction of the Mayor and Corporation of Wash- 
ington, by the lowest responsible bidder; an engi- 
neer to be furnished by Government to make the 
necessary surveys. i 

He supported his amendment by some remarks, 
going to show. that the city authorities were a more 


proper power to take the superintendence of the ` 


expenditure of this money than the Commissioner 
of the Public Buildings. He did not want to see 
the money spent, as it would now be under exist- 
ing law, by the public gardener qnd his assistants: 
He was hardly willing they should exhaust the 
whole fund in day’s work. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved an amendment to. pay 
Walker for work done at Norfolk hospital. 
Agreed to. 

Also, for expenses of the survey of the boundary 
line between the United States and the Byitish 
provinces, $3,310 75. [He had read a letter from 
the Secretary of State showing that amount neces- 
sáry to close up the expenses of that line.) Agreed 
to 


Also, for continuing the publication of the works 
of the Exploring Expedition, including the print- 


ing of charts, pay of scientific corps, care of the - 


collections, &c., $30,000. “Agreed to. , 

Mr. FICKLIN moved that the committee rise. 
Rejected. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved an amendment repeal- 
ing the law requiring the cession by the States, in 
advance, of the jurisdiction of the sites of light- 
houses, as far as the light-houses at Galveston and 
other parts of Texas are concerned. 

The amendment was ruled out of order. 

Mr. MULLIN moved to'add as a proviso to the 
item for superintendents” of li¢ht-houses, that no 
part of the sum shauld be paid to any person who 
receives a salary as an officer of the customs, and 
that said services after , 1849, should be done 
by collectors of customs; Agreed to. 

Mr. McLANE moved an amendment for an 
inspector of light-houses in the Chesapeake bay, 
$1,200. Rejected. 


Mr. VENABLE moved that the committee rise, . 


Mr. VINTON hoped not. He thought they 
might get through the bill in an hour. 
he motion was agreed to: Ayes 66, noes 58— 
and the committee rose and reported progress. 
Mr. VINTON offered a resolution providing for 
a recess from the time of adjournment to 7 o’clock 
p. m., and, objection being made, moved a suspen- 
sion of the rules for the purpose. Pending thig 
question— | 
On motion, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, July 17, 1848. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public | 


Lands, made an adverse report on the memorial 
of Agnes Slack. 

The following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
NILEs, was taken up and adopted: 


Resolved, That the committee to audit and control the 
contingent expénses of the Senate he instructed to inquire 


whether the contract to report the proceedings and debates | 


of the Senate has been faithfully executed, and whether the 


same has answered the purpose; and, if not, to report some | 


measure to remedy the evil. 


Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on the | 
Judiciary, reported a bill for the modification of ` 
the laws regulating fines in the courts of the Uni- © 


ted States; which was read a first time. 
Mr. BADGER submitted the following, which- 


lies over: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- ` 
quested to communicate to the Senate. any information | 


which may be in the possession of the Executive relating to 
the seizure and capture of the American ship Admittance 
on the coast of California, by a vessel of war of the Unite 
States, and whether aiy and what proceedings have ocg- 
curred in regard to said vessel or her cargo, and to furnish the 
Senate with copies of all documents, papers, and communi- . 
cations in the possession of the Executive rejating to the 
same, 


d 


Qn motion af Mr. CLAYTON, the, select com; | 
| 
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mittee appointed to take charge of the bill for || 


establishing a Territorial Government in Oregon, 
&c., had leave to sit during the daily sittings of 
the Senate. 


+ NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On- motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill making. appropria- 
tions for the naval service. 

The question being on the amendment of the 
committee striking out the item of $7,500, for fur- 
aishing the marine hospital at New Orleans— 

Mr. DOWNS expresstd a hope.that the amend- 
ment would be rejected, and that the clause would 
be suffered to remain in the bill. 

The amendment of the committee was then re- 
jected. i 

Mr. BORLAND signified his intention, during 
the progress of the bill, to make some remarks on 
the subject of these hospitals. 

The bill was further amended, on motion of 
Mr. ATHERTON. _ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, laid on the table 
an amendment which he proposed ta offer, making 
an appropriation of $50,000 to compensate the 
officers of certain vessels lost in the service—the 
Peacock, Missouri, Grampus, Shark, and Somers— 
for clothing, &c., lost when the vessels were de- 
atroyed. 

“The amendment was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD desired to propose an 
amendment, appropriating a sum to pay the claim 
of certain persoas for exhibiting a process to pre- 
vent the explosion of steam-beilers, but said he 
would not urge it—a bill on the subject having 
been reported—should objection be made. 

Mr. ATHERTON said he must certainly oppose 
the amendment. ` 


Mr. UNDERWOOD then withdrew his propo- 


sition. 

Mr. NILES moved to amend the bill by striking 
out so much of the item relating to the ocean 
steamboats as provided for the payment of sums 


in advance, &c., and moved to postpone the far- 


ther consideration of the bill till to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLEN said, that at a proper time he 
should give some views in opposition to the whole 
system. Not that he expected that his remarks 
would be so successful as te arrest the bill, but he 
wished the country to be informed on the subject. 

The further consideration of the bill was then 
postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. DOWNS called up his resolution, making 


Senate bills.the business of the Senate on Fridays 
and Saturdays; but, 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the resolution was | 


laid on the table, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of: Executive business. At a late 
deur, the doora were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TueEspar, July 18, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


Mr. BOTTS, from the Committee ef Conference 
on the part of the House on the bill amendatory to 


, the act providing for the prosecution of the existing 


i war between the United States and the Republic 
| of Mexico, and for other purposes, made a report, 
recommending that the Senate recede from its first 
[two amendments to the bill, and that the House 
recede from its amendment asthe third section of 
the bill; and that the two Houses agree to the bill 
which was presented with the above report of the 
committee. : 

The previous question being moved and sec- 
‘onded, the main questien was ordered to be now 
put, viz: Will the House agree to the report of the 
‘Committee of Conference ? 

. Mr. BROWN, of Virginia, inquired of the 
Speaker if the question could be divided so as to 
take a separate vote on each of the sections? 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

Mr. BROWN said he might be forced to vote 
for the bill rather than lose the last section thereof. 
He was decidedly opposed to all but the first and 
last sections of the bill. 

Mr. COBB of Georgia inquired of the Speaker 
whether or not the report was susceptible of divis- 
ion ? 

The SPEAKER replied it waa not, 

Mr. COBB regretted that such was the case, as 
ia were provisions of the bill for which he would 
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be pleased to vote, and thought ought to be adopted; 


and wauld, to reach his object, inquire of the’ 


Speaker if, in the event of the rejection of the re- 
sas of the Committee of Conference by the two 
ouses it would not be in order to bave another 
Committee of Conference appointed, when the bill 
could be put in a proper shape, excluding the 
objectionable matter? ' 
he SPEAKER replied that it could be referred 
to another Committee of Conference. 

Mr. COBB said he should vote to reject the re- 
port with that object. | 

After further inquiries by Mr. FICKLIN and 
Mr. BOTTS— 

The vote on agreeing to said report was taken 
by yeas and nays: Yeas 149, nays none. So the 
report of the Committtee of Conference was agreed 
to. l 

Mr. BOTTS moved tọ reconsider the foregoing 
vote, and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table; which fatter motion was agreed 
to. 

The following is the bill as passed: 


AN ACT to aménd an act entitled “ An act supplemental to 
an act entitled ‘An act providing far the prosecution of 
the existing war between the United States and the Re- 
public of Mexico,’ ”? and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
proviso of the first section of an act approved the eighteenth 
day of June, one thousand eight hundred and forty-six, in 
the following words: “ That when the war with Mexico 
‘shall be terminated by a definitive treaty of peace, duly 
‘cencluded and ratified, the number of major generals in the 
‘army shall be reduced to one, and the number of brigadier 
‘ generals shall be reduced to two; and the President of the 
‘United States is authorized and directed to séicct from the 
‘whole number which may then be in office, without regard 
‘to the date of their commissions, the number to be retained, 
‘and cause the remainder to be discharged from the service 
‘of the United States,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed : 
Provided, That no vacancy happening in the grade of gèn- 
eral officer shall be filled up until the number is reduced to 
one major general and two brigadier generals. 

Sc. 2. And be it further enacted, That so much of the 
existing law as requires the discharge, at the close of the 
war with Mexico, of one additional major to each of the 
regiments of dragoons, artillery, infantry, and riflemen, in the 
army of the United States, who were appointed or promoted 
under the third section of the act passed on the eleventh day 
of February, one thousand eight hundred and forty seven, 
entitled ‘ An act to raise, for a limited time, an additional 
military force, and for other purposes,’ be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That so much of said 
act, passed on the eleventh of February, one thousand eight 
hundred and forty-seven, as requires the discharge, at the 
close of the war with Mexico, of two additional surgeons and 
twelve additional assistant surgeons, as authorized by the 
eighth section of said act; four quartermasters, and ten as- 
sistant quartermasters, as authorized by the tenth section of 
said act; and so much of the act of the third of March, 
eighteen hundred and forty-seven, as requires the discharge, 
at the close of the war with Mexico, of an assistant adjutant 
general, with the rank, pay, &c., of a lieutenant colonel of 
cavairy, and two assistant adjutants general, with the brevet 
rank, pay, &c., of a capfain of cavalry, as authorized by the 
second section of the said act of the third of March, eighteen 


} hundred and forty-seven ; and the two deputy paymasters, 


as authorized by the twelfth section of the last-mentioned 
act, and the two principal musicians allowed to each regiment 
of artillery by the eighteenth section ofthe saidlast-mentioned 
act, be, and the same is hereby, repealed: Provided, That 
no vacancy happening under the provisions so repealed shall 
be filled up until further authorized by law: And provided 
further, That the ten additional paymasters appointed in vir- 
tue of the said foregoing act of the 31 March, 1847, shall be 
retained in service until the 4th day of March, 1849. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That all the officers of 
the old army who received appointments in any of the addi- 


tional regiments raised for the war with Mexico shall be re- | 


stored to their former regiments or corps and rank, as addi- 


tional officers, of the respective grades to which they would: 


have succeeded, and to which they shall now succeed, in 
virtue of their former commissions: Provided, That such offi- 
cers so restored shal] be reappointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and cOMsent of the Senate: And provided, 


| That the next vacancy happening in such grade of such regi- 


ment or corps to which they succeed shall not be filled. 

Sec. 5. And he it further enacted, That the officers, non- 
commissioned officers, musicians, and privates engaged in 
the military service of the United States in the war with 
Mexico, and who served out the term of their engagement, 
or have been or may be honorably discharged; and first to 
the widows, second to the children, third to the parents, 
and fourth to the brothera and sisters of such whe have been 
killed in battle, or who died in service, or who, having been 
honorably discharged, have since dicé, or may hereafter die, 
without receiving the three months’ pay herein provided 
for, shall be entitled to receive three months’ extra pay: 
Provided, That this provision of this fifth section shall only 
apply to those who have been in actual service during the. 
war. 


COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


Mr. PEASLEE asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to present a communication from the 
Commissioner of Patents, with the accompanying 
papers, relating to charges which had been pre- 
ferred against him to this Hause, 

Mr. P. remarked that it was well known that. 
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grave and important charges had been presented 


to this House by one of the recent Examiners of 
the Patent Office, impugning the integrity of the 
Commissioner of Patents as an officer, and his 
character and conduct as aman. He said that it 
was due to the Commissioner of Patents, inasmuch 
as these charges had been spread far and wide, and 
this House had at last been made their theatre, 
that the Commissioner of Patents should have an 
opportunity to vindicate himself, and to show that 
these serious charges were wholy unfounded and 
Auli as he was authorized to say they were 

y the Commissioner of Patents, in the broadest 
and most comprehensive sense, in general and in 
detail. He therefore hoped’no one would object 
to the reception of the communication aid accom- 
panying papers, and their reference to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. CONGER objected, under a misapprehen- 
sion of Mr. P.’s object, but afterwards withdrew 
his objection. l 

Mr. FARRELLY said this matter had been 
before the Committee on Patents, but, at this late 

eriod of the session, the committee thought it 
impossible that they could investigate the matter; 
but, if they attempted it, they must be authorized 
by the House to send for persons and papers. He 
therefore moved, as directed, that the Committee 
on Patents be authorized to send for persons and 
papers, but said he hoped the House would vote 
it down. ; 

Mr. PEASLEE said that, in behalf of the Com- 
missioner of Patents, he hoped there would be no 
objection to this motion, for the Commissioner was 
extremely desirous of the opportunity of showing 
the utter falsity of these charges, which had been 
made in so many places, but which he had had no 
opportunity as yet to meet and refute; and he was 
authorized to say that the more thorough the ex- 
amination, the more full and searching the inqui- 
ries of the committee, the more gratifying it would 
be to that officer, confident as he was that the 
affairs of the Patent Office. had been faithfully and 
properly administered. 

The question being put on referring the com- 
munication of Mr. Burke, with the accompanying 
papers, to the Committee on Patents— 

r. GOGGIN moved to amend by striking out 
the Committee on Patents, and inserting a select 
committee. Disagreed to. 

The question on giving the committee power to 
on for persons and papers was then put and car- 
ried. 

And Mr. Burke’s memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Patents, with power to send for 
persons and papers. 

Mr. HARALSON called up the motion he made, 
yesterday to reconsider the vote by which the res- 


olution was passed directing the Clerk of the House ` 


to farfiish to each member of the House a printed 
copy of ail the acts and resolutions passed by Con- 
gress and approved by the President, as soon as 
practicable, after the same shall have been severally 
approved. 

The question on reconsideration was put and 
agreed to. | 

The resolution was then referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, to inquire and report to the 
House the probable cost of printing and distribu- 
tion of the laws. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Commitee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Root, of Ohio, in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill. 

Mr. TURNER moved to amend the item pro- 
viding for the survey of the public lands by increas- 
ing the amount from ¢50,000 to $115,000. 

Mr. TURNER condemned the policy of redu- 
cing the appropriations for surveys of public lands, 
and argued that the amount annually appropri- 
ated for years past, and now asked by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, should be 
appropriated, and that it would conduce to the in- 
crease of revenue from the land sales. 

Mr. VINTON, under instructions from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, moved an amend- 
ment to the amendment to make the appropriation 
$65,000. He explained the data upon which the 
committee had acted. There had been, from year 


. to year, five times as many lands surveye@as there 


was. any demand for; the consequence was, that 


948 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


A rch mend cnn E he 18, 


there was now surveyed and in market ı a quantity 
of lands vastly greater than all the land which had 
been sold from the foundation of the Government 
up to the present day. The good lands in market 
were the greater partof them seeking buyers, and 
finding none.. This amendment provided for the 
survey of five million acres—about twice as much, 
instead of five times as much, as would probably 
be sold during the present year. The committee 
thought there was no pressing necessity for the 
enlarged surve Indeed, he was of opinion that 
it would be w allt to suspend the surveys altogether, 


' except in some particular locations, until this im- 


mense quantity of lands in market should be dis- 
posed of, to some extent at least. Now, every 
year we were told by the Executive that this im- 
mense quantity of lands in the market and not sold 
was conclusive evidence that they were good for 
nothing; whereas the sale of lands was regulated 
by the demand, in the same way as cotton, broad- 
cloth, or any other commodity in market. 

This was the general view of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, that, if provision was made for 
the survey of twice as much as would probably be 
sold during the present year, it would be going far 
enough, when they took into consideration the 
present glutted state of the market. 

After some conversation, Mr. McCLERNAND . 
desiring to obtain the floor— 

Mr. TURNER accepted the amendment of Mr. 
Vinton, and modified his amendment accordingly. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved to amend the 
amendment by increasing the sum to $115,000. 

The proposition laid ‘down by the gentleman 
from Ohio, that the demand for the public lands 
must regulate the sale, was true (said Mr. McC.) 
as a general propositian; but that demand was to 


‘be regulated in some measure by the legislation of 


Congress on the subject. 
pu tup na minimum price to ten, fifteen, or one 

undred dollars per acre, of course it would de- 
crease the aale; on the contrary, if they decreased 
the price, they increased the sale. 

The gentleman stated that a larger amount had 
been surveyed from year to year than had been 
sold. That was true. But the amount not sold 
was, to agreat extent; proportionate to the amount 
of inferior lands, those not worth $1 25 per acre; 
so that we had to survey more lands than we sold, 
in order to satisfy to public demand for lands worth 

1 25 anacre. Between $100,000 and $200,000 
ad been.appropriated annually, for several years, 
for these surveys, and it was now proposed to reduce 
the amount to $50,000, and subsequently to $65,000. 
By the distribution act passed by the Whig Con- 


For example, if they 


gress of 1841, the gentleman and his party pledged 


$150,000 for these sueveys; the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office recommended $115,000 for 
this year, estimating for the surveys of mįneral 
lands in Iowa and Wiscónsin alone $40,000. ` But 
the Committee of Waysand Means, on their own 
dicta,on their own vague speculations,have assumed 
to cut down the whole appropriation to $50,000 or 
$60,000. The consequence would be, that large 
quantities in Iowa, Wisconsin, and Michigan, and 
other States, would have to be overlooked altogether 
and not surveyed for the present. The conse- 
quence would be, first, that it would decrease the 
revenue by keeping desirable lands out of mar ket, 
and that, too, at a time when we needed all the rev- 
enue that could be received. In the next place, it 
was making a vital assault upon the new States, 
by discouraging emigration to those States, and 
preventing their development and settlement. It 
was also an attempt to do that which Congress 
could not do—to force the sale of lands for a dollar 
and a quarter which were not worth that sum, by 
limiting the sales to inferior lands. It would also 
postpone the period of graduation, which perhaps 
was one of the obfects of the committee. It was’ 
a aa ea which, while $150,000 had been pledged 

en the proceeds of the’ sales were to be squan- 
dered among the States, now, when they were to 
go into the treasury, cut’ down the surveys to 
$50,000. It was a policy which was shaped to 
carry out party views, and might be regarded as 
a direct assault on the new States. He called the 
attention of their Representatives and people to it. 
He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. McCLELLAND renewed it. He believed 
that all those surveys contemplated by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office in Michigan, 
Towa, and Wisconsin would be materially affected 
if this reduction of appropriation was made. If he 


was wrong, the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
CorLameERr] could correct him. 

Mr. COLLAMER said the surveys in the State 
of Michigan, to a very considerable extent, must 
go on, because there was an appropriation in the 
bill for the geological survey by itself; the lineal 
surveys, therefore, must go on and keep pace with 
them. They could not locate without. 

Mr. McCLELLAND said, if he understood the 
Commissioner correctly, he stated if the amount 
recommended was not allowed, the lineal surveys 
could not be kept up with the geological examina- 
tions, and that it was important for them to go on 
in Michigan. 

Mr. COLLAMER said it was true the Commis- 
sioner said if this amount was cut down, the lineal 
surveys necessary in Michigan could not be made. 

Mr. VINTON said the bill appropriated this 
sum in addition to the unexpended balance in the 
treasury. The Secretary reported that there was 
an umexpended balance of appropriations, which 
might be carried to the surplus fund, of $89,000; 
so that they would have thia $89, 000 i in addition 
to the $65,000 which the committee proposed to 
appropriate, and also the various items for survey 

ofthe mineral lands, which were additional items by 
themselves. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, stated that there 
were seven millions of acres now under contract 
for survey. 

Mr. McCLELLAND said, if he understood the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, he asked 
for $115,000 over and above this unexpended bal- 
ance of former appropriations, and complained that 
if this appropration was not made, then he would 
not be able to go on with these surveys in Michi- 
gan, Iowa, and Wisconsin, which he said were, 
in his opinion, absolutely necessary not only for 
the settlement of the States, but for the increase of 
the revenue itself. Now, he asked the gentleman 
from Ohio—and he certainly knew very well how 
it was in his State—he (Mr. McC.) was certain it 
was the case in Michigan—whether there were not 
a great many of the surveyed lands that in all pro- 
bahility never would be sold. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected: 
Ayes 53, noes 70; and the modified amendment of 
Mr. TURNER, appropriating $65,000, was agreed 
to. 

Mr. DICKINSON moved to strike out the item 
of $40,000 for compensation of geologists, assistant 
geologists, laborers, packmen, and incidental ex- 
penses attending the geological examination and 
survey of the mineral lands in Michigan, Wiscon- 
sin, and Iowa, including the amount required for 
the third and fourth quarters of the year ending the 
30th June, 1848. Lost. 

Mr. TURNER moved to add $20,000 for a. 
geological survey of Oregon. Lost. 

Mr. VINTON moved, by direction of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, to amend the items for 
intercourse with foreign nations, by the insertion 
of an item of $9,000 for outfit of a minister to 
Russia. Agreed to. 

Mr. HILEIARD moved to amend the item for 
ministers to certain specified courts, by adding the 
word § Austria;”’ aad on this he spoke his five 
minutes in reply to the speech of the E 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. J. R. IncersoLL,] d 
livered snme short time ago. 

Mr. MARSH, on a pro forma motion, expressed 
his views on this subject. 

Mr. HiLL1aRD’s amendment ayas then rejected. 

Mr. HILLIARD next moved to insert The word 
« Turkey,’’ where a minister resident is now sent, 
for whom, he said, $6,000 was insufficient. He 
argued this question through his allotted five min- 
utes. ; 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILLIARD moved an additional item of 
$3,910 76 for the services of Mr. John Randolph 
Clay, Secretary of Legation to the Court of Austria 
during the absence of the United States minister, 
when the duties of the-mission devolved on him. 
He said the Gommittee on Foreign Affairs had 
declined recommending the payment of outfit 
ht infit, but proposed to pay him the increased 
salar 

Mr. VINTON, on a pro forma motion, con- 
tended that inquiry should: be made from the Sec- 
retary of State whether the services had been 
rendered and not patd for. 

Some conversation ensued, in which Mr. C. J. 
' INGERSOLL and others took part. 


a er Ge ee eee ea eee amendment was agreed, to. 


Mr. DUER moved an additional item to com- 
pensate Mr. Dorr for services rendered at Valpa- 
raiso, Chili. Mr. Dorr was consul, and. during 
the absence of the representative of ‘this Gofern- 
ment he discharged duties as chargé. Agreed to. 
Mr. HILLIARD moved separate items to give 
Mr. Martin the compensation of chargé, deducting. 
his satary as secretary of legation, for services 
rendered at Paris from the time of Mr. King’s de- 
parture and Mr. Rush’s arrival; and the like com- 
pensation to Dr, Parker for services rendered at 
China. They were both agreed to. 

Mr. BARROW made a like motion, which wag 
agreed to, to-compensate Mr. Donnett, then United 
States consul, for services. at Portugal from the 
trme of Mr. Kavanagh ’3 departure to Mr. Barrow’s 
arrival. 

The committee rose and reportetl the bill at 
twenty-seven minutes after one o’clock. 

The House proceeded to consider the bill and 
amendments. 


which was seconded, and the main question or- 
dered, viz: Will the Efouse concur with the Com- 
mittee of the Whole in their amendments? 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved a separate’ 
vote on the amendment providing compensation 
for a clerk to the Sergeant-at-arms. It was taken 
by yeas and nays, and resulted in the affirmative: 
Yeas 109, nays 53. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, asked: a division of the 
question on the amendment. providing for the pur- 
chase of the Jefferson and the Hamilton papers, 
y as to take a@ separate vote on each branch there- 


The SPEAKER decided tħat a division of the 
amendment could not be had. 
ae COBB appealed from the decision of the 
air. 
The question was put on the appeal, and the 
HAIR was sustained. 
The vote on agreeing to the amendment was 
taken by yeas and nays, and resulted: Yeas 73, 
nays, 97. 
So the House rejected the amendment to pur- 
chase the papers of Mr. Jefferson and, Genera} 
Alexander Hamilton. 
The amendment reducing the salary of the 
principal clerk in the stock bureau, Treasury De- 
partment, from $1,400 to $1,200, was separately 
voted on, and was disagreed to. 
The amendment providing for repairs of the 
Capitol; for the improvement and enriching of the 
Capitol grounds; for fencing the public squares 
north, south, and west of the Capitol square; for 
repairs on the President’s House; for lighting 
Pennsylvania avenue; for keeping in repair the 
iron pipes conveying water to the Capitol, and for 
sprinkling Pennsylvania avenue, was read. 


Mr. SAWYER asked a separate vote thereon. 
affirmative: Yeas 91, nays 81. 


the amendment. reducing the mileage and pay of 
the persons who are to bring the vote of the elec- 


the affirmative: Yeas 89, nays 87. 


agreeing to the amendment for the purchase of a 
site for the erection of a custom-house at Charles- | 


ton, South Carolina, and resulted in the affirmative: | 
Yeas 89, nays 71. 

The yeas and nays were taken on agreeing to | 
the amendment striking out the item making an 
appropriation for the removal of the a 
to navigation in the Savannah river, and resulted 
Yeas 85, nays 84, as follows: 


YEAS—Mesars. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bingham, Bird- 
gall, Bocock, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, William G. Brown, 
Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Chase, Beverly L. Clarke, 
Howell Cobb, Wilkameon R. W. Cobh, Collins. Daniel, Dick- 
inson, Garnett Duncan, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, Fries, 
Fulton, Green, Hammons, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, 
Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Iverson, 
Andrew Johnson, James H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, ‘Lahm, La Sére, Sid- 
ney Lawrence, Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, Lynde, Maclay, 
McClelland, McClernand, McDowell, Job Mann, Meade, 
Milter, Morris, Nicoll, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, 
Rhett, Richey, Rockhill, Sawyer, Simpson, Smart, Stanton, 
Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Thomas, James Thompson, 
Hliam Thompson, 


Jacob Thompson, John B. Tompon ra wae 


Thurston, T urner, Venable, Wallace, 
mot, and Woodward—85. 


Mr. VINTON moved the previous question, ` 


It was taken by yeas and nays, and resulted in the 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia, asked a separate vote on | 


| 
| 


toral colleges for President of the United States to | 
the seat of Government. ; 
It was taken-by yeas and nays, and resulted in | 


i 
A separate vote was taken by yeas and nays on - 


1848. 


» 
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NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Barringer, Barrow, Blanchard, 
Boydon, Brady, Butler, Cabell, Chapman, Franklin Clark, 
Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, 
Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Dunn, 
Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, 
` Fisher, Flournoy, Gaines, Gayle, Goggin, Gregory, Nathan 
K. Hall, James G. Hainpton, Haskell, Henry, Hilliard, lsaac 
E. Holmes, £lias B. Holmes, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Jo- 
seph R. Ingersoll, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas Butier 
King, Daniel P. King, William T. Lawrence, Lincoln, Mce- 
Tivaine, Horace Mann, Marsh, Morehead, Mullin, Neilson, 
Newall, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pendleton, Pollock, Preston, Put- 
nam, Julius Rockwell, Roman, Rose, Root, Rumsey, St. 
John, Schenck, Shepperd, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, 
Stuohm, Tallmadge, Taytor, Thibodeaux, R. W. ‘Thompson, 
Tompkins, Toombs, Tuck, Vinton, and Warren—84. 

The SPEAKER then voted in the negative, 
making yeas 85, nays 85—a tie. 7 

So the amendment was lost, and said appropria- 
tion is retained in the bill. 

Mr. BURT moved, at 4 o’clock, that the House 
adjourn. Lost. Yeas 73, nay 82. 

Special votes were taken on numerous amend- 
ments other than the foregoing, to which exceptions 
were takep as they were read. The action of the 
Committee of the Whole in every case being con- 
curred in, the amendments were agreed to. 

The other amendments, to'which no exceptions 
were taken, were then cgreed to. i 

The amendments having all been acted on, the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. WENTWORTH objected to the third 
reading of the bill at this time unless it was en- 
grossed; and, it not being engrossed, the House 
adjourned. 


- PETITIONS; ETC. 
The following memorials and petitions were presented 
ander the rule, and referred : | 


By Mr. EDWARDS: The memorial of the heirs of Sur- 
geon L. A. Wolpley, United States army, asking a pension. 

By Mr. HARMANSON: The petition of Thomas Cock- 
‘eran, William Campbell, and 49 others, fora mail route from 
Harrisonburg to Nachitoches, via Rowesville, Desdemona, 
and Thoineson’s Springs, Louisiana. , 

By Mr: TALLMADGE: The petition of Everett & Bat- 
telie for return of penalty paid the United States. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvuespay, July 18, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Treasury Department, 
in answer to a resolution of the 13th May last, 
calling for a statement of all the imports and man- 
ufactures, and quantity and value of all mineral 
coal, from the Ist July, 1847, to the Ist May, 1848. 
The Register of the Treasury says but few returns, 
_ and those from the minor districts, for the last quar- 
ter have been received. | 

{The statement of the Register, as far as returns 
enable him to show, gives the value of imported 
iron, and its variety of manufacture, as $9,464,841; 
the coal as 164,447 tons, value $369,243. ] 

The communication was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, inquired of the 
‘Chair if any answer had been received to a resolu- 
tion submitted by him some weeks since, calling 
for the increase of the number of officers in the 
custom-house at Baltimore, &c.? 

The CHAIR replied, that the Journal did not 
show that any answer had been returned. 
= Mr. JOHNSON. Then, if it be not received 
to-day or to-morrow, I shall renew the call. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

_ Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported a recommendation that the Senate 
concur in the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill amending the act entitled “An 
act granting half-pay to widows or orphans,’’ 
where their husbands and fathers have died of 
‘wounds received in the military service of the 
‘United States, in cases of deceased officers and 
soldiers of the militia and volunteers. 

Mr. BADGER made an objection to the phrase- 
ology of the amendment, as it appeared to confer 
a power on the Secretary of War, on consultation 
with the President, to interpose obstructions to the 
zranting of pensions. He presumed that the words 
had slipped in by an oversight. 

| Mr. DIX admitted that the words were not such 

as he would have used had he drawa up the sec- 
iion. But he did not view the matter as of any 
importance, as-the construction apprehended by 
‘he Senator from North Carolina could not be put 
ən the language. 


Mr. BORLAND complained that too much dis- 
cretion was already given to Executive officers. 
He would prefer the recommitment of the report, 
with instructions to report rules and instructions 
for the government of the officers. 7 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, said, the intro- 
duction of the words.used was unfortunate; but he 
did not think they could be so construed as to give 
to the Commissioner of Pensions power to refuse 
the payment of pensions. He thought it would 
not be necessary to recommit the report. 

Mr. BRADBURY expressed his belief that the 
Executive officers, by their rigid construction of 
the laws, merited praise rather than censure. 

Mr. BORLAND referred to some decisions, to 
sustain his statement that the Commissioner had 
put a wrong construction on existing laws; but he 
disavowed any intention to impute any improper 
motive to that officer. He had no doubt that the 
Commissioner acted from a conscientious interpre- 
tation of his duty. 

Mr. BERRIEN moved to amend the report, by 
striking out certain words and inserting others. 

Mr. DIX thought the change would be produc- 
tive of no benefit; and it was thought very desirable 
by the committee that the bill should not be sent 
back to the House. 

Mr. BORLAND said, the amendment precisely 


‘met his views. 


Mr. HALE remarked, that it required great 
vigilance on the part of the Commissioner to guard 
against fraudulent application. While he (Mr. 
H.) was law officer of the Government, he had 
opportunities of ascertaining the extent of these 
frauds. . 

The amendment of Mr. Berrien was then dis- 
agreed to, and the report of the Committee was 
adopted. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses to the House bill to amend an act 
entitled ‘ An act supplemental to an act providing 
for the prosecution of the existing war between 
the United States and the Republic of Mexico, 
and for other purposes,” reported various amend- 
ments. 

The bill and report were ordered to be printed; 
but, on motion of Mr. BENTON, in a subsequent 
stage of the proceedings, the Senate concurred in 
the report of the committee. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. BREESE, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a mail route from Lebanon, in St. Clair county, 
through Marine Town, in Madison county, and Staunton 
in Macoupin county, to @arlinsville, the county seat of said 
county. 


Mr. MASON submitted the following, which 
was ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be authorized:to 
employ a clerk annually, whose duties shall be the same as 
those now pertormed by the clerks of the Committee of 
Claims in the House of Representatives, until otherwise 
directed, to be paid monthly by the Secretary of the Senate 
out of the contingent fund, such compensation as shall be 
fixed by the committee, not exceeding that allowed to en- 
grossing clerks of the Senate. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, submitted the fol- 
lowing: i 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to 
pay to J. C. Frémont, for his labor and services since he left 
the army of the United States, in preparing and compiling 
the map of Oregon and California, as ordered by the Senate 
on the 2d February, 1847, and in drawing up a geographical 
memoir in jilustratiop of said map: Provided, That the rate 
of pay shall not exceed that allowed to S. N. Nicollet, Esq., 
for similar labors and services in preparing and compiling 
his hydrographical and topographical map of the basin of the 
Upper Mississippi. - 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
BADGER, was taken up and adopted. 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate any infor mation which 
may be in the possession of the Exetutive relating to the 
seizure and capture of the American ship Admittance, on 
the coast of California, by a vessel of war of the United 
States, and whether any and what proceedings have oc- 
curred in regard to said vessel or her cargo, and to furnish 
the Senate with copies of all documents, papers, and còm- 
munications in the possession of the Executive relating to 


the same. ; 


LIGHT-HOUSES. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the joint resolution to extend the time 
for the erection of certain light-houses; which was 
read a third time and passed. 


Mr. WALKER, on leave, introduced a bill to 
modify the fourth clause of the seventh section of 
an act entitled ‘‘ An act to enable the people of 
Wisconsin Territory to frame a constitution and 
State government, and for the admission of such 
State into the Union,” approved 6th August, 
1846; which was read twice,.and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the naval service for 
the year ending June 30, 1849. 

The question being on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senate, striking out the appropriations 
for the marine hospitals at Pittsburg, Cleveland, 
Louisville, &c.— 

Mr. PHELPS expressed some surprise at the 
multiplication of marine hospitals in the West, 
chil along the Atlantic coast there were but 
three. 

Mr. BORLAND went at some length into the 
extent of the commerce of the West, and the ne- 
cessity, growing out of that increase, for the erec- 
tion of marine hospitals. He also stated what 
were the rules and regulations by which these in- 
stitutions are governed. He illustrated thre subject 
by quotations from the memorial of the Memphis 
Convention. This commerce was valued at three 
hundred millions of dollars in 1843; and it has 
now increased so as to make it a fair calculation 
that the commerce of the West, along the ten 
thousand miles embraced in that portion of the 
country, amounts to nearly or quite five hundred 
millions of dollars. The revenue collected from 


‘this commerce is about $250,000. This has been 


drawn from the owners and masters of these boats. 
He regarded the Government as bound to disburse 
this amount of money among these boatmen. 
They have paid into the hands of the Government 
at least two millions of dollars, and this sum is 
still annually increasing. These facts led the Gov- 
ernment to recommend the erection of these ma- 
rine hospitals. He expressed his conviction that 
the West, in consequence of this large amount of 
annual contributions, was entitled to these hos- 
pitals, for want of which there had been great 
suffering among the boatmen of the western rivers. 
He stated that in his professional career he had 
attended one hundred of these persons at a time, 
when they had not only no means to pay their phy- 
sician, but were even dependent on the charity of 
the town for the means to pay for the medicines. 
He supposed it would be made a ground of objec- 
tion, that the West was an insatiable beggar; but he 
contended that she was not more craving than the 
East. He quoted from various sources to show 
that the appropriations made for the Atlantic coast 
very greatly exceeded those made for the -western 
waters. The objection which had been urged 
against these appropriations, that they are out of 
their place in this bill, he regarded as entitled to 
no weight. At this late period of the session, it 
would scarcely be possible to get up.the subject in 
the form of a separate bill, so as for it to have any 
chance of its passage during this session. d 

Mr. PHELPS made some remarks on the ex- 
traordinary extent to which this system had been 
carried. He thought there was too much liberality 
in making appropriations for eight or nine of these 
edifices in a single bill. He was willing to finish 
the hospitals commenced, but should bs opposed 
to any new ones. 

Mr. BORLAND explained some of his former 
positions in ply 
. Mr. ATHERTON defended the course of the 
committee, in striking out the clause, contending 
that the whole of the money for these marine hos- 
pitals came out of the treasury of the United 
States, and not from the hospital fund. 

Mr. BORLAND replied. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, said the sites 
had all been purchased for these hospitals, and 
the appropriation was necessary to carry them 
on. = 

The amendment.of the committee was disagreed 
to, and the clause was not stricken out, and a sim- 
ilar amendment relative to another marine hospi- 
tal was also disagreed to. i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, called for the spe- 
cial order, being the motion to go into Executive 
business. = 


Mr. YULEE and Mr. NILES obtained permis- 


| sion to make some remarks by way of explanation 


950 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. - 


J uly 19, 


a aaa 


in relation to the contracts made by the Secretary 
of the Navy, relative to the Atlantic steam ves- 
sels. ` 
The bill was then laid on the table for the present; 
and, 

On motion af Mr. BENTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive besiness. 
In about an hour, the doors were reopened, and 


THE PROPOSED COMPROMISE. 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the select committee on 
the Territories of Oregon, California, and New 
Mexico, reported a bill for the organization of Ter- 
ritorial Governments in each of them. [It appeared 
to be a very long bill, containing no less than thir- 
ty-seven sections. } 

Mr. Crayton said the subjects referred to this 
committee were of infinite difficulty. The Territo- 
ries for which temporary civil governments were 
to be organized embraced an area of 1,044,492 
square miles—about as large as that of one-third 
of all Europe, and capable of sustaining, sooner or 
later, the population of a mighty empire. The 
Intrinsic difficulties necessarily belonging to such 
an organization were increased by the nature and 
character.of the population now existing there, as 
well as that hereafter to be introduced by the ex- 
tension of the Constitution and laws of the United 
States over so vast a country. 

The committee had entered upon the discharge 
of their duties, under all these embarrassments, 
with untiring industry, with a zealous resolution, 
and an indefatigable spirit, which he had never 
known surpassed. He felt it due, in justice to 
each and every one of his colleagues, to say, that 
amidst all their long conferences and laborious dis- 
cussions on the various topics necessarily consid- 
ered by them, the most conciliatory spirit had been 
evinced by them, each endeavoring to maintain the 
honor and interest, not merely of his own section 
of country, but that of the whole nation, and each 
endeavoring to yield so much as he felt could be 
properly and honorably conceded, without the sac- 
riffce of what was essentially due to his own con- 
stituents and the people of all the States. The con- 
ferences of the committee were in this spirit—at- 
tended with free and ample discussion—and, after 
a full interchange of views, a vote was taken on a 

roposition moved by the Senator from Missouri, 
Fer. ArcuHison,] ‘that the spirit of the Missouri 
compromise be adopted to govern the settlement 
of all the Territories of the United States.’ On 
this question the committee divided, five for and 
three against the motion. The Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. Brieut] then moved the proposition, 
notice of which had been previously given in the 
Senate, containing the words of the Missouri com- 
promise. As the condition of the territory was 
now said to be different from that to which that 
compromise applied in 1820, a motion was made 
by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. UnpErwoop] 
to amend that proposition by providing that “all 
. the territory in New Mexico and California, south 
of the parallel of 36° 30’, shall be placed on the 
same footing in all respects as to slavery that ex- 
isted in Louisiana while it was a territory.’ On 
this question the committee divided, four for the 
motion and four against it. After the failure of 
this motion, the question was taken on the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Kentucky, and witha 
like result—the committee being again equally di- 
vided. 

At this stage of the proceedings all compromise 
appeared to be impossible. But the committee 
proceeded afterwards to consider a proposition to 
endeavor to adjust the great question, at least so 
far as to enable Congress to extend the laws over 
and provide for the administration of justice in the 
‘Territories, leaving for the present the settlement 
of it to the laws of population, or the adaptation 


of soil, climate, and all circumstances to the various. 


kinds of labor. While it was admitted on all sides 
that by far the greatest portion of the Territories 
was properly adapted to free labor, and would ne- 
cessarily be free soil forever, yet it was also with 
shy unanimity conceded that there was a portion 
of it where free labor never could be introduced, 
owing to the climate and the peculiar productions 
of that portion. It was thought that if Oregon, 
which no one imagines can ever be slaveholding, 
could be organized as the people of that Territory 
desired, by the temporary adoption of their present 
_ laws interdicting or prohibiting slavery till the 
Territorial Legislature proposed to be organized 


by a popular vote, under the bilt referred to us, 
could enact some law on the subject, most of the 
objections which had been urged in debate to the 
twelfth section would be obviated without any 


sacrifice of principle by those who urged them; | 
and that, after thus disposing of the question, so 


far as relates to Oregon, the Territories of Califor- 
nia and New Mexico could be organized in the 
same bill by the appointment of a governor, sen- 
ator, and judges, to compose, according to the old 
precedents, a temporary Legislature for each of 
these Territories, but without the power to legis- 
late on the on be of slavery; thus placing that 
question beyond the power of the Territorial Legis- 
lature, and resting the right to introduce or pro- 
hibit slavery in these two Territories on the Con- 
stitution, as the same should be expounded by the 
judges, with a right of appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. It was thought that by this 
means Congress would avoid the decision of this 
distracting question, leaving it to be settled by the 
silent operation of the Constitution itself; and that 
in case Congress should refuse to touch the sub- 
ject, the country would be slaveholding only where, 
by the ws of Nature, slave labor was effective, 
and free labor could not maintain itself. On the 
other hand, in case Congress should hereafter 
choose to adopt the compromise line of 36° 30’, 
(north of which, I suppose, it is not expected that 
slave labor can be introduced,) or any other rule 
of settlement, it will be free to act as to ifs wisdom 
and patriotism shall seem fit. 

After many conflicts of opinion, these views 
thus generally expressed were substantially agreed 
upon with great unanimity, all the members of the 
committee agreeing to make the report, and but 
two of them (one from the North and the other 
from the South) disapproving any of the material 
features as they understand it. By order of the 


committee, I have prepared a. bill in accordance 


with these views. It contains some important 
amendments to the Oregon bill, particularly so far 
as it corrects the defective description of the bound- 
aries in that bill. 

I do not expect, sir, that this or any other prop- 
osition which the wit of man can possibly suggest, 
will prevent agitation on this subject, which 1s now 
daily spreading through the country, and, I fear, 
dividing it into geographical parties. If the Mis- 
souri compromise of 36° 30’ should be adopted, the 
agitators would immediately raise the standard of 
repeal, and agitate as fiercely as ever. We know 
that, sir. They will agitate after the passage of 
any bill. But-this bill resolves the wholé question 
between the North and South into a constitutional 
and a judicial question. It only asks of men of 
all sections to stand by the Cagstitution, and suffer 
that to settle the difference by its own tranquil 
operation. If the Constitution settles the question 
either way, let those who rail at the decision vent 
their indignation against their ancestors who 
adopted it. We offer no bill to introduce slavery 
by Congressional anactment into any free territory. 
If, as the South contends, the Constitution gives 
the right to carry their slaves there, they will 
maintain that right. If, as the North eontends, 
the Constitution confers no such right, they will 
vindicate theirclaim. And Oregon will be at once 
organized as a Territory, with power to elect their 
own Legislature—a power which the committee 
think cannot now, with any propriety, be con- 


ferred upon the population of the two other terri- 


tories. 

I now, sir, have the honor to report, as an amend- 
ment and a substitute for the bill referred to the 
select committee, ‘* A bill to establish the Terri- 
torial Governments of Oregon, California, and 
New Mexico.” The committee, with all becoming 
modesty, desire to say that they do not view their 
work as perfect; but it is the very best which, 
under all the embarrassing circumstances of their 
position, they have been-able to propose. To the 
Senate they appeal for assistance to correct any 
errors into which they may have inadvertently 
fallen. But it is the honest opinion of a large ma~ 
jority of the committee, that by the passage of this 

ill the safety of the Union will be placed beyond 
the reach of agitation, and that the question, and 
the only question, which now threatens to endanger 
it, may be, not immediately but ultimately, put 
at rest forever. 

The bill was then read a first time and unani- 
mously ordered to be printed. i 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenvwnespay, July 19, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. FARRELLY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the Committee on Patents was yester- 
day authorized to send for persons and papers in 


the mvestigation of the charges preferred against 
: the Commissioner of Patents. A 


eed to. 

On motion of Mr. FARRELLY, the Committee 
on Patents were authorized to employ a clerk. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, to which was referred the 
bill of the House for the relief of certain eitizens 
of Lowndes county, Mississippi, reported the sanie 
back to the House without amendment. 

On motion, the bill was laid on the table. 

Mr. E. also reported from the same committee 
a bill supplementary to an act entitled ** An act sup- 
plementary to an act ehtitled ‘ An act to encourage: 
the introduction and promote the cultivation of 
tropical plants,’ ”’ approved Sth July, T838. Read 
and committed. | 

Also, from the same comimitee, the following 
bills: To grant land to the inhabitants of town- 
ship eighteen, north of ranges one and two, west 
of the fourth principal meridian of the State of INi- 
nois, for schoo] purposes; to grant other lands in 
lieu of the sixteenth section to the school commis- 
sioners of township two north, range nine, west of 
the fourth principal meridian, in the county of 
Adanis, State of Filinois; to grant to the trustees 
of township thirty-eight north, of range five east, 
in the county of Elkhart, State of Indiana, so much ° 
public land as may, with the fractional sixteenth 
section therein, make up an entire section; which 
bills were severally read three times, passed, and 
sent to the Senate for concurrence. | 

Also, from the same committee, adverse reports 
on the resolutions and memorial of the Legislature 
of Louisiana, and -on the petitions of certain citi- 
zens of Barry and Hickman counties, Missouri; 
and on the petition of citizens of Hardin county, 
Illinois, praying the passage of a law permitting ‘ 
the selection of other lands in lieu of the sixteenth 
sections for school purposes. Laid on the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS, from the same committee, ` 
to which was referred Senate bill to confirm the 
location and to grant a quarter-section of public 
land for the county site of Hillsborough county, 
Florida, reported the same back without amend- 
ment. ` 

The bill was then read the third time, passed, 
and returned to the Senate. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, from the same com-~ 
mittee, to which was referred the bill to grant a 
quantity of land to the State of Mississippi, for the 
purpose of improving the navigation of certain 
rivers in that State, reported the same back to the 
House without amendment, Laid on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, a bill to grant 
the right of way through the public land in the 
State of Alabama to the Girard Railroad Company 
in said State. Read twice and committed. 

Subsequently, Mr. WENTWORTH moved to 
‘reconsider the vote by which the bill was commit- 
ted. Agreed to. l 

The question was stated on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed. Pa 

Mr. HALL, of New York, moved to strike out 
the third section. Disagreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed; and, 
eee engrossed, was read the third time and 

ssed. 

Mr. GOGGIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roards, to which was referred 
Senate bill for the relief of Witham B. Stokes, re- 
ported the same back without amendment. Com- 
mitted. . 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to establish certain post routes. 

Mr. L. explained that this was precisely the 
same bill that had heretofore been reported by the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads es- 
tablishing certain pest routes, with the exception’ 
of a proviso which had been added at the end, in 
these words: 

Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall he ad 
construed as to èxpress any opinion as to the true boundary 
of any State or Territory named therein. 


The bill was read twice, and amended by insert- 
ing proreion for routes in Néw Jersey and New 
ork. 


r | 
Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved the 
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previous question, which was seconded; and, un- 
er the operation thereof, the bill was read the 
third time, passed, and sent to the Senate for con- 
currence. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, from the same com- 
mittee, to which was referred Senate bill for the 
relief of Alfred White, reported the same back to 
the House without amendment. 

The bill was read a third time and passed, and 
returned. to the Senate. i 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee for th 
- District of Columbia, to which was referred Senate 
bill to authorize the sale of a.part of the public 
reservation numbered 13, in the city of Washing- 
eo and for ather purposes, reported the same 

ack to the House with an amendment. 

The amendment was read and agreed to. 

[The bill provides for the enlargement of the 
Congressional Burial Ground.] 

Some conversation ensued on the bill between 


aed SAWYER, CHAPMAN, and FICK- 


_ The bill was then read a third time and passed, 
and returned to the Senate. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported the following resolution, 
which was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to make 
such rules and regulations, consistent with existing laws, ag 
may more effectually provide against frauds upon soldiers of 
the war with Mexico, and secure to them the lands and treas- 
ury scrip to which they are entitled by their services. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the bill from the Senate for the relief of 
Messrs. Cook, Anthony, Mahon, and others, re- 
ported the same back to the House without amend- 
ment. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which they 
were referred, Senate bills for the relief of the So- 
ciety for. the Reformation of Juvenile Delinquents 
in the city of New York, and for the relief of the 
Central Railroad and Banking Company of Geor- 
gia; which bills were severally read a third time 
and passed, and returned to the Senate. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked the House to 
take up the bill reported by him some time since, 
giving full effect to treaties of extradition,on which 
a short discussion ensued between Messrs. J, R. 
INGERSOLL, SAWYER, and FICKLIN. The 
latter gentleman objecting, the bill was not taken 


up. - 

Pr, HALL, of New York, from the same com- 
mittee, reported bills to amend the act entitled “An 
act for the punishment of certain crimes against 
the United States,” approved April 30, 1790, and 
providing for the purchase and distribution of 
the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States among the several States; which bills were 
read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the bill to establish a judicial district in 
the western district of Arkansas, reported the same 
back to the House without amendment. It was 
laid on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, to whith was 
referred Senate bills to change the time of holding 
the terms of the circuit court of the United States 
in the district of Maine, and to vest the title of the 
United States in the purchasers of certain lands 
sold under execution against Gordon D. Boyd, re- 
ported the same back to the House without amend- 
ment. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill to divide the district of Arkan- 
sas into two judicial districts, reported the same 
ert to the House with amendment. 
ted. 
_.Mr. MEADE, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill for the relief of Henry Gardner and others. 
Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, made a report 
on the petition of Francis P. Fenard, administrator 
of Francis Pap, recommending that the bill of the 
Senate for the relief of Peter Cassels and others 
be amended so as to embrace his case. Laid on 
the table. | 
_ Also, from: the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill to provide compensation to 
William Woodbridge and Henry Chipman, for 
services in adjusting titlés toland in Michigan, and 
for other purposes, reported the same back to the 
House without amendment. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred House bill to change the place of holding 
the district court of the United States for the mid- 


Commit- ; 


dle district of Alabama, reported the same without 
amendment. | | 

Some conversation took place on the bill between 
Messrs. GAYLE, INGE, and HILLIARD. 

Mr. BURT moved the previous question; which 
was seconded, and under the operation thereof the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed. , 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, made adverse 
reports on the petitions of Nathaniel Tracy and 
of the heirs of Jonathan Hoge. Laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. KING, the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petitions of Lieutenant 
Jonathan Smith; Mary Scott, administratrix of 
Lieutenant John C. Scott, deceased; Elijah W. 
Brown; and of the heirs of Willis Wilson. Laid 
on the table. 

Mr. IVERSON, from the same committee, re- 
ported bills for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Captain Charles Smith, and for the relief 
of the legal representatives ar heirs of Captain 
John Mountjoy. Read and committed. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the same committee, re- 
pared a bill for the relief of Mary M. Telfair, 

eir and legal representative of Israel Pearce. 
Read and committed. 

Mr. MORRIS, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of Dennis Pur- 
cell. Laid on the table. 

Mr. TOMPKINS, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, to which was referred the | 
amendment of the Senate to the bill of the House 
supplemental to ay act to confirm the survey and 
location of claims for lands in the State of Missis- 
sippi east of Pearl river and south of the 31st de- 
gree of north latitude, approved March 3d, 1845, 
reported the same back to the House, with the 
recommendation that the House concur in said 
amendment. 

The amendment was read and concurred in. So | 
the bill stands passed. | 

Mr. RUMSEY, from the same committee, to ` 
which was referred Senate bill for the relief of Jesse | 
Turner, reported the same back to the House with- 
out amendment. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, made an adverse 
report on the petition of George W. Kincaid. Laid | 
on the table. 

Mr. SLINGERLAND, from the Committee on 
Agriculture, made a report an the subject of the | 
cultivation of the soil, and agriculture generally. | 
Laid on the table. 

Mr PALFREY, from the same committee, to 
which was referred so much of the annual message 
of the President as relates to agriculture, made a | 
report thereon. Laid on the table. | 

Mr. BARRINGER, fromthe Committee on In- | 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the joint reso- 
lution of the Senate to sanction an agreement made 
between the Wyandot and Delaware tribes of In- 
dians, for the purchase of dertain lands by the 
former of the latter tribe, reported the same back 
to the House without amendment. 

The joint resolution was then read the third time 
and passed, and returned to the Senate. ! 

Mr. BARRINGER also, from the same com- | 
mittee, to which was referred the joint resolution ' 
of the Senate fox the relief of H. B. Gaither, re- | 
ported the same back to the House without amend- | 
ment. Committed. 

On motion of Mr. BARRINGER, the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs was discharged from the | 
consideration of the petition of citizens of the city 
and county of Philadelphia for the civilization and 
prereprauon of the Indians, and it was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, from the same | 
committee, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 


representatives of the late William Armstrong. 
Read and committed. = 

Mr. McILVAINE reported the following reso- 
lution, which was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing he instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of printing ten thousand addi- 
tional copies of the report from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in relation to the organization of an Indian territory 
west of the Mississippi river. 


Mr. BOTTS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred Senate bill for the 
payment of the fourth regiment in the second bri- 
gade of the third division of the Vermont militia 
for services at the battle of Flattsburg, reported the 
same back to the House without amendment. 
Committed. 
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_On motion of Mr. BURT, the Committee on 
Military Affairs was discharged from the édnsid- 
eration of the petition of the old fourth rezinient of 
New York militia, and it was laid on the table. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which was réferred Senate bill - 
for the increase of the medical corps of the navy, 
reported the same,back to the House without 
amendment. Committed. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, from the 
Same committee, reported a bill for the creation 
and appointment of admirals in the navy of the 
United States, Read and committed. 

Mr. STANTON, from the same committee, re- 


‘ported a bill for the relief of Jacob Boston. Read 


and committed. l 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to purchase from Dr. James P.’Espy his 
patent right for the conical ventilator for the use 
of the United States, reported the same back to the 
House without amendment. Committed. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to indemnify the officers and crews of 
vessels of war of the United States navy for losses 
by shipwreck, fire, and otherwise. Read and com- 


“mitted. 


| 
| 


Mr. S. LAWRENCE, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of certain surviving widows of officers and sol- 
diers of the revolutionary army. 

The bill was read twice. 

Mr. SILVESTER moved to amend the bill by 
adding after ‘‘ eighteen hundred,” the words “ and 
twelve;’’ so as to bring down the period of restric- 
tion to the year 1812, prior to which ‘a widow 
claiming the benefit of pension must have been 
married, l 

After giving a brief history of what had previ- 
ously been done on this subject, Mr. S. speed 
urged the justice and expediency of the amend- 


|| ment.. Thus amended, the bill would open a foun- 


tain- of good feeling, in which men of opposite: 
political opinions might dip their arrows and ren- 
der them harmless. Around a bill like this, men 
of all parties might gather in harmony and smdke 
the calumet of peace. This remembrance of rev- 
olutionary services was holy ground. It connectéd 
itself with a modest and retiring class of individ- 
als, and brought back to the mind the’days of 
Washington and of his compatriots in arms—the 
good old days of the infancy of our Republic, and 
of the formation of ‘that free and happy Govefn- 
ment under which we lived in safety; a Govern- 
ment whose great principles of libérty had not 
only given us protection and happiness, but were 
making their way in other lands, and seemed des- 
tined to pervade and bless the world. Congress 
had spent large sums on matters of doubtful pro- 
priety. Millions on millions had been lavished 
in appropriations which the Constitution would 
scarcely justify. We could appropriate by thou- 
sands for an expedition to explore the Dead Sea. 
Surely, the Government which could do this ought 
not to refuse to extend its hand to the relief of a 
few unpretending, helpless women, whose hus- 
bands had been the brave defenders of our rights. 
Mr. S. here read from a report accompanying the 
bill, which spoke of the gratitude of the country to 
the soldiers of the Revolution. This, he admitted, 
was true to a certain extent; but the relief had 
come tardily, and did not come at all until many 
of thyse who deserved it by their deeds of patriot- . 


i| ism had gone down to the silent grave; while 


others had been paid in worthless Continental 
money. He found that the first pension-law of a 
general character had been passed in 1818; an- 
other followed in 1820; and another in 1828. All 
these bills had been qualified by conditions. The 
first of them eequired that the applicant for pen- 
sion must first prove that he was in needy circum- 
stances; the next required that he submit a sche- 
dule of his property; and the last, that he had 
served during the whole war of Independence. 
Thus it appeared that the first general pension law 
was not passed until forty-nine years after the 


. peace, when very many of those who had won 


our independence had dropped into the tomb. 

Mr. S. was aware that this subject was not so 
attractive to the House as many others; but on 
account of the sacred character of its associations 
it ought to be received with favor. Why should 
this limitation as to the date of their marriage be 
imposed on the pensions of these widows of revo- 
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lutionary soldiers? The committee’s report in- 
sisted that the year fixed upon as a limit, viz: the 
year 1800, had not been fixed in an arbitrary man- 
ner, because at that time the war of the Revolution 
was ended, and the Indian difficulties, which follow- 
ed it were for the most part quieted. But, in reply 
to this, he begged to read a brief extract from the re- 
port ofthe minority ofthe committee. Mr. S. having 
read the extract, went on to contend that the limit- 
ation was purely arbitrary, and the excuse for it 
not founded in fact. It had formerly been fixed at 
1794; but Congress had departed from the prin- 
ciple on which it was contended that the limit 


` ought to rest, and had reduced it as low as 1800. 


The pensions had been extended first for five years; 
then for one year longer; then again for five years, 
and finally for life. And it was right. These 
pensioners were entitled to it on every principle of 
reason and of justice. We were too forgetful of 
the past; we were very ready to speak of the noble 
achievements and the deeds of patriotic daring 
which had been accomplished by our revolutionary 


army, but we let our admiration go no further. | 


There it stopped. On our last sabbath of freedom, 
when the foundation was laid of a monument to 
Washington, he had observed with pleasure that 
the surviving soldiers of the Revolution held an 
honorable and conspicuous place assigned them in 
the solemnities of that memorable occasion; the 
same mark of respect was paid them in all public 
and national celebrations throughout the country. 
It was right; it showed that the nation remembered 
and delighted to honor their noble sacrifices and 
patriotic deeds; but while we remembered these, 
ought the wives and children of these men to be 
forgotten? Ps 

Some gentlemen insisted that pensions were a 
mere gratuity: he admitted that in some aspects 
they were a gratuity; but they were also a debt, a 
just and sacred debt: those for whom they were 
provided had a strong demand upon our gratitude 
and affection. And if we respected the soldier, 
who suffered, fought, and died for the country, we 
ought surely to respect those who were dear to 
them, and who formed a part of themselves. What 
could be more gratifying to those late survivors of 
the revolutionary struggle, whose number was so 
much reduced, and who were daily falling into the 
grave, than to know that the country had madé an 
honorable provision for those they left behind ? 

Mr. S. would here allude to a public sentiment 
uttered by the late distinguished member from 
Massachusetts, who had lately departed from 
among us, but whose fame was a part of the treas- 
ure of the whole country. It was a sentiment 
beautiful in its conception, elegant in its expression, 
and chaste and classical in its allusion. It was 
this: ‘s The living records of the war of the Revo- 
lution, like the books of the sibyls, as they decrease 
in number they grow in value.” 

Mr. S., according to promise, renewed the call 
for the previous question; but the House refused 
to second it. 

Mr. BOWLIN obtained the floor, and went into 
a very earnest speech in opposition to the amend- 
ment. Hedenounced the existing-pension system 
and its gradual extension as an open plundering of 


- the treasury. The limitation which had been fixed 


by law for the marriage of those to whom these 
revolutionary pensions were to be allowed had not 
been fixed in an arbitrary manner, but was founded 
in justice and in common sense. It was intended 
as asafeguard to prevent pensions for revolutionary 


` services being allowed to those who had not-been 


alive in the times of the Revolution. A pension 
was a gratuity, a mere bounty, and nothing else; 
and when pensions were first allowed, they had ac- 
cordingly been carefully guarded by the wisdom 
of our ancestors so as to be given to those only 
who had rendered valuable service to the country, 
and who were in needy circumstances requiring 
public aid. But since then, the system had gone 
on spreading wider and wider, till now pensions 
were paid to men worth half a million of dollars. 
When once the original principle of the limitation 
was departed from, Congress were completely at 
sea; there was no stopping place. If we abandoned 
1800 and came down to 1812, why not come down 
to a period still later? It was praposed to make a 
leap at once of twelve years and come down to 1812; 
the next he supposed would be some twelve years 
more, and would bring us down to 1824; and so 
we should go on till we came down at length to 
1848. Why not? 


All the fine things which had been said about 


dipping our arrows and uniting to reward revolu- 
tionary services looked very beautiful on paper; 
but the tax-payers of the country would require 
something more to reconcile them to this open 
plunder of the treasury. But this was only the 
beginning of troubles. The loose verbiage of the 
bill was such as to include almost every being in 
creation. ; 

Mr. S. LAWRENCE, in reply to an BY 
made by the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Bow- 
LIN,] said the gentleman was entirely mistaken as 
to his having made a speech. He had merely re- 
ported the bill, in obedience to the instructions of 
the House. 

In reference to the allegations made by the gen- 
tleman, that the House were called upon to act 
without information on this subject, and that the 
bill would draw millions of dollars from the treas- 
ury, and give pensions to orphans and children 
and a class of persons heretofore unknown to our 
pension system, Mr. Lawrence desired to say that 
all the information he desired had been embodted 
in a report submitted by him on behalf of the mi- 
nority of the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions, which had been before the House since 
February last. If the gentleman had taken the 
trouble to look at that report, he would have seen 
that his estimate of the amount to be drawn from 
the treasury under this bill was very erroneous. 
He was equally mistaken as to other portions of 
the bill. te provided only for the widows of such 
as would be entitled to pensions under existing 
pension laws. It merely extended the limitation 
of the period of the marriage. 

Mr. POLLOCK referred to the previous action 
of the House upon this bill during the present 
session, it having been recommitted, when former- 
ly under consideration, to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, with instructions to report 
this very bill. He had no sympathy with the 
course of the gentleman from Missouri. He did 
not measure his gratitude for the men of the Rev- 
olution by dollars and cents. It wasa debt which 
was due as some small token of our gratitude—not 
a mere donation, as the gentleman represented. 

The gentleman, he thought, had correctly stated 
that he had not minutely examined the bill. In- 
stead of the additional burden of millions which 
he predicted it would throw upon the treasury, it 
would not increase the expenditures of our pension 
system over $200,000, or, at the extreme, over 
$282,000. The report of the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, who had gone into a minute 
estimate, showed the fact. It.extended the revolu- 
tionary pensions to no class of persons who. were 
not now entitled to them; but was a mere extension 
of the period prior to which the marriage must have 
occurred, from 1794 to 1800. 

The gentleman had asked, why limit it to 1800? 
He would reply, why limit the period to 1794, as 
was done by the existing Jaw? The war closed 
and peace was declared in 1783. ‘The reason was, 
that the country remembered with gratitude the 
services of those men who had periled their lives 
and their all in the Revolution; and the reason that 
they now proposed to extend the period of mar- 
riage to 1800 was, that they retained the memory 
of their services, that the debt of gratitude still 
existed, and they were determined it should be 
repaid, or rather acknowledged, by this trifling 


pension to the widows and children of those de-- 


ceased soldiers. 
the bill. 

Mr. VENABLE expressed himself amused at 
the flourish of trumpets and the high-sounding 
professions of patriotism which gentlemen some- 
times made use of to press bills through this House, 
by the power of excitement and sympathy, which 
could not be passed on calm deliberation. The 
system of pensions was contrary to the genius of 
our Government; the word itself implied it; and 
there ought to be a strong reason for granting a pen- 
sion in any case. A pension was a donation, by 
act of Congress, of that to Which the person of his 
own right was not entitled. He did not yield to any 
gentleman in his admiration of, and gratitude to, the 
soldiers of the Revolution. ‘Those who had served 
their country in that war, who had bared their 
bosoms in her- defence, should be paid, and had 
been paid. But why should a woman, who per- 
haps was born since the Revolution, receive a pen- 
sion for no other reason than that she had com- 
mitted the very foolish act of marrying an old man 


He warmly urged the passage of 


who had been in the war, and had received his 
pay and pension during his life? Wherever it 


could be distinctly made out that a man or his ~ 


family were entitled to receive a pension, he would 
pay it; but these were not such cases. He was 


opposed to establishing a precedent for pensioning: 


the individuals and their wives and families, to 
time, who had served in the war of 1812, and of 
the Mexican war. He hoped no such eleemosy- 
nary establishment would be fastened on the.treas- 
ury of the United States. He knew that it was 
argo ai to get up a prejudice against any man 
who 

raised that he was opposed to the soldier. He re- 
peated that he was as much the soldier’s friend as 
any gentleman, but he looked also to the great 
body of the tax-payers in the country; and was 
ready to meet the responsibility of opposing the 
establishment of an enormous and unjust pension 
system, the-expenditures of which were to be 
drawn from their pockets. 

Mr. CABELL next obtained the floor; and, 
remarking that he was desirous to proceed to other 
business, demanded the previous question, which 
was seconded. 

The main question was ordered; and, bein 
taken, the amendment of Mr. SıLVESTER, to exten 
the period to 1812, was rejected. ; 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
was subsequently read a third time and passed: 
Yeas .128, nays 38. 

Mr. S. LAWRENCE moved to reconsider the 
vote on the passage of the bill; and— 

On motion of Mr. COLLINS, the motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. ‘ 

On motion of Mr. S. LAWRENCE, the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions was discharged 
from the petitions of Mary Cook, widow of John 
Cook, and of the citizens of Brown county, In- 


are oppose such a bill, and that the cry was ` 


~ 


diana, in behalf of William Tucker., Laid on the - 


table. 4 

Mr. DONNELL, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, to which was referred Senate 
bill granting a pension to Abigail Garland, widow 
of Jacob Garland, deceased, reported the same 
back to the House without amendment. 
mitted. . 

Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
for the relief of Eve Boggs, widow of i ohn Boggs. 
Read and-committed. á 

Also, made an adverse report on the petition of 
John England. Laid on the table. ; 


Mr. FREEDLEY, from the same committee, 
reported bills for the relief of Joseph Dana and for 
ae relief of Hannah Kinney. Read and commit- 
ted. l 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill for the relief of Mary Taylor, 
reported the same back to the House without 
amendment, Committed. 


On motion of Mr. FREEDLEY, the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions was discharged from 
the petitions of Anne Royal, widow of William 
Royalyand Patience Corbin, and from the affidavit 
of Richard Pattison. Laid on the table. = 

Also, from the same committee, made adverse 
reports on the peulions of the heirs of Daniel Av- 
ery, Edward Shepherd, John M. Rosebury, and 
Susannah Kimball. Laid on the table. 


Mr. COCKE, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Martha Dameron, widow o 
Christopher Tompkins. Read and committed. 


On motion of Mr. COCKE, the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions was discharged from the 
petition of Joseph Sloan. Laid on the table. 


‘Mr. STRONG, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the petitions of Andrew McKim 
and Robert Perry, heirs of Andrew Snyder, Abi- 
gail Edgerly, and Dickinson Lumpkin. Laid on 
the table..- 

Also, from the same committee, to. which was 
referred Senate bill for the relief of Thompson 


Com- 


Hutchinson, reported the same back to the House - 


without amendment. Laid on the table. 


Mr. HAMMONS, from the.same committee, to 
which was referred Senate bill for the relief of 
Welcome Parmenter, reported the same back to 
the House without amendment. Committed. 


Mr. SILVESTER, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition of the heirs 
of Joseph Plumb. Laid on the table. 


On motion of Mr. SILVESTER, the Commit- 
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tee on Revolutionary Pensions was discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of 
Elizabeth C. Fitzhugh, widow of Peregrine Fitz- 
hugh. Laid on the table. _ 

Mr. CUMMINS, from the same committee, to 
which was referred Senate bill for the relief of 
Elizabeth Jones, reported the same back to the 
House without amendment. Laid on the table. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a joint resolution relative 
to steam navigation. 

The resolution was read twice. 

Mr. KING spoke at length in support of his 
resolution. He traced the progress of the steam 
navigation of Great Britain, from the first success- 
fal voyages of the Sirius and the Great Western to 
the present period, showing the number of steam- 
ers employed in sailing between England and this 
western continent, and the British West. India 
Islands, together with much valuable statistical in- 
formation on the same subject, which, he said, 
showed satisfactorily that not only the safety of 
our commerce, but of our very seaboard, required 
that we should encourage steam navigation, that 
we might be prepared with a number of war steam- 
, ers in case of necessity, and promote our com- 
merce in time of peace. 

[This speech was’exceedingly elaborate, and its 
statistical character requires its careful revision 
before publication. It will be publishéd in the 
Appendix. ] 

Mr. VINTON said this was an important sub- 
ject, and could not, he presumed, be disposed of 
without some debate. He therefore suggested that 
it should be informally laid aside, or be committed 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, that some other business might be taken 
up and completed. He held in his hand the bill 
making appropriations for the army, which it was 
important that he should report, that it might be 
printed, as he proposed to call it up the day after 
to-morrow; and he desired also: that the civil and 
diplomatic bill should be passed to-day. He there- 
fore moved that these resolutions be informally laid 
aside, for the reasons which-he had indicated. 

Mr. McCLELLAND objected, and moved their 
committal to the Committee of .the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and that they be printed. 

Mr. KING said, there was but one resolution 
of the series which could, with propriety, be sent 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. He referred to that which proposed that 
the Secretary of the N avy should make a tempo- 
rary arrangement with Captain Marshall. The 
other resolutions simply required the Secretary of 
the Navy to advertise for proposals, which should 
be returned to this House at its next session. The 
session was now drawing to its termination; and, 
unless these resolutions should be now passed, he 
feared that nothing would be done towards the ac- 
complishment of the great objects contemplated. 
If they should be sent to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, all hopes would 
be abandoned. He preferred that they should be 
passed over informally, and called up again to- 
morrow. 

Mr. McCLELLAND said, the gentleman from 
Georgia would recollect, that at the heel of the last 
session he introduced a proposition that was very 
similar. The consequence was, that very little 
consideration was given to it, and he supposed the 
members knew very little about it. There were 
many things in relation to this proposed system 
which he (Mr. McC.) liked very much, but there 
were others that he disliked. He would like, 
therefore, to have these plans laid before the House 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, where they could go into the merits of 


them. 
Mr. KING said, the subject was well under- 


‘stood. . 

Mr. McCLELLAND doubted that, and there- 
fore he preferred the freedom of debate, which the 
committee would afford, rather than discussion in 
the House, with the restrictions which its rules 
imposed. 

Mr. KING replied, that the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. McCLetianp] was in error as to 
fact; and he was the last man in the House that he 
should expect to make such’a mistake. He said 
that a similar measure had been reported at the 
heel of the last session, and passed through the 
House without being understood. Now, the fact | 


was, that the bill had been reported in May, 1846, : 
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and had been before the House and on the tables 
of members for a whole session. 

Mr. McCLELLAND replied, that the report 
might have been made at the time mentioned; but 
it was well known that not one tenth of the mem- 
bers ever read the numerous printed reports that 
were laid upon their tables. 

Mr. KING said, that was not his fault. If the 
committee had laid all the facts and arguments in 
favor of a measure for months together before 
every member of the House, and they would not 
read them, it was their own fault. The bill had 


-been on the calendar from the 3d of May. 


Mr. VINTON remonstrated. He urged the 
propriety of laying this bill aside informally that 
the committee might report another appropriation 
bill, and that the general appropriation bill, which 
had been engrossed, might be taken up and passed. 

Mr. KING hoped this would not be done. 

Mr. FICKLIN moved that the bill be referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. KING said that if this-was done, the bill 
would go into the tomb of the Capulets. He hoped 
that every friend of our commercial marine, that 
every man who desired to see American interests 
take precedence of those of a foreign nation, would 
stand up for the bill and resist such a motion. 

Mr. FICKLIN said that the. bill or resolution 
provided that the Secretary of the Navy might re- 
ceive bids for the erection of these steamers, an 
this would come to be pleaded as the ground of 
allowances hereafter, just as had happened in the 
case of the Postmaster General, who had made a 
contract without authority of law, and the con- 
tractors then came and pleaded that in good faith 
Congress was bound to remunerate them; he feared 
a like result in this case. 

Mr. KING explained. The Secretary was to 
make no contract, but only to receive bids, and 
report them to Congress. ‘The last resolution au- 
thorized him to contract temporarily for the use of 
a certain ship, till Congress should have acted on 
the bids made. No appropriation was asked. 

Here a great strife arose as to the course of busi- 
ness—some moving to lay aside these resolutions 
informally, others to refer them to a Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, others to 
adjourn. 

nquiries were pressed on the Chair, and many 
gentlemen were addressing the Speaker at once; 
until at length— 
‘Mr. VINTON moved to lay the resolution on 
the table; which was carried. | 

The, committees being, after much objection, 
called on for reports— 

Mr. VINTON asked leave to report back to the 
House the bill making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the suka 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, objected to 
any report out of order. | 

Mr. VINTON appealed to the House for leave 
to report the bill, as ıt was of great importance that 
it should be acted on. 

Objections being persisted in— 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported bills for the relief of Susannah 
Prentiss; for the relief of Thomas R. Saunders; 
for the relief of Sylvanus Blodget; and for the re- 
lief of Aaron Stafford; which bills were severally 
read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill for the relief of the heirs of 
Moses White, reported the same back to the House 
without amendment. 

The bill was then read a third time, passed, and 
returned to the Senate. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill for the relief of David N. Smith, 
reported the same back ta the House without 
amendment. Committed. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, rose to a privileged 
question. He moved to reconsider the vote b 
which the House refused to strike out of the bill 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1849, the item for the removal of obstruc- 
tions in the Savannah river. 

The above motion was laid over until to-mor- 


row. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved, at 
four o’clock, that the House adjourn. Lost. 

Mr. VINTON again appealed to the House to 
suffer the army appropriation bill to be reported. 
Objected to. $ 


' ed to speak for any one but myse 
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Mr. COLLINS moved to adjourn. Lost. 

Mr. VINTON now, by leave, from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, reported a bill making 
appropriations for the support of the army for the 
year ending 30th June, 1849. Read twice and 
committed. 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
WeEpveEspbaAY, July 19, 1848. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented a memorial from 
Alexander B. Johnson, of New York, complaining - 
of the mail being suppressed on Sundaya, an 
showing the injury sustained by the commercial 
and trading interests, and the loss to the revenue, 
and asking Congress to remedy the evil; which 
was read, referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


' THE COMPROMISE. 


. Mr. CLAYTON rose and said: There may 
possibly be some misapprehension in regard to a 
ortion of the remarks made by me yesterday in 
introducing the bill for the organization of Territo- 
rial Governments in Oregon, New Mexico, and 
California, and I desire to correct it if any such 
exist. The Select Committee desired, and in that 
desire I fully concur, that the bill should speak for 
itself, and that it should be regarded as the expo- 
nent of their views and opinions. It was not my 
purpose to submit the remarks which I made yes- 
terday in lieu of a report; nor were they to be 
regarded as tantamount toa report. The bill, I 
repeat, is to speak for itself. It fully reveals the 
sentiments of the committee, and for that very 
reason a formal report was deemed unnecessary. 
I do not know that it is now necessary for me, to 
say anything more than to add that a large major- 
ity of the committee decidedly expressed the wish 
that this measure might become a law, with the 
expectation and design that it would prove to be 
an adjustment of the great question now in contro- 
versy between the North and the South. I shall, 
if there be no objection, call up the bil] to-morrow, 
and then every member of the committee will have 
an opportunity of expressing his views upon the 
subject—an opportunity of which I design to avail 


myself. 

Mr. CALHOUN. I am exceedingly gratified 
by the explanation of the Senator frdm Delaware. 
Had it not been made, it might have been sup- 


ad concurred in all the particular views which he 
for himself had expressed. I agree with him in tes- 
tifying that it was the unanimous understanding 
of the committee that the bill should speak for 
itself; and I may add, that it was also understood 
by Phat this was to be a permanent and not a 
temporary settlement of the whole questiou. 

Mr. KING inquired whether the remarks of the 
honorable Senator from Delaware had been regard- 
ed‘in the light of a report from the committee, and 
were so recorded on the Journal by the Secretary? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER replied in the 
negative. 

Mr. PHELPS. I refrained yesterday from 
making any remarks in reference to what fell from 
the honorable chairman of the Select Committee, 
because I underatood it was not to be regarded as 
a report, for which, in all its particulars, the com- 
mittee was responsible. 

Mr. CLAYTON, (in his seat.) Ofcourse not. 

Mr. PHELPS. I am willing to say, however, 
that I concurred in the action of the committee. 
In my judgment, the only mode for the adjustment 
of this question has been adopted; and I think 1 
can sustain that opinion before the country and my 
constituents, by reasons which I shall take the op- 
portunity of stating hereafter. 3 

Mr. CLAYTON. I never spoke for any man 
in my life, except at. the bar in my professional 
character; never In any public stat have I attempt- 

f, and I suppose 
all understood that my remarks yesterday were in- 
tended as my speech, and that no man would claim _ 
it as his. I insist upon it, sir, that it was my 
speech! . 

Here the explanations ended. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 


mittee on Pensions, made an adverse report on the 
memorial of Mehitable Gibbs. 


aids in some quarters that the whole committee 
a 
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Also,-from the sathe ‘committee, an ‘adverse re- 
port on the memorial of Mary Coleman. | 
_ Mr. FELCH, from the Committee ‘on Public 
Lands, reported a bill providing for the examina- 
tidn and settléfrient of clainis for land ‘at the Sault 
de Ste. Marie, Michigan, accompanied by a report; 
which was ordered to be printed. The bill was 
read a first time. | 

RESOLUTIONS. 

On motion of Mr. DAYTON, 

_déolved, That there be printed 250 additidnal copies of 
Senate document No. 80, prepired by Aaron H. Palmer, 
and that the same be delivered to the said Palmer for his 
own ute. | 

On motion of Mr. WALKER, 

Resolved, That the Committee ón the Judiciary Be in- 
&tractéd.to inquire whethér the laws for the organization of 
the Territory of Wisconsin are or are not still in existence 
and force over that portion of said Territory, embraced with- 
in the organized limits of the State of Wisconsin, and if they 
are, to inquire further into the expediency of making appro- 
priation at the present session of Congress for defraying the 
expenses of said ‘Territory of Wisconsin, and to report to the 
Senate at ad early a day as practicable by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. HANNEGAN submitted the following: 

Resolved, That 8,000 additional copies of Emory’s report 
and illustrations be printed and bound for the use of the 
Senate. : À i 

Mr. HALE submitted the following: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to 
furnish the Senate with the official returns of each of the 
ships Of the line, the frigates, and the sloops of War uow in 
cofintission, of the panishment inflicted in éach Of said ves- 
sels as appears by the fast return of éach. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, was taken up and 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directéd to 
pay to J. C. Frémont, for his labor and services, since he left 


: ye army of the United States, in preparing and compiling 


he map of Orégon and California, as ordered by the Senate 
oh the 2d February, 1847, and in drawing up a geographical 
memoir in illustration of said map: Provided, That the rate 
of pay shall not exceed that,allowed to S. N. Nicollet, E-q., 
for similar labors and services in preparing and compiling his 
Kvdrographical and .topdgraphical map of the basin of the 
Upper Mississippi. / 

The joint tesolution ftom the House relinquish- 
ing to the State of Missouri certain trophies of 
Doniphan’s expedition was read a first and second 
time by. its title; when— 

Mr. ATCHISON moved that the ordinary forms 
be dispensed with, and the bill be at once consid- 
éred; which, by unanimous consent, was agreed 


to. 

Mr. BENTON made some remarks déscriptive 
of the capture of these cannon, and the uses to 
Which they had béen applied against the enemy p 
and paid a well-merited compliment to Colonel 
Doniphan and to the gallant officers under his 
orn a; ld not be distinct! 

r. Benton could not be distinct in 
the gallery.) _ | á ‘or 
. Mr. HANNEGAN Said he did not know a 
more Appropriate otcasion than the present to 
inquire into the fate of a certain resolution submit- 
ted by him some three months since in relation to 
a medal to Col. D. and swords to the gallant offi- 
cers who had participated with him in his glorious 
achievements. — 

Mr. BENTON replied, the resolution was in his 
hands; and Mr. H. intimated that it had been kept 
thére a long time. 

The joint résolution was thén réad a third time 
and passed. l 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
proceeded to tħe cońsideration of the naval appro- 
priation bill. 

he amendments made by the ċornmittee, stri- 
king out the various items of appropriation for 
marine hospitals, were disagreed to. | 

Mr. NILES moved to amend the bill by adding 
the following proviso to the item making appropri- 
ation for the contract for Atlantic steam vessels : 

Provided, That this appropriation shall not be considered 
ås dpproving and ratifying any of said contracts for mail lineg 
for a johger périod than five years; 


and striking out the provision for an advance of 


$25,000 a month to enable the contractors to pre- 
pare the steamers for the lines. 

Mr. N. said, the clause which he proposed to 
strike out gave authority to loan money to the con- 
tractors for these steam vessels, for the purpose of. 
enabling them to carry out these contracts. There 
was no security for the loan; and if persons making 
contracts were to be furnished by Government with 
the capital to carry out their contracts, we may 
expect applicants without number. The adoption 


of this clause in the House had already induced 
the contractors on another line to apply for a sim- 
ilar favor. He had been addressed on the subject. 
Had it been announced that Government would 


supply the capital, he bad no doubt that the con- | 


tracts might have been made on much lower terms. 
Part of these contracts had been already disposed 
of as a speculation: the contract was originally 
made as a matter of speculation. He spoke against 
the law under which these contracts were made, 
considering it as a bad one for the United States. 
He also adverted to the manner in which the con- 
tracts were given out, so that the present contractor 
obtained his contract for the sum of $45,000 higher 
than the lowest bidder offered, on the ground that 
the lowest offer was for a propeller, which was 
regarded as inferior in speed and safety. He ob- 
jected-also to the contract being given for ten years, 
which his amendment proposed to reduce to five 
ears. 

Mr. HALE said he had been disposed to look 
on this item as one out of which the public might 
possibly derive some benefit, which was more than 
he could anticipate from most of the other items. 
He did not object to the aid which the bill pro- 
posed to extend to the contractor in this case: he 
thought it was of little consequence to the Govern- 
ment whether tfe means were furnished at one 
time or at another. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, called for the spe- 
cial order, and moved that the further consideration 
of this bill be postponed till to-morrow. 

The naval appropriation bill was then postponed 
until to-morrow. 


Mr. WALKER, on leave, introduced a bill to 
grant to the State of Wisconsin the military reser- 
vation at Fort Winnebago, in said State; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. . 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, the 
Senate then proceeded (quarter-past twelve) to the 
consideration of Executive business; and, after 
oe time spent therein, the doors were reopened, 
an . 


The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspay, July 20, 1848. 
The Journal having been read— 


CLVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


The SPEAKER said he would proceed to decide 
the question of order raised last evening upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. 
ee 

Mr. KING, of Géorgia, rose to a question of 
order, and submitted that the gentleman from 
Michigan could not make the motion to reconsider, 
having voted for the motion to strike out. — 

The SPEAKER said he would decide that point 
with the other, and proceeded fo state the question. 
It was well known to the House that the item in 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, which 
provided for the removal of obstructions in the Sa- 
vannah river, had been struck out in Committee of 
the Whole on. the state of the Union, and that the 
vote in the House upon concurring in that amend- 
ment was reported on the record—yeas 86, nays 83. 
Of course the amendment was adopted, and the ap- 
propriation struck out. Yesterday, however, the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. STEPHENS] rose and 
stated that his vote was wrongly entered that he 
voted ‘* aye” instead of ** no,’’ and called for a cor- 


‘rection, which was accorded to him as his right. 


The vote was then reported yeas 85, nays 84. A 
case then arose under the rule, in which it was the 
duty of the Speaker to settle the question; the 
Speaker voted in the negative, making the vote 
yeas 85, nays 85, whereby the amendment was 
rejected, and the original item, as contained in 
the bill reported by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, was retained. In the mean time, however, 
the bill had keen ordered to be engrossed; a mo- 
tion had been made to reconsider the vote ordering 
the engrossment, and that motion had been laid on 
the table. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Stuart] had then raised the question of reconsid- 
eration, and moved that the vote By which the 
House had rejected the amendment of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, upon the correction of the 
Journal and by the casting vote of the Speaker, be 
reconsideted. A question was then made whether 
the motion to-reconsider could be received. 
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The CHAIR now decided that, inasmuch as 
when the House ordered the bill to be engrossed, 
a provision was not in it which was afterwards 

ut in by the casting vote of the Speaker, the 

ouse was entitled to a new vote upon the en- 
grossment. ‘The question then arose upon the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was rejected. Upon that question the Chair 
had found but one precedent, being that to which 
he had last evening reférred: 

‘¢ December 14, 1839. Mr. Mercer, who voted in the af- 
firmative of the question, moved that the House do recon- 
sider the vote of yesterday on the proposition of Mr. Wise, 
‘That the credentials Of the following named members: 
John B. Aycrigg, John P, B. Maxwell, William Halsted, 
Charles C. Stratton, and Thomas Yorke,’ are sufficient to 
entitle them to take their seats in the House ; leaving the 
question of contested election to be afterwards decided by 
the House.” a f 

‘The Chairman decided, that as the vote proposed to be 
reconsidered was a tie vote, in consequence of which tbe 
proposition was lost, he did not consider the motion in or- 
der. The rule provides that ‘ when a motion has heen once 
made and carried in the affirmative or negative, it shall be - 
in order for any member of the majority to move for the re- 
consideration thereof.? There was no majority on either 


| Bide of the question; and he did not, therefore, think the 


rule applied to the case. No motion to reconsider a tie- 
vote would be in order on either side.” o 

[The record further states that àn appeal being 
taken by Mr. Mercer, the decision of the Chair 
was sustained: Yeas 147, nays 64.] 

The CHAIR would state to the House, how- 
ever, that this decision was made under very pe- 
culiar circumstances, arising out of the case of the 
contested election from New Jersey, and while 
there was no regularly elected Speaker in the chàir. 
The Chair had no hesitation in saying he differed. 
from the decision in this case. is own opinion 
was, that a fair construction of the rule was, that 
any one who voted with the prevailing side had the 
right to move a reconsideration. This, he thought, 
was the spirit of the rule. : 

The CHAIR, therefore, decided that the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was x bate could be made, but must be made by 
a gentleman who had voted with the prevailing 
side; if, therefore, the gentleman from Michi n 
had voted in the negative, his motion was in order. 

It appeared that Mr. Stuart had not so voted; 


ut 

Mr. CLARK, of Maine, rose and stated he had 
voted in the negative, and moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment was lost. 

The motion was received, and the quéstion upon 
it was announced. . 

Mr. BURT rose to inquire whether, in order to 
get at the question of reconsideration, it was not 
necessary that the House, by its vote, should re- 
fuse to order the bill to'be engrossed? 

The SPEAKER said the question of engross- 
ment, owing to these mistakes, was now open; 
and after the reconsideration shall have been dis- 
posed of, the question would recur on the engraws- 
ment of the bill. | oo 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved the previous question. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. , 

Mr. VENABLE called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHASE moved acall of the House, and. 
demanded the yeas and nays thereon, which were 
ordered; and, being taken, resulted thus: Yeas 85, 
nays 95. So the call was refused. 

. The question then recurred on the motion to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table, on which the 
yeas and nays were: Yeas 96, nays 92. So the 
motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The question was stated on the engrossment of 
the bill.. 

Mr. VINTON moved the previous question, 
which was seconded, and, under the operation 
thereof, the bill was ordered to be engrossed, and, 
being engrossed, was read a third time. 

Mr. VINTON moved to reconsider the vote or- 
dering the bill to be engrossed, and also moved to 
lay that motion on the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 

The question was then stated on the passage of 
the bill. l 
` Mr. VINTON moved] the previous question, 
which was seconded, and, under the operation - 
hereon the bill was rejected by yeas and nays, as 
follows: e 


. YEAS —Messrs. Adams, Barringer, Belcher, Blanchard, 
Boydon, Brady, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, Canby, Chapman, 
Clingman, Cocke, Cranston, Crisfield, Crozier, Dickey, 
Dixon, Donnell, Daniel Duncan,Edwards, Alexander Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Fisher, Flournoy, Freedley, Fulton, Gayle, 
Goggin, Gott, Gregory, Hale, Hilliard, Isaac E. Holmes, 
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Hubbard, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas B. King, Daniel P. King, 
Levin, Lincoln, Maclay, McClelland, H. Mann, Marsh, 
Marvin, Nelson, Newall, Nicoll, Outlaw, Peck, Pollock, 
Preston, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, St. 
John, Shepperd, SherriN, Silvester, Trauman Smith, Stan- 
ton, Stephens, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Tallmadge, Taylor, 
Thibodeaux, James Thompson, Thurston, Tompkins, Tuck, 
Van Dyke, Vinton, and Warren—77. 

. NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Bingham, 
Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, William .G. 
Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Chase, Franktin 
Clark, Beverly L. Clarke, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Collins, Crowell, Cummins, Daniel, Darling, Dickin- 
son, Duyn, Eckert, Edsall, Embree, Faran, Farrelly, Feath- 
erston, Ficklin, Fries, “Gentry, Giddings, Green, Willard 
P. Rall, James. G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Harris, Hill, Elias B. Holmes, George S. Hous- 
ton, Inge, Irvin, Iverson, Jameson, Jenkins, Andrew John- 
. son, Robert W. Johnson, G. W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, 
Lahm, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, Ligon, Lord, Lynde, 
McClernand, McDowell, McIlvaine, McKay, Job Mann, 
Meade, Miller, Morris, Mullin, Nes, Peastee, Petrie, Pettit, 
Peyton, Phelps, Pilisbury, Putnam, Rhett, Richardson, 
Richey, Root, Sawyer, Schenck, Simpson, Smart, Stark- 
weather, Strohm, Thomas, Jacoh Thompson, Robert A. 
Thompson, William Thompson, Turner, Venable, WaHace, 
Wentworth, Wick, Wiley, Williams, and Wilmot—100. 


So the general appropriation bill was rejected. - 

Mr. FICKLIN moved to reconsider the above 
vote, and to lay that motion on the table. 

[Much confusion and great sensation in the 
antag | 

Mr. COBB, and several, other gentleman earn- 
estly remonstrated with Mr. Fickuim, and urged 
him to withdraw this motion. 

Mr. FICKLIN, after a pause, said that his own 
mind was in favor of adhering to the motion he 
had made, but, as many of his political friends 
around him thought differently, he would with- 
draw it. . 

The motion having been withdrawn— 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by 
- which the bill had been rejected. He said that he 
made this motion in good faith, and if it was car- 
ried, he should follow it up by another to. recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill had been ordered 
to be engrossed, in order that it might be recom- 
mitted tothe Committee of Ways and Means, and 
put into such a shape as would meet the views of 
a majorly of the House. 

Mr. PETTIT moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table. | 

‘On this motion the yeas and nays were ordered, 
and being taken, resulted: Yeas 20, nays 151. 

So the House refused to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

Mr. VINTON said the bill upon which the 
House had just voted, with the exception of a 
very few items, viz: those providing for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, for a custom-house at Charles- 
ton, and for the removal of obstructions in the 
Savanah river; with these exceptions, he thought 
this bill was composed of those appropriations 
which had been recommended by the Executive 
as necessary to carry on the Government. | 

Mr. FICKLIN said, in addition to the items 
the gentleman had named, there were the appro- 
priations for this city. 


Mr. VINTON replied he had spoken of the ap- || 


propriations for the District, which of course inclu- 
ded those for the city. He did not know why 
this vote had been given, especially by gentlemen 
on the other side of the House. l 

Mr. GENTRY desired to say to the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Coss,] who had intimated 
that his (Mr. G.’s) side of the House had made 
such a bill as that they were unwilling to take the 
responsibility of voting for it, that the gentleman, 
he presumed, misapprehended the motives of those 
on his side of the House who had voted against it. 
He (Mr. G.) had voted against it because he per- 
ceived that the friends of the Administration on 
the other side manifested a very strong disinclina- 
` tion for the Administration to have these appro- 
priations, and he thought it was not the duty of 
gentlemen on his side of the House to force them 
upon them. : 

Mr. COBB understood that the majority of this 

Ouse were with the gentleman from Tennessee, 
and upon that majority rested the responsibility of 
passing the necessary appropriations to carry on 
the Government. He (Mr. C.) had voted against 
the bill because of the objectionable features placed 
-in it by the gentleman from Tennessee and his 
friends. a 

Mr. VINTON resumed the floor. He was go- 
ińg on to say, that, with the exception of the items 
- which he had enumerated, he believéd everything 


in this bill had been recommended by the Execu- 
tive as necessary to ¢arry on the Government. If 
there were no objectionable items in the bill; if there 
were none which gentlemen felt themselves com- 
pelled to vote against upon constitutional grounds, 
why, then, the only excuse for gentlemen on the 
other side of the House voting against the bill must 


be, that they were satisfied that the Government did 
not want the means—that the Government had 
means enough to carry on its operations without 
the bill. And if gentlemen on the other side of the 
House thought they could get along without the 
appropriations proposed, he did not know that they 
on this side were bound to force them upon them. 
The Government was in their hands, and if they 
thought the recommendations of the Executive of 
appropriations necessary to carry on the Govern- 
ment should be rejected, he did not know any rea- 
son why those who stood in opposition to the Ad- 
ministration should not reject them also. If, on 
the contrary, this bill was voted against upon the 
ground that there was an item in it for the improve- 
ment of the Savannah river, which involved a con- 
stitutional question, then in respect to that he had 
to say that the recorded votes of this House—of 
gentlemen on the other side of the House—showed 
that there was a very large number of those who 
had no constitutional scruples or difficulties. This, 
then, would not account for their votes. ‘Those 
who had no constitutional scruples in legislatin 

for the improvement of harbors and rivers, coul 

not protect themselves against this vote under this 
pretext. Now, that being the position of things, 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] proposed 
to recommit this bill—if, indeed, it would be in the 
power of the House or the committee to amend 
It, in case it waa recommitted. The gentleman 
proposed to reċommit it for the purpose of enabling 
the Committee of Ways and Means to get rid of 
this item. He would only say that the Committee 
of Ways and Means had originally put that item 
into the bill; whether it was right or wrong, hedid 
not now propose to discuss. That which had been 
done, had been the subject of more than one vote 
of this House; the action of that committee had 
been affirmed by the action of this House more 
than once; and if the bill should be recommitted 
without instructions to strike out this item, under 
these circumstances, as one member of that com- 
mittee, (for he spoke for no one else,) he was not 
disposed to strike it out. He only regretted that 
the motion of his friend from Kentucky, to put 
into the bill the Mississippi and Ohio rivers, had 


‘not prevailed. 


Mr. McCLELLAND remarked, that the gentle- 
man had spoken of this provision for the Savannah 
river having been voted on several times, and of 
the Committee of Ways and Means being sustained 
by the House. Now, he wished to ask this ques- 
tion: In Committee of the Whole, had not the 
Whigs voted against the appropriation contained 
in this item, and then recorded their votes for it in 
the House? 

Mr. VINTON. I don’t know how it was. 

Mr. McCLELLAND. Can the gentleman ac- 
count for it? _ 

- Mr. VINTON had no recollection ebout it; he 
did not know;-it might be that what the gentleman 
inquired about was Correct, or that it was incor- 
rect. But when acting here in this House, they 
did not take notice of what was done in committee; 
the record showed what the House did when called 
upon solemnly to record their votes upon the yeas 
and nays, | 

He had only risen for the purpose of saying, 
that unless the committee were instructed from the 
House to strike that item out of the bill, as one 
member of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
(and he spoke for no one else, because he had had 
no consultation about it,) under the circumstances 
of the case, he should not feel himself authorized 
to attempt to do it, if it was in the power of the 
committee. _ 

Mr. McKAY said, the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, in the remarks he had 
submitted to the House, had stated some very ex- 
traordinary propositions. The gentleman had been 
placed at the head of the committee whose duty it 
was, by the rules of the House, to report all bills 
necessary to make requigite appropriations for the 
support of the Government. During this session, 
the bill which was now under consideration—and 
the object of which was to make appropriations 
for the whole civil list, including not only the items 


\ 


necessary for the Executive, the administration of 
the Govefnment, upon which the gentlefian laid 
go much stress, but for the other branches of the 

overnment—the judiciary, marshals, attorneys, 
jurors, and even for their own pay as members, 
and of the clerks, pages, and attendants upon the 
two Houses of Congress—had been réported to 
the House; and yet the gentleman had risen in his 
place, and with great gravity announced to the 

ouse and the country, that if they on this side 
were perfectly satisfied that the Executive had 
now at his disposal unexpended balances sufficient 
to carry on the Government, why, .forsooth, he 
would be content that this bill should be lost. The 
gentleman, standing hère in this House as the pro- 
per organ of the majority—a majority which were 
responsible for carrying ‘all ‘these bills providing 
for the support of the Government—rose Here an 
made this annunciation to the country! Why, did 
not the gentleman tell the House a few days ago, 
and did he not make it the basis of an appeal .to 
the House to remain in session and act upon this 
bill and pass it, that the necessary appropriations 
for the support of the Governniént were some of 
them exhausted; that he had received letters from 
marshals scattered all over the country, complain- 
ing that the appropriations for judicial expénses 
were exhausted, and calling upon Congress imme- 
diately to pass a bill, in order that the courts of the 
country could ‘continue to be holden? And he 
now told those who were in the minority, perfectly 
powerless, if they believed that there were appro- 
priations already sufficient, he and gentlemen who 
acted with him were content that the bill should 
be lost, although they were responsible for thé 
passage of all the necessary appropriations to carry 
on the Government! 

Now, he would tell gentlemen what they on his 
side of the House were willing to do. It was well 
known to all the old members here—he appéaled 
to them all, he appéale@ to the distinguishéd gen- 
tleman himself who was at the head ‘of the Com- 
mittĉe of Ways and Means, whether, in the coufse 
of the twenty years and over in which the gentle- 
man had been a mémber of this House, fie haa 
ever seen a single civil and diplomatic appropfia- 
(ion bill in which an item like the present, for tie 
improvement of the Savannah river—which fotmed 
the only obstacle to the passage of this bill—had 
béen included? He asked the gentleman if there 
was any precedent that would at all justify it? Du- 
ring the seventeen years in which fe (Mr. McK.) 
had been a member of the House, he had never 
known such an instance. This item, as a friend 
on his left suggested, had been placed in the bill in 
violation of the positive rule of the House. The 
rules expressly provided that there should be dif- 
ferent bills; they did not, like the British Parlia- 
ment, in one single act make appropriations for all 
the different departments of the Government. . The 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill provided for 
all the objects of civil expenditure; the army bill 
for the military éxpenditures, and so on of the 
Indian bill, the navy bill, the pension bill, the forti- 
fication bill, and the West Point Académy bill; 
they were all intended to provide for their péculiar 
departments of the Government. ‘There were héfe 
the most minute subdivisions; and this was a 
familiar fact not only to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, but to every gentle- 
man in this House. They had their Kharbor and 
river improvement billsealso; and if it was the 
purpose of the majority to aap the present 
session a bill making appropriations for objects of 
internal improvement, why had the Savannah river 
alone been selected and placed in this bill with thë 
civil and diplomatic appropriations of this Govern- 
ment? Ħad it been recommended ? 

The gentleman had told them that évery singlé 
item in this bill except the appropriation for the 
District of Columbia, for ‘the custom-house at 
Charleston $100,000, and $50,000 for the Savan- 
nah river, was upon the recommendation of the 
Executive Department. They interposéd no ob- 
jection. However exceptionable many of them 
consideréd a great many of the séctions in this 
bill, yet they were all disposed to give up their 
objections and vote for the bill, if they would 


| leave out these aa which had been 


put in out of place. as there any precedent 
at all for involving a grave constitutional ques- 
tion, upon which the two parties of the coun- 
try were divided, for pressing into this bill—for 
which all were disposéd to vote—items which 
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many of them believed to be unconstitutional? If 
‘gentlemen chose to take the responsibility; if they 
were disposed to prostitute the rules of the House 
to party purposes, let the responsibility rest on 
‘them. He now proposed to them, that there might 
be no delay upon the passage of this bill—there 
should be none interposed on the part of his 
friends—that they should agree to reconsider the 
votes ón the passage of this bill and on ordering it 
to be engrossed, and that it should be recommitted 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, with specific instructions to report forth- 
with—it could be done in twenty minutes—a bill 
containing every single section which the majority 
of the Committee had put in, leaving out the single 
item relating to the Savannah river. Could any 
gentleman object to that? 

The gentleman from Ohio had told the House 
that the action of the Committee of Ways and 
Means had been affirmed by several successive 
votes of this House. His friend from Michigan 
[Mr. McCretxanp] had well reminded the gentle- 
man of the action of the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. What was that action? 
When the motion was made by his colleague (Mr. 
VENABLE] to strike. out this item, what was the 
vote? There were not more than thirty-odd who 
stood against striking it out; the committee were 
nearly unanimous; and when it was brought into 
this House, upon the call of the yeas and nays, 
the action of the Committee of the Whole was 
concurred in, and the item excluded, It was true, 
on a succeeding’ day it was ascertained that there 
was a clerical errur, and, by the casting vote of the 
Speaker, the amendment was rejected, and the 
item restored by the extraordinary interposition 
of the one-man power, about which gentleman 
talked so much, By this means alone the appro- 
priation was saved. 

The SPEAKER interposed, and wished to be 


allowed to state, that the Speaker had voted accord- | 


ing to the rules of the House, and not by any ex- 
traordinary proceeding. . 

Mr. McK AY concluded by saying that he would 
now, or when it was in order, propose to recom- 
mit the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, with instructions to report the 
same back to the House, with the exception of the 
single paragraph relative to the Savannah river. 

The question still remaining on the motion to 
reconsider— 

Mr. HUDSON remarked that the gentleman 
from North Carolina had told them that this whole 
proceeding was very extraordinary in its character, 
and had appealed to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means to answer whether he had 
ever known a parallel case. He, (Mr. H.,) of 
course, was not acquainted with the proceedings 
of the House to the extent his friend was. He 
could not, therefore, speak of the gentleman’s ex- 
perience. But he could speak of his own experi- 
ence and observation; and, as far as they extended, 
he ventured to say they corresponded with the 
experience and observation of gentlemen who had 
been there twice or three times as long. He ad- 
mitted that this case was extraordinary in its char- 
agter. In the first place, it was rather an extraor- 
dinary circumstance, that, by somewhat fortunate 
or unfortunate circumstances, his party should 
happen to have a majority of the House merely 
nominal, when the minority (if minority it were) 
were the friends of the Administration, and when 
they in fact had a majority in every other branch 
of the Government but the House of Representa- 
tives. The proceedings in this case were extraor- 
dinary in other respects. He had never seen a 
minority here, whether friendly or opposed to the 
Administration, throwing themselves in solid pha- 
lanx, as gentlemen on the other side had done this 
morning, against an appropriation bill which they 
knew was necessary to be passed in order to carry 
on the Government. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, desired to correct 
_ the gentleman’s statement. There were gentlemen 


on his side of the House—and he was among the |. 


number—who had voted for this bill, and against 
laying the motion to reconsider on the table, and 
had given every vote they had been called upon to 
give for passing the appropriations necessary to 
sustain the Government. 

Mr. HUDSON wished to do justice to the other 
side of the House. Asa body, asa party, almost 
in a solid phalanx, they had voted as he had ex- 
pressed; and there were even some of the gentle- 


‘tee of Ways and Means. 


priation not authorized by 
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men, who were members of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, who had given their votes with 
the majority on that side. He did not intend to 
say there were not exceptions, and the gentleman 
from Michigan no doubt was one. 

The gentleman from North Carolina had also 
excused the course pursued by his friends on that 
side of the House by saying that this amendment 
in relation to the Savannah river had been intro- 
duced into the bill contrary to the rules of the 
House, and that, altliough the rule required them 
to confine themselves in the general appropria- 
tion bills to appropriations already authorized by 
law, and to refrain from anything like general 
legislation. Now, he presumed it was well known 
to all those who had paid any attention at all to 
the subject, that his friend from North Carolina, 
when chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, had introduced more provisions of a gen- 
eral character—more of general legislation into the 
general appropriation bills—than all others which 
had been introduced since the establishment of the 
Government; and he knew that during the present 
session the gentleman had been an advocate for the 
same policy, and, instead of differing from the com- 
mittee in wishing to go beyond the mere appropri- 
ations of money, the gentleman had, jn the House 
and everywhere, gone beyond him who had gone 
farthest in introducing general legislation into ap- 
propriation bills. Proviso after proviso was found 
in all the appropriation bills which had been passed 
while the gentleman was chairman of the Commit- 


Mr. McKAY explained that the object of every 


. single proviso which had been introduced into any 


of the appropriation bills reported while he was at 
the head of that committee, was either to limit or 
to regulate the expenditures of the public money. 
There was not one which at all involved the prin- 
ciple of this amendment. . They had always made 
it a rule—and they had even left out a great many 
clerks on this ground—never to put in any appro- 
law. Many of these 
appropriations which the gentleman found in the 
bill had been put in by the Senate. 

Mr. HUDSON had also been informed—and 
his recollection corresponded with the fact—that 
not only in this bill, where it was pretended there 
was something unconstitutjonal in the provision 
for internal improvements, but in the navy appro- 
priation bill, where there was no such question of 
constitutionality, gentlemen on the other side of 
the House had pursued the same course in voting 
against the bill. : 

But another thing. The gentleman from North 
Carolina, in the last Congress, when chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, upon a com- 
mittee of conference, agreed to introduce into the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill the sum of 
$3,000,000 to be paid to Mexico, which was cer- 
tainly as foreign from a civil appropriation bill as 
the improvement of the Savannah river was to the 
bill now under consideration; and certainly if it 
was constitutional to appropriate three millions to 
buy worthless territory in Mexico, to be a bone 
of contention in this House and the country, he 
should think it equally constitutional to remove 
obstructions which the Government itself had 
placed in a river in our own country. 

Mr. McKAY said the three million appropri- 
ation was made in a separate bill, and was not the 
subject of a conference at all. 

Mr. HUDSON was aware of all the facts in 
relation to the bill. He knew it had passed this 
House with a certain proviso which gentlemen 
wished to get rid of; and, as a member of this 
House upon a committee of conference, the gen- 
tleman with his colleague agreed to put it into the 
civil and diplomatic bill, that in that way they 
might get rid of the proviso. He spoke advisedly. 
He knew what the facts were. It was a separate 
bill which was passed; and the gentleman agreed 
to take up this separate bill, which had passed one 
branch, and leave out one important provision, 
and put the appropriation into the general appro- 
priation bill, in the grossest violation of the rule. 

Mr. McKAY inquired if he understood the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts as charging that he, 
(Mr. McK.,).as a member of any committee of 
conference, had agreed to any report, which report 
had subsequently been sabmitted to the House, 
by which the three millions of dollars were put 
into the general apppropriation bill? 


Mr. HUDSO 


replied that he had not said that | 


the appropriation was reported to this House. He 
had said it was agreed to in committee; and would 
have been reported if that gentleman had not been 
informed, that if he was guilty of an outrage like 
that, the civil appropriation bill would not be 
passed. 

Mr. McKAY. Were 
committee? 

Mr. HUDSON replied, that he knew the facts; 
and he asked the gentleman if what he said was 
not true? He could bring two men who would 
take their oath that it was. 

Mr. McKAY. Bring as many as you please. 
I am not going to tell what took place in the com- 
mittee of conference. I admit that proposition was 
discussed, but was never passed upon; and I hold 
the three million bill in my hand, by which that 
appropriation was made in a separate bill. 

r. HUDSON had said nothing that he wished 
to qualify or take back. He had said it was not 
reported tg this House, but he had the express 
declaration of a member of that committee that the ` 
agreement was made in the committee, in the even- 
ing, to report the appropriation the next morning, 
and it was only in consequence of the fact that he 
had stated that the committee came together—a , 


you a member of that 


portion of them—and reconsidered their doings. 


Mr. McKAY said that the conferees never 
agreed to any such thing. It was the subject of 
conversation with them. 

Mr. HUDSON stated that he had the declara- 
tion of responsible witnesses to the contrary. He 
would ask? the gentleman if he did not advocate 
and vote in the committee of conference for incor- 
porating this $3,000,000 appropriation into the 
general appropriation bill? 

Mr. McKAY. I do not recollect about that. 
[Laughter. ] ; 

Mr. HUDSON said, the gentleman had alluded, 
in the course of his remarks, to the one-man power ` 
which had been exercised here this morning. He 
had information from one or two sources, that 
there was another one-man power which might be 
felt if this bill passed in its present form, and that 
it was held up to members of this House to in- 
fluence them to vote for the recommitment of this 
bill, that this objectionable feature might be stricken 
out. Now, he was willing, for one, to vote for 
the bill as it now stood. He would vote to carry 
the bill through; and he hoped that gentlemen who 
were in favor of giving the Government the neces- 
Sary means to carry on its operations, and that 
every one who was in favor of a system of internal 
improvements, would stand by and help to pass 
this bill, with the item for*the Savannah river in it; 
and if the President of the United States wanted to 
exercise his one-man power and return the bill 
with his objections, let him do it. He was per- 
fectly prepared to meet that case, and when it came’ 
up, he would pursue that course of policy which 
he thought wisest and best. He was not to be 
intimidated by the Executive threats, if they came 
by authority. That functionary might intimate 
to members of this House, or might send his 
Cabinet ministers here, as he had done heretofore, 
to electioneer for him; for himself, he was disposed 
to exercise his own judgment, and to vote for every 
bill which the interests of the country demanded, 
notwithstanding the President might be disposed 
to send down in advance intimations that he should 
object to it. Ifthe Executive saw fit to exercise 
his constitutional right to veto this appropriation 
bill, let him take the responsibility if he dared. It 
was said he would do it; but he would not do it. 


He undoubtedly would not veto a bill of this de- 


scription. Did any one suppose that the President 
of the United States, at the close of a long session, 
when appropriations were necessary, and large 
appropriations, to carry on the Government, would - 
take the responsibility of vetoing an appropriation 
bill because there was one item in it which he did 
not exactly approve? 

Mr. TURNER inquired if that clause was not 
put in and continued in the bill with the view of 
provoking a veto, or of placing the President in an 
inconsistent position ? 

Mr. HUDSON replied that he could not answer 
for other gentlemen in the House who had voted 
for that measure, but he could say for himself that 
the thought had never come into his mind. The 
= Saas had not been made in the Committee of 

ays and Means, directly or indirectly, to his 
knowledge; and according to his best belief, (for. 
he knew nothing of the fact,) it had no place in 
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the considerations which had led fo its introduction 
into the bill. 

Mr. TURNER inquired of the gentleman further, 
why the Mississippi and Ohio rivers had not been 
put in likewise, for they stood precisely in the:same 
position as the Savannah river? Works had been 
commenced and not completed in these rivers. 

Mr. HUDSON said that this case seemed to him 

eculiar. Here were obstructions placed in the 
Bannan river by the Government itself ; in the 
other cases, the obstructions were. placed there by 
Nature. He would relieve gentlemen’s anxiety at 
` once; they could come forward and vote for this 


bill with perfect propriety, for the Baltimore reso- 


lutions only bound them against a general system 
of internal improvements. Now, this was not one 
of the system. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TURNER again rose, but 

Mr. HUDSON declined further to yield, and 
said he would answer the gentleman’s question. 
Gentlemen need not trouble themselves with scru- 
ples about this appropriation; it was not in conflict 
with the Baltimore resolutions. They alluded to 
a general system of internal improvements. Now 
here was one solitary item which could not by any 
possible construction be considered a system or a 

artof asystem. He submitted, theretore, to his 
R abstractionist friends, whether this dis- 
‘tinction was not satisfactory? This work stood by 
itself, having no analogy to any other improve- 
ment, and could not be considered to belong to a 
system of internal improvements. 

Mr. MEADE wished to know whether the gen- 
tleman and his party had heard that the President 
would veto a bill with this clause after they had 
voted in committee to strike it out? 

Mr. HUDSON would answer the gentleman 
very cheerfully, and perhaps he could not better 
do it than by relating an anecdote which had fallen 
under his own observation: A man who was a lit- 
tle intoxicated—he did not intend to apply that 
remark to his friend from Virginia [a laugh]—was 
asked by another man if he could answer a certain 
question. He told him to propose his question 
and he would see. The question was propounded. 
The reply was, ‘I can answer that. It is very 
easily answereg and very foolishly asked.’’ Now, 
whether he had heard that remark one minute be- 
fore or one minute after the vote in committee, was 
of no consequence whatever. If that threat was 
made to this House, he condemned it, when or by 
whom it was brought. 

Mr. MEADE understood the gentleman to in- 
sinuate that his question was very foolishly asked, 
[a laugh;] that it had no application to the case. 
` Mr. HUDSON said he had made no insinua- 
tion. He had simply related an anecdote. [Re- 
newed laughter. | 

Mr. MEADE would only reply to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts that the question was 
very pertinent; for if the gentleman and his party 
had learned that the President would veto the bill 
with this item, after the vote had been taken in 
committee, it explained very readily the difference 
between the. votes of gentlemen on that side of the 
House in committee and in the House. : 

Mr. VINTON desired to know from the gentle- 
man from Virginia if the President of the United 
States had given out in advance that he would veto 
a bill now pending before this body ? 

Mr. MEADE replied that he could not answer 
the gentleman, for he did not know. 

Mr. BAYLY, (in his seat.) It will be an- 
swered. 

Mr. MEADE. 5o I see that gentlemen on the 
other side of the House can ask very foolish and 
impertinent questions. 

r. HUDSON could only say it was since the 
last vote was taken that the information had been 
conveyed to him. Of course it had had ‘no influ- 
ence on him, because he had not voted since. It 
would not have had, if he had heard it before the 
vote, and he did not conceive that it could have 
had any influence on the members of this House 
cerry He should not deviate one-eighth of a 

air from all the threats of Executive power which 
might be made. This influence, in fact, was not 
to be felt on this side of the House, but on the other 
side, and it was to save the President, he appre- 
hended, from the dilemma of vetoing an appropri- 
ation bill, that his friends had rallied around him 
with so much earnestness this morning. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky, understood that a 
„number of years ago an appropriation had been 


made by this Government to construct a dam at 
the head of Cumberland Jsland, in the Ohio river; 
that that dam was partly constructed, and left in 
that condition, and that it had now been partially 
washed away, thus obstructing to some extent the 
navigation of that river. He asked the gentleman 
to draw the distinction between the obstruction in 


the Savannah and the Ohio, and to account how it. 


was that this bill had incorporated into it an appro- 
priation for the Savannah and not for the Ohio? 

Mr. VINTON inquired if the gentleman did not 
vote against that very appropriation ? 

Mr. CLARKE replied that he did, and always 
should. That did not answer his question. 

Mr. HUDSON had two answers: the case of 
the Ohio river was not paralle] to that of the Sa- 
vannah, because the works had not been put in 
the former as obstructions. Again, in the one 
place, Congress had the power, and in the other 
they would run directly against the Baltimore res- 
olutions, because the improvement of the Ohio 
river was part of the system. i 

Mr. CLARKE asked if the gentleman was gov- 
erned by the Baltimore resolutions? 

Mr. HUDSON replied in the negative, but that 
they seemed to operate very powerfully upon the 
other side of the House, and that they had no 
oe to complain at being required to stand by 
them. 

Mr. CLARKE again requested the gentleman to 
state the difference between the appropriation for 
the Savannah and the Ohio rivers? 

Mr. HUDSON had already answered. The 
obstructions in the Savannah were placed there as 
obstructions, whereas the works in the Ohio river 
were designed to facilitate navigation. 

Mr. CLARKE. They are now obstructions. 

Mr. HUDSON said that was because the gen- 
tleman’s President had vetoed a bill which, if it 
had become a law, would have raised the dam, 
which the gentleman now considered an obstruc- 
tion, up to the contemplated height, and thereby 
would have facilitated instead of injured commerce. 

Mr. BAYLY said, it was not often that he dif- 
fered with his friend from North Carolina, [Mr. 
McKay;] but he differed with him at this time in 
some of the statements he had made. The gentle- 
man has said that the appropriation for removing 
obstructions from the Savannah river was out of 
place in the civil and diplomatic bill, and that it 
had been placed there against all precedent. He 
agreed with him entirely in the first part of the 
statement. The title of the bill indicates its object. 
It is to provide for the civil list—to make appro- 
priations to pay your foreign ministers, your 
judges, marshals, jurors, and other civil officers, 
which it wopld be tedious to enumerate. Surely 
an appropriation for a harbor improvement has no 
legitimate place in such a bill. Such an appro- 
priation belongs to the river and harbor bill, in 
which it even now is placed, and in which it has 
always been placed before. In form, the gentle- 
man is right as to the second part of his statement. 
He believed that the records of the Government 
would be searched in vain for a similar appropria- 
tion in the civil and diplomatic bill. But, in spirit, 
the gentleman is wrong. This form of legislation 
has always been adopted whenever the Whigs 
were in a majority in Congress, and differed from 
the Executive. So far from what they are now 
doing being unusual, it is in strict keeping with 
their constant policy under similar circumstances. 
It is in perfect accordance with their policy in 
1842. It will be recollected, at that time they re- 
pealed the law providing for the collection and 
safe-keeping of the revenue before they passed any 
other—as was believed at the time, and as the cir- 
cumstances justified the country in believing, for 
the purpose of coercing Mr. Tyler to sign a bank 
bill, which was the only substitute they meant to 
offer for the bill they had precipitately repealed. 
The natural and usual order of things is, to repeal 
the existing law by the statute substituting another. 
But, in this case, they repealed the existing law 
first, without at the same time substituting another, 
with the view of forcing the Executive either to 
sign the bank bill, which was the only substitute 
they would offer, and thus perjure himself, or leave 
the finances, in the words of their leader, in ‘a 
Jawless condition.’’ And, in the bill raising rev- 
enue to keep the wheels of Government in motion, 
they inserted a clause out of place, and having no 
proper connection with the bill, to repeal the pro- 
vision in the distribution law providing for its sus- 


pension whenever the rate of duties under the tariff 
should exceed twenty per cent. That provision 
was inserted in the act by Whig votes—without 
them, it could not have been inserted. It was 
known that Mr. Tyler was thoroughly committed 
to that provision,-and against its repeal, as Mr. 
Polk is now against appropriations for tnternal . 
improvement, and that he would veto any bill pro- 
viding for it. And yet these same Whigs inserted 
a provision in the bill providing for raising revenue 
to carry on the Government, repealing the restric- 
tion in the distribution law, with the view, as he 
believed, of placing Mr. Tyler in the situation in 
which he must stand by and see the wheels of 
Government stopped, or perjure himself by sign- 
ing a bill which he highly disapproved. In either 
event, they expected to bring him into disrepute 
with the country; and, by forcing him to a con- 
stant, almost daily resort to the veto, to bring that 
great popular and conservative feature of the Con- 
stitution, which had saved it so often from viola- 
tion, into disrepute also. 

Mr. GENTRY asked the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia if he intended to convey the idea that Mr. 
Tyler held distribution to be unconstitutional? 

Mr. BAYLY said he had asserted no such thing. 

Mr. GENTRY thought the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia was wrong as to an historical fact; for cer- 
tainly there was no man more deeply committed to 
the policy of distribution of the proceeds of the 
public lands than Mr. Tyler. If he had any con- 
stitutional difficulties, they arose very suddenly, 
and but a short time before his veto. 

Mr. BAYLY said it so happened that he could 
speak with some confidence of the position of Mr. 
Tyler on the distribution question. In the winter 
of 1839, he had the honor of serving in the Legis- 
lature of Virginia with Mr. Tyler; and during that 
session a proposition was offered in favor of dis- 
tributing the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands, which ıt fell to his lot to .oppose, and Mr. 
Tyler’s to defend. He(Mr. B.) maintained, on 
the occasion referred to, that the customs, as reg- 
ulated by the compromise bill, would not be sutñ- 
cient, without the proceeds of the lands, for the 
wants of the Government; and thatif those procagds 
were distributed, a disturbance of the compromise 
would become inevitable. Mr. Tyler, on the other 
side, contended that the revenue arising from the 
customs would be sufficient, without the land fund, 
for the wants of the Government, economically 
administered: and he insisted the question was, 
whether that fund should be distributed among the 
States, or remain, at best, idle in the treasury, or 
more probably become a fund for corruption. 

Mr. B. was confident that the compromise bill 
would not yield a surplus, even in conjunction 
with the proceeds from the public lands, much less 
without them; and he was equally confident that 
the people of Virginia would never consent to dis- 
tribution unless it did; and with the view of ren- 
dering the resolutions a nullity, he moved that the 
tariff compromise should be held ‘‘ sacred and in- 
violable.”’ Mr. Tyler not only assented to this 
proposition, but voted for it; and wjth him a large 
majority of the Whig members, among whom 
were many who afterwards not only justified and 
defended the perfidious abandonment of that com- 
panne and supported the odious tariff of 1842, 

ut denounced Mr. Tyler, who would not show 
equal pliancy, and surrender at the bidding of a 
party his well-considered opinions and his pledges 
to the couptry. 

Mr. Tyler was not committed upon this subject 
in this mode alone. The party which elevated 
him to power in 1840 declared themselves every- 
where to be opposed to disturbing the tariff com- 
promise, and to the charter of a national bank. By 
these professions they gained the confidence of the 
people. But they were no sooner installed into 
office, than, in despite of their professions, they 
passed a high protective tariff, and attempted to 
fasten upon the country a natiònal bank; and de- 
nounced Mr. Tyler because he would not become 
as falsė to his pledges as they had become them- 
selves, and exhibited a rage which was as irra- 
tional as their expectation that he should betray 
his pledges was unprincipled. Finding that the 
power they had obtained by holding out profes- 
sions to the people which they meant to violate 
had availed them nothing, in 1844 they came out 
with a fair declaration of their principles, and, with 
all the high qualities and popularity of their leader, 
they were defeated, and now, despairing of gain- 


wr 
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ing the confidence of the people if theyemake a fair 
disclosure of their principles, they are attempting 
to enact over again the scenes of 1840. 

Mr. B. said he would return from. this digres- 
sion into which the interruption of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Gentry] had led him, to the 

int he was discussing at the time it was made. 

Mr. VINTON requested that a section of the 
civil. and diplomatic appropriation bill for 1835 
should be read; and it was. read by. the Clerk ac- 
cordingly. 

Mr. BAYLY said he did not see that the pro- 


. vision which had been read affected the question 


at.all, That was a provision to Satisfy a demand 
which was created by existing law; but he should 
come to that question hereafter. He was now 
attempting to show that the effort to attach such 
items to such a bill was not without precedent, 
but that it wag.in perfect keeping with the factious 


` policy: heretofore pursued by the Whig part 


Some conversation ensued between Mr. BAYLY, 
Mr. CLINGMAN, and Mr. GENTRY, on the 
subject of Mr. Tyler’s. vetoes. 

Mr. GENTRY said that. Mr. Bayty had not 

et angwered his question. The gentleman from 
Virginia had said that Mr. Tyler was placed in a 
position in which he was compelled either to veto 
the bills which were sent to him, or perjure him- 
self. Now, if he did not believe distribution un- 
constitutional, how would he perjure himself by 
signing a bill providing for it? 

Mr. BAYLY id-he would answer the gentle- 
man with great. pleasure; and although it would 
divert him from. the line of his argument, yet the 
point involved in the interrogatory wag an import- 
ant one, and he thanked the gentleman for giving 
him an opportunity to answer it. . 

In the first place, the House would recollect, 
that. in Speaking of the alternative which was pre- 
rented to Mr. a ler, of vetoing several bills or of 
violating his pl to the people and his own oath, 
he had referred to the bank. bill, and othere besides 
the ane cancerning the distribution ofthe land 
fund. But.he waived that. He taok the gentle- 
man at his word; and he asserted that if Mr. Tyler, 
with, his well-considered and. deliberately-formed 
opifiog of the impolicy of distribution, under the 
circumstances. in which it was attempted, had 
signed the bill. providing. for. it, he.wauld have per- 
ir, the Constitution is not ag. gen- 

men read it. Mr. Tyler construed it, in respect 
to. the veto, in the:spjrit in which it wag made, and 
ingwhich Washington. administered it; and not in 
the spirit which partisans of the present day would 
construe it. Yea, sir, in the spirit in which Wash- 
ington. administered. it; with whom men of yes- 
terday: are. impiously compared, for mere party 
effect. 


The oath which is prescribed by the Constitu- 


. tion for the President is in these words: 


« {do solemnly. swear that I will faithfully execute the 
office of President af the United States, and will, to. the best 
of my. ability, preserve, protect, and defend the Constitution. 
of the United States.” ` 

This is the oath. he takes in entering upon the 
discharge of thé duties of his office. Itis not only 
“that he will preserve, protect, and defend the 
Constitution of the United States,’’ but ‘* that he 
will faithfully execute the office of President of the 
United States.°’ What, sir, are the most import- 
ant duties of that office? They are thus defined 


. by the Constitution itself: 


& He [the President] shall, from time to time, give to Con- 
gress intormation of the state of the Union, and recommend 
to their consideration such measures as he shall judge neces- 
saty and expedient.’? 

Again: 

« Every bill. which shal] have passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the Senate shall, before it become a Jaw, be 
presented ta the President of the United States. If he ap- 
prove, he shali sign it; but if not, he shal} return it, with his 
objections, to that House ig which it shall have originated, 
who shall énter the objections at large on their journal, and 

raceed to reconsider it. If, after such reconsideration, two- 
thirds of that House shall: agree to pass the bill, it shall be 
sent, tegether with the objections, to the other House; by 
which it shall likewi-e be reconsidered; and if approved by 
two-thirds of that House, it shall become a law. 

«c Every order, resolution, or vote, to which the concur- 
rence of the Senate, and House of Representatives may be 
necessary, (excep: on a qgueation of adjournment,) shall be 
presented to the President of the United States, and betore 


the same shall take effect, shall- be vg ia by him, or, if. 


disapproved by him, shall be repassed. by two-thirds of the 
Senate and- House of Representatives, according to the.rules 
and limitations prescribed in the casg of a bill.’ 

This ia the language of the Constitution. The 


Pregident, in advance of legigiatign, ig commanded, 


for the language is imperative—to ‘‘ recommend 
to the consideration of Gongress,’’ not once for 
all, but constantly, ‘‘ from time to time,” such 
measures as he shall judge not only. necessary, but 
such even as he shall regard as expedient; and 
after Congress has acted, the Constitution declares. 
not only that such solemn acts as bills, but even 
“ every order, resolution, or vote,” (except on ques- 
tions of adjournment,) shall be presented to the 
President; and ‘‘if he. approve, he shall sign it; 
but if he disapprove, he shall return it, with his 
objections, to that House in which it shall have 
originated.” In what sense is he to approve it? If 
there was doubt. about this, the language of the 
Constitution itself in the same clause, in another 
connection, would relieve it, He is to approve it 
in the same sense in which a member of either 


House signifies his approval in voting for a bill,. 


order, or resolution. ‘The section under consid- 
eration declares that when either is returned b 

the President, it shall be reconsidered; and ‘if 
approved” by the two-thirds of both Houses, it 
shall become a law, the President’s objections to 
the contrary notwithstanding. The language of 
the oath is equally explicit; and if the President 
signs a bill which he regards as. highly inexpe- 
dient, he perjures hinrself just as‘certainly as if he 
signed one which he considered unconstitutional. 
And the mischief done in the first case is much 
greater, and the crime he would commitas heinous 
as in the second. In the last case, the judiciary 
might annul the law, and thus afford relief; in the 
first, the only recourse would be a repeal, which 
might not be effected—and in most cases would 
ae be effected—until all the mischief had been 
one. 


The very formula which has been always used ` 


by the Presidents, in affixing their-signatures to 
laws, is In accordance with this construction. The 
word used is “approved.” And the very message 
in which the President announces, through his sec- 
retary, that he has signed a bill, is in accordance 
with it also. The language of that message uni- 
formly is: ** The President has approved and signed 
a bill,’? &c. How can he send such a message as 
that, or. make such an appendage to his signature 
as is always used, if he has signed without ap- 
proving? Mr. B. did not mean to maintain, in a 
case where the reasons were fairly balanced for 
and against a measure, the President, in a case of 
expediency, should exert his veto merely because 
his mind inclined against it. But in a case where 
his. mind is free from a rational doubt, he is: as 
much bound to interpose to prevent the passage of, 


a highly inexpedient ag an unconstitutional law. 


And, Mr. Speaker, the reason for these provis- 
ions of the Constitution is as obvious.as the lan- 
guage is plain. The design of the Constitution, 
in all of its provisions, is ta protect the people 
against the Government—to protect the governed 
from aggression on the part of their agents; and 
every safeguard is therefore interposed against mis- 
representation. ‘The President of the United States 
represents the whole people much more nearly than 
Congress. It might very well happen that the two 
Houses of Congress—and, under the system of 
gerrymandering for this House, and the inequality 
of the size of the States represented in the other, 
it often does happen—that a majority of Congress 


will represent a minority of the people. But it is | 


almost impossible that the President shall. And 
hence, before any bill can become a law, itis required. 
that he shall approve it. And suppose he should 
not: what mischief is done? He thereby imposes 
no measure upon the people. All he does is to 
arrest.action—to leave things as they were—as the 
eople had placed them. The veto enacts nothing. 
t doeg nothing affirmative. It only arrests action. 
The only power it confers upon the President, who 
so nearly represents the. whole people, is to grant 
an appeal from the representatives of the people to 
the people themselves—an appeal which must, at 
furthest, be tried in a very short time. The term 
of the Presidency is but four years; and few laws. 
are ever passed which invoke the Executive nega- 
tive early in his term. And until the appeal is. 
tried, things only remain ag they were; and he 
was not prepared to admit that aur. condition and 
laws at any time are so defective that much mis- 
chief would be done in leaving them unchanged. 
In practice, there. w@& no danger that the Presi- 
dent would capriciously and tyrannically exert the 
veto power. He. had no inducements to do it. It 
was.not a, pleasant thing for the President to bring, 


himself into collision with the two Houses of Con- 
gress; and experience had shown, that he would 
not do it except in cases where the popular. will 


had been clearly violated. This is shown by the ` 


fact that there was no instance in which a veto has 


not been sustained by the people, This is the view. 


which Mr. Tyler took of the Constitution; and Mr. 
B. begged leave to add, the view which the early 
Presidents took of it; and among them, the Father 
of his Country. Washington, early in his admin- 
istration, resorted to the veto. Before he disap- 
proved and prevented the passage of the apportion- 
ment bill, he took the opinion of his cabinet, 
composed: of the ablest men of that day. Mr. Jef- 
ferson, in his opinion, said: 

“Viewing the bill either as a violation of the Constitution, 
or as giving an inconvenient exposition to its words, is it a. 
case wherein the President ought to interpose his negative 
I think it is. The non-user of his negative power begins 
already to excite a belief that no President will ever venture to 
use tf ; and consequ has begotten a desire. te raise up bar- 
riers in the.State Legislatures against. Congress, throwing off 
the control of the Constitution.’ | l 

This was in reference tọ the first bill which 
Washington vetoed. The second was a bill for 
reducing the army. The reasons which he as- 
signed were purely reasons of expediency. They 
were, that it would be inconvenient to throw out 
of service, at that time, two companies of light 


dragoons, This bill had been passed by a large - 


majority; and it is a singular circumstance, It 
was presented to him for his approval on his birth- 
day, and after his veto it came near commanding- 
a, vote of two-thirds.* 

Now, Mr. B, would say, if there was a conceiv- 


* The following are the proceedings referred to by Mr. 
BAYLY: 


From the reprinted Journal of the House of Representatives 
of the United States, 2d volume, pages 726 and 728. 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, February 28, 1797. 

A message was received from the President of the United. 
States, by Mr. Craik, his secretary, who, by command of 
the President, returned to the House the bill passed by the 
two Houses, entitled “An act to alter and amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act to ascertain and fix the military establishment. 
of the United States,’ ” and presented to the President, for 
his approbation, on Wednesday, the 22d day of this month ; 
to which bill the President having made objections, the same 
bea also delivered in by the said secretary, who then with- 

rew. 

The said abjections were read, and ord@ed to be. entered, 
at large on the Journal, as follow : 

“UNITED STATES, February 28, 1797. 
c Gentlemen of the House of shad Aaa ray 2 

« Having maturely considered the bill to alter and amend. 
an act entitled “An act to ascertain and fix the military es- 
tablishment of. the United States,’? which was presented to 
me on the 22d day -of this month, I now return it to the 
House of Representatives, in which it originated, with my 
objections. 

«First. If the bill passes into a law, the two companies of 
light dragoons will be, from that moment, legally out of ser- 
vice, though they will afterwards continue actually in service; 
and for their services during this interval—namely, from the. 
time of legal to the time of actual discharge—it will not be 
lawful to pay them, unless same future provision be made. 
by law. Though they may be discharged at the pleasure of 
Congress, in justice they ought to receive their pay, not only 
to the time of passing the law, but, at least, to the time of. 
their actual discharge. 

‘‘ Secondly. It will be inconvenient and injurious to the, 
public to dismiss the light dragoons as soon as notice of the 
law can be conveyed to them, one of the companies having 
been lately destined to a necessary and important service. — 

“ Thirdly. The companies of light dragoons consist of one 
hundred and twenty-six non-commissioned officers and pri- 
vates, who are bound to serve as dismounted dragoons when 
ordered so to do. They have received, in bounties, about 
two thousand dollars; one of them is compl@aly equipped, 
and above half of the non-commissioned officers and privates 
have yet to serve more than one-third of the time of their 
enlistment; and, besides, there will, in the course of the 
year, be a considerable deficiency in the complement of 
infantry intended to be continued. Under these circum- 
stances, to discharge the dragoons does not seem to comport 
with economy. i 

« Fourthly. It is generally agreed that some cavalry, either 
militia or regular, will be necessary; and, according to. the 
best information I have been able to obtain, it is my opinion 
that the latter will be less expensive and more useful than 
the former in preserving peace between the frontier settlers 


«July 20, 


and. the Indians; and, therefore, a part of the military estab- ` 


lishment should consist of cavalry. 
“G. WASHINGTON,” 

House op REPRESENTATIVES, Wednesday, March 1, 1797. 

The House, according to the order of the day, proceeded 
to reconsider the bill passed by the two Houses of Congress, 
entitled “An act to alter and amend an act entitled ‘An act 
to ascertain and fix the military establishment of the United. 
Stages,’ ?? which was prezented for approbation on Wednes- 
day, the twenty-second of February, and returned by the 
President yesterday, with objections. i 

The said bill was read at the Clerk’s table, and is as fol- 
loweth, &c., &e. 

The President’s objections were also read.; and, after de- 
bate on the subject-matter of the said bill, the question, 
c“ That the House, on reconsideration, do agree to pass the 
bill??? was determined in the mode prescribed by the Con- 
stitution of the United Statee-—yeaa 55, nays 36. 
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able case where a President ought not to withhold 
his signature from a bill which he disapproved, it 
was a bill providing for the reduction of the army. 
The power to declare war and to raise and support 
armies is vested in Congress. The army is anarm 
of the war power; and that being in Congress, the 
President ought greatly to defer to their will in 
every matter connected with it. And considering 
that he is the commander-in-chief, he ought to be 
very circumspect in interposing to prevent the re- 
duction of a force of which he is the head. Yet, 
in such a case as that, even Washington exercised 
the veto upon grounds of mere expediency. With 
what propriety, then, can thoSe who propose to 
surrender the veto power, and abdicate, in advance, 
the most important and responsible duties of the 
Presidency as a means of reaching it, claim to fol- 
low in the footsteps of lim who was “first in war, 
first in peace, and first in the hearts of his coun- 
trymen:’’ Sir, it is impious to compare any man 
of this day with him who has no parallel in any 
man of any day. 

- Mr. B. did not regret that the opportunity had 
been afforded him, as unexpected as it was, to ex- 

ress his views upon this question, notwithstand- 
ipg he had not been able to present them fully, or 
to do them justice. This salutary, popular, con- 
servative feature of the Constitution is in great 
danger. There is an effort now made to strike it 
virtually, from the Constitution. lt is not made in 
the only legitimate way, by a propésition to amend 
the Constitution, but by the election of a President 
pledged in advance to abandon its exercise. In 
this form it is more dangerous, because it is the 
only one in which it can possibly succeed. It has 
been tried in the other, the proper and ingenuous 
mode, but it signally failed. Shortly after the 
Whig party had been baffled in all their cherished 
schemes, and the will of the people protected from 
outrage by the use of this veto power in the hands 
of a firm man, Mr. Clay proposed a modification 
of it. But with all his influence with his party, 
nota single State responded favorably, and he who 
had proposed it, was rejected by the people. And 
‘now the same party are attempting to effect, by in- 
direction, what they so signally failed to effect in a 
fegitimate mode. It will be for the people to say 
whether they shall succeed. 

He would now return from this digression to the 
point he was arguing when he was interrupted. He 
wag attempting to show that this appropriation for 
clearing ot :the Savannah river was inserted in 
the bill for the purpose of provoking a veto, and 
that it was in perfect keeping with aimilar efforts 
resorted to by the Whig party when they were in 
a majority in this House in 1842. 

The first reason for this opinion had already 
been aasigned. The appropriation does not belong 
in this bill. Its proper place is in the harbor bill 
—where, indeed, it already is; and there it ought 
to remain, and fare the same fate of all similar ap- 
propriations, The House has expressed its opin- 
ion upon this point. A bill from:the Senate is now 


+ on your calendar, providing for this improvement. 


| 


When it came from the Senate, what was done 
with it? Was it committed to the Committee of 
Way and Means, to which belongs the civil and 
diplomatic bill? No, sir; but it was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce by a vote of this 
House; and it was thus decided by this body that 
its proper place was the river and harbor bill, which 
that committee has in charge. Again: In the Com- 


~ mittee of the Whole it was rejected by a large ma- 


jority. Why, then, was it voted in by a party 
vote in the House? Theremarks of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hupson] explains the 
reason. In the mean time, it had become generally 


. rumored about, that if it remained-in the bill, the 


_ in every part €f the country—indeed 


President would veto it. Here was an opportunity 
for a party movement, not to be Ipat. ~- ‘Thousands 
of persons are interested in the passage of this bill, 
, , every person 
connected with the civil departments of the Gov- 


. ernment; and it was thought if a veto could be 


| 


| 


provoked, a great clamor would bg the conse- 
quence., . 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hup- 
son] had asked Mr. B.’s colleague [Mr. Meane] 
if the President had given any intimation that he 
would veto this bill if it contained the appropria- 
tion for the Savannah river. It was such a ques- 


, tion as it was impossible to give a general negative 


to. , But this he. would say, that although he was 
| quite sure the President had given no private inti- 


t 


| 


mation of his intentions, with the view, of influen- 
cing the vote of members of Congress, yet, in his 
public acts, in his veto messages, he had given the 
most positive and unequivocal intimations that 
such an appropriation as this could never meet his 
approval. : 

Zut the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hupson]| argues that this appropriation does not 
stand on the same footing as ordinary appropria- 
tions for purposes of internal improvement, inas- 
much as the obstructions in the Savannah river 
were placed there by the Government in the revo- 
lutionary war. The gentleman is mistaken: They 
were not placed there by the order of the Govern- 
ment; on the contrary, they were placed there 
(if he was not misinformed) by the authorities of 
Savannah, for the protection of that- town. But 
this is immaterial. At any rate, they were placed 
there before the Constitution of the United States 
was adopted; and our powers are derived from that 
instrument, and not from extraneous circumstances 
existing before it was formed. 

So fap from this improvement having stronger 
claims upon us than any other, the reverse is the 
case. The State of Georgia has applied long ago 
to this Government for permission to levy tonnage 
duties to remove these very obstructions. The per- 
mission has been granted. He was informed that 
the duties had been levied and collected. They 
must have come out of all persons trading up that 
river; among whom would be comprised many citi- 
zens of other States. Under these circumstances, 
with what propriety could Georgia come here and 
ask an appropriation to effect the same object out 
of the public treasury? She had resorted to the 
true constitutional course, and let her adhere to it. 

He then commented on the remarks of the chair- 
man of the committee of Ways and Means, and 
expressed his astonishment that a gentleman of 
his age and experience should come here and say 
he presumed the President had already money 
enough to carry on the Government, and therefore 
that his friends in this House withheld their votes 
from this bill. Why, so far ag mere funds go, the 
Government would have more without this bill 
than with it; for it does not propose to put maney 
into the treasury, but to take it out. But the cred- 
itors of the Government had a right to these funds. 
They could not, however, be paid, until this bill 
was passed, for not a dollar could be paid without 
an appropriation by law; and that appropriation, 
to which there was no objectian on this side of the 
House, gentlemen opposite were determined should 
not be made, unless appropriations were included 
which would inevitably bring-edown the Executive 


veto. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, rose to a question 
of privilege. The gentleman from Virginia had 
no right to refer to the opinion of the President of 
the United States to influence the action of mem- 
bers of this House. 

Mr. BAYLY said the gentleman from Mary- 
land should have raised his question of privilege 
at an earlier period; for no reference had been made 
to Executive opinions on this side of the House, 
until they had been alluded to by gentlemen on the 
other side. 

Mr. EVANS denied that the first allusion to the 
Executiygopinions had come from his side of the 
House. ` 

Mr. BAYLY said he believed the first gentleman 
who made such allusion was the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Hupson.] 

Mr. EVANS said the gentleman from Virginia 
was entirely mistaken. In the expectation that 
such allusions would be made, he had sat with his 
finger on the rules, which was well known to the 
Speaker, and he was enabled to say that the first 
reference to the Executive opinions came from the 
other side of the House. It came from the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, (Mr. CuLarke.] 

Mr. GENTRY said it mattered not whence it 

came. It was wrong. 
Mr. EVANS maid. in raising the` question of 
privilege, he did it not with any unfairness to the 
gentleman from Virginia. He could not bring him- 
self to be guilty of doing so. But he had raised 
the question because it was a clear violation of a 
rule of the House, which was designed for the pro- 
tection of freedom of debate.. 

«Mr. BAYLY said, if gentlemen opposite were ter- 
rified by such allusions, he promised that he would 
not repeat them. According to the gentleman’s 
own admigsion, others had made these allusions 


before he: had; and yet, although the gentleman 
had sat with his finger on the rules, in expectation 
of such allusions, he had not called them to order. 
No one would suspect him of such a want of tact 
as to refer to the opinions of the President with . 
the view of influencing favorably the action of 
members on that side of the House. He knew the 
temper of that side well enough to know that such 
a reference would haye produced the contrary effect. 
No such reference was necessary, as far as this 
side was concerned; for we have already. voted 
against the appropriation. The change. has. been 
on that side, not this. 

The honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means [Mr. Vinton] had made other 
remarks at which he was equally surprised. Bs- 
sides voting for this proposition, he had alsp ex- 
pressed his regret that appropriations had not been 
made for the improvement of the. Mississippi and 
Ohio rivers. It would be recollected that, early in 
this session, the gentleman asserted that neither 
himself nor the party to which he belonged, had 
ever advocated incurring debt for the purpose of 
internal improvements. All that they had ever 
wished was, to appropriate any. available surplus 
which might remain undisposed of in the treasury. 
He would ask the gentleman if there was any 
such surplus in the treasury now? If these appro- 
priations are made, must not debt be contracted 
to meet them? He (Mr. B.) had undertaken to. 
controvert, by facts and arguments, the assertion 
of the gentleman at the time it was made; but he 
had not anticipated that the gentleman himself 
oo so soon have confirmed all he had then 
said. 

He (Mr. B.) then proceeded to comment on the 
vote of the Speaker yesterday morning, on the 
discovery of an error in the record of the proceed- 
ings of the preceding day. He knew. the Speaker 
had many. privileges; but he should like to know 
by what privilege the Speaker could vote a day 
after any other member of this House? No mems - 
ber of this House enjoyed a privilege of voting on 
a succeeding day. Now, suppose he (Mr. B.) 
had not been present on that day: could he come 
in on the succeeding day and have his vote record- 
ed? To puta still stronger case: Suppose he had 
been in his seat, and had not voted; could he vote 
the next day. after the Journal was read ? 

The SPEAKER explained that the course which 
was pursued. was justified by many. precedents. 

Mr. BAYLY said he did not charge the Speaker 
with any intentional usurpation. 

Mr. BURT explained, that since he had been a 
member of this Hause, the same state of circum- 
stances had occurred when the Speaker was.a 
member of. the Democratic party, and the same 
course was pursued. It was done by Mr. John 
W. Davis, the last Speaker of this House. 

Mr. BAYLY said he recollected no such in- 
stance; but if there was, it did not alter his views. 
He.could not ‘see why a Speaker should vote the 
next day, any. more than the other members of the 
House. If the Speaker did not exercise his right 
when the question waa put, he should be presumed 
to have waiyed it, and he could not exercise it 
afterwards. He then continued at some length to 
comment on the passage of the bill with the clause 
which was so objectionable to many, and said. he 
could not but view it as an attempt to provoke an 
Executive veto; and he appealed to gentlemen if 
they were likely to gain anything in 4 party. point 
of view which would at dll compensate for the loss 
of dignity and propriety of conduct which they 
would inevitably incur, - 

Mr. STEPHENS said the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Bay.y] and some other gentlemen com- 

lained that this.item for the removal of obstructions 
in the Savannah river had been put in this bill pur- 
posely to pracure an Executive veto. Now, as 
one who advocated this appropriation, not only at 
this session, but at every session since he had been 
a member of this House, he could say that he had 
never heard such an intimation until this morn- 
ing. He did not dream that any individual could 
possibly expect the President would veto this ap- 

ropriation. He had always understood that his 
Demacratic colleague had uniformly voted for this 
appropriation, except at this session, and that it was 
supported because.it stoad on ground different from 
other appropriations for the improvement of har- 
bors. He believed he waa right in saying that his 
Democratic colleague. had heretofore voted for it; 


‘but he had voted against. the bills containing the 
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appropriation because other matters different from 
this were put in them; and for his colleague, who 
was a member of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, [Mr. Toomss,] who had thisitem putin the 
bill, not for a veto but to get the money, he would 
- state that he agreed in some points with the gentle- 
man from Virginia in opposing a general system 
of internal improvements, but not on constitutional 
grounds. That colleague happened to be absent 
to-day, or he (Mr. S.) knew he would answer for 
himself, and state most explicitly that his object 
was not to provoke a veto by putting this item in 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill; but it 
was to disconnect this case from other harbor im- 
provements which stood upon entirely different 
grounds. ` He knew this was the object of his col- 
league, and that this was the history or the true 
reason for this apppropriation in this bill. 

Mr. MeCLELLAN D inquired if the gentle- 
man’s colleague was not in favor of separating this 
item from this bill, that the merits of every such 
item should be discussed by itself? 

Mr. STEPHENS said it was not necessary that 
he should go into a detail of the views of his col- 
- league on the subject of internal improvements, as 
probably before the adjournment his colleague 
would speak for himself. But he was satisfied 
that his colleague had no doubt of the constitution- 
ality of improving harbors for the benefit of the 
people of this Union. If they could not legislate 
upon this subject, what sort of a Government had 
they? He repeated that he knew his colleague 
was Opposed to a large, unlimited, and extrava- 

ant system of internal improvements, as he was 
imself, but that he had always disconnected this 
case from others. i 

And now, what was the argument of the gentle- 
man from Virginia? He said this did not differ 
from other cases, because these obstructions were 
put into this river by the Government before the 
adoption of the Federal Constitution. This was 
the ground on which the gentleman made this case 
analogous to all others, and wished to get rid of 
the obligation resting on them to make the re- 
moval. Now he (Mr. S.) intended to show that 
it was but a quibble to say that these obstructions 
were put there before the adoption of the pres- 
ent Constitution, and that therefore this appro- 

riation for their removal was unconstitutional. 

e supposed from this argument that if this Gov- 
ernment should put in such obstructions, this Gov- 
ernment could take them out; though he did not 
know but that it might be contended that if this 
Government should now, in time of war, put in 
such obstructions, it could not again remove them. 
Was he to argue such a question as that? Heap- 
pealed to the gentleman from Virginia, and asked 
if he entertained such constitutional opinions as 
that this Governfment could block up the mouth of 
a river for the national defence, but that it could 
not afterwards remove such obstructions? No gen- 
~ stleman could entertain such opinions. The gentle- 
man from Virginia, speaking of the President, said 
that he would not longer terrify this side by allu- 
ding to the Executive veto. Now, he had not known 
that side of the House ever quailed or became ter- 
rified at any threat of the Executive, nor had he 
heard on that side of the House until this morning 
that the President would veto this bill if this item 
was inserted; and yet, as the representative of 
American freemen, if by message of the Execu- 
tive, or communication from any of his minions, 
such a threat should be made, he (Mr. S.) would 
maintain hig rights, and vote for it notwithstand- 
ing. No threat of the Executive would have any 
terror for that side of the House, and Mr. S. would 
fain hope that it would have no influence with the 
other side. During the revolutionary war these 
obstructions were put into this river in part by our 
officers and in part by the British, and. he main- 
tained that it rested with the Government to remove 
them; and it rested not solely on construction, but 
on the plain terms of the Constitution; for by the 
Constitution the new Government assumed all the 
obligations of the old Confederation. But this 
assumption in effect would have been made by the 
change, even without the express provision. When 
the government of any people passed from one form 
to another, or from the handg of one to another, 
those who come last to the exercise of its powers 
take the government, cum onere. Suppose we had 
not adopted the Constimtion, and that the States 
had remained as a Confederated Republic, would 
any gentleman doubt that it was the duty of the 


- 


Federal Govérnment to remove the obstructions 
from that river? He could not argue such a ques- 
tion as this. He believed the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia was a lawyer, and sometimes spoke from the 
book; and he asked him if, in such a case, the duty 
would have rested upon the Confederation to make 
the removal, did it not now devolve on the present 
Government to discharge this old obligation? He 
was astonished, then, to hear gentlemen say it was 


‘unconstitutional, because those obstructions had 


been placed there before the adoption of the pres- 
ent Constitution. Sovereignty might be trans- 
ferred, but the incoming Government took with it 
all the trusts and responsibilities, rights and obli- 
gations of the old Government under the Confed- 
eracy. No principle in public law or the laws of 
nations was plainer or better settled. 

He wished to call the attention of the House 
and of the country to the fact that the civil and 
diplomatic bill for the support of the Government 
was rejected because it contained an item for the 
improvement of the Savannah river, when all the 
other items were called for by the Executive, and 
the Committee of Ways and Means. And what 


was that item? He here read the item appropria-, 


ting $50,000 for the removal of obstructions in the 
Savannah river, near Fort Pulaski and the naval 
anchorage, and said they were told by the other 
side of the House that if this item were retained 


in this bill it would be vetoed by the President. 


Although no gentleman had authority to say so, 
the gentleman from Virginia said he had no doubt 
of it. Now, was not this an extraordinary spec- 
tacle to present to the country, when the Chief 
Magistrate of this Union undertook to say to the 
Representatives of the People that the wheels of 
Government should stop if they dared exercise 
one of their rights, and make an appropriation te 
remove obstructions from a river which the Gov- 
ernment had put there itself? The gentleman from 
Virginia told them he came to this conclusion from 
the general knowledge he had of the President’s 
previous vetoes. Consequently, the wheels of the 
Government must stop if they did that which was 
necessary to the naval marine of the country, as 
well as necessary for the promotion of the interests 
of commerce. . The gentleman from Virginia said 
the President could not allow his conscience to be 
violated by approving a bill containing such an 
item for one of our own rivers or one of our own 
harbors, and yet the President could approve a 
survey of the Dead Sea. He did not speak au- 
thoritatively; but he asked the gentleman from 
Virginia if it were got so, if the Pregident had not 
approved of the sufvey of the harbors of that dis- 
tant inland sea? : 

_Mr. BAYLY said he was able to speak some- 
what with authority on this subject, and he could 
say that the President has ordered no such thing. 
Permission was asked by some of our naval officers 
to make a scientific exploration on their own ac- 
count. It was done without any direction or con- 
trol whatever of the department; and permission 
was given them to do that which was often done 
when officers were on foreign stations: to make 
short excursions for the examination of objects 
Which would tend to enlighten them and the 


world. 

Mr. STEPHENS, then, understo gentle- 
man from Virginia to say that they w®f€ not sent 
out, but that, on their application, permission was 
given them to survey the Dead Sea. 

Mr. BAYLY. Not to survey it; that would 
depend upon the sense in which the gentleman 
used the word survey. The word survey might 
have different meanings. And Mr. B. said some- 
thing of the sense of the word in the stanza of 

«Iam monarch of all I survey,?? 


which was not distinctly heard. 

Mr. STEPHENS replied that the sense in which 
he used the word was to examine, explore, make 
observations, &c. But he did not know but that 
he was wrong; and that the gentleman had just 

iven the sense in which the President used it. 

e certainly was actuated by some such feelings 
and views, whén he cast his eyes over the Terri- 
tories of New Mexico and California, and made a 
survey of them. All his acts then spoke one plain 
language: © 

“I am monarch of all | eurvey, N 
My right therë is nope to dispute ; 
From the centre all round to the sea, 
I am lord of the fowl and the brute.” 


Perhaps it was with the same feeling he was 


how making this survey ef the Dead Sea. And 
while he denies all right in-Congress to do any- 
thing for the improvement of our rivers and har- 
bors, he could approve the expenditure of thou- 
sands of dollars out of the public treasure in making 
surveys, examinations, and explorations after the 
lost cities of Sodom and Gomorrah. Such was the 
conscience of our President. He could expend the 
public treasure in exploring other climes, but could 
not allow Congress to spend one dollar in improv- 
ing our own. 

Mr. BAYLY said something further in inter- 
ruption about jurisdiction, not heard. 

Mr. S. said he did not believe that Lieutenant 
Colonel Frémont claimed the jurisdiction of the . 
country when he made his exploring journey into 
California; nor did Captain Gillespie. They were, 
however, despatched there by authority, their ex- 
penses were paid out of our treasury, and they 
soon created a revolution, and presented the sin- 
gular spectacle of officers of this Goverment, in 
the pay of the Government, commencing war with 
and revolutionizing a neighboring country, with- 
out any authority of law save the will of the Pres- 
ident. But his question had been, Who bore the 
expenses of this expedition to the Dead Sea? Did 
they or did they not come out of the treasury? 
Did the officers concerned pay the expense ‘out of 
their own pockets? Did they pay for the building 
of the peculiar sort of boats necessary fer the ex- 
ploration, and which, as he had been informed, 
were built in this country? Were they not built 
and sent out at the public charge? Mr. S. did not 
know the fact, but he had been so informed. And 
was this the excuse, the palliation that the friends 
of the President offered for the tenderness of the 
conscience of the President; which would prevent 
him from allowing us to appropriate a few thou- 
sand dollars to remove obstructions in one of our 
own rivers which our Government had helped to 
put there for the national defence during the war 
of the Revolution? He could build boats for an 
exploration of the Dead Sea, it seems, without au- 
thority of law, but his conscience was quite too 
tender to allow of his permitting the a a rep- 
resentatives to provide for the removal df obstruc: 
tions which were put in one of our own harbors 
by the officers of our Government, and by which, 
in part, they were enabled to achieve our inde- . 
pe His tender conscience did not prevent 

im from claiming all the powers of a conquering 
monarch over foreign territory, nor from prosecu- 
ting explorations of distant seas in the East, at the 
expense of the people of the United States; but at 
home, here at our own doors, his conscience would 
not allow him to sanction the appropriation of a 
dollar for the benefit of the commerce of our own . 
people, or the safety of our own navy in coming 
to anchor in one of our own ports! 

Mr. BAYLY said he did not admit that the ex- 
pense of this exploration of the Dead Sea had 
come out of the treasury. © 

Mr. STEPHENS said he understood that it had. 
He understood from the gentleman at the head of 
the Naval Committee (Mr. T. B. Kine] that the 
boats provided for that expedition were paid for 
out of the treasury; so he was informed; beyond 
that he could not go. But, even if the expenses 
of the boats did. not come out of the treasury, the 
officers concerned in it were in the pay of the Gov- 
ernment, and were engaged in the enterprise by 
the permission of the President. 

r. BAYLY inquired how the chairman of the | 
Naval Committee knew that such was the fact? 

Mr. T. BUTLER KING (chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs) said he knew nothing 
more than what he learned from common report. 
[Voices: “Oh! ah’) Gentlemen need not cry 
“oh” and ‘Sah’’ quite so soon. [Laughter.] He 
did know, frontf#ery high authority, that the out- 
fit necessary to that exploration had been made at 
the expense of the Government. These officers 
must have taken out the requisite boats and nauti- 
cal and astronomical instruments to complete the 
examination; and whue so engaged, they were of 
course under pay as officers of the Government. 
The gentleman from Virginia did not certainly 
question this. | 

Mr. BAYLY said he did greatly question it. 

Mr. KING observed, what he said was, that 
this service was performed by permission of the 
department. . 

r. RHETT. Had not these gentlemen gone 
out on this expedition on their own account? 
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Mr. KING said he did not understand that they 
had gone on their own account. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Would the gentleman 
from Georgia undertake to say that they were or- 
dered on that service by the Government? 

Mr. KING. I have not said that. I said they 
were permitted. 

Mr. RHETT inquired from what source the 
gentleman had derived this information? 
ca KING replied, from the Secretary of the 

avy. 

Mr. RHETT. The Secretary of the Navy told 

ou so? 
7 Mr. KING. He told me so, himself. 

Mr. BAYLY said he was himself a member of 
the Naval Committee. He had gone to the de- 
partment, and had there inquired into the precise 
state of the case. 

Mr. KING said he brought no charge against 
the Secretary of the Navy on this account. He 
had only said that the expedition was permitted 
by the department. 

Mr. GENTRY wished to inquire from the hon- 
orable chairman whether a public vessel, belong- 
ng to the United States, ever left this country on 
a distant expedition without orders from the de- 
partment? 

Mr. KING replied that none ever did. 

Mr. GENTRY said these officers must have 
had orders, or they never would have gone 
there. 

Mr. SCHENCK here referred to a speech of 
his own, in which he had been commenting on the 
inconsistency of the Executive Government in 
sending out an expedition to explore the Dead Sea, 
and at the same time refusing to sanction the im- 

rovement of our own rivers and harbors. He 

ad gone afterwards to the Navy Department, 
where the Secretary explained to hin the whole 
affair. The explanation given was, that certain 
naval officers had expressed their willingness and 
desire to make the exploration, and he had given 
them permission to do so, because he considered 
that the result would be a desirable acquisition to 
science. Mr. S. said he had further learned—he 
was not sure it was from the Secretary; it might 
have been from other sources; he certainly had 
seen it stated in the newspapers—that boats of 
easy transportation had been prepared, and the 
instructions were published, under which these 
officers had been engaged in making the requisite 
preparations for the exploration. Mr.S. had him- 
self never alluded to it; for he was not of opinion 
that the thing was at all wrong, but the contrary. 
What he complained of was, that while it was 
held to be all right and proper, and quite constitu- 
tional to carry on such an exploration in the con- 
tinent of Asia, it was supposed to be the greatest 
heresy to permit a river or. a harbor in our own 
country to be examined and improved. 

Mr. BAYLY said that he had seen the instruc- 
tions alluded to, and knew all about it. 

Mr. STEPHENS said that all this eager con- 
troversy, which had for some time been going on 
all round him, amounted to nothing at all. It 
seemed that, whenever he addressed the House, 
the disposition to interrupt, and to make inquiries 
and explanations, became contagious. 

Mr. SCHENCK (in his seat) said it was be- 


cause he stirred them up. 

Now, sir, (continued Mr. STEPHENS,) it is 
wholly immaterial, for the purpose to which I al- 
luded to this affair, whether the officers paid for 
their copper boats and outfit or not. They are 
engaged in this service, [ understand to be admitted, 
by the permission of the Secretary of the Navy, 
and their regular salaries are paid out of the treas- 
ury while engaged in this service. The main 
question here was, whether officers of our navy, 
while in the pay of the Government, had engaged 
in the survey of the Dead Sea with the knowledge 
and consent of the President? It was not to be 
expected that out naval officers, when they left our 
own shores, carried with them specific orders and 
directions as to where they were to go from day 
to day, and just at what points they were to stop; 
but wherever they went, while on a cruise, they 
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were held to be constructively in the service of the 
Government. That was the point. Mr. S. did 
not complain if the money of the people had been 
appropriated for the advancement of the cause of 
science and the enlightenment of the people. If 
such results should ensue from the exploration of 
the Dead Sea, and our officers could secure them 
without detriment to the public service, he had no 
complaint against it. He agreed with what the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scuencx] said, that 
this might all be very proper; but he did complain 
that the President of the United States, who knew 
of and permitted such an exploration in a distant 
country, could turn upon our own people and say 
that it was right and proper to explore distant seas, 
but you cannot improve your own, and withhold 
from them the money intended to be applied to the 
advancement of the national prosperity and the 
improvement of our own great natural ad vantages. 
What good would it do the people of the United 
States to explore the Dead. Sea, in comparison to 
the opening of the great highways for their own 
commerce? Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House seemed to have taken the President’s con- 
science into their own peculiar keeping, and they 
would not consent to pass any measure in this 
House which they supposed his conscience or his 
caprice might lead him to oppose. Mr. S. must 
call these conscientious scruples nothing but a ca- 
price. If not, why were instructions given, in the 
negotiation of the late treaty, to secure the right of 
way at Tehuantepec? Where was the constitu- 
tional provision that authorized the President to 
insert a condition like that in a treaty between the 
United States and a foreign Power? And why 
was the right of way desired, if it could not be im- 
proved and rendered available? 

But why did Mr. S. stand here talking about 
the constitutional scruples of a man who had done 
little else then trample the Constitution beneath 
his feet from the day of his inauguration to this 
day; of a man who, in the very face of the Con- 
stitution and against its plain letter, had involved 
the nation in an unnecessary and expensive war 
of aggression, invasion, and conquest; of a man 
who arrogated to himself the absolute power of a 
monarch over conquered provinces; of a man who 
dared to establish a civil government by his own 
authority and his own officers upon soil which he 
claimed to be a part of one of the sovereign States of 
this Union; who laid duties, collected imposts, and 
expended large sums of money by orders in council, 
and without authority of law; of aman who could, 
by the proclamation of a subaltern, change the alle- 
giance of a foreign people and declare them to be 
citizens of the United States, when this subject, by 
the Constitution, was left to Congress to regulate? 
This was the conscientious President, whose scru- 
ples we must look to in the discharge of our duty! 
And when Mr. S. and his constituents came here 
and asked Congress for a few thousand dollars to 
remove an obstruction placed by this Government 
across the mouth of one of our own rivers, to open 
a pathway for our own commerce, they were told 
his conscience was too tender to allow it! 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, here interposed. He 
said he knew his friend from Georgia; he had 
served with him in committee; he wanted to ask 
the gentleman a question, and he thought it was 
best to do it now, before his friend got any more 
irritated. He knew that in ordinary times he was 
a very courteous gentleman. Now, Mr. C. ex- 
pected soon to get the floor, and he wanted to 
know whether it would be permitted to him to take 
a latitude like this on a motion for reconsideration? 
He desired to know this now, that he might make 
the proper preparation beforehand for launching 
out into the Dead Sea. He would require some 
time to fix up his barque if it was to go on so long 
a voyage as to the Dead Sea, which he believed 
was somewhere in Asia. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he was for giving the 
gentleman from Alabama full latitude; he might 
launch his barque on a voyage to the Dead Sea, 
and might cross, if he could, the Isthmua of Te- 
huantepec; and if he was going to sustain Mr. 
Polk in vetoing this bill, he might as well at the 


same time prepare for one other little voyage, and 
that was up Salt river. 

Mr. COBB said that he just wanted time to ex- 
pan that he had voted against this appropriation 

ill, simply because it contained this item for clear- 
ing out Savannah river. 

Mr. STEPHENS would say to the gentleman, 
that he had better take some time if he was going to 
satisfy his constituents for voting to negative the 
general appropriation bill for the support of Govern- 
ment; and more particularly if he hoped to justify 
it from the fact that it contained an appropriation 
for removing from the mouth of the Savannah 
river obstructions which had been placed in it by 
this Government. 

When interrupted by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama he had been speaking, he believed, about the 
conscience of the Executive; of a man who had 
outraged the Constitution in every conceivable 
form, and then pleaded his constitutional scruples 
whenever any money was to be applied to the im- 
provement of any part of our own country. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BayLy] had 
reminded him that Congress had permitted the 
State of Georgia to levy tonnage duties for the 
improvement of Savannah river. No doubt it had. 
That act, however, Mr. S. believed, became obso- 
lete by its own limitation twenty years ago. But 
Mr. G., as a Georgian, was opposed to Georgia’s 
doingany such thing. Why should Georgia tax the 
commerce of one of her cities to remove obstruc- 
tions which the General Government had sunk at 
the mouth of her river? : 

Mr. BAYLY inquired whether Georgia had not 
asked permission of Congress to do this? 

Mr. STEPHENS replied that she had. That 
Georgia had passed, in 1787, before the formation 
of her constitution, an act laying tonnage duties 
for this purpose, and after the Constitution was 
adopted and the new government went Into opera- 
tion, it became necessary to get the consent of 
Congress, which was given, but which was now 
obsolete by its own limitation. But Mr. S. said 
he was opposed to the policy of that act. 

[Here some inquiries passed between Mr. COBB, 
of Georgia, and his colleague, as to changes in 
party politics w‘thin their State, and when these 
changes had taken place, and a good-natured hit 
or two was given which the reporter did not quite 
com ia chaiaed 

Mr. S. said he had been opposed to this policy 
of levying tonnage duties by State authority. 
There was no right, no justice in it, that the com- 
merce of the people of Georgia should be subjected 
to taxation for the removal of obstructions, which 
not the hand of Nature, but the hand of this Gov- 
ernment had placed in the principal river of the 
State. The presence of these obstructions, by 
lessening the depth of water on the bar, had had 
an injurious effect upon the commercial prosper- 
ity of the city of Savannah. Charleston, her rival, 
was very near, having a decided advantage over 
her in point of capital. And what had given her 
this advantage? These very obstructions in the 
Savannah had doubtless contributed. ‘The harbor 
at Savannah was better than that at Charleston— 
the depth of water over the bar was greater. Be- 
fore Government sunk these obstacles to prevent 
the entrance of a hostile fleet, vessels of the largest 
size could ride safely to the very wharves of the 
city. 

(Here explanations TE between Mr. STE- 
PHENS and Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, 
as to the soundings on their respective bars, which 
created some merriment. ] 

There were truths so self-evident as to be ad- 
mitted as axioms, because no reasoning would 
strengthen their own irresistible impression, and 
to which all rational minds were forced to give 
their assent. This wasone. Government havin 
blockaded the river in time of war, Government ha 
not only a right to remove the obstructions when 
they were no longer needed, but was under a high 
moral obligation todo so. IfGeorgiashould remove 
these obstructions at her own expense, she would 
have a right to demand reimbursement from this 
Government. Whosoever blocks up a highway 


962 


BE A 
THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


= July 20, 


must remove the obstacle, or have it dore at his 
p AE clearer. 
r. B 


position. What he had said was, that he had 
understood, at the last session, they were all ready 


URT inquired whether any examination || to have voted for this particular measure, and that 


had been made into the nature and state of these 
obstructions; and any report made on the subject? 

Mr. STEPHENS replied that there had. 

Mr. BURT inquired at what time? 

Mr. HUNT made an explanation in reply, and 
stated, that at the last session an estimate for the 
removal of these obstructions had been made by 
the Executive through the Secretary of War. 

Mr. STEPHENS also referred to the fact, and 
read the estimate, for ‘‘ removing obstructions at 
the mouth of the Savannah river, and for a naval 
anchorage near Fort Pulaski, $50,000.’’ He had 
the document here containing the recommendation 
by the President of the United States. It was not 
expressly mentioned in his message, but it was in 
the estimates sent by him to the House. Under 
these disadvantages, arising wholly from the action 
of Government, it was not fair to put additional 
burdens on the commerce of Savannah. 

Mr. S. would, indeed, ask his colleagues on the 
other side of the House, how, as Georgians, they 
could reconcile it with their sense of duty to vote 
ae re an appropriation for removing from a river 
of Georgia obstructions which the Government 
had placed there? As to the constitutional power, 
to Mr. 8. it seemed perfectly useless to argue so 
plain 1 question; no illustration could make the 
point plainer nor stronger. 

And now, sir, I ask, (said Mr. S.,) is this House 
so degraded, so debased, so utterly degenerate, as 
to withhold this right, this nothing but bare justice, 
from the people of Georgia—and not only them, 
but the people of upper Alabama and Tennessee, 
and still more distant parts—barely because they 
fear it will not suit the conscience of the President 
to allow it?) This House has, by a large majority, 
declared that Congress has the power to improve 
harbors, to afford outlets to our commerce; but 
this is a much stronger case: it barely asks that 
you may abate your own nuisance. And can it be 
possible that men will shrink-from this high duty 
from nothing but subserviency to Executive will? 
Has the House of Representatives of an American 
Congress sunk so low as to become nothing but 
the registers of Presidential edicts? Sir, I trust 
we shall do our duty, let the President do as he 


may. 

For one, he was inclined to say, with the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, that the President 
would not veto this bill. The gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Barty] was of opinion that he would. 
Mr. S. could not believe it. If he did mean to veto 
it, Mr. S. wanted him toavow it. He did not want 
Executive threats to be uttered by Representatives 
here, unless they were authorized. If the Execu- 
tive was indeed prepared to take such a step, and 
this was the platform of his party, that the wishes 
of the people should not be suffered to prevail, 
even at the risk of stopping the wheels of Govern- 
ment, it was full time the American people should 
know it. If the President vetoed the bill, he hoped 
the country would then know what this veto power 
was. , He trusted there would be no quailing on 
that side the House. He hoped the House would 
array itself in defence of this feature in the bill, 
and Yet the country know why it was that the Pres- 
ident had dared to stop the wheels of Government. 
Let the nation ‘know whether its Government was 
to be arrested, and the public business brought to 
a stand still, rather than have the Government take 
from the mouth of an American river obstacles 
which the Government itself had placed there! 
The issue had been made by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. McKay.] Mr. S. was pre- 
pared to meet it, and to go before the country 
upon it. He cared not if every Democrat in the 

ouse opposed the bill; he was ready for the issue, 
and would meet it anywhere and everywhere, 
before the people of his own State, and before the 
a of the United States. 

r. IVERSON next obtained the floor. He 
said that he had not intended to open his mouth 
on this subject, nor should he have done so but 
for the remarks of his colleague over the way, 
[Mr. Srernens.}] He had been absent during a 
pe of that gentleman’s remarks, but he understood 

e had assumed that all his colleagues were in favor 
of the constitutional power of the Federal Govern- 
ment to engage in works of internal improvement. 
Ifso, he was most egregiously in error. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he had advanced no such 
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they did vote for it whenever it had been proposed 
to be inserted as an amendment. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said that his colleague 
was right in part, and wrong in part. Some of 
Lis colleagues had voted, Mr. C. himself had, to 
put this item in a bill before the House, but he 
voted against the bill after the clause was inserted. 

Mr. IVERSON resumed. He was not respon- 
sible for any other gentleman; he could not answer 
as to what had or had not been done; but, for 
one, he did not believe in the constitutional power 
of Congress to engage in a system of internal im- 
provements. Nor did he believe that this item for 
clearing out Savannah river constituted any excep- 
tion. Whence did Congress derive such a power? 
He was not going to enter on any lengthy argu- 
ment of the constitutional question, because it had 
already been so fully and so ably discussed in the 
veto message of Mr. Polk, that if any man was 
not convinced by a persual of that document, 
neither would he be convinced though one should 
rise from the dead. It was a standing monument 
of the wisdom and the courage of the President, 
and would carry his name to posterity in characters 
of living light, long after those of his puny assail- 
ants were lost in oblivion. 

Why did this item for Savannah river form an 
exception to the general rule of the want of power? 
It was said that the Government had put these ob- 
structions in the river, and therefore the Govern- 
ment was bound to remove them. Was that true? 
Had these obstructions been placed there by any 
act of Congress or of the Confederation? Notat 
all. They had been sunk in the river by the officers 
who were in command at Savannah, in order to 
stop the British fleet from approaching the city. 
For whose benefit had this been done? Clearly 
for the benefit of the city of Savannah and the peo- 
ple of Georgia. 

Mr. BURT here said he had the report which 
had been made on this whole subject, and it came to 
this: that those obstructions had been put there by 
the Americans, and by the British also. 

Mr. IVERSON said he had not been aware of 
that. It was now said that they had been put there 
after the British got possession of Savannah, in 
order to prevent the French fleet from coming up. 
They were not put in by this Government. 

Mr.STEPHENS said a portion of these obstruc- 
tions had been placed in the river by the British to 
prevent the French fleet from coming to the relief 
of our own Peo and restoring the town to the 
possession of the Americans. Afterwards, that 
ponen which had been put there by Americans 

ad been so placed to prevent the British fleet from 
getting up the river. The main point Mr. S. in- 
sisted on was, that these obstructions, which now 
were so injuriousto the navigation of the Savannah 
river, had been put there for the protection of the 
city of Savannah in the time of the revolution. 

Mr. IVERSON then said, if the fact was so, on 
whose shoulders then rested the obligation to re- 
move them? On the shoulders of those for whose 
benefit they had been placed there. Were they 
put in the river for the benefit and protection of 
the people of the United States? Not at all. Geor- 
gia had long since asked permission to levy tonnage 
duties for their removal, and for the improvement 
of her rivers and harbors. Would his colleague 
say that this request had not been made by his 


Pa ? 
r. STEPHENS. Had his colleague said that 
these obstructions to the entrance of a foreign fleet 
had been for the exclusive benefit of Georgia, and 
not for that of the people of the whole Union ? 
Mr. IVERSON said he had not maintained that 
position. The principal object of putting them 
there had been the protection of Savannah itself. 
The Government had given its assent that tonnage 
duties might be levied by the Georgia Legislature 
to pay for clearing out the river. Who had asked 
for that assent? His colleague had said that it 
was not asked by the party to which he belonged. 
Mr. I. would ask to what party his colleague did 
belong? Who had been his political progenitors? 
From what party did he spring? The old State- 
rights party of Georgia. fn 1833 that party had 
published to the world a declaration of its princi- 
ples—a practice which seeemed to have gone out 
of use now, in certain quarters. One of those prin- 
ciples was declared to be, that Congress had no 


Sede to engage in works of internal improvement. 
his was in 1833, and his colleague was a member 
of that party which made the declaration. 

Mr. STEPHENS said that in 1833 he had not 
been a member of any party. 

Mr. IVERSON said he was aware that the gen- 
tleman was not grown up at that time. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he helieved that the 
chiefs and sachems and headmen of that part 
were now leading men in the party of his col- 
league. 

Mr. IVERSON said the gentleman was mis- 
taken. It was convenient sometimes to plead in- 
fancy. [A laugh.] The two parties divided in 
1832, and that to which Mr. I. belonged was in 
favor of preserving the Union, and was known as 
the Union party. The party to which his colleague 
belonged was againstit. They claimed, then, to be 
strict constructionists, the State-rights party, and 
Mr. I. had acted with them tll they abandoned 
their principles. 

Mr. I. here went into a discussion of Georgia 
parties and Georgia politics, in which much local 
and personal reference was necessarily involved, 
and in which he and Mr. Strernens differed at 
times as to facts; the chief dispute seemed to be, 
which of the two parties it was who had favored 
the policy of applying to Congress for power to 
levy tonnage duties, and to which of the purties 
Mr. Steruens was attached. 

Mr. I. said his colleague might have been too 
young to take an active par in the scenes of that 
period, but at any rate he belonged to the party 
who at that day were the advocates of nullification. 
Would the gentleman deny that? What was the 
foundation of the nullification party in Georgia, 
one of whom, an active member, now represented 
the first Congressional district of his State upon this 
floor? At that memorable period, the party with 
which his colleague now acted had declared they 
were willing to rend this Union because of the adop- 
tion by Congress of the protective principles of the 
tariff of 1828. The same party in 1832 were willing 
to strangle liberty in its very infancy to get rid of 
what they called an ‘odious,’’ ‘$ unconstitution- 
al,” “oppressive,” protective tariff. Now, where 
did the party of the honorable gentleman stand? 
In Georgia they were the open, truckling advocates 
of this very system, following at the tail of their - 
Northern manufacturing allies. Yes, that party 
had abandoned every political principle which had 
ever divided the two great parties of this country, 
and to which they had formerly been so much at- 
tached. They had abandoned their position on the 
question of domestic manufactures, of a national 
bank, of internal improvements, and the distribu- 
tion of the proceeds of the public lands. Why, 
when:a young man, just growing into political life, 
he had had the honor to serve in the Legislature 
of his native State, there was but one solitary man 
belonging to what was called the State-rights Nul- 
ification party—the Troup party of that day—and 
that was Abraham H. Chappell—who voted in 
favor of these constitutional powers of Congress. 
That gentleman had always held the constitutional 
powers of Congress to establish a national bank, 
and yet he was allowed to remain in the party 
which was the progenitor of the gentleman’s pres- 
ent party, because he was an able and correct man 
in every other respect, and a fine fellow, and they 
did not spew him out of their mouth. 

The party to which his colleague belonged, he 
repeated, had abandoned every principle they had 
formerly advocated. Now, what did they advo- 
cate? He wanted to know what other principle they 
advocated in the election about to take place but 
that great new principle which had just been de- 
veloped, availability? What principles did they 
expect to carry into the administration of this 
Government? What measures and what policy 
was to be adopted by General Taylor and those 
who supported him? Could any man answer? If 
any man had answered here, he had not the pleas- 
ure to hear him. No; they now stood on altogether 
a different platform. Formerly, they had stood 
like men on the platform of principles. Now, like 
children, they stood on the platform of no princi- 
ples. He left to his colleague and his associates 
to show their consistency and sincerity in this 
matter, 

But, in relation to the question before the House, 
this bill had been lost by the vote of a decided ma- 
jority on this floor; and for what reason? Because 
an appropriation for clearing out the Savannah 
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river had been incorporated into it contrary to 
every principle and practice of this House. The 


chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means ` 


had risen in his place, and declared that this side 
of the House was to be responsible for the loss of 
this important measure of the Government, and in 
the course of his remarks had taken occasion to 
say that he was not only in favor of this appropri- 
ation, but he was anxious that an appropriation 
for the Mississippi and Qhio rivers should have 
also been introduced into the bill. Now, if he had 
not greatly misunderstood him at the first part of 
this session, this same gentleman, when the veto 
message of the President upon the harbor and river 
bill had been read in this House, had risen in his 
place and declared that it never was the policy of 
the friends of internal improvements to appropriate 
any money but surplus money towards these 


works. 

Mr. VINTON explained that he had spoken in 
reference to what was said in that message, that a 
most extravagant system, which would have in- 
volved the Government in debt hundreds of mil- 
lions, had been arrested by a former Executive. 
He had said that was a mistake; that instead of 
the Whigs of that day having in view any such 
policy, they had never at any time recommended 
any appropriations that made it necessary to bor- 
row a dollar, but that the appropriations recom- 
mended by his party at the time spoken of in the 
President’s message would have been paid out of 
the surplus money, and that it was the usage at 
that time to inquire of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury what the surplus would be before determining 
upon the ofa aa for internal improvements. 

Mr. IVERSON said that the remarks of the 
Peranan as reported in the National Intelligencer, 

e was confident, stated that the party to which 
the gentleman belonged was in favor of internal 
improvements when we had a surplus in the treas- 
ury, and opposed to borrowing money to carry on 
the system. We had had to borrow money; this 
Government was involved in debt; where was the 
surplus for the $50,000 for the improvement of the 
Savannah river? Where was the surplus which 
the gentleman would appropriate for the Missis- 
sippi and Qhio rivers? 

Mr. VINTON offered to explain, but Mr. I. de- 
lined to Te and 

Mr. IVERSON continued. He again asked, 
where was the principle the gentleman had laid 
down at the first of the session, when he had de- 
clared that it was not his object or that of his 
party to appropriate any money except surplus 
money to carry on these improvements? Did not 
the gentleman perceive that if this money was ta- 
ken out of the treasury, it would leave a deficiency 
that must be supplied by loans or some other way? 
He left it with the gentleman to reconcile the gla- 
ring, palpable inconsistency which his argument 
then and his course now involved him in. 

But the gentleman from Massachusetts had said 
that this was not a general system of internal im- 
provements, but oniy an item by itself, isolated, 
and therefore not in violation of the Democratic 
platform laid down in Baltimore. He had thought 
the gentleman too dignified to quibble in this man- 
ner. Such an argument was unbecoming any man 
except an ordinary second-rate county lawyer. 
Did the gentleman suppose that the people were 
so ignorant and stupid as that such an argument 
could be stuffed down their throats? Who did not 
perceive that this was part of the system against 
which the Democratic party had always taken their 
stand? But the gentlemen, as skillful doctors, were 
disposed to give it to them in broken doses, so 
that, like little children, they might gulp it down. 
They were not only attempting to force this bitter 
pill down the throats of members of this House 
who had constitutional scruples, but to compel the 
President to swallow it also. Let him tell gentle- 
men that the President of the United States had 
the courage and firmness to veto any measure 
which he should consider transcending the grants 
of the Constitution. We had the highest and 
strongest assurance and guarantee, that if this bill 
was presented to him in its present shape, he would 
veto it, and he would do right. If he had the 
courage to stand up in vindication of the Consti- 
tution of his country, notwithstanding the threats 
that had been thrown out on this floor, he would 
deserve a monument ære perennius—a monument 
more splendid and enduring than any of his revi- 
lers could build up for themselves. He expressed 


this opinion from no personal intercourse, but 
from his knowledge of the Executive. From his 
confidence in his firmness and integrity, he was 
fully assured that if this bill went before him in its 
pon shape he would veto it, if it was the last 
our of the last day of the session, even though 
he should be obliged, as he undoubtedly would 
be, to call Congress together by proclamation. 

Mr. HUDSON remarked that the gentleman 
had said he had the highest authority: had he the 
President’s word? 

Mr. IVERSON replied that he had expressly 
stated that he spoke by authority of the President’s 
character and past conduct, and from no personal 
assurances from him. He had already declared 
that the Constitution conferred no power on Con- 
gress to appropriate the public money to works of 
internal irmprovement. as not this a work of 
internal improvement upon which they ol tere 
to appropriate money? It was. Then, could the 
President, in consistency with his former declara- 
tions and acts, approve it, because, forsooth, it 
was gilded over with the civil and diplomatic ap- 
pre riations? No; he would be recreant to those 

igh principles which had heretofore governed 
him; he would be recreant to the principles of 
honor, of truth, firmness, and courage, which he 
had heretofore exhibited, if he could swallow this 
bill with this unconstitutional appropriation in it. 
He would veto it; and he (Mr. I.) wanted to know 
upon whose shoulders then would rest the respon- 
sibility of having clogged the wheels of this Gov- 
ernment? Were not the Whig party in power on 
this floor? Had they not introduced this bill, and 
carried it along, through its successive stages, to 
the present point? Was it not in their power to 
relieve it from the obnoxious features which they 
had placed in it, and thereby made it so odious as 
to be voted against by nearly all the members on 
one side, and to receive the condemnation of a very 
large part of the other side of this House? And 
yet gentlemen on the other side, who had voted 
against this bill, had the hardihood to stand up 
and say that the Democratic minority of this 
House were responsible for the loss of this bill! 
Oh, shame, shame, where is thy blush? 

He wanted to know on what principle members 
on the other side voted against this bill? What 
were their reasons? If he was not mistaken, he 
had heard one from the State of Ohio, who was an 
advocate of this doctrine of internal improvements, 
(Mr. Scnenck,] say that it was on account of this 
item for the Savannah river. How could the gen- 
tleman be opposed to it on that ground? 

[Mr. Scuencx replied that he would tell the gen- 
tleman when he got the floor.] 

On what principle, (Mr. I. continued,) and with 
what show of consistency, could gentlemen say 
they were opposed to this measure, when they had 
formed it by their own votes, and attempted to 
foist it upon those who had constitutional scruples, 
and who had told them, time and again, Strike out 
these unconstitutional provisions, and we will go 
with you for the bill? It was not pretended that this 
appropriation was authorized by any existing law, 
and yet it had been forced into the bill in defiance 
of a solemn rule which the majority of this House 
had themselves adopted, which expressly prohib- 
ited appropriations not authorized by law from 
going into general appropriation bills. In the in- 
troduction of this feature, they had trampled down 
alike the rules of the House, the principles of equity 
and justice, and the Constitution. All these were 
trampled beneath the ruthless foot of the Whig 

arty; and yet thev stood here and declared that 
his side of the House were responsible for the de- 
feat of this measure! Was it not known to gen- 
tlemen on the other side that a bill had already 
passed the Senate making sy hs eg for this 
very object, and was now before this House? 
Why had they not been content to wait ull that 
bill came up? and then, if the President vetoed it, 
his veto would be exercised on that solitary item; 
whereas, by incorporating it into the civil and dip- 
lomatic bill, they jeoparded this whole bill, and 
forced him either to violate his sacred oath, or to 
veto the whole bill, and thus stop the wheels of 
Government. 

He left it to the people of the country, to those 
who had watched the whole proceeding, to say 
whether it had not been intentional on the part of 
the majority here; and he asked them in candor if 
this was fair or honorable legislation? No; the 
object was apparent to every man who had com- 


mon sense. This item had been introduced into 
the bill as a solitary item, entirely disconnected 
from the objects of the bill. The system which 
gentlemen on the other side intended to practise on 
the gai ard on the President was apparent; 
instead of bringing forward a bill involving the 
simple question of internal improvements, which 
would test the constitutionality of such appropria- 
tions, and on which every gentleman could vote un- 
incumbered with other considerations, they slipped 
this solitary item into a civil appropriation bill, 
and in this way stole along and attempted to ac- 
complish their object, like a thief in the dark. He 
had thought the great Whig party, which claimed 
all the intelligence and virtue of the country, and 
which certainly had the larger share of the wealth, 
would scorn an attempt at such tricks as these. 
He had hoped that on this floor at least the great 
Whig party, through its representatives in Con- 
gress, was disposed to act a manly part, and pre- 
sent their issues in the broad sunlight of day, so 
that every man could act understandingly and di- 
rectly upon them; but, instead of this, they had 
forced in this unconstitutional item, and attempted 
to gild it over by these necessary appropriations, 
and compel gentlemen to vote for the whole bill; 
thus violating their constitutional scruples, or to 
refuse the necessary appropriations for carrying 
on the Government. as this fair legislation? __ 
It was something like the condition which the 
Whig party of the present day presented in refer- 
ence to the Presidential election. In one portion 
of the Union they declared that their candidate 
was in favor of one principle, and in the other 
portion they declared fre was directly opposed to 
it. At the South, they said that because General 
Taylor was identified with the interests of the 
South, because he had been born and raised under 
a southern sun, and was the owner of negro slaves, 
therefore they were willing to trust him, and he 
would veto any bill which contained the Wilmot 
proviso; while the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
and others throughout the whole length and breadth 
of the northern States, declared that, if elected 
President, he would not veto a bill with the Wil- 
mot proviso. What principles did they advocate 
in the election of General Taylor? Any principles 
atall? No. They had abandoned their princi- 
les when they had abandoned the great ‘‘em-. 
odiment,’’ the great leader of Whig principles; 
and now, like a party of craven cowards, instead 
of coming out manfully, alarmed at the public 
scrutiny which would take place, they skulked 
behind the back of a great man, and, like little 
children, attempted to steal into power under the 
great tail of his military coat! The attempt to 
incorporate this unconstitutional provision into 
this necessary bill, was but another instance of 
that trickery of which the Whig party throughout 
the Union was becoming so extensive a player. 
They had played off with success their great game 
of ** hard cider,” ‘log cabins,” and ‘‘ coon skins,” 
in 1840, and now, attempting to repeat it, they had 
abandoned their old leader, and adopted General 
Availability, from a belief that he would be able to 
infuse a little life into the prostrate body and dying 
carcass of Whiggery. In whata humiliating posi- 
tion did the Whig party of the present day stand 
before the American people! It had been acknowl- 
edged, in a letter from the presiding officer of this 
body, addressed to his Whig associates in Boston, 
that General Taylor was the only Whig that could 
be elected. Was it true? here was Henry 


Clay? 
The SPEAKER corrected the baat and 
said he had written no letter to Boston, but to 
New York, and had not expressed the sentiment 
imputed by the gentleman, but had said that the 
Whig party was now placed with two nominees 
before them, and that they must elect the one or 
the other. 

Mr. IVERSON had so understood the letter of 
the presiding officer; but if he had not expressed 
such sentiments, others of his party had; and at 
Philadelphia it had been urged as the only reason 
why General Taylor should receive the Whig 
nomination. Where, he repeated, was Henry 
Clay? Where was that long list of illustrious 
names—men who had stamped the principles of 
the Whig party in broad characters on the pages 
of American history? Had it come to this, that 
they publicly acknowledged no respectable man 
professing the principles of Whiggery could be 
elected, and that they must take a man because he 
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had no principles? Where was Henry Clay— 
the gallant-spirited, the noble-hearted [murmurs 
of dissent on the Democratic side] leader of the 
Whig armies in the hard-fought frelds of political 
struggle? Where washe? He had been ungrate- 
fully cast off, like a broken-down, worn-out horse, 
turned out on the common. to die—to make room 
for a military officer who, they hoped, by his per- 
sonal popularity, might be enabled to cover over 
their disgrace. Well might he say, in the lan- 
guage of Cardinal Wolsey, Had I but served 
my country with half the zeal I served my party, 
I had not in my age been left thus naked to mine 
enemies. Let this evidence of Whig consistency, 
Whig gratitude, be a warning to all the rising 
Whiglings what they may expect for long consistent 
party service! 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, then got the floor, and 
yielded to a motion for adjournment. 

And the House adjourned. 


hae 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions were presented under the rule and 
referred : 

By Mr. TUCK: The petition of Jeremiah Eames and 34 
others, for the establishment of a mail route. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of John C. P. Edwards, 
of Portsmouth, Virginia, asking the passage of an act to au- 
thorize bim to sue the United States for damages. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, July 20, 1848. 


Mr. BADGER presented a memorial from cer- 
tain citizens of North Carolina, asking for the 
establishment of a certain mail route; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 

Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BORLAND, frum the Committee on Public 
. Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Elias A. 
Conway, assignee of William Barnett; which was 
read a first time. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, made a 
report, recommending that the Senate concur in 
the amendments of the House to the bill to revive 
an act authorizing certain soldiers in the late war 
with Great Britain to surrender the bounty lands 
drawn by them, and to locate others in lieu there- 
of; which was agreed to. 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported House bill to admit certain articles of the 
rowth or production of Canada into the United 
tates free of duty, upon the condition that the 
like articles of the growth or production of the 
United States are admitted into Canada free of 
duty, with certain amendments merely verbal. 
Mr. D. asked the immediate consideration of 
the bill; but, at the suggestion of Mr. DAVIS, of 
Massachusetts, it was laid over for examination. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD) submitted the following: 


Resolved, That the following shall be an additional rule 
for the government of the Senate, to wit: After six days from 
the commencementof a second or subsequent session of any 
Congress, all bills, resolutions, and reports, which originated 
in the Senate at the close of the next preceding session re- 
maining undetermined, shall be resumed and acted on in 
the same manner asif an adjournment had not taken place. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the naval appro- 
riation bill; the amendment pending being that of 
r. Nites, to withhold the advances authorized 
by the bill to the contractors for the mail by ocean 
steam navigation, and to limit the contract to five 


ears. 
á Mr. NILES said that it had been represented 
that the contractors were building vessels of a larger 
size than was originally contemplated. If so, it 
was a voluntary act on their part, and merited 
no peculiar privilege. e 
to paying money in advance, without any security. 
The contract stipulated for quarterly lip Meine as 
the service is performed. He also defended his 
proviso limiting the contract to five years. 

Mr. ATHERTON said that the contract having 
been entered into by the Government, it was only 
for the committee to carry it out. He also read a 
letter from the department advising the committee 
to authorize the advances to the contractor, and 
stating that it could be done with perfect security. 
He referred to the law of Congress requiring the 
Department to accept the contract with Collins & 
Sloo and others, for the establishment of these mail 


the duration of the contract to five years. 


He repeated his objection 


lines, for the term of ten years. After this, he 
deemed it very unjust to the contractors to ce 

e 
contracts were made with reference to an entire 
system,and to make any change in a portion of 
the line would be to interfere injuriously with the 
whole system. He went into a history of the pro- 
ceedings which took place in bringing the negotia- 
tions for the establishment of these lines to a ter- 
mination, stating the various characters of the offers 
for the contract, and the difficulties which the Sec- 
retary of the Navy had to contend with. He con- 
tended that the contract for the line from Panama 
to Astoria was the most favorable to the Govern- 
ment of all which had been made, being about 
$66,000 per annum for each ship. He trusted the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut would 
not be agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN having asked what was the annual 
expense of all these lines— 

Mr. NILES replied that 1t was about $1,750,000. 
In reply to the Senator from New Hampshire, he 
stated that he did not propose to vary the terms of 
the contract, but merely to limit the term. It was 
said that to interfere with the term, would be a vio- 
lation of the law, but if any new favor was asked 
for by the contractors, the law could not be permit- 
ted to stand in the way. He insisted on keeping 
the contractors to the letter of the contract, and not 
to advance them the capital to enable them to carry 
their contract into operation. When the contract- 
ors made the contract, they knew the extent of the 
duty. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD desired some information 
as to what the Government expected to receive by 
way of compensation. 

Mr. NILES said, that as to the Bremen line, the 
Government would only receive the postage. In 
some of the lines, he believed, there was to be some 
facilities given for conveyance of public stores. 

Mr. ALLEN said that when this system was 
introduced, he opposed it both on the ground of its 
unconstitutionality and its inexpediency. At that 
time, the friends of the system refused to consider 
it as a system, and referred to the great profits ac- 
cruing to the British Government from the Cunard 
lines. It was also argued, that the United States 
navy would be brought to a higher state of efficienc 
by the introduction of these mail steamers, whic 
might be indirectly made the means of augmenting 
our naval power. He was aware that nothing he 
could say would avail to break down the system. 
But he desired to fix the attention of the country 
on the subject. He contended that the introduction 
of this system was repugnant to the Constitution. 
The transmission of the mails and the regulation 
of commerce did not give the power. He denied 
that the former gave authority to send mails to 
every part of the world; and under the latter there 
was no more authority to transport pieces of paper 
called letters than to convey bacon and flour. This 
system, which E 

artment, has gradually slided into the Treasury 

epartment, and is now connected with our mili- 
tary system. He contended that the system origi- 
nated in the British system of innovations, and 
took a view of the reasons which governed the 
policy of Great Britain in increasing her navy— 
reasons which operated with less strength on us. 
Occupying, herself, buta small territory, yet stretch- 
ing her power over sixty colonies, and an almost 
unbounded territory in all parts of the earth, it was 
the conservativeness of wisdom in her to maintain 
a large naval armament, not for the paltry profits 
arising from the postage of a few letters, but to 
protect her colonies from being grasped and torn 
from her by commercial and political rivals. He 
considered the present as a most inauspicious mo- 
ment for carrying out this system. We have just 
emerged from a war which, although it has left 
our mercantile credit unimpaired, has involved us 
in some amount of debt. We have acquired a great 
accession of territory, extending to the Pacific; we 
are obliged to establish post offices through the vast 
interior to the utmest limit, and this has greatly 
increased the expenses of the Post Office Depart- 
ment. In this state of things, it would be unwise 
to add still more to this expenditure by transmitting 
our mails to every nation in the world. 

He adverted to the modes adopted by scheming 
speculators to get money from the public treasury 
by operating on legislative bodies. It is thus that 
contracts are obtained, by which large fortunes are 
made. It is a process which costs the applicant 


States to every part of the world. 


in the Post Office De~ 


nothing. If he fails, he loses nothing; if he suc- 
ceeds, he realizes his hundreds of thousands. He 


intimated that by some such process the contracts 


now under consideration had been made. He 
would not consent to the Government going into 
the business of transporting letters from the United 
If an augment- 
ation of the navy was the object of this system, 
he would prefer that a direct demand should be 
made for that purpose, and that it should not be 


‘sought for in this indirect mode. We have no 


younger sons of nobility to pension on our navy. 
We have neither the foreign nor the domestic rea- 
sons which England has for augmenting our navy. 
Instead of spending millions on foreign post offices, 
Tet us expend them on our own post offices. He 
deprecated every expenditure useless in itself, the 
tendency of which must be to increase our public 
debt. 

Mr. DOUGLAS said he had some agency in 
getting up this system at the other end of the build- 
mg, and this rendered it necessary for him to make 
some reply to the Senator from Uhio who seemed 
to have shown to his own satisfaction that the sys- 
tem was a violation of the Constitution. He pro- 
ceeded to show that there were no grounds on 
which the objections could be sustained, and to dis- 
close the views by which he was influenced in hrs 
support of the system. When the Senator from 
Ohio deprecated this mode of increasing the navy, 
and declared his preference for the old mode, and 
when he seemed to be convulsed to agony at the 
sound of the word contract, had he forgotten that 
under the old system our ships were built by con- 
tract, and these walls were beset by persons wait- 
ing to secure fat jobs? He could not follow the 
Senator from Ohio in his aversion to do anything, 
however good, for no better reason than that Great 
Britain had done it before. Were we not to speak 
the English language, because Great Britain does— 
not to sustain the same commercial policy—not to 
practise the same religion? He would not consent 
that we should stand still and see the British naval 
power spreading over the ocean, entering all ports, 
and circling our own country like a net-work. 
The great struggle between Great Britain and us 
is for the mastery of the ocean—to determine 
which is the greatest commercial power. It is 
already demonstrated—settled—that we can beat 
all the world in this hemisphere, should the world 
assail us here: it is only necessary now to see 
which shall obtain the sovereignty of the ocean. 
He regarded this system as part of the process by 
which we can augment our navy, and place itina 
condition adequate to the protection of our com- 
merce, and the defence of our honor, on every sea. 
He spoke of the advantages of steam power over 
the sail system of navigation. The change ren- 
dered it necessary that our old officers should be 
newly educated, to make them familiar with the 
march of science. He reminded the Senatot from 
Ohio, who warned us against creating an English 
debt by following English policy, that the intro- 
duction of this system in England had not pro- 
duced a dollar of debt to her. Nor was it intended 
that here it was either to be the means of making 
money for the Government, or of plunging the 
country in debt. It was our true policy, by adopt- 
ing this system, to break up the monopoly which 
England has obtained. If we are to sit still, with 
our arms folded, and see England, with her two 
hundred steam-vessels covering the ocean, what is 
to become of our two hundred whale-ships in the 
Pacific—of our sixty thousand citizens employed 
in those fisheries—of the twenty millions of capital 
involved in the business? What becomes of the 
Senator from Ohio’s idea of progress and destiny ? 
As he had taken part in the introduction of the 
system, he felt himself compelled to demand that 
it should be subjected to a fair trial. Should it 
fail, he would be ready to retract what he had said 
in its favor. 

Mr. CALHOUN said, that although opposed 
to the system itself, he should vote in favor of car- 
rying out the contract which had been made. 

Mr. BENTON made some remarks, which were 
entirely inaudible. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, said he was dis- 
posed to carry out the contract, although it might 
now be made on more favorable terms. The con- 
tract was fair and liberal in its terms; but he would 
be indisposed to vote for the advances of money. 
It would be sufficient if we paid the money accord- 
ing to the stipulations of the contract. 


1848. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


965 


.Mr. UNDERWOOD expressed his intention to 


vote for the amendment. 


Mr. HALE said, this was the only appropria- | 


tion out of which any good could possibly come. 
To keep up the ship-of-the-line Pennsylvania in 
ordinary—a ship which had never crossed the 
ovean, which had done no good to anybody—to 
keep her still cost $225,000 per annum: about one- 
third of the whole amount asked for these steam- 
ships. As this system has received the sanction 
of Congress and of the department, he hoped it 
would be carried out. 

Mr. NILES explained his amendment, which 
he thought was not generally understood. 

Mr. YULEE was in favor of striking out the 
provision making advances to the contractors, but 
was against the abridgment of the term from ten 
to five years. 

Mr. CLAYTON defended the appropriation for 
the steamers. 

Mr. BRADBURY spoke against: the advances 
of money. 

Mr. DIX expressed his intention to sustain the 
amendment. 

Messrs. CLARKE, WESTCOTT, and DICK- 
INSON, opposed the amendment. 

The question was then taken, on the motion of 
Mr. NILES, and decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Baldwin, Borland, Bradbury, But- 
fer, Calhoun, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dix, Downs, 
#elch, Hamlin, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Met- 
calfe, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Sebastian, Turney, Underwood, 
Upham, Walker, and Yulec—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Benton, 
Berrien, Breese, Bright, Clarke, Clayton, Dayton, Dickinson, 
Douglas, Fitzgerald, Foote, Greene, Hale, Hannegan, Hous- 
ton, Johnson of Louisiana, Manguin, Mason, Miller, Spru- 
ance, and Westcott—24. 


Mr. LEWIS moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and the bill was then informally passed over. 


Mr. CLAYTON stated yesterday that he should 
to-day call up the bill for the organization of Ter- 
ritorial Governments in Oregon, New Mexico, and 
California, and the reason why he had not done 
so was, that it was not printed as early as he had 
expected, and hence Senators had not time to ex- 
amine its details. It was now on their tables, 
however, and he gave notice that he would call it 
up to-morrow at 12 o’clock, and press its consider- 
ation from that time until finally disposed of. 


Mr. HALE moved the consideration of the reso- 
lution offered by him yesterday, calling on the 
Secretary of the Navy for a report of the punish- 
ments inflicted in United States vessels of war; 
but the motion was disagreed to. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business; and, after some time spent 
therein, the doors were reopened, and | 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripar, July 21, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


_ The SPEAKER stated that the question pend- 
ing was on reconsidering the vote by which the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill was rejected. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar. Lost. 


Mr. DARLING, ot Ball presented resolutions 
of the Legislature of Wisconsin relative to a change 
of the grant made in the act of August 6, 1846, of 
all salt springs in said State, not exceeding twelve 
in number, and relative to the military reserve at 
Fort Winnebago. Referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Also, a resolution instructing their Senators and 
requesting their Representatives to use their efforts 
for the prohibition of slavery in any new territory 
already acquired, or hereafter to be acquired, in 
which slavery does not now exist, except for crime, 
whereof the party shall have been duly convicted. 
Laid on the table. 


Mr. CABELL asked that by general consent 
the bills from the Senate lying on the Speaker’s 
table be taken up and referred to appropriate com- 
mittees. Objections being made— 


APPROPRIATION FOR SAVANNAH RIVER. 

The debate was resumed on the question of re- 
considering the vote by which the civil and diplo- 
matic PEE pranon bill was rejected. 

Mr. SMITH, of indiana, commenced by stating 


that the position in which the House was placed 
on the bill under consideration was somewhat pe- 
culiar. He supposed it was the first time in the 
history of this country that the civil and diplomatic 
bill, by which provision was made for the service 
of the Government, had beer defeated in this 
House. Every one understood that this bill was 
indispensable to the Government. Every one knew 
that the bill must be passed; and he presumed it 
would be passed. Its defeat yesterday was owing 
to particular A EEE he would notice. 
t was true, some gentlemen on that side of the 
House did vote against the bill who were not op- 
posed to it, and it was because they saw on the 
other side of the House a disposition to vote against 
the bill, and throw whatever responsibility there 
might be in its passage on Whig members. Gen- 
tlemen on that side of the House, seeing this dispo- 
sition manifested on the other side to vote against 
a bill necessary to carry on the ordinary operations 
of the Government, concluded, if they were not 
willing to vote the supplies necessary for an Ad- 
ministration of their own choice, they would allow 
them to have their own way. They were willing 
to see whether gentlemen on the other side would 
carry their opposition to necessary appropriations 
so far as to stop the wheels of Government. 
Many gentlemen on the other side of the House 
had beenin the habit of voting against all appropria- 
tion bills; and the course of those gentlemen re- 
minded him of an old man of his own State who, 
for fifteen or sixteen years, was a member of the 
State Legislature. He was a man of no particular 
note, he had no shining qualities or eminent abili- 
ties, and yet he was invincible. He was known 
all over the State as a very shrewd and cunning 
“ tracker,” and had never been defeated. The 
old man, when asked the secret of his success, had 
replied, it was to be found in the fact that he never 
voted for one cent of tax on the people, and he 
never voted for an appropriation bill. He said he 
knew the tax bills and general appropriation bills 
had to pass, and that they would pass, and he 
voted against them without risk of injury to the 
Government. But when they were passed, he 
went on the stump and arraigned those who voted 
for them as men who profligately voted away the 
public money, and imposed burdens and taxes on 
the people. Now, it might be supposed that some 
gentlemen on this floor were actuated by the same 
motive, and endeavored to retain popularity by the 
same means. On looking at the yeas and nays 
taken on the naval appropriation bill, he found 
forty-one votes recorded against it, of which thirty- 
four were Democratic votes. It was the ordinary 
appropriation bill, making the necessary appropri- 
ations for the support of the department; and why, 
therefore, were these Democratic votes recorded 
against it? Why were members of that party de- 
sirous to stop the operations of the Government? 
But again: he found on the passage of the forti- 
fication bill, which contained no unusual appro- 
priations, nothing which could excite constitutional 
alarm, that there were sixty-one votes recorded 
against it, and of these fifty-nine were Democratic 
votes, only two being Whigs. They saw the 
same side of the House pursuing the same course 
on the civil and diplomatic bill; and some of his 
friends thought they would see how far their op- 
position would carry them, and they therefore 
voted with the other side, and the bill was de- 
feated. Great complaint had been made because 
some gentlemen voted in favor of striking out in 
Committee of the Whole the appropriation for the 
Savannah river, and afterwards voted against con- 
curring in that amendment in the House. Those 
who made this objection knew it was not orly 
common, but strictly parliamentary, that gentle- 
men voted one way in Committee of the Whole, 
and another way in the House. It was thus that 
parties were sometimes tested, as the gentleman 
from Michigan must well know. It was only by 
striking out of a bill in Committee of the Whole 
any clause to which there might be objections that 
the votes of members upon that clause could be 
entered on the Journal. Those who favored the 
appropriation complained of, had no desire to shrink 


| from any responsibility. They desired an oppor- 


tunity of recording their names on the Journal on 
the questions here involved; and yet it was charged 
as extraordinary that they should adopt the only 
course by which that object could be effected. The 
House had been assured by the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. McKay] that, if they would 


consent to recommit the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and there strike 
out the item of $50,000 for the improvement of the 
Savannah river, every gentleman on his [Mr. 
McKay’s] side of the House would vote for the 
bill. The controversy in regard to the bill was 
then narrowed down to that point, and gentlemen 
had taken the ground that this indispensable bill 
should be defeated, and the operations of the Gov- 
ernment suspended, rather than this smail appro- 
priation should be made. 

Mr. SAW YER assured the gentleman from In- 
diana that he would not vote for the bill unless a 
great deal more was stricken out from that item. 

Mr. SMITH was merely repeating what the 
gentleman from North Carolina told them. That 
gentieman said, if this item were stricken out they 
would pass the bill, although it appropriated four 
or five millions of dollars. The only objectionable 
item, then, was that of 450,000, and they were 
brought in consequence to consider the question 
whether this House should strike out that item, or 
persist on the bill as it is. He would say one 
word in relation to that appropriation. The Sa- 
vannah river was the navigable communication 
with Savannah, the commercial metropolis of the 
State of Georgia, one of the most important cities 
on the southern Atlantic seacoast. The naviga- 
tion of that river was the means of much of the 
prosperity of that portion of the State, and it was 
proper that they should have needful facilities of 
communication. For want thereof, much com- 
merce had been diverted to other points, to the 
great Injury of the patriotic citizens of Georgia. 
And what was the obstruction? Why, it was con- 
ceded it was occasioned by sunken vessels, which 
were sunk during the revolutionary war. For 
what purpose? Why, for the great and patriotic 
purpose of defending our common country. He 
was surprised and pained yesterday to hear a gen- 
tleman from Georgia (Mr. Iverson] assert that 
this appropriation was to remove a mere local ob- 
struction, which was placed there for the benefit 
of the city of Savannah alone. He asked if there 
was nobody else interested in that river being as- 
cended by a British fleet during the revolutionary 
war, with a British army? Nor was it the blood 
of Georgia alone that flowed in defence of Savan- 
nah. Many patriotic citizens from other States 
hastened to their country's standard, and to the 
defence, not of Georgia or of Savannah alone, but 
of the common country, which was assailed in the 
Savannah river. 

It was no local question. The whole country 
was interested. These vessels were placed there 
for the common good of the common country—for 
the good of the whole country. But when they 
appealed for the removal of these obstructions, they 
were met with the argument that they had no con- 
stitutional power to remove obstructions which 
were created under the Confederacy. Whiere, 
permit him to ask, did gentlemen find constitu- 
tional power to pay pensions to the old, decrepit, 
worn-out soldiers of the Revolution? Where did 
they find authority to give pensions to their widows 
and orphans? If Congress had no power under 
the Constitution to discharge the obligations which 
the country had incurred to States during the Rev- 
olution, they had no power to discharge the obli- 
gations due to the survivors of the putriotic soldiers 
by whose services that revolution was made suc- 
cessful. And yet those obligations had been recog- 
nized and discharged in a thousand instances. And 
he regarded this appropriation as one which, in an 
eminent degree, deserves the favorable considera- 
tion of this Government. The obstructions having 
been placed in that river in time of war for the 
common welfare and defence of the country, the 
Government was bound by every honorable obli- 
gation to remove it. But the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Barty] told them that it was an unpre- 
cedented appropriation, and that they might search 
the records in vain for one solitary item of this 
character in the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
bill. Now, he would call that gentleman’s atten- 
tion to the civil and diplomatic eee bill 
for the year 1839, which was passed by a Demo- 
cratic Congress, at a time, too, when every de- 
partment of this Government was in possession of 
the Democratic party. 

He read items of appropriation for Florida and 
for the Connecticut river of this character. That 
there might be no mistake on thissubject, he begged 
to give gentlemen the reference to these items. 
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They would be found on the 1010th page of the 
Laws of the United States, 6th volume. 

These, he repeated, were passed bya Democratic 
Congress and sanctioned by a Democratic Presi- 
dent; and yet gentlemen told them that they were 
without a precedent for this item, which they de- 
nounced as unparalleled, and as an outrage on the 
rights of the minority of this House. There were 

recedents, as he had shown, and gentlemen who 

ad leisure might find many more. Nevertheless, 
gentlemen asserted that this appropriation was un- 
usual and improper, and therefore that they ought 
not to pass it. It was useless to consider those 
questions at this time. They had been considered, 
and that House, by a decided majority, had said 
that the appropriation was proper and expedient. 
But there was one argument used now which was 
not used when that item was under consideration, 
and that was, that unless that item be stricken out, 
the President would veto the bill. Yes; the Presi- 
dent would veto the bill. Well, he knew not 
whether the President would veto the bill or not, 
nor did he care. Since this President came into 
power, they had had several instances of the arbi- 
trary exercise of the veto power; but this was the 
first time when the President’s friends had seen 
po to throw into their faces the threat of a veto 
to deter them from performing what they believed 
tobetheirduty. He believed there was no instance 
of a President threatening the representatives of 
the people; telling them that if they dared to pass 
this bill, the President would veto it. Did gentle- 
men suppose that they on his side of the House 
were to be deterred from giving such votes as they 
thought proper of the kind under consideration ? 
Did gentlemen suppose that they were alarmed at 
the threat of an Executive veto, and that they 
should shrink from doing their duty? If they did, 
they would find themselves, in this instance, greatly 
mistaken. This House had decided, by a major- 
ity, that the appropriation was right, and that they 
would continue it in this bill; and if they receded 
from it for fear of the President’s veto, they were 
unworthy of the seats which they occupy. In 
such a case they would be fit only to be the slaves 
of a despot, trembling at his presence, and shaping 
their votes to suit his views. But he thought no 
one who believed it to be right and proper would 
shrink for fear of a veto, even though the friends 
of the President, with the President at their heels, 
thundered veto in their ears. 

But he desired to make a few remarks as to the 
exercise of this veto power. He desired to make 
some remarks on this subject, because the exercise 
of the veto power was becoming one of the most 
alarming circumstances in the history of this coun- 
try. It was one of the most dangerous to encoun- 
ter, and there was danger of its sapping the found- 
ation of the principles on which this Government 
rested. It was overshadowing the land with a des- 
potism which was placing its hand on the entire 
power of this Government. 

But now we hear that the President had been 
empowered to veto every bill, the expediency of 
which hedid not entirely approve. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Bayxy] told us, that whenever 
the President thought a bill not such as he would 


. have wished to pass, he ought to veto it. These 


doctrines were not new: they were the very doc- 
trines urged by the Federalists in the Convention 
which formed our Constitution. These were the 
arguments and opinions brought forward and 
pressed by the man who, in that memorable as- 
sembly, contended that it was necessary to strength- 
en the arm of the Executive, that he might be en- 
abled to check the turbulence of the people. This 
was the very point on which the difference between 
the Federalists and their opponents mainly turned. 
It was contended that the people were impulsive, 
tumultuous, refractory, and that we wanted astrong 
Executive, who should be able to curb them, and 
keep the passions of the people in check. The 
same doctrines were preached by the Tories, in the 
Revolution which established British freedom. It 
was proclaimed then, that the good of the country 
required that prerogative ouid be more effectuall 

guarded, and thearm of the monarch strengthened. 
And now, here, in this House of Representatives, 
and in the year of grace 1848, these self-same old 
exploded doctrines of subserviency to Executive 
power were brought out again, new-vamped, and 
urged on the American people as doctrines of De- 
mocracy! The truth was, that the great danger to 
our system arose, not from weakness, but from the 
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strength of the Executive power—a power ever 
prone, in all ages and countries, to usurpation, and 
skillful in encroaching on the freedom of the people, 
under a thousand forms. This was the true point 
of danger: it was an alarming evil; it threatened 
all we held dear; and it ought speedily to be ar- 
rested, and prevented from accomplishing any 
further mischief. 

Let him ask his Democratic friends, whether 
they believed that the people were capable of self- 
government? Were the Democrats on this floor 
willing to say they were? 

[Mr. Green here wanted liberty to reply, but 
Mr. S. said he could not spare him the time now; 
he would have ample opportunity afterwards. | 

They told the people so on the stump. There 
they were all most ardent friends to the people and 
their rights; but when they came here, how did 
they act? Who were the people? How were 
their wishes to be known? Who was appointed 
to express them? Was it not their own Repre- 
sentatives, chosen expressly for that purpose? 
They came up to this Hall from every district of 
this Union, fresh from the people, having had a 
full opportunity for interchanging opinions with 
them, and they knew what their wishes were. 
Well, how did these wishes of the great body of 
the American people stand upon the question of 
internal improvements? Look at their votes in 
this very House, and we should find them in favor 
of them by votes of two to one. By that majority 
they had recently decided that the power of appro- 
priating for works of internal improvement did 
reside in this Government, and that it should be 
exercised. How had these wishes been expressed 
on bills which had passed this House since the 
present Executive came into power? How did 
those Representatives vote but a few days since 
upon the resolutions adopted at the Chicago Con- 
vention, and reported to this House from the Com- 
mittee ‘on Commerce? In all these cases, those 
who were charged to express the wishes of the 
people had voted in one and the same way. Yet 
here was a party—and a Democratic party, too— 
which told the nation that their wishes should not 
be complied with; which told them to their faces, 
that they were trampling on the Constitution, and 
which invoked the aid of a President, who was 
himself the people’s creature, whom they had made, 
that he might accomplish their will, to thwart that 
will, and trample it down in the dust. And this 
was Democracy! Might I not (asked Mr. S.) here 
repeat the words of the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Iverson,] and exclaim, ‘‘ Shame! shame! 
where is thy blush?” when doctrines such as these 
are put forth under the name and guise of Democ- 
racy? They might as well at once tell the people 
that they are dolts and idiots, and need an Execu- 
tive guardian to curb them. Will gentlemen here 
say, that the President understands the wishes of 
the people better than the people's Representatives? 
Is his wisdom greater than the united wisdom of 
the members of this House? In what schools of 
statesmanship has he been trained, that his knowl- 
edge of constitutional law and the true policy of 
this nation should be so far paramount to that of 
the men whom the people themselves have selected 
and sent here to give expression to their sentiments 
and desires? here is his commission to say to 
us, that we do not know what the wishes of the 
people are? I ask my Democratic friend over the 
way, [Mr. WenrworrtH,] who introduced resolu- 
tions in favor of internal improvements, whether 
his constituents are against the power? They voted 
for Mr. Polk. How is itin Illinois? A majority 
of the people of that State were in favor of Mr. 
Polk; yet, after that gentleman denounced the 
President for his veto of the river and harbor bill, 
they sent him here as their representative. Have 
they not confided the care of their true interests to 
him, and not to the President? 

I admit that that gentleman’s course here has 
been perfectly consistent in all things, with one 
only exception. ‘The gentleman has been the uni- 
form, constant, unflinching advocate of internal 
improvements, yet he votes for a President who 
vetoes them all. [Much laughter.] I think his 
past experience ought to teach him a lesson on 
this subject. By the by, I should greatly like to 
know of the gentleman whom he is going to vote 
for at the coming election? l 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Ishall vote for a tried 
friend of harbor and river improvements, as illus- 
trated by his own acts. 
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Mr. SCHENCK said, ‘‘ there was so much 
noise and confusion here that the gentleman could 
not explain himself.” [Bursts of laughter. ] 

Mr. SMITH, (resuming.) I believe in the senti- 
ment so well expressed by Edmund Burke, when 
describing the character of a Whig in his day: “ A 
Whig should be a man jealously watching the 
movements of the Executive, having his eyes on 
ministers and his ears toward the people.” This 
admirable definition, given by that iflustrious man, 
will well apply to the Whigs of this day, who de- 
sire to preserve amongst us a Republican Govern- 
ment. But how is it now with too many of the 
Republicans in this Hall? We see them with their 
eyes oecasionally turned askance over their shoul- 
ders at the people, but with both eyes and ears 
directed steadily to the White House, ready to 
catch the first and slightest intimations of the Ex. 
ecutive will. 

I will be obliged if my friend from Illinois will 
tell me what are the opinions of General Cass on 
the subject of internal improvement? 

Mr. WENTWORTH wished to know if the 
gentleman would let him reply now? 

Mr. SMITH said, yes; he would allow him 
three minutes out of his own time to reply. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I have been in Con- 
gress—this is the third session—with General Cass. 
He and I have voted invariably alike on this ques- 
tion. Both of us voted for the vetoed bills, and both 
of us would gladly have had the Executive sign 
them. E wish there was as good proof that General 
Taylor would sign our harbor and river bills. F 
would like to know his opinions. 

Mr. SMITH. Iam greatly obliged to the hon- 
orable gentleman for this very lucid exposition of 
the opinions of General Cass on the power of in- 
ternal improvement. Now, I happen to have here 
a small document that a good deal resembles the 
primer that contained the picture of John Rogers, 
the martyr, in the days of Bloody Mary, and ia 
which were these memorable lines: 

“c T lexve you here this little book 

For you to look upon, 

That you may see your father’s face 

When he is dead and gone.” 
[Much merriment on both sides of the House.} 
Yes, sir; here is a little book for my Democratic 
friends to look upon, and in it they will see their 
father’s face when he is dead and gone. [Voices: 
s“ And that he will soon be.”] Yes, very soon: 
on the 7th day of next November. I will read it to 
the House without troubling the Clerk. [Here 
Mr. S. began to read a book about two inches 
square, with a fac-simile attached of Mr. Cass’s 
letter to the Chicago Convention. } 

On the whole, I think f had best send it up to 
the Clerk’s table, as gentlemen seem so anxious 
to see as well as hear it. | 

[The small volume was here sent to the Clerk’s 
desk. He succeeded in holding it in his hand, and 


‘read the contents with an audible voice, as fol- 


lows: 
Detroit, May 29, 1847. 

‘Dear Sir: I am obliged to you for your kind attention 
in transmitting ine an invitation to attend the convention 
on internal improvements which wil] meet in Chicago in 
July. Circumstances, however, wil! put it out of my power 
to be present at that time. 

« I am, dear sir, respectfully yours, 


‘LEWIS CASS 

“ W. L. Wairtine, Esq.’7] 

Mr. WENTWORTH presumed this was to be 
taken out of the gentleman’s time. [A laugh.] 

Mr. SMITH. Oh, certainly. A very import- 
ant document, and not very long. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Short as it js, it is 
longer than General Taylor’s reply to the commit- 
tee informing him of his nomination at the Phila- 
delphia Convention. 

Mr. SMITH. The gentleman from Hlinois has 
explained to us very clearly the opinions of the 
Democratic candidate on this very interesting sub- 


ject. I am sorry he was not equally clear on some 


others. I hope the “ noise and confusion?’ here 
will not prevent him from enlightening us. We 
are all very still and quiet on this side of the 
House. 


Mr. WENTWORTH. I hope the gentleman 


' wil give us General Taylor’s opinions on the 


same subject. 

Mr. SMITH. Iwill. I shall not be prevented, 
like his great leader, by any ‘* noise and confu- 
sion” in this Hall. But first let me state, that on 
a late occasion, General Cass was at Cleveland, a 
city. on the lakes, deeply interested in the question 


1848. 
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of harbor improvements. He was called upon, in 
presence of a great assemblage of the citizens of 
that place, to contradict a calumny which had been 
extensively circulated inst him, that he was 
opposed to the power of Congress over works of 
internal improvement; but, most unfortunately, 
“ the noise and confusion which prevailed were so 
great that he could not explain his sentiments.” 
{Laughter.] The gentleman from Illinois says that 
General Cass is in favor of internal improvements. 
And how does he know it? Why, because he 
voted for bills for works of that kind. Has the 
gentleman never seen the letter of General Cass to 
the Baltimore Convention, in which he declares 
that he cordially approves every sentiment and 
principle contained in the platform of political doc- 
trines which that Convention put forth to the 
world, and promises that, if elected, he will do all 
he can to carry them out? Every man on that 
side of the House knows well that the Convention 
is directly opposed to the power as exercised by 
this Government; and they know that that Con- 
vention endorsed Mr. Polk’s veto of the Michigan 
harbor bill, and the improvement of the Miasissip- 
pi and Ohio rivers; and in his letter General Cass 
says he cordially approves all their sayings and 
doings. After this, can the gentleman pretend that 
General Cass is in favor of internal improvements 
by the General Government? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Certainly. The very 
resolution was adopted when Mr. Van Buren was 
first nominated, and has been at every National 
Convention since. And yet Mr. Van Buren, as 
well as General Jackson, always signed all our 
harbor bills. So will General Cass. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Cass gave the Baltimore 

latfarm his cordial assent and approbation; but 
if he shall be elected, we shall then witness a rep- 
etition of the scenes of the Kane letter. He is 
now supported at the South as being utterly op- 
posed to internal improvements, and at the same 
time he is supported in the North as being pledged 
in their favor. We are told he voted for such bills 
in the Senate. Yes; but does not the gentleman 
from Illinois yet know that the way in which 
General Cass voted one day is no security as to 
how he will vote on the self-same point another 
WL How long was he avowedly in favor of the 
ilmot proviso? But is he for the proviso now? 
Flow strongly was he once opposed to Texas an- 
nexation: has the gentleman, have the Represent- 
atives from Texas, forgotten those memorable 
words of his in the Senate, ‘* We don’t want 
Texas; if England does, in God’s name let her 
take it??? His whole history shows that he is a 
gohan weathercock, turned by every changing 
reeze. Yet we are now told that because General 
Cass once voted for internal improvements he will 
do so still. I advise the gentleman from Illinois 
to examine a work of General Cass entitled the 
Court and King of France 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I have read it. And 
I would here ask the gentleman if he has read the 
letter of General ‘Taylor accepting the Philadelphia 
nomination? If I mistake not, it is shorter than 
that of General Cass to the Chicago Convention. 

Mr. SMITH. And then to contrast with the 
language there used the opinions expressed of the 
same Louis after he was no longer on the throne. 
It presents an instructive chapter as to the muta- 
bility of politicians, especially of those of the Dem- 
ocratic school. 

The gentleman wants to know the opinions of 
General Taylor: those opinions are before the 
country. I will read the gentleman one of them. 
[Mr. S. here quoted the Allison letter, beginning 
with the subject of the Executive veto. ] 

Does the gentleman from Illinois object to these 
doctrines? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. General Taylor says 
the will of the people ought to be carried out. And 
I say It ought to be. But will General Taylor do 
it 


Mr. SMITH. Yes, and it will be if General 
ee is elected. The gentleman admits that the 
will of the people on these subjects ought to be 
carried out, and.yet he votes for a man who never 
will carry them out. The opinions here expressed 
are such as would have done credit to the early 
days of the Republic. They are not unworthy 
of the days of Washington, and Jefferson, and 
Madison. 

But, according to the Democratic opinions of the 
day, a President is to canvass the reasons for and 


against the expediency of every bill the Congress 
may pass and send to him for his signature, and, 
if he does not think the law expedient, he must 
veto it. Was such a doctrine ever heard of in the 
days of Washington, or of Jefferson, or of Madi- 
son, that a President of the United States must 
descend into all the details of legislation and of 
domestic policy, and undertake to veto every bill 
for which he would not have voted in Congress? 
It was unheard of, unthought of, in their days. 
The President then confined himself to great con- 
stitutional principles, and left the details of legisla- 
tion to the representatives of the people. General 
Taylor has here taken the same ground. He will 
not undertake to prescribe how much duty shall 
be laid on a yard of cloth; he will not presume to 
declare this river may be improved, but that must 
not be—you may clear out Duck creek, in Ten- 
nessee, but you shall not remove a snag from the 
channel of the great father of waters. He will 
have the will of the people to be carried out, and 
will not abuse the veto power to prostrate and to 
thwart their will. If there were no other reasons 
entitling him to the enthusiastic support of the 
people of this country, these alone are sufficient. 
In the days we have in prospect before us, the 
policy of this Government is not any longer to be 
shaped at the White House. Executive influence 
is the grand Pandora’s box from which all our 
evils have proceeded. Look back to the com- 
mencement of General Jackson’s administration. 
We had then an institution to regulate the currency 
of the country; it was popular everywhere; the 
people of this entire Union desired it should con- 
tinue. Democratic Legislature after Democratic 


‘Legislature voted for its re-charter; and that meas- 


ure was earnestly advocated by the present Vice 
President of the United States. Yet Executive 
power and influence was able to thwart the wishes 
of the people, and to prostrate that institution in 
the dust. 

Mr. CLARKE here inquired whether General 
Taylor was in favor of a national bank: 

Mr.SMITH. I am not informed; [much laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side of the House;] but this 
I know, that the wishes of the country on that 
and on every other subject will be carried out. It 
is not the duty or the policy of the President to 
regulate the currency of the country. I have my- 
self always been the advocate of a national bank; 
but if General Taylor is our President, it will not 
be revived unless the people ask for it. The 
country is very differently situated now from what 
it was when that bank was destroyed. We are 
able to get along without it. 

But if any man wishes to see a proof of the 
overwhelming force of Executive power and pa- 
tronage, let him look at the annexation of Texas. 
When that measure was first brought up in Con- 
gress, a majority of the House were openly against 
It, yet it finally received a majority of votes. How 
was that majority obtained? A letter appeared in 
the Richmond Enquirer declaring that no man 
would receive or need expect the Executive coun- 
tenance and favor if he was opposed to the meas- 
ure of annexation. The majority against it in the 
country. was large—it was overwhelming. In In- 
diana, four-fifths of the Democrats were against it. 
I know this to have been so in my district. And 
how was it in the great State of New York? An- 
nexation was utterly repudiated. Yet when that 
jetter came out, a sudden change came over the 
spirit of the dream of some who had been loudest 
and most clamorous against the measure. And I 
could point to a man from your own State, Mr. 
Speaker, (understood to mean Mr. Parmenter,) 
who was now in the enjoyment of a lucrative office 
under this Government in consequence of such a 
change. Yes, it is not to be disguised, we have 
come to that pass that Congress is little more than 
an office to register Executive edicts. If any man, 
with the spirit of a man, dare rise up here and op- 
pose the Execuuve pleasure, the cry of treason, 
treason, is raised against him. But if General 
Taylor comes into the White House, you will see 
a very different state of things. There will be 
another order of the day. 

A gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Iverson] yes- 
terday made his debut before this House in very 
handsome style, and addressed us in a very elo- 
quent strain. But, unfortunately for him and for 
his State, on this the first occasion of his public 


appearance as a debater here, he was found stren- 


uously opposing and resisting the claims of his 
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own State to justice at the hands of this Govern- 
ment. Certainly it was matter of regret that one 
of her distinguished and talented sons and repre- 
sentatives should, on his first presentation here, be . 
making a strenuous appeal to the House against 
the plainest principles of justice and of common 
sense. It is not for me to settle the question of 
such a course between him and the people of Geor- 
gia; but I do believe that a very large majority of 
the prope of that State will recognize the justice 
of the claim urged in behalf of the city of Savan- 
nah, the commercial capital of their State. 

The gentleman spoke with great eloquence, and 
entered the lists as a mourner over the unfortunate 
fate of Henry Clay. Yes, he lamented in very 
mournful tones over the fate of that man, whom I 
admire, and have ever admired, more than any 
living public man whom our country calls her 
own. I felt like mingling my tears with his while 
he was pouring out such pathetic strains over a 
great man fallen. 

Mr. IVERSON wished to explain. 

Mr. SMITH desired to be excused, as he had 
but a few minutes left. 

Mr. IVERSON, nevertheless, threw in the re- 


mark that what he had said was not in sympathy 


but in derision. 

Mr. SMITH continued. Ah! in derision! He 
knew it was in derision. He knew that praises for 
that man never could come from that source but in 
derision. He wanted the country to know, he 
wanted that illustrious man to know, and his 
friends to know, that the crocodile tears which had 
fallen from Locofoco eyes all over this country for 
him were but shed in derision! This was not the 
first time he had seen these tears shed. These 
mournful notes of lamentation had fallen on his 
eara before. He had seen something of the same 
manifestations in the columns of the “ Union.” 
Day after day, sympathetic notes had been poured 
outand crocodile tears had been shed by Father 
Ritchie for Henry Clay, as a noble, gallant, patri- 
otic man; a man whose great name was inscribed 
high on the rolls of his country’s fame—a man 
whose great name would live throughout this coun- 
try and the civilized world when: the insignificant 
name of Zachary Taylor should have been for- 
gotten. Was this the same Henry Clay who, in 
1844, was vilified and slandered all over the coun- 
try by these same men who were now so ready to 
praise him as the blackleg united with the puritan— 
who, in 1844, was denounced as vile, odious, in- 
famous? Was this the same Henry Clay who had 
procured the election of John Quincy Adams by 
bargain, corruption, and treachery? Was it the 
same Henry Clay who had sold the rights of his 
constituents for a seat in the Cabinet? Was this 
the same Henry Clay whom old Father Ritchie 
had grown gray in denouncing as an infamous pol- 
itician, as a dishonest man? Was this the same 
Henry Clay whom their Democratic friends uP to 
the meeting of the Philadelphia Convention had 
been for twenty years holding up to the country 
as the greatest of all political sinners, as the man 
who of all others was most to be feared? He 
thought that there was one exception to that 
course. He believed he had heard similar strains 
of eulogy from Locofoco organs when the same 
Whig party nominated General Harrison in 1840. 
The denunciations of Henry Clay then suddenly 
ceased, and the land was overflowed with eulo- 
gies to him from Democratic presses and orators, 
because the same motives were operating upon 
them then. They then wanted to turn the admi- 
ring eyes of the country from General Harrison, 
and to induce the belief that Mr. Clay was badly 
treated, and his friends ought not to support Gen- 
eral Harrison. But n, in 1844, when Mr. 
Clay was again nominated, the old tune was taken 
up, and, instead of the mournful tones of condo- 
lence and sympathy, we heard nothing but fiery 
indignation and bitter vituperation, poured out 
upon his head with unsparing malignity. Let him 
tell Democratic gentlemen that Mr. Clay and his 
friends knew how to appreciate these encomiums, 
these eulogies, these crocodile tears; and let him 
tell them further, they eould not divert one man 
of the Whig party from the support of General 
Taylor, by any hollow attempt to excite sympathy 
for Mr. Chay, or any attempt to create the impres- 
sion that he had been badly treated. Mr. Clay’s 
friends had no less confidence in him than they 
had ever had; they believed him the same great 
and good man they had always considered. him; 
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they cherished his name with all the fondness 
they had ever felt for it, and in after times they 
would hold up that illustrious name to their chil- 
edren as the bright model of an American statesman 
whom.ever Koena youth should be taught to 
emulate. Bat they did not want to expose him in 
his old age to the malignant vituperative assaults 
of pensioned Democratic presses throughout the 
land; they did not want him to paas through the 
fiery ordeal of 1844. They had nominated a man 
who had not been abused to the same extent as 
Mr. Clay, and, for want of time—although he ad- 
mitted that old Father Ritchie was handsomely 
schooling himself in the business of vituperation 
of General Taylor, and had already progressed so 
far that he would soon equal his best efforts in 
doing the same work towards Mr. Clay—it would 
all be in vain. He regarded this Presidential elec- 
tion as completely settled as it would be on the 7th 
of November next. The people were determined 
that this Administration should be turned out of 
power, and that no time-serving demagogue, no 
political trickster, who had grown wealthy and fat 
on extra pay from the people’s money, should oc- 
cupy the Presidential chair for the next four years. 
They would takea man fresh from the people; 
one whose courage, whose skill in war were only 
ualled by the kindness of his heart, and the gen- 
uine benevolence which marked his character; a 
man who—to use his own eloquent language—had 
« no enemies to punish, no friends to reward, noth- 
ing to serve but his country.” That country the 
people would give him the opportunity to serve in 
the highest civil station within the gift of the peo- 
le. 
: Here the hammer fell and the hour expired. 
Mr. STUART, of Michigan, next obtained the 
floor. He said, when he had made the motion to 
reconsider the other day, it was with no intention 
of addressing the House, or of deviating from the 
rule he had prescribed for himself, except such as 
should become necessary to explain his votes; but 
the course of argument of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Smirn] had been so extraordinary as to 
induce him to trespass upon this rule, and to ask 
the attention of the House for a short time. 
What was the question before the House? It 
was, whether this House would reconsider the vote 
upon the passage of this bill, and, if agreed to, 
whether they would reconsider the vote upon the 
engrossment, and then strike out of the bill the ob- 
noxious feature? A little history on this subject, 
amid the confusion which gentlemen on the other 
side of the House seemed disposed to get up, might 
not be unimportant. It was sought to be shown 
that the other side of the House was not responsi- 
ble for its action. A House with a decided ma- 
jority on every single question, it was now sought 
to be proved was not responsible for the manner in 
which bills were framed and passed here. Was 
it so? How was the vote upon this question? 
Seventeen men on the other side of the House had 
voted against the passage of this civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill, and the majority against 
it was only twenty-three. Eleven gentlemen on 
his side of the House voted for it,and he was happy 
to say he was among that number, for never, while 
he was honored with a seat on this floor, would he 
vote to stop the wheels of this Government, if that 
vote could be avoided with any regard to consist- 
ency whatever. Seventeen gentlemen who had 
voted for this appropriation for the Savannah river, 
who believed it constitutional, who believed it ex- 
pedient to pass such a bill, had seen fit to step into 
the arena and to vote against it—for what purpose? 
Why, they came up like children and said they 
did it for fun! Grave legislators, able statesmen, 
eminent men legislating for the people of this coun- 
try, forfun, asa matter of farce, because gentlemen 
on this side of the House, entertaining views against 
the power of Congress to make this appropriation, 
had seen fit to vote against the bill! Now, he 
asked in candor, could any man who entertained 
a constitutional objection to the passage of such an 
item as this, vote fora bill that contained it? And 
if he saw fit to cast his vote against it, did it be- 
come the majority of this House, who entertained 
opposite opinions, also to vote against the bill? 
ow were they justified before the country? He 
would like to hear gentlemen confine themselves to 
this question, und give a direct answer. 
_ He begged leave here to say that he differed en- 
tirely from the remarks which had fallen from the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia on his side of 


the House, [Mr. Bay y,] in relation to the conduct 
of the Speaker. When he (Mr. S.) had made 
the motion to reconsider the vote on this item, in 
response to a suggestion of the Speaker that the 
motion could not be made under the rules, he had 
intimated that he had an abiding confidence that 
the present Speaker would not so hold, and that 
he must be permitted to say that, in his humble 
judgment, the conduct of the Chair on this occa- 
sion was entitled to the highest respect of every 
member of this House. The only question on 
which he had differed with the Chair—and upon 
which he had not had time to examine the prece- 
dents—was in relation to the original vote given by 
the Speaker; whether the bill had not proceeded so 
far, whether it had not gone through the subse- 
quent stages of reading and voting, as to preclude 
the right of the Speaker to vote upon the amend- 
ment. Having had no time to examine the prece- 
dents, he was obliged to defer to the decision of 
the Speaker, for the time being, as correct. 

But gentlemen whom he knew to be sound con- 
stitutional lawyers—gentlemen, he repeated, of 
eminent ability, had undertaken to distinguish be- 
tween this appropriation and appropriations to 
remove a sand bar—had undertaken to tell this 
House that while Congress had no power to remove 
obstructions which the laws of God and of Nature 
had placed in harbors and rivers, they had the 
power to remove those placed there by man. He 
should like to hear eloquent legal gentlemen, con- 
stitutional lawyers, on this subject. If the Con- 
stitution of the United State gave the power to 
remove these obstacles, it gave it without regard 
to how they came there. He was among the num- 
ber who believed the Constitution did confer this 
power, and he believed it was a matter of no con- 
sequence how the obstructions had been formed; 
and,if he might be permitted to say it, with respect 
for the opinions of gentlemen on the other side, the 
distinction was ridiculous between obstructions in 
a river caused by sinking vessels, hulks, &c., to 
keep out an enemy’s fleet, and those caused by the 
accumulation of sand by the water. How was this 
case distinguished from the bar formed at the end 
of the pier at Chicago, erected by the Government 
of the United States? 

He had voted in committee and in the House 

gainst this item. Why? Because it was in direct 
violation of the rule of the House to place it in the 
bill, and if these votes were reconsidered so that it 
would be in order, he intended to move to exert 
the power of this House to strikeit out. The 81st 
rule was imperative that no such appropriation 
should be ingrafted on the bill by the Committee 
of Ways and Means, nor under the orders of the 
House, nor by the Committee of the Whole; and 
why was it in this bill? Why did the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, represent- 
ing in parta Western State largely interested in the 
system of internal improvements—a State which 
embraced within its bordérs as many objects of im- 
provement as any other—why did that gentleman 
consent, in the navy appropriation bill, to provide 
for Boston harbor, and in the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill to improve the mouth of the 
Savannah river? Was this legitimate legislation ? 
Was it fair? Was it just to the country which the 
gentleman and himself represented in part? Was 
1t justice to the great Northwest to be tampering, 
placing single items separately in the general ap- 
propriation bills, that might roll through with the 
necessities of this Government, while everything 
for the benefit of the gentleman’s constituency and 
his was carefully excluded ? 

Mr. VINTON said, the gentleman would prob- 
ably recollect that when the items for the Missis- 
sippi and Ohio rivers were moved in Committee 
of the Whole he had voted for them, and he had 
stated here yesterday he regretted they had not 
passed. ° 

Mr. STUART. Why did not the gentleman 
put them into the bill? 

Mr. VINTON. No 
before the Committee of 
purpose. 

Mr. STUART. Was it not the gentleman’s 
own business as chairman of that committee to 
bring it before the committee? And if the Savan- 
nah river had been brought in there, it certainly 
notified the chairman that other internal improve- 
ments might also be included. He understood 
that one member of that committee from Georgia 


roposition was brought 
ays and Means for that 


{Mr. Toomss] had introduced this item as a mem- 


ber of the Committee of Ways and Means. He 
repeated, it notified, or should have notified, the 
honorable chairman to take care, as a western man, 


| of the interests of his own State and of his, (Mr. 


S.’s.) Now, no such caviling could be justified 
before the gentleman’s constituents or his, what- 
ever might be attempted on this floor for political 
purposes. Their constituency would hold them 
responsible; they would wish to know why they 
were voting item by item to improve all the harbors 
on the seaboard, while theirs in the West were left 
to remain in statu quo. 

He took another objection. While he would 
vote for a general bill for internal improvements, 
and while he believed the system constitutional— 
not to the extent laid down by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Smit] at an early part of the ses- 
sion, not that we were afloat upon the ocean with- 
out a chart or a compass, but that there were ` 
certain well-defined principles in the Constitution 
which justified these appropriations—while he 
would vote for a bill of this kind, he would never 
consent to legislation evidently intended for politi- 
cal purposes. Gentlemen on the other side might 
quibble, might prevaricate as much as they chose, 
but this item had been introduced into the general 
appropriation bill for the purpose of making an 
argument against the Democratic party—for the 
purpose of provoking a veto, or of charging the- 
President with inconsistency. No other motive 


‘could be reasonably assigned. 


The gentleman from Ohio had said yesterday 
that he was anxious to carry out the recommenda- 
tion of the Executive department of the Government 
in its various branches. Ifso, why had not these 
western improvements been put into this bill if 
this was legitimate legislation? When, the other 
day, they had had up the question of appropriation 
for the surveys of the public lands, the western 
men had asked that the recommendation of the 
department should be carried out—that $115,000 
might be placed in the bill for these surveys. Why 
had the majority of the House, upon the recom- 
mendation of the same committee, refused to give 
them but $65,000? But he could not spend too 
much time on this point. 

He had alluded to the inconsistency of gentle- 
men on the other side of the House, and to the 
fact, that but for the honorable gentleman from 
Georgia on his side, [Mr. Coss,] this bill would 
now sleep the sleep of death. After a majority of 
this House had defeated it, no gentleman had 
risen on that side to move to reconsider the vote 
and save the bill by striking out the obnoxious 
item. He should say a few words in relation to 
the propriety of this legislation, and then he should 
pass to the other branches of the subject. 

He spoke now of the respect which was due toa 
coordinate branch of this Government. Differing, 
as did honorable gentlemen on the other side with 
the present Executive of the United States upon 
this constitutional question, he asked, was it re- 
spectful? Was it that respect which they de- 
manded at his hands? Were the denunciations 
which they had so often heard from gentlemen 
of the President of the United States as a miscre- 
ant, as the greatest enemy known to the country, 
of the Constitution and liberties of the people, that 
respect which was due to the Executive? While 
honorable gentlemen on the other side were con- 
stantly declaring that gentlemen on his side came 
here but to register the edicts of the President, and 
that they should govern their action by the princi- 
ples of justice and a due regard to the rights of 
the people, why did they not pay that respect to 
the President which the rules of the House made 
incumbent upon them, and keep out of this bill 
appropriations not rightly there? | 

But the gentleman from Indiana had amused 
the House, and he confessed had amused him, at 
some of the positions he had taken. He did not 
see the honorable member in his seat, but, inas- 
much as it was his duty. to be there, he hoped he 
would be soon. It was strange for one who, like 
him, knew the early political history of this coun- 
try only by reading it, to hear a Whig of this day 
claiming to be a Jeffersonian. The gentleman had 
proved himself a British Whig by reading a defi- 
nition of Edmund Burke, and if he would turn to 
Blackwood’s Magazine, which was equally good 
British authority, he would find it there declared 
that the devil was the first Whig; and he put it to . 
the gentleman, that if he resorted to British au- 
thority to prove himself a Whig, he must take 
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British authority in extenso. Let him ask the gen- 
tleman, to what vetoes respectively of the Execu- 
tive of the United States did he object? He would 
like to hear the gentleman, or any other honorable 
member on that side of the House, specify to 
which of the vetoes of the various Presidents of 
the United States they objected. From the found- 
ation of the Government to the present day, there 
was not a man, he ventured to say, who dared get 
up and say that he objected to any veto except 
that of harbor and river improvements. There 
was rankling in the heart of the gentleman from 
Indiana, and the gentleman could not entirely sup- 
press it, that old desire for a national bank. True, 
the gentleman had not the moral courage to come 
out and declare himself for it; but he said, if the 
people want it, lo and behold, he was for it. He 
had no constitutional opinions, nor opinions of ex- 
pediency, except those which he might imagine 
came from the people. The gentleman told the 
House that the people of the United States had 
again and again declared in favor of a national 
bank. It was, if we judged from their repre- 
sentatives, lamentably true; but if we judged from 
the conduct of the people alone, of those who were 
engaged in their agricultural and mechanical pur- 
suits, who were outside of and beyond the influ- 
ence of the dollars that might operate upon gen- 
tlemen nearer the throne, they had never been in 
favor of such an institution. Mr. Madison inter- 
posed his veto, but at the next session yielded to 
whathe supposed was the desire of the people. That 
yielding had been the subject of the lamentation of 
the Democracy of the country from that time to 
the present. fe had cost us millions of money. 
It prostrated the producing classes in the dust. 
For diate ark had the Democratic party fought 
to throw off this incubus, and they had shaken it 
off “asa lion the dew-drops from his mane.’’ 
The Democracy of this country now stood erect, 
never to be encumbered with another institution of 
the kind. 

But the gentleman asked, “are we to be told in 
this year eighteen hundred and forty——?”’ and 
that turned out to be the end of his sentence. He 
presumed the gentleman was dishing up one of his 
old speeches of 1840, when, to the Democracy of 
Indiana, he had denied that the Whig party had 
any intention to charter a bank; but no sooner had 
they practised on the credulity and confidence of 
the people, and acquired the power, than immedi- 
ately they ‘let slip the dogs of war’’—immediately 
the cloven foot had shown itself—and the first act, 
and the dying act, too, of that administration, was 
an effort to charter a bank. 

Mr. DUNN said that so far from the Whigs of 
Indiana, in 1840, taking ground against a national 
bank, or pretending that they were not for a na- 
tional bank, it was one of the main issues, if not 
the main issue, and was earnestly pressed by 
them. 
Mr. PETTIT said he could not speak for his 
colleague’s portion of Indiana, but he could for his 
own, and he could give the Whig elector’s name 
who had denounced it from one end of his district 
to the other. It was Henry S. Lane, his prede- 
cessor on this floor. 

Mr. DUNN disagreed with his colleague, and 
repeated his declaration that the Whigs of Indiana 
in 1840 had made the question of a bank a promi- 
nent issue, and that the leading Whig journal at 
Indianapolis took ground both for the constitu- 
tional power and the expediency of a bank. 

Mr. ROCKHILL said, so far as his district was 
concerned, he never, in 1840, heard any elector or 
other Whig orator—and they had all sorts of meete 
ings and Jog-cabin and hard-cider carousals—de- 
clare in favor of anational bank. The Democratic 
party had charged it upon them, and in every case 
it was denied. 

Mr. STUART lived on the borders of Indiana, 
and knew something of the facts himself. It had 
been declared at that time, through all the region 
of country, and even a distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts had said that a national bank was 
an ‘* obsolete idea.” So far from having agreed 
upon it in any two States, there were scarcely two 
Congressional districts where the Whig orators 
proclaimed the same principles. Why? Because 
they dared not go before the American people with 
their principles inscribed on their banners. In 
1844, they had told the country that Mr. Clay was 
the great ‘ embodiment” of their principles, and 
soul and body he stood forth a living monument 


of Whiggery. But it was now too late for gentle- 
men to say that they had carried on the canvass of 
1840 on principles. Why, they ate and drank the 
people out of that election. Hard cider, corn 
dodgers, songs, coon skins—these miserable em- 
blems indicated anything but an adherence to 
reason and principle. 

Now, he asked gentleman, why they had not 
nominated Mr. Clay? and he told them, in ad- 
vance, he had no particular sympathy for that gen- 
teman. He would remark, further, that from 
the very outset of the canvass to the present day, 
he had earnestly wished that the Whig party 
would not nominate Mr. Clay—he had never en- 
tertained any other opinion. He believed him to 
be the strongest man they could nominate, and 
gore would find out, in the ides of Novem- 

er, that the Northern States did not respond to 
the Philadelphia nomination. Gentlemen might 
blind their eyes; they might see Mr. Greely pois- 
ing himself upon his lever and doubting which 
way to go, and yet might deny that all was not 
right in their camp; they might hear the music of 
Northern men proclaiming that General Taylor 
was a Wilmot proviso man out and out, while 
Southern men took refuge under the fact of his 
having been born and lived in the South, and his 
owning hundreds of slaves; they might cause to be 
written from this city letters through members of 
Congress to different sections of the country, ma- 
king anything or everything of his principles, but 
they would find that men who had been Tylerized 
would not be Taylorized. 

The celebrated ‘‘Allison letter” had been alluded 
to by the gentleman from Indiana as containing 
the platform of General Taylor’s principles. Now, 


‘that was a most remarkable letter, and got up in a 


remarkable way, and by remarkable men; and 
this Capitol could ‘‘a tale unfold’’ in regard to that 
letter, which would show whose opinions it reflect- 
ed. A man who had been somewhat engaged in 
the legal profession would regard that letter as 
having been got up by a conclave of very able 
men, very strong lawyers, who had gathered to- 
gether on a table before them all the letters the old 
man had ever written, in which he had declared 
himself a Native American, an Abolitionist, a 
Democrat, a Whig—not an ‘‘ultra Whig, but a 
Whig in principle;’’ and he would like to hear his 
friend from Pennsylvania tell them what was the 
difference. He took itthat there were none in this 
House but ultra Whigs; for, although there were 
Abolitionists from Massachusetts and New Hamp- 
shire, slaveholders from the South, and whatever 
else you please, they came up here in solid col- 
umn, and voted to a man to oppose everything 
which Democracy did. He thought they had not 
that distinction in this House, but that they were 
“ultra” Whigs, partisan Whigs; and if any gen- 
tleman’s political dictionary could tell him what 
the distinction was, he should be very happy to 
hear it. Now, this Allison letter, which seemed 
thus to have been framed with all the previous 
letters before the writers, who were attempting, 
like a lawyer with a bad case, to reconcile the con- 
flicting doctrines, said that he held the veto power 
to be a conservative power, not to be exercised 
except in cases of clear violation of the Constitu- 
tion, or of hasty and ill-considered legislation. 
Who had ever pretended that it should be exer- 
cised in any other case? He would like to know, 
if a bill passed through both Houses of Congress, 
what was the “proper consideration” it should 
receive in order to meet the Executive approba- 
tion? How was the Executive to know whether 
it had received that consideration or not, except 
Dy CA ErIINE whether it was right or wrong? 

as he to stand here and hear their discussions? 
Was he to know whether they passed a bill in a 
month or in one day after it was taken up? The 
only manner in which he could determine whether 
legislation was hasty or inconsiderate, was by 
determining whether it was right or wrong in his 
opinion, as a coordinate branch of the Legislature 
of the country. It was the only test which the 
Executive could apply; and, while the Allison 
letter was relied upon to limit the veto to certain 
cases, it applied to every case upon which a veto 
could be made. In this connection he would again 
call—and he hoped to hear gentlemen take the 
history of this country and trace down the vetoes 
of the several Presidents, and point out one 
to which they were opposed except that on 
the harbor and river bill. Who did not know 
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that the Democratic party of this Union were 
divided on that question, and ever had been—not 
on the great principle, but on the mode of its ap- 
plication? Mr. Calhoun, who, he thought, was 
regarded as about as strict a constructionist as 
there was, and would be admitted as one of the 
most able men, admitted, and had done so this 
session, that Congress did possess the power, and 
that the only question was as to its application. 
Upon that question of its application the Demo- 
cratic party, he repeated, had ever been divided. 
Now, what induced the Whig party to favor it? 
The same thing that induced them to favor every 
other proposition which the Democratic party op- 
posed. It was the only basis on which they could 
agree. They came into power in’ 1840, and they 
could not hold together ninety days. The mo- 
ment they came to compare the opinions of differ- 
ent individuals from different sections of the coun- 
try, why, the confusion of Babel was harmony 
in comparison to their action. 

It had been-said here by another gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. THompson,] at a former part of the 
session, that, when Mr. Tyler became a little Dem- 
ocratic, they abandoned him. Now, that was true; 
and, had he become thoroughly Democratic, the 
Democratic party would have endorsed him; but 
as, in the Christian world, a man must forsake the 
Devil and all his works, so in the political world a 
man must shake off every vestige of Whiggery, 
in all its connections, or he could never be a Dem- 
ocrat. A gentleman near him said ‘a modern 
Democrat.” No, noran ancient Democrat. What 
were Jefferson’s opinions upon a national bank as 
long ago as the administration of General Wash- 
ington? He gave his opinions against it, and never 
changed those opinions. What was the opinion of 
Mr. Madison on the same question? Against it; 
yielding in an evil hour, as he had before said, to 
what, in his own language, seemed to be the will 
of the people. What was the opinion of modern 
Whieggery? He had heard honorable gentlemen 
say that party sprung up in 1832. What built 
them up? General Jackson’s veto of the bank. 
They took ground against him, and declared that 
this country was to be and should be ruined with-- 
out that institution. This, let him tell gentlemen 
on the other side, was modern Whiggery, but it 
was ancient Federalism. 

Mr. POLLOCK said General Jackson had ac- 
knowledged the constitutionality of a bank. 

Mr. STUART. General Jackson did not show 
much belief in the constitutionality of a national 
bank when he placed his veto upon it. The Whig 
party placed upon the records of the Senate of the 
United States a resolution censuring General Jack- 
son—and in violation, too, of the Constitution—for 
the measures he adopted against that institution; 
and yet modern Whiggery was ancient Democ- 
racy! Gracious Heavens! only think of it! [A 
laugh.] A Whig, who dared not declare in con- 
vention what he thinks, who had not the moral 
courage on the floor of this House to define his 
position, because he wanted to wire in and wire 
out—because the question of success was the only 
question they had at heart; such a Whig to claim 
to monopolize the ancient Democracy ! 

But we never should get General Taylor’s opin- 
ions on this question, itseemed. Although he had 
been written to some six weeks since—he lived off 
the mail route—his letter could not reach him, and 
we could not receive his answer! He lived in a 
back country, where nobody travelled except some 
two or three men who had him in charge. We 
should never get his opinions on these questions, 
he (Mr. S.) undertook to say. 

But, in reference to the little book which the gen- 
tleman from Indiana had taken the pains to send to 
the Clerk’s desk to have read. That Chicago 
Convention was a great convention. There were 
a great many distinguished men there, and they 
went there for important purposes. ‘They had no 
doubt at heart the success of improvements of 
harbors and rivers. But the people would consider 
it a little singular that the Committee on Com- 
merce of this House, composed of a majority of 
Whigs, who had that subject in charge, had spent 
some seven months in bringing out a set of resolu- 
tions simply to insult the Executive of the United 
States, and had brought in no bill. 

Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania, referred to 
a bill which had been reported for the improvement 
of certain harbors and rivers, and said the commit- 
tee had made every effort to pass it through. 
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Mr. STUART knew all about the contents of 
that bill; and he knew how it had been treated, 
too. It had slept here. in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and not progressed at 
all, while that committee had labored seven months 
to get up a.report and resolutions to censure and 
insult the President of the United States. | 

Mr. HAMPTON inquired, if the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce had not made repeat- 
ed efforts to have the rule suspended which required 
bills to be taken up in their order, for the purpose 
ef passing this river and harbor bill? and did not 
the gentleman know, that the great body of gentle- 
men on the other side of the House had invariably 
voted against it? 

Mr. STUART replied, Yes; and did not the 
gentleman know that the majority of this House 
adopted that rule ?—that they had placed themselves 
in the predicament where they could not get up this 
bill? Did he not know that western Democrats had 
voted for it every time? Did he not know that the 
majority were responsible for the order of the public 
business, and that they were not content with leav- 
ing the appropriation bills to keep their place on 
the calendar, but, entitled under the rules to prece- 
dence over all other business, by making them 
special orders, had overrode all other business, 
and thereby made business enough for the House 
to the first of September? The gentleman told 
them the majority of this House could not pass 
the bill; it would never do; they wanted to talk 
about it; they had kept the President’s message 
here a month before referring it, making it a per- 
fect Buncombe speech fund. The gentleman need 
not insinuate that they had any such desire. 

He came back to this Chicago Convention. It 
was a great convention, gotten up for great pur- 

oses. It was intended to be the Archime ean 
ever to upset the Democratic party; and from the 
East and West, from the North and South, the 
grand sachems of Whiggery attended. What did 
they do? Insulted General Cass in open conven- 
tion. What was hig letter? Gentlemen might 
laugh about it, but honorable men had got to meet 
the question in an honorable manner. What was 
that letter? It was simply addressed to a friend at 
Chicago, saying, that it was out of his power to 
attend. Did gentlemen doubt his opinions? He 
asked them if they had looked at the records of 
Congress? A man who had been here for years, 
who, as the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. W ExT- 
worTH] had said, had voted unqualifiedly in favor 
of every measure of that kind which ought to be 
carried—not for the indiscriminate legislation of 
Whiggery, but for everything the wants of the 
nation demanded. And yet gentlemen did not 
know his position! l l 

If that had been a great Whig tariff convention, 
and Mr. Clay had been invited to attend, and had 
replied that it was out of his power to be present, 
would they have doubted whether he was a tariff 
man? No. It was Whiggery masked there, under 
the pretence of the benefit of the people, as It was 
always masked, that had insulted the best Demo- 
crats of the land. It was Whiggery that had got 
up this book; it was one of the emblems of the 
campaign; it was modern Whiggery; it was that 
Whiggery that addressed itself to women and chil- 
dren, and not to the sense of grown-up men on 
principle; it was the W higgery that dare not let 
their candidate promulgate his opinions; it was that 
Whiggery which concocted for him letters, and sent 
them to him to sign; it was that Whiggery which 
had put General Harrison under keepers, and had 
got General Taylor somewhere in Baton Rouge, 
so far off that letters could never reach him, nor 
the country hear from him his opinions. The mails 
were slow: the President of the Philadelphia Con- 
vention had to go clear home to North Carolina 
before he wrote him informing him of his nomi- 
nation, and he had never got back a return mail! 
= Mr. OUTLAW said Governor Morehead had 
written General Taylor informing him of his nom- 
ination on the 9th of June—one day after it was 


made. : 

Mr. STUART. Why, then, don’t the commit- 
tee let him answer? 

Mr. OUTLAW was understood to reply, be- 
cause the Democratic Postmaster General would 
not let the mails go there—would not furnish the 
proper mail facilities. 

Mr. STUART said, that was the very thing he 
wanted to know. A Democratic postmaster, who 
desired to know General Taylor’s opinions, if he 


had any, to condemn him before the country, 
keeping back the means of defeating him! That 
was Whiggery with a vengeance! Why, he could 
have carried the letter himself on foot, and got back 
before this time. ‘The Democracy wanted to know 
General Taylor’s opinions, yet gentlemen said the 
Postmaster General won’t let the mails go there! 

But the mails were certain between here and 
Buffalo or Albany, where Mr. Fillmore resided. 
Where was his response? Was it true, as rumor 
stated, that the committee thought best not to pub- 
lish it until they had got General Taylor’s also? 
They wanted to compare them: they might not 
agree. ‘The opinions of Mr. Fillmore were known; 
he was known to be.a United-States-Bank man— 
a high-tariff man—a Wilmot-proviso man, with a 
little tincture of abolitionism. Now, it was not 
known how General Taylor’s opinions might tally 
with Mr. Fillmore’s; hence it was necessary to 
detain this letter until they heard from Baton Rouge. 
Now, it would never be heard from; the letter would 
never come; but we should be told by and by, as 
we were told about General Harrison, that there 
was to be ‘‘ no further declaration of principles for 
the public eye.” 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, said he thought the 
gentleman was mistaken in regard to the corre- 
spondence with General Taylor. He had seen it 
stated in the ‘* Buena Vista,” published at Balti- 
more, that General Taylor had written a letter to 
the committee, and that they would not publish it. 

Mr. STUART had seen that statement, but 
as they had the assurance of so many gentlemen, 
whose opinions they were bound to respect, that 
the letter would come, he must conclude that the 
letter was on the way; but it was coming slowly, 
remarkably slowly ! 

Was it not a little remarkable that the Whig 
party had taken up a man whose opinions no man 
knew? Gentleman had been asked on this floor 
again and again, what General Taylor’s opinions 
were on various subjects, and they had answered, 
‘I don’t know.’ The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Hasxe ut] had been asked whether he would 
veto the Wilmot proviso? He replied, ‘I don’t 
know;’’ and thus had all answered who had been 
called upon. For a party that claimed to be a 
party of principle—that their principles pervaded 
the whole atmosphere—that the very sun that 
shines but throws them before the American peo- 
ple, to have put up a candidate whose principles 
they did not know, and ask the people to vote for 
him on that ground—was an appropriate exhibi- 
tion of Whiggery, and could be looked for from 
no other party! 

Now there had been a document put forth here— 
no doubt by some very able member of Congress; 
he should not be surprised if it were the same who 
was connected with writing the Allison letter—in 
which it was attempted to prove that neither Mr. 
Clay nor any other man who had adhered to prin- 
ciple in the Whig party, could be elected. It 
stated that the effort had been made in 1844, and 
that they. had been voted down; that the only 
safety, therefore, was to take a man with no prin- 
ciples, that would be supported by individuals of 
all parties, and that they might be enabled by hook 
or by crook to elect him; and they seemed very 
faithfully to be acting on that proposition. An 
eminent gentleman from Maryland had proclaimed 
al] over the country, that the old issues were aban- 
doned, that General Taylor would not be the ex- 
ponent of the principles of any party; that if he 
run, he was to be the candidate of the people at 
large; and that, if elected, he would not carry out 
the principles of any particular party. Now, gen- 
tleman said General Taylor was a Whig. That 
he was an honest man he (Mr. S.) believed; and 
he told us that for forty years he had not known, 
and declared he now knew nothing of the great ques- 
tions which divided the great parties of the coun- 
try. Out of his own mouth he told us that he was 
utterly unfit to be President of the United States; 
and yet gentlemen insisted that he was the prop- 
erest man in all the world. 

He had already consumed more time than he 
had intended, but he wished to say, in conclusion, 
that he earnestly hoped that gentlemen who should 
take the floor on the other side, would undertake 
to tell the House definitely what were the opinions 
of General Taylor on the leading questions of the 
day. Don’t tell us, you don’t know, (said Mr. S.;) 
tell us what they are. Don’t attack the Democ- 
racy of the country, and question their opinions, 
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whose opinions you know, and undertake to seek 
shelter under the smoke and dust you kick up: tell 
us what you mean to do yourselves. And now he 
would tell what he thought they intended to do: 
from the history of that party, since he had known 
it, he was prepared to say they intended to do just 
that which they most loudly condemned. If they 
charged the Democratic party with trickery and 
treachery, with undertaking to palm off opinions 
which were not their real sentiments, let gentle- 
men, and let the country, be assured that they in- 
tended to be trickish and knavish themselves. 
When, in 1840, they had insisted they were op- 
posed to a bank, they were found then breaking 
up their party for the sake of establishing one. 
When they were now found insisting that all the 
old issues had become obsolete, let the people be 
assured they wanted to fasten upon the country the 
same issues. When they charge that General 
Cass, although he had come out and proclaimed 
his opinions, and published them to the world, and 
with the rapidity of the press, not with the slow- 
ness of the mail, meant to deceive the South and 
the North, let the people be assured they were en- 
deavoring to have General Taylor do the same 
thing. When the gentleman from Indiana had 
told the House that General Cass had changed his 
opinion on the annexation of Texas—that when 
first agitated he was opposed to it, and declared, if 
England wanted it let her have it—he would like 
to know the gentleman’s authority. 

Mr. SMITH was understood to refer to Mr. 
Howard, as having heard this opinion from Gen- 
eral Cass’s own lips. 

Mr. STUART. Yes; Jacob M. Howard—a 
man who, whatever was his private character, po- 
litically had only the reputation of bullying FRA 
body opposed to him. Tell it not in Gath! Pub- 
lish it not in the streets of Askelon! General 
Cass’s opinions had been published to the world. 
He had never said any such thing. General Cass 
had been in favor of the annexation of Texas; the 
Democratic party had always been. They had 
embarked in it early in his State. They had placed 
on their banner the “lone star” when all the New 
England Federalists had gone against it. By their 
course they had brought on the war. We had the 
evidence of the Commissioners to Mexico, since 
the formation of the treaty, that Mexico never be- 
lieved that Texas was not entitled to go to the Rio 
Grande; that although the troops of Mexico had 
made incursions this side of the river, they had 
always been driven back. These gentlemen, and 
that party who had been endeavoring to make 
the country believe that the jurisdiction of Mexico 
extended to this side of the Rio Grande, had 
brought on the war by the course they had taken. 
The Democracy of the country had supported the 
annexation of Texas and the Mexican war. How 
stood the Whig party now, who had condemned 
the war from first to last,as an ‘‘ unconstitutional, ”? 
‘< unnecessary,” ‘‘damnable” war; who had recom- 
mended our soldiers to ** hospitable graves” in that 
country? They had chosen a man as their candi- 
date for the Presidency who had no other reputa- 
tion asa publicman except what he had got through 
this war. It reminded him of what old Thad. 
Wood said when he imprisoned his father-in-law 
for debt. He said it ** made him feel like h—ll, 
but he wanted the money.” These gentlemen felt 
bad. They had mourned over and condemned the 
sin and wickedness of this war before the country, 
and yet they wanted the offices; and so they had 
selected the man who had acted a prominent part 
as a commanding general in this disgraceful, un- 
holy war ! 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, interposed, and wished 
to ask the gentleman if General Cass had changed 
his mind on the subject of the Wilmot proviso ? 

Mr. STUART replied he had. General Cass 
had written it in black and white, and spread be- 
fore the world, that he had. , 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, inquired if it wag 
the Nicholson letter the gentleman referred to, or 
a private letter ? 

Mr. STUART replied, that he referred to the 
Nicholson letter, in which he said that a change 
had taken placeinhis mind. He (Mr. S.) believed 
certain gentlemen at the other end of the Capitol— 
Messrs. Clayton, Phelps, and we should see how 
many others—had changed their opinions also. 
Now, he would like to know from the gentleman 
from Indiana whether he had changed his opinion 
on the subject ? 
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Mr. SMITH replied, he had not. 

Mr. STUART wanted to know, then, what was 
General Taylor’s position on thatsubject; he wished 
the gentleman to answer him, not to tell him ‘I 
don’t know.”’ : 

Mr. SMITH declining to answer— 

Mr. STUART said, gentlemen on the other 
side were very apt at asking questions, but had 
not the moral courage to answer them. The gen- 
tl@man from Indiana could write letters to his con- 
stituency—he could make General Taylorall things 
to all men, but he ought to have the moral courage, 
as the Representative of a noble constituency, to 
stand up here and say what were the opinions of 
his candidate. Gentlemen on his side of the 
House had been told by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Scuencg] that the Democratic party ‘“ went 
it blind” for all the measures of Mr. Polk. He 
would like to know whether the Whig party were 
not ** going it blind,” too? 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, inquired if the gentle- 
man was in favor of the Wilmot proviso? _ 

Mr. STUART replied, he was. Now did the 
gentleman wish to inquire further? 

Mr. SMITH asked if the gentleman was for 
Genera] Cass? 

Mr. STUART said he was for General Cass, 
because by his election the Democracy would sus- 
tain the great principles of the party for which they 
had contended twenty years; because he was emi- 
nently qualified for the duties of that exalted sta- 
tion, was “ honest, capable, and faithful to the 
Constitution;’? because he was the chosen candi- 
date of the Democratic party, under the control of 
which this vexed question must be settled, if it 
should ever be settled, with a just regard to the 
true interests of the people of the whole nation. 

Mr. S.’s hour here expired. 

Mr. GOGGIN proceeded to address the House. 
He said he felt some anxiety yesterday to obtain 
the floor to make some few remarks on the subject 
before them, (the veto, or the one-man power, so 
called,) but without any intention at that time to 

o into a lengthened argument on the question at 
issue. He was induced to take some further 1n- 
terest now in this great issue before the country, 
from the fact, that, after some eight or nine years’ 
experience as a member of this body, he believed 
he might say it was the first time now within his 
recollection that he had witnessed in this body a 
deliberation and discussion amongst its members 
on both sides of the House, in reference, not to 
what are the views of gentlemen on this floor, not 
in reference to what are the wants of the country, 
not in reference to what are the instructions sent 
up to them by their constituencies from the polls, 
but as to what is the opinion of the. Executive officer 
of this Government on a great legislative quesuon; 
and it was asked that we should frame a bill so as 
to suit, not our own, but the taste of the President. 

Mr. FARAN desired the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to yield him the floor for a moment. 

Mr. GOGGIN hoped the gentleman would waive 
it until he was through with his remarks. He 
meant no discourtesy to the gentleman, but he de- 
sired to proceed without interruption; he should 
certainly say nothing offensive to any one, unless 
the truth itself was so. 

Mr. LAHM now rose to a question of order. 
He wished simply to ask the Speaker whether this 
discussion was in order? He did not raise this 
question because he objected to the gentleman from 
Virginia proceeding in his remarks, but because 
he thought that they should transact their legiti- 
mate business here, and then go home and make 
their political speeches on the stump. 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman that 
the civil and diplomatic bill which was before the 
House involved almost every question that could 
possibly be discussed. He was unwilling to call 
the gentleman from Virginia to order after the 
general discussion which had been indulged in. 

Mr. GOGGIN resumed. Exactlyso. He was 
saying when he was interrupted by the gentleman 
who had, he believed, but a few days before, made 
a speech on this bill, that, after some years’ expe- 
rience in this House, it was the first time that he 
had heard a grave deliberation here, not as to what 
were the wishes of the country, or of the opinions 
of the House, but what is the will of him who sits 
at the other end of the avenue as the Executive 
officer of this Government? Now, he must say, 
that, with all respect for his Democratic friends on 
the other side of the House—badly as he had 


thought of the consistency of modern Democracy, 
and while he had been from principle only opposed 
to that party—he now thought worse of its prac- 
tices since he saw its tendency, growing and still 
increasing, to concentrate all power in the hands 
of one man; and if there was no other issue in the 
puprone ne Presidential contest between General 
aylor on the one side, and General Cass, the au- 
thor of the book which the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr Smirnu] read this morning in the hearing 
of the House, that great question of the power of 
the President over the legislation of the country 
would of itself be a platform broad enough to stand 
upon. Here, then, was the Whig platform. The 
gentlemen opposite asked them for their political 
platform; and to that he replied they planted their 
foot where they stood in 1832, when gentlemen 
had said the Whig party was again re-formed as 
it had before existed in the days of the Revolution, 
when resistance was successfully made by our 
ancestors to this centralizing power now claimed 
for the President of a Republic, instead of King 
George III., the preni father of monarchical Eng- 
land, who claimed a right to rule his colonies with- 
out the interposition of the will of the people, as 
they thought proper to express it. 
hat were the principles of the party, he would 
ask, with which he was associated? And what 
were the principles of the party with which gen- 
tlemen opposite are connected ? ‘The party to which 
he belonged came, as it had ever come, and as gen- 
tlemen well knew, in open and undisguised oppo- 
sition to the one-man power; and they came with 
the determination to do everything that was fair 
and proper to curtail the power and control the 
grasping influence of the Executive officer of this 
Government. This constituted a Whig in °76; it 
constitutes one now. But gentlemen on the other 
side, so far from codperating with the Whigs on 
this question, as they did in the days of the Rev- 
olution, were endeavoring to carry out plans and 
measures, the effect of which would be to build up 
the power and influence of the very branch of the 
Government they once so much dreaded. They 
sustained the President, not with the simple power 
of a republican officer of a free Government, where 
the people are supposed to be able to enact laws, 
through their chosen representatives, to suit them- 
selves, but with that of a royal Executive, whose 
power, as exerted by his veto, shall be unlimited 
and uncontrolled by the will and wishes of those 
who at leastare his equals, in the exercise of rights 
which pertain to them in their representative char- 
acter. Soa distinguished Senator [Mr. Benton] 
had said, in 1826, when another individual occu- 
pied the office of President of these United States; 
and to an extract from the report of that Senator, 
he called gentlemen’s attention for its truthful char- 
acter, as it now portrays the state of things in this 
country: 

“We must, then, look forward to the time when the 
public revenue util be doubled; uhen the civil and militury 
officers of the Federal Government will be quadrupled; when 
its influence over individuals will be multiplied to an in- 
definite extent; when the nomination by the President can 
carry any mun through the Senate, and his recommendation 
can carry any measure through the two Houses of Congress ; 
when the principle of public action will be open and avowed, 
the President wants mY vote and I want uis patronage; I will 
VOTE as he wishes, and he will Give me the office I wish for. 
What will this be but the Government of one man? and what 
is the Government of one man buta monarchy? Names are 
nothing. The nature of a thing is in its substance, aad the 
name soon accommodates itself to the substance. The first 
Roman Emperor was styled Emperor of the Republic, and 
the last French Emperor took the same title; and their re- 
spective countries were just as essentially monarchical before 
as after the assumption of these titles. It cannot be denied, 
or dissembied, but that this Federal Government gravitates 
to the same point,” &c. ‘ T'hose who make the President 
must support him. Their politica) fate becomes identified, 
and they must siand or fall together. Right or wrong, they 
must support him; and, if he is made contrary to the will of 
the people, he must be supported not only by votes and 
speeches, but by arms.”? 

Having read this extract from the report to which 
he referred, he reiterated the sentiment that the 
Executive power was becoming dangerous to the 
liberties of the country, and he said it became them 
to listen to that voice of warning of one who, fora 
quarter of a century, had certainly distinguished 
himself by talents of a high order in the Senate of 
the United States, but who was still a member of 
that party now advocating the exercise of powers 
the most extraordinary and dangerous. 

Mr. G. said he had not intended to urge upon 
this House the propriety of an unconditional ab- 
rogation of the veto power. He regarded it as 


| General Taylor had said he did, ‘‘as a high con- 


servative power,” but that it ‘‘ should never be exer- 
cised except in cases of a clear violation of the 
Conatitution, or manifest haste and want of cone 
sideration by Congress.” What said that law- 
loving man, that man who is about to be called to 
administer the Executive office of this Govern- 
ment—the man who with his sword has fought its 
battles, and with his pen has maintained his own 
and the rights of his brave soldiers—the man whom 
it has been attempted to disgrace by an expression of 
public disapprobation of one of the noblest acts of his 
life, by the appointment of a liewtenant general to 
supersede him in command, and by leaving him 
exposed to the tender mercies of Santa Anna and 
his soldiery, unless he could make.good his way by 
doing, as he said he would do, and as he did, ‘‘fight 
him,” in such a way and with a success as scarcely 
the annals of the world can produce a parallel? 
What said this man, brave, gallant, and generous 
as he is, when clothed with command, but when 
asked his opinion of the powers of the Executive, 
what said he? " 

“Indeed, I have thought that for many years past the 
known opinions and wishes of the Executive have exercised 
an undue and injurious influence upon the legislative de- 
partment of the Government; and for this cause I have 
thought our systein was in danger of undergoing a great 
change from its true theory. The personal opinions of the 
individual who haa happened to occupy the Executive chair 
ought not to control the action of Congress upon questions 
of domestic policy ; nor ought his objections to be interposed 
where questions of constitutional power have been settled 
by the various departments of Government, and acquiesced 
in by the people.” 

General Taylor had here written a book, even 
in this short extract, worthy of being treasured up 
by all. In relation to all subjects of a legislative 
character, he would defer to the legislative will, 
where it had been deliberately expressed, and 
where it did not transcend the bounds of the Con- 
stitution. Such, said he, would be his course, 
looking to the interests of a great nation instead of 
doing the bidding of a great party. He has em- 
phatically declared, that while he has * great car- 
dinal principles which will regulate his political life,” 
if elected, he ‘‘ would not be the mere President of a 


‘party.”? How just and liberal is the sentiment; 


how patriotic; how like the language of Washing- 
ton, who, when about to be taken from the camp 
to the Presidential chair, said, ‘ L will go to the 
chair under no preéngagement of any kind or na- 
ture whatsoever, * * * with sole reference to 
the dee good.” 

That General Taylor was right in his views of 
the alarming tendency of Executive power, the 
history of the past will show; and (said Mr. G.) 
I shall presently advert to some most striking ìn- 
stances, as they have been developed by the opin- 
ions of gentlemen on this and the other floor of 
Congress, or who have at some time occupied 
prominent positions before the country. 

But while he was on the subject of Presidential 
vetoes, he begged to be permitted to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the opinion of a distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania opposite, (Mr. C. 


| J. INGERSOLL.] What were the opinions of that 


gentleman in reference to a former President of the 
United States—Mr. Tyler—who had exerted this 
power, and what were his opinions of the veto 
power in the hands of a man in the frame of mind 
the President was then said to be by that gentle- 
man, in an address to his constitnents in 1841? 
He said: 


“ Mr. Tyler is an instrument of overruling Providence, 
often marvelously snatching this Republic from apparent 
jeopardy, to rescue it from the calamities of the late over- 
wrought extraordinary session. The chapter of strange ac- 
cidents conducting him to the Chief Magistracy, is said to 
nerve him with a sort of religious belief that he is destined 
through higher power to wonderful instrumentality.” 

He said these were the views of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania in regard to the peculiar no- 
tions of a former President, influenced by which, 
and armed with this power, there would not long 
be any safety for the rights of the people of this 
Republic, when in the hands of some men, if en- 
tirely uncontrolled by an expansion of the powers 
of the Executive. A President possessing that 
power, and acting under the influence of fanati- 
cism, and such a religious phrensy as prevailed in 
some parts of the United States, with sucha feel- 
ing as that imputed to Mr. Tyler, where, he asked, 
would this veto power stop in its operations? Gen- 
tlemen should beware how they enlarge the opera- 
tion of this power. 

Had the gentleman forgotten that this power to 
check the will of the people’s representatives had 
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been very rarely used by the earlier Presidents? 
Thomas Jefferson, the great expounder of the Dec- 
laration of Independence, and John Adams, his 
co-laborer in the framing of that instrument, had 
exercised the Presidential office altogether for twelve 
years, and never once had they checked the legislation 
of Congress. It had been done by others, it was 
true, but rarely; and it was now matter of history, 
that since the reign of George the Third, the King 
or Queen of England had never dared to do that 
which is now attempted to be justified by those 
who would, as they do, urge the President to an 
act which Queen Victoria ne not do. Mirabeau, 
the great French orator and republican, well said, 
“t That Government is a despotism wherein the 
King or President can say, such may be the will 
and opinion of the Legislature of the people, but 
mine is contrary, and mine shall prevail.” 

Not only had this exercise of the veto power 
attracted attention here and in France, but even in 
England the press had seemed to be astonished at 
the tendencies of what are called Democratic prin- 
ciples. Says a London paper in 1841, when speak- 
ing of the veto power: 

“ fn monarchical England the sovereign has a veto, but it 
has never been exercised for fifty years: yet in Democrati- 
cal America the decision of the people is intercepted from 
taking effect by the will of a single man, and that man not 
chosen for the purpose. In England the prerogatives of the 
Crown are exercised, not according to the private opinions 
of the sovereign, but under the advice of responsible minis- 
ters ; but in America, the Democratic king refuses his as- 
sent to a law, because it is contrary to his individual judg- 
ment.” 

The gentleman from Michigan, (Mr. SrtuarrT,] 
very much to his satisfaction, had quoted the opin- 
ions of a distinguished Senator from South Caro- 
lina; and, when fgentlemen quoted such men on 
one subject, it was not improper to see what opin- 
ions had been held by the same authority on others. 
Did the gentleman quote Mr. Calhoun’s opinions 
as favorable to the views of those on the other side 
of this chamber? If so, hear what he says on 
another subject, and take warning from him whose 
authority is invoked. In 1832, in his place in the 
Senate, he said, in reference to the veto just then 
sent in on another subject: 


“ He (the President) has pronounced the United States 
Bank to be unconstitutional, and has of course impeached 
the conduct ef Washington and Madison, (the former of 
whom signed the charter of the first bank, and the latter of 
the present,) and all the members of hoth Houses of Con- 
gress who voted for the acts incorporating them.” “I am 
mortified that, in this country, boasting of its Anglo-Saxon 
descent, any one of respectable standing, much less the Pres- 
ident of the United States, should be found to entertain 
principles leading to such monstrous results; and I can 
searccly believe myselfto be breathing the air of our country, 
and to be within the walls of the Senate Chamber, when Í 
hear such doctrines vindicated. Itis a proof of the wonder- 
fal degeneracy of the times, of a total loss of the true con- 
ceptions of constitutional liberty. But, in the midst of this 
degeneracy, I perceive the symptoms of regeneration.”? 


While he was still on the subject of the veto 
power, as he saw his colleague from the Accomac 
district [Mr. Bary] in his seat, he wished to call 
the attention of that gentleman and of the House to 
a document he held in his hand—and he did it with 
no disrespect to his colleague, and only to illustrate 
his argument. He desired the attention of the 
House to it, that they might see what would be 
the effect of the veto power in the hands of such 
men as some Presidents of the United States had 
been, as was said by actions, and who were un- 
controlled by the popular will and the popular feel- 
ing, and who wantonly trampled State rights and 
the Constitution under foot. His honorable col- 
league, with whom he had had the honor to serve 
in the Virginia Legislature at another period, was 
himself a member of one branch of that Legisla- 
ture in 1839, and he then used this language on the 

uestion of electing a United States Senator, as was 
shown by his printed speech. Speaking of Gen- 
eral Jackson’s proclamation, he said: 

“& Hence it was, as the story goes, that, when Mr. Ritchie 
began to find fault with the doctrinal points of the proclama- 
tion, General Jackson cursed him right out, and asked him 
what the d—I State righis had to do wits the matter.” 

Again, he said, in the same speech: 

& But the cautious aud timid, relying on General Jack- 
£0N’s professions—for it is a remarkable fact that he has never 
deen so loud in his professions of Democracy as when his acts 
were most Fedral, always accompanying an attack upon the 
Constitution with the loudest profsitons of regard for ti—the 
cautious and timid, relying upon his professions, followed 
him in his ultra Federalism,” &c. ‘Had the people been 
true to their principles in 1833, the country would never 
have witnessed the misrule of the last six years, during 
which every clause of the Constitution has been violated, and 
every Republican principle trampled in the dust.”? 


Such (said Mr. G.) was the picture as drawn 
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by his colleague. 
question of the increase of Executive power in a 
point of view as strong and argumentative as it 
could well be made by the language of the gentle- 
man, who was always forcible and eloquent, if not 
irresistible and conclusive, in his arguments? Mr. 
G. thought it could not be that his colleague was 
now, in sustaining the veto, willing to perpetuate 
the Executive power, almost swallowing up all the 
other departments of the Government, as it will in 
the hands of any man filling the office of Presi- 
dent, when that officer, without even the aid of the 
veto, should be so potent for mischief, that he had 
only to profess a reverence for the Constitution, 
and then to trample it ‘‘ in the dust;”’ and by his 
very outrages to cause ‘‘ the cautious and timid?” 
to follow his lead in overthrowing ‘‘ every Repub- 
lican principle”? which we are now called on to sus- 
tain. The ominous words, veto, veto, are sounded 
in our ears, as if, in fact, the King were coming to 
put an end to our deliberations upon his rights and 
his prerogatives, It will be found, however, as | 
trust, whenever the hour of trial shall come, that, 
though we may, as the representatives of freemen, 
be sometimes ‘‘ cautious,’’ we shall never be too 
ignorant to know our rights, or, knowing, “too 
timid’ to maintain them. We shall do this, 
whether General Taylor be the President, or Lewis 
Cass, the eulogist of Louis Philippe, King of the 
French, shall fill that office. 

Mr. G. said he-held in his hand another book 
written by the Democratic candidate while he was 
revelling, as our minister, in the halls of the then 
French monarchy. He had not time to read ex- 
tracts now, though he might publish some if he 
wrote out his remarks. It would be seen that 
General Cass had well studied all the forms of roy- 
alty, with which he was evidently much pleased, 
as they were exhibited in the ceremonies attending 
the cries of degraded subjects, as they shouted 
around the palace of the Tuileries, ‘* Vive le Roi!” 
“ Vive la Reine !” 

He had taken occasion to notice this subject— 
the opinions of his colleague—because he yester- 
day spoke of opinions which he held when he was 
a member of the Legislature, in regard to the dis- 
tribution of the proceeds of the public lands. He 
had no doubt that his colleague honestly enter- 
tained the opinion that this Government has no 
right to distribute the proceeds, except in agree- 
ment with the compromise act, which he wished 
to preserve. Yet, though his colleague attempted 
to defend Mr. Tyler on this floor yesterday, ( Gov- 
ernor Tyler, as he called him,) he thought the 
record would show that when his colleague pro- 
posed an amendment in the House of Delegates, 
looking to the preservation of the compromise, it 
was voted down by a vote in which Mr. Tyler 
participated, he voting in the negative, showing 
that he then did not regard the question of the 
compromise as of any importance, and that he was 
for distribution under any and all circumstances. 

Certain (said Mr. G.) he was of the fact that 
Mr. Tyler had in the very strongest terms recom- 
mended, while a member of the Virginia Legisla- 
ture, ‘* the speedy adoption of some equitable plan 
‘ for the distribution of the net proceeds of the sales 
‘of the public lands among the several States.”’ 
And he had, in a very able report, in the form of 
a preamble to a set of resolutions, urged the meas- 
ure of distribution as demanded by ‘‘ every prin- 
ciple of justice.’? For this preamble Mr. Tyler 
had voted, as it was his own language, his own 
argument; and it seemed to have been adopted by 
a vote of the House without division. Whether 
his colleague voted for it or not, was wholly imma- 
terial; Mr. Tyler had sustained it. Another fact 
(said Mr. G.) could not be denied, that Mr. Tyler 
had recommended distribution in his first message 
to Congress, had signed a bill to that effect, and had 
said: ‘* The mode by which this is to be effected ad- 
‘ dresses itself to the discretion of Congress, as the 
‘ trustee for the States.” The discretion of Congress 
was exercised in a manner suited to its own view 
of right, and in view, too, of the declared opinions 
of the President, which had before so well accorded 
with the views of the legislative body. He, how- 
ever, in the exercise of this prerogative of the veto, 
had set up his own will in direct opposition to the 
Legislature. Whether this was done under the 
influence of “a sort of religious belief,” that he, 
being ‘a higher power ° than the Congress of the 
United States, had a right therefore to exercise his 
own will, and not theirs; or whether it was done in 
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a moment of forgetfulness of his former denuncia- 
tion of the exercise of this power, remains yet a 
problem with some. Mr. G. would not question 
the purity of his motives. He had some reasons, 
indeed, to think kindly of President Tyler, and he 
hoped he should continue to do so. He had only 
referred to his opinions on this subject because his 
colleague had introduced them on yesterday. 

In 1834, in presenting a memorial from the peo- 
ple of Accomac, the county in which his colleacue 
resided, while he was a Senator from Virginia, 
Mr. Tyler said: 


« We were told yesterday that the President could not 
retrace his steps with honor. What language is this to be 
held by a public agent? Honor, due regard to the solemn 
obligations and duties of office, require of every public man 
to repair the mischiefs which his own unwise policy may 
have inflicted on the country. By what sort of advisers 
must the President be surrounded, when we are told that 
he would be dishonored by giving audience to the constitu- 
ent hody, and yielding to their wishes? His duty required 
this ofhim. The country must suffer because the President 
must not be inconsistent. Honor would not permit him to 
retrace an ill-advised act, no matter what come out of it. 
Mr. T. would scout such an idea of honor and consist- 
ency.”? 

Such, then, (said Mr. G.) has been the course 
and such the language of one who, my colleague 
now says, had he deferred to the will of the Rep- 
resentatives of the People, and yielded to their 
wishes on the occasion to which he refers, would 
have violated “his own oath.” Sir, Mr. Tyler 
himself did not think so in 1834, when he freely 
uttered his opinions under the solemnities of the 
same oath, acting also under the obligations of a 
Virginia Senator. He stood there in his place 
and boldly denounced an act of the President of 
the United States, involving a conviction of duty 
on his part, upon his view of the great constitu- 
tional question. l 

He had no intention to charge his colleague with 
inconsistency; he had simply spoken of these 
things because his colleague had brought them u 
in connection with the name of Mr. Tyler, an 
he most cordially thanked him for the precedent 
which the case afforded as illustrating his views. 


Mr. BAYLY said his colleague was wholly 
mistaken. 

Mr. GOGGIN said he might be, but it certainly 
did not appear that he was, from his recollection 
of facts, and as they would appear by the record 
itself, as he thought. 

Mr. BAYLY said he had opposed it because it 
was unconstitutional. 

Mr. GOGGIN repeated that he charged no in- 
consistency on his colleague, for though he might 
even have voted for the preamble to the resolu- 
tions, there might be something else there of which 
he did not approve in the main. But he (Mr. G.) 
was speaking of the opinion of Mr..Tyler, not his 
colleague’s. He regarded distribution as both ex- 
pedient and constitutional. 

But there was another point of view in which 
he wished to present this question to the House 
and to the people, and in relation to which he 
would appeal to gentlemen on both sides of the 
House. hen questions arose under the Consti- 
tution, presenting difficulties in relation to their 
power to pass some particular bill containing fea- 
tures about which they differed, where did they 
go for a solution of their difficulties? Would they 
recur back to the fathers of the Republican Church, 
or should they go to President Polk, to his col- 
league, to the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. 
StuarT,] to their former friend and President, 
Mr. Van Buren, who was now so obnoxious to 
both North and South? When a question arose, 
they had the right to look back, instead of con- 
sulting any of those named, to the opinions of the 
ee in the purer and better days of the Repub- 
ic, when they did not consult the President of the 
United States to know what his views might be, 
and to ascertain whether he would approve a bill 
if it should be passed. They acted, according to 
the lights before them, as Representatives of a 
piona and free people, and did not go to the White 

ouse to ask Mr. Polk or anybody else if he 
would be pleased to sign a bill if they should pass it. 
They acted on the principles of our glorious Decla- 
ration of Independence, which is read and repeated 
from time to time, and will ever be, he trusted, on 
each annually-recurring national festival as long as 
time itself shall record its annual round. One of 
the principles of that Declaration is an unfalterin 
opposition to the tyranny which had been exercise 
over the free people of the colonies, and which was 
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proved by facts, of which this was one exactly 
similar, that ‘‘ the King had refused his assent to 
laws the most wholesome and necessary for the 
gear good.’? Such was the language of the Dec- 
aration of Independence when our forefathers 
were ruled as with an iron rod; and such was the 
language of Whigs and of freemen everywhere. 

But he had alluded to the declarations of General 
Jackson, and he supposed the opposite side of the 
House would admit that he, at least, was good au- 
thority. Mr. G. said he fully concurred in the 
opinions then expressed by the old hero, and he 
ae gentlemen would be inclined to remember 
them. 

He then read an extract from one of General 
Jackson’s messages, saying, if a bank was neces- 
sary for the fiscal operatinns of the Government, 
he would “submit to the wisdom of the Legisla- 
ture,” &c. Here was the stern, unyielding old 
hero declaring that he would submit to the wisdom 
of the National Legislature, if a measure of that 
kind was deemed necessary; but gentlemen here 
now told them that this young successor, who was 
sometimes called par excellence ‘‘ Young Hickory,” 
would not defer to the will of the people as Gen- 
eral Jackson said he would. There were other 
views of General Jackson, in connection with this 
subject of a bank, which, as they were familiar to 
the House, he would not detain them to repeat. 
He did not introduce them for the purpose of dis- 
cussing the bank subject at all, for that was not 
an issue before the country; yet, if it were, Mr. G. 
should not shrink from it. e were content that 
our opponents should enjoy their own system of 
a sub-treasury. Bad as it was, it perhaps was bet- 
ter to endure even a bad system than to have so 
much agitation as we have had on this subject for 
so many years. Though by no means convinced 
of its utility, he had determined (in the present 
condition of the country, burdened with a heavy 
debt, as it was, by a long and unnecessary and un- 
constitutional war) to throw no obstacles in the 
way of those who, at the head ofaffairs, had brought 
these evils on the country. He desired that the 
President and his friends should have ample op- 


porary to test their favorite scheme. Hence the 
higs would not now press theirs. He had only 


mentioned this, because other gentlemen had intro- 
duced it, and for the purpose of showing, that re- 
garding these great questions, Mr. Polk would 
refuse, as we were told now, to yield to the judg- 
ment of such men as Washington and Madison, 
and last, though not least in the estimation of some, 
of General Jackson himself, who had sometimes 
declared his respect for the popular will, even in 
opposition to his own views. 
id he hear a gentleman say, Van Buren too? 
He knew of no connection of Van Buren’s views 
with the veto of the bank. He was once, how- 
ever, as he wished to tell his southern friends, a 
etitioner for a branch bank at the city of Albany. 

id they know this when they supported him for 
the Presidency? Oh, no! he supposed not. 

Mr. GREEN here made some remark, which 
was not audible at the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. GOGGIN said he had already answered 
that question by the remarks which he had made. 
The gentleman could not have been in the House, 
or he would not have thought it necessary to inter- 
rupt him. He hoped these interruptions would 
not be repeated; he would not be deterred, how- 
ever, from doing his duty. 

But if he had not another reason, he had one 
which in itself was sufficient to influence his con- 
duct in refusing to support the veto power in the 
hands of one man to the extent that some gentle- 
men did on the other side of the House: it was 
derived from a belief which he entertained from 
the bottom of his soul, that sometimes, with all 
the vigilance of party, men the most unworthy 
would creep into the confidence of the people. If 
he had no other reason, he would be willing to go 
to the country on that opinion, which was ex- 
pressed by one whose views of the character of 
men would be appreciated by his colleague, (Mr. 
Bayty,] who he saw was about to leave the Hall. 
He alluded to his colleague again in no unkind 
spirit; [here Mr. Bayxy left the Hall, Mr. G. ask- 
ing him to remain;] and he only referred to the 
opinion which he was about to read by way of 
giving to his constituents and to the House a rea- 
son why he could not support General Cass for 
the Presidency, and thereby, if elected, intrust 
him with the veto, and all the other powers of this 


Government. He should quote from the document 
which he held in his hand, as the opinion of one 
who spoke under the responsibility of his oath as 
a member of this House, and whose word no man 
would question, when he spoke of his convictions 
of the truth and its force on his own mind. 
should give the House the opinions of one whom 
all who had been associated with him on the floor 
of this House would listen to attentively, and for 
whom he (Mr. G.) entertained the highest per- 
sonal respect—one whose character, talents, and 
position in the country, entitled all his opinions to 
respect. 

In the year 1837, while General Cass was Sec- 
retary of War, a committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was appointed, of whfch the Hon. 
Henry A. Wise was chairman, with instructions 
to inquire into the condition of the Executive De- 
partments, &c. The committee met in a short 
time, and proceeded with its investigations, when 
the following form of an oath was adopted to be 
administered to witnesses: 

« You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give 
touching the subjects of investigation of this committee, shall 
he the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God.”? 

Mr. Wise was the first witness examined, and 
he ‘* was sworn by reading himself the oath and 
kissing the book.” The witness then stated, in 
answer to a question put to him, among other 
things: ‘*I believe that Lewis Cass, Secretary of 
‘War, was engaged in speculating in the public 
‘lands whilst Secretary of War; that he made ex- 
‘orbitant allowances to favorites; paid one for ser- 
‘vices never performed; another after he had full 
‘knowledge that the favorite had forged his official 
‘ signature; permitted commissions under him to be 
‘ ante-dated; and has ordered a treasury warrant to 
‘be paid to the assignee of a disbursing officer, who 
‘had gambled it away, after it had been protested 
‘by a deposit bank and was countermanded by 
‘the Secretary of the Treasury; and to have been 
s guilty of several other acts of violation of duty’’—all 
of which will be found in Reports of Committees, 
2d session, 24th Congress, volume 3. 

Mr. Wise, in continuance of his statement, also 
said: 

« I know, from evidence Jaid before me by the Executive, 
of many instances of unlawful and oppressive acts also; as, 
for instance, the conduct of the Executive and ifs officers 
towards the Indian tribes, particularly the Cherokees. I 
believe that the wara with the Creek and Seminole In- 
dians have been caused by want of integrity.in Executive 
officers of the Government; and that the defeat of our arms, 
which has covered the nation with disgrace in these wars, has 
been owing to neglect or want of ability in the War Depart- 
ment.?? 

Here, then, (said Mr. G.,) was the testimony 
of one who was not speaking in the heat of de- 
bate, not under the influence of high or moment- 
ary excitement, but in the seclusion of a com- 
mittee room, under the sanctions of an oath, was 
deliberately deposing to what he believed to be the 
truth, or what, so far as his own knowledge ex- 
tended, he tells us he knew. That Mr. Wise did 
so believe at the time, I have not (said Mr. G.) the 
slightest doubt. He was one whose word, with- 
out an oath, would be anywhere received, and he 
had only shown the nature and extent of the oath 
as proof of the importance which should be at- 
tached to the statement, as a thorough, regular, 
and properly-conducted investigation, so far as 
time would allow it to be carried out. 

That, he would tell gentlemen on the other side 
of the House, was the Lewis Cass who was now 
the Democratic candidate for the Presidency of the 
United States. This was the picture of him, not 
drawn by himself, (Mr. G.;) not drawn from any 
one in the heat of debate, as he again repeated; not 
extracted from any one under the excitement of the 
moment, as he had shown; but it was the deliber- 
ate language of a high-minded, whole-souled man, 
who was long a member of this House, whose 
name and fame were commensurate with the limits 
of the Union; and he called on gentlemen opposite 
to mark the statement. | 

Mr. G. then said: Mr. Speaker, dare you or Í, 
with this proof before our eyes, together with that 
which is known to us of his political principles 
and opinions—dare we, I say, confide to him our 
destinies, and those of this our common country? 
Shall such a man be trusted with the power of the 
veto? Shall the will of such a one, and in any sta- 
tion, be permitted to control the will of twenty mil- 
lions of others, many of whom are just as good or 
better than he, if what we see laid bare be true 
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now, as it certainly was believed to be when the 
statements were made? I regret that we have not 
now in this House the powerful aid of him who 
set on foot this investigation. Other abuses, per- 
haps, might be ferreted out which now may 
escape detection. His probing process had, at the 
time, given much offence to certain individuals, 
and particularly had the venerable editor of the 
Richmond Enquirer lamented the degeneracy of 
the times which could lead honorable gentlemen to 
speak out in such plain terms as their own convic- 
tions of duty seemed to require. Accordingly, 
some time before, Mr. Ritchie had modestly com- 
plained of Mr. Wise’s style. He said, in his 
paper: 

‘Bap TastTE.—Mr. Wise seems for the present to be imi- 
tating rather the example of Tristram Burges than the clas- 
sical genius of Jolin Randolph. The following extract from 
his speech of the 12th January in relation to the contingent 
expenses of the House, the public printing, and matters and 
things in general, falls into the following not very chaste or 
classical expressions: 

‘¢¢ That repurt broke up the nest, probed the old sore, and 
‘laid bare the corruption of that department. Ido not know 
‘that all the foul matter has run out yet, and that it may not 
c yet become more corrupt than ever. There are some other 
¢ departments which I should like to see probed. There are 
‘your land offices and your Indian bureaus, which, if all I 
‘ believe is true, are now and have been for a long time fes- 
‘tering with as stinking corruption as ever ulcerated the 
t Post Office,’ xe. ‘Sir, twenty-five thousand copies of that 
c report were not half enough for a population of twelve mil- 
‘lions. It told a tale of corruption where all should be as 
¢ pure as the air of your mountains ina republic. Wontd 
€ that I could believe it would produce a real bona fide reform, 
‘such as party politicians hold up to the desire and expecta- 
‘tion of the people; not a reform merely to turn outand put 
‘in, but a radical reform—a cure—a healing of the disease. 
‘Ie did all it could do: it informed us of the disease; it let 
‘out some fetid matter. But I fear it exposed a most fear- 
‘ful character of the disease—I fear itis the king’s evil on 
‘the body politic! Itis not always to cure to’ become in- 
‘formed of a malady. You may stop up one rat-hole, sir, and 
‘they will gnaw another. You may cicatrize one old sore, 
€ and another will break out on some other part of the body.’ 


<¢ A little too much of this corrupt style.’ 

He, however, had not been deterred from doing 
his whole duty, for which he received the thanks 
of the pure and patriotic of all parties. 

What Mr. G. meant by these references was, 
simply to show the dangerous tendencies of Exec- 
utive power, and the impropriety, manifest as it 
was, of enlarging, by means of the indiscriminate 
use of the veto, that power, now too great for a 
republic. 

uthe had already consumed more time on the 
subject of the veto than he intended to do when he 
commenced his remarks. He wished now to call 
the attention of his Northern friends, and partic- 
ularly the gentleman from Michigan, (Mr. Sru- 
ART,| who cried out this morning, as did the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Iverson] yesterday, 
Where is the great, good, glorious, and patriotic 
Harry Clay? To this question he would put an- 
other: Where is that sweet little fellow, Martin Van 
Buren? [Laughter.] Where is the man on wham 
you of the South once bestowed your suffrages, 
and who, you said, served you with fidelity? 
Where, men of Virginia, is the ** Northern man 
with Southern feelings??? His (Mr. G.’s) friends 
had warned them how they bestowed their confi- 
dence on the little Magician; but the Richmond 
Enquirer called upon them to surrender their fears, 
and to aid thatgreat exponent of Jeffersonian prin- 
ciples, as he was called, to reach the Presidency. 
In vain his (Mr. G.’s) friends pointed them to the 
fact, that Mr. Van Buren had stood up in the 
Convention of New York as the advocate of free 
negro suffrage, and in her Legislature as a Mis- 
souri restrictionist, and above all, to the equivocal 
language which he used in relation to the power 
of Congress over slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia. On that subject Mr. Van Buren said express- 
ly, that he should not feel himself safe in pro- 
nouncing the opinion that Congress had not the 
right to abolish slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia; yet, when they called the attention of the 
country to these things, their Democratic friends 
scoffed at the charge, and said General Harrison 
was a granny, a coward, an abolitionist, and every- 
thing that a good man should not be. They said 
the same of Mr. Clay, and shed tears, almost, now 
that he—so good, so pure, so honest—should have 
failed to get the Whig nomination. Such was the 
language they used respecting the hero of Tippe- 
canoe and the sage of Ashland. They declared 
that Mr. Van Buren, though he hailed from the 
North, was peculiarly the guardian of the South, 
and that he was the man of their choice rather 
than the honored names of Clay, Harrison, Bar- 
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bour, or White, of Tennessee. No, said they, in- 
stead of any Southern-born man, give us this North- 
ern man, who has claims because he betrays the 
North, and thus shows his devotion to the South. 
But where is he now? They had pushed him by 
and cast him off, as a gentleman said here yesterday, 
s like old clothes;” and there was none, not even 
the gentleman from Michigan, so poor as to do 
him reverence. Where is the South on this occa- 
sion? Where are Southern men who have so 
often eulogized this man of Kinderhook? 1 fancy 
I see them now, at home apologizing for their 
friend by telling the ignorant that the Whigs have 
bought him up, and that he is in fact a Whig, al- 
ways was one, and ever will be, so long as the 
Whigs have power to carry on bargain, intrigue, 
and corruption. The Whig party everywhere in 
the South had cautioned their Democratic friends, 
but they neglected the warning. They stood by 
Mr. Van Buren, who was now taken up by the 
Abolitioniats of the North, of whom gentlemen had 
such a horror, though they had now discovered 
he was tainted with feelings which they condemned, 
and that, like some other men, he, too, has ‘‘ a dough- 

e. 

And now he wished to call the attention of the 
House to some remarks made elsewhere, which 
related to a subject of great importance to us all. 
But, first, he would ask the members of this House 
if they had seen these two lives of General Cass 
which had recently been put forth by his friends. 
They talked of the Whig party concealing its opin- 
ions and the opinions of its candidate, and yet 
they so mystified the opinions of the man they 
sustained, by suppressing and interpolating them, 
that no one under the sun could tell what his opin- 
ions are. Ask a Democrat of the North, and he 
will get a life of Gen. C, designed for circulation 
in the North. Ask one of the South, and you 
would be referred to his opinions as published in 
the life designed for circulation in the South. As 
no gentleman. in this House had thought proper to 
call the attention of the country to this fact, he 
would now do so. He held in his hand two lives 
of Lewis Cass, printed at the Globe Office in this 
city, within a short time; and of this General 
Lewis Cass, on pages seventh and eighth, they 
were favored with the following, which he him- 
self had headed, ‘‘For the South,’’*‘For the North,” 


as he had no doubt they were so designed: 
For THE SOUTH. For THE NORTH. 

‘In the winter of 1847, the < Wilmot proviso’ was intro- 
duced into the Senate as an amendment to the three million 
bill, by a Federal Senator from New England. The design 
of the mover was evidently to defeat the passage of the bill 
to which it was to be attached, and to embarrass the Admin- 
istration in the prusecution of the war. General Cass voted 
against the proviso, for reasons given in his speech on the 
occasion. 

« It was during the sessions <‘ It was during the sessions 
of this Congress that the tariff of this Congress that the tariff 
of 1846 and the independent of 1846 and the independent 
treasury were established. It treasury were estabJished.— 
is not alone to the exclusive General Cass gave to these 
‘champion of free trade. and great measures the weight of 
the ultra advocate of a hard his influence, and his zealous 
money currency that the op- and unflinching support. At 
ponents of protection and the the close of that Congress, 
enemies of a paper currency Gen. Casa was invited by the 
are to look for the defeat of Democratic members of the 
those measures. Such men Legislature of New York to 
are usually in the pursuit of partake of a public dinner at 
some theoretical abstraction, Albany, as a mark of their 
which gives them but little appreciation of his brilliant 
influence with practical men. public services, and their es- 
Batitisto menofenlarged and timation of his character as a 
liberal views, whose strength maa. 
of character and influence he declined.’? 
carry conviction with their 
action, that the country is 
indebted for radical and ben- 
ficial reforms. Gencral Cass 
gave to these great measures 
the weight of his influence 
and his zealous and tflinch- 
ing support. At the close of 
that Congress, General Cass 
was- invited by the Demo- 
cratic members of the Legisla- 
ture of New York to partake : 
of a public dinner at Albany, as a mark of their appreciation 
of his brilliant public services and their estimation of his 
character as a.man. This honor, however, he declined. 
In December, 1847, General Cass gave his views at length 
upon the ¢ Wilmot proviso,’ in a letter to Mr. Nicholson, of 
Tennessee. In that letter he avowed himself opposed to 
the measure, and to the exercise of any legislation by Con- 
gress, over any of the Territories of the United States, re- 
specting the domestic relations of their inhabitants. He be- 
lieved that all questions of that nature should be settled by 
the people themselves, who ought to be allowed ‘to regu- 
late their internal concerns in their own way,’ and that 
Congress has no more power to abolish or establish slavery 
in such Territories than it has to regulate any other of the 
relative duties of social life—that of husband and wife, of 
parent and child, or of master and servant. He said, in con- 
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clusion: ‘The Wilmot proviso seeks to take from its le- 
€ gitimate tribunal a question of domestic policy having no 
‘relation to the Union as such, and to transfer it to another, 
‘created by the people for a special purpose, and foreign to 
‘the subject-matter involved in this issue. By goiug back 
‘to our true principles, we go back to the road of peace and 
‘safety. Leave to the people who will be affected by this 
‘question, to adjust it upon their own responsibility and in 
‘their own manner, and we shall render another tribute to 
‘the original principles of our Government, and furnish 
‘another guarantee for its permanence and prosperity.’ ” 

Here were pamphlets, then, which were intend- 
ed for sectional circulation, in all respects identical 
with each other, except as set out in the extracts 
read. Talk about tricks; about sneaking into 
power unworthily! Where was so palpable an 
attempt to do so as here, in this detected instance? 
He did not charge on gentlemen on this floor that 
they did it. He would not apply such language 
to them, though there were men who, to advance 
their purpose by the election of General Cass, were 
base enough to do it, as was shown to the satisfac- 
tion of all. He called upon gentlemen to notice 
the facts, but he impeached the motives of none. 
The country would see that, in the Southern Life, 
assurances of support to Southern institutions were 
given, (just such as Mr. Van Buren gave.) Ex- 
tracts were given from the Nicholson letter, which 
was deemed of so much importance as to have been 
called out by a letter addressed to General Cass by 
Southern gentlemen on this floor. Yet, importent 
as it was, giving his peculiar views, as it did, it is 
shamelessly suppressed in the Life intended for the 
North, where, these opinions were known to be 
unpalatable. Could not the most blind, the most 
ignorant see that an attempt is made at deception? 
And, he asked, is there a single member of this 
House who could stand up in his place and defend 
such an act? In thecountry he hoped there would 
be none, and that every honest Democrat would 
repudiate at the polls the man with the ‘‘ two dough- 
faces” thus attempted to be played off upon them. 

But gentlemen had called upon the Whig party 
to tell the country what their principles were; what 
they go for, and what was their platform. He 
would tell those gentlemen, and the country would 
tell them, that, if they had no other than that of 
unyielding, unchanging opposition to the increase 
of Presidential powers, and the corrupting increase 
of the patronage of this Government, they would 
have a platform broad enough for all Whigs to stand 
upon, and on which they would stand, with many 
honorable spirits with whom gentlemen opposite 
were now associated. He saw the signs of the 
times in the Old Dominion; he saw that there were 
men with the independence and the boldness to 
come out and disavow the acts of those with whom 
they had been united, and who avowed that the 
would not support any man whose friends put fort 
two books to make known his opinions, as they 
professed, while those opinions were artfully sup- 
pressed in one of them. They had asserted that 
General Taylor was afraid to avow his principles; 
while here was a document from the office of their 
own'party press which showed satisfactorily that 
they were afraid of the opinions of General Cass. 
He called their attention to the speech of the talent- 
ed Yancey, of Alabama, a member of the Cass 
Convention, who said, in his nomination the South 
had been betrayed. If they would not hear such 
men, they would not believe though one rose from 
the dead. He putit to them if they could or would 
discredit that young, honorable, and talented man? 
He (Mr. G.) had had the honor of serving with 
him in this Hall, and he therefore knew how to 
appreciate his statements. He already had taken 
the alarm. He saw that there was danger brood~ 
ing; and now, as they were called on in 1840, he 
(Mr. G.) appealed to them to look to their rights, 
and not to fold their arms until the danger was 
over: not until 1852, when the election might come 
on again, and when General Cass might be thrown 
aside, as Mr. Van Buren had been, when he, too, 
as it was now discovered by his Democratic friends, 
had two sets of opinions, the one for the South 
and the other for the North. 

Mr. McCLELLAND said he had taken some 
two or three thousand of the first edition of the 
life of General Cass, containing the extract relative 
to the Wilmot proviso, and had circulated them 
north of Mason and Dixon’s line. 

Mr. GOGGIN hoped the gentleman would ex- 
cuse him. He did not wish to be interrupted. He 
had not questioned the fact which the gentleman 
had stated. He wished now to call the attention 
of gentlemen to another point. 


Mr. INGE rose and made an observation which 
was inaudible at the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. GOGGIN said he did not wish to be dis- 
courteous, but he preferred not to be interrupted, 
for he had but a very short portion of time remain- 
ing. He had not charged Mr. Yancey with being 
a supporter of General Taylor, if that was what 
the gentleman had said. He never thought such 
a thing. But he knew one thing, and that was, 
that Mr. Yancey would not support Lewis Cass. 
What he had to say he wished to say to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, [Mr. McCLeLLAND,] who 
was here the champion of General Cass, and on 
all points of order when raised, and in managing 
the business of the House, he would do him the 
justice to say that he deserved great credit; he had 
that talent which he (Mr. G.) almost envied. 

Mr. McCLELLAND took exception to the re- 
mark of the gentleman from Virginia, and was 
understood to say that he was not in the habit of 
raising points of order, though he might have 
taken part in the discussions on those raised by 
others. 

Mr. GOGGIN had admitted that the gentleman 
was happy on points of order when raised. Fle 
intended no reflection on the gentleman. He had 
thought he was complimenting the gentleman. [A 
fede But to return to what he was about to 
Bay. hen this bill was under debate yesterday, 
the gentleman had taken the floor, and was report- 
ed as saying: 

“Mr. McCLettanp remarked that the gentleman had 
spoken of this provision forthe Savannah river having been 
voted on several times, and of the Committee of Ways and 
Means being sustained by the House.. Now, he wished to 
ask this question: In Committee of the Whole, had not the 
Whigs voted against the appropriation contained in this 
item, and then recorded their votes for it in the House.”? 

That was what the gentleman said the Whigs 
had voted against in committee. 

Mr. McCLELLAND and others rose, and de- 
sired to make observations. 

Mr. GOGGIN said gentlemen no doubt voted 
as they said; he did not question the fact; but, 
strange as it seemed, in the instance alluded to, 
the Whigs, as the gentleman said, voted against the 
appropriation in committee. How this was, he did 
not know; they had generally voted for it in the 
House, and so stood on the record. This they did 
no doubt because they had seen the propriety of 
the improvement, which was actually recommend- 
ed by the Secretary of War and endorsed by the Pres- 
ident. They might have given this vote in the 
House, too, with the fullest confidence that gentle- 
men on the other side would stand up to what 
they had just pledged themselves in the following 
resolution, which had been passed by that very 
body but a few days since: 


« Resolved, That the Constitution of the United States 
vests in Cungress the power to appropriate money to open 
and improve harbors and remove obstrucuons from naviga- 
bie rivers, in all cases where such improvements are neces- 
sary to the protection and facility of commerce with foreign 
nations, or the commerce among the States.’’ 

This resolution passed this House by a vote of 
128 to 58; the gentleman and 26 of his party voting 
for it, while 24 of them did-not vote at all. Ha 
not these, he would ask, had not other gentlemen, 
given evidences of changes of opinion? And when 
gentlemen talked about changes in the committee, 
ney should look, too, to the House. 

e wished now to show what were regarded as 
Whig principles by a large majority of the people 
in 1839. There was an extract of what appeared 
in the Richmond Enquirer in 1839 as the Whig 
doctrine generally referred to, and copied by Thos. 
Ritchie, Esq., who was known to gentlemen on 
this floor, from another paper, the Nashville Ban- 
ner: 

« With the editors of the Richmond Whig, we hold that 
all are Whigs who go for a change of rulers—who are in 
favor of reforming abuses—of limiting Executive power— 
of retrenching the immense annual expenses of the Federal 
Government, increased. by the eronomical Democrats from 
thirteen to forty mitlions—for rescuing the national domain 
from the fund of Executive patronage—for suppressing the 
interference of office-holders with the freedom of elections: 
in fine, we hoid that all are Whigs who are for arresting the 
gigantic strides of Government towards despotism, and the 
tendency of its electioneering policy to introduce universal 
corruption. Mr. Rives is an eminent Whig of this stamp. 
We trust by all means he will be reélected.”’—Nashville Ban- 
ner, January 24. 7 

Here, then, were what were said to be Whig 
principles in 1839, and yet the gentleman told them 
that in 1840 they had no penep a their cry bein 
log cabin, hard cider, and coon skins. Mr. G. sai 
he had stood upon this platform then, with other 
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great questions at issue also—as the bank, tariff, 
‘and distribution. The gentleman nevertheless asked 
them why they did not now come up to their prin- 
ciples of 1840. Why, if they had no principles in 
1840, how could the gentleman expect them to 
avow them now? 

Mr. STUART said he did not ask them to come 
up to their principles of 1840. He knew they had 
no principles, and therefore he could not have asked 
them to come up to them. 

Mr. GOGGIN. The gentleman must excuse 
him. The House remembers, I dare say, what 
the gentleman said about hard cider, corn-dodger 
songs, coon skins, &c., all very good in their way, 
and the gentleman need not sneer at them now that 
the White House and its intended occupant is the 
subject of his thoughts. He had but a moment 
left. | 

It had been contended by some that because 
General Taylor had that modesty which some in 
this House possessed not in so eminent a degree, 
{laughter,J—he meant no personal allusion—be- 
cause General Taylor said he had not studied these 
subjects, because he had not made himself 'ac- 
quainted with politics while he was fighting the 
battles of his country, though he was at the same 
time writing with his sword its history, so far as 
it was connected with the glorious events on the 
Rio Grande, at Palo Alto, Resaca de la Palma, 
Monterey,and Buena Vista—because he was doing 
this, and was pursuing the honor and glory of the 
country, gentlemen said he was too little of a 
statesman, and—— 

The SPEAKER cut short the gentleman with 
his sentence unfinished, by the announcement that 
his hour had expired. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, then said: 
It is apparent to every member on this floor that 
the civil and diplomatic bill must pass and become 
a law before this session adjourns. But the po- 
sition in which we are now placed is unprece- 
dented, and will astound the country. The ma- 
jority of this House have inserted into this bill 
provisions which render it impossible for a large 
minority to vote for its passage. But that ma- 
jority having thus amended the bill and made it 
obnoxious, refuse to pass the bill known to be-ab- 
solutely necessary to the well-being, if not the very 
existence of the Government. An effort seems to 
be made to force members to violate their con- 
science, or leave the public officers without support. 
The whole civil list is to be starved out, because 
honorable Representatives will not sustain an ap- 
propriation to remove obstructions in the Savan- 
nah river, in violation of their well-known and 
declared opinions. For one, I shall remain im- 
movable, be the consequences what they may. 
I have an abiding confidence in the good sense of 
the people to comprehend and appreciate this 
movement. 

I hope, if the bill passes in its present shape, 
the President will withhold his signature. I pone 
he is not to be moved from his principles by the 
fear of starvation. I believe that he will not ac- 
quiesce, under duress, in the adoption of a measure 
which would not receive his sanction when left 
free to exercise the discretion which has been 
secured to him by the Constitution. I believe in 
the President’s firmness. He has given the coun- 
try too many evidences of its existence now to be 
doubted. 

But is this movement made to provoke a veto, 
and thus render obnoxious and unpopular this 
provision of our Constitution? I hope it is not, 
and yet I fear it is; and therefore the pending 
Presidential election, in all of its consequences, 
opens before us. We cannot avoid the discussion 
if we would, and I would not if I could. 

Jn November next, the people of this Republic will 
assemble at the ballot-box to select another Chief 
Magistrate of this Confederacy, for the four years 
ensuing the fourth of March next. That selection, 
we all admit, will have a decisive influence on the 
future policy of the Government. It is impossi- 
ble, in the very nature of things, that it should be 
otherwise. Our Government is not the result of 
force, but of opinion. It is based, not in the fear 
and dread of power, but in the affections of the peo- 
ple. Itis maintained, not by large standing armies 
and powerful navies, but by the intelligence, virtue, 
and patriotism of the masses. In such a Govern- 
ment, and among such a people, individual men 
sink into insignificance, are of no consequence, and 
principle becomes everything. Where there are 


eighteen totwenty millions of persons, all entitled to 
the same political rights and privileges, all having a 
like interest in a common country, it is absurd to 
suppose, that in their selection of men to Carer 
the duties of office for the common good and the 
general welfare, friendship for individuals, a dis- 
position to honor a man irrespective of his fitness 
for station, or his capacity and experience, will 
control the action of the voter. 

We have received from our fathers a Constitu- 
tion as remarkable for its wisdom as for its adapt- 
ation to our necessities. It is the sheet-anchor of 
our hopes; and with one accord, all parties cling to 
it as the ark of dur political salvation. As to the 
proper policy to be pursued under this Constitu- 
tion, so as to maintain the rights, advance the in- 
terest, and secure the common weal of all, parties 
have been formed and kept up ever since the 
daysof Washington. They first arrayed themselves 
under two great leaders, Jefferson and Hamilton, 
both members of Washington’s cabinet, both pa- 
triots, and both aiming at the same great end—the 
perpetuity and advancement of a common Govern- 
ment. 

For one, sir, I do not believe this formation of 
parties has been deleterious to the prosperity of 
this great Republic; nor do I believe the future 
existence of parties in this country, formed un- 
der the Constitution, and based upon principle, 
to be an evil, nor that it can, by possibility, 
operate to our prejudice or disadvantage. The 
vigilance of the defeated party will ever secure in- 
dustry, fidelity, and honesty in the officers placed 
in power by the successful party. The people 
compose the grand inquest of the nation, before 
wnich all must appear at stated and fixed periods; 
their virtue and their intelligence are our sure 

uarantees—where error is harmless, when truth 
is left free to combat it; their verdict is given 
through the ballot-box, and from their decision 
there lies no appeal. 

But when parties degenerate into faction; when 
principle and policy are merged in a blind admira- 
tion of a great leader; when the blaze of military 
glory shall dazzle the eyes of the multitude; when 
“the pride, pomp, and circumstance of glorious 
war” shall lead captive our people, and they shall 
be called upon to confer office upon a successful 
chieftain, *‘ without a why or wherefore,’’—then 
will a party, formed on such a basis, become the 
bane and curse of the nation; then will we begin 
that career which leads us, as it has led all other 
Republics which have preceded us, to inevitable 
overthrow and destruction. 

Whenever the cry over the ballot-box shall be, 
“aut Cæsar aut nihil,” and it shall prevail, then is 
the destruction of our liberties nigh at hand. The 
people will require a ruler, and a Ceesar will be 
found. The watchword of the friends of Louis 
Napoleon, which has produced such consternation 
in France, and has been so much ridiculed in this 
country—‘‘Am I not the nephew of mine uncle?” — 
will be as sensible as the cry raised in this country 
in behalf of one of the Presidential aspirants, Am 
Í nota mighty man of valor? and none shall stand 
who opposes my triumph. 

But the time is not yet; our Republic has not yet 
revolved around its cycle of greatness. The people 
will reject this appeal to their passions instead of 
their reason and Judgment; and the result of the 
approaching election will, in my opinion, terminate 
in the dissolution of the Whig party, and the per- 
manent establishment of Democratic principles. 

Major General Zachary Taylor, now command- 
ing the western division of the United States army, 
is the nominee of the National Whig Convention, 
and of course is the Whig candidate for the Presi- 
dency. For forty years he has been in command 
in the standing army of the United States; and for 
that period, having been set apart from the great 
body of the people, he has never exercised that 
greatest and highest privilege of a freeman, the 
right of suffrage; and has therefore taken no part 
in the struggles of our countrymen in maintaining 
sound principles, and in advocating and furthering 
those great measures which have contributed to 
our remarkable prospensty and rapid advancement 
in all the arts of peace. His action bas not been 
associated with the great body of the people, nor 
has he manifested any sympathy with the masses. 

General Taylor has been all the time in command, 
and has been accustomed to that absolute authority 
by which he saith to one man, Come, and he com- 


eth; and to another, Go, and he goeth. His will, | 


not the wishes or interests of those around him, has 
been the law of his conduct. He has never occu- 
pied any other than a military position, which 
must have led him, from its very nature, to desire 
and favor a strong and arbitrary government, with 
the largest powers consolidated in the common 
centre. He has never held office under a sovereign 
State, and of course has never studied the nature 
of our complicated and well-balanced system of 
government, having a General Government, with 
defined, limited, delegated powers, and sovereign 
States, with reserved rights; nor has he familiarized 
himself with the thousand and one difficult and in- 
tricate questions arising out of our extended foreign 
relations, and the conflict of jurisdiction and of 
right springihg up under the Constitution. He is 
a soldier, a lucky and fearless soldier, I admit; but 
still no less the mere soldier. He has no civic 
triumphs; he has originated or successfully advo- 
cated no great measure which has promoted the 
interest or secured the happiness of his country. 
He has been identified with no leading policy. 
Even the Mexican war, which has been conducted 
so brilliantly and terminated so successfully, in 
which he has gained all of his glory, does not meet 
his approbation, if his adherenta are the true ex- 
ponents of his views. 

Again and again has he repeated, that in no case 
can he permit himself to be the candidate of any 

arty, or yield himself to party schemes. He says, 
in his letter to Mr. Delony, of Louisiana, ‘that 
itis a right inherent in every freeman to possess 
himself of the political principles and opinions of 
those into whose hands the administration of the 
Government may be placed.” Yet, in that very 
letter, when interrogated ‘as to the justice and the 
necessity of this war with Mexico, on our part,” 
he replies: “ from my duties and the position Í oc- 
cupy, I do not consider it would be proper in me 
to pre any opinion in regard to the same.”’ 

major general in the American army, engage 
in an active and hazardous campaign against a for- 
eign enemy, daily invoking Heaven to defend the 
right, and punish the wrong, feels a delicacy, deems 
it inexpedient, to give his opinion as to the justice 
of his country’s cause! I challenge the history 
of warriors, from the beginning down to this in- 
stance, for a parallel case. A soldier, a major 
general in command, daily and hourly risking his 
reputation voluntarily in the service, and yet can- 
not say whether there is any justice or necessity, 
on the part of his country, for all the calamities of 
war ! So much from a candidate.for the Presiden- 
cy, who isto be elected because he is ‘‘ the honest 
man;”’ leaving the inference, that he is the only 
honest man in the Republic. 

In the same letter, when asked as to the neces- 
sity of a national bank, and as to the effects of a 
high protective tariff upon the country, he re- 
plies: 

‘¢T am not prepared to answer them. I could only do sq 
as duly investigating those subjects, which I cannot now 

O. 

Here he inadvertently observed one of the great 
fundamental principles of elocution—when you 
know nothing, say nothing. This letter presents 
a strange compound: First, he asserts that every 
freeman has a right to know the opinions of can- 
didates for office: Second, as to the justice of the 
war, he cannot give an opinion; as to bank and 
tariff, he has no opinion: Third, he ‘is no poli- 
tician:’’ Fourth, if the people elect him Chief 
Magistrate, he will serve them; which all men ac- 
customed to public life understand to mean, in 
plain parlance, I am a candidate, and would be 
pleased to be elected. . 

This letter was written June 9, 1847. After- 
wards, August 3, 1847, he writes his celebrated 
letter to the Hon. J. R. Ingersoll, in which he 
avows himself ‘a Whig; not indeed an ultra par- 
tisan Whig, but a Whig in principle.” Here he 
shows an astonishing improvement in political 
knowledge in afew weeks. But the sentence which 
follows, shows conclusively, to my mind, that this 
letter-writer, who assumed the name of Mr. Inger- 
soll, had misled and deceived General Taylor, and 
had thrown him into a passion. He adds: 

« And after the discussion which occurred in both Houses 
of Congress, at the last session, growing out of the capitula- 
tion of Monterey—in which discussion you thought proper 
to defend my conduct in regard to that transaction, when 
assailed somewhat, if not entirely, on party unds, in the 
House of which you are a member, for which you have my 
sincere thanks—which was done in such a way by those 
who disapproved that measure, I can hardly imagine how 
any one who was present, and heard the speeches on that 


‘let us recapitulate the facts. 
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occasion, or read them after they were published, could well 
mistake the complexion of my politics.”’ 

I take it for granted, that General Taylor was 
imposed upon in this matter by some designin 
man. But í call upon gentlemen to mark this luci 

assage. What is the idea conveyed in it—some 

emocrats, ‘on party grounds,” had disapproved 
of the capitulation of Monterey? This was taking 
ground against him; and after that, no one that 
knew him “could mistake the complexion of his 
politics.” Here the vindictive and intolerant spirit 
of a man long accustomed to command, unused 
to tolerate disobedience, and impatient of contra- 
diction, manifests itself. But if this discussion 
made him a Whig, then I can say that Whigs are 
of easy manufacture. But when General ‘Taylor 
discovers the fact, that not a single Whig in the 
whole land is willing to defend the terms of that 
capitulation, on the grounds on which he placed it 
in his official report, which had been laid before 
Congress, by the same process of reasoning, ‘‘the 
complexion of his politics” will again become 
doubtful. 

When that discussion took place, we had before 
us the official report; the capitulation and the cor- 
respondence which had passed between General 
Taylor and General Ampudia; and also the fact 
had been made known that the President had dis- 
approved of the armistice, but the reasons for dis- 
approval were not made known. Upon these 
papers and facts, members of Congress formed and 
expressed their opinions. 

n order to a full understanding of this subject, 
On the morning of 
the 19th of September, 1846, he encamped at the 
Walnut Springs, near Monterey, with an army 
less than seven thousand strong. On the morning 
of the 20th, the fighting began, which was contin- 
ued for three days—2lst, 22d, and 23d—with the 
most astounding courage and unexampled daring 
by our troops. There is not an American citizen 
living who does not feel proud of his country when 
he reviews the good conduct of our army during 
those three memorable days. On the night of the 
23d, at nine o’clock, General Ampudia sent a mes- 
sage to General Taylor, saying, ‘‘ As I have made 
all the defence of which I believe this city capable,” 
&c., ‘I propose to your Excellency to evacuate 
the city and citadel, taking with me the personnel 
and materiel of war which is left.’ On the next 
morning, at seven o’clock, General Taylor replied: 
‘In answer to your proposition to evacuate the 
‘city and fort, with all the personnel and materiel 
‘of war, I have to state that my duty compels me 
‘to decline acceding to it. A complete surrender 
‘of the town and garrison—the latter as prisoners 
‘of war—is now demanded.” 

On this day, General Taylor said ‘‘he felt he had 
the city in his hands.”’ 

The result of the above correspondence was a 
personal interview between the Generals, the ap- 
pointment of commissioners to arrange the terms 
of the capitulation, and the agreement that the 
Mexican army should retain their arms, with 
twenty-one rounds of ammunition, march out of 
the city with the honors of war, and that there 
should be an armistice of eight weeks’ duration. 
This was a great falling off from the first demand. 

And what were the reasons assigned for this 
utter sacrifice of advantages so great and so dearly 
bought? Not that “ every military man must admit, 
‘who has seen the ground, it was impossible to 
‘invest Monterey so closely as to prevent the 
‘escape of the garrison;’’ not ‘‘the consideration 
‘of humanity was present in my mind during the 
© conference which led to the convention, and out- 
‘ weighed, in my judgment, the doubtful advan- 
‘ tages to be gained by the resumption of the attack 
‘upon the town;’’ not ‘‘ at the date of the surren- 


‘der of Monterey, our force had not more than- 


t ten days’ rations.” 

These reasons were after-thoughts, urged upon 
a re-argument of the case. These were military 
reasons, and none are so good judges of their sound- 
ness as military men. 

But be it ever remembered and kept in mind, 
that the only reasons laid before Congress were 
contained in General Taylor’s official report, in 
these words: 

«It will be seen that the terms granted the Mexican gar- 


rison are less rigorous than those first imposed. The gallant 
defence of the town, and the fact of a recent change of Govern- 


ment in Mezico, believed to be favorable to the interests of 


peace, induced me to concur with the commission in their 
terms, which will, I trust, receive the approval of the Gov- 
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ernment. The latter consideration also prompted the con- 
vention for a temporary suspension of hostilities. Though 
scarcely warranted by my instructions, yet the change of 
affairs since those instructions were issued, seemed to war- 
rant this course. I beg to be advised as early as practicable 
whether I have met the views of the Government in these 
particulars.” 

Here is the whole argument in behalf of the 
terms of the capitulation, by which an entire hos- 
tile army was released, and an eight weeks’ cessa- 
tion of hostilities conceded to them. 


Mr. BARROW here interposed, and said that 
he understood the gentleman from Mississippi to 
say that not a single Whig was willing to defend 
the capitulation. Now, he would say he was ready 
to defend that capitulation, and had always done 


SO. 

Mr. THOMPSON continued. The gentleman 
from Tennessee is not exactly correct. I do not, 
nor have I said that there is no one found to de- 
fend the capitulation. I know to the contrary. 
But I have yet to find the man who defends the 
terms of the capitulation, for the reasons furnished 
in General Taylor’s official report, and particularly 
that portion of the capitulation which ever gave 
rise to any discussion—the armistice. The sole 
reason for that was, the supposed change in the 
Government, believed to be favorable to the inter- 
ests of peace. Will any one now defend that part 
of the capitulation? I insist that those who aban- 
don the reasons here given for the terms granted 
the Mexican garrison, are themselves the censurers 
of General Taylor. They accuse him of an effort 
to palm upon the country, as a glorious victory, 
an indecisive battle. >- 

General Taylor insists, in the only report which 
was then known to Congress, that these favor- 
able terms were granted ex gratia, not ex necessi- 
tate; speaking as he said he felt, that ‘* he had the 
city in his hands.’’ But the ‘gallant defence” 
the Mexicans had made of the city had won 
upon his generosity; and ‘the fact of a recent 
change of Government in Mexico, believed to be 
favorable to the interests of peace,” had misled 
him, and caused him to think it unnecessary to 
insist upon rigorous terms. It even led him to an 
agreement to suspend hostilities for eight weeks, 
in order that all the anticipated advantages of this 
change might be realized. 

The change here referred to was the return of 
Santa Anna from banishment, to take command 
of the Mexican army. This fact, this return of 
Santa Anna, was the basis upon which General 
Ampudia practised his deception upon General 
Taylor, and humbugged him into an acceptance of 
his own terms. That General Taylor was uncon- 
sciously deceived and taken in by the Mexican 
General, I do not question; but still he was taken 
in by the stratagem; still Ampudia had told him a 
falsehood, a downright and, to us, palpable false- 
hood; and General Taylor shows by his report he 
believed the story, and acted on the falsehood as a 
fact. I have always regarded this asa trick of 
war, and this trick for the time answered Ampu- 
dia’s purpose. | 

It is asserted that Santa Anna tricked the President 
of the United States, and secured from him a pass 
into Vera Cruz, on the ground that the fact of his 
return would produce a change in the Mexican 
Government ‘ favorable to the interests of peace;” 
and from General Taylor’s own statement, it is 
evident that the fact of the return of Santa Anna 
had produced a change in the Government which 
he “ believed to be favorable to the interests of 
peace,” and on this belief he acted. I am not sur- 
prised that General Taylor was deceived; but Iam 
surprised that the friends of a man who boastingly 
say,‘‘Oh, heshrinks from no responsibility,” should 
endeavor to deny the fact, when he admits it him- 
self, and to vindicate his course, for reasons never 
furnished till the enemy was gone, and he had dis- 
covered the stratagem. 

It must be observed that General Taylor, in ma- 
king his return of this transaction, does not raise 
any military question. He does not say, as he 
afterwards alleges, that ‘* it was impossible to in- 
vest Monterey so closely as to prevent the escape 
of the garrison;’’ ‘the consideration of humanity 
was ever present in his mind;”’ *‘ that his force 
had not more than ten days’ rations.” These may 
have been his actual reasons; but it was a misfor- 
tune, and a great omission, not to have given them 
at first to the department and to the Government. 
Thosé reasons would have confined the discussion 
of this subject to men whose profession is arms. 
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But when he decides every military question by 
having it understood that the city was in his hands, 
and that a sound and wholesome policy dictated 
the lenient terms to the garrison, and the armistice, 
he must have known he was entering a field where 
every politician felt himself his equal; in the same 
light as every juror feels himself equal to a judge 
in finding the facts of a case, after the law of the 
case has been expounded and decided. 

At the time of the discussion to which General 
Taylor alludes, as giving an unmistakable complex- 
ion to his politics, it was known that the reasons 
furnished by General Taylor were not satisfactory 
to the President, and that a discontinuance of the 
armistice had been ordered. It then soon became 


‘apparent that the popularity of this military chief- 


tain was to be brought into the canvass, for the 
purpose of effecting political objects. The most 
ruthless and violent assaults were made upon the 
Administration. General Taylor was supposed to 
be immeasurably strong with the people, and that 
chord was to be played upon. The President, who 
had conferred honor after honor upon General 
Taylor, till his brow was freighted with military 
laurels, was charged with a design to disgrace and 
destroy him before the people. The attacks upon 
the Administration, though groundless, were kept 
up with briskness and spirit. 

On the 30th of January, 1847, after two-thirds 
of the short session had passed away, and after 
many members had expressed their disapproval of 
the armistice, the celebrated joint resolutions of 
thanks to General Taylor were brought forward. 
The rules of the House were suspended, (myself 
voting in the affirmative,) and the battle of Mon- 
terey was denominated ‘‘ a most brilliant victory.” 
That expression met my concurrence. And it *‘ re- 
flected imperishable honor upon our arms:”’ in that 
I concurred. But these facts made the more appa- 
rent to me the conclusions to which my mind had 
poeviounly arrived, that the stratagem of Ampudia 

ad robbed our army of the fruits, the legitimate 
fruits, of a hard-fought battle and dearly-bought 
victory. 

But while I was willing to applaud the fighting at 
Monterey, l was not willing to give a vote which 
exeluded me from the Dooi had previousl 
expressed as to the terms of the capitulation. It 
was here I had the honor to propose the proviso 
which has drawn down upon me much unneces- 
sary and unjust remark: ‘* Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall be construed into an appro- 
bation of the terms of the capitulation.” It was 
accepted by Mr. Faran, of Ohio, as a part of his 
amendment, which declared the war in which we 
were engaged to be a just and necessary war. The 
previous question was immediately moved and sus- 
tained. Mr. Leake, then a member from Virginia, 
rose and requested me to insert after ‘‘ approba- 
tion,” the words ‘‘ or disapprobation.’’ Immedi- 
ately I arose and asked permission to do 80; not 
because, as I said, I deemed it necessary, for that 
was the meaning of the proviso as it stood; but to 
prevent any misconstruction of the purpose, as it 
was intended to withhold any expression of opin- 
ion on the subject of that negotiation. The amend- 
ment could only be made by universal consent, and 
that was refused by the Opposition. The vote was 
taken, and the resolutions, as amended, adopted. 
In the excitement of the moment, a motion was 
made to strike out of the title ** thanks,” and in- 
sert ‘‘censure.”? The ayes and noes were called, 
and but one man had the nerve to vote in the affirma- 
tive. The mover of the amendment himself dodged 


the vote, and could not be brought to enter of record ` 


a vote so much against good conscience. 

Such is a concise history of this celebrated pro- 
viso, out of which so great a humbug has been at- 
tempted; and I now declare that, under the same 
circumstances, with the same state of facts, I would 
again pursue the same course. What was done 


| 
| 


was not unjust to General Taylor, because he ac- ; 
knowledged, by clear implication, in his report, ' 


that he had been humbugged by General Am- 
pudia. The facts did not exist upon which he 
based his action. He made the armistice because 
“of the fact of a recent change in the Mexican 
Government, believed to be favorable to the in- 
terests of peace.’ But when he ascertained that 
this change, instead of being favorable to peace, 
was adverse to peace, every candid man would 
think he would have been against the armistice. 
Immediately after these joint resolutions passed, 
in which Congress had withheld any expression 
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of opinion as to the terms of the capitulation, I 
had the honor to offer a resolution, calling for all 
the correspondence between the Department and 
General Taylor; which was adopted. In this cor- 
respondence I found the letter of the Secretary of 
War, in which he gives his reasons for a disap- 
proval of the armistice, so fully, so ably, and, to 
my mind, so satisfactorily, that I will read it: 


« War DEPARTMENT, 
i Washington, October 13, 1846. 

“ Sır: Your communications of the 22d, 231, and 25th 
ultimo, detailing the operations of the army under your im- 
mediate command at Monterey, have been received. The 
skill, courage, and gallant conduct displayed on that occa- 
sion by the troops under your command, both regulars and 
volunteers, have added glory to our arms, and merit from 
the Government and people of the United States the warm- 
est expressions of gratitude and praise. 

‘¢ In relation to the terms of the capitulation of Monterey, 
the President instructs me to say, that he regrets it was not 
deemed advizable to insist upon the terms which you had 
first proposed. The circumstances which dictated, doubt- 
less justified the change. The President, uninformed of 
these circumstances, does not know in what degree the re- 
eant change in the Government of Mexico may have con- 
tributed to this result. Certain itis, however, that the pres- 
ent rulers of that Republic have not yet given any evidence 
that they are ¢ favorable to the interests of peace.? Of this 
you will have already been informed by my despatch of the 
22d ultimo. 

«The Government did not contemplate, as you will per- 
ceive by the tenor of the despatches from this department, 
that there would probably happen any contingency, in the 
prosecution of the war, in which it would be expedient to 
suspend hostilities before the offer of acceptable terms of 
peace. 

“ In my despatch of the 22d ultimo, which had not reached 
you when you entered into the arrangement with General 
Ampudia on the 25th ultimo, there are considerations and 
facts stated which render the continuance of the armistice 
extremely embarrassing. As the offer recently made by the 
United States to open negotiations for a peace was not ac- 
ceded to by the present rulers of Mexico, but reserved to be 
submitted to and acted on by a Congress to be assembled on 
the 6th of December next, it was deemed by the Government 
here highly important that the war in the mean time should 
be prosecuted with the utmost vigor, to the end that they 
might be made sensible of the evils of its continuance, and 
thereby become more inclined to bring it to a speedy close. 
In pursuance of this policy, an expedition was proposed, in 
my despatch of the 22d ultimo, for the purpose of taking pos- 
session of the entire department of Tamaulipas; and, under 
the belief that it would not interfere with your plans and 
operations, no doubt was entertained that it would receive 
your concurrence and support. In anticipation thereof, 
measures have been already taken to carry it out at the ear- 
liest practicable period. 

“ By the arrangement you have made for a temporary sus- 
pension of hostilities within certain limits of the enemy’s 
country, if continued to the end of the time stipulated,a con- 
siderable part of Tamaulipas will be exempted from military 
Operations until within a tew days of the time fixed for the 
meeting of the Mexican Congress, and the expedition there- 
by delayed, or, if prosecuted by the land or naval forces, 
might bring into question the good faith of the United States. 

« In the despatch before reterred to, you will perceive that 
an attack by our naval force upon some places on the coast 
of Tamaulipas is also contemplated. Whatever may be the 
advantage or the necessity of the codperation of a land force, 
it must be withheld until near the close of November, if the 
armistice is continued to the end of the stipulated period. 

“ The Government is fully persuaded that if you had been 
aware of the special reasons disclosed in the despatch of the 
22d ultimo, and the intentions of the Government still enter- 
tained, you would not have acceded to the suspension of 
hostilities foreven the limited period specified in the articles 
of capitulation ; but as its continuance depends upon the or- 
ders of your Government, you are instructed to give the re- 
quisite notice that the armistice is to close at once, and that 
each party is at liberty to resuine and prosecute hostilities 
without restriction.” 


If the approval of this letter and its reasoning is 
a censure upon General Taylor, then I, in com- 
mon with the Secretary of War, do censure him. 
The world know, according to the statement of 
General Taylor himself, that he was deceived, and 
the world have independence enough to speak out 
their sentiments. It is base treason to our institu- 
tions to resign our right of thought and speech. 
Members on this floor do not blush to pronounce 
the President of the United States, the commander- 
in-chief of our army and navy, a traitor, usurper; 
Polk, the mendacious; an administration of “‘dwarf- 
ish talents and gigantic vices; to falsely denounce 
General Cass, the candidate of the Democratic 
party for the Presidency, as fraudulently obtaining 
money from the public treasury, whose whole life 
has been spent in a zealous, honorable, and faithful 
discharge of the public service; asthe hero of Hull’s 
surrender—thus implying that he is a coward, 
when the history of his whole life shows that he 
has been equal to every emergency of the service 


in which he has been placed. And is General 
Taylor, the candidate of the Whig party, above all 
criticism? Why, in the opinion of some men— 
“he doth bestride the narrow world, 

Like a Colossus: and we petty men 

Walk under his huge legs, and peep about 

To find ourselves dishonorable graves.” 

When Pompey the Great had overun Sicily, 
driven out Perpenna, and taken possession of the 
cities, the Mamertines, a class of citizens living in 
Messina, when summoned, refused to appear be- 
fore his tribunal or acknowledge his jurisdiction, 
claiming exemption byan ancient privilege received 
from the Romans. Pompey’s answer was signifi- 
cant, and illustrative of the present efforts to frown 
down all inquiry into the course pursued by a vic- 
torious general. He said, ‘“ Will you never have 
done with citing privileges to men who wear 
swords ?”? 

On the return of this same distinguished general 
from a brilliant campaign in Africa, he demanded 
a triumph. The Roman Senate at first refused, 
on the ground that the laws did not allow that 
honor to any person who had not been either con- 
sul or pretor; he persisted, and on that occasion 
used that celebrated expression to Sylla, that ‘‘more 
worshipped the rising than the setting sun.” The 
Senate was humbled, granted the triumph, and 
Pompey lived to see the whole power and dignity 
of the Senate swept away by another and more 
successful chieftain. 

[ do not believe the day has arrived in this Re- 
public when thé people will do otherwise than ap- 
plaud a member of Congress who dares do his 
duty, and firmly maintains the right. For myself, 
I would regard it the proudest honor of my life to 
be the author of a sentiment which fell from Me. 
Clay on a trying occasion to him: **I would,” 
said he, ‘‘ rather be right than the President of the 
United States.”’ 

I have lately seen, by mere accident, ‘*A Sketch 
of the Life and Public Services of General Zachary 
Taylor, published by order of the executive com- 
mittee of the Whigs in Congress,” written for 
general distribution, in which I find some gross 
slanders upon the members of the last Congress, 
and unblushing falsehoods as to myself. I donot 
object to all the glorifications of General Taylor; 
his friends are at liberty to impose him upon 
this country as greater than Alexander, or Cesar, 
or Charles the Fifth, or Charles the Twelfth, or 
Napoleon. Even though they might establish his 
title to outrank the mightiest warriors that have 
ever lived, yet my mind would require something 
more to show his fitness for the Chief Magistracy 
of this Union. But when my humble name is 
disparagingly introduced, or that of those with 
shone Tie been associated in action, I will vin- 
dicate the truth of history without misgiving, with- 
out hesitancy. 

First, then, as to the history of the Lieutenant 
General. Some time in the month of November, 
in the year 1846, General Scott was ordered to 
take the chief command of our army in Mexico; 
and when, in obedience to that order, General Scott 
arrived in Mexico and took command of our army, 
General Taylor was neither ‘‘ dismissed nor dis- 
graced.” If that were true, it would then appear 
that this country belonged to General Taylor, not 
General Taylor to the country. 

On the 25th day of December, 1846, the Presi- 
dent urged upon Congress the raising of ten ad- 
ditional regiments, and recommended the passage 
of a law for the appointment of ‘a general of- 
ficer to take command of all our military forces 
in the field.”’ This officer Congress proposed 
to call a Lieutenant General. I favored the pas- 
sage of sucha law. And if a war should break 
out to-morrow, and the President, the commander- 
in-chief, should ask for the privilege of assigning 
to the chief command any general officer irrespect- 
ive of the date of his commission, I would vote 
for it with cheerfulness, and would consider my- 
self most unjust to hold the President responsible 
for the good and efficient prosecution of a cam- 

aign, and yet deny to him the privilege of select- 
ing the agent to carry out his views and his plans 


of operation. I advocated it because it was right 
in itself—right in the abstract—right regardless of 
any man; and I have no doubt, when the occasion 
for humbugging with the generals of this war shall 
have passed away, such will be the general opin- 
ion of all parties. In the case of the recommend- 
ation above referred to, if any one had a right to 
complain, it was General Scott. General Taylor 
could not have been affected, because he had then 
a separate and distinct command, and no one ac- 
quainted with the facts can suppose the intention 
or expectation was to interfere with Taylor’s sep- 
arate command. Every general officer engaged in 
the main invading column would have had more 
justification for complaint than Taylor. Worth, 


Twiggs, Butler, Patterson, Quitman, Pillow, might 


have been affected by the appointment of a Lieu- 
tenant General, but General Taylor’s position 
would have remained the same, having his sep- 
arate command, and reporting directly to the de- 
partment at Washington. The same was true as 
regards General Kearny. How ineffably con- 
temptible, then, is the effort of this writer of the 
life of General Taylor, by this ‘‘ foul, shameless,’’ 
sweeping charge upon the members of the last 
Congress, to make capital for him, and to arouse 
in the minds of the people a feeling that he had 
been unjustly dealt by and persecuted ! l 

After detailing all the votes on the subject of the 
Lieutenant General, he says that ‘‘ the motive for 
this foul, shameless, and persevering attempt,” was 
“ to dismiss, humiliate, and disgrace General Tay- 
lor.” Again: ‘“ Monstrous as this proposition was 
‘in infamy and injustice, although the President’s 
‘supporters in the House of Representatives 
‘treated it in the beginning with open contempt, 
‘they were finally brought, by the force of party 
‘drill and Executive patronage, to regard it as of 
‘singular merit and ser gn Here is another 
instance of the manner in which the effort is to be 
made to elevate General Taylor into the Presidential 
chair. 

This sentence, sir, falsifies history, and renders 
the author contemptible, by charging a majority 
of the last Congress of being influenced in their 
conduct by corrupt means. When the message 
from the President of the United States recom- 
mending the appointment of the Lieutenant Gen- 
eral was received, it was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. Soon afterwards that com- 
mittee made a report, asking to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject, and moved 
to lay the message on the table. This motion was 
adopted without attracting any attention. A mo- 
tion was made by Mr. Hamı, of Maine, to 
reconsider; and on the next day the vote laying 
the message on the table was reconsidered—yeas 
86, nays 84. The question then recurred on dis- 
charging the committee from its further considera- 
tion, and laying so much of the message as related 
to the same upon the table, and failed—yeas 93, 
nays 97. A motion was then made to refer the 
message to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and carried without a division. 
—(House Journal, 134, 137, 138, 139, 2d_ session 
29th Congress.) Thus the Journal falsifies the 
charge that ‘the President’s supporters in the 
House of Representatives treated it in the begin- 
ning with open contempt.” 

Again: This veritable biographer says that ‘‘ the 
‘members of that Congress were finally brought, 
‘by the force of party drill and Executive patronage, 
‘to regard” this measure ‘‘as of singular merit 
‘and necessity.’ In the next sentence, my own 
name is introduced as connected with this measure; 
therefore, I suppose reference is made to me in 
part. Now, for myself, I pronounce the imputa- 
tion false and infamous. 

This truthful and faithful historian again pro- 
ceeds: “A Lieutenant General to displace him 
‘(General Taylor) did not seem likely to succeed, 
‘and hence it was determined to censure him by a 
‘formal vote of Congress. Here, too, the con- 
‘ spirators failed.” After referring to the resolu- 
tions of thanks as introduced by Mr. Cocke, he 
proceeds: “ This resolution was unexceptionable, 
‘and opposition to its passage came as unexpected 


978 


X 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


July 21, 


‘as it was unjustifiable. It happened, however, 
‘that partisan violence was baser than it was 
‘accredited; and while there was one man so 
¢ steeped in prejudice as to offer, there were more 
‘than a hundred to vote for the amendment to 
‘ which we refer. That amendment was the handi- 
‘ work of Mr. Jacos Tuompson, of Mississippi.”’ 

Here is another specimen of the manner in 
which popularity is sought to be obtained for the 
Whig candidate for the Presidency, in holding 
him up as a persecuted man; and in order to raise 
General Taylor, it is deemed necessary to rob 
others of their fairname. It is said General Tay- 
lor has no enemies to punish, should he be elected 
President of the United States. But here this bi- 
ographer undertakes to point out the ‘‘ conspira- 
tors’? who had determined to disgrace him, and 
whose sins in this respect demand condign pun- 
ishment. This is the way, I suppose, for a 
no-party man to conciliate and harmonize all par- 
ties. 

Now, sir, if to withhold my approbation of that 
portion of the capitulation which gave the enemy 
eight weeks to recover his strength, and with new 
vigor to resume the fight, when that enemy was 
supposed to be in the ‘hollow of the hand”’ of our 
General, be a censure of General Taylor, then I 
do censure. If to say I believe that General Tay- 
lor entered into that capitulation, by which the 
operations of our army in Mexico were suspended 
for eight weeks, when their active services were 
deeméd important, because of *‘ the fact of a recent 
change of government in Mexico, believed to be 
favorable to the interests of peace,’’ and that in 
that fact he was deceived and humbugged, be a 
censure upon General Taylor, then I do censure, 
having before me Gen. Taylor’s own report—given 
of course upon honor—to prove the fact. If to 


say I approve of Mr. Marcy’s letter, which ordered | 


the discontinuance of that armistice, one of the 
terms of that capitulation, be a censure upon Gen- 
eral ey oy then I say I do approve it, and con- 
sequently do censure. 

ut, sir, those who seek to construe the proviso 
which I had the honor to offer to the resolutions of 
thanks, into a censure, into an insult to General 
Taylor, are themselves his greatest enemies, and 
do him a great injustice; because the authors and 
supporters of the measure disavowed such an in- 
tention at the time, and gave, by their votes on the 
motion to strike out thanks and insert censure, a 
cotemporaneous exposition of this proposition; 
because all the world know, that even if error 
existed and wrong views had been formed by the 
members ‘of Congress, General Taylor, by his 
imperfect and unsatisfactory report, had required 
Congress to stultify themselves or come to that con- 
clusion; because they insist that the Representa- 
tives of the American people have, by that con- 
struction, pronounced that here General Taylor 
committed an egregious blunder, and that judgment 
stands unreversed; because, by attracting public 
attention: to this. matter, instead of making capital 
for the Whig candidate for the Presidency, it will 
necessarily produce an opposite effect. — 

During this session, joint resolutions of thanks 
to General Taylor for the victory achieved at 
Buena Vista were introduced into tkis House; and 
upon motion made by one of his political friends, 
(Mr. Asumun, of Massachusetts,] there was ap- 
pended to the resolutions an amendment, that the 
victory was won ina war “ unconstitutionally and 
unnecessarily commenced by the President of the 
United States! Did this convey a censure upon 
General Taylor? It was not so intended by his 
friends: yet I think this military chieftain would 
have felt his cheeks tinge with shame to have read 
them; for if the war was unnecessary and uncon- 
stitutional in its commencement, it was equally un- 
necessary and unconstitutional in its prosecution; 
and the war being of this character, he (General 
Taylor) was the leader of a licensed band of mur- 
derers and highwaymen, who had been engaged 
in the unholy work of shedding innocent blood. 
He was but a successful buccaneer, or land pirate, 
skilled in the art of destroying those who had the 
manliness to stand up and defend their homes, their 
wives and children. Such honors, though they 
had been piled up mountain high, won in such a 
cause, would have paled, dwindled, died before 
the eternal principles of justice, and right, and truth. 
Such a resolution, coupled with such a sentiment, 
would, in my estimation, have dishonored the man 
and the brave soldiers who had won the victory; 


and the day will come when all of our countrymen 
will so esteem it 

If General Taylor be the man I have taken him 
to be, he would have sworn in anger, for another 
reason. He was more intimately associated with 
the commencement of this war with Mexico than 
any man living. He advised the movement of our 
army. to the borders of the Rio Grande. He, of 
his own free will and discretion, pitched his tent 
opposite Matamoros, and pointed his guns so as 
to bear upon the main plaza of that town. If his 
small force invited the attack, he was responsible 
for its weakness, because he had full authority to 
enlarge it at any time. When all these things 
flashed across his mind, could he have regarded 
the resolutions other than a direct personal reflec- 
tion? If he did not so feel, he is not the man he 
boasts himself to be, ‘‘who asks no favors, and 
shrinks from no responsibility.” 

But in the language of this truthful and faithful 
historian, I cannot say that those who voted for 
the motion had determined to censure General 
Taylor, or to mock him, or that they were con- 
spirators, or that they acted from base, vindictive, 
party motives. I am more charitable, and sup- 
pose they acted with a due but a mistaken sense 
of their responsibility to God and their country; 
and as I know I acted from correct motives, I pro- 
nounce the charge of “a determination to censure,” 
false; of being a **conspirator,’’ infamously false; 
and of acting from ‘‘base,’’ vindictive, ‘* party mo- 
tives,” superlatively false. 

General Taylor is a candidate for the Presidency; 
his military character is not in the issue. Iam 
willing to concede to him all that sort of merit 
which his extravagant friends may claim for him. 
I think he possesses ample military knowledge to 
answer the purposes of a Chief Magistrate; but I 
shall oppose his election with zeal and industry, 
with all the talent and all the influence which I 
can command; and in doing so, I shall act with a 
consciousness that I am serving my country and 
its best interests, preserving and advancing our 
prosperity, and. perpetuating our liberty and our 
glorious institutions. I shall do so, because I do 
not believe he possesses the requisite political in- 
formation and experience. The able civilian and 
the distinguished general are not necessarily blend- 
ed in the same individual. A man may be an ex- 
cellent pilot to a steamboat, and yet know nothing 
of the steam-engine which propels his vessel. A 
man may be an accomplished mathematician, and 
yet be wholly unable to construct a house. 

It is no reflection upon General Taylor to say he 
knows nothing of the civil affairs of Government, 
because he has lived till he is three-score and five 
years old without forming and expressing an opin- 
ion on those great measures which have divided 
the people, and which, being carried out, have 
borne this Government sewer and onward to our 
present proud eminence of prosperity and great- 
ness—an eminence from which we hold out the 
beacon-light which invites, and guides, and cheers 
the downtrodden of all the earth into the paths of 
liberty and republicanism. In this vacancy of 
mind, he boldly takes his position, flat-footed, upon 
the milldam, and says: What a majority of these 
censorious Congressmen shall think, I will think. 
But unfortunately for this position, if he be elected 
President, the Constitution will require him to 
think first. The third section of the second arti- 
cle of the Constitution provides: “ He [the Presi- 
dent] shall, from time to time, give to the Congress 
information of the state of the Union, and recom- 
mend to their consideration such measures as he 
shall judge necessary and expedient.’’ Our fore- 
fathers were silly enough to suppose the people 
would have the sense and independence to se- 
lect a thinking man for President—a man with 
some political principles; and as they had con- 
structed a house for his residence, and required 
him to be always at his post, it was presumed, as 
the representative of the whole people, he would 
see what the true interests of the country required, 
and therefore they made it his duty to collect and 
lay before Congress all proper information, to en- 
able them to legislate for the people of the Union, 
and recommend the adoption of such measures as 
he might judge necessary and expedient. 

From the eps opinions which have been 
given out to the country, what kind of a message 
would General Taylor send to Congress? In the 
language of the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. 
Van Dyxg,] ‘ Echo answers, ‘1I-don’t know.’ ” 


[A laugh.] If I should judge from the staple of 
the a dine of his friends in his behalf before the 
people, it would run something after this fashion: 
«<I hold no opinion which I would not readily 
‘ proclaim to my assembled countrymen; but crude 
‘ impressions upon matters of policy which may be 
‘right to-day and wrong to-morrow, are perhaps 
‘not the best test of fitness for office. One who 
‘ cannot be trusted without pledges, [i. e. without 
‘ opinions,] cannot be confided in merely on ac- 
‘ count of them.’ General Taylor never surren- 
ders. General Taylor asks no favors, and shrinks: 
from no responsibility. General Taylor eats fat 
meat on a piece of cold corn bread, and cuts it with 
a Barlow knife, as Mr. Crittenden says. A little 
more grape, Captain Bragg! Palo Alto, Resaca 
de la Palma, Monterey, and Buena Vista!” [A 
laugh. } . 

One of the cardinal articles of faith taught now 
in the new edition of the Whig catechism, is, that 
‘¢ General Taylor never surrenders.”? His mili- 
tary history proves this to be true; but when you 
consider General Taylor as a politician, it has no 
foundation in fact. He has repeatedly asserted 
that— 

« Tn no case can I permit myself to be the eandidate of any 
party, or yield myself to party schemes.” ‘I shall offer no 
active opposition to the use of my name in connection with 
this responsible office, [the Chief Mayistuacy,] as long as they 
continue to use it thus, independent of party distinctions,”? 
« But, in being thus nominated, I must insist on the con- 
dition—and my position on this point is immutable—thas I 
shail not be brought forward by them as the candidate of 
their party, or considered as the exponent of their party doc- 
trines.”?” ‘¢ {do not design to withdraw my name if Mr. Clay 
be the nominee of the Whig National Convention.) * * * 
« It has not been my intention, at any moment, to change 
my position, or to withdraw my name from the canvass, who- 
ever may be the nominee of the National Convention, either 
of the Whig or Democratic party.’ | 

Look on this picture. Now, on this: the Con- 
vention which convened in Philadelphia, in June 
last, was undoubtedly a party assemblage, com- 
posed of Whigs, and Whigs only. -The object of 
the"meeting was to select a standard-bearer of their 
party, and a great representative of their party 
faith. General Taylor appears before that Con- 
vention, and, through the delegates from his own 
State, solicits the nomination; and, in order to 
obtain it, authorizes them to make the following 
statements: 

& On behalf of the delegation of Louisiana, I will further 
state, that General Taylor desires it to be understood, that, 
in his opinion, his friends who come into this Convention 
are bound to abide by its decision, and to sustain the nom- 
inee ‘heart and soul;’ that General Taylor recognizes in 
his friends in this Convention those wlio have the right to 


withdraw his name, and will cheerfully acquiesce in such 
withdrawal.” 


«& General Taylor, we are also authorized to say, will hail 
with entire satisfaction the nomination by the Convention 
ofany other than himself; being persuaded that the welfare 
of our country requires a change of men and measures, in 
order to arrest the downward tendency of our national affairs.” 

Here is a complete, absolute, unconditional sur- 
render. Alas, poor human nature! As the Psalmist 
says, ‘‘ there is none perfect; no, not one.” Long 
had General Taylor resisted every approach man- 
fully and boldly, maintaining his independence of 
both parties; indignantly scouting the very idea of 
becoming the instrument, the tool of any set of 
men, to effect their party schemes. He said, in 
effect, ‘Is thy servant a dog that he shall do this 
thing!” And yet, how is it? This chieftain, who 
had put Arista and his hosts to flight, who forced 
Ampudia to beg for quarters, and had scattered the 
mighty legions of Santa Anna, bows himself, and 
makes an unconditional surrender of himself and 
his conscience to King Caucus. To his puissant 
majesty he says: * You believe ‘the welfare of 
‘our country requires a change of men and meas- 
‘ures, in order to avert the downward tendency 
‘of our national affairs:’ so do I. Now, make 


me your captain, and the men are changed, and ` 


the measures shall be. These Locofocos, who 
have been fattening out of the public crib, shall be 
beheaded, and true and loyal subjects of your 
highness shall be provided for: This abominable 
Democratic tariff of 1846, which is depriving so 
many of your faithful friends, the manufacturers, 


of the rightful profits upon their capital, and under . 
which our sugar planters cannot make more than | 


twice as much as the cotton growers, with the same | 
labor, must be changed, to avert the downward 
tendency of the country. This independent treas- 
ury, which I always thought was a kind of a two- 
legged treasury, is keeping your most reliable sup- 
porters, the banks, out of the rich shavings they ` 
could make by the use of the public money; it! 
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must be stricken from the statute-book. It is 
true, O King Caucas, when I was vexed with Mr. 
Marcy, I said that this Government ought to take 
gix or seven States from Mexico, and hold them; 
but since I see that the Locofoco candidate, Gen- 
eral Cass, thinks this country might swallow the 
whole of Mexico and not be materially damaged, 
he has so far outdone me, I take that back, and 
ano the language of the great Washington : 
* Why should we quit our own, to stand on for- 
eign ground? And therefore, like you, O King 
Caucus, l am for taking no land at all.” 

Now, General Taylor had not the face, in view 
of all he had said, to make this speech in proper 
person, but he appointed commissioners to do 80, 
and when it was done, King Caucus took the 
whole matter under advisement: ‘* Mr. Clay is a 
great man, and a man of principle, but, unfortu- 
nately, his principles are too well known.. If we 
risk a battle under that leader, his whereabouts is 
so well known we shall surely be vanquished, and 
all of our hopes of office will fail. But General 
Taylor is not openly committed. When asked, 
What are his principles? we can reply, Did he not 
fight for his country! When charged with giving 
aid and comfort to the enemy, we can say: Yes, 
Old Zack did give them aid and comfort with a 
vengeance! When asked, What measures will he 
recommend? we can answer: A little more grape, 
Captain Bragg! Thus we can effect by indirec- 
tion, what we cannot do directly. As we have 
forced him to surrender before he starts, it is very 
certain we can guide him after the reins of power 
are placed in his hands.” And thus King Caucus 
decreed General Taylor should be the captain. 

I shall oppose the election of General Taylor, 
because, having never declared his principles, his 
supposed availability is based upon the hypothesis, 
that the people, unable to detect the game of de- 
ception by which no principles are made to fit 
every man’s principles, will be influenced in their 
action solely by an admiration for military ex- 
ploits. I humbly conceive an appeal is made to 
the passions, and not to the understandings of the 
voters. An election carried by such influences, 
degrades our countrymen, and reflects dishonor 
upon our free republican institutions. 

I shall oppose the election of General Taylor, be- 
cause he belongs to the standing army; that branch 
of service from which have he f those men 
who have overturned all preceding republics, and 
were so much dreaded by our ancestors. He now 
wears his epaulets upon his shoulders, and girdsa 
sword to his side, and is, at this moment, in com- 
mand of a strong force, subject to his order. I 
have no objection to men who have won military 
distinction—such a man as Washington was, or 
Jackson, or Harrison. But these men were taken 
from private life, at the time they were run for the 
Presidency; they had no banded legions to make 
their elevation dangerous to liberty. 

After Washington had evinced military talent in 
the Indian wars, while yet a young man he returned 
to private life, and there remained for seventeen 
years, till he was sent by his own State to the first 
Congress which assembled in the United States, 
before they were yet independent. While a mem- 
ber of Congress, he was elected commander-in- 
chief of the American army; he remained in com- 
mand only so long as the war lasted, and then re- 
signed his commission and retired to private life, 
where he remained until he was elected a delegate 
to the Convention which formed the Federal Con- 
stitution. Ofthat body he was the President, and, 
therefore, had as much civil as military experience 
when he was elécted the first President after the 
adoption of the present Constitution. He was first 
in peace as well as first in war. He was a citi- 
zen-soldier; and great as was his worth and purity, 
I do not believe our jealous forefathers would have 
called him to the Presidential chair with a sword 
in his hand. 

Jackson, too, was a citizen-soldier. When war’s 
alarms first aroused the patriotism of the country, 
he threw aside his law books, and shouldered his 
musket. The peace of his country having been 
won, he again resumed the duties of his profession: 
he had been lawyer, judge, Senator of the United 
States, member of the convention which formed the 
constitution of the State of Tennessee, and Gov- 
ernor of a Territory, and his civil experience had 
been far greater than his military. 

Harrison had been, at an early day, connected 
ith the army of the United States; but he remained 


in the army but a short time: he had also been the 
Governor of a Territory, delegate to Congress, 
Senator of the United States, a negotiator of many 
Indian treaties, minister at a foreign court, and, 
finally, clerk of the court of common pleas in 
Ohio. He was a civilian; in the opinion of his 
friends, an orator, a classical scholar, an elegant 
writer; but he, too, was a citizen-soldier. 

General Cass is also a citizen-soldier; he has been 
United States marshal. When the wild blast of war 
swept over the Northwest, he abandoned his private 
business, and volunteered to fight the battles of his 
country; and after good service, and after he had 
been promoted to the office of brigadier general b 
Mr. Madison, he was appointed and served with 
distinguished ability as Governor of a territory, as 
negotiator of many important Indian treaties, ac- 
companied with great hazard, as Secretary of War, 
as minister at a foreign court, and finally, Senator 
of the United States, where his nomination found 
him, and he immediately retired to private life. 

General Taylor, however, has no experience but 
in arms, and he is the first man in the whole his- 
tory of the Government, without any civil experi- 
ence, who has aspired to the highest civil office 
in the world. Others may do as they will, but as 
for me and mine, we will resist this untried ex- 
periment. 

If I had another hour, I would proceed with 
these reasons, because they could be greatly mul- 
tiplied; but I discover the sands of my hour are 
fast wasting away. 

When I cast my eye over the map of the world, 
and compare our happy country with the benighted 
condition of aaie nations, and the troubled 
state of civilized Europe, I feel proud of that bright 
flag which floats from the dome of your Capitol, 
and under whose protection we sit and deliberate 
in safety. [Ít is associated with every high and 
lofty feeling—with all that elevates, adorns, enno- 
bles, and dignifies man. It is emblematical of the 
onward and apwan progress of our great Confed- 
eracy. It sheds its light and power over +‘ the land 
of the free and the home of the brave.” It spreads 
its ample folds from ocean to ocean. Under it, our 
ships plough every sea, and our commerce reaches 
to every port. Under it, but lately, our army has 
marched in triumph, from victory to victory, until 
it proudly waved from the lofty capital of Mexico. 
An expensive war has been waged till we have con- 
queredaglorious pe without deranging the busi- 
ness operations of the country, and withouta single 
financial panic. All the arts of peace have advanced, 
and become more perfect and useful. Improvements 
in our internal communication have kept up their 
onward progress; railroads have lengthened out 
their serpentine tracks, and grappled and cemented 
the bonds of our Union. Lightning flashes along 
our telegraphic wires, and friends a thousand miles 
apart hold converse with each other, as though face 
to face. Our people are contented, thriving, indus- 
trious, cheerful, prosperous, and happy. 

What were the great measures which stimulated 
and secured this result? The wise, just, equal 
tariff of 1846, and the abandonment of the banking 
system, and the return to a constitutional currency, 
and the preservation of the integrity of the rights 
of the States, by abstaining from the exercise of 
any power not clearly conferred by the Constitu- 
tion. 

Under such circumstances, the people ask for no 
change. The people want no change of measures; 
they do not believe, with General Taylor, ‘‘ a change 
of men and measures necessary to arrest the down- 
ward tendency of our national affairs.” They will 
maintain the ascendency of those measures, for 
the establishment of which they have so long 
struggled; and the ides of November will prove 
their attachment to those men who have been so 
faithful and efficient in carrying out their high be- 
hests. It is impossible they should build up so 
splendid an edifice, and, immediately after enter- 
ing into the full enjoyment of the fruits of their 
labor, they should turn, and, with ruthless hands, 
raze this magnificent structure totheground. Mobs 
may be fickle; but my confidence is unwavering, 
that intelligent freemen will stand firm, unflinching, 
and unmoved; and the result of the pending elec- 
tion will eventuate to the honor, glory, and perpe- 
tuity of our institutions. 

Mr. BARROW said: As I was accidentally ab- 
sent yesterday, Mr. Speaker, when the vote was 
taken by which the civil and diplomatic bill was 
rejected, I have a desire to make a few remarks 


upon the motion for a reconsideration now pending; 
and as I have troubled the House but rarely durin 
the session, I hope this desire will not be deeme 
unreasonable. I shall endeavor to compress what 
I have to say into one-half the time allotted to me 
by a rule of the House. 

Had I been present, I should have voted for the 
bill, although a favorite amendment—that for the 
repair of the dam in the Ohio river, at Cumberland 
Island—was rejected in Committee of the Whole. 
I had cherished the hope, sir, that my‘amendment 
would be adopted, as, apart from its great import- 
ance to the internal commerce of the valley of the 
Mississippi, I had long since discovered that a 
large portion of the Democratic party in this House 
entertained no “constitutional scruples” as to the 
power of the General Government to remove ob- 
structions from rivers and harbors. This hope, 
too, was increased by the fact, that the amendment 
was similar to the clause in the bill, as reported by 
the Committee of Ways and Means, by which an 
appropriation was made for the Savannah river, 
and that it could be sustained by kindred argu- 
ments. The dam in the Ohio river—which, in its 
present dilapidated condition, has become an ob- 
struction to navigation—was placed there by the 
Government nearly fifteen years ago, under the 
administration, too, of General Jackson, a strict 
constructionist and an anti-internal improvement 
man, in the opinion of those of the present day 
who seek to strengthen their own unstable posl- 
tion by the use of a great name. It was never en- 
tirely completed, and within a year or two past, it 
has been so much injured by high floods and other 
causes, that it has become dangerous to boats passing 
up or down, while the depth of the channel on the 
opposite side of the island has been considerably 
lessened. It is certainly, therefore, an obstruction, 
created by the Government, and which they are 
bound to abate, either by repairing or removing it. 
If they will not do the first, let them do the last, 
and thus place the navigation of this great river in 
the same condition in which it was before the pas- 
sage of the act of 1833. To destroy, to be sure, 
would be much more expensive than to build up; 
but this may not be considered by the ‘‘ progres- 
sive”? portion of the Democracy as a sufficient 
argument to overcome their ‘ constitutional” ob- 


jections. 


_ I should have taken these and other grounds, 
Mr. Speaker, in support of my amendment, could 
I have had the opportunity of addressing the Com- 
mittee of the Whole or the House upon it. It 
was rejected, and though, I thought, unreasonably, 
I did not choose to vote against a similar appropri- 
ation for the Savannah river, as I considered it 
propri and necessary, and as I trust I shall never 
e found legislating from feelings of disappoint- 
ment or spite, or from sectional considerations. 
Let us now approach the more general and im- 
portant points of the subject before us. 
A strange spectacle has been presented in this 
House during the present session. It has been 
ordinarily the case in the history of parties in this 
country, that those who professed to coincide in 
opinion with an existing Administration were found 
ready to support its recommendations, and that 
those who were considered the opposition were not 
depended upon, or looked to, as the means b 
which these recommendations would be passed. 
But what have we seen in this House? large 
portion, if not a majority, of the Democratic party 
arrayed in opposition to the recommendations of 
an Administration which they aided to bring into 
power, and of which, on occasions when they be- 
lieve political capital may be made, they are still 
willing to profess to be the ardent supporters. Re- 
fer to the naval and other appropriation bills of the 
present session, and you will find a large number 
of the names of gentlemen on the opposite side of 
the Chamber recorded in the negative. What will 
you find in reference to the course of the Whigs? 
That they have stood up like patriots, and sus- 
tained, almost to a man, the measures necessary to 
carry on the Government, even though they- were 
recommended by an Administration for which they 
had but little cause to entertain either affection or 
respect. The course of our opponents te the high- 
est compliment that could have been paid to the 
Whigs. They would not have ventured to vote 
to withhold the necessary supplies, had they not 
believed that this side of the House would not 
permit a factious or ee Sea spirit to inter- 
fere with the duty of legislators and patriots. Let 
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them play the demagogue as they might, they 
knew that the Whig party would not sacrifice or 
disregard the interests of the country, and that 
they would be ready to sustain the recommenda- 
tions even of -this Administration, when they 
thought those interests demanded it. How loudly 
does this conduct of our opponents speak in favor 
of the conservatism and liberality of the Whig 
party ! 

I am reminded, Mr. Speaker, by my friend from 
North Carolina (Mr. Barrincer] of another fact. 
The Whigs have been denounced upon this floor, 
and throughout the country, as ‘“‘traitors,’’ because 
they were not ready to vote for everything the 
Executive demanded, to carry on his schemes of 
conquest; and because, among other things, they 
refused to place ten additional regiments at his con- 
trol, when every breeze from Mexico bore the glad 
tidings of the prospect of peace. Yes; even then, 
because they were unwilling to increase, unneces- 
sarily, the expenditures of the Government, and 
especially to swell the already overshadowing and 
corrupting patronage of the Executive, they were 
accused of ‘moral treason.” Now, however, 
when appropriations are needed for domestic in- 
terests, and for carrying on our. Government as It 
already exists—when something is asked for the 
purpose of maintaining peace, by increasing the 
means of friendly intercommunication with other 
nations, or for strengthening those fortifications 
which have been erected at home for defence 
against foreign aggression or invasion, we find 
many of these self-styled patriots, these devoted 
and untiring promoters of the honor and glory of 
their country, manfully uttering an indignant No, 
and leaving the support of the recommendations 
of their own Administration to the derided and 
slandered Whigs! Is this consistency? Can the 
Democrats in this House, who have acted in this 
manner, justify themselves before the country ? 
Where will the people hereafter look for patriot- 
ism and Jiberality—for broad and impartial legis- 
lation? Let the course of the two parties in this 
House, during the present session, furnish the 
reply. 

ay not be inappropriate, Mr. Speaker, to 
inquire into the motives of such conduct. I shall 
do so with all proper respect, but at the same time 
with candor and fearlessness. 

_] well recollect having listened with considerable 
interest, a few months ago, to the speech of a dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
WessteEr,] delivered in his place in the Senate. 
Amongst other things, he predicted what would be 
the result of the nomination at Baltimore, so far as 
Mr. Polk was concerned; how that, after the 22d 
May, he—now so much courted and flattered— 
would sink to the level of other men, forgotten or 
disregarded, while the apotheosis which had been 
promised to him would be reserved for the fortu- 
nate nominee, whether he were a novus homo, who 
might, be selected because he was unknown out of 
his own county or village, or the hackneyed poli- 
tician who had occupied different positions on the 
same question, or had been ‘‘ everything by turns, 
and nothing long.” He depicted, in graphic terms, 
the prominent traits in the character of the Demo- 
crats of our time, and most happily hit them off 
when he said that they were unlike the sunflower 
—they would never be found ready to 
' Turn to their god when he sets i 

The same look which (they) gave when he rose.” 
How completely has this prediction been verified ! 
We find the same men, or many of them, voting 
against the recommendations of the Administra- 
tion, in the last year of its existence, whose very 
slightest behest they were willing to ratify when it 
was first installed in power—men now withhold- 
ing their support from important appropriation 
bills suggested by this same Administration, who 
did not hesitate to vote for the establishment of the 
rank of Lieutenant General, and the granting of 
three millions to buy the peace from Santa Anna 
which was to be so easily and so gloriously con- 

uered ! ‘They now avert their eyes from James 

- Polk, either in indifference or disgust, and fix 
them, in fond adulation, upon their future idol— 
the nominee of the Baltimore Convention ! 

Another motive may be attributed to these gen- 
tlemen. A Presidential contest is approaching— 
a contest in which it is believed by many far-seeing 
Democrats that their candidate will come out 
‘* second best.” It is important for them, there- 
fore, that every point of advantage should be 


seized, and that they should increase their capital 
by fictitious additions. They will go before the 
peop and endeavor to show that the Whigs have 

een wastefully extravagant; that they have been 
ready to vote for any and every appropriation. 
They will talk piteously of the manner in which 
the hard earnings of the poor have been squan- 
dered by the “' Federal-Mexican Whigs,” and will 
point to the Journals to furnish evidence of their 
own economy and thriftiness! But they will be 
met everywhere, and when all the facts are spread 
before a just and intelligent people, the result may 
be safely anticipated. | 

Another strange spectacle, Mr. Speaker, has 
been presented upon this fluor. A large number 
of the Democratic party believe in the constitu- 
tionality.and necessity of internal improvements— 
how many I will not venture to specify; but I 
shall not be far from the mark when I say about 
one-third. Twenty-five of them voted for the first 
of the series of resolutions reported by the Com- 
mittee of Commerce, the other day, in favor of a 
judicious system of internal improvements, and | 
have no doubt, from what I have seen during this 
session, that others are of the same way of think- 
ing. Well, sir, what did we find when the civil 
and diplomatic bill was upon its final passage? 
Only eleven of this number were ready to adhere to 
the position they had previously occupied by 
voting for a bill containing an appropriation of 
$50,000 for the Savannah river. The others were 
either in the negative or in—ihe vocative. 

What could have been the reason for the conduct 
of these gentlemen? Either that this item was in- 
appropriately inserted, or that they knew that the 
President’s veto would be applied if it were re- 
tained in the bill. Let us examine each of these 
points for a few moments. 

I would ask the Speaker of this House, and 
others who have been here longer than he, if they 
have not, on repeated occasions, in the course of 
their legislative career, found items inserted in dif- 
ferent bills to which they were less appropriate 
than this item is to the bill which was rejected yes- 
terday? Though my own experience here is short, 
I have been in the habit for years of looking close- 
ly into the proceedings of Congress; and I may 
safely say that 1 have often discovered amendments 
to bills of various descriptions less germane, less 
in place, than this small appropriation for clearing 
out obstructions in an important river, and thus 
improving our internal commerce, can be deemed 
in a bill providing for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penditures of the Government. In the present 
crowded state of our legislation; Mr. Speaker, this 
must often be the case. The business before us of 
a public and private character has greatly increased 
within a few years past, and is increasing every 
day, and many matters of great importance will be 
postponed from session to session, and probably 
forever, if we await the passage of a separate bill 
for each, or refuse to take advantage of the oppor- 
tunity that may be offered to bring them in, by 
way of amendments to such bills as are usually 
allowed the precedence in this House. Besides 
this general consideration, however, which must 
forcibly atrike every one, we have had two or more 
instances presented to us during this debate where 
amendments were inserted in general appropriation 
bills, at previous sessions of Congress, and by 
Democratic votes, too, without hesitation or ques- 
tion, which were as much, or more, out of place 
than the proposed appropriation for the Savannah 
river in the rejected civil and diplomatic bill. Pre- 
cedent and necessity may both, therefore, be ad- 
duced to justify the insertion of this section; and I 
cannot believe that our Democratic friends would 
disregard both, unless some other motive, some 
more powerful influence, was at work upon them 
than the mere apprehension that they were doing 
wrong to Insert an appropriation for internal im- 
provements, to which many of them are not op- 
posed, in a general bill of this description. 

We can have no difficulty, Mr. Speaker, in dis- 
covering what this controlling motive is. It has 
been disclosed upon this floor with but little deli- 
cacy and: without much respect for the dignity and 
independence of this House. The President of 
the United States will veto this bill if this obnox- 
ious clause is retained, and we ought, therefore, to 
pass the bill without it! This is the tenor if not 
the very words of assurances or threats which 
have been made here with a view of influencing 
the representatives of the people, and of bringing 


them, subservient and cringing, to the footstool of 
the Executive. For Ra spurn such an influ- 
ence, and utterly deny that the intentions or wishes 
of the President should have the-slightest effect 
upon our conduct here. Our Constitution and 
earlier annals plainly show that the legislative de- 
partment was intended to be entirely independent 
of the Executive. The former, in fact, declares, 
in so many words, that the legislative powers of 


.the Government shall be vested in the Senate and 


House of Representatives, while it points out the 
separate and peculiar duties of the Executive. 
Notwithstanding this strongly-marked separation, 
however, the doctrines broached within the last 
fifteen years, and sustained at no time with more 
boldness than during the present Administration, 
in reference to the power and prerogative of the 
President, have been of the most startling charac- 
ter, and should arrest the attention of the most 
thoughtless or confiding. Notonly has the actual 
veto been frequently thrust into this Hal} and made 
to play the part of the executioner of the interests 
and wishes of the people, but it is now held up to 
us in advance, and we are called upon to shape 
our measures, if we would avoid its blighting 
presence again, so as to meet the views or scruples 
of our good lord and master, the President. e 
are told, in effect, that we would save much breath 
and much time if we would ascertain beforehand, 
by whatever means we may, whether this or that 
bill will not be so tainted by someamendment or sec- 
tion, deemed by us to be proper and important, and 


‘not at all unfragrant, as to smell rank in the deli- 


cate nostrils of the Executive, and thus produce 
the rejection of the whole measure. The Presi- 
dent is made, not only a part of the legislative 
power, but he becomes, in fact, the Congress of 
the United States, making what laws he pleases, 
and bending the codrdinate branches of the Gov- 
ernment—which were intended as checks and bal- 
ances—as well as the interests of the people, to his 
supreme will and pleasure. Why, sir, if these 
doctrines prevail, our boasted institutions would 
be much léss acceptable to a freeman than those 
which it was the object of our Revolution to throw 
off. Our Government would become a despotism 
of the worst sort, because, in the midst of party 
excitement and with Democratic professions in its 
mouth, it would always be able to gather the de- 
ceived and the corrupt to its support. Ina real 
despotism, such as Turkey presents, or which 
prevails to a great extent in Russia, we should 
make no struggle, and our very submission would 
ensure our safety, by securing the few privileges 
we might possess, while by a Government claiming 
to be Democratic—to be constantly alive to the 
rights and interests of the people—the very effort 
to resist its oppressions and expose its duplicity 
would be denounced as ‘* moral treason,” inces- 
sant appeals being made the meanwhile to the 
prejudices and passions of those who feared no 
danger to their liberties, because they would be- 
lieve that they had uniformly enjoyed them with- 
out unjust control or illegal limitation. 

The encroachments of the Executive, Mr. Speak- 
er, upon the. privileges and righta of Congress and 
of the people, whose opinions it was intended to 


. embody and express, have always furnished 


grounds of apprehension to real patriots, or to those 
who professed to be so, from the commencement 
of our Government. Many of the sages of the era 
of the formation of our Constitution, with a fore- 
sight almost superhuman, foreshadowed, in elo- 

uent terms, the dangers that might result from 
the power bestowed upon the Exeeutive. Men of 
more recent date, but hardly less distinguished, 
have also raised their warning voice against the 
encroachments of this department. Andrew Jack- 
son and Thomas H. Benton—areades ambo, with 
the Democracy—were found, some twenty years 
ago, in the ranks of those who resisted the increase 
of Executive power, and sought to control the ex, 
penditures of the Government and the improper 
exercise of its patronage. I need not recall the 
recollection of this House to the celebrated “ East 
Room’? letter—that is a musty document, and has 
been long since sent to the tomb of the Capulets, 
disappointed and unaneled—a document of which 
its distinguished author, the embryo lieutenant 
general, has since repented no doubt in sackcloth 
and ashes. But, sir, [ will recall one of the recol- 
lections of my own youth—a recollection which is 
intimately associated with the most celebrated of 
the two names I have mentioned. Amongst the 
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most important political tenets which I was taught, 
sir, when I was just entering upon the threshold 
of manhood, was that inculcated by Andrew Jack- 
son, that the power of the Executive of this nation 
“ had increased, was increasing, and ought to be 
diminished.” You may not have forgotten—I have 
not—his famous letter to the Legislature of Ten- 
nessee, when he resigned his seat in the Senate of the 
United States—having been renominated as a candi- 
date for the Presidency—in which he not only advo- 
cates the election of the Chief Magistrate directly 
by the people, as a means of preventing * bargain, 
intrigue, and corruption,” bat recommends an 
amendment of the Constitution, by which members 
of Congress shall be prevented from receiving office 
from the Executive for two years, I believe, after 
their term of service shall have expired. And what 
was the reason of this last recommendation? The 
purport of his argument, though not the words, 
was, that the Executive had coiled itself like an 
anaconda around the two Houses of Congress, and 
was able either to crush them to death or to force 
them to comply with its wishes. This letter was 
ene of the articles of our faith in Tennessee, Mr. 
Speaker, when, in that noble State, we were all 
Jackson men. But, in after times, when the “ old 
Hero” ceased to be, in the words of the lamented 
Crockett, a Jackson man himself, we left him, and 
under other leadera still advocated the doctrines 
which we had learned from his venerated lips. 

In contending, then, sir, against the proposed 
mode of exercising Executive influence in this 
House, I am not inconsistent, but I am only car- 
rying out the lessons which I was taught in the 
old Jackson school. I consider that it would not 
only show an absence of proper self-respect and 
dignity, but that it would be an indelible disgrace 
to the Representatives of the people—a people yet 
free—to stop for a single moment to inquire what 
were the wishes of the Executive, or what he in- 
tended to do, in reference to any matter which may 
be proposed for our decision. We are an inde- 
pendent branch of this Government; we are, more 
than any other portion of it, the immediate repre- 
sentatives of the people; we come fresh from them, 
and every two years return our authority into 
their hands, and we ought, therefore, to know 
more of their intentions and desires, and to be con- 
sidered more willing and able to carry them into 
effect, than any other branch of this Government. 
lf there is to be instruction or dictation anywhere, 
it should be sent from us to the President, and not 
from the President to us. He delights to call him- 
self the servant of the people. hy should he 
seek to be the master of their immediate represent- 
atives? Sir, I consider, that from our position and 
our commission, we are higher than the Execu- 
tive, if any branch of this Government is higher 
than another; and, as a representative of a por- 
tion of the free people of Tennessee, I would scorn 
to kneel down before him and say, in humble sup- 

lication, ** May it please your Majesty, what 
aws shall we, your humble and faithful commons, 
enact that will obtain your royal approval?” Sir, 
I feel the blood of a freeman rushing more hotly 
through my veins at the very thought. I feel that 
I should dishonor the memory and actions of the 
fathers of the Revolution, if at this early day— 
only something more than half a century removed 
from the period of their labors—I should thus con- 
sent to approach a coérdinate branch of this Gov- 
ernment, and lay the rights and privileges of the 
people at its feet. Little did they think that any 
portion of their descendants who might have the 
honor of seats upon this floor would, in so short 
a time from the consummation of their noble work, 
condescend to await the behest of the Executive 
before they could make up their own minds upon 
any measure of public policy! 

e should legislate in this Hall, Mr. Speaker, 
without seeking to ascertain the opinions of any 
man or body out of it, except the great body of 
the people. Let me ask you a question. Do we 
await the action or wishes of the Senate—a_ por- 
tion of the Government which is more immediately 
connected with us than the President—before we 
arrive at a decision upon measures which may be 
proponer to us? Do they come to us, on the other 

and, and seek to know what are our opinions, 
before they introduce or pass upon any measure 
of general interest? Were they to do so, I should 
be ready to commit them to that fate to which a 
distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. Hanne- 
GAN] was anxious to consign Mr. Polk, should he 


abandon the line of 54° 40’ in the Oregon contro- 
versy—‘ a Gepth.of infamy from which the hand 
of resurrectién would never raise them.” Let us 
look at the course of the Senate on the great ques- 
tion which is now before them—the slavery com- 
promise. -When a committee was appointed to 
take charge of this question, did they wait to 
know what might be our opinions upon the sub- 
ject? No, sir; they went to work like men and 
Senators, guided by their own opinions, as an in- 
dependent branch of the Government, and seeking 
to give effect to the dictates of their own judgments 
and their own counsels, and to settle a question 
which may be almost considered as big with the 
fate of Rome itself. I will say, Mr. Speaker, in 
passing, that I am inclined to give my support to 
the proposition which they have introduced in the 
Senate, not only because I am exceedingly anxious 
to bring this vexed question to an amicable adjust- 
ment, but because I have much confidence in the 
prudence and wisdom of the distinguished men 
who compose the committee. I shall reserve to 
myself, however, the right to investigate the sub- 
ject, and to take such a course as my own judg- 
ment shall suggest. 

We should legislate in this Hall, I repeat, Mr. 
Speaker, upon our own opinions and judgment, 
and our own ideas of the rights of the people and 
the provisions of the Constitution. When any 
measure is proposed, it becomes us not to inquire 
or argue here in our places either whether the Pres- 
ident or the Senate may be in favor of it, but whether 
itis proper and right in itself, and calculated to 
promote the interests of the country. Let this be 
always our course, and we need never fear to stand 
before our constituents, though we should differ in 
opinion with the President or the Senate, or both. 
There might be reason and propriety in members of 
this House seeking to interchange opinions, in pri- 
vate Intercourse, with those belonging to the other, 
as, together, they constitute the legislative depart- 
ment of the Government; and it is very natural, 
too, that the opinions of our colleagues there, being 
generally men of experience and character, should 
have weight in the formation of our opinions. But, 
while such might be the case, there would be a 
universal burst of indignation here, were the sup- 
porters or opponents of any measure to seek to 
deter us from voting according to our own judg- 
ments, by announcing or intimating that the Senate 
would certainly undo or nullify our work, and that 
we were, therefore, expending our time to no effect. 
How much more loudly and indignantly ought we 
to raise our voices against the position assumed, 
either directly or indirectly, on the other side, in 
reference to the probable, nay, almost certain, 
exercise of the veto power by the President, if we 
iog in retaining an obnoxious section in this 

ill! In assuming this position, these gentlemen 
may believe that they are taking Democratic 
ground—that they are acting in conformity with 
the spirit and letter of a free Constitution—that 
they are guarding the independence of this House 
and the rights of the people; but I cannot, for my 
life, bring myself to the same conclusion; I cannot 
but think that the effect of their course, if the 
succeed, will be to destroy the strongest bulwark 
which is yet left to us against the encroachments 
of the President, and to produce a combination of 
functions, of a distinct and independent character, 
in the Executive, already become fearfully power- 
ful from its station and its patronage. 

Whatever others may do, Mr. Speaker; I shall 
not wait to learn whether the President will veto 
this bill because the appropriation for the Savan- 
nah river may be retained; and the threats of such 
a result will have no influence upon my conduct. 

Mr. MEADE here asked the gentleman from 
Tennessee if in his opinion the President ought to 
veto the bill, should he think it contained uncon- 
stitutional propositions ? 

Mr. BARROW. Certainly; but that is not the 
question here. I contend that we have no right to 
know, or even to inquire beforehand, what the 
President may deem constitutional or otherwise, 
or what may be his course in reference to any par- 
ticular measure which may become the subject of 
legislation in this Hall. hat he may have done 
heretofore, we are aware of; what he may do here- 
after rests with himself, for which he alone, and 
not we, will be responsible. It may be that there 
is something in the proposed appropriation which 
may give it a different character, in his estimation, 
from the internal improvement measures he has 


previously vetoed. The fact that the obstructions 

in the Savannah river were placed there by the 

Confederation, and with the intention of preventing 

the approach of a hostile fleet to a flourishing 
southern city, may furnish him with a good or 

plausible reason or excuse for giving his assent to 

a bill containing provisions for the support of the 

civil and diplomatic portions of our Government, 

and of course for the payment of his own, and the 

salaries of his Cabinet. Other reasons may influ- 

ence his course, or he may even have the manli- 
ness to acknowledge a change of opinion upon this 
great subject, in which the people feel so deep an 

interest. At all events, it is not our business or- 
our duty to forego our own opinions, or surrender 
our rights, because he may, possibly or probably, 

apply that kingly prerogative, which he is so fond 

of using, to smother a measure of interest and im- 

portance, which a majority of this House may 

deem proper and constitutional. Let him act as 

he pleases; let him veto the bill, and thus, to use 

the words of gentlemen on the other side, ** stop 

the wheels of Government,” I, for one, humble 

and undistinguished as I am, will be ready to meet 

the issue; to go before the people as the advocate 

of the independence and dignity of their represent- 

atives against the dictation or interference of the 

Executive department. 

I shall vote, Mr. Speaker, for the motion to re- 
consider, which I have no doubt will prevail. I 
shall then oppose any effort that may be made 
to strike out the “ objectionable” section. The bill 
will most probably pass the House with this sec- 
tion in it. It will then go to the Senate, and should 
it be passed there, will be sent to the President. 
According to the predictions or threats of some of. 
his friends, it will be returned to this House with 
his objections. The effort will probably be made 
to pass it over his head by the requisite éwo-thirds 
vote, and should that effort fail, it will then become 
our duty. to determine what further steps the inter- 
ests of the country may require us to take. 

” This is the simple and direct course, sir, which 
the Constitution points out, and which it becomes 
us as the representatives of the people to pursue, 
without being stopped, or turned aside, for a mo- 
ment, by the apprehension or the threat that our 
labors may be rendered fruitless by the will and 
power of one man, who, though President, is not 

et, thank God, an absolute king. Whatever may 
be his conduct, let us do our duty, and trust the 
result to the verdict of those to whom he is ame- 
nable, as well as ourselves—a free and intelligent 
people; who, be their political predilections what 
they may, can never consent to approve Executive 
encroachment or usurpation. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, then moved the 
previous question, and there was a second. 

Mr. COCKE moved an adjournment. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said he should insist on 
the yeas and nays if that motion was persisted in, 
for this was the only day on which a motion could 
be made to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed. Let the vote on the 
passage of the bill be reconsidered, and then let a 
motion be made to reconsider the engrossment, and 
then the House could adjourn. . 

Mr. COCKE said he had no intention to do any- 
thing that would create embarrassment, and there- 
fore he withdrew his motion to adjourn. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was rejected, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, was now recognized by 
the Chair. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved a reconsideration 
of the vote by which the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed, and that the House do now adjourn. 
If the House was disposed to take the question 
now on the reconsideration, he would withdraw the 
motion to adjourn and move the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. POLLOCK rose to a question of order, and 
insisted that the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
Coss] could not make two motions at once. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, also insisted that no 
motion could be entertained, inasmuch as he had 
the floor. ~ 

Mr. POLLOCK raised another point of order, 
that the motion to reconsider the engrossment 
could not now be entertained, because a like motion 
on a previous day had been laid upon the table. 

Mr. COBB (amidst much confusion and excite- 
ment) stated that, on the discovery of the error, 
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which was explained two days ago, in the record- 
ing of the vote of his colleague, [Mr. STEPHENS,} 
when the vote on striking out the appropriation 
for the Savannah river was changed, the Speaker 
decided that the vote ordering the engrossment was 
null and void; and therefore that the motion would 
again be put on ordering the bill to be engrossed. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved an adjournment, which 
was agreed to. 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, July 21, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition 
from Amos Kendall, late Postmaster General, and 
John E. Kendall, asking that provision may be 
made for securing the payment of a claim against 
the Western Cherokee Indians out of the money 
due by the United States to those Indians; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. PEARCE presented a petition from Louisa 
Catharine Adams, and other heirs of Joshua John- 
sons deceased, asking the settlement of the ac- 
counts of the deceased, late consul and commercial 
agent at London, on eee equity, and the 
payment of any balance which may be found due 
for his services; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. DICKINSON, it was 

Resoiced, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of giving to the volun- 
teers who have served in the war with Mexico the arms 
and accoutrements with which they have performed said 
service. 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire and report to the Senate what extra public docu- 
ments, and what number of each, the Senate has ordered to 
be printed this session; what number of each has been 
printed and delivered, and when the remainder are likely 
to be printed and delivered. 

Mr. DIX, from the select committee to whom 
was referred the memorial of Miss Dix, reported 
a bill making a grant of public lands to the several 
States of the Union for certain purposes; which 
was read a first time. 

(This bill grants to the several States five mil- 
lions of acres, to be apportioned in the comparative 
ratio of the geographical area and the representa- 
tion of said States in the House of Representatives, 
according to the census of 1850. 

_Mr. DIX gave notice that he should call up the 
bill at an early day for discussion. 


The resolution offered by Mr. Hang, calling for 
information from the Navy Department relative to 
the punishment of seamen in the United States 
vessels, was taken up and agreed to. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives 
to the bill authorizing the sale of a certain public 
reservation in the city of Washington, was con- 
curred in. : 
NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. ATHERTON moved that the Senate re- 
sii the consideration of the naval appropriation 

ill. 

Mr. YULEE hoped that this bill would not be 
taken up to-day. He had several amendments 
which he had been instructed to move from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, which he was not 
prepared now to submit. Other amendments 
would also be offered, and it would be impossible 
to get through the bill to-day, especially as the 
Senator from Delaware had given notice of his 
intention to call up the Territorial bill, after the 
morning hour. 

Mr. ATHERTON said that the very reason 
urged by the Senator against taking up the bill, 
_ that many amendments would be offered, ought to 
induce the Senate to take it up. The service was 
suffering through the delay of this bill. And if 
we could not get through, some of the amend- 
ments might be disposed of. 

Mr. ALLEN expressed a hope that the bill would 
be taken up, and some progress be made in it. 

Mr. CLAYTON gave notice that at twelve 
o’clock he should feel it his duty to arrest the dis- 
cussion of this bill, for the purpose of taking up 
the Territorial bill for consideration. 

The bill was then taken up, and the question 
pending being the motion of Mr. Lewis to recon- 
sider the vote by which the amendment of Mr. 
‘Nires had been agreed to— 

Mr. PHELPS gave briefly some reasons which 
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would induce him to change his vote on the amend- 
ment introduced by Mr. Nixzs, in favor of which 
he had yesterday recorded his vote. Since yes- 
terday, he had understood that the vessels now in 
progress of construction were larger, as had been 
found necessary for the purposes of the Govern- 
ment, than had been originally contracted for. As 
this system has become the settled policy of the 
country, he should no longer oppose it, although 
he had opposed it. | 

Mr. NILES made a few. remarks in reply, in 
which he expressed his willingness to withdraw so 
much of the amendment as limited the term to five 
yeas. Asa friend of the system, he wished to pro- 
tect it against abuses. 

Mr. FOOTE vindicated the advance of the money 
to the contractors. 

Mr. BENTON remarked on the additions re- 
cently made to our coast, and the necessity of in- 
creasing postal facilities. He thought it right to 
aid the contractors with advances, rather than 
encounter the risk of having incompetent vessels 
constructed, or injurious delays interposed. He 
quoted from a report of the state of the New York 
money market on Wednesday, to show that there 
was no probability that the contractors could obtain 
any advances of money in that city; and if the 
Government did not step forward with assistance, 
the steamers could not be completed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, concurred with 
the Senator from Connecticut, that the only way 
to carry the system into successful operation was 
to protect it against abuses. He had heard no suf- 
ficient reason for the advances proposed by the bill; 
there was no pretence that the contractors could 
not raise the money; the Government had made 
no application for the money. He went into a his- 
tory of the facts connected with the establishment 
of the Cunard line of steamers, and of the enlarge- 
ment of the vessels, which experience proved to be 
necessary. He stated, ‘that although vessels of 
large tonnage were best calculated for war service, 
in some particulars, for general use vessels of 1,500 
tons, or thereabouts, were just as.useful. In the 
change from smaller to larger vessels, therefore, 
he did not see that the Government was benefited, 
or that the change had been requested by the Gov- 
ernment. He would adhere to the vote in favor of 
the amendment, which he had given yesterday. 
He could see many ways in which the United States 
might lose the money if it was advanced. 

r. YULEE said that he felt it to be his duty 
to make some remarks; but if it was the desire of 
the Senator from Delaware to go on with the ter- 
ritorial bill, he would consent to the postponement 
of the bill. , 

Mr. KING suggested that it might be the better 
mode, if the Senator from Delaware would con- 
sent, for the Senator from Florida to go on with 
his remarks; so that, as the subject had already 
been discussed during the whole of yesterday, the 
question on the amendment might be taken this 
morning. 

Mr. CLAYTON expressed a readiness to yield, 
if the remarks did not take too much time. 

Mr. YULEE said he would ask for only five or 
ten minutes. : He then made an explanation of the 
share which the Secretary of the Navy had in the 
enlargement of these vessels, which he had deemed 
unnecessary for any purpose to which the Gov- 
ernment might be called on.to apply them. He 
denied, authoritatively, that the Secretary of the 
Navy had ever recommended the advances of 
money. 

Mr. FOOTE asked if the Secretary withdrew 
his recommendation. 

Mr. YULEE replied in the negative. ‘The Sec- 
retary had merely said to him that it was not such 
a course as he would have recommended. He did 
not see that the contractors had made a hard bar- 
gain, as one of them had already sold out his con- 
tract for $50,000; and to make these advances 
would be to set a dangerous precedent, of which 
future contractors wuuld be ready to avail them- 


' selves. 


Mr. ATHERTON insisted that the Secretary 
had recommended these advances of money. 

Mr. DICKINSON protested against this mode 
of orally explaining away the written opinions of 
the Secretary. Let the explanation, if any is de- 
sired, be made in writing. 

Mr. ATHERTON read an extract from the 
letter of the Secretary in order to show more dis- 
tinctly the recommendation. 
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Mr. YULEE explained, amidst loud cries of 
‘¢ Question ! question!”’ 

The question was then taken oh the question of 
reconsideration, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bell, Ben- 
ton, Berrien, Borland, Breese, Bright, Clarke, Ciayton, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge, Douglas, 
Fitzgerald, Foote, Greene, Hale, Hannegan, Houston, John- 
son of Louisiana, Mangum, Mason, Miller, Phelps, Rusk, 
Spruance, Sturgeon, and Westcott—3}. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Baldwin, Bradbury, Butler, Cor- 
win, Davis of Massachusetts, Dix, Downs, Hamlin, Johnson 
of Geor ia, King, Lewis, Metcalfe, Niles, Pearee, Under- 
wood, Upham, Walker, and Yulee—19. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Nixes, it was decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Baldwin, Bradbury, Butler, Cor- 
win, Davis of Massachusetts, Dix, Downs, Hamlin, Jobn- 
son of Georgia, King, Lewis, Metcalfe, Niles, Pearee, T'ur- 
ney, Underwood, Upham, Walker, and Yulee—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bell, Benton, 
Berrien, Breese, Bright, Clarke, Clayton, Davis of Missis- 
sippi, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge, Douglas, Fitzgerald, Foote, 
Greene, Hale, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson of Louisiana, 
Mangum, Mason, Miller, Phelps, Rusk, Spruance, Sturgeon, 
and Westcott—30. 

Mr. KING moved to pass over the bill mfor- 
mally, but objection being made— 

Mr. KING moved to lay the bill on the table, 
but withdrew the motion at the request of 

Mr. HANNEGAN, who suggested the propri- 
ety of finishing the navy bill before taking up the 
territorial bill, as the funds were necessary for the 
public service. 

Mr. KING said, with the understanding that 
the territorial bill should be discussed without inter- 
ruption after the passage of the navy bill, and that, 
if possible, this bill should be disposed of to-day, 
he would not renew his motion. a 

Mr. CALHOUN suggested that the territorial 
bill should be taken up after the reading of the 
Journal, and the disposition of the morning busi- 


ness. 
SEVERAL Senators. Agreed. -§ _ 
to amend the bill, but 


Mr. NILES then move 
the amendment was negatived:. Ayes 12, noes 18. 

Mr. NILES moved to amend the bill by adding 
a proviso that nothing in the bill should be con- 
strued as ratifying the contracts for a longer period 
than five years. 

Mr. NILES asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. SES 

Mr. NILES said that this proviso did not annul 
the contract at the end of five years, provided that 
the contract was for ten years. 

Mr. ATHERTON read an extract from the 
contract with Sloo, to show that it was an abso- 
lute contract for ten years. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Borland, Corwin, Dix, Johnson of 
Georgia, Mangum, Niles, Pearce, Turney, and Waiker—16, 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Baldwin, 
Benton, Berrien, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, 
Clayton, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge, 
Douglas, Downs, Felch, Fitzgerald, Feote, Hale, Hamlin, 
Hannegan, Houston, Johnson of Louisiana, King, Lewis, 


Mason, Metcatfe, Miler, Rusk, Spruance, Sturgeon, Under- 
wood, Upham, Westcatt, and Yulee—38. 


Mr. NILES moved to amend by requiring that 
the steamers from Panama to Astoria shall call at 
Santiago and San Francisco; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER moved to amend zo as to make 
it imperative on the steamers to touch at Charles- 
ton; which was agreed to. : 

Mr. ALLEN moved to amend by inserting a 
provision prohibiting any future contracts with 
mail steamers for carrying the mails to foreign 
countries, and asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. : / 

Mr. NILES moved to amend by inserting, 
‘ without the previous consent of Congress.” — 

Mr. ATHERTON hoped the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio would not be adopted. 

Mr. ALLEN vindicated his proposition, and 
accepted the amendment of Mr. Nixes as a modi- 
fication of his amendment. - 

The question was then taken, and decided as 
follows: _ 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Borland, Bright, Corwin, Da- 
vis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dix, Dodge, 
Felch, Foote, Hale, Houston, Johnson of Georgia, Kiag, 
Metcalfe, Niles, Sebastian, Spruance, Turney, Underwood, 
and Yulee—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Baldwin 
Berrien, Bradbury, Breese, Butler, Dayton, Dickinson, Doug- 
las, Downs, Fitzgerald, Hamlin, Hannegan, Johnson o 
Louisiana, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Miller, Rusk, Stur- 
geon, Upham, and Westcott—24. - 


Mr. WESTCOTT moved to amend by inse 
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-ing a provision that the steamers shall touch at 
Key West, and certain ports in the Gulf of Mexi- 
co; which was negatived. 

Mr. RUSK moved to amend by adding a bill 
reported from the Post Office Committee, autho- 
rizing the Postmaster General to employ any of the 
United States vessels, not otherwise employed, in 
the transportation of the mail, freight, and passen- 
gers, and asked for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 

On this amendment some discussion took place, 
in which Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. BERRIEN, 
Mr. ALLEN, Mr. RUSK, and others, took part, 
when the question was taken, and decided as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Borland, Corwin, Douglas, 
Fitzgerald, Foote, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson of Lou- 
isiana, Lewis, Metcalfe, Rusk, Sebastian, Spruance, Tur- 
ney, Underwood, Westcott, and Yulee—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Badger, Baldwin, Ben- 
ton, Berrien, Bradbury, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Clarke, 
Clayton, Davis of Massachusetts, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, 
Greene, Hamlin, Johnson of Georgia, Mason, Miller, Niles, 
and Sturgeon—23. 


Mr. HALE moved to amend the bill by insert- 
ing a provision that corporal punishment be abol- 
ished in the navy, but withdrew it for the present. 

Mr. BORLAND moved to amend by introdueing 
a provision authorizing the Postmaster General to 
contract for the transportation of the mail from 
Louisville to New Orleans, to touch at certain 
ports therein named; which was negatived. 

Mr. DIX moved to amend by inserting a provis- 
ion authorizing the advance of $150,000 to the 
contractors for the New York and Bremen line of 
steam-ships, and asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

YEAS—Messrs. Dix, Hale, Hamlin, Johnson of Louisiana, 
Niles, and Pearce—6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bald- 
win, Benton, Berrien, Borland, Bradbury, Breese, Butler, 
Calhoun, Clarke, Corwin, Dickinson, Dodge, Douglas, 
Felch, Fitzgerald, Foote, Greene, Hannegan, Houston, 
Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Metcalfe, Miller, Phelps, 
Rusk, Sebastian, Spruance, Turney, and Yulee—34. 

Mr. YULEE moved several amendments, under 
the instruction of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
one of which related to the quality of the tobacco 
used in the navy; another, diminished the number 
and increased the compensation of the professors 
in the navy; another, providing that all persons 
becoming insane in the service shall be placed in a 
proper oo fous until recovered; another, placin 
the pay of warrant officers at Pensacola navy-yar 
on the same footing as at the Boston and other 
principal Lb Oo honda. which were agreed to. 

Mr. YULEE moved an amendment in reference 
to the pay of passed midshipmen; which was re- 
jected—-yeas 12, nays 21, as follows: 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Berrien, Borland, Davis of Mas- 
sachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Hannegan, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Miller, Westcott, 
and Yulee—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Baldwin, Benton, Brad- 
bury, Breese, Bright, Corwin, Dickinson, Dodge, Felch, 
Fitzgerald, Foote, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, King, Metcalfe, 
Rusk, Spruance, and Turney—2l. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved to amend 
by inserting an appropriation of $50,000 to com- 
pensate the officers of the different vessels lost for 
the clothing destroyed in them. He stated that 
this was the amendment offered by Mr. Jounson, 
of Maryland, who was not now in his seat. 

Mr. BADGER stated that he had received a 
letter from the Senator from Maryland, stating 
that he would be in his seat to-morrow morning. 
He moved that the Senate adjourn, which was 
negatived. 

Mr. HALE moved to amend the bill by insert- 
ing aclause prohibiting corporal punishment in 
the navy, abolishing the spirit ration, and giving 
in lieu thereof an allowance of six cents per diem 
to each sailor. 
but a sufficient number did not rise to sustain the 
call, and they were not ordered. 

Mr. HALE then addressed the Senate in favor 
of the amendment at some length. — 

The amendment was then disagreed to, only 
about five Senators rising in the affirmative. 

Several other amendments were offered, but 
were all rejected by acclamation. 


The bill having been reported to the Senate, the | 


vote of the committee striking out the amendment 
offered by Mr. Yuex relative to passed midship- 
men was reversed; and the question being on con- 
curring in the amendment of the committee striking 
out the words ‘ seventy-four thousand?” in the 
appropriation for the public works at Memphis, so 


He asked for the yeas and nays, || 85 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


as to leave the amount appropriated one hundred 
thousand dollars, the yeas and nays were ordered, 
and the question being taken, it was found that no 
quorum had voted. 

The question was again taken with the like 
result. 

Mr. BENTON insisted that the Sergeant-at-arms 
call the Senators. He stated that he had been in 
the committee room and Senate from a very early 
hour to the present late one [looking at the clock, 
the hands of which were approaching six] listening 
to long speeches made by Senators who had gone 
away, and now he was determined to sit the mat- 
ter out, and not be subject to a repetition of the 
like scene to-morrow. He said that the public 
works must be suspended if this bill was not im- 
mediately passed. -There was not a dollar to pay 
the workmen in the dock-yards or navy-yards, and 
great distress universally prevailed. He moved 
that the Sergeant-at-arms go to the lodgings for 
Senators. 

Mr. KING rose to give his experience as to the 
proper course, which was, that the Presiding Offi- 
cer request Senators to take their seats, and then 
for the Sergeant-at-arms to ascertain whether there 
was a quorum; and if not, it then became his duty 
to request the attendance of Senators; but there 
was no such thing as a call of the House in that 


body. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Yes there is; it was 
rns since you were here, with several other 
rules. 

Mr. KING. Yes, I find there have been a great 
many innovations. 

One or two Senators having been obtained, a 
quorum was announced, and the vote was taken 
a third time on concurring in the amendment rela- 
ting to Memphis, and it was decided in the negative, 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atherton, Berrien, Bradbury, Butler, 
Calhoun, Davis of Mississippi, Hale, Hamlin, King, Lewis, 
and Spruance—l1. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Borland, Breese, Bright, Dickin- 
son, Dodge, Douglas, Felch, Fitzgerald, Foote, Hannegan, 
Houston, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, Mason, 
Rusk, Sebastian, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—20. 


Several. other amendments were then adopted, 
and the amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill was subsequently read a third time by 


‘unanimous consent and passed. 


Mr. BRIGHT gave noticethat immediately after 
the morning hour, when petitions and reports were 
disposed of, he should call up the territorial bill 
and press it to conclusion. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 22, 1848. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. CABELL asked that the House, by unan- 
imous consent, would take up the Senate bills on the 
Speaker’s table, and that they be referred to ap- 
propriate committees. 

No objection being made— 

The SPEAKER then laid before the House 
Senate bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles; which were read a first and second time, and 
referred to appropriate committees: 

A resolution authorizing the submission of cer- 
tain claims to arbitration. 

A. resolution concerning the distribution of the 
statutes at large. . 

A bill further to carry into effect the provisions 
and stipulations of the ninth article of the Florida 
treaty with respect to certain losses of Spanish 
subjects in West Florida. 

A bill for the payment of liquidated claims 
ainst Mexico. 

A bill to change the time of holding the circuit 
and district courts in the State of Kentucky. 

A. bill making appropriations for light-houses, 
light-boats, buoys, &c., and providing for the 
erection and establishment of the same. 


The Senate bills of the following titles were 
read three times, passed, and returned to the Sen- 
ate, viz: 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to make a compromise and settlement with 
the securities of Francis D. Newcomb, late sur- 
veyor general of Louisiana. 

A bill to make Bangor a port of entry for ships 
or vessels coming from and beyond the Cape of 
Good Hope. 
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VATTEMARE S FRANKING PRIVILEGE. | 


The Senate bill to facilitate international ex- 
changes was read a first and second time. 

Mr. GOGGIN moved that it be put upon its 
passage. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved to lay the bill 
on the table. He thought they had gone quite far 
enough in this matter. He did not think it right 
and proper the hill should pass, and he therefore 
would move to lay it on the table. 

Mr. GOGGIN remonstrated: the bill had passed 
the Senate by a unanimous vote; he hoped the gen- 
tleman from Georgia would consent to withdraw 
his motion, and let it be referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

But Mr. COBB refused; and the question was 
about to be put, when— 

Mr. ROOT asked leave to say a word. If the 
gentleman would withdraw his motion for a few 
moments, Mr. R., if he insisted on that condition, 
would promise to renew it. 

Mr. COBB assenting— . 

Mr. ROOT expressed his hope that the bill 
would be suffered to pass. He had just learned 
from a member of the Committee on the Library, 
that the amount to be taken from the post office 
revenue by this bill would be very small. That 
gentleman was a good judge of what the system 
would require; and certainly, if gentlemen were 
not disposed to repeal all our previous legislation 
on that subject, this bill ought to pass. If the sys- 
tem of exchange was wrong, let it be repealed; 
but if gentlemen were not prepared to retrace their 
steps, and undo all they had done, they should 
suffer this small bill to become a law. It was a 
fact that the Government was remitting the duty 
on all the astronomical instruments imported for 
the use of the observatory; on the same princi- 
ple, the duty on these articles of international ex- 
change ought to be relinquished. The bill was so 
carefully guarded, that it was impossible the priv- 
ilege could be abused: it merely provided a con- 
venience for carrying into execution the laws 
already passed on the same subject. He now, 
though with great reluctance, complied with hig 
promise, by renewing the motion to lay the bill . 
upon the table. : 

The question being put, there appeared a ma- 
jority against la ing it on the table. 

Mr. FICKLIN emanded the yeas and nays, 
which, being ordered and taken, stood: yeas 79, 
nays 95. 

So the bill was not laid upon the table. 

It was then, on motion of Mr. GOGGIN, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill of the 
House to establish a collection district in the State 
of South Carolina, and for other purposes, were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


The question pending when the House adjourned 
yesterday was on reconsidering the vote by which 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill fer the 
year ending June 30, 1849, was ordered to be en- 


grossed. 
The House proceeded to consider said motion. 
Mr. CLINGMAN moved that the motion to 


reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed, be laid on the table. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. COBB inquired of the Speaker, in case the 
motion to lay on the table prevailed, if any amend- 
ment could be made to the bill? : 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

Mr. McCLELLAND inquired, in case the mo- 
tion to lay on the table were rejected, and the vote 
on the engrossment were reconsidered, if it would 
not be in order to recommit the bill with instruc- 
tions to take out the obnoxious item? | 

The SPEAKER replied that it would be. 

The question was also asked if the motion to 
lay on the table prevailed, if the question would 
not recur on the passage of the bill? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. _ 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, (in his seat.) But it 
will be the bill which you have rejected. There 
will be no opportunity of amending it. 

Mr. CATHCART asked, in case the motion to 
lay on the table failed, and the engrossment was 
reconsidered, if it would not then be in order to 
call for a separate vote on the item for the Savan- 


a ŮŮŮŮŮŮ 


984 


” THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


July 22, 


rare nc I oe Eee 


nah river, under the rule which authorized sepa- 
rate votes on the several items in internal improve- 
ment bills? 

The SPEAKER replied, he was disposed to de- 
cide it would be in order to call for a separate vote 
on this item under the rule referred to. 

The question was put on laying the motion to 
reconsider on the table, and it was decided by 
yeas and nays, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Barringer, Barrow, Bel- 
‘cher, Blanchard, Boydon, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, Canby, 
Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, 
Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, ae Daniel 
Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, 
Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Flour- 
noy, Freedicy, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, 
Goggin, Gott, Gregory, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. 
Hampton, Moses Hampton, Henry, Hilliard, Isaac E. Holmes, 
Elias B. Holmes, Hubbard, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Andrew Johnson, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas 
Butler King, Daniel P. King, William T. Lawrence, Lin- 
coin, McJlvaine, Horace Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, 
Mullin, Nelson, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pollock, Preston, Putnam, 
Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Rose, Root, 
Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, Silvester, 
Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stephens, 
Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Tallmadge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, 
John B. Thompson, Tuck, Van Dyke, Vinton, and Warren 
—99 


NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Bingham, 
Birdsall, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Wm. G. Brown, 
Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Chase, Beverly L. Clarke, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W.-Cobb, Collins, Cummins, 
Daniel, Darling, Dickinson, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, 
Fries, Green, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, Haralson, Har- 


manson, Harris, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. | 


Ingersoll, Jameson, Jenkins, Robert W. Johnson, Kaufman, 
Kennon, Lahm, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, Ligon, Lord, 
Lumpkin, Lynde, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, Mc- 
Dowell, McKay, Job Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Nicoll, 
Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Pettit, Peyton, Pillsbury, Rhett, Rich- 
ardson, Richey, Rockhill, Sawyer, Simpson, Smart, Stanton, 
Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Thomas, Jacob 
Thompson, James Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, Wil- 
liam Thompson, Thurston, Turner, Venable, Wallace, 
Wentworth, Wiley, Williams, and Woodward—88. 


So the House refused to reconsider the vote 
ordering the bill to be engrossed. : 

The question recurred on the passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved the previous 
question, which was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion was ordered, viz: ‘* Shall the bill pass?” 

And it was decided by yeas and nays, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Barringer, Barrow, Bel- 
cher, Blanchard, Boydon, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, Canby, 
Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Collins, Conger, 
Cranston, Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Don- 
nell, Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Edwards, 
Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, 
Flournoy, Freedley, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Giddings, Gog- 
gin, Gott, Gregory, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hamp- 
ton, Moses Hampton, Henry, Hilliard, Isaac E. Holmes, 
Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenkins, 
John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas B. King, Daniel P. King, 
William T. Lawrence, Lincoln, Maclay, McClelland, Mc- 
Iivaine, Horace Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, 
. Nelson, Nicoll, Oudaw, Palfrey, Peck, Pollock, Preston, 

Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Rose, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, Sil- 
vester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stanton, 
Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, Strohm, 
Strong, Tallmadge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, James Thompson, 
John B. Thompson, Thurston, Tuck, Van DyKe, Vinton, and 
Warren—108. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Bingham, 
Birdsall, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Wm. G. Brown. 
Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Chase, Franklin Clark, 
Beverly L. Clarke, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Cummins, Darling, Dickinson, Eckert, Faran, Featherston 
Fries, Green, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, Haralson, Har- 
manson, Harris, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Iverson, 
Jameson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Kaufman, 
Kennon, Lahm, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, Ligon, Lord, 
Lumpkin, Lynde, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, Job 
Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Peastee, Petrie, Pettit, Peyton, 
Pillabury, Richardson, Richey, Rockhill, Root, Sawyer, 
Simpson, Smart, Starkweather, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
Robert A. Thompson, William Thompson, Turner, Venable, 
on Wentworth, Wiley, Williams, and Woodwaid— 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. VINTON moved to reconsider the last vote, 
whereupon— 

Mr. SCHENCK said, he was glad that his 
colleague [Mr. Vinton] had moved to reconsider 
the vote just. taken, by which this bill had been 
passed. His colleague had but anticipated his 
own purpose. He (Mr. S.) had now voted for the 
passage of the bill, as all along he had in the end 
intended to do; for it was a bill in the main right 
and proþer, and absolutely necessary to be passed, 
in order to carry on the operations of the Govern- 
ment. It was the usual general appropriation bill, 
by which provision was made for the salaries and 
compensation of all civil officers, from the Presi- 
dent down to the lowest executive subordinate; for 


the judiciary, for foreign ministers, for Congress 
itself, besides its appropriations for a thousand 
other things essential to the civil administration of 
the Government. "Whatever question he or others 
might have about details, it was a bill which in 
some shape had to be passed. On a former day 
he had voted against it, and he now proposed to 
take advantage of this motion to reconsider, and 
of the privilege of debate which it would allow, to 
give his reasons for that vote. ‘There was no in- 
consistency; he, and others on his side of the 
House who had voted with him, had an object, a 
wholesome object, to accomplish by that vote, and 
they had effected it, as he would proceed to show. 

When the bill was rejected the other day, and 
now again, when it was finally passed, it was op- 
posed by the votes of nearly the whole undivided 
Democratic side of the House. Why? It was 
not for him perhaps generally to assign motives 
and reasons for the action of those gentlemen; but 
here it had been made apparent. ‘The opposition 
was on account of that item in the bill savoring of 
internal improvements—the appropriation for clear- 
ing out the obstructions which our own Govern- 
ment had at a former time placed at the mouth of 
the Savannah river. The course of procedure b 
gentlemen, and the character of the debate whi 
had been going on for the last two days after the 
bill was rejected, and the admissions made, proved 
that this was the ground of hostility to the bill. 

Mr. SAWYER asked the floor for a moment, 
which being granted by his colleague, he said that 
that had not been the reason of his vote; he had 
voted against the bill mainly on account of the items 
it contained for the benefit of Washington, espe- 
cially that for watering Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he never knew befere that 
there was power in a water engine of any kind to 
stop the wheels of this Government. This water- 
ing-pot for one of the avenues was deemed, it ap- 
peared, a sufficient cause by his colleague for voting 
to reject a bill providing for the pay of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, the heads of departments, 
and all the subordinate officers of the Government. 
He had before said that he would not presume to 
assign reasons for the course of his colleague and 
others different from what they themselves avowed; 
but, however it might be with his colleague par- 
ticularly, there could be no question—it was most 
manifest to all—it was not denied, but admitted, 
that the presence in the bill of the obnoxious item 
for the Savarinah river was‘the operating cause 
with most of those who had voted against the bill. 

When the question of reconsideration was pend- 
ing, the House had had an exposition by a very 
distinguished gentleman from North Carolina, long 
a member of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and lately its chairman, (Mr. McKay,] of the mo- 
tives which induced so extraordinary a proceeding 
as the rejection of the general appropriation bill; 
and that gentleman had declared in his place— 
speaking as the exponent of the views of gentle- 
men of his party—that it was not on account of any 
items in the bill for which estimates had been sent 
to Congress from the Executive departments, nor 
on account of those which had been inserted in it 
at the suggestion of the Committee of Ways and 
Means; and the gentleman wanted to have the bill 
recommitted, in order that the item for Savannah 
river might be stricken out. The inference was, 
that it was solely on account of the existence of 
this item in the bill that it had been rejected. 

Mr. S. said he had voted with those gentlemen 
in the first place to reject the bill, with the express 
view that both they and the Whigs might in this 
matter stand before the country in their true posi- 
tion. He had effected his object. It was now 
shown distinctly that the bill had been rejected by 
a Democratic vote, not because it contained the 
various items, or any of them, which had been rec- 
ommended by the Executive, and for which esti- 
mates had been submitted by the departments, nor 


on account of those put into it on the motion of the. 


Committee of Ways and Means; but that it was 

on account of this one item for clearing out the 
mouth of Savannak river. , 

It was not, then, because of the extravagance of 

a Whig Congress; it was not because of the impro- 

pony of granting the appropriations which had 

een asked for and estimated for by the Executive 


departments, but simply and solely on account of. 


this item for Savannah river. The Democratic party, 
represented here by those gentlemen, were willing 
to stop the Government rather than vote for an 


appropriation to remove from the mouth of an. 


American river the obatructions placed there by the 
American Government. Having accomplished his 
purpose by bringing out this fact before the coun- 


try, he was now willing to vote for the bill and to 


pass it. | 

Let it, then, be understood, that with a few ex- 
ceptions—perhaps only an individual exception, 
where the difficulty was about a watering-pot—the 
Democratic party were willing to defeat this bill 
for the support of Government; not because the 
objected to the estimates from the departments, or 
the items from the committee; not because the bill 
in any of its essential features was wrong, but 
because it contained this item. 

If. this debate had not taken place, and this- re- 
jection of the bill had not happened, it would have 
been in the power of gentlemen, when they went 
home, to say to their constituents that they had 
voted against it because of the manifold extrava- 
gancies of a Whig House of Representatives. They 
might then have pointed to this bill, and said that 
it appropriated thousands on thousands for all 
manner of wasteful and unconstitutional expendi- 
tures, but they had not voted for them; and when 
the final question came on the passage of the bill 
itself, it was such a mass of abominations that they 
could not swallow it. But that excuse was now 
taken away. The fact was now fairly before the 
country. if the bill should now be passed, it would 
be known to the whole American people that the 
Democrats opposed it simply and exclusively 
because it contained one item of appropriation for 
internal improvements: that, as a party, they are so 
irreconcilably hostile to that doctrine, and so insep- 
arably wedded to the opinion of the President out- 
going, and of the President who would be incoming, 
if he could, that sooner than pass the smallest item 
for internal improvement, they will let everything 
go by the board. | 

Mr. S. was glad that this issue had been made; 
he rejoiced that this exposition had been presented 
to the country, so that all men could now under- 
stand it. He was now willing to vote for the bill, 
and he should do so with peculiar satisfaction, be- 
cause the bill contained this item for clearing out 
Savannah river and harbor. . 

Mr. LAHM here entreated possession of the 
floor but for a moment or two, to say that hisown 
objection to the bill had been its containing $100,000 
for a custom-house in Charleston, and this $50,000 
for the improvement of Savannah river. He had 
voted against one of these items because he be- 
lieved it to be unnecessary in itself, and desired 
chiefly for the benefit of individuals; and he had 
been opposed to the other, not because he had any 
constitutional scruples against appropriating for 
works of internal improvement—fot he had none— 
but because he had laid down to himself this rule 
on that subject: that when he did vote for any 
work that was national and constitutional in its 
character, it should be in a different quarter of the 
Union from this one. He should vote to give such 
appropriations to the West, and not to the South. 
And he had another objection to this item, viz: 
that it had been improperly placed in this bill. 

Mr. SCHENCK, resuming, said he perfectly 
understood his colleague. His course was ex- 
actly that of all northern Democrats who were in 
favor of internal improvements; they were all 
strongly in favor of these appropriations, and 
equally in favor of a President who they knew 
would veto them all. They were violent advocates 
of internal improvements, but they always. con- 
trived to find some very good reason for voting 
against them, or for voting in such a way as not to 

et them. Sometimes it was because, as they say 
in their Baltimore platform, they are opposed to a 
‘* general system,” and sometimes because no gen- 
eral system was proposed; and they were against 
partial and local legislation, sometimes because the 
works, though right in themselves, were put in the 
wrong bill; sometimes because the money was to 
be expended in the wrong part of the country. 
They always could find some reason for going 
against them, while at the same time they dare not 
say that in principle they were opposed to them. 
They were strongly in favor of them at home, but 
here they always were against them. It was never 
just the right time, or just the right place, or just 
the right amount. Mr. S. said he entertained a 
great respect for his colleague, porone y He 
meant to say nothing disrespectful of him; but his 
position on this occasion was a beautiful illustra- 
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tion of the course of northern Democrats. The- 
people demanded one thing from them at home, 
- the President demanded another thing here. Mr. 
S. was perfectly aware that it required pretty nice 
steering to thread these narrows. But it was done; 
and gentleman accomplished it by professing most 
loudly their attachment to works of internal im- 
provements before their constituents, and by never 
voting for them here, or else generally giving them 
such equivocal support as must end in defeat. 

But to return to the history of this bill. This 
thing of rejecting a bill under such circumstances 
was not new. They had had grave lectures here 
from the gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. 
McKay,] and from others on that side, about the 
Whigs voting one way in committee, and another 
way in the House; and it had been said that the 
House presented a very extraordinary spectacle in 
having a bill rejected by those who were friendly 
to the objects it contained. Even the gentleman 
from Michigan, (Mr. McCievuianp,] a most ardent 
friend of internal improvements, but whose votes 
and support he has not made always effective, for 
the reasons I have stated, had said that the Whigs 
voted ina very different way in Committee of the 
Whole from what they did in the House. He 
believed both the gentlemen from Michigan who 
had spoken complained of this. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, said the gentle- 
man waa mistaken so far as he was concerned. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he was glad to hear the 
gentleman say so. He was very sure, however, 
that his colleague had, and had commented with 
some severity on the fact. The fact could be ex- 
plained. The way, and the only way, to bring 
gentlemen out—to smoke them out—was to get the 

eas and nays on that which had been stricken out 
in Committee of the Whole. Gentlemen might 
vote, therefore, in committee to strike out what 
they approved and meant to vote for, in order to 
bring out their opponents on the yeas and nays. 
But he must express to the gentleman from Mich- 
igan his surprise thatagentleman representing that 
State—from Michigan, of all the States in the uni- 
verse—should be surprised at any change, how- 
ever sudden, in the course of any public man; that 
he should feel or express the slightest surprise at 
seeing a politician vote sometimes one way and 
sometimes in a way directly the reverse on the 
same question. Yes; he wondered to hear such 
remarks coming from a gentleman from Mich- 
igan. 

“The experienced gentleman from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. McK ay] could not but remember, that 
in the 28th Congress, at its second session, an ap- 
propriation of twenty thousand dollars was reported 
for refurnishing the President’s mansion. ‘This 
was after Mr. Polk had been elected, and prior to 
his inauguration. The Whigs had. been in favor 
of the appropriation. They knew that the furni- 
ture was much of it old, the carpets worn, the cur- 
tains torn, and they considered that a proper respect 
for the Chief Magistrate, and for the nation whom 
he represented, required that the house should, to 
some extent, be refurnished. But the Democrats 
were against the bill; not that they wanted it to be 
voted down—oh, not at all! On the contrary, they 
desired very much that it should pass; but they 
wanted it to pass by Whig votes, so that, when 
they went home, they might declaim against Whig 
extravagance and laud their own strict economy. 
They had commented with great severity on a 
similar appropriation when General Harrison was 
coming, and, unless the Whigs should pass this, 
all the Democratic thunder would be quieted. 

Mr. STANTON here rose to explain. The 
Democrats, at the opening of General Harrison’s 
term, had denounced the insincerity of the Whigs 
in voting largely to furnish the Executive mansion, 
after they had inveighed with so much violence on 
Mr. Van Buren’s luxury. It was their insincerity 
that provoked the thunder of which the gentleman 


oke. 

Per. SCHENCK. Yes; the Whigs wanted to 
vote twenty thousand dollars towards giving Mr. 
Polk some new furniture. That was Whiz ex- 
travagance. And the Democrats could not go it, 
because they would thereby contradict the argu- 
ment used by Mr. Polk himself when canvassing 
to be Governor. He and his Democratic friends 
had been horrified at only six thousand dollars 
voted for General Harrison. As tothe gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Stanton,] Mr. S. had not 
pointed particularly at him, for he had often had 
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occasion to-admire his liberality and independence | 


in separating himself from his party when voting 
upon questions of this kind. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, here wanted 
very badly to get the floor, but Mr. S. refused to 
yield it. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he had heard the ae 
extravagance toward General Harrison mouthe 
upon the stump. And when the Whigs found that 
the Democrats wanted for their President elect a 
similar but much larger appropriation, but at the 
same time wanted the credit of great economy in 
voting against it, they turned round and voted with 
them, and thus the bill was rejected. 

But the history of that bill did not end there. 
Mr. Polk must still have his furniture; and still 
we said to our Democratic friends, you shall have 
the proper appropriation if you will but unite with 
us in granting it. A Democratic member from 
Louisiana accordingly, on the next morning, rely- 
ing on the ‘* sober second thought” of his party 
friends, came into the House and moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill had been lost. 
Nearly every Democrat voted to reconsider; nearly 
every one of them voted against laying the bill on 
the table. They did not want it to die; they were 
willing to keep it half alive, in a state something be- 
tween life and death, that the Whigs might pass it. 
It was only a case of asphyxia. Let the Whigs 
resuscitate it, then the Democrats would get the 
benefit, while the Whigs got all the odium; they 
would have the appropriation they desired, and 
we be charged with the extravagance. The Whigs, 
seeing that this was their game, again voted as be- 
fore, or changed their votes when they discovered 
how the Democrats were going, and the bill was 
killed stone-dead. It was put even past the help 
of galvanism. All those batteries, with whose 
action his scientific friend [Mr. Sranton] was so 
familiar, were insufficient to bring it to life. But 
what followed? Why, the lesson was not lost 
upon them. A little while after, at that session, 
the civil and diplomatic bill came up, and the eco- 
nomical Democrats very meekly and quietly agreed 
to insert in that the same appropriation for fur- 
nishing and painting up the President’s house; and 
on that item they voted, with a few obstinate ex- 
ceptions, with the profligate Whigs, and the thing 
went ay smoothly. The opposition dwindled 
down, if I remember aright, from about seventy 
to less than thirty. 

So this was by no means anything new. The 
Whigs had seen tricks before. ‘To-day they had 
smoked them out. They had openly admitted the 
bill to be all right and proper, but because it had 
one item in it for internal improvements, they 
would stop the wheels of Government rather than 
let it pass. 

Mr. S. congratulated the country on another 
account—on account of the character of the par- 
ticular item to which exception was taken. It was 
clear enough that the party, as a party, meant to 
confine their objection to this item for Savannah 
river. For what had been the subjects handled in 
the debate? The President’s veto and internal 
improvement. On these the House had been de- 
bating for the last two days. There was no mis- 
taking the true position of the Democratic side of 
the House. They were willing to prostrate the 
Government rather than give up their deadly hos- 
tility to works of internal improvement, and their 
attachment to the Executive veto. They were 
shown up as the friends of the veto, and the ene- 
mies, the implacable enemies of internal improve- 
ments. All who held these opinions were against 
the bill, while those opposed to the veto, and in 
favor of internal improvements, were for the bill. 
Mr. S. was glad the issue had been made. 

And the item objected to was one where the ex- 
tremest straining was required to make a pretext 
for saying that it was unconstitutional. The ob- 
struction in the river had been put there by the 
Government itself. And so bitter, so malignant 
was the opposition of the Democrats to all works 
of internal improvement, that they would not vote 
even to clear out an obstruction placed in a river 
by their own Government. This was a trial of 

xecutive and of Legislative strength. And Mr. 
S. was glad that such a trial was to be made. 
They told the House that the bill if passed would 
be vetoed. Yes; the shadow of the White House 
had been growing from year to year, till at length 
it was become so long that it had reached the 
Capitol, and cast its chill over the members of that 
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House, and there into the very hall of legislation. 
The Presidential power was now for the first time 
openy held up in debate as a reason why the peo- 
ple’s representatives should or should not legislate 
in a particular way. Mr. S. was glad. Now, the 
Whigs could point to another stride of Executive 
influence. It stood out open and bald. The claim 
was made that the National Legislature should 

ass such laws only as were conformed to the 

xecutive opinion—such as they knew before- 
hand would be agreeable to his Majesty. 

Mr. S. almost regretted, as hia colleague [Mr. 
Vinton] had done, that an item had not been in- 
serted in the bill for some western river or harbor, 
so that the same issue might have been made and 
met on them too. He was one that did not think 
that this appropriation for Savannah river need 
be put upon the ground that the obstructions had 
been placed there by Government. It was suffi- 
cient for him that the obstructions existed, and 
that they abi to be removed. Believing that 
on that broad ground the appropriation was a prop- 
er one, the fact that they had been put there by 
Government, made the case the more flagrant as 
to the pretended scruple of the Executive con- 
science. 

And here Mr. S. wanted to notice the special 
penne of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 

VERSON.) ‘The gentleman had addressed the 
House in a very fluent and ingenious speech; and 
vets when it was looked at more nearly, it would 

e found to be more specious than solid. 

The gentleman said that these obstructions had 
been put in the river before the adoption of the Con- 
stitution, and therefore Congress was not bound to 
remove them. And the gentleman considered this 
a good argument, because the clause in the Consti- 
tution which bound Congress to assume the onus 
of the Confederation, used the terms ‘‘ debts and 
obligations,” and this was not a debt nor an obli- 
gation. But may not the gentleman’s argument be 
well answered by a reference to the case of revo- 
lutionary pensions? On what ground did Congress 
pay them? We had these ancient remnants of rev- 
olutionary days presenting themselves before us, 
with tottering limbs, and hair blanched by the 
frosts of near a hundred winters, asking a pittance 
in remembrance of services rendered on the battle- 
fields which won our independence. The gentle- 
man would reply to one of these revolutionary 
soldiers: True, true, my worthy old fellow; but 
this is no ‘‘ debt,” no ‘*engagement;’’ those ser- 
vices were rendered before the adoption of the 
Federal Constitution, and we are not bound to pay 
for them. If you can show a debt—if you have 
arrears of pay due to you, we will allow it; but 
we can make you no gratuity. We are bound only 
by the debts.and engagements of the Confedera- 
tion. What a pitiful, narrow, miserable policy ! 
The Cdnfederation was the government for the 
time of the same country and of the same people; 
if we had succeeded to all the benefits it conferred, 
we had succeeded in like manner to all its just 
obligations. : 

Again: the gentleman from Georgia opposed 
this appropriation because the clearing out of this. 
river would not be a benefit to the whole country, 
but only to the city of Savannah; for though the 
obstructions were placed there in time of war, yet 
Savannah only was interested in the result, and 
therefore Savannah might remove them herself. 
Had the gentleman ever heard of a place called 
Bunker’s Hill? Was the glorious battle there 
fought only for the defence of Boston, or of the 
hay-ricks of Captain Bunker, who owned the ad- 
jacent meadow? [A laugh.] Did the gentleman 
ever hear, in later days, of a place ealled Platts- 
burg? Did McDonough, and his gallant officers 
and crews, shed their blood but for the defence of 
the town of Plattsburg? Yet the gentleman con- 
tended that obstructions sunk at the mouth of a 
river to prevent the entrance of a foreign fleet, 
were intended exclusively for the benefit of Sa- 
vannah, and Savannah must remove them. If 
this were not special pleading, and of the smallest 
kind, Mr. S. did not know what special pleading 
was. Yet that was the whole argument. 

Why, the gentleman ought to know that he and 
his friends had already voted for the same thing in 
principle in this very bill. Congress had voted to 
stick up a pole on the top of the dome of the Capitol, 
to light the surrounding grounds; but it had proved 
a nuisance. There it stood, high in air, glimmer- 
ing and twinkling with as much uncertainty as a 
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locofeco match, to guide the steps of wandering 
Democrats below. But it injured the building. 
‘Congress, learning this, gave orders that the nul- 
sance should be-abated, and the pole, and all the 
rubbish connected with its erection, be removed; 
and it was done. Government had removed the 
obstructions which Government had placed on the 
Capitol. But oh! this was for the benefit of Con- 
gress, while the other was only for the people of 
Georgia and the population of Savannah. Here 
was a case before the gentleman’s very eyes, and, 
petty and absurd as it was, it illustrated the weak- 
ness of his argument. This Government had re- 

eatedly tried certain experiments to test alleged 
improvements submitted for its adoption. When 
the experiment was over, could they not order the 
timbers and rubbish employed in the experiment 
to be removed? 

So much for the Government having no power 
to clear out this river. 

But this very thing had been recommended by 
the President himself. But there was special 
pleading here too. The President, two years ago, 
had sent to Congress his message, accompanied 
by a report from the Secretary of War, recom- 
mending an item of $50,000 for removing these 

obstructions. In his message the President called 
the attention of Congress to the report of the Sec- 
retary, and to the items recommended therein. 
But the President did not say, give the money. 
No; hedid not. He only ‘called the attention of 
Congress’? to the estimates.. 

Now Mr. S. would. put it to any honest man 
whether he could understand the President to mean 
any other than a favorable consideration of these 
recommendations of his own officer? The Secre- 
tary was his organ to present these estimates to 
Congress; he called the attention of Congress to 
them. What did he mean? Congress looked over 
the list, and found there an item of $50,000 for the 
Savannah river. Could they understand the Presi- 
dent as calling on them to reject it? What mock- 
ery, to send items of appropriation, and recom- 
mend the attention of Congress to them, that they 
might be rejected, and then to say that he consid- 
ered them unconstitutional! Could he, or could 
his friends for him, take shelter under the pitiful 
excuse that he only called the attention of Con- 
gress to them? No doubt the President did at that 
time mean that something should be done. De- 

_mocracy was progressive, and it had not then 
reached the point that all internal improvements 
are unconstitutional. He did not then suppose, 
it was not probably thought by any one, that he 
could declare himself in favor of the views of the 
South, and carry the pliant Democracy of the 
North along with him. He would not probably 
hereafter ** call the attention of Congress”? to any 
more estimates for works of internal improvement, 
but would at once boldly declare the whole to be 
unconstitutional. | 

Mr. S. was glad: there would now be an op 
portunity fora fair and open struggle which would 
try the relative strength of Congress and the Ex- 
ecutive. Mr. Polk would find that while there 

. was such a thing as progressive Democracy, there 
was also such a thing as progressive Whiggery— 
aye, and progressive Americanism on the subject 
of internal improvements. The country had had 
some proofs of this. Had the gentleman from 
Georgia ever seen one of the western snag-boats 
in operation? There stood a tall snag or sawyer 
(he did not mean bis colleague over the way) [a 
laugh] stoutly opposed, even as the best Democrat 
among them, to internal improvements, and to the 
free and safe navigation of our great rivers. There 
it stands right in the way. The snag-boat ap- 
proached it: the chains are thrown around it, and 
It_is grappled. Then the engine is started, the 
wheels make a few revolutions, the machinery is 
set in motion, and the tug is made. Everything 
strains and cracks, but the snag is not yet out. 
What does the snag-boat do? give itup? No such 
thing: no thought of it. Again the boat is brought 
up: the chains are thrown around as before, every 
thing tackled on securely and made fast, the wheels 
set in motion, and then all cracks and grinds again, 
but successfully this time, and the snag comes out! 
Thus was one of the * Poikstalks’* taken out of 
the way. And so it would be with the President’s 
vetoes. Congress was the snag-boat. They had 
on board at the last session an engme with but a 
seventy-Whig power. But Whig principles were 
progressive. And now they came up with a Con- 
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gressional engine of ‘about a hundred and twelve 
Whig power. When e put on that, they would 
clear away these -Presidential obstructions, and 
leave free and safe channels for the will of the 
people to run in. If the question should be put 
fairly before the people they would increase this 
Whig power many fold, if necessary, and make 
sure work of it, The time was coming when we 
should have free legislation, as well as the freedom 
of speech here, and Presidential vetoes would be 
heard of only tn history. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, here wanted ta put a 
question to Mr. S., but he refused to be inter- 


rupted. 

Mr. S. said, the gentleman could not play the 
trick on him which he had tried on a late occasion; 
it would not go. The issue was now fairly made 
with Mr. President Polk. He wanted to see these 
vetoes cleared away. The issue was between Mr. 
Polk and the people of the United States. The 
gentleman from Georgia had told the House, he 
had ‘‘ the highest guarantee” that this bill would 
be vetoed if it had the Savannah river in it. Now, 
the highest. guarantee, Mr. S. supposed, was the 
President’s own declaration; but this the gentleman 
disclaimed. He only claimed it from Mr. Polk’s 
former messages and course on these subjects, and 
from the consistency of his character. But Mr. 
S. did not-augur quite so confidently from Mr. 
Polk’s past course and character as President. He 
remembered that he had talked very strongly about 
a clear and unquéstionable title to 54° 40’—all of 
Oregon or none; yet, in that case, he had backed 
out and taken 499. He was not sure, but he 
rather thought he would back out again, if this 
bill should be sent to him, even if it did contain 
this item for Savannah harbor; but if not—if our 
President was ready to stop all the machinery of 
the Government rather than seem to give his sanc- 
tion to one single work of improvement demanded 
by the propis through their representatives—then 
on him and his party be the consequences. 

Mr. S. was at a loss to reconcile the course of 
different gentlemen on the opposite side of the 
House. ‘There was the gentleman from Illinois— 
he meant the very tallest specimen of a friend of 
internal improvements, (Mr. WentwortH]}]—he, 
though professing to beso uncompromising a friend 
of these measures; supported as his candidate for 
the Presidency a man who declared before the 
country that he fully endorsed all that Mr. Polk 
had done—a candidate who not only ‘cordially 
approved” the Baltimore platform, including the 
denunciation of internal improvements, and the 
resolutions.in favor of Mr. Polk’s vetoes, but who 
had announced, that if elected, he should consider 
his election both as a sanction of the course of his 
predecessor, and direction to himself. That gen- 
tleman supported Mr. Cass, he said, because he 
believed he was in favor of internal improvements, 
and would not veto a bill that might be passed for 
such objects. He seemed to trust to General 
Cass’s adherence to his former principles and votes. 
Did he not rightly understand that gentleman? 
Had he not A so? 

Mr. WENTWORTH wanted to enter into an 
explanation, but Mr..S. asked only for naked yes 
or no, which Mr. W. would not give. 

But (said Mr. 8.) there was no mistake. Both 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. McCLELLAND,] 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Wentwortu] 
supported Mr. Cass on that ground. Mr. S. knew 
he had no right to interrogate gentlemen, unless 
they chose to submit to it; but he would venture 
to ask the gentleman from South Carolina oppo- 
site, [Mr. Ruett,] whether he supported Mr. 
Cass on the same ground? 

Mr. RHETT asked, whether Mr. S. yielded the 
floor to him for a reply? 

Mr. SCHENCK declined to yield the floor. 

Mr. RHETT. Then I shall not reply to the 
question. : 


Mr. SCHENCK. Ah, sir, “there is so much 


. noise and confusion here” that we never can hear 


a Democrat’s opinion on these subjects. Shout 
loud as they will, from North to South, their 
opinions upon this subject, and yet they cannot 
hear each other. | 

[Here Mr. S.’s hour expired.] 

Mr. LAHM made some remarks in reply, a 
report of which will appear in the Appendix. 

Mr. GREEN, of Missouri, then remarked that, 
having given votes connected with this bill, of im- 
portance to his State, and of general importance, 


he wished briefiy to explain the reasons by which 
he had been influenced. He believed, in the first 
place, that this bill was an SLY aa daar one in 
which to insert an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Savannah river, and he had voted 
against that item. He believed it out of place, in- 
oe riate, incorrect, and before he took his seat 
should endeavor to show it was uneonstitutional. 
The General Government was one of delegated 
powers, surrendered by the States and the people, 
and there was no grant which warranted the exer- 
cise of the extraordinary power involved in this 
amendment. Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House had charged him and those who had voted 
with him against the passage of the civil and diplo- 
matic bill with inconsistency, but he submitted 
that, believing the item for the Savannah river to 
be unconstitutional, they were not inconsistent in 
voting against the bill including that item, but that 
it was their bounden duty—which no man, view- 
ing the matter in this light, could deny—to vote 
against it. 

But why had this item for the improvement of a 
river been inserted in the civil and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill? He intimated the fact that the 
Committee on Commerce had determined, at an 
early part of the session, to report separate bills for 
the improvement of the Mississippi, Ohio, Savan- 
nah rivers, and other works of internal improve- 
ment, and not only determined, but actually pre- 
pared a large number of separate bills, that every 
gentleman might vote anderatandinety, directly 
upon individual questions disconnected with others, 
and that this policy had suddenly been changed 
soon after the visit of Mr. Clay to this city before 
the meeting of the Philadelphia Convention. True, 
that distinguished individual found that this course 
had been pursued by the committee, but he might 
have nodded his head or motioned his arm that it 
should be abandoned; and lo, the Savannah river 
was put into the civit and diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill, the appropriation for Boston harbor into 
the navy appropriation bill, and other disconnected 
items were to be put, he presumed, into other bills. 
If his supposition was incorrect on this point, he 
would like to be corrected by any gentleman on 
that committee. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, said he had intended 
to make the correction if he could obtain the floor, 
but as. he now had the opportunity, he would say, 
that so far as he knew, and he believed he knew 
all the circumstances connected with placing this 
item in the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, 
there was no intention to entrap the Executive; 
but the general internal improvement bill having 
met the veto of the President, there seemed to be 
no other way of obtaining an appropriation for 
this object than by placing it ina bill which every- 
body must approve, it being for the removal of 
obstructions in the Savannah river which had been 
placed there by the colonial Government itself. 

Mr. BAYLY wished to correct the gentleman. 
The record did not sustain the gentleman’s posi- 
tion. 

eMr. KING. In what? 

Mr. BAYLY. In saying they were placed there 
by the Confederation. ' | 
Mr. KING wished to return the favor, and cor- 
rect the gentleman from Virginia. ‘The history of 
the country showed that the first obstructions were 
placed there to prevent the approach of the British 

to Savannah. | 

Mr. BAYLY. By whom? 

Mr. KING. By the authorities then in com- 
mand. 

Mr. BAYLY. No; by the Legislature of the 
State of Georgia. . 

Mr. GREEN resumed, and further commented 
upon what he understood to be the change by the 
Committee on Commerce from the line of policy 
they had at first laid down for themselves. If he 
was laboring under a mistaken impression, he 
would thank any gentleman to correct him. He 
repeated the opinion that these various works of 
internal improvements should be left to stand on 
their own merits, and be acted on separately, ex- 
cept so far as that those which were undisputed 
might be included in one bill. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, stated that a bill for 
this ‘specific purpose, the improvement of the Sa- 


“vannah river, had passed the Senate, and was now 


in the House in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 
Mr. GREEN was aware of that. 
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: Mr. THIBODEAUX (a member of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce) inquired if the gentleman had 
alluded to the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. GREEN replied, he had alluded to that 
committee whose business it was to report the 
several internal improvement bills. 

Mr. THIBODEAUX asked if the gentleman in- 
tended to charge the Committee on Commerce with 
having yek en to the wishes of Mr. Clay? If he 
did so, he challenged him to the proof. 

Mr. GREEN said he had made no such charge. 
He had stated that according to his impressions— 
which might be wrong—the original plan of the 
committee had been abandoned, and at about the 
time of the visit to this city of the distinguished 
gentleman to whom he had alluded. What was 
the cause of this abandonment he knew not; but 
he did think that this particular appropriation had 
been inserted in this civil and diplomatic bill for 
the purpose of compelling gentlemen to violate 
their constitutional scruples, or to refuse to vote 
appropriations necessary to carry on the Govern- 
ment. ; 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, (in his seat.) That 
was not the object. 

Mr. GREEN accepted this explanation as far 
as regarded the gentleman himself, but he presumed 
the gentleman did not attempt to speak for others. 
_ On the subject of internal improvements he was 
aware there was a great diversity of opinion, and 
he confessed there was great difficulty in drawing 
the line of demarcation between works for which 
appropriations might be made by this Government 
and works for which they might not be made. 
He would simply state, and not attempt to argue, 
the position which he occupied. He denied that 
this Government had the power to appropriate òne 
single dollar to any work of internal improvement 
for the purpose of facilitating commerce. But 
they might appropriate for many of those works 
under other grants of power than that over com- 
merce. Upon this principle he had voted for the 
Wentworrnresolution. Thatresolution declared, 
in substance, that if it were necessary for the de- 
fence of the country, for the protection of our navy 
and of commerce, Congress had the power to make 
internal improvements; and although he denied 


that they had the power for the facilitation and. 


protection of commerce to make internal improve- 
ments, yet as they had this power for the defence 
of the country and for the protection of the navy, 
he had voted for the resolution. The words “ reg- 
ulate commerce’’—whatever they might mean, 
which he did not now attempt to show—did not 
mean ‘‘ faciliate commerce.” ‘There was another 
clause of the Constitution which declared that ** no 
preference should be given, by any regulation of 
commerce or revenue, to the ports of one State 
over those of another.” Now, if to “ regulate 
commerce” meant to dig out harbors and improve 
rivers, did they not, in the exercise of that power, 
give the preference ‘* to the ports of one State over 
those of another ?”’ 

Who believed that the framers of that sacred in- 
strument, the Constitution of the United States, 
knew so little of the force of language as to intend 
to convey, by the power to ‘‘ regulate commerce,” 
the power to dig canals, to improve rivers and har- 
bors, to construct railroads, to facilitate commerce? 
And who believed that they intended to confer upon 
Congress any more than the power to prescribe 
rules and regulations for the government of com- 
merce? If he was asked for the power to construct 
light-houses, he referred to the power to provide 
and maintain a navy; and if he were told, and it 
were true, that light-houses had been erected at 
points where the navy could not come, he answered 
that they were erected without any constitutional 
power of Congress. He did not complain if, in 
exercising the powers granted for the purposes of 
the Government, they benefited the people also. 
For instance, if the drawing out of a snag from a 
river, which river the Government made use of in 
the transportation of troops and munitions of war, 
subserved the benefit of the people also, it was no 
objection to the exercise of the power. But the 
improvement of the Savannah piver did not zub- 
serve the purposes of the Government in either of 


these respects, but was designed merely to facili- 
tate commerce, and therefore was, in his opinion, 


unconstitutional. | 

He replied to remarks made by Mr. Scuencx 
upon the veto power, in which it was described as 
overshadowing and baleful, and controlling in its 


influence UH: Congress. If this was the case, he 
argued that the knowledge by Congress that the 
Executive entertained any opinion on any subject 
would have the same effect. But that complaint 
would never be made against Zachary Taylor. 
No one knew his opinions, if he had any. Time 
and again had he been interrogated on various 
questions, and no reply could be obtained. No 
overshadowing influence, then, would be felt from 
him upon the subject of the Wilmot proviso, the 
tariff, the bank, or any other question which might 
come before Congress. In this respect he might 
be said to be an anomaly in nature; for, while the 
sun and all other luminous bodies threw a shadow 
behind them, none would fall upon Congress from 
General Taylor, should he chance to be elected, of 
which there was no prospect. But he held that 
upon those points where they knew the opinions 
of the Executive, they should not encumber the 
appropriation bills with provisions which he could 
not approve, and thereby stop the wheels of Gov- 
ernment, but should act upon the diversity which 
was known to exist between the President and 
Congress, and make their appeal to the people on 
that ground. | 

He referred toa remark of Mr. Smita, of In- 
diana, in reference to the fear of trusting the peo- 
ple, and argued that the Whig party, in discarding 
Mr. Clay, a man whose sentiments were known, 
and selecting General Taylor, who kept mum upon 
all interrogatories propounded to him, practically 
demonstrated their fear to trust the people. He 
also contended, that in thus presenting a candidate 
with no profession of principles, they counter- 
vened the just dogtrine of instruction—of the re- 
sponsibility of the representative to obey the will 
of his constituents, as there was no mode by which 
the President after election could be instructed, 
and the only mode by which the will of the people 
could be carried out in the election of President, 
was to have the principles of the respective can- 
didates distinctly declared, that they might support 
the principles rather than the man. 

He replied to the comments of Mr. Toomss 
upon the Democratic “ platform,” and justified that 
resolution which speaks of the Government being 
one of limited powers, and of a strict construction 
of the Constitution, instead of condemning it, with 
the gentleman, as being a truism. But heexpressed 
his pleasure to hear that it was now admitted to be 
a truism, as it had been denied, not only in prac- 
tice, but in theory, by the Whig party, in their 
advocacy of a general system of internal imptove- 
ments, of this improvement of the Savannah river, 
and other latitudinarian constructions of the Con- 
stitution. 

He commented upon what he considered the re- 
markable fact, that General Taylor had written no 
letter accepting the nomination of the Philadelphia 
Convention, and upon the insufficiency of the va- 
rious excuses that had been assigned—the failure 
of the Postmaster General to furnish him with 
mail facilities, the considerable tax of his postages, 


&c. That nomination had not been accepted, but 


General Taylor had said ifthe Whigs, or the Dem- 
ocrats, or the Native Americans, or any other 
party, nominated him, he would accept, carrying 
out the scriptural docirine of being ‘all things to 
all men, if by any means he might gain some.” 

The gentleman from Indiana had said General 
Taylor was not his first choice, but that he sup- 
ported him because he was available. In what did 
his availability consist? In concealment. lt had 
also been declared by a distinguished gentleman 
now in his eye, ina communication addressed to 
the Whigs, that General Taylor had been nomi- 
nated because the party could elect no one else. 
Would not every Whig throughout the whole ex- 
tent of this broad land, prefer Mr. Clay for the 
Presidency? 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, interposed, and 
said, for one, he decidedly preferred General Tay- 
lor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, corrected the gentle- 
man, and said he had not declared that he pre- 
ferred Mr. Clay to General Taylor as a candidate 
for the Presidency. Mr. Clay’s name was not 
now before the country in that connection. 

Mr. GREEN considered it an anomaly, a strange 
instance of ingratitude, that the ‘ great embodi- 
ment” who had so long held the party together, 
whose principles were well known, should be de- 
serted for General Taylor, who said he would not 
be the ‘* exponent of Whig principles.”” Did not 


this look like the dissolution of the old Whig 


party? X 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, then obtained the floor, 
and. yielded to a motion by Mr. ROOT that the 
House adjourn, which was rejected. , 

[Cries of ** Let’s finish the question to-day,” and 
confusion. ] 

Mr. KING remarked that he saw some restive- 
ness on the part of the House, and although he 
desired to say something upon the item for the 
Savannah river and other subjects involved, he 
would defer his remarks to some other occasion, 
and, in accordance with the manifest wishes of the 
House, propose to dispose of the question by mov- 
ing to lay on the table the motion to reconsider. 

he motion was agreed to, and thus the civil 
and diplomatic bill has finally passed the House, 
(including the item for the Savannah river.) , 


TREATY OF PEACE. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, asked the unanimous 
consent to take up and refer the President’s mes- 
sage announcing the treaty of peace. Ifthe House 
intended to act upon the subjects referred to in the 
message, it was time it was divided among the re- 
spective committees of the House, in order that 
they might prepare the measures for the action of the 

ouse, to enable them to despatch their business, 
and be ready to adjourn. , | 

Mr. HOLMES, of New York, inquired of the 
gentleman whether the President had responded to 
the resolutions of inquiry relative to the establish~ 
ment of territorial governments by the President, 
and other subjects referred to in his message. 

Objections were made to Mr. Cozss’s proposal. 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred : 


By Mr. CHAPMAN: The memorial of the heirs of the 
late Joshua Johnson, of Maryland, asking for a settlement of 
his accounts as consul and commercial agent at London. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The claim of Captain F. Schaf- 
fer, of Chicago, IJinois, for the refunding of certain moneys 
advanced by him when in the United States service. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Additional affidavits to aceompany 
petition of Edward Shepard for a pensiok. 


IN SENATE. 
SaTuRDAY, July 22, 1848. 


Mr. HALE presented the petition of John 
Lewis, a colored man of Philadelphia, asking that 
the fifth section of the Oregon bill be so amended 
as to strike out “free white,” so as to give the 
colored citizens of the United States an equal ad- 
vantage with all others. 

eh motion to receive was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, made an adverse report in the 
case of Henrietta Beddinger. | 

Mr. JOHNSON also, from the samę committee, 
made an adverse report in the case of Leonard 
Gray. 

THE TERRITORIAL BILL. 

Mr. CLAYTON called up the bill to establish 
a Territorial Government in Oregon, New Mexico, 
and California. | i 

The bill having been read a second time, and 
being under consideration as in Committee of the 
Whole— 

Mr. CLAYTON said he did not intend to open 
the debate on this bill with a long and tedious 
speech, reserving the right, in the event of debate 
being unavoidable, of replying at the close. He 
hoped, however, that it would not be found im- 
practicable to avoid debate. The bill would speak 
for itself. The 12th section in the bill reported, is 
similar to that reported by the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, with some slight modification. This sec- 
tion renders valid the laws now in force in Oregon, 
subject to be changed by the legislative body of 
the Territory, provided they are not incompatible 
with this act or the Constitution of the United 
States. The Territory of Oregon will have the 
right to send a Delegate to Congress. Such power 
is not conferred on the Territories of New Mexico 
and California. In the case of Oregon, the Legis- 
lature has the night to enact laws as specified, 
while in the Territories of California and New 
Mexico the powers are much more restricted. 

In the committee, all other modes of compro- 
mise entirely failed. He believed that no other 
mode would be successful in the present Congress. 
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The bill leaves the entire question which is in dis- 
pute to the Judiciary. There is no great principle 
sacrificed. Any man who desires discord will 
oppose the bill. But he who does not desire to 
distract the country by a question merely political, 
will be able, by voting for this bill, to refer the 
whole matter to the Judiciary. In any case in 
which it may be deemed important, any lawyer 
can carry the question to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

The compromise line of 36° 30’ was voted down 
in committee, in every form in which it was or 
could be offered. To show how this line would 
have operated; he referred to a return from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, giving 
the superficies of the new States and Territories: 
lying north of latitude 36° 30’, there are 1,599,240 
square miles, or 1,023,515,080 acres; south of lati- 
tude 36° 30’, there are only 262,729 square miles, 
or 168,146,560 acres: so that the territory north of 
the line will be four times as much as the territory 
south of it. Some members proposed as a basis 
the compromise line of 36° 30’; but it was op- 
posed. He felt himself standing between North 
and South, and standing ready to conciliate be- 
tween both. He would say no more, but would 
express the hope that so far as could be done with- 
out infringing the right of free discussion, the bill 
would be pressed to a vote as early as possible. 

Mr. NILES said the main question had been 


~ the question of thé power of Congress to interfere 


with the question of slavery. He wished to know 
if that Senator regarded this bill as taking the 
affirmative side of this question. He also desired 
to know what was the compromise effected or ex- 
hibited in the bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON replied that this bill neither 
affirms nor disaffirms the power, and*herein con- 
sists the compromise. If any Senator is opposed 
to this compromise, let him stand up and say so. 

Mr. NILES said it appeared, then, that the com- 
promise left the matter where it found it. It left 
the question just as it was, as yielding all the 
claims which the advocates of slavery had put 
forward. 

Mr. CALHOUN repudiated any idea other than 
an object national in its character, the harmony and 
preservation of the Union. The South only looked 
to the protection of its rights which it had derived 
from its ancestors. i 

Mr. NILES expressed his pleasure at hearing 
this declaration. But he`did not exactly compre- 
hend the extent of the Senator’s remark. He 
thought the question of the right of the South to 
carry property into the free States, was to be made 
the subject of compromise. He expressed his 
belief that the question might be compromised on 
the principle of equality of rights between the 
North and the South. 

'Mr. DICKINSON explained his course in the 
committee. They saw three great Territories bê- 
fore them., What was to be done to bring these 
into the Union? Midsùmmer had passed, and 
something was necessary to be done. A commit- 
tee was appointed, and a bill was reported extend- 
ing the Constitution and the laws over these Ter- 
ritories without touching the question of slavery. 

Mr. NILES explained some parts of his obser- 
vations previously made. T'he Senator from New 
York seemed to approve of this bill, and this in 
the face of a speech which he made early in the 
session, a well-considered speech, in which he de- 
nied the power of Congress to interfere with the 
government of Territories. As the Senator had 
changed his tone on this question, there was some 
hope that further change would ultimately bring 
him round to a correct position. He insisted that 
this bill is no compromise; it.is no compromise at 
all. Yet it is not altogether negative; on one point 


it is affirmative. It prohibits the inhibition of sla- 


very in the Territory. Was that nothing? He 
thought it most significant and most important. 
He feared that when these Territories would come 
and knock at our doors for admission as States in 
the Union, the same difficulties might arise which 
arose on the unfortunate Missouri question. The 
questions involved in this matter are before the 
country and Congress, and they must be met now 
or hereafter. He did not see how this bill was to 
settle the question. The people, who are intelli- 
gent, and who know what the question is, will be 
apt to ask how it is settled? The Territory of 

alifornia, New Mexico, and Oregon, has come 
inte our hands free as God has made it. He did 


not expect anything beneficial from the committee; 
but he certainly did not expect such a dodging, 
such an evasion of the question as was evident in 
the bill, which had cowardice stamped on it. 

Mr. DICKINSON replied, and asserted that 
there was no inconsistency in his course. He re- 
ferred to the resolutions he had offered early in the 
session, and stated that they sustained the Oregon 
bill. He went for the freedom of Government, 
not the freedom of the cut-throat. He would not 
substitute the dagger and the rifle for the power of 
the law. He complimented Mr. Catuoun, and 
all the members of the committee, for the proper 
spirit which they brought into the discussion of 
the bill. 

Mr. CORWIN referred to the speeches of Mr. 
CaLHoun, which maintained that Congress had no 
power to touch the question of slavery. Such, 
also, was the argument of his friend from Georgia, 
(Mr. Berrien.] He wished to know if the com- 
mittee made any investigation on the subject of 
this power, and if so, to what result? He wished 
to know if the committee believed that this question 
could be carried to the Supreme Court by any law- 
yer? He wished to know how the law relative to 
fugitives could be executed? The Territorial judge 
would be perplexed. The master would appeal to 
the Constitution, according to the principle in this 
bill; and if the slave was handed back to his mas- 
ter, and he appealed to the Supreme Court, how 
is the value of the property to be ascertained? and 
if the value of the slave is not $2,000, the case must 
be decided by one of the Territorial judges, some 
fifteen hun@red miles from the seat of Government. 
He considered it a question worth looking after in 
this noon of the nineteenth century, whether Cuffee 
or his master was the right man? He wished, also, 
to know why New Mexico and California should 
not be entitled to the same privileges of the other 
two States? 

Mr. CLAYTON explained, that the inhabitants 
of New Mexico were not admitted to equal privi- 
leges with Oregon, because they were too ignorant 
for self-government. 

Mr. PHELPS said, we came here for the pur- 
ose of settling this by some legislative measure. 
t was therefore competent to settle it here. Then 

it was alleged that the Constitution was the only 
authority to be regarded. It must, therefore, be 
referred to the judicial power. It is not in the 
power of Congress to interfere with the question, 

he question as to the constitutionality of our 
law# must be decided elsewhere. The committee 
had, with a view to meet the difficulty, thought it 
proper to refer the whole matter to the examination 
and decision of the. Supreme Court. The free 
States conquered by us have been free from sla- 
very, and slavery shall not be introduced there. 
Such is the sentiment throaghout the Eastern 
States. The South seemed to think that there 
was some combination against them; but this he 
regarded as idle. | 

Mr. WESTCOTT put some questions relative 
to the Legislature of ihe Territory of Oregon, and 
its power. He desired to know if the restriction 
in the bill was intended to prevent the Legislature 
from passing laws for the punishment of slaves? 

Mr. PHELPS said he had suggested the pro- 
hibitory clause. His motive was, not to leave this 
power to the nominees of the President, but only 
to commit it to a legislative body. 

Mr. WESTCOTT put his question in a more 
simple shape. 

Mr. PHELPS said he did not intend to make 
any distinction between the slaves and the Indians. 
It was intended to leave the question where the 
Constitution placed it. 

Mr. CALHOUN said the committee did not 
pretend to settle the question. It was left where 
the Constitution placed it. 

Mr. NILES wished to know if the committee 
thought this bill exhausted all the authority pos- 
sessed by Congress. If not, how was the question 
settled, when a bill could be at any time brought 
in to disturb the subject? 

Mr. BALDWIN remarked on the different fea- 
tures in the bill in relation to the Territory of Ore- 

on, and the Territories of California and New 
exico. He had formerly, when the Oregon bill 
was under consideration, stated that he regarded 
it as a national question, and hence he thought it 
unwise to bring in the new Territories in connec- 
tion with it. Fie adverted at some length to the 
grounds which were taken by the Senator from 


( 


South Carolina in the Oregon discussion, in his 
exposition of the rights by which we held the Ter- 
ritory. He thought there was no propriety in con» 
necting a Territory to which the Missouri compro- 
mise extended, in the same bill with Territories 
which had subsequently become ours by conquest. 
He thought it unjust to those who insist on the 
Missouri compromise, to put these Territories aide 
by side. He moved to amend the bill by striking 
out of the bill all after the twentieth section, being 
the part which relates to California and New 
Mexico. | 
„Mr. HALE referred to instructions formerly 
given by the Legislature of New Hampshire, re- 
questing the Senators, &c., to vote against the in- 
troduction of slavery into Oregon. These resolu- 
tions passed in 1846, and might be regarded as 
unworthy of regard, because it elected him; but 
they had not been rescinded during the two Legia- 
latures of 1847-48. He stated that the Wilmot 
proviso was the unanimous sentiment of the State, 
and was the opinion of the Democracy of that 
State, as set forth in the New Hampshire Patriot, 
A No. 1. He was not afraid, therefore, but that he 
would be sustained by his State. 
He professed to have no confidence in the Su- 
reme Court, as now constituted, and was unwill- 
ing that that court should decide the question. 
Again, the bill came short of the wishes of the 
people, who, throughout the whole length and 
readth of the land, were demanding that slavery 
should be abolished. The committee had done 
nothing. The chairman had stated that they had 
done nothing. They left the question to the laws 
of God and the Constitution. Now, the Constitu- 
tion was interpreted as variously as the Bible. The 
Senator from South Carolina was for leaving the 
matter to the Constitution, because, in his opinion, 
the Constitution carries slavery with it. Another 
construes the Constitution as meaning to secure: 
freedom. The client of the Senator from Vermont 
asks how is this settled? ‘Oh, by the Constitu- 
tion!’ ‘* Well, that is very well, but what does 
the Constitution say?’’ <s Oh, it is a Constitution 


of freedom !”? ‘* Very well, I am satisfied, as free- 


dom is what I want.” In the South the same 
question is asked, and the citizen there is satisfied 
because he is told that it carries slavery with it. 
He alluded to the case before the Senate, of the 
bill for an appeal to the Supreme Court, in certain 
cases from the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PHELPS asked if any one could find in 
the Constitution any authority for the Supreme 
Court hearing an appeal against taking out letters 
of administration ? 

Mr. HALE said that he would discuss that 
when the proper time came. He went on to state 
his objection more at large, as well as to state other 
objections which he entertained against the bill. 
The Senator from Delaware had produced a large 
paper filled with figures so numerous, that his 
imagination had nearly got swamped in it. He 
did not know what these figures had to do with 
the bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON said he read the figures, not 
with reference to this bill, but merely as matter of 
illustration. 

Mr. HALE said he did not discover any perti- 
nence. But he had heard a remark from the Sen~ 
ator which had given him pain, because he usually 
heard that Senator with pleasure and profit; but 
that Senator had said that any one who desired 
discord in the country would oppose the bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON disavowed any intention to use 
the words in an offensive sense. 

Mr. HALE was happy to hear it. But had it 
been otherwise, such a charge would have no 
weight with him. He repeated, that the commit- 
tee had done nothing. The Senator from New 
York said they had left the question where they 
found it. 

Mr. DICKINSON said he had stated that they 
left the questions where they found them. 

Mr. HALE. Well, then, they left all the ques- 
tions where they found them. . That is, the com- 
mittee had done nothing; and if the Senate had 
desired nothing to be done, there was no use in 
appointing a committee to do it. He then pro- 
ceeded to make some remarks on the Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Jounson,] who pretended to speak 
as the whole Democratic party, which he an- 
nounced in a prefatory remark. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, explained, consid- 
ering that injustice had been done to him. 
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Mr. HALE had the printed speech of the Sen- 
ator at home, and had no desire to misrepresent 
him. He had been confirmed, however, in his 
impression that the Senator assumed to act for the 
whole Democratic party, by an incident which 
took place a few days before. When the resolu- 
tion relative to adjournment was under considera- 
tion, that Senator had very significantly warned 
the Senators who were against him that they would 
be made responsible to the party; and such was 
the effect of the rebuke, that many of these Sena- 
tors afterwards changed their votes. He then pro- 
ceeded to show the distinction between political 
and municipal law, in order to convict the Senator 
from Georgia of error in this respect. He con- 
tended that slavery was not one of those political 
rights which we can carry everywhere with us. 
He adverted to and commented on the language of 
the laws of Mississippi, Kentucky, and Louisiana, 
which designate slavery as the creature of muni- 
cipal law; and the opinion of the Supreme Court 
sustains the local and municipal character of the 
Institution. 

Mr. UPHAM read a decision of Judge McLean, 
that slavery was maintained by local laws, and 
that it could not be carried into another State. 

Mr. HALE said he had not read this, because 
Judge McLean was from Ohio, which was an in- 
fected State. He then went on to quote, from the 
Madison Papers, the language of Colonel Mason, 
of Virginia, against slavery, which might have 
some weight, as it did not come from an eastern 
abolitionist. He expressed the hope that Virginia 
herself would be found ready to sustain and carry 
out the sentiments propounded by some of the 
noblest spirits that ever adorned her history. He 
went then into the question of the power of Con- 
gress over the subject of slavery, which had been 
denied; and yet by this bill slavery is prohibited 
in Oregon for three months, and is decided to be 
legal after three months. As to the Missouri com- 
promise, which, it was said, had given peace to 
the country, he did not know how that might be; 
but this he knew, that it gave peace to those poli- 
ticians who voted for it—it sent them down to their 
political graves, where they have ever since rested 
in peace. It settled them, if it did not settle the 
country. 

He hoped that would not be called a compromise 
which gave to all the southern latitudes the curse 
of slavery, and left to the free States nothing but 
their ice and their rocks. He called on the Senate 
to pause and reflect on the position in which they 
were placing themselves, by upholding slavery, at 
a moment when the high and powerful throbbinys 
of the human heart were overthrowing the institu- 
tions of ages and centuries, and by throwing this 
model Repubhc of ours in the path through which 
universal freedom is struggling to make its way. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. BALDWIN. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, asked if it was 
the intention of the mover to establish a govern- 
ment in Oregon, and to leave California and New 
Mexico without a government until the next ses- 
sion of Congress? 

Mr. BALDWIN said he wished to disencum- 
ber the Oregon bill from the other Territorial Gov- 
ernments. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, requested the 
Senator from Connecticut to withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BALDWIN was willing to withdraw it for 
the present. 

Mr. BERRIEN objecting, the amendment was 
not withdrawn. 

: The question was then taken, and decided as fol- 
ows: 


YEAS —Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Clarke, Corwin, Da- 
vis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dix, Dodge, Felch, Fitzger- 
ald, ones Hale, Hainlin, Miller, Niles, Upham, and Walk- 
er— ° s 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bell, 
Benton, Berrien, Borland, Breese, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, 
Ciayton, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, 
Foote, Hannegan, Houston, Jonnson of Maryland, Johnson 
of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mangum, 
Mason, Metcalfe, Pearce, Phelps, Sebastian, Spruance, Stur- 
geon, Turney, Underwood, Westcott, and Yulee—37. 


Mr. HAMLIN said he was admonished by the 
whisperings around him, that if he intended to be 
heard on this subject, he must seize the present 
moment, or he would be prevented by the pressure 
of numbers. He expressed his regret that while, 
throughout Europe, the spirit of freedom was over- 
throwing the old tyrannies, we were engaged in 


the task of introducing slavery into free terri- 
tories. He designated the bill as guarantying and 
perpetuating slavery in the new territories; and 
expressed his conviction that the new doctrine, that 
the extension of our political system carries sla- 
very everywhere with it, would be most startling 
in its effect on the North. He denied this doctrine 
entirely and emphatically. On the subject of the 
Missouri compromise, he said he would not have 
voted for it, because it established an arbitrary line. 

Mr. CLAYTON asked if the Senator did not 
vote for the Missouri compromise when he voted 
for the annexation of Texas? 

Mr. HAMLIN replied, that in the House of 
Representatives he had voted against the resolu- 
tions annexing Texas. When those resolutions 
came to the Senate, they were amended by the 
adoption of a single resolution not looking to the 
compromise, which emanated from the wisdom of 
the Senator from Missouri on his left, [Mr. Ben- 
TON,] and which would have saved us from the 
war through which we have passed. He would 
vote for no arbitrary law, even at the southern ex- 
tremity of our boundary, because it would lead to 
party, political, and sectional-strifes, such as have 
been eloquently portrayed by Mr. Jefferson. He 
would vote for a compromise founded on the spirit 
of those who established our Government. He 
would vote for retaining freedom in territories 
where slavery never existed; and he would vote 
for retaining slavery where it had always been. 
He was no abolitionist. He would not vote to 
abolish slavery in a slave State; and, so help him 
God, he would never vote to abolish freedom 
where freedom had always existed. He objected 
to the shufiling off, the skulking from, the shrink- 
ing behind a’ political question which it was our 
duty to meet, and throwing it on the Supreme 
Court to decide. He asserted that by no process 
could a case be brought up to the Supreme Court 
from the Territories; the decision of the court be- 
ing explicit that it must bea case of money, and 
that a single slave, with the question of his rights 
and liberties, was not the subject of an appeal. It 
had been stated that slavery was never created. 
True, it came like the serpent into the garden of 
Eden, creeping, stealing in, in violation of law. 
He asked for what purpose the Senator from Del- 
aware had given his array of figures, showing the 
relative number of square acres, in the free and 
slave States, according to the Missouri compro- 
mise? Why did he not state that the population 
in the free States was twelve millions, and the pop- 
ulation in the slave States was eight millions? 
There were other objections to this bill to which 
he would gladly allude, but he had already de- 


‘tained the Senate longer than he had intended. He 


could not refrain from saying what he had said, 
to justify the vote which he should give against 
this bill. 

Mr. CLARKE rose to address the Senate; but, 
as the hour was late, (approaching five o’clock,) 
he would move that the Senate adjourn. 

[Cries from several quarters: ‘Oh, no; let us 
get through the bill.’’] 

Mr. BERRIEN demanded the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn; and the question having 
been taken, it was decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, 
Bradbury, Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, 
Dix, Dodge, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Johnson of 
Maryland, Johuson of Louisiana, Mangum, Metcalfe, Miller, 
Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Spruance, Underwood, Upham, 
Walker, and Westcott—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Berrien, Borland, 
Breese, Bright, Buuler, Calhoun, Clayton, Davis of Missis- 
sippi, Dickinson, Douglas, Felch, Foote, Hannegan, Hous- 
ton, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mason, Sturgeon, 
Sebastian, Turney, and Yulee—24. . 


And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, July 24, 1848. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


Mr. CLINGMAN asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House, and, on objection being made 
by Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved to suspend the 
rules, to enable him to introducea concurrent reso- 
lution to terminate the present session of Congress, 
by an adjournment of the two Houses by their 
respective presiding officers, on Monday, the 7th 
day of August next, at twelve m. 

r. BURT raised the point of order that the 
House having previously adopted a resolution 
fixing the day for adjournment and sent it to the 


—_- 


Senate, it was not in order to move another until 
they were informed of the fate of the former. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 

The question on suspending the rules was de- 
cided by yeas and nays: Yeas 110, nays 54. Two- 
thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the resolution was received. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded, and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was agreed to: Yeas 126, 
nays 49. 

r. CLINGMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken, and moved to lay on the table that mo- 
tion. Agreed to. 

Mr. PILLSBURY, by leave, presented resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Texas respecting mili- 
tary posts on the frontier, and relative to inter- 
course with the Indians. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. P. also presented resolutions of the same 
Legislature relative to the passage of a law to com- 
pel the judge of the United States District Court 
for the district of Texas to reside and remain per- 
manently within his district. Referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GAINES, by leave, in behalf of the mi- 
nority of the select committee to whom was re- 
ferred the subject of granting pensions to widows 
and orphans of officers and soldiers who have been 
killed, or who have died whilst in the service of 
the United States, during the war with the Repub- 
lic of Mexico, made a report; which was laid on 
the table. 


NEW MEXICO AND CALIFORNIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States: 

WASHINGTON, July 24, 1848. 
To the House of Representatives of the Unitel States: 


In answer to the resolutions of the House of Representa- 
tives of the 10th instant, requesting intormation iu relation 


to New Mexico and Calitornia, I communicate herewith 


reports from the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the Secretary of War, and the Sccretary of the 
Navy, with the documents which accompany the same. 
These reports and documents contain information upun the 
several points of inquiry embraced by the resolutions. “The 
proper litnits and boundaries of New Mexico and California” 
are delineated in the map referred to in the late treaty with 
Mexico, an authentic copy of which is herewith tranamitted; 
and all the additional information upon that subject, and also 
the most reliable information in respect to the population of 
these respective provinces which is in the possession of the 
Executive, will be found in the accompanying report of the 
Secretary of State. 

The resolutions request information in regard to the exiat- 
ence of civil governments in New Mexico and California, 
their “form aud character,” by “ whom instituted,” by 
« a authority,” and how they are “ maintained and Bup- 
ported. 

In my message of December 22, 1846, in answer to a reso- 
lution of the House of Representatives calling for informa- 
tion “in relation to the establishment or organization of 
civil governments iu any portion of the territory of Mexico 
which has or might be taken possession of by the army or 
navy of the United States,” [ communicated the orders 
which had been given to the officers of our army and navy, 
and stated the general authority upon which temporary mili- 
tary governments had been established over the conquered 
portions of Mexico then in our military occupation. 

The temporary governments authorized were instituted 
by virtue of tke rights of war. The power to declare war 
ayainst a foreign country, and to prosecute it according to 
the general laws of war, as sanctioned by civilized nations, 
it will not be questioned, exists under our Constitution. 
When Congress has declared that war exists With a foreign 
nation, ‘the general Jaws of war apply to our situation,” 
and it becomes the duty of the President, as the constitu- 
tional “*commander-in-chief of the army and navy of the 
United States,” to prosecute it. 

In prosecuting a foreign war, thus duly declared by Con- 
gress, we have the right, by “‘ conquest and military occupa- 
tion,” to acquire possession of the territories of the enemy, 
and during the war to ‘ exercise the fullest rights of sover- 
eignty over it.” The sovereignty of the eneiny is in such 
case “ suspended,” and his laws can * no longer be rightfully 
enforced’? over the conquered territory, or ‘ be obligatory 
upon the inhabitants who remain and submit to the con- 
querors.”? By the surrender, the inhabitants “ pass under a 
temporary allegiance’? to the conqueror, and are “bound by 
such laws, and such only, as” he may choose to recognize 
and impose. “From the nature of the case no other laws 
could be obligatory upon them; for where there is no 
protection, or allegiance, or sovereignty, there can be no 
claim to obedience.”? These are well-established principles 
of the laws of war, as recognized and practised by civilized 
nations; and they have been sanctioned by the highest 
judicial tribunal of our country. 

The orders and instructions issued to the officers of our 
army and navy, applicable to such portions of the Mexican 
territory as had been or might be conquered ee arms, 
were in strict conformity to these principles. They were, 
indeed, ameliorations of the rigors of the war upon which 
we snight have insisted. They substituted for the harshness 
of military rule something of the mildness of civil govern- 
ment, and were not only the exercise of no excess of power, 
but were a relaxation in favor of the peaceable inhabitants 
of the conquered territory who had submitted to our author- 


990 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


July 24, 


ity, and were alike politic and humane. It is from the 
same source of authority that we derive the unquestioned 
right, after war has been declared hy Congress, to blockade 
the ports and coasts of the enemy, to cupture his towns, 
cities, and provinegs, and to levy contributions upon bim for 
the support of our army. Of the same character with these 
is the right to subject toour temporary military government 
the conquered territories of our enemy. They are ali bel- 
ligerent rights; and their exercise is as essential to the suc- 
cessful prosécution of a foreign war as the right to fight 
battles. | 

New Mexico and Upper California were among the terri- 
tories conquered and occupied by our forces, and such tem- 
porary governments were established over them. They 
were established by officers of our army and navy in com- 
mand, in pursuance of the orders and instructions accom- 

anying my message to the House of Representatives of 

ecember 22d, 1846. In their form and detail, as at first 
established, they exceeded in some respects (as was stated 
in that message) the authority which had been given; and 
instructions for the correction of the error were issued in 
despatches from the War and Navy Departments of the 
llth of January, 1847, copies of which are herewith trans- 
mitted. They have been maintained and supported out of 
the military exactions and contributions levied upon the 
enemy, and no part of the expense has been paid out of the 
treasury of the United States. 

In the routine of duty, some. of the officers of the army 
and navy, who first established temporary governments in 
California and New Mexico, have been succeeded in coni- 
mand by other officers, upon whom like duties have de- 
volved; and the agents employed or designated by them to 
contro] the temporary governments have also, in some in- 
stances, been superseded by others. Such appointments, 
for temporary civil duty during our military occupa eu, 


“ were made by the officers in coimmand in the conquere 


territories respectively. 

On the conclusion and exchange of ratificationsof a treaty 
of peace with Mexico, which was proclaimed on the 4th in- 
stant, these temporary governments necessarily ceased to 
exist. In the instructions to establish a temporary govern. 
ment over New Mexico, no distinction was made between 
that and the other provinces of Mexico which might be 
taken and held in our military occupation. 

The Province of New Mexieo, according to its ancient 
boundaries, as claimed by: Mexico, lies on both sides of the 
Rio Grande. That part of it on the east of that river was in 
dispute when the war between the United States and Mex- 
ico commenced. ‘l'exas, by a successful revolution in April, 
1836, achieved and subsequently maintained her independ- 
ence. By an act of the Congress of Texas, passed in De- 
cember, 1838, her western boundary was declared to he the 
Rio Grande, from its mouth to its source, and thence due 
north to the forty-second degree of north Jatitude. Though 
the Republic of Texas, by many acts of sovereignty which 
she exerted and exercised, some of which were stated in ny 
annual message of Deceinber, 1846, had established her clear 
title to the country west of the Nueces, and bordering on 
that part of the Rio Grande which lies below the Province 
of New Mexico, she had never conquered or reduced to 
actual possession, and brought under her government and 
laws, that part of New Mexico lying east of the Rio Grande 
which she claimed to be within her limits. On the breaking 
out of the war, we found Mexico in possession of this dis- 
puted territory. As our army approached Santa Fé, (the 
capital of New Mexico,) it was found to be held by a gov- 
ernor under Mexican authority, and an armed force collected 
to resist our advance. The inhabitants were Mexicans, 
acknowledging allegiance to Mexico. The boundary in 
dispute was the line between the two countries engaged in 
actual war, and the settlement of it of necessity depended 
on a treaty of peace. Finding the Mexican authorities and 
people in possession, our forces conquered them, and ex- 
tended military rule over them and the territory which they 
actually occupied, in lieu of the sovereignty which was dis- 
placed. It was not possible to disturb or change the prac- 
tical boundary line in the midst of the war, when no nego- 
tiation for its adjustmient could be opened, and when Texas 
was not present hy her constituted authorities to establish and 
maintain government over a hostile Mexican population, 
who acknowledged no allegiance to her. There was, there- 


g fore, no alternative left but to establish and maintain military 


rule during the war over the conquered people in the dis- 
puted territory who had submitted to our arms, or to forbear 
the exercise of our belligerent rights, and leave them in a 
state of anarchy, and without control. 

Whether the country in dispute rightfully belonged to 
Mexico or to Texas, it was our right in the first case, and 
our duty as well as our right in the latter, to conquer and 
hold it.- Whilst this territory was in our possession as con- 
querors, with a population hostile to the United States, 
which more than once broke out in open insurrection, it was 
our unquestionable duty to continue our military occupation 
of it until the conclusion of the war, and to establish over it 
military government, necessary for our own security, 4s well 
as tor the protection of the conqnered people. 

But the joint resolution of Congress of March 1, 1845, “ for 
annexing Texas to the United States,” the “ adjustment of 
all qhestions of boundary which may arise with other Gov- 
erniments’? was reserved to this Government. When the 
conquest of New Mexico was consummated by our arms, the 
question of boundary remained still unadjusted. Until the 
exchange of the ratifications of the late treaty, New Mexico 
never became an undisputed portion of the United States; 
and it would therefore have been premature to deliver over 
to Texas that postion of it, on the east side of the Rio Grande, 
to which she asserted a claiin. However just the right of 
Texas may have been to it, that right had never been re- 
duced into her possession, and it was contested by Mexico. 

By the cession of the whole of New Mexico on both sides 
of the Rio Grande to the United States, the question of dis- 
puted boundary, so far as Mexico is concerned, has been 
settled ; leaving the questinn, as to the true limits of Texas, 
in New Mexico, to be adjusted between that State and the 
United States. Under the circumstances existing during the 
pendency of the war, and while the whole of New Mexico 
as claimed by our enemy, was in our military occupation, i 
was not unmindful of the rights of Texas to that portion of 
it which she claimed to be within her limits. In answer to 


a letter from the Governor of Texas, dated on the 4th of Jan- 
uary, 1847, the Secretary of State, by my direction, informed 
him, in a letter of the 12th of February, 1847, that in the 
President’s annual message of December, 1846, “‘ You have 
‘ already perceived that New Mexico is at present in the 
‘temporary occupation of the troops of the United States, 
€ and the government over it is military in its character. It 
‘is merely such a governmentas must exist, under the laws 
‘of nations and of war, to preserve order and protect the 
€ rights of the inhabitants, and will cease qn the conclusion 
‘ of a treaty of peace with Mexico. Nothing, therefore, can 
€ be more certain than that this temporary Government, re- 
€ sulting from necessity, can never injuriously affect the right 
‘ which the President believes to be justly asserted by Texas 
‘to the whole territory on this side of the Rio Grande, when- 
‘ ever the Mexican claim to it shall have been extinguished 
‘by treaty. But this is a subject which more properly be- 
‘ longs to the Legislative than the Executive branch of the 
‘ Guvernment.”? ` 

The result of the whole is, that Texas had asserted a right 
to that part of New Mexico east of the Rio Grande, which is 
believed, under the acts of Congress for the annexation and 
admission of Texas into the Union as a State, and under the 
constitution and Jaws of Texas, to be well founded ; but this 
right had never been reduced to her actual possession and 
occupancy. The General Government, possessing exclu- 
sively the war-making power, had the right to take military 
possession of this disputed tertitory ; and, until the title to it 
was perfected by a treaty of peace, it was their duty to hold 
it, and to establish a temporary military government over it 
for the preservation of the conquest itself, the safety of our 
army, and the security of the conquered inhabitante. 

The resolutions further request information whether any 
persons have been tried and condemned for “ treason against 
the United States in that part of New Mexico lying east of 
the Rio Grande since the same has been in the occupancy 
of our army ;”’ and if so, before “ what tribunal,” and ‘b 
what authority of law such tribunal was established??? It 
appears, that after the territory in question was “in the oc- 
cupancy of our army,” some of the conquered Mexican in- 
habitants, who had at first submitted to our authority, broke 
out in open insurrection, murdering our soldiers and citi- 
zens, and committing other atrocious crimes. Some ofthe 
principal offenders, who were apptehended, were tried and 
condemned by a tribunal invested with civil and criminal 
jurisdiction, which had been established in the conquered 
country by the military officer in command. That the of- 
fenders deserved the punishment inflicted upon them, there 
is no reason to doubt; and the error in the proceedings 
against them consisted in designating and describing their 
crimes as “ treason against the United States.’ This error 
was pointed out, and its recurrence thereby prevented, by 
the Secretary of War, in a despatch to the officer in com- 
mand in New Mexico, dated on the 26th of June, 1847, a 
copy of which, together with copies of all communications 
relating to the subject which have been received at the War 
Department, are herewith transmitted. 

The resolutions call for information in relation to the quan- 
tity of publiciands acquired within the ceded territory, and 
“ how much of the same is within the boundaries of Texas, 
as defined by the act of the Congress of the Republic of 
Texas, of the 19th day of December, 1836.? No means of 
making an accurate estimate on the subject is in the posses- 
sion of the Executive Department. The information which 
is possessed will be found in the aceompanying report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

The country ceded to the United States lying west of the 
Rio Grande, and to which Texas has no title, is estimated 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, to con- 
tain 525,078 square miles, or 366,689,920 acres. 

The period since the exchange of ratifications of the treaty 
has been too short to enable the Government to have access 
to, or to procure abstracts or copies of, the land titles issued 
by Spain or by the Republic of Mexico. -Steps will be taken 
to procure this information at the earliest practicable period. 
It is estimated, as appears from the accompanying report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, that much the larger portion 
of the land within the Territories ceded remains vacant and 
unappropriated, and will be subject to be disposed ef by the 
United States. Indeed, a very inconsiderable portion of the 
land e:inbraced in the cession, it is believed, has been dis- 
posed of or granted either by Spain or Mexico. 

What amount of money the United States may be able to 
realize from the sales of these vacant lands, must be uncer- 
tain; but it is confidently believed, that with prudent man- 
agement, after making liberal grants to emigrants and set- 
tlers, it will exceed the cost of the war and all the expenses 
to which we have been subjected in acquiring it. 


The resolutions also call fur the “evidence, or any part j 


thereof,” that the “ extensive and valuable territories ceded 
by Mexico to the United States constitute indemnity for the 


_past.?? | 


The immense value of the ceded country does not consist 
alone in the amount of money-for which the public lands 
may be sold. If nota dollar could be realized from the sale 
of these lands, the cession of the jurisdiction over the coun- 
try, and the fact that it has become a part of our Union, and 
cannot be made subject to European power, constitutes 
ample ‘ indemuity for the past,” in the immense value and 
advantages which its acquisition must give to the commer- 
cial, navigating, manufacturing, and agricultural interests of 
our country. 

The value of the public lands embraced within the limits 
of the ceded territory, great as that value may be, is far less 
important to the people of the United States than the sov- 
ereignty over the country. Most of our States contain no 
public lands owned by tie United States; and yet the sov- 
ereignty and jurisdiction over them is of incalculable im- 
portance to the nation. In the State of New York, the 
United States is the owner of no public lands, and yet two- 
thirds of our whole revenue is collected at the great port of 
that State, and within her limits is found about one-seventh 
of our entire population. Although none of the future cities 
on our coast of California may ever rival the city of New 
York in wealth, population, and business, yet, that import- 
ant cities will grow up on the magnificent harbors of that 
coast, with a rapidly-increasing population, and yielding a 
large revenue, would seem tobecertain. By the possession 
of the safe and capacious harbors on the California coast, 


‘the facts of the case? 


we shall have great advantages in securing the rieh com- 
merce of the East, and shall thus obtain for our products 
new and increased markets, and greatly enlarge our coast- 
ing and foreign trade, as well as augment our-tonnage and 
revenue. | 

These great advantages, far more than the simple value of 
the public lands in the ceded territory, ** constitute our in- 
demnity for the past.” a JAMES K. POLK. 


The message having been read— 

Mr. HILLIARD obtained the floor, but yielded 
it temporarily to— 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, who moved that the mes- 
sage be referred to the Committee on the Territo- 
ries, and that it be printed. 

Mr. SCHENCK suggested as an amendment ` 
(as far as he could be understood) to have the Ex- 
ecutive message of 1846 printed with this. 

Mr. COBB said he had no objection to having 
that document printed, but would prefer the mo- 
tion to be embodied in a separate resolution. 

Mr. HILLIARD then resumed the floor, and 
proceeded to comment on both the late messages 
of the President—the one sent in some days since, 
communicating the treaty with Mexico; and the 
other sent in this morning, in reply to the resolution 
of the House asking information in regard to the 
new Territories. 

Mr. H. reviewed the policy of the Administra- 
tion in regard to our foreign affairs; discussed the 
Territorial question; and exhibited the overshadow- 
ing influence of the Executive in usurping powers 
not conferred on him by the Constitution, and in 
the exercise of the veto power. He contended 
that the policy of the Whig party was peace, and 
the development of the internal resources of the 
country, keeping the Executive power in due 
bounds; while the policy of the other party was 
the extension of Executive authority, and an ag- 
gressive system, which must lead to war and the 
overthrow of our Government. 

In the course of his speech, Mr. H. took de-. 
cided ground against the new compromise bill in 
the Senate, stating that it was not a settlement of 
the alarming question touching slavery, buta post- 
ponement of it, leaving room in the meanwhile for 
the wildest agitation. ` 

Mr. BIRDSALL, of New York, followed Mr. 
HiıLLarD in a prepared speech, which occupied his 
hour in the delivery. 


Mr. LINCOLN next obtained the floor amongst 
many competitors, but he said he apprehended 
that there was a disposition on the part of the 
House that the discussion at this time, on this 
question, should not be longer protracted; he would 
announce to the House that he desired to make a 
general speech, and he further announced that if 
there was now a disposition to take the question 
now pending, he would give way for that purpose. 
[‘* No, no;” “go on.’’} l z 

Mr. VINTON said he would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois whether it would not be as 
well to postpone this discussion to some other 
time. For himself he desired to say a few words 
about this message, and not on ee in general; 
and he trusted hefore it was disposed of, that the 
attention of the House and of the country would 
be called to the positions of this message. 

Mr. LINCOLN would say, that he hoped he 
should have the indulgence of the House, while he 
expressed his views at some future time; and now, 
for the accommodation of gentlemen, he would 
yield the floor. 

Mr. VINTON desired to say a very few words 
respecting this message. There were in it, as he 
heard it read, some things which it struck him. 
should not escape the notice of this House. It had 
struck him as a remarkable fact, that, in every 
message communicated to this House from the 
Executive of the United States, there were some 
views of Executive power in derogation of the 
rights of this body; but never, in the course of his 
long service in this body, had he seen any message 
presented to it*that, as he thought, contained so 
palpable an assumption of the powers of the Con- 
gress of the United States by the Executive, as the 
message which was now before them. What were 
The President stated that 
the State of Texas, when it was an independent 
country, passed an act by which it asserted a title 
to the territory to the Rio Grande. Not that they 
had a title, but that they made a paper title for 
themselves. And what next? The President in that 
message told them that Texas was a revolutionary. 
government, and that its rights extended as far as 
that revolution extended. Well, that was'a cor- 
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rect principle of the law of nations. The bound- 
aries of Texas were those which by force she had 
acquired, and in point of fact maintained for her- 
self. The President in that message informed Con- 
ress that in point of fact the State of Texas never 
ad possession of the territory of New Mexico on 
the east side of the Rio Grande. If he had said 
so, he might as well have asserted that the city of 
Washington was in Europe. Why, the capital of 
New Mexico had been so for two hundred years, 
as much so as New York, Philadelphia, and Bal- 
timore, were American cities. lt had forever been 
the capital of New Mexico, and it had never been 
in the possession of Texas. But the President of 
the United States informed Congress of this act of 
«Texas, setting up this paper title, which, the Pres- 
ident to the contrary hotwithstanding, he would 
undertake to say, and every lawyer would also 
undertake to say, was not even a respectable pre- 
tence of a title, unaccompanied by possession. It 
was not in her possession. The jurisdiction was 
in New Mexico de facto; and therefore the paper 
title of Texas had no more validity, according to 
the laws of nations, than if we should this day 
ass an act setting forth that the Saint Croix, from 
its mouth to its source, was the boundary of the 
United States. The character of this title was the 
same as that set up by Texas. But the President 
said it was a claim. He (Mr. V.) said it was not 
a respectable pretence. The President said it was 
a claim to part of New Mexico, while it was a 
part of the Mexican Republic. 

And he further informed them that when the 
title to this territory of New Mexico shall have 
passed to the United States, or since it had passed 
to the United States, that it became a question to 
be settled between the United States and Texas 
where the boundary between them existed. That, 
he admitted, was correct. lt was true, that since the 
settlement of this title, it had become a question 
as to the claim of Texas to part of New Mexico 
between the State of Texas and the United States. 
It was a question which was transferred from 
Mexico, the United States standing in the shoes 
of Mexico, and the controversy was now between 
the United States on the one side, and the State of 
Texas on the other. And yet, instead of sending 
a message to this House and informing the Con- 
gress of the United States that such was the state 
of things, and submitting it to Congress to decide 
the question of boundary between this Govern- 
ment and the State of Texas according to its good 

leasure, and on the principles of right and justice, 
he undertook to settle this question for himself. 
Now, it was a question between the United States 
and the State of Texas that did not belong to the 
President of the United States. It was a question 
that must be settled either by the Congress of the 
United States, by an agreement with the State of 
Texas, or by the Judiciary of the country. But, 
instead of that, what had the President done, and 
what did he say? He wrote a letter, as he now 
informed Congress for the first time, to the author- 
ities of the State of Texas, and he tells them that 
whenever Mexico should have ceded that country 
to the United States, by virtue of the paper title 
which she has manufactured for herself, ‘Texas 
would be the owner of that country from the mouth 
to the source of the Rio Grande. And if there be 
any truth in the estimate which the President had 
put on the territory acquired, they might pend 
estimate that east of the Rio Grande as wor 
sixty or seventy millions of dollars. 

The President undertook to tell the country that 
the territory acquired beyond the Rio Grande was 
worth more than the expenses of the war. Those 


expenses would exceed one hundred millions, and 
might be one hundred and fifty millions of dollars; 


and the President, who was the representative of 
the people of the United States whose land this 
was, undertook, on his own authority, without con- 
sulting Congress, to surrender property which be- 
longed to the United States to the value of sixty 
or seventy millions of dollars. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, desired distinctly 
to understand the position of the gentleman from 
Ohio. He desired to know if the gentleman as- 
sumed that Congress could settle the boundaries 
of Texas, in the face of the annexing resolutions, 
which provided that— 

& First. Said State to be formed, subject to the adjust- 


ment hy this Government of all questions of boundary that 
may arise with other Governments.”? 


Mr. VINTON knew that New Mexico was no 


| longer a part of the Mexican Republic. 
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It was 
either territory of the United States or part of the 
State of Texas; but what he was saying was, that 
this question of boundary was one about which 
the President of the United States had no right to 
communicate a message of that sort; much less had 
he any right, before asking the opinion of Congress, 
to undertake to tell the public authorities of Texas 
that that country was theirs, in derogation of the 
rights of the United States. 

Mr. JOHNSON desired still to have this thing 
perfectly understood. Did he understand the gen- 
tleman to say that this Government could interfere 
to settle the question of boundary, unless a question 
of boundary arose between her and some other Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. VINTON undertook to say, that if the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee had looked at the facts of 
the case, he would not have found it necessary to 
ask that question. He undertook to say, that if 
there was any claim on the part of Texas to that 
country, it was a question to be settled between 
the United States and the State of Texas, and that 
the President of the United States had nothing to 
do with it. lt was a question to be settled, and 
by one of two modes—by the common consent of 
the Congress of the United States with the State of 
Texas, and, if they could not agree, then by the 
judiciary of the country; but the Executive power 
had nothing to do with it. 

The President of the United States, then, not 
only undertook to settle the question of boundary, 
but he did more, for he surrendered, without deign- 
ing to consult Congress, that to which the United 
States had an incontrovertible claim to the amount 
of sixty or seventy millions of dollars. ‘The Pres- 
ident, who had no right to interfere in such a mat- 
ter, was about to surrender up this territory to 
Texas, and before this message would be disposed 
of, he (Mr. V.) wished to see another resolution 
passed to inquire from the President if that was a 
correct deduction, and if he was really undertaking 
to surrender that territory to Texas. The Presi- 
dent had set up a Government there. He was in 
possession of the country, and if that possession 
was to be maintained, he (Mr. V.) desired to know 
if the President was going to maintain it until the 
question was settled between the United States and 
the State of Texas; or was the President going 
against the United States, to make himself a party, 
and surrender it up himself into the hands of the 
State of Texas? He desired that this House should 
call on the President to know what he is going to 
do. If that country be in fact a part of Texas 
from the moment that he expelled the Mexicans 
from New Mexico or conquered that country, to 
use his own language, instead of setting up a gov- 
ernment himself there, and usurping the powers 
of Government, it was his plain and obvious duty 
then, and not now, to give it up to Texas. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky, made some re- 
mark which did not reach the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. VINTON would state what he had said. 
He had said if there was any reliance to be placed 
on the estimates of the President «i the United 
States respecting the country west of the Rio 
Grande, that we might put down that east of the 
Rio Grande as worth sixty or seventy millions of 
dollars. 

Mr. McCLERNAND desired to put a question 
to the gentleman from Ohio. Did the gentleman 
from Ohio understand that the President undertook 
to determine the boundary? ‘That was the hy- 
pothesis on which the gentleman’s argument was 
based. 

Mr. VINTON understood the President to say 
this: that the boundary of Texas extended from 
the mouth to the source of the Rio Grande. 

Mr. McCLERNAND understood the President 
to say the reverse—that it belonged to Congress 
and the State of Texas to settle. 

Mr. VINTON asked that that part of the mes- 
sage might be again read. 

Mr. JAMESON would suggest that it would be 
much better to have the message printed. 

The Clerk then read the passage referred to, as 
follows: 


& By the cession of the whole of New Mexico on both 
sides of the Rio Grande to the United States, the question 
of disputed boundary, so far as Mexico is concerned, has 
been settled: leaving the question as to the true limits of 
Texas, in New Mexico, to be adjusted between that State 
and the United States. Under the circumstances existing 
during the pendency of the war, and while the whole of 
New Mexico, as claimed by our enemy, was in our military 
occupation, Í was not uumindful of the rights of ‘Texas to 


| that portion of it which she claimed to be within her limits. 


In answer to a letter from the Governor of Texas, dated on 
the 4th of January, 1847, the Secretary of State, by my di- 
rection, inforined him, in a letter of the 12th of February, 
1847, that in the President’s annual message of December, 
1846, ‘ You have already perceived that New Mexico is at 
‘present in the temporary occupation of the troops of the 
t United States, and the government over it is military in its 
‘character. It is merely such a government as must exist 
‘ under the laws of nations and of war, to preserve order and 
‘ protect the rights of the inhabitants, and will ceaze on the 
‘conclusion of a treaty of peace with Mexico. Nothing, 
‘therefore, can be more certain than that this temporary 
‘ Government, resulting from necessity, can never injuriously 
‘affect the right which the President believes to be justly as- 
‘serted by Texas to the whole territory on this side of the 
‘Rio Grande, whenever the Mexican claim to it shall have 
‘been extinguished by treaty. But this is a subject which 
‘more properly belongs to the Legislative than the Executive 
‘branch of the Government.’ ”? 


Mr. VINTON. Yes, that was as he under- 
stood it. The President, who represented the 
rights, the property, and the interests of the Uni- 
ted States, undertook to tell them voluntarily, 
without the authority of this House, his opinion 
that whenever the United States should acquire 
this territory in New Mexico, their right would 
o dae from the mouth to the source of the Rio 

rande. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. But he says it is a 
uestion to be settled by Congress rather than the 
xecutive. 

Mr. VINTON. True, he ave so; but why did 
he undertake to establish the title of Texas? Why 
did not the President, in his message received here 
some time since, inform Congress of this state of 
things, when he spoke of our conquests secured by 
the treaty of peace on the Rio Grande. He (Mr. 
V.) hoped the President would be called upon to 
communicate the facts in this case. ‘The President 
had no right to surrender that territory, without 
telling Congress that a title was set up to it, and 
that Texas had a claim to New Mexico, or to that 
part of it on the east side of the Rio Grande. But 
so far from that, here was a paper which would go 
to the world as a public document, by which the 
President of the United States, who represented 
the rights and interests and property of the United 
States, showed, that while we had acquired that 
which lay west of the Rio Grande, we had no part 
east of the Rió Grande. The President, in send- 
ing that letter to Texas without authority of Con- 
gress, to interpose respecting the question of bound- 
ary between the State of Texas and the territory 
of the United States, had assumed to do that which 
did not belong to him. The President had no right 
to give such an opinion to Texas. He had no right 
thus to injure the title of the United States. But it 
was all ofa piece with his other acts; and he repeated, 
that if we had a title only to the territory lying west 
of the Rio Grande, the President had no right to 
set up a military government at the capital of New 
Mexico, if that did, indeed, as the President now 
assumes, belong to Texas. If that were so, he had 
no more right to set up a military government there 
than he would have to do so in Massachusetts or 
Ohio. Suppose the British were again in the coun- 
try watered by the Miami, and that they were ex- 
pelled, as they were by General Harrison: would 
the President have a right to set up a military gov- 
ernment there? When an enemy was expelled 
from their own country, it was absurd to suppose 
it was necessary to set up a military government 
there. If that portion of the territory from the 
mouth to the source of the Rio Grande did belong 
to Texas, then it was a perversion of terms to say 
that it was a military government which they es- 
tablished there. If it was not Mexican territory, 
it was an expulsion of an enemy of the country 
from our territory, and the President. had not got 
himself out of the difficulty. He had not relieved 
himself from the charge of usurpation. 

He hoped the whole truth would come out. Let 
all the facts be stated. The title of Texas was a 
paper title: she never had a foothold there or a 
title de facto. When we entered into the war, Mex- 
ico was in possession. We expelled her, and took 
the country by conquest, and as a part of the Re- 
public of Mexico, the President was authorized by 
the laws of war to preserve the public peace there, 
and to keep order. But at the very time the Prea- 
ident was setting up this military government there, 
he was telling Texas that when he should conquer 
the country, her title would extend from the mouth 
to the source of the Rio Grande. He was, there- 
fore, by his own admission, setting up a military 
ee within the jurisdiction of the State of 

exas. 
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~ He had now said ali he.desired. He wanted to 
bring the attention of the House and of the coun- 
try to this statement of the President, satisfied as 
he was that the title of Texas was nothing more 
than a paper declaration. l 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, next addressed 
the House. He maintained that the President’s 
message of to-day deserved more examination than 
any public document which for some time had 
been laid before the House. It was in many re- 
apects a dangerous and disreputable document— 
as much so as any message which had come from 
a President of the United States. He aaid this in 
no spirit of hostility, or with a desire to attack the 
President of the United States; he spoke not in the 
spirit of faction or of party, but as an American 
citizen and as a representative of the people. 

He proceeded: to read extracts from the message 
of the President to show the positions to which he 
took exceptions, and commented upon them at 
length; denying that the President of this Republic 
had the powers of a conquering monarch over the 
territory which our army subdued—to abrogate law 
and set up civil governments of his own—much 
less could he concur with the President, that after 
having established governments for the people of 
the conquered country, and peace had been secured, 
those countries were left in a state of anarchy, &c. 
[See Appendix for speeches in full.) When Mr. 
D. concluded— 

Mr. KAUFMAN obtained the floor, but asked 
for an adjournment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tenneasee, said, if the gen- 
tleman was not prepared to go on now, there were 
others who were. 

Mr. STEPHENS inquired whether, if the 
House should now adjourn, this would be the first 
business to-morrow ? 

The SPEAKER said it would come up with 
the business on the Speaker’s table, but there was 
another subject which preceded it in order. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, proposed that the fur- 
ther consideration of this message be postpones to 
a day certain, and that in the mean while the mes- 
sage and documents be printed. 

Mr. STEPHENS suggested Thursday next. 

Mr. KAUFMAN suggested Wednesday. 

Mr. COBB proposed that the order to print in- 
‘clude the previous message, (with the treaty.) 

Mr. STEPHENS moved that both be made the 
special order for Thursday next, and that beth 
messages and documents be printed. 

Mr. CALEB B. SMITH objected; but after 
some conversation, was understood to assent, and 
the motion was agreed to. ` 

So the Executive messages in relation to the new 
Territories are made the special order for Thurs- 
day next. 


Mr. VINTON asked that he might move a res- 
olution making the army appropriation bill the 
special order of the day for to-morrow. 

Mr. C. B. SMITH objected. : 

Mr. VINTON moved to suspend the rules, that 
he might offer the resolution. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, said the object of the 
resolution was only to stave off the Oregon bill; and 
if it was not taken up now, it would not be reached 
thia session. He therefore moved to adjourn. 

After some conversation and confusion, the 
House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WENTWORTH suggested that Mr. Vix- 
Ton should include the Oregon bill in his resolu- 
tion. This would end all difficulty. 

Mr. VINTON said there lay the trouble in the 
matter. If the Oregon bill came up, it might con- 
sume the residue of the session. 

Mr. C. B. SMITH said it could be disposed of 
in one day; and if it was not taken up now, it was 
lost for this session. 

Mr. Vinton’s motion was rejected: Yeas 84, 
mye 69, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative. 

r. KING, of Georgia, moved that the bill for 
the Florida, Alabama, and Georgia railroad, be 
taken out of Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and now acted on. 

Objection being made, he moved to suspend the 
rules; but pending that motion— 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, July 24, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Treasury Department, 


made in compliance with a resolution calling for 
the number of officers now employed in the cus- 
tom-house of Baltimore, and the number in 1845; 
which was laid on the table. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to transmit to the Senate the proceedings of the two 
Courts of Inquiry in the case of Major General Pillow—the 
one commenced and terminated in Mexico, and the other 
coinmenced in Mexico and terminated in the United States. 


The bill from the House of Representatives 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
service of the United States, was read a first and 


second time, and referred to the Committee on |. 


Finance. 
TERRITORIAL BILL 


On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill to establish 
Territorial Governments in Oregon, California, and 
New Mexico. 

Mr. CLARKE being entitled to the floor, gave 
way fora moment, and 

Mr. HALE moved to amend the bill in the fifth 
section, by striking out the words ‘‘ free white,” 
so as ii shall read, ‘that every male inhabitant 
above the age of twenty-one years,” &c. 

Mr. CLARKE stated that he regretted that he 
had been appointed a member of the committee, 
because the condition of his health, and other cir- 
cumstances, rendered it peculiarly inconvenient for 
him to attend. But while he was out of the Senate 
Chamber he was elected a member, and he was 
subsequently induced by his friends to forego his 
intention to ask to be excused. His health would 
not now permit him to address the Senate at any 
length, even if he could be assured of the propriety 
of taking up the time of this body, which he was 
not. He stated that the bill now reported received 
the sanction of six out of the eight members of the 
committee, two of the members (of whom he was 
one) objecting to it. His views, and the views of 
his State, (Rhode Island,) were decidedly against 
the introduction of slavery into a free State, and 
against the extension of slavery to any territory 
which we may have acquired by conquest. He 
intended to move again in the Senate the amend- 
ment which he had unsuccessfully proposed in 
committee. As far as he understood the opinion 
of the committee, it was that the Territory of Ore- 
gon was in every sense a free Territory. On look- 
ing over the bill, he found that this principle did 
not seem to be sufficiently carried out in the con- 
struction of the bill. He stated that it was his in- 
tention to move an amendment to the sixth section 
of the bill; the closing paragraph is: ‘* All the laws 
passed by the Legislative Assembly shall be sub- 
mitted to the Congress of the United States, and 
if disapproved, shall be null and of no effect.” To 
this he moved to add a proviso, that no law on 
the subject of slavery shall be in force until it shall 
have received the approval of Congress. = 

The adoption of this proviso would satisfy his 
mind that slavery would never be permitted to 
exist in the Territory of Oregon. He thought that 
by the adoption of this proviso, the bill would be 
rendered acceptable to all parts of the Union. 
Some doubts having existed as to the fact whether 
slavery existed in Mexico at the time when the 
Territories of California and New Mexico came 
Into our possession, he had found a decree pub- 
lished by President Herrera, in which he declares 
that slavery is abolished in Mexico, and all who 
were then slaves should become free, which he 
sent to the Secretary to be read, as also a subse- 
quent act confirming the decree. This fact he pro- 
posed to imbody in an amendment which he would 
submit to the 26th section of the bill. It was urged 
in committee, that on the Territories of California 
and New Mexico coming into the possession of 
the United States, every owner of a slave would 
have a right to bring his property into the Terri- 
tories. To this it was objected, that this being a 
constitutional question, it should be referred to the 
supreme court of the Territory, with an appeal to 
the Supreme Court of the United States. To this 
effect he also proposed to submit an amendment 
in the 24th section of the bill. He then referred 
to the importance of this measure at a moment 
when the public opinion throughout the Union was 
so violently agitated on the question of slavery. 
The resolutions of the Legislature of Rhode Island 
required of him to vote against the introduction of 
slavery into any free State. As the bill was now 
constructed, he could not give his assent to it. He 


er e S S S A E e 


amendment to the bill. And he asked that what 
passed on the occasion might be read from the 
journal of the committee. 
| Mr. BRIGHT produced a paper which he said 
: the Senator from Rhode faland had handed to him 
after the bill had been reported. He did not un- 
derstand that the Senator had objected to the report 
of the committee. 

Mr. BERRIEN thought the production of pa- 
pers which related to the proceedings of the com- 
mittee might be productive of great embarrassment 
hereafter, if it should now be permitted. 

Mr. FOOTE thought the Senator from Rhode 
Island ought to be permitted to have the paper 
produced and read. n 

Mr. CLARKE did not press his request; and 
contented himself with making some explanations 
as to what took place. He was desirous to place 
himself in a correct position before his own State 
| and the country. If his amendments were adopted, 
| he thought it would remove the objections to the 
| bill in one section of the country, and, as far as he 

could see, could not be objectionable to another. 
Mr. MILLER rose to state his objections to the 
bill: he objected to this triple alliance of two new 
Territories, scarcely a month old, with the Terri- 
| tory of Oregon. Oregon is a native-born Territory, 
and why was she to find herself, at her outset, 
brought into such a connection? He understood 
the character of the people of Oregon, who were 
mostly emigrants from our own States; but he did 
not-understand the character of the people of Cali- 
fornia and New Mexico. He was prepared to give 
his assent to a government for the former, but he 
was not now prepared to give a government to the 
others. He.desired more information on the sub- 
ject, before he could consider himself prepared to 
give his vote. There was a sort of understanding 
that Texas and Oregon should be admitted to- 
peer eee as a free, Texas as a slave, State. 
exas was admitted, and Oregon was kept knock- 
ing at our doors until arrangements could be ma- 
tured for admitting her on the same footing. He 
then proceeded to the consideration of the bill itself, 
which had been reported as a compromise. He 
showed the reasons which convinced his mind that 
it was, in fact, no such compromise as had been 
expected. He referred to the debate which had 
already taken place, on the power of Congress to 
abolish slavery, in which it was strenuously denied 
by the Senators from the southern States; yet, in 
this bill there was an assumption of the power, in 
the clause prohibiting the passage of any law which 
abolishes slavery. Believing in this power, he was 
not opposed to its exercise; but he was opposed to 
its admission for the benefit of one part of the 
Union, and not of the other: it was all on one side. 
He had prepared an amendment providing that the 
laws now in existence in the Territories shall con- 
tinue in force. As to the inhibition of the Terri- 
torial Legislatures in Mexico to pass any laws 
respecting slavery, what did it mean but a prohibi- 
tion of the passing of any laws abolishing slavery? 
Slavery will, of course, go to California and New 
Mexico, as there is no law there to prevent it. If 
a person takes his slave there, and his property is 
taken, and he appeals to the Supreme Court, the 
court will probably decide, that as Congress has 
passed no law prohibiting slavery there, slavery 
may exist there. And while the question remains 
undecided, the slave will stand on the same footing 
with his master—under the protection of the Con- 
stitution—and strife and bloodshed may ensue. He 
alluded to the difficulty which would stand in the 
way of any slave who desired to bring his case, by 
a writ of habeas corpus, before a judicial tribunal 
for decision: he illustrated this by the case of the 
agent of the State of Massachusetts, who was sent 
to Charleston, South Carolina, for the purpose of 
testing the constitutionality of the law where he 
could have no lawyer to aid him, and was himself 
imprisoned, and then compelled to leave the State. 

Mr. BREESE. If the Senator of New Jer- 
sey will allow me, I will ask him if the question of 
servitude could not be brought before the Supreme 
Court of the United States, very readily, by an 
action, by the slave, of assault and battery and false 
imprisonment. In the State which he (Mr. B.) 
had the honor in part to represent, the question of 
| freedom or slavery could not be tried on the return 

to a writ of habeas corpus. If the party holding 
the petitioner for the writ, returned upon it that 
he was held asa slave, the question cannot be tried 


| had reserved the right in committee to move an 
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by the judge, but the party is driven to his suit at 
law to try his right to freedom. Such a suit would 
bring up the question fairly and without the inter- 
vention of ajury. The person claimed as a slave 
brings his action, and there never has been found 
any difficulty in obtaining the aid of counsel, even 
in slave States, for such purpose. The master 
pleads to the action, that true it is he holds the 
laintiff in his custody, as he has a right to do, for 
fre is his slave. The slave replies, setting forth the 
fact that California, on its cession to the United 
States, was free; that slavery did not exist there, 
and that it is not recognized by the Constitution of 
the United States or any act of Congress; and that 
by virtue af that Constitution he is free. The de- 
fendant demurs, and the question of law arising 
thereon is decided by the court, and if the decision 
be against the slave, the Supreme Court of the 
United States have jurisdiction under the 25th sec- 
tion of the Judiciary act of 1789, because a decision 
has been pronounced against a right claimed under 
the Constitution. Ifthe Senator will look to the 
case of Menard vs. Aspasia, in 5th Peters’ Rep., he 
will find such to be the opinion of the Supreme 
Court. He would further say to the Senator, that 
in all his observation and experience in cases of 
this sort, and they have not been inconsiderable, 
he has discovered that the courts of the slave States 
have been more liberal in their adjudications upon 
the question of slavery than the courts of some of 
the free States. The courts of one of them (Illi- 
nois) had uniformly decided cases against the right 
of freedom claimed by persons held in bondage 
under a modified form of servitude, recognized by 
its old constitution. In precisely similar cases, 
the courts of Kentucky and Missouri, to which 
States such persons had been taken, decided in 
favor of the right to freedom. And it is a remark- 
able fact, that in all cases in those States, and he 
believed in other slave States, where there was any 
doubt about the right to hold the person in slavery, 
the decision has been invariably against the right. 
Mr. MILLER resumed, stating that in different 
States in the Union public opinion operated 
strongly to bias the course of law. But he pro- 
tested against legislating for California and New 
Mexico in such a loose manner as to leave open a 
field for perpetual strife between the master and 
the slave, or between the slave-owner and any 
philanthropic individual who may journey into 
these distant regions for the purpose of instructing 
the slave in his own rights. 


This question was a ` 


political one. The South regarded it as such, con- - 


tending that this question must be settled, or the 
Union would be dissolved. He denied that even 
a decision of the Supreme Court would satisfy the 
party against whose wishes it militated. The de- 


cision of the Supreme Court, in the case of the. 


United States Bank, was not satisfactory to the 
opposite party; and no better result could be anti- 
cipated in this case. 

He was willing to vote for a bill which pro- 
hibited slavery in any Territory which was free 
at the time of the passage of the bill. If slavery 
existed in a Territory at the time of its acquisition 
by the United States, he would leave it to the peo- 
ple to determine-whether it should continue. He 
would not vote for its abolition there. He had not 
voted against the continuance of slavery when 
Texas was admitted into the Union, because it 
had previously been in existence there. For whose 
benefit should we now extend slavery in Califor- 
nia and New Mexico, where it has already been 
abolished? Great Britain had introduced slavery 
in this country, and what was the general tone of 
public opinion on this subject? Was it not termed 
a curse which had been entailed on us by Great 
Britain? And shall we extend this curse to the 
Territories over which we extend our protec- 
tion? 

The South asserted that it had a greater interest 
in the question than the North. This he denied. 
He denied that the South had any exclusive privi- 
lege to carry her slaves to the Territories for sale. 
The North had an equal right to enjoy the profit 
of such a traffic, and had therefore as great an in- 
terest in the question as the South. Slavery does 
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not exist now on the Pacific, and by his vote it 
should never be permitted there. 

As to California and New Mexico, he would 
not charge the South with having plunged the 
country in war for the purpose of obtaining addi- 
tional slave territory, because the South had been 
opposed to the acquisition of this new territory. 
But he put it to the South, whether this extension 
of our territory did not hold out the strongest 
temptations to the spreading this institution Into 
countries where it has not heretofore existed ? 

The proper way to settle the question was by 
the legislative authority. The people would not 
rebel against the law; and he was not disposed to 
surrender the power of Congress over the subject. 

Mr. PHELPS rose and vindicated his own 
course, as he judged from present appearances that 
he was the only representative of the opinion he 
entertained from the entire North. This was not 
a pleasant situation. He accepted the position he 
occupied with great reluctance. But when he went 
into it, he did not go there as the mere represent- 
ative of one State, but for the purpose of concilia- 
ting and harmonizing the Union. He had not 
anticipated the severe, unreasonable opposition he 
had encountered. He had said he could justify 
himself to the country, and he was confident he 
could vindicate himself to his immediate constitu- 
ents. He was not to be driven out of the Senate 
by the opposition which had risen up. His friend 
from Connecticut [Mr. Batpwin] had taken an 
objection to the bill on the ground of what lawyers 
call a special demurrer, because the committee had 
pinned the three Territories together in one bill. 

Mr. BALDWIN explained that his was more 
than a technical objection. 

Mr. PHELPS resumed. The bill had been 
presented to the country as an odious measure. 
It had been grossly misrepresented in the news- 
papers, and he feared Senators had taken their 
impressions more from these paragraphs than from 
an examination of the bill. The main opposition 
came from his own section of country. If he 
stood alone, he must stand on his own legs, and 
trust to his own intelligence for his defence. He 
had, a short time since, addressed the Senate, and 
given his views ina manner which could not be 
misunderstood. He was opposed to the extension 
of slavery to any Territory which is subject to our 
legiglative control. 

That was the condition in which California and 
New Mexico have come under our care? Slavery 
has been abolished there. Such is the state in 
which we receive them. By the laws of nations, 
the laws of all conquered countries remain until 
changed by the conqueror. If these laws are to 
be retained, there is an express law containing a 
prohibition of slavery, and this will continue until 
we Shall change it. He insisted that there was 
nothing in the bill to warrant the belief that it 
could ever carry slavery into these Territories. 
The Senators from New Hampshire [Mr. Hate] 
and from Maine, [Mr. Hamuin,] who had ad- 
dressed the Senate, went over precisely the same 
ground which he had traveled. There was no 
difference between them; and all that surprised him 
was, that after following the same path, they had, 
just at the close, shot off entirely in a new direc- 
tion. He had determined never to suffer himself 
to yicld to momentary impulses, which might mis- 
lead him as they had misled others. He would 
rather follow the dictates of his deliberate judg- 
ment. 

He replied to the objections made to the phrase- 
ology that the laws of Oregon shall continue in 
force until modified, altered, or rejected, contend- 
ing that there was nothing in this clause to excite 
alarm. It was to be expected that the new legis- 
lature would reénact the prohibition of slavery, if 
they made any new law; and if not, the present 
law would remain in force. He believed, from the 
spirit he had witnessed in the committee, that the 
South would make no objection to the continuance 
of this restriction in Oregon. Why, then, should 
the North endeavor to disturb this harmony of 
sentiment by its criticism on the bill? The pro- 
vision contained in the bill relative to the existing 


laws in Oregon, and the power of the legislature to 
change or continue them, he considered as being 
an effectual prohibition of slavery in the Territory, 
without the assent of Congress. As to the judicial 
authority, he would only say that the Constitution 
ought to be expounded by those constitutionally 
appointed for that purpose. The President, who 
was not elected by his vote, he might distrust. 
But as to the Supreme Court, whether they differed 
from him in political views or not, he had yet to 
learn that they had, in any single instance, forfeit- 
ed the confidence of the country. He could repose 
in their decision with entire submision, whether it 
was for or against him. 

He said he was well aware of the effect which 
this question was tntended to have on the country. 
It was intended for political purposes. It was well 
enough to go into this to a certain extent, but it 
would be dangerous to explode all at once. Pop- 
ular excitement was not to be trifled with. The 
wheel of revolution was going round, and we know 
not who is to be the last victim. We had, a short 
time since, congratulated a foreign nation on its 
success thus far in throwing off an odious tyranny. 
An individual who had spent his life over his books 
was thrown to the head of the Provisional Gov- 
ernment, and the next turn of the wheel has thrown 
him off into disgrace. There is but one power that 
can control these things, and that power is not 
human. We have now a new political church, a 
sort of city of refuge, to which political criminals 
may resort for safety. But he had no fear of the 
result. He trusted to the intelligence of the peo- 

le. 

He had thus expressed his views on the subject, 
because he considered himself as implicated. If 
there was cowardice in the bill, he had no fear on 
the subject. He would rather attach the term to 
the weathercock of popular impulse, to him who 
fears to do a wise act, lest he should offend some 
transient caprice. If there were any to whom re- 
sponsibility should attach, it was to those who 
voted for the annexation of Texas, out of which 
grew the Mexican war. The Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Nites] had given the casting vote 
on the question of the annexation of Texas, and 
he was responsible for all the difficulties which 
had grown out of it. That Senator had thrown the 
most offensive epithets on this bill, and its origin- 
ators, and he was bound to come forward and aid 
inacompromise. If (said Mr. P.) my old coat 
and jacket are to be stuffed with straw and burnt 
in effigy, | would prefer that the Senator from 
Connecticut should take my position, and let his 
coat and jacket take the place of mine. 

Mr. FITZGERALD followed in some remarks, 
to show that his vote on this question ought not 
to be received as compromising General Cass, or 
as prejudicing his election. All this had been al- 
leged as likely to be the effect of his course. He 
had seen General Cass since his departure from 
Washington, but he had never exchanged a word 
with him on this subject. He had been left free 
by his friends to act on his own responsibility. 
Although he was a personal and political friend of 
General Cass, he would not shrink from any re- 
sponsibility he might incur. If all which has been 
said against General Cass in the newspapers be true, 
he has sins enough of his own to answer for, with- 
out being responsible for his (Mr. F’.’s) acts. He 
voted against the appointment of this committee, 
because he was desirous that the Oregon bill should 
be disposed of, as was due to the citizens of that Ter- 
ritory. He was delighted, however, to see the rain- 
bow of peace exhibiting itself, after the clouds which 
threatened us. He had strong objections to parts 
of the bill; yet, if he thought it would produce 
harmony and peace, he woul vote for it although 
it would be his last act, and he should thereafter 
be plunged in disgrace. But he feared, from what 
he had heard, that its friends were doomed to dis- 
appointment. ‘There was a political storm raging 


‚in the North, the effects of which no one could 


foresee. It threatened to come upon us like a 
whirlwind, and who can tell where it may be 
stayed? He alone was responsible for his own 
acts. He would give another reason why he voted 
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against the raising of the committee. He was not l| rived the splendor of her high character—were op- 


in very good humor at that time, because he had 
heard imputations thrown on northern States, and, 
among others, upon the State represented by him, 
on the subject of fugitive slaves. There were 
many cases of fugitives who had not been re- 
claimed. When he lived in Indiana, there were 
bands of thieves—horse-stealers as well as negro- 
atealers—roaming through that State and Ken- 
tucky, but he never thought of charging these 
offences upon the States in which they existed. 
He did not desire to be considered as committed 
to the support of this bill, in its present shape. 

Mr. CORWIN rose to state his objections to 
the bill, to the-examination of which he had de- 
voted himself with a sincere desire to obtain a 
complete and elementary knowledge of the bill. 
He did not apprehend any of those awful results 
from this bill which had been felt by some. He 
did not dread a dissolution of the Union. If he 
did, he should not regard a seat on this floor as 
worth having. He did not even apprehend all 
that had been apprehended from that dreadful 
name, the Wilmot proviso—that raw-head-and- 
bloody-bones which had been so often invoked to 
raise our fears. The paternity of that proviso 
seemed to have been lost sight of. It seemed to 
have been forgotten that it was penned by the same 
hand which drew up our Declaration of Independ- 
ence. It was from the hand of Jefferson himeelf; 
and great was the revolution which must have 
taken place when the new ozinions we now hear 
are promulgated around us. It would be very 
unpleasant to him to say anything to wound the 
feelings of those who had so meritoriously united 
to produce this bill. But he could notsee that press- 
ing emergency for its passage, to which every other 
consideration must give way. He did not see why 
Oregon, which had hitherto taken care of herself, 
could not go on a little longer; and he would be will- 
ing to let these foreign provinces take care of them- 
‘selves for another twelve-month. We had a mes- 
sage from the President which had rarely been 
adverted to. Persons had been employed to ascer- 
tain thageography of the Mexican provinces; and, 
after all, they had been obliged to apply to the 
Executive to know where they are. e are told 
that Texas claims to the banks of the Rio Grande, 
and in that case she will take some three-fourths 
of the territory comprehended urider the name of 
‘New Mexico. It wonld be well to obtain some 
information on this point before we proceed to es- 
tablish a government for this new territory. 

He asserted his belief, that if the Senators from 
the South believed that, in an appeal to the Su- 
preme Court in cases under this bill, the decision 
would be against them, they would never vote for 
this bill. So if the Senator from Vermont thought 
the decision would be against him, he would vote 
against it, He regarded slavery as a local institu- 
tion, which could not be carried into any other 
State, the laws of which prohibited it. He would 
not, if we conquered the hottest climate on the 
earth, where the white man could not work—he 
would not vote to establish slavery there, unless it 
had previously existed there; and in saying this, 
he followed in the track of General Washington, 
who entertained that opinion to the day of his 
death, and of Thomas Jefferson. 

He wished some Senator would inform him 
whether slavery at this moment exists in Mexico, 
and whether it is hereditary or not? 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Peon slavery exists now 
in California. The creditor may sell his debtor as 
a slave for all time, with all his property. 

Mr. CORWIN had heard the same from other 
sources, and he therefore must believe it to be so. 
How, then, can a case be made out for the Su- 
preme Court, in which it will not be decided that 
slavery in some form does not exist? If aman 
shall be taken as a slave, because he owes another 
five dollars, and sold into perpetual slavery, shall 
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posed to the extension of slavery; and among these, 
he instanced Mr. Jefferson as the most prominent. 
He went on to show, that if there were fanaties in 
the North, there were also fanatics in the South; 
and that the latter were by far the most dangerous; 
for, if the former went into the slaveholding States 
to carry thither these principles, they were at least 
the principlesof human freedom. The efforts of the 
southern fanatics were directed to the extension of 
slavery over a broader surface of territory, and its 
introduction into lands which had never before 
been tainted by the breath of a slave. 

In reference to the Wilmot proviso, he went on 
to show the uncertain position of General Cass, 
and how little credit could be placed in him. Of 
General Taylor’s opinions on the subject he had 
no particular information, but he was willing to 
trust him. Could he be made to believe that Gen- 
eral Taylor would veto any bill embracing the 
principles of that proviso, he certainly would not 
vote for him; and he would take it on himself to 
say, that not one of the free States could be brought 
to support him. But as between General Taylor 
and Mr. Cass, there could be no hesitation as to a 
choice. 

About six o’clock Mr. Corwiw concluded, hav- 
ing occupied the floor nearly three hours. 

r. UNDERWOOD rose to speak, but there 
were cries of ‘ Adjourn, adjourn !”’ and ‘* No, no; 
dispose of the bill!”? when Mr. U. moved that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BERRIEN demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, 
Butler, Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, 
Dix, Dodge, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hanlin, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, 
Metcalfe, Miller, Niles, Phelps, Spruance, Underwood, Up- 
hain, Walker, and Westcatt—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Berrien, Borland, 
Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Clayton, Davis of Mis- 
sissippi, Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, Foote, Hannegan, 
Houston, Johnsen of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mason, Rusk, 
Sebastian, Sturgeon, Turney, and Yulee—25. 


And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TorEspay, July 25, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday wæ read and approved. 


Mr. THOMAS, by leave, from the Committee 
of Claims, made a report on the petition of Jacob 
Houseman. Laid on the table. i 

Mr. PECK, after making a few pertinent re- 
marks, asked leave to move to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the further consideration 
of the bill to pay the regiment of Vermont militia 
for their services at the battle of Plattsburg in 1812. 
Objected to. T 

Mr. VINTON asked leave to report back to the 
House from the Committee of Ways and Means 
the amendments of the Senate to the naval appro- 
priation bill. Objected to. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Hector 
Perkins. Read and committed. 

On motion of Mr. FULTON, the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions was discharged from the consid- 
eration of the petition of Major L. P. Montgomery; 
and it was laid on the table. 

Mr. ECKERT, from the same committee, re- 
ported bills for the relief of Peter Myers, and for 
the relief of Captain Alexander McEwen; which 
bills were read and committed. 

Mr. E. also made adverse reports on the peti- 
tions of J. W. Knipe, Rezin Terris, and Ethel 
Bartis. Laid on the table. — 

Mr. W.T.LAWRENCE, from the same com- 
mittee, reported the following bills: 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth S. Cobbs; 

A bill for the relief of Mary Ann Pollard; 

A bill for the relief of Canfield Averill; 

A bill for the relief of the children of Lewis A. 
Wolflev; 

Which bills were read and committed. 


On motion of Mr. W. T. LAWRENCE, the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions was discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of 
Henry Powell; and it was laid on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, to which it was 
referred, Senate bill granting a pension to John 
Clark. Committed. 

On motion of Mr. W.T. LAWRENCE, the 
Committee of the Whole was discharged from the 


had; but had it been half as much abused as th 


further consideration of the bill granting a pension 
to William Pittman. | 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and, 
being engrossed, was read a third time and passed, 
and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. WILEY, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Wm. Kennedy. Read and 
committed. 

Mr. FARRELLY, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents, to which was referred Senate bill for the re- 
lief of David Wilkinson, reported the same back to 
the House without amendment. Committed. 

Mr. MACLAY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of the heirs of Daniel 
Pettibone. Read and committed. 

On motion of Mr. FARRELLY, the Committee 
on Patents was discharged from the consideration 
ig petition of H. L. Thistle. Laid on the 
table. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, reported the following resolu- 
tian, which was read and agreed to: ` 

Resolved, That extra copies of the report of Lieutenant 
Emory, Lieutenant Abert, and Captain Johnston, ordered 
to be printed by the House, be bound in muslin in a good 
substantial manner, and lettered, and that the Clerk of the 
House be directed tocontract for binding the same; provided 
the cost shall not exceed 12} cents per copy. 

Mr. GREGORY, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following resolution, which was read 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Accounts audit and pay 
the balance of the unsettled claim of John T. Sullivan for 
statiorney furnished the House of Representatives in 1843. 

Mr. PALFREY, from the Committee on the 
Library, reported the following resolution, which 
was read and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the portrait of Major General the Baron de 
Kalb, presented by his surviving family, be placed in the 
Library of Congress. 


Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on the 
Rules of the House, reported the following as an 
additional rule to the joint rulesof the two Houses, 
which was read and agreed to: 

After six days from the commencement of a second or 
subsequent session of a Congress, all bills, resolutions, or 
reports which originate in either House, and at the close of 
the next preceding session remained undetermined in either 
House, shall be resumed and acted on in the same manner 
as if an adjournment bad not taken place. 

Mr. CHAPMAN also, from the same commit- 
tee, made the following report: 


That the proviso to the 34th rule, viz: “ Provided, That, 
where debate is closed by order of the House, any member 
shall be allowed in committee five minutes to explain any 
ea aha he may Offer,” be and the same is hereby re- 
pealed. 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, opposed the repeal 
of the rule. The five minutes allowed to a member 
after proposing an amendment to a bill under dis- 
cussion was, as things usually proceeded here, the 
only time occupied tn the real bona fide discussion 
of the bill or any part of it. Almost the entire time 
during which the bill underwent professedly a dis- 
cussion in general debate was occupied in political 
speeches wholly foreign to its merits. There was 
always some favorite question upon which gentle- 
men wished to speak, and they seized the time 
when the House was in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and occupied it in speak- 
ing on that subject, no matter what the bill: might 
be before the committee. If this five-minutes rule 
were repealed, the practical effect would be to cut 
off all debate on important measures reported by 
the standing committees for the action of the House 
A bill might be of the utmost importance to th 
whole country, and the amendfhents proposed t 
it might be of the most useful character, yet n 
opportunity would be afforded to explain them o 
show their operation, and hence they would prob 
ably be rejected. Bills would thus, in effect, b 
often passed without ever being discussed at all 
and without being understood., 

It was said that the rule had been abused: so i 


hour rule was from day today? It was a usefu 
rule; and, so far from delaying and impeding, i 
facilitated the passage of bills, and operated mor 
than anything else to correct their defects, and mak 
them what they ought to be. He hoped gentleme 
would not blindly vote the previous question; h 
hoped that the rule would be suffered to remain 
and that it would be enforced for the purposes fu 
which it had been adopted, so that the Hous 
would be compelled to confine its attention to th 
bills before it, and not to matters widely foreig 
from them. He had no wish to prevent debat 
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but he wished all discussion to be in its own ap- 
propriate place. If gentlemen would only say all 
they wanted to say at the right time and in the right 

lace, the House could get through all the business 
it had to do, and would do it better. 

The civil and diplomatic bill had been for weeks 
before the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union 

Mr. GENTRY here interposed, and said he 
could not perceive the relevancy of the gentleman’s 
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that, most especially during the present session, 
the subject regularly before the committee had been 
totally lost sight of. Although the civil and diplo- 
matic bill had been three or four weeks in commit- 
tee, there had not, with the exception of one 
speech by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. HiL- 


remarks. nia, [Mr. J. R. INeeERsoLL,] the first word been 
Mr. EVANS said he would soon see, if he was || spoken on the subject-matter of the bill. 
attentive. 


He had been saying that the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill had been before the committee 
three weeks, perhaps four, and yet all that had 
been said on the merits of that bill, or on anything 
it contained, had not occupied in all more than 
three or four days, and was almost all of it said 
under this five-minutes rule when amendments 
were offered. 

Mr. E. hoped the resolution would be recommit- 
ted, with instructions to the committee to report a 
rule somewhat like what he would send to the 
Clerk’s table to be read for information. 

Mr. EVANS asked leave to offer the following 
resolution; which was ruled out of order: 


Resolved, That the report just made by the Committee on 
Rules be recommitted to that committee, and that it be in- 
structed to report to this House such rule or rules as may be 
necessary to provide that in debates in the Commitee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, every member addressing 
the committee shall confine himself to the question, and 
shall not discuss the state of the Union generally, or speak 
otherwise than to the question then under debate: And Re- 
solred further, That the said committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject of the the thirty- 
fourth rule, commonly known as the five-minutes’ rule. 


; After a suggestion by Mr. HOUSTON, of Ala- 
ama — 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, spoke in opposi- 
tion to the rule, and in favor of its repeal. If, in- 
deed, the rule could have been carried into effect 
according to its true intent and the purposes and 
views of the committee who had proposed it, he be- 
lieved it might be of great use. It allowed each 
member who offered an amendment to speak five 
minutes in explaining its nature, object, and effect: 
af the rule as administered could be limited to this, 
it might be very useful. But how had it been 
abused? Were gentlemen restricted to the nature, 
object, and effect of the amendments they offered? 
No: they moved anything they liked in the shape 
of an amendment, and then made Buncombe 
speeches for home consumption; and this had been 
carried on for weeks. A humbug proposition was 
made to amend, and when a man had said all he 
could in the five minutes, he withdrew his amend- 
ment, and his neighbor went through the same 
form and for the same object: made a harangue to- 
tally foreign to the bill or to the amendment he had 
offered, and then withdrew it. 

Mr. S. said, for himself, he had been for the 


scinded ? 

Mr. VINTON, resuming, said that the practi- 
cal effect of this state of things was, that the real, 
practical examination and discussion of the merits 


bate upon it closed, and gentlemen began to speak 
and act under this five-minutes rule. Before this, 
gentlemen consumed the time in talking about 
everything in the world but what was in the bill. 
If this five-minutes rule should be repealed, the 
House would have to take, in a great measure, 
upon trust, all that was done by the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and the other standing com- 
mittees. This would, in effect, make a majority 
of the Committee of Ways and Means despotic; 
yes, absolute despots over between twenty and 
thirty millions of public money every year. No 
explanations could be given or received, but the 
members must ‘ go it blind.” 

Mr. BAYLY said, as he considered this as a 
proposition designed to expedite the business of 
the House, he wished to make a few remarks on 
the good faith of gentlemen on the other side of 
the House on that subject. They had offered a 
resolution for adjourning "on the 7th of August 
next, leaving the House but twelve legislative days 
to close the session, while nine-tenths of the pub- 
lic business was still on the table; and yet, no 
sooner had they passed this resolution, than a gen- 
tleman on that side commenced and launched out 
into a general discussion on the politics of the day. 
That great question, which had so ominous a 
bearing on the harmony of the Union, remained 
still unadjusted. And could any patriot in the 
land be without an earnest desire to see that ques- 
tion put. to rest? 

The CHAIR here called Mr. B. to the question 
before the House. 

Mr. BAYLY supposed that by showing that, 
instead of desiring to expedite business gentlemen 
were keeping open questions for political and party 
purposes, his remarks were germane to the general 
subject. 

The SPEAKER thought not, and so ruled. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved the previous question. 

Mr. ROOT wanted him to withdraw it; but he 


refused to consent. 
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most of the session among the silent members. 
He had occupied but very little of the time of the 
House in debate. His object had been to do the 
business of the country, and to go home. But, in- 
stead of this, the time had been taken up by hum- 
bug party speeches to bear on the Presidency. 
When his young friend who had just resumed his 
seat had been here as many years as Mr. S. had, | 
he would not be quite so confident that a rule of | Ayes 71, noes 54. 
the House would not be abused. I| The question then recurring on Mr. Vinton’s 

Yesterday, a resolution had been introduced to || amendment, to suspend the five-minutes rule during 
adjourn the session, although an immense amount |! the residue of the session— 
of business remained on the docket; and, under Mr. COLLAMER moved that the whole sub- 
these circumstances, his young friend wanted more || ject be laid on the table; which was carried, by 
liberty of speech. For one, Mr. S. did not want || yeas and nays: Yeas 107, nays 62. 
to hear any more speeches than were made now. || _ So the whole subject of repealing and suspend- 
Let gentlemen do the business; and let them say || ing the five-minutes rule was laid on the table. 
what i wanted to say about Mr. Cass and |! Mr. CHAPMAN, from the select committee on 
General Taylor to the people, face to face, and || the subject of the tobacco trade with Europe, re- 
not to that House, to get them reported and sent |’ ported a joint resolution concerning the same, ac- 
abroad. companied by a report. 

Mr. ASHMUN asked Mr : S. whether he would The resolution was read and committed, and, 
not move the previous question ? together with the report, ordered to be printed. 


| 
Mr. SMITH said he would. : 
. i Mr. CHAPMAN also reported the views of the 
Mr. COLLAMER. What! is not your speech |: Of the same commie on hie nane sub- 


to be answered? 

Mr. VINTON, amidst great confusion, moved 
to amend the resolution so as, instead of abolish- 
ing the rule altogether, to suspend it during the 
residue of the present session. 

Mr. V. said, that if gentlemen, when in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
would but confine their discussions to the matter 


| reuid be the hope that the previous question 


The question being put on seconding the previ- 
ous question, it was decided in the affirmative: 


| sigue 
| ject. Committed. 
After various suggestions and inquiries— 


| INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Speaker’s table. 
Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, moved that the House 


of the bill commenced just when the general de- ; 
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of the bills before them, then this five-minutes rule | | resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
might be dispensed with, But it was notorious |' state of the Union, which latter motion had prece-. 


i; dence; but, before any question was taken, these 


Ce 


| 
LIARD,] on the rank of ambassador, and the reply | penses ofthe Indian department, and fulfilling treaty 
to that speech by the gentleman from Pennsylva- || stipulations with the Indian tribes, for the year 


| 


Mr. JENKINS asked how the honorable chair- |; then, under the operation of the previous question, 
man himself could explain his several amendments |: agreed to. 
to the bill from his own Committee of Ways ii 


and Means if this five-minutes rule should be re- | 


| 


‘| Motions were withdrawn at the request of 


Mr. VINTON, who made a report from the 
Committee of Conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses of Congress on the bill making 
appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 


ending June 30, 1849. 
The report of the Committee of Conference was 


Ít having been previously agreed to by the Sen- 
ate, the bill stands passed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to which was referred the an:endments 
of the Senate to the bill of the House making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1849, reported the same back to the 


|| House, recommending a concurrence in some, and 


| 


a non-concurrence in other, of the amendments. 
Committed. 

The House then resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Moreneap, of Kentucky, in the chair.) 

After disposing of a point of order, which was 
raised by Mr. Ficx.tn, as to the priority of busi- 
ness, the committee took up the amendments of 
the Senate to the naval appropriation bill. 

The first four amendments of the Senate were 
agreed to nem. con. 

The fifth amendment of the Senate provides that 
the contractor for carrying the mails from Panama 
to Astoria shall stop at the ports in California, and 
provides further that the line of steamers provided 
in the contract with A. G. Sloo, shall on going 
and returning, at Charleston and Savannah. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence in this amendment, with 
the insertion of the words “if practicable” after 
the word ‘* Charleston.”’ 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, opposed the 
amendment of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Some conversation and explanations followed, 
by Messrs. VINTON, KING of Georgia, BURT, 
HUDSON, and HOUSTON of Alabama. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CABELL moved an amendment to make 
Key West one of the stopping places for the Pa- 
nama steamers. Rejected. 

The Senate amendment, as amended, was agreed 
to. 
The sixth amendment of the Senate strikes out 
the fifth section of the bill, which increases the 
money commutation allowed for the spirit ration 
in the navy to six cents per ration. It was disa- 
greed to. 

The seventh, eighth, ninth, and eleventh amend- 
ments of the Senate were read (new scctions) and 
agreed to. 

The tenth amendment of the Senate so modifies 
the proviso to the act of August 4, 1842, (which 
proviso limits the number of midshipmen to the 
number that were in service on the Ist of January, 
1842,) as to authorize the increase of the number 
to 464. 

The Committee of Ways and Means so recom- 
mending, this amendment was disagreed to. 

The twelfth amendment of the Senate suspends 
the provision in the fourth section of the act of 
March 3, 1845, which provides that not more than 
one hundred and eighty passed midshipmen shall 
receive the pay allowed passed midshipmen, until 
the classes of 1841 and 1842 shall be examined and 
the rank established among those who shall pass 
their examination. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a disagreement to this amendment. 

Some discussion took place on this amendment, 
in which Messrs. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, 
KING of Georgia, BROWN of Pennsylvania, 
TOOMBS,ATKINSON, VINTON, and WENT- 
WORTH participated. The amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

All the amendments having been acted on, the 
bill was laid aside to be reported to the House. 


THE OREGON BILL. 
The bill to establish the Territorial Government 


of Oregon was next taken up. 
Mr. HARRIS, who was entitled to the floor, 
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spoke his allotted hour. He denied the power of 
Congress to legislate upon the right of property in 
slaves further than to protect that right as recog- 
nized by the Constitution. 

Mr. CONGER occupied another hour in main- 
taining the constitutional power of Congress to 
legislate for the Territories, and urging the expe- 
diency of excluding slavery therefrom. 

[These speeches will be found in the Appendix. } 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, having obtained per- 
mission to make an explanation, addressed the 
House as follows: . 

Mr. Speaker: Ever since the speech of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. Hotmes] ap- 
peared in print, I have been watching for an op- 
portunity to notice some of its statements. In the 
whole course of my life I have never read any pro- 
duction with more surprise than that speech of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Hormes,] 
which purports to have been delivered in this 
House on the 28th ultimo, but which I did not 
hear. It was published in the Intelligencer of the 
6th instant. 

Portions of it are graphic; and if it were designed, 
as might be inferred from parts of it, fora romance, 
it would be very well, and I should not feel called 
upon to make any comments upon it. But it is 
not so designed. It is meant as a serious pro- 
duction, as material for history, contributed, to 
use the gentleman’s language, when the facts are 
“refutable or establishable.’’? Coming before the 
country in this imposing shape, it is Important for 
such of us as are concerned in its statements to 
see that they are correctly made. He makes mi- 
nute reference to the course of the Virginia delega- 
tion of the last Congress relative to the Oregon 
question; and he places it in a very unenviable 
light before the country. I know it was not so 
intended. I know it was his purpose to do us 
honor. Nevertheless, the effect of his narrative 
is such as I have stated. Of those members of the 
Democratic portion of the Virginia delegation of 
the last Congress who opposed the notice, and ad- 
vocated the settlement of the Oregon difficulty on 
the basis of 49°, my friend and colleague from the 
Frederick district [Mr. Bepincer] and myself are 
the only ones now on this floor. It devolves upon 
us to see that justice is done here, not only to 
ourselves, but to our absent friends and former 
colleagues. This is my apology for troubling the 
House at this time. 

I have nothing to say about the gentleman’s ac- 
count of Mr. Calhoun’s return to the Senate. From 
it, it appears that the step was first suggested by 
a company of New York Whig merchants, assem- 
bled at a dinner, where ‘‘a depth of feeling and a 
solemnity of manner” prevailed “ that is not usual 
over the convivial cup,” especially when the gen- 
tleman is present. It seems, under these solemn 
circumstances, he was requested to use his *‘influ- 
ence with Mr. Calhoun to get him to come back 
into the Senate;”’ that he wrote to Mr. Calhoun; 
that ‘ Mr. C. reluctantly consented to return; that 
in consequence, the Oregon question wag settled.’ 
And he thus traces the settlement of that question 
“ gradually, as he would a vast estuary along the 
windings of a rivulet, till he comes to the fountain 
head, and shows from whence the mighty stream 
has gushed.”’ 

It is true, I have not understood the history of 
that transaction as the gentleman has represented; 
but it is not with it I have any concern. My con- 
cern is with what he says of the course of the 
Virginia delegation. 

The first remark of the gentleman which requires 
comment, is the following: 

“But Congress did assemble; the Presidential message 
eame in, asserting the right to the entirety of the territory, 
urging upon you, good Representatives, to maintain it; and 
there was a flourish and exultation, a bounding of heart, 
throughout all those favorable to 54° 40. Sir, I well remem- 
ber, and history inay tell, (for the facts are now refutable or 
establishable,) there was not one Democrat on this floor (save 
an humble individual) who opposed the President’s message, 
and resolved not to vote for 54° 40/.» 

From the language here used, and more partic- 
ularly from that subsequently employed, the gen- 
tleman will be understood to assert, that at the 
time of Mr. Calhoun’s arrival in this city, there was 
no Democrat in Congress but himself who had nat 
made up his mind to insist upon the line of 54° 40’, 
and oppose an adjustment of the Oregon dispute on 
the basis of 40°. Ifsuch be the meaning of the gen- 
tleman, I beg leave to correct him. There was 
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more than one “humble individual” who, long 
before the meeting of Congress, had made up his 
mind that the dispute with Great Britain relative 
to Oregon could only be settled peaceably upon the 
basis of 49°, and who was prepared to sustain the 
President in any effort he might make to settle it 
on that basis. It will be recollected that I spoke 
on the question early in the debate, and I advo- 
cated the adjustment of the question upon almost 
the precise terms on which it was finally adjusted, 
and expressed the belief that it could be, and ought 
to be, adjusted on those terms. Most of the facts 
and arguments which I relied upon in that speech 
were collected and arranged before the time spoken 
of by the gentleman. I feared that the public mind 
was fast becoming committed to extreme views; 
and, so far from being prepared to insist upon 
54° 40’, the object of my speech was to show that 
no such ultra position should be insisted upon. 
Most persons who entertained similar views had 
been reluctant, pending the negotiation, to express 
them, as they did not wish, as long as the discus- 
sion as to the extent of our rights was going on 
between the two Governments, to seem to dispar- 
age our claim. Such was my own case. The con- 
sequence was, that nearly all the arguments which 
went to the country were in advocacy of 54° 40’, 
as the extreme position on the Oregon question 
was familiarly termed, and the public was fast be- 
coming committed to it to an exient which I feared 
was unpropitious to a continuance of peace, which 
in every view I considered as desirable. 

In this crisis I considered it my duty to resist 
the current as far as my feeble powers would en- 
able me; and I undertook to show that an adjust- 
justment of the question on the basis of 49° would 
be alike honorable and fortunate. And I certainly 
did not consider myself as opposing the Adminis- 
tration in making a speech in defence of a settle- 
ment of the dispute upon the terms the President 
had offered to adjust it, and upon which he would 
be bound to settle it thereafter, if the same terms 
could be obtained, as I doubted not they would be. 
So much as to this first statement of the gentleman, 
which it was less important that I should notice, 
as far as I am personally concerned; for the public 
records will attest what my course was, and the 
views which influenced it. I come now to mat- 
ters of which there is no record. 

The gentleman, after informing us that the 
Whigs were unwilling to resist what they regarded 
as dangerous to the country, and to * throw them- 
selves into the breach,’’ and make what they sup- 


posed would be ‘a useless sacrifice’? of them- 


selves, proceeds in the following strains: 

« Sir, I was not satisfied. Mr. Calhoun arrived. Icalled 
upon bim with a friend. It was near the hour of midnight. 
He begged us to remain and give a programme of events. 
That friend said to him: € Mr. Calhoun, it is the opinion of 
‘all vour friends, with the exception of one, without any 
‘ distinction in the Senate or House, that to oppose the mes- 
‘sage and the views of the President is to do no good, but 
‘only to be overwhelmed, and henceforward to destroy your 
t ability, your usefulness,?”’ 

The gentleman from South Carolina, in a subse- 
quent part of his speech, tells us that this friend of 
his was one of the Representatives from Virginia. 
Now, sir, I was not present, and I cannot, there- 
fore, contradict this statement. But I cannot re- 
frain from expressing my strong belief. that there 
is me mistake about it. I know of no member 
of Congress from Virginia who I am willing to 
believe would advise any one, much less a distin- 
guished statesman, to abstain from pursuing a 
course which he regarded as dictated by his duty 
to his country for reasons of a mere personal 
character; or who supposed that, by doing so, he 
would preserve his ‘‘ ability and usefulness.” Such 
a course certainly would not have been in imita- 
tion of the ancient models of patriotism which have 
been held up for our admiration. Nor do I know 
of one ‘“ who had made up his mind Jikewise to go 
with the Executive” for no reason but that he 
had been rebuked by Mr. Calhoun for giving him 
such advice as surely he ought to have given, that 
would have turned away and said, ‘1 will, Mr. 
Calhoun, sustain you, let the consequences be 
what they may.” 

I know nothing of these statements, although I 
am incredulous about them, but I do about those 
which follow, and it is to correct them which is 
my purpose in troubling the House at this time. 
The gentleman proceeds: 

« We left him, for the midnight hour had arrived. My 


friend and myself walked for some distance along the pave- 
ment at that dead heur without searcely exchanging a word, 


July 25, 


so full were our hearts. We parted—as he said to go to see 
his assembled colleagues, who were waiting anxiously the 
result of the conversation, and the next day when I saw hinr 
I asked him, ‘ How are the rest??—Virginia, the good old 
Dominion, had sent fourteen out of fitteen young, gallant, 
unsophisticated, not drilled Representatives, fresh from the 
bosom of the people, to represent her on this floor—* How 
are the rest!’ said [. He said that ‘ When I related to them 
the result of our conference, they replied, We perhaps see 
in it our doom: bnt we will stand by him.’ I received that 
communication the next morning. I went into the Senate ; 
I communicated with the heads of the Whig partys; and 
never will I forget the deep einotion, the flush of animation 
on their countenances when they said, ‘ Will he stand: by 
us, and lead off? Yes, sir, he did lead off; and in spite of 
all the whippings on, the stimulants which were giver to 
the Senators who were around the President as a body- 
guard, public opinion, under Mr. Calhoun’s speech, began to 
wane from its high tone, the pulse of war beat fainter and 
fainter, until at last the President pereeived there was an 
energy in the people that must come down like a voice of 
thunder against his measures.”? 


I have no remark to make about the solemnity 
of feeling with which the gentkeman and his friend 
were oppressed at ‘‘ that dead hour” of the night, 
except to say that it seems to have been as deep 
and solemn as prevailed at the dinner in New 
York. But I have some remarks about the other 
statements. The Virginia delegation is represented 
as assembled at midnight, anxiously waiting the 
result of the conversation of our colleague with a 
Senator, not of our own State, but of another State; 
and, by inevitable deduction, from the account of 
the gentleman, as undetermined in our course til} 
the result of that conversation was received. Now, 
sir, there was no such meeting of our delegation 
at that time, or at any other; and if there was any 
one of my then colleagues who was undetermined 
as to his course, I do not know who he was; nor 
do I know of any one who supposed that he was 
sealing his doom in pursuing the course which any 
of us took. I certainly never entertained any such 
impression, On the contrary, I considered the 
course I took as the one pointed out by my duty, 
and the only one I could pursue with safety or 
honor. And I can speak im this respect with nearly 
as much confidence of the views of my colleagues 
as I do of my own. Sir, no delegation which Vir- 
ginia has ever had upon this ftoor has ever oceu- 
pied the humiliating position in which we are 
placed before the country by the gentleman. 


The gentleman seemed to see that the country 
would be a little incredulous about a whole dele- 
gation, with but one exception, of the ** good old 
Dominion” occupying such a position; and hence, 
to give his statement a show of plausibility, he in- 
formed the country that Virginia was represented, 
at the time referred to, by fourteen out of fifteen 
“ young, gallant, unsophisticated representatives. ’” 
Now, the country will be a little amused at this 
statement when it hears who these representatives 
were. At the head of our delegation stood my late 
friend ,(General Dromgoole,) who had been twenty- 
odd years in public life, and was regarded in Vir- 
ginia, even before he came to Congress, as one of 
our ablest and most experienced statesmen—a rep- 
utation which, I undertake to say, he did not lose 
here, where he was regarded as one of our most 
skillful parliamentarians. He was a man of great 
gallantry and purity of character, but [ never heard 
him suspected. of being very ‘‘ unsophisticated.”’ 
Next to him stood the predecessor of my colleague 
from the Rockbridge district, [@ov. MeDoweE 11, } 
who was upwards of fifty years of age; although 
he was a quiet and unobtrusive gentleman, he wa 
always esteemed as avery circumspect man, whose 
wisdom has been improved by extensive connec 
tion with the affairs of life. Then comes my presen 
colleague from the Norfolk district, [Mr. ATKIN 
soN,} who is about the age of the gentleman him 
self, and has been employed in public life for man 
years, and has filled with honor to himself the re 
spective posts of a member of the House of Del 
egates and Senate of Virginia and of the Congres 
of the United States. There is but little of th 
green-horn about him. Perhaps before him 
should have named the predecessor of my frien 
near me, [Mr. Tuompson,] Colonel Johnson, wh 
twenty years ago was an esteemed and useful mem 
ber of this House. 


candidate for the Speakership at that time. 
other, at’ present a Senator from Virginia, (M 
Hunter,) had, prior thereto, not only been for se 
eral years a distinguished member of this Hous 
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but had presided over its deliberations. Still an- 
other, (General Chapman,) to my certain knowl- 
edge, had been regarded as a skillful party leader 
ten years before that time. Who was the prede- 
cessor of my friend from the Buckingham district, 
{Mr. Bococx]? No less a man than Colonel Hub- 
ard, who had for a good while been a member of 
this House, and was as wise as he is modest. My 
colleague from the Wheeling district cannot be 
classed “with us youths, and he had distin- 
guished himself in the Legislature of Virginia 
many years before he came to Congress, as had 
the then Representative from the Albemarle dis- 
trict, (Mr. Leake,) who made such a strong im- 
pression upon this body. There were but three 
of my then colleagues (Messrs. Tredway, Seddon, 
and Bedinger) who had not had large experience 
in politics, and they had been for years distin- 
guished members of a profession which usuall 
makes men keen-sighted.in the affairs of life. Ina 
word, sir, all of my then colleagues were men of 
ability and experience, and I am quite sure that I 
was the only member from Virginia who was en- 
titled to be considered ‘‘unsophisticated;” and I 
continued 30 from the inveteracy of the trait in 
my character, in despite of ten consecutive years’ 
employment in public life. 

But enough of this. The Democratic portion 
of the Virginia delegation were not united on the 
occasion referred to, as might be inferred from the 
a arte statement. On the contrary, we were 

ivided six to eight. 
notorious, and which are attested by the records 
of Congress, before him, where did the gentleman 
find authority to say that fourteen out of fifteen of 
the Virginia delegation were ‘‘assembled at mid- 
night waiting anxiously the result of the conver- 
sation’? with Mr. Calhoun, and, after hearing it, 
replied, “we perhaps see in it our doom, but we 
will stand by him?” 

I only rose to vindicate the Virginia delegation 
from the injurious account of their proceedings 
given by the gentleman from South Carolina, and 
not to vindicate the President against equally inju- 
rious, and, as I believe, equally unfounded assaults 
upon him. And, such being my purpose, I shall 
make no further reference to that part of his speech 
than the expression of opinion I have just given. 


The committee then rose, and reported their ac- 
tion on the amendments of the Senate to the navy 
appropriation bill, and progress on the bill to estab- 
lish a territorial. government in Oregon. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ven of the Senate to the naval appropriation 

ill. 

Mr. VINTON moved the previous question; 
which was seconded, and, under the operation 
thereof, the action of the Committee of the Whole 
was concurred in. 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvuespay, July 25, 1848. 


Mr. DOWNS presented a petition from Captain 
Theodore Lewis, of the Louisiana volunteers, ask- 
ing that bounty land might be allowed them; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. D. stated that these volunteers had been re- 
tained in Louisiana by the express command of 
their officers, and hence were not entitled to their 
land bounty under the proviso that it should be 
given sae those who had marched to the seat 
of war. r. D. invoked the attention of the Mil- 
itary Committee to this case, which he conceived 
one of peculiar hardship, and expressed the hope 
that a bill might be reported extending to them the 
munificence of the Government. 


Mr. DIX presented a memorial from F. F. Ald- 
rich, inventor of a new mode of propelling steam 
vessels intended fot steam navigation, which he 
claims to be superior in all respects to any hitherto 
discovered or known, and asking that the Secretary 
of the Navy may be allowed to contract for the 
building of a war steamer of seven hundred or one 
thousand tons burden. He says the steamer shall 
be superior in every respect for sea service to any 
heretofore built by or for the United States. No 
money to be advanced until finished, and found to 
fulfill the conditions. The whole price not to ex- 
ceed $200,000. The memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD presented a letter from Dr. 


With these facts, which are | ference, made a report relating to the disagreeing 


-the extra pay granted them under the act of July 19, 1848. 


Mayo, in relation to authorizing the Committee on 
the Library to purchase the work of Dr. M. rela- 
tive to the operations of the Treasury Department; 
which was referred to the Commitee on the Li- 
brary. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the pay- 
ment of money due to certain Creek Indians; which 
was read a first time. 

Mr. MANGUM, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, reported a bill for the relief of John 
B. Hogan; which was read a first time. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the following House bill with an 
amendment: An act in addition to an act entitled 
‘ An act for the relief of the inhabitants of the 
reserved townships in Gibson county, in the State 
of Louisiana,” approved 11th August, 1842. 

Mr. BREESE, from the same committee, re- 
ported the bill to modify the clause of the 7th sec- 
tion of the act entitled “An act to enable the people 
of Wisconsin Territory to form a Constitution and 
State Government for the admission of such State 
into the Union,” approved 6th August, 1846, with 
several amendments. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill to facilitate the entry 
of preémption claims, accompanied by a report. 
The bill was read a first time. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Con- 


votes of the two Houses on the bill making appro- 
priations for the Indian Department; which was 
concurred in. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the amendments of 
the House to the bill renewing certain naval pen- 
sions for the term of five years, and extending the 
benefits of existing laws respecting naval pensions 
to engineers, firemen, and coal-heavers in the navy, 
and to their widows, made a report recommending 
that the Senate disagree to the same; which was 
concurred in. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. BREESE, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury inform the 
Senate what amount, if any, of unexpcnded balances of for- 
mer appropriations for the surveys of the public lands, are 
on hand and available for that purpose for the present fiscal 
year; and whether, ifthere be any such unexpended balances, 
they are or not liable to be absorbed in payinent of contracts 
for the public surveys heretofore made; and if the same, or 
any part of the same, can be applied to the payment of con- 
tracts hereafter to be made. 


On motion of Mr. BREESE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
President of the United States to detail a competent pay- 
master of the army, who shall keep his office at the seat of 
Government, and whose duty it shall be to examine and ad- 
just all the claims presented by the officers and soldiers of 
the late war, for pay, mileage, and other allowances, and for 


On motion of Mr. BRADBURY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire Into the expediency of extending the provisions 
of the 8th section of chapter 34, of the Ist session of the 6th 
Congress, granting pensions to officers, seainen, and ma- 
rines, disabled in the line of their duty, to cases where such 
disability occurred prior to the passage of said act. 


TERRITORIAL BILL. 

Mr. CLAYTON moved to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill to establish Territorial Gov- 
ernments in Orcgon, New Mexico, and California. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD said, that when he went 
into the committee, he did not doubt the power of 
Congress over the subject of the government of 
Territories. Without it, officers in the employ of 
the public could not be protected in the perform- 
ance of their duties. Congress had always ex- 
ercised the power to legislate on the subject. On 
going into the committee, his first object was, to 
effect a compromise on the basis of the Missouri 
line, amended so as to adapt it to the new Territo- 
ries. In thie he had failed. He then explained 
his proposition at length. With some few restric- 
tions, he proposed to leave the legislative bodies 
free to act on all subjects. He thought this would 
have been satisfactory everywhere. ‘The people of 
the Territories would have been gradually trained 
for admission into the Union. A free choice was 
left to them to choose the institutions of the South 
or of the North. Why should either section of our 
country, North or South, interpose to prevent it? 
Why should they, who are strangers to the pecu- 
liar institutions which prevail, tell the people where 
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they are what is best for their interests? He 
regarded it as our true policy to let slavery alone. 
Climate and population are continuing to drive 
slavery further and further to the south, to the lati- 
tude where free labor could not flourish. He read 
a number of extracts from a pamphlet in his hands, 
showing, that in the first stage after the introduc- 
tion of slavery, the increase of slaves is great; in 
the second stage, the white population increases in 
an equal ratio with the slaves; and tn the third 
stage, the slave race diminishes rapidly. All this 
proved the assertion, that climate and population 
would banish slavery from the northern latitudes. 
He recommended these facts to the consideration 
of abolitionists, and entreated them to suffer the 
conviction to enter their minds, that their truest 
policy was to leave the institution to take the course 
to which climate and population impelled it. 

The policy of the North was calculated to let the , 
slaves in the South loose on society; and the effect 
of this state of things would be, the neglect of 
cultivation, and distress and starvation among the 
slaves themselves. He had been always opposed 
to the rule of the House which prohibits the dis- 
cussion of the subject. It would please him better 
to let free discussion go on, so that the South may 
be able to hear what it is that the North intend, or 
ask. 

Alluding to the recent events in France, he 
stated that the flag of the ‘‘Céuvriers’”’ bore on it 
the inscription, ‘If victorious, pillage; if van- 
quished, conflagration;’’ and if this was the spirit 
which prevailed where there was no prejudice 
against castes, how much more outrageous a course 
might be anticipated in the event of a sudden and 
simultaneous emancipation of the slaves? He spoke 
of the advantages of colonization, which had been 
assailed from its outset; and suggested, that the 
system might be improved by declining the export- 
ation of the aged and infirm, and leaving it to the 
young of both sexes, who might be emancipated 
by purchase. The money which had been ex- 
pended in the Mexican war would have been suffi- 
cient to buy out all the slaves of the Union. He 
had no apprehensions for the Union, be this ques- 
tion settled as it may. But supposing that it was 
dissolved, or that the seat of government were 
established on the banks of the Ohio: this prox- 
imity would draw numbers of these slaves from 
Kentucky, and difficulties will be constantly rising. 

These considerations ought to induce all sec- 
tions of the country to unite for the passage of 
a compromise. To show that the North was in 
some degree dependent on the South, he referred 
to the annual commercial report of the acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury on the commerce and navi- 
gation of the country. He replied to some of the 
arguments advanced by Mr. Corwin, and insisted 
that these appeals to the passions of men, such as 
we had been listening to yesterday, were calcu- 
lated to feed the prejudices of the people, and to 
mislead their judgment. The true question is, b 
what right do the northern States refuse to permit 
the master of a slave to bring in his property with 
hime 

He complained that the northern States, by ex- 
cluding the slaves of the South, assumed an au- 
thority which the South was condemned to feel 
acutely. When he returned to his constituents, 
they would inquire of him as to the condition of 
the new countries, whether they were fit for occu- 
pation, and with what prospect of success emi- 
grants might venture thither. He regretted that 
the answer he should be bound to give would be 
of a character to disappoint their hopes. He de- 
clined to go into an argument which would be bet- 
ter reserved for the Supreme Court, whenever a 
case of appeal shall be made out for its decision. 
He had determined at present to keep his mind 
open to conviction, until the argument shall be got 
through. 

On the subject of the Presidential election, he 
adverted to the change which was likely to be 
made in the character of the next representation in 
Congress after the next census shall have been 
taken. Delaware is rapidly approximating to a 
non-slaveholding State, and the strength of the 
States of that description is increasing so rapidly, 
that shortly they will be able to overcome the veto 
power. At this moment, efforts are being made 
to compel one of the candidates for the next Fres- 
idency to pledge himself against the interposition 
of the power of the veto. He warned the North 
against pursuing any longer a course which was 


998 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


July 25, 


only calculated to create new agitation throughout 
the country. 

Mr. BUTLER rose and adverted to the im- 
portance of the issue now presented. Fifteen States 
are contending for the enlargement of their power, 
while fifteen others are struggling only, as he be- 
lieved, for what were their rights. The discussion 
had worn a calm and temperate character until 

esterday, when the Senator from Ohio poured 

orth from his full mind, arguments and state- 
ments which had forever banished from his breast 
the hope of a successful termination of the efforts 
at compromise. That Senator had asserted it as 
his honest opinion, that it was no matter what 
course was adopted in this Senate, the course 
of public opinion could not be arrested or turned 
aside. He insisted that the South had fulfilled 
all its obligations in relation to the existing com- 
‘pact between the North and South. He vindi- 
cated Virginia against the insinuations which had 
been poured out upon her, and stated that she had 
been unjustly and unnaturally aspersed by those 
who benefited by her liberality when she made the 
cession of the Northwest Territory.” They who 
had profited by her bounty now turned upon her 
and insulted her. 

If it was a question how much the non-slave- 
holding States had gained from the labor of the 
slaveholding States, the figures of rhetoric would 
soon give way before the figures of arithmetic. 
He asked if the forefathers of the South, when 
they gave their assent to the Constitution, had 
supposed that they were giving to the North au- 
thority for the unlimited expansion of their po- 
litical power, while they were imposing on the 
South the Procrustean process, by which she was 
always to be clipped and kept within narrow fet- 
ters, would they have ever given their consent to 
the instrument? 

He commented severely on the course of the 
Eastern States in refusing to give up the fugitive 
slaves from the South. He referred to the state- 
ment which had been made in debate that the com- 
promise in the Convention was the result of a bar- 
gain, and expressed his deep regret at the degra- 
dation which was imposed on him and on the 
whole South by this bargain. He complained that 
the South had degenerated, and been impover- 
ished for the benefit of the North; and that all this 
had been effected out of the power which the South 
had surrendered to the North in the Convention. 
He feared it was a destiny from which she was no 
longer able to free herself. But he would still 
resist; and would not trust to any Presidential 
vetoes—either to the veto of Mr. Cass, or the veto 
of General Taylor. He would resist as far as he 
was able. 

He referred to the history of the Oregon bill for the 
purpose of showing that the South had uniformly 
exhibited a strong disposition to make concessions, 
but that they had not been met in a kindred spirit. 
He felt sure, that if the power was to be conferréd 
on the Legislatures of California and New Mexico 
to enact laws on the subject, composed of all classes 
and colors of character, the decisions would be uni- 
formly adverse to the interests of the South. He 
was opposed to this power being given to these 
foreign bodies. Congress has the power to exercise 
sovereignty over the Territories, and in this power 
is included the regulation of the affairs of the Ter- 
ritories, with certain restrictions. 

He then proceeded to examine the argument of 
the Senator from Vermont. In South Carolina, 
no man was eligible to a seat in the Legislature, or 
an office of rank, who does not own ten slaves and 
a tract of land, or £500 free from debt. Could any 
such law prevail in Vermont? Would the Sena- 
tor from Vermont agree to move an amendment 
that no man shall be eligible to office in California 
who owns a slave? or would it be received, if a 
motion was made that a man must own ten slaves 
to constitute his eligibility to office? Here, then, 
was a distinction which was unconstitutional, be- 
cause it made a discrimination in property which 
could not be tolerated or sntended: He insisted 
that the power of Congress was limited here. Were 
advantages to be given to one class in preference 
to another, because in the one the elements of civi- 
rer were more distinctly developed than in the 
other: 

When the Senator from Ohio declaimed against 
slavery, he had forgotten that such men had existed 
as Cato, and Cicero, and Demosthenes, and that 
they lived in a community where slavery existed. 


He was not disposed to indulge in declamation, or 
to stand here as a modern declaimer. He had not 
aided to carry slavery into Oregon; he was not 
responsible for the spread of it. He had admired 
the oratory of the Senator from Ohio, which he 
characterized as equally beautiful and ad captandum; 
but he charged that the love of power was at the 
bottom of it. He ridiculed the moral tone of the 
Senator’s speech, and related an anecdote of a party 
of clergymen at a religious revival who were called 
to dine on venison, when, after the blessing had 
been asked, one whispered to the clergyman, that 
Pequod had killed the deer on Sunday. What was 
to be done? The minister told his brethren that 
the venison had been killed on Sunday: Could they 
eatit? Why, you have asked a blessing, I believe! 
Yes. Well, then, that will partly consecrate the 
venison; 80 we may eat the meat, and then give 
Pequod thirty-nine lashes. ‘This was morality! 
and such was the morality of the North in its treat- 
ment of the South. 

He resisted the assertion that slaves on board a 
ship, if driven by stress of weather out to sea, be- 
came free, which he understood to have been made 
by the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Barpwin.] 

Mr. BALDWIN explained what he had said, 
in order to correct a misapprehension. 

Mr. BUTLER said, if any one took his slaves 
from a ship, and the captain was a foreigner, he 
should think himself entitled by the Constitution 
to demand a declaration of war. He did not regard 
the authorities which had been produced as conclu- 
sive, because the cases were not sufficiently analo- 
gous to the cases which he had assumed. If he 
could find any other practical bill which protected 
the South, he would be willing to take it; but he 
saw no probability of obtaining a better one than 


this. 

Mr. FOOTE rose and said, he would not have 
taken any part in this discussion, but for some- 
thing which had fallen in debate. Humble as he 
was, he found himself between two opposing fires. 
He had been assailed in New England, and he had 
also been attacked as more dangerous than an ab- 
olitionist in the leading paper published in Charles- 
ton, South Carolina—the Charleston Mercury. 
And he had been told by the Senator from New 
Hampshire that he was so considered here. He 
had therefore thought it was a proper opportunity 
for him to make some few remarks, in order that 
his true position should no Jonger be misunder- 
stood. e would not go into declamation, neither 
would he go into any history of the slave trade, 
which had been already given with sufficient abil- 
ity by others. He did not hold himself responsible 
for the introduction of slavery, nor had he ever 
entertained any extraordinary affection for slave- 
dealers from any section of the Union. 

He referred to the argument of the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Catnoun,] that the intro- 
duction of a new Territory, acquired by conquest, 
into the Union, although slavery may have been 
abolished there previously, carried slavery with it. 
To this his heart assented, but his judgment could 
not yet assent to it: He was still in doubt. He 
feared that the argument of the Senator from Ver- 
mont had not been answered, and that it could not 
be met in this Senate; and that it could not be met 
in the Supreme Court; and that the decision of that 
court, as it is now conatituted, would be against 
the South. And then, said he, where are we? He 
laid it down that the northern men were the 
shrewdest men in the Union. He had traveled 
over every part of the Union to the Rio Grande, 
and had found Yankees everywhere; and he had 
never found one who was not anxious to own a 
slave. And they were the most rigid of masters— 
they were masters indeed. As soon as a Yankee 
could command four hundred dollars, he laid it out 
in a slave, because he knew that he laid out his 
money to advantage. Living in a cotton-growing 
country, he knew that a slave was the most valu- 
able property he could possess. He admired the 
Yankees very much. He had never desired to 
hang them all. And ifhe had, as had been charged 
against him, ever used such an expression in the 
heat of the moment, he would now retract it. He 
was perfectly satisfied that the Yankees would 
never vote for the abolition of slavery, if they could 
gain any profit by continuing it. 

He was not pleased with the bill, but he did not 
say he would not vote for it. He represented the 
sunny South, and the generous mfluences which 
governed that region would have their effect on his 


course. He was willing to admit these new States 
immediately, as he believed that they would be- 
come cotton-growing and slave States. Next to 
that, he was disposed to take the Missouri com- 
promise, as proposed to be amended, by leaving the 
people below 36° 30’ to take their own course. 
Thirdly, he was in favor of the Missouri compro- 


mise, as proposed to be amended by the Senator 


from Kentucky, [Mr. Unpekwoop.} This he pre-. 
ferred to the present compromise. 

He adverted to the present condition of the 
world. We live in a peculiar age, in the midst of 
momentous occurrences. Agitation was rife in 
every part of the world. In Ireland, a struggle 
was going on under more unfavorable circum- 
stances. Fie referred to the trial of Mitchell, and 
to the definition of slavery by Curran; and stated 
that under this bill the Territories would not enjoy 
a free Government. 

He objected to the compromise, because it did 
not establish a Republican Government in Califor- 
nia and New Mexico; and he considered it a vio- 
lation of the spirit of one of the articles of the 
treaty with Mexico. The power was vested in a 
few persons, and the increase of the appointment 
might lead to difficulty. Suppose the President 
should appoint slaveholders to these offices, there 
would be more uproar in that Wilmot provisu Bed- 
lam—the North—than had ever been heard before. 
Suppose he should appoint a majority of these 
officers from north of Mason and Dixon’s line, 
then we are gone—gone, not by a decision of the 
Supreme Court, but by a sudden death—and he 
feared that there would be but little lamentation 
over us. Again, he contended that slavery could 
not exist without legislative protection. Ifa man 
should take a handed slaves into one of these 
foreign Territories, and they should be disposed 
to rebel against him, what law is there to which 
he can appeal. And suppose a man comes to steal 
his slaves, to carry them to the Pacific, and the 
owner threatens to appeal to the law; he will be 
answered, you can do nothing—there is no law in 
the case. There are many in his section of coun- 
try disposed to emigrate to California; but there 
was not one who would he such a dolt as to carry 
a slave there, because he could not hold him, in 
consequence of the hands of the local authorities 
being tied up, so that they could not interfere on 
the subject of slavery. 

He then made an attack on the language used 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] as to the 
question. As to what he had said about the Mex- 
ican war, it was the old story which we had heard 
over and over again. That Senator had before 
spoken on the subject, and had given great Joy to 
the hearts of Mexicans. It had been denounced 
by his constituents, was burned in effigy, and dis- 


| avowed in public meetings in his own State. He 


trusted that the speech of yesterday was intended 
as a comic exhibition, for he could not seriously so 
speak when he reflected on the bloody corses of 
his fellow-countrymen bleaching on Mexican soil. 
Such language would not be {plterated in the as- 
semblies of Greece or Rome, and that Senator 
knew it. Even Cicero himself would have drawn 
on himself the indignation of the Romans, highly 
as he was honored by them as their most splendid 
orator. 

He then remarked on the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that he would not vote for General 
Taylor were he not assured that he would not put 
his veto on the Wilmot proviso, quoting from some 
of the southern papers to show that his aid was 
calculated on to put down that measure. should it 
be presented to him. 

He concluded with expressing his intention to 
vote for the bill, notwithstanding his. objections to 
the bill, should his friends still consider it as essen- 
tial to the security of the interests of the South. 

Mr. WESTCOTT took the floor to define his 
position. He denied that Congress had any power 
over the Territories which was not restricted by 
the municipal regulations existing there. All that 
had been said on the other side originated in a 
misconception of the meaning of what is called a 
Territorial Government, which, as was stated once 
by the Senator from Missouri, was a mere police 
control. The power of Congress is represented 
as supreme, arbitrary, uncontrolled. It is alleged 
that Congress can abolish slavery in the Territo- 
ries. He adverted to a small volume, published 
in 1775, containing the correspondence between 
Jonathan Sewell and John Adams, in which pre- 
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cisely the same arguments were found to be used 
by the Tories of that day, that Great Britain had 
a right to legislate for the American colonics, 
which are now used in reference to these Territo- 
ries by Senators on the other side. The Whigs of 
1776 did not deny the right of Great Britain to 
legislate for the colonies in all matters relative to 
foreign matters, but they did deny her right to put 
her foot on the soil of the colonies and to interfere 
with their local sovereignty. 

We seem to have forgotten the rights of Cali- 
fornia. It was not so inthe Parliament of Great 
Britain, where there were found a Chatham, a 
Fox, and others, to stand up and assert the rights 
of the colonies, and to deny the right of Great 
Britain to impose a tax on them. He would not 
be one to aid in the usurpation of rights in these 
Territories for which we had no authority. He 
would not deny the right of Congress to adopt po- 
lice, municipal regulations. We had no right to 
interfere with the sovereignty of these Territories. 
Slavery might be a very good or a very bad insti- 
tution; but Congress had no contro] over it. He 
stated, that when, early in life, he was sent to 
Florida as a federal officer, he very soon resigned 
the office, assigning, in his letter of resignation, 
as his reason, that he could not reconcile it to his 
own feelings or to his principles to hold an office in 
the appointment of the incumbent of which the 
people of that Territory had no participation. 

He stated his intention to append to his speech, 
when published, some extracts from the volume 
on his desk, in illustration of these remarks. He 
-read a number of letters from Mr. Madison, Mr. 
Monroe, and other distinguished men, whose views 
coincided with his own. 

Mr. BALDWIN and Mr. BERRIEN made 
some explanations. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, rose to address 
the Senate, and, after proceeding for a short time, 
yielded the floor, about 7 o’clock; and 

Mr. MANGUM moved that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BERRIEN called for the yeas and nays on 
this motion, and they were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
affirmative, as follows: 


YEAS—Meessrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, 
Berrien, Bradbury, Butler, Calhuun, Clarke, Clayton, Cor- 
win, Davis of Massachusetts, Dix, Dodge, Greene, Hamlin, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, Man- 
gum, Metcalfe, Niles, Phelps, Spruance, Underwood, Up- 
ham, Walker, Westcott, and Yulee—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Borland, Breese, Bright, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dickinson, Douglas, Felch, Fitzgerald, Foote, 
Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Georgia,, King, 
Mason, Rusk, Sebastian, and Turney—19. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, July 26, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. WENTWORTH rose to a privileged ques- 
tion, and moved the usual resolution to close all 
debate in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, at two o’clock this day, on the bill to 
establish the Territorial Government of Oregon; 
and on this resolution Mr. W. moved the previous 
question. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved to lay the 
resolution on the table. 

_Mr. WENTWORTH thereupon asked the 
yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. HILL moved a call of the House. 

On this motion Mr. BURT demanded the yeas 
and nays, which were ordered; and, being taken, 
resulted as follows: Yeas 51, nays 112. 

So the House refused to order a call. 

The question then recurring on the motion of 
Mr. Hovsron to lay the resolution to limit the 
debate upon the table, it was taken by yeas and 
nays, and was decided in the negative: Yeas 86, 
nays 88. 

r. RHETT rose and inquired if it was in 
order to move to postpone the consideration of the 
resolution? 

The SPEAKER said it was not, the previous 
question having been seconded. 

Mr, RHETT inquired if it wasin order to move 
to lay the resolution on the table? 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative, the 
question having just been taken, and no vote in- 
tervened. 

Mr. RHETT inquired if it was in order to move 
a call of the House? 


The SPEAKER replied in the negative,. the 
previous question having been seconded. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, rose, and, having 
ascertained that his vote was recorded in the nega- 
tive, (with the majority, ) moved to reconsider the 
vote just taken, by which the House had refused 
to lay the resolution on the table. l 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. : l 

Mr. DANIEL asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and, being taken, resulted: Yeas 
89, nays 91. o 

The question was then stated on reconsidering 
the vote by which the House refused to lay the 
resolution on the table; and it was decided in the 
affirmative: Yeas 89, nays 88. 

The vote being reconsidered— 

The question was then put on laying the reso- 
lution on the table, and it was decided in the 
affirmative: Yeas 96, nays 90. 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, 
Beale, Bedinger, Birdsall, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, 
William G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Buck- 
ner, Burt, Cabell, Canby, Cathcart, Clapp, Franklin Clark, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Crisfield, Crozier, 
Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Donnell, Featherston, Fick- 
lin, Fiournoy, French, Fries, Fulton, Goggin, Green, Willard 
P. Hall, Hammons, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Haskell, 
Henley, Hill, Isaac E. Holmes, George S. Houston, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Iverson, Jameson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, G. W. Jones, Kennon, La Sére, Ligon, Lumpkin, 
McClelland, MeClernand, McDowell, McKay, Job Mann, 
Miller, Morris, Mullin, Outlaw, Peck, Pettit, Peyton, Pres- 
ton, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Root, 
Sawyer, Schenck, Shepperd, Simpson, Sims, Stanton, Chas. 
E. Stuart, Thomas, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, 
R. W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, 
William Thompson, Tompkins, Venable, Wallace, Wiley, 
Williams, and Woodward—96. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Belcher, Blanchard, 
Boydon, Butler, Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Col- 
lins, Conger, Cranston, Darling, Dickey, Dixon, Daniel 
Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Faran, Farrelly, Fisher, Gentry, Giddings, 
Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, Moses Hamp- 
ton, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, 
Hudson, Irvin, Jenkins, John W. Jones, Kellogg, ‘Thomas 
B. King, Daniel P. King, Lahm, W. T. Lawrence, Sidney 
Lawrence, Lincoln, Lord, Lynde, Maclay, McIlvaine, Hor- 
ace Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Neison, Nicoll, Pal- 
frey, Peaslee, Pendleton, Petrie, Pollock, Putnam, Reynolds, 
Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Roman, Rose, Rumsey, 
St. John, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, Smart, Caleb B. 
Smith, Truman Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, Strohm, 
Tallmadge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, Thurston, Tuck, Van Dyke, 
Vinton, Warren, and Wentworth—90. 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 


Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to which was referred Senate bill for 
the payment of liquidated claims against Mexico, 
reported the same back to the House with an 
amendment. Committed. 

“Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to recon- 
sider a vote of the House, given yesterday, to lay 
on the table a report and resolution for abolishing 
the five-minutes rule, (the rule which allows every 
member moving an amendment to a pending bill 
five minutes to explain its nature and design.) 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table; which was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB rose to a privileged motion, and 
moved to reconsider the vote of yesterday, adopt- 
ing a joint resolution providmg that business re- 
maining unfinished at the close of the first session 
of any Congress, be revived at the opening of the 
second session, so as to take it up and go on with 
it from the point at which it was laid down. 

Mr. ROCKWELL hoped it would not be re- 
considered, and moved to lay the motion of Mr. 
Coss upon the table. Mr. R. observed that the 
rule which had been adopted was a most salutary 
one. 

Mr. COBB said it was the worst rule that had 
ever been made. 

The yeas and nays were demanded on layin 
the motion to reconsider upon the table, and it 
was decided in the affirmative: Yeas 128, nays 50. 
So the reconsideration was negatived. 


CLAIMS ON MEXICO. 


On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Morgeueap, of 
Kentucky, in the chair.) 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the committee 
took up the Senate bill for the payment of liqui- 
dated claims against Mexico. 

The Committee of Ways and Means reported 
an amendment to this hill, which proposed to 
strike out the second section and insert a new 
section. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 
the House. 

TERRITORY OF OREGON. 

The bill to establish a Territorial Government 
in Oregon was then taken up. 

Mr. WALLACE, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the committee in a constitutional argu- 
ment against the power of Congress to impair the 
right of property in slaves, and exposing the agi- 
tations of northern abolitionists as a species of 
madness, incompatible with any just sense of pa- 
triotic duty. 

Mr. CROWELL followed, in a general speech 
th the subject of slavery in the District of Colum- 

la. 

Mr. C. having concluded— 

Mr. IVERSON obtained the floor, and spoke on 
the general subject of slavery, alleging the insecu- 
rity of trusting to northern compromises; contend- 
ing that both the Whig candidates were unsound 
on this question, and arguing the hopelessness of 
the cause of the South in the event of their suc- 
cess. 

The committee then rose and reported Senate 
bill for payment of liquidated claims against Mex- 
ico, as amended, and progress on the Oregon bill. 
The amendment to the Senate bill for the pay- 
ment of liquidated claims against Mexico was read 
and agreed to; and the bill was passed. 
Whereupon, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, July 26, 1848. 


Mr. HUNTER presented a memorial from P. 
M. Butler, Cherokee agent, asking for the settle- 
ment of his accounts, on principles of equity; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported House bill for the 
relief of certain surviving widows of officers and 
soldiers of the revolutionary war. 

Mr. JOHNSON also, from the same committee, 
reported House bill for the relief of Skelton Fel- 
ton, without amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON also, from the same commit- 
tee, made an adverse report on House bill for the 
relief of Daniel H. Warren. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, moved that the committee 
be discharged from the further consideration of the 
memorial of Jones and Boker. 

Mr. RUSK also, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, moved that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of a memo- 
rial from Tennessee in relation to increase of the 
pay of private soldiers. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish 
the Senate with an account of the gross amount paid and 
allowed each officer, or person whose name appears in the 
Army Register for the current year; and aiso, to inform the 
Senate why said information is not contained in the Army 
Register for the present year, agreeably to the requirements 
of a resolution of the House of Representatives passed the 
16th February, 1843. 

Mr. KING, on leave, introduced a bill granting 
to the State of Alabama the right of way and a 
donation of public lands for making a railroad from 
Mobile to the mouth of the Ohio river; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 


TERRITORIAL BILL. 


Mr. HANNEGAN submitted a resolution, that 
the Senate do this day take a recess from four to 
five o’clock, p. m. Mr. H. modified it by substitu- 
ting from “‘ four to six.” 

Mr. BERRIEN thought the resolution very 
well as it was; one hour was sufficient. 

Mr. HANNEGAN wished to give time to those 
who lived at a distance from the Capitol, and he 
did not think two hours too long a period, but he 
would modify it so as to read from ‘* four to half- 
past five.” 

Mr. BENTON desired to inquire if the resolu- 
tion was offered with a view to a night session; 
for if so, he should oppose it. It was bad enough 
to be here all day during the dog-days, without 
adding in the *‘ dog nights;”’ besides being subject- 
ed to the effluvia arising from unpleasant gas. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said his sole object was to 
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have some disposition made of this bill, in order 
that the session might be brought to a close. Ac- 
cording to present appearances, it seemed as if the 
session was about to reverse the order of nature, 
“ that all earthly things must have an end.” It 
was not likely that this bill would be disposed of 
without a night session, and we might as well sit 
to-night as to-morrow night. 

Mr. UPHAM said, if it was intended to press 
this important measure through with such precip- 
itancy, it was the most extraordinary course he 
had ever witnessed. No Senator could be more 
desirous than himself to bring the session to a 
close; but he owed it to his constituents and to 
himself to give his views on the bill. He had not 
been very eager to obtain the floor, for he always 
felt a reluctance to enter into a competition to catch 
the attention of the Chair, and, herelore, others 
had obtained the opportunity, when he desired to 
speak. He thought it hard, however, that while 
some of the friends of the measure had spoken 
twice and thrice, he should be compelled to ad- 
dress the Senate in the evening, when every man 
was worn down and exhausted. His state of health 
did not permit him to do this. He did not often 
address the Senate, and when he did, it was with 
great brevity. To others he had listened with 
great pleasure, and he did not think it unreason- 
able, if he claimed for himself a hearing on a sub- 
ject of such great importance, in which not only 

is own constituents, but the whole of the non- 
ir E community, were so deeply inter- 
ested. 

Mr. CLAYTON hoped that his friend from 
Vermont would have ample opportunity to ad- 
dress the Senate during the day. He was per- 
fectly satisfied that there was no dispociion among 
the friends of the bill to prevent any Senator from 
being heard. But it was very desirable to have 
the bill disposed of in one way or another, and 
without delay. Congress had been already in ses- 
sion nearly eight months, and every one must see 
the propriety of bringing it to a close. He ex- 
pressed his willingness to vote for the resolution. 

Mr. MANGUM asked if it was reasonable that 
a question of such immense magnitude, and which 
was presented to Congress in an entirely new as- 

ect, should be thus precipitated to a decision. 

here was great interest and excitement through- 
out the whole country, in relation to this subject; 
and he should exceedingly regret to see it pressed 
through when the Senate was in a complete state 
of exhaustion. Many members were in an en- 
feebled state of health, and could not endure a late 
sitting; and to urge the measure, under such cir- 
cumstances, seemed to be a denial of their rights. 
It was very well to say it was desirable to termi- 
nate the session, and all that—and all that! But 
he would say to Senators, there was a prodigious 
excitement throughout the country, and we shall 
be held responsible for the consequences of haste 
or error. Still, he was ready to acquiese in the 
decision of the Senate; but he would again suggest 
that it would be unwise to precipitate the measure, 
without allowing proper time for deliberation and 
discussion. 

Mr. HANNEGAN contended that this was no 
new principle which was under consideration. It 
was the same that had been before the country for 
three years. The subject had been exhausted, 
and he was exhausted, and he thought the Senate 
must be wearied. 

Mr. NILES said, he supposed this resolution 
constituted a part of the much talked-of compro- 
mise, in which the bill was said to have been 
framed. It was all of apiece—a compromise en- 
tirely for the benefit of one party, while the other 
was to take nothing. One party here, relying on 
its numerical strength, had magnanimously come 
to a conclusion that no one should be permitted to 
debate the question, except those who were friendly 
to the bill; and in this spirit, even on the day when 
the bill was introduced, it was attempted to press 
it through. Now, he believed it was the usual 
practice, whenever a majority had determined to 
push a bill through, and ‘to sit it out,” that they 
carefully refrained from taking any part in the de- 
bate themselves. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Will the Senator allow 
me? I withdraw the resolution. I withdraw it, 
sir. Anything to stop debate, and prevent further 
delay. 

Mr. CLAYTON then moved that the Senate 
resume the consideration of the Territorial bill; and 


the motion being agreed to, the Senate resumed the 
debate on the bill. 

The question pending being on the motion of 
Mr. Hate, to strike from the fifth section the words 
“free white’’— ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, who had the 
floor, yielded for a moment, and— 

Mr. WALKER gave notice of an amendment 
which he proposed to offer to the sixth section, 
which was, to strike out the words “nor shall the 
lands or other property of non-residents be taxed 
higher than the lands or other property of resi- 
dents.” 

Mr. JOHNSON resumed, in explanation of cer- 
tain amendments which he intended to offer, and 
in illustration of his views generally on the subject. 
He was not disposed to vote for the bill, unless he 
could be perfectly satisfied that the cases of appeal 
could be brought to the Supreme Court. The first 
twenty sections of the bill relate to the Territory 
of Oregon, the next seven refer to California, and 
the remaining nine concern New Mexico. He 
drew a distinction between the Territory of Oregon 
and the other Territories, as to the character of 
their population. Oregon was already a portion 
of the old Confederacy, peopled by citizens either 
natives of the United States, or well acquainted 
with the Jaws and customs of the country. He 
went on to remark on the provisions in the bill for 
the government of these different Territories, legis- 
lative and judicial. The powers of these depart- 
ments he thought sufficient for the purpose. The 
writ of habeas corpus being a common law writ, 
it may be issued by any of the judges. 

It was owing to the differences of opinion in the 
Senate as to the existence of the power in Congress 
to control the question of slavery that the subject 
was referred to the special committee, with a view 
to a compromise. It became necessary to report 
a bill embracing all the Territories, which had met 
with the disapproval of a portion of the Senate. 
It was to quiet the agitation which shakes the 
country to its centre, that the question was referred 
to a committee to prepare a compromise. 

If a stranger was now to come among us and to 
be told that we had three millions of slaves in our 
midst, and that this question which now agitates 
the Senate was as to the propriety of uniting ina 
reference of all the difficulties arising out of such a 
condition of things to our common Constitution, he 
would be struck aghast at the idea that there were 
some who were opposed to the proposition. He 
(Mr. J.) thought the step taken the wisest that 
could have been selected. He had intended, how- 
ever, had he not been anticipated by the Senator 
from Indiana, [Mr. Bricut,} to submit an amend- 
ment adopting the line of the Missouri compro- 
mise. 

He glanced at the course taken by the Senators 
who had spoken in oppasition to the bill, and stated 
that the tone in which their opinions were given 
proved that they were honest, and ready to sup- 
port their sentiments to the death, and that it was 
insulting to the South, although any intention to 
insult was distinctly e. The stand which 
the North had taken from the first was too insult- 
ing to the South to permit any prospect of union; 
and it was in this state of things that the commit- 
tee was appointed and the bill reported, this being 
the only mode in which they could hope for any 
extrication from this difficulty. He made a sharp 
criticism on the language he attributed to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. Corwin,] that a majority of 
the Supreme Court coming from the South, would 
be likel to vote one way. 

Mr. CORWIN explained this expression attrib- 
uted to him, which he disavowed in its offensive 
sense, and expressed his high respect for the mem- 
bers of that tribunal. 

Mr. JOHNSON resumed, asserting that this 
appeal to the Supreme Court was the only amica- 
ble mode of adjusting a question which threatened 
the honor and the interests of the South. He did 
not speak as a slave owner; he did not hold a 
slave, and he never expected to hold one. The 
few he once had came to him by inheritance, and 
he had long since manumitted them. He was glad 
he had done so then, for the interference of the 
abolitionists would have prevented him from doing 
it now. He cared not what effect this movement 
might have upon the political prospects of either 
of the candidates for the Presidency, so that an 
amicable and permanent adjustment of the contro- 
versy on this subject might be produced. There 


was no way so likely to be satisfactory as the ref- 
erence of the matter to the Supreme Court. Ex- 
citable as southern men are reputed to be, they had 
on this question acted with a moderation which 
proved that their character had been misunder- 
stood. They were mostly slaveholders, and they 
had sat in silence while one Senator had charged 
them with being Hotspurs in human flesh; while 
the Senator from Ohio had said that the institution 
of slavery had its origin in blood, and rapine, and 
robbery. That Senator had gone so far as to say 
that if the slaveholders were not damned, it would 
be not because they did not merit it, but that God 
in his mercy would pardon them for their igno- 
rance, because ‘ney knew not what they did. 

Mr. CORWIN said he was satisfied that he had 
used no such expression. He had spoken at great 
disadvantage, but his memory held no such lan- 


uage. 
: Mr. JOHNSON persisted that language of this 
kind, or something very like it, had been used. It 
struck his ear too painfully for him to mistake. 

Mr. BERRIEN said the words, as they struck 
his ear, were to the effect that slaveholders would 
be punished but for their ignorance—they knew 
not what they did. 

Mr. CORWIN said he might have used some 
such expression as to slave-dealers, but certainly 
not to slaveholders. 

Mr. BERRIEN expressed himself perfectly 
satisfied. 

Mr. JOHNSON rejoiced that the painful im- 
pression had been removed from his mind. He 
then proceeded to show, that from the character of 
the Supreme Court, he was sure the compromise 
in this particular would be acquiesced in by the 
country. He adduced the fact, that while states- 
men, politicians were found differing on a subject, 
the Supreme Court was unanimous. On the sub- 
ject of the right of a State to levy duties on im- 
ports and tonnage, advocated by the Senator from 
South Carolina, there could be no doubt that the 
decision of the Supreme Court would be unanimous 
against him. On the question of the constitution- 
ality of the United States Bank, while Congress 
was deciding one way, the court was unanimously 
the other way. The members of the Supreme 
Court were not politicians. They were born ina 
different atmosphere, and they addressed them- 
selves to different hearers. Politicians were al- 
ways differing and disputing—one taking this side 
of a question, and another taking an opposite view, 
all equally honest. How desirable, then, in a case 
of such importance as this, to callin a third party, 
rather than that we should be driven to despair— 
above all, to bloodshed. We are ready to yield 
enough; do not ask for more. It ought not to be | 
expected that the South shall surrender all that is 
dear to her, and do the bidding of the North. Ten 
thousand times rather would her children yield 
their lives. They are willing to adopt the appeal 
to the Supreme Court, and if the decision of that 
court be against them, they will be satisfied. 

He was not the advocate of slavery itself; he 
never had been so. He would rejoice to see the 
institution at an end; and it was with sincere re- 
gret he admitted that it was the agitation which 
had been stirred up in the North which had alone 
prevented the friends of freedom from emanci- 
pating the slaves in Maryland. He alluded to 
Connecticut, from which State the compromise 
was opposed, as having scarcely become a free 
State. 

Mr. BALDWIN stated that there had been but 
a very few slaves there. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Connecticut, then, only sinned 
a little. As he understood it, they kept them until 
they became too old for use, and died out. The 
Senator from Connecticut might then have a little 
charity for Maryland. 

Mr. BALDWIN said he had a great deal. 

Mr. JOHNSON said, a great deal, indeed. She 
would take all, and allow nothing to the other side. 
So in Ohio, where free negroes were treated as 
slaves. i , 

[A sort of colloquial debate took place, in which 
Mr. BALDWIN, Mr. DIX, Mr. JOHNSON, 
Mr. DOUGLAS, and Mr. DAYTON, took part, 
which could only be partially heard. 

Mr. JOHNSON resumed. The Senator from 
Ohio had complained that California was three 
thousand miles from Washington, and no slave 
could find means to employ a lawyer to carry up 
his case. He would reply to this, that there could 
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not be found in the whole southern bar a lawyer 
who would not gratuitously give his services to a 
black man, to free him from slavery, where there 
was a reasonable ground for the application. He 
also referred to the readiness of judges to decide in 
favor of the slave. And he believed that if this 
bill should pass, there would be always found at 
the southern bar members who would be ready to 
sue out the freedom of slaves who were entitled to 
it. The question whether a slave owner is entitled 
to carry his slaves into the Territory, will be de- 
cided on the first appeal; and that will decide the 
matter in every future case which can arise. The 
question rises above party and sectional consid- 
erations. It assumes the character, and dignity, 
and importance of a national one. 

Mr. BADGER then obtained the floor, ard 
commenced with an expression of his sincere regret 
that the Senator who had charge of this bill, should 
have started with an assertion that it was to be 
pressed through the Senate in hot haste. Instead 
of invoking the fullest examination of the bill, and 
of allowing Senators freely to discuss it, the ques- 
tion was pressed on an exhausted Senate. Every 
motion to adjourn was constantly resisted. Even 
on the first day of the introduction of the bill, his 
friend from Delaware had voted against adjourn- 
ment, the yeas and nays having been demanded. 
And on Monday evening, when his friend from 
Kentucky desired to address the Senate, and 
A an adjournment, the same course was pur- 
sued. 

Mr. CLAYTON reminded the Senator from 
North Carolina that he had last night suggested an 
adjournment, and voted for it to enable the Senator 
from Maryland to address the Senate. 

Mr. BADGER replied that this was a different 
matter. The Senator from Maryland was about 
to speak in defence of the bill, and this may be the 
reason for the readiness of his friend from Dela- 
ware to adjourn. He repeated that every effort 
had been made to press this question on an ex- 
hausted Senate. He knew no reasen for thus 
pressing a question of such importance. There 
was plenty of time before us. He was as desirous 
as any Senator to go home and see his children; 
but when a question of real magnitude was before 
the Senate, he was willing to sit here until full and 
ample time had been given for its examination— 
say three weeks or a month, or more. As circum- 
stance now stood, he should go at some length 
into the reasons he had to assign for the vote he 
was about to give. 

He regarded this bill as a complete surrender of 
the rights of the South; and on this point he ex- 
panded his views to much extent. He then re- 
ferred to the course taken by one of his distin- 
guished colleagues from North Carolina in the 
House, in which that gentleman had charged him 
(Mr. B.) with having made a speech which he had 
not made, and which speech that gentleman had, 
with great industry, circulated through the State 
of North Carolina, for the purpose of keeping him 
(Mr. B.) in the minds of his constituents. He 
went on to set that matter right, for the purpose 
of correcting the false impression made by that 
speech. He then went into a history and definition 
of the powers granted to Congress by the Constitu- 
tion, among which he included that of governing 
the territory ceded to us. That power included 
either the introduction or the abolition of slavery 
in the territories ceded to us. The power of ac- 
quiring territory has been sustained by the decis- 
ions of the Supreme Court; and the acquisition of 
territory carries with it the power to govern the 
territory, and the power to govern includes the 
power to regulate slavery. 

In the course of his remarks, Mr. Bapcer made 
copious references to authorities, which he quoted 
at length to sustain his positions. He did not see 
why a time may not come when we shall be 
obliged to hold territory, like England, in China, 
or some other country; and if we maintain that we 
have a right to introduce negro slavery there, we 
shall be obliged to show some authority beyond 
our own wishes. We have as great a right to 
acquire territory as any nation or republic in 
the world, and the only restraint on our rule is 
that which arises from our own convictions as to 
what is right and proper. It is supposed by some 
that we have a right to acquire territory only for 
the purpose of colonizing our slaves; but he held 
that we had as much right to acquire it for a per- 
petuity. The provisions in the Constitution which 
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had been frequently referred to, were intended 
merely to limit our powers with reference to the 
States of the Union; but in relation to territories 
acquired by conquest or cession, the arm of the 
Government is not shortened by these restrictions. 

When the Missouri compromise bill came to 
the Senate from the House, it contained a provis- 
ion excluding slavery from the South. It was 
amended in the Senate without a division, and a 
provision was introduced containing a restriction 
on slavery in the North and the West. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he had always the im- 
pression that Mr Pinkney (who had been alluded 
to) was an abolitionist. He had addressed a 
meeting in Hagerstown in favor of abolitionism. 

Mr. BADGER said he had a paper before him 
which rebuked that charge. Had he been an ab- 
olitionist, he would not have voted as he did on the 
Missouri compromise. If the Senator from South 
Carolina referred to Mr. Pinkney’s course to im- 
pugn his authority, he referred to it for no purpose. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he had merely referred to 
it as a fact. 

Mr. BADGER said, it was, as a fact, deserving 
of record. He, as a representative of one of the 
southern States, was called on, with his colleague, 
to give up all the rights and interests of the South. 
He believed negro slavery would be as effectually 
excluded by this bill as if the Wilmot proviso, or 
any other bill, had passed. He had a respect for 
the Supreme Court, but he was not willing to leave 
the decision of the question to a court, so large a 
portion of which were opposed to slavery. 

Mr. BUTLER asked the Senator, if he could 
point out a mode which would be effectual, in case 
this mode of appeal should fail? 

Mr. BADGER said, he thought he could very 
readily do so; but he desired now to go on with his 
argument. He would willingly vote for this bill, 
could he be assured that it would be productive 
of peace and tranquillity throughout the country. 
He would go home to his constituents, one of the 
Old Thirteen, and throw himself confidently before 
them, and appeal to their generous patriotism. But, 
believing that it can only be productive of new 
agitation, he could not reconcile it to his views of 
propriety to vote for it. He believed that North 
Carolina would sustain him in the adoption of his 
own views. 

Opinions are various in the Senate with reference 
to the bill. Some were willing to take it up as it 
is; others were opposed to it. He thought that 
the question ought to be settled. If the climate 
was suited to the productions of the South, he 
thought it ought to be filled with a population from 
the South. 

It was not intended to introduce slavery in the 
North. We are called on to legislate on a great 
fact. We live in the midst of three millions of 
slaves. In the employment of these, no man will 
use them where they are unproductive of profit. 

He stated the changes which Moses made in the 
Jewish laws, and that he was compelled to adapt 
his code to the position and prejudices of the people 
who were to be regulated by them. He advised 
us to adopt the same wise policy, and to rely on 
the blessing of God upon our success. 

He concluded with asserting that he would be 
glad to be convinced of the futility of his argu- 
ments, to be satisfied that he entertained wrong 
views; but while he felt the conviction that this 
bill surrendered the views of the South, he could 
not vote for it. Like his friend from Maryland, 
he would willingly see his candidate for the Pres- 
idency defeated, rather than that this question 
should not be settled. Much as he believed that 
the interests of the country were connected with 
the success of that candidate, he would be willing 
to postpone all the advantages to be obtained from 
his success, rather than that the settlement of this 
question should not take place. 

Mr. BUTLER spoke nearly three hours, but 
the confusion was too great in the gallery to allow 
his argument to be heard. 

Mr. DIX then obtained the floor, and com- 
menced with a defence of the State of New York 
against the charge which had heen made against 
her of refusing to surrender fugitives from justice, 
claimed under a requisition from the State of Vir- 
ginia. He alleged that this was not the act of the 
State, but of the Governor. He read the resolu- 
tions adopted by the Legislature, of which he was 
a member, which condemned the course of the 
Governor. He defended New York against attacks 


which had been levelled against her, and pointed 
the attention of the Senate to several bright pages 
in her political history. Of her social character, 
her love and patronage of the arts, her system of 
education, and all her great works of internal im- 

rovement, it was unnecessary for him to speak. 

er blood was mingled with that of the sons of 
the Palmetto State on the fields of Mexico; and 
the recollection of this union in death ought to make 
the Senator from Soutb Carolina more reluctant to 
cast reproach on New York. 

Mr. DIX closed his speech at half-past seven 


p. m. 

Mr. DAYTON then rose to address the Senate 
in opposition to the bill, but had not proceeded far 
with his remarks when he gave way to— 

Mr. MANGUM, who moved an adjournment. 

Mr. DAYTON expressed his willingness to pro- 
ceed. He did not desire an adjournment upon his 
account. l 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, the 
motion was decided in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, 
Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Dix, Felch, Mangum, 
Metcalte, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Spruance, Underwood, and 
Upham—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Berrien, Borland, Bright, Butler, 
Calhoun, Clayton, Corwin, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, 
Dodge, Douglas, Downs, Fitzgerald, Foote, Hale, Hannegan, 
Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Louisiana, Jolinson of Geor- 
gia, Lewis, Phelps, Rusk, Sebastian, Sturgeon, ‘Turney, 
Walker, Westcott, and Yulee—30. 

Mr. DAYTON resumed, and concluded his re- 
marks. 

Mr. UPHAM followed upon the same side. 

Mr. BELL also opposed the bill. 

Mr. BERRIEN delivered an argument in sup- 
port of the bill. 

Mr. BRADBURY followed in opposition to the 
bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, at oneo’clock a. m., moved 
an adjournment; which was disagreed to by yeas 
and nays, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Clarke, Corwin, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dix, Greene, Johnson of Mary- 
m ea Miller, Niles, Phelps, Spruance, and Under- 
wood—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Berrien, Bor- 
land, Breese, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Clayton, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dickinson, Dodge, Douglas, Downs, Felch, 
Fitzgerald, Foote, Hale, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson of 
Georgia, King, Lewis, Mason, Rusk, Sebastian, Sturgeon, 
Turney, Walker, Westcott, and Yulee—32. 


Mr. BORLAND addressed the Senate at con- 
siderable length. 

Mr. BERRIEN followed in an earnest defence 
of the bill; when— 

Mr. BALDWIN moved that the Senate adjourn; 
which was decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Dix, Niles, and Upham—4. 

NAYS—Messrs, Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Ber- 
rien, Borland, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, 
Clayton, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge, 
Douglas, Downs, Felch, Fitzgerald, Foote, Greene, Hale, 
Hamlin, Hannegan, Houston, King, Lewis, Maxon, Miller, 
Phelps, Rusk, Sebastian, Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, 
Walker, Westcott, and Yulee—39. 


Mr. NILES addressed the Senate for some half 
hour. There being only one Senator present in 
his seat, he moved that the Senate adjourn. 

It was then two a. m., but instantly Senators 
rose from sofas and various parts of the lobby, and 
the yeas and nays were demanded, and the motion 
was disagreed to, as follows: 

YEAS—Mevrsrs. Badger, Baldwin, Dix, Dodge, Johnson of 
Maryland, Miller, Niles, Phelps, Spruance, Underwood, and 
Upham—11. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Berrien, Bor- 
land, Breese, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Clarke, Clayton, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, Felch 
Fitzgerald, Foote, Hale, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson of 
Georgia, King, Lewis, Mason, Rusk, Sebastian, Sturgeon, 
Turney, Walker, Westcott, and Yulee—32. 

Mr. NILES then proceeded very coolly in his 
remarks until he closed. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
ATCHISON, DICKINSON, BRIGHT, CAL- 
HOUN, and others, when the Senate proceeded 
to vote on the amendments. i 

Mr. HALE moved to amend the bill in the 
thirty-seventh section by inserting after the words 
‘s And be it further enacted, That the inhabitants 
of said’’ the words ‘‘ Territories of Oregon, New 
Mexico, and California,’’ so as to make the section 
read: 


And be it further enacted, That the inhabitants of said 
Territories of Oregon, New Mexico, and California shall be 
entitled to enjoy all and singular the rights, privileges, and 
advantages granted and secured to the people of the territory 
of the United States northwest of the river Ohio. 


The amendment was rejected. 
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July 26, 


Mr. CLARKE moved to amend in the twenty- 
fourth section by adding after the words ‘‘ United 
States,” in line 36: 

And in all cases iavolving the personal liberty of a citizen 
of said 'l'erritory, or any person residing therein, an appeal 
from the decision of the supreme court of said Territory, or 
any judge thereof, shall be allowed directly to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 


Mr. C. subsequently withdrew this amendment. 

Mr. BALDWIN moved to amend the bill in the 
twenty-sixth section, by inserting after the word 
s“ slavery,” in line 10, the following: 


Or to repeal the laws which were in force in said Territo- 
ry, when forming part of the Republic of Mexico, prohibiting 
slavery or involuntary slavery therein, or any law securing 
the personal liberty of all the inhabitants thereof, but such 
laws, so far as they may not be inconsistent with the Consti- 
tution of the United States, shall be and remain in force un- 
til repealed by Congress. 


Mr. B. made some remarks in favor of this 
amendment. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was disagreed to. 

Mr. CLARKE moved to amend the bill in the 
26th section, after the word ‘* slavery,” by adding: 


It being understood and declared that, at the time of the 
cession of the Territories of New Mexico and California by 
Mexico to the United States, slavery and involuntary servi- 
tude had been abolished by the laws of Mexico, and did not 
exist therein; and that the laws now in said Territory shall 
be and remain in full force until territorial legislatures shall 
be formed by Congress, with authority to change or repeal 
the same. 


This amendment was also disagreed to. _ 

Mr. WALKER moved to amend the bill in the 
sixth section by striking out the words ‘‘ nor shall 
the Jands or other property of non-residents be 
taxed higher than the lands or other property of 
residents. ”’ l 

This amendment was disagreed to, after a few 
words from Mr. WALKER in explanation. 

Mr. HALE moved to amend the twelfth sec- 
tion, which provides that the existing laws ın 
Oregon shall continue to be valid for three months 
after the first meeting of the Legislature, by stri- 
king out the words ‘‘ three month;” and on this 
motion he asked for the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered. , l , 

The question being taken, it was decided as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Baldwin, Benton, Brad- 
bury, Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dix, 
Dodge, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hanlin, Miller, 
Niles, Spruance, Upham, and Waiker—2l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Borland? 
Breese, Bright, Butier, Calhoun, Clayton, Davis of Missis- 
sippi, Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, Foote, Hannegan, Hous- 
ton, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, 
Johnson ot Georgia, King, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Met- 
calte, Rusk, Sebastian, Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, West- 
cott, aud Yulve—J3. 


Mr. BALDWIN moved to amend the bill by 
adding the following as the 37th section: 


And Le it further enucted, That it shall be the duty of the 
attorneys for said Territories, respectively, on the compiaint 
of any person held in involuntary servitude therein, to make 
application in his hehalf, in due form of Jaw, to the court 
next thereafter to be holden in said ‘Territory, for a writ of 
habeas corpus, tu be directed to the person so holding such 
applicant in service, as aforesaid, and to pursue all needful 
measures in his behalf; and if the decision of such court 
shall be adverse to such application, or if, in the return of 
the writ, relief sha'l be denied to the applicant on the ground 
that he is a slave held in servitude in said Territory, said 
attorney shall cause an appeal to be taken therefrom; and 
the record of all the procedings in the case to be transmitted 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, as speedily as 
may be; and to give notice thereof to the Attorney General 
of the United States, who shall prosecute the same before 
said court, who shall proceed to hear and determine the 
same at the first term thereof. 


The question on this amendment was decided as 


follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Baldwin, Benton, Corwin, Dayton, 
Dix, Dodge, Felch, Greene, Hale, Hamiin, Miller, Niles, 
Upham, and Walker—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Borland, 
Bright, Butler, Calsoun, Clayton, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dickinson, Downs, Foote, Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of 
Georgia, King, Lewis, Manguin, Mason, Metcalfe, Phelps, 
Rusk, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, and Under- 
wood—31. 

Mr. HALE modified his motion so as to stand 
thus: Strike out a *‘ free white” from fifth section, 
and insert next after the word “< act,” in the fourth 
line, the words, ‘‘ and qualified to vote by the exist- 
ing laws now in force in the Territory of Oregon 
under the authority of the Provisional Government 
established by the people thereof.’’ : 

The question being taken on this amendment, it 
was decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Clarke, Davis of Mas- 
eachusetis, Greene, Hale, and Upham—7. 
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NAY S— Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bell, 
Berrien, Borland, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Butler, Cal- 
houn, Clayton, Corwin, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dick- 
inson, Dix, Dodge, Douglas, Duwns, Felch, Fitzgerald, 
Foote, Hamlin, Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of 


Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mason, Met- | 


calfe, Miller, Niles, Rusk, Sebastian, Sturgeon, ‘Turney, 
Underwood, Walker, Westcott, and Yulee—44. 


Mr. CLARKE moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing at the close of the sixth section the following 


words: 

Provided, however, That no law repealing the act of the 
Provisional Government of said Territory prohibiting slavery 
or involuntary servitude therein, shall be valid until the same 
shall be approved by Congress. 


On this amendment the yeas and nays were or- 
dered, and the question being taken on the motion, 
it was decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, 
Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dix, 
Dodge, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Miller, 
Niles, Upham, and Walker—19. 

NAYs—Mesers. Atkinson, Atherton, Badger, Bell, Ber- 
rieu, Burland, Breese, Bright Butler, Calhoun, Ciayton, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Donglas, Downs, Foote, 
Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, Jobnson of Maryland, Johnson 
ot Georgia, King, Lewis, Mason, Metcalfe, Phelps, Rusk, 
Sebastian, Sturgeon, ‘lurney, Underwood, Westcott, and 
Yulee—33. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, moved to amend 
the 12th section, by inserting the following words: 


That so much of the 6th article of the ordinance of the 13th 
of July, 1787, as is contained in the following words, to wit: 
“& There shall be neither slavery nor involuntary servitude in 
the said Teritory otherwise than in punishigent of crimes 
whereot the party shall have been duly convicted, shall be 
aud remain in force within the Territory of Oregon.”’ 


On this motion the yeas and nays were ordered, 
and the question being taken on the amendment, 
it was decided as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Baldwin, Benton, Brad- 
bury, Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massachusett., Dayton, Dix, 
Dodge, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Miller, 
Niles, Spruauce, Upham, and Walker—2i. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Beli, Berrien, Borland, 
Breese, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Clayton, Davis of Missis- 
sippi, Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, Foote, Hannegan, Hous- 
tou, Hunter, Johnson or Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, 
Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Manguin, Mason, Met- 
calte, Rusk, Sebastian, Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, 
Westcott, and Yulee—dJ. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to amend 
the bill in the 24th and 31st sections, by inserting 
the following words after the words which empower 
the Legislature to pass any law: 

Except only that, in all cases involving title to lands, the 
said writs of error or appeals shail be allowed and decided 
by the said supreme court, without regard to the value of 
the matter, property, or title in controversy. And except, 
also, that a writ of error or appeal shall also be allowed to 
the Supreme Court of the United States {rom the decision 
of the said supreine court created by this act, or any judge 
thereof, or of the district courts created by this act, or of 
any judge thereof, upon any writ of habeas co! pus involving 
the question of personal freedom. 


The question, after some remarks from Messrs. 
BRIGHT, BORLAND, and DICKINSON, was 
taken by yeas and nays, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Badger, Berrien, Brad- 
bury, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Day- 
ton, Dix, Dodge, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Halc, Hamlin, 
Houston, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, King, 
Mangum, Metcalfe, Miller, Niles, Phelps, Rusk, Spruance, 
Sturgeon, Upham, and Walker—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Benton, Borland, Bright, But- 
ler, Calhoun, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Downs, Foote, 
Hannegan, Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mason, Se- 
bastian, Turney, Westcott, and. Yulee—19. 


The bill was then reported to the Senate. 

Mr. BENTON then addressed the Senate for 
some time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, moved to amend 
the 28th section, providing that all that part of the 
territories of fhe United States called New Mexico 
shall be organized into a government, by inserting 
after the words ‘‘ New Mexico” the words “¢ in- 
cluding all territory except Upper California;’’ 
and asked for the yeas and nays, which were or- 
dered. 

The question was then taken and decided as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Mas- 
sachusetts, Greene, Miller, and Upham—7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bell, 
Benton, Berien, Borland, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Butler, 
Calhoun, Clayton, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, 
Dodge, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Fitzgerald, Foote, Hamlin, 
Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson 
of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mangum, 
Mason, Metcalfe, Rusk, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, 
Turney, Underwood, Walker, Westcott, and Yulee—44. 

The question was then taken on the engrossment 
of the bill; and, the yeas and nays being ordered, 
it was decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Benton, Berrien, 
Borland, Breese, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Clayton, Davis of 


Mississippi, Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, Foote, Hannegan, 
Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisi- 
ana, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, 


:| Phelps, Rusk, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, West- 
1} cott, and Yulee—33. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Bradbury, 
Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dix, Dodge, 
Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Metcalfe, Miller, 
Niles, Underwood, Upham, and Walker—22. 


[Mr. Pearce, of Maryland, we happen to know, 
remained until a late hour of the night in the Sen- 


| ate, but was obliged, through fatigue and indis- 


position, to leave the Senate some time before 
midnight. ] 
The bill was then read a third time and passed. 
And at seven minutes before 8 a. m., (Thurs- 
day morning,) after a continuous session of twenty- 
one hours, the Senate adjourned till Friday. 


The following is a copy of the bill to establish Govern- 
ments in the new Territories. as it passed the Senate : 

A BILL to establish tne Territorial Governments 
of Oregon, California, and New Mexico. 

Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the pas- 
sage of this act, all that part of the territory of the 
United States which lies west of the summit of the 
Rocky Mountains and north of the forty-second 
parallel of latitude, shall be organized into and con- 
stitute a temporary government by the name of the 
Territory of Oregon: Provided, That nothing in this 
act contained shall be construed to impair the rights 
of person or property now pertaining to the In- 
dians in said Territory, so long as such rights shall 
remain unextinguished by treaty between the Uni- 
ted States and such Indians; or to affect the author- 
ity of the Government of the United States to make 
any regulation respecting such Indians, their lands, 
property, or other rights, by treaty, law, or other- 
wise, which it would have been competent to the 
Government to make if this act had never passed: 
And provided further, That nothing in this act con- 
tained shall be construed to inhibit the Government 
of the United States from dividing said Territory 
into two or more Territories, in such manner and 
at such times as Congress shall deem convenient 
and proper; or from attaching any portion of said 
Territory to any other State or Territory of the 
United States. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Execu- 
tive power and authority in and over said Territor 
of Oregon shall be vested in a Governor, who shall 
hold his office for four years, and until his succes- 
sor shall be appointed and qualified, unless sooner 
removed by the President of the United States. 
The Governor shall reside within said Territory, 
shall be commander-in-chief of the militia thereof, 
shall perform the duties and receive the emoluments 
of superintendent of ,Indian’affairs; he may grant 
pardons for offences against the laws of anid Terri- 
tory and reprieves for offences against the laws of 
the United States, until the decision of the Presi- 
dent can be made known thereon; he shall com- 
mission all officers who shall be appointed to office 
under the laws of the said Territory, and shall take 
care that the laws be faithfully executed. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That there shall 
be a secretary of said Territory, who shall reside 
therein, and hold his office for four years, unless 
sooner removed by the President of the United 
States; he shall record and preserve all the laws 
and proceedings of the Legislative Assembly here- 
inafter constituted, and all the acts and proreec ee 
of the Governor in his executive department; he 
shall transmit one copy of the laws and one copy 
of the executive proceedings, on or before the first 
day of December in each year, to the President of 
the United States, and at the same time, two copies 
of the laws to the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the President of the Senate, for the 
use of Congress. And, in case of the death, remo- 
val, resignation, or other necessary absence of the 
Governor from the Territory, the Secretary shall 
have, and he is hereby authorized and required to 
execute and perform, all the powers and duties of 
the Governor, during such vacancy or necessary 
absence, or until another Governor shall -be duly 
gf sate to fill such vacancy. 

Ec. 4. And be il further enacted, That the legisla- 
tive power and authority of said Territory shall be 
vested in the Legislative Assembly. The Legisla- 
tive Assembly shall consist of a Council and House 
of Representatives. ‘The Council shall consist of 
thirteen members, having the qualifications of voters 
as hereinafter prescribed, whose term of service 
shall continue two years. The House of Repre- 
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sentatives shall, at its first session, consist of 
twenty-six members, possessing the same qualifi- 
cations as prescribed for members of the Council, 


and whose term of service shall continue one year. | 


The number of representatives may be increased 
by the Legislative Assembly, from time to time, 
in proportion to the increase of population: Pro- 
vided, That the whole number shall never exceed 
thirty-nine. An apportionment shall be made, as 
nearly equal as practicable, among the several 
counties or districts, for the election of the Council 
and Representatives, giving to each section of the 
Territory representation in the ratio of its popula- 
tion, Indians excepted, as nearly as may be. And 
the members of the Council and of the House of 
Representatives shall reside in and be inhabitants 
of the district for which they may be elected re- 
spectively. Previous to the first election, the Gov- 
ernor shall cause the census or enumeration of the 
inhabitants of the several counties and districts of 
the Territory to be taken, and the first election 
shall be held at such time and places, and be con- 
ducted in such manner, as the Governor shall ap- 
point and direct; and he shall, at the same time, 
declare the number of members of the Council and 
House of Representatives to which each of the 
counties or districts shall be entitled under this act. 
The number of persons authorized to be elected, 
having the highest number of votes in each of said 
Council districts, for members of the Council, shall 
be declared by the Governor to be duly elected to 
the Council; and the person or persons authorized 
to be elected having the greatest number of votes 
for the House of Representatives, equal to the 
number to which each county or district shall be 
entitled, shall be declared by the Governor to be 
duly elected members of the House of Representa- 
tives: Provided, That, in case of a tie between two 
or more persons voted for, the Governor shall or- 
der a new election to supply the vacancy made by 
such tie. And the persons thus elected to the 
Legislative Assembly shall meet at such place, and 
on such day, as the Governor shall appoint; but, 
thereafter, the time, place, and manner of holding 
and conducting all elections by the people, and the 
apportioning the representation, in the several 
counties or districts, to the Council and House of 
Representatives, according to population, shall be 
prescribed by law, as well as the day of the com- 
mencement of the regular sessions of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly: Provided, That no one session 
shall exceed the term of sixty days. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That every free 
white male inhabitant, above the age of twenty-one 
years, who shall have been a resident of said Ter- 
ritory at the time of the passage of this act, shall 
be entitled to vote at the first election, and shall be 
eligible to any office within the said Territory; but 
the qualifications of voters and of holding office, at 
all subsequent elections, shall be such as shall be 

rescribed by the Legislative Assembly: Provided, 

hat the right of suffrage and of holding office 
shall be exercised only by citizens of the United 
States, and those who shall have declared, on oath, 
their intention to become such, and shall have 
taken an oath to support the Constitution of the 
United States, and the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the legis- 
lative power of the Territory shall extend to all 
rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the 
Constitution of the United States and the provis- 
ions of this act; but no law shall be passed inter- 
fering with the primary disposal of the soil; no tax 
shall be imposed upon the property of the United 
States; nor shall the lands or other property of 
non-residents be taxed higher than the lands or 
other property of residents. All the laws passed 
by the Legislative A shall be submitted to 
the Congress of the United States, and if disap- 
proved shall be null and of no effect. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That all town- 
ship, district, and county officers, not herein other- 
wise provided for, shall be appointed or elected, 
as the case may be, in such manner as shall be 
provided by the Legislative Assembly of the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon. The Governor shall nominate, 
and by and with the advice and consent of the 
Legislative Council appoint, all officers not herein 
otherwise provided for; and in the first instance 
the Governor alone may appoint all said officers, 
who shall hold their offices until the end of the 
next session of the Legislative Assembly. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That no mem- 
ber of the Legislative Assembly shall hold or be 


appointed to any office which shall have been cre- 
ated, or the salary or emoluments of which shall 
have been increased, while he was a member, du- 
ring the term for which he was elected, and for one 
year after the expiration of such term; and no per- 
son holding a commission or appointment under 
the United States, except postmasters, shall be a 
member of the Legislative Assembly, or shall hold 
any office under the government of saia Territory. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the ju- 
dicial power of said Territory shall be vested in a 
supreme court, district courts, probate courts, and 
in justices of the peace. The supreme court shall 
consist of a chief justice and two associate Justices, 
any two of whom shall constitute a quorum, and 
who shall hold a term at the seat of government of 
said Territory annually, and they shall hold their 
offices during the period of four years. The said 
Territory shall be divided into three judicial dis- 
tricts, and a district court shall be held in each of 
said districts by one of the justices of the supreme 
court, at such times and places as may be pre- 
scribed by law; and the said judges shall, after 
their appointments, respectively, reside in the dis- 
tricts which shall be assigned them. The juris- 
diction of the several courts herein provided for, 
both appellate and original, and that of the probate 
courts, and of justices of the peace, shall be as 
limited by law: Provided, That justices of the peace 
shall not have jurisdiction of any matter in contro- 
versy where the title or boundaries of land may be 
in dispute, or where the debt or sum claimed shall 
exceed one hundred dollars; and the said supreme 
and district courts, respectively, shall possess a 
chancery as well as common law jurisdiction, Each 
district court, or the judge thereof, shall appoint 
its clerk, who shall also be the register in chancery, 
and shall keep his office at the place where the 
court may be held. Writs of error, bills of excep- 
tion, and appeals, shall be allowed in all cases trom 
the final decisions of said district courts to the 
supreme court, under such regulations as may be 
prescribed by law; but in no cuse removed to the 
supreme court shall trial by jury be allowed in said 
court. The supreme court, or the justices thereof, 
shall appoint its own clerk, and every clerk shall 
hold his office at the pleasure of the court for which 
he shall have been appointed. Writs of error and 
appeals from the final decisions of said supreme 
court shall be allowed, and may be taken to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in the same 
manner and under the same regulations as from 
the circuit courts of the United States, and each of 
the said district courts shall have and exercise the 
same jurisdiction in all cases arising under the 
Constitution and laws of the United States as is 
vested in the circuit and district courts of the Uni- 
ted States; and the first six days of every term of 
said courts, or so much thereof as shall be neces- 
sary, shall be appropriated to the trial of causes 
arising under the said Constitution and laws; and 
writs of error and appeals, in all such cases, shail 
be made to the supreme court of said Territory, 
the same as in other cases. The said clerk shail 
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justice of the peace in the limits of said Territory, 
duly authorized to administer oaths and affirma- 
tions by the laws now in force therein, or before 
the chief justice or some associate justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, to support the 
Constitution of the United States, and faithfully to 
discharge the duties of their respective offices; 
which said oaths, when so taken, shall be certified 
by the person by whom the same shall have been 
taken, and such certificates shall be received and 
recorded by the said secretary among the execu- 
tive proceedings. And the chief justice and asso- 
ciate justices, and all other civil officers in said 
Territory, before they act as such, shall take a like 
oath or affirmation before the said governor or 
secretary, or some judge or justice of the peace of 
the Territory, who may be duly commissioned and 
qualified ; which said oath or affirmation shall be 
certified and transmitted, by the person taking the 
same, to the secretary, to be by him recorded as 
aforesaid; and, afterwards, the hike oath or afirma- 
tion shall be taken, certified, and recorded, in such 
manner and form as may be prescribed by law. 
The governor shall receive an annual salary of fifteen 
hundred dollars as governor, and fifteen hundred 
dollarsas superintendent of Indian affairs. The chief 
justice and associate justices shall each receive an 
annual salary of eighteen hundred dollars. The 
secretary shall receive an annual salary of eighteen 
hundred dollars. The said salaries shall be paid 
quarter-yearly at the treasury of the United States. 
The members of the Legislative Assembly shall be 
entitled to receive three dollars each per day during 
their attendance at the sessions thereof, and three 
dollars each for every twenty miles travel in going 
to and returning from the said sessions, estimated 
according to the nearest usually travelled route. 
There shall be appropriated, annually, the sum of 
one thousand dollars, to be expended by the gov- 
ernor to defray the contingent expenses of the 
Territory; and there shall also be appropriated, 
annually, a sufficient sum, to be expended by the 
secretary of the Territory, and upon an estimate 
to be made by the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
United States, to defray the expenses of the Legis- 
lative Assembly, the printing of the laws, and other 
incidental expenses; and the secretary of the Ter- 
ritory shall annually account to the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States for the manner in 
which the aforesaid sum shall have been expended. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the ex- 
isting laws now in force in the Territory of Oregon, 
under the authority of the provisional government 
established by the people thereof, shall continue to 
be valid and operative therein, so far as the same 
be not incompatible with the Constitution and the 
provisions of this act, for three months after the 
first meeting of the Legislature in said Territory; 
subject, nevertheless, to be altered, modified, or 
repealed, by the Legislative Assembly of the said 
Territory of Oregon; and the Constitution and 
laws of the United States are hereby extended 
over and declared to be in force in said Territory, 
so far as the same, or any provision thereof, may 


receive in all such cases the same fees which the || be applicable. 


clerks of the district courts of Wisconsin Terri- 
tory heretofore received for similar services. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be appointed an attorney for said Territory, 
who shall continue in office for four years, unless 
sooner removed by the President, and who shall 
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Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Oregon 
shall hold its first session at guch time and place 
in said Territory as the Governor thereof shall 
appoint and direct; and at said first session, or as 
soon thereafter as they shall deem expedient, the 


receive the same fees and salary as were received |, Legislative Assembly shall proceed to locate and 
by the attorney of the United States for the Terri- ;| establish the seat of Government for said ‘Territory 


tory of Wisconsin. There shall also be a marshal 
for the Territory appointed, who shail hold his 
office for four year unless sooner removed by the 
President, and who shall execute all processes 
issuing from the said courts, when exercising their 
jurisdiction as circuit and district courts of the Uni- 
ted States: he shall perform the duties, be subject 
to the same regulation and penalties, and be enti- 
tled to the same fees as were received by the marshal 
of the district court of the United States for the 
Territory of Wisconsin; and shall, in addition, be 
paid two hundred dollars annually as a compensa- 
tion for extra services, 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the gov- 
ernor, secretary, chief justice, and associate justices, 
attorney, and marshal, shall be nominated, and, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States. The 


shall, before they act as such, respectively take an 
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at such place as they may deem eligible; which 
place, however, shall thereafter be subject to be 
changed by the Legislative Assembly. And the 
sum of twenty thousand dollars, out of any money 
in the treasury not otherwise appropriated, is 
hereby appropriated and granted to said Territory 
of Oregon, to be applied by the Governor and 
Legislative Assembly thereof, to the erection of 
suitable public buildings at the seat of Govern- 
ment. 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That a Del- 
egate to the House of Representatives of the Uni- 


: ted States, to serve for the term of two years, may 


governor and secretary to be appointed as aforesaid || House of Representatives. 


be elected by the voters qualified to elect members 
of the Legislative Assembly, who shall be entitled 
to the same rights and privileges as are exercised 
and enjoyed by the Delegates from the several 
other Territories of the United States to the said 
The first election shall 
be held at such time and places, and be conducted 


oath or affirmation before the district judge or some !' in such manner, as the Governor shall appoint and 
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direct; and at all subsequent elections, the time, 
laces, and manner of holding the elections, shall 
e prescribed by law. The person having the 
greatest number of votes shall be declared by the 
Governor to be duly elected, and a certificate tl:ereof 
shall be given accordingly. 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That all suits, 

rocess, and proceedings, civil and criminal, at 
aw and in chancery, and all indictments and in- 
formations, which shall be pending and undeter- 
` mined in the courts established by authority of the 
provisional government of Oregon, within the limits 
of said Territory, when this act shall take effect, 
shall be transferred to be heard, tried, prosecuted, 
and determined in the district courts hereby estab- 
lished, which may include the counties or districts 
where any such proceedings may be pending. All 
bonds, recognizances, and obligations of every 
kind whatsoever, valid under the existing laws 
within the limits of said Territory, shall be valid 
under this act; and all crimes and misdemeanors 
against the laws in force within said limits, may 
be prosecuted, tried, and punished in the courts 
established by this act; and all penalties, forfeit- 
ures, actions, and causes of action, may be re- 
covered, under this act, the same as they would 
have been under the laws in force within the limits 
composing said Territory, at the time this act shall 
go into operation. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That all jus- 
tices of the peace, constables, sheriffs, and all other 
judicial and ministerial officers, who shall be in 
office within the limits of said Territory when this 
act shall take effect, shall be and they are hereby 
authorized and required to continue to exercise and 
perform the duties of their respective offices as 
officers of the Territory of Oregon temporarily, and 
until they, or others, shall be duly appointed and 

ualified to fill their places in the manner herein 
directed. or until their offices shall be abolished. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That the sum 
of five thousand dollars be and the same is hereby 
appropriated, out of any moneys in the treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to be expended by and 
under the direction of the said Governor of the 
Territory of Oregon, in the purchase of a library, 
to be kept at the seat of Government for the use of 
the Governor, Legislative Assembly, Judges of the 
Supreme Court, Secretary, Marshal, and Attorney 
of said Territory, and such other persons, and un- 
der such regulations, as shall be prescribed by law. 

Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That when the 
lands in the said Territory shall be surveyed, un- 
der the direction of the Government of the United 
States, preparatory to bringing the same Into mar- 
ket, sections numbered sixteen and thirty in each 
township in said Territory shall be and the same 
are hereby reserved for the purpose of being ap- 
plied to schools in said Territory, and in the States 
and Territories hereafter to be erected out of the 


ame. 

Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That, tempo- 
rarily, and until otherwise provided by law, the 
Governor of said Territory may define the judicial 
districts of said Territory, and assign the judges 
who may be appointed for said Territory to the 
several districts, and also appoint the times and 
places for holding courts in the several counties or 
subdivisions in each of said judicial districts, by 

roclamation to be issued by him; but the Legis- 
ative Assembly, at their first or any subsequent 
session, may organize, alter, or modify such judi- 
cial districts, and assign the judges, and alter the 
time and places of holding the courts, as to them 
shall seem proper and convenient. 

Sec. 20. And be it further enacted, That the sum 
of ten thousand dollars be and is hereby appropri- 
ated, to be expended under the direction of the 
President of the United States, in payment for the 
services and expenses of such persons as have been 
engaged in conveying communications to and from 
the ‘* Provisional Government of Oregon” to the 
authorities of the United States, and the purchase 
of presents for such of the Indian tribes as the 
peace and quietude of the country require. 

Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the passage of this act, all that part of 
the territories of the United States called Upper 
California, acquired by the treaty of peace, friend- 
ship, limits, and settlement, between the United 
States of America and the Mexican Republic, con- 
cluded at Gaudaloupe Hidalgo on the second day of 
February, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, shall 
be organized into, and constitute, a temporary gov- 


jurisdiction. 
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ernment by the name of California: Provided, That 
nothing in this act contained shall be construed to 
impair the rights of person or property now per- 
taining to the Indians in said Territory, so long as 
such rights shall remain unextinguished by treaty 
between the United States and such Indians, or to 
affect the authority of the Government of the United 
States to make any regulation respecting such In- 
dians, their lands, property, or other rights, by 
treaty, law, or otherwise, which it would have been 
competent to the Government to make if this act 
had never passed: And provided, further, That 
nothing in this act contained shall be construed to 
inhibit the Government of the United States from 
dividing said Territory into two or more Territo- 
rieg, in such manner and at such times as Congress 
shall deem convenient and proper, or from attach- 
ing any portion of said Territory to any other 
State or Territory of the United States. 

Sec. 22. And be it further enacted, That the ex- 
ecutive power and authority in and over said Ter- 
ritory of California, shall be vested in a Governor, 
who shall hold his office for four years, and until 
his successor shall be appointed and qualified, 
unless sooner removed by the President of the 
United States. The Governor shall reside within 
said Territory, shall be commander-in-chief of the 
militia thereof, shall perform the duties and receive 
the emoluments of superintendent of Indian affairs; 
he may grant pardons for offences against the laws 
of said Territory, and reprieves for offences against 
the laws of the United States, until the decision of 
the President can be made known thereon: he shall 
commission all officers who shall be appointed to 
office under the laws of the said Territory, and shall 
take care that the laws be faithfully executed. 

Sec 23. And be it further enacted, That there shall 
be a Secretary of said Territory, who shall reside 
therein, and hold his office for four years, unless 
sooner removed by the President of the United 
States; he shall record and preserve all the laws 
and proceedings of the Legislative Assembly here- 
inafter constituted, and all the acts and proceedings 
of the Governor in his Executive Department; he 
shall transmit one copy of the laws and one copy 
of the executive proceedings on or before the Ist 
day of December in each year, to the President of 
the United States, and at the same time two copies 
of the laws to the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the President of the Senate, for the 
use of Congress. And in case of the death, re- 
moval, resignation, or other necessary absence of 
the Governor from the Territory, the Secretary 
shall have, and heis hereby authorized and required 
to execute and perform, all the powers and duties 
of the Governor during such vacancy or necessary 
absence, or until another Governor shall be duly 
appointed to fill such vacancy. 

Sec. 24. And be it further enacted, That the judi- 
cial power of said Territory shall be vested in a 
supreme court, district courts, probate courts, and 
in justices of the peace. The supreme court shall 
consist of a chief justice and two associate justices, 
any two of whom shall constitute a quorum, and 
who shall hold a term at the seat of government of 
said Territory annually, and they shall hold their 
offices during the period of four years. The said 
Territory shall be divided into three judicial dis- 
tricts, and a district court shall be held in each of 
said districts by one of the justices of the supreme 
court, at such times and places as may be pre- 
scribed by law; and the said judges shall, after 
their appointments, respectively, reside in the dis- 
tricts which shall be assigned them. The juris- 
diction of the several courts herein provided for, 
both appellate and original, and that of the probate 
courts, and of justices of the peace, shall be as 
limited by law: Provided, That justices of the 
peace shall not have jurisdiction of any matter in 
controversy when the title or boundaries of land 
may be in dispute, or where the debt or sum 
claimed shall exceed one hundred dollars; and the 
said supreme and district courts, respectively, 
shall possess a chancery as well as common law 
Each district court, or the judge 
thereof, shall appoint its clerk, who shall also be 
the register in chancery, and shall keep his office 
at the place where the court may be held. Writs 
of error, bills of exception, and appeals, shall be 
allowed in all cases from the fine! decision of said 
district courts to the supreme court, under such 
regulations as may be prescribed by law; but in 
no case removed to the supreme court shall trial 
by jury be allowed in said court. The supreme 


court, or the justices thereof, shall appoint its own 
clerk, and every clerk shall hold his office‘at the 
pleasure of the court for which he shall have been 
appointed. Writs of error and appeals from the 
final decisions of said supreme court shall be al- 
lowed, and may be taken to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, in the same manner and ynder 
the same regulations as from the circuit courts of 
the United States, except only that in all cases in- 
volving titles to slaves, the said writs of error or 
appeals shall be allowed and decided by the said 
supreme court without regard to the value of the 
matter, property, or title in controversy; and ex- 
cept also that a writ of error or appeal shall be al- 
lowed to the Supreme Court of the United States 
from the decision of the supreme court created by 
this act, or any judge thereof, or of the district 
courts created by this act, or of any judge thereof, 
upon any writ of habeas corpus, involving the ques- 
tion of personal freedom; and each of the said dis- 
trict courts shall have and exercise the same juris- 
diction in all cases arising under the Constitution 
and laws of the United States as is vested in the 
circuit and district courts of the United States; and 
the first six days of every term of said courts, or 
so much thereof as shall be necessary, shall be ap- 
propriated to the trial of causes arising under the 
said Constitution and laws; and writs of error and 
appeals in all such cases shall be made to the su- 
preme court of said Territory, the same as in other 
cases. The said clerk shall receive, in all such 
cases, the same fees which the clerks of the dis- 
trict courts of Wisconsin Territory heretofore re- 
ceived for similar services. 

Sec. 25. And be tt further enacted, That there shall 
be appointed an Attorney for said Territory, who 
shall continue in office for four years, unless sooner 
removed by the President, and who shall receive 
the same fees and salary as were received by the 
Attorney of the United States for the Territory of 
Wisconsin. There shall also be a Marshal for the 
Territory appointed, who shall hold his office for 
four years, unless sooner removed by the President, 
and who shall execute all processes issuing from 
the said courts, when exercising their jurisdiction 
as Circuit and district courts of the United States; 
he shall perform the duties, be subject to the same 
regulation and penalties, and be entitled to the 
same fees, as were received by the marshal of the 
district court of the United States for the Territory 
of Wisconsin; and shall, in addition, be paid two 
hundred dollars annually as compensation for 
extra services. 

Sec. 26. And be it further enacted, That the legis- 
lative power of said Territory shall, until Congress 
shall otherwise provide, be vested in the Governor, 
Secretary, and Judges of the Supreme Court, who, 
or a majority of them, shall have power to pass any 
law for the administration of justice in said Terri- 
tory, which shall not be repugnant to this act, or 
inconsistent with the laws and Constitution of the 
United States. But no law shall be passed inter- 
fering with the primary disposal of the soil, respect- 
ing an establishment of religion, or respecting the 
prohibition or establishment of African slavery; 
and no tax shall be imposed upon the property of 
the United States; nor shall the lands or other 
property of non-residents be taxed higher than the 
lands or other property of residents. All the laws 
shall be submitted to the Congress of the United 
States, and, if disapproved, shall be null and void. 

Sec. 27. And be it further enacted, That the gov- 
ernor, secretary, chief justice and associate jus- 
tices, attorney, and marshal, shall be nominated, 
and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appointed by the President of the United 
States. The governor and secretary to be appoint- 
ed as aforesaid shall, before they act as such, re- 
spectively take an oath or affirmation, before the 
district judge or some justice of the peace in the 
limits of said Territory duly authorized to admin- 
ister oaths and affirmations by the laws now in 
force therein, or before the chief justice or some 
associate justice of the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States, to support the Constitution of the United 
States, and faithfully to discharge the duties of their 
respective offices; which said oaths, when so taken, 
shall be certified by the person by whom the same 
shall have been taken, and such certificates shall 
be received and recorded by the said secretary 
among the executive proceedings. And the chief 
justice and associate justices, and all other civil 
officers in said Territory, before they act as such, 
shall take a like oath or affirmation before the said 
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governor or secretary, or some judge or justice of 
the peace of the Territory, who may be duly com- 
missioned and qualified; which said oath or affirm- 
ation shall be certified and transmitted by the 

erson taking the same to the secretary, to be by 
him recorded as aforesaid; and, afterwards, the 
like oath or affirmation shall be taken, certified, 
and recorded in such manner and form as may be 
prescribed by law. The governor shall receive an 
annual salary of fifteen hundred dollars as gover- 
nor and fifteen hundred dollars as superintendent 
of Indian affairs. The chief justice and associate 
justices shall each receive an annual salary of 
eighteen hundred dollars. The secretary shall re- 
ceive an annual salary of eighteen hundred dollars. 
The said salaries shall be paid quarter-yearly at 
the treasury of the United States. There shall 
be appropriated annually the sum of one thousand 
dollars, to be expended by the governor, to defray 
the contingent expenses of the Territory; and 
there shall also be appropriated annually a suffi- 
cient sum, to be expended by the Secretary of the 
Territory, and upon an estimate to be made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, 
to defray the expenses of the printing of the laws, 
and other incidental expenses; and the secretary 
of the Territory shall annually account to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury of the United States for the 
manner in which the aforesaid sum shall have been 
expended. 

Sec. 28. And be it further enacted, That, from 
and after the passage of this act, all that part of 
the territories of the United States called New 
Mexico, acquired by the treaty of peace, friend- 
ship, limits, and settlement between the United 
States of America and the Mexican Republic, con- 
cluded at Guadalupe Hidalgo, on the second day 
_ of February, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, 
shall be organized into and constitute a temporary 
government, by the name of the Territory of New 
Mexico: Provided, That nothing in this act con- 
tained shall be construed to impair the rights of 
person or property now pertaining to the Indians 
in said Territory, so long as such rights shall re- 
main unextinguished by treaty between the United 
States and such Indians; or to affect the authority 
of the Government of the United States to make 
any regulation respecting such Indians, their lands, 
property, or other rights, by treaty, law, or other- 
wise, which it would have been competent to the 
Government to make if this act had never passed: 
And provided further, That nothing in this act con- 
tained shall be construed to inhibit the Government 
of the United States from dividing said Territory 
into two or more Territories, in such manner and 
at such times as Congress shall deem convenient 
and proper, or from attaching any portion of said 
Territory to any other State or Territory of the 
United States. 

Sec. 29. And be it further enacted, That the ex- 
ecutive power and authority in and over said Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico shall be vested in a Gov- 
ernor, who shall hold his office for four years, and 
until his successor shall be appointed and qualified, 
unless sooner removed by the President of the 
United States. The Governor shall reside within 
said Territory, shall be commander-in-chief of the 
militia thereof, shall perform the duties and receive 
the emoluments of superintendent of Indian affairs; 
he may grant pardons for offences against the laws 
of said Territory, and reprieves for offences against 
the laws of the United States, until the decision of 
the President can be made known thereon; he shall 
commission all officers who shall be appointed to 
office under the Jaws of the said Territory, and 
ate take care that the laws be faithfully execu- 
ted. 

Sec. 39. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be a Secretary of said Territory, who shall 
reside therein, and hold his office for four years, 
unless sooner removed by the President of the 
United States; he shall record and preserve all the 
laws and proceedings of the Legislative Assembly 
hereinafter constituted, and all the acts and pro- 
ceedings of the Governor in his executive depart- 
ment; he shall transmit one copy of the laws, and 
one copy of the executive proceedings, on or be- 
fore the first day of December in each year, to the 
President of the United States, and, at the same 
time, two copies of the laws to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and the President of the 
Senate, for the use of Congress. And, in case of 
the death, removal, resignation, or other necessary 
absence of the Governor from the Territory, the 


Secretary shall have, and he is hereby authorized 
and required to execute and perform, all the pow- 
ers and duties of the Governor during such vacancy 
or necessary absence, or until another Governor 
shall be duly appointed to fill such vacancy. 

Sec. 31. And be it further enacted, That the judi- 
cial power of said Territory shall be vested in a 
supreme court, district courts, probate courts and 
in justices of the peace. The supreme court shall 
consist of a chief justice and one associate justice, 
who shall hold a term at the seat of government of 
said Territory annually, and they shall hold their 
offices during the period of four years. The said 
Territory shall be divided into two judicial dis- 
trcts, and a district court shall be held in each of 
said districts by one of the justices of the supreme 
court, at such times and places as may be pre- 
scribed by law; and the said judges shall, after 
their appointments, respectively, reside in the dis- 
tricts which shall be assigned them. The juris- 
diction of the several courts herein provided for, 
both appellate and original, and that of the probate 
courts, and of justices of the peace, shall be as lim- 
ited by law: Provided, That justices of the peace 
shall not have jurisdiction of any matter in contro- 
versy when the title or boundaries of land may be 
in dispute, or where the debt or sum claimed shall 
exceed one hundred dollars; and the said supreme 
and district courts, respectively, shall possess a 
chancery as well as common law jurisdiction. 
Each district court, or the judge thereof, shall ap- 
point its clerk, who shall also be the register in 
chancery, and shall keep his office at the place 
where the court may be held. Writs of error, bills 
of exception, and appeals shall be allowed in all 
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shall otherwise provide, be vested in the Governor, 
Secretary, and Judges of the Supreme Court, who, 
or a majority of them, shall have power to pass 
any law for the administration of justice in said 

Territory, which shall not be repugnant to this 

act, or inconsistent with the laws and Constitution 

of the United States. But no law shall be passed 

respecting the establishment of religion, or respect- 

ing the prohibition or establishment of African 

slavery, or interfering with the primary disposal 
of the soil, and no tax shall be imposed upon the 
property of the United States, nor shall the lands 
or other property of non-residents be taxed higher 
than the lands or other property of residents. All 
the laws shall be submitted to the Congress of the 
United States, and, if disapproved, shall be null 
and void. 

Sec. 34. And be it further enacted, That the Gov- 
ernor, Secretary, Chief Justice, and Associate Jus- 
tice,Attorney, and Marshal, shall be nominated and, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States. The 
governor and secretary to be appointed as afore- 
said shall, before they act as such, respectively 
take an oath or affirmation, before the district judge, 
or some justice of the peace, in the limits of said 
Territory, duly authorized to administer oaths 
and affirmations by the laws now in force therein, 
or before the chief justice or some associate jus- 
tice of the Supreme Court of the United States, to 
support the Constitution of the United States, and 
faithfully to discharge the duties of their reapect- 
ive offices; which said oaths, when so taken, shall 
be certified by the person by whom the same shall 
have been taken, and such certificates shall be re- 


cases from the final decisions of said district courts || ceived and recorded by the said secretary among 


to the supreme court, under such regulations as 
may be prescribed by law; but in no case removed 
to the supreme court, shall trial by jury be allowed 
in said court. The supreme court, or the justices 
thereof, shall appoint its ownclerk, and every clerk 
shall hold his office at the pleasure of the court for 
which he shall have been appointed. Writs of 
error and appeals from the final decisions of said 
supreme court shall be allowed, and may be taken 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, in the 
same manner and under the same regulations as 
from the circuit courts of the United States, except 
only that in all cases involving title to slaves the 
said. writs of error or appeals shall be-allowed and 
decided by the said supreme court, without regard 
to the value of the matter, property, or title in 
controversy; and except, also, that a writ of error 
or appeal shall be allowed to the Supreme Court of 
the United States from the decision of the supreme 
court created by this act or any judges thereof, or 
of the district courts created by this act or of any 
judge thereof, upon any writ of habeas corpus in- 
volving the question of personal freedom; and each 
of the said district courts shall have and exercise 
the same jurisdiction in all cases arising under the 
Constitution and laws of the United States as is 
vested in the circuit and district courts of the Uni- 
ted States; and the first six days of every term of 
said courts, or so much thereof as shall be neces- 
sary, Shall be appropriated to the trial of causes 
arising under the said Constitution and laws; and 
writs of error and appeals, in all such cases, shall be 
made to the supreme court of said Territory, the 
sameasin other cases. The said clerk shall receive, 
in all such cases, the same fees which the clerks of 
the district courts of Wisconsin Territory hereto- 
fore received for similar services. 

Sec. 32. And be it further enacted, That there shall 
be appointed an Attorney for said Territory, who 
shall continue in office for four years, unless sooner 
removed by the President, and who. shall receive 
the same fees and salary as were received by the 
Attorney of the United States for the Territory of 
Wisconsin. ‘There shall also be a Marshal for the 
Territory appointed, who shall hold his office for 
four years, unless sooner removed by the President, 
and who shall execute all processes issuing from 
the said courts, when exercising their jurisdiction 
as circuit and district courts of the United States; 
he. shall perform the duties, be subject to the same 
regulation and penalties, and be entitled to the same 
fees, as were received by the Marshal of the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the Territory of 
Wisconsin; and shall, in addition, be paid two 
hundred dollars annually as a compensation for 
extra services. 

Sec. 33. And be it further enacted, That the legis- 
lative power of said Territory shall, until Congress 


the executive proceedings. And the chief justice 
and associate justice, and all other civil officers in 
said Territory, before they act as such, shall take 
a like oath or affirmation before the said governor 
or secretary, or some judge or justice of the peace -> 
of the Territory, who may be duly commissioned 
and qualified, which said oath or affirmation shall be 
certified and transmitted, by the person taking the 
same, to the secretary, to be by him recorded as 
aforesaid; and afterwards, the like oath or affirma- 
tion shall be taken, certificd, and recorded, in such 
manner and form as may be prescribed by law. 
The governor shall receive an annual salary of fif- 
teen hundred dollars as governor, and fifteen hun- 
dred dollars as superintendent of Indian affairs. The 
chief justice and associate justice shall receive an 
annual salary ofeizhteen hundred dollars. The sec- 
retary shall receive an annual salary ofeighteen hun- 
dred dollars. The said salaries shall be paid quarter- 
yearly, at the treasury of the United States. There 
shall be appropriated, annually, the sum of one 
thousand dollars, to be expended by the governor to 
defray the contingent expenses of the Territory; and 
there shall also be appropriated, annually, a suffi- 
cient sum, to be expended by the secretary of the 
Territory, and upon an estimate to be made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, to 
defray the expenses of printing the laws, and other 
incidental expenses; and the secretary of the Ter- 
ritory shall annually account to the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States for the manner 
in which the aforesaid sum shall have been ex- 
pended. 

Sec. 35. And be it further enacted, That the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States are hereby 
extended over and declared to be in force in said 
Territories of California and New Mexico, so far as 
the same, or any provision thereof, may be appli- 
cable. 

Sec. 36. And be it further enacted, That the Pres- 
ident of the United States, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, may, at his discretion, 
appoint for and within the Territories any number 
of Indian agents, not to exceed six; said agents to 
receive the same pay, discharge the same duties, 
and be subject to the same restrictions and liabili- 
ties as Indian agents now are by law; and that the 
laws regulating intercourse with the Indian tribes 
now in force shall be extended and be in force in 
said Territories. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, July 27, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the subject of printing an 
extra number of the memoir, political, geographi- 
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cal, and commercial, on the present state and pro- 
ductive resources of Siberia and the Asiatic islands, 
by Aaron H. Palmer, reported the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That extra copies of said memoir be not printed. 

Mr. CONGER also, from the same committee, 
to whom was referred the resolution directing the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives to furnish 
each member of the House copies of all acts and 
resolutions which may be passed, with instructions 
to ascertain the expense of the same, reported the 
expense, as near as can be ascertained, at $200 a 
session. 

The report was read, and, on motion of Mr. 
HOUSTON, the resolution and report were laid 
on the table. 


Mr. PUTNAM, by leave, offered the following 
resolution, which was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds inquire and examine as to the necessity of another 
building for the use of the different public departments ; also, 
the fitne<s for such purpose of the building recently erected 
by Mr. Winder, near the War Departinent, and the terms on 
which the same can be purchased, and that said committee 
report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. FULTON, by leave, previous notice having 
been given, introduced a bill authorizing the pay- 
ment of invalid pensions in certain cases. Read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Mr. VENABLE, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of John 
may Read and committed. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the House 
proceed to consider the special order, viz: the mes- 
sages of the President of the United States—the 
treaty message and the message in relation to the 
boundary of the territory acquired of Mexico. 
Lost. 


Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committee on '; 


Rules, reported the following, to be inserted in lieu 


of the 135th rule: 
In Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union, the bills shall he taken up and disposed of in their |j 


order ou the calendar; but, when objection is made to the 
consideration of a bill, a majority of the committee shall de- 
cide, without debate, whether it shall be taken up and dis- 

osed of or laid aside: Provided, That general appropriation 

ills, and, in time of war, bills for raising men or money, 
and bills concerning a treaty of peace, shall be preferred to 
all other bills, at the discretion of the committee, and, when 
demanded by any member, the question shall he first put in 
regard to them. 


Mr. McCLELLAND explained the provisions 
of the present rule and of the proposed amendment— 
the former requiring business to be proceeded with 


in Committee of the Whole on the state of the : 


Union and in Committee of the Whole House, in 
the order of the calendar, and placing it out of the 
power of the majority to change the order of busi- 
ness; the latter providing that the calendar be called 
in order, but that on bills being objected to, a major- 
ity of the committee should decide without debate 
whether they would proceed with their considera- 
tion or pass to subsequent orders. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, opposed the amendment, 
and argued that the rule, as it now stood, promoted 
the just order and despatch of business, both on 
the part of the standing committees and the House; 
and that the cause of the delay of business this ses- 
sion lay rather with the members in their debates 
than with the rules of the House. - 

Mr. ASHIMUN was in favor of the amendment, 
and would name but one reason, viz: that it would 
enable the House to act at this session upon bills 
of vast importance to the entire country, which 
- otherwise they would be unable to reach: among 
them the internal-improvement bills, He demanded 
the previous question. 

r. COBB, of Georgia, moved to lay the propo- 
sition on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken on 
the motion to lay upon the table, and resulted: 
Yeas 83, nays 105. 

The previous question was then seconded; and 
under the operation thereof, the rule as reported 
by the committee in lieu of the 135th rule was 
adopted. 


NEW MEXICO AND CALIFORNIA. 


On motion of Mr. KAUFMAN, the House pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the special order, 
viz: the messages of the President of the United 
States—the treaty message and the message in re- 
lation to the boundary of the Territories ceded by 
Mexico to the United States. 

Mr. KAUFMAN being entitled to the floor, ad- 
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dressed the House in reply to Mr. Vinron. He 
denied to the United States the right, in organizing 
a Territorial Government for New Mexico, to in- 
terfere with the territorial rights of Texas, as de- 
fined by her treaty with Mexico of May 14, 1836, 
and also by her “ statute of limits”? of December 
19, 1836. He contended that Congress could not 
| curtail the territorial limits claimed by Texas with- 
; out her consent, without a palpable infraction of 
the Constitution, a violation of the letter and the 
Spirit of the compact of annexation, a nullifica- 
; tion of solemn treaties entered into by the United 
|! States, and a total disregard of the plighted faith of 
, the nation. He cited the precedents of the claims 
| of Maine and Massachusetts in regard to the ‘* dis- 
puted territory’? on our northeastern boundary, 
| and concluded by invoking all parties to harmony, 
| conciliation, and union. 

Mr. COLLAMER then took the floor, and made 

'! a speech on the subject of freedom and slavery in 
i the Territories, &c. 

Mr. STANTON followed, chiefly in reply to 
the speech of Mr. Vinton, delivered some days 
since, and taking the range of political subjects 
generally. 

|| Mr. LINCOLN spoke on politics in general, 
and on the merits of the candidates for the Presi- 
dential office. 

Mr. BOWDON then obtained the floor, 

And the House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, July 28, 1848. 

| The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
I Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, asked leave to report, 
ı from the Committee on the Territories, bills to es- 
|l tablish Territorial Governments in New Mexico 
I| and California. Objected to. 
i| .Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
|; the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
i Whole on the private calendar. Lost. 

On motion of Mr. GOGGIN, the House pro- 
ceeded to the orders of the day. 

The bill for the relief of Peter Shaffer, reported 
| from the Committee of the Whole on the 2d of 
j June last without amendment, was ordered to be 
; engrossed, and, being engrossed, was read a third 
| time and passed. 
| 


On motionof Mr. McKAY, the House proceeded 
i aoe consideration of business on the Speaker’s 
table. 
| And the SPEAKER laid before the House com- 
!; munications, as follows: 
‘| A communication from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
the 26th ultimo, a report of the strength of the dif- 
| ferent corps of the army of the United States, after 
| the discharge of those who, by the terms of their 
enlistment and the operation of existing laws, are 
required to be discharged at the close of the war 
with Mexico. 

The report shows the number of five years’ 
men in the different corps, as far as can be ascer- 
tained from the records of the Adjutant General’s 
|! Office, to be, viz: 


| 


— 


a nee Ee 
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| The two regiments Of dragOons...... vccccecccecesves 1,095 
|i The regiment of mounted riflemen..........+. eee 427 
| The four regiments of artillery........ EO ET oes 2,830 
The eight regiments of intantry...... cccces cceses so.. 33794 
Recruits in dept...... cecceevescccccecs (ae ora esas 719 


Total strength of army after the discharge of soldiers 
enlisted for the WAP... ..... cece ceceee ccceeevenencs 8, 
The letter and report were referred to the Com- 

mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be print- 


| 

T 

| ed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting | 
a report on the claim of William Vawters, deceased, | 
in pursuance of a resolution of the House of the | 

3d instant. 
A letter from the Postmaster General, transmit- 

ting, in obedience to a resolution of the House, a 

table showing the annual cost of mail transporta- 

tion, and the annual receipts of postage in each 

State and Territory of the United States, for the 

| 


ten years preceding July 1, 1847. Referred to the 


Laid on the table. 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

A tabular statement from the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, showing the estimated 
surface of the Territories of the United States 
north and west of the regularly organized States 
of the Union, and the portions of territory north 
and south of the parallel of 36° 30’ north latitude. 


— 


Referred to the Committee on Territories, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House, disagreed to by the Senate, 
to the bill of the Senate renewing certain naval 
pensions for the term of five years, and extending 
the benefits of existing laws respecting naval pen- 
sions to engineers, firemen, and coal-heavers, in 
the navy, and to their widows. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the House insisted 
upon its amendments to said bill, and a Commit- 
tee of Conference was appointed on the part of the 
House, to confer with a similar committee on the 
part of the Senate, on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on said bill. 


OREGON, CALIFORNIA, AND NEW MEXICO. 


The bill from the Senate to establish Territorial 
Governments in Oregon, California, and New 
Mexico, was taken from the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BOYD moved to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to lay the bill on the 
table, and demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PETTIT desired to inquire, whether, if the 
House should negative these motions, it would be 
in order to move to refer the bill to a select com- 
mittee? 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved a call of 
the House, and demanded the yeas and nays 
thereon. 

Mr. BOYD (still standing in his place) claimed 
the floor upon his own motion. He had made the 
motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole on 
the State of the Union, for the purpose of securing 
the earliest consideration of the measure. 

TheSPEAKER said, thatall the motions but that 
which was made by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Boyn] were superseded, and the question 
would be on the motion to refer to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BOYD proceeded. It is, indeed, an im- 
portant measure. Our newly-acquired territory 
should not be left in the hands of Mexicans, nor 
our settlers in Oregon to the merciless butcheries 
of the Indians. But, sir, there are other and higher 
considerations involved in this measure. The fate 
of this Union may, in a great degree, depend on 
the action of this body with reference to some of 
the provisions of this bill. Should we not, then, 
in the spirit of concession and compromise, pro- 
ceed to settle, now and forever, the vexed and dis- 
tracting question of slavery, by the passage of this 
measure? It might be that a majority of the 
House would stand opposed to the bill in its pres- 
ent shape; still he hoped gentlemen would not, for 
that reason, give it the go-by, by laying it on the 
table. He desired most earnestly to see this or 
some other measure of compromise adopted. If 
we cannot agree to pass this bill, in Heaven’s 
name let us endeavor to agree upon something 
else. Let the bill go to the committee, where we 
can examine it, exchange opinions upon it, com- 
mune with each other—not as partisans, but as 
men and as patriots—to the end that this vexed 
and dangerous question may be settled. 

By laying this bill upon the table, the House 
would, in effect, proclaim to the countsy their in- 
disposition to settle the question now upon any 
terms, and agitation, with all its deplorable conse- 
quences, must go on. 

In the behalf of our common constituency, I am 
constrained now to appeal to gentlemen on both 
sides to join me in an honest, earnest effort, to 
compromise this question, and give peace to the 
country. 

Mr. B. concluded by moving a call of the House; 
but gave way for 

Mr. McCLERNAND, who said, by permission 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, he desired to 
make one or two observations. 

Mr. BOYD would withdraw the motion for a 
call of the House, if the gentleman from Illinois 
would renew it. 

Mr. McCLERNAND promised to do so, and 
was then permitted to proceed. He said the ques- 
tion involved in this bill was one of the most mo- 
mentous character. It was one which deepl 
involved the peace of the country and our republi- 
can institutions. It was important in another 
point of view. We had just now emerged from a 
war of two years’ duration, during which time a 
large amount of public treasure had been expended, 
and much valuable blood had been shed. Among 
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the results of that war we had acquired extensive 
territory in California and New Mexico, which 
was of great value; and now the question presented 
itself, shall the fruits of this war, which had cost 
us so much blood and treasure, be thrown away, 
or should they be secured and perpetuated in pos- 
session of the people of the United States by the 
passage of this or some other bill which might 
meet more general acceptance? He should vote 
against the motion to Jay on the table. He now 
renewed the motion for the call of the House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, desired to make a few 
remarks with the permissisn of the gentleman from 
[llinois—only five words. 

Mr. McCLERNAND would assent, if the gen- 
tleman from Indiana would renew the motion for 
a call of the House. l 

Mr. SMITH acceded to the terms, and then 
gaid he should be entirely satisfied to have this bill 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, if he thought any good would 
result from giving it that direction. But he was 
thoroughly convinced that the reference of that bill 
to the Committee of the W hole on the state of the 
Union would but protract this session of Congress, 
without producing any beneficial results whatever. 
He was willing to avow that he was opposed to 
this bill, decidedly and uncompromisingly. He 
was willing to a the vexed question of slaver 
in the Territories on any fair and unobjectionable 
grounds; but he utterly and cntirely denied that 
this bill held out any promise of a settlement of 
that question. If that bill should become the law 
of the land, so far from settling the agitation which 
prevails through the country, and calming the 
troubled waters, it would only add to the existing 
agitation, and increase the difficulties by which ıt 
was surrounded. Was there evera compromise 
heard of in which a people’s rights and interests 
were direct antipodes to each other? Yet such 
was the compromise of this bill. Its southern 
advocates contended that it would be the means 
of extending slavery over that territory in which 
slavery did not now exist; and if that was its 
character, he should not give it his sanction. 

Ask some of its southern Senatorial advocates 
why they supported the passage of this bill, and they 
would reply that, under its operation, they would 
be entitled to carry their slaves to this Territory. 
Ask what were the grounds on which those from the 
North gave it their support, and they were told, on 
thecontrary, that slavery would be excluded. Was 
there, then, any compromise in that? None. It 
was only increasing the difficulties and agitation, 
which must exist, with no prospect of a settlement. 
He did not desire to see Congress adjourn without 
affording those Territories some appropriate gov- 
ernment. He asked the House this morning for 
leave to report bills to provide a government for 
each of these Territories, but gentlemen on the 
other side of the House objected to it. He had 
such bills now drawn up to provide Territorial 
Governments for California and New Mexico. 
They had already a bill before them to establish a 
Territorial Government for Oregon. 

Mr. CATHCART said that the objection came 
from his (Mr. S.’s) own side of the House; and 
that the gentleman before him [Mr. Goce1n] was 
the first to object. 

Mr.SMITH. The gentleman withdrew his ob- 
jection. Well, he hoped hereafter that he should 
have an opportunity to present, and that the House 
` would consent to receive, his report, and that before 
Congress adjourned it weuld pass those bills. He 
was as desirous as any individual that they should 
be passed, and Territorial Governments in these 
Territories be established; but he saw no good that 
could result either to the South orto the North, or 
to any portion of this country, by wasting time at 
this late period of the session in a fruitless discus- 
sion of the bill before them. It had already been 
fully discussed, not in the House, yet in the hear- 
ing of every member of the House, and the mind 
of every one of them was made up respecting it. 
He hoped, therefore, they should come to a de- 
cisive test vote. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware. Will my hon- 
orable friend from Indiana [Mr. Smita] allow me 
to make a single remark, or rather, to propound a 
single inquiry tohim? I donot, I can assure him, 
desire at this time to say anything, either one way 
or the other, in regard to the supposed merits or 
demerits of the bill now before us. I do not pro- 
pose, at this preliminary stage of the matter, to 


it just, is it fair, to force this measure to a final 


e | 


į to lay the bill on the table, and then comply with į: ©° 


n 


fair remarks made against this bill. 


enter upon a general discussion of the provisions 


: of the bill, as my honorable friend seems inclined 
: to do, but I wish to make one suggestion for his ! 


consideration, and for the consideration of every | 
honorable member on this floor, and it is this: Is | 
decisien in this House without affording ample | 
time for the consideration and discussion of it? For | 
my own part, I am free to say that I am not pre- | 
pared to vote either for or against this bill without | 
an opportunity to assign my reasons for it; and I | 
would respectfully ask if it ıs right, if it is honor- | 
able, if it is magnanimous in the House to compel | 
members to act upon this, by far the most im- 
portant and momentous question which has been 
presented for our consideration during the present | 
Congress, without a full, free, and fair opportunity ! 
to weigh and discuss it? 
free to confess, as I have already stated, that I am | 
not prepared to vote upon it until 1 have had an | 
opportunity of making known the opinions which | 
will govern and control my action in relation to it, , 


rence, Lincoln, Lord, Lynde, Maclay, McClelland, McIl- 
vaine, Horace Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Morris, Mullin, 
Nelson, Nes, Newell, Nicoll, Palfrey, Peaslee, Peck, Pen- 


| dieton, Petrie, Pollock, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell 


For my own part, [am | 


John A. Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Sher- 
rill, Silvester, Slingerland, Smart, Caleb B. Smith, Robert 
Smith, Truman Smith, Starkweather, Stepheus, Andrew 
Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, Strohm, Strong, Tallmadge, 
Taylor, James Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, John 
B. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, Tuck, Van 
Dyke, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, White, Wiley, and 
Wilmot—112. 

NAYS—-Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Barrow, Bayly, 
Beale, Bedinger, Birdsall, Bocock, Botts, Bowdon, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert 
G. Brown, Burt, Cabell, Catheart, Chapman, Franklin Clark, 
Beverly L. Clarke, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Cocke, Crisfield, Daniel, Dickinson, Alexander 
Evans, Featherston, Ficklin, Flournoy, French, Fulton, 
Gayle, Gentry, Goggin, Green, Willard P. Hall, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Harris, Hill, Hilliard, Isaac E. Holmes, George 
S. Houston, John Ww. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Iverson, Jameson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
George W. Jones, John W. Jones, Kaufinan, Kennon, 
Thomas Butler King, La Sére, Ligon, Lumpkin, McCler- 
nand, McDowell, McKay, McLane, Job Mann, Meade, 
Miller, Morehead, Outlaw, Pettit, Peyton. Pillsbury, Pres- 
ton, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Sawyer, 


and | trust it will not be pressed to a decision at || Shepperd, Simpson, Sims, Stanton, ‘Thibodeaux, Thomas, 


this moment. 

Mr. SMITH did not yield the floor to the gen- 
tleman from Delaware to make a speech. He did | 
not intend to make a speech himself. He did not 
desire any debate on this question, and he hoped 
no debate would arise upon it. In order to test 
the sense of members of the House, he would move 


his promise to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MeCirewaiin| by moving a call of the House. 

[Great excitement and confusion. ] 

Mr. BAYLY asked the gentleman from Indiana 
to withdraw thatmotion. [Most emphatic ‘‘ noes” 
from all parts of the House.] ‘There had been un- 
[Loud cries 
of ** order!”’) 

Mr. BAYLY appealed to the gentleman from 
Indiana. [Renewed cries of ‘‘ order !’’] 

Mr. McLANE rose to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER said the Chair would receive 
no suggestion of order until the House came to 
order itself, and gentlemen took their seats. 

Order having been partially restored— 

Mr. McLANE stated his point of order to be 
that it was not competent for the gentleman from 
Indiana to submit two motions at once—the mo- 
tion to lay on the table, and the motion for a call 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER sustained the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH then moved a call of the House 
alone. 

The call was ordered, and the roll having been 
called through, 209 members answered to their 
names. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to dispense with further 
proceedings in the call. Agreed to. 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired of the Chair whether 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. STEPHENS] had 
not moved to lay this bill upon the table? 

The CHAIR replied that the gentleman had 
made such a motion, supposing at the time that 
he was entitled to the floor; but another gentleman 
having stated that he had not relinquished the 
floor, the motion of the gentleman from Georgia | 
had of course been pronounced to be out of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS here said that he admitted, 
with the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Boyp,] 
that this bill was connected with a question of the | 
deepest interest; but he could not believe, as that | 
gentleman seemed to do, that its passage would | 
secure peace and quiet to the country; if he did, he 
should be willing to protract this session indefinitely 
till it was passed. But, ‘as he read the bill, all it | 
did was merely to postpone the question, not to 
settle it, or give any peace to the country. The 
session was already of unusual length: he thought 
it was time they should go home. He had no 
belief that the question could be settled during the 
present session; and, wishing to bring it to a test 
vote, he would move to lay the bill on the table. 

A demand was raised from all quarters for the 
yeas and nays, which were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Mersrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashmun, Belcher, Bing- 
ham, Blanchard, Boydon, Buckner, Butler, Canby, Clapp, 
Collamer, Collins, Conger, Cranston, Crowell, Crezier, Dar- 
ling, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Dunn, 
Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Nathan Evans 
Fisher, Freedley, Fries, Giddings, Gott, Gregory, Grinuell, | 
Hale, Nathan K. Hall, Hammons, James G. Hampton, | 
Moses Hampton, Henley, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, Hub- 
bard, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenkins, Kellogg, 


eee Ty 


Danie] P. King, Lahm, William T. Lawrence, Sidney Law- |! 


| 
| 


SE A GE A SS ES a m a 


Faran, Farrelly, |, ference be appointed to meet a similar committee 


Jacob Thompson, Robert A.Thompson, Tompkins, Toombs, 
Sat hal Dnu Wallace, Wick, Williams, and Wood- 
ward—97. 


So the bill was laid upon the table. 


Mr. POLLOCK moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken. 
Mr. WHITE moved to lay the motion to re- 
nsider on the table. 
On which motion the yeas and nays were taken, 
and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashmun, Belcher, Bing- 
ham, Blanchard, Boydon, Buckner, Butler, Canby, Clapp, 
Franklin Clark, Collamer, Collins, Conger, Cranstou, Crow- 
ell, Crozier, Darling, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Daniel 
Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, 
Nathan Evans, Faran, Farrelly, Fisher, Freedley, Fries, 
Giddings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, 
Hammons, James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Haskell, 
Henley, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, Hubbard, Hudson, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenkins, Kellogg, Daniel P. King, Lahm, 
William T. Lawrence, Sidney Lawrence, Lincoln, Lord, 
Lynde, Maclay, McClelland, McIlvaine, Horace Mann, 
Marsh, Marvin, Morris, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Newell, Nicoll, 
Palfrey, Peaslee, Peck, Pendleton, Petrie, Pollock, Put- 
nam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Rose, 
Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, 
Smart, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Starkweather, Ste- 
yhens, Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, Strohin, Strong, 

atlrmadge, Taylor, James Thompson, Richard W. Thomp- 
son, John B. ‘Thompson, William Thompsen, Thur-ton, 
Tuck, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, White, Wi- 
ley, and Wilmot—1]4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Barrow, Bayly, 
Beale, Bedinger, Birdsall, Bocovk, Botts, Bowdon, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert 
G. Brown, Burt, Cabell, Cathcart, Chapman, Beverly L. 
Clarke, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cocke, Cris- 
field, Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Alexander Evans, Feath- 
erston, Ficklin, Flournoy, French, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, 
Goggin, Green, Willard P. Hall, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Harris, Hill, Hilliard, Isaac E. Holmes, George 8. Houston, 
John W. Houston, Inge, C. J. Ingersoll, Iverson, Jameson, 
Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, 
John W, Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, ‘Thomas Butler King, 
La Sére, Ligon, Lumpkin, McClernand, McDowell, MeKay, 
McLane, Job Mann, Meade, Miller, Morehead, Outlaw, 
Pettit, Peyton, Pillsbury, Preston, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, 
Robinson, Rockhill, Sawyer, Shepperd, Simpson, Sims, 
Stanton, Thibodeaux, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Robert 
A. Thompson, Tompkins, Toombs, Turner, Venable, Wal- 
lace, Wick, Williams, and Woodward—9¥6. 


On motion of Mr. HALL, of Missouri, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Moreueap, of Ken- 
tucky, in the chair.) 


THE OREGON BILL. 

The Oregon bill having been taken up— 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky, who had the floor 
from a preceding day, addressed the committee 
mainly on the question of slavery in the Territory, 
over which he believed Congress had control, and 
incidentally in reply to positions assumed by his 
colleagues heretofore. 

Mr. COLLINS followed in favor of the doctrine 
of the proviso. i 

Mr. DUNN then addressed the committee in a 
speech upon general politics. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, followed Mr. Dunn 
ina speech urging Congress to act immediately 
on the bill to establish the Territorial Government 
of Oregon. 

Mr. MULLIN then got the floor, and the com- 
mittee rose and reported progress, 

Mr. VINTON moved that a committee of con- 


| on the part of the Senate, to confer on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the naval appro- 
priation bill. Agreed to. 
And then the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following memorial and petition were presented un- 
der the rule and referred : 
By Mr. DARLING: A memorial of citizens of the late 


| and was taken up for consideration; and, after some 


: colloquial discussion—in which Messrs. JOHN- 
: SON of Louisiana, UNDERWOOD, DOWNS, 
, and KING expressed opinions favorable to its 


Stockbridge tribe of Indians, in Wisconsin, asking relief |‘ adoption, and Messrs. BENTON and BRIGHT 


from difficulties arising under the act of Congress, of Au- 
gust 6, 1846, to repeal an act entitled ‘ An act for the relief 
of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved March 3, 1843. 

By Mr. PALFREY: The petition of Hon. William Jack- 
son and 216 others, of Newton, Massachusetts, praying 
for a law prohibiting the slave trade in the District of Co- 
Iumbia. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, July 28, 1848. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Treasury Department, 
in relation to certain unexpended balances of ap- 
propriations for the surveys of the public lands, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Senate 
of the 20th instant; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy, in answer to a resolution of the Senate of 
July 2ist, ae for the returns of the corporal 
Aaa st inflicted on board the ships of the 
ine, frigates, and sloops of war; which was laid 
on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an adverse report on the 
case of Haym M. Salomon. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported the following House 
bill without amendment: An act granting a pen- 
sion to William Pittman. 

Mr. JOHNSON also, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports on the memorials of Jedediah 
Gray, Amos Doughty, and John Beetly, accom- 
panied by reports in each case. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of George L. Brent and 
Joseph Graham; which was read a first time. 

Mr. FOOTE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Joseph McAlee, 
deceased; which was read a first time. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the amendments to 
the -House bill making appropriation for the naval 
service, made a report recommending that the Sen- 
ate concur in the first two amendments of the 
House, and insist on the amendments of the Sen- 
ate; which report was concurred in, and a Com- 
mittee of ‘Conference of three Senators was ap- 
pointed on the part of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. BREESE, 


Resolred, That a Select Committee of five be appointed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing for the publica- 
tion, as a national work, and without eopy-right, uuder the 
direction of Congress, of the results of the recent exploring 
expedition of J. C. Frémont to California and Oregon; and 
also into the expediency of providing for continuing and 
completing the surveys and explorations of the said Fré- 
mont in Oregon and California, with a view to develop the 
geography of those countries, and to discover the practical 
lines of communication by railroads or otherwise between 
the valley of the Mississippi and the Pacific Ocean: the 
reaults of said further explorations to be published under 
ae of Congress, as a national work, without copy- 
right. 


The CHAIR announced the committee as fol- 
lows: Messrs. Breese, BORLAND, CLARKE, Donce, 
and METCALFE. 


On motion of Mr. FELCH, 

_ Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing an 
outfit to the Commissioner of the Sandwich Islands. 

The following resolution, submitted on Wednes- 
day last by Mr. Hate, was taken up and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish 
the Senate with an account of the gross amount paid and 
allowed each officer or person whose name appears in the 
Army Register for the current year; and also to inform the 
_ Senate why said information is not contained in the Army 

Register for the present year, agreeably to the requirements 
of a resolution of the House of Representatives passed the 
16th February, 1843. 

Mr. BORLAND, on leave, introduced a bill to 
attach the Territory of Nebraska to the surveying 
district of Arkansas; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


A joint resolution adding a new rule relative to 
the condition in which the unfinished business of 
the session should be taken up at the next session, 
was received from the House of Representatives, 


Opposed it as an innovation of an injurious char- 


‘| acter—the joint resolution was laid on the table. 


| The amendment of the House of Representa- 
| tives to the bill for the payment of the liquidated 
claims of citizens of the United States, was taken 
up and concurred in. 


| Mr. MASON submitted a resolution to devote 
this day to the consideration of private bills; but 
Mr. DAYTON, suggesting that two public bills 
ought to be first acted on, objected to the adoption 
of the resolution. 
And it lies over, under the rule. 


| 
| 
FOREIGN CRIMINALS. . 

On motion of Mr. DAYTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill to carry into effect cer- 
tain treaty stipulations between the United States 
and foreign Governments in relation to the appre- 
hension of and delivering up of certain offenders. 

The bill being under consideration as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole— 

Mr. DAYTON referred to the existing treaties 
on the subject with Great Britain and France. A 
case had occurred under the former in which the 
fugitive was surrendered. A case had also occurred 
under the French treaty, in which Judge Betts, 
of New York, held a fugitive charged with for- 
gery. By writ of habeas corpus, this case was 
brought to the United States Supreme Court, where 
it was refused to be considered, because Judge 
Betts heard the case in chambers, and the Supreme 
Court held it had no jurisdiction in the case. He 
stated that, under all the circumstances, this bill 
was reported, and he hoped it would be promptly 
passed. 

Mr. HALE suggested that there was a defect 
in the bill, inasmuch as it brought citizens of the 
United States within the operation of the bill, and 

subjected them to be delivered up without form of 


trial. He had prepared an amendment, which he 
would move to introduce at the end of the bill. 

Mr. DAYTON objected to the amendment as 
subjecting every criminal to a trial by jury before 
he shall be delivered up. If anything of this kind 
is desired, the treaty ought to be amended. We 
are bound to carry out treaties as they stand. 

Mr. HALE said he looked on these extraditional 
treaties with jealousy, and he thought the Senate 
ought to do so, especially in such times as these, 
when we may expect enough business of this kind 
on our hands. Suppose an individual denies that 
he is the person designated, and that most difficult 
question—the question of identity—should arise, 
it ought to be settled before the person is deliv- 
ered up. The object of his amendment was to 
give the pron an apportunity to prove his inno- 
cence. Fle called on the Senate to be careful not 
to lessen the securities for personal freedom. 

Mr. KING said that the Senator from New 

Hampshire had taken a wrong view of the matter. 
This bill did not touch political offences. As to 
American citizens being taken in foreign countries 
for crimes, there was no danger that any would be 
wrongfully claimed by our Government. He stated 
the difficulties he had to encounter while in France 
in endeavoring to discover and arrest a fugitive 
from justice who had escaped into Switzerland. 
He was foiled in his efforts, and he then made a 
treaty with the Swiss Government which will 
render such arrests easy hereafter. But we ought 
not to expect foreign governments to lend us facil- 
ities, if we do not show a disposition to recipro- 
cate. 
_ Mr. BUTLER suggested the propriety of show- 
ing a becoming comity towards other nations; all 
being alike interested in the arrest of criminals who 
are seeking to escape from justice. He objected 
to the amendment moved by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE made some remarks in defence of 
his proposition. Those around him seemed to 
think that he desired to make this country a 
rogue’s harbor. Quite the reverse. It was only 
by a trial by jury that rogues were brought to 
punishment. He referred again to the difficulties 
which perplexed questions of identity, and to the 
ruinous consequences to an individual from a false 
imputation of crime. 


r. BADGER thought that there was not only 


no good ground, but no reasonable apology for 
the indignant eloquence of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. His anger should have been directed 
against the treaty, not against the law which was 
necessary to carry it into operation. ie stated 
that the treaties are especially guarded against in- 
cluding political offences. ‘They had relation only 
to men who prey on society. He thought it might 
be well to amend the bill, by inserting after the 
words “‘ according to the terms,” the words, “ and 
true intent,” of the treaty. We do not undertake 
to try foreign criminals, but merely, on such evi- 
dence as would justify his committal here for trial, 
to deliver up the individual. 

Mr. DAYTON defended the bill, and assured 
the Senator from New Hampshire that no act we 
could pass would take away from American citi- 
zens the constitutional right of a trial by jury. 

The amendment was then negatived. 

Mr. BALDWIN moved to amend the bill, by 
striking out the words ‘* justice of peace,” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words, ‘‘ Justice of the 
Supreme Court, and judge of a district court.” 

Mr. BUTLER said, he thought it unnecessary, 
but he had no particular objection to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DAYTON said, that the language was in 
conformity with the treaty; but if his friend from 
Connecticut was tenacious about it, he had no ob- 
jection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAYTON modified the bill, by inserting 
the words ‘‘true intent and meaning,” as suggest- 
ed by the Senator from North Carolina, (Mr. 
Bapcer. | 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, the 
amendments were concurred in, and the bill was 
ordered to be read a third time, by the following 
vote—the yeas and nays being ordered at the call 
of Mr. Hate: 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Borland, Brad- 
bury, Butler, Calhoun, Clarke, Clayton, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Downs, Felch, Fitzgerald, Foote, 
Hamlin, Houston, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, 
King, Lewis, Mangum, Metcalfe, Miller, Phelps, Sebastian, 
Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, and Walker—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Breese, Bright, Dodge, Hale, 
Hannegan, and Rusk—7. 


The bill was then passed. 


CHINA AND THE OTTOMAN PORTE. 

On motion of Mr. BUTLER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill to carry into 
effect certain provisions in the treaties between the 
United States and China and the Ottoman Porte, 
giving certain judicial powers to ministers and eon- 
suls of the United States in those countries. 

The bill was then considered as in Committee of 
the Whole; a substitute for the bill moved by Mr. 
Davis, of Massachusetts, was adopted, and the bill 
was reported to the Senate; the amendment was 
E to, and the bill was read a third time and 

assed. 
: On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
the Senate considered the bill for the relief of cer- 
tain surviving widows of officers of the revolu- 
tionary army; which was read a second and third 
time, and passed. 


CLAIMS OF THE CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

On motion of Mr. BELL, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the joint resolution autho- 
rizing the proper accounting officers of the treasury 
to render a just settlement of the claims of the 
Cherokee nation of Indians, according to the prin- 
ciples established by the treaty of August, 1846. 

Mr. BELL suggested to the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. SesBastT1an] to withdraw the amend- 
ment he had submitted on a former day, as it in- 
volved a largewamount of appropriation, and would, 
at this late period of the session, seriously embar- 
rass the passage of the resolution. The joint res- 
olution might be passed, with a provision refer- 
ring it to the Secretary of War to examine and 
report to the next session of Congress. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN consented to withdraw the 
amendment, and to renew it hereafter. . 

The CHAIR stated that the amendment had 
been agreed to by the Senate, but the Senate could 
refuse to concur in it. 

Mr. BRADBURY made some remarks on the 
importance of the resolution as involving a large 
amount of money. He had objections to the refer- 
ence of the settlement to one of the departments, 
and thought it would be better to keep the control 
of the subject in the hands of the Senate. The 
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report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, it ap- || thought the business could all be done by the 7th. 
ears, had not been satisfactory; yet he (Mr. B.) |! There was now nothing to be gained by sitting 


aad had no opportunity to examine that report. 

Mr. BELL said he had proposed the change in 
the resolution for the purpose of obviating these 
objections. As to the examining all the accounts, 
that was the province of an executive officer rather 
than of the Senate. After the adjudication by the 
Commissioner, the amendment he now sent to the 
Chair provided that he should report the same to 
the next session of Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN made‘'some observations against 
the course indicated in this resolution. He pro- 
nounced a high eulogy on the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, pronouncing him a moral man, 
whose connection with the Government conferred 
greater honor on that Government than on himself. 
He moved to lay the bill on the table, but with- 
drew it at the request of — 

Mr. BELL, who denied having attacked Mr. 
Medill, and thought the eulogy of the Senator from 
Ohio entirely gratuitous. That gentleman was cer- 
tainly no more than a subordinate officer of the Gov- 
ernment; and this was a case not only important 
on account of the amount of expenditure, but on 
account of the labor resulting from it. He had not 
charged that the report of the Commissioner was 
incorrect, but there had been opposition to it, and 
it re desirable that it should be properly investi- 

ated. 
z The amendment of Mr. BELL was then agreed 
to. 
Mr. ALLEN moved to lay the resolution on the 
table: Ayes 9, noes 15. 

There being no quorum, the motion was with- 
drawn. j 

The resolution was then reported to the Senate. 
The amendment of the Senator from Arkansas was 
non-concurred in. 

The other amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLEN asked for the yeas and nays on the 
engrossment, which were ordered; and the ques- 
tion being taken, it was decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, 
Borland, Butler, Clarke, Clayton, Downs, Greene, Hanne- 
gan, Jolmson of Louisiana, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Met- 
calte, Miller, Phelps, Rusk, Sebastian, Spruance, Under- 
wood, Upham, and Yulee—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bradbury, Breese, 
Bright, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dodge, Felch, Fitz- 
gerald, Hamlin, Sturgcon, Turney, and Walker—14. 


The bill was then passed. 


EXTRA PAY TO VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a joint reso- 
lution for the speedy payment of the three months’ 
extra pay to the officers, non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, and privates, who have served in the 
Jate war with Mexico; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. B. wished the resolution might be consid- 
ered, unless any Senator desired its reference. He 
was informed at the War Office, this morning, that 
the claims amounted to eighty thousand, and that, 
according to the usual forma, it would require fifteen 
years to pay them all. This resolution had the ac- 
quiescence of the Paymaster General, and, if passed, 
the whole might be paid in six months. 

Mr. BENTON spoke of the great propriety of 
acting on this resolution promptly. „He stated to 
what impositions these meritorious men, who had 
so faithfully and through such perils served the 
country, would be subjected, if the payments were 
deferred. 

Mr. BADGER concurred in all that was said. 
He said he knew of one case, this morning, of a 
poor fellow who had forty-eight dollars due him, 
who was so pressed by his necessities, that he offer- 
ed to part with the whole for twenty-five dollars! 

Mr. DIX concurred in the views of the Senators 
who had spoken. 

The joint resolution was then read a third time 
and passed. r 

On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the joint resolution 
fixing the 7th day of August for the adjournment. 

Mr. BREESE moved to strike out the 7th and 


insert the 14th. -° 
Mr. HANNEGAN and Mr. CALHOUN 
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longer. 

Mr. FOOTE said he was not willing to go away 
and leave the country in danger, as he thought it 
was. 

Mr. DOWNS thought that another week would 
be required to get though the necessary business. 
He would therefore prefer the 14th. He would 
not consent to take another step on the subject 
of a compromise. 

Mr. DOUGLAS would not be willing to ad- 
journ and to leave the Territories without law. 
The general appropriation bill, and other import- 
ant bills have to be acted on. A bill for a Terri- 
torial Government in Minesota had been reported 
early in the session, and this ought to be acted on. 
The Government has ordered troops there to pre- 
vent collision with Indians. He did not see why 
we should adjourn because the Senate has been 
thwarted in one of its measures. If we adjourn 
without establishing the Territorial Governments, 
we shall be responsible for the blood of men, 
women, and children, which will be shed. 

Mr. BENTON regretted that this resolution 
had been called up. He was opposed to fixing 
any day for adjournment, until the great measures 
are all disposed of. The world would be led to the 
impression that the Senate is acting from a feeling 
of resentment. It would be much wiser that we 
should let the world see that we refuse to adjourn 
until the territorial bills shall be passed. The 
judgment of the world would be against us, when 
itis known that, immediately after the House had 
rejected the territorial bill, a Senator jumped up in 
the middle of an afternoon session, and called up 
the resolution of adjournment. He had only 
spoken once on the territorial bill. He had voted 
for it, because it was necessary to provide some 
government for the Territories. But could not the 
House send a bill to the Senate for this purpose? 
If we go and leave anything unfinished, in the 
present agitation of public opinion, Senators must 
expect to meet, at every turn, the question—whose 
fault is it that nothing 1s done? He was willing to 
take any bill which might come from the House 
rather than leave the Territories without a govern- 
ment. Having labored hard to get Oregon, how 
inconsistent to Jet her remain without a govern- 
ment! Then came California and New Mexico. 
Are they to be left without law? He then went 
into a view of the present condition of those Ter- 
ritories, in order to show the necessity for prompt 
legislation on the subject. A continuance of the 
present unsettled state of things can have no other 
effect than to make our relations more perplexed 
and difficult of arrangement. 

Mr. DAYTON advocated the resolution as it 
came from the House. To talk of the movement 
of the Senate being construed into an act of re- 
sentment, was absurd, when it was remembered 
that twenty-two of the Senators voted against the 
territorial bill, and that a majority of them would 
vote for this resolution. 

Mr. HANNEGAN replied to the objections to 
the resolution, and urged that to remain here be- 
yond the 7th would be useless. To adopt the 
amendment, would be to add only another week 
of talk. He hoped Monday week would be 
agreed on. 

Mr. BREESE withdrew his amendment, and 
moved to lay the resolution on the table, and asked 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

r. KING suggested that the motion be varied, 
so as to make it a postponement until Monday. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay on the table, and decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atherton, Benton, Breese, Bright, Clay- 
ton, Dodge, Douglas, Downs, Foote, Johnson of Louisiana, 
Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mason, Phelps, Sturgeon, 
and Westcott—l7. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, 
Borland, Bradbury, Butler, Calhoun, Clarke, Davis of Mis- 
sisaippi, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, 
Hale, Hamlin, Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, Metcalfe, Mil- 
ler, Niles, Sebastian, Spruance, Turney, Underwood, Up- 
ham, Walker, and Yulee—22. 


Mr. BREESE moved to strike out 7th and in- 
sert 14th. 


The yeas and nays were then ordered on the 
motion. 

Mr. KING thought we should not be able to 
get through all the needful business for the carry- 
Ing on of the Government by the 7th. He under- 
stood from some gentlemen at the head of influen- 
tial committees of the House, that they would not 
be ready to adjourn before a week after that time. 
He desired to satisfy himself on these points, and 
would therefore move to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the resolution until Monday next. 

Mr. DAYTON was willing to do anything 
which personal courtesy dictated, for the accom- 
modation of the Senator from Alabama; but he 
thought we had the whole subject before us, and he 
hoped the subject would be taken up and acted on. 

Mr. ALLEN would vote to postpone till Mon- 
day,'and would then vote to take it up, and to fix 
on the 14th, as the day of adjournment. 

Mr. DIX said he would vote against postpone- 
ment, and in favor of the 7th. 

Mr. FOOTE believed that the House would do 
its duty, and that a little postponement would be 
best. He would not vote for adjournment at pres- 
ent. 

Mr. HALE moved that the Senate now adjourn, 
which was negatived. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
postpone, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Benton, Breese. Bright, 
Clayton, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dodge, Douglas, 
Downs, Foote, Houston, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of 
Georgia, King, Lewis, Mason, Phelps, Sturgeon, and West- 

=) 

-ONAYS—Mesers. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Bor- 
land, Bradbury, Butler, Calhoun, Clarke, Dayton, Dix, 
Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Hannegan, Hun- 
ter, Metcalfe, Miller, Niles, Sebastian, Spruance, Turney, 
Underwood, Upham, Walker, and Yulee—28. 

The question being on the motion to strike out 
7th and insert 14th— 

Mr. NILES said, that instead of an adjournment 
being regarded as an unpatriotic act, our constitu- 
ents would probably regard it as the most patriotic, 
the only patriotic act of the session. If we sta 
any longer, it may be that our constituents will 
have forgotten us altogether. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said he should be 
compelled to adhere to a pledge he had once given 
not to vote for fixing a day of adjournment, as he 
did not feel disposed to leave the Territories with- 
out a government. 

Mr. METCALFE thought we could not get 
through by the 7th. If we make it the 14th, the 
House will then have it in its power to take it, or 
to amend it by fixing a longer period, should it be 
deemed necessary for the completion of the busi- 
ness. He rebuked the frequency with which the 
separation of the Union was alluded to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS asked the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance if he thought the appropria- 
tion bills could be got through with by the 7th? 

Mr. ATHERTON replied, that he thought that 
the civil and diplomatic and the army appropriation 
bills would occupy until the 7th without other busi- 
ness. He thought we might get through by the 
14th. ; 

Mr. DIX hoped that the appropriation bills 
would be acted on by the 7th. l 

Mr. ATCHISON said, with all the facts before 
him, he did not think he would be doing his duty 
if he voted for the 7th. He did not entertain the 
slightest hope that there would be any territorial bill 
from the House. But if the chairman of the Fi- 
nance Committee thought he could not get through 
the appropriation bills by the 7th, he was willing 
to vote for the 14th. ; 

Mr. TURNEY opposed the amendment in a few 
remarks, in which he evinced much warmth, in 
relation to the summary disposal of the compro- 
mise bill by the’ House of Representatives, and 
declared that as he had now abandoned any hope 
of settling that question, he was ready to adjourn 
at the earliest hour, and he thought all the business 
which was necessary to be done might be com- 
pleted in two days. 

Mr. BUTLER expressed regret at the warmth 
of the Senator from Tennessee, and concluded 
with saying he would vote for the amendment. 
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The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Breese, substituting Monday, the 14th of 
August, for Monday, the 7th, and decided as fol- 
lows: | 

YEAS—Mesers. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bell, 
Benton, Borland, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Butler, Dickin- 
son, Dodge, Douglas, Downs, Foote, Hamlin, Houston, 
Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, 
Mason, Metcalfe, Niles, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Un- 
derwood, and Westcott—J0. 

‘NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Calhoun, Clarke, Clayton, Da, 
vis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dix, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene- 
Hale, Hannegan, Hunter, Miller, Turney, Upham, Walker, 
and Yulee—18. 

And the resolution was then adopted as amended. 

On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness, and at ten minutes past five, the doors were 
reopened, and 

he Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, July 29, 1848. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 


- Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, offered the usual 
resolution to close all debate in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union at one o’clock 
this day on the bill to establish the Territorial Gov- 
ernment of Oregon. 

Mr. E. moved the previous question, which was 
seconded, and, under the operation thereof, the 
resolution was adopted. 

By general consent, the joint resolution of the 
Senate for the speedy payment of the three months’ 
` extra pay to the officers, non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, and privates who have served in the late 
war with Mexico, allowed by the act of July 19, 
1848, was taken up and read a first and second 
time, and after some conversation between Messrs. 
McLANE, and HOUSTON, of Alabama, 

Mr. HARALSON moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded, and, under the opera- 
tion thereof, the joint resolution was read a third 
time and passed, and returned to the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
be discharged from the Senate bill to divide the 
district of Arkansas into two judicial districts, but 
subsequently withdrew it. 

On motion of Mr. GENTRY, the House pro- 
ceeded to consider the business on the Speaker’s 
table, viz: the messages of the President of the 
United States in relation to the treaty with Mex- 
ico and in relation to the boundary of the territory 
eeann from Mexico, &c. 

r. BOWDON addressed the House upon vari- 
ous topics connected with the President’s mes- 
sages. He maintained the right of Texas to the 
boundary of the Rio Grande from the mouth to 
the source. He deprecated the precipitate action 
of the House in laying upon the table the ‘*com- 
promise” of the Senate, and warmly eulogized the 
authors of the measure and its provisions as emi- 
nently adapted to still the ocean of popular excite- 
ment on the question of slavery at this crisis. | 

Mr. DUER next obtained the floor, and yielded 
to 

Mr. STEPHENS, who moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the discussion of the Oregon bill 
was limited to one o’cléck to-day. 

Mr. TOOMBS moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS withdrew the motion for the 
present, to avoid consuming the time of Mr. Durr, 
giving notice that he might renew it. 
= Mr. DUER then proceeded with his remarks. 
He spoke of the right of Congress to legislate by 
way of restraining slavery in the Territories, as a 
self-evident proposition. He then branched off 
into some examinations of General Cass’s position 
upon this question. He next adverted to the 
reason which induced Whig opposition to the late 
Senate compromise, and proposed another com- 
promise, which his party were prepared to sup- 
port, to wit: a compromise upon the rejection of 
all territorial acquisitions from Mexico. He closed 
his speech by stating the causes and justifying the 
instruments of the Van Buren defection. 

Mr. THOMAS succeeded to the floor, and 
opened his speech with an allusion to the inconsist- 
ency and folly of the opposition made by the 
Whig party to the President’s peace message upon 
the question of boundary to a territory which they 


now avowed themselves ready to give back to 
Mexico. | 


He replied to the argument of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Douncan,] impugning the 
course of the President, by which temporary gov- 
ernment was established in Santa Fé. He showed 
from the books that the acts of the President were 
amply justified by the practice of the British Gov- 
ernment. If the offence ascribed to the President 
was committed against the State of Texas, gentle- 
men should reflect that Texas herself appealed to 
this Government for the very thing of which com- 
plaint was made—the protecdion which was afford- 
ed. Besides, Texas herself had’never complained, 
because it was manifest that what was done by 
the authority of the President, was called for by 
the necessity of the case. 

If the conqueror did not destroy the government 
and authority of the conquered country, he would 
make the matter of his invasion an advantage in- 
stead of a constraint. This necessity of the case 
was the justification for the establishment of gov- 
ernment by the authority of the President over 
the provinces which his generals conquered. He 
quoted to this point the proclamation of General 
Harrison reéstablishing the authority of the laws 
of the United States in Michigan upon the expul- 
sion of the British from that peninsula. And if.it 
were necessary to establish government by proc- 
lamation in Michigan, when the inhabitants were 
American citizens, much more was it necessary to 
proclaim the authority of the United States in 
Santa Fé, whose inhabitants were foreigners and 
enemies. 7 

Fle read from Vattel and other authorities to 
justify military contributions, by no higher author- 
ity than that of a mere conquering general. Gen- 
tlemen were getting so extremely popular in their 
views and feelings, that it would seem as though 
they would be unwilling for one of our generals to 
fight a single battle without first coming home and 
taking a vote of the people upon its propriety. 

Mr. DONNELL succeeded, and addressed the 
House in a general political speech, justifying his 
vote in opposition to the Territorial compromise 
bill; occupying much of his hour in the way of a 
review of that part of a late speech of his colleague, 
[Mr. VenaBLE,] in which he defined his position 
upon the subject of internal improvement by the 
General Government, and upon the power of Con- 
gress to legislate upon slavery in the Territories. 

Mr. VENABLE next obtained the floor; but 
gave way for a motion to adjourn; which was 
disagreed to by report of tellers—affirmative 76, 
negative 78. 

Mr. V. then said that he listened with pleasure 
to the début of his colleague, although he was him- 
self selected as the subject of his castigation. He 
was sufficiently compensated for all, by the simi- 
larity which bis colleague had discovered between 
his own views and those of one of the most justly 
distinguished Senators which this country ever 
Pe (Mr. CatHoun.] He reiterated what 

e had before said against internal improvements 
by the General Government, with other points in 
his former speech; renewed again his former allu- 
sions to ‘* his own Carolina,” and was proceeding 
to fortify afresh his former positions in support of 
the right of the citizens of the South to emigrate 
with their property to the territories, and receive 
the protection of the Constitution in its possession 
and enjoyment there, when he gave way again for 
a motion to adjourn; which was agreed to. 

And the Fflouse adjourned till Monday. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, July 29, 1848. 

Mr. BENTON moved that Mr. Arcuison be 
appointed President pro tem. of the Senate during 
the absence of the Vice President; which motion 
was unanimously agreed to. And, on motion of 
Mr. B., the President of the United States and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives were duly 
notified. 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. BRIGHT presented a petition from citizens 
of Duval county, Florida, praying to be allowed 
additional mail facilities on the route between Sa- 
vannah, Georgia, and Pilatka, Florida, and on the 
route between Jacksonville and Alligator, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. BRIGHT also presented a petition from 
John A. Brackenridge, vindicating his father from 


certain allegations charging him with a misapplica- 
tion of the funds collected by him in the State of 
Missouri for the Washington Monument Society; 
which was laid on the table. 


Mr. HUNTER presented a petition from Wil- 
liam Archer and other citizens of the District of 
Columbia, asking an appropriation for the removal 
of a nuisance on Pennsylvania avenue; which was 
re to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill granting to the State of 
Alabama the right of way and a donation of pub- 
lic lands for makmg a railroad from Mobile to the 
mouth of Ohio river; which was read a first time. 

Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of David Hoban, deceased; 
which was read a first time. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. BRADBURY, 


Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of State be requested to send 
to the Senate a copy of the printed report of the commis- 
sioners under the treaty of Washington of August 9, 1842; 
together with a copy of the report of the American commis- 
sioner transmitting the same to the State Department. 

Mr. LEWIS, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a joint resolution explanatory of the act of June 2, 
1848; which was read a first and second time, ag 
follows: 


Resolved, &c., That the act of 2d June, 1848, shall be con- 
strued by the acting officers of the treasury to embrace the 
transportation of and supplies furnished for the use of volun- 
teers called out by the order of General E. P. Gaines, and 
paid under the joint resolution of August 8, 1846. 


VARIOUS BUSINESS. 


On motion of Mr. WALKER, the prior orders 
were postponed, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill modifying the fourth clause 
of the seventh section of an act relating to the ad- 
mission of Wisconsin into the Union, approved 
6th August, 1846. 

Mr. W. having explained and advocated the bill, 
it was read a third time and passed. 


On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, the prior orders 
were postponed, to take up the bill providing for 
the taking of testimony in relation to claims for 
losses in the late Florida war. | 

Mr. W. having advocated and explained the bill, 
it was, after a brief colloquy, read a third time and 
passed. 


Mr. HANNEGAN gave notice that on Monday 
next he would introduce a bill to establish a Terri- 
torial Government in the Territories of Oregon, 
New Mexico, and California. 

On motion of Mr. DOWNS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill for the better organiza- 
tion of the district court of the United States within 
the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. DOWNS explained, that since this bill was 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, he 
had prepared an amendment for the appointment 
of an additional judge, and he suggested the pro- 
priety of the adoption of this amendment in con- 
sequence of the great accumulation of business 
connected with land claims. He could anticipate 
no opposition except on the ground of the increased 
expense. This he showed to be untenable ground, 
because the appointment of another judge would 
save more than his salary in the reduction of mile- 
age now paid to sheriffand witnesses in consequence 
of the distances they have to travel. He accord- 
ingly submitted his amendment, which divides the 
State into two districts, and provides for the ap- 
pointment of a separate judge, to be appointed by 
the President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate. | 

Mr. TURNEY admitted that the increased busi-, 
ness of the land claims created a pressure on the 
court for the present. But it could not be suffi- 
cient to warrant the appointment of an additional 
judge. Appoint a new judge, and he will be fast- 
ened on the country. There would be no getting 
rid of him; and although his salary was now fixed 
at $2,000, reasons would be found, before the end o 
another session of Congress, fay increasing this 
salary, and putting him on the same footing as 
other judges. He could not vote for it. 

Mr. BUTLER explained that the committee 
could not see the propriety of appointing an addi 
tional judge. i 

Mr. WESTCOTT stated that the business o 
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the Louisiana courts was increasing with a rapid- 
ity which must soon place it above New York in 
point of importance. New York has two judges, 
and he thought it necessary to give two to Louisi- 
ena. 

Mr. BADGER thought the amendment was a 
proper one. 
sufficient to say that New Orleans is now a great 
city, and he thought it unreasonable to assign to 
the judge acting there all the duties of the State. 
The business at New Orleans is sufficient to occu- 

y all his time. He hoped the amendment would 
e agreed to. 

Mr. DAYTON said that the committee had no 
information before it to show that the business 
was so great as to require a new judge, and the 
multiplication of judges he regarded as impolitic. 
. Should this application be granted, other applica- 
tions will follow. The appointment of a new 


judge involves the appointment of other new offi- | 
he amendment would be meg- ` 


cers, and he hoped t 
atived. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD gave a few reasons which 
would induce him to vote for the additional judge. 
The great business of the whole of the Western 
States required this appointment. He read a list 
of pending suits in the Louisiana court, to show 
ee ae of one judge performing all the 

uties. 


Without looking to the future, it was : 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, said it was per- | 


fectly impracticable for the present judge to leave 
New Orleans for the purpose of taking charge of 


the suits in the remote portions of the State. He. 


could not vote for the bill without the amendment. 
Persons interested in the business of the court in 
the interior, have, in some instances, to travel five 
hundred miles, and at some seasons the journey is 
impracticable. Instead of a cost to the United 


States, this appointment would be an actual saving 


to the country. 


The amendment was agreed to—ayes 22, nays | 


13. 


‘The bill was then reported to the Senate, the 
amendment was concurred in, and the bill was read 
a third time and passed. 


RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 

Mr. NILES moved the Senate to take up the 
bill granting a tract of land for the purpose of ma- 
king a railroad from Lake Michigan to the Pacific, 
on the plan of Asa Whitney, which had been re- 
ported by the select committee to which the subject 
was referred. It was thought important, by the 
. gentlemen connected with Mr. Whitney, to have 
a decision concerning this measure at the present 
session, because the public lands would probably 
be so disposed of before another session, as to 
render the present plan impracticable. He there- 
fore desired a vote on his motion to take up the 


‘bill, and he would then name a day for its consid- 4 


eration. 

Mr. HALE hoped it would not be taken up, as 
it was a most alarming measure. It gave away 
one hundred millions of acres of the public lands 
at one swoop. He was sorry to differ from the 
Senator frm Connecticut, but he was opposed to 
throwing such an immense mass of land into the 
hands of speculators. The taking up of this bill 
would alarm the public mind. 

Mr. NILES said the company could not hold 
he lands. It was only intended to make a public 
oad through them; and as they are not now worth 

cent, and no one could tell when they would be 
worth anything, and as the making of this road 


ould ever be completed so as to make a common 
ighway, it would bind the Union together. 

Mr. BENTON expressed his astonishment that 
he Senator from Connecticut, after what had 
assed, should make such a motion at this period 
f the session. At the very moment that he was 
ooking into the records of the past to endeavor to 
nd out some mode of settling the difficulty of gov- 
rning the Territories of California and New Mexi- 
o, his ear was struck by this motion. He had 
tudied the history of California long before Mr. 

hitney thought of it. He would never vote 
or giving a hundred millions of acres toany man. 

e must have surveys, examination, and explo- 
ation made, and not go blindfold, haphazard, into 
uch a scheme. It distressed him that the busi- 
ess of the session was to be broken up by this mo- 
ion to take up a bill out of its turn. He hoped 
he calendar would be regularly taken up. He 


would give them value, and the route itself, if it 


would not be astonished if Mr. Whitney should 
come. here with a large bill for damages against 


Congress—damages for-going to ali the States of |; 


the Union for recommendations. 

Mr. BELL regretted that Senators should be so 
ready to act on preconceived prejudices, before they 
had even read the bill. As to Mr. Whitney, he 


had conversed with him, and had found him modest | 


and intelligent. He referred to the care which had 
been taken in the preparation of the bill; and he 
hoped the Senate would at least take up the bill 
and examine it. Unless the bill passed this session, 
the opportunity will have passed away forever. 

Mr. BENTON said, that if this bill was taken 
up, the fortnight to come would not be sufficient. 
If gentlemen expected to pass this bill without de- 
bate, so long as he could stand up, they would be 
disappointed. He objected to this taking up a 
bill out of its order, which would consume the 
rest of the session. He would trust no man in 
existence with such a power as was proposed to 
be given by this bill. He moved to lay the motion 
on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the ques- 
tion being taken, was decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messts. Atchison, Atherton, Benton, Borland, 
Breese, Butler, Calhoun, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Doug- 


las, Downs, Hale, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, |; 


King, Mason, Metcalfe, Pearce, Pheips, Rusk, Spruance, 
Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, Westcott, and Yulee—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Bradbury, 
Bright, Clarke, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Felch, Fitzgerald, 
Foote, Hamlin, Hannegan, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, 
Miller, Niles, Upham, and Watker—21. 

On motion of Mr. DIX, the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill for the relief of George 
Center was laid on the table, was taken up, and 
the vote was reconsidered. 

Mr. YULEE then submitted a substitute for the 
bill, which was ordered to be printed. The bill 
was then informally passed over. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the private calendar, when 
the following House bills were considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, read the third time, and 

assed: 

An act for the relief of John Manly. 

An act for the relief of Sarah Stokes, widow of 
John Stokes. 

An act for the relief of Benjamin White. 

An act for the relief of Amzy Judd. . 

An act for the relief of Charles Chappell. 

An act for the relief of William Culver. 

An act for the relief of John Anderson. 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Matthew 
Stewart. 

An act for the relief of E. G. Smith. 

An act for the relief of Jonathan Moore, of the 
State of Massachusetts. 

An act for the relief of Robert Ellis. 

An act for the relief of Catharine Fulton, of 
Washington county, Pennsylvania. 

An act for the relief of Bennett M. Dell. 

An act for the relief of Elijah H. Willis. 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William McKenzie, late a seaman on board the 
United States ship Vincennes. 

An act for the relief of Bent, St. Vrain, and Com- 

any. 
i An act for the relief of J. Throckmorton. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business. When the doors were 
opened, 

Ordered, That after Monday next, the hour of the daily 
meeting of the Senate shall be ten o’clock a. m. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported the civil and diplomatic appropri- 
ation bill, with amendments, and they were ordered 
to be printed. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
ONDAY, July 31, 1848. 

The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 

Mr. BIRDSALL called up the motion made by 
him on Saturday to reconsider the resolution to 
terminate debate on the Oregon bill in Committee 
of the Whole on the State of the Union, and was 
proceeding to address the Chair, when— 

The SPEAKER stated that debate, if allowed 
at all, must be confined within very narrow limits. 

Mr. BIRDSALL wished to reply to some re- 
marks of a personal character made by his col- 
league, [Mr. Co..ins. ] 


The SPEAKER said the gentleman could do 
so only by general consent. x 

Objections were made. | 

Mr. BIRDSALL, after some conversation, with 
drew the motion to reconsider, and moved to sus- 
pend the rules to allow him to make a personal 
explanation. 

ir. ASEIMUN reminded the Speaker that there 

ube already pending a motion to suspend the 
rules. 

The SPEAKER said that motion would be 


i first in order, and announced the question to be 


the motion made by Mr. Kine, of Georgia, to sus- 
pend the rules, to enable him to move to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole from the further con- 
sideration of the bill granting to the Alabama, 
Florida, and Georgia Railroad Company the al- 
ternate sections of the public lands along the route 
of their contemplated roads, on certain conditions, 
which was pending when the House adjourned on 
Monday last. 

The question on this motion was put, and re- 
sulted:* Yeas 111, nays 52. Two-thirds voting in 
the affirmative, the rules were suspended, and the 


| committee was discharged from the further con- 


een of the bill, and it was taken up and 
read. 

_The question being on the amendments to the 
bill reported by the Committee on Public Lands— 
_ A debate ensued, which lasted about an hour, 
in which Messrs. VINTON, STEPHENS, KING 
of Georgia, ROOT, THOMPSON of Pennsylva- 
nia, and others, participated, during which sundry 
amendments were proposed. 

The bill was then recommitted to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 


Mr. ASHMUN then moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to offer the following resolu- 
tron: 

Resolved, That, in order to secure a more full, impartial 
and prompt publication of the debates and proceedings of 
this House, the Clerk be directed to enter into a contract 
with the proprietors of each of the two daily papers in this 
city, the National Intelligencer and the Union, to take effec 
from this day and to continue until otherwise ordered by the 
House, as follows: That they shall, on their part, cause to 
be reported atthe fullest length, without exception, the pro- 
ceedings and debates of the House of Representatives, and 
the saine to publish in the National Intelligencer and in 


j the Union forthwith, (allowing such members as desire it 


to revise the reports of their own speeches before being 
published;) and to publish also any speeches delivered at 
this séssion which have not been heretofore inserted in their 
celumns, as well as any committee reportsand public docu- 


} ments which may be directed by the House to beso published; 


and to furnish two copies of each paper containing the same 
to each member of the House of Representatives upon the 
following terms, to wit: Atthe rate of two dollars and fifty 
cents to each of said papers for the quantity of a Congress 
small pica document page, for every expense of seporting, 
printing,and extra paper required for the extra quantity of 
matter; and for any documents, bills, or other matter which 
the Clerk may hbe directed to have published in said papers, 
at a rate of charge of ene dollar and fifty cents for the quan- 
tity ofa document page. For which purpose the said pro- 
prietors shall agree to publish, without additional charge, 


/ such extra papers or supplements as may be required for the 


prompt publication of said proceedings, debates, and docu- 
ments; payinent therefor to be made weekly, out of the con- 


| tingert fund of the House. 


The question on suspending the rules was deci- 
ded by yeas and nays: Yeas 105, nays 77. Two- 
thirds not voting in the affirmative, the rules were 


| not suspended. 


On motion of Mr. KAUFMAN, the resolution 
fixing the day of adjournment of Congress was 
taken up, and the amendment of the Senate fixing 
the 14th day of August was concurred in. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill 
to pay certain volunteers who have been in the service of 
the United States during the late war with Mexico all sums 
of money which have been stopped from their pay and allow- 
ances under the provisions of a “ joint resolution directing 
the payinent of certain volunteers and militia, under the 
limitations therein prescribed,” approved August 8, 1846, 
and other enactments supplementary thereto. 


THE TAYLOR PLATFORM. 


Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, moved a 
suspension of the rules to enable him to offer the 
following resolutions: 


Resolved, That“ the power given by the Constitution to 
the Execntive to interpose his veto is a high conservative 
power, which should never be exercised except in cases of 


* Before the result was announced, Mr. Smrra, of Illinois, 
asked leave to vote. On being asked if he was within the 
bar when hi: name was called, he said he was not, but en- 
tered the hall as the name following was called. He said 
he desired to vote in the affirmative. His vote was not 
received. 
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clear violation of the Constitution, or manifest lraste and 
want of consideration by Congress.” en 

. Resolved, That ‘the personal opinions of the individual 
who may happen to occupy the Executive chair ought not to 
contro! the action of Congress upon questions of domestic 
policy, nor ought his objections tobe interposed where ques- 
tions of conatitutional power have been setited by the vari- 
ous departments of Government, and acquiesced in by the 
people.” 

Resolved, That “ upon the subjects of the tariff, the cur- 
rency, the improvement of our great highways, rivers, fakes, 
‘and harbors, the will of the people, as expressed through 
their representatives in Congress, ought to be respected and 
carried out by the Executive.”’ 

‘Resolved, That “war, at all times and under all circumstan- 
ces, is a national calamity, to be avoided if compatible with 
national honor ;”? that “the principles of our Government äs 
well as its true policy, are opposed to the subjugation of other 
nations and: the dismemberment of other countries by con- 
quest; for, in the language of the great Washington, ¢ why 
should we quit our own to stand on foreign growd.’ ”? 


On the motion to suspend the rules, the yeas and 
nays were taken, and resulted: Yeas 80, nays 98. 
Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were not suspended. 


THE MARINE CORPS. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, the rules hav- 
ing been suspended for the purpose, introduced a 
joint resolution to place the officers, musicians, and 
privates of the marine corps who have served in 
the late war with Mexico on land, on the same 
footing with the officers, musicians, and privates 
of the army of the United States in regard to bounty 
land, extra pay, &c. l , 

Mr. B. trusted there was no necessity of com- 
mitting this resolution at this late day, as there 
was no member who did not understand it now as 
well as he would at any future time. ‘These men, 
instead of being retained on board ship, had been 
taken into’the army under General Twiggs, and 
were now returned with the army, and were 
being discharged without pay. All that was in- 
tended by the resolution was, to place those of the 
marines who had served upon land with the army 
on the same footing as the officers, musicians, and 
privates of the army. 

Mr. BOTTS moved anamendment to extend the 
provisions of the bill passed here a few days since, 
giving three months’ extra pay to the officers, 
musicians, and privates of the army to such of the 
ordnance corps as had been in the service of the 
United States.in Mexico. He had received an 
official communication from the Ordnance Depart- 
ment calling attention specially to the hardships 
under which these men labored. They had per- 
formed the same- service, and were now returning 
under the same circumstances as the other soldiers 
of the army in Mexico, and they asked that the 
same extra pay, &c., be awarded to them. 

(As connected with this subject, the SPEAKER 


laid before the House the proceedings of a meeting - 


of volunteers just returned from Mexico, held in 
Philadelphia on the 28th July, in relation to their 
extra pay, and asking Congress to allow them full 
pay instead of pay proper; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs.) 

Mr. BROWN moved the previous question, but 
waived it at the request of . 

Mr. HARALSON, who, with no hostility to the 
proposition, suggested that it be referred to some 
committee, that the House might act with a perfect 
understanding of the matter. 

Mr. BROWN would have no objection if it was 
early in the session, but he thought the reference, 
and the consequent delay at this stage of the ses- 
sion, would defeatthe measure entirely. The rec- 
ommendation, too, of the Secretary of the Navy 
to this effect had long been before the Naval Com- 
mittee, who could not, therefore, complain of being 
taken by surprise. His resolution, with the amend- 
ment suggested by his friend from Virginia, would 

lace such of the marine and ordnance corps as 
ad served with the army on the same footing as 
the officers, musicians, and privates of the army. 

Mr. McLANE moved to amend the resolution 
by adding, ‘‘ and also the artificers and Jaborers.of 
the ordnance corps serving in said war.” 

Mr. BROWN moved the previous question. 

Mr. BURT suggested to Mr. Brown to modify 
his resolution by striking out the words, ‘‘ and 
other remunerations.” 

Mr. BROWN declined to comply. 

The demand for-ghe previous question was sec- 
onded; and, undg®’ its operation, Mr. McLane’s 
amendment wasagreed to, and the joint resolution, 
as amended, was engrossed, read a third time, and 


‘ace 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


THE VOLTIGEUR REGIMENT. 


Mr. TOMPKINS moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of retaining in the 
service of the United States the regiment of voltigeurs and 
foot riflemen,armed with howitzers and rocket batteries, and 
that they report by bill or otherwise. - 


Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 

Mr. McKAY, by general consent, 
the following concurrent resolution, 
read and agreed to: 

Resolved, §c., That a joint select committee of six (three 
on the part of each House) be appointed to inquire into the 
expediency of devising a system of reporting the debates and 
proceedings of Congress, in lieu of the one which now exists, 
and that said committee report by biti or otherwise. 


THANKS TO.THE NAVY. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, by general 
consent, introduced a joint resolution of thanks to 
the officers, sailors, and marines of the United 
States navy, for their efficient cooperation and ser- 
vices in the late war with Mexico. 

The resolution was read three times, passed, 
and sent to the Senate. ; 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committee of Con- 

ference on the part of the House, presented the 


following report: | 

The Committee of Conference on the part of the House 
of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill entitled “ An act making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year ending the 30th June, 1849,” re- 
port that they have met the conferees on the part of the 
Senate, and, after a full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend, and do recommend to the respective Houses as 
follows : 

1. That the Senate do recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment ofthe House to the Senate’s fifth amendment, 
and agree to the same. 

9. That the House do recede from their disagreement to 
the Senate’s sixth amendment, striking out the fifth section 
of the bill, and that, in lieu thereof, the following shall be 
inserted as a fifth section of the bill: 

“‘ Beit further enacted, That hereafter the amount of money 
commutation allowed by law in lieu of the spirit ration, shall 
be increased to four cents.”’ . 

3. Thatthe House do recede from its disagreement to the 
Senate’s tenth amendment, and agree to said amendment 
with the following words, which it is agreed shall be added 
to the end thereof: . 

« And in appointing from each State, hereafter, its propor- 
tion of offieers of that grade, the appointments shall be ap- 
portioned, as nearly as practicable, equally among the several 
Congressional districts therein.” 

4. That the House do recede from its disagreement to the 
twelfth amendment of the Senate. 


introduced 
which was 


Mr. SCHENCK made a brief explanation of 


the report of the Committee of Conference, and 
moved the previous question, which was second- 
ed; and, under the operation thereof, the report 
was agreed to. 

Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
on and after to-morrow, the daily hour of meeting 
of the House shall be ten o’clock, a. m., until 
otherwise ordered. Agreed to. 

THE NEW TERRITORIES. 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked leave to introduce 
a joint resolution declaring it expedient and proper 
that Congress should without delay extend the 
protection of civil government over the Territories 
of Oregon, New Mexico, and California. 

Objection being made— 

Mr. McC. moved a suspension of the rules, on 
which he asked the yeas and nays. He hoped his 
friends would make it a test vote. 

Mr. STEPHENS inquired if it was in order to 
ne to lay the motion to suspend the rules on the 
tabdie. 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 


eas 104, nays 69. Two-thirds not voting in the 


| affirmative, the rules were not suspended. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. HUNT moved to suspend the rules to en- 
able him to offer a resolution making the river and 
harbor bill the special order for Thursday next. 

Mr. H. said, if the motion did not prevail, he 
would, on Thursday, move to go into committee 
on the river and harbor bill. 

The motion to suspend the rules did not prevail. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, moved to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from Senate bill authorizing the payment of inter- 
est upon the advances made by the State of Ala- 


| The yeas and nays were then ordered on sus- 
a the rules, and, being taken, resulted— 


bama, for the use of the United States Government ! 


in the suppression of the Creek Indian hostilities 
of 1836 ar 1837, in Alabama, and for other pur- 
poses. Disagreed to. 


PENSIONS. 
Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, moved to suspend the 
rules to enable him to introduce the following joint 
resolution: 


Resolved, &c., That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and 
he is hereby, instructed and required to deliver to the per- 
son or persons entitled to receive the same, on application, 
and on affidavit of the identity of the applicant or applicants, 
and his, ber, or their right to 1eceive the same, the books 
and family reeords which have been depusited with him as 
evidence of marriage or other fact or facts, in the prosecu- 
tion of applications for pensions, in all cases where the 
claim fora pension has beer established and allowed; and 
in all cases where the application has been rejected or with- 
drawn, the Commissioner shall cause a copy of the entry or 
entries offered în evidence to be preserved in the Pension 
Office, and shali deliver the book or family record in the 
ae ea as in eases where the claim has been estab- 
ished. 

Resolved, That such applications and books and family 
records shall be permitted to pass through the mail free of 
postage ; and that such applications shall be received, copies 
rade, and books and records delivered or transmitted 
through the post offiee without charge or cost to the appli- 
cant. 


The motion to suspend the.rules was not agreed 
to. 


FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 
Mr. GOGGIN moved to suspend the rules to 
enable him to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That House bill No. 575, entitted. ‘A bill fur 
ther to amend an act to reduce the rates of postage, to limit 
and correct the abuse of the franking privilege, and for the 
prevention of frauds on the revenues of the Post Office De- 
partment,” and Senate bill No. 377, entitled “< An act to de- 
clare the true intent and meaning, 80 far as respects the 
franking privilege of members of Congress,” approved the 
first of March, 1847, and entitled “ An act to amend the act 
entitled ‘An act to reduce the rates of postage, to limit the 
use and correct the abuse of the franking privilege, and for . 
the prevention of frauds on the Post Office Department, 
passed 3d March, 1845, and for other purposes,” be made 
the order of the day for Friday next, and for each day there- 
after till the same shall be finally passed or otherwise dis- 
posed of. 


- The motion to suspend the rules was not agreed 
to. 
A motion to adjourn was here made and rejected.. 


ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


On motion of Mr. BURT, | 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War cause to be prepared 
and laid before Congress, by the second Monday in Decem- 
ber next, the following information relative to the military 
forces employed in the late war with Mexico: 

First. The strength of the regular army, and the force om 
the frontiers under the command of General Taylor at the 
commencement of the late war with the Mexican Republic, 
in April, 1846; the reinforcements, including recruits; the — 
number of recruits enlisted, and the casualties in the regu- 
lar service, from the commencement to the close of the 
war; and also the actual strength of the regular army and 
volunteer force at the elese of the war. 

Second. A statement of all the volunteer forces muatered 
into the service of the United States, showing the States, 
terms of service, date and plaee of muster, and strength of 
each regiment, battalion, or company when mustered into 
service; and the date and place of muster, and strength of 
each when mustered out of service ; the number of volun- 
teer recruits received into serviee after the muster of the 
regiments, &c.; and the casualties in the volunteer service. 
from the commencement to the close of the war. 


| LAND PATENTS. ; 

Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and as instructed by that committee, 
asked the unanimous consent of the House to offer 
the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury’ be directed. 
to report to this House, at the commencement of the next 
session of Congress, any information he may possess in rela- 
tion to a tract of land situated on the north side of the road 
between Prairie du Rocher and Kaskaskia, in the State of 
Ilinois; and any information he can communicate in rela- 
tion to the patent for said tract of land issued by General 
Arthur St. Clair, whilst acting as Governor of the North- 
western Territory, on the 12th day of August, A. D. 1800, to 
John Edgar and John Murray St. Clair, in the Kaskaskia. 
land district, amounting, as was originally supposed, to- 
13,985 acres of land; whether any patents were issued by 
said Arthur St. Clair aubsequent to the 4th day of July, 1800,, 
which were acknowledged to be valid; and whether the 
acts of said Arthur St. Clair, as Governor as aforesaid, since: 
the 4th July, 1800, were acknowledged as valid; and up to 
what period he continued to perform the duties and exercise 
the powers of Governor as aforesaid. And that he be and’ 
is hereby requested to communicate to this House, at the! 
commencement of the next session, all the information int, 
his possession in relation to the grant of land made by Liew 
tenant Colonel John Wilkins, on the 12th April, A. D. 1769 
as Governor and Commandant of the Illinois Country, und 
the authority of the British Crown, to Boynton, Wharton 
& Morgan, and which ia now alleged to be vested in sai 
John Edgar and Jolin Murray St. Clair, and their ussignees. 
and such other matters as he may deem material to be com 
inunicated in relation to the said grant. 


Which was received and adopted without ob 


jection. 


a 
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OREGON TERRITORY. 


On motion of Mr. WENTWORTH, the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Moreneap, of Ken- 
tucky, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the bill to establish the Territorial Government 
of Oregon. 

The debate having been closed— 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, proposed to avail 
himself of the privilege given to him by the rules 
to make some remarks on this bill. The question 
involved in the bill had been discussed on almost 
every bill before the House for some time, and 
they should now show by their votes whether any 
arinciple had been recognized by the House or not. 
He did trust, however, whatever might be the de- 
cision of the House of Representatives and the 
Senate on this controverted question of slavery, 
that Congress would give a Territorial Government 
to Oregon before the adjournment. And he pro- 
tested against the attempt which had been made to 
unite the fate of the Territory of Oregon with the 
newly-acquired territory from Mexico. He pro- 
tested against identifying the fate and the interests 
of Oregon with the fate and interests of New Mex- 
ico and California. There was no reason why the 
people of Gregon should be compelled to remain 
without a government until they could settle the 
question growing out of the new territory. Why, 
we had as yet barely acquired New Mexico and 
California. They were not yet part ànd parcel of 
this Union, because the treaty by which Mexico 
ceded them to us had not yet been carried out. 
We had made no appropriation as yet for that 
purpose. No legislative act had been done by 
Congress to consummate and carry out the stipu- 
lations of the treaty, and he repeated that it would 
be unjust to compel the people of Oregon to unite 
their fate with the people of New Mexico and 
California. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, inquired, if the gentle- 
man from Indiana, as the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, was not instructed by 
his committee to report bills to establish Territo- 
rial Governments in New Mexico and California? 

Mr. SMITH replied, that he had separate bills 
for that purpose. He desired them to be consid- 
ered eg eee He was opposed to uniting them 
in one bill, inasmuch as they presented different 
questions, which should be separately acted upon. 

Mr. COBB was aware of that; but he understood 
the gentleman from Indiana to say, that we had not 
yet so acquired those Territories as to enable us to 
establish governments in them. 

Mr. SMITH said, they were not part of this 
Union as Oregon was, nor would be, without fur- 
ther legislation, of which the bills he had ready to 

| report were part. Congress must first pani a bill 
to carry out the treaty, before they would be prop- 
erly part of this Union. 

Mr. COBB asked, then, what authority they had 
to establish Territorial Governments by the bills 
which the gentleman from Indiana was desirous to 
report? 

Mr. SMITH supposed that all necessary enact- 
ments would be made for that purpose, and these 
bills were a part of the necessary legislation. Now, 
suppose they never should appropriate money to 

ay for these Territories, would they be ours then? 

t was not necessary, however, to consume time on 
that point. What he desired to do now was, to 
look at the past legislation of Congress on this 
question They found gentlemen telling them that 
they ought not to create a government for Oregon 
which would restrict slavery, for that they had no 
power to do so. Now, why was there this sensi- 
tiveness on the part of gentlemen? Why, they 
had been legislating on this question ever since he 
had had a seat on this floor. During the first 
Congress of which he was a member, a bill was 
passed by this House by a large majority creating 
a Territorial Government for Oregon, which con- 
tained a provision which was a prohibition of sla- 
very. He desired to refer to one or two things 
which occurred when this bill passed. He would 
uote from the Journal of the 2d session of the 
th Congress, of the date of the 3d February, 
845, page 318: 
“The question being, first, ‘ Will the House agree to 
e amendments to the said bill reported from the Commit- 
ee of the Whole House on the state of the Union?’ when a 
ivision of the said amendments being called for, the first 
f the said amendments was read and agreed to; and the 


econd of said amendments was then read, as follows: And 
t the end of the sixth section the following: ‘ Provided, 


however, That there shall neither be slavery nor involuntary 
servitude in the saiit Territory, otherwise than in the pun- 
ishment of crimes whereof the party shall have been duly 
convicted.” And the question being put, ‘ Will the Rouse 
agree thereto ?? it was decided in the affirmative : Yeas 129, 
nays 69.” 


This was the opinion of the House of Repre- 
sentatives in 1845; and among the yeas were found 
five southern members, namely: I'rancis Brengle, 
of Maryland; Henry Grider, of Kentucky; George 
B. Rodney, of Delaware; W. P. Thomasson, of 


| Kentucky; and John White, of Kentucky. So 


small was the opposition to the slavery restriction 
at that time, that they found not only the North 
ulmost unanimous, but the South also coming to 
their aid to prohibit slavery there. The northern 
members voting against it were, William J. Brown, 
of Indiana, and Charles J. Ingersoll, of Pennsyl- 
vania. The bill, with that provision in it, was 
subsequently passed, by 140 ayes to 59 noes. Only 
fifty-nine! and they were not all southern gentle- 
men either. Most of the opposition which that 
bill met grew out of other questions. It was 
thought by some that they could not organize a 
Territorial Government in Oregon while the con- 
vention with Great Britain for the joint occupation 
of that Territory remained unrescinded; but he 
found that a good many of his Democratic friends, 
who were now so very sensitive on the subject, 
then voted with him (Mr. S.) and his friends in 
favor of that bill containing that proviso. Amongst 
others, were several of his Democratic colleagues, 
who, he hoped, would again be found voting the 
same way that they voted on the occasion referred 
to. 
But he begged the attention of the committee to 
legislation on the same subject at the first session 
of the 29th Congress, on the 6th of August, 1846. 
He quoted from the House Journal, page 1,245: 
‘*The Oregon bill being under consideration, the 
‘following amendment was read: ‘In the 10th 
‘line of section 12, after the word Oregon, insert, 
‘Sand neither slavery nor involuntary servitude 
‘ shall ever exist in said Territory, except for crime 
‘whereof the party shall have aa duly convict- 
‘ed.’ And the question being put: ‘ Will the 
‘House agree thereto?’ it was decided in the af- 
‘firmative: Yeas 108, nays 44.’’? The southern 
men voting aye were, William F. Giles, Mary- 
land; Henry Grider, Kentucky; D. S. Kaufman 
and Timothy Pillsbury, Texas; W. P. Thomas- 
son, Kentucky; and B. R. Young, Kentucky—six 
in number. ‘The bill was afterwards passed with- 
out a call of the yeas and nays. 

The two gentlemen from Texas had not viewed 
this power of prohibiting slavery in the Territo- 
ries at that time with anything like the abhorrence 
they manifested toward it now. They recorded 
their names in favor of the amendment to the Ore- 
gon bill which made the prohibition. No alarm 
was felt then. Gentlemen did not cry out that 
the Constitution was violated, or the rights of the 
South invaded. On the contrary, southern men 
themselves stood up for the measure, and at the 
last session of the last Congress the same thing 
took place. A gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. Burt] had then assented to the prohibition 
clause, but had inserted a preamble to it, declaring 
that “as the whole Territory of Oregon lay north 
of the line of the Missouri compromise,” &c., 
southern gentlemen, so far from preventing the in- 
sertion of the clause, merely asked that the reason 
for it might be stated on the face of the bill; but 
this was refused; and the bill had passed the 
House with the prohibitory clause in it by a vote 
of 134 to 35. He wanted to know how southern 
gentlemen had voted for this who were now so 
extremely sensitive upon the subject? 

Mr. SAWYER inquired whether Mr. Smitu 
had not himself voted against the amendment pro- 
i by the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 

URT. 

Mr SMITH replied, certainly he had; because 
he was not willing that the restriction against sla- 
very should be put upon that ground. But still it 
was a fact that the united delegation from South 
Carolina had voted for the restriction. 

Mr. BURT said, that as reference had been 
made to the vote of the South Carolina delegation, 
it was proper to explain that it had been at the 
time that vote was given the opinion of every 
southern man, with the exception of one or two, 
that slavery never would enter into Oregon, be- 
cause it lay north of the compromise line; and it 
was with that understanding that they had voted 


for the clause prohibiting it. But in 1846, when 
President Polk asked for an appropriation of two 
millions of dollars to effect a treaty with Mexico, 
a gentleman from Pennsylvania rose and proposed 
what had since become so famous as the Wilmot 
proviso. Then the South took the alarm. At the 
next session the same proposition was renewed; 
and the South could no longer doubt the existence 
ofa pi rpose which had now become openly manifest 
to all. 

Mr. SMITH said he had not asserted that the 
gentleman could not give good reasons for his vote. 
But if there were no good reasons then against the 
restriction by an act of Congress, there were no good 
reasons against the same thing now. Ifit was in 
its own nature unconstitutional now, it was equally 
unconstitutional then. If Congress had power 
under the Constitution to pass such a restriction 
in Oregon in 1845, it had the same power to pass 
the restriction in California in 1848: if it had ne 
power now, it had none then. What became of 
the constitutional argument? i 

Mr. WOODWARD said, he had never before 
heard that the constitutionality of a measure was 
a reason for voting for it. One was certainly not 
bound to vote for a law simply because it was 
constitutional. The question of expediency was 
always a material question, and he (Mr. W.) did 
not think that, as a southern man, it would be ex- 
pedient for him to recognize the Missouri com- 
promise, unless the North did so likewise. He, 
however, did not admit that compromise to be 
consistent with the Constitution. And besides, 
it was a mistake, that he had voted for the Oregon 
bill of the last session. 

Mr. WOODWARD moved to amend Mr. HiL- 
LIARD’s amendment, by adding the words ‘ and 
holding the same under the protection of the laws.” 

Mr. SMITH said he was not discussing the 
propriety of gentlemen’s votes: he was merely ad- 
verting to the fact that such votes had been given, 
as an answer to the constitutional argument. 
Whatever might have been the course of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina after the introduction 
into the House of the Wilmot proviso, yet he found 
that his friend from Georgia, over the way, (Mr. 
Coss,] had voted for it long after. It was said 
that the fears of the South had been alarmed by ` 
the proviso. Georgia lay far to the south, yet her 
able representative here manifested no alarm. The 
same reasons for the restriction existed now which 
had existed then: gentlemen considered them as 
sufficient at that time; he should be sorry if they 
did not consider them equally so at this. 

Mr. KAUFMAN (who had been temporarily 
absent from the Hall when allusion was made to 
meee of Texas, but had since returned) now 
said: 

I voted for the restriction of slavery in Oregon, 
because all of Oregon lies north of 364 degrees north 
latitude, or what is commonly known as the Mis- 
souri compromise line. I voted for it because, in 
the resolutions of annexation admitting Texas, the 
Missouri compromise line was inserted and applied 
to Texas, and now forms a part of her constitu- 
tion. But I now state to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana and this House that I only gave one vote to 

rohibit slavery in Oregon, and that vote was given 
before the Wilmot proviso was moved in this 
House: no man had heard of the Wilmot proviso 
when I gave that vote. I never have voted against 
slavery in Oregon since the Wilmot proviso was 
introduced into and passed by this House. I never 
will vote to exclude slavery from Oregon or any 
other Territory of the United States as long as [ 
ree the North determined to force down upon the 
South the Wilmot proviso. I have no idea of the 
South observing the Missouri compromise while 
the North repudiates it. And I never should have 
given the vote I did, if I could have foreseen the 
introduction and passage of the Wilmot proviso 
by this House. But I will again vote for restrict- `- 
ing slavery in Oregon, if the North will agree to 
extend the Missouri compromise line so as to apply 
to the Territories of California and New Mexico. 
And this I understand to be the universal senti- 
ment of the South. 

Mr. SMITH asked Mr. Kaurman whether he 
had not voted for the bill afterwards? 

Mr. KAUFMAN said he had not; and he never 
would as long as the North should resist the Mis- 
souri compromise. 

Mr. SMITH said he did not undertake to say 
how the gentleman would settle the question wit 
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his constituents; that. was his own affair; but the 
gentleman had at that time held very different 
opinions from what he appeared to do now. 

Mr. KAUFMAN. Notatall. He would still 
vote the same way, and adhere to the Missouri 
compromise, provided the North would do like- 
wise. Until the Wilmot proviso was introduced, 
the North had never shown any disposition to 
repudiate the Missouri compromise; on the con- 
trary, in the annexation of Texas it had been 
expressly reaffirmed, and by northern votes. 

Mr. SMITH trusted that this bill would be con- 
sidered and acted upon on its own merits, without 
connecting it with New Mexico or California. 
Mr. S. was, however, for excluding slavery from 
all the Territories. 

Ever since the foundation of this Government, 
our policy had been to restrict slavery wherever 
it could be done. The Missouri compromise was 
an act restricting the extent of slavery; but this 
Government had never passed any act, at any time, 
to advance the extent of slavery one foot. 

Mr. COBB here inquired whether the extension 
of slavery had not been contemplated in the forma- 
tion of the Constitution, as was manifested by 
admitting the importation of slaves as late as 1808? 

Mr. SMITH insisted that the extension of sla- 
very had not been contemplated, but the reverse. 
And this very clause about the importation of slaves 
till 1808 was itself of a restrictive character, and 
showed that the framers of the Conatitutton looked 
forward to the ultimate extinction of slavery 
throughout the Union. 

Mr. McLANE put some inquiry to Mr. Smiru, 
which was not heard by the reporter; but was un- 
derstood to be, in substance, whether a provision 
to divide a slave State into two was not a provision 
that looked to the extension of slavery ? 

Mr. SMITH said it did not. The division of 
a State into two States neither increased nor di- 
minished the number of slaves it contained, and 
did not extend slavery a foot. 

. The South had not once been so extremely sen- 
sitive as she was now. Whence came the ordi- 
nance of 1787? Was that the work of northern 
abolitionists? Was it a contrivance of fanatics 
who had but one idea? Everybody knew that it 
had proceeded from the hands of southern men. 
The committee, consisting of southern gentlemen, 
were unanimous in the policy of prohibiting slavery 
throughout the whole extensive territory ceded by 
Virginia to the United States. They reported the 
ordinance, and the Confederation concurred in 
their report without a dissenting voice. Did any- 
body complain that the North were invading the 
rights of the southern States? Not at all. And how 
had it been at the time of the acquisition of Loui- 
siana? [t was then agreed that slavery should 
never exist there to the north of 36° 30’. Did the 
South regard the Constitution as violated by this? 
Was any cry raised here against the funatics? 
What did they now contend for in the North? For 
the abolition of slavery within any one of the 
States—for the leAst interference with the rights of 
aslaveholder? Notatall; not at all. All they 
asked was, that territory now free be suffered to 
remain free. Was this interfering with the South? 
Far from it. Mr. S. would be as far as any man 
on that floor from doing anything that militated 
against the harmony of all the States; but when 
he found in our possession territory which we had 
acquired as free territory, he was for keeping it 
free. This territory had brought upon us only 
the evils predicted by the opponents of the war. 
These were the bitter fruits of the unauthorized 
measures of this Administration. All this had 
been foretold in warning tones; gentleman had 
been warned in time that this very state of thing 
would come upon the country. The Whigs, the 
opponents of the war, had found it here. He called 
all men to witness that they had done all in their 
power to keep this territory out of the Union. He 
gloried in the stand they had taken against it, and 
in the powerful aid they had received from their 
southern friends; but all had been in vain. They 
now found it here, and they must meet it like men 
and like statesmen. Mr. S. never would consent 
to extend slavery by any act of his. There was 
not a man opposed to the war who had not pre- 
dicted what we now saw. The Whigs did not 
take their opponents by surprise; and if they 
could not avoid the agitation which this contest 
was creating all over the country in any other 
way, he would cast the whole territory from us as 
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a burden and a curse. It was merely a bone of 
contention. He was not afraid of the responsi- 
bility. This hated acquisition had cost us one 
hundred millions of dollars, and thirty-five thou- 
sand human lives, and after all, it was worse than 
worthless. It would be found in the end the dear- 
est acquisition which this country had ever made. 
If we continued to hold this territory, we must 
settle some form of government for it. Gentlemen 
referred to the cases of the acquisition of Louisi- 
ana and the annexation of Texas; but were these 
cases of the extension of slavery? Not at all; they 
were cases of its restriction. He would ask of the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. Kaurman] how the 
restriction in the annexation resolutions, which 
prohibited the extension of slavery north of 36° 
30’, had been observed in practice? 

Mr. KAUFMAN said tt had been carried out 
to the very letter. According to the reading of the 
annexation resolutions, the States formed out of 
Texas lying north of the Missouri compromise 
line were to prohibit slavery. But whatever may 
be the construction of the annexation resolutions, 
they are the supreme law of the State of Texas; 
for they form a portion of her constitution, and 
all the provisions of the constitution of Texas on 
the subject of slavery are subordinate to, and con- 
trolled by, the annexation resolutions. 
` Mr. SMITH asked if the constitution of Texas 
did not establish the existence of slavery through- 
out the whole extent of the State; and whether it 
did not forbid the Texan Legislature to pass any 
act for the abolition of it? 

Mr. KAUFMAN replied that the prohibition 
was not against the abolition of slavery, but the 
abolition of it without the consent of the owners of 
the slaves. The annexation resolutions were in- 
corporated into the constitution of Texas and 
formed a part of it. 

Mr. VINTON asked whether the Legislature of 
Texas had passed any law prohibiting the carry- 
ing of slaves beyond the line of 36° 30! ? 

Mr. KAUFMAN replied that the resolutions of 
annexation did not require that it should. No gen- 
tleman could fairly charge Texas with bad faith 
when she had made the very words of the annex- 
ation resolutions a part and parcel of her constitu- 
tion. Does not the gentleman contend that the 
annexation resolutions forbid slaves from going 
north of 36° 30’ in Texas? And would a law of 
the Texas Legislature be more binding than her 
constitution? 

Mr. SMITH (reuma said: that gentlemen 
might plead as they would, but they well knew 
that the word of promise might have been kept to 
the ear, but was broken to the sense. All he knew 
about it was, that the compromise was understood 
by all to be, that there should no slavery exist north 
of 36° 30'. If Texas meant to observe and carry 
out that compromise in good faith, ought she not to 
have passed a law rendering it impossible that sla- 
very should have any existence north of that line? 
Yet it did exist there. Slaves were at this hour 
held in Texas north of that line; and they would 
continue to be held there till doomsday; for Texas 
declared that slavery should not be interfered with 
either north or south of the line, 

Mr. STEPHENS said that the resolutions of 
annexation had been incorporated into the consti- 
tution of Texas and formed a part of it. 

Mr. SMITH. Does the gentleman mean to say 
that slaves cannot now be held to the north of 36° 
30’? 

Mr. STEPHENS. They cannot. | 

Mr. SMITH. I have read her constitution, and 
I never so understood it. 

Mr. BAYLY here puta question to Mr. Smita, 
not heard at the reporter’s desk. 

[A geographical conversation (partly informal) 
here took place as to whether any portion of Texas 
actually extended to the north of 36° 30'.] 

Mr. SMITH quoted the constitution of ‘Texas. 

Mr. BAYLY repeated his question, which was 
now understood to be, Whether Texas did extend 
north of the compromise line? 

Mr. SMITH said he so understood it. 

[ Voices: ‘*Youare mistaken in the geography. 
Mr. KAUFMAN said that Texas did exten 
north of the compromise line; but all that portion 
of Texas lying north of that line had formerly 
constituted a part of New Mexico. The gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Smitn} was right. The 

annexation resolutions so declared. 

Mr. SMITH again quoted the constitution of 
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Texas as to the permission to form two or more 
States, and requiring that slavery should be abol- 
ished north of the line, but that south of it the 
States should be received with or without slavery, 
as the inhabitants should decide for themselves. 
He wenton to say, whatever terrjtory Texas might 
hold to the north of the line, she did, under her 
constitution, subject the country to the curse of 
slavery up to the time that new States should be 
formed, and should come into the Union; and that 
would be just as long as she chose: since no new 
States could be formed without her sanction. As 
long as she refused her consent, slavery would 
continue. He therefore insisted that, as to the 
practical result, the compromise had not been car- 
ried out in its spirit. 

Mr. S. said he was not now going to enter into 
the constitutional argument as to whether Con- 
gress did or did not possess power to prohibit sla- 
very inthe Territortes. Jt seemed astonishing to 
him that there could be any controversy on the 
subject. It had certainly never been doubted be- 
fore. The right was recognized by the framers of 
the Constitution, and acted on by every Congress 
from that day to this. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Bayty] had said that the power had 
never been exercised on the admission of any State 
but Wisconsin. He was mistaken; and he would 
see he was mistaken, if he looked at the admission 
of Indiana, Michigan, and Illinois. He would 
advise the honorable gentleman to examine into 
this. He would find that they had Governments 
granted to them, ‘*similar im all respects to the 
provisions of the ordinance of 1787;°’ and did not 
the ordinance of 1787 prohibit slavery? Did nos 
the gentleman from Virginia know that the Legis- 
lature of Indiana had at one time petitioned Con- 
gress to suspend the restriction? But why ask 
that it be suspended, if it had no existence? The 
etition was rejected, indeed, but it proved the ex- 
istence of the restriction. There was no solitary 
instance of a Territorial Government, since the 
adoption of the Constitution, which was free, 
where slavery had not been directly prohibited. It 


had been done for more than fifty years. Every 
foot of free soil had been kept free. Why had 18 


so suddenly been discovered that this was an in- 
vasion of the rights of the South? 
Mr. BAYLY said that if proper time were al- 
lowed him, he could answer the gentleman, and 
satisfy any candid mind that his (Mr. B.’s) posi- 
tion was correct. 
Mr. SMITH said it was impossible for him to 
spare the gentleman any more of his own time, 
which was rapidly passing away. He did not 
know whether the gentleman considered Mr. S. 
as possessing a candid mind or not, but he claimed 
to know the common meaning of language. When 
the law said ‘‘ in all respects similar to the ordi- 
nance of 1787,” he thought it meant to prohibit 
slavery. 
Mr. DUER reminded Mr. S., too, that the ordi- 
nance used the word ‘‘ inhabitants,” which was of 
the widest meaning. 
Mr. McLANE was understood to inquire (but 
he was not distinctly heard at the seat of the re- 
purer) whether the eee existed anywhere 
eyond the limits of the Northwest Territory, to 
which alone the ordinance of 1787 applied? 
Mr. SMITH said, Yes, outside of that Territo~ 
Where the soil was free, slavery had always 
been prohibited. 
Mr. McLANE was further understood to ask 
whether Mr. S. had found any case where it had 
been prohibited, save by the Missouri compromise 
or by the ordinance of 1787? 
Mr. SMITH was heard (amidst much disorder 
and conversation) to say that it embraced all the 
territory of the United States. 
Mr. McLANE inquired whether Mr. S. meant 
to refer to Arkansas and Missouri? 
What Mr. S.’s reply was may be known to 
those within a few yards of him. 
Mr. SMITH then went on to say that Congress 
were now asked to take a new position, to adopt 
an entirely new course, and extend slavery into 
territory now free. It amounted to this, that the 
Congress of the United States, representing free 
as well as slave States, should engage in the busi- 
ness of extending slavery. Had this ever yet been 
done? Never. Congress had acted in the restric: 
tion of slavery, never in its extension. They were 
now called on to establish it. Had Congress any 
power to establish it? Would gentlemen’s zea 
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in favor of their institution carry them so far as to 
say that it had? It had never been attempted be- 
fore. To do what was now asked would be vir- 
tually to establish slavery in all the States as well 
as all the Territories of the Union. He would 
ask his friend from Illinois [Mr. McCLernanp] 
whether he was willing to stand up in his own 
Legislature and vote that one-half of the State of 
Ilinois should be given up to the presence of sla- 
very? He knew he would not; yet he was for 
establishing it up to a certain line in the Territories 
of the Pacific. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said the gentleman from 
Indiana misrepresented him. All he proposed was, | 
that the States south of 36° 30’ should determine 
the question of slavery for themselves. He said 
nothing in his amendment which he had proposed 
about slavery in the Territories. 

Mr. SMITH said, he had then misunderstood 
the terms of the gentleman’s amendment. As to 
the States being allowed to decide the question of 


slavery for themselves, they could not be prevented 
from doing that; it was their right. Congress 
could not prohibit slavery within any State. For 
Congress to declare as the gentleman from Ilinois 
roposed, would be supererogatory legislation. 
hen the people of a State made their own con- 
stitution, they could do ‘on that subject just what 
they pleased. But Mr. S. would ask, whether 
any man representing a free State would ever be 
willing to establish slavery where it was not? 

But it was insisted, that ‘o prohibit slavery ina 
Territory which had been acquired by the common 
treasure and blood of all the States, was doing 
gross injustice to the slaveholding States. Was 
there anything unjustin this? Congress was now 
to shape the constitution of a Territory. Was 
there any injustice in saying that they should be 
free? Suppose Congress should say that slavery 
should be established there: would that not equally 
exclude settlers from the North ? 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, was under- 
stood to say, it would not; for northern people 
constantly came into the slave States. 

Mr. SMITH. Would they not be excluded by 
the establishment of an institution which was 
against northern feelings and northern interests? 

Mr. HOLMES said, that Yankees would go | 
anywhere. They came down into Charleston. | 
Why would they not go into Territories where 
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they found slavery? 

Mr. SMITH said that everybody knew, that 
in selecting a region wherein to settle for life, men 
were always greatly influenced by a knowledge of 
the laws and customs that prevailed there, and 
this was especially true of slavery and slave laws. 
If, indeed, Congress was passive on the subject, 
that would be another affair; but in that case sla- 
very would not exist in the Territories, because it 
did not exist there now, and was prohibited by 
law. But gentlemen were not satisfied with this; 
they wanted Congress to establish it there. It was | 
contended that a southern man had a right to go | 
into those Territories with all his property. Well, | 
if he had a right, therefore, to carry his slave there, | 
then, by the same reasoning, he had a right to come | 
with his slaves into Indiana; for the Constitution | 
gave him equal rights with the people of all the 

tates into which he went. A citizen of Pennsyl- 
vania had a right to go there with his property, | 
and could not a citizen of South Carolina go with 
his? Had Indiana a right to exclude a citizen of 
New York from coming there with his cows and 
oxen? 

Mr. HOLMES said, Yes, she had. 

Mr. SMITH said, a State had no right to pre- 
vent the citizen of another State from coming there 
and bringing his property with him. But the 
whole error Jay in maintaining that slaves were 
propery 

tates were permitted to come with that which 
was recognized as property. by the Constitution, | 
by the laws of nature, and by the laws of God; 
ney might bring their horses, and their cattle, 
and their goods; but this did not prove they 
had a wght to come there with slaves. A man’s 
horse was his property, and he had a night to 
come there with his horse; and he had a right, 
too, to kill his horse, if he pleased; he might 
shoot him through the head upon the highway; 
because a horse was recognized as property by ihe 
laws of all civilized nations. But he could not 
kill his slave; he could not beat out his brains or | 
shoot him down on the highway. Why? Be-: 


| 
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He admitted that people of all the | 
| 
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cause he was not property. There existed, in- 
deed, a peculiar relation between master and slave, 
but that relation was created wholly by positive 
statute. Let him suppose a case. Gentlemen 
said a man had a right to go into the Territories 
with his slaves, because in the slave States these 
were regarded as property, so recognized by law. 
Now, suppose the laws of South Carolina recog- 
nized the right of a man to marry two wives, or 
many wives, at the same time; suppose bigamy 
or polygamy to be permitted by the laws of South 
Carolina, would it be maintained that a man might 
go into the Territories and live there with half a 
dozen wives at once? He would have no more 
right to do this than to go there and hold his slaves. 
Both institutions existed only by positive municipal 
law; and municipal regulations extended no further 
than the jurisdiction did which established them. 

It was perfectly clear to Mr. S. that Congress 
had power to exclude slavery from a Territory, 
and he was free to exercise that power, because 
even every southern mind recognized and admit- 
ted it to be an evil. 

Mr. HOLMES. I do not admit it to be an evil. 
I hold it to be the greatest blessing that God ever 
conferred upon man. 

Mr. SMITH said, he was contented with the 
decision on that subject of such southern minds as 
those of Washington, and Jefferson, and Mason, 
and a host more, who all had admitted it in the 
most explicit manner to be an evil. But Mr. S. 
never should have referred to this had not gen- 
tlemen contended for the right to go into free ter- 
ritory with their slaves. 

Mr. 5. having closed his remarks— 

The question was stated on striking out the first 
section of the bill, viz: 

‘¢That, from and after the passage of this act, all that part 
of the territory of the United States which lies west of the 
summit of the Rocky Mountains, known as the Territory of 
Oregon, shall be organized into and constitute a temporary 
Government by the name of the Territory of Oregon: Pro- 
vided, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed 
to impair the rights of person or property now pertaining to 
the Indians in said Territory so long as such rights shall 
remain unextinguished by treaty between the United States 
and such Indians, or to affect the authority of the Govern- 
ment of the United States to make any regulation respect- 
ing such Indians, their lands, property, or other rights, by 
treaty, law, or otherwise, which it would have been com- 
petent to the Government to make if this act had never 
passed: And provided further, That nothing in this act con- 
tained shall be construed to inhibit the Government of the 
United States from dividing said Territory into two or more 
Territories, in such manner and at such times as Congress 
shall deem convenient and proper, or from attaching any 
portion of said Territory to any other State or Territory of 
the United States.” 

Mr. McCLERNAND, upon a pro forma amend- 
ment, made a five minutes eech, urging the ne- 
cessity of setting up all the proposed Territorial 
Governments, and supporting the principle of the 
Texas compromise. 

Mr. McC. said he had offered his substitute for 
the purpose of obviating the grave and threatening 
difficulties which surrounded this question. He 
had offered it to secure the great object of pre- 
serving our extensive and valuable Territories, 
and of extending the protection of civil govern- 
ment over the people inhabiting those Territories. 
What was their situation? We were informed by 
messengers from Oregon that strife and war al- 
ready existed between the Indians and the whites 
—that the tomahawk of the savage was drinking 
the blood of our brothers—and that the butcher- 
knife was rankling in the bosoms of defenceless 
women and children. Oh! could it be possible that 
we would leave our friends, relatives, and fellow- 
citizens in this situation? Humanity, duty, mag- 
nanimity forbade it. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Smıru] had 
assailed the substitute; but there appeared to be 
but one point of difference between that gentleman 
and Mr. McC. That gentleman admitted that the 
substitute prohibited slavery forever in the Terri- 
tories of the United States north of 36° 30'; that it 
left to the States to be formed out of the territory 
south of that line, to establish or prohibit slaver 
as they might determine each for itself. All this 
was true; but the gentleman went further, and in- 
sisted that slavery should be prohibited in the Ter- 
ritories of the United States south of 36° 30’. Here 
Mr. McC. proposed to leave this {question to the 
determination of the existing laws in those Terri- 
tories, or to the government to be constituted for 
them, or to the constitutions, wherever it should 
properly rest, for determination; and in this only 
was their disagreement. 
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Mr. McC. was as much opposed to the exist- 
ence of slavery as any one; but he would not dis- 
turb the compromises of the Constitution to carry 
out any individual or abstract opinion upon the 
subject. He would be glad to gee slavery prohib- 
ited everywhere, with the consent of those inter- 
ested in the institution; but only proposed to waive 
the exercise of the power to exclude it in the ter- 
ritory of New Mexico and California, and to leave 
the question of its existence or non-existence in 
that territory, to secure the great and vital objects 
already mentioned—the peace and harmony of the 
country, the perpetuity of our institutions, and the 
preservation of the people inhabiting that territory, 
and the territory itself. 

The substitute prohibited slavery forever in the 
territory of the United States north of 36° 30’; and 
if such prohibition should be effectual to prohibit 
it in the States to be formed out of that territory, 
then it would be prohibited forever in such States 
as well as in the Territory. The substitute left it 
to the States to be formed out of the territory south 
of that line, to establish or prohibit slavery at their 
pleasure; and who would deny to the States the 
right and power to determine this question for 
themselves? The substitute was silent in regard 
to the institution of slavery in the territory south 
of 36° 30'. And who should say that this silence 
was too great a price to pay for the preservation of 
fraternal feeling and the Union itself, or that the 
government of the people of that Territory should 
not be left free to act upon the subject according to 
the interests, wishes, and necessities of the people 
inhabiting the Territory—or not to act? If it should 
be objected to by southern gentlemen that the 
omission of the substitute to authorize the exist- 
ence of slavery in the territory south of 36° 30’ was 
in effect its prohibition, inasmuch as its exist- 
ence was already prohibited by the laws in force 
there; then it might be answered, they should not 
have insisted upon the principle of the Texas com- 
promise, for that compromise did not prohibit sla- 
very in the territory of Texas north of 36° 30’, 
where it existed by law according to the territorial 
claim of Texas, but only in the States to be formed 
out of that territory. And could Congress say that 
slavery should or should not exist in a State? In 
turn, now, it becomes the South to agree to the 
principle of the Texas compromise, when it may 
operate in favor of the North. To refuse to do so, 
would be inconsistent; to refuse to do so, would 
be to claim what they are unwilling to give. Mr. 
McC. had heard the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Kaurman] say that Texas would carry out the 
spirit of the Texas compromise in good faith, 
and that slavery would not be found to exist in the 
States to be formed out of the Texan territory 
north of 30° 30’; and Mr. McC. hoped such would 
be the fact. 

Mr. McC. having concluded his remarks, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, mdéved a 
proviso to the first section, to confirm titles of land 
at the missionary stations in the Territory of Ore- 
gon to the missionaries, not exceeding 640 acres 
to each. 

Mr. R. said it was well known that there were 
in Oregon a few missionary stations, and that 
some small improvements had been made, and 
some buildings erected around them. They were 
not extensive; but, to guard against abuse, he 
would insert a limitation. He presumed no one 
would object that these improvements of the mis- 
sionaries, and a little land around them, should be 
confirmed to them. He would restrict the amend- 
ment by inserting ‘* not exceeding one section of 
land to each.” 

Pending this amendment, the committee rose, 
and the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, July 31, 1848. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, enclosing a report from the Sec- 
retary of State, in reply toa resolution of the Senate, 
in relation to the claim of the owners of the ship 
Miles, of Warren, Rhode Island, upon the Gov- 
ernment of Portugal, for payment for a cargo of 
oil taken by the officers, and applied to the uses 
of said Government; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. DIX presented a petition from the Jackson 
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Monument Association, asking that a portion of 
the cannon taken by General Jackson in his cam- 
paigns may be placed at their disposal for a statue 
to his memory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. _ 

Mr. D. also presented a petition from a religious 
community styled the “ True Inspiration,” of Erie 
county, New York, asking the enactment of a law 
for the suppression of infidelity; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WALKER presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Wisconsin, laudatory of the present 
Administration; which were read, laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. W. also presented a petition from citizens 
of Wisconsin, asking the establishment of a mail 
route from Winnebago to Green Bay; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads.. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition from 
citizens of New York, asking a reduction of post- 
age to one cent on newspapers and two cents on 
letters, to be prepaid; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENTS. 


Mr. BENTON offered a bill providing a govern- 
ment for the Territories of Oregon, New Mexico, 
and California, which, he was understood to say, 
was copied from the act of 1804, relating to Lou- 
isiana, in effect that the people should be governed 
according to the existing law, until others were 
made. He desired that it might be printed, and 
laid on the table; and, if nothing better be uffered 
in the mean time by anybody else, he should call 
it up for consideration. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said: On Saturday last, Mr. 
President, | gave notice to the Senate that I would 
to-day introduce a bill providing for the organiza- 
tion of Territorial Governments in Oregon, Cali- 
fornia, and New Mexico. In connection with 
some of my friends, I have given to this subject 
all the attention in my power, under a feeling of 
the deepest anxiety, and I have become satisfied, 
that after the ordeal through which the question 
has already passed—after the searching investiga- 
tion to which it was subjected by the select com- 
mittee appointed by the Senate—a committee so 
remarkable, so preéminent, I might well say, for 
intellect, for wisdom, and for patriotism—it is in 
vain for any individual to attempt its adjustment. 
I believe that when the proposition which emana- 
ted from that committee, representing every section 
of the Union, and ee the two great par- 
ties of the country, has failed, there is no hope 
Jeft to us of a final adjustment of the question at 
this time. Iregretitdeeply. From various quar- 
ters of the country, appeals to me have been made, 
with various motives; and it has been urged upon 
me that it is most expedient to leave this question 
open, because that course would promote the pros- 

ects of the election of a favorite candidate for the 

residency—my favorite, sir. But lam incapable 
of regarding this subject in that aspect. Perish 
the prospects of any Jiving man, be he whom he 
may, and mine own first, sooner than leave open, 
from such considerations as those, a question so 
momentous, so agitating and exciting! No, sir; 
I cannot look at the subject in that light. I can 
look at it only with a view to the best interests of 
my country. I believe the question should be set- 
tled, and settled promptly too. 

I think, sir, that the events of the present day 
are full of admonition to us, and I fear that the 
admonition is not sufficiently heeded. When 
Christendom looks at the debates which have 
taken place here, and at the other end of the Cap- 
itol, they will believe us to be on the verge of dis- 
union and civil war. At the very same moment 
that we are standing out before Europe as the 
bright exemplar, illuminating and arousing man- 
kind to a consciousness of the value of rational 
and regulated liberty, we present this humiliating 
spectacle of internal dissension! Why, sir, it 
was but the other day, as I have been informed 
through the correspondence of one of our diplo- 
matic agents, that in the great German Parliament, 
assembled for the purpose of uniting in one great 
confederacy the Germanic States, on an allusion 
being made to the United States of America, that 
august assemblage, composed of men cold and 
phlegmatic as you have been ever taught to regard 
them, rose simultaneously in token of respect, 
and burst forth into loud and long protracted shouts, 


at the bare mention of our name! Yet, here we 
are, in relation to a question which should excite 
no feeling, which involves no interest upon one 
aide, and only serves to assail an interest upon the 
other, sending forth to the world a picture that 
borders upon the horrors of that which has recently 
startled men in France. Gentlemen talk of dis- 
union as coolly as we talk about our ordinary ap- 
propriation bills! Disunion! It is moral treason 
to breathe the word! Disunion! As was well 
said the other day by the venerable Senator from 
Kentucky, whose whole life has been one con- 
tinued career of patriotism, how can you dis- 
member us, when Kentucky stretches her arms 
across the Ohio, to Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois? 
You can never dismember us! We will hold the 
Union together with hooks of steel. We cannot 
separate! Yet, we may go and familiarize the 
public mind with the thought of disunion and civil 
war, until you do indeed light up the torch of the 
incendiary. It has become already * familiar asa 
household word.” All this may go on, till at last 
we behold the gleaming sword of brother arrayed 
against brother, and our streams and rivers run- 
ning red with blood; but you can never, on this or 
eny other question, dismember the Union! 
have said, sir, that I hold it moral treason to 
talk of disunion or civil war here! What! talk 
of disunion at this hour, when, from the central 
heaven, beams all over Christendom the star of 
our Republic—not the less brilliant, because, like 
the fire-fly, its light is mellow and mild— when our 
al jas are scattered broadcast throughout the 
uropean world—when the German Parliament 
offers its enthusiastic homage at the mere mention 
of our country’s name! Is it at such a period that 
we send worda of excitement and discord abroad, 
to make those who are struggling to imitate our 
example, doubt the capacity of man for self-gov- 
ernment! 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented a peti- 
tion from John Crawford, asking permission to 
make a location in‘lieu of forfeited land; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, made an adverse report on the 
petition of Joseph Hare. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for ascertaining claims and 
titles to lands within the Territory of California 
and New Mexico, to grant donation rights, and to 
provide for the survey of lands therein; which was 
read a first time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. BREESE also, from the same committee, 
reported House bill to grant land to the inhabit- 
ants of township eighteen north, of ranges one and 
two west, of the fourth principal meridian of the 
State of Illinois, without amendment. 

Mr. BREESE also, from the same committee, 
reported House bill to grant land in lieu of the six- 
teenth section to the commissioners of township 
two north, of range nine west, of the fourth prin- 
cipal meridian, in the county of Adams, Illinois, 
without amendment. 

Mr. BREESE also, from the same committee, 
reported House bill to grant the trustees of town- 
ship eight north, of range five east, in the count 
of Elkhart, in the State of Indiana, so muc 
public land as may, with the fractional sixteenth 
sections therein, make up the entire section, with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported House bill for the relief of 
Charles R. Allen, without amendment. 

Mr. MASON, from the select committee on the 
subject of the Hartford Argilla Manufacturing 
Company, made a report, accompanied by a cer- 
tificate of certain scientific examiners, and recom- 
mending the adoption of argilla, instead of marble, 
in the future construction of the public buildings. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee of Corn- 
ference, to whom was referred the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the naval appropriation bill, 
made a report. 

Mr. ATHERTON having moved that the Senate 
concur in the report— 

Mr. BUTLER took exception to one of the 
items, in which the report adopts the amendment of 
the House, in the clause relating to the steamers 


touching at the port of Charleston, by the inser- 
tion of the words *‘ if practicable,’ which he eon- 
tended was tantamount to an exclusion of these 
steamers from that port, as they would never enter 
the harbor of Charleston, so long as it was left to 
the discretion of the owners to decide whether they 
should do so or not. 

Mr. CALHOUN took the same view, and stated 
that a sort of understanding had been entered into 
by him with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Ber- 
RIEN,] that if he(Mr.C.) would support the clause 
requiring the steamers to touch at Savannah, and 
would not oppose the advance of money to the 
contractors, the same provision which relates to 
Savannah should be introduced with reference to 
Charleston. The contractors had called on him, 
and informed him that they had constructed the 
vessels expressly with a view to enter the harbor 
of Charleston, drawing not more than 15 feet water, 
which is the depth on the bar at low water. 

Mr. ATHERTON atated that the objectionable 
words were in the contract itself, and that-the ob- 
vious meaning was, that if not prevented by stress 
of weather or accident, the steamers were to touch 
at the port of Charleston. 

After a few words from Mr. DICKINSON, Mr. 
YULEE, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. BOR- 
LAND, Mr. BRIGHT, and Mr. MILLER, the 
question was taken on concurring in the report of 
the Committee of Conference, the yeas and nays 
being ordered, and was decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrz. Allen, Atherton, Badger, Bradbury, 
Breese, Bright, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Davis of Massa- 
chusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Fitz- 
gerald, Foote, Hamlin, Houston, Miller, Niles, Phelps, Se- 
bastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Upham, and Walker—27. 

YS—Messrs. Atchison, Baldwin, Bell, Borland, But- 
ler, Calhoun, Davis of Mississippi, Dix, Dodge, Hunter, 
Johnson of Louisiaua, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, 
Mason, Metcalfe, Turney, and Yulee—18. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year ending on the 30th 
of June, 1849. 

The first question under consideration was the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance, striking 
out the proviso limiting the mileage of members 
to $1,000 for each session. 

Mr. MASON asked for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. ATHERTON explained that the committee 
had no intention, in reporting this amendment, to 
give any opinion on the principle it involved. But 
they thought a provision of this character would be 
more in place in a separate bill, and one which re- 
lated to the compensation of members generally. 

Mr. BADGER said he should vote for the amend- 
ment. Reductions in the compensation of mem- 
bers had been frequently proposed; but they never 
had been, and he hoped never would be, adopted. 
He regarded it as objectionable on the score of 
justice, generosity, and policy. Many members 
coming from a great distance are completely exclu- 
ded from the privilege enjoyed by those nearer home 
of sometimes visting their families and attending 
to their business; and although the additional mile- 
age was but a poor compensation for such priva- 
tions, it was all that could be given. It always 
had been allowed, and why was it to be stopped 
now? Why should he who comes just auch a 
distance as to entitle him to that amount receive 
4999, while he who comes a thousand miles further 
should receive only one dollar more? Another 
reason was, that this mileage operates in favor of 
keeping the seat of government where itis. He 
had no objection to any gentleman trying to make 
a little popularity out of a motion to reduce the 
compensation, but he trusted it would never be 
agreed to. 

Mr. DAYTON followed on the same side. 

Mr. MASON briefly stated his reasons for op- 
posing the amendment. He thought the amount 
of mileage was, in some cases, an abuse which 
ae a to be regulated by law. 

r. UNDERWOOD also sustained the limita- 
tion, stating that he had been applied to by the 
Secretary of the Treasury for his construction of 
the act in relation to the nearest mail route, and 
that he had given such a construction to it, in his 
own case, as gave him only about half the mileage 
given to others who were at no greater distance 
from the seat of government. The mileage and 
pay had not been sufficient to cover his expendi- 
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tures and he had now been compelled to write for 
money to carry him home. 

Mr. NILES adverted to the great inequality 
which, unless some provision of this kind should 
be made, would exist between the compensation 
of a member from California, whose pay and mile- 
age would amount on an average to some $2,500 
the session, while those nearer the seat of govern- 
ment would not receive above $800. He thought 
it right that something should be done to make it 
more equal. 

Mr. CALHOUN contended that members of 
Congress were worse paid than any other portion 
of the Government. lt would have been wiser if, 
in the first instance, a specified allowance had been 
made for them. He knew of no better mode of 
making the compensation just than this system of 
mileage, which he did not regard as fixed too high. 
He concurred in the views of the Senator from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Bapcer,] that a difference 
ought to be made between the member who is 
two thousand miles from his family and his busi- 
ness, and him who is within two hundred miles 
of both. He also regarded it as a point worthy of 
consideration that this mileage had its effect in dis- 
couraging any attempt to remove the seat of gov- 
ernment to a more central position, and referred to 
the situation of the principal capitals of the Euro- 
pean nations, which were always located near the 
most assailable points, and not in the centre of the 
kingdoms to which they belonged. 

The question was then taken and decided as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Meessrs. Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Baldwin, 
Bell, Benton, Borland, Bradbury, Breese, Butler, Calhoun, 
Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dickinson, 
Dodge, Douglas, Downs, Fitzgerald, Foote, Hannegan,Flous- 
ton, Hunter, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, 
King, Lewis, Miller, Phelps, Rusk, Sebastian, Sturgeon, 
‘Turney, Walker, Westcott, and Yulee—37. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bright, Davis of Massachusetts, 


Dix, Felch, Hamlin, Mason, Metcalfe, Niles, Spruance, 
Underwood, and Upham—12. 


On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness, and after about an hour spent therein, the 
doors were reopened; when— 

The following bills were considered in Commit- 
tee ihe Whole, severally read a third time, and 

assed: 
i For the relief of Charity Harrington. 

For the relief of the legal representatives of 
Thomas J. V. Owen, deceased. 

Joint resolution for the relief of those per 
tion claimants upon the Miami lands in indiana, 
who, by their services in the Mexican war, are 
entitled to bounty lands. 

For the relief of Archibald Beard. 

Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
State to furnish the clerk of the district court of 
the United States for the western district of Vir- 
ginia with four copies of Little & Brown’s edition 
of the Laws of the United States. 

And then the Senate aajourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, August 1, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. GREEN asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to take up the bill to establish an addi- 
tional land office in the State of Missouri. Ob- 
jected to. 


OREGON. 


On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the W hole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Moreueap, of 
Kentucky, in the chair,) and resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill to establish the Territorial Gov- 
ernment of Oregon. 

The question pending when the committee rose 
hig ans was On agreeing to the amendment moved 

y Mr. RockwE 1, of Connecticut, to the first sec- 
tion, to confirm to the missionaries at the several 
stations land not exceeding in quantity in each case 
640 acres. 

The question was now put, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The question was then put on striking out the 
first section, and it was rejected. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved the following as a new 
section, to come in between the 2d and 3d sections: 

And be it further enacted, That all that portion of territory 


delineated as California and New Mexico on Disturnell’s 
map of Mexico, a copy of which map was added to the late 


treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo between the United States and 
Mexico, shall be divided by an east and west line, and con- 
stitute two distinct Territorial Governments. ‘The northern 
portion of said territory shall be known and styled North 
California. The southern portion of said territory shall be 
known and styled South California. The dividing line be- 
tween them shall be the parallel of 35} degrees of north 
latitude, (from the Rio Grande to the Pacific,) commonly 
known as the Missouri compromise line. In said Territory 
of North California, slavery or involuntary servitude (except 
for crime) shall be prohibited. Said Territory of South 
California shall stand in all respects in regard to slavery on 
the same footing as did the Territory of Louisiana at the 
time of its cession to the United States. Both said Terri- 
tories of North and South California shall he organized in 
every other respect as the Territory of Oregon is provided 
to be organized by this act. 


This amendment was ruled out of order. 

Mr. BOYD. Mr. Chairman, be good enough 
to state the precise point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill before the com- 
mittee is a bill to provide a Territorial Government 
for the Territory of Oregon, and the proposition 
of the gentleman from Texas is to organize Terri- 
torial Governments for New Mexico and Cali- 
fornia. The Chair rules the amendment out of 
order; and the question is, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, called for tellers, and 
they were ordered, and reported 88 in the affirma- 
tive, and 60 in the negative. The decision of the 
Chair was therefore sustained. 

Mr. BOYDON moved to strike out the words 
‘Sand shall approve of all laws passed by the 
Legislative Assembly before they shall take eflect, ” 
in the second section. [The effect of the amend- 
ment would be to take out of the hands of the Gov- 
ernor the power of approval or disapproval of the 
laws of the Legislature. ] 

Mr. B. said that, for one, he had great objections 
to this clause; and he was convinced that if it 
were once thoroughly understood, it never could 
be agreed to. All legislative power was by the 
Constitution granted to Congress. Congress had 
delegated it to the Territorial Legislature, and Con- 
teas could veto any laws made by that Legislature. 

ere was a Governor appointed by the President of 
the United States: and the bill gave him an abso- 
lute veto on the laws of the Territory. Should 
the bill pass with this feature in it, the power vir- 
tually of making laws for the Territory would 
effectually be secured to the President. And the 
result would come to be, that the laws passed by 
the Territorial Legislature would be draughted in the 
White House, and his Governor would negative 
the acts of the Legislature unless they conformed 
to this dictation. Was it possible that Whigs, the 
friends of freedom, the determined enemies of Ex- 
ecutive encroachment, were going to pass a bill 
like this, giving the appointee of the President an 
absolute veto? He trusted not. He could not 
conceive how any reflecting man, any man possess- 
ing a single right idea of civil liberty could con- 
sent to transfer the legislative power, indirectly, 
from Congress to the President. He trusted in 
God they were not going to strengthen a power 
which already threatened to swallow up all the 
powers and departments of Government and de- 
stroy all remains of liberty. Gentlemen were for 
taking good care of the appointing power: they 
would not trust that to this Governor; that was re- 
served to the President; but it was now proposed 
that they should surrender the power of Congress, 
and agree to give the President an absolute veto 
on all the legislation of the Territories. 

Mr. CLARK (pro forma) moved to amend the 
amendment by striking out before the words ‘‘ grant 
pardons,” &c., the words he may. He observed, 
that at the last session, a territorial bill was passed 
granting power to the Governor to arrest by his veto 
the legislation of the Territory. Much had been 
said about ‘‘ the one-man power;” and ever since 
the celebrated Allison letter, it was assumed by gen- 
tlemen that the Constitution of the United States 
ought to be so changed as to restrict the power of 
the President by abolishing the veto. hat had 
occurred within the last two years to justify this 
change? Last year as many as fifty Whigs had 
voted for the identical clause which was now so 
vehemently opposed, giving a Territorial Governor 
an absolute veto. The very gentlemen who now 
defended the Allison letter, and even the gentlemen 
who voted to adopt it as the Taylor plattorm, had 
by yeas and nays voted in favor of a bill with this 
veto in it. The Speaker of the present House, he 
believed, was one of the number, and with him 
went nearly the whole Massachusetts delegation. 
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But now a different doctrine was heard; and now 
the House must pass no laws but in conformity to 
the doctrines of the Allison letter. 

The CHAIR here reminded Mr. Crarg that the 
rule of the House required a gentleman offering an 
amendment to speak during his five minutes to the 
amendment he had offered. 

Mr. CLARK said he was discussing the power 
which this bill conferred on the Governor of Ore- 
gon. He would refer the House to the Journal of 
the second session of the last Congress, page 175. 
There they would find that this very provision had 
been voted’ for by yeas and nays. Mr. C. withdrew 
his amendment. 

Mr. CALEB B. SMITH moved toamend thesec- 
ond section by inserting, in lieu of the words moved 
to be stricken out by Mr. Boypon, the following: 
“ And shall approve and sign all laws passed by 
the Legislative Assembly; but if he shall refuse to 
sign and approve any bill, the same shall become 
a law if reénacted by a majority of the whole num- 
ber of delegates elected to said Assembly, or if the 
same shall not be returned within ten days of its 
passage.”’ 

Mr. S. said, that his views of the veto power, as 
it should be, were these: the Governor ought to 
examine all bills sent to him by the Legislature, 
and if he did not approve a bill, he ought to return 
it to them with his objections; let those objections 
be spread upon the Journal; and then, after his 
objections had been duly considered, if the Le- 
gislature still deliberately adhered to their former 
opinion, they should have power to pass the bill, 
the objections of the Governor notwithstanding. 
This plan had been tried in his own State; it had 
worked well, and he knew of none who wished to 
change it. 

The amendment of Mr. Smita was declared to 
be carried, but the yeas and nays were demanded. 

Mr. VINTON inquired whether this amend- 
ment, ifadopted, would go into the bill and become 

art of it? 

The CHAIR replied that it would. 

Mr. VINTON then said that he should move to 
strike out the last clause of the gentleman’s amend- 
ment. Mr. V. said he was led by experience of 
the past to oppose the veto altogether. By the or- 
dinance of 1787 the veto power was given to the 
Governor of the Northwest Territory, as it was 
proposed to be conferred by the present bill; but 
the power had been so outrageously abused, and 
the application of it created so much discontent 
among the people, that, as soon as they were nu- 
merous enough to form a constitution for them- 
selves, they deprived the Governor of the veto 
altogether; and, so far from the alterations having 
worked any evil, experience had shown that they 

ot on better than when the power was freely used. 

he same state of things existed in Virginia: there 
was no gubernatorial veto in that State. There 
was still greater objection to its existence in Ore- 
gon. When a man appointed by Executive au- 
thority was sent into a Territory three thousand 
miles distant from the seat of Government, he would 
have it in his power to practise abuses to a fearful 
extent. If he wasa man who had anything of the 
tyrant in him, he could and would do so till the 
grievance became intolerable. He should vote for 
striking out, but not for inserting as was proposed. 

Mr. McLANE wanted to retain the veto power 
in the hands of the Governor, but to balance it by 
requiring him to be elected by the people. 

Mr. ASHMUN here raised a point of order, 
but, as the reporter understood, it was overruled. 

Mr. McLANE then proposed to amend the 
clause to be stricken out by inserting that the Gov- 


.ernor should be elected by the qualified voters of 


the Territory. 

Mr. McL. said he was opposed to placing a 
veto in the hands of a Governor appointed by the 
President, and he agreed with the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Boypon] that it would be un- 
just to the people of the Territory to give an abso- 
lute veto in all legislative proceedings to one so 
appointed; it was enough that Congress had a veto 
on all their laws. But he would have the people 
elect their own Governor, and then he should not 
object to leave the veto inhis hands. The gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Vinron] had reminded the 
committee that there existed no veto in Virginia. 
He might have added Maryland also; and he did 
not think that the people of Maryland, if they had 
now the formation of their own constitution, would 
confer the veto on their Governor. 


1018 


Mr. McLane’s amendment was ruled out of 
order. 

Mr. GREEN made a pro forma motion to amend, 
and then wént on to observe, that he considered 
this as a question which ought not to be decided 
on party grounds. It was proposed in the bill to 
clothe him with the veto power. Before gentlemen 
struck out this feature of the bill, they would do 


well to remember that the Governor, being appoint- 


ed by the President, would be the only represent- 
ative of this Government in that Territory in rela- 
tion to its legislation; if Congress had any right or 
jurisdiction over the Territory, its representative, 
the Governor, ought to have some power of passing 
on the laws passed by the Territorial Legislature. 

Mr. VAN DYKE insisted, that all had been out 
of order but the motion to strike out made by the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Boypon.] 

And thereupon there arose a protracted discus- 
sion about points of order, in which Messrs. 
ASHMUN, ROOT, VAN DYKE, and others, 
took part. : 

It resulted in a decision of the CHAIR, that the 
proceedings since Mr. Boypon’s motion had been 
in order. 

From this decision Mr. ROOT took an appeal, 
and the decision was reversed. 

So the House went back to Mr. Borpon’s mo- 
tion to strike out; and the question being put, it 
was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, now renewed his mo- 
tion to strike out the absolute veto and insert a 

ualified one, as above stated. 

Mr. GREEN moved to amend it so as to require, 
. that after the Governor had returned a bill with his 
objections, it should not become a law unless a 
_ majority of both branches of the Legislature should 
agree to pass it. | 

Mr. G. said he was not one of those who took 
alarm at the veto power. It was admitted by the 
Whigs themselves to be a high conservative power; 
yet they—the friends of conservatism and the op- 
posers of all progressive Democracy—now sought 
to strike it out of existence! Here was a contra- 
diction he did not understand. Was it not a con- 
servative power merely? Could the veto enable 
the Governor to pass any law? Not at all. It was 
only a negative power at best. It only suspended 
a law till the Legislature had had time more ma- 
turely to consider it. It was a power to be exer- 
cised for the benefit of the people. Mr. G. believed 
that the world was governed too much; there ought 
to be some conservative power to stay the action 
of a turbulent legislative body. ‘They were, to be 
sure, in theory the mouthpiece of the people, yet 
everybody knew that it might often happen that 
they did not correctly represent them; and there 
ought to be something in the shape of a qualified 
veto to protect the people from rash and inconsid- 
erate legislation. In fact, Congress had given them 
a virtual veto by the appointment of two branches 
to the legislative body. Oregon was to have a 
Legislative Chamber and a Council—the Council 
had, in fact, a veto on the Chamber. The mere 
Representatives were not to have the power of final 
action, but the Council had a stay upon their action. 
Mr. G. thought it would be sufficient to allow the 
Governor to return a law, and let his objections to 
it be spread at large upon the journal; and then if 
a clear majority of both branches still insisted on 
its passage, let it become a law. 

Mr. SMITH accepted this as a modification of 
his amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio, moved an amendment 
to the amendment to strike out all that portion of 
the amendment which invests the Governor of the 
Territory with the veto power. 

His object, he said, was to deprive the Governor 
of Oregon of all veto power whatever. This prop- 
osition to confer the veto power upon the Governor 
of Oregon involved an important principle, which 
was agitating the people of this country at this 
time probably as much as any other; and which, 
in his humble judgment, was far above any other; 
for, in the history of the last fifteen or twenty 
years, the exercise of the veto power had almost 
swallowed up and destroyed the legislative power 
of the country. So far from extending it to any 
subordinate agent whatever, he wished to deprive 
any Governor of a Territory of it. It was his 
humble opinion, and he believed it was the opinion 
of a vast majority of the people of this country, 
that if the framers of the Constitution could have 
anticipated the terrible difficulties which had been 


brought about by the exercise of the veto power 
during the last fifteen or twenty years—a conserv- 
ative power, as it had sometimes been called, but 
an odious and tyrannical power, as it had now 
come to be—they never would have inserted it in 
that instrument. Its exercise during the period of 
which he had spoken, he believed it was generally 
admitted by gentlemen of all political parties, had 
proved conclusively that the exercise of this power 
was directed by the political prejudices and feel- 
ings of the President, and not with a just regard 
to the interests of the people of the United States. 
He would never extend it to any subordinate ofti- 
cer: he would leave no means by which the wishes 
of the Legislature could be defeated. He would 
prohibit the Governor in direct terms from the use 
of this power, if necessary, or he would strike out 
all that part of the amendment which conferred it. 
Why? For the best reason in the world. The 
experience of the country had shown it to be un- 
necessary. Look at the States where the Govern- 
ors had no such power; in Virginia, in Delaware, 
Maryland, and Ohio, a State which had become 
the miracle of the world almost, for her growth, 
prosperity, population, and glory, and where the 
Governor has no such power. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved an 
amendment to the amendment, to require a vote of 
two-thirds instead of a majority of each House, 
to pass bills into laws after the veto of the Gov- 
ernor. 

The vote of two-thirds was required in the 
States, and he did not wish to see a departure in 
this case from the established principle. If a bill 
could be passed after the veto by the same majority 
that passed it originally, the veto power became 
of no effect, and he would rather see it stricken out 
entirely. 

Mr. COLLAMER said the gentleman was in 
error. Inanumber of the States, a majority of 
both houses of the Legislature did pass bills over 
the veto of the Governor. 

Mr. THOMPSON replied, if that was the case 
even among the States, he would not give a fig for 
the veto power. It should require a vote of two- 
thirds to pass laws after the veto, or the veto power 
should be stricken out altogether. 

Mr. ROOT desired to ask the gentleman from 
Mississippi one question. Did he think that the 
veto power reserved to Congress was insufficient 
to control the territorial legislation ? 

Mr. THOMPSON’S reply was not heard. His 
five minutes having expired, his amendment was 
rejected. j 

Mr. SCHENCK, on a pro forma amendment, 
intimated his intention to vote against the amend- 
ment of Mr. Smiru, and his objections to confer- 
ring the qualified veto power upon the Territorial 
Governor. That officer possessed no such power 
in Ohio. 

Mr. GREEN inquired what was the public debt 
of Ohio? 

Mr. SCHENCK stated the amount, and said 
she paid her interest punctually. 

Mr. GREEN was understood to say the taxes 
imposed upon her citizens were three times those 
in Missouri. 

Mr. SCHENCK assured the gentleman that 
they paid them punctually, too; and they had 
more public works to show for their State debt 
than several of the other States taken together. 

He was opposed to the veto power, as exercised 
by the President and Governors of States, but still 
less was he willing to trust a Governor of a Terri- 
tory, some two or three thousand miles off, who 
was not elected by the people, but was appointed 
by the President, with this power. It was not con- 
tained in the constitution of the State of Ohio, 
which was one of the oldest State constitutions, 
having been adopted in 1802, and thus been in 
existence, and without alteration, for forty-six 
years, while other States had been amending and 
changing their constitutions every few years. 

Mr. WENTWORTH suggested that gentlemen 
should be required to confine themselves directly 
to the amendments; otherwise they would have a 
political debate which would continue for days. 

The CHAIRMAN acknowledged the favor of 
the suggestion, and would endeavor to profit by it. 

The amendment of Mr. Smiru was rejected. 

Mr. BIRDSALL moved an amendment to pro- 
vide that the Governor should be elected by the 
qualified electors of the Territory at the first elec- 
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tion held in such Territory, and in a word or two 
advocated the proposition, as designed to carry 
out the ee of self-government. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, moved to amend 
the amendment to reduce the term of the Governor 
from four years to one year, and was proceeding 
to offer some remarks, when he was called to order 
by Mr. ROOT, and resumed his seat, with the re- 
mark that, in his opinion, if the Governor were 
elected, it should be for one year, in order to se- 
cure the more direct and certain execution of the 
will of the people by their elected agents. He 
withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. SCHENCK read the section 2d, article 2 of 
the Constitution, which confera upon the President 
the power of appointment of * all other officers of 
the United States’? whose appointments are not 
therein provided for, and which shall be estab- 
lished by law, and raised the point of order that 
the Governor of the Territory, being an officer of 
the United States, the amendment providing for 
his election by the people was unconstitutional. 

The CHAIRMAN said he could not undertake 
to decide constitutional questions for the committee. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, inquired of Mr. Scuenck 
if the members of the Territorial Legislature were 
not equally officers of the United States as the 
Governors? 

Mr. SCHENCK replied, No; he supposed not. 

Mr. COBB could see no difference between them 
in this respect. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting a provision declaring that the 
second section second article of the Constitution of 
the United States be and is hereby repealed. [A 


laugh.] 

hee CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order. 

The amendment of Mr. BırDsaLL was rejected. 

Mr. MULLIN moved to strike out the words 
« Governor and” in that part of the 4th section 
which provides that the legislative power and au- 
thority should be vested in the Governor and a Le- 
gislative Assembly. Agreed to. 

After some conversation between Mr. EVANS 
of Maryland, Mr. ROOT, and Mr. HALL of 
New York, the section was amended so as to pro- 
vide for thirty days’ notice of the time and place 
of holding the elections. 

Mr. VAN DYKE moved to amend that portion 
of the section which provides that the term of ser- 
vice of the Legislative Council shall continue for 
two years, so as to make it three years. By this 
modification, one-third of the Legislative Council 
might be renewed every year. Agreed to. 

Mr. HALL moved to amend so as to provide 
that the Legislature shall be required to meet with- 
in ninety days from the time of the election. 
Agreed to. 

Mr. MULLIN moved to strike out the follow- 
ing proviso: ‘‘ Provided, That no session in any 
one year shall exceed the term of sixty days.” 
He thought it was an imputation on the members 
of the Legislature that they would protract the 
session for the sake of the fay they might re- 
ceive. 

Mr. ROOT moved to strike out sixty, and in- 
sert ninety. He said the inducement which caused 
them (members of Congress) to make their ses- 
sions so short would not operate on the members 
of the Territorial Legislature, for they were not 
accountable to constituencies. Their pay would 
come out of the treasury of the United States, 
and the people of that Territory would not feel 
the burden at all. Fhe gentleman from New York 
was governed by considerations which did him 
great honor, for he was unwilling to assent to any- 
thing which would seem to make any imputation 
on the members of the Territorial Legislature; but 
while he (Mr. R.) wasas unwilling to do that as the 
gentleman from New York could be, he could not 
shut his eyes to the experience which they had 
heretofore had. Any gentleman who would look 
at the amounts which this Government had to pay 
for some of our Territorial Legislatures, would see 
that it was necessary and proper to make some 
reasonable restriction. They might in this new 
Territory, perhaps, require some little more time 
to set the machinery agoing, and, if they could 
not succeed in sixty days, he hoped they would 
have ninety, in which time he hoped they would be 
able to do all that it was necessary for them to do. 
But, if the time were unlimited, depend upon it, 
they would fall into the statesman-like course 
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which was pursued in Congress, and they should 
have coming back from Oregon long discussions 
on questions which had been exhausted here. He 
wished them to have all the time that was neces- 
rary to-do the legislative business which the Ter- 
ritory might require, and that they should be 
restricted to that time. If sixty days were not 
sufficient, as he had said, he would give them 
ninety. 
Mr. FICKLIN suggested that the first session 
should not exceed one hundred days, and that the 
succeeding sessions should be limited to sixty 


days. ` 
Mr. ROOT accepted that suggestion, and so 
modified his amendment. | 
Mr. GOTT suggested an amendment to provide 
thatno member of the Territorial Legislature should 
receive compensation for any time beyond sixty 


ays. 

Mr ROOT would not accept that suggestion. 

The amendment, as modified, was then agreed 
to, and Mr. MULLIN withdrew his motion to 
strike out. 

The fifth section was next read. 

Mr. PALFREY moved to strike out the words 
«free white” from that portion which defined the 
qualification of voters, office-holders, &c., in these 
terms: ‘‘ every free white male inhabitant above 
the age of twenty-one years,” &c. 

He said,.he saw no reason to restrict the right 
of suffrage to people of any one color. He saw 
no reason for making the right of suffrage de- 
pendent on complexion. He presumed the Terri- 
tory of Oregon did not require a better constituency 
than they had in the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts, and yet persons that were not ‘free 
white male inhabitants”’ helped to carry on their 
government, and were entitled to all the privileges 
of freemen. What was good enough for Massa- 
chusetts, he was of opinion might be good enough 
for Oregon. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, made a suggestion, 
which was not heard distinctly at the reporter’s 
desk. 

Mr. CONGER suggested the insertion of the 
words, ‘Indians excepted,’ after the words 
‘twenty-one years.” 

‘Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, inquired, why 
Indians should not vote as well as negroes? 

Mr. VINTON moved to strike out the word 
€ free,’ and leave the word ‘* white,” so that the 
section would read, ‘every white male inhabitant 
above the age of twenty-one years,” &c. He did 
not mean to allow the section to stand so as to 
convey the idea that a white man could be a slave 
anywhere, or by any implication. 

r. McLANE asked the gentleman from Ohio 

what he meant by ‘white inhabitant?” He 
wished the gentleman to define the meaning of the 
term. 
Mr. VINTON supposed the gentleman from 
Maryland understood what a white man was as 
well as he knew himself. If the gentleman from 
Maryland knew what he was himself, he knew 
what a white man was. 

Mr. McLANE begged the gentleman from Ohio 
to accept his assurance that he had asked the ques- 
tion in good faith. Other gentlemen of the commit- 
tee might understand the purport of the question, 
if the gentleman from Ohio did not; for it was 
known to many that the laws of Maryland and 
the laws of Ohio differed materially on that sub- 
ject. 

t The amendment of Mr. Vinton to strike out the 
word ‘free’? was then agreed to—64 in the affirm- 
ative, and 63 in the negative. 

The question then recurred on Mr. PALFREY’S 
motion to strike out ‘‘ white;’’ and he intimated, 
that if it were agreed to, he should move to insert 
‘Sexcept Indians not taxed.” 

After some conversation, in which Messrs. PAL- 
FREY, McCLERNAND, TUCK, and others, 
took part, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McLANE again asked the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Vinton,] how he was to define the 
term ‘white inhabitant???’ He understood that 
the Legislature of Ohio had enacted, that a person 
was white who had more than a certain quantity 
of white blood. 

Mr. ROOT explained, that a person blacker than 
a mulatto did not come within the legislative enact- 
ment, which allowed such persons certain privi- 
leges. This had been so decided by their supreme 
court. 


Mr. McLANE inquired if it did not go further, 
and fix the amount of black blood? 

Mr. ROOT replied in the negative. He said that 
it only required that a person should not be blacker 
than a mulatto to entitle him to certain privileges. 
There were many who emigrated from the south- 
ern and eastern States to Ohio, that came there 
very highly colored. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McLANE said he understood the courts 
of Ohio to have ruled that any man in whom the 
white blood predominated over the negro blood 
was a white man; therefore the child of a mulatto 
slave might easily find himself a qualified voter in 
Oregon, 1f Ohio law should govern the discretion 
of a judge of election, and from the decision of a 
judge of election there would be no appeal. This 
case might arise whether the 12th section was 
stricken out or not. The proper designation should 
be every citizen of the United States inhabiting the 
Territory of Oregon, or else a limitation and qual- 
ification of the term ‘‘ white” should be introduced, 
to avoid the amalgamating principles of Ohio law. 
It ought to be seven-eighths of white blood at 
least, and not the Ohio principle of a mite, viz: 
over half of white blood to constitute a white man. 

Mr. FICKLIN moved to amend the fifth sec- 
tion, where it fixed the qualification of voters, by 
inserting ** who has nob beet convicted of an infa- 
mous crime.” 

Mr. HALL, of New York, suggested that the 
amendment should be qualified by providing that 
the record of conviction shall be the evidence of 
disqualification. 

Mr. FICKLIN said that that was the only evi- 
dence. He would, nevertheless, accept the modi- 
fication. 

Mr. HALL said there should be no doubt on 
the subject. The law should be explicit. 

Mr. GOTT inquired what was meant by the 
term ** infamous crime?” 

Mr. FICKLIN replied, Felony, larceny, &c. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend by striking out 
‘Sand those,” and inserting, ‘‘ above thé age of 
twenty-one years, and.” ‘I'his provision gives 
the right of suffrage and of holding office to citi- 
zens of the United States and those who shall have 
declared on oath their intention to become such, 
&c. Agreed to. 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved to amend so as to make 
the qualification the ability to read and write. 

Mr.STARK WEATHER. Read what? French, 
Dutch, or English ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS was not willing to impose on 
courts and juries the necessity to inquire into the 
complexion of a person’s skin. He wished intel- 
ligence and virtue to be the test of a person’s fit- 
ness to participate in the government. He was 
not willing that, in this period of the nineteenth 
century, they should sit in judgment on the color 
of a voter’s skin. The complexion was no evi- 
dence of virtue and intelligence. 

After some conversation— 

Mr. GIDDINGS withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. VINTON moved to strike out the words 
“ for six months,’’ in that portion which prescribed 
the qualification of a person to vote who 1s con- 
nected with the army or navy. He said he saw 
no reason why an officer on a station for six 
months, or any other length of time, should vote 
for or hold office under the Territorial Government, 
if his domicil was not there. Agreed to. 

Mr. MULLIN moved to strike out ‘or hold 
office,” in the same provision. 

After some conversation, and a modification by 
Mr. ROOT, which Mr. MULLIN accepted, the 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOYDON moved to amend by striking out 
“ residence, habitation, and home,” and insert 
“domicil.” The fratfmers of the bill seemed to 
consider domicil, habitation, and home as all dif- 
ferent. Domicil was a legal term whose signifi- 
cation was well defined. The amendment was 
adopted. 

Mr. GREEN moved further to amend the sec- 
tion by striking out all that part of it which de- 
clared that the qualifications of voters should be 
prescribed by the Assembly. Congress were now 
engaged in making for the people of this Territory 
an organic Jaw; it would be to them what a consti- 
tution was to a State; and he thought that the qual- 
ifications of voters was a matter that ought not to 
be left to the varying composition of a Territorial 
Legislature. All constitutions made the qualifica- 


tions of votersa fixed and stable thing. He thought 
it ought to be more permanent and stable than it 
would be if left to the changes which party was 
often liable to produce. In the face of a popa ar 
assembly, when the Territory passed into the form 
of a State, the people would fix the conditions of 
the franchise to suit themselves; but till then, he 
thought it ought to be more permanent and fixed 
than it was likely to be if subjected to the transient 
and fluctuating composition of a legislative body. 
He also moved to strike out ‘‘for the first elec- 
tion,’’ and insert ** for all elections.” 

Mr. ROOT suggested to add, “after the first 
year.” He thought if Congress undertook to fix 
the qualifications of voters, it ought at least only 
to do so for a short time. There were many things 
Congress would not recollect as well as they would 
for themselves. It might occur that just before an 
election a gentleman might choose to step out of 
one electoral district into another, and they might 
think it unfair. Of all such matters they were 
much the best judges. They might have a pauper 
or a jailbird that they did not choose should vote 
where he did not reside. Would it not be best to 
leave the people of the Territory to fix all these 
things in their own way? He thought the amend- 
ment went too far; it was at war with the great 
Democratic principle that the people could, to a 
certain extent, take care of themselves. He thought 
that Congress ought to go a certain distance in reg- 
ulating the franchise, and leave the rest to them- 
selves. They ought to have some discretion in 
the matter, or pipelaying would be sure to happen. 
Should the Legislature make any laws which were 
really against the rights of the people, Congress 
held the remedy in its own hand in the veto power. 
Mr. R. withdrew his amendment, and that pro- 
posed by Mr. GREEN was rejected. 

Mr LLAMPTON , of Pennsylvania, moved to 
strike out the words ‘‘and governor,” wherever 
they occurred; which was agreed to. (This was 
in consequence of a previous amendment.) 

Mr. SAWYER moved to strike out the clause 
which provides that lands of non-resident proprie- 
tors should not be taxed higher than those of resi- 
dents. He was in favor of taxing the tracts held 
by speculators so highly that in a few years they 
would revert to the State. 

Mr. ROOT said that he understood the object 
his colleague had in view, and approved of it; but 
would not his amendment, in certain, cases, work 
great hardship? Should an emigrant die before he 
got his land, his family would become the owners 
of it, though absent. Certainly his colleague did 
not desire that his amendment should reach them. 
It was well enough to tax the land-jobbers, but, 
in taxing them, the operation might reach others 
whom his colleague would be the last to injure. 

Mr. SAWYER thought, that as some discretion 
would be intrusted to the Legislature, this would 
be a sufficient remedy for any cases of peculiar 
hardship. 

Mr. VINTON believed there was no great need 
of guarding against land speculators in Oregon, as 
there wére always so many better speculations 
nearer by, that they would not go quite so far off 
to operate. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, said he was going to 
offer an amendment which he had no doubt would 
create astonishment among many gentlemen. It 
was to insert the words ‘except such as relate 
to involuntary servitude in said Territory,” in 
the clause which gave Congress a veto on all laws 
passed by the Territorial Legislature. A short 
experience in political life had satisfied him that 
the question of prohibitingslavery would always be 
sure of getting up a storm whenever it was brought 
into that House; and he therefore desired to guard, 
in time, against having it brought back upon the 
House to produce a repetition of the scene that 
was now to be witnessed here. Let the people of 
Oregon manage that affair to suit themselves, and 
let Congress have nothing further to say or do 
about it. He had no wish to have slavery estab- 
lished within their limits against their will. Nor 
did he want to see this slavery cloud return. It 
was now but the size of a man’s hand; but ifever 
it should again darken the sky, it would be far 
greater, and would bring elements of storm in it 
which he wanted to prevent. He could not, there- 
fore, let the present opportunity pass without ma- 
king an effort to prevent it. hen the Territorial 
laws of Oregon should be sent for the revision of 
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Congress, let those relating to this vexed question 
of slavery be excepted. 

Mr. R 
striking out ** involuntary servitude,” and inserting 
“ slavery.” There were other forms of involun- 
tary servitude besides slavery. Ifa man, who had 
been guilty of some offence, were set to labor on 
the highways, with a ball and chain upon his leg, 
that would, he presumed, be involuntary set vitude. 
Or suppose he should be made to work five years 
at some public work for stealing a chicken. Ought 
such a law to stand? He thought it would be best 
to let Congress revise all the territorial laws. It 
was rather a broad amendment. He was led to 
conjecture—he did not know certainly how it might 
be—that the gentleman had been gazing rather too 


steadily on the clouds when he penned this amend- | 


ment. He wanted to get rid of this slavery ques- 
tion. Mr. R. would help him. He would take a 
course that would compel gentlemen to make their 
marks about it. But he wished the amendment to 
contain only slavery, and leave involuntary servi- 
tude alone. 

The question on Mr. Roor’s amendment to the 
amendment being put, it was rejected. 

The question recurring on Mr. Coss’s amend- 
ment— 

Mr. COBB said he was quite serious in propos- 


ing it. 

Mr. SCHENCK proposed a pro forma amend- 
ment. He said he did not want to make any ar- 
gument, even if there were time, in the five minutes 
allowed .by the rule. But this amendment came 
from the country of the “Alabama platform’’—from 
those who claimed that Congress had no power to 
legislate for the Territories on the subject of sla- 
very. 

Mr. COBB said he would like to have five min- 
utes to explain the Alabama platform, 

Mr. SCHENCK said he could not yield the 
floor. But he was not going to speak two minutes; 
and then he would yield the remainder of his five 
minutes to the gentleman from Alabama, if he 
wished to occupy the time. 

All that he (Mr. Scuencx) intended was, to call 
attention to the inconsistency of those who had 
adopted this new-light doctrine, that Congress could 
not legislate on the subject of slavery for the Ter- 
ritories—who claimed that the ordinance of 1787, 
the Missouri compromise, and all other such legis- 
lation since the beginning of the Government, was 
unconstitutional ! 

They professed to hold this doctrine, and yet 
would vote fora ‘‘ compromise law,” or an amend- 
ment like this, thereby undertaking to control the 
action of the Territorial Legislature, in which they 
declare all the power exists. 

Now, he would not make any argument, as he 
had said, but he would state his views in the shape 
of a proposition, thus: 

"When Congress establishes a legislature for a 
Territory, and prohibits it from legislating on the 
subject of slavery, that prohibition by Congress is 
itself legislation on the subject. 

Or the proposition might be varied in language, 
and stated thus: 

Congress declares by law that the Territorial Legis- 
lature, to which it has delegated its power of legis- 
lation on other subjects, shall not touch the given 
subject of slavery. Such a law itself is a control 
of that subject. 

If these propositions were not sound and true— 
good logic and good sense—then he was much 
mistaken. He would like, therefore, to hear some 
of the friends of that sort of compromise try to 
explain their inconsistency, or try to escape from 
the force of his objection. He would give up the 
remainder of his time for such explanation to any 
gentleman who thought he was wrong. Perhaps 
the honorable gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss] 
would now take the opportunity to explain that 
Alabama platform. 

Mr. COBB said, all he had wanted the floor for 
bie to say that he did not think it worth while to 
reply. 

he amendment of Mr. Coss was rejected. 

Mr. MILLER moved to amend by adding after 
the word “laws” the words ‘not inconsistent 
with the Constitution and laws of the United 
States.” The first clause of this section (Mr. M. 
said) gave the Territorial legislature unlimited pow- 


er of legislation, without any regard to the legislation | 


OOT moved to amend the amendment by ||’ 


of Congress, past cr future; yet there might be | 
laws of the United States which came in conflict | 


with the territorial laws passed by such Legisla- 


ture. 

Mr. STANTON moved to amend the amend- 
ment by adding, ** or to pass laws on the subject 
of slavery.”’ . 

Mr. S. observed that the gentleman from Ohio 
had said that for Corgress to pass a law pro- 
hibiting the Territorial Legislatures from prohibit- 
ing slavery, was itself legislating on slavery. The 
same objection would apply to the amendment just 
proposed. For Congress to say that a Territorial 
Legislature should not pass laws inconsistent with 
the lawsand Constitution of the United States, was 
itself unconstitutional. 


The amendment of Mr. Miter was agreed to. 


Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, moved to extend the 
clause which declared laws inconsistent with the 
Constitution to be null and void, by adding the 
words, ‘or laws inconsistent with this act.” 
Agreed to. | 

On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, tn the 
clause ‘all laws shall be equal and uniform,” the 
word “laws” was stricken out, and the word 
“ taxes’’ inserted in its place. 

Mr. BOYDON moved to strike out the whole 
proviso to the sixth section of the bill. [The pro- 
viso prohibits the Legislature from chartering 
banks, borrowing money, &c.] 

Mr. B. said he knew that Congress reserved to 
itself a veto on all laws passed by the Territorial 
Legislature. Now, it was manifest that a legisla- 
ture might do very improperly some of the things 
here prohibited, but there might be cases where 
some of them would be very proper. Would it not 
be better to leave the Legislature untrammelled, 
seeing that all its errors could be revised and cor- 
rected here? There was no need of declaring that 
they should not charter a bank. Mr. B. never 
would consent to any such prohibition. He de- 
nied the doctrine thata State had no constitutional 
power to charter a bank. 

[A voice: ‘But this is a Territory, not a State. ’’] 

He knew it was a Territory, but it was to be- 
come a State. This law was intended to lay the 
corner-stone of a State constitution. And this 
prohibition was intended to countenance all that 
modern humbug about a State’s having no power 
to charter a bank or to borrow money. This, 
he supposed, was State-rights doctrine! He was 
against it. He was for putting this infant State 
on the right track, while it was yet in its pupilage. 
But if Congress passed these prohibitions here, 
his word for it, the same thing would be incorpo- 
rated in the State constitution, and no doubt it was 
so intended. What was it putin for? It was to 
aid the veto power; they were afraid the State 
might do as Congress did sometimes. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BIRDSALL wanted to modify the 6th sec- 
tion by inserting a clause similar to one in the con- 
stitution of Ohio, which he read. But it was ruled 
out of order. 

Several verbal amendments were moved and 
agreed to. 

Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
add to the clause prohibiting officers of the United 
States Government from being members of the 
Territorial Legislature the words ‘‘except post- 
masters.’ Agreed to. 

Mr. BOYDON moved to add, after the same 
clause, ‘‘that these restrictions shall not apply to 
the first Legislative Assembly.” Mr. B. said there 
appeared to be great unwillingness to trust the Ter- 
ritorial Legislative Assembly to enjoy any office 
which they should themselves create, or the emolu- 
ment of which they should increase. That was the 
general doctrine on the subject. But they wanted 
now that Congress should say that this prohibition 
should not apply to this first Legislature that should 
assemble in the Territory. Now, it was this very 
first Legislature which would have the appoint- 
ment of all the officers of the Territory, and would 
also have the fixing of all their salaries; and yet 
it was proposed that these men might hold their 
offices and enjoy their salaries. But surely if there 
was anything in the general principle at all, it ap- 
plied with double force to the first Legislature, who 
made all the offices and all the salaries. If any 
improper influence was to be apprehended, it would 
operate with tenfold force upon this Legislature to 
what it would on their successors. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MULLIN moved to amend the clause 
which limited the powers of justices of the peace 


so as to exclude from their jurisdiction cases in 
which the title to lands came in question. 

Mr. VINTON suggested the necessity of some 
provision authorizing an appeal from the territo- 
rial courts to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in all cases where the Constitution of the 
United States, an act of Congress, or a treaty of 
the United States, should be brought in question; 
and, after some conversation, made a motion to 
that effect, which was agreed to. 

Mr. VENABLE moved a further provision in 
reference to appeals; which was agreed to. 

Certain verbal amendments to the section were 
proposed by Mr. MULLIN, some of which were 
agreed to, and others rejected. > 

Verbal amendments were also made to the 10th, 
llth, and 12th sections, at the suggestion of various 
gentlemen. 

Mr.GRINNELL moved a new section, to come 
in between the llth and 12th sections, providing 
that the rivers and streams in the Territory in 
which salmon are found shall not be obstructed by 
dams or otherwise, unless so made as to allow 
said fish to pass freely. 

He said there was now a valuable fishery in 
Oregon, and unless some care was taken of it, it 
would be lost. For the want of care, by the erec- 
tion of a dam, &c., in the Connecticut river, the 
salmon, which formerly had been very valuable 
there, had been driven out. This might be avoided 
in this Territory, with care, without expense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, moved a new section 
of $10,000 for expenses of the provisional govern- 
ment of Oregon. Agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved an amendment declaring 
null and void all the laws heretofore passed in the 
said Territory making grants of land, or otherwise 
affecting or encumbering the titles of lands therein. 
The clause as it now stood, he said, gave validity 
to all the laws which had been passed in that Ter- 
ritory. They might have made—he believed the 
fact was that they had undertaken to make—large 
grants of land, to what extent was unknown. The 
Congress of the United States, as a matter of 
course, would take up the subject, and make do- 
nations, liberal donations of land to settlers in 
Oregon. They, therefore, ought to make excep- 
tion of these grants of land, that hereafter they 
might come under the revision of Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 

Mr. BIRDSALL said he proposed to amend the 
12th section, so as to make it conform in principle 
to the same section in the Iowa Territorial bill, 
passed during Mr. Van Buren’s administration, 
and which received his ‘‘solemn”’ sanction and 
approval. He knew no reason why the principle 
of “ non-interference,’’ adopted in that bill, should 
not be carried out inthis. Both Territories lay 
north of the Missouri compromise line, and, so far 
as that compromise could affect the question, stood 
upon the same footing. If there was any virtue 
in that compromise, it extended as well to Oregon 
as to Iowa. He had no doubt whatever, that in 
the case of Oregon, as in lowa, under the amend- 
ment he proposed, the Territory would be free 
territory, and the State to be formed from it would 
also be a free State. He made this motion for the 
purpose of testing the question whether professed 
Northern Democrats were willing to stand upon 
the same platform upon which the Democratic 
party stood while Mr. Van Buren was President, 
and to which it had since adhered. His amend- 
ment retained that clause which adopted and sanc- 
tioned the laws now in force in Oregon, which had 
been enacted by the provisional government there, 
and gave the same right to the Territorial Legista- 
ture to alter, modify, or repeal them, as was con- 
tained in the Iowa bill. His amendment was 
intended to place this section on precisely the same 
principles as the 12th section in the Iowa bill. It 
carried out the great principle of freedom—the right 
of man for self-government; and he did not see 
how his northern friends, who had ‘* free territory” 
so constantly on their lips, should hesitate to unite 
with him on grounds which had once received the 
approval of Mr. Van Buren himself. 

r. SMITH, of Indiana, inquired whether sla- 
very was not prohibited in the Territory of Iowa 
by the Missouri compromise? 

Mr. BIRDSALL replied, no more than in Wis- 
consin or in Oregon. 

Mr. SMITH asked if Oregon was a part of the 
Louisiana purchase? 
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Mr. BIRDSALL replied there was no question 
but our best title to Oregon was acquired by the 
Louisiana purchase. 

The amendment of Mr. Brrpsaut was lost. 

Mr. SAWYER moved to strike out all that part 
of the section which extends the rights, privileges, 
and advantages, and the conditions, restrictions, 
and prohibitions of the ordinance of 1787 to the 
Territory of Oregon. 

He did this for the purpose of testing the sense 
of the committee on this subject. He denied that 
Congress had the power to legislate on the ques- 
tion of slavery in the Territories. There was a 
sovereignty existing in the people—he did not care 
whereor in what capacity.you found them—wheth- 
er in a town, a county, or a Territory. Our laws 
and our Constitution were predicated on the fact 
that the people had a right to self-government. It 
was within the province of Congress to establish 
Sandee laws for the government of that Territory, 

ut not to descend to particular legislation upon 
domestic questions. Was there a gentleman in 
this House who would now get up and say he be- 
lieved the Congress of the United States had the 
right to pass the ordinance of 1787, or that the 
present Congress had the right to pass a similar 
ordinance? It was a mere gratuitous act of legis- 
lation upon the part of that Congress which estab- 
lished that act, and it was a mere gratuitous act in 
this Congress to impose that ordinance upon the 
peor of Oregon. The Missouri compromise act 

ad been acquiesced in by general consent, but 
was not felt to be binding on any of the States. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Smitru] had 
yesterday argued that the States formed out of the 
territory northwest of the Ohio had not the same 
power as the other States of the Union. He (Mr. 
S.) held, on the contrary, that those States had 
the same power; that they had been admitted on 
an equal footing, with equal rights, privileges, and 
immunities with the other States; and that the 
State of Ohio, or any other State formed out of 
the Northwestern Territory had the right to estab- 
lish slavery within their limits. If Congress had 
the power to say that slavery should not be ex- 
tended to Oregon, then surely they had the same 
right to say it should be established there. Con- 
gress had no such power; that power was confined 
to the establishment of a general code of laws, and 
it was the privilege of the people of the Territory 
to enact such local and domestic laws as they 
wished to be governed by. He understood that 
the people of that Territory had already passed a 
Jaw abolishing slavery. Were not gentlemen will- 
ing that those people should be governed by their 
own laws? He wanted the committee to strike out 
all this extraneous matter, and legislate only upon 
the subjects on which they should legislate—on 
subjects of general legislation. 

Another point: there was a great deal of feeling 
between the North and the South on this subject. 
He was willing to compromise, where he lost 
nothing, in order to satisfy gentlemen; and when 
they came to pass Territorial bills for the other 
Territories, if he should be honored with a seat on 
this floor, he should vote in the same way, and 
leave the people, who were capable of deciding it, 
to say by what laws they would be governed in 
their local and domestic matters. 

Mr. CRISFIELD moved to strike out the 12th 
section. ce 

The CHAIRMAN stated that this motion would 
not be in order till the section was perfected. 

The amendment of Mr. Sawyer was agreed to: 
Ayes 73, noes 66. So the first part of the section 
was stricken out. à 

Mr. GAYLE moved to insert at the end of the 
section a proviso that nothing contained in the 
section should be so construed as to exclude sla- 
very from the said Territory, or to continue in 
force any laws which had been passed on the sub- 
ject, 

: Mr. DICKINSON moved an amendment to the 
amendment, to add the words ‘‘ unless consented 
to by the inhabitants of the Territory.” 

He considered this 12th section as embracing 
two subjects: the ordinance of 1787, and a pro- 
vision recognizing the law of the present Terri- 
tory. He had voted for striking out the first 
portion, supposing that if they retained the latter 

art they also recognized the ordinance of 1787. 
Je should vote for the bill whether the ordinance 
of 1787 was contained in it or not; but he would 
prefer that the whole matter be left to the people, 
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who were capable of managing it for themselves. 
He considered it despotism in Congress to under- 
take to dictate to the people of the ‘Territories that 
they should have this, that, or the other institu- 
tion among them; and he was sustained in this 

osition by some of the highest judicial authority. 

udge McLean, in a communication in the Na- 
tional Intelligencer, of December 29, 1847, had 
said there was no power granted to Congress by 
the Constitution to legislate for the Territories. 
He had said: 

‘sThe power to institute slavery belongs exclusively to the 
community in which it exists. In the language of Chief 
Justice Taney, in Groves vs. Slaughter, 15 Peters, 508, a 
State has a right to decide itself whether it will or will not 
permit slaves to be brought within its limits from another 
State, either for sale or any other purpose; and aiso to pre- 
scribe the manner and mode in which they may be intro- 
duced, and to determine their condition and treatment; and 
this action cannothe controlled by Congress, either by virtue 
of its power to regulate commerce, or by virtue of any other 
power conferred by the Constitution of the United States. 

“And in the case of Prigg vs. the Commonwealth of Penn- 
sylvania, 16 Peters, 611, the Supreme Court says: ‘The 
state of slavery is deemed to be a mere municipal regula- 
tion, fouuded upon and limited to the range of the territorial 
laws; and ‘it is manifest froin this consideration, that if 
the Constitution had not contained the clause or recaption, 
every non-slaveholding State in the Union would have been 
at liberty to have declared free all runaway slaves coming 
within its limits, and to have given them entire immunity 
and protection against the claims of their masters.’ 

« The true construction of the Constitution is, that im- 
plied powers can only be exercised in carrying into effecta 
specific power. And this implication is limited to such 
measures as shall he appropriate to the subject. This is an 
admitted and sate rule of construction. It is believed to be 
the only one which has been sanctioned by statesmen and 
jurists. Powers exercised beyond this are not derived from 
the Constitution, but must depend upon an unlimited discre- 
tion. And this is despotisin. 

‘Now, there is no specific power in the Constitution 
which authorizes the o:ganization of a territorial govern- 
ment. Such a power was given in relation to the District 
of Columbia, and it was equally necessary in regard to other 
territories. But if this power be implicd trom the specific 
power given to regulate the disposition of the public lands, 
it must, under the above rule, be limited to the means suit- 
able to the end in view. If Congress go beyond this in the 
organization of a territorial government, they act without 
limitation, and may establish a monarchy! Admit that they 
may organize a government which shall protect the lands 
purchased, and provide for the administration of justice 
among the settlers: it docs by no means follow that they 
may establish slavery. This iz a relation which must be 
created by the local sovereignty. It is a municipal regula- 
tion of limited extent, and, necessarily, of an equally lim- 
ited origin. It is a domestic relation over which the Fed- 
eral Government can exercise no control. And, above all, 
the institution of slavery is not within any implication which 
can be drawn from the power to regulate the disposition of 
the public lands or other property of the United States. As 
before remarked, slaves are not treated in the Constitution 
as property. They are made property by the local law.” 


He had voted against laying.on the table the 
compromise bill of the Senate. That bill was 
objectionable; but, from due respect for the Sen- 
ate, and for the purpose of improving the bill, 
he had been induced to vote against laying it on 
the table. The restricting the people from legis- 
lating upon the subject of slavery, gave the slave- 
holders an advantage in New Mexico and Califor- 
nia, which they would not have in Oregon. The 
principles of the common Jaw prevailed in Oregon, 
which considered every man a freeman until other- 
wise proven. But in New Mexico and Califor- 
nia the principles of the civil law prevailed, which 
recognized property in persons. Now, if a slave- 
holder went into these Territories with his slaves, 
the laws which prevailed there recognized such 
property; the slaveholder would, as a matter of 
course, be protected in this species of property. 
And if the people of such Territories, or their Le- 
gislature, were prohibited from legislating on this 
subject, the courts of law must protect their slave 
property. He knew it was said that Mexico had 
declared freedom to all slaves in that country. But 
that did not change the laws of the country which 
recognized property in persons; and, although all 
the slaves at the time were declared free, there was 
nothing to prevent persons enforcing the rights of 
property in persons who go there now. If such 
was the law, the slaveholder would have had de- 
cidedly the advantage in the Territories of New 
Mexico and California. But, for the purpose of 
perfecting this compromise bill, it ould. have been 
as well to have received the bill and made such 
amendments as would have secured the rights of 
every section of the Union, without protecting the 
slaveholding interests exclusively. e withdrew 
the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. GIDDINGS renewed the motion of his col- 
league, for the purpose of correcting a misappre- 
hension into which he had fallen. The distinguish- 
ed jurist to whom allusion was made had never 


declared that Congress had net the power to make 
the Territory free; but, on the contrary, he had 
said that Congress could not create slavery in that 
Territory. What was slavery? It was itself a 
crime; it was the taking a man and subjecting him 
to the will of others, which the Constitution itself 
prohibited. He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to amend 
the 12th section, by inserting after the word *‘ with”? 
in the 15th line, the words ‘‘the Constitution of 
the United States and’’—so that the same would 
read, ‘so far as the same be not incompatible with 
the Constitution of the United States and the prin- 
ciples and provisions of this act.’? Agreed to. 

He also offered a verbal amendment, which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. PALFREY moved an amendment to the 
provision which extends the laws of the United 
States, so far as they are applicable, over the Terri- 
tory, 80 as to except the 3d and 4th sections of the 
act approved the 3d day of February, 1793, provi- 
ding for the recapture of fugitives from labor and 
service. He begged the committee to give a mo- 
ment’s consideration to this amendment. The 
Constitution provides that, when a man has a 
controversy with his neighbor to the amount of 
twenty dollars, he shal} have a trial by a jury of 
his peers; but, by this odious law—the most 
abominable, he believed and hoped, upon the 
statute book—his liberty, which 1s of infinitely 
greater value, was at the mercy of every stupid or 
corrupt petty magistrate, whom the kidnapper 
could contrive to cheat or bribe. The law which 
he wished to except said nothing of white or black; 
though, if it did, it would not alter the principle. 
He did not look to slaves merely. The law re- 
ferred to all persons held to labor and service. It 
applied to indentured apprentices as well as Afri- 
can slaves; and were they willing that it should 
extend to persons charged with owing service in 
that capacity? Men in anew community like that 
do not know one another, and, accordingly, the 
operation of this law would be attended with pecu- 
liar danger. A stranger may come amongst them, 
white or black; whether a slave, or free black; 
whether a free white man, or an apprentice, is not 
known; but these laws enable a person to come 
from a distant part of the country and claim him. 
The character of the person making the claim may 
not be known to those who even do not know each 
other; and he entreated the committee to consider 
if they would put such persons in such a position? 
He had not much expectation that his amendment 
would pass, and yet he could see no reason why 
it should not have the support of every man, 
whether from the North or South. He had not 
now asked for the repeal of the law, for sucha 
motion would not now be in order, but he asked 
that it might not operate in that distant Territory, 
where there was manifest danger of its working 
extreme and cruel wrong. The amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. HILLIARD submitted a proviso to be 
added to the section providing that nothing therein 
contained shall be so construed as to prevent a 
citizen of any of the States going there and taking 
with him his property of every description. On 
this amendment he spoke during his five minutes, 
and expressed the opinion that the persons in Ore- 
gon ought not to have power over the property of 
the citizens of the States. It would be monstrous 
if persons who do not own a single acre of land 
there should have the right to decide on the pro- 
perty of those who might desire to go there. It 
was only necessary to raise a question of that 
kind to make its absurdity apparent. He hoped 
his amendment would prevail. It was inoffensive 
in its terms, but it was intended to reach its ob- 


ject. 


Mr. CHASE moved to amend the amendment 
of the gentleman from Alabama, by adding the 
following: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
sidered as an assumption of the power, upon the part of the 
Congress of the United States, to interfere with the estab- 
lishment of slavery in said Territory ; or as authorizing the 
inhabitants thereof, having the right to vote by the provi: ions 
of this bill, to establish or prohibit slavery previous to an ap- 
plication for the admission of said Territory into the Union 
as a sovereign State. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. WOODW ARD moved to amend the amend- 
ment of Mr. Hiiiarp, by adding ‘and holding 
the same under the protection of the laws.” 

Mr. W. made some observations in opposition 
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to the right to legislate on the subject of slavery in 
the Territories. | 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TUCK moved to amend the amendment by 
striking out the words * with their slaves and other 
property, and holding the same therein,” and on 
this motion made the following remarks: 

I can say but little in five minutes; but I desire, 
sir, to call the attention of the committee to the 
simplicity of the question which is now before the 
country, and now under consideration in this 
House. The question has been misrepresented, 
and by some misunderstood. It is alleged that the 
people of the free States seek to impose disabilities 
upon the South, and establish invidious discrim- 
inations, to the prejudice and disadvantage of the 
people of the slaveholding States. But such is not 
the case. We are willing to grant to them all the 
por which we ask for ourselves. We are 

or restricting ourselves, them, and everybody else 

from peopling with slaves a country which is now 
free. Southern gentlemen ask us to admit them 
to hold slaves in this Territory. Sir, we shall not 
do it. We shall not create the iniquitous and 
hateful power for one man to hold another in bond- 
age. If you demanded of us to give you the power 
to sell your own children into bondage, you would 
not complain of us for refusing. We shall not be 
one whit the more inclined to grant you power 
to hold the black man in bondage. We ask itnot 
for ourselves, and we grant it not to you. 

Have we been so long separated from our con- 
stituents as to hesitate whether or not to establish 
slavery in a country now free? If so, let us delay 
the passage of this þin till we again assemble. Let 
the gentlemen of the slave States consider whether 


their constituents demand the sacrifice of freedom. 


at their hands. Look atthe sentimentof Maryland, 
Delaware, and Kentucky, before this fatal step be 
taken. Let the member from New York, who 
had just stood alone in sustaining the notorious 
compromise bill, consult the spirit of the Empire 
State before he again records himself on the side 
of oppression. The public opinion of the free 
States, and of several of the slave States also, 
emphatically condemn the abominable scheme of 
extending slavery into territory now free. 

A compromise of this great question has been 
proposed and strenuously advocated.. But, sir, on 
this matter of human liberty, involving the most 
sacred principles which can ever be entertained, 
there can and there will be no compromise. The 
inhibition of slavery in Oregon, California, New 
Mexico, and all other territory which we shall ever 
possess, is all we demand, and the least which can 
ever be received. No other compromise will ever 
allay the agitation which many gentlemen so much 
fear. 

One other thing, sir, must be done before we 
shall realize that universal quiet which is so much 
desired: it is the abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia. So long as we are doomed to look 
from the windows of this Capitol upon a mart for 
trade in slaves, the most extensive of any in the 
world, so long, if liberty survive, will agitation ex- 
ist in the country. Asa conservative member of 
this House, though called fanatical, I tell gentle- 
men that we shall not see any quiet submission 
while we of the free States are compelled, in hum- 
ble obsequiousness to the slave power, to sustain 
their peculiar institution in a District where Con- 
gress has ‘‘ exclusive jurisdiction in all cases what- 
soever.”’ 

Mr. Tucx’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAYLY made a pro forma motion, to enable 
him to reply to some remarks made yesterday by 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Smira,] and 
mutual explanations were made by both of these 
gentlemen. 

{Mr. BAYLY said he should avail himself of his 
right to make a five minutes’ speech in explanation 
of his amendment, to reply to a point made by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr.Smirx]on yesterday, 
in answer to some remarks of his made in May 
last. He wished he had time to reply to the whole 
of the gentleman’s argument; but, as he despaired 
of obtaining an opportunity to do that, he should 
confine himself now to the single point referred to. 

On the occasion to which he alluded, he (Mr. 
B.) had said: ‘‘ After the adoption of the Consti- 
‘tution, in the purer and better days of the Repub- 
‘lic, there never was any attempt by Congress to 
‘prohibit slavery in the Territories.”? The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Saitry]} disputes this 


proposition, and insists that such an attempt was 


„accomplished in the bill erecting Indiana into a 


separate Territory; and to sustain himself, he quotes 
the following section of that law: 

‘¢ Sec. 2. And be it enacted, That there. shall be established 
Within the said Territory 4 GOVERNMENT in all respects sim- 
ilar to that provided by the ordinance of Congress passed 
the 13th day of July, 1787, for the government of the terri- 
tory of the United States northwest of the river Ohio; and 
the inhabitants thereof shall be entitled to and enjoy all and 
singular the rights, privileges, and advantages granted and 
secured to the people by said ordinance.” 

The gentlenian maintains that this section ex- 
tended to the Indiana Territory not only the pro- 
visions of the ordinance of 1787, organizing a 
government, but all of its other provisions. But it 
is very clear that in this he is mistaken. The 
section erects in the Territory a governmeni—a 
political organization—in all respects similar to 
that created by the ordinance of 1787; but it does 
not reénact such portions of the ordinance as do not 
relate to the organization of a body politic. This 
is the natural and obvious import of the language 
used; but if there could be any doubt about it, 
other portions of the act would remove it. This 
section itself, after declaring that there shall be 
established in that Territory a government in all 
respects similar to that provided in the ordinance 
of 1787, adds, that the inhabitants thereof shall be 
entitled to all the rights, privileges, and advantages 
granted and secured by that ordinance. Now, if 
the construction the gentleman contends for is cor- 
rect, these last words were unnecessary and sur- 
plusage. And you have no right to adopt a con- 
struction which will lead to such a result. 

Other gentlemen have abandoned the ground the 
gentlemen takes, but they insist that the anti- 
slavery provision of the ordinance was extended 
to Indiana by the words used in the second clause 
of the section. This view, although more plau- 
sible, is equally erroneous. The words used are 
taken from the Constitution of the United States, 
where they have a technical and ascertained mean- 
ing. Not to quote other cases decided by the 
ablest judges, he would read the language of Mr. 
Justice Washington in the great case of Corfield 
vs. Corryall. Referring to the true meaning of 
these terms in the Constitution, he says: 

« The next question is, whether this act infringes that sec- 
tion of the Constitution which declares, that ‘the citizens 
of each State shall be entitled to ali the privileges and im- 
munities of citizens in the several States.’ 

« Tne inquiry is, what are the privileges and immunities 
of citizens in the several States? We feel no hesitation in 
confining this expression to those privileges and immunities 
which are, in their nature, fundumental ; which belong, of 
right, to the citizens of all free governments ; and which have, 
at all times, been enjoyed by the citizens of the several 
States which compose this Union, from the time of their 
becoming free, independent, and sovereign. What these 
fundamental principles are, it would perhaps be more tedious 
than difficult to enumerate. Tney may, bowever, be all 
comprehended under the following general leads: Protec- 
tion by the Government; the enjoyment of life and liberty, 
with the right to acquire and possess property OF EVERY KIND, 
and to pursue and obtain happiness and safety; subject, 
nevertheless, to such restraints as the Government may 
justly prescribe for the general good of the whole.” 


Most of these fundamental principles are secured 
by the ordinance of 1787, an1 it is to them, and 
not to its “conditions, restrictions, and prohibi- 
tions,” reference is made. It is obvious this was 
the view of Congress itself, as its subsequent legis- 
lation will show. Mr. B. referred, on this point, 
to what he said in the speech to which the gentle- 
man had attempted to reply. On the occasion re- 
ferred to, he said: 


“ And from the act relative to Wisconsin itself, it is evident 
that its framers did not understand the words in question as 


referring to the article of the ordinance relative to slavery ; |- 


for in the very same section, after declaring that ‘ the inhab- 
itants of said Territory shall be entitled to all the rights, priv- 
ileges, and advantages,’ secured by the ordinance, it is added, 
‘and shall be subject to all the conditions and restrictions 
and prohibitions in said articles of compact ;’? which words 
were unnecessary if the construction gentlemen contend for 
is correct.” 


In addition to this, the acts of the gentleman him- 
self show that he concurs in this construction. In 
this bill which he reported, the provision in the 
case of Wisconsin is followed, and not that con- 
tained in the Indiana bill. In the case of Iowa, the 
solitary precedent set in the case of Wisconsin was 
departed from, and a return made to the early prac- 
tice of the Government. Mr. B. therefore felt 
authorized to repeat the statement which he had 
before made, that in no instance in the erection of 
Territorial Governments, except in that of Wis- 
consin, had there been an attempt to exclude sla- 
very from the Territories of the 


nited States since | 


the adoption of the Federal Constitution. The 
ordinance of ’87 was established before that event. 
And in the case of Wisconsin, it was done in gen- 
eral phraseology, which escaped attention at the 
time, as was to be inferred from the fact that short- 
ly afterwards, in the case of Iowa, the precedent 
set was departed from. He did not of course refer 
to the case of the Missouri compromise. That wag 
In every respect peculiar. But he would not repeat 
what he had said on a former occasion on that 
oint. Mr. B.’s time here expired.] 

Mr. VAN DYKE moved to insert the words 
“ with the exception of slaves.” In support of his 
amendment he spoke through his allotted time, and 
insisted that Oregon should remain free territory. 
He asked southern gentlemen why they would 
persist in putting themselves in a wrong position 
on this subject? He said the Oregon Territory be- 
longed to this Union when the Missouri compro- 
mise was adopted, and its freedom from slavery 
they claimed asa right, and also under the Mis- 
souri compromise. 

The amendment was agreed to—65 to 58. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, replied with some 
warmth to the remarks of Mr. Van Dyke, on an 
amendment to insert the words ‘‘slaves made so 
by conviction for crime.’? Having made the re- 
marks which he desired to offer, he withdrew his 
amendment. . | 

Mr. LAHM renewed the amendment, for the 
purpose of addressing some observations to the 
committee, but he was ruled out of order, after 
saying that he was in favor of extending the ordi- 
nance of ’87 to the Oregon Territory. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama by striking 
out all after the word ‘ Territory,” and inserting 
these words: ‘‘ and enjoying there all the rights, 
privileges, and immunities secured by the institu- 
tions and laws of said Territory.” 

Mr. S. said: In the five years I have been here, 
Mr. Chairman, I have never made a speech on the 
subject of slavery. I have given many votes and 
engaged in much legislation upon the subject, from 
which my position as an advocate for free institu- 
tions and free soil may be clearly inferred and 
known; but I have never yet definitively presented 
my views to the House. I will do that now; not 
fully, of course, in these five minutes you allow 
me, but plainly, as far as I can go. I have not 
been able to get the floor for a more extended 
argument, which I desired to make, but I will 
state briefly the ground I stand upon. It is the 
ground, I believe, of all the free out-speaking men 
of the North or free States. 

The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Hitiiarp] affords a fair occasion 
for this. It is a direct attempt to establish sluvery 
in the now free Territory of Oregon. I call the 
attention of the committee to that. While he only 
proposed to secure to every citizen of any of the 
States the right to carry his property to Oregon, I 
had no objection. Whatever his design, his mo- 
tion then was harmless. The citizen of a slave 
State might take his slaves there as property, and 
the only effect would have been, that they would 
thereby become free. No such property is known 
in Oregon, and I trust there never may be, nor any 
laws there to secure it. But when his friend, the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. W oop- 
WARD,] came to his aid, and suggested to the gen- 
treman from Alabama to modify his amendment so 
as to provide for holding this property when taken 
there, he made it a more serious matter. It then 
became just what I have said—a movement to es- 
tablish slavery in that Territory. 

Now, sir, I am against the extension of slavery 
into any territory now free. [ would exclude it 
by positive enactment from all Territories owned 
or acquired by the United States everywhere. Let 
me tell you briefly why. 

A gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Tuome- 
son,] the other day, said, that he had very hittle 
faith in the sympathy of northern men with the 
slaves. He said, he believed that was only affect- 
ation, and that really and truly it was only a ques- 
tion of political power between the free and the 
slave States. Sir, I accept that issue. Whatever 
may be my other objections to slavery, I admit 
that, as it presents itself for our consideration and 
legislation here, it does become mainly a question 
of Pe power. 

hope I have my fair share of charity, of be- 


nevolence, of universal philanthropy. I trust that 
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I am as ready as any man to sympathize with 
those who are oppressed or injured, or deprived of 
their natural rights in any way, be they of what 
race or color they may. (Gentlemen from another 
section of the Union may even consider me morbid 
in my views and feelings on such subjects—"‘a 
northern fanatic.’ Perhaps, considering their 
prejudices of education, as well as mine, it is 
natural they should have that opinion of me, and 
of those who think as I do. But let all that pass. 
All [ mean to say is, that we are not here to legis- 
late upon questions of benevolence and charity, or 
to compare notes in order to see whose philan- 
thropy is broadest or most genuine. And I want 
gentlemen from the South to know, that while they 
are pleased, with little discrimination, to denounce 
us all at the North as abolitionists and incendiaries, 
prating about what we do not understand, and 
what does not concern us, theré are yet questions 
and consequences purely political involved in this 
proposition to extend slavery over the Territories 
which we, in the free States, do understand, and 
well understand. 

You of the southern States desire to go to these 
new Territories and to carry your “ property”’ 
there freely with you: that is, you mean to carry 
your slaves, and to hold them thereasslaves. But 
we cannot consent to it. Waiving all controversy 
about sympathy with the blacks themselves, and 
the moral and social aspects of the case, we cannot 
agree to it in justice to the rights of the whites, in 
justice to ourselves. 

For one, I do not deny that there is such a thing 
as property in slaves and slave labor. I do not 
say that itis right; 1 do not say that it ought to 
be. But so it is, in some of the States of this 
Union. It is not established by the Constitution 
ofthe United States. That instrument, thank God, 
was intended to create none but free institutions. 
But it exists in those States, either by municipal 
law, or, if not by direct enactment, then by some 
unwritten law which, in various ways, has had 
the sanction of positive legislation. There it is; 
but, in its essential character, it is a local institu- 
tion, and we want it to spread no further. We do 
not want this species of property taken into Ter- 
ritories in the title to which we are interested as 

artners with you. We are not willing to permit 
it to be held as such property there, because it 
will carry with it certain consequences and politi- 
cal advantages which we can never agree to. 

I have not time to speak of slavery as an evil to 
the country, and the people, and their institutions, 
wherever it is found. If the citizens of the States 
in which it exists are satisfied with it, let them be 
so. We will not disturb them in their enjoyment, 
But we do not want it to prevail in any countr 
where we have a proprietorship. We know that it 
paralyzes the prosperity MAd retards the advance- 
ment of the land and the community that are sub- 
jected to its influences. These Territories are our 
common heritage, our joint property with you. 
We want them to prosper and grow, and we are 
unwilling to subject them to that which will weigh 
down and prevent their prosperity and growth. I 
might enforce this by reference to the difference 
between slave and free States now in this Union; 
but I forbear. I do not desire to indulge in any 
invidious comparisons. 

But, sir, regarding this as a political question 
purely, or one, if you will, of political power, there 
is a thing connected with slavery to which we 
cannot and will not be blind. It is the advantage 
in Federal representation which it gives. This 
much we do know in the free States, if we know 
nothing else: that a man at the South with his 
hundred slaves counts sixty-one in the weight of 
influence and power upon this floor, while the man 
at the North with his hundred farms counts but 
one. Sir, we want no more of that; and, with the 
help of God and our own firm purpose, we will 
have no more of it. Therefore, above all, it is 
that we want no more slave territory. Thatisa 
sufficient and conclusive reason, if there were no 
other; and it might as well be distinctly understood 
first as last. lam for no Missouri compromise, 
nor for compromises on this subject of any char- 
acter. [want the principles of the great ordinance 
of 1787, prohibiting slavery, extended over all the 
territory owned or acquired by us. I would to 
God there had been no such acquisition. [ have 
opposed, in all my time here, from the beginning, 
every scheme of annexation and all forms of ter- 


ritorial conquest and extension; but when, by the | 
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greater power of others, such acquisition comes, I 
am determined that with my vote there never shall 
come withitanything but free and equal institutions. 

Let gentlemen understand us, sir. We would 
not interfere with this institution where it exists 
by local law; but we want no more of it. We are 
not, therefore, abolitionists. We abide by the 
Constitution. But we would curse no more land; 
we will not willingly submit to any more inequal- 
ity of rights. This, I undertake to say, is northern 
sentiment—may I not say free American senti- 
ment? Right or wrong, it is in our minds. It is 
deep in our hearts. You will find it hard ever to 
make us give it up. 

Sir, shall I illustrate, to show that we understand 
this matter? There is the district of the honorable 
gentleman from South Carolina, who would amend 
so as to extend slavery into Oregon. I have not 
consulted the census to see how it may be in his 
particular case, but he probably represents some 
five or six, or eight thousand voters. Now, there 
are about eighteen thousand voters in my district 
—eighteen thousand free white male adult citizens. 
These eighteen thousand freemen have one voice 
and one vote—I would it were an able one—on this 
floor. The five thousand or eight thousand in 
South Carolina have the same. On eyery bill or 
resolution, or other subject of legislation here, the 
eighteen thousand in Ohio can say aye or no— 
once and no more—while one-third or one-half 
that number in South Carolina have also their aye 
or no. We do not complain of this. I wish it 
were not so. But so it was arranged, so agr@ed 
that it should be, by our fathers when they framed 
the Constitution; and we will hold by that agree- 
ment in all good faith, and submit to it as part of 
the price paid for this Union. But let there be no 
more slave territory, to make more slave States, 
to give us more of this slave representation and 
inequality of weight in the councils of the nation. 

Gentlemen say, that when the people of these 
new Territories come to form State constitutions, 
they will have the power to establish slavery or 
exclude it at their pleasure. Well, sir, I am one 
that does not deny that power. I admit that they 
may establish slavery for themselves then, when 
they come to make their own organic and munici- 
pal laws; when they advance beyond their state 
of political pupilage, and set up for themselves as 
of full age. But that is only another reason for 
insisting on the exclusion® of slavery now, when 
we have the power and the right to legislate for 
such territory, and when it is our duty to do it 
wisely. I do not stop to argue that newly-discov- 
ered and strange doctrine that Congress has no 
such power of legislation for the Territories. It is 
rather late in our history, and in the history of all 
legislation on this subject, for that modern ab- 
surdity to take much hold on the public mind. 
But I say, make free territory, and then we shall 
have free States made out of that territory. Ex- 
clude slavery while the territory and the people 
are under our jurisdiction, and then, when they 
are prepared to make their constitution and apply 
for admission into the Union, they will continue 
that exclusion themselves. Give them the expe- 
rience of free institutions, and that will be our best 
assurance that, when they have the power, they 
will continue such institutions. 

But while the subject opens before me, I find my 
time is nearly gone. One common and specious 
reply to this protest against carrying slavery into 
the Territories I must try, however, to notice. It 
is said that extending slavery there will not in- 
crease the Federal representation based upon slave 
property; that there will be no more slaves in 
number, but they will only be spread out more 
thinly over greater space. If that were true, it 
would not take away the objection, that bythe 
creation of new slave States you give them still an 
advantage in the Senate. But it is not true. 


Whenever you open up new fields to be occupied. 


by slave labor, and extend its area over a wider 
space, you establish new markets for slave prop- 
erty, and increase its value in the States where it 
now exists; and when you thus increase its value, 

ou promote an increase of the number of slaves. 

arly marriages among them will be encouraged; 
they will be cared for as a marketable commodity, 
and the very advantage of this outlet for them will, 
by all the laws of population and subsistence, add 
to their number. It is so of men as it is of cattle 
or other animals, or else all the political economists 
are mistaken. For these reasons, then, and for 
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more, if I could state them, I am utterly and for- 
ever opposed to your carrying slavery into any 
Territory where my vote can prevent it. 

The question was then put on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio, (to insert, “shall enjoy 
all rights, privileges, immunities,” &c.,) and it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON moved that the committee rise, 
but the motion did not carry. 

The question being put on the amendment as 
amended, it was agreed to. | 

Mr. PETTIT, after a pro forma motion to strike 
out the word ‘* resolved,’’ asked that an extract 
from a speech of Governor McDowell, delivered 
at Richmond, be read as his speech. 

Mr. KAUFMAN raised a question of order. 
The speech was not germane to the amendment. 

After a brief conversation, the amendment was 
ruled out of order. Mr. Pertir took an appeal, 
but the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. DUNCAN moved, as a substitute for the 
amendment as amended, the following: 

And inasmuch as all of said Territory lies north of 36° 
30, commonly called the Missouri compromise line, and as 
a departure from the principles of that compromise recently 
recognized in the annexation of Texas, might produce un- 
fortunate results, affecting injuriously the peace and harmony 
of this Union, for these and other reasons, itis hereby en- 


acted, that slavery, or involuntary servitude, except for 
crime, shall not exist in said Territory. 


After an attempt by Mr. RUMSEY to amend, 
and by Mr. COLLAMER to have the question 
re the amendment of Mr. Duncan was neg- 
atived. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, having offered 
an amendment pro forma, proceeded to say that 
the South had contended for the constitutional right 
of her citizens to emigrate to the Territories with 
their property, and the error into which northern 
gentlemen were continually falling, was in attempt- 
ing to discriminate between slave and other prop- 
erty. The Constitution made no auch discrimina- 
tion, and it was not in the power of Congress to 
do so. Mr. B. said his principal object in rising 
at this time, was to correct an error very common 
among northern politicians, and into which the 
remarkably astute gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
ScuEncx] had just fallen. That gentleman had 
stated, with great earnestness and apparent candor, 
that the slave States had an undue or dispropor- 
tionate political influence in this House, in conse- 

uence of the slave population within their limits. 

xactly the converse of this proposition was true. 
The slave States lose political influence, in conse- 
quence of the slaves within their limits. In the 
gentleman’s State, as in all the free States, the 
entire population, white and black, were enumera- 
ted, and all were taken into the account in fixing 
the ratio of representation. A free negro in Ohio 
counted as much asa white man, in the general 
enumeration of her population, and so he did in 
Mississippi, and in every other State; but how 
was it with slaves? Under the Constitution, two- 
fifths of the whole number were excluded, the rule 
being to compute the whole number of free per- 
sons, including those bound to service for a term 
of years, and excluding Indians not taxed, and then 
add three-fifths of all other persons, in other words, 
slaves. Now, what was the practical operation 
of this rule? Certainly not to increase our power 
and influence here. În his (Mr. B.’s) State, a 
little over one-half of the whole population were 
slaves. Of these, two-fifths are excluded in fixing 
the ratio of representation. Two-rentus of the 
entire population are left out of the enumeration, 
and our political inflyence diminished by that 
amount, and yet the gentleman stands up here and 
misleads the public mind, by asserting that slavery 
increases the political power of the South. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Does the gentleman repre- 
sent the slaves in his district? 

Mr. BROWN. I represent three-fifths of them; 
the other two-fifths have no representative. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Do the slaves vote? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly not: nordo the women 
and children. Yet women and children are inclu- 
ded in the enumeration, and are represented. The 
free negroes in the gentleman’s district do not vote, 
yet they are all counted in fixing the ratio of rep- 
resentation. The gentleman represents all the 
negroes in his district, though they do net vote. 
I only represent three-fifths of the negro slaves in 
my district, and the political power of the district 
ae extent of the remaining two-fifths is dimin- 
ished. 
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Mr. SCHENCK. Do-you not represent them 
as property? Sa 

Mr. BROWN. I cannot allow the gentleman 
to change the issue. ’ Does he not regard them as 
people—as population? Set them free, and you do 
not increase thereby their civil rights, but you 
would give them their full weight in representa- 


tion. At present they have a mixed character: 
they are property, it is true; but, then, they are 
persons. By the laws of the land, they may com- 


mit crimes, and crimes may be committed against 
them. It is murder unlawfully and wickedly to 
kill a slave; and if a slave maliciously slay a white 
man, or a fellow-slave, he is guilty of murder. In 
this and in many other respects, slaves are per- 
sons. The gentleman regards them as persons in 
all respects; and seeing two-fifths of these persons 
excluded from representation on this floor, he yet 
complains that our influence is increased in conse- 
quence of our slave population. Suppose there to 
be five millions of slaves in the United States, (we 
all know there are not so many by great odds,) 
three millions enter into the computation and are 
represented on this floor. Set them all free, and 
the whole five millions would come in, and our 
influence and power be thereby increased by the 
additional two millions. But without special legis- 
lation for that purpose, free men of color would 
not have the right to vote any more than slaves 
have that right. The civil and political rights of 
the negro are not increased by the mere act of set- 
ting him free. He may rise by mere possibility 
in the scale of social importance; but the chances 
are, that in the course of three or four generations 
he will relapse into his original position, and be- 
come little else than a degraded animal. 

Mr. HILLIARD now, by common consent, 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. PETTIT moved that the committee rise. 
Lost. 

Mr. CRISFIELD moved to strike out the 12th 
rection as amended; but it was negatived: Ayes 
65, noes 94. 

In the 13th section, Mr. VINTON moved to 
strike out $5,000 in the clause for Government 
buildings, and insert $10,000. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, admitted that $5,000 
was too small a sum for permanent public build- 
ings; but as yet the permanent seat of government 
could not be known, and $5,000 was amply suffi- 
cient for such as were at present needed. 

Mr. VINTON Withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. VAN DYKE moved that the committee 
rise, 

Mr. VINTON remonstrated. He hoped no 
Whig would be found unwilling to go on with the 
public business. 

In the 15th section, Mr. VINTON moved an 
amendment limiting the sum to be received by the 
Delegate of the Territory as mileage for attendance 
during one session in Congress to $1,500. Unless 
some limit should be fixed, he would be entitled 
under the existing law to no man knew how much; 
some said $16,000. 

Mr. COBB warmly opposed this amendment. 
He moved to strike it out, and to substitute for it 
a declaration that the Delegate should receive no 
more than he should be entitled to receive under 
existing laws. The law of mileage ought to be 
revised; but in the mean while no difference ought 
to be made between the Delegate from Oregon and 
any other. 

Mr. VINTON said members’ mileage had been 
restricted to $1,000. 

Mr. COBB said it wasetrue such a clause had 
been inserted in the civil and diplomatic bill, but 
it was well known that the Senate would strike it 
out. He went for dispensing equal justice to all. 
Let the Delegate feel, when he appeared here, that 
he stood on an equal footing with all the rest. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved to limit the sum to 
$2,500. 

This was agreed to. 

The amendment as thus amended was agreed 
to: Ayes 77, noes not counted. 

On motion of Mr. ROOT, the Governor was 
required to give sixty days’ notice by proclamation 
of the time and places of holding the election for 
a Delegate to Congress. 

On motion of Mr. MULLIN, a proviso was in- 
serted restricting the Legislature to the passage of 
laws not inconsistent with the Constitution of the 
United States, and refusing the right of action 
under such as were not. 


In the 18th section, Mr. HALL, of Missouri, 
moved an amendment granting to every head of a 
family over eighteen years of age three hundred 
and twenty acres of the public lands, or to every 
one who had legally declared his intention to be 
naturalized. 

_ Mr. BRODHEAD said the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands had reported on that subject. 

Mr. COLLAMER explained. A bill had been 
prepared and reported, and was ready to be acted 
on, extending the whole land system of the United 
States to the Territory of Oregon, and making pro- 
vision for all these cases. 

The amendment was rejected. 

In the 20th section, Mr. HUNT said he had 
been directed by the Committee on Commerce to 
move amendments, which he read, as follows: 

Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, That all the ports, har- 
bors, shores, and waters of the mainland of the ‘lerritory 
aforesaid, suali constitute a collection district, to be called 
the district of Oregon; and a port of entry shall be estab- 
lished at Astoria, near the mouth of the Columbia river, and 
a collector of customs shall be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, tu reside at 
such port of entry. 

Sec. 22. And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States he, and he is hereby, authorized to estab- 
lish such ports of delivery in the district created by this act, 
not exceeding two in number, (one of which shall be located 
at Nisqually,) as he may deein expedient, and may appoint, 
byjand with the advice and consent of the Senate, surveyors 
to reside thereat. 

SEC. 23. And be it further enacted, That the collector of 
said district shall be allowed a compensation of one theu- 
sand dollars per annum, and the fees allowed by law; and 
tig@compensation of any surveyor appointed in pursuance 
of this act shall not exceed five hundred dollars per annuin, 
including in said sum the fees allowed by law; and the 
amount collected by any of said surveyors for fees in auy 
one year exceeding the sum of five hundred dollars shail 
be accounted fur and paid into the treasury of the United 
States. 

Sec. 24. And be it further enacted, That the revenue laws 
of the United States be, and are hereby, extended over the 
‘Territory of Oregon. 

NEC. 25. wind be it further enacted, That the sum of ten 
thousand dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, 
out of any moneys in the treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury, for the construction of light-houses at Cape 
Disappointment and New Dunginess; and tor the construc- 
tion and anchorage of the requisite number of buoys, to in- 
dicate the channels at the muuth of the Columbia river, and, 
the approaches to the harbor of Astoria, the said buoys to be 
placed and anchored under the direction of such person as 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury shall appoint. 

The amendments were opposed by Mr. FICK- 
LIN, and were then agreed to. 

Mr. HALL, of New York, moved that so much 
of the act as related to appointments to be made 
by the President and Senate should take effect im- 
mediately, and the residue in six months; but it 
was rejected. 

Mr. MEADE moved an additional section, pro- 
hibiting the Territorial Legislature from passing 
any act prohibiting the immigration of free people 
of color. 

_ Mr. FICKLIN moved to amend it by prohibit- 
ing the admission of free negroes. 

Both amendments were rejected. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved to strike out all 
after the enacting clause, and insert the Senate’s 
compromise bill. 

The motion was ruled out of order. o 

Mr. McCLERNAND appealed, but the decision 
of the Chair was sustained: Ayes 102; noes not 
counted. 

[Great uproar and confusion. ] 

Mr. CABELL moved a subsutute for the whole 
bill. 

Mr. ROOT objected, because the substitute pro- 
vided for California and New Mexico as weil as 
Oregon. 

` The reading of Mr. CaseLL’s substitute was 
further proceeding, when— 

Mr. FARAN rose to a question of order, and 
said that it had already been read far enough to 
make it evident that it proposed a government for 
the three Territories, while the bill vefore the com- 
mittee was for the government of Oregon. He 
therefore insisted that the substitute was irrelevant 
and out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the point, and ruled 
the substitute out of order. 

The amendments having been gone through 
with— | 

On motion of Mr. WENTWORTH, the com- 
mittee rose and reported the bill and amendments 
to the House. o 

And the question being first on concurring in the 
amendments of the committee, and then on the en- 
grossment— | 


Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, demanded the previous 
question, which was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion was ordered; pending which— 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


PETITION. 


The following petition was presented under the rule, and 
referred : 

By Mr. FREEDLEY: Remonstance of citizens of the 
county of Delaware, Pennsylvania, against the passage of 
the compromise act for establishing Territorial Governments 
in Oregon, California, and New Mexico. | 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, August 1, 1848. 


Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from 
James Harrington, asking to be indemnified for 
loss of time and eXpenses during illness contracted 
in the service of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 


Mr. FELCH presented documents in relation to 
the claim of Noyes. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported House bill for the relief of Peter Sheffer, 
without amendment. 

. Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report on the claim of Littleton 
D. Teackle. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Select Committee to 
whom was referred the resolution relating to the 
publication of the result of the late exploring ex- 
peditionof J. C. Frémont, made an elaborate report; 
which was ordered to be printed. 


On motion of Mr. GREENE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be authorizad 
to deliver to Dr. Espy his report on meteorology, to make 
such additions thereto as he may deem proper, and then by 
him to be returned. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill to grant to the State 
of Wisconsin the military reservation of Fort 
Winnebago, in that State, without amendment. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending on 
the 30th of June, 1849. 

The second amendment giving four watchmen 
to the Northeast Executive Building instead of 
three, and adding $365 to the appropriation, was 
agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the fol- 
lowing items: 

For the collection of agricultural statistics, and other pur- 
poses, $3,500; which sever@suins, amounting in the whole 
to $5,800, shall be paid out of the Patent fund. 

For defraying the expenses of chemical analyses of vege- 
table substances, produced and used for the food of man and 
animals in the United States, to be expended under the 
direction of the Commissioner of Patents, $1,000; the said 
sum to be paid out of the Patent fund. 

Mr. BADGER wished to know why it was pro- 
posed to strike out these items? 

Mr. ATHERTON said he thought these anes 
would be better done by individuals and scientific 
societies than by the Government. 

Mr. CALHOUN was in favor of the amend- 
ment, as he thought the mania for purchasing 
books and book-making required to be checked. 
He thought, too, that the Commissioner had enough 
to do without meddling with these matters, and 
with which the Government ought not to connect 
itself, 

Mr. BADGER could not agree as to the pro- 
priety of this amendment. He thought it quite as 
Important to expend a little on agricultural objects 
as on geographica’ explorations. 

Mr. KING was against these expenditures, and 
would vote for the amendment. He said the cost 
of publishing the history of the exploring expe- 
dition was $140,000. Where were we to stop? 
He was not aware of any information of value be- 
ing derived from these agricultural works. 

Mr. HALE said he should move to strike out 
the items for the exploring expedition, when we 
reached them. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, said we ex- 
pended a great deal of money in making discover- 
ies; and those works which we are publishing are 
unprofitable speculations for the Government. He 
did not see, however, that this objection which had 
been raised to expensive publications ought ta 
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apply to the collection of agricultural statistics. 
He referred to the report from the Patent Office, 
made at this session, as more valuable, and less 
burdened with trash, than the reports which had 
preceded it. 

,. Mr. DICKINSON referred to the exploration of 
the Dead Sea which was in progress, stating that 
it was undertaken by the officers of a provision 
ship which our Government had found it necessary 
to station in the Mediterranean, who had obtained 
leave of absence for the purpose of visiting that 
interesting part of the country. 

Mr. BUTLER said he should vote against all 
these schemes. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he was in favor of col- 
lecting statistics, but he was opposed to the publi- 
cation of books. He did not like book-farming, 
having never found that farmers who farmed from 
books were good for anything. 

Mr. DOWNS thought this effort at retrench- 
ment was beginning at the wrong end: it was com- 
mencing with stopping the only book in which the 
people took any interest. We take a different view 
of this subject from that taken by the people, who 
complain more loudly of our long speeches, which 

elt us in session eight months out of twelve, than 

of the appropriation of a little money for the pub- 
lication of useful works. Our system is founded 
on the principle that the people must have light. 

Mr. NILES regarded this business of protecting 
agriculture as not belonging to the legitimate duties 
of Government, in its legislative action: it belongs 
to the people and the States. If it does belong to 
Government, we are too inoperative: we ought to 
have a proper bureau and competent professors. 
He remarked on the imperfection of everything 
done by Congress in the way of collecting statis- 
tics, and thought we had better stop short. Butif 
we were to go on with the system of enlightening 
the country, it would be as well to publish those 
valuable primary books which are useful for edu- 
cation, and are eagerly sought after throughout the 
whole country, by parents and teachers. 

The question was divided; and the question was 
first taken on the part relating to the agricultural 
ea by yeas and nays, and decided as fol- 

OWS: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atherton, Bell, Benton, Bradbury, But- 
ler, Calhoun, Dickinson, Dix, Hale, Hunter, King, Lewis, 
Mason, Metcalfe, Niles, Turney, and Yulee—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bor- 
land, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Dayton, Dodge, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Fitzgerald, Foote, 
Greene, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson 
of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, Mangum, Miller, Phelps, 
Rusk, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, 
Walker, and Westcott—33. 
` The question was then taken on the second 


branch of the amendment, which was agreed to. 


An amendment appropriating the sum of fifteen 
hundred dollars for the purchase of scientific works 
for the Patent Office, and of three hundred dollars 
for the librarian, payable out of the Patent Office 
fund, was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the re- 
duction of five hundred dollars in the salary of the 
First Comptroller. 

Mr. ATHERTON briefly defended the amend- 
ment, on the ground that the present moment, 
when the duties were more arduous than usual, 
was most Inappropriate for a reduction of salaries. 

Mr. BADGER also defended the amendment. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the re- 
duction of five hundred dollars from the salary of 
the Secend Comptroller; which was agreed to. 


The next amendment, inserting six instead of 
three additional clerks in the office of the Second 
Comptroller, was agreed to. 

All the other amendments, striking out the re- 
uctions of salaries introduced by the House of 
epresentatives, were agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
At one o’clock, the Senate, on motion of Mr. 
USK, proceeded to the consideration of Execu- 
ive business; and the doors remained closed until 
ear three o’clock, when they were reopened. 
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The following business took place in the Senate 
after the galleries were cleared, and before the 
Senate Chamber doors were shut: 

The joint resolution from the House appointing 
a joint committee of three from each House to de- 
vise some mode for the reporting of the proceed- 
ings and debates of the two Houses of Congress 
was taken up and adopted, and Messrs. BENTON, 
Rusk, and Carron, were appointed on the part of 
the Senate. 

The joint resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives giving the thanks of Congress to the officers, 
sailors, and marines of the United States navy, for 
their efficient codperation and services in the late 
war with Mexico, was considered in Committee 
of the Whole, and after having been read a third 
time, the question being on its passage— 

Mr. HALE demanded the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and the vote stood as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bell, 
Borland, Bradbury, Butler, Clarke, Clayton, Dayton, Dickin- 
son, Dix, Douglas, Downs, Fitzgerald, Greene, Houston, 
Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, King, 
Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Metcalfe, Miller, Niles, Rusk, Se- 
bastian, Spruance, Turney, Underwood, Upham, Walker, 
Westcott, and Yulee—37. 

NAY—Mr. Hale—t. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported a joint resolution granting to the 
Jackson Monument Association the cannon taken 
by General Jackson in hiscampaigns, for the con- 
struction of his monument. Mr. D. pressed on 
the Senate immediate action on the resolution, 
which was yielded, and the resolution passed. 


Mr. WESTCOTT, on the eve of adjournment 
this evening, was indulged, through the courtesy 
of the presiding officer, in introducing, out of time, 
a bill to cede the Everglades of Florida to that 
State; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


After the doors were reopened— 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments to the civil and diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill, when all the amendments of the commit- 
tee were agreed to, with the exception of the 
following items, which were passed by as likely 
to meet with opposition: | 

The proviso relating to a captain of the navy 
being appointed to the Bureau of Provisions and 
Clothing. 

That relating to the appropriation of $50,000 for 
the payment of claims of the Spanish Government - 
against the United States. 

That relating to the item of $30,000 for the pur- 
chase of one or more bridges over the Eastern | 
Branch, to be made free of toll; and that relating | 
to the extension of the appropriation from $65,000 | 
to $115,000 relating to surveys in Michigan, Wis- 
conain, and Iowa, and private claims in Florida. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, the bill was further 
amended sô as to place the assistant Postmaster 
Generals on the same footing as Auditors of the 
Treasury by increasing their salaries $500 each. 

Saa other amendments offered were adopted; 
when— 

On motion of Mr. TURNEY, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, August 2, 1848. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. McCLELLAND obtained the floor, but 
yielded it to— 

Mr. BURT, who observed that a message had 
been received from the President containing in- 
formation called for by the House in regard to the 
number of Indians, &c. If the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means intended to call 
up the army appropriation bill, it was important, 
nay almost indispensable, that this message and 
the documents accompanying it should be before 
acted on that bill. He would 
therefore propose that by general consent that 
message should now be taken up, and, with the ac- 
companying documents, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER stated that there were upon his 


New SERIES........No. 65. 


a 


table two Executive messages which had been 
received prior to this one, besides many bills from 
the Senate. Was it the pleasure of the House now 
to dispose of them? 

Mr. STEPHENS wanted to know what this 
last message contained ? 

Mr. BURT explained that it related to the num- 
ber of Indians in Oregon and other Territories, &c., 
and the requisite military force that would in con- 
sequence be required to be retained when the army 
should be reduced. a 

Mr. STEPHENS said he had no objection that 
this message should be taken up and considered; 
but if the motion was understood to include the 
peace message, he should object. 


The SPEAKER replied that it did not; and he 
then laid before the House the following message: 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: 


In answer to the resolution of the House of Repregenta- 
tives of the 17th instant, requesting the President ‘‘ to com- 
‘municate (if not inconsistent with the public interest) copies 
‘of all instructions given to the Hon. Ambrose H. Sevier and 
‘ Nathan Clifford, commissioners appointed to conduct ne- 
€ gotiations for the ratification of the treaty lately concluded 
‘between the United States and the Republic of Mexico,” I 
have to state that in my opinion it would be ‘inconsistent 
with the public interest” to give publicity to these instruc- 
tions at the present time. I avail myself of this occasion to 
observe, that as a general rule, applicable to all our import- 
ant negotiations with foreign Powers, it could not fail to be 
prejudicial to the public interest to publish the instructions to 
our ministers until some time had elapsed after the conclu- 
sion of such negotiations. In the present case, the object 
of the mission of our commissioners to Mexico has been ac- 
complished. The treaty, as amended by the Senate of the 
United States, has been ratified, the ratifications have been 
exchanged, and the treaty has been proclaimed as the su- 
preme law of the land. No contingency occurred which 
made it either necessary or proper for our commissioners 
to enter upon any negotiations with the Mexican Govern- 
ment, further than to urge upon that Government the ratifi- 
cation of the treaty in its amended form. 


JAMES K. POLK. 
WASHINGTON, July 29, 1848. 


Referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


The SPEAKER laid also before the House the 
following message: 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

I communicate herewith a report from the Secretary of 
War, containing the information called for by the resolution 
of the House of Representatives of the 17th July, 1848, in 
relation to the number of Indians in Oregon, California, and 
New Mexico, the number of military posts, the number of 
troops which will be required in each, and ‘the whole 
military force which should constitute the peace establish- 
ment.’ 

I have seen no reason to change the opinion expressed in 
my message to Congress of the 6th July, 1848, transmitting 
the treaty of peace with Mexico, that “the old army, as it 
‘ existed before the commencement of the war with Mexico, 
‘especially if authority be given to fill up the rank and file 
‘ of the several corps to the maximum number authorized 
‘during the war, will be a sufficient force to be retained in 
‘service during a period of peace.”?? The old army consists 
of fifteen regiments. By the actof13th May, 1846, the Pres- 
ident was authorized by voluntary enlistments to increase 
the number of privates ‘‘in each or any of the companies of 
‘the existing regiments of dragoons, artillery, and infantry, 
‘to any number not exceeding one hundred,” and to “ re- 
‘duce the same to sixty-four when the exigencies requiring 
‘the present increase shall cease.” Should this act remain 
in force, the maximum number of the rank and file of the 
army authorized by it would be over 16,000 men, exclusive 
of officers. Should the authority conferred by this act be 
continued, it would depend on the exigencies of the service 
whether the number of the rank and file should he increased, 
and if so, to what amount beyond the minimum number of 
sixty-four privates to a company. Allowing sixty-four pri- 
vates to a company, the army would be over 10,000 men, 
exclusive of commissioned and non-commissioned officers, 
a number which it is believed will be sufficient; hut, asa 
precautionary measure, itis deemed expedient that the Ex- 
ecutive should possess the power of increasing the strength 
of the respective corps, should the exigencies of the service 
be such as to require it. Should these exigencies not call 
fur such increase, the discretionary power given by the act 
to the President will not be exercised. 

It will be seen, from the report of the Secretary of War, 
that a portion of the forces will be employed in Oregon, New 
Mexico, and Upper California, a portion for the protection 
of the Texas frontier, adjoining the Mexican possessions, 
and bordering on the territory occupied by the Indian tribes 
within her limits. After detailing the force necessary for 
these objects, it is believed a sufficient number of troops 
will remain to afford security and protection to our Indian 
frontier in the west and northwest, and to occupy, with 
sufficient garrisons, the posts on our northern and Atlantic 
borders. I have no reason at present to believe that any in- 
crease of the number of regiments or one will be required 
during a period of peace. JAMES K., POLK, 


WASHINGTON, August 1, 1843., 
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Referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, enclosing a map of the esti- 
mated surface of the Territories of the United 
States, north and west of the regularly organized 
States of the Union, compiled from Tanner’s large 
map of North America, and Disturnell’s map of 
Mexico, published in New York in 1847, and on 
which is represented the parallel of 36° 30’ north 
latitude. Referred to the Committee on Engra- 
ving. 

SENATE BILLS, ETC. 

Senate bills of the following titles were taken 
up, read a first and second time, and referred to 
appropriate committees: a 

A bill to carry into effect certain provisions in 
the treaties between the United States and China 
and the Ottoman Porte, giving certain judicial 

owers to ministers and consuls of the United 
tatee, in those countries. 

A bill for giving effect to certain treaty stipula- 
tions between this and foreign Governments for 
the apprehension and delivering up of certain of- 
fenders. 

A bill to modify the 4th clause of the 7th sec- 
tion of an act entitled ‘“‘ An act to enable the peo- 
ple of Wisconsin Territory to form a constitution 
and State government, and for the admission of 
such State into the Union,” approved August 6, 
1846. 

A bill for the better organization of the district 
court of the United States within the State of Lou- 
isiana. ; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Thomas G. V. Owen, deceased. 


The Senate bill for the relief of Charity Hen- 
nington was read a first and second time, and or- 
dered to be read a third time, and was read a third 
time and passed. | 

Subsequently, Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsyl- 
vania, moved that the vote on the passage of the 
bill be reconsidered; which motion to reconsider 
lies over for the present. 


FLORIDA CLAIMS. 

The Senate bill providing for the obtaining of 
testimony in relation to claims for losses sustained 
in the late Florida war was read twice. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL moved a con- 
currence in the Senate’s amendment to the bill es- 
tablishing a commission for the settlement of claims 
in Florida, and that the bill be put upon its third 
reading. 

Mr. BRODHEAD wanted further explanation 
on the necessity of passing such a bill. He did 
not perceive the necessity of employing a commis- 
sion to settle claims for property destroyed by In- 


dians. 

Mr. POLLOCK said, these claims in Florida 
had been contested; they had been before the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and a majority of such of'them as 
were just had already been paid or would be. He 
thought there was no need of a commission to ad- 
judicate them. He would not say that there was 
more in the bill than appeared on its face; but he 
would say that justice did not require the bill to 
pass. He thought it ought to go to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CABELL said that nothing was asked in 
this bill which would commit the Gevernment to 
the payment of any claim for which it was not 
justly liable. There was something peculiar in the 
position of Florida. ‘There were thousands of 
claims which were continually pressed on its repre- 
sentatives in Congress, many of which were valid, 
while others were of doubtful character. This 
bill provided that a commissioner shall be appoint- 
ed to take testimony by which the claims should 
be tested, but it provided for no definitive action 
iv any case. The whole was to be laid before 
Congress. The object was to get rid of the many 
hundreds of petitions which were continually pour- 
ing upon them, and with which they were reluctant 
to trouble the House. They wished that a com- 
missioner should examine into the grounds of the 
several claims, and lay the result before Congress. 
All the testimony was to be taken on oath; and by 
this arrangement all the testimony would be ob- 
tained which was favorable to the United States. 
‘When claims were disposed of in the usual way, 
all the testimony was ex parte, and all against the 
Government, and in favor of the claimant. But 
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here an individual would be appointed to attend on 
the part of the Government, and the facts on both 
sides would be obtained. 

Mr. POLLOCK said there was already a gen- 
eral law which covered all cases of claims from 
Indian spoliations: why this special legislation in 
behalf of Florida claimants above and in prefet- 
ence to all others? 

Mr. GIDDINGS inquired whether these claims 
would not have to be passed upon by the House? 

Mr. CABELL replied that they would, They 
were very numerous, and the arrangement pro- 
posed would be in the result a saving to the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. GIDDINGS was opposed to the bill, as 
being partial in its character. There was a law 
now for all these cases of [Indian spoliations. 
They had taken place all along our frontier, and 
there were claims from other quarters of the Union 
as well as those from Florida. Why should these 
have preference? Partial legislation was not cred- 
itable to any Government. Either the claimants 
on the northwest frontier ought to have the same 
advantage, or neither ought to have it. He ob- 
jected to having the bill put on its passage: it was 
unjust. There had scenes of Indian cruelty taken 
place on the northwest frontier fully as well en- 
titled to sympathy and relief as any that had hap- 
pened in Florida. 

Mr. DICKINSON urged the same objection to 
the bill, as being partial. There were persons in 
Ohio who had suffered in the same way, and 
whose claims were as well entitled to regard. The 
claims in question might be referred to the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CABELL said there seemed to be some 
misapprehension as to the nature and objects of 
the bill. No special or partial legislation was 
proposed by it at all. He had no objection that 
every claimant should be required in the outset to 


make oath to the justice of his clafm; but while 


they remained as they now did, they formed a 
political element, employed by both Whigs and 
Democrats for electioneering purposes: he was 
desirous that this should be put an end to. The 
Florida claimants would have to make oath before- 
hand to the justice of their claims; if those from 
the gentleman’s district were required to do the 
same, he had no objection they should be put on 
an equal footing. 

Mr. DICKINSON insisted that this bill ought 
to go to a committee. He referred to a provision 
in the treaty with the Wyandot Indians, in which 
$20,000 had been allowed to satisfy similar claims 
to these: they needed a commission to settle them 
just as much as it was needed in Florida. He 
moved to refer the bill to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. BURT, being well satisfied the House had 
no idea of appointing any such agent for claims in 
Florida, Ohio, or elsewhere, moved to lay the bill 
upon the table. 

The motion was promptly carried, the yeas and 
nays being refused. 


Mr. BOWLIN moved to reconsider the vote, and 
to lay that motion on the table. Agreed to. 


THE CHEROKEE CLAIMS. 


The joint resolution of the Senate authorizing 
the proper accounting officers of the treasury to 
make a just and fair settlement of the claims of the 
Cherokee nation of Indians according to the prin- 
ciples established by the treaty of August, 1846, 
was read a first and second time. “` 

Mr. FARAN said that we had already a state- 
ment of these accounts from the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs: why order another statement from 
the Second Comptroller? If there was no mistake 
as to the proper construction of the language of 
the treaty, the whole matter might be settléd in 
twenty minutes. l 

Mr. BURT said that the resolution asked a set- 
tlement of these accounts from the regular account- 
ing officers of the treasury. He was aware that 
the Indian Commissioner had made a statement in 
regard to them, but we ought to have one from the 
officers of the treasury. The resolution proposed 
no definitive action: and he hoped the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Faran] would not object that the 
House should have all the information it could ob- 
tain upon the subject. 

Mr. FARAN said he had no objection to the res- 
olution, if this was to be a final disposal of the 
matter. 
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Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, advocated the 
resolution. The Second Comptroller (Governor 
Parris) had been one of the commissioners to settle 
the treaty under which these claims arose, and was 

| ne most proper officer to examine and report upon 
them. 

He moved the previous question. 

Mr. ROOT asked him to withdraw it long enough 
| to suffer Mr. R. to inquire why this claim did not 
| take the usual course in being referred to the officer 

at the head of the Indian Bureau? 

Mr. JOHNSON replied there were various 
claims which had arisen under the treaty of 1846. . 
They had been referred to the Commissioner on 
Indian Affairs, who had made a report upon them, 
stating a certain amount to be due to the claimants: 
it was now proposed to refer the matter for fur- 
ther examination to the accounting officers of the 
treasury. 

Mr. ROOT said that it then appeared that this 
was an attempt to get over a report which had been 
made by the Commissioner of the Indian Bureau. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, said the 
question was a very simple one. It was whether 
the opinion of the Second Comptroller and the At- 
torney General of the United States was better au- 
thority than that of Mr. Medill, the Indian Com- 
missioner. Governor Parris was understood to be 
in favor of the claim, and Mr. Medill against it. 
The Senate wished it to go to the accounting offi- 
cers of the treasury. 

Mr. BARRINGER explained. This resolution 
proposed to refer the conflicting claims of the Cher- 
okee Indians under the treaty of 1846. Without 
going into the nature of the claims, he would state 
the fact, that there were various and conflicting 
claims under the previous Cherokee treaty of 1845. 
There were three or four different parties con- 
cerned in them. They had been attempted to be 
adjusted by a subsequent treaty of 1846, and Gov- 
ernor Parris had been one of the commissioners to 
do this. Mr. Medill, the Indian Commissioner, 
had rejected the claims, and a part of the tribe pro- 
tested against his decision. 

Mr. BURT said that these claims had not by the 
treaty been referred to the decision of the Commis- 
sioner of Midian Affairs. | 

Mr. BARRINGER said he was aware of that. 
But he seemed to have supposed that he was au- 
thorized to settle them, and he had attempted to do 
it; but the Indians opposed it. Hence it was pro- 
posed to send the whole matter to the officers of 
the treasury. 

Mr. FARAN asked whether there was any dis- 
pute as to the amount of the claims ? 

Mr. BARRINGER replied in the negative. 

Mr. FARAN said he understood the dispute 
was as to the fund out of which the claims were 
to be paid. 

Mr. BARRINGER said it was. 

Mr. B. according to promise, renewed the motion 
for the previous question. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. Lost. 7 

And, under the previous question, the resolution 
was passed: Yeas 114, nays 75. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 
reconsider the vote upon the passage, and warmly 
opposed the resolution, urging that it was tanta- 
mount to authorizing the payment of these claims, 
amounting to some $2,900,000. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired whether 
-the treaty of 1836 was not one of the points to be 

decided by the resolution? if it was not to’ be de- 
cided whether the entire expenses for the removal 
and subsistence of the Indians, amounting to some 
$6,000,000, should come out of the treasury, or 
out of the Cherokee fund ? 

Mr. THOMPSON replied, that was the main 
point in the controversy; that it involved the 
amount of something like $2,900,000, and further 
objected to submitting it to the accounting officere 
unless Congress prescribed the principles on whic. 
it should be decided. He hoped the resolutior 
would be referred to the Committee on Indiar 
Affairs; that the bill reported by the chairman c 
the Committee of Claims, [Mr. RocxweE 1, of Cor 
necticut,] providing for the establishment of - 
board for the investigation of claims upon tł 
Government, would be taken up and passe 
This board would be composed of .the most em 
nent men of the country, and they would repo 
the result of their investigations to Congress- 
which would then be enabled to act in an intellige: 
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manner and avoid the plunder of the treasury, so 
often the result of pressing bills through under the 
influences that had been thrown around this by 
gentlemen without the bar, who were appealing to 
members to do justice to the poor Indian, when 
they themselves would receive a large share of the 
appropriation: 

r. GENTRY said, the gentleman from Mis- 
fissippi was wholly in errar. Neither the con- 
struction of the treaty, nor any of the questions 
to which he had referred, would be settled under 
the resolution. The whole sum and substance of 
the resolution was, to authorize the proper officers 
to investigate the subject, and report the result of 
their examination to Coas at the next session 
for their action. He caused to be read the reso- 
Jution, to show that this was its effect. 

Some conversation and explanations occurred 
between Messrs. GENTRY, PRESTON, and 
THOMPSON, of Mississippi, and others. 

Mr. CLINGMAN suggested, in order to obviate 
the objections of Mr. THoypson, that the resolu- 
tion be so modified as to provide, instead of a 
& settlement,” for a “ just and fair statement of the 
accounts’? by the proper officers to Congress; 
which suggestion was finally received by general 
consent, and the resolution modified accordingly. 

Mr. THOMPSON wished a further modifica- 
tion, by adding, that ‘no moneys shall be paid 
on said settlement until the principles thereof are 
adopted and approved by the Senate.” 

Objections eine made, this modification was 
not received. 

The motion to reconsider was then laid on the 
table, on motion of Mr. GENTRY; and thus the 
resolution is finally passed. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The House bill to change the place of holding 
the district court of the United States for the mid- 
dle district of Alabama, and for other purposes, 
which was ordered some days since to be engross- 
ed, was read a third time, and passed, and sent to 
the Senate for concurrence. 

The amendments of the Senate to the House 
bill for the relief of Archibald Beard and twenty- 
one other Tennessee mounted volunteers, were 
read and agreed to, and the title of the bill was 
amended so as to read ‘“‘ An act for the relief of 
certain Tennessee volunteers.” 

The amendments of the Senate to the joint reso- 
lution of the House authorizing the Secretary of 
State to furnish the clerk of the district court of the 
United States for the western district of Virginia 
four copies of Little & Brown’s edition of the Laws 
of the United States, were also read and agreed to, 
and the title of the joint resolution was amended 
to read, * Joint resolution authorizing the Secre- 
tary of State to furnish the clerks-of the several 
district and circuit courts of the United States with 
copies of Little & Brown’s edition of the Laws of 
the United States. 


REVOLUTIONIZING MEXICO. 


Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, asked the 
general consent of the House to offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States he re- 
quested to inform this House whether he has received in- 
formation of the fitting out, by citizens of the United States, 
of an armed expedition to revolutionize certain of the Mex- 
ican States, with the intention of establishing an independ- 
ent Government; and if any, and what, measures have been 
taken by the authorities of the United States to prevent such 
expedition. 

The reception of the resolution was objected to 
by Messrs. BIRDSALL, JONES, of Tennessee, 
and others. , 


SOUTHERN MAIL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
joint resolution of the Senate to authorize and re- 
quire a renewal of the contract for carrying the 
southern mail. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, inquired if this resolu- 
tion did not direct the Postmaster General to make 
the contract with this route at the prices paid by 
‘his predecessor, being about $260 per mile? 

r. GOGGIN replied, yes, for the railroad por- 
tion of the route. 

Mr. COBB understood, then, that it was pro- 
posed to renew the contract which the Postmaster 
General and this House had over and over again 
refused. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to lay the 
resolution on the table, but withdrew for a mo- 


ment at the request of, and on pledge of its renewal 


y— 

Mr. GOGGIN, who explained that although the 
resolution did not authorize to be paid what the 
present Postmaster General had ever contracted to 
pay, it did authorize what had acuay been paid 

y the present Postmaster General and his prede- 
cessors since 1843, up to within a few months, 
under a contract made by the predecessor of the 
present Postmaster General. He would state fur- 
ther, that when this question was up before, there 
was a difficulty as to damages which might be 
claimed by the bay route. That company now 
agreed to waive all such claims, and there was no 
obstacle in the way of the settlement of this ques- 
tion but the passage of this resolution, in order to 
restore to the South and the whole country these 
mail facilities. In accordance with his pledge, he 
renewed the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, interposed the remark 
that he understood the claims for damages were 
not waived by all the companies who might be en- 
titled to them. 

The resolution was laid on the table: Ayes 122, 
noes 64. 

Mr. CHASE moved to reconsider the vote, and 
to lay the motion on the table; which was agreed 
to. 


GRANT TO ILLINOIS. 


The House proceeded to consider the Senate bill 
granting to the state of Illinois the right of way, 
and a donation of public lands, for making a rall- 
road connecting the Upper and Lower Mississippi 
with the chain of northern lakes at Chicago; which 
was reported with amendments from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands some time since. 

Messrs. COLLAMER, LINCOLN, and others, 
made remarks in explanation of the bill which was 
pending; when— 

OREGON. 


On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, the 
House resumed the consideration of the bill to es- 
tablish the Territorial Government of Oregon, and 
the amendments thereto reported by the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, on which the previous ques- 
tion had been seconded, and the main question 
ordered. 

The question being on agreeing to the said 
amendments, they were severally read and agreed 
to without division, except the two following, on 
which separate votes were taken, viz: 

On concurring with the Committee of the Whole 
in striking out in the second section the words, 
“ and shall approve of all laws passed by the Le- 
gislative Assembly before they shall take effect. 
[The effect of this amendment is to deprive the 
Governor of the power of approval or disapproval 
of the laws passed by the Legislature. | 

The vote on agreeing to this amendment re- 
sulted: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, 
Bingham, Birdsall, Blanchard, Botts, Boydon, Brady, But- 
ler, Canby, Cathcart, Chapmgn, Chase, Clapp, Beverly L. 
Clarke, Cucke, Collamer, Collins, Conger, Cranston, Cris- 
field, Crowell, Crozier, Cummins, Darling, Dickey, Dixon, 
Duer, Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Ed- 
wards, Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, 
Fisher, Flournoy, Freedley, French, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, 
Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Willard P. 
Hall, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, 
Haskell, Henry, Hill, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, George 8. 
Houston, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Jenkin8’, Andrew Jobnson, John W. Jones, 
Kellogg, Kennon, Thomas B. King, Daniel P. King, Lahm, 
William T. Lawrence, Sidney Lawrence, Lincoln, Maclay, 
McClelland, McClernand, Mcliivaine, Marsh, Marvin, Mil- 
ler, Morris, Mullin, Nelson, Newell, Outlaw, Palfrey, Peck, 
Pendleton, Pollock, Preaton, Putnam, Reynolds, Robinson, 
Rockhill, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Roman, Rose, 
Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, Sil- 
vester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stark- 
weather, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, 
Tallmadge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
Richard W. Thompson, Tompkins, Toombs, Tuck, Turner, 
Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, White, and Wil- 
mot—] 32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayly, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Brod- 
head, William G. Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Franklin 
Clark, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Faran, Featherston, 
Ficklin, Fries, Green, Hammons, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Harris, Henley, Inge, Charles J. Ingergoll, Iverson, Jameson, 
Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, La Sére, 
Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, Lynde, McDowell, McKay, Mc- 
Lane, Job Mann, Meade, Nicoll, Peaslee, Petrie, Pettit, 
Peyton, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Sawyer, 
Simpson, Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, James 
Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, William Thompson, 
Thurston, Venable, Wallace, Wick, Wiley, Williams, and 
Woodwaid—63. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


The other amendment was on agreeing with the 
Committee of the Whole in striking out that part 
of the 12th section which extends the ordinance of 
1787 over the Oregon Territory, which is in the 
following words: 

t That the inhabitants of said Territory shall be entitled 
to enjoy all and singular the rights, privileges, and immuni- 
ties granted and secured to the people of the territory of the 
United States northwest of the river Ohio, by the articles of 
compact contained in the ordinance for the government of 
said territory, on the thirteenth day of July, seventeen hun- 
dred and eighty-seven; [and shall be subject to all the con- 
ditions, and restrictions, and prohibitions in said articles of 
compact imposed upon the people of said territory,] and.” 


On agreeing to this amendment, the yeas and 
nays were taken, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Barringer, Bayly, Beale, Birdsall, Bocock, 
Botts, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, Wm. G. Brown, 
Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cabell, Chapman, Chase, Beverly L. 
Clarke, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Cocke, Crisfield, Crozier, Daniel, Garnett Duncan, Alexan- 
der Evans, Featherston, Ficklin, Flournoy, French, Fulton, 
Gayle, Gentry, Goggin, Green, Willard P. Hall, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Harris, Haskell, Hill, Hilliard, Isaac E. Holmes, 
George S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Iverson, 
Jameson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. 
Jones, John W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Thomas Butler 
King, La Sére, Ligon, Lumpkin, McClernand, McDowell, 
McKay, McLane, Miller, Outlaw, Pendicton, Phelps, Pills- 
bury, Preston, Rhett, Richardson,Robinson, Roman, Sawyer, 
Shepperd, Simpson, Sims, Stanton, Stephens, Thibodeaux, 
Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, Tompkins, 
Toombs, Venable, Wallace, Wick, and Woodward—88. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashmun, Bingham, 
Blanchard, Brady, Butler, Canby, Cathcart, Franklin Clark, 
Collamer, Collins, Conger, Cranston, Crowell, Cummins, 
Darling, Dickey, Dickinson, Dixon, Duer, Daniel Duncan, 
Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Nathan Evans, Faran, 
Farrelly, Fisher, Freedleyv, Fries, Giddings, Gott, Gregory, 
Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, Hammons, Jas. G. Hamp- 
ton, Moses Hampton, Henley, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, Jobn 
W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, Kellogg, Daniel P. King, Lahm, William T. Law- 
rence, Sidney Lawrence, Lincoln, Lord, Lynde, Maclay, 
McClelland, McIlvaine, Job Mann, Horace Mann, Marsh, 
Marvin, Morris, Mullin, Nelson, Newell, Nicoll, Palfrey, 
Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Pettit, Pollock, Putnam, Reynolds, 
Richey, Rockhill, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Rose, 
Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Sherrill, Silvester, Slin- 
gerland, Smart, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Truman 
Smith, Starkweather, Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, 
Strohm, Tallmadge, Taylor, James Thompson, Richard W. 
Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, Turner, Tuck, 
Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, White, Wiley, 
Williams, and Wilmot—114. 


So the House refused to concur with the com- 
mittee in striking out. 

The amendments having all been acted on— 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and be- 
ing engrossed, was read a third time, and, under 
the operation of the previous question, was passed 
by yeas and nays: Yeas 129, nays 71. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to reconsider the 
last vote; which motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Asumun, of Massachu- 
setts, in the chair.) 

The committee, on motion of Mr. VINTON, 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for the support of the army for the 
year ending June 30, 1849. 

Mr. VINTON said it was perhaps proper that 
he should state that the original army bill, which 
was reported some five or six months ago, and 
which was predicated upon the supposition of the 
continuance of the war through the present fiscal 

ear, had, at a subsequent period, been recommit- 
ted to the Committee of Ways and Means. That 
was the bill that was, in fact, before the commit- 
tee. He did not propose to ask that it should be 
read, but he sent up to the Chair the bill which 
the Committee of Ways and Means had reported 
as a substitute for that bill upon its reeommitment. 
It was No. 618. He offered it as a substitute for 
the original bill, together with the following amend- 
ment, to come in after line twenty-one. . 

[The amendment was read, and appropriates 
43,000,000 for the three months’ extra pay granted 

v the act of the last month to the officers, musi- 
cians, and privates of the army.] l 

He would briefly state the grounds on which the 
new, or the substitute bill had been reported by 
the Committee of Ways and Means. After the 
resumption of peace with Mexico, the President 
of the United States, as will be recollected by all 
the members of the committee, had sent in a mes- 
sage to Congress, recommending that the peace 
establishment of the army should stand on the 


basis on which it was placed by the act of 13th 
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May, 1846; that was to say, that all the regiments 
of the regular army should be retained, with the 
complement of one hundred men to each company. 
The Secretary of War, after that message of the 
President, had sent to the Committee of Ways 
and Means estimates for the expenditures of the 
army during the current fiscal year, predicated on 
that basis. According to these estimates, the army 
of the United States, exclusive of the officers, 
would consist of 20,219 persons. That number 
embraced, as a matter of course, not only all the 
army proper, but all the employés—all the per- 
sons composing the army, or connected with the 
army. The aggregate of these estimates, sent in 
by the Secretary of War, upon the basis of one 
hundred men toeach company, was $13,858,865 56. 
If the committee should decide upon the basis rec- 
ommended by the President of the United States 
and the estimates sent in by the Secretary of War, 
the aggregate of this bill would be the sum he had 
mentioned, viz: $13,858,865 56. 

Mr. SAWYER rose to a question of order, and 
made the point that the bill had not yet been read 
through, as the rules required, before either debate 
or amendment. 

Mr. VINTON. That was waived by common 
consent. 7 

The CHAIR decided that it was too late to 
make the objection. : 

Mr. VINTON continued. The Committee of 
‘Ways and Means had directed him to ask the 
Secretary of War to send in estimates to them 
predicated upon the basis of the army as it stood 
prior to the commencement of the war with Mex- 
1c0, or, in other words, to send in estimates to the 
Committee of Ways and Means predicated on the 
establishment of the army, as it would have been 
if the act of May 13, 1846, was repealed. That, 
asa matter of course, would leave the army in 
this way; the act of 1842 reduced the artillery and 
infantry from sixty-four to forty in a company. 
That was the basis on which the army stood at 
the time of the declaration of war with Mexico. 
Since the declaration of war with Mexico, a regi- 
ment of mounted riflemen had been raised, of sixty- 
four men to acompany, and also a company of 
engineers composed of one hundred men. That 
was the estimate on which this bill was predicated; 
and if the committee should be of opinion that 
that should be the basis of the peace establishment 
of the army, the army would then stand as it 
stood prior to the commencement of the war with 
Mexico, together with this additional regiment of 
mounted riflemen, and this company of engineers 
composed of one hundred men. The number of 
persons estimated for, including employés and all, 
was nine thousand eight hundred and ninety-one 
men of every description, exclusive of officers, who 
would then be in the employment of the Govern- 
ment; and the bill, as it now stood on that esti- 
mate as a basis, appropriated $10,595,076 56. 

The Committee of Ways and Means had also 
directed him to ask the Secretary of War to send 
to them an estimate predicated on the supposition 
that the authority given to the President of the 
United States by the act of 13th May, 1846, to 
raise the companies to 100 men were repealed, 
leaving the companies at 64 men. It would be 
recollected, that by the act of 13th May, 1846, they 
had filled up what was the skeleton army upon the 
peace establishment, as determined by the act of 
1842. The act of May, 1846, raised the compa- 
nies of the regiments of artillery and infantry from 
42 men each to not less than 64 or more than 100 
men each—giving the President autherity to fill up 
these companies to 100 men, but not to reduce 
thern below 64 men in each company. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means had directed him to 
call on the Secretary of War to send in to them 
an estimate predicated on the supposition that this, 
discretion be taken away from the President of the 
United States, leaving the companies at 64 men in 
à company, as they would then stand under the 
act of 13th May, 1846. The Secretary of War 
had sent that estimate also to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. Under that estimate, if it 
should be adopted by this committee as the peace 
establishment, the number of persons in the em- 
ployment of the army, or belonging to the army, 
exclusive of the officers, would be 13,158 men, and 
the amount of the estimates predicated on that 
basis was $11,325,531. 

The details of all these estimates were before 
him. They were in such a shape, that if the com- 


mittee should decide upon either basis, the blanks 
could be filled up in a very little time. As the bill 
now stood, it was filled up intall instances on the 
second basis he had mentioned; that was, of the 
peace establishment as it was prior to the war 
with Mexico, together with the additional regi- 
ment of mounted riflemen raised since, and the 
company of engineers of one hundred men. That 
would be the army of the United States if the bill 
stood in its present form. 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, inquired what 
was the difference in the estimated expense be- 
tween the basis of 42 men and 64 men to the com- 

any? 

Mr. VINTON replied that the estimate for 42 
men to the company was $10,595,076; for 64 men 
to the company, $11,325,535. 

Mr. DUNCAN said the difference, then, was 
about $800,000. | : 

Mr. VINTON, (continuing.) And for 100 to 
each company, the estimate was $13,858,000. 

Mr. BOYD said, before the war the number of 
each company was 42; they all understood, that 
during the war, the companies were increased to 
64 each, and authority was given to the President 
to increase the number to 100 each. Did the bill 
provide that they should continue on the basis of 
64? . 
Mr. VINTON had already been endeavoring to 
explain that point. This bill contained a clause 
repealing the act of the 13th May, 1846, the effect 
of which would be to reduce the army to the basis 
on which it stood before, under the act of 1842, 
viz: to 42 men in each company; so that the army 
would stand, in all respects, as it stood before the 
war with Mexico, excepting the addition of the 
regiment of mounted riflemen, and the company of 
engineers of 100 men. | 
= Mr. BOYD. The bill reduces the companies 
from 64 to 42 men? 

Mr. VINTON. Yes; that is the peace estab- 
lishment of 1842. 

Mr. GOTT said, by the act of 1842, we had 
fourteen regiments; two regiments of dragoons, 
fifty men in the company; four of artillery, and 
eight of infantry, forty-two in the company. By 
the act of 13th May, 1846, the President was au- 
thorized to increase the number of privates to one 
hundred in each company, and to reduce them to 
sixty-four when the exigencies of the service would 
permit. By the act of the 19th of May, the Ore- 
gon regiment of riflemen was raised. By the act 
of 1847, the provision of the act of the 13th May 
was made applicable to the Oregon regiment. By 
the act of 1847, also, there were added eight com- 
panies of artillery—two to each regiment. If the 
act of 13th of May was repealed, it would leave 
the army a little above 10,000 men. 

Mr. VINTON accepted this explanation, and 
wished to add one word in reference to the manu- 
script amendment he had sent to the Clerk, and it 
was all he proposed to say. It had been his in- 
tention simply to state to the committee the several 
estimates which the Committee of Ways and Means 
had Marts from the War Department, and what 
would be the military establishment if either of 
these bases was adopted, so that they would have 
the whole subject before them. 

The amendment which had been sent up in manu- 
script, and which composed a part of the proposi- 
tion before them, was a provisign to pay the three 
months’ extra pay provided by a law which Con- 
Sane had passed on the 19th of last month. The 

ecretary of War had sent in the estimate of 
$3,000,000 as necessary to provide for the three 
months’ extra pay thus authorized to the officers, 
musicians, and privates of the army. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means had directed him, asa 
matter of course, to Move that as an amendment to 
this bill. It must be provided for. And it should be 
remarked, that in all the estimates he had mentioned, 
this $3,000,000 was included; thus the estimate 
of $13,858,000 on the basis of the largest number 
of men, the estimate of $11,325,000 on the second 
basis, and the lower estimate of $10,595,000, each 
included this $3,000,000; so that the $10,595,000 
included in this substitute reported not ‘only pro- 
vided for the support of the army of the United 
States for the current year, but provided for three 
months’ extra pay. The actual expenses, then, of 
the army for the current year under the bill would 
be $7,595,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, then addressed 
thecommittee. He firstexamined the veto power, 


which had engaged so much of the attention of 
the House, tracing it to its rise among the Romans, 
where it was employed for the protection of the 
people, until it was abused by those who succeeded 
to sovereign sway. He next glanced at its uses 
and abuses in Norway, and then under the English 
Crown; and showed that it was restored to its right- 
ful purpose in this Republic, by whose Presidents 
it had been used only twenty-five times, though 
the enactments during that period have amounted 
to seven thousand. e then proceeded to the ex- 
amination of another topic—the origin, progress, 
and consequences of the war with Mexico. He 
said the opposite party had contended that the an- 
nexation of Texas was the cause of the war, which 
they denounced as unnecessary, unconstitutional, | 
unholy, and damnable. He then proceeded to 
show that the annexation of Texas was a Whig 
measure, for the annexation resolutiogs were those 
of Mr. Milton Brown,a Whig Representative from 
Tennessee, which received sufficient Whig votes 
to secure their adoption. He adduced document- 
ary evidence to show that those resolutions were 
claimed by members of the Whig party, and 
therefore he argued they were answerable for the 
war and its consequences. He begged, however, 
that it might be distinctly understood that the 
Democratic party shrunk from no responsibility 
which rightfully belongs to them im this respect. 

Mr. MARSH next obtained the floor, but gave 
ay to a motion to rise. The committee accord- 
ingly rose and reported progress. 


Mr. VINTON then submitted a resolution fix- 
ing twelve o’clock on Friday next for the termina- 
tion of debate on the army bill; which, after some 
discussion, was agreed to. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, August 2, 1848. 


Mr. ATCHISON laid before the Senate resolu- 
tions of a meeting of volunteers from Mexico, ask- 
ing such modification of the laws as will give them 
three months’ full pay instead of pay proper; which 
hie referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

Mr. MANGUM presented a supplemental me- 
morial from Charles Lee Jones, charging uncon- 
stitutionality on the part of the President in the 
appointment of Colonel Hughes to the command 
of the volunteers from the District of Columbia and 
Maryland; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HANNEGAN, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, reported the following House 
bills, without amendment: 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Cornelius Manning. 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Benjamin Hodges. 

Also, from the same committee, a bill for the 
relief of Robert M. Harrison. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, made adverse reports on the 
following bills from the House: 

An act for the relief of Eliza S. Roberts. 

An act providing for the payment of arrearages 
of pension to Anthony Walton Bayard.. 

An act for the relief of Francis Hutinack. 

An act for the relief of Aaron Tucker. 

An act for the relief of Sarah Hildreth. 


On motion of Mr. BELL, the prior orders were 
postponed, and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the bill for compensating Colonel Richard M. 
Johnson for the erection of the Choctaw academy. 
The bill was then read a third time and passed. 


On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill for the relief of Ward 
and Smith; which, after some discussion, was read 
a third time and passed, after some explanation 
from Mr. WESTCOTT, Mr. BENTON, and Mr. 
RUSK, in reply to questions from Mr. JOHNSON, 
of Maryland. 

The claimants, it appears, are resident mer- 
chants in California, and had advanced money to 
our navy, while off the coast, and which was des- 
titute of funds. The claimaints took drafts on the 
Navy Department, which they discounted at the 
current rates of exchange, which varied from 12} 
to 25 per cent. discount. Money at that time was 
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acarce at the legal interest of 2 per cent. per month. 
The Navy Department allowed only the amount 
of the actual principal advanced in California, and 
the claimants came to Congress for reimburse- 
ment of the amount due them for what they lost 
by the unfavorable state of the exchanges. 

_ Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, admitted the jus- 
tice of the claim, but was desirous to know what 
excuse could be made for leaving our squadron 
without funds. 

Mr. WESTCOTT replied that the funds de- 
posited for the use of the navy had been diverted 
from that object, and loaned to Colonel Frémont 
and others, for the support of the land forces under 
their command. 


On motion of Mr. WALKER, the prior orders 
were postponed, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill granting to the State of 
_ Wisconsin the military reservation at Fort Win- 
nebago, in said State; which, after being explained 
by Mr. WALKER, was read a third time and passed. 


On motion of Mr. YULEE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill from the House placing 
the sailors and marines serving in Mexico on the 
same footing as officers and soldiers of the army; 
and the bill was then read a third time and passed. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 
On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 


proceeded to the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending on 
the 30th of June, 1849. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
various amendments offered, the most of which 
were adopted. 

The following amendment was submitted by the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance: 

For compensation and expenses of a commercial agent, 
to be selected and sent abroad by the President, to collect 
information respecting the commerce, productions, and 
statistics of Asia and Eastern Africa, $10,000. 

Mr. HALE moved to insert after the words 
“ Eastern Africa,” ‘and all other parts of the 
world.”’ 

Mr. BENTON. Yes; “all other parts of the 
world.” 

Mr. HALE. I'll withdraw it. 

Mr. BENTON then made some observations in 
Opposition to the amendment, and went on to ex- 
pore the manner in which the report of Mr. Aaron 

. Palmer had been prepared, being gleaned from 
libraries, and picked up here and there. He had 
no idea of countenancing such things, pressed on 
members of Congress, as they were, in the most 
Indecent manner, their authors following mem- 
bers, ‘like (ates or shadows, from the Capitol to 
their boarding-houses, and from their boarding- 
houses tothe Capitol. This was about the extent of 
their journeys of exploration, and they were made, 
not for the purpose of throwing any light on the 
commercial condition of the world, but only to ob- 
tain their votes for an appropriation. He disliked 
this practice—to the existence of which every Sen- 
ator could testify—of dogging members to and fro, 
meeting them at every corner, and soliciting their 
votes. Such men were to be seen daily about the 
chambers of the Capitol and the boarding-houses. 
But they never annoyed him. If they ever came 
once, they took care never to repeat the visit. 

Mr. PHELPS expressed some astonishment 
that opposition should have come from that quar- 
ter. He reminded the Senator from Missouri of 
the generosity which had been displayed by the 
Senate in publishing books upon books, and maps, 
and tables, on the subject of California, and sug- 
gested, that if the same liberality had been ex. 
hibited with reference to all other countries, our 
information as to the condition of the whole world 
would be unparalleled by that of any other nation. 
He thought this was a valuable amendment, as 
commercial information concerning countries of 
which we have heretofore known nothing, could not 
fail to be most valuable to the mercantile world. 
‘He hoped the amendment would be adopted. 

Mr. BENTON repelled with much warmth the 
institution of any comparison between the useful- 


ness of the books of Mr. Frémont and the report’ 


of Mr. Palmer. Valuable as was the information 
contained in the collection of Colonel Frémont’s 
books, he would rather they were burnt to-morrow 
than be compared with such a work. 

Mr. PHELPS assured the Senator from Mis- 
souri that he was entirely mistaken; he had not 
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instituted any such comparison, nor did he place in 
juxtaposition the relative merits of the two works. 
He had voted for the information of Colonel Fré- 
mont with great pleasure, knowing and feeling, as 
he did, that it was invaluable to the country; and 
in defending this amendment, he had simply spoken 
of the value of the information to be derived to the 
commerce and trade of the country. , 

Mr. BENTON received the explanation with 
the same kind feeling it was made. , 

The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the amendment, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atherton, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Cal- 
houn, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, 
Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hamlin, Hous- 
ton, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson 
of Georgia, Lewis, Mangum, Niles, Phelps, Sebastian, and 
Sturgeon—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Benton, Borland, Brad- 
bury, Breese, Bright, Butler, Clarke, Douglas, Downs, 
Felch, Hale, Hunter, King, Mason, Metcalfe, Miller, Spru- 
TA Underwood, Upham, Walker, Westcott, and Yulee— 


The amendment relating to striking out the pro- 
viso compelling the appointment of a captain in 
the navy to the Clothing and Subsistence Bureau, 
came up, and, after considerable debate, was so 
amended as to read, that, when a vacancy oc- 
curred, it should be filled up by the appointment 
of a purser of not less than ten years’ service. 

The question was then taken on striking out 
the proviso, as amended, and decided in the affirm- 
ative: Yeas 23, nays 21. 

When the vote was announced— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said that he had 
xoted under a misapprehension, as did some other 
Senators; and he therefore moved to reconsider the 
vote. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The debate was briefly continued, when the 
vote was again taken on the proviso, and decided 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Baldwin, Benton, Brad- 
bury, Bright, Dix, Dodge, Downs, Felch, Fitzgerald, Ham- 
lin, Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, Niles, 
Walker, and Westcott—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Borland, Breese, 
Butler, Calhoun, Clarke, Clayton, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dayton, Dickinson, Foote, Greene, Hale, Johnson of Mary- 
land, Johnson of Louisiana, King, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, 
Metcalfe, Miller, Phelps, Rusk, Sebastian, Spruance, Under- 
wood, Upham, and Yulee—J0. 

The proposition ‘to allow the Commissioner of 
Public Buildings to employ a clerk led to quite an 
animated discussion, in which Mr. YULEE, Mr. 
ATHERTON, Mr. NILES, Mr. MANGUM, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. HALE, Mr. FOOTE, 
and Mr. HUNTER, took part. 

A letter was sent to the Secretary to be read, by 
the chairman of the Committee of Finance. This 
letter was written by the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings, in which he proposed that the office of 
Public Gardener should be abolished, and offered 


, to undertake the management of the public grounds, 


on the conditions and terms specified in his letter. 
The Committee on Finance, however, did not 
adopt the suggestion; and the debate principally 
related to the merits of the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings, and the efficiency of the present Public 
Gardener. — 

Mr. FOOTE and Mr. NILES characterized Dr. 
Douglas, the Commissioner, as an unsurpassed 
geologist, a profound scholar, a perfect architect, 
and an accomplished physician. 

Mr. HALE pronounced Mr. Maher, the Public 
Gardener, to be the best officer about the Capitol, 
the Secretary excepted; and stated that to his 
skill and watchfulness and industry it was to be 
attributed that the Capitol grounds were not sur- 
passed in beauty by any in the world. His 
works (said Mr. H.) praise him. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Atherton, Baldwin, Benton, 
Butler, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Downs, Fitzgerald, Foote, 
Houston, Hunter, Lewis. Niles, Phelps, and Underwood—l17. 

NAYS—Messre. Badger, Borland, Bradbury, Breese, 
Bright, Calhoun, Clayton, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dayton, Felch, Hale, Hamlin, Hannegan, John- 
son of Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, King, Mangum, Ma- 
son, Metcalfe, Miller, Rusk, Spruance, Turney, Walker, 
Westcott, and Yulee—27. 


The question then came up on the amendment 
to purchase the bridges over the Eastern Branch, 
and make them free of toll. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, advocated the 
propriety of this measure as an act of justice to 
the people of this District and of Maryland, and 
read from certain statistical tables to show how 
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great a preponderance there had been in favor of 
the Virginia over the Maryland side. 

The proposition was then carried without a 
division. 

The amendment relating to the settlement of the 
claim of the Spanish Government against the Uni- 
ted States was passed over, at the suggestion of 
some of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The next amendment was that to strike out the 
appropriation for the removal of obstructions in 
the Savannah river. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to amend the 
amendment, by inserting $50,000 for the improve- 
ment of the dam at Cumberland Island, in: the 
Ohio river. 

Mr. DIX gave notice of his desire, if that was 
sustained, to offer a similar amendment for the 
Hudson river, below Albany. 

After some debate, the Senate adjourned with- 
out taking any question. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, August 3, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted to terminate debate on the army appro- 
priation bill in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union at twelve o’clock to-morrow, 
(Friday.) The reason for his motion was, that to- 
morrow was the only day on which private bills 
to which no objection was made, could be acted 
on. There were a number of Senate bills of this 
character on the Speaker’s table; and in case the 
debate on the army bill continued till to-morrow, 
the result would be, that there would be no oppor- 
tunity to act upon these bills this session. ey 
were appropriation bills to pay some of our honest 
debts, and ought to have some portion of the time 
of the House. With the view, therefore, of closing 
the debate at two o’clock to-day, instead of wasting 
the time in making speeches which had no refer- 
ence to the subject before the House, and thata 
little time might be spent in the consideration of 
private bills which had passed the Senate, and to 
which there was no objection, he moved that the 
resolution be reconsidered. 

Mr. VENABLE moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

Mr. ROCKWELL demanded the yeas and 
nays. He wanted to see who were in favor of 
defeating all private business. ; 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 81, nays 59. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. GRINNELL called for the orders of the 
day—the call of the committees for reports. . 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, to which was referred Sen- 
ate bills for the relief of D. A. Watterson and for 
the relief of Charles M. Gibson, reported the same 


back to the House without amendment. Com- 
mitted, 

Mr. R. moved a suspension of the rules to en- 
able him to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That on Tuesday next, no other business shall 
be in order but the consideration of Senate bills on the pri- 
vate calendar, and the bills to which there is no objection 
shall first be considered in the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, raised the point of or- 
der that the Committee of Claims had no right to 
report such a resolution. 

he SPEAKER replied, that this was a motion 
to suspend the rules, made by the gentleman from 
Connecticut on his own individual responsibility, 
and that during the last ten days of the session 
the motion to suspend was always in order. 

Mr. COBB. Are we within the last ten days? 

The SPEAKER. Weare, unless Sundays are 
counted. 

Mr. COBB. We count them when we draw 
our pay. 
The SPEAKER. We do not in cases of mo- 
tions to reconsider, which are more in point. 

The question on suspending the rules was put 
and rejected. 

On motion of Mr. FLOURNOY, the Committee 
of Claims was discharged from the petition of 
William B. Crews, and it was laid on the table. 

Mr. GRINN ELL, from the Committee on Com- 
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merce, to which were referred the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill to establish a collection dis- 
trict in the State of South Carolina, and for other 
purposes, reported the same back to the House, 
with the recommendation that the House concur 
therein. 

The amendment was concurred in, and the bill 
therefore stands passed. 

Mr. G. also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred Senate bill making appropriations for 
light-houses, light-boats, &c., and providing for 
the erection and establishment of the same, report- 
ed the same back to the House without amend- 
ment. 

The bill was committed. 

Mr. G. moved that the said bill be made the 
special order after the army appropriation bill shall 
have been disposed of. Lost. 

Mr. G., from the same committee, reported a 
biil authorizing the issuing of a register to the 
barque Mary Theresa. 

The bill was read three times, passed, and sent 
to the Senate for concurrence. 

On motion of Mr. G., the Committee of the 
Whole was discharged from the consideration of 
the bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to license yachts, and for other purposes. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and, 
being engrossed, was read a third time, passed, 
and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. G, also, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported a bill to regulate the pay of certain col- 
lectors of the customs, and for other purposes. 
Read and committed. 

Mr. GREGORY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Elliot Smith and Na- 
than Farnsworth. Read and committed. 

On motion of Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsyi- 
vania, the Committee of the Whole was discharged 
from the consideration of the bill to refund a pen- 
alty remitted by the Secretary of the Treasury to 
John Hardorp. : 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and, 
being engrossed, was read the third time, passed, 
and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. HUNT moved to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole from the consideration of the bill 
of the House for the allowance of drawback on 
‘wheat imported from the British North American 
provinces, when manufactured in the United States 
and exported to foreign countries. 

The motion being objected to— 

Mr. HUNT moved a suspension of the rules, to 
enable him to make the motion above indicated. 
Lost—two-thirds not voting in favor thereof. 


On motion of Mr. DUNN, the Committee of the 
Whole was discharged from the consideration of 
the bill to grant the right of way through the pub- 
Jic lands in Indiana and Illinois to the Ohio and 
Ma Railroad Company. 

The bill being under consideration— 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved an amendment 
providing that the United States mails shall be 
transported over said road at the lowest compensa- 
tion paid to other railroads for similar service. 

Some discussion occurred, in which Messrs. 
a of Georgia, DUNN, and others, participa- 
ted. i 

Mr. DUNN moved the previous question, which 
was seconded; and, under the operation thereof, 
the amendment was agreed to, and the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed; and, being engrossed, was 
read the third time and passed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Asumun, of Massachusetts, in the 
‘chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the support of the army 
for the year ending June 30, 1848. 

A long debate ensued, embrating almost every 
political topic, which was continue till after mid- 
night. The floor was first taken by— 

Mr. MARSH, whoentered into an examination 
of the condition of the Territories in relation to the 
existence of slavery, and showed the necessity of 
peronas its existence in the Territory of Oregon 

y the legislation of Congress. 

,Mr. WILMOT addressed the committee during 
his hour in general vindication of the principles of 
‘the proviso offered by him two years since. He 
traced its origin up to Thomas Jefferson and the 
ordinance of 1787, and took a comprehensive sur- 


vey of the question as affecting the great interests 
of the new Territories and their inhabitants through 
all coming time. He professed himself a Demo- 
crat of ‘* the most straitest sect,” but denounced 
as a perversion of Democratic principles the at- 
tempt to incorporate slavery propagandism as one 
of them, and argued that slavery should be forever 
prohibited in Territories now free, in regard to the 
rights and interests of the inhabitants of those 
Territories, their children, and their children’s 
children. | 

Mr. CROZIER addressed the committee in de- 
fence of the summary action of the House in reject- 
ing the Senate’s compromise bill; and in the course 
of his speech adduced sundry reasons why he had 
himself voted to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. BIRDSALL then occupied some time in 
repelling certain insinuations which had been cast 
upon him by Mr. Couiins and Mr. STARKWEATH- 
ER, in a former debate, which were mixed up with 
New York party politics and the existing struggle 
between the Old Hunkers and Barnburners in that 
State. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER interposed several 
questions and explanations. And Mr. COLLINS, 
at a subsequent period of the debate, made a brief 
reply, having reference to the same local matters. 

Mr. CATHCART went into a speech at large 
on general politics, in which he noticed a great 
variety of topics. | 

Mr. BAYLY addressed the House in exposi- 
tion of his views upon the constitutional question 
of the respectiye powers of Congress and of the 

eople of the Territories over the Territories, and 
incidentally in defence of the Territorial bill re- 
cently received from the Senate, and laid on the 
tahle of the House. 

‘Mr. TALLMADGE, after a few remarks on 
the course of the debate and the waste of public 
time, went into an animated speech on the subject 
of internal improvements and Mr. Polk’s veto on 
the harbor bill.. 

Mr. NEWELL then rose and delivered a pre- 
pared speech, relating mainly to the necessity of 
light-houses and surf-boats for security against 
the danger of navigating the coast of New Jersey. 

Mr. BOYDON, of North Carolina, expressed 
his astonishment at the speeches which he had 
heard on this floor oh the subject of the compro- 
mise bill, and he dented that some of his Demo- 
cratic friends truly represented the State of North 
Carolina in relation to it. He held, that instead 
of bringing peace to the country, the compromise 
bill would only serve to continue the existing agi- 
tation. 

Mr. MILLER got the floor, but yielded for a 
moment to— 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, who inquired of the 
Chair whether the proposition he held in his hand 
would be in order as an amendment to the bill un- 
der consideration? Ifit were in order, he would 
desire the indulgence of the committee to make a 
few remarks upon it. If it were not in order, he 
would not uselessty consume the time of the com- 
mittee in discussing it. He would, by permission 
of the committee, read it. Mr. C. then read as fol- 
lows: 


Be it further enacted, That so much of “ An act to amend 
An act to raise fora limited time an additional military force, 
and for other purposes,” approved February 11, 1847, as 
po that bounties of lands shall he located ‘in one 

ody,” containing not less than one hundred and sixty acres, 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed; and, hereafter, war- 
rants for the said bounties may be issued for quantities con- 
taining not leas than forty acres, at the option of the holders, 
and in conformity to the legal subdivisions of the public 
lands. Provided, also, That upon the return of any such war- 
rant already issued, by the person to whom it was issued, it 
may be competent to re-issue to said person warrants, in the 
aggregate, for one hundred and sixty acres, and in quantities 
containing not Jéssa than forty acres. 


The CHAIR decided that the amendment was 


not in order at this time. 


Mr. MILLER then proceeded in his remarks, 
and went extensively into general politics and the 
Presidential election. 

Mr. TAYLOR spoke at length on the vatious 
topics which have of late occupied so large a share 
of the public attention. 

Mr. PECK commented on the uncourteous 
terms in which one department of this Government 
(the Executive) was frequently spoken of by gen- 
tlemen on this floor, and then examined the posi- 
tion of gentlemen of the South, that it was unjust 
to them to prohibit their going to the new Terri- 
tories with their slaves. He denied that it was 


unjust. He reminded them that slavery existed 
by municipal laws, and quoted decisions of south- 
ern judges to show that a slave taken by his master 
voluntarily beyond the jurisdiction of the munici- 
pal laws of the State in which he lives, becomes a 
free man. 

Mr. OUTLAW entered into an argument on 
the power of Congress over the Territories, and 
commented with severity’ on the acquisition of 
California and New Mexico, and on the war gen- 
erally. In the course of his remarks, having re- 
ferred to the design to create in Mexico the new 
republic of Sierra Madre— 

Mr. RICHARDSON took occasion to repel an 
accusation made against General Shields, of hav- 
ing a participation in the design, and stated that 
the President had assured him the Government 
had no information on the subject, but that all 
such measures would be resisted by him. | 

Mr. JAMESON next took the floor, and made 
a speech on the subjects of the veto power, the 
Presidential election, slavery inthe Territories, &c. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, followed, in 
a speech on the extra allowances made to General 
Cass while he was Governor of Michigan Terri- 


tory. 

Mr. DANIEL then got the floor, and, on mo- 
tion, the committee rose; and the House adjourned 
at a quarter past twelve o’clock. | 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule and referred : 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Ténnessee: The petition of Thos. 
Jackson and sundry other citizens of Greene and Hawkins 
counties, Tennessee, praying the establishment of a post 
ronte from Bay Mount, in Greene county, to Rogersville, 
Hawkins county. 

By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition of E. A. Kelly and sev- 
enty-six others, citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
purchase of Mount Vernon by the General Government. 

By Mr. KING, of Massachusetts: The memorial of Hen 
Edwards and others, officers of the Boston Seamen’s Frien 
Taian against the sale and removal of the Chelsea Marine 

ospital. | 

By Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina: The supplemented 
memorial of Charles Lee Jones, in reply to the counter- 
memorial from Jalapa, in Mexico, under the signature of 
certain of the volunteers then in garrison, in relation to 
Captain G. W. Hughes, then exercising the command of a 
colonel. 


IN SENATE. 
Trurspay, August 3, 1848. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, covering a communication from 
the War Department, transmitting copies of the 
proceedings of the court martial im the case of 
General Pillow. | 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, three thousand 
additional copies were ordered to be printed. 

The amendments of the House to the joint reso- 
lution of the Senate authorizing the proper account- 
ing officers of the treasury to make a just and fair 
settlement of the claims of the Cherokee nation of 
Indians according to the principles established by 
the treaty of August, 1846, were read, and, on 
motion of Mr. BELL, the amendments were con- 
curred in. | 

The House bill to change the place of holding 
the district court of the United States for the mid- 
dle district of Alabama and for other purposes, was 
read a first and second time by its title; when— 

Megsrs. LEWIS and KING urged upon the 
Senate the necessity of the immediate passage of 
the bill. 

And the usual forms were dispensed with, and 
the bill read a third time and passed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS presented a petition from J. 
Quin Thornton, asking to be reimbursed for ex- 
penses incurred in defending Oregon against In- 
dian incursions; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a petition from 
citizens of Arkansas and Louisiana, for the estab- 
lishment of a mail route; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, made a report asking that 
the committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of citizens of Missouri 
relative to preémption rights. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Select Committee to 
whom was referred the subject of a retired list for 
the army and navy, reported the bill to promote 
the efficiency of a military and naval establish- 
ment: 
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On motion of Mr. LEWIS, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War farnish to the Sen- 
ate, as soon as practicable, the originals or copies of the 
maps of the valley of Mexico from the surveys of Lieuten- 
ants Smith and Hardcastle, of the topographical engineers ; 
and alsodf the survey of the route from Vera Cruz to the 
city of Mexico, by Lieuteuant Hardcastle, and the reports 
of said officers accompanying the same. 

OREGON. 

The bill received from the House of Represent- 
atives to establish a Territorial Government in 
Oregon, was read a first and second time; when 

Mr. CLAYTON rose, and referred to the fact 
that a bill for the establishment of Territorial Gov- 
ernments in Oregon, California, and New Mexico, 
had passed the Senate, and was sent to the House 
for concurrence. Of the fate of that bill, no official 
communication has yet been made to the Senate. 
But we have now a bill from the House for the 
establishment of a Territorial Government in Or- 
egon. Public rumor informs us that the Senate 
bill to which he had referred, was at once, and 
without even the courtesy of a reading, laid on 
the table; so that, by the rules of the House, it 
cannot be taken up again without a vote of two- 
thirds in its favor. Now, as to this bill just re- 
ceived, he was disposed to treat it with proper 
respect, and to vote for its reference to the appro- 
priate committee. 

He had desired to make some remarks on the 
bill which went from the Senate, because the char- 
acter of the bill, and the course of the Select Com- 
mittee, seemed to be greatly misunderstood. On 
the one side, it was asserted that the North had 
lost all her rights; while on the other, it was con- 
tended, with as much boldness, that the South had 
given up its rights. If both the North and South 

ave lost their rights, who has got them? He went 
into a view of the bill, as the best answer he could 
give to these contradictory complaints; and stated, 
that it was the best measure that could have been 
suggested for the settlement of this dangerous and 
difficult question. He was sure that it secured the 
right of appeal, and that, in referring it to the 
Supreme Court, it adopted the very best course, 
because the people, being law-abiding, would sub- 
mit to the decision of that court, which occupied 
the highest place in their confidence. 

In the committee, the South had offered a num- 
ber of propositions, all of which were rejected. 
The South then called on the North to propose 
something; but the North declined to offer any. 
It was then, by a lucky accident, that the principle 
of the compromise bill suggested itself, and that 
bill was prepared and reported. No sooner was 
it reported, than it began to provoke opposition 
from every quarter. The bill had been called a 
cowardly bill—a dodging, evasive measure. He 
had foretold that no bill which could be reported 
would abate the agitation throughout the country. 
But he would ask the North, What have you 
done? The members of the committee favorable 
to the bill had assumed the responsibility of offer- 
ing a bill to the Senate. Is any one else ready to 
assume any responsibility? It appeared not. The 
bill had been assailed from every quarter, but no 
one had the courage to present any counter-propo- 
sition. 

He then proceeded to reply, in detail, to the at- 
tacks made onthe bill by various Senators, charging 
on the Senator from New York [Mr. Drx} that his 
argument against the bill was controverted by the 
fact that he had given a casting vote for the annex- 
ation of Texas. He thought it impossible to settle 
this question on any geographical line. He did 
not believe that members would come back here 
next session in better temper, and more disposed 
to settle the question. He believed that the coun- 
try was getting into an alarming condition. But 
he wguld not cease to hope. Although he stood, 
like the man in the almanac, pierced through with 
a thousand arrows, he would never cease in his 
endeavors to bring this question to a settlement. 
He might fail now; but he would renew his efforts 
hereafter. He would rely on the constitutional 
mode of settling the question by the Supreme 
Court. In this dark and gloomy hour, that was 
the dial-plate which glittered through, and which 
he trusted would guide us to a safe and harmo- 
nious result. He moved to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. DOWNS said, that he had suggested a di- 
vision of the Territory of Oregon into two Gov- 
ernments, the one embracing that part below thirty- 
six degrees, and the other above. He would now 
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give notice of his intention to move an amendment, 
which he sent to the chair, and which he askéd 
to have printed, embracing the principle of the 
Missouri compromise. 

Mr. BADGER rose to address the Senate. 

Mr. KING said, there was no question before 
the Senate. 

“Mr. DICKINSON. The question of reference 
is not debatable. ` 

Mr. YULEE. Ifthe Senator from North Caro- 
lina will give way, I will make a motion to permit 
him to proceed. 

Mr. FOOTE hoped no friend of the compromise 
would interpose an objection to the freest discus- 
sion. He insisted that the Senator from North 
Carolina should proceed, as the Senator from Del- 
aware had been permitted to do. 

Mr. BADGER said he desired no permission. 
He would, for the’ sake of having an opportunit 
to say a few words, move that the bill be indefi- 
nitely postponed. He then gave, briefly, some of 
the reasons which had brought him to the conclu- 
ae the bill had surrendered the rights of the 

outn. 

Mr. CLAYTON made a few remarks in reply. 

Mr. BADGER withdrew his motion to postpone. 

The CHAIR decided that the Senator had no 
right to withdraw his motion, without the consent 
of the Senate. 

ae BADGER appealed from the decision of the 

air. 

The appeal was laid on the table. 

Mr. PHELPS expressed a hope that the bill 
would be referred to a proper committee. He de- 
sired a free discussion, until the country should 
wake up and understand the merits of the bill. He 
was prepared to meet the responsibility of the po- 
sition he had assumed; he was willing to meet his 
constituents “and to defend his course, and he had 
no apprehensions about the result. He was deeply 
indebted to his friend from North Carolina, [Mr. 
BapceEr,] who had completely vindicated his (Mr. 
P.’s) course, when he said that the bill surrendered 
all the rights of the South. In that case, (said 
Mr. P.,) I can no longer be charged with surren- 
dering the rights of the North. He desired the 
bill to go to a committee, to look into this and other 
statements which had been made here and else- 
where. He had hoped he had sufficiently explained 
his course, but it was not so: every breeze from 
the North assailed him and the bill. 

The committee who had charge of the bill were 
sent there to perform certain duties. These duties 
were not to go to fisticuffs in the committee-room 
for sectional objects. He had a duty to his coun- 
try to perform, and not a mere duty to a section. 
If any objected to the bill, let them submit such 
proposition as in their judgment would extricate 
us from the embarrassment in which we are placed. 

Mr. MANGUM moved that the Senator from 
North Carolina have leave to withdraw his motion 
for indefinite postponement. 

Mr. BADGER said he did not wish for leave. 

Mr. MANGUM withdrew the motion. 

The question was then taken, by yeas and nays, 
on the motion of indefinite postponement, and de- 
cided as follows: 

YEA—Mr. Yulee—l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bald- 
win, Bell, Benton, Borland, Bradbury, Bright, Butler, Clarke, 
Clayton, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis ef Missis- 
sippi, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Downs, Felch, Fitz- 
gerald, Foote, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Johnson of 
Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, King, 
Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Metcalfe, Miller, Niles, Pearce, 
Phelps, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Upham, 
Walker, and Westcott—47. 

Mr. FOOTE, when his name was called, stated, 
by permission of the Senate, that he should vote 
in the negative, not because he intended to commit 
himself in support of the bill, (for he knew noth- 
ing of its character,) but simply because he was of 
opinion that every bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives ought to be received and treated with 
due consideration and respect. 

The biil was then referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


On motion of Mr. ATHERTON the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill making ap- 
propriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year ending on the 30th 
of June, 1849. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
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of those amendments of the Committee on Finance 
not yet acted on. l 

The first amendment was that relating to striking 
out the appropriation of $50,000 for the removat of 
the obstruction in the harbor at Savannah river. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to amend. 
the amendment by inserting, after the word ‘river,’ 
‘caused by sinking vessels during the revolution- 
ary war.’ 

This led to a brief debate; when the question was 
taken by yeas and nays, and decided in the nega- 
tive, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Clarke, Clayton, 
Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Downs, Greene, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Metcalfe, Mil- 
Jer, Phelps, Spruance, Upham, and Westcott—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Benton, Bor- 
land, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Douglas, Felch, Fitz- 
gerald, Foote, Hamlin, Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, King, 
Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Niles, Rusk, Sturgeon, Turney, 
Walker, and Yulee—31. 

After a brief debate, the question was taken on 
agreeing with the committee to strike out the ap- 
propriation, and decided in the affirmative by the 
following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Benton, Bor- 
land, Bradbury, Breese iy bee Butler, Calhoun, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, odge, Douglas, Downs, Felch, 
Fitzgerald, Foote, Hamlin, Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, 
Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mason, Niles, Phelps, 
Rusk, Sebastian, Sturgeon, Turney, Walker, and Westcott 


NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Clarke, Corwin, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Greene, Johnson of Mary- 
land, Johnson of Louisiana, Metcalfe, Miller, Pearce, Spru- 
ance, and Upham—15. 

The next amendment taken up was for the in- 
sertion of an appropriation of $50,000 for the ex- 
tinguishment of the claims of the Spanish Govern- 
ment against the United States; when— 

Mr. BALDWIN rose and addressed the Senate 
at great length, characterizing the claims not only 
as preposterous, but as absolutely offensive to the 
Government. . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, followed at some 
length against the amendment. 

Messrs. BADGER and BUTLER sustained the 
amendment, and Mr. HALE spoke against it. 

And the question was taken on its adoption, and 
decided in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bell, Butler, 
Davis of Miasissippi, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge, Downs, 
Foote, Hanuegan, Hunter, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson 
of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Pearce, Sebas- 
tian, Turney, Westcott, and Yultee—24. — 

NAYS—Meersrs. Baldwin, Berrien, Bright, Clarke, Clay- 
ton, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dix, Greene, Hale, 
Hamlin, Houston, Johnson of Maryland, Metcalfe, Miller, 
Niles, Rusk, Spruance, Underwood, Upham, and Walker— 
21 


And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, August 4, 1848. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read— 

Mr. GRINNELL rose to move a correction. 
It was stated on the Journal that Mr. GrinnELL, 
from the Committee on Commerce, to which was 
referred the Senate bill making appropriations for 
light-houses, light-boats, &c., reported the same 
back to the House without amendment. The 
entry on the Journal was incorrect; the bill was 
reported back to the House with sundry amend- 
ments. The Journal was corrected accordingly, 
and was approved. 

Mr. FRENCH moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to move that the Senate bill to com- 
pensate Colonel R. M. Johnson for the use of the 
Choctaw Indian Academy, lying on the Speaker’s 
table, be taken up, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs: Ayes 24, noes 42. No quorum 
voting — 

Mr. CHASE moved that there be a call of the 
House. Disagreed to: Ayes 14, noes 104. 

The question was again put on Mr. Frencn’s 
motion, and there were : Ayes 73, noes 63. Two- 
thirds not voting in the affirmative, the rules were 
not suspended. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar. Rejected. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMES, of New York, the 

House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union, (Mr. eon of Mas- 
sachusetts, in the chair,) and resamed the consid- 
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eration of the bill making appropriations for the 
support of the army for the year ending the 30th 
June, 1849. ' 

Mr. DANIEL, who had the floor from the mid- 
night adjournment yesterday, then proceeded to 
address the committee on the general topics which 
have been the subjects of discussion for some time 
past. [This speech will be found in the Appen- 


dix. 

Mi. BOTTS, chairman ofthe Military Committee, 
then brought the House back to the business before 
it. He said, that having but about forty minutes 
of the time left him in which the debate must close, 
he could not go at any length into the subject which 
the House might perhaps remember was properly 
before it, viz: the consideration of the army appro- 
priation bill. Some day next week, perhaps, if he 
should succeed in obtaining the floor, he might 
make a speech on general politics, and have an 
opportunity of defining his position, if, indeed, it 
required any definition, which he could hardly 
suppose, as he stood to-day just where he had 
stood for the last twenty years. 

As chairman of the Military Committee, he 
would now endeavor to state the circumstances 
under which the military bill had been reported to 
the House, and the attitude of the Military Com- 
mittee in regard to it. It would, he supposed, 
have been naturally expected, that the committee 
to whom was assigned the official charge of the 
military affairs which would require the action of 
the House, should have made their own esti- 
mates for the number of the army, and would 
have recommended such an establishment as they 
thought it was proper and judicious for the coun- 
try to retain in time of peace. The reason it 
had not been done was, that the House had re- 
cently received information from the Execu- 
tive of the conclusion of a treaty of peace with 
Mexico, and since then he aupposed the depart- 
ment had had no opportunity to prepare and fur- 
nish the necessary estimates to the committee. 
Some two or three weeks since, a member of the 
committee had introduced a resolution of inquiry, 
asking from the President certain information 
which was required by the committee to enable 
them to discharge their duty in this matter, and it 
had been but two days ago that the answer had 
been received. It had been read and ordered to be 
printed, but it had not yet been laid on the tables 
of members. This morning, however, Mr. B. had 
by some industry succeeded in obtaining a printed 
copy ofa part o the documents accompanying the 
President’s message, and has given them some 
examination. 

And here Mr. B. must be permitted to remark, 
with all due respect for the Committee of Ways 
. and Means, that, in his opinion, that committee 
had somewhat transcended its proper sphere, and 
had taken the appropriate business of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs out of its hands, by pro- 
posing to this House what should constitute a 
military peace establishment for the country. Mr. 
B. had at ene time felt disposed to move that the 
Military Committee be discharged from all further 
consideration of the business referred to it, or that 
the honorable chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means should be complimented with a pair of 
epaulets. [A laugh.] e was certainly entitled 
to a brevet. 

The Secretary of War had furnished to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means his estimates for the 

ear on the basis of one hundred men toa company. 

he committee had called on him for a further esti- 
mate on the basis of sixty-four men to a company; 
and also for a third on the basis of forty-two men 
to a company; and, having obtained these several 
estimates, the chairman, without waiting to ascer- 
tain what were the views of the military commit- 
tee, came into the House and presented a bill 
founded on the hypothesis of forty-two privates to 
a company. 

Mr. B. here went into statistics as to the num- 
ber of regiments in the different branches of the 
army, and then went on to say that if the House 
should adopt the bill from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and authorize an army with no more 
than forty-two men toa company, we should have, 
with our vastly-extended frontier, reaching from 
the Rio Grande and including the new Territories 
of New Mexico and California, an army consisting 
of but six thousand six hundred and thirty-six 
pyar and this while the Secretary of War in 

ia report expressly stated that not less than five 


| 


thousand men would be required for the new Terri- 
tories and the frontier alone, leaving but one thou- 
sand Six hundred and thirty-six for the whole of 
the United States proper. 

i [Mr. B. here read extracts from the Secretary ’s 
etter. 

The military committee had taken this letter into 
consideration, and had directed Mr. B. to offer an 
amendment to the last section of the bill reported 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, fixing 
the standing army of the country at ten thousand, 
exclusive of officers and employés. He was in- 
structed also to propose that the committee strike 
out the estimates founded on the basis of forty-two 
men to a company, and substitute those for sixty- 
four men to a company, which would give us an 
army of about ten thousand privates. 

If he could get the assent of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, he should pro- 
pose that, in considering the bill, the committee 
should adopt a course different from that usually 
pursued, and take up first in order the last section 
of the bill, that it might decide, in the first place, 
what the total number of the army should be, 
and then shape the rest of its legislation accord- 
ingly. i 

Mr. B. proceeded to state, that by the law of 
May, 1846, the companies were to consist of sixty- 
four men each, the President being empowered, if 
he thought fit, to raise them to one hundred men 
each. By the law, then, as it now stood, the army 
would be placed: on a basis of sixty-four men to a 
company. Ifthe lies of the Committee of Ways 
and Means should be adopted, this law must of 
course be repealed, and accordingly that repeal 
constituted the last section of their bill. 

That the House might act understandingly in 
the matter, it. would be proper first to decide 
whether it would have a peace establishment of 
6,000 men only, or one of 10,000; if the House de- 
cided to adopt the former, then he need not pro- 
pose any amendment to the bill; but if it should 
2d EN then he would offer an amendment, 
which he sent to the Clerk’s table to be read for 
information. 

Mr. VINTON inquired whether he correctly 
understood the honorable gentleman to say, that 
with companies numbering forty-two privates, the 
soy would amount to but 6,000 men? 

r. BOTTS. It will amount to 6,636 men. 

Mr. VINTON said he would send to the Clerk ’s 
table the estimate furnished by the War Depart- 
ment, showing the actual number of men that the 
army would contain on that basis. 

The estimate was read, and it stated the number 
at 9,801. 

Mr. BOTTS said this difference was easily ex- 
plained. His own estimate embraced only the 
fighting men: while that of the Department covered 
all persons employed, of every description, black- 
smiths, artificers, sutlers, &c. 

Mr. HALL, of New York, inquired of Mr. 
Borrs how he made out his number of privates ? 

Mr. BOT'IS stated that he estimated in 15 
regiments 48 companies; and 48 multiplied by 42 
men for each company, gave 2,016. Eleven other 
regiments, with 110 companies, made 4,620 men: 
add the two together, and it amounted (by his 
arithmetic) to 6,636. 

Mr. HALL inquired whether Mr. B. included 
the regiments for Oregon? And he then went into 
details, and sundry explanations took place be- 
tween him and Mr. B. 

Mr. BOTTS went on to say that the question 
would come up in the first place as to the total 
strength of the army. The Military Committee 
thought that 10,000 was as low a number as pro- 
priety would permit, and if the sum appropriated 
In the committee’s bill was sufficient for the support 
of that number, then there was no Jonger any faith 
in estimates. According to the estimates furnished 
by the War Department, it would be very far 
from enough. 

Mr. VINTON here explained. The estimates 
furnished to the Committee of Ways and Means 
by the Secretary of War made the sum required 
for an army with 100 men to a company, including 
the three months’ extra pay voted by the Houge, 
$13,858,000; with sixty-four men to a company, 
$11,325,000; and with forty-two men, $10,955,000. 

Mr. BOTTS here read again the amendment he 
proposed offering. He said that the object of the 
existing law in empowering the President to raise 
the number of a company to 100 men, if in his 


judgment the exigencies of the’service should re- 
quire it, was to meet the case when more men were 
required in some portions of the country than were 
necessary in other places. Mr. B. confessed that 
his own personal views differed from those of some 
other members of the Military Committee. He 
should himself have preferred having 64 men to a 
company, and leaving the President the discretion- 
ay ee to increase them to 100. 

r. COBB, of Alabama, here obtained the floor, 
(among many competitors,) and commenced by 
complaining of his hard fate in not having obtained 
the floor, hough he had so often endeavored to 
catch the eye of the Speaker. (He regretted that 
that honorable gentleman was not now present, be- 
fore whom he had made so many efforts without 
success.) He assured the Chairman, and could 
have assured the Speaker, too, that his object had 
been to speak, in good faith, to the subject prop- 
erly before the House, and not to go off, as had too 
often been done, on matters entirely foreign to it. 
He had now only ten minutes left, in whick to tell 
the House and the country why the business com- 
mitted to his charge had not been done. Neither 
the Speaker nor the Chairman needed to have been 
so much afraid of giving him the floor, lest he 
should speak on the politics of the country; they 
need not have been so much afraid that he was go- 
ing to demolish the Whigs entirely, [laughter,] as 
that there would not be as much of them left as 
was found where the Kilkenny cats had been fight- 
ing. Not at all; he left that business to his ĉon- 
stituents, who would no doubt give a good account 
of them in November. They had not sent him 
here to do that; they were well able to do it all 
themselves, and they would do it well. He only 
asked the Whigs to look at the election returns 
from Alabama; there was no need that he should 
consume an hour every day in the week to attack 
the Whig brethren; and he had no desire on this 
occasion to wound their feelings. [Much merri- 
ment on both sides.) He had attempted to get 
the floor no less than seventy-two times. He had 
papers in his possession which he had been very 
anxious to get an opportunity to present; he had 
been ready and waiting; the blame did not lie at 
hisdoor. (He wished the honorable Speaker 
within the sound of his voice.) He wanted to 
offer an amendment to this bill allowing the sol- 
diers to locate their land warrants in forty-acre 
tracts, instead of entering 160 acres in one body. 
He waa very sure he need only bring the question 
before the House, and they would make this little 
alteration. He did not complain of any illiberality 
in the House toward the soldiers; not at all; the 
House had shown a disposition to be very kind to 
them: but this little matter for which he asked was 
the last reward they would have an opportunity 
to bestow on many of them. It would be a great 
benefit to the soldier. He wanted that he should 
have the liberty of oe his warrant in forty- 
acre tracts. [A voice, ‘‘Where?’’] Anywhere in 
the United States. [A laogh] 

Mr. C. stated the present value of soldiers’ war- 
rants in Alabama, and went on to show how great 
a benefit the United States would gain by comply- 
ing with his request; since thereby they would have 
a large amount of their poor land taken up, which 
otherwise would never be sold. There ought to 
be restrictions, to be sure; but it would be a great 
reas as well to the Government as to the sol- 

ier. 

He presumed there was no need of his pronoun- 
cing any eulogies on the soldier; that had been al- 
ready done. ho had not heard of the brilliant 
and glorious victories of Palo Alto and Resaca de 
la Palma? Why need he refer to the glorious feld 
of Buena Vista, or the conquest of Monterey ? 
These, and many more, were all fresh in the minds 
of every member of the House. They were ap- 
preciated, fully appreciated; and he was persuaded 
the House was willing and eager to do everything 
for the soldier that could testify its gratitude. He 
had heard it charged here that the army had shrunk 
from the British lion. [Voices: ‘* Not the army; 
the President.”] Well,it had been asserted here 
that James K. Polk had shrunk from meeting the 
British lion. Let him tell gentlemen who had 
made such a disgraceful insinuation, that it was not 
the case. So we had been told that if we dared to 
annex Texas, the British lion would interpose. 
But he would take the liberty to tell gentlemen that 
neither James K. Polk nor the American army 


| ever had trembled before the British lion, or ever 
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would. After a few remarks, which the reporter 
did not hear with sufficient exactness to attempt 
to report, Mr. C. added: Nor need he say to that 
committee what had been the effect of these im- 
mortal triumphs of the American arms. Not only 
were they viewed with the utmost gratitude and 
pride by our own countrymen; they had command- 
ed the admiration of foreign nations. They had 
erected a monument to the American name more 
enduring than the everlasting hills: the world, the 
world was lost in wonder, when they contemplated 
what had been opposed to us, and with what means 
we had triumphed ever it. 

Mr. C. said much more, which the reporter was 
unable to follow. The speech produced a great 
sensation in the House; insomuch that when the 
hour allotted for debate arrested Mr. C., there was 
a universal cry of “ Go on! go on!” ‘Leave! 
leave !’? mixed with shouts of merriment. The 
general debate having now been brought to aclose— 

Mr VINTON availed himself of the privilege of 
the rule, as chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to close the debate. It had not been 
his intention to say anything, in addition to the 
statement he had made when the bill was first 
taken up, of the facts on which the bill was based, 
and of the estimates sent in by the Secretary of 
War to the Committee of Ways and Means; nor 
should he now deem it necessary to say anything, 
had not the gentleman from Virginia, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, [Mr. 
Bortts,] felt it his duty to arraign the Committee 
of Ways and Means for having presented this bill 
to the House, and had not the gentleman claimed 
that the Committee of Ways and Means had in- 
fringed upon his jurisdiction. Now, he was very 
sure that the Committee of Ways and Means had 
enough to do in attending to their own appropri- 
ate business, not to feel any disposition whatever 
to infringe upon the appropriate duties of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Virginia. But, if any apol- 
sey was necessary for what the Committee of 

ays and Means had done, he did think that a 
bare allusion to the circumstances under which this 
bill had been reported, would satisfy every man 
that they had at least done no more than their duty. 
What were the facts? Sometime early in the ses- 
sion the Committee of Ways and Means had re- 
ported a bill predicated upon the war estimates. 

hat bill, as a matter of course, had been super- 
seded by the return of peace, and was necessarily 
recommitted to the Committee of Ways and Means 
to await the new estimates predicated upon the 
new condition of the country. 

On the 12th of June this House, by a very large 
vote, had passed a resolution proposing to adjourn 
on the Tth of July last. It was not until the 29th 
of June that the Secretary of War had sent esti- 
mates to the Committee of Ways and Means, pre- 
dicated upon what that department recommended 
as the appropriations which should be made for 
the current fiscal year. These estimates had not 
come into his hands until the first of July, seven- 
teen days only before the time on which the House 
had proposed to adjourn. In the mean time, they 
had heard nothing from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. The Committee of Waysand Means 
had directed him to ask the Secretary of War for 
additional estimates—for estimates based on the 
supposition that the army was composed of sixty- 
four men to the company, instead of one hundred 
to the company, and also upon the supposition 
that the army was returned back to the condition 
in which it was at the commencement of the Mex- 
ican war. These estimates were forwarded to the 
Committee of Ways and Means; but they were 
not sentito that committee so that the bill could be 
reported to the House until, he thought, the 17th 
‘of last July, the very day on which the House 
had proposed to adjourn. As yet they had heard 
nothing from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

When the bill had been reported on the 17th 
of July, he had endeavored to get a special order 
for it, so that it would come up before the Oregon 
bill; but it had been the pleasure of the House to 
postpone it till after the Oregon bill, and, notwith- 
standing his oes efforts to take up the bill, it 
was not until the 2d of August that he had been 
enabled to get it up at all. And yet the Committee 
on Military Affairs had presented nothing to the 
House, had reported nothing, and they had now 
little more than one week from this time to the 
adjournment. He now appealed to the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, what would 


he have said, or what would the country have said, 
if the Committee of Ways and Means had lain all 
this time without ever reporting the army bill, the 
gravest, the most important, the most difficult of 
all the appropriation bills, except the civil and dip- 
lomatic appropriation bill? 

Mr. BOTTS said the Military Committee, or the 
chairman of the Military Committee, were not at 
all responsible for any decision of the two Houses 
of Congress upon the adjournment. They had had 
no estimates before them—no data on which they 
could found calculations as to the peace establish- 
ment. The report was sent in day before yester- 
day; the gentleman’s bill had been upon the table 
for some time; the gentleman had been pressin 
its consideration, and he (Mr. B.) had been obliged 
to ask the House to stave it off till they could get 
someinformation from the War Department. That 
information, as he had before said, had only been 
received day before yesterday, and even now it had 
not been printed, and the only information which 
they had to act upon was that which they could 
get from the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. VINTON. Did the Committee on Military 
Affairs call oñ the Secretary of War for this re- 

ort? 

Mr. BOTTS. Most unquestionably we called 
upon the President for the report; that report was 
received day before yesterday, and was now in the 
hands of the printer, and had not now been laid 
before the Committee of Ways and Means, the 
Committee on Military Affairs, or this House. 

Mr. VINTON. hen did you call upon the 
Secretary of War? 

Mr. BOTTS. More than two weeks ago. 

Mr. VINTON. ‘Two weeks ago! 

Mr. BOTTS. When did we have the procla- 
mation of peace? We could not do it before. 

Mr. VINTON continued. We had the procla- 
mation of peace about the last of June, he be- 
lieved. Now, it was true that the Committee on 
Military Affairs were not responsible for this 
House having fixed the day of adjournment when 
they had, but he believed they were just as re- 
sponsible as the Committee of Ways and Means 
were. They were no more nor no less respon- 
sible. 

Mr. HARALSON said the President’s message 
communicating the news of peace also communi- 
cated certain important information on the subject 
they were now discussing. There had been a call 
made on the Secretary of War on the 26th of June, 
he believed, for information as to what number 
now constituted the army, and what would be the 
number of its officers when at the maximum au- 
thorized by law. That communication, like the 
message, had laid upon the Speaker’s table until 
within afew days, when it had been referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. It had not, 
therefore, been possible for the Committee on 
Military Affairs, with this communication lying 
on the Speaker’s table, to have taken any authori- 
tative action, for they.had not the information on 
which to proceed. 

A conversation here occurred between Messrs. 
HARALSON and TOOMBS as to the basis of 
the number of privates in each company which 
this bill proposed to establish; the former gentle- 
man reading the law of the 13th May, 1846, which 
authorizes the President to increase the number to 
one hundred men in each company, to be reduced 
to sixty-four whenever the exigencies of the ser- 
vice permit, and expressing his understanding that 
the bill, if passed, would leave the number at six- 
ty-four; and the latter gentleman stating that the 
bill expressly proposed to repeal the law of 1846, 
thereby reviving the law of 1842, which fixed the 
number of men in each company at forty-two, 
under the peace establishment. 

Mr. VINTON continued. The law which the 
gentleman from Georgia had read was not the law 
which provided the peace establishment; it was a 
war bill. The number proposed under this bill 
was precisely that fixed by the law of 1842, which 
fixed the peace establishment, and which gave 
forty-two men to each company. That was in- 
tended to be a skeleton army, which might be 
filled up, enlarged, whenever a state of war arose. 
Well, astate of war had arisen, and the act of 13th 
May, 1846, had undertaken to enlarge this arm 
by filling up this skeleton to one hundred in eac 
company, at the discretion of the President, and 
not below sixty-four. Now, at the return of 
peace, the proposition was to return to our peace 


establishment, to reduce the army back to where 
it was prior to the Mexican war; and the law 
which the gentleman from Georgia called the peace 
establishment was what he (Mr. V.) called the 
war bill, and which changed the peace establish- 
ment. It was true, he ought not to throw his loose 
epumans in the way of the weighty ones of the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
and those who had the appropriate charge of mat- 
ters of this kind. 3 

But to come back from this digression to what 
he was stating. Now, when they had but little 
more than a week to the close of the session of 
Congress, no proposition having come from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, the Committee of 
Ways and Means are arraigned before this House 
because they have reported a bill which, while it 
furnished the appropriations that were necessary 
for the support of the army, provided for the de- 
crease of the army toa peace establishment. The 
gentleman from Virginia had said, what was un- 
doubtedly true, that the Committee on Military 
Affairs had called two weeks ago upon the Secre- 
tary of War for a report. Well, the Committee 
of Ways and Means had called a month ago; and 
if the gentleman had been as diligent as the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means had been, he would 
have got the report before now. The Committee 
of Ways and Means had got three different esti- 
mates; on the Ist of July they had got this bill 
reported. He suspected the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs had not even asked any questions of 
the War Department until this last bill had been 
reported. ‘That was all he had to say. If the 
Committee of Ways and Means had waited for 
the Committee on Military Affairs to make their 
inquiries at the War Department, in the first place, 
then to agree upon and report a bill for the regula- 
tion of the peace establishment, and then get it 
through this House, that they might predicate 
their appropriation bill upon it, he thought at this 
late hour of the session there would have been 
great danger that the time they had fixed for ad- 
journment would have come before they had done 
anything towards making the necessary appropri- 
ations for the support of the army for the current 
year; and how would the Committee of Ways 
and Means have been able to vindicate themselves 
before the House and the country for running sueh 
hazard ? 

Mr. GENTRY said it seemed to him unfortu- 
nate, without intending to cast blame upon any- 
body, that the Committee on Military Affairs had 
not reported a bill to determine what should be the 
peace establishment of the United States, now that 
the war was terminated. The chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means had reported the 
appropriation bill for the support of the army for 
the ensuing year. Itseemed tohim (Mr. G.) that 
a preliminary question should be disposed of be- 
fore they proceeded to the details of that bill. He 
desired to inquire of the gentleman how it was that 
it was proposed to test the sense of this House as 
to what should be the peace establishment of the 
country? It seemed to him that they ought, by 
resolution or in some specific form, to test the 
sense of the House as to what should be the peace 
establishment, before they went into the details of 
the appropriation bill; then those would follow, as 
a matter of course. 

Now, he doubted very much for himself, and it 
was a grave, a very grave and serious question, 
whether the old peace establishment was compe- 
tent for the present time. We had acquired a 
large territory; we had bound ourselves by treaty 
stipulations to protect the Mexicans from the in- 
cursions of the Indian tribes who lived upon those 
territories; we were about to extend our laws to 
Oregon; there were Indians there, and we would 
need a brigade of men in each of these Territories. 
Now, would there be enough in the old peace es- 
tablishment for the present condition of the coun- 
try? 

Mr. VINTON, in reply to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, would say, that when they came to the 
items of the bill for pay and subsistence, they 
could fix the amount according as they determined 
whether we should have forty-two, sixty-four, or 
one hundred men to each company. There was 
no difficulty at all; it was all imaginary. As he 
had stated the other day, supposing that the House 
might probably entertain a different opinion from 
the Committeè of Ways and Means, the commit- 
tee had taken the precaution to procure three dif- 
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ferent sets of estimates—one predicated upon the 
employment of one hundred men to the compa- 
ny, another upon the employment of sixty-four, 
and another of forty-two men to the company, 
with the addition of those troops which had been 
authorized to be raised since the commencement 
of the Mexican war; and, as he had seid the other 
day, whichever of these bases the committee saw 
fit to adopt, the blanks could be filled in half an 
hour. i 

Mr. BOTTS desired to ask a question of the 
gentleman: What difference did the gentleman 
propose by his bill to make between the peace es- 
tablishment now, and the peace establishment at 
the time the war with Mexico began? 

Mr. VINTON had stated the other day, very 
specifically, once or twice. He did not know 
whether the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs had listened or not. 

r. BOTTS said, if he had, he could not have 
heard the gentleman from his seat. 

Mr. VINTON would now repeat that this bill 
was based on the supposition that the army would 
be reduced back to what it was at the com- 
mencement of the war with Mexico, with the ad- 
dition of a company of engineers of 100 men, 
who had been raised since the commencement of 
the Mexican war; with the addition also of one 
regiment of mounted riflemen, which consisted, 
men and officers together, of 1,181 men, and the 
further addition of eight companies of artillery, 
whieh had been added to the as heed army since 
the commencement of the war. If this bill, then, 
became a law, the army would stand first where it 
was under the peace establishment of 1842, and 
at the commencement of the war with Mexico, 
with the addition of these eight companies of artil- 
lery, this regiment of mounted riflemen, and this 
company of engineers. That would be the army. 
Now, the gentleman from Virginia (the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs) had said 
if this bill became a law, our army would be 
but 6,000 men. The gentleman had represented 
him (Mr. V.) as a military man. He was not 
very ambitious in that respect; but of one thing he 
would assure the gentleman, whenever he under- 
took any military exploit, he would know the num- 
ber of the army he was to command. [A laugh.] 
The gentleman said that under this bill the army 
would consist of but 6,000 men: now, he had be- 
fore him the returns of the Secretary of War, made 
in December, 1845, which showed the army, under 
the peace establishment, (to which they proposed 
to reduce it,) to consist of 6,040 men, rank and file, 
and 8,616 men, officers included. And, in addi- 
tion, there were now eight companies of artillery, 
this regiment of mounted riflemen of 1,181 men, 
and this company of engineers of 100 men.. That, 
he would answer the gentleman, was the army of 
the chairman of the Committee uf Ways and 

eans. ([Laughter.] 

_ Mr. HARALSON said the whole amount of the 
army in its different corps, after the discharge of 
those who were entitled to be discharged under the 
existing law, would be 8,866. This was shown 
by a report in Executive document No. 75, com- 
municated to the House on the 25th July. 

Mr. VINTON said it was always the case that 
there were vacancies to be filled. up. These esti- 
mates were based on the supposition that these 
vacancies would be filled up to the number of forty- 
two men in each company. -If gentlemen would 
Jook into the bill, they would find an item in it 
providing for enlistments, as a matter of course. 
The estimates were on the supposition that the 
companies would be filled up as the War Depart- 
ment was authorized to fill them, by enlistment. 
For instance, here was the estimate of the Com- 
missary General of Subsistence, who, as a matter 
of course, estimated for the number of persons 
authorized under the bill as it now stood, with the 
exception of those officers who received commu- 
tations for their rations. But,. instead of the 
whole number of the army being but 6,000, as the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
had stated, it was, as he had before said, exclusive 
of officers, 9,891, including employés and all per- 
sons connected with the army. The Commissary 
General, in making this estimate, had evidently 
fallen into an error with respect to the rifle regi- 
ment of some 400 men. The Committee of 
Ways and Means had asked estimates from the 
Secretary of War, based on the supposition that 
the act of 13th May, 1846, should be repealed. 


The Commissary General of the War Department 
seemed to suppose that that would bring down this 
rifle regiment—which was raised by a law subse- 
quent to the law of 13th May, 1846—to 64 men 
in the company, and had put down the number of 


the regiment at 765 men; whereas the repeal of | 


this act of May, 1846, would not touch this rifle 

regiment. That remained at 1,181 men, and the 

army, consequently, would be some 400 or 500 

larger than provided for by the estimates which 

had been sent in to the committee. 

Mr. BOTTS said he had read the letter of the 
Secretary of War this morning, who thought it 
would require 5,000 men additional to protect the 
country we had acquired from Mexico during this 
war. Now, if you took 5,000 men from the army 

rovided for by the Committee of Ways and 
eans, he desired to know what would be the 

remnant of the army, and how much it would be 
reduced below what it was beforethe war? Accord- 
ing to the gentleman’s estimate, the army would 
number something like 9,000 men under this bill. 
Take 5,000 from them for the new territories, and 
it would leave but 4,000. He asked the gentleman 
if he would have thus reduced the army before the 
war? and if he would not, why should he reduce 
it thus now? He asked that the communication 
from the War Department be read. 

Mr. VINTON, (continuing.) That could be 
read after he was through. In reply to the gentle- 
man, he would say, if five thousand men were re- 
quired in Mexico and California, it would leave, 
as a matter of course, about five thousand men at 
the disposition of the War Department for the 
agen of other parts in the United States. He 

ad not seen the communication’to which the gen- 
tleman referred; but if five thousand men were 
required for the protection of New Mexico and 

California, then he would be disposed to give those 

Territories back again. If five thousand men were 

required for their protection, and to carry out the 

guarantees of the treaty, it must involve the Gov- 
ernment in an annual expenditure of at least 
$5,000,600 to protect these worthless Territories; 

and if that was the truth of the case, it was im- 

esha for the country to know that this New. 
exico and California were to saddle this countr? 

—to say nothing of the debt the war had brought 

upon us—according to the chairman of the Com- 

mittee on Military Affuirs, with an annual expend- 

iture of 45,000,000. 

a BOTTS. According to the Secretary ọf 
ar. 
Mr. VINTON. Well; according to the Secre- 

tary of War. Now, if that was the case, it were 

better far for this country to give these Territories 
up at once, and beg Mexico to take them back. 

Mr. DICKEY explained, that he was in favor 
of the bill reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to reduce the army to what it was 
before the war, and of making use of the estimates 
based on that supposition; but he should be for 
giving a discretionary power to the President of 
the United States to enlarge the number of the 
companies to be employed upon our frontiers in 
New Mexico and California, and he should restrict 
the aggregate number to what was proposed in this 
bill. At the proper time, he intended to propose 
an amendment to that effect. 

Mr. VINTON said, experience had shown that 
discretion thus vested was positive law. He was 
not for giving any such discretion. If there was 
to be any discretion of the kind, let the depart- 
ment come after it, and Congress would judge 
whether it should be given. If discretion was 
conferred, the army would be carried up to the 
maximum of the authority conferred upon the 
President of the United States. Now, he did not 


; undertake to decide how many men it would re- 


quire to protect New Mexico and California; but 
this much he did know, if it should require any- 
thing like the force that was stated now to A 
estimated by the Secretary of War, it was a mis- 
erable bargain we had made in getting this country. 
He had heretofore stated the facts on which 
these estimates were predicated, and on which the 
bill was based. As a matter of course, the com- 
mittee would have them all before them, and they 
would hear what gentlemen had to say as to the 
propriety of the increase of the army beyond what 
was proposed in this bill. The Committee of 
Ways and Means could not have desired to un- 
dertake to fix what should be the military peace 
establishment of this country; but they had acted 
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under the pressure of circumatances. The session 
was so far advanced, and so.near its end, that it 
was not possible that they could have vindicated 
themselves before the country, if they had neglected 
to report a bill. The very fact that they were now 
almost in the last hour of the session, and that the 
consideration of this bill was just begun, showed 
that, whoever had been tardy, the Committee of 
Ways and Means had not been in haste. 

Mr. McLANE inquired if the gentleman meant 
to make the necessary amendments in this bill to 
provide for an additional force, either by refusing 
to repeal the act referred to in the second section 
of this bill, or by providing an additional regi- 
mental force? He made the inquiry, because he 

roposed, if the chairman of the Committee of 
ays and Means, or any member of the Milita 
Committee did not, himself to offer such an amend- 
ment, in lieu of the second section of this bill. 

Mr. VINTON replied, that the Committee of 
Ways and Means were furnished with estimates 
which would enable them to fill up the bill on the 
basis of one hundred men to the company; they 
were also furnished with estimates which would 
enable the bill to be filled up on the basis of sixty- 
four men to the company; and the bill, as it now 
stood,/was on the basis of forty-two men to the 
company. But, as to additional regimenis, as 
a matter of course, the Committee of Ways and 
Means had no estimates. : 

Mr. GENTRY. What would be the aggregate 
number of the army, supposing the companies to 
remain at sixty-four? 

Mr. VINTON. The Commissary General of 
Subsistence estimates it at 13,115, exclusive of 
officers; that. was all the military establishment, 
including employés and all connected with the 
army. Exclusive of officers, on the basis of one 
hundred men to the company, the aggregate num- 
ber would be 20,292, and on the basis of forty-two, 
as adopted in the bill, it would be 9,891. 

Mr. McLANE (the floor being yielded) desired, 
in explanation of an amendment he should offer, 
providing for an increase of the army, to press 
upon the committee the urgent necessity for a mod- 
ification of this bill as it now stood before the com- 
mittee. And he should venture to hope that 
honorable gentlemen, who were unwilling upon 
any terms to permit any portion of the army of 
the United States to go to New Mexico or Califor- 
nia at all, would still, in view of the Texan fron- 
tier, consent to the modification of this bill. He 
did not believe the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means would refuse to send any force 
to Oregon, and yet he did know that the force 
which was necessary to go to Oregon, he would 
send there with great reluctance. ut he did not 
believe that was the sense of this committee, and 
he did not believe, if this question was fairly dis- 
cussed, or fairly met by this committee, that they 
would refuse to make the necessary addition to the 
army of the United States. He did not believe 
that any clamor, come from what quarter it might, 
from the other side of this House, or from an 
branch of this Government, would prevent this 
Congress from giving ample protection to the west- 
ern frontier of this country. 

Now, it was idle, in his judgment, to say that 
with 9,800 men we could take proper care of the 
Atlantic fortifications, of the works on the sea- 
board, and send a competent force to Oregon and 
California. If Atlantic men, men on the seaboard, 
were disposed to permit this loose idea of taking 
care of their fortifications with twenty or thirty 
men to prevail in this committee, with all respect 
to the judgment of honorable men here, he would 
assure them that the military men of the countty, 
who were competent, and who alone were compe- 
tent to give them acorrect opinion on this subject, 
decided that all four of the artillery regiments were 
required upon the seaboard. One hundred and 
eighty millions of dollars had already been invested 
in fortifications along the Atlantic coast. A sug- 
gestion controlling on this subject was, that when 
the artillery had been withdrawn from the fortifi- 
cations, and they were suffering on account of it, 
that artificers and laborers had been hired by the 
Engineer department at the rate of $25 or $30 per 
month, to keep these works in order. His friend 
from Illinois before him said they certainly could 
not be needed. Would this committee believe 
that this Government, after the artillery regiments 
were withdrawn from these fortifications, would 
hire laborers and artificers to keep these works in 
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order if they were not needed? Now, he submitted, 
with entire respect to the judgment of individuals 
differing with him on this point, that they ought 
to legislate on this question first with reference to 
the artillery force being retained on the Atlantic 
seaboard; and then there were but eight regiments 
of infantry left, at forty-two men to the company, 
when filled. Gentlemen must not forget that to 
keep these companies up to forty-two men to the 
company was impossible, as it was to keep them 


full up to any standard. Vacancies must occur; 


there must necessarily be a deficiency, sometimes 
more, sometimes less. But there would remain 
only erght regiments of infantry for the western 
frontiers of the United States. Ten companies at 
forty-two men each, would be four hundred and 
twenty men to a regiment; if we allowed twenty 
men only for the deficiencies, there would be only 
eight regiments, at four hundred men, or three thou- 
sand two hundred men, forthe whole military force 
of the United States. He had no other object in the 
world than to do his duty, when he said he knew 
it was idle to talk of three thousand two hundred 
men protecting or garrisoning our western frontier 
osts. 

j Now, he knew very well that he spoke to honor- 
able gentlemen who were reluctant to increase the 
standing army of the country. He knew that honor- 
able gentlemen on his own side of the House were 
fixed in principle against ‘any unnecessary increase 
of the standing army. He knew honorable gen- 
tlemen on the other side were active and zealous 
In their repugnance to any increase of the standing 
army growing out of this war; he knew they were 
reluctant to add a single man to the army to take 
charge of the frontier acquired by the war; and, 
therefore, he chose to speak out his own judgment 
that the three thousand two hundred men to con- 
stitute the infantry force of this country were alto- 
gether insufficient. Yet this was the basis of the 
bill on which they were going to vote. Now, hon- 
orable gentlemen must not say it will do to take a 
regiment temporarily for Oregon, another ranger 
regiment temporarily for Texas; for, whatever in- 
dividuals might say, this country-knew that these 
ranger regiments needed always to become perma- 
nent army regiments; and, until they became per- 
manent army regiments, they disorganized rather 
than promoted order. Colonel Dodge had recom- 
mended the ranger regiment under him to be con- 
Btituted into a regular army regiment, to be placed 
under the rules and articles of war, to be enlisted 
in the same manner, and to be under the regular 
army control and discipline; and it had become the 
first regiment of dragoons. 

He had thus stated the considerations which in- 
duced him to desire this increase of force. He 
would at once add an additional regiment to aid 
the mounted regiment for the western frontier; but, 
if the committee were unwilling to do this, then he 
besought them to adopt the recommendation of the 
President of the United States, and strike out the 
secord section of this bill, which repealed the act 
of 13th May, 1846, thus leaving with the President 
the discretion to keep the army up to seventeen 
thousand men, if required for the western frontier, 
and for the Atlantic seaboard, and to reduce it to 
sixty-four men to the company, which would be 
some twelve thousand or thirteen thousand men, 
if it was found that a larger force was not re- 
quired. 

Mr. VINTON further yielded to— 

Mr. TOOMBS, who said that he had proposed, 
in the Committee of Ways and Means, to reduce 
the army down to the peace establishment as it 
existed before the Mexican war, which the com- 
mittee had agreed to. They had accofdingly re- 
ported a section to repeal the act of May 13, 1846, 
which gave the President discretion to carry up 
the number of men in each company to one hun- 
dred, or to reduce it to sixty-four, asin his judg- 
ment the public exigencies required. By simply 
- repealing that act, they let down the army to the 
old peace establishment, with the addition of the 
rifle regiment, eight companies of artillery, and the 
company of sappers and miners. 

Now, if the standing army under the peace 
establishment was to be increased, he desired it to 
be done openly. The President of the United 
‘States, when he sent in his message congratulating 
the country upon the peace, had delivered a homily 
against an increase of the standing army, and in 
that very message, with his characteristic treat- 
ment of a subject, had recommended to Congress 


to double the army! While he delivered to this 
House and the country, as the Executive of the 
Union, a homily against a standing army, he pro- 
posed to carry Gp the number in the companies 
from forty-two to one hundred men—more than 
doubling them—proposing an increase of fifty- 
eight men to every company in the army of the 
United States! Now, let the President come out 
boldly and tell the country that the standing army 
ought to be increased; that it ought to be more 
than doubled, if the public exigency required it. 
Instead of this enormous increase of our standing 
army in time of peace, which the President saw fit 
covertly to recommend, he (Mr. T.) was opposed 
to a standing army. He would not have one, 
however small, upon this continent to-day, if he 
could help it. Our Government rested upon the 
people, not upon a standing army. With 10,000 
men we had marched into Mexico, conquered the 
country, and reduced her to our power; and now, 
the war being closed, peace having been restored, 
the President, in the same message in which he 


congratulated the country upon it, recommended 


that the army should more than double that num- 
ber for a permanent peace establishment. General 
Scott, when he captured the city of Mexico, ac- 
cording to the official reports—which he (Mr. T.) 
acknowledged he had great difficulty in under- 
standing—had only 10,000 men, yet the President, 
while he said he did not want any increase of the 
army, asked for authority to double that number 
for the peace establishment ! 

The gentleman from South Carolina, who was 
a member of the Military Committee, [Mr. Burr,] 
proposed, he understood, to offer an amendment— 
which was highly beneficial,and for which he (Mr. 
T.) should vote—which was not to increase the 
aggregate number of men beyond that proposed in 
this bill, but to allow the President to carry up the 
companies which were sent to California and New 
Mexico to one hundred men, but not to increase 
the aggregate number. He was in favor of that. 


He would not increase the army above 10,200 | 


men, Officers included. 

Mr. McLANE inquired if it was proposed to 
take the men from the companies on the seaboard 
to fill up these western companies? 

Mr. BURT explained that his proposition was 
to fix the number of the army for the peace estab- 
lishment. Hie would prefer to have the peace es- 
tablishment greater than that proposed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. He would prefer 
to have the privates of the army amount to about 
10,000 men, which would bea slight increase. But 
no matter what might be the force—be it 10,000 or 
8,000—his proposition in relation to the organiza- 
tion of that force was this: that forty-two should 
be the basis of a company of artillery, dragoons, 
and infantry; and that the President should have 
the discretion, if the exigencies of the service re- 
quired it, ‘to increase the companies on particular 
duty to one hundred men; that no company should 
be carried below forty-two men, and no company 
should be increased above one hundred. It was 
known that the forces which were to be sent to 
Oregon, California, and New Mexico, should con- 
sist of a larger number of rank and file to the com- 
pany, than the companies which garrisoned the 
forts and other posts within the limits of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr. TOOMBS understood the gentleman from 
South Carolina that the aggregate force should not 
exceed 10,000. Now, he could not carry some 
companies up to one hundred, unless he reduced 


some below forty-two, without he increased the 


aggregate. The thing could not be done. He was 
opposed to any such mode of increase of the army; 
to that mode as much as any other. The greatest 
danger of a standing army was, that you put it 
in the discretion of the President to increase it. 
There should be no discretion except where the 
law cOuld not speak. it was against the funda- 
mental principles of a republican government to 
lace a standing military force in the hands of the 
xecutive. | 
Another reason: There was no greater neces- 
sity for the increase of our military force now 
than there was from 1821 to 1846, except the ac- 
quisition of New Mexico and California. We had 
given two regiments for them already. Then send 
on the men. If they were sent on, they were 
enough to keep in check all the Indians in New 
Mexico, Oregon, and California. This thing was 
going on to an alarming extent. If we permitted 


the peace establishment of the army to be increased 
one man, it would go on increasing until the army 
killed the Government under the weight of its cor- 
ruption. He would to God that this House would 
immediately disband every man in the regular 
army. Freemen did not want their lives, their 
persons, and property defended by hired merce- 
naries. We should not havea standing army of 
a man in time of peace. When we shut the doors 
of the temple of Janus, we ought to strip off the 
epaulets from every man in the Republie, to put 
the soldiers to work, and let the officers return to 
their other employments. 

He was, then, in favor of the lowest standard— 
of forty-two men to the company. He called upon 
Republicans on all sides of the House to stand by 
the old Republican platform, and keep the army 
down. It was growing day by day. We could 
call our citizen-soldiers by thousands upon any 
emergency. If it cost ten times as much, it was 
better than to be saddled with a large standing 
army, keeping them for years—a source of cor- 
ruption and great danger to the Republic—in pre- 
ee for some emergency which might arise. 

hey had gloriously shown their readiness and 
their ability to defend their country on every bat- 
tle-field in Mexico. 

It was important, then, he admitted, to increase 
the comnanies which were sent to New Mexico, 
California, and Oregon. He was in favor of that 
amendment. But he would not increase the ag- 
gregate of the army. That was the difference 
a his friend from South Carolina and him- 
Sell. ‘ 

Here Mr. Vinton’s hour ex ired, and the com- 
mittee proceeded to the consideration of amend- 
ments under the rule allowing five minutes’ ex-, 
planations. 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, moved to amend 
the second section, so as to make the maximum 
number of men 64, instead of 42, for each com- 
pany. He believed, in the main, with the gentle- 
man from Georgia, that it was not necessary that 
this country should keep up a large standing army; 
but it had been the policy of this Government from 
its commencement to keep up an army of some 
sort. The question, then, was, to what should it 
be reduced? It would be well to examine what 
had been our history in this respect in times of 
peace, and whether we have a larger force than 
we required. What was our army in 1808, 1809, 
1810, and 1811, a time of peace, when Jefferson 
and Madison made every effort to produce econ- 
omy in the expenditures of the Governmewt? He 
stated the number of dragons, infantry, ed artil- 
lery in the economical times of Jefferson, the ag- 
gregate of which was 9,170. In the then condition 
of our country, that was the number of our army. 
But he appehended that a larger force than that 
would now be requisite. It must be borne in mind 
that we have but just terminated a war with Mex- 
ico. At the close cf the war of 1812, as now, it 
became a matter of great consequence to reduce 
the army, and the best judgment of the country 
was brought to bear on the question at that time. 
The result was, that the rank and file was limited 
to 10,000; and such was the state of the army 
from 1815 to 1821. In 1821, a great effort was 
made to break down the army, and the effort then 
made to reduce the army below the standard at 
which it then stood was productive of great mis- 
chief. He was well satisfied that 42 as the maxi- 
mum of companies would ‘be insufficient. General 
Atkinson had six companies of 42 men, makin 
252, in the Black Hawk war; end if he had had 
64 men in each company, it was not too muoh to 
say that many things which then occurred would 
have been avoided, and much, very mudh of the 
money then spent would have been saved. Then 
again, in the Florida war, General Clinch had six 
companies, whose maximum was 42, and, as in 
the case of General Atkinson in the Black Hawk 
war, we had reason to regret that the number was not 
greater. If each company had consisted of 64 or 100 
men, those two companies, which together amount- 
ed to but 65 men, would in all human probability 
not have been cut off, and their massacre would 
have been prevented. Look, too, at the condition 
of General Taylor at Corpus Christi, whose com- 

anies did not average more than 30 men each. 
He appealed to the committee to make each com- 
pany consist of 64 men, and this would swell the 
army only to 13,000, which was not an extrava- 
gant number in the present condition of the coun- 
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try, as compared with its position in the days of 
Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Madison, when it amounted 
to 10,000. - ` ! 

Mr. DICKEY: moved to amend the amendment 
by strikingoutand inserting a provision authorizing 
the President to increase the privates of each com- 
pany of dragoons, artillery, and infantry to any 
number not exceeding one hundred, whenever he 
may deem the exigencies of the public service to 
require it, provided that at no time shall the army 
exceed ten thousand. He said he was in favor of 
the section as reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means, which would reduce the army to its 
condition at the breaking out cf the Mexican war, 
but he desired to add an amendment to give the 
discretion to the President to increase the compa- 
nies of any regiment to one hundred men when in 
his judgment the exigencies of the service re- 
quired it; but he would not increase the aggregate 
number ofthe army. He would give this discre- 
tion to the President, amongst other reasons, that 
he might increase the rank and file of the regi- 
ments which were called for by the Executive for 
the protection of Oregon and of the territory which 
we have acquired in Mexico. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment of Mr. 
Dickey out of order at this time. 

Mr. BOTTS then moved to amend the amend- 
ment so as to fix the basis of the companies at 
sixty-four men, but with authority to the Presi- 
dent to increase to one hundred such companies as 
he may employ for the protection of the Territo- 
ries, by taking the requisite number of men from 
other companies. He said the adoption of this 


amendment would increase the army to twelve 
thousand eight hundred and thirty-three men,’ 


rank and file. When we went into the Mexican 
war our army consisted of nine thousand; but we 
have acquired a vast territory, besides Oregon, for 
which the department has called for several thou- 
sand men. Take the number requisite for that 
service from twelve thousand eight hundred and 
thirty-three, and there would remain less than 
when the Mexican war began. There was no ne- 
cessity for such a reduction of the army as had 
been contended for. He was no advocate for a 
large standing army, more than other gentlemen 
were; but he did not indulge in the nde Vi 
notion# of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
‘Teomss] respecting the disbanding of the army, 
and putting those of whom it was composed to 
honorable empioyment They were in honorable 
employment. hat could be more honorable 
employment than the protection of the lives of 
their félow-citizens, in which they exposed them- 
selves to the extremest hardships at all seasons of 
the year? In his judgment they had acquired by 
this war a very hard bargain f their acquisition 
were taken at nothing. He would not have taken 
it at any price; but, in the discharge of his duty 
as chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
_hedid not act on his own views; he was, there- 
fore, not willing to give up those Territories to 
Mexico, and the money that we had to pay for 
them besides. He expected that this Government 
would provide a sufficient military force to take 
care of ghe country which has been acquired. 

We have acquired these territories by the loss 
of thousands of valuable lives and millions of mo- 
ney, and millions more we have to pay for them. 
Look, then, at Mexico. She is now engaged in 
a revolutionary movement, which may probably 
succeed; and if it does, what is to become of the 
territories we have acquired, and for which we 
have to pay $15,000,000? Would they leave them 
to those who were to engage in the great buffalo 
hunt, which was to be got up to revolutionize 
Mexici##and probably the United States of Amer- 
ica? Was that what gentlemen intended? If pro- 
vision were not made to protect it, and it was not 
taken by the buffalo hunters, perhaps Paredes 
would take it; and did they mean to leave Santa 
Fé and California in a helpless condition, thus ex- 
posed? No; whatever his private opinions might 
be, his duty as chairman of the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs and as a member of this House, should 
be faithfully are and when the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] appealed to the Re- 
publican members of this House to put down this 
army, he (Mr. Botts) would add the expression 
of a hope that they would aid in arresting the pre- 
vailing spirit of aggression and aéquisition. 

Here his allotted five minutes expired, but he 
asked permission to have read by the Clerk sev- 
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eral communications on this subject from the Sec- 
retary of War and the Adjutant General, and they 
were read accordingly. 

Mr. DUNCAN expreased his approval of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, and he 
adopted it as a part of his own proposition. 

Mr. FICKLIN submitted a proviso as an amend- 
ment to the amendment, to provide that at least 
three-fourths of the army should be kept in Ore- 

on, California, New Mexico, and west of the 
ississippi. On this amendment he proceeded to 
argue in favor of a reduction of the army. He was 
for reducing the companies to 42 men, which was 
a basis sufficiently large for all the purposes of de- 
fence of this country. He concurred fully and en- 
tirely with the remarks of the gentleman from 
Georgia, (Mr. Toomss.]‘ The expenses of the 
army and the navy too shouJd be reduced; for he 
looked upon it as certain that if they were to be 
allowed to swell year after year, they would soon 
sink with their own weight and corruption. He 
contended that a large force was not necessary, for 
a small force would protect the forts on the Atlantic 
seaboard, and then we had only the newly-acquired 
territory and Oregon to take care of. Having made 
his remarks, he withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. BARRINGER, on a pro forma motion, 
said he should vote for the amendment of the gen- 
tileman from Virginia, [Mr. Botts,] which had 
been adopted by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Duncan.] He was as much opposed as any 
gentleman in this House to a large standing army; 
but what was meant by a large standing army? 
They must have an army to meet the exigencies 
of the country. In times of peace, they all under- 
stood a standing army to mean, in military phra- 
seology, a mere skeleton, with more officers than 
men. Our country has acquired new relations, 
new duties, and new difficulties within the last two 
years. We have new relations with new Mexico 
and California, to the shorea of the Pacific. We 
have acquired an extensive frontier of some six- 
teen hundred miles, and we require a larger force 
for their protection. On the Pacific, at San Fran- 
cisco, and elsewhere on that coast, we must have 
forts; and hence the committee would see that he 
was right in saying that we have new duties de- 
volving upon us in consequence of our new rela- 
tions. But we have other duties arising out of 
the treaty with Mexico, to which the attention of 
the committee had not been called. 

By the 11th article of the treaty, it wasengaged, 
on the part of the United States, not only that per- 
sons taken by the Indians shall be recaptured, 
but that we will punish all encroachments of the 
savages into the territory of Mexico. Here there 
was a very important duty. New Mexico and 
California were surrounded by the Camanches, 
who were able to bring 12,000 or 15,000 warriors 
into the field, and we have not only engaged to 
punish their invasions, but to prevent them. Com- 
panies, then, of sixty-four men were not larger than 
would be sufficient to defend the seaboard on the 
east, and that great country on the west. If sixty- 
four men were fixed as the basis of companies, it 
was not probable that they would average more 
than fifty; but the advantages of adding twenty- 
two men to a company would more than counter- 
balance the cost. As had been already said, with 
this basis our army would amount to about 13,000 
men; and he appealed to gentlemen if that number 
was more than sufficient, with our enlarged bound- 
aries and our new relations into which we have 
entered by treaty stipulations? 

Here his time expired, and he withdrew his 
amendment. 

Mr. DICKEY then renewed the amendment 
which he had before submitted, to give the Presi- 
dent a discretion to increase companies to 100 men 
in emergencies, but not to increase the aggregate 
of our army beyond 10,000. 

Mr. McK AY entered into some explanations to 
show that there was no necessity for the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Duv- 
can] while the law of the 13th of May, 1846, 
remained operative. He, however, expressed his 
willingness to give a discretion to the President to 
increase the rank and file of those companies that 
may be employed in Oregon and the newly- 
acquired Mexican territories to 100: and that was 
all that the Secretary of War asked. He proposed 
to offer an amendment in accordance with his 
views. 

Mr. HALL, of New York, moved to amend the 


amendment by striking out all thereof, and insert- 
ing: 

And that the maximum number of privates in each ofthe 
companies of the dragoons, artillery, infantry, and mounted 
riflemen of the army of the United States, shall not hereaf- 
ter exceed forty-two: Provided, That the President may, in 
his discretion, increase the number of privates in each of 
the companies, not exceeding sixty, which shall at any time 
be ordered and kept in the permanent service in the Terri- 
tories, to such number, not exceeding one hundred to each 
company, as he may think discreet; and may order such 
transfers from and to the different companies as may be ne- 
cessary for that purpose: nd provided, further, That the 
whole number of privates, including the company of engi- 
neers and the enlisted men of ordnance, at any one time in 
the service, shall not exceed 9,060 men, and that the number 
of women and employés belonging to, or at any time attached 
to the army, shall not exceed one thousand. 

In explaining the grounds of his amendment, 
Mr. H. observed that the army, as it existed 
before the commencement of the Mexican war, 
had consisted of 7,040 privates—the total number 
being 8,616. This amendment limited the number 
of privates to 9,060. lt proposed to fix the number 
of men to acompany at forty-two; but it allowed the 
President to increase the companies that might be 
employed in the Territories to one hundred men 
each: beyond this he could not go. There would 
be fifty per cent. more privates in the whole army 
than there had been before the war. 

The amendment of Mr. Haut was carried, on a 
count by tellers: Ayes 76, noes 42. 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
as amended— 

Mr. FICKLIN moved to add a proviso that 
three-fourths of the total number be kept west of 
the Mississippi. 

Mr. F. observed that there would be some 
twenty-eight hundred officers in the army on the 
basis proposed: and the whole influence of this 
body of men would be exerted, in all probability, 
to keep the body of the army on the Atlantic 
seaboard, because there they would have more 
agreeable quarters, and would be surrounded with 
more of the luxuries of life. But he was confident 
that one-fourth of the number of troops would be 
quite sufficient to garrison the forts, and do what- 
ever was required in preserving the public prop- 
erty here. The manual labor required was most 
of it done by artificers hired for the purpose; the 
number of soldiers actually needed at the posts on 
the Atlantic would not absorb certainly more than 
one-fourth of the army. 

Mr. HARALSON asked why the gentleman 
should have such a want of confidence in the offi- 
cers of the army and in the President and the War 
Department, as to suppose that they would not 
keep the army where its presence was most needed? 
He did not mean any reflection on the gentleman 
from Illinois, but he might be allowed to say that 
military men were at least as competent judges 
where troops were most needed. And did the 
getleman believe that they would fail to send them 
there? 

Mr. FICKLIN said that, to confess the truth, 
his main object in offering the amendment was a 
desire to relieve the President from the annoyance 
of the crowd of people that would be constantly 
pressing upon him. 

Mr. McKAY said there would be considerable 
difficulty in the adoption of this amendment, how- 
ever proper it might be in the object intended. 
The President was, under the Constitution, com- 
mander-in-chief of the land and naval forces of the 
United States, and the House, as a legislative 
body, had no power to direct the movements of 
either. They might limit the number of thearmy, 
and make all the necessary provisign for its sup- 
port; but when they had done that, all the rest was 
under the gole control of the President. The quér- 
tering and disposition of the army belonged to him. 

Mr. FICKLIN inquired how, then, the House 
could authorize the raising of troops for Oregon? 

Mr. McK AY said that it was very true that the 
words of the act designated the regiments to be 
raised as intended for service in Oregon, or at the 
posts on the way; but so much of it as made any 
designation of the place where they were to serve, 
was of no force. The Constitution placed the un- 
limited control of the movement of the military 
force, raised for the service and defence of the 
country, in the hands of the President. 

Mr. FICKLIN said he should not press his 
amendment, and he thereupon withdrew it. 

The question now being on the amendment of 
Mr. Duncan, of Kentucky, as amended on motion 
of Mr. Hatt, of New York, as above stated— 
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Mr. DUNCAN, of Ohio, moved an amendment, 


providing that the officers and men of the regiment’ 


of mounted riflemen who had recently returned 
from Mexico should, on application, be honorably 
discharged. 

Mr. D. said that two years ago this regiment 
had been raised professedly for the purpose of 
being employed in guarding posts on the route to 
Oregon and in the public service there. Almost 
the entire regiment had been recruited within his 
State, and two of the companies had been mustered 
in his own immediate neighborhood. But on the 
breaking out of the war, this body of men had 
been discharged from the order to serve in Oregon, 
and had been sent to Mexico, where they were 
engaged in fighting under the gallant Riley, from 
Vera Cruz.up to the gates of the city of Mexico. 
Many of them were sons of wealthy and respecta- 
ble farmers, who were partly induced to enlist by 
the prospect of getting farms in Oregon. Out of 
six hundred who had left their homes buoyant 
with health, hope, and patriotic ardor, but one 
hundred and eighty had returned, broken in health, 
Spirits, and constitution. All they asked now, 
after so terrible a sacrifice, was that they‘might be 
honorably discharged. The interests-of the ser- 
vice would not suffer by granting their request, as 
thousands more stood ready to take their places. 
The adoption of the amendment would be the means 
of giving peace to many bereaved families, and of 
restoring many worthy young men to usefulness in 
life. They had rendered more service and far 
harder service, in the one year they had been in 
Mexico, than if they had served five years in Ore- 

on. 
z The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TOMPKINS introduced an amendment ap- 
propriating $160,000 for continuing the pay and 
subsistence of the regiment of voltigeurs and the 
rocket corps. 

He said that he made this motion at the earnest 
solicitation of a number of the officers of our army. 
The regiment to be continued was one of the most 
efficient corps in the service. In looking at the 
history of the late Mexican war, we found them 
occupying a conspicious position in every battle. 
They had opened the conflict. They had fired the 
first gun. They constituted at once a squadron of 
horse and a corps of sharp-shooters. They were 
the best conceivable sort of force to fight the Ca- 
manches on our western frontier, being swift in their 
movements and striking heavy and effectual blows. 
The eldest surviving officers of the regiment were 
Major Talcott and Captain Johnson—and fitter men 
to command it could not be found. The corps 
would do credit to the army, and render effectual 
service in the defence of the country. 

Some conversation arising as to the proper place 
for such an amendment in the bill— 

Mr. TOMPKINS said he would withdraw it for 
the present until the proper time and place came to 
move it again. 

Mr. GENTRY moved to amend the bill by stri- 
king out the whole of the second section as amended. 
He said he understood that, if this section should 
be stricken from the bill, the existing law, which 
allows sixty-four men to a company, would remain 
in force. 

Mr. TOOMBS said he was mistaken as to the 
law: it raised the number of men in a company to 
one hundred, and permitted the President to reduce 
that number to sixty-four. 

Mr. GENTRY said, as he understood the law, 
. it fixed the number in a company to sixty-four, 
and allowed the President to raise it to one hun- 
dred. [Voices: ** Yes, that’s it.’’] That was the 
law now; andthe President in his message recom- 
mended that that be adopted as the standard. for 
our peace establishment. The President recom- 
mended few things that Mr. G. approved, but this 
was one which he could and did approve. The 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
had told the House of the vast expense it would 
cost to keep up an army on this scale. No doubt 
it would cost a great deal of money, but what were 
we todo? We had got by treaty new and vastly 
extended territories; and in that treaty we had 
bound ourselves to protect the inhabitants from 
Indian depredations. We had promised this, and 
we must keep our faith inviolate. We should re- 

uire a considerable mounted force in each of these 
erritories. The report of the Adjutant General 
estimated the requisite force to be kept up at eleven 
thousand men. His estimates were made on the 


basis of sixty-four men to a company. With this 
strength for our army, we might preserve peace on 
the frontier, and in New Mexico and California. 
But if, out of a mistaken economy, we should 
suffer ourselves to get into a war with the Indian 
tribes, it would cost us far more than it would 
have done to make the army efficient. As to using 
the militia, and taking volunteers to pine and lan- 

uish in garrisons, he was utterly opposed to it. 

f it was a great evil to be obliged to keep up so 
large a military force, the fault lay in the wrong 
policy which had triumphed in the councils of 
the country, and had brought the burden of these 
new and useless conquests on our hands. But 
much as he disapproved that policy, much as 
he had labored to oppose it, and deeply as he 
deplored its consequences, nothing should ever 
induce him to shrink from the responsibility, 
cost what it would, of maintaining the good faith 
of the country. T¥e was as much oppor toa 
large standing army as any man could be; but he 
would curry favor nowhere by reducing our mili- 
tary force improperly, and disabling ourselves 
from giving efiecwal protection to those we had 
bound ourselves to defend. He should ever be 
ready to vote for what he believed his country 
needed to her duty and her honor. This army, 
they had been told, would cost the country five 
millions of dollars a year. He could not help that. 
If we needed that number of troops, we must have 
them, and we must pay for them. The old army 
that we had before the war would not-now be 
sufficient to garrison the forts and protect the new 
Territories. We must have men enough to do this. 
As to doing without a military force, it was what 
he did not expect till the millennium should come. 
For one, he wished it would come; but till then we 
must have an army proportioned to the country we 
inhabited. The views of his friend from Georgia 
[Mr. Toomss] were ultra radical. To keep up a 
standing army, to some limited extent, had been 
the fixed policy of this country from the days of 
Washington till now. It was only a skeleton 
army, capable of expansion when necessity arose. 
It was preserved as a nucleus, around which we 


, might gather a greater force, and it must be main- 


tained. We were bound—we had bound ourselves 
by treaty stipulations; and he was for keeping 
good faith. He should therefore give his vote for 
placing the army on the footing recommended by 
the President and estimated for by the War De- 
partment. 

Mr. TOOMBS said that the better reasoner a 
man was, the surer he was to go wrong if he started 
wrong. Now, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
GENTRY] was wrong in his facts, and, therefore, 
he was wrong in his argument. The gentleman 
talked of our needing fifteen regiments to keep New 
Mexico and California quiet, when we had con- 
quered them with three. Yes, three regiments had 
conquered the country, and now it was conquered, 
three regiments were amply sufficient to keep all 
the Indians quiet, and the Mexicans too. 

Mr. GENTRY said we wanted a large force to 
man all our posts. 

Mr. TOOMBS said it was all imagination—a 
pure fancy sketch. Mr. T. said that five thousand 
men were enough for every purpose. The gentle- 
man said it would take fifteen thousand. He might 
as well have said fifty thousand, or one hundred 
thousand at once, for it was all fancy. He had 
shown no documents to prove it, and he might as 
well conjecture one number as another. The gen- 
tleman talked about our treaty stipulation to pro- 
tect the people of New Mexico and California. No 
doubt we were bound to protect all our citizens, 
and not the more bound because it was in the 
treaty. ‘He merely recognized. the duty; but we 
had enough in the bill as it stood; enough, and 
more than enough, to do all that. The gentle- 
man wanted a big army. He said the Adjutant 
General estimated for eleven thousand. No doubt 
the Adjutant General wanted a big army. All offi- 
cers liked a big army; it was natural they should. 
Hesaid, in his report, that the old army—such as we 
had before the war—was repudiated. It was not; it 
had never been repudiated. General Jones wanted 
one hundred thousand men, if he could get them. 
Military officers were always extravagant in their 
notions and their requisitions. The old army had 
never been repudiated. There was not a word of 
truth init. It had never been altered till this war 
commenced. Wasthat ‘‘ repudiating” it? Ithad 
been changed when we went into this war, and the 


returns would show that it had cost us seven hun- 
dred dollars a man. He still insisted that three 
thousand men would be enough to enable us to 
keep our faith with Mexico, old and new. 

Mr. VINTON here apan read the summary of 
the estimates from the department, at the several 
rates of forty-two, sixty-four, and one hundred 
men to a company. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennaylvania, expressed him- 
self as opposed to any increase in the army at all 
from what it had been before the war. He did not 
believe there was the least need of it. It was said 
we must have a great army, because our territories 
were so vastly enlarged and our frontier propor- 
tionably extended. Our frontier was not much 
enlarged by these new territories. Yes, but the 
Camanches! we must keep them in ordety .Well; 
and were not the Camanches on our border before? 
And could not we easily manage them? Two regi- 
ments of dragoons were amply sufficient to keep 
the whole Indian border quiet. The officers would 
agree to do it by the jab, and be glad of the con- 
tract, without another man. It was natural that 
officers should like to see a large army under 
them: it was human nature. But that was no 
reason why the nation should raise and keep up 
a great amy to gratify them. Some gentlemen 
seemed to think that, as a matter of course, our 
army must be made larger and larger. Why? Be- 
cause our population and our wealth increased. 
But did they forget that, as our wealth and num- 
bers grew, our power increased with them? Our 
name itself was a host. If any disturbance arose 
on the border, in one week we could have more 
rangers on the spot than there were enemies to 
put down, and that before there was time to call 
out the regulars. Suppose that volunteers did cost 
a little more, that cost was momentary, while a 
regular army was a permanent tax. But the Pres- 
ident recommended it. What if he did? No mat- 
ter where the calls came from, Mr. B. would never 
vote a single dollar to increase the army by a sin- 

le man. 

Mr. JAMESON next addressed the committee 
in favor of striking out, and of a larger force, but 
he was very imperfectly heard. He dwelt on the 
exposure of the frontier, and the danger of an In- 
dian war. , 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississi 
read a letter from the Secretary of 

But Mr. JAMESON said he did not care for 
any man’s letter. Government had placed all the 
Indians in a mass on our western frontier, and 
had now brought thousands more, and they were 
bound to keep there a sufficient military force to 
compel peace. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
was supposed to be a man of sense—of improved 
mind, and a statesman. How could he be in fa- 
vor of putting back the army, under such circum- 
stances, to the old standard before the war? There 
was no reason in it; there was no justice nor fair- 
ness init. No sooner had we any difficulty abroad 
than gentlemen were for raising a force in a mo- 
ment: we must arm, we must fight. But when 
difficulties far more threatening to our own people 
in the interior arose on the frontier, oh! a regiment 
was enough. When once an Indian strife began, 
it would cost blood and money before it was quiet- 
ed—ten times more than would have kept up the 
force that would have effectually prevented it. 
They demanded protection. If it could not be 
done without a standing army, let us have it—not 
an army to be a terror to liberty, but enough to 
protect the country and preserve peace on the bor- 


i, wanted to 
ar— 


ers. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved an 
amendment to enable him to read a statement upon 


|ewhich: he relied, to the effect’ that five theusand 


men would be sufficient to garrison the whole 
western border; and, after explanation, he with- 
drew it. | 
Mr. McKAY renewed the motion, for the pur- 
pore of cect misapprehensions which had 
een fallen into by gentlemen, sg Satan by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Genrry,] as to 
what was the recommendation of the President’s 
message. He agreed with the gentleman from 
Tennessee, that in fixing the military peace estab- 
lishment, props respect should be paid. to the 
opinions of the President, who was the chief ex- 
ecutive officer, who was intrusted with the execu- 
tion of the laws, and with the preservation of peace. 
He read from the message of the President com- 
municating the treaty of peace with Mexico, in 
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which the President expressed the opinion that 
the old peace establishment, before the war with 
Mexico, would be sufficient. This old peace es- 
tablishment (said Mr. McK.) was on the basis of 
forty-two men to each company. He understood 
that the President contemplated the continuance, 
also, of. the additional force authorized during the 
war, viz: of the eight companies of artillery, one 
company of engineers, and the regiment of mounted 
riflemen. He also read from the Secretary of War, 
showing that he asked for authority to increase the 
companies who were to be detached for the ser- 
vice in the Territories to one hundred men each. 
That was his express recommendation; he did not 
ask the increase of all the companies, but of these 
partiowlar ones. i 

Mr. AIALL, of New-York, on a pro forma 
amendment, said the amendment which he had 
proposed, and which had been adopted by the 
committee, provided that the President should 
have authority to fill up sixty companies for ser- 
. vice in the Territories to one hundred each, and 
that it.conferred all the authority which the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina understood to be 
recommended by the President. 

Mr. McKAY explained that he understood that 
that part of the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York which provided for filling up these 
sixty companies to,one hundred men, proposed 
that it should be done by reducing the other com- 
panies below forty-two men. 

- Mr. HALL said the gentleman was partly right 
and partly wrong. For the purpose of filling up 
sixty companies to one hundred each, it was ne- 
ceseary to reduce the other companies below forty- 
two, but that ‘decrease did not reduce the other 
companies. below thirty-two to each company. He 
entered into a computation to show that this would 
be the case; and said that the companies kept upon 
the seaboard, almost all of them, might be reduced 
to thirty-two, without any injury to the public 
service. The maximum, under the peace estab- 
lishment before the war with Mexico, was forty- 
two, and it had frequently happened thet the fron- 
tier companies when in. the field were reduced 
below thirty-two; and certainly these companies 
could be reduced to that standard, almost all of 
whom were to be retained at the posts along the 
seaboard, where their only duty was to take care 
of the fortifications, and preserve the government 
roperty. He could, therefore, see no earthly ob- 
jection to allowing this amendment to stand as it 
now stood, which wofild provide for sixty compa- 
nies—~which was more than he understood was 
required by the Secretary of War—being filled up 
to one hundred men, and yet maintain all the other 
companies as high as thirty-two men each. 

Mr. McLANE moved to strike out the second 
section as amended. He dissented totally from the 
view taken by the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. 
Toomss,] which was more radical than any which 
had been expressed by any other gentleman—that 
we could get along without any army at all either 
in California, New Mexico, or Oregon. He con- 
sidered the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Haux,] which reduced the companies 
on the Atlantic seaboard, destructive to the ‘good 
of the service, destructive of the army on the At- 
djantic coast, and a most miserable system of legis- 
lation. The gentleman from New York proceeded 
on the supposition that we should always have 
forty-two men in each company from which we 
made these abstractions. When had the gentle- 
man ever known a company to be full, whatever 
might be the standard? It was scarcely ever the 
case; hence, by taking away from them a sufficient 
number: to fill sixty companies up to one hundred 


men each, the gentleman would: bring down these.. 


companies on the seabeard much below thirty-two 


men. 
Mr. HALL said the power was unlimited in the 
War Department to recruit and keep the compa- 
nies full up to the standard authorized by law. 
Mr. McLANE held that the gentleman from 
New York, if he meant to give the’ 5,000 men 
which were required in Oregon, California, and 
New Mexico, was bound to give them without 
abstracting them from other branches of the public 
service. The true settlement of the question, in 
his opinion, was to strike out the second section 
as amended, or, if the committee were not disposed 
so to do, to adopt the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, which reduced the 
eompanies on the.seaboard to 42, and left them 


there, while those which went upon the weetern 
frontier were to be increased to 100 each. 

The motion of Mr. McLane to strike out the 
second section was rejected. 

The question then recurring on the first section 
of the bill, the amendment of Mr. Vinton, pre- 
viously offered under instructions of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and based upon the esti- 
mates of the Secretary of War, to insert $3,000,000 
for the three months’ extra pay granted by the act 
of 19th of last. month, to the officers, musicians, 
and privates of the Mexican war, was agreed 


to. l 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, moved the following 
item as an amendment: 

For payment of interpreters who were employed in the 
Mexican war, and who have not yet received payment, 
$5,000. 

Some conversation occurred between Messrs. 
SMITH and FICKLIN on tis amendment; when 
it was disagreed to. : 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved the following: 

For the purchase of a site and to commence the erection 
of a national armory at Fort Massac, in IHinois, near the 
confluence of the Tennessee, Cumberland, Ohio, and Mis- 
sissippi rivers, $20,000. 

Mr. McCLERNAND explained. 


Mr. DICKEY moved to amend the amendment, 
by inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

For the selection and purchase, under the direction of the 
President of the United States, of a suitable site on the 
western waters for an armory, and sites at suitable and 
convenient points for two national foundries, the sum of 
$100,000; and as soon as such sites shall be selected, the 
President shall be, and he hereby is, authorized to purchase 
the same, and proceed to erect the said armory and found- 
ries. — 

Mr. DICKEY explained. 

Mr. McCLERNAND made a pro forma motion 
for the purpose of explanation and reply to Mr. 
Dickey. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, under a motion made 
for the purpose, also made some remarks. 

The question was put on the amendment to the 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

The committee then rose and reported progress, 
and the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Frinay, August 4, 1848. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a memorial from the heads of families of the 
Pottawatomie tribe of Indians, and another from 
the heads of families of the Kickapoo tribe, asking 
that the prairie band of the Pottawatomies may be 
permitted to remain on the lands now occupied by 
them; which were referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported the following House bills, without amend- 
ment: 

An act to annex that part of the State of Indi- 
ana bordering on Lake Michigan to the Chicago 
collection district. ` 

An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to license yachts, and for other purposes. 

An act to refund a penalty remitted by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to John Hardrop. 

On motion of Mr. DIX, the above bills were 
considered in Committee of the Whole, and were 
severally read a third time and passed. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the organization of the 
marine corps; which was read a first time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Major James M. Scantland; and, on motion of Mr. 
J., the usual forms were dispensed ‘with, and! the 
bill read a third time and passed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, submitted the 
following: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to inform the Senate, at the earliest period, 
whether he has any information that any citizen or citizens 
of the United States is our are now preparing, or intending 
to prepare, within the United States, an expedition to revo- 
lutionize by force any part of the Republic of Mexico, or to 
assist in so doing; and, if he has, what is the extent of such 
preparation, and whether he has or is about to take any 
steps to arrest the same. 


Mr. WALKER, on leave, introduced a bill for 
the improvement of the St. Clair flats; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


On motion of Mr. FITZGERALD, House bill 


for the relief of Catharine Hoffman was read a 
third time and passed, 

Mr. KING asked the Senate to indulge him in 
taking up the bill granting the right of way and a 
donation of the public lands to the State of Ala- 
bama for the construction of a railroad from Mo- 
bile to the mouth of the Ohio river, declaring that 
if it gave rise to a protracted debate he would agree 
to pass it over. | 

he bill was then taken up; when— 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, submitted an amend- 
ment granting a right of way and donations of pub- 
lic lands to Mississippi for a railroad from Jack- 
son, through Brandon, to the Alabama line. It 
being evident that the bill would give rise to de- 
bate, it was passed over informally. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending on 
the 30th of June, 1849. 

The various amendments submitted by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance were then agreed 
to. 

On motion of Mr. BADGER, the bill was 
amepded in the clause relating to the Pension 
Office, by adding $500 to the salary of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, making the annual salary, 
from the Ist of January last, $3,000. 

On motion of Mr. BADGER, the bill was fur- 
ther amended by the introduction of a clause ap- 
propriating $2,500 to Dr. Houston, Senate re- ` 
porter, for three hundred and fifty bound copies of 
the reports of the present session, and an analyti- 
cal index, for the members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

On motion of Mr. BADGER, the bill was fur- 
ther amended by the introduction of an appropria- 
tion to pay the claim of David Taylor, who had 
married a Cherokee Indian, for $12,500, with in- 
terest, allowed by the accounting officers. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved to amend 
the bill by inserting an appropriation of $10,000 
for a survey of the Red river, with a view to the 
removal of the land raft which obstructs the navi- 
gation; which, after some remarks from Messrs. 
JOHNSON of Louisiana, SEBASTIAN, MET- 
CALFE, DOWNS, HUNTER, ATCHISON, 
ALLEN, DAVIS'of Massachusetts, and FOOTE, 
was negatived. 

On motion of Mr. TURNEY, the bill was fur- 
ther amended by adding an appropriation of $600 
to pay a debt awarded under the Cherokee treaty. 

n motion of Mr. MANGUM, the bill was fur- 
ther amended by inserting an appropriation to pay 
the claim of John Hogan, United States agent, for 
services in St. Domingo, &c. 

Mr. DOWNS submitted an amendment, insert- 
ing an appropriation of $141,591 for the payment 
of a certain portion of the Creek nation of Indians 
who had not assented to the treaty of 1826, with 
twenty years’ interest. | 

This motion led to a very protracted discussion, 
in which Messrs. DOWNS, ATCHISON, KING, 
FOOTE, ATHERTON, LEWIS, JOHNSON of 
Georgia, UNDERWOOD, TURNEY, MAN- 
GUM, NILES, ALLEN, WALKER, BRIGHT, 
CALHOUN, BELL, HOUSTON, JOHNSON of 
Maryland, and BUTLER, participated; when the 
question was taken on the amendment, and decided 
in the affirmative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Butler, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dix, Downs, Foote, Greene, Hale, 
Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisi- 
ana, Lewis, Mason, Miller, Niles, Phelps, Sebastian, Walk- 


er, and Yulee—23. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Benton, Borland, Braf- 


-bury, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Clarke,Corwin, Felch, John- 


son of Georgia, King, Metcalfe, Pearce, Spruance, Sturgeon, 
Turney, and Underwood—19. 


The question was then taken on striking out the 
interest, and decided in the affirmative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Badger, Bell, Benton, 
Borland, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Came- 
ron, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dix, Douglas, Felch, Foote, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, 
Johnson of Georgia, King, Mason, Metcalfe, Miller, Niles, 
Pearce, Phelps, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeen, Turney, 
and Underwood—34. 

NAYS—Messrs.:. Atchison, Baldwin, Clarke, Dickinson, 
Hele, Hannegan, Houston, Johason of Louisiana, Lewis, 
Walker, and Yulee—11. 


Mr. DIX moved to amend the bill by inserting 
an appropriation for the building of six revenue 
cutters. 
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Mr. ALLEN said, he was not disposed to make 

a speech at that late hour, and would content him- 

gelf with calling the yeas and nays, which.were 
ordered, and the vote stood: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Baldwin, 
Bell, Benton, Borland, Bradbury, Breese, Butler, Calhoun, 
Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Missis- 
sippi, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Douglas, Downe, 
Feich, Foote, Hale, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson of Mary- 
Jand, Johnson of kaulaan, King, Lewis, Mason, Miller, 
Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Sebastian, Spruance, and Walker 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bright, Johnson of Georgia, Met- 
ealfe, Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, and Yulee—8. 

An amendment offered by Mr. DOWNS, in 
favor of certain allowances to the district judge of 
Louisiana, and advocated with much earnestness 
by Messrs. DOWNS and JOHNSON of Louisi- 
ana, was lost by a large vote. 

An effort was made to adjourn, but failed ona 
call of the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HANNEGAN submitted an amendment 
making an appropriation of $5,400 to Commodore 
Biddle for his diplomatic services in China. 

Mr. HALE moved to amend the amendment 
by deducting his pay while serving in a diplomatic 
capacity, but the amendment was lost. 

r. NILES denounced the amendment as setting 
a dangerous precedent. 


Mr. DOWNS said, to deny the judge and give 


to the commodore, would not be doing exact jus- 
tice. He thought some rule should be observed. 

Mr. DAYTON thought more information should 
be obtained in relation to the claim before there 
was any action on it, admitting, at the same time, 
that any expense to which Captain Biddle had 

been necessarily subjected would constitute a fair 
charge. 

Messrs. HANNEGAN, BADGER, JOHN- 
SON of Maryland, and others, advocated the 
amendment. The question was then taken bY 

eas and nays, and decided in the negative as fol- 

ows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Butler, Clarke, Corwin, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Greene, Hannegan, Johnson of Ma- 
ryland, Johnson of Louisiana, and Pearce—11. 

NAYS—Mcessrs. Allen, Atherton, Benton, Borland, Brad- 
bury, Breese, Bright, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dickin- 
son, Dix, Dodge, Dougias, Downs, Felch, Foote, Hale, Ham- 
lin, Houston, Johnson of Georgia, King, Mason, Metcalfe, 


Miller, Niles, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Un- 
derwood, Walker, and Yulee—32. 


Mr. HANNEGAN said, he had several other 


amendments to offer, when there were cries of ad- 
journ. 

Mr. CLARKE moved that the Senate adjourn, 
which motion was passed, and the Senate ad- 
journed, after a continuous session of eight hours 
within a very few minutes. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, August 5, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. McCLELLAND, by common consent, 
from the Committee on Rules, reported an amend- 
ment to the fiftieth rule. It is, that when the pre- 
vious question is moved and seconded, the first 
question shall be on the motion to recommit, if 
such motion be pending when the previous ques- 
tion is moved. It was agreed to. 

Mr. BARROW asked that, by general consent, 
the House take up and act upon the bill from the 
Senate for the relief of Major James M. Scantland. 
lt was a case of peculiar hardship. Major S. had 
enlisted as a private, and had been promoted for 
gallant conduct to be a brevet major. He was left 
for dead on the battle-field, having been shot in 
the rig eye by a ball which passed out of his left 
ear. It was a most meritorious case, and he hoped 
there would be no objection. 

After some conversation between Mr. HOUS- 
TON of Alabama, Mr. BARROW, and others, 
and on objection being made— 


Mr. BARROW moved a suspension of the rules 


tas the purpose of taking up the above indicated 
ili. 

The question was put and agreed to, and the bill 
was taken up, read three times, passed, and re- 
turned to the Senate. 

EXTRA ALLOWANCES TO GENERAL CASS. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, moved a 
suspension of the rules to enable him to offer the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to send to this House, forthwith, the letters and vouchers 
in support of tbe claims and extra allowances paid to Lewis 


Cass, over and above his regular salary of $2,000 a year, as 
Governor and ez officio Superintendent of Indian Affairs for 
the Territory of Michigan, to wit: ‘I'he letters and vouchers 
in support of the extra allowance paid him— 
l. For clerk hire, office rent, &c., from the 9th 
October, 1813, to the 3ist July, 1&31, at 
@1,560 per annum, as per Doc. No. 244, 3d 
sess. 25th Cong., page 2, amounting to...... $26,715 00 
2. For rationg, to wit: Ten rations a day, at 20 
cents each, from the 9th October, 1813, to the 
29th May, 1822, as per same doc. and page... 
8. For services as Superintendent of Indian Af- 
fairs, said to have been rendered aut of the 
Territory of Michigan, from the 29th May, 
1822, to the 3lst August, 1832, at $1,500 per 
annum, as per Doc. No. 6, 3d sess. 2/th Cong., 
page 13.. cies ace vb sec POrrerreerere rere res 


6,610 00 


14,375 00 


ficio Superintendent 
of Indian Affairs, as aforesaid, 772 days, at &8 
per day, and 40 cents per mile travelled by 
him, as per same doc., pages 11 and 12...... 
6. For attending at Washington, to settle hisown 
accounts for extra pay, &c., two hundred and 
eight days, to wit, trom the 21st October, 1821, 
to the 29th May, 1822, for mileage, ten rations 
per day, &c., same doc. page ll........... es 
6. For alleged services whilst Governor and Bu- 
perintendent of Indian Affairs, ‘‘ in preparin 
a code for the regulation of Indian affairs,’ 
one hundred and eleven days, to wit, trom 
the 22d October, 1828, to the 10th February, 
1829, as per same doc., page 12...... E 
7. For extra pay whilst Governor, &c., as afore- 
said, “as deputy quartermaster general?’ in 
the army, for one year, as per Doc. No. 18, Ist 
sess. 28th Cong., puge 25....... Soraa erst 
8. For extra pay and allowances as captain in the 
regular army, whilst Governor, as atoresaid, 
to wit, from the 12th May, 1817, to the 28th 
of June, 1821, as per same doc., same page.. 
9. Letters and vouchers filed in support of the 
following itens, in the account rendered by 
Governor Cass against the United States, the 
lst of July, 1832, (about one year after his 
uppointment as Secretary of War,) and said 
not to he embraced in any of the previous 
quarterly settlements of his accounts with the 
Government, to wit: For alleged balances 
and overpayinents by him as Superintendent 
of Indian Affairs, as per Doc. No. 112, 3d sea- 
sion 25th Congress, page 16, on the following 
accounts, to wit: 
For overpayments on account of contingen- 
cies for Indian department.......§3,368:55 
For overpayments to Indian sub- 
363 15 


OQCMIS iisee ese E E ns 
416 &0 


9,744 00 


1,448 00 


1,520 00 
1,001 80 


2,526 66 


For overpayments on account of 
presents to Indians............ . 
For overpayments on acconnt of 
annuities under the appropria- 
tion act of May 15, 1820........ 
For overpayinents on account of 
ee under act of 2d March, 


5,370 15 


ere news eee TEET 245 43 
For overpayments on account of 
annuities under the appropria- 
tion act of 25th March, 1830.... 
For alleged balance on account of 
the treaty at Prairie du Chien.. 
For alleged overpayments and bal- 
ances due him on account of In- 
dian department prior to 1829... 


32,711 27 
440 00 


10,183 61 


Amounting in all to........ cr ee ene 

10. The requisition drawn on the treasury in favor 
of Governor Cass, (No. 2,906,) dated the 2lst 
July, 1837, about one year after his appoint- 
ment as Secretary of War, to settle alleged 
balance due hiin on account of the overpay- 
ments, &c., as aforesaid........ oee. eese.. 35,075 00 

11. The endorsements on the said account by Governor 
Cass, then Secretary of War, after the issue and pay- 
ment of the said requisition of $35,075, for the balance 
alleged to be due hiin, by which the final settlement of 
the said account was suspended, owing to the“ peculiar 
position in which I (he, Governor Cass) stand in rela- 
tion to the Department,” and whereby the final settle- 
ment was suspended until the 5th day of December, 
1837, when it was finally closed, as appears by the jetter 
of William B. Lewis, the Second Auditor of the Treas- 
ury 3 "aa date, as per Doc. No. 112, 3d sess. 25th Cong., 
page 16. 


Mr. BRODHEAD rote to a question of order, 


63,196 96 


and contended that it was not in order to make two | 


calls on the President at the same time for the 
same thing. The House had already called on the 
Executive for this very information. Mr. B. 
wanted time to prepare an amendment to the reso- 
lution calling for allowances made to other Gov- 
ernors of Territories. 

Mr. STEWART said that this was only a call 
for vouchers: the other call had been for the extra 
charges allowed; this was for the vouchers by 
which they had been supported. 

The CHAIR said that no amendment could be 
noe as the question was on suspending the 
rales. 

Mr. STEWART demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and, being taken, were: Yeas 
87, nays 61. 

So the rules were not suspended, two-thirds not 
voting to suspend. 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, said he had en- 
deavored to get the business on the Speaker’s table 
taken up, in order that the Executive messages 
might be treated with at least the usual degree of 
respect due to a communication from the Chief 
Magistrate, but the President’s immediate repre- 
sentatives had voted against it, and he gave it up. 
He would withdraw the motion, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, in reply to the re- 
marks of thegentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hovs- 
TON,] said, that those he was pleased to consider 
as the immediate representatives of the President, 
were under no greater obligations to support the 
motions of the gentleman than other members upon 
this floor, For himself, he would say that he wae 
as free and as independent as any member of 
this House. He voted according to the convic- 
tions of his judgment. And how he voted was a 
question between himself and his constituents, to 
whom alone he was responsible for the discharge 
of his public duties. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, moved a sus- 

nsion of the rules for the purpose of enabling 

im to move the reference of Senate bill to compen- 
sate R. M. Johnson for the erection of certain 
buildings for the use of the Choctaw Academy. 

Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House proceed to consider 
the business on the Speaker’s table. 

The yeas and nays were taken on the motion 
suspend the rules, and resulted—yeas 100, nays 
70. 

Two thirds not voting in favor thereof, the rules 
were not suspended. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motionof Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Asnmun, of Massachusetts, in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the service of the 
army for the year ending June 30, 1849. 

hen the committee rose yesterday, the ques- 
tion pending was on agreeing to the amendment 
moved by Mr. McCiernanp, authorizing the se- 
lection of Fort Massac, Illinois, as a site for a 
national armory; which was amended by substitu- 
ting therefor the amendment moved by Mr. Dicxsy, 
viz: 

For the selection and purchase, by the Secretary of War, 
under the direction of the President of the United States, of 
asuitable site on the western waters for an armory, and sites, 
at suitable and convenient points, for two national foundries, 
one hundred thousand dollars; and as soon as such sites 
shall be selected, the President shall be, and he hereby is, 
authorized to purchase the same, and proceed to erect the 
said armory and foundries. 

Mr. BURT moved to amend the amendment by 
adding thereto the following, viz: 

Provided that the selection of said sites shall be made 
within two years from and after the passage of this act. 

Mr. BURT advocated the policy of making an 
appropriation to enable the President to detail a 
corps of officers to select a site for an armory on 
the western waters. 

Mr. BOWLIN, on a pro forma amendment, en- 
larged upon the mineral resources of Missouri, the 
vast abundance of iron and coal in her mountains, 
and warmly presented the claims of that State to 
the fair consideration of her numerous sites in 
making the selection. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, on a similar amendment, 
urged the claims of Illinois to the location of the 
armory at Fort Massac, and placed his appeal upon 
the decision of the majority of the commission 
already established for the selection of sites, in 
favor of Fort Massac, as endorsing the superior- 
ity of that location in respect to itg great mineral 
resources and various natural advantages. 

Mr. HARALSON, ona similar amendment, re- 
ferred to the great difficulty of selecting a location 
for armories whenever the subject came up in the 
House, and urged the policy of establishing a com- 
mission for the selection (in which he hoped that 
Georgia would receive her just consideration) of 
two sites in the western valley, and the immediate 
commencement of operations accordingly. 

Mr. TAYLOR favored the amendment of the 

entleman from Pennsylvania, for many reasons. 

e appreciated very readily the interest which 
gentlemen from various parts of the western coun- 
try took in the establishment of armories in their 
own sections. Fort Massac, Beaver, Pittsburg, 
St. Louis, and various other places in the West, 
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had been designated. There was one point equal 
to any other in the western country which had been 
overlooked. It was in his own district—the town 
of Portsmouth, in the State of Ohio, on the Ohio 
river. Jt was a central point, in a region of vast 
mineral resources, around which had already been 
erected about thirty iron forges and rolling mills; 
a point combining all the necessary advantages, in 
the midst of a fine iron region; presenting exten- 
sive water power, accessible at all times by the 
navigation of the Ohio river. He dissented from 
the views taken by Mr. McCLernanp—the decis- 
ion of a commission made some eight years since 
should not now be decisive. It had never been 
carried out, and undoubtedly it was not without 
good reason. He favored the appointment of a 
new commission for the selection of sites, and 
claimed for that mentioned by him a fair consider- 


ation. x 
Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, was opposed to all 
these armories. There were arms enough in the 
country. You could scarcely meet a man in the 
streets but carried a bowie knife and a couple of 
revolving pistols. The United States had arms 
enough. We had never experienced a deficiency 
in the Mexican war. We had had an ample sup- 
ply, and a large surplus remained on hand. l 

Mr. BURT corrected the gentleman, and said 
the arms of some of the States were now nearly ex- 
hausted. South Carolina was now calling for arms. 

Mr. TOMPKINS said he thought the gentleman 
from Maryland was mistaken about the abundance 

of bowie knives and revolvers. In Mississippi they 
had‘no such thing. 

Mr. EVANS further opposed the establishment 
of any more armories. Gentlemen talked about 
the advantageous locations in their several districts. 
Why, he had several which he could strongly rec- 
ommend in his own district. But the preliminary 

_ question should first be settled, whether the inter- 
ests of the country demanded the establishment of 
any more armories. He thought no more were 
needed, and he hoped this House would not ap- 
propriate the public money for the local benefit of 
particular sections, which might desire an armory. 

Mr, McCLERNAND read certain statistics to 
controvert the statement of Mr. Evans, and to 

_ show that, instead of there being now a surplus, 
there was a deficiency of arms in the United States. 

Mr. Burr’s amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. 
Dickey as amended. 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Ohio, moved a pro forma 
amendment to the amendment, and warmly op- 
posed all these proposed appropriations as entirely 
unnecessary. e had been told by the President 
of the United States in his recent peace message, 
that the war just terminated had given us ‘‘ ample 
«“ security for the, future.” There was no neces- 
sity, then, for the further increase of expenditures 
for the manufacture of arms. We had abundance 
of them for any emergency that was likely to arise. 
In case of a war with England, it would be on the 
ocean; but in case of a difficulty which arose with 
any nation, it might be, and he hoped it would be, 
settled by fair dealing, and pursuing the path of 
rectitude. Hewould much sooner appropriate the 
money for the purchase and cultivation of a model 
farm, instead of an armory at Massac, and for the 
establishment of schools and universities through- 
out the land. Instead of devoting the time, the 
energies, and the resources of this great nation, 
for the purposes of war, it was time to apply our- 
selves to higher and nobler objects—to cultivate 
the arts of peace, to cherish and diffuse learning, 
justice, and morality, thoughout the land. 
= Mr. CROZIER moved to amend the amendment 
by inserting Chattanooga, Tennessee, dnd briefly 
presented the peculiar advantages of that point as 
a site for an armory, of the abundance of its min- 
erals, its central location, accessibility, &c. 

The amendment of Mr. Crozier to the amend- 
ment was lost. | 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, upon a pro 
forma amendment, opposed the appropriation of 
any more money to the establishment of new arm- 
ories, and spoke of the great quantities. of arms 
now on hand at various armories and arsenals; of 
immense piles of them now lying at the armor 
at Harper’s Ferry, for the preservation of which 
they had been obliged to erect new buildings. Not 
half of the arms on hand there had been drawn 
for use in the Mexican war. 


Mr. RUMSEY said, it was not long since sev- 
eral hundred thousand dollars’ worth of arms had 
sold in New York for almost nothing. 

Mr. BROWN was satisfied that the two arm- 
ories we had were not only able to make arms 


enough for the several States and for all Govern- 


ment purposes, but for half the world. 

Mr. DICKEY controverted the statement of his 
colleague as to the quantities of arms on hand at 
the various points, and read from an official report 
on the subject. | . 

Some conversation took place between the two 
gentlemen on this point. 

Mr. BROWN concluded by referring to the 
large appropriations made in this bill—¢53,000 for 
the armory at Harper’s Ferry and $81,000 for 
Springfield, for the increase and improvement of 
facilities for the manufacture of arms, and $360,000 
the general appropriation for the said manufacture— 
and said no man in his senses could believe we need- 
ed any heavier appropriations for these purposes. 

Mr. HAMPTO , of Pennsylvania, moved to 
amend the amendment by inserting Pittsburg, and 
presented the numerous advantages of that loca- 
tion foran armory. In reference to his colleague’s 
[Mr. Brown’s] opposition to any appropriation of 
this character, he said the gentleman was ready 
enough to vote for four or five hundred thousand 
dollars for a dry-dock at Philadelphia, or two or 
three hundred thousand fora breakwater in the 
Delaware, whenever the appropriations were pro- 
posed; but he was utterly opposed at the same 
time to any appropriation for the Northwest. 
What had the Northwest received out of the hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars which had been ex- 
pended within the last ten or fifteen years by this 
Government? Every single dollar appropriated 
for them had been vetoed the moment it reached 
the White House, and had been voted against by 
his colleague, while he was very ready to appro- 
priate for dry-docks at Philadelphia and other im- 
provements in his own locality. 

Mr. BROWN said the gentleman was mistaken. 
He had neither voted for dry-docks at Philadel- 
phia, nor against the improvement of the western 
waters. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Did the gentleman vote for 
the harbor and river bill of the last session? 

Mr. BROWN. I happened not to be in Con- 

ress. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Well, will he when the bill 
comes up? ; 

Mr. BROWN. [can tell when I see the bill. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Well, I have it in my 
drawer; and the gentleman will have the opportu- 
nity of voting upon it soon. Will he vote for the 
improvement of any of the rivers of the West? 
Will he vote for the Ohio river? 

Mr. BROWN. That would depend upon cir- 
cumstances. [Laughter.] My colleague and the 
House will be distinctly informed of my decision 
when the bill comes before us. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Oh! that is extremely conve- 
nient; I think “ circumstances” would prevent the 
gentleman’s voting with us. 

Mr. BROWN. I have voted for harbors on the 
western lakes. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Did the gentleman vote the 
resolution condemning the President’s veto of the 
river and harbor bill? 

Mr. BROWN. I was not here. [A laugh.] 


But if I had been, I think it extremely probable | 


should have voted against it, as I generally do 
against all abstract resolutions. | 

Mr. HAMPTON. Well, the gentleman will 
have the opportunity of voting on the practical 
question within the next two or three days, for it 
is my intention, and the intention of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, to bring up the river and harbor 
bill and pass it. 

Mr. H. concluded by a word or two further in 
reference to the superiority of Pittsburg as the lo- 
cation of a site for a national army. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved to make 
the site near Florence, Alabama; which he sup- 
ported in a brief speech, showing the advantage 
of that location. 

The discussion of the subject of sites and local- 
ities was continued by Messrs. BRODHEAD, 
FICKLIN, INGE, and COCKE, each advocating 
the advantages of his own section of the Union. 

Mr. SAWYER inquired if it was in order to 
move that the committee rise and report the bill to 
the House. 


The CHAIRMAN replied in the negative. 
Mr. SAWYER regretted it very much, for these 
discussions were consuming time for no practical 


- purpose. 


Mr. MARVIN and Mr. ROMAN continued the 
discussion on amendments which they submitted, 
and which were rejected. | 

The question was then taken on Mr. Dicxry’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. BOWLIN offered an amendment to appro- 
priate $5,000 for defraying the expense of select- 
ing a site for a national armory on the western 
waters. Lost. | 

Mr. BURT offered an amendment to appropriate 
$25,000 for the purchase of a site and building an 
arsenal of deposit, and for general construction at 
or near Atlanta, in the State of Georgia. He spoke 
pe. his allotted time in support of his motion. 

ost. 

Mr. BURT moved to strike out the item of 
$20,000 for the purchase of land at Frankfort ar- 
senal, Pennsylvania, for a site for a manufactory of 
percussion caps. He said it was perfectly unne- 
cessary, as many percussion caps could be manu- 
factured here in Washington as were needed. 

Mr. McCLERNAND and Mr. VINTON en- 
tered into explanations respecting this item; the 
latter gentleman in its defence. The conversation 
was continued by Mr. HARALSON, Mr. MAR- 
VIN, Mr. VINTON, and Mr. McCLERNAND. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, said (in reply to 
Mr. Burr) that he did not care where these arm- 
ories were placed. Gentlemen might have them in 
Louisiana, if they liked. He had no wish to keep 
them at the North. The only reason why they 
had received their present location was, that the 
mechanics were there whose skill was required in 
the manufacture of arms. They might transfer 
the armories, but the mechanics were a sort of 
thing not so easy to transfer. A skillful mechanic 
liked to remain at home, where he was known, and 
where his skill would always get him employ- 
ment. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL opposed the motion to 
strike out. He did not care about having this 
manufactory at Frankfort, but he knew they had 
as good mechanics there as anywhere else in the 


world. On these percussion caps—he did not pre- . 


tend to know any thing about them; he had, he 
believed, never seen one in his life, and it was very 
likely he should be very much afraid of one; but 
on these percussion caps much of the success of 
the gunnery of this nation depended; and, if he 
was rightly informed, it was mainly to the superi- 
ority of our gunnery that our victories, both at 
sea and on land, were to be ascribed. 

Mr. BURT believed the caps we had now in use 
were as good as any that could be manufactured. 
What complaint was made of them? 

Mr. INGERSOLL again observed, that in the 
last war our great superiority in gunnery had won 
us battles on sea and land. Those who were best 
skilled in these matters had selected Frankfort as 
a suitable spot for this factory, and he presumed 
they had good reasons for it. 

Mr. BROWN, after some playful bantering of 
his colleague on his usual Democratic zeal for 
economy, moved to reduce the sum proposed in 
this appropriation from $20,000 to $10,000. 

Mr. J. k. INGERSOLL made some remarks 
as to the propriety of the spot which had been 
selected, gave an account of the Frankfort armory, 
and the completeness of the entire establishment, 
the perfection of the machinery, and the order and 
discipline of the operatives employed there. The 
ground, to be sure, was not as cheap there as on 
the Alleghany mountains, or in the arid sands of 
Mississippi. 

The question being put on Mr. Browx’s mo- 
tion, it was negatived. | 

Mr. HARALSON moved to strike out the entire 
item for this percussion cap manufactory. 

And the question being put, the vote stood—ayes 
81, noes 27. 

A quorum not voting, the roll was called in 
compliance with the rule, and the committee rose 
and reported the names of the absentees, to be en- 
tered on the Journal. 

A quorum having appeared, the committee re- 
sumed its session, and the question was again put 
on striking out the item for the purchase of land 
at Frankfort arsenal for a site for the manufacture 
of percussion caps, $20,000. Agreed to. | 

he succeeding item “‘ for the erection of suitable 
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buildings and machinery therefor, $15,000,” was, 
on motion of Mr. HARALSON, stricken out. 

The item ‘for the purchase of land at Spring- 
field, Massachusetts, to be flowed by raising dam 
at Upper Water Shop, $5,000,” was read. 

_ Mr. DICKEY moved to strike out the same and 
“Insert— 

That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to abolish the manufacture of arms at 
our national armories, at Harper’s Ferry and Springfield, as 
soon as the appropriations authorized by this act shall have 
been expended, and that he he, and is hereby, authorized to 
enter into contract with individuals or companies being the 
lowest bidders for the manufacture of such arms and accou- 
trements as may be necessary and authorized by law, and 
that he be, and is hereby, authorized to sell and dispose of 
all the public property at these respective establishments 
other than arms and accoutrements. 


Mr. D. observed that the House had determined 
that our ordnance should not be cast at a public 
foundry, but should be made at individual private 
establishments. If the argument was good as to 
cannon, why was it not equally good as to small 
arms? At the armories we had, these arms cost 
the Government a barge price. Would it not be 
better to abolish them, and have our muskets and 
other arms made by individual contract? The 
House had voted $16,500 for the erection of a forge 
at Harper’s Ferry to manufacture their scrap iron, 
against the interest of our iron mines: he supposed 
the next thing would be to set them to work on pig 
and bloom iron. 

Mr. McLANE suggested the propriety of add- 
ing, “and that the President be directed to sell all 
our present works, and all the arms and stock we 
have on hand.’’. 

Mr. DICKEY was understood to withdraw his 
motion. 

Mr. HARALSON moved to strike out the item 
for the purcHase of land at Springfield, &c., 


Before the question was put— 

Mr, ASHMUN moved to amend the item by 
increasing the amount $5,000. 

Mr. A. entered into an explanation, showing the 
great utility and profit the Government would de- 
rive from the appropriation. 

The question being on striking out the appro- 
priation for Springfield armory— 

The question was inadvertently put while Mr. 
Asumo had the floor, and decided in the affirma- 
tive; but on Mr. A.’s remonstrance, the Chair 
recalled the question, (Mr. Harauson objecting 
and insisting that the question was decided,) and 
Mr. Asumun madea full explanation of the grounds 
of the amendment (which related entirely to local 

details) and opposed the motion to strike out. 

‘ Mr. HARALSON and Mr. BOWLIN advo- 
cated it. 

Mr. ASHMUN replied, and made further state- 
ments in explanation. : 

Mr. VINTON called for the letter from the 
department, stating the reasong on which the ap- 
propriation had been recommended. 

Mr. FARAN inquired why the factory was not 
driven by steam instead of water power? 

Mr. VINTON replied, becanse a vast sum had 
been invested in the works, which were propelled 
by astream of water. Would the gentleman have 
the Government pull them down. and change the 
whole plan that they might be driven by steam ? 
If he owned the works, would he do it? 

The discussion was further carried on by Messrs. 
HARALSON, VINTON, BOWLIN, PARAN, 
HUDSON, and others, under motions severally 
made for the purpose, on the above item. 

The question was then put on Mr. Hararson’s 
motion to strike out the item, and it was disagreed to, 

Mr. HARALSON moved the following amend- 
ment: 


For selection and purchase by the Secretary of War, un- 
der the direction of the President, of sites at suitable and 
convenient points, for two national Youndries, $50,000; and, 
as soon as said sites shall be selected, the President shall 
be, and is hereby, authorized, to proceed to erect said 
foundries. ; 


Mr. HARALSON entered into some remarks 
in advocacy of his amendment. 


Under a pro forma motion, some remarks were 
also made by Mr. ASHMUN. 
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Mr. BOWLIN moved ‘to amend by adding a 
proviso that one of the armories shall be located 
west of the AEn Mountains. 

Mr. B. supported his amendment in a few brief 
remarks. l 

Mr. BURT, and Mr. COBB, of Georgia, also 
made some remarks in reference to this subject. 

Mr. Bow in’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved to amend the 
amendment by adding: s 


Provided, That the sum of twenty-five thousand dollars 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of auy moneys 
in the treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be applied, 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, for purchasing 
a site and commencing the necessary works for a national 
armory ut Fort Massac, in the State of Illinois. 


Mr. McCLERNAND urged the adoption of 
his amendment in remarks which consumed his 
allotted five minutes. It was rejected. 

Mr. BARRINGER moved the following amend- 


ment: : 

For the purchase and fair distribution of the systems of 
military tactics in use in the army of the United States, 
among the officers of the miktiain the several States of. the 
Union, under the direction of the Secretary of War and the 
Adjutant General of:the army of the United States, ten 
thousand dollars. 


Mr. BARRINGER made some remarks in sup- 
port of his amendment. ; 

Messrs. McLANE and TAYLOR, under pro 
forma motions, made some remarks on this amend- 
ment. ss 

Mr. VENABLE and Mr. BURT, on motions 
made and subsequently withdrawn, made some 
remarks; the latter gentleman in urgent advocacy 
of Mr. BARRINGER’s amendment. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to amend the amendment 
by adding: 

Provided, That the Secretary of War shall contract for 


the same to the lowest bidder, who will contract to furnish 
them in a reasonable time to be fixed. 


Mr. BARRINGER accepted Mr. Bow.tn’s 
amendment. | | 

The question was put, and Mr. Barrincer’s 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of 
lowing amendment: 

For the continuation of the improvement of the Ohio river, 
above the falls at Louisville, $40,000. 

For the continuation of the improvement of the Ohio river, 
below the falls at Louisville, $30,000. . 


Indiana, moved the fol- 


_ For the continuation of the improvement of the Missouri 


river, $30,000. 

For the continuation of the improvement of the Mississippi 
river, below the inouth of the Ohio river, $50,000. 

For the continuation of the improvement of the Mississippi 
river, above the mouth of the Ohio river, $40,000. 

All of which sums shall be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of War. i 

Mr. BURT raised a point of order against the 
amendment on the ground of irrelevancy. `. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, 
and decided the amendment in order, first, because 
it was connected with the defences of the country, 
which was the direct object of this bill; secondly, 
because it was in continuation of works already 
in progress; and, thirdly, because it was sustained 
by precedents, the army bills of 1842 and 1843 con- 
taining precisely similar items. 

Mr. HARALSON appealed from the decision, 
and called for the reading of the 80th rule; which 
was read, and provides that no appropriations 
shall be made in the general appropriation bills for 
works not authorized by law, unless in continua- 
tion of works already in progress. 

Mr. VINTON suggested that these works were 
already in progress, and that the gentleman from 
Indiana modify by saying ‘‘for the continuation 
of the improvements in the Ohio river, above the 
falls,” &c. There was a dam there half-built; and 
left in that half-finished state. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, accepted the 
suse oni and modified his amendment accord- 
ingly. 

he decision of the Chair was overruled: Ayes 
74, noes 76; and thus the amendment was ruled 
out of order by the committee. 


Mr. DICKINSON moved the following amend- 


ment: : 

For refunding to the assistant quartermaster of the second 
regiment of Ohio volunteers, for clothing furnished to said 
volunteers, near Marin, in Mexico, in 1847, upon the requi- 


sition of the colonel commanding said regiment, a sum not 
exceeding eight hundred dollars: Provided, The,proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury Department shall have 
ascertained the amount due, and upon whose certificate the 
ascertained amount due shall be paid. 


After some debate, in which Messrs. DICKIN- 
SON, BURT, and MILLER took part, the amend- 
ment was ruled out of order. 


Mr. BOTTS moved as a new section: 

That the act approved March second, eighteen hundred 
and nineteen, entitled “An act to regulate the pay of the 
army when employed on fatigue duty,” shall be construed 
to include the enlisted men of ordnance when employed as 
clerks at arsenals, and also the payments which have heen 
made to such clerks tothe extent authurized by that act; 
al eighteen cents each day actually so employed as 
clerks. S 

Mr. B. explained, and the amendment was 
agreed to. | 

Mr. BOTTS moved another amendment as a 
new section: 

That hereafter it shall be lawful for the major generals tp 
select their aids-de-camp from the captains and lieutenants 
of the army, and the brigadier generals shall select their 
aids-de-camp from the lieutenants of the army. 


The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. BURT moved the following as a new sec- 
tion, which Mr. B. explained. 

And be tt further enacted, That the professors and assist- 
ant professors of.the Military Academy shall be entitled to 
receive the commutation of forage for the number of horses 
allowed to the rank to which their pay and allowances are 
assimilated under the act approve the twenty-ninth of 
April, eighteen hundred and twelve. 


Mr. JONES, moved to add to the amendment l 


the following proviso: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so con- 
strued as to authorize the allowance of commutation of 
forage for any horses not actually kept by said professors 
and assistant professors. 


Mr. J. explained. His proviso was rejected. 
The question being put on Mr. BurP’s amend- 
ment, it was rejected. 


- Mr. COBB, of Alabama, moved as a new sec- 
ton: 

That so much of “ An act to amend an act to raise for a 
limited time an additional military force, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved February eleven, eighteen hundred and 
forty-seven, as provides that bounties of lands shall be lo- 
cated “in one body,” containing not less than one hundred 
and sixty acrcs, be and the same is hereby repealed; and 
hereafter warrants for the said bounties may be issued for 
quantities containing not less than forty acres, at the option 
of the holders, to the amount of one hundred and sixty 
acres, and in conformity to the legal subdivisions of the pub- 
lie lands: Provided, ‘That, upon the return of any such war- 
rant already issued by the person to whom it was issued, it 
may be competent to reissue ‘to said person warrants for 
forty-acre tracts to the amount of the warrant thus returned : 
Provided, further, That in no case shall a warrant be thus 
returned and divided for an assignee, or any one but the, 
person ‘or persons in whose name it issued; which shall be 
made to appear by the oath of the person thus desiring such 
return and division. 


Mr. C. occupied his five minutes in remarks on 
his amendment. 

After some remarks on pro forma motions b 
Messrs. COLLAMER, EVANS of Maryland, 
and HALL of Missouri, the amendment was re- 
jected. ` 


Mr. WICK moved as a new section: 


That the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, upon 
such security as he may deem sufficient, cause arms. to be 
delivered to associations formed for the purpose of emigra- 
tion to Oregon, California, or New Mexico, the same to be 
reported and delivered hy such associations, within a. rea- 
sonable time, to some ofħcer of the United States, at a point 
within said Territories, each to be designated by said Secre- 
tary. > 


Mr. WICK explained and sustained his amend- 
ment. It was rejected. 


Mr. TOMPKINS moved as a new section: 


And be it further enacted, That there shall be, and is here- 
by appropriated, for the pay, subsistence, and clothing of 
the regiment of voltigeurs and foot riflemen, armed with 
howitzer and rocket batteries, which regiment the Presi- 
dent is anthorized to retain and have recruited and kept up 
to the complement of other regiments as fixed by this act, 
the suin of one hundred and sixty thousand dollars. 


` 


Mr. T. explained his amendment. It was re- 


jected. e 
Mr. FEATHERSTON moved an amendment: 
And be it further enacted, That such sum or sums of mone 

as were paid out of his own funds by Captain Joel M. 

Acker, of the second Mississippi regiment of volunteers, in 

the late war with Mexico, for clothing (bought) for such sol- 

diers as were enlisted by him in the years of 1847 and 1848, 

while on the recruiting service in the State of Mississippi, 
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be refunded to him so soon ag the necessary vouchers and 
proof shall be filed with the Secretary of War, and his ac- 
, count shall be allowed by the War Department. $ 


The amendment was ruled out of order. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, renewed, as a 
new section, the amendment he had previously 
moved for the continuation of the improvement of 
the various western rivers, and which was ruled 
out of order. 

The amendment was again ruled out of order. 


The committee then rose, and reported the bill 
as amended. 

The House proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and, under 
the operation thereof, the amendments of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole was agreed to without a divis- 
ion, except the following amendment, which was 
. added by the Committee of the Whole to the end 
of the second section, and which was rejected: 


And that the maximum number of privates in each of 
the companies of dragoons, artillery, infantry, and mounted 
riflemen of the army of the United States shali not hereafter 
exceed forty-two: Provided, That the President may, in his 
discretion, increase the numbeg of privates in each of the 
companies, not exceeding sixty, which shall at any time be 
ordered and kept in permanent service in the Territories, to 
such number, not exceeding one hundred to each company, 
as he may think discreet ; and may order such transfers from 
and to the different companies as may be necessary for that 
purpose: And provided further, That the whole number of 
privates, including the company of efgineers and the enlisted 
men of ordnance, at any one time in service shall not exceed 
nine thousand and sixty nen, and that the number of wo- 
men and employés belonging to, or at any time attached to, 
the army shall not exceed one thousand: And provided fur- 
ther, ‘That any non-commissioned officer or private in the 
regiment of mounted riflemen who shall have served in 
Mexico shall, on application, receive an honorable discharge 
fr6m the service of the United States, and that the number 
so discharged shall bê replaced at the discretion of the Pres- 
. ident. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed; and, 


being engrossed, was read a third time. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed. He had madetwo unsuccessful attempts 
to graft upon this bill an dy Hg for the im- 
provemest of the Mississippi, Ohio, and Missouri 
rivers. On looking into the records of the pro- 
ceedings of the House, it would be found that ap- 

ropriation for these rivers had always been inserted 
in fthe army appropriation bill; but now, for the 
first time, it was discovered that, to place it there, 
was out of order. ` The entire Democratic party 
had opposed the attempt to introduce it into this 
bill. Mr. T. said he had made the motion in good 
. faith; though he must in candor confess he had not 
had much faith that it would pass. When a great 
and powerful political party, just on the eve ofa 
Presidential election, set-itself against all measures 
of the kind, and proclaimed to the world, as an 
article of their faith, that Congress had no power 
to make appropriations for them, it was hardly to 
be hoped that such a motion would prevail against 
so formidable an array. But he must confess that 
he had been surprised to find the opposition sud- 
denly swetling itself to such a degree as to obtain 

a clear majority against it. | 

Mr. GENTRY said he was one of those who 
had voted in favor of sustaining the Chair when it 
decided the motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
‘to be out of order. He had since had time to look 
into the precedents, and was now fully satisfied 
that the decision had been erroneous, and that the 
amendment had been perfectly in order. 

' Mr. THOMPSON was very sorry the gentle- 

man had not made that discovery a little sooner. 
He had been asked whether this item for the Mis- 
sissippi and Ohio was to be found in the army bill of 

1842? He answered that it there appeared, though 

that bill had been under the special guardianship 

of the rigidly constitutional and economical gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, [Mr, McKay.] The 

entleman and his political friends were, he knew, 
irreconcilably opposed to all appropriations of this 
description. He had moved it in good faith; and 
he well knew, that if it ever was obtained at allt, 
it must be put in one of the appropriation bills; for, 
whenever: it was connected with the river and 
harber bill, it was sure to encounter the Presiden- 


we 

r. COBB inquired whether there were not 

separate bills now reported containing appropria- 

tions for these river improvements by themselves? 
Mr. THOMPSON replied there was an item for 

them in the river and harbor bill. But the gentle- 

man from Georgia need not be told that such a bill 
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was sure to be vetoed by Mr. Polk; not, indeed, 
because it contained appropriations for these “* in- 
land seas,” as they had been called, but because it 
contained appropriations for the improvement of 
the harbors of the country. 

Mr. COBB said that appropriations for these 
great rivers were in a bill by themselves, and not 
connected with any harbors. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he knew there was one 
bill appropriating for the Mississippi alone. 

There was a great deal of shuffling and dodging 
on this subject of internal improvements. The 
people of the West felt a deep intereSt in the sub- 
ject, and they res a to get appropriations for 
works of this kind. All Mr. T. desired by the pres- 
ent movement was to bring those. gentlemen who 
came from the valley of the Mississippi, and who 
dare not vote directly against such appropriations, 
to make their mark on this question. He wanted 
the people of the West not to be jmposed upon, 
but to know who was for and who was against 
appropriating the public money far works of inter- 
nal improvement. Gentlemen at home were always 
londly in favor of it; here they uniformly acted 
against it. He wanted to get them fairly on the 
record, so that the West might know who was for 
them and who was against them. For himself, he 
had no concealments about the matter, nor on any 
other subject of legislation. 

He said that if this item was connected with the 
river and harbor bill, it would encounter the con- 
stitutional objections of the President: he wanted 
it put in the appropriation bill, where it would be 
free from dangerous associations. It, had never 
before failed to be placed in the army bill; and that 
was its appropriate place, because money so ap- 
propriated was always expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War. These appropri- 
ations were part and parcel of the expenditures of 
the War Department. They were expended un- 
der the superintendence of the Engineers, who 
belonged to that department, and received their 
orders from it. They constituted- a part of the 
common defences of the country. Had not more 
than eight-tentha of the whole force which went to 
Mexico in the late war been transported on these 
streams to reach their destination? Yet, notwith- 
standing that no party west of the mountains dare 
avow themselves openly as opposed to these ap- 
propriations, notwithstanding, these rivers fur- 
nished the great highway by which the great mass 
of our western produce annually reached its mar- 
ket, and notwithstanding they watered the most 
fertile and prosperous regions in the globe, yet all 
appropriations for removing from them the most 
dangerous ebstructions were steadily and system- 
atically refused. He wanted that refusal put on 
record, with every man’s name attached to it, so 
that the people of the West, whose vital interests 
were involved, might know, not who talked well 
for these things at home, while soliciting, their 
votes, but who vojed for them here.: 

He,candidly avowed that his view, in moving a 
reconsideration of the bill, was to get in an amend- 
ment for the improvement of the Mississippi, Ohio, 
and Missouri rivers. 

Mr. McCLELLAND said, if there was a man. 
on that floor who had made honest and strenuous 
efforts to obtain appropriations for the improve- 
ment of the rivers. and harbors of the West, he 
was that man. - 

Mr. THOMPSON said he fully exonerated the 
gentleman from Michigan personally. He knew, 
and took pleasure in bearing witness, that no man 
had ever been a more unwavering friend to internal 
improvements than that gentleman. It was on 
his party,not on himself, that he made the charge. 

Mr. McCLELLAND said that wherever an at- 
tempt had been made to introduce appropriations 
for rivers and harbdrs into the general appropria- 
tion bills, contrary to the rules of the House, he 
had uniformly opposed it. If it were permitted, no 
one could foresee the abuse to which it might lead. 
Subjects of this nature, and all others which were 
proper for legislative action, should be well consid- 
ered and matured before they were finally acted 
upon, and every one here knew the importance of 
keeping up a proper distinction as to the character 
of the items introduced into bills for such purpose. 
Each should stand or fall on its own merits. His 
course on such questions had beén invariably the 
same. But it was amusing to see.the change which 
had taken place in the course pursued by his 
friends on the other side of the House upon this | 
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very point. A few short years ago, an appropria- 
tion was inserted in one of the general appropri- 
tion bills for the improvement of the harbor at 
Boston, and although its friends argued that it was 
absolutely necessary for the defence of that city, 
and was part and parcel of the military works 
there, yet it was Larvae by the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. McKay] arid himself for the 
very reason before given, and stricken from the 
hill by a large majority, composed of Whigs and 
Democrats. ‘The Speaker of this House (then on 
the floor) had, if his recollection was correct, made 
a strong and eloquent appeal to the House to rein- 
state it, and notwithstanding his power and influ- 
ence, which was deservedly great with both parties, 
he most signally failed. : 

Old members would recollect another remarkable 
instance of the determination of the House not to 
make any invidious distinctions as to this kind of 
appropriations. A bill for the improvement of the 
navigation of the rivers Ohio, Mississippi, Mis- 
souri, and Arkansas was introduced into the Sen- 
ate by (he believed) the Senator from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Critrenpen,! which passed by an almost 
unanimous vote, and was sent to'this House. 
What was its reception here? Almost every mem- 
ber viewed it as an attempt to interfere with the 
general system. It was rejected with the same 
unanimity with which it had passed the Senate, 
Whigs and Democrats uniting in their opposition 


to it. 
Mr. McCLERNAND here interrupted the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, and said, by reference to 


House Journal, page 1096, it would be found that - 


the following communication from the Senate was 
received; - 


« Mr. Speaker: The Senate have passed ‘ An act to pro- 
vide for the improvement of the navigation of the rivers 
Ohio, Mississippi, Missouri, and Arkansas.? 

«Mr. Boyp moved the previeus question, which was sec- 
onded, and the main question was ordered and put, viz: 


Shall thé bill be rejected? and decided in the affirmative: 


yeas 120, nays 48.” - 


Most, if not all, of the Whig members voting in 
the affirmative. a 

Mr. THOMPSON inquired whether it was not 
Mr. McC e.ianp’s opinion, that if his amend- 
ment was attached to the river and harbor bill, and 
it passed, it would not be vetoed? 

r. TOOMBS, with much warmth, called’ Mr. 
THompson to order, for this reference to tlfe prob- 
able action of the Executive. It was unparliament- 
ary and highly improper. 
hear any reference mede in that Hall of Repre- 
sentatives to the opinions of the President, or any 
action of: his as bearing on the legislation of that 
House. 

Mr. McCLELLAND appealed to Mr. Toomss 
to state whether he (Mr. McC.) had referred to 
the President’s opinions. 

Mr. TOOMBS said, not at all. 

Mr. McCLELLAND remarked that he had no 
objection whatever to replying to the E i aR 


of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. TuomrsoN,]. 
although he knew not what course the President | 


would pursue, if the contingency alluded to should 
happen. But it was a question of principle with 
the President, and he could not conceive what dif- 
ference it would make with the President whether 
the item was in this or the river and harbor bill. 
The application of the principle must be the same. 

Mr. McC. said there had been a studied attempt 
made in 1840 to convince the people of the West 


He hoped never to - 


that the Whig party alone was in favor of appro- 


priations for river‘and harbor improvements; and 
they had, by their persevering efforts, induced 
many to believe that such was the case. Well, the 
Whigs got into power, and all were anxiously 
expecting the fulfillment of their promises; but in 
this, as in every other es ae they totally failed 
to redeem their pledges. He would ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, (Mr. THompson,] who was 
a member in 1841-742, and when the Whigs had 
the power, why they did not make appropriations 
for these objects? 

Mr. THOMPSON said he had always been in 
favor of them. 


Mr. McCLELLAND. Yes, the gentleman, 


personally, had been. But his party had then a 
large majority: why had not appropriations been 
made for the lakes ? 

Mr. THOMPSON said it was very hard to get 
an appropriation of that kind, because there was 
no money in the treasury. 

Mr. McCLELLAND. Exactly; and are we 
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less in debt now? Is not the national debt fac 
greater now than then? But still, in debt as.we 
were, Mr. McC. was for appropriations for such 
purposes; and he believed he could show, ‘if fit 
Opportunity offered, that they were imperatively 


` demanded by the best interests of the country. 


He objected to any effort to make the West be- 
lieve that none were favorable to these appropria- 
tions but the Whig party, while facts upon the 
record showed directly the contrary. if the gen- 
tleman would look at the yeas and nays, for years 
back, he would readily perceive how the matter 
stood when it came to voting. 

He inquired of the Whigs why, having the ma- 
jority, they had not long ago passed the riyer and 

arbor bills? 

Mr. HUNT, of New York, replied that a bill 
had been reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce for that purpose. 

Mr. McCLELLAND. When? How early in 
the session? . 

Mr. HUNT. On the 3d of February, and re- 


peated efforts had been made from time to time. 


since to get it up and pass it, but the gentleman 
well knew that his own party had defeated the 


Metion. 

Mr. McCLELLAND said, if the gentleman 
would recur to the history of past sessions, he 
would find that such appropriation bills had gen- 
erally been reported in the first part of the session, 
with a view of pressing them to a vote; and he 
could not conceive the object of the delay in this 
oase, when the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Honr, chairman of the Committee on Commerce] 
knew that the bills he reported were mere tran- 
scripts of those reported last session. And there 
was greater necessity for an early report this than 
at any previous session. The rules had been 
‘changed so as to require all bills to be taken up 
and disposed of in the order in which they stood 
on the calendar; and if the river and harbor bills 
had been reported in season, they would have been 
at the head of the list, and entirely under the di- 
rection of the majority. —The Whigs had the whole 
control of the matter. 

Mr. HUNT reminded Mr. McCretxanp that it 
required a vote of two-thirds to suspend the rules 
to take up a bill out of its order on the calendar. 

Mr. McCLELLAND. Yes; but why had the 
Whigs made such rules for the House, so that a 
majority could not get at the measure which they 
wished to face? They had a majority on the Com- 
mittee On Rules as well as in the House. 

Mr. HUNT said he had always opposed the 
rule which so operated. 

Mr. McCLELLAND had been speaking of the 
course of the Whigs, not of that of the gentleman 
of New York, because he had never understood 
that that gentleman was the Whig party. . 

Mr. HUNT said that the bills had been reported 
unanimously by the Committee on Commerce as 
early as the beginning of February, and he would 
remind the gentleman from Michigan, that there 
were bills at the very head of the calendar which 
had not been reached to this day. 

Mr.McCLELLAND. Why not? The Whigs 
have a majority, and could, at any time they saw 
fit, proceed to the consideration of the calendar, 
and take up the bills in their order. Had they 
made any such attempt in committee, where it is 
necessary to make the motion? No, not a solitary 

|effort is made. And why? Merely because, as 
he presumed, the ayes and noes were not in order 
i there, and the attempt might not subserve party 
: purposes. Here we had been eight months, and 
ihad not touched the-first bill on the general calen- 
dar, which is at all times under the control of the 
majority, and yet the gentleman from New York 
complained of this side of the House. | 

Mr. McC. was in favor of this new rule, for the 
obvious reason, that if the majority would act upon 
the calendar, every bill would receive a proper con- 
sideration, and this would have been of immense 
mportance to the new.and western States, because, 
inder the old rule, the large States and a combina- 
ion of interests deprived them of the power of 
raving bills of peculiar interest to them considered. 


“or this reason—and he called upon the gentleman - 


rom Indiana, Mr. C. B. Smiru,] a member of the 
sommittee on Rules, and to whom, at the time of 
he consideration of the rules by the committee, 
e communicated it, to bear witness—he was in 


avor of the new rule. ; 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved that the motion 


to reconsider be laid upon the table; on which the 
yeas and nays were taken, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Megsers. Atkinson, Beale, Bingham, Birdsall, Bow- 
lin, Boyd, Brodhead, Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, 
Cathcart, Chase, Clapp, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clarke, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Collamer, Crozier, 
Daniel, Darling, Dickinson, Edsall, Featherston, Fries, Ful- 
ton, Green, Willard P. Hall, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, 
Hill, George S. Houston, Hubbard, Inge, Charles j. Inger- 
soll, Iverson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Kaufman, Kennon, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, Ligon,Lord, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, McCielland, McClernand, MeKay, Mc- 
Lane, Job Mann, Marsh, Meade, Miller, Morris, Nicoll, 
Peasiee, Peck, Petrie, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richey, 
Sawyer, Simpson, Smart, Robert Smith, Starkweather, 
Chas. E. Stuart, Thomas, James Thompson, Jacob Thomp. 
son, Robert A. Thompson, Thurston, Toombs, Turner, 
Venable, Wallace, and Wick—81. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Barrow, Blanchard, 
Boydon, Brady, Butler, Cabell, Canby, Clingman, Cocke, 
Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Duer, 
Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, 
Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Faran, Farrelly, 
Fisher, Flournoy, French, Goggin, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, 


Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton,. 


Haskell, Henley, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, Hudson, Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Kellogg, Thomas Butler King, Daniel 
P. King, William T. Lawrence, Lincoln, McIlvaine, Mar- 
vin, Morehead, Mullin, Nelson, Newell, Outlaw, Palfrey, 
Pendteton, Preston, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. 
Rockwell, Roman, Rose, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Shepperd, 
Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, Truman Sinith, Stephens, 
Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Tallmadge, Taylor, Richard W. 
Thompson, Tuck, Vinton, Warren, and Wentworth—s4. 


So the House refused to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. . 

And the House, at fifteen minutes before five 
o’clock, p. m., adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
SaTuRDAY, August 5, 1848. 


Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, reported House bill for the establishment of 
a Territorial Government in Oregon with amend- 
ments, and gave notice that he should call up the 
bill for consideration on Monday next, at twelve 
o’clock, for which hour he asked that it might be 
made the special order; which was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be printed, 
and are as follows: 

Page 8, line 11, after the word ‘‘ effect,” insert 
‘© Provided, That no act of the Territorial Legisla- 
ture shall become a law until approved by the Gov- 
ernor.”? 

Page 17, line 1, after the word ‘‘that,’’ insert 
‘inasmuch as the said territory is north of the par- 
allel of 36° 30’ of north latitude, usually known as 
the ‘ Missouri compromise.’ ”’ 

Page 19, lines 22, 23, strike out the words 
2,500 dollars,” and insert ‘the highest amount 
now allowed toa member of Congress from any 
State of the Union.” 

Page 23, section 24, line 5, strike out the words 
‘Sat Nisqually,” and insert ‘‘ in Puget’s Sound.”’ 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported the bill to revive a 
portion of an act for the relief of the widows of de- 
ceased soldiers, with an amendment. 

Mr., SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported, without amend- 
ment, a bill for the relief of Shadrach Gillett and 
others. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, it was 

Ordered, That from and after Monday next, the 
daily hour of meeting of the Senate shall be ten 
o’clock, a. m. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented a pe- 
tition from citizens of Philadelphia, praying Con» 
gress to purchase the estate of Mount Vernon; 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS also presented a petition from the 
widow of the late Alexander H. Everett, for the 
settlement of his accounts; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, from the Committee on 
Foreiga Relations, reported a bill to provide for 
carrying into effect the first article of the treaty be- 
tween the United States and the Mexican Repub- 
lic, and establishing a boundary line between the 
two countries, 

The bill was read a first and second time, when 
its further consideration was postponed until Mon- 


day. e 

bn motion of Mr. BORLAND, tthe previous 
orders were postponed, and the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill to grant to the State 
of Arkansas certain unsold lands subject to over- 
flow, for purposes of internal improvement, edu- 
cation, and for other purposes. 


The bill was read a second time, and being under ` 


| consideration as in Committee of the Whole— 


Mr. BORLAND explained, that there was about. 
4,807,000 acres. of land of this description in the 
State of Arkansas, which were entirely useless, 
and without value in their present condition. Bee 
fore they could be il into cultivation, an 
embankment must be made. In the hands of the 
State this would be accomplished, and some im- 
portant public works would be completed without 
application for aid to the General Government. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, asked what was 
the quantity of lands of this description in the ad- 
joining States, as well as in Arkansas. 

Mr. BORLAND replied, that the total amount 
was about twenty-four millions. 

-Mr. CALHOUN thought that the General Gov- 
ernment ought to do something for the purpose of 
reclaiming this immense mass of unsalable and 
useless lands. He had reported a bill for the pur- 
pose, and he hoped this matter would not be 
pressed until he could call up his bil, which he 
would.do next session. 

Mr. YULEE thought there might be some doubt 
as to the power of the Government according to 
the view of the Senator from South Carolina. The 
best way would be to pass this bill, to only a por- 
tion of which he had any objection. 

Mr. WESTCOTT stated that there were four 
millions of acres of land similar in their character, 
in Florida, and he was glad to find that there was 
some prospect of their being reclaimed and made 
of value. He hoped the condition would be 
stricken out, f 

Mr. YULEE moved to strike out the conditions 
by which the State bound herself to a certain speci- 
fied disposition of the proceeds. 

Mr. NILES felt some alarm at the extent of the 
donation. 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the bill was 
laid on the table for the present. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to amend the bill by 
inserting a clause appropriating “ for compensa; 
tion to S. Prevost, United States consul at Lima, 


j for diplomatic services, $1,800;”’ which was agreed 


to. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved te amend the bill by 
inserting a clause appropriating ‘‘ for compensa-7 
tion to Charles G. Anderson, for services as acting 
chargé d’affaires at Paris during the absence of 
the United States minister, $1,666 67.” 

Mr. MILLER asked where General Cass was 
at this time ? : 

Mr. HANNEGAN. 
Holy Land. 

Mr. MILLER said this was the first case of an 
application for extra pay, while the minister was 
only temporarily absent on an excursion. 

Mr. HANNEGAN believed it had been always 
customary to make such an allowance. 
~ Mr. KING said that no such practice had, 
within his knowledge, prevailed. It certainly was 
not so in his case,and he had been sometimes 
absent from Paris for a month or two, visiting 
various parts of the continent for recreation. He 
thought the precedent a dangerous one. 

After a few words from Mr. DAYTON and Mr. 
MASON— | 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he had merely presented 
the amendment for consideration. It was for tKe 
Senate to decide as to its adoption -or rejection. 

The amendment was then negatived.- 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to amend the bill by 
inserting a clause granting compensation to Wil- 
liam M. Blackford, late chargé d’affuires to the 
Republic of New Granada, $1,125; which was 
agreed to. l l 

An amendment moved by Mr. ALLEN, appro- 
priating compensation to J. B. Brown, dragoman 
to the late Commodore Porter at Constantinople, 
was negatived. ~ - 7 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to amend the bill 
by inserting an appropriation of $4,500 to pay a 
claim of Dodge, late commercial agent in 
Europe; which was agreed to. - 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to amend the bill, 
by inserting an appropriation for expenses of 
running and marking the boundary line between 
the United States and Mexico, and paying the 


On an excursion to the 


N 


— 


r 


‘which was 


th ee oe ee 


not exceeding $50,000; which. was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to amend 
the bill by inserting a clause to reappropriate, from 
the surplus fund, $4,070 appropriated for payment 
for certain erg ‘at Appalachicola, Florida; 

reed to. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, moved to amend 
the bill by inserting a clause for the reimbursement 
of certain railroad and steamboat companies for 
maintaining a light-boat on Fisher’s Island Sound, 
between New York and Stonington; which was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. YULEE, the bill was amend- 
ed by inserting an appropriation for rent and fuel 
for additional offices of the Navy Department. 

On motion of Mr. YULEE, the bill was further 


‘amended by inserting a proviso, that when a cap- 


tain of the navy shall be at the head of the Pro- 
vision Bureau, he shall be entitled to his usual 
pay. l 

Mr. DIX moved to amend the bill by inserting 
a clause appropriating for. the reimbursement to 
Commodore De Kay, for expenses incurred by him 
in his voyage in the Macedonian, while em- 
ployed in carrying provisions to Ireland, a sum 
not exceeding $16,000. 

Some debate took place on this amendment, in 
which Messrs. BRIGHT, DIX, WESTCOTT, 
YULEE, FOOTE, DAYTON, PEARCE, BAD- 
GER, BUTLER, ALLEN, PHELPS, HOUS- 
TON, DICKINSON, NILES, and MANGUM, 
took part. | 

This amendment was agreed to. ? 

‘Mr. MASON moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting an appropriation for the purchase of the 
manuscript papers of Thomas Jefferson, $30,000. 

Mr. PEARCE moved to amend the amendment 
by inserting a similar appropriation for the pur- 
chase of the manuscript papers of Alexander Ham- 
ilton. ; 

Mr. MASON accepted the amendment as a 
modification of his amendment; and, after a brief 
debate, the amendment was agreed to, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Borland, Clarke, Cor- 
win, Dayton, Dodge, Downs, Foote, Greene, Hannegan, 
Houston, Hunter, Johnaon of Maryland, Johnson of Louisi- 
ana, King, Mangum, Mason,Metcalfe, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, 
Sebastian, Spruance, and Upham—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Breese, 
Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, 


D:x, Felch, Fitzgerald, Hale, Hamlin, Johnson of Georgia, 
Niles, Sturgeon, Turney, Walker, and Yulee—20. 


Mr. BENTON moved to strike out the follow- 


ing clause : 


For payment of the first volume of the fifth series of the 
Documentary History, under contract with the Secretary of 
State, twenty-four thousand three hundred and twenty- 
seven dollars. 


Ths yeas and nays were ordered, and the ques- 
tion being taken, was decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Benton, Borland, Brad- 
bury, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Davis of Mississippi, Dickin- 
son, Dix, Dodge, Downs, Felch, Fitzgerald, Hamlin, John- 
son of Georgia, King, Lewis, Niles, Sebastian,‘ Sturgeon, 
‘Turney, Walker, and Yulee—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Badger, Baldwin, Clarke, Cor- 
win, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Foote, Greene, Hous- 
ton, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Miller, 
Pearce, and Upham—1L5. : 


Mr. BENTON moved to amend by inserting 
the following: 


For compensation to Dr. Torry, of Princeton, New Jer- 
sey, fur his services in classifying and superintending the 
engraving, and defraying the expenses of engraving the 
dotanical specimens brought on from California, Oregon, 
and the West, by J. C. Frémont, the sum of $4,000. 


- And the question being taken, it was decided as 
follows: | 


YEAS—Messars. Beli, Borlund, Breese, Dayton, Johnson 
of Louisiana, Miller, and Pearce—7. : 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Ber- 


rien, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Clarke, Corwin, Davis of 


Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Doug- 
Jas, Feich, Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Mary- 
land, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mason, Metcalfe, 
Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turpey, and Walker—30. 
_ Mr. HANNEGAN moved an amendment, to 
insert: ‘*For compensation to a Doorkeeper of the 
President of the United States, $600,” which was 
decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Borland, Breese, But- 
ler, Douglas, Greene, Hale, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson 
of Maryland, Niles, Sebastian, Westcott, and Yulee—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bell, Berrien, 
Bright, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Day- 
ton, Dickinson, Dix, Downs, Felch, Foote, Hamlin, Johnson 
of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, King, Metcalfe, Miller, 
Spruance, Turney, and Walker—23. 


The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
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the question being on concurring in the following 
amendment: 

After line 620, insert: “For the adjustment and 
extinguishment, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of State, of the claims of the Spanish Gov- 
ernment against the United States, recommended 
by the President’s message, $50,000. ”’ 

The question was taken, and decided as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bell, 
Berrien, Borland, Butler, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, 
Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, Foote, Hannegan, Hunter, 
Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, 
Sebastian, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee— 24. ; 

NA YS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Breese, Bright, Clarke, 
Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dix, Felch, Greene, Hale, 
Hamlin, Houston, Johnson of Maryland, Miller, Niles, 
be , Phelps, Spruance, Underwood, Upham,and Walker 


The question was then taken on concurring in 
the amendment appropriating $141,055 91 to cer- 
tain Creek Indians, and decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Butler, 
Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dick- 
inson, Dix, Duuglas, Downs, Foote, Greene, Hale, Hanne- 
gan, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Lou- 


isiana, Lewis, Miller, Niles, Phelps, Upham, Walker, West- 


cott, and Yulee—28. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Benton, Breese, Bright; 


Felch, Hamlin, Johnson of Georgia, King, Pearce, Spruance, 


Turney, and Underwood—13. 


‘Fhe question was then taken on concurring in 
the amendment appropriating for continuing and 
completing the surveys and explorations to be 
made by J. C. Frémont in Oregon and California, 
$30,000, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bell, Benton, Borland, 
Breese, Bright, Dickinson, Dix. Douglas, Feleh, Hale, Ham- 
lin, Housten, Johnson of Louisiana, Sebastian, Underwood, 
and Westcott—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Butler, Corwin, Davis of Massa- 
chusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Hannegan, Johnson 
of Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Miller, 
Pearce, Spruance, Turney, and Yulee—16. 

The question was then taken on an amendment 
offered by Mr. Drx, to insert, for compensation 
and expenses of a commercial agent, to be selected 
and sent abroad by the President to collect Inform- 
ation respecting the commerce, productions, and 
statistics of Asia and Eastern Africa, $10,000; and 
decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atherton, Badger, Bell, Davis of Massa- 
chusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Foote, Hamlin, Hannegan, 
Houston, Johnson of Maryland,Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, 
and Niles—15. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Benton, Borland, Breese, 
Bright, Butler, Corwin, Felch, King, Metcalfe, Miller, 
Pearce, Spruance, Turney, Underwood, Waiker, Westcott, 
and Yulee—19. 

All the other amendments made as in Commit- 
tce of the Whole of the Senate were then con- 


curred in. 


The amendments were then ordered to be en- 
ossed, and the bill to be read a third time. ~ 
The bill was then read a third time and passed.. 


The Senate then (11 o’clock p. m.) proceeded to 
the consideration of Executive business; and ina 
few minutes the doors were reopened, and _ 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, August 7, 1848. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


The question before the House when it ad- 
journed on Saturday last, was on reconsidering 
the vote by which the bill making appropriations 
for the support of the army for the year ending 
June 30, 1849, was ordered to be engrossed, and 
on which Mr. Kaurman had moved. the previous 
question. The question this morning being on 
seconding the previous question— 

Mr. HUNT appealed to Mr. Kaurman to with- 
draw the demand for the previous question for five 
minutes. 

: Mr. KAUFMAN yielded to the appeal, on con- 
dition that the gentleman would not occupy more 
than five minutes, and on the pledge that he would 
renew the demand. 

Mr. HUNT accepted the pledge, and said he 
had not risen with a view of consuming the time 
of the House in any discussion upon the motion 
to reconsider. What he desired to say was, that, 
although in his opinion it would have been entirely 
proper to have incorporated the provisions of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 
THompson] into this bill when it was originally 
reported, or when it was under the consideration 
of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
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Union, he was still of opinion that, at this stage 
of the session—the army appropriation bill having 
already been engrossed, and berng now at the very 
point of passage—it was expedient to facilitate the 
usiness of the session by passing the army bill 
through at once. He considered that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman was strictly in order to the 
army bill, on the ground that the improvement of 
rivers and harbors was necessary for the defence 
of the country, and for the additional reason that 
allthe expenditures proposed were to be made 
under the direction of the War Department. But 
as thia bill had been matured in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and was now so 
far advanced towards rts passage, he felt indis- 
osed to incumber it, or take up the time of the 
ouse in discussing the question of harbor and 
river improvements tm connection with this bill. 

He wished to state to the House, moreover, that, 
when the army bill was passed, he intended to 
move immediately to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and to postpone 

revious orders for the purpose of taking up the 
harbor and river bill. That bill had been reported 
a long time singe by the Committee on Commerce, 
and was now ready for the action of the commit- 
tee, and might be passed in a very short time, if 
the majority who were in favor of that system 
would act together, and press it to its passage. He 
thought it might be passed at onee, after the army 
bill was voted on. : a 

In compliance with his pledge, he renewed the 
demand for the previous question. 

' Mr. COBB, of Georgia, remarking that it was 
too importart a bill to be acted on in so thin a 
House, moved a call of the House. r 

The yeas and nays were taken on ordering a 
call, and resulted: yeas 75, nays 85. 

So the House determined there should not be a 
call. S 
The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be now put, viz: 
Will the House reconsider the vote by which the 
bill (army appropriation bill) was ordered to be 
engrossed? The question was decided in the neg- 
ative, by yeas and nays, as follows: yeas 57, 
nays 117. | 

‘The bill was then read a third time and passed. 


Mr. THOMPSON moved to reconsider the vete 
by which the bill was passed. e 

Mr. T. then entered into some remarks in regard 
to inaccuracies in the report published this morn- 
ing of the remarks he made on Saturday last rela- 
tive to the expediency of making appropriations. 
for improving the navigation of the western rivers. 
His views to-day were also generally confined to 
the subject of river improvement. 

Mr. HUNT made a few brief remarks in reply 
to Mr. THomprson, and concluded by moving to lay 
on the table the motion to reconsider the vote on 
the passage of the bill; which was agreed to. 


Mr. DARLING moved the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That there be paid, out of the contingent fun 
of the House, to the officers, clerks, messengers, pages, and 
laborers thereof, the compensation usually paid by the Hous 
and Senate at the close of a session. 

Mr. D. moved the previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to lay th 
resolution on the table; which motion -was decid 
by yeas and nays in the negative: yeas 54, nay 
121. | 

The question recurring on seconding the dema 
for the previous question— o 

Mr. DARLING modified his resolution to re 
as follows: 

Resolved, That there be paid, out of the contingent fu 
of the House, to the assistant clerks, messengers, pag 
and laborers thereof, including folders and police of the C 
itol, with its messenger and laborer, the extra compensatio 
usually allowed by the House and Senate at the close of 
session. . 

The previous question was seconded, and, und 
the operation thereof, the resolution was agre 


to, by yeas and nays: yeas 119, nays 51. 


Mr. WENTWORTH moved to reconsider t 
vote just taken; which. motion was laid on th 
table. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the amendmen 
of the Serate to the civil and diplomatic approp 
ation bill were -referred to the Committee of Wa 
and Means. x g” 


@ 


SENATE BILLS. 
On motion of Mr. BOYD, the following Sena 
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bills were taken up, read, and referred to appro- 
priate committees, viz: 

A bill to compensate R. M. Johnson for. the 
erection of certain buildings for the use of the 
Choctaw Academy. 

A bill for the relief of Ward and Smith. 

A bill to grant to the State of Wisconsin the 
military reservation at Fort Winnebago. 


. A bill for the relief of Shadrach Gillet and 


others. 


‘The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution 
of the House concerning certain portions of the 
marine corps. . 

The amendments were severally read and con- 
curred in.- 

So the joint resolution stands passed. 


` MƏNUM3 NT TO JACKSON. 


The House proceeded to consider the joint reso- 
tution of the Senate granting to the Jackson Mon- 
ument Committee certain brass guns and mortars 
captured by General Jackson, and for other pur- 
poses. 

It was read three times and passed. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to recon- 
sider this vote. He said, he had no objection to 
give a monument to the brave old soldier; but he 
was not willing to give for this purpose all the brass 
ordnance in the service which might be technically 
reported unfit for service. 

Mr. COLLAMER stated, that there had been 

‘many pieces of ordnance taken from the enemy 
during the Revolution, and many also were taken 
in the last war, which were now unfit for service. 
And why? Beeause most of those of brass were 
light pieces, and not sufficiently strong to resist 
the greatly increased strength of gunpowder as 
mow used; for the modern improvements in the 
manufacture of that article had been such that its 
strength was now more than doubled; besides, 
these light pieces recoiled so much as to be unfit 
for modern practice. This being borne in mind, 
Jet gentlemen look at this resolution, and they 
would perceive, that if it were passed in its present 
form, it would authorize the delivering up of all the 
trophies won by the brave achievements of the 
army of the Revolution, and they would all be 
melted up. Many of them were taken at York- 
town, at the surrender of Cornwallis. Were ren- 
tlemen prepered for a result ike this? He had no 
objection that all thecannon taken by General Jack- 
son himself should be Appropriate to this use; but 
he must object to giving up the precious trophies of 
the Revolution. He therefore desired that the bill 
should be amended by adding a proviso, providing 
that it should not be considered as including the 
pieces taken from the enemy in the war of the 

evolution. 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, said, he was not 


only willing that General Jackson should have a. 


monument of brass, but one ære perennius; but he 
hoped the House would take care to exclude from 
the grant the trophies to which the gentleman from 
Vermont had alluded for the erection of a monu- 
‘ment to anybody. And he demanded the previous 
question. 
He withdrew it, however, at the request of — 
` Mr. PALFREY, who took the same ground, 
objecting to giving up the trophies of the Revolu- 
ition. Should such a thing be done, it would out- 
irage the public feeling in all parts of the country. 
Mr. P. might be willing to vote money for the pro- 
posed monument, but never to devote to its erection 
materials so sacred as these. Could it be heard of 
rwith any patience, that pieces of cannen like those 
rwhich used to be paraded on training days on 
[Boston Common, known by the nameg of ‘* Haa- 
ock” and ** Adams,” and with those names in- 
ascribed upon them, captured, if he remembered 
might, in one of the battles of the Revolution, and 
given by the Continental Congress to Massachu- 
setts—could it be heard of without indignation, that 
historical objects like these were melted up into a 
‘monument to General Jackson, because the head 
of the Ordnance Department reported them “ unfit 
Tor service?” The country would not endure such 
A profanation. l 
Mr. McCLERNAND wished to have read the 
memorial of the Monument Committee. - He said, 


as he understood the language of that memorial, it 


orayed that certain brass pieces taken at Pensa- 
cola, together with such others as might be report- 
ed unserviceable by the chief of the Ordnance 
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Department, might be taken for this purpose. It 
had. last year been supposed that the ordnance 
taken at Pénsacola would be sufficient. Butit was 
now found that a small addition of other brass pieces 
would be requisite, and they prayed that such 
might be granted them as were unfit for the public 
Service. 

Mr. SCHENCK inquired whether, in these ad- 
tional pieces, were included the gans taken during 
the Revolution? 

_ [Great disorder prevailing, little could be heard 
distinctly.] - 

Mr. EVANS moved again the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded; and the main question 
being on reconsidering, it was carried. So the 


|| vote adopting the resolution in its present form was 


reconsidered, 
The question then recurring on reconsidering the 


| vote by which the resolution had been ordered to 


its third reading, it was carried. 

Mr. McCLERNAND then proposed to adda 
proviso excluding the trophies of the Revolution. 

[About twenty gentlemen were here on their 
feet at once, endeavoring to address the Chair. 

Messrs. McCLERNAND and SCHENCK made 
remarks not distinctly audible in the confusion. 

Mr. HASKELL reminded the House that when 
he had introduced a resolution for the erection of 
a monument to the memory of Mr. Adams, the 
House had voted it down. He moved to lay the 
resolution on the table. 

Mr. SCHENCK was understood to express 
shame that the House should for a moment think 
of indulging a resolution like this after having re- 
fused a monument to the greatest man in the land. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, was Opposed to giving 
up the venerable and precious trophies of the valor 
of our ancestors to any general whatever. The 
belonged to the country; they should descend from 
generation to generation; they were so many heir- 
looms, which ought to descend to posterity, to 
show what their ancestors had done. He was op- 
posed to the whole proceeding. He would not 
vote such a gift to commemorate either Taylor or 
Scott, or any other man, however distinguished, 
patriotic, or brave. He moved to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table, and demanded the yeas and nays; 
vii were taken, and resulted: Yeas 74, nays 


So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the resolution 
by striking out the words, ‘s together with such 
other pieces of brass ordnance reported ‘ unser- 
viceable,’ as the chief of the Ordnance Office may 
deem sufficient for the purposes of the said com- 
mittee,” : 

Mr. McCLERNAND aaid there seemed to be 
much misapprehension upon this subject. A mem- 
ber of the committee appointed by the Jackson 

donument Association had placed in his hands 
their memorial, asking the donation of certain 
brass pieces, to be used in the construction of an 
equestrian statue to the memory of General Andrew 
Jackson. The pieces asked for consist of four 
four-pounder brass guns, and two nine-inch brass 
mortars, weighing in all 4,930 pounds, reported to 
be unserviceable, which were captured by General 
Jackson at Pensacola. - 

A contract had been made by the committee with 
Mr. Clark Mills, of Charleston, for the construc- 
tion of the statue, at a cost of $12,000, of which 
$11,500 had already been contributed by a gen- 
erous and grateful public. There was now no 
doubt but that an ample sum would We received 
for the construction of the statue in a tasteful and 
substantial form. _ The statue was to be one-third 
larger than life, and was to be completed within 
two years from the date of the contract with the 
artist. It was to have a place in the public grounds 
in this city. | x 

The gentleman from -Georgia [Mr. Kine] had 
objected to the donation as a misapplication of 
national trophies for individual objects. But not 
so. It had been an immemorial usage to devote a 
portion of the trophies won by great benefactors 
to the perpetuation of their memories, and it wag 
a usage of salutary example, in its effect to stimu- 
late a noble emulation of great deeds and great 
services. | 

Mr. TOOMBS. Where has such a usage pre- 
vailed ? 

Mr. McCLERNAND. In France, where the 
column of Napoleon had been made of the cannon 


captured at Austerlitz; and in Engtand, where an 
equestrian statue to Wellington had been made, or 
was being made, of the brass pleces taken at 
Waterloo. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Kine] could 
not be-more mistaken than in supposing that it 
was a misapplication of national trophies to devote 
them to the perpetuation of the names of the heroeg 
whose valor and patriotism had won them. The 
name of Jackson—the brave, the wise, and the 
incorruptible—was inseparably blended with the 
glory of his country; his history would be a bright 
and instructive portion of her history. To honor 
his memory, therefore, was to honor his country, 
which he so dearly loved, and which he so faith- 
fully served. 

At the last session of Congress, a resolution had 
passed this House nem. con. granting the trophies 
in question; and he hoped now, since the present 
ees was amended, it would be passed unani- 
mously. i 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved the previous ques- 
tion; which was seconded, and, under the #pera- 
tion thereof, the amendment was agreed to, and the 
joint resolution was read a third time, and returned 
to the Senate. 


Mr. BOTTS, the rules being suspended for the 
purpose, offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
he directed tofurnish to such members of the present House 
as have not already received them, such books as were fur- 
nished to the members of the 28th and 29th Congresses, and 
such other books as were distributed in the last Congress to 
the members of the Senate: Provided, That this resolution 
an not be construed to authorize the reprinting of such 

ooks. 

Mr. BOTTS moved the previous question ; 
which was seconded, and, under the operation 
thereof, the resolution was agreed to, by yeas 116, 
nays 58. at 

r. BOTTS moved to reconsider the vote, and 
also moved that that motion be laid on the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


CALIFORNIA AND NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved that the House 
proceed to the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table; which was agreed ‘to. 

The first business in order were the messages of 
the President in relation to the treaty of peace with 
Mexico, and in relation to the boundaries of New 
Mexico and California, &c. X; 

Mr. VENABLE continued his-remarks from a 
former day upon the question of the constitutional 
power of Congress to legislate upon the subject 
of slavery, in denial of the existence of which he 
warmly argued; replying to the remarks of Mr. 
Downe tt, Mr. Boypon, and other gentlemen, and 
was interrupted in the midst of his remarks by the 
termination of his hour. - ` 

Mr. STEPHENS followed in an argumentative 
speech on the subject of the compromise bill re- 
cently passed by the Senate (which was laid on 
the table by the House of Representatives) and on 
the Territories acquired from Mexico. He con- 
tended that that bill did not settle the question 
which has agitated and still agitates the Union; it 
only postponed it. Mr. S.’s remarks were cut off 
by the expiration of his hour. 

Mr. BINGHAM succeeded to the floor after 
Mr. Srepuens, and delivered a speech on genetal 
topics of discussion. When he concluded— 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded, and the main question 
was ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to lay the messages 
on the table. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, at a few minutes before 
four o’clock, moved that the House adjourn, and 
also called for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted: Yeas 36, nays 80. So the House 
refused to adjourn. i 

The question recurred on the motion that the 
messages he Jaid on the table. 

It was decided in the affirmative: Yeas 76, nays 


64. 

Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the last vote be reconsidered. | 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 
the House adjourn. Lost. l 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to lay the motion te 
reconsider on the table. Agreed to. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. . 
Mr. HUNT moved that the House resolve itself 
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info Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the 
House adjourn. Lost: ayes 64, noes 67. 

The question recurred on the motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

/ It was decided in the affirmative: Yeas 65, 


sa 58. l : 

e House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Cane t, of Florida, in the Chair.) 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired what 
was the order of business? 
` The CHAIR replied, that the bill appropriating 
for the construction of a dry dock in New York 
was first on the calendar. 

Mr. HOUSTON said he believed the rules had 
been changed so as to allow the majority of the 
committee to take up any bills they saw fit; and 
he moved to take up Senate bill No. 33. 

Mr. HUNT moved that the first nineteen bills 
on the calendar be passed over, and that bill No. 
170, making appropriations for the preservation 
and repairs of the public works upon certain har- 
bors and rivers, and for the survey of certain har- 
bors, be taken up. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, called for the reading 
of the rule recently adopted regulating the order of 
business in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union; which was read, and provides that 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, bills shall be taken up and disposed of in 
their order; but when objection is made to the con- 
sideration of a bill, a majority of the committee 
‘shall decide without debate whether it. shall be 
taken up and disposed of, provided that the general 
appropriation and certain specified bills shall be 
first in order. i 

Mr. C. made the point that, under the rule 
which had been read, the committee must take up 
each bill in the order of the calendar; and objec- 
tions being made to the consideration of that par- 
ticular bill, the committee must determine whether 
it would take it up or proceed to the next bill. 

.Mr. VINTON hoped that course would be 
taken, and the committee could vote all the bills 
down till yee to the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HUNT objected to the consideration of the 
first bill. : 

Mr. COBB claimed the floor, and called the gen- 
tleman to order. He asked for the reading of the 
first bill, that the committee might vote advisedly 
upon taking it up. 

Mr. HUNT objected to the reading of the bill. 
[Great excitement.] He insisted that the gentle- 
man had no right to call for the reading: of the bill 
until the committee decided to take it up. 

The CHAIR sustained Mr. Hunr’s view of the 
question of order, and decided that the committee 
‘must first decide whether they would take up the 
bill before it was competent to insist upon its read- 


Ing. 
"Mr. COBB appealed from that decision, and on 
that appeal had a few words to say. 

Mr. HUNT called the gentleman from Georgia 
to order, and claimed that the appeal was not de- 
batable. 

Mr. COBB called the gentleman from New York 
to order, and claimed the floor on a previous ques- 
tion of order. i 

Mr. FARAN called for the reading of the rule. 

Mr. HUNT said the order of business was not 
open to debate, and consequently an appeal from 
a decision as to that order could not be debatable. 
He raised the point of order that the gentleman’s 
- remarks were not in order. 

Mr. COBB (still retaining the floor) said, the 
gehtleman from New York had no right to make 
a point of order when one point was pending. 
[Loud cries of * order.” 

The CHAIR decided that the appeal was not 
debatable. | 

Mr. COBB appealed from that decision, and 
proceeded to say that it was a new rule, and he 
wished to test the application of it. [Loud cries 
of “order. ”] 

The question was taken by tellers on the last 
appeal, and the vote stood : Ayes 84, noes 16—no 
quorum. 

Cries of, ‘‘ Call the roll.”] . 

r. HUNT hoped a new count would be taken. 

It was evident there was a large quorum here, and 
gentlemen were refusing to vote. 


The CHAIR. The tellers will resume their 
places, and the vote will continue. ó 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, (one of the tel- 
lers:) The tellers have finished their report. The 
sl was, ayes 84, noes 16. [Cries of, ‘* Call the 
roll’’ as So z 


Mr. KAUFMAN moved that the committee 


rise; but—- 

The CHAIR ordered the Clerk to call the roll 
ander the rule; which having been e— ` 

The SPEAKER resumed the chair, and the 
CHATRMAN reported the names of the absentees 
to the House, to be entered on the Journal. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, and Mr. HALL, of 
Missouri, called for the reading of the names of th 
absentees. 

The mames of the absentees were read, and a 
quorum having appeared, the committee resumed 
its session, and, under the direction of the Chair- 
man, the tellers took their places. | 

Mr. COBB; of Georgia, moved that the commit- 
tee rise. ; 

The motion was not received, as the committee 
were dividing upon the appeal, the question heing 
“ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the committee?” © 

The affirmative vote having been announced 86, 
and but few more gentlemen voting— 

The CHAIR said, he showk feel under the ne- 
cessity of calling upon gentlemen by name if they 
did not vote. - l | 

(Cries of, ‘$ That’s right; call the names of those 
that refuse to vote.’’] ‘ 

Mr. MEADE rose and asked the Chair if there 
was a rule of the House 

The CHAITR interposed and said: The gentle- 
man from Virginia, Mr. Meape, will vote upon 
this question. 

Mr. MEADE asked if there was a rule of the 
House on this question; and, until he ascertained, 
he asked to be excused from voting. . 

The tellers, during this time, were receiving 
other votes of gentlemen, who were slowly and 
reluctantly passing between them, and now re- 
ported ayes 90, noes 30. 

So the decision of the Chair that the (first) ap- 
peal was not debatable was sustained. 

Mr. COBB claimed that the question now re- 
curred on his previous appeal. 

_Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 
the committee rise, and on thut motion called for 
tellers. 

Fhe CHAIR propounded the question, and an- 
nounced that it was decided in the affirmative, (by 
the sound.) 

Mr. THOMPSON insisted, with much warmth, 
upon the question being taken by tellers. 

The CHAIR stated that the call for tellers came 
to his ear too late 

Some.conversation ensued upon this point be- 
tween Mr. THOMPSON, Mr.-McKAY, the 
CHAIR, and other gentlemen. (Great confusion 
and excitement. | 

The CHAIR announced the question on the 
first appeal. 

Tellers were ordered, and after some time, and 


not without the Chairman repeating that he should- 


be constrained to call gentlemen by name who re- 
mained in their seats and refused to vote, a quo- 
rum voted, and the vote was announced: Ayes 99, 
noes 17. 

So the decision of the Chair, that it was not 
competent to call for the reading of the bill prior 
to the decision of the committee whether they 
would take it up, was sustained. 

Mr. FARAN moved that the committee rise, 
with the view (he said) of moving to take a recess 
to half-past seven. Rejected: Ayes 54, noes 78. 

‘The question then recurred on laying aside the 
first bill on the calendar. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, called for tellers on that 
question. | : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved that the 
committee rise, with a view of moving an adjourn- 


ment. B 

Sk CHAIR decided that motion to be out of 
order. 

Tellers were then ordered, and the committee 
agreed to lay the first bill aside—95 in the affirma- 
tive, and 20 in the negative. 

Mr. JOHNSON then renewed his motion that 
the committee rise, with the view of moving an 
adjournment. 

r. HUNT inquired if that motion was in order? 


‘Tennessee was perfectly in order. 


The CHAIR said it was, and he stated the ques- 
tion to be on the motion to rise. 

The motion was negatived, the vote being taken 
by tellers. 

Mr. HUNT then moved to take up bil No. 
470, the 3ist on the calendar, being a bill making 
appropriations for the preservation and repairs of 
the public works upon certain harbors and rivers, 
and for the survey of certain harbors. 
his motion came within the 80th rule of the House, 
which is in these terms: ‘‘ General appropriation 
bills shall be in order in preference to any other 
bills ‘of a public nature, unless otherwise ordered 
by a majority of the House.” 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question on the 
motion of the gentleman from New York. ` 

Mr. HUNT said it was certainly in order, ag 
the bill made appropriations for unfinished works. 

Several gentlemen appealed to the Chair to 


know whether he decided that motion in order - 


under the 80th rule? 

The CHAIRMAN said he did. The bill ap- 
peared to be of a sufficiently general character to 
come under the 80th-rule. . : 

Mr. COBB appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. It was an unprecedented decision. [Or- 
der, order.} He asked the Chair———(Order, or- 
der.] It was useless for gentlemen to try that 
game. (Order, order.] He rose to ask a question 
of the Chair. He desired to know if this commit- 
tee were not entitled to the benefit of a reading óf 
that bill as well as the Chair, that they might be 
able properly to decide tpon it. He hoped the bill 
might be read. 


Mr. HUNT concurred ir the wish that the bil 


micht be read.. 

The Cierx read the bill accordingly. 

Mr. COBB then asked for tellers on his appeal, 
and they were ordered. | : 

The tellers took the vote, and, though still re- 
taining their positions, announced that there were 
77 in the affirmative and 21 in the negative. 

Several voices: ‘* Less than a quorum.’’} 


r. JOHNSON called upon the tellers to report. 
Mr. EVANS said they could not be compelled ~ 


to report. , 

Mr. VINTON hoped the members in their seats 
would be required to vote. | 

Mr. DUER, (one of the tellers.) We are still 
counting. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, (after a pause,) 
said, if there was nothing going on, he desired to 
make a motion. 

The CHAIRMAN said the telers were taking 
a vote. 

The teflers then reported 78 in the affirmative 
and 24 in the negative, being less than a quorum. 
[‘* Call the roll.’’] 

Mr. VINTON hoped the Chair would require 
gentlemen to vote. a Call the roll.’’] 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, insisted on the rule 
being carried out. l 

Mr. VINTON insisted that gehtlemen should 
be required to vote. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, inquired if the gentle- 
man from Ohio was in order. When there was: 


no quorum present, the rule required that the rofl - 


should be called. He hoped that the rule would 
be enforced. 


The CHAIRMAN said, there being no quorum 


present, the rule required that the roll should be . 


called; the Clerk would therefore cal! the roll in 
obedience to the rule. 

The CLERK called the roll accordingty, end 
then the committee rose, and the Chairman reported 


the names of the absentees to the House, to be | 


entered on the Journal. - 

That duty having been discharged, the Chaitman 
again took the chair, and the committee resumed 
its business, a quorum being present. 

Mr. HUNT inquired what question was before 
the committee. He hoped the question would be 
taken on the appeal. : 


The CHAIRMAN stated that the question was. 


on the appeal. 


| 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, asked to be excused 


from voting on the appeal, and on that he called 
for tellers. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said the gentleman from 
S He had a right 


to ask to be excused, and to have a vote on that 


motion. 
The CHAIRMAN reminded the gentleman from 
Georgia that the tellers were taking the vote on his 


He said- 
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own appeal when the committee found itself with- 
out a quorum, and that question was not yet dis- 
posed of. — / 

Mr. COBB said any gentleman had a right to 


- ask to be excused from voting; and if the Chair 


decided otherwise, he should take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr: ROOT rose_and asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the committee to make a proposition. If 
any gentleman dissented from it, he would with- 


draw it. : 
The CHAIRMAN inquired if there was any 
objection. 

r. ROOT (there Ban no objection) said, if 
they could take up this bill, he, for one, should be 
willing to allow to-morrow for a full and open dis- 
cussion upon it. (Several voices: Wednesday, at 
12 o’clock.] Well, he had no objection to fix 12 
o’clock on Wednesday for the termination of 
debate upon it. 

- Mr. COBB, of Georgia, agreed. 

- Mr. VINTON inquired if the five minutes’ rule 
was to remain in force? [** Yes.’’] If so, it was 
worthy of consideration, as two days more might 
be consumed on amendments and five minutes’ 
explanations. 

r. ROOT said he had made the suggestion 
without any consultation with his political friends, 
in the hope that it would be found acceptable. 

Mr. HUNT asked the general consent to make 
aremark. He was willing to agree to the arrange- 
ment, with the express understanding that the bill 
shall be reported to the House on Wednesday at 

12 o’clock. If that were not acquiesced in, he 


. agreed with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vin- 
TON] that they might be kept here two days with 


five minutes’ explanations of amendments. Let it 
be understood that the bill should be reported to 
the House at 12 o’clock on Wednesday, and he 
should be satisfied. . / 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, begged it to be 
understood that’ he was no party to such an ar- 
rangement. 
before the House? 

The CHAIRMAN replied that it was on the 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

r. COBB inquired if there was any objection 
to the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Root.] For the purpose of testing the sense 
of the committee on the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, he would withdraw his appeal, 
and move that the committee rise. He did it with 
the understanding on his part, and on the part of 
those around him, that this bill would be taken up 
to-morrow morning, on going into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and that the 
debate should close on Wednesday at 12 0’clock. 

Mr. VINTON. Will the gentleman further 
he that the five minutes’ rule shall be suspend- 
ed? [**Oh, no! oh, no] — 

Mr. COBB desired to say that there was no dis- 
position on his side of the House to consume the. 
time of the committee for the purpose of delay. 
In this he believed he spoke the sentiments of the 
gentlemen around him. 

- Mr. WENTWORTH called upon the commit- 
tee to proceed with its business. 

Mr. ROOT desired to say one word. He was 
not much in the habit of consuming the time of 
the House. To avoid such scenes as he had seen 
here, he made his proposition to the committee for 
himself alone, and he hoped, if it should be con- 
curred in, and any gentleman was ready to pro- 
ceed, the committee would sit, and allow the debate 
to go on to-night. 

ome irregular conversation and much confusion 
prevailed for some minutes. l 
Mr. WENTWORTH inquired if the bill was 


before the committee, the appeal having been with- | 


drawn? 
_ The CHAIRMAN replied that the question was 
on the motion to rise. i 

Mr. ROOT hoped no gentleman would agree to 
rise on his proposition, for he had only thrown it 
out as an individual member. 

Mr. WENTWORTH again inquired if the ap- 
peal had been Pean withdrawn? 

The CHAIRMAN answered in the affirmative. 

The motion to rise was then negatived. 

Mr. COBB renewed his appeal. [‘“ Too late.’’] 

` Mr. STANTON rose to a question of order. 

e wished to know if it was now in order for the 
wentleman from Georgia to appeal? 

Mr. COBB replied that no business had been 


He inquired what the question was 


done except on & mere motion to rise. He said 
his appeal was in order, and the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Jones] wished to be excused from 


voting upon it, and to have a vote by tellers there-. 


on. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, stated several rea- 
st why the gentleman from Georgia was not in 
order. 

_ Mr. COBB briefly replied, amidst much confu- 


sion. 

The CHAIRMAN decided the appeal to be out 
of order. 

Mr. MOREHEAD moved that the committee 
take up the bill for consideration. If the commit- 
tee would consent to take up the bill, he hoped 
they would then rise and report progress, that 
they might in the House adopt a resolution to fix 
a time to terminate debate which would be satis- 
factory to both sides of the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama. 
jection on this side of the House. 

Mr. MOREHEAD, to test the sense of the 
committee, asked that the appeal might be with- 
drawn, that he might make the motion which he 
had indicated. 

Mr. COBB withdrew his appeal, on the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. DUNCAN again begged it to be understood 
that he was no party to any such arrangement. - 

Mr. VINTON said it was in the power of the 
House at any time to suspend any of its rules, 
either perpetually or temporarily. If they debated 
the bill for two days, he thought that would be 
sufficient. He therefore proposed that the debate 
should continue until Wednesday, at 12 or 2 
o’clock, or at whatever time the committee should 
think proper, and that the five minutes’ rule should 
then be suspended. [“ Oh, no!’’] If.his sugges- 
tion should be agreed to, they would then dispose 
of this bill under the old rules of the House; that 
is, every gentleman would have an opportunity to 
vote on his amendment, but without debate. 

Mr. MOREHEAD would suggest to his friend 
from Ohio that they could get along without 
making any order on that subject now. He had 
an assurance from the other side of the House, 
that there was no disposition to offer amendments 
for the purpose of delay; and when the debate 
shall be closed, and amendments shall be offered, 
they could “ sit them out,” he had no doubt; and, 
further than that, if they found the five minutes’ 
rule embarrassing, surely a majority of the com- 
mittee could rise, and in the Hougethe five minutes’ 
rule could be suspended. He now moved that the 
bill be taken up. 

The CHAIRMAN stated, that the appeal having 
been withdrawn, the bill was before the commit- 


tee. 

Mr. MOREHEAD then moved that the com- 
mittee rise and report progress; which was agreed 
to, and the committee rose and reported accord- 


ingly. 

Mr. MOREHEAD then moved a resolution to 
terminate debate, at 12 o’clock on Wednesday, on 
bill No. 170, making appropriations for the pres- 
ervation and repairs of the publie works upon cer- 
tain harbors and rivers, and for the survey of cer- 
tain harbors. 

Under the operation of the previous question, 
the resolution was agreed to; and— | 

On motion of Mr. COBB, of Georgia, a motion 
to reconsider was made and laid on tie table. 

Mr. CABELL offered a resolution to provide 
that hereafter it shall not be in order for any gen- 
tleman to make a motion to adjourn before 8 
o’clock, p. m., and that a recess should be taken 
each day from 2 to 40’clock. Rejected. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


On motion of Mr. ROOT, the House again re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Case. in the chatr,) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill No. 170, 
making appropriations for the preservation and 
repairs of the public works upon certain harbors 
and rivers, and for the survey of certain har- 
bors. 

And a debate arose thereon, which was contin- 
ued from this time (about six o’clock, p. m.) till 
eleven at night, which was participated in by 
Messrs. HUNT, (in explanation of the bill,) 
HOLMES of New York, MARVIN , TURNER, 
VINTON, and WICK;; after which, the commit- 
tee rose, and the House adjourned. 


There is no ob- 


|| sioners under the treaty of 
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The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, made in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, showing the quantity of sugar imported 
during the fiscal year ending Jung 30, 1847; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Adso, from the Secretary of State, communi- 
cating a copy of the joint report of the commis- 
ashington of August 
9, 1842; which was ordered to be printed. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. BENTON presented a petition from E. 
Fitzgerald and others, eT be paid for their 
attendance as witnesses in the city of St. Louis 
against a certain Garret Long; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MASON presented a petition from the legal 
representatives of Robert P. Carter, asking a set- 
tlement of the accounts of Roddy Carter and Jen- 
nings, contractors for provisions during the war of 
1812; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. i 

Mr. WALKER presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Wisconsin in favor of the improve- 
ment of the harbors on the western shores of Lake 
Michigan; which were laid on the table and or- 
dered to be printed. i 

Mr. DOWNS presented a petition from the offi- 
cers and men of the Louisiana volunteers, asking 
indemnity for losses sustained by them in conse- 
quence of the wrecking of the vessel while on their 
way to the seat of war. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BENTON, from the committee on the part 
of the Senate to whom was referred the joint reso- 
lution of the House relative to the proceedings and 
debates of Congress, made a report, which was 
ordered to be printed; and, on motion of Mr. 
HALE, one thousand extra copies were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, made adverse reports on the 
claim of Joseph Barclay and of Reuben M. Gibbs. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on House bill for the relief 
of Levi Colmus. 

Mr. JOHNSON also, from the same committee, 
asked that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the following petitions: 
Of Mary Ann. Bronaugh, of Catharine Hoffman, 
of Priscilla Decatur Twiggs, and of Sarah A. 


ackay. 

Mr. ATHERTON , from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported House bill requiring all moneys 
receivable from customs, and from all other sources, 
to be paid immediately into the treasury, without 
abatement or deduction, and for other purposes, 
with amendments. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of John 
Crawford; which was read: twice, ard referred. 

The army appropriation bill was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance. - 

Mr. BENTON gave ‘notice that he would, at 
the commencement of the next session of Con- 
gress, ask leave to bring in a bill to release the 
members of the late court-martial whereof Briga- 
dier General Brooke was president, and before 
which the ex-lieutenant colonel of mounted rifles, 
J. C. Frémont, was tried, and the judge advocate, 
from their oath of secrecy, according to the pre- 
cedent set by the British House of Commons in 
the case of Admiral Byng. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Jounson, of Maryland, was taken up and adopted: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate, at the earliest period, whether 
he has any information that any citizen or citizens of the 
United States is or are now preparing, or intending to pre- 
pare, within the United States, an expedition to revolution- 
ize by force any part of the Republic of Mexico, or toassist 
in so doing; and, if he has, what is the extent of such prep- 
aration, and whether he has or is about to take any steps to 
arrest the same. 


LANDS IN ARKANSAS. 


On motion of Mr. BORLAND, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill to grant to the State of 
Arkansas certain unsold lands subject to overflow, 
for the purpose of internal improvement, educa- 
tion, and other purposes in said State. == 

Mr. KING thought it would be best to limit the 
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bill to the lands in the State of Arkansas. So far 
he was willing to go, but no further at present. 
Whenever his friend from Florida would introduce 
a bill relative tothe lands in that State, he would 
give it a favorable consideration. 

Mr. WESTCOTT made a reply, which was 
inaudible. 

Mr. BORLAND said, as the bill was originally 
introduced, it was limited in its provisions to the 
overflowed lands in the State of Arkansas. Sev- 
eral Senators, however, had suggested the propriety 
of giving the bill a more extensive operation; and 
it was solely with a view to meet the wishes of 
his friends around him that he had consented to 
extend its operation so as to embrace the useless 
lands in the adjoining States. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, sustained the 
bijl as it had been amended, and expressed a hope 
that the opposition of the Senator from Alabama 
` would be withdrawn. 

Mr. FOOTE explained, that the language of the 
bill applied only to the lands known as swamp 
lands, utterly valueless to the General Govern- 
ment, and whith could be reclaimed and made 
valuable by the State. 

Mr. BORLAND said, that if he thought these 
Jands could ever be made worth anything to the 
United States, he would not ask for them on the 
terms named by the bill. The State would em- 
bank and reclaim the lands, and thus remove a 
fertile cause of disease, and encourage the cultiva- 
tion of the lands and the increase of population. 

Mr. WESTCOTT was of opinion, that the im- 
provements necessary to make these lands useful 
would never be made by the United States. It 
would require ten regiments of topographical en- 

ineers, and a hundred millions of money. If the 
tates would take the Jands on the condition of 
reclaiming the lands, the offer ought to be accept- 


ed. 

Mr. MILLER thought we had not sufficient 
information on the subject of these lands to enable 
the Senate to act on the bill in this hasty manner, 
and at this late period of the session. It had been 
said by the Senator from South Carolina, that a 
peneral Eyal would be brought before Congress 
at the next session, and he thought we should wait 
for that system. 

Mr. KING said, he had no objection to a bill to 
give to the States the lands which could never be 
reclaimed by the Government, which would not go 
into a system of drainage. If the States would do 
this, it was the only way in which the lands could 
be made valuable. He did not believe that the 
everglades of Florida could ever be reclaimed by 
the State or the General Government. He would 
withdraw his opposition to the bill. 

Mr. METCALFE said he could not, as a repre- 
sentative of a State which was excluded from the 
benefit of any improvement of her rivers and har- 
bors, vote now to give away to particular States 
the lands which were the common property of all. 
He moved to lay the bill on the table. 

The question was put and negatived: ayes 16, 
noes 20. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered on the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, made a few re- 
marks in favor of the bill, because neither the 
means of the-Government nor private capital can 
ever be applied to the reclamation of these lands. 
The measure had been long before Congress, and 
‘ng one could pretend that it was sprung in the 
Senate. 

Mr. NILES opposed the bill. The title of the 
bill referred to lands subject to overflow. All bot- 
tom lands are subject to overflow, and this descrip- 
tion would emòrace all the valley lands. But the 
bill has been amended so as to extend to all lands 
which the surveyor may denominate swamp lands. 
After a wet season, it would be difficult to decide 
which are precisely swamp lands, and which were 
only temporarily overflowed. He thought such 
a sweeping grant, which would give away a hun- 
dred millions of acres, ought not to be made in 
this manner, and he should oppose the bill. 

Mr. BREESE stated that the practice of the 
surveyors, when employed in surveys, in reference 
to overflowed lands, was to give them a distinct 
designation in their maps and reports to the Gen- 
eral Land Office, and from these reports the de- 
cision of the Secretary of the Treasury is made. 
In his State there were many acres of lands in 
high situations, near the sources of streams, which 
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were subject to overflow, and which could not be 


called swamp lands. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD thought more particular 
information ought to be before the Senate in refer- 
ence to the lands in other States than Arkansas. 
He moved to strike out the third section, which 
extends the provisions of the bill to other States. 

Mr. FOOTE said that the state of things was 
the same in Miasissippi and Louisiana as in Ar- 
kansas. He hoped there would be no delay, as 
no further information could throw new light on 
the subject. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, before he could 
vote,.desired to know what portion of these lands 
were now inħabited and under cultivation. A great 
deal of money had been expended by the Govern- 
ment in removing obstructions and rafts, and it 
was now proposed to give all away. He doubted 
whether overflowed lands were entirely useless, as 
he knew that many such lands had been reclaimed 
and made valuable by private enterprise. 
would prefer that some one should be sent to sur- 
vey-these lands, that the Government should be 
able to make some estimate of their value. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, complained that 
every application from the States in which these 
lands lie had been refused. The overflow from 
the Mississippi was sometimes ten feet, and it was 
impossible for any private enterprise to reclaim the 
lands. The health of the country was injured by 
these inundations. l 

The further consideration of the bill was then 
postponed until to-morrow. 


OREGON. 

On motion of Mr. DOUGLAS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill to establish 
the Territorial Government of Oregon. 

The bill being before the Senate as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and the question being on the 

‘amendments reported by the Committee on the 
Territories— 

The first amendment was the introduction of the 
following proviso to the sixth section: *‘ That no 
act of the Territorial Legislature shall become a 
law until approved by the Governor.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, moved to amend 
the amendment by adding the words, ‘‘ of the Ter- 
ritory, or, if disapproved by said Governor, until 
specifically submitted to and approved by the Con- 
gress of the United States.” | 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DOUGLAS explained, that the absolute 
veto power was embraced in all the Territorial 
Governments. - 

Mr. HALE suggested an amendment making it 
the duty of the Governor to transmit any bill which 
did not become a law, to Congress, as follows: 
“« And it shall be the duty of the Governor to 
transmit copies of any acts disapproved by him to 
Congress.”’ 

Mr. TURNEY moved to add, ‘‘ and his reasons 
for disapproval.’’ 

Mr. HALE accepted the addition as a modifi- 
cation of his amendment, and then withdrew his 
amendment. i 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. 
Davıs, of Mississippi; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE renewed his motion to amend, and 
again’ withdrew it. 
` The amendment, as amended, was then agreed 


O. 

Mr. HALE moved to insert his amendment in 
the third section, as follows: ‘‘A'nd it shall be the 
duty of said Governor, immediately after the ses- 
sion of the Legislature, to transmit copies of any 
acts from which he may have withheld his ap- 
proval, together with his reasons for such disap- 
proval.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The second amendment of the committee being 
under consideration, as follows: At the beginnin 
of the 14th section insert: ‘ Inasmuch as the-sai 
Territory is north of the parallel of thirty-six de- 
grees and pee minutes of north latitude, usually 
known as the Missouri compromise’’— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to strike out ‘‘ thir- 
ty-six degrees and thirty minutes,” and insert 
‘s forty-two;’’ and to strike out the words ‘‘ usually 
known as the Missouri compromise.’’ 

Mr. DOUGLAS suggested, that the better mode 
would be, to take the question on the‘amendment 
altogether. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD thought, that the amend- 


He 


ment, as reported, left the disputed question of 
slavery open to be rénewed in the California bill, 
and it was his desire to make the language so plain 
as to preclude the peopeniig of this debate. 

Mr. BUTLER sait, he was a passive member 
of the committee, intending to vote against this 
whole section, the reasons for which he should give 
hereafter. 

Mr. NILES En aac astonishment that the 
Committee on the Territories should have reported 
an amendment which had nothing to do with the 
subject-matter of this bill, as it is well known that 
all of Oregon lies north of 36° 30’. He was ata 
loss to understand the reason for such a provision. 
Was it intended to refer to some other subject 
which might come up for legislation hereafter? If 
it was intended for anything, it must be to exer- 
cise influence over legislative action in the other 
Territories. He was entirely opposed to this mode 
of legislation. If it was a reénactment of the com- 
promise bill, he thought it better, after our failure 
to legislate in that form, to leave it alone. Per- 
haps it was to ease off the feelings of certain Sena- 
tors here, and to enable them to justify their votes. 
He did not wish to see anything go abroad which 
might be construed into a compromise when com- 
promise is not intended. 3 

Mr. DOUGLAS explained that the amendment 
was reported with the unanimous desire of the 
committee that no Senator’s vote on the bill should 
be understood as committing him on the great. 
question. : 

Mr. HALE said he should: vote against the 
amendment, and, whatever the vote on theamend- 
ment, he should vote for the bill. But he desired it 
to be distinctly understood that he did not by such 
vote commit himself in the slightest degree as to 
his future course. 

Mr. MASON charged the kinguage reported in 
the amendment as unintelligible. He attributed 
to the committee the design to evade the slavery 
question. He referred to the state of public opin- 
ion abroad, and to the convention about to be 
assembled at Buffala, for the choice of a standard- 
bearer. But one god was to be worshipped there, 
and that god was power—the power to trample 
down the Constitution of the country. He referred 
to the recent decision of MG tig not to regard 
any law of the United States which should prevent 
her citizens from carrying their slaves into any of 
the Territories. He and his constituents were will- 
ing to be bound by the principle of the compro- 
mise; but it was not to be expected that they would 
go one single step beyond it. It would þe to ex- 
pect them to submit to insult. 

Mr. DAYTON replied to the threats held out . 
by the Senator from Virginia, that if she was. to 
be forced another step, she would proclaim nullifi- 
cation. He repudiated for the Whig party this 
question as the great issue to be tried at the com- 
ing election. The questions of free soil and slavery 
were not the great questions of the Whig party. 
They constituted too narrow a ledge for that party 
to stand on. Nor would it be generally understood 
that this was the great issue with the Democratic . 
party. As to the amendment, whatever may be 
the understanding with which it was adopted in 
the committee, Senators would have to stand on 
their recorded votes. He did not see how the 
amendment could be sustained. 

' Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said, that it 

beirig evident the bill could not be disposed of 
to-day, he would therefore move that its further 
consideration be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. BUTLER said he had no objection to the © 

ostponement, provided it did not interfere with 
his remarks which he was about to make. He 
desired to be heard on this bill before the vote was 
taken on it. 

The motion to postpone was then agreed to. 


The Senate, on motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of 
Maryland, then. proceeded to the consideration of 
Executiye business, and the doors remained closed ` 
= near nine o’clock, when they were reopened, 
an 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
_ Tuespay, August 8, 1848. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved 


Mr. WENTWORTH moved that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House proceed to con- 


1848. 


sider the business on the Speaker’s table. Lost, 
two-thirds not voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to susperld the rules to 
enable him to make a report from thé Joint Select 
Committee on the publication of the debates and 
proceedings of Congress. f 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion, 
but before being taken, Mr. Asumun withdrew the 
motion. E 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, made adverse reports on the peti- 
tions of John Newton, John Ambrozine, and Wy- 
att Richards, and on the memorial of the General 
Assembly of Florida, for a quarter section of land 
on which to locate. the court-house of Hillsboro’ 
county; all which were laid on the table. e 

Also, from the same committee, a bill for the re- 
lief of William J. Price. Read and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, a bill to autho- 
rize the State of Alabama to apply certain lands 
heretofore granted to that State for internal im- 
provements and for the use of schools in lieu of 
the valueless 16th sections in said State. The bill 
was read twice. Aftersome conversation between 
Messrs. COLLAMER, WHITE, and others, the 
. bill was ordered to be engrossed, and, being en- 
grossed, was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, from the same 
committee, to whom was referred Senate bill to 
authorize the relinquishment of the 16th sections 
in certain cases, and the selection of other lands 
in lieu thereof, reported the same. l 

Also, House bill to pay to the State af Missouri 
the 2 per cent. upon the proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands sold in said State, which has been 
reserved by the United States for the purpose of 
constructing a road to said State, neported the same 
back to the House; and they were laid on the 
table. | 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports on the petition of citizens of 
Oregon county, Missouri praying for a change of 
the location of a small tract of land; of Luke Lea 
and D. Shelton, Nathaniel J. Wyth, of the heirs 
of John Kendrick, Charles Bulfinch, and others, 
Hall J. Kelly, Luke Perry, and James Brownlee, 
and the citizens of Louisiana, for a grant of land. 
Laid on the table. ° 

Also, from the same committee, a bill to aid the 

State of Louisiana in reclaiming the swamp lands 
' therein. Read and committed. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the same committee, 
to which was referred Senate bill for the relief of 
William W. Wynn, reported the same back to the 
House, without amendment. Laid on the table. 

Mr. GOGGIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred Sen- 
ate bill to facilitate international exchanges, re- 
ported the same back to the House, without amend- 
ment. It was laid on the table. l 

Subsequently, Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill’ was laid 
on the table. 

On motion of Mr. CHASE, that motion was 
laid on the table. 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the committee to which 
was referred Senate joint resolution for the relief 
of such persons as may have incurred the disabil- 
ity of the 28th section of the act to change the 
organization of the Post Office Department,'and 
provide more effectually for the settlement of the 
accounts thereof, approved July 2, 1836, reported 
the same with an amendment. 

Mr. LINCOLN moved that the resolution be 

ut upon its passage; and, after some remarks by 
Messrs, LINCOLN, ROOT, and FICKLIN— 

Mr. ROOT moved that the bill be laid on the 
table. Agreed to. : 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Com- 
~ mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, to which 
was referred Senate bill for the relief of George V. 
Mitchell,. reported the same back to the House 
without amendment. Committed. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported the following reso- 
lution: 


Resolved, That the Secrteary of War be requested to cause 
a survey and examination to be made of that part of the 
Potomac river between the Long Bridge and Georgetown 
with a view to ascertain the cause of the formation of land 
on the flats along the banks of the river; and that he cause 
also an ear pr. be made of the cost of repairing the Long 
Bridge ; and also of constructing a bridge across the Poto- 
mac at the-aqueduct of the canal at Georgetown; and also 
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an estimate of the probable cost of keeping up.a steamboat 
ferry in the place of the Potomac bridge; and that the report 
be made at as early a period in the next session as practicable. 


"After some remarks by Messrs. CHAPMAN 
and SAW YER— 

Mr. SAWYER moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. ° The yeas and nays were taken on the 
motion, and resulted: Yeas 76, nays 91. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved the 
previous question, which was seconded; and, un- 
der the operation thereof, the resolution was agreed 


to. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the same committee, 
reported a bill supplemental to an act entitled ‘An 
act to incorporate the Washington, Alexandria, 
and Georgetown Steam Packet Company.” Read 
and committed. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, to which was referred Senate bill 
to carry into effect certain provisions in the treaties 
between the United States and China and the Ot- 
toman Porte, giving judicial powers to ministers 
and consuls of the United States in those countries, 
reported the same back to the House without 


‘amendment. 


After a brief explanation by Mr. IncErso_t, the 
bill was read a third time, passed, and returned to 
the Senate. — 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the same com- 
mittee, to which was referred Senate bill for giving 
effect to certain treaty stipulations between this 
and foreign Governments for the apprehension and 
delivering up of certain offenders, reported the 
same back to the House with amendments. 

Mr. INGERSOLL made a brief explanation of 
the bill; after which, the amendments were read 
and agreed to, and the bill, as amended, was then 
read a third time, passed, and returned to the 


Senate. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, from the same committee, 
to which was referred Senate bill to promote the 
despatch of business in the Supreme Court, and to 
repeal the second section of the act approved June 
17, 1844, entitled ‘* An act concerning the Supreme 
Court of the United States,” reported the game 
back to the House with an amendment. 

The amendment was read; and, after some dis- 
cussion by Messrs. J. R. INGERSOLL, BOW- 
LIN, THOMPSON of Mississippi, and others, 
the previous question was moved and seconded, and 
the main question ordered. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to lay the bill and amend- 
ment on the table. The yeas and nays were taken 
on the motion, and resulted: Yeas 82, nays 84. 

The question recurring on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, the yeas and nays were taken thereon, and 
resulted: Yeas 76, nays 84. 

So the amendment was rejected. .- 


The yeas and nays were taken on ordering the 
bill to be read a third time, and resulted: Yeas 61, 


sa 98. 
o the bill was rejected. 


Mr. WENTWORTH moved that the House 
proceed to consider the business on the Speaker’s 
table, Lost. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, to which was referred Senate 
joint resolution in reference to the next census, 
reported the same back to the House with an 
amendment. 

Mr. 1. asked to have the resolution put upon its 

assage; and, after some conversation between 
essrs. J. R. INGERSOLL, THOMPSON of 
Mississippi, and ASHMUN, the resolution was, 
on motion of Mr. ASHMUN, committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the same com- 
mittee, to Which was referred Senate resolution 
concerning the distribution of the statutes at large, 
reported the same back to the House without 
amendment. 

The resolution was then read a third time and 
passed, and returned to the Senate. 

Mr. HALL, of New York, from the same com- 
mittee, to which was referred Senate bill to change 
the time of holding the circuit and district courts 
in the State of Kentucky, reported the same back 
to the House without amendment. 

Thereupon, the bill was read a third time and 
passed, and returned to the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. HALL, of New York, the 
Committee on the Judiciary was discharged from 
the petition of Wyatt Eppes. Laid on the table. 
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Mr. COLLAMER moved that the House.pro- 
ceed to consider the business on the Speaker’s 
table. Lost. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, reported bilts for 
the relief of the heirs of John Jackson; for the 
relief of the heirs of Willis Reddick; for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Colonel John H. 
Stone, an officer of the revolutionary war; which 
bills were severally read and committed. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the same committee, re- 
pore bills for the relief of the heirs of Captain 

amuel Ransom, an officer of the revolutionary 
war, killed at Wyoming; and for the relief of 
Moses Van Campen; which bills were read and 
committed. 

Also, from the same committee, adverse reports 
on the petitions of the executors of Henry Paul- 
ing, heirs of William Cherry, afid the heirs of 
Lieutenant Micah Whitmarsh. Laid on the table. 

Mr. BOWLIN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
inhabitants of the village of Carondelet, in the 
State of Missouri. Committed. 

Mr. BARRINGER, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the 
Creek nation of Indians, Read and committed. 

On motion of Mr. BARRINGER, the Commit- 
teéon Indian Affairs were discharged from the 
poon of R. C. Gentry and others, Lawrence 

aliaferro, late Indian agent at St. Peters, John 
Phagan, Joseph Chaffee, William B. Hart, as- 
signee of Alexander Anderson and others, &c. 
Laid on the table. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, from the 
same committee, to which was referred Senate bill 
to compensate R. M. Johnson for the erection of 
certain buildings for the use of the Choctaw Acad- 
emy,reported the same back to the House without 
amendment. Committed. 

Mr. BOTTS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred Senate bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Thomas J. V. 
Owens, deceased, reported the same back to the 
House without amendment. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill for ascertaining and paying the 
California. claims, reported the same back to the 
House with an amendment. Committed, 

Mr.-KING, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, made an adverse report on the pe- 
tition of C. H. Todd. Laid on the table. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following resolution, which was read: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to pur- 
chase, out of the contingent fund, from Mechlin & Winder, 
the publishers of the General Navy Register and Compila- 
tion of all Laws relating to the Navy of the United States, 
three hundred copies of that work, at a price not excecding 
three dollars per copy, and that the same be deposited in 
the Congressional Library, subject to the further order of 
this House. 

Mr. SCHENCK, after making a few observa- 
tions in explanation of the resolution, moved the 
previous question, which was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered. | 

On motion of Mr. STUART, of Michigan, the 
resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr. GAYLE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred a joint reso- 
lution of the Senate authorizing the submission of 
certain claims to arbitration, reported the same 
back to the House without amendment; and, there- ` 
upon, the bill was read a third time, passed, and ` 
returned to the Senate. 

Mr. BURT, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred Senate bill to revive 
the act entitled ‘“ An act to provide for the pay- 
ment of horses and other property lost or destroyed 
in the military service of the United States,” ap- 
proved January 18, 1837, and the &cts approved 
October 14, 1837, and August 23, 1842, and the 
last proviso of theact of March 3, 1843, amendatory 
of the same, reported the same back to the House 
without amendment. Laid on the table. 

Mr. BURT, under instructions from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, moved a suspension of 
the rules for the purpose of enabling him to move 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union from the consideration of Senate 
bill relating to the payment of the fourth regiment 
of Vermont militia. Lost, two-thirds not voting 
in favor thereof. ‘ 

Mr. MARSH, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the repre- 


? 


of William Lynch. 
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sentatives of John M. Baker.’ Read and com- 
mitted. 

On motion of Mr. S. LAWRENCE, the Com- 
mittée on Revolutionary Pensions were discharged: 
from the consideration of the petitions of John 
Rose, Adam Harper, and Mary Segar, widow of 
Peter Segar. Laid on the table. 

Mr. HAMMONS .moved a suspension of the 
rules, for the purpose of enabling him to move to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole from the 
bill to change the time of holding the terms of the 
circuit court of the United States in the district 
of Maine. Lost, two-thirds not voting in favor 
thereof. — ` 

Mr. FRIES, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made adverse reports on the petitions of 
Robert and Henry Blow, Silas Chatfield, James 
M. French, John Harrigan, and John Forrest. 
Laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. FULTON, the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the House 
bill to authorize the payment of invalid pensions 
in certain cases, was discharged from the further 
Seen of the same; and it was laid on the 
tabie. 

- Mr. FULTON, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Horatio Fitch. Read 
and committed. _ 

On motion of Mr. FULTON, the Committee of 
the Whole were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill of the Senate for the relief of 
David N. Smith. 

The bill was then read a third time, passed, and 
returned to the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. VENABLE, the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions were discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petitions of Samuel J. 
Smith, of New York, William Wallace, Sally S. 
Crocker, and Charles Wilson; and they were laid 
on the table. 

Mr. W.T. LAWRENCE, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief 
Read and committed. 

On motion of Mr. W. T. LAWRENCE, the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions were discharged 
from the further consideration of the petitions of 
Jamee Charles, John H. Goolsby, and nineteen 
others, and of Benjamin P. Smith; and they were 
laid on the table. | 

On motion of Mr. W. T. LAWRENCE, the 
Committee of the Whole were dischafged from 
the further consideration of the bill for the relief 


‘of Catharine Clark. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed; and, 
being engrossed, was read a third time, passed, 
and sent to the Senate. TE 

On motion of Mr. NESS, the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions were discharged from the further 
consideration of the petitions of Robert Rose, Jesse 
Rose, Aaron H. Hoyt, Joseph M. Rhea, Joshua 
Russell, Benjamin Watson, William Murray, and 
Mrs. C. H. Jahnston. Laid on the table. 

Mr. VENABLE, by direction of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, moved to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the further consideration 
of the bill for the relief of Joseph D. Ward. Lost, 
two-thirds not voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. Lost. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved that the House 
proceed to consider the business on the Speaker’s 
table. Lost, 

Mr. DUER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, to which was referred Senate bill for the 
relief of the pérsonal representatives of William 
A. Slacum, deceased, reported: the same back to 
the House with aniendments. Committed. . 
| Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, to which was referred the bill to sur- 
render to the State of Indiana the Cumberland road 
in said State, reported the same back to the House 
without amendment. 

Mr SMITH, of Indiana, made a few brief re- 
marks in urgent advocacy of the bill. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, then moved 
the previous question; which was seconded, and, 
under the operation theteof, the bill was read a 
third time, passed, and sent to the Senate. 

- On motion of Mr. SCHENCK, the Committee 
on Roads and Canals were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petitions of the Legis- 
latures of Tennessee and Pennsylvania, and of 
sundry petitions on the subject of a railroad from 


ee Michigan to the Pacific Ocean. Laid on the 
table. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill making an appropriation for 


surveying and opening a road from the Falls of. 


St. Croix to La Pointe, on Lake Superior. Read 
and committed. . 

Mr. CUMMINS, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Rebecca Freeman. Read and committed. - 

On motion of Mr. CUMMINS, the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions were discharged from the pe- 
titions of Abigail Williams, Isaiah Williams, Let- 
tis Pond, Squire Ferris, Abigail Hamilton, Nancy 
Byrd, and’ Robert Allison; and they were laid on 
the table. | 

On motion of Mr. DONNELL, the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions were discharged from 
the petitions of Nathaniel Bailey, Catherine Wil- 
son, Solsbery Wheeler, heirs of James Taylor; 
Elizabeth Simpson, Ann Spencer, John T. Par- 
rish, administrator; Lemuel P. Montgomery, Wil- 
liam Sedford, Mrs. Sally Ketchum, Josiah Hobbs, 
Lucretia and Mercy Demmon, Henry Bardan, 
Henry Haines, and Esther Fish, widow of John 
Ladd, &c.; and they were laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. TAYLOR, the Committee 
on the Judiciary was discharged from the petitions 
of Morris Fosdick and Robert Graham. Laid on 
the table. _ 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Patents, 
to which was referred Senate bills for the relief of 
Oliver C. Harris, reported the same back to the 
House without amendment. _ . 

The bill was thereupon read. a third time and 
passed, and returned to the Senate. 

Also, from the same committee, a bill for the 
relief of Ross Winans. Read and committed. 

Mr. PALFREY, from the Committee on the 
Library, reported a joint resolution to authorize 
the purchase of Catlin’s gallery of pictures of North 
American Indians. Read and committed. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the resolution of the House of 
Marth 13, 1848, relative to the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, reported the following resolutions, which 


were read and agreed to: 


Resolved, That it is inexpedient to change and modify the 
act establishing the Sinithsonian Institution in the manner 
proposed in said resolution. . 

Resolved, That the committee be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of said resolution, and that it be laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. MURPHY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a joint resolution in relation to the penne 
of the documents, &c., of Congress, and to the 
Library of Congress; which resolution was read 
three times, passed, and sent to the Senate. _ 

Mr. ASHMUN, from the joint select committee 
on the subject of publishing the proceedings and the 
debates of each House of Congress, reported the 
following resolution: - 

Resolved, That, in order to secure a more full, impartial, 
aad prompt publication of the proceedings and debates of 
this House, the Clerk be authorized and directed to enter 
into a contraet, to take effect from this day, and to continue 
until otherwise ordered by the House, with the proprietors 
of the two daily papers in this city, the National Intelligencer 
and Union, for the daily publication in each paper of the 
proceedings and debates of the House, and for the early 
subsequent publication of such speeches as members may 
choose to revise and write out at full length, for which the 
Clerk shall make weekly payment out of the contingent fund 
at the rate of $7 50 a column of brevier type: Provided, That 
the proceedings and current debate shall be transferred to the 
country edition of said papers, and one copy of each of said 
daily papers shall be furnished to each member during the 
sessions of Cougress, without additional charge. 


Some debate followed, in which Messrs. ASH- 
MUN, COBB, and ROOT participated. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved the 
previous question; which was seconded. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
lay the resolution on the table; which was rejected: 
Yeas 83, nays 85. : 

An amendment moved by Mr. COBB, of Geor- 
gia, striking out that portion of- the resolution 
which provides that it should take effect from this 
day, and also striking out the provision for revised 
speeches, was then agreed to; and the question 
being taken on, agreeing to the resolution as thus 
amended, it was decided in the negative: Yeas 80, 
nays 85. a 

o the resolution was rejected. 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, reported a resolution to rescind 
for the residue of the sesgion the rule allowing to 


Eel 


any member moving an amendment in Committee 
of the Whole, five minutes to explain the amend- 
ment after the debate has been closed. 

Mr. SMITH moved the previous question. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved to lay the reso- 
lution on the table. The yeas and nays were taken 
on the motion, and resulted: Yeas 72, nays 99. 

The House refusing to lay the resolution on the 
table— ' 

The previous question was seconded, and, under 
the operation thereof, the resolution was agreed to; 
and a motion to reconsider the same was made 
and was laid on the table. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


On motion of Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, 
the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Case tt, of 
Florida, in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill making appropriations for the 
preservation and repairs of the public works upon 
certain harbors and rivers, and for the survey of 
certain harbors.. | 

Mr. HUNT made some explanations in relation 
to the bill, and proposed an amendment, adding 
sundry other items of improvement; after which, a 
debate on general politics commenced, and was 

articipated in by Messrs. DICKINSON, PUT- 

AM, PILLSBURY, HUDSON, KAUFMAN, 
ROCK WELL of Connecticut, MULLIN, FICK- 
LIN,.and JOHNSON of Tennessee, who con- 
cluded his remarks at half past eleven o’clock. 

Mr. OUTLAW then obtained the floor. 

And the committee rose, and the House ad- 
journed. f 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, August 8, 1848. 


The following messages were received 

President of the United States: 
To the Senate and i 
House of Representatives of the United States: 

It affords*me satisfaction to communicate herewith, for 
the information of Congress, copies of a decree adopted by 
the National Assembly of France, in response to the resolu- 
tion of the Congress of the United States, passed on the 13th 
April last, tendering the congratulations of the American to 
the French people upon the success of their recent efforts to 
consolidate the principles of liberty in a republican form of 
@overnment. AMES K. POLK. ° 

WASHINGTON, August 8, 1848. 


FRENCH REPUBLIC. 
Liberty, Equality, Fraternity ! 

p A NATIONAL ASSEMBLY. 

The National Assembly has unanimously adopted the de- 
cree of the fotlowing tenor: ; 

ARTICLE I. In the name of the French peaple, the Na- 
tionail Assembly, protoundly touched by the sentiments 
which dictated the resolution of the Congress of the United 
States, on the 13th April, offers to the American people the 
thanks of the Republic and the expression of its fraternal 
amity. 

Anici 2. The Commissioner of Executive power is 
charged to transmit the present decree to the French lega- 
tion at Washington, with the order to present it tothe Amer- 
ican Government. . 

Decreed, after deliberation in public session at Paris, on 
the 25th May, 1848. 

Signed by the President and Secretaries, Buchez Peupin, 
Leon Robert, F. De George, T. Lacrosse, Emile Péan, Ed- 
mund Lafayeite. 

A true copy for transmission : 

The President and Secretaries. Signed: Marie, F. Bé- 
oan Emile Péan, Edniund Lafayette, L. Robert des Ar- 

ennes, 

The Minister of Foreign Affairs: JuLes BASTIDE. 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN, it was ordered that 
the foregoing message and ‘decree be entered on 
the Journal. l | 


from the 


„To the Senate of the United States : 


In reply to the resolution of the Senate of the 7th instan 
requesting the President to inform that body ‘‘ whether h 
€ has any information that any citizen or citizens of the Uni- 
€ ted States is or are now preparing, or intending to prepare, 
‘ within the United States, an expedition to revolutionize 
‘by force any part of the Republic of Mexico, orto assist 
€ in so doing; and, if he has, what is the extent of such pre- 
¢ paration, and whether he has or is about to take any steps 
‘ to arrest the same,” I have to state that the Executive is 
not in possession of any information of the character called 
for by the resolution. 

The late treaty of peace with Mexico has been and will be 
faithfully observed on our part. JAMES K. POLK. 


WASHINGTON, August 8, 1848. 
MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate two memorials of the Legislature of Wiscon- 
sin, praying the construction of a road from Prairie 
du Chien to the falls of St. Croix; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


1848, . 
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Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Charles 
F. Sibbald, asking that his claims may be adjusted 
under the direction of .the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. : 

Mr. CALHOUN presented a memorial from 
merchants and other citizens of Charleston, asking 
that the great southern mail may be restored to its 
direct route; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported House bill for the relief of David 
Thomas, of Philadelphia, without amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Claims, made an adverse report on House bill for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Amelia 
Brereton. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, asked that the 
committee be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition of Villeneuve le Blanc, and 
that the petitioner have leave to-withdraw his pa- 

ers. . 
= Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Pen- 
stons, asked that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the following memo- 
rials: Of Eliza A. Mellon, of E. P. Hastings, of 
Candace Munn; also, from the documents relating 
to the claim of John Ellis. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives 
to the joint resolution giving certain pieces of brass 
cannon to the Jackson Monument Society, was 
taken up and concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. MASON, the bill to change 
the times of holding the district court of the Uni- 
ted States for the western district of Virginia, was 
taken up, considered, and passed. 

The following resolution of the Select Commit- 
tee, in relation to reporting the proceedings of 
Congress, came up for consideration: 


Resolved, That, in order to secure a more full, impartial, 
and prompt publicatiion of the proceedings and debates of 
the Senate, the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to enter into a contract, to take 
effect from this day, with the proprietors of each of the 
daily papers in this city, the National Intelligencer and the 
Union, and to continue until otherwise ordered hy the Sen- 
ate, for the daily publication, in each paper, of all the debates 
and proceedings of the Senate, and for the early subsequent 
publication of such speeches as members may choose more 
carefully to revise and write out at full length, for which the 
Secretary is authorized to make weekly payment at the 
rate of seven dollars and fifty cents for a column of brevier 
type: Provided, That the proceedings and current debates 
be transferred to the country edition of said papers, and one 
copy of the daily edition of eacir paper shall be furnished 
to each member during the sesaion without additional charge. 


Mr. WESTCOTT, for the purpose of waiting 
the action of the House on the subject, moved to 
lay the resolution on the table for the present; 
which was agreed to. l 

Mr. DICKINSON moved to take up his motion 
to reconsider the vote on the third reading of the 
bill for the relief of John Devlin, and the motion 
to reconsider was decided in the negative. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be instructed to fur- 

nish, at the next session of Cougress, a general map fiom the 
reconnoissances and surveys of Topographical Engineers, 
showing the uperation of the army of the United States in 
Texas and the adjacent Mexican territory on the Rio Grande, 
to be accompanied with the astronomical observations and 
descriptive and military memoirs of the country traversed by 
the troops of the United States. 
_ Mr. D. briefly explained, that the country re- 
ferred to in the resolution -had been very little 
explored, and that we knew nothing-about it. The 
map and memoirs would be invaluable for future 
operations. i 

On motion of Mr. BELL, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to com- 
municate to the Senate copies of the report of the Superin- 
tendent of Indian Affairs of St. Louis, in relation to the dif- 
ficulties which took place last fall at the payment of the Sacs 
and Fox annuities, together with all the accompanying tes- 
- timony and papers, and any proceedings which the depart- 
ment may have taken in reference thereto. 

‘On motion of Mr. KING, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill granting to the State 
of Aldbama the right of way and a donation of 
public lands for making a railroad from Mobile to 
the mouth of the Ohio river. And the bill having 
been read— a 

Mr. BENTON moved toamend the bill by adding 
a grant to the State of Missouri of the right of way 
and a donation of land for making a railroad con- 


necting the town of St. Joseph, on: the Missouri 


~ 


by these constant surrenders. 


river, with the town of Hannibal, on the Missts- 
sippl river. | l 

Mr. KING hoped. the Senator from Missouri 
would not persist in the amendment, and protested 
against having his bill loaded down with extraneous 
matters, which would’be almost sure to defeat it in 
the House. If the bill was a good one, let it pass; 
if bad, reject it. It was very important to the South 
that it should pass. 

Mr. BENTON was very far from believing that 
the amendment would have a tendency to load 
down the bill. On the contrary, he regarded it a 
safe and healthful prop; and he thought the Sen- 
ator from Alabama should be pleased with such a 
union, which was like marrying his daughter to a 
sound and vigorous young man, who would be a 
prop to the house. . 

Mr. ALLEN moved an amendment providing 
for the carrying of the mail, which was accepted 
as a modification of the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER was sorry he could. not give his 
support to the bill or its amendments in the prés- 
ent form. He would wish to know the amount of 
the lands which would be thus given away. He 
referred to the various clauses in the Conatitution 
from which the power to give away the public 
lands was derived by different persons. He thought 
it doubtful whether the public lands would be en- 
hanced in value, or the sales of them facilitated 
He would prefer 
that the Constitution should be amended to suit 
the purpose of alf, than that this policy should go 


on. 

Mr. CALHOUN thought the policy of these 
appropriations of the public lands was beneficial 
in increasing the value of the public domain. As 
to internal improvement, he denied in toto the pow- 
er of the General Government to carry it on. 

Mr. WESTCOTT took a-view ot. the advan- 
tages which would result tò the United States, as 
well as to the States in which the roads were pro- 
posed to be located, from these donationa of the 
public lands, by the facilities which would be 
given to the transportation of materials for the 
navy-yards, and for the transportation of stores 
and troops. 

Mr. BUTLER objected to the precedent. The 
Senator from lilinois [Mr. Breese] had recently 
offered a resolution to give all the public lands in 
that State for public improvements. 

Mr. BREESE said, his resotution embraced 
only ten miles on both sides the illinois river. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, if ten miles was asked 
for now, why not ask for twenty, thirty, or sixty 
miles. The principle would be the same. 

Mr. CALHOUN made a brief reply. 

Mr. NILES said, if this policy was to prevai, 
and the lands were to be given away because they 
were of no use while in the hands of the General 
Government, he desired to see a national bill, a bill 


“on a magnificent scale. He would, therefore, move 


to amend the bill by inserting the bill which he 
had reported a short time since, granting lands to 
Asa Whitney, for making a railroad from Lake 
Michigan to the Pacific. This would test the sense 
of the Senate as to the’propriety of carrying out the 
principle. 

Mr. BORLAND made a few remarks in favor 
of the bill. 


Mr. TURNEY would not vote for the bill, but. 


he would vote for every amendment which should 
be offered. He wished to test the opinions of Sen- 
ators who professed to be hostile to a general sys- 
tem of internal improvement, by seeing all these 
separate bills embraced in one bill, which would 
thus make the bill general in its effect, and bring- 
ing those Senators to a vote on such a bill. Ac- 
coyding to his reading of the Constitution, this ag- 
gregation of separate appropriations would consti- 
tute a general system of internal improvement. He 
desired to see what was the true construction put 
on these measures by Democratic Senators. 

Mr. BREESE explained his view of the consti- 
tutional power of Congress to make internal im- 
provements, which he totally denied. But he main- 
tained that the Government had a right to put the 
public domain in a condition to be most beneficial 
to the public; and this was done by donations of 
lands, and thus increasing the-value of the residue. 
These donations to States were in fact no dona- 
tions, because only alternate sections are granted, 
and those reserved are put at $2 50 peracre, which 
is twice the price fixed asa minimum. 

Mr. TURNEY made a reply in explanation and 
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support of what he had before said. As to the 
last argument of the Senator from Illinois, the fx- 
ing of the price of the alternate sections at twice 
the minimum rate, he attached no great weight to 
it, regarding this increase of price as more likely 


.to benefit the railroad companies than the Govern- 


ment. The companies would prevent any sales 
by the Government by putting their own sections 
ata somewhat lower rate. 

Mr. BREESE rejoined very briefly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS said he did not wish to throw 
any difficulty in the way of this measure. On the 
contrary, he expected to vote for it. Butas chair- 
man of the committee which had been charged with 
the Oregon bill, he felt bound, if the discussion was 
to proceed, to move its postponement. a 

Mr. KING expressed a hope that the vote would 
be taken on the bill, which had already been once 
postponed. 

The several amendments were adopted, and the 
bill was reported to the Senate, Mr. N ILES having 
withdrawn his amendment. The question on the 
engrossment was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Bell, Benton, 
Berrien, Borland, Breese, Calhoun, Cameron, Corwin, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dodge, Douglas, Downs, 
Feich, ig bbe Foote, Greene, Hannegan, Houston, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Lotigiana, King, Lewis, 


“Mangum, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, 


Walker, Wehster, and Westcott—34, . 

_ NAYS—Messrs. Bradbury, Bright, Butler, Clarke, Dick- 
inson, Dix, Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, Mason, Metcalfe, 
Niles, Pearce, Turney, Upham, and Yutee—15. 


The bill was then read a third time, and passed. 


Sk DOUGLAS rose to call the special order, 
when— 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, the 
Senate (at 10 minutes past 12) proceeded to the 
consideration of Executive business. 

At three o’clock, the doors were reopened. 

On motion of Mr. BALDWIN, the Senate pror 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of Gustavus Dorr. 

This bill involved a case of some interest. Mr. 
Dorr originally belonged to the army, and was 
ordered to his post, which order he never obeyed, 
and was in consequence stricken from the rolls. 
Subsequently, it was discovered that the disobedi- 
ence was occasioned by insanity, and that he is 
now in an insane asylum. The object of the bill 
was to grant him a pension for his maintenance. 

The bill was severally advocated by Messrs. 
BALDWIN, DAVIS o Mississippi, BRADBU- 
RY, and others, and was passed without a dissent- 
ing voice. 

On motion of Mr. DOWNS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill for the relief of the Red 
River Railroad Company. 

The object of this bill is to remit certain duties 
on railroad iron. 

Mr. HAMLIN regarded it as objectionable, and 
asked the privilege of having the yeas and nays 
on the bill; which were ordered. 

The question was taken on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed, and decided in the -affirmative, as 
follows: l 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Breese, 
Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Day- 
ton, Dodge, Downs, Felch, Foote, Greene, Hale, Hunter, 
Johnson of Maryland, Jotinson of Louisiana, Johnson of 
Georgia, King, Mason, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Spruance, Tur- 
ney, Underwood, Upham, Walker, and Weetcott—30. 

PN at Bradbury, Dickinson, Dix, and Ham- 

On motion of Mr. BRADBURY, the Senate 
proceeded to consider House bill for the relief of 
Samuel Cony; and after a brief debate—in which 
Messrs. BRADBURY, FELCH, and others advo- 
cated the bill, and Mr. KING opposed it, on the 
ground that it wonld be throwing open too wide 
the doors of the Pension Office to grant a pension 
on the proof adduced—the bill was then read a 
third time, and passed.. . 


On motion of Mr. DAYTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill in relation to the terms 
of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States in and for the district of New Jersey; and, 
after a brief explanation by Mr. D.; the bill was 
read a third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, the 
Senate proceeded to consider the act for dividin 
the State of Georgia into two judicial districts, an 
organizing and establishing an additional district 
court of the United States, with circuit-court pow- 


ers and jurisdiction. 
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After a few words from Messrs. DAYTON, 
WESTCOTT, BERRIEN, KING, and JOHN- 
SON of Georgia, the bill was read a third time, 
and passed. 


On motion of Mr. BADGER, the Senate took 
up the bill from the House for the relief of F. M. 
Holton. 

Mr. KING called for explanations; which Mr. 
BADGER gave, and the bill was then read a third 
time, and passed. 


. Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported House bill to 
establish certain post routes, with sundry amend- 
ments. | | 

Mr. N. urged the immediate consideration of 
ve Amendments, and the prompt passage of the 
bill. : ` 

Mr. KING thought the bill too important for 
any such hasty action, and contended that the 
amendments should be printed. 7 

Mr. ‘NILES yielded the point reluctantly, it be- 
ing agreed that the bill should be taken up at 1] 
o’clock to-morrow morning; and then the Senate 
took a recess, from a quarter-past 4 to half-past 5. 


NIGHT SESSION. 

The Senate proceeded to consider House bill 
authorizing the State of Alabama to apply certain 
lands heretofore granted to the State for internal 
improvements and use of schools in the valueless 
sections in said State; which, after having been 
_ engrossed, was read a third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate 
proceeded to consider Senate bill to provide for 
carrying into effect the 5th article of the treaty be- 
tween the United States and the Mexican Repub- 
lic, for the establishment of the boundary line be- 
tween them; which was ordered to be en rossed, 
and was subsequently read a third time, an passed. 


The bill granting a pension to Elizabeth Mun- 
roe was considered in Committee of the Whole, 
and, on motion of Mr. BREESE, was laid on the 
table. 

Senate bill for the relief of George Center was 
considered in Committee of the Whole, and, after 
some debate— | 

Mr. ALLEN demanded the yeas and nays on 
the question of engrossment, and the vote stood as 
follows: | 

Y EAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Cameron, Clarke, 
Corwin, Dodge, Downs, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson o 
Maryland, King, Mason, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Sebastian, 
Westcott, aud Yulee—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bradbury, Breese, 
Bright, Dickinson, Dix, Felch, Johnson of Georgia, Phelps, 
Spruance, Turncy, Underwood, and Upham—14. 


The bill was then read a third time, and passed. 


Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, reported the bill to establish the Territorial 
Government of Minesota, with amendments. 


On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, the Senate 
proceeded to the.consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion requiring the Commissioner of Patents to re- 
port annually upon the prices of labor and the 

oductions of agriculture and manufactures. 

After considerable debate, in which Messrs. 
ALLEN, JOHNSON of Maryland, UNDER- 
WOOD, and others participated, the resolution 
was laid on the table: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Breese, Butler, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Downs, ‘Felch, Foote, Hunter, 
Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mason, Niles, Pheips, 
Sebastian, Turney, and Westcott—20. 

NAYS--Measrs. Badger, Baldwin, Berrien, Cameron, 
Glarke, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Greene, Houston, 
| Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Met- 
calfe, Miller, Pearce, Spruance, and Underwood—17. 


And then, at 9 o’clock, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, August 9, 1848. 
. The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. McCLELLAND stated that he desired the 
unanimous consent of the House to enable him to 
offer a resolution, to which he knew no. objection 
would be made when he stated it was done at the 
instance of Celonel yi one of the most distin- 
guished officers of the old army.. No one pbject- 
ing, he offered the following resolution, which was 
read and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
transmit to this House a copy of the proceedings of a court 
of inquiry convened at the city of Puebla, in Mexico, in July, 
1847, at the instance of Colonel Bennet Riley, of the infantry, 
of which Major General Pillow was President. i 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved a | 


suspension of the rules to enable him to offer the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That private bills from the Senate shall be the 
special order for Friday next, and those bills to which there 
shall be no objection shall be first considered. 


The yeas and nays were taken on suspending | 


the rules, and resulted: Yeas 85, nays 75. Lost, 
two-thirds not voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved a sus- 
pension of the rules to enable him to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
be instructed to pay to Master James Moor, out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House, the same compensation that has 
been paid to other pages, he having acted as page during the 
present session of Congress. 

The question was put, and the rules were sus- 
pended, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

The resolution was’ then received, and, under 
the operation of the previous question, agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, moved a 
suspension of the rules to enable him to offer the 
following resolution: - 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
be directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, 
to each of the laborers employed in the Capitol grounds the 
saine extra compensation which is paid to the laborers em- 
ployed in thé Capitol. l 

The question being put, it was decided in the 
negative, two-thirds not voting in favor thereof. 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to suspend 
the rules to enable him to offer the following reso- 
lution: l 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-arms, Doorkeeper, Post- 


master, and Chaplain of this House be paid the usual extra 
compensation, out of the contingent fund of this House. 


The yeas and nays were taken on the motion 


-to suspend the rules, and resulted, yeas 93, nays 


52. Lost, two-thirds not voting in favor thereof. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


On motion of Mr. HUNT, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Case x1, of Florida, in the chair, ) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for the preservation and repairs of 
the public works upon certain harbors and rivers, 
and for the survey of certain harbors. 

Mr. OUTLAW was entitled to'the floor, and 
yielded for a few moments to— __ 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, who further ex- 
plained his views of the Amistad case, confirma- 
tory of the general positions taken by Mr. Rock- 
WELL, of Connecticut, last evening; and a conver- 
sation occurred relative to the same question, in 
which Messrs. EVANS, ROCKWELL of Con- 
necticut, C. J. INGERSOLL, and PALFREY, 
participated. S | 

Mr. HOLMES, .of South Carolina, and Mr.. 
PALFREY, (speaking by the courtesy of Mr. 
Ovriaw,) subsequently briefly expressed their 
views: the former in advocacy of, and the latter 
in opposition to, the proprosed appropriation for 
the Amistad negroes. 

Mr. ROOT (speaking in like manner) recalled 
the attention of the committee to the bill under 
consideration, and briefly presented the importance 
of the proposed appropriations for Vermillion and 
Huron rivers and Sandusky harbor, stating that 
these- and larger appropriations at these points 
bad been recommended by the chief of the proper 
bureau in the War Department, and that the same 
officer had recommended, in every instance, at 
least double, and sometimes treble, the amount of 
appropriations proposed by the various items of 
this bill. 

Mr. OUTLAW gave notice of an appropriation, 
which he should move at the proper stage of the 


bill, for the opening a communication between, 


Albemarle Sound and the Atlantic Ocean, and 
presented its paramount importance and claim to 
appropriation, not only for the benefit of the entire 
section of country adjacent, but as a great national 
work, important to the commerce of the whole 
country. He represented, that by a change which 
had been going on since Walter Raleigh first landed 
on the coast of North Carolina, and which had 
been produced by natural causes, the channel at 
the moath of the Albemarle had been diverted from 
its direct course to the ocean, and it now took a 
southerly direction into Pamlico Sound, and dis- 
charged itself into the Ocracock channel, so that 
vessels bound out of that sound to the north were 


obliged to go south sixty miles into the Ocracock, ` 


and then sixty miles back, making one hundred and 
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twenty miles, to get back to within sight_of the 
point which they first left; and this by a voyage 
around Cape Hatteras, which was well known to 
be the most dangerous point along the Atlantic 
coast. The commerce of the adjacent country 
which sought an outlet by that sound amounted 
to something like $5,000,000 annually, and paid in 
consequence of this obstructed and dangerous nav- 
igation for lighterage alone more than $100,000 an- 
nually,*and for increased insurance and additional 
freight something like $375,000 annually. The 
Legislature of North Carolina had instructed her 
Senators and requested her Representatives to vote 
for an appropriation to open this channel; the work 
had been surveyed by distinguished engineers, 
both under the authority of the War Department 
and of the State of North Carolina, and was pro- 
nounced perfectly practicable. He urged various 
other considerations recommending ‘this.as a na- 


tional work, especially its value as a safe harbor- 


for our navy in time of war, and warmly urged 
the justice of the appropriation. He yielded in 
the course of his remarks to— 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, who responded 
to all which had been said respecting the great gen- 
eral importance of the work, and said, if there was 
any work on our whole coast from Maine to New 
Orleans which was one of high national! character, 
and deserved appropriations for the object named, 
this was such a work. 

Mr. PALFREY, during the few remaining mo- 
ments allotted to debate, further opposed the ap- 
propriation asked for the payment for.the Amistad 
negroes, and denounced as felons those to whom 
it was proposed to be made. 

Mr. HUNT then availed himself of the privi- 
lege afforded by the rules to address the committee 


for an hour in explanation of the bill under con- - 


sideration; but he first yielded. the floor for a mo- 
ment, that— 


Mr. VENABLE might say, that in deference - 


to the request of the Legislature of North Caro-: 
lina, he should vote in committee for the amend- 
ment of his friend and colleague (Mr. OurLaw] 
for the appropriation for the improvement of Nag’s 
Head, on the coast of that State. He feared, 
however, that the bill, as digested and matured in 
committee, would be such as to make it his duty 
to vote against it. 


Mi. HUNT then proceeded to explain the char- | 


acter of the bill, which he said was entitled to the 
serious attention of the House and of Congress. 
At this late hour of the session he should not enter 
into an argument to establish the constitutional 
power of this Government to make appropriations 
fur harbors and rivers, for it appeared to him to 
be unnecessary. The power had been exercised 
by this Government from the first Congress under 
the Constitution, in 1789, to.erect light-houses, 
and to do other things for the protection of com- 
merce. Every Congress had passed bills to make 
and to protect’ public works, as broadly as this 
under consideration; and the present House had 
declared by a solemn vote of more than two to 
one that this Government has this power, and 
therefore it would be trifling with the House to 
argue in favor of that which was self-evident. 
There were a large portion of the people of this 
Union interested in the prosecution of these works, 
and their necessity was as apparent as the duty of 
the Government to make such appropriations. 

He next proceeded to show that the Exetutive, 
with his message sent to Congress at the first ses- 
sion of the 29th Congress, sent in estimates and 
reports from the Topographical department, ac- 


‘companied by a communication from the Secretary 


of: War, which not, only recommended different 
works of improvement, but furnished an argument 
to show the importance and necessity of making 
them. The President did not deny the right to 
make them, but committed himself to their appro- 
val. The appropriations for this purpose were 
recommended as warmly as those for the army 
and navy, or any other branch of the public ser- 
vice. And the estimates of the officers of this Gov- 
ernment, which the President submitted to Con- 
gress with his warm commendation, exceeded a 
million of dollars, while the appropriations pro- 
reg to be made by this bill did not amount to 

alf that sum. He read the items of the bill to 
show the character of the works themselves, and 
the claims which they had on this Government. 
But, ın addition to these, there would be one or 
two other items submitted as amendments, with 
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the intention of submitting them singly to the 
House for its consideration, which to some gen- 


tlemen would be more satisfactory than to mix 


them up with the general appropriations. Of this 
character were the Mississippi river and Buffalo 


harbor, for each of, which a separate bill had been | 


‘prepared; but they would be submitted to the 
attention of the committee as separate items or 
amendments to this bill. It must be evident to 
every one, that at this late day, appropriatfons for 
these two objects must be made in the general ap- 
propriation bill, or not at all; and he should move 
to put them in, and in this respect make the bill 
resemble that of the last Congress. He should do 
this not only because he considered it judicious, 
but because it would afford some hope of success 
if they were all put together. Jt would show the 
Hous the whole amount to be appropriated, and 
present at one view the obligations which they 
were taking upou themselves. He knew it was 
objected that such a course gave an opportunity 
for combinations; but, in justice and fairness to 
the members of the House, he would submit to 


the intelligence of the country if it was proper to 


make isolated appropriations for some sections, 
and omit others that were equally, meritorious. 

Mr. SAWYER wished to be informed of the 
true position of this bill, that it might be known 
to the country. He wished to know if the amount 
which it was proposed to a propriate for the pur- 
poses specified in this bill had been erpbraced in 
the estimates from the Executive Departments. In 
the estimates for the present fiscal year he was not 

- aware that there.was a single dollar asked for these 
- purposes. 

Mr. HUNT said the gentleman was correct. 
He had not said that at the present Congress there 
were any estimates for these works, but they were 
sent in by the present Executive at the opening of 
the last Congress. 

Mr. SAW YER desired to learn from the gentle- 
man from New York where he was going to find 
the money to do the works specified in this bill, 
and those ‘to be provided for by amendments to be 

. offered, which he had no doubt would increase the 
amount to be appropriated by this bill from the 
sum of $400,000 to twice that amount? He asked 
if the House would make these appropriations, 
which had not been recommended by the Secre- 
tary of War, without knowing that there was 
money enough to pay for them? The gentleman 
should remember that we were largely involved in 

~ debt, and it was therefore bad policy to make such 

: appropriations under the circumstances. 

Mr. HUNT replied that he intended to come to 
that, but first he would say a few words on the 
subject of these improvements, and the course of 
the President in relation to them. After leading 
them to suppose that he was in favor of the policy 
on which this bill was based, the President refused 
to give his sanction to it; and he therefore refused 
to concur jn the action-of every administration 
from the commencement of the Government, not 
even excepting that of General Jackson and Mr. 

. Van Buren, under the former of whom many of 
these works had been commenced. 

He went on to show what had been done by 
Congress when the President vetoed the first river 
and harbor bill. A new bill was prepared by the 
gentleman from Michigan, (Mr. McCLeELLAND,] 

who was then the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce, in which many of the items were re- 
duced, and those retained were for certain special 
objects, in the hope that the President would not 
persist in withholding his approbation from works 
which had received the approval of Jackson and 

Van Buren. The President, however, took ground 

` against all such appropriations; and if they would 
examine his veto message, they would find that 
he maintained that the power to make such appro- 
priations for harbors and rivers would embrace 
the power to make roads and canals. 

But the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Sawyer] 
had raised an objection which they had often 
heard before, namely, that there were not sufficient 

“means in the treasury to meet these expenditures, 
and the gentleman asked where the money was to 
come from? It had been said that the country was 
in debt, and that if these appropriations were made 
the Government must borrow money; which he 
(Mr. H.) denied altogether. In the first place, he 

"maintained that our commerce was increased as a 
consequence of the improvements which had been 
heretofore made, and the passage of this bill would 


result in the further increase of our commerce, || in the State of Connecticut, in accordance with the 


and consequently in an increase of our means to 
meet these engagements. It was true, we had in- 
curred a large debt by our late war with Mexico; 
but he would ‘ask if that debt was to operate on 
one part of our policy only? Was our commerce 
alone to be allowed to suffer because we had con- 
tracted a debt by our war with Mexico? It was 
not good policy to impose the burdens occasioned 
by this war on one branch alone? He maintained 
that the debt created by the war should be paid 
from the surplus revenue of the country, and that 
the necessary appropriations should not be with- 
held from our rivers and harbors. It was neces- 
sary to make a discrimination in our expenditures; 
if it was necessary to practise a system of econ- 
omy—and he was in favor of a just economy to re- 
duce the debt more speedily—he should be willing 
and should prefer to see a discrimination made in 
favor of these works, and a reduction of expendi- 
tures in other branches. It would be both more 
beneficial and satisfactory to the country to reduce 
the army one or two thousand, and thereby save 
a large amount of money. He alluded to harbors 
in his own neighborhood, near which many severe 
losses were annually sustained by wrecks; they 
had also a fort on the Niagara frontier, in which 
was kept a military force at an annual expense 
of from $20,000 to $30,000. Now, could any one 
doubt that it would be more’ beneficial in time of 
peace to expend that money for the advantage of 
our commerce by the improvement of harbors and 
rivers, than in keeping men to defend a fort which 
had no enemy to threaten it? | 
He then proceeded to answer some objections 
which had been before urged against the harbor 


and river bill, and in favor of giving permission to, 


the States to levy tonnage duties. He opposed 
the levying of tonnage duties, because it would 
lead to conflicts between States, which this Union 
was designed to avoid. But, besides, it would not 
operate justly, for the duties would be paid only 
‘at the port of destination on vessels arriving there. 
The advantage of such'a system would be greatly 
to the advantage of the State from which he came; 
but New York was not disposed to take any ad- 
vantage of her position. There could be no doubt 
that the levying of tonnage duties at the port of 
New York, from her commercial position, would 
directly or indirectly affect the whole Union; and 
from that source New York could doubtless raise 
not only a sufficient sum to improve her own har- 
bors and rivers, but to defray all the expenses of 
their government. But New York would make 
that sacrifice on the altar of nationality. He ar- 
gued warmly that it was the duty of the General 
Government to make these improvements, and 
that the exercise of that power was necessary to 
the harmony and prosperity of the whole country. 

In the course of his remarks, some conversation 
ensued between Messrs. HUNT, EMBREE, and 
McCLELLAND. 

Mr. HUNT then proceeded with and concluded 
his general argument, in which he enforced on the 
committee the right, the duty, and the necessity to 
act favorably on this bill. 


AMENDMENTS AGREED TO. 


Amendments were then moved and agreed to as 
follows: 

By Mr. OUTLAW: “ For opening a communi- 
cation between Albemarle Sound and the Atlantic 
Ocean, and the improvement of the harbor at or 
near Old Roanoke Inlet, on the coast of North 
Carolina, $50,000.” 

By Mr. HALL, of New York: ‘ For the pres- 
ervation, improvement, and repair of the harbor at 

Buffalo, New York, $25,000.” 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: “ For the improve- 
ment of the St. Clair flats, in the State of Michigan, 
450,000; for the improvement of the harbor at the 
mouth of Grand river, on Lake Michigan, $10,000; 
for the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of 
Kalamazoo river, $5,000.” 

[Mr. McC.’s proposition was, that $10,000 be 
appropriated for the improvement of the mouth of 
the Kalamazoo river; but the sum was reduced, on 
motion of, Mr. Hunz, to $5,000.] 

By Mr. CROZIER: *‘ For the improvement of 

-she canal around the Muscle Shoals, and improv- 
ing the navigation of the Tennessee river above 
the Shoals, $50,000.’ 

By Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecticut: ** For 
the continuation: of the works dn the river Thames, 


plans and surveys of the department, $10,000.’” 

By Mr. KING, of Massachusetts: ‘For the 
completion of the breakwater at Sandy bay, Mas- 
sachusetts, $30,000.” | 

By Mr. HUNT: In lieu of “for survey, &c., 
of Newark,” &c., insert, “‘ For the improvement 
of the harbor at Newark, New Jersey, $10,000.” 

By Mr. HUNT: In lieu of ‘‘ for survey, &c., at 
Providence and Block island,” &c., insert, ‘‘ For 
the improvement of the harbor at Providence and 
Block Island, Rhode Island, $5,000.” 

By Mr. HAMPTON, of New Jersey: ‘ For 
the removal of obstructions and clearing out of 
Great Egg Harbor river, in the State of New Jer- 
sey, from Hamilton bridge to its mouth, $10,000.’” 

By Mr. HUBBARD: Fora continuation of the 
improvement of the mouth of Connecticut river, to 
be expended under the direction of the Engineer 
department, $20,000.” | 

By Mr. HUNT: In lieu of “ for survey, &c., of 
Havre de Grace,” &c., insert,“ For the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Havre de Grace, Maryland, 
$15,000.” 

Also, in lieu of ‘‘for survey, &c., Mobile, Ala- 
bama,” insert “ For the improvement of the har- 
bor at Mobile, $15,000.” 

-Also, the following itema: 


For improving the harbor of Cattaraugus creek, on Lake 
l H EEE E Sa die 84 E T E es PEE TEE 5 
Por improving the harbor at Ashtabula, on Lake Erie 
For improving the harbor at Huron, on Lake Erie... 
For improving the harbor at Vermillion, on Lake © 
Erie ..cccccoce Coeoonver ee eevee evnesv eee (ERE: E S E e E E Peeve e 
For improving the harbor at Conneaut, on Lake Erie, 
For improving the harbor at Dubuque, Iowa........ 
For improving the harbor at Racine, on Lake Michi- — 
Maececes eevoeeveeeeaeeseeae see evaevnaee Ceneeaen 208 COs & 
For improving the harbor at ‘Southport, on Lake 
Michigan .........ecseeeees err errr ee sars 
For removing obstructions and improving the navi- 
gation of the Mississippi river......-......e0e ae 
For the completion and repair of the dam construet- 
ed by the Government at Cumbertand Island, in 


the Ohio river.........cceeees eocesee 50,000 


By Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania, the fot- 
lowing, as an additional section: 

Be it further enacted, That a sum of money be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of any money in 


the treasury not otherwise appropriated, sufficient for the 
following purposes : 


For the improvement of Little Sodus Bay, on Lake On- 


CATIO 6 6.655565 28s Co KS eoeereeetevneaeeesvenneeraeee Beer 3 


For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of 
Eighteen-mile Creek, at Olcott, on Lake Ontario: 5,000 
For the improvement of the navigation of James 


river, in the State of Virginia..... eseecocee necese 20,000 
For asurvey and examination of the Alleghany river, 
the Sahine river, and the harbors at the mouth of 
Black river and New Buffalo, on Lake Michigan, 
and Little Egg Harbor, and for the improvement 
of the navigation of the Passaic river, in the State 
Of New Jersey. ...cceccccccceccccecce-seossesese 10,000. 
For a survey and examination of the Perriwig Shoals, 
in the river Delaware........cscccen-cscvccceces 500 
For the improvement of the harbor at Little Fort, on 
Lake Michigan......vceccccscces @ee @ee eee *@068 8 @, 5,000 
For the improvement of the harbor at Newcastle, in 
the State of Delaware.........cccccccccccesssece 5,000 
For the improvement of Great Wood Hole Harbdr, 
in the State of Massachusetts. :**++:...... ...... 4,000 
For the construction of an ice harbor at Delaware 
city, in the State of Delaware. .;........ ooe oeo. 5,000 
For erecting a breakwater at Nantucket............ 20,000 
For the improvement of Ocracock Inlet, North Car- 
OLINA oo ce cece cee ceccnccerseecccecccevesssceses 10,000 
For the improvement of the harbor at Sheboygan, on 
Lake Michigan ..........cccccccccccsccccescece 4,000 
For repairs of the piers in the river Delaware, at — 
Marcus HO0K......ccccceccccvccccccncs aces weed 3,500 
- For the repairs of the pier at Chester, in the State of 
Pennsylvania ....... Tree eT eR E 500 
For the improvement of the harbor of Big Sandy l 
Creek, on Lake Ontario.......cceccacseccesveces 5,000 


REJECTED AMENDMENTS. 
The following amendments were moved and re- 


jected: 


By Mr. MEADE: Striking out the words ** out 
of any unappropriated money in the Treasury,” 
and to insert the following: ‘*By a direct tax levied 
on the real estate of the people of the United 
States.” 

This amendment was rułed out of order, and 
Mr. Meane pepe: but the decision of the Chair 
was sustained. 

Strike out the item ‘‘ for the improvement of the 
Oak Orchard harbor, on Lake Ontario, $3,000.’” 

By Mr. BOWLIN: ‘For the continuation of 
the works upon the harbor of St. Louis, Missouri, 
$50,000.’ f ` 

By Mr. VAN DYKE: “To remove obstrue- 
tions from the river Raritan, $10,000.” 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi: “ For 
constriicting and working the steam dredge-boat 
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at the mouth of the Yazoo river, in Mississippi, 


By Mr. KAUFMAN: “For survey and im- 
provement of Sabine river, the alternate sections of 
public domain lying on the east bank of said river.” 

By Mr. MeK AY: “For continuing the im- 
provement of the Cape Fear river, below Wil- 
mington, §20,000.”’ l , 

By Mr. HARALSON: ‘“ For the improvement 
of the Chattahoochee river, both below and above 
the falls, $50,000.” . 

By Mr. CLARKE: “ For the improvement of 
the Big Barren river, in Kentucky, $50,000.” 

, By Mr. FEATHERSTON: * For the improve- 
ment of the Tombigbee river, from Camargo to 
Pickenaville, $70,000; for the improvement of Gal- 
abusha river, $20,000; for the improvement of Big 
Black river, aioa.» ; l 

. By Mr. COBB, of Alabama: ‘‘ For the im- 
provement of the Flint and Paint Rock rivers, 
$15,000.” E , 

By Mr. S. LAWRENCE: “ For the improve- 
“ment of the harbor of Whitehall, on Lake Cham- 
plain, New York, $10,000.” 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: “For the improve- 
ment of the Wabash river, alternate sections of 
the public land for five miles on each side of said 
river.” f 

By Mr. COBB, of Alabama: ‘ For the improve- 
mént of Coosa river, $50,000.” 

By Mr. BROWN, of Virginia: “ For the im- 

rovement of Dog river, above the falls, $50,000.” 
Ruled out of order. : 

-By Mr. SILVESTER: “For continuing the 

ublic works and removing the obstructions in the 
Hudson river, near the city of Albany, $50,000. ”’ 

By Mr. FRIES: Add to the item for the im- 
provement of the Ohio river, ‘to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War in 
removing the dams and wing walls put into said 
river at the expense of the General Government.”’ 

By Mr. KENNON: Add to the item for the 
improvement of the Ohio river, ‘‘ provided that no 
portion of said last mentioned sum shall be em- 
ployed for the purpose of changing the current to 
or from either channel of said river round W heel- 
ing island.” p 

By Mr. RICHEY: t‘ For improving and deep- 
ening the channel of the Ohio river opposite Mari- 
etta, Ohio, $10,000.”’ 

By Mr. EMBREE: “For the improvement 
of the 0 


$40,000.’ 


Ohio, $10,000,” | 

By Mr. CHASE: “For the improvement of 
Salt river, above the falls, for the benefit of the 
Whig party, apa 

By Mr. Bl KINSON: ‘For the continuance 
of the improvement of. the head of the Sandusky 
bay, $5,000.” 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas: ‘‘ For a sur- 
vey of the Washita and Little Missouri-rivers, in 
Arkansas, $10,000. ”’ 

s For the improvement of White and Black 
rivers, in accordance with a survey already made 
by the order of Congress, $10,000.’’ 

By Mr. FARRELLY: ‘‘ For the improvement 
of the Alleghany river, $253;000.”’ 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa: ‘* For the im- 
provement of the Des Moines and Rock River 
ae in the Mississippi river, $50,000. ”’ 

y Mr. CLARKE: *‘ For the improvement of 
Green and Barren rivers, in Kentucky, $50,000. ”’ 

By Mr. HUBBARD: “ For continuing the im- 

Pomen at the mouth of the Connecticut river, 
() 9 


3 Q E o 

By Mr. GREEN, of Missouri: Add at end of item 
for improvement of Ohio river below the Falls, and 
Missouri and Arkansas rivers, &c., the following: 
s Commencing at the points in said rivera where 
the improvements are most needed by the public 
interest, and proceeding until the appropriation is 
exhausted.” 

By Mr. HOLMES, of New York: ‘ For repair- 
ing the piers at the mouth of the Genesee river, 
$10,000.” | 

By Mr. McCLERNAND, as a new section: 
‘ That the General Assembly of the State of Ii- 
nois is heteby authorized to levy and collect a ton- 
nage duty upon vessels upon the Illinois river, to 
be approved by Congress, forthe improvement of 
the navigation of that river.” 


hio river below the falls at-Louisville, 
; 


By Mr. TAYLOR: ‘For improving the Ohio 
river at the mouth of the Scioto river, State of 


By Mr. BOW LIN, as a new section: ‘“ That the 
State of Missouri is hereby authorized and em- 
powered to levy and collect a tonnage duty, not 
exceeding ten cents on the ton per annum on all 
boats navigating the waters of the State and trading 
to St. Louis, for the purpose of improving the 
harbor of St. Louis; and the said Legislature is 
authorized to continue the works on said harbor of 
St. Louis with the amount thus raised by tonnage 
duty, and by any and all other funds that the Le- 
gislature or the city of St. Louis may appropriate 
for the continuance of such work at St. Louis.” 
Ruled out. 

‘By Mr. MANN, of Pennsylvania, as new sec- 
tions: 

And he it further enacted, That the President of the Uni- 
ted States is hereby authorized to borrow, on the credit of 
the United States, such amount of money as shall be required 
to carry into effect the foregoing act, and to issue therefor 
stock of the United States for the sum thus borrowed, in 
the same form as provided in former acts of Congress on the 
subject of loans, redeemable at a period not longer than 
twenty years. } 5 

And be it further enacted, That the stock issued under the 
provisions of this act shall not bear a higher rate of interest 
than six per cent. p annum, payable semi-annually, and 
no part thereof shall be disposed of at lesa than par. 

By Mr. KAUFMAN: * For the improvement 
of the Trinity river, in Texas, $20,000. 

No more amendments being offered, the Com- 
mittee rose and reported the bill as amended. | 

Mr. HUNT moved the previous question, which 
was seconded; and, under the operation thereof, 
the amendments which had beén sanctioned by the 
Committee of the Whole were all agreed to, and 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to reconsider the 
vote ordering the engrossment of the bilt, and 
moved to lay that motion on the table; which lat- 
ter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved to suspend the rules, for 
the purpose of reading the bill a third time. The 
yeas and nays were taken on the motion, and re- 
sulted, yeas 112, nays 59. Two-thirds not voting 


| in the affirmative, the motion was not carried. 


Mr. WENTWORTH moved a suspension of 
the rules for the urpose of considering the busi- 
ness on the Speaker-s table. Lost, two-thirds not 
voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. VINTON rose to propose that the House 
take a recess from four to half-past six o’clock to- 
day. [Cries of ** No, no; three to five.’’] He 
gave notice that when the House came together he 
should move to take up the amendments of the 
Senate to the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
bill, and he would state that he was informed by 
the Speaker that without this bill pass it was impos- 
sible to pay the members of the House. ([Laugh- 
ter, and cries of ‘ We'll pass it.’’] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will confirm the 
statement of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. There is not enough money 
in the treasury of the House to settle the accounts 
of the members until this bill is passed. 

After a word of conversation between Mr. 
JONES, of Tennessee, and the SPEAK ER— 


Mr. VINTON modified his motion to. provide. 


for a recess from half-past three to half-past five 
o’clock; which was agreed to. 
LIGHT-HOUSES. 
On motion of Mr. GRINNELL—by ayes 76, 
noes 53— the House resolved itself into Commit- 


‘tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 


Smit, of Indiana, in the chair,) and, after some 
points of order by Mr. Coss, of Georgia, proceed- 
ed to the consideration of the Senate bill making 
appropriations for certain light-houses, light-boats, 
buoys, &c. | 

Mr. GRINNELL called for the reading of the 
amendments proposed by the Committee on Com- 
merce; and the first having been read— , 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, rose and was 
recognized by the Chair, and announced his inten- 
tion of submitting some remarks which he had 
te some time been seeking an opportunity to de- 
iver-—— 

Mr. GRINNELL claimed that he had not 
yielded the floor, and, remarking that it was evi- 
dent if the committee went into a general debate 
upon this bill they would not be able to pass it at 
this late stage of the session, he moved that the 
committeé rise for the purpose of offering a reso- 
lution to terminate the debate. 

The CHAIR, however, decided that Mr. Hovs- 
Ton had the floor, unless Mr. Grinne ct claimed 


it for the purpose of debate. And after some fur- 
ther points of order and conversation— ` 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, addressed the 
committee until the hour appointed forthe recess. 
He first expressed his views on the subject of the 
compromise bill recently disposed of by the House 
of Representatives, and next proceeded tó the dis- 
cussion of the light-house bill, and incidentally the 
question of internal improvements, owns that 
it was,objected that, with works that were legiti- 
mate and proper, others were mixed up that fad 
no legitimate claims upon the Government. He 
examined the positions assumed by the President 
in his veto message at some length, in which he 
was engaged at half-past three o’clock, when the 
House, in accordance with jts resolution, took a 
recess until half-past five o’clock. 


3 EVENING SESSION. ` 

The House met at half past five, and the Com- 
mittee of the Whole resumed its session and the 
consideration of the light-house bill. | l 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, continued and 
concluded his remarks, scrutinizing the course of 
the Executive in the origin and conduct of the war, 
and touching upon various other topics, and was 
arrested in the courge of his remarks by the expi- 
ration of his hour. 

Mr. GRINNELL next obtained the floor, and 
moved that the committee rise, with a view of 
offering a resolution to terminate the debate. 

The motion being agreed to, on motion of Mr. 
GRINNELL, a resolution was adopted to terminate 
debate on thé bill in five minutes after its consid- 
eration was resumed in committee. 

Mr. VINTON reported back front the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, with the amendments of the 
Senate; which, on his motion, were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House again 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; and, after some objections 
raised by Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, who pro- 
posed immediately to take up the amendments to 
the civil and diplomatic bill, resumed the consid- 
eration. of z 

THE LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. 

Mr. BOWLIN occupied the few minutes which 
remained for debate on the bill, but such was the“ 
confusion that the course of his remarks could 
not be ascertained. Toward the latter part of 
them he referred to some Whig document which 
he held in his hand, in which he pointed out two 
different passages relating to General Cass, one of 
which was, as he alleged, intended for the North, ` 
and the other for the South. 

The period allotted for debate having expired, 
the committee proceeded to vote on the bill and 
amendments. 

Mr. GRINNELL, chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce, having made.a few explanatory ` 
remarks on the amendments from the Senate, the 
question was put on concurring in these amend- 
ments, and they were all concurred in. 

Mr. GRINNELL then, by order of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, proposed a list of additional 
appropriations, all of which were concurred in, and 
the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the committee pro- 
ceed to consider the Senate’s amendments to the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON stated that the bill had come back 
from the Senate lgaded down with.a vast numbér 
and xariety of amendments, the due consideration 
of which would require two or three days. They 
did not amount to a hundred, but they came as 
near it.as possible, for they were ninety-nine in 
number; and the total amount of appropriations 
which they added to-the bill was between eight 
and nine hundred thousand-dollars; while, on the 
other hand, the effect of them, if adopted, would 
be to diminish the amount as sent to them from, 
a House about seventy or eighty thousand dol- 
ars. 

Mr. V. said he had.not now risen for the purpose 
of making a speech, but simply to give explana- 
tions respecting some of the various amendments 
the Senate had proposed to ingraft upon the bill. 
To do this in regard to all of them would not only 
occupy all the remainder of the session, but would 
extend far beyond it. The Committee of Ways 
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and Means had labored industriously night and day 


since the bill came back, and had kept it in their 
hands to the last moment that ‘they could consist- 
ently with allowing any time for its consideration 
in Committee of the Whole. They had not, how- 
ever, been able to go into the great mass of the 
Senate’s amendments submitted to them, (most of 
which consisted of private claims,) and it was not 
therefore in his power.to give to the committee 
that minute information in regard to them which, 
under ordinary circumstances, he should ha® felt 
it his duty todo. The committee had done the 
best they.could. They had disagreed toa large 
majority of the amendments, though, in regard to 
many of them, they had agreed to recommend a 
concurrence. Among these latter were two or three 
of great importance. l 
The first of these was an appropriation of 
141,000 to satisfy claims advanced by the Creek 
ndians under a treaty made with a portion of their 
tribe at Indian Springs iw 1821. A majority of 
the Committee ọf Ways and Means had been in 
favor of allowing this appropriation, and they had 
accordingly recommended that the Hotse do con- 
cur in the amendment; but they had recommended 
some modifications of it. It was the last amend- 
ment reported, and, as it would consequently be 
late before it would come up for action in this com- 
mittee, he thought itbest to explain it now. 

Mr. V. then explained that by the treaty the 
United States had agreed to pay the Indians 
$200,000 for a tract of about four millions of acres 
ceded by them, and also to pay to citizens of Geor- 
gia their claims against the Indians, provided the 
same did not exceed $250,000. To ascertain the 
amount of these Georgia claims, a commission had 
been appointed, who allowed claims to the amount 
-of $108,000, leaving a sid bee of $141,000. This 
surplus the Creeks now claimed as rightfully due 
to them; and that was the opinion of a majority of 
the committee; it was not his own opinion. 

He compared our situation in this Creek treaty 
with that we had made in the late treaty with Mex- 
ico. We had agreed to pay her fifteen millions as 
a fixed sum for the cession of New Mexico and 
California, and also to assume and pay the claims 
of our own citizens against her. So here the United 
States agreed to pay the Creeks the fixed sum of 
$200,000 for the cession of their lands, and to as- 
sume and pay the claims of the peop of Georgia 
against them. We had limited, however, what 
we would pay, setting the limitation at $250,000; 
if the claims fell short of that amount, the balance 
of course reverted to the United States, and the 
Creeks had no manner of right to it. This was 
his view. 

But the other opinion was, (and such seemed to 
be the understanding ofthe Creeks themselves, ) that 
the United States were to pay them $200,000 cer- 
tain, and any balance of $250,000 more which 
should not be absorbed by the Georgia claims; 
hence they now demanded this balance of $141,000. 

[The above is the substance of Mr. V.’s ex- 
planation as the reporter understood it. There 
were a variety of subordinate statements and ex- 
planations given, but the abovecontains the gist of 
the matter. ] 

Mr. V. then further apologized for not being 
able to go into full explanations of the various 
other items of the Senate’s amendments, nor into 
this one as fully as under other circumstances it 
would be proper to do, The committee had agreed 
to many of them under high pressure for want of 
time, 

Mr. NICOLL, of New York, next took the 
floor, stating that when he first looked into this 
Indian claim he had felt inclined to oppose it, but 
on fuller investigation had become satisfied that 
the engagement of the United States was, in effect, 
to give the Indians $450,000 for their lands, de- 
ducting from that gross sum so much as should 
be duly substantiated:as just claims of citizens of 

. Georgia against the Indians for past spoliations. 

Mr. N. said, although many of the items which 
had been put in by the Senate would have been 
out of order under the rules of the House, still 
proper respect to that body required their candid 
consideration. He had endeavored to give such 
a consideration to them as far as the very limited 
time allowed to the committee. He presented in 
a very lucid manner his view of the proper con- 
struction of the treaty, and maintained the equity 
of the claim of the Indians. The reporter does not 
attempt to follow his argument upon the numerous 


knotty 
involve 
Mr. SCHENCK inquired—for he favored the 
claim of the Indians—what secfrity there was 
that the money now paid would inure to the ben- 
efit of the Indians, and not be squandered ? 
Mr. NICOLL replied that the Committee of 


pema of legal and equitable construction 


| Ways and Means had considered that point, and 


reported a proviso that none of the money should 
be paid over except to persons to whom it was 
proved to be due, and only on the further con- 
dition that it's to be received as final indemnity. 

Mr. TOOMBS gave a detailed history of the 
Indian relations of the State of Georgia from 1793 
to the date of the treaty in question, and of subse- 
quent treaties, and was conducted by his state- 
ment of facts and argument to the same general 
conclusion adopted by Mr. Nicott. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, recapitulated 
the facts of the case, and expressed his unwilling- 
ness to give this money, if they had even an equi- 
table claim to it, or if it was to be a bounty from 
this Government to the Indian chiefs. He wished 
it to be set apart as a fund for the benefit of the 
tribe, by the means of schools, farms, and the pro- 
motion of civilization aniong them. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said he had come to 
the conclusion that this money would be a bounty 
from the Government, if it were paid, for the 
Creek nation had no claim upon us. The terms 
of the treaty stipulations with the Indians had 
been complied with by this Government, and the 
$250,000 paid to the Georgia claimants, and there 
was nothing on which to base this claim but an 
understanding of the Indians, which could have 
no validity. He commented on the length of time 
which had been suffered to elapse before the claim 
was set up, and the publicity given to the treaty, 
and the opportunities given for its examination at 
the time it was agreed to, to show that the claim 
was made under circumstances of stfspicion. 

Mr. STANTON also entered into some brief 
a ere 

r. COBB continued his argument in opposi- 
tion to the claim. He stated the fact that the in- 
terpretation of the treaty by the commissioner was 
adverse to this clair, and it had long remained 
undisputed; and further, he called attention to the 
manner in which the claim was sought to be es- 
tablished. lt was put into an appropriation bill at 
the close of a session, without being reported upon 
by a committee of this House, and hence he looked 
upon it with suspicion. He forcibly appealed to 
the committee to reject this amendment, and pro- 
tect the treasury against this novel mode of passing 
private claims. ®. 

Mr. VINTON said there were a hundred of 
these amendments, and this bill must be passed 
to-night or to-morrow; he therefore moved that 
the committee rise with the view of offering a res- 
olution in the House to stop debate in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to, and the light-house 
bill was reported with amendments, and progress 
on the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill. - 

The light-house bill was then taken up, the 
amendments of the: Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union were agreed to, and the bill 
was read a third timé and passed under the opera- 
tion of the previous question. s 

Mr. VINTON offered a resolution to stop de- 
bate in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union on the civil and diplomatic appropri- 
ation bill in fifteen minutes after the bill shali be 
again taken up; which was agreed to. 

The House then again resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
resumed the consideration of the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriauon bill. 

Mr. BOWDON advocated with much earnest- 
ness an item which the Senate had inserted for a 
claim of David Taylor, who had married an In- 
dian wife, and was entitled to 600 acres of land, 
officially valued at $20,489. The claim was recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Attorney General and accounting officers of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. CLINGMAN supported the claim, and 
took occasion to warn the committee against any 
opposition which might have been made to it by 
Mr. Medill, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
who, he understood, had endeavored to prejudice 
the claim, because the agents of the claimant per- 
emptorily refused to make an allowance for his 


| favoring the claim. Mr. C. denounced the Indian 


Bureau as thoroughly corrupt. ‘He had been cred- 
ibly informed that the books in that bureau had 
been altered and falsified for corrypt purposes, 
(though this, he believed, had been done during 
the incumbency of Mr. Crawford, the predecessor 
of the present Commissioner.) He had no confi- 
dence in Mr. Medill, nor would he believe an 
statement he should make. An application ha 
been made to the department to have the books 
taken out of his office and deposited in some place 
where they should be safe from‘alterations. _ 
Mr. BOWDON disclaimed taking any part in 
this matter between Mr. Curincman and the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, but went on to advo- 
cate the claim of David Taylor until the time allot- 
ted to debate expired. 
_ The committee then proceeded to vote on the 
amendments of the Senate, (99 in all,) of which 
eleven were agreed to, and forty-two, including 
that for the schooner Amistad, were disagreed to. 
The committee then rose and reported progress, 
and the House, at twenty minutes before eleven 
o’clock at night, adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, August 9, 1848. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Department of War, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the 28th 
ultimo, calling for information as to the gross 
amount paid each officer, and why such infowma- 
tion does not appear in the Army Register of the 
present year. 

The communication, with accompanying letters 
from the Second and Third Auditors and. the Ad- 
jutant General, were ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CORWIN, from the Select Committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of William Darby, 
accompanied by a report; which was ordered to be 
printed. The bill was read a first time. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the relief 
of Samuel F. Butterworth, accompanied by a 
report; which was ordered to be printed. . The bill 
was read a first time. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on 
Finance, reported House bill for the support of the 
army for the year ending on the. 3d of June, 1849, 
with amendments; with a notice that he should 
call it up for speedy action. | | 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported House bill granting the right of 
way through the public lands in Indiana and Hi- 
nois to the Ohio and Mississippi Railroad Com 
pany, with an amendment. ` 

Mr. B. made an effort to have the bill consid- 
ered, but it was resisted, 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, asked that the committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the: 
following memorials: Of William Parkeson, of 
Benjamin Miller, of Ellen F. Smith, of Angel 
Spaldin , of William Miller, of Sarah Overback, 
and of William Pennoyer. 

Mr. J. also, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, asked that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the peti- 
tion of Lieutenant Littleton Barclay. 

The said committees were therefore discharged 
from the further consideration of thesé@ subjects. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings, reported the following regolution: 

Resolved, That a sum not exceeding 48,770 be expended 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate in completing the 
system of ventilating and warming the Senate Chamber, 
commenced apd proposed by Jobu Skirving: provided, how- 
ever, that the money shall be expended and the work exe- 
cuted under the direction of the Secretary of the Senate. 

Mr. H. asked the immediate consideration of 
the resolution, presuming there would be objection 
to its adoption. 

Mr. HALE would prefer that it lie over under 
the rules. 

Mr. HUNTER hoped that the Senate would 
adopt it at once; the appropriation was a very 
limited one, and referred to a former expenditure 
of the enormous sum of £90,000 sterling for the 
same duty. : è 

Mr. HALE observed that large and small were 
comparative terms; and however limited such a 
sum might appear to some gentlemen, he confessed 
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that it struck his ear as one of some magnitude; 
he would, however, withdraw his objection to its 
consideration. i 

Mr. TURNEY. I prefer that it lie over. 

Accordingly, it lies over under the rule. 

Mr. GREEN E asked the favor of the Senate to 
excuse him from’ serving on the Committee on 
Printing. His engagements were such that he 
could not be present during the recess; his distance 
from the city was also a serious obstacle to his 
‘attendance, and he would prefer to have some other 
eeu appointed more conversant with the 

uties, and whose proximity to the District would 
better fit him for the duties. 

Mr. G. was accordingly excused. 

e Mr. GREENE begged leave to submit from the 
Committee on Printing, appointed by the respect- 
ive Houses, a resolution to the effect that it have 
leave to sit in the recess of Congress to enable 
them to execute the duties required of them by the 
joint resolution of the 3d of August, 1846, provided 
that no member of the committee shall draw pay 
for anything beyond his actual expenses while 
travelling to and from the Capitol for the perform- 
ance of duties of said Committee and his per diem 
while thus engaged. 

Mr. GREENE said that the printer was to be 
paid as the work was done. The committee, on 


consultation, thought it would be hard to keep the |. 


printer out of his money until the next session, 
and that the examination and payment should be 
. made every two or three weeks. nS 

- Mr. WESTCOTT would prefer that the reso- 
lution lie over. 

Mr. BORLAND asked to be discharged from 
Serving on the same committee. The reasons 
given by the Senator from Rhode Island for being 
excused, would apply with double force to him, 
who lived at so great a distance from the metropolis, 
and which would render his attendance to the duties 
extremely inconvenient. Mr. B. was discharged. 

The vacancy caused by the discharge of Mr. 
GREENE, was directed to be filled by the Chair, 


-and the Chair accordingly appointed Mr. Joun- 


' 80N, of Maryland. 


On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to the Sevate any information in his De- 
partment as to the practicability of reclaiming the everglades 
in the State of Florida, or as to the exps:diency of ceding 
them to the said State for that purpose, and his opinion as 
to the best inode and manner of accomplishing such object. 


On motion of Mr. PEARCE, 

Ordered, That during the remainder of the session, the 
Senate will take a daily recess from 4 to 5} o’clock, p. m. 

On motion, it was ordered that the employés 

. in and about the Senate Chamber, in consideration 
of the long and arduous session, have some extra 
allowances made to them. 

On motion of Mr. NILES, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill to establish certain 

_ post routes, which had been reported from the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads with 
The amendments of the committee were agreed 

X 

Several! other amendments were then offered and 
adopted, when, pending an amendment moved by 
Mr. Downs— 

Mr. DOUGLAS moved to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill to establish a government in 
the Territory of Oregon. 

Mr. DAYTON asked to be allowed to make 
‘reports; awd that the Senator from Illinois would 
‘ waive his motion for the present. 

Mr. DOUGLAS observed that the time for 
morning, business had passed, and he could ‘not 
consent. . 

Mr. DAYTON said if such were the fact, it was 
owing to business having been taken up out-of its 

order. He had been in his seat ever since the 
_ Meeting, anxiously waiting an opportunity to 
make feports. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, thought they 
ought to proceed to the consideration of Executive 
business, which, in fact, was the special order. 

_Mr. DICKINSON was of opinion that if busi- 
ness was to be progressed in, it should be accord- 
ing to rule. | 

[Here there were 
session !’’] 

‘The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Dovexas, and it was lost; when— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to pro- 

ceed to the consideration of Executive business; 


several cries of ‘* Executive 


which motion was adopted, and the Senate re- 
mained in secret session for near four hours. 
When the doors were reopencd— -~ 

Mr. FELCH moved to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill to apply certain alternate sections 
of the public domain towards the completion of 
the Clinton and Kalamazoo canal, in the State of 
Mithigan; which was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. F., the bill was amended in 
several particulars, the amendments ordered to be 
engrossed, and the bill was subsequently read a 
third time and passed. ` 

On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate took 
up House bill for the relief of John Farnham; 
which, after having been advocated by Mr. H., 
was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. BREESE moved to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate bill to authorize the sale of re- 
served lands, and for other purposes; which was 
considered and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, moved to take 
up House bill for the relief of Alborne Allen; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD advocated and explained 
the bill; when it was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. FOOTE moved to take up the bill for the 
relief of Joseph Perry; which motion was agreed 


to; and the bill was read a third time and passed. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
the Senate took up House bill for the retief of the 
heirs and widow of Francis Gramillion; which was 
considered in Committee of the Whole and passed ; 
and the Senate took a recess. 


NIGHT SESSION. 


Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back the amendments from the 
House to the bill giving effect to certain treaty 
stipulations between this and foreign governments 
for the apprehension and delivering up of certain 
offenders, with a recommendation that the Senate 


do not concur; and Mr. B. stated that it was with. 


a view to the appointment of a committee of con- 


ference. 


Mr. DOUGLAS moved to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bil) to establish a government in 
the Territory of Oregon. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, wished the Sen- 
ator from Illinois to forego his motion for the pres- 
ent, and consent to call it up at 10 o’clock to-mor- 
row. He professed himself as anxious as the 
Senator to have it disposed of, but he thought the 
present hour not suited to the discussion. 

Mr. DOUGLAS would acquiesce, and with- 
draw his motion, with tge distinct understanding 
that it should be taken up to-morrow, at 11 o’clock. 
(Cries of “ Agreed !”] 

Mr. DOWNS contended that the Post Office bill 
was the unfinished business, and should come up 
as a matter of course. . 

The CHAIR gave it as his opinion that it was 
first in order. ` 

Mr. ATHERTON then moved to postpone the 
further consideration of the Post Office bill, with a 
view to take up the bill making appropriation for 
the military service of the United States for the 
year ending 30th June, 1849; which motion was 
agreed to. @ 

Mr. ATHERTON submitted various amend- 
ments from the Committee on Finance: the first 
taken up for consideration was, ‘‘ for arrearages for 
military surveys west of the Mississippi, $20,000;”’ 
which, after a brief explanation, was adopted. 

Several important amendments of the committee 
were adopted. ° ` 

The amendment granting $200,000 for the mili- 
tary and civil operations in California under com- 
mand of Commodore Stockton and Lieutenant 
Colonel Frémont, was next taken up. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, said the sum 
was a pretty large one, and he wished some in- 
formation on the subject. i 

Mr. ATHERTON replied that the amendment 
was a portion of the bill that had already passed 
the Senate, and related only to ascertained claims. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD inquired if a bill had not 
already been passed giving $700,000 for the settle- 
ment of California claims, and desired to be in- 
formed what necessity existed for this additional 
$200,000. 

Mr. BENTON explained at length, going into a 
history of the case, which, while it amused, seemed 
to convince the Senate of the necessity for adopt- 
ing the amendment. ; 
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_ The amendment was adopted by a large major- _ 
ity. , 

YMr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, offered variouą 
amendments from the Military Committee, whieh 
were adopted: one increasing the companies of 
some of the regiments to 64, with the privilege of 
extending the number to 100 men, should the Pres- 
ident think proper. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved to amend 
the ķġjll by inserting an appropriation of $15,000 
for a fort on Proctor’ Island, in Lake Borgne, 
contending with great zeal and animation for the 
adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. ATHERTON insisted that this was not a 
fortification bill, and that the amendment was not 
an appropriate one for the military bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON insisted that it was the bill to 
which it ought to be affixed. When he had offered 
the amendment to the naval appropriation bill, he 
was told by the same Senator, “that was not 
the place for it; wait°until the civil and diplo- 
matic bill comes before us here.’’- He had waited 
patiently for this bill, and when he offered it again 
was told that was not the place for it; and now, 
when he offered it to the only bill that it could be 
attached, here was the same story. He insisted 
that it should go to the bill. 

Mr. BENTON came to the rescue of the amend- 
ment, declaring that Proctor’s Island was an old 
acquaintance of his, observing that he had voted 
for the appropriation on all occasions, and should | 
do so on the present, agreeing, at the same time, 
with Mr. J., that the present bill was the legiti- 
mate one to which the amendment should be at- 
tached. , 

After a few remarks from Messrs. DIX, 
BREESE, and BRIGHT, against the amend- 
ment— l 

Mr. JOHNSON demanded the .yeas and nays, 
oe were ordered, and the vote stood as fol- 
OWS: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Ben- 
ton, Berrien, Borland, Cameron, Clarke, Dodge, Downs, 
Fitzgerald, Foote, Johnson of Louisiana, Manguin, Pearce, | 
Sebastian, Walker, Webster, and Westcott—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, But- 
ler, Calhoun, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Felch, Hamlin, Hunter, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, King, Metcalfe 
Miller, Niles, Phelps, Spruance, Turney, Underwood, and 
Yulee—26. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to amend the bill by 
granting a discharge to such of the mounted rifle 
yegiment intended for California who .had served 
in Mexico as might please to avail themselves of 
it—addressing the Senate, and paying a well-mer- 
ited compliment to this regiment, which had been 
first in every fight and leading in every forlorn 


hope. l 

Mr. ALLEN supported the amendment, de- 
claring his belief that they were entitled to their 
discharge under the law. ‘ 

Mr. BORLAND also spoke handsomely of these 
gallant men, declaring they were his brethren in 
arms, and with them he had first met the enemies 
of his country. he 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, opposed the amend- 
ment, declaring that they were not entitled under 
the law to their discharge, and doubting the policy 
of allowing them. to leave the service. 

_ The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was adopted. 

Mr. ALLEN moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting an item giving -$600, with interest from 
1847, to Captain John Caldwell, for moneys paid 
by him in Mexico. 

This amendment was resisted on the ground that 
it was a private claim, and should not be inserted in 
the bill; and, after some debate, in which Messrs. 
ALLEN, ATHERTON, and DAVIS of Missis- 
sippi, participated, the question was taken by 
yeas and nays, and decided as follows: | 

YEAS—Meszrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, 
Borland, Bradbury, Bright, Clarke, Corwig, Downs, Fitz- 
gerald, Greene, Houston, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Miller, Turney, Underwood, and Upham—20. 

NAYS—Messrs,. Atherton, Breese, Butler, Cameron, Da- 
vis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, 
Douglas, Hamiin, i 
and Yulee—16. | 

Amendments were offered by Mr. BELL and 
by Mr. BORLAND, which led to very consid- 
erable debate, and were rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and the 
amendments being concurred in, the bill was read 
a third time and passed. 

And the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, August 10, 1848. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

On motion of Mr. SMART, the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union was discharged 
from the Senate bill to change the time of holding 
the terms of the circuit court of the United States 
in the district of Maine. 

The bill was then read a third time and passed, 
and returned to the Senate. f 


Mr. CROZIER moved to suspend the rules to 
enable him to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the resolution of the lst of March, 1846, 
guthôrizing each member of this House to subscribe for 
twelve copies of the Congressional Giobe and Appendix, at 
the rate of six dollars for each copy for the long session, and 
three dollars for the short session, shal! not be construed 
to extend to a longer period than the present session of Con- 
gress. l 

The yeas and nays were taken on the motion 
to suspend the rules, and resulted, yeas 74, nays 


53. Lost, two-thirds not voting in favor thereof. 


Mr. CATHCART, the rules being suspended 
for the purpose, moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That, in the execution of the resolution of the 
House of the 7h instant, giving extra compensation to cer- 
tain employés of this House, there shall be paid to those 
persong employed in folding for this House, in the folding- 
room, the same amount as the pages are entitled to receive 
under said resolution, and no more; and to those who are 
occasionally so employed, an allowance upon the sanie basis, 
in proportion to the time they have heen engaged; and that 
the same compensation be allowed to the Chaplain and Post- 
inaster of this House as have been usually allowed to the 
same class of officers by the Senate and House respectively 
at the close of a session. 

At the suggestion of several members, Mr. 
CATHCART modified his resolution so as to in- 
clude ‘* the Doorkeeper and the Sergeant-at-arms,”? 
and moved the previous question. 

Mr. GOBB, of Georgia, raised a point of order, 
that Mr. Carucarr had not the right to modify 
his resolution after the House had suspended the 
rules to receive it. 

Mr. McKAY asked the general consent of the 
House to have read by the Clerk, before the vote 
should be taken on this resolution granting extra 

ay, the second section of the act of Congress of 
arch 3, :1845, providing “‘ that no part of the ap- 
‘ propriations which may. be made for the contin- 
* gent expenses of either House of Congress shall 
‘be applied to other than the ordinary expendi- 
* tures of the Senate and House of Representatives 
‘ respectively, nor an extra allowance to any clerk, 
‘ messenger, orattendant upon the said two Houses, 
‘ or either of them, nor as payment or compensation 
‘to any clerk, messenger, or other attendant to be 
* so employed by a resolution of one of said Houses, 
“nor in the purchase of books to be distributed to 
€ members.’ 

The reading being objected to, the section was 
not read. : 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved to lay the 
resolution on the table; on which motion the yeas 
and nays were taken, and resulted: Yeas 65, 
nays 96. - 

he previous question was then seconded, and, 
under the operation thereof, the resolution was 
agreed to: Yeas 103, nays 61. | 

Mr. CATHCART moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken, and also moved to lay that motion on 
the table. 

a The question was put on the latter. motion, and 
it was agreed to: Ayes 78, noes 61. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved to suspend the 
rules to enable him to introduce a bill, of which 
poron notice had been given, to prevent either 

ouse of Congress from paying any extra compen- 

tion out of their respective contingent funds, un- 
ess by joint resolution or act of Congress. 

The yeas and nays were taken on the motion, 
nd resulted: Yeas 9, nays 73. -Lost, two-thirds 
ot voting in favor thereof. 

' The SPEAKER laid before the House commu- 
ications as follows: — 
the House of Representatives of the United States: 


I communicate herewith a report from the Secretary of 
ar, together with the accompanying documents, in com- 
jance with a resolution of the House of Representatives of 
1e lth of July, 1848, requesting the Presideut to communi- 


‘MONDAY, AUGUST 14, 1848. 


cate to the House of Representatives ‘a copy of the pro- 
ceedings of the Court of Inquiry in Mexico, touching the 
matter which led to the dismissal from the public service of 
Lieutenants Joseph S. Pender and George E. B. Singletery, 
of the North Carolina regiment of volunteers, and all the 
correspondence between the War Department and Generals 


Taylor and Wool in relation to the same.’’ 
JAMES K. POLK. 


WASHINGTON, August 5, 1848. 


To the Senate und House.of Representatives of the U.S.: 

It affords me satisfaction to communicate herewith, for 
the information of Congress, copies of a decree adopted by 
the National Assembly of France in response to the resolu- 
tion of the Congress of the United States, passed on the 13th 
of April last, “tendering the cungratulations of the Ameri- 
can to the French people upon the success of their recent 
efforts to consolidate the principles of liberty in a republi- 
can form of government.” JAMES Kk. POLK. 
@WaAaHINGTON, August 8, 1848. 

A ‘letter -from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a report on the condition of banks 
throughout the Union, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the House of Representatives of the 10th 
July, 1832. 

A joint resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, relative to the improvement of the 
harbors upon the western shore of Lake Michigan. 

The above communications were laid on the 
table. 

A communication from the Clerk of the House 
in relation to the execution of the resolution of the 
House of the 28th of June last, providing for the 
payment of per diem and mileage alleged to be due 
to the estate of the late Archibald Yell, formerly a 
member of the House of Representatives of the 
United States from the State of Arkansas. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Accounts. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting, in compliance with the resolution of 
the 28th of June, 1848, a statement of the public 
debt. Laid on the table. ° 

A letter from the Secretary of the Tréasury, 

transmitting, in compliance with the resolution of 
the House of the 15th of May, a report in relation 
to exports and imports of the United States. Laid 
oħ the table. 
_ A memorial of. the Legislative Assembly of 
Oregon Territory, relative to their wants and situ- 
ation, and the necessity of extending the laws of 
the United States over that Territory. Referred 
to the Committee on the Territories. 


EXTRA PAY TO GENS. CASS AND TAYLOR. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 


lowing communication from the President of the 
United States: 
To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

I communicate herewith reporta from the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Secretary of War, together with the ac- 
companying documents, in answer to a resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the 17th July, 1848, requesting 
the President to inform that body what ‘ amount of public 
moneys kad been respectively paid to Lewis Cass and 
Zachary Taylor, from the time of their first entrance into 
the public service up to this time, distinguishing between 
regular and extra compensation ; that he also state what 
amount of extra compensation has been claimed by either; 
the items pomnog the same; when filed; when and by 
whom.allowed ; if disallowed, when and by whom, and the 
reason for such disallowance ; and whether or not any items 
so disallowed were subsequently presented for payment, 


and, if allowed, when and by whom.’? 
JAMES K. POLK. 


WASHINGTON, August 11, 1848. 

_The communication was ordered to be laid on 
the table and printed. 

Subsequently, on motion of Mr. STEPHENS, 
the vote by which the message and documents 
were laid on the table and ordered to be printed 
was reconsidered. 

The question again recurring on the motion to 
lay upon the table, it was decided by yeas and 
nays in the negative: Yeas 87, nays 97. 

r. STEPHENS then moved that the message 
and accompanying documents be referred to the 
Committee on Expenditures of the War Depart- 
ment, and moved the previous question. 

The previous question was, however, withdrawn 
at the request of— 

Mr. McLANE, who made a few remarks in 
opposition to the printing of the message and-doc- 
uments. Mr. McL. renewed the previous ques- 
tion; which was sustained, and, under its operation, 
the motion to refer was agreed to. 


New SERIES........N0. 67. 


A LETTER FROM MR. TRIST. 


The SPEAKER stated that he had received a 
communication from N. P. Trist, relating to cer- 
tain official acts of the President of the United 
States, accompanied by a request that it be laid 
before the House. lt was a communication that. 
he did not feel at liberty to present, nor did he 
deem it proper to withhold it. He would lay it 
before the House if it were the pleasure of the 
House to receive it. Being objected to— 

On motion, the rules were suspended for the 
purpose, and the communication was laid before 
the House; and it was read, and is as follows: 


WESTCHESTER, PENNSYLVANIA, August 7, 1848. 


To the Speaker of the House of Representatives, U. S.: 

Sır: The accompanying papers are transmitted to you, as 
the organ of the House of Representatives, with the request 
that they he laid before that body. 

They are not what [ have wished and intended to present ; 
but the day fixed forthe adjournment of Congress forbids any 
further delay on my part, and unti) my intention can be 
executed, they must suffice. They will answer the purpose 
of dispelling, in some degree at least, the utter mystification 
with which the mind of our country has been clouded up in 
regard to the treaty of peace, and all matters touched upon 
in them. 

During a great portion of my absence in Mexico, I have 
been entirely cut off from al) means of knowing what was 
going on at home; and during the entire period my attention 
has been urgently pressed upon, and constantly engrossed 
by, subjects of the greatest moment to our country. it was 
consequently out of my power.to make use even of such 
means as presented themselves, when the channels for con- 
veying them ceased to be closed. On my arrival home, the 
state of things among us was unknown t0 Ine, except fiom 
the mere glimpses afforded hy an occasional and hasty glance 
at a newspaper. ` 

I soon became aware of the mystification above referred 
to. Ase the only way in which it could he thoroughly dis- 
pelled, [ determined to lay before the representatives of the 
people a connected and detailed narrative of everything 
that has occurred to ine having the slightest bearing upon 
matters which the public interests demand that the country 
should know the exacttruthof. This exact and full knowl- 
edge, and thorough understanding, it is of the very highest 
importance to her that she should possess. It is so for num- 
berless reasons that most deeply concern her, and concern 
her in the most permanent manner; concern her now, and 
concern her in the boundless hereafter. The {generations 
which are to follow us, so long as our nation shali exist 
and after it shall have ceased to exist, are deeply intereste 
in this matter. Should the American people fail to obtain 
this knowledge now, the evil consequences to that people, 
now and in all future time, and through them to mankind, 
cannot fail to be such as no human mind can calculate. We 
are the vanguard in the ‘“movement” of this age, and upon 
us chiefly depends the direction which that movefhnent is to 
pursue. 

Déeply impressed with thie truth, this plain and obvious 
fact, I formed the determination above stated. It remains, 
however, as yet unfulfilled. The attention demanded by 
my private affairs, the necessity of providing a home for my 


‘family, and a variety of incidents, have contributed to pre- 


vent its fulfillment. This, however, will take place, if I live 
a month or two longer. The example recently set by Tal- 
leyrand will not be followed by me. Ishall not write any- 
thing which is to be read only a century hence. The high- 
est interests of our country, and of mankind through her, 
demand that she shal] know the truth; that she shall know 
it now. She shall have it; she shall have it now. 

Had Congress continued to sit a month or two longer, I 
hould not at this moment have broken silence ; I should 
save bided until I could lay before the country, through her 

representatives, the narrative to which I have referred, con- 
nected, unbroken, nota single gap in it, detailed so far as 
necessary to establish a clear connection. This is the only 
way in which truth can be presented in a shape to leave no 
doubt as to its being what it is. Isolated * prominent facts’? 
will not do. However true they may be, they can always 
be denied, and more or less plausibly controverted. The 
whole truth is the thing: this the people shall have. It will 
then be seen who, among those who seek their confidence, 
will be so bold as to pretend that he does not believe it. 

In one of the accompanying papers, (letter to the ‘* Repre- 
sentatives of the American People,” under date * Mexico, 
February 12, 1848,°*) my belief is expressed that Congress 
and the country had been deceived by the individual hold- 
ing the trust of “ President of the United States,” and that 
the object for which that deception had been practised was 
the indefinite protraction of the war—this protraction of the 
war having for its end the conquest of Mexico and her ab- 
sorption into our Union. This was my belief then; it is 
my belief now. In that same letter, and particularly in the 


| notes recently appended to it, my belief is expressed that a 


corrupt use has been made of the power and the influence 
attached to the trust of ‘‘ President of the United States,?? 
even to the extent of subornation of perjury. _ 

Upon both these points mv belief is positive and firm, 
distinct and clear. Equally firm and clear in my mind is 
the further belief, that to make the forner the belief of 
Congress and of the country nothing is necessary but that 
the representatives of the people should exercise the pow- 
ers of inquiry inherent in them as the grand inquest of the 
nation—as the hody “ exclusively” intrusted by the Consti- 
tution with “the power,” and consequently with the duty 
‘6 of impeachment.” 


1058 


i 


THE CONGRESSIONAL. GLOBE. 


Aug. 10, 


"Tis but yesterday that the welkin was made to ring 
throgghoat our country with the acclamations that burst 
forth from our Democratie bosoms at the spectacle exhibited 
by the people of France. And a most glorious spectacle it 
was! Congratulations and felicitations poured out from us 
towards that people; our hearts were drunk with noble joy ; 
we and our public servants vied with one another in giving 
utferance to fhe enthusiasm which filled our bosoms. 

The cause of that enthusiasm consisted in the fact that 
the French people had liberated themselves from a bad Gov- 
ernment. They had risen in the majesty of men, and had 
upturned that Government; upturned the “Throne,” as 
that Government was called. This they had done. It had 
been at the cost of civil strife, of brother’s blood spilled by 
Bbrother’s hand. It had been atthe costof ANARCHY. That 
was the first result; and no one could tell how long it might 
lest, or what it was to involve while it lasted, or in what it 
was toend. And yet we rejoiced. The object, in our esti- 
mation, was worth all this cost, all this risk of whatever else 
Ít might cost. Even in the uncertainty as to its being secured, 
it was enough that this should have been the object, to make 
us reckon as cheap, to make us disregard as dust in the 
balance, whatever might happen. 

At the head, or very near the head, (I speak from indis- 
tinct recollection,) of the reasons which had impelled the 
French people so to act, which had created the necessity for 
their plunging into that sea of carnage whose shore no hu- 
man eye could discern—at the head, or very near the head 
of those reasons, stands recorded, “ The corrupt use of Ex- 
ecutive infiuence.” 

It is time, high time, that we should Look aT HOME. 
t Corrupt use of Executive influence,” such as, according 
to my solemn belief, has occurred among OURSELVES within 
the last six months, cannot have been surpassed by anything 
that formed part of the misrule of the “Citizen King.”? In 

int of unscrupulousness and flagitiousness, it cannot have 

een surpassed. In pointof audacity and effrontery, I doubt 
if it has been equalled by anything ever ventured upon by 
that ‘ monarch.”? 

Just as the task of preparing the papers now transmitted 
was drawing to a close, an envelop reached me by mail, 
bearing my address in the hand of a bosom friend; a man 
whose name is, irrespectively of locality and country, among 
the very highest of the profession to which he belongs, and 
who has intimately known me during the latter half of my 
life. That envelop contained, without note or comment, 
the words which I will here transcribe. Iam no LUTHER, 
nor have I ever proposed to inyself to act the part of one. 
The task I am now engaged in, has been forced upon me by 
the power of circumstances. It will soon be at an end; 
and with it will cease for me all incidents arising from acon- 
nection with public affairs. Except in discharging my duty 
to my country as a private citizen, they are henceforward 
tobe beyond my sphere. I have bid farewell forever to all 
public employments and ali pablic posts. When these words 
shall be belied, then let my country brand me “ IMPOSTOR,” 
and ascribe to the desire tor office, or for notoriety,* all that 
I ah have done and said in regard to things of concernment 
to er. 

But, although inapplicable to me, the very name of Luther, 
presented in such a connection as this, comes fraught with 
a significance which cannot but be felt, even though the day 
is gone by when omens were believed in. This incident, 
though no prophetic virtue can be in it, may prove the fore- 
runner of a storm that shall purify our political atmosphere, 
and dissipate the seeds of death with which already it has 
become loaded. It will prove so, if the representatives of 
the people do their duty. 

These are the words referred to: LUTHER says, “If I am 
€ to have a fault, I would rather speak too harshly, and thrust 
¢ forth Truth unwisely, than to have played the hypocrite to 

<€ any, and held Truth in.’? So far as regards myself, I do 
not believe that I have spoken ‘too harshly,” or “ thrust 
forth truth unwisely.”? Upon this point our country will 
judge. All I ask of her—and I ask this for herown sake far 
more than on my own account—is, to suspend her judgment 
until she can judge ‘‘ wisely.” 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your fellow-citizen, . 

N. P. TRIST, 
Late Commissioner of the United States of America 
to the Mexican Republic. 


Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, moved that the 
communication and accompanying documents be 
aiea to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 

rinted. 

j Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL suggested that these 
documents should not be printed, as they might 
contain matter that ought not to be made public. 

Mr. BURT trusted that the House would adopt 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. 


* In the letter of the present Secretary of War to’General 
Scott, under date of April 21, 1848, which was published in 
all haste throughout our country, care is taken to preocecupy 
her mind with the belief that l have been actuated by this 
motive. The Administration have studiously withheld from 
her all knowledge of what my course has been. All the 
power and all the influence attached to the trusts held by 
those men, have been exerted to mystify the public mind in 
regard to the whole subject with reference to which I have 
acted. It has been rendéred impossible for that mind to 
form for itseif any judgment in regard to my motive. And 
yet, not content with all that bought letter-writers could do, 
and all that subservient or party-mad presses could do, this 
high functionary of the Government, in writing a letter con- 
cerning the affairs of the department intrusted to him, must 
needs enter upon a topic (my course) having no connection 
whatever with the subject of which he was treating. And 
for what? To give to the country information respecting 
what my course has been? No! To impress her with the 
idea that my motive in pursuing that course (respecting which 
she had been kept in the dark, and her mind had-heen be- 
fogged in every possible way) had consisted in the desire for 
& notoriety,” and this passion so excessive as to make me 
‘¢ mistake notoriety for fame.” 


Mr. SCHENCK called the gentleman from South 
Carolina to order, amidst great confusion, many 
members being engaged in addressing the House 
at the same time. on oe 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut,. said he had no 
wish to address the House. His object in rising 
was to move the previous question; but he would 
yield the floor for a few moments to the gentleman 
from South Carolina, that he might make his sug- 

estion. 

Mr. BURT acknowledged the courtesy of the 
chairman of-the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
He desired to say but a very few words. He 
wished to say to the House that that paper, coming 
as it does from a private individual, was marked 
by a‘very extraordinary character. There were 
imputations in that communication which ought 
not to be received lightly by this House. He 
trusted that this House had too just a regard for 
its own self-respect to send forth to the pedple of 
the United States the imputations, he would not 


say calumnies, of an irritable, ill-tempered person, 


under the. authority of this House. Let it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, as 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Smita] had. 
moved. Let that committee investigate the sub- 
ject, that it might be ascertained whether it should 
be entertained by this House. If this committee 
should find it such a paper as in their einen 
would justify the future action of the House, let 
them take the responsibility of saying so, and then 
the paper might be printed. That, he believed, 
was the true course to be pursued, and he trusted 
the House would not lend its sanction to the pro- 
mulgation through the country of such a commu- 
nication from an ill-tempered person. ; 

Mr. SMITH moved the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMES asked the gentleman from Con- 
necticut to withdraw that motion for a moment. 

Mr. SMITH assented, that the gentleman from 
South Carolina might make a single remark. 

Mr. HOLMES said he wished to make but a 
single remark. Although he agreed with his friend 
and colleague [Mr. Burr] that this mass of papers 
ought not to be printed until they had been exam- 
ined by a committee, he nevertheless could not but 
think that some deference was due to the person 
who sent them here. It might be that on these 
documents it was intended to found an impeache 
ment; but, be that as it might, he thought that 
this House should treat with some respect the per- 
son to whom this Administration had committed 
the perilous interests of this country in connection 
with the Republic of Mexico. He renewed the 
motion for the previous question. 

Some conversation here ensued, in which Mr. 
HUNT, Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, and others 
took part. The previous question was then sus- 
tained, and the main question ordered. The ques- 
tion having been divided, the motion to refer to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs was agreed to. 

Mr. SCHENCK called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to print, and they were ordered; 
and, being taken, were—yeas 83, nays 96. 

Mr. CLARKE moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken, and also moved to lay that motion on 

he table; which latter motion was nct agreed to: 
Ayes 77, noes 79. 

‘The question was then put on the reconsidera- 
tion of the vote refusing to print, &c., and resulted 
—ayes.85, noes 74; but before the result was an- 
nounced, the yeas and nays were called for and 
ordered, and, being taken, resulted: Yeas 88, nays 
93. So the House refused to reconsider. 


NAVAL PENSIONS. | 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the House pro- 
ceeded to consider the report of the Committee of 
Conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the 
Senate bill renewing certain naval pensions for the 
term of five years, and extending the benefits of 
existing laws respecting naval pensions to engi- 


‘neers, firemen, and coal-heavers, in the navy, and 


to their widows. 

The report was read and concurred. in. The 
Senate having previously concurred in said report, 
the bill stand’ passed. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

On motion of Mr.. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Smirn, of Indiana, in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill making appropriations for 


the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1849. 

The committee left off last night at the fifty-sixtl: 
amendment of the Senate. 

The reading of the amendments was now con- 
tinued; some of them were agreed to; others agreed 
to with amendments; and many rejected. 

The committee then rose and reported their 
action to the House. 

Mr. VINTON entered into some explanations 
in relation to some Indian claims which were the 
subject of discussion last right, when the propriety 
of the conduct of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs was called in question; he exculpated the 
Commissioner, and went into some detail ef the 
facts of the respective cages. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL called the attention of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means to some amendments introduced by the 
Senate for the payment of compensation to certain 
persons, among whom was a Mr. Dodge, for ser- 
vices-as tobacco agent, and a Mr. Hogan, for ex- 
penses incurred at St. Domingo, for whose claims 
no vouchers were produced. 

A conversation ensued respecting them, in which 
several gentlemen took part.. 

Mr. CLINGMAN also went into some elabo- 
rate explanations of the subject-matter of debate of . 
last night, in connection with the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. 

Explanations were also made by Mr. DANIEL, 
Mr. McDOWELL, Mr. 'FOOMBS, Mr. VIN- 
TON, Mr. R. W. THOMPSON, and Mr. ASH- 
MUN, on various subjects. i 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, submitted an 
amendment to appropriate $50,000 out of the pat- 
ent fund for the erection of an additional wing to 
the Patent Office. The amendment was ruled to 
be out of order. 

Mr. ASHMUN offered an amendment to appro- 
priate one hundred and forty thousand dollars for 
the payment of claims by the States of Massachvu- 
setts and Maine for money advanced. during the 
war with Great Britain. Jt was ruled out of 
order. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved the previous question on 
all the amendments; which was sustained by the: 
House. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, it was. ordered that 
the House take a recess this day from half-past 
three o’elock to half-past five o’clock, p. m. ` 

And the hour having arrived, the House took a 
recess till half-past five o’clock, p. m. ` 


| ee weed 


EVENING SESSION. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
amendments of the Senate to the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill; and the question being, 
Will the House agree to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill? separate votes. were taken, as 
follows: | 

On agreeing to the 49th amendment, which pro- 
vides for the payment of the expenses of the Uni-. 
ted States ship Macedonian, on her recent voyage 
to convey provisions from the people of the United- 
States to the famishing people of [reland, under 
the command of Commander DeKay: Yeas 98, 
nays 67. So the amendment was concurred in. 

On agreeing to the 57th amendment, which pro- 
vides for the purchase by the Government-.of one 
or both of the bridges across the eastern branch of 
the Potomac: Yeas 83, nays 97. So the House 
refused to concur in this amendment. 

On agreeing to the 75th amendment, striking out 
of the bill the appropriation for the removal of the 
obstructions in the Savannah river: Yeas 95, nayg 
92, as follows: i 

YEAS—Measrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bin 
han, Birdsall, Bocock, Botts, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brod- 
head, Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, 
Chase, Beverly L. Clarke, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Collins, Cummins, Daniel, Darling, Dickinson, Gar- 
nett Duncan, Edsall, Faran, Featherston, Ficklin, French, 
Fulton, Green, Grinnell, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, Haral- 
son, Harris, Henley, Hill, George S. Houston, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Iverson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Sidney 
Lawrence, Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, Lynde, Maclay, MeCiel- 
land, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, McLane, Job Mann, 
Meade, Milter, Morris, Murphy, Nicoll, Peaslee, Peck, Pettit, 
Phelps, Pillsbury, Richey, Robinson, Rockhit, Sawyer, 
Simpson, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, 
Charles È. Stuart, Strong, Thomas, James Thompson, Jacob 
Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, William Thompson, 
Thurston, Turner, Van Dyke, Venable, Wallace, Wick 
Williams, and Woodward—95. 

`: NAYS—Messre. Abbott, Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, 


ns 
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Blanchard, Boydon, Brady, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, Canby, 
Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, 
Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Daniel Duncan, 
Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan 
Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Flournoy, Freedicy, Gayle, Goggin, 
Gott, Gregory, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, Jaines G. Hampton, 
Henry, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbdrd, Hud- 
son, Hunt, Irvin, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas Butler 
King, Daniel P. King, William T. Lawrence, Lincoln, Me- 
Iivaine, Horace Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, 
Nelson, Nea, Newell, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pendleton, Pollock, 
Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, John A. Rockwell, Roman, 
Rose, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Sherrill, Silvester, 
Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stephens, 
Strohm, Tallmadge, Tayior, John B. Thompson, Toombs, 
Tuck, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, and White—92. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


On agreeing to the 80th amendment, to pay to 
the State of Virginia the amount recovered from 
her by judgments obtained through her own courts 
for commutation: Yeas. 101, nays 79. So the 
amendment was concurred in. + l 

On agreeing to the 82d amendment, which pro- 
vides for the payment to David Taylor of $12,800 
for land reserved to him under the Cherokee treaty 
of 1835, and of which he was subsequently de- 
prived: Yeas 63, nays 109. So the House refused 
to concur in this amendment. 

On agreeing to the 85th amendment, which in- 
creases the appropriation for the survey of the 
public lands from $65,000: to $115,000: Yeas 91, 
nays 84. So this amendment was concurred in. 

n agreeing to the 89th amendment, which ap- 
propriates $30,000 for the continuation of surveys 


and explorations, &c., in Oregon and California, , 


by J.C. Frémont: Yeas 29, nays 128. So the 
House refused to concur in the amendment. 

On agreeing to the 92d amendment, which allows 
John Hogan $1,250 for services and expenditures 
as political agent in St. Domingo, in the years 1842 
and 1843: Yeas 77, nays 72. So the amendment 
was concurred in. 

On agreeing to the 93d amendment, which pro- 
vides for paying Joshua Dodge, late special tobacco 
agent from the United States to the various Gov- 
ernments of Europe, $4,500, for services, &c.: 
Yeas 96, nays 71. So the amendment was con- 
curred in. ` 

The 98th amendment, which provides- for pay- 
ment to the Creek Indians of a balance jn the treas- 
ury of $142,055 91, out of a fund of $250,000, a part 
of the proceeds for land ceded by said Indians to 
the United States, and ‘set apart for the payment 
of claims of certain citizens of Georgia, was amend- 
ed by the Committee of the Whole so as to pro- 
vide that the said sum of $142,055 91 shall remain 
in the treasury as a permanent fund, to bear an 
interest of six per cent., which interest is to be an-. 
nually devoted to the establishment and mainte- 
nance of schools in the Creek nation. This amend- 
ment, as amended, was concurred in. 

The 99th amendment of the Senate provides for 
the payment to the Creek nation of Indians of 
. $43,333 33, in satisfaction of thirteen hundred 
~Creek emigrants, friends and followers of General 

McIntosh, who were emigrated to the West in 1829 
by Colonel Crowell; which was amended in Com- 
mittee of the Whole by adding a proviso that the 
recipients of the said sum shall make proof, to the 
satisfaction of the President of the United States, 
that they have full pawer to receive and receipt for 
the same, and also that they shall first execute to 
the United States a release in full for principal and 
Interest on account of the emigration of said thir- 
‘teen hundred Creek Indians. This amendment, 
as amended, was concurred in. 

The action of the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union on the other amendments of 
Senate was then concurred in. 


| MOBILE AND OHIO RAILROAD. 
On motion of Mr. HUNT, the House proceeded 


to the consideration of the business on the Speak- 
ler’s table, viz: | 
The Senate bill granting to the State of Alabama 
the right of way and a donation of public land for 
making a railroad from Mobile to the mouth of the 
Ohio river, and for other purposes. a T 
`. Mr. HOUSTON, of Ala., briefly and warmly 
pposed the bill, and moved its reference to the 
ommittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. KING, of Georgia, obtained the floor, and 
yielded to— | : 
Mr. GREEN who defended the bill, and sus- 
tained the constitutionality and the expediency of 
the by seer grant. 
= Mr. KING resumed the floor, and declining at 


| this late hour to enter into an advocacy of the bill, 
demanded the previous question. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, the amendments of 
the House were concusred in, with the exception 


The previous question was seconded, and the || of the last amendment, and the House was duly 


main question ordered, being first on the motion 
of Mr. Houston to refer the bill, which was re- 
jected: Yeas 66, nays 91. 

Mr. HAMMONS moved to lay the bilk on the 
table. Rejected. l ` 

The bill was then read a third time, and the ques- 
tion being on its passage— 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, obtained the floor, 
and wished to offer an amendment, which was ruled 
out of order. 

Mr. DIXON demanded the previous question. 

Mr. VINTON moved to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved that the House ad- 
journ. Agreed to. 

The House accordingly adjourned at a quarter 
past ten o’clock, p. m. 


IN SENATE, . 
- THurspar, August 10, 1848. l 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report from the Secrétary of War, made in 
compliance with a resolution of the 9th instant, in 
relation to reclaiming the everglades in the State 
of Florida. It was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, made an elaborate report; which was ordered 
to be printed. | 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the captors 
of the frigate Philadelphia; which was read a first 


time. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, asked that the Committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of 
William H. Rogers. 

Mr. DAYTON also moved that the Committee 
be discharged from the further consideration of the 
following bills, which was agreed to: 

The bill changing the places and fixing the times 
of holding the circuit and district courts in the dis- 
trict of Vermont. 

The bill to change the place of holding the dis- 
trict court of the United Sates for the middle dis- 
trict of Alabama. 

Also, from the memorial of Charles F. Sibbald. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported House bill to surren- 
der to the State of Indiana the Cumberland road, 
in the said State, without amendment, and urged 
upon the Senate its immediate consideration; which 
was agreed to, and the bill was passed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, asked that the committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petitions of Patrick Masterson, of Rebecca Robe 
son, and of W. Rall. . 

Mr. JOHNSON also, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Eliza 


| Buchanan. 


Mr. JOHNSON also, from the same committee; 
asked that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of House bill for the relief 
of Catharine Clarke, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 


Mr. CAMERON submitted the following: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War þe requested to com- 
municate to the Senate any information that may be within 
the knowledge of the department in reference to claims 
made against the Cherokees who are parties to the treaty of 
August 6, 1846, especially against that-portion of the nation 
called Old Settlers, or Weatern Cherokeos, for services or 
any other aid and assistance rendered the said Cherokees, 
in the prosecution of their claim, which resulted in the treaty 
afterwards. Ifsuch claims are based on written contracts, 
he is requested to state whether the contracts were made 
by the duly authorized representatives of the Cherokees, in 
their national or aggregate capacity, for the benefit of those 
who are made recipients by the treaty in all moneys arising 
out of the settlement of their claims. And also whether, 
within the knowledge of the department, such contracts 
have been fully and faithfully complied with, as far as prac- 
ticable, by the other parties named in them. And that he 
will communicate the evidence upon which he bases his 
opinion, with any paper in possession of the department 
showing the extent of the services rendered, and the char- 
acter of the claims thus made against the moneys which may 
be awarded under the treaty of August 6, 1846. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House to the bill making appropria- 
tions for light-houses, light-boats, buoys, &c., and 
providing for the erection and establishment of the 
same. 


ne ee 


notified of the fact. 


Mr. Lewis, of Alabama, was appointed on the 
Committee on Printing, in the place of Mr. Bor- 
LAND, during the recess. 


The Senate then took up the bill to establish 
certain post routes, with the amendments 25 pra 
thereto; and, after several amendments had been 
adopted— 

REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. 


Mr. NILES moved to amend the bill, by insert- 
ing, a8 an additional section, the bill reported by 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
to reduce the rates of postage. 

Mr. NILES explained that a bill had been re- 
ceived from the House of Representatives which 
made a greater reduction in the rates of postage 
than was proposed by this bill. The reductions 
in that bill embraced a variety of features; but in 
some points -it was very objectionable. The bill 
now offered as an amendment, was simple in its 
provisions. If any objection was made to it, he 
would withdraw it. But as the session was ap- 
proaching its close, and there would be no other 
opportunity to act on the subject, he would be 
gratified if the Senate would take a vote on the 
proposition. 

Mr. BORLAND said he was opposed to the 
distinction made between the transportation of 
newspapers within a distance of thirty miles and 
those which were transported fifty or sixty miles. 
The clause, as it stands, would do very well for 
cities, and where the population was dense, but 
it would not answer at. all in the remote parts of 


the country, where subscribers live a great dis- 


tance apart. 
Mr. DICKINSON proposed an amendment to 


allow the transportation of country papers to any’ 


distance, free of postage. 

Mr. WESTCOTT desired to see all newspapers 
put on the same footing, whether city or country, 
and without regard to distances. He was opposed 
to partial benefits. 

Mr. BENTON remarked, that you might travel 
in the West some hundred miles without coming 
toatown. He thought there was no equality in 
the bill as it stood, making as it did an invidious 
distinction. 

Mr. CAMERON referred to the provision of 
the bill which allowed the newspapers to pass free 
in the county where they were published. The 
daily papers published in cities derived great ad- 
vantages from the introduction of steam power. 
They made up their weekly papers from the daily, 
and circulated them with greater facility than was 
possessed by the coaniy editors. He had an 
amendment prepared, which he thought would 
meet the case, so as to remove any objection. 

The amendment was not submitted, as ìt was 
decided to be out of order at this stage of the pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr. ALLEN said, there would never be a law 
which did not operate more hardly on one than on 
another. He looked to the aggregate good which 
would be effected. He went on so e of the 
condition of printers, who are proverbially poor. 
He never knew a rich printer. They work harder 
for nothing than any other class of persons. Their 
debts were, separately, small, though large in the 


aggregate, and are so scattered over the country ` 


that they can scarcely ever be collected. He 
thought this Jittle boon granted to them should be 
willingly give 


Mr. DICKINSON also alluded to the power of ~ 


the city papers to put down the country press. 
He hoighi his eta e would have the effect 
of sustaining the country papers. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, at this stage, called for the 
special order; being the bill to establish a Territo- 
rial Government in Oregon, but the motion was: 
not sustained. 

Mr. NILES stated, that the entire exemption of 
papers from postage would diminish the compen- 
sation of the small postmasters, while it would add 
greatly to the burden of business thrown upon 
them. The tax of half a cent would enable the 
postmasters to defray the expense of putting up 
the papers and delivering them. , 

r. DOUGLAS renewed his call for the special 
order, and asked for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered. 


TA 


The question was ther taken, and decided as fol- 


lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. AMen, Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, 
Breese, Bright, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, 

* Dix, Dodge, Douglas, Downs, Feleh, Fitzgerald, Greene, 

Hale, Houston, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, 
Lewis, Mason, Miller, Phelps, Upham, and Webster—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Boriaud, 
Butler, Calhoun, Cameron, Foote, Hamlin, Hannegan, Bun- 
ter, Johmson of Louisiana, King, Mangum, Metcalfe, Nilés, 
Pearce, Sebastian; Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Under- 
wood, and Yulee—24, 


OREGON. 
` The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the bill to establish a Territorial Government in 
Oregon. 
The question being on the motion of Mr. Un- 
_ DEKWOOD; to strike out, in page seventeen, line one, 
the words, “ thirty-six degrees and thirty minutes,” 
and inserting ‘‘forty-two;” and also the words, 
‘usually known as the Missouri compromise’’— 
Mr. WEBSTER addressed the Senate. He 
admitted the propriety of the establishment of a 
Territorial Government in Oregon, and he was 
willing to vote for this bil} as it came from the 
House. If amended as now proposed, he would 
not be able to vote for it. He recited the words 
of the section, and said, the amendment proposed 
gave a reason for the application of the principle 
of the ordinance of 1787 to the Territory of Oregon. 


When a single reason was given for any act, it was ` 


intended to be inferred that there were no other 
reasons. The Territory of Oregon was above the 
line of the Missouri compromise. His objection 
to slavery was irrespective of lines and points of 
latitude: it took in the whole country, and the 
whole question. He was opposed to it in every 
shape, and in every qualification; and was against 
any compromise of the question. l 
. As to California and New Mexico, he said it 
was casy to foresee to what the acquisition of this 
Territory would lead. Hewished it were as easy 
to see that there would be a harmonious conclusion 
of the matter. He congratulated himself that he 
had taken no part in the late war, except to oppose 
its commencement with all his might, and at the 
close to oppose the treaty with all his might. He 
believed the war itself tobeacalamity. He looked 
on the treaty by which it had been concluded as a 
calamity; and he greatly feared that the treaty 
would turn out to be the most permanent calamity. 
Mr. BUTLER contended chat the establishment 
of governments in the Territories of California and 
New Mexico, ought to have been embraced in this 
Oregon bill. He disapproved of this policy of giv- 
ing especial protection to the Territories north of 
the Missouri line of compromise, and giving to the 
North all that valuable portion of the Union. The 
resolutions of the State of Virginia, which were 
referred to the other day by a Senator from that 
State, [Mr. Mason,] had been responded to by all 
the southern States of the Union. He thought 
States should never pass resolutions until they were 
‘sure that the citizens would sustain them. He would 
tell the Senate that bis advice to his constituents 
would be, to go to these new Territories with arms 
in their hands; to go as armed communities, and 
take possession of the lands which they had helped 
to acquire, and see who would attempt to dispos- 
sess them. Would the military force of the Uni- 
ted States shoot down the ploughman at his plough? 
So help him God, he would so advise his constitu- 
ents, to take with them their property there, and 
settle at all hazards. He was willing, had the com- 
romise bill passed, to bow to it, and if the decis- 
lon of the Supreme Court should have been ad- 
verse to his opinions, he would submit to it. But 
that bill had been not only rejected by the House 
of Representatives, but it had been treated with so 
little respect, that he felt it due to himself and to 
the South to let their position be well understood. 
He was opposed to the bill. 
_ He had always opposed a war of conquest and 
dizement, for he had foreseen that our tri- 
umphs would turn out to be apples of discord from 
which serious evils would result. He should now 
take his position, and let Congress make what laws 
they may, he would advise his constituents to assert 
their rights with arms in their hands, and take 
ossession of the land. The subtleties and soph- 
isms of the laws of nations would be feeble bar- 
riers to the spirit which would show Hself in the 
South. He would go-home and tell his constitu- 
ents. these views, and he trusted he had not so 
much infirmity as to shrink from carrying them 
into effect. ‘Times and circumstances had changed 
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the character of this bill for the establishment of a 
‘Territory in Oregon from what it was two years 
ago. Then it was comparatively innocent; now 
he regarded it as a masked battery, from behind 
which the institutions of the South were to be as- 
sailed with a firm determination to subdue them. 
The South would not fear a contest. She was ready 
to meet her opponents in a fair and open man- 
ner, but she would rise indignant against these 
covert attacks. He was ready to embark in the 
boat with his State, and to trust it to the care of 
Heaven. So beautifully are the elements of our 
Government arranged, that they scarcely require 
the agency of man to secure their harmonious and 
permanent progress. But the act of man could per- 
vert and destroy these tendencies, and produce 
discord and confusion. 
_ Mr. DOUGLAS, desiring to have the bill placed 
in a proper shape, would not make any remarks in 
this stage. l 

Mr. HALE then made some observations, re- 
ferring to the history of the Texas annexation 
and the Oregon question in connection with it. At 
the time of the passage of the Texas resolution, 
the Oregon question was introduced, and a motion 
was made to attach it to the Texas bill. The 
mover did not withdraw his motion, and the Ore- 
gon feature was sustained by a large majority. 
The two South Carolina Senators voted against 
the consideration of the bill in the Senate, and thus 
defeated it; and when he coupled this with a dec- 
laration of a South Carolina Representative in the 
House, that if the clause prohibiting the introduc- 
tion of slavery in Oregon prevailed, it would be 
defeated in the Senate,—when he put these facts 
together, they appeared to him to be indicative ofan 
understood and concocted agreement. He spoke 
of the course of the Senator from South Carolina, 


and was about to remark on his manner, when— _ 


Mr. BUTLER explained that the proceedings 
of the South Carolinians were marked as much by 
moderation and calmness as by determination. 

Mr. HALE resumed. They were doubtless as 
much marked by moderation and calmness as.was 
the course of their Senators here; and if this was 
moderation and. calmness, he would like to know 
what was heat and intemperance. We are told 
that if we do not yield to their wishes, they will 
resist to blood. 

Mr. BUTLER did not say that it would be so, 
but that he would give his advice to that effect. 

Mr. HALE said, if the voice of the Senator went 
deep into the hearts of his constituents, he might 
produce much mischief. __ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD withdrew his proposition 
to amend, as he perceived the sense of the Senate 
was against it. 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
as reported by the Committee— 

Mr. CALHOUN said he should vote against the 
amendment, because he regarded it as ambiguous, 
and he was against all ambiguity. Again, he op- 
posed it because the North could not be more de- 
termined to exclude the South than he was to resist 
such exclusion. He would be as firm in maintain- 
fng his ground as Northern Senators were in main- 
taining theirs. A majority would always be able 
to carry their views; but here a minority, aided by 
a few Kom the majority, attempted tọ impose on 
a South restrictions which could not be submit- 
ted to. 

This question, in his opinion, would never heal 


„itself; that it musf go through, and that the sooner 


it is met the better. He believed the question would 
never heal or be terminated here. 
politic, as Well as in the natural body, there are 
diseases which, if not timely checked, must eng 
fatally. There is an impression here. that slavery 
is sinful. This was not rashly asserted by him, as 
he had resided some time in New England, and had 
then become convinced that it would lead to serious 
evils.: How it came up here, he would not now 
stop to examine. This Government had assumed 
a consolidating tendency, and this has produced 
a perversion of feeling and of policy, of which the 
course now pursued in relation to the South is one 
of theeffects. The country is now agitated through- 
out; and there are political circumstances which 
will prevent this excitement from dying out. The 
conviction of the sinfulness of slavery in the North 
will keep this excitement from subsiding. 

He then adverted to the influence of this ques- 
tion on the pending Presidential election, and the 
effects it must exert on the vote of the South. Each 
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party will try to keep this question separate, to 
keep the people in the dark, and to suppress the 
discussion of it, lest it might result in injury. He 
intimated that the South must naturally meline to | 
yield-to the North; and touched upon the sugges- 
tions made by the Southern delegations as to the 
course to be pursued to put down abolition. A dif- 
ference of opinion arising between the membera, 
the course adopted by the House in the reeeption 
of abolition petitions had led to constant discord 
and uproar, while in the Senate only one petition 
on the subject had ever been presented there with- 

out the question of reception being called. + | 

He referred to the insurrections of the slaves in 
the West India Islands; and the same spirit, though 
suppressed, exists here. He dreaded the result 
which woulht follow, if the same spirit which now 
animated the North should continue to grow and 
spread. He feared that the effect of this growing 
spirit was felt in this Senate, where the compro- 
mise bill was introduced and passed; yet, when. it 
was rejected in the House, and this bill relating to 
Oregon came here, not one of those Northern Sen- 
ators who were friendly to that compromise ven- 
tured to move an amendment by attaching the com- 
promise bill to this Oregon bill. He referred to the 
positions taken by the South and the North on the 
slave question. The latter had been unable to meet 
the areuments of the Southern Senators, and turned 
out of the direct course to discuss the question 
of the extension of territory, Which was not con- 
neeted with the subject, and was not advocated by 
a single representative from his State. He would 
now tell the people of the South that they can never 
settle this question until they take it into their own 
hands. It was unnecessary for him to assert now 
his regard for the Union. ‘His whole life was suf- 
ficiently known. His time, his mind, and all his 
energies had been given to it; and he made a solemn 
appeal to the Senate not, by their own hands, to 
destroy this glorious fabric of our Constitution. 
He believed, if the great struggle should come, the 
calamity will not fall the heaviest on the South. 
In the North the divisions were so numerous as to. 
keep the people distracted and disunited, while in 
the South all are united. He admitted that the 
South was poor in comparison with the North; but 
if slavery had impoverished the South, had it im- 
poverished the North? Slavery had benefited alt 
mankind—all countries but the South. Slavery, 
like the waters of the Nile, had spread its fertili- 
zing influences over all the world. It had benefited 
all but the Southern planter, who had been the 
tutor, the friend, as welt as the master, of the slave, 
and had raised him up to civilization. And the 
South had made great concessions to the North for 
the purpose of cementing the Union. 

Mr. MANGUM said he should vote for the 
amendment, because he regarded it as a modifica- 
tion; but whether it prevailed or not, he should 
vote against the bill. 

Mr. NILES said the whole course of the South 
had in view the extension of slavery. He denied 
that the South had been weakened, and compelled 
to make concessions to the North. The compro- 
mise bill was no concession of the South, even in 
the opinions of southern men themselves, and cer- 
tainly it was not so in the general estimation of 
the country. He complained that the Senator from 
South Carolina had traced the present crisis to a 
wrong cause, when heattributed it to the abolition- 
ists of the North. ‘The real fact is, that it springs 
from the opposition made by the free Statesto the 
southern policy of extending the institution of 
slavery over the new Territories. This is resisted 
by the free States, and they are prepared to resist 
it to the last. They think the slave power strong 
enough, and they will oppose every effort to ex- 
tend slavery. over the continent. e movement 
of the North was forced upon them, by the attempt 
to mix up this slavery question with the politics 
of the country. It had been given out by the 
South that no candidate for the Presidency should 
be supported there who did not pledge himself 
against the Wilmot proviso. Now, when this 
course was taken, it was incumbent on the North 
to make a counteracting movement. 

Mr. BUTLER said the South did not take this 
course until ten of the northern States had pledged 
themselves in an opposite manner. 

Mr. NILES admitted that this was true. Bu 
here was the distinction: the northern States mere 
ly asserted their opinions as a principle, while th 
South follow up their pledge by an awful threat c 
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nullification if their wishes are not complied with. 
The Senator from South Carolina had spoken of 
his attachment to the Union, and declared he 
‘would make a struggle to preserve it; and then he 
said they must take the matter into their own 
hands—meaning the slaveholders. ‘They were to. 
take charge of the Union. He preferred doing it 
in the ugual way, through the legitimate medium, 
and this he presumed would be the general im- 
pression. He had no fears for the Union. It has 
strength enough to resist any collisions. The ques- 
tion, if not settled by Congress, will finally settle 
atself. He would vote against the proposition. 

Mr. WEBSTER and Mr. NILES mutually ex- 
plained on the subject of the existence of slavery 
an Texas at the time of annexation. 

Mr. METCALFE then expressed his intention 
‘to vote for the bill, whether it contained the com- 
promise or not. He stated, that like the Senator 
from Massachusetts, he had been opposed to the 
war, and ifhe did not oppose the treaty, forsooth, 
it was because it was the best we could do—bad 
enough, it is true—but there was no alternative. 
He thought it would now be the best thing we 
could do, if we could give back the whole of this 
new territory, and take again our fifteen or eighteen 
millions which we have to pay for it. Kentucky, 
while she stretched out one arm to the North, 
would not withdraw her other hand from the 
South. She thought the South was now in the 
right; but he believed that the North would, in the 
hour of need, act generously; and that the Union 
would not be endangered. The honorable Sen- 
ator, who had uttered once the nabile sentiment— 
** Union now and forever’’—would himself stand 
by the South in the time of need; and he did not 
believe that the South would take the matter into 
their hands. He said the sons of the South came 
into Kentucky and stole away their daughters and 
cousins, and Kentucky sent her boys, by way of 
retaliation, to steal the southern girls; and while 
this game was fairly played, it was idle to talk of 
_ disunion. A 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, made some‘re- 
marks in reply to what had fallen fram the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, in the course of which 
he stated, that if the North had come to a fixed 
determination to prevent the South by legislation 
from carrying their slaves into the new Territories, 
the States could remain.together no longer. This 
he stated, not as his individual opinion, but as the 
sentiment of the South. He believed in the ex- 
astence of thé power in Congress to pass a law to 
prohibit slavery, and if such a law were presented 
to the Supreme Court for a decision on its consti- 
tutionality, it would be in favor of thelaw. Asa 
judicial question, the decision would be against 
the protection of the South. 

In reference to the annexation of Texas, he 
ERG that it was advocated by Senators from the 
northern States as advantageous to the North on 
account of the market which it would open for their 
manufactures; and he adverted to the fact that 
some of the Senators had been induced to vote for 
it by the promise of the President, that he would 
act upon the alternative proposition. 

He had voted for the compromise bill, because 
he thought it the only mode of settling the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he only spoke for him- 
self; he did not speak for the North. He did not 
know what the North is, or where the North is. 
He had been among the earliest to oppose acqui- 
sitions of foreign territory. He referred to the 
maxim of Lord Bacon—that the best way to avoid 
any domestic disputes or difficulties, was to avoid 
the occasion for them; and said, that in accordance 
with this maxim, he (Mr. W.) had aways op- 
posed the acquisition of foreign territory. There 
were wiser heads than Lord Bacon's now. There 
are persons who will provoke occasions, or cer- 
tainly will meet them and .adopt circumstances, 

. a8 they may arise. He then referred to the course 
of the remarks of the Senator from South Caro- 
‘lina, and went on to show that there was no con- 
stitutional authority for the acquisition of foreign 
territory, and that-no one had pretended to show 
any constitutional warrant for the power exercised 
by Congress, without the consent of the States, to 
make laws for Territories which never came within 
the contemplation of the Constitution or its framers. 
Fie enumerated the difficulties in which this acqui- 
sition of territory had plunged us. He was not 
apprehensive of any disunion. He never contem- | 


plated its possibility. He was not one of those 
who accustom themselves to speak of such a con- 
tingency. An earthquake may come, a volcano 
may burst forth; but human foresight can do 
nothing to prevent such calamities. So the disso- 
lution of the Union is among those possible calam- 
ities; but what could human wisdom do to further, 
in advance of it, the happiness of the human race? 
He believed there was a disposition everywhere 
to support the Union, and that five out of six of 
our citizens would be glad to give back the new 
Territories we have acquired. 

Mr. BERRIEN made a few remarks, for the 
purpose of inducing the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to review his legal opinion as to the absence 
of all power in the Constitution for the acquisition 
of foreign territory. He assigned the reasons 
which induced him to differ from these opinions. 

Mr. FOOTE said he rose for the purpose of put- 
ting an end to the debate. He saw no probability 
of proper deliberation being given to this bill at 
this late period of the session. Several amend- 
ments had been offered, among them, one of his 
own, and several Senators were very anxious to be 
heard on this subject. He did not see any possi- 
bility of deciding the question at this session. He 
admitted the pressing occasion for the establish- 
ment of a government in Oregon; but he thought, 
that as it was so short an interval until the next 
session, no great injury could result from the de- 
lay. He moved to lay the bill on the table, but 
withdrew it, on the pledge that it would be re- 
newed Dy l 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, who said that the 
South honestly held the opinion that Congress has 
no power to prohibit slavery. He believed the 
contrary opinion was entertained with equal hon- 
esty in the North. If the North, having the ma- 
jority, insist on exercising the power, what can 
follow but the degradation of the South, or the 
dissolution of the Union? The only remedy was 
a just and honorable compromise. If the Missouri 
compromise was offered to the South in the spirit 
in which it was offered in 1820, she would accept 
it. He desired to know from the chairman of the 
Committee on Territories-whether the Missouri 
compromise in the bill was tendered in the spirit 
in which it was offered in 1820? 

Mr. DOUGLAS replied in the affirmative. He 
made a few remarks in explanation of his own 
course. He gave his own opinion in the affirma- 
tive, but said that was not the understanding of 
the committee. 

Mr. FOOTE renewed his motion to lay the bill 
on the table. 

The Senate then took a recess until half-past five 
o’clock. - 


NIGHT SESSION. - 


The question pending when the Senate took a 
recess was the motion of Mr. Foore to lay the 
Oregon bill on the table. The question was taken 
by yeas and nays, and decided in the negative: 
yeas 15, na¥s 36, as follows: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Berrien, Borland, But- 
ler, Foote, Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Pearce, 
Sebastian, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—15. 

NAYS—Mesars. Allen, Atherton, Baldwin, Benton, Brad-, 
bury, Breese, Bright, Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massachu- 
setts, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, 
Douglas, Downs, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, 
Hanunegan, Houston, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Lou- 
isiana, Mason, Metcalfe, Miller, Niles, Phelps, Spruance, 
Underwood, Uphank Walker, and Webster—36. 

A debate then ensued which was kept up with 

reat spirit until near 10 o’clock, in which Messrs. 

UNTER, KING, FOOTE, DOUGLAS, MA- 
SON,W EBSTER, BERRIEN,WALKER, BUT- 
LER, CALHOUN, BRIGHT, DICKINSON, 
METCALFE, UNDERWOOD, DAVIS of Mis- 
sissippi, HANNEGAN, and others, participated. 

_ Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, read the follow- 
ing amendment, which he proposed to offer, and 
which he explained in a few words. He subse- 
quently declined to offer it: a 

To add the following section: 

And be it further enacted, ‘That all that portion of terri- 
tory delineated as California and New Mezico on Disturnell’s 
Map of Mexico, a copy of which map was added to the late 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo between the United States and 


‘Mexico, shall be divided by an east and west line, and con- 


stitute two distinct Territorial Governments. The northern 
port on of said Teritory of California and New Mexico shall 

e known and styled North California, the sotithern portion 
of said Territory shall be known and styled South ealifor- 
nia. The dividing line between them shall: be the parallel 
of 361 degreea north latitude, (from the Rio Grande to the 
Pacific,) commonly known as the Missouri comproinise line. 


a 


In said Territory of North California, slavery or involunta 
servitude (except for crime) shail be prohibited. In said 
Territory of South California, slavery may exist or not, as 
the people of said Territory in forming their constitution 
may direct. Both said Territories of North and South Cal- 
ifornia shall be organized in every other respect as the Tet- 
ritory of Oregon is provided to be organized by this act. 


Mr. DOWNS proposed the following as an 
amendment, but subsequently withdrew it, after 
some remarks: : 


‘At the end of the bill, add all that part of the bill (S. 384) 
to establish the Territorial Governments of Oregon, Cal- 
ifornia, and New Mexico, after the twentieth section, with 
the following amendments: 

Page seventeen, section twenty-one, fine three, strike out 
the words ‘called Upper California,” and after the word 
“forty-eight”? in the seventh line, insert “lying north ef 
thirty-six degrees thirty minutes north latitude.” 

Page twenty-two, section twenty-six, line ten, strike out 
the words “ or respecting slavery,” and insert in lieu of them 
“and in said Territory slavery or involuntary servitude (ex- 
cept for criine) shall be prohibited.” 

Page twenty-four, section twenty-eight, line three, strike 
out the words “called New Mexico,” and in the seventh 
line, after the word “ forfeiture,” insert ‘lying south of the 
said line of thirty-six degrees thirty minutes north latitude, 
commonly called the Missouri compromise line.” . 

Page thirty,section thirty-three, line nine, strike out the 
words ‘or respecting slavery,” and’ insert in lieu of them, 
after “ residents,” in line fourteen, “and the said Territory 
of New Mexico shall stand in all respects, in regard to sla- 
very, on the same footing as did the Territory of Louisiana 
at the time of its cession to the United States.” 


The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on the Territories to 
insert the words: “That inasmuch as the said 
Territory is north of the parallel of 36° 30’ of 
north latitude, usually known as the Missouri 
compromise,” &c., with the understanding that 
in case the above amendment of the commit- 
tee should be voted: down, the question should 
be taken on the amendment sent to the Chair by Mt. 
Dove.as, embracing the Missouri compromise. 

The yeas and nays having been called, the ques- 
tion was decided as follows: 

YEAS—Mesars. Bright and Douglas—2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bald- 
win, Bell, Benton, Berrien, Borland, Bradbury, Breese, 
Butler, Calhoun, Cameron, Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Mas- 
sachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, 
Dodge, Downs, Felch, Fitzgerald, Foote, Greene, Hale, 
Hamlin, Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, Johneon of Maryland, 
Johnson of Louisiana, Johuson of Georgia, King, Lewis, 
Mangum, Mason, Metcalfe, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, 


Sebastian, Spruance, Turney, Underwood, Upham, Walker, 
Webster, and Westcott—S2. 


The question was then taken on the amendment 


embracing the Missouri compromise, and ‘it was 
decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger 
Borland, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, 
sissippi, Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, Fitzgerald, Foote, 
Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnzon 
of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mangum, 
Mason, Metcalfe, Pearce, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, 
Turney, and Underwood—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Baldwin, Bradbury, 
Breese, Clarke, Corwin, Davia of Massachusetts, Dayton, 
Dix, Dodge, Felch, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Miller, Niles, 
Phelps, Upham, Walker, and Webster—21. 


The other amendments of the committee, striking 
out the limitation on the mileage of the delegate, 
and inserting ‘‘ Puget’s Sound” instead of Nis- 
qually, were adopted. 

The question was about to be taken on the en- 
grossment, when— 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, moved to strike 
out all after the enacting clause, and insert the bill 
which had passed the Senate and been laid on the 
table by the House; but, on the urgent appeal of 
Messrs. BERRIEN, METCALFE, and other 
Senators round him, he withdrew it. 

And the question was taken on the engrossment, 
and decided in the affirmative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison Badger, Bell, Benton, Berrien, 
Borland, Breese, Bright, Butler, ameron, Clayton, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, Fitzgerald, Han- 
negan, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, King Lewis, Mangum, 
Mason, Metcalfe, Pearce, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, 
Turney, and Underwood—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Baldwin, Bradbury, 
Calhoun, Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, 
Dix, Dodge, Felch, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Miller, Niles, 
Phelps, Upham,Walker, Webster, and Westcott—22. 


The bill was then read a third time and passed. 
The Senate adjourned. | 


Bell, Benton, Berrien, 
ameron, Davis of Mis- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, August 11, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the House hah agreed to 
the amendmentof the Senate to the bilbof the House 
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to change the time of holding the district courts of 
the United States in the western district of Virginia, 
and for other purposes. 

- After some conversation between Messrs. JONES, 
MEADE, and others— . , i 

Mr. MEADE moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table; on which the yeas and nays 
were taken, and resulted: Yeas 67, nays 86. 

The motion not being agreed to— 

Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecticut, moved the 
previous question, which was seconded; and, under 
the operation thereof, the vote by which the House 
concurred in the Senate’s amendment was recon- 
sidered. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the said bill; and, being put, 
it was decided in the negative, under the operation 
of the previous questiona : 

So the House refused to concur with the Senate 
in their amendment to the said bill. 


MOBILE AND OHIO RAILROAD. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill granting to 
the State of ‘Alabama the right of way and a dona- 
tion of public lands for making a railroad from 
Mobile to the mouth of the Ohio river was ordered 
to be read a third time; and, after making a few 
remarks in support of his motion, Mr. R. moved 
the previous question en the motion to reconsider, 
which was not seconded. _ 

Mr. VINTON hoped the bill would be further 
amended, by adding further guards to prevent 
abuses that would necessarily follow its passage 
in its present shape. The land granted here was 
not to be located on the line of the proposed road, 
nor even in the State where it lay, but might 
be laid in any of the States of the Union. It 
was given in advance for a work not commenced, 
and was to be granted to a State for the benefit of 
a private corporation. ‘There was no proviso in 
the bill to prevent these lands being sold at any 
rice they chose to set upon them, and this might 
e fixed so low as effectually to prevent all sales of 
the public lands in the neighborhood of the granted 
land. And if this bill succeeded, similar grants 
‘would be applied for all over the new States, and 
thus that great branch of the public revenue arising 
from the sales of the public lands would be dried 
up. Then how could the country discharge its 
obligations to the public creditor? It'would oper- 
ate to introduce a new and very injurious system 
into our land system, and raise such a clamor in 
the West that the Government would be obliged 
to buy back the lands granted. 

Mr. TOMPKINS spoke in reply. As to the lib- 
erty to locate the lands in all parts of the Union, 
the friends of the bill were willing and ready to 
insert a guard to confine it to the neighborhood of 
the roads. The objection that the work was not 
in progress had not been urged in the case of the 

entleman’s State, which had obtained grants of 
and for works not begun; but he was mistaken in 
the fact, for these works were actually commenced 
and in progress. Nor was the grant to inure to 
private corporations; but some of these roads were 
made and owned by the State, and the grant was 
asked for by State Legislatures for the States con- 
cerned. In reply to the objection that the bill 
would stop the sale of the -public lands, the lands 
now were not saleable, and, unless these roads were 
opened, never would be. He denied that there 
would be any clamor. On one of the roads, one 


‘hundred and forty miles in length, there were not 
‘forty miles of public lands. 


The lands were thin 
and poor, and were valuable chiefly on account of 
timber. The Government gave away nothing, and 


` might get much in the end. But, if it got nothing, 


the wealth of a country consisted in productive in- 
dustry, and the bill would turn a barren waste into 
a settled and happy region. The opposite policy 
was that of a narrow-minded miser. As to its 


' being a new system, the gentleman made no such 


cry when Ohio got a million and a half of the pub- 
lic lands; but now that she was full and prosperous, 
all grants to others were ruinous novelties. Mr. T. 
dwelt on the benefits of completing a grand line of 
road from one extremity of the Union to the other, 
and the obligation to carry the United States mail. 

Mr. GAYLE obtained the floor, and was about 
to address the House, bat waived his right to speak, 
and demanded the previous question, which was 
seconded; and, under its gperation, the motion to 
reconsider was agreed to. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved an 
amendment restricting the location of the lands. 
Mr. R. demanded the previous question; which 


was seconded. 
Mr. DICKEY moved to lay the bill on the table. 


On this motion the yeas and nays were demand- . 


ed; and, being taken, stood as follows: Yeas 102, 
nays 79. ` 

r. HAMMONS moved to reconsider this vote, 
and moved to lay that motion on the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, it was resolved 
that the House do insist upon its disagreement to 
certain of the amendments of the Senate to the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill; and it was also 
ordered that a committee of conference on the part 
of the House be appointed to confer with a similar 
committee on the Senate’s part on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on said amendments. 

Messrs. Vinton, McKay, and Hopson were 
appointed said committee. 

Mr. VINTON, from the Cemmittee of Ways 
and Means, to whom were referred the Senate’s 
amendments to the bill making appropriations tor 
the support of the army for the year ending June 
30, 1849, reported the same back to the House. 
They were, together with the bill, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

On motion‘of Mr. HUNT, the House pro- 
ceeded to consider the business on the Speaker’s 
table. l 


The SPEAKER then laid before the House a’ 


communication from Alexandre Vattemare, tender- 
ing to the members of the House of Representa- 
tives his grateful acknowledgments for the very 
liberal.manner in which he has been welcomed by 
them as the humble exponent and advocate of the 
system of international exchanges. Laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, it was 
resolved that the House do insist upon its amend- 
ment to the Senate bill giving effect to certain treaty 
stipulations between this and foreign governments 
for the apprehension and delivering up of certain 
offenders, and also that a committee of conference 
be appointed to meet a similar committee on the 

art of the Senate on the disagreement of the two 
ouses on said bill. 

Messrs. INGERsoLL, Lumpkin, and TAYLOR, 
were appointed said committee. 


OREGON BILL. l 

The House proceeded to the consideration of 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the 
House to establish the Territorial Government of 
Oregon. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, moved that the House 
do not concur in the amendments of the Senate, 
and on that motion demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 7 À 

Mr. KAUFMAN inquired of the Speaker if a 
division could be had so as to vote on the amend- 
ments separately ? 

The SPEAKER replied, that after the previous 
question had been seconded, the question would 
then come up on concurrence in the amendments 
separately, if a division was called by any mem- 


ber. 

The SPEAKER announced the question upon 
seconding the demand for the- previous question; 
and requested the House to come to order, and gen- 
tlemen to take their seats. 

Order having been partially restored— 

Mr. McLANE inquired of the Chair if it would 
be possible, at any subsequent stage of the pro- 
ceedings, if the previous question should be sus- 
tained, to propose an amendment to the amend- 
ment, and move a concurrence on the part of th 
House to the amendment thus amended? 

The SPEAKER replied that, under the rules, if 
the previous question was sustained, no amend- 
ment would be in order. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved a call of the 
House; which was agreed to.. aks 

The roll was called, and 197 members answered 
to their names. 

On motion of Mr. HILLIARD, further 
ceedings in the call were dispensed with. 

The question recurring on seconding the demand 
for the previous question— 

Mr. BIRDSALL said he wished to make an in- 


pro- 


quiry of the Chair. He desired to know.whether, 
if the previous question, which had been moved 
by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. C. B. Ssira,] 
be not sustained, it would be in-order to move to 
strike out the amendment proposed by the Senate 
in relation to the subject of slavery; and to insert, 
in lieu thereof, the provisions of the compromise 
bill lately received from the Senate and laid upon 
the table here? He said he desired to nfake that 
motion, if it would be in order, and hoped the pre- 
vious question would not be sustained if it would 
revent his doing so. 

The SPEAKER stated that he would decide the 
question when it arose. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered; being first on Mr. 
SmitH’s motion to non-concur in the Senate’s 
amendments. | 

A division being called for by various gentle- 
men— . 

The question was announced on non-concurring 


in the first amendment, which makes it the duty of _ 


the Governor of.the Territory to transmit to each 
House of Congress copies of any bills he may 
veto, with his reasons therefor, immediately after 
such session of the Territorial Legislature. 

Mr. WHITE asked the yeas and nays, which 
were:ordered. l 

Mr. RICHARDSON asked to be excused from 
voting, and wished tẹ state his reasons therefor. 

The SPEAKER stated that it was not in order 
for the gentleman to -state his reasons, though he 
might ask to be excused.. 

Mr. RICHARDSON stated as the reason, that 
he had paired off with a gentleman who was ab- 
sent. a 
The question being put, Mr. R. was excused. 

Mr. STEPHENS suggested to Mr. Suita that 
he withdraw his motion to non-concur, so that the 
question would come up directly on concurrence. 

Mr. SMITH yielded to the suggestion, and 
withdrew his motion. | 

The question was then taken on concurring in 
the Senate’s first amendment, (stated above,) and 
decided in the negative: Yeas 92, nays 106. 

So the House refused to concur in the first 
amendment. 

The second amendment next came up, which 
directly confers the veto powér on the Governor 
of the Territory, and provides that in such cases 
the bill shall not become a law unless approved by 
Congress. 

This amendment was non-concurred in without 
a division. 

The third amendment of the Senate inserts, after 
the enacting clause of the 14th section, the follow- 
ing: 

That the line of thirty-six degrees thirty minutes of north 
latitude, known as the Missouri compromise line, as defined 
by the eighth section of an act entitled ‘ An act to authorize 
the people of the Missouri Territory to form a constitution 
and State government, and for the admission of such State 
into the Union on an equal footing with the original States 
and to prohibit slavery in certain Territories,’ approved 
March 6th, 1820, be, and the same is hereby, declared to 
extend to the Pacific Ocean ; and the said eighth section, to- 
gether with the compromise therein effected, is hereby re- 
vived and declared to be in full force and binding for the 
future organization of the Territories of the United States, 
in the same sense and with the same understanding with 
which it was originally adopted, and. 


The vote on concurring in this amendment was 
taken by yeas and nays, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Barrow, 
Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Birdsall, Bocock, Botts, Bowdon, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Boydon, Brodhead, Charies Brown, Albert 
G. Brown, Buckner, Burt, Cabell, Chapman, Chase, Beverly 
L. Clarke, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R.W. Cobb, 
Cocke, Crozier, Daniel, Donnell, Garnett Duncan, Alexan- 
der Evans, Featherston, Flournoy, French, Fulton, Gayle, 
Goggin, Green, Willard P. Hali, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Harris, Haskell, Hill, Hilliard, Isaac E. Holmes, George S. 
Houston, Charles J. Ingersoll, Iverson, Andrew Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, John W. Jones, Kauf- 
man, Thomas Butler King, Ligon, Lumpkin, McDowell, 
McKay, MéLane, Meade, Morehead, Outlaw, Pendleton, 
Phelps, Pillsbury, Preston, Rhett, Roman, Shepperd, Stan- 
lee, Stephens, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Juhn B. 'Thomp- 
ton, Robert A. Thompson, Tompkins, Toombs, Venable, 
Wallace, and Woodward—82. 

NA YS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Bingham, Blanchard, 
Brady, Butler, Canby, Cathcart, Franklin Clark, Collamer, 
Collins, Conger, Cranston, Crowell, Vummins, Darlings 
Dickey, Dickinson, Dixon, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Dunn, 
Eckert, Edsall, Edwards, Embree, Nathan Evans, Faran, 
Farrelly, Ficklin, Fisher, Freedley, Fries, Gott, Gregory, 
Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, Hammons, James G. Hamp- 
ton, Moses Hampton, Henley, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, 
John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Iun- 
gersoll, Irvin,. Jenkins, Kellogg, Kennon, Daniel P. King, 
Wiliam T. Lawrence, Sidney Lawrence, Lincoln, Lord, 
Lynde, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, Mclivaine, Job 

ann, Horace Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Miller, Morris, Mal- 
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lin, Murpby, Nelson, Nes, Newell, Nicoll, Palfrey, Peaslee, 
Peck, Petrie, Pettit, Pollock, Putnam, Reynolds, Richey, 


Robinson, Rockhill, John A. Rockwell, Rose, Root, Ruinsey, 


St. John, Sawyer, Schenck, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, 
Smart, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Truman Smith, 
Starkweather, Andrew Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, Strohm, 
Strong, Tallmadge, Taylor, James ‘'hompson, Richard W. 
Toompson, William Thompson, Thurston, Tuck, Turner, 
Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, White, Wick, 
Williams, and Wilmot—121. 


Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, moved to reconsider 
this vete, and moved to lay that motion on the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

The- fourth amendment, which restricts the 
mileage of the delegate to the same amount now 
allowed to members travelling the greatest dis- 
tance, was read and disagreed to. 

The other amendment was read and agreed to, 
without a division. 

It was ordered that the Senate be informed of 
the action of the House on said amendments. 


HARBOR AND RIVER BILL. 

The bill making appropriations for the preserva- 
tion and repair of certain public works, and for the 
improvement of certain harbors and rivers, and for 
the survey of certain harbors, was read a third time. 
The question being onthe passage of the bill— 
Mr. H UNT moved the previous question; which 
was seconded, and, under the operation thereof, 
une bill was passed—yeas 118, nays 62—as. fol- 

ows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbett,- Ashmun, Bingham, Birdsall, 
Blanchard, Botts, Boydon,. Brady, Buckner, Canby, Cath- 
cart, Chapman, Clinginan, Cucke, Collamer, Collins, Con- 
ger, Cranston, Crowell, Crozier, Darling, Dickey, Dickinson, 

Jixon, Donnell, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Garnett Duncan, 
Dunn, Eckert, Edsall, Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Faran, Farrelly, Fisher, Freedley, Geggin, 
Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. 
Hampton, Moses Hampton, Haskell, Henley, Henry, Elias 
P. Holmes, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph R. Ingerzell, Irvin, Jenkins, Kellogg, Thomas Butler 
King, Daniel P. King, William T. Lawrence, Sidney Law- 
rence, Lincoln, Lynde, McClelland, Mecflvaine, Marsh, 
Marvin, Morehead, Morris, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Newell, 
Nicoll, Outlaw, Palfrey, Peck, Pendleton, Petrie, Pollock, 
Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, John A. Rockwell, Roman, 
Rose, Root, Rumeey, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, 
Silvester, Slingerlaud, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Tru- 
man Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, Andrew 
Stewart, Charles E. Stuart, Strohm, Tallmadge, Taylor, 
James Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, William Thomp- 
son, Thurston, Tuck, Turner, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, 
Wentworth, and White—118. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Beale, Bed- 
inger, Bocock, Boyd, Brodhead, Charles Brown, Burt, 
Chase, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clarke, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cummins, Daniel, Featherston, 
Ficklin, Flournoy, French, Fries, Fulton, Gayle, Green, 
Willard P. Hall, Hammons, Harris, Hill, Hilliard, George 
8. Houston, Iverson, Andrew Johnaon, George W. Jones, 
John W. Jones, Kennon, La Sére, Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, 
McClernand, McKay, McLane, Job Mann, Meade, Miller, 
Peaslee, Phelps, Robinson, Sawyer, Smart, Thomas, Jacob 
Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Wal- 


. lace, Wick, Wiley, Williams, Wilmot, and Woodward—62. 


Mr. HUNT moved to reconsider the vote; 
which motion was laid upon the table. l 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, it was ordered 
that the House take a recess this day from half 
past three o’clock to half past five o’clock, p. m. 

Mr. FULTON moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to move a resolution to limit the 
length of remarks by any member to ten minutes, 
for the residue of the session. 

On suspending the rules, the vote stood—yeas 
88, nays 70. 


Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 


motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. PUTNAM, from the Committee on Public 
Ldnds, reported bills for the relief of William 
Kingsbury, and for the relief of Elisha Hampton 
and others, of the State of Iowa. Read and com- 
mitted. 

COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


Mr. FARRELLY, by leave, from the Commit-. 
tee on Patents, to which was referred the petition 
of Thomas G. Clinton, an assistant examiner in 
the Patent Office, preferring charges against Ed- 
mund Burke, Commissioner of Patents, and the 
memorial of Edmund Barke, asking for an investi- 
gation of the charges preferred, made a report 
thereon, accompanied by the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the subject. 

The resolution was agreed to, and the report 
ordered to be printed. s 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. VINTON moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, on the army appropriation bill. 


r 


He stated that the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance in the Senate had been with him urging 
the necessity of coming to an agreement in the 
Committee of Conference on the numerous dis- 
agreements between the House on the general ap- 
propriation bill. 

he motion prevailed, and the House accord- 
ingly went into committee (Mr. Cuapman, of Ma- 
ryland, in the chair,) and took up the army bill. ` 

Mr. VINTON Muggested, that as the Senate had 
changed the second section of the bill, and with it 
the proposed number of the army, and as the 
residue of the bill depended on this, the committee 
should first take up the Senate’s amendment to the 
second section; if that should be agreed to, the 
other amendments would follow as of course; but, 
if not, they would fall with it. 

The Senate’s amendment to the second section 
was read, which provides that the number of men 


.of the companies:be fixed at sixty-four. 


Mr. BOTTS advocated a concurrence with the 
Senate’s amendment.. He reverted to the ground 
he had taken when the bill had been under discus- 
sion in committee, reminding the House that he 
had advocated the plan of fixing the general num- 
ber of the companies at sixty-four, with liberty to 
the President to increase those on distant service 
in the new Territories to one hundred by reducing 
the requisite number of companies nearer home to 
forty-two. The question then had been between 
an army with sixty-four men to a company, as 
preferred by the Military Committee, and an army 
with forty-two men to a company, as recommend- 
ed by the Committee of Ways and Means. The 
Military Committee were induced to their conclu- 
sion in part by the fact, that the Secretary of War 
stated that five thousand men would be needed for 
our new possessions on the Pacific. The House 
had preferred the plan of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and had sent the bill to the Senate 
with forty-two men to a company. It had there 
undergone an examination by the Military Com- 
mittee of the Senate, and they concurred with the 
opinion of the Military Committee of the House, 
that the companies should consist of sixty-four 
men, but those on distant service to contain one 
hundred; they differed, however, in not recom- 
mending, that to meet this increase of some com- 
panies to one hundred, others should be reduced 
to forty-two. This difference was not of great 
moment, ,The first question would then be, on 
concurring with this amendment of the Senate. 
Should this be agreed to, the sums and numbers 
in the other sections of the bill must be made to 
conform. 

Mr. TOOMBS said that the gentleman had not 
stated any reasons why the Military Committee 
of the Senate disagreed to the bill of the House. 

Mr. BOTTS referred Mr. Toomss to the fact he 
had mentioned, that the Secretary of War stated 
that five thousand men would be needed for the 
Territories alone. He also reminded Mr. T. of 
the arguments he had before advanced when the 
bill had been in committee in the House. 

Mr. TOOMBS then went into a review of the 
history of the reduction and increase which the 
army had undergone since 1838, and insfsted that the 
plan of a skeleton army, with the number of rank 
and file greatly. reduced, but the officers retained, 
had always received the approbation of the coun- 
try. , 

The increase of the companies to sixty-four men, 
and of a part of them to one hundred, was not a 
feature of the peace establishment, but an arrange- 
ment caused by the declaration of war against 
Mexico. That war was now over, and Mr. T. 
was for returning to the old peace establishment, 
with but forty-two men to a company. 

He argued that a less number of men was needed, 
since the power of concentrating them on any de- 
sired point had been so greatly increased. Orders 
were now communicated by lightning, and the men 
brought together by steam. He dwelt on the cost 
of this Government ina time of peace, which he 
estimated af thirty millions, more than any Gov- 
ernment on earth was worth. Extravagant public 
expenditure was the road to ruin, on which many 
Governments of the Old World had traveled to their 
destruction. If the amendment of the Senate should 
be adopted, the army would cost the country not 
less than ten millions; and some gentlemen favored 
a still larger increase, which would run it up to 
thirteen millions. The President’s recommenda- 
tion would double it, at a cost of twenty-five mil- 


lions, while all the while he was uttering homilies 
against standing armies. Mr. T. dwelt on the 


evils of Executive patronage, and contended that 
it ought to be cut down, and, as one means of doing 
this, he was for reducing the size of thearmy. He 
insisted that our frontier had not been much in- 
creased, and went over the same grounds he had 
formerly taken in committee (and which were re~ 
ported at the time) as to the impossibility of our 
needing five thousand men to guard what General 
Taylor had won with less than three thousand. 
He denied that any numerous force was needed to 
garrison the posts at home, or take care of the 
public property there; and then he advanced his 
ultra ground, as on a former occasion, that we 
needed no army, not a man. The people were 
all-sufficient for the defence of the country. He 
was willing to keep up a strong navy, but he be- 
lieved an army wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. McLANE replied. and expressed his utter 
disagreement from Mr. T.’s views. He supported 
the Senate’s amendment, as approved by those 
who were the fittest judges inthe case. As to the 
evils of patronage, reducing the privates in a com- 
pany from sixty-four to forty-two would not re- 
duce it at all; the captain and the three lieutenants 


-would all remain, whether their command were 


sixty-four or forty-two, rank and file. 

r. HUNT asked Mr. McL. where the money 
was to come frem to maintain so large a standing 
army as that gentleman seemed to approve? Was 
he willing to borrow money to ìncrease the army 
in time of peace ? 

Mr. IVERSON asked Mr. Hunt where he (Mr. 
H.) expected to get his half a million of dollars for 
works of internal Improvement? 

Mr. HUNT replied, from the ordinary and reg- - 
ular receipts of the treasury. 

Mr. BOTTS complained that he was placed in 
an embarrassing position. He stood here almost 
alone in sustaining the views of the Administra- 
tion as to the proper force of the army, against 
the opinion of his political friends, and without 
support from his political opponents. The argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] 
came too late, after we had, by an expensive war, 
obtained the new territory. It would have been 
better if the gentleman had brought it forward 
when we were setting out to get these new con- 
ee For himself, as was well known, Mr. B. 

etested the acquisition, and would be willing to 
give Mexico the fifteen millions stipulated in the 
treaty to take the whole of it back again. The 
increased expenditure for the army, of which the 
gentleman complained, had been caused wholly by 
this very thing, and really Mr. B. thought it some- 
what harsh that he had to stand here battling for 
the Democratic Administration, when its own 
friends would not. 

Mr. McLANE moved that the committee now 
rise; which motion prevailing, the committee rose 
accordingly; and in the House a resolution was 
adopted, on motion of Mr. Vinton, to stop further 
debate on the bill in five minutes after the House 
should have returned into committee. 

That five minutes was occupied by Mr. Mc- 
CLELLAND in defending himself against an 
anonymous attack which appeared in the Tribune 
at New York, charging him with having repeatedly 


‘refused -to vote on questions of internal improve- 


ment, with a view to defeat those measures by the 
want of a quorum voting. Mr. McC. utterly de- 
nied the truth of the accusation, and appealed to 
gentlemen on the Whig side of the House to say 
whether he had not voted on every such ques- 
tion. ` 

Mr. GRINNELL, Mr. HUNT, and Mr. 
TOOMBS, all bore witness to the entire falsehood 
of the charge. The time limited by resolution 
having expired, the committee proceeded to vote. 

The question being put on the Senate’s amend- 
ment to strike out the second section of the House 
bill, and substitute another, fixing the army at 
sixty-four men to a company, &c., it was decided 
in the negative. So the committee refused to con- 
cur in the Senate’s amendment, and voted to keep 
the army at forty-two men to a company, as in 
their own bill. 

The next question was on the Senate’s amend- 
ment allowing certain arrears due to Colonel De 
Russy, of the Topographical Engineers. Ih this 
the committee concurred. 

The next of the Senate’s amendments appro- 
priating $200,000 for expenses of military opera- 
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tions in California, and the pay òf men and officers 
engaged in it, including all claims for horses lost, 
&c., being read—  - : 

Mr. BURT obtained leave, by unanimous con- 
sent, to offer an amendment by way of substitute, 
proposing a board of commissioners to liquidate 
the California claims, and report them to the War 
Department. 

fter“the amendment had been read, Mr. B. 
asked leave to offer in support of it a few remarks; 
but they were objected to. ` 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to amend the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Burr by striking out the word 
“ officers,’’ (to constitute the board of commis- 
sioners,) and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
“s three disinterested persons;’’ but this amendment 
to the amendment was rejected, as was Mr. Burr’s, 
and the committee also refused to concur in the 
Senate’s amendment. 

The question then occurred on the Senate’s 
amendment providing that men honorably dis- 
charged in Mexico should be considered in law as 
having served out their term of service, and re- 
warded accordingly. In this also the committee 
concurred. 

Inthe amendment allowing $657 to Captain Cald- 
` well they also concurred. 

The next amendment proposed certain alterations 
in the marine corps, placing it on the same footing 
as in 1847, but with a limitation that it should not 
exceed 1,500 privates. In this the committee re- 
fused to concur. i 
~ ‘The other particulats of the bill which the Sen- 
ate proposed to alter, so as to conform to an in- 
creased amount of force, were disagreed to. 

The amendment allowing forage to professors at 
West Point according to their respective assimila- 
ted rank, was rejected. = 

The Senate’s amendment providing for arrear- 
ages A surveys west of Mississippi, was also re- 
jected. 

: The amendments having been gone through 
with, the committee rose and reported them to the 
‘House. 

In the House, Mr. VINTON moved the pre- 
vious question, which was seconded, put, and car- 
ried; and the question recurring on concurring 
with the Committee of the Whole in their report 
on the respective amendments agreed to and re- 
jected, they were all concurred in. 

The bill was then returned to the Senate. 


BILLS PASSED. 

_ On motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, the House 
proceeded to consider the business on the Speaker’s 
table; when Senate bills in relation to the terms of 
the circuit and district courts of the United States. 
for the district of New Jersey, and for the relief 
of Gustavus Dorr, were severally read three times, 
passed, and returned to the Senate. 

Senate bills for the relief of George Senter, and 
to authorize the sale of reserved lands, and for 
other purposes, were severally read a first and sec- 
ond time, and committed. 


MEXICAN BOUNDARY. 

Senate bill to provide for carrying into effect the 
Sth article of the treaty between the United States 
and the Mexican Republic, for establishing the 
boundary line between them, was read a first and 
second time, when— . 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved an amendment 
to add all except the first section of the bill reported 

Mr. Benton, in the Senate, July 8, 1848, pro- 
viding for the appointment of a boaad of three com- 
missioners to adjudicate certain claims of Ameri- 
can citizens against Mexico, and for the payment 
of the same. 

Mr. BOWLIN made the point of order that the 
amendment was wholly irrelevant to the bill, and 
not in order. - 

Mr. ASHMUN called for the reading of the 
` amendment to which this was an amendment. 

The SPEAKER, after some examination, said 
the bill as it came from the Senate was merely a 
bill for running the boundary line, and provided 
- for the appointment of commissioners for that 
' purpose. The Chair was of opinion that an 
amendment for the adjudicating of claims was not 

in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

On this motion the yeas and nays were asked 
and ordered, and being taken, resulted—yeas 78, 
nays 72. 


So the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


The SPEAKER stated that the above bill, which 
had passed to-day, was engrossed and ready to be 
sent to the Senate; but as doubts might exist in 
the minds of gentlemen as to whether it was not 
already within the last three days of the session, 
during which one of the joint fules prohibited the 
sending of bills from one House to the other, the 
Chair had thought proper to submit the question 
to the House. He referred to a decision of the 
Chair upon a question of the suspension of the 
rules a few days since that Sunday was not a legis- 
lative day, but said that the Clerk had learned from 
the experienced Secretary of the Senate that it had 
been the uniform practice of that body to count 
Sunday in cases like this. He would therefore 
order the bill to be sent to the Senate, unless ob- 
jections were made. 

Mr. HOLMES, of Seuth Carolina, to avoid all 
difficulty, would move to suspend the rules for the 
purpose, and to send a message to the Senate ask- 
ing a concurrence in the suspension. 

he SPEAKER suggested that there would be 
difficulty in asking a suspension from the Senate; 
that this rule was not in force there, the uniform 
practice of that body having been to count Sun- 
day, so that when Congress adjourned on Monday 
bills could be interchanged until Saturday morn- 


ing. 
Mr. McCLELLAND inquired if a two-thirds 
vote was necessary to suspend a joint rule? 


The SPEAKE 


e 


replied that, under the prece- 


dents, a majority vote was sufficient. 


He also stated that, if there were no objections, 
he would authorize the bill to be taken to the Sen- 


ate. l 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected, and, after 
some conversation, the een was propounded 
upon authorizing the bill to be sent to the Senate, 
and, being agreed to, the bill was sent accord- 


ingly. 
CLINTON AND KALAMAZOO CANAL. 


Senate bill to apply certain alternate sections of 
the public domain towards the completion of the 
Clinton and Kalamazoo canal, in the State of 
Michigan, was read a first and second time. ,The 
question being on the third reading of the bill— 

Mr. BINGHAM*‘said this bill proposed to grant 
lands upon the Clinton. an alamazoo canal, 
which run from the mouth of the Clinton river, 
upon Lake St. Clair, to Lake Michigan. It was a 
State work, and had been completed for about thirty 
miles. Michigan was the only one of the new 
western States that had not received large grants 
of land from the General Government. The em- 
barrassments of the State had forced her to sus- 
pend operations in the completion of the canal, 
and this grant would enable her to go on and com- 
plete a great public work. 

Some conversation ensued between Messrs. 
McCLELLAND and others; when— 

Mr. BINGHAM moved the previous question. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON moved to lay the bill on 
the table. » 

The yeas and nays being ordered on the mo- 
tion, the vote stood: Yeas 78, nays 81. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, said he had voted 
for laying the bill on the table under a misappre- 
hension, supposing that he was voting for the pas- 
sage of the bill. He appealed to the courtesy of 
the House to allow him to change his vote, as it 
would not change the result. 

The SPEAKER said it could be done by com- 
mon consent. . 

Mr. HAMMONS rose and objected. 

To enable Mr. CoLtLamer to move an amend- 
ment— 

Mr. BINGHAM withdrew his demand for the 
previous question. a. 

Mr. COLLAMER then moved to add the fol- 
lowing as a new section to the bill: . 


That the grant specified in the act shall be construed and 
taken on this limitation, to wit: that no Jand shall be taken 
but one-half of six sections wide on each side of said canal, 
so far as now owned by the United States : and no land else- 
where shall be considered as hereby granted, nor shall any 
such be claimed or taken ; and also further, that none of said 
land shall be sold by said State but as folluws, to wit: so 
much as is selected for ten miles of canal may be taken and 
disposed of, and when said corresponding ten miles of canal 
are finished, then the sections for another ten miles, and so 
from time to time; norskall any title pass to any of said land 


to any one, unless by sales so made, and in no other man- : 
der: Provided, however, That the lands hereby granted shall 
not be sold at less than one dollar and twenty-five cents per 
acre.- 


Mr. COLLAMER renewed the demand for the 
previous question, which was seconded; and’, under 
the operation thereof, the amendment was agreed 
to, and the bill read a third time. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, 
the yeas and nays were ordered, and being taken, 
resulted as follows: Yeas 76, nays 75. 

Mr. GAYLE moved to reconsider thé vote on the 


passage of the bill, in order to enable him to move 


as an amendment, the bill proposing grants to the 
southern railroad. He wanted to know with what 
justice it was that gentlemen were now willing to 
vote for the northern work, when they bad to-day 
rejected a bill containing precisely the same pro- 
visions, but for a southern railroad ? 

Mr. WENTWORTH called upon the gentle- 
man to name any northern man who had voted 
for the present, and had not voted for the south- 
ern bill. He believed there was none. 

Mr. GAYLE expressed the belief that there 
were. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

After some conversation, in which the Cmar 
intimated that, under repeated decisions of the 
House, the proposed amendment, being on a dif- 
ferent subject, would not be in order even at the 
proper stage of the bill— 

oe GAYLE withdrew the motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. HILLIARD renewed it. i 

The: question on Mr. McC.etiannp’s motion 
to lay on the table was rejected: Yeas 71, nays 
80. a 

The question recurring on the motion to recon- 
sider, under the operation of the previous ques- 
tion, the yeag were 97, nays 67. 

After some debate, in which Messrs. STUART 
of Michigan, GAYLE, BOWDON, and others 
participated, the previous question was moved and 
seconded, and the main question ordered. 

Mr. BOYDON moved to lay the bill on the 
table; on which the vote by yeas and nays stood, 
yeas 81, nays 77. ` 

So the bill was laid on the table. ` 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved to recon- 
sider the vote to lay on the table, and moved to lay 
that motion on the table. 

Mr. STANTON moved to adjourn. Lost. 

The question recurred on the motion to lay on 
the table the motion to reconsider, and bheing put, 
it was agreed to. 

And then, at fifteen minutes before ten o’clock, 
the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, August 11, 1848. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid befure the Sen- 
ate a communication from B. Marshall, and other 
delegates of the Creek Indians, addressed to the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
relative to the investment by the United States of. 
certain moneys appropriated for their benefit; which 
was laid on the table. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, . 


Resolved, ‘That the petition of George Poindexter, ther 
with the report of the committee to whom it was referred, 
and all the documents accompanying it, be referred to the 
Secretary of War for his action thereon. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


By Mr. MASON, from the Committee of Claims: 
Referring the papers of the representatives of 
Robert Carter to the First, Second, and Third 
Auditors of the Treasury, to examine and report 
at the next session. 

By Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on 


Patents: An act to provide for applications for the 


renewal of patent-rights in certain cases, with an 
amendment. 

Mr. WESTCOTT asked to have the bill con- 
sidered at once, as it would enable the Commis- 
sioner to decide on all the cases except one. 

Mr. DAVIS opposed the taking up of the bill, 
as it must give rise.to discussion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of a 
bundle of petitions, which he sent to the-Chair, 
but did not name. 


1848. 
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RESOLUTIONS, 


_ Mr. FELCH submitted the following resolu- 
tions: 

Resolved, That there be allowed and paid out of the con- 
‘tingent fund of the Senate, under the direction of the com- 
mittee to audit and control the same, to each of the officers 
clerks, messengers, (excepting the acting postmasteys and 
mail carriers,) pages, and laborers, in the service of the Sen- 
ate, the same amounts respectively that were paid them 

under a resolution of the Senate at the last long session. 

Resolved, That there be allowed and paid, in like manner, 
to the librarian, assistant librarian, and messenger of the 
Congressional Library, and to the-clerks of the committees 
of the Senate, each, the same amounts as were last allowed 
them by resolution of the Senate. 

Resolved, That there be allowed and paid, as above, to the 
acting postmaster and each of the mail carriers of the Senate 
the sum of $350, and to each of the boys assisting the mail 
carriers $100, to the western gate-keeper $100, ànd to Syl- 
vester Gray and Lloyd Wallace, each, the suin of $50. 

Mr. TURNEY moved to amend the resolution 
by inserting, ‘‘to each of the Capitol police $200, 
or so much thereof as with any allowance made 
yh House of Representatives, will amount to 

23) 
The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the resolution, and agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. DOWNS, 
_ Resolved, That there he allowed and paid to James Mor- 
ton Noah Hanson the same daily pay as has heen paid to the 


other messengers of the Senate, commencing with the pres- 
ent session. 


On motion. of Mr. WESTCOTT, 


Resolved, That there be allowed and paid to Messrs. Wright 


and Ramsay $109 each, tor services rendered the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate at this session, to be paid out of 
- the contingent fund of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the amendments of the House 
to the civil and diplomatic bill. The Senate then 
insisted on its amendments, and disagreed to those 
of the House; and a Committee of Conference was 
appointed. 


REPORTING AND PRINTING. 


Mr. BADGER moved to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the resolution relating to the printing of 
the debates in Congress. The resolution was read, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That, in order to secure a more full, impartial, 
“and prompt publication of the proceedings and debates of the 
Senate, the Secretary of the Senate be and he is hereby au- 
. thorized and directed to enter into a contract, to take effect 

from this day, with the proprietors of each of the daily pa- 
pers in this city, the National Intelligencer-and the Union, 
and to continue until otherwise ordered bythe Senate, for 
the daily publication, in each paper, of all the debates and 
procer ainge of the Senate, and for the early subsequent pub- 
lication of such speeches as members may choose more 
carefully to revise and write out at full length, for which the 
Secretary is authorized to make weekly payment at the rate 
of seven dollars and fifty cents for acolumn of brevier type: 
Provided, That the proceedings and current debates be trans- 
ferred to the country edition of said papers, and one copy of 
the daily edition of each paper shal! be furnished to each 
menıber during the session without additional charge. 

Mr. BADGER moved so to amend the resolu- 
tion, as to make it take effect from the commence- 

ment of the next session. 

Mr. BENTON was surprised that an amend- 
ment should be offered after so much delay. Some 
days had elapsed, and it had now become too late 
in the session for discussion of amendments. He 
had looked over the official report, and had not 
seen any correct report of anything he had said for 
the last three months. What little he did say, he 
desired to have correctly presented to the world. 
The resolution having received the consideration 
of a committee, was submitted in a form which 
would insure the publication of the speeches of the 
session which remain unreported. He referred 
to the manner in which the contract had been ful- 
filled. Each member received nineteen copies of 
his own speech, and no one ever read the speech 
of another, unless he made an attack onit. He 
stated the plan now proposed, which embraced 
two parts—the running debate every morning, and 
secondly, the revised speeches in a book form. 
The Senator has the advantage of the running de- 
bates, to revise and correct them for the perma- 
nent volume; and these running debates would be 

' circulated instantaneously throughout the country. 
The expenditures had been looked into, and the 
difference was astonishing between the present 

lan and that proposed. Wh itè members are sleep- 
ing, their speeches are flying to the thirty-two 
points of the compass; aye, to the thirty-two 
thousand points, if so many can be made. He re- 
ferred to the various items of expense to which 
the publishers would be subjected, all of which are 
to be given in. The proprietors of the daily press 


have behaved generously, and ought to be sus- 
Each. 


tained. We cannot go along as we are. 
House is bound to take care of its own debates. 
It is our business to send abroad accurate reports 
of the speeches delivered here. He found that this 
amendment was connected with some unseen mo- 
tive, and he hoped it would be withdrawn. We 
have alréady paid $14,500 for the suppression of 
our debates during this session; and he maintained 
that the cost under the new plan would nat exceed 
one-half now paid for reporting, printing, and bury- 
ing our speeches. He referred to an estimate of 
the actual cost of the official reports at this ses- 
sion, at $1,000 per month, to show that the Senate 
paid too much for them. He stated, that after pay- 
ing $14,500 for the reports of the session, the re- 
porter said he had lost $6,000, and he presumed 
that a claim would be made hereafter. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, expressed him- 
self favorable to the resolution as reported. ‘He 
thought the amendment was injudicious. As to 
the official reports, he was satisfied that they had 
not answered the purpose proposed, not from any 
fault of the reporter, but owing to the inadequacy 
of the compensation. The contract was for the 
whole Congress: $12,000 for the long session, and 
$6,000 for the short one. The additional $2,500 
was for three hundred afd fifty copies of the re- 

orts, to be given to the members of the House. 

e was anxious to do no injustice to the reporter, 
who calculated on greater profit from the short 
session than he had obtained through the long one. 
He presumed it was not intended to do any injus- 
tice. 

Mr. BENTON adverted to the struggle which 
he had made at the close of the last session against 
this contract which was suddenly sprung on the 
Senate. He had shown the impossibility of report- 
ing speeches fully for publication the following 
morning. He was solitary and alone in this 
struggle. 

Mr. NILES complained that the Senator should 
have said he was solitary and alone in this strug- 
gle, and had quite forgotten him (Mr. N.) who 
stood by his side. 

Mr. BENTON replied inaudibly. 

Mr. HALE vindicated the official reporter against 
the charge of utter failure. The failure was owing 
to the inadequacy of the compensation. He was 
in the habit of reading the reports of other speeches 
than his own. . 

Mr. BENTON. For the 
That was the exception. 

Mr. HALE. I have read- those of the Senator 
from Missouri for information. - 

Mr. BENTON. I wish the Senator was better 
employed. 

‘Mr. BADGER was compelled to acknowledge 
that the judgment of fhe Senator from Missouri 
relative to this plan of reporting had been verified 
by the result. But the failure was not attributable 
to the reporter, but ta the insufficiency of the 
means at his disposal. So far as accurateness, 
politeness of demeanor, and a courteous disposition 
to accommodate Senators are concerned, the re- 
poe had been all that could be desired; and he 

oped no imputation would rest on him. He 
would now withdraw his amendment. ` 

Mr. FOOTE concurred in what had been so 
gracefully and forcibly expressed by the Senator 
from North Carolina in favor of the reporter. He 
had been in the habit of association with that gen- 
tleman by night and day, and he could not consent 
that he should be discharged from the service of 
the Senate, impoverished by his labors, which had 
been so arduousas to have frequently broken down 
his health. One of the reasons of the delay in the 
publication of the reparts was the chariness felt by 
Senators as to their reputation, which induced them 
to revise their speeches before they permitted them 
to be sent out to the world. ` . 

Mr. BENTON admitted the impossibility of 
any accuracy of report, when Senators could not 
understand each other. 


purpose of attack. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to amend - 


the resolution, by inserting a provision, that a 
compensation of $2,500 be granted to the reporter, 
as a compensation, on the relinquishment of his 
contract; which was agreed to. 

Mr. KING remarked on the difficulties which 
stood in the way of correct reporting. He believed 
that no system could be adopted which would give 
universal satisfaction. There would be complaints 
before the expiration ofa single year. He thought 


we had better return to the old system, by which 
ranne reports were circulated through the coun- 
try, and if they sometimes did injustice, they were, 
on the whole, not materially wrong. He would 
move to strike out the part of the resolution which 
provides for the publication of. written revised 
speeches. There should be sworn reporters. 

Mr. BENTON reminded the Senator from Ala- 
bama, that this new plan would be under the daily 
control of the Senate. As to the revision of speech- 
es, it was a practice of long standing. These 
speeches were published in the districts to which 
the gentlemen belonged; and, if they were of pub- 
lic importance, they found their way into other 
papers. As to the writing out of speeches, he 
wished he could have the opportunity to write out 
all his speechés—to revise, chastise, punish them. 
The true as well as the customary mode of re- 
porting was not literal, but historical—using the 
third person, not the first. He was against swear- 
ing. How could reporters be sworn to report 
correct speeches, when Senators themselves could 
not hear each other? 

Mr. KING explained, that a suggestion was 
formerly made to change the usual mode of re- 
porting, and toemploy sworn reporters. He stated 
what was the practice in the British Parliament, 
where. reporters succeeded each other, and sent 
their reports to the printing office as. the speaking 
was going on. No reporter can take down every 
word, even when the Senate is in order; when it is 
not inorder—and he regretted thatit was now more’ 
disorderly than he had ever known it to be—it was 
impossible tg come near it. He hoped the clause 
to which he had objected would be stricken out, 
and then he would not make any strenuous objec- 
tion to the resolution. 

Mr. HANNEGAN testified in favor of the tal- 
ents and politeness of the reporter, while he was 
in favor of the resolution as it had been amended. 

Mr. ALLEN said, that a correct system of re- 
porting was very desirable, and he knew no/better 
plan than had been suggested by the committee. 
He desired to amend, by introducing a provision 
that the Journal of the Senate should be published 
at the end of every week, which would give the 
debates, the yeas and nays, and proceedings on all 
great private claims. Two reporters are not suffi- 
cient to give reports of all that is said here. If you 
take enough of them, you may have every word 
reported. In England, no reporter takes more than 
twenty minutes, when he goes out and corrects 
his report while it is fresh in his mind, and hands 
it to the printer, while another reporter takes his 
place. No reporter can report more than twenty 
minutes. He believed that in this Senate there 
was a more correct delivery than in the British 
House of Lords. 

Mr. BENTON hoped the Senator would add to 
his proposition a provision striking out all the rest 
of the resolution. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Kina was neg- 
atived. 

Mr. ALLEN’s amendment was negatived. 

Mr. WESTCOTT was, he said, against the 
resolution, and would call for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken, the resolution was 
adopted: Yeas 37, nays 9, as follows: 

YEAS—Mesasrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, 
Benton, Berrien, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Cameron, Clarke, 
Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, 
Downs, Felch, Fitzgerald, Foote, Greene, Hamlin, Houston, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Ma- 
son, Metcalfe, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Spruance, Un- 
derwood, Upham, and Yulee—37. 

NAYS—Meserz, Borland, Breese, Davis of Mississippi, 


Hunter, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Walker, and 
Westcott—9. - 


MAIL POST ROUTES. 


On motion of Mr. NILES, the Senate then pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the House bill to es- 
tablish certain post routes, the amendment pend- 
ing being that of Mr. Nixes, in the following words: 


Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That, from and after 
the first day of October next, the postage on newspapers 
and other printed matter shalt be as follows: all newspapers, 
pamphlets, mngazines, and books, whether periodicals or 
not, not exceeding one vunce in weight, shall be charged 
with one cent postage, and a like sum for every additional 
ounce, or fractional part thereof, amounting to a half ounce : 
Provided, That newspapers, not exceeding one ounce in 
weight, and not sent over fifty miles from the office of pub- 
lication, shall be charged’ with one-half cent postage; and on 
all newspapers not sent from the office of publication the 

ostage must be prepaid one cent: And providel further, 
hat nothing herein contained shall take away the right ot 
publishers to receive newspapers in exchange free of postage; 
and the like privilege of exchange shall be extended to other 
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periodicals the same ds to newspapers: And provided, That 
newspapers not exceeding five hundred square inches, and 
vent in bundles weighing four ounces or more, and directed 
to one person only, shali be charged with postage at the rate 
of one cent per ounce, And the satne franking privilege 
enjoyed hy members of Congress shall be extended to the 
Heads of Departasents and the Attorney General. 


Mr. DICKINSON moved to add the following 


- proviso, to come in after the word prepaid:” 


Provided, That all newspapers which are published 
weekly may be sent any distance within fifty miles, or 
throughout the county where printed, free of postage. 


_ Mr. DICKINSON asked the yeas and nays on 
the amendment, which provides tha\ newspapers 


- shall be transported free within thirty miles. 


Mr. BORLAND restated his objections to the 
amendment, because it would not benefit the 
sparsely peopled districts of the West. 

Mr. DICKINSON replied that were we to legis- 
late from this time till doomsday, it would. be im- 
possible to put the West on the same footing of 
convenience with the large cities and densely peo- 
pled regions. 

‘Mr. CAMERON advocated the amendment as 
beneficial to the publishers-of the small country 
papers. — i 

r. DAVIS, of Mississippi, was against the 
amendment, if it diminished the compensation to 
postmasters. 

Mr. DICKINSON said its effect in reference to 
the compensation would be very trifling. 

Messrs. JOHNSON, DOWNS, FOOTE, 
NILES, and DICKINSON, made some brief re- 
marks, when Mr. DICKINSON modified his 
amendment so as to read “fifty miles.” 


The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
decided in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Borland, Bright, Cam- 
eron, Clarke, Corwin, Dickinson, Dodge, Downs, Felch, 
Foote, Greene, Hale, Houston, Johnson of Maryland, John- 
eon of Louisiana, King, Mason, Miller, Phelps, Spruance, 
Turney, Upham, and Walker—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Calhoun, Davis of Mississippi, 
Hamlin, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mangum, Metcalfe, 
Niles, Pearce, Sebastian, Underwood, Westcott, and Yulee 


Mr. WESTCOTT moved to strike out and in- 
sert, that newspapers published weekly shall be 
transmitted free of postage through the State in 
which they are published. 

The motion being declared out of order— 

Mr. HALE moved to recunsider the vote by 
which the amendment of the Senator from New 
York had been agreed to, but the motion was with- 
drawn. `. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment as amended, and the result was as follows: 

YEAS—Messers. Allen, Atherton, Baldwin, Bright, Cam- 
eron, Clarke, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Douglas, 
Downs, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Houston, Johnson of 
Maryland, Miller, Niles, Phelps, Spruańce, Sturgeon, Up- 
ham, and Walker—24. 

N À YS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Berrien, Borland, Brad- 
bury, Butler, Calhoun, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, 


- Davis of Mississippi, Hamlin, Johnson of Louisiana, Jobn- 


son of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Metcalfe, 
a Sebastian, Turney, Underwood, Westcott, and Yu- 
e ° p e 


Mr. DICKINSON then moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment was lost; and after 
some remarks— , 

Mr. HALE moved to lay, the motion to recon- 
sider on the table; and the yeas and nays having 
been demanded, the-vote stood for laying the mo- 
tion on the table as follows: 

YCAS—Messrs. Badger, Berrien, Borland, Bradbury, 


` Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Mississippi, Dodge, Hale, Hanne- 


n, Houston, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, 

ing, ens Spruance, Underwood, Walker, and West- 
cou— ° b 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Baldwin, Breese, 
Bright, Calhoun, Cameron, Dickinson, Dix, Downs, John- 
son of Louisiana, Lewis, Niles, Pearce, Turney, and Yulee 


—16. 


Mr. WESTCOTT then renewed the clause just 
rejected with the following proviso: l 

Provided, That ajl newspapers published weekly shall not 
be charzed pustage within the State in which the same are 
published. = 

Mr. HAMLIN opposed the motion as imposing 
an unequal tax on the press. 

Mr. WESTCOTT vindicated his motion, on the 
groune that papers which were taken within the 

(até are taken for the business information. 

Mr. CAMERON was opposed to the amend- 
ment, because it took in the weekly papers pub- 
ao in the cities, which are made up from the 

aily. - 

Mr. UNDERWOOD asked for the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered; and after a few words 
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from Mr. WESTCOTT and Mr. NILES, the 
question was taken and decided as follows: 
YEAS—Mesers. Allen, Badger, Benton, Berrien, Borland, 
Breese, Corwin, Dodge, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Fitzgerald, 
Hale, Houston, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, 
Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, : Sebastian, Spruance, Turney, 
Underwood, Upham, Webster, and Westcott—25. 


NAYS—Messrs. .Atchison, Baldwin, Bell, Bradbury,. 


Bright, Butler, Cameron, Davis of Massachusets, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dickinson, Dix, Hamlin, Hunter, King, Mason, 
Miller, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, and Spurgeon—20. 

An amendment was offered by Mr. YULEE, 
the effect of which was to take away the discre- 
tionary power from the Postmaster General, and 
after some considerable debate, in which Messrs. 
YULEE, BRIGHT, NILES, and others, partici- 
pated, the question was taken and decided in the 
negative. 

r. NILES then moved to amend the bill by 
inserting the following: 

And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
be, anid hereby is, authorized to advance tothe Ocean Steam 
Navigation Company a sum not exceeding $25,000 per 
month, to enable the company to complete the steamship 
Franklin, now building by said company, and to take secu- 
rity on said ship for the money so advanced, in such way as 
he may deem correct and safe for the United States, and 
said imouey to be reimbursed from the payments to which 
said company may be entitled for earrying the mail to South- 
ampton and Bremen, according to their contract: Provided, 
That the whole sum advanged shall not exceed $150,000: 
And provided, further, That said company shall complete 
said steamer within nine months, and shall aiso make an 
arrangement with the owners of the steamship United States 
to form a line with the Franklin to Havre, in France, and 
the company to run only two ships to Bremen. 

: This led to some considerable debate, in which 
Messrs. DICKINSON, DIX, BRADBURY, AL- 
LEN, NILES, and others, participated; when the 
question was taken by yeas and nays, and decided 
in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bradbury, Davis of 
Massachusetts, Dayton, Dix, Downs, Foote, Hale, Hamlin, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Miller, Niles, 
Pearce, and Sturgeon—16. - 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Berrien, Bor- 
land, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Cameron, Clarke, Corwin, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dickifson, Dod e, Felch, Fitzgerald, 
Hannegan, Houston, Hunter, King, Lewis, Mason, Met- 
caife, Phelps, Sebastian, Spruance, Turney, Underwood, 
Walker, and Westcott—30. 

Mr. BORLAND moved an amendment, autho- 
rizing the Postmaster General to make a contract 
fora mail steamer down the Mississippi; which 
was negatived. i , 

Mr. REARCE moved to amend the bill, by in- 
serting a provision to pay J. B. Sullivan a claim 
for work done for the Post Office Department; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. PEARCE moved an amendment for the 
payment of J. L. Graham, late postmaster of New 

ork, for expenses ‘incurred by him; which was 
agreed to. i , 

Mr. YULEE moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting a clause rendering it imperative on the 
Postmaster General to let the different post routes 
in this bill, and those heretofore ordered by differ- 
ent acts, at the next letting after the passage of this 
act. Heretofore he.has exercised a discretion on 
this subject, denying the right of Congress to take 
it from him, as to the propriety of establishing the 
routes specified in the legislative acts. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The Senate then took a recess until six o’clock. 

EVENING SESSION. 

Mr. HALE moved to take up the bill to regu- 
late appeals from. the trial of-issues in the District 
of Columbia; the e of which was, he said, 
absolutely necessary to enable the people of this 
District to obtain justice. _ 

Mr. BADGER thought it better, he said, to 
leave the matter as it was. 

Mr. BUTLER advocated the motion to take up 
the bill. When issues were sent down from the 
chancery and orphans’ courts, the decision of the 


circuit court was final. There was no appeal. He` 


was not anxious about the matter. =~ 

Mr. MASON asked if the motion was not to 
take up the bill? i 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. said that was the 
motion; and that there was a bill now before the 
Senate, to wit: the bill to establish certain post 
routes. l 

The bill tọ establish certain. post routes was then 
taken up; and it was, on motion,. without any 
action, laid on the table for the present. 


MEXICAN CLAIMS. 
On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate took 
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up, as in Committee of the Whole, the bill to carry. 
into effect certain stipulations of the treaty between 
the United States of America and the Republic of 
Mexico of the 2d day of February, 1848. 

Mr. BENTON moved to strike out the first sec- 
tion, which was in these words: 

Be it enacted, §c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized, upon the presentation of the 
certificates issued to citizens of the United States for the 
sums awarded against the Republic of Mexico, under the 
act of September 1, 1841, entitled ‘ An act in addition to an 
act entitled £ An act to carry into effect a convention between 
the United States and the Mexican Republic,’”? and under 
the act to which the same was an addition, to ascertain the 

‘amount due on said certificates respectively, and to pay the 
amount so ascertained to be due to the parties legally enti- 
tied to receive the same, upon the surrender of said certifi- 
cates to the ‘Treasury Department. 

Mr. B. said this was perfectly unnecessary, 
provision having been made by another bill. 

After some conversation between Mr. BEN- 
TON, Mr. JOHNSON of Maryland, and others, 


the motion to strike out was agreed to. 


The second section was next read as follows: 


Sec. 2. And b? it further enacted, That all claims of citi- 
zens of the United States against the Republic of Mexico, 
which were considered by the board of commissioners ap- 
pointed under the convention of llth April, 1839, and re- 
ferred to the umpire, and which were not decided by him, but 
returned to the said board by the said umpire on the 25th 
February, 1842, shall be considered as adjudicated, and the 
sums awarded in favor of said claimants respectively, and 
reported to said umpire, together with interest on the same, 
as provided by said convention of llth April, 1839, to be 
paid upon the final awards of said board, shall be paid to 
said claimants, or their legal representatives, respectively. 


Mr. BENTON moved to amend this section, by 
adding thereto a proviso, as follows: 


Provided, That this section shall be construed to provide 
for the payment only of such awards or parts of awards, 
“without interest, as were concurred in by both American 
Commissioners on the part of the United States: And pro- 
vided further, That the payments provided for hy this section 
shall be made out of any money in the treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, bearing interest at six per cent. per an- 
num, as the President may direct. 


Mr. B. said he desired to make the provision so 
plain that it could not be misunderstood. He en- 
tered into an explanation of the mode of proceed- 
ing by the commission, and the reason why the 
sum of $928,000, which was adjudicated by the 
commissioners, was not paid. He said this pro- 
vision would cause the claimants to be paid whose 
claims had been adjudicated by the commissioners, 
and he argued that they should not again be re- 
quired to go before another board to establish 
their claims. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, concurred with 
the honorable Senator from Missouri, that it would 
be exceedingly unjust to compel these claimants 
to go before another board and reproduce their 
proofs, particularly since very many of the proofs 
on which the pending claims were adjudicated had 
been taken away by the Mexican commissioners. 
He also wished to inquire whether this amount 
was to be paid out of the three and a quarter mil- 
lions, or out of the treasury of the United States? 
He understood that it was proposed to be paid out 
of the treasury, and not to be a reduction of the 
three and a quarter millions. 

Mr. BENTON replied that it was so. The 
proviso, as he had stated, was to prevent misun- 
derstanding. These amounts, by the provision, 
would be paid out of the treasury, leaving the 
three and a quarter millions for the payment of 
claimants to be hereafter decided upon. And if 
the amount of the claims should exceed the three 
and a quarter millions, the distribution must be a 
pro rata one. There would be no difficulty in this 
case. This was not a question between the United 
States and a foreign country requiring an umpire, 
but between the United States and her own citi- 
zens, and the proviso was constructed with great 
care for the purpose of giving a protection against 
any injustice to the claimant. | 

"Mr. BRADBURY reminded the Senate of the 
fact that the umpire, when he adjudicated other 
claims, made a reduction of 30 and 32 per cent.; 
and if these claims were to be paid with sucha 
reduction, an inequality would exist, and these 
claimants would be placed in a better position by 
30 or 32 per cent. than those on whose claims the 
umpire had acted.e He also -commented on the 
fact that interest was proposed to be paid on these 
claims, and added that he had hoped the three and 
a quarter millions would have covered the whole 
of the claims, 

Mr. BENTON entered into further explana- 
tions. The question in relation to interest was 
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one of amount merely. Owing to the delay which 
had taken place, claimants had been compelled to 
go into the money market, and raise means for 
their wants at exorbitant rates. He disclaimed 
any design on the part of the committee to do in- 
justice Yo any of the claimants. There were cases 
in which neither the board nor the umpire deducted 
-a single cent. Others were reduced a little; some 
were reduced one half, and othérs one-third; the 
average may have been a third. But there was no 
regular rule to go by. Some had one hundred per 
cent. taken off. He knew that in the claims now 
under discussion there would have been no deduc- 
tion atall. The bill, he thought, was about perfect 
as it stands. It had passed the revision of a com- 
mittee, and had received much consideration. As 
to the interest, it would be cruel to take it away 
from persons who could show their accounts, and 
prove that they had paid three times eight per cent. 
for money. 

Mr. KIN G contended that the interest ought not 
to be allowed. He entered into a detail of the cir- 
cumstances of the case, to show’the ground on 
which he rested this opinion. If he had known 
nothing of these claims, the argument of the Sen- 
ator fram Missouri would have been sufficient to 
satisfy him that it would be most unjust to allow 
this interest. The American commissioners had 
clearly endeavored to make the amount due to 
American citizens as large as possible, and this 
was the cause of the deduction by the umpire. 
There had been no final decision, or it could not 
have become necessary to introduce this bik. As 
far as the awards were made by our commission- 
ers, it would not look very well in us to refuse to 
pay them; but he saw no good reason for the pay- 
ment of interest. ‘The effect would be to deprive 
others of interest perhaps as justly due to them. 
He would not look behind the proceedings of our 
commiasion, although he might do so; but he 
should certainly oppose the payment of interest. 

Mr. BENTON said this-was a struggle for inter- 
est. He had heard of different beds—the bed of jus- 
tice was one; and there was another bed made by a 
person whose name would present itself to every 
Senator, which was exactly four feet ten inches 

. long; and to this everything stretched on it was to 
be curtailed. But this he deemed to be a worse 
scheme of reduction than that he had alluded to. 
Every claim, without regard to circumstances, was 
to be reduced to this four feet ten and a half inches, 
because the arbiter had deducted thirty-three per 


cent. 

Mr. BRADBURY was of opinion that we could 
not do better than adopt the rule of deduction 
established by the commissioners. What other 
rule had we for our guide? If we adopt the de- 
`- cision of the board in other respects, why;should 
we not do so in the case of the amount to be de- 
ducted? The arbiter was independent, and he had 
examined the cases, and had laid down the rule 
which had been referred to. If we take any other 
rule, we shall disregard the rule laid down by the 
arbiter. He thought we could not: have a more 
correct or more reasonable rule than that of the 
board, corrected by the arbiter. He was not pre- 

ared to state correctly to what class these claims 
belong. If the claims are reduced in the same 
‘ratio as the deduction of the arbiter, and give eight 
er cent. interest, the amount of the claims would 
between nine hundred thousand and a million 
dollars. If the claims were equal in justice to those 
passed on by the arbiter, there was no reason why 
the interest should be allowed. He did not desire 
to do any injustice to the claimants, and rather 
than send them back to another commission, he 
would be willing to give a larger amount. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to amend 
the proviso by adding: l 

And said claims in all other respects shall be placed 
upon the same.footing with the claims includedin the 13ih 


article of the treaty between the United States and Mexico, 
of the 2d of February, 1848. i 


Mr. CALHOUN called for the yeas and nays 
-on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
spt aioe [Mr. Jounson] to the amendment of 
Mr. Benton. . 

Mr. JOHNSON said he must vote against the 
amendment. It was based on the idea that these 
claims were to be placed on the same footing with 
-those submitted by the board. ‘The Senator from 
Alabama thought the claimants might consider 
themselves fortunate if they get their claims with- 
out interest. l 
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Mr. KING said he wished to be understood. 
He had said that the umpire had scaled down the 
claims, and it was to be inferred that they were 
too high, . . 

Mr. BENTON said the Senator from Alabama 
had used the word ‘‘scale” four times. Did he 
intend to say that to scale was te reduce? - 

Mr. KING. Yes. 

Mr. BENTON replied it was not so. A scale 
wasa long-tried instrument, which leveled off hor- 
izontally. The continental bills were scaled. 

Mr. JOHNSON resumed his remarks in favor 
of the claims and interest. He-argued that if the 
officers of the Government had decided the amount 
to be due, there could be no propriety in our de- 
ciding that they are not due. 

Mr. BADGER stated that the United States had, 
by treaty, discharged Mexico from all responsibil- 
ity, and we had assumed these claims to the amount 
of three and a quarter millions. He was opposed 
to the treaty, because he felt that we ought not to 


‘discharge another government from responsibility 


until we were prepared to pay these claims. He 
therefore desired to strike out the limitation of three 
and a quarter millions, because the total amount 
was unascertained. Between the claims which had 
been adjudicated, and such as had not been adju- 
dicated, he could not see the smallest distinctton. 
Should it turn out that the claims exceed in amount 
the three and a quarter milliona, was that to be 
regarded as a reason why we should not pay them? 
If the claims were to reach five millions, we were 
as much bound to pay them as if they fell within 
the three and a quarter millions. He did not ex- 
actly understand the amendment of his friend from- 
Maryland; but if it placed all on the same footing, 
he should not oppose it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD was not willing to pay all 
these claims. He read the thirteenth article of the 
treaty, which specified claims already liquidated 
and decided against the United States. Now, these 
were all the claims which were then due. The 
claims under the award of the arbiter, which were 
not’ decided, were not embraced in this article of 
the treaty. The correctness of this view being 
admitted, as it was, by his friend from Maryland, 
he went on to show that there was no reason why 
these claims should be now allowed. If it was 
intended to give away this $900,000 out of the treas- 
ury, it was then a manifest, open gift. * It did not, 
then, come within the claims chargeable on the 
three and a quarter millions. It was a sum in 
addition to the three and a quarter millions, and 
transcended by nearly-a million the sum we are 
bound to pay 4 compact; and it is thus so much 
thrown away. f is proposed to pay $900,000 now, 
and postpone the other claims fortwo years. It is 
said there are outstanding claims to the amount of 
six or six and a half millions: so that the three and 
a quarter millions will only pay fifty cents in the 
dollar; and no argument can. do away the injus- 
tice of paying a portion in full now, and a small 
portion of the residue at a future period. 

Mr. JOHNGON, of Maryland, said he took a 
different view. He thought we were bound to 
pay all debts justly due. He was ready to vote 
for the payment in full of all these claims, when- 
ever proof should be produced. . 

Mr. PHELPS said, we could not pay the whole 
of these debts in full. If we pay now a portion in 
full, we cannot pay in full those which will remain 
to be paid. If we assume that the $900,000 are to 
be deducted from the three and a quarter millions, 
and the rest must be a dividend, how can we pay 
the $900,000 until you ascertain what the pro rata 
dividend is? We cannot either pay these men out 
of the treasury, or leave them to take their pro rata. 
He saw no mode but to adopt the amendment of 
the Senator from Maryland, or to strike out from 
the bill the provision for payment of these claims. 


. Mr. UNDERWOOD again referred to the treaty 


to show that we are only bound to pay the claims 


to an amouht exceeding three.and a quarter mil- 


lions. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, was of opinion 
that we were bound to pay the whole of the claims, 
without regard to the limitation of the treaty, even 
if they amounted to twenty millions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said, if that was the true 
view, he could wish to have an examination of the 
claims, and of the extent to which they go. 

Mr. WESTCOTT reminded the Senate that he 
had moved to strike out this limitation when the 
treaty was under consideration. He desired to 
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See our country taking the same stand that Eng- 
land had taken in the protection of, her commerce 
and citizens. He should vote for the payment of 
all liquidated claims, and would never sanction the 
idea that we used the claims of our citizens for 
speculative purposes in our negotiations with a 
foreign power. l 

Mr. CALHOUN said, the terms of the treaty 
were plain. It bound us to pay the claims of our 
citizens to the amount of three and a quarter mil- 
lions. The unliquidated claims were to be settled 
to that amount. Out of what fund is this $900,000 
to be taken? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland. Out of the treas- 


ury. 

Mr. CALHOUN. Not out of the three and a 

uarter millions? Then it does not come within 
the terms of the treaty. Weare not bound to pay 
it ‘until it has come before another board. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and was decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, 
Clarke, Downs, Greene, Houston, Johnson of Mar land, 
cue of Louisiana, Pearce, Phelps, Upham, and West- 
cott—14. 

NAYS—Meesrs. Allen, Atchison, Bell, Berrien, Borland, 
Bright, Calhoun, Cameron, Corwin, Davis of Massachu- 
setts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Felch, Hale, Han- 
negan, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Miller, Niles, 
ea Spruance, Sturgeon, ‘Turney, Underwood, and 

ulee— 


Mr. BADGER moved to strike out the allow- 
ance of interest, but withdrew it on the suggestion 
that it was out of order. He then moved to insert 
the words ‘‘ without interest’’—ayes 25. So the 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALHOUN said the amendment of the 
Senator from Missouri was objectionable, because 
it made a distinction between one portion of unli- 
quidated claims against another portion of similar 
claims. He should yote against the amendment 
to the section, and then against the section itself. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD thought the best mode 
would beto vote for the amendment; and having 
thus put the section In the best form, to vote against 
that part of the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri he opposed; and that was the part which 
required these claims to be submitted to two com- 
missioners, 

Mr. CALHOUN, that he might not embarrass, 
withdrew his call for the yeas and nays; and the 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BADGER moved to amend by striking out 
the words ‘ together with interest on the same;’’ 
which was decided in the affirmative—ayes 24. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said, as the sec- 
tion now stood, he should vote for striking out the 
section. He had been informed, from a source in 
which he placed great reliance, that these claims had 
been submitted to the board, and that the papers 
were taken away by the Mexican commissioners; 
andif they were compelled to reproduce their proofs, 
they might be unable to do it. The two United 
States commissioners had pronounced in favor of 
these claims. He therefore proposed to offer an 
amendment, that these claims are adjudicated, by 
striking out in the second section all after the words 
“ adjudicated,” and inserting, ‘‘and shall be paid 
as found to be due upon the same footing with 
the claims included in the thirteenth article of the 
treaty between the United States and the Republic 
of Mexico, of the 2d February, 1848.” 

Mr. NILES was opposed to any new mode of 
settling and adjusting these claims, which might 
be productive of great notice to either claimants. 
By deciding that these claims are adjudicated, we 
decide that all other claims are unliquidated. 

Mr. ALLEN was of opinion, that if we go into 
the public treasury to pay these claims, there will 
no longer be any limit to them, and the treaty be- 
comes a mere dead letter. By assuming the pay- 
ment of these claims, to a limited extent, we interest 
every claimant to become vigilant in preventing 
fraud from another; because every one will argue, 
that the more there is given to another, the less 
will be his share. 

Mr. DAYTON could not see the possibility of 
settling this matter so as to do justice to all. He 
did not think that we could now settle the matter. 
It had been decided that this $900,000 should not 
be paid out of the treasury, and we must now wait 
to see what will be the pro rata. He could not. 
assent to the views of the Senator from Maryland. 
It was probable that the papers—these vouchers 
which he said were taken away by the Mexican 
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tommissioners—may not these papers have Been 
Mexican vouchers? If ñot, they may be recov- 
ered, as the treaty provides that such papers shall 
be given up when demanded. 

Mr. DAVIS, -of Massachusetts, remarked on the 
character of the tribunal to which these claims had 
been referred. Before this board, being a joint 
commission, it was perfectly natural that the Mex- 
ican commissioners would put the best face on 
Mexican claims, and the United States commis- 
sioners would. do the same with reference to Amer- 
ican claims. ‘They were not, by the obligations 
imposed on them, precluded from doing this. He 
thought there should be a revision of these claims, 
and that they should be put on the same footing 
with other claimants. They could then be easily 
adjusted. We may then be bound to allow these 
claims. ’ 

The amendment was then negatived. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to`strike out the 
second section, and asked for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the question being taken, 
was decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Baldwin, Berrien, Breese, 
Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massa- 
chusetts, Dayton, Dodge, Foote, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, 
Mangum, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Sebastian, Spruance, Stur- 
goon oami , Underwood, and Yulee—31. 


YS—Messrs. Benton, Downs, Hannegan, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Mason, Upham, and Westcott—7. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, popore to 
amend the bill so as to provide that the secretary 
of the commission be appointed by the President, 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, and 
that the clerk be appointed by the board. 

Mr. KING suggested that the board could ac- 
complish their business with a secretary alone. 

- The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill and amendments were reported to the 


Senate. The question being on concurrence in the 
anea menti Mr. BALDWIN proposed to amend 
the bill. 


. Mr. B. thought, he said, there was much reason 
in the objections made to the recognition of the 
claims, under the second section, as adjudicated, 
because it would prevent the board from examin- 
ing all the evidence upon which the claims rested. 
But there was great hardship in obliging the 
claimants to incur the expense of obtaining the 
evidence of their claims from Mexico, to which 
they have been sent back. The claims should be 
considered as adjudicated so far as to be prima 
facte évidence of their validity. 

Mr. ALLEN and Mr. BERRIEN opposed the 
amendment. We had no reason to believe that 
duplicates had not been retained of all vouchers, 
or that the Mexican Government would not de- 
liver them up. 

Mr. BALDWIN offered an amendment accord- 
ingly, which was rejected. 

he amendments were concurred in, and the 
bill was passed. 

Mr. HALE offered a resolution (which lies 
over) for compensating James Moore for perform- 
ing duties as carrier of the Senate. 


POST ROUTES. 


Mr. DICKINSON moved to.take up the bill to 
establish certain post routes; which was agreed 
to. i 

Mr. ATCHISON moved the indefinite post- 
co of the bill; which was supported by Mr. 

Mr. DOWNS, Mr. HOUSTON, and Mr. 
: WESTCOTT opposed the motion. i 

Mr. DICKINSON made some remarks upon a 
‘portion of the bill which appeared to him to be 
very obscure. 

Mr. NILES made some explanation as to the 
present state of the bill. 

After some remarks on a question of order, the 
Senate, by reconsideration, reached the amend- 
ment given in a former part of the report respect- 
ing the-rate of postage on newspapers. 

r. DICKINSON moved an amendment to this 
amendment, striking out the words relative to the 
circulation free of postage of newspapers through 
the State, and substituting a provision for the free 
circulation of weekly newspapers within fifty miles 
from the place of their publication. 

After some remarks from Mr. WESTCOTT, 
Mr. NILES, and Mr. BADGER, as to the expe- 


diency of the amendment adopted in relation to } 


newspapers— 


- 


Mr. CALHOUN suggested that the Senate 
should be very careful not to embarrass the whole 
machinery of the Post Office Department. These 
provisions exempting newspapers from postage, 
might seriously affect the revenue. 

Mr. Dicxtnson’s motion to strike out and insert 
was rejected. ° 

The question recurring on the amendment, as 
it was reported to the Senate, it was rejected. 

The bill was then passed. . 

By consent, the message from the House asking 
a conference on the disagreeing vates of the two 
Houses on the army appropriation bill was taken 
up, and a committee of conference was ordered. 

On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness at half-past ten o’clock, and at eleven o’clock 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, August 12, 1848. 


Mr. WENTWORTH called up the motion 
made some days since by Mr. THompson, of Penn- 
sylvania, to reconsider the vote by which the 
Senate bill for the relief of Charity Herring was 
passed. 

, The motion to reconsider having been by general 
consent agreed to— . 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved a 
proviso that the patent granted by this act shall 
not be construed to impair any legal or equitable 
claim of any person to said tract of land; which 
being agreed to, the bill was read a third time and 
passed, and returned to the Senate. 


GERMANY. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL offered the following 
joint resolution, which was read and laid over: 


Whereas it is as much the right as it is the interest of the 
people of this, the oldest and freest of confederated repub- 
lican commonwealths, to sympathize and rejoice with all 
others following our example, and, above all, that great 
German uation from whom not only we but most of our 
Bugia ancestors and institutions are descended: There- 
ore, be it . 

Resolved, &c., That their congratulations are tendered to 
the United Gerinan Confederation, lately founded on the 
groat principles of the sovereignty of the people in sovereign 

tates, to govern themselves without hereditary rulers, 
whereby forty millions of Germans may be peaceably re- 
stored to the first rank among great nations; and that the 
President of the United States is hereby requested to trans- 
mit a copy of this resojution through the Ainerican Minister 
accredited to the German Confederation. 


COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
Mr. FRIES presented a letter from Mr. Medill, 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in reply to a 
speech made by Mr. Ciineman two or three days 
since, in which he expressed his belief that there 
was gross corruption in the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs. The letter from Mr. Medill denied that 
there was any corruption in his office, and charged 
Mr. Cumneman with having made false and un- 
founded assertions, and asked that a committee 
might be instituted to inquire into the charges. 
aid communication was read, and is as fol- 
lows: a : 
To the honorable the Home OF Representatives of the United 
es: 


During the debate which took place in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, On an amendment made by the Senate to the 
civil and diplomatic bill, alowing to David Taylor the sum 
of $12,800 for a certain reservation claimed by him under 
the treaties of 1817 and 1835 with the Cherokees, as reported 
in the National Intelligencer of this morning, I find the fol- 
lowing, Viz: 

‘‘ Mr. CLINGMAN supported the claim, and took occasion 
€ to warn the committee against any opposition which might 
€ have been made to it by Mr. Mediil, the Commissioner of 
¢ Indian Affairs, who, lie understood, had endeavored to pre- 
< judice the claim, because the agents of the claimant per- 
‘ emptorily refused to make an allowance far his favoring 
‘the claim. Mr. C. denoanced the Indian .Bureau as thor- 
€ oughly corrupt. He had been credibly informed thar the 
€ books in that bureau had been altered and falsified for cor- 
€ rupt purposes, (though this, he believed, had been done 
‘ daring the incumbency of Mr. Crawford, the predecessor 
t of the present Commissioner.) Hehad nocgpfidence in Mr. 
© Medill; nor would he believe any statement he should 
€ make. An application had been made to the department 
‘ to have the books taken out of his office, and deposited in 
< some place where they would be safe from alterations.” 


It is seldom that a public officer is justified in noticing ‘ 


altacks of this kind ; but the above charges are of so grave 
and specific a character, and so seriously reflect, not only 
upon myself, personally and officially, but upon the admin- 
istration of the whole of that branch of the public service 
intrusted to my charge, that a different course on this occa- 
sion seems to be called for. If true, I should be driven from 
the office I now hold with ignominy and disgrace, to he- 
come an object of scorn and contempt to all upright and 
honest men; and proper legislation should be had, at the 
earliest period, to punish such abuses, and prevent their 


recurrence. If untrue, and without any foundation, it is 
due to every principle of justice and common fairness, that 
the fact should be authoritatively ascertained and published 
to the world, that neither myself ‘nor the office may rest 
under imputations so injurious, and which I unqualifiedly 
and indignantly pronounce to be wholly and bazely faise, in 
each and every particular. 

I beg leave to state the following facts and circumstances 
for the consideration of your honorable body. The claim of 
Mr. Taylor, who is a white man married to a Cherokee 
woman, never came before the Uffice of Indian Affairs for 
its action. That office had nothing to do with the claim, and 
could and did take no cognizance of it. Like others under 
the treaty of 1835 with the Cherokees, it was to be adjudica- 
ted and settled, as required by the 17th article-of that treaty, 
by commissioners appointed by the President and Senate. 
Four different boards of commissioners were appointed and 
organized under that article, which sat for the transaction 
of business—in all, about five and a half years. Mr. Tay- 
lor’s claim, in‘one shape or another, was before the whole-of 
them. By the first board he was allowed $1,518—being the 
amount which he had paid tothe State of Tennessee, under 
a law of that State—with interest thereon, to obtain a fee- 
simple title; in addition to which, he claims the value of 
the reservation as unimproved land, This has not been al- 
lowed by either of the boards ef commissioners. The second 
board declared the claim “ res adjudicata—not considered by 
present commissipners.”? The third board decided that Mr. 
Taylor had no right to.the claim; whatever interest there 
was remaining, being in his Indian wife and ber children, 
the reservation having been taken in right of the wife under 
the treaties of 1817 and 1819 with the Cherokees. So far as 
he himself was concerned, the action of this board was ad- 
verse ; but the question of the interest of the wife and chil- 
dren was left gpen for consideration on such evidence as 
might be produced in support thereof. So it stood until the 
organization of the fourth board, by which it was simply 
disinissed, without any formal] or specific action upon its 
merits. 

When the amendments of the Senate making an appro- 
priation for this claim, and for certain claims of the Creek 
Indians, were under consideration -by tlhe Committee of 
Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, I was 
sunimoned by that committee to give information respecting 
these claims. I accordingly appeared before the committee, 
and gave such information as it was in my power to furnish, 
which was almost exclusively of record, and derived from 
the official records and papers [ had taken with me, and 
submitted to the committee. And I have yet to learn that 
the committee discovered the slightest evidence or trace of 
any alteration or falsification, by myself or any one in my 
office, of these records and papers. This was the only occa- 
sion on which I have ever been called upon to take any part 
in relation to this claim; and I am sure the Committee of 
Ways and Means will bear testimony that I made no effort 
to prejudice them against the claim, further than the state- 
ment of the facts from the records which it was my duty to 
give to them. Where, then, can there be any grounds for the 
base, wanton, and malicious charges against me in reference 
toit? I can trace them to no other cause than disappointed 
pecuniary expectations, as it is generally understood that 
Mr. Taylor has been in the habit of making promises of lib- 
eral rewards to those whom he believed could aid him in 
obtaining the amount of his claim. 

I consider it not out of place, and I respectfully ask the 
permission of your honorable body, to advent to the position 
of the honogable gentleman who made the charges quoted, 
in another case recently before you; and, in view of the 
facts and circumstances connected therewith, it ia hoped 
that he will join in the application now made, or at least not 
oppose it. 

lt will be recollected that the Senate made an amendment 
to the bill making appropriations for the Indian department, 
by which a large amount was to be paid to certain Cherokee 
Indians in North Carolina, from the treasury of the United 
States. I was summoned before the Committee of Ways 
and Means to furnish information respecting this case, 
when the honorable gentleman also appeared as an advo- 
cate or attorney, and strongly supported the claim as it 
passed the Senate. The committee and the House saw 
proper to disagree to the Senate’s amendment, and made 
an important alteration therein, which might seriously have 
affectcd the interests of the Indians, or rather of the white 
speculators interested in the claim. Yet notwithstanding. 
the peculiar position occupied by the honorable gentle- 
man, as stated above—which, however, could not have 
been known to the honorable Speaker of the House of 
Representatives—he became one of the Committee of Con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses of Con- 
gress on this same claim. Notwithstanding this remark- 
able circumstance, and the honorable gentieman’s pecu- 
liarty zealous advocacy of Mr. Taylor’s claim, it is hoped 
he will not be adverse to others endeavoring to vindicate 
themselves from unjust aspersions. Indeed, the gentleman’s 
Own position was so peculiar and delicate a one, that it was 
to have been expected, that instead of rising in bis place, 
and making gratuitous and calumnious charges against 
others, he would, if he really believed there were 
grounds for those charges, have moved for a committee of 
investigation, of which, by the usages of your honorable 

-body, he would have been the chairman; by which course 
he could have ascertained the truth, without bringing into | 
question his own singular and extraordinary position. Not 
having done so, and having pursued the wanton and unjust 
course he did, devolves upon me the duty of making this 
application. Wherefore, I respectfully pray that your hon- 
orable body immediately appoint a committee, with full and 
ample power and authority to require books and papers, to 
examine witnesses, and to investigate fully, not only the 
foregoing charges against myself, and the office and depart- 
ment of Indian Affairs, but any others that may be brought 
to the knowledge of the committee, and likewise all the 
facts and circumstances respecting, or in any way connected 
with, the two claims adverted to, of Mr. Taylor and the 
Cherokee Indians in North Carolina, and their advocacy 
before the commissioners under the treaty of 1835, and the 
committees and Houses of Congress. 

I invite the most rigid scrutiny into the affairs of the office 
intrusted to my charge, as well as into my personal acts in 
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any way directly or indirectly connected with the public 
service. And I cannot but think that that spirit of magna- 
nimity an@ sense of justice, which it is the duty of every 
American citizen to attribute to your honorable body, will 
at Once prompt you to accede to this application—neeessary 
as the same is with reference to the preservation of the pu- 
rity and respectability of the public service, and called for 
as it is hy justice to the character and standing of a man 
grossly and unjustly assailed in your honorable body, where 
unless permitted by you, be has not the right to appear and 
defend himself, W. ‘MEDILL, 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
OFFICE or INDIAN AFFAIRS, Washington, Aug. 11, 1838. 


The reading of the letter was frequently inter- 
rupted and objected to, on the ground of its offen- 
siveness to the dignity and character of the House. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, rose, and 
defended the rights and privileges of the members 


` _ of the House against such attacks from a subordi- 


nate officer of the Government. Heconcluded by 
moving that the letter be not received. 

Mr. FRIES replied that an attack had been 
made on the floor of the House by the gentleman 
from North Carolina on Colonel Medill, to which 
no honorable man would submit. He was willing 
to admit that the letter was not couched in the most 
respectful language. ‘The Commissioner had been 
charged with corruption and fraud, to oe which 
it was not to be supposed that he would be very 
careful in choosing his language. He hoped that 
” a committee would be raised to inquire into the 
charges made by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, as was asked by Mr. Medill. 

Mr. CLINGMAN said the report of his remarks 
in the Intelligencer, in which he had alluded to the 
corruption of the Indian Bureau, was not entirely 
accurate, but, from information received since he 
had made those remarks, he was satisfied of the 
corruption of that bureau. He also reiterated somè 
of the.strong language which he had heretofore 
used in relation to the Commissioner. 

Messrs. BURT and EVANS followed, and spoke 
at some length against the reception of the letter of 
Mr. Medill, on account of the offensive language 
in which it was couched. The privileges of the 
House secured the freest and most ample debate, 
which should, however, be exercised with pru- 
dence, but under no circumstances could it be tol- 
erated that an officer of a subordinate department 
of the Government should send to this House an 
offensive communication like this. If he had felt 
aggrieved, he should, in the first place, have ascer- 
tained from the honorable gentleman from North 
Carolina if he was correctly reported; and in the 
next place, he should have asked for an investiga- 
. tion. But he had gone beyond this, and written an 
insulting letter, which the House could not receive 
without forfeiting its own self-respect. The Ex- 
ecutive had long sought to degrade the House, and 
now he had an imitator in one of his subordinafes. 

Mr. WOODWARD said he had no remarks to 
offer in relation to the propriety of the course pur- 
sued by the honorable member from North Caro- 


lina, [Mrz Cuineman,] nor did he rise to vindicate: 


the supposed privileges of members of this House. 
He denied that any privileges existed except by the 
positive provisions of the Constitution, or such as 
Congress might enact, in pursuance of its right of 
exclusive legislation in this District. 

His intention was to express his view of the 
conduct of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in 
sending to this body an insulting and offensive 
communication. It appeared to him thateverything 
was tending to the humiliation and debasement of 
the legislative branch of the Government. If a 
similar communication had been addressed to the 
Executive branch, or even to one of its subordinate 
departments—the War or the State Department—it 
would have been regarded as an outrage. He 
(Mr. W.) would have so considered it. And he 
did not hesitate to declare that he would vote to 
dismiss from office any ‘officer of this House who, 
in his official position, should be guilty of such 
an act. Should the Clerk of this House, the Ser- 
- geant-at-arms, or any other subordinate, take it on 
himself to address the President in the language 
which one of his subordinates has presumed to 
throw into our face this morning, there is nota 
member on this side of the House who would not 
demand his dismissal from office. And he (Mr. 
W.) would readily accede to the demand. Yes, 
sir, could I separate your character as Speaker 
from your constitutional privileges,as a member of 
this body, I would vote for your dismissal un- 
der like circumstances. And, sir, I shall expect 
from the Executive the same justice ] am so ready 
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to accord to him. I shall expect him to dismiss 
Colonel Medill from office, or, at all events, to sub- 
ject him to Bome proper reproof; As he (Mr. W.) 
would defend the Executive department from in- 
sult and aggression on the part of our subordinates, 
so he would expect the Executive to defend the 
legislative department against aggressions and in- 
sult from his subordinates. It has come to this, 
that a subordinate in one of the departments pre- 
sumes to-send an insulting communication to this 
House, and, what is still more humiliating, to 
demand of us certain a thereon, and we 
åre expected, upon his demand, to go into the 
question of the infamous conduct of one of our- 
selves! Sir, I shall expect every member on this 
floor who does not bear in his bosom the heart of 
a tory to repel, indignantly, this insult upon the 
American House of Commons, thus offered by a 
subordinate in another branch of the Government. 
If the honorable member from North Carolina 
[Mr. Curneman] has done injustice to the Com- 
missioner, Mr. Medill, let Mr. Medill seek satis- 
faction outside of these walls in such manner as he 
may think best upon his own responsibiljty. I 
shall consider myself as having no right to inter- 
fere. 

Mr. FARAN next obtained the floor. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he wished very 
much to hear the communication read. He had 
not heard a word of it. 

Mr. FARAN spoke of the importance of the 
officer at the head of the Indian Bureau being a 
man of the highest honor and the strictest integrity, 
and said whenever any member of the Executive 
or Legislative department attempted to degrade 
that officer in the public estimation, to represent 
him as not resisting corruption or spurning a bribe, 
such an effort, particularly when made from the 
Legislative department, should meet on the spot 
with instant rebuke. Never could he ask any de- 

artment of this Government to respect him when 

e did not respect himself; nor could this House 
be respected by the coyntry when it would not 
respect itself. If members of this House would 
charge the basest corruption upon persons who 
stood at the head of the Treasury, and who should 
be men of the nicest honor and the strictest in- 
tegrity, he said they should never shrink from any 
investigation which might be asked by that officer 
or by any member of this House. 

hat he complained of was, that the gentleman 
from North Carolina, if he believed the charges 
which he had preferred were true, had not long 
since brought them before the House and de- 
manded an investigation. But when, having failed 
to do this, he got up at the heel of the session and 
threw out in debate these charges of bribery and 
corruption upon the head of the Indian Bureau, it 
was no more than proper that that offieer should 
repel those charges in language as strong as the 
gentleman himself had used. 

Mr. F. yielded the floor at the appeal of Mr. 
CUMMINS, who was proceeding to offer some 
remarks, when— 

Mr. DUER raised the point of order that the 
gentleman could not yield the floor without losing 
his right to it entirely. i 

The SPEAKER stated, that by the courtesy of 
the House, gentlemen had been allowed to yield 
to others for explanations and still retain the floor; 
but, by the strict parliamentary law, if it was in- 
sisted upon, but one gentleman could be entitled 
to the floor at a time. 

Mr. DUER gave notice, then, that when the 
gentleman [Mr. Cummins] concluded, he should 


object to the gentleman who had yielded resuming 


the floor, and should himself claim igand move the 
previous question. 

Mr. FARAN, under this intimation, resumed 
the floor, and, after remarking that the law applied 
in this case was contrary to the uniform practice 
of the House, and expressing the hope that, if 
insisted upon now, it would be in all other cases, 
proceeded to say, that, without intimating in the 
slightest degree that the insinuation contained in 
the communication against the gentleman from 
North Carolina was correct, (the gentleman’s 
statement had been made, which he was bound to 
believe,) he nevertheless held, that if any member 
of this House acted corruptly, it was the privilege 
of. “iit American citizen, whether he held office 
under the Executive or not, to present the charge 
to this body, and a comntunication of that kind, 
he apprehended, had never been considered an 
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insult to the House. If a member on this floor 
made a serious R against an Executive officer; 
such as the charge of bribery or corruption, he held 
it was the privilege of such officer to reply to it in 
language as strong as that in which the charge 
was made, Gentlemen should recollect that men 
out of this Hall were as sensitive to their honor as 
they themselves were; and it was the right of the 
head of the Indian Bureau, when charges of bri- 
bery and corruption were brought against him, to 


repel them in language as strong as that in which 


the charges were couched, and to demand of the 
House an investigation. He had known this 
ee officer long, and he undertook to say there 
lived not a human being of stricter integrity and 
nicer honor, and who more earnestly desired, as a 
citizen and an officer of the Government, faithfully 
to discharge his duties to the country. He under- 
took to say that the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina had been most wofully, grossly, egregiously 
imposed upon; and he had no doubt but the gen- 
tleman, with his high sense of honor and his lib- 
erality as a gentleman towards a gentleman, would, 
after an investigation, be ready to acknowledge 
before the country that he had ben deceived and 
mistaken in submitting the charges. He hoped 


no objection would be made to a full investigation - 


of the case. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, appealed to the 
gentleman from Ohio to adopt some other mode of 
arriving at the facts of the case. The gentleman 
desired an investigation of the truth or falsity of 
the charges made against the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. It was proper it should be had. 
He considered the communication of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, though in the main unob- 
jectionable, still, in some parts, disrespectful to the 

ouse; and he hoped that the gentleman would 
withdraw it and offer a simple resolution providing 
for the investigation, which, no doubt, would be 
adopted by the House. He expressed the high- 


est confidence in the integrity and honor of the. 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and thought the 
entleman from North Carolina would find that 
e had been misinformed. He dissented from 

what he considered the result of the position taken 
by Mr. Woopwarp, viz: that the House had the 
exclusive right to make charges against whomso- 
ever they saw fit to direct them, and that they who 
were thus charged had no right to repel and cast 
them back. He thought that the practice of mem- 
bers of this House themselves, in their constant 
denunciations of the Executive and his officers, 
and in bringing forward the gravest charges, might 
rather be traced the retorts which were provoked, 
than to any disposition which the Executive de- 
partment might have to encroach on the rights of 
Congress. He referred to the letter of Mr. Trist 
containing grave charges against the President— 
which he ventured to say no man of honor on this 
floor would get up and say he believed—and to 
the fact that, notwithstanding this, gentlemen on 
the other side were not only ready to receive the 
letter, but to print it. He deprecated the acrimony 
with which discussions were carried on on this floor, 
both on the part of each party towards the other 
and with reference to the Executive, and ascribed 
to this cause the fact that members were not treated 
with greater respect by others. 

- Mr. WOODWARD wished to say, that he 

thought gentlemen on this floor had the right to 

make use of what language they saw fit, when 
speaking of the official conduct of the Executive 

officers. ; . 

Mr. CUMMINS objected, as a point of order, 

to the floor being yielded, if Mr. Houston wished 

to retain his right to it. Fie wanted the same rule 

applied that had been enforced upon him. , 

r. HOUSTON further enforced the propriety 
of gentlemen on this floor treating all whose con- 
duct came under their scrutiny with respect, and 
considered it necessary in order to ensure respect 
for themselves in return. 
pect than an officer of the Government, (who was 
but a man,) when he had the gravest charges 
brought upon him, should not repel them with 
warmth. He admitted, however, 1t would have 
been the most proper course for the Commissioner 
simply to have denied the charges and demanded 
an investigation. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, said, in his le- 
gislative experience, he had noticed one case, and 

one only, similar to this. Some years since, a 

high functionary of his own State, a State Senator, 
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had rendered himself obnoxious to his own party, 
and another distinguished member of the same 


` party had presented a memorial to the lower House 


containing base and caluinnious charges, and he 
was glad to say it had been indignantly spurned 
by the House of Representatives of the State of 
Indiana, and the gentleman himself had barely 
escaped expulsion from the House, by apologizing 
‘to them with tears in his eyes. This paper pre- 
sented the remarkable fact, that because a repre- 
sentative of 70,000 people on this floor had chosen 
to say he had no confidence in an executive offi- 
cer, that subordinate member of a coordinate de- 
partment had presented a paper to this House im- 


peaching the moral character and the integrity and 


onor of that member of this House. He knew 
nothing of the correctness of these charges; he had 
known the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for ten 
years with some intimacy, and had never seen any- 
thing discreditable in his conduct. He was, there- 
fore, prepared to enter into this investigation with 
something of a partiality in his favor. But he was 
startled when he heard gentlemen on this floor 
talking about executive officers being influenced 
by revengeful feelings towards this House, This 
cute were the representatives of the sovereignty 
of the people, and constituted the grand inquest of 
the nation, and yet they must not arraign the con- 
duet of public functionaries for fear their motives 
should be attacked in return! Had it come to this, 
in the year 1848, when this great struggle was 
oing on between Executive power and the popu- 
ar supremacy? What was there in what had 
been said by the gentleman from North Carolina 
to provoke such an attack?—a gentleman whom 
he was proud to call his friend, notwithstanding 
the base charges which had been brought against 
him; a gentleman to whose unimpeachable charac- 
ter it was unnecessary for him to bear testimony. 
He read the reported remarks of Mr. CLINGMAN. 
Mr. SAWYER and Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL 
wished the paper of Mr. Medill to be read also. 
Mr. THOMPSON said it could be read when 
he got through, and was proceeding to speak of the 
remarks of Mr. CLincman, when— l 
Mr. CLINGMAN repeated the correction of the 
report which he had- made at a previous stage of 
the debate. pa 
Mr. THOMPSON understood that the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, then, had never made 
such a charge as was by a When an indi- 
vidual member of this House thought proper to 
attack an individual out of the House, this House, 
as a House, could know nothing of it: it was a 
matter for the two individuals to settle between 
themselves. But the man feeling himself aggrieved 
had no more right to send into this House a paper 
applying abusive epithets to the member, than he 
had to insult the Speaker for having signed a bill 
which wicht not beentirely consistent with his own 
private opinions. The Constitution provided that 
members should not be held responsible elsewhere 
for words spoken in debate, and the House were 
bound to protect them whenever they were called 
in question. f 
- Mr. COLLAMER thought the only question 
properly before the House was, whether the lan- 
guage of the paper was disrespectful to the House; 
and if this was the question, the language of Mr. 
Cineman, the justice of the charges made by him, 
&c., were not just matter of comment. And, at 
this late stage of the session, he suggested that 
gentlemen confine themselves strictly to the point 
at issue. 
Mr. THOMPSON would accept the suggestion 
of his friend, and confine himself mainly to the 
uestion before the House. The gentleman from 
orth Carolina had only spoken of rumors of what 
he had heard, and yet it was gravely argued now 
that for this the gentleman was liable to be insulted, 
and his motives arraigned by an Execatjve officer. 
But it appeared that the gentleman was incor- 
rectly reported. He referred to the great diffi- 
culty of reporting with entire correctness in the 
noise and confusion ‘of this Hall, and said the 
proper way for the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
would have been, if lie had considered the re- 
ported remarks an attack on his character, to have 
addressed the gentleman from North Carolina, in- 
quiring whether he was correctly represented in 
the reported remarks. But the gentleman from 
North Carolina had said he believed the Indian 
Bureau was corrupt. So did he, (Mr. T.,) and so, 
he ventured to say, did two hundred out of the two 


hundred and thirty members on this floor; not that 
the head of the bureau was corrupt, but that it 
was impossible for any man, of however high in- 
tegrity and great energy, to purge the Indian Bu- 
reau of the festering corruption which existed in 
its various ramifications. : 

Mr.,CLINGMAN wished to explain, but ob- 
jections were made. ° 

Mr. THOMPSON continued. He wastold he 
was wasting the whole day. The House had 
wasted weeks and months in discussing private 
and unimportant bills, and now, when he stood up 
to defend the high constitutional rights and pre- 
rogatives of this House, was he to be told that it 
was out of place? 

He continued to comment on the communica- 
tion as exceedingly improper in its terms, and he 
said it ought to be rejected by the House. If he 
were in order, he would offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the communication of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs be returned to that officer, and that he be 


informed tuat this House considers the language thereof as 
Offensive and indecorous. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, also sent up 
a resolution, which was read by the Clerk. It was 
to the effect, that the communication from Mr. 
Medill was disrespectful in its language, and there- 
fore that it ought not to be received. 

Mr. BURT rose to a point of order. The paper 
upon the Speaker’s table had not ‘been'received by 
the House, and therefore it could not be made the 
subject of the action of the House. The House 
could assign no other reason than that which was 
implied by its rejection. . 

Mr. DIXON moved the previous question. 

Various points of order Were made, and some 
conversation ensued thereon. 

Mr. FRIES inquired whether he had the right, 
under the rules, to withdraw the communication? 

The SPEAKER replied that he had. : 


Mr. FRIES then said, that, acting in deference 


to the wishes of his friends, and with the view of 
reaching the important object at which he and his 
friend, Colonel Medill, desired to arrive, viz: the 
obtaining of an investigation of all the charges pre- 
ferred by the gentleman from North Carolina, he 
withdrew the communication, with the intention 
of moving a resolution-of inquiry. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, a Committee of 
Conference on the part of the House, to meet a 
similar committee on the part of the Senate, on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, on the bill 
making appropriations for the support of the army 
for the year ending June 30, 1849, was ordered; 
and Messrs. Toomss, Boyn, and Haut, of New 
York, were appointed said committee. 

Subsequently, Mr. Toomss was excused from 
serving on said committee, at his own request, and 
Mr. Hussard appointed in his place. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

The civil and diplomatic appropriation bill having 
been returned from the Senate, with the informa- 
tion that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
Committee of Conference on their part on the dis- 
agreements of the two Houses on said bill— 

Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Confer- 
ence on the part of the House, made a report, 
which was read. , 

Mr. TOOMBS commented on the report of the 
Committee of Conference, and charged them with 
having capitulated to the Senate on every point. 
He spoke of the question of members’ mileage, 
and the reduction of the salaries of officers in the 
Executive departments and some others, and he 
said he trusted (Here would be a burst of indigna- 
tion from thegountry on account of this yielding 
of salutary measures of reform. 

Mr. VINTON defended the Cammittee of Con- 
ference, and contended that their recommendation 
was discreet and just. On the subject of mileage 
of members, he argued that any reform should be 
made by a law, and not by an item in an appro- 
priation bill; and he asserted that no member who 
supported himself heré and maintained his family 
at home was extravagantly paid. He had no doubt 
the gentleman from Georgia expended much more 
than he received. : 

Mr. TOOMBS assented, and said that he ex- 
pended ir more than he received. 

Mr. VINTON said, then, he would put the gen- 
tleman from Georgia on the stand as a witness. 
He continued at some length to defend the report 
of the committee. i 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, briefly ad- 
dressed the House on the same subject and some 
other portions of the committee’s report. - 

Mr. HUDSON defended the action of the Com- 
mittee of Conference in remarks of some length, 
which the reporter has failed to furnish. 

Mr. DICKEY then obtained the floor, and 
moved the previous question, which was seconded; 
and, under the operation thereof, the report of the 
some of Conference was agreed to: Yeas 101, 
nays 72. 

r. VINTON moved to reconsider the vote just 
taken; which motion was, on his motion, laid on 
the table. , 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
of Conference on the part of the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses of Congress on 
the bill for giving effect to certain treaty stipula- 
tions between this and foreign Governments for 
the apprehension and delivering up of certain 
offenders, made a report; which was read and 
agreed to. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved a suspension of ‘the 
rules for the purpose of taking up the amendments 
of the Senate to the post route bill. Lost—two- 
thirds not voting in the affirmative. 


On motion of Mr. DIXON, it was ordered that 
the House takea recess from half-past three q’clock 
to-half-past five o’clock this day. 7 


BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 

On motion of Mr. ROOT, the House proceeded 
to consider the business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
in compliance with a resolution of the House of 
the, 28th of June last, a statement of the duties, 
revenues, and public expenditures during the two 
last fiscal years. Laid on the table. pog 

The House proceeded to consider the joint res- 
olution of the Senate to suspend the 16th joint 
rule, so far as to permit the sending to the House 
the bill to carry into effect certain stipulations of 
the treaty between the United States of America 
and the Republic of Mexico of February 2, 1848. 

The resolution was read and concurred in, and 
returned to the Senate. 

The House then proceeded to consider the 
amendments to the bill to establish certain post 
routes, and for other purposes, which was returned 
from the Senate with sundry amendments. 

The amendment authorizing the appointment of 
deputy postmasters at San Diego and other ports 
in California was concurred in; and the amendment 
providing that the new routes provided for in the 
bill should not be put into operation until the next 
general lettings, was amended by providing that 
the new routes should be put out to contract at the 
annual lettings in 1849; and it was then agreed to, 
as amended. The other amendments were non- 
concurred in; and it was ordered that the Clerk 
acquaint the Senate therewith. - 


The House proceeded to consider the Senate’s 
amendment to the House bilt to alter the time of 
holding the terms of the United States courts for 
the western district of Virginia; which amendment 
of the House was disagreed to by the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, it was 

resolved that the House do insist upon its amend- 
ment. - 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved that a Commit- 
tee of Conference on the part of the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the fore- 
going bill be appointed. Agreed to. 


MISSISSIPPI AND MICHIGAN RAILROAD. 
The House then proceeded to consider the Sen- 
ate bill, granting to the State of Illinois the right 
of way and a donation of public lands for making a 
railroad connecting the Upper and Lower Missis- 
sippi river with the chain of northern lakes at 
Chicago. l a 
The question being on the third reading of the 


bill— 

Mr. COLLA MER recited the previous action of 
both Houses on the bill at this session. The-gen- 
eral principle on which it was based was well 
known. If the principle of granting alternate 
sections of the public lands for railroads and ca- 
nals, and raising up the other sections, was such a 
aha as the House would sustain, he believed 
the bill was’ correct in all particulars, except one. 
This point he proposed to fortify by an amend 
ment which he sent up to be read) preventing the 
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company from going off the route to locate the 

lands where the lands were previously entered by 

settlers. He proposed that the question be taken 

on the amendments collectively; and, without en- 

tering into the argument, he moved the previous 
uestion. i 

Mr. DICKEY moved to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. ATKLNSON moved a call of the House. 
Rejected. , 

‘he question was taken on laying the bill on the 
table, and was rejected: Yeas 56, nays 77. 

The question being put on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question, no quorum voted. 

Mr. JON ES, of Tennessee, moved a call of the 
House. Rejected: Yeas 78, nays 98. 

The previous question was then seconded, and, 
under the operation thereof, Mr. CoOLLAMER’s 
amendment was agreed to. - 

The question on the third reading of the bill 
-was put and rejected by yeas and nays: Yeas 74, 


nays 78. 

Mr. McLANE moved to reconsider the last 
vote, and proceeded to make some remarks on the 
constitutionality of the question of granting lands 
for objects of internal improvements, in which he 
was checked by the arrival of the hour of recess. 


EVENING SESSION. 


At half-past five o’clock, p. m., the SPEAKER 
resumed the chair, and there being but few, mem- 
bers in attendance— . 

Mr. MARVIN, by leave, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to which was referred Senate 
bill to allow subsistence to certain Arkansas and 
other volunteers, who have been prisoners of war 
in Mexico, reported the same. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill concerning the Pay department 
of the army, reported the same without amend- 
ment. 

The bill was then read the third time and passed, 
and returned to the Senate. 


Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to which was referred Senate bill au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to surrender cer- 
tain’ bonds of the State of Indiana held by the 
United States to the agent of said State of Indiana, 
reported the same back to the House without 
amendment; and, on motion of Mr. Vinton, the 
bill was laid on the table. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications: , 

A letter from the Secretary ‘of State, transmit- 
ting, in obedience to a resolution of the House of 
the 2lst December, 1847, a report upon the state 
of the claims of Aaron Leggett, accompanied by 
copies of all correspondence relating thereto. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, 
in compliance with a resolution of the House of 
the 9th instant, a copy of the proceedings of a 
court of inquiry, convened at the city of Puebla, 
in Mexico,,in July, 1847, at the instance of Colo- 
nel Bennet Riley, of which Major General Pillow 
was president. Laid on the table. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a report of the superintendent of the 
construction of standard weights and measures, 
on the progress made therein during the years 
1846 and 1847. Laid on the table. 

A letter from the Mayor of the city of Wash- 
ington, transmitting a copy of the resolutions of 
the Boards of Aldermen and Common Council of 
the city of Washington, expressive of their sense 
of the kind consideration manifested by Congress 
for the interest of the city during the present ses- 
sion. Laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. FRIES asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That a committee of three members. of this 
House be appointed to inquire into and fully investigate the 
course pursued by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in 
the administration of his official duties, and especially into 
the charges made and preferred in a debate in this body on 
the 9th instant, by the Hon. T. L. CLincmMan, a member of 
this House; and thatsaid committee have full and ample 
power and authority to require books and papers, to exaim- 


ine witnesses, and to investigate fully said charges; and that. 


said committee shall report the result of their said investi- 
gation at.the next session of Congress. 

No objection being made, the resolution was 
received. 

After an inquiry by Mr. BURT, as to whether 
the committee were to sit during the recess— 


Mr. CONGER moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. Rejected. 


Mr. FRIES now modified his resolution, by 
substituting five instead of three, so as to make 
the committee consist of five members, and moved 
the previous question, which was seconded, and, 
under the operation thereof, the resolution was 
agreed to. 


ILLINOIS RAILROAD. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
motion made by Mr. McLANE, to reconsider the 
vote refusing the third reading of the Senate bill, 
granting to the State of Illinois the right of way 
and a donation of public lands for making a rail- 
road connecting the Upper and Lower Mississippi 
river with the chain of northern lakes at Chicago. 

Mr. McLANE said that in the motion he had 
made for the reconsideration of the bill, his object 
had been to propose an amendment; and if the 
amendment should be adopted, then he would have 
no longer any objection that the bill should pass. 

But, as in the judgment of the House on all bills 
of this description, the question of internal im- 
provements was always involved, he felt it to be 
his duty to state here the distinction which he took 
between a bill like this, making a grant of land to 
construct a proposed road, and the ordinary acts 
which had so often passed the House, appropri- 
ating money out of the treasury to construct, under 
the direction of the Government, a railroad or a 
harbor, or to improve the navigation-of a river. 

If he rightly understood the issue on the ques- 
tion of internal improvement, it lay in the different 
opinions entertained -as to the power of the Gov- 
ernment, under the money clause, and as to its 
right to do whatever was necessary to carry out 
the grants of power in the Constitution. 

The ground on which internal improvements by 
the General Government was generally put, was 
the power-of the Government to appropriate mo- 
ney to promote the general welfare. That ground 
he denied. He utterly denied that the General 
Government could, under that power, or any power, 
appropriate money for a general system of internal 
improvements. 

Mr. HUNT said that if the gentleman alluded 
to the resolutions of the Chicago Convention, those 
resolutions did not say so. 

Mr. McLANE said that in voting against those 
resolutions as introduced by the Committee on 
Commerce, and against those moved by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, (Mr. Wentworrtu,] he had 
so understood them, and therefore voted against 
them. But he never had denied the power of this 
Government to construct works necessary for the 
dèfence of the country, or for the protection of 
American commerce, whether foreign commerce 
or commerce between the States, as that commerce. 
had been established and regulated by the Govern- 
ment. 

If this taxing power or money power is divided, 
and two distinct powers drawn from it, the one to 
raise money, and the other to appropriate money, 
without limitation other than the discretion of 
Congress in its judgment of the general welfare; 
then our Government is one of general and unlim- 
ited powers. A construction of this power is some- 
times contended for, which admits this money 
power to be a single power, and regards the refer- 
ence to the general welfare as a qualification only 
of the taxing power, limiting it to objects condu- 
cive to the general welfare, and still leaves to Con- 
gress a full discretion, in its judgment of objects 
deemed conclusive to the general welfare. This 
view of the question is equally vicious with the 
other, and would constitute a Government without 
limitation, formed by a particular enumeration of 
powers. 

Mr. McL. said he believed Congress was au- 
thorized to provide money for the common de- 
fence and general welfares but in providing for 
this common defence and general welfare, Con- 
gress was restrained by an enumeration of cases in 
the Constitution to which this power extends. The 
Congress had no right to apply public money to 
the general welfare, otherwise than by an applica- 
tion of it to some particular measure conducive to 
the general welfare, and this particular measure 
must be within the enumerated powers vested in 
Congress, or indispensable and necessary to the 
just execution of these enumerated powers. This 
was the principle, as he understood it, of the Re- 
publican party in the early history of the Govern- 


ment, as he-believed it to be now of the Democratic 
party. 

To explain his position on this subject, no other 
illustration was necessary than that common one 
of the light-house system. If the Government 
had the power to create a port of entry, then it 
was clearly the duty of Government to make the 
entrance of our commerce into that port safe from 
danger. And just so in regard to the army and the 
navy. If a breakwater were necessary to render 
a harbor a safe asylum for our vessels of war, or 
our commercial marine, it might rightfully be con- 
structed. | 

This was his position in relation to works of in- 
ternal improvement: the Government might con- 
struct them wherever their construction was neces- 
sary to the carrying out of the granted powers in 
the Constitution. 

Now, to apply this principle to the bill in hand, 
granting land to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road through the State of Illinois, and to his ob- 
jections to that bill in its present shape: this Gov- 
ernment, being a trustee, under the Constitution, 
to dispose of the public land, was bound, if it 
should find that a certain portion of those lands 
were long unsold, and would remain unsaleable, 
and if it was convinced that the value of these 
lands would be enhanced, and their ultimate sale 
promoted or secured, to construct such road for 
that end. It was a legitimate use of the public 
lands to grant them to the States for such pur- 
poses. 


But in this bill, and others of a similar kind © 


which he had opposed, there was no guarantee 


that such enhancement would be effected. The - 


bill provided, that as soon as the State had com- 
pleted ten miles of the road, it might go on and 
select land to construct ten miles more, and, when 
that was finished, for ten miles more, and so on— 
always keeping the selection of the land ten miles 
in advance of the completion of the road. To this 
he was opposed. He was against giving power 
to select the Jands for ten miles of road till the ten 
miles was completed, and not for allowing the 
State or company who were making the road to 
select lands ten miles in advance. 
radically change the character of the bill. It would 
shut the door against abuse and profligate specula- 
tion. If it was adopted, he should vote for the 
bill; if not, he should vote against it. Such an 


amendment would bring the bill within his views ' 


of the constitutional power of Congress. With- 
out this restriction, the bill sanctioned a mere ven- 
ture—a speculation. It was obvious that men 
under it could speculate on the quantity of land 
requisite to make ten miles of the road before ever 
one of those ten miles was actually made. The 
lands for ten miles ahead might be taken up, and 
then the further prosecution of the road abandoned, 
and the work left unfinished, for the Government 
at some future day to take up and complete out of 
the treasury. 

Mr. McL. would not say that his objections to 
the bill in its present shape were insuperable. 
Objectionable as the bill was, he had rather vote 
for it than -kill this system of granting alternate 
sections of the public lands for the construction of 
roads for the improvement of the lands. He was 
a friend of the system. But he never would vote 
for a road under the power to promote the general 


welfare. He was ready to vote for anything that 
“was necessary to carry out the granted powers of. 


the Constitution. As a landed proprietor, he held 
that this Government might lawfully give alternate 
sections of its land to enhance the value of the 
residue; but it was bound to see, that in doing so, 
it was bona fide providing for raising the price of 
its domain, and was not making a mere gift of it 
without equivalent. He felt bound to see, that in 
voting this land, he was not himself making this 
road, but only enabling others, by making it, to 
enhance the value of his land. He could not vote 
for the bill under his present impressions, unless 
the amendments he propesed should be inserted, 
and the State required to complete ten miles of the 
road before it got any more land. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, said that the bill 
provided that, as it stood. . ` 

Mr. McL. said the gentleman was mistaken. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Vermont, 
(Mr. CoLLAMER,] provided for the selection of 
land ten miles in agane, To this Mr. McL. ob- 
jected. He wanted to have the whole quantity of 
land reserved which would ultimately be requisite 


This would | 
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to complete the road; but he would not have it 
BSAN , or deed given, faster than the road was com- 
pleted. Ifthe bill gave land ten miles in advance 
of the work completed, the bill would be open to 
‘all the objections usually and justly urged against 
jobs and fand speculations. His own amendment 
would prevent all such abuse; and he appealed to 
_ gentlemen on all sides to come up to this principle. 
Fook at the noble example of the State of Georgia, 
and compare the results of her system with those 
of the system that had untapely been pursued by 
Maryland, in relation to the Chesapeake and Ohio 
canal id the Baltimore railroad. See how those 
great works languished, and one of them was 
nearly brought to a stand. Georgia stipulated that 
the parties applying for the aid of the State should 
first go on and complete a certain portion of the 
work themselves; then the State helped them. He 
was for carrying out this system in relation to Illi- 
nois. . Let ws have the road made as far and as fast 
as we granted the land. 
And now as to the reason why he took this 


prone It was well known to everybody that the > 


tates on the west and southwestern border of the 
Union had large bodies of land which could not now 
be sold. They had been in market for thirty and 
forty years, and in their present state never would 
sell. To be sure, the free-soil peed had proposed 
a remedy for the case, and that was, to give the 
lands away for the price of the mere expenses of 
survey. Mr. McL. approved of this plan, rather 
than to leave the ‘public lands in these States un- 
sold. and- unsaleable, though he could not consent 
jo accomplish even this result by a union with the 
‘ Free Soil”. party. He could not belong to the 
s Free Soil” party; but he would avow himself as 
one of the free land party. But if the land was 
. not to be thus given away, it could only be sold 

by making roads to it: and he was in favor of the 
. phan of getting these roads made, by granting alter- 
nate sections of land to those who would make 
them, taking special care, however, to guard 

inst abuses of the grant. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said he had no objection 
to accept the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maryland, (Mr. McLane,] but it was too late to 
modify. Mr. McC. went on to make some fur- 
ther remarks upon the bill, most of which were 
lost in the mixed mass of sounds which filled the 
Hall. He was understood to say that much of 
the land-owned ‘by the new States was unsaleable, 
and would continue so, unless the Government 
took steps to bring it into market, by making it 
acceptable to settlers. This could only be done by 
_ the creation of roads. The bill provided the means 
of making one of these, which would materially 
enhance the price of the whole mass of public 
lands lying in its vicinity. But even if it would 
not do this, the Government could be no loser by 
the grant, since the price of the alternate sections 
reserved to the United States was to be doubled, 
so that Government would get all it would have 
received if no land had been granted, besides the 
prospect of: selling far more of its domain, than it 
would have done for years—perhaps forever. The 
operation of roads like this had been tested in 
Illinois—as there was one already that was in suc- 
cessful operation. 

Mr. McC. then demanded the previous ques- 
tion, but consented to withdraw it at the earnest 
request of 

r. DICKEY, who inquired whether a portion 
of this contemplated road had not been chartered 
to a company in 1836-’37? whether that com- 
pany had not purchased up all the lands along the 
contemplated route of the road, so that when the 
alternate sections came to be located, they were 
found to be already occupied, and other lands were 
asked in their place? and whether that ‘company 
had not failed and abandoned the work, and the 
lands been sold on speculation? 

' Mr. McCLERNAND made some explanation 
in reply; but the whole conversation took place 
amidst a general tdmult, in which little could be 
distinctly understood. 

Mr. McLANE now moved ,the previous ques- 
tion on the motion made by him to reconsider. 

Mr. DUNCAN, of Kentucky, moved to lay the 
resolution to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. McLANE demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, and resulted as follows: Yeas 
78, nays 64. 

eo the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
ta $ ©. j > 


o'clock. 
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MEXICAN CLAIMS. 


The Senate bill to carry into effect certain stip- 
ulations of the treaty between the United States of 
America and the Republic of Mexico of the 2d of 
February, 1848, was taken up and read twice. 

Mr. NICOLL said the bill provided simply 
for carrying out the treaty with Mexico, by the 
appointment of a commission to adjudicate the 
claims provided for by that treaty. Fle asked that 
it be put on its third reading. 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, moved to refer 
the bill to the Committee.on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL hoped that the bill 
would not be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. He had particular reasons for it: one 
was, that he had been called upon to attend a meet- 
ing of thatcommittee this afternoon at half-past four 
He had attended at the committee-room, 
and his honorable friend, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, was not there. When the House met after 
recess he had asked the reason for his absence, 
and for his having failed to call the committee to 
act on this subject, and the honorable gentleman 


had told him there was no occasion to refer it to- 


the committee; for it should not pass, at any rate. 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, said this bill 
should certainly go to some committee of the 
House. He desired to inquire if it did not contain 
an appropriation? i 

The SPEAKER stated that the Chair was about 
to remark, that as the bill contained an. appropria- 
tion, it must go to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union under the rule. 

- Mr. NICOLL moved to suspend said rule, so 
as to put the bill immediately on its passage. 

Mr. SMITH thought, before it went to the 
Committee of the Whole, it should go to some 
standing committee of this House. It was a very 
important bill. He knew nothing of its provisions; 
it had been totally impossible for him to hear one 
word in ten of the bill as it had been read by the 


Clerk., It was utterly impossible, therefore, for | 


him to say what the peculiar provisions of the bill 
were, but if they were what he had understood, 
they certainly ought to undergo some important 
revisions. The bill appropriated more than three 
millions of dollars out of the treasury. 

The SPEAKER here interposed, and stated that 
the rule which required appropriation bills to be 
referred also required that they should first be dis- 
cussed in committee. Debate was not therefore 
in order. 

Mr. DICKEY moved to lay the bill on the 
table. Rejected. ` 

Mr. NıcoLL’s motion to suspend the rule, so as 
to put the bill on its passage, was lost. 

A motion was made to refer the bill to the Com¢ 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and rejected. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. . 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and proceed to the considera- 
tion of private bills on the calendar. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, at five minutes to seven 
o’clock, moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, wished to make 
areport from the Committee of Elections, which 


he had been trying for some weeks to get before 


the House. 
Mr. VINTON said the report of the Committee 
of Conference on the army bill was not yet acted 


on. 

Mr. COBB said that could be acted on on Mon- 
day. He hoped the House would adjourn. They 
would do no good here. 

The motion to adjourn was disagreed to. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, said it had 
been about two months since any private bills 
from the Senate had been acted on in Committee 
of the Whole. He desired that bills to which no 
sas e was made should be acted on now. | 

vir. COBB, of Georgia, objected. [Great con- 
npn 
The SPEAKER called the House to order, and 
said the Chair would entertain no motion until 
order was réstored. 

After a pause of some seconds, order having been 
restored in some degree— . 

Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecticut, moved a 
resolution that the House now proceed to the con- 
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sideration of private bills‘from the Senate on the 
calendar of the Committee of the Whole, those to 
which no objection was made first to be consid- 
ered. Agreed to: Ayes 104, noes. 21. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 


‘mittee of the Whole on Senate bills on the private 


calendar, (Mr. THompson, of Indiana, in the 
chair,) and, after devoting some time to the con- 
sideration thereof, rose and reported the following. 
bills to the House, without amendment, vizs. . 

An act for the relief of Milledge Galphin, execu- 
tor of the last will and testament of George Gal- 
phin, deceased. 

An act authorizing the payment of asum of 
money to Robert Purkis. 

An act supplementary to an act to authorize the 
Secretary of State to liquidate certain claims therein 
mentioned, passed eighteenth of April, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and fourteen. - 

An act for the relief of Purser Benjamin J. Ca- . 
hoone. l 

An act for the relief of Anna J. Hassler. 

, An act for the relief of Elizabeth Pistole, widow 
of Charles Pistole. | 

An act for the relief of David Currier. 

An act for the payment of Charles Richmond. 

An act for the relief of Benjamin Adams & 
Company, and others. 

An act for the relief of Messrs. Cook, Anthony, 
Mahon, and others. 

An act for the relief of Jesse Turner. 

An act granting a pension to Abigail Garland, 
widow of Jacob Garland, deceased. | 

An act for the relief of Mary Taylor. 

An act for the relief of Welcome Parmenter. 

An act granting a pension to John Clarke. 

An act for the relief of David Wilkinson. 

An act for the relief of D. A. Watterston. 

An act for the relief of Charles M. Gibson. 

An act for the relief of George V. Mitchell. 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Thomas J. V. Owens, deceased. 

A resolution for the relief of H. B. Gaither. 

All which ‘bills were then severally read the 
third time, passed, and returned to the Senate. 

The Committee of the Whole also reported the 
following bills with amendments, viz: | 

An act for the relief of John Lorimer Graham, 
late postmaster in the city of New York. 

An act for the relief of Samuel Grice. 

An act for the relief of William B. Stokes. 

An act for the relief of the widows and orphans 
of the officers, seamen, and marines of the brig of 
war Somers. , 

The House proceeded to consider the said bills, 
when the amendments of the Committee of the 
Whole were concurred in, and the bills were sev- 
erally read a third time and passed, and returned 
to the Senate. : 

Mr. MOREHEAD moved that the Committee 
of the Whole be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the Senate bill to compensate R. M. 
Johnson for the erection of certain buildings for 
the use of the Choctaw Academy. Agreed to. 

The bill was then taken up, read a third time, 
and passed, and returned to the Senate. 

Mr. VAN DYKE, from the Committee of Elec- 
tions, reported a resolutiofi authorizing the. Clerk 
to pay James Monrog, out of the contingent fund. 
of the House, for services as a member while con- 
testing the seat of Davin S. Jackson. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend the resolution 
so. as to direct the Clerk to pay Jonn M. Botts 
for the time occupied in contesting the seat of Jonn: 
W. Jones as a member from the State of Virginia 
in the 28th Congress. ` 

The SPEAKER ruled the amendment out of 


order. 

Mr. ATKINSON moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. Rejected. 

The previous question was then moved and sec- 
onded; and, under the operation thereof, the reso- 
lution was agreed to. : 


VERMONT MILITIA CLAIMS, ETC. 


“On motion of Mr. BURT, the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union was discharged 
from the further consideration of the Senate bill 


| for the payment of the fourth regiment in the sec- 


ond brigade of the third division of the Vermont 
militia for services at the battle of Plattsburg; and, 
after a brief apps in favor of the bill by Mr. B., 
it was read a third time and ananinvously passed, 
and returned to the Senate. | 
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Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, moved to sus- 
pend the rules to enable him to offer a resolution 
authorizing and directing the Clerk of the House 
to pay Joun M. Borts for the time occupied by 
him in contesting the right of Jouns W. Jones to 
a seat as a representative from the State of Virginia 
in the 26th Congress. 

The thes and nays were taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules, and resulted—yeas 74, nays 53. 
Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the motion 
was lost. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE ARMY. 

Mr. BOYD, from the Committee of Conference 
on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill making appropria- 
tions for the support of the army for the year 
ending June 30, 1849, made a report, which was 
read; and, after a few explanatory remarks by Mr. 
B., was agreed to under the operation of the pre- 
vious question moved by him. The bill as passed 
is as follows: 


An ACT making appropriations for the support of the army 
for the year ending the thirtieth of June, one thousand 
eight hundred and forty-nine. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
following sums be, and the same are hereby, appropriated 
out of any money in the treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
for the support of the army for the year ending the thirtieth 
of June, one thousand eight hundred and forty-nine. 

For the pay of the army, one million six hundred and 
thirty-four thousand three hundred and eighty-two dollars. 

For commutation of officers (subsistence, five hundred and 
fifty-five thousand three hundred and fifty-one dollars. 

For commutation of forage for officers’ horses, one hun- 
dred and four thousand two hundred and fifty-six dollars. 

For payment in lieu of clothing for officers’ servants, thir- 
ty-six thousand one hundred and seventy dollars. 

For expenses of recruiting, forty thousand five hundred 
and sixty dollars. 

For three mofths’ extra pay to non-commissipned officers, 
musicians, and privates, on reénlistment, twelve thousand 
five hundred dollars. 

For three months? extra pay to the officers, non-commis- 
sioned officers, musicians, and privates, engaged in the mil- 
itary service ot the United States in the war with Mexico, 
under the act entitled ‘‘ An act to amend the act entitled 
€ An act supplemental to an act entitled An act providing for 
the prosecution of the existing war between the United 
States and the Republic of Mexico, and for other purposes,’ ?? 
approved July nineteenth, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, 
three millions of dollars. 

For the regular supplies of the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment, consisting of fuel, forage in kind for the authorized 
number of officers’ horses, and for the horses, mules, and 
oxen of the quartermaster’s department at the several ril- 
itary posts and stations, and with the armies in the field, and 
for the horses of the first and second regiments of dragoons, 
the eight companies of light artillery, and the regiment of 
mounted riflemen; of straw for soldiers’ bedding, and of 
stationery, including company and other blank-books for the 
army, certificates for discharged soldiers, blank forins for the 
pay and quartermaster’s department, and for the printing of 
division and department orders and army regulations, six 
hundred thousand dollars. 

For the incidental expenses of the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment, consisting of postage on letters and packets received 
and sent by officers on public service; expenses of courts- 
martial, and courts of inquiry, including the additional 
compensation to judge advocates, recorders, members, and 
witnesses, while on that service, under the act of March 
sixteenth, eighteen hundred and two; extra pay to soldiers 
employed in the erection of barracks, quarters, storehouses, 
and hospitals, the construction of roads, and other constant 
labor under the direction of the quartermaster’s department 
for periods of not less than ten days, under the act of second 
March, eighteen hundred and nineteen; expenses of ex- 
presses to and from the frontier posts and armies in the field, 
of escorts to paymasters, other disbursing officers, and trains, 
where military escorts cannot be furnished ; expenses of the 
interment of non-commissioned officers and soldiers; hire 
of laborers; compensation of clerks to the officers of the 
quaitermaster’s department; compensation to wagon and 
forage masters, authorized by the act of the fifth of July, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-eight; for the apprehension of 
deserters, and the expenses incident to their pursuit; the 
various expenditures necessary to Keep the first and second 
regiments of dragoons, the eight companies of light artillery, 
and the regiment of mounted riflemen complete, including 
the purchase of traveling forges, blacksmith’s and shoeing 
tools, horse and mule shoes, iron, hire of veterinary sur- 
geons, medicines for horses and mules, three hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars. 

For the purchase of horses required for the first and sec- 
ond regiments of dragoons, the eight companies of light 
artillery, and the regimentof mounted riflemen, one hundred 
thousand dollars. 

For constructing, repairing, and enlarging barracks, quar- 
ters, storehouses, hospitals, stables, wharves, and ways at 
the several posts and army depdéts; for temporary canton- 
ments, gun-houses for the protection of cannon, including 
the necessary tools and materials for the objects enumer- 
ated, and for the authorized furniture fur barrack-rooms of 
non-commissioned officers and soldiers; rent of quarters 


for officers, barracks, and hospitals for troops, where there 
are no public buildings for their accommodation, for store 
horses [houses] for the safekeeping of military stores, and 
of grounds for summer cantonments, three hundred thou- 
sand dollars. i 

For mileage, or the allowance made to officers for the 
transportation of themselves and baggage, when traveling 
on duty, without troops, seventy-five thousand dollars. 

For transportation of the army, including the baggage of 
troops, when moving either by land or water; of clothing, 
camp and garrison equipage, and horse equipments, from 
the depôt at Philadelphia to the several posts and army de- 
pôts; of subsistence from the places of purchase, and from 
the places of delivery under contract, to such places as the 
circumstances of the service may require it to be sent; of 
ordnance, ordnance stores, and small arms from the found- 
ries and armories to the arsenals, fortifications, frontier 
posts, and army depôts, one million five hundred thousand 
dollars. 

For subsistence in kind, in addition to one hundred and 
eighty-six thousand seven hundred and fourteen dollars and 
forty-four cents in the treasury, one million one hundred 
and twenty-seven thousand four hundred and twenty-eight 
dollars and fifty-six cents. 

For medical and hospital departments, one hundred and 
twelve thousand dollars. 

For contingencies of the army, twenty thousand dollars. 

l For armament of fortifications, one hundred thousand dol- 
ars. 

For purchase of ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies, 
one hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

For current expenses of the ordnance service, one hun- 
dred thousand doliars. l 

For the manufacture of arms at the national armories, 
three hundred and sixty thousand dollars. 

For repairs, improvements, and new machinery at Har- 
per’s Ferry armory, fifty-three thousand and ninety-one dol- 
lars. . 

For repairs, improvements, and new machinery at Spring- 
field armory, eighty-one thousand dollars. 

For arsenals, one hundred and thirty thousand three hun- 
dred and thirty-eight dollars. ° 

For purchase of land at Springficld, Massachusetts, adja- 
cent to new arsenal and public buildings, ten thousand dol- 
Jars. 

For purchase of land at Springfield, Massachusetts, to be 
pie by raising dam at upper water shop, five thousand 

ollars. 

For expenses of preparing drawings of a uniform system 
of artillery, three thousand dollars. 

For the two contemplated military stations on the line of 
communication with Oregon, thirty thousand dollars. 

For arrearages of the military and geographical surveys 
west ofthe Mississippi, twenty thousand dollars. . 

For arrearages on account of the appropriations heretofore 
made for works of fortification at Mobile point, fifty-nine 
dollars and ninety-two cents; at the Rigolets, Louisiana, 
eight hundred and fitty-two dollars; and at Fort Lafayette, 
New York, seven hundred and twenty-six dollars and forty- 
six cents—the same being the amounts expended by Lieu- 
tenant Colonel De Russey, United States engineer, and ad- 
mitted and allowed by the Comptroller of the ‘Treasury, but 
not credited to Lieutenant Colonel De Russey, owing to the 
want of appropriations for the aforesaid works. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the act entitled 
« An act to authorize an increase of the rank and file of the 
army of the United States,” approved May thirteen, eighteen 
hundred and forty-six, be, and the same is hereby, repealed : 
Provided, That the President of the United States may, by 
transfer from other regiments, increase the number of pri- 
vates, of not more than five regiments, to such number as 
he may think discreet, not exceeding one hundred privates 
to each of the companies of said five regiments. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That any non-commis- 
sioned officer, musician, or private in the regiment of mount- 
ed riflemen, who has been in service in Mexico, shall, on 
application, receive an honorable discharge from the service 
of the United States, and stand as if they had served out 
their respective terms: Provided, That any vacancy caused 
by such discharge shall be filled at the discretion of the Pres- 
ident of the United States. 

Sec. 4. And be it pee enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
tu pay to Captain John Caldwell the sum of six huncred and 
fifty-seven dollars, with interest thereon from the twenty- 
sixth of June, eighteen hundred and forty-seven, being the 
amount expended by him in the purchase of blankets and 
clothiug for the second regiment of Ohio volunteers, while 
acting as assistant quartermaster for that regiment, in Mex- 
ico; and that said sum be paid out of any money in the 
treasury not otherwise appropriated, 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union on Senate bills on the public 
calendar. 7 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, moved that the House 
adjourn. 

he yeas and nays were taken on the motion, 
and resulted—yeas 78, nays 61. 

And the House accordingly adjourned at a quar- 

ter past nine o’clock, p. m. 


IN SENATE. 
 Saturpay, August 12, 1848. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen. 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 


communicating a report of the superintendent of 
standard weights and measures and balances. 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, 

Order: d, That it be printed, and that five hundred copies, 
in addition to the usual number, be printed for the use of the 
superintendent. 

Mr. PEARCE submitted a communication from 
Alexandre Vattemare, which was ordered to be 
printed. a 

Mr. BUTLER moved that the Senate insist on 


‘its amendments to the bill to revive and extend the 


provisions of an act entitled ‘‘ An act to settle the 
title to certain tracts of land in the State of Arkan- 
sas,’’and asked a Committee ef Conference, which 
was appointed by the Chair. The committee con- 
sists of Messrs. Butter, Mason, and Hate. 

On motion of Mr. BUTLER, the Senate con- 
curred in the amendments of the House to the bill 
giving effect to certain treaty atipulations between 
this and foreign governments for the apprehension 
and delivery of certain offenders; which motion 
was agreed to. | 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill from the House for the 
relief of William Pittman, and passed the same. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, the Senate receded 
from all its amendments to the House bill to estab- 
lish certain post routes; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the bill to authorize the | 
of the Everglades in the State of Florida by sai 
State, and to grant the same to said State for that 
purpose, without amendment, and accompanied 
by a written report, with documents; which were 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, reported a resolution for the relief of the at- 
torneys employed by the Choctaw reservees under 
the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek, concluded the 
15th of September, 1830; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. l 

Mr. BELL also asked to be discharged from the 
sundry memorials and resolutions referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, asked to be dis- 
charged from sundry petitions referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. | 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of sundry memorials, &c., referred 
to that committee. 

Mr. MASON gave notice that he should move 
to take up the calendar at 11 o’clock. _ 

The bill for the relief of Charity Harrington, as 
amended by the House, was taken up and con- 
curred in. i 

Mr. KING submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, (the House of Representatives concurring,) 
That the sixteenth joint rule of the two Houses be suspend- 
ed, so far as to permit the sending to the House of Repre- 
sentatives the bill to carry into effect certain stipulations of 


the treaty between the United States of America and the 
Republic of Mexico, of the 2d day of February, 1848. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following joint 
resolution of thanks to Colonel Doniphan, his offi- 


cers and men: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
thanks of Congress be, and the same hereby are, presented 
to Colonel Doniphan, his officers and men, for the brilliant 
victory of the Sacramento, and the successful conduct of 
the military expedition to Chihuahua, and thence to General 
Taylor’s army ; and that the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be made a sword of the value of 
#500, with suitable inscriptions, to commemorate the honor 
of said victory and expedition. 


Mr. BENTON also offered the following joint 
resolution; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading: : 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
thanks of Congress be presented to Brigadier General Price, 
his officers and men, for the brilliant victory achieved by 
them at St. Cruz, in the State of Chihuahua, over a superior 
Mexican force; and that the President of the United States 
be requested to cause a sword of the value of $500, with 
suitable inscriptions, to be made and presented to General 
Price, in honor and commemoration of said vietery. 
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CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee of 
Conference on the bill making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic service, made a report; 
which was read. 

Mr. YULEE asked that the consideration of the 
report be postponed until the seats of the absent 
Senators should be filled. 

Mr. ATHERTON said he could not consent to 
a moment’s delay. The Committee on Confer- 
ence did not terminate its labors until 10 o’clock 
last night. It must be recollected that this bill had 
to be engrossed, and that there was nota cent to 
- pay the members. 
he report was then concurred in. 


THE OREGON BILL. 


The bill to establish a Territorial Government 
in Oregon, as amended by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, was then taken up. 

The amendments having been read— 

Mr. DOUGLAS moved the appointment of a 
committee of conference. 

Mr. KING said the proper motion was to in- 
sist, and then to ask for a committee of confer- 
ence. 

Mr. BENTON rose to make a motion which 
would supersede the other motion. He moved 
that the Senate recede from its amendment. 

Mr. YULEE referred to the Manual, to show 
the first motion was to insist. 

Mr. DAYTON suggested that the motion to 
récede was first in order, because, if it succeeded, 
it would prevent any committee of conference. 

Mr. MASON asked if the motion to recede 
would appear on the Journal? 

The CHAIR having replied in the affirmative— 

Mr. MASON moved to lay the bill and amend- 
ments on the table, and asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

he question was then taken and decided as 
follows: 

YEAS—Meegers. Berrien, Butler, Calhoun, Davis of Mis- 
sissippi, D »wna, Foote, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, John- 
son of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, King, Mangum, Ma- 
son, Pearce, Rusk, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Baldwin, 
Bell, Benton, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Camcron, Clarke, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, 

glas, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hamilton, Hous- 
ton, Metcalfe, Miller, Niles, Spruance, Sturgeon, Under- 
wood, Upham, Walker, and Webster—232. 

Mr. BENTON renewed his motion to recede. 
This question had been a long time before the Sen- 
ate. He had patiently waited with an anxious 
desire to adopt some measure of conciliation: From 
the first he had been opposed to clogging Oregon 
with California. He wished to see Oregon go 
through by herself. When the subject was referred 
to a select committee of eight, a bill had been 
brought in, constructed for the purpose of concili- 
ating different feelings. He had not approved of 
that bill; but he had always determined to vote for 
it. He had not impeded its progress by interpos- 
ing a single word. He gave his vote for it, while 
he disapproved of it atthe sametime. Then there 
came up the adjustment on the parallel line of 36° 
30’. He was extremely reluctant to go for that 
measure. Oregon was four hundred miles distant 
from the nearest, and nearly a thousand miles from 
the remotest point of California; and there was no 
rule which applied equally to both. Still he had 
voted for that bill, in order to put an end to the 
question; and on similar grounds he had given his 
vote for the Oregon bill. That bill had been sent 
to the House, and had been returned from the 
House with the Missouri compromise stricken out. 
He thought he had now done enough to secure 
conciliation and compromise. He had done enough 
when he consented to attach California to Oregon. 
Oregon was now in a deplorable condition. A few 
years ago we were ready to fight all the world to 
get possession of her; and now we are just as will- 
ing to throw her away as we were then to risk 
everything for her possession. She is left without 
a government, without laws, while at this moment 
she is engaged in a war with the Indians. There 
were twelve thousand or fifteen thousand persons 
settled there who had claims on our protection. 
She was three thousand miles from the metropolitan 
seat of government. And yet, although she had 
wet up a provisional government for herself, and 
this provisional government had taken on itself 
the enactment of laws, it is left to the will of ever 
individual to determine for himself whether he will 


_ obey those laws or not. She has now reached a 


point beyond which she can exist no longer. She 
can work along no further, no longer. The war 
hereafter will not be between whites and Indians; 
it will be a conflict between whites and whites. It 
will become necessary that every dispute shall be 
settled by a resort to arms. And can this Senate 
satisfy itself that it will have performed its duty, 
while it sits with folded arms, and declines to do 
anything? It is a duty, a solemn obligation, en- 
forced by the awful solemnity of our oaths, which 
we cannot avoid without a violation of that duty. 
If we refrain from extending the protection of this 
Government to the people of Oregon, we violate 
these obligations. He held it to be our bounden 
duty to provide a government for Oregon; and he 
would not, so far.as he was able, permit the bill 
to establish that government, by putting a weight 
of extraneous matter on it, tosinkitdown. Flor- 
ida had been permitted to come into the Union, 
notwithstanding the slavery question. 

Mr. YULEE said there was a warm and long 
opposition to it. 

Mr. BENTON. Florida was permitted to come 
in at once. . 

Mr. WESTCOTT. Florida was an applicant 
year after year—from 1839 to 1845—before she 
was admitted. 

Mr. BENTON. Florida went through as a 
State. Not a single vote was given against the 
formation of her State government. 

Mr. YULEE. There was long discussion and 
a strong vote against it. 

Mr. BENTON. She passed through as a State. 
The members from the non-slaveholding States 
could have stopped her if they had chosen, but 
they let her pass. Texas had also been admitted. 
And why was Oregon to be arrested in her appli- 
cation? If Congress should adjourn without es- 
tablishing a government there, it might become a 
question with the President whether his duty 
would not require of him to convene Congress 
before the usual period. Mr. B. concluded with 
re-urging Congress to act on the bill now. | 

The CHAIR announced its decision, that the 
motion to recede takes precedence of the motion 
to insist and to ask for a committee of conference. 

Mr. BERRIEN would not call in question the 
decision of the Chair. He made an appeal to the 
Senate not to let this last opportunity for concilia- 
tion pass away. He hoped the motion to recede 


would not prevail. The question involved the in- 


terests of the people of Oregon; and more than 
that, the harmony of the people of the United 
States. If this measure should not prevail, it will 
be taken as evidence that the Government will here- 
after rule the South with a rod of iron. He hoped 
a committee of conference would be granted, in 
order that gentlemen might compare opinions. in 
the hope of coming to sume satisfactory conclu- 
sion. He trusted that this course would be pur- 
sued, in order that southern representatives might 
carry home the gratifying information that Con- 
gress were disposed to consult the feelings of their 
constituents. It.was suggested by the Senator 
from Missouri, that the appointment of a commit- 
tee of conference would be to transfer the power 
of Congress to a committee. He contended that 
if the establishment of a government in Oregon 
was impeded, it was by fastening on it this proviso 
in relation to a Territory where it is not needed. 
Does any man believe that slavery will ever exist 
in Oregon? And if not, how did the attaching of 
California to the bill clog and bear itdown? He 
designated more in detail the positien in which 
southern Senators were placed. He complimented 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WEBSTER] 
on the statesmanlike ground on which he had 
placed his opposition. In his course there was 
no demafogism, no free-soil fallacy. But he re- 
garded the view of that Senator as to the three- 
fifths provision as incorrect; and he went at some 
length into an explanation of his own opinions as 
to the intent of that provision, and concluded with 
a renewed appeal to the Senate not to recede. 

Mr. MASON moved to postpone the further 
consideration of this bill until half-past five, for 
the pula of taking up the private calendar; and 
on this question he asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered. 

The question was then, taken, and decided as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Berrien, Borland, Butler, Cal- 


houn, Davis of Mississippi, Downs, Foote, Hannegan, 
Hunter, Johnson ef Maryland, Johason ef Louisiana, John- 
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gon of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Pearce, 

Rusk, Sebastian, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—23. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Baldwin, 

Bell, Benton, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Clarke, 


‘Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, 


Dodge, Douglas, Felch, (itzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, 
Houston, Metcalfe, Miller, Niles, Phelps, Spruance, Stur- 
geon, Underwood, Upham, Walker, dnd Webstet—34. 


Mr. CALHOUN expressed his apprehension 
that there was a fixed majority in this Senate and 
in the House opposed to any further trial at con- 
ciliation. Still he hoped the Senate would pre- 
serve a correct position, and vote for the appoint- 
ment of a committee of conference. He might 
say, without any self-flattery, that he had all along 
foreseen this result. Let those who opposed the 
views of the South lay their cause before the coun- 
try, and defend it as they could. The great strife 
between the North and the South is ended. The 


North is determined to exclude.the property of the 


slaveholder, and of course the slaveholder him- 
self, from its territory. On this point there seems 
to be no diviston in the North. In the South, he 
regretted to say, there was some division of senti- 
ment. The effect of this determination of the 
North was to convert all the southern population 


into slaves; and he would never consent to entail 


that disgrace on his posterity. He denounced any 
southern man who would not take the same course. 
Gentlemen were greatly mistaken if they supposed 
the Presidential question in the South would over- 
ride this more important one. The separation of 
the North and the South is completed. The South 
has now a most solemn obligation to perform—to 
herself—to the Constitution—to the Union. She 
is bound to come to a decision not to permit this 
to go on` ard further, but to show that, dearly as 
she prizes the Union, there are questions which 
she regards as of greater importance than the 
Union. She is bound to fulfill her obligations as 
she may best understand them. This is not a 
question of territorial government, but a question 
involving the continuance of the Union. Perhaps 
it was better that this question should come to an 
end, in order that some new point should be 
taken. ` 

He had given what he deemed a clear constitu- 
tional vote on the compromise bill. He had also 
voted for the introduction of the Missouri com- 
promise into this bill; although he could not consti- 
tutionally vote for the bill, which he regarded as 
artificial, Gentlemen may do with this bill as the 
please. If they will not give now what the Sout 
asks as a compromise, she will, at the next session, 
demand all, and will not be satisfied with anything 
less. | 

Mr. BELL said, he was a southern Senator, 
and deeply involved in southern interests; but he 
must have greatly mistaken his true course if the 
arguments to which he had listened were correct. 
There were wiser heads than his; but still, in the 
vote which he should give, he must conform to his 
own judgment. He believed that the Senator from 
South Carolina, and those who concurred with 
him, had placed the South in a wrong position, 
when they assumed that, by the decision of this 
question, the die would be cast, and the issue must 
now be made which involves the dissolution of 
the Union. He contended that this issue was pre- 
maturely made when it was -made on the Oregon 
bill. If we are to quarrel with the North, let us 
be sure that in all respects our ground of dispute 
is tenable for us. The vote of the House has 
been cited here as evidence that this issue could 
no longer be avoided. He came to no such con- 
clusion. He knew and felt the influence of too - 
many sympathies with the North. Until a vote 
of Congress should, on the subject of the southern 
Territories, actually separate the Union, he never 
would believe that such a vote could be given. Aa 
to this question, he had voted against laying this 
bill on the table, and against its postponement, be- 
cause he desired to give his southern friends an 
opportunity of having a committee of conference, 
from which he expected nothing favorable. 

Mr. WESTCOTT and Mr. DOWNS explained 
their votes on the question to lay the subject on 
the table. | 

Mr. BELL resumed. He would vote against 
receding, and would then vote to insist, although 
he did not expect any good from a conference. He 
desired to see the Oregon bill passed, even without 
this restriction; and he could not use it as a means 
of attack on gentlemen. Whether he could vote 


for it himself was doubtful, regarding as he did the 
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feelings of the friends with whom he was asso- 


. ciated. He controverted the doctrine, that even if 


the whole country, North and South, was opposed 
to slavery, Congress had no power to legislate on 
the subject. He thought the Missouri compromise 
had settled that point. He repeated, in conclusion, 
his conviction that the making up of the issue at 
this time was premature. When the whole ques- 
tion as to the Territories of California and New 
Mexico should come up, it would be time enough 
to tender the issue. 

Mr. TOURNEY thought the whole question was 
involved in the question now under consideration. 
It was alleged by the Senator from Missouri, that 
if this bill should be rejected, it might become the 
duty of the President to convene Congress for the 
Fad aa of providing a government for Oregon. 

f so, why had three years been permitted to pass 
without any government being provided for Ore- 
gon? He did not regard the claims of Oregon as 
greater than those of California and New Mexico. 
The question had become a sectional one, and pro- 
ductive of angry discussion. He desired to know 
why, in reference to this bill, the usual parlia- 
mentary course of appointing a committee of con- 
ference was to be departed from? On no other bill 
had there been this departure from the ordinary 
course. He could see no reason for the change. 
Deny this Committee of Conference, and all hope 
of providing a government for Oregon is lost, and 
every opportunity of conciliating the opposing 
sections of the country will have passed away. 
He hoped this spirit of conciliation would not be 
abandoned until every effort had been exhausted 
in a Committee of Conference. He complimented 
the Senator from Indiana (Mr. Bricut] on the 
course he had taken, almost alone, in throwing 
himself into the breach, to preserve his party and 
the Union. He hoped the committee would be 
allowed. When had such a committee failed to 
agree? When had any bill been lost, which had 
been referred to a Committee of Conference? To 
test the sense of the Senate, he would move to lay 
the motion of the Senator from Missouri on the 


table. 

The CHAIR deciding that that motion would 
carry the bill with it— 

r. TURNEY withdrew his motion. 

Mr. BUTLER said that he had voted for laying 
the bill on the table, because, after the declaration 
of the Senator from Missouri, that the reference to 
a Committee of Conference would be a transfer of 
the power of the Senate, he thought it would be 
better to leave Oregon without a government for 
the present than pass the bill in such a shape as 
would provoke the consequences which must fol- 
low. e thought the views of the Senator from 
‘Tennessee (Mr. Betz] were not correct, and it ap- 
peared very unlikely that any issue could probably 
ensue which would suit the taste of that Senator. 
The history of the great men of Massachusetts, in 
the revolutionary crisis, would rise up and rebuke 
those who were so fastidious about an issue. He 
put a number of questions to agcertain what issue 
would suit the Senator. He complimented that 
Senator for the qualities of heart which he had ex- 
hibited when he spoke of his sympathies for the 


North. But he thought that the practical judgment: 


of that Senator would revolt from a surrender of 
the Oregon question. We read with admiration 
of individuals who have stood up alone to breast 
the storm; and we have seen such among us. But 
if we of the South are obliged to go home, and tell 
our constituents that the Missouri compromise has 
been rejected, all the eloquence of the Senator from 
Tennessee and that of the Senator from Missouri 
combined, would have no effect in controlling the 
burst of indignation which would break forth. He 
referred to a letter published last summer by the 


` Senator from Missouri, in which he pledged him- 


self to give Oregon a government, and congrat- 
ulated him on the facility with which he could 
ehange his position. He thought little of any 
dangers which would threaten the Union from any 
consequences which could arise from the extension 
of qur country, in comparison with those which 
must follow the rejection of this last effort of com- 
promise. He could not coincide in opinion with 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wesster,] 
that there was nothing in the Constitution touch- 
ing the government of new Territories obtained by 
& power resulting from war. There were many 
things prohibited by the Constitution which could 
not be done in a new Territory any more than in 
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any other Territory. He concluded by stating, 
that we had given by this bill to Oregon a Legis- 
lature, a Governor, and everything usually in- 
cluded in bills of this kind; and.was it to be sup- 
posed, that if this feature were stricken out, Oregon 
could not exist under its government? The idea 
of the Senator from Tennessee, that the issue could 
not be made until the decision of Congress on the 
California question, he repudiated, because there 
was no probability that such issue would be made 
at present. The next issue would be the abolition 
of slavery in the District of Columbia, and in the 
forts and arsenals. He believed that in a few years 
an amendment of the Constitution would be made, 
which would still further prostrate the power and 
interests of the South. The opposition to the 


‘Amistad appropriation had been sustained by ar- 


guments such as he had never before this session 
heard from any lips. The situation of the south 
Atlantic States ought to induce us to pause. We 
had gone through a war, and the fruits of victory 
are held up, but these fruits the South is not per- 
mitted to touch. While the North is becoming 
rich by the carrying trade, by supplying provis- 
ions, &c., the South had not even had its share of 
patronage in the appointment of the officers who 
had figured in the war. He adduced this as proof 
that the weak would always be pressed down by 
the strong. While none of the honors, except the 
laurels enjoyed by those who have returned, and 
the cypress which mingles with the willow and is 
dewed with the widow’s and the orphan’s tears, 
have fallen to the South, it was hard to bear the 
insulting comparisons instituted on the subject of 
slavery whenever it comes up for discussion. 

Mr. HOUSTON wished to make his position 
known, not only on this continent, but that it 
should be blazoned forth to the world. He be- 
lieved that the crisis so much spoken of had come. 
Texas was peculiarly situated. The line of 36° 
30' divides her territory. North of that, slavery 
is prohibited; south of it, slavery may or may not 
exist, as she may select. Texas had entered the 
Union on this condition, and she was willing to 
adhere to that condition. He did not see that this 
bill affected the interests of Texas in any way. 
The extension in Oregon of the line to 42° could 
not affect the southern States. He stood on the 
frontier, and he saw nothing in whatever legisla- 
tion might take place in reference to territory north 
of 42° which could concern his State. He remind- 
ed the Senate that thirteen Senators from the north- 
ern States had voted for the admission of Texas as 
she came in. And he was ‘ready to vote for the 
admission of Oregon, even with the prohibition of 
slavery attached to it, as it could never affect the 
southern Territories. He might vote against re- 
ceding, because he hoped oe better might 
be obtained. As to the southern Territories, the 
Government of California is not now before us. 
He remembered the cry of disunion and nullifica- 
tion when the high tanff was imposed. That cry 
reached him in the wilderness, an exile from kindred 
and friends and sections; but it rung in his ears, 
and wounded his heart. But now he was in the 
midst of such a cry, and he was bound to act as a 
man conscious of the solemn responsibilities im- 
posed on him. He had heard the menaces and 
cries of disunion until he had become familiar with 
them, and they had now ceased to produce alarm 
in his bosom. He had no fear of the dissolution 
of the Union, when he recollected how it had been 
established, and how it had been defended. It 
could not be the interest of the North to destroy 
the South, notwithstanding the papers signed by 
old men, and old women, and pretty little girls, 
praying for abolition, got up in the very small 
coteries—these could not ruffle the Union. The 
intelligent and manly spirits of the North would 
rise up to defend the Union. He wished no sep- 
aration of the States. He had too much confidence 
in the North to fear any injury from that section. 
And he thought the South—and he was a southern 
man—should make some sacrifice for the purpose 
of reconciliation with the North. As to the Pres- 
idential elections, he hoped they. would always 
continue, and that the Republic would long exist; 
but he did not dread the influence which these 
questions would exercise on legislation. Oregon 
cannot obtain protection and good government, ex- 
cept from Congress; and he hoped these would be 
extended to her. 

As to the South, he was anxious to throw off 
from her any injurious imputations. It had been 
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said that the South, which supported one of the 
candidates in 1840, had deserted him in 1844. He 
was a favorite with the South, because he declared 
himself a northern man with southern principles, 
and of course was a favorite with the South. 
What is that gentleman s position now? It re- 
minded him of the two farmers who had two 
orchards, one on the north and the other on the 
south side of a hill. On one occasion, when the 
fruit failed on the northern side, the farmer on the 
south offered his neighbor the privilege of coming 
into his orchard and making there what cider he 
needed. ‘That is very weil,” szid the northern 
man, “but I have no hands to make it.” ‘fhe 
southern man replied that he would ‘make him 
some, and would let him have a barrel of cider. 
‘¢ But I have no one to bring it home,” said the 
northern man. ‘‘ Well, I will send you a barrel,” 
was the reply. ‘¢ That is all well,” said his neigh- 


bor, * and when I have drunk out the cider, what 


will you give me for the barrel?’ So the gentle- 
man of the North with southern principles now 
wanted to sell the barrel‘to the South. He went 
on at some length to discuss the political character 
and course of Mr. Van Buren, expressing his be- 
lief that as soon as Elisha’s mantle fell on his 
shoulders, he was the favorite of the South on that 
account; but that when he styled himself a north- 
ern man with southern principles, that alone should 


have put the South on her guard, and Jed her to 


suspect him of treachery. But if the. vision of the 
stern old warrior could break upon him as that old 
man would have looked, if living, on his traitorous 
course, the glance of the warrior’s eye would ex- 
terminate him where he stands, and leave nota 
spot to mark the place. . He went on to show the 
intimate connection of interests between the North 
and the South, which ought to cement the union 
between them. They are mutually dependent on 
each other; and if the slaves were free, where 
would be found purchasers for the coarser fabrics 
of northern manufactures? The South had no 
reason to complain because the North was the 
beneficiary of the favors of the Government. He 
thought that these considerations ought to influ- 
ence us when any one talks to us of a dissolution 
of the Union. He protested against the cries of 
disunion, and against every attempt to traduce the 
Union. He was of the South, and he was ready 
to defend the South; but he was for the Union. 
The Union was his guiding star, and he would fix 
his eyes on that star to direct his course. He 
would advise his friends of the South and of the 
North to pursue measures of conciliation. He 
would discourage every attempt to sow discord, 
and to stir up the passions of the country, and 
kindle them up to war. He regretted that the Sen- 
ator*from South Carolina had used any menacing 
language against the Union. 

Mr. CALHOUN explained that he used no 
menace. He spoke of his own position. 

Mr. HOUSTON said, he was glad to find that 
the Senator meant no menace. What would be 
done by the South? Would she have a conven- 


tion? 

Mr. DOWNS. Have not the North had a con- 
vention ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator think it 
treason in the South to have a convention? 

Mr. HOUSTON said, certamly not. It would 
have the right to hold a convention and raise a 
puny war against the women and children who get 
up abolition papers, or against that convention at 
Buffalo; and he had seen a much more respectable 
convention of buffaloes. He would never go into 
any southern convention; he would never aid in 
any scheme to bring about a dissolution of the 
Union. What would a southern convention do? 
Would it oppose the laws enacted by a majority 
of the two Houses? Would it raise troops to cut 
off emigrants to Oregon, because they were going 
there without negroes? He wished to know if 
this would not be a beautiful idea. The Senator 
from South Carolina, after voting for the Missouri 
compromise, could not head a convention. Heaven 
would not let him. Such a mutinous, nondescript 
company as he would have under him, would 
never have been seen béfore. As for himself, he 
would not go in for carrying on a war to Puget’s 
Sound for a visionary object. 

Mr. BENTON called the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the fact, that the Senate had agreed to every 
word and every letter of the bill from the Houses; 
but the Senate had added to it extraneous matter. 
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We now saw the opening of that second chapter, 
which the Senator from South Carolina had spoken 
of, as a part of the history of the dissolution of 
the Union. Chapter ‘‘ number two” was to open 
when both Houses had agreed to this Oregon bill, 
word for word, and letter for letter; and when the 
Senate interjected in the bill a foreign question—a 

uestion ee altogether to another subject— 
` this number two was to go before the country as 
& part of the history of dissolution. 

He (Mr. B.) had been taunted in the debate 
with having relaxed in his zeal for Oregon at one 
time, and increasing it at this time. For thirty 
scars he had urged the claims of Oregon, and 
with equal zeal he urged them now. He reminded 
the Senate of a letter whieh he wrote a year and a 
half ago, in which he treated of the scheme formed 
for keeping Oregon out of the Union. 

All this talk about the dissolution of the Union 
gave him no concern. He was peculiarly consti- 
tuted as to the subject. His observation of public 
affairs went back to that period of our history 
when Aaron Burr engaged in his enterprise of 
disunion. He (Mr. B.) was a boy of sixteen, 
but was an observer of events, and a reader of the 
public journals. He acknowledged that he then 
read with mortification—and few things from the 
same source had ever failed to meet with his cor- 
dial approbation—he read, he said, with mortifi- 
cation, the proclamation of Mr. Jefferson, in which 
he denounced the project of Burr as ‘‘ dangerous 
to the Union.” For, at that time, there was not 
a neighborhood in the West in which Burr would 
disclose his project. If he had done so, the women 
and children would have tied him down and sent 
him to the nearest place of justice, dragged by a 
dog-chain. As long as he presented mere designs 
of a dazzling nature, and not concerning our own 
Government, he was listened to. But when, on 
the lower Mississippi, he did disclose his treason- 
able objects, he was immediately obliged to fly 
into the wilderness and become an outcast from 
society. There, in his hiding-place—in his dis- 
guise—in a creek, where the alligator has his 

lace—he was accidentally encountered, at night, 
by one who, before affording him relief, demanded 
his name. Who are you? As soon as he gave 
his name, he was taken into custody, and by a 
string led into the Georgia settlements. Burr 
having heard of the sympathy often excited in the 
behalf of great men struggling with adversity, ap- 
led to some persons in Georgia for his rescue. 
Fle addressed some boys as to his case, and, at 
first, very naturally excited their sympathy. But 
when these boys heard hts name, they refused to 
afford him any succor. Such (said Mr. B.) will 
_ be the end of all attempts to dissolve this Union— 
to divide it by any line. He would, he said, think 
that a man who might bring brick, mortar, and 
trowel to dam up the mighty Mississippi, had 
commenced a feasible and wise enterprise, in com- 
parison with the project of that man who might 
undertake to run a dividing line between the States 
of this Union. All this talk of disunion was idle. 
It was like | i 
‘A tale told by an idiot, 
Fall ofsound and tury—signifying nothing.” 
No influence had these menaces on.him. A key 
dropped into the broad Atlantic would, as it had 
been said, produce a disturbance that would be felt 
in the seas of China. Just as little did this talk of 
disunion ruffle him. Thus, he said, would end 
the chapter number two. 

Mr. YULEE addressed the Senate at length on 
the subject, remarking that he would gladly go 
with the Senator from Tanneases (Mr. BELL) and 
the Senator from Texas (Mr. Houston] in post- 


poning this issue, if it could be done with a just. 


regard to the interests of the South. But such a 
postponement would only serve as an inducement 
to the North to peraist in its course of injustice to 
the South. What was the issue provoked by this 
bill? Was it not an assumption by the almost 
unanimous vote of the North that they would not 
permit the South to enter into any of the Territo- 
ries of the Union? The vote of the North was an 
annunciation to the South of their fixed purpose to 
deny to the South their just rights. He would be 
happy ¥ the Senate would agree to postpone this 
bill, with the whole subject. The South have 
never been able to obtain their rights from the 
North, except by compromise. Missouri was ad- 
mitted with Maine, and in like manner other south- 
ern States had been admitted only in connection 


with some northern States. It gave him pain to 
hear some of the southern men propose to yield 
this question. It was a contest for principles. He 
still hoped that some mode of compromising this 
question would be resorted to. He would move, 
with that view, the reference of the bill and amend- 
ments to the Committee on Territories. l 

Mr. WEBSTER doubted whether the bill, in 
its present condition, could be referred. 

Mr. CALHOUN said the reference would bein 
conformity with parliamentary rule. The com- 
mittee might propose to retain some, and recede 
from other amendments. 

Mr. DAYTON said the amendments alone were 
before the Senate. 

Mr. YULEE withdrew the motion at present. 

A message was here received from the’ House, 
communicating their action on the Senate amend- 
ments to the bill establishing certain post routes. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, it was taken up. 

The message was read, and the House amend- 
ments concurred in. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, rose and addressed 
the Senate in reply to the Senator from Texas, 
declaring that the South could not with any pro- 
priety rely on the magnanimity of the North. He 
also took exception to the course of the Senator 


‘from Tennessee, [Mr. BeLL,] who, as a southern 


man, looked forward to the day when the South 
would be saved by northern generosity. He would 
not dwell on the incendiary publications which 
had been circulated, as blood in the human body, 
through every vein and artery. But this, with 
numerous other acts of notoriety, might be quoted 
to show the character of northern generosity. He 
went into a view of the course which had been 
pursued in reference to the Oregon question. 

The South had only asked us to keep off legis- 
lative action on this subject. They asked only 
that the question should be submitted to the Su- 
preme Court, to be decided upon in conformity 
with the Constitution. But the compromise based 
on this principle had been laid on the table by the 
other House—rejected without any of that cour- 
tesy and magnanimity of which the Senators from 


‘Missouri and Texas had promised to us. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, rose, and took the 
floor in continuance of the debate; and, as the 
hour for the recess had nearly arrived, he moved 
that the Senate go into Executive session; which 
was agreed to. 

' EVENING SESSION. 


The CHAIR having announced that a resolu- 
tion offered by Mr. Maneaumcould not be received— 

When the doors were reopened— 

Mr. WESTCOTT was speaking to a question 
of order, as it appeared, in consequence of the 
objection to the reading of the resolution which 
was submitted by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Maneum.] It was represented to him, 
that there was a conventional understanding on the 
subject; but there was a time coming when the 
laws of courtesy would give way to other laws. 

Mr. W. appealed against the decision of the 
Chair, and asked the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. KING hoped the Chair would reverse its 
decision, and permit the resolution to be read, as 
he should be compelled to vote for the appeal. 

Mr. DICKINSON said he should vote for the 
appeal. | 

Mr. NILES (in the chair) stated that when the 
Senate took a recess, the Senator from Georgia had 
the floor, and was entitled to the floor when the 
Senate resumed its session. It was not in order, 
therefore, for any Senator to introduce other busi- 
ness. 

The question was then put, ‘‘ Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the decision of the Senate?” 
and was decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, 
Breese, Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dix, 
Dodge, Douglas, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, 
Houston, Metcalfe, Miller, Spruance, Underwood, Upham, 
and Walker—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Badger, Berrien, Borland, 
Bright, Calhoun, Cameron, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, 
Downs, Foote, Johnson ot Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, 
King, Lewis, Mangum, Phelps, Rusk, Sebastian, Turney, 
Westcott, and Yulee—22. 

Mr. ATHERTON asked the consent of the 
Senate to permit a report to be made from the 
Committee of Conference on the bill making appro- 
priation for the army, and amendments. 


Objections were made, and then withdrawn, and 
the report was received and read; and 
Mr. ATHERTON moved that the Senate con- 


ur. 

Mr. YULEE objected to a concurrence in that 
part of the report which relates to the organization 
of the marine corps. He considered it a matter 
of importance, and that it was his duty to explain 
the facts to the Senate. 

The Senator from Florida was here called to 
order; consent having been given merely for the 
purpose of receiving the report. 

The CHAIR decided that the report could not 
be made a subject of discussion; the objections 
being withdrawn only to permit the report to be 
received. 

Mr. YULEE appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. He insisted that the objection to the recep- 
tion of the report having been removed, the subject 
of the report was properly before the Senate. 

The CHAIR repeated the reasons for ita de- 
cision; but in so low a tone that the purport could 
not be understood. | 

Mr. ATHERTON insisted that the subject was 
before the Senate; that the House was waiting for 
the action of the Senate on the report; and that if 
: = laid on the table, the appropriation bill may 

e lost. 

Mr. KING expressed a hope that the Senator 
from Ilinois would withdraw his objection, and 
permit the report to be considered. 

Mr. DOUGLAS explained that the objection did 
not originate with him. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, said he should 
object to taking up this subject while another ques- 
tion was under consideration. ‘Fhe report might 
as well be laid on the table as the Oregon bill. He 
knew not to what extent the discussion on the 
Oregon bill was intended to be continued. . 

Mr. TURNEY hoped the question would be 
taken on the appeal. He was opposed to the 
taking up the subject of the Oregon bill until this 
report (taken up by the unanimous consent of the 
Senate) was disposed of. 

The CHAIR stated the ground of its decision. 

Mr. BADGER thought the decision of the Chair . 
was not correct. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the ques- 


tion being taken on the appeal, viz: ‘ Whether 


the decision of the Chair shall stand?” it was de- . 
cided as follows—yeas 19, yeas 29: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Clarke, Ccrwin, Davis of Mas 
sachusetts, Dayton, Dix, Dodge, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, 
Hale, Hamlin, Hannegan, Metcalfe, Miller, Spruance, Un- 
derwood, Upham, and Walker—YP9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Badger, Beh, Berrien, 


Borland, Bradbury, Butler, Calhoun, Davis of Mississippi, 


Dickinson, Downs, Foote, Houston, Johnson of Maryland, 
Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, 
Mangum, Mason, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, Sebastian, Tarney, 
Webster, Westcott, and Yulee—29. 

So the decision of the Chair was not sustained. 

Mr. YULEE resumed ,and asked for the reading 
of the section of the bill which constituted the 
amendment. He stated, that the Committee of 
‘Conference was not in possession of the facts when 
the subject was before it, and this portion of the bill 
escaped consideration. An increase of the marine 
corps had been authorized last session, and a por- _ 
tion of the-increase had been employed on shore 
in Mexico, and had behaved with great gallantry. 
The increase authorized last session was one thou- 
sand; and it was now found that the number re- 
quired, according to the present naval establish- 
ment, would beabout two thousand three hundred; 
while the number now authorized by the committee 
made the aggregate only fifteen hundred. The 
Secretary proposed to reduce the landsmen in the 
proportion of the increase of the marines; and as 
the landsmen received nine dollars a month, and 
the marines only six dollars, it was a measure of 
economy. He lauded the efficiency with which the 
marines had performed their duty. He referred toa 
letter from Commodore Stewart, who recommended 
a much larger increase; and all the officers concurred 
in the expediency of thisincrease. An addition is 
also required to keep a sufficient number—say fift 
or a hundred should always be kept here at head 
quarters—for drilh—as they could only be effectu- 
ally drilled while on shore. He requested the 
reading of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy 
recommending the increase on the grounds he had 
just stated; and the letter was read. 

Mr. BENTON said he objected to the reception 
of these letters. Everything relative to the subject 
ought to be before the Committee of Conference. 


1848. 


.Mr. BADGER rose to a point of order. The 
question on reading a paper must be taken with- 
out debate. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—ayes 23, noes 15. 

A second letter from the Secretary of the Navy 
was then read; but while the Secretary was read- 
ing— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, asked how much 
more there was of it? 

Mr. BENTON said there was a whole library 
—a perfect history of the marine corps. 

The further reading of the letter was then dis- 

ensed with. 

Mr. BENTON said he had committed a great 
blunder in permitting these marines to come into 
the army bill. He would take care that hereafter 
they should be kept in their proper place. And he 
would take as great care that the Senator from 
Florida shouid never again, with his consent, put 
any item into an army bill which was not pre- 
viously authorized by law. And now see how the 
Senate was rewarded for its kindness! The House 
had acted under .a correct understanding of the 
Jaw. The Senator from Florida, from his manner, 
was willing to destroy the whole bill rather than 
give up his wish to keep up the marine corps with 
all its establishment of officers. The Committee 
of Conference understood the subject. He hoped 
the Senate would strike out the whole of the mat- 
ter. The generosity of the Senate had been repaid 
by an attempt to destroy the bill. 

Mr. YULEE said there was no intention on his 
part to destroy the bill. He understood that the 

ouse, with a little explanation, would agree to 
the bill. He understood from the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, that there was a great 
probability of the passage of the amendment if 
sent back to it. 

Mr. ATHERTON said he had been misunder- 
stood. He had said that if the increase had only 
extended to the men, and the officers had not been 
all retained, it might have been so. 

Mr. YULEE acquiesced in this explanation. 
He contended that there was propriety in attaching 
this corps to the army bill. It was the practice 
in England to join them in the same bill. He 
thought it would be well to send this bill and 
amendment to a second committee of conference. 

Mr. BADGER said no one had any desire to 
destroy the bill. The same thing was said at the 
last session on the last night of the session. The 
Senate having introduced this measure into the 
bill, it could not be presumed that it was not in its 
proper place, and the question .must turn on the 
intrinsic merits of the amendment. He pointed 
out the injustice which would be done to many 
gallant and deserving officers by the rejection of 
this clause. He hoped the report would be referred 
to another committee of conference. 

The report of the Committee of Conference was 
then agreed to. | 


OREGON. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to establish a Territorial Government in Ore- 
gon. 


Mr. WEBSTER (Mr. Jonnson yielding the 
floor) said he was not inclined to prolong this de- 
bate, and he was equally disinclined to introduce 
into it any new excitement and warmth. As a 
question of parliamentary proceeding, he under- 
stood the House had sent to the Senate a bill con- 
e Oregon, no lra of which had been objected 
to, and no part had been stricken out. An amend- 
ment had been made, which, as the Senator from 
Missouri had justly stated, had nothing to do with 
Oregon. It was an amendment proper enough in 
itself, but which had no bearing at all on Oregon. 
The successive section gays that the ordinance of 
1787 shall be applicable to Oregon. The amend- 
ment had been added to the bill by a majority of 
the Senate. And if the majority of the Senate 
think anything can be pained by sending the bill 
-to a second committee of conference, it is perfectly 
parliamentary for them to do so. But as he had 
voted against the amendment, it was natural that 
he should vote for the easiest mode of getting rid 
of it; that is, by depen The gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. Berrien] had not overstated the im- 

ortance of this amendment. If wrong had been 
one, it should be fairly presented to the world; 
and if it shall not meet its approbation, we have 
only:to submit quietly to the rebuke. He per- 
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fectly acquiesced in the opinion, that this was a fit 
subject to be presented to the judgment of the civ- 
ilized world. 

The ordinance of 1787 refers to the existence of 
a particular kind of slave not known in Europe, or 
in any civilized countries. Although slavery as 
attached to the South exists in other countries, he 
knew not that slaves transferable as chattels, to be 
separated from the glebe, were to be found but in 
America, and in the colonies of America. He 
remembered when this was regarded as an evil 
fixed on us by the mother country, and it must be 
considered as an entailment. He referred to the 
original introduction of slavery in the South, and 
assumed that no one, as far as he could gather 
from the acts and debates in Congress, had con- 
templated any extension of it to new territory. In 
the Convention and in the first Congress, it was 
conceded that slavery was a State institution, and 
that Congress had no power over it. He was of 
this opinion, and he would countenance no efforts 
to produce excitement by the introduction of these 
questions. 

The framers of the Constitution never contem- 
plated the acquisition of foreign territory. Since 
that period, new Territories have been acquired 
by purchase or conquest. Five slave States have 
been since admitted, sending ten Senators to this 
Chamber. But not one free State has been ad- 
mitted. [Several voices: ‘‘ lowa.”] Is Iowa ad- 
mitted? Her Senators are not here. That would 
be one to five. This fact shows that we have not 
disfavored slavery. As already there have been 
five States created out of these new Territories, he 
did not deem it his duty to go any further. As the 
Senator from Georgia desires to leave the question 
to the decision of the civilized word, and as he 
acquiesced in that course, how would it then 
stand? The southern Senators say we deprive 
them of the right to go into these newly-acquired 
Territories with their property. We certainly do 
not prevent them from going into these Territories 
with what is in general law called property. But 
these States have by their local laws created a 

roperty in persons, and they cannot carry these 
ocal laws with them. Slavery is created and ex- 
ists by a local law, which is limited to a certain 
section; and it is asked that Congress shall estab- 
lish a local law in other Territories, to enable 
southern Senators to carry their particular law 
with them. No man can be held as a slave, ex- 
cept the local law shall accompany him. ‘The 
slave is held to be free until evidence shall be pre- 
sented to prove that he is a slave. There isa 
belief prevailing, that slave labor and free labor 
cannot exist together. He had a letter of Mr. 
Mason, in which it is stated that slave labor will 
expel free labor.. This was not a universal rule, 
as there was useful free labor in parts of Virginia 
and Tennessee. e | 

He was not willing to extend the area of slavery, 
or to increase the slave representation in the other 
House. He thought enough had been yielded 
when twenty representatives from slave States, 
elected by three-fifths, were in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. When the Constitution was adopt- 
ed, no one looked for any accession of new States. 
Looking to the new circumstances—the acquisition 
of so much new territory—he thought it his duty 
to take his stand, and to say that he would never 
vote to extend the area of slavery. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, then resumed his 
remarks, and continued until a late hour. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, followed, and 
spoke for near an hour; when— 

Mr. HOUSTON rose and addressed the Senate 
at very considerable length, chiefly in reply to 
Mr. Jounson, of Georgia, and others. In the 
course of his remarks he paid a beautiful compli- 
ment to Mr. Clay, declaring that he deserved to 
have a statue erected in the rotundo for his stand 


‘in relation to the Missouri compromise. 


At this point of his speech there was an invol- 
untary burst of feeling from the galleries and lobby, 
both of which were densely crowded, that could not 
be suppressed. | 

Mr. KING rose to express his astonishment at 
such proceedings. Long as he had been connected 
with Congress, he had never, in the course of his 

olitical life, witnessed such a scene. Had the 
nited States Senate become a theatre, wherein the 
speakers were to be applauded or hissed? He 
trusted he might never again. witness such conduct. 


He gave notice if there were any more such exhi- 
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| bitions, he should feel compelled to have the galle- 


ries cleared. 

Mr. DICKINSON hoped no further notice would 
be taken of it, as it was evidently one of those in- 
voluntary bursts of feeling which, however much 
they were to be condemned, could not at all 
times be suppressed. He was convinced there 
would be no more of it, and hoped the Senator 
from Texas would proceed. 

Mr. MASON said, if there were any repetitions 
of that character, if no other Senator moved to 
clear the galleries, he would do so himself. Mr. 
M. manifested some warmth. 

Mr. PHELPS rose, and, turning towards Mr. 
Kine, remarked, the Senator from Alabama says 
that he never witnessed such a scene in this Capi- 
tol before; if that Senator has not, I have: and 
was about to proceed, when the Chair requested 
the Senator from Texas to proceed. 

Mr. HOUSTON then concluded his remarks. 

- Mr. TURNEY moved that the Senate adjourn, 
and desired to have the hour entered on the Jour- 
nal. [It was then past midnight. ] 

On this question the yeas and nays were de- 
manded, and the result was as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Berrien, Borland, Butler, Cal- 
houn, Davis of Mississippi, Downs, Hannegan, Johnson of 
Maryland, King, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—18. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, 
Benton, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Clarke, Corwin, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Douglas, 
Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Johnson 
of Louisiana, Metcalfe, Miller, Niles, Phelps, Spruance, | 
Underwood, Upham, and Walker—32. 

Mr. BUTLER desired to make a motion, and 
moved that the Senate galleries be cleared in order 
to go into Executive session. | 

There was some time spent in discussing points 
of order, in which Messrs. BERRIEN, BEN- 
TON, BREESE, HALE, DAVIS of Massachu- 
setts, and others participated. | 

Mr. BELL spoke at some length as to what 
might appear the object of such a motion at that 
particular juncture. ES 

[The scene was more than usually exciting at 
one time. 

The CHAIR ruled the motion of Mr. BUTLER 
out of order, from which an appeal was taken; and 
the result was, that the Cuair was sustained, as 
follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bald- 
win, Bell, Benton, Borland, Bradbury, Breese, Bright,Clarke, 
Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Day- 
ton, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Douglas, Feilich, Fitzgerald, 
Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Johnson of Maryland, 
Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, Metcalfe, Miller, 
Niles, Rusk, Spruance, Upham, and’ Walker—J6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Calhoun, Downs, Foote, Hannegan 
King, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Turney, Westcott, an 
Yulee—11. 

Mr. BADGER then addressed the Senate in 
favor of a committee of conference being appointed. 

Mr. METCALFE spoke at great length, insist- 
ing that a committee of conference between the 
two Houses might be able to accommodate the 
matter satisfactorily. 

Mr. FOOTE spoke for near half an hour, en- 
deavoring to get Mr. BENTON to withdraw his 
motion to recede. 

Mr. BENTON playfully, observed that healways 
had an objection to retreating. One of his earliest 
recollections was the old Roman maxim, non 
retrahit pedem; and, if the object of the gentleman’s 
speech was to induce him to draw back his foot, 
he might have saved himself. the trouble. 

Mr. FOOTE again rose to speak. 

Mr. WALKER made a point of order. The 
rule said that no Senator could speak more than 
twice on any one subject; whereas the gentleman 
from Mississippi had spoken some half dozen 
times at least. 

[Several voices: ‘Oh, let the gentleman proceed; 
we will listen to him with the greatest pleasure. ”’) 

Mr. FOOTE then went'on very coolly, decla- 
ring his ability to speak two entire days and nights 
without any very great inconvenience to himself. 

The debate was continued until after nine o’clock, 
a.m., Sunday, and was closed in a speech by Mr. 
FOOTE. ; 

The question being put upon the motion of Mr. 
BENTON, to recede from all the amendments, a 
division of the question was called for, and it was 
ordered that the question be taken separately on 
each amendment. 

Upon the question to recede from the first amend- 
ment, giving the veto power to the Governor, the 
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yeas and nays were ordered, and it was determined 


as follows: — 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, 
Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Clarke, Corwin, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix. Dodge, Doulas, 
Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Johnson 
of Maryland, Miller, Niles, Phelps, Spruance, Upham, 
Walker, and Webster—3l. | 

NAY S—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Berrien, Borland, But- 
ler, Calhoun, Davis of Mississippi, Downs, Foote, Hunter, 
Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Mangum, 
Mason, Metcalfe, Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, Turney, Under- 
wood, Westcoit, and Yulee— 23. | 

Upon the question to recede from the second 
amendment, relating to the same subject, it was 
determined in the affirmative without a division. 

Upon the question to recede from the third 
amendment, being the section extending the line 
of the Missouri compromise to the Pacific Ocean, 
the yeas and nays were ordered, and it was deter- 
mined in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, 
Breeze, Bright, Cameron, Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massa- 
chusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Douglas, Felich, 
Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Hannegan, Houston, 
Miller, Niles, Phelps, Spruance, Upham, Walker, and Web- 
ster—29. i i 
NA YS—Mesers. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Borland, 
Butler, Calhoun, Davis of Mississippi, Downs, Foote, Hun- 
ter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson 
of Georgia, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Metcalfe, Pearce, Rusk, 
Sebastian, Turney, Underwood, Westcott, and Yulee—2o. 

(Mr. ATHERTON was present but did not vote, 
having, as it is understood, paired off with Mr. 
Kine, who had been compelled to leave from ex- 
haustion. Messrs, CLAYTON and STURGEON were 
also absent, the former being still detained at home 
by the indisposition of a member of his family.] 

The remaining amendments were separately re- 
ceded from without a division, and the bill stands 
passed in the precise form in which it came from 
the House of Representatives, and is as follows: 


AN ACT to establish the Territorial Government 
of Oregon. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That from and after the passage of this 
act, all that part of the territory of the United States 
which lies west of the summy of the Rocky Moun- 
tains, north of the forty-second degree of north lat- 
itude, known as the Territory of Oregon, shall be 
organized into and constitute a temporary govern- 
ment by the name of the Territory of Oregon: Pro- 
vided, That nothing in this act contained shall be 
construed to impair the rights of person or prop- 
erty now pertaining to the Indians in said Terri- 
tory, so long as such rights shall remain unextin- 
guished by treaty between the United States and 
such Indians, or to affect the authority of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to make any regula- 
tion respecting such Indians, their lands, property, 
or other rights, by treaty, law, or otherwise, which 
it would have been competent to the Government 
to make if this act had never passed. _ And pro- 
vided also, That the title to the land, not exceeding 
six hundred and forty acres, now occupied as mis- 
sionary stations among the Indian tribes in said 
Territory, together with the improvements thereon, 
be confirmed and established in the several religious 
societies to which said missionary stations respect- 
ively belong: And provided further, That nothing 
in this act contained, shall be construed to inhibit 
the Government of the United States from dividing 
said Territory into two or more Territories, in such 


manner and at such times as Congress shall deem- 


convenient and proper, or from attaching any por- 
tion of said Territory to any other State or Terri- 
tory of the United States. 

' Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the exec- 
utive power and authority in and over said Terri- 
tory of Oregon shall be vested in a Governor, who 
shall hold his office for four years, and until his 
successor shall be appointed and qualified, unless 
sooner removed by the President of the United 
States. The Governor shall reside within said 
Territory, shall be commander-in-chief of the mili- 
tia thereof, shall perform the duties and receive the 
emoluments of Superintendent of Indian Affairs; 
he may grant pardons and respites for offences 
against the laws of said Territory, and reprieves for 
offences against the.laws of the United States until 
the decision of the President can be made known 
thereon; he shall commiesion all officers who shall 
be appointed to office under the laws of the said 


Territory, where, by law, such commissions shall | 


be required, and shall take care that the laws be 
faithfully executed. | a 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That there shall 
be a Secretary of said Territory, who shall reside 
therein, and hold his office for five years, unless 
sooner removed by the President of the United 
States; he shall record and preserve all the laws 
and proceedings of the Legislative Assembly here- 
inafter constituted, and all the acts and proceedings 
of the Governor in his executive department; he 
shall transmit one copy of the laws and journals 
of the Legislative Assembly within thirty days 
after the end of each session, and one copy of the 
executive proceedings, and official correspondence, 
semi-annually, on the first days of January and 
July, in each year, to the President of the United 
States, and two copies of the laws to the President 
of the Senate and to the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, for the use of Congress. And ìn 
case of the death, removal, resignation, or absence 
of the Governor from the Territory, the Secretary 
shall be, and he is hereby authorized and required 
to execute and perform all the powers and duties 
of the Governor during such vacancy or absence, 
or until another Governor shall be duly appointed 
and qualified to fill such vacancy. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the le- 
gislative power and authority of said Territory 
shall be vested in a Legislative Assembly. The 
Legislative Assembly shall consist of a Council 
and House of Representatives. The Council shall 
consist of nine members, having the qualifications 
of voters as hereinafter prescribed, whose term of 
service shall continue three years. Immediately 
after they shall be assembled in consequence of the 
first election, they shall be divided as equally as may 
be into three classes. The seats of the members 
of Council of the first class shaH be vacated at the 
expiration of the first year; of the second class at 
the expiration of the second year; and of the third 
class at the expiration of the third year; so that 
one-third may be chosen every year; and if vacan- 
cies happen by resignation or otherwise, the same 
shall be filled at the next ensuing election. The 
House of Representatives shall, at its first session, 
consist of eighteea members, possessing the same 

ualifications as prescribed for members of the 
Council, and whose term of service shall continue 
one year.. The number of representatives may be 
increased by the Legislative Assembly from time 
to time, in proportion to the increase of qualified 
voters: Provided, That the whole number shall 
never exceed thirty. An apportionment shall be 
made as nearly equal as practicable, among the 
severa] counties or districts, for the election of the 
Council and Representatives, giving to each section 
of the Territory representation in the ratio of its 
qualified voters, as nearly as may be. And the 
members of the Council and of the House of Rep- 
resentatives shall reside in and -be inhabitants of 
the district, or county, or counties, for which they 
may be elected respectively. Previous to the first 
election, the Governor shall cause a census or enu- 
meration of the inhabitants and qualified voters 
of the several counties and districts of the Terri- 
tory to be taken by such persons, and in such 
mode, as the Governor shall designate and appoint; 
and the persons so appointed shall receive a rea- 
sonable compensation therefor; and the first election 
shall be held at such time and places, and be con- 
ducted in such manner, both as to the persons who 
shall superintend such election, and the returns 
thereof, as the Governor shall appoint and direct; 
and he shall at the same time declare the number of 
members of the Council and House of Representa- 
tives to which each of the counties or districts shall 
be entitled under this act; and the Governor shall, 
by his proclamation, give at least sixty days pre- 
vious notice of such apportionment, ‘and of the 
time, places, and manner of holding such election. 
The persons having the highest number of legal 
votes in each of said council districts for members 
of the Council shall be. declared by the Governor 


to be duly elected to the Council; and the persons || 


having the highest number of legal votes for the 
House of Representatives shall be declared by the 
Governor to be duly elected members of said 
House: Provided, That in case two or more per- 
sons voted for shall have an equal number of 
votes, and in case a vacancy shall otherwise occur 
in either branch of the Legislative Assembly, the 
Governor shall order a new election, and the per- 
sons thus elected to the Legislative Assembly shall 
meet at such place, and on such day, within ninet 

days after such elections as the Governor shall 
appoint; but thereafter, the. time, place, and man- 


ner of holding and conducting all elections by the 
people, and the apportioning the representation in 
the several counties or districts to the Council and 
House of Representatives, according to the num- 
ber of qualified voters, shall be prescribed by law, 
as well as the day of the commencement of the 
regular sessions of the Legislative Assembly: Pro- 
vided, That no session in any one year shall ex- 
ceed the term of sixty days, except the first session, 
oa shall not be prolonged beyond one hundred 
ays. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That every 
white male inhabitant above the age of twenty-one 
years, who shall have been a resident of said Ter- 
ritory at the time of the passage of this act, and 


shall possess the qualifications hereinafter pre- 


scribed, shall be entitled to vote at the first election, 
and shall be eligible to any office within the said 
Territory; but the qualifications of voters, and of 
holding office at all subsequent elections, shall be 
such as shall be prescribed by the Legislative As- 
sembly: Provided, That the right of suffrage and 
of holding office shall-be exercised only by citizens 
of the United Statee above the age of twenty-one 
years, and those above that age who shall have 
declared on oath their intention te become such, 
and shall have taken an oath to support the Con- 
stitution of the United.States, and the provisions 
of this act: And provided further, That no officer, 
soldier, seaman, or marine, or other person in the 
army or navy of the United States, or attached to 
troops in the service of the United States, shall be 
allowed to vote in said Territory, by reason of 
being on service therein, unless said Territory is 
and has been for the period of six montks, his per- 
manent domicil: Provided further, That no person 
belonging to the army or nayy of the United States 
shall ever be elected to, or hold any crvil office or 
appointment in said Territory. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the legis- 
lative power of the Territory shall extend to all 
rightful subjects of legislation, not inconsistent 
with the Constitution and laws of the United 
States; but no law shall be passed interfering with 
the primary disposal of the soil; no tax shall be 
imposed upon the property of the United States; nor 
shall the lands or other property of non-residents 
be taxed higher than the lands or other property 
of residents. All the laws passed by the Legisla- 
tive Assembly shall be submitted to the Congress 
of the United States, and if disapproved, shall be 


null and of no effect: Provided, That nothing in 


this act shall be construed to give power to incor- 
porate a bank, or any institution with banking 

owers, or to borrow money in the name of the 

erritory, or to pledge the faith of the people of 
the same for any loan whatever, either directly or 
indirectly. No charter granting any privilege of 
making, issuing, or putting into circulation any 
notes or bills in the likeness of bank-notes, or any 


bonds, scrip, drafts, bills of exchange, or obliga- : 


tions, or granting any other banking powers or 
privileges, shall be passed by the Legislative As- 
sembly; nor shall the establishment of any branch 
or agency of any such corporation, derived from 
other authority, be allowed in said Territory; nor 
shall said Legislative Assembly authorize the issue 
of any obligation, scrip, or evidence of debt by 
said Territory, in any mode or manner whatever, 
except certificates for services to said Territory; 


and all such laws, or any law or laws, inconsistent — 


with the provisions of this act, shall be utterl 
null and void; and all taxes shall be equal and uni- 
form, and no distinction shall be made in the 
assessments between different kinds of property, 
but the assessments shall be according to the value 
thereof. To avoid improper influences which may 
result from intermixing in one and the same act 
such things as have no proper relation to each 
other, every law shall embrace but one object, and 
that shall be expressed in the title. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That all town- 
ship, district, and county officers, not herein other- 
wise provided for, shall be appointed or elected in 
such manner as shall be provided by the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the Territory of Oregon. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That no mem- 
ber of the Legislative Assembly shall hold, or be 
appointed to any. office whieh shall have been 
created, or the salary or emoluments of which 
shall have been increased, while he was a member, 
during the term for which he was elected, and for 
one year after the expiration of such term; but 


this restriction shall not. be applicable to members | 
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of the first Legislative Assembly; and no person 
holding a commission or appointment under the 
United States, shail be a member of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly, or shall hold any office under the 
Government of said Territory. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the ju- 
dicial power of gaid Territory shall be vested in a 
supreme court, district courts, probate courts, and 
in justices of the peace. The supreme court shall 
consist of a chief justice and two assqciate justices, 
any two of whom shall constitute a quorum, and 
who shall hold a term at the seat of government 
of said Territory annually, and they shall hold 
their offices during the period of four years, and 
until their successors shall be appointed and qual- 
ified. The said Territory shall be divided into 
three judicial districts, and a district court shall 
be held in each of said districts, by one of the 
justices of the supreme court, at such times and 
places as may be prescribed by law; and the said 
judges shall, after their appointments, respectively, 
reside in the districts which shall be assigned 
them. The jurisdiction of the several courts 
herein provided for, both appellate and original, 
and that of the probate courts, and of justices of 
the peace, shall be as limited by law: Provided, 
That justices of the peace shall not have jurisdic- 
tion of any case in which the title to land shall in 
any wise come in question, or where the debt or 
damages claimed shall exceed one hundred dollars; 
and the said supreme and district courts, respect- 
ively, shall possess chancery, as well as common 
law, jurisdiction. Each district court, or the judge 
thereof, shall appoint its clerk, who shall also be 
the register in chancery, and shall keep his office 
at the place where the court may be held. Writs 
of error, bills of exception, and appeals, shall be 
allowed in all cases from the final decisions of said 
district courts to the supreme court, under such 
regulations as may be prescribed by law; but in 
no case removed to the supreme court shall trial 
by jury be allowed in said court. The supreme 
court, or the justices thereof, shall appoint its 
own clerk, and every clerk shall hold his office at 
the pleasure of the court for which he shal] have 
been appointed. Writs of error, and appeals from 
the final decisions of said supreme court shall be 
‘atlowed, and may be taken to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, in the same manner and 
under the same regulations as from the circuit 
courts of the United States, where the value of 
the property or the amount in controversy, to be 
ascertained by the oath or affirmation of either 
party, or other competent witness, shall exceed 
two thousand dollars; and in all cases where the 
Constitution of the United States, or act of Con- 
gress, or a treaty of the United States is brought 
in question, each of the said district courts shall 
have and exercise the same jurisdiction in all 
cases arising under the Constitution and laws of 
the United States and the laws of said Territory, 
as is vested in the circuit and district courts of the 
United States. Writs of error and appeal in all 
such cases shall be made to the supreme court of 
said Territory, the same as in other cases. Writs 


of error and appeals from the final decisions of. 


said supreme court shall be allowed, and may be 
taken to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
in the same manner as from the circuit courts of 
the United States, where the value of the property 
or the amount in controversy shall exceed two 
thousand dollars; and each of said district courts 
shall have and exercise the same jurisdiction in all 
gases arising under the Constitution and laws of 
the United States, as is vested in the circuit and 
district courts of the United States, and also of all 
cases arising under the laws of the said Territory 
and otherwise. The said clerk shall receive, in all 
such cases, the same fees which the clerks of the dis- 
trict courts of the late Wisconsin Territory received 
for similar services. - 

See. 10. And be tt further enacted, That there 
shall be prome an Attorney for said Territory, 
who -shall continue in office for four years, and 
until his successor shall be appointed and qualified, 
unless sooner removed by the President, and who 
shall receive the same fees‘and salary as were pro- 
vided by law for the Attorney of the United States 
for the late Territory of Wisconsin. There shall 
also be a Marshal for the Territory appointed, 
who shali hold his office for four years, and until 
his successor shall be appointed and qualified, 
unless sooner removed by the President, and who 
shall execute all processes issuing from the said 


courts, when exercising their jurisdiction as circuit 
and district courts of the United States: he shall 
perform the duties, be subject to the same regula- 
‘tion and penalties, and be entitled to the same 
fees, as were ‘provided by law for the Marshal of 
the district courtof the United States for the pres- 


ent Territory of Wisconsin; and shall, in addition, : 


be paid two hundred dollars annually, as a com- 
pensation for extra services. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the Gov- 
ernor, Secretary, Chief Justice and Associate Jus- 
tices, Attorney, and Marshal, shall be nominated, 
and by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appointed by the President of the United 
States. The Governor and Secretary, to be ap- 
pointed as aforesaid, shall, before they act as such, 
respectively, take an oath or affirmation, before 
the district judge, or some justice of the peace in 
the limits of said Territory, duly authorized to 
administer oaths and affirmations by the laws now 
in force therein, or before the Chief Justice or some 
Assoeiate Justice of the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States, to support the Constitution of the United 
States, and faithfully to discharge the duties of 
their respective offices; which said oaths, when so 
taken, shall be certified by the person by,whom 
the same shall have been taken, and such certifi- 
cates shall be received and recorded by the said 
Secretary among the executive proceedings; and 
the Chief Justice and Associate Justices, and all 
other civil officers in said Territory, before they 
act as such, shall take a like oath or affirmation, 
before the said Governor or Secretary, or some 
judge or justice of the peace of the Territory, who 
may be duly commissioned and qualified, which 
said oath or affirmation shall be certified and trans- 
mitted, by the person taking the same, to the Sec- 
retary, to be by him recorded as aforesaid; and, 
afterwards, the like oath or affirmation shall be 
taken, certified, and recorded, in such manner and 
form as may be prescribed by law. The Governor 
shall receive an annual salary of fifteen hundred 
dollars as Governor, and fifteen hundred dollars 
as Superintendent of Indian Affairs. The Chief 
Justice and Associate Justices shall each receive 
an annual salary of two thousand dollars. The 
Secretary shall receive an annual salary of fifteen 
hundred dollars. The said salaries shall be paid 
quarter-yearly, from the dates of the respective 
appointments, at the treasury of the United States; 
but no such payment shall be made until said offi- 
cers shall have entered upon the duties of their 
respective appointments. The members of ‘the 
Legislative Assembly shall be entitled to receive 
three dollars each per day, during their attendance 
at the sessions thereof, and three dollars each for 
every twenty miles travel in going to and returning 
from the said sessions, estimated according to the 
nearest usually travelled route. And a Chief 
Clerk, one Assistant Clerk, a Sergeant-at-Arms, 
and Doorkeeper, may be chosen for each House; 
and the Chief Clerk shall receive five dollars per 
day, and the said other officers three dollars per 
day, during the session of the Legislative Assem- 
bly; but no other officers shall be paid by the Uni- 
ted States: Provided, That there shall be but one 
session of the Legislature annually, unless, on an 
extraordinary occasion, the Governor shall think 
proper to call the Legislature together. There 
shall be appropriated, annually, the sum of fifteen 
hundred dollars, to be expended by the Governor, 
to defray the contingent expenses of the Territory, 
including the salary of a clerk of the executive 
department; and there shall also be appropriated, 
annually, a sufficient sum, to be expended by the 
Secretary of the Territofy, and upon an estimate 
to be made by the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States, to defray the expenses of the 
Legislative Assembly, the printing of the laws, 
and other incidental expenses. And the Governor 
and Secretary of the Territory shall, in the dis- 
bursement of all moneys intrusted to them, be 
governed solely by the instructions of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury of the United States, and 
shall semi-annually account to the said Secretary 
for the manner in which the aforesaid [sum] 
moneys shall have been expended; and no ex- 

enditure, to be paid out of money apropos 
y Congress, shall be made by said Legislative 
Assembly for objects not specially authorized by 
the acts of Congress making the appropriation, 
nor beyond the sums thus appropriated for such 


objects: l 
Sec. 12. And be tt further enacted, That the rivers 


and streams of water in said Territory of Oregon, 
in which salmon are found, or to which they re- 
sort, shall not be obstructed by dams or otherwise, 
unless such dams or obstructions are so constructed 
as to allow salmon to pass freely up and down 
such rivers and streams. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That the 
sum of ten thousand dollars be, and is hereby, 
appropriated to be expended under the direction of 
the President of the United States, in payment for 
the services and ol eas of such persons as have 
been engaged by the provisional government of 
Oregon, in conveying communications to and from 
the United States, and for purchase of presents 
for such of the Indian tribes as the peace and quiet 
of the country requires. N. 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That the in? 
habitants of said Territory shall be entitled to 
enjoy all and singular the rights, privileges, and 
advantages granted and secured to the people of 
the Territory of the United States northwest of the 
river Ohio, by the articles of compact contained in 
the ordinance for the government of said territory 
on the thirteenth day of July, seventeen hundred 
and eighty-seven; and shall be subject to all the 
conditions, and restrictions, and prohibitions in 
said articles of compact imposed upon the people of 
said Territory; and the existing laws now in force 
in the Territory of Oregon, under the authority of 
the provisional government established by the 
people thereof, shall continue to be valid and oper- 
ative therein, so far as the same be not incompati- 
ble with the Constitution of the United States and 
the principles and provisions of this act; subject, 
nevertheless, to be altered, modified, or repealed 
by the Legislative Assembly of the said Territory 
of Oregon; but all laws heretofore passed in said 
Territory making grants of land or otherwise 
affecting or encumbering the title to lands, shall 
be, and are hereby, declared null and void, and the 
laws of the United States are hereby extended 
over, and declared to be in force in, said Territory, 
so far as the same, or. any provision thereof, may 
be applicable. 3 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Oregon 
shall hold its first session at such time and place 
in said Territory as the Governor thereof shall 
appoint and direct; and at said first session, or-as 
soon thereafter as they shall deem expedient, the 
Legislative Assembly shall proceed to locate and 
establish the seat of government for said ‘Territo 
at such place as a may deem eligible; whic 
place, however, shall thereafter be subject to be 
changed by said Legislative Assembly: And the 
sum of five thousand dollars, out of any money In 
the treasury not otherwise appropriated, is hereby 
appropriated and granted to said Territory of Ore- 
gon, to be there applied, by the Governor, to the 
erection of suitable buildings at the seat of gov- 
ernment. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That a Dele- 
gate to the House of Representatives of the United 
States, to serve for the term of two years, who 
shall be a citizen of the United States, may be 
elected by the voters qualified to elect members of 
the Legislative Assembly, who shall be entitled to 
the same rights and privileges as have been herce 
tofore exercised and enjoyed by the Delegates from 
the several other Territories of the United States 
to the said House of Representatives; but the Del- 
egate first elected shall hold his seat only during the 
term of the Congress to which he shall be elected. 
The first election shall be held at such time and 
places, and be conducted in such manner, as the 
Governor shad appoi and direct, ef which, and 
the time, place, and manner of holding such elec- 
tions, he shall give at least sixty days’ notice by 
proclamation; and at all subsequent elections, the 
times, places, and manner of holding the elections 
shall be prescribed by law. The person having 
the greatest number of votes shall be declared by 
the Governor to be duly elected, and a certificate 
thereof shall be given accordingly. The Delegate 
from said Territory shall not be entitled to receive 
more than twenty-five hundred dollars at any one 
session of Congres% as a compensation for his 
mileage in going to and Seat | from the seat of 
the Government of the United States, any act of 
Congress to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That all suits, 

civil and criminal, at 
all indictments and in- 
pending and undeter- 


process, and proceedings, 
law and in chancery, and 
formations, which shall be 
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mined in the courts established by authority of the 

rovisional government of Oregon, within the lim- 
its of said Territory, when this act shall take 
effect, shall be transferred to be heard, tried, pros- 
ecuted, and determined in the district courts hereby 
established, which may include the counties or 
districts where any such proceedings may be pend- 
ing. All bonds, recognizances, and obligations of 
every kind whatsoever, valid under the existing 
laws within the limits of said Territory, shal) be 
valid under this act; and all crimes and misde- 
meanors against the laws in force within said limits 
may be prosecuted, tried, and punished in the 
courts established by this act;-and all penalties, 
forfeitures, actions, and causes of action, may be 
recovered under this act, in like manner as they 
would have been under the laws in force within 
the limits composing said Territory at the time 
this act shall go into operation: Provided, That the 
laws, penalties, and forfeitures, and punishments 
by this section required to be enforced by the 
courts provided for by this act, shall not be incon- 
sistent with the Constitution of the United States: 
And provided further, That no right of action what- 
ever shall accrue against any person for. any act 
done in pursuance of any law heretofore passed by 
_ the temporary government, and which may be de- 
clared contrary to the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That all jus- 
tices of the peace, constables, sheriffs, and all other 
judicial and ministerial officers who shall be in 
office within the limits of said Territory when this 
act shall take effect, shall be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and required to continue to exercise 
and perform the duties of their respective offices, 
as officers of the Territory of Oregon, until they, 
or others, shall be duly elected or appointed and 
qualified to fill their places, in the manner herein 
directed, or until their offices shall be abolish- 
ed. 
Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That the sum 
of five thousand dollars be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated, out of any moneys in the treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to be expended, by 
and under the direction of the said Governor of the 
Territory of Oregon, in the purchase of a library, 
to be kept at the seat of government, for the use 
of the Governor, Legislative Assembly, Judges of 
the Supreme Court, Secretary, Marshal, and Attor- 
ney of said Territory, and such other persons, and 
er regulations, as shall be prescribed by 
aw. 

Sec. 20. And be it further enacted, That when 
the lands in said Territory shall be surveyed, under 
the direction of the Government of the United 
States, preparatory to bringing the same into mar- 
ket, sections numbered sixteen and thirty-six, in 
each township in said. Territory, shall be, and the 
same are hereby, reserved for the purpose of being 
applied to schools in said Territory, and in the 
States and Territories hereafter to. be erected out 
of the same. 

Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, That, until 
otherwise provided for by law, the Governor of 
said Territory may define the judicial districts of 
said Territory, and assign the judges who may 
be appointed for said Territory to the several dis- 
tricts, and also appoint the times and places for 
holding courts in the several counties or subdivisions 
in each of said judicial distriets, by proclamation, 
to be issued by him; but the Legislative Assembly, 
at their first or any subsequent session, may organ- 
ize, alter, or modify such judicial districts, and 
assign the Judges, and alter the times and places 
of holding the courts, as to them shall seem proper 
and convenient. , 

Sec. 22. And be it further enacted, That all offi- 
cers to be appointed by the President, by and with 
` the advice and consent of the Senate, for the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon, who, by virtue of the provisions 
of any law now existing, or which may be enacted 
during the present Congress, are required to give 
security for moneys that may be intrusted with 
them for disbursement, shall give such security at 
such time and place, and in such manner, as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Sec. 23. And be it further enacted, That all the 
ports, harbors, shores, and waters of the main land 
of the Territory aforesaid, shall constitute a col- 
lection district, to be called the district of Oregon; 
and a port of entry shall be established at Astoria, 
‘near the mouth of the Columbia river, and a col- 
lector of customs shall be appointed by the Presi- 


dent, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to reside at such port of entry. 

Sec. 24. And be it further enacted, That the Pres- 
ident of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to establish such ports of delivery in 
the district created by this act, not exceeding two 
in number, one of which shall be located on Pu- 
get’s Sound, as he may deem expedient, and may 
appoint, by and with the advice and eonsent of 
the Senate, Surveyors to reside thereat. 

Sec. 25. And be it further enacted, That the col- 
lector of said district shall be allowed a compensa- 
tion of one thousand dollars per annum, and the 
fees allowed by Jaw; and the compensation of any 
surveyor appointed in pursuance of this act shall 
not exceed five hundred dollars per annum, inclu- 
ding in said sum the fees allowed by law; and the 
amount collected by any of said surveyors, for 
fees, in any one year, exceeding the sum of five 
hundred dollars, shall be accounted for and paid 
into the treasury of the United States. 

Sec. 26. And be it further enacted, That the rev- 
enue laws of the United States be, and are hereby, 
extended over the Territory ‘of Oregon. : 

Sec. 27. And be it further enacted, That the sum 
of fifteeen thousand dollars be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in the 
treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expend- 
ed under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, for the construction of light-honses at 
Cape Disappointment and New Dunginess; and 
for the construction and anchoring of the requisite 
number of buoys, to indieate the channels at the 
mouth of the Columbia river, and the approaches 
to the harbor of Astoria, the said buoys to be 
placed and anchored under the direction of such 
person as the Secretary of the Treasury shall ap- 
point. 

Mr. MILLER submitted a resolution that (the 
House concurring) the 17th joint rule be suspend- 
ed, in order that the bill may be presented to the 
President of the United States on the last day of 
the session. 

Mr. YULEE objected to the consideration of 
the resolution, and it lies over. ` 

On motion of Mr. DICKINSON, the bill from 
the House for the relief of Richard Reynolds was 
taken up for consideration and passed; and at a few 
minutes before ten o’clock, a. m., after an excitin 
session of twenty-four hours, the Senate adjourned 
until Monday morning, at nine o’clock. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
' Mownpay, August 14, 1848. 


The reading of the Journal of Saturday was com- 
menced, when, on motion of Mr. C. J. INGER- 
SOLL, its further reading was dispensed with. 


OREGON TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee had ex- 
amined the bill toestablish a Territorial Government 
for Oregon, and found it correctly enrolled. 

He moved to suspend the seventeenth joint rule, 
which forbids bills being presented to the President 
on the last day of the session,.so as to permit the 
Oregon bill and all other bills which had passed 
or might pass to be sent to the President; and. on 
that motion he demanded the previous question. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. RHETT demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion. 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion to ad- 
journ was not in order. The two Houses, by a 
joint resolution, had fixed twelve o’clock to-day as 
the time for the adjournment sine die. By the 
Constitution of the United States, neither House, 
without the consent of the other, could adjourn for 
more than three days. If the motion to adjourn 
were received and agreed to, the House would stand 
adjourned until the first Monday in December. 
The motion was not, therefore, in order. 

After some conversation on points of order 
between Mr. BAYLY, Mr. RHETT, and the 
SPEAKER— | 

Mr. RHETT moved a call of the House, and 
demanded tellers on the motion. © | 

Tellers were refused, and the motion was re- 
jected. i | 

The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded. | | 

Mr. RHETT demanded the yeas and nays on 
the main question. Rejected: 


l 


.Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky, rose to a privi- 
leged question. 

The SPEAKER said there was no privileged 
question which would override the question pend- 
ing. | 

The main question was then ordered, and the 
resolution was adopted. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved to reconsider the 
vote, and, at his instance, the motion was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
of Conference on the part of the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill chan- 
ging the time of holding the United States courts 
for the western district of Virginia, and for other 
purposes, made a report; which was read. 

The question being on concurring In said report— 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved the previous 
question. | l 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said he was a mem- 
ber of the Committee of Conference on this bill, 
and he was opposed to the report, and he pro- 
tested against its adoption. He therefore moved 
to lay it on the table; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the report was laid on the table, and also 
moved to lay that motion on the table. Agreed 


to. 

Mr. HALL, of New York, moved. to suspend 
the rules to enable him to report, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, a resolution authorizing 
the Clerk to procure from the proprietor, W. 
Hickey, and furnish to each of the members of the 
House, forty copies of the third edition of the Con- 
stitution and Analysis, &c., to be distributed to 
public libraries, colleges, &c., and to such public 
officers and other persons as they may deem expe- 
dient. 

The motion was lost, two-thirds 
the affirmative. ; 

Mr. BOYD moved the usual resolution to ap- 
point a.committee of three members to wait on the 
President and to inform him that the House, hav- 
ing completed its business, was ready to adjourn 
sine die at twelve o’clock, if he had no communica- 
tion to make to it. | 

The resolution was agreed to, and Messrs. Born, 
Vinton, and CoLLAMER, were appointed said com- 
mittee. | 

Mr. HUNT-moved a suspension of the rules to 
enable him to report, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inquire 
and ascertain the cost of perfecting a title to suitable sites for 
marine hospitals at Buffalo, Oswego, Apalachicola, and at 
the Delawnre Breukwater; and that he report the same, with 
plans and estimates for such hospitals, at the next session of 
Congress. | 

Mr. HUNT also asked leave to make a report 
from the Committee on Commerce, asking to be 
discharged from the consideration of certain papers. 

[Objections, and great confusion. } 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, inquired if 
the committees could not hand in such papers as 
they had not acted on to the Clerk, without asking 
the leave of the House? Y 

Mr. HUNT repeated his request that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of certain papers which they had 
Agreed to, (as the reporter under- 


not voting in 


not acted on. 
stood.) : 

Mr. H. also asked leave to make a report from 
the same committee. l 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, objected, and gave no- 
tice that he should object to receiving any reportg 
from any committee. . 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, was under- 
stood to ask that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be discharged from the further consideration of cer- 
tain papers.. Before any action was taken on this 
request— | : 

r. VINTON rose to aprivileged question, and 
moved. to reconsider the vote appointing a com- — 
mittee to wait on the President of the United States 
and inform him that the two Houses had finished 
their business. That wasnotthecase. The army 
bill had not yet been sent to the President. If he 
sent back a message informing them, in answer to 
this resolution, that he had no further communica- 
tion to make to Congress, the House would stand 
adjourned immediately. 

After some conversation, Mr. VINTON, on dis- 
covering that he had misapprehended the purport 
a the resolution, withdrew his motion to recon- 
sider. l 
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Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved a resolution that 
the standing committees of the House be at liberty 
to return the papers submitted to them, and upon 
which they had not acted, to the Clerk, and be dis- 
charged from their further consideration. This, 
he said, would avoid the necessity for all these re- 

orts from committees. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, said, with 
regard to any papers not reported on by the com- 
mittees, the universal practice had been to return 
them to the Clerk without any report whatever; 
therefore there was no necessity for the resolution 
to pass. He hoped that Senate bills to which no 
objection was made would be received from the 
committees; and, to accomplish this object, he 
called for the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER replied that there was no other 
regular order of business to-day than the reception 
of petitions. 

r. COBB inquired of the Speaker if the prac- 
tice of the House had been as stated by Mr. Rocx- 
WELL? 

The SPEAKER replied that it was the right of 
members of the committees to hand to the Clerk all 
papers on which their committees had not acted, 
without making a report to the Flouse. 

Mr. COBB withdrew, then, his resolution, and 
gave notice of #general objection to all reports from 
com mittees. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
suspend the rules for the reception of all reports 
from committees of Senate bills to which no objec- 
tion was made. 

Mr. COBB said it was too late for the House to 
act on any business. No good could result from 
the suspension of the rules. 

Mr. ROCKWELL said there were one or two 
Senate bills which the Committee of Claims were 
ready to report, to which the House would agree; 
and he called the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that his motion was to suspend the rules for reports 
to which no objection was made. 

The question was taken, and the motion of Mr. 
RocxweLL was rejected. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved a suspension of 
the rules to enable him to offer the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That it shall be the duty of the Clerk of this 
House to remove the desks from this Hall during the adjourn- 
ment of Congress, the seats toremain as they are, unless it 
shall he ascertained that they may, with perfect convenience 
to the members, be placed closer together. He shall also 
cause a tribune, one step above the floor, to be erected in 
front of his desk, with a table in front, on which he shall 
constantly keep writing materials. He shall also cause two 
desks, one on each side of the tribune, to be erected, for the 
accommodation of the reporters of the Intelligencer and the 
Union. 

The motion was lost, two-thirds not voting in 
the affirmative. 


PAYMENTS TO GENS. CASS AND TAYLOR. 


Mr. LINCOLN asked the attention of the House 
for a moment, for the purpose of saying that the 
Committee on the Expenditures of the War De- 
partment, to whom had been referred the message 
of the President transmitting a statement of the 
receipts from the treasury of Generals Cass and 
Taylor, had prepared a short report, the substance 
of which was, that they recommended the printing 
of the message of the President and accompanying 
documents, together with certain documents which 
had heretofore been committed to that committee, 
on the subject of the accounts of General Cass. If 
objections were made, he asked a suspension of 
the rules to enable him to move, in accordance 
with this report, the printing of the message and 
the said documents. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected to the re- 
ception of the report. 


r. COBB, of Georgia, said the gentleman had || 


been culling from various documents, and he now 
asked that the matter he had collected be printed 
together, without any examination on the part of 
the House. He protested against it as an act of 
gross injustice. ` 

TheSPEAKER reminded gentlemen that debate 
was not in order, 

Mr. BURT wished to know if these were not 
the same documents: which the House had the 
other day refused to pa 

The House refused to suspend the rules: Ayes 
75, noes 78. 

Mr. BURT obtained the floor. 

Mr. McCLELLAND appealed to the gentleman 
to yield, to allow him to move that the President’s 


message and accompanying documents with regard 
to the compensations of Generals Cass and Taylor 
be printed. 

Mr. BURT said that motion could be made after 
he had submitted his motion. He appealed to the 
House to take up and pass the Senate bill to refund 
to Ward & Smith moneys advanced by them to 
our squadron in the bay of San Francisco, in Feb- 
ruary, 1847. These gentlemen had stepped for- 
ward and advanced moneys which were necessary 
for our naval forces at that place, and surely no 

entleman could object to our refunding it. Mr. 
ard was now in the city pressing his claim. 

No objection being made— : 

Mr. ROCKW ELL, of Connecticut, reported the 
said bill from the Committee of Claims, which (a 
formal amendment recommended by the committee 
having been rejected) was read a third time and 
passed. 


Mr. ASHMUN rose toa privileged question, 
and moved to reconsider the resolution adopted a 
few moments since, appointing a committee to 
wait on the President of the United States and in- 
form him that unless he had some communication 
to make to the two Houses, they would adjourn 
at twelve o’clock to-day. He understood ‘that a 
message had been received from the Senate, inform- 
ing the House that that body had concurred in the 
resolution suspending for to-day the joint rule 
which forbids bills to be sent to the President. 
Therefore there was no use for the resolution. 

Mr. BOYD remarked he had no objection to the 
resolution being reconsidered. 

The passage of the resolution was then reconsid- 
ered, and the resolution was rejected. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to suspend the 
rules to enable him to offer the following résolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That it shall be the duty of the Clerk of this 
House to cause a tribune, one step above the floor, to be 
erected in front of his desk, with a table in front, on which 
he shali constantly keep writing materials. He shall also 
cause two desks, one on each side of the tribune, to be 
erected for the accommodation of the reporters of the In- 
telligencer and the Union. : 

The motion was lost, two-thirds not voting in 
the affirmative. 


Mr. STROHM moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to make a report from the Committee 
on Public Expenditures. Lost, two-thirds not 
voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following resolution: 


Resolved, §c., That the Joint Committee on Printing be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to sit during the recess of Con- 
gress, in order to carry out the intention of the joint resolu- 
tion directing the manner of procuring the printing for the 
two Houses of Congress, approved August 3, 1846: Provided, 
Thatno pay be aliowed for anything beyond the actual ne- 
cessary travelling expenses of said committee, in coming to 
and returning from the Capitol, in performance of the duties 
of said committee, and the usual per diem while thus en- 


gaged. 

{Great disorder and excitement. ] 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, made the point of order 
that the report was not in order, the privilege given 
to the Committee on Printing to report at any time 
being confined to the ordinary routine of their du- 
ties; the question of the propriety of printing docu- 
ments, their nature and character, &c., did not 
authorize them to make such a report. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSCLL denied the power of 
the House to communicate any such authority as 
was proposed. There was no such power in 
Congress. 

TheSPEAKER stated that therule of the House 
provided that the Committee on Printing might 
report at any time. 7 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, appealed from the de- 
cision, and demanded the yeas and nays on the 


as . 
r. HENLEY asked the gentleman to with- 
draw ihe appeal for a moment, and allow him to 
say aword. He thought he could convince the 
gentleman, in a moment, that the report should be 
adopted. 
r. COBB declined to withdraw. | 

The Clerk read the rule, which authorizes the 

Committee on Printing to report at any time. 


The SPEAKER stated the question. The Chair 


understood the gentleman from Georgia to claim 
for the Speaker the discretionary power to say 
what character of reports the Committee on Print- 
ing might make under their general leave to report 
at any time. The Chair overruled the point of or- 
der, and disclaimed any such power. The rulè 


was express that the Committee on Printing might 
report at any time, without reference to the nature 
or character of the report. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL inquired if it was the 
decision of the Chair that the committee might re- 
port after the House had adjourned ? . 

TheSPEAKER replied, unquestionably the com- 
mittee could not report when the House was not 
in session. ‘There was no question of that sort 
involved in this resolution. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. How can the committee 
sit when the House has adjourned ? 

The SPEAKER. The right of the committee 
to sit when the House has adjourned is a question 
to be decided by the House, not by the Speaker. 

Mr. COBB demanded the yeas and nays on the 
appeal, which were ordered. 

Some conversation ensued between Mr. COBB 
and the SPEAKER on the point of order. 

Mr. HENLEY repeated that he was sure, if the 
gentleman from Georgia would listen one moment, 
he would not object at all to the proposition of the 
committee.” 

The SPEAKER decided that no alfusion to the 
nature of the report was in order on the appeal. 

Mr. HENLEY still retained the floor, and was 
proceeding to make some remarks as to the char- 
acter of the report, when he was arrested by loud 
cries of ** order” and by— 

The SPEAKER, who repeated that the question 
was not open to debate, and requested the gentle- 
man to take his seat, as the time of the House was 
precious. 

The motion to suspend the rules was agreed to: 
Yeas 111, nays 37. 

The resolution being then before the House— 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, called for the reading of 
the President’s message just received, (and which, 
it was understood, had reference to his approval of 
the Oregon Territorial bill.) 

[The following is the message: 


To the House of esentatives of the United States: 

When the President has given his official sanction to a 
bill which has passed Congress, usage requires that he shall 
notify the House in which it originated of that fact. ‘The 
mode of giving this notification has been by an oral message 
delivered by his private secretary. 

Having this day approved and signed an act entitled “ An 
act to establish the Territorial Government of Oregon,” I 
deem it proper, under the existing circumstances, to com- 
municate the fact in a more solemn forin. 

The deeply interesting and protracted discussions which 
have taken place in both Houses of Congress, and the ab- 
sorbing interest which the subject has excited throughout 
the country, justify, in my judgment, this departure froin the 
form of notice observed in other cases. 

In this communication with a codrdinate branch of the 
Government, made proper hy the considerations referred to, 
I shall frankly, and without reserve, express the reasons 
which have constrained me not to withhold my signature 
from the bill to establish a government over Oregon, even 
though the two Territories of New Mexico and California are 
to be left, for the present, without governments. None 
doubt that it is proper to establish a government in Oregon. 
Indeed, it hss been too long delayed. I have made repeated 
recommendations to Congress to this effect. The petitions 
of the people of that distant region have been presented to 
the Government, and ought not to be disregarded. To give 
tothem a regularly organized government and the protection 
of our laws, which as citizens of the United States they 
claim, is a high duty on our part, and one which we are 
bound to perform, unless there be controlling reasons to 
prevent it. 

In the progress of all governments, questions of such trans- 
cendent importance occasionally arise, as to cast in the 
shade all those of a mere party character. But one such 
question can now be agitated in this country; and this may 
endanger our glorious Union, the source of our greatness 
and all our political blessings. This question is slavery. 
With the slaveholding States this does not embrace merely 

„the rights of property, however valuable; but it ascends far 
higher, and involves the domestic peace and security of 
every family. 

The fathers of the Constitution—the wise and patriotic 
men who laid the fuundation of our institutions—foreseeing 
the danger from this quarter, acted in a spirit of compromise 
and mutual concession on this dangerous and delicate sub- 
ject; and their wisdom ought to be the guide of their suc- 
cessors. Whilst they left to the States exclusively the ques- 
tion of domestic slavery within their respective limits, they 
provided that slaves who might escape into other States not 
recognizing the institution of slavery, shall “be delivered up 
on me claim of the party to whom such service or labor may 

e due.’ 

Upon this foundation the matter rested until the Missouri 
question arose. ; 

In December, 1819, application was made to Congress by 
the people of the Missouri Territory for admission into the 


Union as a State. The discussion upon the subject in Con- 


gress involved the question of slavery, and was prosecuted 
with such violence as to produce excitemepts alarming to 
every patriotin the Union. But the good genius of concili- 
ation which presided at the birth of our institutions finally 
prevailed, and the Missouri compromise was adopted. The 
eighth section of the act of Congress of the 6th of March, 
1820, “ to authorize the people of the Missouri Territory to 
form a constitution and State = ating &c., provides : 
c That, in all that territory ceded by France to the United 
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€ States, under the name of Louisiana, which lies north of 
¢ thirty-six degrees and thirty minutes north Jatitude, not in- 
‘eluded within the limits of the State contemplated by this 
‘act, slavery and involuntary servitude, otherwise than in 
‘the punishment of crimes, whereof the parties shall have 
‘been duly convicted, shall be, and ia hereby, forever pro- 
€ hibited : Provided, always, That any person escaping into the 
‘same, from whom labor or service is lawfully claimed in 
‘any State or Territory of the United States, such fugitive 
€ imay be lawfully reclaimed, and conveyed to the person 
€ claiming his or her labor or services aforesaid.’ 

This compromise had the effect of calming the troubled 
waves, and restoring peace and good will throughout the 
States of the Union. i 

The Missouri question had excited intense agitation of 
the public inind, and threatened to divide the country into 
geographical parties, alienating the feelings of attachment 
which each portion of our Union should bear to every other. 
The compromise allayed the excitement, tranquilized the 

opular mind, and restored confidence and fraternal feeling. 

ts authors were hailed as public benefactors. 

Ido not doubt that a similar adjustment of the questions 
which now agitate the public mind would produce the saine 
happy results. If the legislation of Congress on the subject 
of the other Territories shal! not be adopted in a spirit of 
conciliation and compromise, it is impossible that the coun- 
try can be satisfied, or that the most disastrous consequences 
shall fail to ensue. 

When Texas wasadmitted into the Union, the same spirit 
of compromise whicli guided our predecess¢rs in the admis- 
sion of Missouri, a quarter of a century before, prevailed 
without any serious opposition. The “joint resolution for 
annexing ‘Texas to the United States,” approved March the 
first, one thousand eight hundred and fturty-five, provides 
that ‘such States as may be formed out of that portion of 
‘said territory lying south of thirty-six degrees thirty min- 
¢ utes north latitude, commonly known a: tie Missouri coim- 
‘ promise line, shall be adinitted into the Union with or with- 
‘out slavery, as the people of each State asking admission 
€ may desire. And in such State or States as shall be formed 
é out of said territory north of the Missouri compromise line, 
t alavery ur involuntary servitude (except for crime) shall be 
¢ prohibited. ”? 

‘The Territory of Oregon lies far north of thirty-six degrees 
thirty minutes, the Missouri and Texas couipromise line. Its 
southern boundary is the parallel of forty-two, leaving the 
intermediatt distance to be three hundred and thirty geo- 
graphical miles. 

And it is because the provisions of this bill are not incon- 
sistent with the terms of the Missouri compromise, if ex- 
tended from the Rio Grande to the Pacific Ocean, that [ have 
not felt at liberty to withhold my sanction. Had iteimbraced 
territories south of that compromise, the question presented 
for my consideration would have been of a far different 
character, and my action upon it must have corresponded 

with my cunvictions. l 

Ought we now to disturb the Missouri and Texas com- 
promises? Ought we, at this late day, in attempting to an- 
nul what has been so long established and acquiesced in, to 
excite sectional divisions and jealousies; to alienate the 
people of different portions of the Union from each other, 
and to endanger the existence of the Union itself? 

From the adoption of the Federal Constitution, during a 
period of sixty years, our progress as a nation has been with- 
out example in the annals ot history. Under the protection 
of a bountiful Providence, we have advanced with giant 
strides in the career of wealth and prosperity. - We have 
enjoyed the blessings of freedoin to a greater extent than 
any other people, ancient or modern, under a government 
which has preserved order, and secured to every citizen 
life, liberty, and property. We have now becoine an ex- 
ample for imitation to the whole world. The friends of 
freedoin in every clime point with admiration to our institu- 
tions. Shall we, then, at the moment when the people of 
Europe are devoting all their energies in the attempt to as- 
eimilate their institutions to our own, peril all our blessings 
by despising the lessons of experience, and refusing to tread 
in the footsteps which our fathers have trodden? And for 
What cause would we endanger our glorious Union? The 
Missouri compromise contains a prohibition of slavery 
throughout all that vast region extending twelve-and-a-haif 
degrees along the Pacific, from the parallel of thirty-six de- 

ees thirty minutes to that of forty-nine degrees, and east 
rom that ocean to and beyond the summit of the Rocky 

, Mountains. Why, then, should our institutions be endan- 
gered because it is proposed to submit to the people of the 
remainder of our newly acquired territory lying south of 
thirty-six degrees thirty minutes, embracing less than four 
degrees of latitude, the question whether, in the language of 
the Texas compromise, they “shall be admitted (as a State) 
into the Union with or without slavery?” Is this a question 
to be pushed to such extremities by excited partisans on the 
one side or the other, in regard to our newly acquired dis- 
tant possessions on the Pacific, as to endanger the union of 
thirty glorious States which constitute our Confederacy? I 
have an abiding confidence that the sober reflection and 
sound patriotism of the people of all the States will bring 
them to the conclusion that the dictate of wisdom is to fol- 
low the example of those who have gone before us, and 
settle this dangerous question on the Missouri compromise, 
or some other equitable compromise, which would respect 
the rights of all, and prove satisfactory to the different por- 
tions of the Union. : 

Holding as a sacred trust the Executive authority for the 
whole Union, and bound to guard the rights of all, I should 
be constrained, by a sense of duty, to withhold my official 
sanction from any measure which would conflict with these 
important objects. 

I cannot more appropriately close this message than by 
quoting from the Farewell Address of the Father of his Coun- 
try. His warning voice can never be heard in vain by the 
American people. If the spirit of prophecy had distinctly 
presented to his view, more than a half century ago, the 
present distracted condition of his country, the language 
which he then employed could not, have been more appro- 
priate than it ia to the present occasion, He declared : 

66 The unity of government which constitutes you one 
people, is also now dear to you. It is justly so; for itis a 
main pillar in the edifice of your real independence, the sup- 


port of your tranquillity at home, your peace abroad, of your 
safety, of your prosperity, of that very liberty which you so 
highly prize. But, as itis easy to foresee that, from different 
causes, aud from different quarters, much pains will be 
taken, many artifices employed, to weaken in your migds 
the conviction of this truth—as this is the point in your 
political fortress against which the batteries of internal 
and external enemies will be most constantly and actively 
(though often covertly and insidiously) directed—it is of 
infinite moment that you should properly estimate the im- 
mense value of your national union to your collective and 
individual happiness; that you should cherish a cordial, 
habitual, and immovable attachment to it; accustoming 
yourselves to think and to speak.of it as a palladium of your 
political safety and prosperity; watching for its preservation 
with jealous anxiety; discountenancing whatever may sug- 
gest even a suspicion that it can in any event be abandoned ; 
and indignantly frowning upon the first dawning of every 
attempt to alienate any portion of our country from the rest, 
or to enfeeble the sacred ties which now link together the 
various parts. 

‘¢For this you have every inducement of sympathy and 
interest. Citizens by birth or choice of a common country, 
that country has a right to concentrate your affections. The 
name of AMERICAN, which belongs to you in your national 
capacity, must always exalt the just pride of patriotisin more 
than any appellation derived trom local discriminations. 
With slight shades of difference, you have the same religion, 
manners, habits, and political principles. You have, ina 
common cause, fought and triumphed together. The inde- 
pendence and liberty you possess are the work of joint coun-- 
cils and joint efforts, of common dangers, sufferings, and 
success. | l 

«With such powerful and obvious motives to union, 
affecting all parts of our country, while experience shall not 
have demonstrated its impracticability, there will always be 
reason to distrust the patriotism of those who, in any quar- 
ter, may endeavor to weaken its bands. 

«In contemplating the causes which may disturb our 
Union, it occurs as matter of serious concern, that any 
ground should have been furnished for characterizing par- 
ties hy geographical discriminations—Northern and Southern, 
Atlantic and Western; whence designing men may endeavor 
to excite a belief that there is a real difference of local iuter- 


ests and views. „One of the expedients of party to acquire | 
influence within. particular districts, is to misrepresent the |. 


Opinions and aims of other districts. You cannot shield 
yourselves too much against the jealousies and heartburn- 
ings which spring from these misrepresentations. ‘Ihey tend 
to render alien to each other those who ought to be bound 
together by fraternal affection.” 

JAMES K. POLK. 


WASHINGTON, August 14, 1848.] 


Objections were made. 

Mr. CONGER said he did not design to take up 
the time of the House in discussing the resolution. 
He had only to say that the Committee on Print- 
ing on the part of both Houses were unanimously 
of the opinion that it was necessary that this com- 
mittee should have leave to sit during the recess, 
in order to proteet the public interests. But it was 
not in contemplation, by that resolution or other- 
wise, that the whole committee should remain here 
during the recess, or that they should draw pay 
for their services. It was only intended that one 
member of that committee should remain here for 
the purpose of superintending the public printing, 
which would be going on. There was now a large 
number of documents which had been ordered to 
be printed by both Houses, which were in the’ 
hands of the printer, and remained to be done; and 
it belonged to this committee, and nobody else, to 
take charge of this whole matter, to see that the 
work was done in the right manner, and that the 
materials were of the requisite quality. 

Mr. McLANE objected. 

_Mr. CONGER demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HENLEY wished the gentleman to with- 
draw his demand, to enable him to make an ex- 
planation. | 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, hoped the gentleman 
would withdraw the demand, so as to allow the 
message from the President of the United States 
to be read. | 

Mr. CONGER declined, and insisted upon the 
demand for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, being upon the adoption of 
the resolution. | 

[It was now half past 11 o’clock.] 

Mr. BURT moved to lay the dice var, ie the 
table, and on that motion. he demanded the yeas 
and nays. | | 

. The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted: Yeas 72, nays 77. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on 

the table. | 


The question recurred on the adoption of the 


resolution. 

[It now wanted but twelve minutes to twelve 
o’clock.] 

Mr. BURT and other gentlemen demanded the 
yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER atated that another call of the 


yeas and nays would more than exhaust all the 
time which was left. If the yeasand nays were 
ordered ,-it would be his duty to arrest the call and 
adjourn the House at twelve o’clock. 

There was now an important message from the 
President of the United States on the Speaker’s 
table, which it would give the Chair pleasure to 
present, if it was the wish of the House. 

[Cries of ‘ Let us have it; read it.’’] 

The SPEAKER said he could not lay it before 
the House while this question was pending, unless 
by the unanimous consent of the House. Objec- 
tions were made— 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, renewed the call for the 

eas and nays on the adoption of the resolution of 

r. Concer; which were ordered. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved a suspension of the 
rules to take up the message. The motion was 
not pressed. 


-Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, asked to be excused 
from voting on the resolution, and demanded the 
yeas and nays on his motion. . 

The yeas and nays were. refused, and Mr. Jones 
was not excused. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, hoped by 
general consent a joint resolution „which had just 
been received from the Senate would be taken up 
and read. Objections were made. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, asked the gen- 
eral consent that the President’s- message be 
printed. 

Objections were made, unless gentlemen on Mr. 
Hovuston’s side would withdraw the demand for 
the yeas and nays. [Increased confusion. ] 

Mr. HUNT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the yeas and nays had been ordered. He 
appealed to gentlemen not to persist in killing the 
little time that remained. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays on the motion to reconsider. 

The yeas and nays were refused, and the mo- 
tion to reconsider the demand for the yeas and 
nays was agreed to. l 

The question recurring on the demand for the 
yeas and nays, they were again ordered, and at 
nine minutes to twelve o’clock the Clerk began to 
call the roll. 

The intense excitement, hurry, and confusion 
attendant upon the closing hours of the session, 
which had prevailed to some extent during the 
entire morning, here seemed wrought up to the 
highest pitch, and at the call by the Clerk of each 
member, the hands of the clock—now rapidly 
moving forward, and just upon the hour of twelve 
—were intently watched. During the last half 
hour, the Speaker had constantly been engaged in 
signing bills, and numerous messages had been re- 
ceived from the President of the United States and 
from the Senate. | 

The call having proceeded to the name of Mr. 
Coss, of Georgia— 

Mr. STANTON interposed, and appealed to the 
unanimous consent of the House to take up the 
President’s message and order its printing. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, the 
Chair will now lay before the House a message 
from the President of the United States. 

Objections were made. 

The SPEAKER (in reply to an inquiry by Mr. 
STANTON) was understood to Bay, if the message 
was not now laid before the House, it would, in 
the opinion of the Chair, be locked up until the Ist 
of December next. 

The objections being persisted in— 


At six minutes to twelve, the Clerk resumed the 
call of the roll. 

At two minutes to twelve, Mr. STANTON made 
another unsuccessful appeal to have the message 
laid before the House. 

The Clerk still progressed with the call, and 
having reached the name of Mr. Richarpson— 

The Speaker’s hammer fell, and - 

The SPEAKER rose and. said that the Senate | 
and House of Representatives, by joint resolution, 
having directed the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives to ad- 
journ their respective Houses on the 14th day of 
August, at twelve o’clock, m., and that day and 
that hour having now arrived, the Chair declares 
that this House stands adjourned sine die. 
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Prayers beinz over, and the order given, ‘“ The 
Journal will be read’??— 

Mr. MANGUM hoped the reading of the. Jour- 
nal would be dispensed with; they had much 
business before them, and little time to transact it 
in, and, as the Journal was unusually long, it 
would consume much of that time. 

Mr. TURNEY insisted that the Journal should 
be read; it was his right to insist on it, and he 
claimed that right. 

Several Senators: ‘‘ Well, let it be read.” 

After some portion of the Journal had been 


read— 3 

Mr. BENTON again rose and expressed the 
hope that the further reading would be dispensed 
with; it was long, and would consume much time. 

The CHAIR said that the Senator from Tennes- 
see a Turney] had insisted on the reading of 
the Journal, in which the Senate seemed to acqui- 
esce, and directed the Secretary to proceed with the 
reading. 

The reading of the Journal having been con- 
cluded, several Senators were on their feet at. the 
same time, addressing ‘* Mr. President,” to wit: 
Messrs. BENTON, YULEE, and TURNEY. 

Mr. YULEE. I desire to correct a statement 
in the Journal. 


Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, I move to take 


up the resolution submitted on Sunday morning 
by the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Mitier, ] 
to suspend the 17th joint rule, so as to enable the 
Oregon bill to go to the President. If that resolu- 
tion be not passed, it will involve the fate of sev- 
eral bills. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Yes, the military appro- 
priation bill, involving millions. 

Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, is not mine a 
privileged question? 

Mr. RUSK. I move to amend the resolution 
by adding the words, ‘‘and all other bills up to 12 
o'clock of this day.” 

Mr. WESTCO I move an amendment to 
the amendment, “' to rescind the resolution to ad- 
journ.” 

Mr. BRIGHT. The motion of the Senator 
from Florida is clearly out of order. All amend- 
ments must be germane to the subject; his was 
evidently not so. 

The CHAIR ruled it out of order. l 

Mr. MILLER. I have not the slightest objec- 
tion to the amendment of the Senator from Texas. 
I will accept the modification with pleasure. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the resolution 
as amended. 

Mr. TURNEY objected to the resolution. As 
it was proposed to be amended, it would be made 
to embrace all other bills passed, or to be passed 
this morning, and to this he could not agree. If 
separate resolutions were brought in to suspend 
the rules, he should exercise his judgment on each 
separately, and he would not object to that course 
being pursued, and to the passage of any bill that 
was in itself unobjectionable. Congress had thought 
proper to adopt a rule, for reasons that were doubt- 
‘less satisfactory to it, that bills should not be sent 
to the President after a certain period. This rule 
was an important one. Its object was to give the 
President time to consider and examine bills that 
were sent to him for his approval and signature. 
But here was an important bill that was new in 
many of its: provisions, which it was proposed to 
send to the President at this late period of the ses- 
sion. The vote on rand af ape rules for such 
a purpose virtually involved the question of the 
passage of the bill, and hence it opened the whole 
subject-matter. of the bill. He was opposed to this. 
He was opposed to the passage of the bill, and he 
was opposed to the manner in which its passage 
had been secured. He thought all the courtesies 
of the Senate had been violated that this bill might 
be rushed through. He would ask if it had ever 
happened ‘before that a Senator was refused by a 
vote of the Senate permission to proceed with his 
argument in order. [The honorable Senator al- 
luded to a vote taken late on Saturday night in 
relation to Mr. Foorg.| Yet the Journal showed 
that a Senator had been called to order for irrele- 
vancy in debate, and a motion to permit him to 

roceed in order was voted down the Senate. 
hat was an extraordinary vote. fe was unpre- 
cedented. It was unheard of. 


sentatives ? 


Mr. BENTON called the Senator from Tennes- 
see to order, and asked for the reading of the rule 
which required Senators to speak to the subject 
before the Senate; and further, he called for the en- 
forcement of thatrule. __ 

Mr. FOOTE said that rule should have been 
enforced at an earlier period of the session. 

Mr. TURNEY did not understand that there 
was any point of order made by the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. BENTON said he had asked for a thing to 
be done. _ 

Mr. FOOTE insisted that the Senator from Mis- 
souri had no right to make such a motion while a 
Senator was speaking. 

Mr. TURNEY said he insisted that his words 
which were objected to as irrelevant should be put 
down in writing. 

Mr. FOOTE also contended that the words 
should be taken down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER made some ob- 
servations which did not reach the gallery. 

Mr. TURNEY said he.was going on to give ver 


briefly the history of the proceedings on this bill, 


and he wished to know if anybody had ever before 

been called to order for pursuing such a course. 
Mr. KING begged to remind the Senator from 

Tennessee that there was no bill under consider- 


ation. 

Mr. TURNEY asserted that there was. The 
Oregon bill was embraced in the pending resolu- 
tion, the adoption of which was necessary to give 


that bill the force of Jaw; and consequently the 


whole question was opened for discussion. 

He then proceeded. Some most extraordinary 
steps had ‘been taken to force this bill through this 
body. The gag had been applied, and it had been 
applied for the first time to secure the passage of 
this bill. But that was not the only matter of 
which he complained. So far as his knowledge 
extended, the practice of the Senate had been, in 
all cases of disagreeing votes between the two 
Houses, to appoint a committee of conference. 
But even that had been refused. A departure 
from the usual practice of the Senate in that re- 
spect had been resorted to for the first time in this 


case; and it was done for the purpose of forcing 


through a measure that was more obnoxious to 
one section of this Union than any other subject 
of legislation which had come before them during 
the present session. Why should they now be 
called upon to suspend the rules to give this bill 
the force and effect of law? He was not willing 
to assent to such a prore ne 

He should now give his o 
and he should be very brief, and yet he should 
not hurry himself. If there were other important 
bills embraced in this resolution which it. was 
necessary to pass, gentlemen might detach them, 
act upon them separately, and they could be dis- 
posed of in two minutes. To that he would con- 
sent. But if they should refuse, gentlemen need 
not expect him to shrink from the responsibility 
of opposing this resolution. Whatever responsi- 
bility there was, would rest on others. 

He then recapitulated the proceedings of the 
two Houses on the subject of the Oregon bill, 
which resulted in a disagreement between the two 
Houses; and what, he asked the Senate, was to be 
gained by surrendering to the House of Repre- 
The Senate sent to the House a com- 
promise bill, after mature consideration by the 
Senate, and its passage by a large majority, and the 
House unceremoniously laid it upon the table. 
After that, the House of Representatives passed 
this Oregon bill, which was about one-third of the 
bill which the House had rejected. 

Mr. MILLER interposed, and reminded the 
Senator from Tennessee that the pending resolu- 
tion had reference not alone to the Oregon bill, but 
to some twenty or thirty others, amongst which 
was the army bill. 

Mr. TURNEY should vote against the resolu- 
tion, although it did embrace other bills. But if 
the Senator from New Jersey would offer a sep- 
arate resolution in relation to the army bill, he 
(Mr. T.).would interpose no objection. But did 
the Senator suppose that he could be cut off from 

iving his decided opposition to this Oregon bill? 
ir so, he was very much mistaken. If gentlemen 
would put a number of bills together, they must 
take the consequences, for he could not thus allow 
himself to be brought to favor the passage of a bill 
which his judgment disapproved. The House of 


jections to this bill, 


Representatives had decided that it would pass no 
bill which was silent on the subject of slavery. 
They were not content to stand on the Constitu- 
tion. They were not content that the citizens of this 
Republic should enjoy the rights which were se- 
cured to them by the Constitution, and hence they 
had rejected the Oregon bill sent to them by the 
Senate. They had rejected it because it was in 
bad company. The House afterwards sent to the 
Senate a bill to establish a Territorial Government 
in Oregon by itself, and the Senate returned it with 
a second proposition of a compromise on the basis 
of the Missouri compromise, giving them a large 
portion of the territory, and they ad refused to 
accede to that, and had sent the bill back amended. 
In this state of things the Senate was now asked 
to yield to the House, without even a committee 
of conference being allowed them, although it was 
a common law of the body, and allowed in every 
other case. And not only was a committee of. 
conference denied them, but gentlemen had been 
gagged, and refused permission to deliver their 
sentiments in this body on so important a question; 
but notwithstanding their rights had been thus out- 
raged, they were asked to stand here in silence 
and permit this bill to pass through; and that it 
might be forced through, the army bill and some 
others had been coupled with it. Senators must 
not, however, expect to force it on him by thus 
coupling it with others. Let each tub stand on its 
own bottom, and let each bill stand on its own 
merits; but let them not expect to accomplish their 
purpose by this unholy and unnatural alliance. If, 
by such an alliance, a necessary measure was de- 
feated, let the responsibility rest on those who thus 
coupled them. If Senators would blend measures 
together, they must bear the responsibility. He 
should not vote for this resolution on that account, 
and he was willing to take all the responsibility 
that would attach to him for any vote that he might 
give. He was willing to answer to the State of 
Tennessee, and to nowhere else was he responsible. 
Mr. WEBSTER rose to a question of order. 
He appealed to the Chair and to the Senate ona 
point of order. He made it certainly without any 
heat or passion. He rose to a point of order 
which he meant to propound distinctly, and not 
for the purpose of discussing it at any length, but 


| to ask for a decision by the Chair and the Senate. 


The position in which they stood could not but be 
well known to every Senator. Less than two hours 
hence and this Senate would stand adjourned. 

Mr. WESTCOTT rose to a question of order. 
The Senator from Massachusetts had no right— 
and he said it respectfully—to make a speech on 
his point of order. 

r. WEBSTER would state the point of order 
which he had risen to make. These protracted 
debates at this stage of the session were certainly 
out of order, and against the rule of the Senate 
which requires Senators to speak to-the question 
pending before the Senate. He made this point of 
order as a last effort on his part to complet® the 
business of the Senate in relation to the Oregon 
bill, the army bill, and others which were highly 
important; and he asked the Senate, with respect 
for the gentleman from Tennessee, if a prolonged 
debate, such as that which the gentleman from 
Tennessee was inclined to go into, was in order? 
If the Senate should say it was, he should not 
have another word to say. 

Mr. TURNEY required the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts to put his point of order in writing, for 
he wished it to go on the Journal. 

Mr. WEBSTER was willing to do so if it were 
required. He then submitted his point of order 
to this effect: *‘I call the Senator from Tennessee 
‘to order on the ground that the course of discus- 
‘ sion in which he is indulging is not relevant to 
‘the subject before the Senate.” 

Mr. TURNEY wished the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts to indicate the irrelevant words. 

Mr. WEBSTER replied that that was his point 
of order, and the Senate would judge for itself as 
ta the words. . 

Mr. CALHOUN denied that the gentleman from 
Tennessee was out of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, inquired if he 
understood that the opinion of the Senate was 
asked on this point of order? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER was understood 
to answer in the affirmative. 

a JOHNSON. And that, I believe, is deba- 
table? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER answered that it 


was. 

Mr. CALHOUN then proceeded to affirm that 
the course pursued -by the Senator from Tennes- 
see was no violation sa RA and he called 
upon the Senator from Massachusetts to point out 
the words uttered by the Senator from Tennessee 
which were out of order. 


Mr. WEBSTER replied, that if he were to 


enter into a debate on that point, the object of the 
gentleman oppose would be accomplished, in 
which he did not propose to aid them. He had 
no desire to go into any metaphysical views, 
aware, as he was, that if he were to engage with 
the Senator from South Carolina in a contest of 
that character, he should be involved in a maze 
from which there would be little probability of 
extrication before the hour of adjournment would 
terminate the session. | 

Mr. TURNEY said, the object was to gag him; 
"and he desired to know if there was any rule to 
limit debate at the close of the session which did 
not exist at its beginning? If there was, he begged 
to be referred to it. - i 

Mr. FOOTE said, he was very much surprised 
to hear such language fall from the lips of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. That Senator had 
brought a very serious charge against Senators 
who were as respectable as himself. He had 
charged them with some improper purpose in dis- 
cussing this resolution; he had undertaken to say 
that, if he rose in his place to answer the question 
Of the Senator from South Carolina, (Mr. CaL- 
HOUN,] the purpose of Senators would be as fully 
accomplished as if this discussion were permitted 
to goon. Now, what was that at which the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts darkly hinted? Did the 
Senator suppose, or had any one declared, that it 
was the intention of any Senator on this floor thus 
to defeat this bill? Did not the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts know that such an accusation was made 
against another Senator from Massachusetts by the 

ublic press at the close of the last session; and did 
it become the courtesy of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. WessTER] either directly or indi- 
rectly to make such a charge against others? He 
had the Senator in his eye, (Mr. Davis, of Mas- 
sachusetts,] against whom a similar accusation 
was made by the newspaper press; but he (Mr. 
F.) did not believe that that accusation had any 
foundation in truth; but he would tell the Senator 
that the course of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. WesstERr] to-day would tend to confirm the 
suspicion which was said to exist a year ago, for 
it would seem to show that in New England they 
were familiar with such trickery, or that such an 
imputation would not have suggested itself to the 
imagination of a New England man. He did not 
believe that the accusation was true. 

The PRESIDENT interposed, and called the 
Senator from Mississippi to order. 
- Nr. FOOTE had only to say, that if he had 


been misled by the example of the Senator from. 


Massachusetts, he should not persist in being out 
of order, though he should claim at all times the 
same privileges that were enjoyed by other Sen- 
ators. 

The Crerx of the House of Representatives 
here appeared below the bar, and delivered to the 
Senate a joint resolution for the suspension of the 
17th joint rule of the two Houses, to permit all 
bills heretofore passed, or to be this day passed, to 
be sent to the President, in which he was directed 
to ask the concurrence of the Senate. [This reso- 
lution was the same in its terms as that under con- 
sideration.] ` 

Measra. BERRIEN, JOHNSON of Georgia, 
and JOHNSON of Maryland, having-each made 
siggestions— 

r. TURNEY said he would relieve the Sen- 
ate. He had not five words more to say. It was 
not his purpose when he rose to enter into a long 
discussion. His object was to enter his en 
and then to vote against the resolution, first as- 
signing briefly the reasons by which he was ac- 
tuated. He should vote against suspending the 


rules. E 

- Mr. WEBSTER said he understood the Senator 
from Tennessee to say that he was through. He 
begged to say, and with all respect for the Senator 
from Tennessee, that he had had no desire to em- 
barrass that Senator. l 

Mr. TURNEY wished, nevertheless, to have a 

vote on the point of order. 


AS ONENE E E O E T A re ee 


Mr. RUSK said he believed he had opposed this 
Oregon bill with as much firmness as any Senator, 
and with as little noise. He had discharged his 
duty to the best ọf his ability to his country and 
his State; and now if this bill goes to the Exec- 
utive, he must discharge his duty. He (Mr. R.) 
had done all he could. He had been anxious to 
apose of it without sitting on Saturday night, 
and particularly without encroaching upon the 
day of rest, but it appears that that could not be 
avoided. The bill was passed, and, according to 
the course which had heretofore been pursued in 
the Senate, when a majority, a clearly ascertained 
majority, had agreed upon a measure, it was 
proper that he should yield, that they might have 
the opportunity of passing it, and assuming to 
God and their country the responsibility of the act. 

Mr. WEBSTER intimated that he understood 
the Chair had decided the point which he raised, 
and he should therefore make no further effort. 

Mr. TURNEY asked if he was to understand 
that he was in order. S 

The PRESIDING OFFICER was understood 
to answer in the affirmative. 

Mr. RUSK then continued. He said, the ma- 
jority had assumed the responsibility, and there- 
fore all that the minority could do, except what 
they could do indirectly, was now done. And 
there was another important matter to which he 
would advert. There were about thirty bills in the 
situation of the Oregon bill, many of them bills for 
the relief of those who were suffering in poverty 
and want, to whom just debts were owing by the 
Government of the United States. One of those 
bills, (and it was one of great importance,) was 
the army appropriation bill. He had seen the 
Secretary of War but a few minutes ago, and was 
informed by that gentleman that it was impossible 
for him to proceed, for any length of time, unless 
the army appropriation bill should be passed. If 
this bill should not be passed, what would be the 
consequence? Their officers and soldiers would 
be left without a dollar. He was aware the coun- 
try was in circumstances of great agitation, and in 
a state of highly excited feelings. He regretted 
to see it. It was a matter of very sincere regret 
to him. But he appealed to those Senators who 
had been opposed to the passage of the Oregon 
bill to cease all further opposition, and to permit it 
to pass. Amongst those Senators to whom he 
appealed, were gentlemen who had long served 


their country, and who, when they died, would 


leave a name behind which well might be envied 
by the rising generation. For the passage of this 
bill they were not responsible, for they had resist- 
ed manfully and perseveringly. He asked them, 
therefore, now to yield, and not attempt indirectly 
to defeat a measure which they had not the power 
to defeat directly; but let the majority take the re- 
sponsibility of the act, of which posterity would 
form its judgment. 
Mr. KING wished to say, that perhaps there 
was no one in the Senate more opposed to certain 
rovisions of the bill which had been passed than 
he was. He thought it contained provisions that 
were not only unnecessary, but calculated to vio- 
late the rights of his section of the Union. When 
the bill was under consideration, he had been very 
desirous to see it amended; and when it came back 
with the amendment of the Senate rejected by the 
other House, he proposed that the Senate should 
insist on its amendment, that they might avail 
themselves of the proposition of the Senator from 
Illinois, and appoint a committee of conference. 
The proposition to recede having the Sane 
he had not been able to accomplish that object. 
The majority had decided the question, and on 
them let the responsibility rest. The bill was now 
only waiting the action of the President to become 
the law of the land. They had done their duty to 
themselves and to the country, as far as was prac- 
ticable. But the majority of the Senate and of the 
other House had spoken; they had determined that 
the bill should pass in its present form. He was 
now for leaving the coérdinate branch of the Gov- 
érnment (the Executive) to do its duty, and act on 
this bill when it should be presented to him. He 
(Mr. K.) was not now prepared to take ground on 
mere technical objections to defeat it. He had 
never seen any good result from such a course. 
He was decidedly of opinion that no good could 
result from it. He therefore appealed to his friends 
—to those with whom he had acted, and who 
could not be more opposed to the bill in its present 


shape than he was—to let the rales be suspended, 
that this and the other bills might go to the Presi- 
dent; and Jet the President act upon them as his 
judgment might direct. He trusted that course 
would be pursued. It would comport better with 
the dignity of the Senate, with their standing in the 
country, and with public sentiment, than by per- 
sisting in opposing this resolution. He knew there 
was a great diversity of sentiment respecting this 
matter. He knew some gentlemen thought the 
President could not, at this late period, give it a 
proper examination. If not, let the President 
hold it over, if he thought proper to do so; but if 
he was ready to act, let him act. If-he was not 
ready, let him take the time which the Constitu- 
tion allowed. He (Mr. K.) again appealed to 
those with whom he acted to withdraw their op- 
position, and let this resolution pass. 

‘Mr. CALHOUN said, if there was any respon- 
sibility, it was on the A and not on the 
minority. By the rules of the Senate, the Oregon 
bill was lost, and the majority well knew that. 
They felt conscious of the fact, and therefore they 
had added all the other bills to itin this resolution; 
and thereby they had assumed the responsibility 
of all the consequences. The existing rule on their 
Journal was a convincing proof that the Senate was 
of opinion that it was improper to send bills to the 
President on the last day of a session, as he could 
not sign them off-hand. There might be great 
constitutional questions involved, requiring great 
consideration, and the Constitution allows him ten 
days to decide upon bills. But they proposed to 
send this bill to him on the last day of the session; 
and if there ever was a bill that ought not to be 
pressed on the President to decide instanter, this 
was one. How long had it been before them? 
Some five or six weeks; and they had even vio- 
lated the day of rest, which was not regarded as 
a legal day; and yet they would send it to the 
President one hour and a half before the adjourn- 
ment of Congress. That was all the time they 
proposed to allow him. He understsod what was 
the great ie of contest between parties in that 
House. The opposite party wanted to have the 
absolute, despotic control over the Territories. 
They knew there was not such an example to be 
found in all the legislation of this country. They 
all knew that the Missouri compromise would not, 
have passed, but that the North were anxious to 
protect themselves by the adoption of tho line of 
36° 30’. And how was it on the admission of 
Texas? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, suggested to the 
Senator from South Carolina to make a motion. 

Mr. CALHOUN said fhe would. After some 
other observations, he said this was the first time 
the Wilmot proviso had ever béen attempted to be 
carried into effect. He concluded by moving to 
strike out from the resolution all that part of it . 
which relates to the Oregon bill, and on that mo- 
tion he called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MILLER said there was nothing about the 
Oregon bill in it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, then suggested 
to the Senator from South Carolina to except the 
Oregon bill by name. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he would do so. 

The Secretary read the resolution, and it ap- 
peared that the Senator from New Jersey was mis- 
taken, the Oregon bill being named in it. 

Mr. BENTON moved to lay the resolution on 
the table, and that the Senate take up the resolu- 
tion from the House on the same subject, which 
was received a few minutes ago. Agreed to. 

The resolution from the House was then taken 
up. It proposed, in general terms, to suspend the 
17th joint rule to permit all bills passed and to be 
passed this day to be sent to the President. 

Mr. CALHOUN moved to amend the resolu- 
tion by adding the words “‘ except the Oregon bill.” 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, suggested an 
amendment to the same effect, but in more precise 


terms. . 

` Mr. CALHOUN was understood to accept that 
amendment as a modification of his own, and to 
call for the yeas and nays thereon. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and resulted 
thus: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Berrien, Borland, Butier, Calhoun, 
Davis of Mississippi, Downs, Foote, Hunter, Johnson of 
Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson | of Georgia, 
Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Rusk, Sebastian, Turney, West- 
cott, and Yulee—20. are 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bald- 
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win, Benton, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Clarke, 
Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, 
Dodge, Douglas, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Halè, Hamlin, 
Hannegan, Houston, King, Metcalfe, Miller, Niles, Pearce, 
Phelps, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, Walker, 
and Wetster—37. 

The question then recurred on the House reso- 
ution. 

Mr. FOOTE rose and said that it had been inti- 
mated by Senators in their places that there were 
gentlemen there who were determined to speak out 
all the time remaining with the view of defeating 
this bill. Now, he wished to be allowed to say 
that they had been for some time prepared to act 
a very different part. They had been prepared to 
defeat what was considered improper legislation, 
and nothing more. But he now felt authorized to 
declare that they were now willing to yield and let 
the majority take the responsibility. They had 
discharged their duty as patriots should do. [Loud 
cries of ‘* Question.’’] 

Mr. HOUSTON was deeply impressed with the 
Importance of this subject. Having acted upon this 
measure with the best intentions, he had this onl 
to say, that though a majority, and a very small 
majority, had decided this question—and as a 
southern man he had placed himself not on sec- 
tional and abstract principles, but on principles 
which were calculated to maintain the rights of 
this Union and. of every portion of it—he trusted 
all opposition would cease. 

The majority, he repeated, was small, but it was 
a small majority by which Texas was admitted 
into this Union; and if there was a majority, it was 
not for him to say how few or how many, but to 
submit. He contended that he was‘actuated by as 
high, as independent, and as patriotic motives as 
any gentleman in that body, be he from the South 
or from the North. On such occasions, he knew 
neither North nor South; he knew only this Union, 
and he, though a southern man, would protect the 
rights of the North, and not suffer them to be en- 
croached upon, as ardently as he would protect 
and support the rights of the South. He believed 
on that floor he was a representative of the whole 
American people. He-was the representative of 
the whole and of every portion of it. On all occa- 
sions he would maintain that position, and he be- 
lieved his people would sustain him in it, for they 
are true to the Union. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

Mr. YULEE moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the following resolution, re- 
ported some days since by the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Buildings: 


Resolved, That a sum not exceeding $8,770 be expended, 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, in coinpleting the 
system of ventilating and warming the Senate Chamber, 
commenced and proposed by John Skirving: Provided, 
however, That the money shall be expended, and the work 
executed, under the direction of the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate. ` 


Cries of “ What is it?” 

Mr. YULEE. It relates to the ventilation of the 
Senate Chamber. 

Cries of ‘“‘ No, no,” from all quarters of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BENTON. I object to the taking up the 
resolution, which, I understand, relates to venti- 
lation. No, sir; no more ventilation! We have 
quite wind enough, sir! Yes, sir; quite wind 
enough ! 

Mr. DICKINSON. We shall not want any 
more ventilation this session. I move, sir, to lay 
the motion on the table, and to take up the bill 
for the relief of William Hogan, administrator of 
Michael Hogan, deceased. [This bill appropri- 
ates about $16,000 to the claimant. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise, sir, to a question 
of order. The Senator from New York is out of 
order. It is out of order to make two motions to- 

ether. The Senator from New York moves to 
ay-a motion on the table, and to take up a private 


bill. 
Well! 


Mr. DICKINSON. 
the motion on the table. 

Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, as I perceive the 
sense of the Senate is so strong against my mo- 
tion, I will withdraw it. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Now, sir, I move to take 
up the bill for the relief of William Hogan, ad- 
ministrator of Michael Hogan, deceased. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Chair an- 


I will move to lay 


nounced that the bill was before. the Senate on its 


passage. . 
_ The bill was then passed. 


: Mr. WEBSTER moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the following joint resolu- 
tion from the House of Representatives to add to 
the pni rules of the two Houses: 

‘¢ After six days from the commencement of a second or 
subsequent session of Congress, all hills, resolutions, or 
reports, which originated in either House, and at the close 
of the next preceding session remained undetermined in 
either. House, shal} be resumed. and acted on in the same 
manner as if an adjournment had not taken place.’?’ 

The motion having been agreed to, the joint 
Silo was taken up, and was considered and 

assed. 

: On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate 
Mena to the consideration of the House bill to 
iquidate certain claims therein mentioned; which 
was considered and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the bill from the 
House for the relief of William Triplett was then 
taken up, considered, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, the bill from the 
House in relation to military land warrants was 
taken up, considered, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DOWNS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill for the relief 
Frederick Durrive; which was read a third time 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the amendments made by the 
House of Representatives to the bill for the relief 
of Wiliam B. Stokes; and they were considered 
and concurred in. 

The resolution which had been previously sub- 
mitted by Mr. Maneum, relative to the payment 
of officers, &c., was then taken up for considera- 
ton. 

Mr. CAMERON moved to amend the resolu- 
tion by inserting a provision to pay the laborers 
in the Capitol grounds the same as last session. 

Mr. C. said, that while such a disposition was 
manifested on all sides of the Senate to make ex- 
travagant donations to all the persons who were 
employed within the walls of the Capitol, he 
thought it nothing but fair that the same generosity 
should be extended to the workmen outside the 
building. The laboring men, who were exposed 
all day to the broiling sun, were surely as well de- 
serving of extra compensation as those whose 
duties were less arduous, and accompanied by less 
risk. He asked for the yeas and nays on his mo- 
iion. He was desirous to see who were the-men 
that would vote against the allowance of a little 
gratuity to the workmen on the public grounds. 

. Mr. KING stated that when this motion was 
formerly made he opposed it, because he thought 
it was going too far. He had, however, subse- 
quently made some inquiry on the subject. He` 
had ascertained that the pay of these laborers was 
smaller than he had supposed; that they were paid 
by the day; that what they received was barely 
sufficient to supply them with the necessaries of 
life; and if they. were at any time detained from 
their work by sickness or accident, even that little 
pittance was stopped. He had also found thata 
similar allowance had been made to those persons 
at the last session. He desired to see all on the 
same footing. He should, therefore, not only 
withdraw his opposition, but he would willingly 
vote for the amendment. At the same time, he 
declared it to be his purpose to introduce, at the 
next session, a system which would presen: any 
injustice or inequality in dispensing the liberality 
of the Senate. 

At the suggestion of several Senators, Mr. CAM- 
ERON withdrew his call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

Mr. BENTON moved to amend the resolution 
by inserting an appropriation of $60 for the page, 
James Moore; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE moved to amend the resolution by 
inserting extra pay to James Smallwood and Mar- 
tin Latruite; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANGUM moved to amend the resolution 
by inserting an allowance to Mr. Isaac Holland, as 
compensation for conveying the remains of the late 
Chester Ashley to Arkansas; and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to amend the reso- 
lution by inserting a provision to place the Senate 
pages on the same footing, in relation to pay, with 
the pages of the House; and the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The question then being on the amendment as 
amends 


Mr. TURNEY inquired whether this resolution 
was introduced with the sanction of any commit-. 
tee? He desired to know what was the amount 
included in the resolution which was to be thus 
distributed? Could the Chair give him the in- 
formation ? 

The CHAIR replied in the negative. 

Mr. TURNEY resumed. There was an extra 
allowance to the Secretary of the Senate of $500. 
Now, he wished to know why this was to be 
given to the Secretary? Was it right to fix the 
salary of an officer, and then to give him an extra 
allowance of $1,000?. What was the salary of the 
Secretary? 

The CHAIR. Three thousand dollars. 

Mr. TURNEY. Three thousand dollars! This 
was about equal to the salary of the heads of bu- 
reaus. Wel, there was an extra allowance of 
$500 given at the close of the last session, and 
another of $500 now, making $4,000 in the whole 
—a sum almost equal to the compensation of a 
cabinet officer. This he considered an extrava- 
gance which ought not to be tolerated. He dis- 
claimed any intention to depreciate the Secretary. 
He thought as highly of the Secretary as any 
Senator did. But this was an extravagance not 
to be thought of. He was opposed to it for two 
reasons: in the first place, he thought $4,000 too 
high a compensation; and, in the second place, as 
other officers, who had not one-third the annual 
compensation given to the Secretary, received only 
a small extra allowance, the rule operated unequally 
and unjustly. He desired that some principle 
should be adopted which would secure justice to 
all, and that we should no longer follow a course 
by which special favorites of Senators were lavishly 
rewarded, while others were treated with less lib- 
erality. : 

He asked for the yeas and nays on the question, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said this was to be looked 
upon as a general scramble, and he regarded it as 
all wrong, from beginning to end. He had all 
along been opposed to a system which opened the 
door to abuse and extravagance. It had, how- 
ever, been intimated by the Senator from Ala- 
bama, that he would at the next session intro- 
duce some measure which would put an end to the 
hegre practice; and, relying on that promise, he 

ad determined now to give his vote in favor of 
the resolution, but it would be for the last time. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
as amended, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, 
Berrien, Borland, Cameron, Clarke, Davis of Missiesippi, 
Dodge, Douglas, Downs, pee Foote, Greene, Hale, 
Hamlin, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson of Maryland, John- 
son of Louisiana, Lewis, Mangum, Mason, Metcalfe, Mil- 
ler, Rusk, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, 
Upham, Webster, Westcott, and Yulee—36. 


NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bradbury, Breese, Bright, 
Felch, Niles, and ‘Turney—7. 


So the resolution was adopted in the following 
form: 


Resolved, That there be allowed and paid from the con- 
tingent fund to the Secretary of the Senate the sum of §500, 
in consideration of his increased hg sented in relation to 
the funds appropriated and applied for the use and service 
of the Senate for each session of Congress, the last and pre- 
sent. 

That the laborers employed at the Capitol grounds be al- 
lowed the same amount that was allowed them at the last 
session. 

That the sum of $60 be allowed to James Moore. 

That there be allowed to Isaac Holland the same amount 
of compensation for conveying the body of the Hon. Ches- 
ter Ashley as was allowed to him in the case of the Hon. 
Alexander Barrow. 

That the pages of the Senate be allowed the same daily 
pay as has been allowed to the pages of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the present session. 

That there be paid to James Smallwood and Martin Le- 
truite, the mail boys in the employment of the Senate, the 
same daily pay and extra compensation that is paid to the 
pages of the Senate for the present session. 

That there be allowed and paid to Thomas Clarke and 
Benjamin Owens the same amount of daily pay and com- 
pensation that is paid to the messengers, the pay to com- 
mence witb the present session of Congress. f 

That the Sergeant-at-arms continue in service the present 
force of mail carriers and folders until he shall have com- 
pleted the transmission by mail and otherwise of all the 
books, public documents, and boxes now on hand belonging 
to Senators; and that he also employ the same force at such 
times during the recess as may be necessary to ensure the 
prompt folding and sending off such further documents as 
may be delivered to him by the publie printers for the use of 
Senators. 


On motion by Mr. DODGE, the Senate pro- 


ceeded to consider the bill from the House for the 
relief of John P. B. Gratiot, and thelegal represent- 
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atives of Henry Gratiot; ard the bill was read a 
third time and passed. 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, 
the Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
authorizing the Committee on Printing to sit during 
the recess; which was agreed to. . 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported House bill making 
appropriations for the improvement of certain 
rivers and harbors, without amendment. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, 
the Committee on Commerce was discharged from 
the further consideration of a number of petitions, 
memorials, and bills. 

On motion by Mr. BUTLER, the Committee 
on the Judiciary was discharged from the further 
consideration of the various petitions, memorials, 
&c., which had been committed to its charge. 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
the Committee on Pensions was discharged from 
the further consideration of the memorials and 
petitions referred to its charge. | 

On motion by Mr. HANN EGAN, at a quarter 
before twelve o’clock, the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, and the doors 
were not re-opened until after twelve; when 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives announcing that the House of Repre- 
sentatives had adopted a resolution appointing a 
committee to wait on the President of the United 
States and inform him that the two Houses were 
now ready to adjourn, and had appointed a com- 

on their part. 

The resolution was adopted, and the Chair 
appointed a committee on the part of the Sen- 
ate. 

Before any report was received from this com- 
mittee, 

The Senate adjourned. 


LIST OF ACTS | 
“Passed at the First Session of the Thirtieth Congress. 


BILLS WHICH ORIGINATED IN THE SENATE. 


_ An act for the relief of the heirs of John Paul 
Jones. l 

An act for the relief of Joseph Wilson. 

An act concerning certain collection districts, and 
for other purposes. ' 

An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act for the 
regulation of seamen on board the public and pri- 
vate vessels of the United States,” passed March 
3, 1813. 

An act authorizing persons to whom reservations 
of land have been made under certain Indian trea- 
ties to alienate the same in fee. 

An act for the relief of the administratrix of 
Elisha L. Kean, deceased. 

An act providing for the payment of the claim 
of Walter R. Johnson against the United States. 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of George Fisher, deceased. 

An act supplementary to the act entitled “An 
act to regulate the exercise of the appellate juris- 
diction of the Supreme Court in certain cases, and 
for other purposes.”’ | 

An act to provide for the purchase of the manu- 
script papers of the late James Madison, former 
President of the United States. 

An act to provide clothing for volunteers in the 
service of the United States. 

An act to provide additional Examiners in the 
Patent Office, and for other purposes. 

‘An act to authorize the issuing of a register to 
the barque Canton. 

An act for the relief of W. B. Slaughter, late 
Secretary of the Territory of Wisconsin. 

An act for the relief of Charles L. Dell. 

An act exempting vessels employed by the Amer- 

ican Colonization Society in transporting colored 
emigrants from the United States to the coast of 
Africa from the provisions of the acts of the 22d 
of February and the 2d of March, 1847, regulating 
the carriage.of passengers in merchant vessels. 
_ An act amending the act entitled ‘*An act grant- 
ing half-pay to widows or orphans where their 
husbands and fathers have died of wounds received 
in the military service of the United States, in cases 
of deceased officers and soldiers of the militia and 
volunteers,” passed July 4, 1846. 7 

An act in addition to an act for the relief of 
aaa Loomis and Abel Gay, approved July 2, 


An act to authorize the settlement of the account 
of Joseph Nourse, deceased. 

An act for the relief of Edward Bolon. 

An act for the relief of Jones and Boker. 

An act for the relief of Richard Bloss and others. 

An act for the relief of Fernando Fellanny. 

An act for the relief of Peter Engels, senior. 

An act for the relief of John Black, late consul 
of the United States at the city of Mexico. 

An act supplemental to the act passed on the 9th 
day of July, in the year 1846, entitled ‘* An act to 
retrocede the county of Alexandria, in the District 
of Columbia, to the State of Virginia.” ` 

An act to provide for the compensation of Sam- 
uel Leech for services in the investigation of sus- 
pended sales in the Mineral Point district, Wis- 
consin. 

An act for the relief of Thomas Brownell. 

An act to make attachments which are made 
under process issuing from the coyrts of the Uni- 
ted States conform to the laws regulating such at- 
tachments in the courts of the States. 

An act for the relief of Samuel W. Bell, a native 
of the Cherokee nation. a 

An act to require the holders of military land 
warrants to compensate the land officers of the 
United States for services in relation to the loca- 
tion of those warrants. 

An act for the relief of Otiver C. Harris. 

An act to provide additional quarters near to 
New Orleans for United States soldiers and volun- 
teers returning from or going to the seat of war in 
Mexico. 

An act for the relief of Reynolds May. 

An act in amendment of an act entitled ‘“ An act 
to amend the act entitled ‘ An act to reduce the 
rates of postage, to limit the use and correct the 
abuse of the franking privilege, and for the preven- 
tion of fraud on the revenues of the Post Office 
Department,’ ’’ passed the 3d of March, 1845. 

An act to extend the provisions of existing pen- 
sion laws to enlisted men of the ordnance corps of 
the United States army. 

An act to authorize ‘the issuing a register or en- 
rolment to the schooner Robert Henry. 

An act to authorize the sale of a part of public 
reservation numbered thirteen, in the city of Wash- 
ington, and for other purposes. 

An act concerning the courts of the United 
States in and for the district of Michigan. 

An act granting a pension to Patrick Walker. 

An act to confirm to the legal representatives of 
Joseph Dutaillis the location of a certain New 
Madrid certificate. 

An act to remit the duties on books, maps, and 
charts imported for the use of the Library of Con- 

ress, Í } 
> An act for the relief of Alfred White. 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Moses White. 

An act explanatory of the act entitled ‘‘ An act 
to raise for a limited time an additional ey 
force, and for other purposes,” approved llt 
February, 1847. 

An act for the relief of the bona fide settlers un- 
der the acts for the armed occupation and settle- 
ment of a part of the Territory of Florida. 

An act to authorize the issuing of a register to 
the brig Palmetto. i 

An act for the relief of the Society for the Re- 
formation of Juvenile Delinquents in the city of 
New York. 

An act to confirm the location and to grant a 
quarter-section of public lands for the county site 
of Hillsborough county, State of Florida. 

An act for the relief of Christopher Cunningham. 

An act for the relief of José Argote Villabos, 
Marie Rose, F'rangois Felix, Marquis de Fougeres, 
or their heirs or legal representatives. 

An act respecting certain surveys in the State of 
Florida. 

An act for the relief of the Central Railroad and 
Banking Company of Georgia. : 

An act extending privileges to American vessels 
engaged in a certain mentioned trade, and for other 
purposes. l 

An act renewing certain naval pensions, and ex- 
tending the benefits of existing laws respecting 
naval pensions to engineers, firemen, and coal- 
heavers in the navy, and to their widows. 

An act concerning Spanish steam vessels. . 

An act to revive an act authorizing certain sol- 
diers in the Jate war with Great Britain to surren- 
der the bounty lands drawn by them, and to locate 


others in lieu thereof. 


An act to make Bangor a sgn of entry for ships 
or vessels coming from and beyond the Cape of 
Good Hope. | 

An act to extend an act entitled ‘An att pro- 
viding for the adjustment of all suspended preémp- 
tion land claims in the several States and Territo- 
ries,” approved August 3, 1846. 

An act for the payment of liquidated claims 
against Mexico. 

An act to change the time of holding the circuit 
and district courts in the State of Kentucky. 

An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to make a compromise and settlement with the 
securities of Francis D. Newcomb, late surveyor 
general of the State of Louisiana. 

An act to change the time of holding the terms 
of the circuit court of the United States in the dis- 
trict of Maine. | 

An act to carry into effect certain provisions in 
the treaties between the United States and China 
and the Ottoman Porte, giving judicial powers to 
ministers and consuls of the United States in those 
countries. 

An act for the relief of David N. Smith. 

An act for the relief of Gustavus Dorr. 

An act for the relief of Charity Herrington. 

‘An act concerning the Pay Department of the 
army. | 7 

An act giving effect to certain treaty stipulations 
between this and foreign Governments, for the ap- 
prehension and delivery up of certain offenders. 

An act in relation to the terms of the circuit and 
district courts of the United States in and for the 
district of New Jersey. 

An act making appropriations for light-houses, 
light-boats, buoys, &c., and providing for the erec- 
tion and establishment of the same. 

An act authorizing the payment of a sum of 
money to Robert Purkis. 

An act for the relief of Millidge Galphin, exec- 
utor of the last will and testament of George Gal- 
phin, deceased. z 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth Pistole, widow 
of Charles Pistole, deceased. 

An act for the relief of Jesse Turner. 

An act granting a pension to Abigail Garland, 
widow of Jacob Garland, deceased. | 

An act for the relief of Purser Benjamin J. Ca- 
hoone. 

An act for the relief of Messrs. Cook, Anthony, 
Mahony, and others. 

An act for the relief of Anna J. Hassler. 

An act for the relief of Welcome Parmenter. 

An act for the relief of David Currier. 

An act for the relief of Benjamin Adams and 
Company, and others. . 

An act granting a pension to John Clark. 

An act for the payment of Charles Richmond. 

An act for the relief of Charles M. Gibson. —$ 

An act for the relief of D. A. Watterston. 

An act for the relief of Mary Taylor. 

An act for the relief of David Wilkinson. 

An act for the payment of the fourth regiment 
in the second brigade of the third division of the 
Vermont militia for their services at the battle of 
Plattsburg. 

An act for the relief of Samuel Grice. 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Thomas J. V. Owen, deceased. 

An act to compensate R. M. Johnson for the 
erection of certain buildings for the use of the 
Choctaw Academy. 

An act for the relief of John Lorimer Graham, 
late postmaster in the city of New York. 

An act for the relief of William B. Stokes. 

An act for the relief of the widows and orphans 
of the officers, seamen, and marines, of the brig 
of war Somers. 

An act supplementary to an act to authorize the 
Secretary of State to liquidate certain claims there- 
in mentioned, passed 18th of April, 1814. 

An act for the relief of Ward and Smith. 

- An act for the relief of George V. Mitchell. 
_ An act for the relief of James M. Scantland. 


BILLS WHICH ORIGINATED IN THE HOUSE. 


An act to annex that part of the State of Indi- 
ana bordering on Lake Michigan to the Chicago 
collection district. | 

An act for dividing the State of Georgia into 
two judicial districts, and organizing and estab- 
lishing an additional district court of the United 
States with circuit court powers and jurisdiction. 

An act for the relief.of B. O. Tayloe. 
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An act for the relief of William Hogan, admin- 
istrator of Michael Hogan, deceased. i 

An act for the relief of Richard Reynolds. 

An act for the relief of William Pittman. 

An act to establish certain post routes. 

An act making appropriations for the support of 
the army for the year ending 30th June, 1849. 

An act in relation to military land warrants. 

An act for the relief of William Triplett 

An act for the relief of Frederic Durrive. 

An act for the relief of John P. B. Gratiot and 
the legal tepresentatives of Henry Gratiot. 

An act to establish the Territorial Government 
of Oregon. 

An acı for the relief of Phineas Capen, legal 
administrator of John Cox, deceased, of Boston. 

An act for the relief of Mary Brown, widow of 
Jacob Brown. 
. An act making an appropriation to supply, in 
part, a deficiency in the appropriations for sub- 
siatence in kind of the army and volunteers during 
the year ending. the 30th June, 1848. 

An act relating to the collection district of New 
Orleans, and for other purposes. 

An act for the relief of William Culver. 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of James Brown, deceased. 

An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to grant a register to the bark Sarah and Eliza. 

n act making further provision for surviving 

widows of soldiers of the Revolution. 

An act for the benefit of Mrs. Harriet Barney. 

An act for the relief of Russell Goss. 

An act for the relief of E.G. Smith. 

An act for the relief of Bent, St. Vrain & Co. 

An act for the relief of J. Throckmorton. 

An act for the relief of John Anderson. 

An act for the relief of Alborne Allen. 

An act for the relief of the legal heirs of John 
Snyder, deceased. 

An act for the relief of Thomas Scott, register 
of the land office at Chilicothe, Ohio, for services 
connected with the duties-of his office. 7 


An act for the relief of Barclay & Livingston, 


and Smith, Thurgar & Company. 

An act for the relief of Amzy Judd. 

An act giving further time for satisfying claims 
for bounty lands, and for other purposes. 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Matthew 
Stewart. 

An act for the relief of William Ralston. 

An act for the relief of Josephand Lindley Ward. 

An act for the relief of John Mitchell. 

An act for the relief of Silas Waterman. 

An act to extend the time for locating Virginia 
military land warrants, and returning surveys there- 
on to the General Land Office. 

An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to re- 
rere the General Land Office,” approved July 
4, 1836. 

An act for the relief of Bennett M. Dell. 

An act for the relief of John Manley. 

An act for the relief of Sarah Stokes, widow of 
John Stokes. 

An act to authorize a loan not to exceed the sum 
of sixteen millions of dollars. 

An act for the relief of the Red River railroad 
company. 

An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the year ending the 30th 
June, 1849. 

An act making Appropnatoni for the payment 
of revolutionary and other pensions of the United 
States for the year ending the 30th June, 1849. 

An act for the relief of Stalker & Hill. 

An act to reëstablish the collection district of 
Brunswick, in the State of Georgia. 

An act for the benefit of Benjamin' White. 

An act for the relief of Joseph Perry, a Choc- 
taw Indian, or his assigns. 

An act for the relief of Jonathan Moore, of the 
State of Massachusetts. 

‘An act for the relief of Robert Elis, of the State 
of Michigan. 

An act for the relief of Catharine Fulton, of 
Washington county, Pennsylvania. 

_ An act to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the service of the fiscal year ending 30th 
June, 1848. 

An act making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various 


Indian tribes for the year ending June 30th, 1849, 
and for other purpeses. 
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the Post Office Department for the year ending the 


An act to confirm the boundary line between 
Missouri and Arkansas. 

An act authorizing a term of the United States 
circuit and district courts at Chicago, Illinois. 

An act making appropriations for certain fortifi- 
cations of the United States for the year ending 
the 30th June, 1849. 

An act for the relief of Elijah H. Willis. 

An act to authorize the issue of a register to the 
barque Wilhamet. 

An act to change the location of certain light- 
houses and buoys. 

An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to license yachts, and for other purposes. 

An act in explanation of an act entitled ** An act 
to appropriate the proceeds of the public lands and 
to grant preémption rights.’’ 

n act to amend the act to provide for the trans- 
portation of the mail between the United States and 
foreign countries, and for other purposes. 

An act to amend an act entitled “ An act in 
amendment of the acts respecting the judicial 
system of the United States.” 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William McKenzie, late a seaman on board the 
United States ship Vincennes. 

An act for the relief of the heirs and widow of 
Frangois Gramillion. 

An act for the relief of Jonathan Fitzwater. 

An act for the relief of Samuel Cony. 

An act for the relief of William P. Brady. 

An act for the relief of William T. Holland. 

An act making appropriations for the naval ser- 
vice for the year ending the 30th June, 1849. 

An act granting the franking privilege to Louisa 
Catharine Adams. 

An act to change the name of the steamboat 
Charles Downing to the Calhoun. 

An act to amend an act approved the 24th of 
May, 1824, entitled ‘‘ An act supplementary to an 
act approved on the 3d day of March, 1819, enti- 
tled ‘ An act providing for the correction of errors 
in making entries of land at the land offices.’ ” 

An act for the relief of Charles Cappel. 

An act to provide for the ventilation of passen- 
ger vessels, and for other purposes. i 

An act making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of Government for the year 
ending the 30th day of June, 1849, and for other 
purposes. 

An act for the relief of Adna Hickman, wife of 
Alexander D. Peck. 

An act to change the name of Photius Kavasales 
to Photius Fisk. 

An act to incorporate the Washington Gas-light 
Company. | 

An act supplemental to ‘‘ An act to confirm the 
survey and location of claims for lands in the State 
of Mississippi, east of Pearl river, and south of the 
thirty-first degree of north lattitude,’’? approved 
March 3, 1845. 

An act to change the place of holding the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the middle dis- 
trict of Alabama, and for other purposes. 

An act to attach a portion of the northwestern 
land district in Louisiana to the district north of 
Red river, Louisiana. 

An act for the relief of Francis M. Holton. 

An act to make Ship Island, in the collection dis- 
trict of Pearl river, a port of delivery, and to au- 
thorize the appointment of a deputy collector for 
said port. 

An act making appropriations for the service of 


30th June, 1849. 

An act for the admission of the State of Wiscon- 
sin into the Union. 

An act for the relief of those preémption claim- 
ants upon the Miami lands, in Indiana, who, by 
their services in the Mexican war, are entitled to 
bounty lands. | 

An act to refund a penalty remitted by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to John Hardorp. 

.An act in addition to the act therein mentioned, 
[relating to the Wabash and Erie Canal lands.] 

An act to continue, alter, and amend the charter 
of the city of Washington. 

An act to amend the act entitled ‘* An act sup- 
plemental to an act entitled ‘An act providing for | 
the prosecution of the existing war between the 
United States and the Republic of Mexico, and | 
for other purposes.’ ” | 

An act for the relief of Catharine Hoffman. 

An act tô refund money for expenses incurred, 


subsistence or transportation furnished for the use 
of volunteers, during the present war, before being 
mustered and received into the service of the Uni- 
ted States. m 

An act for the relief of John Farnham. 

An act to regulate the exchange of certain docu- 

ments and other publications of Congress. 
An act for the relief of certain Tennessee volun- 
teers. i 

An act to annex the town of Essex, in the State 
of Massachusetts, to the collection district of Glou- 
cester. 

An act to authorize the issuing of a'register to 

the brig Incarnacion. 

An act to amend the act entitled ‘‘ An act to ap- 
ropriate the proceeds of the sales of the public 
ands, and to grant preémption rights,” approved 

September 4, 1841. | 

An act giving the consent of the Government of 
the United States to the State of Texas to extend 
her eastern boundary so as to include within her 
limits one-half of the Sabine pass, Sabine lake, 
and Sabine river, as far north as the thirty-second 
degree of north latitude. 

An act to prevent the importation of adulterated 

and spurious drugs and medicines. 

An act to authorize the issuing a register to the 

schooner James. 

An act concerning the taking of official oaths in 

the District of Columbia. 

An act to surrender to the State of Indiana the 

Cumberland road in said Btate. 

An act for the relief of certain surviving widows 

of officers and soldiers of the revolutionary army. 

An act to authorize the issuing a register to the 

barque Maty Theresa. F 
An act to authorize the State of Alabama to ap- 
ply certain lands heretofore granted to that State 
for internal improvements, for the use of schools, in - 
the valueless 16th sections in said State. 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Joint resolution extending the time for the erec- 

tion of certain light-houses. 

Joint resolution expressive of the tbanks of Con- 


gress to Major General Winfield Scott, and the 


troops under his command, for their distinguished 
ae and good conduct in. the campaign of 
1847. 


Joint resolution of thanks to Major Gen. Taylor. 

Joint resolution providing for payment of the 
regiment of Texas mounted troops, called into the 
service of the United States under the sequisition 
of Colonel Curtis, in the year 1847, and for other 
purposes. 

Joint resolution relative to the evidence which 
shall be considered satisfactory in applications for 
bounty land. 

Joint resolution relative to evidence in applica- 
tions for pensions. . 

Joint resolution in relation to the transportation 
and discharge of the military forces of the United 
States at the close of the war with Mexico. 

Joint resolution disposing of two brass field- 
pieces captured at the battle of Bennington, in 1777. 

Joint resolution to change the location of a light- 
house on Lake Superior, in the State of Michigan. 

Joint resolution relinquishing to the State of 
Missouri certain trophies of Doniphan’s victorious 
expedition. 

oint resolution concerning certain portions of 
the marine and ordnance corps. 

Joint resolution of thanks to the officers, sailors, 
and marines of the United States sea 

Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
State to furnish the clerk of the several district 
and circuit courts of the United States with copies 
of Little and Brown’s edition of the Laws of the 
United States. , 

Resolution tendering the congratulations of the 
American to the French people. 

Resolution to sanction an agreement made be- 
tween the Wyandots and the Delawares, for the 
poar of certain lands by the former of the 
atter tribe of Indians. 

Resolution authorizing the presentation to the 
Government of France of a series of the standard 
weights and measures of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

Resolution to explain an act passed 24th June, 
1848, entitled ‘An act for the relief of W. B. 
Slaughter, late Secretary of the Territory of Wis- 
consin.’ > 

Resolution in relation to the naval pension of 
John McGarr. 
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Resolution authorizing the submission of certain 
claims to arbitration. 
Resolution authorizing the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury to make a just and fair set- | 
‘tlement of the claims of the Cherokee nation of 
Indians, according to the principles established by 
the treaty of August, 1846. 5) amet 
Resolution concerning the distribution of the 
statutes at large. 
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Resolution for the speedy payment of the three 
months’ extra pay to the officers, non-commissioned 
officers, musicians, and privates, who have served 
in the Jate war with Mexico, allowed by the act 
of July 19, 1848. 

Resolution granting to the Jackson Monument 
Committee certain brass guns and mortars cap- 


purposes. 
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tured by General Andrew Jackson, and for other || 
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| Resolution in favor of David Shaw and Solomon 
| T. Corser. 

| Resolution authorizing the erection on the public 
| grounds in the city of Washington of a monument 
to George Washington. 

| Resolution for the relief of Betsey McIntosh. 

_ Resolution for the relief of H. V. B. Gaither. 
Resolution respecting contracts for hemp for the 
| use of the American navy. 
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Tuis sheet completes the CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE for the First Session of the Thirtieth Congress, except the Index to it, 
which we expect to send to subscribers in two weeks from this time. 

We will furnish subscribers with any numbers not received by them, if they will write to us for them immediately. Post- 
masters are authorized by law to frank such letters. 


The CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE AND APPENDIX will be published by us next session of Congress. 
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